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SECOND SESSION. 


Da aaa 


IN SENATE. 
Moxpay, December 3, 1860. 


The Senate commenced the second session of 
the T'hirty-Sixth Congress this day, pursuant to 
the Constitution. 

The VICE PRESIDENT (Hon. Jony C. 
Brecxinrioer) callcd the Senate to order at 
twelve o’clock, m. ` . 

Rev. P. D. Gurey, D. D., Chaplain of the 
Senate, opened the proceedings of the session by 
prayer in the following language: 

O Thou who dwellest in the Heavens, our 


? 


is 


Father and our God, unto Thee do we lift up our | 


souls. We approach Thee, in the name of Jesus 
Christ, as suppliants. Be pleased, for His sake, 
to regard us with favor; hear our petitions, and 
send us an answer of peace. We acknowledge 
Thee as the God of Providence as wellas the God 
of Grace. We and all our interests are in Thy 
hands and at Thy disposal; and Thou canst do 
with us and with ours as seems good in Thy 
sight. Weacknowledge Thy sovercignty over 
us, Thy propriety in us, and that Thou art the 
bountiful source and dispenser ofall our blessings. 
Help us to fear Thee; and whilst we fear, may we 
also trust and love and obey. Accept our heart- 
felt and united thanks that Thou hast spared the 
lives of these Senators and hast brought them 
once more to this council! chamber, here to de- 
liberate and legislate for the interests of a great 
and powerful people. Surely, they need Thy bless- 
ing. Guide them by Thy counsel; give thema 
deep andabiding sense of Thy presence and claims 
as the guardian God of the Republic, and help 
them to speak and to say those things which will 
be for Thy glory and which Thou wilt approve. 
May all bitterness and wrath andangerand clamor 
and evil speaking be putaway from them, with all 
malice; and may they here deliberate from day 


to day, notas partisans, but as brethren and pa- | 
triots, seeking the highest welfare of the country | 


and of the whole country. We do carnestly pray 
that here, and in the House of Representatives, 
counsels of wisdom and moderation, of peace and 
conciliation, of truth and justice, of patriotism 
and piety, may prevail, and thatthe issue may be 
such as shall fill the anxious heart of the nation 
with gratitude and with gladness. We invoke 
‘Thy mercy upon all our rulers and upon ali our 
people. Be pleased to deliver them from erroncous 
judgments, from misleading influences, and from 
the sway of evil passions. And especially do we 
ask Thee to bless the President of the United 
States, to strengthen and prepare him for the right 
discharge of ail his arduous and responsible du- 


ties, and make him, especially at this time, a: 
blessing to Congress and to the country by the | 


counsels he imparts and the policy he pursues. 

Our prayer is before Thee. Oh, hear us in 
Heaven; and when Thou hearest, answer us, and 
forgive us,and heal our land, for Jesus’ sake. 
Amen. 

SENATORS PRESENT. 

The following Senators were present. 
the Siate of 
une—Hon, Hannibal 
William Pitt Fessenden. 

New Jampshire—Hon. John P. Hale and Hon. 
Daniel Clark. 


1 


Hamlin and Hon. 


From | 
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Collamer. 3 

Massuchuselis—Hon. Henry Wilson and Hon. 
Charles Sumner. 

Rhode Istand—Hon. James F. Simmons and 
Hon. Henry B. Anthony. 

Connecticut—Hon. La Fayette S. Foster and 
Hon. James Dixon. 

New York—Hon. William H. Seward and 
Hon. Preston King. 

New Jersey—Hon. John C. Ten Eyck. 

Pennsylvania—Hon. Simon Cameron and Hon. 
William Bigler. 

Delaware—Hon. James A. Bayard and Hon. 
Willard Saulsbury. ` 

Maryland—Hon. James A. Pearce and Hon. 
Anthony Kennedy. 

Virginia—Hon. Robert M. T. Hunter and 
Hon. James M. Mason. ; 

North Carolina—Hon.Thomas Bragg and Hon. 
Thomas L. Clingman. 

Alabama—Hon. Benjamin Fitzpatrick. 

WMississippi—Hon. Albert G. Brown and Hon. 
Jefferson Davis. 

Tennessee—Fion. Alfred O. P. Nicholson. 

Kentucky—Hon. Lazarus W. Powell and Hon. 
John J. Crittenden. 

Missouri—Hon. James S. Greenand Hon. Trus- 
ten Polk. 

Ohio—Hon. Benjamin F. Wade. 

Indiana—Hon. Jesse D. Bright and Hon. Gra- 
ham N. Fitch. 

Ilinois—Hon. Stephen A. Douglas and Hon. 
Lyman Trumbull. 

Michigan—Fon. Zachariah Chandler and Hon. 
Kinsley S. Bingham. . 

Florida—Hon. David L. Yulee. , 

Texas—Hon. John Hemphill and Hon. Louis 
T. Wigfall. 

Wisconsin—Hon. Charles Durkee and Hon. 
James R. Doolittle. 

fowa—Hon. James W. Grimes. 

Minnesota—Hon. Henry M. Rice. 

California—Hon. Milton S. Latham. 

Oregon—Hon. Joseph Lane. 


SENATORS ABSENT. 


The following Senators were absent: 

Hon, J. P. Benjamin, of Louisiana. 

Hon. James Chesnut, jr., of South Carolina. 
Hon. C. C. Clay, jr., of Alabama. 

Hon. Wiliam M. Gwin, of California. 
Hon. James H. Hammond, of South Carolina. 
Hon. James Harlan, of Jowa. 

Hon. Alfred Iverson, of Georgia.‘ 

Hon. R. W. Johnson, of Arkansas. 

Hon. A. Johnson, of Tennessee. 

Hon. S. R. Mallory, of Florida. 

Hon, George E. Pugh, of Ohio. 

Hon, William K. Sebastian, of Arkansas. 
Hon. John Shdell, of Louisiana. 

Hon. John R. Thomson, of New Jersey. 
Hon. Robert Toombs, of Georgia. 

Hon. Morton S. Wilkinson, of Minnesota. 


* 


NOTIFICATION TO THE HOUSE. 
On motion of Mr. BRIGHT, it was 


Ordered, That the Secretary inform the House of Rep- 
resentatives that a quorum of the Senate has assembled, 


' and that the Senate is ready to proceed to business. f 


NOTIFICATION TO THE PRESIDENT. 


On motion of Mr. BIGLER, it was 
Resolved, That a committee, consisting of three mem- | 


bers, be appointed, to join such committee as may be ap- if 


pointed by the House of Representatives, to wait on the | 
President of the United States and inform him that a quo- 
rum of each House has embled, and that Congress is | 
ready to receive any communication he may be pleased | 
to make. 


The VICE PRESIDENT appointed Messrs. | 
Bieter, Masox, and Couamer, such commit- { 
tee. 


HOUR OF MEETING. 
On motion of Mr. FITZPATRICK, it was 


Ordered, That the hour of the daily meeting of the Sen- 
ate be twelve o’clock, until otherwise ordered. 


“+ New Senres..2,.No., 

_ ORGANIZATION OF THE HOUSE: 
Atone o'clock, Joas W. Forrer, Esq: 
of the House of Representatives, appeared be- 
low the bar, and delivered’ thée-following mes: 
sage: Ri ee eee: 


Mr. Presivent: I have been directed to inform the Sen- 
ate that.a quorum of the House of Representatives has 
assembled, and that the House is now ready-to. procced:'to 
business. i i TE E tata 

The House has passed a resolution directing the appoint- 
ment of a committee on the part of tie House, to jóin such 
committee as may be appointed'on the part of the Senate, 
to wait on the President of the: United States and: inform 
him that a quorum of the two Houses has assembled yand 
that Congress is ready to receive any communication, h 
may be pleased'to make; and has appointed Mr; James K, 
Moorueap of Pennsylvania, Mr- Tuomas S. Bocock: óf 
Virginia, and Mr, GREEN ApAms of Kentucky,* the com 
mittee on the part of the House. eb Re ag a Eid 


ADJOURNMENT. 
` Mr. CLINGMAN. I move that 


take a recess for half an hour. 
Mr. GREEN and others: 


i 


‘the: Sent g 


Let us adjourn, 


Mr.SEWARD. Before the question is taken, 
I wish to ask whether: it is probable’ that therë 
will be any necessity for our remaining here, or 
whether we may not as well adjourn. : 


Mr. GREEN. We shall get nothing ‘until to- . 
morrow. ae 
Mr. SEWARD. 
adjourn. ; ae 
r. TRUMBULL. If the Senator will with- 
draw that motion for a moment, I have a sugges- 
tion to make. . I understand we have sent acom- 
mittee to wait on the President. Suppose’ they 
report that he is ready to communicate immedi. 
ately to the Senate? ` EN WE Sh SS 
"Mr. SEWARD. The Senator will allow me. 

I thought that I had ascertained ‘satisfactorily, 
though informally, that we should‘ not get any 
message to-day. I think that is the understand- 
ing. therefore, with the Senator’s leave, renew 
the motion to adjourn. j b po 
Mr. TRUMBULL. That being sò, I have no 
objection. : f 
The motion was agreed to; and the Senate 
adjourned. E 


I move that the Senate 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Monpay, December 3, 1860. i 


In conformity with the Constitution of the Uni- 
ted States, the second session of the Thirty-Sixth 
Congress convened to-day. At twelve o’clock, 
meridian, Hon. Witttam Prennineron, Speaker 
of the House of Representatives, took the chair 
and called the FIouse to order. ae : 

Rev. Tuomas H. Srockton, Chaplain of the 
House, delivered the following praycr: : 

O Thou, who hearest prayer, unto Thee.shall 
all flesh come. Unto Thee we come, trusting-in 
the atonement of our Lord and Saviour, Jesus 
Christ, and in the sanctifying influences of: Thy 
Holy Spirit. Vain is the help of man, but Thou 
art our refuge and our trust, a very present help 
in time of trouble. Our help is in the name of 
the Lord, who made Tleavenand earth. Happy 
is that people that is in sucha case, Yea, happy 
is the people whose God is the Lord. ; 

We remember the past, and we are grateful for 
the past. We thank Thee for the discovery of 
this new world. We thank Thee for the.colo- 
nization of our own part of it. We thank Thee. 
for the establishment of our national independ- 
ence. We thank Thoe for the organization, of 
our national Union. We thank Thee for. the 
blessings we have enjoyed within this Union— 
natural blessings, civil blessings, social blessings, 
spiritual blessings, all kinds of blessings, unspeak- 
ably great and precious blessings, such blessings 
as were never enjoyed by any other people since 
the world began. 

And now, O Lord, our God, we offer unto 
Thee our humble prayer for the present, and for 
allof the future. Willit please Thee, for Christ’s 
sake, to grantus Thy special aid. Thou art very 
high and liftedup. ‘Thou lookest down upon our 
whole land, from lake to gulf, from sea to sea, 
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from the rising of the sun unto the going down 
thereof; and Thou knowest all of our interests, 
and Thou knowest all of our dangers. Our good 
men are at fault; our wise men are at fault, inthe 
Worth and in the South, and in the East and in 
the West. Everywhere they are at fault. We 
Know not what it is best for us to do; and with 
common consent we come unto Thee, O Lord, 
our God, and we pray Thee to overrule unrea- 
sonable and wicked, men in all parts of our Con- 
federacy;.and we pray Thee to inspire and to 
strengthen and to assist all true patriots in every 
part of our Union. 

And may Thy blessings rest upon all the de- 
partments. of the Government. We remember, 
. with special solicitude, the President of these Uni- 

ted States and his immediate advisers. They lack 
wisdom; butif they call upon Thee, Thou wiltgive 
them wisdom, for Thou givestto all men liberally, 
and upbraidest not. While we trust they pray 
for themselves, we here also pray for them, that 
Thy Holy Spirit may be granted unto them, and 
that they may see exactly what they ought to do, 
and have grace to do it in the positions in which 
they are placed. 

We thank Thee for this bright and beautiful 
morning for the assembling of the two Houses 
of Congress. And we pray that Thy blessing 
may rest upon the Vice President, and upon 
every Senator in his place; and upon the Speaker 
of this House, and upon every member in his 
place. We rejoice to learn that they see their 

responsibility; that they feel their responsibility; 
and that many of them are looking toward Thee 
for counsel and direction. O Lord, our God, 
let Thy own presence subdue every heart and 
every mind, and sanctify all actions to Thy 
own glory and the good of our whole people. 
Oh, that we may still be happy in this blessed 
Union! 

Our Father who art in Heaven, hallowed be 
Thy name: Thy kingdom come: Thy will be 
done, on earth as it is in Heaven: give us this 
day our daily bread: and forgive us our debts, as 
we forgive our debtors: and lead us not into temp- 
tation, but deliver us from evil: for Thine is the 
kingdom, and the power, aud the glory, forever 
and ever. Amen. 


CALL OF THE ROLL. 


‘The roll of the members was then called; and 
the following members answered to their names: 


MAINE, 
Freeman H. Morse, 
Israel Washburn, jr., 
Stephen ©, Foster. 


NEW HAMPSHIRE. 
Gilman Marston, Thomas M. Edwards, 
Mason W. Tappan, 
VERMONT. 
Homer E. Royce. 


Danie} E. Somes, 
John J. Perry, 
Ezra B. French, 


E. P. Walton, 
Justin S. Morrill, 

MASSACHUSETTS. 
Thomas D. Eliot, John B. Alley, 
James Bufinton, Charles R. Train, 
Charles F. Adams, Eli Thayer, 
Alexander H. Rice, Charles Delano. 
Anson Burlingame, 


RHODE ISLAND. 
Christopher Robinson, William D. Brayton. 
CONNECTICUT. 

Alfred A. Burnham, 

Orris S. Ferry. 
NEW YORK. 
James H. Graham, 
Roscoe Conkling, 
R. Holland Duell, 
M. Lindley Lee, 
Charles B. Hoard, 
Charles B. Sedgwick, 
Martin Butterfield, 
Emory B. Pattle, 
Alfred Wells, 
William Irvine, 
Alfred Ely, 
Augustus Frank, 
Elbridge G. Spaulding, 
Reuben E. Fenton. 


Dwight Loomis, 
John Woodruff, 


Luther C. Carter, 
James Humphreys, 
Daniel E. Sickles, 
William B. Maclay, 
John Cochrane, 
George Briggs, 
Horace F. Clark, 
Jobn B. Haskin, 
Wiiliam S. Kenyon, 
Charles L. Beale, 
John H. Reynolds, 
James B. McKean, 
George W. Palmer, 
Francis E. Spinner, 


NEW JERSEY. 
Garnett B. Adrain, 
Jetur R. Riggs. 


Jobn T. Nixon, 
John L. N. Stratton, 
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PENNSYLVANIA. 


Thomas B. Florence, 
Edward Joy Morris, 
John P. Verree, 

John Wood, 

John Hickman, 

Henry C. Longnecker, 
Thaddeus Stevens, 
John W. Killinger, 
James H. Campbell, 
Galusha A. Grow, 


James T. Hale, 
Benjamin F. Junkin, 
Edward McPherson, 
Samuel S. Biair, 
John Covode, A 
James K. Moorhead, 
Robert McKnight, 
William Stewart, 
Chapin Hall, 

Elijah Babbitt. 


DELAWARE. 
William G. Whiteley. 


MARYLAND. 


James A. Stewart, 
J. Morrison Harris, 
H. Winter Davis, , 


Jacob M. Kunkei, 
George W. Hughes. 


VIRGINIA. 


Jobn S. Milison, 
Daniel C. De Jarnette, 
Roger A. Pryor, 
Thomas §. Bocock, 
Wiliam Smith, 


Alexander R. Boteler, ' 
John T. Harris, 

Albert G. Jenkins, 
Henry A. Edmundson, 
Elbert S. Martin. 


NORTH CAROLINA. 


William N. H. Smith, 
Thomas Rufün, 

Warren Winslow, 
Lawrence 0’. Branch, 


John A. Gilmer, 
James M. Leach, 
Burton Craige. 


SOUTH CAROLINA. 


John McQueen, 
Lawrence M. Keitt, 
Milledge L. Bonham, 


John D. Ashmore, 
William W. Boyce. 


GEORGIA. 


Peter E. Love, 

Thomas Hardeman, 
Lucius J. Gartrell, 

John W. H. Underwood, 


James Jackson, 
Joshua Hill, 
John J. Jones. 


ALABAMA. 


James L. Pugh, 
David Clopton, 
Sydenham Moore, 


MISSISSIPPI. 
Otho R. Singleton. 


George S. Houston, 
Williamson R. W. Cobb, 
Jabez L. M. Curry. 


LOUISIANA, 
John E. Bouligny. 


OHIO. 


George IJ. Pendleton, 
John A, Gurley, 
Clement L. Vallandigham, 
William Allen, 
James M. Ashley, 
William Howard, 
Thomas Corwin, 
Benjamin Stanton, 
John Carey, 

Carey A. Trimble, 
Charles D. Martin, 


Samuel S. Cox, 
John Sherman, 
Harrison G. Blake, 
William Helmick, 
Cyduor B. Tompkins, 
Thomas C. Theaker, 
Sidney Edgerton, 
Edward Wade, 

John Hutchins, 

John A. Bingham, 


KENTUCKY. 


Henry C. Burnett, 
Samuel O. Peyton, 
Francis M. Bristow, 
William C. Anderson, 


Green Adams, 
Laban T. Moore, 
John W. Stevenson. 


TENNESSEE. 


Thomas A. R. Nelson, 
Horace Maynard, 
William B. Stokes, 
Robert Hatton, 


James H. Thomas, 
James M, Quarles, 
Emerson Etheridge, 
William T. Avery. 


INDIANA. 


William E. Niblack, 
William H. English, 
W. McKee Dunn, 
Wiliam S. Holman, 
David Kilgore, 


Albert G. Porter, 
John G. Davis, 
Schuyler Colfax, 
Charles Case, 
John U. Pettit. 


ILLINOIS. 


Elihu B. Washburne, 
Owen Lovejoy, 
Isaac N. Morris, 
John A. McClernand, 


James C. Robinson, 
Philip B. Fouke, 
John A. Logan. 


MISSOURL. 


Thomas L. Anderson, 
John B. Clark, 


Samuel H. Woodson, 
John 8. Phelps, 


James Craig, John W. Noeil. 
ARKANSAS. 
Albert Rust. 
MICHIGAN. 


Wiliam A. Howard, 
Francis W. Kellogg, 


DeWitt C. Leach. 


FLORIDA. 
George S. Hawkins. 


IOWA. 


Samuel R, Curtis, 


Wiliam Vandever. 


; WISCONSIN. `. 
John F. Potter, Charles H. Larrabes. 
Cadwalader C. Washburn, 

CALIFORNIA. 

John C. Burch. 
MINNESOTA. 


Cyrus Aldrich, Wiliam Windom. 


OREGON, NEW MEXICO. 
Lansing Stout. Miguel A. Otero. 
WASHINGTON. KANSAS, 


Isaac J. Stevens. Marcus J, Parrott. 


During the call of the roll, z 

Mr. HARRIS, of Maryland, stated that his 
colleague, Mr. Wessrer, was detained at home 
by sickness in his family. 


NEW MEMBERS. 


Hon. J. R. Barret, of Missouri, in place of 
Hon. F. P. Blair, resigned; Hon. Jacon K. 
McKenry, of Pennsylvania, elected to fill the 
vacancy occasioned by the death of the late Hon. 
John Schwartz; and Hon. Jons Y. Brown, of 
Kentucky, appeared at the Speaker’s desk and 
took the usual oath to support the Constitution 
of the United States. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message was received from the Senate by 
Mr. Hickey, one of their clerks, informing the 
House that a quorum of the Senate has assembled ; 
that the Senate is ready to proceed to business,and 
has passed a resolution that acommittec, consisting 
of three members, beappointed to join such com- 
mitteeas may be appointed by the House of Rep- 
resentatives, to wait upon the President of the 
United States, toinform him that a quorum of each 
House is assembled, and that Congress is ready 
to receive any communication he may be pleased 
to make. 

Mr. MOORHEAD offered the following reso- 
lution; which was read, considered, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That a committee he appointed upon the part 
of this House, to join such committee as may be appointed 
upon the part of the Senate, to wait upon the President 
of the United States, to inform him that a quorum of the 


two Houses is assembled, and that Congress is prepared to 
receive any communication he may be pleased to make. 


The SPEAKER. subsequently appointed Mr. 
Moorneap, Mr. Bococx, and Mr. Apams of 
Kentucky, as such committee. 


HOUR OF MEETING. 


Mr. FLORENCE. I move that twelve o’clock 
be the daily hour of meeting until further ordered. 

The motion was agreed to. 

TIOMESTEAD BILL. 

Mr. GROW. [rise toa privileged question. 
I call up the motion to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill reported by me from the Commit- 
tee on Agriculture to secure homesteads to actual 
settlers was referred to the Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union; and upon the 
motion to reconsider I call the previous question. 

The bill was read by its title, as follows: 

A bill (H. R. No. 24) to secure homesteads tc 
actual settlers on the public domain. 

Mr. PHELPS. If we are to have no discus- 
sion upon that bill, I move to lay it upon the table. 
This is calling up the question too soon. 

Mr. GROW. I propose to leave it open to dis- 
cussion. 

Mr. PHELPS. The gentleman can call up his 
motion on any other day than the present; but 
now there are members absent from the House, 
and we have not time to examine the bill, 

Again, I suppose the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania contemplates that we shall have the usual 
lottery to secure our seats for the session; and for 
that further reason Isuggest to the gentleman the 
postponement of his motion, and the calling it up 
another day. Ifthe gentleman persist in his mo- 
tion, I shall insist upon my motion to lay the bill 
upon the table. 

„Mr. GROW. I withdraw the call for the pre- 
vious question one moment, to say that my object 
was not to put the bill upon its passage now, but 
to leave it open to discussion, if any gentleman 
desires to discuss it. {call wp the motion to re- 
consider now, in order that we may have the busi- 
ness before the House. Gentlemen are aware that 
there are special orders covering almost entirely 
the first three or four weeks of the session, and 
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therefore I thought it might be as well to consider 
it now. But, if gentlemen wish to proceed to the 
drawing of seats now, I will give way for that 
purpose. 

Mr. PHELPS. The gentleman’s motion can 
be called up to-morrow as well.as to-day. Letus 
proceed in the usual course of business. If the 
gentleman withdraws his motion, I withdraw my 
proposition to lay upon the table. : : 

Mr. GROW. I withdraw my proposition until 
after the drawing of seats. 


DRAWING OF SEATS. 


Mr. SHERMAN offered the following resolu- 
tion; which was read, considered, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Clerk of the House, immediately after 
the passage of this resoiution, place in a box the name of 
each Member and Delegate of the House of Representatives, 
written on a separate slip of paper; that he then proceed 
in the presence of the House to draw from said box, one 
ata time, the said slips of paper, and as each is drawn, he 
shall announce the name of the Member or Delegate upon it, 
who shall choose his seat for the present session: Provided, 
That before said drawing shail commence, the Speaker 
shall cause every seat to be vacated, and shall see that 
every seat continues vacant until it is selected under this 
order; and that each seat, after having been selected, shall 
be deemed vacant if left unoccupied before the calling of 
the roll is finished. 


Mr. PHELPS. I desire to make one sugges- 
tion. The House has just appointed a committee 
of three to wait upon the President, and I propose 
that the members of that committee may author- 
ize some friend to choose seats for them. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Nlinois. Letthat be 
done by unanimous consent. 


Mr. PHELPS. Very well. 
MESSAGE TO TIE SENATE. 


Mr. GROW. I desire to ask if any message 
has been sent to the Senate, informing them that 
we are organized, and ready to proceed to busi- 
ness. 

The SPEAKER. There has not. 

Mr. GROW. By general consent, I ask that 
the drawing of seats be suspended for a moment; 
and { move that the Senate be notified that the 
House is organized, and ready to proceed to busi- 
ness. 

The motion was agreed to, 


DRAWING OF SEATS. 


The order for the drawing of seats was then 
executed, according to the terms of the resolution. 

Pending the drawing, 

Mr. HILL stated that he had been requested 
to announce that Mr. Branson was absent on ac- | 
count of injuries lately received, which disabled | 
him from attendance upon the meetings of the 
Fouse. 

Mr.GROW. Isthe drawing ofseats concluded? 

The SPEAKER. Iris. 

Mr. GROW. Then I call up the motion to 
reconsider the vote by which the bill to secure 
homesteads to actual settlers on the public do- 
main was referred to the Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union. 


CHANGE OF COMMITTEE. 
Mr. WASHBURN, of Maine. If the gentle- 


man from Pennsylvania will yicld for a single 
moment, I desire to say that, as my seat will be 
vacant in this House from the Ist of January 
next, Í think it proper that the Speaker should 
have authority to constitute the Committee of 
Ways and Means atthis time asit shall be during 
the session. I therefore ask to be excused from 
serving on that committee. 

Several Mempers. ‘I'he committecs are not 
constituted yet. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state to the 
House that the rule on the subject of committees 
was modified at the last session; and the com- 
mittees are now appointed for the Congress, eX- 
cept where a vacancy occurs, which, of course, | 
will be filled by the Chair, The gentleman from 
Maine asks to be excused from further service on 
the Committee of Ways and Means. The ques- | 
tion is on that mouon. 

The motion was agreed to. 


HOMESTEAD BILL——AGAIN. | 

Mr. GROW. Mr. Speaker, if my motion to ! 
reconsider the vote by which the homestead bill | 
was referred to the Committee of the Whole on | 
the state of the Union be adopted, I propose, if | 
gentlemen desire to discuss the bill, to leave it || 
open for discussion for a reasonable time. Tj 


therefore call the 
to reconsider. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of illinois. I under- 
stand that the Senate has adjourned, and that we 
will probably have no message to-day. I there- 
fore move that the House do now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and thereupon (at 
twenty-five minutes after one o’clock, p. m.) 
the House adjourned till to-morrow at twelve 
o’clock, m. 


previous question on the motion 
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Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Dr. GURLEY. 

Hon. James Haran of Iowa, Hon. AnpRew 
Jounson of Tennessee, Hon. Jous R. Tuom- 
son of New Jersey, Hon. Wituiam M. Gwin 
of California, Ilon. Morton S. Wirxiwsown of 
Minnesota, and Hon. Aurrep Iverson of Geor- 
gia, appeared in their seats. 

TheJournal of yesterday was read and approved. 


PAPERS WITHDRAWN AND REFERRED. 


Mr. LANE. Mr. President, I ask leave to 
withdraw from the files of the Senate the papers 
of John Anderson, which were referred to the 
Committee on Claims during the last session, but 
upon which there was no action. 

The motion was agreed to. 


THE PRESIDENT’S MESSAGE. 


Mr. BIGLER. Mr. President, the committee 
appointed by the Senate, in conjunction with a 
similar committee appointed on the part of the 
House of Representatives, to inform the Presi- 
dent of the United States that the two Houses of 
Congress had assembled and were ready to pro- 
ceed to business, have discharged that duty, and 
the President informed them that he would com- 
municate with the two Houses of Congress in 
writing this day at twelve o’clock. 

A.J. Grossprenwer, Esq., the Private Secre- 
tary of the President of the United States, ap- 
peared below the bar, and said: Mr. President, 
{ am directed by the President of the United 
States to deliver to the Senate a message in 
writing. i 

The VICE PRESIDENT, (the message hav- 
ing been delivered into his hands.) Is it the 
pleasure of the Senate that the message be now 
read? 

There being a general acquiescence, thé mes- 
sage was read. {It will be published in fle Ap- 
pendix.] 

Mr. CLINGMAN. Mr. Preside I make 
the usual motion for printing the message, and I 
will take this occasion to offer a suggestion or two 
upon some of the points embraced in it. 

As to the general tone of the message, Mr. 


President, everybody will say that itiseminently | 


patriotic, and I agree with a great deal that is in 
it; but I think it falls short of stating the case 
that is now before the country. It is not, for ex- 
ample, merely that a dangerous man has been 
elected to the Presidency of the United States. 
We know that under our complicated system that 
might very well occur by accident, and he be 
powerless; but F assert that the President elect 
has been elected because he was known to be a dan- 
gerous man. He avows the principle that is 
known as the ‘irrepressible conflict.” 
clares that it is the purpose of the North to make 
war upon my section until its social system has 
been destroyed, and for that he was taken up and 
elected. ‘That declaration of war is dangerous, 
because it has been indorsed by a majority of the 
votes of the free States in the late election. 
this grcat, remarkable, and dangerous fact that 
has filled my section with alarm and dread for the 


| future. 


The President says that he may be powerless 
by reason of the opposition in Congress now; 
but that is only a temporary relief. Everybody 
knows that the majority which has borne him 
into the Chair can control all the departments of 
this Government. Why, sir, five or six of our 
conservative Senators have already to give place 
to others on the 4th of March; and if the others 
do not, it is simply because their terms have not 
expired. Both the Senators from Indiana and 
the Senator from Hlinois, [Mr. Doveras,] and 


other gentlemen, would be beaten by that same | 


majority, if it were not that their terms have time 


He de- ! 


ft is | 


torun.. They must, however, be cut.down at no 
distant day. Not ory that; butifthe H. 
Representatives is divided to some Jitie 
how long ¢an it be sd? ` Weall know tha ' 
England has presented an unbroken front for some 
time past; and does any man doubt that the same 
organization that clected Abraham ‘Lineoh 
make a clear majority of: both branches öf Col 
gress? The efforts of the Abolitionists will, be 
directed to the few doubtful districts, ani 
will soon be subjected to their cóntrol. Sopo 
erful and steady is the current of ‘their progress 
that it will soon overwhelm the entire North. fn - 
this way they must soon ‘control thé President, 
both Houses of Congress, the Sipreme Court, 
and all the officers of the Government... 0" >! 
The result is that a sectional party: will wield 
the entire power over all the departments of the 
Government. Genulemen say they are shown 
by the vote to be in a minority.’ That is an. ag- 
gravation. Under our present Federal'system, it 
turns out that a little more than one third of the 
voters may control all the departments of the 
Government, and oppress tytannically not only. 
the South but the minority athome. Ttake it for 


granted that nobody foresaw this'state of, rs 
when the Constitution was made. If the l 
Constitution were out of the way, this minority 


could be resisted; but under the present system— 
and it is that that alarms the South only the more 
—everybody sees that there may be. a sectional 
majority which represents a minority of the peo- 
ple, that may absolutely control the whole Gov- 
ernment. I would not consent for my.constituents 
to be governed absolutely even by a sectional 
majority, much less by a minority, The South 
would be then in the condition of Ireland, repre- 
sented nominally, but really as powerless as if 
the semblance of representation was not given to 
it at all. ntti deg tog 
But this is not the worst view of the case. We 
are not only to be governed by a sectional dom- 
ination which does not respect our rights, bùt bi 
one, the guiding principle of which is hostility to 
the southern States. It is that,.Mr. President, 
that has alarmed the country; and it is idle for 
‘gentlemen to talk to us about this thing being 
done according to the forms of the Constitution 
A majority even might begin a revolution in that 
way; you might totally change the whole’ chat- 
acter of the Government, in fact, without abolish- 
ing its forms. The Roman Republic was infact 
converted into a grinding despotism by just such 
ii a process, The most outrageous tyranny can be 
perpetrated under all the forms of law, o o 
It is said, however, that some of the States are 
inclined to be precipitate in their preparations for 
resistance. Ido not thinkso. I admitthat what 
are called the cotton States may be precipitateas . 
compared with my own and some other States; 
but if you compare their action with that of fors 
eign States or nations that have existed heretofore 
| youn cannot so regard them. Why, sir, I say 
| boldly that if the occurrences which have hap- 
i| pened in this country for the last fifteen years 
were done by a foreign nation we should have 
been involved in war.. If the property “of an 
American citizen is taken by any foreign nation, 
|| and upon a demand for redress it is notgiven up, 
or paid for, war follows; and if, instead, the for- 
i| eign Government legislates to protect the wrong- 
doer, war is inevitable. Everybody knows that 
|| if the property of a Frenchman, for example, was 
j| taken in England, and the British Government, 
instead of making satisfaction, were to pass acts 
| of Parliament to protect the wrong-doers, war 
| would be inevitable. 
It would be the case if the same thing occurred 
i| between any other foreign States. But we arein 
i a vastly worse condition than would be the peo- 
ple of any foreign Statc, because those States of 
i the Union that legislate to prevent the reeapture 
of our property are doing it in perfect safety. 
| The proceedings of the old Barbary Powers when 
| they used to send out cruisers and capture prop- 
| erty on the high seas, were manly and honorable 
i enterprises compared with these proceedings, 
l! because they ran the risk of having their towns 
‘| bombarded; and in fact, it was done by the 
i| American and British and other Governments; 
but here in perfect safety this system of i gisla- 
tion goes on, and there is no redress under our 
system; and yet, if the State of Soath Carolina, 
or any other, proposes to’ act, she is reflected 


| 
| 


| 
l 
| 
| 
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upon. “Tallude to her particularly because she 
has no representatives on this floor. She does 
not need defense from me or anybody else; and 
if her representatives were here I should not have 
evén said this much. Instead of being precipi- 
tate, she and the whole South have been wonder- 
fully patient. No free people were, I think, ever 
so much so. 

Gentlemen say that the border States are the 
States that have most reason to complain, and 
they appeal to those South to waitlonger. But, 
Mr. President, what has been the past history of 
the country in relation to this slavery question? 
We all know that in 1859, when there was a great 
struggle going on to geta fair settlement—a set- 
tlement which would have placed the South ina 
proper position with reference to the Territories, 
the border States, much to my regret, were the 
first to leave us in the struggle. They abandoned 
the general cause.of the South for the right to re- 
cover their fugitive slaves. I donot mean to say 
that all their Representatives were willing to take 
this course. I know that the two Senators from 
‘Virginia, and many others, resisted that inade- 
quate settlement; but the border States were re- 
sponsible mainly for it. This fact produced dis- 
trust in the States further south, because every- 
thing seemed to have been given up for that fugi- 
tive slave law, which is now worth nothing to 
anybody. 

Again, Mr. President, when, last winter, the 
State of South Carolina sent her commissioner to 
Virginia seeking a conference, we had not only 
from the Black Republican press of the North, 
but from the southern Union press, a great clamor 
about the Union. Then Virginia was called upon 
not to go into “South Carolina’s disunion 
schemes.” I thought it very unfortunate then 
that no action was taken by the southern States 
upon the question. Then itmightnot have been 
too late to avert the present dangers. That has 
passed by, and now the condition of South Car- 
olina, as compared to Virginia, is just like that 
of two individuals, both of whom have been in- 
sulted and kicked fora long while, and one of 
them says, ‘ I propose now toget outofthe ways”. 
and the other replies, ‘* If you do, all these blows 
will fall on me, and I want you to stand by me 
and divide the torrent of obloquy and castigation, 
so that my load may be the lighter.” 

I say, sir, that the people of the United States 
would not submit for one moment to the treat- 
ment from a foreign nation that the southern 
States have suffered at the hands of the North. 
I have heard it suggested that the laws to which 
Thave referred ought to be repealed. I have no 
doubt they ought to be. Whether they will be 
or not, other gentlemen can judge better than I; 
but the mere repeal of these laws, I am free to 
say, would not, in my opinion, satisfy the sec- 
tion from which I come; because the fugitive 
slave law is rendered a nullity by the action of 
mobs, independently of this State legislation; and 
if, in addition, the marshals should be Abolition- | 
ists, there would be the less need of such State 
legislation. 

The President has said that there ought to be 
new constitutional guarantees. I do not see how 
any southern man can make propositions. We 
have petitiened and remonstrated for the last ten 
years, and to no purpose. If genUemen on the 
other side have anything to propose of a decisive 
and satisfactory character, | have no doubt the 
section from which I come would be willing to 
hearit. [say to those gentlemen in perfect frank- 
ness that, in my judgment, not only will a num- 
ber of States secede in the next sixty days, but 
some of the other States are holding on merely to 
see if proper guarantees can be obtained. We 
have in North Carolina only two considerable 
parties. The absolute submissionists are too 
small to be called a party; but the mass of the 
people consist of those who are for immediate 
action, and these who are waiting for a few 
months to see whether any guarantees will be 
proposed that are sufficient to save our honor and 
insure our safety. 

I give the opinion—geutlemen may take it for | 
what it is worth—that unless something of that | 
kind occurs, you will see most of the southern | 
States in motion at an early day; and without 
undertaking to advise, I say that, unless some 
comprehensive plan of that kind be adopted, 
which shall be perfectly satisfactory, in my judg- | 


-have more territory than all the colonies had when 


‘be the policy, I have no doubt some collision | 


ment the wisest thing this Congress cando would 
be ta divide the public property fairly, and appor- 
tion the public debt. I say, sir—and events in 
the course of a few months will determine whether 
I am right or not—in my judgment, unless the 
decided constitutional guarantees are obtained at 
an early day, it will be best for all sections that 
a peaceable division of the public property should 
take place. 

I know there are intimations that suffering will 
fall upon us in the South, if we secede. My 
people are not terrified by any such considera- 
tions. Thoy have been governed, not by cow- 
ardice, but by a very strong attachment to the 
Union. They have no fears of the future, if ; 
driven to rely on themselves. The southern States 


they seceded from Great Britain, and a better ter- 
ritory. Taking its position, climate, and fertility 
into consideration, there is not upon earth a body 
of territory superior to it. . Everybody knows it 
would supporta population of three hundred mil- 
lion if it were as densely settled as parts of 
Europe, that from personal observation I know 
not to be superior to it. The southern States 
have, too, at this day, four times the population 
the colonies had when they seceded from Great 
Britain. Their exports to the North and to for- 
eign countries were, last year, more than three 
hundred million dollars; and a duty of ten per 
cent. upon the same amount of imports would 
give ¢30,000,000 of revenne—twice as much as 
General Jackson’s administration spent in its 
first year. Everybody can sce, too, how the 
bringing in of $300,000,000 of imports into the 
southern ports would enliven business in our sea- 
board towns. I have seen with some satisfac- 
tion, also, Mr. President, that the war made upon 
us has benefited certain branches of industry in 
my State. There are manufacturing establish- 
ments in North Carolina, the proprictors of 
which tell me that they are making fifty per cent. 
annually on their whole capital, and yet cannot 
supply one tenth of the demands for their pro- 
ductions, The result of only ten per cent. duties 
in excluding products from abroad, would give 
life and impetis to mechanical and manufacturing 
industry throughout the entire South. Our peo- 
ple understand these things, and they are not 
afraid of results if forced to declare independence. 
Indeed, I do not see why northern Republicans 
should wish to continuc a connection with us 
upon any terms. They say that our institutions 
are a disgràce to the political family, which they 
intend tagémove. They declare African slavery 
to be a crime, and that it must be abolished. If 
we and they separate, their consciences will be 
freed from all responsibility for this sin. They 
want high tariffs likewise. They may put on 
five hundred per cent., if they choose, upon their 
own imports, and nobody on our side will com- 
plain. They may spend all the money they raise 
on railroads, or opening harbors, or.any thing on 
earth they desire, without interference from us; 
and it does seem to me that if they are sincere in 
their views, they ought to welcome a separation. 
I confess, Mr. President, that I do not know 
whether or not I understand the views of the 
message exactly on some points. There is some- 
thing said in it about collecting the revenue. H 
fully agree with the President that there is no 
power or right in this Government to attempt to 
coerce a State back into the Union; but if the | 
State does secede, and thus becomes a foreign 
State, it seems to me equally clear that you have 
no right to collecttaxes init. Itis not pretended 
that we can collect taxes at British or other for- | 
cign ports from commerce going in there. Ifa 
State of the Union secedes, and becomes a foreign 
State, it cannot be touched. The most offensive 
form of coercion which could be adopted would 
be that of levying tribute. IT have no doubt that | 
most of the Governments of Europe would re-i 
lease their dependencies from the claim on them 
for protection and for postal facilities, &c., if they 
would just pay the Government all the money it 
might think proper to exact. Ido not know, sir, 
whetlicr I am given to understand from the mes- | 
sage that there is a purpose to continue the col- | 
lection of duties in any contingency; bat if that 


may occur. {deprecate it; and hope there will 
be none. If there is to be a separation either of 
a part or the whole of the slaveholding States, I 


think it better for al] parties that it should be done 
peaceably and quietly; and as far as I have any 
influence, it will be exerted for bringing it-about 
in that way if it must come. I do not undertake 
to say what my own State willdo. Even if she 
were not inclined to move, she will soon finda 


‘movement on her southern border; and so it is 


with Virginia, and with all the Southern States; 
and in my opinion the movement will not stop 
until they all go. [give that opinion because 
this is an occasion of so much moment that no 
man ought to withhold his opinions. I may be 
wrong; but I speak on the subject frankly, just 
as I would converse with any gentleman by the 
fireside. 

My purpose was not so much to make a speech 
as to state what I thinkis the great difficulty; and 
that is, that a man has been elected because he 
has been and is hostile to the South. [tis this 
that alarms our people; and I am free to say,as I 
have said on the stump this summer, repeatedly, 
that if that election were not resisted, either now 
or at some day not far distant, the Abolitionists 
would succeed in abolishing slavery all over the 
South. ; 

Now, as to this idea of gentlemen waiting for 
overtacts. Why, sir, if the fugitive slave law had 
been repealed without these other occurrences, it 
could not have produced half the excitement in 
the country, Men would have said, ‘ We have 
gotten back very few negroes under it; its repeal 
merely puts us where we were ten years ago.”’ 
Again, if you were to abolish slavery in this Dis- 
trict, it would be said, ‘‘ There are only a few thou- 
sand slaves here; that is a small matter; are you 
going to disturb this great Union just for the sake 
of a few thousand slaves??? It is said, however, 
by some persons, that we are to submit until rev- 
olution is more tolerable than the acts of which 
we complain. That was not the policy of our 
revolutionary fathers. Nobody supposes that 
the tea tax or the stamp tax was an oppressive 
measure in itself. They saw, however, that if 
they were submitted to, in time oppression would 
be practiced; and they wisely resisted at the start. 

Now, sir, I take it for granted that Lincoln 
would resort to no overt acts in the first instance. 
I cannot conceive that he would have the folly to 
doso. I presume he would be conservative in 
his declarations, and I should attach just as much 
weight to them as I would to the soothing words 
and manner of a man who wanted to mount a 
wild horse, and who would not, until he was 
safely in the saddle, apply whip or spur. Itake 
it for granted, when he comes in, he will make 
things as quiet as he can make. them at first. 4 
presume the policy of the party would be to en- 
deavor to divide the South. They complain that 
Abolition documents are not circulated there. 
They wish to have an opportunity, by circulating 
such things as Helper’s book, of arraying the 
non-slavecholders and*poor men &gainst the 
wealthy. I have no doubt that would be their 
leading policy, and. they would be very quiet 
about it. They want to get up that sort of “free 
debate’? which hasbeen put into practice in Texas, 
according to the Senator from New York, for he 
is reported to have said in one of his specehcs 
in the Northwest, alluding to recent disturbances, 
to burnings and poisonings there, that Texas was 
excited by “free debate.” Well, sir, a Senator 
from Texas told me the other day that a good 
many of those debaters were hanging up by the 
trees in that country. Lhave no doubt, also, they 
would run off slaves faster from the border States, 
and perhaps oblige the slave owners to send them 
down further South, so as to make some of thase 
States free States; and then, when the South was 
divided to some extent, the overt acts would 
come,and we should have, perhaps, a hard strug- 
gle to escape destruction. 

Therefore, I maintain that our true policy is to 
meet this issue in limine; and I hope it will be 
done. If we can maintain our personal safety, 
let us hold on to the present Government; if not, 
we must take care of ourselves at all hazards. 1 
think tbis is the feeling that prevails in North 
Carolina. I have spoken of there being two partics 
there, but may say to you, Mr. President, that 
that party which is for immediate action is gain- 
ing strength rapidly. I do not believe there has 
been a meeting yet held in the State where there 
was a collision of opinion, that ultra resolutions 
have not been adopted. This feeling is not con- 
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fined to either of the political parties which made | 
a struggle there in the lateclections. The current 
of resistance is ranning rapidly over the South. | 
lt is idle for men to shut their eyes to conse- | 
quences like these. If anything can be done to 
avert the evil, let those who have the power do 
it. I will not now detain the Senate longer. 
Mr. CRITTENDEN. Mr. President, 1 re- 
gret that the honorable Senator from North Car- 
Glina has thought proper to make the speech 
which he has just addressed to the Senate. l did 
hope that we had all come together upon this oc- 


casion duly impressed with the solemnity of the | 


busincss that would devolve upon us, duly im- 
pressed with the great dangers that were impend- 
ing over our country, and especially with those 
dangers which threaten the existenceofour Union. 


That was the temper in which I hoped we were | 
now assembled. I hope this debate will procéed | 


no further. The gentleman has hardly uttered a 
sentiment or an opinion in which I do not dis- 
agree with him—hardly. one, sir. I have hopes 
of the preservation of that Union under which I 
have so long lived; I have hopes that that Union 
which was the glory of our fathers will not be- | 
come the shame of their children. But I rise 


here now, sir, not for the purpose of making a |; 


speech, and I intend to stick to my purpose. i 
wish the gentleman had stuck to his when he said 
he rosc pot te make a speech. I rise here to 
express the hope, and that alone, that the bad 
example of thegentieman will not be followed, and 
that we shall not allow ourselves now to be in- 
volved inanangry debate. We had better not have 
come here at all if that is our purpose. If we 
have not come here to give a deliberate aud a 
solemn consideration to the grave questions which 
are thrust upon us, we are not fit for the places 


i 
i 


| toward me, 


which we occupy. This Union was established 
by gevat sacrifices; this Union is worthy of great 
sacrifices and great concessions for its mainte- 
nance; and 1 trust there is not aSenator here who 
is not willing to yield and to compromise much 


in order to preserve the Government and the | 


Union of the country. 

l look forward with dismay and with some- 
thing like despair to the condition of this coun- 
try when the Union shall be stricken down, and 
sve shall be turned loose again to speculate on the 
policies and on the foundation upon which we 
are to establish governments. Į look at it, sir, 
with a fear and trembling that predispose me to | 
the most solemn considerations that Lam possi- 
bly capable of feeling, to search out, if it be pos- 


sible, some means for the reconciliation of all the | 


different sections and members of this Union, and 
see if we cannot again restore that harmony and 
that fraternity and that union which once existed 
in this country,and which gave so much of bless- 
ing and so much of benefit to us all. I hope we 
shai! not now engage in any irritating or angry 
debate, Our duties require of us very different 
dispositions of mind; and L trust none of us will 
allow ourselves to be irritated or provoked, or 
through any inadvertence involved in any angry 
orirritating discussions now. Calm consideration 
is demanded of us; a solemn duty is to be per- 
formed; not invectives to be pronounced; not pas- 
sions to be aroused; not wrongs to be detailed and 
aggravated over and over again. Let us look to 
the future; let us look to the present only to see 
what are the dangers and what are the remedies; 
and to appeal, for the adoption of those remedies, 
to the good feeling of every portion of this House. 
It is in that way only that we can arrive at a 
peaceable and satisfactory conclusion. 

Twill not now allude further to any of the ques- 
tions which the gentleman has presented. Ishall 
not discuss the question whether Mr. Lincoln’s 
election be or be not a good cause for resistance. 
I tell you there is at least diversity, great diver- 
sity.of opinion, which should make us regard it 
as a question for consideration. Ido not belicve 
there is a man in the State of Kentucky—we have 
parties there, we have divisions there—but I do 
not believe there is aman in Kentucky, of any 


party, that agrees with the gentleman on that | 


question. We arealla Union-loving people, and 
we desire that all these difficulties and dissensions 
may be healed, and a remedy applied to all the 


grievances of which we have a right to complain, | 
and that there may be a restoratlon of peace and | 


That is what we desire. I bope, 


tranquillity. 


judging from the gencral character of wy friend. |i 


| already uttered. 


| 
] 


from North Carolina, and judging from the noble 
character of the State which he represents here— 
a State that has always, while exhibiting the 
firmness that belongs properly to her, carried the 
olive branch in her hand constantly, and has 
taught peace, harmony, and union, heretofore in 
this country—I hope from him that, on recon- 
sideration and calmer reflection, be wiil anite with 
us here in as true a spirit of union and devotion 
to the country as any man. 

Eam content, sir, that the gentleman’s motion 
for printing the message shall be passed, and will 
waive any remarks which f might have been dis- 
posed otherwise to make on that message. Edo 
not agree that there is no power in the President 
to preserve the Union.. I will say that now. if 
we havea Union atall, and if, as the President 
thinks, there is no right to secede on the part of 
any State, (and I agree with him in that,) I think 
there is a right to employ our power to preserve 
the Union. I donot say how we skould apply it, 
or under what circumstances we should apply it. 
[leave all that open. To say that no State has 
aright to secede, that itis a wrong to the Union, 
and yet that the Union has no right to interpose 
any obstacles to its secession, seems to me to be 
altogether contradictory. 

Mr. CLINGMAN. ` Mr. President, I occupy 
a different position toward the distinguished Sen- 
ator from Kentucky from that which he occupies 
l approve of much that he says, 
though | regret, of course, that he does not agree 
with me on any of my points, Lapprove of his 


| desire to see these questions harmoniously sct- 


tled—of his wish to preserve the Union on hon- 
orable terms; but we differ as to the praper mode 
of doing it. It scems to me, that ignoring these 
ovils is like talking of health when a man is very 
iil, You must apply remedies that will reach the 
disease; and I have spoken, therefore, frankly 
my impressions; and 1 think E shail be sustained 


by a vast majority of the perle of my State in} 


what l have now sald. Leis pleased to compli- 
ment the State, and f, as one of ber representa- 
tives, appreciate it. North Carolina was the last 
Siate but one to come into the Union; she hesi- 
tated along while. {think she has shown great 
devotion to it; but whenever it ceases to protect 
her honor and provide for her safety, she will 
bid it farewell, though she may be reluctant to 
doso. The Senator no doubt knows, far better 
than Ido, the fecling of Kentucky; but from what 
I have scen in all parts ofthe country in which I 
have been, I think this movement among the peo- 
le will go on unless a remedy be applied. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. It is to find thatrem- 
edy that we are here. 

Mr. CLINGMAN. I think one of the wisest 
remarks that Mr. Calhoun ever made was, that 
the Union could not he saved by culogies upon it. 
We have had eulogics upon the Union until they 
have been’ productive of mischief. The Aboli- 
tionists say that *‘ thé South cannot be kicked out 
of the Union,’’ and southern men say amen to it. 
I do not refer to the Senator; but I meau that the 
tone and language in the South has been calcu- 


lated to encourage the Abolitionists, and render | 


them only the more insolent and aggressive. It 
was therefore l frankly made the declarations 
{ will join the honorable Sen- 
ator, in good faith, in an effort to avert the evil 
that threatens us, if any fair prospect should be 
presented. Failing in this, | will stand by my 
State in any effort she may find necessary to pro- 
tect her interests and maintain her bonor. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The motion of the 
Senator from North Carolina must go to the Com- 
mittee on Printing. There is as yet no Committce 
on Printing. : 
will be entered, and when the committee is formed 
it will be referred. 

Mr. FITCH. i l 
be printed, and thatnumber can be printed with- 
out reference. 
must be referred to the committee, 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The motion will 
go to the committee when formed. 

Mr. FITCH. Ithink, with all due deference 
to the opinion of the Chair, that that motion does 


not necessarily go to the committee, but only the } 


rinting of extra numbers. 

Mr. HALE. That motion may 
unanimous consent. 
any objection. 


be put by 


| jection, the Chair'will put the question 
| the motion to print the usual numberó 


If there be no objection, the motion | 


I move that the usual number | 


The question of extra numbers | 


{do not think there will be | 


The VICE PRESIDENT. It must go tothe 
os 


Committee on’ Printing,-except by unan 
consent. = 5e AE pA gepa p § 
Mr. HALE. There-will be no objection. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. If there be no ob= 
now on 
ihe Pres- 


ident’s message. : 
The motion was agreed to. oe Sar Bae 
On motion of Mr. HALE, the ‘Senate then 


adjourned. y 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES.: ie 
Turspay, December 4, 1860. 


The House met at twelve o’clock,.m.. Prayer 
by the Chaplain, Rev. Tuomas H. STOCKTON. 
he Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 


CILANGES ON COMMITTEES. : 


The SPEAKER appointed Mr. McKenry asa 
member of the Committee on Publie Buildings 
and Grounds, in the place of Mr. McPuerson, 
excused. ; : 7 Ee 

Also, Mr. Howann, of Michigan, as a mem- 
ber of the Committee of Ways and Means, in the 
place of Mr. Wasupurn, of Maine, excused.) 

The SPEAKER also appointed’ Mr. McPurr- 
son to fill the vacancy in the Committee on Naval 
Affairs, occasioned by the death of Mr. Schwartz; 
and Mr. Barner to fill the vacancy in the Commit- 
tee an Public Lands, occasioned by the resigna- 
tion of Mr. Blair, of Missouri. i 


ESTIMATE OF SECRETARY OF THE TREASURY. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House the an- 
nual estimate of the Secretary of the Treasury; 
which was referred to the Commitice of Ways 
and Means, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. FLORENCE. Itis usual to have extra 
copies of this report printed. I move that it be 
referred to the Committee on Printing to report 


i as to the propriety of printing twenty thousand 
i extra Copies, hoard. 


Mr. SHERMAN. Itis not necessary. | 

Mr. PHELPS. The gentleman: from Penn- 
sylvania is aware that this is the annual estimate 
submitted by the Secretary of the Treasury, and 
that the requisite numbers can be printed accord- 
ing to law. 

Mr, FLORENCE. Very well. 


the motion. 
COMMITTEE TO WAIT ON THE PRESIDENT. 


Mr. MOORHEAD. The joint committee ap- 
pointed to wait on the President of the United 
States, to inform him that both Houses of Con- 
gress are organized and ready to reccive any ¢om- 
munication he may choose to make, have per- 
formed that duty, and were requested by. the 
President to state that he will communicate. to 
Congress by message, in writing, at twelve o’clock 
to-day. 


I withdraw 


HOMESTEAD BILL. 


Mr. GROW. The House adjourned yesterday 
on acall for the previous question on a motion to 
reconsider the reference of the homestead bill. -I 
suppose that that is the first business in order. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on second- 
ing the demand for the previous question. 

Mr. PHELPS. I move to lay on the table the 
motion to reconsider. 

Mr. WINSLOW. On that motion I call for 
the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 7 

Mr. McCLERNAND. Some of us here are 
not advised as to the contents of this bill. Is itin 
order to ask to have the bill read? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman is entitled 
to have it read. 

The Clerk proceeded to read the bill, but was 
interrupted by the receipt of the President’s an- 
nual message, by the handsof Mr. Apam J.Gioss- 
BRENNER, his Private Secretary. 

Mr. FLORENCE. I move to postpone the 
further reading of the bill for the present, in order 
to have the méssage of the President of the Uni- 
ted States read. We will not be called upon im- 
mediately, perhaps, to vote upon that bill. 

Mr. GROW. 1 propose this. Let the bill be 
printed in to-morrow’s Globe, so thatall members 
can read and understand it; Then let the gen- 
tleman from Missouri. [Mr. Pueies] withdraw 
his motion to lay on the table; and let the vote 


December 4, 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


referring the bill be reconsidered. Thus the matter 
will be fairly before the House. The President’s 
message can then beread. If this proposition.be 
not satisfactory, let the bill take its course. 
„Mr. MAYNARD. I ask that the Qist joint 
rulosbe read. f 
The SPEAKER. The question is, shalf the 
firs: reading of the bill be postponed ? 
There was no objection. : 
Mr. GROW. Is it understood that the bill 
shall be published in the Globe to-morrow—the 
whiole of it? 
General assent was expressed by the House. 


TUE PRESIDENT’S ANNUAL MESSAGE. 


The annual message of the President of the 
United States was read by the Clerk [It will be 
published in the Appendix.) — ~ 

Mr. SHERMAN. I submit the ordinary mo- 
tion that the President’s message be referred to 
the Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union, and ordered to be printed; also, that the 
usual number of extra copies, twenty thousand, 
be printed. The latter clause will, as a matter of 
course, have to go to the Committee on Printing. 
As I suppose there is no desire to debate the 
message to-day, I will call the previous question 
by the general desire of the House. 

Mr, JOHN COCHRANE. Mr. Speaker. 

Mr. BOTELER. I hope the gentleman will 
withdraw the call for the previous question. 

Mr. JOHN COCHRANE. I had proposed 
to offer an amendment to the motion of the gen- 
teman from Ohio, but I perceive that my friend 
from Virginia [Mr. Boreter] wishes the floor, 
and [ presume he rises for the same object as that 
which { have in view. 1 will, therefore, waive 
my right to the floor for.bim. 

Mr. BOTELER. Lam very much obliged tothe 
gentleman from New York. [have arisen simply 
to offer an amendment which will, I trust, meet 
with the approbation of the House, and on which 
I call the previous question. 

Mr. SHERMAN, f moved the previous ques- 
tion; but i shall be very glad to withdraw it so 
as to bear the amendment which the gentleman 
desires to offer. 

Mr. McCLERNAND. Then the gentleman 
from Virginia has no right to offer bis amend- 
ment. Ifso, E want to have the question settled 
now. 

Mr. BOTELER. [understood the gentleman 
from Ohio, the chairman of the Committee of 
Ways and Means, to withdraw his call for the 
previous question. 

Mr. SHERMAN. To avoid all trouble, I 
withdraw it. 

Mr. BOTELER, Then I offer the following 
as an amendment, and call the previous question 
on it: 

Resolved, That so much of the President’s message as 
relates to the present perilous condition of the country, be 
referred toa special cominiitee of one trom cach State, with 
Jeave to report at any time. 


Mr. McCLERNAND. With the permission 


of my friend from Virginia, I would like to move | 
an amendment to his amendment, if it shall meet : 


his approbation. If not, I will withdraw it. 

The SPEAKER. 
tron. 

Mr. McCiernanp’s amendment was read, as 
follows: 

Resolved, That so much of the President’s annual me 
sage as relates to matters of grievance between the si 
holding and von-slaveholding States; to the proposal, by 
Congress, of amendments to the Constitution of the United 
States, jor the ratification of il 
question of State se 


ou from the Federal Union—be re- 


ferred toa select committee, to consist of one member trom |! 
each State, to be appointed by the Speaker. And thatsaid : 
committee be instructed to inquire into, and report by bill, |i 


or by proposing an anrenduicat or amendments to the Con 
stitution of the United States, or otherw pon said sub 
je And particularly, whether any ft 


ond section of the fourth article of the Constitution, con- 
cerning the return of fugitives from service or labor. 
The SPEAKER. 
Virginia [Mr. Borerer] accept the amendment? 
Mr. BOTELER. I regret very much that I 
cannot. 
Mr. McCLERNAND. Iwill not press it, 
Mr. SHERMAN. I trust the gentleman from 
Virginia will alow me to offer au amendment, and 


if he will accept it, 1 will vote for his motion with | 


great pleasure. The plan of nominating a com- 


It will be read for informa- í 


> several States; and to the | 


3. f her legislation, : 
or an amendment of the Constitution, is necessary to give ; 
prompt, certain, and full effect to the last clause of the sec- | 


mittee of one from each State has never been 
adopted in the House. The better course would 
be to provide for the appointment of a special 
committee of fifteen, or thirty, or any other num- 
ber that may be desired. 

Mr. BOCOGK. I submit a question of order 
on the amendment of my colleague. It is con- 
trary to the rules of the House to give leave to a 
committee to report at any time; It can only be 
done under a suspension of the rules. It is not 
in order, under the rules of the House, to offer a 
proposition to confer upon a committee the right 
to report at any time. It is a violation of the 
rules. . 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks the point 
of order is well taken. If objection be made, the 
Chair thinks the motion cannot be entertained in 
its present shape. 

Mr. BOCOCK. Well, I object. 

Mr. JOHN COCHRANE. 1 hope the gentle- 
man from Virginia will waive that objection. 

Mr. STANTON. I suppose the gentleman 
from Virginia [Mr. BoreLER] can accomplish his 
object by omitting that part of his resolution, if 
gentlemen over the way do not want the commit- 
tee to have power to report at any time. 

Mr. BOTELER. The substance of it is all 
I desire. I have no objection to modify the mo- 
tion. 

The SPEAKER. Docs the gentleman from 
Virginia [Mr. Bococx] insist on the objection? 

Mr. BOCOCK. I withdraw it. 

Mr. CURRY. I renew the objection. 

Mr. BURNETT. [rise toa question of order. 
I understood the gentleman from Virginia [Mr. 
Bocock] to withdraw his objection to the propo- 
sition of his colleague. Am I right? 

The SPEAKER. Yes, sir. 

Mr. BURNETT. [renew the objection. 

The SPEAKER. Ithas been already renewed 
by the gentleman from Alabama, [Mr. Curry.] 

Mr. BOTELER. Then J insist upon my mo- 
tion, as originally submitted. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair understands the 
gentleman from Virginia to modify his proposi- 
tion by omitting that part of it which authorizes 
the committee to report at any time. 

Mr. BOTELER. No, sir; I make no modifi- 
cation at all. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman must modify 
it, or it cannot be entertained. Does he so mod- 
ify it as to omit that part of it which says that 
the committee may report at any time? 

Mr. BOTELER. Inasmuch as it will be out 
of order if l do not do so, | very cheerfully mod- 
ify it by omitting those words. 

The SPEAKER. The amendment being thus 
modified, the question now is upon seconding the 
| demand for the previous question. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I hope the gentleman from 
Virginia will allow a vote to be taken on the 
amendment which I suggested. I will simply 
offer it, and then let the House decide as to the 
| mode in which the committee shall be organized. 

Mr. BOTELER. There is nothing in my res- 
olution indicating how the committee shall be 
raised. 1 especially avoided that. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The rules of the House 
require the committees to be appointed by the 
Speaker, unless otherwise ordered. 

Mr. McCLERNAND. This is a special com- 
mittee. 

Mr. KUNKEL. I believe the gentleman from 


to appoint committees unless the authority is first 
given to him by the House. 

The SPEAKER. Theruleon the subject will 
ibe read. It is the 67th rule. 

The Clerk read the rule, as follows: 

“67. All committees shall be appointed by the Speaker, 
unless otherwise specially directed by the House, in which 
case they shall be appointed by ballot; and if, upon such 
ballet, the number required shalk not be clected by a ma- 


complete acomiaittee shall have an equal number of vote: 
the House shall proceed to a further ballot or balloty.?? 


if 
| gentleman from Virginia to allow me to offer an 
ii amendment to his resolution. If, after it is read, 
‘Lhe objects to it, I will not insist upon it. Task 
l that it be read for information. 


The SPEAKER. 
li objection. 


It will be read, if there is no 


Ohio is mistaken. The Speaker has no authority j 


| jority of the votes given, the House shal! proceed to a sec- | 
‘| ond balot, in which a plurality of votes shall prevail; and | 
ii in case a greater number than is required to compose or | 
Does the gentleman from || 


Mr. MORRIS, of Ilinois. T appeal to the | 


“There was no objection. 
Mr. MORRIS, of Ilinois. 


additional resolution. 

The Clerk read the resolution, as follows: 

Resolved by the House of Representatives, That we are 
unalterably and immovably attached to the Union of the 
States; that we recognize in that union the primary cause 
of our present greatness. and prosperity as a nation; that 
we have yet seen nothing, cither in the election of Abra- 
ham Lincoln to the Presidency of the United States or 
from any cther source, to justify its dissolution 3 and that 
we pledge to each other “our lives, our fortunes, and our 
sacred honors” to maintain it. 


Mr. JONES. I object to that. i 

Mr. MORRIS, of Ilinois. Task for a vote on 
the resolution. 

Mr. JONES. I object to it. 

Mr. MORRIS, of [inois. 
insist on it. 

Mr. BURNETT. Iappeal to the gentleman 
from Virginia to permit me to offer an amendment 
providing that the committee men shall be selected 
by the delegation of cach State. 

Several Mempers. Oh, no; thatis not in order. 

Mr. BOTELER. I would be glad to have my 
amendment read as it now stands. 

The Clerk read the amendment, as follows: 

That so much of the President’s message as relates to 


the present perilous condition of the country be referred 
to a special committee of onc from cach State. 


Mr. KUNKEL. I would suggest to the gen- 
tileman from Virginia that instead of the expres- 
sion used in the amendment, ‘the present peril- 
ous condition of the country,” he specify by 
incorporating the proposition of the gentleman 
from Ilinois, [Mr. McCierwann,] in order that 
the country as well as the House may understand 
specifically what is referred to the committer. 

Mr. BOTELER. I have already declined to 
accept that proposition, desiring to make the 
amendment as simple as possible. 

The previous question was seconded, and the 
main question ordered. 

Mr. JOHN COCHRANE demanded the yeas 
and nays on agreeing to Mr. Borprer’s amend- 
ment. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and it was decided in 
the aflirmative—yeas 145, nays 38; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Charles F. Adams, Green Adams, 
Adrain, Aldrich, Allen, Alley, Thomas L. Anderson, Wil- 
| liam ©. Anderson, Avery, Babbitt, Barr, Barret, Bocock, 
i Boteler, Boutigny, Branch, Brayton, Briggs, Bristow, 
Brown, Bureh, Burnett, Campbell, Carter, Horace F. 
Clark, John B. Clark, Cobb, John Cochrane, Conax, Conk- 
ling, Corwin, Covode, Cox, Curtis, H. Winter Da 
G. Davis, Reuben Davis, De Jarnette, Delano, Due 
Edmundson, Eliot, Ely, English, Etheridge, Ferry, Plor- 
ence, Foster, Fouke, Frank, French, Gilmer, Gooch, G 
ham, Gurley, Hale, Hall, Hardeman, J. Morrison Harris, 
John T, Harris, Haskin, Hatton, Helmick, Hill, Hoard, 
Holman, Houston, William Howard, Hughes, Humphrey, 
Jenkins, Junkin, William Kellogg, Kenyon, Kilgore, Kil 
inger, Kunkel, Larrabee, James M. Leach, Leake, Logan, 
Longnecker, Love, Maclay, Charles D. Martin, Eibert S. 
Martin, Maynard, MeClernand, MecKenty, Mcp on, 
Millson, Laban 'T. Moore, Moorhead, Morrill, Edward Joy 
Morris, Isaac N. Morris, Nelson, Niblack, Nixon, Noell, 
Palmer, Pendleton, Pettit, Peyton, Phelps, Porter, Pryor, 
| Quarles, John H. Reynolds, Rice, Riggs, Christopher Rob- 
iuson, James C. Robinson, Royce, Rust, Sickles, William 
Smith, William N. H, Smith, Somes, Spaulding, Spinner, 
Stevenson, James A. Stewart, William Stewart, Stokes, 
Stout, Stratton, Thaycr, Theaker, Thomas, ‘Train; Trim- 
ble, Vallandigham, Vance, Vandever, Verree, Walton, 1s- 
racl Washburn, Webster, Whiteley, Windom, Winslow, 
Wood, and Woodruf—145. 

NAYS—Messrs. Ashley, Beale, Bingham, Blair, Blake, 
Buflinton, Burlingame, Burnham, Carey, Case, Edgerton, 
Fenton, Grow, Hickman, William A. Howard, Hutchins, 
Irvine, Francis W. Kellogg, DeWiit C. Leach, Lee, 
Loomis, Lovejoy, McKean, McKnight, Morse, Perry, Pot- 
ter, Pottle, Sedgwick, Sherman, Stanton, Stevens, Tap- 
pan, Tompkins, Wade, Cadwalader C. Washburn, Bihu 
| B. Washburne, and Wclls—38. 


So the amendment was agreed to, 

Pending the vote, 

Mr. MAYNARD stated that his colleague, Mr. 
Branson, was detained at home because of an 
accident which happened to him some days ago. 

Mr. VALLANDIGAM (when his name was 
called) said: Mr. Speaker, because the proposi- 
i tion isan “expedient” I will vote for it. How- 
ever inadequate it may be, | am willing, in times 
like these, that gentlemen may try this and all 
other expedients for what they are worth, trusting 
ij that something may yet be done to avert the im- 
|i pending dangers. 

i Mr. BURCH stated that his colleague, Mr. 
| Scorr, was confined to his room by indisposition; 
| otherwise he would be present in the House. 


H Mr. TAPPAN said: Mr. Speaker, T was un- 


I offer it as an 


Then I will not 


fortunatcly absent from my seat when my name 
was calied, and I ask the unanimous consent of || 
the House for leave to record my vote. 

There was no objection. j 

Mr. TAPPAN. ` I vote in the negative. 

Mr. SINGLETON. Mr. Speaker, before the | 
vote is announced, I desire to state that I decline 
voting on the pending proposition, for the reason 
that the Legistature.of the State of Mississippi į 
has called a convention of the people of that State 
to take into consideration the subject-matter now 
before this House. I was not sent here for the 
purpose of making any compromise, or to patch 
up existing difficulties. I leave, sir, to the sov- 
ereign State of Mississippi to determine for her- 
self her present Federal relations. 

Mr. JONES. Mr. Speaker, [rise to state the 
reason why 1 did not vote on this question. My 
reasons are the same as those just given by the 
gentleman from Mississippi, [Mr. Srxereron.] 
My State, like that of Mississippi, has called a 
convention to decide all these questions of Federal 
relations, and I am disposed to leave it to her to 
settle these questions for herself. 

Mr. HAWKINS. I am in a like situation 
with the two gentlemen who have already ad- | 
dressed the House. The State of Florida, which 
Ihave the honor to represent, during the recent 
session of her Legislature has appointed a day 
in January next for the assembling of a conven- | 
tion of her people, to take into consideration, 
amoag other grievances, the very subject-matter 
of the pending proposition, The people of Flor- 
ida, sir, have resolved to determine in convention, 
in their sovereign capacity, the time, place, and 
manner of redress. it is for them to decide the 
question; and they will settle that, as well as all 
others, in their sovereign capacity in their own 
way. ltis not for me, therefore, as their Repre- 
sentative here, to take any action on the subject. 
While E am up, Mr. Speaker, I may as well say, 
in advance, that Lam opposed, and I believe my 
State is opposed, to all and every compromise. 
The day of compromise has passed; and further, 
sir-—— (Calls of ‘Order 1” from all parts of the 
House. ] 

Mr. MILLSON. This discussion is not in 
order, and I must interpose my objection to its 
further continuance. 

Mr. MORRIS, of Illinois. And I also rise to 
a point of order. If one gentleman is to be heard 
in discussion of the resolution, I desire that others 
may have an equal chance to state their views. 

Mr. HAWKINS. For the reason I have just 
stated, I decline voting on the pending proposi- 
tion, 

Mr. CLOPTON. For the reason urged by the 
gentleman from Mississippi, [Mr. Sixcieton,] 
and as the Staie of Alabama 

Mr. MILLSON. I object to this discussion, 
which is in palpable violation of the rules of the 
House. 

The SPEAKER. Discussion is not in order 
at this time; and, as itis objected to, the Chair 
trusts that gentlemen will notinsist upon address- 
ing the House in violation of the rules. 

Mr. CLOPTON. I have declined voting upon 
the amendment offered by the gentleman from 
Virginia, because the State of Alabama is pro- 
ceeding to consider, in a convention, what action 
is required to maintain her rights, honor, and 
safety; and Ido not intend to impair the means 
of a full, calm, and manly deliberation, under ex- 
isting circumstances, or to impede the progress 
of her action. Believing that a State has the right | 
to secede, and that the only remedy for present 
evils is secession, I will not hold out any delusive 
hope, or sanction any temporizing policy. 

Mr, DAVIS, of Mississippi, took the floor. 

‘The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from 
Mississippi desire to vote? If so, he will answer 
whethcr he was within the bar when his name 
was called. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Mississippi. With the per- 
mission of the House, 1 desire to submit a single 
remark in regard to the vote I have given. 

A Menner. I object. | 

Mr. GARTRELL. Mr. Speaker, I do noti 
rise for the purpose of entering into any debate, | 
| 
i 


but merely to state that, for reasons already as- | 
signed, I decline voting on the pending proposi- | 
tion. 


Mr. MILLSON. 1 ebject to everything that | 
is not in order. | 
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Mr. HOUSTON. The House consented .to 
the gentleman from New Hampshire [Mr. Tar- 
PAN] voting, although he was’ not within the bar 
when his name was called. I was likewise out- 
side the bar when my name was called, and if 
the House will yield me permission, I will also 
record my vote. [Cries of “ Consent!’’] 

The SPEAKER. There being no objection, 
the gentleman will vote. 

Mr. HOUSTON. Ido not hold the reason 
assigned by my colleague, by the gentleman 
from Georgia, [Mr. GARTRELL,} or by the gen- 
vena from Mississippi, [Mr.Srnexeron,] to be 
vat 

Mr. MILLSON. - I have already given notice 
that I object to everything out of order. 

Mr. HOUSTON, I propose, sir, to do every- 
thing I-can toward the accomplishment of the 


pending Aygposition looks to that end, I cheerfully 
vote in the affirmative. 

Mr. CURRY. I desire to say a word. 

The SPEAKER. Objection 1s made. 

Mr. RUFFIN. The gentleman from Alabama 
[Mr. Hovsron] was permitted to proceed, and I 
trust objection will not now be interposed to pre- 
vent his colleague saying what he desires. 

Mr. MILLSON. ‘I musi persist in my objec- 
tion. I said that I would object to all discussion 
out of order, and I desire that that objection may 
be regarded as a standing one, 

Mr. DAVIS, of Mississippi. 
why I shall not change my vote. 

The SPEAKER. Debate is not in order. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Mississippi. The reason why 
I cast my vote ought to be stated. I will not con- 
sume much of the time of the House. The pend- 
ing proposition is to refer the President’s annual 
message toaselectcommittee. The message has 
to be referred somewhere. If the proposition were 


| great a demanded by the country; and as the 


I want to state 


| merely to refer to the Committee of the Whole 
| on the state of the Union, 1 would be compelled 


to vote forit; but formyself, I prefer that the ref- 
erence of this message should be to a special com- 
mittee instead of to che Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union. It is for that reason I 
voted in the affirmative. 

Mr. MOORE, of Alabama. Mr. Speaker, I 
desire to give my reasons for declining to vote. 
One of my colleagues has been allowed to state 
his reasons for voting in the affirmative. [Cries 
of Order!” all over the House.] 

The SPEAKER. During the call of the roll 
discussion is not in order unless by unanimous 
consent. Objection is made, and the gentleman 
from Alabama therefore cannot proceed. 

Mr. COBB. The reasonsassigned by my friends 
who have deelined voting have not been powerful 
enough to induce me to withdraw my vote, and] 
therefore hang on to it. 

Mr. MILES. .Mr. Speaker, the South Caro- 
lina delegation have not voted on this question 
because they conceive they have no interest in it, 
We consider our State as already withdrawn from 
the Confederacy in everything except in form. 

Mr.PUGH. As my State of Alabama intends 
following South Carolina out of the Union by 
the 10th of January next, I pay no attention to 
any action taken in this body. 

‘The vote was then announced asabove recorded 

Mr. BOTELER moved torreconsider the vote 
by which the amendment was agreed to; and 
also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 
upon the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

The motion, as amended, was then adopted. 

Mr. SHERMAN moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the motion was adopted; and also 
moved that the motion to reconsider be laid upon 
the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


Mr. FLORENCE. I move that the House do | 


now adjourn. 

Mr. BOTELER. Mr. Speaker, I ask the per- 

mission of the House to say a word or two. 
[Cries of “ No!” ** Yesi? and “ Hear him!’”] 
Í desire to say a word personal to myself. 
, Mr. FLORENCE. If my motion to adjourn 
be entertained and now pending, Í cheerfully 
withdraw it, in order that my distinguished friend 
from Virginia may be heard. TOR 

The SPEAKER. The Chair hears no objection, 
and the gentieman trom Virginia will proceed. 


Mr. BOVELER. 1 know, sir, that it is the 
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custom, in. this, House, as in.other parliamentary — 
bodies, for the Chair to.appointupon.a committe 
such as the one just created, the member who has 
made the initial motion. ` T wish it to-be distinctly 
understood at this stage of the proceedings, injus- 
tice to- myself, in justice to the able parliamenta: 
rians from the State of Virginia, and above allyin 
justice to the great and all-important objest sought 
to be accomplished. by the introduction of my 
resolution, that I especially. desire not to serve 
upon the committee which has just been raised. 
I had no idea of serving upon it when I submitted 
my proposition, and so stated to my friends: -T 
hope, therefore, that the usual parliamentary cour- 
tesy will be waived so far as I am concerned. © 
Mr. MORRIS, of Illinois. I ask the unan- 
imous consent of the House to introduce theres- 
olution which was read by the Clerk at my in- 
stance, as a Separate proposition i 
Mr. RUFFIN. I object. . f E 
Mr. FLORENCE. I move that the House do 
now adjourn. j oa Bee, 
Mr. COLFAX. I ask the gentleman to with- 
draw his motion, in order that I may: introduce 
a business resolution. aoe 
Mr. PHELPS. I insist on the motion to 
adjourn. : f : 
The question was taken, and the motion was 
agreed to; and thereupon (ata quarter to three 
o’clock, p. m.) the House adjourned. ‘ 


IN SENATE. 
Wenpnespay, December 5, 1860. 

Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Dr. GuRLEY. 

The Journal of yesterday was read, in which 
the following passage occurred: 

« On motion of Mr. Firen, and by unanimous consent, 

“ Ordered, ‘That the usual number of the message and 
accompanying documents be printed. BrE ; 

« Mr. CLineman submitted the following motion for con- 
sideration: : 

“Ordered, That there be printed, for the use of the Sen- 
ate, the same number of extra copies of the message of the 
President of the United States as was printed of the annual 
message at the last session.” EI geet 

Mr. CLINGMAN. There scems to beaslight 
mistake in the reading of the Journal. It is not, 
perhaps, very material. I took the floor yester- 
day, and moved for the printing of the usual num- 
ber of the President’s message. Then the Sen- 
ator from Indiana (Mr. Fircu] suggested the 
printing of extra numbers. Our names are trans- 
posed. He is represented as having made the first 
motion, while the first motion was made by me; 
and amotion in the nature of an additional motion 
for extra numbers was made by the Senator from 
Indiana. I hope that correction will be made. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The recollection 
of the Chair concurs with that of the Senator, and 
he will order the Journal to be corrected, if there 
be no objection. 

The Journal was approved. 

Hon. Georce E. Puan, of Ohio, and Hon. 
Joun Sumer, of Louisiana, appeared in their 
seats to-day. 

NEW SENATOR. 


Mr. LATHAM presented the credentials of 
Hon. Evwarp D. Bager, chosen by the Legis- 
lature of Oregon a Senator from that State for 
the term commencing on the 4th March, 1859, 
which were read; and the oath prescribed by 
law having been administered to Mr. Baxer, he 
took his seat in the Senate. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATION, 


The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Sen- 
ate the report of the Secretary of the ‘Treasury 
on the state of the finances; which, on motion of 
Mr. Hace, was ordered to lie on the table, and 
be printed. 

PACIFIC RAILROAD REPORT. 


Mr. HALE. I submit the following order: 

Ordered, That the same number of the eleventh volume 
of the Pacific railroad report, containing the maps and 
charts of the surveys for a railroad from the Mississippi 
river to the Pacific ocean, as of the preceding volumes, be 
published for the use of the Senate. 

If there is no objection to the resolution, I 
should like to have it considered now. 

Mr. CLINGMAN, [ would rather it should 
go to the Committee on Printing. “There has 
been an enormous sum expended on these sur- / 
veys. Ifthe Committee on, Printing think it 
necessary, I shall have no. objection. 
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‘Mr. HALE. ‘There is no Committee ‘on 
Printing as yet. Let it lie over until to-morrow. 


THE STATE OF THE UNION. ; 
Mr. POWELL. I notify the Senate that, to- 


morrow, t shall introduce a resolution to refer so 
iviuch of the President’s message as relates to the 
present perils of the. country to a special com- 
mittee. © 

: THE TARIFF. 


Mr. BIGLER.. I move that the Senate pro- 
ceed tothe consideration of House bill No. 338, 
to regulate the revenue. In making this motion 
my objèct is to ix a day for the consideration of 
the bill. z 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair will 
state to the Senator, that it can only be taken up 
by unanimous consent during the first six days 
of the session. 

Mr. HALE. I object. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair will 
modify his statement, Jt is a joint rulc, nòt a 
rule of the Senate, and the bill cannot be taken 
up at this time. 

The question before the Senate is the motion 
of the Senator from {Indiana to print additional 
copies of the annual message of the President of 
the United States. The Senate adjourned on that 
motion. 

Mr, CAMERON. As the bill referred to by 
my colleague cannot be taken up under the rules 
for a certain number of days, I move that some 
early day next week be fixcd for its considera- 
tion. ‘The Treasury has no money now, aud we 
ought to do something. [ move that next Mon- 
day be appropriated to the consideration of that 

ill. 

Mr. BIGLER. My motion was to take up the 
bill and fix a day for its consideration; butif I 
understood the Chair rightly, he decided that, 
under the rules of the Senate, we could not take 
up the bill for consideration. Without taking the 
bill up, I do not see that a day can be fixed for 
its consideration, 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair will 
have the rule read. 

i ‘The Secretary read the 21st joint rule, as fol- 
ows: 


*¢ After six days fromthe commencement of a second or 


subsequent session of Congr 
reports, which originated iu è House, and at the close 
ofthe next preceding session remained nuidetermined in 
eithcr House, shalt be amed and neted on in the same 
manner as if an adjourument had not taken place.” 

Mr. CAMERON. I do not understand that 
that rule prevents it being considered. 

Mr. WADE. Woe camottake it up until after 
six days of the session have passed. 

Mr. CAMERON. Cannot we fix a day now 
for its consideration ? 

Mr. WADE. We cannot touch it under the 
rule. 


2a bills, resolutions, or 


BORDER POLICE. 
Mr. GREEN. 


I ask leave to present the fol- 


lowing resolution; and as it is a resolution of 


inquiry directed to a committce that is not yet 
appointed, J will merely ask that it be read, 


The Secretary read the resolution, as follows: | 
> 


Resolved, That the Committee on the Judiciary be in- 
structed to inquire into the propriety of providing by law 
for establishing an armed police force at all necessary 
points along the line separating the slavcholding from the 
nonskivebolding States, for the purpose of maintaining 
the general peace between the States; of preventing the 
invasion of States by citizens of another; and also for the 
eficient execution of the fugitive slave laws. 


PRINTING OF TIE PRESIDENT’S MESSAGE. 


The VICE PRESIDENT. ‘The pending ques- 
tion is on the motion of the Senator from Indiana 
to print extra numbers of the President’s mes- 
sage. 


ke . . . . 
Mr. LANE. Mr. President, itis not my in- | 
tention to consume the time of the Senate at any | 


length, but merely to say a few words in relation 
ksd , R » 

to the unhappy condition of our country. 
We are all aware, 


near approach, unless something can be done 
very speedily, to a dissolution of the Union. 
is not very strange, as I look at it, that this con- 
dition of things should exist. It has been truly 
said that the election of any man to the Presi- 
dency would not be good cause for a dissolution 
of the Union. Lam prepared to say that the sim- 


Mr. President, that there is | 
great dissatisfaction in this country, and a very | 


It} 


| 
i 
| 
| 


ple election of any man to that office, in my judg- 
ment, would not le cause for a dissolution. Nor 
is that the cause of complaint in the country; but 
it is the principles upon which the late election 
has taken place that kave given rise to the trouble. 
Never in any previous presidential clection has 
the issue been so fully put, so directly. made, as 
in the late one. The question everywhere was: 
shall the equality of the States be maintained; 
shall the people of every State have a right to go 
into the common territory with their property? 
And the verdict of the people has been that equal- 
ity in this country shall not prevail. It is to the 
effect that fifteen States of this Union shall he de- 
prived of equality; that they shall not go info the 
common territory with their property; thgt they 
are inferiors, and must submit to inequality and 
degradation. Then, ‘sir, with such afstate of 
facts before us, is it strange that there ghould be 
dissatisfaction and trouble? 

The platform upon which the Opposition have 
succeeded in electing their President is, as I look 
at it, directly in conflict with the Constitution. 
It is directly in conflict with the equality of the 
States; and though it is said that this’election is 
in accordance with the Constitution, I must say, 
in my honest opinion, thatit is in violation of its 
spirit. It never was contemplated by those who 
made the Constitution that a sectional party, 
without an electoral ticket in nearly one half the 
States of the Union, upon a platform conflicting 
with the Constitution and with the rights of the 
States in one half of our country, should elect a 
President. Though it may not be in conflict 
with the letter of the Constitution, yet, as I look 
at it, it is in conflict with its spirit. My opinion 
to-day is, if our fathers in forming that instru- 
ment had provided any means by which the 
legality of this election could be tested, before the 
Supreme Court if you please, they would in this 
case decide in equity that the clection of Mr, Lin- 
coln conflicts with the Constitution of the United 
States, and is consequently void. 

Mr. HALE. No doubt of it. 

Mr. LANE. And, sir, while I know there is 
no such redress, I am nevertheless, notwithstand- 
ing the smiles or laughs of gentlemen on the op- 
posite side, fully convinced of the correctness of 
my position, that it ncver was contemplated, and 
it cannot be consistent with the Constitution, that 
one section of this country, without regard to the 
rights of nearly one half the States, should have 
the power to eleet a President on a platform in 
conflict with the Constitution and in conflict with 
the equality of the States of one half the country, 
depriving them of equality, and depriving them 
of the principle on which the Union was formed. 
Without the maintenance of that principle, the 
Union never could have been formed, and the 


| Constitution never could have been adopted. Sir, 
| that equality must be maintained, or this Union 
| cannot and ought not to last. 


To say that the 
people of fifteen States of this Union shall be 
inferiors, that they shall be unequals, that they 
shall not have rights equal with the other portion 
of the country, is a degradation that a proud, 
honorable, and just people cannot submit to;and 
if they should, | would not entertain for them 
that respect that 1 do to-day. Itis not consistent 
with common sense, it is not consistent with 
right, it is not consistent with justice, to say that 
one portion of this country shall exclade the 
other half of it from the common territory ac- 
quired equally by the blood and treasure of every 
portion of it, and appropriate the whole exclu- 
sively to their use, and deprive the other half of 
any participation therein. 

I have witnessed the process of acquiring ter- 
ritory. I know how it is done. I witnessed it 
upon the battle-field when 1 saw the brave Mis- 
sissippi regiment led on by the gallant Davis, I 
saw the Kentucky regiment, too, behaving gal- 
lantiy in the samc battle, commingling theirblood 
with the good soldiers of the northern States. 
By. the victories achieved in that war we acquired 
territory; and now gentlemen on the other side 
say that it shall be appropriated to their exclu- 
sive use and that of their section. I can see no 
justice in such declarations. 
sense or patriotism, fraternity, or equality, or good 
faith, in such a declaration of principles. Upon 
what principle of right can a northern, sectional 
party set up exclusive claim to territory acquired 
at such sacrifice of southern as well as northern 


I can sce no good | 


blood? Can such unjust pretensions be allowed, 
or can the Union be preserved on such terms? J 
think not. To preserve the Union, we must be 
just, and catty out in good faith every provision 
and guarantec of the Constitution. 

It is not only true, sir, that the platform of 
principles sets forth all that I state, but Į recol- 
lect lately reading the speech of the Senator from 
Illinois, [Mr. Trumput.,] made in the presence 
of Mr. Lincoln, in which he spoke of the great 
triumph—the election of: Lincoln.” He said it 
had secured one great object. One great thing 
had been accomplished by this victory: it was, 
free territory; that slavery should. never be ex- 
tended upon another foot of the territory of this 
country. 

In addition to that, sir, we have seen a letter 
from the honorable Senator from Wisconsin, 
[Mr. Dooxirrie|—I will have it before me di- 
rectly—in which he -eommences by saying that- 
it is indeed a great triumph; that it bas settled 
forever the question of free territory; that slavery 
shall not be extended into the Territories by any 
act, however bold or however specious; neither 
by border-ruffian invasions, nor by the decrees 
of courts, nor by congressional slave codes; but 
that the territory now acquired, or to be hereafter 
acquired, from Mexico or Great Britain—throw- 
ing his eye over all the opportunities of acquiring 
territory, seeing we could only acquire it from 
the one or the other—shall forever remain free. 

He does not stop there, sir. He professes to 
own a portion of the people of this country-—— 
Florida, Louisiana, Texas—to have purchased 
them; and that he is going to hold on to them; 
that they paid a large sum of money, and szeri- 
ficed forty thousand lives and $100,000,690 to 
defend them, and he is not going to permit them 
to go out of this Union. They costa price that 
he enumerates; and he intends to hold them here, 
and they shall have no Jot or part in the common 
Territories of our common country. Will our 
people in that portion of the country thus spoken 
of, knowing that the platform of principles upon 
which that party succeeded in the late election is 
in conflict with their equality, is in conflict with 
the Constitution; and with these threats at meet- 
ings rejoicing over their success, and the written 
views of distinguished gentlemen on that side— 
will they sit still? Will they submit? Lask you, 
sir, and the patriotism of the country, will they 
submit to this kind of inferiority, to this kind of 
insult, inequality, and degradation? If they do, 
sir, without a guarantee that cannot hereafter be 
broken, that they shall have equality in this coun- 
try, and enjoy rights with the other States, then 
they are not worthy to be called American citizens 
or freemen. 

I would do anything, sir, to save this Union, 
but it must be saved upon honorable tertns; it 
must be saved upon the principles of the Consti- 
tution. The obnoxious laws—laws violative of a 
faithful and promptexecution of the fugitive slave 
law—now on the statute-books of the northern 
States, must be repealed, and such guarantees 
made as willsatisfy every man that hereafter their 
rights shall be safe. I would not advise them to 
be very ready in accepting promises. They are 
easily made and casily broken. 

Then I say, sir, without such guarantees as 
will secure to every portion of this country un- 
questioned equality, without such guarantees as 
will enable every man of cvery State in this 
Union to go into the common territory and take 
his property and enjoy it while the territorial 
condition remains, there ean be no peace in this 
country; there can be no Union. It does not 
exist to-day. That fraternity, that good faith, 
that honorable feeling and just action that con- 
trolled our fathers, does not exist in this country 
to-day. There must be a change of head, and L 
would to God of heart also. Heaven can work 
a miracle. It did upon Saint Paul, and I would 
be very glad to see it done in this country, and 
the hearts of the people throughout the land 
changed, and good will, good faith, honorable 
feeling, and just action restored, and then the 
country would go on together forever. But 
while I say these things, | want it understood 
distinetly that I would ask nothing for Oregou 
that she is not entitled to under the Constitutions 
but that I would have, and nothing less. And, 
sir, | say,if the South had the numerical strength, 


i and could, by action here, or in any other way, 
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deprive the State which I repres of her equal- 
ity or her rights with the other States of this 
Union, | would not submit to it. l would have 
that which we are entitled to, and Í would ask 
no more; bat that } would have, and every State 
of this Union is entitled to it, and ought to and 


must have it. 
= 


Mr. President, I sent for, and have now in my | 


hand, the letter of the distinguished Senator from 
Wisconsin to which 1 have alluded, and for fear 
I did wot quote it correctly, E will read his letter. 
It is a beautiful document, but just in keeping 


with the principles upon which Mr. Lincoln was |; 


elected. Tle says: 


“ Racine, November 16, 1869. 

eck, Esq., Corresponding Secretary: 
3 important business engagement, beyond my 
power to pone, will prevent me from joining the Re- 
publicans Milwankee this evening, iu ‘rejoicing over 
the glorious victory lately obtained by the Kepubiican 
party.’ 

«tis, indeed, a great victory 
at Icäst: 

€j. That slavery shall not be extended into the Territo- 
ries, by any means however bold, nor under any coutriv- 
ance Lowever § ous, neither by act of Congress, by 
border rufian invasion, by judicial decrees, nor by territo- 
rial slave codes; but that the free Territories acquired or to 
be acquired from Mexico, or Great Britain, shall remain 
free. And, 

“9, hat the majority, and not the minority, by their 

jonally given, shall determine who shall be 

į States, and that it is the first prin- 
popular sovereignty that the minority 
b, peaceruliy if they will, but they must a 
qui > enforcement of all constitutional laws en- 

eted tor the country, and for the whole country. 
We 


“wy 


e 


; establishing two things, 


States, and must take charge of all our foreign relations.” 

Now, here is the modest part of this letter: 

“ When the passion and misrepresentation of the hour 
are passed; when the people of the South, who have as 
yet rel 
politic 


al enemies, shall Joarn from him what itreally is, and 
how g it hasbeen misreprescuted to them, every con- 
sideration Of interest and of patriotism wili bind them anew 
to the American Union, and lead them toa peaceful acqui- 
escence in Mr, Gincoin’s administration. 

: “J. R. DOOLITTLE.” 

Mr. President, it is not the clection of Mr. Lin- 
coln that is troubling the country, as 1 said be- 
fore, but that he is regarded asa dangerous man; 


that hcentertains views and opinions as expressed 


by himscif, which are dangerous to the peace, | 


safety, und prosperity of fifteen States of this Con- 
federacy. it is because he has been supported 
and elected by a party holding the views of the 
Senator to whom 1 have just referred. Mr, Lin- 


coln himself, if he were not in the hands of such | 


would not be objectionable, nor would 


a party, 
had expressed none; 


he if he had no views, or 


but he has had views; he is an “‘irrepressible-con- ; 


ye 
n5 


dict”? man; he holds that the slave States and free 
States cannot live together. 
sult will be, that they will not live together. 

The motion isto print the message. It isa 
very important State paper, and { approvea very 
considerable portion of it, ‘here are many points 
in it that L like; and before it goes out to the coun- 
try, I have thought it proper to say this much on 
the subject. s 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is the Senate ready 
for the question on the motion of the Senator from 
Indiana? If there be no objection, the Chair will 

utthe motion. It requires unanimous conse 

Mr. WIGRALL. What is the motion? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Secretary will 
read it. 

The Sceretary read, as follows: 

Ordered, "ihat there be printed for the use of the Senate 
the same number of extra copies of the annual message O 
the Presidcnt of the United States as was printed of the 
anneal message at the last session. 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President 

Mr. FITCH rose. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator 


oul a 


sed to hear what Republicanism is, except from its ; 


L apprehend the re- | 


f 
|i 


H suspend the law; and thelaw imperatively requires 
| an estimate and a report from the committee. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Then there is n 
motion before the Senate. 

Mr. FITCH. My motion was adopted yester- 
day, as I understood, to print the usual number. 

Mr. CLINGMAN. I do not want any mis- 
understanding. I arose and moved to. print. the 
usual number. I afterwards heard the gentleman 
say something about extra numbers, and under- 
: stood him to make a motion to print them. The 
| only motion I made was to print the usual num- 
ber of the message. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The motion to print 
the usual number was first made by the. Senator 
: from North Carolina. The Senator from Indiana 
: afterwards made a suggestion in regard to extra 
» numbers. , 
| Mr. FITCH. I did not understand, did not 
| hear, indeed, the motion of theSenator from North 
Carolina; but understood the Presiding Officer to 
say that motion mast be referred to the Commit- 
tee on Printing, when that committee should be 
constituted; and I therefore supposed the motion 
was for an extra number, and sought to correct 
it by having the usual number printed, which 
could be ordered, by general consent, without ref- 
erence. If that was the motion of the Senator, 
my motion necd not go upon the Journal. None 
| but the usual number could be printed without a 
reference; and it was the motion of the Senator 
‘i from North Carolina which was adopted, and not 
Il my own; and really my motion should not be 
| matter of record. 
| __The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from 
i New Hampshire is entitled to the floor. 
| 
H 
i 


Mr. HALE. I was going to say a few words 
in relation to the message, but I do not know that 
I shail say them now, that being out of the way; 

| for I understand there is no motion before the 
Senate. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. None. 


Mr. HALE. Then, for the purpose of s€ying 
' the very few words that I mean to say—and Ido 


not intend to say much—I move to reconsider the 
vote by which the usual number of the message 
was ordered to be printed. I voted in the afirm- 
ative on that question. That being before the 
Senate, I take occasion to say that I was very 
> much in hopes when the message was presented 
that it would be a document which would com- 
mend itself cordially tosomebody. Iwas not so 
i sanguine about its pleasing myself, but I was in 
hopes that it would be one thing or another, I 
was in hopes that the President would havelooked 
; in the face the crisis in which he says the coun-. 
i try is, and that his message would be either one 
thing or another. But, sir, I have read it some- 
what carefully; I listened to it as it was read at 
the desk; and, if I understand it—and I think J 
do—it is this: South Carolina has just cause for 
: seceding from the Union; that is the first prop- 
The second is, that she has no right to 
| secede. The third is, that we have no right to 
| prevent her from seceding. That is the Presi- 
dent’s message, substantially. He goes on to rep- 
resent this as a great and powerful country, and 
that no State has a right to secede from it; but 
the power of the country, if I understand the Pres- | 
ident, consists in what Dickens makes the English | 
constitution to be—a power to do nothing at all. | 
Now, sit, I think it was incumbent on the Pres- 
ident of the United States to point out definitely 
| and recommend to Congress some rule of action, 
and to tell us what he recommended us to do. 
i 
l 


i osition. 


i 
ij 
i 


H 


| 


But, in my judgment, he has entirely avoided it. 
He has failed to look the thing in the face. He 
; has acted like the ostrich, which hides her head, 
| and thereby thinks to escape danger. Sir, the only | 
| way to escape danger is to look it in the face. Í 
think the country did expect from the President | 
| some exposition of a decided policy; and I con- 
fess that, for one, I was rather indifferent as to 
what that policy was that he recommended; but 
I hoped that it would be something; thatit would 
be decisive. He has utterly failed in that respect. 
I think we might as well look this matter right 
clearly in the face; and Lam not going to be long 
ii about doing it. I think that this state of affairs 
i looks to one of two things: it looks to absolute 
© submission, not on the part of our southern 
: friends and the southern States, but of the North, 
| to the abandonment of their position—it looks to 
Í a surrender of that popular sentiment which has 


been uttered through. the constituted forms of the 
ballot-box; or it looks to open war. “We need: 
not shut.our eyes to the fact... It means war, and. 
it means nothing else; and. the State which has 
pat herself in the attitude. of secession ‘so. looks 
upon it, She hasasked no counsel, she has cons . 
sidered itas a settled question, and she lias armed 
herself. As-I understand the aspect of affairs, it 
looks to that, and it looks to nothing elsa except ` 
unconditional submission on the part of il ~ 
| jority. Idid not read the paper—I do not read ` 
many. papers—but I understand that there was.a 
| remedy suggested in a paper printed, Uthink, in 
this city, and it was thatthe President.and Vice 
Presidentelectshould be inaugurated, (thatwould 
be a great concession!) and. then, being ingugu- 
rated, they. should quictly resign! Well, sir; Í 
| am not entirely certain that that would. settle: the 
question. I think that after the President and 
Vice President clect should haye resigned, there 
would be as much difficulty in, settling who was 
to take their places as there wag.in settling: it 
i before. , : Le 
Ido not wish, sir, to say a word that shall in- 
crease any irritation; that shall add any feeling 
of bitterness to the state of things which teally 
exists in the country, and I would bear and fòr- 
bear before I would say anything which would 
add to this bitterness; but I tell you, sit, the 
| plain, true way is to look this thing in the face— 
sec where we are. And I avow here—ti do not 
know whether or not I shall be sustained by those 
who usually act with me—if the issue which is 
presented is that the constitutional will. of the 
public opinion of this country, expressed through 
the forms of the Constitution, will not. be sub- 
mitted to, and war is the alternative, let it come 
in any form or in any shape. The Union is dis- 
solved and it cannot he held together as a Union, 
if that is the alternative upon which we go into 
an election. If itis preannounced and determined 
that the voice of the majority expressed, through 
the regular and constituted forms of the Consti- 
tution, will not be submitted to, then, sir, this is 
not a Union of equals; it is a Union of a dictato- 
rial oligarchy on. the one side, and a herd of 
slaves and cowards on the other. That is it, sir; 
nothing more; nothing iess. : 
If this discussion is proceeded with, I shall take 
occasion, by the indulgence of the Senate, once 
more to address myself to that phase of this con- 
| troversy which is so constantly, so perseveringly , 
| so continuously held up—that the northern States 
of the Union are the aggressors in producing this 
unhappy state of things. The northern States of 
this Union are the aggressors in one. sense; we 
have asctof pressesand a set of politicians among 
us traitorous to the public voice and the public 
| interests, ministering to a discased appetite, that 
lend their energies to the dissemination of asper- 
| sions and slanders upon the people among whom 
they live and upon whom ‘hey feed; and I very 
much fear that our friends upon the other side 
| have listened too much to theiraspersions of their 
fellow-citizens, rather than to their own conyic- 
tions of what the truth is. E desire, if this dis- 
| cussion proceeds, to show up what I conceive to 
be the true character of this position.of things, so 
i far as relates to the alleged aggressions of the 
northern States; but I do not pretend to speak 
for the northern States; I have no right to do so; 
they did not seud me here; I was not elected by 
| the northern States; I am only here to speak for 
onc; and let me say, sir, that I have no fear, not 
i the slightest, no doubt, not the minutest, let the 
result of this unhappy controversy be what it 
may; let it be settled in any form it may; drenched 
in blood, if itmay—I have no fear, no doubt, that 
that little State which 1 have the honor in part 
to represent on this floor, will stand acquit—not 
before posterity; I do not care so much about 
that—but will stand acquit before the tribunal of 
the civilized world; will stand acquit before the 
verdict of Christendom of to-day; will stand acquit 
| before the impartial and independent judgment of 
i the men of to-day. Ihave no such distrust of 
the position that State occupies, that 1 wish to 
appeal from the present to the future. No, si. i 
say that the State which I have the honor În part 
t 
r 


o represent here, upon the Constitution, upon the 
ecord, and upon the truth of history, wills nd 
to-day and forever fully acquit of every charge 
that can be brought against her of looking to the 


| infraction on her part of the Constitution, or any 
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of its provisions, he they onerous or otherwise. 
Let me say further, sir, that if there are gentle- 
men who look to the settlement of this contro- 
versy by further concessions from the North, I 
think they miscalculate and mistake. I believe 
the difficulty has been that we have conceded too 
much; we have compromised too much; and we 
have got to that position of things that whenever 
any fault is found, the ever recurring remedy to 
the minds of patriots and statesmen, is still further 
concessions from the North. I agree—I have 
said it here, I have said it to m: own people at 
home, I am willing to repeat it here—I agree that 
under the Constitution of the United States you 
are entitled to demand and to have an honest and 
a fair discharge of that obligation which is im- 
posed on all the States in regard to the rendition 
of fugitive slaves; and I am willing, perfectly 
willing, that there shall be an honest, fair, and 
faithful performance of that pledge. 

I listened to the Senator from North Carolina 
yesterday, and 1 agreed in very much that he 
said—more in what he said as general truths than 
in the particular application that he wished to 
make; but I can tell that honorable Senator, if 
he will sum up every case of injury, of suffering, 
of ageression by the whole of the free States upon 
the right that they have to recapture fugitive 
slaves, and put it all down in its darkest colors; 
draw the image as hideous as truth and fancy 
ean. make it; when the sum is all told, I can show 
him aggressions upon the rights of citizens of the 
fres States—upon the constitutional right which 
is conferred on the citizens of cach State in every 
State—I can show cases of aggression against 
that right that will infinitely outweigh and out- 
number everything that can be brought in the 
way of aggression by the free States upon the 


rights of the South in regard to the recapture of 
+ 


their slaves. 

Sir, we are trying an experiment. F believe 
we are in its crisis. I have never been of that 
number who have been disposed to sympathize 

. with 4th of July orators, who have been in the 
habit, for the last half or three quarters of a cen- 
tury, of glorifying this country and telling what 
great things she had done. I have uniformly 
said, when Ihave had occasion to address the 
public on the subject, “We have done nothing; 
we are but at the beginning of a great experi- 
ment” We talk of our Republic! Why, sir, it 
has not yet outlived the ages of the soldiers who 
fought its battles and won its victories; but yet 
we are boasting of our victory. Sir, I think Rome 
existed as a Republic for six hundred years, and 
they might well boast of something that they had 
done ; but that Republie passed away. We have 
not yet survived the lifetime of the men who 
fought the battles of liberty, or of the patriots 


and sages who formed our Coustitution of gov- | 
What we have obtained, we have ob- ` 


ernment. 
tained by a great effort and a great price. Etwas 
not the mere price of the American Revolution; 
it was not the mere price of the patriot blood that 
was shed, or of the patriot counsels that formed 
the Constitution; but away back, centuries upon 
centuries in English history, where power and 
principle contended against cach other with al- 
ternate success and defeat—in all those centuries 
there had been going on the contest which is cul- 
minating in our experiment here; and no patriot 
blood that was poured out on the battle-fields in 
the civil wars of England has been insignificant 
in relation to this conflict. 

Now sir, I have said de | all that I propose 
to say, unless I am provoked by and by to say 
more, which I hope I shall net be; but, sir, T will 
add this: we shall present a most humiliating 
spectacle to the world if, atthis ume, when by the 
acknowledgment of the President of the United 
States the blessings of Heaven have descended 
upon this people in all the channels of their efforts 
and their business to an unexampled degree; 
when the bounties of Heaven have been showered 
down upon us with no niggard hand; ata time, 


too, when, by the confession of a Senator from | 


Georgia, not vow in hisseat, [Mr. Toomps,] made 
last yearon the floor of the Senate—I cannot quate 
his very words, but I can his sentiment—this 
Gor Government was faithfully performing 
all netions hirelation to the slave States, and 
in relation to cvery State, never more faithfully 
than at the present time; I, say, if under such 
circumstances, with a faithful Government, and, 1 


will add, a subservient judiciary, with the bless- 
ings of Providence coming down upon us as they 
are, if at such a time this Confederacy should 
burst, this glorious fraternity of States be dissev- 
ered, and we try, by the doubtful contingencies 
of separate State action, to carry out the great cx- 
periment of human liberty, we shall present a 
most humiliating spettacle. Why, sir, the very 
day, the very hour, that we are coming to such a 
result, and thus developing our experiment, the 
States of Italy, that for centuries have gone through 
the baptism of fire'and blood, groaning beneath 
the iron heel of despotism, one under this, and 
another under that, are throwing off the yoke and 
uniting together—I say that, at such a time, when 
the classic States of Italy, taught by the bitter ex- 
perience of centurics, are seeking, by a consolida- 
ted constitutional government, to come together 
and unite their energies for liberty, for independ- 
ence, and for progress, if we, untaught by all the 
past, reckless of the present, and blind to the 
future, should madly dash ourselves upon this dark 
ocean, whose shores no eye of prophecy or of faith 
can discern, we shall present a sad spectacle to 
the world. Sir, 1 do not know what is to be the 
future; but I do hope that, if we cannot settle this 
difficulty in the spirit in which it ought to be set- 
tled, we shall at least have the courage and the 
manhood to look it straight in the face, and un- 
derstand what it is. ` 

I know nothing, sir, about the policy of the 
incoming Administration. I have never passed 
a word, by mouth or by letter, with the Presi- 
dent clect since he has been nominated for the 
high office to which the people have elected him. 
It has been my fortune, since I have had a seat 
upon this floor, to find myself uniformly, con- 
stantly, and perseveringly, in the opposition to the 
Administration, i am far from certain that I 
have not got to take the same position in regard 
ta the jncoming Administration—very far. One 
thihg#s certain: if that Administration shall quail 
in the performance of its duty, if its head shall 
hesitate, as Mr. Buchanan has done, to look the 
thing clearly in the face, and mark out a policy 
consistent with honor and patriotism, he certainly 
will not find me emong the number of his sup- 
porters. 

Mr. BROWN. I am not going, sir, to enter 
into debate; for, standing herc as the representa- 
tive of Mississippi, who has assumed her own 
attitude, and will, ia her own way and in her own 
good time, vindicate her position, silence, I fecl, 
best becomes me; but the Senator from New 
Hampshire, as 1 understand him, presents the 
issue on the other side, which we are expected to 
meet. 

Mr. HALE. Will the Senator allow me a 
single moment? 

Mr. BROWN. Certainly, sir. 

Mr. HALE. The Senator says I present the 
issue of the other side. Let me say this, to put 
that Senator right, and everybody cise who takes 
an interest in what so humble an individual as I 
amhassaid. What I have said, I have said of my- 
self, without any consultation with any human 
being. 
able to my friends on this side than it is to those 
on the other. 
very small State away down East, and only for 
half of her. 

Mr. BROWN. Iam chiefly concerned to as- 
certain, Mr. President, whether I understand the 
issue presented by the Senator as he desires to 
have it understood. As I comprehended him, he 
presented this issue: thatthe South must submit 
to the election of Abraham Lincoln, with all the 
consequences flowing from that election, or war 
is inevitable. Did J understand the Senator cor- 
rectly ? Does he, even speaking for himself, pre- 
sent the issue to us in that form, that we must 
submit to the election of Abraham Lincoln, and 
whatever may legitimately flow from it, or war 
is to be the consequence? I understand the Sen- 
ator to present the issuc in that form. 

Mr. HALE. Does the Senator want anan- 
swer now? 


Mr. BROWN. 


Yes, sir; I desire it now. 


Mr. HALE. Well, Mr. President, I think | 


you and everybody else whodid me the honor 
to listen to me, will bear me witness that I ut- 
tered no threats atall. I only spoke of what I 
supposed would be the inevitable consequences 
A President has been elected in the forms of th 


I do not know that it is any more agrec- } 


E have spoken for myself and a! 


Constitution. ¥Phe Senator will indulge me a 
moment while I am up. The Senator from North 
Carolina says that only a minority of the votes 
of the people elected him. That is the truth; but 
a minority of the votes elected James Buchanan; 
a minority of the votes elected James K. Polk, 
and I did pat hear on these occasions any objec- 
tion made on that aceount, because it was a con- 
stitutional majority. They were elected in the 
form which the people prescribed in the Consti- 
tution, and so has Mr. Lincoln been. Now, 
what Í have said, is this: the majority must yield, 
or the minority; we cannot all prevail on every 
issue. The majority have elected the President. | 
The South refuse to submit. Ido not say they 
do, but Iam putting that alternative. If they 
refuse to submit, I say that, in my humble judg- 
ment, war will be the consequence. J do not say 
it shall, or it must, but I say I believe it will, 
and that it will naturally follow, and cannot be 
avoided. 

Mr. BROWN. We then, sir, understand cach 
other substantially alike. Now, where is this 
wartocome from? Docs the Senator, or do those 
who sympathize with him, suppose that South 
Carolina and Georgia and Alabama and Mis- 
sissippi and Florida and Texas, who, it is sup- 
posed, sympathize with South Carolina in all her 
present movements, and mean for good or for evil 
fortune ta go with her—does the Senator suppose 
that they are going to make war upon the North? 
If he does, let me say to him, once for all, that 
he is most egregiously mistaken. All we ask is 
that we be allowed to depart in peace. Do you 
mean to say that that is not to be allowed us, 
that we shall neither have peace in the Union, nor 
be allowed the poor boon of secking it out of the 
Union? If that be your attitude, war is inevita- 
ble. We feel as every American citizen not 
blinded by passionand by prejudice must feel, that 
in this transaction we have been deeply aggrieved; 
that the accumulating wrongs of years have finally 
culminated in your triumph—not the triumph of 
Abraham Lincoln, not your individual triumph— 
but in the triumph of principles, to submit to 
which would be the deepest degradation that a free 
people ever submitted to. We cannot. Calmly, 
quictly, with all the dignity which I can summon, 
l say to you, we willnotsubmit to it. We invite 
no war; we expect none, and hope for none. We 
sayin the language which I once used to the Sen- 
ator from New York not now in his seat, [Mr. 
Sewarp,] “Let there be no strife, I pray thee, 
between me and thee, and between my herdmen 
and thy herdmen, for we be brethren. If thou wilt 
take the left hand, then { will go to the right; or 
if thou depart to the right hand, then I will go to 
the left.” All we ask is to be allowed to depart 
in peace. Submit we will not; and if, because we 
will not submit to your domination, you choose 
to make war upon us, let God defend the right. 

Mr. IVERSON. Ido not rise, Mr. President, 
for the purpose of entering at any length into this 
discussion, or to defend the President’s message, 
which has been attacked by the Senator from 
New Hampshire. I am not the mouth-piece of 
the President, While I do not agree with some 
portions of the message, and some of the posi- 
i hich have been taken by the President, I 
perceive all the inconsistencies in that doc- 
umgnt which the Senator from New Hampshire 
hag thought proper to present. 

It is true, that the President denies the consti- 
tutional right of a State to secede from the Union; 
while, at the same time, he also states that this 


; Federal Government has no constitutional right 


to enforce or to coerce a State back into the Union 
which may take upon itself the responsibility of 
secession. Ido not see any inconsistency in that. 
The Presiaent may be right when he asserts the 
fact that no State has a constitutional right to 
secede from the Union. Ido not myself place 
the right of a State to secede from the Union upon 
constitutional grounds. I admit that the Con- 
stitution has not granted that power to a State. 
It is exceedingly doubtful even whether the right 
has been reserved. Certainly it has not been re- 


served in express terms. I therefore do not place 
| the expected action of any of the southern States, 
in the present contingency, upon the constitu- 


| 


tional right of secession; and Tam not prepared 
o dispute, therefore, the position which the Pres- 
dent has taken upon that point. 

I rather agree with the President that the secese 
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sion of aStateisanact of revolution taken through 
that particular means or by that particular meas- 
ure.. It withdraws from the Federal compact, 
disclaims any further allegiance to it, and sets it- 
self up as a separate government, an independent 
State. The State does it at its peril, of course, 
because it may or may not be cause of war by the 
remaining States composing the Federal Govern- 
ment. if they think proper to consider it such 
an act of disobedience, or if they consider that 
the policy of the Federal Government be such 
that it cannotsubmit to this dismemberment, why 
then they may or may not make war if they 
choose upon the seceding States. It will be a ques- 
tion of course for the Federal Government or the 
remaining States to decide for themselves, whether 
they will permita State to go out of the Union, and 
remain as a separate and independent State, or 
whether they will attempt to foree her back at the 
pointof the bayonet. That is a question, I pre- 
sume, of policy and of expediency, which will be 
considered by the remaining States composing the 
Federal Government, through their organ, the 
Federal Government, whenever the contingency 
arises, 

But, sir, while a State has no power, under the 
Constitution, conferred upon it to secede from the 
Federal Government or from the Union, each 
State has the rightof revolution, which all admit. 
Whenever the burdens of the Government under 
which it acts become so oncrous that it cannot 
bear them, or if anticipated evil shall be so great 
that the State belicves it would be better off— 
even risking the perils of secession—out of the 
Union than in it, then that State,in my opinion, 
like all people upon earth, has the right to ex- 
ercise the great fundamental principle of self- 
preservation, and go out of the Union—though, 
of course, at its own peril—and bear the risk of 
the consequences, And while no State may have 
the constitutional right to secede from the Union, 
the President may not be wrong when he says 
the Federal Government has no power under the 
Constitution to compel the State to come back 
into the Union. lt may be a casus omissus in the 
Constitution; but F should like to know where 
the power exists in the Constitution of the United 
States to authorize the Federal Government to 
coerce a sovereign State. It does not exist in 
terms, at any rate, in the Constitution. Ido not 
think there is any inconsistency, therefore, be- 
tween the two positions of the President in the 
message upon these particular points. 

The only fault I have to find with the message 
of the President, is the inconsistency of another 
portion. He declares that, as the States have no 
power to secede, the Federal Government is in 
fact a consolidated Government; that itis nota 
voluntary association of States. I deny it. It 
was a voluntary association of States. No State 
was ever forced to come into the Federal Union. 
Every State came voluntarily into it, H was an 
association, a voluntary assoctation of States; 
and the President’s position that it is nat a vol- 
untary association is, in my opinion, altogether 
wrong. 

But whether that be so or not, the President 
declares and assumes that this Government is a 
consolidated Government to this extent: that all 
the laws of the Federal Government are to operate ` 
directly upon each individual of the States, if not 
upon the States themselves, and must be enforced; 
and yet, at the same time, he says that the State 
which secedes is notto be coerced. He says that 
the laws of the United States must be enforced 
against every individual of a State. Of course the 
State is composed of individuals within its limits, 
and if you enforce the laws and obligations of the 
Federal Government against each and every in- 
vidual of the State, you enforce them against a 
State. While, therefore, he says that a State is 
not to be coerced, he declares, inthe same breath, 
his determination to enforce the laws of the Union, 
and therefore to coerce the State if a State gocs out. | 
There is the inconsistency, according to my idea, 
which I do not see how the President or anybody |} 
else ean reconcile. Thatthe Federal Government | 
is to enforee its lawsover the seceding State, and 
yet nat coerce her into obedience, is to me incom- 
prehensible. oan 

Rut I did not rise, Mr. President, to discuss 
these questions in relation to the message; 1 rose 
in behalf of the State that I represent, as well as 
other southern States that are engaged in this 


movement, to accept the issue which the Senator 
from New Hampshire has seen fit to tender—that 
is,of war. Sir, the southern States that are now 
moving in this matter, are not doing it without 
due consideration. We have looked over the 
whole field. We believe that the only security 
for the institution to which we attach so much 
importance is secession and a southern confeder- 
acy. We are satisfied, notwithstanding the dis- 
claimers upon the part of the Black Republicans 
to the contrary, that they intend to use the Fed- 
eral power, when they get possession of it, to 
ut down and extinguish the institution of slavery 
in the southern States. I do not intend to enter 
upon the discussion of that point. That, how- 
ever, is my opinion. Itis the opinion of a large 
majority of those with whom I associate at home, 
and I believe of the southern people. Believing 
that this is the intention and object, the ultimate 
aim and design of the Republican party, the 
Abolitionists of the North, we do not intend to 
stay in this Union until we shall become so weak 
that we shall not be able to resist when the time 
comes for resistance. Our true policy is the one 
h we have made up our minds to. follow. 
true policy is, to go out of this Union now 
while we have strength to resist any attempt on 
tfe part of the Federal Government to coerce us. 

I can tell the Senator from New Hampshire, 
ıs well as all of his friends, when they talk about 
South Carolina going out, that she is not the 
only State that is going out. Her destiny is be- 
yond doubt fixed. She is determined, in the 
graphic language of her distinguished Senator, 
not here to-day, (Mr. Hammonp,]to go out high, 
dry, and forever; and there are other States that 
intend to follow her example. So far as my own 
State is concerned, she is the last one in the 
scries of those who have ordered conventions to 
act upon the subject; but although she is the last 
one whose decision will be made of the five States, 
I have the confidence to assert here upon, this 
floor that she will not be behind her sisters in 
the boldness, decision, and firmness of her action. 
I am satisfied that South Carolina will resolve 
herself into a separate, sovereign, and independ- 
ent State, before the ides of January; that Flor- 
ida and Mississippi, whose conventions are soon to 
meet, will follow the example of South Carolina; 
and that Alabama—proud daughter of my own 
State—actuated by a patriotism and pride, will 
follow this noble example which South Carolina 
will set to her sisters, and will go out of the Union 
on the 7th of January. Then the Georgia con- 
vention follows on the 16th of that month; and if 
these other surrounding sisters shall take the 
step, Georgia will not be behind; and, sir, before 
the 4th of March—before you inaugurate your 
President—there will be certainly five States, if 
not eight of them, that will be out of the Union 
and have formed a constitution and frame of 
government for themselves. 

As the Senator from New Hampshire very 
properly remarked, it is time to look this thing 
in the face. The time is rolling rapidly to the 
consummation of these great objects; and, in my 
opinion, there is nothing this side of Heaven that 
can prevent their consummation. You talk about 
concessions. You talk about repealing the per- 
sonal liberty bills as a concession to the South, 
Repeal them all to-morrow, sir, and it would not 
stop the progress of this revolution. It is not 
your personal liberty bills that we dread. Those 
personat liberty bills are obnoxious to us noton 
account of their practical operation, not because 
they prevent us from reclaiming our fugitive 
slaves, but as an evidence of that deep-seated, 
wide-spread hostility to our institutions, which 
must sooner or later end in this Union in their | 
extinction. That is the reason we object to your | 
personal liberty bills. It is not because that in | 
their practical operation they ever do any harm, 
Bat, sir, if all the liberty bills were repealed to- | 
day, the South would no more gain her fugitive | 
slaves than if they were in existence. [tis not } 
the personal liberty laws; it is mob laws that we 
fear. Itis the existence and action of the public | 
sentiment of the northern States thatare opposed | 


| 
i 


and protection’ in Secession anda southem‘con- 
federacy. °° mPa ALE SEL BS ee 

Nor do we suppose'that there will be any overt. 
acts upon the part of Mr. Lincoln... For one, I 
do not dread these overt acts: -I do not propose 
to wait for them. Why, sir, the power of this. 
Federal Government could be so exercised against 
the institution of slavery in. the southern States 
as that, without an ovef¥act, the institution would 
not last ten years. We knéw that, sir; and ‘see- 
ing the storm: which is approaching, althouglt\it 
may be seemingly in the distance, we aré determ- 
ined to seek our own safety and ‘security before 
it shall burst upon us and overwhelm us with its 


| fury, when we are not in a situation’ to. defend 


ourselves. 

Now, sir, we intend to go out of this Union.I 
speak what I believe upon this floor, that, before 
the 4th of March, five of the southern States at 
least will have declared their independence; ‘and 
I am satisfied that three others of the cotton States 
will follow as soon as the action of the people can 
be had. Arkansas, whose Legislature is now in 
session, will, in all probability, call a convention 
at an early day. Louisiana will follow, Her 
Legislature is to meet; and although’ there ista 
clog iù the way of the. lone-star State'of Texas 
in the person of her Governor, who will not con- 
sent to call her Legislature together, and give the 
people of that State an opportunity to act, yet the 
public sentiment in that State is so decided in 
favor of this movement that even the Governor will 
be overridden; and if he docs not yield to public 
sentiment, some Texan Brutus will arise to rid his 
country of the hoary-headed incubus that stands 
between the people and their sovereign will, 

We intend, Mr. President, to go out peaceably 
if we can, forcibly if we must; but Ido not be~ 
lieve, with the Senator from New Hampshire, 
that there is going to be any war. If five or eight 
States go out, they will necessarily draw all the 
other southern States after them. That is a con- 
sequence that,nothing can prevent. If five oreight 
States go out of this Union, I should like-to see 
the man that would propose a declaration of war 
against them, or attempt to force them into obe- 
dience to the Federal Government at the point of 
the bayonet or the sword. 

Sir, there has been a good deal-of vaporing on 
this subject. A great many threats have been 
thrown out. I have heard them on this floor, and 
upon the floor of the other House of Congress; 
but I have also perceived this: they come from 
those who would be the very last men to attempt 
to put their threats into execution. Men talk 
sometimes about their eighteen million who are 
to whip us; and yet we have heard of cases in 
which just such men had suffered themselves to 
be switched in the face, and trembled like sheep- 
stealing dogs, expecting to be shotevery minute. 
These threats generally come. from men who 
would be the very last to execute them. Some 
of these northern editors talk about whipping the 
southern States like spaniels. Brave words; but 
I venture to assert none of those men wouldever 
volunteer to command an army, to be'sent down 
South, to coerce us ‘into obedience to Federal 
power. 

But, sir, there is to be no war. The northern 
States are controlled by sagacious men, like the 
distinguished Senator from New York, [Mr. 
Sewarp.] Where public opinion and action are 
thus controlled by men of common sense, who 
know well that they cannot succeed in a war 
against the southern States, no such attempt of 
coercion will be made. lf one State alone was to 
go out, unsustained by her surrounding sister 
States, possibly war might ensue, and there might . 
be an attempt made to coerce her, and that would 
give rise to civil war; but, sir, South Carolina is 
not to go out alone. In my“opinion, she will be | 
sustained by all her southern sisters. They may 
not all go out immediately; but they will, mi the 
end, join South Carolina in this important move- 
ment; and we shall, in the next twelve months, 
have a confederacy of the southern States, anda 
government inaugurated, and in successful oper- 
ation, which, in my opinion, will be a govern- 
ment of the greatest prosperity and power that 
the world has ever seen. ‘There will be no war, 
in my opinion. Such an effort would be fruitless, 
and men of sense know it. ae 

There are but two instances in modern history 
in which a nation has been overcome by aforeign 
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Power. Hungary, with only cight million, was 
conquered by Austria, but it required the aid of 
the colossal power of Russia. Even then she 
would not have been conquered but for the treach- 
ery of one of her own sons. Mexico. was con- 
quered by the United States; but Mexico isa 
feeble nation, and her councils were distracted and 
her energies. weakened by divisions among her 
people. But, sir, the fiftecn slave States, or even 
the five of them now moving, banded together in 
one Government, and united as they are soon to 
be, would defy the world in arms, much less the 
northern States of this Confederacy. — Fighting 
on our own-soil, in defense of our own sacred 
rights and honor, we could not be conquered even 
by the combined forces of all the other States; and 
sagacious, sensible men, in the northern Statcs, 
would understand that too well to make the effort. 

Besides, what would they gain if they conqucred 
us? Wouldit be a Union worth preserving which 
is maintained by force? No, sir. Like the Pres- 
ident of the United States, no sensible man, no 
patriot, no one who is guided by proper counsels, 
will ever urge the policy of making war to bring 
back seceding States at the point of the bayonet 
into the Union, Ido not apprehend any war. 
But if the northern States, or the Federal Gov- 
ernment controlled by the counsels of the north- 
ern States, shall attempt to coerce us, then war 
will come; and like the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire, if he wants war, I say here to-day we are 
ready for it. We intend to prepare for war. We 
do not belicve that war will ensue, but we are 
determined to prepare for it. A wise man will 
always prepare forany danger or contingency that 
may arise; and we are preparing for it, We will 
be prepared when the time comes. We will fight 
for our liberties, our rights, and our honor; and 
we are not a feeble race of Mexicans, cither, I 
do not believe we shall have any treachery as 
Hungary had in her war with Austria and Rus- 
sia. L believe we shall have a united people. 
United, as we shall be, in interest, and in all that 
we hold dear, we do not dread war, except so 
far as the terrible consequences which always 
follow armed collisions. We know how much 
distress it brings. 

But, sir, Lapprchend that when we go out and 
form our confederacy—as I think and hope we 
shall do very shortly—the northern States, or the 
Federal Government, will see its true policy to 
be to let us go in peace and make treaties of com- 
merce and amity with us, from which they will 
derive more advantages than from any attempt to 
coerce us. They cannot succeed in coercing us. 
Uf they allow us to form our Government without 
difficulty, we shall be very willing to look upon 
them asa favored nation and give them all the 
advantages of commercial and amicable treaties. 
1 have no doubt but that both of us—certainly 
the southern States—would live better, more hap- 
pily, more prosperously, and with greater friend- 
ship, than we live now in this Union. 

Sir, disguise the fact as you will, there is an 
enmity between the northern and southern people 


thatis deep and enduring, and you never can | 


eradicate it—never! Look at the spectacle ex- 
hibited on this floor, How is it? There arethe 
Republican northern Senators upon that side, 
Fiere are the southern Senators on this side. How 
much social intercourse is there between us? You 


sit upon your side, silent and gloomy ; we sit | 


upon ours with knit brows and portentous scowls. 
Yesterday, I observed that there was not a soli- 
tary man on that side of the Chamber came over 
here even to extend the civilities and courtesies 
of life; nor did any of us go over there. Here 
are two hostile bodies on this floor; and it is but 
a type of the feeling that exists between the two 
sections, We are enemies as much as if we were 
hostile States. L believe that the northern people 
hate the South worse than ever the English peo- 


ale hated France; and I can tell my brethren over | 
Į y f 


there that there is no love lost upon the part of 
the South, 

In this stato of feeling, divided as we are by 
interest, by a geographical fecling, by everything 
that makes two people separate and distinct, Í 
ask why we should remain in the same Union 
together? We have not lived in peace; we are 
notnow living in peace, It is not expected or 
hoped that we shail ever live in peace. My doc- 
trine Is that whenever cven man and wife find 
that they must quarrel, aud cannot live in peace, 


i 
i 


i 
j 
| 
} 
i 


they ought to separate; and these two sections— 
the North and South—manifesting, as they have 
done and do now, and probably ever will manj- 
fest, feclings of hostility, separated as they are 
in interests and objects, my own opinion is they 
can-never live in peace; and the soener they sep- 
arate the better. ; 
Sir, these sentiments I have thrown out crudely 
I confess, and upon the spur of the occasion. I 
should not have opened my mouth, but that the 
Senator from New Hampshire seemed to show 
a spirit of bravado, as if he intended to alarm 
and scare the Southern States into a retreat from 
their movements. He says that war is to come, 
and you had better take care, therefore. That is 
the purport of his Janguage; of course those are 
not his words; but I understand him very well, 
andcverybody else, I apprehend, understands him 
that war is threatened, and therefore the South 
had better look out. Sir, Ido not believe there 
will be any war; but if war is to come, let it 
come. We will meet the Senator from New 
Hampshire and all the myrmidons of Abolition- 
ism and black Republicanism everywhere, upon 
our own soil; and in the language of a distin- 
guished member from Ohio in relation to the 
Mexican war, we will “ welcome you with bloody 
hands to hospitable graves.” i 
Mr. DAVIS. Mr. President, on the motidn 
to print the ordinary number of copies of th 
President’s message made yesterday, I was pre- 
pared to allow it to pass in silence, both as a cour- 
tesy to the Executive and as a document necessary 
to the performance of the ordinary duties of the 
Senate. The proposition now before the Senate 
to print an extra number of copies, carries with it 
at least some mark of approval on the part of 
those who sanction it. It is to printextra copies 
for distribution of somcthing considered so valu- 
able to the public that we should incur the ex- 
pense 
Mr. HALE. Will the Senator allow me to 
correct him in a matter of fact? Hoe is mistaken 
in the character of the question before the Senate. 
Upon a question of order, that was withdrawn, 
and after it was withdrawn, J, having had the 
floor, and given way, made a motion pro forma 
to reconsider the motion ordering the message to 
be printed, giving notice at the same time that I 
only made it for the purpose of submitting some 
remarks; and I now withdraw the motion. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The motion can 
only be withdrawn by the consent of the Senate. 
Mr. DAVIS. On that question, of course, I 
will make no remarks directly to the message. I 
think it is proper to print the message, whether it 
be good, bad, or indifferent; and therefore, in re- 
lation to the character of the message, I shall 
make no remarks upon the motion to print the 
ordinary number of copics. I will, however, take 
this occasion to say that, as a Senator of the 
United States, Lam here to perform my functions 
as such; that before a declaration of war is made 
against the State of which iam a citizen, | ex- 
pect to be out of the Chamber; that when that 
declaration of war is made, the State of which I 
am a citizen will be found ready and quite willing 
to meet it, While we remain here, acting as cp- 
hassadors of sovereign States, at least under 
forms of friendship, held together by an allig 
as close as it is possible for sovereign Statfs to 
stand to each other, threats from one to the Ather 
seem to be wholly inappropriate; and th¢tefore 


i I shall make ao further remarks. 


Mr. WIGFALL. Mr. President, | pfopose, 
as the debate has been opened upon this question, 
not to give my views in extenso, but very bricfly 
to comment upon some matters that have fallen 
from Senators on both sides of this Chamber. 1 
am induced particularly to do so in consequence 
of what has fallen from the Senator from Geor- 
gia. He and Ido not understand the Constitu- 
tion in the same way; and he and I do not look 


at the great issues that are now pending, and 


> 
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| preme law of the land. 
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which are soon to be precipitated upon the coun- | 


try, from the same stand point. 
that the act of secession was one of revolution, 
that it was one in direct conflict with the Consti- 
tution of the United States that I am sworn to 
obey, I should hesitate mach before I would utter 


apd before f would advise such action as f am In 
the habit of advising—l mean to those who asic 
ray opinions. 


If [ believed | 


; such seatiments as Tam in the habit of uttering, | 


' I regret very much the character of the message 
which we have now under discussion; not upon 
i the ground that the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire predicates his objectious—that it is neither 
one thing nor the other; but for the, to me, more 
satisfactory reason that itis both one thing and 
| the other. It is difficult for men who have no 
well-defined ideas upon subjects which they un- 
i dertake to discuss, to discuss them so that they 
| can correctly be understood. In this country, 
| within a few years past, there has been shed a 
| flood of light upon the form of government under 
which we are living, which those who came from 
another generation, and belong to another age, I 
fear, have not imbibed. There are antediluvians, 
and then there are some who did not live before 
| the flood; but I suppose they might be called post- 
diluvians, probably paulo-postdiluvians—a very 
short time after it, and they scem not to have pro- 
gressed. 

Now, sir, it is a historical fact that the journals 
of the convention, for some reason or other, were 
a sealed book until about 1820, We discussed — 
I mean those who went before us—the Constitu- 
tion without the light which was necessary to 
| give meaning to its different clauses, Subse- 
quently to that time the Constitution has been 
better understood, because the journals of the 
convention have been published. The contro- 
versy in 1832 threwa flood of light upon this 
question; and ‘in 1852, the Democratie party at 
Baltimore adopted the Kentucky and Virginia 
resolutions, with Mr. Madison’s report, as their 
i text and creed. No man who professes to be- 
lieve those doctrines can deny the sovereignty of 
the States. No man who professes to believe 
those doctrines can deny that the Constitution is 
a compact between States. No mau who admits 
that that Constitution is a compact, as it is called 
in the second Kentucky resolution, under the 
| style and title of the Constitution of the United 
| States, to which each State has acceded asa State, 
| can deny that the States are the judges in the last 
į resort of the meaning of that compact; and no 
| man who admits that the Constitution is a com- 
pact between States, to which cach State acceded 
i asa State, can deny the right to secede, whenever 
| any State sees fit. To talk of secession, therc- 
| fore, being a revolutionary right, is to use terms 
| with a looseness and want of signification, a want 
| of accuracy, that renders discussion upon such a 
| question utterly impossible between men who use 
these terms with definite meanings and those who 
use them vaguely. 

i Now, sir, if youadmit that the individuals who 
live between the two oceans, and between the 
| Gulf and the lakes, do not compose a single po- 
litical community, that they are not a State, but 
that those individuals who live within these lim- 
its are States, separate, distinct, political commu- 
nities, that they have ratified a compact which is 
binding between them, then at once you introduce, 
the law of nations as the rule for construing that 
compact. When political communities, when 
nations, when States, enter into compacts with 
each other, the effect is to bind all their citizens. 
When the State of Texas ratified the Constitution 
of the United States, it was a matter of not the 
slightest importance whether I or any other citizen 
f of that State approved or disapproved of the rati- 
fication. We were bound by it. Eo instanti the 
laws of the United States became operative within 
| the limits of that State,and we were bound to obey 
those laws. Why? Because the politieal power 
of the State of Texas had ratified that Constitu- 
tion; because she had become one of the States 
of the Union; and because, by the sixth article 
of the Constitution, that Constitution and the 
laws made in accordance with it were the su- 
When Texas, in her 
sovereign capacity, when the political power 
which made this compact shall revoke the ratifi- 
cation, the laws of the United States cease there 
to operate, and the citizens of Texas cease to owe 
any obedience to the laws of the United States. 
Why? Beeause the laws of the United States 


i extend over the limits of the United States, and 


she having ceascd to be one of the States of this 
Union, of course the operation and effect of those 
laws stop at her limits. These are plain prop- 
ositious which those who call themselves Demo- 
crats profess, and those who are Democrats be- 
Lae 

i lieve. 
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Then, to talk of secession being a revolutionary 
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va sense in which it can never be used by lawyers. 


vand executed by the authorities of the States which 
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right, is, in my opinion—well, 1 will not use an 
epithet—it is not logical; it is using the term in 


Has a State the right to withdraw without 
cause? Has a State the right to withdraw with 
cause? I say that itis a matter of not the slightest | 
consequence whether there be cause or not, Each 
State must act for herself, and upon her own 
responsibility; and the only thing in the message 
of the President which he says cannot be done, 
ig the only thing that 1 believe can be done by 
this Government when a State has withdrawn, 
and that is, to declare war. By the Constitution | 
öf the United States the Federal Government has | 
the right to declare war. We can to-day declare 
war against England, or against any of the great 
European Powers. There is no cause for declar- 
ing war; but suppose we declare it : war exists; 
letters of marque and reprisal can be issued; their 
commerce can be cut up; their towns can be 
burned, and their forts bombarded. Who can 
prevent it? There is the question. Suppose that 
“reat Britain and the United States put each a 
different construction upon one of their treaties: 
the right or the wrong does not alter the fact. 
The United States Government can this day 
révoke the ratification of any treaty between her 
and Great Britain. Ifshe does revoke the ratifi- 
cation of that treaty, that treaty ceases to be bind- 
ing between the United States and Great Britain, 
and every citizen of the United States is released 
from any obligation to obey any single stipula- 
tion or article in that treaty. If we, without 
cause, were to-day to revoke a treaty between | 
this country and England, or any other Power, 
there is no court in England, or any other Power 
with whom we had revoked that treaty, that 
would not hold at once that every citizen of the 
United States was released from any obligation 
to obcy. Why? The treaty became binding 
between the two countries because the political 

ower of cach country bad ratified it and made it 

inding between them. It became binding upon 
every citizen because it was binding between the 
tivo people. When the treaty is revoked, then 
jt ceases, of course, to be binding between the 
two poopie It ceases to be binding upon the in- 
dividual citizens of each country. 

Now, then, the treaty being revoked, what is 
the remedy? If it is done in bad faith; if it is 
done without sufficient cause, the only certain 
result will he political infamy. The nation that 
breaks its treaties without cause is disgraced in 
the cyes of civilized man. War may result; but 
the treaty nevertheless would be dissolved, and 
the citizens released from all obligation to obey 
tt. When, then, one of these States revokes the 
treaty, as it is called in our platform—because 
the second Kentucky resolution says that it is a 
compact under the style and title of a Constitu- 
tion for the United States, to which each State 
acceded as a State, and a compact between na- 
tions is a treaty—if, then, one of these States 
shall revoke that treaty, resume all the powers 
whieh she had delegated to the Federal Govern- 
ment, and vest them in her own State government, 
that very instant, I say, the State is, by opera- 
tion of law, out of the Union; her citizens cease 
to owe obedience to the laws of the United States; 
and she is, to all intents and purposes, a foreign 
Power. This Government can declare war if it 
sees fit, because it has the war-making power. 
The question, then, arises, sho ald itdeclare war? 
The answer must be found infthe breast of each 
man who is authorized to adfninister the powers 
of this Government. 

I say, then, a State has à right, with or with- 
out cause, to withdraw; that this Government 
can, with or without cause, declare war. I say, 
when a State has withdrawn she is out of the 
Union, and her citizens cease to owe obedience to | 
the laws of this Government; and when this Gov- 
ernment hasdeclared war, with or without reason, 
that war exists, and all citizens found fighting 
under the banner of the State to which they owe 
their allegiance must be treated as prisoners of 
war, if taken in battle; those who are found m 
the ranks of the enemy will be treated as traitors, 


they have traitorously taken up arms against. 

These ave my views upon the subject, and as 
the President bias been vague, as he has expressed 
opinions upon both sides, I felt it necessary to 
say thus much upon that subject. 


| of late origin. 


The Senator from Georgia, in speaking of the 
States that were going to resume the powers 
whieh had been delegated, alluded to my own 
State. J have no apprehension, sir, that the dag- 
ger ofa Brutus will relieve ns from whathe regards 
as anineubus upon that State. I think that that 
people are not in the habit of committing acts of 
assassination. When they shed blood, it isin a fair 
fight. Itmay be that those people will be driven 
to revolution. It may be that if their Legislature 
is not called, they will meet in primary assembly, 
and of their own accord appoint delegates to a 
convention; and when they have done that, it 
will be for States which they offer to confederate 
with to decide whether they have a de facto gov- 
ernmentor not. A government de jure cannotbe 
so formed, I know. But that-violence will be 
offered to any individual, I do not believe; nor 
do I believe that the Governor of that State will 
long persist in refusing to allow the people them- 
selves to be heard, and to declare whether the 
desire to remain longer confederated with aboh- 
tion States. ; i 

Now, this matter of war has been talked of this 
morning. I bave no threats tomake. The fact 
is, like Sempronius, my thoughts are turned on 
peace. Ido not think one of these cotton States, 
or even one of the tobacco States, withdrawing 
from this Union will be any cause of war. H it 
is, or is not, this Government can declare war; 
and I judge that the gentlemen upon the other 
side of the Chamber hardiy suppose that we will 
be stopped in our course by any apprehension 
that war will be the result. Tthink not. Surely 
we do not expect to make war on them. We in- 
tend to assert only that great principle which is 
set forth in a document for which they have such 


| high admiration—I mean the Declaration of Inde- 


pendence—that every people have a right to live 
under sach form of government as suits them. If 
this Government docs not suit us, we will leave 
it. When we leave it, we will not leave itas reb- 
els, nor as traitors, nor irregularly. But the State 
governments will call conventions; the people will 
be heard; they will vote; and unless.a large ma- 
jority of the people of each one of these States are 
in favor of resuming the powers, they will not be 
resumed. Whena large number of the people of 
any one of these States shall conclude that they 
will live more happily or more prosperously under 
another government, they will assert that right 
by reforming their constitution, and erecting an- 
other Government upon the ruins of the one which 
they have destroyed. 

T regretted much to see in the message the doc- 
trine set forth that a State had not the right, con- 
slitutionally, to secede, and the further error fallen 
into by the President, that this doctrine was one 
I hold in my hand, sir, Elliot’s 
Debates, in which the ratifications of the differ- 
ent States are printed; and it seems that when 
New York came to ratify the Constitution—there 
being very great doubt as to the. expediency of 
forming a confederation such as was proposed by 
this Constitution, and there being bitter hostility 
on the part of many, there being many doubts as 
to how the new Government would operate—the 
people of New York, by their deputies assembled 
in convention, in the very articles of ratification, 
declarcd explicitly, in these words: 


«That the powers of Goverument may be re ssumed by 
the people, whensoever it shall heeome necessary to their 
i that ry power, jurisdiction, and right, which 
the said Constitution clearly delegated to the 
of the United States, or the departments of the 
rent thereof, remains to the people of the several 
respective State governments, to whom 
anted the same; and that those clauses 
tution, which declare that Congress shall 

se certain powers, do not imply that 
gress itled to any powers not given by the said 
Constitution; but such cl are to be construed either 
as exceptions to certain s ified powers, or as inserted 
merely for greater caution."—Ellict’s Debates on Federal 
Constitution, 1787, vol. 1, p. 36L 


Now, I ask any Senator upon cither side of 
this floor what is the plain rale of construing con- 
tracts? If a partnership is about to be entered 
into by individuals, and they refer it to an attor- 
ney, who is to draw up the articles of agreement, 
and when they come to sign it, and after it has 
been signed by some, one of the parties inserts 
above his signature an additional qualification, is 
there a court of justice in a civilized pation that 
will not hold that that new stipulation is as mach 
a partof the compact as if it had been inserted in 


ihe body of it? Doés- it not inure tothe ber t 
of the party who-has insertedit?. Is it not part: 
of the compact which he has signed? “Does it not 
inure to the ‘benefit of every other party: svho has. 
signed that compact? It isa plain principle of 
law. “Then, whenthis Constitution wasdranghted 
by the convention, the delegates’ or deputies to. 
which were appointed by the different States, an 
they sent it to be ratified ‘by the convent: f 
the different States to become ‘binding etweèn 
those States, the convention of New York; before 
they would ratify it, in the yery articles of ratifi 
cation declared explicitly and expressly that they 
reserved to themselves the rightto reassume thé 
powers therein delegated whenever “it should bé 
necessary to théir happiness. ` Then’ Tsay that, 
according to the law of nations, each one of these 


| States has a right tosecede, and the right would 


be a perfect one without any rescrvation, either ih 
the ratifications or in the Constitution itself. ‘But 
Igo further Tsay that though this right was com> 
plete and: perfect in itself; yet when New York 
came to ratify she madé that explicitabout which. 
a quibble might have been raised between- Taw: 
yers; and that Now York having reserved to 
herself ‘the right-to réassume'the powers therein: 
delegated ‘whenever it: became necessary to her: 
happiness, that became ‘a ‘perfect constitutional 
right on the part of New York; and dt became 
also a perfect constitutional right on’ the part: of 
every other State which, either previously or 
subsequently to that time, became a party to the 
compact, 

Now, entertaining the views that I do, it is not 
at all necessary for me to go into any explanation 
as to why.it is that the State of Texas intends to 
dissolve her connection with the other States. T 
heard this morning a letter read which was writ- 
ten by one of the northwestern Senators—Ido not 
know which—wherein he ‘talked about having 
bought us and owning us. Well, sir, when. we 
get out of the Union, I suppose that the guaran- 
tee clause for the delivery of those to whom other 
persons have claim will hardly apply; but if that 
Senator should suppose that it does, T trust: that 
he will come to claim those who have escaped 
from service and labor on behalf of those to whom 
it is due; I trust that he may be sent down asthe 
commissioner. This sort of talking can produce 
no good. The people of Florida are purchased, 
the people of Louisianaare purchased, the people 
of Texas are purchased, and weare not to be per= 
mined to live under such a government as we see 
fit! Do they propose to irritate us still more? It 
can produce no such effect upon me. I fee] that 
perfect inexplicable stillness which a man always 
does when he feels that he is perfectly secure. It 
is only when you insult or wrong a man, and 
refuse him satisfaction, that he feels irritation. 
When you have offered to give him satisfaction, 
the hatred passes from his heart, and he looks to 
the time when he is to balance the account and 
setileitup. Now, sir, if] doubted asto whether the 
people of the State in which I live would submit 
to black Republican rale or not; I might feél'‘some 
degree ofirritation; but knowing, as Ido, that, ‘as 
soon as those people can get into convention—and 
the difference of a week or a month is but little— 
they will revoke the ratification of the Constitu- 
tion, and again assume their position of separate 
nationality, and govern themselves by such laws 
as they see fit; knowing and feeling that, Lam not 
at all disturbed by the presence of these Senators 
upon the other side, or by any idle vaporings that 
they may indulge m. All this will come about 
in good time. State after State will go out of the 
Union. When you have a working majority, you 
can declare war against us if you see fit; 1f you 
do not, probably a new treaty will be entered into 
between the high contracting parties—one of peace 
and amity, when we have revoked that of coni- 
mon defense and general welfare. We choose; at 
least so far as I am concerned, to give no reason 
for this high sovereign act. We are the judges; 
and when we choose to revoke the ratification 
of this Constitution, we will de “it; and if you 
choose to déclare war, we shall not object. ‘he 
right is perfect on both sides; and each. will ex- 
ercise its own discretion, as to the expediency 
of the act. ae 

While I do not intend to go into. any -recapitu- 
lation of the wrongs that we have suffered, and the 
dangers that we are about to incur by submitting 
longer to our present condition, T will deny a 
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single proposition of the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire; which is, that we are attempting to reverse 
the rule that a majority should govern, Now, 
sir, Ladmit that a constitutional majority has a 
right to govern; and I would never have thought 
of resisting the inauguration of any President who 
was elected by a constitutional majority.. Í know 
that there is much trath, there is mach philosophy 
in Dogberry’s saying, ‘An two men ride of a 
horse, one must ride behind;”’ and if we proposed 
to remain in this Union we should undoubtedly 
submit to the inauguration of. any man who was 
elected by a constitutional majority. . We propose 
nothing of that sort. We simply say thata man 
who is distasteful to us has been elected, and we 
choose to consider that as a sufficient ground for 
leaving the Union, and we intend to leave the 
Union, Then, if you desire it, bring us back. 
‘When you undertake thatand have accomplished 
it, you may be like the man who purchased the 
elephant—you may find it rather difficult to decide 
what you will do with the animal. ([Laughter.] 
I had intended, sir, to go somewhat into detail 
in discussing the propositions of the message; but 
I shall forbear to doit. Thereis no proposition 
now before us to print any additional numbers; 
and in common courtesy to the executive de- 
partment, I suppose that we should let the ordi- 
nary number be published. There is one mat- 
ter in the message in reference to which, at the 
proper time, I shall introducea resolution in order 
to prevent any bad effects which may flow from 
it—l allude to the portion of the message in which 
the President speaks of having sent orders to the 
oflicers commanding the forts at Charleston to 
stand on the defensive. I wish to know the ex- 
tent of those orders; and I wish to know that in 
order that we may now provide for the evil which 
he may precipitate upon us. The people of South 
Carolina—aud l speak of them simply because 
they have no Representative on this floor—are a 
law-abiding people. They are notin the habit of 
having mobs in that country. They propose to 
meet in convention—that convention being called 
_ by the government of the State; and IJ entertain 
no doubt that that convention will pass a solemn 
ordinance revoking the ratification of the treaty 
which binds them to the other States. In the 
mean time, they, asa matter of course, will not 
attempt to interfere, by foree or otherwise, with 
any Federal troops who may be within the limits 
of the State; but Esay to Senators—and F wish 
it had been said to the President of the United 
States--that if, after that State has withdrawn 
from the Union, and a sufficient time has been 
given to this Government to withdraw its troops 
from those forts, this Government shall authori- 
tatively deny to that people the right of self-gov- 
ernment, and attemptto keep hostile armies within 
the borders of that State, those forts will be taken, 
and blood will fow. The President, in his mes- 
sage, says that there is no power on the part of 
this Government to keep the Union iaselhier by 
force; and yet, in the very same breath, he says 
that he will collect the revenues in the port of 
Charleston even after the State has seceded. 
least, so I understand his message. He says that 
there can be no conflict between the Federal ju- 
dicial power and the authorities or people of the 
State, because he has no judiciary there, Is there 
anything to prevent him trom appointing a judge? 
Ts there anything to prevent him from appointing 
a marshal? 

Mr. LANE. I beg pardon of the Senator; but 
I think he is making a mistake in relation to the 
message; and Lam sure he would not do injus- 
tice to the President. I do not understand the 
President to say that he will collect duties after 
South Carolina shall secede. I only mention it 
that the Senator may make the correction. 

Mr. WIGEFALL. I confess, sir, that I do not 
understand it; and the more I read itthe less do I 
comprehend it. In one clause, the President 
says: 

‘Tn order to justify a resort to revolutionary resistance, 
the Federal Government must be guilty of a ‘deliberate, 
palpabie, and dangerous exercise’ of powers net granted 


by the Constitution.”? * g € « Reason, 


justice, a regard for the Constitation, all require that we 
shall wait for some overt and dangerous act on the part of 
the President eleet before resorting to such a remedy.” 
In another clause, after staling that the north- 
ern Legislatures have attempted to nallify the 
fugitive slave law, and have defeated its operation, 
and have continued this course, and that they 


Atl 


should repeal these obnoxious laws, he continues 
by declaring that, if they do not— 

t ty that event, the injured States, after having first used 
ali peaceful and constitutional means to obtain redress, 
would be justified in revolutionary resistance to the Goy- 
ernment of the Union.” 

Thus, in one clause he distinctly declares that, 
unless the Government of the Union itself shall 
commit some act of aggression, they have no 
cause for resisting its authority; and in the next, 
that if those States do not repeal their obnoxious 
laws, then resistance to the Government of the 
Union is to be the remedy. In another clausc, 
he gays: 

“Jn order to justify secession as a constitutional remedy, 


| it must be on the principle that the Federal Government is 


a incre voluntary association of States, to be dissolved at 
pleasure by any one of the contracting parties. If this be 
so, the Confederacy is a rope of sand, to be penctrated and 
dissolved by the first adverse wave of public opinion in any 
of the States. In this manner our thirty-three States may 
resolve themselves into as many petty, jarring, and hostile 
Republics, each one retiring from the Union, without re- 
sponsibility, whenever any sudden excitement might impel 
them to such acourse. By this process a Union might be 
entirely broken into fragments in a few weeks, which cost 
our forefathers may years of toil, privation, and blood to 
establish.” 


There it is distinctly denied that this is a vol- 
untary association of States; and yet, in another 
clause; he says: 

<The fact is that our Union rests upon public opinion, 
and can never be cemented by the blood of its citizens shed 
in civil war. Ifit cannot live in the affections of the peo- 
plc, it must one day perish. Congress possess many means 
of preserving il by conciliation; but the sword was not 
placed in their hand to preserve it by force.” 


I say, therefore, that I do not really compre- 
hend what the meaning of the President is; but 
on one subject I think Ido, and that is as to col- 
lecting revenues. He says distinctly that when 
the judicial officers have all resigned, there is no 
possible mode of administering justice there. I 
do not comprehend that, because I think he could 

. ` d 
appoint other judges and other marshals, or could 
recommend Congress to make the State of South 
Carolina a part of the district of Georgia or of 
North Carolina; but he then goes on, and says: 

“The same insuperable obstacles do not lie in the way 
of exceuting the laws for the collection of the customs. 
The revenue still continues to be collected, as heretofore, 
at the custom-house in Charleston; and should the col- 
lector unfortunately resign, a successor may be appointed 
to perform this duty.” 

Where the difficulty of appointing a successor 
to the judge and not to the collector? Then he 
goes on: 

Then, in regard to the property of the United States in 
South Carolina. ‘Phis has been purchased for a fair equiv- 
alent, ‘by the consent of the Legislature of the State,’ 
‘for the erection of forts, magazines, arsenals,’ &c., and 
over these the authority ‘to exercise exclusive legisla- 
tion’ has been expressly granted by the Constitution to 
Congress. Jt is not believed that any attempt will be made 
to expel the United States from this property by foree ; but 
if in this d should prove to be mistaken, the officerin com- 
mand of the forts has received orders to act strictly on the 
detensive. In such a contingency, the responsibility for 
equences would rightly rest upon the head of the 
ailants. ®™? 

I then, sir, removing the brush from the way 
as well as I can, and beating about through this 
labyrinth and trying to find out the views of the 
President, have come to the conclusion that 
he believes itis impossible to organize Federal 
courts in South Carolina, or enforce the decisions 
of judicial tribunals there; but that whether the 
State secedes or not, he has the power to collect 
the customs there, and that he has the power to 


hold the forts, and that it is his purpose to do | 
that thing. Now, as I have said, Í shall intro- | 


duce a resolution at an early moment to asecr- 
tain what are the orders that have gone from 
the War Department to the officers in command 
of those forts; for while the President seems de- 
sirous to preserve this Union, if the construction 
shall be put upon his message in South Carolina 
which I put on it, I believe that he will precipi- 
tate the very issue which he seems intent to avoid. 
If this people shall come to the conclusion that 
this Government does intend ultimately to deny 
them the right of living under sucha form of gov- 
ernment as they see fit; if they shall come to the 
conclusion that this Government intends to keep 
them in the Union by the power of the sword; if 
they shall come to the conclusion that they are 
no longer freemen, that they cannot look to their 
own State government for protection, that they 
have no means of asserting the right of self-gov- 
ernment except that which belongs to their ne- 
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| forbearance no longer. 


groes or to the serfs of Russia; if they believe 
that this Government will hold those forts and 
collect revenues from them after they have ceased 
to be one of the States of this Union; my judg- 
mentis, that the moment they become satisfied of 
that fact, they will take the forts, and blood will 
then begin to flow. 

It is, therefore, important that there should be 
a construction put upon this message; it is im- 
portant that it should be known what the Presi- 
dent means; and if he intends to carry out that 
policy, or this Congress intends to do it—when 
that is made manifest I, for onc, would urge 
Frederick the Great, on 
one occasion, when he had trumped up an old 
title to some of the adjacent territory, quietly put 
himself in possession and then offered to treat. 
Were I a South Carolinian, as I ama Texan, 
and I knew that my State was going out of the 
Union, and that this Government would attempt 
to use force, I would, at the first moment that 
that fact became manifest, seize upon the forts 
and the arms and the munitions of war, and raise 
the cry “to your tents, oh Israel, and to the God 
of battles be this issue.’’ 

Mr. LANE. I only desire to read that part of 
the President’s message in regard to. which I in- 
terrupted my good friend:from Texas. I do not 
understand the President to say that he contem- 
plates collecting revenue in a foreign port, or in 
South Carolina after she shall have gone out of 
the Union. After enumerating the reasons why 
the laws of the United States cannot now be ex- 
ecuted in South Carolina, owing to the resigna- 
tion of the officers, the President says: 

“The same insuperable obstacles do not lic in the way 
of executing the laws for the collection of the customs 
The revenue still continues to be collected, as heretofore, 
at the custom-house in Charleston ; and should the col- 
lector unfortunately resign, u successor may be appointed 
to perform this duty.” 

That is, for the present. [ take it for granted 
that the President does not hold that he would 
have the right to collect revenue in a foreign port, 
or in a port of another country. Butletthis mat- 
ter be as it may, I will say that the President has 
arrived at a logical, sensible, and correct conclu- 
sion when he says there is no power in this Gov- 
ernment thatcan authorize the use of force against 
a State. Ido not understand him as the Senator 
does; but if he is wrong on other matters, on 
this great principle heisright. This Government 
has no power to hold a State in this Union by 
force. o sensible man would undertake to hold 
it together in that way; and I will say now, sir, 
that that man who shall inaugurate civil war by 
undertaking to hold it together by force, will be 
the greatest murderer that ever disgraced the form 
of man, and will go down to his grave covered 
with the curses of Heaven from his head to his 
heels, besides the curses of thousands of widows 
and orphans. No. man, | trust, will ever under- 
take in this country to use force towards a State; 
and all that the President has said on that sub- 
ject, I most heartily indorse. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. Ido not rise, Mr. Pres- 
ident, for the purpose of protracting this unne- 
eessary and most unfortunate debate; but I rise 
simply to say in the presence of the representa- 
tives of the different States, that my State having 
been the first to adopt the Constitution, will be 
the Jast to do any act or countenance any act cal- 
culated to lead to the separation of the States of 
this glorious Union. She has shared too much 
of its blessings; her people performed too much 
service in achieving the glorious liberties which 
we now enjoy and te establishing the Constitu- 


| tion under which we live, to cause any son of 
| hers to raise his hand against those institutions 


or against that Union. Sir, when that Union 
shall be destroyed by the madness and folly of 
others, (if, unfortunately, it shall beso destroycd,) 
it will be time enough then for Delaware and her 
Representatives to say what will be her course. 
{Applause in the galleries; which was suppressed 
by the Chair.] i 

The VICE PRESIDENT. If there be no 
objection, the motion of the Senator from New 
Hampshire to reconsider the vote by which the 
usal number of the President’s message was or- 
dered to be printed, may be withdrawn. [**No 
objection. ’’] 

HOMESTEAD BILL. 


A message from the House of Representatives, 


1860. 
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by Mr. Forney, its Clerk, announced that the 
House had passed a bill (H. R. No. 24) to se- 
cure homesteads to actual settlers on the public 
domain, in which the concurrence of the Senate 
was requested. 

PRINTING OF A DOCUMENT. 


The message further announced that the House 
had ordered, on the 4th instant, at two o’clock 
and forty-one minutes, the printing of the annual 
message of the President of the United States and 
accompanying documents. 

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATION, 

The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Sen- 
ate a report of the Secretary of State, communi- 
cating, in obedience to law, the annual statement 
of the contingent expenses of that Department; 
which, on motion of Mr. Bicier, was ordered to | 
lie on the table. 

On motion of Mr. HAMLIN, the Senate then 
adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
W epnespay, December 5, 1860.. 


The House met at twelve o’clock, m. Prayer 

by the Chaplain, Rev. Tuomas H. Stocxron. 
‘The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 
NEW MEMBER. 

Hon. Bowis R. Revnoups, of NewYork, elected 
to supply the vacancy occasioned by the death of 
Hon. Silas M. Burroughs, appeared and took the 
usual oath of office to.support the Constitution of 
the United States. 

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 

The SPEAKER, by unanimous consent, laid 
before the House the annual report of the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury on the state of the finances, 
1859-60; which was referred to the Committee 
of Ways and Means, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. SHERMAN submitted a resolution to 

-print the usual number of extra copies; which, 
under the rules, was referred to the Committee 
on Printing. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a 
communication from the Secretary of the Interior, 
transmitting his annual statement of the expend- 
itures of his Department under the various appro- 
priations for contingent expenses, required by the 
act of August 26, 1842, to the close of the fiscal 
year ending June 30, 1860; which was laid upon 
the table, and ordered to be printed. 

APPROPRIATION BILLS. 

Mr. SHERMAN, from the Committee of Ways 
and Means, reported the following appropriation 
bills; which were read a first and second time, 
and referred to the Committee of the Whole on | 
the state of the Union: 

A bill making appropriations for the payment 
of invalid and other pensions of the United States 
for the year ending the 30th of June, 1862; and 

A bill making appropriations for the supportof 
the Military Academy for the year ending June | 
30, 1862. | 

HOMESTEAD BILL. 
Mr. GROW. 


E helieve the first business this 


morning is a vote upon the motion of the gentle- | 


man from Missouri (Mr. Puztps] to lay upon | 
the table the motion to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill to secure homesteads to actual sct- 


tlers on the public domain was referred to the |i bY rae 
4 } è | Woodrut—=125. 


Committee of the Whole on the state of the | 


Union. 


The SPEAKER. That is the first business in |) 
order; and upon that motion the yeas and nays || 


have been ordered. 

Mr. MAYNARD. 
reading of the 21st joint rule, predicated upon a 
question of order upon the proposition to take up 
the homestead bill at this time. 
reading now. 

The 2st joint rule was read, as follows: 

* After six days from the commencement of a second or | 
subsequent session of Congress, all bi resolutions, ar | 
reports, Which originated in either House, and whieh, at 
the clase of the last preceding session, remained unde- 
termined in cither Lous 
in the same maraner as if 
place”? 


an adjournment had not taken i 


Mr. MAYNARD. My point of order is, tbat | 


the homestead bill eannot be taken up in this in- 
direct manner for consideration during the first 
six days of the session. 


all be resumed and acied on | 


l yesterday called for the | 


I ask for its |: 


! Cur 


| kins, Train, Trimble, Valiandigha 
i Wade, Walton, 


The SPEAKER. The question: hasbeen be: 
fore brought to the consideration of the- Chair, 
and he overrules the point of order. The Chair 
considers this a privileged question, and there- 
fore entitled to be considered at this time.: The 
question is on the motion offered by the gentle- 
man from Missouri [Mr. Parres] to lay upon 
the table the motion to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill was referred to the Committee of 
the Whole on the state of the Union. We were 
proceeding with the reading of the bill yesterday 


when we were interrupted by the President's’ 


message. The bill will now be read. 
Mr. WASHBURNE, of Ilinois. I understood 


that the reading of the bill was waived with the 


| understanding that it should appear in the Globe 


of this morning. 

Mr. GROW. Let it be read 
lished in the Globe. 

The bill was then read. 

Mr. BRANCH. I would ask the Chair now 
to state what the vote is which is to be recon- 
sidered. It has been a long time since action was 


3 as it is not pub- 


j taken upon that bill, 


The SPEAKER. At the last session this bill 


| was referred to the Committee of the Whole.on 


the state of the Union, and a motion was entered 


| to reconsider the vote by which it was so referred, 


but it was not acted on. The gentleman from 
Pennsylvania (Mr. Grow] now calls up that mo- 
tion, and the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. 
Puexps] moves to lay the motion to reconsider 
upon the table. Upon that motion the yeas and 
nays have been ordered. . 

Mr. PHELPS. Ifthe motion to lay upon the 
table shall not prevail, and the motion to recon- 
sider shall prevail, will not the first question be 
upon the engrossment and third reading of the bill? 
The SPEAKER. It will. 

Mr. PHELPS. Then let us carry the motion 
to lay upon the table. 

The question was then put; and it was decided 
the negative—yeas 68, nays 125; as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Green Adams, Thomas L. Anderson, 
William C. Anderson, Avery, Barksdale, Bocock, Bote- 
ler, Bouligny, Boyce, Branch, Bristow, Brown, Burnett, 
John B. Clark, Clopton, Cobb, Reuben Davis, De Jarnette, 
Edmundson, Etheridge, Garnett, Gartrel!, Gilmer, Harde- 
man, J. Morrison Harris, John T. Harris, Hatton, Haw- 
kins, Hill, Houston, Hughes, Jackson, Jenkins, Jones, 
Kunkel, Lamar, Landrum, James M. Leach, Leake, Love, 
Mallory, Elbert S. Martin, Maynard, McQueen, Millson, 
Laban T. Moore, Nelson, Noell, Peyton, Phelps, Pryor, 
Pugh, Quarles, Reagan, Ruffin, Singleton, William Smith, 
William N. H. Smith, Stevenson, James A. Stewart, 
Stokes, Taylor, Thomas, Underwood, Vance, Webster, 
Whiteley, and Winstow—68. 

NAYS — Messrs. Charles F. Adams, Adrain, Allen, 
Alley, Ashley, Babbitt, Barret, Beale, Bingham, Blair, 
Blake, Brayton, Briggs, Buffinton, Burch, Burnham, But- 
terfield, Campbell, Carey, Carter, Case, John Coehrane, 
Colfax, Conkling, Corwin, Covode, Cox, James Craig, 

, John G. Davis, Delano, Duell, Dunn, Edgerton, Ed- 
wards, Eliot, Ely, English, Fenton, Ferry, Florence, Fos- 


in 


| ter, Fouke, Prank, French, Gooch, Grow, Gurley, Hale, 


Hall, Itetmick, Hickman, Hoard, Holman, William How- 
ard, William A. Howard, Humphrey, Hutchins, Irvine, 
Junkin, Francis W. Kellogg, William Kellogg, Kenyon, Kil- 
gore, Killinger, Larrabec, DeWitt C. Leach, Lee, Logan, 


: Longnecker, Loomis, Lovejoy, Maclay, Marston, Charles 


D. Martin, McCiernand, McKean, McKenty, McKnight, 
MePherson, Moorhead, Morrill, Edward Joy Morris, Isaac 
N. Morris, Morse, Nixon, Palmer, Perry, Pettit, Porter, 


i Potter, Potte, Edwin R. Reynolds, Rice, Riggs, Christo- 


pher Robinson, James C. Robinson, Royce, Sedgwick, 
Sherman, Somes, Spaulding, Spinner, Stanton, Stevens, 
William Stewart, Stout, Stratton, Tappan, Thayer, Tomp- 
, m, Vandever, Verrce, 
Cadwalader C. Washburn, Elihu B.Wash- 
Washburn, Wells, Windom, Wood, and 


burne, fsrael 


So the House refused to lay the motion to recon- 
sider upon the table. 

During the vote, ; 

Mr. BURCH said: I voted to lay the motion 
to reconsider upon the table, for the reason that I 
thought the homestead bill was pending upon a 
privileged motion which could be called up atany 
other time; and that, while such was the case, 
there were other important matters which should 
be brought before the House for its consideration 
before that bil. But, as my reasons may be mis- 
construed, | will change my vote, and vote “no.” 

Mr. MOORE, of Alabama, stated that he would 
have voted in the affirmative, had he been within 
the Hall when bis name was called. 

Mr. BONHAM made a simular statement. 

Mr. THEAKER stated that he was absent 
when his name was called on account of Indispo- 
sition; that, had he been present, he would have 


i) voted in the negative. 


i 
i 
i 
i 
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accordingly read the third time. 


< The motion recurred upon the motion to recon: 
sider- the vote by which. the bill was referred to 
the Committee of the: Whole on the: state-of. the- 
Union, upon. which the previous’ question ‘had ` 
been demanded. PERE RAGS Sree See 
The previous question was seco! 
main question ordered ‘to be put. © 
The motion to reconsider was agre: 
The question recurring on the motion to refer’ 
bill to the Committee oF the Whole.on the 
of the Union, it was disagreed to. 90000 
Mr. GROW. I do not propose to -diseusa:this: 
bill, unless gentlemen of the Housé desire todiscuss 
it, for it has becù discussed here more’or less for 
the lastten-years. L-only-desire to state the facts 
in connection with the position of this billy and 
its provisions, and then I will leave it to the House 
if they desire to discuss it; or if not, I-shallmove 
to put it upon its passage. niaig gle Ay 
t the last session a bill was agreed upon by. 
a committee of conference between: the two 
Houses. of Congress, called. a homestead bill; 
That bill the President vetoed. »Contained-in that 
bill was a grant to.the States of the Union of all 
Jands subject to private entry, and undispose: 
for thirty years or more.: One point of obj 
withthe President was as to this grant, he saying 
that Congress had no: constitutiénal “power “ta 
give away the public lands. . I shall not stop ‘to 
discuss that question upon this bill, for it’ cons 


į tains no such. provision; but will only say that 


Congress has disposed of, in the shape of gifts to 
States, companies, and individuals, over one hun- 
dred and eighty million acres of the public lands, 
for which it received not one cent. ‘Thatsystem 
began with the beginning of this Government, 
and has been continued down to this hour. So 
I pass over that point of the President’s veto, be- 
cause this billcontains no such:grant. Iam free 
to say that I am not in favor of those grants. my- 
self. The point whether the Government has, or 
has not the right to give away the public Jands 
is not involved in this bill, for we do. not propose. . 
to give themaway. The bill requires a payment 
of ten dollars for one hundred and sixty. acres, 
So that point of the President’s.veto would be ob- 
viated, admitting that it were sound doctrine; _ 
though upon that. point we might place General 
Jackson against. Mr. Buchanan as authority upon 
that question; for he thought, in 1832, that it was 
time the Government ceased to look to those lands 
asa source of revenue, and that they should be set 
apart for homesteads. _ s 

Che other point of his veto, that it reduced the 
amount to a nominal sum, might possibly be ap- 
plicable to this bill; but I take it for granted that 
that cannot control the action of Congress. If 
they can say that the price shall be ono dollar 
and a quarter per acre, they can also say that it 
shall be only two cents per acre. This bill pro- 
poses to make the land offices self-sustaining, by 
providing for such an amount of payments as 
shall cover all the expenses of the land-office sys- 
tem. The words of the Constitution, ‘* dispose 
of,” have for a long time been construed to be a 
most ample grant of power, and'as leaving to’ the 
discretion of Congress what disposition should 
be made of the public lands. I shall not take up 
the time of the House to discuss that point of the 
veto, 

I move to recommit the bill to the Committee 


| on Agriculture; and I give way to any gentleman 


who desires to discuss it. , ; 
As no gentleman seems desirous to discuss it, 
I withdraw the motion to refer to the Committee 
on Agriculture, and call the previous question 
upon the engrossment and third reading of the 


i bill. 


The previous question was seconded, and the 
main question ordered to be put. 

The bill was then ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time; and being engrossed, it was 


Mr. GROW. I move the previous question 


: onthe passage of the bill. 


The previous question was seconded, and the 
main question ordered. À 
Mr. LEACH, of North Carolina, demanded 
the yeas and nays on the passage of the bill.” 
The yeas and nays were ordered. ae 
The question was taken; and it was decided in 
the affirmative—yeas 132, nays 76; a 
7 EAS—Messrs. Charles F. Adams, Adrain, Aldrich, 
EE Ashiey, Babbitt, Barr, Barret, Beale, Bing- 
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ham, Blair, Biake, Brayton, Briggs, Buffinton, Burch, Burn- 
ham, Butterfield, Campbell, Carey, Carter, Case, John 
Yochrane, Colfax, Conkling, Corwin, Covode, Cox, James 
Craig; Cartis, John G. Davis, Delano, Duell, Dunn, Edger- 
ton, Edwards, Eliot, Ely, English, Fenton, Ferry, Florence, 
Foster, Fouke, Frank, French, Gooch, Graham, Grow, 
Gurley, Hale, Hall, Haskin, Helmick, Hickman, Hoard, 
Holman, WiHiam Howard, William A. Howard, Humphrey, 
Rutehins, Irvine, Junkin, Francis W. Kellogg, William 
Kellogg, Kenyon, Kilgore, Killinger, Larrabee, DeWitt C. 
Leach, Lee, Logan, Lougnecker, Loomis, Lovejoy, Ma- 
clay, Marston, Charles. D. Martin, McClernand, McKean, 
McKenty, McKnight, McPherson, Moorhead, Morrill, Ed- 
ward Joy Morris, isaac N. Morris, Morse, Niblack, Nixon, 
Palmer, Pendleton, Perry, Pettit, Porter, Potter, Pottle, 
Edwin R. Reynolds, Riggs, Christopher Robinson, James 
©. Robinson, Royce, Sedgwick, Sherman, Somes, Spauld- 
ing, Spinner, Stainton, Stevens, William Stewart, Stout, 
Stratton, Tappan, Thayer, ‘heaker, ‘fompkins, ‘Train, 
Trimble, Vallandighamn, Vandever, Verree, Wade, Walton, 
Cadwalader C. Washburn, Elihu B.: Washburne, [sracl 
Washburn, Wells, Wilson, Windom, Wood, and Wood- 
ruff—132. 

NAYS—Messrs. Green Adams, Thomas L. Anderson, 
William C. Anderson, Avery, Barksdale, Bocock, Bon- 
bam, Botcler, Boutigny, Boyce, Branch, Bristow, Brown, 
Burnett, John’ B; Clark, Clopton, Cobb, Crawford, Curry, 
Renben Davis, De Jamette, Edmundson, Etheridge, Gar- 
nett, Gartrell, Gilmer, Hardeman, J. Morrison Garris, John 
T. Harris, Hatton, Hawkins, Oi, Houston, Hughes, Jack- 
son, Jenkins, Jones, Keitt, Kunkel, Lamar, Landrum, 
James M. Leach, Leake, Love, Mallory, Elbert S. Martin, 


Maynard, McQueen, Miles, Millson, Laban ‘I’, Moore, | 


Sydenham Moore, Nelson, Noch, Peyton, Pheips, Pryor, 
Pugh, Quarles, Reagan, Ruffin, Rust, Singleton, William 
Smith, William N. UW. Smith, Stevenson, James A, Stew- 
art, Stokes, Taylor, Thomas, Underwood, Vance, Webster, 
Whiteley, Winslow, and Woodson—76. 


So the bill was passed. 


Mr. FRANK. stated that he understood his | 


colleague, Mr. Van Wrcex, was detained at home 
by the illness of his father. 

Mr. GROW. Before making the motion that 
I rise to make, E wish to state, for the informa- 
tion of gentlemen who have asked me, that at the 
last session of Congress a bill passed this House 
and was sent to the Senate, preventing the sale 
of public lands for ten years after they are sur- 
veyed. I make this statement because gentlemen 
have asked me whether this bill has anything to 
do with that subject. 

I now move to reconsider the vote by which 
the bill was passed; and also move to lay the 
motion to reconsider upon the table. 


The question was taken on the latter motion, | 


and it was agreed to. 
So the motion to reconsider was laid upon the 
table. 
POST ROUTE BILL. 


Mr. COLFAX. Mr. Speaker, when the House | 


adjourned last June they were considering the 
post route bill, which had come back from the 
Senate with sundry amendments. That bill is 
now upon the Speaker’s table. As the Commit- 
tee on the Post Office and Post Roads meets to- 
morrow, I ask that the bill may be taken up and 
referred to that comuittec. 

Mr. SMUTH, of Virginia. I object, if an ob- 
jection will avail, We are going on fast enough 
under the regular order. 

Mr. COLFAX. 1 will state to the gentleman 
that 1 had intended to accompany my request 
with a notification to the House. We passed the 
post route bill carly last session, and sent it to 
the Senate. “Phat body kept it back until the last 
day of the session, and then returned it with sun- 
dry amendments. There was a large majority in 
favor of considering the bill in the House, but 
not a two-thirds vote. As the Committee on the 
Post Office and Post Roads meets to-morrow, I 
suppose it would be proper to refer it to that 
committee. It will have ultimately to go before 


the committee; and I was going to ask those | 


members, who have petitions for the establish- 
ment of new post routes in their districts, to hand 
them in to the committee as soon as possible, as 
we wish to get the bill out of the way as carly as 
practicable, and not leave it to the last of the 
Session. % 

Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. I ask the gentleman 
if we have not more mail routes now than we can 
pay for? I ask the gentleman if the Treasury is 
notempty? i ask himif the necessary obligations 
of the Government are not unredeemed? And I 
ask if there is any reason in the world, in the 
face of these facts, why we should be hurrying 
ou to impose additional expenses on the Govern- 
ment? 

Mr, COLFAX. I will answer the gentleman 
from Virginia. That may be an appropriate ar- 


gument for voting against the bill when it comes | 


i order from the State of Maine. 


before the House for action. But we draw our 
pay out of the Treasury, notwithstanding the 
financial embarrassments of the Government. 

Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. We do not get all 
of it by a great deal. Iam not disposed to facil- 
itate the incurring of additional expenses. 

Mr. COLFAX: Let me state one thing fur- 
ther. Among the amendments of the Senate are 
some reforms in regard to charges for carrying 
the mails upon railroads, that the Department 
would like to have considered, so that they may 
know what action Congress intends to take in 
reference to reducing the amount paid to railroad | 
companies for carrying the mails. The Postmas- 


ter General is anxious to know the disposition of |! 


Congress, and he states in his report that he has | 

delayed action in regard to contracts with railroad | 

companies until he can learn the intention of Con- 
ress. 

4 The SPEAKER. Is the objection insisted on? 

Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. Yes, sir; I think 
we had better go on according to order. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Then I ask thatthe House 
proceed, under the 130th rule, to call the States 
and 'Ferritories for bills and resolutions for refer- 
ence only. 

The SPEAKER. The first thing in order is 
the call of the committees for reports. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I presume there are no 
committees ready to report, and I suppose it is 
hardly worth while to call them. 

The SPEAKER. Then the States will be 
called for bills and resolutions. 

Mr. KUNKEL. J object. 

Mr. SHERMAN. It is the regular order of 
business. 

Mr. KUNKEL. 
unanimous consent. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The regular order of busi- 
ness under the rules is the call of commitices for 
reports, and the next business in order is the call 
of the States. 

Mr. KUNKEL. I suppose the committees 
can be called for reports. 

The SPEAKER. The Chairsupposes it would 
be regular, if there are no reports from commit- 
tees, to call the States for bills and resolutions. 
Does the Chair understand the gentleman from 
Maryland to object to calling the States? 

Mr. KUNKEL. The regular order of busi- 
ness is the call of committees. 

The SPEAKER. ‘The call of the States will 
be the regular order, if there are no reports from 
committees. 

Mr. RUST. How are we to know there are 
no reports from committces except by calling 
them? 

The SPEAKER. Are there any reports that 
any committee desires to make-to the House? If 
there are none, bills and resolutions are now in | 


x 


It cannot be done unless by 


Mr. NIBLACK. I make the point of order, 
that the committees must be called by name in | 
their order, to ascertain the fact whether or not | 
there are any reports to be made. A general call 
of this sort is nat in compliance with the rule. 

The SPEAKER. If the gentleman from Indi- 
ana insists on it, the Chair is of opinion that he 
is entitled to have the committees called in their 
order, 

Mr. NIBLACK. I do insist on it. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Then I interpose a privi- 
leged question. I move that the House resolve 
itself into the Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union, for the purpose of considering 
the Military Academy and pension appropriation 
bills; and {1 move that they be made the special 
order. I hope the House will consent to pass | 
those two formal bills to-day. | 

The question was taken on the motion to make 
the bills the special order, and it was agreed to. | 

The question recurred on the motion to go into 
the Committee of the Whole on the state of the | 
Union; and being put, said motion was agreed to. | 

The House accordingly resolved itself into | 
the Committee of the Whole on the state of the | 
Union, (Mr. Wasusvrne, of Illinois, in the 
chair.) 

REFERENCE OF THE PRESIDENTS MESSAGE. 


Mr. SHERMAN. I submit the usual resolu- 
tions to refer the President’s annual message to 


the appropriate committees. 


The resolutions were read, as follows: 


l. Resolved, That so much of the annual message of the 
President of the United States to the tivo Houses of Con- 


gress at the present $ o Our for affairs, 
together with thea P d docu- 
: ments; the claims of ovr citizens against the Governments 


of Spain, Costa Rica, and Nicaragua ; the Amistad claim 3 
the acquisition of Cuba; the question of the adverse 
! claims of Great Britain and this Government under treaty 
| of June 19, 1846, to the island of San Juan; and the ques- 
tions between Great Britain and this Government arising 
under the Clayton-Bulwer treaty, in regard to the right of 
visit and search ; and the subject of military expeditions 
against friendly States, be referred to the Committee on 
Foreign Affairs. 

2. Resolved, That so much of said message and accom- 
| panying documents as relates to the finances; to the re- 
ccipts into the Treasury, and public expenditures; to eco~ 
nomical provisions for the administration of the Govern- 
ment; to provision fora revenue by duties on imports; to 
the present wants and condition of the Treasury, be re- 
ferred to the Committee of Ways and Means. 

3. Resolved, {hat so much of said message and accom- 
panying documents as relates to tbe laws of the United 
States against the African slave trade ; to the passage of a 
law appointing some day previous to the 4th of March in 
each year of odd number for the election of Representa- 
| tives thronghout all the States ; to the power to enter Mex- 
ico with a military force in order to protect citizens and 
treaty rights of the United States; and to services of At- 
| torney General, be referred to the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary. 

4. Resolved, That so much of said message and acconi- 
| panying documents as relates to the Army of the United 
States and to the Department of War, be referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

5. Resolved, ‘Chat so much of said message and accom- 
panying documents as relates to the Navy of the United 
States; to protection of persons and property of citizens 
of the United States on the transit routes across the isth- 
mus; to protecting our merchant vessels, their crews, and 
cargoes, against violent and lawless seizure and contisca- 
tion in the ports of Mexico and the South American Re- 
publics, when in a disturbed and revolutionary state; and 
to the Navy Department, be referred to the Committee on 
Naval Affairs. 

6. Resolved, That so much of said message and accom- 
panyiog documents as refers to the District of Columbia, 
be referred to the Committee for the District of Columbia. 

7. Resolved, ‘That so much of said message and accom- 
panying documents as relates to the Post Office Depart- 
ment, its expenses, condition, aud operation, and to com- 
pensation to Cornelius Vanderbilt, be referred to the 
Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

8. Resolved, That so much of said message and accom- 
panying documents as relates to Utah, Kansas and other 
territory of the United States, to the destitution of the in- 
habitants of Kansas, be referred to the Committee on Ter- 
ritories. 

9. Resolved, That so much of said message and accom- 
panying documents as relates to our intercourse with the 
indian tribes, be referred to the Committee on Indian 
Affairs. : 

10. Resolved, That so much of said message and accom- 
panyiug documents as relates to the public domain, be re- 
ferred to the Committee on Public Lauds. 

1l. Resolved, That so much of said message and aceom- 
punyiug documents as refers to the constraction of a Pacific 
Railroad, be referred to the special commitiec on that sub- 
ject. 

12. Resolved, That somuch of said message and accom- 
panying documents as relates to expenditures iu connec- 
tion with the State Department, be referred to the Coin- 
mittce on Expenditures in the State Department. 

13. Resolved, That so much of said message and aecom- 
panying documents as relates to expenditu in connee- 
tion with the ‘Treasury Department, be red to the 
Comniitee on Expenditures iu the Treasury artinent. 

l4. Resolved, That so much of said message and gecom- 
panyiug documents as relates to expenditures in connec- 
tion with the War Department, be referred to the Commit- 
tee on Expenditur the War Department. 

15. Resolved, That so much of said message and aceom- 
panying documents as relates to expenditures in connec- 
tion with the Navy Depastment, be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Expenditures in the Navy Department, 

16. Ressived, 'That so muchor said me ad accom- 
panying documents as relates to expondi n connec- 
tion with the Post Offices Department, be referred to the 
Committee on Expenditures in the Post Office Depart- 
went. 

17. Resolved, That so mueh of said mess: 
panying docuineuts as relates to expenc 
tion with the Department of the Interior, 
tures generally, and to a retrenchment of the 
ferred to the Committee on Public Expenditures. 

The resolutions were laid aside, to be reported 
to the Flouse with a recommendation that they 
be agreed to. 

MILITARY ACADEMY BILL. 

The committee then proceeded to the consider- 
ation of the special order, being a bill (IF. R. No. 
862) making appropriations for the support of 
the Military Academy for the year ending June 
30, 1862. 

_By unanimous consent, the first read 
bill was dispensed with; and it was 
through by clauses, for amendment. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I move thatthe bil 
aside, to be reported to the House, and t 
now take up the pension bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. if there be no objection, 
it will be so ordered. 
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csk My. STANTON. Ido not very well under- 
“stand this business. I was not aware myself that 
any. bills had been reported from the Committee 
“of Ways and Means at the-present session, and 
committed to the Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union. Ido not think anybody else 
was. The bills have not been printed at all. The 
‘House has not yet been furnished with the esti- 
“mates of the Treasury Department for the ensu- 
‘ing year. 
“SThe CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state to 
‘the gentleman from Ohio that the bill was re- 
ported from the Committee of Waysand Means, 


and referred to the Committee of the Whole on 
the state of the Union, and was made the special 
order, It has been considered by the committee 
and laid aside, to be reported to the House with 
the recommendation that it do pass. 

ooMr. SHERMAN. My colleague is a little be- 
hind time. ‘The estimates have been printed, and 
are in the boxes of members. Ifhe has not read 
them, it is his own fault. These are the ordinary 
appropriations—the same sums as weré appro- 
priated last year and the year before; and I can 
gee no cause for delay. 

The CHAIRMAN. The bill has been laid 
aside, to be reported to the House. 

Mr. STANTON.. I do not so understand. 
The Chair stated that if there was no objection it 
would be laid aside, and I then rose to make ob- 
jection. I take it that it has not been laid aside. 
Fdo not desire to interpose any unnecessary ob- 
stacles, certainly, to the passage of appropriation 


bills. 
The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will consider 
the question still open for debate, if the gentle- 
man from Ohio desires to debate it. 
Mr. STANTON. All I desire to say is that 
Twas not myself aware that estimates had been 
submitted to the House. If so, they have been 
submitted earlier than usual. There has been no 
erder to print them; and how they were printed 
Ido not know. It is perfectly apparent, how- 
__ever, that it is improper to pass appropriation 
bills in this way. There is not a single member 
of this House, outside of the Committee of Ways 
< and Means, who has looked into the estimates. 

“This bill goes entirely on trust. It may be all 
well enough; but this action isa little more speedy 
than 1 desire. I would a little rather this bill 
should go over till we have an opportunity of com- 
paring it with the estimates. I would a little 
rather this bill should be printed for that purpose. 
Lam willing that the bill should be laid aside in- 
formally, and passed over for the present; and 
then let it be taken up in the Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union, when the House 
goes again into committee. 

Mr. CURTIS. Mr. Chairman—- 

Mr. SHERMAN. 1 hope my friend from 
Iowa will allow me to correct an error into which 
my colleague has failen in regard to the estimates 
of.the Secretary of the Treasury. My colleague 
ought to know that according to law, these esti- 
mates are printed and laid on the table at the be- 
ginning of the session. Itis an old law, which, 

“believe, has been on the statute-book longer 
than either of us has been in Congress, and in ac- 
cordance with it, these estimates are now printed. 
-< Mr. CURTIS. I merely want to propose an 
amendment, which I hope the chairman of the 
Committee of Ways and Means will accept. Ht 
is to. add at the end of the section the following 
proviso: . 
. Provided, The term of study shall be reduced to the 
former standard of four years. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Irise to a point of order. 


That amendment is not in order. 


The CHAIRMAN. The question of order į 


having been raised, the Chair is obliged to rule 

the amendment out of order, as it proposes to 

change an existing law, or a regulation made un- 
- der the law. 

Mr. CURTIS. I think that there is no law on 
the subject. It is simply a regulation which we 
have a right to correct by law. 

»“The CHAIRMAN. If there be no law on the 


2 


subject, then the amendment proposes independ- 


ent legislation in an appropriation bill, which 
the Chair holds to be out of order. 

Mr. CURTIS. 1 believe I will appeal from 
the decision of the Chair. : 


Mr. KUNKEL. If the gentleman from Iowa | 


will permit me to occupy the floor for a moment, 
i will remind the committee that when the Mi- 
itary Academy bill passed the House at the last 
session, a commission was authorized to be ap- 


pointed to inquire and report to the House as to | 


the term of study at the Military Academy at 
West Point. I think that we should receive the 
report of that commission before this bill is taken 
up and passed. The Chair has, it is true, ruled 
the amendment out of order; but I would respect- 
fully remind the Chair that a provision in regard 
to the term of study hasalready been incorporated 
in the law. sd 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state to 
the gentleman from Maryland that that was not 
done by the House, but by a committee of con- 
ference. : 

Mr. KUNKEL. Yes; but it was acceded to 
by the House. i 

The CHAIRMAN. The House has no con- 
trol over the rulesof the Senate. That clause did 
not originate in the House, but in the Senate. 
The House concurred with the committee of con- 
ference. There is a law now on the subject of 
the term of study at the Military Academy; and 
therefore the amendment would be a change of 
the law. 

Mr. CURTIS. Well,if my amendment is out 
of order, I will modify it. so as to read, that no 
part of the money appropriated shall be applied 
to extend the stud Deyond four years. : 

Mr. KUNKEL. ‘I would suggest to the 
Chair—— 

Mr. CURTIS. I want to have this question 
settled. 

The CHAIRMAN. If the gentleman from 
Iowa will put his:modified amendment in shape 
the Chair will have it submitted to the committee. 

Mr. KUNKEL. I would respectfully suggest 
to the chairman of the Committee of Ways and 
Means—whose attention I desire to have—that 
if this commission be prepared to report—and I 
am not informed whether it is or not—and shall 
recommend the reducing of the term of study to 
four years, the appropriations in this bill might 
be too much, because I presume they are based 
upon the five years’ term of study. , 

Mr. SHERMAN. It makes no difference in 
the amount of the appropriations, whether the 
term of study be fixed at four years or five years. 


! The same amount is necessary each year. I will 


say further, that if this commission shall report 
to the House that the time ought to be limited to 
four years, I will very cheerfully vote for that 
proposition whenever it is embodied in a billand 
introduced by the Committee on Military Affairs. 
I think, however, that it should not be allowed 
to embarrass an appropriation bill. 


Mr. KUNKEL. I very respectfully submit | 


to the chairman of the Committee of Ways and 
Means, that the haste with which the bill is 
brought before the Committee of the Whole on 
the state of the Union, to be followed, of course, 
by its passage through the House, is certainly 
unprecedented. As his colleague [Mr. STANTON] 
suggested, none of the members of the House 
have had an opportunity of examining the esti- 
mates of the Secretary of the Treasury. 1, at 
least, must acknowledge that I have not looked 
into them. The bill has not been printed. There 
has been no opportunity afforded the Committee 
on Military Affairs to examine into the correct- 
ness of the estimates for the next fiscal year. It 
would, therefore, perhaps, be better to delay the 
passage of the bill, at least until an opportunity 
shall have been afforded to investigate it. With 
that view, I shall move that the committee do 
now rise. 

Mr. CURTIS. Mr. Chairman 

Mr. GROW. I desire the gentleman from 
Towa to give way for a moment. 


| reduced to the former standard, four yearss tit 


Mr. CURTIS. “Excuse: 
cuss this questions. 9° i ungis 
The CHAIRMAN. “The motion of she ge: 
tleman from:Maryland is not before the commit: -. 
tee. The- gentleman from- Iowa’ has’ the floor, 
and the gentleman from Maryland was only: 
cupying it-by his courtesy.» eg 
Mr. CURTIS. I have modified my amend- 
ment; and Lask that:it-may be read as:modified. 
The amendment. was read, as follows? 057 


Provided, That the money hereby appropriated shalf'be 
applied.only on condition that the term of. studies shalt be 


‘Mr. CURTIS. © I would say in response” 
what has been said’on the other sidé, that Ido. 
not think it necessary to wait for the report óf 
this commission. The question has been before . 
a standing committee-of the House and thatedm- 
mittee has reported: in favarof a four years” term. 
That standing committee was’ the ‘appropriate 
committee to consider ‘the subject, and-las: had 
full opportunity to do’so. ` Four years was the 
term established by-the distinguished’ head of the 
academy, Colonel Thayer, many years ago; and 
all the ‘distinguished officers of the Army were 
graduated on the four years’ course. "There ‘is 
no necessity for five years’ study.. Forthe sake, 
therefore, of economy, and for the sake of tlie 
good government of the academy, [ask that my 
amendment shall be agreed to. i 

Mr. STANTON. r. Chairman, I presume 
that the amendment presented by the gentleman 
from Iowa [Mr. Curtis] will meet with the sanc- 
tion of the House. J arn‘satisfied that the Chair- 
mani erred in-the decision which he made upon 


the question of order raised upon this subject; for 
at the last session a like question’ of: order was - 
raised, and, on appeal, it wasdeécided t e not well 


taken. The amendment then submitted was de- 
cided to be in òrde, and ‘it was incorporated in 
the bill, It went to the Senate, was there rejected, 
then returned tothis House, and it after wards be- 
came the subject of conference between the two 
Houses. : 

I think myself that we ought to await the ac- 
tion of the commission that wasappointed under 
a law of the last session before we decide with 
reference to the term of study at West Point. At 
the last session the subject was: sent, by special 
order of the Housc—this subject of the term of 
study at the West Point Military Academy—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. That com- 
mittee entered into correspondence with the head 
of that academy, and they obtained: all the in- 
formation on thé sul.jectreferred to them that was 
available.. They reported two bills, which, in the 
end, went to committees of conference. The last 
committee of conference reported to'the House a 
proposition for a commission ; to'be'composed of 
two members of the Senate, two members of the 
House, and two Army officers—the members of 
the Senate to'be appointed by the President of the 
Senate, the members of the House by the Speaker 
of the House, and the Army officers by the Pres- 
ident of the United States. ‘| understand that that 
commission has discharged its duty, and is now 
prepared to make its report. i 

In regard to the constitution of that commis- 
sion, perkaps, sir, it may not be amiss in this 
place to say a single word. If there is any rule 
of parliamentary usage settled better than an- 
other, it is that, in committees of conference— 


- 


in the nature of which this commission really 


is—the ‘majority of the committee shall be con- 
stituted of the members in favor of sustaining the 
action of the majority of the House. Another 
usage is, to appoint upon committees of confer- 
ence, to which certain subjects have ‘been rë- 
ferred, members of the standing committee who 
have had the subject previously under considera- 
tion under the rules of the House. Hence, ih 
accordance with parliamentary usage, a portion 
of the commission referred to ought to-have been 
taken from the Commiittee on Military Affairs of 
this House. So far as 1 am personally concerned, 
Lam entirely satisfied with it. . Lonly refer, sir) 
to what has been done as “looking like an insult 
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not previously had the subject committed to their 
consideration, and whose opinions on 1t were un- 


known to the House. Whether they were in 
favor of or opposed to theaction which had been 
taken in the House, whether they agreed to or 
dissented from the opinion expressed by a major- 
ity of the members, was not known to the House 
by any vote that they had given. Ido not know 
what has been the conclusion reached by that 
commission; I do not know what its report is to 
be; but, sir, whatever it be, its authority is some- 
what impaired by the fact that the ordinary par- 
liamentary usage has not been followed in the 
appointment of its members on the part of this 
Leow. 

Mr. HUGHES. Has the resolution of the 
gentleman from lowa been received, 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Iowa 
submits his proposition as an amendment to the 
pending bill. 

Mr. HUGHES. Isitentertained by the Chair? 

The CHAIRMAN. It is. 

Mr. HUGHES. Why,! thought, sir, that 
“such an amendment was ruled by the Chair to be 
out of order. : 

The CHAIRMAN. No question of order 
was raised on theamendment when it was offered 
and received; and even if there had been, the 
Chair would have been compelled to rule the 
amendment in order, for the reason that it pro- 


poses merely to limit the appropriation made in | 


the bill, 

Mr. HUGHES. 
discussion ? 

The CHAIRMAN. Itis. 

Mr. HUGHES. Ido not know that l partic- 
ularly object to the proposed limitation of the 


Is the amendment open for 


term of study at West Point Military Academy | 


to four years; but it does seem to me that there 
is no necessity for our being so precipitate. I do 
not perceive any good reason why we should not 
delay action until we can hear the formal report 
of the commission which has been so long engaged 
in the consideration of this very matter, and which 


was so properly constituted for the purpose of | 


collecting all the information necessary for the 
intelligent action of the two Houses of Congress, 
When that report comes in the whole question 
will then be open for our consideration. We will 
then have before us all the information necessary 
for just and proper action. We do not have that 
information at this time. There arc, indeed, but 


few members of this Flouse, in the present con- jj 


dition of things, who could arrive ata sound con- 
clusion on the subject. The proposition strikes 
at the prescnt organization of the United State 
Military Academy ina most important particular; 
and yet, sir, we are called upon to.act on it sud- 
denly and without the information which is ja 


possession of the Government, batwhich has not | 


yet been communicated to Congress. 

I will not say anything in reference to the 
amendment being out of order, as the Chairman 
has already decided the point; but I must express 


my surprise that it should, at this day, be decided | 


to be in order to incorporate general Jegislation— 
as thisamendment certainly does—upon one of the 
regular appropriation bills. The pending amend- 
ment, in my opinion, Mr. Chairman, is more ob- 
jectionable in its terms than was the original 
proposition ; for by it the appropriation can only 
be expended, provided the term of study at West 
Point shall be reduced from five to four years. 
Why should we act in this way? Why not wait 
until information is sent to us from the proper 


“we can then refer itto the Committee on Military 


Curtis] isa member. He is a soldier, and he 
can give us his views on the report of the com- 
mission. He can report his concurrence in it, or 
the reasons why it should not be adopted. Let 
us have his criticism upon the report of the com- 
mission, and the criticism of the Committee on 
Military Affairs, and then the whole question 
wili be fairly before this House for its action. I 
do trust that the amendment will be withdrawn. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I hope my friend from 
Iowa will follow the suggestion of the gentleman 
from Maryland, and withhold his proposition at 
this time. I now call the attention of the House 
to the necessity of keeping the regular appropri- 
ation bills free from extraneous matter. This is 
a proposition of general legislation, and ought, I 
think, to be separately introduced and referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. I will say in 
advance that my vote will follow the recommend- 
ation of that committee. I will take its action as 
conclusive. Lappeal to the gentleman from lowa 
{Mr. Curtis] to withdraw his amendment, so 
that the pending appropriation bill may be re- 
| ported to the House free from general legislation 
and other extraneous matter. Fle will have an 
opportunity several times during the session to 
report a bill on the subject, and Ì have no doubt 
that whatever may be the recommendation of the 
Committee on Military Affairs, it will reccivg the 
approval and sanction of this House, Ido hope, 
at this early stage of the session, efforts to load 
down the. appropriation bills with amendments 
proposing new legislation like that now before 
us, will be, as they ought to be, defeated. I hope, 
sir, that we shall pass the appropriation bills 
clean and simple as appropriation bills, 

Mr. CURTIS. Mr. Chairman, I think it is 
my duty to say that I concur in the remark of 
the gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. Sranron,] that 
military subjects ought to be referred for consid- 
eration to members of the Committee on Military 
Affairs; but at the same time I must add that the 
proper person to have selected to represent this 
House on the commission which has been re- 
ferred to was the gentleman from Ohio, the chair- 
man of the Committee on Military Affairs him- 
self, who initiated the idea of a special committec. 

And let me reply to the remarks thrown out 
by other gentlemen, that, as a member of the 
Committee on Military Affairs, I decmed it my 
duty to bring this question up on the first occa- 
sion that offered itself. Ido not know what the 
commission has done, and I must confess that Í 
care very little to know. ‘The subject is one 
which I believe the committee of this House fully 
understood when they made their report at the 
last session. Ido not know, atthis moment, who 
are the members of that commission, but, who- 


them. f saw it stated inthe public journals that 
I was a member of that commission. I was never 
f consulted on the subject, and indeed, was never 
| Appointed a member of it. Probably if I had 
been I would not have attended. J do say that 
the standing Committee on Military Affairs have 
fairly and fully considercd the whole matter, It 
s simply this: shall the term of study at West 


lp 
five. 


The superintendent of the institution and 


H 
H 
j the reduction of the term to four years. The gen- 
it 


ii schoolmate of mine at the academy, and he 
i! knows that we got along very well under Colonel 
Thayer with a four years’ course. What is the 
necessity of the fifth year? 


able to perform all the duties of a soldier. They 


| 
! rags : : h 
field. This matter is so simple and so plain 
that I hope it will not be referred to another time 


will be decided at once. 


| amendment. 
mittee will rise, and report the bill to the House 
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jas it now stands. 
į 


i 
i 
i 
i 
$ 
i 
| 
|| or nearly so, of estimates fixed by law. 

j are but two questionable items in it; and they are 


of very smali amount, relating to the kitchen of 


| 


Affairs, of which the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. | 


ever they may be, I have the greatest respect for | 


Point Military Academy be four years instead of 
i a majority of the faculty have spoken in favor of | 


! leman from Maryland [Mr. Hvanes] was a | 


: I believe the grad- | 
i uates who studied there only four years were ; 


have shown their ability by their acts in the | 
for decision; but as it is now before us, that it ; 
Its decision cannot em- ; 
barrass the House, and Task for a vote upon the į 


Mr. HOWARD, of Michigan. Thope thecom- i 


This bill is made up entirely, | 
There | 


the part of some to change the fundamental law 
in regard to the Military Academy, making the 
term four years, instead of five; but whether the 
i change be made or not, the current expenses per 
| year will be the same, and it will be necessary to 
| pass this bill in precisely its present shape. There 
is no need; therefore, of delaying; and if we de- 
bate this bill to the 4th of March, still we must 
be brought to this: that we must refuse to make 
appropriations to carry out existing laws, or we 
must pass this bill precisely as itis, whether the 
change proposed by the gentleman from Iowa be 
adopted. or not. The proposed change would 
make no difference in the current expenses of 
each year; and its only effect would be to dimin- 
ish the number of students graduating in any one 
ear. 

Why introduce now the bad precedent of load- 
ing down appropriation bills, when this appro- 
priation bill always passes as a matter of form, 
for the reason thatevery item in itis fixed by 
law? The salaries of the officers, the pay of the 
cadets, and every thing relating to it, except the 
item for the putting of a partition through the 
kitchen, is fixed by law; and those items will re- 
main the same, whether the term of study be four 
years or five. Í hope the committee will rise, and 
report the bill to the House as it is, with the rec- 
ommendation that it do pass. 

The question was put, and the amendment was 
not agreed to. 

The bill was then laid aside, to be reported to 
the House with a recommendation thatit do pass. 


PENSION BILL. 


On motion of Mr. SHERMAN, the bill mak- 
ing appropriations for the payment of invalid and 
other pensions of the United States, for the year 
ending the 30th of Junc, 1862, was taken up for 
consideration. 

By unanimous consent, the first reading of the 
bill was dispensed with. 

The bill was read through by clauses, for 
amendment. 

Mr. SHERMAN. As no amendments are of- 
fered to the bill, I move that it be laid aside, to 
be reported to the House with a recommendation 
that it do pass. 

Mr. KUNKEL. 
: 76th rule. 

The rule was read, as follows: 

“Ttshall be the duty of the Committee of Ways and 
Means to take into consideration ali such reports of the 
Treasury Department, and all such propositions relative to 
the revenue, as may be referred to them by the House; to 
inquire into the state of the public debt or the revenue, 
and of the expenditure, and to report, from time to time, 
their opinion thereon.” á 

Mr. KUNKEL. l desire to know how the 
Committee of Ways and Means can report this 
bill, without a reference of the matter to them? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair would state to 
the gentleman from Maryland, that the estimates 
of the Secretary of the Treasury were referred to 
| that committee yesterday. The committee re- 
| ported this bill this morning, and the House re- 
ferred it to*the Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union. 

Mr. KUNKEL. Lunderstand that the reso- 
lution distributing the different portions of the 
message of the President to the several commit- 
tees was only adopted this morning by the Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union, 
with a recommendation that it be adopted by the 
House. The House has made no reference of the 
message, as J understand it. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I would inform the gentle- 
man from Maryland that the annual estimates of 
the Secretary of the Treasury were referred to 
the Committee of Ways and Means yesterday, 
and so much of those estimates as refers to the 
Military Academy has been acted upon by that 
committee. They have reported this bill accord- 
ingly, and itis all right. 

Mr. KUNKEL. [do not think the report is 
in order under the rule just read. 

The bill was then laid aside, to be reported to 
the House with a recommendation that it-do pass. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I move that the committee 
do now rise. i 

The motion was agreed to. 

So the committee accordingly rose; and the 
i Speaker having resumed the chair, Mr. Wasu- 
| BURNE, of Illinois, reported that the Committee 


I call for the reading of the 


i 
i 


Department? When that information is received, |! the institution. There has been an anxiety upon |! of the Whole on the state of the Union had had 


1860. 
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under consideration certain resolutions in relation 
z to. the reference of the President’s message, and 
had diréeted him to report the same to the House, 
with a recommendation that they do pass; also, 
that it had had under consideration the pension 
bill and the Military Academy bill, and had di- 
rected him to report the same to the House, with 
a recommendation that they do severally pass. 

The question being first upon the adoption of 
thé resolutions, it was pat, and decided in the 
affirmative. 

“So the President’s message was referred ac- 
cordingly. 

` The bill (H. R. No. 862) making appropria- 
tions for the support of the Military Academy 
for the year ending the 30th of June, 1862, was 
then ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly 
read the third time, and passed. 

The bill (H. R. No. 861) making appropria- 
tions for the payment of invalid and other pen- 
sions of the United States for the year ending the 
30th June, 1862, was next ordered to be engrossed 
` and read a third time; and being engrossed, it was 

accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. SHERMAN moved to reconsider the sev- 
eral votes by which the resolutionsand bills were 
passed; and also moved to lay the motion to re- 
consider on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. f 

And then, on motion of Mr. WASHBURNE, 
of Illinois, (at one o’clock and fifty minutes,) the 
House adjourned. 


IN SENATE. 
Tuurspay, December 6, 1860. 

Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Dr. Guruey. 

Hon. J. P. Bensamiy, of Louisiana, appeared 
in his seat. 

TheJournal of yesterday was read and approved. 
MEMORIALS. 

Mr. LATHAM. I beg leave to present the 
memorial of the Chamber of Commerce of San 
Francisco, praying for the establishment of a 

-daily overland mail, and for the carrying of the 
United States mail thereon entirely. Task that 
it be referred to the Committee on the Post Office 
and Post Roads. . 

The VICE PRESIDENT. There is no such 
committee at present. ‘The memorial will lie on 
the table, if there be no objection, until the com- 
mittees are appointed. 


ADJOURNMENT TO MONDAY. 

On motion of Mr. HALE, it was 

Ordered, ‘That when the Senate adjourns to-day, it be to 
meet on Monday uext. 

THE STATE OF THE UNION. 

Mr. POWELL. In pursuance of the notice 
I gave yesterday to the Senate, I desire to intro- 
duce the following resolution: 

Resolved, That so much of the Presidents message as 
relates to the present agitated and distracted condition of 
the country, and the grievances between the slavehotding 
and the non-slaveholding States, be reterred to a special 
committee of thirteen members ; and that said committee 
be instructed to inquire whether any additional legislation 
within the sphere of Federal authority be necessary for 


the protection and security of property in the States and |: 
ies of the United States; and if so, that they re- || 
And that said committee be also instructed ghe 


‘Territories 
port by bill. i : l 
to consider and report upon the expediency of proposing 
sueh au amendment or ancndments to the Constitution of 
the United States as may be necessary to give certain, 
prompt, and full protection to the rights of property of the 
citizens of every State and Territory of the United States, 
and insure the cquulity of the States, and the equal rights of į 
all the citizens woresaid, under the Federal Constitution. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator 
from Kentucky ask for the present consideration 
of the resolution ? ce ; 

Mr. POWELL. No, sir; let it he over. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. It will lie over. 

Mr. BIGLER, (after a pause.) As there 
seems to be no business before the Senate, I 
move that the Senate dô now adjourn. 


The motion was agreed to; and the Senate |; 


adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Tuunspar, December 6,34860. 


The House met at twel¥é'o’clock, m.* Prayer 
oy the Chaplain, Rev. Tuomas H. Srocxroy. , 
TheJournal ooste rday was readand approved. 


EXECU 


ye COMMUNICATIONS. 


The SPEAK by unanimous consent, laid 


before the House a communication submitting to 
Congress, in obedience to the twentieth section of 
the act entitled ‘ An act legalizing and making 
appropriations for such necessary objecis as have 
usually been included in the general appropria- 
tion bills without authority of law, and to fix and 
provide for certain incidental expenses of the 
Departments and officers of the Government, and 
for other purposes,” approved the 26th of Au- 
gust, 1842, and the act making appropriations for 
the civil and diplomatic expenses of the Govern- 
ment forthe year 1836, (section two,) the following 
statements; which were laid upon the table, and 
ordered to be printed: 

A statement showing the manner in which the 
fund for the contingent expenses of the Depart- 
ment of State has been expended, so far as the 
disbursements have been made by the disbursing 
clerk of the- Department, during the fiscal year 
ending on the 30th June, 1860; 

A statement of the balance of the same appro- 


| priation remaining in thé Treasury on the 30th 


June, 1860, and in the hands of the disbursing 
clerk; 

A precise and analytical statementofall moneys 
disbursed by the disbursing clerk of the Depart- 
ment during the fiscal year ending on the 30th of 
June, 1860; 

A statement of disbursements from the fund for 
the contingent expenses of foreign intercourse for 
the year ending on the 30th November, 1860; 

A statement of the contingent expenses of for- 
eign intercourse from the lst of December, 1859, 
to the 30th of November, 1860, other than those 
paid by the agent of the Department of State, as 
stated by the Fifth Auditor; 

A statement of the contingent expenses of all 
the missions abroad during the fiscal year ending 
ue June, 1860, as stated by the Fifth Auditor; 
an 

A statement of the contingent expenses of the 
Department of State during the fiscal year ending 
30th June, 1860, other than those paid by the dis- 
bursing clerk of the Department, as stated by the 
Fifth Auditor. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a 
communication from the Secretary of the Inte- 
rior, transmitting a report of a special agent, Mr. 
Pritchette; which was referred to the Committee 
on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Wisconsin. ‘T'he com- 
munication just presented is a report of a special 
agent sent out to Wisconsin to investigate certain 
Indian frauds. At the last session, an order was 
made for the publication of the report whenever 
it should come in; and also for the publication of 
the report of the attorney who was employed by 
the Indians. J ask that this latter report may be 
printed with the report of the Secretary. 

No objection being made, an order to that effect 
was accordingly entered. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a 
communication from the Secretary of War, in 
answer to a resolution of the 16th of April, 1860, 
relative to removing obstructions in the mouth of 
the Mississippi river; which was referred to the 
Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be 
printed, . 


PRINTING OF PRESIDENT’S MESSAGE, ETC. 


Mr. MAYNARD. It has been usual at each 
session to print the President’s message and the 


| reports of the heads of the Departments in pam- 
| phlet form for the convenience of members. Ibe- 


lieve that order has not been made at the present 
session. I move now that one copy be printed 
in that form for each member. 

The SPEAKER. Themotion will be referred, 
under the rule, to the Committee on Printing. 

Mr. PHELPS. We do not require a report 
from the Committee on Printing. ‘Lhisis merely 
a proposition to print the President’s message and 
the reports of the heads of the various Depart- 
ments in pamphlet form, for our convenience, 
one copy for each member. 

Mr. SHERMAN. This matter is not usually 
referred to the Committee on Printing. Itisonly 
propositions for extra copies that are referred to 
that committee. 

Mr. MAYNARD. 
promptly. 

Mr. PHELPS. This is nota proposition to 

rint extra copies, 


The SPEAKER. The Chair supposes that 


It ought to be done 


these are eXtra copies. - 
already been ordered to: be printed, and,.as: th 
Chair anderstands the gentleman from Tennes- 
see, he desires the printing of extia copies. : 
Mr MAYNARD. No, sir; not extra copies, 
but ony one. copy for each member “of the nes- 
sage.and reports of the heads of the Departmé yis; 
printed.in pamphlet form. 0°) 7 eee 
Mr. SPINNER. They are published, 
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matter of course, and go to the doeument-room, 


S 
e 


where each member can get a.copy, . 4 
Mr. MAYNARD. Not as a matter of.courses. 
Mr. SPINNER. © Yes, sir; as a matter of: 

course. ee i yobs E ee ne 
Mr. MAYNARD. ..At the commencement of. 

the Thirty-Fifth- Congress a, similar motion was: 
made by Governar Banks, of Massachusetts, then 

a member of the. House; but. no. such motion. was: 

made at the last session, and I was unable to:get. 

a copy. I hope there will be no objection to my.. 

motion. l e RENT 
The SPEAKER. If there be:no objection, 

will be considered ag the order of the Hons erir 
:Mr. BURNETT. Edo not know whe sgot 
authority.to make such an order.: Fdo not think. 
it-has been usual to make it-heretofore. -1 do not. 
remember any such motion; having been made in: 
this House. aos ; DENES 
The SPEAKER. Itean only be done by unan- 
imous consent. ` 
Mr. BURNETT. As was remarked by the 
gentleman from New York, [Mr. Sprywer,] each 
member is entitled to a copy of these documents. 
The SPEAKER. Is any objection made to.: 
the motion of the gentleman from Tennessee? 
Mr. BURNETT. Certainly; I have been 
making objection all the time., Baad 
The SPEAKER. Objection. being made, the 
motion cannot be received: . cet 
PERPETUITY OF THE UNION. © 0t 


Mr. MORRIS, of Illinois. The House ‘wi 
remember that on Tuesday I endeavored tó 
duce a resolution in reference to the 
the Union. Since that effort was’ 


resolution again; and I now give notice to the: 
House, that all members may have an opport 
nity of voting on it, that on Monday next { shall. 
again offer that resolution, and move for a us- 
pension of the rules. i : 


* THE PACIFIC RAILROAD. 


Mr. DAVIS, of Indiana. Task leave to have 
printed an amendment, in the nature ofa substi- 
tute, which I shall propose to the Pacific railroad” 
bill when it comes up for consideration. i 

Leave wasgranted for the printingof theamend- 
ment, 


ADJOURNMENT OVER. 


Mr. PHELPS. I move that when the House 
adjourns to-day, it adjourn to: meet on Monday. 
next. i ; 

The motion was agreed to. 


* THE FRANKING PRIVILEGES °° 
Mr. VALLANDIGHAM. Mr. Speaker, at 
the last session I reported back from the select. 
committee on the franking privilege Senate bill 
(No. 35) to abolish the franking privilege, reserv- 
ing the right of filing a written report and propos- 
ing amendments. I now ask leave to present 
from that select committee a report in writing, 
and amendments to the Senate bill. An order to; 
print the reportand amendments was made at the’ 
last session. 
Mr. KELLOGG, of Illinois, Is the bill in- 
cluded in the erder to print? : 
The SPEAKER. Yes, sir; the bill will be 
printed as well as the report and amendments. 


<: NEWSPAPERS FOR MEMBERS. 


Mr. ANDERSON, of Kentucky. I ask leave 
to offer the following resolution: i 

Resolved, That the Clerk of this House fumish thé mém- 
bers of the present Congress the same number ‘of daily: 
newspapers furnished the last Congress, and on the same 
terms. a 

Mr. BURNETT. That resolution. is nota 
privileged resolution, and it can only come in by 
general consent. S ie 

TheSPEAKER. The Chair supposes tne res- : 
olution is quite unnecessary. The ort made at: 
the commencement of the last session applied to : 
the whole Congress. 


“Mr ANDE 


‘thén, proceeded, as the regu- 
ocall the committees for 


| ERIGH. OR PUBLIC. LANDS. 


‘Mr: COBB. ‘Mr: Speaker, I desire to makea 
report from the Committee'on Public Lands, and 
Piruat that die House will act upon it atvonce, in 
order “to elieve a ‘meritorious class of. our citi- 
zens, Í report backs a‘ bill which’ was referred to | 
the’ committee lastsession, witha substitute, and 
Task thatthe sùbstitütebe passed. Before [make 
apy remarks on the measure which I propose to 
haves fh, and either passed or rejected now, 
wijl ask that letters from the Commissioner of 
thé Land Office and the Secretary of the Interior 
be read, stating very emphatically that the bill is 
right and propér, and ought'to be passed. After 
thése letters have been read, I will state the sub-. 
stance of the bill, and I trust every fair-minded 
nieniber of the House will agree that. it shall be 
passed immediately. Relief should be granted to 
ova citizens, and particularly at this time—not 
only in connection with the public lands, but in 
ediinection with every other department of the 
Government. [ask for the reading of the bill. 

The bill: (H. R. No. 50) to construe the min- 
imin price of the public lands was read. It pro- 
vides thatthe words “ minimum price of the pub- 
li@laids’ shall bë construed to mean the lowest 
of least: pricey add’ said construction shall apply 
to-albvesei'ved alternate sections of public lands 
heretofore reserved: by virtue of any grants made 
to the States.or Territories for railroad purposes. 

“Mr. COBB. The Secretary of ‘the Interior 
thinks that that bill is too indefinite, and he has 

repared one that he says will carry out the ob- 
ject, and can be easily understood, not only by 
the Department, but by everybody cise. 1 have 
been, unanimously ordered by the Committce on 
Pabtic Lands to report itas a substitute for the 
bill, 1 ask that it be read. 

‘The Clerk’ read the substitute. It provides that 
the alternate sections reserved to the United States, 
alotig the lines of railroads or other internal im- 
provenients to aid in the construction of which 
graùis of lands have been. made by Congress, 
shall, after the same have been offered at public 
sale under existing laws, be subject to entry ac- 
cording to the provisions of the act of Congress 
approved August 4, 1854, entitled ** An act to grad- 
uate and reduce- the price of the public lands to 
actual settlers.and cultivators,’’ at double the price 
at which.the lands were liable to:entry under said 
actat the time they, were withheld from sale, with 
a view: to the adjustment of said grants respect- 
ively. 

Mr. COBB. I. hope to be permitted, Mr. 

Speaker, to say a few words now in regard to 
this bill, although 1 do not much feel like speak- 
ing, for there are other questions of more import- 
‘ance occupying the public mind at this time. 

Mr. HAWKINS. Is this debate in order? 

_ The SPEAKER. The Chair supposes that || 
it is. 

Mr. COBB. <The objectof the billis to relieve 
the. country from a decision of the Department. 
‘When bills were passed by Congress making 
grants of public land for railroad purposes, the 
word’ minimum ?? was used. It was thought 
by. the Committee’ ori Public, Lands, when they 
reported these bills, that the word *‘ minimum”? 
meant the leastor lowest price.. That question was 
submitted to the committee, and it was decided by 
eight out of the nine members of it that that was 
the meaning of the term. The Interior Depart- 
ment, however, hold that the word “minimum”? | 
means. $1 25 per acre. ‘The Committee on Pub- 
lic Lands did not so regard it. They regarded it 
as meaning this: that the public lands within six 
miles ofthe railroad should be sold at double the 
price at which the lands were held at the time | 
the grants.were made. The Interior Department, 
however, construe the word “ minimum” to 
mean $E 25 per aere. Therefore, they feel com- 
pelied to put up all the alternate reserved sections 
within'six mes of the road at ¢2 50 per acre. 

Now, the injustice of thatdecision consists ib 
this: much of the land within six miles. of the 
line’ had been held at graduation prices—some of | 
itat tWehty-five cents an acre, and some as low - 


were assed, muchof the land subject to entry had 


| be twenty-five cents. 


astwelvéand a half cents. At the time the pilis | 
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actually been taken up by settlers and cultivators 
at twelve and a half cents per acre; but neverthe- 
less, the Department require them to pay $2 50 
per acre. They hold that, according to their con- 
struction of the word ** minimum,”’ they cannotdo 
anything else. It will be seen from the letter of 
the Secretary of the Interior, which I shall ask to 
have read, that the Department recognize. the in- 
justice of their own construction, while at the 
same time they feel obliged to hold to that con- 
struction. They therefore recommend the pas- 
sage of the bill that has just been read, so as to 
enable them to construe the word “ minimum’’as 
meaning the price at which the lands were held 
when the grants were made. Ts not that right? 
Lam sure that every member who hears me will 
admit that it is just and right. It isin accordance 
with the spirit of the grant. The object was to 
increase the price of the alternate sections to double 
that at which they were held at the time of the 
passage of the bill. This bill proposes nothing 
more than that, If the lands were held then at 
#1 25 per acre, the price should be $2 50; if they 
were held at seventy-five cents, the price should 


| be $1 50; if they were held at twenty-five cents, 


the price should be fifty cents; and if they were 
held at twelve and a half cents, the price should 
Ts not that fair? Would 
it be fair, l ask, to charge actual settlers and cul- 
tivators more than double the price at which. the 
lands ‘could have been entered at the time the bills 
were passed? The Government will have lost 
nothing by giving the construction which this bill 
proposes. It will have got as much for half the 
land as it would have got for the whole of it if the 
grants had not been made. Butif you charge 
$2 50 an acre for land which could have been 
entered attwelve and a half cents, you do the set- 
tlers injustice. The graduation bill only relates 
to actual settlers, or to men who may have lands 
adjoining those swamp lands. Its benefits are not 
extended’ to speculators. Therefore the relief 
asked now is for the benefit of actual settlers and 
cultivators; and of course there can be no objec- 
tion to the passage of this bill, At least I trust 
there will not be. l 

Now, Í trust that I have said enough to show 
that there is no desire on the part of the Interior 
Department to act unfairly toward the actual set- 
ders. The Government will sull get double the 
price at which the land was held when the grant 
wasmade. Further, Mr. Speaker, the land grant 
bills themselves provide that the lands shall be 
offered for sale at $2 50 per acre, and if not sold 
at that price, that they shall come under the pro- 
visions of the law which I have now explained. 

I trust that this bill will pass by acclamation. 
Let us do something for the good of the country, 
whether it may prove effective or not. 

Mr. BRANCH. 1 wish to make a remark in 
relation to this bill, 

Mr. COBB. Fask that the letter of the Secre- 
tary of the Interior may be read; and then I will 
yield to the gentleman from North Carolina if he 
will move the previous question. I do not wish 
to occupy the time of the House. 

Mr. BRANCH. Ido not fell inclined to call 
the previous question on this bill. I am notin 
the habit of calling the previous question. But 
when I have made the few remarks which 1 pro- 
pose to make, I will yield the floor to the gentle- 
man from Alabama. i 

Mr. COBB. Very well. Let the letter of the 
Secretary of the Interior be read; and then I will 
yield to the gentleman from North Carolina. 

The letter was read, as follows: 

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, April 5, 1860. 

Sır: As requested by your lettey of the 3d instant, re- 
eeived here on the 4th, I have the honor to inclose the 
dratt of a substitute for House bijl No. 50, to construe the 
words “ minimum price of the public lauds.?? By the pro- 
visions of the graduation act of August 4, 1854, the price 
of the public Jands was reduced in favor of actual settlers 
and cultivators, but it remained uniform, at $1 25 per acre, 
to all other purchasers. ‘That law was limited, so as not 
to extend to “lands reserved to the United States in acts 
granting lands to States for railroads or other internal im- 
provements ;” and,as & patter of justice, E am of the opin- 
jon that actual settlers and cultivators may propery be 
relieved from that restriction, to the extent of aliowing 
them, after the lands haye been offered at public sale, to 
obtain these landsat double the prices at which they could 
have purchased them before the railroad grants were made. 


‘The inclosed substitute fer tue bil has been accordingly | 


drawn to carry out this policy; and Z have no hesitancy in 
recommending it to the favorable consideration of the com- 


: mittee. 


The original bill No. 50, which is herewith returned, is 
objectionable, in my opinion, as proposing changes in €x- 
isting laws, which would render their construction vague 
and uncertain; and as being likely to have an effect, in the 
future, in particular cases, which cannot now be foreseen. 
Very respectfully, your obedient servant, 

J. THOMPSON, Secretary. 


Hon. W. R. W. Cons, House of Representatives. 


Mr. BRANCH. I feel very little inclination, 
Mr. Speaker, to engage in the discussion of this 
or similar bills at this time. There are, undoubt- 
edly, vastly more important questions that are 
occupying the thoughts of at least most of the 
members on this floor; and it really looks to me 
—and I say it with all respect—very much like 
wrangling among ourselves as to who’ shall have 
the privilege of gathering the old nails out of the 
ashes and cinders after the house has been de+ 
stroyed. I wish, therefore, that the gentleman 
from Alabama had withheld this bill; and I wish 
that all bills of a similar character could be with- 
held for the present, in order that the House may 
give its attention to those much more important 
questions that the honorable gentleman has al- 
luded to. 

Mr. COBB. God knows, Mr. Speaker, that { 
am ready and willing to give way for the consid- 
eration of those grave questions. Iam ready to 
sacrifice everything that I possess for such a pur- 
pose. Isnotthatenvugh? While other questions 
are not pending, my constituents demand that I 
shalldo my duty. That duty I am endeavoring 
to discharge. I can assure the gentleman from 
North Carolina that what my duty dictates that 
I will promptly do. In the absence of more im- 
parant matters, I press the pending bill, as I deem 

ought to. 

Mr. BRANCH. I of course meant to cast no 
reflection upon the honorable gentleman from 
Alabama. 

Mr. COBB. Iam sure of it; I know the gen- 
tleman to be incapable of any such thing. 

Mr. BRANCH. Mr. Speaker, I remember, 
when the bills granting alternate sections of the 
public land for railroad purposes were pending, 
and about to be acted on, that the question pre~- 
sented by the gentleman from Alabama occurred 
to the minds of a great many members of this 
House. We were told thatthe Governmentreally 
lost nothing by granting alternate sections for 
railroad purposes, because, in every instance, the 
bill making the grant doubled the price of the 
remaining sections so that the Government would 
thus get as much money for the alternate sections 
as both sections would have brought before the 
passage of the bills. I remember, sir, myself to 
have made the inquiry as to what the word mini- 
mum meant—whether the alternate sections were 
to be sold at $2 5U per acre, or only at double the 
graduated price of the land; and in every instance 
] was assured by the friends of the bills, and I 
have assured others, that $2 50 was the price per 
acre that would be demanded for the reserved 
sections. Those bills, sir, were passed under 
those assurances. They have become laws with 
the knowledge on the part of members of this 
House that if they were not subsequently altered 
the reserved sections would bring as much money 
as both sections would have brought if the laws 
had not been enacted. After the railroad com- 
panies have obtained one halfof the land it is now 
proposed that the Government shall be deprived 
of the advantage which was stipulated should 
accrue to itin having doubled the price of the 
reserved sections, 

Ishall not enter into any discussion of the ques- 
tion, whether the pending bill, in this regard, is 
pooper or not. Ido not myself think that it is. 

do not feel inclined to argue the question with 
the gentleman from Alabama, [Mr. Cosgs.] Ionly 
wish to call the attention of the House to the fact 
that this bill is simply intended to change the 
policy which has been adopted by Congress in 
reference to the alternate sections of land; in case 
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—to the fact, sir, that this is a new and a long 
stride in advance of that policy as it was when 
originally adopted, and as it has stood ever since 
it was first recommended to the country. Now, 
for the first time, we are told that the Government 


| is to lose money by thweperation—that we are 


not to get as much for the resefyed sections as we 
would have got for both sections b@fore the grants 
were made. 


Mr. COBB. 1 know fie gentlegyati from North 
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- Carolina does not desire to do anything that is 
wrong, nort he wish to go upon the record 
before the country as arguing a question of which 
he is profoundly ignorant. Let me state the 
facts, so that the gentleman may be enabled to 
actrightly. 

Mr. BRANCH. ‘I shall be glad to receive 
from the gentleman whatever information he may 
have. 

Mr. COBB. This bill, sir, declares that the 
land shall bring double the price it was held at at 
the time these railroad grants were made. Under 
it, the reserved sections will sell for twice what 
they would have brought at the time the grants 
were passed, and what they would bring now if 
those grants had not been made. That is the 
provision of this bill; it is what I desire, and all 
I propose for the action of the House. For in- 
stance: if the land were worth $1 25 per acre at 
the time of the grant, it shall then be sold at” 
$2 50; if at seventy-five cents, at $1 50; and if 
at fifty cents, at one dollar. That is all Lask. 1 
believe that the poor man now pays enough for 
the land he buys from the Government; and E 
am, and shall be, opposed to inflicting any new 
burdens upon him. I'do not believe that he 
should ‘be compelled to pay more than double 
what the land was worth at the time of the grant. 

Mr. BRANCH. With the gentleman’s per- 
mission, I will ask him to tell me and the House 
what construction is placed by the Department 
at this time on the word minimum ? 

Mr. COBB. Before I answer, I would ask the 
_ gentleman what construction he himself places 
on that word. ([Laughter.] With all his other 
accomplishments, the gentleman is agood Latin 
scholar; and he ought to be able to give a good 
opinion. [Laughter.] 

Mr. BRANCH. Ifthe gentleman will answer 
my question, I will yield to hear him. Other- 
wise, L will proceed with my remarks. 

Mr. COBB. I think, in my first remarks, I 
stated that'$1 25 per acre was held to be the min- 
imum price; but, sir-— 

Mr. BRANCH. I can yield no further. 

Mr. JOHN COCHRANE Irise to a point 
of order. The gentleman from Alabama and the 
gentleman from North Carolina are engaged in a 
disquisition with respect to the meaning ofa Latin 
word. I make the point that they are not in order, 
because the rules provide that the proceedings of 
Congress shall be ¢onducted in the English lan- 


uage. {Laughter.] : 

The SPEAKER. The Chair holds the point 
of order to be well taken. [Renewed laughter.] 

Mr. BRANCH. I yield with pleasure to the 
decision of the Chair. 

] have at least derived one piece of information 
from the gentleman from Alabama, {[Mr. Coss,} 
who rose to correct the statement that I had made. 
That statement was, that the word minimum was 
construed by the Department to mean $1 25 per 
acre. All these railroad grants were passed with 
the knowledge on the part of the members of this 
House that such would be the construction. The 
object of this bill, sir, is to reduce that price of 
$I 25 to seventy-five cents or fifty cents or twenty- 
five cents per`acre; or in other words, to apply 
tothe construction of the word minimum the prin- 
ciple of the graduation bill, so that the lands re- 
served under railroad grants, which were made 
under the impression in Congress that they were 
to be sold at $2 50 per acre, shall be disposed of 
at the prices of seventy-five cents, fifty cents, and 
twenty-five cents, as | have already stated. 

I now repeat, Mr. Speaker, that 1 rose with no 
purpose to ‘discuss the principles of this bill; but 
simply to call the attention of the House to the 

- fact that this is another step taken in advance of 
the land policy of this country—that it is a total 
departure from the principle upon which the 
grants of alternate sections of the public land for 
the construction of railroads have heretofore been 
justified when applications have been pending be- 
fore Congress for that purpose. Iam opposed 
to it. : 

Mr. RUST. With the permission of the gen- 
teman from Alabama, I will propound an inter- 
rogatory to the gentleman from North Carolina. 

Mr. LOVEJOY. Though I cannot cali to 
mind the facts in this case 

Mr. RUST. 
mission of the géntle 


Mr: LOVEJOY: 


man from Alabama. 


| of Mr. A. J. Grossprenver, his Private Secre- 
I have the floor, I think, by per- | 


! Alley, Thomas L. Anderson, Barksdale, Barr, Barret, 


i Cobb, John Cochrane, Colfax, Covode, Curry, Curtis, H. 


The gentleman from Ale || 


GLOBE. 


bama has not the floor to give away.. The gen- 
tleman from North Carolina closed his remarks 
and took hisseat, and if the Chair recognizes me, 
I will proceed. f 


Mr. HOUSTON. Docs my colleague still hold’! 


the floor? i 

The SPEAKER. The Chair understands that 
he does not. If he does not, the Chair recognizes 
the gentleman from Illinois. ; 

Mr. COBB. I have the floor. I yielded it to 
the gentleman from North Carolina for an expla- 
nation, with the understanding that I should again 
have it to call for the previous question. 

Mr. HOUSTON, Ifmy colleague has the floor, 
I object to his yielding it any further, as his doing 
so seems to have produced a great deal of con- 
fusion. Ifhe yields it, Í insistit shall be yielded 
altogether. I have no objection to this bill being 
discussed. All I desire is that the proceedings 
shall be conducted regularly and in order. 

The SPEAKER. The Chairis of the opinion 


that the remarks of the gentleman from Alabama | 


are proper and just. 
floor he can have. it. 

Mr. COBB. I take it, then, and call for the: 
previous question, : / 

Mr. CURTIS. I hope tlie gentleman will allow - 
me to make an amendment. It is a short one. 

Mr. STEVENS, of Pennsylvania. Imove that 
the bill be laid upon the table. 

Mr. HOUSTON. As the amendment of the 
gentleman from Iowa may have an influence on 
my vote, I hope it will be read. 

Mr. JOHN COCHRANE. Task, also, for the 
reading of the bill. 

The bill was again read. 

The amendment proposed by Mr. Curtis was 
read, as follows: 

After the words *¢ for entry ” insert the words “to actual 
setlers only.” 

The question being upon the motion to lay the 
bill upon the table, 

Mr. LOVEJOY demanded the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 


If -his colleague claims the 


The question was put; and it was decided in į 


the negative—yeas 90, nays 100; as follows: 


YEAS-—Messrs. Charies F. Adams, William U. Ander- ¢ 
son, Ashmore, Avery, Babbitt, Beale, Bingham, Blair, 
Bocock, Bonham, Boteler, Boyce, Branch, Burnett, But- 
terfield, Carter, Conkling, Corwin, -Cox, Crawford, De 
Jarnette, Delano, Edmundson, Edwards, Eliot, Etheridge, 
Fenton, Ferry, Frank, Garnett, Gilmer, sooch, Hardeman, 
John T. Harris, Hatton, Hawkins, William A. Howard, 
Hughes, Hutchins, Jones, Keitt, Kunkel, Landrum, James 
M. Leach, Leake, Longnecker, Loomis, Lovejoy, Maclay, 
Elbert S. Martin, McKean, McPherson, McQueen, Miles, 
Millson, Morrill, Edward Joy Morris, Isaac N. Morris, 
Morse, Neison, Perry, Peyton, Potter, Pugh, Quarles, Rea- 
gan, Rice, Riggs, Royce, Rufin, Sedgwick, Shernan, Wil- 
liam N. H. Smith, Spaulding, Stanton, Stevens, James A. 
Stewart, Stokes, Stout, Thomas, ‘Tompkins, T i 
ble, Vance, Walton, Israel Washburn, Weils, Win 
Wood, and Woodruff—90. 

NAYS—Messrs. Green Adams, Adrain, Aldgch, Allen, 


Blake, Brayton, Briggs, Bristow, Buffinton, Burch, Burn- 
ham, Campbell, Carey, Case, Johu B. Clark, Clopton, 


Winter Davis, John G. Davis, Renben Davis, Duell, Dunn, 
Edgerton, Ely, English, Florence, Foster, Fouke, Freneh, 
Gurtrell, Graham, Grow, Hale, Hah, Hehnick, Holman, 
Uouston, William Howard, Humphrey, Irvine, Junkin, 
Francis W. Kellogg, William Kellogg, Kenyon, Kilgore, 
Lamar, Larrabee, DeWitt C. Leach, Lec, Logan, Love, 
Mallory, Charles D. Martin, Maynard, McClernand, Me- 
Kenty, McKnight, Montgomery, Sydenham Moore, Moor- 
head, Niblack, Nixon, Pettit, Phelps, Porter, Pottie, Edwin 
R. Reynolds, Christopher Robinson, James C. Robinson, 
Rust, Sickles, William Smith, Spinner, Stevenson, Wil- 
liam Stewart, Stratton, Tappan, ‘Thayer, Theaker. Under- 
wood, Vallandigham, Vandever, Verree, Wade, Waldron, | 
Cadwalader C. Washburn, Whiteley, Wilson, Windom, 
and Woodson—100, ; 


So the House refused to lay the: bill upon the 
the table. 

During the call, 

Mr. TAPPAN stated that Mr. , BURLINGAME 
was confined to his room by severe indisposition. 

Mr. GOOCH stated that Mr. Dawes was de- 
tained at home by the severe illness of one of his 
children. ; 

Mr. BURCH said: Intending to vote against 
the bill if the amendment of the gentleman from 
Towa [Mr. Curtis] shall not be adopted; Lnow 
vote against laying the bill upon the table. 

[A message in writing, from the President of 
the United States, was here received by the hands 


tary. f 
Me COBB. I withdraw my demand for the 
previous question on the passage of the billy in 


seeks 
- Vandever, Verree, Wade, ‘Waidran, Walton, Cadwalader 


the motion to reconsider upon the table. 


| g 


ordérte allow the gentleman from Tewa an 8 
portunity to offer his amendment, which is: 
harmony. with the spirit of the bill, ajd n 
tainly confines its operation to actual settler: 
such was the intention of the, bill, [have no ob- 
ection to the amendméñt, © O OO E VaT 
Mr. KUNKEL. ‘I object ‘to'th 
of the previous question... [Cries of Ti x 
After the House has cémmenced to vote, it 
not be withdrawn.: ; PSUR Sache 
Mr. COBB, If that objection is a kòd. on 
can offer the amendment myself. ra 
Mr. CURTIS. -I hope-it wil} not.be objected 


to. şi ra : sabe 4, E ie 
Mr. PHELPS. 1 call for the té “of ‘the, 
amendment, 0 0e 05i ee ares ae 
The amendment was again read ` 
Mr. COBB. Thatis right. ~ 


s.a good T 


Mr. PHELPS. T would sug 


PS would suggest tothe gentle- 
man from Towa that he should modify his amend- 
ment, so that it shall read “to-actual settlers; ór 
for the use and ‘benefit of the adjoining ‘farnis 


owned or occupied by actual setti 
Mr. CURTIS. F have no“objec 
Mr. GROW: That would allow’ 
quarter ‘sections to bê taken: T ani 
that; and amin favor of the first amen : 
Mr. COBB. I have no objection to the amend- 
ment of the gentleman from Towa, and ‘T call the. 
previous question upon it: Pee eS 
Mr. GROW. ow does the amendment 
stand? 
The SPEAKER. As ori 


ginally. proposed ‘by 
the gentleman from Iowa. 7 f 
Mr. GROW. isri 


That is right. f PAo 
The previous quesiion was seconded, and the 
main question ordered to be put; and, under the 
operation thereof, the amendment wag adopted. 
The substitute, as amended, was then adopted 
The bill, as amended, was then ordered to be. 
engrossed and read a third time; and, being en- 
rossed, it was accordingly read the third time.: 
Mr. BURNETT demanded the yeas and nays 
on the passage of the bill. ©... nee ar ee 
The yeas and nays were ordered. < © o u 
Tho question was put; and. it was decided in 
the affirmative>yeas.137, nays 57; as follows 
YEAS ~ Messrs. Charles T. Adams, Adrain, Al 
Ailen, . Alley, Thomas L. Anderson, Ashley, Babbitt. 
Barksdale, Barr, Barret, Beale, Bingham, Blair, Blakey 
Brayton, Briggs, Buffinton, Burch, Butterfield, Campbell,’ 
Carey, Carter, Case, John B. Clark, Clopton, Cobb, Jobn 
Cochrane, Colfix, Conkling, Corwin, Covade, Cox, Curry, 
Curtis, John G. Davis, Delano, Huell, Bdzerton, Edwards; 
Eliot, Ely, English, Fenton, Ferry, Florence, Foster; 
Fouke; Frank, Frenchy Gartrell, Gooch, Graham, Grow, 
Hate, Hail, Haskin, felmick, Hoard, Hotman, Houston: 
William Howard, William A. Howard, Humphrey, Hutch- 
ins, frvine, Juakin, William Kellogg, Kenyon, Kilgore, 
Larrabee, DeWitt C. Leach, Lee, Logan, Loontis, Love; 
Lovejoy, Mallory, Marston, Charles D. Martin, MeCler- 
nand, MeKean, MeKenty, MeKuight, McPherson, Mont- 
gomery, Sydenham Moore, Moorhead, Morrill, Edward 
Joy Morris, Isaac N. Morris, Morse, Niblack, Nixon, Pal- 
mer, Pendleton, Perry, Pettit, Phelps, Porter, Potter, Pot- 
tie, Edwin R. Reynolds, John Hy Reynolds, Rice, Christo: 
pher Robinson, James. O. Robinson, Royce, Rust, Sedg- ; 
wick, Sherinan, Sickles, Spaulding, Spinner, Stantyn, 
Wiliam Stewart, Stratton, Tappan, Thayer, ‘Theaker, 
Tompkins, ‘Train, ‘Trimble, Uadurwood,: Vallandigham, 


i 


U. Washburn, Wells, W. 
and Woodson—I97. - i A ae 
NAYS—Messrs. Green Adams, William C. ‘Anderson; 
Ashmore, Avery, Bocock, Bonham, Boteler, “Boyee, 
Branch, Bristow, brown, Burnett, Crawiord, De Jarnette, 
Etheridge, Garnett. Gilmer, Hardeman, John. F. Harris; ; 
Hatton, Hawkins, Hughes, Jenkins, Jones, Keitt, Kunkel, . 
Landrum, James M. Leach, Leake, Longnecker, Maclay, 
Elbert: S. Martin, Maynard, -McQuecn, Miles; ` Millson, 
Nelson, Peyton, Pryor, Quarles, Reagan, Riggs; Ruffin, : 
Wiiliam Smith, William N, H. Smith, Stevens, Stevenson, 
James A. Stewart, Stokes, Stout, Taylor, Thonias, Vance, 
Israel Washburn, Webster, Whiteley, and Winslow-—37. 

So the bill was passed: 


During the call, ; : : ie 

Mr. KELLOGG, of, Illinois, stated that Mr. - 
FarnsworrH Was detained at home by pressing’ 
business, aud that he had arranged a pair for bim 
with Mr. Srewart, of Maryland, for tén days.. 

Mr. COBB moved to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill was passed; and also moved to lay” 


ilson; Windom, Wood, Woodruff, 


The latter motion was agreed to, 7 
The SPEAKER. The Chair would: suggést: 
to the gentleman from Georgia that the title 
bill should be amended. eee 
Mr. COBB. Let it stand as it wag in the ori 
inal bill. fo E 
The SPEAKER: The Chair thinks the gen- 
teman will seo diat it caught toe amended = 


December 6, 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


“Mr. COBB. Then I move to amend the title 
by adding the words, “and for other purposes,” 
so that it shall read, ‘An act to construe the words 
©mininum: price of public lands, and for other 
purposes?” 

he amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. FLORENCE. ILmove that the House do 
now. adjourn.» a " ike 5 
The SPEAKER.. The Chair asks leave to 
resent to the House a message from the Presi- 
ee of the United States. : : - 
“Mr. FLORENCE, I withdraw my motion. 


EX BOUTIVE COMMUNICATION: 


The SPEAKER, by unanimous consent, laid 
before the Fouse a communication from the Pres- 
ident of the United States, in answer to a resolu- 
tion-of ‘the House of Representatives of the 9th 
of April last, requesting information. concerning 
the African slave trade, transmitting a report 
from the Secretary of State, and the documents 
by which it was accompanied; which was laid 
on the table, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. VANDEVER. I am instructed by the 
Committee on Public Lands to report a bill. - 

Mr. FLORENCE. I did not withdraw the 
motion to adjourn for that:purpose. [insist upon 
my motion to adjourn. 

Mr. VANDEVER. I give way to the motion 
to adjourn, as I shall have an opportunity to re- 
port when the call of committees is resumed. 


SELECT COMMITTEE, 


The SPEAKER. © The Chair would ask 
gentleman from Pennsylvania to withdraw 
motion to adjourn, to enable the Speaker to 
nounce a select committee. 

Mr. FLORENCE, Certainly; for that or any- 
thing clse, when requested by the Chair. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is prepared to 
announce the select committee of thirty-three, 
directed to be appointed by the resolution offered 
by the gentleman from Virginia, [Mr. Borerer;] 
and the Chair desires to say that that gentleman’s 
name is omitted from the chairmanship of that 
committee, and from the committee altogether, 
only at‘his own request. The Chair would not 
have departed from the usual rule of courtesy had 
not such been the gentleman’s own desire. The 
Chair has endeavored to form the committee 
according to his best judgment, deeming it an 
important committee; and he announces itat this 
time because he thinks immediate action import- 
ahi oe ee 

The committee 
lows: < : 

Messrs, Corwin of Ohio, Minison of Virginia, 
Apams of Massachusetts, Winstow of North 
Carolina, Hempnrey of New York, Boyce of 
South Carolina »CampperrofPennsy!vania, Love 
of Georgia, Ferry of Connecticut, Davis of 
Maryland, Rosinson of Rhode Island, Wirte- 
Ler of Delaware, Tarran of New Hampshire, 
Srratron of New Jersey, Bristow of Ken tucky, 
Morrity of Vermont, Nerson of Tennessee, 
Dern of Indiana, Taytor of Louisiana, Davis | 
of Mississippi, KeLLoce of Illinois, Houston of 
Alabama, Morse of Maine, Pures of Missouri, 
Rusr of Arkansas, Howarp of Michigan, Haw- 
xins:.of, Florida, Haminron of Texas, Wasu- 
BURN of Wisconsin, Curtis of Iowa, Burcy of 
California, Winpom of Minnesota, and Srour of 
Oregon, TEAT y 

Mr. HAWKINS. . Mri Speaker, I would ask 
the permission of the House to be excused from 
serving upon. this committee, for reasons which 
Igave on Tuesday last, and which it is not neces- 
sary now to repeat. I have consulted one of the 
oldest members of this House as to whether 
it is voluntary or not on the part of any member 
of the House to serve whén he is appointed ona 
committee, I understand, sir, that it must be an 
involuntary act on bis part, provided the House 
says s0; in other words, that every member is 
compelled by the rules of the House to serve 
upon any committee to which he may be ap-| 
pointed by the Speaker, acting under the orders 
of the House, and that if.he does not serve that 
he subjects himself to'something like a rebuke or 
a reprimand on the part of the House. Lam not jj 
ready, of course, sir, to inctir that penalty. As 
long as T have the Honor to be a member of this 
body, Iam anxious.to conform to-all itg rules, | 

and subject myself to all its discipline, and I 


the 
his 
an- 


was then announced, as fol- 


-the remedy proposed for itstrelicf. Let us, in | 


would feel very unwilling to draw upon myself a 
rebuke or reprimand which, perhaps, may be in- 
tended something in the nature and light of moral 
suasion! I have no idea of calling upon myself 
anything like a rebuke. I shall, therefore, ask 
the House, under all the circumstances of the 
case, to excuse me. i : 

Even, sir, if I were compelled by the rules of 
this House, or its custom, to serve upon that com- 
mitice, I would be but a very unimportant mem- 
ber; certainly hot a very efficient one. I know 
that I cannot bring myself to consent to act with 
the majority of that committee, and at all events, 
if I must serve, I shall be compelled to coincide 
with the minority, and we shall have a report of 
ourown. The idea of getting up this committee 
was one of unanimity—a po peace and Union- 
saving measure; and, as I said the other day, I 
am opposed to anything of that kind, believing 
that the day has gone by, and the time for com- 
promise has passed forever. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on excusing 
the gentleman from Florida. 

Mr. JOHN COCHRANE. Mr. Speaker, [have 
listened with a great deal of regret to the applica- 
tion that has been made by my friend from Florida 
to be excused from service upon this committec. 
it has well been intimated here to-day that the 
gray shadow of the dark wing of dissolution is 
reaching and extending over the House and over 
the country; and so decp is the gloom under its 
influence that hardly can members be brought to 
attend to their ordinary duties. Men’s minds have 
been devoted for now these weeks past to this one 
great absorbing topic of conversation, thatenlists 
all minds, commands all judgments, and demands 
of every individual, from every section, his best 
exertions, his purestemotions,andjustest wisdom. 

Sir, it is of importance in this issue that the 
Republic should command the exertions and ef- 
forts of all her sons; and I believe, sir, that now, 
in the midst of a vital crisis, perils impending 
and dangers upon us, as has been proclaimed, 
there is no good reason why this assemblage 
of the representative patriotism of the country 
should, of either its prudence or discretion, ex- 
cuse my friend from Florida. I believe that even 
now, from his State, from its glades and ever- 
glades, whence the eyes of his constituents are 
directed with anxious vigilance upon our pro- 
ceedings, could their voice penetrate, a bescech- 
ing appeal would be heard that their Represent- 
ative should stand forward at this juncture in the 
front of the controversy. 

1 do not, sir, believe that itis indispensable to 
the welfare of this country that there should bea 
unanimous report from this committee. God 
grant, though, that it may be stamped with that 
unanimity which patriotism demands! [Ap- 
plause in the galleries.]_ But, sir, if the countr 
1s not to bg saved, if there be not an abiding patri- 
otism suficient to command that glorious result, 
it is due to the people of these United States that 
the sad knowledge be theirs. It is due to those 
benighted regions which in many parts of the 
country sleep even now incredulous of danger | 
that the fact should be sharply impressed upon 
their minds, and that no longer ignorance may be 
pleaded in excuse for acts which have led gs to 
the verge of a fearful precipice, and which even | 
now are toppling us down its dread abyss. 

Sir, if there is to be no unanimous report to 
save this country from dissolution, to quiet the | 
pangs of secession, or to avert from ruin and an- 
archy, let us at least know now the nature of the 
issue. Let us know what demands are made by 
One section of the country upon the other; and 
let us feel what are the maddening pulsations that 
agitate, while they exhaust, the land, and what 


truth, be enabled to answer the inquiries cx- 
claimed to us alike from hamlet and from town, 
“ Watchman, what of the night?” that through 
the storm and beyond the madness that pervade 
the hour, appears a harbinger of day in yonder 
castern sky, and that in the beams of the coming 
morning, by the gleam of its breaking light, may 
be seen the stars and the stripes still securely float- 
ing from yonder Capitol dome. [Applause in the i 
galleries. ] . 
Mr. GARNETT. Irise to aquestion oforder. |! 
I trust that in consideration of the great importance | 
of the deliberations of this House the Chair will, at | 
the very commencement, stop applause, whether | 


on the floor or in the galleries. “I give notice that 
Ishdil move that the gallaries be-cleared, if ap- 
plause is renewed. [Hisses,from the.galleries.] 
They hiss me; and I now move, as a measure òf 
self-respect, that the galleries be cleared; and that 
these disgraceful blackguards, who are violating 
the rules of the House and the decorum and re- 
spect due to the Representatives of this Confed- 
eracy, be expelled from the galleries of the House. 
{Renewed hisses from the galleries.] 

Mr. LAMAR. I hope my friend from Vir- 
ginia will not insist on his motion. It is utterly 
impossible to suppress hissing here, for it was 
even heard in Eden. [Laughter and applause.] 

The SPEAKER. The Chair desires to state 
that order must be observed in the galleries, or 
they will be cleared. I have no doubt,that this 
suggestion will be sufficient to the respectable 
auditory in the galleries. tis wrong that there 
should be any manifestation one way or the other, 
and { hope this notice will be sufficient. If not, 
I shal! feel constrained to order the galleries to be 
cleared. 

Mr. JOHN COCHRANE. Mr. Speaker-— 

Mr. MORRIS, of Illinois. I wish to appeal 
to my friend from New York, to let me make a 
suggestion. It is that he refrain at the present 
time from the discussion of this question. 

Several Memsens. No, no. Let him go on. 

Mr. JOHN COCHRANE. Mr. Speaker, I 
deprecate, with all others, the interruption of 
proceedings on this floor by any testimonial from 
the gallery or elsewhere, either of censure or ap- 
plause. Yet, sir, an eXcuse may be found, pos- 
sibly, in the gravity of the theme that occupies 
us, and in its characteristic qualities of appeal 
to the emotions and feelings of all—of every one, 
however humble a member of the Republic he 
be. But, sir,it is eminently proper that order 
should be observed, that this question should be 
met and discussed with the grave decorum which 
its character and nature demand, and that an 
American Congress, even though in the pangs of 
dissolution, should, when falling, if fall it must, 
draw about itits official robes, and expire with 
tragic decency before the world. 

1, sir, had not intended even to allude to those 
great principles and truths that repose at the base 
of this question and constitute the argument of its 
discussion. It were unwise and improper. But 
I appeal to all who hear me, that the allusions 
which I have made were necessary to bring be- 
fore the intelligence and produce to the heart of 
my friend from Florida considerations applicable 
to himself and in consonance with his own ele- 
vated and patriotic nature—considerations in ac- 
cord with his generous constituency; yea, sir, 
considerations of a magnitude and as-general and 
catholic as is the great and glorious Republic in 
which we live. IT appeal to him, therefore, sir, 
in the name of our common humanity; I appeal 
to him in the hour of peril and in the name of our 
common country; I appeal to him by the memo- 
ries of the past, by the prosperity and continued 
existence of the State sovereignty in which he 
glories, to remain on the committee to which he 
is presented. If, sir, this appeal be unheard, 
should it be vain and ineffectual, I may be per- 
mitted further to appeal to the House, represent- 
ing that common country whose integrity is 
threatened, that, without intentional reflection 
upon him, but under the obligation of a great duty 
tu he performed, it negative the motion that my 
friend from Florida be excused. . 

, Mr. HAWKINS. I move the previous ques- 
lion on my moton. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on second- 
ing the previous question. 

Mr. MILLSON. Mr. Speaker-—— 

Mr. HAWKINS. I call the gentleman from 
Virginia to order. : 

Mr. MILLSON. Will the gentleman from 
Florida state his point of order. 

Mr. TIAWKINS, It is, that when the Chair 
is propounding a question it is out of order for 
the member from Virginia to get up and interrupt 


| the Speaker. 


The SPEAKER. The Chair would suggest 
to the gentleman from Florida that the gentleman 
from Virginia may have risen to a privileged 
question; and it is therefore the duty of the Chair 
to hear him. 

Mr. MILLSON. The gentleman from Florida 
might have inferred that I rose to make a motion 
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which I think, the House will find to be a privi- 
leged question, and one. that is eminently proper 
atthis time. Itis that the House do now ad- 
journ. . 

Mr. RUFFIN. The House was dividing when 
the gentleman from Virginia rose to make his 
motion. i 

TheSPEAKER. The Chair supposes that the 
motion is in order. The question before the 
House is on the motion to adjourn, 

The question was taken, and the Speaker an- 
nounced that the ayes appeared to have'it. 

Mr. HAWKINS demanded the yeas and nays. 

Mr. CRAWFORD. I hope the gentleman 
from Virginia will withdraw his motion to ad- 
journ, and let the question be taken as to whether 
the gentleman from Florida shall be excused. 

Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. Did not the Chair 
announce that the ayes had it? 

Mr. HAWKINS. | I called for the yeas and 
nays. 

Me. SMITH, of Virginia. Yes, but it was 
after the decision of the Chair, and the call was 
then out of order. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair considers that 
the gentleman from Florida has a right to demand 
the yeas and nays. 

Mr. CRAWFORD. The yeas and nays have 
not yet been ordercd—have they? 

The SPEAKER. No, sir. 

Mr. CRAWFORD. Then I beg the gentle- 
man from Virginia to withdraw his motion to 
adjourn, in order that the House may decide now, 
whether or not the gentleman from Florida shall 
be excused from serving on a committee when he 
asks to be excused from serving on it. 

Mr. MILLSON. The House can act upon 
my motion as it may deem proper. I did not 
make it of my own suggestion alone, but after 
conference with gentlemen in whose judgment I 
have great confidence, 

Mr. HAWKINS. And if the gentleman from 
Virginia thinks that I acted unadvisedly and on 
impulse, he is greatly mistaken. With me itis 
a matter of more than twenty years’ consider- 
ation. 

Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. I desire to state to 
the Chair, that previous to the demand for the 
yeas and nays the Chair had decided that.the 
ayes had it on the motion to adjourn. If so, the 
call was out of order. 

Mr. STEVENS, of Pennsylvania. The Chair 
only announced that the ayes seemed to have it. 

Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. I insist on my 
point of order. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Vir- 


ginia will pardon the Chair for saying that the | 


only statement was the ayes seemed to have it. 
The Chair thinks that the demand for the yeas 
and nays is in order. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. ae 

The question was taken; and it was decided in 
the affirmative—ycas 104, nays 92; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Charles F. Adams, Green Adams, Al- 
drich, Allen, Thomas L. Anderson, William C. Anderson, 
Barr, Barret, Boteler, Brayton, Briggs, Burch, Burnham, 
Butterfield, Campbell, Carter, Case, Horace F. Clark, John 
Cochrane, Colfax, Conkling, Corwin, Cox, Curtis, John 
G. Davis, Duell, Dunn, Edgerton, Eliot, Ely, Fouke, 
Frank, French, Gooch, Graham, Grow, John T. Harris, 
Hoard, Houston, William Howard, William A. Howard, 
Humphrey, Irvine, Junkin, William Kellogg, Kenyon, 
Kilgore, Kunkel, DeWitt C. Leach, James M. Leach, 
Leake, Lee, Maclay, Mallory, Marston, Charles D. Martin, 
Maynard, McKean, McPherson, Millson, Laban T. Moore, 
Moorhead, Morrill, Edward Joy Morris, Isaac N. Morris, | 
Morse, Nixon, Palmer, Perry, Pettit, Phelps, Porter, 
Quarles, Edwin R. Reynolds, John H. Reynolds, Rice, 
Christopher Robinson, Royce, Rust, Sedgwick, Sherman, 
Sickles, William: Smith, William N. H. Smith, Spauld- 
ing, Spinner, Stanton, Stout, Stratton, Taylor, Thayer, | 
Theaker, Thomas, Train,Trimbie, Vance, Verree,Walton, 
Israel, Washburn, Wells, Whiteley, Windom, and Wins- i 
stow—104, 

NAYS—Messrs.Adrain, Alley, Ashley, Ashmore, Avery, 
Babbitt, Barksdale, Beale, Bingham, Blair, Blake, Bon- 
ham, Boyce, Bristow, Brown, Buffinton, Burnett, Carey, 
John B. Clark, Clopton; Cobb, Covode, Crawford, Curry, 
H. Winter Davis, De Jarnette, Delano, Edmundson, Ed- 
wards, English, Etheridge, Ferry, Florence, Foster, Gar- 
net, Gartrell, Gilmer; Hale, Hardeman, J. Morrison 
Harris, Haskin, Hatton, Hawkins; Hickman, Holman, 
Hughes, Hutchins, Jackson, Jones, Francis W. Kellogg, | 
Lamar, Landrum, Larrabee, Logan, Lengnecker, Loomis, 
Love, Lovejoy, Elbert $. Martin, MeClernand, MeKeuty, 
McKnight, McQueen, Miles, Sydenham Moore, Nelson, 
Niblack, Peyton, Potter, Pottle, Pryor, Pugh, Reagan, 
Ruffin, Singleton, Stevens, Stevenson, James A. Stewart, | 
Wiliam Stewart, Stokes, Tappan, Tompkius, Under- 
wood, Vallandigham, Vandever, Wade, Waldron, Cad wal- 
ader È. Washburn, Elihu B. Washburn, Webster, Wil- 
son, and Woodraft-82. 


said: Mr. Speaker, I desire to observe, that if 
the motion to adjourn be carried, the object of 
announcing the committee to-day will be de- 
feated. [Loud calls to order.] 

Mr. RUFFIN. I call the gentleman from New 
Jersey to order. 

Mr. ADRAIN. I do not intend to debate the 
question. I merely desire 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. I call the gentleman 

from New Jersey to order. 

Mr. ADRAIN. My opinion is that the com- 
mittee should be formed to-day. [Continued 
calls to order.] 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Missouri, stated that his 
colleague, Mr. NorLL, was detained at his house 
by indisposition. : 

Mr. BOYCE. 1 ask leave to give notice that 
I will also demand to be excused from serving on 
this committee. 

The vote was announced as above recorded. 

The House accordingly (at two o’clock and 
twenty minutes, p. m.) adjourned till Monday 
next, at twelve o’clock, m. š 


IN SENATE. 
Monvay, December 10, 1860. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Dr. Gurvey. 

The Journal of Thursday last was read and 
approved. 

Hon. Witttam K. Sesastian, of Arkansas, 
appeared in his seat. 


AMERICAN SEAMEN. 


The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Sen- 
ate a report of the Secretary of State, communi- 
cating, in obedience to law, an abstract of returns 
of registered American seamcn. 

Mr. HAMLIN. I move that it be printed. 

The VICE PRESIDENT That motion will 

o to. the Committee on Printing. 

Mr. SUMNER. It may be printed by unan- 
imous consent. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from j 
Massachusetts suggests that it be printed by 
unanimous consent. 

Mr. SLIDELL. 
mittee. 

‘The motion to print was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Printing. 


STANDING COMMITTEES. 
Mr. BIGLER. I offer the following resolu- 


tion: 

Resolved, That the several standing committees of the 
Senate, as they were arranged at the close of the last ses- 
sion of Congress, be, and the same are herehy, reappointed 
for the present session; and that all vacancies be filled by 
the President of the Senate. 


'The Secretary proceeded to read the list of com- 
mittees. > 

Mr. PUGH. I suggest that, as we are all 
familiar with the committees of the Senate, it is 
not necessary to read that list. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. If there be no 
objection, the reading will be suspended. 

Several Senators. No objection. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair will 
put the question on the resolution, . 

The resolution was agreed to; and the commit- 
tees are constituted as follows: 


On Foreign Relations—Messrs. Mason, (chairman,) 
Douglas, Slidell, Polk, Crittenden, Seward, and Sumner. 

On Finance—Messrs. Hunter, (chairman,) Pearce, Gwin, 
Bright, Fessenden, Cameron, and Toombs. 

On ’ Commerce—Messrs. Clay, (chairmau,) Bigler, 
Toombs, Clingman, Saulsbury, Hamlin, and Chandlers 

On Military Affairs and the Militia—Messrs.. Davis, 
(chairman,) Fitzpatrick, Johnson of Arkansas, Chesnut, 
Lane, Wilson, and King. 

On Naval Affairs—Messrs. Mallory, (chairman,) Thom- 
son, Slidell, Hammond, Nichoison, Hale, and Anthony. 

On the Judiciary—Messrs. Bayard, (chairmai,) Pugh, 
Benjamin, Green, Powell, Trumbuil, and Foster. k 

On Post Offices and Post. Roeds—Messrs. Yulee, (chair- 
man,) Gwin, Rice, Bright, Wig/al!, Hale, aud Dixon. 

On Public Lands—Messrs. Johnson of Arkansas, (chair- 
man,) Pugh, Johnson of ‘Tennessee, Lane, Bragg, Harlan, i 
and Bingham. j 

f 


It had better go to the com- 


f 
KEI 
On Private Land Claims—Messts. Benjamin, (chairman,) i! 
Polk, Wigfall, Ten Eyck, and Fessenden. _ A if 
On Indian A ffairs—Messrs, Sebastian, {ehairman,) Piteh, | 
Rice, Hemphill, Doolittle, Ciark, and Lariam. i 
On Pensions—Messrs. Thomeen, (ehairman,) Clay, Í 
Saulsbury, Powell, Durkee, Grimes, and Wilkinson. 
On Revolutionary Claims—Messrs. Critlenden, (chair 
man,) Nicholson, Durkee, Ten Erek, and Hammond. 
, On Claims—Messrs. Iverson, (chairman,) Mallory, Bragg, 
i Simmons, Foot, Hemphilf, aid Wilkinson. : 
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Mr. ADRAIN (when his name was called) i} 


On the District of Columbia—-Messts. Brown, (¢ 
Johnson of Tennessée, Yulee, Kennedy, Hamil 
and Clingman. eee Shes 

On Patents and the Paten 
man,) Thomson, Hemphill, Simmons, i 

On Public Buildings and Grounds—Mesers. Bright; (chait 
man,) Davis, Kennedy, Clark, and’ Doolittles (00: 

On Territories—Messrs. Green, (chairman;) Douglas 
bastian, Fitzpatrick, Collamer, Wade, and Latha: 

To Audit and. Control the Contingent Expens 
Senate—Messrs. Johnson of Tennessee, (ehaitm: 
ell, and Dixon. : fant BS 

On Printing— 
Anthony. 

On Engrossed 
and Harlan. : 

On Enrolled Bills—Messis. Saulsbury, (chatrman,) Bing: 


Messrs. Fitch, (chairman,) Davis, 


Bills~Messts. Lane, (chairman) Bigler, 


| ham, and Latham. 4 


and Collamer. - : : 
: MEMORIALS. BOOED dS 

Mr. LATHAM. Mr. President, 1: offeredia 
memorial, at the last meeting of the Senate, from. 
the Chamber of Commerce. of the city of San 
Francisco, California, in favor of the transmission 
of the entire mail between the eastern States and 
California daily, through’ the territory -of “the 
United States; which was laid on’ the ‘table. “I 
move, now, that it be taken from the tablo-and 
referred to the Committee on the Post Offi d 
Post Roads.” 0 oa 0S ea : 

The VICE PRESIDENT: The Chair: will 
state, that all the memorials oh the table wilt be 
properly referred to the séveral committees with- 
out a motion being made in each case, 

Mr. LATHAM. Then TU do not insist on the 
motion. ; ; 

Mr. SUMNER. [offer the memorial of Thad- 
deus Hyatt, of New York, setting forth the bufe 
ferings of the people of Kansas from an unpre- 
cedented drought, asking for relief from Congress. 
T'he memorialist, in a spirit of charity, has visited 
that Territory, and. made a journey of more than. 
‘one thousand miles in order to become personally 
acquainted with: the actual condition of things 
there; and the result of his observations is em-. 
bodied in the papers annexed to the memorial. 
There are precedents, I understand, for ‘relief in 
similar cases. In 1812 Congress. appropriated 

50,000 for the relicf of the people of Venezuela, 
in South America, suffering from an earthquake} 
and in 1822 they made an appropriation of land 
for the people of New Madrid, in the State of 
Missouri, also suffering from a similar calamity. 
Whether it would be expedient to furnish relief 
now by money or by an appropriation of land, 
I do not undertake to suggest; but I venture to 
recommend thé prayer of the memorial most 


On the Library—Messrs. Pearce, (chairman,) Bayard, 


| earnestly to the attention of the Senate. The 


President, in his message, has already called our 
attention to it, and the facts in this memorial 
amply sustain the President in what he has said. 
I ask its reference to the Committee on Territo- 
ries. 

The memorial was so referred. 


HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 


The following bills, received from the House: 
of Representatives on the 8d of June, 1860,'and 
then read the first and sécond ‘time by: their 
sinea, were this day teferied: as indicated’ be- 
ow: i PRA 

A bill (No. 451) granting an invalid pension to 
William Burns, of Ohio—to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

A bill (No. 559) granting a pension to Harriet 
S. Wyman, widow of Captain Thomas W.. 
Wyman, post-captain in the naval service of the 
United States—to the Committee on Pensions, 

A bill (No. 666) for the relief of William Sut- 
ton—to the Committce on Pensions. 

A bill (No. 668) for the relief of Elizabeth 
Walton, widow of Thomas Walton—to the Com- 
mittee on Revolutionary Claims... 7. 

A bill (No. 811) for the relief of A.-Bledsoe, 
William Bryson, William G. Scott; William: 
Doty, and others—to the Committee on the Post. 
Office and Post Roads. j 


HOMESTEAD BILL. 


The bill (H. R. No: 24) to secure homesteads: 
to actual settlers on the public domain, received’ 
from the House of Representatives: on..th f 
instant, was read twice by its title. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Tennessee, 
that bill bė referred to the Commi 
Lands. ; 

The motion was agreed foe iros 


ee 
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SP os JOHN P. BROWN, h 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. An act for the re- 
lief of John P. Brown (a Senate bill) was, at the 
last session, sent to the House of Representatives 
‘and ‘returned from the House at the request of 
the Senate. It will lie on the table for the pres- 
ent, if no motion bé made. 


Mr. MASON subsequently said: T move that 


the bill for the relicf of John P. Brown be taken 
up for consideration, with a view to refer it to the 
Committee on Foreign Relations. 

“The motion was agreed to; and the bill (8. No. 
271) for the relief of John P. Brown was referred 
to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 


FRANKING PRIVILEGE. 

Mr. POWELL gave notice of his intention to 
ask-leave to introduce a bill to abolish the frank- 
ing privilege. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, 
by Mr. P. Barry Hayes, Chief Clerk, announced 
that the House had passed the following bills, 
in which the concurrence of the Senate was re- 
quested: 

A bill (No. 50) to construe the word ‘ mini- 
mum” price of the public lands, and. for other 
purposes; g 

- A bil) (No. 861) making appropriations for the 
payment of invalid and other pensions of the 

nited. States. for the year ending the 30th of 
June, 1862; and 

A. bill (No. 862) making appropriations for the 
support of the Military Academy for the year 
ending the 30th of June, 1862. 


PRINTING OF DOCUMENTS. 


The message further announced that the House 
had ordered the printing of the following docu- 
ments: 

The annual report of the Secretary of the 
Treasury on the state of the finances—ordered 
on the 5th instant, at twelve o’clock and ten min- 
utes. 

The annual statement of the contingent ex- 
penses of the Department of the Interior—ordered 
on the 5th instant, at twelve o’clock and ten min- 
utes. 

` Report of the Secretary of War, showing the 
action of the War Department in the execution of 
the act of February 8, 1856, providing for the re- 
méval of obstructions to navigation in the mouth 
of the Mississippi river, at the Southwest Pass 
and Pass à VOutre—ordcred on the Gth instant, at 
twelve o’clock and twelve minutes. 

Letter from the Secretary of State, communi- 
cating the annual statement of the contingent ex- 
pouses of that Department—ordered on the 6th 
instant, at twelve o’clock and eightcen minutes, 
| Letter from the Secretary of the Interior, com- 
municating the report of Mr. Pritchette in the 
ease of A. D. Bonestecl, United States agent for 
the Menomonee Indians—ordered on the 6th in- 
stant, at twelve o’clock and nineteen minutes. 

Message from the President of the United 
States, communicating a report from the Secre- 
tary of State, concerning the African slave trade— 
ardor on the- 6th instant, at one o’clock and 
twenty-nine minutes. 


TILE STATE OF TIIE UNION. 


Mr, POWELL. “Mr. President, I move that 

the resolution which Lhad the honor to present 
a few days ago, be taken up for action. 
_ The motion was agreed to; and the Senate pro- 
eeéded ‘to the consideration of the following reso- 
lution, submitted by Mr. Powerex on the 6th in- 
stants 

Resdélved, That so much of the President’s message as 
relates to.the present agitated and distracted condition of 
the country, and the grievances between the slavehoiding 
and the non-slaveholding States, be referred to a special 
eommitice of thirteen members, and that said committee 
be iastructed to inquire whether any additional legislation, 
within the sphere of the Federal authority and duty, be 
necessary for the protection and security of property in the 
States and Territories of the United States; and if sa, that 
they report by. biH. And that said committee be also 
instructed to consider and report upon the expediency of 
proposing such an amendment. or amendments to the Con- 
stitution of the United States as may be necessary to give 
certain, prorupt, and full protection to the. rights of prop- 
erty of the citizens of every State ‘and. Territory of the 
United States, and insure the equatity of the Statéssand 
fie equal rights of all the citizens aforesaid, under the 
Federal Constitution. 


“Mr. POWELL. Mr. President, the object-of 


| produced atone by political causes. 
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the resolution under consideration is to initiate 
measures to save the country from its present 
perilous condition; to avert, it posible, a dis- 
memberment of the Union, an 

harmony, happiness, and security, to a distracted 
and divided people. Events arc rapidly crowd~ 


ing upon us which, if not arrested, will speedily 


overthrow the Government... The mere anticipa- 
tion. of these sad and melancholy results have 
already caused distrust, alarm, and ruin,in many 
parts of the country. 

For the first time in the history of our country 
we ‘are in the midst of a fearful commercial and 
financial revulsion, now rapidly approaching a 
most alarming and disastrous crisis, which will 
reduce thousands upon thousands of our people 
to want, bankruptcy, and ruin; which has been 
Such is the 
disease in the body-politic that it requires prompt 
and efficient remedies. Delay ina crisis like this 
is equivalent to destruction. The remedy must 
be promptly and quickly applied, or all hope of 

reserving a constitutional Union will be lost. 
Five of the States of this Confederacy, acting upon 
the avowal that there is no hope or expectation 
of security for their equality of rights within the 
Union, haveiaitiated measures, which are rapidly 
tending to consummation, to form a separate Con- 
federacy; and three or four other States are pre- 
paring to follow them in the event they should 
secede. ; 

The resolution proposes to refer so much of the 
President’s message as relates to the present agi- 
tated and distracted condition of the country, and 
the grievances between the slaveholding and non- 
slaveholding States, to a committee of thirteen 
Senators, with instructions to inquire whether any 
additional legislation within the sphere of Federal 
authority be necessary for the protection and se- 
curity of the property of the citizen in the States 
and Territories of the United States; and if so, 
to report by bill: and also, to consider and report 
upon the expediency of proposing such an amend- 
ment or amendments to the Constitution. of the 
United States as may be necessary to give certain, 
prompt, and full protection to the rights of prop- 
erty of the citizens of every State and Territory 
of the United States, and insure the equality of 
States and the equal rights of all the citizens afore- 
said under the Federal Constitution. 

I do not believe that any legislation would bea 
remedy for the disease, Legislation, in my judg- 
ment, will not restore harmony or give just hopes 
of security to the people of these distracted States; 
it would at best be a palliative. That palliative, 
if within our power, we should promptly admin- 
ister; it would be an earnest of what we will do, 
and would indicate to- the country a temper and 
disposition on the part of Senators and Repre- 
sentatives that would cause the people of this vast 
country, who are anxiously looking to this Cap- 
itol, to hope and believe that remedies would be 
speedily applied that wouid restore harmony, 
peace, and permanent security, to the people of 
every section of the country. Unequivocal con- 
stitutional guarantees upon the points indicated 
in the resolution under consideration are, in my 
judgment, the only remedies that will reach and 
eradicate the disease, give permanent security, 
and restore harmony, concord, and fraternal feel- 
ing, between the people North and South, and save 
the Union from speedy dissolution. 

Every Senator must see the necessity of prompt 
action. If something is not done to avert it, in 
less than thirty days, in all human probability, 
some of the States will have withdrawn from the 
Union. 

Senators, every impulse of honor, duty, and 
patriotism, demands that we, without delay, ex- 
haustevery constitutional means within our power 
to restore harmony and quiet to the country, and 
preserve a wise and just constitutional Union, 
Our Government, ifadministered in the spirit and 

enius of the Constitution given us by our fathers, 
1s the best Government ever devised by man; and 
it should be the governing motive of every patriot 
to preserve it, and labor to have the Constitution 
executed as it is. There is no rational liberty 
save in the supremacy ofthe laws. If experience 
points out defects in the organic law, let us give 
our best energies to its perfection, instead of de- 
siring its destruction. Jt cost our patriot fathers 
much toil, blood, and treasure, to form this Gov- 
ernment, It was not easily or quickly'done. It 


. 


restore peace, | 


required the most devoted patriotism and the 
greatest wisdom to accomplish it. Qur wise _ 
ancestors devoted themselves assiduously to: the 
perfecting of the Government, which was at first’ 
necessarily very defective. They first resorted 
to what hes been aptly called the revolutionary 
Government, which existed from he meeting of 
the first continental Congress until the final Fati- 
fication of the Articles of Confederation—a period 
of about seven years. ‘The Government under - 
the Articles of Confederation lasted about cight 
years, when it. was superseded by the present 
Constitution. It was found that the Constitution 
was defective, and required amendment.’ At the 
first session of the First Congress after the adop- 
tion of the Constitution, twelve amendments were 
proposed to the Constitution, ten of which were 
ratified by three fourths of the States, and became 
part of the Constitution. In 1794 the eleventh 
amendment was proposed by Congress,and subse- 
quently ratified by the States. In 1803-the twelfth 
amendment was proposed by Congress, and after- 
wards ratified by the requisite number of States, 
and became part of the Constitution. Every 
amendment made to the Constitution was made 
in the manner now proposed. 

Let us follow the worthy example of the noble 
patriots who have gone before us. When the coun- 
try was imperiled, and suxrownded by dangers 
that threatened its ruin, they never thought of a 
disruption of the Governmentasa remedy. They 
went to work like sensible and patriotic men, to 
remedy the evils by providing additional securi- 
ties—by perfecting the Government; first, by the 
Articles of Confederation; then, by the adoption 
of the present Constitution; and at three different 
times amending it in such manner as to meet the 
exigencies of the times, and give more ample se- 
curity to the people in their persons, property, 
and religion, and curing such defects as experi- 
ence had pointed ont. ‘Thatis our duty to-day. 
Let us never despair of the Republic; but go to 
work promptly, and so amend the Constitution 
as to give prompt, certain, and full guaranteesto: 
the rights of every citizen in every State and Ter- 
ritory of the Union. Unless we proceed to this 
work without delay, and exhaust every effort to 
accomplish it, we will not have discharged the 
duty we owe to ourselves, our country, aud those 
who are to come after us. Let us employ consti-' 
tutional remedies for the correction of the evils 
by which we are environed, and toavert the dan- 
gers that threaten to ingulf us in inevitable rain. 
Unless we exhaust every means within our reach 
to preserve and perfect the Constitution, ahd save 
our common country, we will be degenerate sons 
of the noblest sires the world ever saw. 

Mr. President, I trust the resolution will pass 
unanimously, and that the committee may be 
composed of the ablest and most experienced 
Senators, representing every political party and 
every section of the country; and that they may 
make a report which will- receive our. sanction 
and the approval of those we fepresent, and thus 
restore unity, quiet, and security, to a distracted 
and divided people. .Such an event would cheer 
and make glad the hearts of the lovers of consti- 
tutional liberty throughout the world. 

I have intentionally forborne to enter into any 
discussion of the.causes that have led to the un- 
fortunate state of affairs by which we are sur- 
rounded, for the reason that it would. be mani= 
festly improper at this time. We shouldindulge 
in no crimination or recrimination in a crisis like 
this. Let us, if possible, rescue the country 
from impending ruin. It will require. all of our ’ 
forbearance, patriotism, and ability, toaccomplish 
this, the most desirable of all earthly objects to.a 
patriotic heart. I have not stated specific amend-: 
ments to the Constitution, believing it best to ° 
leave that for the consideration of the committee: 
contemplated by the resolution. 

Mr. President, I have briefly stated the object 
of the resolution. I have no further remark to 
make, until the committee, if it should be the 
pleasure of the Senate to pass the- resolution, 
shall report. 

Mr. KING. Mr. President, I arn not one of 
those who despair of the Republic; I believe we 
shall go safely through this. crisis, as-we have 
passed through many others that in my period of 
time have been said. to exist. `. Tshould have pre-. 
ferred a proposition: to refer this. subject tea 
standing committee, and that we:should go for= 
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ward in the regular course of our business; but I 
have no particular feeling or choice about it, and 
shall make no question on-a point of that kind. 

I propose to offer some amendments to the 
resolution, which I presume the Senator from 

_ Kentucky will be willing to accept. I propose to 
insert next after the word “ necessary,” where 
that word first occurs in the resolution, the words 
“to maintain the constitutional power of the Fed- 
eral Government, or;”? and next after the word 
“security,” to insert the words “ of person or,” 
and nextafterthe word “righis,” where that word 
first occurs, to insert the words ‘ of personand.” 

Mr. YULEE. Read the resolution as it will 
be if it be so amended. 

The Secretary read the amendments. 

Mr. HALE. Let the whole resolution be read 
as it will be when amended as proposed. 

The Secretary read the resolution as proposed 
to be amended, as follows: 

Resolved, That so much of the President’s message as 
relates to the present agitated and distracted condition of 
the country, and the grievances between the slaveholding 
and the non-slaveholding States, be referred: to a special 
committee of thirteen members; and that said committee 
be instructed to inquire whether any additional legislation, 
within the sphere of Federal authority aud duty, be neces- 
sary to maintain the constitutional power of the Federal 
Government, or for the protection and security of person 
or property in the States and Territories of the United 
States; and if so, that they report by bill. And that said 
committee be also instructed to consider and report upon 
the expediency oft proposing such an amendment or amend- 
ments to the Constitution of the Uuited States as may be 
necessary to give certain, prompt, and full protection to 
the rights of person and of property of the citizens of every 
State and Territory of the United States, and insure the 
equality of the States, and the equal rights of all the citi- 
zens aforesaid, under the, Federal Constitution. 


Mr. COLLAMER. I desire to call the atten- 
tion of the Senator from Kentucky to the pro- 
pricty of striking out of the resolution all about 
the condition of the country and the rights of 
property, and simply refer that part of the mes- 
sage which relates to the state of the Union, toa 
special committee. 

Mr. YULEE. I would ask the Senator from 
New York to explain the parpose of the amend- 
ments he proposes. 

Mr. KING. As L intimated, I doubted whether 
there was very good reason for raising this com- 
mittee at all; butif there be a fitness in it, I do 
not desire to limit the inquiry. We heara great 
deal of disturbance and difficulty and disaffection 
to the Union. The President’s message indicates 
to us a difficulty in the enforcement of the laws, 
and speaks of devices by which the legitimate 
and constitutional power of the Government is 
to be exercised. If there is to be any inquiry at 
all, itis a very proper subject of inquiry whether 
there be any additional legislation necessary to 
maintain its constitutional power, which L trust— 
which I know, indeed—that every good citizen 
desires to see fully sustained and exercised. The 


otheramendments direct the attention of the com- | 
mittee to the security of persons as well as of | 


property. We hear occasionally of a mob de- 
stroying property, and we also hear occasionally 
of a mob which assails an individual. F think 
the security of person is as important as that of 
property; and I would therefore extend the in- 
quiry to all these objects, if it be made at all. 
Mr. GREEN. Mr. President, I intend to vote 
for this resolution, whether it be one way or the 
other. Ido not deem it to be material whether 
the amendments are adopted or rejected. This 
is avery critical period in our country’shistory, 
and J think every effort, fairand honorable, that 
can be made ought to be made to adjust griev- 
ances, whether they be real or imaginary. It 
frequently occurs, in the course of human events, 
when the passions are excited and the judgment 
swayed, that we must make some concessions 
even where a proper sense and a proper judgment 
would say no real grievance exists. I do not 
intend to pronounce judgment, and say that this 
is one of those events; but I will say this: there 
is an excitement and embittered feeling which, 
without being allayed, will prove the death-knell 
of the Union. 
Shall we then stop and permit these conse- 
- quences to follow without making a little effort, 
a strong effort, and a united effort, to save the 
Union? And when I say the Union, I mean the 
Union of the Constitution. 1 donotmeana mere 
association or a conglomeration of States; but I 
mean that old constitutional Union under which 


we have prospered,-and under which we can 
continue to prosper in the future. - 

This committee may fail in its good offices. I 
know there are desponding minds and desponding” 
hearts who look upon it asa futile effort. Thope 
they are mistaken. I know there are excited 
passions in the extreme South ready to close their 
ears against all appeals. f hope that they, too, 
will pause and reflect.until we have had an oppor- 


tunity to consider, to compare notes, to reason. - 


Surely, in the United States, a republican Gov- 
ernment, the popular intelligence 1s to be repre- 
sented by an equality of intelligence in the Senate 
and in the House of Representatives. Surely we 
will not precipitately hurry over the precipice, and 
fall into the yawning gulf, without an effort to 
reason together, to pause a moment, to` reflect. 
and see if something may not be done. Thai 
sufficient cause to irritate exists, I admit. I will 
not attribute it to the one nor the other. I shall 
not say the fault is upon the one side or the other. 
It will be time enough for that when the commit- 
tee investigates and proposes the remedy. 

My main purpose, however, in seconding this 
resolution, and in saying that I intend to support 
it, is to indicate a line of policy which I briefly 
suggested in a resolution which now lies on your 
table. Itisthis: amendments to the Constitution, 
or legal enactments, unless the popular sentiment 
goes with them, or the strong arm of the Govern- 
ment goes with them, are not worth a straw. To 
talk about amendments to the Constitution while 
a vitiated and corrupted state of public sentiment 
prevails, North and South, or either, will amount 
tonothing. Hence I say there must be efforts 
brought to bear on the public sentiment, to correct 
what is wrong in that; or the last alternative: 
you must arm the Federal Government with 
physical power to enforce the Constitution every- 
where. ‘These are but the two peaceable means. 
I would not snap my finger for an amendment to 
the Constitution, except so faras it indicates pub- 
lic sentiment. J would not snap my finger for a 
legal enactment, exceptso far as itindicates pub- 
lic sentiment—I mean on the part of the States. 
But when we come to enforce the Federal Consti- 
tution, youmustarm the Federal Government with 
power to do it. I hope I shall not be met with 
the plea that you will build up a central despotism. 
f would rather have a despotism than anarchy. 
Within the limits of the existing Constitution 
there can be no despotism. To the extent that 
the power is conferred by the present Constitu- 
tion, there can be no wrong in exercising the 
power of Congress, in arming the Executive, in 
arming other public functionaries, and in arming 
States, with power to enforce and maintain con- 
stitutional rights. A repeal of those nullifying 
laws of the North would not amount to a straw, 
unless that repeal comes in consequence of a 
change of public sentiment. A change of the 
Federal Constitution, especially guarantying 
every point named in this resolution, will not 
weigh a feather unless it comes as evidence of the 
sentiment of the people. 

There are but two modes of governing any 
country: one is by common consent and an ap- 


proved and enlightened public judgment; the other . 


is power—physical force. I propose, in the reso- 
lution which I submitted, to employ adequate 
physical force to maintain existing constitutional 
rights, I do not want any additional constitu- 
tional rights. Asa matter of course I shall never 
be a stumbling-block in the way of any reason- 
able adjustment, and I will forego my own opin- 
ions and yield to those of my fellow-citizens and 
fellow-Senators who surround me, for the sake of 
peace and harmony and security; but I have no 
feeling of confidence in it. If we will enforce the 
Constitution as it is, we have got enough. I call 
upon the Secretary to read my resolution, if he 
pleases. 
The Secretary read it, as follows: 


Resolved, That the Committee on the Judiciary be in- 
structed to inquire into the propriety of providing by law 
for establishing an armed police force at all necessary points 
along the line separating the slaveholding States from the 
non-slaveholding States, forthe purpose of maintaining the 
general peace between those States, of preventing the in- 
vasion of one State by citizens of another, and also for the 
efficient execution of the fugitive slave laws. 


Mr.GREEN. In drawing that resolution, Mr. 
President, as a matter of course, it was suggest- 
ive. The details and the precise manner in which 
it is to be carried out, E leave for the committee 


there will 


gation, I trust we shall not say it is to 
enforce and maintain its own _power—at 
the emergency., Are we prepared. to g' 
and call out that power, and exercise it in: 
forcement of this constitutional right? Ther 
nota single Senator on the other side of ‘the Chai 
ber, in my opinion, who disputes the right. There: 
is not one upon this side who does not-assért the 
right. "When we see that in the practical attempt 
to enforce it, difficulty is interposed and obstacles 
thrown inthe way, what ought we, as à Congress, | 
to do but to go to work and provide the necessary: 
strength and power in the Government.to insure 
the faithful execution of the laws. And if that be 
done, one of the great pretended grievances of the 
South, if they be pretended, will be removed. `. 

So far as Missouri is concerned, her grievanée 
is real. Raids—I believe that term has: now bè- 
come Anglicized—have been made into that State 
time and tinie again. . As many.as twelve slave 
have been taken in daylight, put into the wagons. 
of their masters, and marched off with from. ten 
to twenty-five horses, and two or three men killed 
to intimidate the immediate neighborhood. A 
force is raised and sent after them. ` Before it gets 
there, they are all dispersed and gone; and six 
weeks after itis renewed. There is now a.con- 
flict on the border of that State. under this. same 
Montgomery, who, I believe, was a lieutenant 
under John Brown; and we had to send six 
hundred men against him: it will cost Missouri 

100,000; and yet they cannot cross. the border 
ine. If there had been a Federal police placed 
at proper points along there, our‘property would 
have been protected; our. lives would have been 
preserved; our money would have -been saved, 
and the peace of the country would have been 
promoted. You can never accomplish it with- 
out it. If we separate into divided communities, 
a northern. confederacy and a southern confed- 
cracy, such a’ police will be necessary; then a 
standing’ army and forts and bristling bayonets. 
and ponderous.cannon from one end of the line 
to the other, costing a thousand times more; while 
the peace of the country is destroyed, and that 
union and concentration of effort that give im- 
petus and progress to a people will all be lost and 
destroyed forever. Give us that peaceable po- 
lice. It may be best to put it under military com- 
mand—I donot pretend to say. Tam only throw- 
ing out suggestions. Lam only making the: re- 
mark that the case is not a hopeless one; that, as 
grievous as the wrong is, as unfortunate as our 
circumstances are, there is adequate power yet, 
if we make use of it, to save the Government, 
and redress this wrong. | : : 

On the other branches of the subject I shall 
say nothing at present. 1 shall wait until : the 
committee reports. But: before -I close, -Eshal 
take the liberty of referring to the fact that this 
falls appropriately within the duty’of the Federal 
Congress. Section four of article’ four of’ the 
Constitution says: i 

“The United States shall guaranty to every State in 
this Union a republican form. Gf government, and shall 
protect each of them against invasion.” $ 

Now, itis not enough to say that Congress can 
provide means to punish the invaders after the 
mvasion has been made. Congress has the right 
‘to provide the preventive remedy, and’ an ounce 
of prevention is worth more than a pound of cure. 

« And shall protect each of them against invasion.” | 

Virginia has been invaded; Missouri has been 
invaded. What has Congress done to protect 
any State against invasion? Nothing, except to 
provide means to punih the invaders: after the 
invasion is over. Keep the peace; prevent in-. 
vasion; and the only way to‘do it is to have an 
armed military power. 

« And on application of the Legislature, or of the-exee~ 
utive, (when the Legislature cannot be eonvened,} against.. 
domestic violence.” ae 

I do not propose to go into that subject, be- 
cause that depends on the application of the exec- 
utive; but you can prevent invasion. Then the | 
other good result. from it will be,this: there will 
be a total prevention of the abduction of slaves; 
a total prevention of invasion; our 
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il be at peace; and the good old times 
vill return again, such asa few years ago existed 
between Missouri and Hlinoisi When a slave 
did escape, we found as many friends ready. to 
assist dè iù his recapture in Quincy.as we would 
find’on the western bank of the Mississippi. I 
want that good tire to come back again. Owing 
tothe state of public sentiment, you cannot do it 
now}. but give it time to react. ‘In the mean time 
exert your forcible power to prevent the escape 
of fugitives. © 7 : i 

-If f- believed the ‘present state of. the public 
sentiment of the North was to be enduring, was 
to be permanent, I would say it is folly to ‘talk 
about patching up the Union; but I look forward 
to‘a reaction of that public’sentiment. Flook for- 
ward to the time when truth and propriety and 
justice ‘will prevail; when constitutional obliga- 
tions will be observed; and I hope, therefore, to 
clog the wheels of disunion long enough, to inter- 
pose obstacles strong enough, make use of efforts 
vigorous enough, to protect us while we are wait- 
ing for that reaction to occur. 

Merely for the purpose of having in the same 
connection the settled views of the enlightened 
statesmen.of the land to go forward before the 
public, I will read a few extracts from distin- 

uished writers and jurists on this subject. I do 
il, not because they are new to the Senate, but 
because I want them to go before the public. 
‘Judge Baldwin, in the case of Johnson vs. 
Tompkins, said: : 

“The foundations of the Government are laid and rest 


on the rights-of property In staves, and the whole structure 
must fall by disturbing the corner-stone.”? 


Edmund Randolph, in the Virginia convention, 
suid: 

“Were it tight to mention what passed in convention on 
the occasion, might tell you that the southern Siates— 
even South Carolina herself—conceived this property to be 
secured by these words.” : 

That is, the clause on the subject of reclaiming 
fugitive slaves. 

Judge Iredell, in the North Carolina conven- 
tion, referring to the fugitive slave clause in the 
Constitution, said: 

Th some of the northern States they have emancipated 
all of their slaves. If any of our slaves go there, and re- 
main there a certain time, they would, by the present laws, 
be entitled to their freedom, so that their masters could not 
get them again. ‘This would be extremely prejudicial to 
the inhabitants of the southern States ; and to prevent it, 
this clause ig inserted in the Constitution,” 


. Charles Cotesworth Pinckney, in the South 
Carolin ‘convention, said: i 

«We have obtained a right to recover our slaves, in 
whatever part of America they may take refuge, which is 
aright we had not before.” 


Chief Justice Tilghman, of Pennsylvania, in 
the case of Wright vs. Deacon, said: 


“ Whatever may be our opinions on the subject of sla- | 
very; it is well-known that our southern brethren wonld 
not have consented to have become partics to a Constitu- 
tion, under which the United States have enjoyed so much 
prosperity, unless their property in slaves had been secured. 
‘This Constitution bas been adopted by the free consent of 
the citizens of Pennsylvania; and it is the duty of every 
man, whatever may be his office or station, to give ita fair 
and candid construction.” 


The chief justice cites the provision in the 
second section of the fourth article of the Con- 

> stitution, and observes: 

“ Heretsthe principle + the fugitive is to be delivered up 
on chiimrvof the master. But it required a law to regulate 
the unanner in which this. principle. should be reduced to 
practice; It was necessary to establish. some mode in 
whictrthe clainy should: be made, and: the fugitive be de- 
livered ui? es 

The judge tken quotes the cnactment on the 
subject by Congress, and concludes the opinion 
as follows: 

“ Jt plainly appears from the whole scope and tenor of 
the Coustitution and act of Congress, that the fugitive was | 
ta be delivered up on a summary proceeding; without the 
delay of à formal trialin a courtof common law. Butif he 
had really a right to freedom, that right was not impaired by 
this proceeding. He was placed justin the situation in 
whieh he stood before he. fled, and might prosecute his 
right in the State to which he belonged.”? R 


Wiliam Rawle, a distinguished jurist of the 
State of Pennsylvania, in his Essayon the Con- 
stitution of the United States, speaking of fugi- 
tives from justice, and fugitives from servitude or 
labor, says: i ; 

“To the. two latter descriptions of persons no asylum 


can by the Constitution. of the United States. be afforded. 
Phe States are considered as a common family, whose har- 


| shall be delivered up. All that would seem in such eases 


mony would be endangered if they were to protectand de- 
tain such fugitives when. demanded in one case by the 


executive authority of the State, or, pursued in the other 
by the person claiming-an interest in their service.” 


Alexander Hamilton made the following state- 
ment to the New York convention assembled at 
Poughkeepsie, in June, 1788, to. pass on the new 
Constitution submitted to the States by the gen- 
eral convention assembled at Philadelphia. It | 
is extracted from Elliot’s Debates, page 212: 


“Tn order that the committee may understand clearly. 
the principles on which the gentral convention acted, L 
think it necessary to explain some preliminary circum- 
stances. s 

“ Sir, the natural situation of this country seems to divide 
its interest into different classes. There are navigating and 
non-navigating States—the northern are properly the navi- 
gating States; the southern appear to possess neither the 
means nor the spirit of navigation. . This difference of sit- 
uation naturally produces a dissimilarity of interests and 
views respecting foreign commerce. It was the interest 
of the northern States that there should be norestraints on 
their navigation, and that they should have full power, by 
a majority in Congress, to make commercial regulations in 
favor of their own, and in restraint of the navigation of 
foreigners. The southern States wished to impose a re- 
straint on the northern, by requiring that two thirds in 
Congress should he requisite to pass an act inregulation of 
commerce; they were apprehensive that the restraints of 
a navigation law would discourage foreigners, and by oblig- 
ing them to employ the shipping of the northern States, 
would probably enhance their freight. This being the ease, 
they insisted strenuously on having this provision engrafted 
in the Constitution; and the northern States were as anx- 
ious in opposing it.” * a x k * $ 

“Much has been said of the impropriety of representing 
men who have no will of their own: whether this be rea- 
soning or declamation, I will not presume to say. It is the 
unfortunate situation of the southern States to havea great 
part of their population, as well as property, in blacks. 
‘The regulation complained of, was one result of the spirit 
of accommodation which governed the convention ; and 
without this indulgence, no Union could possibly have been 
formed. And, sir, considering some peculiar advantages 
Qvhich we derive, it is entirely just that they should be grat- 
ified. ‘The southern States possess certain staples—tobacco, 
tice, indigo, &c., {and now, above all, cotton,]}—which 
must now be capital objects in treaties of commerce with 
forcign nations ; and the advantages which they necessarily 
procure in these treaties, will be felt throughout all the 
States. 

“Tt became necessary, therefore, to compromise, or the 
convention would bave dissolved without effecting any- 
thing. Would it have been wise and prudent in that body, 
in this critical situation, to have deserted their country? 
No. Every man who hears me, every wise man in the 
United States, would have condemned them. ‘Fhe con- 
vention were obliged to appoint a committee for accom- 
modation. In this committee the agreement was formed 
as it now stands, and their report was accepted. Lt wasa 
delicate point, and it was necessary that all parties should 
be indulged.” 


Mr. Justice Story, in book 3, chapter 40 of his 
Commentaries on the Constitution of the United 
States, considers together the subject of fugitive 
offenders and fugitive slaves. After quoting the 
clause respecting fugitives from service, he says: 


& This clause was introduced into the Constitution solely 
for the benefit of the slaveholding States, to enable them 
to reclaim their fugitive slaves who should have escaped 
into other States where slavery was not tolerated. The 
want of such a provision under the Confederation was felt 
as a gricvous inconvenience by the slavcholding States, 
since in many States no aid whatsoever would be allowed 
to the owners, and sometimes, indeed, they met with open 
resistance. ?”? : 


And in the next section he thus expresses him- 
self: 


“Tt is obvious that these provisions for the arrest and | 
removal of fugitives of both classes contemplate summary 
ministerial proceedings, and not the ordinary course of 
judicial investigations to ascertain whether the complaint 
be well founded, or the claim of ownership be established 
beyond all legal controversy. In cases of suspected crimes, 
the guilt or innocence of the party is to be made outat his 
trial, and not upon the preliminary inquiry whether be 


to be necessary is, that there should be prima facie evi- 
dence before the executive authority to satisfy its judgment 
that there is probable cause to believe the party guilty, 
such as upon an ordinary warrant would justity his com 
mitment for trial. And in the cases of fugitive staves, there 
would seem to be the same necessity, ofrequiring only prima 
facie proofs of ownership without putting the claimant toa 
formal assertion of his rights by a suit at the common iaw. 
Congress appear to have acted upon this opinion ; and, ac- 
cordingly, in the statute upon this subject have authorized 
summary proceedings before a magistrate, upon which he 
may grant a warrant for a removal? 


In the case of The Commonwealth vs. Griffin, 
Chief Justice Parker, of Massachusetts, holds 
this language: 

“ This brings the case to a single point, whether the stat- 
ute of the United States, giving power to seize a slave 
without a warrant, is constitutional? It is difficult, in a 
case like this, for persons who are not inhabitants of slave- 
holding States, to prevent prejudice from having too strong 
an effect on their minds. We must reflect, however, that 
the Constitution was made with some Staies in which it 
would not occur to the miud to inquire whether slaves 
Were property. It was a very serious question when they 


came to make the Constitution, what should be done with- 
their slaves? 


stitution. That instrument was a compromise. It wasa 
compact by which all are bound. We are to consider, 
then, what was the intention of the Constitution? ‘he 
words of it were used out of delicacy, so as not to offend. 
some in the convention whose feelings were abhorrent to 
slavery ; but we there entered into an agreement that slaves 
should be considered as property. Slavery would still have 
continued, if no Constitution had been made. 

“The Constitution does not prescribe the mode of re- 
claiming a slave, but leaves it to be determined by Cou- 
gress. Jtis very clear that it was not intended that appli- 
cation shouid be- made to the executive authority of the 
State. It is said that the act which Congress has passed 
on this subject, is contrary to the amendment of the Con- 
stitution securing the people in their persons and property 
against seizures, &c., without a complaint upon oath. But 
all the parts of the instrument are to be taken together. Tt 
is very obvious that slaves ure not parties to the Constitu- 
tion, and the amendment has relation to the parties. 

“it is said that when a seizure is made, it shouldbe 
made conformable to our laws. ‘This does not follow from 
the Constitution ; and the act of Congress says tharthe për- 
son to whom the service is due may seize, &e. Whether 
the statute is a harsh one, is not for us to determine, 

“ But it is objected, that a person may, in this summary 
manner, seize a freeman. It niay be so; but this would be 
attended with mischievous consequences in the person 
making the seizure.” 

In the case of Jack vs. Martin, Chief Justice 
Nelson, of New York, now of the Supreme Court 
of the United States, indulged in similar reasons. 
He said: 

“The counsel for the plaintiff in error contends the 
mode of making the claim and of delivering up the fugi- 
tive is a subject exclusively of State regulation, with 
which Congress has no right to interfere; and upon this 
view the constitutionality of the law of this State is sought 
to be sustained. ` : 

“It is material to look into the object of this clause of 
the Constitution, the evil to be guarded against, and the ` 
nature and character of the rights to be protected and en- 
forced, in order to comprehend its meaning, and determine 
what powers, and to what extent, may be rightfully claimed 
under it. 

« At the adoption of the Constitution, a small minority 
of the States had abolished slavery within their limits 
either by positive enactment or judicial adjudication; an 
the southern States are known to have been more deeply 
interested in slave labor than those of the North, where 
slavery yet, to some extent, cxisted; but where, it must 
have been seen, it would probably soon disappear. It was 
natural for that portion of the Union to fear that the latter 
States might, under the influence of this unhappy and ex- 
citing subject, be tempted to adopt a course of legislation 
that would cmbarrass the owners pursuing their fugitive 
slaves, if not discharge them froin service, and invite es- 
cape by affording a place of refuge. They already had 
some experience of the perplexities in this respèct, under 
the Confederation, which coutained no provision on this 
subject; and the serious and almost insurmountable diffi- 
culties that this species of property occasioned in the con- 
vention were well calculated to confirm their strongest 
apprehensions. To this source must be attributed, no 
doubt, the provision of the Constitution, and which directly 


nicets the evil, by not only prohibiting the States from enact- 
ing any regulation discharging the slave from service, but by 
directing that he shall be delivered up-to the owner. It 
implies a doubt whether they would, in the exercise of un- 
restrained power, regard the rights of the owner, 


or prop- 


erly protect them by local legislation. 

“he object of the provision being thus palpable, it 
should receive a construction that will operate most effect- 
ually to accomplish the end consistent with the terms of it. 
This we may reasonably infer will be in accordance with 
the intent of the makers, and will regard with becoming 
respect the rights of those especially interested in its exe- 
cution. Which power, then, was it intended should be 
charged with the duty of prescribing the mode. in which 
this injunction of the Constitution should be carried into 
effect and enforcing its execution, the States or Congress ? 
It is very clear, if left to the former, the great purpose of 
the provision might be deieated in spite of the Constitu- 
tion. The States migit omit any legislation on the subject, 
and thereby leave the owner without any known means 
by which to assert his rights; or they might so encumber 
and curbarrass the prosecution of them, that their legis- 
lation on the subject would be tantamount to denial. That 
all this could not be done or omitted without disregarding 
the spirit of the Constitution, is true; but the provision 
itself is founded upon the assumption that without it the 
acknowledged rights of the owners would not be observed 
or protected ; it Was made in express terms to guard against 
a possible act of injustice by the State authorities. The 
idea that the framers of the Constitution intended to leave 
the regulation of this subject to the States, when the pro- 
Vision itself obviously sprang out of their fears of partial 
aud unjust legislation by the States in respect toit, cannot 
readily be adnitted. It would present an inconsistency of 
action, and an unskillfulness in the adoption of means for 
the end in view, too remarkable to have been overlooked 
by a much less wise body of men, They must naturally 
have seen and felt that the spirit apprehended to ‘exist in 
the States, which made this provision expedient, would 
be able to frustrate its object in regulating the mode and 
manner of carrying it into effect; that the remedy of the 
evil and the security of rights would not be complete unless 
this power was also vested in the national Government.” 


Judge Nelson’s opinion was affirmed bythe 
court of last resort. a 

Chancelor Walworth, in giving an opinion 
upon the same case, said: i 

“However much. therefore, we may deplore the exist: 


cuce ofslavery in any part of tlie Union, as a national as well - 
as a.local evil, yet, as the right of the master to reclain his 


They might have kept aloof frdm the Con- i! fugitive slave is secured to him by the Federal Constitution, 
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no good citizen whose liberty and property are protected j 
by that Constitution, will interfere to prevent this provis- 
ion from being carried into full effect, according to its spirit 
and effect; and even where the forms of law are resorted 
to'for the purpose of evading the constitutional provision, 
or to delay the remedy of the master in obtaining a return 
of his fugitive slave, it is undoubtedly the rigut, and may 
become the duty, of the court in which any proceedings for 
that purpose are instituted to set them aside, if they are not 
cominenced and carried on in good faith, and upon prob- 
able grounds for believing that the chun of the master to 
the service of the supposed slave is invalid.” 


Mr. Justice Story, of the Supreme Court of the į 
United States, in the case of Prigg vs. The State 
of Pennsylvania, thus defines the rights of the 
slaveowner undcr that article of the Constitation: 


“The clause manifestly contemplates the existence of a 
positive unqualified right on the part of the owner of the 
slave, which no State law or regulation can in any way 
qualify, regulate, control, or restrain. The slave is not to 
be discharged from service or labor in consequence of any 
State law or reguiation. ‘The question can never be, how | 
much the slave is discharged trom, but whether he is dis- 
charged from any, by the natural or necessary operation of 
State laws or State regulations. The question is not one 
of quantity or degrec, but of withholding or controlling the 
incidents of a positive and absolute right. 

“Tf this be so, then all the incidents to the right attach 
also; the owner must, therefore, have the right to seize 
and repossess the slave, which the local laws of his own 
State confer upon him as property. 

“ Upon this ground we have not the slightest hesitation 
in holding that, under and in virtue of the Constitution, 
the owner of aslave is clothed with entire authority, in 
every State of the Union, to seize and recapture his slave 
whenever he can do it without any breach of the peace, 
or any illegal violence. In this sense and to this extent 
this clause of the Constitution may properly be said to ex- 
ecute itself; and to require no aid from legislation, State 
or national. 

« But the clause of the Constitution does not stop here ; 
nor indeed, consistently with its professed objects, could it 
doso. Many eases must arise in which, if the remedy of 
the owner were confined to the mere right of seizure and 
recaption. he would be utterly without any adequate rc- 
dress.. He may not be abie to lay his hands upon the slave. 
He may not be able to enforce his rights against persons 
who either secrete or conceal or withhold the slave. He 
may be restricted by local legislation as to the modes of 
proof of his ownership, as to the courts in which he shall 
sue, and as to the actions which he may bring, or the pro- 
cess he may use to compel the delivery of the slave. Nay, 
the local legislation may be utteriy inadequate to furnish the 
appropriate redress, by authorizing no processin rem, or no 
spccitic mode of repossessing the slave, leaving the owner, 
at best, not that right which the Constitution designed to 
secure—a specific detivery and repossession of the slave— 
but a mere remedy in damages; and that, perhaps, against 
persons utterly insolvent or worthless. The State tegisla- 
tion may be entirely sitent on the whole subject, and its 
ordinary remedial process framed with different views and 
objects; and this may. be innocently as well as designedty 
done, since every State is perfectly competent, and has the 
exclusive right to prescribe the remedies in its own judicial 
tribunals, to limit the time as well as the mode of redress, 
and to deny jurisdiction over cases which its own policy 
and its institutions either prohibit or discountenance. 

“ Tf, therefore, the clause of the Constitution had stopped 
atthe mere recognition of the right, without providing or 
contemplating any means by which it might be established 
and enforced in cases where it did not execute itself, itis 
plain that it would have been, in a great variety of cases, 
a delusive and eimpty denunciation. l 

« And this leads us to the consideration of the other part 
ofthe clause, which implies at once a guarantee and duty. 
It says: ¢ But he [the slave] shall be delivered up on claim 
of the party to whom such Jabor or service is due.’ By 
whom to be delivered up? fn what mode to be delivered 
up? How, ifa refusal takes place, is the right of delivery 
to be enforced? Upon what proofs? When and under 
what circumstances shall the possession of the owner, 
after it is obtained, be conclusive of his right, so as to pre- 
elude any farther inquiry and examination into it by local 
tribunals or otherwise while the slave is in possession of 
the owner, or in transitu to the State from which he fled? 

“These and many other questions will readily occur 
upon the slightest attontion to the clause, and it is obvious 
that they can receive but one satisfactory answer. They 
require the aid of legislation to protect the right, to enforce 
the delivery, and to secure the subsequent possession of 
the slave. 

“Lf indeed the Constitution guaranties the right, and if 
it requires the deliyery upon the claim of the owner—as 
cannot well be doubted—the natural inference certainly is 
that the national Government is clothed with the appro- 
priate authority and functions to-enforee it. The funda- 
mental principle applicable to all cases of this sort would 
seem to be that, where the end is required, the means are 
given; and where the duty is enjoined, the ability to per- 
form it is contemplated to exist on the part of the func- 
tionaries to whom it is inwusted. ‘The clause is found in 
the national Constitution, and not in that of any State. It 
docs not point out any State functionaries, or any State 
action, to carry its provisions into effect. On the contrary, 
the natural and necessary conclusion is that the national 
Government is bound, through its own proper departments 
—legisiative, judicial, and exectitive—to carry into effect 
all the rights and duties imposed by the Constitution. 

“Tewill probably be found, when we look to the char- 
acter of the Constitution of the United States itself, the ; 
objects which it seeks to attain, the power which it cm- 
ploys, the duties whicb it enjoins, and the rights which it 
secures---as well as tothe known historical facts that many 
of its provisions. were matters of compromise of opposing 
Interests and opinions—that no uniform rule of interpreta- | 
tion can be applied, which may not allow, even if it dues | 
not positively demand, many modifications in its applica~ : 


i 
i 


tion to particularciauses. Perhaps the safest rule of inter- 
pretation, afterall, wiil be found to be, to`look to the nature 
and object of the particular powers, duties, rights, with all 
the light and aid of cotemporary history; and to give to 
the words of each just such operation and force, consistent 
with their legitimate meaning, as may fairly secure and 
attain the ends proposed. ft is historically well known 
that the object of the clause of the Constitution, relating 
to persons owing service and labor in one State escaping 
into another, was to secure to the citizens of the siave- 
holding States the complete right and title of ownership in 
their slaves, as property, tp every State of the Union into 
which they might escape trom tbe State where they were 
heid in servitude. 7 

& The full recognition of this right and titte was indis- 
pensable to the security of this species of property in all 
the slavcholding States; and, indeed, was so vitak to the 
preservation of their domestic interests and institutions, 
that it cannot be doubted that it constituted a fundamental 
article, without the adoption of which the Union could not 
havesbeen formed. Its true design was to guard agaiyst 
the dogtrines and principles prevailing in the non-slave- 
holding States, by preventing them from intermeddling 
with, o&gbstructing, or abolishing, the rights of the own- 
ers of slives. The clause in the Constitution relating to 
fugitives from Jabor manifestly contemplates the existence 
of a positive, unqualified right, on the part of the owner of 
the slave, which no State law or regulation canin any way 
qualify, regulate, control, or restrain. Any State law of 
regulation which interrupts, limits, delays, or postpones the 
rights of the owner to the iminediate command of his ser- 
vice or labor, operates, pro tanto, a discharge of the-slave 
therefrom. ‘The owner of a fugitive slave has the same 
right to seize and take him, in a State to which he ‘has 
escaped, that he has in a State from which he fied. The 
court have not the slightest hesitation in holding that, under 
and in virtue of the Constitution, the owner of a slave is | 
clothed with the authority, in every State of the Union, to 
seize and recapture his slave. 

“The right to seize and retake fugitive slaves, and the 
duty to deliver them up, in whatever State of the Union 
they may be found, is, under the Constitution, recognized 
as an absolute, positive right and duty, pervading the 
whole Union with an cquai and supreme force, uncon- 
trolled and uncontrollable by State sovereignty and State 
legislation. The right and duty are coextensive and uni- 
form in remedy and operation throughout the whole Union. 
The owner has the same security and the same remedial 
justice and the same exemption from State regulations and 
control, through however many States he may pass with 
the fugitive slave in his possession, i transitu to. his 
domicil .’? 

The Supreme Court, in the case of Moore, ex- 
ecutor of Eels, vs. the State of Illinois, decided 
thus: 

“A State, under its general and admitted power to define 
and punish offenses against its own peace and policy, may 
repel from its borders an unacceptable population, whether 
paupers, criminals, fugitives, or liberated. slaves; and, 
consequently, may punish her citizens and others who 
thwart this policy, by harboring, secreting, or in any other 
way assisting such fugitives. - 

“It is no objection to such Iegistation that the offender 
may be liable to punishment, under the act of Congress, for 
the same acts, when injurious to the owner of the fugitive 
slave. 

“The case of Prigg vs. The Commonwealth of Pennsyl- 
vania (16 Peters, 539) presented the following questions, 
which were decided by the court: 

«¢1. That under and in virtue of the Constitution of the 
United States, the owner of a slave is clothed with entire 
authority in cvery State in the Union, to scize and recap- 
ture his slave, wherever he can do it without illegal vio- 
lence or a breach of the peace. 

<<. That the Government of the United States is clothed 
with appropriate authority and functionsto enforce the de- 
livery, on claim of the owner, and has properly exercised 
it in the act of Congress of 12th February, 1793. 

«63. ‘Phat any State law or regulation which interrupts, 
impedes, limits, embarrasses, delays, or. postpones the 
right of the owner to the immediate pussession of the slave, 
and the immediate command of his service, is void? 

«This court has not decided that State legislation in aid 
of the claimant, and which does not directly or indirectly 
delay, impede, or frustrate, the master in the exercise of 
his right under the Constitution, or in pursuit of his rem- 
edy given by the act of Congress, is void.”—Howard’s S. 
C. Reports, vol. 14, pp. 13, 14. 

I desire to have public sentiment called to this 
point. I have no doubt the honest people of the 
North, when tbey see that their own judges and 
their own statesmen have thus decided, will begin 
to reflect upon the impropriety of their attempts 
to rescue slaves, right or wrong. If wecan carry 
out that provision of the Constitution in an effect- 
ual manner, by an armed force to maintain and 
secure the execution of the Constitution, but little 
more will remain to be done to pacify the public 
mind. i sf , 

Will it not be better to have this armed police 
iu the Union, accomplishing its desired object, 
than tó have a standing army out of the Union? 
We might, by possibility, separate in a peaceable 
manner; but the peace would not last six wecks. 
While the prudent men upon both sides would 
be in favor of peace, and while the prudent men 
upon both sides would advise peace, still some 
reckless men can involve the two sections Mr a 
war, the flames of which, being lighted up, will 
burn, throughout the là d; and prudence will be | 


destroyed by the improper and unfortunate action | 


of afew reckless individuals. Let parties be 
in hostile array, and: who can: foretell th 
Let a boy at school puta chip om lis head, and 
tell another.that he must not knock.it off, he 
will be sure to-do it.. [tis the prineipl 
nature, that, when threats. are. made 
ances. are. thrown out, when attempts: 
to. intimidate, there will be an effort m 
them. Cannot we conciliate. better by: p 
action? Cannot we, protect every. ‘interes! 
threatened? Cannot we preventourslaves eins 
ran off? Cannot we -protect Virginia “and: Mig 
souri, and. the other. border States, from being in- 
yaded? There is adequate power in the Govern- 
ment to doit. Will you exercise‘it, or wilt you 
first flee from the falling fabric without making a 
single effort to prop it up and: sustain it?” If the 
foundation be undermined, take out the rotten 
piece and insert new timber. .Go. to wor d 
make at least one last, lingering’ effort. 
upon. the record of your country’s. history,:as 
your boys and girls will read it thirty years 
rence, in the light’ of true: patriots, wHing:to 
make every personal sacrifice, willing to. malte 
every individual and public effort to save the Gov- 
ernment, and to save our rights:at the san 
A Government without rights..is nothing, and] 
would not:haveit;,1 would leave it, if it were per- 
mitted sò to exist; but if there.be a possibility 
(and I think there is more: than a possibility; {T 
think there is a probability) of securing our rights 
in the Government still, let us make the effort. 
It is of no use for me to say what ultimate results 
may drive me to; I think it very improper to say. 
that in the Senate. I will only say-this: I trust 
in God, as I believe, I shall be adequate to the 
emergency, whatever it calls for. < o ogon 
Mr. LATHAM. Mr. President, it is notmy 
purpose to address the Senate at this time upon 
the pending resolution. I rise to correct a false 
impression upon the public mind, ds I havo seen 
it published in several leading journals of -the 
country, as to-the attitude of California in. the 
penton It has been said, and by, mahy: 
clieved, that, in the event of the secessi 
several of the States of the Union, Califor 


via 
would avail herself of the opportunity to declare 
her own independence, and, in conjunction with 


the other territory of the United States.on the 
Pacific, would’ form a Pacific Republic. 5. 

Mr. President, there is not a word of trath in 
this idea, and it docs great injustice to the people 
of that State. This Wnion has no more loyal 
subjects than the people of California; and out of 
her half million population, I believe there are 
not many who are for disunion. in any shape. 
California will remain in the Union as it js and 
as it may be. And if, as seems now to be con- 
ceded, the cotton States withdraw from the Union, 
and are eventually followed by all the southern 
States, California, I am certain, will still remain 
with the great West and the North, with whom 
she is identified. [Symptoms of applause in the 
galleries.] ee : Sane 

In addréssing this body. upon the 16th of April 
last, I foreshadowed the idea of a Pacific Repub- 
lic upon the dissolution of the existing Union. 

I am satisfied, upon more mature reflection, to 
say the least, £ was premature. For whatever 
may be my own opinion of the right or wrong of 
the presentagitating question, a question in which 
California has no present or vital interest, I feet 
it my bounden duty to thus give, not only:my 
own opinion, but, as one of her representatives, 
to state what I believe to be the voice of her 
majority. : 

There is but one thing which will or can alienate 
the affections of the people of the Pacific from. the 
Union as it is or as it may be; and thatis,a failure 
to give them a Pacific railroad, and, until it is 
completed, overland mail facilities, : 

Upon this question they are clamorous, wrgent, 
unanimous; and, since the great West and North 
arë thoroughly committed to this. material idea, 
their loyalty cannot be questioned. 

Ishall, M President, at some future day, with. 
the indulgence of the Senate, submit a few reasons 
for this opinion, and also allude to, the present, 
‘condition of the country, but not until other Sen- 
ators are heard who rank me in age, experience, 
and. wisdom, gel. : 

Mr. FOSTER. Mr. Presidents Eghould like- 
to ask the honorable Senator from Kentucky, who 
i proposes the resolution, whether he abvepted or 
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declined to accept the amendments of the honor- 
able Senator from New York? 
“Mr. POWELL. If the Senator will allow me, 
Twill. make a statement. In order to avoid alt 
discussion on this matter and allow the commit- 
tee to be free and untrammeled, F propose to con- 
seni in substance to the suggestion of the Senator 
from Vermont, and that: is'‘to ‘strike out ‘all after 
the word. “‘ members,” and add, ‘and that said 
committee be instructed to inquire into the pres- 
ent condition of the country, and ‘report by bill 
or otherwise.’” “That makes it as universal as it 
can be, and: is:the substance of. the proposition 
of the Senator from Vermont. ` 

That is well 


Mr. HAMLIN and others. 
enough.” ` ` 
: The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator 
from New York withdraw his amendments? : 
Mr. KING. I would not of mys¢!f; but I 
suppose they share the fate of the original prop- 
osinon, that being withdrawn. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. TheSenators can 
respectively withdraw what they have heretofore 
offered, and submit this. That is the shortest 


way. 

Several Senators, (to Mr. Kine.) Withdraw 
your amendments. 

Mr. KING. I did not hear what was the cx- 
act proposition of the Senator from Kentucky. 

Mr. POWELL. It was to strike out all after 
the word ‘ members,” and insert-—— 

: Mr, DOUGLAS and others. Let the resolu- 
tion'be read as it now stands. 

Mr. POWELL. Very well. 

The Secretary read the-resolution as proposed 
to be amended, as follows: ` > 

Resolved, That so much of the President’s message as 
relates tothe agitated and distracted condition of the coun- 
try, and the grievances between the slaveholding and non- 
slaveholding States, be referred to a special committee of 
thirteen members, and that said committee be instructed 
to inquire into the present condition of the country, and 
report by bill or otherwise. i 

Mr. KING. Mr. President, if there be any- 
thing whatever that ought to be inquired into, in 
my judgment, it is, whether the laws be sufficient 
to enable the Government to maintain itself and 
to enforce its constitutional powers; but I suppose 
that, by parliamentary rule, my amendment also 
fails whan the original proposition fails. I have 
no disposition to embarrass this matter in any 
way; and if no instructions are given, then I 
take it what I have proposed will- be a subject- 
matter for the consideration of the committee. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The proposition, 
ag now amended, is before the Senate. 

Mr. FOSTER. I am extremely rejoiced, for 
one, Mr. President-—— 

Mr, IVERSON. I rise to a point of order. I 
desire to know whether there is not a special 
order set apart for to-day at one o’clock. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair asks 
ardon of the Senate; be observes that the hour 
as passed by a few minutes; and he must call 

the attention of the body to the special order. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN, I hope we shall pro- 
ceed with the business before us. 


FLORIDA CLAIMS. 


The VICE PRESIDENT. The special order 
is the bill (S. No. 230) declaratory of the acts for 
catrying into effect the ninth article of the treaty 
between the United States and Spain. 

Mr. IVERSON... Asneither the Senator from 
Florida (Mr, Matxory] nor my colleague, [Mr. 
Toomas,] who have taken a very deep Interest in 
this bill, is present, I move, with the concur- 
rence of the friends of the bill, that it be post- 
poned for one week, and made the special order 
for Monday next at onc o’clock. 

Mr: HALE. I do not rise to oppose the mo- 
tion, but L want to make a suggestion to the chair: 
man ofthe Committce on Claims, who has the bill 
in charge. Itisa-very important measure, which 
excited a great deal of discussion at the last ses- 
sion, and the action of the Senate was rather ad- 
verse to it. Since then Ihave been appealed to 
by some gentlemen. who feel an interest in the 
matter, and am earnestly desired to examine it. 
Ispoke and voted against it at the last session, 
and I am desirous to examine it, and willing to 
do so; I shall give it a fair examination; but I 
want to suggest to the Senator from Georgia that 
it is not possible that that can be done between 
nowand next Monday... If he will putitofuntil 


| after the holidays I thinkt he will have an o por- 


tunity to get a more intelligent vote on it. I am 
desirous of examining the case, and if itis worthy 


| of a vote, giving it. 


Mr. IVERSON. We can postpone it again 
on Monday if the Senator should not be ina con- 
dition then to consider it. I propose to postpone 
it until Monday, because I am. not advised of the 
movements either of my colleague or the Senator 
from Florida, both of whom feel an interest in the 
bill. I prefer to have it postponed until Monday, 
and no longer, for the present, and then of course 
we can be governed. by circumstances; we ca 
postpone it until after the holidaysand goon t 
as the Senate may think proper. 

The VICE PRESIDENT put the questi 
Mr. Iverson’s motion, and it was agreed 


STATE OF THE UNION. 


The VICE PRESIDENT. The resolution of 
the Senator from Kentucky is before the Senate, 
and the Senator from Connecticut is entitled to 
the floor. 

Mr. FOSTER. I have no disposition, Mr. 
President, to occupy the time of the Senate. I 
hope the question may be taken on the resolution, 
and that it may pass. I, for one, feel very much 
rejoiced that the honorable Senator from Ken- 
tucky “has proposed it, not because I suppose 
there is any great need of legislation here, but 
that the country is looking towards us, and if we 
do nothing public excitement will be rather in- 
creased than diminished. Ifwe take astep which 
looks toward consideration of the distracted con- 
dition of the country, it may tend to allay public 
excitement to some extent; and if it do to any 
extent, it is surely desirable that it be donc. 1 
should have voted for the resolution of the hon- 
orable Senator from Kentucky without amend- 
ment, had he not agreed to amend it, not because 
I could agree with its terms and phraseology al- 
together—I was much better satisfied, certainly, 
with the resolution as proposed to be amended b 
the honorable Senator from New York—but still, 
I say Isheuil have voted, I think, for the ori- 
ginal resolution had the amendments not been 
acceptable to the Senator who moved it, and I 
should have donc.so for reasons satisfactory to 
my own mind. 

Our Federal Government, Mr. President, to- 
day is, and for many years past has been, in the 
hands of a great political party called, usually, 
the Democratic party. The President of the Uni- 
ted States belongs to that party; all the heads of 
Departments belong to that party; a large major- 
ity of the members of this Senate belong to that 
party. The only exception to the remark I have 
made, if any exception can be made, is the House 
of Representatives, where that party may not, 
and indeed does not, have a numerical majority. 
Still, the remark is true that the Federal Govern- 
ment is now in the handsof the great Democratic 
party of this country. 

Under these circumstances, we are told that 
our Union is in danger of teing disrupted and 
falling to pieces. In that sta‘e of things, a mem- 
ber of the Democratic party sitting on the Ad- 
ministration side of the Chamber, representing 
certainly as gallant and patriotic a State as‘any 
one in this Union of States, comes forward with 
a proposition which I should feel it my duty.to 
support, because it looks toward allaying the 
excitement said, and undoubtedly truly said, to 
exist in the country; and it looks toward bring- 
ing back harmony and fraternal feeling to our 
country. 

The disruption of the country and its falling to 
pieces, even though it happened in the hands of 
the Democratic party, would be deplored by me 
as much as by any man in this body; and such 
an event would be as much deplored by the State 
of Connecticut as by any State in this Union. 
She would consider it the duty of her represent- 
atives here, to do all that honorable and patriotic 
men could do to avert that catastrophe. She 
would expect them to rise far above all party 
‘considerations, if by so doing they could prevent 
so disastrous a result. 

I therefore, entertaining the opinions I do in 
regard to the amendments proposed by the Sen- 
ator from New York, should have voted for the 
original resolution; and would very cordially 
have given my support to any honest effort (and 
this I believe, indeed I may say I know;isan hon- 


est. one) to. promote peace and harmony in the 
country. I certainly must not be understood as 
committing myself to some suggestions in . thé 
resolution in regard to amendments to the Consti- 
tution, and so forth; but I do commit myself to 
any patriotic effort to promote harmony and peace 
in our country: Asthe resolution stands, it seems 
to me certainly to be quite unexceptionable to 
any one. It covers the whole ground. It can- 
not be said to have any party aspect. Itas much 
belongs to one side of the Chamber as the other. 
It is broad and liberal as language can make it. 
And if there is, as I trust there Is, a disposition 
here, and I hope elsewhere, to promote: the har- 
mony and peace of. the country, a resolution of 
this sort is certainly a most appropriate one under 
which we may make the effort. ` ; 

Mr. DOUGLAS. Mr. President, I only rise 
to express my regret that the Senator from Con- 
necticut should have deemed it consistent with 
his duty to try to bring party politics. and party 
discussion into this question at this time. Uhad 
hoped that we could lay aside our party feuds 
until we had saved the country; and then, if we 
must, let us quarrel about who shall govern it af- 
terwards. I am ready to act with any party, with 
any individual of any party, who will come to 
this question with an eye single to the preserva- 
tion of the Constitution and the Union. . [Mani- 
festations of approbation in the gallery.] I trust 
we may lay aside all party grievances, party 
feuds, partisan jealousies, and look to our coun- 
try, and not to our party, in the consequences of’ 
our action, Sir, fam as good a party man as any 
one living, when there are only patty issues at 
stake, and the fate of political parties to be pro- 
vided for. But, sir, if I know myself, I do not 
desire to hear the word party, or to listen to. any 
j party appeal, while we are considering and dis- 
cussing the questions upon which the fate of the 
country now hangs. [Applause in the galleries.) 

Mr. DAVIS obtained the floor... 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Will the Senator 
from Mississippi pause fora moment? .The Chair 
has observed several times this morning, as. dif- 
ferent Senators have been speaking, a disposition 
to applaud in the galleries. It has not been usual 
in the Senate, and at this time can be productive 
of no good, and cannot be tolerated. No matter 
what Senator is addressing the Chair, the Chair 
will deem it his duty to enforce the rules of the 


1 body. There must be decorum and order in these 


large galleries. 
` Mr. MASON. The Senator from Mississippi 
will indulge me in adding to what has fallen from 
the President, that it not only has not been usual, 
but it can only be considered an indignity to the , 
Senate for those in the galleries to express appro- 
bation or disapprobation at anything that passes 
here; and I trust that, if it occurs again, the Pre- 
siding Officer will order the galleries to be cleared. 
It is an indignity to the Senate, whether the 
manifestation be of approbation or disapproba- 
tion. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from 
Mississippi. 3 , f e 

Mr. DAVIS. Mr. President, if the political 
firmament seemcd to me dark before, there has 
been little in the discussion this morning to cheer 
or illumine it. When the proposition of the Sen- 
ator from Kentucky was presented,—not ver 
hopeful of a good result,—I was yet willing to wait 
and see what developments it might produce. 
This morning, for the first time, it has been con- 
sidered; and what of encouragement have. we 
received? One Senator presents, as a cure for 
the public evil impending over us, to invest the 
Federal Government with such physical power 
as properly belongs to monarchy alone. Another 
announces that his constituents cling to the Ted- + 
eral Government if its legislative favors and its 
Treasury secure the works of improvement and 
facilities which they desire; while another rises 
to point out that the evils of the land are of-a 
party character. Sir, we have fallen ‘upon’ ‘evil 
umes, Indeed, if the great convulsion which now 
shakes the body-politic to its center isto be dealt 
with by such quack nostrums.as these. Men 
must look more deeply, must risé to a bigher alti- 
tude; like patriots, they must confront the danger 
face to face, if they hope to relieve the evils which 
now disturb the peace of the land, and threaten 
the destruction of our political existence. : 

First of all, we must inquire what is the cause 


1860. 


‘THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE: 


of the evils which besetus? The diagnosis of the 
disease must be stated before we are prepared to 
rescribe. Is it the fault of our legislation here? 
[£ so, then it devolves upon us to correct it, and 
we have the power. Is it the defect of the Federal 
organization, of the fundamental law ofour Union? 
I bold that itis not. Our fathers, learning wisdom 
from the experiments of Rome and of Greece— 
the one a consolidated Republic, and the other 
strictly a Confederacy—and taught by the lessons 
of our own experiment under the Confederation, 
came together to form a Constitution for “fa more 
perfect Union,” and, in my judgment, made the 
best Government which has ever been instituted 
by man. It only requires that it should be car- 
ried out in the spirit m which it was made; that 
the circumstances under which it was made should 
continue, and no evil can arise under this Gov- 
ernment for which it has not an appropriate rem- 
edy. Thenitis outside of the Government—else- 
where than to its Constitution, or to its adminis- 
tration—that we are to look. Men must not creep 
in the dust of partisan strife, and seek to make 
points against opponents as the means of evading 
or meeting the issues before us. ‘The fault is 
not in the form of the Government, nor does 
the evil spring from the manner in which it has 
been administered. Where, then, is it? It is that 
our fathers formed a Government for a Union of 
friendly States; and though under it the people 
have been prosperous, beyond comparison with 
any other whose career is recorded in the history 
of man, still that Union of friendly States has 
changed its character, and sectional hostility has 
been substituted for the fraternity in which the 
Government was founded. 

{ do not intend here to enter into a statement 
of grievances; I do not intend here to renew 
that war of crimination which for years past 
has disturbed the country, and in which I have 
taken a part perhaps more zealous than use- 
ful; but I call upon all men who have in their 
hearts a love of the Union, and whose service js 
not merely that of the lip, to look the question 
calmly but fully in the face, that they may see 
the true cause of our danger, which, from my 
examination, I believe to be that a sectional hos- 

“tility has been substituted for a general frater- 
nity, and thus the Government rendered pow- 
erless for the ends for which it was instituted. 
The hearts of a portion of the people have been 
perverted by that hostility, so that the powers 
delegated by the compact of union are regarded, 
not as means to secure the welfare of all, but as 
instruments for the destruction of a part, the 
minority section. How, then, have we to provide 
aremedy? By strengthening this Government? 
By instituting physical force to’ overawe the 
‘States, to coerce the people living under them as 
members of sovereign communities to pass under 
the yoke of the Federal Government? No, sir; 
I would have this Union severed into thirty-three 
fragments sooner than have that great evil befall 
constitutional liberty and representative govern- | 
ment. Our Government is an agency of dele- 
gated and strietly limited powers. Its founders 
did not look to iis preservation by force; but the 
chain they wove to bind these States together 
was one of love and mutual good offices. They 
thad broken the fetters of despotic power; they 
chad separated themselves from the mother coun- 
try upon the question of community independ- 
-ence; and their sons will be degenerate indeed if, 
-clinging to the mere name and forms of govern- 
ment, they forge and rivet upon their posterity 
the fetters which their ancestors broke. 
“ Butit has been said this morning that we should 
not discuss the cause of existing evils. Then how 
care we to ascertain the appropriate remedy? Itis 
-our duty to discuss the cause, and confront the 
danger as men resolved to perform the public 
-service as best may serve the common good, and 
-equaily resolved. not to engage in a scramble of 
party strife and crimination, either for party or 
personal advantage. It is only by laying bare the 
disease that we are to finda remedy. Itisan ulcer. 
‘Cautery, not plasters, must be applied to it. | 
Then whereis the remedy? the question may | 
be asked. In the hearts of the people, is the 
xeady reply; and therefore it is that I turn to the 
‘other side of the Chamber, to the majority sec- | 
‘tion, to the section in which have been commit- 


f 
ted the acts that now threaten the dissolution of |; 
the Union. Icallon you, the representatives of ii 


that section, here and now to say so, if your people 
are not hostile; if they have the fraternity with 
which their fathers came. to form this Union; if 
they are prepared to do justice; to abandon their 
opposition to the Constitution and the laws of the 
United States; to recognize and to maintain and 
to defend all the rights and benefits the Union was | 
designed to promote and to secure. Give us that 
declaration, give us that evidence of the will of 
your constituency to restore us to our original 
position, when mutual kindness was the animating 
motive, and then we may hopefully look for reme- 
dies which may suffice; not by organizing armies, 
not so much by enacting laws, as by repressing 
the spirit of hostility and lawlessness, and seeking 
to live up to the obligations of good neighbors,and 
friendly States united for the common welfare. 

To dwell upon anti-fugitive slave laws isto deal 
with the symptom only valuable as it indicates the 
disease which demands attention. What though 
all the “personal liberty bills’? were repealed: 
would that secure our rights? Would thatgive us 
the Union our fathers made? Would that renew 
good offices, or restrain raids and incendiarism, 
or prevent schools being founded to prepare mis- 
sionaries to go into lands where they are to sow.. 
the seeds of insurrection, and, wearing the livery 
of heaven, to serve the Devil by poisoning wells 
and burning towns? These are offenses such as 
no people can bear; and the remedy for these is 
in the patriotism and the affection of the people if 
itexists; and if it does not exist, itis far better, in- 
stead of attempting to preserve a forced and there- 
fore fruitless Union, that weshould peacefully part 
and each pursue his separate course. Itis not to 
this side of the Chamber that we should look for 
propositions; it is not here that we can ask for 
remedies. Complaints, with much amplitude of 
specification, have gone forth from the members 
on this side of the Chamber heretofore. It is not 
to be expected that they will be renewed, for the 
people have taken the subject into their own 
hands. States, in their sovereign capacity, have 
now resolved to judge of the infractions of the Fed- 
eral compact, and of the mode and measure of 
redress. All we can usefully or properly do is 
to send to the people thus preparing to act for 
themselves, evidence of error, if error there be; to 
transmit to them the evidence of kind feeling, if 
it actuates the northern section, where they now 
believe there is only hostility. 1f we are mistaken 
as to your feelings and purposes, give a substan- 
tial proof, that here may begin that circle which 
hence may spread out and cover the whole land 
with proofs of fraternity, of a reaction in public 
sentiment, and the assurance of a future career in 
conformity with the principles and purposes of 
the Constitution. All else is idle. - 1 would not 
give the parchment on which the bill would be j 
written which is to secure our constitutional 
rights within the limits of a State where the people 
are all opposed to the execution of that law. It 
is a truism in free Governments that laws rest 
upon public opinion, and fall powerless before its 
determined opposition. | 

The time has passed, sir, when appeals might | 
profitably be made to sentiment. The time has 
come when men must, of necessity, reason, as- 
semble facts, and deal with current events, I 
may be permitted in this to correct an error into 
which one of my friends fell this morning, when 
he impressed on us the great value of our Union 
as measured by amount of time and money'and | 
blood which were spent to form this Union. It j 
cost very little time, very little money, and no 
blood. It was one of the most peaceful transac- 
tions that mark the pages of human history. Our 
fathers fought the war of the Revolution to main- 
tain the rights asserted in their Declaration of | 
Independence. aa 

Mr. POWELL. The Senator from Mississippi 
will allow me to say that I spoke of the Govern- 
ment, not of the Union. I said time and money 
and blood had been required to form the Govern- 
ment. 

Mr. DAVIS. The Government is the ma- 
chinery established by the Constitution; itis the 
agency created by the States when they formed 
the Union. Our fathers, I was proceeding to say, | 
having fought the war of the Revolution, and | 
achieved their independence, each State for itself, 
cach State standing cut an integral part, each State 


separately recognized by the parent Government 
of Great Britain, these States as independent į 


After having tried: the Confederation: 
to be a failure, they,: of their: own 
peacefully together, and: ina: brief: perio i i 
Constitution, which was referred to cach Stateand. 
voluntarily ratified by each State: whieh entered: 
the Union; little time, little money, and no bloods. 
being. expended to. form: this Goverti he: 
machine for making the Union useful afi Ae 
cial. _ Blood, -much and precious, was: expe i 
to vindicate and to establish -community “in 
pendence, and: the great American: idea that. 
governments rest on the consent of. the governe 
and that the people may, at, their will, alter òr 
abolish their government, however or by whom- 
soeyer instituted: : LS wpa Tane 

But our existing Government. is; not the-less 
sacred to me because it was not sealed with blood. 
I honor it the more ‘because it was the free-wilt 
offering of men who chose to live together: It: 
rooted in fraternity; and fraternity: supported its 
trunk and all its branches. Every bud and leaflet, 
depends entirely on the nurture it receives from: 
fraternity, as the root of the- tree, - When: that: 
is destroyed, the trunk decays and the branches: 
wither and ‘the leaves fall; and.the shade: it was: 
designed to give has passed away forever. 1 
cling not merely to. the name andthe form, but 
to the spirit and purpose of the Union which’ our 
fathers made. It was for domestic tranquillity; 
not to organize within one State lawless bands 
to commit raids upon another. It was to pro- 
vide for the:comrhon defense; not to disband 
armies and navies lest they should serve the pro- 
tection of one section of the country. better than 
another. It was to bring the forces of all the: 
States together to achieve a common object, up- 
holding each the other in amity, and united to 
repel exterior force. AH the custom-house ob- 
structions existing between the States: were de=: 
stroyed; the power to regulate commerce trans~. 
ferred to the General Government. Every bar- 
rier to the freest intercourse was swept. away- 
Under the Confederation it had been secured as a. 
right to each citizen to. have free transit over all: 
the other States; and under the Union it was de- 
signed to make this more perfect. Is it enjoyed? 
Is it not denied? Do we not have mere specula- 
tive question of what is property raised in defi=: 
ance of the clear intent of the Constitution, offend- 
ing as well against its letter as its whole spirit? 
This must be reformed, or the Government our 
fathers instituted is destroyed. I say, then, shall 
we cling to the mere forms, or idolize the name. 
of Union, when its bese are lost, after its 
spirit has fled? Who would keepa flower which 
had lost its beauty and its fragrance, and in their 
stead’ had formed a seed-vessel containing the 
deadliest poison? Or, to drop the figure, who: 
would consent to remain in alliance with States: 
which used the power thus acquired to invade 
his tranquillity, to impair his defense, to destroy: 
his peace and security? Any community would 
be stronger standing in an isolated position, and. 
using its revenues to maintain its. own physical 
force, than if allied with those who would thus: 
war-upon its prosperity ard domestic peace; and 
reason, pride, self-interest, and the apprehension 
of secret, constant danger, would impel to sepa- 
ration. ; 

I do not comprehend the policy of a southern 
Senator who would seek to change the whole form 
of our Government, and substitute Federal force 
for State obligations and authority. Do we wanta 
new Government that is to overturn the old?. Do 
we wish to erect a central Colossus, wielding‘at 
discretion the military arm, and. exercising mili- 
tary force over the people and the States? This 


| is not the Union to which we were invited; and 


so carefully was this guarded, that when our 
fathers provided for using force to put down. m=- 
surrection, they required that the fact of the in- 
surrection should be communicated to the author- 
ities of the State, before the President: could 
interpose. When. it was. proposed. to give: to 
Congress power to execute the laws against & 
delinquent State, it: was refused on the ground 
that that would be making war on the States; and 
though I know the good purpose of my hoa~ 
orabie friend from Missouri is only to give: pro~ 
tection to constitutional rights, I fear his- propo- 
sition is to rcar a monster which wilk break the 
feeble chain. provided, and destroy rights it was: 
intended to guard, That military Government 
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which he is'about to:institute; by passing into hos- 
tile hands, becomes a weapon for his destruction, 
not. for his: protection. All dangers which we 
may be called upon to confront as independent 
communities, are light in my estimation compared 
with that. which would hang over'us if this Fed- 
eral Government had: such physical force; if its 
character. was ‘changed’ from. a: representative 
agent-of States: to a central Government, with a 
military power to: be used: at discretion against 
the States. To-day it may be the idea that it 
will be used. against ‘some State ‘which ‘nullifics 
the Constitution and the laws; some State which 

asses laws ‘to: obstruct or repeal the laws of the 

inited States; some State which, in derogation 
of our rights. of transit under the Constitution, 
passes laws to punish a citizen found there with 
property recognized by the Constitution of the 

Tnited States, but prohibited by the laws of that 
State. 

But how long might it be before that same mil- 
itary force would be turned against the minority 
section which had soughtits protection; and that 
minority thus become mere subjugated provinces 
under the great military government that it had 
thus contributed to establish? The minority, in- 
capable of aggression, is, of necessity, always on 
the defensive, and often the victim of the deser- 
tion of its followers, and the faithlessness of its 
allies.. It therefore- must maintain, not destroy, 
batriers. 

Ido not know that I fully appreciate the 
purpose: of my friend from Missouri; whether, 
when. he spoke of establishing military posts 
along the borders of the States, and arming the 
Federal Government with adequate physical 

ower to enforce constitutional rights, (I suppose 
he meant obligations,) he meant to confer upon 
this Federal Government a power which it does 
not now possess to coerce a State. If he did, 
then, in the language of Mr. Madison, he is pro- 
viding, not fora union of States, but for the de- 
struction of States; he is providing, under the 
name of union, to carry on war against States; 
and I care not whether it be against Massachu- 
setts or Missouri, itis equally objectionable to 
me; and Twill resist it alike in the one case asin 
the other, as subversive of the great principle on 
which our Government rests, as a heresy to be 
confronted at its first presentation, and put down 
there, lest. it. grow: into proportions which will 
render us powerless before it. i 

“The theory of our Constitution, Mr. President, 
is one of peace, of equality of sovercign States. 
{twas made by States and made for States; and in 
the abundance of caution they passed an amend- 
ment, doing that which was necessarily implied 
by the nature of the instrument, as it was a mere 
instrument of grants. But, in the abundance of 
caution, they dectared that everything which had 
not been delegated was reserved to the States, or 
to the people—that is, to the State governmentsas 
instituted by the people of cach State, or to the 
people in their sovereign capacity. 

I teed not, then, go on to argue from the his- 
tory and nature of our Government that no power 
of cocrcion exists in it. [t is enough for me to 
demand the clause of the Constitution which con- 
fers the: power, If-it-is not there, the Goyern- 
ment does not possess it, That is the plain con- 
struction of the Constitution, made plainer, if 
possible, by its amendment. 

This Union is dear toime as a Union of fra- | 
ternal States. It would lose its value if I had to 
regard it asa Union held together by physical 
force. Y would bé happy to know ‘that every 
State now felt that fraternity which made this 
Union possible; and if that evidence could go out, 
if evidence satisfactory to the people of the South 
could be given that that feeling existed in the 
hearts of the northern people, you might burn | 

our statute-books and we would cling to the 

nion sul. But it is because of their conviction 
that hostility-and not fraternity now cxists in the 
hearts of the people, that they are looking to their 
reserved rights, and to their independent powers 
for their own protection. If there be any good, | 
then, which we can do, it is by sending evidence ! 
to them of that which I fear does not exist—the 
purpose of your constituents to fulfill in the spirit 
of justice and fraternity all their constitutional 
obligations. If you can submit to them that evi- 
dence, I feel confidence that, with the evidence 


that aggression is henceforth to cease, will term- 


inate all the measures for defense. Upon you of 
the majority section it depends to restore peace 
and perpetuate the Union of equal States; upon 
us of the minority section rests the duty to main- 
tain our equality and community rights; and the 
means in one case or the other must be such as 
each can control. : $ ` 

Mr. FOSTER. Mr. President. 

Mr. GREEN. Will the Senator allow me? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator 
from Connecticut yield to the Senator from Mis- 
souri? ; ; 

Mr. FOSTER. I have but a word to say. 

Mr. GREEN. Then I shall not interpose 
now. 

. Mr. FOSTER. I was singularly unfortunate, 
Mr. President, in being so misunderstood by the 
Senator from Ilinois and the Senator from Mis- 
arg ee I surely have made no party appeal, 
and have made no charge against any party as 
responsible at all for the evils now existing in our 
country. I can scarcely imagine that those gen- 
tlemen did me the honor to listen to me, for‘if 
they did, they surely could not have fallen into 
such a mistake. I think I can appeal, with great 
satety, to any gentleman who did me that honor, 
to bear me witness that I made no such charge, 
no such imputation, no such appeal. f did, it is 
true, say that our Federal Government was in the 
hands of the Democratic party. Is it not true? 
I didnotmake the assertion in any offensive sense. 
[did not couple it with any intimation that that 
party was at all responsible for the evils under 
which we are now laboring. Having alluded to 
that fact, I'said that a Senator connected with that 
party, and representing as gallant and as patriotic 
a State as belongs to the Confederacy, came for- 
ward with a resolution looking toward the resto- 
ration of peace and harmony in the country, and 
that in that state of things, although its phrase- 
ology was not entirely acceptable to me, and al- 
though it would be made far more acceptable by 
the amendments proposed to it by the Senator 
from New York, still, ifthe amendments proposed 
proved unacceptable to the Senator from Ken- 
tucky, I would vote for his resolution as it was, 
without amendment, for the reason that, under 
those circumstances, I considered it my duty to 
aid, and [ believed that the State which sent me 
here would hold me accountable if I did not at- 
tempt at least to perform the duty of aiding, in 
the restoration of peace and harmony to the 
country. 

Sir, ifthatisa party appeal, orif that is making 
a party charge, I have misunderstood and now 
greatly misunderstand the English language in 
its plainest and most obvious forms and words. 
That is all I said which can be construed into any 
party appeal or any party charge. My object 
was to show that | was ready to discard all these 
considerations, and discard them fully and abso- 
lutely, and Iam sorry that I was so misunder- 
stood. 

Mr. GREEN. Mr. President, I am a little 
surprised, and not only a little but greatly sur- 
prised, that the Senator from Mississippi should 
deem it his duty to make use of language which 
I think so very unparliamentary in characterizing 
suggestions thrown out for the purpose of super- 
inducing reflection, as quack nostrums. There 
are quacks; and they expect to accomplish results 
without means. Without considering the con- 
stitution and feeling the pulse, or examining the 
condition of the patient, and the fitness of the 
administered medicine to the accomplishment of 
the desired result, they hope something without 
doing anything. They are quacks; and so in po- 
litical science, there are quacks who, secing the 
diseased condition of the patient, will do nothing 
to relieve him. But he is not a quack who, asan 
advising physician, does not administer medicine, 
but, having considered the condition of the patient, 
suggests a proper subject for consideration. There 
is no quackery in that; and how he should feel it 
to be his duty thus to characterize it, is to me 
most extraordinary indeed. He has a right to 
condemn it, to oppose it, to yote against it, to 
show wherein it is wrong; but to call it a quack 
remedy is such an expression as I have seldom Í 


| heard in this Senate Chamber. So in regard to | 


my friend from California; so in regard to others, 
We are making suggestions; we are hoping that 
reflection may set in, and that a proper consid- į 
eration may devise something—to do what? To |} 


į 


build up a central military despotism? No; but 
to maintain constitutional rights according to the 
plan of the Constitution as given to us by our 
fathers. That is all we ask. Do you ask more? 
Es there a Senator from any State in this Union 
that will rise'in his place and say he wants more 
than that? Ifhe does, I do not go with him. 
But it is said itis utterly Impossible to get this, 
because the ‘state of public sentiment North is 
wrong. I said that, too; and I said that we must 
devise some means to hold our rights until an 
opportunity—a fair, reasonable opportunity—is 
given for a reaction of public sentiment. As I 
remarked, but two principles controlled any Gov- 
ernment; one, consent, and the other, physical 
power. If the consent, the good feeling, is gone, 
ou must have the physical power. How much? 
Enough to make a central despotism? Enough 
to build up a military power and overawe the 
States, and do what my friend from Mississippi 
condemns? No. Todo what, then? To simply 
enforce the Constitution as it now exists; and if 
my friend will be a little more specific, and not 
resort to the use of these quackery terms, and read 
the fourth section of the fourth article of the Con- 
stitution, he will find it says this: It is the duty 


| of the Federal Government to protect the States 


against invasion without any application upon the 
part of the Executive, without any application 
upon the part of the Legislature. When domes- 
tic violence springs up, and you want to quell that 
with Federal power, Federal power cannot be ex- 
erted until the Legislature or Executive demands 
it. But when invasion is about to occur, the Fed- 
eral power is adequate to it without any request. 
I want him to read the Constitution once more, 
and then his notions of quackery I hope will be 
dissipated: ‘ 

“The United States shall guaranty to every State in 
this Union a republican form of government, and shall pro- 
tect each of them against invasion.” 

When does the other part apply? 

“ And on application of the Legislature or of the Execu- 
tive, (when the Legislature cannot be convened,) against 
domestic violence.” 

The Federal authority, therefore, cannot be 
exerted to suppress domestic violence until the 
Executive or the Legislature demands it; but to 
prevent invasion, it is the duty of the Federal 
rower to exert it whenever itis necessary. Now, 
if it be the duty of the Federal power thus to 
protect, I only propose to arm the Government 
with that power, contemplated by the Constitu- 
tion, which might be necessary. Is that military 
despotism? If it is, Madison and Washington 
and Pinckney and Hamilton established that 
Government. I propose to do nothing but merely 
to make an inquiry to sce whether this thing 
might notaccomplish some beneficial result within 
the limits of the present Constitution of the United 
States, and to carry that out. ‘To call that build- 
ing up a military despotism amounts just to this: 
we are going out of the’ Union, right or wrong; 
and we will misrepresent every proposition made 
| to save the Union. 

Now, Mr. President, I undertake to say that 
the state of public sentiment in the North is 
wrong. There may be a sentiment in the South 
that is wrong, for aught I know. Within my 
State, I know of no southern sentiment that 
is wrong; for I know of no man that demands 
anything except what the present Constitution 
guaranties and provides. Tam compelled to re- 
main in the Union. Iwill not say compelled; but 
| itis my duty to remain in the Union, unless, in 


| the development of future events, I find that a. 


resort to a revolutionary right and the establish- ” 
; ment of a new order of things will better promote 
the happiness of the people of Missouri. As it 
| is, nobody talks of it there. As it is, every one 
i says there are these complaints, these grievances. 
Itis the opinion that we have not had justice; 
and because the Constitution has not been carried 
out. When I suggest a mode by which one 


| branch of the Constitution can be carried out, I 
i am to be taunted with the expression that itis a 


quack remedy. f 

Sir, this Constitution is good enough for the 
Union; and, as I remarked before, an amend- 
ment of the Constitution, unless it indicates pub- 
lic sentiment, is not worth a straw; and,as I also 
said before, the passage of a new law, or the re- 
peal of these nullifying laws of the North, are 
worth nothing, except so far as they indicate pub- 


1860. .. 


lic sentiment. To give that sentiment opportu- 

nity to react, I wish to arm the Federal Govern- 
ment-with just that power contemplated in the | 
Constitution—no more, no less; not to transcend | 
it one inch, Whether it shall ever react or not, | 
we cannot tell. If it never does react, then we 
shall have to go; but I want to make every effort 
that T possibly can first. I desire, if possible, to 
¿let every man regret. Whew the passions are 
aroused, when excitement is upon tiptoe, you 
cannot make men regret. It may be that the 
North will not regret; and it may be that the | 
South, the rétreating South, wili not stop to re- 
gret either. i 
Who has fought her battles for the last twenty- 
five years in public sentiment, and borne the 
brunt of the difficultysupon the border? Mis- 
souri, Kentucky, Virginia, and Maryland, while 
Mississippi and Louisiana have been secure; and | 


while you have lost but one boxed-up negro, sent || 


on board a vessel, that I remember, we have lost 
thousands and thousands and thousands; and į 
now, when I propose a means that the Constitu- 
tion contemplates and provides for, to secure my- | 
self, he who has suffered no wrong except an 
ideal, an imaginary wrong, says the state of pub- 
lic sentiment of the North is so corrupt and viti- 
ated that I dare not stay in association with them. 
1 know that that sentiment is corrupt; and there- 
fore, as I said before, and now repeat, that senti- 
ment must react, or we shall have to go with you. 
But I want to give them an opportunity to have | 
that reaction. F 

Do you say they have had twenty-five years to 
doit? ‘The ‘agitation has been fanned and fed, 
and they saw not the impending danger. They 
saw not the precipice that they were driving us 
to.. In a deadly conflict, you may wrestle with 
me and may throw me over, but I will prove to 

ou that both fall to the bottomless pit together. 

tis like the travelers upon the Andes. If the 

ath be not broad enough for both, they will come 
into conflict, and one must fall, and he drags the 
other down. 

If we can avert this, lct us do it. Ido not say 
that we can do it. I hope and trust in God that 
we may do it. Whether I am successful or not, 
I will make the effort. I will stand upon the 
record as having raised my voice and given my 
vote and used every effort in my power to save 
my rights in the Constitution, and to save the 
Unionalso. {I know itis a very unpopular theme | 
in some sections of the Union to say a word for 
the Union. Letit be so. [hope that that feel- 
ing will react. I hope the sober second thought 
will again induce them to see the propriety of 
being content with constitutional guarantees, and | 
when means are proposed to enforce the Consti- 
tution and carry it out, do not ridicule it by call- 
ing it a quack remedy. 

Mr. President, I have not undertaken, as I 
before remarked, to give the details of the plan. 
I have, within the resolution I offered, embraced 
constitutional provisions, and if the committee 

oes beyond them and erects a military despot- 
ism, | shall go against their report; but if they 


confine themselves strictly within the limits of i| 


the Constitution, and only give adequate power 
to carry it out and enforce it, I shall go for it. 
As to this idea that that power will be in the | 
hands of Mr. Lincoln, an Opposition President, | 
Ido not stop to consider it, I will give him as | 
much power to enforce the Federal Constitution | 
and protect the rights of the people as I would | 
anybody else; and | will hold him just as re 
ible for the manner in which he exercises it. Do 
you say. that that gives him power to overawe 
the States? Isay it docs not. He cannot m- 
yadea single State; but he can prevent States 
from being invaded. He cannot take one particle 
of property; but he can protect your property | 
from being taken by others. Itis one of those | 
preventive means—but why do I stop here to | 
explain it? er | 
‘As L before remarked, I am not urging it. Ti 
only threw it out at as one of thosc suggestions, | 
as one of those thoughts that might be taken into | 
consideration by your committee, for the purpose, ; 
if possible, of giving us that protection which we | 
cannot get with the present state of public senti- 
H 

H 

| 

i 

i 


ment; so that, in the mean time, there might be a} 
reaction in thatsentiment, and the good old Union 
remain such as it was when my friend praised it | 
so highly, and lauded it to theskiesas bringing so 


spons- |$ 


ii quack nostrams,’’ or ‘quack remedy. 


|i he reads with peculiar emphasis, 


many blessings'to humanity. Let us have it=Do | 
you say we can et it? I will not despair.of 
it. Do you say1t is utterly impossible to have 
it? Have we made the necessary efforts to getit? 
There have been bitter speeches and complaining 
remarks and insulting remarks, all of which have 
done barm.. Have there been those honest, fair 
petitions and remonstrances and appeals to the 
sections of this Union that ought to be made. 
Why, for me to go on the stump or in this Sen- 
ate Chamber, and denounce one section of the 


do more harm than good; but let me. appeal to 
them, and ask them, as I say to them now, are 


| you not willing to grant me the Constitution? 


Yes. You ask me, do you want any more than 
the Constitution? No. Then this one point only 
remains: if you construe the Constitution one 
way,and I construe it another, let us as. brethren 
put in an explanatory amendment, which will 
remove the whole difficulty, that we may go on 
together in harmony and peace hereafter. A 
rigid enforcement of the fugitive slave law, a rigid 
protection of the States from invasion, and an 
explanatory amendment.of the Constitution, de- 
fining the rights on every point where there is 
any dispute, will give us the same old peace we 
had, and we will go on with the same prosperity 
as we formerly did. f 

I do not urge this; but I throw out these sug- 
| gestions, and hope that my friend will do me the 
justice to believe that I do not do it for the pur- 
pose of tr¥ipg to coerce any State in our Union. 
f would coffee no State; but I would coerce indi- 
viduals as long as that State remains in the Union. 
I deny nullification. If you are in the Union, 
you are subject to the Union laws, and I will en- 
force the laws against individuals. lf you are 
outof the Union, you are an independent Power, 
and I have no right to undertake to enforce Fed- 
eral laws over you. 

I did not intend even to be drawn into the dis- 
cussion of that, nor to express an opinion upon 
it; but I do it to prevent myself from being mis- 
understood. Iam providing this force to protect. 
our rights in the Union while our States are in the 
Union. Perhaps my friends will say, some am- 
bitious chieftain will pervert that power, and use 
it for a prejudicial purpose. Edo not believe it. 
The corrective of public sentiment, the rigors and 
the guards ofthe law, will always be able to pre- 
vent such a result. 

Mr. President, I only deem it necessary to make 
this explanation because I think my friend from 
Mississippi really misunderstood what I had said. 

Mr. LATHAM. Mr. President, my friend 
from Mississippi, in his allusion to me, cither 
misunderstood me or unintentionally did me great 
injustice. I did not say, because Í did not think 
it—and if I did say it, I did not intend so to be 
understood—that the State which I had the honor 
here in part to represent would think itany cause 
whatever for separation because of her failure to 
obtain the great measure to which I alluded. I 
merely said this: that it would weaken her attach- 
ment, but would not certainly destroy her alle- 
giance to the Government, at any time or in any 
sense, 


with whom I håve so often coincided, and from 
whom I shall part with so much regret upon any 
great political principle. He will find, however, 
upon examining the report, I think, that 1 under- 
stood his language. [am happy to find I did mis- 
understand his meaning, and very glad to be cor- 
| rected. 

| The Senator from Missouri has taken special 
! offense at the use of the word * quackery,” or 


| puts the three phrases in my mouth, although I 
| do not remember having used cither of them; but 
‘Tet that go. E will not quarrel with him about 
it; and, if he is satisfied, will agree that he is 
a learned pundit; that he is the highest authority 
on parliamentary etiquette; that he is the highest 
authority on political merit; but I must protest 


! to his construction of the Constitution. When 
| he selects a clause from the Constitution, which 
and invites.me 
| to study—that clause in the Constitution which 
| authorizes the Federal Government, or rather re- 


Union, or the other section of the Union, would © 


Mr. DAVIS. Iam very happy indeed tohear | 
the explanation of my friend from California, | 


| against his mode of quoting what anybody has | 
i said to whom he replies, and I cannot consent 


He | 


| 


other. 


That was a thought which would: have 
deterred from. union;. that is. the sad reflection 
which experience alone could have suggested to 


our minds.. The Senator from Missouri, there- ` 
fore, uses the phrase of the Constitution in a mean- 

ing which it cannot have; in an intent which our 

fathers had not; and does to them the great injus- 

tice of believing that, whilst they were sweeping 

away even the barriers.to the freest trade between 

the States, they were providing to build up mili+ 

tary cordons to keep the people apart. 

I am glad that, before the Senator- closed: his 
remarks, he answered the only question which I 
asked him; and. that because it was the point on 
which I did not understand him. His answer was 
so satisfactory, that if it had not been-necessary 
for me to make the acknowledgment that I would 
take him out of the list of quacks and put him 
on the rolls of learned pundits and political doc- 
tors, I should not have replied. The construc- 
tion of the Constitution is the question which we 
have to regard; and when we are told that military 
power is to be given to enforce the Constitution, 
knowing that that Constitution has as many con- 
structions as clayses, and seeing the great error 
into which this State-rights and clear-headed 
Senator has fallen this morning, we are warned 
not to confer new and extraordinary powers upon 
the Federal Government, to be excrcised as that 
Government may construe the Constitution; ‘The 
States in their sovereignty, the States in their in- 
dependence, the States have full power over all 
local affairs; and this Federal Government is the 
agent to conduct their foreign intercourse, and 
provide for the common defense. That is the 
Government our fathers made, and that alone is 
the Government to which I am willing to bear 
allegiance. . 

Mr. GREEN. I wish to remark that T thank 
the Senator for the compliment of taking me out 
of the list of quacks and making me a political 
doctor. Iam sorry I cannot return it. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. Mr. President, what 
is tbe question before the Senate? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The proposition 
offered by the Senator from Kentucky. The Sec- 
retary will read it. i 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. He proposed an amend- 
ment. Was that amendment made as a matter 
of right by the mover? f 

The VICE PRESIDENT. I -had_ better be 
read for the information. of the Senate. © Theori- 
ginal resolution and the. amendments of the Sena- 
tor. from New York were withdrawn, and the 
Senator from Kentucky proposed a general reso- 
lution. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. The Senator from Ken- 
tucky modified his original resolution. 

Mr. POWELL. l propose that all of the ori- 
ginal resolution after the word “ members”? be 
Stricken out, and what is now inthe hands of the 


i Secretary I suppose is to be added. 


The VICE PRESIDENT. The Secretary will 
read as he has it the last proposition of the Sen- 
ator. 

The Secretary read it, as follows : 

And that said committee be instructed to inquire into 
the present condition of the country, and report by bill-or 


! otherwise. 


Mr.. CRITTENDEN. That requires no ques» 
tion, if i understand it. It is amodification which 
the mover can make. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Both the other res- 
olution and the amendments were withdrawn; and 
this is now the resolution before the Senate, sim- 
ply. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. Then_l hope we shall 
have the question on it. : ; 

Mr. WADE. Let us hear it read:in full. 

The Secretary read it, as follows: 

Resolved, That so much of the President’s message as _ 
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relates.to the present. agitated and distracted. condition of. 
the.country and: the grievanees between the staveholding 
and “the tion slavehoiding States be referred to a special 
committee of thirteen members ; and that said committee 
be‘ instructed to inquire into the present condition of the 
country, and report by bill or otherwise. i 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. I-have nota word to 
say upon the proposed resolution. It is nothing 
more than: the ordinary form-of.the motion. for a 
reference of the President’s message. It presents 
no-subject.of. debate, -I hope we shall have-the 
question. It. is very important: to us, | think, 

sir, to avoid. premature debates upon this subject, 
however interesting they may be. Wearealways 
in danger. of collisions produced or excitements 
created: I wish to see the Senate, as I wish to 
see.one and all of us, observe. a perfect calmness 
and coolness of judgment to actupon the specific 
‘measures that we shall so soon have presented to 
us for our-action. I hope that without further 
debate we shall take the question. I surrender 
my right-to debate it. i 

Mr. SUMNER. Mr. President, I have no de- 
sire now to make a speech, nor to take any part 
in the discussion that has been commenced. I 
can bear yet a little longer the misrepresentations 
in the President’s message, and } believe the 
North can bear them yeta little longer. The 
time will come, perhaps, when I shall deem it my 
duty to sct forth those things in the light of rea- 
son-and of history. Meanwhile, J content my- 
self with. simply. offering to the Senate a piece of 
“testimony of direct‘and most authoritative bear- 
ing upon the. present state of the Union. If I 
may adopt the language of the Senator from Mis- 
sissippi, (Mr. Davis,]it will help us to make the 
diagnosis of the present disease in the body-pol- 
itie, 

I hold in my hand an unpublished autograph 
detter, written by General Jackson, while Presi- 
dent of the United States, and addressed to a cler- 
gyman in a slaveholding State. Omitting certain 
sentences which are of a purely private nature, 
the lewer isas follows: . 

“t Private.) WASHINGTON, May 1, 1833. 

“My pear Siri? * * * * ©} have hada 
laborious task here, but nullification is dead ; and its actors 
and courtiers will ouly be remembcred by the people to be 
execrated for their wicked designs to sever and destroy the 
only good Government on the globe, and that prosperity and 
happiness we enjoy over every other portion of the world. 
Hawa’s gallows ought to be the fate of all such ambitious 
men, who would involve their country in civil war, and 
ali the evils in its train, that they might reign and ride on 
‘its whirlwindsand direct the storm. . The free people of 
tiese: United States have epoken, and cousigned these 
wicked demagogues to their proper doom. Take care of 
your nullifiers; you have them among you; let them 
meet with the indignant frowns of every man who loves 
bis country. The tariff, itis now == 
and he italicizes or underscores the word 
“ now i 
“known, was a mere pretext—its burden was on your 
course wootens. By the law of July, 1832, coarse woolen 
was reduced to five per cent. for the benefit of the South. 
Mr. Clay's bill takes it up and classes it with woolens at 
fitty per cent., reduces it gradually down to twenty per 
cent., aud there itis to remain, and Mr. Cathoun and all 
the nullifiers agree to the principle. The cash duties and 
home valuation will be equal to fifteen percent. more, and 
after the year 1842, you pay on coarse woalens thirty-five 
percent. Uf this is not protection, | cannot understand ; 
therefore the tariff was only the pretext, and disunion and 
a southern confederacy the real object. The next pretext 
will be the negro or slavery question. i 

‘My health is not goad, but is improvinga little. Present 
me kindly to your lady and family, and believe me to be 
your friend. F will utways be happy to hear from you. 

“ANDREW JACKSON. 
“The Rev. ANDREW J. CRAWFORD.” 

There is the original autograph letter in the un- 
mistakable, well-known, bold, broad handwriting. 
{Here. Mr. Sumner held the letter up.] These 
are the words of a patriot slavcholder of Ten- 
nessee, addressed to a patriot clergyman of a 
slaveholding State, and they are directly applica- 
ble tothe present hour. Of practical’ sense, of 
inflexible purpose, and of various experience, 
‘Andrew Jackson saw intuitively the springs and 
motives of human conduct, while he loved his 
country with a firm and all-embracing attach- 
ment. Thus inspired, he was able to judge the 
presentand to discern the future. The tariff, in his 
opinion, wasa pretext only; disunionand a south- 
ern confederacy the real object. “The next pre- 
text,” says he—and you, sir, will mark the 
words—‘* will be the negro or slavery question.” 
Thesc, sir, are his words, not mine. This is his 
emphatic judgment. These words and this judg- 
ment now belong to histery: nor can they be as- 
sailed without assailing one of the greatest exam- 


ples that a slaveholding comm 
our common country. 

Mr, BENJAMIN. Ido norise to discuss this 
matter at al. My own State is about to discuss 
it for herself; and I do not feel at liberty to speak 
for her. She will speak very soon in person. But 
I think it is a matter of some interest to the coun- 
try that gentlemen who are here assembled as the 
aceredited representatives of the public sentiment 
of their different States should understand, so far 
as communion between them will enable us to 
understand, what the views of the people of the 
different States are; and for this purpose, I desire 
to address a question to the honorable Senator 
from New York who offered an amendment this 
morning; and I would also desire to address the 
same question to the Senator from Connecticut 
whohas spoken. I was notable to catch the exact 
intent of the amendment offered by the honorable 
Senator from New York, and which, I under- 
stood, met the approbation of the Senator from 
‘Connecticut. I rise, therefore, for the purpose of 
inquiring, with a view to this comparison of opin- 
ion, whether the intent of thatamendment was to 
indicate the opinion, either on the part of the gen- 
tleman who offered it, or on the part of the party 
of which he is a distinguished member, of aduty 
or purpose of the employment of physical armed 
force by the Federal Government against the State 
which might think proper to withdraw from the 
Union and declare its independence; that, ofcourse, 
being used with a view to carry eN execution 


ity has given to 


of the Federal laws now existing. 

Mr. KING. Mr. President, asthe question 
seems to be asked in fairness, I have no objection 
to express my opinion, and what I believe to be 
the opinion of the great body, almost the entire 
body of the people of New York. Their senti- 
ment upon this subject is, that the Union of these 
States must and shall be preserved. We hope 
that the civil powers of the Constitution, and the 
good sense and patriotism of the people of the 
whole country, are sufficient for that purpose; 
but we hold, too, that resistance to the law and 
constitutional power of the Federal Government 
is as much an object demanding its attention, and 
that it is as much its duty to overcome and sup- 
press any such resistance, as itis to protect a hum- 

le individual who may be assaulted by another. 
Secession, which is talked about here, js but an- 
other name for insurrection and rebellion.. I be- 
lieve that this Government cannot be dissolved; 
because I believe the great body of its people are 
attached to it, and that they will defend and pre- 
serve it. Ifthe gentleman talks about a State 
seceding, Í take it that those who violate and re- 
sist the law will meet the penalty which the law 
inflicts. 


Mr. BENJAMIN. I had hoped to receive an 


answer from the honorable Senator from Con- | 


necticut, whom I understood to approve of the 
amendment of the Senator from New York. I 
was really desirous to ascertain whether his views 
also were that, in the eventofa declaration of in- 
dependence by a State, it was proper or it was 
intended to wage war against that State for the 
purpose of reducing it to obedience from its rebel- 
lion. 

Mr. FOSTER. Mr. President, I have no ob- 
jection at all to give any views that I may have 
upon this subject to the honoraSle Senator from 
Louisiana; but I must say that I see nothing in 
the amendment proposed by the honorable Sen- 
ator from New Vork to the resolution as intro-_ 
duced by the honorable Senator from Kentucky 
that involves any such question as that pro- 
pounded to me by the honorable Senator from 
Louisiana, I have not, however, any difficulty 
in answering the question at any proper time, 
although { do not suppose that my answer would 
give very much light to the Senator from Louisi- 
ana, or strengthen him in any opinion he may 
have upon the subject, one way or the other. 

Mr. DIXON. I certainly did not understand 
my colleague to refer to the fact that the Demo- 
cratic party noware, arid long have been, in power 
in this Government, in any partisan or offensive 
sense, but only asa fact in history; but whatever 
may be our differences of opinion as to the causes 
of the present troubles, the great truth is apparent, 
and we cannot, either as partisans or as patriots, 
shat our eyes to the great trath that nothing less 


with regard to the manner in which: this subject 
is to-be treated. I desire to say, for myself and 
for that portion of my constituents whom:}rep- 
resent, and I desire to say it decidedly and dis- 
tinctly, that I shall not treat the subject in a par- 
tisan manner; nor shall J treat it in a menacing 
manner. If there are those here who desire at 
this time to use menaces; if there are those who 
desire to threaten. war in anyevent, f wish to say 
decidedly for myself, and for that portion of my 
constituents whom I represent in opinion, that I 
am not with them. But I do. not understand that 
to be the policy upon this side of the Chamber. 

In such an event it.is useless to inquire which 
section of the country would suffer most, or suf- 
fer longest. Enough for us to know that every 
portion would suffer long, and suffer deeply. 
Enough for us to know that a dissolution of this 
Union, for whatever cause, and however brought 
about, would be not only the great event, but, in 
its effects on the race of ‘mankind, the great 
calamity of the age. 

Mr. President, the public mind is aroused to 
the perception of the fact of the existing danger 
to our Government, at the precise moment when 


| we have just passed through a presidential elec- 
| tion. 


Hence it may be supposed that the result 
of this election is the cause, whereas it is only an 
occasion. ‘The cause lies far deeper. In a very 
short time a crisis, differing only from the pres- 
ent in the occasion of its happening, would have 
occurred if either of the candidates for the Pres- 
idency had succecded at the recent election. 

The controversy on the subject of African 
slavery which has been going on for several 
years between the northern and southern portions 
of this country has now reached a point where 
its final and rightful adjustment, consented to by 
the people of both sections, seems to be indis- 
pensable to the continuance of our Government 
In its present form. The election of Mr. Lincoln 
hastened the critical day. His defeat could only 
have postponed it. 

In saying that the controversy respecting sla- 
very is the cause of our present difficulties, 1 do 
not intend to say whether one section of. the 
country is in fault more than another, whether 
both are equally in fault, or whether the blame 
is wholly on one side. Crimination and recrim- 
ination are now useless—nay, dangerous. If it 
be possible, the first thing should be to restore 
the fraternal spirit which once existed, ought to 
exist, and may still exist. 

How shall this be done? I know of no other 
mode than by cheerfully and honestly assuring 
to every section of the country its constitutional 
rights, No section professes to ask more; no 
section ought to offer less. As to whatare these: 
constitutional rights, that is a question to be con- 
sidered in a spirit uf confidence and mutual good 
will, and furthermore, in a spirit of devotion to 
the Union, for the preservation of which my ¢on- 
Stituents are ready to make any sacrifice which a 
reasonable man. can ask, or an honorable man ean 
grant, consistently with principle. In this spinit, 
sir, {shall meet this great question, and in doingso 
I believe I shall be sustained by an immense ma- 
jority of my constituents. If time shall. show that 
Lam wrong in this belief, 1 shall instantly cease 
to represent them in this Senate. 

Sir, if this spirit could prevail in our councils, 
how different would, almost instantly, be the con- 
dition of the country! Whether it shall prevail 
or not, depends wholly on that great power which 
underlies all laws and all constitutions in this 
country, and by which alone they can be sup- 
ported—the thinking, intelligent, public mind: of 
the nation. The people, under God, must save 
this Union, if it is to be saved. Politicians can- 
not do it. The people are now learning what they 
have never brought themselves to believe, that the 
Union is in danger: and_they, and they alone, 
must apply the remedy. What I may be willing 
to do, or what the Senate may be willing to: do, 
will avail nothing, unless supported by theintel- 
ligence and conscience of the people. H the evils 
of disunion and civil war could be delayed until 
the action of the people could be had, T should 
have entire confidence that the result would be 
the perpetuation of our Government inits present 
form, and that these confederated States would 
continue to be bound together, in eternal Union, 


than thetotal disruption of this Governmentis the 


perilto which weare nowexposed. And now,sir, | 


by the golden chains of mutual advantage. But 
the danger is that anger and precipitation on the 


CONGRESSIO 


AL GLOBE. 


“THE OFFICIAL PROCEEDINGS OF CONG 


Tuirry-Sixtu CONGRESS, 2p SESSION. 


WEDNESDAY, DECEMBER 12, 1860. 


RESS, PUBLISHED BY JOHN C. RIVES, WASHINGTON, D. O. 


New Senres.... 


one side, and blind incredulity onthe other, may 
involve in ruin the happiest. people and the best 
Government on the globe, and that history will 
record the fact that the people of the United States 
were incapable of self-government. 

One word more. There is a class of men, small 
in numbers and in influence, who assume that the 
present controversy is a conflict, as they say, of 
two civilizations; that it cannot be reconciled; 
that freedom or slavery must now perish. The 
great body of those whom I represent do not thus 
believe. “We believe that there is no conflict of 
systems of labor in the different States which is 
incompatible with the peaceful existence of our 
Union. We believe that the slaveholding and 
non-slaveholding States may still revolve in har- 
menious spheres, and that, if the question of 
slavery shall destroy our Union, it will not be 
because it could not be satisfactorily and right- 

‘fully adjusted, but because the statesmen of the 
day are incompetent to the task. 

Mr. BROWN. Mr. President, I cannot vote 
for the resolution introduced by the Senator from 
Kentucky; and I desire, in a single word, without 
making a speech, to state the reason. Things 
have reached acrisis. The crisis can only be met 
in one way effectually, in my judgment; and that 
is, for the northern people to review and reverse 
their whole policy upon the subject of slavery. 
I see no evidence any where of any such purpose 
On the contrary, the evidences accumulate all 
around, day by day, that there is no such pur- 
pose. In their newspapers, in the action of so 
many of their Legislatures as have assembled, in 
the speeches of their Senators, with but one or 
two rare exceptions, we have accumulated evi- 
dence that there is no purpose on the part of the 
northern people to reverse their action or their 
judgmentuponthis question. The southern States 
do not expect that they are going to do it; and, 
having despaired of that reversal of judgment and 
that change of conduct, they are proceeding in 
the only mode left them to vindicate their rights 
and their honor. I cannot vote for the resolution 
of my friend from Kentucky, because it wowld be 
an intimation—darkly given, it is truc, but yet an 
intimation—to my State which is moving, that 
there is a hope of reconciliation. Ido not believe 
there is any such hope. I see no evidence upon 
which to base a hope. I sec, through this dark 
cloud that surrounds us, no ray of light. To me 
itis all darkness, midnight gloom. I therefore, 
standing here as one of the Senators from my 
State to report faithfully what is going on, will 
hold out no false hope. Iwill not say to them, 
even by implication, that I believe that which, 
upon my soul, I do not believe. 

If the same spirit could prevail which actuates 
the Senator who has just now taken his seat, [Mr. 
Dixow,] a different state of things might be pro- 
duced in the next twenty days; but we know that 
is not the spirit of Republican Senators; it is not 
the spirit of Republican Representatives; it 1s not 
the spirit of the dominant party. They have 
forced the matter to the present crisis, and they 
mean to stand by their arms. We have regis- 
tered our oaths in high Heaven that we will not 
submit. Submission, to us, is the deepest dis- 


honor that ever fell upon a free people. I willnot, | 


while things are progressing as they now are in 
my State, intimate to the people there that I have 
any hope of a different course. On the contrary, 
to-day, speaking in this presence, under all the 
solemnities of this occasion, with all the responsi- 
bilities which surround me, I say to them, there 
is no hope that this matter is to be remedied. 
We have heard what the Senator from New 
York has said; we have heard what the Senator 
from New Hampshire has said; we hear in pri- 
vate discourse what others say. We read your 
newspapers. We have noted the fact that the 
great leading journal of New York, next to the 
Tribune—I speak of the Albany Evening Journal 
proposed something which looked to a recon- 
ciliation; and the electoral college of that great 
State assembled a day or two after, and rebuked 
them for it, If any thirty-five men in the State 
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of New York understand the public sentiment of 


that great State, the members of the electoral 
college are the men. They understand it better, 
perhaps, that the two Senators and thirty-three. 
Representatives. They rebuked that journal for 
holding out the olive branch for an instant: 

Are these evidences that there is any disposition 
on the part of the Republicans to abandon any 
part of their programme? No, sir; what was 
said only yesterday, as reported 46 me by a Re- 
publican member of the Houses is true: “ We 
‘never mean to ground our arms until we have 
emancipated the last slave in America.” Thatis 
their purpose, disguise it ag they may; and we 
never mean to sink down # that position. Bet- 
ter, ten thousand times b€tter, that we separate 
in peace; but if that cannot be done, then we 
must separate in war. To be under your dom- 
ination we cannot and will not. Calmly, delib- 
erately, dispassionately, the southern people have 
made up their minds to that. 

Gentlemen talk about making appeals. Imake 
no appeals, because I will not appeal where [ 
know my appeal is to be rejected. I will not 
make appeals that my own friends will read as a 
hope that this difficulty may be reconciled. I 
prefer to present to them the plain stubborn facts 
as they are; to tell them that Republicanism has 
shown no disposition to recede, and we stand 
face to face, and all that is left to us is either a 
peaceable or a violent separation. 

I deem it hardly necessary, Mr. President, to 
say a word on the resolution introduced by my 
friend from Missouri. It is sufficient, perhaps, 
for me to say that the resolution, coming from 
that quarter, amazed me. ‘That a southern Sen- 
ator, representing a State even as much exposed 
as Missouri, should deliberately, in times like 
these, propose to arm the Federal Government 
for the purpose of protecting the frontier, to es- 
tablish military posts all along the line, strack 
me with astonishment. Why, sir, if they are 
only to protect the line, the whole army of Rus- 
sia would be insufficient. If they are to make 
incursions into the States, North and South, and 
capture those who are supposed by military judg- 
ment to have offended against the laws, how far 
are they to go, and what are they to do when 
they get there? [sce in that proposition the germ 
of a military despotism, established in advance 
of the period when we can sufficiently have vin- 
dicated our honor and position, IT want no mil- 
itary force on the frontier, or anywhere else, to 
compel American citizens or American States to 
do their duty. If the States will not make their 
own citizens obedient to the laws of the countr 
there is no power left to make them obedient. tt 
belongs to cach State, for itself, to compel obe- 
dience to the laws on the part of its citizens, and 


| not tothe Federal Government by military force. 


I do not know what isto become of these armies, 
or what is to be done with these military posts. 
I fancy that, in the hands of the enemy, they 
might be turned against us; they would hardly 
ever.be turned against the North. I, sir, for one, 
believe, as my colleague believes, that this Union 
was founded in affection, and can only be main- 
tained in affection; that if the same spirit in 
which it was founded could be made to prevail, 
it would go on, prospering and to prosper, as it 
did during the first half century of its existence; 
but, if sectional hate has sprung up, you cannot 
extinguish it by acts of Congress or by resolu- 
tions. You might as well undertake to extracta 


cancer with a mustard plaster as to root up this | 


political disease by means like these. 

If it be true that the northern people have been 
taught in the schools and in the churches follow- 
ing the advice delivered to them by the Senator 
from New York [Mr. Sewanp] more than twelve 
years ago, when he toid them, “slavery must be 
abolished, and you and I must do it,” and that 
the mode to do It was to begin in the schoolsand 


in the churches; if this kind of teaching has so | 


seized on the minds of the northern people that 
the rising generation, and even the young and 
activegencration, have learned to hate the southern 


people with all the bitterness with which you have; 
taught them to hate us, is itnot nonsense:to bring , 
forward resolutions like these with: the -hope of: - 
remedying the evil? It has taken you. twenty-: 
five years to teach your. people thus: intently to: 
hate-us. If] could believe that you would goto. 


work in earnest and unteach them in twenty-five 


I will consider them; but they must be proposi- 
tions which, in my judgment, strike at the root 
of this evil, not mere propositions for delay, such 
as that introduced by my friend from Kentucky. 
I can understand why a lawyer in court who has 
been driven to the wall may filé an affidavit for 
delay, or put in a plea, for delay; but I cannot: 
understand why a southern Senatorin the present 
condition of affairs puts in a plea, or an affidavit, 
or makes any application for delay. We are bet- 
ter prepared to defend ourselves now than we 
shall be next year. . The people are ripe for it. 
Let them go on. Hold out no delusive hopes. 
Let them mect the issue as it is, and L undertake. 
to give my judgment that they will meet it suc- 
cessfully. i f : 

Mr. PUGH. Mr. President, I did not intend 
to utter one word in regard to this resolution, cx- 
cept to vote for it; but I cannot permit the speech 
of the Senator from Mississippi [Mr, Browy] to, 

ass without some pe observation. Grant- 
ing the premises of his argument, which Ido not 
entirely grant, he has failed to justify the conclu- 
sion announced. After more than seventy years 
of liberty and happiness and prosperity as a con- 
federation of States, must we now acknowledge 
that our constituents, some thirty million in all, 
with every advantage that men could-desire for 
self-government, are unable to decide their differ- 
ences in a satisfactory manner? Why, sir, what 
hope is left for mankind anywhere? Will you 
pretend that the southern people are.capable of 
free governmenthcreafter, ifthey cannot now com- 
mune with their northern brethren upon fair and 
honorable terms of adjustment? Orshall we, on 
our side, indulge a pretension equally vain? We 
stultify ourselves, all of us, in saying that we can- 
not hear, cannot discuss, and cannot compromise 
the controversy with which we are threatened. 
That is to say, in so many words, that our ex- 
periment of the Union is a failure; and, more than 
that, your southern confederacy will be a failure, 
and all other confederacies to the end of time. 
Mr. President, I have not attained any such con- 
clusion; I am not of opinion, as yet, that a ma- 
jority, or any considerable number of the people, 
South or North, desire the bonds of this Confed- 
eracy to be torn asunder. There has been crim- 
ination upon both sides; there have been outrages 
on both sides; there have been things-which ought 
to be redressed, some by the arm of the law, séme 
by a more faithful administration of our Federal 
and State Governments; but there has been noth- 
ing which cannot be redressed promptly, fairly, 
and inthe most efficacious manner. believe, 
before God and my country, that ninety-nine 
hundredths of the people in every State, North 
and South, aro anxious this day to redress all 
outrages and all causes of reasonable complaint, 

Why, then, do we hear such defianceg @X: 
changed? I heard them on Wednesday dast, 
when I came hither and resumed my seat. I 
heard the Senatoy fram Georgia [Mr Iverson] 
declaro that the people of the North hated-the 
people of the South, and the people of the South 
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reciprocated: that. sentiment....1 believe. the Sen- 
ator has pronounced a calumny on his constit- 
uénts-as well as on mine. Ido vot mean to speak 
disréespectfully of him; I speak of his accusation, 
and not.of himself. I understood the Senator 
from New Hampshire [Mr. Hare] to proclaim, 
in like manner, not the gospel of péace between 
brethren, bat a circunspect waiting to ascertain 
whether Mr. Buchanan would or would not send 
a Fedéral Army to coerce the State of South Car- 
olina. T trust, sir, if Mr. Buchanan should com- 
nit so high-handed and fatal an act of violence 


as that, his term is not too brief, as President of 


thé United States, for him to be arraigned at our 
bar by an impeachment. What would South 
Carolina be worth to' herself or to us, if she were 


dragged. captive’ in chains? I wish no State of 
nión to be subjugated by her sisters. If 


this 
she cannot be retained by the bonds of affection, 
of, if estranged, cannot be brought back to us by 
the arts of kindness, why, then, in God’s name=- 
horrible as I esteem such an alternative—let her 
depart in sorrowful silence. 

agree, sir, with much that was said by the 
other Senator from Mississippi [Mr. Davis] this 
morning. I believe itis no question of personal 
liberty bills; no question of Pacific railroad pro- 
jects; no question whether the fugitive slave act 
shall or shall not be enforced by arms-——not even 
a question what our territérial policy ought to be. 
The difficulty is, that we of the North do not un- 
derstand the southern people, and they do not 
rightly understand us. I fear that no remedy 
is within the reach of Congress, and therefore [ 
deprecate any discussion of particular questions. 
I hope the committee now to be appointed, in 
virtue of this resolution, will look beyond and 
above all present controversics; and if it can do 
nothing else, as I think it cannot, will advise us 
to declare to our constituents, in some solemn 
form, that no methods of legislation-~no method 
of constitutional amendment to be inaugurated 
here—can be of the slightest efficacy or use. We 
must tell the people, in every State, to follow the 
example of their fathers—to choose delegates for 
conventions of all the States separately, and after- 
wards for a convention of the States together, 
The entire field of controversy should be reviewed 
and patiently considered, in order, if possible, to 
lay more deeply, more broadly, and, I trust, more 
wisely, the foundations of our common liberty 
and security and happiness. 

It is easy. for Senators from New Hampshire 
and Massachusetts upon the one side, and Senators 
from Georgia and Mississippi upon the other, to 
debate Union ordisunion as a logical controversy; 
but to you [the Vice President, in the chair] 
and to me, to our wives and children, to our im- 
mediate neighbors, it is a question of life and 
death, I hope there is no Senator who will not, 
under such circumstances, bear patiently with us. 
I hope the Senator from Mississippi [Mr. Brown] 
will reconsider his determination, I do not be- 
lieve that his noble constituency would think 


worse of him because, in response to an appeal of 


amity and friendship, he planted himself in the 
very door of reconciliation, and kept it open as 
long as any one would speak a single kind word. 

Mr. BROWN. The Senator will allow me a 
moment. I never intimated that we would not 
listen to appeals; I never said that thiscase could 
not be adjusted; but I said there was no disposi- 
tion on the Republican side to do it. My friend 
from Ohio and 1 have not the power todo it. He 
is not speaking for the Republicans. They are 
the power in the Government, and, so far as we 
have had any intimations from them, they have 
no propositions to make, and none to accept. My 
friend from Ohio and I might talk to the end of 
the next century, and agree or disagree as much 
as we pleased 

Mr. BENJAMIN. You and he could agree 
in five minutes. 

Mr. BROWN. He and I would have no diffi- 
culty at all. If the Republicans will trust their 
cause to him [laughter] and the Democrats to me, 
we wil settle the question before the sun goes 
down, without the least trouble in the world. 
Then I cannot have any difficulty with him. It 
is the power behind him I am talking about. 

Mr. PUGH. My honorable friend from Mis- 
sissippi has no ** Republicans’’to conquerathome. 
That duty remains to me, and to more than a 
million like me, TI tell him, and I now tell them 


i to South Carolina. 


| provoked to say it. 
| sending an army down to South Carolina, Mr. 
H Buchanan is on his knees before them to-day, ! 


frankly, that unless ‘they approach this contro- 


versy In a spirit of honorable conciliation, they 
have won their last victory in the non-slavehold- 
ing States, and, assuredly, in the States northwest 
of the Ohio river. They did not win. the presi- 
dential contest on any such propositions as some 
of them have announced on this floor, and they 
know it. 

At all events, my honorable friend from Mis- 
sissippi ought neither to be deaf nor blind on this 
occasion; and for him, as well as for myself, I 
desire to express earnest gratitude to the honor- 
able Senator from Connecticut [Mr. Dixon] for 
the generous, manly,and noble speech just deliv- 
ered. Jt was exactly the right speech; made at 
the right time; and f must say came from the 


right quarter, I accept it as an omen of purer and | 


of better counsels. For myself, E will not quar- 
rel with any gentleman in regard to his particular 
remedy or proposition; I am ready to, examine 
all of them, and give them all a respectful delib- 
eration. 
which an honorable man would ask of me, or of 
my constituents, that he cannot receive, and es- 
pecially, sir, if he should ask it in words of kind- 
ness. Let us have done with mere altercations. 
Is it not an utter disgrace that the first men of the 
Republic should come hither, at the seat of Fed- 
deral Government, representing the sovereignty 
of their proud States at home, when the fabric of 
our common liberty is tottering to destruction, 
and instead of stretching forth their arms to stay 
such ruin, should fold them inanely, helplessly, 
and hopelessly, as did the Roman Senators at a 
time of barbaric invasion. 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President, I rise to correct 
a misapprehension of the Senator from Ohio, in 
a statement which he has made of some remarks 
that I made here a few days ago. Ido not know 
that I ever spoke in my life when I was so per- 
sistently and so obstinately misrepresented. I 
do not refer now to the Senator from Ohio, be- 
cause f do not think a Senator here would do it; 
but I speak of a few craven, cowardly, infamous 
wretches, that in the providence of God have 
found themselves editors of some of our northern 
papers, and seem to think itisincumbent on them 
to utter an apology, about once a week, that God 
ever sent such miserable wretches into the world. 
It is from their hands that this persistent misre- 
presentation comes. I understood the honorable 
Senator from Ohio to say that I had declared 
that I wanted to wait to seeif Mr. Buchanan 
would not send a Federal army down to coerce 
South Carolina. 

Mr. PUGH. I say to the Senator frankly that 
I did so understand his remarks—not that he 
used those words, but that was the amount of 
what he said,as I thought, [shall be very happy 
if the Senator did not mean that. 

Mr. HALE. Well, sir, if so intelligenta man 
as the Senator from Ohio misunderstood me in 
that respect, I ought to abate'a little ef those ad- 
jectives that I have heaped on those editorial 
wretches. [Daughter] 

Mr. PUGH. I think you had better leave the 
adjectives out. 

Mr. HALE. I have read that speech over and 


over again; F have received various letters in’ 


relation to it; and I said in it just exactly what 
the Senator from Mississippi [Mr. Davis] said 
to-day; nothing more, nothing less; and [ repeat 
it: we ought to look this matter fairly in the face. 
T said further, that, in my humble judgment, the 
course of events would lead to war; and when 
the Senator from Mississippi [Mr. Brown] asked 
me if I meant to threaten war, I repeated over 
and over again that I meant no such thing; but 
I believed that the course of events was tending 
in that direction. I said it,and F believed it; and 
I believe it now. I deprecate it as much as any 
mah on this floor can; I would make as much 
honorable concession as any man can; but I 
should scorn nryself, and the gallant people that 
sent me here would scorn me, if I could stand up 
on this floor to menace war. I will go further. 
I will say to the Senator from Ohio, that I not 
only never said, but I never had such a thought 


! as that Mr. Buchanan would send an army down 
I will tell you, sir, what 1} 


believe to be his position—and { am sorry to be 
I believe that, instead of 


There is nothing, absolutely nothing, | 


| begging them for God’s sake to Stave this thing 


off until the 4th of March, so that he may get 
out of the way of the shower before it comes. 
{Laughter.] That is the position which I believe 
Mr. Buchanan occupies to-day. 

Now, sir, I want to say a word further. Some 
gentlemen have undertaken to magnify the posi- ` 
tion which so humble an individual as myself 
occupies here, and have said to me verbally, and 
in writing from some of the adjoining States, that 
something—much—depended upon the course that 
Land some others not quite so humble as myself 
take in this matter. But, sir, I have almost ds- 
spaired of doing anything; because, when I get 
up and say I am for peace and fear war, they 
swear that I threaten war and that I do not want 
peace. [Laughter.] That is just the way the 
public press misrepresents; and I have nothing to 
say. 

There was one thing which the honorable Sen- 
ator from Mississippi [Mr. Davis] said while he 
was up, that I did not exactly catch; and nothing 
but my reluctance to break in upon a gentleman 
while he is speaking, prevented me from asking 
him at that time if I understood him correctly. 
He said thathe appealed to this side, to this party, 
who had committed the act which had driven us 
to this position. As 1 did not get the floor of 
the Senate, I went over and asked the Senator 
from Mississippi privately if I understood him, 
because, although the Senator from Georgia, the 
other day, represented that there is a state of 
armed neutrality here; that nobody here ever goes 
tothe otherside, and that nobody there ever comes 
here, I will say that whenever Ihave had occasion 
to go over on that side, even though it were to 
address.the Senator from Georgia himself, I have 
always met kind, courteous, and gentlemanly 
treatment, 

Mr. IVERSON. 
skin deep. 

Mr. HALE. Well, then, sir, I have done you 
more credit than you deserve, [Laughter.} Thus 
encouraged, I went over and asked the Senator 
from Mississippi candidly, and it seems I mis- 
understood him. Te did not speak of any par- 
ticular act, but of a series of acts. Now, sir, E 
declare, before God and the country, that there 
is no one thing that I more desire in this world 
than to see that bill of indictment fairly, hon- 
estly, and intelligently made out. What is it that. 
my State has done? I represent but one State. 
Fam unfortunate. A great many gentlemen iep- 
resent whole squads of States. [Laughter } I 
only represent one, and she is one of the smallest 
in the Union. I should be glad to sce the bill of 
indictment fairly and squarely and legitimately 
and constitutionally made out. I would'ask gen- 
tlemen to pat their finger on the place and name 
the time and the occasion when the State which 
I have the honor in part to represent here has 
done anything inconsistent with her constitutional 
dignity and her constitutional duty—inconsistent 
with that fraternal feeling which should govern 
the representatives of the States of this Confed- 
eracy. And, sir, I can tell the honorable Senator 
from Georgia that, when I speak of this fraternak 
feeling, it is a little more than skin deep with me. 
I have gloried in the Union and in the country, ` 
andthe whole of it; and I believe, sir, that if cvil 
days are before us, they are the just judgments 
of a righteous God for the iniquities of a people 
who have been blind to His mercies and reckless 


It is all on the surface; only 


‘in the use of the great privileges that He has be- 


stowed upon them. 

But I beg now, and once for all, to assure the 
honorable Senator from Ohio, and every other 
Senator, and everybody else who pays the least 
regard to what falls from so humble a source as 
myself, that 1 have never said anything that even 
sophistry could torture into a menace of war, I 
come here, sir, to perform my duty under the 
Constitution, and I am willing to mect any and 
everybody and say, that if there can be pointed 
out anything in which the State that F represent 
has come short of her whole constitutional duty, 
in letter and in spirit, she will do what she never 
did in the face of an enemy, and that is, take a 
backward step. She has no pride of opinion that 
will influence her beyond her constitutional duty. 
She is ready to- perform that, and all that, and to 
stand there. Itis thus that she expects the Union 
will be preserved, and go down to posterity such 
as we have hoped that it would be, and as I have 


1860. 


hoped; for, sir, I have hoped that when the angel 
of Revelations stood at last with one foot upon 
the earth and the other upon. the sea, and swore 
-by Him that liveth forever and ever that time 
should be no longer, this great Republic would be 

the last that would be wound up. That has been 
my hope and my desire; I have labored for it, 
and am willing to labor for it; but Iam not will- 
ing that my humble efforts should be perverted 
and misrepresented. 1 do notapply that term to 
the honorable Senator; but I assure him that after 
we adjourn, or upon some Friday or Saturday 
when we adjourn over, and he has answered all 
his letters, and done all the rest of the works of 
necessity and mercy that lie before him, if he will 
take up my poor speech and read it, he will find 
that he has done me and the speech great injus- 
tice, and I know he will feel repentant when he 
sees it, because it was poor enough at the best, 
{laughter;] take itasit was, and letthe eye of friend- 
ship scan it and pronounce upon it, and it was 
not much; but when it comes to be perverted and 
misrepresented, and made the thing that it was 
not, I know the Senator will be sorry for the 
injustice he has done. 

Mr. PUGH. Icertainly must apologize to the 
Senator from New Hampshire. I did understand 
his speech as I said; but I am very happy to be 
under the necessity of apologizing, he has left so 
much more pleasant impressions on my mind by 
this speech than he did by the other. 

Mr. MASON. Mr. President, I wish to say 
but a very few words. 

Mr, DAVIS. If the Senator from Virginia will 
allow me, I will answer the question of the Sen- 
ator from New Hampshire, before he proceeds, 
or afterwards, as he pleases. : 

Mr. MASON. Ihave but a very few words 
to say; I am not going to make a speech. The 
resolution, as it stands, is to refer certain parts 
of the President’s messsage to a committee of the 
Scnate—nothing more. The concluding para- 
graph giving authority to the committee to report 

y bill or otherwise, seems to me surplusage, 
because every committee of the Senate has that 
authority without its being specially given. It 
is, therefore, simply a resolution to refer certain 
portions of the President’s message to a commit- 
tee of the Senate. Now, sir, Lam not at liberty 
to vote against it, and { trouble the Senate with a 
very few remarks only lest my vote in favor of it 
should be misconstrued elsewhere. There is a 
possibility that a vote in the affirmative may in 
some parts of the country, in the popular judg- 
ment, ascribe to the Senator so voting an idea that | 
there is to be found in Congress any remedy for 
the present condition of the country. I fear it 
would mislead the public mind; that it would in- 
duce them to hope or to expect that it was within 
the reach of legislation here in some way to save 
the country from the dissolution that is immi- 
nently pending. I shall vote for the resolution; 
but without an idea that it is possible for any 
thing that Congress can do to reach the dangers 
with which we are threatened. 

Sir, in my own State 1 know that the people 
are not looking to Congress for any legislation 
competent even to mitigate or palliate, far less to 
prevent those dangers. My State and a great | 
many others of the slaveholding States of this 
Confederacy are going into convention with a 
view to take up the subject for themselves, and 
as Separate, sovereign communities, to determine | 
what is best for their safety. J know that the 
public mind in the State of Virginia is in no 
sense, in no manner, directed to Congress with 
any idea that it is competent to them to afford 
rehef. The States are taking the subject into 
their own hands. I should regret extremely if 
the passage of this resolution should lead the 
eitizens of the other States, the non-slavcholding 
States, to look to Congress for any hope of an 
adjustment of these differences. It would mis- 
lead them. I should certainly hope that those 
States North and East and West would do as 
we are doing in the South, resolve themselves | 
into their separate political communitics and 
there determine whether anything and what can 
be done to save this Union. If they look to us 
with any such hope, they are misled, in my 
judgment. i 

Ishould regretextremely, therefore, ifan affirm- | 
ative vote on my part, which will be given for 
the resolution more from what is due to parlia- 


‘society against another form of society. 


mentary form than from any other reason, should 
lead them in any quarter to expect that it is com- 
petent to us, that we have the power to avert the 
perils that are impending. I should expect much 
from the northern and eastern States if they were 
to go into State convention, look at-the evil as it 
exists, and apply a remedy if it be within their 
power. 

What is the evil? Gentlemen have well said, 
it is not the failure to execute this fugitive slave 
law; itis not the passage of these liberty bills, 
as they are called, in various of the States; it is 
a social war—so far not a war of arms—a war 
of sentiment, of opinion; a war by one form of 
I pos- 
sibly may have a misinformed judgment, but I 
rely upon it until corrected; and my judgment is 
satisfied that, for some reason, the population in 
the States having no slaves, feeling their great 
numerical majority, and having nursed this senti- 
ment, this mere opinion about social forms exist- 
ing elsewhere, have in some manner unfortu- 
nately brought themselves to a determination to 
extinguish it. I do not mean by any immediate 
blow, by any present law; but itis their purpose, 
having obtained possession of the Federal power, 
to use that power in every form to bring that 
social condition to a close. 

I look upon it then, sir, as a war of sentiment 
and opinion by one form of society against another 
form of socicty. How that will end, I will not 
undertake to predict; butif there be a remedy for 
it, itis not here; it must beat home in their own 
State councils; and I should regret extremely if 
any vote I am to give here should mislead public 
judgment so far as to lead them to suppose that 
they are to look here for safety. If the people 
would go into convention in all those States, as 
we are driven into convention, take up the sub- 


| ject, probe it, analyze it, look back to history and 


see what it is, they would have it in their power 
to apply aremedy. The remedy rests in their 
hands, not in Congress; in the State councils of 
the several States; in the political society of the 
several States; and if we induce them, by any act 
of ours here, to look to Congress for safely, we 
shall mislead them. 

I fear, too, sir, that in what fell from the hon- 
orable Senator from New York, we are admon- 
ished of the sort of legislation that is looked to 
on that side as a remedy for impending dangers. 
The honorable Senator says that it is the duty of 
the Executive head of the Confederacy to exe- 
cute the laws; that it is the duty of Congress, if 
he has not sufficient powcr now under the law, to 
give it to him; that he knows of nothing that can 
resist the laws unless it originates in insurrection 
or rebellion, which is to be put down. That is 
the sort of legislation, that is the sort of remedy, 
to which that honorable Senator looks. That 
means, Mr. President, that in the relation which 
subsists between the States of the Union and the 
Federal power, State existence is not to be recog- 
nized; and that if a State abandons the Union, 
separates from it, severs all political connection 
with it, that factis not to be recognized by, or 
known to, the Federal Government. A State in 
the full plenitude of her sovercignty entirely re- 
sumed by her fundamental law, absolves her citi- 
zens from the allegiance they formerly held to 
the Government which they abandoned. That 
is not to be known; but the law is to march 
straight forward, like the car of Juggernaut, 
crushing all who may oppose it. That i under- 
stand to be the doctrine of the Senator from New 
York; his construction of Federal power. Well, 
sir, if it be true, I am not one of those who will 
lend my aid or my vote to any legislation con- 
templating such a state of things. They may 
call it what they please; they may call it putting 
down resistance to the laws, or insurrection, or 
rebellion, or treason, in a citizen, but at last it is 
war—open, undisguised war, by one political 

ower against another political power. That is 
it; and the honorable Senator, seeking to evade— 
Į use the term in no offensive sense; but the hon- 
orable Senator, seeking to characterize itin some 
terms that belong to civil jurisdiction, calls it in- 
surrection or rebellion. The meeting of one po- 
litical power with another political power in hos- 
tility, In arms, is war, and can come to nothing 
else. 

I did not mean, as I said, sir, to address the 
Senate on this subject. Theday may arise when 
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| determine whether, in the. execution of the Fi 


we shall be obliged to.address the Senate on this. 
subject; not theorizing, not ag arguments to meet 
prospective ills, but to meet events that occur, 
facts that exist and are practically before us; 
when it will devolve on. the American. Senate to 


eral laws against a State that has separated itself 
from the Confederacy, the Federal jurisdi¢tio 
treats 1t AS a mere. insurrection or rebellio 
whether it is to be treated as war. TF fear that 
that day may come, and come speedily; but‘ suf- 
ficient. unto the day is the evil thereof.” T de- 
sire only that the vote which J shall give for the 
proposition to refer a part of the Préesidént’s mics? 
sage to a committee of the Senate, may. not mis- 
lead anybody, so far as my vote goes, into an 
idea that the people can look to the Senate or to 
the House for relief in the present emergency. 
They mast look at home, to their State convèn- 
tions, and nowhere else,” : 

Mr. BIGLER. Ido not rise, Mr. President, 
for the purpose of taking a general view of the 
present unhappy condition of the country.. No 
one could do that at this time, without-more.de- 
liberate consideration than I have had the oppor- 
tunity of giving the subject. Sir, it seems to me 
no Senator can close his eyes to the dangers 
which surround out common country. At. this 
very moment, the great heart of the Republie 
throbs deeply, and the whole system shows evi- 
dence of sickness and decay. Sir, I approach 
this question with the utmost diffidence . 

Mr. HALE. With the consent of the Sena- 
tor from Pennsylvania, I move that the Senate 
adjourn. 

Mr. DAVIS. Before that motion is put, I will 


į answer the question which the Senator trom New 


Hampshire put to me, if he desires it. 

Mr. HALE. Oh, no. ; 

Mr. DAVIS. If the Senator docs not desire 
an answer, I will not give it. ` 

Mr. BIGLER. Before the motion is put, I de- 
sire to say a word. I fear that the motion of the 
Senator from New Hampshire to which I yielded, 
may lead to a misunderstanding that I intend to 
make a full, elaborate speech on this question. I 
do not, My intention is only to thank the Sen- 
ator from Connecticut for the manly. position 
which he has taken, and to answer, to some ex- 
tent, the views of the Senator from Virginia. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Will the Senator 
pause? The confusion in the Chamber isso great 
that the Senator on the floor cannot be heard; and 
the Chair considers it his duty to call the atten- 
tion of the Senate in‘an emphatic manner to it. 

Mr. BIGLER. I yield to the motion to ad- 
journ. 

The motjon was agreed to; and the Senate 
adjourned. -~ 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Monpay, December 10, 1860. 

The House met at twelve o’clock, m. Prayer 
by Rev. Dr. Jenxis, of Philadelphia. 

The Journal of ‘Thursday last was read and 
approved. 

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 

The SPEAKER laid before the House a com- 
munication from the Sccretary of State, transmit- 
ting an abstract of returns of registered American 
seamen; which was laid on the table, and ordered 
to be printed. f 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a 
communication from the Secretary of the Interior, 
transmitting a report from the Superintendent of 
Public Printing respecting the printing of the 
House of Representatives, which was referred to 
the Committee on Printing, and ordered to be 
printed; and a report in relation to estimated de- 
ficiencies for paper and printing for the Thirty- 
Sixth Congress; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means, and ordered to be 
printed. : 

WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. i 

Mr. CRAWFORD asked and obtained leav 
to withdraw from the files of the House the papers 
in the case of Mrs. Elizabeth Spear, for reference 
to the pension bureau. 


SERVICE ON SPECIAL COMMITTEE. ` 


The SPEAKER stated that the question before 
the House was on séconding the demand for the 


| previous question on the request of Mr. Hawkins 


ra 


es 
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to be excused from serving on the special com- 
snittee of one from each State, to which was 
referred that ‘portion of the President’s message 
relating to secession movements. `.. 

Mr. VALLANDIGHAM. I ask the gentleman 
from Florida to withdraw his demand for the 
previous question to enable me ‘to assign my 
reasoris for voting’ to excuse him. 

Mr. HAWKINS. Iwill, of course, withdraw 
it with great pleasure to accommodate the gentle- 
man. from Ohio: : It- was my intention, when I 
cam into the House this morning, to withdraw 
it myself, without any. request of that kind, so 
that [myself might be enabled to make some few 
remarks fot the purpose of better defining my 
position before the country. 

“Mr. VALLANDIGHAM. Iprefer, ofcourse, 
to hear the reasons of the gentleman from Florida 
more at length; and when he concludes, I shall 
ask to submit some on my own part. 

Mr. McCLERNAND. I was entitled to the 
floor, and do not recognize any understanding 
which shall foreclose my chance. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair understands the 
gentleman from Florida to withdraw his demand 
for the previous question, and that he wishes 
now to be heard. He is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. HAWKINS. Mr. Speaker, finding that 
my views and motives for asking to be excused 
from serving upon the committee of thirty-three, 
have not only been misunderstood, but misrepre- 
sented, I will endeavor in a few remarks to define 
my position somewhat more specifically than I 
have already done, and place myself in the true 
attitude in which I stand in relation to the ques- 
tion pending before the House. 

In this whole matter, sir, L have been guided 
by my own ideas as to what was appropriate to 
the occasion, nor did I hold counsel with a single 
person as to the course I should adopt. The 
solution of the question was so simple, the con- 
clusions to be arrived at so easily attained, L 
deemed advice superfluous, and F acted upon the 
dictates of my own exclusive judgment. 

Itis true, sir, after 1 had marked out my line 
of conduct, and after [had acted upon the matter, 
I did ask the opmions of many southern mem- 
berg; and with one or two exceptions, they most 
cordially agreed with the course f had taken, 

Of course, sir, at this time I have no idea of 
making a formal or set speech—such a one, how- 
ever, L anticipate delivering before L leave this 
Hall, setting forth the causcs which have impelled 
my State to the course she bas already pursued 
and will pursue within the next thirty days. 

Tn the first place, sir, if I consented to serve 
upon this committee, I would be placing myself 
in d false position. Every one who consents to 
serve upon that committee, (in My opinion,) 
though he may not be bound by its ultimate ac- 


tion, certainly commits himself to the projét of | 


its formation as a means of compromising and 
settling the disputes now existing between the 
North and South, the removal of grievances and 
an adjustment of all questions now agitating the 
country. 

Now, sir, by virtue of the powers intrusted me 
by the people of my State, [ might act upon such 
a committee in circumstances diferent from those 
now existing; but my State, sir, has already taken 
the initiative, and her Legislature has ordered an 
election for the purpose of choosing members to 
a convention to be convened ou the 3d day of 
January, 1861. Florida is then to act in her 
sovereign capacity, as a member of this Confed- 
eracy, a peer of thirty-two other sovereigntics. 
She will then take such steps and pursue such 
measures, as may be compatible with her dignity, 
her safety, and her honor. 

Itis true, sir, in populatio#i, a population re- 
tarded in growth by untoward circumstances, she 
is numerically weak; but yet, sir, she is not the 
less sovereign, not the less entitled to all the 
rights, powers and immunities of her sister States, 
Switzerland, among the nations of Europe, so far 
as her rights are concerned, and as a sovereign 
Power, is entitled to the same political considera- 
tion as France, and Portugal the same as Russia; 
and I might add, in this Confederacy of States, 
Florida, for the same reasons, is the peer and 
equal of New York. Fora long pertod of time 
the diminutive Republie of San Marino existed 
as an independent Power, with all the attributes 
of full and perfect sovereignty. 


I make these remarks, sir, because the compar- 
ative sparsity of population of my State, and her 
weakness, as it is termed, have been sneered at, 
as if power alone is to command respect, and 
oppression was to be the destiny of that people 
who do not possess the requisite physical power 
by itself to redress a wrong or resent an insult. 

Florida, sir, weak as she is, powerless as she 
may appear, could not be coerced to remain in the 
Union if she chose to go out. Such an attempt 
would be resisted by a force, if necessary, of ten 
times the number of your standing Army, rushing 
to the rescue from every southern State. 

But, sir,toreturn. As Ihave before remarked, 
Florida has determined to settle for herself, and 
in her own way, the time, the mode, and manner 
of redress. She will, beyond doubt, take into. 
consideration the action of this very committec, as 
well as all other matters connected with her at- 
titude as now presented, or any other which in the 
future she may assume. 

It must be admitted, sir, that the Representa- 
tives in this body are but the agents of the States 
from which they are respectively sent; not that 
they are members solely constituted for those 
States, but,in accordance with the doctrine of Mr. 
Burke, they are to legislate for and extend a fost- 
ering care over the interests of the entire Union. 
The Representative is the agent, the State is the 
principal. When the State acts, or assumes to 
act, the agency is virtually at an end, and dis- 
solved. If this were not so, the principal and the 
agent would be coequals, and possess concomi- 
tant powers, and the latter, perchance, might in- 
fringe upon the rights and authority of the former. 

It is said, if members decline to serve upon this 
committee, why be members at all? What right 
have they to make this committee an exception to 
the ordinary rules of legislation? I have an- 
swered already in part. Í say further, because I 
have no power of attorney upon this subject—I 
have received no instructions proper. ‘The subject 
before the House is not one of ordinary legislation, 
but of most extraordinary character, unlooked for, 
not anticipated when I was elected a member of 
this House. 

But, sir, while I have received no positive in- 
struction, I confess I fecl myself virtually instruct- 
cd. It matters but little as to the medium or 
channel by which ideas, thoughts, or wishes ma 
be conveyed. Lam satisfied, from all the indi- 
cations in my State—by the unanimity which has 
characterized its acts; the settled and stern re- 
solve, fromthe Executive to the humblest citizen, 
to seck redress through some other agency than 
that of compromise—that, were I to serve upon 
this committee, such assent would elicit the most 
emphatic and general denunciation. 

But, sir, E must not be understood as shrinking 
from responsibility behind the barrier of implied 
instructions. ‘The action already taken and that 
which is inevitably to follow chimes with my own 
views, and finds a cordial echoing response inevery 
feeling and sentiment of my heart. 

So, Mr. Speaker, you must see, that by accept- 
ing a position upon this committee 1 would com- 
promise mysclf, compromise my constituents by 
consenting to serve upon it as one of its constit- 
uent parts. Under such circumstances, E would 
certainly deem it illiberal and unjust in the House 
to persist in my serving, thereby using its inhe- | 
rent power of quasi coercion to produce such a 
result. Lask, sir, if there is any member of this 
body who would be willing to do aught in the 
House contrary to the direct or implied instruc- 
tions of his constituents? This is my case. Itis 
true, my instructions are not in totidem verbis, but 
I have shown they are implied; and with a right- 
minded man there exists no difference.’ I know, 
sir, I might unite in a minority report, or bring 
in one myself; but I do not wish, through my 
agency, to throw the least obstacle in the way of 
the committee. 

My second ground of objection to serving upon 
this committee is, that I believe its action will 
elicit no favorable results, and effect nothing. IT 
have no confidence in congressional legislation 
as a means of restoring permanent peace and 
harmony to the country. Has it ever done so? 
Have these compromises ever brought with them 
any great healing remedies for the wounds in- 
flicted upon the Constitution and the country? 
So far from it, they themselves have originated 
the bitterest quarrels, producing crimination and ! 


recrimination, each party accusing*the. other of 
perfidy and breach of faith. : 

The process now attempted by way of a pan- 
acea for the ills surrounding us, (though I say 
it with the greatest respect for the motives of its 
excogitators,) I regard as the veriest empiricism, 
a cure to be effected by nostrums, herbs, emolli- 
ents, homeopathic doses. It will not do, sir. It 
is a case of surgery. It requires the scalpel of 
a Mott or a Carnochan. The paticnt may be re- 
lieved for a time, but a relapse is certain to follow; 
and a relapse is always more dangerous than 
the original attack. : 

As to the composition of this committee, with 
the greatest possible deference to yourself, Mr. 
Speaker, I must say, in all candor, I regard it as 
unfortunate and ill-advised. ‘1am satisfied, sir, if 
left to the dictates of your judgment and the hon- 
est impulses of your heart, a different rôle would 
have been played, adifferent formation have been 
the result. Now, sir, 1 do not wish to be invid- 
ious or personal in my remarks. I have not the 
slightest personal animosity against any member 
of this body; and whatever [utter is to be taken in 
a political sense, and in the light of fair criticism. 
I wish to be parliamentary, sir; so much so that 
I may even meet with the approbation of my 
friend from Virginia. Yes, sir, £ wish to be like 
the madman in the play, who swore he would not 
tie his cravat without a warrant from Justice 
Overdo. 

Upon this committee, Mr. Speaker, I do not 
see the name of any Democrat from the powerful 
and mighty Northwest. I believe the party in 
that region numbers some several hundreds of 
thousands of voters: they had’a right to be heard 
in this matter; for, though only Democrats, com- 
mon charity would suggest that they felt some 
little interest in this question, in the integrity and 
preservation of the Union, if preserved itcan be. 

I would have been glad to have seen my friends 
from Ohio [Messrs. Vattanprenamand Cox}and 
my friends from Illinois, [Messrs. Locaw and 
McCriernanp,} noble and true spirits, who have 
always stood by the South and fought ber battles— 
I would have been glad to have seen some of their 
names upon this committee. 

I suppose this committee was intended to have 
beeu a representative committee, one reflecting the 
policy, the rights, the interests, the opinions of 
the people of the various States of the Union. If 
this was not the case, the greatend and aim of the 
committee would not be attained. Its. materials 
are singularly incongruous and heterogeneous; for 
we see all shades, phases, and complexions of 
political sentiment, from the strongest Republican 
to the extreme Democrat; from the most savory 
Unionist to the rankest Secessionist. Ah this, 
however, was very proper, and necessarily arose 
from the wish to obtain a committee composed of 
all these ingredients; and if these could agree, and 
did agree, the panacea would be successful. 

Now, sir, I cannotthink that the gentleman from 
Maryland is a fair exponent of the opinions of 
the people of that State. I believe, sir, that the 
Legislature of Maryland passed some resolutions 
rather denunciatory of the gentleman—and I re- 
gret to say it—for voting for you, Mr. Speaker, 
and by that vote constituting you the presiding 
officer of this body. This may have been very 
unjustin the people of Maryland; but they seemed 
to think that the vote for Speaker was the test of 
southern fealty, and that all who voted for you 
were either Republicans out-and out, or at least 

Republicans insympathy and affiliation, and con- 
sequently enemics of one greatinterest of the State 
—slavery. Ifthe criterion or test before.alluded to 
is correct, the appointment was not appropriate; 
for one must possess superhuman virtue to repre- 
sent honestly and faithfully a great and com- 
manding interest of a State, when at heart he may 
be averse to that inicrest. I may do the gentle- 
man wrong; if so, I am to be corrected; but till 
then, I must be guided by the resolutions of a 
sovercign State, passed, I believe, with only one 
dissenting voice. 

Mr. BRIGGS. I rise to correct one of the 
statements just made by the gentleman from 
Florida. 

Mr. HAWKINS.  Icannot yield the floor. 

Mr. BRIGGS. The gentleman has misrepre- 
sented me; and all I desire to do is to correct him 
è : : 
and set myself right. He misrepresents the vote 
which I gave for you, Mr. Speaker. 
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Mr. HAWKINS. I must call the gentleman 
to order. 1 decline to yield. 

Mr. BRIGGS. I only wish to say that the 
gentleman is wrong in his statement, so far as I 
am concerned. My vote was not given for you, 
Mr. Speaker, upon the ground stated; that is, as 
exhibiting my. opposition to the interest and rights 
of any section of this Union. ft was, I hold, a 
national and conservative vote. 

Mr. HAWKINS. The gentleman is only in 
the incipient stage of comprehension. I was al- 
luding not to members from the free but to mem- 
bers from the southern slave States. The gen- 
-tleman from New York is not a southern man. 

Mr. BRIGGS. The gentleman referred to 
those who voted for our present Speaker. 

” Mr. HAWKINS. No, sir. 

Mr. BRIGGS. Then I am mistaken. 

Mr. HAWKINS. I have no doubt that if the 
gentleman were not Alexander, he would be the 
other man, Diogenes. [Laughter.] 

Mr. Speaker, there wereaSrewart,a Hueugs, 
aKuwxen, a Harns anda Wessrer, from whom 
aselection could have been made, neither of whom 
comes here with the marked and emphatic disap- 
probation of the State of Maryland. She is a 
noble State, sir; always patriotic; always ready 
to do her devoir in behalf of our country. Jn the 
war of the Revolution, the troops of the Mary- 
land line performed prodigies of valor; and in the 
campaign in the South, by them were battles 
saved and victories won. At the hard-fought 
battle of the Cowpens, nothing saved the day but 
a charge with the bayonet by these troops of 
Maryland, led by the gallant Howard; while 
they fought most nobly, and covered themselves 
with glory, at Eutaw, King’s Mountain, and Guil- 
ford Court-House. Maryland was entitled, sir, 
to a representative man. ; 

There are other appointees upon this commit- 
tee subject to criticism. I have only selected one 
of the most glaring of the cases. If asked what 
is all this to me, inasmuch as I decline to serve 
upon the committee, I answer, I want the country 
to know that it cannot, does not, represent the true 
sentiment ‘of some of the States, and that a great 
moral effect is sought to be produced by some- 
thing that savors of a constructive fraud. So far 
as the extreme South is concerned, I tellthem this 
committee is the Grecian horse introduced into 
Troy. The objectis to gain time; delay and de- 
moralize the South by holding forth to its people 
that there is a great pacificator at work, certain to 
bring about a political millennium. 

Again: Mr. Speaker, [ regret that this proposi- 
tion for this committee did not emanate from the 
North. This would have indicated a returning 
sense: of justice in that quarter; that there was a 
sincere desire to make due concessions and offer 
a proper security for the future. No, sir; itcame 
from a son of Virginia; a gentleman for whom I 
entertain a profound respect, blended with no little 
admiration. 1 regret that his modesty prevented 
him from serving upon this committee, with all 
my heart. 

But, sir, was it appropriate that the South, after 
having endured every insult, wrong, and eon- 
tumely; her citizens excited to frenzy by the long- 
continued assaults upon her institutions, and 
States driven into revolution-——yes, sir, I reiterate 
Was it appropriate, after all this, that the olive 
branch should be tendered to the North by one of 
Virginia’s most gifted sons? It was the part of 
the South to have stood aloof, and assumed an 
attitude of self-defense and stern defiance, await- 
ing foran overture from the North. Ido full justice 
to the motives of the mover of this committee. 
Beyond all doubt, they were replete with patriot- 
ism, But I regret, deeply regret, that a Repre- 
sentative of Virginia, representing the district 
into which John Brown made his bloody foray, 
and shed Virginia blood, should have been the 
first to move in this matter. I remember last win- 
ter, Mr. Speaker, the pleasure and delight with 
which I listened to the remarks of the gentleman 
from Virginia, the mover of these resolutions. 
But, sir, fearing that this admiration will not be 
appreciated properly, | would ask my friend upon 
the left [Mr. Jons Cocurane] to read the ex- 
tracts which I will point out. 

Mr. JOHN COCHRANE read the extracts, as 
follows: 


- 
“ Now, sir, I was presentat that horrible Harper’s Ferry 
raid; I was a wituess to that abominable outrage; I saw 
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the blood of my friends shed in the streets of Harper’s Ferry ; 
and if there is a man who has a right to speak to that sub- 
ject, itis myself; and yet I have torborne to. speak on the 
subject. I have remained silent for various reasons, not 
the least of which is, that the distinguished Senator before 
me {Mr. Mason] is engaged in the investigation of the facts 
connected with the whole affair, and will present them 
fully and fairly, at the proper time, before the country, and 
leave it to judge of them. 

“There is another reason which, I must confess, has 
also influenced me in this matter. I know (and i have been 
painfully conscious of it whenever my mind has reverted 
to that dark day) that when the heart feels most, the tongue 
refuses to perform its wonted task. 

“ And, sir, when I bave heard gentlemen on the other 
side of the tloor stand up and derisively refer to that in- 
famous outrage, I have been hardly able to retain my seat, 
and refrain from the expression of my indignation in terms 
which might not have sounded parliamentary.. My mind, 
sir, has again and again, during this discussion, gone back 
to that dark October evening, when I stood by the side of 
a friend, and laid my hand upon his brow where. the death 
damp was gathering, while the blood was gushing from his 
noble heart, and I bave been often disposed to say, in apol- 
ogy for my forbearance : 

“Oh! pardon me, thou bleeding piece of earth, 

‘That Lam meek and gentle with these butchers ? 
For t tell you, sir, tliat, in my opinion, the leaders of the 
Abolition party, which is seeking to control the organiza- 
tion of this Fhouse, and to obtain possession of the Govern- 
ment, are as much the murderers of my friends at Harper’s 
Ferry as were gf John Brown and his dctuded followers; 
and J think that the committee engaged in the investiga- 
tion in my State, and the investigation on the part of the 
Senate, will prove that the agitation of the slavery question 
by the great leaders of the Republican party has been the 
direct cause of the Harper’s Ferry invasion.” 

* * ‘fe * t * k * 
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“'The election which returned these gentiemen here 
took place a montlr betore the John Brown raid. The peo- 
ple ofthe North believe, know, they must know, they can- 
not fail to sec, what is the inevitable tendency of this sla- 
very agitation. They have been told by you, the politicians, 
you, the leaders—and we have allowed ourselves to be de- 
juded by the syren song sung in our ears—that you do not 
intend to interfere with slavery within the States. Person- 
ally, 1 believe you do not. Personally, there is not a leader 
among you all—noteven Fred Douglass—who can be found 
with courage cnough to come into States and interfere with 
slavery there. But, {rom year to year, you have beaten the 
drum of abolitionism. Irom your pulpit and press and 
forum, in season and out of season, you have preached to 
the rising generation that slavery is a curse; and that auti- 
slavery sentiment has stimulated others, less careful of their 
personal safety, to come among us with a hostile intent, 
to steal our slaves, and incite them to insurrection? 

Mr. HAWKINS. Mr. Speaker, this isa speci- 
men of the beauty of the eloquence of the gentle- 
man from Virginia. My friend from New York 
[Mr. Joun Cocurane] read those passages which 
I marked with proper emphasis, and he did it 
well as he does everything; but, sir, his delivery 
was not equal to that of the gentleman from Vir- 
ginia, the passages thereby losing much of their 
power by the loss of the eloquence of the gen- 
tleman who pronounced them. ‘There were two 
Athenians. One. of them read to the other an 
oration of Demosthenes. ‘The Athenian to whom 
the oration was read was perfectly enraptured, 
and expressed his delight and admiration, when 
the reader of the oration remarked, “Ay, sir, but 
you should have heard Demosthenes himself de- 
liver it.” Now, sir, in this there is no covert 
satire—none intended; but since F have been a 
member of this body, l have heard no gentleman 
whom I have admired more than I did my friend 
from Virginia, the last, when he delivered his 
speech in relation to John Brown. I willnow read, 
sir, a few lines myself: 

“ We now discover that we must depend upon our own 
right arm to protect our State from further outrage, so long 
as there remains a ‘Republican’ organization in Congress 
and the eountry. Why will you persist, men of the North, 
in maintaining that organization? What good do you ex- 
peet to effect by, it? You formed it, so you have said, for 
the sole purpose of making Kansas a free State. You have 
Kansas as a tree State; for, sir, when she comes into this 
Union, she will come as ‘tree.’ If there be any other pur- 
pose that you expect to accomplish by it, it must be to trans- 
fer your ‘irrepressible couflict’ from the Territories to the 
States.” 

In other words, sir, he calls upon the North to, 
do away with their organization; he calls upon 


the Republican party to disband. Mr. Speaker, | 


the idea of the Republican party disbanding and 
breaking up is too ridiculous! What, sir, break 
up after the greatand sigual victory achieved over 
allofus? Break up! get none of the spoils, the 
honors, and, the most coveted of all, the power! 
Those who believe that the Republican party will 
be broken up, in the words of Rasselas, “ are list- 
ening with credulity to the whispers of fancy.” 
It is true, Mr. Speaker, that we hear no re- 
joicings over this victory. Everything is quiet. 
It is appropriate that it should be so.: Shouts of 
joy now, sir, would sound rather like the strains 
and notes from the harp of Nero, or the discordant | 


ch in the highlands of Se 


land. Bat, sir, ‘the Republican par 
yield; they have no.idea of yielding. 


screams of the coronach in thet 
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the other side of t 


upon the Democratic side of the House.to yield 
‘up all our own doctrines and principles. You 
might just as well ask us southern men to yield 
up the institution of slavery, dismiss our negroes, 
and throw them upon the world. The Republi- 
can party is made of sterner stuff... The idea 
bruited about in the newspapers that the Repub- 
lican party is scaréd, and that there is trepidation 
among them, is ridiculous.’ This. southern ex- 
citement may have touched the commercial men . 
of the North; but go to the northern country, and 
mix with the masses,and you will find thatif any 
of these gentlemen should give way to the South, 
and concede to them equality in the Territories 
and the repeal of these liberty bills, what would 
be the plain and stern response of the yeomanry 
of the North—-plain, common-sense, straightfor- 
ward men, with simple but strong ideas? They 
would say: “No, gentlemen; we have. fought 
this battle with you; we have fought this battle 
for you by our votes; you wish to leave the guns; 
we will hold you to the guns, and we will fight 
together.” That, sir, is the truth; and if I could 
call. those gentlemen opposite upon the stand, 
they would agree with me, and make a response 
inthe affirmative. Do not, then, let us talk any 
more about the North yielding, 00 000 

It is true, sir, we may obtain some 
cessions, clothed in vague generalities; but as to 
obtaining equality in the Territories, as to’ our 
property, as to the repeal of these liberty bills, 
(as they are called,) as to the stopping of this 
agitation of the slavery question, I tell you, sir, 
itis too absurd to suppose any such thing, and 
is a proposition not to be entertained for a single 
moment. I say, therefore, that those gentlemen 
from the South who anticipate concession, based 
on justice and our rights, are laboring under a 
most singular delusion. Why is it that at this 
moment, when the whole country is agitated, the 
President elect has kept a most ominous silence? 
Why, in the‘language of Mr. Curran, this facti- 
tious dumbness? Would it not have been as 
well for the President elect to have waived any 
little official etiquette, and written a few lines to 
afford some views of his policy? The only man 
that has spoken, or attempted: to spealt for, him, 
is Senator Trumsutt, of Illinois. He made a 
speech foreshadowing the policy of the President 
elect. What does Mr. Trumputt say? He says 
that thé President elect will, among other things, 
carry out the fugitive slave law. But, he says, 
—and I wish every southern man to recollect it 
—that his interpretation of the Constitution will 
be on the side of freedom. Of course, he, as the 
Exccutive arm, will override the judiciary, by not 
regarding the Dred Scott decision. ‘What is 
meant by the interpretation of the Constitution 
in favor of freedom? It means, of course, oppo- 
silion to slavery. Here, then, is a man-clected to 
the high office of the Republican party of the 
North, who goes into power opposed to one of 
the great leading interests of the South. 

Now, I wish to speak a few plain words here. 
It is necessary that somebody should do so. T 
may be called a Cataliné, a Robespierre, a Danton, 
a Marat, but I am willing to encounter all. those 
epithets, and I avail myself of the. occasion to 
say a few words of warning to the North. [tell 
the North that Mississippi, Alabama, Florida, 
Georgia, and South Carolina, are certain to secede 
from this Union within a short period. Arkansas, 
Louisiana, and Texas are certain to follow within 
the ensuing six months. ‘Texas, owing to her 
peculiar position, is now hampered as to her ac- 
tion. Unfortunately for Texas, the hero of San 
Jacinto is its Governor—an involuntary hero—a 
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‘man forced into the battle against his own views 
by, the gallantry of his troops, who could not be 
restrained, and who pressed forward and gained 
the day. He was as much the hero of San Ja- 
cinto'as Marshal Ney was the hero.of Yorktown. 
When Sir Walter Raleigh was writing a history, 
he saw so many different versions of a very plain 
transaction ‘he witnessed, that he thrust his his- 
tory: aside in despair, and came to the conclusion 
that there was no.truth in history, I do not pre- 
tend to say that the Governor of Texas is pusil- 
larimous. Notatall. 1 would be unwilling to 
‘say so ofany man. But I think he is wrong in 
“running counter to the feelings of the State; and 
‘Texas may be compelled to commence her action 
“with revolution athome. [Herethe hammer fell.] 

Mr. VALLANDIGHAM. Compelled, by the 
“rules of the House, to vote upon the ducsion of 
excusing the gentleman from Florida from serv- 
ing upon this committee, I desire, in a few words, 
to submit my own reasons for the vote which Í 
propose to give. With many of the reasons 
assigned by the gentleman from Florida, 1, as a 
Representative from one of the free States of this 
Union, have nothing to do; but there are consid- 
erations which impel me, as such Representative, 
to vote for the motion to excuse. 

It is idle, sir, to attempt to ‘*coerce’’ any gen- 
‘tleman to serve upon this committee who assigns 
such reasons- as the gentleman from Florida has 
given; and in justice to him, and to his State, but 
above all, to the very purpose of the committee 
itself, I cannot so vote. You may decline to cx- 
‘cuse him: you cannot compel him to discharge, 
with good will or alacrity, the duties you impose 
upon “him; and what kind of conciliation and 
compromise is that which begins by forcing a man 
to serve upon a committee raised for the very 
purpose of peace? What prospect, in God’s 
name—I speak it reverently—is there of adjust- 
ment, when you are obliged to resort to compul- 
sion to make up your committee on compromise 
and adjustment? 

I pass by without comment the consideration 
so earnestly pressed by the gentleman from Flor- 
ida, that this proposition might, with far more 
propriety and effect, have come from the Repub- 
ican party in this House; that party that has 
just triumphed in the election which is the cul- 
minating point of all our controversies, and of all 
the dangers which surround us; and that, with 
great honor to himself and great and soothing 

ood, it: may have been, to the whole country 

ull of excitement and alarm, the gentleman now 
chairman of this committee, [Mr. Corwin,] dis- 
tinguished for his age, his experience, his elo- 
quence, and his moderation—not to speak of 
his position as the “leader” (so he asserts) of 
that party—might have assumed upon himself 
the responsibility of the initiative in that great 
work of reconciliation and reconstruction which 
alone can save us now, instead of allowing it to 
be devolved upon the Representative of that par- 
ticular spot in Virginia selected by Abolition 
madness and wickedness as the weakest point of 
attack along the entire slaveholding borders of this 
Confederacy. x 

l pass by also the cumbrous construction of 
this committee, with the single remark that a 
council of war never fights, and a committee of 
thirty-three will neveragrec upon anything—upon 
anything, certainly, not so’ weal, so diffused, so |! 
diluted, as to be utterly Inadequate to the solution 
of the greatest and gravest and most difficult ques~ 
tion ever presented in modern history, I will not | 
so much as suggest, sir, the possibility that the 
labors ofthis committee will all end in nothing,and | 
in worse than nothing; nor—approving carnestly 
of the motive for raising the committec—will I 
remark even, as the gentleman from Florida has 
done, upon the peculiar composition of this com- 
mittee in having men appointed upon it who rep- 
resent nobod y—not even themselves—or who are | 
peculiarly odious or distasteful to the sections 
from which they come; and fitted, therefore, far | 
more to embarrass and defeat, than to advance, the | 
avowed purpose for which the committee was or- | 
dered. Of course, sir, I mean no disrespect person- 
ally tothe Speaker; butin assigning my reasons for | 
refusing to coerce a gentleman to serve upon this 
committec, I have the right, and mean to exercise ! 
it, of just criticism upon its composition, and of | 


: makes the Union, and to exact and to yield that 


suggestion as to the probable result of its laborss 
But there is one consideration which will ab- |! 


solutely préclude-me from voting to compel any | 
man to act. upon your committee. The gen- 
tleman from Florida has alluded toit; but he has 
not stated it quite strong enough. There is not 
one single Representative of the Democratic party 
upon this committee—not from the Northwest alone 
—but fromthe sixteen free States of this Union east 
of the Rocky Mowntains. The Pacific is, indeed, 
represented. No thanks, sir; it was ** Hobson’s 
choice.”? There is no Republican member from 
California here; although Mr. Lincoln, through 
the infinite subdivision of his opponents, has been 
enabled to secure the electoral vote of that State. 
The excellent and intelligent gentleman from Or- 
egon [Mr. Stour] is, indeed, upon it, because he is 
fortunate in having no colleague in this House; 
though, to speak the truth, remembering the rep- 
resentation of Oregon in certain recent political 
conventions, I should not have been surprised had 
that gentleman been. supplanted by Horace Grec- 
ley; or possibly by the member from Massachu- 
setts, [Mr. Tuarver,] although that member is, I 
suspect, a little too strongly tincturgt!, perhaps, 
with the doctrine of ‘squatter soreignty’’ to 
suit the times. [Laughter.] 
But, I repeat, sir, there is notupon your commit- 
tee one solitary Representative east of the Rocky 
Mountains, of that mighty host, numbering one 
million six hundred thousand men, which for so 
many years has stoodasa vast breakwater against 
the winds and waves of sectionalism; and upon 
whose constituent clements, at least, this country 
must still so much depend in the great events 
which are thronging thick upon us, for all hope 
of preservation now or of restoration hereafter. 
Sir, is any man here insane enough to imagine for 
a moment that this great northern and western 
Democracy , constituting an essential part, and by 
far the most numerous part, of that great Demo- 
cratic party which for half a century molded the 
policy and controlled the destinies of this Republic; 
that party which gave to the country some of the 
brightest jewels of which she boasts; that party 
which placed upon your statute-books every im- 
portant measure of enduring legislation from the 
beginning of the Government to this day—that 
such a section of such a party is to be thus ut- 
terly ignored, insulted, and thrust aside as of no 
value? [tell you, you mistake the character of 
the men you have to deal with. We are ina 
minority indeed, to-day, at the ballot-box; and 
we bow quietly now to the popular will thus ex- 
pressed. We are defeated, but not conquered; 
and heis asa fool in the wisdom of this world, who 
thinks that in the midst of the stirring and revo- 
lutionary times which are upon us, these sixteen 
hundred thousand men, born free and now the 
equals of their brethren—men whose every pulse 
throbs with the spirit of liberty—will tamely sub- | 
mit to be degraded to inferiority and reduced to 
political servitude. Never, never, while there is 
but one man Ieftto strike a blow at the oppressor. 
Sir, we love this Union; and more than that, 
we obey the Constitution, We are here a gallant 
little band of less than thirty men, but represent- 
ing more than a million anda half of freemen. 
We are here to maintain the Constitution, which 


equality of rights which makes the Constitution 
worth maintaining. We are ready here to do all 
and to suffer all in the cause of our—thank God! 
—yet common country; and by no vote or speech 
or act of ours, here or elsewhere, shall anything 
be done to defile, or impair, or to overthrow this 
the grandest temple of human liberty ever erected | 
in any age. But we demand to worship at the | 
very foot of the altar; and not, as servants or in- 
feriors, in the outer courts of the edifice. And, 
sir, if the great work of the preservation or ofj 
the restoration of this Government is to go on 
successfully, let me warn gentlemen that it is to 
this very army of conservative men that you are 
to look at last for its consummation. If the gen- 
tleman from Obio, [Mr. Corwiy,] the chairman 
of this committee, would do anything effectively 
to correct public sentiment in our common State, | 
itis to the two hundred and ten thousand men, | 
not of his own party, together with such others | 
of that party as he may be able to carry over with | 
him, that he is to trust for the vindication of such | 
measures, if any, of conciliation and adjustment | 
| 


which his committee may propose,and this House į 
and the Senate may adopt. So, too, it will be in 
every free State of this Union. And yet that pow- | 


‘erful minority, reckoned by millions,and includ- 


ing-a country extending from the Atlantic to the 
Rocky Mountains, made up of men by whose 
right hands this Government is to be defended 
and maintained, or restored, are as voiceless upon 
this committee as the sands upon the sea-shore. 
Can any good result from a committce so consti- 
tuted? Ought any man to be compelled to serve 
upon such a committee? ` 

I speak now as a western man; and I thank 
the gentleman from Florida heartily for the kindly 
sentiments towards that great West, to which he 
has given utterance. Most cordially I recipro- 
cate them, onc and all. Sir, we of the Northwest 
have a deeper interest in the preservation of this 
Government in its present form, than any other 
section of the Union. Hemmed in, isolated, cut 
off from the sea-board upon every side; a thou- 
sand miles and more from the mouth of the Mis- 
sissippi, the free navigation of which, under the 
law of nations, we demand, and will have atevery 
cost; with nothing else but our other great in- 
land seas, the lakes—and their outlet, too, through 
a foreign country—what is to be our destiny? Sir, 
we have fifteen hundred miles of southern fron- 
tier, and but a little narrow strip of cighty miles 
or less, from Virginia to Lake Eric, bounding 
us upon the east. Ohio is the isthmus that con- 
nects the South with the British Possessions, and 
the East with the West. ‘The Rocky Mountains 
separate us from the Pacific. Where is to be our 
outlet? What are we to do when you shall bave 
broken up and destroyed this Government? We 
are seven States now, with fourteen Senators and 
fifty-one Representatives, and a population of 
nine millions. We have an empire equal in area 
to the third of all Europe, and we do not mean 
to be a dependency or province either of the Hast 
or of the South; nor yet an inferior or second- 
rate power upon this continent; and if we cannot 
secure a maritime boundary upon other terms, 
we will cleave our way to the sea-coast with the 
sword, A nation of warriors we may be; a tribe 
of shepherds never.—I speak it out, sir, now and 
here; yet without apprehension of any just cause 
of complaint or quarrel at any time with either 
section upon the question. 

And yet nearly one half of the people of that 
vast empire, which very soon is to perform so 
important a part in the affairs of this continent, 
are utterly ignored and excluded from this com- 
mittee. More than six hundred thousand voters, 
represented hereby sixteen members upon this 
floor, are silenced and disfranchised in its arrange- 
ment. Whatdo you propose to do without their 
votes at home and our votes herc? Or are we 
both to accept blindly whatsoever your committee 
may choose graciously to report, and be thankful 
for it? Sir, we have one State with a Democratic 
majority upon this floor, and she, at least, had a 
right to be represented upon: your commitiee. I 
find no fault, personally, with the gentleman from 
that State now on the committee, [Mr. Ketioce,] 
but the Democracy of the Northwest had a right 
to be heard through the State of Minois. 

Such is your committee; and I cannot and I 
will not vote to compel any man to serve upon it. 
The time is short; thé danger imminent; the 
malady deep-seated and of long standing. What- 
ever is to be done must be done at once, and it 
must be done thoroughly. Every remedy must 
go right straight home to the seat of the disease. 
Let there be no delays, no weak inventions, no 
temporizing expedients, Otherwise, not seces- 
sion of a few States only, but total and absolute 
disruption of this whole Government is inevitable. 

Sir, we stand this day in the forum of history. 
We arc acting in the eye of posterity. We have 
solemn duties to the whole country to perform, and 
if we do not discharge them instantly, and aright— 

“ Not poppy, nor mandragora, 
Nor all the drowsy sirups of the world, 


Shail ever medicine us to that sweet sleep 
Which yesterday we ow’d.”* 


In the name, then, of the Democracy of sX- 
teen of the free States of this Union, I protest 
against the arrangement of this committee. My 
motives may be misinterpreted now. Be it so, 
Time in a little while will vindicate them. 

Mr. McCLERNAND. It is not my purpose 
at this time, Mr. Speaker, to go into the question 
of either the personal or sectional propriety of the 
authorship of this committee, further than to say 
that I heartily approve of the project of such a 
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sommitteo, and am thankful to the honorable gen- 
tleman from Virginia (Mr. BoreLer] for moving 
in favor of it. Fhe had notdone so Í would have 
donc it; only with this difference, that 1 would 
have specified the matters of difference between 
the North and the South, and instructed the com- 
mittee to inquire into them, and report by bill or 
by proposing an amendment of the Federal Con- 
stitution, for their adjustment upon fair and hon- 
orable principles. Indeed, I proposed an amend- 
ment to the resolution offercd by the gentleman 
to that effect. It is in the following words: 

“ Resolved, Thatso much of the President’sannual mes- 
snge.as relates to matters of grievance between the slave- 
holding and non-slaveholding States, and the proposal by 
Congréss of amendments to the Constitution of the United 
States for the ratification of the several States, and of the 
question of State secession from the Federal Union, be 
referred to a select committee, to be appointed by the 
Speaker ; and that such committee be instructed to inquire 
into and report by bill, or by proposing an amendment or 
amendments to the Constitution of the United States, or 
otherwise, Rpon such subject; aud particularly whether any 
further legislation or amendment to the Constitution is 
necessary to give prompt, certain, and full effect to the fast 
cluse of the second section of the fourth article of the 
Constitution concerning the return of fugitives from service 
and labor.” 

The temper of the House did not seem to be 
favorable to the adoption of this amendment, and 
hence it was excluded by a motion for the previ- 
ous question; in which I was quicscent, as I 
agreed with the gentleman from Virginia in the 
general purpose of his resolution. 

With regard to the personality of the commit- 
tee, I have nothing to say in censure or in criti- 
cism. On the contrary, I am persuaded that 
every member of the committee will act ina spirit 
of patriotism, and for the best interests of the 
country. The crisis demands it, and the com- 
mittee cannet fall short of its demands without 
incurring an onerous responsibility to history and 
to posterity. They are charged with the solemn 
and transcendent duty of providing for the pres- 
ervation of the Government itself; and according 
as they may perform that duty, they will be 
applauded or condemned. 

Of the chairman of the committec, the honor- 
able gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. Corwiy,] it will 
be enough to say that he is a statesman of great 
experience and public reputation; and that, in 
justice to his own fame as well as to the country, 
he will do his best to preserve both from injury. 
Differing from him, as I do, upon almost every 
question of internal policy, and particularly upon 
the slavery question, I am frank to say this of 
him. Of the distinguished gentleman from Vir- 
ginia, [Mr. Miuuson,] I may say that he is as 
disinterested as he is firm, and as patriotic as he 
“is wise. I have no fears of him, I have the 
atmost confidence in his moderation and integrity 
—a confidence that is thagrowth of fifteen years’ 
expericnce and observation Like Aristides, he 
is a moral hero, capable of watching, by the 
flickering torches of night upon the battle-field, 
the priceless spoil wrung from a vanquished foe, 
untempted and unawed. 

When the question of secession comes up in a 
practical form, I will be prepared to take my po- 
sition upon it, in the view of the Houge and of 
the nation; and having taken it, will endeavor to 
maintain it to the utmost of my limited influence, 
and by all the legitimate means in my power. 
Until then [will forbear to enter into it, preferring, 
rather, to obey thedictate of the scriptural proverb 
which dictates that ‘sufficient unto the day is the 
evil thereof.” I will only say now, that no more 
fearful question could engage the attention of this 
body. It discloses to my vision a boundless sea 
of horrors. Peaceable secession, in my judgment, 
is a fatal, a deadly illusion. The Government, in 
itself, may be weak, comparatively weak; but it 
is strong in the moral sentiment and patriotic feel- 
ingof the country. In this respect itis, or atleast 
oughtto be, the strongest Governmentin the world, 
for it is the most beneficent one in the world. 
Bound together as one people, by a common lan- 
guage, acommon religion, common rivers, mount- 
ains and lakes, civil war alone, in my opinion, 
can sunder us into broken fragments—a tremen- 
dous civil war, such a war as would choke 
our rivers with carnage and discolor our inland 
seas with human blood; such a war as never 
before fattened the earth with human slaughter. 


Tt would not be a war in which Greek met Greek, | 


but Anglo-Saxon Anglo-Saxon; father sen; and 
brother brother. 


If fam asked, why so? I retort the question, 
how can it be otherwise? How are the questions 
of public debt, public archives, public lands, and 
other public property, and, above all, the ques- 
tions of boundary, to be settled? Will it be re- 


‘plied, that, while we arc mutually unwilling now 


to yield anything, we will be mutually willing, 
after awhile, to concede everything? That, while 
we mutually refuse to concede anything now for 
the sake of national unity, we will be mutually 
ready to concede everything by and by for the 
sake of national duality? Who believes this? 

What, too, would be the fate of the youthful 
but giant Northwest, in the event of a separation 
of the slaveholding from the non-slaveholding 
States? Cut off from the main Mississippi and 
the Gulf of Mexico on one hand, or from the cast- 
ern Atlantic ports on the other, she would grad- 
ually sink into a pastoral State, and to a standard 
of national inferiority. This the hardy and ad- 
yenturous millions of the Northwest would be 
unwilling to consent to. This they would notdo. 
Rather would they, to the last man, perish upon 
the battle field. No power on earth could restrain 
them from freely and unconditionally communi- 
cating with the Gulf and the great mart of New 
York. Any attempt to prevent them from doing 
so would be as vain as the attempt to stay the 
rushing waters of the great father of rivers by a 
fisherman’s net, or to restrain the irresistible ex- 
pansion of steam by an cgg shell, Of themselves 
rather would they say: 

& No pent-up Utica contracts our powers, 
For the whole boundless continent is ours.’? 

Thegentleman from Florida (Mr. Hawxiys] has 
alluded to the fact that the northwestern, nay, the 
whole northern Democracy, are excluded from 
any representation on the committee of thirty- 
three; and has urged that as one reason why he 
should be excused from serving on the commit- 
tec. I appreciate the genUeman’s motives in al- 
luding to this act of injustice, and sincerely thank 
him for his generous and manly condemnation of 
it; yet, the very reason he urges for asking to be 
excused is the very one why I will vote against 
excusing him. Itis important that some Demo- 
crats should be upon the committee; and if north- 
ern ones cannot be, at Jeast let southern ones be. 
This is my view of the matter; and if, in carry- 
ing it out, I should seem to act ungraciously, I 
hope the gentleman from Florida will pardon me. 

For me now not to notice the slight thrown 
upon my constituents in the organization of this 
committee would be to show myself less jealous 
of their rights and honor than the gentleman from 
Florida has shown himself to be. I would be 
recreant to duty if I didnot do so. Indeed, if he 
had not brought the matter to the notice of the 
House and the country, I would have done it. 

The committee of thirty-three, as an extraor- 
dinary measure, was called for, in the language 
of the resolution raising it, by the *‘ perilous con- 
dition of the country,” and was designed, no 
doubt, by the mover of it, to combine the influ- 
ence of every political organization in the coun- 
try in favor of a satisfactory accommodation of 
the angry questions now agitating and distracting 
the public mind. Assuming this to be so, I am 
more than surprised that the northern Democracy 
are wholly unrepresented onit. Why have they 
been thus disfranchised? Is it because there are 
no Democrats here from the North to represent 
them? Not so: there are some twenty-five or 
thirty Democrats here from the North, any of 


j whom, exclusive of myself, is worthy of a place 


on the committee, and capable of assisting its 
counsels to a wise determination. As formyself, 
I neither desired nor expected to be placed on the 
committee. 3 
What, then, is the cause of this offensive dis- 
crimination? Isit because, inthe course of events, 
the northern Democracy have become insignifi- 
cant in numbers and influence? I deny it, sir. It 
is true, they were defeated in the late presidential 
election; but they are not conquered. Dema- 
gogism, fraud, and corruption, have overcome 
them for the time, but only for the time. What- 
ever may be the issue of our present national 
troubles, they will soon regain an ascendency. 
Although defeated inthe late election, they polled, 
according te official and unofficial returns, one 
million three hundred and forty-three thousand 


one hundred and cighty-four votes; and, including | 


the vote of the national Democracy in the South, 
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| federacy. Let them do this, 


their whole vote is one:million five: hundred..and 
sixty-four thousand six hundred. and fifty; thus 
showing that the vote of the northern Democracy 
alone is greater than that which elected :cither 
Pierce or Buchanan, and: is larger than that ever 
before polled in any presidential election. =t 
And how is it with the other. political -organi- 
zations in the country? Let facts speak for.them- 
selves. With a popular vote; according ‘to -thie 
same returns, of five hundred and: cighty. thou- 
sand two hundred and: forty-nine, in’ the. same 
election, the Union party is represented: by thrée 
of its members on the committee. - With a popu- 
lar vote of six hundred and. seventy-five thou- 
sand seven hundred and eighty-two, the Breckin-, 
ridge party is represented. by six members; while 
the Republican party, comparatively with- but 
few more votes, aggregately, than the national 
Democracy, and no votes in most of the slave- 
holding States, and only twenty-six thousand 
five hundred and eight votes in all of them, is 
represented by fourteen members. : The gentle- 
man from Tennessee [Mr. Maynarp] corrects 
me, by saying there are sixteen. ‘If so, then the 
Republican party, with only one million, eight 
hundred ‘and: forty-six thousand two’ hundred 
and three votes, is represented by sixteen mem- 
bers; whilc all the votes opposed to him, in the 
late election, amounting to two million eight huns 
dred and twenty thousand six hundred and eighty- 
one, are only represented by cleven members. 
How unjust such constitution of an important 
committee! Thereis no parallel or precedent for 
it in parliamentary history, so far as I know. I 
can only account for such unfairness, such injus- 
tice, by attributing it to the malignity of : disap- 
pointed personal ambition, or to a facile surren- 
der of official manhood to party dictation, or to 
the implacable resentmentof the Republican party 
to their uncompromising: political opponents in 
the Democratic ranks of the North, In this way 
only can I account for it. te he 
IF it he answered that California and Oregon 
are represented on the committee by Democrats, 
then I answer, in the language of my friend from 
Ohio, (Mr. Vatianpieias,| who has anticipated 
me in much that I intended to say, no thanks to 
the Chair for that. ‘Thosc States are only repre- 
sented by Democrats on this floor, and there was 
no other alternative than to appoint a Democrat 
from each of them. If there had been, they too, 
no doubt, would have been ignored. : 
In view of the unhappy condition of the coun~ 
try, of the dangers which now threaten its very 
existence, 1 had supposed that a powerful and 
victorious party would have raised itself to:the 
level of the occasion, and forgetting the low am- 
bition of demagogues and the mean ends of party, 
acted as became Americans, in a spirit of patriot 
ism and for the good of the country, But in this 
I find myself lamentably mistaken. I still find 


| that the Republican party is incapable of learning 


anything; that its only spring of action is party 
hate and the hope of official spoils. meee: 
This flagrant act of wholesale proscription Is, 


| no doubt, but the inauguration of a_system ef 


proscription of which the northern Democracy 
are to be made the especial victims. And whatis 
our offense in the eyes of Republicanism? Lt is 
that we have stood unfalteringly by the Consti- 
tution and the rights of property, as guaranticd 
by it. This is the head and front of our offend- 
ing; and for this the accumulated wrath of eight 
years’ disappointmentis now about to be launched 
upon our devoted heads by a vindictive and 
merciless party. Yet we are told that our friends 
of the South, whose battles we have been fight- 
ing, are now about to desert usin the hour of our 
extremity by withdrawing from the Union. I 
will not believe it until Lam forced to do so. I 
will not believe this of the gallant and generous 
men of the South. I will not believe it of Ilinois? 
neighbors, Kentucky and Missouri. Neither will 
I believe itof old Virginia; nor of Mar land; nor 
of Tennessee, the home of the immortal Jackson; 
nor of any of the southern States, If they are 
wronged, let them seek redress in the Union; 
first by all lawful methods, and next, if necessary, 
by other means, but stillasmembers of the Con- 
and we will- still 
stand by them in the right, as of yore: Aban- 
doning us, however, to our fate, what must be 
our revulsion of feeling towards the South ? Iwill 
not undertake to say, only so far as to “predict 
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that it would consolidate the two sections, sev- 
erally;-against each other in-fierce and unrelent- 
ing strife. : 
Then let us hasten, while itis not yet too late, to 
ayertso lamentable.a result, and to save the Union, 
if possible, by mutual conciliation and concession. 
Let ous adjust:all’ the jarring ‘differences of the 
sections, forever, either by law, or, if necessary, 
by an amendment of the Constitution, upon just 
and’ equitable sprinciples. Let us-do this, ‘and 
prove that weare'still capable.of self-government. 
in my’ humble opinion, this Government, what- 
ever: maybe its faults,is worth more to the cause 
-of human: progress:than all. the property and all 
» the:lives of the people now within its jurisdiction. 
In my judgment, it would be better for the human 
race that both people and property had. been in- 
stantly destroyed. by the hand ‘of Omnipotent 
power, and it continue to move in the fulfillment 
of its glorious mission, than for it to be destroyed 
and we and our property continue to be. 

In excluding a million and a half of northern 
Democrats from any representation on the com- 
mittee, the Republican party have proclaimed 
entire responsibility, so far as the North is con- 
cerned, for the action or non-action of the com- 
mittee. If disunion and civil war should follow 
as the consequence of their persistent and dog- 
matical adherence to their anti-slavery proviso, 

-andto their opposition to the principles or details 
of the fugitive slave law, the consequences will be 
on their'heads, not on ours. 

Mr. SICKLES. Mr. Speaker, I will not be 
guilty of the presumption of supposing that any- 
thing that I can say by way of appeal to the gen- 
tleman from Florida will change his deliberate 
determination, or that anything I can address 
personally to the House will influence the vote 
upon this question; but 1 have believed, sir, as 
my distinguished colleague (Mr. Jons Cocu- 

nane] thonght the other day, that the gentleman 
from Florida, and the members, at least upon this 
side of the Flouse, would listen to an appeal in 
the name of the city of New York;and it is only, 
sir, as a Representative of that city, in the hope 
of giving expression to something of the decp and 
universal solicitude which pervades the heart of 
that metropolis in this great crisis, that I would 
venture for a moment to claim the attention of the 
House, 
Sir, the Constitution under which we live wasin- 
~auguratedin that city from the lips of Washington. 
One of the carliest votes she gave was for Thomas 
Jefferson; and the vote of that city decided the 
election of Mr. Jefferson; and therein the found- 
ation of the Democratic party. She sustained, 
throughout, the administration of Madison. When 
treason lifted its head in other quarters, no voice 
but-the voice of patriotism and loyalty was al- 
lowed to pass her borders. She sustained the 
administration of Jackson through all itsstruggles, 
throughoutall the grave controversies which then 
imperiled the Union of these States. She has 
never given a vote that has looked to one section 
in disparagement of another. ‘Every instinct, 
every thought, every purpose of the city of New 
York is, as her record proves, national, patriotic, 
American. It is in the name, then, of such a 
people, with such a record, that I would venture 
to-appeal to men on all sides of this Chamber for 
that moderation, that devotion to duty, yea, even 
for the self-sacrifice, which are necessary in this 
crisis. : : 

Mr. Speaker, one of the great dangers of the 
day is that: the country has not understood, and 
does not understand, the extent of the peril in 
which it is placed. Hlusions have usurped the 
pine of reason ‘in the popular mind. These il- 

usions beguile us for the moment, only to plunge 
us into graversituations. Does any man on this 
floor suppose that if, in the month of October, 
` the masses of the North could have realized what 
they now see to be the’ sad truth, we would 
stand now where we are, on the verge of dissolu- 
tion? No man who knows the American people 
has the credulity to believe that. The country 
has been fatally deceived, and some of these 
illusions possess us even now. 


believe that although we may be at the moment 
menaced by disunion, and although incipient 


movements toward it may be attempted without, 


interference, and may be, perhaps, brought to 
the very verge of consummation without oppo- 


j One of them is. 
that this Union can be preserved by force; men 


| tions on the part of all tbe States. 


| place it there; history will place it there. What- 


| cabin, and, gathering around him his family, 


sition, yet at last the strong arm of power will 
interpose and stay the work. I, for one, Mr. 
Speaker, have never for a moment entertained 
such a thought. It is not the belief or opinion 
of the people whom I represent; and I must say 
to you, in all solemnity, that while the city of 
New York will cling to the Union to the last; 
while she will look on the last hour of its ex- 
istence as we would upon the setting sun if we 
were never to see it more; yet when the call for 
force comes—let it come whence it may—no man 
will ever pass the boundariés of the city of New 

ork for the purpose of waging war against any 

State of this Union, which, through its consti- 
tuted authorities, and sustained by the voice of its 
people, solemnly declares that its rights, its inter- 
ests, and its honor, demand that it should seek 
safety in a separate existence. I mean by that, 
sir, nottoclassmyselfamong those whodonotlove 
the Union, for it has no more loyal citizens than 
those of the city of New York, for whom I under- 
take to speak to-day. I simply mean to discharge 
my duty in endeavoring to contribute something 
towards dispelling the hallucination that exists in- 
many places—yes, sir, in distinguished places— 
that the Union is to be preserved by armies. Sir, 
the Union can be made perpetual by justice; but 
it cannot be maintained an instant by force. If 
that truth had been graven deep in the hearts of 
the people, North, East, and West, and led to 
the. conscientious recognition of constitutional 
obligations, all would have been well; and until 
these truths are recognized throughout the land 
we cannot have peace. 

s I look upon secession as the last dread alter- 
native of a free State when it has to choose between 
liberty and injustice. In our Federal system the 
recognized right of secession is a conservative 
safeguard,.“It is the highest constitutional and 
moral guarantee against injustice; and therefore, 
if it had been always and universally acknowl- 
edged as a rightful remedy, it would have contrib- 
uted more than all else to perpetuate the Union, 
by compelling the observance of all their obliga- 

The oppo- 
site dogma, which is so extensively believed at 
ihe North, that no matter what wrongs a State 
may have to endure, itmay and ought to be com- 
pelled by force to remain in the Union, even as 

a conquered dependency, is a most dangerous 

error in our system of government, and has con- 
tributed largely to the existing anarchy. 

Another illusion, Mr. Speaker, is that the re- 
sponsibility of dealing with this crisis, and the 
power to deal with it, is in the South. Ido not 
so understand it. They have thcir share of re- 
sponsibility. Deep and heavy it is, L am sure; 
and none are more sensible of it than they who 
carry the burden. I have no doubt they will act 
in full view of all their just responsibilities. But, 
sir, the southern Representatives on this floor 
cannot if they would, no matter what personal 
sacrifices they may deem it their duty to make, 
arrest the movement which has already enlisted 
the support of the great masses of the southern 
people—certainly the greater part of the popula- 
tion of several important States, and sufficient} 
to precipitate the most dreadful events upon us,! 
I believe, the people of the city of New York | 
believe, that the responsibility of dealing with 
the existing state of things, and the power to 
deal with it effectively, rest alone on the Repub- 
lican leaders; on those who have just achieved, 
through the recent election, power in the Federal 
Government; on those who control, by over- 
whelming majorities, the Legislatures of northern 
States. There the responsibility rests. The coun- 
try will place it there; Europe and America will 


ever the consequence may be,in the judgment of 
history and in the estimation of posterity, they 
will be held responsible. J think the country 
will regard the absolute silence which they have 
thus far preserved as at least contemptuous, if not 
reckless of the dearest interests of the nation. | 
But that is a question for them to consider. 
When the pioneer secs the billows of flame 
rolling over the burning prairic, he does not waste 
the precious moments in a hopeless struggle 
against the intangible foe; but he hastens to his 


leads them to a place of security. So the South, 
when the cry of extermination against their in- 


stitutions has reached their frontiers; when the 


slave already hears across the border the whis- 
pering emissary of insurrection, who has been 
suffered unrebuked to proclaim his infamous plots 
aloud in the streets and churches of the North; 
now, when the family and fireside appeal for 
protection, is this a time to ask,the representatives 
of southern States to abandon their measures of 
self-defense, and resume the weary task of per- 
suading the demagogues and the fanatics of other 
States to undo the irreparable wrong which has 
been committed? No, no. Let the representa- 
tives of the aggressive States at the other end of 
the Capitol, and here, speak to their people. Let 
the Legislatures of the northern States be con- 
vened, and let them act. Let the sealed lips of 
the Medusa head at Springfield be opened, and 
send back to their caverns the mad winds which 
are driving our good ship of State to destruction. 

Again I say, those who are responsible in this 
crisis must nat be allowed to hide themselves nor 
to shrink from theirduty. We must keep svead- 
ily in our eyes those with whom the power rests 
to rescue the country from its peril; and therefore 
I do not concur in some of the criticisms which 
have been made upon the organization of this com- 
mittee by the Speaker. I would have been pleased 
to see the honorable gentleman from Ohio who 
last addressed the House [Mr. Vatianpieuam] 
upon the committee. I would be pleased to see, 
the distinguished gentleman from Ilinois [Mr. 
McCuernanp] likewise upon the committee. My 
constituents would have been glad to be assured 
of their knowledge, their assiduity, their patriot- 
ism, in the councils of that committee; but these 
gentlemen, unfortunately, are not in a position to 
speak for the Legislatures of Obio and Illinois; 
and I think it was the part of wisdom, I think it 
was eminently proper and just in the Speaker, to 
place upon that committee leading members of the 
dominant party of this House and of the country; 
and especially was it right to place upon that com- 
mittee, from every State, men identified with the 
party that controls the legislation of such State. 
So far as this has been done by the Speaker, Lam 
prepared to commend his action in the discharge 
of his difficult and delicate duty. 

It is suggested to me,as a cheering sign, that 
none of the gentlemen on the Republican side of 
the chamber have asked to be excused from ser- 
vice on this committee; it is regarded as an evi- 
dence that they are willing to meet the issue; that 


j they are prepared to deal with the questions of the 


day one way or the other; that they are prepared 
to confer with their people at home, and see if 
there be such assurance of concession as will be 
just to the South and will enable us to go on to- 
gether as one people; or whether, on the other 
hand, it is impossible to preserve peace between 
the sections; that theresis no hope left forthe Con- 
federacy; that the party controlling the legislation 
of the northern States is willing to take the re- 
sponsibility, before God and the country, of break- 
ing up the Confederacy, rather than tolerate sla- 
very within the Union. I am glad, therefore, that 
these gentlemen have been placed upon this com- 
mittee. If I were to allow myself to make any 
criticism upon the composition of the committee, 
it would be the expression of a regret that gentle- 
men even more prominent—more ultra, if you 
will; more closely identified with the real life and 
strength of the Republican party—werc not placed 
upon it, I would like to see in this House, and 
in the Senate, committees composed largely of 
men who are authorized to speak for the Repub- 
lican party; of men who are intimate in the coun- 
sels of the President elect; of men whose voice is 
potential. in the Legislatures of their respective 
States; and then, if they are willing to bring be- 
fore this Congress a report recommending meas- 
ures which gentlemen from the South can accept 
and go home to their constituents and ask. them 
to accept, there is some prospect, at least some 
possibility, of emerging from this crisis with dig- 
nity, with success, and with honor. Otherwise 
there is none. The sad question that we would 
have alone to consider then would be, how to 
terminate this work which was so. gloriously 
begun, and which has been, thus far, so success- 


. fully conducted. 


Mr. Speaker, I hear a great deal said of propo- 
sitions to amend the Constitution. I trust that 
there may be some reason to expect justice and 
conciliation through that channel. But, sir, for 
one, I have a deep distrust of the capacity of this 
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„generation, and especially of any of the men of 
“the Republican party, from whom the denuncia- 
ations of the present Constitution have come, to 


make a Constitution that. shall succeed where the 
genius, the wisdom, and the patriotism of Wash- 
ington and Madison and Hamilton failed. 

Nay, more, sir; what is the yeal cause of our 
present trouble? Itis a disregard of the obliga- 


tions of our Constitution. Obey this Constitu- 


tion that we have, follow it, cherish it, cleave to 
it as an article of faith, and you will have peace 
again. If that had been done always, this crisis 
never would have come upon us. Buatif there be 
not enough of conscience among the people to 
obey the Constitution made sacred by the inspi- 
ration of our fathers, where will you look for the 
sanctions that will preserve inviolate a Constitu- 
tion manufactured by Giddings and Sewarp and 
Sumner? Sir, I despair of seeking in the North 
any public conscience that would have more rev- 
ereaee for the work of this generation than for 
the work of the men of the heroic age of the Re- 
public. i 

Again, I say that one of the great evils of the 
times is the obdurate refusal to recognize the bind- 
ing force of constitutional provisions. The peo- 
ple have been taught this by reckless leaders now 
in power in most of the States, and soon to claim 
the power of the Federal Government; and 1 re- 
peat, that it is upon them that the responsibility 
rests in this. cmergency. -They have striven, in 
speeches and essays elaborately prepared by the 


midnight lamp, to alienate the North and the 
South. These insidious appeals are often written 


or revised by those who believe that private opin- 
ion is superior to constitutional obligations—the 
higher law put forth here and sent from this Cap- 
itol in untold millions, to undermine the founda- 
tions of fraternal good faith. Thus, sir, by teach- 
ing untruth to the people they have been made to 
believe that their consciences were not bound by 
the Constitution or the law of the land. In the 
name of Heaven, how idle it is to talk, in the face 
of such a public opinion, of amending a Constitu- 


-tion when none of those who follow the leaders I 


refer to care whether it is obeyed or not! What 
a mockery it would be to go before the Legisla- 
ture of a State which has a personal liberty bill 
upon its statate-books, and ask them foranamend- 
ment to the Constitution! When men will keep 
such laws in force after they have takena solemn 
oath, before high Heaven, to support the Consti- 


` tution, could you believe. any pledge they can 


make? Would you allow them to deface, by in- 
congruous amendments, the symmetry of a Con- 
stitution which they have boastfully and defiantly 
violated? Such men are well fitted to destroy a 
nation; they cannot save it, they will not give it 
peace. 

No, sir, tho work must pegin deeper than that. 
The same teachers who have led the minds of the 
people to this unbelief, the same leaders who have 
enticed the pcople up to the work of demolishing 
the existing Constitution, must again revive in 
their hearts the conscience that will preServe and 
obey a Constitution. The Democratic party can- 
not do this; the Democratic speakers and Repre- 
sentatives and Senators cannot do thi; for wt 
have, in every canyass, from every hustings, from 
every newspaper, and through every legitimate 


schannel, warned the people against the conse- 


quences of the course which they have been pur- 
suing. There is no need, therefore, for expres- 
sions or guarantees or concessions from that 
quarter; but.the country will look again and 
again; and will never cease to look to the leaders 
of the dominant party in this country for the 
measures, for the teachings, for the appeals which 


“will prevent the demon of anarchy from making 


havoc in our land. 

Mr. Speaker, why may not the President elect 
speak to the nation, and especially to his sup- 

orters in the aggressive States? He is secure 
inhiselection. ‘The electoral colleges have met. 
There is no fer now, as was suggested some 
time ago, that he might lose his office by open- 
ing his lips. The electoral colleges have met, 
and their votes cannot be recalled. Sir, I hope 
that it is not beneath the dignity of the occasion, 
or the gravity of the subject, for me to suggest 
an illustration of my view in respect of the influ- 
ence which could be exercised by words of con- 
ciliation from Mr. Lincoln. I believe, sir, that 
among the chief causes which have produced the 


present state of affairs, has been the desire for 
power on the part of a-new party, and the belief 
that they could most successfully obtain it by-an 
appeal to the prejudices of the North against sla- 
very. Itis power that they want. 
that they have secured. It is power that. they 
wish to keep. Patriotism willsway many of Mr. 
Lincoln’s supporters; but the thirst for power 
will control more. Now, sir, to illustrate what 
I think with reference to tlie controlling motives 
which are producing this state of things, Ibe- 
lieve that if Mr. Lincoln would cause it to be 
made known to all the applicants for office under 
his Administration, that he will not entertain the 
application of any man who is in favor of the 
so-calle personal liberty bills, or opposed to the 
faithful execution of the fugitive slave law—if he 
will do that, plainly and in good faith, through 
his representative men, you will not hear the 
word “slavery” for the next four years from the 
Republican party North, East, or West. 

In this remark, I protest that I mean only an 
illustration of what I believe to be the real power 
of the leaders in this anti-slavery crusade, and 
of their ability to control those who direct the 
legislation and the organization of the Republican 
party. The rank and file, many of them, have 
other and more disinterested motives than the 
pursuit of office; but the men who will seek office 
in the Republican party, are the men who control 
its movements every where, its public expressions, 
and its public action. It is only necessary to 
make them understand that they must go to work 
and rescue the country from the peril to which it 
has been brought by some of their own leaders, 
so that they may have a Treasury and a Blue 
Book left from which thereare offices to distribute 
and patronage to bestow; and then, sir, you will 
escape the perils of dissolution by the very means 
through which the evil has been brought upon us, 
and not until then. ` 


‘Now, sir, as to the attitude of the city of New 


York. She willcling tothis Union while there isa 
| hopeleft for its preservation, and she will hold all 


men toa justaccountability for whatever woe shall 
betide the Confederacy; but when there is no 
longer a Union, proud as she is, and has. been 
always, of her position as its metropolis, ready 
to bury everything like sectional prejudice, ready 
always to contribute in all things to maintain its 
honor and preserve its integrity at home and 
abroad; yet, sir, when this Union is no more, she 
will never consent to remain an appendage anda 
slave of a Puritan province. She will assert her 
own independence. The North will then see and 
feel that secession, although it may begin at the 
South, will not end at the South. Sir, there is no 
sympathy now between the city and the State of 
New York—not the least—nor has there been for 
years. The city of New York is now a subja- 
gated dependency of a fanatical and puritanical 
State government, that never thinks of the city 
except to send its tax gatherers among us, òr to 
impose upon us hateful officials, alien to our in- 
terests and sympathics, to eat up the substance of 
the people by their legalized cxtortions. Such are 
the relations which have existed for years between 
the city of New York and the State—ever since 
the present dominant party in thatState has beenin 
power. Thatpartyhas astandingarmy of poneer 
men in our city, whichwehaveto pay for. its Le- 
gislature has forced upon ustaxation to theamount 
of millions to maintain a State government which 
never approaches us except to oppress us. Be- 
tween such communities there can be no sympa- 


| thy, no feeling of fraternity, no loyalty in the city 


to the State; and nothing has prevented the city 
of New York from asserting her right to govern 
herself except that provision of the Federal Con- 
stitution which prohibits a State from being di- 
vided withoutits own consent. If we had not been 
thus restrained by the Constitution—and every 
word of it is sacred to us—we would long ago, in 
accordance with the desire of three fourths of our 


people, have sought in independence the only | 


escape from the oppression which has been put 
upon us. ý 
What I say to you now is no new thought in 
the city cf New York. It has been the cherished 
theme of onr citizens for years past. Our city 
has been brought to the very verge of anarchy 
and civil war by the oppressions and insults of 
the State government; armed men havebeen mar- 
shaled in the streets night and day to prevent the 


It is power 


suspended, then I-tell_you that imperial city will 


public indignation from: breaking. into tumult and 
revolution. Regiment after regiment, artillery, 
infantry, and cavalry, have been-arrayed to: over- 
awethefiercepassions whichtyrannical legislation 
aroused among the multitude-of our citizens...” 
But the reverence of the people=for constitu- 
tional obligations yet remained, and they have 
submitted year after year. When ‘that restraint 
shall no longer exist; When the obligation of thése 
constitutional provisions; which: forbid: the’ divi- 
sion of a State without its own consent, shall:be 


X 


throw off the odious government to. which: she | 
now yields a reluctant ‘allegiance; she will. repel | 
the hateful cabal at Albany, which has‘so Tong | 
abused its powersver her; and with her own flag, 
sustained by the courage and devotion of herown 
galant sons, she will, as a free city, open wide 
her gates to the civilization and commerce of the 
world. i : So o eet 

Mr. Speaker, I have not presumed ‘that. any 
words which I could address tothe House would 
influence its action, and Idid not intend to oc- 
cupy so much of the time of the House. But I 
thought it right to make known what I believe to 
be the convictions of my constituents. Ithgught 
it right and becoming that some farther expres- 
sion of the sentiment of the city of New York, not 
only upon thé dangers, but upon the illusions of 
the day, should be made. i 

I shall be very reluctant to give a vote that will 
constrain the gentleman from Florida, against his 
better judgment, to serve upon this committee. I, 
shall regret in any form to compel a gentleman to 
occupy a position when he states it to be his sin- 
cere belief that-he cannot render any good service 
there; and yet I should deplore to see any State 
unrepresented upon that committee. The hopes 
and the fears of those whose solicitude is, now 
occupied with the condition of this country, will 
go to the council-chambers of that committee. 
The rights, the interests, and the opinions of 
every State, ought to be represented there. While. 
I cannot, of course, permit myself to criticise 
the judgment which the gentleman from ‘Florida 
places upon his own duty, yet I cannot bring 
myself to believe that it is consistent with. the 
obligations resting upon every State, or thatitis 
consistent with the duties we ‘yet owe to each 
other, that any State should, through its Repre- 
sentative, refuse to contribute at lcast his time, 
his attention, his conscientiousand carnest efforts, 
in connection with the Representatives of associate 
States, to devise some mode by which we can be 
extricated from our present danger. ; 

Sir, asa single star cannot be displaced: from the 
constellation above us, without destroying the 
equilibrium of the system, so can we not, without 
a fearful disregard of duty, displace one star from 
that committee, to which, perhaps, the very des- 
tinies of the Union are committed. Fully con- 
scious of my imtbility to meet. the demands of 
this occasion, when it is only the voice of com- 
munities and States that will command attention; 
yet again, I would impersonate my city; liberty, 
patriotism, and justice, illuminate her counte- 
nance; she extends her arms, as if to embrace a 
sister, to every State; on ‘her brow is the diadem 


| of empire; on her shield is her motto, ‘ Excel- 


sior;?? and on her lips, in tremulous and implor- 
ing accents, “peace,” and I will summon into 
this presence the august form of that noble city, 
and ask you to hear and heed her appeal. 


TREASURY NOTE BILL. 


Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. Speaker, it is not my 
purpose to engage in this debate; but it ig neces- 
sary to pass to-day a Treasury note bill in order 
to relicve the pressing necessities of the Govern- 
ment. -I hope, therefore, that without objection, 
we may put upon its passage a bill for that pur- 
pose which I am_instructed to report from the 
Committee of Ways and Means. ‘ 

Mr. CRAWFORD. The gentleman from Ohio 
will remember that I desire to offer amendments 
to that bill; and, if I can have an opportunity of 
offering those amendments, I have no objection + 
to its being considered at any time that suits the 
chairman of the Committee of Ways and Means. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I have no objection toa 
vote being had upon the amendments. I shall, as 
a matter of course, vote against them. 

Mr. CRAWFORD. So I understand. 

Mr. SHERMAN. L ask unanimous:consent 
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to report the bill, andthat it be considered at this 
time. : 

There being fo objection, a bill to authorize the 
issue of. Treasury notes and. for other purposes 
was reada first and second time by its title. 

The bill was then read in extenso. It author- 
izes the issue, under the usual-regulations and. up 
to 1863, of Treasury notes for such sums as the 
exigencies of, the public service may require, not 
atany time to exceed the amount of $10,000,000, 

and of deneminations. not. less than $100. 

Mr. SHERMAN, Mr. Speaker, the House 
will perceive that the bill now before us isa mere 

temporary expedient to provide for the. pressing 
demands upon the Treasury.. Most of the mem- 
"bers. are aware that the Government has not been 
able to pay, for the last week or two, our own 
salaries, and many other demands at New York 
and other places. The revenues have fallen short 
during the fast week, amounting, I believe, to but 

250,000. Most of the revenues are now paid in 

Lreasury notes. ‘This bill authorizes the issue 
of $10,060,000 of Treasury notes for temporary 
porpones: It docs not increase the public debt. 

t only provides a mode of paying outstanding 
Treasury notes. The amount of Treasury notes 
now outstanding is indeed in excess of theamount 
authorized by this bill; so that the bill provides 
for no increase of the public debt. 

I might here rest what I have to say about this 
bill; but it is proper. for me to add that it will be 
necessary for the House very soon and promptly 
to consider. some other measures of relief. On 
the Ist of July last there was in the Treasury 
$3,629,206, a balanceentircly toosmalltocarry on 
the ordinary operationsof the Treasury. During 
the first quarter of the fiscal year the expenditures 
exceeded the receipts some two hundred thousand 
dollars, and there are now unpaid appropriations 
to the amount of ten or fifteen millions. 

The reccipts during the current quarter will prob- 
ably fall short several millions of the necessary 
expenditures; and, if we are to judge from the 
temper of the times, the distress in the country, 
and the political difficulties that surround us, it is 
probable that during the remaining three quarters 
of this fiscal year there will be a deficiency of from 
ten to fifteen million dollars. This is not the fault 
of this Fouse; but it is the fault of our revenue 
Jaws. For the last three years we have been living 
upon the credit of the Government. [havea pa- 
per before me showing that since the Ist of July, 

, 1857, we have been going in debt to the extent of 
¿nearly fifty million dollars. In the fiscal year 
ending 30th June, 1858, the deficiency, or excess of 
pe over revenuc, amounted to $27,162,188. 
n the next fiscal year it amounted to $15,902,932. 
During the last fiscal year itamounted to the sum 
of $6,725,000; and according to the statement 
already made, during the present fiscal year, the 
deficiency has been not less than from fifteen to 
twenty million dollars, I have prepared a state- 
ment which shows at a glance the changed condi- 
tion of the state of our finances in three years: 
On the Ist day of July, 1857, the entire debt of Government, 
after deducting the balance then in the Treasury, was 
$11,350,272 63, as follows: 
Public debt... aa. erasespe esessesesnee e e. e -$29,050,386 90 
Balance in Treasutry...ssers.s 17,710,114 27 


$11,350,272 63 


On the Ist day of July, 1858, the amount of the entire 
funded debt Wassecccceseverccesee eee e $25,155,977 66 
"TCASUTY NOLES... sea seceeeaeeeeesescevsees 19,754,800 00 


Total debt...... seseceees 44,910,777 66 
Balance in Troasury..........eeeeeee esses 6,398,316 10 


$38,512,461 56 


Tee teen eb eeneeee 


‘On the Ist. day of July, 1859, the amount of the entire 
flruded debt WAS... ..0cccvesceesvacceneas $43,601,037 69 
Treasury notes........ secesseeee 15,153,661 64 


Total debt. c.cscseeae 
Balance in ‘Treasury. 


58,754,669 33 
4,339,275 54 


$54,415,393 79 


On the Ist day of July, 1860, the amount of the entire 


funded debt Wassers cc eee ee eee resided $45,079,203 00 
Treasury NOUCS..0, ce secsereceeceasces e... 19,690,500 00 
Total debt.... esse. eee iins ve aeeciee’s ses» 64,769,703 00 


Balance in Treasury. ss. sssisesssicrssosss 3,629,206 00 


61,140,497 00 


It is manifest, therefore, that the House, in i 


order to preserve the credit of the Governmeat, 
ought to make some change in the revenue laws, 
or to decrease the expenditures.. We must cither, 
by a bold stroke, reduce the expenditures to 
fifteen. or twenty million dollars, or contract new 
loans, or raise new revenues. The bill now 
pending in the Senate, I need not inform. the 
members of the House, authorizes a loan of 
some $20,000,000, and, in addition to that, pro- 
vides for increasing the revenue. If that bill 
should pass, and if the present disturbed political 
condition of the country be healed up, then the 
annual revenue would amply cover our expendi- 
tures upon the basis of existing laws and salaries; 
but with the present difficulties, and with our 
present revenue laws, it is manifest that this bill 
will not be the last loan bill or the last Treasury 
note bill that the Committee of Ways and Means 
will have to report to the House. The provisions 
of the bill are similar to the provisions of the act 
of 1857... It simply authorizes a temporary loan, 
and provides that that part of theloan authorized 
by the act of 22d June last, not already contracted 
for, shall be applied to the redemption of out- 
standing Treasury notes. This is all the state- 
ment that I desire to make. 

Mr. CRAWFORD. Ihave two amendments 
which I desire to present to this bill, and I want 
a vote of the House on cach of them separately. 
The first amendment I propose to have inserted 
in the third section of the bill, and in these 
words: 


And the public lands of these United States are specifi- 
cally pledged to such payment and redemption. Itis berc- 
by made the duty of the Seeretary of the Treasury to set 
apart andapply all moneys which may be received into the 
Treasury from the sales of public lands from the Ist day of 
January, 1861, to such payment and redemption, until all 
the notes issued under the presentauthority shall be entirely 
paid off according to the obligation expressed therein. 


I desire to say, in support of this amendment, 
that I have been at all times in favor of this dis- 
position of the public lands. I think itis right 
and proper that the public lands should be set 
apart for the payment of the public debt of the 
country, and that they should be used for that 
purpose alone. I will say tothe House, in addi- 
tion, that there are reasons now opcrating on my 
mind which make it the more important that we 
who are of the opinion that there can be no per- 
manent peace between the North and South should 
the more rigidly ask of our friends of the North 
who intend to do us justice that they shall set 
apart and specifically appropriate the money aris- 
ing from the sales of public lands to meet the 
public debt, We do not desire, in any settlement 
or negotiation that may follow the events now 
pressing upon us, to be called upon by the re- 
maining States to bring forward from our States 
that may retire from the Confederacy any quota 
of the public debt, solong as the agent of the ori- 
ginal States shall retain all the assets in its hands 
which we hold ought to be appropriated for that 
purpose. lt is for these reasons that I desire a 
vote on this amendment, as well as for the rea- 
son that I believe it is the proper disposition to 
make of the proceeds of the sales of the public 
lands, cven if there was no such contingency as 
that to which I have alluded. 

Mr. PHELPS. I would suggest to the gentle- 
man from Georgia that he will accomplish his 
purpose by the first. portion of his amendment, 
specifically pledging the proceeds arising from 
the sales of public lands for the redemption of the 
Treasury notes authorized to be issued by this 
act. That would accomplish his object, without 
having this other matter of detail presented, which 
might cause some trouble in the appropriation of 
money. The moncy is needed at present. 

Mr. CRAWFORD. I cannot agree to the 
proposition of the gentleman from Missouri. It 
is that I should strike off from the amendment 
which I have proposed all except the words 
specifically pledging the public lands to the pay- 
ment of the debt. I propose not only to pledge 
specifically the public lands to the payment of this 
debt, but also to appropriate all the money that 
may be receivedafter the Ist of January next, from 
the sales of public lands, to the payment of these 
Treasury notes. I therefore desire that the vote 
of the House shall be first had on the entire 
amendment; and if it should be defeated, then 
the gentleman from Missouri can offer so much 
of it as he has indicated his desire to support. I 
do not think it just to the people of the southern 


| States that this or any other loan bill should pass, 
| and that the public lands should be given away 
for purposes of internal improvement, or to the 
people of the free States for homesteads, while 
they are the assets of a common Government, 
and ought to be appropriated to the payment 
of such publicedebt as may be due from these 
United States. More particularly is this so, 
when it is to be expected that in all probability 
the public debt would be a subject-matter of ne- 
gotiation between the retiring States and the 
others, : 

Mr. McCLERNAND. I ask the. gentleman 
from Georgia on what principle of public justice 
and fair dealing he asks that a discrimination 
should be made in favor of the debtnow about to 
be contracted? 

Mr. CRAWFORD. Ifthe gentleman will go 
back to some of the old loan bills passed by Con- 
gress, he will find that the public Jands have been 
specifically pledged for the paymentof that debt. 
And I say to the gentleman that, independent of 
any action which the southern States may take, 
it is nothing but right and proper that, in the 
peculiar embarrassment under which the Treas- 
ury now labors, we should provide a sufficient 
security, so that the notes should not be sold be- 
low par. I believe they would be all taken by 
the creditors of the Government at par; but I 
think that, with thisadditional security, the notes 
will pass from hand to hand at par, which would 
be important. 

So much for that amendment. I do not care 
to multiply remarks on that branch of the sub- 
ject. Bat I will state now, that in the fifteenth 
section of the bill I desire this amendment: 

That so much of the act entitled “An act authorizing a 
loan and providing for the redemption of Treasury notes,” 
approved June 22, 1850, as empowers the President to bor- 
row a sum excecding $10,000,000, is hereby repealed, it 
being intended that the amount of Treasury notes author- 
ized by the present act shall take the place of said loan 
beyond the sum of $10,000,000 already contracted for. 

The object of the amendment is this: last 
June Congress authorized a loan of $20,000,000. 
It will be remembered by the House, that on. the 
passage of that ‘bill I desired to have Treasur 
notes issued instead of having a loan contracted. 
The House did not agree with me on that point, 
and was not favorable to the issuing of Treasury 
notes. The consequence was, that I was forced to 
take the loan bill which passed on the 22d of June, 
just as it had been offered by my colleague on the 
Committee of Ways and Means, the gentleman 
from Maryland, [Mr. Davis.] 

If we had passed then a Treasury note bill, I 
have been informed by the Department that the 
Government could have got along without the 
slightest embarrassment; but that the loan bill did 
not afford them the same opportunity of relieving 
the Government of its embarrassments, And 
therefore it is that the necessity arises now for 
the passage of a Treasury note bill, or else sacri- 
fice $10,000,000 of the loan bill of the last ses- 
sion. When I say sacrifice, I mean that it could 
not be ‘sold or negotiated except at a discount 
much greater than the officers of the Government 
would be willing to pay. 

But Lam informed by the officers atthe Treas- 
ury Department that, with these $10,000,000 of: 
Treasury notes, they will not need for the present 
the ten or eleven million dollars of the loan of the 
last session, which is still subject to the disposal 
of the Secretary of the Treasury, and which he 
would be authorized at any time to negotiate, 
whenever it could be done on reasonable terms; 
which, as I have said, cannot be done at present. 
I therefore propose, inasmuch as this is to be a 
substitute for the remainder of the loan author- 
ized in the last session, that the remainder of that 
loan shall not be negotiated. 

Mr. HOUSTON. I have no particular objection 
to the billas reported by the Committee of Ways 
and Means. I have certainly not had an oppor- 
tunity of examining itas I would like to do before 
voting upon it; but, as at present advised, I shall 
vote for the bill. 

I de not regard the amendment proposed by the 
gentleman from Georgia as very essential in any 
of its aspects. I will not, however, on this occa- 
sion, attempt to discuss the grave questions of 
finance which naturally grow out of the measure 
before the House. I wish simply to remark to 
the gentleman from Georgia, that, so far as his 
i amendment pledging the public lands for the rc- 
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demption of these Treasury notes is concerned, I 
regard it as entirely unimportant. Whether the 
pledge is made by the terms of the bill or not, the 
redemption of such Treasury notes as shall be 
issued will rest upon the faith of the Government. 
Whenever the Government of the United States 
‘proposes to make a loan in any shape, of course 
ils faith, as well as its property of every deserip- 
tion, stands pledged for the redemption of that 
loan; and in this case, for the Government spe- 
cifically to pledge the public lands on any other 
description of public property, in my view, adds 
no guarantee for its payment. 

If, under any circumstances growing out of 
the existing state of things, there should be the 
result of a disruption of the Government and a 
division of the States of the Union; if some of the 
States shall separate from the Government as it 
now exists, and a negotiation should occur, rc- 
sulting in a portion of the public debt devolving 
upon the seceding States, as a matter of course 
all the public lands or assets of the Government 
will be divided equally with the debt; and it is 
< therefore a matter of little consequence whether 
we pledge the public lands or not. If the disrup- 
tion takes place, these things must necessarily 
conform in the act of settlement. If, in the set- 
tlement with the States seceding, justice requires 
that a portion of the public debt should be as- 
sumed by them, the same principles of justice 
and equity will requireas well the distribution to 
them of a like portion of the property of the Gov- 
ernment. Hence I regard the proposition of the 
‘gentleman from Georgia as unimportant in either 


aspect in which he has presented it, whether as 
giving greater security and greater confidence in 
these Treasury notes to those who may be called 
upon to receive them, or in view of the threat- 
ened disruption of the Union, 

Mr. CRAWFORD. I desire to say, with the 
consent of the gentleman from Alabama, that he 
has taken into consideration, in hisremarks, only 
the first portion of my amendment. The second 
portion of my amendment, touching the public 
lands, requires that all the money received into 
the ‘Treasury after the Ist January, 1861, from 

“the sales of the public lands, shall be set apart for 
the payment of these Treasury notes. The gen- 
tleman only replied to that portion which pledegd 
the public lands to the final redemption or pay- 
ment of this debt. I desire that the fund out of 
which it is to be paid shall be provided for out 
of the sales of the public lands as well as to se- 
cure their passage from hand to hand from the 
Government at their par value. 

Mr. McCLERNAND. ‘The question has been 
asked as to the former practice of the Government 
in pledging the public lands of the Government 
for the payment of its debts. I believe the gen- 
tleman from Alabama and myself are the only | 
members present who were upon this floor in| 
1846, during the existence of the Mexican war. 
At that time a proposition was passed for the ne- 
gotiation of a loan, or the issue of Treasyry notes; | 
and, if I am not mistaken, the proceeds of the 
sales of the publie lands were pledged for the pay- 
ment of the debt then authorized to be created. 
So far as I can recollect, that was the last occa- | 
sion on which a law has been passed pledging the | 
public lands for the payment of the debis of the 
Government, The gentleman from Alabama is 
conversant with the financial history of the Gov- 
ernment; and I desire to ask him whether there į 
has since been any such law passed? 

Mr. HOUSTON. I do not think there is any 
instance of recent date, excepting the one to whieh 
my friend from Hlinois refers; and I believe there 
is a part of that debt which yet remains unpaid— 
1 do not know how much, for I have not exam- 
ined into these financial questions recently. Í 

One further remark, in reply to the gentleman | 
from Georgia. So far as my vote may be con- | 
cerned, I say that I am willing, if it be thought 
advisable, for the purpose of giving greater con- 
fidence to those who may be called upon to re- 
ceive these Treasury notes in payment of the 
debts of the Government, to cast that vote for 
the-gentleman’s amendment. But I regard it as | 
entirely unimportant, in view of the, probable 
separation of some of the States of this Union. 
In any event, the question whether such a pro- 
vision would be wise or not, depends very much | 
upon the time other debts are falling due. If there 
be a debt falling duc, and pressing for payment, 1: 


such a provision would be well enough; but in 
the event of its running over, Í do not see any: 
a to be accomplished by it. 

n that view of the case, possibly the latter part 
of this provision might give greater confidence, 
and cause these sccurities to pass without dis- 
count. 

Mr. Speaker, the main purpose for which I 
rose to address the House in a few remarks on 
this bill, was to reply'to the suggestion of the 
chairman of the Committee of Ways and Means, 
[Mr. Suzrman,] and not with any view to go into 
a general discussion of our revenue and finances. 
1 presume, sir, that none of us desire to do any 
such thing at this time. I understood the chair- 
man of the Committee of Ways and Means to 
state, that the troubles in the financial operations 
of the Government, which now seem to impend 
over us, grew out of the defects in the existing 
revenue Jaw. I may be mistaken, because I 
know how difficult it is to be heard across the 

all. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The gentleman from Ala- 
bama misapprebends what I said. I said that 
aside from all political troubles, all political dis- 
tractions, the revenue now raiscd was not sufi- 
cient to mect the expenditures of the Government; 
that for the last three years we have been con- 
stantly running into debt, at a time, too, when 
nobody thought of secession or any question of 
the kind; and that, therefore, it was necessary 
either to reduce the expenditures or to increase 
the dutics on imports in order to raise a larger 
revenue. That is what I said. 

Mr. HOUSTON. Any change of the revenue 
laws at this time, sir, would not only be futile as 
a remedy for existing pecuniary difficulties, but 
it would even be an act of rashness. The rev- 
enue law under which we are now collecting our 
revenue has existed only for three years. Shortly 
after it was enacted and became the law of the 
land, we bad a financial crisis which reduced the 
importations from foreign countries, and conse- 
quently largely curtailed the amount of the rev- 
enuc of the Government. That could not have 
been caused by the change of the law from that 
which existed prior to the law of 1857, for the 
latter reduced the duties upon imports. It wasa 
relicf from the restrictions upon importation to 
the extent of that reduction, and there naturally 
oughtto have beenan increase and nota reduction 
of imports. ‘That would havebcen the natural re- 
sult of the change under other circumstances, but, 
sir, owing to the crisis I have already referred to, 
such was not the result; and now, justas we have 
recovered from the troubles of 1857, we are again, 
three years afterwards, met by another financial 
crisis, caused by transactions and circumstances 
wholly disconnected from the legitimate exercise 
of our revenue laws. Events have transpired in 
all portions of the country which have destroyed 
the confidence of our fellow-citizens, one in the 
other. They have destroyed the confidence of our 
people in your banking system and in all your 
commercial operations. af 

The country cannot be relievea until this crisis 


has passed; until matters are scttled in some way | 


by which we will bave permanence, stability; by 
which, sir, we will understand what we are doing; 
when our commerce will again resume its natural 
activity, and go on prosperously, as it was doing 
not many months since. If 1 understand the 
report of the Secretary of the Treasury, he fully 
sustains the accuracy of the view I present. 
While we were suffering in a state of depression, 
growing out of the crisis of 1857, which arose 
from causes over which our revenue laws had no 
control; while, sir, we were emerging from that 
depression; while our commerce was becoming 
active, and the-receipts from duties on imports 
were largely increasing; while everything seemed 
to be doing just as well as the most sanguine 
friends of thé law of 1857 could have wished; just 
at that moment we are surrounded by political 
divisions and distractions, and other troubies of 
the most serious character, which of themselves 
act upon your commerce and destroy confidence, 
and so again diminish the revenue of the Govern- 
ment. 
exists, 
not what revenue law 
gress. . 

I do not, however, 
sion of this subject. 


While the existing condition of things 
the revenue will remain depressed, T care 
may be enacted by Con- 


intend to provoke a discus- 
I did not understand the 


gentleman from Ohio, as he. has since explained 

himself... Being an-advocate of the general prin- 

ciples of the laws of 1846 and 1857, I was unwill- 
ing to sit quietly by and permit.a remark; which’ 
I understood him to have made, to pass without 
saying as much as I have done. | . a 

Mr. GROW. {have but a word to say in ref- 
erence to the amendment proposed by thegentle-’. 
man from Georgia, (Mr. Crawrorp.] -Before 
saying it, sir, I wish to give & brief answer to a 
remark which fell from the gentleman from Ala-.. 
bama, [Mr. Houston.] With your present scale” 
of duties, in order to raise the current expendi- 
tures of the Government, as they have been for 
the last two or three years, you must have an im- 
portation, in one year, of about four hundred 
and sixty or four hundred and seventy million 
dollars’ worth of imported goods; when, sir, the 
largest importation ever made in one ‘year was 
only $360,000,000. If, then, your scale stands as 
it does now; you must import into the country, 
in order to raise sixty-five or seventy million 
dollars, something ‘about one hundred million 
dollars’ worth of goods more than was imported 
into the country in the most prosperous’ year, 
which, upon its face, would be a- sufficient argu- 
ment that your present revenue system willnot 
meet the wants of the country under any. state of 
the case. Yes, sir; the expenditures of the Goy~ 
ernment cannot be defrayed with the present scale 
of duties, unless you can increase the. importa- 
tions of the country $100,000,000 over whatthey 
were in the most prosperous year; and when you 
do that, you will bankrupt the country in paying 
for those imported goods. 

But to return to the amendment of the gentle- 
man from Georgia, (Mr. Crawrorp,]} which pro- 
poses to pledge the public lands—to place this as 
a mortgage upon the public lands of the country. 
I am opposed to looking to the public lands as a 
source of revenue. I agree with General Jackson, 
who, in his message to Congress in 1832, advised 
the country to cease to look to them as a source 
of revenue. 1 am opposed to it, because I can:see 
no reason and no justice in imposing upon the 
pipneers who settle your wildernesses, greater 
hardships than are incident to their lot. You now 
compel them, under the existing land policy of the 
Government, cither to the speculator or to theGov- 
ernment, topay out of their hard earnings, without 
returning themany equivalent. By your land sys- 
tem you have already abstracted $1,600,000,000 
from the men who people your wildernesses, and 
you have not given them an iota of equivalent for 
it. The day they took the lands they were not 
worth any more than in the hour when they were 
created by God Almighty. By the land policy 
of the Government, sir, and by the legislation 
under it, you have abstracted the large amount I 
have stated from their hard earnings, while you 
have’sent them forth to expel the savage and the 
wild beast and to build up great empires in the 
wilderness, leading the van of science and eivil- 
ization along its untrodden paths. - 

I agree with General Jackson in saying that-it 
is time that the Government should cease to look 
to the public lands as a means of raising revenue. 
Therefore, I am opposed to any such system as 
would put a mortgage upon them. I prefer to 
leave them within the discretionary power of 
Congress, so that such disposition may be made 
of them as may be deemed best for the greatness 
and the glory of the nation. General Jackson, 
in his annual message in 1832, meets the very 
point raised by the gentleman from Georgia, that 
these lands should be set apartas a fund, and that 
there was an obligation imposed upon the Gov- 
ernment in the articles of cession that the dispo- 
sition should be made of them which is now pro- 
posed. If there were any lands yet to be disposed 
of which were ceded by. the original States, then 
it might be worth while to consider that, point; 
but as very few of these lands are left, even if the 
argument were good, it could not control Con- 
gress in its action upon lands which were never 
ceded by any of the States of the Union. And 
then I quote General Jackson, even if the gentle- 
man’s position was a good one, to relieve the gen- 
tleman, for I trust he will not yet repudiate the 
authority of his wisdom and of his counsel to his 
country. Speaking upon this very point in his 
message, he says: f 

« As the lands may now be considered as relieved from 
this pledge, the object for which they were ceded having 
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been accomplished, itis inthe discretion of Congress to 
dispose of them in such a way ås- best to conduce to the 


quiet, harmony, and general interest of the: American peo- 
e, A * * i w * * * *. + k. 


“It cannot be doubted thatthe speedy settlement of these 
lands constitute the: true ‘interests of the Republic. The 
wealth and strength of a country are its population, and 
the best part of that population are the cultivators of the 
soil. Independent farmers are. everywhere the basis of 
society and true friends of liberty.??: * bs * ee 

“Tt seems to me to be: our true policy, that the public 
lands’shall Gease'as soon as practicable to be'a source of 
reventic; and that they be sold to settlers, in limited par- 
cels, ara- prieg, barely. sufficient to reimburse to the United 
States, the expense of the present system and the cost aris- 
ing under our Indian compact.” ~ 

o, That isthe basis of the homestead policy—that 
youshall. cease to exact from the pioneers who set- 

: tle. your wildernesses any of theirearnings, except 
suchas may be required to pay the necessary cx- 
penses.of the land offices; and that you shall not 
compel them, in order to enjoy one of God’s bless- 
ings to.man, to devote the best half of their lives in 
sustaining, in idleness and extravagance, non- 
resident land speculators. They ask, under the 
homestead policy, that you shall no longer take 

from these men the privilege of enjoying this 
blessing, any more than you would take from 
them the privilege of enjoying God’s sunlight 
and atmosphere, or quafling from the rivers and 
rills that flow from the mountains. Under the 
policy of thisamendment you impose this burden, 
by tying up the discretion of Congress; and I only 

‘quote General: Jackson to-day, to show that we 

vatand..by the old hero of the Hermitage, whose 
patriotism was.no less than was the genial warmth 
of hig humanity for his country and his race. In 
another part of his message he says: 

To put an end forever to all partial and Interested Je- 
gislation on the subject, and to afford every American of 
enterprise the opportunity of securing an independent free- 
hold, it seems to me, therefore, best to abandon the idea of 
raising a tuture revenue out of the public lands.” 

And why should not the Government cease this 
policy, when it has gaken this large amount from 
the earnings of men who have built up your great 
empires in the wilderness, whose bones and sin- 
ews have laid the corner-stone of great empires, 
adding to the greatness and glory of the Republic, 
and contributing to the advancement of science 
‘and civilization? Sir, God knows that man is 
born toa hard fate cnough who is born into this 
world of misery and woe, compelled from neces- 
sity to carn his daily bread by his daily toil, with- 
out imposing upon him unnecessary burdens by 
unjust legislation of his. country.” When you 
take from him his earnings for the mere privilege 
of enjoying one of God’s blessings to man, what 
greater injustice can be perpetrated upon him? 
Wo ask, then, that these lands be set apart and 
dedicated forever in free homes for free.mcn; and 
that no mortgage shall be imposed upon them 
which shall bind the diseretion of their repre- 
sentatives in their disposition of them, 

Mr.CRAWFORD, Ihave only a word to say 
in reply to the gentleman from Peunaylvania. f 
understood him to say that it required more than 
four hundred million dollars, at the present rate 
of duties, to raise sufficient revenue to carry on 
the Government, 1 had supposed, from what I 
had heard so frequently fall from gentlemen upon 
that side of the floor, that, when they should take 
upon themselves the administration of the Gov- 
ernment, they would require nothing like the 
amount which has been required during the Dem- 
ocratic Administration, 

Mr. GROW. > What I stated was, that under 
the present scale of duties, if you raise sixty or 
seventy million, or thereabouts—which you must 
do if you pay the current expenses, a good deal 
less than they are now, and provide for a debt 
already incurred—you must have an importa- 
tion, under the present tariff, of not less than 
450,000,000 of imported goods. 

Mr. CRAWFORD. {understood the gentle- 
man perfectly. I knew his position. I only de- 
sire to say, in reply to that portion of his remarks, 
that I have no idea that his party will administer 
the Government for less than a hundred million, 
if the whole Government is administered. 

But he asks if thereis any greater injustice than 
to deny to the pioneers who go out and settle this 
western country a title to the soil upon which 
they can settle. Ithink I can seea greater injus- 
tice in taking this public land and giving it away, 
while its proceeds should be used as a common 
fund for the purpose of carrying on the Govern- 


ment and paying its expenses. General Jackson 
and his message have been brought before the 
House and country by the gentleman from Penn-" 


Sylvania, I believe, on more than four occasions 


preceding the present time; and I willsay that the 
circumstances under which General Jackson made 
these remarks were widely different from the cir- 
cumstances which now surround us. It would be 
much more unjust to us that the public lands 
should be given away, and thatthe tariff of duties 
should be raised to the very highest possible 
amount, and levied upon those of us who believe 
we pay the most of those duties. To give away 
the assets by which the Government is to be sup- 
ported; to give away the public lands to the people 
of your States, and then raise the tariff of duties 
upon us for the purpose of carrying on your Gov- 
ernment, seems to me to bean act of greater injus- 
tice than to refuse a mere gift to those persons who 
may desire to go and settle upon the public lands 
at the West without the payment of money. 

Mr. GROW. Idonotknow that! understood 
the gentleman. I think he spoke of giving away 
ue public lands to the people of a particular 

tate. 

Mr. CRAWFORD. Notatall. 

Mr. GROW. Under the homestead bill, the 
principle applies to all the States. 

Mr. CRAWFORD. So Lunderstand; yet the 
gentleman is well aware that it practically ex- 
cludes the people of the southern States. 

Mr. GROW. I would ask the gentleman if 
there are not public lands in the southern States 
still undisposed of? 

Mr. CRAWFORD.. There are some lands 
“which have not yet been disposed of. 

Mr. GROW. Then, as the bill applies to all 
the land States, how does it exclude them? 

Mr. CRAWFORD. The gentleman knows 
very well that itis notto the public lands of those 
States that he desires particularly that the home- 
stead bill should apply. 

Mr. GROW. Tire that it should apply to 
all the States, 

Mr. CRAWFORD. I desire a vote now upon 
the amendment which I have offered, and 1 call 
the previous question upon it. 

r. BURNETT. Before the previous question 
is called I wish to ask the chairman of the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means a question. 

Mr. CRAWFORD. I withdraw the demand 
for the previous question. 

Mi BURNETT. I desire to know how long, 
under the act passed last June, the President has 
power to negotiate the loan of $20,000,000? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Under the operation of the 
pending bill, the loan bill will be extended over, 
and the President will be authorized to negotiate 
the balance of the loan to redeem these Treasury 
notes, and for no other purpose. This bill sim- 
ply substitutes, for the time being, Treasury 


notes in the place of the loan, and authorizes the | 


loan to be completed at some future time when- 
ever the public credit will justify it. 

Mr. BURNETT. I would ask the chairman 
of the committee another question. Does he 
believe that, without pledging the public lands 
specifically for the payment of this publie debt, 
the Treasury notes authorized by this act will 
pass at par? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Ihave no doubt of it. I 
do not belicve that pledging the publie lands will 
add one particle to their negotiability. It is the 


faith of the United States that gives these bonds | 


credit, and not the mortgage of lands. 

Mr. CRAWFORD. [now move the previous 
question. 

The previous question was seconded, and the 
main question ordered. i f 


The first amendment proposed by Mr. Craw- | 


Forp was then read, as follows: 
At the end of the second section of the bill, insert: 


And the public lands of the United States are specifically | 


pledged for sueh payment and redemption. Tt is liereby 
made the duty of the Secretary of the ‘Treasury to set apart 


and apply all moneys which may be received into the | 
s of public lands from the ist day of | 
Jaunary, 1861, to such payment and redemption, until all i} 


Treasury from the sa 


the notes issued under the present authority 
paid off, according to the obligation expr 


Mr. PHELPS. 


au be entirely 
d therein. 


I ask for a division of that 


amendment, so as to havea Separate vote on the | 


first clause of the amendment, ending with the 
word “redemption, where it first occurs. 
Mr.CRAWFORD. Itistoo late; the previous 


question has been called and sustained. I raise 
this question of order: the gentleman from Mis- 
souri.now proposes an amendment; he proposes 
to amend. my amendment by striking out half of 
_it; that is the legitimate effect of his motion. 

Mr. PHELPS. Under the rules, as modified 
at the last session of Congress, I believe any 
member is entitled to. call for a division of the 
question after the previous question has been sus- 
tained. a 

The SPEAKER. The rule will be read. 

The Clerk read the rule, as follows: 

«46. Any member may call for the division of a question 
before or after the main question is ordered, which shail 
be divided, if it comprehend propositions in substance so 
distinct that, one being taken away, a substantive proposi- 
tion shall remain for the decision of the House”? 

Mr. GROW. But how is this amendment di- 
visible? Thatisthe question, 

Mr. PHELPS. Į call for a division of the 
question ‘after the main question is ordercd,’? 
and Iam entitled to it. , NE. 

The SPEAKER. The call was in time under 
the new rulc, and the question is on the first branch 
of the amendment, which will now be read. 

The Clerk read, as follows: 

“ And the public lands of the United States are specifi- 
cally pledged for such payment and redemption,” 

Mr, LEAKE demanded the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. ects 

The question was taken; and it was decided in 
the negative—yeas 75, nays 124; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Thomas L, Anderson, Avery, Barks- 
date, Barret, Bocock, Bonham, Bouligny, Boyce, Branch, 
Bristow, Brown, Burnett, John B. Clark, Clopton, Cobb, 
Crawford, Curry, Reuben Davis, De Jarnette, Edmundson, 
English, Florence, Garnett, Gartrell, Gilmer, Hamilton, 
Hardeman, J. Morrison Harris, John 'F. Uarris, Hatton, 
Hawkins, Hill, Houston, Hugbes, Jenkins, Jones, Keitt, 
Landrum, Leake, Love, Maclay, Mallory, Elbert S. Mar- 
tin, Maynard, McKenty, McQueen, Miles, Millson, Laban 
T. Moore, Sydenbam Moore, Nelson, Niblack, Peyton, 
Phelps, Pryor, Quarles, Reagan, Rufin, Sickles, Simms, 
Singleton, William Smith, Wiliam N. H. Smith, Stall- 
worth, Stevenson, Stokes, Stout, Taylor, Thomas, Un- 
derwood, Vatlandigham, Vance, Webster, Whiteley, and 
Winslow. —75, 

NAYS~—Mesers. Charles F, Adams, Green Adams, Ad- 
rain, Aldrich, Allen, Alley, William C. Anderson, Ashley, 
|| Babbitt, Beale, Bingham, Blair, Blake, Brayton, Briggs, 
Buflinton, Bureb, Burlingame, Burnham, Butterfield, 
Campbell, Carey, Carter, Case, Colfax, Conkling, Corwin, 
Cox, James Craig, Curtis, H. Winter Davis, John G. Davis, 
Dawes, Delano, Duell, Dunn, Edgerton, Edwards, Eliot, 
Bly, Etheridge, Kenton, Ferry, Foster, Fouke, Frank, 
Gooch, Graham, Grow, Hale, Hall, Haskin, Ielmick, 
Hickman, Hoard, Holman, Wiliam Howard, William AL 
Howard, Humphrey, Hutchins, Irvine, Sunkin, Francis W. 
Kellogg, William Kellogg, Kenyon, Kilgore, Killinger, 
Larrabee, DeWitt C. Leach, Lee, Logan, Longnecker, 
Loomis, Lovejoy, Charles D. Martin, McClernand, Me- 
Kean, McKnight, MePherson, Montgomery, Moorhead, 
Morrill, Edward Joy Morris, Isaac N. Morris, Nixon, 
Noell, Olin, Palmer, Perry, Pettit, Porter, Potter, Pottle, 
Edwin R. Reynolds, John H. Reynolds, Rice, Riggs, Chris- 
topher Robinson, Royer, Seott, Sedgewick, Sherman, 
Spaulding, Spinner, Stanton; Wiliam Stewart, Stratton, 
Tappan, Thayer, Theaker, Tompkins, ‘Crain, Trimble, 
Vandever, Verree, Wade, Waldron, Walton, Cadwalader 
C. Washburn, Israet Washburn, Wells, Wilson, Windom, 
and Woodruff—124. 

So the first branch of the amendment was 
rejected’ i 

During the roll-call, 

Mr. BARKSDALE said: I desire to ask the 
gentleman from Georgia if there is not a general 
law pledging the public lands for the payment of 
all the outstanding liabilities of the Government ? 

Mr. CRAWFORD. There is no such law. 
Mr. BARKSDALE. Then I vote “ay.” 
|| Mr. ROBINSON, of Mlinois, stated that he had 
paired off on this question with Mr. Kunxern; 
that Mr. K. was in favor of the amendment, and 
|} that he (Mr. Rogrisox) was opposed to it. 

i} Mr. BARKSDALE stated that his colleague, 
Mr. McRax, was detained at home by indispo- 
sition in lis family. 

Mr. VALLANDIGHAM, when his name was 
called, said: Good faith to its creditors is, in my 
|! judgment, one of the first duties of a Government; 
|| and if the creditors of this Government demand 
j| Mortgage security now, I think they ought to 
ii haveit. I vote “ay.” 
|| Mr. LOVEJOY stated that his colleague, Mr. 
| Wasunurne, was detained at his room by indis- 
| positon. 

! Messrs. WASHBURN, of Maine, and ED- 
t 
| 
| 
I 
i 


WARDS, made similar statements with regard to 
| Messrs. Morse and MarstoN. 

| The result of the vote having been announced 
as above recorded, the question recurred on agree- 
Ing to the second branch of the amendment. 
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: Mr. HOUSTON. I presume the second branch 
of the amendment falls with the first, 

Mr. MOORE, of Kentucky. I move that the 
House do ‘now adjourn. [Cries of “No!” 
Nol”? 

Mr. SHERMAN. I trust the House will not 
adjourn until this bill is passed. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from 
Kentucky insist on his motion? : f 

Mr. MOORE, of Kentucky. No, sir; I with- 
draw it. 

The question was then taken on the second 
branch of the amendment, and it was disagreed 
to. 

The question then recurred on the following 
amendment proposed by Mr. CRAWFORD: 

Strike out the fifteenth section of the bill; which is as 
follows: 

“Suc. 15. And be it further enacted, That all moneys 
hereafter contracted for under the authority of an act en- 
titled ‘An act authorizing a loan, and providing for the 
redemption of Treasury notes,” approved June 22, 1850, 
shall be used in redemption of Treasury notes now out- 
standing, and those to be issued under this act, and to re- 
place in the Treasury any amount in said notes which 
shall have been paid and received for public dues, and for 
noother purpose 5”? 

And insert in lien thereof the following: 

Sec. 15. And be it further enacted, That so much of the 
act-entitled “An act authorizing a loan, and providing for 
the redemption of ‘freasury notes,?? approved June 22, 
1860, as empowers the President to borrow a sum exceed- 
itig $10,000,000, is hereby repealed, it being intended that 
the amount of Treasury notes authorized by the present 
act shall take the place of the said loan beyond the sum of 
$10,000,000 already contracted for. 


Mr. SHERMAN. I think that amendment 
would very seriously embarrass the negotiation 
of these Treasury notes. The present loan law 
authorizes a loan of $21,000,000. Ten million 
of that amount has been contracted for. Eleven 
million is yet to be contracted for. By the pro- 
visions of this bill, Treasury notes are substituted 
‘for one or two years for the balance of the loan; 
but the loan is reserved, to be negotiated at a 
future time, and to pay off the Treasury notes. 
The amendment of the gentleman from Georgia 
repeals the balance of the loan bill, and will very 
materially affect the value of the Treasury notes. 
here would then be no provision for the pay- 
ment of the Treasury notes, except the ordinary 
revenues of the Government, which we all know 
to be wholly insufficient. 

Mr. CRAWFORD. I desire to say, in reply 
to what has fallen from the chairman of the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means, that my amendment 
simply repeals so much of the act of the 22d of 
June last as authorizes a Joan of $10,000,000. 
That is all that it does; and E beg gentlemen to 
remember that this Treasury note bill will not 
expire, by its own limitation, until the Ist of Jan- 
uary, 1863; and it is certainly reasonable to sup- 


pose that the Government will be prepared to. 


make arrangements to meet these Treasury notes 
before that time arrives. 

Mr. SHERMAN. With the permission of 
the gentleman, I will say that, by the prpvisions 
of the loan bill, the President of the United States 
is authorized at any time to contract for the bal- 
ance of that loan, whenever in his opinion the 
publie service requires it. J take it, the gentle- 
man from Georgia does not desire to keep outthe 
Treasury notesas a kind of currency. {t would 
be better to allow the Treasury Department to 
recieve the Treasury notes, and substitute a loan. 

Mr. CRAWFORD. By no manner of means 
do I desire to do that thing; but I cannot see why 
the act of last session, authorizing a loan of 
$20,000,000, shall now, by this bill, be made to 
stand over to the Ist of January, 1863, in order 
that we may provide to-day for the payment of 
the $10,000,000 of Treasury notes to be issued; 
because, if they circulate as money, there will be 
no necessity for their payment. The Treasury 
Department tell us that they can get on with 
$10,000,000 of Treasury notes, and they are per- 
fectly willing that we shall repeal so much of the 
act of last session as authorizes the issuc of a loan 
of $10,000,000 by the Government. Whercfore, 
then, the necessity of giving them §20,000,000— 
$10,000,000 in Treasury notes, and a loan of 
$10,000,000? 


Mr. MAYNARD. I would ask the gentleman 


if proposals have not already been issued for ne- 
gotiating the balance of the Joan of $20,000,000? 

Mr. CRAWFORD. Ido not know whether 
proposals have beep issued or not. I cannotan- 


swer that question. I know that a loan could not 
be negotiated as well by the Government as Treas- 
ury notes, which will answer the purpose. We 


can pass them at par; but if we attempt to nego- ' 


tiate a loan the loss will be heavy, and the Treas- 
ury Department say they can get along with 
$10,000,009 of Treasury notes. 

I will not detain the House longer; as I know 
gentlemen are anxious to adjourn. I ask for a 
vote on my proposition. 

The question was taken, and the amendment 
was disagreed to. 

The bill was then ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time; and, being engrosscd, it was 
accordingly read the third time. 

Mr. SHERMAN moved the previous question 
on. the passage of the bill. 

The previous question was seconded, and the 
main question ordered. 


Mr. BARKSDALE demanded the yeas and | 


nays on the passage of the bill. 

The yeas and nays were not ordered. 

The bill was passed. 

Mr. SHERMAN moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed; and also moved to 
lay the motion to reconsider upon the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


PERPETUITY OF THE UNION. 
Mr. MORRIS, of Ilinois. I offer the follow- 


ing resolution: 


Resolved by the House of Representatives, That we prop- 
erly estimate the immense value of our national Union to 
our collective and individual happiness; that we cherish 
a cordial, habitual, and immovable attachinent to it; that 
we will speak of it as of the palladium of our political 
safety and prosperity; that we will wateh its preservation 
with jealous anxiety; that we will discountenance what- 
ever may suggest even asuspicion that it can, in any event, 
be abandoned, and indignantly frown upon th first dawn- 
ing of every attempt to alienate any portion of our country 
from the rest, or enfecble the sacred ties which now link 
together the various parts; that we regard it as a main 
pillar in the edifice of our real independence, the support 
of tranquillity at home, onr peace abroad, our safety, our 
prosperity, and that very liberty which we so highly prize ; 
that we have seen nothing in the past, nor do we see any- 
thing in the present, cither in the election of Abraham 
Lincoln to the Presidency of the United States, or from 
any otber existing cause, to justify its dissolution ; that we 
regard its perpetuity as of more value than the temporary 
triumph of any party or any man; that whatever evils or 
abuses exist under it ought to be corrected within the 
Union,.in a peaceful and constitutional way ; that we be- 
lieve it has sufficient power to redress every wrong and 
enforce every right growing out of its organization or per- 
taining to its proper functions; and that it is a pittriotic 
duty to stand by it as our hope in pesce and our defense in 
war. 


Mr. BURCH. 
adjourn. 

Mr. MORRIS, of Illinois. Do I understand 
that my resolution will be considered the first 
thing to-morrow morning, if the House should 
adjourn now ? 

Mr. BURNETT. That will depend on whether 
the resolution is in order or not. 

Mr. MORRIS, of Hlinois. Then, I will have 
the floor in the morning if the House adjourn 
now. 

Mr. COX. Lobject to such an understanding. 

Mr. MORRIS, of Illinois. Then I raise the 
point of order that the gentleman from California 
{Mr. Burcu] has no right to move an adjourn- 
ment while 1am occupying the floor. 

Mr. BURCH. | believe I was recognized by 
the Chair. Ifso, I surely had the right to make 
the motion. 

Mr. MORRIS, of Iinois. I had the floor, and 
did not yicld to the gentleman from California to 
move an adjournment. 
objection to the resolution, move to suspend the 
rules. 

Mr. WINSLOW. Irise to a point of order. 
Is there not already a question before the House 
which is not decided? 

The SPEAKER. There is. 

Mr. MORRIS, of Illinois. My motion being 
entered on the Journal, I am now willing to give 
way to a motion to adjourn. 

Mr. ADRAIN. I move that the House do now 
adjourn. 


Mr. BURNETT. 


I move that the House do now 


I desire to know whether 


there is net a motion now peading which calls for | 


the action of the House prior to the consideration 
of the gentleman’s resolution. That question is 
on excusing the gentleman from Florida from ser- 
vice on a committee. — - 

Mr. ADRAIN. I believe I had the floor, by 


I now, if there be any | 


| 


ji may wait a long while. 


j 
f 


the courtesy of the gentleman fron ]linois, and’ 
I moved an adjoutriment. 0 oe iaa 

The motion was ugteed tos and thereupon {at 
ten minutes past four o’cloclt; p.m.) the House’ 
adjourned, : Se hs 


IN SENATE, tisk 

Turspax, December 11, 1860: = 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Dr.-Gurimy. = 
The Journalofyesterday was readand approved." 


HOUSE BILLS REFERRED... 


The bill (No. 50) to construe the word Emini- 
mum’? price of the publie lands, and for ‘other 
purposes, received from the House of Represent- 
atives yesterday, was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Public Lands. ` 


APPROPRIATION BILLS. 


On mution of Mr. HUNTER, the following 
bills, received from the House of Representatives 
yesterday, were read twice by their titles,and 
referred to the Committee on Finance: 

A bill (H.R. No. 861) making appropriations 
for the payment of invalid-and other pensions: of 
the United States for the year ending 30th June, 
1862; and $ 

A bill (H. R. No. 862) making appropriations 
for the support of the Military Academy for thè 
year ending the 30th June, 1862. 


PRESIDENTS MESSAGE. 


Mr. HUNTER. I inquire of the chairman of 
the Printing Committee whether the reports of 
the Departments have been ordered to be printed, 

Mr. FITCH. The usual number has been 
ordered. By the way, if I mistake not, the ques- 
tion is now pending on a motion made by the 
Senator from New Hampshire, [Mr. Faxe,] to 
reconsider. I presume the Senator will withdraw. 
that, and permit the question to-be put. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. That motion has 
already been withdrawn, by the consent of the 
Senate, as the Chair understands, ` vt 

Mr. FITCH. ‘Then F suppose it is in order 
to put the question on printing the usual number; 
or has that question already been put? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chatr regards 
that order as having been made. 


Mr. FITCH. Then I offer the following rese 
olution: > 


Resolved, That extra numbers ofthe message of the 
President, with the accompanying documents, be printed. 


The VICE PRESIDENT. Docs the Senator 
ask for the present consideration of. the resolu- 
tion? 

Mr. FITCH. I suppose that it should be re- 
ferred to the Committee on Printing, according to 
the usual course. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. 
ferred. 


It will be so re- 


ADMISSION OF KANSAS. 


Mr. COLLAMER. Mr. President, I wish to 
call up the House bill of the last session for: the 
admission of Kansas, with a view of making it 
the order of the day for some future day, Ide- 
sire to have it madè the special order for Tuesday 
next. 

Mr. GREEN. I object to taking it up now, 
and F will give a reason for it. There are certain 
laws, not yet received from that Territory, which 
I think havean important bearing on the bill, and 
we expect them every day. Isent to the State 
Department for them last. week. 

Mr. COLLAMER. ‘Territorial laws? 

Mr. GREEN. Territorial laws. J therefore 
object to making any special order of it now. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. It is already a 
special order on the Calendar. 

Mr. GREEN. It can remain as it is. 

Mr. COLLAMER. Mr. President, we are all 


aware that our list of special orders, made from 


; time to time, covers a large number of bills, some 


of which will never be reached at all. If we wait 
for it to come up on the list of special orders, we 
E therefore ask that it 
be taken up, with a view of fixing a day for its 
consideration. 

ido not know, Mr. President, what the gen- 
tleman alludes to as being important. If he thinks 
the Information to which he alludes is important, 
that is enough for me, and that might constitute 
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areason for: postponing the consideration of the 
bill-to.some other day; but I can see no reason 
why. we should not take it up and fix a day. Tf, 
when: that day arrives, the gentleman has any 
reason for postponemen?, itcan be postponed of 
course; but I wish to putitin the progress of pro- 
ceedings.. When the time shall come, which we 
fix as the day for it, if the gentleman states that 
he is in expectation of important information, we 
may postpone it; but. that is no reason why it 
should not be taken up and some measure of pro- 
ceeding now initiated in relation to it. 

Mr. GREEN: E can only say that I have a 
reasonable expectation of that kind, and Ido not 
. name it for the mere purpose of delay. 

Mr: COLLAMER. If the gentleman heard 
me, he would know I did not intimate that he had 
such a purpose. If he considers it important, it 
is enough for. me; but the time for using it for 
delay would be when we come to consider the 
bill, when it comes up. There is no reason why 
we should not take it up and intitiate proccedings 
onit. 

Mr. GREEN. It isa very strong reason why 
we should not.. Ido not know what moment it 
will arrive. Iam waiting for it every day, and 
until the day does arrive and the information 
comes, Lam not prepared to act upon the subject. 
Now, if we take up the bill and make it a special 
order, when that order comes up, the information 
may not be here, or it may. Let us therefore 
wait; and when the information comes, L will no- 
tify the Senator the very moment it does come, 
and J will meet the issue, perhaps, without a sin- 
gle objection. That, however, L do not know; 

ut it may be without a single objection; but I 
say it is proper, if we need that information, not 
to make the bill a special order until we get it. 
I therefore object to it, and hope it will not be 
taken up, and not be made a special order. 

The motion was agreed to; there being, ona 
division—ayes 23, noes 18. 

The VICK PRESIDENT. The bill is now 
before the Senate. . 

Mr.COLLAMER. Inow move that it be made 
the special order of the day for Tuesday next, at 
one o'clock, 

Mr. GREEN. I do not know but that day may 
be acceptable. Iwill not say one word against it; 
but if, when that day arrives, I do not get the evi- 
dence that'L-expect, or find that Iam deceived, 
one of the other, I shall then ask a further post- 
ponement: 

“Mr. SEWARD, and others. 


The motion was agreed to. 


PETITION AND MEMORIAL. 


Mr. GRIMES presented the petition of John 
Devault, praying an, increase of pension; which 
was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. BINGHAM presented the memorial of 
Licutenant George L. Hartsuff, of the United 
States Army, praying to be reimbursed for the 
loss of public property, while in his charge, by 
the wreck of the steamer Lady Elgin, on Lake 
Michigan; which was referred to the Committee 


on Military Affairs and Militia. 
BILL INTRODUCED. 


Mr. PUGH. Lask the unanimous consent of 
the Senate to introduce a bill without previous 
notice, f 

Leave was granted; and the bill (S. No. 518) 
for the relief of ‘William A. Linn’s estate was 
read a first and second time. 

Mr. PUGILI ‘That bill passed both Houses at 
the last session, and was sent to the President 
too late to bo examined. Ithas been considered 
in the Committee on the Judiciary of the Senate; 
and as there is, therefore, no necessity for its 
reference, I trust there will be no objection to its 
passage, 

Mr. KING. ‘I think it better that it should be 
referred, and I hope the gentleman will consent |! 
to its being referred, | 

Mr. PUGH. Very well; let it be referred to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Tt was so referred. 


CHAPLAIN OF THE SENATE. 


Mr. BRAGG. I understand that some doubt 
exists whether the Chaplain clected by this body |; 
at the last session was elected for the Congress 
or for the session alone. 


Very well, 


} 


With a view of remov- || 


ing. all doubts.on the subject, I offer the follow- 
ing resolution: 

Resolved, That the Chaplain elected by the Senate on 
the 15th day of December, 1859, to officiate on the part of 
the Senate at the last session, he continued during the 
present session of Congress. ; 

The resolution was considered by unanimous 
consent, and agreed to, 


PACIFIC RAILROAD REPORT. 


Mr. HALE. It will be recollected that at the 
close of the last session I offered an order, which 
was referred to the Committee on Printing, and 
a favorable report. was made on it, for printing 
the eleventh volume of the Pacific railroad report. 
Objection was interposed to the consideration of 
that resolution on that day, being the last day 
of the session, and it was laid over. J ask that 
it be now taken up and considered. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair will say 
to the Senator from New Hampshire, that the 
resolution to which he refers is not on the Cal- 
endar of the last session. There is, however, a 
resolution introduced by the Senator at this ses- 
sion. 

Mr. HALE. There is a mistake, then, owing 
to the confusion on the Jast day. of the session. 
A resolution was presented, and objection was 
made to its consideration, | think, by the Senator 
from North Carolina, [Mr. Braca.] 

Mr. HUNTER. I think, at any rate, it had 
better go to the Committee on Printing. What 
it was proper to do last ycar, may not be proper 
this year in the present state of the Treasury. 
We have no money to waste on printing. @ 

Mr. HALE. Well, let it go to the Committee 
on Printing. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator con- 
sents to a Wference to the Committee on Printing 
of the resolation introduced by him at the present 
session. 

Mr. HALE. Yes, sir. 

The resolution was referred to the Committee 
on Printing; and is as follows: 

Ordered, Thatthe same nwnber of the eleventh volume 
of the Pacifie railroad report, containing the maps and 
ebarts of the surveys for a railroad from the Mississippi 
river to the Pacific ocean, as of the preceding volumes, be 
published for the use of the Senate, 

PAPERS WITHDRAWN. 


Mr. IVERSON. I move that the papers, on 
the files of the Senate, in the case of Elizabeth 
Spear, be withdrawn from the files, and delivered 
to the party or her agent, for the purpose of pre- 
senting them at the office of the Commissioner of 
Pensions, It is an application for a pension. 
There has been no adverse report. 

Leave was granted. 


TREASURY NOTE BILL. 


A message from the House of Representatives, 
by Mr. Forney, its Clerk, announced that the 
House had passed a bill (No. 863) to authorize 
the issue of Treasury notes, and for other pur- 
poses, in which the concurrence of the Senate 
was requested. 

Mr. HUNTER. Imove that the bill from the 
Fouse be taken up, and referred to the Committee 
on Finance. 

The bill was read twice by its title. 

Mr. HUNTER. 1 hope the Secretary will 
have that bill printed to-day, as I shall probably 
ask the Senate to consider it to-morrow. 


PRINTING OF A DOCUMENT. 


The message further announced that the House 
had ordered, on the 10th instant, at twelve o’clock 
and ten minutes, the printing of a letter from the 
Secretary of State, transmitting an abstract of 
returns of registered American seamen. 


REDUCTION OF THE ARMY. 
Mr. HALEsubmitted the following resolution; 


| which was considered by unanimous consent, and 


agreed to: 
Resolved, That the Committee on Military Affairs be in- 


| structed to inquire whether the expenses of that branch of 


the public service cannot be reduced, without detriment to 
the public service; and if they can, they be further in- 
structed to report to what extent, and what particular 
branch or branches of tifat service can be dispensed with 
or reduced. 


THE TARIFF BILL. 


The VICE PRESIDENT. If there be no pe- 
titions or reports, the business next in order will 


be the resolution offered by the Senator from 


i| Missouri, [Mr. Green,] which the Secretaiy 


will read. 

Mr. GREEN. Ido not desire any action on 
that resolution now; it may lie on the table for 
the present. ; 

The VICE PRESIDENT. It will lie on the 
table for the present, if there be no objection. 

Mr. HALE. Ihope the subject on which the 
Senate adjourned yesterday may be taken up, on 
which the Senator from Pennsylvania has the 
floor. : 

The VICE PRESIDENT. That will come up 
at one o’clock as unfinished business; but as itis 
the only business on the table, if it be the pleas- 
ure of the Senate it can be taken up now. 

Mr. CAMERON. I hope the Senate will take 
up House bill No. 338, for a revision of the rev- 
enue laws. We have no money in the Treasury. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. he is moved to take 
up the bill (H. R. No. 338) to provide for the 
paymentof outstanding Treasury notes, toauthor- 
ize a loan, to fix the duties on imports, and for 
other purposes. 

Mr. HUNTER. I will only say that I hope 
that bill will not now be taken up. ‘We have sub- 
jects enough for discussion. That bill isnot going 
to provide revenue, I think we shall have other 
things to engross us, without bringing in that sub- 
ject of discussion now. It is for a majority to 
determine, however. 

Mr. CAMERON. It seems to me there can 
be nothing more appropriate than this just now, 
when we have no money in the Treasury. La- 
borers everywhere are dismissed; persons in the 
employ of the Government are dismissed for want 
of money. This bill will, I think, provide money. 

On a division, there were—-ayes 24, nocs 25. 

Mr. CAMERON. I ask for the yeas and 
maya: 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and being- 
taken, resulted—yeas 29, nays 27; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Anthony, Baker, Bigler, Bingham, Cam- 
cron, Chandler, Clark, Collamer, Crittenden, Dixon, Doo- 
litue, Durkee, Fessenden, Foot, Foster, Grimes, Hate, 
Hamlin, Harian, Kennedy, King, Seward, Simmons, Sum 
ner, Ten Eyek, ‘Tramball, Wade, Wilkinson, and Wil- 
son—29. 

NAYS-—Messrs. Bayard, Benjamin, Bragg, Brown, Cling- 
man, Davis, Douglas, Fitch, Fitzpatrick? Green, Gwin, 
Hemphill, Hunter, Iverson, Johnson of ‘Tennessee, Lane, 
Latham, Nicholson, Pearce, Polk, Powell, Pugh, Sauls- 
bury, Slidell, Thomson, Wigfall, and Yulee—27. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The bill is before 
the Senate as in Committee of the Whole, and the 
question is on the amendment of the Senator from 
os a [Mr. Lanz,] which the Secretary will 
read. 

The Secretary read theamendment, as follows: 

That the act entitled “An act reducing the duty on im- 
ports, and for other purposes,” approved July 30, 1846, be, 
and the same is hereby reénacted and reéstablished in every 
section, schedule, and clause thereof; and that the act en- 
tiled © An act reducing the duty on imports, and for other 
purposes,” approved March 3, 1857, and all other acts and 
parts of acts inconsistent with said act of July 30, 1846, be, 
and the same are hereby, repealed. 


- Mr. HUNTER. I thought the bill wastaken 
up in order to make it the special order; not for 
its present consideration, 

Mr. LANE. I move that the bill and amend- 
ment be referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. COLLAMER. I will merely remark that 
the bill has already been referred to the Commit- 
tee on Finance, and reported back. 

Mr. GREEN The amendment has not been 
referred. 

Mr. COLLAMER, That does not require a 
reference. ` 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Firz- 
PATRICK in the chair.) The question is on the 
motion to refer. 

Mr. GWIN. Task for the yeas and nays on 
that question. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and being 
taken, resulted—yeas 29, nays 27; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Bayard, Benjamin, Bragg, Brown, Cling- 
man, Davis, Dougtas, Fitch, Fitzpatrick, Green, Grimes, 
Gwin, Hemphill, Hunter, Iverson, Johnson of Tennessee, 
Kennedy, Lane, Latham, Nicholson, Pearce, Polk, Powell, 
rugh, Saulsbury, Slidell, Thomson, Wigfall, and Yulee— 

NAYS — Messrs. Anthony, Baker, Bigler, Bingham, 
Cameron, Chandier, Clark, Collamer, Crittenden, Dixon, 
Doolitte, Durkee, Fessenden, Foot, Foster, Hale, Hamlin, 
Harlan, King, Seward, Simmons, Summer, Ten Eyck, 
Trumbull, Wade, Wilkinson, and, Wilson—27. 


So the motion to refer wagiagreed to. 


TE 


‘THE STATE OF THE UNION. f 

“The PRESIDINGOFFICER. If there be né 
further business now to be presented to the Sef- 
ate, the Chair will take up the resolutionof the 
Senator from Kentucky, [Mr. Powsuy.] 3 é 

The Sceretary read the resolution as it, 
stands, as follows: y 

Resowed, That so much of the President’s message as 
relates to the present agitated and distracted condition of 
the country and the grievances between the slavebolding 
amd the non-stavebolding States, be referred to a special 
eommittee of thirteen members; and that said committee 
be instructed to inquire into the present condition of the 
country, and report by bill or otherwise. 

‘Mr. BIGLER. 1 took the floor, Mr. Presi- 
dent, yesterday afternoon, for the purpose of 
making a very few remarks on the present un- 
happy condition of the country. Lintended then 
only to say what was necessary to indicate m 
own position on the great question which is agi- 
tating the people of this country. That is my 
only purpose this morning. I shall reserve for 
some subsequent occasion, when perhaps this 
whole subject will be more fully before us, the 
discussion of the main question which it neces- 
sarily presents. 

Sir, it was too truly remarked by the Senator 
from Mississippi {Mr. Davis] yesterday, that we 
have fallen on evil times. It 1s too sadly appa- 
rent that this great Republic of ours -is in immi- 
nent danger of dissolution. The whole political, 
social, and commercial system is seriously dis- 
turbed, and shows unmistakable evidences of 
depression and distress. Commerce, trade, and 


finances, are disturbed. The banks have ceased | 


to redeem their notes in specie, and the Treasury 
of the United States is unable to meet the current 
demands upon it. Indeed, sir, a general gloom 
seems to have spread over the entire country. 
Why is all this? Have the great elements of 
prosperity, progress, and general thrift in the 
country, become suddenly exhausted? No, sir; 
these were never more abundant than now. What 
is it, then? Why, sir, disguise it as you may, 
this sad picture is the result of a political panic. 
I almost shrink from enunciating the precise 
cause, obvious as I think it is to every Senator, 
and to every intelligent man in the land. The 
startling cause is, that men are beginning to doubt 
the integrity and future existence of this Union. 
State after State has taken steps on the subject of 
withdrawing from this Confederacy. We hear 
of Législatures being assembled, conventions of 
the people being ordered, all to consider the grave 
question whether our relations are to continue or 
not. It is not singular, then, that we have seen 
manifestations of deep concern and distress in 
the land. 

Sir, this is a startling picture; but it seems to 
me it is the part of p&triotism and duty to Jook it 
fairly in the face. My own impressions first 
were, that the less that was said here the better. 
Ihave changed that impression. 


men of the nation here, should come up to this 
great question. Let the people understand what 
view is taken of it here. For one, lam prepared 
to separate myself as far as possible from past 
prejudices and party allegiance, and consider the 
condition of the country in a spirit of devotion 
to its interest. I most heartily commend the no- 
ble position of the Senator from Connecticut, 
[Mr. Dixon.] Without understanding the desires 
of the men of his own party, as he has told us, 
regardless of his connection with them, of his 
party prejudices—for I believe he is a friend of 
the President elect-—-he has come boldly forward 
and taken his position for the Constitution, for 
the Union as made by the Constitution, for the 
equality of the States, and for justice among the 
citizens of the States. Sir, I extend to him the 
hand of fellowship, and I mect him in the same 
spirit, and under the same circumstances, for I 
have no idea how my views will be received on 
this side of the Chamber. In the spirit of the 
Senator from Illinois on this side, [Mr. Doucuas,] 
Igo with men of any party, and men of every 
party who will devote themselves to the great 
work of rescuing the country from the impend- 
ing danger. 

Mr. President, for weal or for woe, lama Union 
man. fam forthe Union as made by our fathers. 
Tam for the constitutional Union as it is, and, in 
the spirit of the remark of the Senator from Cali- 
fornia yesterday, I expect to he of and for the 


T-believe that | 
the times require that the public men, the selected | 
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SAIS THE 


| Union as itis to be. Whatever a humble indi- 


vidual like myself can do, or suffer, or sacrifice 
in the cause of the Union, shall be freely offered 
up. 


of the Senator from Kentucky, to refer so much 
of the President’s message as refers to this sub- 
ject to a sclect committec, is a movement in the 
right direction. F thank the Senator for it, and 
I shall cheerfully vote for its adoption. 

I was somewhat surprised at the view taken 


i of that proposition by the distinguished Senator 


from Virginia, [Mr. Mason.] That honorable 
Senator said he would vote for the resolution as 
a mere matter of parliamentary courtesy, because 
the message should be referred to a committee. 
He said that much, lest his vote might be misun- 
derstood by his constituents, that they should be 


; under the impression that he had. concluded that a 
| remedy for the present difficulties which beset the 


country could be instituted, while, in his judg- 
ment, Congress could do nothing on that subject. 
That honorable Senator must know that, in some 
way or other, any adjustment that may be madeon 
this subject must, to some extent, be’ connected 
with Congress. Congress must necessarily be con- 
nected with it, unless it be the question of seces- 
sion, which belongs to the States only. If it be 
possible to agree upon an adjustment in the shape 
ofa law, then Congress and the Executive will per- 
form the whole work. Ifthe committee should find 
that it required an amendment to the Constiuttion, 


i then Congress must either adopt that amendment 


and submit it for the approval of the States, or 
else, when two thirds of the States petition Con- 
gress, provision must be made for a convention 
of the States; so that, in any event, congressional 
action will be necessary. That is a reason why 
there should be no hesitation whatever in con- 
sidering the question here, and inquiring calmly, 
soberly, and earnestly of each other what can be 
done to rescue the country. 

Sir, I have a word or two to say specially tomy 
friends on this side of the Chamber—I mean those 
from the far-off South; those with whom I have 
so long and cordially coéperated here; for whose 
rights I zealously contended long before 1 met 
them on this floor; whose cause has been our 
cause in the North; and whose cause, to some ex- 
tent,in the late contest for President, fifteen hun- 
dred thousand northern menembraced. It scarcely 
becomes me to undertake to judge of their case, 
I confess. I am, perhaps, incapable of appre- 
ciating their precise position and feelings. F ac- 
knowledge, as they are aware, the justice of some 
of their complaints. I acknowledge that there 
has been kept up a war of aggression upon their 
feelings, well calculated to alienate them from the 
people of the North; that in some instances their 
clear constitutional rights have been vexatiously 
embarrassed, and at times defeated; and further- 
more, that the party about to assume the reins of 
Government, in the late contest avowed doctrines 
which, in my judgment, are inconsistent with the 
equality of the States; for so I regard the doc- 
trine of the exclusion of the owner of a slave from 
the common Territories unless he leaves his prop- 
erty behind him. But, Mr. President, is disso- 
lution aremedy? Is that the best and wisest of 
all the alternatives left? Has the time come to 
embrace that remedy? I think not, T said be- 
fore, that it was not for me to speals of what con- 
cerned them and thcir interests; but I say no more 
fatal step can be taken for the interests of the 
great State which I represent here, and, as I verily 
believe, forevery other State in this Confederacy. 

1 know, sir, it may be said—it was said yes- 
terday by the Senator from Mississippi, [Mr. 

Brown, |—that war, and even death, are to be pre- 
ferred to dishonor, and that a State remaining in 
this Union less than an equal, denicd of its con- 


ihr : pyran : i 
stitutional rights, is in some measure dishonored; 


but my friend from Mississippi, and those who 
act with him, should view this question in more 
hopeful light. 

After all, Mr. Lincoln is in a minority of nearly 
nine hundred thousand votes, and in his election 
the people of the United States have not passed 
judgment against the claims of the South to equal- 
ity and justice. . 

Mr. President, I want to cal! the attention of 
those Senators and of their friends at home toa 
particular point in this case, [donot care toin- 
quire into the question of the right of secession. 


But, sir, what can be done? I think the motion | there be, will be the same. But the point l wish 


when a State 


Whether it be-a tight, or whether, 


| withdraws , it isrevolution, the consequence tothe 


seceding State and to the remaining States willbe 
essentially the same, and the remedy, if remedy... 


to make is this: even if it be a.right,is:it just to 
the other States. to resort..to that remedy-until 
redress has been sought and denied-at. the. very. 
fountain of political power and authority, and: 
through the precise channels in which this Confed-. 
eracy was formed? I think- not. Such precipitate. 
action is not just to their friends. Letthe southern | 
States ask the people of this Confederacy, separate 
and aside from ordinary political considerations, 
to consider and adjust this question. .Let.them 
ask redress for their grievances at the:hands of 
those who have the power to grant it, and in the 
form prescribed in the compact under which we 
live. If redress be denied, if two thirds of the 
States refuse to.call a convention, or, calling a 
convention, if three fourths of the States decline to 
approve such amendments to- the Constitution as: 
they deem essential to the protection of theirrights. 
and to. the maintenance of their equality in the 
Union, then the time will have arrived.for.consid= 
ering this question of dissolution, But. until all, 
other means have been exhausted, it should.noty 
cannot be seriously entertained. 3 Taaa 

Mr. President, | am one of those who-believe _ 
that the remedy for the present distracted condi-~ | 
tion of the country, after all, must, sooner or Inter, 
come from the people, if it is to come at all and be” 
permanent. Ido notsay thatamendmentsshould: 
not be submitted here. I am by no means in- 
tending to indicate that the effort should not be 
made; but I do say that I have little hope that 
measures of adjustment can pass Congress that. 
will meet this case. Itis hardly to be expected 
that the politicians or partisans of the country 
brought into position in the midst of party strug- 
gles, committed to one side or other of the contro- 
verted points, are prepared for this delicate work. 
It must gointoother hands. Let the peopleselect 
representatives on this single subject alone, and to, 
remedy the defects which experience has shown, 
and if needs be, give new guarantees to the ag- 
grieved States. Then, sir, you will have a single- 
ness of purpose, and our southern friends will 
ascertain the real sentiment of the northern people 
in reference to their rights and position in the 
Union; and while I confess that all the evidence 
seems to be on the other side, I have a belief that 
in such a test the conservative element of the 
North would prevail—that the South would be 
met in a spirit of justice, fraternity, and even 
generosity. 

But it may be asked, as it has been already, 
what is to become of the country in the mean 
time? What measures shall be adopted to arrest 
the progress of dissolution? I confess, Mr. Pres- 
ident, Lam not prepared to answer that question. 
That is more especially for our friends from those 
States which are moving for secession. If they 
know no means of arresting the progress of sep- 
aration, then, sir, we axe truly in a hopeless con- 
dition, But-I am hot. so despondent.: I, have 
still hope that if there were such indications from. 
the North of a disposition to deal kindly on the 
subject; to hear their southern brethren fairly and 
fully, and answer, if possible, favorably their 
demands, there would be a feeling of reaction in 
the South; that men would rise above the mad- 
ness of the hour, and stay the fatal step, at least 
for a brief scason, and another effort would be 
made to save the Government, and to satisfy. the 
southern States that they can maintain their 
rights within the Union. i 

Sir, E am not of those who view this discase 
lightly. Tam sensible that it is deep seated, and. 
to some extent malignant, but not incurable. It 
is not my purpose to talk of distinctive proposi- 
tions now; but I do say that the best possible 
remedy that could be applied, to silence forever 
the war of erimination in the North, would be 
to separate this question of slavery, as far as pos- 
sible, from the popular elections in the non-slave- 
holding States. There are a class of men, we all 
know, in the North, who are zealous and sincere 
enemics of slavery, and so long as they can dis- 
cover the slightest opportunity of interfering to 
perform what they call a. duty, they will keep up 
these assaults and an unjust war upon the feclings 
of the citizens of the southern States. Separate 
them entirely, so.that they can have no connec~ 
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tion'with its: can in no way influence the question 
of where slavery shall be, or where it shall go, 
or-whether it shall be carried into our new Ter- 
ritories; or even from the question of the admis- 
sion of a State, whether it be free or-slave. 

How canthat-be done? Sir, Ido not wish to be 
understood as presenting any view to which I 
shall-‘adhere with tenacity. 1 throw out general 
views. for: what. they ‘are worth. ~ I am so con- 
vinced of the wisdom and the true policy.of main- 
taining’ this Confederacy entire, that-I will resort 
toany honorable expedient, any reasonable meas- 
ure to saveit.: Ithink ‘the people of the North 
would gó very: much further than their represent- 
atives on the Republican side believe, in order to 
accomplish this desirable end. If needs be, sir, 
let'the territory be divided from ocean to ocean; 
north of which slavery shall not go, south of 
which it shall not be disturbed. Let us have a 
deep ‘gulf or a high wall between the North and 
South on this subject. If that will not allay the 
demon of discord, then, instead of the present 
provision that Congress may admit States into 
the’ Union—which alone will induce a certain 
class of people to be anxious to elect anti-slavery 
men, in order that they may keep out a slave 
State—I say, let the Constitution describe a State, 
fix its population and other elements, and pro- 
vide for its admission by a proclamation of the 
President upon ‘the establishment of the facts. 
Then, sir, the North. would be separated from 
this question; the North and the South, on this 
disturbing element, would be entirely free of each 
other; while all the other relations would remain, 
and this great Government-go on performing its 
functions. We should retain its power, its prow- 
ess, its dignity, and its influence in the world. 
Perhaps less radical changes may do. If so, all 
the better. : 

The President of the United States, with pa- 
triotic desire to settle this question, has suggested 
what he supposed would be sufficient for the ex- 
igency. Tmust say, and I say it with regret, that 
Ido not think his remedies will meet the case, I 
think, deeper and wider than the remedy. In the 
first place, the points presented by him embrace 
the controverted points over which parties have 
struggled for years; the very source over which 
the bitter struggle for ascendency was made in 
the Jate presidential contest. And I can see no 
reason to anticipate. their adoption by the dom- 
inant party inthe North. Nor do 1 think they 
would: reach the scat of the disease if they were 
adopted; for my belief is, this war of crimination 
and recrimination is the seat of this disease; and 
if you want permanent peace, you must strike at 
the seat of the discase; you must separato the 
non-slaveholding States from the question of sla- 
very, inorder that the question may have no rest- 
ing-place in the northern mind. 

Honorable Senators yesterday said the hearts 
of men must be changed. The hearts of men 
ought to be changed. Y trust in God’s name that 
many of them will be changed; but that is no 
work for politicians or Senators. Lt will be idle 
to hope for an escape in that way. You must 
separate the agitating cause, if you expect those 
men who are bitterly anti-slavery to drop the 
subject. lam of those who think they ought to 
have done so long ago. No man has given that 
feeling Jess countenance than myself. E have 
never been in a political struggle in my life that 
the rights of the South were not a leading issue; 
and never fallen that E did not fall by the weight 
of a southern issue. 

But, Mr. President, I do not know that I can 
usefully pursue this subject further. I desire to 
say, however, in reference to my own State, not- 
withstanding its vote for the Republican candi- 
date at the jate election, that it is a conservative 
and a just State; that our southern friends can 
rely with confidence upon the future action of that 
State. Ifthey ask redress in the form in which 
l have indicated, or any other on which the people 
can act separate from other considerations, 1 have 
not a doubt that they would give all the guaran- 
tees which any reasonable southern man would 
demand. \ 

lt may be said that, in a minority, as I am, I 
am not warranted thus to speak, for I should not 
be regarded as authority; but, sir, every man of 
intelligence in my State Knows that other potent 
influences than the mere distinctive principles of 
the Republican party weighed in the late election. 


There were a complication of influences against 
us; and among them the mosi potent, next to 


this slavery agitation, was. the’ question of the | 


tariff.. The operatives in the manufacturing es- 
tablishments and the mines away down in the 
earth had felt and believed that the policy of the 
Democratic party was prejudicial to their. inter- 
ests; and at the late election, though they were 
naturally with the Democratic party, they voted 
in a body against us. I doubt not that that vote 
was forty thousand in the State. No man is war- 
ranted, therefore, in assuming that the State of 
Pennsylvania will adhere to the distinctive doc- 
trines of the Republican party. 1 do not believe 
a distinctive issue on the “ irrepressible conflict,”” 
as usually interpreted in that State, would get 
one hundred thousand votes. No war of aggres- 
sion is intended by the people of that State. She 
will respond promptly to any demand for consid- 
eration and for redress made in the proper spirit 
by her sister States; and I doubt not she will 
avoid even the appearance of wrong by discard- 
ing certain of her statutes, which, though in the 
main a dead letter, have been made the subject of 
complaint, 

But, Mr. President, I should be glad, indeed, 
if Senators on the ather side—those who speak 
for the dominant party—would indicate what their 
present views are. I think, sir, in the imminent 
peril that surrounds us, they ought to do at least 
this. It isno ordinary occasion. It is notatime 
when men may stand upon a mere partisan vic- 
tory. What is a party victory if the country is 
to be torn by violence, by riot, and mobs, in your 
commercial cities, on questions of employment 
and bread? What is a party triumph worth if 
the Government should not endure? Sir, it is 
worse than a delusion. 

I know, Mr. President, the grave responsibili- 
ties that attach to what I say. I may be laughed 
at for much that I have uttered. Be it so. I 
would not have uttered it if I did not feel that the 
times require that every man, regardless of con- 
sequences, should perform his part. [shallonly 
repeat, therefore, that in the rernaining part of my 
brief official career here, whatever it may be pos- 
sible for me to do to adjust these unhappy differ- 
ences, I shall do. Iam not entirely despondent. 
I cannot bring my mind to realize a separation of 
these States, much less calmly to contemplate the 
consequences which would follow. 

Sir, let us, as one man, address ourselves to this 
subject. Why should our friends from the far 
South desire to separate from those in the North 
who have so long stood by them? Why, gentle- 
men, more men in the States of New York and 
Pennsylvania alone espoused your cause in the 
late contest than can be found in all the States that 
are talking of separating from the Union. A mil- 
lion and a half of voters have, ina large measure, 
identified themselves with you in the issue against 
the black Republican party; and it is my impres- 
sion that, if this form of government remains, 
and the same issues are to be made four years 
hence, the Republican party, with its sectional 
flag, will be driven to the wall as completely as 
any party ever was driven in this country. Jam 
no prophet, nor the son of a prophet; but I pre- 
dict that it is the last victory the Republican party 
will ever gain. Let us remain together, then; let 
us contend for your rights within the Constitu- 
tion and the Union, and in a short time you who 
are now desponding and complaining and threat- 
ening disruption, will be the triumphant party; 
you and your friends north will control the Gov- 
ernment once more; and long ere that, I solemnly 
believe, if the effort be made in the right direction, 
the people of this country will give all the guar- 
antees that the South, upon full reflection, will 
demand. 

Mr. IVERSON. Mr. President, like the Sen- 
ator from Mississippi {Mr. Brown] who ad- 
dressed the Senate yesterday, Iam not willing to 
vote for the resolution offered by the Senator from 
Kentucky; and I desire briefly, in justification of 
my vote, to set myself right before my constitu- 
ents; and I shall, therefore, give to the Senate 
and the country the reasons which influence my 
action. y 

The purpose of this proposition is to submit 
all the difficulties which now exist in the public 
mind to a committee of thirteen. Ido not ex- 
actly understand the object that is either intended 
or expected to be attained by the raising of this 


committee. Ithas not been explained by the hon- 
orable Senator who moved it, nor by any per- 
son who has addressed the Senate in advocacy 
of the resolution. I do not understand whether 
congressional legislation is to be invoked to re- 
lieve us from the impending danger and difficult 
which threaten the Republic, or whether consti- 
tutional. amendments are to be proposed to the 
States by the two Houses of Congress. Iam 
not advised what is expected from this commit- 
tee; but, sir, whatever may be the object, (and 
it can certainly come: but in one of two forms, 
either in the shape of congressional legislation, 
or in the shape of amendments to the Constitu- 
tion,) in whatever form it may come, whatever 
design or object may be contemplated by the 
mover of the proposition and its friends, I have 
no confidence whatever in the accomplishment of 
any good result from it. 

Now, sir, let us look at this question from a 
reasonable and common-sense stand-point. Is it 
designed to frame congressional legislation to re- 
move the objections which the southern States have 
to remaining in the Union? Is it designed to in- 
troduce congressional legislation for the purpose 
of protecting the rights and equality of the south- 
ern States more than they are now protected by 
the present Constitution and the presentlaws? If 
so, what isthe congressional legislation proposed ? 
So far as the fugitive slave law is concerned, and 
the rights of the southern people to the recapture 
and reclamation of their fugitive slaves, and the 
obstructions and difficulties, insurmountable dif- 
ficulties, which are presented to the execution of 
that law by the vitiated public sentiment of the 
northern States, what more can Congress do than 
Congress have already done? Wehavea fugitive 
slave law of which the South does not complain. 
Itis one sufficiently guarded and sufficiently strin- 
gent to accomplish all the objects for which it 
was designed, if there was a proper public senti- 
ment prevailing in the northern States. No better 
fugitive slave Jaw could be devised by this Con- 
gress orany other. Ithas every provision which 
the South has everasked or demanded. Itclothes 
the judiciary and Exceutive of this Government 
with ample powers to execute the law, as much, 
atany rate, as could be put into the hands of 
those two departments of the Government. We 
do not complain that any Executive heretofore 
has ever been derelict in the discharge of his duty 
in the execution of this law. Mr. Fillmore was 
the President when the law was passed, and it 
reccived his sanction; and I am ready to say here 
in my place in the Senate, that, so far as he was 
concerned, I believe he carried it out in good faith. 
So did General Pierce; so has the present Execu- 
tive done. So far as they have had it in their 
power to execute this law, i@has been done faith- 
fully, I believe, by every Executive. 

But, sir, how has it performed its duty ? How 
has it accomplished its object? We know well 
that no slave has ever been reclaimed under it 
from the northern States, except under circum- 
stances of the greatest difficulty and danger to the 
owner, and sometimes even uttended with the 
loss of life. This is not owing to a defect in the 
law, but to the fact to which no sensible and im- 
partial man can shut his eyes, that the “ irre- 
pressible-conflict”’ idea, the vitiated public senti- 
ment of the northern States, is so strong against 
slavery that no law Congress could enact would 
ever be executed while that public sentiment lasts. 
We all remember the case of Gorsuch in Penn- 
sylvania—in the conservative State of Pennsyl- 
vania, represented so worthily by my distin- 
guished friend on my left, (Mr. Bicrer,J~and 
even recently in the other conservative State, 
New Jersey, which did, to some extent, reclaim 
itself from the imputation of being an abolition 
State, in the late election; even there, the law has 
not been executed, but a recent occurrence ex- 
hibits its total inadequacy to perform its office.” 
And so in every other of the free States. It is 
true that now and then a fugitive slave is re- 
claimed in the northern States; but it has to be 
done at the point of the bayonet, and at an ex- 
pense of ten times the value of the slave, to the 
owner and the Government. Why is it? Not 
because the law is defective; but, as I said, be- 
cause public sentiment is defective, 

Nor, sir, do I charge the failure of the execu- 
tion of this law upon the personal liberty bills, of 
which so much complaint bas been made. No, 
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sir; they have never operated to preveht the exe- 

. cution-of the fugitive slave law. As I said the 
other day, it has been mob law, and mob law will 
always exist, and will always produce these re- 
sults, as long asthe Union and slavery last to- 
gether. Whenever a fugitive slave from any of 
the southern States is accidently discovered in one 
‘of the free States, and the owner goes, in pursu- 
ance of the laws and the Constitution, to reclaim 
him, what follows? If he obtains the arrest of 
his slave, before he gets to a court of justice, or 
even after the judgment of the court remands him 
into the possession of his owner, there is a mob 
of free negroes, and of whites who are only one 
degree removed from their colored brethren in 
brutality and ignorance; they assemble and wrest 
the slave from the possession of his owner; and 
‘the conservative masses of the northern States, 
the gentle, those who are in favor of justice and 
who believe that the owner is entitled, under the 
Constitution and law, to reclaim his fugitive 
slaves—do what? They stand by with folded arms, 
and look upon these mobs, and laugh to scorn the 
southern people who complain. Even the Senator 
from New Hampshire, {Mr. Haxe,] the other 
day, said that he believed the southern people 
were entitled to the reclamation of their fugitive 
slaves; and yet, how often bas he stood by and 
seen these mobs execute their purpose, and how 
often has he attempted to control or to correct 
this vitiated public sentiment? Sir, he has stim- 
ulated it; and so have all the other Republican 
party members who have power and influence 
over public sentiment at the North. These are 
the facts in relation to the public sentiment on this 
fugitive slave law. What more is it expected of 
Congress to do on this subject? Does the honor- 
able Senator from Kentucky by his resolution 
propose to amend the fugitive slave law? 

It has been suggested by gentlemen that a rem- 
edy may be found in the alteration of the Consti- 
tution, or in some act of Congress, by which the 
States, the free States, who secrete and refuse to 
bring back our slaves, shall be made liable in 
damages for the value of the slaves. Has that 
ever entered into the heads of sensible men? In 

_ the first place, what would such a law be worth? 
You cannot sue a State; a State, in its sovereign 
capacity, cannot be brought into court; and if a 
thousand slaves were seized by Massachusetts, 
and refused to be surrendered, how could you sue 
the State of Massachusetts, and make her liable 
for the value of the slaves? That would be im- 

racticable and impossible, Besides, you would 
have to sue in a court of Massachusetts; and the 
jury who were to decide upon the rights of the 
slavcholders would be a jury of Abolitionists; 
and the defendants, who were to be mulet in dam- 
ages, would be the party, the court, the jury, and 
the judge, to decide the claim of the owner. All 
such propositions as that are a mere mockery; 
and no sensible man can for a moment suppose 
that sucha remedy as that could ever be enforced, 
or would be worth a dollar or a cent to the south- 
ern people. : 

Then, sir, is it proposed by congressional legis- 
lation to appease the southern States by the adop- 
tion of the doctrine of congressional protection to 
slavery in the Territorics‘of the United States? Is 
that the object of the remedy which this resolution 
is intended to find out and adopt? Sir, I want to 
know who expects that such a remedy as that will 
ever be accorded by this Congress or any other? 
We know that the Republican party, so far as 
they are concerned, are a unit against any such 
provision. It was the great shibboleth on which 
they fought the recent battle and won it. Itis the 
great principle which stands at the very basis of 
their political organization, thatslavery shall never 
advance one inch beyond its present boundaries, 
and shall never plant a footprint in any ‘Territory 
of the United States. Will they yield to congres- 
sional protection? No, sir. Put it as you please, 
either in the form of a law or an amendment to 
the Constitution, it must necessarily meet with 
the objection of every Republican—cvery one of 
the one million eight hundred and fifty thousand 
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who have recently cast their votes, on this very 
principle, for Lincoln and Hamlin. And how 
many of the northern Democracy will be brought 
to its support? We know well that, so far as a 
portion of the northern Democracy are concerned, 
they are as hostile to this principle as the Repub- 
licans themselves. In this Chamber, the north- 
ern Douglas-non-interference-squatter-sovereign- 
ty party is represented by the distinguished Sen- 
ator from Illinois himself, and his friend and ally 
from Ohio, [Mr. Puen.) Would they vote for it? 
We have all heard, on a previous occasion, the 
distinguished Senator from Ohio say that he would 
let his right arm rot from its socket before he would 
give congressional protection to slavery in the 
Territorics. Now, sir, what are we to expect, so 
far as that is concerned, from congressional legis- 
lation? How futile would be the attempt to get 
congressional protection to slave property by law ! 
And, sir, I tell Senators here to-day, that the 
southern people will never be satisfied with any- 
thing short of congressional protection to slavery 
in the Territories. We know our rights under 
the Constitution. We stand as equal States in 
this Confederacy, and we are entitled to an equal 
participation in the common property. Weknow 
well that we can never enjoy equal possession of 
the Territories without protection to our property. 
We know well where the Wilmot proviso and 
non-intervention and squatter sovereignty will 
lead. They will lead to the total and eternal cx- 
clusion of the southern people from every Terri- 
tory of the United States, either now or hereafter 
to be obtained. Sir, we will never submit to any 
such interdiction as that. We aré entitled to the 
protection of our property, and we intend to have 
itin the Union if we can get it, and out of the 
Union if we cannot. 

Sir, I understand the object and the ultimate 
end and aim of all this prohibitory legislation, 
either in the form of the Wilmot proviso, or in 
the shape of non-intervention and popular sover- 
eignty. The result of both is to exclude the 
South from entrance into the Territories with her 
slave property, and thus to circumscribe the area 
of slavery; to hem it in on all sides, and, by the 
operations of the Federal Government on the 
border States, to compel them, as a matter of pol- 
icy and interest, to get rid of their slaves, and to 
precipitate them upon the extreme southern States. 
It will be but a few years from this time before 
the border slave States in the Union will become 
free States. Let this Government pass into the 
hands of the Republican party, as It is about to 
do; let them be seated in power, as they are about 
to be; Jet them get possession of the two Houses 
of Congress, as they will get possession of them 
in less than two years from this time; let them 
bring all the power and patronage of this Gov- 
ernment to bear on the border States; let it be 
understood, as it will be understood, that the 
Government is divorced from slavery, and that 
it will be left entirely to the people of the States 
themselves, with no sympathy and aid from the 
Federal Government, to maintain the institution 
in hours of difficulty and danger; Ict the post 
office and the mails be put into the hands of the 
Republican party, disseminating their seditious 
tracts through every hole and corner of the south- 
ern States; let all the power and patronage of the 
Federal Government be brought to bear on the 
slave States, encouraging incendiarism, John 
Brown raids, murderings, poisonings, and re- 
volts, and what will be the condition of the bor- 
der States? Sir, such will be their condition that 
slavery will become a burden to them instead of 
a blessing; and to get rid of it, such of their slaves 
as the underground railroad does not take off to 
the North and to Canada will be sent down to 
the cotton States to be sold, and Maryland and 
Virginia and Kentucky and Missouri will, in a 
few years, add to the power and arrogance of the 
free States of this Confederacy. 

Such, sir, will be the inevitable result, in my 
opinion, of the continuance of this Union; and 
the slaves thus carried off from the border States 
and sold to the South will be confined in a few 
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years to some eight or'ten of the Atlantic and 
Gulf States. Well, now, lool at the process. We 
have now in the ‘southern: States four and a half’ 
million slaves. They increase, according to the 
census tables, at the rate of about thirty-two per 
cent..every ten years. If you precipitate all this 
slave population into the eight or ten: States: to 
which I have referred, in ten years from this time 
we shall have nearly six million slaves; in twenty 
years, eight or nine million; in thirty years, 


‘twelve or fifteen million. Sir, in less than twenty 


years from the present time, by this inevitable 
process, the slave population of the southern 
States will be largely predominant over the whites; 
and then will come universal emancipation by the 
action of the Federal Government, or such scenes 
of murder between the two races-as have ‘never 
been scen or heard of in.the world’s history. ~ 
Such, in my opinion, is the inevitable resultof 
these causes, and this is the policy of the free 


‘States, of the sagacious men. who lead this move= 


ment ofanti-slavery. They understand, as well as 
I and other men at the South do, how these things 
are to work out; and they are shaping their course 
so as to bring about these very results, and in that 
very form; and long before this event occurs, the 
free States will be swelled up to a majority that 
will be irresistible; the border States will have 
become free; the Territories west of our present 
frontier will have been manufactured into free 
States, under the hot-bed process of northern and 
foreign abolition immigration; and in a few years 
we shall have free State after free State admitted 
into the Union, and the South lying at the very 
feet of the northern people. : ; 
Sir, the border slave States of this Union com- 
plain of the cotton States for the movement which 
is now in progress. They say that we have no 
right to take them out of the Union against their 
will. I want to know what right they have to 
keep us in the Union against our will. If we 
want to go out, let us go. If they want to stay, 
let them stay. They are sovereign and inde- 
pendent States, and have a right to-decide these 
questions for themselves. For one, 1 shall not 
complain when, where, or how they go. Tam 
satisfied, however, that they will go when the 
time comes for them to decide, But, sir, they 
complain of us that we make so much noise and 
confusion on the subject of fugitive slaves when 
we are not affected by the vitiated ‘public’ senti- 
ment of the northern States. They say that we 
do not lose fugitive slaves; but they suffer the 
burden. We heard that yesterday. J know that 
we do not suffer in this respect; itis not the want 
of good faith in the northern people, so far as the 
reclamation of fugitive slaves is concerned, that is 
causing the southern States around the Gulf of 
Mexico and the southern Atlantic coast to move 
in this great revolution now progressing. Sir, 
we look infinitely beyond this petty loss of a few 
negroes. We know whatis coming in this Union. 
It is universal emancipation, and the turning 
loose upon society in the southern States of the 
mass of corruption which will be made by cman- 
cipation. We intend to avoid itif we can. ‘These 
border States can get along without slavery. 
Their soil and climate are appropriate to white 
labor; they can live and flourish without African 
slavery; but the cotton States cannot. We are 
obliged to have African slavery to cultivate our 
cotton, our rice, and our sugar fields. African 
slavery is essential not only to our prosperity, 
but to our existence as a people. With this con- 
viction, it is not surprising or singular that we, 
looking at the storm which is brewing in the 
North, and coming to overwhelm us, are for seek- 
ing safety while we can, and cutting loose from 
all this clement which is to operate on us and 
bring these terrible evils to pass, and setting up 
for ourselves an independent sovereignty, upon 
which none of these causes can produce any effect, 
And now, Mr President, again recurring to 
that question, I tell Senators that the southern 
States now moving for secession: will never be 
satisficd with any concession made by the North 
that does not fully recognize, not oriy the exist- 
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enée of slavery in its present form, but the right 
of the southern people to emigrate to the common 
Territories with their ‘slave property, and their 
right to congressional protection while the -terri- 
torial existence ‘lasts. The recent. battle in the 
South. was fought.upon that very issue. The 
friends.of, Mr. Breckinridge put. him upon the 
very ground. of congressional protection to slave 
property. in the Territories, and it-was upon that 
ground that he carried the cotton States. I know 
that there was a small party that were opposed 
to that principle... They followed the lead of the 
“distinguished Senator from Illinois, who was 
their candidate forthe Presidency; but how small 
—IJ had, almost said how contemptible—the ele- 
ment in the southern States who advocated his 
views! . Look at the popular vote; that will tell 
the.tale. Those who supported the third candi- 
date, Mr. Bell, were for congressional protection 
too, because, in, my. State, as in others, his lead- 
ersand friends urged upon the people his support 
upon the very ground that he was an avowed ad- 
vocate of protection to slave property in the Ter- 
yitories. And now, sir, it isa fact well known 
to those who understand the case, that a large 
portion of the friends of Mr. Bell are the most 
ardent leaders in, and supporters of, this move-, 
ment of secession; and it is because they have 
lost all hope of getting-protection under the Con- 
stitution and in the Union. Gentlemen need not 
mistake the popular sentiment of the southern 
States, Ido not speak for the borderslave States. 
J speak. for the cotton States. They necd not 
mistake the sentiment which we entertain. It is 
in favor of congressional protection, and no con- 
gressional legislation or amendment-of the Con- 
stitution that falls short of it will ever be, or 
ought ever to be, accepted by the South. Now, 
what prospect have we of getting that? None 
here, I am satisfied—none anywhere. Therefore 
whence the necessity or use of this resolution of 
the Senator from Kentucky? None, that E can 
see. 

But, sir, suppose the object of this resolution be 
to present amendments to the Constitution giving 
to the southern States additional constitutional 
guarantees: I want to know of the friends of the 
resolution what particular guarantees they areex- 
pecting to get from the northern States? What 
concessions? Ido not believe that any conces- 
sions can be. obtained; and if they were obtained, 
of what value would they be, granted by interest 
and fear?) Ido not use the terms in an offensive 
sense; I speak only politically. The North, if 
théy yield at all, yield from an apprehension that 
the South is going to dissolve the Union, and they 
yield from fear of the’consequences. Of what value 
would any concessions made under these circum- 
stances be to the South? Nay, sir, I wantto know 
of what value any concessions, any guarantees, 
or any pledges from the northern States will be to 
the South? None, as long ae this vitiated public 
sentiment of anti-slavery exists in the hearts and 
minds of the northern people. And when is that 
ever going to bechanged? Never, as long as the 
Union lasts. [tis a part not only of their literary 
education, but of their religious creed. It enters 
into all the ramifications of society. It pervades 
the pulpit, the halls of legislation, the popular as- 
semblies, the school-houses—all teach the doctrine 
of.the ‘irrepressible conflict;’? and how many 
arguments in favor of slavery, its morality, its ‘So- 
cial and political advantages, ever reach the north- 
ernecye and the northern car? How are you going 
to reform this public sentiment in the northern 
States? How are you ever going to arouse it? 
There is but one way, and that is to let the south- 
ern States go out of this Union; and when the 
northern people see that that is a fixed fact, and 
come to taste the consequences of their madness 
and folly, then they will begin to inquire and look 
into. the subject, and public sentiment may recoil 
and a sound state of opiniom may possibly arise 
in the northern States; then, and not until then. 

«But, sir, suppose that constitutional guarantees 
are presented by this committee; suppose they 
report and propose amendments to the Consti- 
tution; suppose they propose everything which 
the southern Statesor the sonthern people could 
in reason ask, or demand: what reliance can the 
South place upon the faithful observance of those 
guarantees by the North? What better guaran- 
tees can be made than the guarantees uf the Gon- 


faith, they are all that the South would ask, or 
expect, or demand. How many of them have 
been violated by the northern people? Sir, look 
back to the history of our country.. The Con- 
stitution was formed as acompromise; and one of 
its terms was that new States might be admitted 
into the Union. At thé time of the formation of 
the. Constitution, all the States held slaves with 
the exception of a single State, and it certainly 
was never contemplated that the existence of 
slavery in a new State should be a valid objection 
to its admission. If that had been understood, 
the southern States would never have entered 
into this bond of Union. What was the result? 
When the Government had been scarcely a quar- 
ter of a century in operation, the northern States 
refused to admit a southern State into the Union 
because. her constitution tolerated slavery. I 
allude to the case of Missouri. The obstinate 
opposition of thé northern States, their opposi- 
tion to slavery, their violation of the spirit of the 
Constitution in this respect, drove the South, for 
the sake of peace and harmony and the preserva- 
tion of the Union, to adopt a degrading and dis- 
honoring compromise. There was the first vio- 
lation upon the part of the North of that great 
spirit of compromise in which the Constitution 
had been made. 

Again: in 1844, when Téxas applied for admis- 
sion into the Union as a slave State, who opposed 
it, and upon what principle was the opposition 
made? ‘The opposition came from the northern 
States, and slavery was the ground upon which 
they put their opposition to the admission of 
Texas. It was admitted, however, in despite of 
this principle which existed in the northern mind 
even at that time. In 1848, when Territories 
were obtained from Mexico, with what faith did 
the North observe even the Missouri compro- 
mise which they had forced upon the South? In 
1848 the South proposed to run the Missouri 
compromise line to the Pacific ocean and apply 
it to all the Territories which the Government 
then possessed. The North refused it by a pos- 
itive vote; in the Elouse of Representatives by a 
unanimous northern vote they refused to carry 
out that compromise in good faith and in the 
spirit in which it was made. 
pable violation of their plighted faith. 

Then, sir, look at the tariff compromise of 1833. 
When this Union was convulsed to its very cen- 
ter, to save it the South yielded its objection to 
the protective principle, and agreed to the com- 
promise of that day; yet in 1842, before it had 
expandod itself—the very first time that the North 
obtained possession of these Halls—they repudi- 
ated that compromise, and enacted a protective 
tariff. Now, sir, the compromises of 1850, sanc- 
tioned, as they have been, by the action of Con- 
gress and of the Supreme Court, are to be set 
aside and annulled by the overpowering voice and 
power of the abolition sentiment of the North. 

Sir, what compromise has the North ever ob- 
served in good faith that was opposed to their 
interests or their prejudices? None that the his- 
tury of thecountry has ever recorded. Task, then, 
how can the South rely upon any guarantees 
which the North may make to us in the Cansti- 
tution, especially under the circumstances which 
now exist, when those guarantees will be wrung 
from them by duress? For onc, I have no con- 
fidence whatever in the plighted faith, Punica fides, 
of our northern brethren; and I am not willing, 
for one-—and I believe my constituents are not 
willing—to accept any compromise of this ques- 
tion, no matter how plausible it may be upon 
paper, because we know well that it will be noth- 
ing more than a paper guarantee that is not worth 
the snap of a man’s finger. 

Sir, I can look upon this proposition, as well 
as the one which has emanated from the House 
of Representatives, as nothing else than a delu- 
sion and a snare, intended to eperate upon the 
public sentiment of the seceding States, to case 
them off, to put arguments in the mouths of the 


| submission party in those States to urge upon the 


people a little more delay, a little more folding of 
the arms, a little more procrastination, to enable 
them to say ‘f put it off; let us see what these 
great propositions of the Senator from Kentucky 
and others will work out; let us see if we cannot 
get concessions from the northern States; try 
eyery thingin the Union,”’as my friend from Penn- 


stitution now? If they were carried out in goog |] sylyania has suggested. Sir, we have tried the 


There was a pal-- 


Union for twenty-five years since this agitation 
commenced; and what has it produced? We have 
been remonstrating; we have been threatening; 
but’ instead of producing a revulsion of pubhe 
sentiment, how has it operated? Twenty-five 
years ago they had but seven thousand men to 
support their candidate for the Presidency. Now 
they have carried one of the most ultra, and J had 
almost said, one of the most infamous of men— 
not in person but in politics—one of the most ultra 
men, ay, two of them, into the Presidency and 
Vice Presidency of the United States, by over- 
whelming majorities in every free State. From 
seven thousand, they have run up, in twenty-five 
years, to one million eight hundred and fifty thou- 
sand. That has been the result of our preachings 
and our prayers and our expostulations and our 
beseechings of our northern brethren to do us jus- 
tice,and of our threats to dissolve if they did not. 
And, sir, they have accomplished all this i the 
face of a party in possession of the Federal Gov- 
ernment, and of its power and patronage, to the 
contrary. They have accomplished all these 
things without the patronage and power of the 
Federal Government. Now, when they have that 
power and that patronage, with the whole ma- 
chinery of the Federal Government in their hands, 
what are we to expect but a rapid consummation 
of the dire and terrible results which I have feebly 
depicted? 

Sir, believing that these propositions, whatever 
may be the intention of the parties who urge 
them, can result in nothing but delay and pro- 
crastination, I shall not give the resolution my 
sanction or support. I believe the question is 
settled; and, as I remarked the other day, no 
power this side of heaven can avert the result. 
South Carolina is already determined, as I believe 
everybody admits; and nobody doubts the gal- 
Jantry and determination of that small State. She 
has determined to risk all upon this die, and I can 
tell Senators that there are other States whose fate 
is no less certain than Carolina. Even those west 
of the Mississippi are moving; and although a 
distinguished gentleman from Texas has come 
here recently, as I understand, and has said that 
there is no secession element in Texas, and that 
all Texas is for the Union, I apprehend that “the 
wish is father to the thought;”’ but I leave the 

uestion as to the soundness of that people to the 

istinguished Senators from the State, who un- 
derstand their public sentiment better than I do. 
But sir, that this Unton is to be dissolved is a 
fixed fact; and no tinkerings with the Constitu- 
tion, no tinkerings of committees of thirty-three 
or thirteen in these Houses can avert that conse- 
quence. 

Sir, before I close I desire to say a few words 
by way of suggestion to the States of Virginia 
and Maryland, and especially to the District of 
Columbia. I hear here every day, not only as { 
pass the streets, but I see in the public press and 
in discussions, curses loud and deep poured out 
upon the devoted heads of the southern States 
who are moving in this great question of seces- 
sion. The people of the District of Columbia 
have turned all their wrath from the true cause of 
these difficulties—the Abolitionists of the North— 
and are venting their spleen and spite against us, 
because we are vindicating our deliverance and 
liberty. They expect thatthe dissolution of this 
Unton is going to destroy the capital, and that 
their property is to be valueless. That may be, 
or it may not be. It will depend very much on 
their own conduct, in my apinion, That the five 
States to which I have referred will go aut of this 
Union before the 4th of March, and form a confed~ 
eracy of their own, in my opinion admits of no 
earthly doubt; and that the other slave States must, 
in the rapid process of time, go out also, and join us 
in our confederate action, L have little less doubt. 
I will not undertake to discuss the reasons for this 
opinion; I express it merely, 

Well, sir, if Virginia and Maryland desire to 
have any influence or part in the formatian of our 
government-—a government to which they must 
finally owe their allegiance—they had better fol- 
low aur example, and go out of the Union quickly, 
and send their delegates to join us in forming a 
constitution and frame of government for our pro» 
tection and our support. It may be that a gov- 
ernment will be formed and a constitution enacted 
and put in operation before they have had time to 
take part in it; and that when they go out of this 
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interests, 
I understand one of the motives which influence 
‘the tardy action of these two States. They are 
alittle afraid of the opening of the African slave 
trade, and the cheapening of negroes. Now, sir, 
while I state here that I am opposed to the open- 
ing of the African slave trade, because our ne- 
groes will increase fast enough, God knows, for 
our interest and protection and security; and 
“while I believe that the great masses of the south- 
ern people are opposed to it, yet I will not stand 
security that, if the cotton States alone form a 
confederacy, they will not open the African slave 
trade; and then what will become of the great 
monopoly of the negro market which Virginia 
and Maryland and North Carolina now possess? 
I only throw out these suggestions. I give no 
advice. My maxim through life has been never 
to give advice unless I am asked for it, and never 
to ask advice without taking it. So, sir, I donot 
“intend to arrogate to myself the province or the 
-privilege of giving advice to those great States. 
o“ But, sir, so far as the-District of Columbia is 
concerned, I want to say to the people here, in 
` call Kindness, that if Maryland secedes from the 
Union and joins us, as she ought to do, in my 
humble conception, and a southern confederacy 
~be formed of all the slave States, I see no reason 
why Washington city should not be continued 
the capital of the southern confederacy. [Laugh- 
ter and applause in the gallerics.] Here are the 
_ buildings ready to our hands. ‘The facilities of 
traveling, railroads, and telegraphs, have anni- 
hilated time and distance, as it were, and our 
extreme southern Senators and Representatives 
would as soon come to Washington to legislate 
for our republic as they would even to the central 
State of Georgia. For onc, sir, I would be in 
` favor of continuing Washington as the seat of our 
. government. {Laughter in the galleries.] Some 
people laugh—I do not know why—at that sug- 
gestion. Itisa very important one to those people 
who own brick and mortar in this city; for, sir, 
goaded as we may be by the taunts of these peo- 
ple here, and obstructed as we may be by the 
tardy action of Virginia and Maryland in this 
greal movement, we may form our republic and 
establish our seat of government so permanently 
that it can never be removed; and then these 
marble palaces, now teeming with life and luxury, 
the habitations of beauty and elegance, instead 
of echoing with the songs of mirth and melody, 
will become the habitations of the bats and the 
owls. 

But, to go back to the original proposition— 
this is a mere diversion—I tell you, Mr. Presi- 
dent, that the question is settled in relation to this 
great movement which is now progressing in cer- 
tain of the southern States. I know the efforts 
that are now being made to stay the hand of the 
sofithern people, and to cool down the patriotism 
which is burning within the southern heart; but 
it will be ineffectual, sir. When the arbitrary 
monarchieal Government of Louis Phillippe, in 
1848, had aroused the people of Paris to a sense 
of their danger and to rebellion, and the barri- 
cades of Paris were raised, and the masses of that 
great city were upheaving in their majesty against 
the arbitrary power of the monarchy, Louis 
Phillippe saw his danger, and attempted to avert 
it by changing his ministry. He turned out M. 
Guizot and nominated M. 'Thiers as his princi- 
pal adviser. That he supposed would quiet the 
dissensions which he saw rising around him; but, 
sir, the words “too late,” ‘too late,” went all 
through the streets of Paris. The nextday, when 
he found the streets barricaded, he abdicated the 
throne in favor of his grandson, and made an 
effort, through his friends, to obtain the regency 
of his daughter, the mother of the Count of Paris. 
When that was done, in the hope that he might 
quell the insurrection then raising around him, 


“the same words ‘too läte?’ ran through all the | 


-masses of Paris, ringing out insepulehral tones like 
the tramp of the archangel summoning the dead 
to judgment.” So now, sir, you may tinker the 
Constitution, if you please; you may propose 
concessions; you may suggest additional legisla- 
tion; you may present additional constitutional 
securities; you may attempt by all these ingenious 


hen did the Senator ever hear me say it? 

Mr.1VERSON. Last winter, in the early part 
of the session, or words to that effect. 

Mr. PUGH, Why, sir, the journals of this 
Senate show that I voted for the resolutions of 
the Senator from Mississippi, [Mr. Davyis,] side by 
side with the Senator from Georgia. The Sen- 
ator may nothave heard me say it; but F tellhim 
now, that when the people of ‘any State, or any 
organized Territory, or any organized commu- 
nity, do not desire to have the institution of sla- 
very, my right arm shall fall from its shoulder- 
blade before I will force it upon them. 

Mr. IVERSON. If the Senator will allow me, 
perhaps I have made a mistake as to the time. 
He uttered that sentiment during the great debate 
(I think on the 23d of February of last year) 
which took place between the Senator from Hli- 
nois, [Mr. Doveras,] the Senator from Missis- 
sippi, (Mr. Davrs,] and others, while I was in 
the chair. ‘The Senator remembers the time; and 
he will find that he said it. 

Mr. PUGH. Well, sir, all that I said at that 
time is recorded. I told the Senator then, as I 
have told him now, that I never would, by Fed- 
eral authority, compel any State or any Terri- 
tory to accept the institution of slavery against 
her will, On the other hand, if there be any State 
orany Territory or any community that desires 
that institution, my right arm shall fall from its 
shoulder-blade before Í would vote for an act to 
prevent them from having it. I tell the Senator 
again, that the very resolution which he and 
others offered here in this Senate, declaring what 
should be the power and authority of the Federal 
Government in regard to property in the Terri- 
tories, received my vote, and it stands there on 
the Journal of the Senate. More than that, if I 
have a definite recollection, the fourth resolution 
—the third, I think it was—which declared that 
all forms of property known to the laws of the 
several States stood upon an equal footing in the 
Territories, and everywhere else, so far as Fed- 
eral jurisdiction is concerned—I think that was 
the purport of it—also received my vote. 

Now; sir, I am coming to the other errors of 
factin which the Senator indulged. As I said, 1 
do not wonder that the good peuple of Georgia are 
misled, when a Senator who has sat here for five 
years in this Chamber, seems to be so utterly at 
fault in speaking of transactions occurring every 
day in one half the country. The Senator told 
us that the fugitive slave law was executed by 
force of arms in the northern States. How many 
times has it ever heen executed by force of arms? 

Mr. IVERSON. Many times. 

Mr. PUGH. Never in the State that I have 
the honor in part to represent. 

Mr. IVERSON. Was it not in the case of 
Burns? 

Mr. PUGH. Thatisone. The Senator said 
it was only executed by force of arms. Why, 
sir, I live on the borders of slaveholding and non- 
slavcholding States, and I tell him it is executed 
every day, or nearly every day. It is so com- 
mon an occurrence that it does not even collect a 
mob of six men to look atit. It is in constant 
operation. 
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Now, sir, I do not believe that ninety-nine hun- 
dredths of the men who voted for Mr. Lincoln 
thought anything about the subject of slavery in 
the States, or had any policy on the subject. 


They were opposed to the introduction of slavery 
| into the Territories. 


They were in favor. of a 
eneral division of the offices and the plunder. 
Rany of them wanted protection to iron, and I 
do not know what all; but most of them were 
animated by a thorough hatred of the Democratic 
party. But asfor any policy in their minds. bear- 
Ing upon the institutions of the southern States, I 
believe this day, if the question were put in any, 
shape, that even in New England, though I can- 
not speak for her—in every State of the North— 
there is a large majority of the people who are 
opposed to any interference whatever, 
ow, sir, passing by these alleged outrages, 
passing by all thislong story ofthings twice told— 
twice narrated—the Senator seems to glory in the 
suggestion that this Union is now to be severed, 
and that all that remains is whether the good peo- 
ple of the District of Columbia will have their 
effects administered by the northern or southern 
branch of the concern. 

Mr. IVERSON. Will the Senator allow me 
to interrupt him, and read his Janguage on the 
occasion to which I referred? ; 

Mr. PUGH. Certainly. 

Mr. IVERSON. Here is what the Senator 
uttered on the 23d of February, 1859: 

“Mr. Puen. Mr. President, [am loth to go into this dis- 
cussion, and T think it was all unnecessary; but when I 
entered the Chamber this morning, the Senator from. Mis- 
Sissippi [Mr. BRown] was engaged in some very impas- 
sionate demand on certain Senators from the northern 
States; and when | desired to Know the nature of this dè- 
mand, not having been present in the early- part:of his 
speech, I was referred to other Senators who heard it ; but 
I understood the Senator to demand from the’ representa- 
tives of the northern States on this floor, whether they 
would agree to the passage of an act of Congress to protect 
slaves in the Territories taken there by the consent of their 
masters against the local legislation? I answer the Seng- 
tor, unhesitatingly, never ; while J live, never.” 

Mr. PUGH. That is what I said. Now, why 
did not the Senator read the whole of it when he 
quoted it before? I say I never made the asser- 
tion which the Senator charged me with this 
morning. The assertion which I did acknowledge 
to is here: i 

* But T understood the Senator to demand from the rep- 
resentatives of the northern States on this floor, whether 
they would agree to the passage of an act of Congress to 
protect slaves in the ‘Territories taken there by the consent 
of their masters against the local legislation.” 

That was the whole point of the question. 

Mr. IVERSON. That is just what we of the 
South demand: that no local legislation shall in- 
terfere with our rights. 

Mr. PUGH. 4f the Senator had said I made 
that declaration I should not have interrupted 
him; but when he omits the material part of it, 
and stands here to have his declarations go forth 
to his constituents as expressing the temper of 
northern Senators, I do think that Ihave a right 
to complain of them. No man can be expected, 
upon the sudden spur of a question, to make every 
qualification. The Senator knows, he cannot 
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` have forgotten—perhaps that is more than I ought 
‘to say; I do not mean it in any offensive sense— 
he can hardly have forgotten that controversy. 
It engaged every member of the Senate. It was 
suddenly sprung upon us. None of us looked 
upon the question whether slave property should 
or should not go into the Territories; but it was 
in regard to the power of Congress to interfere in 
the local affairs of the Territory, slavery among 
them. But I tell him ‘again, when he informs his 
constituents that the northern. people are not wil- 
ling to give the protection of this Government, to 
the full extent ‘of its constitutional authority, 
equally to: property in slaves with all other prop- 
erty, let him apply to my honorable friend from 
Mississippi, whe introduced those famous caucus 
resolutions, and he will find whether I did not 
vote for every one of them, except one which un- 
‘dertook to interpret the powers of the Territorial 
Legislatures. 1 believe I did vote against that 
resolution; but with the information I afterwards 
received from the mover of it, I might have voted 
for it. i 


I have felt that it was due to myself, and my ` 


constituents, that I should contradict the Sena- 
tor’s assertions of fact; contradict the assertion 
that the fugitive slave law is habitually trampled 
under foot; contradict the assertion that slaves 
cannot be recovered by the ordinary instrumen- 
tality of the law in the northern States. The 
can, and they are. The cases of exception, such 
as the case of Burns, the cases in which the law 
is disregarded, are few and trivial, Why, sir, how 
many slaves have ever been lost? 

Mr. IVERSON. I will respond to the Sena- 
tory, ‘That would be impossible for me or any- 
body else to ascertain, L apprehend; but I will state 
a fact. More than fifteen, perhaps twenty years 
ago, Isawan elaborate report made urby a special 
committee, raised by the Legislature of the State 
of Virginia upon that very question, to ascertain 
what were the losses of the State of Virginia in 
fugitive slaves; and, even at that time, when ne- 
groes were selling at not more than half the pres- 
ent value, the report estimated the annual loss to 
be $100,000. 

Mr. PUGH. I will venture to say that she 
has never lost $100,000 in negroes since she has 
been in the Union, nor allof them together. Your 
fugitive slave law is not twenty-five years old. 
When you called for a new one, you got it. 

The Senator said ‘that the North resisted the 
admission of certain slaveholding States. What 
one did she ever keep out of the Union? Was 
not Missouri admitted? Was not Texas ad- 
mitted? Where did the votes come from by which 
they were admitted? No, sir; there are causes 
of trouble, legitimate causes, which it ig our duty, 
both from the North and the South, to look upon 
with an anxious desire to remove them; but these 
invented causes of complaint, this standing upon 
mere questions of made history not to be found, 
seems to me, with due respcct to the Senator from 
Georgia, unworthy of him. F think the Senator, 
in’ his anxiety for the new crusade of southern 
deliverance, has allowed his passion to get the 
better of his judgment. 

_Mr. DOUGLAS. Mr. President, I do not pro- 
pose to enter into this discussion any further than 
to make a remark in response to the charge of 
the Senator from Georgia, that the fugitive slave 
law is nót enforced in the northern States. That, 
like many other laws, is not-enforced in all cases. 
I suppose there never was a law upon the statute- 
book: of Congress, or of any State or Territory 
of this Union, that was not sometimes, allowed 
to be violated with impunity, or not enforced with 
as much fidelity as we would wish. I suppose 
the fugitive slave law is not the only one in this 
country that is not-always enforced. J presume 
it is enforced with quite as much fidelity as that 
in regard to the African slave trade, or the laws 
on many other subjects. | But, sir, I confess it is 
not enforced as faithfully as | wish it was—not 
as faithfully as it ought to be. While I make 


this declaration, I am compelled to say that I | 


think that nine tenths of the, complaints upon 
that subject are unfounded. When any sectional 
strife and sectional excitement occurs, there seems 
to be a proneness on the part of the newspaper 
press of both sections to collect together every 
act that will inflame the passions and prejudices 
. of its own section against the other; and ‘in that 


way a partial and unfair report of facts is given, | 


which makes each section act under a misappre- 
hension of the other. . 

In regard to the fugitive slave law, so far as 
Illinois is concerned, I am prepared to say that 
in. my opinion, in nineteen cases out of every 
twenty where a fugigive slave enters Illinois, he 
is arrested and returned without any judicial pro- 
cess whatsoever. Those portions.of the State 
that border on Missouri and Kentucky, live in 
hermony with their neighbors on the other side, 


and the fugitive slave is retirned as regularly as- 


a horse or any other property that is stolen. So 
in nineteen cases out of twenty, the fugitive is 
returned, The newspapers do not notice the fact. 
Even the records of your court have no minute of 
it. In other cases where there is an arrest; as a 
matter of course, they return him, if he turns out 
to be a fugitive, and there is no excitement upon 
the subject. . But perhaps in the twentieth case, 
the fugitive gets into that portion of the country 
where public sentiment is more excited, and once 
in awhile arescueis made. Then the newspapers 
are filled with the horrors of that rescue. One 
case of rescue is paraded in the newspaper press 
of the whole country, and although itis an excep- 
tional case, it is represented as evidence of the 
general rule. _ 

I recollect one instance of that kind ocourring 
in my own State, and that instance I have noticed 
in more than twenty newspapers in the last two 


months, paraded in the southern country as an` 


evidence of the infidelity of our people in the en- 
forcement of the law. The newspapers tell us 
that last May, perhaps, a fugitive was arrested 
by his master in the town of Ottawa, and rescued 
by some Abolitionists, There the tale stops; and 
then comes the comment: how can people live 
together where such outrages are perpetrated ! 
The tale, so far as it is told, I believe to be true; 
but it is notall told. If they had wished to deal 
fairly, they would have recorded the further fact 
that the next day the United States marshal made 
his appearance at the town of Ottowa, and ar- 
rested the rescuers, took them to Chicago, before 
the United States commissioner, had them com- 
mitted to trial, and in default of bail remanded 
them to prison, and kept them in prison until the 
Ist of October, and then brought them out for 
trial, and after indi¢tment before a grand jury, 
and a fair trial before a petit jury, they were 
called up and sentenced by a Republican judge of 
the United States court to the penalties of the law, 
and remanded again to prison, to be kept there 
until they paid the fines and costs. Thatis the 
balance of the case. If that had been told, I sup- 
pose the sting would have been taken out of the 
whole charge, and it could not have been used as 
fuel for this sectional excitement, 

Sir, those cases have occurred frequently in our 
northwestern country. It is seldom thatarescue 
is made where the penalties are not enforced upon 
the rescuers; and then civil suits are brought to 
gct pay for the slaves and the damages; and the 
damages are not generally limited to the value, 
but smart money, by way of exemplary punish- 
ment, is usually enforced. I think, therefore, 
there is very little ground for complaint, so far as 
the section of country in which I live is concerned, 
on this subject of fugitive slaves; and yet [know 
that the southern people are induced to believe a 
slave is never returned; that if they once getinto 
a northern State they are gone forever; and they 
are made to believe so simply because the cases 
of actual return are never published, and only the 
exceptional case ‘of rescue comes to the knowl- 
edge of the country. I wish we could have alist 
of all the fugitives and of the number returned 
and of the number that have been rescued; and L 
venture the assertion that southern gentlemen 
would be utterly amazed at the fidelity with which 
that law has been executed. I believe, if they 
could havea record of all the cases, and a true 
statement of the fact, they would be ashamed to 
bring up that subject as one of the causes of com- 
plaint which justify the dissolution of this Union. 

I have no apology to make for thie personal lib- 
erty bills. I believe they were made in violation 
of the spirit and most of them in violation of the 
letter of the Constitution. I believe they never 
should have been upon the statute-book. J think 
they ought to be repealed at once. I think our 
northern people ought to repeal them as a duty 
to. themselves, and not upon the demand of the 
southern people. We should put ourselves in the 


‘perative duty to maintain ofder. 


right, and-the first step should be to take them — 


from the statute-book, for they are calculated to 
defeat the faithful performance of a constitutional 
obligation. The State that I have the honor.to 
represent has never passed any such law... Our 
legislation has been friendly to the per omen 
of every constitutional obligation. I wish there 
was no cause of complaint in other States. . But 
yet, while we hear the personal liberty bills pre- 
sented as the cause of disunion, we are told, and, 
so far as I know, the statement is true, thatin no 
one case have those bills been the cause of. de- 

riving the master from recapturing his slave. 

hose bills generally exist in.those parts of the 
country where fugitives never go. 3 

It so happens that there is the greatest excite- 
ment upon this question justin proportion as you 
recede from. the line between the free and the slave 


States. Those of ug that live upon the border, _ 


and have commercial intercourse and social rela- 
tions across the line, can. live in peace:with each 
other. There never was a.time wher my: friend 
from Missouri and myself could not have settled 
this question by referring it to two justices of the 
peace, selected on either side of the river, and let 
them choose a third, and agree by the award. 
Those who live next to each other are friendly to 
each other. If you go North, up.into, Vermont, 
where they scarcely ever see a slave, and would 
not know how he looked, they are disturbed: by 
the wrongs of the poor slave just in proportion 
as they are ignorant of the South. hen you 
getdown South into Georgia and Alabama, where 
they never lose any slaves, they are disturbed by 
the outrages and losses under the non-fulfillment 
of the fugitive law just in proportion as they have 


no interest in it, and dé not know what they are ` 


talking about. [Laughter and applause in the 
galleries.] Now, sir. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Firzpar- 
rick in the chair.) The Senator will suspend 
his remarks for a moment to allow the Chair to 
admonish the galleries. It becomes the duty of 
the Chair to say to the galleries that it is his im- 
A renewal of 
the disorder in the galleries will impose upon him 
a very unpleasant duty; that is, the enforcement 
of the rules of the Senate, which requires him to 
clear them. : , 
` Mr. DOUGLAS. Now, sir, as between IHi- 
nois and Kentucky, we should have no difficulty 
in settling this question. Between Kentucky and 
Ohio and Indiana, I have no doubt they would 
settle it upon terms satisfactory to them, So be- 
tween Maryland and Pennsylvania. In fact, if 
the border States, the border free States, and the 
border slaveholding States, who know.the evils of 
which they complain, and the appropriate remedy 
for those evils, should be permitted to decide this 
question, I assure you the Union would last for- 
ever. If this Union is to be severed, it will be 
because the two extremes, who are so far from 
each other that they do not understand. the evils 
of the question, are each acting. under a misap- 
prehension towards the other, and hence are doing 
Injustice to each other. . 
Sir, as I said when I arose, I am not going into 
the discussion of the merits of any of these ques- 
tions. My object in rising was to sustain my 
friend from Ohio in the declaration, so far as our 
northwestern country is concerned, that the fugi- 
tive slave law is executed with as much fidelity as 
most laws upon the statute-books of the Union; 
and in those cases where there has been violence 
used, so that the slaves have been rescued after the 
arrest, usually there have been prosecutions and 
penalties enforced, and, in addition, suits brought, 
and the value of the slaves and damages recov- 
ered in every case, so far as I know. ‘I will be 
willing to leave the question to Judge McLean, and 
abide his decision, whether, during the whole pe- 
riod he has been upon the bench in the Northwest, 
he ever knew a jury in any northwestern State 
to refuse to find a verdict where the facts would 
permit, a verdict to be found. Judge. McLean, 
Republican as he is, has executed that fugitive 
slave law with entire fidelity, so far as I know. I 
do not think that any man who has: ever wit- 
nessed those trials in our courts, would impeach 
either the impartiality or the fidelity of any one 
of the United States judges, or the finding of the 
jury in any one case in that part of the country 
in which L reside. -There may be an exception. 
If there is, I am not aware of it. There may be 
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instances where fugitive slaves run away and are 
never found. ‘There are instances where our 
horses are stolen and carried off, and we never 
find them. But I am speaking of the causes of 
complaint which arise from the non-execution of 
the law; and I say that justice has not been re- 
fused where acase has ever been brought before 
Judge McLean, or where an attempt has been 
made to bring it before a constitutional court. 

I apologize again to the Senate for having cx- 
tended these remarks. My object is not to create 
irritation, but to soothe the excited state of feeling 
in order that we may discuss this question in a 
proper temper and upon its merits. Irepeat,my 
purpose isto mectthis question fairly. Letusascer- 
tain precisely the points in dispute; letuslay aside 
all sectional feelings and party strife, and sce if 
we cannot agree upon a line of policy which will 
secure equal rights, equal protection, and equal 
justice to every State, and to the citizensof every 
State in this Union, 

Mr. THOMSON. I do not rise at this time 
to make a speech, but simply to ask a question 
of the Senator from Georgia. He referred toa 
New Jersey case in which the fugitive slave law 
had not been executed.’ 1 am not aware of any 
such case, and I will be very much obliged to him 
if he will tell me what case he refers to. 

Mr. IVERSON. I willstate what I know about 
it. Ofcourse, I rely upon newspaper authority. 
The facts were stated in the newspapers. I do 
not now remember the name—it has passed out 
of my memory—but the case was this: the mar- 
shal of your State, or one of his deputies, went 
to a house to arrest a fugitive slave upon the 
affidavit of his owner or the agent of the owner. 
The fugitive was confined in the house, and refused 
to surrender himselfup. The marshal summoned 
a posse of some eight or ten, perhaps fifteen or 
twenty. The fugitive asked that the arrest might 
be deferred until morning, and that he might be 
allowed to stay in the house until morning. The 
marshal granted it, and, in the mean time a mob 
came and drove the marshal and his posse off. 

Mr. THOMSON. That is your newspaper 
account. I have never heard of it. 

Mr. TEN EYCK. I do not mean, sir, at this 
time, to enter into this discussion, because I be- 
lieve, if there are friends of the Union upon 
this floor, they had better cease their wrangling, 
and endeavor to do something to save that Union. 
I simply rise, however, for the purpose of stating 
the facts of the case to which allusion has been 
made, where it was charged that New Jersey 
had offered resistance to the fugitive slave law 
upon a recent occasion. J was certain that the 
honorable Senator who made that declaration was 
ignorant of the facts, or he never would have 
made it. 

Sir, that case occurred within the last three 
weeks. It occurred within the county where I 
live. It happened within two miles of the county 
town where I reside, and I profess to be familiar 
with the facts. It happened two or three days 
before I left home for the purpose of resuming 
my seat upon this floor. The simple facts are 
these: ten white men and one black man—the 
most of the white men coming from the city of 
Philadelphia—headed by a man by the name of 
Alberti, who has figured largely in transactions 
of this kind before, came to the house of a negro 
man in four carriages, at ten o’clock at night; 
whether possessed of warrants or not, Tknow not; 
for they never showed them. They asked for 
admission of the owner of that house, who was 
alleged to bea fugitive slave—a man by the name 
of Perry Simmons. The inmates of that house 
were Simmons, his wife, and child. They asked 
for admission; and upon being refused, claimed 
that they came there to arrest him upon a warrant 
foralarceny. He refused to open the door. They 

_ burst the door in. He retreated to the head of 
the stairway, held a gun in his hands, .and his 
wife seized an ax. The marshal to whom allu- 
sion has been made, offered to ascend the stairs 
and arrest him. He declared that he would take 
life, if necessary to protect himself; and this 
worthy marshal, with his posse of nine men and 
one negro, left the house, and stood about the 
door of that house until daylightin the morning, 
without proceeding further to execute their war- 
rant, with no other man being present about those 
premises. At daylight, the son ofa farmer with 
whom I am well acquainted, hearing the uproar, 


started to this house—the man being engaged 
as a workman upon his farm—to ascertain what 
the difficulty was. He is a highly respectable 
man; and his account is, that as he approached 
this marshal with his posse, they told him to 
stop, for if he came any nearer it would be at the 
risk of his life. He then said he would sce what 
the occasion of the uproar was, and left the 
ground; and immediately this posse, with. their 
marshal, scrambled to their carriages, whipped 
up their horses, and made their escape from the 


county, and took refuge in the city of Philadel- 


hia. 

This is what the Senator from Georgia calls a 
refusal on the part of conservative New Jersey 
to execute the fugitive slave law! This, too, oc- 
curred within two miles from a court-house which, 
upon the last occasion of the arrest of three fugi- 
tive slaves, did, by the voice of a jury of the in- 
dependent farmers of the county of Burlington, 
return those three fugitive slaves to the constitu- 


ents of the Senator from Maryland, without a` 


single voice being raised on the part of any one 
to gainsay their action or their right. These mat- 
ters are misrepresented; and, as the honorable 
Senator from Illinois said, the South do not un- 
derstand the true feeling of the North upon this 
subject. They scem to me to greedily catch at 
every newspaper story, no matter how false it 
may be, or how colored it may be, for the pur- 
pose of inflaming, aggravating, and exciting the 
public mind of the South against the true-hearted 
men of the North. f 

With these remarks, sir, I leave the subject. 

Mr. GREEN. Mr. President, E live upon the 
western bank of the Mississippi, and every morn- 
ing I look at the soil of two States; and when I 
go to the top of my house I look at the soil of 
three—I mean Missouri and Illinois. Having 
lived there for more than twenty years, I havea 
good deal of experience; and, while I do not in- 
tend to make a speech to excite any passions, I 
think it right, in a love meeting, to state one’s 
experience. 

The people of Illinois, so far as I have had in- 


tercourse with them, if you bring a palpable case 


before them, arrest the negro, and bring him into 
court, will generally enforce the fugitive slave 
law; but in nine cases out of ten you cannot thus 
bring him into court. I prosecuted a case which 
was decided in the supreme court of {llinois, 
before Judge Douglas—I was the prosecuting 
lawyer and he the judge upon the bench—when 
the jury found the defendant guilty, and 1 believe 
some of that same feeling prevails to this day. 
But how many of those cases come into court? 
Not ono in twenty. A gentleman residing in 
Hlinois told me, this fall, he saw nine negroes 
brought there and put into a railroad car and 
locked up and sent forward to Chicago without 
it being in the power of anybody to rescue them, 
secure them, or otherwise. Once in a while you 
catch one, but the nine go. I remember rea ing 
of one who was healed of leprosy, and he gave 
thanks to God; but the question was, where were 
the nine? None returned thanks save one; and 
so it is with the fugitive slaves. Ido not say 
this to the prejudice of the law-abiding, good 
people of Hlinois. They will carry out the law 
in a strong case if you bring it before their eyes; 
but they will not see it unless you force them to 
do so, and they will shut their eyes if they can. 
I mean many of them. The people of Blooming- 
ton do it, and the managers of the railroad there 
do it, and my constituents suffer in consequence 
of their doing it. 


I want something more effective. F know that 


| if you will pick out forty men of Hlinois, and 


forty men of Missouri, they will all say, “We 
will stand by the law and the Constitution.” 
They will all say it; but in the practical admin- 
istration of affairs, in ihe actual occurrences that 
take place, is this thing so? If not, what is the 
remedy? Divide? Well, if there is no other 
remedy, I say divide; but 1 think there is another 
to make use of. At any rate, let us attempt it. 
That is, to arm the Federal Government with 
power cnough to protectand enforce. Wherever 
the functions of the Federal Government are 
vested, wherever its power extends, there give it 
adequate physical force to carry it out. I will 
do that. If you call ita military despotism, do 
so. I would rather have a military despotism 
than anarchy and confusion. 


‘Now, I know thatthe fugitive slave law is 
not executed—no, I will not say that; Tam using 
improper language; but.I will say this: that nine 
out of ten of the fugitive slaves are not returned. 
I know that some horses are lost; but they. are. 
not lost under the same influences, or the. same 
circumstances. It is not a vitiated, corrupt, and 
base hypocritical séntiment that leads men to steal 
horses; it is pecuniary gain only. It is not so 
with the negro.. When he is stolen and secreted 
and runoff, there is something behind—something 
more than the hope of pecuniary reward, E know 
they get the reward, for the man that put those 
nine negroes at Bloomington into the car and locked 
them up, told, and showed the letter of acknowl- 
edgment, that he go fifty dollars a head for do- 
ing it. Who paid him? Black Republicans of 
Chicago. 

Now, I am telling truths that I can prove-in a 
court of justice; and these are only mere exam- 
ples to illustrate the. enormity of the injury that 
we suffer every day. The good men of Illinois 
are as good as the good men anywhere; the good 
men of Ohio are as good as the.good men any- 
where; and so I can say of all the northern States; 
but there are bad men, there are corruptmen, and 
there are men who think they are. conscientious, 
and yet are influenced by a fanaticism that drives 
them headlong, régardless of consequences, to the 
injury of our population and the destruction of 
our property. 

How can we stop that? There are but two 
ways todo it. One way is for areaction of that 
public sentiment by honest and fair and manly 
appeals; the other is by physical power to. pre- 
vent. Jam for the physical power. I want a 
strong Government; I want a Government strong 
enough to discharge its functions; and if it is not, 
I would spit upon the Government, „A Govern- 
ment that promises and guaranties and enacts, 
and cannot execute and enforce, is such a Gov- 
ernment as I do not want; and it ought to be the 
most pitiable, contemptible object on the face of 
God’s earth; and the man who would advocate it 
I should think ‘ought to skulk behind the bush 
and hide himself. fs the Government worthy of 
being respected? Yes. Are its guarantees to:be 
carried out? Yes. How? One man says by pub- 
lic sentiment. Well, that is a glorious mode; it 
suits my approbation precisely; it meets my feel- 
ings; but if you do not get that consent and that 
commonapprobation, how then? Thereis nothing 
but physical power todo it. Do you say that 
that will drive us into disunion? Letitdoit. Do 
you say that it will drive us into despotism—into 
a centralization of the Government? Let itcome. 
I had rather this moment have a centralized Gov- 
ernment—a despotism with Louis Napoleon and 
the Prince of Wales over me this hour—than have 
anarchy and confusion, and nolaw, and no respect 
for my rights. That is my determination, and I 
intend to act upon it. It may Iook to some as if 
I were advocating monarchy. Be itso. In the 
language of Thomas Jefferson, I would rather 
have one good monarch than four hundred bad ' 
ones; for if despotism: has to come, if anarchy and 
confusion are to prevail, if truth is to be abolished, 
and constitutional guarantees set at naught, give 
me vigor and energy and power. 

Now, I know that the fugitive slave law is 
enforced in proper cases generally; but nine cases 
out of ten evade the law, and never come before 
the law; and therefore it will not do for my 
friends from Ohio and Ilinois, with their good 
intentions, and with the truthfulness which I 
know distinguishes them, to say the law. is main- 
tained. While they are telling the truth in that, 
they lose sight of the other point that nine cases 
out of ten do not come to the knowledge of the 


i law, and no cognizance is taken of them. ‘There 


is no evasion, we may say; but it is all secret, 
private. Our property is stolen; but if you will 
put on the border a police armed and equipped, 
strong enough to enforce the law, from the North 
to the South, from the East to the West, and to 
protect the North from wrongs from the South, 
and to protect the South from wrongs from the 
North, to protect one section against invasion 
from another, you will be but accomplishing. a 
duty imposed upon you by the Federal Constitu- 
tion which no man yet has ever opened his mouth 
to have accomplished in the Congress.of the 
United States. sh 

Sir, this thing must be done, or—I make no 
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threat; I speak of consequences, like the Senator 
from New Hampshire—division is as certain as 
that God lives. And why? Because there is such 
a diversity of sentiment in the extreme North that | 
controls the North, and the extreme South that 
controls the South, that there must be time to 
reficct and correct these two extremes, or we 
divide. How are we to’ get that time to correct 
this publie sentiment in the two extremes, both 
of which we condemn? Only by planting a strong 
police upon the border. - It is the. last hope, it is 
the only hope within the limits of the Constitu- 
tion. 1 intend to’ stand by the Constitution as 
long as itis worthy of being preserved; and as a 
friend'to it, I shall ‘insist upon its being carried 
out, | : 

Mr. President, it docs no good for Senators to 
state individual cases. I can state hundreds of 
individual cases. Beeause of my proximity to 
the border, and my connection with the parties, 
I know more of it than most Senators do. I have 
seen more of it, mingled with more of it, know 
more of it. The law in Illinois is gencrally en- 
forced in cases to which public attention is called; 
but. nine cases out of ten elude and evade the law; 
and I suppose it is so with Kentucky, with Ma- 
ryland, and with other States. JI want to correct 
all that; and 1 have only made this statement for 
the purpose of showing that while Senators can, 
with propriety, with honor, with manliness, and 
with statesmanship, show that the law is enforced 
when the cases are brought into court, yet they 
lose sight of this other fact, that nine cases outof 
ten never come into court, nor is any cognizance 
ever taken of them by the public. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. Mr. President, one word in 
explanation. My friend from Missouri who now 
sits behind me, [General CLARK, of the House of 
Representatives,] resides in that part of his State 
nearest to that portion of Mlinois where the law 
would be the least likely to be executed, and yet 
he can bear the strongest possible testimony that 
any man can from his personal knowledge of the 
execution of the law in Minois; but let us take 
the Senator’s facts as he states them. He tells us 
that in all instances where the attention of the 
courts is brought to the subject, aud a propercase 
is made out, the law is faithfully executed; that 
that is the general rule. Well, sir, is not thatall 
thatany mancan ask? When you talk about the 
non-exceution of laws, do you speak of cases that 
ure never brought to the attention of the courts? 
Uf my horse is stolen and gocs to Missouri, and 
is harbored by the neighbor of the Senator, can I 
complain of him or of his courts unless I go and 
identify the horse and call the attention of the 
authorities to the fact that he is stolen? It is a 
new doctrine, that we are guilty of non-fulfillment 
of the law when we administerit fairly and justly 
in every case brought to our notice. The com- 
plaint of the Senator is that while we administer 
the law fairly and impartially inthose cases where 
an arrest is made and the attentidn of the author- 
ities is drawn to the subject, in nine cases out of 
ten they do not call the attention of our authori- 
ties’to the fact. Whose fault is that? 

Mr. GREEN. Will the Senator allow me to 
explain? 

` Mr. DOUGLAS. Yes, sir. 

Mr, GREEN. I will simply explain whose 
fault itis. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. Very well. 

Mr. GREEN. : Itis the fault of those who cul- 
tivate that kind of sentiment which enables them 
to secrete our property, and to prevent anybody 
catching hold of the fact that itis harbored. If 
the people of Missouri were to inculcate a senti- 
ment encouraging the stealing of his horse, I 
. would hold myself responsible for it. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. Mr. President, I was speak- 
ing only of the non-exccution of the law in those 
Case 
cognizance. The Senator alluded to a single 
casé; occurring, as he said, when I was on the 
bench and he was the attorney. That was a case, 
too, where he did not call the attention of our 
authorities to the facts; it was a case where our 
own citizens took the initiative. I remember it 
very well, 

Mr. GREEN. On a reward offered by my 
friend, General Durkee. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. There may have been a re- 
ward offered; but the man did not get it or ask for 
it, One morning, just after I had opened court, ! 


s where it is proper for the authorities to take || 


Captain Pitman, the constable, marched into the 
court-room, holding a physician by the collar with 
one hand, and.a negro man with the other, and 
said, ‘If your honor please, I caught this Dr. 
Eels running off a fugitive slave this morning, 
contrary. to the statute of Illinois; and I have 
brought him and the slave into court to know 
what I shall do with them.” I said, “ Captain 
Pitman, you will hand the slave and the Doctor 
over to the sheriff, and go to the grand jury and 
state the facts.” In a short time, the grand jury 
came in with a bill of indictment against Dr. Eels 
for harboring, secreting, and attempting to run off 
a fugitive slave, contrary to the statute of llinois, 
not contrary to the laws of the United States. 
When the jury were called, and the facts were all 
proved, the counsel for the defense moved an 
Instruction to the jury that they must acquit, be- 


| cause the Supreme Court of the United States had 


decided, in the case of Prigg against Pennsylva- 
nia, which had just been published, and which 


` they presented to the court, that the power and 


‘the duty of surrendering fugitive slaves was ex- 
clusively in the Federal Government, and not in 
the State governments; and that the right of legis- 
lating upon that subject was exclusively in Con- 
gress, not in the State Legislature; and therefore, 
that the law of Illinois making ita criminal offense 
was unconstitutional and void. I decided that 
the law of Illinois was not upon the same sub- 
ject; that the object of the law of Ilinois was not 
to return fugitive slaves, but to preserve the peace 
and quiet of our own State; that it was a mere 
police regulation of our own; and that, inasmuch 
as the Constitution had guarantied the right of a 
master to pursue and recapture his slave, if the 
citizens were permitted to interfere with that right, 
it would lead to a breach of the peace, which it 


was the duty of our own Legislature to make | 


criminal; and that hence our law, being a police 
regulation, intended to preserve the peace of our 
own people, was constitutional, notwithstanding 
the fact that it aided in the exceution of the laws 
of the United States, which was an additional 
argument in its favor. The jury found Dr. Eels 
guilty; and l sentenced him pretty severely: ac- 
cording to my recollection, he got nearly the full 
extent of the law. He appealed to the supreme 
court of the State; and the supreme court of Ili- 
nois affirmed the decision. He appealed, then, 
to the Supreme Court of the United States; but I 
believe he died before the case was decided. 

Mr. GREEN. The judgement was affirmed, 
but he died before it was affirmed, 

Mr. DOUGLAS. Yes. 
the Senator cites is a case where the people of 
Illinois, through their own officers, interfered and 
arrested a fugitive without the master knowing 
where he was. That being the fact, and it being 
the general admission that in all those cases where 
they do call the attention of our authorities to the 
subject, we perform our duties faithfully and im- 
partially, I think there is very little cause of com- 
plaint. I really wish that this catalogue of griev- 
ances could all be made out with specifications, 
and let us take each case in turn; and I repeat, if 
it could be done, those who now honestly believe 
that they have gricvous causes of complaint will 
be utterly amazed to know with what fidelity this 
law has been executed, and how little real cause 


of complaint they have arising from that source. ! 
Will the Senator from Hiinois ! 


Mr. DAVIS. 
allow me to ask him a question, as he is about to 
sit down? He refers to an old case occurring at 
a time when possibly the feeling may have been 
better than itis now. The newspapers have re- 
cently given us an account of a case in the town 
of his own residence. 
has been found against certain persons there for 
rescuing a fugitive slave. Does that also contain 
a history of the faithful execution of the law? 


Mr. DOUGLAS. Well, sir, I stated, when J | 


first rose, a casc in that very town 

Mr. DAVIS. Chicago, I refer to. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. Yes. I stated that ina case 
where a rescue took place in Ottowa, in the Chi- 
cago district, the next day, or very soon, the 
marshal went down, arrested the rescuers and 
took them to Chicago, and they were committed 
to and kept in the Chicago jail for about five 
months until the trial. They were then tried and 
convicted by a jury sitting in the city of Chicago, 
and they were sentenced by a court held in the 
city of Chicago to prison, and were sent to prison 


Now, sir, the case 


I sce that an indictment £ 
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again until they paid $1,060 fine each, and the 
costs of the suit. As that took place not very 
long ago, no longer ago than Jast October, not 
two months ago, I have aright to suppose that 
the law will now be executed with about the same 
fidelity as it was then. Inasmuch as another 
rescue has occurred, I take it for granted that 
there will be another indictment, another trial, 
another conviction; and I take it for granted, fur- 
thermore, that civil suits are already pending, 


‘and that the value of the negroes in each case, 


together with the damages, will be recovered, and 
the property of the rescuers will be sold on exe- 
cution to pay the judgments; and the master will 
find out in the end that he made an admirable 
good sale of his negro. [Laughter.] It is true 
that it does pot return the fugitives. In some 
cases, it is a matter of hardship that it does not 
return them, There may be cases where you 
would not give up your negro for any price; al- 
though I do think that if 1 owned a servant that 
did not like me well enough to stay with me, aud 
ran away, I would rather get the value of him 
and damages for his running away, than get the 
rfnaway negro back. But Ido not think that 
this case arising in Chicago, a place as strongly 
anti-slavery as any place on the continent, shows 
such a non-fulfillment of the law as would be - 
good cause for breaking up the Government. 

Mr. FITCH. Mr. President, were it not for 
the disclaimers, and doubtless truthful ones, by 
the Senator from Ohio and the Senator from Hh- 
nois of the correctness of the charge of the Senn- 
tor from Georgia of the non-fulfillment of the fu- 
gitive slave law in their States, I should not deom 
it worth while to make one for my own State; 
but one of those States being on the east and the 
other on the west of us, without any such dis- 
claimer it might perhaps be inferred that Indiana 
is not true to its constitutional obligation. Such 
is not the casc. Its citizens have always fulfilled, 
and in full, so far as I know, all their constitu- 
tional obligations, They intend doing so under 
all phases of political parties; and they desire the 
citizens of other States to do the same. If we 
have failed in the performance of our obligations 
relative to the rendition of fugitive. slaves, or of 
any other constitutional obligation to the South, 
the citizens of Kentucky, our border State, would 
certainly know it. Its representatives here can 
bring the charge. It is sufficient for me to say 
that, for the whole twenty-five or thirty years of 
my residence within the State of Indiana, but 
one case of the rescue of an arrested fugitive has 
come to my knowledge. If any other attempt 
ever has been made, I have known nothing of it; 
and the parties implicated in that one case were 
so severcly punished that no repetition of the ex- 
periment has been since tried, and probably it 
never will be tried. 

A word as to the question of the Senator from 
Mississippi to the Senator from Illinois, although 
the occurrence referred to was not in my State, 
I perceive the Senator from Illinois confounds 
two cases. Very probably the late presidential 
clection has been a blank in his life. The Ottawa 
case’ was a year ago last October, I think. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. [am not mistaken, I think, 
and for this reason: I happened to be in Chicago 
the day one of the rescuers was sentenced, and 
read the sentence of the court and his speech in 
reply; and I had time to do it, notwithstanding 
the presidential election was then pending. 
[Laughter.] Ido not confound the two cases. 
The one I was talking about, where the trial and 
sentence took place at Chicago, was the Ottawa 
case; and the Senator from Mississippi then called 
my attention to the fact that there had been a res- 
cue in Chicago since; and l argued that inasmuch 
as the proceedings which I mentioned had taken 
place in Chicago not more than two months ago, 
the fair presumption was, that the law would be 
cnforced in this case also. 

Mr. FITCH. The rescue in Ottawa was more 
than a year since. The Senator, no doubt, is 
correct about the time of the trial; when that 
occurred I do not know. But I was about to 
call attention to the result of a recent case which 
the Senator from Mississippi mentioned. Itseems 
that the marshal of the northern district of Illinois 
was assailed in the street, and a negro, whom he 
had arrested as a fugitive, was taken from his 
custody. The assault was quite unexpected; but 
the very next day, if I mistake not, a Republican 
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jury—certainly a jury consisting of a majority 
of Republicans, and among the rest, if I am 
not mistaken, the candidate elected for Lieu- 
tenant Governor of INinois—indicted all the par- 
ties; and they are now under bonds for their 
appearance at court to stand their trial for the 
rescue. ; 

Mr. POWELL. As reference has been made 
to the action of our neighbors over the border, by 
the Senator from Indiana, it affords me very great 
pleasure to state that our neighbors immediately 
adjoining Kentucky—Indiana and Illinois—have 
usually acted with fidelity to us in this matter. 
But while that is the truth, I regret to say that 
we are suffering daily loss by the very active 
operations of the underground railroad. 

I regret that [cannot say so much for the State 
of Ohio, represented by my distinguished friend 
from that‘State who has just spoken, {[Mr. Pueu.] 
We have just ground of complaint against the 
State of Ohio. Her present Governor, Mr. Den- 
nison, has refused to deliver up a fugitive from 
justice, who stands indicted for the stealing of 
slaves in the courts of Kentucky, on demand. 
being made by the Governor of Kentucky, in 
accordance with the Constitution and laws of the 
United States. The present Executive of that 
Statec, in my judgment, trampled the laws and the 
Constitution of the country under his feet when 
he refused that demand. 

There was also a case that occurred some time 
ago where the late Governor of Hlinois, in my 
judgment, failed to discharge his duty as the Ex- 
ecutive of one of the States of this Union. The 
facts in that case, as I understand them, are about 
these: a negro was run off from the center of Ken- 
tucky—from the very town of my colleague, I 
believe. That negro was indicted for stealing. 
He went to Canada. He afterwards went to Hli- 
nois. He was indicted, and sentenced to impris- 
onment in that State for an offense committed 
there, and confined in their penitentiary. The 
awner found it out. He went over there, and had 
an interview with the late Governor of Illinois. 
This negro stood indicted in Kentucky; and, as 
I understand the facts, the owner procured a 
demand from the Governor of Kentucky for his 
delivery. The parties, in a communication which 
I saw published in the newspapers, stated that 
they had an interview with the Governor, and 
he issued the requisition; but, in the mean time, 
he gave notice to the keeper of the penitentiary 
that the negro man was released, and the Aboli- 
tionists, by the underground railway, took him 
again to Canada; and when the parties reached 
the penitentiary with the requisition, they did not 
get the negro. 

These, I think, are grave offenses, in violation 
of the constitutional rights of our people. Ido 
hope, sir, that the present Governor of Ohio does 
not truly represent the fecling of the people of 
that great State. Ido further know that Ken- 
tucky sustains an annual loss of more than one 
hundred thousand dollars of her slave property 
by means of the negro thieves who take them and 
run them off by the underground railway. 1 
vegret that I can only partially confirm the state- 
ment of the Senators who represent those States 
which border on Kentucky, so far as the good 
feeling of their constituents is concerned, and 
their faith in executing the laws. I thought it 
was duc, as my State had been appealed to, that 
I should make this statement. 

Mr. WADE. J know buta little about the case 
alluded to by the Senator from Kentucky; but I 
believe the difficulty in the way of the Governor 
of Ohio surrendering the person claimed on the 
applicdtion of the Governor of Kentucky, was 
this: if I recollect aright, the attorney general of 
Ohio investigated the case, (and I believe I once 
read his opinion,) and it appeared that the indict- 
ment did not show that the party claimed was 
ever in the State of Kentucky; and I believe it 
was aconceded fact that he never was there, and 
therefore conld not have been guilty of the offense. 
The fact was, that they charged him with some 
complicity in Ohio, some connivance in getting 
slaves away; but, as I understand the matter, the 
fact appearing on the face of the procecding that 
he had never been in the State of Kentucky, and 
as, therefore, the indictment itself showed that no 
such offense could possibly have been commit- 
ted there by him, it was held that our Governor 
had no right to surrender him. F believe that is 


about the statement of the case, though I am not 
now prepared to give all the facts precisely. 

Mr. POWELL. The Senator from Ohio is 
evidently mistaken as to the facts. This party 
stood indicted in the courts of Kentucky for slave 
stealing. The indictment showed that the offense 
was committed there, and that the party was 
there; and the refusal to deliver him up was upon 
the ground that negro stealing was not an offense 
under the common law. I think the Governor 
of his State not only put the Constitution and 
the laws of the Union under his feet, but acted in 
disregard of his oath of office. : 

Mr. WADE. I do not pretend to know pre- 
cisely the circumstances of the case; but I remem- 
ber having read the opinion of the attorney gen- 
eral of Ohio, and I know it was predicated on the 
fact that the party had never been in Kentucky, 
and I supposed that appeared on the face of the 
proceedings. I do not know much about it, 
however. 

Mr. POWELL. I would say to the honori- 
ble Senator, if he does not know much about it, 
he should investigate the facts before he attempts 
to enlighten the Senate. Why, sir, a distinguished 
citizen of his own State, in an address he deliv- 
ered to the people a little while ago, (I mean Hon, 
Thomas Ewing,) condemned this action of the 
Governor; and I was glad to sec one of the most 
distinguished men of his State reflect properly on 
the action of the Executive of that State. 

Mr. PUGH. I want to ask the Senator from 
Kentucky a question. I do not justify Governor 
Dennison’s proceeding. It was wrong; butit has 
gone upon the idea adopted by too many Gov- 
ernors, that they are never bound to surrender a 
fugitive from justice unless where the offense 
charged is an offense by the law of their own 
State; and I wish to ask the Senator from Ken- 
tuckyif heisnotaware of the fact that a Governor 
of Kentucky himself made that decision in refer- 
ence to a case from Indiana? That was the case 
of a man indicted in the State of Indiana for kid- 
napping. When the Governor of Indiana de- 
manded him of Kentucky, she did not give him 
up. Now, I say both decisions are wrong; but 
if we must have crimination, let us have it on all 
sides, 

Mr. POWELL. You ask me if the Governor 
of Kentucky has not refused—— 

Mr. PUGH. I ask the Senator if that decision 
was not made by the Governor of Kentucky, in 
answer to a demand from the Governor of ladi- 
ana? > 

Mr. POWELL. In answer to that, I will say 
to the Senator that, if any such decision was ever 
made by the Governor of Kentucky, itis unknown 
to me. It was certainly not the ruling practice in 
the office when I had the honor of being Governor 
of that State. 

Mr. PUGH. 
nal. That is my authority. 

Mr. POWELL. I willsay to my distinguished 
friend now, that I was fully aware, before he gave 
utterance to it, that he did not approve of the con- 
duct of his Governor; for personally he has said 
to me that his Governor was wrong. 

Mr. DAVIS. Mr. President, we seem to have 
entered on exactly that ficld which I had hoped 
might be avoided—one of crimination and re- 
crimination. I had desired, if it were possible, 
that we should consider this subject as a grave 
one, involving great public interests; and that if 
there was any prospect of such an adjustmentas 
we, the injured party, ought to accept, we should 
be made aware of it. The men who live along 
the border have been complaining from year to 
year that their property is stolen, and no man has 
ever disputed it, And it seems like the grossest 
fiction that ever was attempted, to say now that 
property is safe, when property has actually dis- 
appeared from the border; when it is well known 
that, in parts of Maryland, you scarcely find the 
remnant of the property which once cultivated 
the land; when the border has been driven back 
in western Virginia and along the frontier of Ken- 
tucky; when the same state of things exists in 
Missouri, too, as represented by my friend on 
ray right, [Mr. Green.] Ido not think gentle- 
men are meeting this question in a spirit likely 
ever to bring good result, when they attempt to 
plead that here and there the law has been exe- 
cuted, when it is every well known that combi- 
nations exist to prevent the law being applied, 
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that rescues are made from time-to time sufficient 
to show what the public feeling in those commu- 
nities is. ee vee 

Bat we are told, sir, that, there-are extreme 
opinions; that the-extremes at the North-and the 
extremes at'the South are both wrong, and that 
opinion must be corrected in both quarters. Does 
the extreme South assail the rights:of anybody? 
Does the extreme South attempt to nullify the 
constitutional rights of any citizen-of the United 
States? Does the extreme South pretend to: sit 
in judgment upon the institutions of other com= 
munities? If not, what have we to reform:or'to 
correct? What matters it how ignorant we. are 
of the domestic affairs of other people, provided 
we leave them to manage their own affairs—the 
theory upon which our Government was founded, 
and the only one on which it can be perpetuated? 
If it were useful, if it were pleasant, if it were in 
any sense profitable, my own attention has been 
sufficiently drawn to these outrages on the law, 
to enable me to make out here a long list of speci- 
fications. The newspapers have broughtus, from 
ume to time, the declarations of nien who are 
seeking popular favor by declarations most: hoss 
tile to the constitutional! rights of the South, in 
relation to their property in slaves. The very 
Governor who has been drawn into this contro- 
versy has been represented as proclaiming that 
not one fugitive should be delivered from his State 
until the whole military power of that State had 
been exhausted in protecting him. 

Mr. WADE. He has denied that over and 
over again. 

Mr. DAVIS. Then I hope he is not guilty. 
The charge I have seen repeated so often that I 
took it to be true. Lam glad to know now, that 
there is doubt as to its truth. I had, myself, 
Mr. President, a desire, I might almost say a 
hope, that Senators representing constituencies 
holding opinions which had led certain of the 
States to look to their condition, as one which 
necessarily impelled them to seek their safety out 
of the Union, would here inform.us if we were 
mistaken. It is not by pleading to special cases 
and asking for specifications, it 1s not by crimin- 
ation and recrimination, that the sense of the peo- 
ple is likely to be changed, or the action of the 
States now assumipg to judge in the last resort 
is to be modificd in Sny degree, or that their re- 
spect for the manner in which the subject is here 
treated is to be heightened. All that can serve a 
useful purpose at the time is to bring forth evi- 
dence, if the fact exists, of that kind of feeling 
toward us, the absence of which we consider the 
greatest grievance under which we labor. Ido 
not wish now to parade the laws which have 
been enacted to violate, not only our constitu- 
tional rights, but those obligations of comity ex- 
isting between friendly States. There is no use 
in it. The occasion for such argument has passed 
by. We have to deal with events which are now 
transpiring, and about to be consummated, and 
angry discussion here, and the arraignment of 
men for the evil they have done, will serve but 
little good here or elsewhere. .The purpose to-do 
good hereafter is the only hope for any change of 
policy in those States that are now looking to 
their sovereign powers for their own defense. 

Mr. MASON. Mr. President, I confess that 
I listened with amazement to what fell from the 
honorable Senator from Illinois upon the subject 
of the difficulty, most generally the impossibility, 
of recovering fugitive slaves when they get into 
the free States. If that Senator had confined his 
remarks to his own State, { should: not have felt 
myself called upon to say a word. It is so re- 
mote from my State that what may happen there 
I know but through the newspapers, and they 
may be, and very probably are, exaggerated. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. My statements of fact, I 
believe, were all confined to my own State; though 


„the general opinions I expressed were not. 


Mr. MASON. That may be; but with regard 


to those in the southern States who complain of © 


the refusal in good faith to execute that part of 
the Constitution which requires slaves to be sur- 
rendered, I understood the Senator to express a: 
general opinion that we were ignorant, on the: 
subject. f 

Mr. DOUGLAS. No, sir; I said Virginia and 
Pennsylvania and Maryland, the border free 
States and the border slave States, did understand 
the question very well; but. that those living in 
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the extreme ‘South, in the cotton States, on the 
one hand, which lost very few slaves, and those 
living in the extreme northern States, on the other 
hand, who are so much excited on the question, 
and to whose States fugitives hardly ever escape, 
know very little about it, and that. their excite- 
ment is just: in- proportion to their distance from 
the dividing line, and their ignorance of the sub- 
jecte © i i pos be base 
1: Mr. MASON. “Well, sir, the substance of the 
remarks: of the Senator was that, in truth, there 
was hardly a grievance in it, either in the border 
States ‘or elsewhere. : I hardly felt myself called 
upon:to advert to statements of that kind before 
my constituents who know the facts. I thinkthe 
Senator ‘said that he did not suppose there had 
been.the value of $100,000 in slaves lost in twenty 
ears, : 

‘Mr. DOUGLAS. 1 said nothing of the kind, 
‘and did not allude to that subject. 

Mr. MASON. I beg the Senator’s pardon, 
then. J ascribed to him what fell from somebody 
else. The Senator from Ohio I believe it was 
who said it. Well, then, the Senators are mis- 
informed. In the report made to the Legislature 
some few years ago, on the occasion of some 
flagrant case, I think it was estimated that our 
loss was equal to $100,000 a year 

Mr, PUGH. It seems tome that the Senator 
from. Virginia, as well.as the Senator from Ken- 
tucky,is not keeping to the issue. The allega- 
tion of the Senator. from Georgia was not with 
regard to the escape of this property—I know that 
it escapes; but his allegation was that these States 
nullified the fugitive slave act; and I said that 
neither Virginia, nor all the southern States put 
together, have ever lost $100,000 of property by 
violations of that law. The law may not be 
sufficient. Property may escape. T do not know 
what escapes that way; but let us have the prop- 
osition, 

- Mr. MASON. Mr. President, when I came 
here at this session I thought the argument was 
exbausted. Wo know what our gricvances are; 
we have felt them year afier year; and know that 
they are unredressed. Still, gentlemen tell me 
that it is not because they do not enforce the fagi- 
tive slave law; they will onforce it if we bring it 
into their courts, they say. That may be; but we 
feel humiliated that we live in a common Govern- 
ment, as members of a common Government, that 
we have a covenant for our rights, and that cov- 
enantis habitually disregarded; and we are not 
answered when we are told thatif we will get the 
case into court the grievance shall be redressed. 

Sir, we know that when a slave escapes from 
the borders of Virginia, and gets into the State of 
Pennsylvania, and the owner or the agent of the 
owner pursues him; he docs it at the peril of his 
life, and at the peril of-his liberty; and that under 
the laws of that State. I know it. We had in 
the county adjoining the one where I live, within 
a very few years, avery respectable and respons- 
ible gentleman there, in the county of Hamp- 
shire, who lost two or three slaves. “He pursued 
them with a member of his family, a nephew, 
into the State of Pennsylvania; and they were 
not only rescued from their hands when they were 
seized, but the nephew being present and the 

` owner not, he was incarcerated, put in jail, and 

ut under bonds to take his trial as a felon. I 

knew the men; I: knew it was the property of the 
men. ‘Their lives were imperiled py a mob; and 
this young man went’back and stood his trial 
upon an indictment as a felon, and the expenses 
were borne by the State of Virginia. 

We havea covenant and a Constitution that 
this all shall not bc; we are members of a com- 
mon Government, over which that Constitution 
extends; and I say, sir, we are humiliated and 
dishonored in our own eyes that we remain mem- 
bers of a common Government, when the cove- 
nant is not only not regarded; but when our peo- 
ple are imperiled if they go to enforce it. Iam 
notauswered when I am told that in this case, or 
in that case, or the other case, before sach a 
judge as doubtless the honorable Senator from 
Ulinois was while he was a judge in his own State, 
the law has been fairly and honorably adminis- 
tered. 

Sir, the offense is, that in the non-slaveholding 
States they do not see that that covenant is exe- 
cuted. It is their duty to us, as their confederates 
in acommon Government, that they shall see that 


itis executed; and I am not answered when I am 
told that the Supreme Court has decided that the 
burden of executing the Constitution is upon the 
Federal Government, and not upon the State gov- 
ernments. They. have given it that construction; 
but is it not the duty of the State governments, 
if they intend to live in peace and in harmony 
with their neighbors, orif they intend to preserve, 
this Constitution, is it not the duty of the States 
to také care that their people shall observe the 
law, and by State legislation, by those very police 
enactments to which the honorable Senator refers, 
to preserve, not the peace alone, but the honor of 
their people? They came under this Government, 
and if they expect us to live with them, we have 
a right to exact that thcy shall see that the cove- 
nant is faithfully carried into execution. 

That is the grievance. The loss of property 
continuing for years is felt; and our people feel, 
and ought to feel, that they are degraded, when 
their property is lost and they have no govern- 
ment at home or in the Federal power which will 
protect them or return it. I know of one gentle- 
man, my neighbor, a comparatively young man, 
who has already lost $10,000 worth of that prop- 
erty; Í know of another who is my neighbor who 
lost $10,000 of it by one escape; and they live 
under a government in the State of Virginia that 
is incapable of protecting them; and why? Be- 
cause she is under engagements to the Federal 
Government which she regards, and the Federal 
engagements to her are disregarded: that is the 
grievance. I thought the argument was ended; 
and yet gentlemen rise now and say, ** really that 
is no grievance at all, and if you are going to di- 
vide the Union on that, let us have up each indi- 
vidual case, and we can show you that you are 
mistaken; that you are suffering no grievance.” F 
really did nat fee! called upon to respond to it 
until it was suggested by the honorable Senator 
from Illinois in his reference to the border States. 
The loss of property is felt; the loss of honor is 
felt still more. I say my people are degraded and 
humiliated when they are conscious that they 
tolerate a Government which is incapable of pro- 
tecting them, refuses to protect them, and the 
yct remain in that Government. That is their 
tondition, . 

I did not intend to go into it, for I really sup- 
posed the argument was exhausted. We are to 
deal now with facts, and among them is this one 
in regard to fugitive slaves. It is only one. I 
have never yet brought my judgment to the con- 
viction that we in Virginia should break up this 
Union, or counsel others to break up this Union, 
for that reason alone—not because the fugitive 
slave law has not been administered—it may be 
administered when the Federal power can be 
brought to bear upon it. That, as I said, is not 
the. grievance; it is that we are living under a 
common Government with those who do not keep 
faith in that particular. I have not brought my 
judgment to believe that we should break up the 
Government on that accountalone. It is only 
one of the list. I would refer to another of these 
Federal relations in regard to slaves—the case of 
Lemmon and his slaves in New York. As well 
as I recollect it, he was a gentleman from Vir- 
ginia, who was going to Texas, taking with him 
his slaves, to settle there.’ He could not sail 
directly for Texas from any port in Virginia; and 
he went.to New York simply to embark, and for 
no other purpose. His property was taken from 
him and set free; he was despoiled of it by the 
laws of New York. I do not deny the right of 
New York to pass such laws as she deems proper; 
Ido not complain that New York passes such 
laws as she thinks proper; but I say we are 
humiliated if we live under a common Govern- 
ment with a State that treats her confederates in 
that manner. Why, sir, in Michigan they have 
a law which makes ita felony ifa gentleman pass 
ing near goes into the State with his slave and 
claims him as his slave while he is there; and 
that is a common Government, a Government of 
equals, a fraternal Government! It may very | 
well happen that one ignorant of the laws of | 
Michigan, who is passing through Canada, may 
go into Michigan, merely in transitu through that 
State; but he will be pounced upon as a violator 
of its laws, and subjected to a felon’s doom. 
Michigan has a right to pass such laws as she 
pleases; but I say we are humiliated if we remain 


under a common Government with those who ad- 


minister the Government with us upon ‘such. & 
policy. . eek? 
That isthe grievance, and that it was which 
led'me to say, in some remarks I made yesterday, 
that if we are to continue under this Federal Gov- 
ernment in any form, if the Government is not to 


| be broken.to pieces and irretrievably ruptured, if 


any remedy can he ‘found for the, grievances of 
which we complain in the South, it is not to be 


found in the Halls of Congress; it is beyond the 


reach of their legislation; it Must be found in the 
conventions of the people in the States. They 
must act as States, and determine for themselves 
whether they will remain in the Confederacy, in- 
sisting upon their present line of policy, or whether 
they will allow that Confederacy to be broken. 
The people must determine. I confess I have 
been disappointed, seeing what we see.is taking 
place at the South now, that there are nó move- 
ments of any kind in the free States to go into 
convention, far more to call their Legislatures. 
Tam free to say that I have an earnést desire to 
remain in the Confederation—I believe such is the 
fecling of my State, and certainly itis my own; 
but I know, knowing the spirit of my people, that 
they are conscious that the time has come now 
for a settlement, and a final settlement; that that 
settlement cannot be had in Congress, it is to 
be had by the States; and that nothing can either 
continue the present Union or enable us to recon- 
struct it, unless we can get substantial, unequiv- 
ocal evidence from the non-slaveholding States 
that they will permit us, enable us, to live with- 
them under a common Government, by legislating 
at home in aid of the Federal Government where 
it may be necessary, in such manner as to carry 
the covenants of the Constitution into effect. 
There the remedy must’ come from. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. I trust I shall be pardoned 
for another word. The Senator from Virginia 
makes it a point of complaint now that $ we,” as - 
he uses the term—meaning, of course, Virginia 
and her sister slaveholding States—are humiliated 
in living in a Union with other States where good 
faith is not kept. This is a serious charge. : 

Mr. MASON, The Senator has not exactly 
stated my position. Isay the people of Virginia 
must feel humiliated, I certainly do, in living in 
a Government under a covenant which the other, 
parties to it do not keep, and which, while we 
remain under a common Government, we have it 
not in our power to make them kcep, and there- 
fore the people of Virginia are under a Govern- 
ment incapable of protecting them in their rights 
of property. That is it. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. I accept the explanation 
with pleasure. Then the complaint is, that we 
do not keep the covenant provided for in the Con- 
stitution. That covenant is, that fugitive slaves 
shall be surrendered. We acknowledge the cov- 
enant; and I understand that our pledge is, that 
we will keop it in the mode contemplated by the 
Constitution. Whatwasthat mode? First, that 
Congress should supply the requisite legislation 
necessary to carry that obligation into effect. 
Congress did, in 1793, pass a bill that was sup- 

osed to be sufficient. In 1850, a supplementary 
aw was passed. Why? Because the Supreme 
Court of the United States had decided that so 
much of the act of 1793 as made it the duty of 
justices of the peace and other State officers to 
execute the Constitution of the United States was 
not binding. That decision rendered it neces- 
sary for us to pass a new law to remedy that evil, 
by which United States officers should be substi- 
tuted for those of the States, in obedience to the 
decision of the Supreme Court of the United 
States. Inasmuch as we of the free States did 
not perhaps understand the subject as well as the 
slaveholding States, we agreed, by common con- 
sent, that the slaveholding Statés should make 
their own law; and finding no man in America 
so well qualified to prepare a good law, exactly 
adapted to the faithful exccution of this obligation, 
as the Senator from Virginia, to him was assigned 
the duty and honor of preparing the law. We 
passed his law into effect. The law now, which 
it 1s complainec does not work well, is the oné 
which he wrdte. We took it, I believe, as he 
prepared it; and we are now told that'we. are 
guilty of bad faith, because his law is not exe- 
cuted! Whose fault is it that it is not executed? 
The Supreme Court hay decided that it is the 
duty of the Federal Government to execute the 
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law. He does not complain that the Federal Ad- 
ministration has not done its duty under the law. 
He makes no such complaint of Mr. Buchanan 
or of Mr. Pierce or of Mr. Fillmore, and those 
are the only Presidents we have had since his 
Jaw took effect. If they have performed their 
duty in good faith under the law, and yet the 
obligations of the Constitution are not fulfilled, 
there must be a defect in the law. If the law 
which he gave us, and which, at the time, he sup- 
posed was sufficient to perform the constitutional 
obligation, has proved to be insufficient, I should 


suppose that he would see the propriety of bring- f 


ing forward an amendment to his own law, in- 
stead of referring the matter to a convention of 
the people of Virginia. If that law is not suf- 
ficient to perform the constitutional obligation, it 
is his duty and mine to make it sufficient. Iam 
ready to-day to vote for any supplementary law 
that may be necessary and proper to carry out 
in good faith that obligation of the Constitution. 
-If the Senator will indicate it, will prepare it, and 
bring it into the Senate, [ doubt not that it will 
be passed before the 4th of March, and become 
the law of the land. 
Then, sir, why isit that the non-execution of 
a law, or a defect in an act of Congress; cannot 
be remedied in Congress, but must be referred to 
a convention of the States? And what sort of a 
convention of the States is proposed? Notacon- 
vention of all the States; but it is proposed that 
the southern States shall go into convention by 
themselves, and the northern States by them- 
selves; and when they get into separate conven- 
tions the same misapprehensions that have blinded 
the judgment of Senators here will blind the judg- 
ment of the conventions; and each convention 
will criminate against the other section, and have 
nobody there to expose the error. ‘The Senator 
thinks it a misfortune that we have got upon these 
details. Iam delighted that we have some spe- 
cifications, so that we can discuss details. All I 
ask is, that the specification of grievances shall be 
made out. Give us each charge and each specifi- 
cation. If there is any one that can be substanti- 
ated, I will vote for the necessary legislation and 
the necessary power in the Executive to remove 
it; and every one that is not true should be aban- 
doned. I hold that there iso grievance growing 
out of a non-fulfillment of constitutional obliga- 
tions, which cannot be remedied under the Con- 
stitution and within the Union; and I hold that 
every constitutional obligation imposed by that 
instrument must be executed by the Federal Gov- 
ernment. If legislation is necessary, Congress is 
the proper tribunal to furnish that legislation, and 
not conventions of the separate States. These 
suggestions of conventions by separate States it 
is easy to understand. It is departing from the 
Constitution of our country. The Constitution 
does not prescribe that as a mode of fulfilling con- 
stitutional obligations. The Constitution has 
pointed out a mode by which constitutional obli- 
gations shall be fulfilled. When legislation is 
necessary, let us cnact it. Let him who says 
there is not the requisite legislation point out the 


defect, and bring in the bill that will afford the | 


requisite legislation. Then, if the Executive does 
not fulfill his duty by executing the laws faith- 
fully, let us have him impeached. The Consti- 
tution has prescribed the mode of doing it; has 
pointed out the tribunal to impeach him, and 
the tribunal to try him. So long as there is no 
complaint that the Executive has not done his 
duty, it follows either that the laws have been 
faithfally exceuted, or that there is a defect in 
them, If there isa defect in the law, it is the fault 
of theSenator from Virginia and myself that such 
defect exists; and, as he framed the law, he, of all 
men on earth, is under the highest moral obliga- 
tion to revise his own work, and give us a good 
law, and not break up the Government because 
he framed a bad law, and refuses to correct the 
error. 

Mr. WIGFALL obtained the floor. 

Mr. MASON. Mr. President, one word—— 

Mr. WIGFALL. I have but a few words to 
say myself. 

r. DOUGLAS. I think it right that the Sen- 
ator from Virginia should be heard in response 
to me. i 

Mr. MASON. The Senator from Illinożs points 
out no defect in the existing fugitive slave law, 
and I am unaware of any defect in it; I have 


never heard of any defect in it; and yet the Sen- 
ator says that if we do not recover our slaves it 
must be by reason of a defect in the law, and that 
we are at fault because we do not supply the de- 
ect. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. Either a defect in the law or 
a defect in the administration of the law. If you 
do not recover your property in a case where you 
bring it before the courts, that is the fault in the 
administration of the law; but if you do not 
bring it before the courts, it is your fault, not 
ours. 

Mr. MASON. If the honorable Senator ex- 
pects to qperate in the slightest degree on public 
sentiment in the South by meeting their allega- 
tions of grievances under the Union by that mode 
of argument, I say to him, with all respect, he 
will not only not do it, but he will actually in- 
flame it. hat I want to present is this: unless 
we have evidences from the people in the conven- 
tions of the States to show us to the contrary, by 
adequate and undoubted security in some form, 
we are becoming satisfied that we cannot with 
Honor remainundera common Government. That 
is all. 

Mr. WIGFALL. Mr. President-—~ 

Mr. COLLAMER. Will the gentleman in- 
dulge me, for a moment, to make a suggestion to 
the Senator from Virginia? That Senator 1s aware, 
I presume, that in the Prigg case the Supreme 
Court decided that it was the exclusive power and 
duty of Congress to legislate under that clause of 
the Constitution. Is he not aware that it was 
further decided in that case that all State legisla- 
tion in aid of the return of fugitive slaves was un- 
constitutional and void? Is he notaware that that 
is the decision which blocks up any aid by State 
legislation in favor of returning fugitives ? 

Mr. WIGFALL. Mr. President, the Senator 
from Illinois says that he is gratified that we are 
going into details, discussing minor points—one 
of which was incidentally alluded to by the Sen- 


| ator from Georgia; for, in the catalogue of griev- 


ances, he mentioned incidentally this matter of 
the non-cxecution of the fugitive'slave bill. It is 
a matter that concerns very few States, and those 
that are concerned about it seem perfectly con- 
tent. That does not go to the gist-——— 

Mr. FOOT. Will the Senator let us adjourn? 

Mr. WIGFALL. No, 1 will notadjourn. I 
have something to say before I can agree to ad- 
journ. I beg the Senator’s pardon if f answered 

im brusquely. I did not so mean. 

The Senator from Ilinois says that he is glad 
we are going into details, and making specifica- 
tions; and he pledges himself here before the 
country, and as a Senator, that if we will make 
out our list of grievances, and state the specifica- 
tions, he, by his vote, will remove them. Now, 
sir, I accept the pledge, and I will state a griev- 
ance. Itis, that the inhabitants of a Territory, 
gathered from every quarter of the world—from 
the Five Points of New York and the purlieus 
of London—under homestead bills, have squatted 
upon domain that belongs to these States; that 
they, in their arrogance and impudence, counte- 
nanced by men whose opinions have in other 
days weighed with the people of the United States, 
and in open violation of the organic law, (if such 
a term can be applied to a mere parchment writing 
that passes the Federal Legislature,) in open vio- 
lation of the law of Congress that organized the 
Territory, have attempted to decide what is prop- 
erty and what is not, and to confiscate it. Now, 
I ask the Senator from Illinois whether he will 
vote to repeal their unconstitutional, illegal legis- 
lation, and whether he will vote, in order to re- 
store peace to the country, for enforcing the laws 
and protecting the rights of the people of the 
South in their property within the Territorics? 
That is one of the grievances under which we 
are excited, under which we are suffering. Itis 
one of the points that has excited the public mind 
as much as any other, and the country in which 
I live infinitely more than the fugitive slave bill, 
or all other bills upon that question. It is this 
attempt of the inhabitants of a Territory to as- 
sume powers which are denied, in this day and 
generation, the people of sovereign States. _ 

Now [ put it to the Senator from Illinois. I 
wish no dodging. Our proposition is, that slaves 
are property. We say thatthey are property by 
the laws of the States in which welive. We say 
that they are recognized as property by the Fed- 


eral Constitution. Three times in.that compact 
are they recognized as property.. First, there is 
a provision that, before the year.1808, the slave: 
trade should not be interrupted. ‘Then, it was 
recognized as a legitimate matter of. commerce. 
The slave trade could not by Congress: be inter-. 
fered with for twenty years. It: was. the only. 
branch of trade that could not be interfered with., 
This was a clear, distinct recognition of the prin- 
ciple that man has the right to own property.in 
man—yes, sir, and to traffic in the souls ‘and: 
bodies of men. That is in the Constitution. 
Another recognition of slaves as property is :in 
the further provision that when they escape they 
shall be delivered up on claim of their owners. 
The third is the provision as to taxation and rep- 
resentation. e say, then, that slaves are prop- 
erty by the law of the land; by our own State 
constitutions and State laws; that slaves are 
recognized in the Federal Constitution. as prop- 
erty. We say that within our own limits we 
will protect that species of: property., ‘Within 
the limits of the States Where itis aot property, 
we ask no protection. We say. that in all Fed- 
eral territory, in this District, of Columbia, .on 
board our merchant vessels when three miles 
from shore, wherever the Federal flag floats, or 
the Federal laws extend, or the Federal courts 
have jurisdiction, there we are entitled to pro- 
tection unless this Government is unlike any 
other Government that ever was instituted by 
man, and is not pledged to protect the property 
of citizens that is within and under its jurisdic- 
tion. These being our views, we demand that 
inthe District of Columbia, in the forts, in the 
navy-yards, in the dock-yards, on board of our 
merchant vessels when three miles from land, and 
inthe Territories, that species of property shall 
be protected by Federal legislation. ill the 
Senator give us that protection? 

Mr. DOUGLAS. I will answer the question 
of the Senator. I think he is utterly mistaken in 
supposing that that is the cause of complaint. .T 
think he is utterly mistaken in supposing the 
Union is to be dissolved. because of the violation 


| of southern rights in that matter—— 


Mr. WIGFALL. Though I took my seat, T 
gave way simply that the Senator might answer 
my question. Ifheis going to answer it, enough; 
if not, I propose to go on. ; 

Mr. DOUGLAS. I propose to answer by 
showing that that is not a cause of grievance; and 
I prove it by the Journal of this body, because a 
majority of this Senate, the Senator included, 
voted under oath this very year, that that is not 
the cause. 

Mr. WIGFALL, Show it. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. I think I am not mistaken 
as to the Senator’s vote. When the resolutions 
of the Senator from Mississippi [Mr. Davis] 
were up, and an amendment was offered by the 
other Senator from Mississippi, [Mr. Brown,] 
declaring that there was now a necessity for le- 
gislation to protect slave property in the Territo- 
ries, the Senate voted it down: They voted that 
there was no such cause existing; that no such 
outrage had occurred as to create a necessity for 
legislation by this Government, and consequently 
they would not cnact it. 

Mr. WIGFALL. Will the Senator turn to 
the record? because I do not care about being 
tried without it. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. Therecord ishere. I make 
the statement. 

Mr. WIGFALL. I deny it. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. When those resolutions 
were brought up, the Senator from Mississippi 
(Mr. Brown] moved to amend by saying that a 
cause now existed; and he brought in, also, a 
bill to protect slave property in the Territories, 
and the Senate voted it down on the ground that 
the necessity does not now exist, although they 
thought the time might come when it would. 

Mr. WIGFALL. No, sir. I deny it flatly 
and unqualifiedly. 

Mr. DOUGLAS.. I will not, sir, at this late 
hour, go into the record, because it would take 
some time to hunt it up and present it; but Tam 
ready to hunt itup. But the statement that this 
Union is to be dissolved because of an apprehen- 
sion that we will not do what no-one of these 
gentlemen has brought in a bill to do, is a very 
extraordinary declaration. . Hf the grievance 18 
that we have not passed laws to protect slavery 
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in the Territories, why does not some one of you 
bring ina bill totprotect slavery in the Territories ? 
It will wot do for you to say you will destroy the: 
Union for fear we will not do that which no man 
of you will bring forward a law to do.. Nor will 
it do for you.to assume that such a bill would 
not be passed, until -you,make the effort.” Tam 
ready to meet that question. whenever you bring 


up the bill. Point out your grievance, write your 


bill to fit the grievance, andafter you. have pre- 
pared your bill, I will discuss its provisions with 
you; and-when you come to its passage, then I 
will show ‘you my vote on the bill itself; and 
I want you to record yours at the same time. ` It 
will be timè enough for yòù to assign that as a 
cause for-breaking up the Union when you have 
made an effort and have failed in getting the law 
passed. : : 
“Mr. WIGFALL. Mr. President, the Senator 
from Diinois, instead of answering my question, 
with what might be considered Yankee shrewd- 
ness propounds another; and instead of speaking 
to my indictment, he prefers one against me. 
Now, sir, [ stand upon the record, and defy him 
to produce it here. When the Senator from Mis- 
sissippi [Mr. Davis] introduced resolutions set- 
ting forth the doctrines which I have stated, af- 
firming the right to. protect property, the other 
Senator from Mississippi [Mr. Brown] intro- 
duced another resolution, the precise words of 
which I do not now recollect; but it declared that 
an emergency had now arisen requiring legisla- 
tron i 

Mr. DAVIS. “ Experience having shown that 
the Constitution and common law do not afford 
us sufficient protection.” That was the language. 

Mr. WIGFALL. Bethatasit may, when that 
question came up, I voted for Mr. Davis’s reso- 
lution, which contained a clear, distinct declara- 
tion that we were bound to protect slave property 
wherever protection was necessary; and I did not 
vote for Mr. Brown’s resolution, for the rea- 
sons which were then given, that as to the fact 
whether a prohibitory law had passed in Kansas 
or not, I was not advised, nor as to whether such 
a law would be there enforced; and I was nat ad- 
vised whether the courts would then immediately 

> bring a case up; and for divers other reasons, I 
chose not to vote for it. It was, in addition to 
that, changing the issue. 

Mr. DAVIS. If my friend from Texas will 
allow me, f think I can assist his memory. The 
resolution which was voted upon and négatived 
was one which declared that experience had shown 
that the Constitution and common law did not 
afford sufficient protection to property in slaves 
in the Territories. The bill, which was to annul 
the legislation of Kansas, was referred to a com- 
mittee, and was reported back by that committee, 
and you never voted upén it at all, because it 
never was brought toa vote. There was no vote 
upon the direct question. 

Mr. WIGFALL. I have, sir, confused 

Mr. DOUGLAS. I should like to have the 
Senator from Mississippi [Mr. Brown] state 
what his amendment was. I was sick at the time, 
and absent from the Senate. [have stated it from 
recollection of itas it was in the newspapers; but 
if I find that I have done the Senator from Texas 
injustice on a matter of fact, I should like an op- 
portunity to correct it; but I would like the Sen- 
ator from Mississippi, who moved theamendment, 
to state what it was, 

Mr. WIGFALL. Do you mean Mr. Brown’s 
amendment to Mr. Davis’s resolution ? 

Mr. DOUGLAS., Yes, sir. 

Mr. WIGFALL. I recollect it: 
the emergency had already arisen. 

Mr. BROWN. I suppose, with the indul- 
gence of Senators, I can state preciscly what wore 
the facts. My colleague introduced resolutions, 
one of which was to this efféct—I may not quote 
the language precisely: that whenever experi- 
ence shall show that the executive and judicial 
branches of the Government have not safficient 
powers to give adequate protection to slave prop- 
erty in the Territories, then it will become neces- 
sary and proper for the Congress to interpose and 
give that protection. That was the fifth resolu- 
tion in the series. I, from circumstances which 
Tdo not detail, as I have been interpolated into 
this discussion, believing the emergency had al- 
ready arisen, moved, as an amendment, a resolu- 

tion declaring that experience having already 


It was that 


shown that the Constitution and the common law 
do not afford sufficient protection, it has become 
the duty of Congress to interpose and afford that 
protection. That was the substance of those 
resolutions. And now, in reference to the bill 
which I introduced—a bill to annul the laws of 
Kansas abolishing slavery in that Territory, and 
denouncing penalties against the master who 
claimed the right of property in a slave: I pre- 
sented it upon a certifed copy of an act of the 
Territorial Legislature of 
they had passed laws not only abolishing slavery 
in that Territory, but denouncing the penalty (if 
my memory serves me) of $200 fine—a fine, at all 
events—and imprisonment. I referred that bill 
to the Committee on Territories, of which my 
friend from Missouri [Mr. Green] is chairman. 

At the same session we had a bill, from the 
House of Representatives, repealing the laws of 
New Mexico protecting slavery. My bill, ac- 
cording to my recollection, was held by the com- 
mittee one hundred and ten days, or about that 
time. In the same month, and within ten days 
of each other, the Senator from Missouri reported 
back both bills. He reported against the bill of 
the House of Representatives, and reported in 
favor of discharging the committee from the fur- 
ther consideration of my bill. As I understood 
the report on my bill, it was this: that the propo- 
sition was not worthy of consideration, I know 
the committee did not say so; but when a Senate 
or House committee have propositions which they 
think not worthy of consideration, they ask to be 
discharged from them. They are not regarded as 
worthy of being reported for or against. That is 
the way I view it. There was no vote upon the 
bill in the Senate, as my colleague says. I rose 
in my place, on the report of the Senator from 
Missouri being made, (and, if the record is cor- 
rectly kept, it will show it,) and objected to the 
consideration of the report then. The report on 
the House bill was considered, and the Senate 
agreed to it, ' 

Mr. GREEN. No. 

Mr. BROWN. I think so. My friend will 
find, when he looks to the record, that he is mis- 
taken. 

Mr. GREEN. The report on the House bill 
was not considered, and it is now depending on 
the Calendar. 

Mr. BROWN. The Senator will find himself 
mistaken. 

Mr. GREEN. I know I am not. 

Mr. BROWN. Iwill consult the record. 

Mr. WIGFALL. That is not the question. 

Mr. BROWN. lam answering the question 
put to me by the Senator from Illinois. 

Mr. WIGFALL. Thatis going off on an out- 
side issue. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. If the Senator from Texas 
will allow me, I will now present the record. I 
have here the Journal. His statement is, that 
because we do not pass acts of Congress to protect 
slave property in the Territories, that fact is one 
of the causes for dissolving or breaking up the 
Union. 

Mr. WIGFALL. No sir. I said that one of 
the causes, and one that has created more excite- 
ment and dissatisfaction than any other, is, that 
this Government will not hereafter, and when it 
is necessary, interpose to protect slaves as prop- 
erty in the ‘Territories; and I asked the Senator 
if he would abandon his squatter-sovereignty no- 
tions and agree to protect slaves as all other 
property? 

Mr. DOUGLAS. My answer tothat was this: 
that no such necessity yet exists, and that the 
Senator so voted, and the Senate so voted, at the 
last session; and I could not imagine that he was 
going to break up the Government on account of 
evils that do not exist, and may never arise. He 
denies that he ever voted that there is no such 
necessity existing, I have the record. 

Mr. WIGEFALL. Well, now, read it. 

Mr.DOUGLAS. Theresolutionof Mr. Davis, 
of Mississippi, or rather one of his series of res- 
olutions, was this: 

«That the existing condition of the Territories of the 


United States does not require the intervention of Congress | 
for the protection of property in slaves,” 


Mr. DAVIS. Oh, no. No such resolution. 
Mr. WIGKALL. ftis Mr. Cumeman’s res- 


ansas, showing that 


olution, not Mr. Davis’s, that you arc reading. 


Mr. DOUGLAS. Perhaps I have got the 
wrong resolution. ; 

Mr. DAVIS, Oh, very wrong. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. Nevermind. Ido notcare 
whether itis Mr. Davis’s or Mr. Curseman’s. 

Mr. DAVIS. But that is very different from 
what Mr. Davis proposed. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. Yes, if it turns out that” 
way: 

& On motion by Mr. Brown, to amend the same by strik- 
ing out the word ‘not ;’so that it would read : 

“That the existing condition of the Territorics of the 
United States does require the intervention of Congress 
for the protection of property in staves.” 

Mr. WIGFALL. I voted against that. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. On the vote being taken, the 
Senate refused to strike out the word “ not,” the 
Senator from Texas included. 

Mr. WIGFALL. Yes. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. So as to leave the resolution 
to stand that it did not require it, instead of that 
it did. Now, 1 should like to sce whether the 
same amendment was not offered to the reso- 
lution of the Senator from Mississippi, [Mr. 
Dai 

Mr. DAVIS. 1 wanted to say to the Senator 
that it was Mr. Cuineman’s amendment to my 
resolution, and that now he perceives the very 
great importance of his not making the mistake; 
because that was not one of the series, and was 
not a resolution adopted. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. As 1 said, if you will give 
me an opportunity, if pou will give me until to- 
morrow morning, I will examine the record. 

Mr. DAVIS. Of course. 

Mr. WIGFALL. 1 have not the slightest ob- 
jection. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. I still understand the Sen- 
ator from Mississippi [Mr. Brown] to have 
moved an affirmative proposition that interven- 
tion was necessary, and that the Senate voted it 
down. At any rate, if intervention was neces- 
sary, and Senators would not bring in a bill for 
it, that only shows that those gentlemen were all 
recreant to the cause of the South in not bringing 
itin; and when they never have brought in the 
bill, certainly they are not going to dissolve the 
Union because I was not in favor of it. 

Mr. WIGFALL. Oh, we do not intend to 
dissolve it atall! [Laughter.] 

Mr. IVERSON. Allow me to go over that 
matter, to place myself right. 

Mr, WIGEFALL. You voted with the rest of 
us on that matter? i 

Mr. IVERSON. No. 

Mr. WIGFALL. You voted against us? 

Mr. IVERSON. Yes, sir. 

Mr. WIGFALL. Then you voted right,and 
you need not explain. [Laughter.] The Senator 
from North Carolina [Mr. Cumeman] intro» 
duced a resolution— 

“That. the existing condition of the Territories of the 
United States does not require the intervention of Congress 
for the protection of property in slaves.” 

Mr. Brown moved to strike out “ not,” and 
declare— 

“That the existing condition of the Territories of the 
United States does require the intervention of Congress 
for the protection of property in slaves.” 

I voted against both, and Senators here will rec- 
ollect well, these who were in the Chamber, that 
I gave as a reason, that the Senator from Missis- 
sippi (Mr. Davis] had introduced a resolution 
setting forth a principle—the duty of the Govern- 
ment to afford protection to slave property—and 
that I was willing to vote for that principle; that 
the other Senator from Mississippi [Mr. 3nowN] 
and the Senator from North Carolina [Mr. Crina- 
MAN] were coupling it with a fact, and that Iwas 
opposed to mixing questions of law and of fact 
at that time. { said it was a matter upon which 
I was not advised; and I recollect very well say- 
ing, jestingly, that Í supposed it would be very 
well to have the question of fact referred to the 
Covode committee, and geta report on it at the 
next session of Congress. 

I voted against the resolution declaring that the 
emergency already existed; 1 voted against the 
resolution declaring that it did not exist. Idid 
not choose to be diverted from the direct path of 
duty which lay before me; and that was, to haye 
a declaration of a great principle. 1 beg pardon 
of the Senator from Illinois for using the phrase 
* great principle.” I did not mean it disrespect- 


1860. 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


fully; but I did regard that as a great principle, 
and under. those circumstances vote against 
both resolutions that have been referred to. 

Mr. DAVIS. With the permission of the Sen- 
ator, I will move thar the Senate do now adjourn, 
in order that he may continue his remarks. 

Mr. WIGFALL. The Senate seems to be 
thin, and Senators seem to be fatigued. I bave 
no objection to the Senate adjourning now, and 
making the few remarks I intend to make in the 
morning. I therefore yield to the motion. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate 
adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Tuespay, December 11, 1860. 


‘The House met at twelve o'clock, m. Prayer 
by the Chaplain, Rev. Tuomas H. STOCKTON. 
TheJournalof yesterday wasread andapproved. 


PERSONALEXPLANATION. 


Mr. LEACH, of North Carolina, said he came 
into, the House yesterday suffering from indis- 
position; that during the discussion on theamend- 
ment to the Treasury note bill, introduced by the 
gentleman from Georgia, [Mr. Crawrorp,| he 
became too unwell to remain longer; and that, 
had he been present, he should have voted in the 
affirmative on the first branch of said amendment, 


REPORT FROM TIE POST OFFICE DEPARTMENT. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House a com- 
munication from the Postmaster General, trans- 
mitting the information called for by resolution 
of the House of Representatives, showing the 
distances by the usual mail routes from the post 
office of each Senator and Representative in Con- 
gress to the city of Washington; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Mileage, and ordered 
to be printed, 

NEW YORK CONTESTED-ELECTION CASE. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House the 
testimony in the New York contested-clection 
case, as to the seat of Mr. Sickues; which was 
referred to the Committee of Elections, and or- 
dered to be printed. 


SERVICE ON SPECIAL COMMITTEE. 


The SPEAKER declared the business in order 
to be the motion of Mr. Hawkins to -be excused 
from service on the special committee of one from 
each State, to which was referred that portion of 
the President’s message relating to secession move- 
ments. A 

Mr. COBB. Itisnotmy purpose, Mr. Speaker, 
to occupy the time of the Flouse by any extended 
remarks on this subject. Lam satisfied that the 


eyes of the whole country are now directed tothe | 


proceedings of this House, watching what this 


ouse will do, and what report this special com- | 


mittee will make. I am anxious myself to see 
the report of that committee, hoping—although I 
must confess, such hopes are faint—that some 

ood may result from the action of the committee. 
f anything is to be done to save my State, it 
must be done immediately. The election for dele- 
gates to the convention takes place on the 24th of 
this month, and the convention meets on the 7th 
of next month. {would like to make known my 
views in relation to the various questions that 
have brought about the excitement which now 
pervades the whole land; but a sense of duty ad- 
monishes me to withhold the expression of those 
views and to ask that the previous question be 
sustained, in order that we may have a vote on 
excusing the gentleman from Florida, as we will 
have togo over the same ground in relation to other 
members of the committee. If we take up so 


much time in discussing the questions that are | 


to come before the committee, the committee itself 
will not be able to take hold of the subject now 
agitating the country; and men’s minds will be 
kept in agitated suspense. . 

‘What mean the crowded galleries here to-day? 
The question is easily answered. It shows the 
excitement which pervades the public mind, not 
only here but all over the country. The people 
are looking daily and hourly for this House to 
do something. Shall I now monopolize the time 
which ought to be used by this committee in dis- 
cussing the questions which will necessarily come 
up before them, and come up before the House 
after the report shall have been made? I think I 
ought not to do so; and I trust that the House, 
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when I ask the previous question under these 
considerations, will stop this debate, organize the 
special committee, and submit the question to 
their consideration; so that they may, if they 
can, present something to cause harmony among 
the people of the country. The papers this morn- 
ing reflect a gleam of light from Boston, which, 
may, perhaps, have a tendency to quiet the pub- 
lic mind. Let the people of the northern States 
meet in convention, and fet them, whenever elec- 
tions are pending, give demonstration to the 
country that there is now a returning sense of 
justice, and that the questions which agitated the 
country will be taken-hold of by the people them- 
selves. . 

I hope that the committee will be allowed to 
engage in the duties assigned to them, and en- 
deavor to present something to the consideration 
ofthe Houseand thecountry. Itis possible thatthe 
committee may be able to do something to har- 
monize the country. I know that my State will 
not remain in this Confederacy longer than the 
15th of January, unless something bedone. M 
prayer is that somethingymay be done by ahah 
that State may remain in this Union upon consti- 
tutional and equal principles. I am nota seces- 
sionist. I desire peace. But, sir, I desire thatany 
State may be awarded ber rights under the Con- 
stitution. Ifthat can be done, may God help us 
to remain in the Union so long as the sun shines! 
but if not, then my prayers will not be sent forth 
for the perpetuity of this happy Government. I 
call the previous question. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Mississippi. I hope the gen- 
tleman from Alabama will withdraw that demand 
for the present. I desire to detain the House for 
four or five minutes only. 

Mr. COBB. Iwill withdraw the demand, hoping 
that the gentleman will renew it when he shall 
have concluded. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Mississippi. Mr. Speaker, the 
members from Florida [Mr. Hawxrys] and from 
South Carolina [Mr. Boyce] have each requested 
this House to relieve them from serving on this 
committee, and have given their reasons therefor, 
It may not be improper to give some explanation 
of my determined course of action, I accept the 
appointment, and shall meet with the committee. 
For this I may be blamed here—I may be censured 
at home; stil], since my judgment dictates this 
course as proper, and my conscience approves, I 
defy the world’s opinion. 

T stand here to-day, not the Representative of 
my own preferences, but the interest of fourteen 
thousand voters in my district. Their interests 
and their wishes shall be the rule of my action 
while I hold a seat upon this floor. 

I must be allowed to express my regret that 
the resolution creating this committee came from 
a southern member. It, however, did, and from 
a distinguished sen of the Commonwealth of Vir- 
ginia, and was indorsed by a very large majority 
of members from the southern States. I cannot} 
therefore consider it dishonorable to serve on it. 
While { expect nothing useful to the harmony of 
the country from the action of this committee, I; 


shall guard against its being made to operate to |; 


arrest the present action of the southern States 
in the progress they are making to secure their 
equality and their rights out of the Union, since 
they are unable to obtain them in it. 

In my judgment, a proper respect for the dig- | 
e South.demands that the members on 
the committee from the southern States should all 
withdraw, and leave the Republican members to 
meet, consult, and submit an ultimatum for the 
separate consideration of the several delegations 
from the southern States. Since, however, this 
will not be done, I shall act with them in the hope 
that no southern member will so far disregard his 
self-respect as to propose terms to the northern 
members. lam of the opinion that our present 
Constitution is quite ample to secure to the south- 
ern States all rights, State and individual, if hon- 
estly and faithfully administered in strict accord- 
ance with itslctterand spirit; and asthe conscience 
of the Republican party will not allow it thus to 
be executed, I do not hope we can find any se- 
curity in any compromise or in avy reconstruc- 
tion of the Constitution, The only safe guarantee | 
we can rely upon is evidence that fanaticism has 
been extinguished in the mind of the people of | 
the North, and that a sense of justice has been 
restored. It has well been said, “Our Union 


resis upon public opinion.” Then, if it lives at 
all, it mustiive in the affection of the people; and 
as that has ‘been entirely extinguished—at least 
so far as the Republican party is .concerned—I 
have no hope of maintaining it by compromises 
or the use of the sword. Any policy, then, of the 
now dominant Republican party which destroys 
all affection for the Union in the hearts of the 
people of the slave States, must, and hasalready, 
destroyed the only cord that can bind the Union. 

In my judgment, the subject-matter referred to 
this committee, does not properly belong to this 
House, and should not have originated ‘here. 
The alarming controversy which now so gen- 
erally disturbs the popular mind of this great 
nation, grows out of principles and systems ad- 
vanced by the dominant party of the free States 
of this Union, which, in the estimation of the 
slave States, are subversive of the constitutional 
compact between the States, and directly at war 
with their safety and material interests. It has 
thus become a direct issue between the States, and 
can only be adjusted and arranged by them. We 
cannot do anything, in a controversy like this, 
to bind the States, and it is fruitless to try it. 

The Senators are the representatives of the 
States, and if any action is had by Congress upon 
this subject, it should have originated. with them, 
and not with us. 

I can butregard this committee asa tub thrown 
out to the whale to amuse only until the 4th of 
March next; and thus arrest the present noble 
and manly movements of the southern States to 
provide by that day for their security and safety 
out of the Union. 

With these views, I take my place on the com- 
mittee, for the purpose of preventing it being 
made a means of deception, by which the public 
mind is to bë misled and misguided; yet intend- 
ing honestly and patriotically to entertain an 
fair proposition for adjustment of pending evils 
which the Republican members may submit. 

In obedience to my promise, I now renew the 
demand for the previous question. 

Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. _ I hope the gentle- 
man will not call for the previous question until 
we shall have heard from some gentleman upon 
the other side of the House. I particularly desire 
to hear from some gentleman from the other side 
upon this question. (Cries of ‘ Question!’ from’ 
the Republican side.] 

The previous question was seconded, and the 
main question ordered to be put. 

The SPEAKER stated the question to be upon 
excusing the gentleman from Florida from serv- 
ing on the committee. 

Mr. HAWKINS called for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and it was decided in 
the negative—yeas 95, nays 101; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Thomas L. Anderson, Ashley, Avery, 
Barksdale, Barr, Bealc, Bingham, Blair, Blake, Boteler, 
Branch, Bristow, Brown, Burnett, Burnham, Carey, Case, 
John B: Clark, Clopton, Colfax, Burton Craige, Crawford, 
Curry, De Jarnetie, Dunn, Edgerton, Etheridge, Fenton, 
Florence, Frank, Garnett, Gartrell, Gilmer, Hale, Hall, 
Hamilton, Hardeman, J, Morrison Harris, John T, Harris, 
Hatton, Hickman, Hindman, Houston, Hughes, Hutchins,” 
Irvine, Jenkins, Jones, William Kellogg, ‘Kilgore, Lan- 
drum, Leake, Love, Loyejoy, Maclay, Mallory, Elbert 8. 
Martin, Milson, Millward, Laban. T. Moore, Sydenham 
Moore, Morse, Nelson, Niblack, Pendleton, Pettit, Peyton, 
Potter, Pryor, Quarles, Reagan, Edwin R. Reynolds, Riggs, 
Ruffin, Scott, Simms, William N. H. Smith, Stallworth, 
Stanton, Stevenson, William Stewart, Stratton, Thomas, 
Tompkins, Underwood, Vallandigham, Vance, Wade, 
Waldron, Cadwalader C. Washburn, Webster, Wells, 
Winslow, Wood, and Woodson—95. 

NAYS—Messrs. Charles F. Adams, Green Adams, Ad- 
rain, Aldrich, Allen, Alley, William C. Anderson, Babbitt, , 
Barret, Bouligny, Brayton, Briggs, Buffinton, Burch, Bur- 
jingame, Butterfield, Carter, Horace F. Clark, Cobb, John 
Cochrane, Conkling, Cox, Curtis, H. Winter Davis, John 
G. Davis, Hawes, Delano, Duell, Edwards, Eliot, Ely, 
English, Foster, Fouke, Gooch, Graham, Grow, Gurley, 
Haskin, Helmick, Hill, Hoard, Holman, Wiliam Howard, 
Wiliam A. Howard, Humphrey, Junkin, Francis W. Kel- 
logg, Kenyon, Killinger, Larrabee, DeWitt C. Leach, 


James M. Leach, Lee, Logan, Longnecker, Loomis,Charles 
D. Martin, Maynard, McClernand, McKean, McKenty, 


McKnight, McPherson, Montgomery, Morrill, Edward Joy 


| Morris, Isaac N. Morris, Nixon, Noch, Olin, Paliner, Perry, 


Phelps, Porter, Pottle, John H. Reynolds, Rice, Christo- 
pher Robinson, James Ç. Robinson, Scranton, Sedgwick, 
Sherman, Sickles, William Smith, Spaulding, Spinner, 
Stokes, Stout, Tappan, Thayer, Theaker, Train, Vande- 
ver, Verree, Walton, Bilihn B. Washbume, W8iteley,; 
Wilson, Windom, and Woodruff t01. 2 


So Mr. Hawxgixs was not excused. 


During the call of the roll, 
Mr. BURCH (when his name was called) stated 
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that, having voted.to raise this committee, and. 
- desiring some compromise to be effected, he should 

vote “no,” without intending, by so going, any 

disrespect to. the gentleman from Florida. : 

Mr. STRATTON stated that Mr. CAMPBELL 
was detained from the House by indisposition, 

. Mr. STEWART, of Maryland, said he hed 
paired off with Mr. Farnswortn; otherwise, he 
should: have voted ‘ay. z 

Mr. HINDMAN said he would have voted in 
the affirmative if he had been within the bar when 
his name was called. . 
~- Mr; CLARK, of Missouri, asked leave of the 
House to explain his vote. 

” Objection. was made. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Mississippi, said: I have not 

“voted; and ask to be excused from voting, for the 
reason, that Iam a member of the committee, and 
being with the gentleman from Florida in politics, 

I do not like to vote one way or the other, be- 
cause, if I vote “no,” it might be a reflection 
upon the gentleman from Florida; and if I vote 
“ay,” it might be a reflection upon myself. 

(Laughter.] 

No objection being made, Mr. Davis was ex- 
cused from voting. 

Mr. WHITELEY said, that as excusing the 
gentleman from Florida would, in his opinion, 
destroy the integrity of the committee, he would 
vote in the negative. 

Mr. SINGLETON not being within the bar 
when his name was called, asked leave to vote. 

Mr. SMITH, of Vitginia, objected. 

Mr. SINGLETON said, that if he had been 
within the bar, he would have voted in the afirm- 
ative. 

Mr. JACKSON stated that he had paired off 
with Mr. Ferry; he being in the affirmative and 
Mr. Terry in the negative upon this question. 

The vote was announced as above recorded. 

Mr. HAWKINS. Ihave butone single remark 
to make. Silence upon my part now might be 
misconstrued; silence upon my part now might 
be construed to an assent upon my part to serve 
upon that committee. I have but one word to 
avy further, and I say it with all deference and 
good fecling to those who have voted against my 
wish or proposition. I will not serve upon this 
committee, 

Mr. BOYCE, Mr. Speaker, for reasons which 
must natorally suggest themselves to the intelli- 
gonce of the House, E respectfully ask leave to 

c excused from serving on the special commit- 

tee of thirty-three. 

Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. 
ing the gentleman. 

Ihe question being upon the motion to excuse, 
Mr. HAWKINS called for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, 

Mr. BURNETT. I desire to say that it does 
seem to me'that the action of this Fouse, in re- 
fusing to excuse gentlemen when it is well known 
that they do not intend to perform any service 
upon the committee,and when they ask it respect- 
fally, and state that itis the conclusion of their 
judgment, after mature reflection, that they can- 
not, in justice to themselves and to the States 
which they represent, serve upon the committee; 
I say it does seem to me most extraordinary and 
most remarkable, that this House will not excuse 

entlemen under such circumstances. Now, sir, 
voted to.excuse the gentleman from Florida. 

Mr. GROW, Irise to a question of order. I 
understand that the yeas and nays have been 
ordered, and the call of the roll commenced. 

The SPEAKER. The call of the roll had not 
commenced., i 

Mr. BURNETT. I say that I voted to raise 
this committee; but I must confess that, while I 
desire every movement to-be made by this House 
that possibly can be, looking to the restoration of 

uiet and peace to the country, I had but very 

little confidence in the proposition when it was 
originally made; and if I had consulted my own 
judgment in reference to the vote I then gave, I 
should have voted against the proposition of the 
gentleman from Virgmia, [Mr. Boreuzn, for this 
reason alone: that I was satisfied then, as I was 
after she announcement of the committee, that 
we did not get any committee appointed by the 
Speaker of this House under that resolution com- 
posed of representative men of the various States 
of this Confederacy. I was satisfied of itthen,and 
the sequel has only convinced me that I was right. 


T object to excus- 


I do not desire to go back into this discussion, 
or to refer to the various material of which this 
committee is composed. I simply rise for. the 
purpose of expressing the’hope that we would 
not be required to go through a call of the yeas 
and nays again upon the proposition of the gen- 
tleman from South Carolina. It is unnecessary 
for me to enter into the reasons that operate upon 
my mind. It is well known to this House that 
the action of the members of the House from the 
State of South Carolina will, in a very short time, 
determine in this House that their presence will 
be continued here but a very few days. Why, 
then, call the yeas and nays, and undertake to 
force gentlemen to serve when they announce that 
they will not do it, It seems to me passing 
strange. Is it a part of the coercion that 1s to be 
used? Js it the mode and manner by which we 
expect to restore peace and good-will in the coun- 
try? Shall we undertake to compel gentlemen to 
serve upon this committee, when they kindly, 
courteously, and respectfully request to be ex- 
cused from that service% Shall we undertake, by 
virtue of the rules of this House, to control their 
action, and compel them to serve upon the com- 
mitgec? For one, I never intend to pursue any 
such course. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. 
the previous question. 

r. SMITH, of Virginia. Iam one on this 
side of the House who voted against excusing 
the gentleman from Florida. I hope, therefore, 
that the gentleman from Illinois will withdraw 
his call for the previous question until I can be 
heard. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. I withdraw 
the call for the previous question, if the gentle- 
man will renew it at the close of his remarks. 

Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. I will. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, Lam one of those on this 
side of the House who voted against excusing 
the gentleman from Florida, [Mr. Hawxins,] an 


I demand 


who will vote against excusing the gentleman ! 


from South Carolina, [Mr. Borce,] from service 
on this committee of thirty-three. It is right, 
therefore, after the lecture we have received from 
the member from Kentucky, [Mr. Burwerr,] 
that I at least should have an opportunity of vin- 
dicating that vote. Iam one of those who look 
with uneasiness upon the present. I think that 
itis big with the fate of the Republic. I am one 
of those, sir, who think that discussion of these 
questions is not likcly to do any good; but I do 
confess, to my great surprise and mortification, 
that the discussion, which has already taken 
place, has been refused to be participated in by 
the other side of the House. 

Having said thus much, I will add that Iam 
indeed anxious. 

Mr, CURTIS. If the gentleman will yield to 
me, I will say one word. 

Mr: SMITH, of Virginia. I must decline to 
yield. 

Mr. CURTIS. I desire to make a reply to the 
last remark of the gentleman from Virginia, and 
no more. [Cries from the Democratic side of the 
House of “ Hear him!’ 

Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. Very well; then I 
yield the floor to the gentleman from Iowa. 

Mr. CURTIS. The gentleman from Virginia 
has stated that this side of the House has refused 
to engage in the discussion of these questions. I 
want to say, for one, on this side of the House, 
that at the proper time, which will be at no re- 
mote day, I am ready to discuss all of the ques- 
tions that now agitate the country. We do not 
refuse to enter into the discussion. Iam one of 
the committee of thirty-three, and I prefer that 
that committee should have a fair hearing through 
its chairman, before we undertake to discuss the 
propriety of its action. We have not refused, sir, 
to discuss any of these questions. I, for one, 
have not, and [ will not refuse to discuss them. 

Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. I spoke of the dis- 
cussion that has already taken place; a discussion 
which is now closed. I did expect that the op- 
portunity which was presented of exhibiting the 
different views of the members upon this floor 
would have been embraced by all sides of the 
House, and especially by the other side, to influ- 
ence and act upon the committee which has been 
created by a vote of the House. It was in fact a 
sort of counseling together; and I did expect, sir, 
that the members of this House would have come | 


together in a spirit of conciliation and harmony, 
and have intermingled feelings and opinions for 
the purpose of indicating, at least, some anxiety 
to bring us out of the present desperate condition 
of public affairs. I say, sir, that the gentlemen 
on the other side of the House have refused to 
participate in the discussion just closed. Sir, I 
did not choose to mingle in the discussion myself, 
because there wasa:desire to terminate it; it being 
considered that we had. said enough on this side 
of the House. 

Mr. Speaker, having said thus much on that 
subject, which I desire to bring to the attention 
of the country, I will now proceed to address my- 
self to the immediate subject in reference to which 
I have taken the floor. ï objected to excusing the 

entleman from Florida, [Mr. Hawxins,] because 
ea anxious to see the movement which was 
initiated by ordering this committee go on in the 
true spirit in which it was begun... I was anxious 
to see every State participate in this effort at ad- 
justment; and I could not excuse the gentleman 
from Florida because, being the only Represent- 
ative from that State, if he were excused, that 
State would then be unrepresented on that com- 
mittee. I will vote—I do not hesitate to say that 
I will vote—for excusing gentlemen who are dif- 
ferently situated. There are gentlemen upon this 
committee who ought not to have been placed 
there by the Speaker of this House; and if they 
ask to be excused, I will vote to excuse them; 
because, by so doing, their State will not neces- 
sarily be unrepresented. ; 

But, Mr. Speaker, I shall vote against excusing 
the gentleman from South Carolina [Mr. Boyce] 
from service on this committee of thirty-three, 
And why? Because any substitution for himself 
from that State would be obnoxious to the same 
objection which the gentleman from South Caro- 
lina [Mr. Borce] applies to himself. . If the event 
which has been alluded to shall transpire, that 
will, of course, terminate his action with the com- 
mittee, and render it unnecessary to seek to ap- 
point any other member from the State of South 
Carolina, because of its utter impossibility. The 
objection is, as I have intimated, not individual, 
but it goes to the entire delegation from the State 
of South Carolina. Everybody knows, sir, that 
my vote against excusing the gentleman from 
South Carolina will be given, not from any want 
of respect for him or any of his delegation. I 
do want, Mr. Speaker—it is my most anxious 
desire that it should be seen in this House, on all 
sides of it, that we are willing to come up in a 
proper spirit to the gravity of the occasion, and 
see every State represented properly in the con- 
struction of a committee which is designed to 
bring healing upon its wings. 1 wish, if possible, 
to see what will be presented to the consideration 
of this country, put forth by a committee upon 
which every State is represented. I want to see 
what a committee representing ‘all of the States 
will offer as a measure of adjustment of existing 
troubles. ý 

I advert to these things, Mr. Speaker, because 
I think that it is right that they should be under- 
stood. It is remarkable, permit me to say to the 
gentleman from Kentucky, [Mr. Burnert,] that, 
as a general proposition, where a. member asks to 
be excused from service upon any committec, and, 
if granted, it would not cripple the action of the, 
committee, the request ought not to be refused. 

Mr. BURNETT. Will the gentleman permit 
me to ask him a question ? 

-Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. Certainly. 

Mr. BURNETT. I know that the gentleman 
from Virginia is an old member of the House; 
that he has been long here and doné good service; 
and I desire him to state whether he knows of a 
single instance in the history of Congress where 
a member has been compelled, by a solemn vote 
of the House, to serve upon a committee after he 
has announced that he could not do so, and in 
respectful terms asked to be excused from that 
service. ; 

Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. That was done, 
sir, during the last session of Congress, in the 
case, I believe, of the gentleman from Alabama, 
[Mr. Housron,] who asked to be excused from 
further service upon the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary. 

r. BURNETT. The gentleman from Ala- 
bama withdrew his application before it was acted 
on by the House. 
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Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. There are many 
other cases which have occurred. 

Mr. BURNETT. I would be glad if the gen- 

.tleman would name one. . 

Mr. BURCH. If the gentleman from Virginia 
will permit me, I will put a question to the gen- 
tleman from Kentucky. 

Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. 

urpose. f 

Mr. BURCH. I put itto the gentleman from 
Kentucky, whether there was ever before a crisis 
like that which is now upon the country? 

Mr. BURNETT. There never was, sir; and 
I will go as far as any man to adjust the existing 
difficulties. But I say further to the gentleman 
from California and the House, that this country 
ig not to be saved by mere eulogies upon the 
Union. The day for that is gone by. We must 
have action, and that speedily, if we have a sin- 
cere desire for the preservation of the present 
Government of the United States. I voted for the 
resolution raising this committee of thirty-three, 
and I hope that good may come of it. I would 
vote to have any gentleman serve upon it, if I 
knew that doing so would produce any beneficial 
result; but, sir, when gentlemen tell me that they 
will not serve, I, for one, am not disposed to use 
force, and require them to serve. j 

Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. Nobody proposes 
to use force. Nobody expects to visit gentlemen 
with punishment, other than the moral one of 
public opinion, when they refuse to discharge 
the duties required of them as members of this 
House. 

Mr. HAWKINS. I ask the gentleman from 
Virginia to tell me who will ‘bell the cat?” 

Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. In answer to the 
gentleman, I will say that I am dealing with a 
great question, and not speaking in relation to the 
petty business of belling any cat. The gentle- 
man, on such an occasion, ican sure, will not 
undertake it himself. 

If gentlemen are resolved not to perform their 
duties, under the action of this House, let them 
refuse to do it privately, and not get up here and 
ask to be excused, with the private resolve that 
they will not perform the duties from which they 
ask to be excused. 

But apart from all that, I seriously desire that 
gentlemen, no matter how they may feel, no 
matter how they may think, will look to the spirit 
of our institutions, and consider the condition of 
the Republic. Gentlemen have resolved not to 
doa thing to-day, and yet, we know, have under- 
taken to do it to-morrow. We are all prone to 
change our opinions and our resolutions; and a 
gentleman may, under excitement to-day, I re- 
peat, refuse to serve upon a committee, and yet, 
to-morrow, he may think better of it, and go upon 
the committee and perform his duties. I am one 
of those who do not look to the wishes of mem- 
bers. I would have excuscd the gentleman from 
Florida most cheerfully, according to his desire, 
if he had had a colleague. But I am unwilling 
that Florida shall be unrepresented in the com- 
mittee, however badly that committee has been 
constituted. I wish every State to be there rep- 
resented, and I wish the members to meet ina 
feeling of fraternity. 

Mr. BURNETT. I wish to ask the gentleman 
from Virginia another question. He says he 
would willingly have voted to excuse the gentle- 
man from Florida if that gentleman had hada 
colleague, but that he desires that Florida shall 
berepresented. Now, after the House has refused 
to excuse the gentleman from Florida, he says he 
shall not serve; and will the gentleman from Vir- 
ginia tell me how Florida will be represented? 

Mr, SMITH, of Virginia. If the gentleman 
had listened to me, he would not have asked that 
question. I have said distinctly that gentlemen 
change their opinions and purposes; and where 
the Union is at stake, as the gentleman has said 
it is, itis well to change. I would not ask any 
gentleman to give up the right of self-government 
or the right of self-protection; but F yet do think 
that it is due to the gravity of this question that 
all the House should essay to adjust existing dif- 
ficulties, and march to the performance of our 
duties with the solemn gravity pertaining to the 
importance of the subject. That is all I desire, 
and if nothing results from this committee—and 
Tam free to say that I do notbelieve any good will 


I yield for that 


result from it, and that such result will be mainly | 


attributable to the manner in which you, Mr. 
Speaker, have constructed that committee—I say, 
in the name of God, itis a result for which I desire 
in no sense to be responsible. 

Having said thus much, I have performed my 
duty. Iam as sincerely devoted to this Union 
as any other man; but Í am bound, heart and 
soul, to any action which the old, proud Com- 
monwealth which I in part represent, and the 
section of which she is a part, shall take. I now 
call the previous question. 

Mr. COX. Iask the gentleman from Virginia 
to withdraw the previous question a moment. 

Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. I withdraw it. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. I understood 
that the gentleman from Virginia called the pre- 
vious question upon a promise made to myself. 

Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. The gentleman is 
correct, and I can only withdraw the previous 
question with his consent. 

Mr. COX. Do I understand the gentleman 
from Illinois to insist upon the previous question? 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Ilinois. I do. 

Mr. COX. I desire to make a few remarks. 

Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. I cannot withdraw 
the previous question except with the permisston 
of the gentleman from Iliinois. And I wish it un- 
derstood, that I demanded the previous question 
only because such is my commitment to the gen~ 
tleman from Illinois. 

The previous question was seconded, and the 
main question ordered to be put. 

Mr. SHERMAN. ‘The yeas and nays have 
been ordered upon this question, but I hope the 
demand for them will be withdrawn by unani- 
mous consent. 

Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. 
yeas and nays. 

The question was taken; and it was decided in 
the negative—yeas 100, nays 100; as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Thomas L. Anderson, Ashley, Avery, 
Barksdale, Barr, Beale, Ringham, Blair, Blake, Bocock, 
Boteler, Branch, Bristow, Brown, Burnett, Burnham, 
Carey, Case, John B. Clark, Clopton, Colfax, Burton 
Craige, Crawford, Curry, De Jarnette, Dunn, Edgerton, 
Edmundson, Etheridge, Fenton, Florence, Frank, Garnett, 
Gartrell, Gilmer, Hale, all, Hamilton, Hardeman, J. Mor- 
rison Harris, John T. Harris, Hatton, Hawkins, Hindman, 
Houston, Hughes, Hutchins, Irvine, Jackson, Jenkins, 
Jones, William Kellogg, Kilgore, Landrum, Leake, Love, 
Lovejoy, Maclay, Mallory, Elbert S. Martin, Millson, Mill- 
ward, Laban T. Moore, Sydenhain Moore, Morse, Nelson, 
Niblack, Pendleton, Pettit, Peyton, Potter, Pryor, Quarles, 
Reagan, Edwin R. Reynolds, Riggs, Ruffin, Scranton, 
Simms, Singleton, William N. H. Smith, Stallworth, 
Stanton, William Stewart, Stratton, Taylor, Thomas, Un- 
derwood, Vallandigham, Vance, Verree, Wade, Waldron, 
Cadwalader C. Washburn, Webster, Wells, Windom, 
Winslow, Wood, and Woodson—100. 

NAYS—Messrs. Charles F. Adams, Green Adams, Ad- 
rain, Aldrich, Allen, Alley, William C. Anderson, Babbitt, 
Barret, Bouligny, Brayton, Briggs, Buffinton, Burch, Bur- 
lingame, Butterfield, Carter, Cobb, Jolin Cochrane, Conk- 
ling, Corwin, Cox, James Craig, Curtis, John G. Davis, 
Dawes, Delano, Duell, Edwards, Eliot, Ely, English, Ferry, 
Foster, Fouke, French, Gooch, Graham, Grow, Gurley, 
Haskin, Helmick, Hill, Hoard, Holman, William Howard, 
William A. Howard, Humphrey, Junkin, Francis W. Kel- 
logg, Kenyon, Killinger, Larrabee, DeWitt C. Leach, 
James M: Leach, Lee, Logan, Longnecker, Loomis, 
Charles D. Martin, Maynard, McClernand, McKean, Mce- 
Kenty, McKnight, McPherson, Montgomery, Morrill, Isaac 
N. Morris, Nixon, Noell, Olin, Palmer, Perry, Phelps, 
Porter, Pottle, John H. Reynolds, Rice, Christopher Rob- 
inson, James C. Rubinson, Royce, Sedgwick, Sickles, 
William Smith, Spaulding, Spinner, Stokes, Stout, Tap- 
pan, Thayer, Theaker, Train, Trimble, Vandever, Wal- 
ton, Elihu B. Washburne, Israel Washburn, Wilson, and 
Woodruff—100. 


So Mr. Boyce was not excused. 

During the vote, | 

Mr. BOCOCK said: I was not present when 
the vote was taken upon excusing the gentleman 


Let us have the 


' from Florida, [Mr. Hawxins.] HadI been present 


I should have voted to grant his request, as I shall 
vote now to excuse the gentleman from South 
Carolina. 

Mr. BOTELER. Having myself been excused 
from service upon the special committee, I deem 
it due to myself, and to gentlemen upon this floor 
who make a similar request, to extend the same 
courtesy to them. On that account, and on that 
alone, while I deeply regret that the gentleman 


should deem it his duty to ask to be excused, I 


vote “ay.” 

Mr. DAVIS, of Mississippi. For the reasons 
Į gave a while ago, I shall not vote. 

Mr. NOELL. Had the gentleman from South 
Carolina asked to be exeused on the ground of 
personal inconvenience, T should have no objec- 
tion to excusing him. But I do not recognize the 


| create any feeling here. 


right of any member to relieve himself. from the 
performance of the duties assigned to him bythe 
House, on the ground that they are distasteful to 
him. He has another remedy, and that is to re- 
sign his place. I vote ‘no.’ eee te 
Mr. STEWART, of Pennsylvania, stated that . 
his colleague, Mr. Moreneapv, was absent: from 
the House on account of sickness. pe 

The result of the vote was announced.as above 
recorded. 

Mr. MORRILL. Idesire to. ask the House to 
excuse me.from serving upon the select commit- 
tee of thirty-three, not from any indisposition to 
serve upon the committee, but because I have 
other duties which fully employ my time, and in 
order to give the Speaker an opportunity to ap- 
point one of my colleagues. T would also say 
that so many of the members of the Committee 
of Ways and Meansare appointed upon the select 
committee, that when the two committees meet at 
the same time, the Committee of Ways and Means 
will be left without a quorum. I hope, therefore, 
there will be no objection to my request from any. 

art of the House. 

Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. In the remarks I 
made while upon the floor, a short time since, I 
made reference to my friend from Florida, {Mr. - 
Hawxins;} and he thinks some of my. remarks 
insinuated matters to his prejudice. I can only 
say that I had no such intent; and if my language 
was capable of such a construction, I was not 
apprised of it at the time, and certainly did not 
intend any such construction. He is the last man 
upon this floor whose feelings I would wound by 
any sort of language that would implicate his 
uprightness and his conduct as a gentleman in 
public or private life. 

Mr. HAWKINS. It is needless to say that 
the remarks of the gentleman from Virginia are 
perfectly satisfactory. I did think the gentleman 
cast a reflection upon me when he remarked that 
it had been with me a foregone conclusion not to 
serve upon the select committee, and then that I 
went through the empty formality of asking to 
be excused. My course was to make an earnest 
and honest appeal to the House in the first in- 
stance, and then, if that failed, to avail myself of 
my sovereign right to take the matter into my, own 
hands—the same position, I believe, the gentle- 
man from Virginia occupies now in the great ques- 
tion which agitates the country. , 

Mr. JOHN COCHRANE. Ido not think the 
House is disposed to be fatigued by any more re- 
marks pertinent to the application of the gentle- 
man from Vermont to be excused from serving 
upon the committee. But it is proper for some 
of those who voted against the application of gen- 
tlemen upon this side of the House to be excused, 
to state that they who have the greatest instru- 
mentality in composing the difficulties which 
threaten this country, should, of all men, least 
ask to be excused from the work of coöperation 
in an attempt to save the Union. I hope, there- 
fore, that the vote will be unanimous against the 
application of the gentleman from Vermont. He 
asks to be excused, not because, of his want of 
efficiency in the labor which is proposed to him 
and his associates, but because of the serious and 
grave matters which occupy his attention. Sir, 
there can be no more serious or important matter 
than that which is presented to his attention by 
the House and the country. And, sir, I may say, 
before taking my seat, and in conclusion, that, 
I am surprised, nay, I am pained and grieved, 
that gentlemen upon that side of the House, now, 
at this juncture of affairs, ask of this House, be- 
fore the eye of the country, to be excused from 
the great labors it is proposed they shall under- 
take. 

Mr. MORRIS, of Ilinois. I have, Mr. Speaker, 
concluded to vote to excuse every member of the 
select committee who may ask to be excused. 
Heretofore I have voted against excusing; but, 
inasmuch as when we refuse to excuse them, and 
they tell us they will not serve, and nobody pro~ 
poses to do anything, I see nothing but—i had 
almost said, disgrace to ourselyes—nothing but 
contempt of our authority to force them to remain 
upon the committee, and we let the matter pass 
by. I do notknow but itis policy, in the present 
state of affairs, to let the matter pass by.. “And, 
viewing it in that light, I shall do nothing to 
I have personal respect 
for all those gentleman, and high’ personal respect 
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for the gentleman from Florida, [Mr. Hawkins,] 
and would do nothing to harm his feelings by an 
attempt to force him to act contrary to hisconvic- 
tions’of duty. Viewing the subject in that light, 
‘Lshall vote hereafter to excuse every member of 
that committee who shall desire to be excused 
from service upon that committee. i 

Mr. STANTON. T can see no reason in the 
world, upon the ground alleged, why the gentle- 
man from Vermont should not be excused. For 
myself, 1 have voted to excuse all the gentlemen 
who have made ‘the: request, upon the principle 
that it isan act of ordinary courtesy to be extended 
to any gentleman assigned to a service unpleasant 
to him, and which he desires to.avoid. Itis upon 
that ground, and no other, that I voted to excuse 
the gentleman from Florida (Mr. Hawams] and 
the gentleman from South Carolina, [Mr. Boycr.] 
The gentleman from Vermont has two colleagues, 
one of whom he desires shall be substituted in 
his.place upon the committee, not because of any 
indisposition upon his part to aid in accomplish- 
ing the object for which the committee was sought 
to be raised, but merely with a view to the substi- 
tution of one of his colleagues. If there is any 
reason why the change should not be made, it 

` passes my comprehension, 

Again: he assigns as another reason that, in 
the present embarrassed condition of the Treas- 
ury, a leading committee of the House, the finan- 
cial organ of that Treasury, requires a large share 
of his attention; and for that reason he cannot 
devote his time to the labors of this special com- 
mittee. 

Gentlemen upon the other side of the House 
have indicated a desire that we should proceed 
and discuss the questions which agitate the coun- 
try, and they have exhibited some surprise that 
such a course was declined. I trust gentlemen 
will give us the privilege of determining when the 
proper time arrives for that discussion. In m 

Judgment, premature discussion can do no good. 
‘here is a thousand times more injury done by 
premature and uncalled for discussion, not rele- 
vant to any question pending before the House, 
than good. y own course would be, without 
any discussion, to let this committee take the 
subjects referred tó them, sce what they can make 
of them, and present the result of their delibera- 
tions. When we have that before us, gentlemen 
may rest assured that there will be no indisposi- 
tion to engage in the discussion of the measures 
proposed. “I do not propose to do it now, I 
think it would be improper. I think that things 
have been said in this discussion that will do no 
good. One of my colleagues [Mr. Vattannic- 
Ham] has talked about a western confederacy, 
and all that, which I do not desire to enter into, 
and certainly shall not. = 
Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. Task the gentle- 
man if a pleasant, kind, and conciliatory dispo- 
sition on all sides of the House would not have 
had a fine effect upon the committee, and upon 
the country; but when one side says nothing it 
produces ill-feeling, of course, because it shows a 
stolid determination on their part to avail them- 
sclves of the power they have. 
Mr.STANTON. Mr. Speaker, I would like 
to inquire of the gentleman from Virginia whether 
past.experience of discussions upon the slavery 
qigan in this Flouse warrants him in believing 
that a discussion of it now, for no practical ob- 
ject, can long continue a kind; conciliatory, and 
good-natured discussion? My own judgment is 
that it will not; that it will result in useless, in- 
jurious, and prejudicial crimination and recrim- 
ination; and because I think it will so result, I 
therefore do not desire to precipitate any discus- 
sion. before it is called for on some measure de- 
manding the action of the House. j 
Mr. SMITH, of Virginia, I say to the gen- 
tleman from Ohio—and { say it with perfect con- 
fidence—that, if that side of the House had met 
the movement from this side in that spirit of kind- 
ness on which alone rest the hopes of the coun- 
try, it would have had a pleasant and agrecable 
effect on all sides. The asperity that has been 
disclosed here has grown out of the fact that no 
disposition has been evinced on the other side of 
the House to do anything to allay the existing ex- 
citement. Ido say, and I repeat it, that had a 
Hiberal, kind, generous disposition been disclosed 
by the majority of this House, it would have car- 
ried healing on its wings not only upon the action 


of the committee, but upon the House itself and 
the country at large. : 

Mr. STANTON. Mr. Speaker, I confess I am 
at aloss to know what has been said or done upon 
this side of the House to warrant the imputation 
of an exhibition of want of conciliation or Kind- 
ness. When. the resolution was offered by the 
gentleman’s colleague, [Mr. Boreer,] itreceived 
the affirmative votes of a large majority of ‘the 
members upon this side of the House. Mine was 
not of the number, for T confess that I had very 
little hope of any successful result; and I thought 
an unsuccessful attempt would, perhaps, do more 
harm than good. I confess too, further, that I 
do not myself see what there is in the existing 
condition of things that can be remedied by legis- 
lation. We have elected a President—a thing 
that has been done every four years since the 
organization of the Government. ` I do not sce in 
that anything that can be cured by Icgislation. 
If there is any amendment to the Constitution to 
be proposed, I desire to. sec it, and shall be very 
glad to consider it and act upon it; for that cer- 
tainly is the only effectual mode of accomplishing 
anything. 

Mr. MORRILL. I do not desire to consume 
the time of the House. I stated distinctly when 
I first rose, that it was not from any indisposi- 
tion to act on the committee that I asked to be 
excused, but because I thought it would be more 
convenient to the House and to myself. I move 
the previous question. 

Mr. HOUSTON. I hope my colleague on the 
committee of thirty-three will not press his mo- 
tion until a report can be made from that com- 
mittee, or a request can be made to the House 
by the chairman of the committec—I suppose I 
have a right to refer to its proceedings to this ex- 
tent—which, if made and acceded to by the 
House, will deprive the gentleman from Vermont 
of all the reasons which he has assigned why he 
should be excused from service on the committec. 
If the honorable chairman of the committee will 
make the report or request to the House, which 
I understand he has been instructed to make, it 
will obviate all the objections, and meet and an- 
swer all the reasons, that the gentleman from Ver- 
mont has presented. I hope the gentleman from 
Vermont will allow that request to be made be- 
fore he presses a vote upon his proposition to be 
excused. I yoted to excuse the gentleman from 
Florida and the gentleman from South Carolina, 
and I will vote to excuse the gentleman from Ver- 
mont, or any other gentleman; yet, as the House 
has seen fit to preserve the integrity of the com- 
mittee by refusing to excuse those gentlemen, I 
hope the gentleman from Vermont will allow the 
integrity of the committee to be still further pre- 
served by withdrawing his request. 

Mr. CORWIN. Mr. Speaker, l hope the gen- 
tleman from Vermont will withdraw his motion 
for the present, that I may submita motion which, 
I think, will obviate the necessity of the request 
which he has made. 

Mr. MORRILL. 
present. 

CLERK TO SELECT COMMITTEE. 


Mr. CORWIN. I offer the following resolu- 
tion: 

Resolved, That the select committee of thirty-three, ap- 
pointed under the resolution of the House of 4th of Decem- 
ber, 1860, be authorized to employ a clerk, who shall be 
paid four dollars a day for his services ; and that said com- 
mittee have leave to sit during the sittings of the House, 
until they shall report or be otherwise discharged. 


The resolution was agreed to. 


Mr. LOVEJOY demanded the yeas and nays. 

The SPEAKER decided that the call came too 
late. 

Mr. SICKLES moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the resolution was agreed to; and also 
moved to lay the motion to reconsider on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


APPROPRIATION BILLS REPORTED. 

Mr. SHERMAN, from the Committce of Ways 
and Means, reported a bill making appropriations 
for the consular and diplomatic expenses of the 
Government for the year ending 30th June, 1862; 
and also a bill making appropriations for the cur- 


I will withdraw it for the 


| rent and contingent expenses of the Indian de- 


partment and for fulfilling treaty stipulations 
with various Indian tribes for the year ending 
30th June, 1862. 


The bills were severally read a firstand second 
time, referred to the Committee of the Whole on 
the state ofthe Union, and ordered to be printed. 


EXPENSES OF INDIAN DEPARTMENT. 


Mr. SHERMAN, from the Committee of 
Ways and Means, reported the following resolu- 
tion; which was read, considered, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Indian Affairs be in- 
structed to inquire and report whether any of the offices of 
superintendents of Indian affairs, Indian agents, or inter 
preters, now authorized by law, can-be dispensed with 
Without injury to the publie service. 


DESTITUTION IN: KANSAS. 


Mr. SHERMAN. I move thatthe committee 
be discharged from the further consideration of 
the memorial of Thaddeus Hyatt, praying Con- 
gress to make appropriations in land or money to 
relieve the distress of the people of Kansas; and 
that it be referred to the Committee on Territories. 

Mr. GARNETT. I object. 

Mr. SHERMAN, I call the previous ques- 
tion on my motion. 
Mr. BOCOCK. 

on the table. 

Mr. GROW. I would say to the gentleman 
from Virginia, that that part of the President’s 
message relating to the same subject has been 
referred to the Committee on Territories. This 
is merely a memorial, accompanied by papers, 
which was referred to the Committee of Ways 
and Means; and it is now proposed to transfer it 
to the Committee on Territories. 

Mr. BOCOCK. I have no particular objection 
to the change of reference; but I see it stated in 
the papers that this man Elyatt made himself very 
busy in getting up stories about destitution and 
suffering in Kansas, when no such suffering 
existed. I see it also stated in the Philadelphia 
Inquirer that in one of the places where Hyatt 
represented great destitution as prevailing, a grand 
ball was recently given by the people, attwo dol- 
lars a head. I therefore do not wish to have his 


I move to lay the memorial 


| memorial treated with such respect as to have it 


referred, 
Mr. GROW. Ido not know about that; but 
the subject is discussed in the President’s mes- 


i sage, and has been referred to the Committee on 


Territories. ‘This memorial should take the same 
direction. . 

The previous question was seconded, and the 
main question ordered; and under its operation, 
Mr. Saermax’s motion was agrecd to, 


PERPETUITY OF THE UNION. 


Mr. SHERMAN. Unless it is the desire of 
the House to progress with some other business, 
I shall move that the rules be suspended and that 
the House tesolve itself into the Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union. 

Mr. MORRIS, of Hlinois: I believe I am en- 
titled to che floor on the resolution which I offered 
in the House yesterday evening. 

Mr. BURNETT. {do not desire to interfere 
with the gentleman, but I desire to understand 
whether his resolution was received by the House. 
It was objected to at the time it was offered, and 
I want to know whether it is before the House 
now. 

The SPEAKER. There was some little con- 
fusion at the close of yesterday’s proceedings on 
the subject of the resolution of ‘the gentleman 
from Illinois; but the Chair is very clear on this, 
that the resolution was not received. 

Mr. BURNETT. So I thought. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair considered it in 
that light, and has so informed the gentleman 
from Ilinois. 

Mr. MORRIS, of Illinois. Then I certainly 
will not insist on the introduction of my resolu- 
tion in violation of the courtesy of the House; 
nor will I take an appeal on this occasion from 
the decision of the Speaker. I have sought to 
introduce the resolution and to geta vote of the 
House upon it. [think it would contribute some- 
thing to our harmony and good feeling if we could 
only take that vote. But if I am not allowed to 
introduce the resolution now, I shall certainly 
claim that I am entitled to the floor on Monday 
next, after the expiration of the morning hour, 
and I shall then move a suspension of the rules, 
in order to get it properly before the House for 
consideration. 

Now, all that I have to say in addition to what 
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Ihave remarked, is this: that I should like to 
have my resolution read for the information of 
members, and then, if the honorable gentleman 
from Kentucky willget up and say that he is op- 
posed to it, or if any gentleman will say that itis 


a resolution which ought not to be considered by | 


the House, E will not, of course, ask for its con- 
sideration at this time. I merely ask to have it 
read for information. 

Mr. BURNETT. I desire to say that Iam 
not on the confessional just now. ‘That resolu- 
tion has been read, and has been printed. 

Mr. MORRIS, of Ilinois. The gentleman is 
entirely mistaken. This resolution has not yet 
been read in the House. 

Mr. BURNETT. Iask the gentleman’s par- 
don. I supposed it was the resolution which he 
offered the other day, when the proposition for 
raising the special committee was before the 
House. I presume he haschanged or modified it. 

Mr. MORRIS, of Illinois. Yes, sir. I ask 
for its reading now, so that members may know 
what it is. 

Mr. BURNETT. The resolution is not be- 
fore the House; and the gentleman cannot get it 
before the House in order. I thought that ques- 
tion had been decided by the Chair. If so, all 
this thing is out of order. ; 

The SPEAKER. There has been no decision 
to the contrary of that; but the gentleman from 
Illinois asks to have his resolution read for in- 
formation. It will be read, if there be no objec- 


tion. 
Mr. BURNETT. I object to it. 
PUBLIC STORES CONTRACT. 


Mr. SHERMAN, Irenew my motion to go 
into the Committee of the Whole on the state of 
the Union. 

Mr. JOHN COCHRANE. The report of the 
special committee in regard to the contract for the 
labor of the public stores in Broad street, New 
York, was, at last session, postponed to this day 
of the present session, and is now in order, But, 
I believe that those interested in the report are 
not now prepared to proceed with its discussion. 
Under these circumstances, therefore, I move 
that it be further postponed till this day week. 

Mr. CURTIS. I would say to the honorable 
gentleman from New York, that the Pacific rail- 
road bill is a special order for that day. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair would suggest 
to the gentleman from New York that he can call 
up the subject at any time on his motion to 
reconsider, without any postponement. 

Mr, JOHN COCHRANE. Very well, sir. 


SERVICE ON SPECIAL COMMITTEE. 


Mr. MORRILL. I would like to know what 
has been done with my motion to be excused 
from service on the special committee, to which 
was referred that part of the President’s message 
relating to secession movements. T did not with- 
draw the motion. I merely withdrew the call for 
the previous question. 

The SPEAKER. The motion of the gentle- 
man from Vermont was waived in order to give 
the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Conwy] an op- 
portunity to introduce his resolution, If the gen- 
tleman insist on his motion, it is now in order. 

Mr, MORRILL. Ido; and ask the previous 
question. 

The previous question was seconded, and the 
main question ordered; and under its operation, 
the motion was not agreed to. 


PERPETUITY OF THE UNION. 


Mr. HINDMAN. Ihave not heretofore con- 
sumed much of the time of the House in speech- 
making or in offering bills or resolutions; and I 
ask the courtesy now to be permitted to respond 
to the invitation extended by the gentleman from 
Ohio, (Mr, Sranron,] by offering resolutions 
amendatory of the Constitution of the United 
States, with the view, if possible, of settling the 
agitation of the slavery question on a just and 


fair basis,and of perpetuating the Federal Union. | 


{hope that gentlemen will meet these propositions 
in a spirit of fairness and frankness, without re- 
sorting—and I do not mean to impute any such 
intention to them—to legislative cxpedicnts or 
parliamentary maneuvering, by voting upon them 
directly and squarcly, so that we may undersiand 
precisely what is the determination of the north- 
ern people. It scems to me that every member 


* 


of the House must understand as fully now as he 
ever can, the issues involved in this sectional con- 


trovetsy. {will lct my proposition be read, and” 


then I will continue my remarks. 

Mr. MORRIS, of Illinois. I object to the 
resolutions being received. I offered a resolution 
declaring our devotion to the American Union, 
and objection was made to having it read. Now 
I object to receiving resolutions of this kind. 

The SPEAKER. If objection be made the 
resolutions cannot be read. 


Mr. HINDMAN. Let the Clerk send them | 


down to me, and I will read them myself. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair desires to state 
to the gentleman from Arkansas, that the same 
objection which applies to their being read by 
the Clerk, applies also to his reading them him- 
self, 

Mr. HINDMAN. Can I not embody. them 
in my remarks, I having the floor? 

The SPEAKER. Thereis nothing before the 
House on which we can act; otherwise the Chair 
would be very happy to hear the gentleman’s 
resolutions. 

Mr. HINDMAN. I should like to know from 
what source the objection comes, 

TheSPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois 
objects. 

CONSULAR AND DIPLOMATIC BILL. 


Mr. SHERMAN. I move that the rules be 
suspended, and that the House resolve itself into 
the Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union. Ialso move that the consular and diplo- 
matic bill be made the special order in committee. 
My purpose is, if the House be so disposed, to 
pass the consular and diplomatic bill to-day. 

The question was put on the latter motion, and 
it was agreed to. 

The question recurred on the motion to go into 
committee, and it was agreed to. 

So the rules were suspended; and the House 
resolved itself into the Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union, (Mr. Bryewam in the 
chair,) and proceeded to the consideration of the 
special order, being a bill making appropriations 
for the expenses of the consular and diplomatic 
service for the year ending 30th June, 1862. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Task that the first reading 
of the bill be dispensed with, and that it may be 
now taken up and read by sections, for amend- 
ment. : 

Mr. QUARLES. Before the first reading be 
dispensed with, I desire to ask whether it has 
been printed? 

The CHAIRMAN. 
that it has not. 

Mr.QUARLES. Then I object to its consid- 
eration at this time. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I will state to the gentle- 
man from Tennessee that the bill merely provides 
for the payment of the salaries of the consuls and 
foreign ministers of the Government, and for 
such diplomatic expenses as are required by law. 
It conforms to the estimates; and all the items 
may therefore be found in the annual estimates, 
which have been printed, and every member fur- 
nished with a copy. 

Mr. QUARLES. So far as the estimates are 
concerned, I will state that I have not been sup- 
plicd with a copy, nor have I scenthem. Ihave 
called for them, and have been informed that they 
are away, being printed or bound. Every gentle- 
man knows the difficulty there is in hearing the 
items as they are read from the Clerk’s desk. I 
move that the committee rise. It is not proper 
to legislate in this manner upon appropriation 
bills. 

The question being upon the motion that the 
committee rise, 

Mr. QUARLES called for tellers. 

Tellers were not ordered. 

The motion was not agreed to 

Mr. SHERMAN. TI now ask that the first 
reading of the bill may be dispensed with. 

Mr. GARNETT. I object, and call for the 
first reading of the bill. 

The Clerk then commenced the reading of the 
bill. 

Mr. BURNETT. 


The Chair is informed 


I understand that this is 
the first reading of the bill. Wow, sir, I respect- 
fully ask the chairman of the Committee of Ways 
and Means whether, in passing important appro- 
priation bills, we ought not to have them printed 


and before us? It is impossible; in the confusion 
prevailing in this Hall, før us to understand all 
the items of the hill from the mere reading. 1 
renew the motion that the conimittee rise: ~ < 
Mr. SHERMAN. Ifthe gentleman from Ken- 
tucky will allow me, I will again státe, that all 
the items of this bill are taken, without change,. 
from the estimates, of which every member “hás, 
or ought to have, a`printed copy. -The bill, F 
say, is copied from the estimates, and depends 
upon laws fixing the salaries of our consuls and 
other diplomatic agents. It doesnot change any 


aw. 

Mr. BURNETT. Theestimates,1I understand, 
have been sent off for the purpose of being printed 
or bound. They are not here certainly.” The 
little delay that will be required to enable us:to 
have the bill printed, and before us, will make 
not one particle of difference; and I insist upon 
the motion that the committee rise. 

Mr. WASHBURN, of Maine. I hope the gen- 
tleman from Kentucky will withdraw his motion 
for a moment. ay : 

Mr. BURNETT. I willif the gentleman from 
Maine wishes to make any suggestion. = 

Mr, WASHBURN, of Maine. I apprehend 
there can be no occasion for the committee to rise 
atthis time. I understand the chairman of the 
Committee of Ways and Means to say that this 
bill includes no new or independent legislation; 
that it simply provides for carrying out existing 
laws, and is, in every respect, the same bill which 
was passed at the last session. Every member, 
therefore, knows precisely what are all the items 
of the bill, and is as well prepared to act upon it 
now as he would be if the bill and estimates 
had been printed, and before us foramonth. So 
that Ido not see any reason whatever for the 
committee rising, or for any delay in the action 
of the House upon the bill whatever. 

Mr. GARNETT. The gentleman says that 
the biil provides simply for carrying out existing 
laws. Now, I understood the' Clerk to read a 
clause making provision for the salary of a min- 
ister to Persia, Is there any existing law pro- 
viding for a mission to Persia? 

Mr. SHERMAN. The gentleman misunder- 
stood the reading of the word. Prussia, I presume, 
for Persia. 

Mr. GARNETT. Then, that is a good illus- 
tration of the remark of the gentleman from Ten- 
nessee, (Mr. Quanxus,] that it is impossible to 


| understand the bill from its reading at the Clerk’s 


desk. I say to the gentleman from Ohio, the 
chairman of the Committee of Ways and Means, 
that I think the bill and estimates should be 
printed and on our tables when we undertake to 
actupon an appropriation bill. Even the esti- 
mates are not before,us. ‘They have been sent 
off to the binder, as I am informed. I want to 
examine the items, even if they are only for car- 
rying out existing laws. How can you carry 
out the existing Jaws, for instance, in reference 
to the Italian States? I have not seen the bill, 
and do not know what is in it; but I presume it 
contains provisions for the salaries of ministers 
at Rome and Naples. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Not for Rome. 

Mr. GARNETT. Very well; that shows, 
then, that it does certainly not fully carry out 
exisung laws. Itmay very possibly happen that 
in the progress of events, before this bill shalt 
become a law, there may be no need of a minister 
at Naples. Why, then, should we pass this bill 
in this hasty and inconsiderate manner? To ask 
us to act upon it while the bill and the estimates 
are inthe hands of the Printer, is to ask us te 
deliver over all deliberation upon the appropria- 
tion bills into the hands of the Committee of 
Ways and Means; and while I have great confi- 
dence in the gentlemen composing that commit- 
tee, I submit that this is asking a little too much 
of the House. 

Mr. PHELPS. I would submit to the gentle- 
man from Ohio, the chairman of the Committee 
of Waysand Means, whether it will not expedite 
the business of the House to allow the consider- 
ation of this bill to go overuntil it has been printed? 
Unless some gentleman desires to discuss the bill, 


; [ will move that the committee rise. 


Mr.SHERMAN. I will simply make this 
suggestion to the House. I understand there is 
some difficulty in getting our documents printed, 
I understand the orders which have heretofore 
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been made during the present session:to print still 
remain -unexecuted, and in the hands of the Su- 
perinterdent of Public Printing, who says that 
the Public Printer refuses to execute the orders 
of the House for printing, on account :of the re- 
duction of forty per cent. made at the last session 
of Congress. | à 

Mr. GARNETT. That, then, is one of the 
first fruits of our Black Republican rule. 

Mr. PHELPS. .'There is a remedy‘for that 
difficulty.. If the Public. Printer refuses to exe- 
cute the.orders of the House for printing, under 
the existing“ law, the Superintendent of Public 
Printing is required to. have it executed elsewhere. 

‘Mr. SHERMAN. It does not strike me that 
the remark of the gentleman from Virginia [Mr. 
Ganrnetr] was quite fair. The reduction of forty 
per cent. made under a law of the last session 
changes the contract of the Public Printer, and, 
as a matter of course, leaves him under no obli- 
gation’ to execute any order of the House for 
printing, Whether it 1s in consequence of Black 

epublican rule or white Republican rule, of black 
Democratic rule or white Democratic rule, he is 
not obliged to do the printing. 

Mr. KELLOGG, of Illinois. I desire to say 
to the gentleman from Ohio, in reply to the sug- 
gestion he has made that the Public Printer re- 
fuses to perform the duties of his office, that lam 
credibly. informed he is now lying sick; that 
after having left his home, he was notable toreach 
the Capitol; and that his dutics will be performed 
whenever he is able to be here. He does not re- 
fuse to perform them, as I am credibly informed; 
but the reason why the work is not going on, is 
that. E have stated. 

Mr. HASKIN. kdesire to make a statement 
in reference to this matter. 

The CHAIRMAN. The motion of the gen- 
tleman from Missouri is not debatable. 

Mr. HASKIN. I desired to make a statement 
from the Committee on Printing. 

Mr. PHELPS. If the gentleman wishes to 
make a statement from a committee, I withdraw 
the motion that the committee rise. 

Mr. HASKIN. As reference has been made 
to the legislation of the last session on the subject 
of the public printing, I ask leave, in justice to 
the Committee on Printing, to make a statement, 
I state, for the information of the House, thatto- 
morrow they propose introducing a resolution to 
remedy the existing evils. Reference has been 
particularly made to the fact of the compensation 
of the Public Printer having been reduced forty 
per cent. under the law of thelast session. Now, 
sir, I am authorized to state—and it comes from 
Mr. Feart, the Superintendent of Public Print- 
ing-—-that the public punung can be done as well 
as it has been done heretofore, and by the same 
parties who have done the printing of the House 
during the Jast and the present session, notwith- 
standing the reduction of forty per cent., and yet 
make a fair profit. The fact is that the House 
Printer elected at the last session has nover really 
attended to any part of his legitimate duties. Im- 
mediately subsequent to his clection, he made a 
contract sub-letting this printing to Larcombe & 
English, the gentlemen who have executed the 
printing of the House during this Congress, by 
whieh contract they bound themselves to give the 
Printer for this House twenty per cent. upon the 
amount allowed under the old rates. l hold in 
my hand a statement from the Superintendent 
of Public Printing, by which it will be secn that 
the amount of certificates issued to the Printer for 
the House for the printing done, and to be done, 
ordered at the last session, is $60,157, showing 
that that Printer, elected by the House, or his 
assignee, has received, or will reccive, for print- 
ing with which he has had nothing practically to 
do, the sum of $12,031 40. 

So much, sir, for the Printer for this House. 
Let me, in addition, refer to some facts which I 
have in relation to the Printer for the Senate, 
General Bowman, who has the charge, also, ofa 
certain portion of the printing of the House. The 
statement I make I have obtained from the Super- 


intendent of Public Printing. The amount paid | 


out for the Senate printing, and that portion of 
the House printing referred to, is $97,629, and he 
will receive enough more to make up the total 
amount to $140,609. General Bowman, who was 
elected the Printer for the Senate, entered into a 
sub-contract with Mr. Rives, by which the latter 


was to do all the. work and to pay the former | 
thirty-three and one third per cent. of the amount 
-allowed under the law, for absolutely doingnoth- 
ing. Astounding as it may appear, still itis not 
the less true, that General Bowman, for doing 
nothing, will this year receive the sum of $46,869 
from Mr. Rives, who has executed all the work and 
furnished it to the Senateand the House. In other 
words, General Bowman, having been elected 
Printer for the Senate, is really only the Printer į 
in name, receiving, however, the money from the 
Treasury and paying over sixty-six and two 
thirds per cent. to Mr. Rives, retaining the re- 
maining thirty-three and one third per cent. him- 
self. I state these facts for the purpose of show- 
ing that the action of the House and of the Senate, 
in passing the joint resolution of last session, 
which was approved by the President, reducing 
the rates of the public printing forty per cent., was 
just and proper. Under that resolution there will, 
on the printing which will probably be ordered 
during this session, amounting to about two hun- 
dred thousand dollars, be asaving to the Treasury, 


I give notice, on behalf of the Committee on Print- 
ing, that I will bring this matter before the House 
to-morrow, when I will offer such resolutions as 
the exigencies of the occasion demand. Until 
then I defer any further remark. What I have 
said has been called forth by allusions of other 
gentlemen. 

Mr. PHELPS moved that the committee do 
now rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

So the committee rose; and the Speaker having 
resumed the chair, Mr. Binenam reported that 
the Committce of the Whole on the state of the 
Union had, according to order, had the Union 
generally under consideration, and pariealeey 
the consular and diplomatie appropriation bill, 
and had come to no resolution thereon. 


STATE OF THE UNION. 


Mr. BRANCH. Mr. Speaker, I ask leave of 
the House to present a resolution, to which £ 
think there can be noobjection. [Cries of“ Read 
it!? 

The Clerk read the resolution, as follows: 

Resolved, That, immediately after the reading of the Jour- 
nal to-morrow morning, the States and Territories shalt be 
called fur bils and resolutions; the bills and resolutions 
presented under said call to be referred, without debate, to 
the select committee gf thirty-three on the Presidents 
message, and no motion to reconsider the order of reference 
of any of such bills and resolutions shall thereafter be in 
order. 

There was no objection: and the resolution was 
received. 

Mr. BRANCH. The resolution, Mr. Speaker, 
simply givesan opportunity to the members of the 
House to present any resolution or bill on the sub- 
ject-matter of the resolution of the gentleman from 
Vireinia, [Mr. BoreLerR,] and to have it referred 
to the committee of thirty-three. It is obvious 
that, unless this be donc under a special order of 
the House, members who have such propositions 
to offer will hardly have an opportunity to do so 
previous to the action of that committee. 

Mr. STANTON. Task the gentleman from 
North Carolina to modify his resolution, so as to 
provide that bills and resolutions in reference to 
the subject-matter before the committee of thirty- 
three shall be referred to that committee, and that 
other bills and resolutions which may be intro- 
duced shall take another reference. 

Mr. BRANCH. The effect of the resolution 
is precisely that indicated by the gentleman from 
Ohie. Everything presented to-morrow goes to 
that committee. Ifany gentleman has anything 
in hig possession that does not relate to the sub- 
ject-matter referred to that committee, it will, of 
course, not be introduced on the call to-morrow, 
because he will not desire it to go to that gom- 
mittee. 

Mr. STANTON. So I understand, and my 
object is to allow, on that call, the introduction of | 
other bills and resolutions for reference to appro- 
priate standing committees. 

Mr. BRANCH. I call forthe previous question. 

The call for the previous question was seconded, 
and the main question was ordered to be pat; 
and, under the operation thereof, the resolution 
was adopted. 

Mr. STEWART, of Maryland. 


I move that 


now entirely depleted and bankrupt, of $80,000.45 


the House do now adjourn. 


Mr. HOUSTON. I suggest before we adjourn 
that the propositions of the gentleman from Hli- 
nois [Mr. Morris] and of the gentleman from 
Arkansas [Mr. Hiypman] be referred to the com- 
mittee of thirty-three, and ordered to be printed. 
lt is important that the committee should have all 
the information before it that is necessary at the 
earliest day. 

Mr. BRANCH. Ihave no objection to that., 

Mr. STEWART, of Maryland. We can do 
that to-morrow; and I insist on the motion to 
adjourn. ` 

‘The motion was agreed to. 

Thereupon (at ten minutes past two o’clock, 
p- m.) the House adjourned until to-morrow at 
twelve o’clock, m. À 


. IN SENATE. 
Wepnespay, December 12, 1860. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Dr. GURLEY. 
The Journal of yesterday wasread and approved. 
Hon. Rozert W. Jounson, of Arkansas, ap- 
peared in his seat. 
PETITION. 


Mr. POWELL presented the petition of Mary 
Mitchell, widow of A. J. Mitchell, deceased, a 
purser in the Navy, praying that the securities 
of her late husband may be released from the 

ayment of a debt unjustly alleged to be due from 
hin to the United States; which was referred to 
the Committee on Naval Affairs. 


PAPERS WITHDRAWN AND REFERRED. 


On motion of Mr. HALE, it was 


Ordered, That the petition of Mary Willard, formerly 
widow of Aaron Young, a soldier in the war of 1812, pray- 
ing that her name may be placed on the pension roll, under 
the acts of February 3, 1853, and June 3, 1858, on the files 
of the Senate, be referred to the Committee on Pensions. 


On motion of Mr. CHANDLER, it was 


Ordered, That leave be granted to withdraw from the files 
of the Senate the petition of Joseph Loranger, praying for 
remuneration for property destroyed by the enemy in the 
war of 1812. 


On motion of Mr. GWIN, it was 


Ordered, That the memorial of Perry McDonough Col- 
lins, praying compensation for commercial researches in 


! northern Asia, aud the exploration of the Amoor river, in 


Asia, on the files of the Senate, be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations. 


BILL INTRODUCED. 


Mr. CRITTENDEN asked, and by unanimous 
consent obtained, leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 
519) authorizing floats to issuc in satisfaction of 
claims against the United States, for lands sold 
by them within the Las Omegas and La Nance 
grants, in the State of Louisiana; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committeo 
on Private Land Claims. 


THE TARIFF BILL. 


Mr. BIGLER. Mr. President, I desire to state 

to the Senate, that when, on the motion of my 
colleague yesterday, the tariff bill was taken up 
for consideration, I had prepared an amendment 
which I then intended to offer to the bill; but at 
the time it was in my room and I had no oppor- 
tunity to offer it. I desire this morning to pre- 
sent the amendment, with the understanding that 
it shall be referred to the committee, with the bill. 
I offer the amendment which I send to the Chair, 
and ask to have it printed. 
. Mr. HUNTER. [hope it will be referred. It 
is fair to let the Senator present his scheme, and 
it can go to the committee and be considered in 
connection with the bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Firzpat- 
rick.) Does the Senator desire to have the amend- 
ment read? 

Mr. BIGLER. It is unnecessary. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. ` It will be re- 
ferred to the Committee on Finance, if there be 
no objection. [“ None!?’] 


TIE TREASURY NOTE BILL. 


Mr. BIGLER. There seems to be no business 
before the Senate in regular order, and I move 
that the Senate resume the consideration of the 
resolution offered by the Senator from Kentucky, 
in regard to the reference of the President’s mes- 
sage. 

The motion was agreed to. 

_ The PRESIDING OFFICER. On this ques- 
tion the Senator from Texas has the floor. 
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Mr. HUNTER. 
report a bill—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Itcan be done 
by unanimous consent, The Chair hears no objec- 
tion, 

Mr. HUNTER. Lask leave to reportthe Treas- 
ury note bill back from the Committee on Finance, 
with certain amendments, and I want to have it 
taken up to-day. s 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It can bedone 
by unanimous consent, or the resolution of the 
Senator from Kentucky can be passed over inform- 
ally. : 
Mr. HUNTER. This bill ought to be consid- 
ered to-day; we ought to have funds to carry on 
the Government. 

Mr. WIGFALL. Borrow them? 

Mr. HUNTER. Thisisa scheme to borrow 
money. ‘ 

Mr. FESSENDEN. There will be no objec- 
tion to taking it up. . 

Mr. HUNTER. I move that the Senate pro- 
ceed to the consideration ofthat bill by unanimous 
consent, | 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Thé proper motion 
would be to postpone the furthefconsideration of 
the resolution of the Senator frgm Kentucky, and 
take up that bill, “The Chaifwiil put the ques- 
tion on that motion, 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as 
in Committee of the Whole, proccéded to con- 
sider the bill (H. R. No. 863) to authorize the 
issue of Treasury notes, and for other purposes. 
it proposes to authorize the President of the Uni- 
ted States to cause Treasury notes to be issucd 
for such sum or sumsas the exigencies of the 
public service may require, hut not to exceed at 
any time the amount of $10,000,000, and of de- 
nominations not less than $100. ‘These Treasury 
notes are to be paid and redeemed at the Treas- 
ury after the expiration of one year from the date 
of their issue, and are to bear six percent. inter- 
est} but after their maturity, interest is to cease at 
the expiration of sixty days’ notice of readiness 
to redeem and pay them, which notice may at 
any time be given by the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury in one or more newspapers at the scat of Gov- 
ernment, Tor the payment and redemption of 
the notes, the faith of the United States is sol- 
emnly pledged. ` 

The Secretary of the Treasury is authorized, 
witk the approbation of the President, to cause 
such portion of these Treasury. notes as may be 
deemed expedient to be issued by the Treasury 
in payment of warrants in favor of public credit- 
ors, or other persons lawfully entitled to pay- 
ment, who may choose to receive the notes in pay- 
ment at par; and the Secretary is also authorized, 
with the approbation of the President, to borrow, 
from time to time, on the best terms proposed, 
such sums of moncy, upon the creditof the notes 
authorized by the act, as he may deem expedient, 
after having given publie notice for at least ten 
days, of the sum or sums required, and inviting 
proposals therefor in newspapers published in the 
cities of Washington and New York. 

_ The notes are to be transferable by assignment 
indorsed thereon by the person to whose order 
they may be made payable, accompanied with 
the delivery of the note so assigned. They are 
to'be received hy the proper officers in payment 
of all duties and taxes laid by the authority of the 
United States, of all public lands sold by their 
authority, and of all debts to the United States, 
of any character whatever, which may be duc 
and payable at the time when these notes may be 
offered in payment thereof; and upon every such 
payment credit is to be given for the amount of 


principal and interest due on the note or notes re- 


ceived in payment, on the day when the same 
shall have been received by the proper officer. 
The Secretary of the Treasury is also directed 
to cause to be paid the principal and interest of 
these Treasury notes at the time when, according 


to the provisions of the act, the same should be | 


paid; and he is further authorized to purchase 
the notes at par for the amount of principal and 
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power -to issue and reissue Treasury notes, con- 
ferred by this act, is to cease and determine on 
the Ist day of January, 1863. 

t is also provided, that all money hereafter 
contracted for under the authority of the act en- 
titled “ An act authorizing a loan and providing 
for the redemption of Treasury notes,” approved 
June 22, 1860, shall be used in the redemption of 
Treasury notes now outstanding, and those to 
be issued under this act, and to replace in the 
Treasury any amount of these notes. which may 
be paid and received for- publie dues, and for no 
other purposes. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the amend- 
ments reported by the. Committee on Finance; 
the first of which was, in the seventh line of the 
first section, to strike out ‘one hundred” and 
insert “ fifty.” 

Mr. HUNTER. Iwill state that that is to 
alter the denomination of the Treasury notes, so 
as to make them fifty dollars. There will be great 
difficulty in getting them off at par, at any rate. 
We think that will contribute to it. 

Fhe amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment of the committee was, at 
the cnd of section two, to insert: 

And the proceeds of the sales of the public lands shah be 
specifically pledged and set apart to redeem the said notes 
at par; and the Secretary of the Treasury is hereby au: 
thorized to purchase such notes at par with the funds thus 
specifically pledged for the redemption of the notes issued 
under this act. 


Mr. SIMMONS. I should like to hear some 
reason assigned for that amendment. 

Mr. HUNTER. This is an amendment which 
proposes to set aside the proceeds of the sales of 
the public lands for the purpose of redeeming 
these notes. There is a subsequent provision, 
that any of the public creditors who choose to 
take the notes at six per cent., may doso. It 
will contribute to make the notes pass if it is 
known that this fund is specifically set aside for 
their redemption. The Secretary of the Treasury 
is authorized to purchase them at par, as far as 
this sum goes, atany time. This will contribute, 
as we have good reason to belicve, to the currency 
of the note. It is much better to have it with this 
provision than without it. 

Mr. SIMMONS. Isece that this section of the 
bill as it is now, pledges the faith of the Govern- 
ment to the redemption of these notes; and I never 
was willing, and never will agree, to give collateral 
security for the honor of this Government in any 
way. The bill already pledges the whole rev- 
enue. If the honor of this Government is not 
sufficient to enable it to get credit upon six per 
cent. notes, shall be very much mistaken. It 
seems to me that this isa singular time to set 


apart funds for the redemption of notes payable | 


a year ahead, when we have not funds enough, 
with all the resources we have got, to pay our 
debts as they become due. The procceds of the 
sales of the public land are now lable to pay any 
demand upen the Treasury, and ought to be kept 
in the Treasury for any demand that may be made 
from day to day, and we should not issue notes 
payable in a year out ofa specific fand when we 
have already sct apart all our funds for the pay- 
ment of otherdebis. Thope this amendment will 
not prevail, and be put in the Treasury note. bill. 
I recollect hearing it suggested, twenty years ago 
or more, but there never was a vote in the Senate 
to put such a thing on the statute-book. 

Mr. HUNTER. It used to be the old doc- 
trine, in matters of finance, when you were bor- 
rowing moncy to pledge a specific sum toredeem 
it. I believe, in the days of Mr. Jefferson, it was 
not thought safe to borrow money otherwise. 
After the credit of the United States became in- 
disputable and was good everywhere, there was 
no necessity for anything more than a general 


| ceeding six per cent., and that an 


j|.we ought to work our finance 
all the. incidental benefit that 
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pledge; and we never heretofore have “scen the 
day when we were not able to raise mohéy at 
pleasure upon a general pledge. But now. the 


| State of public credit is very different. The Seh- 


ate must be aware that it is very hard to get off 
even United States sccurities. Our five per cent: 
stocks are down to ninety or ninety-two; and un- 
less we do something to give special security to, 
this note which we propose now to issue, there 
will be no chance of getting it off at par. 

I believe—I do not speak from my own opin- 
ion, but from what I have heard from ‘sources 
that I respect—that if we reduce the'denomina- 
tion of the note to fifty dollars, and if we pledgé 
the proceeds of the public lands to redeem’ this 
specific issue, we shall be able probably to get it 
off at par, or something like. that; and if we do . 
not do that, I fear we shall be as badly off with 
these notes as we were with the Joan; unless we 
determine to-do what-I never would agree to do-— 
tosell the Treasury notes, and take anything they 
may bring, giving the Secretary of the Treasury 
unlimited discretion to sell them at anything. I 
am not willing to do that; and if I am not, Vknow 
of no other means of raising money except by 
pledging this specific fund; and there is also an- 
other provision to which we shall soon come, in 
the shape of another amendment to be presented. 

Mr. ESSENDEN. I suggest to the chairman 
ofthe committee whether it is not better to explain 
the bearings of all the amendments which the com- 
mittee propose, before we procecd to. vote on any 
of them. They seem to lie connected together. 
I should like to have the matter fully understood, 
with reference to the amendments that will be 
proposed, and for what they. are substituted, in 
order that we may know what are the differences 
between the proposition of the House and that of 
the Senate committee. 

Mr. HUNTER. It will give me great pleas- 
uretodoso. The bill, asit came from the House 
of Representatives, proposed to issue Treasury 
notes of a denomination not less than one hundred 
dollars. Jt also proposed that these Treasury 
notes should be putat a rate of interest not ex- 

M of the public 
creditors who choose, may take them at six per 
cent.; and for the residue, thatthe Government 
may borrow moncy upon these Treasury notes 
at any rate it can. The meaning of which pro- 
vision was, that the Government might. sell the 
Treasury note below par, and get anything that 
it could, at the discretion of the Secretary of the 
Treasury and tbe President. Instead of that, the 
Committee on Finance propose to reduce the de- 
nomination of the note. That will tend to give 
it currency. Then, instead of giving this unlim- 
ited discretion to take whatever can be had for 
the Treasury note to the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury and the President, they propose that to the 
amount of $3,000,000, (trying it to a limited 
amount,) the Secretary should advertise to give 
that amount of Treasury notes to the bidder who 
will agree to give par for them at the lowest rate 
of interest, whatever it may be. We thus try the 
market, and putitoutat that rate ofinterest which 
will make ita par bid. In this way, we save the 
discretion which is otherwise proposed to be re- 
posed in the Secretary of the Treasury and the 
President. We ascertain what is the lowest rate 
of interest at which we can get par for the Treas- 
ury note. Bidders are invited. We put out the 
Treasury notes to the amount of $3,000,000, in 
order that we may see how it works, and hmiting 
it to an amount that we shall want very speedily 
in the Treasury. : 

The advantage of this is not only saving this 


| discretion in the Secretary and the President, but 


in this way we may put out a Treasury note 
which will remain out, because we try the market, 


jand we give that market rate of interest which 


will make the note goat par. We all know that 
a Treasury note of that sort at this time would 
be of immense advantage to the community. We 
are not legislating in reference tò commerce’: bht 
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from themy-and ive “know: that a Treasury note 
which: would go at par; would be of immense as- 
sistance at this time. We have no safe means— 
T mean safe to the Government—to ascertain what 
could go out at par, except this device of ascer- 
taining and giving the note to the bidder who.will 
take it atthe losvest rate of interest. Give alla 
chance to the extent of these $3,000,000, and then 
we give ii out.at the lowestrate of interest, what- 
ever that may, be. os 

Wealso propose, inasthuch as it is exceedingly 
difficult now. to give credit to any species of cur- 


rency ;to setaside the proceeds of the public lands, | 


so that the Secretary of the Treasury may at any 
time to.that amount buy in the notes at par. Any 
public creditor. who reccives them at six per cent. 
because he is obliged to take them at that or get 
nothing, will find that he has lost by it; but this 
is to give him an opportunity, to some cxtent, to 
get the money... We believe that with all these 
securitics, we may perhaps get out a note which 
wilbcirculate at par. ` 

Mr. SIMMONS. Mr. President, I am willing 
to give every facility that will give currency to 
these notes; but we have already now some thir- 
teen millions of Treasury notes out, and the whole 
revenues of the Government are pledged to their 
redemption. Now, lL ask the Senator from Vir- 
ginia if he would strengthen public credit if he 
should take the funds that are pledged for the 
notes. that-we have out, and make them special 
funds for these ‘notes that we are about to issue. 
Do you mean to promise according to your hopes 
and pay according to. your fears? fs that the way 
to get credit? . There is not a dollar of public 
money received from the public lands that is wot 
already. pledged to the redemption of Treasury 
notes that will come duc this year. The way to 
keep the publie credit good is not to doubt it our- 
selves. Let the country know that we have wi- 
doubted confidence in the credit of this Govern- 
ment. We have no funds that are not pledged 
to public creditors to borrow maney upon. Let 
the notes be sold for what they will bring, if we 
cannot get the full price for them, But, sir, I 
hold that good faith requires that we should deal 
with all ereditors alike, We have borrowed 
twenty or thirty, nay, near forty million within 
a year or two, and pledged this very fund for the 
payment, that is now proposed to be sot apart in 
order to enable. you to hire moncy at better rates 
on these notes. Let us not doubt the credit of 
this Government ourselves, and the. public will 
have confidence in it. 

Mr. HUNTER. If this were a question of 
bankruptcy, and the distribution of assets, the 
argument of the Senator from Rhode Island would 
be correct.” ‘The general faith of the Government 
is pledged for the redemption of all its stocks and 
notes; but ivisto be hoped the Government will 
be able to pay all its debts, and we are assisting 
those who hold Government stocks if we can put 
outa security which is at par, In order to do 
that, we propose to give a special security to these 
notes. We propose to set aside specially the 
proceeds of the public lands, so that the bidders 
may be encouraged to take these notes at par. 
If we can get out $10;000,000 of Treasury notes 
at par, will it not help the credit of the other 
Treasury notes, and all the stocks, not only of 
this Government, but of the State governments 
themselvos? 

Mr. CLARK. Do LT understand the chairman 
of the Committee on Finance to say that he be- 
Heves the notes would not go at par unless this 
specific appropriation be made? Does he think 
it necessary to make this mortgage ? 

‘Mr. HUNTER, 
the precise limit to which they will go, or will not 
go. I think there will be great difficulty in getting 
them out at par. 1 know I increase the chance 
of getting them out if I set apart this fund. 
will not say they will not go without it; but I will 
say I have much more hope that they will go 
with it than without it. Iam not sure that they 
will go even with this provision, but I trust that 
they will. 

. The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question 
is on the amendment proposed by the Committee 
on Finance. 

Mr. SIMMONS. I should like to have the 
yeas and nays on the amendment. 

” The yeas and nays were ordered. 
Mr. SIMMONS. Ivery much dislike to de- 


I cannot undertake to define | 


1: 


{ 


|-tain the Senate oma matter of this sort that may 


seem not to require so much debate. Iean per- 
ceive that those who propose this amendment do 
it with perfect fairness and perfect sincerity, and 
with a strong belief in the circulation of these 
notes ; . 

Mr. HUNTER. I hope the Senator will raise 
his voice; I cannot hear him. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It is impossi- 
ble to hear Senators on the floor, there is so 
much confusion in the lobbies. + 

Mr. SIMMONS. I say 1 did not mean to call 
in question, at all, the propriety of the members 
who recommend this measure. I believe they 
think it will facilitate the passing of these notes. 
But I call the attention of the Senate to this fact: 
that Senators who are opposed to any arrange- 
ment of the public lands, any disposition of them 
that Congress may sce fit to make, may choose 
to tie themselves up, or tie up the majority of 
Congress by pledging the proceeds of these lands 
to a certain use. That I suppose to be the real 
motive with some; I do not say it is with all. 

l do not object to the reduction of these notes 
to fifty dollars, although I think that is ofa very 
doubtful expediency. Itsets up this Government 
in the issuing of a currency. -That is what it is 
intended to do—to issue notes for a currency. 
But I shall confine myself now to this question 
about credit, and the condition in which this 
amendment will put the bill. [twillsend it back 
to the House, and there will be a controversy be- 
tween the two Houses about the amendment. It 
is said we want the money to be raised by these 
Treasury notes, and need it right away. [agree 
to that; but it is well known—we have it here by 
bills, and I have a right to speak of it—thata 
large majority of the House of Representatives 
have another disposition of these lands than the 
pledging of them in this way. When you come 
to take up any railroad project, it will interfere 
with that. If any lands are to be given to a road, 
or to those who are to build a road, then those 
who are opposed to the road will get up and say, 
these-lands are pledged already, and you cannot 
give them away; you cannot dispose of them; 
they are collateral security for the notes of the 
Government. You will thus mix up your fiscal 
system with your land system, and you cannot 
do much with either. 

Let these notes be issued on the same terms 
that the Treasury notes are and that the loan is. 
If you make a distinction between the paper that 


you issue to get moncy to carry on this Govern- 


ment, you willdepress the people who have given 
par and over par within the last sixty days for 
the loan that is out. They will say there is a 
specific fund pledged for the Treasury notes, and 
none pledged for this loan. You will have all 
sorts of accounts in your Treasury books, and all 
sorts of sources to get money to relieve the dif- 
ferent obligations of the Government. It will 
introduce a new system into the Treasury, and, 
in my opinion, injure the credit of all the paper 
we bave got out in the hands of the community. 
How Jong has our credit been so poor? The last 
loan we offered at five per cent., redeemable in 
twenty years, brought over par. What right has 
anybody to say that these netes will not go at six 
percent? There is nocvidence of it. There are, 
to be sure, great commercial troubles; but there is 
money enough, and thes 
will call it out, in my opinion. 

{ am willing, ant think it a good plan, to 
offer $3,600,000 of them to be taken at par at 
the lowest rates of interest at which the bidders 
will receivethem, If it isseven per cent., give it. 
We are bound to get the money to pay the cred- 
itors of the Government. But I trust that this 
amendment will not be adopted. k will embar- 
rass the bill itself. It will injure the credit of our 
obligations now out, held by honest, bona fide pur- 
chasers at par,and make distinctions in the debts 
that we owe tothe world. f think it too serious 
a matter to throw it in on this bill. It will em- 


barrass us in‘all our business about land, and | 


create great distrust of our paper. 

Mr. HALE. I would be obliged if somebody 
would state precisely what will be the practical 
difference between the honorary or legal obliga- 
tions of the Government, whether this amendment 
is adopted or not. ,To my mind there is not any. 
The faith of the Government and all its revenucs 


f are pledged to the honest redemption of its obli- 


c notes at six per eent. | 
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: gations; and I wish somebody would state. the 
practical difference, cither in a legal or an hon- 
orary point of view, whether the amendment is 
adopted or not. Ido not wish to indicate by this 
that I shall vote against the amendment. 

Mr. CAMERON. Mr. President, I will try to 
explain to the Senator from Rhode Island the dif- 
ference between the specific appropriation in this 
billand an ordinary one. {do not know what 
the difference is between the honorary and legal 
responsibilities of the Government, and therefore 
cannot explain that to the Senator from New 
Hampshire; but, in answer to, the Senator from 
Rhode Island, this amendment of the Committee 
on Finance, as I understand it, proposes that the 
procceds-of the public lands shall be specifically 
appropriated for the payment and redemption of 
these Treasury notes. It has been customary to 
pledge the whole proceeds of the public lands to 
the payment of special debts. The whole pro- 
ceeds of the sales of public lands that come into 
the Treasury are appropriated to the redemption 
of these notes. The practical effect will be this: 
my friend from Rhode {sland has a Treasury note 
for $100 for pay now due to him; he goes to the 
Treasury, and the Secretary of the Treasury, Mr. 
Toucey, or whoever may be Secretary just now, 
says, ‘Mr, Senator, we have no money to-day, 
but next week we shall have some money re- 
ceived from the proceeds of the sales of the pub- 
lic lands, and next Tuesday morning I will pay 
you your note out of that special fund, ? He will 
then go there oncthat day and get it. That is the 
practical resalt ofsthis thing. ; 


It has been very ¢ 


astomary to appropriate these 
lands to. this purpos® and F think justly so. At 
present we are m a strait, 


The Senator from 
Rhode Island, to whom I generally look for in- 
formation on such subjects, seems to believe we 
can sell our bonds at any price. I do not think 
so. I see that, in the New-York market yester- 
day, our fives were selling at ninety-two cents; 
one thousand United States fives, duc in 1865, 
selling for ninety-two cents on the dollar, Coupon 
bonds of 1871 were sclling at eighty-five cents. 
The loans of the State of Missourt, six per cents., 
were selling yesterday at sixty-three cents, Six 
per cents, of the State of Virginia were selling 
ut seventy-three cents, Now, no man who is in 
the habit of dealing in money in the city of New 
York believes that the United States sixes are 
worth much more than the sixes of Virginia—at 
least the Senator from Virginia would think so— 
though E belicve they command a little more. 
Pennsylvania fives are selling for about ninety- 
two cents. I believe they are a little better than 
any of the others, 

t bas been customary in all the countries of the 
world, so far as I understand it, to allow the pco- 
ple to come in and take a portion of the loans of 
the Government. I think that financial act of 
Louis Napoleon, by which he enabled every 
Frenchman to come and take a proportion of the 
loans of the Government, did him more credit— 
certainly gave him more popularity—than any 
financial act of his. Therefore I should be glad 
to see these Treasury notes issucd in any sum 
not less than twenty dollars. F supposed, when 
the bill came into the Senate, that it was recom- 
mended by the committee that they should be 
issued for sums of twenty and fifty dollars. That 
would enable everybody in the country, no matter 
how humble, to take a portion of this loan. It 
would make it popular, and give currency to it. 
I remember the old doctrine of the Democratic 
party, which L never believed when I was in the 
party, that we ought to make no currency. Cur- 
rency isa mere term, It may mean anything or 
nothing. I believe that if the Government adds 
to its credit by enabling every person to take a 
portion of this loan, it does a public good; and 
therefore I should be willing to issue these Treas- 
ury notes now in any sum down to twenty dol- 
lars. But that, it seems, cannot be done. 

The public loan due on the Ist of January will 
require,as I understand, about two million dollars 
to pay the interest on it. No man here would be 
willing to see the day go by without the interest 
being paid. I believe there is not a man in Con- 
gress who has not enough national. pride to be 
unwilling to let this debt go without the interest 
being paid the day-it was promised. Thorefore 
I will consent to pass this bill just as it is re- 
| ported, and enable the Secretary of the Treasury 


1860. — | 
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to sell portion of the notes forany sum that will 
enable him to get money to pay the interest com- 
ing duc. Ido not mean to make-any speech about 
it; but these are my views. 


Mr. SIMMONS. 


object to the getting of thismoney. 
already that I approve of that part of the bill that 
was to give to the Secretary the right to issuc 
$3,000,000 at any rate of interest that he could 
have it taken for at par. That I agree to; but 
my objection is this specific amendment now 
under consideration, entangling our land system 
with this subject, and making a different provision 
for the redemption of these notes from what we 
do for all other species of our debt. ‘That is my 
objection. 

Mr. BIGLER. It seems to me the Senator 
from Rhode Island is manifestly mistaken in the 
import of this bill. It certainly in no way em- 
barrasses the public lands. It would not inter- 
Tere with any disposition Congress might make 
of them, although it is a specific pledge of the 
proceeds of the public lands. Whatever may 
come into the Treasury is pledged for the redemp- 
tion of these’ notes. That is- the way I under- 
stand the bill. The Senator from Rhode Island 
scems lo think it is a pledge of the land, and 
would embarrass any subsequent action of Con- 
gress in reference to it. I suppose 1 understand 
what he means. He thinks it would interfere 
with the homestead bill, Ido notunderstand the 


chairman of the Committee on Finance to take | 


that view of the subject. 

Mr. HUNTER. It does not interfere with 
thatatall. It only pledges the proceeds of the 
public lands. It interferes no more with the 


homestead bill than the general pledge of the jj 


public credit which already exists. 

Mr. SIMMONS. I am not saying it would 
interfere with it; but I say it would be used as an 
argument. 

Mr. HUNTER. Cannot the general pledge 

-be used as an argument? 

Mr. SIMMONS. Not at all. 

Mr. HUNTER. I think it is a very fair 
argument. 

Mr. SIMMONS, It is a pledge of the re- 
sources of the Treasury now. This isall I have 
to say. Ido not think we ought to make any 
distinction between these notes and any others 
that have been issued. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. Mr. President, theques- 
tion as presented to us is a choice between two 
alternatives. J do not pretend to be particularly 
learned on these financial matters; and perhaps, 
if my friend from Rhode Island and my friend 
from Pennsylvania agreed in their views, I might 
be convinced, or at any rate persuaded to yield 
my own judgment; but when doctors disagree, 
those of us who are not doctors must come to 
the best conclusion we can. 

As I said before, this is a choice between two 
things. The bill, as it originally came from the 
House, provided substantially that the Secretary 


of the Treasury might sell these Treasury notes j 
for what he could get for them. We know very | 
well that the moncy market is regulated by mon- 


eyed men, and if they saw a provision in a bill 


of this kind, that the Secretary has power to put | 


them into the market after advertisement, or be- 
fore, and sell them for the sum he can get for them, 


pledging them, in pointof fact, the result will be, | 
P an 2 p 3 


an my judgment, they will not go off at-all, or it 
will be very difficult, except at a very great sacri- 
fice; because the money market would be con- 
trolled to that purpose and end. Therefore, to 
my mind, the provision was objectionable. 
not say that I am right; but it was not satisfac- 
tory to me, It tooled like assuming that we were 
in a condition that we were obliged to sell our 


securities for what we could get forthem—to put į 


them in the market. I do not think we are quite 
reduced to that condition; nor do I choose, unless 
in a case of absolute necessity, to put it in the 
power of any oficer to do that, especially at the 
present time, 


Then, sir, we had the other alternative. Some- | 


thing must be done, evidently, in the present state 
of the moncy market, to give a feeling of security 
in these notes that we are about to putout. What 
shall we do? We know very well—it must be 
manifest to everybody who reads the reports of 
the state of the market—thatif we simply put out 


f I hope the Senator from | 
Pennsylvania does not suppose that Í want to | 
I have stated | 


Ido | 
i doubtful, or it may be doubtfal, perhaps—that | 


these Treasury notes in the ordinary way, re- 
newable for two years, certainly it will be very 
difficult to get money at all for them; and money 


we must have, to a certain extent, by the Ist of | 


January, to preserve the credit of this Govern- 
ment. 

Now, then, what shall be donc in the alternative 
presenied? We may pledge the proceeds of the 
public lands specifically. The sales last year 
were about a million and a half dollars, accord- 
ing to the returns; I do not know the exact sum. 


If we put out this amountof Treasury notes,and | 


pledge the proceeds of the public lands, so faras 


they go to the payment, it 1s security. Isitany- ! 


thing more than has been done before by this 
Government, and at a very recent or a compara- 
tively recent period, too? I understand not. Is 
there any discreditabout it? Why it is precisely 
what an individual does in like cases. He raises 
money; the money market is hard; he wants 
more: and what does he do? He pledges a spe- 
cific portion of his property which is productive, 
which produces rents, which the creditor knows 
will produce rent. Is there anything discredit- 
able about that? Notatall. Is there anything 
of bad faith about that? Not unless aman who 
owes money can never make mortgages of his 
property on new ioans, either personal or real. It 


| Is not considered discreditable or dishonest. His 
| property is pledged, to be sure, and his ercdit is 


pledged. I presume the same rule applies to the 
case of a State as of individuals: that a man, ora 
State; who has borrowed money upon its general 
credit, ov his general credit, may, if necessary, 


į pledge a speeific portion of its or his gencral 


estate in order to raise more money, if needful. 
Now, I am free to say, I doubted whether this 


was expedient in the present case; I doubted j 


whether it was necessary. I did not bind myself 
to support it. I saw the difficulty suggested by 
my friend from Rhode Island. It was very pos- 
sible people might raise an objection to it with 
reference to this anticipated homestead bill, and 
all that. It is easily explained, however, and I 
have prepared an amendment, which I proposed 
to offer at one period, that nothing herein con- 
tained should be construcd to affect the right of 
the Government to dispose of its public lands to 
actual scttlers as it might sce fit; but after all that 
is matter of form, The thing is substantially so 
now. No amendment of that kind would change 
the legal effect. Wesctaside the proceeds of tHe 
sales of the public lands to redecm these notes. 
The policy of this Government is perfectly well 
understood; all the world knows it; and that 
policy is to give away a‘certain portion of its 
public lands for the purpose, if you please, of 
raising the value of the rest. We are not break- 


ing faith, then, in reference to the matter; and if | 
1n times when all the banks of the country had 


this proposition would, as many think, have an 
effect to increase the facility of getting money on 
these notes, so far it is well. 

Then, sir, there is another matter; and that is 
the proposition of the committee to reduce the 
denomination of the notes. I was in favor of 
reducing it to twenty dollars, and Lam yet; but 
still { think it may operate at fifty dollars. 

With regard to the third provision, to put up a 
portion of this loan, if you call it a loan, to auc- 


| tion at such a rate of interest as you can sell it 
for at par, I did have great doubts whether it was 


necessary, and if it was not necessary 1 would 
not doit. lhave those doubts stiil. ‘The ma- 
jority, however, overruled me in that particular, 
and | see no very great objection to it. It isun- 


| deniable that we have money to raise at a certain 


period, very near, in order.to preserve the public 
credit, which must be done at all events; butitis 


will depend upon contingencies—whether we can 
meet it; and if we allow a certain portion, enough 
to meet it, to be placed before the public pre- 


cisely in that Hight, it was believed that that | 


would save all question on that score, ‘That was 
the view of the committee. That sum is but 


j $3,000,000—a small sum—and the interest on 
‘which is not worth talking about. 
that, without reference to ideas merely, we must, | 
as practical men, deal with a practical subject. I! 


But I take it 


diftercd from the majority of the committee in 
some of these details; I do now; but, realiy, as 
it is a mere matter of common sense applied to a 
common and ordinary thing, I do not sce dificul- 
ties enough about it to justify the opposition that 


has been. exhibited in the. Chamber, on this side; 
although my friend from Rhode Island, who has 
made the opposition, knows very: mucli more 
about money matters than d.do.. - En 
Mr. SEWARD. Iam quite:content, sir, with 


| all the amendments which are proposed. by. the 
Committee on Finance; although Lagree with the . 


honorable Senator. from Maine, that-it would < 
have been better to reduce the denomination of 
these notes to twenty dollars. Herctofore L have 
resisted the issuing of Treasury notes of the lower 
denominations. That was at a time when the 
market was entirely at: casé, when the banks 
were going on in their ordinary operations, and, 
the issuing of those -notes might have interfered 
with the prosperous business of banking; but.the 
issuing of notes of so small a denomination as 
fifty dollars, or even twenty dollars, would, I 
think, now be a sensible relief to the money 
market, and in aid of the banks throughout the 
country, who are unable to supply paper in this 
mere temporary emergency. ae f 
In regard to the provision pledging the avails 
of the public lands, it strikes -me as eminent! 
right and proper. Ido not think that the credit 


| of av individualis any the worse if, when-he finds 


it necessary to borrow money, he hypothceates a 
security which he has. P take it that it rather 
shows a plain, frank, honest borrower; and if he 
has specific securities, lie may succeed in-getting 
money cheaper than he would if he withheld them, 
and stood upon his general character. Butreally 
it amounts to nothing, for Congress still reserves 
the entire disposition of the public lands accord- 
ing to the Constitution, although it shall give 
this pledge of the avails which shall be reccived 
into the Treasury. Congress makes no specific 
pledge of these avails for the redemption of the 
notes till the avails from that source come ins and 
now those avails, with all the other resources of 
the country, are already pledged as effectually 
without this provision as with it, 

Nor do I sce that there is anything unusual or 
peculiar in the transaction. I know that there is 
no State in the Union whose credit has generall 
been better than the State of New York, e 
have never been too proud, and have never felt 
ourselves too rich, to pledge the revenues derived 
from our canals (our chicf source of revenue, in- 
dependent of taxation) for loans which were made 
to be expended in the prosecution of our system 
of internal improvements. And we go so far as 
not only to pledge them by law, but ‘they have 
been, from the beginning of our system of inter- 
nal improvements, in the year 1817, antil this year ` 
1860, perpetually sleteed to the public credit. In 
times of gloom like these, it has been a source of 
confidence and strength; and has cnabled us to 
pay our interestand redeem our stocks falling due 


suspended specie payments, and even the Gov- 
ernmentof the United States had suspended specie 
payments, It seems to me avery legitimate way; 
and really what is new to the country, what is 
especially important, is that this Government 
should be lifted up and placed upon asound basis 
of credit; and as this isa mere temporary measure 
and a partial one, I trustthat before long the Sen- 
ate will take up the question of the revenue, which 
has been submitted to them by the House of Rep- 
resentatives, and will provide for replenishing the 
Treasury in a substantial and permanent way. 
Mr. SIMMONS. Mr. President, since Icom- 
menced my present term in the Senate, we have 
passed two or three loan bills, and several Treas- 
ury note bills. We passed a Treasury note bill 
at the first month of the session of 1857-58, 
when there was greater commercial distress than 
I ever knew in the country. We then made no 
specific pledges, and yet we got the money we 
wanted at a less rate of interest than six per cent., 
and at a time, too, wlien I doubt if any stocks on 
the list were quoted as high as they are to-day. 
I know that there was more distress in the money 
market in 1857 than there isat this time, My 
objection is to going out of the regular beaten 
track. It looks as if we were alarmed ourselves 
for the credit of the Government. In 1657, the 
Secretary of the ‘Treasury, in the midst of the 
greatest pressure that ever was known, issued a& 
proposition to sell some cight or ten million dol- 
lars of Treasury notes, and they soldat par, and I 
think bore a less rate of interest than five per cente 
Now, I should like to know what reason there 
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these notes, and why. we should make specific 
pledges of particular funds for their redemption, 
when we have no.sach-pledges.in any loan bill 

“now inexistence? Tt avould show to the country 
that we ourselves doubt the credit-of the Govern- 
ment. I think.it is the worst policy in the world. 
Lugree that the State of New York may make a 
‘dilt. to construct a canal, and. may pledge the 
tolls on the canals to pay the interest—there is no 
trouble im thats but Fam asking the attention of 
the Senator from Virgitia to the question now 
Aefore usi know he is-familiar with all these 
‘Treasuty note and loan bills that we have passed. 
Te did not think-it necessary in 1857 to pledge 
‘aby. specific funds, and yetthe notes sold at par 
at three or-four per cent, interest. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. I would like to ask my 
friend if he adverts at allin his mind to the fact 
that a portion of the last loan that we authorized, 
is‘not taken atthe present time? 

Mr, SIMMONS. All has been taken that was 
advertised; and I understand that this is to be a 
substitute for the remaining portion of it. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. Not at all; it is entirely 
independent of it. 

Mr. SIMMONS. (Well, I read the advertise- 
ment for that loan, There was $10,000,000 ad- 
vertised for, and it was all taken at a premium. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. The moncy has not been 
paid, though. i 

Mr. SIMMONS. -Trouble came on, and some 
of the bidders who got the loan failed to pay; but 
Tsay that in 1857, when there was greater pres- 
sure than there is now, we made no such pledge, 
and Ido not doubt that now these notes will go 
at par. There is a difficulty, you say, in per- 
mitting the Secretary of the ‘Treasury to have the 
disercuon of selling them below par; but do not 
sec any difficulty in that. Ido not belicve there 
ig a Senator here who would permit the faith of 
the Government të ful inthe payment of interest 
onthe Ist of January beeause they could vot get 
money at six per cent. One argument for put- 
ting Jn this provision is, that we cannot sell these 
notes at par, and the bil is altered so as to make 
it discretionary with the Seeretary to sell them 
blow par. E would rather take the billas it came 
from the HLouse, and get the money atall hazards; 
and I would not distrust ourselves or impair our 
eredit by putting any different provision in this 
Treasury note bill from what we have put in all 
‘others. We know that we succeeded well with- 
outany such provision in the worst time this coun- 
try every had for issuing Treasury notes, in 1857. 
Why shall we not now? My greatest objection 
to this proposition is, that it changes our system 
of hiring money from that which we have pursued 
for the last three years, and changes it now fora 
temporary emergency when we want $10,000,099 
Treasury notes. 


The Seerctary proceeded to call the roll upon'y 
the amendment, and Mr. Antirony answered to | 


his name, 

Mr. WADE. I want to offer an amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Firzpar- 
nick in the chair.) The Senator is too late; the 
calling of the roll has commenced. 

Mr. WADE, lask the unanimous consent of | 
the Senate to‘permit me to offer an amendment to 
obviate what I consider an objection to the prop- 
osition now pending. I fear thatthis amendment 
will interfere with the right of Congress to dis- 
pose of the public lands to actual settlers; or, in 
other words, with the homestead bill. It seems 
to me that it may have that effect. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will 
state to the Senator that it is not in order to argue 
the question while the roll is being called. 

Mr. WADE. [ask unanimous consent. 

Mr. HUNTER, I hope the Senator will not 
propose that. If he is against the amendment as 
it stands, it will be better for him to vote against 
it. If he proposes what he has suggested, he 
will get up a long debate on the homestead meas- 
ure. 1 know what theamendment is; and I think, 
when the Senator offers it, he will find that it goes | 
further than he thinks. Ido not think myself that 
this interferes with the right of Congress to dis- 
pose of the public lands; but if he thinks so, he 
can vote agaist it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will 
state that debate is outof order; but Senators can 


-ig to apprehend so much’ difficulty in the sale of 


proceed by unanimous consent, 


Mr. WADE. I suppose we can amend the 
proposition when we get into the Senate. [‘Oh, 
Mr. CAMERON. Mr. President 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The calling of 
the roll has commenced, and all debate is out of 
order. i ; 
Mr. BINGHAM. What is the question? 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Onagreeing to 
the amendment reported by the Committee on 
Finance. 
Mr. BINGHAM. The amendment pledging 


| the procecds of the public lands? [** Yes.”’} 


The question being taken by yeas and nays, 

resulted—yeas 38, nays 16; as follows: 

YEAS—Messts. Baker, Bayard, Benjamin, Bigler, Bragg, 
Cameron, Clark, Clinginan, Crittenden, Davis, Dixon, Fes- 
senden, Vitel, Fitzpatrick, Foster, Green, Gwin, Hale, 
Junter, Johnson of Arkansas, Johnson of ‘Tennessee, 
Kennedy, Lane, Latham, Mason, Nicholson, Pearce, Polk, 
Powell, Saulsbury, Sebastian, Seward, Slidell, Sumner, 
Thomson, Wigtall, Wilson, and Yulec—33. 

NAYS—Messrs. Anthony, Bingham, Chandler, Doolittle, 
Douglas, Durkee, Foot, Grimes, Harlan, King, Rice, Sim- 
mous, Ten Eyck, Trumbull, Wade, and Wilkinson—16. 


So the amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment of the Cammittce on 
Finance was, in section four, line nine, after the 
word ** President,” to strike out: 

«To borrow from time to time, ou the best terms proposed, 
such sums of moncy, upon the credit of the notes author- 
ized by this act, as he may deem expedient, after having 
given publie notice of atleast ten days, of the sum orsums 
required, and inviting proposals therefor, ia newspapers 
published in the citics ot Washington and New York.” 

And in lieu thereof to insert: 


To issue so many of tne notes hereby authorized to be 
issued as may amount to a sum not execeding $3,009,090, 


| at such rate of interest as may be offered by the lowest 


responsible bidder or bidders, who may agree to take the 
said notes at par, after public advertisement of uot less than 
ten days ju such papers as the President may direct; the 
said advertisement to propose to issue such notes at par to 
those who may offer to take the same at the Jowest rate of 
interest; but ip deciding upon those bids no fractions shall 
be considered which may be less than one fourth of one 
per centum per annum., 


, 

Mr. CAMERON. Before the vote is taken, 
l suggest that we strike out the limitation of 
$3,000,000, and allow the provision to apply to 
the whole sum. When L agreed to the $3,000,000 
limitation, I supposed the committee was going 


i to report for twenty dollar notes, 


Mr. HUNTER. 1 will state, in regard to that, 
that } thought it was better to try the amount we 
Wore obliged to have, in order to see how it would. 
work, under the hope that if this pledge of the 
public lands remained, and the notes were reduced 
to fifty dollars, we could work off the residue; but 
I have no objection, myself, to applying this pro- 
vision to the whole amount, 

Mr. COLLAMER. IfI understand this matter 
aright, the House sent us a bill for the issuing of 


| Treasury notes, with authority in the Executive 


to sell all of those notes, from time to time, as 
occasion should require, for the purpose of rais- 
ing money, at whatever price they might bring. 


i Lunderstand the amendment now offered to be to 


confine the power of the Executive in disposing 


! of those notes in the market at what they may 


bring, to $3,000,000. 

Mr. FESSENDEN and Mr. CAMERON. Oh, 
no. 

Mr. COLLAMER. What is it, then. 

Mr. CAMERON. If the Senator will allow 
me, E will state what it is. The bill, as sent here 
by the House, authorized the Secretary of the 
Treasury, with the approval of the President, to 
hypothecate these notes at any sum for which he 
could raise money on them; in other words, to 
borrow moncy and give these notes as collateral 
security; and, of course, if the moncy should not 
be paid at maturity, the notes would have to be 
sold for what they would bring. The amendment 
is, that the Seerctary of the Treasury is to adver- 
tise for- proposals to take the mopey at parat the 
lowest rate of interest at which the notes will be 
taken, and it confines that advertisement to 
$3,000,000. 

Mr. COLLAMER. At six per cent. ?` 

Mr. CAMERON. Atsuch a rate of interest 
as he can get the money for at par. ; 

Mr, COLLAMER. 1 dislike that limitation to 
$3,000,000. 1 have no objection tothe power be- 
Ing given to the Executive to dispose of these 
notes for such money as may be wanted; but to 
limit that to $3,003,000 only, Iam opposed to as 
at present advised. f understood the honorable 


Senator from Virginia to suggest that that was 
the sum which would be immediately needed. 
Now, sir, I understand that thatis needed inthis 
way: about that sum will be wanted in January 
for the purpose of paying the interest on the pub- 
lic debt. 

Mr. HUNTER. A little under that; not quite 
that, but about that. ‘ 

Mr.. COLLAMER. Well, pretty near it. 
Now, Mr. President, I think there is just thesame 
need, and at the very same time, for money be- 
yond the amount required to pay the interest on 
the public debt. Last January there was an issue 
of Treasury notes which were sold for moncey— 
I think $10,000,000 for one year. They were 
madereccivable for public dues, and some of them 
may come in, and probably have come in, in pay- 
ment of duties; but the great body of these notes, 
aslunderstand the matter, remainoutnow. They 
are not yet due; but they will be due just about 
the time that the interest is due on the public 
loans. The Treasury issued the notes at differ- 
ent dates, because the subscribers paid in the 
money at different times; and I cannot fix the 
dates precisely, but I think they were all issued 
in the first part of January last. 

Lam reminded that there was last session pro- 
vision made for a loan of $20,000,009 for the pur- 
pose of redeeming the Treasury notes then out. 
Gentlemen understand very well that only half 
that Joan has been advertised and bid for, and a 
part of the money paid and a part of it not paid; 
bat that does notat all provide for the case. ‘There 
are $10,000,000 Treasury notes which we issued 
last January that will falt due next January. The 
other $10,000,000 contained in the twenty million 
loan bill, have never been advertised for, and the 
power to borrow them remains in the hands of 
the Secretary of the Treasury now. Bids ean be 
advertised for if he thinks proper; but it is prob- 
ably’not thought advisable to do that; and it is 
proposed by the issue of these ‘Treasury notes to 
get money, and we are to try to sell them at par. 
He cannot sell them below par, according to my 
recollection of the proposiuion. Fie cannot sell 
the loan in the present state of the money market, 
and itis not, probably, advisable to try that at che 
present moment; and hence this provision for 
Treasury notes. Well, then, we want these 
Treasury notes not merely to pay interest on the 
loan falling duc in January, but also to pay the 
Treasury notes falling due in January, with the 
interest upon them. 

Mr. HUNTER. I will say to the Senator from 
Vermont that I much prefer that the amendment 
should prevail; but we took what we thought we 
could carry. We are obliged to have a certain 
amount, and I do not wish to risk a failure of the 

ill. 

Mr. COLLAMER. Why are we not obliged 
to provide for the one as well as for the other? 

Mr. HUNTER. Because it may not be de- 
manded. How do we know that it will be de- 
manded? 

Mr. COLLAMER, The public faith is pledged 
to the redemption of the Treasury notes which 
fall due in January, and certainly it needs the 
same provision for the payment of them as for 
the payment of interest on the loan, You might 
as well ask me how do I know that the commu- 
nity will ever look for the interest on the loan 
There is just as good reason to believe they will 
present the Treasury notes. They cannot get 
interest on them without presenting them. Sup- 
pose 1 hold one of the notes, payable in January 
with interest: I am obliged to present it, because 
I cannot get interest beyond the day it is due 
without presenting it. You have not agreed to 
pay me interest beyond January. It is only in- 
terest for one year contained in the note. 

Mr. HUNTER. We pay interest on the note 
until it is called in. 

Mr. COLLAMER. Certainly, until the man 
presents it. Say I have a Treasury note, issued 
last January, with interest due upon it on the 
6th day of January next. 

Mr. HUNTER. It bears interest until the 
Sceretary of the Treasury advertises for it to 
come in. 

Mr. COLLAMER. No, sir; it bears interest 
just that year, and a man cannot keep that in his . 
pocket and wait for it to be ealled ia. I know it, 
for I have had occasion to buy some of the notes 
—I did not buy them for myself, 1 had not the 
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moncy to buy them with; it was for a company 
that wanted them. Jt is understood that the 
holder must present the note or lose interest, and 
hence it will be presented as a matter of course. 

But, Mr. President, I desire that the provision 
for the sale of Treasury notes should extend to 
the whole of the notes that we issue, if the Ex- 
ecutive finds itneedful. He can ascertain whether 
the notes are to ‘be presented, whether there is 
occasion for it. [dislike to have the public credit- 


ors present their paper for payment when itis due, | 


and to have them told that they musttake Treas- 
ury notes, when there is a discount on them in 
the market, and the answer is, “Oh, well, you 
can gointethe marketand sell them and get your 
money.” Who should suffer that discount, the 
Government, who owes the moncy, or the man 
to whom it is duc? Certainly the Government. 
I therefore desire that the amendment, as I undor- 
stand the honorable Senator from Pennsylvania 
has proposed, should extend to. the whole amount, 
and not be Limited to $3,000,000. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. Thechairman of the Com- 
mittee on Finance has stated that this proposition 
now made for an amendment is satisfactory to 
him, aad it would have been satisfactory to him 
had it remained applicable to the whole loan. 
That induces me to state that I am responsible, 
perhaps, in some degree at least, for the amend- 
ment that was made, in fact reducing the amount 
to be pat into market to $3,000,000. Lremain of 
the same opinion, and Twill state the reasons for 
it directly; batt wish, in the first place, to say 
to my friend from Vermont that he may not ac- 
complish his purpose. If we are to attempt to 
meet, on the Ist day of January next, the amount 
of Treasury notes that then become payable, we 
must havea largeramountofissue than 10,000,000 
at the present time, for this is intended to meet 
other obligations of the Government decidedly 
more pressing, and in which the credit of the Giov- 
ernment is involved. 

If the Senate is disposed to make an amend- 

ment to this bill’of the House, by which we shall 
increase this amount largely enough to cover, not 
only the present liabilities of the Government for 
cash to preserve its credit, but also to cover the 
Treasury notes that may be presented atthat time, 
and redeem those, that will be for the considera- 
tion of Congress; but I take it, nobody wants to 
ge above the $10,000,000 at the present time, this 
eing a mere temporary expedient, presenting 
itself'as it does. I wish'to stop there; we do not 
feel disposed to increase the amount of the House 
bill; and unless we do, we cannot accomplish the 
purpose suggested by my friend from Vermont 
at all. 

Mr. COLLAMER. The Senator will indulge 
me fora moment in saying that I do not suppose 
the $10,000,000 of which Lspoke as falling duc in 
January are all standing out, because those notes 
are receivable for ducs, and no doubt a consider- 
able portion of them has been so received. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. I cannot tell how much 
may be standing out at this time. I do not know. 
- There may be possibly a way of finding it out. 
I do not know how; but I suppose the chairman 
of the committee can inform me. 

Mr. HUNTER. ‘There are more than ten 
million outstanding, I believe. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. But of that particular 
issue of Treasury notes? 

Mr. HUNTER. If they are all to-be pre- 
sented on the Ist of January, this is not enough. 

Mr. COLLAMER. Part may have come in 
to pay for duties. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. Ido not know how much 
may be outstanding; I am speaking of the amount 
for which we are Hable. What it may be, I can- 
not tell. Now, I am opposed entirely to putting 
into the hands of the Government, unless it is 
absolutely necessary, the power to sell these notes 
for what they will bring. Ido not believe in the 
idea at all. I do not think the credit of the Gov- 
ernment has come to that bad pass that we ought 
to put that power into the hands of the Execu- 
tive. For myself, I am opposed, under all cir- 
cumstances, to having our paper shaved in this 
way; for that is the amount of it. 

Iwas willing to go just so far as was absolutely 
necessary, and no further, to preserve the credit 
of the Government; for we have got to provide 
$2,000,000, at alleventsand at all hazards, to sus- 
tain our credit ata day so near that there is a rea- 


S 


sonable possibility, a reasonable chance, that we 
may not be able to do it except in this way; and 
hence £ am willing to submit to it; but Lam not 
willing to go farther, because Í dislike the prin- į 
ciple; and for one, Lam unwilling to admit that 
the credit of the Government has got to that low 
pass that we should put this power inte the hands 
-of any officer of the Government. As I said be- | 
| fore, though I may be mistaken in reference to | 
that matter, the money market is controlled by 
moneyed men; and if we put the whole of this 
issue in that position, the probability is that we | 
may suffer a severe loss, and injure the credit of. 
the Government very much by the destruction of 
our paper in consequence of the power thus given. 
That is my view of it. Whether it is sound or 
not, the Senate can judge.. I have no grounds 
for opposing such a proposition other than these 


of course, I may be wrong in all this. I have, as 
I ought to have, confidence in the financial knowl- 
edge and ability of my friend from Pennsylvania; 
and l hope and believe that, on fuller considcra- | 
tion, he will sce that this is nóta wise thing that 
he has. proposed, j 

Mr. CAMERON. Ido not see that the Sen- |} 
ator from Maine and myself disagree at all. I 
proposed originally in the committee that we | 
should issue, Treasury notes of twenty dollars į 
each. With that issue, I believed we could sus- | 
tain the whole of them by getting $2,000,000 for 
immediate use, to pay the interest duc on the pub- | 
lic debt on the Ist of January, without any other 
arrangement or any other subterfuge. 1 believe 
| that the credit of a government is like the credit | 
of an individual. When moncy is much in dc- į 
mand, individuals have to pay a high price for it; |) 
and so have governments. Just now our State | 
securities are very low. This Government needs 
money very badly. She wants, within a few days, 
a large amount, and for that amount which she } 
requires sbe will have to pay just such a price as | 
those who have the article demand. ‘Thatisa | 
' common business idea which every man in busi- i 
| ness finds out in his own transactions. Two 
| million dollars will suffice for the immediate want 
of the Government, to which I havereferred. Tho 
other $8,000,000, 1 believe, could be made avail- 
able to the creditors of the Government by issuing 
notes in sums less than fifty dollars. For in- 
stance, a large number of men employed about 
the Capitol have demands of twenty dollars for | 
their month’s, or their half month’s, or their 
weele’s service, and they would be perfectly will- 
ing to take a note for twenty dollars in payment 
in place of gold; but if you make the notes fifty 
dollars, that class of creditors cannot take them. 
Then there is all over the country, certainly in | 
my State, a large number of people who yearly 
save small sums—children, unmarried woimen, 
persons of small means but thrifty habits, who 
lay up ten or fiftcen or twenty dollars a year. 
That class of people will be glad to get your 
twenty dollar note, and receive the interest which į 
the Government pays, and that will make ita 
currency. In addition to that, the income from 
the public lands last year was $1,777,000. That 
amount will be applicable to the redemption of 
these Treasury notes; and itis a sufficient specie 
basis to pay all that will be demanded. 

I look at this matter in a common-sense view. 
I can see no more harm in the Government issu- 
ing small notes than in individuals or States or | 
banks issuing them, What wrong can it do? 
Is there any difference in principle between issuing 
a twenty-dollar note and a fifty-dollar note? The 
only difference is, that practically the one becomes 
a currency for the rich and the other a currency 
for the poor. No wrong is done to anybody, 
but great good is done to the Government by it. 
I think you will save some two or three per cent. 
in interest on your debt, if you agree to issue 
$8,000,000 of notes in twenties and fifties and hun- 
dreds, and direct the Secretary of the Treasury to 
issue at once $2,000,000 at such a rate of interest 
as he can receive and get for the notes taken at 
par. That is my view of it. ` 
Now, in regard to the homestead bill, I have 
to say that this will not affect itat all. Have i l! 
not voted for that bill as steadily as anybody else? 
| Am I notas much devoted to its principle? - Have 
| L not every reason to be anxious that every man 

who can, should geta home on the public domain? | 

| This amendment merely pledges the income from 


i 
1 
i 
i} 
{ 


public grounds that I have stated; but, asa matter || 
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the public lands—ihat portion of them which ig 


; sold, and the proceeds of whicli ate brought into ` 


the Treasury. ` Those proceeds alone are pledged 
for the redemption of these notes: “The lands. 
themselves are not pledged? “I ‘feel. more than 


| ordinary interest about this matter, because: I am 
; desirous of saving the credit of this country. 10- 


day is the 12th of the month; onthe Ist-of next 
month you have to pay $2,000,000 of interest: 
Will any man, whose’ heart fecls tight towards’ 
this country, refuse to get moncy sufficient to pay’ 
that interest at any cost?) * i 

I was a little mortified and greatly surprised to 
find gentlemen on the other side who were talking 
about secession all voting to save the credit of the 


| country, while some of my friends here, who ought 


to be for saving this country, were deserting us. 
Mr. COLLAMER. What is your motion 

now? ` B i 
Mr. CAMERON. Ihave been making an ex- 

planation;no motion at ally But ifl were allowed, 


LI would make a motion to change, the denomina- 


tion of the notes from fifty to twenty dollars. 

Mr. HUNTER, ‘That is not in order now. 

Mr. CAMERON.. I know it is not in order. 

Mr. COLLAMER. Will the Chair state the 
question? Sear _ : 

The PRESIDINGOFFICER. ‘TheSecretary 
will read the amendment proposed by the Senator 
from Pennsylvania to the amendment of the com- 
mittee. 

Mr. COLLAMER. 1 understood the Senator 
from Pennsylvania to say that he had made no 
motion for amendment. aan 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair 
understands from the Secretary that there is no 
amendment of the Senater from Pennsylvania 
pending; but the question. ison the amendment 
of the Committee on Finance to strike out all of 
the fourth scction of the billafter the word “ Prési- 
dent,” in the vinth line, and, in licu thereof, to 
insert: 

‘To issue so many of the notes hereby authorized to be 
issued as may amount toa sum not exceeding 3,000,000 
at sueh rate of interest as may be offered ‘by the lowest 
responsible bidder or bidders, who may agree to take the 
said notes at par, after public advertisement of not less 
than ten days in such papers as the President may direct ; 
the said advertisement to propose to issue such notes.at 
par to those who may offer i0 take the same atthe lowest 
rate of interest; but in decidiug upon those bids, no frag- 
tions shall be considered which may be of less than one 
fourth per centum per annum. i i : 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill is 
before the Senate as in Committee of the Whole, 
and still open to amendment. The Chair will 


| state to the Senate that the bill has not been read 


through as yet. [Is it the pleasure of the body to 
have the bill read through, or to dispense with 
its reading? ` 

Mr. WADE. 
bill ? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Yes, sir. 

Mr. WADE. I desire to amend the amend- 
ment which has been adopted pledging the pro» 
ceeds of the public lands for the redemption of 
this debt. f i : 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will 
state to the Senator that that will not be in order 
until the bill shall have been reported to the Sen- 
ate. ItisnowinCommittce of the Whole. The 
Chair hears -no objection to dispensing with the 
reading of the bill. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. I think it had better be 
read, if anybody will attend to it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary 
will read the bill. 

Mr. CLINGMAN. I suppose everybody has 
read it who wants to know what itis, It isin 
print, and we have heard the amendment. T hope 
the reading will not be insisted upon. ‘Those 
who would not read it themselves will hardly 
listen to it, 

_Mr. FESSENDEN. 
tion. ‘ 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair 
hears no objection to dispensing with the reading 
of the bill. ` i 

The bill was reported to the Senate, as amended; 
and the question was stated to be on concurring 
in the amendments made in the Committee of the 
Whole. 

Mr. WADE. I now move my amendment. 
It comes in at the end of.the amendment already 
adopted, pledging the proceeds of the public lands 


Ig it now in order to amend the 


I shall make no objec- 
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¢o the payment and redemption of the debt. The 
words which I propose to add are: 

“But nothing herein contained shall be held to affect the 
right of Congress to dispose of said lands to actual settlers, 
and for other purposes, on'such terms and conditions as it 
may deem to.be advisable. 

“Mr. President, it is said that the amendment 
which has been inserted, without the amendment 
to it which I now propose, would not affect the 
power of Congress to grant lands under the pro- 
visions of the homestead bill; but I fear it would 
have that effect, for Ido not see how, after pledg- 
ing'all the public land for the redemption of this 
debt, we could make donations of land for other 
purposes, and thus prevent its being applied ac- 
cording to the pledge of Congress. 

‘Tt seems to me that this cuts up the homestead 
policy by the roots. I would also say to those 
who are favorable to the Pacific railroad, that we 
may want a grant of lands for that object; and it 
seems to me, if we pledge all our lands specifi- 
cally for the redemption of this debt, it would not 
be good faith to the creditor to apply them or 
their proceeds to other purposes. If this pro- 
vision made no actual difference as to our power, 
it would sccm to make a difference, and it would 
seem to me not exactly to be good faith to the 
creditor to hold this inducement out to him, and 
then to pass away the substratum on which he 
had advanced his money, by so disposing of the 
lands that no préceeds would ever come for the 
redemption. of the debt. 1 hope, therefore, that 
all whe sympathize with the homestead policy, 
and all who believe we ought to keep thesc lands 
in such a condition that we may apply them to 
the construction of the Pacific railroad, or for 
other purposes to which Congress may see fit to 
pa them, will vote to retain our power 
over them. 

Now, sir, for myself, I am utterly opposed to 
holding our lands or disposing of any of them 
any longer for revenue. } would have them all 
withdrawn for other purposes entirely, and I 
have no fear that the credit of this Government 
would suffer, even if the lands were never pledged 
tò aid it. I have no doubt or question but that 
those who wish to loan money have faith enough 
in the ability of this Government to redeem all its 
debts without pledging anything but its honor 
for their redemption, 

"Mr. CLINGMAN, I understand that the Sen- 
ator is averse to our using the public land to pay 
our debts, he preferring that it shall be given 
away under the provisions of the homestead bill. 
It struck me as so extraordinary a position, that 
when it was admitted the Government was in 
straightened eireumstances and its credit was low, 
any gentleman should object to paying its debts 
wilh its own property, because he preferred giv- 
ing it away, that 1 began to cast about, in my 
own mind, to find on what principle the Senator 
from Ohio was acting. The only argument or 
instance or precedent that I can find to support 
his views, ts the declaration of Mark Antony, 
when he was at the end of his carcer, that he had 
lost all except what he had given away. I sup- 
pose the honorable Senator wishes to be able to 
say, if disaster should fall upon the Government, 
that at‘any ‘rate it has saved what it gave away; 
and, therefore, instead of paying our debts with 
the public property, he wishes to distribute it to 
whoever wants it, 

Mr? HUNTER. I said when the original 
amendment was pending what T now repeat, that 
I do not think its adoption affects or alters at all 
the power of Congress in regard to the disposi- 
tion of the public lands: that is to say, although 
their power is just the same under the amend- 
ment as it would have been without a general 
pledge, I believe that if the lands ate pledged gen- 
erally, and the revenues are pledged generally, 
and the Government has credit and can pay its 
debts, it can dispose of the public lands In any 
way it chooses. I believe that to be so without 
this provision, and without a general pledge, and 
even withoutany pledge; but ata time when credit 
islow,and it is doubtful in regard to the payment 
of debts—if there be any doubt about it—that is a 
good argument against making any other dispo- 
sition of the public land than using them to pay 
debts. Ibclieve thatisa good argument, whether 
this amendment is adopted or not, Itis a good 
argument, whether there is any gencral pledge 
specified in the bill or not, because it is implied 


when a man goes in debt that he pledges all his 
effects to pay it, Therefore I think this amend- 
ment of the Senator from Ohio ought not to be 
adopted, because I cannotsay, without thisamend- 
ment, that it is nota consideration with us to pre- 
serve the public property, in order to apply it to 
the:public debt. I think things have got to that 
pass that we should consider all these means of 
securing the public credit and of strengthening it. 
I shall not vote for the amendment; but the adop- 
tion of the amendment will not make me vote 
against the bill. [think it is surplusage. If 1 
have an objection, it js, that it is denying what I 
think is a fair argument, and would be a fair ar- 
gument without this amendment—not that this 
amendment alters the power of the Government 
to dispose of the public lands any more than the 
original obligation. 

Mr. GWIN. The Senator from Ohio says that 
this is a pledge of the public lands. In that heis 
surely mistaken. The provision, as it has been 
incorporated in the bill, does not pledge an acre 
of the public lands. They are inno way pledged 
to the payment of these notesatall. It is merely 
provided that the proceeds of the sales of the pub- 
lic lands shall be applied to the redemption of the 
notes; and if no lands are sold, there is no fund 
pledged for the payment of the notes, and Con- 
gress can make any disposition of the publiclands 

recisely the same as if this provision was notin 
the bill. _Ifthose proceeds only amount to $100,000, 
the money isto take that direction. If they amount 
to $2,000,000, it is to take that direction. If it 
amounts to nothing, there is nothing to get. There 
is no pledge at all of the lands, and therefore the 
Government has power to dispose of the lands as 
it may see fit, without violating any faith pledged 
in this bill. 

Mr. WADE. I do not wish to take up time on 
this subject; but if we say on the face of our bill 
to a creditor who is about to loan money to the 
Government, that the proceeds of our public lands 
shall be pledged for the redemption of his debt, Í 
do not really sce how or why we can in good 
faith dispose of those Jands for other purposes, so 
that no proceeds can come from them, Soit strikes 
me; and I should not suppose that would be fair 
dealing with the creditor, unless it was the fact, 
the undoubted fact, that this Government was able 
to redeem all its debts without any pledge of the 

ublic lands. [suppose it would weigh very little 
in the mind of the public creditor; bat neverthe- 
less, if it is necessary, in order to indacc him to 
loan money to the Government, to maké this 
pledge, it strikes me we should make no other 
disposition of the lands while it is outstanding. 
We should not diminish the procecds of the pub- 
lic lands that are pledged for this purpose. Soit 
strikes me, but I shall not consume time; E only 
ask that the yeas and nays may be taken upon 
this amendment. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and being 
taken, resulted—yeas 28, nays 27; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Anthony, Baker, Bingham, Cameron, 
Chandler, Clark, Dixon, Doolittle, Douglas, Durkee, Pes- 
senden, Foot, Foster, Grimes, Hamlin, Harlan, Johnson 
of Tennessee, King, Latham, Rice, Seward, Simmons, 
Sumuer, ‘on Eyck, Trumbull, Wade, Wilkinson, and 
Wilson—23. 

NAYS—Messrs. Bayard, Bigler, Bragg, Clingman, Col- 
iamer, Crittenden, Davis, Fitch, Fitzpatrick, Green, Gwin, 
Hemphill, Hunter, Iverson, Johnson of Arkansas, Kenne- 
dy, Lane, Mason, Nicholson, Pearec, Polk, Powell, Sauls- 
bury, Sebastian, Slidell, Thomson, and Wigfall—27, 

So the amendment was agreed to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question 
is on concurring in the first amendment made by 
the Committee of the Whole, which was, in sec- 
tion one, linc seven, to strikeout ‘one hundred,” 
and insert “ fifty.’” 

The amendment was concurred in. 

Mr. HUNTER. I suppose the next question 
is on concurring in the amendment which has 
jast been amended. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Yes, sir. 

Mr. HUNTER. f should like to have it read, 
as amended. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary 
will read the amendment made as in Committee 
of the Whole, as it has now been amended. 

The Secretary read it, as follows: 


At the end of the seeond section, insert: 

And the proceeds of the sales of the public tands shall 
be specifieally pledged and set apart to redeem the said 
notes at pars but nothing herein contained shall be held to 
affect the right of Congress to dispose of said lands to ac- 


tual settlers, and for other purposes, on such terms and 
conditions as it may deem to be advisable. 


Mr. HUNTER. I must confess that as the 
Senate has amended the amendment, I do not like 
it. As it was originally, it did not interfere with 
the disposition of the public lands; but to vote for 
the amendment as amended, implics some assent 
to the homestead policy, as it seems to me. Lam 
not willing to do that. I am willing to leave it an 
open question. The amendment as I offered it, 
did not pledge the lands, but only the proceeds. 
I am not disposed to agree to the amendment, as 
amended. 

Mr. GWIN. LThope the yeas and nays will 
be taken on the amendment as amended, and I 
trust it will be stricken out. We had better take 
the bill as it came from the House of Represent- 
atives in that respect. It will facilitate legislation 
a great deal more, and hasten the issuing of these 
Treasury notes. I would rather not amend the 
bill at all in this respect; and I call for the yeas 
and nays on the question of concurring in the 
amendment, as amended. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. I wish simply to say, 
that I doubted very much whether it was advis- 
able in the first place to put in this pledge of the 
public lands; but I yielded to it in committee. 
Now, however, inasmuch as the. chairman thinks 
he would rather have it out in the present state of 
things, I shall continue to vote with him. 

Mr. COLLAMER. I wish to say one word 
in explanation of the vote I propose to give. I 
consider that the amendment making this pledge, 
as it now stands amended, pledging the proceeds 
of the public lands, provided, nevertheless, Con- 
gress may be at liberty to dispose of those lands 
for any purpose they think proper’, is and amounts 
to no pledge at all; and gentlemen around me an- 
nounce that that was the motive and purpose for 
which the amendment was made. Then, if it 
means nothing at all, it should not be kept in. 
There is an insincerity in it tọ which Ido not 
choose to be a party. “Therefore, viewing it as 


| no pledge, and as intended to destroy any pledge, 


I shall vote against the amendment being there 
at all. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I think that is the gen- 
eral feeling everywhere, that the amendment, as 
amended, had best be stricken out; and if the Sen- 
ator from California will allow the vote to be 
taken, it will be stricken out without any yeas and 
nays about it. Nobody is for it that I know of. 

Mr.GWIN. Very well. [am willing to with- 
draw the call for the yeas and nays. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there is no 
objection, the call may be withdrawn. [‘Agreed.’’] 
The question is on concurring in the amendment 
made in Committce of the Whole, as amended. 

The amendment, as amended, was not con- 
curred in. 

The next amendment made as in Committee of 
the Whole was from line nine of section four, after 
the word “ President,” to strike out: 

“To borrow, from time to time, on the best terms pro- 
posed, such sums of money, upon the credit of the notes 
authorized by this act, as he may deem expedient, after 
having given publie notice of at teast ten days of the swm 


or sums required, and inviting proposals therefor in news- 
papers published in the cities of Washington and New 


| York.” 


And to insert, in lieu thereof, the following: 


Yo issue so many of the notes hereby authorized to he 
issued as may amount to a suin not exceeding $3,000,000, 
at such rate of interest as may be offered by the lowest re- 
sponsible bidder or bidders, who may agreg to take the said 
notes at par after public advertisement of not Jess than ten 
days in such papers as the President may direct; the said 
advertisement to propose to issue such notes at par to those 


| whe may offer to take the same at the lowest rate of inter- 


est; but in deciding upon those bids, no fraction shall be 
considered which may be less than one fourth per centum 
per annum. 


Mr. CAMERON. 


Mr. President, I will now 


-renew my motion, made some time ago, to strike 
| out the words ‘three million,” so as to let the 


whole sum be subject to such price as may be 


got. 

Mr. HUNTER. I think it would be safest to 
adhere to the amendment ofthe committee, Let 
us try these three million first. We shall soon 
know how it will work, and then we can tell 
whether we can carry it further. Let us take 
what we can carry, and not attempt to go any 
further. f 

Mr. CAMERON. I have no desire to inter- 
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fere with the views of. the chairman. 
judgment is different; but I give way. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary, 
will report the amendment proposed by the Sen- 
ator from Pennsylvania to the amendment of the 
Committee on Finance. 

T'he Secretary read the amendment to strike out 
the words “ three million,” and -insert *‘ten mil- 
lion;” so that it will read: i 

To issue so many of the notes hereby authorized to be 
issued as may amouat to a sum not exceeding $10,000,000, 

- The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question 
is on that amendment to the amendment. 

Mr. HUNTER. Is not the question on the 
amendment reported by the Committee on Fi- 
nance? i 

Mr. PEARCE. [understand thisis an amend- 
mentto theamcndmentas reported by the Finance 
Committee. The Finance Committee limits this 
procedure to $3,000,000. The amendment, I un- 
derstand, goes to the whole amount. . 

Mr. HUNTER.. I understand that to be with- 
drawn. 

Mr. PEARCE. Itisnot withdrawn. The vote 
was about being taken on it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair un- 
derstands the Senator from Pennsylvania to insist 
on his amendment. 

Mr. HUNTER. 
draw it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is the Senate 
ready for the question on the motion of the Sen- 
atorfrom Pennsylvania to strike out ** $3,000,000” 
and insert * $10,000,000?” 

Mr. HUNTER. I understand the Senator to 
withdraw that amendment. > 

Mr. CAMERON. I did. I withdrew it for 
the purpose of giving up my views to the views 
of the chairman of the committec. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair did 
not so understand the Senator. The Senator is 
so remote from the Chair that he did not hear 
him. 

The amendment was concurred in. 

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed, 
and the bill to be read a third time. It was read 
the third time, and passed. 


Mr. YULEE subsequently said: I desire to 
make a motion to reconsider the bill passed a few 
moments ago, authorizing the issue of Treasury 
notes. 

The,PRESIDING OFFICER. That motjpn 
will be entered. f 

THE STATE OF THE UNION. 


The Senate resumed the consideration of the 
following resolution, as, modified by Mr. Powei 
on the 10th instant: 

Resolved, That so much of the President’s message as 
relates to the present agitated and distracted condition of 
the country and the grievances between the slaveholding 
and whe non-slavebolding States, be referred to a special 
committee of thirteen members; and that said committee 
be instructed to inquire into the present condition of the 
country, and report by billor otherwise. 

Mr.WIGFALL. Mr. President, last week the 
Senator from Kentucky, [Mr. Powext,] moved, 
doubtless, by patriotic intentions, introduced a 
resolution to have so much of the President’s mes- 
sage as related to the present distracted condition 
of the country referred to a committge of thirteen. 
That resolution came up regularly for discussion 
on Monday, and was debated yesterday also. 


I understand him to with- 


During the discussion yesterday, the Senator from | 


Hinois [Mr. Doveras] was indulging in some 
atriotic platitudes upon the subject of saving the 
nion; and f understood him to say that he was 
prepared to make any effort in his power to ac- 
complish that very desirable object. He congrat- 
ulated the Senate upon the fact that we were going 
into details, and asked for specifications as to the 
wrongs, or imagined wrongs, under which the 
southern States were suffering, or supposed them- 
selvesto be suffering; and,as Ï understood, pledged 
himself that, when our grievances were made 
known, he would be ready to redress them, as far, 
` of course, as lay in his power, Under this state of 
things, I stated to him that one of the gricvances 
under which the southern States supposed they 
were suffering was, that this Government denied 
that slaves were property, and, upon that denial, 
refused to protect the owners of slaves in their 
title whenever they were within the Federal juris- 
diction. I asked him the plain question as to 
whether he was prepared to give us assurance that 


My own | 


our property would be protected when within the 
Federal jurisdiction.. I did not get a direct an- 
swer, and I suppose E shall not. He answered, 
first, that if we desired protection, we should in- 
troduce a bill, and that I would learn by his vote, 
(| which would then be recorded, whether be was 
|| ready to afford that protection or vot. He then 
proceeded to charge upon me personally, and upon 
Senators from the South, that during the last ses- 
sion of Congress we had, by our votes, repudi- 
ated this very doctrinc—the right of protection. 
I took issue with him upon that fact, and asked 
to be tried by the record, 
it. He attempted to doso. He mistook a reso- 
lution which was introduced by the Senator from 
North Carolina [Mr. Ciinemay] for a resolution 
that wag introduced by the Senator from Missis- 
sippi, [Mr. Davis.] F then stated my motives 
for voting against the resolution offered by the 
Senator from North Carolina. A resolution was 
then referred to by him, which was introduced by 
the Senator from Mississippi, [Mr. Brown.] I 
denied again that I was committed to any such 
doctrincas be had attributed tome. T again asked 
for the record. Hoe replied,*that at the time the 
debate took place, he was sick; that he might 
have been misled by the newspapers; and that he 
would this morning bring in the record. Now, 
sir, I undertake to prove the negative; and 1 shall 
proceed to do so very briefly, because it is amat- 
ter of very little concern whether I have been 
consistent or not. 

The Senator from Mississippi [Mr. Davis] in- 
troduced, among others of a scrics of resolutions, 
the following: 

Resolved, That neither Congress, nora Territorial Le- 
gislature, whether by direct legislation or legislation cf an 
indirect and untriendly character, possess power to annul 
or impair the constitutional right of any citizen of the 
United States to take his slave property into the common 
Territories, and there hold and enjoy the same while the 
territorial condition remains.”? 

Mr. Cuwaman introduced the following reso- 
lution: 

“That the existing condition of the ‘Territories of the 
United States docs not require the intervention of Congress 
for the protection of property in slaves.”? 

Mr. Brown, of Mississippi, moved to strike out 
the word “not.” Mr. CRITTENDEN said: 

“Jt seems to me that that presents a matter of-fact for 
the decision of the Senate, whether the existing condition 
of the Territoties does now demand any interposition of 
congressional authority, I do not know that it does. I do 
not know that it does not.” 


Mr. Davis said: 


“ The question presented is a mere question of fact. The 
resolutions on which the Senate are voting are declarations 
of principie. As to the question of fact, I should concur 
more with my colleague ; and if 1 had to vote for either 
proposition, should vote for bis declaration, because | 
rather think the necessity does exist; buttuatis an opinion 
which £ am not prepared now to declare as a fact. Neither 
is it true that E have ever refused to vote for the bill which 
the Senator, my colleague, introduced. > * * * x 
“The bill has never been before the Senate for an expres- 
sion of opinion.” 


Mr. Green said: 

“There is one other reason why this question of tact 
ought not now to be considered and voted on, and that is 
this: there is no Senator here who ean say Wat the Con- 
stitution and the laws and the remedies provided by the 
laws at present, are not adequate to protect every consti- 
tutional right in the Territories. 1 know myself, so far as 
the slave question is concerned, that a replevin has been 
brought in the Territory of Kansas, which is now pending 
in the court.’? 


Mr. Bieter said: 

« Before the vote is taken, I desire to say that I shall 
vote against the amendment, and against the original prop- 
osition of the Senator from North Carolina. Were I obliged 
to meet the issue of fact, J should say that there is no ne- 
eessity at this time for interference.” 

Mr. Bensamin suggested that the difficulty 
could be removed by voting against both the res- 
olution introduced by the Senator from North 
Carolina and the amendment of Mr. Brown. 
Mr. Wieratt said: 

‘< F shall vote against both resolutions, and for the reason 
the Senator from Louisiana has given; and in that way 1 
think we shall have accomplished everything we can do 
by laying the resolution on the table. As has been ob- 
served by one of the Senators, I believe the’ Senator from 
Mississippi, [Mr. Davis,] it is utterly incongruous, itis 
unheard of, that in a series of res! i etting forth prin- 
ciples, a question of fact should be brought up here to be 
voted for. {ti 1 
Ohio, that be we do object to voing upon questions 
| of faet, it sho any intention fo commit awaet of duplic- 
ity or any disposition to waver or falter on our part, in 
carrying out, Whenever it is proper, in our opinion, the 
principles which we here avow. A 

Now, sir, ine resolutions avow the doctrine that it isthe 
| duty of Congress tó protect property of all kinds, wherever 


He failed to produce’ 


an entire non sequitur of the Senator from | 


it is undér its jurisdiction, when the neéessity shall ù 
I donot know whether the necessity now arises. Lea 
am ready, by actual legislation, Whenever the necessity; in 
my Opinion, does ‘arise, to carry these. resolutions into ` 
effect; but I am not now prepared, for f believe the Covode 
committee has not yet ascertained thé factas tothe con- 
dition of tie legislation of Kansas. precisely at this time. 
Doubtless before the end of the sessiow they wih furnish es 
the information. Ifthey do not, we may, at- some subse- 
queut time, obtain the information. When: Fain, satisfied _ 
cither that the Territorial Legislature has passed ‘atts that 
are unconstitutional, or that the courts have failed arid re- 
fused to render adequate redress; or. that the courts arenot 
competent to do it, I shall be prepared to vote for actual 
legislation.” ` 
Now, sir, the complaint which I stated yester- 
day on the part of the slaveholding States, was 


not that there had. been no legislation, but it was, 
that the Senator from Ilinois, and those whom he 
represents, deny our right to legislation. That is 
the grievance. That was the question which. I 
wanted answered. When we say that there isa 
necessity for Icgislation, when our property has 
been confiscated in Territories that belong to the 
slaveholding States'as well as to the non-slave- 
holding States, will he interpose by the legislative, 
by the exccutive and judicial departments of the 
Federal Government, to protect. that. specics of 
property, as well as every other species of. prop- 
erty? There is the plain, naked proposition, a 
question which can be understood by any one; 
but which, I say in all candor, I do not expect 
to be answered directly and plainly by him. Tasik 
the Senator now, will he propose amendments to 
the Constitution; will he vote in this body for 
amendments to the Constitution; will he pledge 
himself, in good faith, to go back to the people of 
Illinois, and urge before them the ratification of 
those amendments to the Constitution, not only 
vesting in the Federal Government the power, but 
also making it its imperative duty, to protect slave 
property, as it is its duty to protect every other 
species of property ? If he will do that, then there 
will be onc of the difficultics to a reconciliation 
removed. : Fy 

But he answers me, that I am mistaken; there 
is no cxcitement upon the subject at the South; 
we have never complained; the people are not — 
dissatisfied. He tells us that there are two ex- 
tremes inthis country. The people of the far East 
and those who live down upon the Gulf misun- 
derstand this question entirely, and the people of 
Kentucky and of Illinois understand it all, and 
he, and some gentleman, E do. not know who, 
from Missouri, who happened to bein the Cham- 
ber, could, if they were appointed a committee, 
settle this whole difficulty in the course of a very 
few minutes. Now, sir, I say to the Senator, that 
neither he nor any friend of hisin Missouri can 
settle this question. The pcople of these States 
can settle it; or, to make myselfunderstood, these 
States can settle it. They can settle it, and they 
only can settle it. They made the Constitution. 
They provided in that Constitution for its amend- 
ment. The States who are parties to the compact 
can altcr that compact. They can concede to this 
Federal Government powers which this Federal 
Government does not now possess... They can 
take from this Federal Government powers which 
it does now possess. If these Stotes, then, desire 
i to have a new understanding of the bargain, and 
can agree upon the terms, this Union can be saved; 
but this Union isnot to be saved by flattering, 
either upon the floor of this Senate or upon the 
stump. You cannot save this Union by singing 
hosannas toit. You cannot save this Union by 
making 4th of July speeches. Whipped syllabub 
is not the remedy for the patient. You have got 
to come down to your work, and you have got to 
do something practical. 

The Senator charged further, that by voting 
against Mr. Brown’s resolution, f and other Sen- 
ators upon this side were committed against the 
doctrine for which I said the South is contending. 
Now, sir, the Senator from Mississippi [Mr. . 
Davis] introduced another resolution, which was 
in these words: 


‘Resolved, That if experience should at any time prove 
that the judicial and executive authority do not possess 
means to insure adequate protection to constitutional rights 


S 
in a Territory, and if the territorial government should fail 
or refuse to provide the necessary remedies for that pur- 
pose, it will be the duty of Congress to supply such defi- 
ciency.” > 


That resolution I voted for. The other Sena- 
tor from Mississippi [Mr. Brown] introduced, as 
a substitute for that resolution, the following: 


| That experience having already shown that the Con- 
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stitution and the common law, unaided by statutory enact- 
ment, donot afford adéquate and sufficient. protection to 
slave property; some of the Territories having failed, 
others having refused, to pass such enactments ; it has be- 
come the duly of Congress.to interpnse and pass such laws 
as will afford to slave property in the ‘Territories that pro- 
tection which is given to other kinds of property.” 

Before going further, Lwill say that there never 
‘wag a vote upon this last proposition as a distinct 
proposition. The vote was between: the. propo- 

‘gition-introdaced by the two Senators from Mis- 
‘gissippl. “It was a choice between the two. T 
voted against the last proposition, because I pre- 
ferred the first. ` The first contained a clear, dis- 
tinct declaration of principle that at-any time and 
ät all tiesit was the duty of this Government 
to protect ‘property inthe Territories. This last 
resoliition specified no place, no Territory, not 
Kansas, but in general phraseology that **expe- 
rience having already shown that the Constitu- 
tion and the common law, unaided by statutory 
énactments, do not afford adequate and sufficient 
protection to slave property,”’ therefore legislative 
action was necessary. 

Now I will say just here that, in reading this 
resolution, there occurs to meat this moment one 
insuperable objection to it, and one which would 
‘induce me, if it were a distinct proposition at this 
time, to vote against it; angsthe Senator from 
Illinois is entitled to all that he can get from that. 
I did not vote against it asa distinct proposition, 
bat I would have done it. Had we voted for that 
resolution last spring, there is not a stump in the 
United States upon which the Senator, when can- 
vassing for the Presidency, would not have rung 
thecharges that we had admitted his principle, his 
‘Ceyeat principle,” that slavery was local; and he 
would have read to the people this resolution, that 
‘all experience having already shown that the 
Constitution and the common law, unaided by 
statutory enactment, do not afford adequate and 
sufficient protection to slave property, and he 
would have asked them if the Constitution and 
the Jaws do not afford adequate protection, is it 
not an admission upon the record that it is Jocal, 
and requires legislative action to establish it; and 
out of our own mouths we would have been con- 
demned. It appears from this debate that, when 
it came to be voted upon, l had never heard it, and 
had not read it, and Lasked it to be read again be- 
fore I voted. I voted upon it from the impression 
made on my mind at the moment it was read; 
but, as I said, the vote which I gave «was not 
against this. proposition. It was simply an cx- 
pression of a preference of the resolution for 
which this was moved as a substitute. 

The Senator from Georgia (Mr. Iverson] asked 
me yesterday to give way to him for a moment, 
and [possibly ought to have done so. J did not. 
I will do him ‘ample justice. 

| Mr. IVERSON. Will the Senator give way 
fora moment now? 

Mr. WIGPALL. Iwill do that which you 
yourself would do. 

Mr. 1VERSON, [want to make one additional 
explanation, 

Mr. WIGPALL. 
Iverson said: 

“T barely wish to say, sir, by way of putting myself 
rectus in curia, that if the proposition of the Senator from 
Mississippi, [Mr. Brown,] was introduced as a separate 
and distinct proposition, and not as a substitute for the fifth 
resolution, T would support it? 

Mr. Cray said: 

“ T simply wish to say that the ‘remarks of the Senator 
from Georgia, who has just taken his seat, explain fully my 
vote. 

There was then some further discussion, and 
the Senator from Mississippi [Mr. Brown] of- 
fered to make ita distinct proposition. There 
was some objection to that. He withdrew his 
motion, and a vote was taken upon it as a substi- 
tute for a resolution in a series of resolutions in- 
troduced by the other Senator from Mississippi. 
Mr. Mason said: 

t1 shali vote agal 
Senator irom M 


In one moment then. Mr. 


t the amendment of the honorable 
pi, although T concur, as far as L 

3 y in its provisions, so far as it intends 
to assert a right ora duty or a principle. I am clearly of 
opinion, whenever a case arises in one of the Territories 
where any siave property, or any other property there, is 
not protected by the Iaw of the Territory, that it is the duty 
of Congress, by proper legislation, whatever it may be, to 
provide adeguate protection: ‘This amondment assumes, 
as 1 understand it, that there is now an existing casé in 
one or more of the Territories where property—slave prop- 
erty. of course—is without protection; and it asserts a 
duty for Congress, and a purpose for Congress, to provide 


| 
| 


* * 


it.’ Now, sir; 1 am uninformed about the facts.” 
wie OX «Fdo not know whether there is a single slave 
to be found in that 'Territerys but be it so or not, if we are 
to legisiate on the subject, we must have the fact hefore 
us. We must have a bill toenabie us to carry it into effect; 
and if'T find, in that Territory or any other, that there is a 
case arising for the intervention of Congress, I hold the 
way. perfectly clear; and if it is not done, I shall-say to 
my people, ‘We have been deprived of a constitutional 


|; right ;? but it must appear. For these reasons, f shall vote 


against the amendment.” 


Other Senators spoke upon the subject, and all 
gave precisely the same reasons. I willstate that 
the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. PoweLL] gave 
the same reasons. 
gave the same reasons. Then with what fairness 
is it charged, when we voted for propositions 
which distinctly declared that it was the duty of 
this Federal Government to afford protection to 
slave property wherever it was within its juris- 
diction, and when amendments were brought in 
—I do not say that itis my beliefnow, but I will 
say that at the time the impression was upon my 
mind, that these amendments were offered at 
least to embarrass us and avoid a direct vote upon 
the subject and a digtinct declaration of principle 
—when, under these circumstances, we choose 
not to commit ourselves to questions of fact as to 
whether there was necessity at that time for legis- 
lating—not as to Kansas, for the resolutions of 
the Senator from Mississippi [Mr. Brown] did 
not name Kansas——when we gave as a reason 
that we did not know it to be a fact or not to be 
a fact, and refused simply to vote upon a naked 
question of fact, with what fairness, I ask, can 
we be charged with having been, to use the ex- 
pression of the Senator from Illinois, [Mr. Douc- 
LAS,] “recreant” in our duties to the constituen- 
cies whom we represented ? 

Mr. GREEN. Will the Senator allow me to 
make one remark ? 

Mr. WIGFALL. Certainly. 

Mr. GREEN. It is simply this: he is pre- 
cisely correct on all the points he has stated; but 
there are other facts of which he is not informed. 
Up to the present hour we have not legal inform- 
ation of the action of Kansas on that question. 

Mr. WIGFALL. I thank the Senator. 

Mr. GREEN. in Nebraska there is no neces- 
sity; in Utah there is no necessity; in New Mex- 
ico there is no necessity; in Kansas there is a re- 
port. I sent to the State Department yesterday, 
and the information is not yet legally received 
whether there is a legal necessity or not. 

Mr. WIGFALL. At the request of the Sen- 
ator from Kentucky, [Mr. PoweLL,] I will read 
his remarks upon that subject: . 


“Mr. Powerin Before this vote is taken, I desire to 
say that, for the reasons assigned by the Senator from Mis- 
ppi, [Mr. Davis,] the Senator from Louisiana, [Mr.- 
JAMIN,] and the Senator from Texas, [Mr.. W1GFALE,] 


K 
Br 
I shall. vote against the amendment of the Senator from 


Mississippi [Mr. Brown] to the resolution of the Senator 
from North Carolina, [Mr. Crinaaan,] offered as an amend- 
ment to the resolutions under consideration, and against 
that resolution itself. ‘The resolutions of the Senator from 
ississippi (Mr. Davis] assert great political principles. 
> amendment proposed by the Senator from North Car- 

asserts a fact about which he and the Senator from 


otherwise, that further legislation is necessary to protect 
either persons or property in the Territories of the Union, 
T am ready to vote tor it”? 

So much then, sir, for this bill of indictment 
which was found against me yesterday, and upon 
which I was put upon my trial. I deemed it neces- 
sary to say thus much, because the charge was 


confidently made by the Senator, and because it | 


was positively denied by me. When he comes to 
reply, if he shall deem it necessary to make any, 
I trust that he will do me justice. 1 trast that he 
may be able to do justice to himself. 

My objection to the course we are now pur- 
suing, is simply that these discussions amount to 
nothing. Wecannot save the Union, The Sena- 
tors on the other side, and the Senator from IHi- 
nois can, possibly. Ido not know that they can. 
If they cannot, it cannot be saved. We cannot 
doit. The people of the South—I speak of the 
people of the different slaveholding States, and 
especially those upon the Gulf, commonly called 
the cotton States—are dissatisfied with the present 
Government, as it is about to be administered by 
the President elcet. 
satisfy them except amendments to the Constitu- 
tion, and those amendments must be made by the 
northern States unanimously, or they will not be 
satisfied; and I say here, that they should not be. 


Other Senators. on this side | 


ppi (Mr. Drown] differ. I will state, furthermore, | 
that, whenever it shall be made known, by experience or | 


There is nothing that can | 


L 


If amendments to the Constitution, securing to 
us everything that we could ask, were ratified by 
the fifteen slavebolding States and ten non-slave- 
holding States, they would be in the Constitution 
and a part of the compact, but if eight non-slaye- 
holding States were to vote against those ratifica- 
tions, as they could, and yet. the ratifications be 
made a part of the Constitution, we see at once 
that here would be amendments to the Constitu- 
tion distasteful to eight of the non-slaveholding 
States, and which they probably would disregard, 
as they have disregarded the present Constitu- 
tion. Suppose that amendments were proposed _ 
by us, and the fifteen slaveholding States were to 
ratify them; suppose that ten non-slaveholding 
States were to ratify therm; suppose that New 
York and Pennsylvania and Ohio and Hlinois and 
Indiana and Jowa and other border States were 
to refuse the ratification: of what practical use 
would they be tous? None. : 

What is the use of our discussing on this side 
of the Chamber what we would be satisfied with, 
when nothing has been offered us, and when we 
do not believe that we wil] be permitted to retain 
even that which we now have? If the two Sen- 
ators from New York, the Senator from Ohio, 
[Mr. Wavs,] the two Senators from Hlinois, the 
Senator from New Hampshire, (Mr. Hate,] the > 
Senators from Maine, and others, who are re- 
garded as representative men, who have denied 
that, by the Constitution of the United States, 
slaves are recognized as property; who have 
urged and advocated those acts which we regard 
as aggressive on the part of the people—if they 
will rise here and say in their places, that they 
desire to propose amendments to the Constitution 
and beg that we will vote for them; that they will, 
in good faith, go to their respective constituencies 
and urge the ratification; that they believe, if these 
Gulf States will suspend their action, that those 
amendments will be ratified and carried out in 
good faith; that they will cease preaching this 
irrepressible conflict,” and if, in those amend- 
ments, it is declared that slaves are property, that 
they shall.be delivered up upon demand; and if 
they will assure us that Abolition societies shall be 
abolished; that Abolition presses shall be sup- 
pressed; that Abolition speeches shall no longer 
ve made; that we shall have peace and quiet; that 
we shall not be called cut-throats and pirates and 
murderers; that our women shall not be slan- 
dered—these things being said in good faith, the 
Sénators begging that we will stay our hahd until 
an‘honest effort can be made, I believe that there 
is aprospect of giving them a fair consideration. 
{Laughter on the Republican side.] 

Senators laugh in my face. I beg that my 
friend from Kentucky, [Mr. Powex.,] and other 
Union-savers upon this floor, will look and see 
the derision, the contempt, that is expressed in 
every Senator’s face on the other side when I 
make these propositions. I trust that they will 
understand. Fas est ab hoste doceri—learn coven 
from your enemies some wisdom. Waste not 
your time in idle prattle. Get not into disputes, 
Senators from the South, with cach other as to 
wiat you will be satisfied with and what you will 
take. I tell you, as [ have told the people whom 
I represent, long and long ago, you will not be 
permitted tg keep that which you now have. You 
are regarded as poltroons; and they talk of force, 
of coercion, of holding this glorious blood-bought 
Union, as they regard it, together with hemp. 
And yet you petition and beg and ask that this 
‘glorious Union’? may be continued, in order 
that you may be taxed, and that the hard earn- 
ings of those men whom you represent shall be 
taken from their pockets in order to build up 


| northern wealth and property, to clear out their 


harbors and construct their roads. This is the 
manner in which you are treated when you talk 
about-compromise. I knew what the result would 
be. I say to the Senators on the other side that 
you will have to abolish your Abolition societies, 
if you expect. to live long in our company. 
Now, Mr. President, there is no principle of 
international law better settled that that cvery 
State is responsible for the conduct of its citizens. 
I recollect when James Monroe was President of 
these United States, and John Quincy Adams, a 
citizen of the ‘State of Massachuscits, was Sec- 
retary of State, and John Forsyth, of Georgia, 
was minister to Spain, and. Andrew Jackson was 
commander-in-chief of our forces upon the Flor- 
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ida frontiers, that he crossed that border; he took 
the fort on the Suwanee; he took Pensacola, 
and he established a government. Spain com- 
pemen: and demanded that the territory should 

e returned and-apologics be made. Mr. John 
Quincy Adams, as Seeretary of State, wrote to 
John Forsyth to say to his most Catholic Majesty 
that this Government did not compound either 
with “ perfidy or impotence;”? that the Spanish 
Government had not kept a sufficient force in that 
territory to restrain their Indians, and that Gen- 
eral Jackson had taken it because it seemed to be 
a waif; that if his most Catholic Majesty would 
send a sufficient force there to restrain those liv- 
ing-upon the border, then this Government would 
return it; but ithad noapology to make for doing 
«that which it had a right to do; and that unless a 
sufficient force wassentto Florida to keep the peace 
upon the border, and to prevent our citizens from 
being annoyed, they should hold it. He told 
John Forsyth to explain to the Government of 
Spain that they cither had the power to restrain 
their Indians, or they had not; that one horn of 
the dilemma they had to take; that if they had 
the power and would not use it, we would not, 
and could not, compound with perfidy; if they 
had not the power, that we could not and would 
‘not compound with impotence. 

Thus I say to the different States, as the repre- 
sentative of my State, that within your borders 
there are presses and there are public speakers, 
and unless the newspapers have given a false 
account of the fact, your President elect a few 
months, or possibly weeks, before his nomina- 
tion was a hired Abolition lecturer, delivering, at 
$100 a lecture, lectures throughout. the country, 
exciling the people against us. We say to those 
States that you shall not—that is the word I 
choose to use, and I reflect the feeling and de- 
termination of the people I represent when I use 
it—you shall not permit men to go there and ex- 
cite your citizens to make John Brown raids or 
bring fire and strychnine within the limits of the 
State to which Lowe my allegiance. You shall 
not publish newspapers and pamphlets to excite 
our slaves to insurrection. You shall not publish 
newspapers and pamphlets to excite the non- 
slaveholders against the slaveholders or the slave- 
holders against the non-slaveholders. We will 
have peace; and if you do not offer it to us, we 
will quietly, and as we have the right under the 
constitutional compact to do, withdraw from the 
Union and establish a government for ourselves; 
and if you then persist in your aggressions, we 
will leave it to the ultima ratio regum, and the 
sovereign States will settle that question 

“« Where the battle’s wreck lies thickest 
And death?’s brief pang is quickest’? 
And when you laugh at these impotent threats, 
as you regard them, I tell you that cotton is 
king! [Loud applause in the ads 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Foor in 
the chair.) Order!. Order must be preserved in 
the Senate Chamber, or directions will be given 
to the Sergeant-at-Arms to clear it at once. 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President 

The PRESIDING OFFICER Order! 

Mr. HALE. I rise to a question of order. 
That threat has been made once, twice, thrice 
this session; was made yesterday; and it has never 
been enforced; and if itis ever to be enforced, 
now is the time. 

Mr. WIGFALL. Mr. President, we have the 
privilege of discussing matters here of great pub- 
lic importance; and I propose, if there is another 
exhibition of feeling in the galleries, either of as- 
sent or dissent, that those galleries be cleared; 
zand once being cleared, the doors be locked, and 
thatwe be permitted to discuss matters here with- 
out interruption. I trust that the Senate will act 
upon this suggestion, and that the galleries will 
be informed of it. These constant interruptions 
are a monstrous outrage upon the dignity of this 
body, and E will add, decency. 

I was saying, sir, that cotton was king; and I 
say that that monarch 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair ap- 
peals to all Senators and all persons within the 
Chamber to intermit conversation entirely during 
this debate. . 

Mr. GWIN. If the Senator wil give way, I 
will move that the Senate proceed to the consid- 
cration of executive business. i 


Several Genarors. Why? 


Mr. GWIN. That will clear the gallery. 

Mr. DAVIS. Mr. President, I think there is 
rather too much fecling exhibited. about a harm- 
less though improper demonstration. . 

Mr. WIGFALL. I trust the Senator from 
California will not interrupt me with executive 
business. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Sen- 
ator from Texas yield to the Senator from Mis- 
sissippi? 7 

Mr. DAVIS. I was merely going to say that 
I hope the Scnator will be permitted to proceed. 
I think we are attaching rather too much import- 
ance to the momentary expression of fecling in 
the galleries. I take it for granted that those who 
were warned yesterday did not repeat the offense 
to-day. Itisanewset. We shall get them all 
instructed, after a while, that their privilege as 
auditors can only be enjoyed on the condition of 
decorous silence. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator 
from Texas will proceed. 

Mr. WIGFALL. Then, sir, for the third or 
fourth time—and I trust that I may be permitted 
to go on—I say that cotton is king, and that he 
waves his scepter not only over these thirty-three 
States, but over the Island of Great Britain and 
over continental Europe, and that there is no 
crowned head upon that island, or upon the con- 
tinent, that does not bend the knee in fealty and 
acknowledge allegiance to that monarch. There 
are five million people in Great Britain who live 
upon cotton. You may makea shortcrop of grain, 
and it will never affect them; but you may cram 
their granaries to bursting, you may cram them 
until the corn actually is lifting the shingles from 


‘the roofs of their barns, and exhaust the supply 


of cotton for one week and all England is starv- 
ing; and we know what men do when suffering 
trom famine. They do not burstopen barns and 
divide the corn. In their frenzy, they burn and 
destroy. We shall never again make less than 
five million bales. l know that Senators on the 
other side suppose that when “this glorious 
Union”? is disrupted, it will be in blood, and that 
our negroes will rise in insurrection. We under- 
stand it well enough to make the experiment, and 
T say to Senators upon that side that next year 
they will sec the negroes working as quietly and 
as contentedly as if their masters were not leav- 
ing that country for a foreign land, as they did a 
few yearsago when they were called upon to visit 
the Republic of Mexico. We understand that 
question, Five million bales of cotton, each bale 
worth fifty dollars at least—fifty-four dollars was 
the average price of cotton last year—give us an 
export of $250,000,000 per annum, counting not 
rice, or tobacco, or any other article of produce. 
Two hundred and fifty million exnarts will bring 
into our own borders—not through Boston and 
New York and Philadelphia, but through our own 
ports—§259,000,000 of imports; and forty percent. 
upon that puts into our Treasury $100,000,000. 

wenty per cent. gives us $50,000,000. What 
tariff we shall adopt, as a war tariff, I expect to 
discuss in afew months, and in another Chamber. 

You suppose that numbers constitute the 
strength of governments in this day. I tell you 
that it is not blood; it is the military chest; it is 
the almighty dollar. When yon have lost your 
market; when your operatives are turned out; 


when your capitalists are broken, will you go to | 


direct taxation? When you cease to have cx- 
ports, will you have imports? Burn down a fac- 
tory that yields ten, fifteen, twenty, twenty-five 
thousand dollars a year to its owner, and he goes 
to the wall. Dismiss the operatives, stop the 
motion of his machinery, and he isas thoroughly 
broken as if his factory were burnt; for the time 
he is bankrupt. ‘These are matters for your con- 
sideration. I know that you do not regard us as 
in earnest. , 
but it is my deliberate impression that it cannot 
now be done. I have been studying the char- 
acter of the people that you represent for years 
past. The family of Dives was the most prolific 
family thatever breathed or lived upon this earth. 
Those five brothers would not believe cither 
Moscs or the prophets; and if onc rose from the 
dead, weare told that they would not believe him. 
They were prolific, and their descendants have set- 


I would save this Union if I could; | 


tied in the country in which you live. [Laughter] | 


Thatis your business, however; not mine. Now, 
the question is, can the Union be saved? 


| This is the fatal error. 


I-desire the Union to be saved, Lhave always 
been a Union man; lam now a-Union man—not™ 
from. any silly notion that itis of divine origin; > 
not from any absurd idea that. blood was /ever ~ 
shed for it; not ‘because I ‘suppose it is ah-in+ 
heritance from our fathers; for itis neither one 


{nor the other. This Union is a compact be- 


tween States, and may, with the same propriety, 
be ‘regarded as an inheritance as you would re- 
gard a treaty between Great. Britain and France, 
or either of those countries and this. ‘It isa treat: 
between States by which they agreed, for their 
common defense and general welfare; and ‘to ‘se- 
cure domestic peace and tranquillity, to organize 
a Government, and vest in it certain powers. 
They made a wise distribution of power. They 
vested in the Federal Government such powers as 
were necessary to obtain those objects which were 
set forth in the preamble to the Constitution. 
They reserved to their State governments such 
powers as were necessary to protect the liberty 
and well-being and happiness of the citizen at . 
home. : 

This is the Union; and when the distinguished 
Senator from New York said that there was: an 
irrepressible conflict, I simply came to the coni- 
clusion—and I say it with all deference to his dis- 
tinguished reputation and high position—that he 
did not know what he was talking about. Why, 
sir, States that are monarchical in their form of 
government, States that are republican, States 
that are democratic, States that are aristocratic, 
States that are slaveholding, States that are non- 
slaveholding, States that are agricultural, States 
that are commercial, States that are manufactur- 
ing, can all live under precisely such a constitu- 
tion as the old thirteen States ratified and made 
binding between them; and there is no irrepres- 
sible conflict about it. The very diversity of in- 
terest in these different States is the reason for 
forming the Constitution. If we had been a homo- 
gencous people, if our industrial pursuits and. in- 
terests had been identical, there would have been 
no necessity for a Union, no necessity for consoli- 
dating the Union; but there would have been a 
necessity for destroying the old Articles of the 
Confederation, obliterating State lines, abolishing 
State governments, destroying the Union, and be- 
coming a single consolidated people. Why? Be- 
cause, under those circumstances, the interests, 
the prejudices, and the passions of all sections 
being theesame, the ballot-box would have given, 
ample security to domestic peace and tranquillity 
and prosperity. Laws passed by the Legislature 
fresh from the people, operating equally in all sec- 
tions, and the interests of all sections being the 
same, would necessarily have been wise and bene- 
ficial, or those representatives would have been 
turned out at the next election, and the laws have 
been repealed. But it is not so here. Your irre- 
pressible conflict idea is predicated upon the sup- 
position that this is a consolidated Government; 
that there are no States; that there is a national 
Government, as they call it; thatthe people who 
live between the two oceans and between the Gulf 
and the lakes are one people; thatthe boundaries 
of Massachusetts have, some hocus pocus, 
been extending themselves until they embrace all 
the remainder of the Union; and that we are one 
people, have a national Government, and are under 
the control of ‘the Massachusetts school of poli- 
tics,” as the Senator from New York said he was. 
If you could have scen 
it in time, much of this difficulty would have been 
avoided. We sce and we know and we feel that 
you are administering this Government upon the 
idea that there is but one single State or nation, 
and that you, under these impressions, believe 
that you are responsible for the domestic institu- 
tions of all the other States. 

I was glad to hear the other day the conserv- 


‘ative, sensible, statesmanlike tone in which the 


Senator from Connecticut (Mr. Dixon] spoke. 
When I heard him, his voice and his sentiment 
carried me back to the better days of the Repub- 
lic, when those truly great men, Oliver Ellsworth 
and Roger Sherman, and that other great man 
from New Jersey, William Paterson, and Charles 
Pinckney and John Rutledge of South Carolina, 
coéperated with cach other to form the present 
beautiful, well-balanced Federal Republic out of 
the ruins of the old rickety concern of the Confed- 
eration; when the common sense of Ellsworth and 
Shermap and Paterson and Rutledge and Pinck- 
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ney controlled the genius of Hamilton and Mad- 
isotand Randolph; and-to South Carolina and 
to Connecticut do we owe thanks for the present 
from of government which is now about to. be de- 
stroyed. They werethe men thatdidit. They were 
the men who saw thatit was utterly impossible to 
live under:a consolidated national Government, 
and established, instead thereof, a Federal repub- 
liean- Government; gave to the General Govern- 
ment such: powers as were necessary to protect 
them against foreign. aggression, and reserved to 
the States ali those powers which. were necessary 
for legislation for their.own people. 
said before that Iwas a Union man, and I 
say now that Lama Union man. I say thatthere 
is.not. and. cannot be under this present form of 
government. any irrepressible conflict; that those 
States which are slaveholding have a right to be 
so,those that are non-slaveholding have a right 
to..be so; and if it were not for the single word 
an the guarantee clause of the Constitution which 
secures to cach State ‘a republican form of Gov- 
ernment,’ there would be no reason under heaven 
why some ofthe States might not be aristocratic 
and others monarchical, if they saw fit. They 
would have free trade with each other. When 
one of them was interfered with or imposed upon, 
that State would at once call into the field the 
Army of thirty-three States; that State would at 
once call from our ports-and put afloat the Navy 
of thirty-three States; that State would have the 
‘Treasury of thirty-three States, and in negotiat- 
ing with forcign countries she would have the 
wisdom and the genius of thirty-three States to 
conduct her forcign relations and her forcign 
diplomacy. 

This is the great advantage of the Union; but 
if you suppose that weare to be amused with the 
clap-trap of 4th of July froth and the idea that 
there is anything of sacredness in a compact be- 
tween nations, or that nations inherit rights, I 
simply say that those among whom HI live have 
passei that point. So devoted a friend of the 
Jnion am J, that when (as I know it must be, be- 
cause 1 sce no disposition to save or to prevent it) 


the eight cotton States have withdrawn from this | 


Union, as they will in the next two months do, 
and meet in convention to adopt a Federal form 
of government for themselves, and to establish a 
foreign department, I for one shall advocate the 
adoption, without crossing a £ or dotting an 4, of 
“this samo old glorious Constitution that was rat- 
“ified by theold thirteen States; and when Virginia 
and Tennessee and Maryland and Kentucky and 
the other border States see whut we have done, 
and know that the States who propose confeder- 
ation to them will keep their treaty compacts, I 
have no doubt that one after the other of them 
will come into our: Union, and many. days or 
months will not pass before this beautiful fabric 
will again be the scene of our discussions, in 
which: we will consider not only those matters 
which appertain to us in our domestic affairs, but 


our foreign relations with you, and it may be, if | 
war can beavoided, which you desire not to avoid, | 


for you are wisèr than that, we may here form a 
treaty with you. 

You know full well that tf this Union is dis- 
solved, and these southern States go off, and your 
commerce is cut up, and your merchant princes 
are bankrupt and go tọ protest, and your manu- 


factories ure stopped, and your operatives are | 


turned out, and your ships, deprived of the navi- 
gating laws, are laid up to rot, and your sailors 
turncd loose to starve—you know that when these 
things occur, your heads will not be safe upon 
your shoulders. But if, in the mean time, you 
can'bring the power of the Federal Government 
to coercion, and before the Treasury is drained 
of its last dollar, you can make soldiers out of your 
operatives and your sailors, you expect then, 
amid the heat of the contest, the confusion of 
ideas, as well as everything clse, that you can 
conceal the facts, and denounce us for the calam- 
ities that are on this people; and you expect not to 
lead, but to send them to battle. Tunderstand your 
gameaswellas youdo. There may, imthisgeneral 
arrangement, be conservative States of the North 
included. Pennsylvania may see that her iron 
and coal are about to be dug in the mountains of 
Tennessee and Virginia and North Carolina; Ohio 
and Indiana and Ilinois may see that the grain, 
and the meat, and the hemp, and the horses, and 
the mules, which they now furnish to.us; may be 


l! nothing to complain of; that nineteen twenticths 


| border States are returned; and that we, down on 


boughtin Kentucky and in Missouri and in Ten- |! 
nessee; and they may leave you, in the cold and 
come to us; and when they do, they will under- 
stand the blessings of this Union from having 
lived out of it a few months, and they will be 
prepared to carry out in’good faith the compact 
which they entered into with us. 

Now, those who talk abouta dissolution of the 
Union as being-one of those things that will show 
that manisincapable of self-government, or about 
our being split up into petty factions, and States 
seceding, and stars flying from their orbits, have 
not considered this thing as statesmen. This 
Government was once nearly wrecked. on that 
idea. When the agrarian, higher-law doctrine 
of Massachusetts rebelled against the authorities 
of that State in 1786, and Shay’s rebellion broke 
out, and the people of that. State who paid no 
taxes said that they had fought for seven years 
to keep property from being confiscated, and now 
that peace was established they had a right to an 
equal division; when they took up arms, and that | 
agrarian and higher-law feeling was spreading 
throughout the New England States, Hamilton 
and Madison and Randolph and other conserva- 
tive men mistook the feeling that was local, as 
you say slavery is, and supposed that the re- 
mainder of the colonies felt as those people did; 
and hence they were for a firm, strong, national 
Government to keep the people free by the force 
ofarms. That was their unphilosophical idea; 
but, as I said before, Ellsworth, Sherman, and 
Pinckney, and Rutledge, and Paterson controlled 
them, and established this beautiful Federal form 
that we have been struggling to preserve. 

Then, whatever may come out of this, it is 
clear to my mind that, instead of this being a 
demonstration that the people are incapable of 
self-government, it will be a demonstration that: 
the people are capable of self-government, and 
that these States, which came into the Union one 
after another, and ratified the Constitution aud 
made it binding between themselves and the other 
States that ratified it, will, one after the other, 
revoke the ratification, and first vest each in its 
own State government all the powers that she 
now exercises through this Federal department of 
her Government; and, after a sufficient number 
have withdrawn, they will adopt again this Con- 
stitution, and State after State will come in; and 
if it were not for memories-of the past, and’ for | 
patriotic sentiments which Ihave heard from some | 
persons who live in New England, I would regard 
1t as the greatest blessing that had ever befallen 
the human family, that they could be lefi to live 
upon granite and ice. I do not know whether it 
would have any effect upon them; but it is said 
that hunger will tame a wolf. I do not know 
whether it would have any effeet-on them; but 
this I do know, that then they would have to con- 
tent themselves with managing their own affairs; 
and if they permitted their people farther to inter- 
fere with us, the sword would settle the contest, | 
and the next treaty which was signed would be 
in Faneuil Hall, in the town of Boston, and in 
the State of Massachusetts—there in that place 
which has been called the cradle of liberty, and 
has proved to be the grave of the Constitution. 
We understand our own business, we understand 
our own affairs, we understand our relations to 
these’other States, and we intend to provide while 
we have time for our own security; but that man 
slanders us who says that we are disunionists; 
that man slanders us who says that we are dis- 
satisfied with the form of governmentunder which 
we live; that man slanders us who says that we 
are now, or have at any other time been, impelled 
to the course of action which we are taking by j 
any feeling except the most serious apprehension 
that our safety demands it. 

The Senator from {Hinois [Mr. Doveras] yes- 
terday, when we asked for bread, offered us a 
stone. When we asked fora fish, he gave usa 
serpent. When we asked for additional guaran- 
tees, he got up here to explain to us that we had’ 


of the negroes who run away from any of the 


the Gulf, are making a hullabaloo about a matter 
that does not concern us; and that even in the 
border States they have nothing to complain of. |! 
That was his statement. He denies that the peo- 
ple of the South are dissatisfied as to his squatter 
sovereignty doctrine. He will not say whether ! 
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he would amend the Constitution or not. He 
wants us to act by bill. He wishes us to indulge 
herein the child’s play of introducing bills upon 
this question, spending’ weeks and months in 
discussion, while these States, one after another, 
are walking out of the Union, and establishing 
their relations with each other, and with foreign 
Powers. I say, that so far as the State I repre- 
sent is concerned, thisis the principle upon which 
we went into the last canvass—the second reso- 
lution of the Democratic platform, adopted at 
Charleston and at Baltimore: 

“That it is the duty of the Federal Government, in all 
its departments, to protect, when necessary, the rights of 
persons and property in the Territories, and wherever clse 
its constitutional authority extends.” 

Now, I am not going to discuss the right or the 
wrong of this resolution. It is enough for me to 
know that the people of the State in which I live, 
ratified that principle by a vote of forty-seven 
thousand in the last canvass to fifteen thousand 
against it; and if that majority is not enough to 
take the State out of the Union, then I should 
like to know what majority is. The question was 
canvassed; the right of the State to secede was 
discussed; the whole matter of resistance’ was 
argued; and the distinet issue was there made that 
theelection ofa Black Republican President would 
be an overt act—an indication on the part of the 
northern people that they intended to administer 
this Government, not according to the Constitu- 
tion, but according to the fanatical notions which 


j ave embodied in their platforms of 1856 and 1860. 


Upon this doctrine we went to the polls, and we 
were indorsed by forty-seven thousand men who 
are capable of bearing arms. 

It has been attempted to be explained, that all 
this is very unreasonable. Suppose it is. You 
have got to deal with our folly; and I say to you 
that you have got to yield to our foolish determ- 
ination of having that principle recognized in the 
Constitution of the United States, or that State 
certainly gocs out of this Union. What, sir, are 
we to live with a ban upon us? Are we to be 
tabbooed; are we to have the mark of Cain upon 
our brow without the protection which it gave to 
him? Are we to be told that we are not your 
equals; that the property which we hold is not 
property; and that wherever this Government, 
which we organized, has jurisdiction, it shall not 
only not protect our property, but will confiscate 
it; and should we be freemen if we submitted? 
<- Then another proposition which I would make, 
if you were seriously disposed to consider it, 
would be, that you should cease to discuss the 
question, and be content that you are in a better 
situation thaa we are, Thank God that you 
are not like us, poor publicans; but do not be 
thrusting your bicssings all the time in our faces. 
Restrain your own citizens, and keep:them from 
making raids. In the State in which I live, and 
to which I owe my allegiance, and of which Lam 
a citizen, during the last summer there were four 
towns that I know of, county sites, burned smooth 
tothe ground. There were fourteen other places, 
as I have seen advertised in the newspapers, and 
have every reason to believe—fourteen other set- 
tlements or towns, not county sites—that were 
burned down. Strychnine was brought and given 
to our negroes, for the purpose of poisoning their 
masters. An association called ‘The Mystic 
Red” was entered intoby members of the Meth- 
odist Church North and the John-Brown men; 
and their purpose was to carry out the irrepressi- 
ble conflict, to burn our towns, burn up the stores 
of our merchants, burn up the mills, to bring free- 
soil northern capital in, and thus get possession of 
Texas, and make it a free State, in order, as they 
said, to belt us round with free States, to starve 


| us out or cause us, (as has been said by one whose 
| language I seldom quote,) like poisoned rats, to 


die in our holes. 

I returned home, sir, after the fatigues of the 
last session; I went there for peace and for quiet 
and consultation with my neighbors; and from 
the day I reached my ‘home until I Jeft—be- 
tween six wecks and two months—there was a 
guard of twenty-four men every night in a small 
village of between two and three thousand inhab- 
itants. I myself had to shoulder my gun, and 
stand guard. This night, I expect there are 
twenty-four men there on guard. And yct we 
are at peace withallthe world. This is what you 
call Union and fraternal affection. Why, sir, it 
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isthe result of that Helper book indorsed by your- 
selves. It is the result of the preachings and 
the teachings of the Senator from New York. It 
is the result of the preachings and the teachings 
of other Black Republican leaders. It is the re- 
sult of the preachings and teachings of your fol- 
lowers or pretended followers of Christ. In your 
schools you teach your children to hate us. In 

our pulpits you teach it as a religious duty. 

pon the hustings you teach it. Your cighteen 
northern non-slaveholding States nominate two 
of the most fanatical of your sect as candidates 
for President and Vice President. You elect them; 
and now you tell us that they shall be inaugurated. 
Previously to the election and to the anticipated 
inauguration, you organized a Pretorian guard. 
In Rome, it was not until liberty had fallen that 
Augustus, their first Emperor, naugurated that 
military body. A few years rolled on, and the 
empire was put up by the Praetorian guard, and 
sold for money. Who is to be the Dedius Ju- 
lianus that will purchase this empire, I cannot 
divine. The Senator from New York told ‘his 
John-Brown, Wide-Awake Pretorians that their 
services could not be dispensed with after the 
election; that they would be necded to secure the 
fruits of the victory. Onc half million of men uni- 
formed and drilled, and the purpose of their organ- 
ization tosweep the country in which Elive with 
fire and sword 

Mr. SEWARD. With the honorable Sena- 
tor’s permission, 1 beg leave to ask him to state 
the grounds of the declaration he has just made? 

Mr. WIGFALL. I will state to the Senator. 
Ido not keep scrap books myself, but I saw it 
published in the New York papers, in a speech 
made by the Senator. [Everybody saw it. It has 
been copied into many papers. I never saw it 
denied. . It was a speech delivered by the Sena- 
tor in his Jate presidential tour to the West. 

Mr. SEWARD. Mr. President, I think this 
is the first time since I have been in the Senate of 
the United States, that £ have ever attempted to 
correct a misapprehension as to myself. I can- 
not say what may have been published in the 
newspapers or attributed to me. I do remember 
to have read a letter which I received from some 
unknown person in the southern States, quoting, 
or professing to quote, from some specch of mine, 
something like this which the Senatoralludes to. 
I can only say this: I cannot tell what I may have 
said. I have no recollection of all the speeches 
that I may have made before the election or after. 
I cannot tell what there has been which could be 
perverted or misunderstood so as to imply that 1 
have ever said or intimated that the Wide-Awakes 
were to be kept organized, disciplined, and uni- 
formed, or associated at all to secure the fruits of 
this victory. I think I may say safely that I 
never could have delivered anything which could 
have borne sach a construction. 

And now Lhope the Senator will excuse me 
one moment more. 

Mr. WIGFALL. Certainly. 

Mr. SEWARD. He is always very respect- 
ful to me, and I mean to be to him. I hope that, 
in making this explanation, I shall not be deemed 
to have brought myself under any obligation to 
explain anything more hereafter or heretofore. 

Mr. WIGFALL. Mr. President, the denial of 
the Senator, of course, is all that I could ask. 1 
saw him so reported, and have seen it frequently. 
Who reported it I do not know, It was pub- 
lished North and South. This Wide-Awake as- 
sociation, | was going on to say, had I not been 
interrupted, has itself produced an immense deal 
of excitement and bitter fecling, Whether the 
Senator from New York said what has been as- 
cribed to him or not, would not be a matter of 
any moment further than he is concerned. That 
hedid not sayit, I am now, of course, convinced. 
I would not misrepresent him. But that this pre- 
torian band is organized; that its members do 


undergo military drill; that it is a military organ- | 


ization, no man who has looked upon them, as I 
did this last summer, and heard their regular mil- 
itary tramp, does or can doubt, ; 
The non-slaveholding States have held their 
convention; they have nominated their candidates; 
they have clected them. Now lask Black Re- 
publican Senators if the fifteen slavcholding States 
had held a convention calling it national, had nom- 
inated a slavcholder for President and a slave~ 
holder for Vice President, and had adopted a plat- 


form which, in the non-slavcholding States, was 
regarded as so hostile and antagonistic to their 
interests that they could not have an electoral 
ticket in one of their States; if the slaveholding 
A : ete 

States had carried on a war of denunciation and 
aggression for a series of years, and had adopted 
principles so offensive and so dangcrous to the 
non-slaveholding States that one of their nomi- 
nated candidates could not, with safety, have 
traveled through one of the- non-slaveholding 
States—if this had been the case, and we had 
elected such a man, would you have said that there 
was any obligation upon you to regard the com- 
pact as kept, and look to the hollow forms of clec- 
tions? Would you not have said: ‘* We have 
lost our autonomy, our right of self-government; 
a foreign government has been established over 
us; these slaveholders having a numerical major- 
ity; have nominated two of their own order for 
‘President and Vice President; they will have 
their Cabinet composed of such men; the forcign 
diplomacy will be managed by such men,” Would 
not that be your exclamation, and would it not 
be founded in reason? 

Then I say the non-slavcholding States have 
nominated and elected their candidate. Tell me 
not that we have got the legislative department of 
this Government, for I say we have not. As to 
this body, where do we stand? Why, sir, there 
are now cighteen non-slaveholding States. Ina 
few weeks we shall have the nineteenth, for Kan- 
sas willbe brought in. Then the arithmetic which 
settles our position is simple and easy. Thirty- 
eight northern Senators you will have upon this 
floor. We shall have thirty to your thirty-eight. 
After the 4th of March, the Senator from Cali- 
fornia, (Mr. Latsam.] the Senator from Indiana, 
{Mr. Briewr,}] the Senator from New Jerscy, 
(Mr. Tnomson,] and the Senator from Minnesota 
{Mr. Rice] will be here. That reduces the north- 
ern phalanx to thirty-four. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Doveras. 

Mr. WIGFALL. What? 

Mr. BINGHAM. Doveras. ; 

Mr. WIGFALL. Non tali auxilioneedefensori- 
bus istis, tempus eget. [Laughter.] There are four 
of the northern Senators upon whom we can rely, 
whom we know to be friends, whom we have 
trasted in our days of trial heretofore, andin whom, 
as Constitution-loving men, we will trust. ‘Then 
we stand thirty-four to thirty-four, and your Black 
Republican Vice President to give the casting 
vote. Mr. Lincoln can make his own nomina- 
tions with perfect sccurity that they will be con- 
firmed by this body, even if every slaveholding 
State should remain in the Union, which, thank 
God, they will not do. You have elected your 
President, and you can inaugurate him; and we 
will have neither lot nor parcel in this matter. 

Tam thus recapitulating the necessity for our 
action to show that we are not acting upon im- 
pulse. Senators, some of them, have spoken of 
the excitement of the South. I tell you the ex- 
citement has passed off, the fever_has subsided, 
and the patient has collapsed. So far as this 
Union is concerned, the cold sweat of death is 
upon it. Your Union is now dead; your Gov- 
ernment is now dead. Itis to-day but lying in 
state, surrounded, it is truc, by pomp and cere- 
mony. They ave, Senators, but the mournful 
ceremonies, pomps, and pageants which are seen 
around the mighty dead. The spirit has de- 
parted, and it has gone back to those who gave 
it—the sovercign States of this Union. There is 
now in the Gulf States no excitement. There is 
a fixed, determined will that they will be free; and 
men who come here and talk about wishing to 
preserve this Union by way of avoiding what 
they call precipitate action, tell us that we are to 
be hung if we dare be free. The Senator from 
Illinois has declared—tI do not know whether he 
said it; the Senator from New York has been 
misrepresented, and he may have been; but it 
was published in his celebrated Norfolk speech 
that he was going to hang the President of the 
Opposition party if that President should beat 
him and not administer the Government accord- 
ing to his notions. Well, this was hardly a fair 
way, I think, of conducting a canvass—to hang 
Lincoln if be should be clected, provided he did 
not administer the Government according to the 
Senator’s idea of propriety! H was-rather rough 
work! He was then going to hang all the Vir- 
ginians who attempted to act upon his ‘* great 


principle of the right of self-government.”” ‘That 
is the great principle, I. believe, of the: Kasas- 
Nebraska act, that every people:have aright to 
govern themselves as they see fit, saving and 
excepting the people of these sovereign. States. 
They alone, it seems, have not,that right. 0.0: 

Organic law, I have always: supposed; “was 
made by sovereignty; was the supreme law. of the 
land... Ít gocs out in. the form of a constitution 
or an edict. „An organic law seems now tobe 
only such laws as we pass here for petty. cor- 

orations,.to be repealed whenever we ‘see. fit. 

his is the Senator’s idea of organic law. Why, 
Mr. President, 1 am surprised—I would say 
shocked; but [do not suppose anything could 
shock a man who has lived in this city for six 
months—nothing, certainly, of misapprehension 
as to the simplest question of the form of gov- 
ernment under which we are living. You talk 
about. hanging States; about States committing : 
treason; about enforcing the laws; .and doing all 
sorts of things. Sir, I hold in my hand the first 
volume of the statutes of South Carolina, to which 
I shall refer, as she is to be the immediate subject 
for the operation to be performed on; and:I find 
that. the constitution of South. Carolina. was 
adopted on the 26th of March, 1776. ‘That ‘was 
before the Declaration of Independence. © On the 
26th day of March, 1776, the inhabitants of South 
Carolina became a people; they then became 
vested with sovereignty; they then asserted their 
right to self-government. They have been a very 
troublesome people. The first quarrel that they 
got into was on the subject of the tariff, and it oe 
pened to be with his sacred Majesty, George HI, 
“King of Great Britain, Ircland, and, France, 
and Defender of the Faith,” and they say as the 
first grievance: 

« Whereas the British Parliament, claiming of ate years 
a right to bind the Nurth American colonies by law, in all 
cases whatsoever, have énacted statutes for raising a rev- 
enue in those colonies, and disposing of such revenue as 
they thought proper, without the consent and against the 
will of the colonists; and whereas it appearing to. them 
that (they not being represented in Parliament) such claim 
was altogether wnconstitutional, and, if admitted, would 
at once reduce them from the rank of freemen toa state of 
the most abject slavery.” : 

Here was a general bill of indictment against 
the British Government for interfering with the 
rights of all the colonics. Now, it is claimed that 
the people of South Carolina have no right to 
complain of any aggressions, except those that 
are committed upon themselves; and their dissat- 
isfaction with your property stealing upon the 
border of these border States is regarded as an 
impertinent interference. Let us sec whatis the 
next cause for South Carolina resuming her post- 
tion as one of the nations of the earth. Shesays: 

“ Phe harbor of Boston was blocked up; people indicted 
for murder in the Massachusetts Bay may, at the will ofa 
Governor, be sent for trial to any other colony, or even to 
Great Britain; the chartered constitution of government 
in that colony is materially altered.” : ; 

Ove of the reasons which South Carolina gave 
for assuming her position as one of the nations 
of the earth, and organizing a Government: for 
herself, was that the Boston port bill had been 
passed, and that the people of Boston were im- 
posed upon. That was right enough. They go 
on and state another grievance: 

“The English jaws and a free government, to which the 
inhabitants of Quebec were entitled by the King’s royal 
proclamation, are abolished, and French Inws are restored 5 
the Roman Catholic religion (although before tolerated and 
frecly exercised there) and an absolute government are es- 
tablished in that province, and its limits extended through 
a vast tract of country, so as to border on the free Protest- 
ant En h settlements, with design of using «a whole peo- 
pie, di g in religious principles from the neighboring 
coloni nd subject to arbitrary power, as fit instruments 
to overawe and subdue the colonies.” 

That was their third cause of grievance. 
other was: 

« Large fleets of armies have been sent to America in 
order to enforce the execution of these laws.” 

Another was, that P 

“Phe Governors end others, bearing the royal commis- 
sion in the colonies, have excited domestic insurrections 5 
proclaimed freedom to our servants and slaves 3 enticed or 
stolen them from, and armed them against their masters.” 

In view of the premises, they declare: 

“That it is become indispeusably necessary that some 
mode should be established, by common consent, and for 
the good of the people, the origin and end of all govern- 
ments, for regulating the internal polity of this colony.” 

« The Congress? 
that is, the Congress of South Carolina— 


“the Congress being vested with powers competent for the 
% 
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purpose, and having fully deliberated touching the premises, 
ds therefore resolve.” 
here you sce, Senators, that the people of 
< South Carolina, as fav back as 1775, (for. this Con- 
gress assembled on Wednesday, the Ist day of 
November, 1775,) declared their independence and 
established a Government for themselves; not for 
wrongs that they alone were suffering, but because 
liberty was trampled upon in the United Colonies. 
They are acting in the- same spirit now. They 
feel sensitively the wrongs, the injuries, which 
are done.to- their brethren in the border States. 
They adopted an.oath of allegiance at that time: 

EI AB; do swear that I will, to the utmost of my 
power, support, maintain, and defend the constitution of 
South Carolina, as, established by Congress on the 25th 
day of March, 1776.7? : 

There they simply swore that they would sup- 
port that constitution. I go a step further. The 
difficulties increased, and they ascertained that 
there was no hope ar prospect of a reconciliation 
eof their difficulties with the mother country; and 
then they adopted ‘an ordinance for establishing 
an oath of abjuration and allegiance:” 

“J, A B, do acknowledge the State of South Carolina 
is, and of right ought to be, a free, independent, and sover- 
cign State, and that the people thereof awe no allegiance 
or obedience to George IH, King of Great Britain; and [ 
do renounce, refuse, and abjure, any allegiance or obedi- 
ence tobim; and I do swear (or affirm, as the case may 
be) that T will, to the utmost of my power, support, main- 
tain, and defend the said State against we said King George 
ti, and his heirs and successors, and his or their abettors, 
assistants, and adherents. And L do further swear that £] 
will bear faith and true allegiance to the said State, and ta 
the auhost of my power will support, maintait:, and defend 
the freedom and independence thereof,” 

That was done at Charleston on the 13th day 
of February, 1777. Other oaths were afterwards 
preseribed of the same sort; and here is a pro- 
vision, that those who will not subscribe to that 
oath shall, at the expense of the State, be sent from 
it; and that upon their returning “they shall be 
adjudged guilty of treason against the State, and 
shall, upon conviction thereof, suffer death as a 
traitor, The present constitution of South Caro- 
lina, for obeying which her citizens are to be 
hanged, contains this oath, which has been taken 
by every officer in that State: 

“Edo solemnly swear (or affirm) that Twill be faithful 
aud true allegiance bear to the State of South Carolina, so 
long as I may continue a citizen thereof; and that Lam 
duly qualified, according to the constitution of this State, 
to oxereise the office to whieh I have been appointed 5 and 
that £ will, to the best of my abilities, discharge the duties 
tereo and preserve, protect, and defend the constitution 
ofthis Ştait and of the United States, so help me God.” 

Mark the words: ‘1 solemnly swear that I will 
be faithful and true allegiance bear to the State 
of South Carolina, so long as I may continue a 
citizen thereof.” Now, Senators, you are deal- 
ingwith asovercign State. You talk about hang- 
ing men who obey their oaths. J tell you that 
in 1775, twelve months before the Declaration of 
Independence was made, that people, fecling not 
the aggressions of the British Government upon 
them, for they were a favored colony; but in the 
language of the immortal Henry, ‘snufling the 
tainted breeze afar off,” saw that the colonial 
rights of the people of Massachusetts had been 
trampled under foot, and they saw that flects and 
armics were sent to the country; they saw that 
taxes had been levied without representation and 
disbursed without their consent, and they determ- 
ined to become a free people. In 1776, three 
months ‘before the battle of Fort Moultric, they 
adopted a State constitution; they organized an 
army; they elected a president; they had all the 
paraphernalia of government. The battle of Fort 
Moultrie, on the 28th day of Junc, was fought 
under State colors, and by officers who held their 
commissions signed, John Rutledge, President 
of the Republic of South Carolina.” 

That battle was fought before the Declaration 
of Independence. In 1781 they confederated with 
these other States; and in the Articles of Confed- 
eration they declared, in the second article, that 
they “retained their sovereignty, freedom, and 
independence.” From that time to this they have 
preserved all the paraphernalia of sovereignty and 
nationality. They shave had their legislative 
department; they have had their executive de- 
partment; they have had their judicial depart- 
ment. They have passed such laws as they saw 
fit for the government of their own citizens. The 
have dealt at will with the lives, with the liberty, 
and with the property of their own citizens. Their 
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that State, and obedience to the Constitution of 
the United States; but the oath is allegiance and 
fealty to the State of South Carolina. Now, you 
tell those men that, if they obey their oath, if 
they violate not their allegiance, if they become 
not traitors to the country that has nourished and 
nursed them, then they are to be shot down like 
dogs or hanged like felons. This. is the manner 
in which their remonstrances are met. This is 
the language of Senators who talk about “our 
glorious Union,” and our being a race of free- 
men. . This is the language used to free Ameri- 
cans! This is in a land of liberty! This is 
among a people who boast that‘they have the 
right of self-government! Well, you will have 
an opportunity of making the experiment. 

Buta word more. Those people do not believe 
that they are citizens of the United States. Ido 
not believe that they are citizens of the United 
States. I do not believe that I owe allegiance to 
the United States. I believe that I owe allegiance 
to my State; and to that State that allegiance shall 
be recognized, and the obligation fulfilled to the 
letter of the Jaw. . 

We have seen that South Carolina became a 
State, and from that time to this she has remained 
a State; she has exercised all the powers of na- 
tionality, but there is one fact that I have not yet 
mentioned, In 1778, the great Power of France 
-entered’ into a treaty with South Carolina by 
name, and with Virginia, and recognized their 
nationality. That was in 1778. In 1783, Great 
Britain acknowledged the nationality of South 
Carolina, in the treaty of peace between that 
Power and these revolted colonies, then frec, 
sovereign, and independent States. In 1781, as 
I have already said, in the Articles of Confedera- 
tion, they declared, in explicit words, that they 
retained each their soycreignty, independence, 
and freedom. 

Lhe Constitution of the United States came to 
be ratified, Did that change their relations? Who 
were the parties to it? States. Whom wasit bind- 
ing between? States. Who made it? 
Who ratified it? States. South Carolina is one 
of them. Did there then become a nation? Did 
there cease then to be thirteen States? And did 
they become one State? If so, you will find it 
in the Constitution. 
United States” is used. I will refer briefly to the 
places where it is used. The first is as to Rep- 
resentatives in the other branch of the Federal 
Legislature: 

t No person shall be a Representative who shall not 
have attained to the age of twenty-five years, and been 
seven years a citizen of the United States.” 

Now, Senators, there is no man that I have 
ever scen, however black the cockade he may 
have worn, or bluc-light his Fedcralism—I have 
not yet seen the man who denies that these States 
were free, sovercign, and independent under the 
Articles of Confederation. They so declared, and 
no one that I have scen pretends that they formed 
a single political community or were a nation at 
that time. They all say that when they ratified 
this Constitution, and established a Government 
proper, they became a nation. That is your 
If that is true, a “ citizen of the United 
States ° means a citizen of the United States as a 
single political community. Then it follows that 
for seven years after this Constitution was rati- 
fied by nine States, you could have had no House 
of Representatives, because the men elected, in 
order to be qualified, must have been citizens of 
the United States for seven years. 

There was greater difficulty in this body. No 
one could be a Senator who had not, for nine 
years, been acitizen of the United States. Lf, 
then, the ratification of this Constitution made us 
one people, made us citizens of the United States 
and not citizens of the several States, and if, when 
the term ‘ citizen of the United States” is used, 
it means the citizen of a single political commu- 
nity or State, a nation, then this body could not 
have been organized for nine years after the Con- 


stitution had been ratified and became binding | 


between the parties to the compact. Will any 
one deny that? I say, then, that in the Constitu- 
tion the term citizen of the United States meant 
citizen of some particular State. 1 go further. 

Mr. YULEE. Will my friend give way for a 
moment? f would suggest, if agreeable to him, 
that we have an adjournment. 


own cilizens have sworn faith and allegiance to || 


Mr. WIGFALL. Ishall be soon through. 


States. | 


The term “citizen of the | 
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Several Srnarors. Close in the morning. 

Mr.. WIGPALL. At the suggestion of my 
friends, I give way. 

EXECUTIVE SESSION. . 

On motion of Mr. HUNTER, the Senate pro- 
ceeded to the consideration of executive business; 
and after some time spent therein, the doors were 
reopened, and the Senate adjourned. : 


WEDNESDAY, December 12, 1869. 


The House met at twelve o’clock, m. Prayer 
by-the Chaplain, Rev. Tuomas H. Srocxvron. 
Lhe Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 


PACIFIC RAILROAD. 
Mr. SCOTT. Iask the unanimous consent 


| of the House for leave to present, at this time, 


the memorial of William Rabé, the secretary of 
the Pacific railroad convention, and to move that 
it be referred to the sclect committee on the con- 
struction of a Pacific railroad. ` 

There being no objection, the memorial was 
received, and the motion of reference agrecd to. 

THE UNION.” 

The SPEAKER. The first business in order 
this morning is the call of the States and Terri- 
torics, under the following resolution, which was 
adopted yesterday It will be scen that such 
bills and resolutions as are received will go, asa 
matter of course, to the select committee of vhirly~ 
three. 

The Clerk read the resolution, ag follows: 

Resolved, ‘Phat, immediately after the reading of the 


| Journal to morrow morning, the States and ‘Cerritories 


shall be called for bilis and resolutions; the bills and reso- 
lutions presented under said call to be referred, without 
debate, to the select committee of thirty-three on the Pres- 
ident’s message; and no motion.to reconsider the order of 
reference of any of sueh bills and resoiutions shail hereafter 
be in order.?? : 

The following propositions wore then received, 
and referred under the rule: 

By Mr. THAYER: 

Resolved, That we, the Representativ 
the United States, regard it as the duty of every patriot, in 
the present cri to forget parties and sections, and to 
devote himsell honestly and carnestly to the cause of his 
country. 

Resolved. 


es of the people of 


, That the samo reasons which, in the begin- 
ning otour history as an independent uation, impevied these 
States to friendly and faithtul couperation for the common 
welfare, are in full force now, and should stimulate every 
section to the (air and faithful discharge of the obligations 
to every other section and to the wholc Union, without 
evasion and without reservation. 

Resolved, That if, while living under the shadows of mon- 
uments which we have erceted to commemorate the hervie 
days of our fathers, we prove ourselves unable to transmit 
to our children the institutions created by the genius and 
patriotism of the founders of this Republic, we shall de- 
serve to be remembered and denounced as a nation of great 
monuments and lithe men. 

Resolved, ‘That any citizens of this Republie who are 
Willing to barter the public welfare for their own aggrand- 
izement, and to secure a Jocal popularity by exciting jual- 
ousy ahd animosity between the States of this Union, are 
Wholly unworthy of the honor or the confidence ofany por- 
tion of the American people. 

Resolved, That as the present state of unfriendly fecling 
existing between the difierent sections of this Confederacy 
has arisen from the government by Congress and the Ex- 
ecutive of our provincial dependence and from their 
usurpation on the rights of American citizens, we are op- 
posed to the creation or the acquisition of any more such 
dependencies, as being adverse to the interests of a repub- 
lican Government, and destructive of the rights of our own 
citizens. 

Resolved, 'That the rights of an American citizen are 
above the Congress and the President, and are not derived 
from either, and should be sacred everywhere on Ameri- 
can soil; and that as all “ Governments 


Resolved, That the public lands outside of the State lim- 
itsshould be open to safe and settlement in ricts suitable 
in size and form to make States; and that whenever any 
such district may contain a population equal to the ratio of 
representation, and shall have a constitution republican in 
form, it should be entitled to admission into the Confed- 
eracy. 

Resolved, As “taxation and representation are inse 
rable,” that the taxes of the 


pa- 


people in the land districts for 


the support of the General Government should be remitted 
to theni, and that they should support their own govern- 
ments and defray all their expenses. ; 
Resolved, Tiat no more térritory should ever be a 
tobe owned by the Unite 
s: 


equired 
d States, or to be governed by 
Cougr and that the expansion of limits should. be pos- 
sible only by the annextion by treaty of sove sign States. 
Resoived, That there should be no congressional legisla- 
tion whatever upon the subject of slavery. 
Resolved, That every congressional district m the States 


. ter: 
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should also be an electoral district, and be entitled every 
four ycurs Lo choose one presidential elector; and thatcach 
State should be entitled to thoose two presidential electors 
on general ticket. 


By Mr. JOHN COCHRANE: 

Whereas a conflict of opinion dangerous to the peace 
and permanence of the Union bas arisen concerning the 
trne intent and meaning of the Constitution of the United 
Mates: in relation to the subjeectof African slavery : There- 

ore, ©: 

` Resotved ky the Senate and House of Representatives, §c., 
(two'tbirds of both Houses concurring,) That the follow- 
ing articles he proposed as amendments to the Constitu- 
tion of the United States; which, when ratified by con- 
ventions in three fourths of the several States, shall be 
valid as parts of said Constitution, viz: 

ART. —. lu all territory of the United States lying north 
of 36° 3V north latitude, and not included within the lim- 
its of any of the existing States, slavery and involuntary 
servitude, exceptin punishment of erime, shall be, and are 
hereby, probibited: Provided, That the said territory, or 
any portion of the same, when admitted asa State, shall 
be received into the Union with or without slavery, as its 
constitution may prescribe at the time of its admission. 

Art. —. In all territory of the United States lying south 
of 36° 30/ north latitude, not included within the limits of 
any existing State, neither Congress’nor any territorial gov- 
eminent shall p any law prohibiting or itupairing the 
estubiishment of slavery: Provided always, That the said 
erritory, or any part of the same, when admitted as a 
State, shall be received into the Union with or without 
slavery, as its constitution may prescribe at the time of 
admission, i 

Art. —. Congress shali pass no law prohibiting or in- 
terfering with the trade in slaves between tke several 
slavehoiding Stites and Territories. 

ART. — The migration or importation of slaves into the 
United States or any of the Territories thercof, from any 
foreign country, is hereby prohibited. 

ART. — No person heid to service or labor ia any State 
or in any Territory of the United States, under the 
thereof, escaping into any other State or Territory of the 
United States, 
tion thercin, be discharged from such service or labor, but 
shalt be delivered ‘up on claim of the party to whom such 
service or labor may be duc. 

ART. = Phe right of transit through and temporary so- 
journ in the several States and ‘Territories of the United 
States, is hereby guarantied to all the citizens of the several 
States and Territories; and their right to the pos: onand 
control of their shaves during such. transitand sojourn shall 
nat be infringed. 

Art. —. No law enacted by Congress for the rendition 
of fugitive slaves shall be in any degree impaired or in- 
fringed by anything contained in the laws or constitution 


of any State or Territory ; but ai} sach State and territorial | 


laws and a!l such provisions in auy State or other consti- 
tution shail be wholly null and void. 


By Mr. SICKLES: 

Resolved, ‘Mat the Committee on the Post Office and Post 
Roads be dirceted to inquire into the expediency of estab- 
tishing a metropolitan postal district for the delivery of tet- 
and auwspepers daily, or oftener, within a circuit of 
uwvelve milesaround the City Hall, in the eity of New York; 
and that said committee be authorized to report by bill or 
otherwise. : 


Mr. SPINNER. Is that resolution in order? | 


‘The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks such a 
resolution would not be in order under this call, 
made under the resolution of the gentleman from 
North Carolina, [Mr. Brancu.] 

Mr. SICKLES. I thought the States were 
being called generally for bills and resolutions, 

The SPEAKER. The cail is for a special 
purpose. a i 

Mr. SICKLES. I hope, as the resolution has 
been read, it will not be objected to. 

‘Mr. GROW. Let it be referred to the special 
committee of thirty-three. That is the order, 

The SPEAKER. If objection is made, the 
resolution cannot be received. 

Mr. SICKLES. Objection being made, I with- 


draw the resolution, 


By Mr. ADRAIN: 

Resolved, [hat the doctrine that Congress should inter- 
yene by law either to prohibit or protect the domestic in- 
stitution of slavery in the 7 i 
should be abandoned by those political parties which hold 
it; and that the doctrine of non-intervention by Congress 
over that subject should be adopted as a basis of compro- 
mise between the Norti and South; thereby leaving the 
whole question of slavery in the ‘Territories to be determ- 
ined by the people and laws of climate. . 

Resolved, That the people of any Territory, on applying 
for admission as a State into this Union, should be admit- 
ted with such a constitution as a majority of the people 


have adopted, provided it is republican in form, and with- | 


out any regard to whether their constitution permits or pro- 
bibits tre domestic institution of slavery. 

Resolved, 'That all statutes enacted by any of the State 
Legislatures conflicting with, or in violation of, the Con- 
stitution of the United States and the laws of Congress 
made in pursuance thereof, should be repealed. 

Resolved, That the fugitive slave law is constitutional 
and the law of the land, and as such should be respected 
and obeyed; and that no obstacles should be put in the 
way of its faithful execution by either State Legislatures 
orthe peopie. i 

Resolved, That a kind and fraternal spirit shouid be man- 
ifested by the people of one State toward those of another, 
and that the people of cach State should be permitted to 


all, iu consequence of any law or regula- | 


erritories of this Government į 


j 
i 
1 
| 
i 


! independent nationality, and placed in a position, by com- 


‘bonds of Federal Union, to acquiesce peaceably in the ne- 


regulate their own internal affairs, without the interference 
and intermeddiling of those of other States. 

Resolved, That the Constitution of the United States was 
the result of a spirit of conciiiation and compromise; and 
that the Union of these States can alone be preserved by | 
the exercise of the same spirit which animated the breasts of 
those great patriots and statesmen who gave us that Con- 
stitution and hallowed Union. 


By Mr. MORRIS, of Pennsylvania: 


Resolved, That the committee of thirty-three be in- 
structed to revicw the personal liberty laws of the States, 
to ascertain which of them is in conflict with the Consti : 
tution of the United States, and to embody the result of | 
such investigation in their report; ang that said committee 
be further instructed to inquire if the fugitive.slave law is | 
not susceptible of amendment, so as to effectually prevent 
kidnapping, and to render more certain the ascertainment 
of the actual condition of the fugitives. 


By Mr. STEWART, of Maryland: 

Wherens the good people of the States of this Federal 
Union, trom the origin of their colonial existence, have 
been recognized as distinct and separate.comfnunities in 
their political actions and forms of Government, and in 
their relations towards each other, as the exigency seemed 
to prompt, have employed various modes of association— 
by a Continental Congress, by Articles of Confederation, 
and last under the present Constitution—with a view of 
forming 2 morgperieet Union, still cautiously providing a 
reservation of ali rights not delegated, and retaining their 
respective forms of State government: and whereas these 
various changes and modifications have always been 
effected peaceably and by voluntary consent aud agree- 
ment: and whereas, in the present juncture of our affairs, 
it is the deliberate and setticd opinion of many well-dis- 
posed citizens in all of the States, that this last form of 
government, by the action of time and by the force af cir- 
cumstances not foreseen by its illustrious framers, and be- 
yond the control of human agency, has ceased to auswer 
all the purposes of its ereation and threatens to become 
destructive of some of the great objects it was intended to 
accomplish, cither through irremediable perversions of its 
powers, or possibly through its legitimate action; and in 
order to cheek its revolutionary tendencics and provide 
nable safeguards for the better security of the just 
se of its proper functions, so as to perpetuate the 
high aims designed by its founders, and still continue its 
biessings of itutional government to each and every 
State in its reserved and Federal relations; and that to 
eflectuate this purpose amendments have become neces- 
sary, or, if this be rendered impossible by the antagonistic 
interests that have supervened, that then each State should 
be formally reinvested with all its powers as a distinct and 


mon consent, to provide for its own security as fully as if 
no powers had ever been delegated : and whereas we fully 
recognize the great political truth that the sovereign people 
of each State are competent to manage their own afiairs, 
to organize, reorganize, or change their form of govern- 
ment deliberately and without violence: and whereas a 
convention of all the States is among the modes prescribed 
by the Constitution, (and probably intended to provide for 
cases where general revision had become necessary,) by 
which amendments may br made, if the present form of 
government is to be continued: and whereas much ap- 
prehension prevails among the good people of af the States 
that our whole system, State and Pederal, may prove a 
failure, and we think without jyst cause, and a very grave 
crisis has been reached in the progress of the Republic, 
requiring the most calm, profound, and deliberate action 
on the part of all the State and Federal authority, and es- 
pecially of the Representatives of the people in Congress 
assembled: and whereas we have good reason to believe 
that certain States of the Union are about to withdraw } 
from its jurisdiction by all the authentic modes recognized 
as regular by State action, alleging for cause repeated and 
persistent violations of the compact of the Union by certain 
other States, and that they are hopeless of preserving the 
inalienable and reserved rights of their people, and main- 
taining good and orderly government within their limits 
under the existing system: and whereas it is the part of 
wisdom to ascertain, accurately, the cause of these troubles, ; 
and provide, if possible, an adequate remedy and secure a 
continuance of the biessings of constitutional liberty’to 
ourselves and our posterity forever under the prescut form 
of government: and whereas serious doubts are enter- i 
tained whether ampie and competent provision can be i 
made under the existing federation to insure to all the | 
States and the people thereof the tull measure of their in- | 
alienable and constitutional rights; and that the time bas || 
come when other plans must-be devised to establish jus- 
tice, Insure domestic tranquillity, and secure the blessings | 
of liberty to the people of all the States: and whereas, if) 
the Jatter opinion be really well founded, it is proper that | 
an amicable setticment shall be made without unnecessary į 
delay, and an equitable adjustment of all matters between | 
the States separating from cach other, so that each and j 
i 
i 
i 
{ 
| 
H 
| 


j 
l 
Í 
| 


every State and the people thereof may know their pi e 
duties and obligations in that event, and no jus le i 
cause of disturbance may take place in the future, as far 
as human foresight can guard against it; and further to 
enable them, as they have lived so long together in the | 


cessity that compels them to separate; and further to pro- | 
vide, in case of disagreement in the future, some plan, if | 
possible, by which the same may be speedily and fairly |; 
adjusted : 'I‘herefore, | 
Resolved, That the select committee appointed en the | 
President’s message inquire, among other things, if any 
measures can be adopted to preserve in their purity the | 
constitutional rights of all the States within the Union ; ard | 
if, in their judgment, this be impracticable, then farther to | 
inquire as to the most reasonable and just mode by which | 
their rights may be secured in a state of separation, each | 
sovereign State, in that event, being repossessed.of its del- | 
egated authority to the Federal Union, and adjusting the | 
relative liabilities of each, with such other measures of fair | 
settlement as may appear to them just; and recommend, 


also, some plan‘in that event, by’ which, in ‘the futires if ; 
any disputes shall arise, they may be fairly and speedily 
settled. a $ E aE A : 
By Mr. LEAKE: oes K 2 
Resolved, That the Constitution of the United States 
cughtto be amended, so as to provide: F. That Congress shan 
have no power or jurisdiction’ over the subject of; domestic 
slavery, cither in the States, the Territories of the United 
States, or the District of Columbia, or over thé trade in staves 


ya 


| in or between them, except so faras hereinafter provided, 


2. That where domestic slavery may exist in any Territory 
or district of the*United States, it shall be the. duty of Con- 
gres$ to protect it by adequate and efficient legislation: 3. 
That no ‘lerritoria} Legislature, or other tertitorialauthor- 
ity, shall have power or jurisdiction over such subject. 
That the rights of masters. or owners to their slaves, while 
sojourning in, or in transitu through, any State or Territory 
of the United States, shall be guarantied ‘and. protected; 
and, 5. That fugitive slaves shall be given up on demand 
of their owners or masters, and that afl such fugitives. as 
may be lost by reason of the legislation of any State, or the 
uct of its constituted authorities, shall be paid tor by such 
State. X 


By Mr. SMITH, of Virginia: 
Resolved, That the committee of thirty-three take mto 
consideration the policy of declaring out of the Union every 


member. thereof which shall, by her Jegistation, aim. to 
nullify an act of Congress. 

By Mr. JENKINS: ; 

Resolved, That the committee of one from each Btate, 
recently appointed by this Fouse, be instructed to inquire 
into the expediency ofso amending the fugitive slave law 
as best to promote the rendition of fugitives under the oper- 
ation of the same, the more adequate punishment of its 
infraction, and the affording proper compensation to the 
owners of those who are not returned; also, to inquire 
into the propriety of providing, either by constitutional 
amendment or legislative enactment, for the better secur- 
ity of the rights of slaveholders in the common Territo- 
ries of the United States; also, to inquire what further 
constitutional cheeks are demanded by a sense of self- 


| preservation on the part of staveholding States against the 


operation of the Federal Government, when about. to.bo 
adininistered by those who have avowedly come into power 
on the ground of hostility to their institutions, and to con- 
sider whether this fact does. not of jisclf so isolate and 
antagonize the slaveholding interest as to make it neces- 
‘sary to its own security that its concurrent voice, sepa- 
rately and distinctly given, should be required to sanction 
each and every operation of the Federal Government; and 
to consider whether a dual. Executive, or the division of 
the Senate into two bodies, or the making a majority of 
Senators from both the slaveholding and non-slavehotding 
States necessary’ to all action on the part of that body, or 
the creation of another advisory body or cowicil, or what 
other amendments to the Federal Constitution would best 
promote that result, and to report thereon. 


Mr. BARKSDALE (when the State of Missis- 
sippi was called) said: I desire to say that if I had 
been in my seat I should have voted against the 
resolution creating this committee. 

By Mr. COX: 3 ; 

Whereas one of the chief complaints on the part of the 
slaveholding States of this Confederacy is the refusal, neg- 
lect, and failure of certain Executives of northern States 
to deliver up fugitives from justice, indicted for treason, 
murder, and slave stealing, in said slave States : Therefore, 

Resolved, That the committee of thirty-three, for the es- 
tablishment of comity between the States; be required to 
consider what, if any, further legislation is necessary to 
carry out the second clause of the second section of article 
four of the Constitution of the United States, for the de- 
livery of fugitives who shall flee from justice in one State 
and be found in another State, on demand of the executive 
authority of the State from which such fugitive shall have 
fled; and that such inquiry be made with special ain, to 
punish all judges, attorneys general, Executives, and-other 
State officers who shall obstruct the execution of such 
clause of the Constitution, either in respect to the delivery 
of felons who may be indicted for treason or murder, or 
attempted slave insurrections, or indicted for slave stealing. 


By Mr. HUTCHINS: 


Resolved, That the select committce of thirty-three, to 
which is referred so much of the President’s message as 
relates to the state of the Union and the slavery question, 
be requested to report, first, what legislation, if any, is 
necessary to give full efivet to section two of article four 
of the Constitution of the United States, which provides 
that ‘¢ the citizens of each State shall be entitled to all the 
privileges and immunities of the citizens in the several 
States ;” and, second, what legislation, if any, is necessary 
to secure to all the people, whether residing or traveling in 
any of the States, the full benefits of article fourof amend- 
ments to the Constitution of the United States, which reads 
follows: “ Tbe right of the people to be secure in their 
sons, houses, papers, and effects, against unreasonable 
searches and seizures, shall not be violated z and no war- 
rant shall issue but upon probable cause, supported by oaths 
or affirmation, and particularly describing the place’ to’ be 
searched and the persons or things to be seized.” 


By Mr. SHERMAN: í ‘ 

Resolved, ‘That the only true and effectual remedy for the 
dissensions that now exist between the several States and 
the people thereof, is in the faithful observance, by. the 
several States and the people thereol, of all the compro- 
mises of the Constitution and of the laws made ‘in pursu- 
ance thereof. j 

Resolved, That the special committee of thirty-three be 
instructed to inquire whether any State, or the people 
thereof, have failed to obey and enforec the obligations im- 
posed by the Constitution; and if so; the remedy thereof, 
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t.whether-any further legislation. is required to secnre 
such enforcement. <. - d 3 : 

Resolved, That to avoid all firther controversies inre- 
gard to the several Territories of the United States, said 
committee divide said Territories into States of conventent 
size, witha view to their prompt-ad mission into the Union 
on an equal footing with the other States. 


By Mr. BINGHAM: 


Resolved, ‘That the special-committee of thirty-three re- 
port to the {louse such additional legislation as they may 
deem necessary to suppress and put down armed rebellion 
against the laws and authority of the United States, to pro- 
tect. the. property thereof against untawful seizure, and the 
citizens thereol against unlawful violence. 


By Mr: MALLORY: 


Resolved, That the special committee of thirty-three be 
instructed to-report amendments to the Constitution of the 
United States, so that in all the Territories of the United 
States nort or the line of 86° 3V north latitude, slavery or 
involuntary servitude, execpt for crime, be prohibited 5 
that in all territory south of that line, the institution of 
African slavery, as it exists at this time in the slave States 
of this Union, may exist, and shall be protected by the 
Government of the United States. That when any Terri- 
tory shall have attained a population sufficient to entitle it 
to at least one Representative in Congress, and not until 
then, it shall be authorized to form a State government, 
and, provided its form of government be republican, be 
admitted into the Union on a perfect equality with the sev- 
eral States, with or without slavery, as its constitution may 
provide; that Congregs shall be prohibited from abolish- 
ing or interfering with the inter-State slave trade; from 
abolishing slavery in the District of Columbia, in the arse- 
nals and dock-yards of the United States, and wherever it 
may have the power of exelusive legislation. 

By Mr. STEVENSON: 

Resolved, That the committee of thirty-three be in- 
stricted to-inquire into the expediency of amending the 
fugitive slave law, by declaring it a felony to resist the 
officers of the United States in its execution, or to at- 
tempt to rescue a fugitive who shali be in the custody of 
an officer of the United States, under the provisions of said 
act. 


By Mr. ENGLISH: 


Resolved, That for the purpose of doing justice, and se- 
curing peace and prosperity, the committee of thirty-three 
be instructed to inquire into the expediency of providing 
for the settlement of the present unfortunate and dangerous 
sectional controversy upon the folluwing basis: 1. The 
Territories of the United States to be equitably divided be- 
tween the slaveholding and non-slaveholding sections, 
slavery to be prohibited in that portion set apart for the 
non-slaveholding, aud to be recognized in that portion set 
apart for the slavcholding section, the stasus of cach upon 
the subject of slavery to remain unchanged during the ter- 
ritorial condition; bat when the population in any portion 
of the territory set apart to either section shall equal or 
exceed the ratio required for a Representative in Congress, 
and the people shall have formed and ratified a constitution, 
and asked admission into the Union as a State, such State 
shall be admitted with or without slavery, as such consti- 
tution may prescribe. 2. The rights of property in slay 
in the slaveholding States, andin the portion of the terri- 
tories set apart for the slaveholding section, shall not be 
destroyed or impaired by Jegitlation in Congress, in the 
Territortes or in the non-slaveholding States; and when- 
ever a fugitive slave shail be rescued from his master, or 
from the proper United States officers, by reason of mab 
violence or State legislation in conflict with the Constitu- 
tion or laws of the United States, or whenever a slave 
shall, ‘In like manner, be rescued from his master while in 
transitu through any non-slaveholding State, the city, comi- 
ty, or township in which such rescue fs made shall be 
Hable to the master in double the value of the slave, recov- 
erable in the United States courts. 


By Mr. KILGORE: 


Resolved, That the committee to whom was referred that 
part ofthe President’s message which relates to the p 
ent distracted condition of the country, be requested to 
inquire into the expediency of so amending the law upon 
the subject of fugitives from labor, as to provide: 1. That 
the right of trial by jury shall be allowed inall cases where 
the alleged fugitive claims to be free, if demanded. 2. That 
am appeal, or writ of error, be allowed to either party upon 
just and reasonable terms. 3. That in all eases where the 
citizens of any free or non-slaveholding State shall aid or 
assist any fugitive in escaping, or where they shall forci- 
bly prevent the claimant: or ‘any officer from arresting any 
fugitive, or shall forcibly rescue any fugitive from the cus- 
tody ofa claimant or any otlicer, either before or after trial, 
fall payment shall be made by the United States to the per- 
Son Or persons to who: the fugitive owes service. 4. That 
any person or persons who shall forcibly hinder ttre arrest 
of any such fugitive, or shall forcibly rescue any such fugi- 
tive, shall be criminally prosecuted ; and such other amend- 
ments made as may be thought necessary to give public sat- 
isfaction, without destroying the efficiency of such law, or 
in the least impairing the constitutional rights of any of our 
citizens or inhabitants of the United States. 

By Mr. HOLMAN: 

1. Resolved, That the Constitution of the United States, 
by which the several States of the Union are organized 
into one Government, is a compact founded upon good 
faith between thg States, of mutual and permanent obliga- 
tion; and the right of a State to secede from the compact, 
and 10 resume the powers surrendered in its adoption, is 
wholly unwarranted by the letter and spirit of its provis- 
ions. 

2. Resolved, Thatthe mutualand common interest of the 
several States, in the obligations of the Constitution, ren- 
ders it the imperative duty of the Federal Goverument to 
enforce, in good faith and with temperate firmness, the 
laws enacted in pursuance of its authority in all cases 
where their infringement would impair the constitutional 


rights of any State, or the common and reciprocal rights of 
the several States. 2 : 

3. Resolved, That the select committee of thirty-three 
on the state of the Union be instructed to inquire whether 
te acts of Congress now iu force are sufficient, in view of 
the present condition of public affairs, to protect the rights 
of the. several States against. attempts which have been 
made, and which may hereafter be made, by any. State or 
States to nullify tie laws necessary to the existence of the 
Confederacy, and to-carry out the provisions of the Con- 
stitution ; and if the laws now in force are insufficient, it 
shall be the duty of said committee to report the necessary 
bill or bills to provide for the emergency. 


Mr. DAVIS, of Indiana. Mr. Speaker, I do 
not rise for the purpose of introducing any bill 
or resolution, but simply for the purpose of pre- 
senting the memorial of Colonel Daniel Sigler, a 
very respectable and intelligent gentleman resid- 
ing in my district, who makes very many good 
and valuable suggestions with respect to the vari- 
ous matfers referred Lo the committec of thirty- 
three. I desire that it shall be reccived, and re- 
ferred to that committee, [Crics df ‘* Read it!”’] 
It is couched in respectfullanguage. If it be the 
desire of the House that it shall be read, I cer- 
tainly will make no objection. bd 

Mr. BRANCII. As the memorial is the ex- 
pression of the opinions of only a single individ- 
ual, I hope that its reading will not be insisted on. 

Mr. CRAIGE, of North Carolina. I certainly 
will not agree to its reference, unless I know what 
it is. 

The SPEAKER. Objection being made, the 
memorial cannot be received. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Indiana. Why? 

The SPEAKER. Because it docs not come 
within the provision of the resolution under which 
the House is now acting. 

Mr. CRAIGE, of North Carolina. I do not 
make any objection, if the memorial be read. 

The SPEAKER. If there be no objection, 
the memorial will be read. 

There was no objection, and the memorial was 
read, as follows: 


To the honorable the House of Representatives of the United 
States of America in Congress assembled : 

The undersigned respectfully prays your honorable body 
to pass a law incorporating therein the following provis- 
ions, to wit: 

L Inapreamble annexed to said bill, settle by implication 
the question of slavery, in reference to the relation exist- 
ing between master and slave by law, and where it may 
be and where it may not be; and that the same be forever 
excluded from congressional legislation. 

2, Make ita crime, with heavy penalties annexed there- 
to, in accordance with the latter clause, second section, 
third article of the Constitution, for any person or persons 
to molest, destroy, steal, convey away, injure, or endan- 
ger, by any interference, the property ot another’in any 
‘Territory of the United States, be that property of any kind 
sanctioned by the laws of any State from which the owner 
of such property may have emigrated. 

3. Fix a penalty punishing all persons who voluntarily, 
or under cover ofany lawin any State, including all who 
may claim to act in authority by the laws of such State, 
for attempting in any way or manner to abridge the free- 
dom of speech or of the press, defining in thesame what 
would be an abuse of that privilege. 

4. Fix a heavy penalty on any porson or persons, in any 
State, who may, in any manner or form, cither voluntarily 
or under cover of law, iu any State sanctioning the same, 
retard, iutercept, hinder, or oppose, in any way or manner, 
the faithful exceution of the fugitive slave law. 

5. Enjoin on ali Government officers ofthe United States, 
including the President, to see that the foregoing be faith- 
fully executed. 

6. It seems to us, if such a Jaw could be passed, that 
there could be no complaint with the people in any State 
or Territory in this Union. The people of Massachusetts, 
who are conscientious in the promotion of morals, could 
go to South Carolina, and teach the slave to be obedient to 
his master, and the master to do his duty to his slave ; and 
the South Carolinian could go in peace to Massachusetts, 
and reclaim his slave that the Yankee had piously stolen, 
The people of Georgia would then be allowed to emigrate 
into any Territory with any property they saw fit to take 
with them, sanctioned or recognized by the statute of 
Georgia. The question of slavery itself would be taken out 
of Congress, which contingency of itself would restore 
peace and harmony to the Union. Cannot South Carolina 
and Massachusetts both mect on this platform? The under- 
signed prays that no steps be taken to alter or amend our 
present Constitution, for this isa dangerous time to try such 
an experiment, as several States, both North and South, are 
in a state of revolution; for we do not hesitate to say that 
any State in this Union, through her sovereign Legislature, 
who have enacted laws which, if carried out, destroys our 
national obligations, which, under coustitutional guaran- 
tees, cach State in the Union owes to the other, is in the 
height of revolution, and disloyal to the Union of States 
while those statnies remain on the statute-books. Cannot 
our American Congress meet on this plan or one simifar 
thereto, and settle the pending difficulties; orshall we suffer 
our glorious Union to be torn asunder by divisions, hatred, 
and bloodshed? [fit must be so, let that day be cursed, let it 
be struck from the computation of time, lost to the pen of 
the historian, not to be transinitted-te the generations to 
come, that dates that awful catastrophe, when the arms of 
our American chivalry were brought to act upon itself. 


Caused by what? Asimplc abstraction, an imaginary con- 
tingency, thatsome years hence, and a thousand miles from 
the inhabited. portion of our Republic, an African slave 
might be taken into some Territory as feared by one of the 
belligerent partics, or that he might be excluded therefrom 
by the antagonistical party. Cannot this simple question 
be adjusted by American statesmen ? 3 

If to divide is our fate; if, as a nation, with all our com- 
mercial, political, and social advantages, we are to be sev- 
ered and scattered to the four winds by the ravages of war, 
on so simple an issue, the God of the universe ought to 
visit us in vengeance, and serve us as he did the fallen au- 
gels who kept not their first estate—rescrve us in chains of 
darkness into bondage forever. For the passage of such a 
jaw your petitioner will ever pray. 

DANIEL SIGLER. 
JEFFERSONVILLE, December 7, 1860. 


Constitutional guarantees for the foregoing. 

See tenth section of the ahended Constitution, reserving 
the right to the people tosetile slavery, and not déicgated 
to United States to do so; also, first section of the same, 
granting freedom of specchand of the pre: Latter clause 
of second section, third article. Congress to place courts 
out of 4 State to punish crime. Fourth article on reclaiming 
fugitives from labor. Also, the clause enjoining on the 
President to see the laws faithfully executed; and that 
which enjoins on all officers of the United States to take 
an oath to support the Constitution. Hence no officer should 
suffer it to be violated, if he can prevent it. 

Mr. NIBLACK. One of the resolutions of- 
fered by my colleague [Mr. Ewarisn] anticipates 
some portion of the resolution which I had pre- 
pared; but as it does not meet fully all the points 
covered by my resolution, I will send up the one 
I had prepared. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolved, That the select committee to whieh has been 
referred so much of the President’s message as relates to the 
perilous condition of the country be instructed to inquire 
whether it bé competent for Congress to provide by law for 
the payment of the value of fugitive slaves rescued by foree 
or violence by the counties, cities, or municipal districts in 
which such fugitive slaves should be so rescued; and if it 
be found that Congress possesses the power so to enact 
then that said committee inquire into the expediency of 
thus providing by Jaw, and report by bill or otherwise, 


By Mr. McCLERNAND: 


Resolved, Thatthe committee of thirty-three be instructed 
to inquire and report whether Congress has constitutional 
powerto make the people of any particular State, or muni- 
cipal corporation therein, liable to indemnify any owner of 
any slave escaping into such State and who has been res- 
cucd from right(ul custody by force or otherwise ; and ai 0, 
whether it is expedient to establish a special Federal police 
for the purpose of exccuting the laws of the United States, 
and proinptly suppressing any unlawful resistance thercof; 
and also, whether any further legislation is requisite to 
secure a prompt, certain, and full enforcement of the guar- 
antees of the Constitution, or whether an amendment of 
the Constitution is necessary for that purpose, 

By Mr. NOELL: 

Whereas there now exists, on the part of the people of 
the southern States of this Union, a well-founded appre- 
hension that they no longer hold the power in te Federal 
Government necessary to secure their peace and the safety 
of their property against the aggressions of the Federal Gov- 
ernment, should it become the will of the people of the 
northern States to assailthem through the Federal Admin- 
istration or by hostile legislation; and whereas security 
and peace, held by one section at the mere will of an- 
other, cannot be safely relied on; and whereas the great 
material interests of the country, in every section, are in- 
volved in the safety of the Union and the perpetuity of the 
Donstitution on such termsas will give to every section the 
means of* protection against the aggressions of other sec- 
tions: Therefore, 

Be it resolved, That the select committee of thirty-three 
be instructed to take into consideration the propriety and 
necessity of abolishing, by amendments to the Constitu- 
tion, the office of President of the United States, and of 
establishing, in lieu thereof, an executive council, to con- 
sist of three members to be elected by districts composed 
of contiguous States as near as practicable ; each member 
of said council to be armed with a veto power, such as is 
now vested in the President of the United States; and if 
such plan be deemed practicable by said committee, that 
they report to this House such details thereof as may be 
necessary to accommodate the same to the existing Con- 
stitution of the United States. 

Be it further resolved, Thiut said committee be also re- 
quested to take into consideration the means necessary (if 
auy can be devised) to restare the equilibrium between the 
frec and the slave States in the Senate of the United States 5 
and particularly whether this end can be accomplished by 
a voluntary division on the part of some of the slave States 
into two or more States. 


By Mr. HINDMAN: 


Resolved, That amendments of the Constitution of the 
United States ought to be made as follows, to wit: l. An 
express recognition of the right of property in slaves in the 
States where it now exists or may hereatter exist, and an 
express denial to the Federal Government of all right or 
power to prohibit or restrict the trade in slaves between 
the States. 2. An express requirement that the Federal 
Government shall protect the right of property in slaves in 
the Distriet of Columbia, in alt ‘Territories of the United 
States while the territorial condition exists, and wherever 
etse the Federal jurisdiction extends. 3. A provision that 
every Territory authorized by act of Cousress to hold a 
convention, and whose convention shall adopt a constitu- 
tion republican in form, shall be admitted into the Union 
as a State, with or without slavery, as its constitution may 
prescribe. 4, A provision that citizens of any State or 
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Territory, who may be the owners -of slaves, shall be per- ji 
initted to hold th Jave property while passing through || 
es |! 

| 

į 

| 


or temporarily rosiding within the jurisdiction of States 

whose coustitutions do not recognize the institution of | 
slavery. 5. A provision that any State whose Legislature 
has enacted, ormay hereafter enact, laws defeating or im 
pairing the right of the master to have his escaped sjave 
delivered up to kim, according to the provisions of the 
fugitive slave law of 1859, shall not bo entitled to repre- 
sentation in.cither House of Congress until the repeal of 
such nullifying statutes. 6. Such further provisions as 
will sccure to the slaveholding States, through their repre- 
sentation in Congress, au absolute negative upon all action | 
of Congress relating to the subject of slavery. 7. A po- jj 


i 
i 


de 
vision for the appointment, by State authority, of all Fed- 
eral. officers exercising their functions within the limits 
of.the States. 8. A provision that all the above amend- 
meuts, together with the existing provisions for slave rep- 
resentation upon the three-fitihs basis, shall forever be irre- | 
pealable and unamendable. i 

By Mr. LARRABEE: i 

Whereas conflicting constructions of various clauses in | 
the Federal Constitution have from time to time prevailed, 
some of the States claiming and others denying certain 
powers of Government to Congress; and whereas it is our 
duty, in times of grave civil disorder, to resort to the rem- 
edies provided within the Constitution; and whereas it is 
of the last importance that, in the event of a final disagree- 
ment between the several members of the Confederacy, 
some amicable mode of determining their future relations 
be ascertained: ‘I'heretore, 

Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives in 
Congress assembled, That, in pursuance of article five of 
tho Constitution, it is recommended to the several States | 

` that they shall, through their respective Legislatures, re- 
quest Congress to call a convention of the States for pro- 
posing amendments to the Constitution, to the end thatthe 
people of the several States may thus be enabled to confer 
together in the manner provided in the establishment of the 
Government, and adopt such measures as, in their wisdow, 
may be proper to promote the common welfare of the 
States. ‘ 

The SPEAKER. The order, under the reso- 
Jution of the gentleman from North Carolina, 
[Mr. Brancu,] having now been executed, the 
next business in order will be to call the commit- 
tees for reports; and the first thing in order in 
that class of business is a bill pending at the last 
session, reported from the Committee on Public 
Lands. 


EXCUSED FROM COMMITTEE SERVICE. 


Mr. BONHAM. Mr. Speaker, if it be not out 
of order, before that bill is taken up, Task leave 
to say that I have reccived notice this morning 
from the chairman of the Committee on Military 
Affairs to meet that committce on Friday next. 
As Ido not expect to remain long a member of 
< Congress, I feel itdue that I shouid resign the 
place I hold on that committee, so that the gentle- 
man who may be appointed to succeed me may 
enter upon the duties of the committee at once. 

In doing so, sir, I ask leave only to say that I 
do not adopt this course through any dissatisfac- 
tion with my colleagues upon that committec; 
and that I shall ever cherish, however wide apart 
we may be, a lively recollection of the urbanity 
and courtesy which have uniformly characterized 
their deportment in the discharge of the arduous 
duties which we have,had to perform, Task to be 
excused from further service on the committee. 

The question was taken; and Mr. Bonuam was 
excused. 

The SPEAKER thereupon appointed Mr. 

Huaues to fill the vacancy occasioned in the Com 

mittee on Military Affairs. 
CONSOLIDATED LAND OFFICES. 


“The House then proceeded to the consideration 
ofa bill, reported from the Committee on Public 
Lands, making further provision in relation to 
consolidated land offices. 

The bill was read. 

The question being on the engrossment and 
third reading of the bill, 

Mr. DAVIS, of Indiana. I desire to make a 
brief statement in explanation of the objects of 
this bill, and I presume that when I have made 
it, there will be no objection to the passage of the 
bill. It has been recommended by the Secretary | 
of the Interior and by the Commissioner of the 
General Land Office. The object of the bill is 
this: in all the land offices of the United States 
where the public lands have been reduced by sale 
io less than one hundred thousand acres, it is made 

` the daty of the Secretary of thé Interior to close | 
them, and to remove the records to some other | 
office. That process hasgone on in the western land 
States until all the offices in many of the western 
land States, especially so in my State, in Hlinois, 
and perhaps in Missouri, have been consolidated 
into one land office, to which the records of all 
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the other offices have been removed: This im- 
poses on the register and receiver at the consoli- 
dated land office immense additional labor, for 
which there is no compensation provided. ‘This 


| labor consistg of the examination of records, the 


dclivery of patents, the making copies of papers 
and records, and a thousand other things that 
make it necessary for these officers to employ ad- 
ditional clerks. Theirprescnt salary is only $500 
each; and that is totally inadequate to compen- 
sate thesc officers at the consolidated land offices. 
‘This bill authorizes them to employ clerks, and 
provides that the clerk hire shall be paid by the 
persons making application for service; so that the 
Government docs not pay any of it. It provides 
further, that the compensation of register and re- 
eciver at the consolidated offices shall not exceed, 
under this bill, 63,000 per annum cach. If the 
fees exceed that amount, the surplus is to be paid 
into the Treasury. I do not suppose, however, 
that they will exceed that sum. That provision 
applies to the present officers. But for the pur- 
pose of compensating the officers who have gone 
out of office, there is a provision in the last sec- 
tion of the bill making it discretionary with the 
Secretary of the Interior to allow them a reason- 
able compensation for their services, to be paid 
out of the contingent fund of these offices. 

It is unnecessary for me to take up the time of 
the House in further cxplanation of the objects 
of this bill. 

Mr. CLARK, of Missouri. I desire to ask the 
gentleman a question, which I desire to have an- 
swered for the information of the House. The 
question is: whether there isany provision in this 
bill providing for compensation of registers and 
receivers now in oflice for their past services since 
the offices were consolidated ? 

Mr. DAVIS, of Indiana. I think not. The 
only provision on that subject is that which makes 
it the duty of the Secretary of the Interior to allow 
reasonable compensation to registers and receivers 
who have already gone out of office. If the gen- 
tleman from Missouri desires to propose an amend- 
ment of that kind, 1 have no objection that it 
should B@ made; for I think myself thatit is right 
and proper that such compensation should be 
allowed. If the gentleman wish to propose such 
an amendment, | will yield for that purpose. That 
view of the question did not occur to the commit- 
tee when they agreed to report the bill. ‘The 
original bill was draughted by the Commissioner 
of the General Land Office, and was acted on by 
the committee by adding the provision in the last 
section. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Ilinois. 
like to have the bill again read. 

The bill was again read. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Ilinois. It would 
seem to me, from the reading of this bill, that it 
proposes fot only the creation of a new office, 
but the raising of the salaries of other officers. 1 
am opposed to the whole of it, from the begin- 
ning to the end. 1 think that a salary of $500 to 


I should 


the receivers and registers at these consolidated 


land offices, is quite enough for the work they 
perform, and that no clerk hire is necessary. 
There are plenty of men who would be willing to 
discharge all these duties for that salary; and the 
great trouble will be in discriminating between 
applicants desiring these offices. I think this 
whole legislation entirely unnecessary. | think 
thatall the duties of these offices can be performed 
by men who will be glad to get the offices at the 
present salary. We have officers enough, and 
the salaries are high enough. Hence, I am op- 
posed to the bill. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Indiana. I, desire to say a 
word in reply to the gentleman from Ilinois. In 


| the first place, he is mistaken about this bill cre- 


ating new offices. j 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Ilinois. Jt permits 
the employment of clerks for these land offices. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Indiana, It only authorizes 
the register and recorder to employ additional 
clerks; and it provides for the payment of fees 
by persons requiring service to 
gentleman from Illinois thinks that this is unne- 
cessary,and that these officers get sufficient salary 
already. In that he differs with the Secretary of 
the Interior and with the Commissioner of the 
General Land Office, who ought at least to know 
the burdens thrown on these officers. . 

Į will give my, own State as an illustration of 


be rendered. The’ 


the additional Jabor*imposedon- these officers 
except-one, have been- discontinued; and ‘the 


in the one consolidated office at the:seat-of: gov- 
ernment. This renders an immense amount of 
i labor necessary in recording and. making tran: 
scripts of documents, and itis impossible-to‘h. 
the work doneat the compensation now allowed. 
I am as much opposed as any gentleman here to 
creating new offices or raising salaries; buti E 
think that “ the laborer is worthy of his‘hire.’”? 
I think that in all cases where justice and” equity: 
and good. conscience require additional compen- 
sation to be allowed to public officers of the caun- 
| try, this House ought toand will allow it. 


| man from Indiana allow me to say a word. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Indiana. Certainly. 

Mr. CLARK, of Missouri. ' Before’ the’ bill 
was reported to the House, it was submitted to 
the Secretary of the Interior ond to the Commis- 
sioner of the General Land Office. They. cxam- 
ined it, and wrote to the Committee on Public 
LLands that the provisions of the bill notonly met 
with their approbation, but that they considered 
it absolutely necessary for the proper. discharge 
of the public business. In the State of Missouri, 
there are six land. offices consolidated into one.. 
The area covered by this consolidated land office 
includes nearly half the entire State, and itis im- 
possible for any one man to conductall the busi- 
ness of that office as consolidated. There are 
books, records, and documents in his possession, 
relating to the titles to nearly half the lands in the 
State; and there are daily and almost hourly àp- 
plications involving an amount of labor and re- 
search which no one man can perform. Iknow, 
from personal observation, the amount of busi- 
ness to be transacted at this:office is very large.. 
From the frequent applications for additional as- 
sistance at thisand other consolidated land offices, 
the Commissioner of the General Land Office sent 
out one of his clerks to make examination ‘into 
the facts, who, from his personal observation, 
adds his testimony to that already received, of the 
necessity there is for further provision to be made 
to transact the business of these offices. 

But this bill does not, in my judgment, go as 
far as justice to these officers requires; andif that 
course meets the approbation of the gentleman 
from Indiana, I will move that it be recommitted 
to the Committee on Public Lands, to give thom 
‘an opportunity of perfecting its provisions. I 
think that these officers of the consolidated land 
offices, who have within the last. year been com- 
| pelled to employ assistance in the discharge of 
their duties, ought to be reimbursed for the ex- 
penses they haveactually incurred. I understand 
the gentleman from Illinois (Mr. McCLernanp] 
| has prepared an amendment which covers the 
| additional provision which I have suggested. If 
i such be the fact, I hope he will be permitted to 
offer it. : 

I say, in response to the other gentleman from 
Ilinois, [Mr. Wasanurne,] that you cannot ob- 
| tain the services of competent men to discharge 
the duties now devolved upon the registers and 
receivers of these consolidated land offices for 
the salary now allowed by law. I have in my 
possession a letter from the register of the con- 
solidated land office at Boonville, Missouri, in 
which he states that it is impossible for the regis- 
ter and receiver of that land ofice to discharge 
the dutics of the office, and that, unless additional 
assistance be furnished them, they cannot con- 
tinue to hold their offices; and you cannot obtain 


rovisions of law. 

Mr. McCLERNAND. Having made some 
investigation into the facts involved in the matter 
under consideration, Iam satisfied that the bill, 
in the main, is right; but I think its provisions 
ought to be extended, so as to embrace the cases 
| of expenses actually incurred by these officers for 

clerical services and for room-rent, in all cases 
where a numberof land offices have been consol- 
i idated into one. 
| I will say that, in Illinois, under our land laws, 
| all-the land offices in the State have bcen consol- 


idated into one, which is located. at the seat of 
government, imposing upon the register and. re- 
ceiver of that office such an amount of additional 
labor and research, that they have been compelled 


We-had in Indiana ten land offices. “Albof then; 


nė. 


Mr. CLARK, of Missouri. Will the gentle. 


records of those nine offices have beet deposited 


competent men to fill the offices under the present - 
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tọ incur.the expense of-additional clerical services 
and additional room-rentat theirown-cost, Ihave 
here ‘a statement of the accounts of. the register 
and -receiver.at Springfield, in which they state 
that they have incurred necessarily considerable 
expenses to enable them to discharge the duties 
of the offices to which they have been appointed. 
These accounts -have been presented to the proper 
officers of the Interior Department, who acknowl- 
edged. the. justice. and “equity of the claims, but 
failed to pay them, because of the want of power 
under any existing law.. The Secretary of. the 
Intefior, however,.as has been stated by the gen- 
tleman: from: Indiana, recommended thatan ap- 
proptiation be made to provide for payment in 
such cases, ‘ : 

I new propose an amendment to come in in 
the third section of the bill, which I will ask the 
Clerk to read. ` 

The ‘Clerk read, as follows: 

Sec. 3. And be it further enacted, That the provisions of 


this act be, and they are hereby, extended to all other con- 
solidated land oflices. 


Mr. McCLERNAND. I move to amend that 
section by adding as follows: 

Provided, That this act shal) be construed to extend to 
and provide for expenses heretofore incurred by any reg- 
ister or receiver of such consolidated land office for addi- 
tional clerical aid and office or room-rent: And provided 
Jurther, That the amount of such expenses or indemnity 
shall be approved by the Secretary of the Interior. 

Mr, CLARK, of Missouri. J ask, in connec- 
‘tion with the remarks of the gentleman from Jlli- 
nois, that-a letter from.the register of the office at 
Boonville, Missouri, in reference to the necessary 
expenditures of this office, may be read. 

The Clerk read, as follows: i 

Boonvitir, Missouri, October 17, 1860. 

Sim: In compliance with your circular of 16th of August 
last, J herewith transmit a statement of the amount of 
money paid by me for elerical services as contemplated by 
the ny of Lör August, 1856; also, vouchers for the amount 
so paid. 

‘Lhe Hth of April, 1859, to whieh time the account goes 
back, was the commencement of my oficial term. Phe 
Plattsburg and Milan offices were closed the 3ist of the 
March previous, and reached here about the 10th of April, 
from which time there was a demand for extraordinary cher- 
ical services in behalf of the register, not contenaplated by 
the law of 1818. 

‘The files of those offices were reecived in whole or in 
part, in the most inexplicable confusion. The Plattsburg 
preémption proof and declaratory statements, numbering 
some cighteen thousand, were thrown together without re- 
gard to mouth or even year, None of the letter-files in any 
of the offices, except Palinyra, were put up in order ofdate 3 
and the Milan files were not even briefed and dated. The 
‘Pyrene, Milan, and Plattsburg patent-files were in such a 
condition that waa under the necessity of renumbering 
and refiling the whole of them. In the Plattsburg office, for 
instance, about one hal? of the warrant patents under act 
1850 had been incorporated with those under act of 1855. 
‘The Milan cash applications were all thrown into a box, 
without. regard to date or number; so with preémption 
papers. The Fayette office records were unposted for over 
a year. In addition to the labor of attending to and prop- 
erly arranging all these patents and papers, the unprece- 
dented number of mistakes and conflicts of the Plattsbarg 
office were precipitated upou me. Receiving from your 
office as high as twenty-three letters some days, and some 
letters having nearly one hundred conflicts each, in which 
I had to compare and report upon ; and, added to this, was 
an unprecedented individual correspondence. The great 
rush for land issouri, two years previous, and the un- 
easiness manifested by holders of Plattsburg certificates to 
know the condition of their lands, or obtalu their patents, 
has imposed on me a Jabor I am sure you will hardly ap- 
preciate. And in addition to all of this, the extent of this 
district, the number of patents here must necessarily bring 
a large number of persons daily to the ofice, often consum- 
ing the whole of ofice hours proper, and tcaving the cor- 
respondence to be attended to at night. My compensation 
for this period of time will vary but little from $1,000. De 
duct from this the amount paid clerks, and I have left 
$230 for my services, not to mention the expense for fuel 
and board. i 

Very respectfully, your obedient servant, 

H. L. BROWN, Register. 
. Commissioner GENERAL Lano Orrice, Washington city. 


Mr. DAVIS, of Indiana. Ag I intend to call 


5 


. for the previous question on the adoption of the | 


amendment, Iwill say, before doing so, that I 
have in my possession letters from the Secretary 
of the Intertor and-the Commissioner of the Gen- 
eral Land Office, in favor of the passage of this 
bill. I now eall for the previous question. 

The call for the previous question was seconded, 
and the main question was ordercd; and under the 
operation thereof the amendment was adopted. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Indiana, moved to reconsider 
the vote by which the amendment was adopted; 
and also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
laid upon the table, 

The latter motion was agreed to, 

The bill, as amended, was then ordered to be 


engrossed and reada third timc; and, being en- 
grossed, it was accordingly read the third time. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Is it teo.late to offer an 
amendment? 5 : i 

The SPEAKER. Itis.. x 

` Mr. DAVIS, of Indiana, demanded. the pre- 
vious question on the passage of the bill. 

The call for the previous question wasseconded, 
and the main question was ordered; and under the 
operation thereof the bili was passed. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Indiana, moved. to- recon- 
sider the vote by which the bill was passed; and 
also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 
upon the table. R 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


SALT SPRINGS IN OREGON. 


Mr. THAYER. Iam instructed by the Com- 
mittee on Publie Lands to report back Senate bill 
No. 82, to amend the fourth section of the act for 
the admission of Oregon into the Union, so.as to 
extend the time for selecting salt springs and con- 
tiguous lands in Oregon, with the recommenda- 
tion that it do pass. . 

The bill was read in extenso. It extends the 
time for the selection of salt springs and contig- 
uous lands, according to the provisions of the 
fourth section of the act entitled ‘* An act for the 
admission of Oregon,” approved February 14, 
1859, to any time within three years from the 
passage of this*act. 

Mr. THAYER demanded the previous ques- 
tion. 

The call for the previous question was seconded, 
and the main question was ordered; and under 
the operation thereof, the bill was ordered to be 
read a third time; and it was accordingly read the 
third, time. 

The bill was then passed. 

Mr. THAYER moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the. bill was passed; and also moved 
that the motion to reconsider be laid upon the 
table. 

Vhe latter motion was agreed to. 


DAKOTA. 


Mr. THAYER, from the Committee on Public 
Lands, reported back House bill No. 611, to con- 
stitute the Dakota land district, and to provide 
for the admission to the House of Representatives 
of a Delegate therefrom, with the recommenda- 
tion that it do pass; and demanded the previous 
question on its engrossment and third reading. 

Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. Mr. Speaker, the 
gentleman cannot seriously expect this House to 
act upon a bill of the importance of the one he 
has just reported, under the operation of the pre- 


vious question. It ought to go, at least, to the 
Committee of. the Whole on the state of the 
Union. 


Mr. THAYER. The bill provides for the sur- 


; vey of the public lands in Dakota, or in so much 


| sale of the public lands in Dakota. 


i 


of the former Territory of Minnesota as was not 
admitted as part of the State. The people of 
Dakota have their government already formed, 
and the bill only-provides for the admission of a 
Delegate from that government to sit here, as do 
the Delegates from other Territories, and at the 
same rate of compensation. Those, sir, are the 
main provisions of the bill, 

Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. We of this side of 
the House, who are suddenly called upon to vote 
on this important proposition, cannot hear a word 
of the gentleman’s explanation. I hope he will 
speak louder, or come nearer to us. 

Mr. THAYER. Mr. Speaker, the bill is a 
very plain one. lt contemplates the survey and 
It does not 
propose to organize any government for the peo- 
ple of Dakota, for they have already organized 
one for themselves. It provides for the admis- 
sion of a Delegate from that government toa seat 
in this House of Representatives. The provis- 
ions for the survey and sale of the public lands 
arc the same as have been adopted by Congress 
in former like cases. There is nothing new in 
those provisions. The bill only gives the people 
a chance to purchase and secure as homesteads, 
the tracts of land which they now occupy. 

Mr. COX. Task the gentleman from Massa- 
chusetts, whether this is not the same bill that 
was reported at the last session? 

Mr. THAYER. [tis the same bill; and it was 
not only reported but it was discussed at the last 


| making power of the Government. 


session. Inow renew the demand for the pre- 
vious question. i : 

_ Mr. GROW. I hope the demand for the pre- 
vious question will not be sustained. 

Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. T think that on a 
measure of the magnitude of the one before us, 
the previous question ought not to be sustained. 
If the bill is to be pressed through in this hasty 
manner, I must demand the yeas and nays on 
ordering the main question. 

The call for the previous question was not. 
seconded. 

Mr. GROW. Mr. Speaker, this bill proposes 
the creation of a new officer, to be called the sur- 
veyor general of Dakota. Weare to have that 
new oflice, with all the additional expenses attend- 
ant upon it, when we now have a surveyor gen- 
eral for that district; for it cannot be unknown 
that Dakota is embraced within the. district of 
the surveyor general of Minnesota and Iowa. 
Nothing, therefore, is gained by this bill so far 
as the survey and sale of the public lands are 
concerned. 

And it not only creates one new office for which 
there is now no carthly necessity. It provides 
that a man may come here gnd sit as a member 
of Congress—a Delegate from a land district, so 
that in reality it creates two new offices, the in- 
cumbents of which are to draw pay from the 
Government without doing anything for the peo- 

E n nia PIII I E A 
ple of the Territory. Even if this bill become the 
law, the organization existing in Dakota, what- 
ever it is, will have no more. legal validity than 
would that of a vigilance committee, in the nature 
of which it really is. The passage of this bill 
docs not legalize the government of Dakota. It 
gives no sanction to it. Every lawyer of this 
House knows well enough that no court of jus- 
tice would recognize any rights accruing or arising 
under a voluntary association of the people, like 
that which at this day is in forcein Dakota. They 
can only be recognized as valid when sanctioned 
by the authority of the Congress of the United 
States, It is, then, mere bagatelle to undertake to 
pass this bill, It furnishes nothing to the people, 
It gives them no relief. It gives them nothing, 
sir, that they have not now. They have a sur- 
veyor general. ‘They can have their lands sur- 
veyed under the law as it now stands. The bili 
will accomplish nothing new in that respect, and 
it gives no validity to the form of government 
which now cxists there. If Congress wishes the 
‘Territory organized, let it be done in the usual 
and proper way. Let the law be so drawn that 
Congress authorizes the people of Dakota to act 
asa political community under the laws of the 
United States. When that is done, rights will 
accrue which will be recognized by our courts of 
justice. 

So far, Mr. Speaker, as I understand the pow- 
ers of this Government and its duties to the peo- 
ple of the Territories, the matter can be simmed 
up ina few words: that these Territories, until 
some action of Congress is taken in relation to 
them, are not open to settlement; that under the 
non-intercourse act, they cannot be setiled, ex- 
cept in violation of the laws of the country. No 
settler can go in and occupy a Territory until sach 
tinjo ts Congress, by some authority, permits 
some sort of a government to take the place of its 
own jurisdiction; for until open to settlement it is 
under the jurisdiction of Congress, placed there 
by the authority of the Constitution. Congress 
must be the primary law-making power of these 
Territories. Suppose you acquire territory from 
a foreign Government, and they cede to you all 
jurisdiction over it: then, of course, Congress is 
invested with power over that territory until some 
legislation delegates the power to the people to 
organize a government there under their own au- 
thority. Until they do that, there is no govern- 
ment in legal existence in the Territories of the 


| Union. When Congress does that, you have a 


government deriving its authority from the law- 
r In the first 
instance, it must derive its authority from Con- 
gress; for, is there such an anomaly that any foot 
of territory of thi®Government is without a law- 
making power? Ina State the law-making power 
over the territory within its limits, is the Legis- 
lature of the State. No State has jurisdiction 
over a foot of soil outside of the State. There- 
fore, no law-making power exists in the States 
for territory beyond their limits. Then, is it pos- 
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sible that you have any Territories which are not 
under the law-making power of any organized 
government? 
quire territory from a foreign Government which 
we have not the right to govern. 

Then, the right of citizenship applies every- 
where. When a man leaves one place in this 
country and goes to another he leaves the right of 
citizenship of the place he leaves, and must take 
on the right of citizenship of the place to which 
he goes. These rights are fixed by the iaw-mak- 
ing power of each place. If he leaves Pennsyl- 
vania to-day, when he crosses the line of that 
State and goes into Virginia, he leaves behind 
him the right of citizenship of Pennsylvania and 
must take upon himself the right of citizenship 
ofthe State of Virginia. In Pennsylvania the 
Legislature of the State fixes the right of citizen- 
ship, and that right extends to the geographical 
limits of the State. And so the Virginia Legis- 
lature fixes the right of citizenship within her 
limits. When a man crosses the line which 
divides the two States, he leaves behind him the 
right of citizenship in the State which he leaves, 
and must take upon himself the right of citizen- 
ship of the State into which he gocs. 


Now, when he leaves onc State of this Union | 


and goes into a Territory, he is in precisely the 
same condition. He leaves behind him the right 
of citizenship of the State he leaves, and must 
take on the right of citizenship of the place to 
which he goes; and the law-making power of that 
place must fix this right of citizenship. 

Thus you harmonize the powers of the Federal 
Government with those of the States. The au- 
thority of each State is left, within its own limits, 
to regulate and fix its right of citizenship and its 
own domestic institutions; and they are beyond 
the reach and control of any person nota resident 
of the particular State. So when he goes into 
the territory of the Union, the law-making power 
thereof is the Congress of the United States; and 
until it delegates to some one else the authority 
to establish a law-making power there, he isunder 
the control of the primary and original law- 
making power, and must take on himself the right 
of citizenship fixed by Congress, or by some gov- 
ernment authorized by Congress. Then any 
legislation by Congress that does not authorize 
a government to be established upon the Territo- 
ries does nothing in the world towards securing 
to the people of the Territories a government, but 
is a mere bagatelle, and amounts to nothing. , 

Then why go on and create supernumerary 
land surveyors, and add additional officers in the 
Jand offices, when you have land surveyorsalready 
whose duties exiend over all the territories, as 

- far as the Indian title is extinguished? Why 
provide, then, pay for a man from a land district 
to sit here, who represents no organized and legal 
government? Tecan see in this proposal no bene- 
ficial legislation whatever; and E move the refer- 
ence of the bill to 

Mr. COX. Before the gentleman concludes, I 
desire to ask him a question. 

Mr. GROW. I do not purpose to deprive the 
gentleman of an opportunity to speak. 

Mr. COX. L.wish to inquire of the gentleman 


whether the committee, of which he is chairman, | 


proposes any legislation with respect to this or 
the other ‘Territories ? 
propose to change th : 
sion, so as to obliterate those obnoxious provis- 
ions which caused them to be defeated? 

Mr. GROW. The Committee on Territories 
—and I suppose it is proper to state it—propose, 


when we have an opportunity, to submit to this 


House bills for organizing Territorics for the peo- | 
ii made. 


ple in the region around Pike’s Peak; for the 
people in the region o 
called Nevada; for th 
Arizona; and for the people of this very Dakota 
Territory, and for the Territory above it, which 
will cover all the territory of the nation; and thus 
arranging the whole matter, we shall get rid of 
this whole territorial legislation. And we pro- 
pose to report those bills in the usual form, ex- 


6 


It ig an absurdity that we can ac- | 


And if so, whether they | 
ebills they reported last ses- ; 


f the Washoe silver mines, | 
e people of what is calied | 


| be capable of electing their own officers, to take 


! they are there withoutany government, and with 


‘ substantial legislation, it makes no difference. 


ii to them. 


| Innovate upon that p 


cept that the Governor’s veto may be overruled 
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by a majority of the Legislature; and that, when 
the people within the limits of those Territories 
shall amount to twenty-five thousand, they shall 
elect.all their own officers; and until that time, the 
officers are to be appointed by the President, as 
heretofore. We thought that twenty-five thou- 
sand people would be a sufficient number to main- 
tain a form of government without imposing a 
burden of excessive taxation; and that they would 


the place of those appointed by the President. 
Mr. COX. And do they propose the same | 
proviso in respect to slavery that was contained 
in the former bills? That is the point. i 
Mr. GROW. Westrall, I take it, report the 
same proviso as before, with the privilege of any 
member to move to strike it out; and if a majority 
is against us upon that question, we propose to 
vote for those bills. If a majority shall strike 
the clause out, then you have nota word in the 
bills about slavery—no reference to it whatever. 
We propose to leave it to be settled by a majority 
of the House, whether they will retain that pro- 
viso or not; and if a majority say no, it will be 
out of the bills. Still, we believe that the people 
should have governments, and should therefore 
vote to give them governments; for, to-day, there 
is no doubt that there are at least forty thousand 
people in what is known as Pike’s Peak, and 


no law but mob law. 

Sir, does the Government of the country dis- 
charge its duty to the pioneers who go forth and 
people the wilderness, in thus leaving them ex- 
posed to mob law as their only protection ? 

Mr. MAYNARD. I desire to make a sugges- 
tion to the gentleman; and that is: whether it 
would not be better, following the example of my 
own State and some others, to abolish the veto 
power altogether, ` 

Mr. GROW. In most of the States you allow 
the Governor to veto, anda majority of the Le- 
gislature to overrule the veto. This gives time, 
in hasty legislation, for the Governor to examine 
the bills; and if he vetocs them, the same major- 
ity that passed them originally could pass them 
over the veto of the Governor; and thus, in all 


We know that hasty legislation takes place in 
all legislative bodies—in States as well asin Con- 
gress. Some bills are passed in a moment of 
haste, which, if the attention of the members had 
been called to objectionable provisions in them, 
would not have been passed at all. In such cases 
the Governor could call the attention of the body 


Before I surrender the floor, I move that the 
bill be referred to the Committee on Territo- 
ries. 

I have but a word to sayin conclusion. It 
must be remembered that the surveyors general 
are appointed to survey the lands as fast as the 
Indian title is extinguished. The Government 
never has proposed heretofore to go upon the lands 
of the Indians, and commence surveys before the 
Indian title has been extinguished. That creates 
these border troubles and difficulties; and hence 
the Government has abstained, thus far in its his- 
tory, from authorizing any surveys of lands until 
the Indian title thereto has been extinguished. 
The system inaugurated in this bill proposes to 
olicy, and send a surveyor 
ys before the Indian 
“Tt will end in border 
l- 


gencral to commence surve 
title has been extinguished. 
wars, and a larger expenditure of money in que 
ing Indian insurrections. 

Mr. LOVEJOY. I did not hear this report 
{desire to know whether it comes from 
the Committee on Public Lands? 

Mr. THAYER. It does. 

Mr. LOVEJOY. I have no doubt that is cor- 
rect; but there are, at least, two members of that 
committee who do notrecollect any action on the 
subject. The rcportwas certainly not unanimous. 
I simply wish to say that some members of the 


committee do not approve of that bill. 


New Sires. 


r. THAYER. It is the unanimous detion 
of the Committee on Public Lands. EA ti 
_ Mr. LOVEJOY. -ft may have been the unan- 
imous: action of. those who were present;. but 
both. the gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. Tarmpre,] 
and I myself do not recollect any action benig 
taken on it. Itis probable we were absent. 1 do 
not mean to dispute the gentleman's statement; 
but I wish it to be understood that. some members 
of the Committee on Publie Lands do not agree 
to this bill. a A 

Mr. THAYER. Mr. Speaker, I will reply in 
a very few, words to the argument of the gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania against this bill. It seems 


M 


ito me to come with a very bad grace from the 


chairman of the Committee on Territories to ob- 
ject that we propose to admit a Delegate to Con~ 
gress from this land district of Dakota, when ‘his 
committee, during the last session, reported bills 
organizing two territorial governments over the 
same people, and admitting two Delegates to, the 
House of Representatives. This bill ‘provides 
for the admission of but one Delegate to repre- 
sent the same, and has, therefore, the argument 
of economy in its favor. But the gentleman in- 


| forms us that the proposition to survey and offer 


for sale the lands of Dakota, is an infringement 
of the policy of the Government, inasmuch as 
no provision is ever made for such survey and 
sale till the Indian titles are extinguished. Does 
the gentleman forget that in the former part of 
his remarks, he said there was already a Surveyor 
general for this very purpose, Accordingly, this 
bill does not propose any infringement ‘of our 
policy in this regard, But the surveyor general 
of Minnesota has not ordered the survey of the 
lands of Dakota, and the people there are desir- 
ous of securing titles to their homesteads. - 
the duty of the Government to enable them to 
obtain rightful and permanent possession of the 
land which they are now cultivating. | 

But the chairman of the Committee on Terri- 
tories considers it the duty of this General Gov- 
ernment to form a government for the people of 
Dakota. I do not blame the gentleman for his 
persistent efforts to magnify his office. The peo- 
ple of Dakota have formed their own government, 
and, in my judgment, they are as well qualified 
to do this for themselves, as the Committee on 
Territorics are to do it for them. This govern- 
ment is now in full operation. The people are 
satisfied with it. Its officers have been elected 
by the people from their own number, I wish 
to recognize this government by admitting a Del- 
egate from it to the House of Representatives. 
What does the gentleman. propose to do?” Sini- 
ply this: to overthrow the government of the peo- 
pe» and to put in its place a government made 

y the Territorial Committee; to: displace: the 
officers whom the people have elected, and to au- | 
thorize the President to appoint their officers. I 
have no patience, sir, with this argument of the 
divine right of kings or of Congress. “The right 
of self-government is the right of American cit- 
izens on American soil, and is not derived either 
from Congress or the President. Í would there- 
fore recognize the rightfulness and validity.of the 
government now existing in Dakota, by admit- 
ting a Delegate from that political community to 
this House. Nothing further is necessary, and 
nothing more is required of us. f 

I now move that the bill be referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union, 
with a purpose to enter a motion to reconsider. 

Mr. GROW. Is the question firstupon the mo- 
tion to refer the bill to the Committee on Territories? 

The SPEAKER. No, sir;under the rules the 
question is first on referring it tothe Committee of 
the Whole on the state of the Union. ae 

The question was takenon Mr. Tuaver’s mo- 
tion; and it was agreed to. 

So the bill was referred to the Committee’of the 
Whole on the state of the Union. >; : 

Mr. GROW moved to reconsider the vote by 
which it was so referred; and also moved to lay 
the motion to reconsider upon the fable. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 
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eee -DEFICIENCY BILL. . 

Mr: SHERMAN, from the- Committee of 
Ways and Means, reported a bill to supply defi- 
ciencies in the appropriations for the service of 
the fiscal year ending 30th June, 1861; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole on. the state of the Union, 
and ordered to be printed. : : 


RAILROAD GRANT TO KANSAS. 


“Mr. VANDEVER. I am instructed by the 
Committee on Public Lands to report a bill (H. 
R. No. 700) granting alternate sections of the pub- 
lic lands to aid iñ the construction of certain rail- 
roads in the Territory or future State of Kansas. 
` | desire to say in reference to the bill, that it 

roposes to grant alternate sections of the public 
lands upon the line of various railroads in the 
‘Territory of Kansas. _]t embraces one main lead- 
ing line-up the Kaw Valley to the mountains— 
the western limit of the present Territory: 
- Mi. SMITH, of Virginia. I would ‘suggest 
that it would be better for the gentleman to reserve 
his remarks till the discussion of the bill in Com- 
mittee of the Whole oathe state of the Union, 
‘where it will of course go, l suppose. 

Mr. VANDEVER. I did not intend any dis- 
cussion at all. 1 merely wish to explain the pro- 
‘visions of the bill. There are some peculiarities 
about the’bill. It is different from any that has 
ever been presented before. 

‘Mr. DAVIS, of Indiana. Task the gentleman 
to give way foran amendment which Iam direct- 
‘ed by the Committee on Public Lands to offer. 

Mr. VANDEVER. I hope the gentleman will 
pause until 1 can make my remarks. 

Several Mempens. Let the bill be read. 

The Clerk proceeded to read the bill. 

Mr. JOHN COCHRANE. I move that the 
House do now adjourn. 
Mr. VANDEVER., 

‘floor. I desired to have the bill read. 

Mr. HOUSTON. I understand that this bill 
isa report from the Committee on Publie Lands. 
Was that committee regularly called? 

~The SPEAKER. Yes, sir; and the gentleman 
froni Iowa is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. JOHN COCHRANE. Will the gentle- 


man from Lowa give way fora motion to adjourn? | 


The SPEAKER. The bill will come up the 
‘first thing ii.the morning. 

‘Mr. VANDEVER. 1 will yield the floor for 
a motion to adjourn, if that is the:pleasure of the 
Fose © 
“Mr. STEWART, of Maryland. I hope the 
gentleman will go on with his explanation. 

Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. Oh, no. Let us 
adjourn. 


The SPEAKER. Docs the gentleman from | 


Towa yield tothe gentleman from New York? 
Mr. VANDEVER. Yes, sir; for a motion to 
adjourn, 
r, JOHN COCHRANE. Then I move that 
the House do now adjourn, 


UNION PRAYER-MEETING-——USE OF THE WALL. 


The SPEAKER, Will the House allow the 
Chair to make a suggestion? A very respectable 
body of genticmen, clorgymen of all denomina- 
tions, called upon me in my room this morning, 
and have solicited ‘the use of this Hall to-morrow 
‘evening to hold a union prayer-meeting, at which, 
Thelieve, Dr. Spring, of New York, is expected 
‘to preside. “1 hope the House will consent that 
they. may have the use of the Hail, 


Mr. CRAWFORD. Oh, no; we cannot do i 


that. 

Mr. COX. I will move that the consent of the 
House be given, if such a motion is necessary. 

Mr, SINGLETON. I object. 

Mr. MORRIS, of Mlinois, sought the floor. 

Mr. GURLEY. Has the morning hour.ex- 

ired? ; 

Mr, MORRIS, of Illinois, 
the floor? 

Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. There is a motion 
to adjourn pending. 

The SPEAKER. The motion to adjourn is 
the only question in order. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Indiana. Before the question 
is put on adjournment, I desire to present an 
amendment to the bill reported by the gentleman 
fram Iowa, [Mr. Vawpever,] that it may be 
printed. 


Am I entitled to 


T have not yielded the 
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The SPEAKER, -Jf there is no objection, the | 


` 


amendment will be ordered to be printed. 
- No objection was made. . 

Mr. MORRIS, of Iltinois. Now, I hope there 
will-be no objection to my offering a resolution. 

Mr. RUFFIN and others objected. 

Mr. BURNETT. I desire to know if anything 
is in order pending a motion to adjourn? 

Mr. MORRIS, of Illinois. Just a word: 

The SPEAKER. The Chair wishes to under- 
stand from the House one thing about which he 
is not informed. An application has been made 
to me in a respectful manner, and to which I have 
no personal objection. The subject is now before 
the House. 1 do not feel at liberty to grant the 
use of the Hall without the consent of the House; 


but I suppose the consent of the House will de- | 


pend upon the majority. Jf Il am under amisap- 
prehension, I shal] be happy to be corrected; but 
I suppose it depends on that. 

Mr. COX. If a motion is necessary, I will 
move that the use of the Hall be granted. 

Mr. BURNETT. I rise to a question of order; 
and that is, whether anything is in order whilea 
motion is pending that the House donowadjourn? 

Mr. MORRIS, of Illinois. I want’to say to 
the enemies of this resolution that 

Mr. RUFFIN. I call the gentleman to order. 

Mr. MORRIS, of Ilinois, continued his re- 
marks. 

Mr. RUFFIN. I call the gentleman to order; 
and I call upon the Speaker to enforce the rules 
of the House. 7 

Mr. MORRIS, of Illinois. T have said all that 
I desire to say. {I shall ask the unanimous con- 
sent of the House to offer this resolution every 
day until itis received and acted upon. F am 
determined that gentlemen shall vote upon it. 

Mr. RUFFIN. 1 call upon the Speaker to 
enforce the rules of the Ffouse; and ifthe Speaker 
cannot do it, he ought to resign his place. 

Mr. JOHN COCHRANE. ií think it about 
time that the motion to adjourn should be put. 

‘The question was taken; and the motion was 
agreed to. 

The House thereupon (at half past two o’clock, 
pe m.) adjourned. 


IN SENATE. 
Tuurspay, December 13, 1869. 

Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Dr. GrrLEY. 
The Journal of yesterday was read andapproveg. 
EXECUTIVE"COMMUNICATION, 

The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Sen- 


ate a letter of the Treasurer of the United States, | 


communicating copies of his accounts for the 
third and fourth quarters of 1859 and the first and 
second quarters of 1860. 

Mr. BIGLER. Ithas been usual, I believe, to 
publish this document. However, I will merely 
move that it He upon the table. 

‘The motion was agreed to. 


BILL RECOMMITTED, 


On motion of Mr. BRAGG, it was 


Ordered, That the bill (F. R. No, 
Mra. Hannah McDowell, reported adversely 
minee on Pensions, on the I6th of May last, be recon- 


| mitted to the Committee on Pensions, 


MEMORIAL. 
Mr. BROWN. I present the memorial of the 


president and directors of the Columbia Institu- 


| tion for the Instruction of the Deaf and Dumb į 


and the Blind, praying for an appropriation for 
the purpose of providing suitable buildings and 
grounds. Not being willing to take any active 
part in the legislation of Congress, I will simply 
say that, at the request of the memorialists, I in- 
troduce the memorial, and ask to have it referred 
to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 
It was so referred. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, i 
| by Mr. Forney, its Clerk, announced that the | 
House had passed a bill (No. 841) making further | 
provision in relation to consolidated land offices; 

in which the concurrence of the Senate was re- | 


quested. f 


The message further announced that the [louse | 


had passed the bill of the Senate (No. 82) to 
amend the fourth section of the act for the admis- 
sion of Oregon into the {Jnion, so as to extend 


76) for the relief of 
rom the Com- | 


the time for selecting salt springs and. contiguous 
lands in Oregon. 
PRINTING OF DOCUMENTS. 
The message further announced that the House 
had ordered the printing of the following docu- 


| ments: 


Letter from the Postmaster General, transmit- 
ting a statement showing the distance from the 
post office of each Senator and Representative in 
Congress to the city of Washington—ordered on 
the Lith instant, at twelveo’clock and ten minutes. 

Letter from the. Treasurer of the United States, 
communicating copies of his accounts—ordered 
on the 13th instant, at twelve o’¢lock and ten 
minutes. 

BILL INTRODUCED. 


Mr. DAVIS asked, and by unanimous consent 


| obtained, leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 520) to 


furnish arms and accouterments to a volunteer 
company in Lexington, Kentucky; which was 
read twice by its tide, and referred to the Com- 


| mittee on Military Affairs and Militia. 


AMENDMENT OF THE CONSTITUTION, 
Mr. JOHNSON, of Tennessee. I offer the fol- 


lowing joint resolution, and ask that it be read: 

The Secretary read it, as follows: 

Joint resolution (S. No. 48) proposing amendments to the 
Constitution of the United States. 

Whereas the fifth article of the Constitution of the Uni- 
ted States provides for amendments thereto in the manner 
following, viz: “ Congress, whenever two thirds of both 
Houses shall deem it necessary, shall propose amendments 
to this Constitution, or, on the application of the Legisla- 
tures of two thirds of the several States, shall call a con- 
vention for proposing amendments, which, in either case, 
shal} be valid to aH intents and purposes, as part of this 
Constitution, when ratified by the Legislatures of three 
fourths of the several States, or by conventions in three 
fourths thereof, as the one or the other mode of ratification 
may be proposed by the Congress : Provided, Thatnoamend- 
ment whieh may be made prior to the year 1808 shall in any 
manner affect the firsteand fourth clauses in the ninth sec- 
tion of the first article ; and that no State, without its con- 


| sent, shall be deprived of its cqual suffrage in the Senate 3’? 
| Therefore, 


Beit resolved hy the Senate and House of Representatives 
of the United States of vimerica in Congress assembled, (twa 


ii thirds of both Houses concurring,) That the. following 


amendments to the Constitution of the United States be 


į proposed to the Legislatures of the several States, which, 


when ratified by the Legislatures of three fourths of the 
States, shall be valid to ali intents and purposes as part of 


t the Constitution : 


‘Phat bereatter, the President and Vice President of the 
United States shall be choseu by the people of the respective 
States, in the manner following: Bach State shal) be 
divided, by the Legislature thereof, into districts, equal in 
number to the whale number of Senators and Representa- 
tives to which such State may be entitled in the Congress 
of the United States; the said districts to be composed of 
contiguous territory, and to contain, as nearly as may be, 
an equal number of persons entitied to be represemuted under 
the Constitution, and to be Jaid off, for the first time, im- 
mediately after the ratification ofthis amendment, and after- 
wards, at the session of the Legisjature next ensuing the 
apportionment of representatives by the Congress of the 
United States, that, on the first Thursday in August, in 
the year 1854, and on the same day every fourth. year there- 
after, the citizens of each State who possess the qualifica- 
tions requisite for electors of the most numerous branch of 
the State Legislatures, shall mect within their respective 
distvicts, and vote fora President and Vice President of the 

Jnited States; and the person receiving the greatest num- 


! ber of votes for President, and the one receiving the great- 


est number of votes for Vice President, in each district, 
shall be holden to have received one vote ; which factshall 
be immediately certified by the Governor of the State, to 
each of the Senators in Congress trom such State, and to 
the President of the Senate and the Speaker of the House 
of Representatives. 'The Congress of the United States 
shall be in session on the second Monday in October, in 
the year 1854, and on the same day on every fourth year 
thereafter ; and the President of the Senate, in the presence 
of the Senate and House of Representatives, shall open alt 
the certificates, and the votes shall then be counted. The 


| person having the greatest number of votes for President, 


shali be President, if such number be equal to a majority 


! of the whole number of votes given ; but if no person have 


such majority, then a second election shall be heid on the 


! first Thursday in the month of December then next enst- 


ing, between the persons having the two highest numbers 
for the office of President; which second election shail be 


| conducted, the result certified, and the votes counted, in 


the same manner as in the first; and the person having the 
greatest number of votes for President, shall be President. 
But, if two or more persons shall have received the great- 
est, and an equal number of votes, at the second election, 
then the person who shall have reccived the greatest num- 
het of votes in the greatest number of States, shall he Pres- 
ident. ‘fhe person having the greatest number of votes for 
Vice President, ai the first election, shaji be Vice Presi- 
dent, if such number be equal to a majority of the whole 
number of votes given; and ifno person have such major- 
ity, then a second election shall take place between the 
persons having the two highest numbers, on the same day 
at ihe second election is held for President; and the per- 
son having the highest number of the votes for Vice Pres 


3 


ident, shali be Vice President. But if there should happen 


i to be an equalily of votes between the parsons so voted for 
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at the second election, then the person having the greatest 
number of votes in the greatest number of States, shall be 
Vice President. But when asecond election shall be neces- 
sary in the case of Vice President, and not necessary inthe 
case uf President, then the Senate shall cheose a Vice Presi- | 
dent from the persons having the two highest numbers to the 
first election, as is now prescribed in the Constitution : Pro- 
vided, That the President to be elected in the year 1864 
shall be chosen from one of the slaveholding States, and 
the Vice President from one of the non-slaveholding States 5 
and in the year 1868, the President shall be chosen from 
one of the nen-slaveholding States, and the Vice President 
from one of the slaveholding States, and so altcrnating the 
President and Vice President every tour years between the 
slavehelding and the non-slavehoiding States during the 
continuance of the Government. ` 

See. 2. And be it further resolved, That article one, sec- 
tion three, be amended by striking out the word “ Legisla- 
ture,” and inserting in lieu thereof the following words, 
viz: “persons qualified to vote for members of the most 
numerous braneh of the Legislature,” so as to make the 
third section of said article, when ratified by three fourths 
of the States, read as follows, to wit: 

The Senate of the United States shall be composed of 
two Senators from each State, chosen by the persons qual- 
ified to vote for the members of the most numerous branch 
of the Legislature thereof, for six years, and each Senator 
shall have one vote. à 

Sec. 4. And be tt further resolved, That article three, 
section one, be amended by striking out the words “good 
behavior,” and inserting the following ‘words, viz: “the 
term ef twelve years.” Ang farther, that said article and 
section be amended by adding the following thercto, viz: 
«cand it shall be the duty of the President of the United 
States, within twelve months after the ratification of this 
amendment by three fourths of all the States, as provided 
by the Constitution of the United States, to divide the 
whole number of judges, as near. as may be practicable, 
into three classes. The seats of the judges of the first class 
shall be vacated at the expiration of the fourth year from 
such Classification; of the sccond class, at the expiration of 
the eighth year; and ‘of the third class, at the expirationof 
ahe twelfth year, so that one third may be chosen every 
fourth year thereafter.” 

The article, as amended, will read, as follows: 

ARTICLE UL 

Sec. 1. The judieial power of the United States shall he 
vested in one Supreme Court, and in stich inferior courts 
asthe Congress from time to time may ordain and establish. 
"The judges, both of the supreme and inferior courts, shall 
hold their offices during the term of twelve years, and shall, 
at stated times, receive for their services a compensation, 
which shall not be diminished during their continuance in 
office. And it shall be the duty of the President of the Uni- 
ted States, within twelve months after the ratification of 
this amendment by three fourths of ail the States, as pro- 
vided by the Constitution of the United States, te divide 
the whole number of judges, as near as may be practicable, 
into three classes. The seats of the judges of the first 
elass shall be vacated at the expiration of ihe fourth year 
from such classifications of the second class, at the expi- 
ration of the eighth year; and of the third class, at the ex- 
piration of the twelfth year, so thatone third may be chosen 
every fourth year thereafter: Provided, however, That all 
vacancies occurring ander the provisions of this section 
shall be filled by pefsons, one halfof whem shali be chosen 
from the slaveholding States, ang the otier bal? with per- 
sons chosen from the non-slavcholding States, so that the 
Supreme Court wilt be equally divided between the slave- 
holding and the non-slavehoiding States. 


Mr. IGHNSON, of Tennessee. That com- 
mittee not having been appointed, though 1 pre- 
sume it will be appointed, I ask that the resolu- | 
tion lie on the table, and be printed, with a view, 
at the proper time, to refer it to that committee, 

The motion was agreed to. 


Mr. JOHNSON, of Tennessee. { introduce 
the following resolution, with a view of referring 
it at the proper time: 


Resolved, That the select committee of thirteen be in- 
structed to inquire into the expediency of establishing, by 
constitutional provision: 1. A line running through the 
territory of the United States, net included within the 
States, making an equitable and jast division of said terri- 
tory, south of which line slavery shall be recegnized and 
protected as property, by ample and full constitutional 
guarantecs, and north of whieh line it shall be prohibited. | 
9. The repeal of all acts of Congress in regard to the res- 
toration of fugitives from labor, and an explicit declaration 
in the Constitution, that it is the duty of each State for 
itsell'to return fagitive slaves when demanded by the proper 
authority, or pay double their cash value out of the treas- 
ury of the State. 3. -An amendment ef the Constitution, 
declaring that slavery shall exist in navy-yards, arsenals, 
&c., or not, as it may be admitted or prohibited by the 
States in whieh such navy-yards, arsenals, &c., may be 
situated. 4. Congress shall never interfere with slavery 
in the District of Columbia, so long as it shall exist in the 
State of Maryland, nor even then, without the consent of 
the inhabitants and compensation to the owners. 5. Con- 
gress shall net touch the representation of three fifths of 
ihe slaves, nor the inter-State trade, coastwise or inland. 
&. These provisions to be unamendable, tike that which 
relates to the equality of the States in the Senate. 


I move that the resolution lie on the table for 
the present, and be printed. 
The motion was agreed to. 


WILLIAM A. LINN. 


Mr. PUGIL Iam instructed by the Commit- 
tee on the Judiciary to report back Senate bill || 
No. 518, for the relief of William A. Linn’s il 


estate, with the recommendation that itpass. I 
trust that the bill will be put on its passage. 
Tt passed both Houses at the last session, but 
was not received by the President in time to be 
approved. : 

The motion was agreed to; and the bill (S. No. 
518) for the relief of William A. Linn’s estate 
was read the second time, and considered as in 
Committee of the Whole. It proposes to direct 
the Secretary of the Treasury to satisfy a judg- 
ment rendered by the circuit court in and for the 
county of St. Louis, State of Missouri, at its 
Getober term of the year 1857, in favor of Thomas 
C. Reynolds and against the late William A. 
Linn, for services in defending him in a suit 
brought against him by William FI. Belcher and 
Charles Belcher, on account of acts done by Linn 
as an officer of the United States; and also to pay 
Reynolds a like additional sum in satisfaction of 
his demand in another suit brought by him in the 
St. Louis court of coramon pleas in and for the 
county of St. Louis, against Linn, and now pend- 
ing against Linn’s administrator, for other like 
service in defending Linn. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered,to be engrossed for a third 
reading, read the third time, and passed. 


ELIZA B. MILLS. 

Mr. CAMERON. ‘I ask the Senate to take 
up the bill (S. No. 490) for the relief of Eliza B. 
Mills, widow of Robert Mills. 1 hope the Senate 
will indulge me by putting the bill on its passage. 

The motion was agreed to; and the bill was read 
the second time, and considered as in Committee of 
the Whole. It directs that there be paid to Eliza 
B. Mills, widow of Robert Mills, the sum of $500, 
in payment for his services as architect in prepar- 
ing and furnishing plansand estimates fora marine 
hospital at New Orleans, and a public printing 
office in the city of Washington, 

Mr. FESSENDEN. I should like to hear the 
report in that case, if there is any. 

Mr. CAMERON. There was a unanimous re- 
port made by the Committee on Public Buildings. 
The services were performed along while ago. 
There is no doubt about the case, 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair is in- 
formed that there is no report from the committee, 
but there is a memorial of the petitioner and a 
letter to the Secretary of the Treasury. 

Mr. CAMERON. ‘The Chair will permit me 
to inform him that the committee reported unani- 
mously in favor of it. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. There is no written 
report. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Let us hear the letter of 
the Secretary of the Treasury read. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. It isa letter to the 
Seeretary of the Treasury. 

The Secretary read the following letter: 

Wassineron City, June 15, 1852. 

The undersigned woukhl respectiully present a claim 
which he has on your Department for professional services 
rendered, in forming designs, detail, drawings, specilica- 
tions, estimates, and drawing up and having exccuted con- 
tracts for a certain marine hospital tor the city of New Or- 
leuns, for which he has never received any compensation. 
The papers uccoinpanying this letter will show the char- 
acter of the transaetion the undersigned had with your 
Departinents 


and as justice has not been meted to him by 
your predecessor, the andetsigned would respectfully ap- 
peal to you, sir, to examine this claim, and to judge upon 
its equity. 


The undersigned acted with good faith when he accepted j 


the invitation by the Department to prepare plans for this 
building. Theacceptance of these plans by a commissioner 
appointed to examine the same, which was approved by 
the Department, and the consummation of the contract on 
the part of the undersigned, also approved by the Depart- 
ment, was the fulfilment of the duties required of the un- 
dersigned, avg which entitled him to be compensated tor 
the laborious professional services rendered in this business. 

The undersigned would respectfully ask of the honorable 
Secretary of the ‘Treasury to be allowed such compen- 
sation as the service rendered is entitled to, which the 
undersigned has valued at G500.* 

ROBERT MILLS, 


Respectfully submitted, 4 
Engineer and Architect. 


Hon. THomas CORWIN, 
Secretary of the Treasury, United States. 

Mr. TRUMBULL, I understood there wasa 
letter of the Scerctary of the Treasury, which I 
called for. That scems to be a letter of the 
petitioner. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. There is no letter 
from the Secretary of the Treasury. There isa 


* The regular charge by the profession in business of this 
kind is at ihe rate of two and a halif per cent. on the esti- 
mates, which amount io 41,500. 


letter to the Secretary: There is also a memorial. 
These are the only papers connected ‘with the bill, 
Mr. CAMERON. The chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings.is not here. He could 
explain the whole matter. AP oe 
Mr. FESSENDEN. J hope that bill will be 
laid aside, unless we can have some explanation. 
There seems to be- no evidence whatever, and no 
statement of any committee about it. Jt ism ne 
ifestly improper to pass it. under such’ circum- 
stances. ` oe a. 
Mr. CAMERON. Let it lie over. until the 
chairman is present. | awe VE 
The VICE PRESIDENT. It willbe laidover, 
if there is no objection. i ee 


CLAIMS AGAINST MEXICO. 


Mr. IVERSON. As there seems to be no busi- 
ness before the Senate, I-move that the Senate 
take up for consideration thë bill (S. No. 112) to 
carry out the provisions of the fifteenth’ section 
of the treaty between the United States and Mex- 
ico, concluded on the 2d day of February, 1848. 

The motion was agreed to. ` 

The VICE PRESIDENT. TheSeeretary will 
read the amendment pending to the bill, which was 
offered by the Senatorfrom Maine, [Mr. Hamuin.} 

The Secretary read the amendment, which‘is, 
in lines two and three of section two, to strilte 
out the words, “and a solicitor on the partof the 
United States, both;’’ so that it will read: 

That the said board shall have a seerctary versed in the 
English and Spanish languages, &c. ' 

Mr. HAMLIN. I recollect very distinctly the 
subject-matter when it was up at the last session. 
It seemed to me unnecessary to have an additional 
officer. It did not conform to the usual practice 
of commissionersin such cases, where the amounts 
involved were no greater than those involved in 
this commission. The amount is very ‘small; 
and one good officer, in my judgment, would be 
araply sufficient. I think the amendment ought 
to prevail. 

Mr. IVERSON. The amendment, Lthink, is, 
that, instead of three commissioners, there shall 
be only one. Is that the object of the amend- 
ment? Perhaps I did not distinctly understand it. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. That amendment 
was agreed to. à f i 

Mr. IVERSON. Then what amendment is 
now pending? ' 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Secretary will 
again read the amendment. ` 

The Secretary again read the amendment. 

Mr. IVERSON. Ido not feel any very gréat 
interest about the details of the bill; but in draw- 
ing it up, the Committee on Claims simply fol- 


| lowed the precedent by Congress in establishin 


boards of commissions to adjudicate the origina 
claims under this treaty. There were three com- 
missioners. They had always a solicitor on the 
part of the Government, to see that the Govern- 
ment was not imposed upon by. claimants, and 
this money taken out of the Treasury by false 
claims. I would suggest to the Senator from 
Maine, whether it-would not be better to let there 
be a solicitor for this board. His pay will not 
come out of the Treasury; it will be no expense 
to the Government. It comes out of this fund, 
which does not belong to the United States, but 
to the claimants, if they have any just claim. It 
will cost the Government nothing; and I think it 
will be a protection at least to other.claimants to 
have a solicitor and see justice done between’ 
them all. : 
Mr. HAMLIN. Mr. President, I repeat again, 
the history ofthe Government shows that we have 
not usually had solicitors in cases of the limited 
amount involved inthis commission—very rarely. 
Now, sir, itis the duty of the commissioner te 
do precisely what the Senator from Georgia-says 
—to.see that improper claims are not presented; 
or allowed, if presented. It is his duty. ` He 
should be a good lawycr;. he should be a compe- 
tent man. Andif he isa competent man, you 
only want this solicitor for the sole purpose of 
making a place for some particular person. It 
is as useless as the fifth wheel to a coach.: The 
commissioner is entitled to a secretary to aid.bim 
in writing out his opinions and in preparing the 
papers; but the very duties that devolve on the 
chief officer are those of seeing.that improper 
claims are not allowed, and that those that are 
allowed are aliowed on legal and equitable prin- 
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ciples: The-amount is small, and L would not | 
fritter it away by creating. places for particular 
individuals. That is all there is of it. 

Mr. BRAGG. Mr. President, I hope- the 
amendment will not prevail. The subject was 
before the Committee on Claims’ that reported 
this bill, of which I am amember. It was dis- 
cussed at the last session. The Senator from 
Maine says there is no necessity for this offi- 
cer. -T think the action of the board. on these 
very claims before, when there were three com- 
missionérs, instead of one as now proposed by 
this bill, shows the necessity of such’an officer. 
Large’and extensive frauds were committed on 
the Government, notwithstanding the vigilance of 
your commissioners. ‘Whetherthe Government 
has been in the habit of having solicitors at all 
previous times, or not, Esay experience shows 


that such an officer is necessary to prevent frauds, | 


They were committed before, and, in my humble 
judgment, they will be committed again, without 
the assistance of some such oficer. It is impos- 
sible for one commissioner or a number of com- 
missioners to investigate these aims. A prima 
facie case ig made out in relation to a claim, and, 
for aught the commissioner can sce, it is all right 
and proper, as was the case when the Gardiner 
fraud was committed. Frauds may be committed 
again, perhaps even with this aid to the commis- 
sioner. «This will be an additional safeguard to 
the Government and to honest claimants. I hope, 
therefore, that the amendment will not prevail. 

The salary of the officer will be but a small por- 

tion of the fund. 

The amendment wasnot agreed to; there being, 
ona division—ayes 20, noes 23. 

Mr. MASON. § This isa bill in regard to the 
Florida claims, I understand. 

Mr. IVERSON. Oh, no. I will explain to 
the Senator and the Senate, in a few words, the 
object of this bill. By the treaty between the 
United States and Mexico, a certain amount was 
set apart to pay claims of American citizens 
against the Government of Mexico. There isa 
poruon of that fund in the Treasury not cx- 
hausted, There are some claimants that cither 
did not present their claims at the time the com- 
missioners were formerly in session, or were pre- 
vented by some cause; and the object of this bill 
is to allow them to go before a commission with | 
their claims, and if they can establish their claims, 
to take the balance of the moncy in the Treasury. 

Mr. MASON. I desire to know from the Sen- 
ator whether the bill specifics any particular class 
of claims, or leaves it open to all claimants ? 

. Mr. IVERSON. The Secretary will read that 
portion of the bill, 

Mr. HALE, and others. 

The Secretary read the bill, as follows: 

A VIN to further carry out the provisions of the fifteenth 
section of the treaty between the United States and Mex- 
ico, concluded on the 2d day of February, 1848. 
Whereas there remains unexpended in the ‘Treasury of 

the United States the sum of 1,110 20 of the fund set 

apart by said treaty for the payment of claims of American 
citizens agaiust the Government of Mexico: and whereas 
several claims in favor of American citizens against Mex- 
ico, alleged to be in existence prior to the date of said 
treaty, bave been presented to Congress, and payment | 
thereof claimed out of said unexpended balance of said 
fund, which said claims were not adjudicated by the board 
of. commissioners appointed under the act of the 3d.of 

March, 1849: 

Be tt enacted, Qe., That the Preshtent of the United States, 
by and with ‘the advice aud consent of the Senate, shall 
appoint one person, -whio shall constitute a board, to meet 
at the city of Washington at some early day, to be desig- 
nated hy the President, whose duty it shall be to receive 
and examine al claims of citizens of the United States 
upon the Republic of Mexico, or who were citizens at the 
dace of sald treaty, and which are provided for by the treaty 
between said Governments of the United States and Mex- 
ico, concluded on the 2d day of February, 1848, and which 
may be presented to the said board, and which were either 
nor presented to the board of commissioners appointed un- 
derthe act of the 3d ef March, 1849, or were not adjudicated 
on their merits by the same, and to decide thereon, necord- 
sug Lo the provisions of the said treaty, and of the first and 
fifth articles of the unratified convention concluded at the 
eity of Mexico on the 20th day of November, 1843. 

Sec. 2 And he it further enacted, That the said board 
shall have a secretary and a solicitor on the part of the Uni- 
ted States, both versed in the English and Spanish tan- 
guages, to be appointed by the President, by and with the 
advice and consent of the Senate; and the said board is 
hereby authorized to make all needful rules and regulations, 
not contrary to the laws of the United Statos or the provis- 
ions of said treaties, for carrying their said commission into | 
full effect. i ¢ | 

Sec. 3. And be it further enacted, That all records, doc- i 


uments, and papers, whieh now are, or hereafter, untif the 
close of said commission, may come into the possession of 
the Department of State, having relation to said claims, | 


Read the whole bill. | 


just claimant the amount of his claim until it has 


shall be delivered to the said board; and when the said 
commission shail be concluded, the journal of its proceed- į 
ings, together with all the records, documents, and papers 
which shall have come into its possession relating to the | 
business of said board, shall be deposited in the office of j 
the Secretary of State; and the period of six months from 
and after the organization of said hoard is herehy desig- | 
nated, within which said commissioner may, at the instance 
of any claimant or claimants, apply through the Secretary 
of State of the United States to the Mexican Minister of |: 
Foreign. Affairs, for all such books, records, or documents | 
in the possession or power of the Government of the Mexi- |: 
ean Republie, as.shall be deemed necessary to the just 
decision of any claim or claims submitted to said hoardin 
conformity with the provisions of said treaty. 

Sec. 4. And he it further enacted, That the Secretary of 
State is required, as soon asthe President shall have desig- 
nated the day for the meeting of the said board, to give 
public notice thereof, and to cause said notice to be pub- 
lished in such newspapers as are authorized to publish the 
laws of the United States. 

Sec. 5. And beit further enacted, That the compensation 
of the respective officers for whose appointment provision 
is made by this act, shall be as follows, namely: to the 
commissioner at the rate of $3,000 per annum ; to the see- 
retary of the board at the rate of $2,000 per annum; and to 
the solicitor at the rate of $3,000 per annum. And the 
President of the United States shall be, and he is hereby, 
authorized to make such provision for the contingent ex- 
penses of said commission as to him shall appear reasonable 
and proper. And the said salaries and expenses shail be |] 
paid out. of said unexpended balance of said fund. 

Sec. 6. And be it further endtted, ‘That the said com- 
missioner shall report to the Secretary of State alist or all 
the several awards made by him; a certified copy thereof 
shall be by him transmitted to the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury, who shall thereupon distribute, in ratable proportions, 
among the persons in whose favor the awards shall have j 
been made, the amount of said unexpended balance of said | 
fund, or such part thereof as shall not be consumed by the 
salaries and expenses of the commission provided for by 
this act, according to the proportions which their respect- 
ive awards shali bear to the unexpended balance of said 
fund, or such part thereof as shal! not be consumed by the 
salaries and expenses of the commission provided for by 
this act, first deducting such sums of money as may be due 
the United States from: said persons in whose favor said 
awards shall fe made; and the said Secretary shall there- 
upon cause certificates of stock of the United States to be 
issued to the said parties, respectively, or their legal rep- 
resentatives, for the amount to which they may be entitled, 
which stoek shall bear an interest of six per centum per 
annum matil paid, and redeemable at any time at the plens- 
ure of the United States, or pay the same in money, atthe 
option of the United States. 

Ske. 7. And be it further enacted, That the said board 
shall terminate its business within one year from the day 
of its organization. 

Mr. HALE. I move to add, as an additional 
section, to the bill, that it shall not take effect 
until after the public debt is paid; and 1 desire to 
explain the object of that amendment. 

We have once made provision for these claim- 
ants. We instituted a commission; the commis- | 
sion sat; and everybody that had a just claim | 
came, and some that had unjust claims came, as | 
we know by the judicial records of this District; 
and every dollar that could be established before 
that commission has been paid out of the Treas- | 
ury. , There is an unexpended balance left, and, į 
nominally, this is to reach that. Now, sir, ł 
think, when we have paid every dollar that could 
be established before this commission, that we |; 
ought not to borrow money (for this money has | 
got to be borrowed) to pay more, and invite other į 
creditors to come in after such an opportunity as | 
they have had. After the public debt is paid, |! 
and we have money that we have not to go out 
to borrow, it will be time enough to invite claim- 
ants to come inand make claims on the Treasury jj 
for this money. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Foor inji 
the chair.) The question is on the amendment 
offered by the Senator from New Hampshire, to 
insert, as an additional section, the following: | 


And be it further enacted, That this act shall not take | 
effectuntil the public debt of the United States shall have | 
been paid. i 


Mr. IVERSON. Ihave only to say, in refer- || 


ence to that amendment, that it seems to me to 
be a very extraordinary proposition. If there 
are any claimants that are entitled in justice and 
equity to this money, it would be very hard in- 
deed to postpone them until the public debt is 
paid, because this money docs not belong to the 
United States. It comes out of the Government 
of Mexico. It is money in the Treasury, paid 
by the Governmentof Mexico into our Treasury 
for the benefit of these claimants. Will the Gov- 
ernment of the United States withhold from any 


paid all the other public creditors? ` That seems 
to me a very hard proceeding. I hope the Sen- 
ate will not sanction that, but will yote the amend- 
ment down. | 


Mr. HALE, Will the Senator from Georgia |! 


to me. 

Mr. IVERSON. By the treaty between the 
United States and Mexico there was a certain 
amount of money which the Government of the 
United States agreed to pay to Mexico. They 
agreed to set apart a portion of it, $3,250,000, to 
pay the claims that citizens of the United States 
nad against the Republic of Mexico. Ofcourse, 
it was a part of the consideration that the United 
States gave for the treaty, and the territory that 
we purchased from Mexico by that treaty. Itis, 
therefore, a part of the fund of Mexico which the 
United States agreed to pay her, but which the 
United States was to retain and pay over In a cer- 
tain way, in order to extinguish the debts which 
the people of the United States had against the 
Republic of Mexico. Tt is, therefore, the money 
of Mexico, not of the United States. 

Mr. HALE. It was the money of Mexico if 
they had established their claim in the way that 
the law and the treaty pointed out; but the law 
and the treaty have been fully performed, and 
their obligations carried out in letter and in sprit. 
Everything that we agreed to do, everything that 
the law required us to do, has been done. Every- 
body that had a claim has been invited tu come, 
and has come, good and bad, and all have been 
allowed together—not all, but many of them, I 
believe the Gardiner claim was one that was al- 
lowed under this treaty. There is no obligation 
now existing under the treaty or under the law to 
pay this money. The reason that I propose to 
postpone it is on the same policy that governs the 


| Administration in refusing to build custom-houses 


and some other public buildings. The Senator 
from New York [Mr. Kiva] will recollect that 
Congress appropriated money to do certain things, 
but, owing to the state of the Treasury, the Ad- 
ministration declined to do them, because the 
Treasury was not full enough.. Thatis the ground 
on which I wish to put this; but F do not desire 
to occupy any of the time of the Senate about it. 
Mr. SLIDELL. Mr. President, the Senator 
from Georgia, who reported this bill, could not 
have been familiar with the facts and the stipula- 
tions of the treaty with Mexico, or else be has for- 
gotten them. By that treaty, we agreed to pa 
$15,000,000 to the Republic of Mexico in consid- 
eration of certain cessions of territory. Every 
dollar of that amount has been paid. Another 
provision of that treaty was that, to the extent of 
$3,250,000, the United States should undertake to 
compensate their citizens for all just claims they 
might have on the Government of Mexico, and 
at the same time release Mexico from all further 
obligation on account of these claims. ‘This money 
is not now a fund standing in the Treasury to the 
credit of these claimants. It is a distinct, abso- 
lute, new appropriation of this amount. Article 
eleven of the treaty with Mexico, declared that, 


“Tn consideration of the extension acquired by the bound- 
aries of the United States, as defined in the filth artiele of 


|. the present treaty, the Government of the United States 


engages to pay to that of the Mexican Republic the swn of 
815,000,000. 

The article then goes on to define the mode in 
which it should be paid: $3,000,000 at a certain 
time, and subsequently in stock. All that money 
has been paid. Now we come to the article of 
the treaty under which the Senator from Georgia 
assumes the fact, and that fact is assumed in the 
bill—the bill is based on a false hypothesis, and 
declares a fund to exist that has no existence. 
The moncy is now in the Treasury of the United 
States; it belongs to the United States, Mexico 
has no claim upon it whatever. The fifteenth 
article of the treaty is in these words: 

“The United States, exonerating Mexico from ail de- 
mands on account of the claims of their citizens mentioned 
in the preceding article, and considering them entirely and 
forever canceled, whatever their amount may be, under- 
take to make satisfaction for the same, to an amount uot 
exceeding $3,250,000. To ascertain the validity and amount 
of these claims, a board of commissioners shall be estab- 
lished by the Government of the United States, whose 
awards shal! be final and conclusive: Provided, ‘hat in de- 
ciding upon the validity of each claim, the board shall be 
guided and governed by the principles and rules of decision 
prescribed by the first and fifth articles of the unratified 
convention, concluded at the City of Mexico on the 20th 
day of Novemher, 1843; and in no case shall an award be 
niade in favor of any claim not embraced by these principles 
and re 2 


Now, if I recollect aright the provisions of this 
bill—I did not hear it very distinctly as read by 


1860. 


the Clerk—but my impression is that the bill not 
only contemplates constituting this board for the 
purpose of receiving claims that never were prt- 
sented to the old board, whose proceedings were 
to be final and conclusive, but undertakes to re- 
open claims that had been rejected, and to permit 
claimants to make further proofs and to present 
further arguments, The decision of that tribunal 
was final and conclusive by the terms of the treaty 
itself. I will be obliged to the Clerk if he will 
read that section of the bill, or if he will send it 
to me, I prefer to read it myself. This is the 
clause to which I refer. Claims 

# Which were either not presented to the board of com- | 
missioners appointed under the act of the 3d of March, 
1849, or were not adjudicated on their merits by the same, 
and to decide thercon, according to the provisions of the 
said treaty.” : 

Now, there is one claim—a claim for two hun- 
dredand thirty ortwo hundred and forty thousand 
dollars—which will come within the scope of this 
provision of the bill. A citizen of the United 
States, or one who had been a citizen of the Uni- 
ted States, but who had resided a long while in 
Mexico, held office under that Government, and 
had virtually forfeited all claim to be considered 
a citizen of the United States, was expelled from 
Mexico by the Government that succeeded Santa 
Anna, on the ground of bis having been in the 
enemy’s camp. He had been in Santa Anna’s 
camp, and had participated in the wars of the 
country. He was considered a dangerous subject 
by the then authorities of Mexico, and was exiled. 
He presented a claim for over two hundred thou- 
sand dollars. The board examined the claim; but 
they did not consider, under the facts of the case, 
whatever may have been the damages he had 
suffered from the act of Mexico, that he was enti- 
tled to any indemnity under the treaty. They 
considercd that the Government of Mexico had 
acted not beyond the scope of any power in driving 
from its territories a person who was warring 
against its institutions, and that person, besides, 
having forfeited all claim to the protection of the 
United States by having taken up arms against 
it. This is one of the class of claimants who will 
come before the commission. 

Mr. COLLAMER. I ask the gentleman if 
that same claim has not been before Congress? 

Mr. SLIDELL. It has been; and it has been 
before the Court of Claims. It has been bandied 
about from Congress to the Court of Claims, and 
itis now sought to be provided for by this bill. 
It is an attempt to open the adjudication which 
has been made, and which the treaty has declared 
to be final and conclusive, on the ground that the 
case has not been decided upon its merits, but 
was decided on the question of law. 

Now, Senators must not be deluded by the idea 
that this is a question whether our own citizens 
shall receive two hundred and thirty or two hun- 
dred and forty thousand dollars, or whether itshall 
be returned to Mexico; but whether this money, 
which is now in the Treasury, upon which there 
ig no claim, morally or legally, shall be distrib- 
uted as this proposed commission may think 

roper. 

Mr. HALE and others rose. | 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair is | 
about to remind the Senate that the hour of one 
o'clock having arrived, the unfinished business of 
yesterday upon which the Senateadjourned comes 
up, and that is now the business before the Sen- 
ate—the resolution of the Senator from Kentucky, 
{Mr. Powert.} 

ADJOURNMENT TO MONDAY. 

Mr. HALE. I simply rose to say that at this 
time I wanted to make a motion which I hope | 
will receive the assent of gentlemen from every | 
section of the country. I think it advisable to | 
make a motion to which all will agree rather than 
disagree; and that is, that when the Senate ad- 
journs to-day, it be to meet on Monday next. 

Mr. HUNTER. l hope we shall not agree to | 
that yet. If we can pass the Treasury note bill, ! 
I shall be willing; but if not, it will be necessary. i 
to sit to-morrow in order to finish it. 


al 
‘i 


Mr. HALE. Well, ! withdraw the motion for ¥) 
| 


| the inhabitants who reside upon that territory | 


the present. 
TREASURY NOTE BILL. 
A message from the House of Representatives, 
by Mr. Forney, its Clerk, announced that the 
House h 


i 


‘that the Senate concur in the amendment of the 


| Monday next. 


| following resolution, as modified by Mr. PowELL, 
on the 10th instant: 


at agreed to the first amendment of the || between the two oceans, and betw 
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Senate to the bill (H. R. No. 863) to authorize 
the issue of Treasury notes, and for other pur- 
poses, and had agreed to the second amendment 
of the Senate to the bill, with an amendment; in 
which the concurrence of the Senate was re- 
quested. 

Mr. HUNTER. I hope that, by general con- 
sent, this bill will be now considered. È 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If no objec- 
tion be interposed; the Chair will consider it the 
sense of the Senate to consider the bill atthe pres- 
ent time. The Chair hears no objection, and the 
bill is before the Senate for consideration. 

T heSceretary read the message from the House, 
as follows: i 


Ix Tue House or REPRESENTATIVES, 
: December 13. 

Resolved, That this House concur in the first amend- 
ment of the Senate to the bill of the House (No. 863) to 
authorize the issue of Treasury notes, and for other pur- 
poses. 

Resolved, That this House concur in the second amend- 
ment of the Senate to the said bill, with the following 
amendment: Strike out the following words, in line first, 
of said amendment, ‘so many of;” and in lines two, three, 
and four, of said amendment, ‘as may amount to a sum 
not exceeding $3,000,000.7? 


As amended by the House of Representatives, 
the fourth section will read as follows: 


Sec. 4. And be it further enacted, That the Secretary of 
the Treasury is hereby authorized, with the approbation of 
the President, to cause such portion of said Treasury notes 
as may be deemed expedient, to be issued by the Treas- 
urer in paywent of warrants in favor of public creditors, 
or other persons lawfully entitled to payment, who may 
choose to reeeive such notes in payment at par; and the 
Secretary of the Treasury is hereby authorized, with the 
approbation of the President, to issue the notes hereby 
authorized 10 be issued, at such rate of interest as may be 
offered by the lowest responsible bidder or bidders, who 
may agree to take the said notes at par, after public adver- 
tsement of not less than ten days in such papers as the | 
President inay direct; the said advertisement to propose to 
issue such notes at par to those who may offer to take the 
same at the lowest rate of interest; but in deciding upon 
those bids, no fraction shall be considered which may be 
tess than one fourth per centum per annum. 


Mr. HUNTER. The effect of that amendment 
will be to extend.the provision in regard to the 
43,000,000 to the whole sum, and I hope the Sen- 
ate will concur in it. I find that it is necessary 
it should be extended, in order that we may be 
able to meet all our obligations in specie: I move 


House of Representatives. 
The motion was agreed to. 


ADJOURNMENT TO MONDAY. i 


Mr. HALE. I now renew my motion, that 
when the Senate adjourn to-day, it be to mecton 


The motion was agreed to. 
WEST POINT COMMISSION. 


Mr. DAVIS. I ask permission, before pro- 
ceeding to the consideration of the order of the 
day, to make a report from the joint commission 
instituted by Congress at its last session toin- 
quire into the affairs of the Military Academy. 
The commission have performed their labor, and 
submit their report, with an accompanying rec- 
ord, which I ask may be printed for the use of 
the Senate. If it be the pleasure of the Senate to 
have it referred to a committee, I shall also make 
that motion; though the commission itself being 
somewhat in the nature of a committee, I sup- 
pose it may be considered by the Senate without 
reference to any of its standing committees. H | 
no one desires its reference, | will move that the 
report and accompanying papers be printed for 
the use of the Senate; and I shall call it up for | 
early consideration. 

The motion to print was agreed to. 

STATE OF THE UNION. | 

The Senate resumed the consideration of the 


Resolved, That so much of the President’s message as i 
relates to the present agitated and distracted condition of | 
the country, and the grievances between the slavehoiding 
and non-slaveholding States, be referred to a special com- | 
mittee of thirteen members; and that said committee be 
instructed to inquire into the presentcondition of the coun- 
try, and report by bill or otherwise. 


Mr. WIGFALL. Mr. President, as a further 
reason for supposing that, by the Constitution of 
the United States itself, the fact is established that 


H 
' 
i 
t 
| 
i 


een the lakes ! 


: another State, shall 


| be answered that treason ma 


} 
i 
i 
i 


and the Gulf, do not compo8eone single political 
community, but arë divided“ into ‘thirty-three 
separate, ‘distinct political ‘communities, called: 
States, F shall allude now to the second ‘section 
of the third article of the Constitution, which 
provides that the judicial power shall-extend to 
all controversies— POE Cage 
_“ Between a State and citizens of another State} b: 
citizens of different States.» : se 3 

Here is a distinct declaration that there dre 
States, and every lawyer knows that a bill ‘is 
subject to demurrer in any or the Federal courts 
which does not state distinctly that the partics 
litigant are citizens of different States. The first 
section of the fourth article declares that— 

‘Full faith and credit shall be given in each State tothe 
public acts, records, and judicial proceedings of every 
other. State.” 

The second section declares that— ; 

“The citizens of each State shall be entitled to ali priv- 
ileges and immunities of citizens in the several States.” 

Now, is there any State constitution in which 
there is a declaration that the citizens of each 
county shall be entitled to the privileges and im- 
munities of citizens of the different. counties? 
Could such phraseology be used in this Consti- 
tution unless there were different States, different 
political communitics, different governments, dif- 
ferent nations—composing what? The Consti- 
tution in its preamble declares what—the United 
States, Thatis the form of government under 
which we are living; that is the form of govern- 
ment that was established by the thirteen original 
States; that is the form of government between 
the thirty-three present States. . There is one 
other clause—it is the second clause of the second 
section of the fourth article: : 

« A person charged in any State with treason, felony, or 
other crime, who shall flee from justice, and be found in 

on demand of the executive authority 
of the State from which he fled, be delivered up, to be re- 
moved to the State having jurisdiction of the crime.” ` 

Now, here is, in this Federal compact, a decla- 
ration that treason may be committed againstia 
State. I ask every lawyer who hasa seat in this 
Chamber whether treason is a crime that can be 
committed ‘except against sovereignty? If then, 
these States are sovereign, if they are political 
communities, if treason may be committed against 
them, there is an end of the argument. But [may 
also be committed 
against the United States, am fully aware of 
that. Treason consists in levying war against 


! the United States; and one who levies war against 


the United States, being a citizen of one of those 
United States, necessarily levies war against his 


| own State, and is therefore guilty of treason. But 


while that hypothesis is perfectly consistent with 
the premise which I have laid down, that the 
States are sovereign, the other is directly in con- 
flict with.it. If theinhabitants of the United Statea 
be one political community; if they compose a 
nation; if there areno States, but all the inhabit- 
ants together compose one State or nation, then 
it is utterly impossible that treason:can be com- 
mitted against any one of these geographical divis- 
ions; as itapossible as that treason can. becom- 
mitted against a county. I really do not know 
how to argue questions so plain. To my mind, 
they are so conclusive that I need but to state 
them and feel that argument could not add to their 
force. 

I had intended to go somewhat at length into 
this question; but I shall not weary the Senate 
further. It is important now that we showd 
begin to understand our position and what weare 
todo. It is known to every Senator upon this 
floor that one of the States of this Union will, 
before this day next week, cease to be one of the 
United States. She will pass a solemn ordinance 
before this day week. I see the Senator from 
New York [Mr. Kiwe] smiles. Probably on the 
other side of your face you will laugh before this 
thing is terminated. [Laughter.]~ Laugh on, 
laugh on. Before this day next week, I hazard 
the assertion that South Carolina, in convention 
assembled, will have revoked the ratification of 
the treaty which makes her one of these United 
States. Having revoked that ratification, she will 
adopt an amendment to her constitution by which 
she will have vested in the goverament of South 
Carolina all those powers which she; eonjointly 
with the other States, had previously exercised 
through this foreign department, andin the gov- 
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ernment of South Carolina will be vested the right 
to declaré war, to conclude peace, to make treatics, 
to.enter into alliances, and to-do all other matters 
and things which sovereign States may of right 
do. : When. that is done, a) minister, plenipoten- 
tiary and envoy extraordinary -will be sent to 
present his credentials; and when they are denied, 
or refused to be recognized-by this Government, 
I say to you that the sovereignty of her soil will 
be asserted, and it will be maintained at the point 
of thebayonet. Laugh! Nero fiddled while Rome 
was burning; and you who have it in your power 
eyen yet to save.your suffering poor in the dead 
of winter, when they need both food and fuel, 
from starvation and destruction, are here treating 
with contempt those who wish to discuss these 
questions soberly and seriously. That the.peo- 
ple of South Carolina will assert their independ- 
ence, is a fact that is known to every man within 
the sound of my voice. And why should they not, 
if they see fit? Tread yesterday the oath of alle- 
siance thatis required of every citizen in that State. 
When South Carolina became one of the States 
of this Uñion, that oath of allegiance and fealty 
to the State of South Carolina was upon her 
statute-book and in her constitution. These other 
States confederated with her, knowing that her 
citizens were bound to swear allegiance to their 
own State, and obedience oniy to the Constitu- 
tion of the United States and of their own State. 
There was morc than this oath of allegiance which 
they swore: y ; 
{do acknowledge the State of South Carolina is; and 
of right ought to be, a frec, independent, and sovercign 
State.” ele ow And I do further swear 
that-L will bear faith and trac allegiance to the said State, 


and, to the utmost of my power, will support, maintain, 
and defend?— 


What? 
«the freedom and independence thereof.” 


With that oath upon the record, she was admit- 
ted into this Union; and it will not do now for her 
sister States, or for this agency of the States, that 
has no power except by the permission of the 
States, that exercises no power except by the per- 
mission of the States, and that can be stripped of 
every power by those States, to deny that the 
people of that State are bound to obey their oaths. 
Those who swear to obey the Constitution of the 
United States and violate it; laugh at oaths; but, 
thank God, the people amongst whom E have 
lived, and whom l represent upon this floor, have 
never dealt so lightly with their oaths. Isay 
that amore. monstrous outrage will not have been 
committed in any country, than will be commit- 
ted if this Government attempts coercion in any 
manner, ftis impracticables: it is unconstitu- 
tional; itis revolutionary; and the moment that 
this Government, through its executive, legisia- 
tive, and judicial departments, or through auy of 
them, shall deny that these States are sovereign, 
and shall attempt to reduce one of the parties to 
the compact to the condition of a conquered prov- 
ince, such offense will be given to every other 
State as to cause them to rally to their respective 
standards, and rescue the Constitution from the 
grasp of those who would tcar it up and trample 
it under foot. 

For years past that unfortunate but gallant peo- 
le have been misrepresented. Their palmetto 
as withered under the blighting influence of the 

breath of slander, and its broad Jeaves have been 
like the leaves of the funereal cypress; but, thank 
God, it is again'spreading its branches to the sun, 
and, green and luxuriant, it now presents itself to 


the gaze of the people of the thirty-three States as |! 


in the. brightest days of its glory. Sneers and 
scoffs will pot serve your purpose. Yourcighteen 
million will find a gallant few who will welcome 
them; as was well said the other day by the Sen- 
ator from Georgia, (Mr. Ivenson,] with bloody 
hands to hospitable graves.” You may conquer 
them; you may trailthat palmetto banner in the 
dust; but you wili never reduce that people to 
slavery. No, sir; South Carolina may. be made 
a graveyard of freemen, but, before God, it will 
never be. the habitation of slaves. [Manifesta- 
tions of applause in the galleries.) 

When you know that the citizens of that State 
have sworn allegiance. to it, and are bound, on 
their oaths, to obey the behests of their sovereign; 
when you know that that State is going out of the 
Union, is.there. any sense, is there any justice, is 
there any humanity, in attempting to keep her in 


laghjnst England, and in other sections of this 


it? You talk about enforcing the laws! There is 
no man who would go further for enforcing the 
laws within the limits of the United Statesthan I 
would; and as Jong as South Carolina remains in 
the Union, the laws should be enforced there; and 
I hazard the assertion that there will be no neces- 
sity for enforcing them; they will be obeyed. I 
judge that when her minister visits this court and 
presents his credentials, that State will wait until 
that question has been acted upon; and not until 
her right to secede is denied, and authoritatively 
denied, will she insist that the Federal troops 
shall be removed from those forts which she has 
ceded to the Union. 

I regretted extremely to sec that the President 
of the United States was laboring under a misap- 
prehension as to the title by which these forts are 
held and the consideration for which they were 
céded to the United States. I will not weary the 
Senate by reading further from the records which 
establish these great historical facts, but I state 


that, from the declaration of independenee, and a | 


year before it, until the year 1805, South Caro- 
lina was the possessor of all that soil upon which 
those forts are erected. In 1805 she ceded, vol- 
untarily, to the United States, without money and 
without price, those forts, upon two conditions 
only: that they should be kept in repair, and be 
garrisoned by the Federal Government. She, pre- 
viously to that time, ecded all that tertitory, with- 
out money and without price, upon which the great 
and gallant States of Mississippi and Alabama 
have been erected. Then, having ceded for Fed- 
eral purposes the land upon which these forts are 
erected, she appointed commissioncrs, and out of 


her own treasury paid for having the land swi- ; 


yoyed, and, as appears from a letter from the en- 
gineer who was sent there to cxamine the forts, 
when thisGovernment had not the money to make 
the repairs, the citizens of Charleston voluntarily 
raised the necessary money in order to have the 
repairs made. It is unfortunate that the Presi- 
dent did not inform himself as to the facts before 
insinuating that she sold for money this property, 
and therefore was not entitled to claim it. 


It was her voluntary gift to the United States : 


for Federal purposes. When she ceases to be 
one of the United States, the purposes for which. 
she made the cession ceases; and those forts, and 
the land upon which they have been erected, 
should be ceded back to the State, While these 
matters are negotiating, I have no doubt that the 
State will stay her hand. It can be no offense to 
her honor or to her dignity that the troops shall 
not be removed the instant she has seceded. They 
must remain there for a moment; they must for 
a minute; they must for an hour; they must ex 
necessitate rei for a week, possibly for a month. 
Yherefore, until this Government has authorita- 
tively denied her right, and unul those troops are 
there kept for the purpose of subjugation, no of- 
fense will be offered to her honor, aud no violence 
be done by her. Bat if there is an attempt, which 
I trust in God there may not be, to strengthen 
those garrisons, or in a moment of imprudence a 


| man-of-war should be sent into that harbor, Tsay | 
to you that those forts will be taken, cost it the 


life of every man in that State. 


Nowit has got to be a fashion to speak of “the 


chivalry; and when South Carolinais mentioned, 


it has become fashionable to speak in such terms 
as to Indicate that those men are notapt to act up |i 


to their words. When have her citizens shown 
themselves deficient in manhood? By the con- 


stitutional compact she agreed that this Govern- | 


ment shonld have the mght to declare war; and 
Whew war was declared by the United State 
country questions were made as to whether the 
militia could be marched beyond the limits of 
their respective States, South Carolina, of her 
own accord, raiscedand equipped and put into the 
field, to cross bayonets with British regulars, oné 
brigade, commanded by one who a few_years 
ago was a Senator from that State. I mean Daniel 
Elliott Huger. When the war broke out with 


| Mexico, and that State was called upon for a 
regiment, she responded on the instant,and made | 


an appropriation not only for putting her regi- 
ment in the field, but for uniforming them, and 
they went to Mexico under their own palmetto; 
they wore their State uniforms, and they were 
known as the Palmettoes.. And, sir, how did 
they discharge their duties then? Did they falter 


when red battle stamped his foot? Tread from 
Claiborne’s Life of John A. Quitman: 


“ Colonel Batler, of tle South Carolinians, had Jeft his 
sick bed against the remonstrances of bis friends to lead 
the Palmettoes to the conrbat. Early in the engagement nis 
horse was shot under him. Seon after he received a pat 
fui wound in the knee, and yielded the command to Liei- 
tenant Colonel Dickinson. ‘Faking the palmetto flag from 
the hands of Sergeant Beggs, Dickinson placed himself in 
front, and Beggs was immediately shot down. Colonci 
Batler now came up fo resime- the command, and was 
killed by the side of Dickinson, while standing under the 
flag. Diekinson himself soon fell mortally wounded, (he 
dicd some weeks afterward,) and Major Gladden received 
it from his hands and committed it to Lieutenant Baker, 
who being unable from debility and exhaustion to carry it, 
Major Gladden placed it in the hands of Patrick Leonard, 
and Jed his regiment to the charge. His men fell rapidly, 
but not one wavered, from first to last, under the coucen~ 
trated fire of the enemy. In the whole history of war there 
has never been a more striking example of indifference to 
death, the result of stern resolve. Hach man fought for 
the honor of Carolina. Several companies were almost 
annihilated. Some had uot men cnough to bury their dead, 
or bear their wounded to the ambulanees. The uniforms 
of some of the officers were literally torn from their per- 
sons; the color-bearers were shot down, but the flag, bathed 
in their blood, was always seized as they fel and borne to 
the tront. Proudly it floated through the tempest of death 
unti! the victory had becu won, and then, all torn and blood- 
stained, it drooped over its own glorious dead, The regi- 
went entered the battle with two hundred and seventy- 
three rank and file, and when it was over it nyustered one 
i hundred and sixty! It had none missing; its dead aud 
| wounded made up the deficiency.” 

These are the men who are denounced; these 
are the men who are ridiculed; this is the State 
that I saw, in a Black Republican paper within 
the Jast week, compared to one of the counties of 
New York, and held inferior to Brooklyn, because 
they had not the numerical strength of that city ! 
There is a point beyond which endurance, like 
patience, ceases to be a virtue. We are reaching 
that point rapidly. When South Carolina, pre~ 
viously to the Revolution, espoused the quarrel of 
! other States—though she suffered comparatively 
nothing, for she-was the favored colony, as I said 
yesterday—no one then complained that she was 
going too far; no one then complained that she 
was precipitating a revolution. f 

Now the complaint is made. Why, if she has 
not suffered materially as other States have sut- 
fered, shall she be debarred the poor privilege of 
vindicating her honor? Suppose that she has net 
been robbed and plundered as the border States 
have been robbed and plundered: has she not been 
insulted? Have the black Republican States kept 
their faith or observed their oaths? Has not Legis- 
lature after Legislature, in open violation of the 
Constitution, passed laws to prevent the recap- 
ture of fugitive slaves, though it is a part of the 
Constitution? Ifa treaty of peace and amity was 
; entered into between Great Britainand the United 
States to-morrow, and in that treaty of peace it 
were provided that fugitives from justice should 
be delivered up on the respective demands of the 
different Governments, what would be said if, 
befere the ink were dry, the British Parliament 
should pass a law prohibiting the use of the jails 
of Great Britain, pass a law prohibiting the sub- 
jects of Great Britain, and ber officers, either legis- 
|| lative, executive, or judicial, from carrying that 
ij treaty into execution ? 

(| Tam told that the proposition is preposterous; 

i} that such perfidy would not be tolerated; and 

I that not only the United States would declare 

i war, but that continental Europe would combine 
i 

Ji 

| 

] 


to blot from the map of nations a people so per- 
i fidtous. Why, Senators, the story is but half 
told. What would you say if, after this treaty 
was entered into between these bhigh contracting 
parties, the British Parliament, with the consent 
of the Queen, were to pass a law to provide that 
every British judge, that every member of Par- 
liament, that every executive officer, from eon- 
stable up to the Queen, should swear solemnly 
upon the revelation of God thatthey would carry 
this treaty into effect, and that when the ink was 
hardly dry upon the parchment which had ren- 
dered this oath necessary, and when all these va- 
| rious officers, legislative, executive, and judicial, 
| had sworn that they would carry that treaty into 
cfect,the British Parliament were to pass an act 
prohibiting every officer and every citizen from 
i executing that particular clause of the treaty? 
| Hereis perjury added to perfidy; and I say to you 
that, by the Constitution of the United States, no 
| 
Í 


man can sit in any, Legislature unless he swears 
to obey that Constitution; and that every Black 
i Republican legislator who has voted for one of 
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those laws passed for the purpose of defeating the 
execution of that treaty has sworn before God that 
he will obey this Constitution; and that in open 
violation of his cath he has passed a law punishing 
with fine and imprisonment any man who shali 
observe his cath. ls this not true? You dare not 
deny it. And when States confederated with your | 
States complain of this perfidy and perjury, they 
ave told that if they do not silently and patiently 
‘with bated breath and whispering humbleness’” 
submit, your cightcen million free white men will 
come down there and reduce them to the condi- 
tion of conquered provinces; that their own army 
and their own navy and their own treasury shall 
be used for their subjugation. 

When some of these States that are not robbed 
choose not to submit longer to be confederated 
with States that are faithless, they are answered 
by saying, ‘“ Why do not you wait till the States 
that are robbed shall resist??? Why, sir, if Land 
a friend happen to be passing along Pennsylvania 
avenue, and both are slapped in the face, and in 
addition to the indignity, the purse of my friend 
is also taken from him, does his submission de- 
volve upon me any duty also to submit? Because 
robbery has not been added to insultand perjury 
and perfidy, South Carolina and Georgia and 
Florida and Alabama and Mississippiand Texas 
and Arkansas are not to complain! 

This sort of logic we do not understand in that 
section of the country. Our misapprehension, 
doubtless, is the result of the ‘ barbarism of sla- 
very.” In thatcountry there are men who, even 
in this utilitarian age, are not dead to all senti- 
ment; who defend with the hazard of their lives | 
and with their blood their personal honor; and 
will be as ready to defend the honor of their States 
as they are their individual respectability. It is 
the declaration of divine justicethat he who sheds 
man’s blood shall have his blood shed by man; 
and I say that he who taints the blood more kills 
than he who sheds it. That proud State that I 
am speaking of—and I speak of her beeause she 
has no representative upon this floor, and because 
she‘is about to act, and because there has been 
an effort to isolate her from her sisters—has not 
heretofore, and will not hereafter, show any_in- 
sensibility to that which touches her honor. Her 
citizens are few; they may be conquered; there 

‘may be none left to tell the story of their disaster. 
Tt does not follow, Senators, that because a peo- 
ple are weak, they are going to submit to tyr- 
anny. 

History tells us of the king of Lacedwmon and 
his three hundred who dicd at Thermopylæ. 
‘There was an oath in Sparta as there is an oath 
in South Carolina. The people of South Carolina 
have sworn to maintain the independence and the 
freedom of their State. It is the law of that State. 
When Leonidas and his gallant three hundred 

. fell, history tells us—I know not whether the in- 
scription is still to be seen—that upon the stone 
which covered that gallant dead were inscribed 
these words, ‘Stranger, tell the Lacedwmonians 
that we lie here in obcdience to their laws.” In 
my own State there is an inscription not less 
touching. Upon the blood-stained stones of the 
Alamo there is now to be seen written these words: 
“ Thermopylæ had her messengers of death; the 
Alamo had none.” Those who have no senti- 
ment; those who laugh at it; those who regard a 
sense of honor as one of the relics of barbarism 
and the incident of the institution of slavery, I 
know do not understand, or comprehend, or ap- 
preciate the feelings which influence the people of 
the slaveholding States. 

Thank God, there are also in the other section 
a gallant few—that old, glorious Constitution- 
loving Democratic party, from some of whom 
we have, upon issues which we regarded mate- 
vial, differed of late. I trust in God, sir, that 
the hatchet. will be buried between us in this | 
great struggle that is coming on for constitutional 
liberty under the question as to whether one 
of the sovereign States of this Union shall be 
coerced or not. I remember how gallantly our 
flag, with the Constitution emblazoned upon it, 
was borne by Va.ianpicuam and RICHARD- 
son and Logan and Cox and McCrernayp and 
others of that old guard; and though last, not 
least, my friend from Ohio, [Mr. Pueu,] a patriot 
and a soldier. When his country called upon 
him he answered promptly to the call, and in the |) 
bloody fields of Mexico showed that he had not ii 


‘national honor. They, I trust, will bring to the 


| day upon the resolution under consideration. 


| the table, and ordered to be printed. 


| gentleman from Iowa at any other time; but not 


lost either patriotism or the sense of personal or 


altar of the Constitution their feelings’ of aliena- 
tion, and, sacrificing them, stand by the Consti- 
tution. If we cannot save this Union as it was | 
originally formed by these States, let it be dis- 
solved rather than sec a military despotism erected 
upon its ruins. There is now an effort making: 
to crect such a despotism. The edifice is not yet 
completed. South Carolina, thank God! has laid 
her hand upon one of the pillars, and she will 
shake it until it totters first, and then topples. 
She will destroy that edifice, though she perish 
amid the ruins. ; i 

Mr. WADE. Mr. President, if there is no dis- 
position to adjourn, or to take up any other busi- 
ness at this time, I propose to make some remarks 
upon this subject, because I believe 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. If the Senator from Ohio 
will give way, I will move that the Senate do now 
adjourn. [“ Oh, no!”} 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Sen- 
ator from Ohio yield the floor? 

Mr. WADE. Yes, sir; I yield the floor. It 
is of no consequence to me whether the Senate 
adjourn or not. 

Mr. POWELL. I hope the Senate will not 
adjourn. I very much desire to have a vote to- 


Mr. DOOLITTLE. That will not be possible. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question 
is on the motion to adjourn, which is not a de- | 

batable question. i 

Mr. POWELL. I ask for the yeas and nays. | 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The call for | 
the ycas and nays is not seconded, a sufficient 
number of Senators nothaving arisen. The ques- 
tion is on the motion to adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate 
adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Tuurspay, December 13, 1860. 


The House met at twelve o’clock,m. Prayer 
by, the Chaplain, Rev. Tuomas H. Srocxron. 
The Journal of yesterday wasreadand approved. 


TREASURERS ACCOUNTS. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House a com- 
munication from the Treasury Department, trans- 
mitting copies of the Treasurer’s accounts with 
the United States for the third and fourth quar- 
ters of the year 1859 and first and second quar- 
ters of the year 1869, as adjusted by the account- 
ing officers of the Treasury; which was laid on 


PERPETUITY OF THE UNION, 

Mr. MORRIS, of [inois. Mr. Speaker—— 

Mr. VANDEVER. I was entitled to the floor 
when the House adjourned yesterday. 1 have no 
objection, however, to yield to the gentleman from 
illinois. 

Mr. MORRIS, of Illinois. I have the floor 
now. 1 should be very happy to yield to the 


just now. 

Mr. VANDEVER. I understood that Thad 
the floor at the conclusion of the session of yes- 
terday. 


y 
The SPEAKER. ‘Will the gentleman from || 


Illinois state the purpose for which he rises? 

Mr. MORRIS, of Ulinois. Irise for the pur- | 
pose of asking, the unanimous consent of the 
House to introduce a resolution. I stated yes- 
terday, Mr. Speaker, that if there was no objec- 
tron i 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Hlinois 
asks leave to introduce a resolution. Is there any 
objection? A i 

Mr. CURRY. Let it be read for information. | 

The resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolved by the House of Representatives, That we prop- 
erly estimate the immense value of our national Union to | 
our collective and individual happiness; that we cherish 
a cordial, habitual, and immovable attachment to it; that 
we will speak of it as of the palladium of our political 
safety and prosperity ; that we will watch its preservation 
with jealous anxiety; that we will discountenance what- 
ever may suggest even asuspicion that it can, in any event, 
be abandoned, and indignantly frown upon the first dawn- 


ing of every attempt to alienate any portion of our country 
from the rest, or enfecble the sacred ties which now link | 
together the various parts; that we regard it as a main 
pillar in the edifice of our real independence, the support 


of tranquillity at home, our peace abroad, our safety, our i: 


prosperity, and that very liberty which we so bighly s 
that we have seén nothing in the past, nor do we sec any~ > 
thing in-the present, either: in the. election.of Abraham i 
Lincoln to the Presidency of te United: States, orstrom » 
any other existing cause, to justity its dissolution; that we: 
regard its perpetuity as of niore value than the temporary 

triumph of any party or any mai; that whatever evils or 

abuses exist under it ought. to be corrected: within: the: 
Union, in a peaceful and constitutional ways that we bes: 
lieve it has sutlicient power to redress every wrong and 

enforce every right growing out of its organization or per- 
taining to its proper functions; and that it isa patriotic) 
duty to stand by it-as our hope in peace and or defensels 

war. ; : 


_ The SPEAKER.. Is there any objection to the + 
introduction of the resolution?» p ; 

Mr. CURRY.. I object, unless itis. proposed 
to refer itto the committee of thirty-three. . If-the. 
object of the gentleman from Illinois is tò have'it 
considered now, I object. : 

Mr. MORRIS, of Illinois. I would say to the 
gentleman from Alabama, that I. have not the 
slightest idea in the world of cver letting this res- 
olution be buried. in the coffin of the committed of 
thirty-three. ‘ “hep UR 
_Mr. CURRY. Then I. abject to its introduc- 
tion. ; cP tt aegis ; 
Mr. MORRIS, of Illinois. I -wantto geta vote 
on my resolution; and I shall ask a vote on it. 
every day till I get it; and I think that, with the 
help of God, I shall succeed yet. ; 


LAND GRANT TO KANSAS, 


The SPEAKER stated the business first in or- 
der to be the bill (H. R. No: 700) reported from the 
Committee on Public Lands, granting alternate 
sections of public lands to aid in the construction 
of certain railroads in the Territory or future State 
of Kansas. i : z : 

Mr. LOVEJOY. I move to recommit the bill 
to the Committee on Public Lands. i 

Mr. VANDEVER. The gentleman from Mi-. 
nois has not the floor to make such a mation. | 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Iowa 
[Mr. Vanpever] isentitled to the floor.” 

Mr. VANDEVER. I have yery little to say, 
in regard to the measure now proposed to the 
House, other than that it is a bill proposing to 
grant alternate sections of public lands for seven, - 
miles in width, to aid in the construction of a cer- 
tain line of road from the mouth of the Kansas 
river, through the Territory of Kansas, to the 
western limits of that Territory. “This bill is dife 
ferent from railroad grants that have been here-- 
tofore made, in this: it allows no float outside of 
the line of the road. It makes a grant of alter- 
nate sections for seven miles in width, without 
any right to float outside of the limits of seven 
miles. Another peculiarity of this measure con- 


| sists in the fact that the grant is made tc the Tert- 


ritory or future State, but gives the territorial gov- 
ernment authority only to locate the line of the 


i road. The disposition of the lands is reserved 


for the action of the State government when the 
State shall be formed. Under the territorial form 
of government the road can only be located and 
the lands selected and reserved. i 
Now, Mr. Speaker, I feel no particular interest 
in this measure above any other similar measures 
that may be proposed for the action of thë House. 
This bill simply proposes to carry out what seems 
to have been the general policy of the Government 
in aiding the construction of works of this kind in 
the new States by ‘liberal donations or appropria- 
tionsofland. This billissimply carrying out that 
general policy. I have nothing to say in regard 
to that policy at this time. It has been fully dis- 
cussed, and is, no doubt, thoroughly understood 
by all members on this floor. It is desirable, I 
think, that land grants should be made to carry 
forward that great system of roads already com- 
plete and in operation to the banks of the Missis- 
sippi, and which are now in process of construc- 
tion across the State of lowa and across the State 
of Missouri to the banks of the Missouri river. 
The ultimate object of all these roads is to reach 
the Pacific ocean; and I beg leave to suggest, as 
one reason why this bill should receive the favor- 
able consideration of this House, that the neces- 
sity of a Pacific railroad is now felt by all men. 


| I conceive that this proposition affords a basis for 


the construction of that road, and it will ayoid one 
of the objections that have been urged against the 
different plans heretofore presented to the consid- 
eration of the House. The bill does not propose 
to appropriate any money from the 


the Federal Treas- 
ury. The road contemplated is to start from the 
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Missouri river, pointing out to the wilderness in 
the direction of Pike’s Peak, the-design being to 
contifiue it on ultimately toward the Pacific coast. 
jt secures the location of the line, and the selec- 
tion and reservation of the lands along the line to 
the present western limits of the Territory of 
Kansas.. This road will accomplish avery con- 


siderable portion of that important work, the Pa-. 


cific railroad... : 

Mr. CRAIG, of Missouri. Will the gentleman 
from Iowa allow me to say a word? I have an 
amendment which. I wish to offer to the seventh 
section of the bill; and before the gentleman closes 
his remarks I would be glad to offer it, so that the 
gentleman may, if he desire, comment upon it. 

“Mr. VANDEVER... Fam very willing to yield 
tothe gentleman from Missouri that he may offer 
hig amendment. - 

Mr. JONES. I desire to inquire whether this 
bilis in order? 

The SPEAKER. It is. It is a report from 
the Committee on Public Lands, and is now reg- 
ularly before the House. It was reported yester- 
day, and is open for discussion and amendment. 

Mr. CRAIG, of Missouri. I have the consent 
of the gentleman from lowa to offer my amend- 
ment now, so that he can comment upon it. 

The SPEAKER. There is an amendment 
already pending, offered by the gentleman from 
Indiana, (Mr. Davis. 

My. CRAIG, of Missouri. Well; mine can 
bo'an amendment to his amendment. 

Mr. Craia’s amendment was read, as follows: 

And be it further enacted, That there be and is hereby 
granted to the Territories and States of Kansas and Nc- 
braska alternate sections of the public tands, to the same 
extent, and in the same manner, and on like limitations 
and restrictions in every respect, as are by the provisions of 
the act granted to the said ‘Territory and State of Kansas 
to‘aid in constructing a railroad trom Elwood, in Kansas, 
via Maryville, to Denver City. 

Mr. CRAIG, of Missouri. I will explain the 
amendment when the gentleman from Lowa will 
allow me. 

Mr. VANDE 
to the amendment offered by the geneman from 
Missouri, that 1 have no personal objection to it. 
It is a mere question as to the starting point of 
one of these roads. There is a local controversy 
between the different points along the western 
bank of the Missouri river as to what localitics 
shell.be made the initial points. Itisa matter of 
secondary importance altogether. It is, perhaps, 
a matter of entire indifference to a large majority 
of the members of this House as to where shall 
be the precise starting point on the Missouri river. 
The great object of the grant will have been at- 
tained by the construction of a road from any 
points on the Missouri river or western houndary 
of the State of Missouri, The main object in the 


location of one of these roads is, thatit shall be | 


an extension as a main trunk of the Hannibal 
and St. Joseph road, { take it that it isa matter 
of small importance for us to determine the pre- 
cise point of starting. The Committee on Public 
Lands thought it would be better to leave that to 
be determined by the Kausas Legislature. 

So in reference to the other road which is to 
start at or near the mouth of the Kansas river; 
it will be left to the Legislature of Kansas to 
determine the precise point of starting. 

And so in reference to the other road, which is 
désigned as a continuation of the Pacific railroad 
now in process of construction through the State 


of Missouri, the initial point is to be some point j 


at or near the terminus of that road on the west- 
ern border of the State. The Committee on Pub- 
lic Lands have not deemed it within their prov- 
ince to designate the precise point of starting. 
The proper point can only be determined by 
actual survey, and we leave the Kansas Legislature 


to determine that matter after such survey shall | 


have been made. The committee believed thatany- 
attempt to settle conflicting interests of different 
localities slong the line of the river might en- 
danger the passage of the bill through the House. 
They have therefore deemed it best that the 
question should be referred to the authorities of 
Kansas. Ido not know what effect the amend- 
ment of the gentleman from Missouri may have, 
if adopted. 
but I have deemed it my duty to state the reasons 
which have actuated the Committee on Public 
Lands in coming to the cenclusion which is em- 
bodied in this bill. 


a 


Bad ; ; 
VER. [desire to say, in reference | 


I have no personal objection to its | 


Now, another thing. When Kansas may be 
admitted into the Union as a State, her bound- 
aries will be fixed considerably inside the limits 


of the present Territory of Kansas. The object | 


of this bill is to grant lands to aid in the construc- 
tion of roads to the western boundary of the Ter- 
ritory of Kansas. When Kansas is admitted as 
a State, within smaller limits, she will of course 
have jurisdiction or control over only such por- 
tion of the lands as are within the State, leaving 
the remainder of the lands to be selected, and the 


roads located by such State government as may | 


hereafter be set up west of the State of Kansas. 
The passage of this bill will secure an import- 

ant step toward the completion of a continuous 

line of railroad from the Atlantic to the Pacific; a 


national necessity, which is at the present time | 
felt and admitted by all classes of all sections of | 


the Union. By thus making a liberal appropri- 
ation of the public domain, we may obviate the 
necessity hereafter of making appropriations of 
money directly from the national Treasury, to 
aid the construction of a railroad across the con- 
tinent. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I state these things, and 
commend them to the favorable consideration of 
the House. I desire that there shall be definite 
action upon the measure at this time, and shall 
therefore ask that the bill may be put upon its 
passage. 

Before relinquishing the floor, I desire to state 
that the Committee on Public Lands, at the last 
session of Congress, considered propositions ofa 
similar character in reference to toads in Califor- 
nia and Oregon, and authorized reports to be 
made to the House recommending the donation 
of lands along the line of the roads running east- 
wardly from the Pacific. If these bills shall pass, 
and the roads they are designed to assist shall be 
built, there will then exist only a narrow strip of 
territory, some two hundred or three hundred 
miles in width, between the terminations of the 
roads provided in this bill on the western bound- 
ary of the Territory of Kansas and those running 
eastward in the States of California and Oregon. 
The Government will thus be enabled to complete 
this great work of railroad communication be- 
tween the Atlantic and Pacific at a very small 
expense to the public Treasury. 

i submit these observations, Mr. Speaker, in 
explanation of the bill before the House; and I 
ask for them a fair consideration from the House. 


I now yield to the gentleman from Missouri, [Mr. | 


Crata,} to enable him toexplain his amendment. 

Mr. CRAIG, of Missouri. The gentleman 
from Iowa states the case correctly. The Com- 
mittce on Public Lands have been induced, I have 
no doubt, to report this bill in the shape in which 
they have presented it to the House, for the rea- 
son that they did not desire to settle the contro- 
versy between certain towns on the Missouri 
river, in Kansas and out of it. Imay say, how- 
ever, Lsuppose, withoutany breach of confidence, 
that the Committee on Public Lands have repeat- 
edly decided to report a bill with the section to 
which my amendment applics as I propose to 
make it. Bat, in copsequenuce of the importuni- 


ties of gentlemen outside of this House, in the gal- | 


leries, if you please, the committee has been in- 
duced to believe that the passage of the bill would 
be endangered by settling that question; and they 
have therefore turned these parties loose into the 
Kansas Legislature to settle their conflicting in- 
terests. Now, sir, I object to going to the Kan- 
sas Legislature. First, because one of these roads, 
although starting a quarter of a degree inside 
the Territory of Kausas—some twelve or fifteen 
miles south of the Nebraska line—is a road in- 


volving quite as much the interests of Nebraska ; 


as Kansas; and yet the Committee on Public 
Lands propose togive to the Legislature of Kan- 
sas the contro] over a road which runs through 
a corner of that Territory, but the great body of 
which is within Nebraska. 

{ object to this feature of the commitfee’s bill, 
Mr. Speaker, in the second place, because it will 
oblige you and the thousands and hundreds of 
thousands of people who travel that route to de- 
pend on the Legislature of Kansas to decide upon 
carrying out a project in the location of this read, 
that will compel all who travel over the road to 
proceed twenty-one or twenty-two miles down 
the Missouri river before starting for the West. 
I refer gentlemen to the gentleman from Alabama, 


who is the oldest member of the Committee on 
Public Lands in this House, [Mr. Coss,] and 
who will bear me witness that, eight years ago, 
when efforts were being made to carry through 
the House a bill donating lands to aid in carrying 
these roads through the State of Missouri, the 
debates will sbow that the intention was that the 
roads should be continued directly west through 
the Indian country, in the direction of the Pacific 
coast. I think, by referring to the Globe, it will 
be found that in the debate which took place on 
that occasion, it was stated that when the Hannibal 
and St. Joseph railroad should be completed, it 
would be an advance to that extent in a line of rail- 
road extending west from Philadelphia, Harris- 
burg, Columbus, Indianapolis, and Springfield, 
towards the Pacific coast. It would also be ina 
direct line with Carson Valley and the gold dig- 
gings. It was the argument then relied on for the 
aid asked for in the construction of this road, that it 
would be extended directly west through Kansas. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message was received from the Senate, by 
Mr. Patten, oncof itsclerks, notifying the House 
that that body had passed House bill No. 863, to 
authorize the issue of Treasury notes, and for 
other purposes, with sundry amendments. 


THE TREASURY NOTE BILL. 


Mr. SHERMAN. I trast that the gentleman 
from Missouri will yield the floor, so that the 
question now pending may be informally passed 
over, and the Senate amendments to the Troas- 
ury note bill be taken up and acted upon. 

Mr. CRAIG, of Missouri. I agree to that, if 
the House consents. 

There was no objection; and the House pro- 
ceeded to the consideration of the amendments of 
the Senate to the Treasury note bill. 


The first amendment of the Senate was read, as 
follows: 


Strike out “one hundred,” in Tine ten of the bill, and 
insert in lieu thereof “ filty.’” 


Mr. SHERMAN. The bill of the House pro- 
vides that the Treasury notes to be issued shall 
not be of a less denomination than $100. The 
amendment of the Senate strikes that out, and 
inserts the provision that they shall not be of a 
less denomination than fifty dollars, I move that 
the amendment be concurred in. 

The amendment was concurred in. 


The second amendment of the Senate was read, 
as follows: 


Yn section four, line nine, after the word * President,” 
strike out the words, “ to borrow from time to time, on the 
best terms proposed, such sums of money, upon the credit 
of the notes authorized by this act, as he inay deem expe- 
dient, after having given publie notice of at Jeast ten days, 
of the sum or sums required, and inviting proposals there- 
for, in newspapers published in the cities of Washington 
aud New Yori 3”? and in lieu thercof insert : 

‘To issue so many of the notes hereby authorized to be 
issued as may amount to a sum not exceeding $3,000,000, 
at such rate of interest as may be offered by the lowest 
responsible bidder or bidders who may agree to take the 
said noies at par, after public advertisement of not less than 
ten days in such papers as the President may direct; the 
said advertisement to propose to issue such notes at par to 
those who may offer to take the same at the lowest rate of 
interest; but in deciding upon those bids, no fractions shal] 
be considered which may be less than one fourth per cent. 
per annum, 

Mr. SHERMAN. After a conference with the 
members of the Senate Committee on Finance, I 
offer the folowing amendment to the amendment 
of the Senate. 

The Clerk read, as follows: 

Strike out the words “so many of,” and the words “as 
may amount to a sum not exceeding $3,000,000 ;” so that 
it will read: 

T'o issue the notes hereby authorized to be issued at such 
rate of interest as may be offercd by the lowest responsible 
bidder or bidders, who may agree to take said notes at par, 
after public advertisement of uot less than ten days in such 
papers as the President may direct; the said advertise- 
ment to propose to issue such notes at par to those who 
may offer to take the same atthe lowest rate of interest 5 
but in deciding upon those bids, no fractions shall be con- 
sidered which may be of less than onc fourth per centum 
per annum. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. SHERMAN. 1 will state to the House 
that the House bill authorizes the President to 
sell these notes at any rate under par, in order 
to raise the money. The Senate have preferred, 
however, in allowing the President to increase 
the rate of interest, to require thatall of the notes 
shall be sold at par. They also authorize the 
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President to issue them at eight, nine, ten, or 
whatever other percent, may be necessary to pro- 
duce the money. They also limit the amount to 
‘be issued bearing interest at a higher rate than 


six per cent. to $3,000,000. On consultation with | 
the Secretary of the Treasury, it is found that 


this limitation of $3,000,000 is too small; and my 
amendment is submitted for the purpose of obvi- 
ating the difficulty. Itauthorizes the President 


of the United States to sell all of the Treasury : ! 
i| larger interest in the town of Atchison, which is | 


notes issucd under this bill, if necessary, at a 
higher rate of interest than six per cent. 

The question was taken, and the amendment 
to the Senate amendment was agreed to; and then 
the Senate amendment, as amended, was con 
curred in. 


LAND GRANT TO KANSAS——-AGAIN, 
The SPEAKER, The House will now resume 


the consideration ‘of the Kansas railroad bill, 
which was informally laid aside to take up the 
nea of the Senate to the Treasury note 

ill. 

Mr. CRAIG, of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, we 
have spent in public lands and in money out of 
the State treasury of Missouri, about $15,000,000 
to build two railroads to the boundary of Kan- 
sas. One of these railroads is finished and doing 
business to the Kansas line. 
in the publie lands in Kansas. All we do ask is, 
that we shall have the same accommodations there 
in their lands that they have in ours. All we ask 
is, that a Jine of road running fifteen hundred 


miles west, and terminating on the bank of the || 
Missouri river, at the city of St. Joseph, may be | 
extended through Kansas precisely in the direction | 
of the gold fields of the Pike’s Peak and the Car- : 


son Valley regions. This road terminates within 


one mile ofa straight due-east line from Denver | 


City; and it is believed, as near as the maps now 
show it, thatthatline, ifextended duc west, would 


run within one or two miles of Genoa, in Carson | 


Valley. lask any gontleman who advocates this 
bill reported by the committee, to get up here 


and give a single good reason for the road cross- | 
ing the Missouri river at any other point than at | 


the terminus of the Hannibal and St. Joseph rail- 
road. I know that gentlemen may get up and 
state that the Kansas Legislature will do right in 
this matter; but I beg the House to recollect that 
there may be combinations in that Legislature as 
well as in other places—that rival points may 
combine in that Legislature and do wrong to the 
public. It has been done in other places; and it 
18 no slander upon the Kansas Legislature to say 
that such a combination may be formed in Kan- 
sas. 

I ask the gentleman from Towa, [Mr. VANDE- 
yer,} who reported this bill, why it is that the 
committee can name an absolute connection with 
the Pacific railroad at the mouth of the Kansas 
river? Why is it that they can name an absolute 

oint for the starting of the Leavenworth road ? 
Why do they not name the terminus of the Han- 
nibal and St. Joseph railroad as the absolute 
starting point for this road? I know that the 
gentleman from Iowa has examined the map. I 
have it now upon my desk. I can show any gen- 
tleman of this House, who does not own a corner 
lot anywhere along that river, that this project is 
intended, not by the committee—that the section, 
as it now stands, is intended—to force the thou- 
sands of travelers and the thousands of freights 


twenty-two miles down the Missouri river after || 


it strikes that river and before it crosses and starts 
westward, 
overcome to get back upon the line going to Den- 
ver City or Fort Kearny. If to Fort Kearny, 
more than twenty-two miles has to be overcome, 


for Fort Kearny is to the north even of the point | 


proposed by my amendment. Iam ready to be 
cross-examined by any gentleman who advocates 
this section that Fam trying to have stricken out. 


I ask any gentleman who advocates this section |) 


as it now stands, to give this House a single 
` reason aside from that given by the gentleman 
from Iowa. His reason is the true reason. The 
committee desired to get rid of the importunities 
of thelobby. There is nota member of the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands who will say—I defy any 
one of them to say—-upon the information that 
they have had, that that road ought to cross the 
Missouri river at any other point than the one 
named in my amendment. I believe every mem- 


We ask no interest || 


That twenty-two miles has to be; 


i 3 7 

i! ber of the committee was convinced on that sub- 
|i ject. I believe that they are as fully convinced 
| now; but these rival town-lot speculators have 
|| so beset their committee-room that, to get rid of 
| question to the Kansas Legislature. 
4 St. Joseph? : 
|. Mr. CRAIG, of Missouri. While T have an 
interest in the city of St. Joseph, still I havea 


| to be helped by this section. By my amendment, 
Tam trying to take away from the. value of my 
corner lots. I own no corner lots in Elwoud, or 
any other town which this road will touch. But 
can the gentleman from IHinois say as much for 
| the men who, I know, have beset this Hall and 
the committce-room ? 

Mr. LOVEJOY. I can say nothing for them; 
but I ean say that it strikes me that it will be safe 
to leave the disposition of this land and the loca- 


and it does not strike me as being right that Mis- 
souri should arrangé the matter for Kansas. 
Mr. CRAIG, of Missouri. Missouri docs not 
wish to arrange anything for Kansas: but I put 
it to the gentleman from Hlinois if he does not 
know that Kansas has been benefited by the 
| $9,000,000 which we have spent in making a road 
i| to their border, and whether we should not have 
i; some benefit of their money? 
1, The road must start from one of the two towns 
| of Atchison or Elwood, and no other point of 
departure is talked of; and the gentleman from 
Uhnois knows that, to start the road from Atchi- 
son, you have got to go down by the Platte 
country road to a point opposite that point, and 


ul 
| riding only twenty-two miles upon that road, to 
| this projected road for Kansas. Gentlemen know 
| that the amendment is intended for the benefit of 
i the public; thatthe section, as it now stands, will 
il throw us into the Kansas Legislature, where 


‘| Leavenworth, Quindaro, Wyandotte, Atchison, 


again, that no gentleman upon the committee or 
off of it can give half as good a reason for start- 
ing this road at any other point as I have given 
li for starting it from the terminus of the present 
lj finished Hannibal and St. Joseph railroad. 

|} Mr. MONTGOMERY. I rise for the purpose 
|i of moving a reference of this bill back to the 
‘| Committee on Public Lands. I think the bill in 
ij its present form is highly objectionable, and I 
|i think the amendment of the gentieman from Mis- 
stand, a treaty was concluded with the Indian 
tribes upon one of the reservations between the 
town of Leavenworth and the town of Lawrence, 


il tially the same route mentioned in the bill reported 


a double grant of land. First, she will take land 
of this bill. 

Mr. PARROTT. 
me to interrupt him? 
i Mr. MONTGOMERY. Certainly. 

Mr. PARROTT. The gentleman has made a 
i mistake in the assertion which he has just made. 
| The treaty which passed the Senate last winter, 
| provided that the railroad company in Kansas 


Will the gentleman allow 


|| buying it at an appraised valuation. 
Mr. MONTGOMERY. But at only a nom- 


H inal valuation, as the gentleman well knows. 


| they will have no right in that reservation, for 
f this bill gives them none. So the gentleman is 
mistaken in both his statements; in the first place, 
that this bill gives them any land at all in the res- 
ervation; and in the second place, that the treaty 
gave them any land. , : 
| Mr. MONTGOMERY. Iam not mistaken in 
the main facts. Itis true the railroad company 
ij is to pay a nominal price for the lands which they 
|i receive under the Indian treaty, for the purpose 
of building the railroad; but the price is only nom- 
| inal; and if Congress passes this bill, they make 


i 
$ 


them, the committee agreed to transfer the whole | 


| Mr. LOVEJOY. What about corner lots in i 


tion of this road to the Legislature of Kansas; | 


i there transfer your passengers and freight, afjer | 


and Elwood, will go into a general scramble. | 
| And while I have no reflection to make upon the | 
li Kansas Legislature which may be elected, I say i 


j| souri [Mr. Craic] would not make it better, but | 
i] rather worse. During the last winter, as I undor- | 


by which a portion of land was granted for build- į 
| ing a railroad from Leavenworth over substan- ; 


| by the Committee on Public Lands. Therefore, | 
if this bill pass, you will grant to Leavenworth 


funder the treaty, and then under the provisions ; 


i| should have a certain quantity of land only by: 


ii) Mr. PARROTT. And ifthcy do not buy them, |! 


i 
| 
| 
| 
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a new grant of land for a road over precisely the 
same ground, and then Leavenworth; instead of 
having seven miles of Iland on -either side of. the 
road, will have seven miles in addition to the land 
procured by the Indian treaty, “‘Phatis one ob- 
jectionable point in the bill. : ae ES 

jectionable feature in it, if itshould 


The nextob 
be adopted, would be the amendment of the hon-. 
orable gentleman from Missouri (Mr. Crate]: 
who has just now addressed the House. Itis trie 
there is now a railroad completed from Hannibal 
to St. Joseph, and it is one of the main “trunk 
roads on the central line from the East to the West. 
But at the same time, it is also equally true that 
the State of Missouri and the Territory of Kansaa 
have continued thé road beyond St. Joseph eigh- 
teen or twenty miles, and that the railroad from 
Hannibal now terminates at Atchison, about fif- 
teen miles further west than St. Joseph. .There- 
fore, if the amendment of the gentleman’ from 
Missouri were to be carried, Congress would be 
appropriating land to build a road, fifteen miles 


j of which is already built by individual capital 


and enterprise. And all this for the single and 
simple purpose of giving anadvantage to the town 
of St. Joseph as the beginning point of the rosd; 
for all know that Elwood is little more than a 
sand-bar opposite to St. Joseph, When the cit- 
izens of Missouri and of Kansas have, with their 


, own capital, extended this road fifteen miles fur- 


ther west, what sense or propriety would there 
be in appropriating land to render their labor and 
capital valueless by building another road paralel 
with it. ‘Takedown the map and look atit, and 
you find that the Missouri river, from the town 
of St. Joseph to the town of Atchison, flows 


| substantially west; and you willalso sce that the 


railroad runs parallel with the river. Atchison, 
according to my computation, is at least fifteen 
miles further west than St. Joseph, and the map 
will bear me out. What reason, then, should 
prompt us to grant lands to build two roads pat- 
allel with cach other. The proposition, too, be- 
comes more objectionable when we remember that 
Atchison is a town of Kansas, in which these 
lands are proposed to be granted, and St. Joseph 
isa town of Missouri which should have no more 


| to say in the starting point of these roads than an 


town in any othcr State. And in addition, it 
would not be doing justice to the citizens of Mis- 
souriand Kansas, who have exhibited commend- 
able zeal and patriotism in the construction of this 
valuable extension of the Hannibal and St. Joseph 
railroad. These are some of my objections to 
this bill and the amendments. And, with all re- 
spect to the gentleman from Missouri, | consider 
them good and substantial reasons. Yet the gen- 
tleman informs us that nobody could give such 
reasons, 

Mr. CRAIG, of Missouri. 
body could give a good reason. I said nobody 
who does notown town-lotsin Atchison. Task 
the gentleman if he comes within that category? 

Mr. MONTGOMERY. It is true, as the gen- 
tleman suggests, that a small part of the small 
property I own is in the town of Atchison; butt, 
cannot see how that affects the. force of my argu- 
ment. If my argument is correct, it matters poth- 
ing whether I own some little property in Atehi- 
son or not. I trust, Mr. Sealer, I am not 
actuated by any personal interest in this matter 
I claim higher and purer motives as the moving 
cause of my interest in the proper settlement of 
this question. ‘Suspicious men are always to 
be suspected;’’ so, at least, runs the old adage. 
Tried by that rale, the gentleman from Missouri 
would not be free from suspicion. For, he not 
only-seems to suspect me, but he even charges 
the Committee on Public Lands with reporting 
this bill against their convictions of duty, and 
against the justice in the case, merely to get rid 
of the clamors of the lobby. Ido not believe it. 
The gentleman is mistaken. In his zeal to ad- 
vance the interest of his town, he has forgotten 
the courtesy of debate. In the name of the com- 
mittee, I scout the insinuation. I know nothing 
of the persons who pressed this matter on the at- 
tention of the committee; I am sure I never did. 
I never spoke to them on the subject while the 
bill was in their hands. Can the gentleman from 
Missouri say as much? a 

It is a poor compliment to the intelligence and 
integrity of the committee to make such. charges 
against them; and it is a poor compliment to the 


I did not say no- 
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intelligence of this House, to urge no stronger 
argument to.sustain his amendment that certain 
persons who give substantial reasons against it, 
own property in Atchison. j 

The gentleman insinustes, by his question, that 
the fact that [own property in Atchison should 
influence my argument... That is an unfortunate 
position for the gentleman. to assume. He has 
told us that Atchison was likely to secure the 
Legislature of Kansas to fix that as the starting 
point of this road; therefore, if I desired toadvance 
the. value of my * corner lot,” and if my conduct 
were influenced by such a motive, I should not be 
found opposing the bill... According to his own 
showing, Lam acting against my interest. I, who 
own town-lots in Atchison, am moving to recom- 
mit the bill to the Committee of Public Lands, al- 
though it would advance the value of my prop- 
erty. The honorable gentleman, deeply interested 
in corner and other lots in the town of St. Joseph, 
is advocating the passage of this bil] with amend- 
ments directly favoring his own personal inter- 
ests and the interests of his town. 

IfI were to believe that the gentleman was in- 
fluenced by such motives, I, would find a ready 
solution of the very great number of measures 
brought into this House intended to benefit St. 
Joseph. There does not arise a single bill. in 
which St. Joseph can be interested, or where an 
amendment can make her so, but the gentleman | 
proposes that the name of St. Joseph be inserted. 
There is not a proposal to build a military road, | 
ot a railroad, or to dig a canal, but the gentleman 
assures us that St. Joseph should be the starting 
point for it. No matter where a mail route is to 
terminate, itis sure to start from St. Joseph. I 
saw, in the New York Herald of this morning, 
that the Committee on the Post Office and Post 
Roads were about to propose an overland mail | 
route; which, as usual, is to start from St. Jo- 
seph, although the fact is notorious that the mail 
is carried on the railroad from St. Joseph to Atch- 
ison, and is started from Atchison on its overland 
journey. Now, L.do not object to this zeal and 
industry on the part of the honorable gentleman 
to serve his own immediate constituents; nor do 
T believe he is influenced by the increased value | 
attached to his corner lots because of the passage 
of these public measures. But I do think that he | 
ought at least. to be charitable to others; and that | 
he ought not to impute motives which he would 
not desire to have imputed to himself. | 

As an additional reason why this bill should 
be referred. back to the Committce on Public | 
Lands, I wish to remind the House that the com- 
mittee agreed to report the bill last session. Since 
then—in the month of October last—a railroad | 
convention of the people of the Territory of Kan- | 
sas was held at Topeka. All the counties which 
are organized, I believe, were represented. And | 
they there agreed on a schedule of roads, to which | 
they would ask Congress to grant lands. ‘This || 
schedule is very diferent from the bill before us. | 
F think the people of Kansas should be heard, 
They know best what roads the public welfare re- | 
quires. And when the committee have this mat- | 
ter before them again, they can consider this me- | 
morial of the railroad convention. The voice of | 
seventy thousand people is entitled to a respect- | 
ful consideration; and [trust the bill will be re- | 
ferred back to the committee. 

Mr. PARROTT obtained the floor. i 

Mr. CRAIG, of Missouri. The gentleman | 

5 
| 


from Kansas'will allow me a minute to correct a 

misapprehension on the part of the gentleman | 
from Pennsylvania, in order that the ELouse may || 
not be misled by his statement. I desire to say ! 
that there is not cne inch of railroad made on the į 
soil of Kansas, except a few miles, now in run- | 
ning order—but six miles with the cars running, | 
and fourteen or fifteen miles ready for the cars ! 
and iron—upon the very line that my amendment 
calls for. When the gentleman says that a rail- | 
road has been finished cighteen miles west of the | 
city of St. Joseph, he states what he knows | 
nothing about, and what is absolutely not true. 
He does not intend to make a misstatement, I | 


| 
| 
| 
l 
| 
know; but he does not know what he is talking | 
| 
i 


about. [Laughter.] We of Missouri have made 
a railroad in both directions from the city of St. 
Joseph on our own soil, one running up the Mis- 
souri river, and the other running down the Mis- 
souri river on the Missouri side, passing a point 
opposite the town of Atchison. But there is no. |i 


| Because the bill confines the lands appropriated 


i, to one or two delegates, or whether they should | 
| be represented according to their population—the 


cee here, who knows as much about it as 
do, who will get up here and state that there is 
any road eighteen miles west of the city of St. 
Joseph. Itis all in Missouri; it isnot an exten- 
sion ofthe Hannibal and St. Joseph railroad. It 
is a separate railroad, under a separate charter, 
and owned by a separate company. 

Mr. PARROTT. Mr. Speaker, I am very 
much surprised that my friend from Pennsy!- 
vania, afler I have corrected him, should still 
persist in the erroneous declaration that the bill 
now pending before the House could give to the 
Leavenworth interest a double share of the pub- 
lie lands. Ithink my explanation was patent to 
the comprehension of other persons, if not to his | 
own, that this bill does not give toa railroad com- 
pany any of the Delaware Jands at all where the 
gentleman says that it gives them fourteen miles 
upon each side oftheroad. Isay now, thatit does | 
not give them a single foot of this land. Why? 


to railroad purposes to such lands as the United | 
States own.’ It must be obvious, from the very 
nature of the case, that the United States can ap- 
propriate no lands for railroad or other purposes 
which do not belong to the United States; and the 
Delaware Indian reservation, on which the gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania has again asserted that 
seven miles uponeach side of the road will begiven 
to a railroad company, belongs to the [ndians,and 
cannot be infringed upon, except by some treaty 
regulation. Now, what are the facts? The facts 
are, that a treaty has been ratified by the Senate, 
by which a certain incorporated railroad com- 
pany in the Territory of Kansas shall have the 
privilege, the exclusive privilege, of buying of 
these Delaware Indiansa certain designated quan- 
tity of their Jands at an appraised valuation, ‘That 
appraisement is now about being made, and will 
be submitted to the Indian, or rather to the Inte- | 
rior Department of the Government; and if rati- 
fied, the company then will have the option of 
taking the lands at that. appraisement or of de- 
clining to take them. But it is obvious, sir, that 
in cither event this bill does not give to the rail- 
road company any of this land whatever. If they 
take it they pay for it, and if they do not pay for 
it they do not get it. i 
Now, sir, I ask what becomes of the assertion 
of the gentleman from Pennsylvania? I presume 
that he is a disinterested man, although the facts 
do not look exactly that way, forit happens that 
the gentleman has placed himself in an attitude 
that looks at least very suspicious on this ques- 
tion of railroads, having acted upon the Commit- 
tee on Public Lands at the last session of Con- 
gress, and having, during the vacation of Congress, | 
before any bill had been framed, visited the Ter- 
ritory of Kansas, and acquired an interest in cer- 
tain points there, and then come back at the short 
session prepared to frame a bil. Lattribute, thero- | 
fore, this assertion, with other assertions, to the | 
unreasoning fanaticism which we all know is in- 
spired by local iuterests, -The gentleman may not 
be conscious of it. I do not say that he is; but he | 
has indulged in so many and such great errors | 
that Lam bound to believe, in charity, that he is 
misled by his prejudice, and is not under the con- 
trol of a calm reason in using these expressions. į 
One thing more. The gentleman has averred 
tbat there is a division of public opinion in the | 
‘Territory of Kansas respecting this bill. Lask | 
the attention of the House while I explain that 
matter. It is true that a convention of the people | 
of the Territory was summoned in the autumn of į 
this year for the purpose of expressing an opin- 
ion upon a system of railroads to be submitted to 
Congress. Thatconvention met; but preliminary 
to any proceedings, and upon a question of rep- | 
resenialion—to wit: whether the counties should | 
each be entitled, irrespective of their population, | 


i 
| 
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convention divided; divided, as I understand, 
about equally. One convention formed its pro- 
gramme, and the seceding portion formed a dif- | 
ferent progranime. But the difference existing 
between the two programmes was simply this: | 
that one convention demanded that the roads 
should be put in this bill, which the Committee 
on Pabhe Lands had previously, upon argument 
and consideration, rejected—rejected for the rea- 
son that they would be in excess of the lands due } 
to the ‘Territory under the precedents in land 


li 
tb 


grants for this purpose. The other convention 
indorsed this bill, 

I state now, Mr.Speaker,as a matter that ought 
to weigh with members in considering this ques- 
tion, that no protest against this bill has been 
placed in my hands, no memorial has been for- 
warded to me; and I state further, that consider- 
ing generally the interests of the people, consider- 
ing the great advantages which the present passage 
of this bill would afford to them, I deem it to be 
just to the whole interests of the Territory that 
the bill in its present shape should pass, rather 
than that this session should close without the 
passage of any bill whatever. 

. Inregard to theargument submitted to the House 
by my friend from St. Joseph, with his character- 
TiS and fervor for St. Joseph, I have only 
thi@to say: that two rival points on the Missouri 
river in Kansas, pressing for the eastern terminus 
of a railroad, were unable to agree. The commit- 
tce could notdecide between Atchisonand Elwood. 
They offered to give to cach of these places a 
branch; both branches to unite in a common trunk, 
and then pursue the way harmoniously to the west- 
ern terminus. With that sort of selfish fecling— 
and I do not say it inany offensive sense—which 
characterizes rival towns, they mutually declined 
the proposition; and then the committee, for the 
purpose of settling this point of rivairy between 
these two towns, determined to refer the question 
to the Kansas Legislature, where, in my judgment, 
it rightfully belongs. It is true that Missouri has 
built railroads to her western border; but it is 
likewise true thatshe built them with no intention 
to benefit the people of the Territory. They have 


| been built there because it was the interest of 


Missouri that they should be, built there. They 
were built or projected long before the Territory 
was organized; long before the routes of trade 
and travel in the Territory had been marked out; 
and simply on the consideration thatit was forthe 
advantage and interest of the State of Missouri 
so to build it. f 

Mr. CRAIG, of Missouri. Will not the gen- 
tleman correct the statement which he has just 
made, that these roads were built or projected be- 
fore the routes of trade and travel in the Territory 
had been marked out? I can show the gentleman 
thatmy proposition would make the road go where 
trade and travel have gone for forty years. 

Mr. MONTGOMERY. J desire to ask the 
gentleman from Kansas a question. 

Mr. PARROTT. I yield for that purpose. 

Mr. MONTGOMERY. I desire the gentle- 
man to inform the House how far Atchison is 
west of St. Joseph? 

Mr.PARROTT. Jam notable toanswer that 
question. I do not own any property in St. 
Joseph or Atchison. 

Mr. MONTGOMERY. Is not Atchison about 
fifteen miles west of St. Joseph, ina straight line? 

Mr. PARROTT. I cannot answer the ques- 
tion. Ido not know. 

Mr. MONTGOMERY. Well, is not Atchi- 
son considerably west of St. Joseph ? 

Mr. PARROTT. It is further west. 

Mr. MONTGOMERY. Well, is there nota 
railroad from St. Joseph to Atchison ? 

Mr. PARROTT. There is. 

Mr. MONTGOMERY. Then, the House may 
know who is right. A 

Mr. PARROTT. I deem ita fair proposition 
to all parties concerned, that a State for which 
you are carving out lines of railroads should, on 
all disputed questions, where its citizens or Rep- 
resentatives in Washington cannot agree on what 
is just and fair between all portions of the Ter- 
ritory, have reference to the Legislature as the 
final arbiter. The disputed question should be 
referred to the highest representative body of the 
people—the Legislature of the future State. That 
proposition seems to me to be a fair one. It seems 
to me to be the only one by which this question 
can be fairly and equitably adjusted ;for I am cer- 
tain that if the House of Representatives, with its 
limited knowledge of the subject, should undertake 
to amend this bill se as to satisfy the demands of 
conflicting local interests, they would never be 
able to perfect any bill. They would be lost in 
the perplexed and contradictory statements of 
those on this floor who are urging the demands 
of local interests. I try to separate myself as far 
as possible from any local interest] have. Iam, 
for one, in the situation of aman who ought to 
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be entirely impartial; owning nothing in any of 
the points in controversy. 
the people. 

Mr. MONTGOMERY. Does not the gentle- 
man own corner lots in Leavenworth? 

Mr. PARROTT. I decline to yield to the gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania. I say that this bill 
makes a fair and equitable location of the through 
routes in the Territory. One thing more. The 
policy of granting lands to aid in the construction 
of railroads is now, I think, about twenty years 
old. Almost every new State in the Union has 
been thus benefited in the outset of its career as 
a,State. The development of the country is thus 
secured, And besides, it must be understood, 
Mr. Speaker, that the Government does not give 
these lands to States or Territories as a gratuity. 
There are two considerations in the matter. One 
of them is the fact that the Government requires 
double the amount to be paid for the alternate 
sections, Soethat it receives as much for half the 
land as it would otherwise have received for the 
whole. The second consideration is, that Con- 
gress requires the State receiving these grants to 
relinquish her power of taxation over the public 
lands. I admit that this is a doubtful power; but 
nowadays, when the decision of the Dred Scott 
case is considered as good authority by my Dem- 
ocratic friends, I must say that the power of a 
State to tax the public lands is affirmed in that 
decision. It is important, therefore, when you 
come to consider the subject in an economical 
point of view, that the States should surrender 
such power, whether the power be certain or 
whether it be doubtful. Therefore it is a consid- 
eration operating on the minds of Representatives 
in making these donations of land, which cost 
nothing, which take nothing from the gross sum 
received, and which, at the same time, induce 
the States to surrender a power which, if exer- 
cised, would fall heavily on the revenues of the 
United States. I hope, now, Mr. Speaker, that 
other States which have been for twenty years 
sitting and feasting at the table, and have got all 
they want in the way of appropriations for pub- 
lic jands, are notabout to set a selfish and, in my 
judgment, pusillanimous example of kicking the 
table over because they have got cnough. I hope 
this policy will still receive the assent of members 
of the House of Representatives, and that the 
bill, in its present shape, shall be passed by the 
House. 

Mr. VANDEVER. Task the gentleman from 
Kansas to yield to me for a moment, 

Mr, PARROTT. Certainly. 

Mr, VANDEVER. I propose to terminate 
this discussion; but before doing that, I simply 
desire to make the suggestion that, at an import- 
ant crisis like the present, when matters of great 
moment are pressing upon us for our considera- 
tion, itdoes.not become members of the Ameri- 
can Congress to sit here and wrangle about the 
starting point of a railroad. A controversy of 
this kind ought to be settled in five minutes’ time. 
I think, from all that has transpired, that the truth 
of the'declaration which I made in the outset is 
establishojh namely: that the action of the com- 
mittee Wfcgard to this matter has been incumbent 
on them by reason of these conflicting interests in 
town lots on the banks of the Missouri river. The 
committee are totally indifferent to these rival 
claims; and-if they could have avoided them by 
fixing the starting point at a distance from any of 
them, I believe they would have gladly recom- 
mended such a course to the House. 

The proposition of the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania is to refer this bill back to the Commit- 
tee on Public Lands, there to have this contro- 
versy revived. No good can be accomplished by 
such a proceeding. The billis now before the 
House, and I propose that the House shall itself 
settle this controversy. If the House is disposed 
to vote favorably on this proposition to appropri- 


ate lands to aid, I believe, in the construction of |! ] 
i ing the question was to show that the gentlemen | 


; who take so much interest in the location of those 
í roads are more or less affected by them in their 


a great Pacific railroad across this continent on 
such plan as shall obviate the necessity of appro- 
priating money from the public Treasury, let 
them pass this bill now. IL hope, Mr. Speaker, 


that the motion of the gentleman from Pennsyl- | 


vania will not prevail, to refer the matter back to 


the Committee on Pablic Lands, but that the j 


House will act upon the matter now. | T simply 
rose for the purpose of calling the previous ques- 
tion on his motion-to recommut, 


J try to speak for all | 


Mr. DAVIS, of Indiana. I bélieve now, Mr. 
Speaker, that I have the floor, and I desire to ask 
what is the question before the House? 

The SPEAKER. It is the motion of the gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania, (Mr. Monraomerry,] 
that the bill be recommitted to the Committee on 
Public Lands. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Indiana. Well, sir, E yester- 
day offered an amendment, which is now pend- 
ing, and upon which I desire to be heard by-the 
House. ; 

The SPEAKER. The question is open to de- 
bate, as the Chair understands. ; 

Mr. VANDEVER. I would suggest that, if 
the Fouse declines to recommit the bill to the 
Committee on Public Lands it will then be in 
order for the gentleman from Indiana to explain 
his amendment. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has decided that 
the bill is now open to debate. 

Mr. VANDEVER. Icalled the previous ques- 
tion upon the motion to recommit. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair had given the 
floor to the gentleman from Indiana before the 
gentleman from Lowa called the previous question, 
The gentleman from Indiana isentitled to the floor. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Indiana. I ask the Clerk to 
read my amendment. 

The Clerk read the amendment. It adds a pro- 
vision to the bill that there be granted to the Ter- 
ritory or future State of Nebraska alternate sec- 
tions of the public lands, to the same extent and 
in the same manner and upon the same terms, 
conditions, and limitations, in every respect what- 
ever, as is by the preceding sections of the bill 
granted to the Territory of Kansas, to aid in the 
construction of the following railroads: a railroad 
from some eligible point on the west bank of the 
Missouri river, north of the mouth of the Platte 
river, SO as to connect as nearly as practicable 
with the Mississippiand Missouri riverrailroad; 
thence into and along the valley of said Platte 
river, via New Fort Kearny, to the western bound- 
ary of said Territory; a railroad from some 
cligible point on the Missouri river, so as to con- 
nect as nearly as practicable with the Burlington 
and Missouri river railroad; thence westwardly, 


| to intersect the above-named road at ornear New 


Fort Kearny; a railroad from some eligible point 
on the west bank of the Missouri river, so as 


to connect as nearly as practicable with what- 


ever railroad, having a grant of lands from the 
Government of the United States, may be located 
through the State of Iowa, terminating on the 
Missouri river, at or near the forty-second par- 
allel of north latitude; thence in a southwesterly 
course to intersect the first-named road at or near 
the Loupe Fork river; and a railroad from some 


| eligible point on the Missouri river, at or near 


the mouth of the Sioux river, so as to connect as 
nearly as practicable with the Dubuque and Sioux 
City railroad; thence to, and up and along the 


| Nebraska river, or any other eligible route, to 


intersect with the first-named road at or near Fort 


| Laramie. 


Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. With the permis- 


| sion of the gentleman from Indiana, I desire to 


ask the Delegate from Kansas a question. 
Mr. DAVIS, of Indiana. I will yield for that 


| purpose. 


Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. I desire to know 
from the gentleman from Pennsylvania if he did 
not ask the gentleman from Kansas whether or 
not he owned or had an interest in corner lots in 


i the city of Leavenworth? 


Mr. MONTGOMERY. Idid.. 
Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. I did not hearan 


j answer to that question; and I now desire to 


repeat the interrogatory, whether the gentleman 


| from Kansas does not own corner lots in the city 


of Leavenworth, inthe Territory of Kansas? | 
Mr. PARROTT. I have no corner lots in 

Leavenworth orany city in Kansas, that I know of. 
Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. My object in ask- 


personal interests. . 
Mr. MONTGOMERY. Idesire to ask the gen- 
Ueman from Kansas whether he is not interested 


i inthe city of Leavenworth or the contiguous coun- 


try? 
M r. PARROTT. I regard the question as 
simply irrelevant. [Laughter.] Eam here rep- 


resenting the Territory of Kansas; bat Fowilk | 
nevertheless answer the gentleman’s question: T: 
-am interested in the city of Leavenworth:to the 
extent of two lots, which are not valuable at ally, 
and which Iwill be glad to dispose of to the gen- 
| tleman at a good deal less than they cost me'two 
pon ago. One word more... I desire to.sa: he 
am not actuated, in my advocacy of this :bill, 
by any. property interest which 1 possess’ in. the 
| city of Leavenworth, orin the: Territory of Kah- 
sas. Any such interest:which I have. is ‘hardly 
large enough to be worth influencing my opinion 
upon any question, much less upon a question of 
so-much magnitude and importance as, the’ one 
involved in this bill. nS 

Mr. MONTGOMERY. One word morei 
- Mr. DAVIS, of Indiana. I cannot yield fur- 
ther. .I intend to detain the House ‘but a. mio- 
ment. Before I proceed with an explanation of 
my amendment, I shall make one remark in 
i reply to the gentleman from Pennsylvania, who, 
as L understood him, intimated that the course 
pursued by the Committee on Public Lands: bad 
been changed by the operation of outside. influ- 
ence, 

Mr. MONTGOMERY. I beg the gentleman’s 
pardon. I made no such allusion. Ido not be» 
lieve the committce have been influenced by any 
such cause. The remark to which the gentleman 
refers fell, I think, from the gentleman from Mis- 
souri, (Mr. Craic.] I repudiate the charge. I 
care not what outside influence.may be brought 
to bear, it would not swerve me for a moment, 
nor do I believe it would swerve any member of 
| the committee from the course he deemed proper 
to pursue. 

[A message was received from the Senate, by 
Mr. Hickey, their Chief Clerk, informing the 
House that the Senate had agreed to the amend- 
ment of this House to the second amendment of 
the Senate to the bill of the House authorizing 
the issuing of Treasury notes, and for other pur- 

oses. toad 
MS DAVIS, of Indiana. Iam very glad to 
learn that I was mistaken in asctibing the remark 
to which I alluded to the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania. I accept his disclaimer with pleasure. 

Mr. Speaker, I have presented an amendment 
to this bill by the order and direction of the Come 


| mittee on Public Lands. It proposes to grant to 
| the Territory of Nebraska alternate sections: of 
| the public lands for the purpose of constructing 


‘ four railroads; the main-trunk road commencing 
at Omaha City, or some other point on the west 
| bank of the Missouri river, and running up along 
the line of the Platte river, to the western bound- 
ary of the Territory of Nebraska, ‘The other 
| three roads are cach to commence at some eligible 
| point on the western bank of the Missouri river, 
and connect with the main-trunk railroad at some 
point between the Missouri river and_ its term- 
inus on the western boundary of the Territory. 
There is no controversy of interest in the Terri- 
tory of Nebraska as to the roads it is proposed 
to aid in that Territory; there is perfectunanimity 
and good feeling there, no conflict whatever. 
These roads are-cach one of them to connect with 
| roads now in process of construction westerly 
through the State of lowa. 

In reference to a Pacific railroad, which has 
several times been mentioned in connection with 
this bill, I will say that I believe no simple bill 
for the construction of a railroad to the Pacific 
can ever be passed by this House and this Con- 
| gress; and I belicve that the only way by which 
| the Atlantic and western States will be ever con- 
nected with the Pacific coast by railroad, will be 
by granting land in limited quantities, by. grant- 
| ing land in alternate sections, to the Territories, 
| to construct, link by link, such a road as the 
wants of the country through which it is to pass 
require. In this way, and in this way alone, this 
great thoroughfare will be constructed, until the 
last Jink in the chain has been completed. 

As an original question, I would not, perhaps, 
| be in favor of granting the lands of the Govern- 
; ment for the benefit of any work of internal im- 
i provement; but it has become the settled policy 
i of the Government that lands are to be: granted 
as they have. been, over and over again; to-aid in 
the construction of railroads and canals. . I have 
i before me a table prepated at the Land Office, 


showing the amount of lands which have been 


ii granted by the Government for the purposes of 
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internal improvement,- I particularly ask the 

attention of the House to the statement. Itis as | 
follows: : ; j 
wf table of public lands granted to the several States and Ter- 
ritories by Congress, compiled from Executive Documents. 
(Thirty-Fifth, Congress, Executive Document House of 
Representatives, first session, No. 68; Thirty-Third Con- 
gress, Executive Document House of Representatives, first 
session, No. 52.) 


X 


Taternal 
ae alg Swamp | Other 

States. -|iniprove- Aggregate. 

ments: lands, . purposes. D 
1,243,003 32,448] 9,584,179) 10,861,420 
l 1,809,561) 1,250,937 1,178,782) 3,839 614 
Minois..;....{ 2,595,053} 1,833,412} 1,813,279] 6,241,744 
Missouri.....’. 9315,435| 4,064,788] 2,630,714] 8,990,937 
Alabama.. ....| 2,832,918 2,595) 1,171,805! 4,014,318 
Mississipp 9,187,503} 2,834,090] 1,764,672) 6,776,292 
Louisiana .... | 1,602,560 | 10,910,792] 2,933,439 15,447,791 
Michigan. ....| 4,346,000 7,273,724] 1,990,358| 12,910,082 
Arkansas .....| 3,956,000) 8,026,358] 1,235,437! 13,218,796 
Florida... 2,122,800} 11,630,271] 4,756,791/ 18,509,862 
Towa... .-| 4,841,078] 1,739,505; 1,015,530) 7,596,113 
Wisconsin., 2,692,171} 2,350,000 1,093,323 eee 
ennessec...« - - 3,553,824! 3,553,824 
Minnesota....|4,916,000'] = 2 | 5,089,244} 10,005,244 
California ....| 500,000 | &¢ | | 6,765,404) 7,265,404 


Now, sir, it is respectfully submitted to the 
consideration of Congress, whether Kansas and 
Nebraska ought not, in justice, to be placed on an 
equal footing with other States and Territories in 
relation-to their internal: improvements, by grants 
of the. public lands in accordance with the long- 
established practice of the Government. I think 
that. they ought. ‘This having become the settled 
policy of the Government, my own opinion is 
that it would be illiberal, unfair, and unjust to the 
new Territories to refuse to grant them what we 
have granted to all the other new land States and 
Territories of the United States. There is no 
reason why the Territories of Nebraska and 
Kansas should not have railroad grants to the 
same extent as Lowa and Wisconsin and the other 
north western States. | 

Mr. Speaker, these reasons have induced me to i 
favor this proposition. Ever since I have been 
a member of this Fouse I have uniformly given 
my vote in favor of liberal grants of the public 
lands for the purposes of internal improvement, 
After you go one hundred miles west of the Mis- 
souri river, these lands in Nebraska, as they now | 
are, are in fact totally worthless. They cannot 
be sold by the Government; but by making this 
little grant for the purpose of constructing this 
great national thoroughfare, which is to unite the 
Atlantic and the Pacific slopes, you will make 
the lands on cach side of the road valuable. They 
will then be broughtinto market, and the alternate 
sections. reserved to the Government will sell at 
the increased price of $2 50 per acre. If it were 
not for. the construction of the road, the lands 
would remain for long years unsold and totally 
worthless to the Government. Itakeitforgranted || 
that the Government makes money by this oper- 


ation. I can give an illustration in the case of i; 
Ilinois. The State of [linois has sold millions | 


of acres of the publie Jand lying in the very midst i 
of her vast plains at $2 50 per acre, which nover | 


would have been sold but for the grant made to | 
her of alternate sections for the purpose of con- | 
structing railroads. | 

My friend from Illinois tells me that those lands | 
had been inimarketunsold for thirty years before | 
the grant was made.» He will correct me if Lam | 
mistaken, when I state that under the grant made 
to his State have been constructed nearly cight ; 
hundred miles of railroad. They have constructed 
railroads through prairies where the lands would |: 
not have been sold for fifty years if they had not | 
been constructed. Every acre of the reserved 
alternate sections has been sold at $2 50, which i; 
is double the minimus price fixed by the Gov- | 
ernment, Iam told that those very lands cannot ; 
be bought to-day for less than from fifteen to | 
twenty dollars anacre. Ican givean illustration }: 
from my own State. Many years ago, the Con 
gress of the United States granted one million six | 
hundred thousand acres of the public land for the | 
purpose of constructing the Wabash and Erie 
canal, by which grant that canal was constructed 
and itis now the longest canal upon the face of 
the globe. The reserved sections of land were | 
increased in value, and they have continued to | 
increase in value, until to-day they are worth from | 


' adjourns, it adjourn to meet on Monday next, 


ten to twenty-five dollars per acre. They havethus l 


been increased in value because of the construc- 
tion of that canal. And I understand, sir, that an 
arrangement was made by the people of Illinois, 
by which the railroad company undertook to con- 
struct the road under the grant from the United 
States and to give to the State one seventh of the 
gross receipts from the railroad, which amount 
goes annually into the treasury of the State. I 
am informed that it amounted during the last year 
to between one hundred and fifty and two hun- 
dred thousand dollars; enough, sir, to pay the 
whole State expenses, if managed economically. 

Mr. Speaker, I do notintend to detain the House 
much longer. Every gentleman here who has 


been a member of this House for a number of | 


years, fully understands this proposition, and is 
ready to vote on it. I desire the vote to be taken 
to-day. I trust that the House will not recommit 
this billto the Committee on PublicLands. We 
have had these bills before us for the past four 
years; and if gentlemen wait for conflicting and 
contending interests to settle these questions, they 
will have to wait until doomsday before that is 
done. If this bill were recommitted to the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands, the probability is—I think 
I may say that the certainty is—that no change 
would be made by that committee. I therefore 
ask the House not to recommit this bill which 
grantslands to the Territory of Kansas for railroad 
purposes. Let us vote on it now. I know not 
what may be the temper of this House in reference 
togranting lands for railroad purposes, and I care 
not what itis, Iam here to discharge m 
as a member of the Committee on Public Lands, 
and as a member of this House. Asa member 
of the committee, 1 have already discharged my 
duty, and I now desire to discharge my duty asa 
member of this House. Iam ready to take the 
vote, and I call the previous question. 

The SPEAKER. The first question will be on 
recommitting the bill to the Committee on Public 
Lands. 

Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. If the call for the 
previous question be seconded, will it apply to 
the whole bill. 

The SPEAKER. It will. . 

Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. 
it will be voted down. 

Mr. MONTGOMERY. [ask the gentleman 
to. withdraw the call for the previous question for 
five minutes, to allow me to make an explanation. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Indiana. I would be glad to 
accommodate both the gentleman from Virginia 
and the gentleman from Pennsylvania; but Í see 
that, unless the previous question is now called 
and insisted on, this debate will run on to an un- 
necessary length. I therefore refuse to withdraw 
the call for the previous question. 

Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. The country ought 
to know that these bills are sprung upon us sud- 


I hope, then, that 


‘denly, and then attempted to be rushed through | 
under the gag of the previous question. This bill, | 


upon which we are now called to vote, has never 


been referred to the Committee of the Whole on |; 


the State of the Union. 


The call for the previous question was second- į 


ed, and the main question ordered. 


The question being on the resolution to com- | 
mit the bill to the Committee on Public Lands— | 
The SPEAKER ordered tellers, and appointed | 


Mr. Craic, of Missouri, and Mr. BURNHAM. 
The House divided, and the tellers reported— 
ayes 70, noes 63. 
So the motion was agreed te. 


ADJOURNMENT OVER. 
Mr. FLORENCE moved that when the House 


The motion was agreed to. 
MESSAGE FROM TIIE SENATE. 


A message was received from the Senate, by || 
Mr. Parte, one of their Clerics, informing the | 
' House that the Senate had passed a bill (No. : 
518) for the relief of William A. Linn’s estate, |) 
“in which he was directed to ask the concurrence | 
: of the House. j 


Mr. HASKINS. Iam directed by the Com- 
mittee on Public Printing of this House to report 
a resolution, in connection with a communication | 


from the Superintendent of Public Printing, and ‘| 
acommunication from Messrs. Larcombe & Eng- i! 


duty | 


PUBLIC PRINTING. l 
H 
i 


lish, who have been doing the printing of the 
House. Task that the two letters be read, and 
then the resolution. 

The letters were read, as follows: 


OFFICE SUPERINTENDENT PUBLIC PRINTING, 
WASHINGTON, December 10, 1860. 

Sin: The continued absence from this city of Thomas 
H. Ford, Esq., House Printer, and the refusal of Messrs. 
Larcombe & English, who executed for. him the printing 
ordered at the last session of Congress, to continue that 
arrangement, make it my duty to communicate the facts to 
the House of Representatives, and to respectfully request 
its direction as to the printing of the present session, a con- 
siderable portion of which is now in this office, the imme- 
diate completion of which is urgently required by the exi- 
gencies of the public servite. 

The reasons of Messrs. Larcombe & English for the 
course they have pursucd are assigned in the accompany- 
ing letter. It is but justice to them to state that the work 
intrusted to them heretofore by this office has been exe- 
cuted promptly and satisfactorily. 

In this connection, I deem it proper to state that, in pur- 
suance of the provisions of the joint resolution in relation 
to the public printing, approved June 23, 1860, I have en- 
tered into a contract with Mr. Joseph T. Crowell for the 
purchase of the printing establishment formérly owned by 
Mr. Cornelius Wendell, which contract I have transmitted 
to the Joint Committee on the Public Printing. Should it 
meet their approval, the entire printing and binding of all 
the branches of Government, or any portion thereof, can 
at once be executed under its own control, and by its own 
Officers. The expediency and propriety of such a policy I 
have heretofore strongly advocated, and recent experience 
has but strengthened my convictions upon the subject. 

I have the honor to be, very respecttully, your obedient 
servant, JOUN HEART, Superintendent. 

Hon. WILLIAM PENNINGTON, 

Speaker of the House of Representatives. 


Wasmineton, D. C., December 8, 1860. 

Sır: Having executed the printing of the House of Rep- 
resentatives for the first session of the Thirty-Sixth Con- 
gress, under a contract or partnership with Thomas H., 
Ford, House Printer, and, as we trust and believe, to your 
entire satisfaction, we deem it due to you to inform you 
that we cannot any longer continue our contract with the 
House Printer. ; 

The reason for taking this step lies in the fact that Con- 
gress, at the last session, reduced the prices to be paid for 
the printing forty per cent. below the prices paid at the 
time we made our contract with the present House Printer, 
leaving barely enough, as we believe, to pay the actual cost 
of the work. 

While, therefore, we would be willing to execute the 
printing for the House of Representatives directly, for the 
prices now allowed by law, we cannot consent to do it for 
any intermediate party. 

We are anxious to keep our office employed ; our rela- 
tions to those who constitute the establishment impel us 
to obtain all the work we can; but it could not be expected 
of us to execute it at a sacrifice. 

We are, very respectfuily, your obedient servants, 

LARCOMBE & ENGLISH. 
Joux Heart, Esq., Superintendent of Public Printing. 


The resolution was read, as follows: 


Resolved, That the Superintendent of Public Printing be 
authorized and directed forthwith to contract with com- 
petent and responsible parties for the execution of the 
printing of the House of Representatives, ordered or to be 
ordered, the present session, at prices not exceeding those 
uow authorized by law. 


f ENROLLED BILL. 


Mr. THEAKER, from the Committee on En- 
rolled Bills, reported as truly enrolled a bill (S. 
li No. 82) to amend the fourth section of thesact 
i} for the admission: of Oregon into the Union, 
|| to extend the time for selecting salt sprin 
i| contiguous lands in Oregon; when the § 
t 
H 
} 


i| signed the same. 

| PUBLIC PRINTING—AGAIN. 
|| Mr. HASKIN. It will be seen that the reso- 
| lution proposed by the committee provides that 
ji the Superintendent of Public Printing, who, under 
| the law creating his office, is the officer contem- 
1 

i 

F 


plated to do the thing where neglect takes place 
upon the part of the Printer of the House, shall 
; proceed to see that the printing required by the 
: law-making power of this Government shall be 
i forthwith attended to. Inasmuch as it has been 
| stated by the friends of Mr. Ford, the Printer of 
| the House, that he is absent, and is detained in 
| consequence of illness, the resolution which the 
' Committee on Printing at one time thought of 
proposing, declaring his office vacant, bas not 
:: been submitted to the consideration of the House. 
The exigency ofthe printing requires that prompt 
action’should be had; and the committee deemed 
that the resolution which has been reported from 
the committee is all-sufficicnt to have the matter 
|; promptly attended to. 
i Leall the previous question upon the passage 
; of the resolution. 

Mr. McCLERNAND. I hope the gentleman 
will not call the previous question. 

Mr. BURNETT. I ask the House to vote 


ji 


f 
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down the previous question, if the gentleman 
insists upon H. 

Mr. HASKIN. [have no disposition to cut 
off debate, and I waive the previous question for 
the present, i 

Mr. McCLERNAND Jf I understand the 
report of the committee, the communications ac- 
conipanying the resolution, and the explanation 
made by the gentleman from New York, the res- 
olution proceeds upon the assumption that Mr. 

. Ford, the Public Printer of the House, is not here, 
and will not resume the performance of his duties 
as Printer of this body. If that assumption is 
unfounded, of course the resolution ought not to 
pass. As to the point whether that assumption | 
is true, I understand that Mr. Ford is detained 
from the city by sickness; that he will, however, 
be in this city on or before Saturday next, pre- 
pared to perform his duties as Public Printer of 
this body. There is, therefore, no necessity for j 
the adoption of the resolution at present, if there 
should be any for its adoption hercafter. Such 
public printing as is indispensable for the House, 
is now being executed, as I understand, by Mr. 
Bowman, the Printer of the Senate. Heisable not 
only to execute all printing which is necessary 
to the current proceedings of the House, but he 
is prepared to do any additional printing which 
is required, until we have more hght upon this 
subject. 

Ido not know whether or not this proposition 
is part and parcel of the sale and purchase of the 
establishment of Mr. Wendell. I understand that 
the Superintendent of Public Printing has pur- 
chased the establishment of Mr. Wendell at the 
price of $135,000, although the same establish- 
ment, I am informed, was offered for sale last 
year for $80,000, and when, in fact, it is not worth 
$40,000. The materials, as I understand, are 
worn out; the building is not fire-proof, and the 
machinery is not of the most improved kind, 
such as is now required to execute successfully 
the printing of the House, 

I hope this resolution will notbe adopted upon 
the assumption that Mr. Ford will not he here, 
and that he is incapable of doing the printing of 
the House. A few days will enlighten us upon | 
that point. Why should we forestall him by this | 
summary process? For whose benefit, and for 
whose good, when the Printer of the Senate is 
willing to supply his place for the present, and is 
capable of doing all necessary worl? 

Mr. BURNETT. I had almost determined 
that I never would again indulge in any discus- 
sion connected with the subject of the public į 
printing, from the fact that it is almost impossi- 
ble for any member of this House to geta full | 
understanding of the mode of operation by which į 
the printing is done, the manner in which it is 
let out at each Congress, and the parties inter- 
ested in it. I had no agency in the election of 
Mr. Ford as Public Printer of this House. Thad 
no agency in fastening him upon this House as 
its officer to do its printing. Gentlemen upon 
that side of the House elected him. If there has 
been any neglect upon his partin doing the print- 
ing of the House, and the public service has been 
injured by it, they are responsible. But, sir, 1 
am astonished that the gentleman who represents 
the. Committee on Printing on this occasion 
should not offer a resolution here declaring the 
office vacant, when he must know that if we 
authorize the Superintendent of Publie Printing 
to let out that work by contract, Mr. Ford would 
be entitled to and could claim it, unless his office 
is declared vacant; and I am opposed to his res- 
olution for that reason, 


that sale has been consummated by the Superin- 
tendent of Public Printing, and ratified, as far as 
it can be, by the action of the Committee on 
Printing for the two Houses of Congress. I, like 
the gentleman from Illinois, understand that the 
price paid, or agreed to be paid, by the Govern- 
ment for that printing establishment, is $135,000. 
I am also informed that that office was offered by 
responsible parties in this city for $80,000. Fam 
also informed that it is not, in deed and in truth, 
worth more than $40,000; and that the materials, 
the printing presses, the type, and the fixtures 
belonging to that printing establishmentare totally 
unsuited and unfit for the purposes for which they 
have been purchased by the Government. . Ifthat 
: office is not worth more than $40,000, it is to me 
surprising—passing strange that it should have 
been purchased with such hot haste. And now 
we are called upon to authorize the Superintend- 
ent of Public Printing to goon and let out the 
printing for this House by contract, without first 
declaring the office of Printer of the House va- 
cant. Sir, I do not understand this thing. It 
may be all fair; it may be all honest; it may be 
all right; but from the information I have received 
I have my suspicions, and hence I intend to offer 
a resolution by which we will be enabled to in- 
vestigate, and if possible probe this matter to its 
very bottom. I want to know why it is that the 
Government is to pay $135,000 for a printing cs- 
tablishment which in reality is only worth $40,000, 
and which has been offered for $80,000. 

Mr. McCLERNAND. With the permission 
of my friend from Kentucky, I will state that 
the agent of Mr. Ford has this moment placed in 
my hand a dispatch to the following effect: 

& I hope to be able to reach there [meaning Washington] 
on Saturday.” 

That dispatch has been placed in my hands by 
the agent of Mr. Ford, who also informs me 
that he has made temporary arrangements for 
the printing of the House until Mr. Ford arrives. 

Mr. BURNETT. There is another thing, Mr. 
Speaker, that I would like the gentleman who 
represents the Committee on Printing to tell us; 
and that is, why, in his great anxicty for a re- 
duction in the cost of the public printing—and in 
which I agreed with him, and for wien voted— 
he did not also include the binding of this House? 
I desire to know why it is that there is no reduc- 
tion made upon that branch of the work done for 
this House? 
i we are to have a mammoth printing establish- 
ment,and the work is to be done by the Govern- 
ment directly, his resolution is not broad enough 
to cover the binding also, and have all the work 
done by agents of the Government who will be 
responsible to it for their action and conduct? 

Now, sir, | want to amend that resolution. I 
want to provide that the binding of this House 
shall also be let out by the Superintendent of Pub- 
lic Printing; that he shall make a contract and 
jet that out also, and have it done directly; and 
before I take my seat, unless the gentleman who 
offered this resolution desires to take the floor, I 


next Tuesday. 

Mr. GROW. I bope, as the gentleman asked 
us to vote down the previous question, he will 
not cut off debate now. 

Mr. BURNETT. Iwil not do it; but I offer 
the amendment which I have indicated, and 
which the Clerk can put in proper shape. 

Mr. GROW. Mr. Speaker, l have buta word 


| to say upon this proposition. Itscems, from the 


| papers which have been read at the Clerk’s desk, 
i that Messrs. Larcombe & English made a con- 
tract with the House Printer to do this work. 


But, sir, Lam opposed to it for the further rea- j 
son that there is no necessity for the resolution, | 


This Printer, Governor Ford, we are informed by 
the gentleman from Hlinois, [Mr. McCiernanp,] 
will be here in a few days. Why then should 
we pass this resolution, when the Printer for the 
House will be here in person so soon, and we 
can then cither declare his office vacant, or learn 
from him the reasons why he does not perform 
his duties? 

The gentleman from Hlinois asked a question’ 
that I would like to have answered; and that is, 
whether this is part and parcel of the programme 
that was-earried out at the last session of Con- 
gress, and which was then denounced asa Move- 
ment for the purpose of enabling Cornelius Wen- 
dell to sell his printing office? 7 understand that 


They now refuse to execute that contract made 
vith the House Printer; and this is a proposition 
ogive them a better contract. The House Printer, 
n making that contract, has dene what has al- 
ways been done since I have been a member of 
Congress, except in one instance when Cornelius 
| Wendell was elected Printer. Now, shall we 
come in and relieve these parties from the obli- 
stions of their contract with our House Printer, 


him an opportunity first to see the parties and 
make arrangements with them? Is that treating 
our Printer fairly? He bas been detained ata 
| distance from this city by sickness, and telegraphs 
| that as soon as he is able to travel he will come 
there. A dispensation of Providence keeps him 


F 


i 
i 
i 
| 


I want to know how it happens, if | 


shall move to postpone the whole subject until | 


and thus subject him to loss, without allowing 


away; and this House is asked, under ‘these. cir- 
cumstances, to place in the hands of his-sub-con- 
tractors greater advantages than they would have 
under the terms of their contract: Let them ‘be 
made to comply with their contract: with. the 
House Printer ifshe can make them do it;-gnd if 
not, then it will be for us to provide some other 
way of having the printing done... o s ga te= 

After the 4th of March next, under a law which 
Congress passed last session, the Government is 
to do its own printing. - Now, 1 am-opposed ‘to 
making any change between. this time’ and: that, 
unless you repeal that portion of the act which 
fixes the 4th of March. If it will be right for 
the Government te do its own printing then, and 
we find ourselves unable to get the work done 
now, let us begin now to have the printing done 
by the Government. What objection is there to 
starting it now, if itis necessary to makea char oc, 
instead of throwing the whole burden and trouble 
and expense upon the House Printer, to the ad- 
vantage of his. sub-contractors? IT can: see..no 
justice in that way of doing. business, or in that 
way of treating the employés of the Government, 

Mr. STANTON. M. «Speaker, the gentleman 
who represents the Committee on Printing pro- 
poses, in consequence of the absence of the House 
Printer, and out of consideration for him, not to 
move a resolution declaring the office vacant; but 
he does move a resolution which takes from him, 
until the expiration of his term, every particle of 
the work which he is entitled by law to do. The 
effect of his resolution is either to deprive the 
House Printer of his ofice entirely, or to subject 
the Government to action by him for damages in 
consequence of their handing over the work to 
some other parties. 

Now, sir, if there is to be any change made, 
there is certainly no reason why a day may not 
be given in consequence cf the sickness of the 
House Printer, to enable him to come here and 
put this matter upon a proper footing. 

Mr. Speaker, Messrs, Larcombe & English, 
falling in with the views of the Superintendent of 
Public Printing, agree very readily that they will 
not consent to do this printing. any longer under 
the contract they made with our Printer; but the 
are now doing the printing in Mr, Wendell’s 
printing office, and whenever they are relieved 
from the obligations of their contract with the 
House Printer, then the Superintendent of Pub- 
lic Printing, in behalf of the House, is to enter 
into a contract with the same parties, authorizing 
them to do the printing upon better terms; thatis, 
to gct the whole price of the printing, a portion 
of which now goes to the House Printer. ; Ungues- 
tionably they will not do the printing any longer 
undertheircontract with the House Printer, if the 
House will relieve them from it, and give them the 
same work at a higher price. And thatis just 
the question which the House have to consider: 
whether they willnow relieve Messrs. Larcombe & 
English from theircontract with the House Printer, 
give to them the price which the law gives to the 
Printer, and deprive him of any portion of the 
profits of the work? That is the whole question: 
whether the House will deprive him of any chance 
to do the work himsclf, and take the legitimate 
profits of the work, or getsomebody else to doit, 
leaving him some margin of profit which will 
enable him to realize something from his office? 

In my judgment, sir, it is premature to take 
action on a resolution of this sort at this time, and 
| I therefore move to postpone its further consid- 
eration until Monday next. 

Mr. HASKIN obtained the floor. , 

Mr. NIBLACK. I would like to ask the gen- 
i teman from New York one question before he 
proceeds. 

Mr. HASKIN. I have no objection to answer 
any questions. 

Mr. NIBLACK. I desire to inquire whether 
he committee have taken any action, or intend to 
ake any, in relation to the removal of Mr. Ford, 
or whether he will still continue Printer of the 


t 


|t 
it 


resolution ? 

Mr. HASKIN. I would state, for the inform- 
ation of the gentleman from Indiana, that the ob- 
i ject of the committee is. to provide for the exist- 
ing necessities of the case; to have the printing 
i which is absolutely necessary to be doneto en- 
|| able us to legislate here, forthwith done. It will 
il be recollected by the House that, two or three days 
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ago, when the consular and:diplomatic-bill came | 


up for consideration, objection was made to its 
consideration because the bill was not printed; 
and the statement was then made by the chair- 
man of the Committee of Ways and Means that 
it was not. printed ‘because. the Printer of the 
House was absent from: the city, and because the 
ersons heretofore in the habit of doing the print- 
thg refused to-do itooo * 

“Mr. MAYNARD... Will the gentleman from 
New-York allow me to.make an inquiry? E un- 
derstood: him to say :on: a previous occasion that 
the:-House :Printer had: transferred this work to 
Larcombe& English, giving them eighty per cent. 
on the prices paid. i will: now refer the House 
to; thè proviso to the second section.of the bill, 
chapter eighty, of the acts of last session of Con- 
gress, and I ask the gentleman whether the atten- 
tion of the Committee on Public Printing has been 
called to that proviso? ; 

Mr. HASKIN. If the gentleman from Ten- 
nessee will permit me, I desire briefly to reply to 
the remarks of the gentleman from’ Kentucky 
{Mr. Burner] especially ,andalso to the remarks 
ofthe gentleman from Pennsylvania, [Mr.Grow3] 
and 1 intend covering that question. 

Mr. MAYNARD. Very well, sir. 

Mr. HASKIN. The gentleman from Ken- 
tucky'[Mr. Burnerr] stated that the office of 
Public Printer was vacant.. I have my doubts as 
to whetherhe is not correct. in that. statement; but 
as faras 

‘Mr. BURNETT. The member from New 
York: is mistaken.. I did not state that the office 
was vacant; but I stated that the effect of the res- 
olution would be to declare, indirectly, the office 
vacant, and that by not doing so directly, the 

Public Printer would be entitled to claim com- 

ensation, provided he would beable to show that 

ne was ready to do the work. 


Mr. HASKIN. In reply to that portion of the | 
gentoman’s remarks, permit me to call the atten- || 


tion of the House to the law creating the office of 
Superintendent of Public Printing. By that law 


it is provided that where the Public Printer neg- | 


lects for sixty days to do the general work or- 
dered by the House, the Superintendent may 
thereupon goon and contract to have the work 
done“at the prices allowed by law. That provis- 
ion is designed to reach: the large work ordered 
by the House, but not the smaller matters. 
: Mr: BURNETT. The gentleman will permit 
me to-ask him this question: if that be the law, 
and the fact exists, why does he want to have this 
resolution adopted ? 

Mr. HASKIN. IT reply to the gentleman that 
this’ provision of the law ‘creating the office of 
Superintendent of Public Printing applies to the 


large work ordeted by the House, and not to the | 


bills, and reports, and Journals which we require 
every day for our use, At least that is the in- 


terpretation which the Superintendent of Public | 


Printing, Mr. Heart, gives to it; and it is on that 
account that he sent in thisconmunication. Ffit 
had applied to the general printing, as the gen- 
tleman says it does, there would have been no 
necessity for action here. Lt is under this provis- 
ion of the Jaw that we ask that the Superintend- 
ent shall have the power which this resolution 
proposes to give him. 

ow, Sir, ON the subject of the vacatur of this 
office: At the last session of Congress, the gen- 
teman from Alabama, [Mr. Cropron,] iu a re- 
port made on the subject of the public printing, 
offered a resolution that inasmuch as Mr. Ford 
„had entered into a contract with Larcombe & 
English to do this work, he receiving twenty per 
cent.yand they receiving cighty per cont., that 
fact was a vucatur of. the office. But the gentle- 
man from. Alabama did not press the resolution. 
The law, on which he based it is an act passed 
Mareh 3, 1659. It provides: 


s That the office of Printer, cither to the Senate or House | 


of Representatives, shall not be transterabie, cither directly 
or indirectly, and that any attempt to sell or transfer cith 
of said offices, or any sale or transfer of the same, sha 


operate ag a vacation and abandonment of said offices, or |) 


either of them.” 


Now, sir,1a the case underconsideration, within 
about a week after his election, Mr. Ford entered 
into acontract, sub-letting the whole of this work. 
The same t 


eases, L, for one, would vote in favor of declaring 


z was done by the Senate. Printer; | 
and if we had the power here to reach both these |, 


the offices of both House Printer and Senate 
Printer vacant. But we must meet this case as 
it presents itself to the House; and that is by di- 
recting the Superintendent. to contract to have the 
work done, so that we may proceed with our 
business. / . 
Gentlemen ask for a postponement of this prop- 
osition until Monday. We may to-day have ob- 


|| jections raised to the consideration of some bill 


before the House, because it is not printed. If 


| there be an effort on the partof General Bowman, 


the Senate Printer, to do the House printing at 
the reduction made at last session of Congress, 


i I am glad of it. I know that he is now doing the 


work ordered by the Senate at the reduced rates. 
I know that the House printing can also be done 
at the reduced rates. But, in regard to the con- 
tract entered into by Larcombe & English, by 
which they were to give Ford twenty per cent. of 
the price paid, ifthey were to do the work at the 


reduced rates, they would only be receiving forty | 


instead of eighty per cent. under the old rates al- 
lowed by the law of 1852. They cannot afford 
to do the work at that price; nor can the House 
afford to enter into the wranglings and janglings 
between Public Printers and those who contract 
to do the work. The way to meet the difficulty 
is to authorize the Superintendent of Public Print- 
ing to give out the work on contract, as proposed 
by the resolution under consideration. 

Now, sir, on the subject of the purchase of the 
Wendell establishment, I desire to inform the 
gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. Burner] that 
the Joint Committee on Public Printing, consist- 
ing of Jerrenson Davis, Mr. Frrem, and Mr. 
Awrnony, on the part of the Senate, and Mr, 
Guriey and myself on the part of the House, 
met yesterday, on notification from the Senate 
committee, and we did approve the contract which 
the Superintendent of Publie Printing—he having 
firsi taken the advice and received the approval 


of the Secretary of the Interior—made for the pur- | 
it chase of this Wendell establishment. 


That con- 
tract is, in my judgment, for $50,000 less than 
the establishment cost, allowing nothing for the 


personal skill, time, and attention of Mr. Wen- | 
dell in getting upand perfecting his very com- | 


plete establishment. The Government printing 
office will not go into operation until the 4th of 
March next. 1 shrink from no investigation on 
this subject. J can only say to the gentleman from 
Kentucky, that there will be as much propriety 
in investigating the matter of the DeGroot reso- 
lution, passed at the last session, hereafter, as 
there will be in investigating the subject of the 
Government printing-oflice; and I trast his skirts 
will be as clear on that subject as mine are on 
this. 

Mr. BURNETT. It is always well enough 


for members of Congress to understand each other 


| clearly and distinctly; and I desire to propound 


tothe member from New York this question. In 
order that he may fully understand the force of 
the question I put to him, 1 will go into a_little 
statement. I offered at the last session of this 
House a resolution, referring the account of one 
DeGroot to the Secretary of War for settlement. 
Now, the gentleman cannot deal in any insinua- 
tion or inuendo with meatall. All that I desire 
to know from him is, what he means when he 
says he wants to go into the investigation of that 
contract? 

Mr. HASKIN. I mean to say, sir, that I am 
as well satisfied to have you investigate the Gov- 
ernment Printing Office matter, as I trust you 
would be to have the matter of DeGroot’s con- 
tract investigated. 

Mr. BURNETT. So far as respects any in- 
vestigation connected with him or any man, I 
have nothing to do with it. ‘That is a question 
on which the gentleman can exercise his own 
wishes. ButI want him to answer this question: 
whether by his remark he intended either di- 


rectly, indirectly, or remotely, to reflect on ime | 


in any mode whatever? That is what I want to 
know. yan : 
Mr. HASKIN. I did not, sir. 


Mr. BURNETT. Very well. Now, Mr. 


| Speaker, so far as this resolution is concerned, I 
i desire to make a motion to postpone it, unless 
' some other gentleraan has already made such a 


motion. Believing that this resolution ought not 
to be acted upon at this time, I hope that the 
House will at once, without any further discus- 


: pursuance of any provision of law. 


| not been time to print it. 


sion about it, postpone it, 
previous question. 

Mr. STANTON. I move to postpone the 
further consideration of the resolution until Tues-— 


I therefore call the 


day next. 


Mr. BURNETT. I hope that motion will be 
agreed to, and upon it I call the previous question. 

Mr. FLORENCE. I trust the demand for the 
previous question will be withdrawn. for a mo- 
ment. I desire to say that, so far as my judgment 
is concerned 

The SPEAKER. The Chair must remind the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania that the previous 
question has been called. 

Mr. FLORENCE. Iappeal to the gentleman 
from Kentucky to withdraw it. 

Mr. BURNETT. 1 will, if you will renew it. 

Mr. FLORENCE, Idesire to state that, in my 
judgment, gentlemen have not looked at this ques- 
tionpractically. Herc are facts sufficient, I think, 
to induce any gentleman who will cxamine them 
to concur with me that neither the Senate Printer 
(inasmuch he has been referred to in this debate) 
nor the House Printer has conformed to the law. 
The law passed in the last Congress expressly 
provides that the printing of Congress shall not 
be underlet, that it shall not be so sub-contracted, 
that the personal supervision of the Senate Printer 
or the House Printer shall be withdrawn from the 
execution of the work. Now, there is no gen- 
tleman here who will maintain for a moment 
that the Senate Printer or the House Printer has 
either of them exercised that personal supervision 
over the Public Printing which the law contem- 
plates. In reference to the particular claims these 
sub-contractors may have upon the Printers them- 
selves, I know nothing and care nothing. There 
is one question, however, which gentlemen upon 
this side of the House ought to look at. ‘The 
other side of the House are anxious‘ to proceed 
with the legitimate public business of the country. 
The other day we were prevented from passing. 
upon one of the appropriation bills, because it 
hadnotbeen printed. understood this morning, 
by the communication from the Superintendent 
of Public Printing, that very little of the work 
ordered during the present session has yet been 
printed, and cannot be, hecause the Printer elected 
by the House is not here,and those to whom he 
has sub-let the work will not proceed with it. 

Mr. GROW, Right here, with the consent of 
my colleague, I wish to make a statement in ref- 
erence to the failure of the consular and diplo- 
matic bill to be printed the other day. . It is very 
well known that the bills in the hands of the 
standing committees of the House are vot printed. 
This bill had only recently been reported by the 
Committee of Ways and Means, and therc had 
I understand that the 


bill has now been printed. 

Mr. FLORENCE. That is all very well, so 
far as it goes; but it does not reach the point to 
which I am speaking. 

Mr. McCLERNAND. 
tleman from Pennsylvania, that 1 am informed 
that the Senate Printer is now doing the printing 
of the House which the House Printer fails to 
execute. 

Mr. FLORENCE. Then he is doing it wit 
out authority of law. If the Superintendent of 
Public Printing has delegated that trust which 
belongs to the House Priater to the Printer of the 
Senate, he has, in my judgment, not done it in 


I will say to the gen- 


ye 


Mr. McCLERNAND, [ did not say the 8 
perintendent of Public Printing had made the 
change. I suppose the gentleman from Pennsy! 
vania will not deny that Mr. Ford had the right 
to employ the Printer of the Senate to do the 
work. : 

Mr. FLORENCE. The communication this 
morning read from the Superintendent of Publie 
Printing states that the House Printer, or those 
employed by him, refused positively to do the 
work at the price fixed by Jaw; how, then, is it 
be done? I know nothing about his arrangement 
with any sub-contractor, nor do I care. i wish, 
gentlemen, as I said at the outset, to look at the 
matter practically and fully in the fa Our 
printing is not being done. The House Printer , 
cannot perform it; he has not, within the pur- 
view of ihe law, made any provision for the per- 
formance of it, neither has the Senate Printer; so 
that I do nat care for either of them so far as they 


u- 
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are concerned as individuals, nor do I want to 
relieve either. of them from any censure properly 
attaching to them. Nordol desire to reflect un- 
justly upon either. 1 only say that if I under- 
stood the statement made by the gentleman from 
New York from the Committee on Printing, [Mr. | 
Hasxin,] the other day, a very large sum of 
money has been made by the Senate Printing, 
amounting, I believe, to more than forty-six thou- 
sand dollars, and by the House Printer, amount- 
ing to some twelve thousand doliars—either of | 
which sums would be a very large fortune for | 
most of us, certainly one which { should be willing | 
to receive, not for my service for a few mouths, į 
but for my whole life. I say that this amount 
has been reccived by these men; and, in my 
opinion, it is too much for any man to make in 
the performance of a duty in which he invests 
not one dollar in moncy or brains. 

Now, sir, | merely desire to ask the Housé, as 
I have said, to look practically at this matter. 
The exigency, the situation in which we are 
placed, is not one which calls for the indulgence 
ofany personal feelings. The Committee on Pub- 
lic Printing, composed, as the gentleman says, of 
Jerrerson Davis, Senator Frrenu, and Senator 
Awruony, in the Senate, and of twogentlemen in 
this House, to either of whom Iam willing to 
concede integrity and honesty of purpose in the 
exercise of the functions properly devolving on 
them, concluded to confirm the contract entered 
into for the purchase of this printing office. I 
think the matter of this purchase is entirely irre- 
levant to the question under consideration; and I 
only refer to it because gentlemen have brought 
it into this debate, I believe, from information 
Ihave obtained within a few moments, that the 

urchase which has been made is a judicious one, 
1 understand it to have been approved by the 
Secretary of the Interior; and Lam very willing 
to accord to him, and to the joint committee of 
Congress, the credit of having exercised a proper 
discretion in confirming the coutract; and Lam 
willing further to confirm their judgment by my 
vote, if it be necessary. Gentlemen have referred 
to the price paid for the building, and said that it 
could have been purchased for Jess. Now, in the 
first place, I do not believe the building was ever 
ofiercd for §80,000; and I do not believe it could 
be built and furnished for $40,000 more than the, 
price paid for it. Tenee, J think that the gentle- | 
man from HHlinois had not that sort of authority 
which could justify him in making the statement | 
which he did to-day. So far as that is concerned, | 
however, | only retor to it for the purpose of show- | 


ing that we have not the facts before us,and that | 
we are here legislating blindly. 
Mr. McCLERNAND. Ifthe gentleman will | 
permit me, I will say that perhaps } made my 
statement rather too strong. E cannot state, from 
my own knowledge, that any such offer was made, 
All I intended to say was that } understood this 
printing establishment might have been pur- 
chased Jast fall for $80,000; and that, in fact, it 
was worth much less than that—perhaps not more 
than $40,000. Whether, in point of fact, it was 
offered for the sum of $80,060, I do not know. 
Mr. FLORENCE. From the information I 
have, I believe the price paid for it is not too 
large. Now, sir, in the first place, Twas pro- | 
ceeding to say that gentlemen should take into | 
consideration the fact that we are in absolute want | 
of this printing for the purposes of legitimate | 
legislation. i 
‘assure you, Mr. Speaker and the House, that į 
the only desire i have in this matter is to have | 
the public business properly and promptly con- 
ducted. It is true that neither the Senate Printer 
nor the Printer for the House, who have pledged | 
themselves to do their duty under the law, have | 
at all done so. I defy denial of the fact that they 
have gone outside of the law. Bat Tam willing 
to take the resolution reported from the Commit- 
tee on Printi Ifit be necessary, £ am willing | 
that its consideration shall be postponed unul | 
i 


Mr. Ford, who is vow suffering from illness, | 
and detained in a distant city, shall have arrived | 
in Washington. Lam willing to give an oppor- ; 
tunity to him to make proper arrangements for | 
the execution of the printing. When the gentle- | 
man from Kentucky (Mr. Burnerr] suggested | 
the postponement of the farther consideration of 

the question, I was willing, while ready to vote | 
to adopt the resolution, ta concede thatmuch. Tj 


ha 


| «No? 


am willing that the resolution shall be postponed 
until Tuesday next, with the understanding that 
it shall then be taken up and disposed of. “I de- 
mand the previous question on the motion to refer. 

Mr. COX. I move that the resolution be laid 
upon the table. f 

Mr. HASKIN. After the statement of the gen- 
tleman from fHinois, [Mr. MeCLeERNaND,] that 
Mr. Ford, the House Printer, will be here on Sat- 
urday, I will say for the Committee on Printing, 
that it does not object to the postponement of the 
further consideration of the resolution until Tues- 
day next. A few days ago, when the considera- 
tion of one of the appropriation bills was post- 
poned because it was not printed, I made an 
explanation, and gave notice that I would, at as 
early a day as possible, submit, from the Com- 
mittee on Printing, a proposition to ‘remedy the 
existing evil in reference to the printing of this 
House, and I have fulfilled my promise and dis- 
charged my duty to the House in submitting the 
resolution now under consideration. I do not 
object to the postponement of the further consid- 
eration of the resolution until Tuesday next. I 
demand the yeas and nays on the motion to lay 
upon the table. 

The yeas and nays were not ordered. 

The question was then taken; and the resolution 
was laid upon the table. 


ADJOURNMENT OVER. 


Mr. GILMER. Irise to a privileged question. 
When the House was acting on the motion that 
when the House adjourns to-day, it adjourn to 
meet on Monday next, I demanded the yeas and 
nays. The call was not recognized by the Chair, 
and the motion was stated by him to be decided 
in the affirmative. I did demand the yeas and 
nays before the question was decided, as the mem- 
bers around me will recollect. Iam opposed to 
the adjournment over; and I now move to recon- 
sider the vote by which the House agreed that 
when it adjourns to-day, it be to meet on Mon- 
day next; and on that motion I demand the yeas 
and nays. 

Mr. KUNKEL. I move that the motion to 
reconsider be laid upon the table. 

Mr. GILMER. I demand the yeas and nays 
upon that motion. 

The yeasand nays were ordered. 

My. BURNETT. I move that the House do 
now adjourn. 

Mr. STANTON. If the motion taadjourn be 
agreed to, what is the Chair’s decision in refer- 
ence to the adjournment over? hold that if the 
House now adjourns, while the motion to recon- 
sider is pending, we must meet here to-morrnw, 
at twelve o’clock, m. [Cries of “Oh, not] 
That is my opinion. Until the motion to recon- 


over is not complete. 


Mr. BURNETT. {understand that the House | 


has already agreed to adjourn over until Monday 
next. lf, then, we adjourn now, I insist that the 


| House docs not mect to-morrow, but on Monday 


next. It must be recollected that the motion to 
reconsider has not yet been adopted. 
Mr. STANTON. The motion to adjourn over, 


i although adopted, is inoperative until action is į 


taken upon the pending motion to reconsider. 
The motion to adjourn over stands now as if it 
had not been adopted at all. [Cries of “ No!” 
Tt certainly does. 

Mr. JOHN COCHRANE. I ask the Chair 
whether, if we adjourn now, the first business on 
Monday will not be this motion to reconsider the 
vote by which the House adjourned over? [Laugh- 
ter. 

"ihe SPEAKER. The motion to reconsider 
will have fallen by its own weight before Mon- 
day morning. [Renewed laughter.] The Chair 
decides that if the House adjourns now, it will be 
to meet on Monday next. ‘Phe motion to recon- 
sider has not been agreed to. 

Mr. STANTON, I demand the yeas and nays 
on the motion to adjourn. 

Mr. JOHN COCHRANE. 
on the yeas and nays. 

Tellers were ordercd; and Messrs. Howarp, of 
Ohis, and Jons Cocurane were appointed. 

The [louse was divided; and the tellers report- 


I demand tellers 


ed—ayes forty-four, noes not counted. ; 
Mr. BURNETT. I withdraw the motion to 
adjourn. 


| on the motion to adjourn. 


Mr. FLORENCE. Trenewit. sae 

Mr. GILMER. I demand the yeas ‘and nays 
The yeas and nays were ordered. Mg 

Mr. BOCOCK. ‘I didnot raise the question of 
| order before, because L had not made up. my mind 
| on it. I now submit the question to the Chair. 
: The proposition of the gentleman from. North 
| Carolina, [Mr. GILMER, ] in:my opinion, invol 
the question of fixing the time. to: which: this 
| House shall stand adjourned. It has-been held, 


I| over and over again, that a proposition to fix the 


time to which the House shall stand adjourned 
takes precedence of a motion to adjourri. [make 
the point that the motion of the gentleman from 
North Carolina, involving, as it docs, the’ ques- 
tion of fixing the time to which this House shalt 
stand adjourned, takes precedence of a motion to 
adjourn, and must be first acted upon: . 

Mr. STANTON. © That is the ‘point I made. 
Task the Clerk to read the paragraph. on ‘page 

A of bs H 
145 of the Manual, which I have marked.. 

The Clerk read, as follows: : 

“< [The effect of the pendency of a motion to reconsider, 
according to the universal usage, ts to suspend the originat 
proposition, but ‘where the term of the members €x- 
pires without acting on the motion to reconsider tor the 
want of time or inclination, the motion of course fails, 
and leaves the original proposition operative.’—-Opinion 
of Mr. Speaker Orr, and also of Mr. Speaker Banks, in 
the case of a resolution directing the payment of money 
out of the contingent fund of the House, where Congress 
adjourned sine die pending a motion tu reconsider the vote 
by which it was adopted.” 


Mr. STANTON. I think it stands just, ag 
though no vote had been taken on the motion to 
adjourn over whenever a motion to reconsider is 
made and pending. If we adjourn now, I insist 
upon it that we meet here to-morrow. 


| The SPEAKER. When first made, the point 
| 
| 


of order came upon the Chair suddenly. He is 
satisfied that the decision he has made is not the 
correct one; and he now decides that the motion 


| of the gentleman from South Carolina [Mr. Gir- 
f MER] to reconsider the vote by which the House 


agreed that when it adjourns to-day it be ‘to meet 
on Monday next, must be acted on before the 
motion to adjourn can be entertained. On the 
motion of the gentleman from Maryland, [Mr. 
Kunxex,] that the motion to reconsider be laid 
upon the table, the yeas and nays have been 
ordered. 

The question was then taken upon Mr. Kun- 


| KEL’s motion; and it was decided in the afirma- 
| tive—yeas 103, nays 83; as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Adrain, Aldrich, Thomas L. Anderson, 
William C. Anderson, Ashmore, Avery, Barksdale, Bar- 


‘ret, Beale, Bocock, Bonham, Boyce, Branch, Brayton, 
‘ Brown, Burch, Burlingame, Burnett, Case, Horace F. 


Clark, Jobn B. Clark, Clopton, John Coehrane, Cox, Bur- 


ji ton Craige, Crawford, Curry, John G. Davis, De Jarnctte, 
| Delano, Edgerton, Edmundson, English, Florence, Fouke, 


sider is acted upon, I hold that the adjournment |} Garnett, Gartrell, Graham, Hardeman, J. Morrison Harris, 


Hawkins, Hill, Hindman, Honnan, Houston, Wiliam How- 


i 
i 
ard, Hughes, Hutchins, Jackson, Jenkins, Jones, Kenyon, 


Kunkel, Landrum, Larrabee, Love, Lovejoy, Maclay, 
Charles D. Martin, Elbert X. Martin, MeClernand, Me- 
Queen, Miles, Millward, Montgomery, Sydenham Moore, 
Morrill, Morse, Niblack, Nixon, Noell, Pendleton, Pryor, 
Pugh, Quarles, Reagan, Riggs, James C. Robinson, Ruffin, 
Seott, Sedgwick, Sherman, Sickles, Simms, Singleton, 
William Smith, Spaulding, Stevenson, James A. Stewart, 
Thomas, Underwood, Vance, Waldron, Cadwalader C. 
Washburn, Ellihu B. Washburne, fsrael B., Washburn, 
Webster, Whiteley, Wilson, Windom, Winslow, Wood- 
son, and Wright—103. 

NAYS—Messrs. Green Adams, Allen, Aley, Ashley, 
Parr, Bingham, Blair, Blake, Briggs, Buffinton, Burnham, 
Butterfield, Carey, Carter, Cobb, Colfax, Conkling, Covode, 
James Craig, Dawes, Edwards, Eliot, Ely, Etheridge, Pen- 
ton, Fos “rank, Gilmer, Gooch, Grow, Gurley, Hale, 
John T: Barris, Hatton, Helinick, Hickman, Hoard, Irvine, 
Junkin, Francis W. Kellogg, Kilgore, Killinger, DeWitt C. 
Leach, James M. Leach, Leake, Lee, Logan, Longnecker, 
Loomis, Mallory, Maynard, Me Kenty, McKnight, McPher- 
son, Laban T. Moore, Moorhead, Edward Joy Morris, Pal- 
mer, Perry, Pettit, Peyton, Porter, Potter, Pottle, Edwin R. 
Reynolds, John H. Reynolds, Rice, Royce, William N. H. 
Smith, Spinner, Stanton, Wiliam Stewart, Stokes, Stout, 
Thayer, Theaker, Tompkins, Train, ‘Trimble, Vandever, 
Wade, Walton, and Weils—83. 

So the motion to reconsider was laid on the 
table. | 

During the vote, 

Mr. MAYNARD stated that Mr. Branson 
was still detained from the House in consequence 
of a severe injury. Sian 

Mr. STOUT stated that Mr. Burca was absent 
in attendance upon the special committee of thirty- 
three. : 

Mr. QUARLES stated that his colleague, Mr 
NeLsow, was absent in attendance upon the spe- 
cial committee of thirty-three. i 
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December i7. 


C, Mr, BURNHAM stated that Mr. Wooprurr 
‘was-confined to his room by sickness. i 
The result of the vote was announced as above 
recorded. 
ORGANIZATION OF THE MOUSE. 


‘Mr. ASHLEY, by unanimous consent, intro- 
duced a bill to provide for and facilitate the organ- 
ization of the House of Représentatives of the 
United States.on the assembling of ‘each Con- 
gress; which was read a first and second time, 
and referred to. the Committee on the Judiciary. 


ee ` THE CENSUS. 
Mv. ASHLEY also, by unanimous consent, 
introduced a bill to amend the act providing for 
the taking of the seventh census, and for other 
purposes, approved May 23, 1859; which was 
read a first and second. time, and referred to the | 
Committee on. the Judiciary. 


STATE OF THE UNION, 


Mr. ANDERSON, of Missouri. I have inmy 
hand-some Pera atione upon the subject of oug 
national difficulties, which were not ready to be | 
stibmitted yesterday when the State of Missouri 
was called; and I ask now that they be received, 
and referred to the select committee of thirty- 
three, . 

No objection being made, the resolutions were 
read, and referred accordingly. They are as fol- 
lows: 

Resolveg, That the questions at issue between the slave- 
holding. and nou-stiveholding States now involving the 
integrity and stability of the Union, are: 1. The consti- 
tutional power of Congress to prohibit the introduction of 
slaves into the Territories of the United States by persons 
emigrating to. said Verritories from States wherein slavery 
exists. 2. ‘The constitutional power of a Territorial Legis- 
lature to prohibit or establish slavery. 3. The coustitu- 
tional right of Congress to protect slave property in the 
Territories of the United States. 4. The constitutional 
power of Congress to pass laws making it a criminal of- 
fense for any person. to prevent or obstruct, or attempt to 
prevent or obstruct the execution of the “ fugitive slave 


act? 5, The constitutional power of Congress to pass 
taws punishing any person who shall, directly or indirectly, 
aid orassist any other person held to service orlabor in one 
State, under the faws thereof, to escape from the person 
to whom such service or labor may be duc. 6. The con- 
stitutional right of n State to pass th preventing. hinder- | 
ing, or in any way, directly or indirectly, obstrneting the 
execution of the © fugitive slave act.’ 

Resolved, That the foregoing questions should be sub- 
mitted to the Supreme Court of the United States by a joint 
resolution of both Hotises of Congress, for their opinion ; and 
that said tribunal be requested to submit said opinion to | 

_ Cougress, as speedily as practicable. 

Resolved, That ax a final settlement of said questions 
between the North and the South, Congress should with- 
out delay, after said opinion shall have been submitted, 
enact such laws as may be necessary to carry into effect 
the opinion of said court, or any part thereof, that may 
require legislation. 


MILITARY ACADEMY. 

-Mr. JOHN. COCHRANE, by unanimous con- 
sent, presented. to the Elouse the report of the | 
commissioners appointed to examine into the or- 
genization, system of discipline, and course of 
study, of the United States Military Academy at 
West Point, together with the record of evidence 
taken; which were laid on the table, and ordered 
to be printed. 

PACIFIC RAILROAD. 

Mr; ALDRICH, by unanimous consent, in- 
troduced a bill as a substitute for the Pacific rail- 
road bill reported from the select committee of 
lust session; which was laid on the table and 
ordered to-be printed. i 

Mr. VANDEVER moved to reconsider the vote 
by which House bill No. 700 was this morning 
recommitted to the Committee on Public Lands. 

The motion. was entered upon the Journal. 

CALVIN B. SEYMOUR. 

Mr. CRAWFORD. . I move that the petition 
of Calvin B. Seymour, surviving partner of Staf- 
ford, Seymour & Co., for indemnity for losses 
by ladians in 1836, be referred to the Committee 
on Indian Affairs. 

The motion was agreed to. 

BILL REFERRED. 

Mr. STOKES. Iask the unanimous consent 
of the House to discharge the Committee of the 
Whole House from the further consideration of 
House bill No. 467, and that it be referred back to 
the Commitiee on Invalid Pensions. 

No objection being made, it was so ordered. 

And then, on the motion of Mr. HARRIS, of 
Maryland, (at three o’clock, p.m.) the House 
adjourned. 


A 


| 
i 


! isiana, to Rondo, in Arkansas. 


| eastern States and California daily through the 


‘IN SENATE. 
Mownpay, December 17, 1860. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Dr. GURLEY. 

The Journal of Thursday last was read and 
approved. 

HOUSE BILL REFERRED. 

The bill (No. 841) making further provision in 
relation to consolidated land offices, received from 
the House of Representatives on Thursday last, 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Public Lands. 


MEMORIALS. 


Mr. PUGH presented the memorial of M. C. 
Mordecai and others, owners of the steamship 
Isabel, praying compensation for mail service 
between Charleston and Havana; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads. 

Mr. YULEE presented the memorial of Jane 
‘Gantt, praying indemnity for losses sustained by 
her-husband, Dr. Joseph Gantt, by the invasion 
of Florida by the troops of the United States in 
1812; which was referred to the Committee on 
Claims. 


BILL INTRODUCED. 


Mr. HEMPHILL asked, and by unanimous 
consent obtained, leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 
521) for the relicf of B. P. Hunt; which was read 
twice by ‘ts title, and referred to the Committee 
on Commerce. 

MATL ROUTE. 


Mr. HEMPHILL submitted the following res- 
olution; which was considered by unanimous | 
consent, and agreed to: 

Resolved,- That the Committee on the Post Office and 


Post Roads be instructed to inquire into the expediency of 
establishing a tri-weekly mail route from Monroe, in Lou- 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


A message from the House of Representatives, 
by Mr. Forney, its Clerk, announced that the 
Speaker of the House had signed the following 
enrolled bills; which thereupon received the sig- | 
nature of the Vice President: 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


T a 
Forts Moultrie and Sumpter, respectively 


3 whether, in his 
opinion, the number is sufficient to hold the forts against 
any apprehended attack or domestic violence ; whetherany 
additional men have been ordered to either of said forts, 
or any steps have been taken to put them into a condition 
to resist any attack that may be made upon them ; in whose 
possession and custody, and under what guard, the arsenal 
at Charleston, South Carolina, is; what arms and other 
property is there kept, or has been there within the last 
three months, and if moved, what has been done with it; and 
if such arsenal, arms, and property is under the custody and 
control of persons other than officers of the United States, 
by what authority they hold the possession and custody 
of such arsenal, arms, and property; why they ure not put 
in possession of officers of the United States; and whether, 
in any instances, the persons in possession óf such arsenal, 
arms, and property, have refused to comply with requisi- 
tions for arms and ammunition, when properly made ; and, 
further, what instructions have been given to the officers 
in command of said forts and arsenal in case of a demand 
for their surrender by or to any person or authorities, or an 
attack upon them; also, that the President be requested to 
furnish the Senate with copies of all such instructions and 
of all orders in relation to said forts or arsenal, within the 
last three months, and of all correspondence with the Lieu- 
tenant General, or any other officer of the United States 
Army or Navy, relative to the security of said forts and 
arsenal, and to the necessity of supplying additional force 
for their protection. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Foor in 
the chair.) If no objection be made to the pres- 
ent consideration of the resolution, it will be con- 
sidered as before the Senate. 

Mr. BROWN. I object. 

ThePRESIDINGOFFICER. Objection being 
made, it lies over. í 


PRESIDENT’S MESSAGE, ETC. 
Mr. FITCH. The Committee on Printing, to 


| whom was referred a resolution relative to print- 


ing extra numbers of the President’s message 
and documents, report these resolutions, and ask 
for their adoption: 

Resolved, That there be printed for the use of the Senate, 
in addition to the usual number, fifteen thousand copies of 


the annual message of the President of the United States, 
with the reports of the heads of Departments and chiets of 


A bill (H. R. No. 863) to authorize the issue 
of Treasury notes, and for other purposes; and 

A bill (S. No. 82) to amend the fourth section 
of the act for the attmission of Oregon into the 
Union, so as to extend the time for selecting salt 
springs and contiguous lands in Oregon. 

REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 

Mr, GWIN. The Committec onthe Post Office 
and Post Roads, to whom was referred a memo- 
rial of the Chamber of Commerce of the city of 
San Francisco, California, in favor of the trans- 
mission of the entire mail overland between the 


territory of the United States, have instructed me 
to report it back, and move thatthe committee be 
discharged from its further consideration, as the 
committee and the Senate have already acted on 
it, by reporting and passing an amendment to the 
post route bill during the last session, providing 
for an overland daily mail on the. central route, 
which bill, with that amendment, is now pending 
in the House of Representatives. 
The committee was discharged. : 
My. FITCH. The Committee on Printing, to 
whom was referred the motion to print the report 
of the Secretary of State, communicating, in obe- 
dience to law, an abstract of returns of registered 
American seamen, have instructed me to reportit 
back, and ask to be discharged from its farther 
consideration, the House having ordered the print- 
ing of this document. | 
The motion to discharge the committee was | 
agreed to. 


EXECUTIVE MESSAGE. 
Several messages in writing, of an executive | 


character, were received from the President of i! 


the United States, by Mr. A. J. GLOSSBRENNER, 
his Secretary. | 
FORTS IN CHARLESTON HARBOR. 

Mr. CLARK. Ihave a resolution of inquiry 
to offer, and J desire its immediate passage, if 
there be no objection to its consideration: 

Resolved, That the President of the United States be | 


requested to inform the Senate, if not incompatible with 
the publie service, what number of men are stationed at 


gear 


bureans communicafed therewith, omitting the statistical 
matter accompanying said reports. 

Resolved further, That there be printed in addition, for 
the use of heads ot Departinents, cighteen hundred copies 
of the annual message of the President and accompanying 
documents, with the statistics and maps, viz.; two hun- 
dred copies for the use of the Interior Department, and 
one thousand copies for distribution to publie libraries in 
the several States and Territories, to be distributed by the 
Secretary, as the American State Papers now are distrib- 
uted by him; two hundred copics for the usc of the State 
Department; two hundred copies for the use of the War 
Department; one hundred copies fur the use of the Navy 
Bepartment; and one hundred copies for the use of the 
Treasury Department. Also, one thousand additional 
copies of the report of the Commissioner of Indian Affairs 
for the use of his office ; one thousand copies of the report 
of the Coinmissioner of the General Land Office for the use 
of his office; five hundred copies of the report of the Com- 
missioner of Public Buildings for the use of that office; five 
hundred copies of the report of the officers in charge of 
the Government Hospital for the Insane for the use of said 
officers; five hundred copies of the reports of the officers 
in charge of the Penitentiary for the District of Columbia, 
for their use. And in order that the views of the Secre- 
tary of the Interior upon the various subjects treated of in 
these reports may be the more fully understood : Be it fur- 
ther resolved, That so much of his annual report be printed 
therewith as relates to the same subject, 


Mr. YULEE. Before action on the resolutions, 
I would inquire of the chairman of the Commit- 
tee on Printing why there is no recommendation 
for printing extra numbers of the report of the 
Post Office Department? It is usual to allow 


i them. 


Mr. FITCH. 


I believe the resolutions are a 


| transcript of those heretofore reported from the 


committee. Last year, I think, the Post Office 
Department printed its own report, and perhaps 
the resolution of last year was modified on that 
account; and we may have been led into error 
this year from the absence of that clause; but t 
believe it proper to allow the head of that Depart- 
ment a number of copics of his report, and on the 
motion of the Senator so to amend the resolutions, 
I think it will be acceded to by the Senate at 
once. 

Mr. YULEE. [hope the amendment will be 
made. It was not included last year in the gen- 
eral resolution, because it was ordered by a spe- 
cial and separate resolution presented by myself. 

Mr. FITCH. Such is the fact, I believe; and 
this resolution being a copy of that one, I pre- 
sume that is the reason of the omission now. 

Mr. YULEE. The usual number, | think, is 
five hundred for the use of the Department. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Sen- 


ator from Florida move an amendment to either 


| of these resolutions? 
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Mr. YULEE. Yes, sir; and I understand it 
to be accepted by the chairman of the committee. 

Mr. FITCH. Yes, sir. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair 
_ will request the Senator from Florida to propose 
his amendment in form. 

Mr. YULEE. The amendment is to add to 
the first resolution: 

Aud one thousand copies of the report and documents 


from the Postmaster General—five hundred copies of which 
shall be for the use of that Department. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. By the consent 
of the Senate, the resolutions reported by the 
Printing Committee will be modified according te 
the suggestion made by the Senator from Florida. 
[“ Agreed.’’] 


The resolutions, as amended, were agreed to. 
WILLIAM H. DE GROOT. 


Mr. WILSON asked, and by unanimous con- 
sent obtained, leave to introduce a joint resolu- 
tion (S. No. 49) to repeal the joint resolution ap- 
proved June 15, 1860, for the relief of William 
H. De Groot; which was read twice by its title. 

Mr. WILSON. I move the reference of the 
resolution to the Committee on Claims. The 
resolution which E propose to repeal came ori- 
ginally from the House of Representatives, went 
to the Committee on the District of Columbia, 
and was passed, I think, without as much consid- 
eration as it ought to have had. I believe that 
matters are not right under it, and that it is the 
duty of Congress to repeal that act, 

The joint resolution was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 


RAILROAD CONNECTION AT WASHINGTON. 


Mr. KENNEDY. I move now to take up 
Senate bill No. 377 of the last session, for consid- 
eration. 

The Secretary read the title of the bill (S. No. 
377) to authorize the Baltimore and Ohio Rail- 
road Company to extend the Washington branch 
of their road to the Potomac river, and across the 
same, by an extension of the present structure 
known as the Long Bridge, for the purpose of con- 
necting with the Virginia railroad at that point. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. I merely rise to inquire 
of the Senator from Maryland whether he de- 
signs to put that bill on its passage now, or to 
fix a day for its consideration. JT am not pre- 

ared to act upon it at present, I wish to look 
into it, 

Mr, KENNEDY. I should like very much to 
have a vote on it. to-day, if possible; but if it is 
deemed impossible to do that now, I should be 
very glad to have the Senate appoint a day when 
the vote shall be taken. If gentlemen’s minds 
are not made up upon it, I have no desire in the 
world to force this bill on the consideration of the 
body now. Itisa bill of very great importance 
to the traveling community generally in the Uni- 
ted States. Ji was somewhat discussed last ses- 
sion. It was before the Senate last winter, and 
several times postponed; but to meet the views of 
gentlemen who may want further time to look at 
this bill, I am perfectly willing to agree to make 
it the special order for Wednesday at one o’clock. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. I would suggest to the 
Senator that I have had an interview with a gen- 
tleman connected with that matter recently, and 
have somewhat modified my views with reference 
to it, as the line is now supposed to be intended 
to run; ‘but still I am not prepared to act upon it 
quite yet, and] certainly wish to examine the bill 
very carefully before I give my assent to it. l 
have no objection to a future day being fixed, be- 
cause, if F should be opposed to the bill then I 


can say s0; but at present, I must necessarily op- | 


pose action on it until I can have an opportunity 
to look at it more fully. 

Mr. MASON. Say Wednesday. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question 
now is on taking up the bill for consideration. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. KENNEDY. I now move to make it the 
special order for Wednesday at one o’clock. 

The motion was agreed to. 

fod 


í 


TERRITORIAL BUSINESS. 


Mr. GREEN. Mr. President, Í move that the 
Senate set apart Wednesday and Thursday of 
next weck for the consideration of territorial busi- 
ness. We have had no hearing of our territorial 
business; and it is very important that Congress 
should take some action for Dacotah, for Jefter- 
son, for Arizona Territories, and for the Carson 


| Valley people. I do not pretend to say what we 


shall ‘press, but I think the territorial business 
ought to be considered. I move that Wednesday 
and Thursday of next week be sct apart for it. 
SeveraL Senators. That’will be Christmas 
week, 
Mr. GREEN. If the Senate do not take itup 


then, they will give me some other day. 

The motion was agreed to. y 

CLAIMS AGAINST MEXICO. ` 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Foor in 
the chair.) If there be no further business for 
the morning hour, the bill (S. No. 112) to fur- 
ther carry cut the provisions of the fifteenth sec- 
tion of the treaty between the United States and 
Mexico, concluded on the 24 day of February, 
1848, which was under consideration at the last 
morning hour, is now before the Senate as in 
Committee of the Whole, the pending. question 
being on the amendment of the Senator from New 
Hampshire [Mr. Hare] to insert, as an addi- 
tional section, the following: 

And be it further enacted, That this act shall not take 


effect until the public debt of the United States shall have 
been paid. i 


Mr. IVERSON. I propose to make a very 
brief statement of this bill, and then let the Senate 
decide upon it. When it was up for considera- 
tion before, the Senator from Louisiana, not now 
in his place, (Mr. Suipext,] made some remarks 
in relation to the bill itself, and the claims that 
he supposes are covered -by it; and the Senator 
took oceasion to say that by the treaty between 
the United States and Mexico, the United States 
agreed to pay to Mexico $15,000,000 for certain 
territory | ded by Mexico to the United States, 
and that tuat $15,000,000 had all been paid. Ido 
not suppose the Senator intended to misrepresent 
the facts of the case, and he made this statement 
through mere inadvertence. However, his remark 
would lead a person not conversant with the facts 
to believe that the United States had paid to the 
Republic of Mexico $15,000,000 in cash, and that 
this $3,250,000 was a different, an outside matter, 
which the Government of the United States was 
not called upon to respond to, That, however, 
is a great mistake. ‘he United States did agree 
to pay to the Government of Mexico $15,000,000 
as a consideration for the cession of the territory. 
Of that sum, $3,250,000 were set apart by the 
treaty, with the consent of Mexico, to pay claims 
of American citizens against the Government of 
Mexico. The whole $15,000,000, therefore, have 
not been paid. All was paid to the Republic of 


Mexico with the exception of the $3,250,000; | 


and that sum, as I have said, was set apart by 
the Republic of Mexico in this treaty to pay the 
claims of the citizens of the United States against 
that Government, the Government of the United 
States undertaking to pay those claims out of the 
$3,250,000, and to release the Government of 
Mexico from all obligation to pay those private 
claims, k . 
Under the provisions of the treaty a commis- 
sion was established for the purpose of ascertain- 
ing those claims, and paying them out of these 
$3,250,000. That commission sat in this place, 
and a large amount of claims were adjudicated 
and paid. But- there remains of the fund of 
$3,250,000 thus set apart by Mexico to pay the 
claims of individual citizens of the United States, 
$211,000, now in the Treasury. I therefore stated 
the case correctly when I said, the other day, that 
this was the money of Mexico, deposited in the 
United States Treasury to pay certain claims of 
citizens of the United States. The $3,250,000 was 
a part of the $15,000,000 which this Government 


‘agreed to pay to Mexico for the. cession of ter- 
ritory; and Mexico appropriated the $3,250,000 
to pay the claims of United States citizens. Of 
course, therefore, the $3,250,000 was a fund be- 
longing to the Republic of Mexico, which she 
placed as a trust fund in the hands of this Gov- 
ernment to pay the debts due to our citizens; and 
the whole $3,250,000 is justly due to such citi- 
zens of the United States as may have just and 
honest claims against the Governmentof Mexico. 
Now, sir, as I understand—and that is the 
foundation of this bill—there were some persons 
who had claims against Mexico, who did not pre- 
sent them to the original commission. One of 
these is a claim now held by the heirs of General 
Robinson, which has teen‘before the Committee 
on Claims, and has been investigated and decided 
upon unanimously by that committee, on more 
than one occasion, to be a just claim against’ the 
Government of Mexico, which ought to be paid. 
That amounts to fourteen, or fifteen, or sixteen 
thousand dollars; but-it was not presented to the 
original commission for the reason that the heirs- ' 
at-law in the case were minors, probably, and 
there was no person to represent them. It was 
not presented, and therefore has never been ad- 
judicated by the original board of commissioners, 
or any other commissioners. There is another 
claim, as the committee understand, of the heirs 
of Commodore Porter—a pretty large claim; how 
much it amounts to, I do not know. Whether it 
is a just claim or not, I do not know. All I can 
say Js, that it isa claim presented by the repre- 
sentatives of the estate of Commodore Porter; and 
that claim, we understand, was never presented 
to the original board of commissioners, There 
is also the clai, to which the Senator from Lou- 
isiana alluded the other day, of Atocha. That is 
a claim existing and pressed. Whether itisa 
meritorious claim or not, E do not undertake to 
say, because I know nothing aboutit, TheSen- 
ator is opposed to the raising of this commission, 
because that claim may by possibility be adjudi- 
cated by this board; and he says that it was be- 
fore the old board originally, and was rejected on 
a question of law. Well, sir, if it was’ rejected 
on a question of Jaw, it is precluded by this bill, 
and cannot be brought forward as a claim against 
this fund. This bill. provides that only such 
claims shall be adjudicated by this board as were 


not presented to the board formerly established; 


or if presented, were not decided on their merits. 
Now, sir, there may be merits of law as well as 
merits of fact; and if this claim of Atocha was 
overruled by the former board on the ground that 
it was illegal; that it was improper; that it had 
no foundation in law; that it was not embraced 
within the terms of the treaty—then, as a matter 
of course, that is an adjudication which’ will be 
in bar of any consideration by this board, so 
that it will do no harm whatever so far as that 
claim is concerned. If, on the other hand, that 
or any other claim has never been properly adju- 
dicated, either for the want of sufficient proof or 
on any other ground not affecting the merits of 
the claim and the right of the claimant to recover 
from the Government of Mexico, it seems to me 
nothing more than just and fair that this fund 
should be thrown open to the payment of it. It 
was the intention of the parties, both the Amer- 
ican and the Mexican Governments, that all the 
just claims of American citizens against the 
Republic of Mexico should be paid out of the 
$3,250,000, if it was sufficient to pay them. 
Now, sir, if there be any just claims, any other 
meritorious claims that have not been paid; cer- 
tainly every principle of fairness and justice would 
require that this fund which isin the ‘Treasury 
of the United States, put there by Mexico for the 
express purpose of paying the just claims of our 
citizens, should be appropriated to the payment 
of them. Sore. 
I make this brief statement; itis all I have to 
say about the bill. I trast the amendment will 
not prevail, and that the original bill will pass. 
Atany rate, I must insist on the Senate making 
an adjudication of the question, and deciding H 
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one way or another. Ido not want to be annoyed: 
any more by these claims, or these claimants, 

Mr HAMLIN. Mr. President 

Mr. HALE. ‘With the consent of. the Senator 
from Maine, as the whole subject is before the 
Senate, 1 will withdraw the amendment I offered, 
and let: the vote be on the bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Noaction hav- 
ing been had.on the amendment, it: is competent 
for the Senator to withdraw it. 

Mr. HAMLIN. It seems to me there are two 
points which suggest themselves to. the consider- 
ation of the Senate in this matter. The first one 
is, and goes to the entire merits of the case, is it 
wise, or just, or proper, to open this commission 
at all? 

Mr. COLLAMER. To create a new one? 

Mr. HAMLIN. To revive the old one or 
create a new one. I think the Senate understood 
what I meant, if I did not use the most happy lan- 
guage in presenting the idea. The first pointis this: 
whether we will create anew commission? There 
are inthe Treasury a little more than two hundred 
thousand dollars ofthe fund whichour Government 
originally agreed to pay, under our treaty with 
Mexico, to American claimants. Now, if there 
are claimants who never submitted their claims to 
the original commission, it presents a case where 


` I might very freely and very cheerfully institute 


a new commission for that purpose. I think there 
is eminent merit in doing that. If they were pre- 
vented from presenting their claims by any cause 
which did not arise from their own neglect, it 
would be butjust that those claimants should have 
a right to come in upon any amount of that fand 
which has not already been expended; and I think 
I would be disposed to institute anew commission 
for that purpose, and that purpose only. 

But the bill as it has been reported to the Sen- 
ate, and as it now stands before the Senate, will 
amount to a revision of all the decisions that 
werd made by the previous commission which 
were not favorable to the claimants; and I do not 
believe that either just or wise. More than that, 
it seems to me that the language of the bill itself 
would justify a new commission in determining 
upon claims which might have merit that had no 
law to support them. I take it the treaty, and 
the Jaw passed in pursuance of the treaty, did 
prescribe precisely what claims were to be paid 
from the fund. Now, there might have been a 
very great number of claims that had ‘t merit?’ — 
I think that is the word—there might have been 
claims that had eminent merit in them, bat that 
wore yet not included either within the treaty or 
the terms of the law; and what could the com- 
mission.do but exclude them on principles of law? 
They had nothing to.do with the terms cither of 
tho, treaty or of the law, and the commission 
could not adjudicate upon them. 

‘Phe language of this bill covers claims ‘t which 
wore cither not presented to the board’? form- 
erly appointed, “ or were notadjudicated on their 
merits by the same,” and authorizes this new 
board ‘to decide thercon according to the pro- 
visions of the said treaty,’’ and to pay the amount 
derided favorably, Is tt not a fair construction 
of the language of this bill, to say that, if a claim 
has merit in it, although it does-not come within 
the: terms of the original law, or the treaty on 
which the law was based, this new commission 
must consider it? It seems so tome. It is the 
fair deduction to be drawn from it; and the com- 
missioner who may be appointed.in pursuance of 
this bill, should it become a law, would, I say, 
be fairly called upon to adjudicate upon cases that 
hed merit in them. Then it would be setting 
everything afloat, and you might go back to the 
form ation of this Government, and any man who 
might have a claim that had some original merit, 
and which, perhaps, ought rightfully to have 
been ineludod in some treaty, would present it, 
and demand that the commission adjudicate upon 
sucha claim, and pay itto him. It is a perver- 
sion of the spirit of both the treaty and the law 
to divert this fund to such a purpose. 

Having indicated that Iam disposed to rein- 
state acommission for the purpose of adjudicating | 
upon honest claims that never have been pre- 
sented, | will propose—the Senator from New 
Hampshire having withdrawn his amendment— | 
to strike out of this bill the words which I have 
enclosed in brackets in the printed copy which I | 


send to the desk; and I think it will be necessary 


to make one other slight amendment. That will 
confine the commission to the adjudication of 
claims that have never been presented; and if 
there are such, I am disposed to aid them; but 
not to open this matter again to all the claims that 
have once been decided upon, whether they have 
what is technically called ** merit” ornot. [move 
to strike out in section one, lines sixteen, seven- 
teen, and eighteen, the words, ‘‘ or were not ad- 
judicated on their merits by the same, and to 
decide thereon according to the provisions of the 
said treaty;” and also to strike out the word 
“either,” in the fourteenth line. 

Mr. BAYARD. Mr. President, ifI could agree 
to the facts as represented by the honorable Sen- 
ator from Georgia, I might vote against this 
amendment, and for the bill; but, though I know 
nothing of the individual claims: 


Mr. POLK. Will the Senator from Delaware | 


allow me to ask the Senator from Maincif he will 
give me the opportunity to presentan amendment 
intended to perfect that clause of the bill which 
he proposes to strike out by his amendment, 
before his amendment is voted upon? 

Mr. HAMLIN. Certainly, the Senator can do 
that uigder the rules of the Senate without my 
consent; but if it were otherwise, I would give 
my consent most cheerfully. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amend- 
ment of the Senator from Missouri is in order, 
being to perfect a clause which it is moved to 
strike out. 

Mr. POLK. My amendment is in the seven- 
teenth line of the first section, to insert nor upon 
illegal grounds;” so as to make it read: 

Which were cither not presented to the board of com- 
njssioners appointed under the act of the 3d of March, 1849, 
or were not adjudicated on their merits nor upon illegal 
grounds. 

Mr. BAYARD. Mr. President, the amend- 
ments offered I do not purpose to consider. My 
objection is to the entire bill. It seems to me that 
it would be a very dangerous precedent indeed, 
if 1 view the treaty with Mexico rightly—viewing 
it, as Ido, very differently from the honorable 
Senator from Georgia. The $15,000,000 which 
the United States stipulated by that treaty to pay 
to Mexico have all been paid. ‘The clause under 
which any claim can by any possibility be made 
against this Government, is the fifteenth article 
of the treaty, The thirteenth and fourteenth arti- 
cles recite the fact of existing claims against Mex- 
ico on the part of American citizens, some of 
which had been adjudicated, and some of which 
had not; and the fifteenth article exoncrates Mex- 
ico entirely from all those claims by American 
citizens, and agrees (which is a common form of 
treaty stipulation on the part of the United States) 
to be answerable for all claims of American citi- 
zens upon that Government arising from that 
exoneration, toan amount not exceeding the sum 
of $3,250,000. The article then goes on to provide 
that a board of commissioners shall be established 
for the purpose of deciding upon the validity of 
all _ciaims presented to that board which were 
claims of citizens of the United States against 
Mexico. Under the law passed to carry the treaty 
into effect, commissioners were appointed; they 
adjudicated upon all the claims presented to them 
very unfortunately on some; and by their final 
adjudication, it appeared that all the claims, even 
with the allowance of the fraudulent claim of 
Gardiner, did, not equal the amount which the 
United States limited as the ultimate sum which 
they would pay in satisfaction of the claims. 

Atasubsequent session of Congress complaints 
were made of the fraud connected with the Gar- 
diner claim, and there were also more than sixty 
petitions presented to Congress, complaining of 
irregularities in the decisions of the commission- 
ers, and presenting other claims outside of the 
decisions. A special committee was raised in the 
Senate at the first session at which I became a 
member of the body. Of that committee I was 
one. In the investigation which was had by the 
committee, we examined every petition; we gave 


| public notice to the people of the United States 


for all claimants to come in and present any claims 
that they had, because one of the questions sub- 
mitted to us was: whether, as there was a resi- 
duary fund, we would advise the creation of a 
new commission, in order to decide upon existing 
outstanding claims. After reviewing all those 
claims, and investigating the Gardiner claim, with 


great labor, the committee arrived at the conclu- 
sion of reporting in favor of but two claims that 
were then presented to us, and none whatever 
other than those that were presented to us; and 
although full notice was given to the world, none 
of the claims now adverted to came before that 
committee. 

Now, what is the proposition? The United 
States made a treaty twelve years ago. Under 
that treaty, and by the law which was passed in 
pursuance of it, they exonerated Mexico from 
the claims of their own citizens, and they agreed 
to pay all those claims, provided they did not ex- 
ceed a certain amount. All the claimants had 
notice. They did not choose to come in to the 
first commission; they did not choose to come in 
before a special committee of the Senate, who had 
power to recommenda second commission, if the 
circumstances justified it. They slept over their 
rights, if any they had; and now, at the lapse of 
twelve years, they come in and ask you to raise 
a new commission—on what ground? On the 
ground that this is a specific sum of money re- 
maining in the Treasury, which would be the 
property of Mexico if the United States did not 
have to pay it to the claimants, I deny that, as 
any just conclusion from the treaty with Mexico, 
There is no stipulation to pay a cent to Mexico 
except the $15,000,000. It has been paid. We 
stipulated to pay all our own citizens’ claims pre- 
cisely as we did in the Florida treaty of 1819. 
We there agreed, in consideration of the convey- 
ance by Spain of the Floridas, that we would 
assume all claims of the citizens of the United 
States upon the Government of Spain, and that 
we would appoint a board for the purpose of their 
adjudication, and would pay them an amount not 
exceeding $5,000,000. That board sat, and be- 
fore that board the claims were presented. They 
allowed many, and disallowed many; and the 
amount that they did allow was not paid beyond 
ninety-two per cent. of the principal. Mr. 
Meade’s, among other claims, was ruled out. It 
has been in your halls of Congress, in order to get 
at an adjudication of it by special act of Con- 
gress, ever since. Have you done it? No, 

What is the danger of the principle here? 
Where you have with a foreign nation stipulated 
for and obtained, by means of a benefit derived 
to yourself, the right of the payment of claims of 
your own citizens, and have assumed them, and 
when you give them all fair notice to come in 
before a commission regularly appointed, and 
present those claims, and they refuse to do it, on 
what principle is it that you can afterwards ap- 
point a new commission? If you can do it on 
the ground of the gross neglect of the parties in 
not having presented their claims, it would be a 
much stronger ground if there happened to be a 
difference of opinion on the part of the Senate as 
to any particular claim, and they thought the 
commission had erred in its decision. In that 
case, there would be a stronger ground for allow- 
ing that claim to come in, because the party there 
had done all he could do—he had shown dili- 
gence, at least; the others have not; and if there 
had been an error in the judgment, you would be 
much more bound to correct it than you would, 
in the case of a negligent party, to give him an 
opportunity to come before a new commission. 

In my judgment, the decision is final. Where 
a Government, acting for its citizens, obtains for 
them what they could not otherwise obtain, and 
gives fair notice to all parties to present, for the 
purpose of authentication and judicial decision, 
their claims, and they refuse to present them, 
they are entirely barred. If this money, this 
balance, belonged to Mexico, I should agree en- 
tirely with the honorable Senator from Georgia, 
that itis not our money, and that we might raise 
a second commissionif the claimants would come 
in, or we should be bound to pay it to Mexico. 
But, sir, read the stipulations of the treaty. 
There is no semblance of such a claim on the 
part of Mexico there. The United States were 
to pay these claims out of their own money, out 
of the general funds inthe Treasury. They were 
to appoint a commission to ascertain them, and 
they did so. Before that commission, every 
claim presented was heard. ‘Some were rejected, 
some were admitted; and the amount admitted 
did not exhaust, not a scparate fund, but the 
limit which the United States agreed that they 
would pay. Does that give any right to the neg- 
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ligent afterwards to come in? Besides, they had 
public notice further from the action of the spe- 
cial committee of the Senate in 1852-53, that 
they would be heard if they came in then; and 
onc of the very questions before that committee 
was whether there had been, in the conduct of 
the commission, such negligence or such dis- 
regard of the tights of American citizens as to 
justify the recommendation of anew commission, 
and the committee decided unanimously against 
that; but they reported in favor of special action 
in two claims. I can say, for myself, that Į ex- 
amined every petition personally, read them all 
at the cost of weeks and months of labor, and I 
am sure Í am not wrong as to the facts, and that 
the decision of thecommittee was, as I mentioned, 
that there was no ground presented to them from 
any source which would either justify or require 
the United States to éstablish a new commission. 
That was in 1853. 

Well, sir, is not this a sufficient answer to the 
argument of the honorable Senator from Georgia? 
He assumes the fact that the $3,250,000 was ap- 
pine ee by Mexico out of the $15,000,000 we 
had agreed to pay her. He is mistaken, [ think; 
clearly mistaken. Article thirteen stipulates ex- 

ressly for the payment to the Government of 
exico of $15,000,000—#3,000,000 in cash and 
the rest in annual installments. It has been all 
aid. The matter of claims is totally distinct. 
he $3,250,000 is a mere limitation. We had 
exonerated Mexico from all the claims of our cit- 
izens, which the Government had the power to do; 
and in consideration of that we agreed that if 
those claims were presented to a board created 
under our laws, and adjudicated in favor of the 
claimants, we would pay them to the extent of 
$3,250,000; and yet the claims presented and al- 
lowed did not amount to thatsum. How does 
that make the residue belong to Mexico? Sup- 
ose the claims presented had amounted to but 
$1,009,000: is that any reason why you should 
pay subsequent claims which the parties chose 
to neglect to present before the board of commis- 
sioners? Where must this reach? If you do it 
in this case, why should you refuse to do itin 
the case of the treaty with Špain of 1819? Why 
refuse to do it in the case of the treaty with 
France of 1833? There is scarcely a treaty we 
have negotiated in reference to the payment by 
the United States of claims of their citizens against 
a foreign country in which there is not a-limita- 
tion of the amount that we agree to pay; and in 
all those cases, if this precedent be established, 
you will be bound to pay, for there is no special 
fund here any more than there is in any other 
case. In one or two of the other cases, I think, 
the amount did not reach the limit, I think that 
was the case under the treaty with the Two Si- 
cilies. We have every variety of treaties of that 
kind; and under many of them the amount did 
not reach the limit, Whether it did or not would 
be perfectly immaterial, if you establish the prin- 
ciple that you will readjudicate or rehear them in 
this way. If, after a commission has been ap- 
pointed under a treaty, and the parties have had 
full notice for the purpose of the presentation of 
their claims, and have neglected to do it, you set 
the precedent of establishing again asecond com- 
mission, why not a third? If at the lapse of 
twelve years, why not at the lapse of twenty, 
when all the facts have been-oblitcrated and there 
is no power on the part of the Government to get 
at them? 

I submit, Mr. President, that there is no ground 
for the passage of this bill to provide for these 
claims which have hada privilege that, I believe, 
in no other case have claims of this character had 
accorded to them, of an investigation, by a special 
committee, of the entire proceedings of the board 
of commissioners under the treaty with Mexico, 
with full notice published through the country 
that persons might come in and make their com- 
plaints in any respectas regarded the action under 
that treaty. Yet before that commission no such 


ctaims were presented as are now mentioned. On | 


what ground is it, then, that you are to go still 
further now, and pay out of the Treasury of the 
United States money belonging to the American 
people to those whose claims were at that day 


either so worthless or so unsupported by proof | 


that they did not think the evidence sufficient to 
„justify them in presenting these claims before 
either a committee of the Senate or board of com- 


missioners? If I could suppose that this money 
belonged to Mexico, that it was a special fund 
held by the United States which did not belong 
to us, nor form part of our regular assets, it would 
be a different question. 
if any Senator will examine the treaty; he cannot 
but come to the conclusion that the $3,250,000is 
a mere limitation on the amount this Government 
bound itself to pay. If the claims did not come 
to that amount, it was only bound to pay the 
amount of the adjudication; and if they exceeded 
that amount, it was only to pay to that extent. 


FLORIDA CLAIMS. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Itbecomes the 
duty of the Chair at this hour to call up the 
special order, which is the resolution of the Sen- 
ator from Kentucky [Mr.Powrty.] The Chair 
farther announces to the Senate that there is an- 
other special order which takes precedence at this 
hour, and must first be disposed of, and that is 
the bill (S. No. 230) declaratory of the acts for 
carrying into effect the ninth article of the treaty 
between the United States and Spain. 

Mr. IVERSON. I do not desire to interfere 
with the privilege of the Senator from Ohio {Mr. 
W apr] to goon with the debate upon the resolu- 
tion of the Senator from Kentucky to-day; and 
as the Senator from Florida, [Mr. Matrory,] 
who takes a deep interest in the bill just referred 
to by the Chair, is not present, I move to post- 
pone that bill, and make it the special order for 
the first Wednesday in January; or, perhaps, L 
should say the Wednesday after Congress reas- 
sembles stibsequent to the holidays—say the sec- 
ond Wednesday in January. 

The motion was agreed to; and the bill wasmade 
the special order for Wednesday the 9th of Jan- 
uary. / 

STATE OF THE UNION. 

The Senate resumed the consideration of the 
following resolution of Mr. Power x, as modified 
by him on the 10th instant: 


Resolved, That go much of the President’s message as 
relates to the present agitated and distracted condition of 
the country, and the grievances between the slaveholding 
and the non-slaveholding States, be referred to a special 
committee of thirteen members; and.that said committee 
be instructed to inquire into the present condition of the 
country, and report by bill or otherwise. 


Mr. WADE. Mr. President, at a time like 
this, when there scems to be a wild and unrea- 
soning excitement in many parts of the country, 
I certainly have very little faith in the efficacy of 
any argument that may be made; but at the same 
time, I must say, when I hear it stated by many 
Senators in this Chamber, where we all raised our 
hands to Heaven, and took a solemn oath to sup- 
port the Constitution of the United States, that 
we are on the eve of a dissolution of this Union, 
and that the Constitution is to be trampled under 
foot-—silence under such circumstances seems to 
me akin to treason itself. 

I have listened to the complaints on the other 
side patiently, and with an ardent desire to as- 
certain what was the particular difficulty under 
which they were laboring. Many of those who 
have supposed themselves aggrieved have spoken; 
but I confess that I am now totally unable to un- 
derstand precisely what it is of which they com- 
plain. Why, sir, the party which lately clected 
their President, and are prospectively to come 
into power, have never held an executive office 
under the General Government, nor has any indi- 
vidual of them. It is most manifest, therefore, 
that the party to which I-belong have as yet 
committed no act of which anybody can com- 
plain. If they have fearsasto the course that we 
may hereafter pursue, they are mere apprehen- 
sions—a bare suspicion; arising, I fear, out of their 
unwarrantable prejudices, and nothing clse. 

I wish to ascertain at the outset whether we 
are right; for I tell gentlemen that, if they can 


| convince me that I am holding any political prin- 


ciple that is not warranted by the Constitution 
under which we live, or that trenches upon their 
rights, they need not ask me to compromise it. 
I will be ever ready to grant redress, and to right 
myself whenever I am wrong. No man need 
approach me with a threat that the Government 
under which I live is to be destroyed; because I 
hope [ have now, and ever shall have, such a 
sense of justice that, when any man shows me 
that I am wrong, 1 shall be ready to right it with- 
out price or compromise. 


I think, however, that 


Now, sir, what is it of which gentlemen com- 
plain? When I left my home inthe West to come 
to this place, all was calm, cheerful, and contented. 
I heard of no discontent. I: apprehended that 
there was nothing to interrupt the harmonious 
course of our legislation. 1 did not Jearn that, 
since we adjourned from this place at the end of 
the last session, there had been any new fact 
intervening that should at all disturb the public 
mind. Ido not know that ‘there has been any 
encroachment upon the rights of any section of 
the country since that time; I came here, therefore, 
expecting to have a very harmonious session. It 
is very true, sir, that the great Republican party 
which has been organized ever since you repealed 
the Missouri compromise, and who gave you, four 
years ago, full warning that their growing strength 
would probably result as it has resulted, have 
carried the late election; but I did not suppose 
that would disturb the €quanimity of this body. 
I did suppose that every man who was observ- 
ant of the signs of the times might well see that 
things would result precisely as they have re- 
sulted. Nor dol andersen nov that anything 
growing out of that election is the cause of the 
present excitement that pervades the country. 

Why, Mr. President, this is a most singular 
state of things. Who is it that is complaining? 
They that have been in a minority? They that 
have been the subjects of an oppressive and ag- 
gressive Government? No,sir, Let us-suppose 
that when the leaders of the old glorious Revo- 
lution met at Philadelphia cighty-tour ycars ago 
to draw up a bill of indictment against a wicked 
King and his ministers, they had been at a loss 
what they should’‘sct forth as the causes of their 
complaint. They had no difliculty in setting 
them forth so that the great article of impeach- 
ment will go downto all posterity asa full justifi- 
cation of all the acts they did. But let us sup- 
pose that, instead of its being these old patriots 
who had met there to dissolve their connection 
with the British Government, and. to trample 
their flag under foot, it had been the ministers of 
the Crown, the leading members of the British 
Parliament, of the dominant party that had ruled 
Great Britain for thirty years previous: who 
would not have branded every man of them asa 
traitor? Itwould be said: «You whohave had the 
Government in your own hands; you who have 
been the ministers of the Crown, advising every- 
thing that has been done, set up here that you have 
been oppressed and aggrieved by the action of 
that very Government which you have directed 
yourselves.” Instead of a sublime revolution, the 
uprising of an oppressed people, ready to battle 
against unequal power for their rights, it would 
have been an act of treason. 

How is it with the leaders of this modern rev- 
olution? Are they in a position to complain of 
the action of this Government for years past? 
Why, sir, they have had more than two thirds 
of the Senate for many years past, and until very 
recently, and have almost that now. You—who 
complain, I ought to say-—represent but a little 
more than öne fourth of the free people of these 
United States, and yet your counsels prevail, and 
have prevailed all along for atleast ten years past. 
In the Cabinet, in the Senate of the United States, 
in the Supreme Court, in every department of the 
Government, your officers, or those devoted to 
you, have been in the majority, and have dic- 
iated all the policies of this Government. Is it 


-not strange, sir, that they who now oceupy these 


positions should come here and complain that 
their rights are stricken down by the action of 
the Government? . 

But what has caused this great excitement that 
undoubtedly prevails in a portion of our coun- 
try? Ifthe newspapers are to he credited, there 
is a reign of terror in all the citiesand large towns 
in the southern portion of this community that 
looks very much like the reign of terror in Paris 
during the French revolution. ‘There are acis 
of violence that we read of almost every. day, 
wherein the rights of northern men are stricken 
down, where they are sent back with indignities, 
where they are scourged, tarred, feathered, and 
murdered, and no inquiry made as to the cause. 


| {do not suppose that the regular Government, in 


times of excitement like these, is really responsi- 
ble for such acts. I know that these’ outbreaks 
of passion, these terrible excitements that some- 
times pervade a community, are’ entirely wre- 
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pressible by thé law ofthe country. I suppose that 
is the case now; because if these outrages against 
northern citizens were really authorized by the 
State authorities there, were they a foreign Gov- 
ernment, everybody knows, if it were the strong- 
est Government on earth, we should declare war 
upon her in one day. ` 

Bat what has caused this great excitement? 
Sir, Twill: tell you what I suppose itis. Ido 
not (and I say it frankly) so much blame the 
people of the South; because they believe, and 
they are led to believe by all the information that 
ever comes before them, that we, the dominant 
party to-day, who have just seized upon the reins 
of this Government, are their mortal enemies, 
and stand ready to trample their institutions un- 
der foot. They have been told so by our ene- 
mies at the North. Their misfortune, or their 
fault, is that they have lent a too easy ear to the 
insinuations of those who are our mortal ene- 
mies, while they would not hear us. 

Now I wish to inquire, in the first place, hon- 
estly, candidly, and fairly, whether the southern 
gentlemen on the other side of the Chamber, that 
complain so much, have any reasonable grounds 
for that complaint—L mean when they are really 
informed as to our position. 

Northern Democrats have sometimes said that 
we had personal liberty bills in some few of the 
States of the North, which somchow trenched 
upon the rights of the South under the fugitive bill to 
recapture their runaway slaves; a position that in 
not more than two or three cases, 30 faras I cansee, 
has the slightest foundation in fact; and even of 
those where it is most complained of, if the provis- 
ions of their law arereally repugnant to that of the 
United States, they are utterly void, and the courts 
would declare them so the moment you brought 
them up. Thus it is that Lam glad to hear the 
candor of those gentlemen on the other side, that 
they do not complain of these laws, The Senator 
from Georgia (Mr. Iverson] himself told us that 
they had never suffered any injury, to his knowl- 
edge and belief, from those bills, and they eared 
nothing about them. The Senator from Virginia 
{Mr. Mason] said the same thing; and I believe 
the Senator from Mississippi, [Mr. Brown.] You 
all, then, have given up this bone of contention, 
this matter of complaint which northern men 
have set forth as a gricvance more than any- 
body else. i 
: Mr. MASON, Will the Senator indulge me 
one moment? 

Mr. WADE. | Certainly. 

Mr. MASON. I know he does not intend to 
misrepresent me or other gentlemen here. What 
I said was, that the repeal of those laws would 
furnish no cause of satisfaction to the southern 
States. Our opinions of those laws we gave freely. 
We said the repeal of those laws would give no 
satisfaction. 

Mr. WADE. Mr. President, I do not intend 
to misrepresentanything, Tunderstood those gen- 
tlemen to suppose that they had not been injured 
by them. I understood the Senator from Virginia 
to believe that they were enacted ina spirit of hos- 
tility to the institutions of the South, and to ob- 
ject to them not because the acts themselves had 
done them any hurt, but because they were really 
astamp of degradation upon southern men, or 
something like that—I do not quote his words. 
The other Senators that referred to it probably in- 
tended to be understood in the same way; but they 
did acquit these laws of having done them injury 
to their knowledge or belief. i 

ĮI do not believe that these laws were, as the 
Senator supponed, enacted with a view to exas- 
perate the South, or to put them in a position of 
degradation. Why, sir, these laws against kid- 
napping are as old as the common law itself, as 
that Senator well knows. To take a freeman and 
forcibly carry him out of the jurisdiction of the 
State, has ever been, by all civilized countries, ad- 
judged to be a great crime; and in most of them, 
wherever I have understood anything about it, 
they have penal laws to punish such an offense. 
I believe the State of Virginia has one to-day as 
stringent in all its provisions as almost any other 
of which you complain. I have not looked over 
the statute-books of the South; but Ido not doubt 


that there will be found this species of legislation 


upon all your statute-books. 
Here let me say, because the subject occurs to 
me right here, the Senator from Virginia seemed 


not so much to point out any specific acts that 
northern people had done injurious to your prop- 
erty, as whathe took to be a dishonor and a deg- 
radation. Ithink I feel as sensitive upon that 
subject as any other man. If I know myself, I 
am the last man that would be the advocate of any 
law or any act that would humiliate or dishonor 


|| any section of this country, or any individual in 


it; and, on the other hand, let me tell these gen- 
tlemen I am exceedingly sensitive upon that same 
point, whatever they may think aboutit. I would 
‘rather sustain an mjury- than an insult or dis- 
honor; and I would be as unwilling to inflict it 
upon others.as I would be to submit to it myself. 
I never will do either the one or the other if I 
know it. . 

I have already said that these gentlemen who 
make these complaints have for a long series of 
years had this Governmentin their own kecping. 
They belong to the dominant majority. 1 may 
say that these same gentlemen who rise up on this 
floorand draw their bill of indictment against us, 
have been the leaders of that dominant party for 
many years past. Therefore, if there is anything 
in the legislation of the Federal Government that 
is not right, you, and not we, are responsible for 
it; for we never have been invested with the power 
to modify or control the legislation of the country 
foran hour. I know that charges have been 
made and rung in our ears, and reiterated over 
and over again, that we have been unfaithfel in 
the execution of your fugitive bill. Sir, that 
law is exceedingly odious to any free people. It 
deprives us of all the old guarantees of liberty 
that the Anglo-Saxon race everywhere have con- 
sidered sacred—more sacred than anything else. 

Mr.GREEN. Will the Senator from Ohio 
allow me to say a word? 

Mr. WADE. Certainly. 

Mr. GREEN. Itis simply this: It has been 
said Wat the practical operation of the so-called 
liberty bills of the North has not affected any- 
body; but they do act as evidence of a public sen- 
timent adverse to the execution of the Federallaw 
to reclaim our slaves under the Constitution; and 
arepeal of those laws would not be worth one 
single straw while the sentiment remains. [know 
from practical observation that in nine cases out 
of ten you cannot catch a fugitive slave; and I 
know more than that; you forfeit your life when- 
ever you make the attempt. 

One word more: when itis said that this fugi- 
tive slave law is obnoxious to the North, and runs 
counter to these old guarantees concerning per- 
sonal liberty, L say that the recovery of fugitives 
from justice is, under the Constitution and under 
the law, just as summary without trial by jury, 
and must of necessity be so. Why is not the 
same complaint made about forgers,and murder- 
ers, and scoundrels that steal? Not a word of 
liberty bills in their behalf; but all for the negro. 
[Applause in the galleries. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Foster 
in the chair.) The Chair will feel called upon to 
enforce the order to clear the galleries if any dis- 
turbance occurs hereafter. 

Mr. WADE. Never mind, Mr. President; let 
them cheer the fugitive slave law if they please. 
i have no objection to it. 

Mr. MASON. [ask the Senator to allow me 
one instant. Ll wish to say that if this disorder 
again occurs—if this indignity is again offered to 
the Senate—I shall decm it my duty to insist that 
the rules of the Senate be enforced, and the gal- 
leries cleared. 

Mr. HALE. Suppose we consider that threat 
made for every day during the rest of the session. 
It has been made every day heretofore, and has 
never been enforced, and probably never will be. 
(Laughter. ] 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will 
repeat that he will feel himself bound by the rules 
of the Senate to order the galleries to be cleared 
if a disturbance is made, without a motion from 
any member of the Senate, considering that the 
Chair is bound to enforce the rules. The Sena- 
tor from Ohio will proceed. 

Mr. WADE. Mr. President, the gentleman 
says, if I understood him, that these fugitives 
might be turned over to the authorities of the 
State from whence they came. That would bea 
very poor remedy for a free man in humble circum- 
stances who was taken under the provisions of 
this billin a summary way, to be carried—where? | 


pand at length, with a magnanimity that 
mend, have said that this was not so. 


Where he came from? There is no law that re- 
quires that he should be carried there. Sir, if he 
is afree man he may be carried into the market 
place anywhere in aslave State; and what chance 
has he, a poor, ignorant individual, anda stranger, 
of asserting any rights there, even if there were 
no prejudices or partialities against him? That 
would be the mere mockery of justice and nothing 
else, and the Senator well knows it. Sir, I know 
that from the stringent, summary provisions of 
this bill, free men have been kidnapped and carried 
into captivity and sold into everlasting slavery. 
Will any man who has a regard to the sovereign 
rights of the State rise here and complain that a 
State shall not make a law to protect her own 
people against kidnapping and violent seizures 
from abroad? Of all men, I believe those who 
have made most of these complaints should be the 
last to rise and deny the power of a sovereign State 
to protect her own citizens against any Federal 
legislation whatever. ‘These liberty bills, in my 
judgment, have been passed, not with a view of 
degrading the South, but with an honest purpose 
of guarding the rights of their own citizens from 
unlawful seizures and abductions. Twas exceed- 
ingly glad to hear that the Senators on the other 
side had arisen in their places and had said that 
the repeal of those laws would not relieve the 
case from the difficulties under which they now 
labor. 

How is it with the execution of your fugitive 
bill? Sir, I have heard it here, I have read it in 
the papers, I have met it everywhere, that the 
people of the free States, and especially the great 
Republican party, were unfaithful on this subject, 
and did not properly execute thislaw, It has been 
said, with aek a tone and under such circum- 


| stances here, that, although I was sure that in the 


State from which I come these insinuations had 
no foundation in truth, I could not rise here and 
repel them in the face of those that say, We will 
not believe a single word you say. I never did, 
and I never would, until our enemies, those who 
have ever opposed us and who have censured us 
upon this subject, had arisen here in their ae 
com- 
My col- 
league, with a magnanimity for which I give him 
my thanks, has stood forth here to testify that in 
the State which Lin part represent, the Republi- 
can courts and the Republican juries have fulfilled 
this repulsive duty with perfect faithfulness, So 
said the Senator from Illinois, [Mr. Doverass] 
and if l understood him, so also said the Senator 
from Indiana, [Mr. Fircu.] Therefore, sir, this 
calumny upon us is removed so far as the state- 
ment of our political enemies can make the aver- 
ment good. I know that our courts, when a case 
is brought before them—I do not care what their 
politics may be—fcel bound to administer the law 
just as they find it; and let me say to gentlemen 
from the South upon the other side, where you 
have lost one slave from the unfaith fulness of our 
legislative or judicial tribunals, we have had ten 
men murdered by your mobs, frequently under 
circumstances of the most savage character. 
Why, sir, I can hardly take up a paper—and 
1 rely, too, upon southern papers—which does 
not give an account of the cruel treatment of some 
man who is traveling for pleasure or for business 
in your quarter; and the lightest thing you do is 
to visit him with a vigilance committce, and com- 
pel him to return: ** We give you so long to make 
your way out of our coast? “ Whatisthe aceu- 
sation?” ‘Why, sir, you are from Ohio.” They 
do not even inquire what party he belongs to, or 
what standard he has followed. I say this is the 
case, if I may rely on the statements of your own 
papers; and many of these outrages occur under 
circumstances of cruelty that would disgrace a 
savage; and we have no security now in travel- 
ing in nearly one half of the Union, and espe- 
cially the gulf States of this Confederacy. I care 
not what a man’s character may be; he may be 
perfectly innocent of every charge; he may bea 
man who never has violated any law under heaven; 
and yet if be goes down into those States, and it 
is ascertained that heis from the North, and espe- 
cially if he differs from them in the exercise of 
his political rights, if he has voted for Lincoln in- 
stead of for somebody else, it is a mortal offense, 
punishable by indignity, by tar and feathers, by 
stripes, and even by death; and yet you, whose. 
constituents are guilty of all these things, can 
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stand forth and accuse us of being unfaithful to 
the Constitutionof the United States! Gentlemen 
had better look at home. 

Gentlemen, it will be very well for us all to 
take a view of all the phases of this controversy 
before we come to such conclusions as seem to 
have been arrived at in some quarters. 1 make 
the assertion here that I do not believe, in the 
history of the world, there ever was a nation ora 
people where a law repugnant to the general feel- 
ing was ever executed with the same faithfulness 
as has been your mostsavageand atrocious fugitive 
bill in the Norah. You ‘yourselves can scarcely 
point outany case that has come before any north- 
ern tribunal in which the law has not been en- 
forecd to the very letter. You ought to know 
these facts, and you do know them, You all 
know that when a law is passed anywhere to bind 
any pcople, who feel, in conscience, or for any 
other reason, opposed to its execution, it is not 
in human nature to enforce it with the same cer- 
tainty as a law that meets with the approbation 
of the great mass of the citizens. Every rational 
man understands this, and every candid man will 
admit it. Therefore it is that I do not violently 
impeach you for your unfaithfulness in the cxe- 
cution of many of your laws. You have in South 
Carolina a law by which you take free citizens of 
Massachusetts or any other maritime State, who 
visit the city of Charleston, and lock them up in 
jail under the penalty, if they cannot pay the jail- 
fees, of eternal slavery staring them in the face— 
a monstrous Jaw, revolting to the best feelings of 
humanity and violently in conflict with the Con- 
stitution of the United States. I do not say this 
by way of recrimination; for the excitement per- 
vading the country is now so great that I do not 
wish to add a single coal to the flame; but never- 
theless I wish the whole truth to appear. 

Then, sir, whatisitof which complaint is made? 
You have bad the legislative power of the country 
and you have had the Executive of the country, 
as I have said already. You own the Cabinet, 
you own the Senate, and, I may add, you own 
the President of the United States as much as you 
own the servant upon your own plantation, 
{Laughter.] I cannotsee, then, very clearly, why 
it is that southern men can rise here and complain 
of the action of this Government. I have already 
shown that it is perfectly impossible for you now 
to point outany act of which the Republican party 
ean possibly be guilty, of which you complain; 
because at no period yet have they had the power 
of making any rule or regulation or Jaw that could, 
by possibility, affect you; and, therefore, I under- 
stand that when Senators rise up here to justify 
the overthrow of this Government, to break it up, 
to resolve it into its original elements, they do so 
upon the mere suspicion that the Republican party 
may somehow affect their rights or violate the 
Constitution. 

Sir, what doctrines do we hold detrimental to 
you? is the next inquiry that I wish to make. 
Are we the setters forth of any new doctrines 
under the Constitution of the United States? I 
tell you nay. ‘There is no principle held to-day 
by this great Republican party that has not had 
the sanction of your Government in every depart- 
ment for more than seventy years. You have 
changed your opinions. We stand where we used 
to stand. That is the only difference. Upon the 
slavery question, the only doctrine you can find 
touching it in our platform or our action, the only 
position we oceupy in regard to it, is that formerly 
occupied by the most revered statesmen of this 
nation. Sir, we stand where Washington stood, 
where Jefferson stood, where Madison stood, 
where Monroe stood. We stand where Adams 
and Jackson, and even Polk, stood. Thatrevered 
statesman, Henry Clay, of blessed memory, with 
his dying breath asserted the doctrine that we 
hold to-day. Why, then, are we held up before 
the community as violators of your rights? You 
have come in late in the day to accuse us of har- 
boring these opinions. 

_ Lask, then, what doctrines do we hold of which 
you can rightfully complain? You have pointed 
out none. You do not complain of the execution 
of the fugitive slave bill; you do not complain of 
the liberty bills; you do ‘not complain that Mr. 


Lincoln is a violent man, who will probably do | 
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violation of your rights, or in violation of the 
Constitution of the United States. 

Mr. IVERSON. ‘Will the Senator allow me 
to ask him when I said that? 

Mr. WADE. I do not quote the Senator’s 
words, but I believe I have them here. 

Mr. IVERSON. The Senator is mistaken. I 
made no such remark. 

Mr. WADE. Then I would thank the Sena- 
tor to repeat what his remark was on that point; 
for I understood him as I have stated. 

Mr. IVERSON. I.refer the Senator to the 
record of my speech. 

Mr. WADE. [| think it is there. I understood 
the Senator expressly to say what I have stated— 
I will look up the sentence—that he had not any 
apprehension that Mr. Lincoln would do any- 
thing in violation of the Constitution of the Uni- 
ted States; but the Senator’s grievance, as I un- 
derstood it, was, that a hostile chief magistrate 
might, within the power of the Constitution, so 
administer the Government as to do away with 
slavery in ten years. Thatis what I understood 
him to say. 

Mr. IVERSON. I did say, in substance, that 
the Republican party having the power of the 
Government, without any palpable violation of 
the Constitution, might so operate upon the in- 
stitution of slavery as to affect it, and probably 
extinguish it; but I did not say that Idid not ap- 
prehend from Mr. Lincoln any violation of the 
Constitution of the United States. I do appre- 
hend that he will violate the Constitution when- 
ever he can with impunity; wherever he can 
affect the institution of slavery by such violation. 

Mr. WADE. It is of no great consequence 
what the Senator said on that subject. 1 will only 
say that from Mr. Lincoln’s character and con- 
duct, from his youth up, you have no right to 
draw any inference that he will trespass upon the 


rights of any man; and if you harbor any such | 


suspicion, it is in consequence of an unwarranted 
prejudice, and nothing else. 


Now, sir, I should like to have the Senators on | 
the other side tell me when ever a Republican has | 


violated, or ever proposed to violate, a right.of 
theirs. Ihave listened to your arguments here 
for about a weck. They are all in very general 
terms. Theyare very loosely drawn indictments, 
and I do not know where‘to meet you at all. Is 
there anything in our platform detrimental to 
your rights, unless in modern times you have set 
up a construction of the Constitution of the Uni- 
ted States differing from ours -—we following the 
old beaten track of every department of the Gov- 
ernment for more than seventy years, and you 
switching off, as it were, upon another track, and 
setting up yoursas orthodox—thatisall. [Laugh- 
ter.] You say that we must follow you. We 
choose to follow the old landmarks. ‘That is the 
complaint against us. 

Mr. POWELL. The Senator from Ohio will 
allow me. He seems to assert that we have made 
no specific chargesagainstany Republican. Why, 
sir, in the very few remarks which I made in the 
running debate a few days ago, I called the Sen- 
ator’s attention to the act of the present Governor 
Dennison, of Ohio, who refused to deliver up a 
fugitive from justice from the State of Kentucky, 
charged with the offense of negro stealing. 1 wish 
to know from the Senator, whether or not he 
justifies or approves of the action of Governor 
Dennison in that case? That is a specific and 
direct charge upon the record. I have the record 
before me. 
general and Governor of Ohio setting forth dis- 
tinctly that they refused to deliver that fugitive 


from justice, because he was not charged with an | 


offense that was a crime under the laws of Ohio, 
or the common law. I wish to know distinctly 
from the Senator whether he justifies his Governor 
inthatact?  # 

Mr. WADE. The Senator has asked me a 
question that is a little difficult: it is a subject on 
which lawyers and judges may differ. It isa 
question that I have investigated a little since it 
was up incidentally before. 1 know that the prac- 
tice of the different States has been variant upon 
it; but Mr. Stanberry, now a citizen of the Sen- 
ator’s own State, and, I beliove, one of the first 
lawyers in it, gave an opinion precisely like that 
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subject. Ido not know how that is; Ihave not 
resorted to all these old récords; but I ‘believe, 
from all I know, that he:was following the pre- 
cedent set by your own Governors; ‘but whether 
he was or not, there always has becn a difficulty 
upon that subject. I know very well that when 
States have created crimes of acts which are ‘not 
mala in se, when they have passed laws barely 
prohibitory of some act which is not deemed im- 
moral, many of the States have'refused to sur- 
render fugitives under such circumstances: and I 
am far from saying that they are not tight.. How- 
ever, it is a question of law about which I leave 
legal gentlemen to their own opinion. Certainly, 
you can draw no inference against the Governor 
of Ohio for following precedents that had been 
set, if fam rightly informed, by your own Gov- 
ernor, and especially when one of the most con- 
servative men that I know, now a resident of 
your own State, and one of the best lawyers, I 
presume, either in that State or Ohio, laid down 
the rule as a precedent on which Governor Den-. 
nison went. All this is entirely aside from the 
issue; it is a question affecting the return of fugi- 
tives from justice, of which I heard no complaint 
until the other day. 

Mr. POWELL. The Senator will allow me 
to say that I do not think he has answered my 
question. I wish to know whether the Senator 
justifies and approves the act of his Governor? 
So far as the precedent of the Governor of Ken- 
tucky is concerned, I should be obliged to the 
Senator if he would produce it; but Tdo not be~ 
lieve that any such precedent exists. I wish the 
gentleman to say directly whether or not he ap- 

roves the act of his Governor in this case. 

Mr. WADE. Ido not care to be catechised 
on a question of law arising incidentally here; 
and the reason is, because Ï should want to go 
more deeply into the precedents and history of 
that kind of adjudication than lam now prepared 
for. I certainly cannot condemn the Governor 
of Ohio for acting in accordance with that which 
everybody may well see might exist everywhere. 
I would like to answer as a judge would on the 
bench, when inquired of as to what is the Jaw. 
That determines it. Iwould not be governed by 
any prejudice growing out of the peculiar nature 
of the case; but I should inquire what is the law. 
I am for administering the law aš it is; and if 
anybody can tell me precisely what it is in this 
respect, I am for it without any regard to the’ 
subject-matter upon which it operates. 

Mr. POWELL. I despair of getting an an- 
swer from the Senator on that subject. I have 
brought a case, and put it distinctly to him, 
and he refuses either to justify or condemn. 
have brought forward a case in which the Re- 
publican Governor of his own State has put the 
laws and Constitution of his country under his 
feet, and, in my judgment, as I said the other day, 
acted in disregard of his oath. The Senator does 
not mect the question. He speaks in eulogy of 
the Republicans, as having executed the fugitive 
slave law. I would ask that honorable Senator 
if he himself is in favor. of the rigid execution of 
the fugitive slave law. It is unnecessary to be 
dealing in this kind of generalities. I wish to 
know from the honorable Senator himself, as one 
of the leaders of his party, if he stands here to 
proclaim to the Senate and to thecountry that he 
is in favor of executing the fugitive slave law; 
and I wish further to ask the Senator if the Re- 
publican Legislature of the State of Ohio has not 
passed a statute backing up Governor Dennison 
in the decision to which I have referred, and 
whether or not he approves of that legislation? 

Mr. WADE. Mr. President, Ido not know 


that I am awitnessin this case, and certainly not 
| to answer all the law questions in the world. 
{Laughter.] I have told the Senator all that I 
think I ought to tell him. I am for the execution 
of any law thatisalaw; but Iam not here argu- 
endo, on the spur of the occasion, to attempt to 
decide what that law is on a disputed question. 
ĮI will never do that. (Mr. Poweru rose.} I 
would rather not be interrupted, because nothing 
can come of these questions. I do not-ask ‘the 
Senator any questions, and I do not like to be 
questioned in this way, because it leads me off 
from the train of my argument. 


pA 


of Mr. Dennison, upon which the present attor- j]; Mr.POWELL. The Sensors eaks of offenses 
ney general of Ohio founded his; and he says he |! that are mala in se. I ask him whether he regards 
got itfrom#tgecision in Kentucky upon the same |i stealing a slave an offense of that kind? 


you any injury. The Senator from Georgia told 
us that he had no apprehensions that Mr, Lin- 
coln, ın his administration, would do any act in 
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Mr. WADE. Mr. President, I do not choose 
to be catechised on these subjects 

Mr. POWELL. I presume not. 2 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Foster 
in the chair.) The Senator from Ohio has the 
floor, unless he chooses to yield it. 

Mr. WADE, I think I have made all the 
answer to the Senator that Fought to make under 
the cireumistances, 

Mr. POWELL. Ifthe Senator will allow me, 
l will say that I have a resolution 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Sen- 
ator from Ohio give way? : 

Mi. POWELL. A resolution passed by the 
Republican State convention of his State in June 
last——- 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Sen- 
ator from Ohio give way to the Senator from Ken- 
tucky? 

Mr. WADE. 
argument. 

Mr. POWELL. Will the Senator allow me 
to catechise him on that resolution? 

Mr. WADE. No, sir; Iwill not be catechised 
any further, 

Mr. POWELL. I suppose not. I would then 
say to the honorable Senator that he should not 
ask for special cases unless he is willing to be cat- 
echised and face the music on them. 

Mr. WADE. I will not be catechised upon 
the Levitical law, or any other law, under these 
circumstances. It is very easy to ask a great 
many questions that a man is not prepared to an- 
swer, especially a lawyer, ora judge. Ido not 
think there is any great difficulty involved in the 
questions that the gentleman puts; but they are 
out of place; they are entirely disconnected with 
the course of argument that lei pursuing. 

Mr. POWELL. Ifthe Senator will allow me, 
I will remind him that he called upon Senators 
on this side of the Chamber to specify. 

Mr. WADE. I called upon them to specify 
what they complained of in regard to the fugitive 
slave bill, and the gentleman has got up a case 
where he says the Governor of Ohio refused to 
issue his warrant to deliver up a fugitive from 
justice; and then he catechiscs me as to whether 
I am in favor of the decision or against it, or the 
legislation founded upon it. Udo not know any- 
thing about either, more than I have stated. 

Now, Mr. President, I have shown, I think, 
that the dominant majority here have nothing to 
complain of in the legislation of Congress, or in 
the legislation of any of the States, orin the prac- 
tice of the people of the North, under the fugitive 
slave bill, except so far as they say certain State 
legislation furnishes some evidence of hostility to 
their institutions. And here, sir, I beg to make an 
observation. I tell the Senator, and T tell all the 
Senators, that the Republican party of the north- 
ern States, so faras I know, and of my own State 
in particular, hold the same opintons with regard 


I would rather continue my 


to this peculiar institution of yours that are held 
by all the civilized nations of the world. We do 


not differ from the public sentiment of England, 
of France, of Germany, of Italy, and every other 
civilized nation on God’s earth; and I tell you 
frankly that you never found, and you never will 
find, a free community that are in love with your 
peculiar institution, The Senator from Texas 
{Mr. Wierarr] told ug the other day that cotton 
was king, and that by its influence it would gov- 
ern all creation. He did not say so in words, but 
that was the substance of hisremark: that cotton 
was king, and that it had its. subjects in Europe 
who dared not rebel againstit. Here let me say 
to that Senator, in passing, that it turns out that 
they are very rebellious subjects, and they are 
talking very disrespectfully at present of that 
king that he spoke of. They defy you to exer- 
cise your power over them. They tell you that 
they sympathize in this controversy with what 
you call the black Republicans. Therefore I hope 
that, so far as Europe is concerned at least, we 
shall hear no more of this boast that cotton is 
king; and that he is going to rule all the civilized 
nations of the world, and bring them to his foot- 
stool. Sir, it will never be done. 

But, sir, I wish to inquire whether the southern 
peopleare injured by, or haveany justrightto com- 
plain of, that platform of principles that we put 
out, and on which we have elected a President and 
VicePresident. fÍ have noconcealments to make, 
and I shall talk to you, my southern friends, pre- 


cisely as J would talk upon the stump on the sub- 
ject. I tell you that in that platform we did lay 
it down that we would, if we had the power, pro- 
hibit slavery from another inch of free territory 
under this Government. I stand on that position 
to-day. I have argued it probably to half a mil- 
lion people. They stand there, and have commis- 
sioncd and enjoined me to stand there forever; 
and, so help me God, I will. I say to you frankly, 
gentlemen, that while we hold this doctrine, there 
is no Republican, there is no convention of Re- 
publicans, there is no paper that speaks for them, 
there is no orator that sets forth their doctrines, 
who ever pretends that they have any right-in 
your States to interfere with your peculiar insti- 
tution; but, on the other hand, our authoritative 


| platform repudiates the idea that we have any 


right or any inteption ever to invade your pecu- 
liar institution in your own States. 

Now, whatdo youcomplain of? You are going 
to break up this Government; you are going to 
involve us in war and blood, from a mere suspi- 
cion that we shall justify that which we stand 
everywhere pledged not to do. Would you be 
justified in the eyes of the civilized world in 
taking so monstrous a position, and predicating 
it on a bare, groundless suspicion? We do not 
love slavery. Did you not know that before to- 
day? before this session commenced? Have you 
not a perfect confidence that the civilized world 
are against you on this subject of loving slavery 
or believing that itis the best institution in the 
world? Why, sir, everything remains precisely 
as it was a year ago. No great catastrophe has 
occurred, There is no recent occasion to accuse 
us of anything. But all at once, when we mect 
here, a kind of gloom pervades the whole com- 
munity and the Senate Chamber. Gentlemen rise 
and tell us that they are on the eve of breaking 
up this Government, that seven or cight States 
are going to break off their connection with the 
Government, retire from the Union, and set up a 
hostile Government of their own, and they look 
imploringly over to us, and say to us ‘you can 
prevent it; we can do nothing to prevent; but it 
all lies with you. Well, sir, what can we do to 
prévent it? You have not even condescended to 
tell us what you want; but I think I sce through 
the speeches that I have heard from gentlemen 
on the other side. If we would give up the ver- 
dict of the people, and take your platform, I do 
not know but you would be. satisfied with it. I 
think the Senator from Texas rather intimated, 
and I think the Senator from Georgia more than 
intimated, that if we would take what is exactly 
the Charleston platform on which Mr. Breckin- 
ridge was placed, and give up that on which we 
won our victory, you would grumblingly and 
hesitatingly be satisfied. 

Mr. IVERSON. I would prefer that the Sen- 
ator would look over my remarks before quoting 
them so confidently. I made no such statement 
as that. I did not say that I would be satisfied 
with any such thing. I would not be satisfied 
with it. 

Mr. WADE. I did not say that the Senator 
said so; but-by construction ] gathered that from 
his speech. I do not know that I was right in it. 

Mr. IVERSON. The Senator is altogether 
wrong inhis construction. 

Mr. WADE. Well, sir, I have now found 
what the Senator said on the other point to which 
he called my attention a little while ago. Here 
it is: 

& Nor do we suppose that there will be any overt acts 
upon the part of Mr. Lincoln. for one, I do not dread these 
overt aéts. J do not propose to wait for then. Why, sir, 
the power of this Federal Government could be so exercised 
against the institution of slavery in the southern States, as 
that, without an overt act, the institution would not last 
ten years. We know that, sir; andseeing the storin which 
is approaching, although it may be seemingly in the dis- 
tance, we are determined to seek our own safety and secu- 
rity before it shall burst upon us and owerwbelm us with 
its fury, when we are not in a situation to defend our- 
selves.” 

That is what the Senator said. 

Mr. IVERSON. Yes; that is what I said. 

Mr. WADE. Well, then, you did not expect 
that Mr. Lincoln would commit any overt act 
against the Constitution—that was not it—you 
were not going to wait for that, but were going 
to proceed on your supposition that probably he 
might; and that is the sense of what I said before. 
e Well, Mr. President, I have disavowed all in- 
tention on the part of the Republican, party to 


|| great difficulty ! 


harm a hair of your heads anywhere. We hold 
to no doctrine that.can possibly work you an 
inconvenience. We have been faithful’ to the 
execution of all the laws in which you have any 
interest, as stands confessed on this floor by your 
| own party, and as is known to me without their 
| confessions. It is not, then, that Mr. Lincoln is 

expected to do any overt act by which you may 
be injured; you will not wait for any; but antic- 
ipating that the Government may work an in- 
jury, you say you will put an end to it, which 
means simply, that you intend either to rule or 
ruin this Government, That is what your com- 
plaint comes to; nothing else. e do not like 
your institution, you say. Well, we never liked 
it any better than we do now. You might as 
well have dissolved the Union at any other period 
as now, on that account, for we stand in relation 
to it precisely as we have ever stood: that is, re- 
pudiating it among ourselves as a matter of policy 
and morals, but nevertheless admitting that where 
it is out of our jurisdiction, we have no hold 
upon it, and no designs upon it. f 

Then, sir, as there is nothing in the platform 
on which Mr. Lincoln was elected of which you 
complain, I ask, is there anything in the charac- 
ter of the President elect of which you ought to 
complain? Has he not lived a blameless life? 
Did he ever transgress any law? Has he ever com- 
mitted any violation of duty of which the most 
scrupulous can complain? hy, then, your sus- 
picions that he will? Ihave shown that you have 
had the Government all the time until, by some 
misfortune or maladministration, you brought it 
to the very verge of destruction, and the wisdom 
of the people had discovered that it was high 
time that the scepter should depart from you, and 
be placed in more competent hands; I say that 
this being so, you have no constitutional right to 
complain; especially when we disavow any inten- 
tion so to make use of the victory we have won 
as to injure you at all, 

This brings me, sir, to the question of com- 
promises. On the first day of this session, a Sen- 
ator rose in his place and offered a resolution for 
the appointment of a committee to inquire into 
the evils that exist between the different sections, 
and to ascertain what can be done to settle this 
That is the proposition, sub- 
stantially. I tell the Senator that I know of no 
difficulty; and as to compromises, I had supposed 
that we werc all agreed that the day of compro- 
miscs was at an end. The most solemn com- 
| promises we have ever made have been violated 
without a whereas. Since I have had a seat in 
this body, one of considerable antiquity, that had 
stood for more than thirty years, was swept away 
from your statute-books. When I stood here in 
the minority arguing against it; when I asked you 
; to withhold your hand; when I told you it was a 
sacred compromise between the sections, and that 
when it was removed we should be brought face 
to face with all that sectional bitterness that has 
intervened; when { told you that it was a sacred 
compromise which no man should touch with his 
finger, what was your reply? That it was a mere 
act of Congress—nothing more, nothing less—and 
that it could be swept away by the same majority 
that passed it. That was true in point of fact, 
and true in point of law; but it showed the weak- 
ness of compromises. Now, sir, I only speak 
for myself; and I say that, in view of the manner 
in which other compromises have been heretofore 
treated, I should hardly think any two of the 
Democratic party would look each other in the 
face and say ‘*compromise’’ without a smile. 
[Laughter.] A compromise to be brought about 
by act of Congress, after the experience we have 
had, is absolutely ridiculous, ` 

But what have we to compromise? Sir, I am 
one of those who went forth with zeal to main- 
tain the principles of the great Republican party. 
In a constitutional way we met, as you met. We 
nominated our candidates for President and Vice 
President, and you did the same for yourselves. 
The issue was made up; and we went to the peo- 
ple upon it. Although we have been usually in 
the minority; although we have been generally 
l beaten, yet, this time, the justice of our princi- 
ples, and the maladministration of the Govern- 
ment in your hands, convinced the people that a 
| change ought to be wrought; and after you had 
tried your utmost, and we had tried our utmost, 
we beat you; and we beat you upon the plainest 
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and most palpable issue that ever was presented 
to the American people, and one that they under- 
stood the best. ‘There is no mistaking it; and 
now, when we come to the Capitol, I tell you 
that our President and our Vice President must 
be inaugurated, and administer the Government 
as all their predecessors have done. Sir, it would 
be humiliating and dishonorable to us if we were 
to listen to a compromise by which he who has 
the verdict of the people in his pocket, should 
make his way to the presidential chair. When 
it comes to that, you have no Government; an- 
archy intervenes; civil war may follow it; all the 
evils that may come to the human imagination 
may be consequent upon such a course as that. 
The moment the American peopie cut loose from 
the sheet anchor of free government and liberty— 
that is, whenever it is denied in this Government 
that a majority fairly given shall rule—the people 
are unworthy of free government. Sir, I know 
not what others may do; but I tell you that, with 
the verdict of the people given in favor of the plat- 
form upon which ourcandidates have been elected, 
so far as I am concerned, I would suffer anything 
to come before I would compromise that away. 
I regard it as a case where | have no right to ex- 
tend comity or generosity. A right, an absolute 
right, the most sacred that a free people can ever 
bestow on any man, is their undisguised, fair 
verdict, that gives him a title to the office that he 
is chosen to fill; and he is recreant to the princi- 
ale of free government who will ask a question 
beyond the fact whether a man has the verdict of 
the people, or if he will entertain for a momenta 
proposition in addition to that, It is all I want. 
f we cannot stand there, we cannot stand any- 
where. Any other principle than that would be 
as fatal to you, my friends, as to us. On any 
other principle, anarchy must immediately ensue. 
You say that he comes from a particular section 
of the country. What ofthat? Ifhe isan hon- 
est man, bound by his constitutional duties, has 
he not as good a right to come from one side as 


the other? Here, gentlemen, we ought to under- | 


stand cach other’s duties a little. Lappeal to every 
candid man upon the other side, and I put this 
question: if you had clected your candidate, Mr. 
‘Breckinridge, although we should have been a 
good deal dishcartened, as everybody is that loses 
his choice in such a matter as this; although it 
would have been an overthrow that we should 
have deplored very much, as we have had occa- 
sion almost alwaysto deplorethe result of national 
elections, still do you believe that we would have 
raised a hand against the Constitution ofour coun- 
try because we were fairly beaten in an election? 
Sir, I do not believe there is a man on the other 
side who will not do us more credit than to sup- 
pore that if the case were reversed, there would 
e any complaint on our side. ‘There never has 
been any from us under similar circumstances, 
and there would notbe now. Sir, I think we have 
patriotism cnough to overcome the pride and the 
prejudice of the canvass, and submit gracefully 
to the unmistakable verdict of the people; and as 
I have shown that you have nothing else to com- 
lain of, I take it that this is your complaint. 
Some of you have said that the election of Mr. 
Lincoln showed hostility to you and your insti- 
tution. Sir, itis the common fate of parties to 
differ, and one does not intend to follow exactly 
the course of policy of the other; but when you 
talk of constitutional rightsand duties, Honest men 
will observe them alike, no matter to what party 
they belong. ` 
I say, then, that so far as I am concerned, | 
will yield to no compromise.: Ido not come here 
begging, either. It would be an indignity to the 
people that I represent if I were to stand here 
parleying as to the rights of the party to which 
Í belong. We have won our right to the Chief 
Magistracy of this nation in the way that you 
have always won your predominance; and if you 
are as willing to do justice to others as to exact 
it from them, you would never raise an inquiry 
as to a committee forcompromises. Here] beg, 
barely for myself, to say one thing more. Many 


of you stand in an attitude hostile to this Govern- | 


ment; that is to say, you occupy an attitude 
where you threaten that, unless we do se and so, 
you will go out of this Union and destroy the 
Government. I say to you, for myself, that, in 
my private capacity, I never yielded to anything 
by way of threat, and in my public capacity I 


have no right to yield to any such thing; and 
therefore 1 would not entertain a proposition for 
any compromise; for, in my judgment, this long, 
chronic controversy that has existed between us 
must be met, and met upon thé principles of the 
Constitution and laws, and met now. IJ hope it 
may be adjusted to the satisfaction of all; and I 
know no other way to adjust it, except that way 
which is laid down by the Constitution of the 
United States. Whenever we go astray from 
that, we are sure to plunge ourselves into difficul- 
ties. The old Constitution of the United States, 


| although commonly and frequently in direct oppo- 


sition to what I could wish, nevertheless, in my 
judgment, is the wisest and best Constitution that 
ever yetorganized a free Government; and by its 
provisions I am willing, and intend, to stand or 
fall. Like the Senator from Mississippi, I ask 
nothing more. I ask no ingrafting uponit. Task 
nothing to be taken away from it. Under its pro- 
visions a nation has grown faster than any other 
inthe history of the world ever did before in pros- 
perity, in power, and in all that makes a nation 
great and glorious. It has ministered to the ad- 
vantages of this people; and now I am unwilling 
to add or take away anything till I can sce much 
clearer than I can now that it wants cither any 
addition or lopping off. 

There is one other subject about which I ought 
to say something. On that side of the Chamber, 
you claim the constitutional right, if | understand 
you, to secede from the Government at pleasure, 
and set up an adverse Government of your own; 
that one State, or any number of States, havea 
perfect constitutional right to do it. Sir, I can 
find no warrant in the Constitution for any doc- 
trine like that. In my judgment, it would be sub- 
versive of all constitutional obligation. If this is 
so, we really have not now, and never have had, 
a Government; for that certainly is no Govern- 
ment of which a State can do just as it pleases, 
any more than it would be of an individual. How 
can a man be said to be governed by law, if he 
will obey the law or not just as he sees fit? It 
puts you out of the pale of Government, and re- 
duces this Union of ours, of which we have all 
boasted so much, to a mere conglomeration of 
States, to be held at the will of any capricious 
member of it. As to South Carolina, I will say 
that she is a small State; ahd probably, if she 
were sunk by an earthquake to-day, we would 
hardly ever find it out, except by the unwonted 
harmony that might prevail in this Chamber. 
{Laughter.] But I think she is unwise. Í would 
be willing that she should go her own gait, pro- 
vided we could do it without an example fatal to 
all government; but standing here in the highest 
council of the nation, my own wishes, if E had 
any, must be under the control of my constitu- 
tional duty. 

I do not sce how any man can contend that a 
State can go out of this Union at pleasure, though 
I do not propose now to argue that question, be- 


| cause that has been done by men infinitely more 


able to argue it than Lam. When it was raised 
some thirty years ago, and challenged the investi- 
gation of the best minds of this nation of all par- 
ties, it received a verdict that J supposed had put 
it at rest forever. General Jackson, with all the 
eminent men thatsurrounded him in his Cabinet, 
andin the councils of the nation, with hardly any 
exception, except Mr. Calhoun, held that the 
doctrine was a delusion, not to be found in the 
Constitution of the United States; and not vnly 
so, but utterly destructive of all Governments. 
Mr. Calhoun held the contrary. Mr. Webster, 
in his great controversy with Mr. Hayne upon 
that subject, was supposed to have overthrown 
him, even upon nullification, so utterly, that it 


| was believed at the time that the doctrine could 


never arise or sprout up again. But here it is to- 
day in full bloom and glory: a State has a right 
to secede. Mr. Calhoun did not hold so. He 
held that a State had a right to nullify a law of 
Congress that they believed to be unconstitutional. 
He took that distinction between the power of 
a State to nullify a law of Congress and seces- 
sion. Grounding herself upon the resolutions of 
1798-99, he held that a State, in her sovereign 
capacity, judging in the last resort as to whether 
alaw was warranted by the Constitution or not, 


must be the sole judge ef the infraction of the 


| Constitution by the enactment of a law, and also 


of the mode of remedy. In that, he hardly had 
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a second at that period.. But when you cometo 
the doctrine of secession, he himself says that 
that is not a constitutional remedy. “He did not 
treat it as such. Nay, sir, he goes much further 
than the President of the United States has gone 
in his message, in which hè declares that: the 
United States has no power ‘to make war upon a 
seceding State. Mr. Calhoun says we undoubt- 
edly have that power. One remedy he calls peate- 
able and constitutional, and the other not. [have 
not the book with me; intended to have brought 
it, but forgot it; but you will find this doctrine 
laid down in his famous letter to Governor Ham- 
ilton, taking and working out the distinction be- 
tween peaceable nullification: and secession, that 
puts an end to all the relationship between the 
General Government and the State, and enables 
the General Government, if they see fit, to declare 
war upon sucha State. Therefore I take it that 
a State has no constitutional right to go out of this 
Government. : 

I acknowledge, to the fullest extent, the right 
of revolution, if yon may call it a right, and the 
destruction of the Government under which we 
live, if we are discontented with it, and on its 
ruins to ercet another more in accordance with 
our wishes. I believe nobody at this day denies 
the right; but they that undertake it, undertake it 
with this hazard: if they are successful, then all 
is right, and they are heroes; if they are defeated, 
they are rebels. That is the character of all rev- 
olution: if successful, of course it is well; if un- 
successful, then the Government from which they 
have rebelled treats them as traitors. 

I do not say this because I apprehend that any 
party intends to make war upon a seceding State. 

only assert their right from the nature of the 
act, if they see fit to do so; but I would not ad- 
vise nor counsel it. I should be very tender of 
the rights of a people, if I had fol pówer over 
them, who are about to destroy a Government 
which they deliberately come to the conclusion 
they cannot live under; but Iam persuaded that 
the necessities of our position compel us to take 
a more austere ground, and hold that if a State 
secedes, although we will not make war upon 
her, we cannot recognize her right to be out of 
the Union, and she is not out until she gains the 
consent of the Union itself; and that the Chief 
Magistrate of the nation, be he who he may, 
will find under the Constitution of the United 
States that it is his sworn duty to execute the law 
in every part and parcel of this Government; that 
he cannot be released from that obligation; for 
there is nothing in the Constitution of the United 
States that would warrant him in saying that a 
single star has fallen from this galaxy of stars in 
the Confederacy. He is sworn not to know that 
a State has seceded, or pay the least respect to 
their resolutions that claim they have. What 
follows? Not that we would make war upon her, 
but we should have to exercise every Federal 
right over her if we had the power; and the most 


| important of these would be the collection of the 


revenues. There are many rights that the Fed- 
eral Government exercises over the States forthe 
peculiar benefit of the people ‘there, which, if 
they did not want, they could dispense with, If 
they did not want the mails carried there, the 
President might abolish the offices, and cease to 
carry their mails. They might forego any such * 


| duty peculiarly for the benefit of the people. 


They might not clect their officers and send them 
here. Itisa privilege they have; but we cannot 
force them to doit. ‘hey have the right under the 
Constitution to be represented upon equal terms 
with any other State; but if they see fit to forego 
that right, and do not claim it, it is not incum- 
bent upon the President to endeavor to force 
them to do an act of that kind. 

But when you come to those duties which im- 
pose obligations upon them, in common with the 
other members of the Confederacy, he cannot be . 
released from his duty. Therefore, it will be in- 
cumbent on the Chief Magistrate to pee to 
collect the revenue of ships entering their ports, 
precisely in the same way and to the same extent 
that he does now in every other State of the Union, 
We cannot release him from that obligation. 
The Constitution, in thunder tones, demands that 
he shall do it alike in the ports of every State. 
What follows? Why, sir, if ‘he shuts’ up the 
ports of entry so that a ship cannot discharge her 
cargo there or get papers for another voyage, then 
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ships will cease to trade; or, if he undertakes to 
blockade her, and thus collect it, she has not 
gained. her independence by secession, What 
must she do? If she is contented to Jive in this 
equivocal state all would be well, perhaps; but 
she could not live there. No people in the world 
could live in that condition. What will they do? 
They must take the initiative and declare war 
upon the United: States; and the moment that they 
levy war force must be met by force; and they 
must, therefore, hew out their independence by 
violence and war. There is no other way under 
the Constitution, that I know of, whereby a Chief 
Magistrate. of any politics could be released from 
this duty. I£ this State, though seceding, should 
declare war against the United States, [do not 
suppose there is a lawyer in this body but what 
would say that the act of levying war is treason 
against the United States. That is where it re- 
sults. We might just as well look the matter right 
in the face. 

The Senator frum Texas says—itis notexactly 
his language—we will force you to an ignomin- 
ious treaty up in Faneuil Hail. Well, sir, you 
may. e know you are brave; we understand 
your prowess; we want no fight with you; but, 
nevertheless, if you drive us to that necessity, we 
must use all the powers of this Government to 
maintain it intact mits integrity. If we are over- 
thrown, we but share the fate of a thousand other 
Governments that have been subverted. If you 
are the weakest, then you must go to the wall; 
and that is all there isaboutit. ‘Thatis the con- 
dition in which we stand, provided a State sets 
herself up in apposition to the General Govern- 
ment. 

I say that is the way it seems to me, as a law- 

er. I see no power in the Constitution to re- 

ease a Senator from this position, Sir, if there 
was any other, if there was an absolute right of 
secession in the Constitution of the United States 
when we stepped up there to take our oath of 
office, why was there not an exception in that 
oath? Why did it not ran “ that we would sup- 
ort the Constitution of the United States unless 
our State shall secede before our term was out?’ 
Sir, there is no such immunity. ‘There isno way 
by which this can be done that I can conceive of, 
except itis standing upon the Constitution of the 
United, States, demanding equal justice for all, 
and vindicating the old. flag of the Union. We 
must maintain it, unless we are cloven down by 
auperior force, ; 
ell, sir, it may happen that you can make 
your way out of the Union, and that, by levying 
war upon the. Government, you may vindicate 
your. right to independence. If you should do 
so, I have a policy in my mind. No man would 
regret more than myself that any portion of the 
people of these United States should think them- 
selves impelled, by grievances or anything else, to 
depart out of this Union, and raise a forcign flag 
and a hand against the General Government. If 
there was any just cause on God’s carth that I 
could see that was within my reach, of honorable 
release from any such pretended grievance, they 
should have it; but they set forth nonc; L can sce 
none. It is all a matter of prejudice, superin- 
duced unfortunately, I believe, as I intimated 
before, more ` because you have listened to the 
‘enemics.of the Republican party and what they 
said of us, while, from your intolerance, you have 
shut out all light.as.to what our real principles 
are. We have been called and branded in the 
North and in the South and everywhere else, as 
John Brown men, as men hostile to your institu- 
tions, as meditating an attack upon your institu- 
tions in your own States—a thing that no Repub- 
lcan ever.dreamed of or ever thought of, but has- 
protested against as often as the question has been 
up; but your people believe it. No doubt they 
believe it because of the terrible excitement and 
reign of terror that prevails there. No doubt they 
think so, but it arises from false information, or 
the want of information—that is all. Their pre- 
judices have been appealed to until they have be- 
come uncontrolled and uncontrollable. 

Well, sir, if it shall be so; if that ‘glorious 
Union,” as we all call it, under which the Gov- 
ernment has so long lived and prospered, is now 
about to come to a final end, as perhaps it may, 
I have been looking around to see what policy 
we should adopt; and through that gloom which 
has been mentioned on the other side, if you will |i 


have it so, I still see a glorious future for those 
who stand by the old flag of the nation. There 
lie the fair fields of Mexico all before us. The 
people there are prejudiced against you. They 
fear you intend to overrun and enslave them. 
You are a slavery propaganda, and you are filli- 
busters. That has raised a violent antagonism 
between you and them. But, sir, if we were 
once released from all obligation to this institu- 
tion, in six months they would invite us to take 
a protectorate over them. They owe England a 
large debt, and she has been coaxing and inviting 
us to take the protectorate of that nation. They 
will aid us in it; and I say to the commercial 
men of the North, if you go along with me, and 
adopt this policy, if we must come to this, you 
will be seven-fold indemnified by the trade and 
commerce of that country for what you lose by 
the secession. Talk about eating ice and granite 
in the North! Why, sir, Great Britain now car- 
ries on a commerce with Mexico to the amount 
of nearly a hundred million dollars. How much 
of it do we get? Oaly about eight million. Why 
so? Because, by our treatment of Mexico, we 
have Jed them to frar and to hate us; and they 
have been compelled, by our illiberal policy, to 
place themselves under the shadow of a stronger 
nation for their own protection. 

The Senator from Hlinois [Mr. Doveras] and 
my colleague [Mr. Puen] have said that we Black 
Republicans were advocates of negro equality, and 
that we wanted to build up a black government. 
Sir, it will be one of the most blessed ideas of the 
times, if it shall come to this, that we will make 
inducements for every free black among us to find 
his home in a more congenial climate in Central 
America or in Lower Mexico, and we will be 
divested of every one of them; and then, endowed 
with the splendid domain that we shall get, we 
will adopt a homestead policy, and we will invite 
the poor, the destitute, industrious white man from 
every clime under heaven, to come in there and 
make his fortune. So, sir, we will build up a 
nation, renovated by this process, of white labor- 
ing men, You may build yours up on compulsory 
servile labor, and the two will flourish side by 
side; and we shall very soon see whether your 
principles, or that state of society, or ours, isthe 
most prosperous or vigorous. I might say, sir, 
that, divested of this institution, who doubts that 
the provinces of Canada would knock at our doors 
ina day? Therefore, my friends, we have all the 
elements for building wp an empire—a Republic, 
founded on the great principles of the Declaration 
of Independence, that shall be more magnificent, 
more powerful, and more just than this world has 
ever seen at any other period. I do not know that 
T should have a single second for this policy; but 
it is a policy that occurs to me, and it reconciles 
mein some measure to the threatened loss or 
secession of these States. 

But, sir, E am for maintaining the Union of 
these States. I will sacrifice everything but honor 
to maintain it. That glorious old flag of ours, by 
any act of mine, shall never cease to wave over 
the integrity of this Union asitis. But if they 
will not have it so, in this new, renovated Gov- 
ernment of which I have spoken, the 4th of July, 
with all its glorious memories, will never be re- 
pealed. The old flag of 1776 will be in our hands, 
and shall float over this nation forever; and this 
Capito], that some gentlemen said would be re- 
served for the southern republic, shall still be 
the Capitol. It was laid out by Washington; it 
was consecrated by him; and the old flag that he 
vindicated in the Revolution shall still float from 
the Capitol. [Applause in the galleries.] 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, The Sergeant- 
at-Arms will take proper measures to preserve 
order in the gallery or clear it. 

Mr. WADE. Isay, sir, I stand by the Union 
of these States. Washington and his compatriots 
fought for that good old flag. lt shall never be 
hauled down, but shall be the glory of the Gov- 
ernment to which I belong, as Jong as my life 
shall continue. To maintain it, Washington and 
his compatriots fought for liberty and the rights 
of man. And here | will add that my own father, 
although but a humble soldier, fought in the 
same great cause, and went through hardships 
and privations sevenfold worse than death, in 
order to bequeath it to his children. It is my 
inheritance. Jt was my protector in infancy, and 
the pride and glory of my riper years; and, Mr. 


President, although it may be assailed by traitors 
on every side, by the grace of God, under its 
shadow I will dic. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Tennessce, obtained the 
floor. 

Mr. LATHAM. With the permission of the 
Senator from Tennessee, I move the Senate do 
now adjourn. . 

Mr. MASON. Will the Senator withdraw that 
motion, for an executive session ? 

Mr. LATHAM. Certainly; I withdraw it for 
that purpose. 


EXECUTIVE SESSION. 


Mr. MASON. I now move that the Senate 
proceed to the consideration of executive busi- 
ness. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate pro- 
ceeded to the consideration of executive business; 
and after some time spent therein, the doors were 
reopened, and the Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Monpay, December 17, 1860. 


The House met at twelve o’clock, m. Prayer 
by Rev. Joun Cuampens, of Philadelphia. 
The Journal of Thursday last was read and 
approved. 
TERRITORIAL BUSINESS, 


Mr. GROW. Task the unanimous consent of 
the House to make the usual order setting apart 
two days for the consideration of territorial busi- 
ness. I prefer that those days should be before 
the holidays, so that if the House adjourn over, 
the Senate can take up and act upon whatever we 
shall pass. I ask the House to set apart Thurs- 
day and Friday of this week. 

My. MAYNARD. Before that is done, I would 
suggest that it would be better to determine the 
question whether we will or will not adjourn over 

uring the holidays. n 

Mr.GROW. Whether we adjourn over or not, 
this is a proper time to determine what days we 
will devote for territorial business. 

Mr. MAYNARD. Hweadjourn forholidays, 
we will probably adjourn over from Thursday, 
which is onc of the days indicated by the gentle- 
man; but as I dislike to make objection, if no 
other gentleman entertains the same views 1 do, 
I withdraw my objection. 

Mr. HUGHES. What days are proposed to 
be set apart? : 

oe SPEAKER. Thursday and Friday of this 
week. 

Mr. HUGHES. I certainly shall object if 
Friday is embraced in the motion, for that is the 
day always devoted to the consideration of pri- 
vate business. If we transact any business on 
Friday, I insist that we shall devote that day to 
doing justice to private claimants. 

Mr. GROW. Friday has usually been one of 
the days set apart for territorial business. 

Mr. HUGHES. Ifthe gentleman will indicate 
any other day than Friday, I shall not object, I 
would suggest Wednesday and Thursday. 

f Mr. GROW. I have no objection to those 
ays. 

Mr. STEVENS, of Washington. Has the 
Committee on Territories been called for bills in 
reference to the Territories? 

The SPEAKER. That will be the regular 
order of business this morning. 

Mr. GROW. lask the unanimous consent of 
the House—and to that 1 suppose there will be 
no objection—to allow the Committee on Terri- 
tories to have the bills they propose to have acted 
upon that day, numbered and printed in the same 
manner as if they had been reported, 

No objection being made,anorder to that effect 
was entered, 


MAJOR LEWIS TALIAFERO. 


Mr. McPHERSON. I move that the Com- 
mittee on Private Land Claims be discharged 
from the further consideration of the petition of 
Major Lewis Taliafero, of Pennsylvania, and 
that the same be referred to the Committee of 
Claims, 

The motion was agreed to. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATION. 


The SPEAKER, by unanimous consent, laid 
before the House a communication from the Sec- 
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retary of the Interior, recommending an appro- 
priation to supply a deficiency in the appropria- 
tion for the suppression of the slave trade for the 
fiscal year ending June 30, 1861, and an appro- 
priation for the suppression of the slave trade for 
the fiscal year ending June 30, 1862; which was 
referred to the Committee of Ways and Means, 
and ordered to be printed. . 


DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 


Mr. CARTER. Task the unanimous consent 
of the House to set apart some day for the con- 
sideration of business relative to the District of 
Columbia. 

The SPEAKER. Will the gentleman from 
New York indicate a day for the judgment of 
the House? 

Mr. CARTER. I will name to-morrow, (Tues- 
day,) as Wednesday and Thursday have been 
set apart for other business. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New 
York proposes that to-morrow be set apart for 
the consideration of business for the District of 
Columbia. 

Mr. BURNETT. I suggest to the chairman 
of the Committee for the District of Columbia 
that it would be better to fix a day at a later 
period; say next Thursday week. 

Mr. CARTER. Very well, sir. 

The SPEAKER. Thursday week is now pro- 
posed by the gentleman from New York. 

Mr. BURNETT. That day will be within 
the holidays. I would suggest next Monday— 
this day week. 

Mr. CRAWFORD. We shall probably ad- 
journ on Saturday of this week until next Mon- 
day week; and if the District of Columbia really 
has any business that needs attention, it will be 
well to give them some day when they can be 
heard. 

Mr. CARTER. Then I will fix upon two 
weeks from Thursday next. 

The question was taken on Mr. Carrer’s mo- 
tion; and it was agreed to. 


CALL OF STATES FOR BILLS. 


The SPEAKER. The Chair, under the rule, 
will now call the States and Territories for bills 
and resolutions—first for bills; and as some mem- 
bers may not remember the rule on this subject, 
the Clerk will read it. It is rule 130. 

“The Clerk read the rule, as follows: 


& 130. AJl the States and Territories shall be called for bills 
on leave and resolutions on each alternate Monday during 
each session of Congress; and, if necessary to secure the 
object on said days, all resolutions which shall give rise to 
debate shall Jie over for discussion, under the rules of the 
House already established : and the whole of said days shall 
be appropriated to bills on leave and resolutions, until all the 
States and Territories are called through. And the Speaker 
shall first call the States and ‘Territories for bills on leave; 
and all bills so introduced during the first hour after the 
Journal is read shall be referred, without debate, to their 
appropriate committecs: Provided, however, That a bill so 
introduced and referred shall not be brought back into the 
House upon a motion to reconsider.’ 

The SPEAKER. In pursuance of that rule, 
the Chair will now call the States and Territories 


for bills, beginning with the State of Maine. 
PROGRESS OF THE USEFUL ARTS. 
Mr. BURNHAM introduced a bill to promote 
the progress of the useful arts; which was read a 


first and second time, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Patents. 


JUDICIAL DISTRICTS IN NEW YORK. 
Mr. JOHN H. REYNOLDS introduced a bill 


to establish an additional judicial district in the 
State of New York, and in relation to the courts 
of the United States in said State; which was read 
a first and second time, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 


CASE OF JUDGE. WATROUS. i 
Mr. JOHN H. REYNOLDS. I do not know 


whether it is in order at this time or not; but I 
desire the unanimous consent of the House to 
make a report from the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary in the case of Judge Watrous. 

The SPEAKER. It is not in order, except by 
unanimous consent. 

Mr. JOHN H. REYNOLDS. Well, I ask the 
unanimous consent of the House. 

Mr. BURNETT. Let us hear what his 
report is. R 
"The SPEAKER. 
Watrous. 


It is ia the case of Judge 


Mr. BURNETT. I have no objection to that. 

Mr. JOHN H. REYNOLDS. I propose to 
have the report printed, and a day assigned for 
the consideration of the ease. 

Mr. MAYNARD. I object to assigning any 
day for its consideration until other orders are 
disposed of. 

Mr. JOHN H. REYNOLDS. If there is any 
objection, I withdraw the report. 

Mr. HICKMAN. I hopc there will be no ob- 
jection to having a day assigned for the consid- 
eration of this case. It is very important that 
this report should be made, so that the members 
of the House may have an opportunity of exam- 
ining it before they are called upon to act; and I 
think the gentleman from Tennessee should not 
raise this objection. Each member of the House 
must desire to have the printed report before him, 
and a day assigned for its consideration, so that 
if an impeachment of Judge, Watrous should be 
ordered by this House, it may go to the Senate 
at the earliest possible day. 

This case has occasioned a great deal of ex- 
pense, and a large consumption of time; and if 
it is delayed until the close of this session, it may 
be that time and expense will have been expended 
in vain. I trust, therefore, that the objection may 
be withdrawn. 

Mr. MAYNARD. I would ask the chairman 
of the Judiciary Committee whether the exami- 
nation had before his committee at this Congress 
has been an ex parte one, or whether the examina- 
tion has been conducted in the presence of the 
party accused? 

Mr. HICKMAN. The examination was not 
conducted in the presence of Judge Watrous, 
and it was ea parte. 

Mr. MAYNARD. It will be recollected that 
in the Thirty-Fourth Congress a similar investi- 
gation of this case was had by the Judiciary Com- 
mittce, and they reported, I believe unanimously, 
a resolution of impeachment, that was not acted 
upon. In the Thirty-Fifth Congress the case 
was again brought up and referred to the Judiciary 
Committee. Judge Watrous appeared before the 
committee, as I understand, by himself and by 
counsel, and a very full and elaborate investiga- 
tion was had of the case. A report was then 
made, four of the committee recommending the 
impeachment of Judge Watrous, four recom- 
mending his discharge, and one—Judge Caskic, 
of Virginia—not acting. A day was assigned for 
a hearing of the case in the House. It was very 
fully and elaborately argued on both sides, and 
more fully considered, probably, than any other 
question that came up before the last Congress, 


| unless it was the Lecompton bill; and after full 


investigation and discussion, the House, by a 
very decided majority, voted against the impeach- 
ment. It seems that the matter has again been 
referred to the Judiciary Committee; an ex parte 
examination has been had, as the chairman of the 
committee informs us, and we are asked again to 
consider it. T suppose it was purely accidental 
that, in organizing the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary of this House, none of the gentlemen on that 
committee who reported in favor of Judge Wat- 
rous were replaced upon it. I refer to the gentle- 
man from North Carolina, [Mr. Craicr,] the gen- 
tleman from New York, [Mr. Cuarx,] and the 
gentleman from New Flampshire, [Mr. ‘Tarran.] 
The fourth member of the committee who reported 
in favor of Judge Watrous—Mr. Ready, of Ten- 
nessec—is no longer a member of the House. I 
am opposed to consuming this session, which is 
short, and which will necessarily be occupied 
with the gravest and most important questions, 
going to the very existence and perpetuity of our 
Union, by setting apart any day for the special 
examination of this case, which was so fully ex- 
amined and disposed of in thglast Congress. 
Mr. JOHN H. REYNOLDS. If [have no 
opportunity of having a day set apart for the 
consideration of the case, I withdraw the report. 
Mr. HOUSTON. What disposition has been 


| made of the report? 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New 
York has withdrawn it. 

Mr. HOUSTON. Was the committee called 
regularly ? 

The SPEAKER. No, sir; the gentleman asked 
unanimous consent to make the report, and it 
was given. He now withdraws it. 

Mr. HOUSTON. My impressions that con- 


sent had better be given to allow.the report. to 


-come in and be printed, because it is, as-I-under- 


stand, voluminous, and that was one of the dif- 
ficulties that stood in the way of the investigation 
of the case when it was reported by the commit- 
tee of the last Congress. The evidence is very 
voluminous, and it was not examined. “There 
were a great many members who. never read’ it 
at all; and they were candid. enough to say so, 
and will tell you so now. I think the ends:of 
justice will be promoted by allowing the report 
to be made and printed, so that members can: ex- 
amine it. If there be no objection to assigning a 
day for its consideration, of course the objection 
will hold good; but I do think the report ought 
to be brought before the House at the earliest 
practicable moment. 

Mr. MAYNARD. It will be recollected, Mr. 
Speaker, that at the close of the first session of 
the last Congress a report was made in this case; 
the report and evidence ordered to be printed; and 
a day set apart for their consideration at.an early 
period of the second session. 

A Mrmser. I make the pointof.order that all 
this debate is out of order. j 

The SPEAKER. The: point of order being 
made, the Chair must rule the discussion out of 
order. 

Mr. JOHN H. REYNOLDS. Iwithdraw the 
report. 

LANDS OF NEW YORK INDIANS. 


Mr. FENTON presented memorials from the 
following tribes of New York Indians, viz: Ca- 
yugas, Oneidas, Tuscaroras, Onondagas, and Sen- 
ecas, praying compensation for lands in Kansas 
under the treaty of January 15, 1838; which were 
severally referred to the Committee on Indian 
Affairs. 

WILLIAM A. LINN’S ESTATE. 


Mr. HICKMAN. | [ask that the Senate bill 
(No. 518) for the relief of William A. Linn’s 
estate be taken from the Speaker’s table, and 
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

The bill was read a first and sccond time. 

Mr. CRAWFORD. Is the bill in order under 
the call? 

The SPEAKER. Only by unanimous consent. 

Mr. HICKMAN. My object ismerely to have 
the bill referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. CRAWFORD. IL object to its being taken 


„up and referred, unless it ìs done regularly in 


order. 

Mr. HICKMAN. I suppose, Mr. Speaker, 
that the objection comes too late, the bill having 
been read a firsand second time, 

Mr. CRAWFORD. I objected at the first 
moment I possibly could after the bill was read 
by the Clerk, and as soon as I could understand 
what it was. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks the objec- 
tion comes in time. : i 
Mr. CRAWFORD. I ask whether this bill is 

not in regard to the subject-matter of mileage? 

Mr. HICKMAN. o, sir; I believe not.’ T 
really do not myself understand what the bill is 
about. 

Mr. CRAWFORD. My understanding is that 
itis a bill touching the matter of mileage due to 
an ex-member. 

The SPEAKER. The bill seems to be in ref- 
erence to the discharge of certain sureties, 

Mr. HICKMAN. The bill was passed by both 
Houses at the last session; but, as the President 
did not receive it till the last day of the session, he 
declined to sign it for that reason. 

The bill was read for information. It directs 
the Secretary of the Treasury to satisfy a judg- 
ment rendered by the circuit court of the county 
of St. Louis, in the State of Missouri, at the Oc- 
tober term of 1857, in favor of Thomas C. Rey- 
nolds and against the late William A. Linn, for 
defending Linn in a suit brought against him as”. 
an officer of the United States. 

Mr. CRAWFORD. I have no objection: to 
that bill being referred, 

The bill was referred 
Judiciary. 

COMPROMISE MEASURES. 


Mr: FLORENCE. Iask leave to submit prop- 
ositions with a view to their reference to the coni- 
mittee of thirty-three. I-simply desire them to 
be read and referred. 


to the Committee on the 
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- The resolution was read, as follows: 


Resolved, That the following amendments be proposed to 
the Constitution of the United States: ‘The right of prop- 
erty in slaves is recognized 5 and no law shall be passed, aud 
nothing shall be done, to impair, obstruct, or prevent, the 
full and free enjoyment and use of such right in any Ferri- 
tory or other property of the United States. No new State 
shall be admitted into the Union without the consent of two 
thirds of allthe members of both branches of Congress, and 
the vote sbail be taken by yeas-and nays, which shall be 
entered on the Journal; and every biH for-such purpose 
shail be subject tothe approval or rejection of the President 
of the United States, as in other cases, xcept that, when 
returned with his objections, it shall require the votes of 
thee fourths of all the members of Congress to pass it 
notwithstanding. 

Mr. LOVEJOY. 

»dbject. i 

Mr. FLORENCE. I apprehend that, having 
had the consent of the House to offer these propo- 
sitions; it is now too late to object. They areto 
go to the committce of thirty-three, 

The SPEAKER, The Chair considers that the 
consent was given merely to have the propositions 
read. If, therefore, the gentleman from Ulinois 
objects, the objection is in time. 

Mr. LOVEJOY. I do object. 

Mr. FLORENCE. Perhaps the gentleman 
from Ilinois did not hear the resolution read. 

Mr. LOVEJOY. Yes, I did. 

Mr. FLORENCE. Well, perhaps it is better 
to have it read again, so that the gentleman may 

` understand it. {ask that it be read again. 

Mr. LOVEJOY. Lobjecttoit. - 

Mr. FLORENCE. L ask leave to present cer- 
tain resolutions, adopted by the citizens of Phil- 
adelphia, in regard to the present condition of the 
‘country, with a view to their reference to the 
special committee of thirty-three. 

Mr. SHERMAN. This is a call of States for 
bills on leave. I object to anything else being 
brought forward, 

Mr. FLORENCE. Very well; I will not in- 
terpose at this stage of the business; but I will 
seck another opportunity to ask for the reference 
of these resolutions. I understood, however, that 
my resolution was referred. 

he SPEAKER. No; it was merely read for 
information. . 

Mr. FLORENCE. I did not ask it to be read 
for information. I merely suggested most respect- 
Cully to the Chair that the objection of the gen- 
deman from HHlinois was not in time. Lexpressly 
stated that I desired it to be read with a view to 
its reference to the committee of thirty-three; and 
it was so read, 1 now submit to the Chair that; 
having fulfilled these functions, so far as the read- 
ing is concerned, the resolution goes to the com- 
mittee of thirty-three. F think i@should be there, 
and | also think that it should receive the con- 
currence of a majority of the committee. 

The SPEAKER, Objection being made, it 
cannot be received. 

Mr. FLORENCE. Then I shall take occasion, 
with the permission of the Chair, to ask its refer- 
ence at another time, 

The SPEAKER. The Chair hopes that another 
opportunity will be offered to the gentleman. 


LOUISIANA LAND CLAIMS. 


Mr. TAYLOR introduced a bill authorizing 
floats to issue in satisfaction of claims against the 
United States for lands sold by them within the 
Las Ormigas and Lackawan grants, in the State of 
Louisiana; which was read a first and second 


time, and referred to the Committee on Private 
Land Claims. 


RIGHTS OF CITIZENS OF THE UNITED STATES. 


Mr. ADAMS, of Kentucky, introduced a bill 
more effectually to protect the rights of citizens of 
the United States. - 

Mr. CRAWFORD. Let the bill be read for 
information. 

Mr. ADAMS, of Kentucky. I move its refer- 
ence to the special committee of thirty-three, 

Mr. CRAWFORD. Iask thatit be first read 
for information. 

Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. Ifthe object be to 
make this thing uniform, Lam satisfied; for I have 
resolutions on the same subject which 1 wish to 
offer. 

The bill was read. It provides that any State 
court or judge thereof, or officer, citizen,‘or in- 
habitants of any of the United States or Territo- 
ries, or any person whatever, who shall hereafter 
enforce, or attempt to enforce, any law passed by 


If that is not in order, I 


any of the States or Territories of the United 
States making it a penal offense for any of the 
citizens of such State or Territory to assist in the 
capture and rendition of any fugitive slave, shall 
for every such offense be subject to and suffer the 
same penalties prescribed by the seventh section 
of the act approved 18th September, 1850, to 
amend and supplemental to the act entitled “ An 
act respecting fugitives from justice and persons 
escaping from the service of their masters,” ap- 
proved 12th February, 1793. 

The second section provides that, ifany county, 
city, or town, within the jurisdictional limits of 
which any of the provisions of the first section 
of this act, or the provisions of the aforesaid act 


approved 18th September, 1850, shall hereafter be’ 


violated, by reason of which any master or owner 
of a slave shall be in any wise injured thereby, 
such county, city, or town, shall pay to the master 
or owner of such slave double the amount of dam- 
ages sustained by such master or owner of such 
slave, to be recovered by action in any of the State 
or Federal courts in the United States. 

The third section enacts that any person or 
persons whatever, who shall violate that part of 
the second section of the fourth article of the Fed- 
eral Constitution giving to citizens of cach State 
all the privileges and immunities of citizens of the 
several States, or who shall be found guilty of 
inflicting summary punishment upon any citizen 
of the United States without duc process of law, 
shall, in ike manner, be liable to double dam- 
ages; and the county, city, or town, within which 
the same shall be perpetrated, shall in like manner 
be liable to the penalty of double damages; pro- 
vided the same be not necessary to prevent, sup- 

ress, or repel invasions or insurrections. 

The bill was referred to the select committee 
of thirty-three. 

ENROLLED BILL. 

Mr. THEAKER, from the Committee on En- 
rolled Bills, reported that the committce had ex- 
amined and found truly enrolled an act to author- 


ize the issuing of Treasury notes and for other 
purposes; when the Speaker signed the same. 
JUDICIAL EXPENSES IN INDIANA. 

Mr. PORTER introduced a bill appropriating 
money to the State of Indiana for apartments 
furnished by said State for the use of the cireuit 
and district courts of the United States for said 
State, from 1838 to 1858, inclusive; and for fuel 
and lights furnished to said courts; which was 
read a first and second time, and referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 


MARIA W. KINDER. 


Mr. PORTER also introduced a bill for the 
relief of Maria W. Kinder; which was read a 
first and second time, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 


ILLINOIS LAND TITLES. 


Mr. LOVEJOY introduced a bill to ascertain 
and adjust the titles to certain lands in the State 
of Ilinois; which was read a first and second 
time, and referred to the Committee on Pablic 
Lands. 


y GABRIEL J. JOIFNSTON. 

Mr. NOELL introduced a bill for the relief of 
Gabriel J. Johnston; which was read a first and 
second time, and referred to the Committee on 
Private Land Claims. 

ARSENAL AT ST. LOUIS. 

Mr. BARRET introduced a bill to remove the 
United States arsenal from the city of St. Louis, 
and for other purposes; which was read a first 
and second time, and rcferred to the Committee 
on Military Affairs 

PONY EXPRESS MAIL. 

Mr. SCOTT introduced a bill authorizing and 
directing the Postmaster General to contract with 
the Pony Express Company for the transporta- 


| tion of Government mail matter; which was read 


a first and second time, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 
MILITARY POST IN MINNESOTA. 
Mr. ALDRICH introduced a bill making ap- 


prepriations for the construction of a military 
post on or near the Red River of the North, be- 


tween the forty-seventh and forty-ninth degrees 
of north latitude; which was read a first and 
second time, and referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 
HOMESTEAD BILL. 
Mr, ALDRICH also introduced a bill to secure 


homesteads to actual settlers on the public lands; 
which was read a first and second time, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Public Lands. 


RIVER IMPROVEMENT. 
Mr. STOUT introduced a bill for the removal 


of obstructions to navigation in the Missouri and 
Columbia rivers; which was read a first and 
second time, and referred to the Committce on 
Military Affairs. 

OREGON INDIAN DEPREDATIONS, 


Mr. STOUT. As I am on the special com- 
mittee of thirty-three now in session, and shall 
not be in the Hall when my State will be called 
for resolutions, I ask the consent of the House 
to enable me to introduce a resolution, to which 
there will be no objection, simply for the purpose 
of having it referred to the Committee on Indian 
Affairs. . 

The resolution was read for information, as 
follows: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of War and Secretary of 
the Interior be requested to report to Congress all informa- 
tion in their possession in relation to depredations com- 
mitted by the Indians in the State of Oregon and the Ter- 
rity of Washington during the present year, and especially 
in relation to the late massacre of emigrants by the Snake 
River Indians; also, the relation now existing between this 
Government and said Snake River Indians. 


Mr. CRAWFORD. I suppose there is no ne- 
cessity for the reference of that resolution. It is 
merely a call for information. I would suggest 
that the gentleman add a provision that no addi 
tional force shall be employed by the Department 
in furnishing the information, and then that the 
resolution be adopted. 

Mr. STOUT. I should be very willing to in- 
sert the amendment suggested by the gentleman 
from Georgia; but having received the courtesy of 
the House to introduce the resolution for refer- 
ence, I dislike to ask a further indulgence for its 
passage. 

Mr. CRAWFORD. I hope the resolution will 
be modified as I have suggested, and passed. 

There being no objection, the resolution was 
accordingly modified, and adopted. 


PUGET SOUND DEFENSES. 

„Mr. STEVENS, of Washington, introduced a 
bill for the defense of Puget sound and the en- 
trance of the Columbia river; which was read a 
first and second time, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

i WASIIINGTON MILITARY ROADS. 
Mr. STEVENS, of Washington, also intro- 


duced a bill for the construction of a military road 
in the Territory of Washington; which was read 
a first and second time, and referred to thé Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. STEVENS, of Washington, also intro- 
duced a bill for the completion of military roads 
in the Territory of Washington; which was read 
a first and second time, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 


WASHINGTON PUBLIC BUILDINGS. 

Mr. STEVENS, of Washington, also intro- 
duced a bill for the completion of public buildings 
in the Territory of Washington; which was read 
a first and second titne, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Territories. 


KANSAS PUBLIC BUILDINGS. 


Mr. PARROTT introduced a bill making ap- 
propriations for the public buildings in the Ter- 
ritory of Kansas; which was read a first and 
second time, and referred to the Committee on 
Territories. 


EXTINCTION OF CHEROKEE TITLE. 


Mr. PARROTT also, by unanimous consent, 
offered the following resolution; which was read, 
considered, and agreed to: 

Resolved, ‘Nhat the Committee on Indian Affairs be in- 
structed to inquire into the expediency of providing by law 
for the extinction of the title of the Cherokee Indians to 
the tract of country known as the neutral lands lying in 
the Territory of Kansas. 
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GEORGE FISHER. 


Mr. EDWARDS. I ask the consent of the 
House to submit a resolution merely for the pur- 
pose of reference. 

The resolution was read for information, as 
follows: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Indian Affairs be in- 
structed to inquire into the expediency of rescinding a res- 
olution relating to the claim of George Fisher, late of Flor- 
ida, deceased, passed at the first session of the present 
Congress, approved June 1, 1860. 

Mr. JOHN COCHRANE. 
olution may be again read. 
understood. 

Mr. CRAWFORD. The gentleman from Flor- 
ida [Mr. Ff awnins] is not in his seat. Ido not 
know the character of the claim which was passed 
upon at the first session of the present Congress. 
I ask the gentleman from New Hampshire to 
postpone the introduction of the resolution until 
some day when the gentleman from Florida will 
be in his seat. 

Mr. EDWARDS. I would accede at once to 
the request were it not importantthat there should 
be immediate progress made in this measure, if 
any progress ig to be made at all. If the gentle- 
man from Florida were present, I do not think 
that he would object to or oppose the adoption of 
my resolution. It is a resolution merely of in- 
quiry; nothing beyond that. 

Mr. CRAWFORD. 1 merely make the sug- 
gestion to the genileman who offered the resolu- 
tion, and he can accept it or not, as he pleases. 

Mr. EDWARDS. I hope the resolution will 
be adopted. It ought at once to be before the 
Committee on Indian Affairs. 

The resolution was adopted. 


UNITED STATES ARMORIES. 
Mr. DELANO offered the following resolution; 


which was read, considered, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Military Affairs be in- 
structed to inquire whether the United States armories at 
Springfield and Harper’s Ferry are now worked, or in a con- 
dition to be worked, up to their full capacity in the fabri- 
cation ofarms; and whetherany plans, estimates, or recom- 
mendations, looking to the more efficient operation of those 
establishments, or either of them, have been submitted to 
the War Department; and to report the result of their in- 
quiry at any time. 


UNITED STATES ARMS——-WHERE DEPOSITED. 


Mr. DELANO. I offer the following resolu- 
tion: f 
Resolved, That the Secretary of War be requested to fur- 
nish to this House statements showing low many stand of 
arms of the latest standard model, manufactured at the na- 
tional armorics, 
United States, and where deposited; also, how many of 
any inferior mode! are in the like: custody, and where de- 
posited; also, how many arms of the manufacture of the 
United States armories, and of what model, have been fur- 


I ask that the res- 
I do not think it is 


nished to cither of the States, or otherwise disposed of, 


since the ist of January, 1860, and under what authority. 

Mr. HINDMAN. Before that resolution is 
received, Lask that it be again read. 

The resolution was again read. 

är. CRAWFORD. Are the resolutions under 
this call offered for adoption? 

The SPEAKER. They are; but if there is 


debate on this resolution, it must He over under | 


the rule. 

Mr. CRAWFORD. 
more about this resolution than I know at pres- 
ent, and { think it had better lie over for the 
present. 3 
. Mr. DELANO. I can, in a word of explana- 
tion, obviate the gentleman ’s objection. 

Mr. CRAWFORD. 
sachusetts calls upon the Secretary of War to 
give him the authority under which he has pro- 
ceeded, if he has proceeded at all, to dispose of 
any of the arms of the United States. He asks 
to be informed what numbers of arms have been 
distributed to certain localities from the Spring- 
field and Harper’s Ferry armories during the pres- 
ent year; and he also asks to be informed of the 
character of those arms. Now, as to the author- 
ity by which the Secretary of War may have 
done this thing, the gentleman ought himself to 
be informed; and therefore 1 must object to the 
resolution being taken up for consideration at this 
time. l want to have an opportunity of looking 
into it. 

Mr. DELANO. I move that the rules be sus- 
pended in order that I may introduce the resolu- 
tion. IfI am allowed a word of explanation, I 
can obviate the gentleman’s objection. 


© now in the immediate custody of the | 


I desire to understand | 


‘The member from Mas- } 


The SPEAKER. H is not in order to move to 
suspend the rules, the hour set apart for this call 
not yet having expired. f 

Mr. DELANO. I withdraw the resolution for 


| the present. 


TIIE UNION. 
Mr. JOHN COCHRANE offered the following 


preamble and resolutions; which were read, con- 
sidered, and referred to the select committee of 
thirty-three: 

Whereas a conflict of opinion, dangerous to the peace 
and permanence of the Union, has arisen concerning the 
trucintent and meaning of the Constitution of the United 
States in relation to African slavery within the Territories 
of the United States; and whereas the opinion of the ma- 
jority of the court pronounced in the Supreme Court of the 
United States, in the Dred Scott case, determines that the 
citizens of the United States have an equal right to take 
with them into the Territories of the United States any 
article of property which the Constitution of the United 
States recognizes as property, and that said Constitution 
recognizes slaves as property; and further, that the right 
neither of persons nor of property can be destroyed or im- 
paired by either congressional or territorial legislation ; and 
whereas such determination, while it has been accepted by 
some as a judicial exposition of the Constitution aforesaid 
by the supreme judicial tribunal, has by others been re- 
jected as destitute of the force of a judicial precedent ; yet, 
in view of the probability that such opinion will hereafter 
become the reason of decisions of a similar character by 
the same tribunal, and in the hope of averting the immeas- 
wable calamities which national dissolution threatens: 
Therefore, 

Resolved, That the opinion of the majority of the Su- 
preme Court of the United States, delivered by Chief Jus- 
tice ‘'ancy, in the Dred Scott case, should be received as 
the settlement of the questions, under the Constitution of 
the United States, therein discussed and decided. 

Resolved further, (two thirds of both Houses concurring,) 
That the following articles be proposed as an amendinent 
to the Constitution of the United States, which, when rat- 
ified by conventions in three fourths of the several States, 
shall be valid as part of such Constitution, namely: Con- 
gress may establish governments for the Territories of the 

Jnited States; but any Territory having a population equal 
to the constituency of one member of Congress, and hav- 
ing adopted, by a vote of the citizens of the United States 
resident therein, a constitution republican in form, may be 
admitted by Congress into this Union as a State ; and nei- 
ther Congress nor the people of a Territory, during the 
territorial condition, shall, by legislation or otherwise, an- 
nul or impair the rights of property recognized by the laws 
of any of the States. 


METROPOLITAN POSTAL DISTRICT. 


Mr.SICKLES offered the following resolution; 
which was read, considered, and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post. Roads be instructed to inquire into the expediency of 
establishing a metropolitan postal district for the delivery 
of letters and newspapers, daily or oftener, within a limit 
of twelve miles around the City Hall, in the city of New 
York; and that said committee be authorized to report by 
bill or otherwise. 


THE UNION——AGAIN. 
Mr. SICKLES offered the following preamble 


andresolutions; which were read, considered, and 
referred to the select committee of thirty-three: 


Whereas it is represented that one or more of the States 
have declared, through their executive and Jegislative au- 
thorities, the desire of such States to reconsider aud annul 
their ratification of the Constitution establishing the Gov- 
ernment of the United States; and whereas conflicting 
opinions prevail as to the right of any State to secede from 
the Union; and whereas it is expedient to prescribe the 
mode in which a State may resume its sovereignty with the 
consent of the other States, thereby removing all occasion 
for the employment of forcible means, of constraint, or re- 
sistance, and, at the same time, providing additional guar- 
antces against injustice by ordaining au effectual, prompt, 
and peaceful remedy for grievances: 

Be it therefore resolved, That the Congress propose to the 
several States the following amendment to the Constitu- 
tion: 

Arr. 8 Whenever a convention of delegates, chosen in 
any State by the people thereof, under the recommendation 
of its Legislature, shall reseind and annul its ratification of 
this Constitution, the President shall nominate, and by and 
with the advice and consent of the Senate sball appoint, 
commissioners, not exceeding three, to confer with the 
duly appointed agents of such State, and agree upon the 
disposition of the public property and territory belonging 
to the United States lying within such State, and upon the 


proportion of the public debt to be assumed and paid by ; 


such State; and if the President shall approve the settle- 
ment agreed upon by the commissioners, he shall there- 
upon transmit the same to the Senate, and upon the ratifi- 
cation thereof by two thirds of the Senators present, he shall 
forthwith issue his prociamation declaring the assent of the 
United States to the withdrawal of such State from the 
Union. 


Mr. ADRAIN. I offer the following preamble 
and resolution, and move that they be adopted: 


Whereas the Constitution of the United States is the 
supreme law of the land, and its ready and faithful observ- 
ance the duty of ali good and law-abiding citizens: There- 
fore = f 

Resolved, That we deprecate the spirit of disobedience 


to that Constitution whereyer manifested, and that we i 
earnestly recommend the repeal of all statutes enacted by 


State Legislatures. conflicting. with, and in violation. of, 
that sacred instrument and: the laws of ‘Congress made in 
pursuance thereof. $ 8 
tN a 
Mr. BURNETT. Idemand the yeasand nays 
upon the adoption of that resolution. : 
_ The yeas and nays were ordered. A 
Mr: MORRIS, of Minois. I believe, sir, the 
morning hour has expired. aoe 


The SPEAKER. It has not‘expired, : 
Mr. ADRAIN. Vhope we shalt vote upon the - 
resolution. ` f 


Mr. JOHN COCHRANE. I have anamend+ 
ment to offer to that resolution. l 

Mr. ETHERIDGE. I move the previous ques- 
tion upon the resolution. 

Mr. JOHN COCHRANE. I have the floor.” 

Mr. BURNETT. I respectfully submit that 
the gentleman from New York was upon the 
floor long before the gentleman from ‘I'ennessee, 
{Mr. Erneripee,] and addressed the Speaker, 
and that the Speaker, though he may have for- 
gotten it, recognized him. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. Idemanded 
the previous question long ago. 

i Mr. JOHN COCHRANE. I was upon the 
oor. : 

The SPEAKER. The Chair did not hear the 
gentleman from Illinois, and will recognize him 
now if he says he demanded the previous ques- 
tion before the gentleman from New York took 
the floor to offer an amendment. 

Mr. JOHN COCHRANE. I think, upon re- 
flection, that it will be admitted by every one that 
I had the floor.’ I proposed, ag an amendment 
to the resolution, that the personal liberty bills 
and all such resolutions of States wherever passed 
shall be repealed by the States. 

Mr.SHERMAN. The resolution asit stands 
covers that and everything else. 

Mr. ADRAIN. | iitroduced the resolution, 
and it covers personal liberty bills, and was in- 
tended to reach them. The resolution uses the 
language, “all statutes enacted by State Legis- 
latures.”? I have no objection to accepting the 
modification suggested by the gentleman from 
New York; and T do accept his amendment. 

Mr. JOHN COCHRANE. The mover of the 
resolution accepts the amendment, and I call the 
previous question. 

The SPEAKER. Let us have no confusion. 
The demand for the previous question is upon 
the original resolution, 

Mr, HINDMAN. Was not the amendment 
accepted by the mover? 

The SPEAKER. Did the gentlemanfrom New 
‘Jersey accept the modification ? ` 

Mr. ADRAIN.” I hope gentlemen will retain 
their seats a moment until [ say a word. 

a STANTON. The question is not debat- 
able. 

Mr. ADRAIN, Laccepted the amendment, and 
I call the previous question upon the resolution 
as modified. 

Mr. BURNETT. The gentleman from New 
Jersey has a right to modify his resolution, and 
he has done so. f : 

Mr. ADRAIN. I have accepted the modifica- 
tion. 

Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. 
tion read as modified, 

Mr.SHERMAN. Irise to a question oforder. 
Į understand thatthe gentleman from Illinois [Mr. 
Wasusvurne] demanded the previous question 
before the resolution was modified; and after the 
previous question has been demanded the gentle- , 
man from New Jersey cannot modify his resolu- 
tion. It must be submitted to the House as it was 
originally offered. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ilinois 
states to the Chair that he demanded the previous 
question. Task the gentleman from Illinois if that 
was before the gentleman from New York [Mr. 
Cocurane] proposed to amend the resolution? 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. I think it 
was about the same time. i 

The SPEAKER. Under that statement, the 
Chair decides that the resolution was modified in 
time; and the pending question is the demand for 
the previous question. : f 

Mr. SHERMAN. I wish to offer another 
modification. If the gentleman will include, not, 
only personal liberty bills, but all other nullify- 
ing laws, I shall have no objection; otherwise, I 
shall move to lay the resolution on: the table. 


I want the resolu- 
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‘Mr. JOHN COCHRANE. Let the amend- 
ment stand as it is. 

Mr. ADRAIN. I hopethere willbe no objection 
to the resolution as itis. If we are to preserve 
this Union, there must be a spirit of conciliation 
exhibited.onallsides. What objection can there 
be now to that resolution as amended by: the 
gentleman from New York? The resolution de- 

_clares that all laws enacted by State Legislatures, 
crsonal liberty bills and all, should be repealed 
if they conflict with the Constitution of the United 
States and the laws of Congress made in pursu- 
ance thereof. . Does the Republican party object 
to such a resolution as that? If they do, this 
Union, in my humble judgment, is at an end. 
[Cries of “Read the resolution t°] 

Mr. BURNETT. Before that is done, I desire 
to know whether the previous question has been 
called? 

The SPEAKER. It has. 

Mr. LOVEJOY. I rise to a question of order. 
The previous question was called upon the ori- 
ginal resolution; it never has been demanded upon 
the resolution as amended. 

Mr. JOHN COCHRANE. The gentleman is 
mistaken. 

Mr. ADRAIN. I demanded the previous ques- 
tion upon the resolution as modified, 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks the gen- 
tleman from Ilinois is mistaken. The demand 
for the previous question, however, has not yet 
becn seconded. 

The resolution, as modified, was then read, as 
follows: 

Whereas the Constitution of the United States is the 
“supreme law of the land, and its ready and faithful observ- 
ance the duty of all good and law-abiding citizens : There- 
Ot sek That we deprecate the spirit of disobedience to 
that Constitution wherever manifested, and that we earn- 
estly recommend a repeal of all statutes, including personal 
liberty bills, so called, enacted by State Legislatures, con- 
flicting with, or in violation of, that sacred instrument and 
the Jaws of Congress made in pursuance thereof. 

Mr. GROW. [riscto a pointof order, I de- 
sire to know if this resolution was introduced 
within the hour fixed for calling States? 

The SPEAKER. It was. 

Mr. GROW. Then it must be referred with- 
out debate, under the rule, 

Mr, BURNETT. The resolution was received 
by unanimous consent. 

The SPEAKER. The rule will be read on 
that point. f 

The 130th rule was read, as follows: 

“ All the States and Territories shall be called for bilis 4 
ou Jeave and resolutions on cach alternate Monday during 
each session of Congress; and, if n&cessary to secure the 
object on said. days, all resolutions which shall give rise 
to debate shall lie over for discussion, under the rules of 
the House already established ; and the whole of said days 
shall be appropriated to bills on leave and resolutions, until 
all the States and Territories are called through.’? 


Mr. GROW. [rise to a point of order. Un- 
der that rule, this resolution must be referred. If 
the gentleman who offered it will leave out the 
specification, or will put in a specification of all 
the laws conflicting with the Constitution, I will 
not object to the resolution. Ido object to speci- 
fying a part of the laws referred to, and leaving 
out a specification of the others. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on second- 
img tho demand for the previous question. 

ri SHERMAN. Teall for the yeas and nays 
on ordering the main question. J wish simply 
to add two or three words to the resolution, and 
then, I believe, it would be voted for unanimously. 

Mr. BRANCH. The previous question has 
not been seconded yet. i 

The SPEAKER. There can be no demand for 
the yeas and nays on the second for the previous 
question, They may be demanded on ordering 
the main question. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Thatis what I desire. 

Mr. GROW. What has become of the point 
of order which I made? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair overrules it. 

Mr. ADRAIN. That is right, Mr. Speaker. 
Now, I hope we shall have a vote upon my reso- 
lution. The yeas and nays have been ordered 
upon it; and I call for the vote. 

Mr. WELLS. I call for a division of the res- 
olution. : 

The SPEAKER. That can be done after the 
main question is ordered. 

The previous question was then seconded. 


Mr. SHERMAN. I now demand the yeas and 
nays on ordering the main question. 
‘The yeas and nays were ordered. i ; 
The question was taken; and it was decided in 
the affirmative—yeas 106, nays 55; as follows: 
YEAS—Messrs. Green Adams, Adrain, Aldrich, Allen, 
Thomas L. Anderson, William C. Anderson, Avery, Barr, 
- Barret, Bocock, Boteler, Bouligny, Branch, Briggs, Brown, 
Burnett, Horace F. Clark, John B. Clark, Clopton, Cobb, 
John Cochrane, Cox, James Craig, Burton Craige, Craw- 
ford, Curry, John G. Davis,De Jarnctte, Delano, Edmund- 
son, English, Etheridge, Florence, Fouke, Gamiett, Gar- 
trell, Gilmer, Hale, Hall, Hardeman, J. Morrison Harris, 
Jobn T. Rarris, Hatton, Hill, Hindman, Holman, Houston, 
William Howard, Hughes, Jackson, Jenkins, Jones, Fran- 
cis W. Kellogg, Kenyon, Kilgore, Killinger, Landrum, 
Larrabee, James M. Leach, Leake, Logan, Longnecker, 
Maclay, Mallory, Charles D. Martin, Etbert S. Martin, 
Maynard, McClernand, McKenty, McKnight, McPherson, 
Millward, Montgomery, Laban T. Moore, Moorhead, Bd- 
ward Joy Morris, Isaac N. Morris, Niblack, Nixon, Pen- 
dicton, Peyton, Porter, Pryor, Quarles, Reagan, Join H. 
Reynolds, Riggs, James C. Robinson, Ruffin, Scott, Seran- 


ton, Sickles, Simms, William Smith, William N.Y. Smith, 
Stallworth, Stevenson, Stokes, Thayer, Thomas, Vance, 
Verree, Webster, Wood, Woodson, and Wright—106. 

NAYS—Messrs. Babbitt, Beale, Bingham, Blair, Blake, 
Brayton, Bunton, Burlingame, Butterfield, Carey, Carter, 
Case, Colfax, Conkling, Duell, Edwards, Eliot, Ely, 
Farnsworth, Fenton, Frank, Gooch, Graham, Grow, 
Hutchins, Irvine, DeWitt C. Leach, Lee, Loomis, Love- 
joy, McKean, Olin, Palmer, Perry, Pettit, Potter, Pottle, 
Royce, Sedgwick, Sherman, Spaulding, Spinner, Stanton, 
William Stewart, Tompkins, Train, ‘Trimble, Vandever, 
Wade, Waldron, Walton, Cadwalader C. Washburn, Elibu 
B. Washburne, Israel Washburn, and Wells—55. 

So the main question was ordered. 

During the roll-call, 

Mr. BARKSDALE (when his name was called) 
said: Mr. Speaker, the people of Mississippi have 
taken the questions referred to in this resolution 
into their own hands, and will make their own 
decision upon them. So far as I am concerned, 
sir, I have no proposition for a compromise to 
make and none to receive; and hence I have no 
suggestions to offer to the North with reference 
to their personal liberty bills. I decline to vote. 

Mr. SINGLETON (when his name was called) 
said: For the reasons assigned by my colleague, 
and inasmuch as I do not feel inclined to volun- 
tecr advice to the northern States as to what 
course they should take in regard to their so-called 
personal liberty bills, knowing that they will not 
take it, I decline to vote on this proposition. 

Mr. SHERMAN (when his name was called) 
said: I again ask the House to allow me to offer 
an amendment inserting the words “and nullify- 
ing laws’’ after the words “ personal liberty bills,”’ 
so that we may all be able to vote for this resolu- 
tion, 

Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. 
man to order, 

Mr. SHERMAN. There can be no objection 
to it. 

Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. Yes, we object to 

We are voting on the resolution, 

Mr. BURNHAM (who was not within the bar 
when his name wascalled) asked unanimous con- 
sent of the House to vote. 

Mr. BURNETT objeéted. 

Mr. BURNHAM. I wish to say that if I had 
been present, I should have voted against order- 
ing the main question, simply for the purpose of 
amending the resolution. 

Mr. KILGORE. I promised the gentleman 
from Ohio, [Mr. TREAKER,] in case a vote was 
taken, to give notice that he is absent upon acom- 
mines upon important business, and could not be 
here. 

Mr. NIXON stated that Mr. Srrarron was 
absent on the committee of thirty-three; if pres- 
ent, he would doubtless have voted for the reso- 
lution. 

The result of the vote having been announced 
as above recorded, the question recurred upon 
agrecing to Mr. Apratn’s resolution. 

Mr. ADRAIN. I ask for a vote on the reso- 
lution. 

Mr. WELLS. 
olution. 

The SPEAKER. Will the gentleman be good 
enough to indicate the division which he desires. 

Mr. WELLS. The resolution embraces two 
distinct propositions. 

Mr. HATTON. I call for the yeas and nays 
on the resolution. 

The SPEAKER. They have been already 
ordered. 

Mr. WELLS. I ask that the resolution be 
divided after the word ‘ manifested.” 


I call the gentle- 


it. 


I call for a division of the res- 


Mr. SHERMAN. The resolution is not divisi- 
ble. 

Mr. FLORENCE. That division would take 
away the sense of the resolution. The object ot 
the resolution is to declare against these obnoxious 
laws. We all know whatan instrument the Con- 
stitution is, and we know that we ought to ob- 
serve it. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks the res- 
olution is not divisible. 

Mr. WASHBURN, of Maine. Mr. Speaker, 
I understand the Chair to decide that the resolution 
is divisible,and Iam glad that we are to have an 
opportunity to vote on the different propositions 
contained in it; for while I am in favor of the re- 
peal of all Jaws in conflict with the Constitution 
of the United States, I have not sufficient knowl- 
edge of the personal liberty laws of the States to 
authorize me to say thatthey are unconstitutional; 
and thinking that the latter clause may contain, by 
implication, a statement that they are, 1 cannot 
vote for it; and soif there had been no division, I 
should have been obliged to vote against the res- 
olution. [Cries of “ Order !’?] 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman is mistaken. 
‘The Chair decided the question to be not divisible. 

. Mr. WASHBURN, of Maine. Then I must 
vote against the resolution, although I would be 
glad to vote forall of it, except that which seems to 
infer the unconstitutionality ofthe personal liberty 
laws. [Cries of * Order”? “Order!??] 

The question was taken on agreeing to the res- 
olution; and it was decided in the affrmative— 
yeas 153, nays 14; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Green Adams, Adrain, Aldrich, Allen, 
Thomas D. Anderson, William C. Anderson, Ashley, Avery, 
Babbitt, Barr, Barret, Beale, Bingham, Blair, Btake, Bo- 
cock, Boteler, Bouligny, Branch, Brayton, Briggs, Brown, 
Buffinton, Burlingame, Burnett, Burnham, Butterfield, 
Campbell, Carter, Case, Horace F. Clark, John B. Clark, 
Cobb, Jolin Cochrane, Colfax, Conkling, Covode, Cox, 
James Craig, Burton Craige, Crawford, John G. Davis, 
Dawes, De Jarnette, Delano, Duell, Dunn, Edmundson, Ely, 
English, Etheridge, Farnsworth, Fenton, Florence, Fouke, 
Frank, Garnett, Gilmer, Gooch, Grahain, Grow, Hate, Hall, 
Hardeman, J. Morrison Warris, John T. Harris, Hatton, 
Helmick, Hill, Hindman, Holman, Houston, William How- 
ard, Hughes, Humphrey, Irvine, Jenkins, Jones, Junkin, 
Francis W. Kellogg, Kenyon, Kilgore, Willinger, Landrum, 
Larrabee, James M. Leach, Leake, Lee, Logan, Long- 
neeker, Loomis, Lovejoy, Maclay, Malory, Charles D. 
Martin, Eibert S$. Martin, Maynard, MeClernand, McKean, 
Mckenty, McKnight, McPherson, Millward, Montgomery, 
Laban T. Moore, Moorhead, Edward Joy Morris, Isaac N. 
Morris, Niblack, Nixon, Noel, Olin, Palmer, Pendlcton, 
Pettit, Peyton, Porter, Pottle, Pryor, Quarles, Reagan, 
John A. Reynolds, Rice, Riggs, James ©. Robinson, Royce, 
Ruffin, Scott, Scranton, Sherman, Sickles, Simms, Wil- 
liam N. R. Smith, Spaulding, Stanton, Stevenson, Wil- 
liam Stewart, Stokes, ‘Thayer, Thomas, Tompkins, Train, 
Trimble, Vance, Verree, Wade, Waldron, Walton, Bibu 
B. Washburme, Webster, Wilson, Wood, Woodson, and 
Wright—153. 

NAYS— Messrs. Alley, Carey, Edwards, Eliot, Hutchins, 
Potter, Edwin R. Reynolds, Sedgwick, Spinner, Tappan, 
Vandever, Cadwalader C. Washburn, Isracl Washburn, 
and Wells—14. 

So the resolution was agreed to 


During the roll-call, 

Mr. SPINNER (when his name was called) 
said: I would have voted for the original resolu- 
tion, or for the amendment if it had been put in 
without debate; but the House having refased to 
put in ‘* nullification laws,” I shall vote “no,” 

Mr. VANDEVER (when his name was called) 
said: Had the resolution applied to * nullification 
laws?” 1 should have voted for it; as itis, I vote 
no, 

Mr, FLORENCE. Arc not personal liberty - 
bills nullification Jaws? ‘ 

Mr. VANDEVER. The resolution should 
include any nullification laws, 

Mr. BRANCH. Ihope the gentleman will be 


| alowed to specify what nullification laws he 


wishes repealed. f 
Mr. BURNHAM stated that Mr. Wooprurr 
was confined to his room by indisposition. 
The result of the vote having been announced 
as above recorded, 
Mr. ADRAIN moved to reconsider the vote by 
which the resolution was agreed to; and also 
moved to lay the motion to reconsider upon the 
table. 
The latter motion was agreed to. 
The question recurred upon agreeing to 
preamble to the resolution. 
Mr. WASHBURN, of Maine, demanded the 
yeas and nays on the preamble. 
The yeas and nays were ordered. 
The question was taken; and it was decided 


he 
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in the affirmative—yeas 156, nays none; as fol- 
lows: : 


VEAS—Messrs. Green Adams, Adrain, Aldrich, Allen, 
Alley, Thomas L. Anderson, William C. Anderson, Ash- 
ley, Avery, Babbitt, Barret, Beale, Bingham, Biair, Blake, 
Bocock, Boteler, Bouligny, Branch, Brayton, Briggs, 
Brown, Buffinton, Burlingame, Burnett, Burnham, Butter- 
field, Campbell, Carey, Carter, Case, Horace F. Clark, John 
B. Clark, Cobb, John Cochrane, Colfax, Conkling, Covode, 
Cox, James Craig, Crawford, John G. Davis, Dawes, De 
Jarnette, Delano, Ducll, Duun, Edmundson, Edwards, 
Eliot, Ely, English, Etheridge, Farnsworth, Fenton, Flor- 
ence, Fouke, Frank, French, Garnett, Gilmer, Gooch, Gra- 
ham, Grow, Hale, Hall, Hardeman, J. Morrison Harris, 
Jolin T. Harris, Hatton, Helmick, Hill, Hindman, Holman, 
William Howard, Hughes, Hwnphrey, Irvine, Jackson, 
Jenkins, Jones, Junkin, Kenyon, Kilgore, Killinger, Lan- 
drum, Larrabee, DeWitt C. Leach, James M. Leach, 
Leake, Logan, Longneeker, Loomis, Lovejoy, Maclay, 
Mallory, Charles D. Martin, Elbert S. Martin, Maynard, 
McClernand, McKean, McKenty, McPherson, Millward, 
Montgomery, Laban T. Moore, Moorhead, Edward Joy 
Morris, isaac N. Morris, Niblack, Nixon, Noell, Olin, 
Palmer, Pendleton, Pettit, Porter, Pottle, Pryor, Quarles, 
Edwin H. Reynolds, Jobn H. Reynolds, Rice, Royce, Ruffin, 
Scott, Scranton, Sedgwick, Sherman, Sickles, Simms, 
Spinner, Stanton, Stevenson, Stokes, Stout, Thayer, 
Thomas, Tompkins, Train, Trimble, Vance, Vandever, 
Verree, Wade, Waldron, Walton, Cadwalader C. Wash- 
burn, Elihu B. Washburne, Israel Washburn, Webster, 
Wells, Wilson, Wood, Woodson, and Wright—156. 

NAYS=None. 


So the preamble to the resolution was agreed to. 


My. FOUKE moved to dispense with the read- 
ing of the names. 
The motion was agreed to. 


Mr. BRANCH. Let the names in the nega- 
tive be read. [Laughter.} 

The vote was announced as above recorded. 

Mr. ADRAIN moved to reconsider the vote by 
which the preamble was agreed to; and also 
moved to lay the motion to reconsider upon the 
table. 

The latter motion was agrecd to. 


a LOVEJOY. Has the morning hour ex- 
ired? > 
k The SPEAKER. Yes, sir. 

Mr. LOVEJOY. Then I ask the unanimous 
congent of the House to offer a resolution; and I 
ask that it be read for information. 

Mr. FLORENCE. Isubmit the point of order, 
that all the States have not been called under the 
rule, Iwill not object to the gentleman’s resolu- 
tion if it comes in regularly on call. 

The SPEAKER. Let the resolution be read. 

Mr. FLORENCE. I have no objection. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 

Whereas the Constitution of the United States is the 
supreme law of the land, and its ready aud faithful observ- 
ance the duty of all good and law-abiding citizens : There- 
OF solved, That we deprecate the spirit of disobedience 
to that Constitution wherever manifested, and that we 
earnestly recommend the repeal of all statutes, including 
nullification laws so called, enacted by State Legislatures, 
conflicting with, and in violation of, that sacred instrument 
and the laws of Congress made in pursuance thereof; and 
itis the duty of the President of the United States to pro- 
tect and defend the property of the United States. 

Mr. LOVEJOY. {move the previous ques- 
tion on the resolution, 

A Memser. It is not in yet. 

Mr. LOVEJOY. Was there any objection? 

A Memper. Certainly. 

Mr. LOVEJOY. ThenI move to suspend the 
rules. 

Mr. BURNETT. Ido not see why we should 
not vote on this resolution; and if the gentleman 
will permit us to amend the resolution, J am ready 
to vote on it. 

Mr. LOVEJOY. No sir. 
the rules. 

Mr. CRAWFORD. Is that motion in order? 

The SPEAKER. It is; the morning hour 
having expired, and this being Monday. The 
motion to suspend the rules is therefore in order. 

Mr. CRAWFORD. The truth is, Mr. Speaker, 
that there. is no pee as I conceive, in un- 
dertaking to fool cach other or the country by 
the resolution that may be introduced. Now, let 
us meet this question fairly. ‘The gentleman from 
Illinois is not afraid to vote for anything which 
he is in favor of; nor am T. Let a resolation be 
introduced by the member from Ohio, or the 
member from Hlinois, or any other member, 
stating exactly what each of us understands to 
be our constitutional rights in regard to slavery, 
and let us vote on it. I have no objection to vote 
on any proposition that may be presented. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. Then letus 
have a vote on this, 


I move to suspend 


Mr. LOVEJOY. I have no objection to what 
the gentleman from Georgia proposes, after this 
resolution shall be disposed of. I have moved to 
suspend the rules. It was gentlemen on that side 
of the House who commenced ‘ whipping the 
devil round the stump.” We didnot commenceit. 

Mr. CRAWFORD. I did not. ' 

Mr. LOVEJOY. I believe not; but your side 
of the House did. 

Mr. FLORENCE. I rise to a pointof order. 
That is, that no business is in order until all the 
States shall have been called. I refer to the 130th 
rule of the House, which is as follows: 

« All the States and Territories shall be called for bills on 
leave and resolutions on each alternate Monday during 
each session of Congress; and, if necessary to secure the 
object on said days, all resolutions which shall give rise to 
debate, shall lie over for discussion, under the rules of the 
House already established; and the whole of said days 
shail be appropriated to bills on leave and resolutions, until 
al} the States and Territories are called through.”? 


The SPEAKER. There is another rule which 
declares that on Monday of each week, at the 


read, the Speaker may entertain a motion to sus- 
pend the rules. 

Mr. FLORENCE. Yes, sir, except on this 
alternate Monday. Here isanexpressrule, which 
provides that the States shall be called through 
for resolutions. 

The SPEAKER. It has been the practice, 
after one hour, to entertain motions under that 
rule. 

Mr. FLORENCE. Very well. Then I want 
to reform a bad practice; and I submit to the 
Speaker whether, with this rule staring him full 
in the face, requiring that each of the States shall 
have that equality required by the Constitution, 
I am to be prevented from performing my duty to 
my constituents? 

Mr. GROW. The motion to suspend the rules 
includes, of course, suspension of the rule which 
my colleague has read. 

The SPEAKER. The motion to suspend the 
rules is in order, and no debate is in order. 

Mr. LOGAN. I hope there will be no objec- 
tion on this side of the House to the introduction 
of the resolution. I can sce no difference, myself, 
between this resolution and the one just passed, 
except in regard to the verbiage. I can find but 
one objection to the resolution, and that is the 
use of the words declaring that all law-abiding” 
citizens should obey the Constitution. I think 
that all men should do so. 

Mr. FLORENCE. I desire the gentleman from 
Illinois to understand that I makeno objection to 
the resolution. 

Mr. LOVEJOY. I accept the amendment sug- 
gested by my colleague. 

Mr. LOGAN. Itcertainly should include mem- 
bers of Congress; but if itis allowed to remain 
“all good and law-abiding” citizens, I do not 
think it will include them. [Laughter.] 

The resolution was modified by the omission 
of those words. 

The rules were suspended; and the resolution 
was introduced. ’ 

Mr. LOVEJOY called for the yeas and nays 
on the adoption of his resolution. 

The yeas and nays werc ordered. 

The question was taken; and it was decided in 
the aflirmative—yeas 136, nays none; as follows: 

YtAS—Messrs. Green Adams, Adrain, Aldrich, Allen, 
Alley, Thomas L. Anderson, William C, Anderson, Ash- 
ley, Avery, Babbitt, Beale, Bingham, Blair, Blake, Bote- 
ler, Bouligny, Brayton, Briggs, Buflinton, Burlingame, Bur- 
nett, Burnham, Butterfield, Campbell, Carey, Carter, Case, 
Cobb, Colfax, Conkling, Covode, Cox, James Craig, Jobn 
G. Davis, Dawes, Delano, Duell, Dunn, Edgerton, Ed- 
mundson, Edwards, Eliot, Ely, English, Etheridge, Farns- 
Florence, Foster, Fouke, Frank, French, 
Gilmer, Gooch, Graham, Grow, Hale, J. Morrison flarris, 
Hickman, Hill, Hindman, Hoard, Hol- 
llughes, Humphrey, Hutehins, 
Kellogg, Kenyon, Kilgore, Kil- 
linger, Larrabee, DeWitt C. Leach, James M. Leach, Lee, 
Maclay, Charles 
D. Martin, Hilbert. S. Martin, “Maynard, MeClernand, Me- 
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Tappan, ‘Thayer, Tompkins, y 
gever, Verres, Wade, Waldron, Walton, Elihu B. Wash- 
burne, israel Washburn, Webster, Wells, Wilson, und 
Wood—136. 

NAYS—None. 

So the resolution was adopted. 


expiration of one hour after the Journal has been |} 


Mr. BARKSDALE. _ I desire to ask: the gen- 
tleman from Illinois whether, in his: opinion 
[calls to **Order!””] F hope no gentleman. will ob- 
ject to my asking him—[eries of ‘* Call the roll 7] 
whether, in his opinion, these personal liberty 
bills are in conflict with the Constitution of the 
United. States, and whether he.is in- favor of 
returning fugitive slaves? A 

Mr. LOVEJOY. Thathas nothing to do with 
this resolution. 

Mr. BARKSDALE. 1 shall decline to vote: on 
that resolution, because Lbelieve itis a fraud, and 
intended to deceive the people of the country. 
[Calls to * Order !?’] : 3 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will proceed to 
call the roll. 

The call of the roll was proceeded with. 

Mr. BARKSDALE (when his naméwas called) 
said: I decline to vote on that resolution because 
it means nothing, its object being to practice a 
cheat on the people of the country. The author 
of this resolution [calls to ‘Order !’’] stands on 
the floor of the House——[Renewed. calls. to 
“Order!” i : 

The SPEAKER. No debate is in order. 

Mr. BARKSDALE. He declared on the floor 
of the House that he was opposed to returnin 
fugitive slaves, and he dare not deny it.. [Lou 
calls to *¢ Order!” 

_ Mr. HILL. Perhaps he has altered his opin- 
ions. 

Mr. HUGHES (when his name was called) 
said: I-desire to inquire of the mover of the reso- 
lution whether he is aware that there are any 
nullifying acts on the statute-books of any State 
in the Union except the personal liberty bills? 
[Calls to ** Order!) . 

Mr. MAYNARD (when his name was called) 
said: It scems to me that this resolution is identi- 
cally the same as that just adopted. Nullification 
is a mere synonym for personal liberty bills. I 
therefore vote for this resolution, as ] did for the 


other. : 
Mr. QUARLES stated that his colleague, Mr. 
Ne son, was engaged on the special committee 
of thirty-three. 
Mr. HILL (when bis name was called) said: 


I beg leave to say that I have been looking with 


a good deal of concern and interest for some man- 
ifestation of returning good will and conservatism 
in our country; and I am willing to confess my 
astonishment and gratification at the same time, 
at the exhibition of it on the part of the member 
from Illinois, [Mr. Lovesoy.] [had notexpected 
it, [Laughter. 

Mr. LOVEJOY. I object to the gentleman 
giving any interpretation to my conduct. 

The SPEAKER. Debate is not in order. 

Mr. HILL. This proposition has come from 
a quarter where I least expected it. Itaffords. me, 
nevertheless, great satisfaction. 

Mr. GROW. I object to debate. 

Mr. HILL. I vote for the resolution. 

Mr. FLORENCE. I suppose that the gentle- 
man from Georgia expects, in regard to the gen- 
tleman from Illinois, that : 


« While the lamp holds out to burn, 
The vilest sinner may return,” 


Mr. LOVEJOY. Then there is some hope yet 
for the gentleman from Pennsylvania. [Laugh- 


ter. 

‘le. ELIOT stated that Mr. Marston was con- 
fined to his room by sickness. 

Mr. BABBITT (not having -been within the 
bar when his name was called) asked leave to 
vote. 

Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. I object. 

Mr. FLORENCE. [appeal to the gentleman 
from Virginia not to interrupt this era of good 
feeling by objecting to my colleague’s voting. 

: Mr. SMITH, of Virginia, withdrew his objec- 
tion. 

Mr. BABBITT. I vote “ay.” + 

Mr. BRANCH said: I approve of all that the 
resolution contains; but inasmuch as the passage 
of it at this time can have no practical import, 
except in favor of civil war, I decline to vote 
at all. 

Mr. BURNETT. I desire to say that, in my 
judgment, this resolution does not admit of any 
such construction by the remotest sort of impli- 
cation. I voted for the resolution, and I would 
not, under any circumstances, vote for it, if it, by 
implication, looked to using force by the Prest- 
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dent ofthe United States in any of the contingen- 
ciés now looked forward to. 

Mr. AVERY. Mr. Speaker, if I had thought 
that the resolution could be interpreted to mean 
anything like the sanctioning of civil war, it could 
never have commanded my vote. 

The vote was announced as above recorded. 

Mr. LOVEJOY moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the resolution. was adopted; and also 
moved to. lay the motion to reconsider on the 
table. f 

The lattér motion was agreed to. 


ADJOURNMENT OVER THE HOLIDAYS. 


Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois, obtained the 
floor. f 

Mr. MORRIS, of Illinois. I rise to a point 
of order. T suppose I can be heard upon a point 
of order if upon no other point. I know nothing 
of the proposition which my colleague has to 
present: but I object to my Republican colleagues 

eing allowed to occupy all the time of the House, 
when I am entitled to the floor. 1 have a resolu- 
tion upon which I have been endeavoring to get a 
vote for a long time, and I am entitled to be recog- 
nized by the Chair to present that resolution, 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. I desire to 
say that I have no objection to the proposition of 
my colleaguc, whenever he can obtain the floor to 
offer it. 

TheSPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois 
will state his point of order. 

. Mr. MORRIS, of Ilinois. My point of order 
is this: that at the expiration of the morning hour 
I had the right to call for the regular order of 
business. [took the floor for that purpose, and 
was recognized by the Speaker. I did not aban- 
don the floor. My colleague, [Mr. Lovesoy,] 
however, was permitted to present his proposi- 
tien, which has been voted upon by the House, 
Now, sir, as the Speaker well knows, I have been 
trying from day to day to press the resolution 
which I have in my hand for a vote of the House. 
I think I was entitled to the floor when the res- 
olution of my colleague was disposed of. My 
other colleague, [Mr. Wasnsurse,] however, 
has been assigned the floor, and now £ appeal to 
him whether, as a matter of courtesy, it is not 
due to him to yield to me, and enable me to offer 
my resolution. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Ilinois. I will say 
to my colleague that, if he will allow me to have 
the resolution which I propose read, if there be 
objection, I will not press the motion to suspend 
the rules until he shall have had an opportunity 
to get. his resolution before the House. 


Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. I rise to a question j 


of order. { ask the Chair whether a call of the 
States for resolutions is not the regular order of 
business; and whether Illinois has any right to 
be heard at this moment? The State of Virginia 
has not been called, as yet, for resolutions; nor 
has any other sonthern State been called. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will say to the 
gentleman from Virginia that it is in order, under 
the rules, to move to suspend the rules on this 
day. The gentleman from Illinois is therefore in 
order, and his proposition will be read. 

: Mr. Wasuzurne’s resolution was read, as fol- 
ows: 


Resolved, (the Senate coneurring,) That when the two 
Houses of Congress adjourn on Thursday next, the 20th 
ae? they adjourn to meet on Wednesday, January 2, 

L ` 


Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. I object. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Ilinois. IT shall not 
now move to suspend the rules, but yield to my 
colleaguc. I give notice, however, that as soon as 
his resolution is disposed of, I shall endeavor to 
obtain the floor to introduce the resolution which 
has just been read; and if objection then be made, 
I will move to suspend the rules. 

s THE UNION. 

Mr. MORRIS, of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, I now 
send up tothe Clerk’s desk a resolution upon 
which I desire the vote of the House. 

Mr. LANDRUM. Irise to a question of or- 
der. 1 call for the regular order of business. 

The SPEAKER. ‘The Chair must be allowed 
to say to the gentleman from Louisiana that, al- 
though these proceedings seem a little irregular, 
yet, under the rules, the House is now proceed- 
ing with the regular order cf business. (Laugh- 
ter.] l 


Mr. MORRIS, of Illinois. Iam now entitled 
to the floor, and I do not yield it to any one, nor 
do I intend to be cheated out of it. f 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has assigned the 
floor to the gentleman from Illinois, and he will 
submit his proposition. 

Mr. MORRIS, of Ilinois. Yes, sir; Fhave the 
floor, and I want to see a fair fight. [Laughter.] 
This House has to-day, by large majorities, rec- 
ommended the repeal of the acts of the State Le- 
gislatures, known as personal liberty laws, rec- 
ommending the repeal of the nullification laws, 
and all laws in violation of the Constitution and 
laws of the United States. Now it only remains 
for us to declare our devotion to the union of these 
States. : 

Mr. BARKSDALE. I call the gentleman from 
Illinois to order. . 

Mr. MORRIS, of Illinois. I do not yield to 
the gentleman from Mississippi, or to any other 
gentleman. (Laughter and cries of ‘ Order!”’] 

Mr. HUGHES. Permit me to call the atten- 
tion of the Chair to the question of order before 
the House. I think that while the House is car- 
rying out the regular order of business under the 
130th rule the motion to suspend the rules is not 
in order. 

Mr. MORRIS, of Illinois. I decline to yield 
the floor to the gentleman from Maryland or to 
any other gentleman. I ask that my resolution 
may be read. , 

The resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolved by the House of Representatives, That we prop- 
erly estimate the immense value of our national Union to 
our collective and individual happiness; that we cherish 
a cordial, habitual, and immovable attachment to it; that 
we will speak of it as of the palladium of our political 
safety and prosperity; that we will watch its preservation 
with jealous auxiety; that we will discountenance what- 
ever may suggest even asuspicion that it can, in any event, 
be abandoned, and indignautly frown upon the first dawn- 
ing of every attempt to alienate any portion of our country 
from the rest, or enfeeble the sacred ties whieh now link 
together the various parts; that we regard it as a main 
pillar in the edifice of our real independence, the support 
of tranquillity at home, our peace abroad, our safety, our 
prosperity, and that very liberty which we so highly prize; 
that we have seen nothing in the past, nor do we see any- 
thing in the present, either in the election of Abrabam 
Lincoln to the Presidency of the United States, or from 
any other existing cause, to justify its dissolution ; that we 
regard its perpetuity as of more value than the temporary 
triumph of any party or any man; that whatever evils or 
abuses exist under it ought to he eorreeted within the 
Union, in a peaceful and constitutional way ; that we be- 
lieve it has sutficient power to redress every wrong and 
enforce every right growing out of its organization or per- 
taining to its proper functions; and that it is a patriotic 
duty to stand by it as our hope in peace and our defense in 
war. 

Mr. LANDRUM. I object to that resolution. 

Mr. BRANCII. I have no objection to the 
reception of the resolution; but I move that it be 
referred to the select committee of thirty-three. 

Mr. MORRIS, of Illinois. As E understand 
there is objection to the resolution, I move a sus- 
pension of the rules. The resolution is in the 
language of the Farewell Address of the Father of 
his Country, and 1 want to see who will vote 
against it. 

Mr. JENKINS. I desire to ask the gentleman 
from Ilinois, whether Lincoln had been elected in 
Washington’s time? [Laughter, and cries of 
© Order !”] 


The question was taken; and the rules were | 


suspended, (two thirds having voted therefor.) 
Mr. MORRIS, of Hlinois, then submitted his 
resolution, and demanded the previous question 


upon it. 


Mr. BRANCH. I move the reference of that 
resolution to the select committee of thirty-three. 

The SPEAKER. That motion isnot in order 
pending the demand for the previous question. 

Mr. BRANCH. If the demand for the pre- 
vious question be voted down, will it then be in 
order to submit the motion ? 

The SPEAKER. It will. 

Mr. BRANCH. I hope the previous question 
will be voted down, then. 

The previous question was seconded, and the 
main question ordered to be put. 

Mr. HINDMAN called for the yeas and nays 
upon the resolution. : 
- The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and it was decided in 
the affirmative—yeas 116, nays 44; as follows: 

VEAS—Messrs. Green Adams, Adrain, Aldrich, Alien, 
Alley, William C. Anderson, Ashley, Babbitt, Beale, Bing- 
ham, Blair, Blake, Brayton, Briggs, Buflinton, Burlingame, 
Burnham, Butterfield, Campbeil, Carey, Carter, Case, Col- 


fax, Conkling, Covode, Cox, John G., Davis, Dawes, Del- 
ano, Duell, Dunn, Edgerton, Edwards, Eliot, E.y, English, 
Etheridge; Farnsworth, Fenton, Foster, Frank, French, 
Gooch, Graham, Grow, Hale, Hall, J. Morrison Harris, 
Helmick, Wickman, Hoard, Holman, William Howard, 
Humphrey, Hutchins, Irvine, Junkin, Francis W. Kellogg, 
Kenyon, Kilgore, Killinger, DeWitt C. Leach, Lee, Logan, 
Longnecker, Loomis, Lovejoy, Charles D. Martin, MeCler- 
nand, McKean, McKenty, McKnight, McPherson, Mont- 
gomery, Moorhead, Edward Joy Morris, Isaac N. Morris, 
Niblack, Nixon, Olin, Palmer, Perry, Pettit, Porter, Potter, 
Pottie, Edwin R. Reynolds, John H. Reynolds, Rice, Riggs, 
James C. Robinson, Royce, Scranton, Sedgwick, Sherman, 
Spaulding, Spinner, Stanton, William Stewart, Stokes, 
Tappan, ‘Thayer, Tompkins, Train, Trimble, Vandever, 
Verrec, Wade, Waldron, Walton, Bibhu B. Washburne, 
Israel Washburn, Wells, Wilson, and Wood—l16._, 

*NAYS—Messrs. Thomas L. Anderson, Avery, Barks- 
dale, Bouligny, Branch, Burnett, Jobn B. Clark, Clopton, 
Cobb, Crawford, Curry, DeJarnette, Edmundson, Plor- 
ence, Garnett, Gartrell, Hardeman, Hill, Hindman, Hughes, 
Jackson, Jenkins, Jones, Landrum, James M, Leach, 
Leake, Elbert S. Martin, Sydenham Meore, Noell, Pryor, 
Quarles, Reagan, Ruffin, Scott, Sickles, Singleton, William 
Smith, Stallworth, Stevenson, Thomas, Underwood, Vance, 
Webster, and Wright—44. 

So the resolution was adopted. 

During the vote, ` 

Mr. MORRIS, of IHinois, said: Mr. Speaker, 
I observe that several gentlemen who sit near me 
have not voted, and I now give notice that, if in 
order, I shall insist on their voting. 

Mr. COBB. I have not voted, and I would like 
to sce the gentleman compel me to vote before I 
am ready to do so. f 

Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. I call gentlemen to 
order. The vote ought not to be interrupted by 
debate. : 

Mr. LEAKE. Mr. Speaker, I have no hesita- 
tion about voting for some of the propositions of 
the resolution, but for others I cannot vote. [Cries 
of “ Order EN 

Mr. STANTON. Irise to a question of order, 
This practice of interrupting the call of the roll 
with debate all will admit is not a good practice. 
It certainly is not in order, and I object to it. + 

Mr. LEAKE. | vote “no.” 

Mr. NOELL. I regard these resolutions as 
mere abstractions, and as conducing to no practi- 
cal good, and I therefore vote in the negative. 

Mr. BOULIGNY. ` I wish to know whether it 
is not one of the rules of this House that members 
who are present shall vote on the pending propo- 
sitions when their names are called ? 

T SPEAKER. That is undoubtedly the 
rule, : 

Mr. COBB. I did not understand the question 
when my name was first called, L will now cast 
my vote. While I am willing and ready to‘n- 
dorse the language of the Father of his Country, 
yet I cannot swallow all that is said by the gen- 
tleman from Ilinois, (Mr. Morais.] | therefore 
vote in the negative. 

Mr. QUARLES. Mr. Speaker, while I con- 
cur in most of the resolution offered by the gen- 
tleman from Hlinois, now before the House, we 
have appointed a committee to which all our 
troubles growing out of the recent election of Mr. 
Lincoln, and the slavery question generally, are 
referred; and I do not desire to forestall its action 
in advance of its report by resolutions of this 
general character. It can do no good, sir, and 
may do harm. I therefore vote “no.” 

Mr. MARTIN, of Virginia. I ask, before I 
cast my vote, to have the resolution again read. 

The Clerk read the resolation 

Mr. MARTIN, of Virginia. 
forme. I vote “no.” 

Mr. STANTON. Several members were ab- 
sent when their names were called, and I move 
that, by unanimous consent, all those who wish 
to vote may be allowed to do so. 

There was no objection; and it was ordered - 
accordingly. 

Mr. FLORENCE. There are several objec- 
tionable phrases in the resolution, which I cannot 
vote for. If they were stricken out, I would vote 
for the resolution; as itis now I vote against it. 

Į do so from a sense of duty, and not, sir 

Mr. MORRIS, of Illinois. What are the ob- 
jecticnable phrases? 

Mr. BURNETT. Teall gentlemen to order. 
Debate is not in order. 

Mr. FLORENCE. If permitted, F would an- 
swer the gentleman from Hlinois very cheerfully. 

Mr. WEBSTER. I wish to put a question to 
the gentleman from Ilinois. [Cries of I object !7] 

Mr. BARKSDALE. I hope there will be no 
objection. 


That is enough 
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Mr. WEBSTER. Mr. Speaker, before voting 
Į desire to put a question to the mover of this 
resolution, simply for information, sir. Does not 
this resolution, in one of its parts, in general lan- 
guage declare that in no conceivable state of cir- 
cumstances should the Union be dissolved? So 
understanding it, sir—and if I am wrong, I hope 
the gentleman will correct me—while { declare 
myself to be asardently attached to the Union of 
these States as any man within their limits, and 
exceedingly anxious that our present difficulties 
should be adjusted, and that Union thereby pre- 
served, I am not willing to join in so broad a dec- 
laration. Consequently I vote “no.” [Applause 
and hisses in the galleries and upon the floor.] 

Mr. MORRIS, of Illinois. I hope that E will 
be aliowed to answer the question of the gentle- 
man from Maryland. [Cries of“ Not? ‘Too 
late!?? “I object!’?] The language of my reso- 
lution is that of Washington’s Farewell Address; 
are gentlemen afraid of 1t? [Cries of * Order t] 

Mr. HILL. Iam willing, for one, that Wash- 
ington’s Farewell Address should be read every 
morning after prayers, if it would be productive 
of any beneficial effect. But I do not like the 
phraseology of the resolution, and I therefore 
vote against it. Lam as much in favor of the 
Union as I ever have been. 

The vote was announced as above recorded. 

Mr. MORRIS, of Illinois, moved to reconsider 
the vote by which the resolution was adopted; 
and also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
laid upon the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


ADJOURNMENT OVER THE HOLIDAYS. 


Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. I ask leave 
to offer a resolution in reference to an adjourn- 
ment over the holidays. 

Mr. CRAWFORD. I hope the gentleman 
from Minois will waive his resolution until I can 
offer a resolution upon which we probably can all 
agree, 

“Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois, I cannot 
yield now. When my resolution is acted upon 
there will be time enough to act on the gentle- 
man’s proposition. The Clerk will read my res- 
olution. 

The Clerk read, as follows: 

Resolved, (the Senate concurring,) That when the two 


Houses adjourn on Thursday next, the 20th instant, they 
adjourn to meet on Wednesday, January 2, 1861. 


Mr. BRIGGS. Now isthe time that the Rep- 
resentatives of the people should be at their posts, 
and I object to the resolution. 

Mr.WASHBURNE, of Minois. I move, then, 
that the rules be suspended, in order that I may 
introduce the resolution. 

Mr. McKNIGHT. I demand the yeas and 
nays on the motion to suspend the rules. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. fie oct 

The question was taken; and it was decided in 
the negative—yeas 84, nays 84; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Green Adams, Aldrich, Alley, William 
C. Anderson, Avery, Barksdale, Barret, Boteler, Bouligny, 
Branch, Burnett, Horace F. Clark, John B. Clark, Clopton, 
John Cochrane, Conkling, Covede, James Craig, Craw- 
ford, John G. Davis, Ducil, Edgerton, Edmundson, Eliot, 
Ely, English, Parnsworth, Florence, Fouke, Frank Garnett, 
Gartrell, Graham, Grow, Hall, John T. Harris, Hickman, 
Hill, Holman, Jackson, Jenkins, Jones, Killinger, Lan- 
drum, Larrabee, Leake, Love, Lovejoy, Maynard, McKean, 
‘Millward, Sydenham Moore, Moorhead, Niblack, Nixon, 
Peyton, Potter, Quaries, Reagan, Edwin R. Reynolds, Rice, 
Riggs, James C. Robinson, Scott, Scranton, Sedgwick, 
Sickles, Singleton, William Smith, William N. H. Smith, 
Staliworth, Stevenson, William Stewart, Thayer, Thomas, 
Underwood, Vandever, EHibu B.Washturne, Israel Wash- 
burn, Webster, Wood, Woodson, and Wright—84. 

NAYS—Messrs. Adrain, Allen, Thomas L. Anderson, 
Ashley, Ashmore, Babbitt, Bingham, Blair, Blake, Bray- 
ton, Briggs, Buflinton, Burlingame, Burnham, Carey, Car- 
ter, Case, Cobb, Coltax, Cox, Dawes, De Jarnette, Del- 
“ano, Dunn, Edwards, Etheridge, Fenton, Foster, Gilmer, 
Gooch, Gurley, Hardeman, Helmick, Hindman, Hoard, 
William Howard, Hughes, Humphrey, Hutchins, Irvine, 
Junki, Francis W. Kellogg, Kilgore, DeWitt C. Leach, 
James M. Leach, Lee, Logan, Loomis, Charies D. Martin, 
Elbert S. Martin, McClernand, McKenty, McKnight, Me- 
Pherson, McQueen, Montgomery, Laban T. Moore, Ed- 
ward Joy Morris, Isaac N. Morris, Noell, Palmer, Pendle- 
ton, Perry, Pettit, Porter, Pottie, Pryor, Royce, Ruffin, 
Sherman, Simms, Spaulding, Spinner, Stauton, Stokes, 
Tompkins, Train, Trimble, Vance, Wade, Waldron, Wal- 
„ ton, Wells, and Wilson—84, 

So the rules were not suspended, (two thirds 
not voting in favor thereof.) 

DEFICIENCY BILL. 


Mr. SHERMAN. Before moving that the 
House adjourn, I give notice that I will, to-mor- 


row, call up the deficiency appropriation bill. 
There are many laborers and others who need 
the money, and are anxious to have it. I move 
that the House do now adjourn. 

Mr. CRAWFORD. I ask the gentleman to 
withdraw his motion to adjourn, so that I can 
offer a resolution. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I withdraw my motion for 
that purpose. 


SLAVERY. 


Mr. CRAWFORD. I offer the following reso- 
lution: 2 

Resolved, That the Constitution of the United States 
recognizes property in slaves; that Congress has passed 
laws to aid slaveholders in recapturing their slaves when- 
ever they escape and make their way into the free States ; 
that the Supreme Court of the United States have decided 
that negroes were not included, either in the Declaration of 
{ndependence or in the Constitution of the United States 
exceptas slaves, and that they cannot become citizens 3 and 
we, the members of this House, hereby sustain and will 
support this construction of the Constitution, these laws, 
and said decision of the Supreme Court. 


Mr. SHERMAN. Pending the resolution, I 

move that the House do now adjourn. 
EXCUSED FROM SERVICE. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Mississippi. Mr. Speaker, I 
ask to be excused from further service on the se- 
lect committee of thirty-three, upon the ground 
that by its action it forces the southern members 
upon it to make further concessions to the North, 
and indicates its determination to yield nothing 
to the South. I make the motion to be excused. 

The question was taken; and the motion was 
agreed to. 


Mr. CRAWFORD. Is there objection to the 


| introduction of my resolution? 


The SPEAKER. The Chair has heard none. 
Mr. CRAWFORD. Let us vote on the reso- 
lutionthisevening. [Criesof* Vote!” “ Vote”) 
Mr. SHERMAN. I withdraw my motion to 
adjourn; and demand the previous question on 
the resolution. 
~ The call for the previous question was‘seconded, 
and the main question ordered. 

Mr. CRAWFORD demanded the yeas and 
nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr.SPAULDING. [ask for a division of the 
resolution. I believe in the truth of the second 
proposition— that Congress has passed laws to 
aid slaveholdersin recapturing thetr slaves when- 
ever they escape and make their way into the 
free States.” That is true. 

Mr. LOVEJOY. No, sir. [Laughter.} There 
are no such laws and no such words. 

Mr. SPAULDING. [insist on a division of 
the question. 

Mr. GROW. If we are called upon to vote on 
halfa dozen different propositions, I move that 
the resolution be laid upon the table. [Cries of 
“No!” “Not”? 

Mr. BRIGGS. 
adjourn. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Will the resolution come 
up to-morrow, if we adjourn, or will it go over 
until next Monday ? 

The SPEAKER. It will come up to-morrow 
as unfinished business. 

Mr. GROW. I withdraw my motion. 

The question was taken on Mr. Brrecs’s mo- 
tion; and it was agreed to. ; 

And thereupon (at five minutes to four o’clock, 
p. m.) the House adjourned. 


I move that the House do now 


IN SENATE. 
Turspay, December 18, 1860. 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Dr. GurLEY. 
The Journal of yesterday wasread and approved. 
BILL BECOME A LAW. z 

A message from the President of the United 
States, by Mr. Apam J. Giossprenner, his Sec- 
retary announced thatthe President had approved, 
on the 17th instant, an act (S. No. 82) to amend 
the fourth section of the act for the admission of 
Oregon into the Union, so. as to extend the time 
for selecting salt springs and contiguous lands in 
Oregon. 

COURT OF CLAIMS. 


The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Sen- 
ate reports from the Court of Claims, made in 
pursuance of law, adverse to the claim of Samuel 


Norris; the claim of R, R. Ward. and others,:as< 
signees of Jacob Barker; the claim of. John: P. 
Baldwin; the claim of Richard Irwin, trustee ofthe 
president, directors, and company. of the Mechan- 
1¢s’ Bank of New York; the claim of Jaques Char- 
lant, representative of Peter Charlant; the claim 
of Charles J. Jenkins and William M.. Manny 
assignees of John McKinne; the claim of Elias 
Brevoort and Joab Houghton; the claim of James 
W. Knaggs, administrator, with the will annexed, 
of Witmore Knaggs; the claim of Nathaniel P. 
Causin, administrator of John H. Stone; and the 
claim of Richard S. Coxe, administrator of Anna 
Gibson. 

Also, reports of the Court of Claimsin favor of 
the claim of Theodore Adams; the claim of Ly- 
dia Cruger, executrix of Moses Sheppard; the 
claim of Selmar Seibert; the claim of Joseph San 
Roman and William Armstrong, administrators 
of James B. Armstrong; and the claim of Gilbert 
Cameron, accompanied by the following bills: . 

A bill for the relief of Theodore Adams; 

A bill for the relief of Lydia Cruger, executrix 
of Moses Sheppard, deceased; ` 

A bill for the relief of Selmar Seibert; and 

A bill for the relief of Joseph San Roman and 
William Armstrong, administrators of James B. 
Armstrong, deceased. ; 

The bills and reports were referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims, ` 


CANADIAN LEGISLATIVE PROCEEDINGS. 


The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair has 
received the legislative proceedings and parlia- 
mentary debates of the Legislative Assembly of 
the province of Canada, for the year 1860, with 
the session papersand appendix, to be presented 
to the Senate of the United States; which will lie 
on the table, if no motion be made. 

Mr. DAVIS. I move that the documents: be 
received, and referred to the Committee on the 
Library. 

The motion was agreed to. 

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 


The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Sen- 
ate a report of the Second Auditor of the Treas- 
ury, communicating, in, obedience to law, copies 
of the accounts of persons charged with the dis- 
bursement or application of money, goods, or 
effects for the benefit of the Indians during the 
year ending June 30, 1860; which was ordered to 
fic on the table. 

The VICE PRESIDENT also laid before the 
Senate two copies of the acts of the Legislative 
Assembly of the Territory of Washington, con- 
taining also the memorials and resolutions passed 
at the seventh regular session of the Legislature, 
begun and held at Olympia, on the 5th of Decem- 
ber, 1859. 

Mr. GREEN. They ought to be referred to 
the Committee on Territories, so that we can 
have access to them. * 

They were so referred. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIAL. 


Mr. HAMLIN presented the petition of Lydia 
Lord, widow of John Lord, a soldier in the war 
of 1812, praying for a pension; which was referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. GREEN presented the memorial of George 
Briggs and Cornelius Vanderbilt, praying that 
the amount recovered from them as sureties of 
David A. Bokee, may be refunded; which was 
referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. DAVIS presented the petition of Theodore 
J. Eckerson, military storekeeper and paymaster 
at Benicia arsenal, in California, praying for a 
modification of the law which fixes his salary, by 
which his pay will be increased, and greater econ- 
omy will be observed in the expenses incident to 
his office; which was referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs and Militia. 


PRINTING OF DOCUMENTS. 


A message from the House of Representatives; 
by Mr. Haves, Chief Clerk, announced that the 
House had ordered, on the 17th instant, at twelve 
o’clock and fifteen minutes, the printing of a let- 
ter from the Secretary of the Interior, transmit- 
ting estimates for deficiencies in the appropria- 
tions for the suppression of the African: slave 
trade. 

Also, that the House had ordered: to-day, at 
twelve o’clock and twenty minutes,.the printing 
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of a:jettor from the Secretary of the Treasury, 
transmitting an account of receipts and expendi- 
tures of the United States for the fiscal yearend- 
ing June 30,: 1860. 


PROPOSED CONSTITUTIONAL CONVENTION. 


Mr. LANE.» Mr. President, I ask leave to 
introduce some resolutions; and if it is not the 
_ pleasure of. the Senate to consider them now, I 
desire to give notice that I shall move them as a 
substitute for, or amendment to, the resolution 
introduced. by the Senator from New Hampshire 
{Mr. Crank] yesterday. 
The Secretary read Mr. Lane’s resolutions, as 
follows: 


Whereas in the years 1847-48 the northern States of this 
Union, by their Legislatures, and almost with unanimity, 
adopted resolutions in favor of what was called the Wilmot 
Proviso, prohibiting slavery in all the territory acquired 
from Mexico, and the southern States soon afterwards 
passed counter resolutions, declaring that they would resist 
that measure at alt hazards, and to the last extremity ; and 
whereas in 1850 certain laws were enacted to settle the 
controversy between the two sections, called the compro- 
mise measures, agreeing that the people of the Territories, 
on entering the Union, should decide the question of sla- 
very for themselves; and whereas at the last presidential 
election the people of the northern States, by the election 
of a President on the Chicago platform, have reatiirmed 
their previous position, that slavery shall be excluded from 
ail the Territories of the Union, now and hereafter; and 
whereas a number of the southern States, regarding eaid 
decision as destructive of the equality of the States and of 
their equal rights in the common territory of our common 
country, ag. ultimately fatal to theigsystcm of society, and 
the agitation resulting from such d policy as imminently 
dangerous to their domestic peace and safety, have indi- 
cated a purpose to dissolve their political connection with 
the northern States, and there is reason to believe that all 
the southern States will-soon unite in said movement; and 
whereas a dissolution of this Union would result in great 
disasters to both sections, and, if attended with civil war, 
in horrors perbaps exceediug any that history has re 
corded; and whereas it is now apparent that the present 
system of government is not adequate to the exigencies of 
the times, to the changes of opinion and of circumstances ; 
and, particularly, that the mode prescribed in the present 
Constitution for amendments thereto, is not, from the sec- 
tional character of the controversy, and the urgency of 
events, adequate to the occasion; und whereas ina simi- 
lar diticulty our forefathers, finding the amendment of the 
Articles of the Confederation impracticable, called on the 
States to act separately, to devise another plan of govern- 
ment, and that course was adopted and crowned with suc- 
cess: Therefore, 

. Resolved, That the several States be requested to send 
commissioners or delegates to a convention, to consult on 
the changes which the present times require. 

And whereas the southern States, being in a numerical 
minofity, complain of aggressions, previous and prospect- 
ive, from the northern States: 

Be it resolved, That the delegates of said southern States 
be requested to convene firs, by themselves to confer on 
the conditions necessary for their security and peace, and 
submit their conclusions either to the delegates of the 
northern States separately convened, or to a convention of 
all the northern States. 

And be it further resolved, That it is contrary and abhor- 
rent to tho religion and civilization of our age, and to the 
spirit of our Constitution, to interfere in any way by force 
with such steps as any of the States feeling aggrieved may 
adopt. 

And be it further resolved, That the Federal Government 
will abstain from the employment of all or any force to 
prévent or interfere with any State or States which shall 
determine by itself or themselves on any course for their 
own prosperity and safety, which shall not be aggressive 
vowards the other States; and in any ease where there may 
be danger of collision between any State and the Federal 
forces stationed there, the forces be promptly withdrawn. 


Mr, DOUGLAS. I would suggest that these 
resolutions lie over, and when the committee of 
thirteen is appointed on the motion of the Sena- 
tor from Kentucky, [Mr. PowerL,] that thisand 
all similar propositions go to that committee for 
consideration. 

Mr. DAVIS. And be printed. 

Mr, DOUGLAS. Yes; and be printed. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator 
move the printing of these resolutions ? 

Mr. LANE. What did the Senator from Ili- 
nois propose? did not hear. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. ‘That the resolations lic on 
the table until the committee is appointed, and 
then send them all to the committee. 

Mr. LANE. I have no objection. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair will put 
the question now on the motion to print the reso- 
lutions. 

The motion was agreed to. 


COMPROMISE OF THE SLAVERY QUESTION. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. I am gratified, Mr. 
President, to see in the various propositions which 
have been made, such a universa! anxiety to save 
the country from the dangerousdissensions which 
now prevail; and I have, under a very serious 


view and without the least ambitious feeling what- 
ever connected with it, prepared a series of con- 
stitational amendments, which I desire to offer to 
the Senate, hoping that they may form, in part at 
least, some basis for measures that may settle the 
controverted questions which now so much agi- 
tate our country. Certainly, sir, I do not pro- 
pose now any elaborate discussion of the subject. 
Before presenting these resolutions, however, to 
the Senate, I desire to make a few remarks ex- 
planatory of them, thatthe Senate may understand 
their general scope. 

The questions of an alarming character are 
those which have grown out of the controversy 
between thé northern and southern sections of 
our country in relation to the rights of the slave- 
holding States in the Territories of the United 
States, and in relation to the rights of the citizens 
of the latter in their slaves. I have endeavored 
by these resolutions to meet all these questions 
and causes of discontent, and by amendments to 
the Constitution of the United States, so that the 
settlement, if we can happily agree on any, may 
be permanent, and leave no cause for future con- 
troversy. These resolutions propose, then, inthe 
first place, in substance, the restoration of the 
Missouri compromise, extending the line through- 
out the Territories of the United States to the east- 
ern border of California, recognizing slavery in 
all the territory south of that line, and prohibiting 
slavery in all the territory north of it; with a pro- 
vision, however, that when any of those Terri- 
tories, north or south, are formed into States, 
they shall then be at liberty to exclude or admit 
slavery as they please; and that, in the one case 
or the other, it shall be no objection to their ad- 
mission into the Union. In this way, sir, I pro- 
pose to settle the question, both as to territory 
and slavery, so far as it regards the Territories of 
the United States. 

I propose, sir, also, that the Constitution shall 
be so amended as to declare that Congress shall 
have no power to abolish slavery in the District of 
Columbia so long as slavery exists in the States 
of Maryland and Virginia; and that they shall 
have no power to abolish slavery in any of the 
places under their special jurisdiction within the 
southern States. 

These are the constitutional amendments which 
I propose, and embrace the whole of them in re- 
gard to the questions of territory and slavery. 
There are other propositions in relation to griev- 
ances, and in relation to controversies, which I 
suppose are within the jurisdiction of Congress, 
and may be removed by the action of Congress. 
I propose, in regard to legislative action, that the 
fugitive slave law, asit is commonly called, shall 
be declared by the Senate to be a constitutional 
act, in strict pursuance of the Constitution. I 
propose to declare, that it has been decided by 
the Supreme Court of the United States to be con- 
stitutional, and that the southern States are enti- 
tled to a faithful and complete execution of that 
law, and that no amendment shall be made here- 
after to it which will impair its efficiency. But, 
thinking that it would not impair its efficiency, l 
have proposed amendments to it in two particu- 
lars. I have understood from gentlemen of the 
Worth that there is objection to the provision 
giving a different fee where the commissioner de- 
cides to deliver the slave to the claimant, from that 
which is given where he decides to discharge the 
! alleged slave; the law declares that in the latter 
case he shall have but five dollars, while in the 
other he shall have ten dollars—twice the amount 
in one case than in the other, The reason for this 
is very obvious. 
to his claimant, he is required to draw outa lengthy 
certificate, stating the principal and substantial 
grounds on which his decision rests, and to 
return him either to the marshal or to the claim- 
ant to remove him to the State from which he 
escaped. It was for that reason that a larger fee 
was given to the commissioner, where he had the 
| largest service to perform. But, sir, the act being 
viewed unfaverably and with great prejudice, in 


as very obnoxious, because it seemed to give an 
inducement to the commissioner to return the 
slave to the master, as he thereby obtained the 
larger fee of ten dollars instead of the smaller one 
of five dollars. I have said, let the fee be the same 
in both cases. 

L have understood, furthermore, sir, that inas- 


In case he delivers the servant | 


acertain portion of our country, this was regarded | 


much as the fifth section of that law was worded 
somewhat vaguely, its general terms had ad- 
mitted of the construction in the northern States 
that all the citizens were required, upon the sum- 
mons of the marshal, to go with him to hunt up, 
as they express it, and arrest the slave; and this 
is regarded as obnoxious. They have said, “in 
the southern States you make no such requisition 
on the citizen;”’ nor do we, sir. The section, con- 
strued according to the intention of the framers 
of it, I suppose, only intended that the marshal 
should have the same right in the execution of 
process for the arrest of a slave that he has in all 
other cases of process that he is required to exe- 
cute—to call on the posse comitatus for assistance 
where he is resisted in the execution of his duty, 
or where, having executed his duty by the arrest, 
| an attempt is made to rescue the slave. I propose 
such an amendment as will obviate this difficulty 
and limit the right of the master and the duty of 
the citizen to cases where, as in regard to all other 
process, persons may be called upon to assist in 
resisting opposition to the execution of the laws. 

I have provided farther, sir, that the amend- 
ments to the Constitution which I here propose, 
and certain other provisions of the Constitution 
itself, shall be unalterable, thereby forming a 
permanent and unchangeable basis for peace and 
tranquillity among the people. Among the pro- 
visions in the present Constitution, which I have 
by amendment proposed to render unalterable, is 
that provision in the first article of the Constitu- 
tion which provides the rule for representation, 
including in the computation three fifths of the 
slaves. That is to be rendered unchangeable. 
Another is the provision for the delivery of fagi- 
tive slaves. Thatis to be rendered unchangeable. 

And with these provisions, Mr. President, it 
seems to me we have a solid foundation upon 
which we may rest our hopes for the restoration 
of peace and good-will among all the States of 
this Union, and all the people. I propose, sir, to 
enter into no particular discussion. I have ex- 
plained the general scope and object of my prop: 
osition. I have provided further, which 1 ought 
to mention, that, there having been some dificul- 
ties experienced in the courts of the United States 
in the South in carrying into execution the laws 
prohibiting the African slave trade, all additions 
and amendments which may be necessary to those 
laws to render them effectual should be immedi- 
ately adopted by Congress,and especially the pro- 
visions of those laws which prohibit the import- 
ation of African slaves into the United States. I 
have further provided it as a recommendation to 
all the States of this Union, that whereas laws 
have been passed of an unconstitutional charac- 
ter, (and all laws are of that character which either 
conflict with the constitutional acts of Congress, 
or which in their operation hinder or delay the 
proper execution of the acts of Congress,) which 
Jaws are null and void, and yet, though null and 
void, they have been the source of mischief and 
discontent in the country, under the extraordi- 
nary circumstances in which we are placed; Ihave 
supposed that it would not be improper or unbe- 
coming in Congress to recommend to the States, 
both North and South, the repeal of all such acts 
of theirs as were intended to control, or intended 
to obstruct the operation of the acts of Congress, 
or which in their operation and in their applica- 
tion have been made use of for the purpose of such 
hindrance and opposition, and that they will re- 
peal these laws or make such explanations or cor- 
rections of them as to prevent their being used 
for any such mischievous purpose. 

I have endeavored to look with impartiality 
trom one end of our country to the other; I have 
endeavored to search up what appeared to me to 
be the causes of discontent pervading the land; 
and, as far as I am capable of doing so, I have 
endeavored to propose a remedy for them. Jam 
far from believing that, in the ‘shape in which I 
present these measures, they will meet with the 
acceptance of the Senate. It will be sufficiently 
gratifying if, with all the amendments that the 
superior knowledge of the Senate may make to 
them, they shall, to any effectual extent, quiet the 
country. 

Mr. President, great dangers surround us. ‘The 
Union of these States is dear to the people of the 
United States. The long experience of its bless- 
ings, the mighty hopes of the future, have made it 
dear to the hearts of the American people. What- 
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ever politicians may say; whatever. of dissension 
may, in ‘the heat of party politics, be created 
among our people, when you come down to the 
question of the existence of the Constitution, that 
isa question beyond all party. politics; that is a 
question of life and death. The Constitution and 
the Union are the life of this great people—yes, 
sir, the life of life. We all desire to preserve 
them, North and South; that is the universal de- 
sire. But some of the southern States, smarting 
under what they conceive to be aggressions of 
theirnorthern brethren and of the northern States, 
are not contented to continue this Union, and are 
taking steps, formidable steps, towards a dissolu- 
tion of the Union, and towards the anarchy and 
the bloodshed, I fear, that are to follow. es > 
sir, we are in the presence of great events. We 
must elevate ourselves to the level of the great 
occasion. No party warfare about mere party 
questions or party measures ought now to engage 
our attention. They are left behind; they are as 
dustin the balance. The life, the existence of 
our country, of our Union, is the mighty ques- 
tion; and we must elevate ourselves to all those 
considerations which belong to this high subject. 

I hope, therefore, gentlemen will be disposed 
to bring the sincerest spirit of conciliation, the 
sincerest spirit and desire to adjust all these dif- 
ficulties, and to think nothing of any little con- 
cessions of opinions that they may make, if 
thereby the Constitution and the country can be 
preserved. 

The great difficulty here, sir—I know it; I rec- 
ognize it as the difficult question, particularly 
with the gentlemen from the North—is the ad- 
mission of this line of division for the territory, 
and the recognition of slavery on the one side, 
and the prohibition of it on the other. The rec- 
ognition of slavery on the southern side of that 
line is the great difficulty, the great question with 
them. Now, I beseech them to think, and you, 
Mr. President, and all, to think whether, for such 
a comparative trifle as that, the Union of this 
country is to be sacrificed. Have we realized to 
ourselves the momentous consequences of such 
an event? When has the woMd seen such an 
event? This isa mighty empire. Its existence 
spreads its influence throughout the civilized 
world. Its overthrow will be the greatest shock 
that civilization and free government have re- 
ceived; more extensive in its consequences; more 
fatal to mankind and to the great principles upon 
which the liberty of mankind depends, than the 
French revolution with all its blood, and with all 
its war and violence. And all for what? Upon 
questions concerning this line of division between 
slavery and freedom? Why, Mr. President, sup- 
pose ihis day all the southern States, being re- 
fused this right; being refused this partition; being 
denied this privilege, were to separate from the 
yforthern States, and do it peacefully, and then 
were to come to you peacefully and say, ‘let 
there be no war between us; let us divide fairly 
the Territories of the United States:” could the 
northern section of the country refuse so just a 
demand? What would you then give them? 
‘What would be the fair proportion? If you al- 
lowed them thei fair relative proportion, would 
you not give them as much as is now proposed 
io be assigned on the southern side of that line, 
and would they not be at liberty to carry their 
slaves there, if they pleased? You would give 
them the whole of that; and then what would be 
its fate? 

Is it upon the general principle of humanity, 
then, that you [addressing Republican Senators] 
wish to put an end to slavery, or is it to be urged 
by you as a mere topic and point of party con- 
troversy to sustain party power? Surely I give 
you credit for looking at it upon broader and 
more generous principles. Then, in the worst 
event, after you have encountered disunion, that 
greatest of all political calamities to the people of 
this country, and the disunionists come, the sep- 
arating States come, and demand or take their 

ortion of the Territories, they can take, and will 
be entitled to take, all that will now lic on the 


southern side of the line which I have proposed. 
Then they will have a right to permit slavery to 
exist in it; and what do you gain for the cause of 
anti-slavery? Nothing whatever. . Suppose you 
should refuse their demand, and claim the. whole 
for yourselves: that would be a flagrant injustice 
which you would not be willing that I should sup- 
poe would occur. But if you did, what would 

e the consequence? A State north and a State 
south, and all the States, north and south, would 
be avers to grasp at and seize this territory, 
and to get all of it that they could. That wou 
be the, struggle, and you would have war; and 
not only disunion, but all these fatal consequences 
would follow from your refusal now to permit 
slavery to exist, to recognize it as existing, on the 
southern side of the proposed line, while you give 
to the people there the right to exclude it when 
they come to form: a State government, if such 
should be their will and pleasure. ; 

Now, gentlemen, in view of this subject, in 
view of the mighty consequences, in view of the 
great events which are present before you, and of 
the mighty consequences which are just now to 
take effect, is it not better to settle the question 
by a division upon the line of the Missouri com- 
promise? For thirty years we lived quietly and 

eacefully under it. “Our people, North and 

outh, were accustomed to look at it as a proper 
and just line. Can we not do so again? We did 
it then to preserve the peace of the country. Now 
yo see this Union in the most imminent danger. 

declare to you that itis my solemn conviction 
that unless something be done, and something 
equivalent to this proposition, we shall be a sep- 
arated and divided people in six months from this 
time. That is my firm conviction. There is no 
man here who deplores it more than I do; but it 
is my sad and melancholy conviction that that 
will be the consequence. I wish you to realize 
fully the danger. I wish you to realize fully the 
consequences which are to follow. You can give 
increased stability to this Union; you can give it 
an existence, a glorious existence, for great and 
glorious centuries to come, by now setting it 
upon a permanent basis, recognizing what the 
South considers as its rights; and this is the 
greatest of them all: it is that you should divide 
the territory by this line and allow the people 
south of itto have slavery when they are ad- 
mitted into the Union as States, and to have it 
during the existence of the territorial govern- 
ment. Thatis all. Is it not the cheapest price 
at which such a blessing as this Union was ever 
purchased? You think, perhaps, or some of you, 
that there is no danger, that it will but thunder 
and pass away. Do not entertain such a fatal 
delusion. I tell you itis not so. I tell you that 
as sure as we stand here disunion will progress. 
I fear it may swallow up even old Kentucky in 
its vortex—as true a State to the Union as yet 
exists in the whole Confederacy—unless some- 
thing be done; but that you will have disunion, 
that anarchy and war will follow it, that all this 
will take place in six months, I believe as confi- 
dently as I believe in your presence. I want to 
satisfy you of the fact. 

Mr. President, l rise to suggest another con- 
sideration. I have been surprised to find, upona 
little examination, that when the peace of 1783 
was made, which recognized the independence of 
this country by Great Britain, the States north of 
Mason and Dixon’s line had but a territory of one 
hundred and sixty-four thousand square miles, 
while the States south of Mason and Dixon’s line 
had more than six hundred thousand square miles. 
It was so divided. Virginia shortly afterwards 
ceded to the United States all that noble territory 
northwest of the Ohio river, and excluded slavery 
from it. That changed the relative proportion of 
territory. After that, the North had four hundred, 
and twenty-five thousand square miles, and the 
South three hundred and eighty-five thousand. 
Thus, atonce, by the concession of Virginia, the 
North, from one hundred and sixty-four theusand; 
rose to four hundred and twenty-five thousand 
square miles, and the South fell from six hundred 


thousand to three hundred -arid-eiz e: 
sand. square-miles.. By that cession the South, 
came smaller in extent than the North: Well: 
let us look beyond. T intend to take up:as the 
time as possible, and to avoid details; but take all: 
your subsequent acquisitions of Florida, of Lou- 
isiana, of Oregon, of Texas, and the acquisitions’ - 
made from Mexico. : They have been so: divided: 
and so disposed of that the North has now: two: 
millions, two hundred thousand square miles. of 
territory, and the South has less than one million; 

Under these circumstances; w hen you have been: 
so greatly maghified—I do not complain of it, I 
am stating facts—when- your section hag:been 
made so mighty by:these great acquisitions, and. 
to a great extent with:the. perfect consent of ‘the. 
South, ought you to hesitate: now upon adopting 
this line which will leave to you on: the. north: 
side of it nine hundred and odd thousand square. 
miles,;and leave to the South only. two hundred, - 
and eighty-five thousand?) It will give you three 
times as much as it will give her. ‘There ig three 
times as much land in. your. portion as in: hers. 
The South has already occupied some of it, and 
itis in States; but altogether the South gets by 
this division two hundred and eighty-five thou- 
sand square miles, and the North nine hundred 
thousand. The result of. the whole of itis, that. . 
the North has two million two hundred thousand 
square miles and the South only one million. 

I mention this as no reproach, as no upbraid- 
ing, as no complaint—none at all. I do not 
speak in that spirit; I do not address you in that 
temper. But these are the facts, and they oùghty 
it seems to me, to have some weight; and when’ 
we come to make a péace-offering, are we to count - 
it, are we to measure it nicely in golden scales? 
You get a price, and the dearest price, for all the 
concession asked to be. made—y ou have the firmer 
establishment of your Union; you have the restor- 
ation of peace and tranquillity, and the hopes of 
a mighty future, all secured by this: concession. 
How dearly must one individual, or two individ- 
uals, or many individuals, value their private 
opinions if they think them more important. to 
the world than this mighty interest of the Union 
and Government of the United States! ag 

Sir, itis a cheap sacrifice. Itisa glorious sac- 
rifice. This Union cost a great deal to establish 
it; it cost the yielding. of much of public opinion 
and much of policy, besides the direct or indirect 
cost of it in all the war to establish the independ- 
ence’ of this country.. When it was done, Qen- 
eral Washington himself said, Providence has 
helped us, or we could not have accomplished 
this thing, And this gift of our wiscst mens this 
great work of their hands; this. workin the found- 
ation and the structure of which Providence him- 
self, with his benignant hand; helped-are we to 
give it all up for such.small considerations? The 
present exasperation; the present feeling of dis- 
union, is the result of a.long-continued contro- 
versy on the subject. of slavery and.of territory. 
I shall not attempt to trace that controversy; itis 
unnecessary to the occasion, and might be harm- 
ful. In relation to such controversies, I will say, 
though, that all the wrong is never on one side, 
or all.the right on the other. Right and wrong, 
in this world, and in all“ such controversies, are 
mingled together. I forbear now any discussion 
or any reference to the right or wrong of the con- 
troversy, the mere party controversy; but in the 
progress of party, we now come to a point where 
party ceases to deserve -consideration and: the 
preservation of the Union demands our highest 
and ourgreatestexertions. ‘To preserve the Con- 
stitution of the country is the highest duty of the 
Senate, the highest duty of Congress—to preserve 
it and to perpetuate it, that we may hand down, 
the glories which we have ‘received to our chil~” 
dren and to our posterity, and to generations far 
beyondus, Weare; Senators, in positions where 
history is to take notice of the course we pursue. 

History is to record us... Is it fo record that 
when the destruction of the Union:was imminent; 
when we saw it tottering to itg falls when we saw 
brothers arming their hands for hostility with one 
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our names to rest in history with this everlast- 
ing. stigma‘and blot upon it? > i 


“Sit, E wish to God it wasin my power to pre- | 


serve this Union by renouncing Gr agreeing to 
give up.every conscientiousand other opinion. I 
might not be able to discard it from my mind; T 
amunder no-obligation to do that. may retain 
the opinion, but if-l can do so great a good as to 
preserve my conntry and give it peace, and its 
Institutions and its Union stability, I will forego 
any action: upon my opinions, Well now. my 
friends, [addressing the Republican Senators, ] that 
isvall'that ig asked‘of you.’ Consider it well, and 
T donot distrust the result. = As tothe rest of this 
body, the gentlemen from the South, I would say 
to-them, can you ask more than this? Are you 
bent on revolution, bent on disunion? God for- 
bidit. Icannot believe that such madness pos- 
sesses the American people. This gives reason- 
able satisfaction. E can speak with confidence 
only of my own State. Old: Kentucky will be 
x, satisfied with it, and she will stand by the Union 
“ and die by the Union if this satisfaction be given. 
Nothing shall seduce her. The clamor of no rev- 
olution, the seductions and temptations of no rev- 
olution, will tempt her to move one step, She 
has stood always by the side of the Constitution; 
she-hus always been devoted:to it, and is this day. 
Give het this satisfaction, and I believe all tho 
States of the South that are not desirous of dis- 
union as a, better thing’ than the Union and the 
Constitution, will -be satisfied and will adhere 
nion, and:we shall go on-again in our 
areer of national ‘prosperity and: national 
glory we es 

‘But, sir, itis not necessary for me to speak to 
yoi ofthe consequences that will follow disunion. 

ho of us ig not proud of the greatness: we have 
achieved ? Disunion and separation destroy that 

reatness; Once disunited,'we are no longer great. 

he hationy:of ‘the earth who have looked upon 
you asa formidable Power, a mighty Power, and 
rising ‘to untold and immeasurable greatness in 
the future, will scoffat you. Your flag, that now 
claimsthe respect of the world, that protects Amer- 
ican property in every port and harbor of the 
world, that protects the rights of your citizens 
everywhere, what will become of it? 
comes of its glorious influence? . It is gone; and 
with it the: protection of American citizens and 
property. To say. nothing of the national honor 
whichitdisplayed to all the world, the protection 
of your-rights, the protection of your property 
abroad is gone with that national flag, and we are 
hereafter. to-conjuré and contrive different flags 
for‘our different republics according to. the fever- 
ish fancies of revolutionary patriots and ‘disturbers 
of the peace of the world. ‘No, sir; I want to 
follow-nosuch flag, - I wantto preserve the union 
of my country. We have itin our power to do 
so, and we are responsible if we do not do it. 

I do not despair of the Republic. When I see 
before.me Senators of so much intelligence and 
so much patriotism, who have. been so honored 
by their country, sent here asthe guardians: of 
that very union which is: now in question, sent 

ahere as the guardians-of our national rights, and 


as guardians: of that national flag, I cannot de- jj 


spair; I cannot despond. I-cannot but believe that 
they will find some means-of reconciling and ad- 
justing the rights of all parties, by concessions, 
if necessary,.so as to preserve and give more sta- 
bility to the country and to its.institutions. 

Mr. President, 1 have occupied more-time than 


Tintended.. My remarks were designed and con- | 


‘be read tö the Senate. 


What be- | 


emplatedonly. to rea 
resolution. ; ` 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Firzpar- 
Rick.in the chair:) Does the Senator desire the 
resolution to be read? Da 
f Yes, sir; I ask thatit 


ch to aù explanation of this 


Mr. CRITTENDEN. 


Mr. GREEN. The hour has arrived for the 
. onsideration:of the special order.’ Be 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. [desire to present this 
resolution now.to ‘the Senate; and I ask that it 
may be réad and printed. : 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary 
will report the resolution. _ 

‘The Secretary read it, as follows: 


Ajoint resolution (S. No. 50) proposing certain amendments 
to the Constitution of the United States. 

. Whereas serious and alarming dissensions have arisen 
between the northern and. southern States, concerning the 
rights and security of the rights of the slaveholding States, 
and especially their rights in the common territory of the 
| United States; and whereas it is eminently desirable and 

proper that these dissensions, which now threaten the very 
existence of this Union, should be permanently quicted and 
settled by constitutional provisions, which shall do equal 
justice to all sections, and thereby. restore to the people 
that peace and good-will which ought to prevail between 
all the citizens of the United States; Therefore, 

Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives. of 
the United States of America in Congress assembled, (two 
thirds of both Houses concurring,) That the following arti- 
cles be, and are hereby, proposed and submitted as amend- 
ments to the Constitution of the United States, whieh shall 
be valid to all intents and purposes, as part of said Consti- 
tution, when ratified by conventions of three fourths of the 
several States: 

ARTICLE L; In all the territory of the United States now 
held, or hereafter acquired, situate north of latitude 36? 30, 
slavery or Involuntary servitude, except as a punishment 
for erime, is prohibited while such territory shall remain 
under territorial government. In al the territory south of 
said line of latitude, slavery of the African race is hereby 
recognized as existing, and shall not be interfered with by 
Congress, but shall ke protected as property by all the de- 
partments of the territorial government during its contin- 
uanee. And when any Territory, north or south of said 
line, within such boundaries as Congress may prescribe, 
shall contain the population requisite tor a member of Con- 
gress according to the then Federal ratio of representation 
of the people of the United States, it shall, if its form of 
government be republican, be admitted into the Union, on 
an equal footing with the original States, with or without 
slavery, as the constitution of such new State may provide, 

Art. 2. Congress shall have no power to abolish slavery 
in places under its exclusive jurisdiction, and situate within 
the limits of States that permit the holding of slaves. 

ART. 3. Congress shail have no power to abolish slavery 
within the District of Columbia, so long as it exists in the 
adjoining States of Virginia and Maryland, or either, nor 
without the éunsent of the inhabitants, nor without just 
compensation first made tosuch owners of slaves as do not 
consent to steh abolishment. Nor shall Congress at any 
time prohibit officers of the Federal Government, or mem- 
bers of Congress, whose duties require them to be in said 
District, from bringing with them their slaves, and holding 
them as such during the time their dutics may require them 
to remain there, and afterwards taking them from the Dis- 
trict. 

ART. 4. Congress shall bave no power to prohibit or hin- 
der the transportation of slaves from one State to another, 
orto a Territory in which slaves are by law permitted to 
be held, whether that transportation be by land, navigable 
rivers, or by the sea. 

Arr. 5. That in addition to the provisions of the third 
paragraph of the second section of the fourth article of the 
Constitution of the United States, Congress shall have 
power to provide by Jaw, and it shall be its duty so to pro- 
vide, that the United States shall pay to the owner who 
shall apply for it, the full value of his fugitive slave in all 
cases when the marshal or other officer whose duty it was 
to arrest said fugitive was prevented from so doing by vio- 
ienee or intimidation, or when, atter arrest, said fugitive 
was rescued by foree, and the owner thereby prevented and 
obstrueted in the pursuit of his remedy for the recovery of 
his fugitive slave under the said clause of the Constitution 
and the laws. made in purstance thereof. And in allsuch 
cases, when the United States shall pay for such fugitive, 
they shall have the right, in.their own name, to sue the 
county in which said viotenee, intimidation, or rescue was 
committed, ang to recover from it, with interest and dam- 
ages, the amodunt paid by them for said fugitive slave. And 
the said county, after it bas paid said amount to the United | 
States, may, for its indemnity, sve and recover from the 
wrong doers or rescuers by whom the owner was prevented 
from the recovery of his fugitive slave, in like manner as 
the owner himself might have sued and recovered. | 

Anr. 6. No future amendment of the Constitution shal} 
affect the five preceding articles; nor the third paragraph 
of the second section of the first article of the Constitution ; 
nor the third paragraph of the second section of the fourth 
article of said Constitution ; and no amendment shall be 
made to the Constitution which shall authorize or give to 
| Congress gny power to abolish or interfere with slavery in 
|| any of the States by whose laws it is, or may be, allowed 
or permitted. i 
i And whereas, also, besides those causes of dissension em- 
į braced in the foregoing amendments proposed to the Con- | 

stitution of the United States, there are others which come 
| within the jurisdiction of Congress, and may be remedied 
by its legislative power; and whereas it is the desire of 
Congress, as far as its power will extend, to remove all just 
cause for the popular discontent and agitation which now 


i 
H of its institutions: Therefore, 


disturb the peace of the country, and threaten the stability li 


~I. Resolved bythe Senateand House of Representatives.of 
the United States of America in Congress assembled; That 
the Jaws. now in force forthe recovery of fugitive slaves 
dre in strict pursuance of the plain and mandatory provis- 
ions of the Constitution, and have been sanctioned as valid 
and constitutional by the judgment of the Supreme Court 
of the United States; that the slaveflolding States are enti- 


| Ued to the faithful observance and execution of those laws, 


and that they ought not to be repealed, or so modified or 
changed as to impair their efficiency; and that laws ought 
to bé-made for the punishment of ‘those who attempt by 
rescue of. the slave, or other illegal means, to hinder or 
defeat the due execution of said Jaws. 

2. That-all State laws. which. conflict with the fugitive 
slave acts of Congress, or any other constitutional acts of 
Congress, or which, in their operation, impede, hinder, or 
delay the free course and due execution of any of said acts, 
are null and void by the plain provisions of the Constitution 
of the United States; yet those State laws, void as they 
are, have given color to practices, and led to consequences, 
which have obstructed the due administration and execu- 
tion of acts of Congress, and especially the acts for the de- 
livery of fugitive slaves, and have thereby contributed mach 
to-the discord and commotion now prevailing. Congress, 
therefore, in the present perilous juncture, does not dedm 
it improper, respecttully and earnestly. to recommend the 
repeal of those Jaws to the several States which have en- 
acted them, or such legislative corrections or explanations 
of them as may prevent their being used or perverted to 
such mischievous purposes. : 

3. That the actor the 18th of September, 1850, commonly. 
ealled the fugitive slave law, ought to be so amended as to 
make the tee of the commissioner, mentioned inthe eighth 
section of the act, equal in amount in the cases decided by 
him, whether his decision be in favor of or against the 
claimant. And toavoid misconstruction, the last clause of 
the fifth section of said act, which authorizes the person 
holding a warrant for the arrest or detention of a fugitive 
slave, to summon to his aid the posse comitatus, and which 
declares it to be the duty of al) good citizens to assist him 
in its execution, ought to be so amended as to expressly 
limit the authority and duty to cases in which there shall 
be resistance or danger of resistance or rescue. 

4. That the laws for the suppression of the African slave 
trade, and especially those prohibiting the importation of 
slaves in the United States, cught to be made effectual, and 
ought to be thoroughly executed; and all further enact- 
ments necessary to those ends owght to be promptly made. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question 
is upon ordering the resolution to be printed. 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President-—— 

Mr. GREEN. Will the Senator give way for 
a moment? There is a special order for to-day— 
the billfor the admission of Kansas into the Union. 
I do not desire to call it up to-day, but merely to 
postpone it until next Tuesday. 

Mr. HALE, I propose to occupy the time of 
the Senate but a very few minutes, and I—— 

? Mr, GREEN. There will be no debate on the 
ill. 

Mr. COLLAMER. I take it, sir, the special 
order must be cated up, whether a Senator has 
the floor or not; it is before the Senate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Sen- 
ator from New Hampshire yield the floor to the 
Senator from Missouri? 

Mr. HALE. No, sir. 

Mr. GREEN. - L call for the special order. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It becomes the 
duty of the Chair to announce as the first busi- 
ness in order the bill of the House of Represent- 
atiyes No. 23, for the admission of Kansas into 
the Union, and that bill is now before the Senate. 

Mr. GREEN. Then I move to. postpone it 
until Tuesday next.at one o’clock. 

Mr. COLLAMER. I wish to suggest to the 
gentleman the effect of thatmotion. Next Tues- 
day will be Christmas day, and we shall not be 
in session. Let us say Wednesday. 

Mr. GREEN. Ihave got a special order for 
Wednesday—territorial business. 

Mr. COLLAMER,. Say Monday. 

Mr. GREEN. Very well; I will say Monday 
next. < 

Mr. COLLAMER. Mr. President, when this 
bill was made the special order for to-day, the 
gentleman gave notice that he should probably 
have cause to move a postponement of it. ldo 
not propose to take time with it, but I merely 
wish it understood now, once for all, as regards 
this postponement to Monday next, that at that 
time the subject will be disposed of. 

Mr. HALE. Next Monday? 

Mr. COLLAMER. Yes, sir; that next Mon- 
day there will be definite action upon it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Sen- 
ator from Missouri insist on his motion to post- 

one the further consideration of the bill until 
nesday next? 

Mr. GREEN. Notatall; Lam perfectly wil- 


| ing to agree to Monday. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER, It is moved to 
postpone the further consideration of the bill to 
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provide for thé admission of Kansas into: the 
Union until Monday next, 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President, whatever may be 

thought of the wisdom or the expediency of the 
remedies proposed by the honorable Senator from 
Kentuck y—— 
Mr. DOUGLAS. Ido not wish to interfere 
with the Senator from New Hampshire, but as 
we have been acting upon the rules-of the Senate, 
and as there is another special order taking pri- 
ority, I think it but proper that that should be 
taken up, so as to preserve the regularity of pro- 
cecdings. The Senator from Tennessee {Mr. 
Jounson] is entitled to the floor on another special 
order. IT tried to get it, but failed. He certainly 
is entitled to it, unless he waives his right. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will 
remark to the Senator from.New Hampshire that 
there is no question before the Senate. The busi- 
ness upon which he proposed to found some 
remarks was superseded: by the special order 
assigned for one o’clock.to-day. 

Mr. HALE. That was postponed. ; 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Yes, sir; and 
there is no question now. before the Senate, and it 
becomes the duty of the Chair to call up the spe- 
cial order indicated by ‘the Senator from Mlinois, 
which is the resolution offered by the Senator 
from Kentucky. 

Mr. HALE. Will the Chair be good enough 
to say how many special orders there are, so that 
we can dispose of them all at once? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair is 
not. aware of the number of special orders on the 
Calendar. ; 


Mr. HALE, I move to postpone them all. 
Mr. YULEE. I suggest that we postpone the 


special order for a few moments by general con- 


sent. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, The Chair will 
state thatthere is no other special order for to-day. 

Mr. HALE. Then | move to postpone it until 
to-morrow. : 

Mr. BIGLER. Do I understand the Senator 
from New Hampshire to move to postpone the 
consideration of the resolution of the Senator from 
Kentucky ? 1 hope the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire will withdraw that motion. 

Mr. HALE. Have I the floor, Mr. President? 
- The PRESIDING OFFICER, The Senator 
from New Hampshire is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. HALE. Then, sir, I will submit the very 
few remarks I propose to make upon that motion, 
and I do not propose to say much; very little. 
What I propose to, say relates to the proposition 
of the honorable Senator from Kentucky. . I was 
about to say whatever might be thought of the 
wisdom 

Mr. DOUGLAS. I rise to a question of order. 
My object is not to embarrass the Senator from 
New Hampshire, but I think it——— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Sen- 
ator fromi New Hampshire yield the floor? 

Mr. HALE. Only upon a question of order. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. I rise to a question of order. 
I rose simply to 'pfeserve the order of business. 
If the Senate proposes to postpone it, very well; 
but I understand the motion to postpone is not 
a debatable question. As regards the priority of 
business, I suppose the unfinished business comes 
up, and the Senator from Tennessec is entitled to 
the floor, unless he waives it. [am Willing to 
postpone it if itis the wish of the Senate, but I 
want the order of business preserved according to 
the rule. : i 

Mr. HALE. On the question of order, I would 
like to have the judgment of the Chair whether a 
motion to postpone is debatable. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair 
understands that the rule has been construed not 
to allow discussion upon the merits of the ques- 
tion; but it has been usual in the Senate to allow 
the Senator time to state his reasons why he wants 
the order postponed; and in that view the Sena- 
tor can do so. : 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Tennessee. To relieve the 
Senate from the difficulty in which it seems to be 
involved, I think the business had better come up 
in regular order. Iam entitled to the floor when 


that comes up; and if the Senator desires to con- | 
sume but a few minutes, I will yield him the floor | 


for a short time, 
Mr. HALE, Iam much obliged to the Senator. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. His in-order 
for the Senator from New Hampshire to state the 
reasons why he wants it postponed. 

Mr. HALE. -The reason why I-wish it post- 
poned is this——— . | : : 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Tennessee. I want.to know 
how the Senator from New Hampshire got the 
foor to make the motion, when I was upon the 

oor? Perf ! 

The PRESIDING OFFICER.: That question 
was not made by the Senator from Tennessee, 
and the Senator rose from his seat and was recog- 
nized by the Chair. According to strict parlia- 
mentary rule, the Senator from Tennessee, when 
the regular business is up, is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. HALE. (Well, sir, he may take it. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Tennessee.. The Senator 
from New Hampshire perhaps did not understand 
me. I wanted business to proceed in:its regular 
order; and then I said I would waive a few mo- 
ments of my time if. he wished to say anything 
to the Senate. 

Mr. HALE.’ Oh, Ido not know that I care 
about it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER... The Senator 
from Tennessee is entitied to the floor. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. I beg leave to ask the 
Senator from Tennessee to allow me simply to 
have a motion made for printing the resolutions 
I have offered. ; 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Tennessee. Certainly. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. I believe that has already 
been done. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair 
understands that that motion has been agreed to, 
and the resolutions have been ordered to be 
printed. 

Mr. HALE. No, sir, that question was not 


put. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. I belicve the 
Senator from New Hampshire is right. The 
moticn was not put. Does the Senator from 
Tennessee yield the floor to allow the Senator 
from Kentueky to have the question taken upon 
the motion to print his resolutions ? . 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Tennessee. Certainly, 

‘Mr. TRUMBULL. There is some confusion 
here, occasioned by the attempt to enforce strict] 
the rules of the Senate. Now, if the Senate will 
indulge me for one moment, I will state how I 
think it may be obviated. The hour for calling 
up the special order passed while the Senator 
from Kentucky was on the floor, every one de- 
siring to hear him conclude his remarks. The 
Senator from New Hampshire has but a word to 
say, as I understand, and the Senator from Ten- 
nessee is quite willing that he should say it. It 
seems to me that as we have passed the hour, the 
Senator from New iLampshire might be permitted 
to say his word or two, and we go on regularly 
with the business. We have already lost more 
time in this attempt to enforce the strict.rule than 
it would have taken to hear him twice over, as I 
understand him. I hope the Senate will allow 
him to say the few words he wishesto say, [‘‘cer- 
tainly,’’] and then the Senator from Tennessee 
will proceed, as I understand he is willing that 
the Senator from New Hampshire should pursue 
that course. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Tennessee. 
tinctly that I would consent to that. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. There is nobody objecting 
to the Senator from New Hampshire now speak- 
ing but himself. The Senator from Tennessee 
has yielded the floor to him, no other Senator ob- 
jects, and he himself is the only man that objects 
now to his speaking. [Laughter.] 

Mr. HALE. Well, Mr. President, E am ex- 
ceedingly obliged to the Senate, and to the hon- 
orable Senator from Tennessee, and to the hon- 
orable Senatos from Ulinois; but Iam afraid that 
there has been so much fuss about my getting on 
the floor that expectations may have been excited 
that I propose to make a speech, when I do notin- 
tend any such thing; but I simply rose in my place 
for the purpose of saying that whatever might be 
thought of the wisdom, or the practicability, or 
the expediency of the remedy suggested by the 
honorable Senator from Kentucky, [Mr. Crit- 
TENDEN,| nobody would doubt the purity of his 
motive, the integrity, the disinterestedness, and 
the fervor of his patriotism. Everybody accords 


I stated dis- 


to him that, whatever may be thought of the, 


value or the practicability of the remedy he pro- 


poses, and Ido not propose. todisi 
for a simple purpose, which £ will 
A few days.since when the Honorable 
from New York [Mr. Kine} proposed 
ment to the’ resolution’ introduced: by t 
orable Senator from Kentucky, [Mr.Po 
and the honorable Senator-from Conne 
now in his seat, [Mr. Fosrer;] made: 
marks expressive of bis sympathy withthe views 
of the Senator from New York; an honorable 
Senator from: Louisiana, now in m “eye, (Mr. 
Bensamin,] arose, and { thought with-great.per- 
tinency ‘and propriety suggested that, for the pur- 
pose of informing himself as tothe state of public 
sentiment. here, and -among- the people. that we 
represent, he desired to know—I cannot state his 
very words; but I think Estate the substance of 
what he said and if I ‘do not, I should be glad to 
be corrected—he: desired to. know what was in- 
tended by the motion of the -honorable Senator 
from New York; and further than that,in a like 
spirit of candid inquiry, seeking for information 
at that time, he would like also to have the views 
of the Senator from Conjecticut: upon: the: same 
subject. Now, sir, I stand here in precisely that 
situation; seeking for information, eR 
l listened last week, with a-good deal:of pleas- 
ure, to the long, able, erratic speech of the dis- 
tinguished Senator from Texas, right before me, 
{Mr. Wiera.) If it-had:-no.other merit—and 
ido not mean to say that it had not a great many 
others—it was explicit. f understood it; I un- 
derstood what he wants, what he expects, what 
he demands; and the way it was put to us was 
that we, northern men representing the success- 
ful party—he appealed to several of us here whom 
he designated as representative men, and even 
went so low as to name so humble‘an individual 
as myself among them—he said we must'go home 
and teach our people certain things: Edo nat 
remember all that he said; I havea general imi- 
pression of it, and I suppose ‘his words: can be 
found in the chronicles of the body—reported'in 
the Globe. ieee, & Sa Sea 
Ihave also listened to the honorable Senator 
from Kentucky [Mr. CRITTENDEN] to day; and 
from my recollection of the speech of the honor~ 
able Senator from Texas, and comparing it with 
that of the honorable Senator from‘Kentucky to- 
day, I should judge, as the old theologians say, 
that they do not belong tothe same ‘see’? of pol- 
itics. The demands which are put forth to-day 
as being sufficient to produce quiet, restore har- 
mony, and preserve “this glorious Union,” are 
of an entirely different character from those pro-* 
posed by the honorable Senator from Texas: The 
onorable Senator from Texas spoke for the Union 
wing of his party. .My desire is to know which 
of these two distinguished Senators represents 
the demands that are to be made upon our people 
at home in order to secure this Union; because it 
has been said, and well said, that we cannot do it 
here; it must be done by our people.’ Well, sir, 
in the communication which thay with: the peo- 
ple that I represent, when I talk. to them‘and'rep- 
resent to them that if they'aceede to the proposi- 
tions and demands made by the honorable Senator 
from Kentucky to-day; the Union may be pre- 
served and harmony restored, and some one then 
gets up and flings in my face the eloquent-spcech 
of the Senator from Texas, altogether different in 
its demands, and covering a vastly broader field 
of concession, J want to. know whether then J 
may be permitted to say, ‘* the honorable Senator 
from Kentucky represents the real, genuine, bona 
fide sentiments of the Union-loving people of the 
South; and the honorable Senator from Texas, 
where he differs from him, does not; or: shall E 
be compelled to say that the patriotic effusion of 
the honorable Senator from Kentucky is simply 
the effusion of his own benevolent and patriotic 
heart, but does not embody the demands‘and sen- 
timents of the southern people, and that they are 
more correctly presented in the speech of the hon= 


! orable Senator from Texas? 


Now, sir, this is what I want to know—not that 
I wish to flatter gentlemen that either the one or, 
the other will be acceptable to-the people whom 
I represent. I do not know. The honorable Sen- 
ator from Texas says he never gives his gpunon 
unless itis asked; and not then; unless he ispaid, 
or expects to be paid for it;  [Laughter.}. : Well, 
sir, my opinion has not been asked, nor do 1 
eXpect any pay. = i 


My WIGEALL. When did the Senatorfrom 
‘Texas say. that? E SUEY he Bee 
-- Mr, HALE: -He said itin his speech the other 
day. EEEN pei AAR ENAS : 
: Mr: WIGFALL. © I donot think so.: It may 
be, though.: -E have not looked:at the Globe: - 
Mr. HALE. “Well, Ihave not: looked at the 


Globe; buti heard it. 


“Mr. WIGFALL.. Well, it is in there, if you 
heard ite: : Doha hh i 


a Mr, HALE. L think I cannot -be mistaken. 


But, sir, all jesting apart, for I.am not: jesting, 1 
do really want to know.: My judgment, if it-be 
given, my. advice, ifit be tendered, may be over- 
ruled; and it may depend very much on the fact 
which of these two gentlemen really is the organ 
to: the ‘demands of the South as to the continu- 
ance and preservationof the Union.: When I say 
I desire that, of course I do not desire an answer 
to this. question from either of these two gentle- 
men, because-they have given their views; but 
the information that I desire would come (as that 

_ solicited: by the Senator from Louisiana, if I un- 
derstood him) from differerit gentlemen upon that 
side of the Senate. It is those gentlemen who, I 
think, can answer this question; and it seems to 
me that itis due to candor, when such widely dif- 
ferent propositions as these are made as to the 

rice: and condition of the. permanence of the 
nion, that before we consult with our constitu- 
ents, and ask them if they will accede to the terms, 
they ought.to know whichis the genuine demand 
of the southern side—I mean of the Union party 
of the South, because, that is the party that. the 

Senator from Texas belongs to.: - After we have 
got an answer from the Union Senators on that 
side of the Chamber, if there are any disunion- 
ists l should like to hear from them; and I should 
like to know whether those that favor disunion 
are willing to abide by the conditions which have 
been announced by one of the Union members 
from that side~-I refer to the honorable Senator 
from Texas. 

_. Mr. SAULSBURY. Mr, President, will the 
Senator from New Hampshire allow me to saya 
word? : a 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Sen- 
ator from New Hampshire yield the floor? 
‘Mr. HALE, If the Senator is one of that class. 
‘Mr. SAULSBURY.: Iam. L ant one of the 
Union Senators on this floor; and my State is in 
favor of the preservation of the Union. :1, for one, 
cant willing toaccept: the proposition presented by 
the Senator from: Kentucky.. I now ask the Sen- 
ator from New Hampshire whether he will rec- 
ommend the adoption of the propositions submit- 
ted by. the Senator from Kentucky to his people, 
provided. he is assured that that will preserve the 

Union ofthe States? ess 

Mr: HALE, Wall, sir, I was trying to get 
the ground all before me before I answered: Ido 
not want to answer by installments. I wanted to 
know; I was inquiring for information; and the 
honorable Senator from Delaware must have mis- 
understood my interrogatory, because I said that 
the honorableSenator from Texas had represented 
himself (and, of course, I had no disposition to 
question him) as one of the strongest Union men 
on.that side of the Chamber, and I desired to hear 
from: the disunionists, if there were any such; and 
it was:in answer: to that appeal that the Senator 
from Delaware avowed himaelf to be one of them, 

evidently misunderstanding the form in which I 
ut the ‘question: : Well now, sir, the honorable 
enator from Delaware asks me a.question which 

I will answer, though I do not feel myself bound 

to-do 80.. With my present conviction, I will not 

agree to these propositions in all their extent. 

‘There are some things there that I would. agree 

to; but to the extent: that those resolutions go, I 

would not recommend my people to accede to 

them. If they ask my advice, they can have it. 

But when [:say that, I do not mean to say that 

there are‘not many things in the proposition of 

the Senator from Kentucky that eonimend them- 
selves to my judgment.. There are some things 
that do not. I have listened’ to denunciations of 

a geographical line so long that I have not all at 

once become a convert to it, There was a dis- 

tinguished lawyer. once ib my State who, when 
he began his arguments, sometimes produced an 
impression upon the mind-of the court that ins 
duced:them to go off with an intimation of an 
opinion when they had not maturely considered 
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thie subject, and before thé case was through they 
had to reverse ite On a certain occasion, he was 
arguing a great question before them; and the 
court intimated an opinion in his favor. He 
looked up in their faces with a good deal of saga- 
city, and said, “ Will your honorsstick?’? Taught 
:by past experience, when another geographical 
line is: proposed as the great remedy, I should say 
to. you, gentlemen, ** Will your honors stick?” 
Will you give an assurance that after the. geo- 
graphical line has been established, and run to the 
Pacific ocean, or to the islands beyond, in the 
progress of time the interests of the country, or 
the demands of the party, or some new construc- 
tion of the Constitution, may not require that 
that shall be abandoned? I should want to have 
some assurance upon that point before I agree at 
once to recommend another geographical line. 

I do not believe, sir, that the remedy is to be 
sought there. I do not believe thatthe remedy is 
to be soughtin new constitutional provisions; but 
in an honest, faithful execution of the things that 
are already written in the compactand in the bond. 
I am willing, and I hope the State I represent is 
willing, to look this matter all over fairly, calmly, 
and dispassionatcly, and if there be anything that 
can be demanded of that State consistent with the 
dignity that belongs to a free State, and the re- 
gard:that she owes to the Constitution, J have no 
doubt that she will render and perform it to the 
letter and to the spirit. But I say, with all defer- 
ence, that I think these new compacts and these 
amendmentsare the mere daubing of the wall with 
untempered mortar. They arenot whatis required 
to sustain the fabric of our Government. 

But, sir, I do not wish to say anything that 
shall be construed into a pledge for my people. 
I have no right to give it. They have given their 
own pledge in the history of their own lives, and 
I think that is a pledge of fidelity to the Consti- 
tution; and they will give it still. But, sir, let 
me say to gentlemen on the other side of this 
Chamber, whatever may be your grievances, I 
think you are too prone, constantly and contin- 
ually and perseveringly, to throw the blame over 
here; as if this Republican party, which, as it 
were, sprang up like Jonah’s gourd in the night, 
is to be the pack-horse upon which are to be 
saddled all the evils that you bear or fear in the 
present or in the future. You fear that this Re- 
publican party is to be proscriptive and violative 
of the Constitution. Where do you find it? You 
fear that you are to be under the ban. Sir, where 
have we ‘been, where have I been, where: have 
the men that sympathize with me been, in all the 
long years that are past? Have we not been 
publicly proclaimed upon the floor of this Senate 
to be-unworthy of a seat on one of your commit- 
tees? Yes, sir; we, and the States we repre- 
sented, have been disfranchised by the iron rule 
of a relentless political majority on this floor. I 
remember, sir, that it is not many years since 
the nomination of Edward Everett—who has been 
making speeches on Washington for F do not 
know how long, and singing peans to the Union 

'—to represent this Republic at the Court of St. 
James was hung up, and confirmation refused for 
weeks and weeks, because it was intimated that 
at some time in the course of his life—it must 
have been a good while ago—he had uttered some 
sentiments which were not deemed sound upon 
this subject of slavery. With all his learning, 
and all Jis great attainments—and his learning 
and his attainments are such as do honor to the 
country—he was not deemed qualified to repre- 
sent this. Government at the Court of St. James, 
because it was supposed that at some time, on 
some occasion, he had given utterance to senti- 
ments that were not deemed sound and orthodox 


| 


by the political majority on this floor. Sir, so 
far as my experience goes, in theecountry from 
which Į come, and in the State that I represent 
on this floor, there has not been, in the whole Re- 
publican party of that State, nor in the Whig op- 
position when the Opposition were called Whigs, 
a man who was considered worthy to receive a 
letter and put it into the post office, or to be a 
tide-waiter around any of your custom-houses, 
or to do any act that required the sanction of this 
Federal Government or any of its subordinates. 
And how is your Post Office administered to-day ? 
Į say in some public paper, this very day, an 
aermenment by the Acting Postmaster General, 
Mr. King, of one of his subordinates; and the 


crime alleged against him was, not that he did 
not faithfully and honestly and to the letter per- 
form everything that was required of him, but it 
was that he was an Opposition man, and had 
been heard to speak disrespectfully of the Presi- 
‘dent of the United States: and he was called upon 
to account for that. : : 

Now, sir, I-do not say this in any disposition 
to stir up angry feëling on the other side; but, 
gentlemen, while you call on us to look at the 
truth; why not look at it yourselves? Why not 
yourselves look and see if there has been no occa- 
sion for the formation of the party that has been 
formed? You say we areasectional party. Well, 
sir, why are wea sectional party? We are no more 
a sectional party. than the party that has been op- 
posed to us, with this difference, that you have 
been able to bring over to your side men who live 
where we do, to favor your sectional views; but 
your views and your measures have been more 
sectional, infinitely more so, than any that are to 
be apprehended from this Republican party. 

Now, sir, I know thatevery speech of this sort 
will be represented by those opposed to me as 
calculated and intended to stir up angry feelings 
on the other side. The honorable Senator from 
Georgia may tell us that there is a feeling of ha- 
tred, deep as hell, between his people and mine; 
and that will not be deplored in the President’s 
prayer-meeting that he has got up. [Laughter.]} 
No, sir; not a word will be said about that; but 
the angry effusions of such a ‘‘ fanatic” as I am 
will be deplored as sadly tending to adissolution 
„of the Union! 

Sir, I do not know that this Congress can do 
anything; but this controversy will not be settled 
here. It has been well said, it will be done by 
the States; but, sir, the enlightened tribunal of 
the public opinion of Christendom will utter its 
voice, and I tell you there is no power on God’s 
earth that can stand before that. I remember 
when Kossuth was a wanderer and an exile in 
the Empire of Turkey, and the Emperor of Rus- 
sia, I think it was, demanded his deliverance—or 
the Emperor of Austria, I do not know which; 
they were allies in the war—but when the deliv- 
erance of Kossuth was demanded from the Sul- 
tan of Turkey, Mr. Webster, in one of the sub- 
limest effusions that fell from his lips, said that 
not a hair of his head should be injured; and that 
if the Emperor of Russia or Austria dared to vio- 
late the sanctity of the shelter which Turkey had 
given him, he should stand up like a crimnal and 
plead before the bar of public opinion of the world; 
he should ‘hear himself arraigned and should hear 
thesentence which that tribunal would pronounce. 
Well, sir, the Kentucky Senator has welt said 
we are making history. We are making it, and 
making it rapidly. Events are crowding upon 
us in thick succession. It does not become any 
of us, with rash and presumptuous courage or 
temerity, to shut our eyes to what is before us. 
But, sir, I will say here—and with that close the 
few remarks that I have to make—that let be be- 
fore us what may, let the teeming womb of the 
future pour out upon this land what it may, I 
have no doubt and no fear that a righteous judg- 
ment will be pronounced by the enlightened pub- 
lic sentiment of Christendom; and when it is pro- 
nounced, it will be more omnipotent than fleets 
and armics; and it will silence, with its withering 
scorn, the carpings of those who undertake to 
utter anPthing in this day and this crisis incon- 
sistent with the demands of truth and of a sound 
and conservative patriotism. 

Fi Mr. JOHNSON, of Tennessee. Mr. Presi- 
ent 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Sen- 
ator yield the floor to enable the Chair to put the 
question on the motion to print the resolutions of 
the Senator from Kentucky? 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Tennessee. Yes, sir. 

The motion to print was agreed to. 


STATE OF THE UNION. 


The Senate resumed the consideration of the 
following resolution of Mr. Power, as modified 
by him on the 10th instant: 


Resolved, That so much of the President’s message as 
relates to the present agitated and distracted condition of the 
country, and the grievances between the slaveholding and 
the non-slaveholding States, be referred to a special com- 
mittee of thirteen members ; and that said committee be 
instructed to inquire into the present condition of the coun- 
try, and report by bill or otherwise. 
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Mr. JOHNSON, of Tennessee. Mr. President, 
I mustsay that I did notexpect the Senator from 
New Hampshire to make quite so extensive a 
draw upon my time. He only desired a few mo- 
ments, seemingly by way of explanation, as I 
understood; and he has consumed well nigh one 
hour. It is now nearly two o’clock. 

Mr. HALE. I beg pardon. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Tennessee. I havea sug- 
gestion to make to the Senate. Iam exceeding! 
anxious that this committee should be ap once: 
and that the work should be commenced. We, 
at least, ought to make an effort to save the coun- 
try, if we can, and I am unwilling to occupy an 
attitude that would seem to delay or postpone an 
action that could be had by that committee. If 
it would meet the pleasure of the Senate, I would 
propose that the resolution appointing the com- 
mittee be adopted, let the reference of the Presi- 
dent’s message be made, and then let the joint 
resolution which I introduced, proposing amend- 
ments to the Constitution, come up and take the 
place of it; and those who want to make speeches 
on this subject, can make them on that joint res- 
olution as legitimately as on the pending resolu- 
tion. That will save time. It will show the 
country that we are willing to go to work. The 
other resolution can take the same place and open 
the field of discussion as wide as any one can 
desire. I hope there will be no objection to the 
adoption of the resolution appointing the com- 
mittee. g 

Mr. DOUGLAS. Ihope that course will be 
pursued. I think it will expedite business. J, for 
one, intend to address the Senate on this subject, 
and I should be plad to expedite business by the 
appointment of ti e committee; and I hope there 
will be unanimous consent to that course. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Tennessee. If the resolu- 
tion be adopted with the understanding that the 
joint resolution shall then come before the Senate 
‘and take its place, the committee can have all the 

ropositions before them,and make some progress 
in the work. 

Mr. COLLAMER. I merely suggest to the 
gentleman that these yarious sets of resolutions 
which gentlemen present as containing projets 
for the consideration of the committee are all 
expected, I suppose, to go to that committee. 

r JOHNSON, of Tennessee. All, with the 
exception of one, which is a Joint resolution. It 
was for the purpose of expediting business that 
I made the suggestion. I desire that the joint 
resolution introduced by me should remain before 
the Senate. It may go to the committee at some 
future time, if it should be the pleasure of the 
Senate. 

Mr. COLLAMER. I misunderstood the gen- 
tleman. I thought he reserved the discussion on 
all the resolutions at the same time that the reso- 
lutions were to be before the committee. - 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question 
is on the adoption of the resolution offered by the 
Senator from Kentucky. 

Mr. GWIN. If we are going to vote on that 
resolution, I should’ like to know whether the 
amendment of the Senator from New York [Mr. 
Kine] is pending. f 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair un- 
derstands not. 

Mr. POWELL. It is withdrawn. 

Mr. GWIN. Then I am in favor of the reso- 
lution. 

The resolution was adopted. 

Mr. FITCH. There is no resolution for the 
appointment of the committee. I move that th 
Vice President be vested with the appointmentpf 
the committee. 

The motion was agreed to. 


AMENDMENT OF THE CONSTITUTION. 


Mr. JOHNSON, of Tennessee. What is the 
proposition now before the Senate? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. There is no 
question now pending. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Tennessee. Then I move 
that the joint resolution that I introduced some 
days since be now taken up., ; 

"he motion was agreed to; and the joint reso- 
lution (S. No. 48) proposing amendments to the 
Constitution of the United States was read a sec- 
ond time, and considered as in Committee of the 


Whole. . 
Mr. JOHNSON, of Tennessee. Mr, President, 


by the joint resolution now before the Senate, 
three amendments to the Constitution of the Uni- 
ted States are proposed. One proposes to change 
the mode of election of President-and Vice Presi- 
dent ofthe United States from the electoral col 
lege to a vote substantially and directly by the 
people. The second proposes that the Senators of 
the United States shall be elected by. the people, 
once in six years, instead of by the Legislatures 
of the respective States. The'third provides that 
the Supreme Court shall be divided into, three 
classes: the term of the first class is to expire in 
four years from the time that the classification is 
made; of the second ċlass in eight years; and of 
the third class in twelve years; and as these vacan- 
cies occur they are to be filled by persons chosen 
one half from the slave States,and the other half 
from the non-slaveholding States, thereby taking 


‘the judges of the Supreme Court, so far as their 


selection goes, from the respective divisions of 


‘the country. This proposition, in substance, was 


offered many yens ago, in the House of Repre- 
sentatives; it has been somewhat changed, and 
is now offered again for the consideration of ‘the 
Senate. 5 

Mr. President, if these amendments had: been 
made, or the Constitution had been inthe shape 
now proposed, Í think the difficulties that are now 
upon the country would have been obviated. It 
would have been required that either the President 
or the Vice President should be taken from the 
South. That would have destroyed, to some ex- 
tent, the sectional character of our recent election. 
The next provision of the amendment would re- 

uire the votes cast for President and Vice Presi- 

ent to be cast by districts; and if we are to take 
as an indication the returns to the House of Rep- 
resentatives of a majority of twenty-seven against 
the incoming Administration, it is pretty conclu- 
sive that a President differing in politics and sen- 
timents from the one who has-been recently elected 
would have been chosen. Each district would 
have voted directly for the President and Vice 
President of the United States. ‘The individual 
having a majority of the votes in that district 
would be considered as receiving one electoral 
vote, just as we count the votes for one member 
of Congress. Hence, if all the votes in the res 
spective districts had been cast on the same prin- 
ciple, we should now have a majority of twenty- 
seven in opposition to the incoming Administra- 
tion; they would have given us a majority in the 
electoral! colleges. It seems to me, if these propo- 
sitions were adopted and made a part of the Con- 
stitution, that, to a very great extent, the diff- 
culty and complaint that is now manifested in 
different portions of the country would be obvi- 
ated, and especially so with some improvement 
or modification ofthe law which provides for the 
restoration of fugitives from labor. 

“It is not my purpose, sir, to discuss these prop- 
ositions to amend the Constitution in detail to- 
day, and | shall say but little more in reference 
to them and to their practical operations but, as 
we are now, as it were, involved in revolution, 
(for there is a revolution, in fact, upon the counr 
try,) I think it behooves every man, and espe- 
cially every one occupying a public place, to indi- 
cate, in some manner, his opinions and sentiments 
in reference to the questions that agitate and dis- 
tract the public mind. J shall be frank on this 
occasion in giving my views and taking my po- 
sitions, as I have always been upon questions 
that involve the public interest. I believe itis the 
imperative duty of Congress to make some effort 
to save the country from impending dissolution; 
and he that is unwilling to make an effort to pre- 
serve the Union, or, in other words, to preserve 
the Constitution, and the Union as an incident 
resulting from the preservation of the Constitu- 
tion, I think is unworthy of public confidence, 
and the respect and gratitude of the American 
people. I say it devolves upon every one who 


can contribute in the slightest degree to thisresult | 


to come forward and make some effort, reasonable 
in its character, to preserve the Union of these 
States by a preservation of the Constitution. 

In most that I shall say on this occasion, I 
shall not difer very essentially from my southern 


i friends, The difference will consist, as I think, 


from what I have heard and what I see published 
in the various periodicals of the day, in the mode 
and manner by which this great end is to be ac- 
complished. Some of our southern friends think 


ena inehd KA by whi liars boda 


nion cannot be 
é cession they. will get 
those rights secured and- perpétuated that they 
have failed to obtain within the Union. Iam 
Opposed to secession. T believe itis vo remedy 
for the evils complained of... Instead of acting 
with that division of my southern friends who take © 
ground for secession, T shall take other grounds 
while I try- to accomplish. the same ends 
T think that this battle ought.to be fought not 


can be accomplished; that if th 
preserved in its spirit, by sec 


outside, but inside of. the Union, and upon the 


battlements of the Constitution itself. Tam un- 
willing, of my own velition, to walk outside ofthe 
Union which has been the result of fConstitution 
made. by the patriots of the Revolution. They 
formed the Constitution; and this Union thatis.so 
much spoken of, and which all of us are so desirous 
to préservé, grows out of the Constitution; and I 
repéat, Í am, not. willing to walk out of the Union 
growing out of the Constitution, that was formed 
by the patriots and, I may say; the soldiers of the 
Revolution. Sofaras I am concerned; and I be- 
lieve I may speak with some degree of confidence 
for the people of my State, we'intend to fight that 
battle inside and not outside of the Union; and if 
anybody must go outof the Union, itmust be those 
who violate.it.. We do not intend,to go out. It 
is our Constitution; itis our. Union, growing out 
of the Constitution; and wedo not intend to be 
driven from it or out of the Union. Those who 
have violated the Constitution either in the pas- 
sage of what are denomigated personal liberty 
bills, or by their refusal to execute the fugitive 
slave law—they having violated the instrument 
that binds us together—-must.go.out and not we. 
I do not think we can go before the country with 
the same force of position demanding of the North 
a compliance with the. Constitution and. all vits 
guarantees, if we violate the Constitution by going 
out ourselves, that we shallif we stand inside of the 
Constitution, and demand a compliance with its 
provisions and its guarantees; or if need be, as I 
think itis, to demand additional securities. We 
should make that demand inside of the Constitu- 
tion, and in the manner and mode pointed out by 
the instrument itself. .. Then we keep. ourselves 
in the right; we put our adversary in the wrong; 
and though it may take. a little longer to accom- 
plish the end, we take the right. means to accom- 
plish an end that is right in itself. 5 i 

I know that sometimes we talkgnbout compro- 
mises, I am notacompromiser, nor a conserva- 
tive, in the usual acceptation of those terms, 
have been generally considered radical, and I do 
not come forward to-day in anything that L shall, 
say or propose, asking anything to be done upon 
the principle of compromise. If wé ask for any- 
thing, it should be for that which is right and rea- 
sonable in itself. It being right, those of whom 
we ask it, upon the great principle of right, are 
bound to grant it.. Compromise! I know-in the 
common acceptance of the term it is to agree upon 
certain propositionsin which some things are con- 
ceded on onesideand others conceded on the other. 
Ishall go for enactments by. Congress or for amend~- 
ments.to the Constitution, upon the principle that 
they are right and upon no other ground. I am 
not for compromising right with wrong. If we 
have no right, we ought not to demand it. If we 
are in the wrong, they should not grant us what 
we ask. I approach this momentous subject on 
the great principles of right, asking nothing and 
demanding nothing but what is rightin itself and 
which every right-minded man and aright-minded 
community and a right minded-people, who wish 
the preservation of this Government, will be dis- 
posed to grant. ” 

In fighting this battle, [shall do it upon the basis 
laid down by a portion of the people of my.own 
State, in a large and very intelligent meeting. 
committee of the most intelligent men in the coun- 
try reported, in the shape of resolutions, to this 
meeting the basis upon which I intend to fight 
this great battle for our rights. They reported 
this resolution: aN 

«c Resolved, That we deeply sympathize with our. sister 
southern States, and freely admit that there is good cause 
for dissatisfaction and complaint. on their: part, on account 
of the recent election of sectional candidates. to the Presi- 
dency and Vice Presidency ef the United Statess yet we, 
as a portion of the people of a slaveholding community, are 
not for seceding or breaking upithe uniou of these States 
until every fair and honorable meaps-has been exhausted 
in trying 10 obtainyon the part of the non-slavebolding 


Sy 
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‘compliance with the spirit and letter of:the Con: 
and alfits guarantees; and when-this shail: have 
syne, and the States now iu open rebellion against the 

he United States, in refusing tó execute the fugi- 
slive fais shall persist in’ their present titiconstitu> 


0 nion without thé 
consuiit, of the other States whieh ‘ratified the compact. 
The: compact, when ratified, formed the Union without 
naking any provision. whatever for its dissolution. . It (the 
compact): was adopted by the States in toto and forever, 
‘dhithoutreservation or condition ;? hence a secession of one 
ormore States from: the Union, without the consent of the 
others ratifying the compact, would be revolution, leading 
in the ‘end to civil, and perhaps servile war. While we 


deny the right of a State, constitutionally, to secede from | 


the Union, we admit the great and inherent right of revo- 
jution, abiding and remaining with every people, but a right 
which should not be exercised, except in extreme cases, 
and io the last resort, when grievances are without redress 
and oppression bas become intolerable.” : 
<. They declare ftirther: 

“Thatin our opinion, we can more successfully resist 
le is jon of Black Republicanism by remaining within 
the Union, than we can by going outof it; and more espe- 
elalty sosavbile there is a majority of both. branches in the 
Natlonal Legislature opposed to it, and the Supreme Court 
of the United States is on the side of law and the Consti- 

‘ane ena 
-They go on, and declare further: 

« That we are not.willing to abandon our northern friends 
who haye stood by the Constitution of the United States, 
and in’ standing by it have. vindicated our rights, and in 
their vindication have been struck down; and uow, In their 
extremity, we cannot and will not desert them by seceding, 
or otherwise breaking up the Union.? 

This is the basis upon which a portion of the 
people of Tennessee, ieee of party, pro- 
pose to fight this battle. We believe that our true 
position is inside of the Union. We deny the 
doctrine of secession; we deny that a State has 
the power, of its own volition, to withdraw from 
the Confederacy. We are not willing to do an 
unconstitutional act, to induce or to coerce others 
to compy wih the Constitution of the United 
States. We prefer complying with the Constitu- 
tion and fighting our baąptle, and making our de- 
mand inside of the Union. 

Uknow, Mr. President, thatthere are some who 


beélicve—-and. wp sco. that someof the States are. 


acting“on that principlo—that a State has the right 
to secede; that, ofits own will, it has a right: to 
withdraw from the Confedsracy. Iam inclined 
vto- think, and I know itis $o in fact, that in many 
portions of the country this opinion has resulted 
from the resolutions of your own State, sir, (Mr. 
Masow in the chair,] of 1798 and 1799.. I propose 
to-day toexamine thatsubject, for I know fromthe 
examination of it that there has been a false im- 
pression made upon my ows mind in reference to 
those resolutions, and the power propased to be 
exercised by a State in seceding upon its own will, 
When we come to examine those resolutions, we 
find that the third reads as follows: 

“That this Assembly doth explicitly and peremptorily 
declare that it views the powers ofthe Pederal Government, 
as restlting:{rom ihe compact, to which the States are par- 
ties, as Timited: by the plain sense and intention of the in- 
sttument constituting that compagk as no further valid than 
they are vathorized by the grant enumerated in that corm- 
pacts and that‘ in case ofa deliberate, palpable, and dan- 
gerous exctelse-of other powers vot granted by the said 
compact, the. States who ate parties thereto bave the right, 
and are in duty bound, to interpose for‘arrestipg the progress 
of the evil, and for maintaining within their respective 
limits, the authorities, rights, and liberties appertaining to 
them.” 

The. phraseelogy of the Kentucky resolutions 
is somewhat broader and more extensive than that 
a State, of its own will, has the right to secede or 
withdraw. from the Union. The Kentucky reso- 
lution gocs on to declare that a State has the right 
to judge.of the infraction of. the Constitution, as 
weil as the mode and measure of redress. ‘This 
is what is declared by that resolution which is 
repeated by so many in speeches and publications 
made through the country. Now, let Mr. Madison 
speak for himself as to what he meant. by that 
resolution, Mr. Madison, in his report upon 
those resolutions, goes on. and states express] 
that in the resolution the word “ States’is used, 
notwithstanding the word “t respective” is used. 
Mr. Madison says: 

“Tt appears to your committee to be a plain principte, 


| than whats seen in the newspapers. 


founded: in common ‘sense, illustrated: by common -prae- 
tice, and essential to the nature of compacts, that, where 
resort can be had to no tribunal superior to the authority of 
parties, the parties themselves must be the rightful judges, 
in'the last resort, whether the bargain made has Been pur- 
sued or violated. The Constitution.of the United States 
was formed by the sanction.of the States, given by each 
in its sovereign capacity. It adds to the stability and dig- 
nity, as well as to the authority of the Constitution; that it 
rests on this legitimate and solid foundation. -The States, 
then, being the parties to the .constitutional compact, and 
in their sovereign capacity, it follows of necessity, that 
thére can be no tribunal above their authority, to decide, 
in the last resort, whether the compact made by them be 
Violated ; and, consequently, that, as the parties to it, they 


| must themselves (that is the States} decide, in the last re- 


sort, such questions as may be of suficient magnitude to 
require their interposition.” is 


“ The States” is the idea that is kept up through 
the report. He further remarks: 
“ But the resolution has done more than guard against 


misconstruction, by expressly referring to cases of a detib-- 


erate, palpable, and dangerous nature. It specifies the ob- 
ject of the interposition, which it contemplates to besolely 
that of arresting the progress of the evil of usurpation, and 
of maintaining’the authorities, rights, and liberties apper- 
taining to the States, as partics to the Constitution.” 


Now we find, by the examination of this sub- 
ject, that Mr. Madison, in his report, explains it, 
and repudiates the idea that a State, as a member 
of the compact, has a right to judge of an infrac- 
tion of the Constitution or any other grievance, 
and, upon its own volition, withdraw from the 
Confederacy. I will here read a letter of Mr. 
Madison to Nicholas P. Trist, in explanation of 
this very proposition: 


© MONTPELIER, December 23, 1832, 

“Dear Sir: Ihave received yours of the 19th, inclosing 
some South Carolina papers. There are in one of them some 
interesting views of the doctrine of secession, among which 
one that had occurred to me, and whieh for the first time I 
have seen in print, namely: that if one State ean at will 
withdraw from the others, the others can withdraw from 
her, and turn her, nolentem volentem, out of the Union. 

“Until of late there is nota State that would have ab- 
horred such a doctrine more than South Carolina, or more 
dreaded an application of it to herself. ‘he same may be 
said of the doctrine of nullification, which she now preaches 
as the only doctrine by which the Union ean be saved. 

“T partake of the wonder that the men you name should 
view secession in the light mentioned. The essential differ- 
ence between a free Government and a Government not 
free is, that the former is founded in compact, the parties 
to which are mutually aud equally bound by it. Neither 
of them, therefore, can have a greater right to break off 
from the bargain than the other or others have to bold him 
to it; and certainly there is nothing in the Virginia reso- 
lutions of 1798 adverse to this principle, which is that of 
common sense and common justice. 

“ The fallacy which draws a different conclusion from 
them lies in confounding a single party with the parties to 
the constitutional compact of the United States. ‘The Jat- 
ter, having made the compact, may do what they will with 
it. The former, as one of the parties, owes fidelity to it 
til) released by consent or absolved by an intolerable abuse 
of the power created. In the Virginia resolutions and re- 
port the plural number (States) is in every instance nsed 
whenever reference ig made to the authority which pre- 
sided over the Governmeut.”? 


Te says the plural is used; that ** States’? is the 
word that is used; and when we turn to the res- 
olution we find it just as Mr. Madison states, 
thereby excluding the idea that a State can sep- 
arately and alone determine tha question, and have 
the right to secede from the Union. 


As Lam now known to have drawn those documents. 
T may say, as I do with a distinct recollection, that it was 
intentional. It was in fact required by the course of rea- 
soning employed on the occasion. The Kentucky resolu- 
tious, being less guarded, have been more easily perverted. 
The pretext for the liberty taken with those of Virginia is 
the word ‘respective? prefixed to the ‘rights, &c.? to be 
secured within the States. Could the abuse of the expres- 
sion have been foreseen or suspected, the form ofit would 
doubtless have been varied. But what can be more con- 
sistent with common sense than that all having the rights, 
E should unite in contending for the security of them ta 
each? 

“Iris remarkable how closely the nullifiers, who make 
the name of Mr Jefferson the pedestal for their colossal 
heresy, shut their eyes and lips whenever bis authority is 
ever so clearly and emphatically against them. You have 
noticed what he says in his letters to Monroe and Carring- 
ton (pp. 43 and 203, vol. 2) with respect. to the power of the 
old Congress to coerce delinquent States; and his reason 
for preferring for the purpose a naval to a military force; 
and, moreover, his remark that it was not necessary to find 
a right to coerce in the Federal articles, that being inherent 
in the nature of a compact 4 s high time that the claim 
to secede at will should be pat down by tue public opinion, 
and Iam glad to see the task commenced by one who under- 
stands the subject. 

“i know nothing of what is passing at Richmond more 
You were right in 
your foresight of the effect of passages in the late procla- 
mation. They have proven a leaven for much fermenta- 
tion there, and created an alarm against the danger of con- 
solidation balancing that of disunion. 


“With cordial salutations, ane 
JAMES MADISON, 


“Nrononas P. TRIST.” 


I have another letter of Mr. Madison, written 


| in 1833, sustaining and carrying out the same 


interpretation of the resolutions of 1798 and 1799; 
I desire to'read some extracts from that letter. 
Mr. Madison says: ; 


“Mach use has been made of the term ‘respective? in 
the third resolution of Virginia, which asserts the right of 
the States, in case of sufficient magnitude, to interpose ‘for 
maintaining within their respective limits the authorities, 
&c., appertaining to them ;. the terni‘ respective’ being con- 
strued to mean i constitutional right in each State, sepa- 
rately, to decide on and resist by force encroachments 
within its limits.. A foresight or apprehension of the mis- 
construction might casily have guarded against it. But, to 
say nothing of the distinction betweeh ordinary and extreme 
cases, it is observable that in this, as in other instances 
throughout the resolutions, the plural namber (States) is 
used in referring to them; that a concurrence and codpeta- 
tion of all might well be contemplated in interposigons for 
effecting the objects within reach ; and that the language 
of the closing resolution corresponds with this view of the 
third, ‘The course of reasoning in the report on the reso- 
lutions required the distinction between æ State and the 
States. A E 

“Tt surely does not follow, from the fact of the States, or 
rather the people embodied in them, having, as partiés to 
the constitutional compact, no tribunal above them, that 
in controverted meanings of the compact, a minority Of the 
parties can rightfully decide against the majority, still less 
that a single party can décide against the rest, and as little 
that it can at will withdraw itself altogether from its com- 
pact with the rest. 

“The characteristic distinction between free govern- 
ments and governments not free, is that the former are 
founded on compact, not between the government and those 
for whom it acts, but among the parties creating the gov- 
ernment, Each of these being equal, neither can have more 
tight to say that the compact has been violated and, dis- 
solved than every other has to deny the fact, and to insist 
on the execution of the bargain. “An inference from the 
doctrine that, a single State has a right to secede at will 
from the rest, is that the rest would have an equal right to 
secede from it; in other words to turn it, against its will, 
out of its union with them, Such a doctrine would not, 
tillof late, have been palatable anywhere, and nowhere Jess 
so than where it is now most contended for.” 


When these letters are put together they are 
clear and conclusive. Take the resolutions; take 
the report; take Mr. Madison’s expositions of 
them in 1832 and 1833; his letter to Mr. Trist; 
his letter to Mr. Webster; his letter to Mr. Rives; 
and when all are summed up, this doctrine of a 
State, cither assuming her highest political atti- 
tude or otherwise, having the right of her own 
will to dissolve all connection with this Confed+. 
eracy, is an absurdity, and contrary to the plain 
intent and meaning of the Constitution of the 
United States. I hold that the Constitution of the 
United States makes no provision, as said by the 
President of the United States, for its own de- 
struction. It makes no provision for breaking 
up the Government, and no State has the consti- 
tutional right to secede and withdraw from the 
Union. 

In July, 1788, when the Constitution of the 
United States was before the convention of New 
York for ratification, Mr. Madison was in the city 
of New York. Mr. Hamilton, who was in the 
convention, wrote a letter to Mr, Madison to 
know if New York could, be admitted jnto the 
Union with certain reservations or conditions. 
One of those reservations or conditions was, as 
Mr. Hamilton says in his letter, that they should 
have the privilege of receding within five or seven 
years if certain alterations and amendments were 
not made to the Constitution of the United States. 
Mr. Madison, in reply to that Tetter, makes use 
of the following emphatic language, which still 
further corroborates and carries out the idea that 
the Constitution makes no provision for break- 
ing up the Government, and that no State has a 
right to secede. Mr. Madison says: 
bi “New YORK, Sunday evening. 
A“ My pear Sin: Yours of yesterday is this instant come 
to*hand ; and T have but a few minutes to answer it, Tam 
sorry that your situation obliges you to listen to proposi- 
tious\o#the nature you describe, My opinion is, that a 
res tion of aright to withdraw if amendments be not 
decided on under the form of the Constitution within a ` 
certain time, is a conditional ratification; that it does not 
make New York a member of the new Union, and conse- 
quently that she could not be received on that ‘plan. Com- 
pacts must be reciprocal—this principle would not in such 
a case be preserved. The Constitution requires an adop- 
tion in toto and forever? i 

Tbis is the language of James Madison. 


“Tt has been so adopted by the other States... An adop- 
tion řor.a limited tine would be as defective asan adaption 
of some of the articles only.” In short, any condition what- 
ever must vitiate the ratification. What the new Congress, 
by virtue of the power to admit new States, may be able and 
disposed to doin such case, J do not inquire, us T suppose 
that is not the material point at present. Ihave not a mo- 
ment to add mare than my fervent wishes for your success 
and happiness, ‘The idea of reserving a right to withdraw 
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was started at Richmond, and considered as a conditional 
ratification, which was itself ahapdoned as worse than a 


rejection. 
JAMES MADISON, Jr.” 


“Yours, 

Tknow it isclaimed, and Isee it stated in some of 
thenewspapers, that Virginia and some of the other 
States madea reservation, upon the ratification of 
the Constitution, that certain conditions were an- 
nexed; that they came in upon certain conditions, 
and therefore.they had a right, in consequence of 
those conditions, to do this or the other thing. 
‘When we examine the journal of the conven- 
tion, we find that no mention is made of any res- 
ervation on the ratification of the Constitution by 
the State of Virginia. We find that Mr. Madison 
says, in his letter to Mr. Hamilton, that this idea 
was first mooted at Richmond, and was aban- 
doned as worse than a rejection. His letter was 
written after the ratification of the Constitution 
of the United States by the State of Virginia. 
Hence he spoke with a knowledge of the fact that 
existed, that no reservation was made; and even 
if it had been made by one of the parties, and not 
sanctioned bythe other parties to the compact, 
what would it have amounted to? Then we see 
that Mr. Madison repudiates the doctrine that a 
State has the right to secede. We see that his 
resolutions admit of no such construction. We 
see that Mr. Madison, in his letter to Mr. Ham- 
ilton, puts the interpretation that this Constitution 
was adopted in totoand forever, without reserva- 
tion and without condition. 

T know that the inquiry may be made, how is 
a State, then, to have redress?) There is but one 
way, and thatis expressed by the people of Ten- 
tessee. You have entered into this compacts it 
was mutual; it was reciprocal; and you of your 
own volition have no right to withdraw and break 
the compact, without the consent of the other 

arties. hat remedy, then, has the State? It 
nas a remedy that romainsand abides with every 
people upon’ the face of the earth—-when griev- 
ances are without a remedy, or without redress, 
when oppression becomes intolerable, they have 
the great inherent right of revolution, and that is 
all there is of it. : 

Sir, ifthe doctrine of secession is to be carried 
put upon the mere whim of a State, this Govern- 
mentisatanend. Lam as much opposed to a 
strong, or what may be called by some a consol- 
idated Government, as it is possible for a man to 
be; but while [am greatly opposed to that, I want 
a Government strong enough to preserve its own 
existence; that will not fall to pieces by its own 
weight or whenever a little dissatisfaction takes 
place in one of its members. If the States have 
the right to secede at will and pleasure, for real 
or imaginary evils or oppressions, I repeat again, 
this Government is at an end; it is not stronger 
than a rope of sand; its own weight will tumble 
it to pieces, and it cannot exist. Notwithstanding 
this doctrine may suit some who are engaged in 
this perilous and impending crisis that is now. 
upon us, duty to my country, duty to my State, 
and duty to my kind, require me to avowa doctrine 
that I believe will result in the preservation of the 
Government, and to repudiate one that I believe 
will result in its overthrow, and the consequent 
disasters to the people of the United States. 

If a State can secede at will and pleasure, and 
this doctrine is maintained, why, 1 ask, on the 
other hand, and as Mr. Madison argues in one of 
his letters, cannot a majority of the States com- 
bine and reject a State out of the Confederacy? 
Have a majority of these States, under the com- 
pact that they have made with each other, the 
right jo combine and reject any one of the States 
from thg Confederacy? They have no such rights 
the compact is reciprocal. It was ratified with- 
out reservation or condition, and it was ratified 
“in toto and forever; such is the language of 
James Madison; and there is but one way to get 
out of it without the consent of the parties, and 
that is, by revolution. 

I know that some touch the subject with trem- 
bling and fear. They say, here is a State that, 
perhaps by this time, has seceded, or if not, she 
is on the road to secession, and we must touch 
this subject very delicately; and that if the State 
secedes, conceding the power. of the Constitution | 
to her to secede, you must talk very delicately | 
upon the subject of coercion. I do. not belicve | 


the Federal Government has the power to coerce 
a State; for by the. eleventh amendment of the | 


Constitution of the United States it ts expressly 
provided that you cannot even put one ofthe 
States of this Confederacy before one of the courts 
of the country as. a party. Asa State, the Fed- 
eral Government has no power to coerce. ity but 


| itis a member of the compact to which it agreed 


in common. with the other States, and this Qov- 
ernment has the rfht to pass laws, and to enforce 
those laws upon individuals within the. limits of 
each State. While the one proposition is clear, 
the other is equally so. This Government can, 
by the Constitution of the country and by the 
laws enacted in conformity with the Constitution, 
operate upon individuals, and. has the right and 
the power, not to coerce a State, but to enforce 
and execute the law upon individuals. within the 
limits of a State. 

J know that the term, ‘to coerce a State,’’.is 
used in an ad captandum manner.. It is a sover- 
eignty that is to be crashed! How is a State in 
the Union? What is her connection with it? All 
the connection she has with the’ other States is 
that which is agreed upon in the compact between 
the States. Ido not know whether you may con- 
sider it in the. Union or out,of the Union, or 
whether you simply consider it a connection ora 
disconnection with the other States; but to the 
extent that a State nullifies or sets aside any law 
or any provision of the Constitution, to that ex- 
tentit has dissolved its connection, and no more. | 
I think the States that have passed their personal 
liberty bills, in violation of the Constitution of the 
United States, coming in conflict with the fugitive 
slave law, to that extent have dissolved their con- 
nection, and to that extent itis revolution. But 
because some of the free States have passed laws 
violative of the Constitution; because they have, 
to some extent, dissolved their connection with’ 
this Government, docsthat justify us of the South 
in following that badexample? Because they have 
passed personal liberty bills, and have, to that ex- 
tent, violated the compact which, is reciprocal, 
shall we turn around, on the other hand, and vio- 
late the Constitution by coercing them to a com- 
pliance with it? Will we do so? 

Then I come back to the starting point: let us 
stand in the Union and upon the Constitution; 
and if anybody is to leave this Union, or violate 
its guarantees, it shall be those who have taken 
the initiative, and passed their. personal liberty 
bills. “Tam in the Union, and intend to stay in 
it. Lintend to hold on to the Union, and the 
guarantees under which this Union has grown; 
and Ido not intend to be driven from it, nor out 
of it, by their unconstitutional enactments. 

Then, Mr. President, suppose, for instance, that 
a fugitive is arrested in the State of Vermont to- 
morrow, and under the personal liberty bill of that 
State, or the law—I do not remember its precise 
title now—which prevents, or is intended to pre- 
vent, the faithful execution of that law, Vermont 
undertakes to rescue him, and prevent the enforce- 
ment of the law: what is it? It is nullification; it 
is resistance to the laws of the United States, made 
in conformity with the Constitution; it.is rebel- 
lion; and it is the duty of the President of the 
United States to enforce the law, at all hazards 
and to the last extremity. And,to come back to 
the premises, if the Federal Government fails or 
refuses to exceute the laws made in conformity 
with the Constitution, and those States persist in 
their violation and let those unconstitutional acts 
remain upon their statute-books and carry them 
into practice; if the Government, on the one hand, 
fails to execute those laws, and those States, by 
their enactments, violate them on the other, the 
Government is at an end, and the parties. are-all | 
released from the compact. 4 

Mr. COLLAMER. Wil the gentleman in- 
dulge me one moment?. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Tennessee. Yes, sir- 

Mr. COLLAMER.. The gentleman has made 
allusion particularly to the laws of my own State. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Tennessee. I will say to | 
the Senator that his State happened to occur to 
my mind, and I spoke. of it simply by way:of 
illustration. 

Mr. COLLAMER, I claim the privilege of 
saying a few words about that subject, if the gen- 
tleman willindulge me. i | 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Tennessee... Certainly.” 

Mr. COLLAMER. Mr. President, without 


; entering into the thread of the Senator’sremarks, 


j 
H 


with which I generally agree, there, kas been a 


which 


good deal said about the, tion: of Vermont: re- 
cently, in relation tö refusing epeal certain 
laws. Mach ia said about:it, l see, in the papers 


that:mat- 
‘ole: story 
Jong time. 

ifLnot 


of the South. J wish that the truth 

ter was all known together. ‘The w 
should be told. ` {shall not ocoupy : 
The gentleman can have a little. resti- t 
occupy a great while. I wish, that I cou 
ceed in once obtaining.a short attention of gel 
men on the other side, wha seem to sup one that: 
every law concerning: the colored: people. in ‘the 
free States is made against the fugitive slave law. 

They look at in that light; and I see that the one 
in Vermont which is quoted is the act of 1844. I 

see itis quoted in.the Constitution newspaper as 
being of the number. When Senators speak 
about their being. in opposition to, the. fugitive 
slave law, undoubtedly gentlemen mean the fugi- 
tive slave law of 1850. Now, will gentlemen bear 
in mind that.that very act of Vermont was made 
six. years, before. that law was passed! Tt had 
nothing in the world todo with ik. siting oon 

It should be remembered. that in 1842, in, the 
case of Prigg vs. The Commonwealth of Pennsyl- 
vania, the Supreme Court of the United,.States, 
decided that the-owner of a fugitive slave had a- 
right to go and recapture him, in the same way 
that a man might ‘recapture any other persopal 
property, subject to having a sult brought about 
it afterwards., When a man takes ahorse,a suit 
can be brought afterwards to. try the title. The 
Supreme Court decided that it would be just. like 
that, provided the man, in so taking his deve. did 
not violate any State law. Now, Ï sayit is to be 
borne in mind thatthe court recognized two modes 
of reclaiming fugitive slaves. One of them is ac- 
cording to the fugitive slave law of Congress, and 
the other is the one 1 have just spoken of. Now, 
the laws that are made in my. State, so far as 1 
understand them, with regard to the recapture or 
reclamation of slaves, have nothing whatever. to 
do with proceedings under the fugitive slave law; 
they relate to this other branch; this other, mode 
of getting backslaves.. The law.was passed be- 
fore the present fugitive slave liw was. enacted. 
There was a fugitive slave law in 1793; bat any 
man who will read this act of Vermont that is now 
quoted ;and read itin thelight of what I have now 
suggested to him, will see that it does: not, relate 
at all to any action under the law of Congress. It 
goes upon the basis that every State is bound to 
protect jis own citizens; its own people that are 
residents of the State; those who are commorant 
in the State, let their color be whatit may. That, 
I presume, no one willdeny. Then, when it was 
said that a man had a right to.go and take his 
slave in a free State by mere manucaption, withe 
out resorting to any legal process whatever, can+ 
not any man have candor enough to see that it 
was utterly impossible to protect our colored peo- 
pie against. those persons who are kidnappers? 

ence it was that we did what in effect the Su- 
prene Court of the United States invited should 

e done} that is, make such laws.as would. secure 
our people in their rights against the agsertion. of 
the rights of those who go to take upon theirown 
strength... : ; S 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Tennessee. ‘1 would ask 
the Senator, before he concludes. what he has to 
say, if the Legislature of his State did. not pass an 
addition: | law in 1858? 

Mr. COLLAMER,. I was about to remark, 
that there are some other laws; buatthe one which 
is quoted, the.one which is relied upon : 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Tennessee. Well, sir, I 
was alluding to their laws generally, the steps 
they have taken either in former times or recently, 
come in. conflict with the execution of that 
provision of the Constitution which provides for 
the restoration of fugitive slaves. : 
_Mr.COLLAMER. Before I get through, the 
gentleman will hear all that I have got to.say on 
that. I do net want to occupy his time much; 
but to complete my explanation, I must say a lit- 
tle more. I say that if any man will read the law 
to which I have alluded—the one that is. quoted 
in the papers—and read it in the. light, of this 
decision, and in view of the. facts of history, as 
they héve transpired, he will see thatit was not 
dictated by any enmity to the fugitive slave law; 
because, while it imposes severe penalties upon 
the taking away of colored. people, and subjects 
to punishment all who participate in. such trans- 
actions, it goes on to. provides in the. last aaction 
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Of it, that: this statute shall not be construed to 
extend to any jedgeor the United States court, 
or to any marshal of the United States, or to any 
of his assistants. It, has nothing to do with the 
United States law, Iconcéde that there have been 


two or three law’ passed since. the compromise | 
measures of 1850; though Ihave not examined. 


them much; and they were produced, particularly 
the'act of 1858, which is now referred to, by what 
our people anderstood the Supreme Court to say, 


mind that the people of the free States have never 
held the doctrine that.a State can nullify a United 
States law. I can easily. see why people in the 


extreme South, who hold that a State can nullify 
a United States law, think that here is an attempt 
to. nullify a law of ‘Congress. Our people never 
have held such a doctrine in the world. The 
profession have paid very little attention to these 
Statutes at any rate. We look upon them just in 
this light: that if there are any of them which are 
in any way inconsistent with the ‘provisions of 
the United States Constitution, they are simply 
waste paper and void.: We deny thata State, by 
passing an unconstitutional law, can take itself 
‘out of the Union; and we deny, too, that if one 
State passes such ‘a ‘law, it can justify another 
State in going ‘out of the Union.’ Such laws are 
simply void under the Constitution. ‘That is our 
view of it, and therefore they are treated before 
our courts, whenever they come before them, as 
they would be treated anywhere else—we judge 
of their constitutionality with perfect fidelity. 
Now, Mr. President, one word in relation to 
the recent proposition for their repeal which 1 
have seen mentioned. A gentleman in the State 
Legislature presented a bill for the repeal of these 
personal liberty bills, so far as they were incon- 
sistent with the United States Constitution, or 
something to thateffect. It was referred to acom- 
mittee, of which he was made chairman—a spe- 
cialcommittee. They madeareport. It lay upon 
the ‘table, and was not called up. ` When they 
had had their usual session, and came to the last 
day but one of the sitting, having already fixed a 
day to adjourn, he called up his bill. hat was 
the result? I ought here to state, further, that it 
is the practice of the State‘of Vermont, about once 
in'twenty years, to have a careful revision of her 
stitutes. “The time had come to have it; the 
twenty years had passed since the last revision. 
In the course ofthe session, the Legislature had 
raiseda commission of revision, and had appointed 
Upon it three. gentlemen, ag:good ‘as we can fur- 
nish, ana T'do not know that it would be much 
arrogance to say, as good as any State could fur- 
nish. Two of them were judges of the supreme 
court, the othera very distinguished lawyer, for- 
merly a member of Congressmen holding no 
places, wanting none—mien of high position and 
ability. These gentlemen were appointed to re- 
vise our statutes. On the last day of the session, 
when the bill to repeal the personal liberty laws 
was called-up, the gentleman who had presented 
it made a long argument upon it, but-there was 
no time to eoneider it. They wanted all their 
statutes revised and considered. A motion was 
made in the House'to-dismiss the bill, and it was 
dismissed. “The Senate immediately, on the same 
day, took up and passed a resolution referring all 
of these statutes that were said to be exception- 
able by people abroad, to that board of revision, 
to report to the next session of the Legislature if 
any of those Jaws were in'any way inconsistent 
with the United States Constitution, or the Uni- 
ted States laws passed according to the Constitu- 
tion. It was passed, all saying ‘we desire no 
unconstitutional Statutes on dur béoks; we will 
endtire none; we shall Kave them examined bya 
competent body, ahd we have just-raised one.” 
The Senate passed the proposition unanimously; 
they sent it to the Flouse in the shape of a joint 
resolution; it was there passed unanimously, and 
the subject was referred to the board of revision. 
In all candor, is not'this dealing with the subject 
fairly and candidly, and on our own motion? It 
is no foundation for ground of objection abroad 
that the State of Vermont is dealing unkindly or 
unfairly or uncandidly. na 


; me 
“Mr. JOHNSON, of Tennessee. Mr. President, 
Lthink Tam: rather unfortunate to-day. In the 
first instance I gave way for an hour, and in the 
hext place for quite a lengthy speech to be injected 
into: mine. However, as the Senator has made 
an explanatian_on the subject, I wish to ask him 
if he believes the law passed in 1858 by the State 
of Verniont in reference to persons of color in that 
State is constitutional or unconstitutional? 

Mr. COLLAMER, The gentleman puts tome 
a question, and he is entitled to have that sort of 
candid answer which I take it the putting of the 

uestion implies. I said when I was up before 
that [had never examined those laws much my- 
self. I never have. I do not know precisely what 
their condition is, nor what thcir provisions may 
be exactly. Ihave this, however, to say about 
it: it may be, after all, that though upon its face 
some of ‘its provisions may look exceptionable, 
they may not really be so. It comes to this: I 
believe that statute declares, in effect, that all per- 
sons held to slavery who come into Vermont, 
voluntarily or involuntarily, who come there of 
their own accord, or are brought there by their 
masters, shall be considered and regarded as free 
persons. I rather think that is the amount of it, 
according to my recollection. Now, what is the 
reason for that? I have already suggested that 
the Supreme Court have intimated, as our people 
understand the Chief Justice, thatcolored persons 
have no rights that the white man is bound to 
respect at all, 

Mr. BENJAMIN. Will the Senator from Ver- 
mont permit me to 

Mr. COLLAMER. J have heard the gentle- 
man’s éxplanation of that several times. 

Mr. BENJAMIN. Will the Senator tell us 
that any man in New England honestly believes 
the Supreme Court did decide that? Does he 
know any man who believes it? 

Mr. COLLAMER. I can say that I believe 
the body of them honestly say they read it so. 
It reads just so. 

Mr. BENJAMIN. Does the Senator say that 
that decision reads so? 7 

Mr. COLLAMER. The opinion, The gen- 
tleman and myself, as lawyers, understand the 
difference between an opinion and a decision. 
The opinion of the Chief Justice, in reciting the 
history of the Declaration of Independence and 
of the Constitution, and the condition of societ 
at the time when those instruments were formed, 
comes to the result that that notion was enter- 
tained at that period, stating it in about those 
words which I have before repeated; and he leaves 
it to be understood that nothing has transpired 
since to change that condition of things, That 
is the way itis in the opinion of the court; that 
is the way we read it; that is the way I understand’ 


it.myself. 

My. BENJAMIN. Does the Senator say that 
he understands the Supreme Court to say in the 
opinion, that now, at this day, colored men have 
no rights that white men are bound to respect ? 

Mr. COLLAMER. The gentleman gives his 
version to my statement. I choose my own ver- 
sion for my own statement. I understand the 
Chief Justice to say, as I have already stated, 
that in the history of these transactions, speak- 
ing of the period of time and the condition of 
society at the period of the adoption of the Con- 
stitution, that then 

Mr, DOOLITTLE. -Hereis the decision, which 
I will hand to my friend. 

Mr. BENJAMIN, Read the whole paragraph. 

Mr. COLLAMER. Speakingof the condition 
of the colored race at the period of the Declara- 
tion of Independence and of the formation of the 
Constitution, the Chief Justice, in his opinion, 
says: í 

« They had for more than acentyry before been regarded 
as beings of an inferior order, and altogether unfit to associ- 
ate with the white race, either in social or political rela- 
tions ; and so far inferior, that they had no rights which the 
white man was bound to respéct 5 and that the negro might 
justly and Jawfully be reducéd to slavery for his benefit. 

These are the words, and this is all there is to 
qualify that clause. He does not say anywhere 
in the opinion that the status of the black man has 
been changed since. He says nothing of the kind. 
Now, I say that I believe the body ofthe people of 
Vermont read that, and, understanding the English 
language, understand it to mean just what it says. 
However, that diverts me from the question put 
by the Senator from Tennessee. I have answered 


the Senator from Louisiana, and I have read the 
paragraph.. ` 

Now; Mr. President, to go on with the ques- 
tion of the Senator from Tennessee, the State of 
Vermont, in legislating in reference to the action 
of her own tribunals, having nothing to do with 
the United States law in regard to fugitive slaves, 
but simply in. relation to the conduct and direc- 
tions to her own tribunals in regard to this busi- 
ness of reclaiming slaves by the act of the master 
himself, has said-~her language to her tribunals 
is—you are to presume every colored man as free 
until the contrary appears. In the South, we 
understand, they presume every colored man to 
be a slave until the contrary is shown. Now, we 
say to you in our law that you shall regard every 
colored man free, we care not how he gets here, 
until the contrary is shown. I say to you, Mr. 
President, that las not believe the people of 
the State of Vermont, or their Legislature, ever 
thought of infringing the United States Constitu- 
tion. They did not suppose they had done it; 
they never tried to do it; they never intended to 
do it; and what precise version they would give 
to their words as merely a Jaw for their own 
courts, 1 am not prepared to say; but I do say 
that that law, like every other law in Vermont, 
whenever a question arises, will receive a fair con- 
struction, hen gentlemen say that our laws 
have aided in the escape of fugitive slaves, I deny 
it, Ido not believe there has been a fugitive slave 
in Vermont for these forty years. I never heard 
ofone. I do not believe there has been one there. 
I know that one fellow claimed to be a runaway 
slave; but he was an impostor, and was not a 
runaway slave, and did not even from extrem- 
ists get public sympathy for that, only fora short 
time. Nor has our law aided in any way to affect 
or impair the fugitive slave law of Congress. But, 
Mr. President, whether it has or has no8 ifour law 
is in any way inconsistent with the provisions of 
the United States Constitution, or the constitu- 
tional laws of Congress, J tell you it will be set 
aside, whenever a question arises before a court 
of Vermont, as quickly as it would before a court 
of the United States. So, too, if there is anything 
in it which is at all inconsistent with the Consti+ 
tution, or the constitutional laws of Congress, I 
tell you that our board of revision will see that it 
is not kept on the statute-book—no doubt of it. 


Mr. JOHNSON, of Tennessee. Mr. Presi- 
dent. 
Mr. BRAGG. If the Senator will give way,1 


will move an adjournment. I think, considering 
the lateness of the hour and the fact that the Sen- 
ator from Tennessee has been so frequently inter- 
rupted, itis but justice tp him that we should now 
adjourn and allow him to conclude to-morrow. 

Mr. WIGFALL. It is only three o’clock. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Porx in 
the chair.) It is moved that the Senate do now 
adjourn. 

Mr. COLLAMER. If thatis agreeable to the 
wishes of the gentleman from Tennessee, of course 
we shall make no objection. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Tennessee. Iam willing 
to go on now if the Senate desires me to continue; 
but there have been a good many interruptions; 
it is late in the day; and, if such be the pleasure 
of the Senate, I prefer resuming my remarks in 
the morning. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate 
adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Tuxspay, December 18, 1860. 


The House met at twelve o'clock, m. Prayer 
bythe Chaplain, Rev. Tuomas H. Srocxton. 
he Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 


TERRITORIAL BILLS. 

Mr. GROW.. Yesterday an order was made 
for the printing of certain bills in reference to ter- 
ritorial business. In accordance with that order 
I now present the following bills from. the Com- 
mittee on Territories, that they may be printed: 

A bill (H. R. No. 887) to provide atemporary 
government for the ‘Territory of Idaho; 

A bil (H. R. No. 888) to providea temporary 
government for the Territory of Nevada; 

A bill (H. R. No. 889) to provide a temporary 
government for the Territory of Dacota; and 

A bill (H.R. No. 890) to provide a temporary 
government for the Territory of Arizona, 


RESIGNATION OF A MEMBER. 


The SPEAKER, by unanimous consent, laid 
before the House the following communication: 


House or Represenratives, December 10, 1860. 
Sır: I have the honor to inform you that on the 15th day of 
October last I placed inthe hands of the Governor of Maine 
my resignation of the office of Representative in the Congress 
ofthe United States from the fifth congressional district in 
that State, to take effect on the lst day of January, 1861. 

Lam, very respectfully, your obedient servant, 
I. WASHBURN, Jr. 
To WILLIAM PENNINGTON 
Speaker of the House of Representatives. 


REPORTS FROM THE COURT OF CLAIMS. 


The SPEAKER, by unanimous consent, laid 
before the House several reports of the Court of 
Claims; which were referred, under the rule, toa 
Committee of the Whole House, and ordered to 
be printed. 


TELEGRAPH TO THE PACIFICO. 


Mr. ELY, by unanimous consent, introduced a 
bill supplemental to “An act to facilitate commu- 
nication between the Atlantic and Pacific States 
by electric telegraph;”? which was read a first and 
second time, and referred to the Committee on 
the Post Office and Post Roads. 


PUGET SOUND. 


Mr. STEVENS, of Washington, by unani- 
mous consent, introduced the following resolution; 
which was read, considered, and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Public Lands be in- 
structed to inquire into the expediency of authorizing, by 
special enactment, the surveyor general of Washington 
Territory, under the supervision of the Department of the 
Interior, to decide upon the validity of the claims of the 
Puget Sound Agricultural Company 5 and if they are entitled 
to consideration, to determine the location and boundaries 
of “ farms ” and “ lands ” that belong to the company, and 
to report by bill or otherwise. 


Mr. STEVENS, | of Washington, also, by 
unanimous consent, introduced the following res- 
olution; which wasread, considered , and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Naval Affairs be in- 
structed to inquire into the expediency'of providing a swift 
war steamer for the defense of Puget Sound, and to report 
by bili or otherwise. . 


MAIL ROUTE IN WASHINGTON TERRITORY. 


Mr. STEVENS, of Washington, by unani- 
mous consent, introduced the following joint res- 
olution; which was referred to the Committee on 
the Post Office and Post Roads: 


Be it resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives 
of the United Statesof Americain Congress assembled, That 
the Postmaster General be, and he hereby is, authorized 
and directed to extend the contract with the present con- 
tractor upon route No. 12730, Washington ‘Territory, for 
weekly service, to a semi-weekly mail service for four 
years, at a pro rata compensation on the present mail pay. 


REPORT OF LIEUTENANT JOHN MULLAN. 


Mr. STEVENS, of Washington, by unani- 
mous consent, introduced the following resolu- 
tion; which was read, considered, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of War be requested to 
communicate to the House the report of Lieutenant John 


Mullan, United States Army, of his operations in charge 
of the wagon road from Fort Benton to the Walla Walla. 


-COURT OF CLAIMS REPORTS. 


Mr. KELLOGG, of Illinois. I desire that one 
of the reports of the Court of Claims, presented 
to the House this morning, be referred to the 
Committee of Claims. Itis the report in the case 
of Theodore Adams, purser in the United States 
penta I suppose there will be no objection to 
that. È f 

Mr. BURNETT. Is the report in that case an 
adverse one? 

Mr. KELLOGG. It is not. 

No objection being made, the report was re- 
ferred accordingly. : 


COMPENSATION OF MEMBERS. 


Mr. STOKES asked the unanimous consent of 
the House to introduce the following resolution: 


Resolved, That. the Committee of Ways and Means be, 
and they are hereby, instructed to report to this House the 
bill referred to them repealing the act of 1856, regulating 
the compensation of members of Congress. 

Objection was made, and the resolution was 
not received. 


INDIAN DISTURBANCES. 


Mr.OTERO, by unanimous consent, introduced 
the following resolution; which was read, consid- 
ered, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of State be, and hereby iss 
respectfully requested to communicate to this House copies 
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of all papers and letters now on file in his Department from 
his Excellency Governor A. Rencher, pertainingto Indian 
disturbances in the Territory of New Mexico, and relating 
to the action of the people of said T'ertitory upon the same. 


VOLUNTEER TROOPS IN NEW MEXICO. 


Mr. OTERO, by unanimousconsent, introduced 
the following joint resolution; which was read, 
and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs: 


Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives of 
the United States of America in Congress assembled, That 
the volunteers now in service in the Territory of New 
Mexico, and codperating with the regular troops, be, and 


the same are hereby, recognized as being within the act of | 


Congress of March 19, 1836, and that they be entitled to 
the same pay and emoluments of officers, non-commis- 
sioned officers, and privates of the regular Army during the 


period in which they shall have been in active service in H 


the prosecution of the said Navajo war; and the sum of —— 
dollars is hereby appropriated to pay the said volunteers: 
Provided, That the service of the said volunteers he first 
approved by the Secretary of War, and that the paymentof 
the said pay and emoluments be made under such rules and 
regulations as may be prescribed by the Secretary of War. 


PENSIONS. 


Mr. STOKES. I ask unanimous consent to 
introduce a bill granting pensions to the soldiers 
of the war of 1812, $ 

Mr. CURRY objected. 


MESSAGE FROMTHE PRESIDENT. 


A message was received from the President of 
the United States, by the hands of A. J. Gross- 
BRENNER, his Private Secretary, informing the 
House that he had approved and signed ‘* An act 


‘to authorize the issue of Treasury notes, and for 


other purposes.” 
STATE OF THE UNION. 


Mr. FLORENCE. I ask the unanimous con- 
sent of the House to submit certain propositions 
for reference to the select committee of thirty- 
three. 

The SPEAKER. No objection being made, 
the propositions will be referred to the select 
committee. ; 

Mr, FLORENCE. I prefer to have them 
read. : j 
Mr. BURNETT. I call for the regular order 
of business, and I insist upon it. : 

‘Mr. FLORENCE. That does not supersede 
mg pro ositions. i es 

e SPEAKER. ` They are received and re- 
ferred. 

Mr, FLORENCE. I wanted them read. They 
are, a resolution prepared by myself, and the pro- 
ceedings of a meeting of the citizens of Philadel; 
phia; and I desire, after they are read, to have 
them referred to the committee on public safety— 
which, by the way, is a very appropriate term, I 
should think. I want the House to understand 
precisely the feelings which. prompt the citizens 
of Philadelphia this exigency of public affairs. 

The Clerk proceeded to read the resolutions; 
but was interrupted ; 

Mr. BURNETT, who said: I suppose every 
gentleman has read the proceedings of that meet- 
ing; and, therefore, E hope the papers will be sent 
to the committee of thirty-three without further 
reading. : 

Mr. FLORENCE. I prefer that they should 
be read. 

Mr. EDGERTON. J object. a 

The SPEAKER. They will be referred to the 
committee of thirty-three. . 

Mr. FLORENCE. I asked the unanimous 
consent of the House to present these resolutions 
and papers, and it was granted. T ask that the 
papers be read, that the citizens of Philadelphia, a 
part of whom I represent, may be heard. While 
we have been talking here the papers could have 
been read. If I believed that every gentleman in 
this House had read these patriotjc resolutions, 
and that they had been properly impressed by 
them, as I could wish, I would not ask for then 
reading. 

The reading of the papers was then concluded. 

The following is the resolution offered by Mr. 
FLORENCE: 

Resolved, &e., That the following amendments be pro- 
posed to the Constitution of the United States: Theright 
of property in slaves is recognized, and no law shail be 
passed and nothing shall be done to impair, obstruct, or 
prevent the full and free enjoyment and use of such right 
in any Territory or other property of the United States. No 
new States shall be admitted into the Union without the 
consent of two thirds of.all the members of both branches 
of Congress; and the vote shall be taken by yeas and nays, 
which shalt be entered on the Journals ; and every bill for 
such purpose shali be subject to the approval or objection 


we 


of thé’ President of te" United States, as in’ other. cases, 
excepting that; when returned with his objections, it shall 
reqitire the vote of three fourths of all the members of both 
Houses of Congress to pass it notwithstanding:* oo") .*~ 

‘The proceedings of the Philadelphia meeting, 
which were read, are as follows: i po s oT 

‘tin accordance with: resolutions of the Countils‘and a 
proclaination by the Mayor of the city of Philadelphia, a 
mass mecting of citizens, without distinction of party, was 
held-on Thursday, November 13; 1860, at noon, in Ande- 
pendence square, for the purpose: of testifying their unfail- 
ing devotion to the Union, and their abiding fidelity:to its 
Coristitution and laws. “I'he following aré the resolutions 
adopted by the City Councils a week agot =" coca 

si Whereas there is great reason to fear that there ts se- 
rlous'peril of the dissolution of the Union of these United 
States, under whose protection we have grown to be a 
great and prosperous nation, and it is fitting that the citi- 
zens of Philadelphia—that city in which the great printi- 
ples of the Union were first embodied and ‘promulgated — 
should, in some suitable way, express their love for the 
Union and their devotion to its perpetuation ‘and to the 
strengthening of those bonds which unite us, whether of 
the North or the South, the East or the West, as one great 
and united people: Therefore, i ; 

ct c Resolved by the Select and Common Councils of the city 
of Philadelphia, ‘That the Mayor of the city be, and he is 
hereby, requested, by his proclamation, to invite our felow- 
citizens who love the Union to assemble:at the old State- 
House, at twelve, noon, of a day to be appointed for the 
purpose, there to express their attachment to the Constitu- 
tion of the United States, and their love for the Union 
which it creates and protects. $ OS 

6 Resolved, That a jointspecial committee, consisting of 
six members from each chamber of Councils, to which shal) 
be added the Presidents, be appointed to coéperate with 
the Mayor in such arrangements as may be proper, in their 
judgment, by way of preparation for such meeting.’ 

sein pursuance of these resolutions, Mayor Henry, ob the 
lOth instant, issued the following proclamation: > 

“ Citizens of Philadelphia: At a time when the continu- 
ance of our national Union is in peril, and the breaking up 
of our Confederacy appears to be imminent, itis proper that 
a loyal people, casting off the spirit of party, should in a 
special manner avow their unfailing devotion to.the Union 
and their abiding fidelity to the Constitution and laws. 

«Fo this end, by advice of the Councils of Philadelphia, 
I earnestly invite you, Jaying aside your séveral callings, 
to assemble at the State-House, at noon of Thursday next, 
that, with an honest sense of your responsibility. as Ameri- 
can citizens, you may counsel together to avert the danger 
which threatens our country, and: that, relying upon the 
favor of Almighty God, you may seck to perpetuate for 
yourelyes and your children the blessings of constitutional 
liberty. $ : : 

«Given under my hand and the seal of the city. of Phila- 
delpbia, this 10th day of December, in the year of our Lord 


0, A f 
“ ALEXANDER HENRY, Mayor of Philadelphia. 
a RESOLUTIONS, ip aie FS 

«The people ofthe city of Philadelphia, having assém- 
bled in cheerful obedience to the proclamation of the Mayor, 
issued by request of their Councils, for the purpose of testi- 
fying theirJove forthe Union, and their devotion to its per~ 
petuation, and to the strengthening of those bonds which 
hold us together, whether of the North or the South, the 
East or the West, as one great and united people, do 

«Resolve, 1. With one voice and united hearts, we pro- 
claim our attachment to, and’ reverence for, the Constitu- 
tion of the United States, and dur earnest and enduring 
love for that great Union which it creates and protects«-2 
love which is not sectional, but national, and that greets 
our brother, from whatever State he comes, as a partaker 
with us in tbat noblest of all inheritances, the title of a 
citizen of the United States. . 

t Resolved, 2. That.the usefulness'and the endurance of 
the Union both depend upon a faithful observance by the 
people of all the States of all the requirements of thatsacred 
instrument which the wisdoni. and the: patriotism of opr 


-fathers framed, and under whose provisions we have be- 


come agreat and happy people, prosperous and renowned, 
among the nations of the carth. = 

“Resolved, 3. Thatwe do therefore most deeply deplore 
the fact, that some of the States of this Union have placed 
upon their statute-books enactments which evade or defeat 
provisions which the framers of the Constitution wisely 
inserted for the protection of valuable rights of citizens of 
other States; and that we pronounce all such acts to be 
violations of the solemn compact by which we are made 
one people, and that we earnestly appeal to our brethren of 
those States instantly to repeal all such enactments. 

“ Resolved, 4. That the people of Philadelphia hereby 
pledge themselves to their brethren of the other States, 
that the statute-books of Pennsylvania shall be carefully 
searched by thelr representatives at the approaching session 
of the Legislature, aud that every statute, if any such there 
be, which in the least degree invades the constitutional 
rights of citizens of a sister State, will be at once repealed 5. 
and that Pennsylvania, ever loyal to the Union, and liberal 
in construing her obligations to it, will be faithful always 
in her obedience to its requirements. 

c Resolwéd, 5. That we recognize the obligations of the 
act of Congress of 1830, commonly known as the fugitive 
slave law, and submit cheerfully to -its faithful enforce- 
ment; and that we point with pride and satisfaction to the 
recent conviction and punishment, ia this city of Philadel- 
phia, of those who had broken its provisions by aiding in 
the attempted rescue of a slave, as proof that Philadelphia 
is faithful in her obedience to the law} ‘and furthermore, 
that we recommend to the Legislature of ourown State the 
passage of a law which shall give compensation br case of 
the rescue of a captured slave, by the county i which such 
rescue occurs, precisely as is now done by existing laws in 
case of destruction of property by tlre’ violence of mobs. 

« Resolved, 6. ‘That as to the question of ihe recognition 
of slaves as property, and as'to the question of the rights of 
slave-owners in the Territories of the United States; the 
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peoplé of Phijadelpbia submit themselves obediently and 
cheerfully, to the decisions-of: the Supreme Court of the 
United Siates, whether now made, or heréafter to be made; 
wnd they pledge themselves faithfully: to observe. the. Cone | 
stitution in these respecta, as the same has-been-‘or maybe 
expounded by that ‘august tribunal. And: further they rec- 
ommend that whatever: points of- doubt /exist. touching 
thése subjects-be -in some. amicable aid awful way. forth- 
with submitted to the eonsiderationof said court, and that 
its opinion be. accepted as. the final and. authoritative solu- 
tion of all doubts as fo the meaning of the Coustitution i 
eontroverted points. o AS ee gee R 
“ Resolved, 7. That all denunciations of slavery. as exist- 
ing in the United States, and of our fellow-citizens. who 
maintain. that. institution, and .who. hold slaves under, it, 
are inconsistent with-that spirit.of brotherhood. and: kind- 
ness which ought to animate all who live -unger and pro- 
fess fo: support the Constitution.of the American Union. 
~; @ Resolved, 8, That we cordially approve thé suggestion, 
that.a convention, or congress of delegates from the several 
States, be held for the.purpose of consultation, and of sug- 
gesting such ‘témedics as they deem proper; and that it is 
the.firm ‘conviction of the citizens of Philadelphia, that the 
propositions made by such a;convention would be received 
by thë people:of our State in a fraternal and conciliatory 
spirit, and with an earnest desire to remove all grounds 
of just complaint on the. part of our southern brethren. 
Resolved, finally, That we appeal to our. brethren of 
South Carolina, of Georgia, of Alabama, of Mississippi, of 
Florida, and of such other States as are considering the 
question of seceding from the Union, with all the affection- 
ate carnestness we can express, to forbear; that we remind 
them of the innumerable ties which bind us together as one 
people, and. which seem to us so strong that no power 
‘short of.that which paralyzes all memory, and effaces all 
history, can separate us; that the ashes of those brave men 
who fought with us and for us rest beneath our soil, and that 
they have in their keeping the bones of our soldiers who per- 
ished in their defense ; that our glorious. institutions, under 
whose guidance. and protection we. have ‘attained so great 
prosperity and. renown, and which:have made this Union 
oF States thë joy and lope of oppressed millions throughout 
tlie world, were framed by the wisdom, built by the toil, and 
defended by the blood-of a common ancestry, and cannot 
perish without.an eternal reproach to us, their children, if 
` we destroy. so great and so fair an inheritance.” 


The petition, which was read, is as follows: 


To the Senate and House of Representatives of the United 
States in Congress assembled : 

The petition of William Wheeler Hubbell, of Philadel- 
phia; attorney-at-law, and a citizen of the State of Penn- 
sylvania, respectfully represents: 

That your petitioner is interested as owner of African 
slave “effects,” or personal “property, and also real 
“property,” in the State of South Carolina, as well as 
property in Pennsylvania, and is otherwise interested in 
the state of the Union. à 

And your petitioner respectfully suggests and complains 
of grievances for which he seeks redress.» And he respect- 
fully ptays that the suggestions contained hercinatter for 
ube peace and stability of the Union, ang the protection of 
stich elfeets or property, be carried into execution, 

. Your petitioner maintains that African slaves were per- 
sonal ostate or t poets,” “property”? or rights, bought and 
sold: us other. fee ‘Sor property, for money or value, by the 
citizens of, both the northern and:southern States, when the 
Constitution: of the United States was formed and amended ; 
and Wat the Constitution, as to such * effects,” in com- 
mon with all other, effects or personal estate, declares, in 
article four of the amendments, that the right of the people 
shgll be secure against unreasonable seizure, and shall not 
be violated, : . a 

| And; in article five, “nor be deprived of pruperty. without 
due process-of law, ea aah 

That the word “ effects,” in the Constitution, means per- 
sonal. estate; and the ward “property” means both personal 
anl real property; and that African. slaves, at the time, 
wore, andare now, personal estate or personal property. 
That the Constitution makes no distinction whatever as to 
cffvets or property. It includes and secures all. rights, or 
etlects, or property, both personal and real. And that the 
Jonstifution, by such clauses, guaranties protection in the 
enjoyinent or possession of the “right”? or estate in Afri- 
can. slaves, as, well as in any other “ effects” ór personal 
estate, “ property” or rights whatsoever, that it shall not be 
violated.. Al the citizens have equal rights thereunder. 
That your petitioner's rights in slave effects or property are 
invaded by the northéra States, by the election of officers 
on, issues involving the exclusion of such effects or prop- 
erty from the, Territories of the peuple of the United States 
as ù lawful righty. whereas such isan unlawful issue for 
the elective franchise of the people under their Constitu- 
tion of the United: States; and whereas your petitioner 
hasa constitutional right, at.all times, to take and hold all 
of his effects or property, slave and all other, within the 
Territories of the people of the United States, protected 
trom-violence by the Federal Government. 

And your petitioner further complains that Jaws or regu- 
lations have. been made by several of the States—called 
personal liberty faws-——which are intended. to obstruct the 
execution of the fugitive slave law, and the provisions of 
the Constitution as-to the rendition of fugitives from Jabor, 
both stave and for a term of years, and to interfere with the 
rigbts of property therein; ant that such enactments or 
reawations are in violation of the Federal Constitution. 
That Congress bas not made provision for declaring such 
State acts void by the most speedy process in equity before 
the Supreme Court of the United States, as empowered by 
the Constitution. 


aed 


And your petitioner farther maintains, that no State of the 
Union any lawful right at present to pass any ordinance 


of peaceable secession from, or dissolution of the Unien 
under the Constitution ofthe United States as it now stands; 
that although under it Congress bas express power.to eon- 
sent to the admission of a State, no power is granted by it 
to Congress to consent to the secession of any State; that 
a State, or the people thereof, not having been, admitted 


solely by their. own consent.into the Union, but also. by.the 
consent of all: the other people or States, cannot secede 
solely by their own. willy the power. peaceably to destroy 
must be as great dás. the power peaceably to create. the 
Union; that the Constitution of the United States is made 
by the people of the United States, and not by the: States in 


their capacity as States; that it is a Federal Government - 


of ‘the whole people.of the United States, and not a Gov- 
ernment of the: States; that there is no provision for dis 
solvingthe. Union expressed in. the Constitution; that 
a confederation of, States apart from the Constitution is 
expressly prohibited’; that there fs no provision of any kind 
for the peaceable secession of any State, or of the people of 
any State, either expressed or implied in the Constitution; 
that the Union under it is a perpetual Union of the peo- 
ple, with a reserved power of amendment of the Constitu- 
tion; and that unless the Constitution be first amended, so 
as to expressly provide for and declare a manner of. disso- 
lution or secession of tlic people of the confedcrated States, 
it remains absolutely indissoluble and perpetual, and all the 


States and people are equally bound thereby, except that | 


it be overturned and destroyed by actual revolution and civil 
war, and superseded thereafter by another Government. 

Your petitioner maintains. that overt acts of aggression, 
or withhoiding of protection from violence against the slave 
property of the people, or any portion thereof, or the pro- 
hibition thercof by the United States Government, cither 
in the Territories of the United States, or in the States 
which recognize and regulate slavery by statute law, would 
be just ground for revolution and resistance ; for the rea- 
son, that the Federal power will have ceased to be a Gov- 
ernment under the Constitution of the United States, and 
become an unlawful, usurping power. ltis the rapid ap- 
proach to this condition of national affairs which has justly 
aggrieved the South, and people owning slave property, or 
personal estate in slaves, or “ effects.” 

Your petitioner greatly deprecates the present prospect 
of war between the people of the United States, through 
their State governments, and the Federal Government. 

Your petitioners rights of property are deeply and im- 
mediately interested therein. He bas rights of property in 
Charleston and vicinity, South Carolina; rights of prop- 
erty in Pennsylvania; and rights of property in the posses- 
sion of the United States Government; all of which are 
greatly jeopardized by the existing condition of our internal 
national affairs. 

Your petitioner is the inventor and patentee of the ex- 
plosive shell, with which all the shell guns of the Navy of 
the United States are now provided, to the number of over 
fifty thousand. It is the most destructive war projectile 
of modern times for naval use, and was employed to de- 
molish the Bogus Forts, where it exhibited its superior 
powers. Your petitioner has letters patent of the United 
States thereon; and, under an express contract, placed 
the United States in possersion of the said projectile; but 
the United States has not paid for the same according to 
contract. : 

Your petitioner did thus invent and intrust the Govern- 
ment with said war projectile, with no other intent than 
that it should be used exclusively in the defense of the 
people, and property of the people, of the United States; 
and would greatly deplore its use against any citizens of 
the United States, or their property, particularly against 
the property of his family in South Carolina, which he is 
bound to protect by force if necessary. 

Your petitioner, therefore, prays the prompt action of 
Congress on the hasis he herein suggests tor the peaceable 
determination of present difficulties, 

First. For the reéstablishment at present by act of Con- 
gress of the Missouri compromise Jine extended to the Pa- 
cific ocean, 

Second. For its early adoption in the Constitution by 
amendment, as a permanent settlement of the slavery ques- 
tion between the South and the North d that Cangress 
shall not have power to prohibit or Wain slavery south 
ofsaid Hno, but shall be bound togmploy the Federal power 
to protect it therein. À 

Third, Foran amendment that the people of the United 
States, in two distinct conventions assembled, shall nomi- 
nate in cach convention a person for President and a per- 
son for Vice President of the United States ; that there shall 
be two candidates for President and two for Vice President 
before the people for election, and no more; and that the 
President and Vice President shall be selected from the 
south of said line for one term, and from the north of said 
fine for the succeeding term, alternately. 

Fourth. For an amendment that a certain number of the 
judges. of the Supreme Court of the United States.shall be 
appointed from the south of said line, and an equal number 
from the north of said line; and if there be an odd number 
of judges to constitute the court, one of them shall be ap- 
pointed from the District of Columbia, beside the equal 
number north and south of said line. 

Fifth. For an amendment to sccmre the valec of the slave 
property from the county wherein itis violated by its in- 
habitants, under any pretense or in any manner, by the 
rescue of the slave from the custody of the owner or his 
agent or a United States officer. 

Sixth. To provide for a speedy adjudication of any State 
enactment: or regulation respecting the rendition of fugi- 
tives from labor or slaves, by proceedings in equity, at the 
suit of any State whose citizens are aggrieved against the 
State making such law or regulation, in the Supreme Court 
of the United States; and that it may be decreed null and 
void, ifin violation of the Constitution ; and providing a 
penalty as for contempt of court: against any inhabitant 
afterwards attempting to carry such law or regulation into 
execution. 

Seventh. For protecting the right in transitu with Afri- 
can slave effects or property from one slave State to another, 
under the Constitution, by acts of Congres: 

Eighth. Por the right of sojourn with family slave ser- 
vants for a limited pegiod in any State, under the Constitu- 
tion, protected by acts of Congress, as a right of comity 
between the citizens of the several States. 

And your petitioner will ever pray, &c., 

WILLIAM WHEELER HUBBELL. 

PHILADELPHIA, December 12, 1860, 


During the reading of the petition, 

Mr. MORRIS, cf Ilinois, said: Mr. Speaker, 
I move that the further reading of that papér be 
dispensed with. I think we have devoted about 
enough of our time to the gentleman’s papers. 

Mr. FLORENCE: I have no objection to dis- 
pensing. with the further reading. ` Let the peti-- 
tion gòto the committee of thirty-three. 
"Mr. EDGERTON. [object, and have objected 
for- half an hour. 


. UNITED STATES ARMORIES. 


Mr.. DELANO... Mr. Speaker, I yesterday 
offered a resolution which was objected to by the 
gentleman from Georgia, [Mr. Crawrorp.] I 
afterwards explained to him the object of the res- 
olution, ahd I understand that he does not now 
persist in his objection. I ask that it be read 
and adopted. i 

The Clerk réad the resolution, as follows: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of War be requested to fur- 
nish to this House statements showing haw niany stand of 
arms of the latest standard model, manufatured at the: na~ 
tional armories, are now in the immédiate custody of the 
United States, and where deposited; also, how many of 
any inferior model are in the like custody, and where de- 
posited; also, how inany arms of the manufacture of the 
United States armories, and of what model, pave been fur- 
nished to either of the States, or otherwise disposed of, 
since the Ist of January, 1860, and under what authority. 


Mr. MORRIS, of Nlinois. I desire to offer an 
amendment to that resolution. 

Mr. GARNETT. I object to the resolution; 
and call for the regular order of business. 


QUESTION OF ORDER. 
Mr. EDGERTON. I rise to a question of 


rivilege. 

„The SPEAKER. The Chair will hear you, 
sir. 

Mr. EDGERTON. When these resolutions 
introduced by the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
[Mr. FLorence] were presented, T objected, and 
have continually objected to their reception. I 
call the attention of the Speaker to that fact, and 
Task whether, in the face of that objection, the 
resolutions can go to the committee of thirty- 
three. : 

The SPEAKER. The Chair did not hear the 
objection of the gentleman from Ohio. 

Mr. EDGERTON, I made itat the top of my 
voice, and several times. I objected to the intro- 
duction of these resolutions. 

Mr. ADRAIN. Lask for the regular order of 
business. 

The SPEAKER. | If the gentleman from Ohio 
states that he objected tothe resolutions, of course 
they cannot be referred. 

Mr. EDGERTON. ‘I did object. 

Mr. FLORENCE. Why, Mr. Speaker 

-Mr. GARNETT. Lam under the impression 
that I called for the regular order of business 
some time since. : 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohio 
states that he objected; and the gentleman cannot 
lose his right to object, because the Chair did not 
hear the objection. 

Mr. FLORENCE. Why, sir, the gentleman 
rose after the reading of the resolutious com- 
menced, and how could the objection then be made 
when the unanimous consent of the House had 
been expressly given fur the reception of the 
resolutions. I would not have presented the reso- 
lutiony if there had been a word of objection. 

Mr. BURNETT. I would suggest to the gen- 
tleman from Ohio that he objected to thesresolu- 
tionsafter I had suggested that the reading should 
be dispensed with; and the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania had, prior to that time, asked the consent 
of the House to introduce the resolutions, and no 
objection was made at the time. 

Mr. FLORENCE. Why, I had determined 
that if objection wes made, 1 would not present 
them. 

Mr. GROW. The first reading is always for 
Information. : 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is satisfied, from 
the statement now made, that the objection was 
made too late, : 3 

Mr. PETTIT. Ibeg to say that the objection 
was made before any reading of the resviutions. 

The SPEAKER. Was it made before the re- 
ception of the resolutions? The gentleman from 
Pennsylvania first asked to have the resolutions 
received. 


Mr. EDGERTON. 


It was, 


1860. 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOB 


Mr. PETTIT... It was, within my knowledge. 

Mr. ADRALN, 1 call for the regular order of 
business. 

Mr. McCLERNAND.. I ask. the gentleman 
from Kentucky to waive his motion for a moment. 
Mr. BURNETT. Ihave made no motion. 

Mr. ADRAIN. Ihave called for the regular 
order of business, and 1 must insist on it. 

` SLAVERY. : 

The SPEAKER stated the regular order of 
business to be the consideration of the resolution 
offered yesterday by Mr. Crawrorp, and which 
isas follows: 

Resolved, That the Constitution of the United States 
recognizes property in slaves; that Congress has passed 
laws to aid slavehoiders in recapturing their slaves when- 
ever they cseape and make their way into the free States ; 
that the Supreme Courtof the United States have decided 
that negroes were not included, cither in the Declaration of 
Independence or in the Constitution of the United States, 
except as slavesyand that they cannot become citizens; 
and we, the members of this House, hereby sustain and 
will support this construction of- the. Constitution, these 
laws, and said decision of the Supreme Court. 


Mr. ADRAIN. I desire to offeran amendment 
to that resolution. } 
Mr. GROW. I object to any amendment. 


Has not the previous question been sustained? 

Mr. ADRAIN. I ask that my amendment 
may be read, and I call the previous question 
upon it. 

Mr. BURNETT. Irise to a question of order. 
The gentleman’cannot offer any amendment. The 
resolution was offered yesterday and the previous 
question was called upoR it, and my recollection 
is that it was sustained. 

Mr. GROW. And the main question was or- 
dered. 

` The SPEAKER. The Chair believes the gen- 
theman fron: New Jersey is in order. 

Mr. ADRAIN. I thought so. 


PERSONAL EXPLANATION 
Mi. McCLERNAND. Irise to a question of 
rivilege. 
i The SPEAKER. The Chair will hear the gen- 
teman, 

Mr. McCLERNAND. I desire to makea brief 
pergonal explanation, and Task the indulgence of 
the House to do so. 

Mr. ADRAIN. I do not wish to interrupt the 
gentleman from Illinois if he has any personal 
explanation to make; but Thope my amendment 
may first be read, and then T shall have no objec- 
tion to his proceeding. f 

Mr.McCLERNAND. {will detain the House 
but a moment. 

Mr. BURNETT. I desire to call the attention 
of the’Speaker to the official report of the proceed- 
ings of yesterday in the Globe of this morning. 

Mr. McCLERNAND. I hope the gentleman 
wil allow me a moment, 

Mr. BURNETT. Certainly; I beg the gen- 
tleman’s pardon. 

The SPEAKER, The Chair will hear the gen- 
tleman from Ulinois. 

Mr. McCLERNAND.. Some friend has for- 
warded to me the Illinois Journal of the 13th in- 
stant, published in the city of Springficld, where 
the President elect résides, and where I also re- 
side. The Journal is nominally edited by a 

` dwarfed, perverted, ambiguous specimen of hu- 


manity by the name of Baker, a nephew of the | 


President elect. i 

Mr. LOVEJOY. Irise to a point of order. 
This is not a privileged question. i 

Mr. MCCLERNAND. The gentlemanhas not 
heard what i bave to say. A 

Mr. LOVEJOY. I make that point of order, 
Mr. Speaker. : 

The SPEAKER. Ithas been repeatedly ruled 
in this House by the Chair and sustained by the 
House, that these remarks in the public newspa- 
pers are not to be considered privileged questions. 

Mr. McCLERNAND. Thad the consent of 
the Elouse to make a personal explanation. 

Mr. LOVEJOY. I object, unlessit is in order. 

The SPEAKER. If the House consent, the 
Chair will hear the gentleman from Illinois with 
pleasure. Objection is made; therefore the gen- 
tleman cannot be beard. é 

Mr. ADRAIN. 
ment may be read.‘ 


Mr. STANTON. The Globe shows that the | 


previous question was sustained on the resolution 
of the gentleman from Georgia, {Mr. Crawr orp. | 


» 


I ask now that my amend- I 


Mr. McCLERNAND. I understand. that. I 
have the floor by the unanimous consent.of the 
House, and I am not going to yield it until Tam 


| corrected on that point. 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois 
rose to a privileged question. The Chair stated 
tbat- he would hear the gentleman from Illinois 
upon his privileged question, and for that purpose 
he had the order of the Chair and the consent of 
the House to proceed. . W hen the gentleman com- 
menced his remarks, the Chair.found. that it-was 
nota privileged question within the decisions of 
the Chair and the Eouse, and, objection being 
made, the Chair cannot consent that the gentle- 
man shall go on. : j 

Mr. McCLERNAND. Will the Chair let me 
make a suggestion? 

The SPEAKER. The 
hap 
the rules of the House. 


Chair would be very 


Mr. McCLERNAND. Iwouldsuggest whether l 


the Chairis not in error upon a point of fact, that, 
although I stated that I rose to a privileged ques- 
tion, I said afterwards that my object was to make 
a personal explanation, and in that connection 
asked the indulgence of the House that might 
do so, and was permitted, by the silence of the 
House, to proceed for a time. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks the gen- 
tleman cannot be heard under the decision that 
the House has made. 

SLAVERY—AGAIN. 

Mr. ADRAIN. I now ask to have read the 
amendment which I offer to the resolution of the 
gentleman from Georgia, [Mr. Crawrorp.] 

Mr. BURNETT. I wish to call the attention 
of the Speaker to the report in the Globe, which 
shows, that I was right in my statement that the 
previous question was called by the gentleman 
from Ohio [Mr. Serman] and seconded, the 
main ‘question ordered, and the yeas and nays 
ordered on the adoption of the resolution. 


The SPEAKER. The opinion of the clerks 


is that that statement is correct; but the fact of 
the previous question having been seconded, and 
the main question ordered, was inadvertently 
omitted from the Journal. The Chair was guided 
by the Journal; but of course, whatever the fact 
is must prevail. The previous question was sec- 
onded; and therefore no amendment to the res- 
olution is in order. 

Mr. ADRAIN, Then I move to reconsider 
the vote by which the main question was ordered. 


PERSONAL EXPLANATION. 
Mr. BOCOCK. 


Speaker; but before I do so, I ask permission of 


| the House to do what I do not remember to have 


ever asked to doziefore during my twelve years? 


| service in this Louse, that is, to make a personal 


explanation. My explanation will relate to.a 


i question which was before the House yesterday, 


and will be made briefly, and without reflecting 
upon any other member of this House. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. BOCOCK. ` I am the more desirous of 
making the explanation, Mr, Speaker, because 
I discover that while the resolution offered yes- 
terday by the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Mor- 


nis} was pending before the House, that gentle- | 


man called attention to the fact that there were 
some members sitting near him, from the South, 
who failed to vote. I did not vote. 
supposed, therefore, that L was one of the indi- 
viduals sitting in the House at that time and de- 
clining to vote. I wish to say now, Mr. Speaker, 
that since I have been a member of the House of 
Representatives, and so longas I shall continue a 


member of it, L have not sought, and shall not | 
seck, toescapeany responsibility properly attach- | 


ing to my position here. If I ever have declined 
to vote on any proposition coming before the 
House, it has not been from any desire of mine to 
escape any personal responsibility. I may have 
sometimes done so, because propositions have 
been so ambiguously worded as to leave their 
meaning doubtful, or deceive the country asto the 
true position of members here. 

Now, inregard tothe regolution.of the gentleman 
from Hlinois,if Thad been in the House when 
the vote was taken, 1 should not have had any 


difficulty as to my vote; and J cheerfully:and freely | 


come forward now to range myself by the side of 
those gentlemen who, on this occasion, recorded 


py to hear the gentleman, but cannot under . 


It might be | 


I shall make a motion, Mr. || da 


once. 


{Mr. Gimer] 


|! Duell, Edgerton, Edwards, Eliot, 


Í 
i 


their votes‘against that résolution, T shouid have 
done so; if had’ been in the House. Tshalltake 
some opportunity hereafter to define my. position 
on- all these questions more.atdarges oJ 0 wei 
Asi am onthe floor now, Fsabmit a motionto 
lay on thetable the motion of thegentleman from 
New Jersey, [Mt Apratn,] to reconsider thi 
of -yesterday by which the main: questio. 
ordered. 9 0 oe ets 
My. GILMER addressed the Speaker. ` 
“Mr. ADRAIN, “I believe I have the fldo i 
gave way- to the gentleman. from Virginia: [Mr. 
Bococr} for apersonalexplanation; but I cannot 
ive way further. ; i SRT 
Mr. GILMER. I desire. that the vote should 
be reconsidered, because I wish to have. the res- 
olution modified in a shape which will T think, 
micet the approval of the gentleman from Georgia. 
I ask the indulgence: of: the House to read the 
proposition which I wish to make. 
Mr LOVEJOY. I objecte zost EE 
Mr. SHERMAN. 1 rise to'a question of priv- 
ilege. Iam anxious to have the deficiency: bill 
passed to-day; and while T desirë that the gen- 
tleman from Georgia shall have a fair:vote on his 
proposition, 1 hope that he will allow it to go over 
till next Monday... For that purpose; Ismove to 
lay the whole subject.on the. tablé; and I promise 
the gentleman from Georgia, that next Monday, 
if I can aid him, he shall Have a fair vote. s 
Mr. CRAWFORD. | I desire to say, in reply 
to what has fallen from the gentleman from Ohio, 
that I am very anxious, indced, that we shallhave 
afair and square vote on the questions involved in 
my resolution; and I want that to be done at 
But the motion made by the gentleman 
from Ohio is not in order after the motion sub- 
mitted by the gentleman.from Virginia [Mr. Bo- 
cock] to lay on the table the motion to reconsider 
the vote by which the main question was ordered. 
I would myself, if permitted by the House, offer 
an amendment.tomy resolution, which does noth- 
ing more nor less than make it conform. more 
nearly, as J understand it, to the decision of. the 
Supreme. Court. To this the gentlemen on the 
other side would not, I apprehend, object. It 
would, in all probability, cover the difficulty in 
the wayoof the member from North Carolina, 
and perhaps, also, to some extent, 
the difficulty inthe way of the member from New 
Jersey, [Mr Annan] Therefore, if the Fouse 
will permit me to modify my resolution, we can 
take n vote on itat once, and have the question 
disposed of. 1 am willing, however, to have a 
vote taken on the resolution as proposed yester- 


‘Mr. SHERMAN. I feel assured that the ques- 

tion will occupy the entire day, as the resolution 
containgat least three affirmative propositions, and 
there is a disposition to divide them. I am per- 
fectly willing that Monday shall be devoted to 
this kind of business; but I do hope that gentle- 
mën will allow us.to devote this day to the: defi- 
ciency bill. I therefore move to lay. the whole 
subicct on the table... . at - 

Mr. BURNETT... The Pacific railroad bill is 
a special order for torday. p: 

Mr. CURTIS’ Thatisa reason why we should 
get rid of this-other question. 

Mr. CRAWFORD. Irise to a point of order. 
Thegentleman from New Jersey moved to recon- 
sider the vote ordering the main question. The 
gentleman from Virginia moved to lay the motion 
to reconsider on the table. Now, Task whether, 


| in that state of the question, it is in order to nrove 
| to lay the whole subject on the table? 


The SPEAKER: The Chair supposes the 
motion is in order. i 

Mr. CRAWFORD. I am well satisfied that 
there is no subject of more importance to all sides 
of the House than the subject-matter of this res- 


| olution, and 1 call for the yeas and nays on the 


motion to lay it on the table, 
The yeas and nays were ordered. : 
The question was taken; and jt was decided.in 


| the negative—ycas 89, nays 92; as follows: 


YEAS — Messrs. Charles. F. Adams, Aldrich, Allen, 
Alley, Ashley, Babbitt, Beale, Binghani, Biair, Blake, 
Brayton, Bufinton, Butingime, Burnham, Butterficid, 
Carey, Case, Colfax, Conkling, Curtis, Dawes, Delano, ° 
Ely; Farsworth Fentong 
Graham; Grow, Gurley, 


Foster, Frank, Freneb, Gooeh, v puri 
Hoard, Hutchins, Irvine, 


Hale, Hall, Heimick, Wickman, 


i funkio, Francis W. Keloug, Keby Kilgore, Killingers 
| DeWitt O. Leach, Lee; 


Longneckery. Loomis, Lavojoy, 
McKean, McKnight, McPherson; Millward, Nixon > Palmer, 


Pettit, Porter, Pottie, Bdwin-R. Reynolds, John H: 
Reynolds, Rice, Royee, Serariton, Sedgwitk, Spaulding, 
Spinner, Stanton, William: Stewart, : Tappan; Thayer, 
Tompkins, Train, Trimble, Vandever, Verree, Wade, Wal- 
dron; Walton, Cadwalader G.Washburn, Elihu B. Wash- 
burne, Israel Washburn, Wells, Wilson, and: Wood—89. 

NAYS—Messrs. Green Adams, Adrain, Thomas L. An- 
-derson, William C. Anderson, Ashmore, Avery, Barks- 
‘dale, Barret; Bocock, Boteler, Bouligny, Boyce, Branch, 
Briggs, Brown, Burnett, Carter, Horace F. Clark, John Bi 
Clark, Clemens, ‘Clopton, Cobb, John Cochrane; Cox, 
James Craig, Burton Craige, Crawford, Curry, John G. 
Davis, De Janette, Edmundson, English, etheridge, Flor- 
rence, Garett, Gartrell, Gilmer, Hardeman, J.’ Morrison 
Harris, Jobn T. Harris; Hatton, Hill, Hindman, Holman, 
William Howard; Hughés; Jackson, Jones, Kunkel, Lan- 
drum; Larrabee, James M? Leach, Leake, Logan, Maciay, 
Mallory, Chartes D. Martin; Maynard, MeClernand, Me- 
Kenty, McQueen, Montgomery, Laban T. Moore, Syden- 
ham Moore; Isaae N. Morris, Nibiack, Noell, Pendleton, 
Peyton, ‘Pryor, Pugh,. Quarles, Reagan, Riggs, James C: 
Robinson, Scott, Sherman, Sickles, Simms, Singleton, 
William Smith, William N JI. Smith, Stallworth, Steven- 
son, James A. Stewart, Stokes, Thomas, Underwood, 
Vance, Webster, Woodson, and Wright—92. 


So the House refused to lay the whole subject 
on the table. ' 

: During the vote, i 

Mr. SCOTT stated that Messrs. Borcu and 
Srour were engaged on the committee of thirty- 
three, i : 

Mr. BRANCH stated that Mr. Rurrix was 
confined to his room by indisposition. 

Mr. BURNHAM made a similar statement in 
regard to Mr, Woonnurr. 

ir VALLANDIGHAM (when his name 
was called) said: I concur generally in this reso- 
lution, though, upon one point, I would word it 
differently, to avoid misinterpretation. But this 
Government cannot now be saved by resolutions. 
Iwas absent yesterday, and did not vote then 
upon certain resolutions for that reason; and I pro- 
pose now to decline voting upon all similar prop- 
ositions, until something shall be presented in a 
practical way and form. . 

Mr. THEAKER stated that if he had been 
present when his name was called he would have 
voted “ay.” 

Mr. MOORHEAD made a similar statement. 

Mr. FOUKE stated that if he had been present 
when, his name was called he should have voted 

no? 


Mr. MARTIN, of Virginia. 1 ask the unani- 


Perry, 


“mous consent of the House to vote on this ques- 
tion. It has been customary to allow gentlemen 
who were absent to come in and vote on these 
questions. ` 

“Mer HOARD. Tobject. 

Mr, MARTIN, of Virginia. I was absent on 
business at the Department, and could not pos- 
sibly get here in time. 

Mr. SHERMAN. For the purpose of enabling 
me to submit a privileged motion, I change my 
Vote,and vote in the negative. I wish all the 
members of the House to be present, and to record 
their votes on this proposition. x 

The vote was announced as above recorded. 

Mr- SHERMAN. For the purpose of giving 
all an opportunity of a direct vote upon this ques- 
tion, I will move to reconsider the vote just taken, 
by which the House refused to lay the resolution 
on the table. ‘That will give us all an oppor- 
tunity. 

Mr. JOHN COCHRANE. If it be in order, 
Twill move that there‘be a call of the House. 

The SPEAKER. It would not be in order to 
move a call of the House, the main question 
having: been ordered, 

Mr. CRAWFORD. I desire now, in order to 
accomplish the same object stated by the gentle- 
man from Ohio, that we may have a direct vote 
upon the issue which we on this side desire to 
present, to state a modification which I propose 
to the resolution as submitted yesterday. I ask 
that it be read; and then gentlemen can determine 

-whether they object to it. 

Several Memerrs objected. f 

Mr. STEVENSON. I move to lay the motion 
to:reconsider on the table, and upon that motion 
call the yeas and nays. 

Mr. CURRY, I desire to ask this question 
of the Chair: I wish to know whether it is in 
order to make the motion to reconsider twice? 
‘We have just voted down a motion to lay the 
motion to reconsider on the table. 

The SPEAKER. The motion just voted on 
was to lay the resolution on the table. 

Mr. BARKSDALE. I desire to inquire of the 


Chair, what will be the effect of the motion to lay | 


thé motion to reconsider on the table, if carried 
by the House?” What would be the next ques- 
tion. before the House? 

The SPEAKER. The question would then 
recur on the motion of the gentleman from Ken- 


tucky [Mr. Srevenson] to lay on the table the 


motion to reconsider the vote by which the main 
question was ordered to be put. 

Mr. BARKSDALE. And if the motion to 
reconsider be laid on the table, the question will 
then come up directly on the resolution? 

The SPEAKER. It will, unless another mo- 
tion to lay on the table be made. 

Mr. MORRIS, of Illinois, I hope we shall be 
permitted to take a direct vote upon this question. 

Mr. SHERMAN. If I withdraw my motion 
to lay on the table, can we have one square vote 
upon the resolution ? 

Several Memsrrs. Yes. 

Mr. ADRAIN. The gentleman from Ohio can- 
not withdraw my motion. I moved to reconsider 
the vote by which the main question was ordered, 
and I do not withdraw that motion. 

Mr. KUNKEL. I understand the previous 
question ‘has been called, and the main question 
ordered, on the resolution of the gentleman from 
Georgia. Am I correct? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman states cor-, 
rectly. E 

Mr. KUNKEL. Then, sir, I make this point 
of order: that it is not now in order to move 
to reconsider the vote of the House refusing to 
lay upon the table the main proposition, or to 
vote upon any other proposition except upon 
the motion of the gentleman from New Jersey, 
or a motion to adjourn. The privileged ques- 
tions are specified in their order in the rules, and 
one of them is the motion to lay on the table. The 
vote has been taken on that motion, and 1 submit 
that it is not in order to move to’ reconsider the 
vote by which the House refused to lay the res- 
olution on the table, while the main question is 
still operating. That is my question of order; 
and I ask that, before the Chair decides it, he will 
have the rule read which states what, privileged 
questions have priority. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair overrules the 

uestion of order, and decides that the motion of 
the gentleman from Ohio is in order. 

Mr. KUNKEL. I ask the Clerk to read the 
rule stating the privileged motions which it is 
competent to make after the main question has 
been ordered. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair knows of no spe- 
cial rule governing this case. If the gentleman 
will refer to the rule, it will be read. ‘The Clerk 
cannot find such a rule. 

Mr. STEVENSON. IfI withdraw my motion 
to lay on the table, will the question then arise 
a upon the motion of the gentleman from 

hio? 

The SPEAKER, [It will. 

Mr. JOHN COCHRANE. I understand that 
if the motion to lay on the table be withdrawn, 
thé motion to reconsider, made by the gentleman 
from New Jersey, will then be withdrawn, and we 
may have a vote Giga npon the resolution. 

Mr. SHERMAN. ith the understanding 
that we may have one direct square vote upon the 
resolution, without division of the question, Lam 
willing to withdraw the motion to lay on the table. 

Mr. ADRAIN. I desire that my amendment 
shall be acted on by the House; and to enable me 
to offer it, I moved to reconsider the vote by which 
the main question was ordered; and I cannot 
withdraw that motion unless the gentleman from 
Georgia is willing to accept my amendment as. a 

art of his resolution. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I will not consent to 
any modification. of the resolution, unless it be 
done in order. 

Mr. KUNKEL. I now ask that the Clerk may 
read, upon the point of order which Ia moment 


ago raised, from page 127 of the compilation made - 


up by the Journal clerk of the House. 

The Clerk read, as follows: 

“ When a question is under debate, no motion shall be 
received but to adjourn, to Iie on the table, for the previous 
question, to postpone toa day certain, to commit or amend, 
to postpone indefinitely ; which several motions shall have 
precedence in the order in which they are arranged.” 


Mr. KUNKEL. Iam aware that the motion 
to reconsider may be made after the main question 
has-been ordered; but I submit that the motion 
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to lay on the table having been decided by the 
House in the negative, it is not in order to bring 
it again before the House on a motion to recon- 
sider; otherwise, we could never be able to dis- 
pose of the preliminary motions, and come to a 
direct vote upon the main question. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk wili read the 49th 
rule. ` 

The Clerk read, as follows: 

*¢ When a motion has been once made, and carried in the 
affirmative or negative, itshall be in order for any member 
of the majority to move for the reconsideration thereof on 
the same or succeeding day’; and such motion shall take 
precedence of all other questions, except a motion to ad- 
journ, and shall not be withdrawn after the said succeeding 
day without the consent of the House ; and thereafter any 
member may call it up for Consideration.”? 


Mr. KUNKEL. In connection with that, I 
ask the Clerk to read down to the bottom of the 
page from the Manual. 

Mr. BINGHAM. I object. The-Chair has 
decided the point of order, and there is nothing 
before the House upon which this reading can 
proceed. . 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has decided the 
question of order. He, however, was willing to 


| hear the rule read. The Chair is perfectly satis- 


fied that it is competent for the gentleman from 
Ohio to make the motion to reconsider. Does he 
insist upon his motion ? 

Mr SHERMAN, Ido. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from 
Kentucky insist upon his motion to lay the mo- 
tion to reconsider on thè table? 

Mr. STEVENSON. Ido. A. 

The SPEAKER. Then the question is upon 
the motion of the gentleman from Kentucky. 

Mr. HINDMAN. Before a vote is taken upon 
the proposition pending, 1 would be glad to ac- 
cept of the proposition of the gentleman from 
Ohio, to-hgwe one direct, square vote upon the 
matters in"tdntroversy between the different sec~ 
tions which we respectively represent. But ac- 
cording to my understanding, the proposition as 
now presented does not, with as perfect accuracy 
as it might, make its statements of facts; and in 
order that these statements may be made perfectly 
pain and palpable, that there may be no dodging, - 

ask that a substitute which I have before me 
may be read, and that the gentleman from Geor- 
gia may be permitted to substitute it for his own, 
if he shall so wish. 

Mr. BINGHAM. I object. ; 

Mr. HINDMAN. Then it is evident that gen- 
tlemen do not desire a fair and square vote upon 
this matter. . : 

Mr. GILMER. I have desired all the morning 
to have an amendment which I wish to propose 
to the resolution of the gentleman from Georgia 
read. Now, unless that can be done, I must 
respectfully object to any other proposition being 
read. 

Mr. ADRAIN, I object to the reception of any 
amendment until my own is received, for it was 
the first one offered. s i 

The SPEAKER. Objection being made, the 
amendment of the gentleman from North Carolina 
cannot be entertained. 

The yeas and nays were ordered on Mr. STE- 
VENSON’s motion that the motion to reconsider be 
laid upon the table. coc $ 

The question was taken; and it was decided in 
the negative—yeas 87, nays 91; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Green Adams, Adrain, Thomas L. An- 
derson, William C. Anderson, Avery, Barksdale, Barr, 
Barret, Bocock, Boteler, Bonligny, Boyce, Branch, Briggs, 
Brown, Burnett, Horace F. Clark, John B. Clark, Clemens, 
Clopton, Cobb, John Cochrane, Cox, James Craig, Burton 
Craige, Crawford, Curry, John G. Davis, De Jarnette, Ed- 
mundson, English, Florence, Fouke, Garnett, Gartrell, 
Gilmer, Hardeman, J. Morrison Harris, John T. Harris, 
Hatton, Hill, Hindman, Holman, Hughes, Jackson, Jones, 
Kilgore, Kunkel, Landrum, Larrabee, James M. Leach, 
Leake, Logan, Maclay, Mallory, Charles D. Martin, Elbert 
S. Martin, McClernand, McKenty, Montgomery, Laban 
T. Moore, Sydenham Moore, Isaac N. Morris, Niblack, 
Noell, Pendletou, Peyton, Pryor, Quarles, Reagan, Riggs, 
James C. Robinson, Scott, Sickles, Simms, Singleton, 
William Smith, Stallworth, Stevenson, James A. Stew- 
art, Stokes, Thomas, Underwood, ‘Vance, Webster, Wood- 
son, and Wright—87. k 

NAYS-—-Messrs. Aldrich, Allen, Alley, Ashley, Babbitt, 
Beale, Bingham, Blair, Blake, Brayton, Buffinton, Burlin- 
game, Burnham, Butterfield, Carey, Carter, Case, Colfax, 
Conkling, Covode, Curtis, Dawes Delano, Edgerton, Ed- 
wards, Eliot, Ely, Farnsworth, Fenton, Foster, Frank, 
French, Gooch, Graham, Grow, Gurley, Hale, Hall, Hel- 
mick, Hoard, Hutchins, Irvine, Junkin, Francis W. Kel- 
logg, Kenyon, Killinger, DeWitt C. Leach, Lee, Long- 
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necker, Loomis, Lovejoy; MeKean, MeKnight, MePher- 
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son, Millward, Moorhead, Edward Joy Morris, Nixon, 
Perry, Pettit, Porter, Potter, Pottle, Edwin, R. Reynolds, 
Jom H. Reynolds, Rice, Royce, Scranton, Sedgwick, 
Sherman, Spaulding, Spinner, Stanton, William Stewart, 
Tappan, Thayer, ‘Theaker, Tompkins, Train, Trimble, 
Vandever, Verree, Wade, Waldron, Walton, Cadwalader 
C. Washburn, Ellibu. B.-Washburne, Israel Washburn, 
Wells, Wilson, and Wood—M. 

So the House refused to lay the motion to re- 
consider upon the table. . i 

The question then recurred on the motion to 
reconsider the vote by which the House refused 
to lay the whole subjectupon the table; and it was 
taken, and agreed to. i F 

The SPEAKER. The question now is, shall 
the whole question be laid upon the table? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Is it the understanding of 
the House that there shall be but one-vote on the 
adoption of the resolution? 

Mr. BURNETT. Oh, no. : 

Mr. SHERMAN. Then I demand the yeas 
and nays on the motion to lay upon the table. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken on Mr, SHERMAN’S 
motion; and it was decided in- the affirmative 
yeas 88, nays 81; as follows: 

YEAS~-Messrs. Aldrich, Allen, Alley, Babbitt, Beale, 
Bingham, Blair, Blake, Brayton, Buffinton, Burlingame, 
Butterfield, Carey, Carter, Case, Colfax, Conkling, Co- 
vode, Curtis, Dawes, Delano, Duell, Edgerton, Edwards, 
Eliot, Ely, Farnsworth, Fenton, Foster, Frank, Gooch, 
Graham, Grow, Gurley, Hale, Hall, Helmick, Hickman, 
Hoard, Hutchins, Irvine, Junkin, Francis W., Kellogg, 
Kenyon, Killinger, DeWitt C. Leach, Lee, Longnecker, 
Loomis, Lovejoy, MeKean, McKnight, McPherson, Mill- 
ward, Moorhead, Edward Joy Morris, Morse, Perry, Pet- 
tit, Porter, Pottle, Edwin R, Reynolds, John H. Reynolds, 
Rice, Royce, Sedgwick, Sherman, Spaulding, Spinner, 
Stanton, Willlam Stewart, Tappan, Theaker, Tompkins, 
Train, Trimbie, Vandever, Verree, Wade, Waldron, Wal- 
ton, Cadwalader C. Washburn, Ellihu B.Washburne, Israel 
Washburn, Wells, Wilson, and Wood—87. 

NAYS—Messrs. Green Adams, Adrain, Thomas L. An- 
derson, Ashley, Barksdale, Barret, Bocock, Boteler, Boyce, 
Briggs, Brown, Burnett, Horace F, Clark, John B, Clark, 
Clemens, Clopton, Cobb, Join Cochrane, Cox, James 
Craig, Burton Craige, Crawford, Curry, John G. Davis, De 
Jarnette, Edmundson, English, Florence, Fouke, Gartrell, 
Gilmer, Hardeman, J. Morrison Harris, John T. Harris, 
Hanon, Hill, Hindman, Holman, Hughes, Jackson, Jones, 
Kunkel, Landrum, Larrabee, James M. Leach Leake, 
Logan, Maclay, Mallory, Elbert S. Martin, McClernand, 
Me enty, Montgomery, Laban T., Moore, Sydenham 
Moore, Isaac N. Morris, Niblack, Noell, Pendleton, Pey- 
_ ton, Pryor, Pugh, Quarles, Reagan, Rigas, Scott, Sickles, 

Simms, Singleton, William Smith, illiam N. H. Smith, 
Stallworth, Stevenson, James A. Stewart, Stokes Thomas, 
Underwood, Vance, Webster, Woodson, and Wright—81, 


So the House agreed to lay the whole subject 
upon the table. 

During the vote, 

Mr. KILGORE stated that his colleague, Mr. 
Down, was absent, and in attendance on the select 
committee of thirty-three by leave of the House. 

Messrs. AVERY and MAYNARD (not being 
within the bar when their names were called) asked 
leave to vote. 

Objection was made. 

The vote was announced as above recorded. 

Mr. WASHBURN, of Maine. I move to recon- 
sider the vote just taken; and also move that the 
motion to reconsider be laid upon the table. 

The SPEAKER. The motion to reconsider 
having been once made and acted upon, it is not 
now in order to renew it, 


LANDERS WAGON ROAD. 


Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. I ask the 
unanimous consent of the House to introduce the 
following resolution: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Interior be requested 
to communicate to this House a copy of the report made by 


F. W. Lander, superintendent of the Fort Kearny, South fI 


Pass, and Honey Lake wagon road, to the Commissioner 
of Indian Affairs, on the subject of hostilities on the part 
of the-Pah Utah Indians in western Utah during the spring, 
summer, and fall of 1860. 

Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. I should like to 
hear some reason stated for the adoption of the 
resolution. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Hlinois. It calls for 
important information which this House ought 
to have in its possession. 

Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. 
use it can be to us. 

Mr. CRAWFORD. Will the resolution re- 
quire additional clerical foree to supply the inform- 
ation? 

Mr. WASTHBURNE, of Mlinois. 
not, sir. : 

| Mr. CRAWFORD. If that provision be in- 
* gerted in the resolution, I will not object to it. 


I presume 


I do not see what 


Mr. WASHBURNE, of Hlinois. 
as a modification of my resolution. 

Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. I object to the 
introduction of the resolution. , 


REVENUE LAWS. 


ĮI accept: it 


The SPEAKER. The business first in order 


is the consideration of the special order for this 
day, which ig House bill No. 21, for the simplifi- 
cation and codification of the existing revenue 
laws of the United States, and for other purposes. 

Mr. JOHN COCHRANE. That bill was made 
the special order for this day. Itis not proper, 
nor has it been understood by the friends of the 
bill, that it should be taken up and acted upon 
to-day. It ought at all events be acted upon at 
this session of Congress. Asithasbeen suggested 
there is urgent business which ought to be passed 
upon to-day, I move that the further considera- 
tion of this special order be postponed until the 
third Tuesday of January next. 

The question was taken; and the motion was 
agreed to. 

PACIFIC RAILROAD BILL. 


Mr. CURTIS. I now call up for consideration 
House bill No. 835, to secure contracts.and make 
provision for the safe, certain, and more speedy 
transportation, by railroad, of mails, troops, mu- 
nitions of war, military and naval stores, between 
the Atlantic States and those of the Pacific, and 
for other purposes, which was postponed to this 


day. 

Mr. BRANCH. Mr. Speaktr, it is perhaps 
necessary for me to state at this time that I ob- 
ject to the consideration of that bill. I object to 
it upon the ground that it must have its first con- 
sideration in the Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union. I made this point of order at 
the time this special order was last under consid- 
eration. While I have no disposition to inter- 
fere with any remarks which the gentleman from 
Iowa [Mr. Curtis] may desire to submit, still I 
presume that it is necessary for me to make and 
to insist on my point of order at this time—that 
this bill, making an appropriation, must have its 
first consideration in the Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has a’ distinct 
recollection that the point of order now stated was 
raised by the gentleman from North Carolina 
when this Pacific railroad bill was last under con- 
sideration. When it was about to be postponed, 
the Chair stated that when the bill again came up 
the point of order would be acted upon. The 
point of order, therefore, will now be considered 
and acted upon, 

Mr. BRANCH. I will present the grounds 
upon which I base my point of order. 

Mr. CURTIS. I think that this matter was 
fully argued at the last session, and that the gen- 
eral opinion was thata bill like this might, under 
the amended rules of the House, be considered 
and acted upon without a reference to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union. 
Lam, however, willing to submit the question to 
the decision of the Chair, If it be decided that 
the bill must go to the Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union, I shall move that the 
House resolve itself into the Committee of the 
‘Whole on the state of the Union, in order that we 
may take it up and consider it at once. I hope 
it may be considered and acted upon in the House. 

The SPEAKER. The point of order will now 
be considered and decided. 

Mr. BRANCH. Thegentleman from [owa is 
mistaken in supposing that this question was dis- 
cussed at the last session. I made the point of 
order when the bill was reported from the special 
committee; but on the postponement of the bill to 
this day, the point of order went over with it. 
This, sir, is the first time that the point-of order 
could properly be discussed and decided. The 
grounds upon which I make the point of order 
are these: the fourth section of the bill provides 
for the issuing of bonds of the United States in 
certain contingencies and in prescribed amounts. 
The 110th rule of the House requires that— 

c No motion or proposition for a tax or charge upon the 
people shail be discussed the day upon which it is made or 
offered ; and every such proposition shall receive its first 
discussion in a Committee of the Whole House.”? ee 

And rule 112 requires, further, that— 


«c All proceedings touching appropriations of money shall 
be first discussed in a Committee of the Whole House.” 


‘As I have already stated, the bill provides: for 
issuing bonds of the United States on certain con+ 
tingencies therein described.. The act of Cont: 
a of 1853, tenth chapter: of the Statutes: at 

arge, page 212, provides as follows: o owas 

«And ‘be it further enacted, That the Seeretary OF thé 
‘Treasury be, and he is hereby, authorized to purchase, at the 
current market price, any of the outstanding ‘stocks of the 
United States, as he may think most advisable, from, any 
inthe Treasury shall not at aay time be reduced below ` 
$8,000,000.” Pe ee 

Under that section of the act of-1853, the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury can purchase, or in other 
words, apply the-surplus in the Treasury to: the 
redemption of the bonds provided for in this bill 
without any further appropriation by Congress. 
I therefore hold thatthis bill does make'an appro- 
priation of money, such asis contemplated by the 
rules, and such as requires that it shall have its 
first consideration in the Committeeof the Whole 
on the state of the Union. This same point was 
made during the last Congress, on the: bill pro- 
viding for the payment of the claims for French 
spoliations. It was then fully argued.” It was 
discussed by the most skillful and experienced 
pariamentarina of the House. Mr. Speaker Orr, 
having taken full time for reftection, decided that 
Í the bill must go to the Committee of thé ‘Whole 
on the state of the Union; and to that committee 
it went, There was añ appeal taken from the de- 
cision of the Chair, and the House at that time 
sustained the decision made by Speaker Orr by a 
vote of 128 to 59. I take it, then, that the point 
has been fully settled by the House itself. It 
stands on the ruling of Mr. Speaker Orr—a raling 
ars by an overwhelming vote of the House 
itself. 

I might as well rest the case on this decision of 
the House, and on the plain language and intent 
of the rule itself; but, Mr. Speaker, I think the 
gentleman from Iowa: (Mr. Curtis] will agree 
with mė thata billof the magnitude of this: a bill 
that, in all probability, involves a larger pecuniary 
interest, and more important material interests of 
this country, than any single bill that ever came 
before Congress, ought not to be passed under the 
operation of the previous question, without giving 
those gentlemen who are familiar withthe subject- 
matter of it, and who desire to offer amendments 
and discuss it, an opportunity to do so. T think 
the very reason of it ought of itself to carry the 
bill to the Committee of the Whole. I should en- 
tertain strong hopes, even if the rules of the House 
did not require it, that a majority of the House 
would not take up, and undertake to consider and 
pass, a bill of the magnitude of this, without re- 
ferring it to the Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union, where an opportunity will be 
given for amending and discussing it. T rest the 
case on that rule of the House, and the ruling of 
the Speaker of the last House, sustained. by: the 
House itself; and therefore I insist that the bill 
shall be referred to the Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union. enna 

Mr. SICKLES. Is this question debatable? 

The SPEAKER. _Itis-. 

Mr. SICKLES. I suppose that the question 
whether the bill ought, from its importance, to 
be considered in the Committee of the Whole on 
the state of the Union is wholly distinct from the 
point of order. There are many reasons adduced 
why this bill should properly be considered in the 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union, 
but those reasons ought to be rendered upon a 
motion to refer the bill to that committee. ‘The 
point of order is.a technical one, strictly, and I 
do not concur with the gentleman from North 
Carolina in the view he takes upon that point. 
There are, I think, many precedents which may 
be referred to, where bills which have authorized 
contracts to be entered into have not been consid- 
ered in the Committee of the Whole on the state 
of the Union. If Fremember rightly, a bill which 
was considered at the last session. of Congress, 
authorizing a telegraph line to the Pacific to be con- 
tracted for, was not considered in the Committee 
ofthe Whole. That is my impression. At-all 
events, the rule does not require that latitude “of 
construction. An appropriation bill, we all know., 
must be considered in the Committee of the Whole. 
This is not, in any fair sense of the word, an 
appropriation bill. The point, I repeat, is a 
technical one, and must be decided’by the rule. 
{| Whether or not the bill, from. its Importance, 
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should be referred to tie Committee of:the Whole, 
will come up when the:motion is made. . That is 
a question for the House to consider. ‘The other 
is for the Speaker to decide as a technical. propo- 
s:uion, ae eee G ; ; 

Mr. BRANCH. If the Speakerisin any doubt 
upon:the point, E wil ask:that the “decision of 
Speaker Orr ‘upon the French spoliation ‘bill be 


read. E E AR a : 

> The SPEAKER. : The Chatr.would: like: to 

hear it'read. ooh, TE 
Mr. SICKLES. : I made.the point myself, be- 


fore Speaker Orr, uponthe French spoliation bill. 
The decision was made, upon that pointof order. 
That was a bill making.an appropriation to pay 
a debt-—-a wholly distinct. proposition from this 
bill... This bill authorizes a contract. 

Mr. BRANCH. The gentleman from New 
York. has mistaken the case. he point of order 
in the case to which I referred was made by Mr. 
Letcher, of Virginia, and was fully discussed in 
the House for several hours before it was decided. 
J ask that the decision be read. 

‘She decision of Speaker Orr was read, as fol- 
lows: 


“The Speaker. The Chairwill decide the question of 
order, The Chair imagines there is a very great difference, 
according to his recollection, between the bill now pend- 
ing, and tbe one to. which the genticman from Georgia [Mr. 
Stephens] has referred. There was, certainly, no portion 
of: the tax or charge, if it was a charge upon the people, 
which could. have been drawn from. the Treasury under 
the pension bill... The difficulty in deciding this question 
grows, in the opinion‘of the Chair, out of the proper con- 
struetion:that.is to: be placed upon. the last two lines of 
the seventh section of the bill, taken in connection with a 
clause in the act of 1853. The words to which the Chair 
refers are these: “and such: certificates of stock?’—the 
$5,000,000 of stock which it is provided shall be issued— 
“shall be redeemable at the Treasury of the United States.’ 
Now, if the Chair could have the benefit of the opinion of 
the Attorney General, as to what would be the interpreta- 
tion of this las, he would, perhaps, have less difficulty in de- 
eiding now. The question depends upon that interpretation. 
Can the holders of the stock present their certificates at the 
Treasury, aud draw their money upon those certificates? 
TheChair was inclined tothe opinion that it would require 
further legislation; bur the attention of the Chair has been 
called to the act of 1853, (tenth chapter of Statutes at 
Large, page 212,) in which this language is used: 

“And be it Jurther enacted, That the Secretary of the 
Treasury be, and he is hereby, authorized to purchase, at 1 
the current market price, any of the outstanding stocks of 
the United States, as he may think most advisable, froin 
any surplus fund from the Treasury, provided the balance 
from the ‘Treasury shall not, at any time, be reduced below 
§5,000,000.? : ' 

“Now, if the Secretary ofthe Treasury can, by virtue 
of this clause, redeem the stocks, unquestionably there is 
tratin the bilbwhich makes arappropriation.. In deciding 
this question, the Chair to decide the legal point in- 
volved, aceording to his judgment asa lawyer. In the sev- 
enteenth ling of the ninth page willbe found what would 
seem to indicate the understanding of the framer of the bill. 
He there-speaks of * the amoung herein appropriated.’ The 
‘Chair supposes that the biil was framed with a view that 
it'should not be sent to the Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union; but be thinks, also; that in that pur- | 
pose it has failed ; and the question being oneof doubt, the 
Chair is determined in his judgment by the precedents, 
which are uniform, so faras the Chair has been able to 
examine them, in sending this French spoliation bill to the 
Committeeor the Whole on the state of thre Union forcon- 
sideration. The Chair decides that the bill must go to the 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union.” 


Mr. BRANCH. From that decision there was 

an appeal, and the yeas and nays were taken 
upon a motion: to lay the appeal on the table. 
The decision of the Chair was sustained. 
“Mr, CURTIS: This bil is in the form of au- 
thorizing a contract, and is like a bill authorizing 
a contract to be made for carrying the mail, or for 
any other purpose.: It proposes to authorize a 
contract to be made for doing a certain service in 
a certain way. ‘It appropriates no money, but 
proposes*to pay for the contract in two ways: 
fitst, by donating a.certain amount of land; sec- 
ond, by paying in bonds of a certain kind, and 
not in-stock—the bonds tobe paid by the Treas- 
ury of the United States in thirty years. It seems 
to me that here is a great difference between this 
billand bills making appropriations. I will read 
from the bill a description of the bonds: 

Src. 12. And be it further enacted, That the bonds au- 
thorized to be issued by the provisions of this aet shall 
be made payable to bearer, and redeemable at the Treasury | 
of the United States in thirty years from the date thereof, | 
bearing interest at the rate of five per centum per annum, 
payable semi-annually at the Treasury of the United States 3 
and if bonds be issued, they shal} be coupon bonds, or in- 
scription bonds, at the election of the said. corporation or 
corporations. i 


lt seems to me here is nothing like an appro- 


priation. The bill was not drawn with any view |] 
to. avoid the necessity of referring it to the Gom- i| 


mittee of the Whole on the-state of the Union, as 
any one will see by its. general appearance. But 
inasmuch as this bill has been under considera- 
tion, has been published, and is well understood, 
itis not my purpose, unless the Chair so rules, to 
have it go to the Committee of the Whole; and I 
shall try to give good reasons why I think it 1s 
not necessary so to: refer it.: I believe it never 
has been in the Committee of the Whole. 
not referred to that committee last year upon. the 
ground that we supposed, under the new rule, 
we. could consider and determine the whole mat- 
ter without sending it to that committee. I do 
not know whether that point was taken by the 
gentleman from North Carolina. S 

Mr. BRANCH. Fhe point of order was made; 
but it was suggested that, inasmuch.as the com- 
mittee intended to move to postpone the consid- 
eration of the bill toa day certain, the point of 
order would go over with it. It was not pressed, 
therefore, it being understood. that when the bill 
was taken up the point would be pressed. 

Mr. CURTIS. We had it up for consideration 


| for two days; and the only reason why I could 


not get a final vote upon it was, that it was re- 
committed to the committee, and when it was 
again reported, we had not time to consider it, 

Mr. BRANCH. Does the gentleman refer to 
this bill? $ 

Mr. CURTIS. T refer to the general bill. 

Mr. BRANCH. Perhaps I may not under- 
stand the gentleman from Iowa. There wasa 
bill for a Pacific railroad that was up, and was 
discussed for a day or two, arid I made no point 
of order upon it. The bill was recommitted to 
the committee by a vote ofthe House. The bill 
now before the House was reported back to the 
House in consequence of its recommittal, and 
has never been considered in the House at all. 

Mr. CURTIS. Well, technically speaking, 
the gentleman is right; but this is the same bill, 
with amendments, which the committee made to 
mect objections which were urged to it in the 
House. Certainly the clause to which the gen- 
tleman from North Carolina refers was in the 
former bill just ag it is in this. The bill was 
considered before in the House without being re- 
ferred to the Committee of the Whole on the state 
of the Union, and was argued for two or three 
days. The changes that have been made by the 
committee are trifling in importance. They cer- 
tainly do not make any difference in the propriety 
of considering the bill in the House ag it was be- 
fore considered. 

Mr. GROW If the gentleman from Towa will 
allow me, I would like to ask him a question for 
information, as I have not gotthe bill, and should 
not have time to examine it minutely if I had. 
Does the bill provide for the issuing of bonds in 
sucha way that, withoutany further action of Con- 
gress, money can be taken out of the Treasury of 
the United States? That is the point, I take it. 

Mr. CURTIS, It does not, 

Mr.. BRANCH. I hope we shall have this de- 
bate conducted with regularity. The very point 
in issue upon which the whole question of order 
rests, is whether money can be taken out of the 
Treasury under this bill without further action by 
Congress. 

Mr. REAGAN. I desire to direct attention to 
another feature. If the question had been pro- 
pounded whether the liability of the Government 
for the money was fixed, then it would have been 
easily answered. Certainly the liability of the 
Government for the amount of the bonds is fixed 
by the bill. 

Mr. GROW. Jonly want toascertain the fact. 
I take it that there is no question about the rule, 
upon either side of the House, that any measure 
that will allow money to be taken out of the Treas- 
ury, withott any subsequentaction by Congress, 


| must first be considered in the Committee of the 


Whole on the state of the Union. Now, it isa 
simple question of fact: not whether the Govern- 
ment is liable for the bonds, but can the moncy 
be drawn from the Treasury without some fur- 
ther action by Congress? 

Mr. CURTIS, It cannot. 

Mr.GROW. [fit can, then the bill should go 
to the Committee of the Whole on the State of the 
Union; if not, then it need not go there, because 
it has been decided, over and over again, that we 
can impose liabilities upon the Government; but 
until there is some action proposed, by which 
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money can be taken out of the Treasury, it is not 
that kind of legislation that the rules require to 
go to the Committee of the Whole on the state of 
the Union. But.if our action, in connection with 
the laws of the Government, will allow moncy to 
| be taken out of the Tregsury without any subse- 
| qient action, then it must go to the Committee of 
i the Whole on the state of the Union. And it was 
simply as to that question of fact that I was ask- 
ing the gentleman from Iowa. 

will say'to the gentleman from Texas, if he 
will allow me, that the fact that the Government 
is liable to pay the bonds, does not make this such 
a measure as must necessarily be first considered 
in committee. It must be some measure of legis- 
lation that will allow money to be taken out of the 
Treasury Without any subsequent action. Now, 
whether this bill does that or not, is the question 
which I have not examined. F therefore asked 
the question. : 

Mr. REAGAN. The 112th rule provides that— 

“¢ AH proceedings touching appropriations of money shall 
be first discussed in a Committee of the Whole House. 

The question is, whether the Government is 
made liable by this bill for money that is to be 
withdrawn from the Treasury? Ifthe billis passed, 
the liability of the Government certainly is fixed 
for this amount of money. Thereis bound to be 
so much money taken out of the Treasury, or the 
Government must repudiate its legal obligations. 
Ifthe payment of these bondsis to be made, it, in 
reality, whatever may be the phraseology of the 
bill, fixes the lability of the Government to pay 
so much money, and determines that the people, 
through this Government, shall be responsible for 
the bonds. 

Mr. GROW. Let me say a word just at that 
point. Congress can pass a Jaw fixing the salary 
of an officer of the Government at fifty dollars a 
month, for instance, or at whatever amount you 
please, and it is not necessary that itshall first be 
considered in the Committee of the Whole onthe 
state of the Union. Buta bill to appropriate the 
money to pay that salary must be first considered 
in the Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union. The Government, however, is just as 
much liable, when you have fixed the salary that , 
an officer shall receive, for the amount of that 
salary, as in any other way in which you can fix ` 
liability upon it. Now, as to the question of fact 
in regard to this bill, I am notinformed. 

Mr. REAGAN. The fourth section of this bill 
provides for the issuance of these bonds; it not 
only fixes the liability, but provides for the issu- 
ance of the bonds. 

Mr. GROW. I desire to ask the gentleman if 
the bill provides any means: for their payment? 
The information I seek is whether the bill fixes 
any way for paying the bonds? 

Mr. SICKLES. It does not. 

Mr. BRANCH. The question, Mr. Speaker, 
as to whether this money can be paid withoutany 
further action of Congress, has already been de- 
cided by this House itself in the decision to which 
I have referred. The very language of this bill is 
identical with the language of the French spolia- 
tion bill, in reference to which Mr. Speaker Orr 
decided that it must go to the Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union. Now, sir, let 
me read from the fourth section of the bill: 

The bonds authorized to be issued by the provisions of 


thisact shall be made payable to the bearer, and redeem 
able at the Treasury of the United States. 


The language of the French spoliation bill, the 
words upon which Mr. Speaker Orr based his 
decision, were as follows. E read from his decis- 
ion: : 

“The words to which the Chair refers are these: ‘Ana 
such certificates of stock [the $5,000,000 of stock which it 
is provided shall be issued] shall be redeemable at the 
Treasury of the United States.’ > 

The Chair will perceive that the words in the 
French spoliation bill were identically the same 
as the words of the bill that we now have before 
us. The Housc in that case decided that the bill 
enabled moncy to be drawn from the Treasury 
without further action by Congress; that when 
bonds are issued, and made redeemable at the 
Treasury, then the act of. 1853, which I have al- 
ready read, comes into effect, and authorizes the 
Secretary of the Treasury to redeem those bonds 
out of any surplus in the Treasury, provided 
always that he shall never reduce the surplus 


| below $6,000,000. 


1860. 
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sat was precisely the point that was in issue 
uth: casein the Jast Congress. The words in 
the bu} were the same. The reasons are the 
same. If we should: pass the bill now before us, 
the: Secretary of the Treasury could, under the 
act-of 1853, whenever there is a surplus in the 
Treasury, redeem, every single one of the bonds 
provided: for in’ the bill, without Congress ever 
being called. upon to make an appropriation, or 
withoutour having an opportunity to exerciseany 
control whatever over it. A general law of Con- 
gress makes an appropriation for the payment of 
bonds. ‘The gentleman from Iowa shakes his 
head, The act of 1853, to which I have referred, 
expressly authorizes the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury to pay any outstanding bonds of the United 
States whenever there isa surplus in the Treas- 
ury amounting to more than $6,000,000. This 
bill provides only for issuing the bonds. The 
general act of Congres§$ then comes into play, 
authorizing the Secretary of the Treasury to pay 
these bonds. So thatin the act of passing this 
bill we authorize the withdrawal from the Treas- 
ury of as much moncy as shall be required to pay 
the bonds provided for in the bill itself. 

Now, since Lhave beena member of the House, 
I have never known any question relating to the 
proceedings of the House, more fully or more 
thoroughly discussed than was the question of 
the French spoliation bill, last Congress. The 
point of order was made by the honorable gentle- 
man from Virgigia, (Mr. Letcher.) It was dis- 
cussed by the gentleman from Alabama, [Mr. 
Hovsron,]and the gentleman from Georgia, (Mr. 
Stephens.) The Speaker, himselfan experienced 
parliamentarian, considered the question for sev- 
eral hours. He examined it thoroughly, and the 
decision which he then made covered not only 
the whole ground in that case, but is identically 
“on all fours’? with the case now before us. 
The language is so identically the same that wo 
might very well infer that the fourth section of 
this bill had been copied from the section of the 
French spoliation bill on which the Speaker sent 
that bill to the Committee of the Whole on. the 
state of the Union. I desire to take no advantage 
of the friends of the bill, I only ask that the bill 
shall take the course which our rules prescribe 
for bills notinvolving a hundredth part of the im- 
portant considerations involved in this, because 
the public interest. demands full discussion and a 
fair opportunity of amending the bills; which 
opportunity cannot be had except in the Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union. 

The gentleman from Towa refers to the fact that 
this bill was before the House for two days last 
session, and that no point of order was made on 
it, as an argument why this point of order should 
not be now sustained, Does not the gentleman 
from Towa perceive thatit may be that the very 
diversity of opinions that was made manifest 
during those two daysin the discussion of the bill, 
may have been the very reason that induces me 
and other members to desire now that the bill 
should go to the Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union, where every gentleman feel- 
ing an interest in it, and whose constituents feel 
an interest in it, can have an opportunity to dis- 
cuss and amend it? I confess that no point of 
order was made. J do not know that I was pres- 
ent when the bill was taken up for consideration 
before; but if I had been present, and had failed 
to make the point of order, Lam perfectly Well 
satisfied, from my recollection of the debate, that 
I would have seen the necessity of having the bill 
gent to the Committee of the Whole on the state 
of the Union, in order that it might be fully dis- 
cussed and considered. 

Mr. McKNIGHT. 1 desire to call the atten- 
tion of the House to a precedent referred to in 
Barelay’s Digest. Itis adecision made in August, 

- 1850, by Mr: Cobb, the then Speaker. Mr. Rich- 
ardson, from the Committee*on Military Affairs, 
had reported a bill for the relief of Jacob P. Mont- 
gomery, and it being proposed to discuss itat that 
time, the point of order was raised that, as the bill 
directed the payment of a sum of money by the 
Paymaster General, it should be first, under the 
133d rule, considered in the Committee of the j 
Whole cn the state of the Union. The Speaker 
decided that, notwithstanding the Paymaster Gen- 
eral was directed to pay'a certain sam of money, 
there was no appropriation made by the bill out 


of which it would be paid; andin conformity with 


petent for the House to consider it without its 
having been considered in the Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union. An appeal was 
taken from the Speaker’s decision; and on motion; 


the appeal was laid on the table. I think the cases | 


are precisely analogous. 

Mr. GARNETT. {suggest that the case to 
which the’gentleman from: Pennsylvania ‘refers 
was before the passage of the act of 1853, referred 
to by the gentleman from North Carolina. 


‘The SPEAKER. The Chair asks the gentle- |) 


man from Pennsylvania whether an appropria- 
tion had not been previously made in that case? 

Mr. McKNIGHT. No, sir; [think not. This 
decision was made by a gentleman who was per- 
fectly familiar with parliamentary rules. 


Mr. BRANCH. What is the date’ of that de- 


| cision? 


Mr. McKNIGHT. August, 1850. 

Mr. BRANCH. ‘That was three years before 
the passage of the law on which E based my ob- 
jection. ~ nt 

Mr. SICKLES. I suggest that the act of 1853 
only relates to the bonds then issued, and could 
not have a-prospective effect. It could not refer 
to bonds not then in existence. 


Mr. BRANCH. The House decided differ- 


‘ently; because the French spoliation bill required 


bonds to be issued, and the House decided that 
they were embraced within the act of 1853. ` 

Mr. SHERMAN. Itseemsto me that the fact 
stated by the gentleman ‘from Towa settles this 
matter. The bill has been already considered in 
the Tlouse for two days without objection. It 
was discussed and amended. 

Mr. BRANCH. That is anentire mistake. A 
Pacific raiiroad bill was discussed for two days 
by the House. “At the end of these two days, 
owing to the diversity of opinions,manifested, the 
House recommitted the bill to the special com- 
mittee on the subject. ‘Vhe bill now before the 
House is reported by that special committee, and 
has never been considered in the House. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Iam informed that this is 
the same bill as was discussed last session, with 
some amendments... : : 

Mr. BRANCH. Will the gentleman from Ohio 
contend that that alters the case, even though the 
bill was word for word the same as that which 
was recommitted ? 

Mr. SHERMAN. IJfitisthesame bill as was 
considered last session, and is merely reported 
back with certain amendments, | think the gen- 
tleman’s objection does not apply to it. 

Mr. BRANCH. Doesthe gentleman from Ohio 
contend that, because the same bill is reported 
back, the point of order ig waived because that 
bill] was discussed for two days under a former 
report? 

Mr. SHERMAN. I think that if this bill was 
discussed for two days without objection, it is too 
late now to interpose objection. Ft makes no dif- 
ference if that bill were, In the mean time, referred 
toa dozen committees. It comes back the same 
bill, with amendments; and it seems to me that, 
it having been discussed in the House, the point 
that it should be cousidered in the Committee of 
the Whole on the state of the Union is waived. 
I do not say whether the point is well taken or 
not. I have not read the bill, and am not compe- 
tent to judge of it. 

Mr. BRANCH. ‘The gentleman from Ohio is 
mistaken.in supposing that this bill has been dis- 
cussed inthe House two days. This bill has 
never been under consideration at all. The mo- 
ment it was reported by the committee I made the 
point of order that it must go to the Committce of 
the Whole. ft has never been considered in the 
House at all.. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Ido not know anythingas 
to that fact; but I am informed by the chairman 
of the committee which reported the bill, that this 
is substantially the same bill which was under 
discussion for two days in the House. 

Mr. CURTIS, I do not recollect the number 
of the billas it was originally reported to’ the 
House, but this is substantially the same bill. 

Mr. BRANCH. Lunderstand the gentleman 
from lowa, then, to admit that this is not the 
same bill. 

Mr. CURTIS. Certainly it is the same bill, 
with amendments, which have been made by the 
committee. It is substantially the same bill. 


the practice of the House, he held that it was com- 


i 


ITH, 


‘Mr. 8M 


; ‘bonds. 
: were wholly 
different. i pai 


„Mr. CURTIS. The gentleman ‘is mistake 
The provision in relation to these contracts ‘Isin 
precisely the same words as in the bill which was 
considered in the last session. There were, how- 
ever, several modifications made. “One question: 
which arose in the House, was, as to whether 

.there should be a corporation, antin relation | te 
that we introduced ‘certain words into this: bill, 
which I will read. to the House: ` 
Provided further, That the said persons and their asso- 
ciates shall not. be'or. becomie' vested’ with any grant, right, 
or interest intended to be secured by the provisions of this: 
act otherwise than in a corporate character and capacity, 
to be first acquired by them: og such of them as shall accept 
the terms and conditions ofthis act, within the ‘territorial, 


ana State jurisdictions into ang:through whieh the railroad: 


contemplated by this act shall be’ constructed. 


That is one of the amendments which-we:in= 
‘serted, and a principal one, too. Buttomakethe 
provision sill more definite in regard to mört- 
gages, we introduce another proviso, which is as 
follows: ` ` i 

Provided, That said corporation or corporations shall 
have fifty mile sections ofa railroad and telegraph line coni- 
pleted as herein: mentioned, and such State or territorial 
laws procured and first mortgage executed as shall, in the 
opinion of the Attorney General of the United States, render. 
the mortgage lien herein contemplated a legal security for 
the bonds advanced, before lands or bonds shall be con- 
veyed by the Government of the United States. 

Another amendment was attached to the bill in’ 
committee, and this is in reality the most import- 
ant change in the bill.: It is comprised ‘inthe 
thirteenth section, and provides for a southern 
Pacific railroad to be carried’ on ‘in connection 
witha central and northern railroad. Stih, this 
is, as I have said, substantially the same bill-as 
the one on which the House has already acted: ` 

Mr. BRANCH. If the gentleman will allow 
me, I desire to say that I have sent for and have 
before me the report of the select committee, in’ 
which they refer to the bill now reported as con- 
taining certain modifications of the bill. which 
was recommitted tothem. So that the honorable 
gentleman from lowa will sce that this is cer- 
tainly, in a parliamentary sense, a different bill, 
according to the report of the committee itself, - 

Mr. CURTIS. Certainly not; the report from 
which the gentleman reads states that. it is sub- 
stantially the same bill. i ‘ 

Mr. BRANCH. But it is not the same bill. 

Mr. CURTIS. Oh, that is a mere technical 
objection. . 

Mr. BRANCH. Itis the same bill, with alter- 
ations. 3 i 

Mr. CURTIS. It is the same bill. Certain 
‘sections are rnodified. It is a very. long bill, as 
the gentleman will see; I do not wish to consume 
the time of the House in relation to the matter, 
or to seem captious about it. “All I wish is, that 
the question of. order shall’ be fairly considered, 
and then, if the Speaker says it must go to the 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union, 
I shall submit, and move that the House go into 
committee at once for its consideration; butt shall 
do all I can to prevent its going there, because F 
am very well satisfied, from the course taken by 
the House when the matter was before under con- 
sideration, that two or three days will be con- 
sumed, and I do not desire to occupy so much of 
the time of the House. it is my determination to 
press the bill to a final vote as speedily as possi- 
ble, and therefore | am desirous to keep it in the 
House. I ask for the decision of the Chair upon 
the question of order. f 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has some recol- 
lection on his mind that when this subject was last 
up, the question was propounded by the gentle- 
man from North Carolina whether, if the bill was 
postponed until this time, his question of order 
would come up when the bill came again before 
the House. The Chair replied in the affirmative, 
for the reason that the bill would come before the 
House in the precise condition in which: it stood 
when the postponement took place. “The Chair 


| therefore decides thatin good faith he is bound 


to entertain the question of order raised by. the 
gentleman from North Carolina.’ ` 


v 


OBE. 
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: The Chair, whether considering the question 
raised:in the light of decisions already made by 
his predecessors, or.as an, original proposition, 
cannot entertain.a doubt that the bill does make 
an appropriation within the meaning of the rule. 
He believes the great object and scope of the rule 
tobe, that when the House is about to make a 
disposition of asum of the public money, itshould 
have the opportunity.of discussing the proposition 
in the. Committee of the Whole, ‘This bill makes 
the Government liable, the Chair finds, for avery. 
large sum.. of money—some $60,000,000, The 
question: seems to. be raised, whether’ the binding 
of the Government to pay a sum of money is, 
within. the meaning of the rule, an appropriation, 
unless there is a specific sum actually named for 
the payment of the debt or redemption of the bonds. 
Waiving the consideration of that question, how- 
ever, the twelfth section of the bill does, it seems 
to the Chair, make a direct appropriation. Itis 
in these words: 


That the bonds authorized to he issued by the provisions. 
of this act shall be made payable to ‘bearer, and redeemable 


*- atthe Treasury of the United States in thirty years from the 


date thereof, bearing interest at the rate of five per centum 
per annum, payable seml-annually at the Treasury of the 
nited States. 


Now, if that is not an appropriation, the Chair 


ean hardly understand what is. The bonds are 
tedeemablk in thirty years. Independent of the 

rovision of law permitting the Secretary of the 
Treasury to redeem any outstanding bonds when- 
ever there. shall be a surplus in the Treasury, this 
act provides‘expressly that.these bonds shall be. 
redeemed. Now suppose, at the end of thirty 
years, the Secretary of the Treasury redeems the 

onds without further legislation: is not this an 
appropriation? Clearly. 

‘The Chair regrets that he is called on thus 
hastily to decide so important a question; but he 
has no hesitation in deciding, as he does decide, 
that the bill must go to the Committee of the 
‘Whole on the state of the Union. 

The bill will, in accordance with the decision 
ju made, be referred to the Committee of the 

hole on the state of the Union. 

Mr. CURTIS. I,move that it be made a spe- 
cial order in the Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Indiana. I suggest that it be 
made the special order for this day three weeks. 

‘Mr. CURTIS. Icannot consent to that. I 
want the bill to be taken. up and considered at 
this time. © 

Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. I make a privi- 
leged motion. I move that the House adjourn. 

Mr. CURTIS. Ihave the floor, and Ido not 
yield to any such motion. I object to everything 
thatinterferes with the consideration of this bill 
for the construction of a Pacific railroad. I move 
thatthe bill bo made a special order in the Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union, 
until it is disposed of. 

Mr. JONES. I object to the motion making 
this subject a special order in the Committee of 
the Whole on the state of the Union. 

Mr. GROW. This has been decided to be an 
appropriation bill; and, under the rules, an ap- 
propriation bill may be made a special orger by a 
majority vote. 

“Mr. BRANCH. The rule of the House re- 
fers, not.to every appropriation bill, but only to 
the general appropriation bills therein specified. 
Tt takes the unanimous consent of the House to 
make. this a special order in the Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union. 

Mr.-CURTIS. I move, then, that the rules be 
suspended, and that the House resolve itself into 
the Committce of the Whole on the state of the 
Union. I give notice that L will move to lay aside 
all other business in order.to take up for consid- 
eration this Pacific railroad bill. 

Mr. BRANCH. Then the proposition to make 
this bill a special order.is abandoned. 

The SPEAKER. The opinion of the Chair is, 
that the bill cannot be made a special order unless 
by unanimous consent. : 

Mr. CURRY. I move that the House do now 
adjourn. f 

Mr. WASHBURNE,of Ilinois. In myjudg- 
ment, the decision of thè Chair ọn the point of 
order raised by the gentleman from North Caro- 
lina, [Mr. Brancu,] involves the fate of this Pa- 
cific railroad bill. As that decision gow stands, 
I think the gentleman from lowa may as weil 
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give.up.this bill: for this session. : With all. re- 
spect.to the Chair; 1 believe that his decision isa 
wrong one... I believe that it is against the pre-. 
cedents which have been established. Certainly 
it is in opposition to the decisions which have 
been made since I have been a.member of this 


House. 

Mr. BRANCH.. I rise.to a point of order. If 
the decision of the Chair is to be assailed, I shall 
claim the privilege of defending it. I think that | 
the decision of the Chair is correct; but it is not 
in order for the gentleman to assail it, or for me 
to defend it. l 
A Mr. CURTIS. I have not surrendered the 


oor. 
The SPEAKER. Then the motion to adjourn 
is not in order. 

Mr. CURTIS. Imove that the rules be sus- 
pended, and the House resolve itselfinto the Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union. 

Mr. CURRY. The gentleman yields the foor, 
and I move that the House do now adjourn, 

Mr. FLORENCE demanded tellers. 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. Smitu, of 
Virginia, and Ler, were appointed. 

Mr. MARTIN, of Virginia. Isa motion for 
a call of the House in order? 

The SPEAKER. It is not, during a division 
of the House. - 

The question was taken; and the tellers reported 
—ayes 19, noes 87. 

So the House refused to adjourn. 

Mr. GARNETT. There does not appear to be 
a quorum, by the last vote. 

r: WASHBURNE, of Illinois. A quorum 
is not required on a motion to adjourn. 


TERRITORIAL BUSINESS. 


Mr. GROW. I desire to make a statement in 
which we are all interested, There seems to be 
a misapprehension in reference to the time when 
the territorial business will be taken up for con- 
sideration. Wednesday and Thursday, and not 
Thursday and Friday, have been set apart for that 
business. 

PRESIDENT’S MESSAGE. 


The question was taken on Mr. Curtis’s mo- 
tion; and it was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into the 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union, 

Mr. Grow in the chair. ; 

The CHAIRMAN. The first business in or- 
der before the committee is the annual message of 
the President of the United States upon the state 
of the country. f 

Several Members. That has been referred. 

The CHAIRMAN. Itisthe message of De- 
cember, 1859. [Laughter.] 

Mr. CURRY. I propose to debate the mes- 
sage; but before I proceed, I ask that the message 
be read. [Renewed laughter.] 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will send for 
the Congressional Globe. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I hope that the message 
will be laid aside. I make the motion that it be 
laid aside. 

Mr, CURRY. , I withdraw my motion for the 
reading of the message. 

The question was taken on Mr. Suersian’s 
motion; and it was agreed to. 

So the message was laid aside. 


REMOVAL OF HOUSE BENCHES. 


The CHAIRMAN. The next business inorder 
is a resolution instructing the Clerk to remove 
the present seats from the House, and replace the 
old chairs and desks; and, with the view of giving 
time for this object, that this House.(with the 
concurrence of the Senate) do adjourn for two 
weeks from and after Friday next. [Laughter.] 

Mr. CURTIS. I move that that resolution be 
laid aside. 

Mr. JOHN COCHRANE. Ipropose to debate 
that resolution. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I make the point of order 
that it is not debatable. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the 
point of order. Motions in reference to priority 
of business are not debatable. 

The resolution was laid aside. 


SOLDIERS OF 1819. 
TheCHAIRMAN. Thenext businessin order 


is House bill No. 66, granting. pensions to ofii- 


cers and soldiers of the war with Great Britain 
of 1812, and those engaged in Indian wars during 
that period. 

‘Mr. CURTIS. I move that that bill be laid 


aside. a 

Mr. FLORENCE. I demand tellers on that 
motion. 

Mr. MAYNARD. I move that itbe laid aside, 
to. be reported to the House with the recommend- 
ation that it do pass. ` : 

The. CHAIRMAN. The first motion takes 
precedence. 

Mr. FLORENCE. I withdraw the demand for 
tellers. It will be seen where are the friends of 
the soldiers of 1812. I thank God that they show 
themselves upon this side of the House. 

The bill was laid aside. 


APPOINTMENTS OF EX-MEMBERS OF CONGRESS. 


The CHAIRMAN. The next business in or- 
der isa resolution deprecating the example which 
has of late years obtained, by the practice of the 
subordinate officers of this House, of appointing 
ex-members of Congress to inferior places within 
their gift as derogatory to the dignity of the 
House, and calculated to impair its influence with 
the country. 

Mr. CURTIS. 
laid aside. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. It ought to 
be with the recommendation that it do pass. 

Mr. McCLERNAND demanded tellers. 

Tellers were ordered; and Mtssrs. Ler and 
GarTRELL were appointed. 

Mr. ANDERSON. I ask for the reading of 
the resolution. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois, No debate 
is in order on a question of priority of business. 
The reading of the resolution is in the nature of 
debate, and therefore is not in order. I make that 


oint. 

K The CHAIRMAN. Members have the right 
to know what is the proposition upon which they 
are called to vote. 

The resolution was read in extenso. 

Mr. BRANCH. {have no disposition to filli- 
buster; but itis proper that the House should 
know there are seventy-four bills upon the Calen- 
dar before the Pacific railroad bill. We will have 
to Jay them aside, one after the other, before we 
can reach that bill. 

Mr. McCLERNAND. I éall the gentieman 
to order. The gentleman has no right to refer to 
other matters than the one before the committee, 
even if debate were in order. 

The CHAIRMAN. In the opinion of the 
Chair, the point of order is well taken. 

Mr. GARNETT. Jappeal from that decision 
of the Chair. , 

The committee was divided; and there were— 
ayes ninety-six, noes not counted. 

The CHAIRMAN ordered tellers; and ap- 
pointed Messrs. GaRTRELL and BURNHAM. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state the 
exact question before the committee. The gen- 
tleman from Illinois made the point of order, upon 
the motion to lay aside one bill and take up a 
subsequent one on the Calendar, that debate was 
not in order, The Chair sustained the point of 
order, and from that decision the gentleman from 
Virginia took an appeal. The questionis, ‘‘Shall 
the decision of the Chair stand as the jndgement 
of the committee??? Upon that question the Chair 
appointed thegentleman from Georgia [Mr. Gar- 
TRELL] and the gentleman from Connecticut 
[Mr. Burnuan] tellers. 

Mr. McCLERNAND. I suppose I might ob- 
viate all this difficulty by withdrawing my point 
of order. ; 

Mr. GARNETT. I object to the withdrawal 
of the point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman has the - 
right to withdraw the point of order at any time. 

Mr. GARNETT. Lappeal from that decision. 

Mr. McCLERNAND. [withdraw my point. 

Mr. GARNETT. Irise to a point of order. 
It is, that the gentleman from Illinois has not the 
right to withdraw it, a vote by tellers having been 
ordered, and the count having commenced. 

Mr. CASE, Irise toa point of order. The 
question of order of the gentleman from Virginia 
was not made while. he was in his seat. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will not enter- 


I move that the resolution be 


| tain a second point of order until the first pointis 
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disposed of. ‘The Chair will have the’ 40th rule 
read, 
The rule was read, as follows: 


& Aiter amotion is stated by the Speaker, or read by the 
Clerk, it shall be deemed to be in the possession ot the 
House; but may be withdrawn at any time before a decis- 
ion or amendment. ”? 


Mr. GARNETT. 
my point of order? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair does not un- 
derstand that that cean be raised asa point of order 
any more than a point of order can be raised upon 
a decision of the Chairassigning a gentleman the 
floor. 

Mr. GARNETT. The Chair, then, decides 
that I have no right to make the point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair cannot make 
any decision on itasa pointof order. The ques- 
tion is on thé motion of the gentleman from lowa 
to lay aside this resolution; and the tellers will 
please take their places. 

The committee divided; and the tellers reported 
—ayes 97, noes 26. 

So the resolution was laid aside. 

ASSAY OFFICE IN ST. LOUIS. 

The next bill in order on the Calendar was a 
bill (H. R. No. 133) to establish an assay office 
in the city of St. Louis, in the State of Missouri. 

Mr. CURTIS moved to lay it aside. 

Mr. KUNKEL called for the reading of the bill. 

Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. It is very certain 
that the committee is in no condition now to pro- 
ceed with these bills. 1 desire to say, if itis in 
order to make remarks—— 

The CHAIRMAN. Debate is not in order. 

Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. Is a motion that 
the committee rise debate? 

The CHAIRMAN. Itis not. 

Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. Very well; that is 
the motion I desire to submit. 

The CHAIRMAN, That takes precedence of 
the motion to lay on the table. 

Mr. MORRIS, of Illinois, demanded tellers. 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. Crate, of 
Missouri, and Hoarn, were appointed. 

The committee divided; and the tellers reported 
—ayes 46, noes 96. 

So the committee refused to rise. 

The question recurred on the motion to lay the 
bill aside. f 

Mr. MAYNARD. I hope, by general con- 
sent, the gentleman from Jowa will be permitted 
to pass on to the bill he has in charge. it was 
made the special order for to-day. 

Mr. JONES. l object. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is upon 
laying aside the bill. The gentleman from Mary- 
land calls for the reading of it., The Chair de- 
cides that, upon a question as to the priority of 
business, it is not in order to have a bill read. 

Mr. JOHN COCHRANE. Iappeal from that 
decision; itis a violent stroke at the first principles 
of legislation. [Laughter.] 


Does the Chair overrule 


The CHAIRMAN, The Chair will have the 


66th rule read, 
It was read, as follows: 


“& All questions relating to the priority of business to be 
acted on shall be decided without debate.” 


The CHAIRMAN. The Chair decides that | 


until a bill is up to be acted on, the gentleman is 
not entitled to have itread. That a bill is not 
read may be a reason for controlling his vote. 


Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. [ desire to suggest 


that when a bill is called up on the Calendar, it is | 


called for the purpose of being taken up and acted 
upon; and being called up for that: purpose and 
no other, we have an undoubted right to know 
what we are called to act upon. 

Mr. CURTIS. 1 object to debate. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair would remind 
gentlemen that debate is not in order upon a ques- 
tion of priority of business. 

Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. I know that very 
well, but Lam dealing with the Chair upon his 
raling; and £ desire to know if, in calling over 
the Calendar, we are not calling for cases to be 
acted on? i 
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The CHAIRA 
Clerk to read the 66th rule again. 
The rule was again read. : 


Mr. PHELPS. I desire to know the ruling of 
the Chair. There was’so much noise I could not 


understand.. 
The CHAIRMAN. The 114th rule provides 
that— 


“Tn Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union, 
the bills shalf be taken up and disposed of intheir order on 
the Calendar; but when objection is made. to the consid- 
eration of n bill, a majority of the committee shall decide, 
without debate, whether it shall be taken up and disposed 
of or laid aside.” 

Mr, PHELPS. The rule reads as I supposed; 
but I do not understand the ruling of the Chair. 
Suppose a bill is called up, and an objection is 
made: it rests with the committee whether it will 
proceed to consider the bill when it is read by its 


title. 

The CHAIRMAN. The proposition was to 
lay aside a particular bill upon the Calendar. 

Mr. PHELPS. I must object to that mode of 
disposing of the matter. There is no necessity 
for a motion to procecd to the consideration of a 
bill. A bill comes up of course, unless some 
member rises and objects. Upon objection, the 
Chair puts the question: “Shall the committee 
proceed to the consideration of the bill?” 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair wili state that 
that is only a different mode of reaching the same 
end. A gentleman moves to lay the bill aside; 
another gentleman asks that it may be read. The 
Chair decides that, upon the question of laying 
aside a bill, it cannot be read. 

Mr. PHELPS. Ido not differ with the Chair 
upon that point; but only as to the mode of pro- 
pounding the question. The construction which I 
give to the rule has uniformly prevailed in the 
Louse. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will thet. put 
the question to the committee in this form: Will 
the committee now consider this bill??? The 
Chair desires now to remind the committee that 
no debate is in order upon this question. 

Mr. JOHN COCHRANE. I appealed from 
the decision of the Chair; but the reasons of the 
Chair are so lucid and powerful that I withdraw 
the appeal, [Laughter.] 

The question was put; and decided in the neg- 
ative, 

So the bill was passed over. 


LAND WARRANTS. 


The next bill on the Calendar was an aet (S. 
No. 197) in relation to the assignees of bounty 
land warrants. 

Mr. BURNETT. I call forthe reading of that 
bill. 

Mr. CURTIS. T move to lay it aside. 

Mr. BURNETT. The gentleman cannot make 
any motion. I object to the consideration of the 
bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is,“ Willthe 
committee now consider this bill??? The gentle- 
man from Kentucky asks to have the bill read. 
The Chair decides that, upon a question as to the 
priority of business to be acted on, a bill can- 
not be read. The rule simply provides for the 
taking up of business to be acted on; and, until a 
bill is taken up to be acted on, it cannot be-read. 

Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. Lhope that all these 
bills, until we come to the one in charge of the 
gentleman from lowa, will, by unanimous con- 
sent, be laid aside; and when we get to that we 
can take it up, and then adjourn. 

Mr. CRAWFORD. I object. 1 move that the 
committee do now rise. 

The motion was not agreed to. i 

The question was then put,“ Will the committee 
consider this bill now?” and it was decided in the 


| 5 
; negative. . 


So the bill was passed over. 
PUBLIC PRINTING, ETC. 


The next bill upon the Calendar was a bill (H. 
R. No. 302) to provide for the public printing, 
binding, engraving, and lithographing. 


AAN. The Chair will ask the | 


refused to consider the bill. 


the bill at this time, . 
The question was put; 
the negative. 
So the bill was passed over. Rae 
EXPENSES OF TUE POST OFFICE DEPARTMENT. 
The next bill on the Calendar was a ‘bill (H, 
R. No. 303) to reduce the expenses of the Post 
Office Department. i ; Pa th 
Mr. CURTIS objected to its consideration; -., 
The question was put; andit; was decided in 
the negative,.on.a division—-vyes 14,.no¢cs 9 
So the: bill. was passed over, : : : 
Mr. BURNETT. L think we-might as: well 
let the gentlemen come to their; bill, without thig 
tedious process of putting the questionupon every 
bill on the’Calendar before it.” 1 donot see that 
gentlemen opposed to that bill will gaim anything 
by forcing us to stay here and dispose of, these 
bills, one after another... 1 move to lay asideall 
the bills before that of the gentleman, from. Iowa. 
Mr. JONES. Lobject. I know no reason why 
that bill should have precedence. 


APPEALS TO TILE SUPREME COURT. 


The next bill upon the Calendar was a bill 
(EI. R. No. 56) to provide for an appeal to the 
Supreme Court of the United States in certain 
criminal cases, Ai 

Mr. CURTIS. I object to the consideration 
of that bill, vid . 

Mr. JONES.. Has the gentlemah;from Iowa 
the right to keep the floor continually? 

The CHAIRMAN. . Any gentleman has the 
right to object to a bill. F ions K 

Mr. JONES... He has been upon the floor ever 
since we have been in committee ocre oco ooi 

Mr. SCOTT. I will state to the gentleman 
from Georgia, that I willassist the gentleman from 
Towa whenever he gets tired of objecting. ` ; 

Mr. CURTIS. [make these objections from 
no captions desire to detain the House; but I know 
that unless I do so, this bill will be lost forever, 

The question was put: ‘Will the committee 
consider this bill now 2” and it was decided in the 
negative. 

So the bill was passed over. : 

Mr. BURNETT. Will it be in order to move 
to lay aside all these bills? . te 

The CHAIRMAN, Not all together. 

Mr. BARR, lt may be done by unanimous 
consent, 3 

The CHAIRMAN. That is so. ; 

Mr. CURTIS. I ask unanimous consent of 
the committee, to lay aside all the bills until we 
come to the Pacific railroad bill, : 

Mr. JONES.: T must object. Lam not dis- 
posed to be captious, but I see no reason why the 
subject of building a: railroad: to. California—a 
thing never contemplated by the Constitution of 


Mr. CURTIS objected to the consideration of 


and it was. decided in 


{the United States—should take precedence of the 


legitimate business of the country. For that 
reason Í object. + ; 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair would remind 
gentlemen that debate is not in order. 

Mr. JONES. If gentlemen want to filibuster, 
and sit here all night, I can stay as long as they 


can, 
Mr. SICKLES. Is it in order to move to lay 


I| aside five or ten bills at atime? 


The CHAIRMAN. You can move ‘to lay 
aside only one bill at a time. 


JUDICIAL DISTRICTS IN PENNSYLVANIA. 


The bill next in order was.a bill (H,R. No. 33) 
to divide the State of Pennsylvagit-into three 
judicial districts, and to establish a district court. 
to be. holden in the city of Erie, . i f 

Mr. STOUT objected. to the c 
the bill. a 

The question. was taken; 


sideration of 
committee 
HALE PAY TO WIDOW SAND ÖRPHANS, 


A joint resolution (EEN J8) giving con- : 
struction to the secohd séetion’ of the act of Feb- 


ruary 3, 1853, “to'continwé half pay to certain 


an Ss moe 
widows and orplitis; 
Galendarc 6 7 

Mr. CURTIS objected to the consideration of 
the: joint resolution." ` vat 
“Phe question was taken; and the committee 
refiised to consider the joint resolution. 


DUTIES ON IMPORTS. 


>The next bilon the Calendar was House bill 
(No. 481) to fix and regulate ‘the duties on im- 
ports, and for other purposes. = 

Mr. SCOTT objected. to the consideration of 
the bill. J > i : ae 
The question was. taken; and thè committee 
refused to consider the bill. 


BUSINESS PASSED OVER., 


The following matters coming up in their order, 
were ‘severally objected to by Mr. Curtis, and 
the ‘question Geing takon in each case, the com- 
mittee refused to consider the same: 

A series of resolutions requesting the President 
of the United States to open negotiations with the 
leading Powers of Europe for the suppression of 
the slave trade, and declaring it a crime against 
international law; ~ 

A bill (H.R. No. 2) to regulate the sea-service 
pay of pursers in the Navy; 

An uct (S. No. 142) to secure the right of pre- 
emption to certain settlers on land temporarily 
occupicd-as an Indian reserve in Oregon; and 

A bill (H. R. No. 554)'to extend the right of 
‘appeal from decisions of circuit courts to the 
Supreme Court of the United States. 


PAY. OF MEMBERS OF CONGRESS. 


The next:bill in order upon the Calendar, was 
a bill (EL. R. No. 71) to reduce the compensation 
and mileage of Senators, Representatives, and 
Delegates in Congress. 

Mr, LEACH, of North Carolina, moved that 
the bill be taken up for consideration. He urged 
the House to pass it at ence, believing, when he 
introduced the bill to reduce the compensation of 
members, that. it was not only right and just, but 
that the condition of the finances required its pas- 
sage, as well as other reforms, and reductions of 
expenditure, in cvery department of the Govern- 
ment. 

Several Memsens on, both sides of the Hall 
objected to the consideration of the bill, amidst 
much laughter. . 

» The question was’ taken; and the committee 
refused to-consider the bill. 


BILLS PASSED OVER. 


. The committee, by separate votes, refused to 
consider a bill (H. k. o. 560) to confirm cer- 
tain payments, and to. establish the. pay of pur- 
sera’ clerks; ind an act (S. No. 200) ‘directing 
the conveyance of a lot of ground for the use of 
the pubiic schools. in Washington city; the con- 
sideration of the same being objected to by Mr. 
Corns. i 


INDIAN DEPREDATIONS IN NEW MEXICO. 


The next business in order on the Calendar, 
was a bill (H. R. No. 376) providing for the ex- 
amination of claims for Indian depředations in 
the Territory of New Mexico. 

‘Mr, CURTIS, I object to the consideration 
of ‘that bill. ; 

Mr. OTERO, -I ask that that bill be referred 
to' the territorial Calendar for to-morrow. 

The CHAIRMAN, No motion is necessary 
for that purpose, The question is, will the com- 
mittee consider’the bill now? 

The question was taken; and the committce 
refiised to consider the bill, 

RAILROAD GRANT TO NEBRASKA. 

A bill (H.R. No, 701) granting alternate sec- 
tions of the publie lands to aid in the construc- 
tion of certain railroads in the Territory of Ne- 
braska, was next jn order, =) . 

Mr. SHERMAN. I hope this bill will be taken 
up; and then the chairman of the select committee 
on the Pacific railroad can offer. big bill as an 
amendment to it. That will save any further 
trouble. 

` Several Memsens objected to the consideration 
of the bill. 

Mr. BRANCH. This is not to be taken asa 
ruling of the committee that the gentleman from 
Iowa is to be permitted to offer his. bill as an 
amendment to this bil. - = 


stood nextin order on the” 
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“Mri SHERMAN. I propose to offer ái amend- 
ment myself. f 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is, “Will 
the committee consider this bill??? 

The question was taken; and the committed 
determined to consider the bili, 

Mr. SHERMAN... I now propose an amend- 
ment, which is not ike any other bill before this 
House. I move to strike outall after the enact- 
ing clause, and to insert what I send to the Clerk’s 

esk. 

Mr. CURTIS. I offer my bill as an amend- 
ment to the gentleman ’s amendment, 

Mr. GARNETT. I call for the reading of the 
original bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Vir- 
ginia will bear in mind that any gentleman has 
a riglit to rise and propose amendments to the 

HH 

Mr. GARNETT. I make the point of order, 
that no amendments can be proposed ‘to a bill 
until that bill is before the committee. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The gentleman from Vir- 
ginia is right. The Clerk will report the bill. 

The Clerk read the bill. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I nowoffer my amendment. 

Mr. CURTIS. And I offer my amendment to 
that amendment. 

Mr. BRANCH. Let us understand precisely 
how this matter stands. As [understand it, the 
bill has been read through the first time. It is 
now to be read through by clauses, for amend- 
ments. If the gentleman from lowa moves to 
strike out the whole bill, and insert his in lieu of 
it, I take it, the original bill must still be read 
through by clauses, and cach section may be 
amended before the question is taken on striking 
out the whole. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair decides that 
it was competent for the gentleman from Ohio to 
propose his amendment, and for the gentleman 
from lowa to propose his amendment to that; but 
the first proceeding of the committee will be to 
read the original bill by clauses for amendments, 
ag stated by the gentleman from North Carolina, 

The Clerk proceeded to read the first section of 
the bill for amendment. 

Mr, REAGAN, (interrupting the reading.) I 
do not understand how this is. 

The CHAIRMAN. The billis being read by 
clauses for amendment. 

Mr. REAGAN. The information I want is as 
to at what time, and in what manner, we can get 
to amend the bill proposed as an amendment by 
the gentleman from lowa. ; 

The CHAIRMAN. The original bill is open 
to amendment, as it is read by sections. The 
Chair will hold that the next question will be 
upon the amendment of the gentleman from Iowa 
to the amendment of the gentleman from Ohio. 

Mr. REAGAN. Will the amendment of the 
gentleman from Jowa be read by clauses for 
amendment? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk is now read- 
ing the original bill by clauses for amendment, 
and, unless the gentleman desires to propose an 
amendment, it is not in order to- interrupt that 
proceeding. 

Mr. REAGAN. I want to know if this isa 
parliamentary trick to defeat amendments to the 
bill that is really the subject of the action of the 
committee ? 

The CHAIRMAN. The amendment of the 
gentleman from Iowa is in the nature of a sub- 
stitute for the amendment of the gentleman from 
Ohio. f 

Mr. REAGAN. Will it be in order to move 
to amend that amendment before it is acted on? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will decide 
that question when it arises. 

The Clerk then completed the reading of the 
first section of the bill. À 

Mr, REAGAN. Mr. Chairman, I wish t 


order upon the offering of the amendment of the 
gentleman from Towa ? 

The CHAIRMAN, It is not in order now. 
The only thing under consideration at this time 
is the original bill, Tt must be read through by 
clauses, and is open to amendment, When it has 
been read through, we shall take up the amend- 
ments of the gentleman from Iowa and the gen- 
tleman from. Ohio. 

Mr. REAGAN. Then, when the amendment 


inquire if it is too late now to make a question of | 


of the gentleman from Towa is proposed, L sup- 
pose I can make my question of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will decide 
these questions when they arise. The Clerk will 
now read the second section of the bill uniess the 
gentleman desires to offer an amendment to the 
first section. : 

Mr. DAVIS, of Indiana. I desire to make an 
inquiry of the Chair for information. Suppose 
the committee should now rise: will not the bill 
under consideration be the first business in order 
when we go into the Committee of the Whole on 
the state of the Union again? 

The CHAIRMAN. If no special order over- 
rides it, the Chair thinks it will be: but the pres- 
ent occupant of the chair may not then be in the 
chair. 

Mr, DAVIS, of Indiana. This isa very im- 
portant bill—one reported from the Committee on 

ublic Lands by myself; and I feel very much 
disinclined to have it murdered in this way by a 
trick of legislation for the benefit of another rail- 
road. I move that the committee do now rise, in 
order that we may look into this matter. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I wish to make an inquiry 
of the Chair. If the committee now rises, will 
not this bill, with the pending amendments, come 
up as a matter of course, whenever thé House 
again resolves itself into the Committce of the 
Whole on the state of the Union? 

The CHAIRMAN. The present occupant of 
the chair may not be called upon to decide that 
question; butin his judgment, under the amended 
rules, this will be the first. business in order in 
the Committee of the Whole unless overridden 
by special orders. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Itis equivalent then to a 
special order in committee, and 1 can see no ob- 
jection to rising now. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Indiana. 
tion. 

Mr. REAGAN. [ask the gentleman to with- 
hold it for a moment. I want to understand the 
situation of that matter so that no rights may be 
waived. F desire to raise a question of order, and 
do not want to lose the right to raise that question 
of order, which I may do if the committee now 
rises. 

Mr. PHELPS. The amendments have noi 
yet been read, and I suppose questions of order 
cannot be decided by the Chair until the amend- 
ments have been read; consequently, the gentle- 
man’s question of order can be as well raised at 
the next session of the committee as now. 

The CHAIRMAN. The point of order of the 
gentleman from Texas will be in order when the 
committee goes into session again. 

Mr. REAGAN, I want to get a question of 
order raised now. The Clerk has been reading 
a substitute offered to the original bill, as I un- 
derstand. 

Mr. PHELPS. Cannot the question of order 
be raised at the next meeting of the committee? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sees no reason 
why it cannot. : 

Mr. BRANCH. I wish it understood, that 
when the substitutes of the gentleman from lowa 
and the gentleman from Ohio shall be read, if 
they shall prove to be propositions for building 
other railroads than railroads in Nebraska, I shall 
object to their reception on the ground that they 
are incongruous, 

The CHAIRMAN. The substitutes are not 
now before the committee for its action; nothing 
but the original bill. 

Mr. BRANCH. I only want to make that res- 
ervation of my rights. i 

Mr. REAGAN. My object is toknow whether 
I can now make my point of order. The question 
isthis: this bill has now been read by sections. I 
wantto understand whether the mode that has been 
adopted by the gentleman from lowa and the gen- 
tleman from Ohio in making an amendment in the 
second degree will preclude us from the right of 
having the bill which is intended to be acted upon 
read by sections for amendment? 

The CHAIRMAN, The bill was being read 
by sections for amendment. The next business 
for the committee is to have the rest of it read. 
The two amendments referred to by the gentleman 
from Texas are not now before the committee, 
and therefore are not subject to points of order. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Indiana. I now insist on my 
motion that the committee rise. 


I insist on my mo- 
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Mr. CURTIS. -Lunderstand that this business 
is to be first considered when the Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union is next in session. | 
I shall therefore vote in- favor of the committee 
rising. 

The motion was agreed to. 

So the committee rose; and the Speaker having 
resumed the chair, Mr. Grow reported that the 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union 
had-had under consideration the Union generally, 
and especially House bill No. 835, granting alter- 
nate sections of the public lands to aid in the con- 
struction of certain railroads in the Territory of 
Nebraska, and had come to ne conclusion thereon, 


GEORGE FISHER’S CLAIM. 


Mr. EDWARDS, by unanimous consent, of- 
fered the following resolution; which was read, 
considered, and agreed to: 

Resolved, ‘That the Secretary ofthe Treasury be requested 
to fuinish to this House copies of the decisions made and 
certified to the Treasury Department by the Secretary of 
War, under the dates of October 2, 1857, and November 23, 
1860, respectively, relating to the claim of George Fisher, 
late of Florida, deceased. 


IOUSE PRINTING. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House a letter 
from Thomas H. Ford, Printer to the House, set- 
ting forth that, in view of the joint resolution of 
Congress passed at last session, since his election 
as Printer, reducing the rates for public printing 
forty per cent., he found himself compelled to pay 
all that was now allowed him for the actual exe- 
cution of the work, not being able to reserve for 
himself sufficient to pay his own personal ex- 
penses; that since said reduction, he had himself, 
and through his legal and recognized attorney, 
used his best endeavors to perform his duty faith- 
fully; and respectfully recommending that, as a 
Government printing establishment had recently 
been purchased by Congress, provision be made 
for the immediate execution of the House print- 
ing in that office, to which proposition he would 
most cheerfully give his assent, and yield up his 
office. y 

The leyt 
Printing. 

Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. I take this occasion 
to remark that John C. Rives will perform the 
duty of House Printer under the existing law. 


STATE OF THE UNION. 


Mr. DUNN, by unanimous consent, presented 
the proceedings of a public meeting held at Mad- 
ison, Indiana, on the 14th instant, to take into 
consideration the state of the country at the pres- 
ent time; as follows: 


“Ata meeting of the citizens of Madison, Indiana, of 
alt parties, held at the court-house on Friday night, De- 
cember 14, 1860, to take into consideration the state of the 
country at the present time, the meeting was called to 
order by Dr. Howard Watts, who nominated Hon. Jolin 
Mulvey, Mayor of the city, for president. Captain Charles 
L. Shrewsbury and Captain John Kirk were, on motion of 
James C. Thom, appointed vice presidents. On motion of 
R. W. Hubbard, Ben B. Taylor was appointed seeretary. 

“On motion of Captain John Marsh, a committee of 
seven was appointed to draft resolutions expressive of the 
sense of the meeting. { 

“The Chair appointed the following gentlemen: Cap- 
tain Jolm Marsh, Captain Nathan Powell, Mr. John A. 
Markley, Dr. Howard Watts, Mr. William Johnson, Mr. 
William Staps, Judge Charies E. Walker, 

“ During tie absence of the committee, the meeting was 
entertained by a speech from James Y. Allison, Esq. 

. “The committee on resolutions, after deliberating on 
their business, reported the folowing: 

“ We, the citizens of Madison and Jefferson counties, In- 
diana, without distinetion of party, in view of the immi- 
nent perils of our Government, threatening the immediate 
dissolution of the Federal Union, do declare and resolve : 

“}. That ¢the Union is the guardian of our best rights, 
the source of our highest civil and political duties, the sure 
means of national greatness, essential to our safety and 
prosperity, and we hereby dectire our unalterable atach- 
ment to it, and sincere desire that it may be preserved for- 
ever inviolate. 

“2. That for the sake of the Union, all conflict of interest | 
and opinion between the people of different sections of the | 
Confederacy should be compromised by mutual conces- | 
sions. 

“3. That we are essentially one people, united to each 
other by ties of interest, prosperity, and blood; and hav- 
ing an interest, in common with all others, in the wel- 
fare and perpetuity of our common Government, we depre- 
cate any act, come from what source it may, that tends to | 
create ill-teeling between the different sections of our 
country, to the dissolation of the Union, and bringing upon 
us the unspeakable horrors of internecine war, 

«d, ‘Phat we, as citizens of the great West, the Keystone 
of this Confederacy, having a firm and abiding faith that | 
any and ail conflicts as to interest and differences of opin- 
jon can be amicably settled under the Constitution in the 


r was referred to the Committee on 


Union, wilh not, upon any terms, nor under any contin- 
gency, consent to its dissolution; that the great West is 


for the’ maintenance of the laws, the Constitution; and the 
Union; aud will always be found “keeping step to: the 
music of the Union.’ g 

“5. That the election of a President in conformity with 
the constitutional provisions on that subjeet, be he who ho 
may, is not, of itself, just cause for a dissolution of the 
Union, the Constitution itself providing adequate’ remedy 
for any grievance resulting to any State from an unfaithful 
discharge by the President of his Federal duties; and we 
appeal to our southern brethren not to act hastily in bring- 
ing about dissolution, and perhaps involving them and us 
in the total loss of civil liberty, and in common ruin, but to 
wait for some act done by the incoming Administration in 
violation of the Constitution, and of the rights of the States 
under it, and for which a remedy may not be had under the 
Constitution. 

“6. That we believe and hope the Fresident elect will ad- 
minister the Government in a conservative manner, using 
his best ability to do equat justice to all parts, and execute 
the Federal laws without exception, faithfully in letter and 
spirit. 

“7, That all citizens owe obedience to the Constitution 
and laws of the Union, and all good citizens will prompuy 
and cheerfully render such obedience, and will ald to en- 
force them. 

8, That the slave States, by the Constitution, are en- 
titled to an effective fugitive slave law, and also to have it 
faithfully executed ; and if the present Jaw is not efficient, 
or is not promptly enforced, it should be amended in such 
manner and with such penalties as shall insure its etti- 
ciency and faithful execution. 

«9, That any and ail laws enacted by any of the States 
designed and tending to impede the prompt and faithful ex- 
ecution of the fugitive slave law, are unconstitutional and 
void, and should be repealed immediately. 

10. That there is no such Jaw on the statute books of 
the State of Indiana, and we respectfully, but earnestly, 
call upon the citizens of any State having enacted such 
Jaws to repeal the same. 

“1. That we heartily condemn any act or word, come 
from what source it may, designed and tending to excite 
a servile insurrection in the slave States; and we believe 
all the citizens of Indiana concur with us in this sentiment. 

#12, That the Federa! Government should not interfere 
either to put down or build up, abolish or perpetuate slavery. 

“13, That the citizens of each State are under the Ped- 
eral Consiitution, č entitled to all the privileges and immu- 
nities of citizens in the several States’—that is, to all rights 
‘which in their nature are fondamental, belonging to the 
citizens of all free governments’—‘such as the protection 
of life and liberty, to acquire and enjoy property, to pass 
through and sojourn in the different States at pleasure ;? 
always, however, rendering obedience to the tocal laws of 
such State. 

“Ton. Jeremiah Sullivan, having been selected, ad- 
dressed the meeting in a sound, eloquent, logical, and 
patriotic speech. ` se 

“Speeches were subsequently made by Judge S. Ò. Ste- 
vens and others. 

“<The report of the committee was then concurred in, 
te resolutions being read separately and adopted one ai 
a time. 

“ Mr. M. C. Garber, of the Madison Courier, offered, and 
M. G. Bright, Esq., seconded, the following resolution ; 
which was adopted : 

“ Resolved, That the people of the United States have a 
deep interest in the perpetuity and integrity of the Union, 
and an undoubted right to preserve jt; and that the right 
of secession, asserted by southern States, is not only un- 
authorized by the Constitution, but is repugnant to its 
letter and spirit. 

“ On motion of Mr. Isaac Smith, it was ordered that the 
proceedings of the meeting be published in the city papers, 
and that copies of the same be forwarded to our Represent- 
atives and Scnators in Congress. 

“The mecting thea adjourned. 

“JOUN MULVEY, President. 

“C, L. SHREWSBURY, 

“JOHN KIRK, Vice Presidents. 
“ Ben B, Tavior, Secretary.?* 


The proceedings were referred, on motion of 
Mr. DUNN, to the special committee of thirty- 
three. 

And then, on motion of Mr. SMITH, of Vir- 
ginia, (at twelve minutes past four o’clock, p. m.,) 
the House adjourned. 5 


IN SENATE. 
WeEpNEsbAy, December 19, 1860. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Dr. Guruey. 
The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 
Hon. Rosert Loomss, of Georgia, appeared in 
his seat. : 
WEST POINT COMMISSION. 


Mr. FOOT. The Senator from Mississippi 
[Mr. Davis] some days since presented to the 
Senate the report of the board of commissioners, 
of which he was the president, instituted by act of 
the last session of Congress, to revise the organ- 
ization and programme of studies and system of 
discipline of the United States Military Academy 
at West Point; and on motion, the usual number 
of that report was ordered to be printed by the 
Senate. From the general interest which is felt 
in the subject-matter of that report, undoubtedly 
a somewhat extensive call will be made for it; 
and, in order to enable us to meet that call to 
some extent, I rise to move the printing of an ad- 


ditional number, say five thousand: That motion, 
under. the rule,:of course goes:to:the Committee 
on. Printing. ©. >» a E 

The VICE PRESIDENT, - It will -be’so re 

ferred. Eag adiapgai bunt 
TERRITORIAL LAWS. 74> Ses 

Mr: GREEN. © Yesterday I moved the. refer- 
ence of the laws transmitted to the Senate from 
the Territory of Washington, to the Committee 
on Territories. There are.two copies. I have 
been trying to hunt up the laws of the.several 
Territories. The committee need but one copy. 
I propose, therefore, that one other copy shalt he 
sent to the Sceretary of the Senate, to be bound 
and preserved for general reference; and I move 
the adoption of the following resolution: 

Resolved, That one copy of the laws and journals of the 
Legislatures of the several Territories, sent to the Senate, 
shall be bound and preserved in the office of the Secretary 
of the Senate, and the other referred to the Committee on 
"Territories, Mad $ 

I ask for the present consideration of the reso- 
lution, if there be no objection. oe 

There being no objection, the resolution was 
considered, and agreed to. Tiig n 


FORTS IN CHARLESTON HARBOR. 


Mr. CLARK. I move that the Senate now 
take up the resolution of inquiry which I offered 
a day or two ago, in regard to Forts Moultrie 
and Sumter. 

Mr. GREEN. The Senator from Oregon [Mr. 
Lane} notified the Senate that when that was taken 
up he wanted to propose an amendment, unless 
his resolutions were previously disposed of. He 
is not in his seat; and I should like, therefore, 
that we should wait until he comes in. 


The VICE PRESIDENT put the question on 


the motion, and a division was called for. 

Mr. POWELL. The Senator from Orevon gave 
notice yesterday that if the resolution of the Sèn- 
ator from New Henpahirs was pressed, he would 
offer his resolution which was laid on the table’ 
yesterday as a substitute for it, I think, in’that 
state of the case, perhaps it would be better to 
wait until the Senator from Oregon shall be in his 
seat. ¢ 
Mr.COLLAMER. I saw him here a few min- 
utes ago. i 

Mr. POWELL. I have not seen him. T pre- 
sume he will be here in a very few moments. ` 

Mr. CLARK. J did not understand that there 
was any such notice given; bat if there was, I 
will not press the motion at this time. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The motion is with- 
drawn, : 

PERSONAL EXPLANATION. 


Mr. SLIDELL. Mr. President, while waiung 
for the Senator from Oregon to appear in his seat, 
Į wish to call the attention of the Senate to a mat- 


ter which is personal to myself, and which may,. 


perhaps, become a question of privilege before 

the Senate. Lreceived last night from New Orlean 

the following, dated, December 18: eg t 
“The telegraphic dispatches to the associated-press this 

morning include the following: ‘Tn hisspeech to-day? ?— 
I presume that must have been the 17th—- 


“t Senator Slidell, of Louisiana, charged President Bu- 
chanan with imbccility, imputing to him the cause of the 
present troubles and the authorship of the present crisis.’ 
Any correction needed P? 


Now, Mr. President, I need scarcely say, for 
the information of any member of the Senate, or, 
probably, of any resident in Washington, that 
there is not a shadow of foundation for this dis- 
patch. F have never opened. my lips on this floor 


on the subject of the President’s message, the. 


resolution of the Senator from Kentucky, nor upon 
any question connected, in the most remote degree, 
with the difficulties that now agitate the country. 


But I owe it further to myself and tò the Presi-. 


dent to say that neither in nor out.of. the Senate, 


to ‘any Senator, or to anybody else, in writing, : 


speech, or by intimation, have I ever conveyed or 
encouraged such an idea. 
priate time for me to pass that eulogium upon the 


This is not.the appro-: 


character of the President that my: feelings would. 


prompt. [rise simply for one special purpose. 
Now, Mr. President, Ishouid like to know how, 
by whom, andwhen this base fabrication was,eon- 
cocted; how, and why it was sent over the wires? 
Was it by the agent of the associated press, who, E 
understand, enjoys the privilege of ascat in this 


eee 
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gallery?) Lhope not. Batthe agent, orthe agents, 
or'the reporters of that press, whoever they may 
be, are bound to make some explanation. om this 
subject; and E sliall fel at my duty to-morrow, 
if such satisfactory explanation be not given, to 
move for the expulsion of the reporter of that 
press from this galery. £ presume.there, canbe 
no difference of.opinion among Senators upon the 
propricty.of such a course and the necessity. of 
such action. i 

> Pmay be permitted to say another word: what 
was’ tlie: object of this dispatch? | About that I 
entertain no doubt. A canvass’ is now proceed- 


ing in my State’ for the clection of delegates. toa | 


convention to ‘take into consideration the present | 


state ‘of the countéy. It is not necessary for me 
to say now what tlie action of that convention will 
be. -T know itinadvance. Ut will not be very 
long before we shall have most decided and au- 
thentie information on that subject. 

Now, sir, | do not make this charge lightly... I 
state it in connection with another fact and ] am 
sorry that my colleague is not now in his seat to 
corroborate my statement, During the session 
of the Legislature, called specially for the pur- 
pose of passing a law to enable the people of 
Louisiana, ii their sovereign capacity, to decide 
upon the course that they will take in. the critical 
emergencies of the time, tnis associated press 
spread.throughout the whole extent of this Union, 
and, with particular care disseminated throughout 
alk the southern States, the assertion that my col- 
league-wasabout.to make a strong Union speech. 
l presume.his opinions are very well known here. 

hat was- the purpose of this dispatch? It 
may be said, in the case of my colleague, that 
these gentlemen, extremely anxious to obtain 
information of the opinions of distinguished men 
in Washington, and, in fact, of any Senator or 
Representative in Congress, sometimes are de- 
ceived, Believing that they are acting upon tol- 
erably correct information, they think it desirable 
to cater to the curiosity of the public. But I must 
be permitted to say that, in my opinion, and the 
opinion of everybody who has observed the gen- 
eral tone and character of the dispatches sent over 
this country by the associated press, they are 
evidently biased by a strong feeling of opposition 
to the great national Democratic party of this 
country; and I do not think it would be unfair to 
say that they are. but too ready, too prone, to re- 
ceive: and. credit, or perhaps.to fabricate, what 
they may. consider would tend to the detriment of 
that party, and to the advantage of the other. 

In my case, however, there ig no excuse of this 
kind. This is a-base, deliberate fabrication, 
without one single particle of foundation in truth. 
I have nothiug more to say; but if Ido not re- 
ceive a very satisfactory explanation on this sub- 


ject to-morrow, if, as T understand, the reporter j| 


of that press has a scat in this gallery, I shall 
offer a resolution for his immediate expulsion, 
Mr. GWIN. Mr. President, I should not have 
ventured to address the Senate at all on a subject 
of this description, if the Senator from Louisiana 
(Mr. SLioeLL] had not brought it to the notice of 
the Senate; but E have been told by a number of 
gentlemen who have seen the publications in va- 
vious. papers that my name has been associated 
with: that of the Senator from Louisiana’ [Mr. 
Stive.r}.as having visited the President for the 
purpose of inducing him to resign his office; and 
that on his failing to accede to our wishes, very 
angry words passed. between. the President, the 
Senator from Louisiana, and myself. I can only 
say, as the Senator has said, in regard to this tel- 
egraphic dispatch, that there is not a shadow of 
truth in the whole statement. ‘It'is false from 
beginning to-end.. Netan-unkind word has passed 
between the Presidentand myself during this ses- 
sion, and it isnot likely to be the case. No such 
advice would ever. have.been given to him by me, 
nor, I am sure, by the Senator from Louisiana. 


I should not have noticed such a barefaced slan- | 


der if the Senator from Louisiana, in acquitting 


himself, had‘not made it proper for me to do like- i 
Wise, that no misconstruction should. be. placed | 


upon my silence. 


a 
PETITION AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr, DURKEE presented four memorials of the | 


Tusearota, Onvida, Seneca and Onondaga tribes 
of the New York Indians, praying compensation 
for lands in Kansas under the treaty of January 


15, 1838; which were referred to the 


Committee 
on Indian. Affairs. i 


Mr. HAMLIN presented the petition of Amos ; 


Kyle and others, invalid pensioners, residing in 
Androscoggin county, Maine, praying that the 
decision of the Court of Claims granting pay 
from the time of disability may be carried into 


| effect; which was referred to the Committee on 


Pensions, 

Mr. HALE presented. the memorial of the 
People’s Pacific Railroad Company, in aid of their 
petition of the 16th of April, 1860; which was 
ordered to Ke on the table. 


PAPERS WITHDRAWN. 
On motion of Mr, BROWN, it was 


Ordered, That leave be granted to withdraw from the 
files of the Senate the memoria) of Miss Sallie Eola Re- 
nean, praying an appropriation of a portion of unappropri 
ated publie land in the State of Mississippi for the purpose 
of endowing the State Female College of Mississippi. 


BILL INTRODUCED. 


Mr. HEMPHILL asked, and by unanimous 
consent obtained, leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 
522) making an appropriation for the erection of 
a light-house, or providing a light-ship, at the 
entrance. of Galveston harbor, in the State of 
Texas; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Commerce. 


REPORTS FROM A COMMITTEE, 


Mr, DAVIS, from the Committee on Military 
Affairs and Militia, to whom was referred the bill 
(H. R. No. 527) for the relief of Julius Martin, 
reported it without amendment; and submitted an 
adverse report, which was ordered to be printed. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom 
was referred the memorial of Thomas H. Burley, 
praying that the right to use a machine for dove- 
tailing wood, invented and patented by him, may 
be purchased by the United States, asked to be 
discharged from its further consideration; which 
was agreed to. 

He also, from the same committec, to whom was 
referred a letter from J. M. Hoge, in relation to his 
system of communication by cipher, in writing, 
or by telugraph, asked to be discharged from its 
further consideration; which was agreed to. 

Mr. DAVIS. The same committee, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. No. 93) for the comple- 
tion of a military road from Fort Benton to 
Walla Walla, have had the same under consid- 
cration, and find that the appropriation has been 
made which is asked for in the bill, and there- 
fore ask to be discharged from its further con- 
sideration. 

The committee was discharged. 

Mr. DAVIS. The same committee, to whom 
was referred a resolution instructing the commit- 
we to Inquire into the expediency of securing the 
exclusive use and benefit of a system of commu- 
nication by cipher, in writing or by telegraph, 
between officers of the Government, and to report 
upon any schemes or plans submitted for that 
purpose, find that Congress acted upon the matter 
by the appointment of a staff officer charged with 
the subject, and therefore ask to be discharged 
from the further consideration of the resolution. 

The committee was discharged. 


PRINTING OF A DOCUMENT, 


A message from the House of Representatives, 
by Mr. Haves, Chief Clerk, announced that the 
House had ordered, this day, at twelve o’clock 
and fifteen minutes, the printing of a letter from 
the Acting Secretary of State, transmitting copies 
of contracts entered into by the Commissioner of 
Public Buildings during the current. fiscal year; 
also, Statements giving the names of the bidders, 


| and the prices at which they proposed to do the 
| work contemplated by said contracts. 


PENSION APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. HUNTER. Iam directed by the Com- 
mittee on Finance to report back a bill making 
appropriations for the payment of invalid and 
other pensions of the United States for the year 
ending the 30th of June, 1862, without amend- 
ment. 1 will state that this is strictly according 
to estimate, and Task, by general consent, that it 
be disposed of now i ` 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Foor in 
the chair.) H there be no objection, the bill will 
be considered at this time. The Chair hears no 
objection. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to-consider the bill (H.R. No. 861} 
making appropriations for the payment of invalid 
and other pensions of the United States for the 
year ending the 30th of June, 1862. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the bill. 

Mr. HUNTER. Itisaccording to estimate. It 
need not be read, I presume. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The reading 
may be dispensed with by unanimous consent. 
[‘‘Agreed.?] 7 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, and ordered to a third reading. 

Mr. KING, The bill ought to be read. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER, The reading 
of the bill is called for. 

The Secretary read the bill. 
the third time, and passed. 


MILITARY ACADEMY BILI. 
Mr. HUNTER. Iam also directed by the Com- 


mittee on Finance to report back an act making 
appropriations for the support of the Military 
Academy for the year ending the 30th of Jane, 
1862, with one amendment. I ask that it be now 
considered by general consent, 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as 
in Committee of the Whole, procerded to con- 
sider the bill (FE. R. No. 862) making appropria- 
tions for the supportof the Military Academy for 
the year ending the 30th of June, 1862. 

The Committee on Finance reported the follow- 
ing amendment to the bill, to be added as a new 
clause: 

To defray the expenses of the commission appointed 
under the eighth section of “ An act making appropriations 
for the support of the Army for the year ending tbe 30th of 
June, 1861,” in addition to the amount appropriated by the 
said act, $1,360. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, 
and the amendment wasconcurred in and ordered 
to be engrossed; and the bill was ordered to be 
read a third time. ft wag read the third tipfe, and 
passed, 


It was then read 


CLAIMS AGAINST MEXICO. 


The VICE PRESIDENT. If there be no fur- 
ther petitions or reports, the Chair will call up, as 
the unfinished business of the morning hour, the 
bill (S. No, 113) to farther carry out the provis- 
ions of the fifteenth section of the treaty between 
the United States and Mexico, concladed on the 
2d day of February, 1848. The pending question 
is on the amendment offered by the Senator from 
Missouri, [Mr. Poxx,] in line seventeen of the 
first section, after the word * merits,” to insert 
the words ‘nor upon illegal grounds.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The next question 
is on the amendment proposed by the Senator 
from Maine. [Mr. [[amur,] in line fourteen of 
the first section, to strike out the word “ either,’ 
and in lines sixteen, seventeen, and eighteen, to 
strike out the words ‘ or were not adjudicated on 
their merits, nor upon illegal groands, by the 
same, and to. decide thereon, according to the pro- 
visions of the said treaty.’? 

Mr. POLK. I think we had better not adopt 
that amendment; but let the bill stand as it is, 
and raise the question upon the merits of the bill. 
l am one of those who think that when the Uni-- 
ted States assumed to pay Mexican debts up to a 
certain amount, and when the object of that pro- 
vision was merely that all those claims that had 
merit should have an opportunity of being adju- 
dicated upon, such a clause as this ought not to 
be stricken out. Under the provisions of this bill, 
if a commission is to sit at all, that commission 
should have an opportunity to examine into all 
cases that have merits. Now, I think myself 
that there is just as much justice in allowing a 
ease that may have been presented, and that may 
have been thrown out fora mere technicality with- 
out touching its merits, to be adjudicated upon 
and to be decided in favor of by the board, as 
there is in allowing a case that has not been pre- 
sented at all to be now presented and adjudicated. 
I think more, because in the last case the party 
having merits has used diligence; he has presented 
his claim, but it has been rejected on technical 
grounds when it had merit. But as the bill wilt 
be when amended, a party, wbo has not used 
diligence to present his case at all, will have more 
advantage of the bill than a party who has been 


7860. 


THE CONGRESSIONAL ‘GLO 


diligent to get the benefit of the act as it was passed 
to carry out the treaty of Guadalupe Hidalgo, F 
think, therefore, that the amendment of the Sen- 
ator from Maine ought notto be adopted, ltought 
to bu voted down, and then tet us teke a vole on 
the bill. f think that if the bill ought to pass at 
all, it ought to pass without the amendment pro- 
posed by the Senator from Maine. d think that 
that, instead of doing justice, docs injustice, and 
puts the vigilant on a worse footing than those who 
sleep on their cighis. 

Mr. SLIDELL. I stated on a previous ocen- 
sion; that no portion of the $3,250,000 provided 


to be pud to the citizens of the United States who | 


had suffered damage from any of the acis of Mex- 
ico, proceeded from the indemnity agreed to be 
paid to Mexico; that it wasa totally distinct fand, 
in which Mexico had no mterést_ and no contin 
gent remainder. I did not happen to bein my 
seat the other day, when the Senator fram Geor- 
gia [Mr. Iverson] criticized that assertion of 
mine. He said: : 

“When it was up for consideration before, the Senator 
from Louisiana, not now in bis place, (Mr. Surpen.,}] made 
some remarks in relation to the bill itself, and the elaims 
that he supposes are covered by it; and the Senator took 

abion to say that by the treaty between the United 
i and Atexico, the United States agreed to pay to Mex- 
feo 345,099,000 for certain territory ceded by Mexico to the 
United States, and that that 8i5,000,0v0 bad all been paid. 
Udo not suppose the Senator lateaded to nusropresent the 
fact: of the case, and he made this statement through mere 
inadvertence. ` However, bis renuak would tead a person 
zo conversant with the facts to believe that the United 
Si: had paid to the Republic of Mexico $15,000,000 in 
cash, aud that this $3,250,000 was a diferent, an outside 
matter, whieh the Goverament of the United Stues was 
noteniled upon to respond to. 'That, however, is a great 
mistake.” 

The Senator then goes on to say, that the 
$15,000,000 were not paid, but only $11,750,000, 
and that the balance of $3,250,000 remained in 
the Treasury of the United States as a trust fund 


belonging to Mexico, and thatany balance which | 


might not beadjudicated to belong to our citizens 
would revert to Mexico, Now Tmustreturn the 
compiiment the Scoator from Georgia paid me, 
and say that 1am sure he did not intend to mis- 
represent the facts of the case, but has certainly 
misunderstood them. 1 will read, in order that 
there may be no mistake about the matter—and 
I bave no wish to recur to it again—the twelfth 
article of the treaty: 

“Arr. 32. In consideration of the extension acquired 
by the bonudartes of the United States, as defined in the 
fist) article of the present treaty, the Govermnent of the 
United States engages to pay to that othe Mexican Repub- 
lie the sum of §15.0U0,000. Iminediately atier this treaty 
shal have been duiy ratified by the Goverament of the 
Moxican Republic, the sam o” 3,000,000 shall be paid to 
the said Goverment by that or the United States, at the 
city. of Mexico, in the gold or sitver coin ot Mexico, The 
remaining $12.000,000 shall be paid at the same place, and 


in the same coin, iv annnal instiliments of 83,000,000 cach, | 


together With jnterest on the same at the rate at six per 
eenma per annum. Piris interest shall begin to run apon 
the wok. ni of $19,000,604 from the day of the ratifiea 
tion oF the present weaty by the Mexican Government, and 
the first of the instalhnents shall be paid at the exp uration 
of one year from the same day- ‘Together with cach annual 
installment, as it falls due, the wiote interest accruing on 
such installment trom the beginning shat! also be paid.” 


F i el 
i have been under the impression that from the 


date of this treaty up almost to the present period, 
the Treasury of the United States has been per- 
fectly competent to meet all its obligations—ia 
a very different position from what it unfortu- 
nately is to-day. l believe all the demands upon 
the Treasury have been promptly met. 
treaty stipulates for the payment of $3,000,009 
in cash on the exchange of ratifications, and the 
payment of the other $12,000,000 in four annual 
instaliments 'Thatis the obligation ofthe treaty. 
if $3,250,000 have been reserved, the onus of 
establishing that fact falls upon the Senator from 
Georgia, and not upon me. 

Now let us go further. By article fourteen 

“The United States do furthermore discharge the Mexi- 
cap Repubiic trom ali claims ot citizens of the United States, 
not heretatare decided against the Mexican Government, 
which may lave arisen previously to the date oft he sigua- 
ture of this treaty.” 

By articie fifteen 

“The United States, exonerating Mexico trom all de- 
maud: on account of the claims of their citizens, mentioned 
inthe preceding articte,and considering them entirely and 


forever canceled, whatever theit ainount may be, undertake | 
3 


to make satisfaction for the same ?— 

To whom? 
but to the citizens of the United States— 
“*t0 an amount not exceeding 93,250,000.” 


Wot to the Mexican Government, ; 


The | 


To ascertain the validity of those claimsya 
board of commissioners is to be appointed, &c. 
Now, Lam sure that I was perfeetly right in my 
first statement, and that the Senator was wrong, 

Mr, IVERSON. Mr. President, it is a long 
time since I read the treaty between this Govern- 
mentand Mexico; but theimpression wasstrongly 
on my mind that the $3,250,000 set-apart for the 
payment of these claims had been stipulated to 

e paid by this Government in consideration of 
the cession of territory. Perhaps 1 was mistaken 
about that; but it is not a matter of any conse- 
quence whether the $3,250,000 wss a part of the 
$15,000,000, or an independent'sum to be paid by 
the Government of the United States. The Gov- 
ernment of the United States has entered Into a 
plighted obligation, not only'to the Republic of 
Mexico, but to the citizens of the United States, 
to pay them to the extent of $3,250,000 atany rate, 
forany just claims which they might have against 
the Government of Mexico. Here are $211,000 0f 
the $3,250,000 that have not been paid. The only 
question for the Senate to decide is: are there any 
just claims, on the part of individual citizens of 
the United States against the Government of Mex- 
ico which have not heen paid out of the $3,250,000? 
if there be any such just claims, this Government 
would act in bad faith if it did not pay these 
$211,060 for their satisfaction, That is the posi- 
tion Ltake, and I think it is invulnerable. The 
Government of the United States agreed to pay 
$3,250,000, if there were individual claims to that 
extent, [thas already paid the whole amountof 
that sum, with the exception of $211,000, which 
remains in the Treasury unexpended. Ltis alleged 


| that there are citizens of the United States, who 


have just claims against the Government of Mex- 
ico, which have not heretofore been paid out of 
this fund. If that be true, 1 want to know with 
what sort of good faith, or honor, the Govern- 
ment of the United States can shelter itself be- 


i hind the former commission, and say, “ We will 


not pay these claima however just they may be, 
although we have pledged our faith that they shall 
be paid.” That is the question for the Senate to 
decide. This bill merely provides that if there be 
any just claims which have not heretofore buen 
presented to the board of commissioners, or hav- 
ing been presented, have not been decided on 
their merits, but have gone off upon some tech- 
nical point, so that the claimants have had injus- 
tice done them, they may be allowed an opportu- 
nity again to present their claims before a board 
of commissioners appointed by the Government, 
and if their claims can be sustained by proof and 
by the principles of justice, this fund of $211,000 
shall be appropriated to pay them as far as it 
goes, [It seems to me there can be no principle 
more just and honorable than this, Tt is for the 
Senate to decide whether they will take that, or 
repudiate these claims, and do injustice to the 
citizens of the United States. 

Mr. BAYARD. [am unable to see any pre- 
‘tension to a question of faith arising in this case. 
The Government of the United States did not 
pledge themselves to pay $3,250,000 to claimants; 
but they pledged themselves to pay elaimants 
who, under the terms of that treaty—if the tri- 
bunal that it provided for was constituted by 
Congress—should establish their claims before 
that-tribunal, provided the amount did not exceed 
$3,250,000. This is one of the commonest forms 
of limitation on the part of the Government where 
they negotiate with a foreign country and release 
that country from the claim of a citizen, and agree 
to take the claim upon themselves, In such cases, 


| this Government almost invariably imposes a lim- 


itation on the amount for which they shall be lia- 
ble,and they appoint a tribunal to decide upon the 
merits of the claims. it was done in this instance. 
The claims were before it; they were adjudicated 
by able and eminent men. Notsatisfied with that, 
as I said before, great complaints were made of 
the decisions of that commission. It was alleged 
that they had rejected claims that ought to have 
been allowed in law and in equity. Their action 
was revised by a committec of the Senate four 
years afterwards; and after an investigation of the 
whole of the petitions presented, and a general 
notice published throughout the country for claim- 
ants to come forward, the committee ‘decided in 
favor of but two claims, and divided upon a third. 


| These two have been paid: the bills for them 


were subsequently passed. 


| ment against excess, It has always been inserte 


Now, what is he: proposition? A commission 
having been organized under the daw and patties 
having had full notive to came beforesy and never 
having. presented theirs chime, at. the: lapse: of 
twelve years, when the evidence. of the facte.30 
far as concerns the Gavernment and its ‘ability. to 
resist fraudulent clams, would be entirely lost, i 
is proposed to havea svcoud commission ss V 
is this to end? You have other.treaties ¢ 
same kind. As I stated, you, had a similar: pro- 
vision in the treaty with Spain, where you agreed 
to release Spain fromeall:linbility forany claims 
of-your, citizens, and provided that you would pay 
not execeding $5,000,000 to your own citizens, in 
consideration that Spain ceded the Floridas, Your 
commission’sat under-that treaty; they adjudica- 
ted the claims; they. rejected vast amounts. » Of 
the amount that they did recognize, the sum of 
$5,000,000 wonld not pay more than. ninety-two 
percent. . Younevér paid any more. . Would it 
not be a monstrous. proposition now to: say. that 
the faith of this Government is pledged to pay., 
more than it agreed to:pay, or that it is pledged 
to have a.new. commission din favor of persons 
who did not then choose to come in and present 
their claims? . Where is the difference between 
twelve or twenty-five or thirty years? luis only 
a question of time, The, neglect is as great in the 
one case as in the other. ‘Lhe claimant has had 
the full opportunity ta. make known his. claim, 
according to the terms of the treaty, to the tribus 
nal organized by Congress under it; he has failed 
to do so; and he has no claim whatever upon this 
Government. wt 

The limitation is simply to protect the Gavem 
in such treaties; and it implies no obligauon to 
pay those who so sleep over their rights that they 
suffer years to expire, when the Government 
might meet fraudulent claims, and,then comefor- 
ward for the purpose of establishing them when 
the Government have no means of redress in their 
hands, aud no means of inquiry into ‘the facts. 

But this bil goes further ag a question of mere 
policy, This Government have had, probably, 
twenty cascsof commissions under treaties. They 
never have yet established a second commission 
to. pass upon the claims of claimants who did not 
choose to present themselves under the first com 
nassion established under the treaty, Why should 
they organize such a commission? Where will it 
ong There is just as good cause, under th 
Florida treaty, to appoint anew raaisel O and 
let claimants come inthe heirs of Mr. Meade, 
among others—for that claim was one of the claims 
that the commissioners, either from want of tès- 
timony, or some other cause, refused to act upon, 

Now, sir, E do not know that there may not be 
specific cases in regard to which possibly, under 
peculiar circumstances, the claimants might not 
satisfy Congress that they ought to be relieved 
on other grounds; tut | am very sure that there 
is no question of faith in thig case on the part of 
the nations and that unless we mean to open the 
door in the case of every ‘treaty we have ever 
negotiated, where a commission has been held 
under it, for applications for new commiss:ons tt 
the lapse of ten, fifteen, or twenty years, we can- 
not agree to pass this bill; for the mere fact that 
the amount of the claims did not come up to the 
sum that we stipulated should be the extent that 
we would pay, can make no difference whatever 
as regards the equity of the claimants. We did 
not agree to pay $3,250,000. Weagreed to pay 
the claims adjudicated which were presented ‘to 
the commission. The commission sat, with pub- 
lic notice; and if the claimants did not come, we 
were to pay only what was adjudged. Unfortu- 
nately, as regards the Government of the United 
States, they did pay a great deal more under that 
commission. than they ought to have paid. They 
paid the amount of the Gardiner claim, and they 
never recovered back one tenth part of the athoant 
they did pay. The fund originally left was but 
$40,000, or'a little over. It has been since ine 
creased by the amount which has been recovered 
arising from the fraud in the Gardiner case; but 
that does not constitute oe tepth part of. the 
amount that was paid under the Gardiner claim. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr: Poor in. 
the chair.) The hour of one o’clock having ar- 
rived, the further eonsidgration of this bill mast 
give way to the consideration of the special order, 

Mr. BAYARD. FEhave done at any rate. 
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consider that there is no question of faith any 


way. 
RAILROAD CONNECTION AT WASHINGTON. 


- The PRESIDING OFFICER. The joint res- 
olution préposing amendments te the Constitu- 
tion is before the Senate, as the unfinished busi- 
ness. i 
> Mr. KENNEDY: J ask if that joint resolation 
takes precedence of the order’ that was made on 
Monday for the ‘consideration of another- bill at 
this hour? pes ae : 

"'Rhe PRESIDING OFFICER. The resolution 
will -be-read. by its title; and then it will be the 
duty of the Chair to'call up the other special order 
for the disposition of the Senate at this time. 

The Secretary read the title: ‘* A joint resolu- 
tion (S. No. 48) proposing amendments to the 
Constitution of the United States.” 

¿The PRESIDING OFFICER. That comes 
up as the unfinished business of yesterday; but 
another bill was made the special order for this 
time, and it is the duty of the Chair to call it up; 
it takes precedence as being assigned for this 
hour, and is subject to the disposition of the 
Senate. It will be read by its title. 

The Secretary read: ‘A bill (S. No. 377) to 
authorize the Baltimore and Ohio Railroad Com- 
pany to.extond the Washington branch of their 
road. to the Potomac river, and across the same, 
by the extension of the present structure known 
‘asthe’ Long Bridge, for the purpose of connect- 
ing with the Virginia railroads at that point.” 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. This bill is 
before the Senate. 

Mr. KENNEDY. In order to accommodate 
my friend who was on the floor yesterday, and 
to give him an opportunity to conclude his re- 
marks, I move to pustpone the consideration of 
this bill, and make it the special order for to- 
‘morrow at one o’clock. 

The motion was agreed to. 


FORTS IN CHARLESTON HARBOR. 


Mr. CLARK. IJ attempted a while ago to call 
upa resolution which I submitted the other day, 
asking for information in regard to Forts Moul- 
trie and Sumter in the harbor of Charleston, 
South Carolina... I sce the Senator from Oregon 
now in his place, and 1 desire simply to giye 
Notice that some time to-morrow, during the mojyn- 
ing hour, I will endeavor to call it up. 


Pi AMENDMENTS TO ‘THE CONSTITUTION. 


~The PRESIDING OFFICER. The joint res- 
olution presented by the Senator from Tennessee 
[Mr. Jonnson] is, as a special order, now before 
the Senate for consideration, and upon it the Sen- 


; ator from Tennessee is entitled to the floor. 


hae 


Mr. JOHNSON, of Tennessee. Mr. President, 
yesterday, while I was pursuing a line of argu- 
ment to prove that a State had no constitutional 
power to secede from the Union without the con- 
sent of the other States, | was diverted from it to 
some extent by making use of an illustration in 
reference to the law of the State of Vermont upon 


the subject of fugitive slaves, which led to the | 


Senator from Vermont (Mr. Cottamer] making 
an explanation in reference to thatlaw. I did not 
think his explanation was entirely satisfactory; 
and the answer that he made to the direct question 
that I propounded to him, I think is more unsatis- 
factory than the preceding portion of his remarks. 
That Senator being.a gentleman of legal attain- 
ments, having presided in the courts of the coun- 
try, and having been for a long time in the coun- 
cils of the country,:l asked him a plain question 
in regard to a law of his own State, about which 
there had been much controversy in the news- 
papers. I asked him whether he was of opinion 
that it was a constitutional law, or whether it did 
not come in conflict with the fugitive slave law 
which was passed by the Congress of the United 
States in strict conformity with the Constitution 
of the country. Ido not see him in his place; but 
if I remember his reply, it was an evasion. He 
said thatit might or might not be unconstitutional. 
I did not ask him what it might or might not be; 
I asked simply what was his opinion upon the 
subject, and there was no reply given to that ex- 
plicit question. ` 

_ F think it will be determined by the courts, and 
will be determined by the judgment of the coun- 
try, that the acts passed iu 1850 and 1858 by the 
Legislature of Vermont are a violation, a gross, 


palpable violation of the Constitution of the Uni- 
ted States. It is clearand conciusive to my mind, 
that a State passing an unconstitutional act in- 
tended to impede or to prevent the execution of 
a law passed by the Congress of the United States 
which is constitutional, is thereby placed, so far 
as the initiative is concerned, in a state of rebel- 
lion. It is an open act of nullification. It is true 
that, so far as my information. goes, I am not 
aware that there has been any attemptin Vermont 
to wrest any persons out of the hands of the of- 
ficers of the United States, or to imprison or to 
fine any person under the opgration of this law; 
but the passage of such an act is to initiate rebel- 
lion. I think it comes in conflict directly with the 
spirit and letter of the Constitution of the United 
States, and to that extent is an act of nullification, 
and places the State in open rebellion to the Uni- 
ted States. 

I stated, yesterday, that there was no power 
conferred upon the Congress of the United States, 
by the Constitution, to coerce a State in its sov- 
ereign capacity; that there was no power on the 

art of the Congress of the United States even to 

ring a State into the supreme tribunal of the 
country. You cannot puta State at the bar of 
the Supreme Court of the United States. But, in 
this connection, I did say that the Congress of 
the United States had the power to pass laws to 
operate upon individuals within the limits of a 
State, by which all the functions of this Govern- 
ment could be executed and carried out. Then, 
in this case, if Vermont, either by an‘act of se- 
cession, which I take to be unconstitutional, or 
without first having seceded from the Union of 
the States by open force, in conformity with the 
laws of the State, should resist or attempt to resist 
the execution of the laws of the United States, it 
would be a practical rebellion, an overt act; and 
this Government has the power and the authority 
under the Constitution to enforce the laws of the 
United States, and it has the power and authority 
to call to its aid such means as are deemed neces- 
sary and proper for the exccution of the laws, 
even if it was to lead to the calling out of the 
militia, or calling into service the Army and Navy 
of the United States to execute the Jaws. While 
I make this application to Vermont, I say the 
same principle applies to every other State placing 
herself in a like attitude in opposition to, and in 
contravention of, the execution of the laws of the 
United States. 

I do not think it necessary, in order to preserve 
this Union, or to keep a State within its sphere, 
that the Congress of the United States should 
have the power to coerce a State. All that is ne- 
cessary is for the Government to have the power 
to execute and to carry out all the powers con- 
ferred upon it by the Constitution, whether they 
apply to the State or otherwise. This, I think, 
the Government clearly has the power to do; and 
so long as the Government exceutes all the laws 
in good faith, denying the right of a State con- 
stitutionally to secede, so long the State is in the 


Union, and subject to all the provisions of the | 


Constitution and the laws passed in conformity 
with it. For example: the power is conferred on 
the Federal Government to carry the mails through 
the several States; to establish post offices aud 
post roads; the power is conferred on the Fed- 
eral Government to establish courts in the respect- 
ive States; the power is conferred on the General 


Government to lay and collect taxes ia the sev- 


eral States, and so on. The various powers are 
enumerated, and each and every one of these pow- 
ers the Federal Government has the constitutional 
authority to execute within the limits of the States. 
It is not an invasion of a State for the Federal 
Government to execute its laws, to take care of 
its public property, and to enforce the collection 
of its revenue; but if, in the execution of the laws; 
if, in the enforcement of the Constitution, it meets 
with resistance, it is the duty of the Government, 
and it has the authority, to put down resistance, 
and effectually to execute the laws as contem- 
plated by the Constitution of the country. 

But this was a diversion from the line of my 
argument. I was going on to show that, accord- 
ing to the opinions of the fathers, not only of the 
country but of the Constitution itself, no State, 
of its own volition, had the right to withdraw from 
the Confederacy after having entered into the com- 
pact. I referred yesterday to the last letter Mr. 
Madison wrote upon this subject—at least it is the 
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last one that Ihave been able to find—in which he 


i summed up this subject in a conclusive and mas- 


terly manner. In his letter to Mr. Webster of 
March 15, 1833, upon the receiptof Mr. Webster’s 
speech, after the excitement had subsided to some 
extent and the country had taken its stand, Mr. 
Madison said: 


“The Constitution of the United States being established 
by a competent authority, by that. of the sovereign people 
of the several States who were parties to it, it remains only 
to inquire what the Constitution is ; and here it speaks for 
itself. It organizes a Government into the usual legislative, 
executive, and judiciary departments; invests it with speci- 
fied powers, leaving others to the parties to the Constitu- 
tion. It makes the Government, like other Governments, 
to operate directly on the people ; places at itscommand 
the needful physical means of executing its powers; and 
finally proclaims fts supremacy, and that-of the laws made 
in pursuance of it, over the constitutions and laws of the 
States, the powers of the Government being exercised, as 
in other elective and respf®nsible Governments, under the 


ra 


| control of itsconstituents, people, and the Legislatures of 


the States, and subject to the revolutionary rights of the 
people in extreme cases. : 

“Such is the Constitution of the United States de jure 
and.de facto; and the name, whatever it be, that may be 
given, to it, can make it nothing more or less than what 
it is.’ 

This is clear and conclusive, so far as Mr. Mad- 
ison goes on the subject. 1 showed yesterday 
that in 1789, in making his report upon the Vir- 
givia resolutions, he gave the true interpretation 
to those resolutions, and explained what was 
meantby the word ‘* respective” before “ States. ”? 
In his letter, in 1832, to Mr. Rives, and in his 
letter of 1832, to Mr. Trist, (to which I referred 
yesterday,) having had time to reflect on the op- 
eration of the various provisions of the Constitu- 
tion upon the country, in the decline of life, when 
he had seen the experiment fairly made, when his 
mind was maatured upon every single point and 
provision in the Constitution, he, at that Jate pe- 
riod, sums up the doctrine and comes to the con- 
clusion that lam contending for on the present 
occasion. 

In addition to this, Mr. Jefferson, who prior 
to the formation of the Constitution was in Paris, 
writing letters on the subject of the formation of 
a stable Government here, saw the great defect in 
the Federal head under the old Articles of Con- 
federation, and he pointed with the unerring finger 
of philosophy and certainty to what is now in 
the Constitution, as what was wanting in the old 
Articles of Confederation. Mr. Jefferson, in his 
letter to Colonel Monroe, dated Paris, August 1], 
1786, speaks thus: 

“There never will be moucy in the Treasury tH the 
Confederacy shows its teeth. The States must see the rod ; 
perhaps it must be felt by some oue of them. Fam per- 
suaded all of them would rejoice to see every one obliged 
to furnish its contributions. Ft is not the difficulty of fur- 
nishing them which beggars the Treasury, but the fear that 
others will not furnish as much. Every rational citizen 
must wish to see an effective instrument of coercion, and 
should fear to see it on any other element than the water.” 

Here Mr. Jefferson, seeing the difficulty that, 
under the old Articles of Confederation, the Fed- 
eral Government had not the power to execute 


| its laws, that it could not collect revenue, points 


to what should be in the Coustitution of the Uni- 
ted States when formed. Mr. Jefferson, upon the 
same idea which wasin his mind, and which was 
afterwards embodied in the Constitution, said, in 


| a letter to E. Carrington, dated Paris, August 4, 
| 1787: 


“J confess J do not goas far in the reforms thought neces- 
sary, as some of my correspondents in America; but if the 
convention should adopt such propositions, ishall suppose 
them necessary. My general plan would be, to make the 
States oue as to everything connected with forcign nations, 
and several as to everything purely domestic. Bat, with 
all the imperfections of our present Government, it is with- 
out comparison the best existing, or that ever did exist. 
Its greatest defect is the imperfect manner in which mat- 
ters of commerce have been provided for.. lt has been so 
often said, as to be generally believed, that Congress have 


oney. Tt was not neces: y 
give them that power expressly ; they have it bythe law of 
nature. When tlo parties make a compact, there results to 
each a power of compelling the other to execute it.” 

‘When two parties make a compact, there re- 
sults to each a power of compelling the other to 
execute it.” This is Jefferson’s language. If it 
was not even expressed in the Constitution, the 
power to preserve itself and maintain its authority 
would be possessed by the Federal Government 
from the very existence of the Governmentitself, 
upon the great principle that it must have the 
power to preserve itsownexistence. But we find 
that, in plain and express lerms, this authority 
is delegated. The very powers that Mr. Jeffer- 
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son pointed out as being wanting in the old Gov- 
ernment, under the Articles of Confederation, are 
granted by the Constitution of the United States 
to the present Government by express delegation. 
Congress has the power to lay and collect taxes; 
Congress ‘has the power to pass laws to restore 
fugitives from labor escaping from one State into 
another; Congress has the power to establish post 
offices and post roads; Congress has the power to 
establish courts in the different States; and having 
these powers, ithas the authority to do everything 
necessary to sustain the collection of the revenue, 
the enforcement of the judicial system, and the 
carrying of the mails. Because Congress, having 
the power, undertakes to execute its laws, it will 


not do to say that the Government is placed in 
the position of an aggressor. Notso. Itis only 
acting within the scope of, the Constitution, and 


in compliance with its delegated powers. Buta 
State that resists the exercise of those powers be- 
comes the aggressor, and places itself in a rebel- 
lious or nullifying attitude. It is the duty of this 
Government to execute its laws in good faith. 
When the Federal Government shall fail to exe- 
cute all the laws that are made in strict conformity 
with the Constitution, if our sister States shall 
pass laws violative of that Constitution, and ob- 
structing the laws of Congress passed in conform- 
ity with it, then, and not till then, will this Gov- 
ernmenthave failed to accomplish the great objects 
ofits creation. Then it will be at an end, and 
all the parties to the compact will be released. 

But I wish to go a little farther into the author- 
ities as to the power of a State to secede from 
the Union, and to quote an opinion of Judge Mar- 
shall, given at a very carly day. I know it is 
very common to denounce him asa Federalist; 
but L care not where the truth comis from, or 
where a sound argument may be found to sustain 
a proposition that is right in itself, I am willing 
to adopt it; and I have put myself to the trouble 
to hunt up these unquestionable authorities on 
this subject, knowing that they would have more 
influence before the country, and before my con- 
stituents, than anything that l couldsay. ‘Though 
I am nota lawyer, though I have not made the 
legal profession my study and my pursuit, I claim 
to have some little common sense and understand- 
ing as to the application of general principles. 1 
find that Judge Marshall, in speaking on the ques- 
tion of the right of a State upon its own volition 
togo out of the Confederacy, in the case of Co- 
hans vs. Virginia, said: 

“it is very true, that whenever hostility to the existing 
system shall become universal”— 

That is, the system of our Government— 

“it will be also irresistible. The people made the Consti- 
tution, and the people can unmake it.” 

I care not whether he speaks here of the people 
in the aggregate or not, The application of the 
principle is just as clear, whether you say the 
people, through the States, made the Constitu- 
tion, or leave out the qualifying words ‘ through 
the States. ”? 

“ It is the creature of their will, and lives only by their 
will. But this supreme and irresistible power to make and 
unmake resides only in the whole body of the people; not 
in any subdivision of them. The attempt of any of the 
parts to exercise it is usurpation, and ought to be repelled 
by those to whom the people have delegated their power 
of repelling it.’—Wheaton’s Reports, vol. 6, p- 389. 

Now, whether you apply that, in a general 
sense, to the people in the aggregate, or to the 
States occupying the same relation to the Federal 
Government that the people do to the States, the 
principle is just the same; and when you speak of 
States ratifying and making the Constitution of 
the United States, one State, an ingredient—one 
of the community that made the Constitution— 
has no right, without the consent of the other 
States, to withdraw from the compact, and set the 
Constitution at naught. It is the principle that I 
seek; and the principle applies as well to a com- 
munity of States as it does to a community of in- 
dividuals. Admitting that this Federal Govern- 
ment was made by a community of States, can | 
one of that community of States, of its own will, 
without the consent of the rest, where the compact 
is reciprocal, setitaside, and withdraw itself from 
the operation of the Government? I have given 
you the opinion of Judge Marshall, one of the 
most distinguished jurists that ever presided in 
this country, though he is called by some a Fed- 
eralist. His mind was clear; he lived in that day 
when the Constitution should be understood, and £ 


| 
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when it was understood—in the days of Madison 


and Jefferson; and this is his opinion upon that | 


subject, as far back as 1821. : 

In this connection, I would call the attention of 
the Senate to General Jackson’s views upon this 
subject; and I would also-call their attention to 
Mr. Webster’s views, if it were necessary, for 
he is conceded, by some at Jeast, to be one of the 
most able expounders of the Constitution ‘of the 
United States. General Jackson, though not cel- 
ebrated for his legal attainments, was celebrated 
for his sagacity, his strong common sense, his 
great intuitive power of reaching correct conclu- 
sions, and understanding correct principles. In. 
1833, General Jackson, in his proclamation, takes 
identically the same ground; and declares that, 
first, a State has no power of itself to nullify a 
law of Congress within its limits; and next, that 
notwithstanding a State may claim to have se- 
ceded, it has no constitutional power to withdraw 
itself from the Union of the States, and thereby 
set at naught the laws and the Constitution. He 
argues this question forcibly and clearly; and 
comes to the unerring conclusion, according to 
my judgment, that no State has the constitutional 
power to withdraw itself from this Confederacy 
without the consent of the other States; andit 
may do good to reproduce his views on the sub- 
ject. He says, in his famous proclamation, speak- 
ing of the nullification ordinance of South Car- 
olina: A 

« And whereas the said ordinance prescribes to the peo- 
ple of South Carolina a course of conduct in direct vioka- 
tion of their duty as citizens of the United States, contrary 
to the laws of their country, subversive of its Constitution, 
and baving for its object the destruction of the Union— 
that Union which, coeval with'our political existence, led 
our fathers, without any other tics to unite them than those 
of patriotism. and a common caUuso, through a sanguinary 
struggle to a glorious independence—that sacred Union, 
hitherto inviolate, which, perfected by our happy Consti- 
tution, has brought us, by the favor of Heaven, to a state 
of prosperity at bome, aud high consideration abroad, rarely, 
if ever, equaled in the history of nations. To preserve 
this bond of our political existence from destruction; to 
maintain inviolate this state of national honor and pros- 
pein and to justify the confidence my fellow-citizens 
have reposed in me, 1, ANDREW JACKSON, President of the 
United States, have thought proper to issue this my procla- 
mation, stating my views of the Constitution and the laws 
applicable to the measures adopted by the convention of 
South Carolina, and to the reasons they have put forth to 
sustain them, declaring the course which duty will require 
me to pursue, and, appealing to the understanding and pa- 
triotisin of the people, warn them of the cohsequences that 
must inevitably reeult from an observance of the dictates 
of the convention.” 


He argues the question at length: 

« This right to secede is deduced from the nature of the 
Constitution, which, they say, is a compact between sov- 
ereign States, who have preserved their whole sovereignty, 
and therefore are subject to no superior; that because they 
made the compact they can break it when, in their opinion, 
it has been departed {rom by the other States. Failacious 
as this course of reasoning is, it enlists State pride, and 
finds advocates in the honest prejudices of those who have 
not studied the nature of our Government sufficiently to 
see the radical error on which it rests.” * iS x 

“The people of the United States formed the Constitu- 
tion, acting through the State Legislatures in making the 
compact, to meet and discuss its provisions, and acting in 
separate conventions when they ratified those provisions ; 
but the terms used in its construction show it to be a Gov- 
ernment in whieh the people ofall the States collectively 
are represented. We are ONE PEOPLE in the choice of the 
President and Vice President. Hence the States have no 
other agency than to direct the mode in which the votes 
shall be given. ‘Ihe candidates having the majority of all 
the votes are chosen. The electors of a majority of the 
States may have given their votes for one candidate, and 
yet another may be chosen. The people, then, and not 
the States, are represented in the executive branch.” 

* * * * * * * * * * 

“The Constitution of the United States, then, forms a 
Government, not a league; and whether it be formed by 
compact between the States, or in any other manner, its 
character is the same. [tis a Government in whieh all the 
people are represented; which operates directly on the 
people individually, not upon the States—they retained all 
the power they did not grant. But each State having ex- 
pressly parted with so many powers as to constitute, jointly 
with the other States, a single nation, canuot, trom that 
period, possess any right to secede; because such secession 
does not break a league but destroys the unity of a nation 5 
and any injury to that unity is not only a breach, which 
would result from the contravention of a compact, but itis 
an offense against the whole Union. To say that any State 
may, at pleasure, secede from the Union, is to say that the 
United States are nota nation ; beeatse it would be a soje- 
cism to contend that any part of a nation might dissolve its 
connection with the other parts, to their injury or ruin, 


through gross ¢rror, or to deecive those who are willing to 

assert a right but would pause before, they made a revutu- 

tiop, dr incurred the penattiey Gngequeyt on R p A 
£ Because the Union was formed by compac 


[Í just remarked, provides 


common:superior,.it cannot be enforced: Government, 
on the contrary, always has a sanction expressed: or. im- 
plied; and, in-our case, it is both necessarily implied and 
expressly given. An attempt, by force of arms, to desttoy 

overnment, is an offense by whatever’ neatis the con- 
stitutional compact may have been formed, and:sucly Gove 
ernment has.the right, by the law of self-defense, -to..pass 
acts for punishing the offender, untess-that right is modified, 
restralued, or resumed by the constitutional act: In our 
system, although itis modified in the case of treason; yet 
authority is. expressly given:to pass all laws necessaty to 
carry its powers into effect, and undet this grant, provision 


| has been inade for punishing acts which obstruct the due 


administration of the jaws.” oe. be 1 
treats, as we have seen, on the alleged undivided sover: 
eignty of the States, and on their having formed, in this 
sovereign capacity, a.compact which. is called the Consti- 
tution, from which, because they made it, they. have. the 
right to secede. Both of these positions are erroneousyand 
some of the arguments to prove them so, have been anti- 
eipated. a Sra Ch iy a tans 

“The States, severally, have not retained tl nti 
sovereignty. It has been shown that in becoming parts of 
a nation, not members of a league, they surrendered many 
of their essential parts of sovereignty.: The right to make 
treaties, declare war, levy taxes, exercise exclusive judi- 
cial and legislative powers, were all of, them functions of 
sovereign power. The States, then, for all these purposes, 
were no longer sovercign.@ The allegiance of their citizens 
was transferred, in the first instance, to the Government of 
the United States: they: became American citizens, and 
owed obedience to the Constitution of the United States, 
and to laws made in conformity with the: powers it vested 
in Congress. ‘This last position bas not been, and cannot 
be; denied. How, then, can that State be said to be soy- 
ereign and independent whose citizens owe obedience to. 
laws not made by ít, and whose magistrates are sworn to 
disregard those laws when they come iit confliet with those 
passed by another? What shows conclusively that the 
States cannot be said to have reserved: an undivided sovs 
ereiguty is, that they expressly cetled the right to punish 
treason, not treason against their separate power, but trea- 
son against the United Btates. Treason isan offense against 
sorercignty, and sovereignty must reside with the power to 
punish it. Butthe reserved rights of the States ure pot 
fess sacred because they have, for their common interest, 
made the General Government the depository of those 
powers.”? * * * * elk * wo 

«So obvious are the reasons which forbid this secession, 
that it is necessary only to allude tothem. The Union was 
formed for the benefit of all, Jt was produced by mutual 
sacrifices of interest and opinions. Can these sacrifices he 
recalled? Can the States, wlio magnaniinousiy surrendered 
their title to the territories of the West, recall the gait? 
Will the inhabitants of the inland States agree to pay the 
duties that may be imposed without their assent by those 
on the Atlantic or the Gulf for their own benefit? Shalt 
there be a free port in one State, and onerous duties in an- 
other? No man believes that any right exists in a single 
State to involve all the others in theseand countless other 
evils, contrary to the engagement solemnly made. Every 
one must see that the other States, in self-defense, must 
oppose it at all hazards.”? 


Having traveled thus far, the guerdon arises, 
in what sense are we to construe the Constitution 
of the United States? -I assume what is assumed 
in one of Mr. Madison’s letters, that the Consti- 
tution was formed for perpetuity; that it never 
was intended to be broken up. Itwas commenced, 
it is true, as an experiment; ‘but ‘the founders of 
the Constitution intended. that:thia, experiment 
should go on and on and on; and by way of mak- 
ing it perpetual, théy provided for its amendment. 
They provided that this instrument could be 
amended and improved, from time to time, as the 
changing circumstances, as the changing pursuits, 
as the changing notions of men might require; 
but they made no provision whatever for its de- 
struction. -The old Articles of Confederation were 
formed for the purpose of making ‘a perpetual 
union.” In 1787, when the convention concluded 
their deliberations and adopted the Constitution, 
what do they say in the very preamble of that 
Constitution? Having in their mind the idea that 
was shadowed forth in the old Articles of Confed- 
eration, that the Union was to be perpetual, they 
say,at the commencement, that it isto make “a 
more perfect union’? than the union under the old 
eee Confederation, which they called “ per- 
petual.” 

' What furthermore do we find? The Constitu- 
tion.of the United States” contains a provision 
that it is to be submitted to the States respect- 
ively for their ratification; but on nine States ratl- 
fiying it,it shall be the Constitution for them: In 
that way the Government was created; and ir 
that way provision was made to perfect itt What 
more do we find}, Fhe Constipation; as J have 


fr its own amendmënt, 
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its improvement, its: perpetuation, its continu- 
alice; ty. pointing out and by- prescribing the 
mode and manner in which improvements ‘shall 
be made. ‘Phat still preserves the idea that it is. 
to be. perpetual. We fadin addition, aprovision 
that Congress ‘shall have power to admit new: 
States. Socks pee ane: ; 


‘Hence, in traveling along -through the instru- 


provision:for winding it up, except on that great 
niherent principle that it’ may be wound: up. by 
the States—not by a State, but by the States 
which. spoke it.into-existence—and by no other 
means. Fhat is a means of taking down the 
Government that the Constitution could not pro- 
vide for... lt is above the Constitution; it is bc- 
yond any provision that can be made by mortal 
man 0 

Now, to expose the absurdity of the pretension 
that there is a right to secede, let me press this 
argument a little further. The Constitution has 
been formed; ithas been made perfect, or, in other 
words, means have been. provided by which it 
can be made perfect.. It was intended to be per- 
petual.. In refeyence to the execution of the laws 
under it, what do we find? As early as 1795, 
Congress passed an‘excise law, taxing distilleries 
throughout the “country, and, what were called 
the whisky: boys.of. Pennsylvania, resisted the 
law. Phe Government wanted means. It taxed 
distilleries. The people of Pennsylvania resisted 
it, 
the people resisting a constitutional law, and all 
of the people of a State doing so? But because 
you can apply the term coercion in-one case to a 

tate, and in the other call it simply the execu- 
tion of the law agaipst individuals, you say there 
işa great distinction! We do not assume the 
power to coerce a State, but we assume that Con- 
gress has power to lay and collect taxes, and Con- 
gress has the right to enforce that law when ob- 
structions and impediments are opposed to its 
enforcement. The people of Penusylvania did 
object; they did resist and oppose the legal au- 
thorities of the country. Was that law enforced ? 
‘Was it called coercion at that day to enforce it? 
Suppose all. the people of .the State of Pennsyl- 
vania had resisted: would not the law have ap- 

lied with just the same force, and would it not 

ave been just as constitutional to execute it 
against: all the people of the State, as it was to 
execute it-upon a part of their citizens? 

George Washington, in his next annual mes- 
sage to the Congress of the United States, referred 
to the subject; and if my friend from California 
will:read two. or three paragraphs for me, he will 
do me a favor, for I cannot see by this light. It 
will be seen from the rending of these paragraphs 
what George Washington considered to be his 
duty in the execution of the laws of the United 
States upon the citizens of the States. 

Mr. LATHAM read; as follows: 


“'Phus the painful alternative could not be discarded. I 
ordered the militia to. march, after ouce more admonishing 
the insurgents, in my proclamation-of the 25th of Septem- 
ber last. 

Ft was a task too difficult, to ascertain with precision 
the lowest degree’ uf force competent to the quelling of the 
insurrection, From 2 respect, indeed, to economy, and the 
ease of my fellow-citizens belonging to the militia, it would 
have gratified ine to aceoimplish such an estimate: My very 
reluctance to ascribe too much importance to the opposi- 
tion, had its extent. been accurately seen, would have been 
a decided -inducement to the smallest efficient numbers. 
In this. uncertainty, therefore, E putin motion fifteen thou- 
sand men, as being an army which, according to all human 
calculation, would-be prompt and adequate in every view, 
and might, perhaps, by rendering resistance desperate, pre- 
vent-the eflusion.of blood. -Quotas had been assigned to 
the States of New Jersey, Pennsylvania, Maryland, and 
Virginia’; the Governor of Pennsylvania’ having declared, 
on this occasion, an opinion which justified a requisition 
to the other States. 

“As commander-in-chief of the militia, when called into 
the actual service of the United States, É have visited the 
places of yoneral reudezvous, t obtain more exact inform- 
ation, and to direct a plan for alterior movements. Fad 
there been room for persuasion that thedaws were seenre 
tetion ; that the civil magistrate was able to bring 


nds to peace and good gov- 
ernment were noi in need cf that aid andcountenance which 
they oughtal to receive, and, | trust, ever wil receive, 
agaist the vicious und turbulent; E should have caught 
y lity the opportunity of restoring the militia to their 
finities and hoies.. But succeeding intelligence has tended 
“""~Lo manifest the necessity of what has been done; it being 


What is the difference between a portion of 


ch orthe most culpable as have not embraced | 


now confessed by those who were not inclined to exagger- 
ate the ill conduct of the insurgents, that their malevolence 
was not pointed inerely to a particular law, but that a'spirit 
inlmical to all order has actuated many. of the offenders. 
If the state of things had afforded reason: for the continu- 
ance of my presence with the Army, it would not have 
been Withholden. Butcvery appearance assuringsuch an 
issue as will redound te the reputation and strength of the 
United States, I have judged it most.proper to resume my. 
duties at the seat of Government, leaving the chief eom- 
mang with the Governor of Virginia? * + + * 

“While there is cause to lament that occurrences of this 
nature should have disgraced thé name or interrupted the 
tranquillity of any part of: our community, or should bave 
diverted to a new application any portion of the public re- 
sources, there are not wanting real. and substantial consola- 
tions for the misfortune. Ithas demonstrated that our pros- 
perity rests on solid foundations, by furnishing an additional 
proof that my feilow-citizens understand the true principles 
of Government and liberty; that they feel their inseparable 
union; that, notwithstanding all the devices which have 
been used to sway them from their interest and duty, they 
are now as ready to maintain the authority of the. laws 
against licentious invasions as they were to defend their 
Tights against usurpation. {thas been a spectacte, display- 
ing to the highest advantage the value of republican Gov- 
ernment, to behold the most and the least wealthy of our 
citizens standing in tle same ranks as private soldiers, pre- 
eminently distinguished by being the army of the Consti- 
tution, undeterred by a march of three hundred miles over 
rugged mountains, by the approach of an inclement season, 
or by any other discouragement. Nor ought I te omit to ac- 
Knowledge the efficacious and patriotic coöperation which 
I have experienced froin the Chief Magistrates of the States 
to which my requisitions have been addressed.??—Ameri- 
can State Papers— Miscellaneous, vol. 1., p. 85. 


Mr. JOHNSON, of Tennessee. We see that 
in that instance President Washington thought 
there was power in this Government to execute 
its laws. We sec, too, that George Washington 
considered the militia the army of the Constitu- 
tion. We sce, too, that George Washington re- 
fers to this Unionas being inscparable. This isthe 
way that the laws were exccuted by the Father 
of his Country, the man who sat as president of 
the convention that made the Constitution. Here 
was resistance interposed—opposition to the exe- 
cutionof the laws; and George Washington, then 
President of the United States, went in person at 
the head of the militia; and it showed his saga- 
city, his correct comprehension of men, and the 
effect that an immediate movement of that kind 
would have upon them. He ordered fifteen thou- 
sand of his countrymen to the scene of action, 


and went there in person,and stayed there till he | 


was satisfied that the insubordination was quelled. 
That is the manner in which George Washing- 
ton put down rebellion. That is the manner in 
which he executed the laws. 

Here, then, we find General Washington oxe- 
cuting the law, in 1795, against a portion of the 
citizens of Pennsylvania who rebelled; and, I re- 
peat the question, where is the difference between 
executing the law upon a part and upon the 
whole? Suppose the whole of Pennsylvania had 
rebelled and resisted the excise Jaw; had refased 
to pay taxes on distilleries: was it not as compe- 
tent and as constitutional for General Washing- 
ton to have executed the law against the whole 
as against a part? Is there any difference? Gov- 
ernmental affairs must be practical as well as our 
own domesticaffairs. You may make nice meta- 
physical distinctions between the practical oper- 
ations of Government and its theory; you may 
refine upon what is a State, and point outa differ- 
ence between a State and a portion of a State; but 
what is it when you reduce it to practical opera- 
tion, and square it by common sense? 

In 1832, resistance was interposed to laws of 
the United States in another State. An ordinance 
was passed by South Carolina, assuming to actas 
a sovereign State, to nullify a law of the United 
States. In 1833, the distinguished man who filled 
the executive chair, who now lies in his silent 
grave, loved and respected for his virtue, hishonor, 
his integrity, his patriotism, his undoubted cour- 
age, and his devotion to his kind, with an eye 
single to the promotion of his country’s best in- 


| terests, issued the proclamation extracts from 


which I have already presented. He was sworn 
to support the Constitution, and to see that the 


laws were faithfully executed; and he fulfilled | 


the obligation. He took all the steps necessary 
to secure ihe execution of the law, and he would 
have executed it by the power of the Government 
if the point of time had arrived when it was ne- 
cessary to resort to power. We can see that he 
acted upon similar principles to those acted upon 
by General Washingiou, He took the precau- 
tion of ordering a force there sufficient for the pur- 
pose of enabling him to say effectually to the rebel- 


f present lime, 


lious, and those who were interposing opposition 
to the execution of the laws: ‘The laws which 
we made according to the Constitution, the laws 
that provide for the collection of the revenue to 
sustain this Government, must be enforced, and 
the revenue must be collected. It is a part of 
the compact; it.is-a part of the engagement you 
have undertaken to perform, and you of your 
own. will have no. power. or authority to set it 
aside.” The duties were collected; the law was 
enforced; and the Government went ‘on. ln his 
proclamation, he made a powerful appeal. He 
told them what would be done; and it would have 
been done, as certain as God rules on high, if the 
time had arrived which made it necessary. : 
Then we see where General Washington stood, 
and where General Jackson stood. ow, how. 
does the present case stand? The time has come 
when men should speak out. Duties are mine; 
consequences are God’s. IJintend to discharge 
my duty, and I intend to avow my understanding 
of the Constitution and the laws of the country. 
Have we no authority or power to execute- the 
laws in the State of South Carolina as well as in 
Vermont and Pennsylvania? [think we have. 
As I before said, although a State"may, by an 
ordinance, or by a resolve, or by an act of any 
other kind, declare that they absolve their citizens 
from all allegiance to this Government, it does 
not release them from the compact. The com- 
pact is reciprocal; and they, in coming into’ it, 
undertook to perform certain duties and abide by 
the laws made in conformity with the compact. ` 
Now, sir, what isthe Government to do in South 
Carolina? If South Carolina undertake to drive 
the Federal courts out of that State, yet the Fed- 
cral Government has the right to hold those 
courts there. She may attempt to exclude the 


‘mails, yet the Federal Government has the right 


to establish post offices and post roads and to 
carry the mails there. She may. resist the collec- 
tion of revenue at Charleston, or any other point 
that the Government has přovided for its collec- 
tion; but the Government has the right to collect 
it and to enforce the law. She may undertake 
to take possession of the property belonging to 
the Government which was originally ceded by 
the State, but the Federal Government has the 
right to provide the means for retaining posses- 
sion of that property. If she makes an advance 
either to dispossess the Government of that which 
it has purchased, or to resist the execution of the 
revenue laws, or of our judicial system, or the 
carrying of the mails, or the exercise of any other 
power conferred on the Federal Government, she 
puts herselfin the wrong, and it will be the duty 
of the Government to see that the laws are faith- 
fully executed. By reference to the records, it 
will be seen that, on s : 

“ December 19, 1805, South Carolina granted all the right, 
title, and claim of the State to all the lands reserved for 
Fort Moultrie, on Sullivan’s Island, not exceeding five 
acres, With ali the forts, fortifications, &c., thereon ; canal, 
&c.5 the high lands, and part of the marsh, belonging. to 
Fort Johnson, not exceeding twenty acres; the kwd on 
which Fort Pinckney is built, and three acres around it; a 
portion of the sandbank on the southcasternmost point of 
Charleston, not excecding two acres; not exceeding four 
acres fora battery, or fort, &c., on Blythe’s Point, at the 
mouth of Sampit river; Mustard Island, in Beautort river 
opposite Parris’s Island; not exceeding seven acres of land 
on St. Helena Island, for a principal fort; the whole on 
condition that the United States should, within three years, 
repair forts, &c.; the United States to compensate indi- 
viduals for property; the lands, &e., to be tree from taxes 
to the State.” 

Here is a clear deed of cession. The Federal 
Government has complicd with all the conditions, 
and has, in its own right, the land on which these 
forts are constructed. ‘I'he conditions of the ces- 
sion have been complied with; and the Govern- 
ment has had possession from that period to the 
There are its forts; there is its 
arsenal, there are its dock-yards; there is the 
property of the Government; aud now, under the 
Constitution, and under the laws made in pursu- 
ance thereof, has South Carolina the authority 
and the right to expel the Federal Government 
from its own property that has been given to it 
by her own act, and of which it is now in pos- 
session? 


S? 
she 
not put herself, within the meaning and purview 
of the Constitution, in the attitude of levying war 


Does 
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against the United States? The Constitution de- 
fines and declares what is treasca. Let us talk 
about things by their right names. I know that 
some hotspur er madcap may declare that these 
are not times for a government of law; that we 
are in a revolution. I know that Patrick Henry 
once said, “if this be treason, make the most of 
it.” Tfanything can be treason in the scope and 
purview of the Constitution, is not levying war 
upon the United States treason? Is not an at- 
tempt to take its property treason? Is not an 
attempt to expel its soldiers treason? Is not an 
attempt to resist the collection of the revenue, or 
to expel your mails, or to drive your courts from 
her borders, treason? Are not these powers clearly 
_conferred in the Constitution on the Federal Gov- 
ernment to be exercised? What is it, then, Lask 
in the name of the Constitution, in the meaning 
of the term as there defined? It is treason, and 
nothing but treason; and if one State, upon its 
own volition, can go out of this Confederacy with- 
out regard to the effect it is to have upon the 
remaining parties to the compact, what is your 
Government worth? what will it come to? and in 
what will it end? 
upon such a construction. 

But itis declared and assumed that, if a State 
secedes, she is no longer a member of the Union, 


and that, therefore, the laws and the Constitution | 


of the United States are no longer operative within 
her limits, and she is not guilty if she violates 
them. Thisisa matter of opinion. [have tried to 
show, from the origin of the Government down to 
the present time, what this doctrine of secession is, 
and there is but one concurring and unerring con- 
clusion reached by all the great and distinguished 
men of the country. Madison, who is called the 
Father of the Constitution, denies the doctrine. 
Washington, who was the Father of his Country, 
denies the doctrine. Jefferson, Jackson, Clay, 
and Webster, all deny the doctrine; and yet all 
at. once it is discovered and ascertained that a 
State, of its-own volition, can go out of this Con- 
federacy, without regard to consequences, without 
regard to the injury and woe that may be inflicted 
on the remaining members from the act! 
Suppose this doctrine to be true, Mr. President, 
that a State can withdraw from this Confederacy ; 
aud suppose South Carolina has seceded, and is 
now out of the Confederacy: in what an attitude 
docs she place herself? There might be circum- 
- stances under which the States ratifying the com- 
pact might tolerate the secession of a State, she 
taking the consequences of the act. But there 
might be other circumstances under which the 
States could not allow one to secede. Why do Í 


say so? Some suppose-—and it is a well-founded | 


supposition—that by the secession of a State all 
the remaining States might be involved in disas- 
trous consequences; they might be involved in 
war; and by the secession of one State, the ex- 
istence of the remaining States might be involved, 
Then, without regard to the Constitution, dare the 
other States permit one to secede when it endan- 
gers and involves all the remaining States? The 

nestion arises in this connection, whether the 
States are in a condition to tolerate or will toler- 
ate the secession of South Carolina. That is a 
matter to be determined by the circumstances; 
thatis amatter to be determined by the emergency; 
that is a matter to be determined when it comes 
up. Itis a question which must be left open to 


be determined by the surrounding circumstances, | 


when the occasion arises. 

But conceding, for argument’s sake, the doc- 
trine of secession, and admitting that the State 
of South Carolina is now upon your coast, a for- 
eign Power, absolved from all connection with 
the Federal Government, outof the Union: what 
then? There was a doctrine inculcated in 1823, 
by Mr. Monroe, that this Government, keeping 
in view the safety of the people anà the existence 


of our institutions, would permit no European į 


Power to plant any more colonies on this conti- 
nent. Now, suppose that South Carolina is out- 
side of the Confederacy, and this Government is 
in possession of the fact that she is forming an 
alliance with a foreign Power—with France, with 
England, with Russia, with Austria, or with all 
of the principal Powers of Europe; that there is 
to be a great naval station established there; an 
immense rendezvous for their army, with a view 
to ultcrior objects, with a view of making ad- 
vances upon the rest of these States: let me ask the 


It is no Government at all | 


| Texas was engaged in arevolution with Mexico. 


| that it should have the power to acquire territory 


resulted in her separation from Mexico; she was 


| the compact, they have no right to withdraw 


Senate, lct me ask the country, if they dare per- 
mit it? Under and in compliance with the great 
law of.self-preservation, we dare not let her doit; 
and if she were a sovereign Power to-day, out- 
side of the Confederacy, and was forming an alli- 
ance that we deemed inimical to our institutions, 
and the existence of our Government, we should 
have aright to conquer and hold her as a province 
—a term which is so much used with scorn. 
Mr. President, I have referred to the manner in 
which this Government was formed. I have re- 
ferred to the provision of the Constitution which 
provides for the admission of new States. Now, 
let me ask, can any one believe that, in the crea- 
tion of this Government, its founders ‘intended 


and form it into States, and then permit them to 
goout of the Union? Letustakeacase. How 
long has it been since your armies were in Mex- 
ico? How long has it been since your brave men 
were exposed to the diseases, the privations, the 
sufferings, which are incident to a campaign of 
that kind? . How long has it been since they were 
bearing your eagles in a foreign land, many of 
them falling at the point of the bayonet, consigned 
to their long, narrow home, with no winding-sheet 
but their blankets saturated with their blood? 
How many victories did they win? how many 
laurels did they acquire? how many trophies did 
they bring back? The country is full of them. 
What did it cost you? One hundred and twenty 
million dollars. What did you pay for the coun- 
try you acquired, besides? Fifteen million dol- 
lars. Peace was made; territory was acquired; 
and, in a few years, from that territory California 
erected herself into a free and independent State, 
and, under the provisions of the Constitution, we 
admitted her as a member of this Confederacy. 
After having expended $120,000,000 in the war; 
after having lost many of our bravest and most 
gallant men; after having paid $15,000,000 to Mex- 
ico for the territory, and admitted itinto the Union 
as a State, now that the people of California have 
got into the Confederacy and can stand_alone, 
according to this modern doctrine, your Govern- 
ment was just made to let them in, and then to let 
them step out. Is not the conclusion illogical ? 
Is it not absurd to say that, now that California 
is in, she, on her own volition—without regard to 
the consideration paid for her; without regard to 
the policy which dictated her acquisition by the 
United States—can walk outand bid you defiance? 
Is it not an absurdity, if you take the reason and 
object of Government? 

But we need not stop here; let us go to Texas. 


She succeeded in the assertion and establishment 
of her independence; and she became a sovereign 
and independent Power outside of this Union. 
She applied for admission, and she was admitted 
into this family of States. After she was in, she 
was oppressed by the debts of her war which 


harassed by the Indians upon her border; and in 
1850, by way of relief to Texas, what did we do? 
There was an extent of territory that lies north, 
if my memory serves me right, embracing what 
is now called the Territory of New Mexico. 
Texas had it not in her power to protect the citi- 
zens that were there. It was a dead limb, para- 
lyzed, lifeless. The Federa! Government came 
along asa kind physician, saying, ‘¢ We will take 
this dead limb from your body, and vitalize it, | 
by giving protection to the people, and incorpo- 
rating it into a territorial government: and in ad- 
dition to that, we will give you $10,000,000, and 
you may retain your own public lands;’’ and the 
other Siates were taxed in common to pay the 
$10,000,000. Now, after all this is done, Texas, 
forsooth, upon her own volition, is to say, «Ij 
will walk out of ‘this Union!’? Were there no 
other parties to that compact? We are told the 
compact is reciprocal. Did we take in California, 
did we take in Texas, just tobencfitthem? No; 
but to add to this great family of States; and it is 
apparent, from the fact of their coming in, that 
the compact is reciprocal; and having entered into 


without the consent of the remaining States. 
Again: take the case of Louisiana. What did 
we pay for ber in 1803, and for what was she 
wanted? Just to get Louisiana into the Confed- |} 
cracy? Just for the benefit of that particular |; 


locality? Was not the mighty Wesi looked to? 


Was it not to secure. the free navigation of 
Mississippi river, the mouth of which’ was thew 
in possession of France, shortly, before of Spain, 
passing about between those two Powers? Yes, 
the navigation of that river was wanted. Si 
for Louisiana? Nọ, but for all the States 
United States paid $15,000,000, and France 
the country to the United States.. It remaine 
a territorial condition for a ‘while, sustained an 
protected by the strong arm of the Federal Gov: 
erment, We acquired. the territory and the nayir 
gation of the river; and. the money was:paid t 
the benefit of all the States, and not of Louisiana 
exclusively. And now that, this great valley. is 
filled up; now that the navigation of the Missis- 
sippi is one hundred times more important than it 
was then; now, after the United States have paid 
the money, have-acquired’ the title to Louisiana, 
and have incorporated her into the Confederacy, 
it is proposed that she shall go out of the Union? 
In 1815, when her shores were invaded; when 
her city was about to be sacked; when her booty. 
and her beauty were about to fall a prey to British: 
aggression, the brave men-of Tennessec,.and iof: 
Kentucky, and of the surrounding States, rushed: 
into her borders and upon. her shores, and under 
the lead of their own gallant Jackson, drove the 
invading forces away. And now, after all this; 
after the money has been paid; after the free nav~ 
igation of the river has been obtained—not for-the 
benefit of Louisiana alone, but for her in common 
with all the States—-Louisiana says to the other 
States; “We will go outof this Confederacy; we 
do not care if you did fight our. battles; we do 
not care if you did acquire the free navigation of 
this river from France; we will go out if we think 
proper, and constitute ourselves an independent 
Power, and bid defiance to the other States.’’. It 
is an absurdity; it is.a.contradiction;.itis ilogi- 
cal; it is not deducible from. the. structure ;of the 
Government itself. a... 0: EES ` EA 
Mr. SLIDELL. -Will the Senator permit me 
to make a single remark ?: i 
Mr. JOHNSON, of. Ten 


‘Tennessee. The Senator 
knows how I wäs interrupted Yesterday. 
Mr. SLIDELL, I merely. wish to. say to the 
Senator that 1 donot know a citizen of any south- 
western State bordering on the Mississippi who 
does not acknowledge the propriety and necessity: 
of extending to every citizen oF the country whose 
streams flow into the Mississippi the free navi- 
gation of the river and the free interchange of all 
of the agricultural products of the valley of the 
Mississippi. Such a course is dictated. not only, 
by every consideration of justice, but by the rec- 
ognized and well-understood interests of the south- 
western States. On this point, I can speak with 
entire confidence of the sentiment of Louisiana. 
Mr. JOHNSON, of Tennessee. That may all 
be very true; and I do not suppose that, at this 
moment, there is a citizen in the State of Louisi- 
ana who would think of obstructing the free nav- 
igation of the river; but are not nations controlled 
by their interests in varying circumstances? lt 
strikes mg so; and hereafter, when a conflict of 
interest arises; when. difficulty may “spring. up 
between two separate Powers, Louisiana, having 
the control of the mouth of the river, might feel 
disposed to tax our citizens going down there, 
It is a power that [am not willing to concede to 
be exercised at the discretion of any authority 
outside of this Government. The Senator’s as- 
surance does not amount to anything. It depends 
entirely on the interest and condition. ofthe pur- 
rounding country as to what power Louisiana 
would want to exercise in reference to that river. 
So sensitive have been the people of my State 
upon the free navigation of that river,that as far 
back as 1796, now sixty-four years-ago, in their 
bill of rights, before they passed under the juris- 
diction of the United States, they declared: 
“That an equal participation of the free navigation of 
the Mississippi is oue of the inberent rights of the citizens 
of this State: it cannot, therefore, be conceded to any 
prince, potentate, Power, person, of persons whatever.” 
This shows the estimate that the people fixed 
on this stream sixty-four years ago; and now we 
are told, if Louisiana does go out, it is sot: her 
intention at this time to tax the people above, 
Who can tell what may be the intention of Lou- 
isiana hereafter? Ave we willing to place the 
rights of our citizens, are we willing to place the 
travel and commerce of our citizens; at the dis- 
cretion of any Power outside of this Government? 
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Twill not; Ido not care whether the other. Powers 

bein Louisiana or the moon. >> < S 
But, then, as we go on, let us follow the circle, 

and'seé where this doctrine will carry us. How 


long has it been since Florida lay out on our coast 
anannoyance to us? And now she has got entirely 
feverish about being an independent and separate 
Government, whileshe has not as many qualified 
voters-as there-are in one congressional’ district. 
What condition did Florida occupy in.1811? She 


st 


d.in the possession of Spain. What did the 
ited States think about having adjacent terri- 
tory outside of their jurisdiction? Let us turn 
to the authorities, and see what proposition they 
were willing tò act upon. I find, in the statutes 
of the United States, this joint resolution: 


“Taking into. view the peculiar situation of Spain, and 
other American provinces, and considering the influence 
which the destiny of the territory adjoining the southern 
border of the United States may have upon their security, 
tranquillity, and commerce: ‘Therefore, 

“Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives of 
the United States of America in Congress assembled, That 
the United States, under the peculiar circumstances of the 
existing crisis, cannot, without serious inquictude, see any 


part of the said territory pass into the hands of any foreign |} 


Power; and that a due regard to theirown safety compels 
them to provide, under certain contingencies, for the tem- 
porary occupation of the said territory. They, at the same 
time, declare that the said territory shall, in their hands, 
remain subject to future negotiation.’ 


‘What principle isset forth there? Florida was 
ithe possession’of Spain. English spies were 
harbored in her territory. Spain was inimical to 
the United States; and in view of the great prin- 
ciple of self-preservation, the Congress of the 
United States passed a resolution declaring that 
if Spain attempted to transfer Florida into the 
hands of any other Power, the United States 
would take possession of it. Yet Congress were 
gracious and condescending enough to say that it 
should remain open to future negotiation. That 
is tosay, ‘* Hereafter, if we can make anegotiation 
that will suit us, we will make it; if we do not, 
we will keep the territory; that is all. There 
was the territory lying upon our border, outside 
of the jurisdiction of the United States; and we 
declared, by an act of Congress, that no foreign 
Power should possess it. 

We wentstill further and appropriated $100,000, 
and authorized the President to enter and take 
rossession of it with the means placed in his 
ands.: Afterwards, we did negotiate with Spain, 
and gave $6,000,000 forthe Territory; and we 
established’a territorial government for it. What 
aiext? “We undertook to drive out the Seminole 
Indians,and we had a war in which this Govern- 
ment lost more than it lost in all the other wars 
it was engaged in; and we paid the sum of 
$25,000,000 to get the Seminoles out of the 
Swamps, so that the Territory could be inhabited 
by white men. We paid for it, we took posses- 
sion of it; and I remember, when I was in the 
other House, and Florida was knocking at the 
door for admission, how extremely anxious her 
then able Delegate was to be admitted. He now 
sits before me, (Mr. Yutrr.] Ll remember how 
important he thought it was then to come under 
the protecting wing of the United States as one 
of the stars of our Confederacy. But now the 
Territory‘is paid for, England is driven out, 
$25,000,000 have been expended; and they want 
no longer the protection of this Government, but 
will go out without consulting the other States, 
withoutreference to the effect upon the remaining 
parties to the compact. ‘Where will she go? Will 
she attach herself to Spain again? Will she pass 
back under the jurisdiction of the Seminoles? 
After having been nurtured and protected and 
fostered by all these States, now, without regard 
to them, is she to be allowed, at her own volition, 
to withdraw from the Union? I say she has no 
constitutional right to de it; and when she doesit, 
itis an actof aggression, If shesuccceds, it will 
only be a successful revolution. If she does not 
suceced, she must take the penalties and terrors 
of the law. 


- Bat, sir, there is another question that suggests 
itself in this connection. Kansas, during the last 
Congress, applied for admission into this Union. 
She assumed to be a State, and the difficulty in 
the way was a provision in her constitution, and 
the manner of its adoption. We did not let Kan- 
sasin. We did not question her being a State; 
but on accountof the manner of forming her con- 
stitution and its provisions, we kept Kansas out. 


a Territory? Does she revert back to her terri- 
torial condition of pupilage? Or, having been a 
State, and having applied for admission and been 
refused, is she standing out a State? You hold her 
as a territory; you hold heras a province. You 
prescribe the mode of electing the members of her 
Legislature, and pay them out of your own Treas- 
ury. Yes, she is a province controlled by Fed- 
eral authority, and her laws are made in conform- 
ity with the acts of Congress. Is she not a Ter- 
ritory? I think she is. ae 

Suppose the State of California withdraws from 
the Union. We admitted her. She was territory 
acquired by the United States, by our blood and 
our treasure. Now, suppose she withdraws from 
the Confederacy: does she pass back into a terri- 
torial condition, remain a dependency upon the 
Federal Government, or does she stand outasa 
separate government? Let me take Louisiana, 
for which we paid $15,000,000. That was a Ter- 
ritory for a number of years—yes, a province. It 
is only another name fora province. It is a pos- 
session held under the jurisdiction of the United 
States. We admitted Louisiana into the Union 
asa State. Suppose we had refused to admit her: 
would she not still have remained a Territory? 
Would she not have remained under the protec- 
tion of the United States? But now, if she has 
the power to withdraw from the Union, does she 
not pass back into the condition in which she was 
before we admitted her into the Union? In what 
condition does she place herself? When those 
States which were at first Territories cease their 
connection with this Government, do they pass 
back into the territorial condition ? When Florida 
is going out, when Louisiana is going out, and 
these other States that were originally Territorics 
go out of the Union, in what condition do they 
place themselves? Are they Térritories or States? 
Are they merely on probation to become members 
of this Confederacy, or are they States outside of 
the Confederacy ? 

Mr. YULEE. Will the Senator allow me to 
ask a single question in this connection ? 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Tennessee. I hope the 
Senator will not interrupt me. Ido not refuse 
out of any discourtesy,. 

Mr. WIGFALL. Let him alone. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Tennessee. Remarks of 
that kind never affect me in the slightest degree; 
Inever hear them. But, Mr. President, I have re- 
ferred to the acts of Congress for acquiring Florida 
as setting forth a principle. Let me read another 
of those acts: 

An act to enable the President of the United States, under 
certain contingencics, to take possession of the country 
lying east of the river Perdido, and south of the State of 
Georgia and the Mississippi Territory, and for other pur- 

VOSES. 

k Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives 
of the United Séates of Americain Congress assembled, ‘That 
the President of the United States be, and he is hereby, 
authorized to take possession of and occupy all or any part 
of the territory Jying tof the river Perdido, and south 
of the State of Georgia and the Mississippi Territory, in 
case an arrangement has been or shall be made with the 
loeal authorities of the said territory for the delivering 
up the possession of the same or any part thereof to the 
United States, or in the event of an attempt to occupy the 
said territory or any part thereof’ by any forcign Govern- 
ment; and he may, for the purpose of taking possession 
and occupying the territory ato d, in order to maintain 
therein the authority of the United States, employ any part 
of the Army and Navy of the United States which he may 
deem necessary.”? 

What is the principle avowed here ? That from 
the gcographical relations of this territory to the 
United States, from its importance to the safet 
and security of the institutions ofthe United States, 

awc authorized the President to expend $100,000 


session of it if it were likely to pass to any foreign 
Power. We sec the doctrine and principle there 
established and acted upon by our Government. 
This principle was again avowed by distinguished 


Mr. Buchanan, Mr. Soulé of Louisiana, and Mr. 
Mason of Virginia, our ministers to the three 
principal Courts in Europe. They met at Ostend 


| and drew upa paper in which they laid down 


certain doctrines in strict conformity with the act 
of Congress that I have just read. “They say in 
that paper, signed by James Buchanan, J. Y. 
Mason, and Pierre Soulé: 

“Then, 1. It must be elear to every reflecting mind, 


that, from the peculiarity of its geographical position, and 
the considerations attendant on it, Cuba is as necessary to 


. 


Whatis Kansas now? Is she a State, oris she 


to get a foothold there, and especially to take pos- | 


men at Ostend. A paper was drawn up there by | 


the North American Republic as any of its present mem- 
bers, and that it belongs, naturally, to that great family of 
States of which the Union is the providential nursery. 

& From its locality it commands the mouth of the Mis- 
sissippi, and the immense and annually increasing trade 
which mast seck this avenuc to the ocean, 

“On the numerous navigable streams, measuring an ag- 
gregate course of some thirty thousand miles, which dis- 
embogue themselves through this magnificent river into the 
Gulf of Mexico, the increase of the population within the 
tastten years amounts tomore than that ofthe entire Union 
at the time Louisiana was annexed to it. 

“The natural and main outlet to the products of this 
entire population, the highway of their direct intercourse 
with the Atlantic and Pacific States, can never be secure, 
but must ever be endangered while Cuba is a dependency 
of a distant Power in whose possession it has proved to be 
a source. of constant annoyance and embarrassment to their 
interests.” Kanas are ieee Be a 

“The system of immigration and labor lately organized 
within its limits, and the tyranny and oppression which 
characterize its immediate rulers, threaten an insurrection 
atany moment which may result in direful consequences 
to the American people. 3 

“ Cuba has thus become to usan unceasing danger, and a 
permanent cause of anxiety and alarm,” * à * = 

“ Self preservation is the first law of nature, with States 
as well. as with individuals, All nations have, at different 
periods, acted upon this maxim. Although it has been 
been made the pretext for committing flagrant injustice, as 
in the partition of Poland, and other similar eases which 
history records, yet the principle itself, though often abused, 
has always beenrecognized.”* * oe * Our 
past history forbids that we should acquire the Island of 
Cuba without the cousent of Spain, unless justified by the 
great law of seli-preservation. We-must, in any event, 
preserve our own conscious rectitude, and our own self- 
respect.’? r 

Mark you, we are never to acquire Cuba unlèss 
it is necessary to our self-preservation: 

“ While pursuing this course we can afford to disregard 
the censures of the world, to which we have been so often 
and so unjustly exposed. i 

“ After we shall have offered Spain a price for Cuba far 
beyond its present vatuc, and this shall have been refused, 
it will then be time to consider the question does Cuba, in 
the possession of Spain, seriously endanger our internal 
peace and the existence of our cherished Union ? 

“Should this question be answered in the affirmative, 
then, by every flaw, buman and divine, we shall be justified 
in-wresting it from Spain if we possess the power ; and this 
upon the v me principle that would justify an individ- 
ual in tearing down the burning house of his neighbor, if 
there were vo other means'of preventing the flames frum 
destroying his own home.?? 

Now, this is all pretty sound doctrine. 
for all of it. 

“ Undersuch circumstances we ought neither to count the 
cost nor regard the odds which Spain might enlist against 
us. We forbear. to enter into the question, whether the 
present condition of the island would justify such a meas-. 
ure? We should, Bowever, be reereant to our duty, Deun- 
worthy of our gallant forefathers, and commit bhasi 
against our posterity, showd we permit Cuba to be ¢ 
eanized and become asecond St. Domingo, with all its at- 
tendant horrors to the white race, and suffer the flames to 
extend to our own neighboring shore, seriously to endanger 
or actually to consume the fair fabric of our Union.” 

We find in this document, signed by our three 
ministers, and approved by the American people, 
the doctrine laid down clearly that if the United 
States believed that Cuba was to be transferred 
by Spain to England or to France, or to some 
other Power inimical to the United States, the 
safety of the American people, the safety of our 
institutions, the existence of the Government, 
being imperiled, we should have a right, without, 
regard to money or blood, to acquire it. 

Where does this carry us? We find that this 
doctrine was not only laid down, but practiced, 
in the casc of Florida. Suppose Louisiana was 
now out of the Confederacy, holding the key to 
the Gulf, the outlet to the commerce of the great 
West: under the doctrine laid down by these 
ministers, and practiced by the Congress of the 
United States, would not this Government have 
the right, in obedience to the great principle of 
self-preservation, and for the safety of our insti- 
tutions, to seize it and pass it under the jurisdic- 
tion of the United States, and hold it asa province 
subject to the laws of the United States? I say 
it would. The same principle applied to Flor- 
ida. The same principle would apply to South 
Carolina, I regret that she occupies the position 
that she has assumed, but I am arguing a prin- 
ciple, and do not refer to her out of any disrespect. 
If South Carolina were outside of the Confeder- 
acy, an independent Power, having no conection 
with the United States, and our institutions were 
likely to be endangered, and the existence of the 
Government imperiled by her remaining a sepa- 
rate and independent Power, or by her forming 
associationsand alliances with some foreign Power 
that would injure our free institutions, I say we 
should have aright, on the principle laid down 
by Mr. Mason, Mr. Buchanan, aid Mr. Soulé, 
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and upon the principle practiced by the Congress 
of the United States in the case of Florida, to 
seize her, pass her under the jurisdiction of the 
United States, and hold her as a province. 

Mr. President, I have spoken of the possibility 
of a State standing in the position of South Car- 
olina making alliances with a forcign Power. 
What do we see now? Ex-Governor Manning, 
of that State, in a specch made not long since at 
Columbia, made these declarations: 

« Cotton is king, and would enable us in peace to ruje 
the nations of the world, or successfully to encounter them 
in war. The millions in France and England engaged in 
its manufacture, are an cffectual guarantee of the friendship 
of those nations. ‘If necessary, their armies would stand 
to guard its uninterrupted and peaceful cultivation, and 
their men-of-war would line our coasts to guard it in its 
transit from our ports.” 

Ali! are we prepared, in the face of doctrines 
like these, to permit a State that has been a mem- 
ber of our Confederacy to go out, and erect her- 
self into an independent Power, when she points 
to the time when she will become a dependent of 
Great Britain, or when she will want the pro- 
tection of France? Whatis the doctrine laid down 
by Mr. Buchanan and Mr. Mason and Mr. Soulé? 
If Cuba is to pass into the hands of an unfriendly 
Power, or any Power inimical to the United 
States; we have a right to seize and to hold her. 
Where is the difference between the two cases? 

If South Carolina is outside of the Confederacy 
as an independent Power, disconnected from this 
Government, and we find her forming alliances to 
protect her, Lask what becomes of that great prin- 
ciple, the law of self-preservation? Docs it not 
apply with equal force? We are told, upon pretty 
high authority, that Great Britain is operating in 
the United States; that she is exerting a power- 
ful influence. I find that, in a paper issued from 
the executive office, Little Rock, Arkansas, and 
addressed to the militia of the State of Arkansas, 
the following language is used: 

“tis my opinion, that the settled and secret policy of 
the British Government is to disturb the domestic tranquil- 
lity of the United States; that its object isto break up and 
destroy our Government, get rid of a powertul rival, extend 
the area of the British dominions on this Continent, and 
become the chief and controlling Power in America.” 

I will not read it all. He gives many reasons 
why it isso. He says: 

«“T believe that such a conspiracy exists against our Fed- 
eral Government, and that, if all the secret facts and trans- 
actions connected with it, and the names of the seerct 
agents and emissaries of the British Government, distrib- 
uted throughout the United States, could be ascertained, 
well authenticated, and made public, the patriotic people 
of the United States would be filled with astonishment; 
and having discovered the real author and instigator of the 
mischicf, all discord between the free States and the slave 
States would at once be allayed, if not entirely cease, and 
that then they would become fraternally and more firmly 
united; and that the united indignation of the patriotic 
citizens of the whole Union inst the British Govern- 
ment and its agents and emissaries would be so great that 
war would be declared against the British Government in 
Jess than twelve months.’ 

The Governor of the Bute of Arkansas says, 

that if all the secret workings of Great Britain in 
this country could be ascertained, war would be 
declared in less than twelve months against the 
Government of Great Britain. What further does 
he say: 
* « Entertaining these opinions, I deem it my duty to the 
people of the State of Arkansas, to warn them to go to work 
in carnest and make permanent and thorough preparations, 
sò that they may at al} times be ready to protect themselves 
and our State against evils which I believe the British 
Government intends shall not be temporary and trifling, 
but continuous and aggravated, ‘irrepressible’ and terri- 
ble.” 

This is signed by “ Elias N. Conway, Governor 
of the State of Arkansas, and commander-in- 
chief of the army of said State, and of the militia 
thereof.”? But ex-Governor Manning, of South 
Carolina, declares that cotton is king, and that 
the armies of Great Britain, and the fleets of 
Trance, and their men of war, would protect them; 
the one in the peaceful production of cotton, and 
the other in its exportation to the ports of the 
world. What sort of times are we falling on? 
Where are we going? Ave these the threats that 
we are to be met with? 

Is the United States to be told by one of the 
States attempting to absolve itself from its allegi- 
ance, without authority, and in fact in violation 
ofthe Constitution of the United States, that being 
disconnected with the Confederacy, it will place 
itself upon our coast to form an alliance with 
France and with England, which will protect her 
more securely than the protection which she now 


receives from the United States? The question 
recurs, have we not an existence, have we not 
institutions, to preserve; and in compliance with 
the great law of self-preservation, can we permit 
one of these States to take the protection of afor- 
eign Power that is inimical and dangerous to the 
peaceful relations of this Government? Can we 
do it? I donot believe that wecan.. I repeat, for 
fear it may be misunderstood, that there are cer- 
tain circumstances and conditions under which the 
remaining States, parties to the compact, might 
tolerate the secession of one State; and there are 
other circumstances and. other conditions under 
which they dare not do it, in view of the ‘great 
principle of self-preservation of which I have been 
speaking. When any State takes such an atti- 
tude what will be our course of policy? Thecase 
must be determined by the existing circumstances 
at the time. 

But it is expected and said by some that South 
Carolina, in making this movement, intends to 
carry the other States along with her; that they 
will be drawn into it. Now, Mr. President, is that 
the way for one sister, for one rebellious State, to 
talk to others! Is that the language in which eT 
should be addressed? I ask my friend from Cal- 
ifornia to read an extract from the message of 
Governor Gist, of South Carolina. He will do 
me a favor by so doing; and then we shall see the 
basis upon which we stand, and the attitude in 
which we are to be placed. Not only is South 
Carolina to go out of the Union in violation of the 
Constitution, impeding and resisting the exccu- 
tion of the laws, but the other States are to be 
dragged along with her, and we are all to be in- 
volved in one common ruin. 

Mr. LATHAM read the following extract from 
the message of Governor Gist to the Legislature 
of South Carolina: 

«The introduction of slaves from other States which may 
not become members of the southern confederacy, aud par- 
ticularly the border States, should be prohibited by legisla- 
live enactment; and by this means they will be brought to 
sce that their safety depends upon a withdrawal from their 
enemies and an union with their friends and natural allies. 
If they should continue their union with the non-slave- 
holding States, let them keep their slave property in their 
own borders, and the only alternative left them will be eman- 
cipation by their own act, or by the action of their own 
confederates. We cannot consentto relieve them from their 
embarrassing situation by permitting them to realize the 
money value for their slaves by selling them to us, and thus 
prepare them, without any toss of property, to accommo- 
date themselves to the northern free-soil idea. Butshoutd 
they unite their destiny with us, and become stars in the 
southern galaxy—members of a great southern confedera- 
tion—wwe will receive them with open arms and an enthu- 
siastic greeting”? * ® * x x X fi 

« All hope, therefore, of concerted action by a southern 
convention being lost, there is but one course left for South 
Carolina to pursue consistent with ber honor, interest, and 
safety, and that is, to look neitber to the right or the lett, 
but go straight forward to the consummation of her pur- 
pose. It is too late now to receive propositions for a con- 
ference; and the State would be wanting iu self-respect, 
after having deliberately decided on her own course, to €n- 
tertain any proposition looking to a continuance of the pres- 
ent Union. We can get no better or safer guarantee than 


the present Constitution ; and that has proved impotent to | 


protect us inst the fanaticism of the North. ‘Che insti- 
tution of slavery must be under the exclusive control of 
those direetly interested in its preservation, and not leftto 
the mercy of those that belicve it to be their duty to de- 
stroy it.” 


Mr. JOHNSON, of Tennessee. If my friend 
will read an extract from the speech of Mr. Kuirr, 
of South Carolina, it will show the determination 
and policy to be pursued. It is done with all 
respect to him; for he is aman upon whom look 
as a perfect and entire gentleman, from all my 
acquaintanee with him; but I merely want to 
quote from his speech to get at the policy they 
wish to pursue. 

Mr. LATHAM read, as follows: 


«Yon. L. M. Kerr was serenaded at Columbia on Mon- 
day evening ; and in response to the couspliment he spoke at 
considerable length in favor of separate State action. He 
said South Carolina could not take one step backward now 
without receiving the curses of posterity. South Carolina. 
single and alone, was bound to go out of this accursed 
Union: he would take her out if but three men went with 
him, and if slaves took her baek it would be to her grave- 
yard. Mr. Buchanan was pledged to secession, and he meant 
to hold him to it. The policy of the State should be pri- 
dent and bold. His advice was, move on, side by side. He 
requested union and harmony among those embarked in 
the same great cause ; but yield nota day too long, and when 
the time comes let it come speedily. Take your destinies 
in yourown hands, aud shatter this accursed Union. South 
Carolina could do it alone, Butit she could not, she could 
at least throw ber arms around the pillars of the Constitit- 
tion, and involve all the States in a common ruin. Mr. 
Kerr was greatly applauded throughout his address.” 


Mr. JOMNSON, of Tennessec. Mr. President, 


L have referred-to these:extracts to:show the pol? 
icy.intended to be pursued by our seceding sisters 
What is the first threat thrown out?» It isaniin= 
timidation tothe border States; alludingespceially, 
1 suppose, to Virginia, Maryland Kentucky, and: . 
Missouri. They-constitute the first- tier-of the 
border slave States. "Phe next: tier! would’ be 
North. Carolina and Tennessee and. Arkansas 
We in the South have complained of and. con- 
demned the position assumed by the Abolition 
ists, ‘We have complained. that: their intention 
was to hem slavery in; so that, like the'scorpion 
when surrounded by fire, if it did not die from 
the intense heat of the scorching flames, it would 
perish in its own poisonous skin. Now, oursis- 
ter, without consulting her sisters, without caring 
for their interest or their consent, says. that she 
will move forward; that she will destroy the Gov- 
ernment under which we: have: lived, and that 
hereafter, when she forms a Government or a 
Constitution, unless the border States come in; 
she will pass laws prohibiting the importation of 
slaves into her State from those States, and.thereby 
obstruct. the slave trade among the States, and 
throw the institution back upon the border States; 
so that they will be compelled to emancipate their 
slaves upon the principle laid down by the Abs 
olition party. That is the rod held over us! 

I tell our sisters in the South that so far as Ten- 
nessec is concerned, she will not be dragged into 
a southern or any other confederacy until she 
has had time to consider; and then she will go 
when she believes it to be her interest, and not 
before. I tell our northern friends, who are re- 
sisting the execution of the laws made in con- 
formity with the Constitution, that we will not 
be driven on the other hand into their confed- 
acy, and we will not go into it unless it suits us, 
and they give us such guarantees as we deem 
right and proper. We say to you of the South, 
we are not to be frightened. and coerced. Ob, 
when one talks about coercing a State, how mad- 
dening and insulting to the State; but when you 
want to bring the other States to terms, how easy 
to point out a means by which to coeree them! 
But, sir, we do not intend to be coerced. 

We are told that certain States will go out- and 
tear this accursed Constitution into fragments, 
and drag the pillars of this mighty edifice down 
upon us, and involve us all in one common ruin, 
Will the border States submit to such a threat? 
No. If they do not come into the movement, the 
pillars of this stupendous fabric of human free- 
dom and greatness and goodness are to be pulled 
down, and all will be involved. in one common 
ruin. Such is the threatening language used. 
“You shall come into our confederacy, or we will. 
coerce you to the emancipation of your slaves.”’ 
That is the language which is held toward us. 

There are many ideas afloat about this threat- 
ened dissolution, and it is time to speak out... The 
question arises in reference to the protection and 
preservation of the institution of slavery, whether 
dissolution isa remedy or will give to it protection. 
I avow here, to-day; that if I were an Abolition- 
ist, and wanted to accomplish the overthrow and 
abolition of the institution of slavery in the south- 
ern States, the first step that I would take would 
be to break the bonds of this Union, and dissolve 
this Government. I believe the continuance of 
slavery depends upon the preservation of this 
Union, and a compliance with all the guarantees 
of the Constitution. I believe an interference 
with it will break up the Union; and I believe'a 
dissolution of the Union will, in the end, thongh 
it may be some time to come, overthrow the in- 
stitution of slavery. Hence we find so many in 
the North who desire the dissolution of these 
States as the most certain and direct and effectual 
means of overthrowing the institution of slavery. ` 

What protection would it be to us to dissolve 
this Union? What protection would it be to us 
to convert this nation into two hostile Powers, the 
one warring with the other? Whose property is 
at stake? Whose interest is endangered ? . Is it 
not the property of the border States? Suppose 
Canada were moved down upon our border, and 
the two separated sections, then different nations; 
were hostile: what would the institution of slavery. 
be worth on the border? . Every man; who. has 
common sense will see that the instiumuon would 
take up its march:and retreat,as certainly and as 
unerringly as general laws- can operate. Yes; it 
would commence to retreat the very moment this 
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Government was converted into-hostile Powers, 
aud: you made the line between the'slaveholding 
and noneslavelotding States the line of division. 

Then, what remedy do we get for the institution 
ofislavery ? Must we keep up astanding- army? 
Must we keep up-forts bristling with arms along 
the whole border? - ‘This is a question to be con- 
sidered, one. that involves the future; and no step 
should ye. taken: without mature reflection: Be- 
fore this Union is dissolved and broken up, we in 
Yennessee,.as ‘one. of the slave States, want to'be 
consulted; we want to know what protection we 
are to have; whether we are simply to.be made 
outpdsts and guards ‘to ‘protect the property of 
others,at the same time that we sacrifice and lose 
surown. We want.to.understand this question, 

Again: if there is one division of the States, 
will there not‘be more than one? I heard a Sèn- 
ator say the other day that-he would rather see 
this Government separated into thirty-three frac- 
tional parts than to see itconsolidated; but when 

ou once begin to divide, when the first division 
1s. made, who can tell when the next will be made ? 
When these Statesare all turned loose, anda dif- 
ferent condition of things is presented, with com- 
plex and abstruse interests to be gonsidered and 
weighed and understood, what combinations may 
take place tio enc can tell. Tam opposed to the 
consolidation of Government, and f am as much 
for the reserved rights of States as any one; but, 
rather than see this Union divided into thirty- 
three’ petty Governments, with alittle prince in 
one, a potebtate in another, a little aristocracy in 
a third, a little democracy in a fourth, and a re- 
public: somewhere else; a citizen not being able 
to pass from-one State to another without a pass- 
port or a-commission from his Government; with 
quarreling and warring amongst the litle petty 
Powers, which would result in anarchy; I would 
rathor see this Government to-day—I proclaim 
it here in my place—converted into a consolidated 
Government. Lt would be better for the Ameri- 
can peoples it would be better for our kinds it 
would be better for humanity; better for Chris- 
tianity; better for all that tends to elevate and en- 
noble man, than breaking up this splendid, this 
magnificent, this stupendous fabric of human 
government, the most perfect that the world ever 
saw, and which has succeeded thus far without a 
parallel in the history-of the world, 

When yowcome to break up and turn loose the 
different elements, there ig no telling what com- 
binations may take place in the future. It may 
occur, for instance, to the middle States that they 
will not get so good a Government by going a 
little further south as by remaining where we are. 
lt may occur to North Carolina, to Tennessee, to 
Kentucky, to Virginia, to Maryland, to Missouri— 
and perhaps Ilinois might fallin, too—that, by 
erecting themselves into a central, independent 
republic, disconnected either with the North or 
the South, they could stand as a peace-maker— 
could stand asa great breakwater, resisting the 
heated and surging waves of the South, and the 
fanatical abolitiontsm of the North. ‘They might 
think that they could stand there and lift them- 

elves up above the two extremes, with the sin- 
cere hope that the ume would arrive when the 
extremes would come together, and reunite once 
more, and we could reconstruct this greatest and 
best Government.the world has ever seen. Orit 
might so turn out, our institution of slavery being 
exposed upon the northern line, that by looking 
to Pennsylvania, to New York, and to some of 
the other States, instead of having them as hos- 
tile Powers upon our frontiers, they might come 
to this central republic, and give us such consti- 
tutional guarantees, and such assurances that they 
would-be executed, that it might be to our inter- 
est to form an alliance with them, and have a pro- 
tection on our frontier. 

I throw these outas considerations. There willbe 
various projects and various combinations made. 
Memphis is now connected with Norfolk, in the 
Old Dominion; Memphisis connected with Balti- 
more within two days. Here is a coast that Jets 
us out to the commerce of the world. When we 
look around in the four States of Tennessee, Ken- 
tucky, Virginia, and Maryland, there are things 
about which our memories, our attachments, and 
our associations Unger with prideand with pleas- 
ure. 
the place where, in 1781, Cornwallis surrendered 
his sword-to the immortal Washington. In the 


Go down into the Old Dominion; there is | 


bosom of her soil are deposited her greatest and 
best sms. Move along in-that trail, and there we 
find Jefferson and. Madison and Monroe, and a 
long list of worthies. 

‘We'come next to old North Carolina, my na- 
tive State, God bless her! She is my mother. 
Though she was not my cherishing mother, to 
use the language of the classics, she is the mother 
whom I love, and I cling to her with undying af- 
fection, asa son should cling to an affectionate 
mother. We find Mecklen, who was associated 
with our early history, deposited in her soil. Go 
to King’s Mountain, on her borders, and you there 
find the place on which the battle was fought that 
turned: the tide of the Revolution. Yes, within 
her bordersthe signal battle was fought that turned 
the tide which resulted in the surrender of Corn- 
wallis at Yorktown, in the Old Dominion. 

Travel ona little further, and we get back to Ten- 
nessee. [shall be as modestas E can in reference 
to her, but she has some associations that make 
her dear to the people of the United States. Jn 
Tennessee we have our own illustrious Jackson. 
There he sleeps—that Jackson who issued his 
proclamation in 1833, and saved this Government. 
We have our Polk and our Grundy, and a long 
list of others who are worthy of remembrance. 

And who lie in Kentucky? Your Hardings, 
your Boons, your Roanes, your Clays, are among 
the dead; your Critrenpen among the living. 
All are identified and associated with the history 
of the country. ; 

Maryland has her Carroll of Carrollton, and a 
long list of worthies, who are embalmed in the 
hearts of the American people. And you are 
talking about breaking up this Republic, with this 
cluster of associations, these ties of affection, 
around you. May we not expect that some means 
may be devised by which they can be preserved 
together ? 

Here, too, in the center of the Republic, is the 
seatof Government, which was founded by Wash- 
ington, and bears his immortal name. Who dare 
appropriate it exclusively? [tis within the bor- 
ders of the States J have enumerated, in whose 
limits are found the graves of Washington, of 
Jackson, of Polk, of Clay. From them isitsup- 
posed that we will be torn away? No, sir; we 
will cherish these endearing associations with the 
hepe, if this Republic shall be broken, that we 
may speak words of. peace and reconciliation to 
a distracted, a divided, E may add, a maddened 
people. Angry waves may be lashed into fury 
on the’one hand; on the other blustering winds 
may rage; but we stand immovable upon our 
basis, as on ourown native mountains—present- 
ing their craggy brows, their unexplored caverns, 
their summits ** vock-ribbed and as ancient as the 
sun’’—we stand speaking peace, association, and 
concert, toa distracied Republic. 

Bat, Mr. President, will it not be well before 
we break up this great Government, to inquire 
what kind ofa government this new government 
in the South is to be, with which we are threatened 
unless we involve our destinies with this rash and 
precipitate movement. Whatintimation is there 
in reference to its character? Before my State 
and those States of which I have been speaking, 
go intoa southern or northern confederacy, ought 
they not to have some idea of the kind of gov- 
ernment that is to be formed? What are the in- 
timations in the South, in reference to the form- 
ation of a new government? The language of 
some speakers is that they want a southern gov- 
ernment obliterating all State lines—a government 
of consolidation. It is alarming and distressing 
to entertain the proposition here, What ruin 
and disaster would follow, if we are to have a 
consolidated government here! But the idea is 
afloat and current in the South that a southern 
government is to be established, in the language 
of some of the speakers in the State of Georgia, 
* obliterating all State lines;”’ and is that the kind 
of entertainment to which the people are to be 
invited? Is that the kind of government under 
which we are to pass; and are we to be forced to 
emancipate our slaves unless we go into it? An- 
other suggestion in reference to a southern govern- 
ment is, that we shall have a southern confederacy 
of great strength and power, with a constitutional 
provision preventing any State from changing its 
domestic institutiuns without the consent of three 
fourths, or some great number to be fixed upon. 
Is that the kind of government under which we 


want to pass? I avow here, that so fat as Lam 
concerned, i will never enter, with my consent; 
any government, North or South, less republi- 
can, less densocratic, than the one under which 
we now live. ; 

Where are we drifting? What kind of breakers 
are ahead? Have we a glimpse through the fog 
that develops the rock on which the vessel of 
State is drifting? Should we not consider ma- 
turely, in giving up this old Government, what 
kind of government is to succeed it? Ought we 
not to have time to think? Are we not entitled 
to respect and consideration? In one of the icad- 
ing Georgia papers we find some queer sugees- 
tions; and, as the miners would say, these may 
be considered as mere surface-indications, that 
develop what is below. We ought to know the 
kind of government that is to be established. 
When we read the allusions made in various 
papers, and by various speakers, we find that 
there is one party who are willing to give up this 
form of government; to change its character; and, 
in fact, to pass under a monarchical form of gov- 
ernment, I hope that my friend will read the 
extracts which I will hand him. 

Mr. LATHAM read the following extracts: 


“Tf the Federal system isa fiiture, the question nyay well 
be asked, is not the whole republican system a fuilure? Very 
many wise, thinking men, sayso. We formed the Federal 
Government because the separate States, it was thought, 
were not stroug enough to stand alone, and because they 
were likely to prove disadvantageous, if not dangerous, 
each to the other, in their distinet organization, and with 
their varying interests. When we break up, will the dis- 
advantages and daugers of separate States be such as to 
require the formation of a new confederacy af those which 
arepat present, supposed to be homogeneous? If we do 
form a new confederacy, when the old is-gone, it would 
seem to be neither wise, prudent, nor statesmantike to frame 
it after the pattern of the old. New safeguards and guar- 
antees must necessarily be required, and none but a heed- 
less manfac would seek to avoid looking this matter square- 
ly in the face. 

“it is true that we might make a constitution for the fif- 
teen southern States, which would secure the rights of all, 
at present, from harm, or, at least, whiel would require a 
clear violation of its letter, so plainly that the world could 
discern it, when unconstitutional action was consummated, 
But then, in the course of years, as men changed, times 
changed, interests changed, business changed, productions 
changed, a violation of the spirit might occur, which would 
not be clearly a violatiom of the letter. H may be said that 
the constitution might provide for its own chutuge as times 
changed. Weill, that was the design when our present Con~ 


| stitution was formed. and, still, we say, it was a failure. 


How more carefully could a new one be arranged?) Men 
will say that we of the South are one, and that we shall get 
along well enough. But they who say it know neither his- 
tory nor bumina nature, When the Union was formed, 
twelve of the thirteen States were slaveholding ; and if the 
cotton gin had not been invented there would not probably 
to-day have been an African slave in North America. 

“But how about the State organizations? This is an 
important consideration, for whether we consult with the 
other southern States or not, it is certain that each State 
must act for itself, in the first instance. When any State 
gocs out of the pi nt Federal Union, it then becomes a 
foreign Power as to all the other States, as well as to the 
world. Whether it will nnite again with any of the States, 
or stand alone, is for it to determine. The new Conteder- 
acy must then be made by those States which desire it— 
and if Georgia, or any other State, does not find the pro- 
posed terms of federation agreeable, she can maintain her 
own separate form of government, or at least try it. Well, 
what form of goverument shail we have? This is more 
easily asked than answered. 

“ Some of the wisest and best citizens propose a HERED- 
ITARY CONSTITUTIONAL MONARCHY 3; but, however good that 
may be in itself, the most important point to discover is, 
whether or notthe people are prepared for it. It is thought, 
again, by others, that we shall be able to go on for a gener- 
ation or two, in a new confederacy, with additional safe- 
guards; such, for instance, as an Executive for life, a vastly 
restricted suffrage, Senators elected for life, or for a long 
period, say twenty-one years, and the most popular branch 
of the assembly eleeted for seven years, the judiciary abso- 
lutely independent, and for life, or good behavior. ‘Phe 
frequency of elections, and the universality oi'suffrage, with 
the attendant arousing of the people’s passious, and the 
necessary sequence of demagogucs being elevated to high 
station, åre thought by many to be the great causes of trouble 
among us. a 

“We throw out these suggestions that the people may 
think of them, and act as their interests require. Our own 
opinion is that the South might be the greatest nation on 
the earth, and might maintain, on the basis of African 
slavery, not ovly a splendid Government, but a secure re- 
publican Government. But still our fears are that through 
anarchy we shall reach the despotism of military chieftains, 
and finally be raised again to a monarchy.?— Augusta 
(Georgia) Chronicle and Sentinel of December 8, 1830. 


[From the Columbus (Georgia) Times.] 

“Ler us Reason Tocerner.—Pernit a humble tndi- 
vidual to lay before youa few thoughts that are burnt into 
his heart of hearts by their very truth. 

“The first great thought is this: ‘Poe institution known 
as the < Pederal Government,” established by the people of 
the United States of America, is a fature. This is a fact 
which cannot be gainsayed. lthas never been in the power 
of the ‘Federal Government’ to enforce ali its own laws 
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within its own territory; it has, therefore, been measurably 
a failure from. the beginning; but its first convincing evi- 
dence of weakness was in allowing one branch of its or- 
ganization to pass an unconstitutional law, (the Missouri 
compromise.) Its next evidence of decrepitude was. its 
inability to enforce a constitutional law, (the fugitive slave 
Jaw,) the whole fabric being shaken to its foundation by 
ihe only attempt of enforcement made by its chief officer, 

President Pierce.) £ necd not enlarge in this direction. 
Mis Federal Government? is « failure. . 

“What then? 'The States, of course, revert to their ori- 
ginal position, each sovereign within itself. ‘There can he 
no other just conclusion. ‘his, then, being our position, 
the qr u for sober, thinking, earnest men is, what shall 
we do-for the (ature? 4 take it for granted that no man in 
his senses would-advoeate the remaining in so many petty 
sovorcignties. We should be worse than Mexicanized by 
that process. What, then, shall wedo? Inthe first, place, 
Lwould say, let us jook around and see if there is a gov- 
ernment of aa enlightened uation that has not yet proven 
athilure, but whie row, and bas ever been, productive 
of happiness to all its law-abiding people. Hf such a gov- 
erpment can be found—a government whose first and only 
object is the good, the REAL Goop (not fancied good, an 
ignis fatuns which L fear both our fathers and ourselves 
have too much run atter in this country) of all its ppople— 
ifsuch a goverument exists, let us examine it carefully ; if 
it has apparent errors, (as what buman institution has not ?) 
let us avoidthem. Its beneficial arrangements let us adopt. 
Letus not be turned aside by its name, nor he tured by its 
pretensious. ‘Try it by its works, and adopt or condemn it 
hy its fruits. No more experiments. ‘1 speak as to wise 
men; judge ye what I say.’ 

“yam one of a few who ever dared to think that repub- 
licanism was a failure trom its inception, and { have never 
shrank trom giving my opinion when it was worth while. 
I have never wished to see this Union disrupted ; but if it 
must be, then 1 raise my voice for a return toa 

“CONSTITUTIONAL MONARCHY.” 
© ConuMBIA, SOUTH CAROLINA, December 5, 1860. 

“ Yesterday the debate in the House of Representatives 
was unnsually warm. ‘The parties arrayed against each 
other in the matter of organizing an army, and the manner 
of appointing tne commanding officers, used scathing lan- 
guage, and debate ran high throughout the session. So far 
as Lam able to judge, both the opposing parties are led on 
by bitter prejudices. The Joint Military Commitee, with 
two or three exceptions, have pertinaciously elung to the 
idea that a standing army of paid volunteers, to be raised 
at once, to have the power of choosing their officers, up to 
capmain, and to require all above tu be appointed by the 
Governor, is the organization forthe times. Mr. Cunning- 
ham, of the House, who is put forward by the committee 
to take all the respousibiiity of extreme sentiments, has 
openly avowed bis hatred of democracy in the eamp. Oe 
considered the common soldier as incapable of au elective 
choice. Oe and others of his party wage a bitter war 
against democracy, aud fidicate an utter want of faith in 
the ability of the poople to make proper choice in elections. 

sb he party opposed to this, the predominant party, is 
ostensibly led in the House by Mr. McGowan, of Abbeville, 
and Mr. Moore, of Anderson, ‘These gentlemen have a 
hard fight of it. They represent the democratic sentiments 
of the rural districts, and are in opposition to the Charles- 
ton clique, who are urged on by Edward Rhett, ‘Thomas Y. 
Simmons, and B. T1. Rhett, jr, of the Charleston Mercury. 
The tepdeneies of these gentlemen are all towards a dicta- 
torship, or monarehical form of government; at least it ap- 
pears so to my mind, and F find myself uot alone in the 
opinion, They fight heart and soul for an increase of guber- 
natorial power: and one of their number, as E have already 
stated, openly avows his desire to make the Governor a 
military chicltain, with sovereign power.’’—Correspond- 
ence of the Baitinore American, 

Mr. JOEINSON, of Tennessee. Mr. President, 
I have merely called attention to these surface in- 
dications forthe purpose ofsustaining theassum p- 
tion that even the people in the southern States 
ought to consider what kind of government they 
are going to pass under, before they change the 
present one. We are told that the present Con- 
stitution would be adopted by the new confed- 
eracy, and in a short time everything would be 
organized under it. We find here other indica- 
tions, and we are told from another quarter that 
another character of government is more prefer- 
able. We know that, North and South, there is 
a portion of our fellow-citizens who are opposed 
to a government based on the intelligence and will 
of the people. We know that power is always 
stealing from the many to the few. We know 
that it is always vigilant and on the alert; and 
now that we are in a revolution, and great changes 
are to be made, should we not, as faithful senti- 
nels, as men who are made the guardians of the 
interests of the Government, look at these indica- 
tiongsand call the attention of the country to them? 
Is it not better to 


« Bear those ills we have, 
Than fly to others that we know not of?” 


We see, by these indications, that it is contem- 
plated to establish a monarchy. We see it an- 
nounced that this Government has been a failure 
from the beginning. How has it been a failure? 
Now, in the midst of a revolution, while the peo- 
ple are confused, while chaos reigns, it is sup- 
posed by some that we can be induced to return 


toa constitutional or absolute monarchy. Who 


can tell that we may not have some Louis Napo- 
leon among us, who may be ready to make a 
coup l'etat, and enthrone himself upon the rights 
and upon the liberties of the people? Who can 
tell what kind of government may grow up? 
Hence the importance, in advance, of considering 
maturely and deliberately before we give up the 
old one. 

I repeat again that the people of Tennessee will 
never pass under another government that is less 
republican, less democratic in all its béarings, 
than. the one under which we now live, I carenot 
whether it is formed in the North or the South. 
We will occupy an isolated, a separate and dis- 
tinct position, before we will do it. We will pass 
into that fractional condition to which I have 
alluded before we will pass under an absolnte 
or a constitutional monarchy. I do hot say that 
this is the design North or South, or perhaps of 
any but a very small portion; but it shows that 
there are some who, if they could find a favorable 
opportunity, would fix the description of govern- 
ment I have alluded to on the great mass of the 
people. Sir, I will stand by the Constitution of 
the country as it is, and by all its guarantees. | 
am not for breaking up this great Confederacy. 
I am for holding on to it as itis, with the mode 
and manner pointed out in the instrument for its 
ownamendment. Itwas good enough for Wash- 
ington, for Adams, for Jefferson, and for Jackson, 
It ts good enough for us. intend to stand by it, 
and to insist on a compliance with all its guaran- 
tees, North and South. 

Notwithstanding we want to occupy the posi- 
tion of a breakwater between the northern and 
the southern extremes, and bring all together if we 
can, I tell our northern fricnds that the constitu- 
tional guarantees must be egarried out; for the time 
may come when, after we have exhausted all hon- 


| orable and fair means, if this Government still 


fails to execute the laws, and protect us in our 
rights, it will be at an end. Gentlemen of the 
North need not deceive themselves in that partic- 
ular; but we intend to act in the Union and under 
the Constitutton, and not outof it. We do not 
intend that you shall drive us out of this house 
that was reared by the hands of our fathers. It 
is our house. It is the constitutional house. We 
have a right here; and because you come forward 
and violate the ordinances of this house, Į do not 
intend to go out; and if you persist in the violation 
of the ordinances of the house, we intend to eject 
you from the building and retain the possession 
ourselves. We want, if we can, to stay the heated, 
and I am compelled to say, according to my judg- 
ment, the rash and precipitate action of some of 
our southern friends, that indicates red hot mad- 
ness. I want to say to those in the North, com- 
ply with the Constitution and preserve its guaran- 
tees, and in so doing save this glorious Union 
and all that pertains to it. T intend to stand by 
the Constitution as it is, insisting upon a compli- 
ance with all its guarantees. Lintend to stand by 
it as the sheet anchor of the Government; and I 
trust and hope, though it seems to be now tn the 
very vortex of ruin, though it seems to be running 
between Charybdis and Scylla, the rock on the 
one hand and the whirlpool on the other, that it 
will be preserved, and will remain a beacon to 
guide, and an example to be imitated by all the 
nations of the earth. Yes, T intend to hold on to 
it as the chief ark of our safety, as the alladium 
of our civiland ourreligious liberty. | intend to 
eling to it as the shipwrecked mariner clings to 
the last plank, when the night and the tempest 
close around him. It is the last hope of human 
freedom. Although denounced as an experiment 
by some who want to see a constitutional mon- 
archy, it has been a successful experiment. I 
trust and I hope it will be continued; that this 
great work may go on. f 

Why should we go out of the Union? Have 
weanything to fear? What are we alarmed about? 
We say that you of the North have violated the 
Constitution; that you have trampled under foot 
its guarantees; but we intend to go to you in a 
proper way, and ask you to redress the wrong, 
and to comply with the Constitution. We believe 
the time will come when you will do it, and we 
do not intend to break up the Government until 
the fact is ascertained that you will not do it. 
Where is the grievance; where is the complaint 
that presses on our sister, South Carolina, now? 
Is it that she wants to carry slavery into the 


‘Territories; ‘that she wants- protection 
there ?. How, long has. it; been. since,-u 
very floor, her own Senators voled that: : 
necessary to: make a statute ‘now forthe protec: 
tion of slavery in the Territories? No $ö 
than the last session. Is that a good- 
They declared, in the resolutions. adopt 
Senate, that when it was necessary the 
power to do it; but that it was not necessa 
Are yow going oùt for a grievance that haS.not 
occurred, and which your ewn Senators thensaid 
had not occurred? Is it-because you avant tó 
carry slaves to the Territories? You were told 
that you, had all the protection. needed; that the, 
courts had decided in your behalf, under the Con- 
stitutions and that, under the: decisions ef the 


j Á 
| courts, the jaw must be executed. 


Mr. DAVIS. Ido not understand the Senator 
perhaps. correctly, as assertiñg that any Senator 
from South Carolina said: that. eee E 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Tennessée. I si 
voted for the resolution,” § 000: ee 

Mr. DAVIS. They didnot. They voted against 
both the resolution and the amendment, and voted 


b for the resolution which declared thé duty to pro- 


tect. : 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Tennessee. The duty to 

rotect now? ; : oe : 

Mr. DAVIS. They did declare the duty to 
protect at all times and in every place, under alt 
circumstances, wherever protection was needed. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Tennessee. When neres- 
sary. 

Mr. DAVIS. And I suppose, if the Senator 
intends to make a plea on eat word, that they 
intended to nail to the cross the miserable mis- 
creants who would claim protection wheéu it was 
not necessary, and shrink from it. whenit was. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Tennessee. The test was 
made before the Senate upon Senator Brown’s 
proposition to give protection now. | is 

‘Mr, WIGFALL. It was not. I corrected that 
the other day. 7 eee 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Tennessee, Well, you 
just corrected it the way it was not—that is all. 
{Laughter. ee f 

Mr. WIGFALL. Mr. President-—— A 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Frrzpar- 
nick in the chair.) Does the Senator from Ten- 
nessee yield the floor to the Senator from Texas? 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Tennessee. No. 1 will 
continue my remarks. i 

Mr. WIGFALL. Well, if the Senator chooses 
to pervert facts, and go on and publish them in 
his speech, I have nothing to say. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Tennessce. Iwill publish 
them as the records show them tobe. say that 
on Senator Brown’s proposition to carry protec- 
tion into the Territories now, it received but three 
votes. 

Mr. WIGFALL. I say that never was pro- 
posed or voted on, A 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Tennessee. The. record 
will settle it. i Nea 

Mr. WIGFALL. Turntoit. I will readit for 

ou. : ae 
Mr. JOHNSON, of Tennessee. Ido not want 
to be interrupted now, ` 

Mr. WIGFALL. I know you donot. You 
do not want the facts stated, 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Tennessee. I know what 
the facts were, and in thisSenate we voted forthe . 
passage of resolutions that Congress had the power 
to protect slavery, and that Congress ought to pro- 
tect slavery when necessary and wherever protec- 
tion was needed.. Was there not a majority on 
this floor for it; and if it was necessary then, could 
we not have passed a bill for that purpose without 
passing a resolution saying that it should be pro- 
tected wherever necessary? 1 was herc; 1 know 
what the substance of the proposition was, and 
the whole of it was simply to declare: the princi- 
ple that we had the power, and thatit was the duty 
of Congress, to protect slavery, when necessary, 
in the Territories or wherever élse protection was 
needed, Was it necessary then? If it was; we 
had the power, and why did we not pass the law? 

Mr. GREEN. Wili the Senator allow-me ta 
make one suggestion? ; oe 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Tennessee. F hope the 
Senator will notsinterrupt me, [-do° not refuse 
out of any discourtesy. The Journal of the Sen- 
ate records that on the 25th of May lasi-~ 

“ On motion by Mr. Brows, to amend the resvlution by 
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strikingoutall after the word ‘resolved,’ and in'lieu thereof || of law, though it has been upon a-sectionalissue: || less than four years the now triumphant party 
inserting: ~ It is not the first. time in. our history that two || will-be overthrown. In less time, I have the hope 


That experience having already.shown that the Con- 
stitution and the common law, unaided by statutory. enact- 
ments, do not afford adequate and sufficient. protection to 
slave property ; some of the. Territories having failed, oth- 
ers having refused; to pass such enactments, it has become 
the duty of Congress to interpose and pass such laws as 
will atford to slave property. in the Territories that protec- 
tion which is given to other kinds of property. 
# It was determined in the negative—yeas 3, nays 42. 


“On motion by Mr. Brown, the yeas and nays being | 


desired ‘by one fifth of the ‘Sénators present. Those who 


voted in the affirmative, dre:: - 
‘Messrs. Brown, Johnson of Arkansas, and Mallory. 

z $t Those who voted in the negative, are: 

`U Messrs. Benjamin, Bigler, Bragg, Bright, Chesnut, 
Clark, Clay, Clingman, Crittenden, Davis, Dixon, Doolit- 
tle, Fitzpatrick, Foot, Foster, Green, Grimes, Gwin, Ham- 
lin, Harlan, Hemphill, Hunter, Iverson, Johnson of Ten- 
nessee, Lane, Latham, Mason, Nicholson, Pearce, Polk, 
Powell, Pugh, Rice, Sebastian, Slidell, Ten Eyck, Thom- 
son, Toombs, Trumbull, Wigfall, Wilson, and Yulee.” 

T was going on to say that the want of protec- 
tion to slavery in the Territories cannot be con- 
sidered a'grievance now. That is not the reason 
why she Is going out, and going to break up the 
Confederacy. What is it, then? Is there any 
issue between South Carolina and the Federal 
Government? Has the Federal Government failed 
to comply with, and to carry out, the obligations 
that it owes to South Carolina? In what has the 
Federal Government failed? In what has it neg- 
lected the interest of South Carolina? What law 
has it undertaken to enforce upon South Carolina 
that iş unconstitutional and oppressive? - 

If there are grievances, why cannot we all go 
together, and write them down, and point them 
out to our northern friends after we have agreed 
on what those grievances were, and say, ‘here 
is what we demand; here our wrongs are enu- 
merated; upon these terms we have agreed; and 
now, after we have given you a reasonable time 
to consider these additional guarantees in order 
to protect ourselves against these wrongs, if you 
refuse them, then, having made an honorable 
effort, having exhausted all other means, we may 
declare the association to be broken up, and we 
may go into an act of revolution.” We can then 
say to them, “ You have refused to give us guar- 
antees that we think are needed for the protection 
of our institutions and for the protection of our 
other interests.” When they do this, I will go 
as far as he who goes the furthest, 

[tell them here to-day, if they do not do it, 
Tennessee will be found standing as firm and 
unyielding in her demands for those guarantees 
in the way a State should stand, as any other 
State in this Confederacy. She is not quite so bel- 
ligerent now. ‘She is not making quite so much 
noise. She is not as blustering as Sempronius 
was in the council in Addison’s play of Cato, who 
declared that his ** voice was still for war.” There 
was another ‘character there, Lucius, who was 
called upon to know what his opinions were; and 
when he was called upon, he replied that he must 
confess his thoughts were turned on ptace; but 
when the extremity came, Lucius, who was de- 
liberative, who was calm, and whose thoughts 
were upon peace, was found truc to the interests 
of his country. He proved himself to be a man 
and a soldier; while the other was a traitor anda 
coward. We will do our duty; we will stand 
upon principle, and defend it to the last extrem- 
ity. : f 

We do. not think, though, that we have just 

‘cause for going out of the Unionnow. We have 
just cause of complaint; but we are for remaining 
in the Union, and fighting the battle like men. 
We do not intend to be cowardly, and turn our 
backs on our own camps. We intend to stay and 
fight the battle here upon this consecrated ground. 
Why should we retreat? , Because Mr. Lincoln 
has been elected President of the United States? Is 
this any cause why we should retreat? Does not 
every man, Senator or otherwise, know that if 
Mr. roel inside had been elected, we should not 
be to-day for dissolving the Union? Then what 
is the issuc? It is because we have not got our 
man. If we had got our man, we should not have 
been for breaking up the Union; but as Mr. Lin- 
coln is elected, weare for breaking up the Union ! 
Isay no. Let us show ourselves men, and men 
of courage, 

How has Mr. Lincoln been glected,‘and how 
have Mr. Breckinridge and. Mr, Douglas been 
defeated? By the votes of the American people, 
cast aecording to the Constitution and the forms 
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candidates have been elected from the same. sec- 
tion-of country. General Jackson and Mr. Cal- 
houn were elected on the same ticket; but nobody 
considered that cause of dissolution. They were 
from the South. While I oppose the sectional 
spirit that has produced the election of Lincoln 
and Hamlin, yet it has been done according to 
the Constitution and according to the forms of 
law. I believe we have the power in our own 
hands, and Iam not willing to shrink from the 
responsibility of exercising that power. 

How has Lincoln been elected, and upon what 
basis does he stand? A minority President by 
nearly a million votes; but had the election taken 
place upon the plan proposed in my amendment 
of the Gonsttation: y districts, he would have 
been this day defeated. Butit has been done 
according to the Constitution and according to 
law. Iam for abiding by the Constitution; and 
in abiding by it I want to maintain and retain my 
place here and put down Mr. Lincoln and drivé 
back his advances upon southern institutions, 
if he designs to makeany. Have we not got the 
brakes in ourhands? Have we not got the power? 
We have. Let South Carolina send her Senators 
back; let all the Senators come; and on the 4th 
of March next we shall have a majority of six 
in this body against him. This successful sec- 
tional candidate, who is in a minority of a mil- 
lion, ornearly so, on the popular vote, cannot make 
his Cabinet on the 4th of March next unless this 
Senate will permit him. . 

Am I to be so greata coward as to retreat from 
duty? I will stand here and mect the encroach- 
ments upon the institutions of my country at the 
threshold; and as a man, as one that loves my 
country and my constituents, I will stand here 
and resist all encroachments and advances. Here 
is the place to stand. Shall I desert the citadel, 
and let the enemy come in and take possession? 
No. Can Mr. Lincoln send a foreign minister, 
or even a consul, abroad, unless he receives the 
sanction of the Senate? Can he appoint a post- 
master whose salary is overa thousand dollars a 
year without the consent of the Senate? Shall 
we desert our posts, shrink from our responsi- 
bilities, and permit Mr. Lincoln to come with his 
cohorts, as we consider them, from the North, to 
carry off everything? Are we so cowardly that 
now that we are defeated, not conquered, we shall 
do this? Yes, we are defeated according to the 
forms of law and the Constitution; but the real 
victory is ours—the moral force is with us. Are 
we going to desert that noble and that patriotic 
band who have stood by us at the North? who 
have stood by us upon principle? who have stood 
by us upon the Constitution? They stood by us 
and fought the battle upon principle; and now 
that we have been defeated, not conquered, are 
we to turn our backs upon them and leave them 
to their fate? I, for one, will not. I intend to 
stand by them. How many votes did we get in 
the North? We got more votes in the North 
against Lincoln than the entire southern States 
cast. Are they not able and faithful allies? They 
are; and now, on account of this temporary de- 
feat, are we to turn our backs upon them and 
leave them to their fate, as they have fallen for us 
in former controversies ? 

We find, when all the North is summed up, 
that Mr. Lincoln’s majority there is only about 
two hundred thousand on the popular vote; and 
when that is added to the other vote cast through- 
out the Union, he stands to-day in a minority of 
nearly a million votes. What, then, is neces- 
sary to be done? To stand to our posts hke men, 
and act upon principle; stand for the country; 
and in four years from this day, Lincoln and his 
administration will be turned out, the worst-de- 
feated and broken-dewn party that ever came 
into power. Itis an inevitable result from the 
combination of elements that now exist. What 
cause, then, is there to break up the Union? What 
reason is there for deserting our posts and destroy- 
ing this greatest and best Government that was 
ever spoken into existence? 

I voted against him; I spoke against him; I 
spent my money to defeat him; but still I love 
my country; Í love the Constitution; I intend to 
insist upon its guarantees, There, and there alone, | 
I intend to plant myself, with the confident hope 


and belief that if the Union remains together, in | 


and belief that we shall unite and agree upon our 
grievances here and demand their redress, not as 
suppliants at the footstool of power, but as pars 
ties to a great compact; we shall say that we want 
additional guarantecs, and that they are necessary 
to the preservation of this Union; and then, when 
they are refused deliberately and calmly, if we 
cannot do better, let the South go together, and 
let the North go together, and letus have a divis- 
ion of this Government without the shedding of 
blood, if such a thing be possible; let us have a 
division of the property; let us have a division of 
the Navy; lct us have a division of the Army, 
and of the public lands. Let it be done in peace, 
and in a spirit that should characterize and dis- 
tinguish this people. I believe we can obtain all 
our guarantees. I believe there is too much good 
sense, too much intelligence, too much patriot- 
ism, too much capability, too much virtue, in the 
great mass of people to permit this Government 
to be overthrown. . 

I have an abiding faith, I have an unshaken 
confidence in man’s capability to govern himself. 
I will not give up this Government that is now 
called an experiment, which some are prepared 
to abandon tor a constitutional monarchy. No; 
I intend to stand by it, and f entreat every man 
throughout the nation who is a patriot, and who 
has seen, and is compelled to admit, the success 
of this great experiment, to come forward, not in 
heat, not in fanaticism, not in haste, not in pre- 
cipitancy, but in deliberation, in full view of all 
that is before us, in the spirit of brotherly Jove 
and fraternal affection, and rally around the altar 
of our common country; and lay the Constitution 
upon itas ourlast libation, and swear by our God, 
and all that is sacred and holy, that the Consti- 
tution shall be saved, and the Union preserved. 
Yes, in the language of the departed Jackson, let 
us exclaim that the Union, ‘the Federal Union, 
it must be preserved.” 

Are we likely, when we get to ourselves, North 
and South, to sink into brotherly Jove? Are we 
likely to be so harmonious in that condition as 
some suppose? What did we find here the other 
day among our brother Senators, one of whom 
referred to a southern Governor? I allude to it 
only to show the feeling that exists even among 
ourselves. Iam sometimes impressed with the 
force of Mr. Jefferson’s remark, that we may as 
well keep the North to quarrel with, for if we have 
no North to quarrel with, we shali quarrel among 
ourselves. Weare a sort of quarrelsome, pug- 
nacious people; and if we cannot get a quarrel 
from one quarter, we shall have it from another; 
and I would rather quarrel a little now with the 
North than be quarreling with ourselves. Because 
the Governor of a southern State was refusing to 
convene the Legislature to hasten this movement 
that was going on throughout the South; and be- 
cause he objected to that course of conduct, what 
did a Senator say here in the American Senate? 
The question was asked if there was not some 
Texan Brutus that would rise upand rid the coun- 
try of the hoary-headed traitor! This is the lan- 
guage that a Senator used. This is the way we 
begin to speak of southern Governors. Yes; to 
remove an obstacle in our way, we must have a 
modern Brutus who will go to the capital of a 
State and assassinate a Governor to accelerate the 
movement that is going on. If we are so unscru- 
pulous in reference to ourselves, and in reference 
to the means we are willing to employ to con- 
summate this dissolution, then it does not look 
very much like harmony among ourselves after 
we get out of it. 

Mr. President, I have said much more than I 
anticipated when I commenced; and f have said 
more now (though cxternal appearances seem 
different) than I have strength or health to say; 
but if there is any cffort of mine that would pre- 
serve this Government till there is time to think, 
till there is time to consider, even if it cannot be 
preserved any longer; if that end could be secured 
by making a sacrifice of my existence and offer- 
ing up my blood, I would be willing to consent 
to it. Let us pausein this mad carcer; lct us hes- 
itate; let us consider well what we are doing be- 
fore we make a movement. I believe that, toa 
certain extent, dissolution is going to take place, 
I say to the North, you ought to come up in the 
spirit which should characterize and control the 
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North on this question; and you ought to give 
those indications in good faith that will approach 
what the South demands. It will be no sacrifice 
on your part. It is no suppliancy on ours, but 
simply.a demand of right. What concession is 
there in doing right? Then, come forward. We 
have it in our power—yes, this Congress here to- 
day has it in its power to save this Union, even 
after South Carolina has gone out. Will they 
not.do it? You can do it. Who is willing to take 
the dreadful alternative without making an hon- 
orable effort to save this Government? This Con- 
gress has itinits power to-day to arrest this thing, 
at least for a season, until there is time to con- 
sider about it, until we can act discreetly and pru- 
dently, and I believe arrest it altogether. 

Shall we give all this up to the Vandals and the 
Goths? Shall we shrink from our duty, and de- 
sert the Government as a sinking ship, or shall 
we stand by it? I, for one, wil! stand here until 
the high behest of my constituents demands me 
to desert my post; and instead of laying hold of 
the columns of this fabric and pulling it down, 
though I may not be much of a prop, I will stand 
with my shoulder supporting the edifice as long 
as human effort can do it. Then, cannot we 
agree? We can, if we will, and come together 
and gave the country. 

In saying what Ihave said on this occasion, 
Mr. President, I have done it in view of a duty 
that I felt I owed to my constituents, that I owed 
to my children, that I owed to myself, Without 
regard to consequences, I have taken the position 
I have; and when the tug comes, when Greek 
shall meet Greek, and our rights are refused after 
all honorable means have been exhausted, then 
it is that I will perish in the last breach; yes, in 
the language of the patriot Emmet, ‘I will dis- 
pute everyinch of ground; I will burn every blade 
of grass; and the Jast intrenchment of freedom 
shall be my grave.” Then, let us stand by the 
Constitution; and in preserving the Constitution 
we shall save the Union; and iv saving the Union, 
we save this, the greatest Government on earth. 

i thank the Senate for their kind attention, 

Mr. PUGII obtained the floor. 

. Mr. LANE. If the Senator will give way to 
mo fèr a few moments, I shall be much obliged 
to him. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Foor.) 
Does the Senator from Ohio yield to the Senator 
from Oregon? 

. Mr. PUGH. If 1 can have the floor for to- 
morrow, Lam perfectly willing to give it to my 
friend from Oregon this evening. 

‘Mr. LANE. I could not hope, Mr. President, 
to reply to the remarkable speech of the honora- 
ble Senator from Tennessee within the time that 
the Senate would be willing to listen to me; nor 
at this late hour could 1 expect to reply to his 
very long speech. He has spoken very hand- 
somely of the gallant conduct of that glorious 
band, the northern Democracy of the country, 
who, though in a minority at home, have strug- 
gled for the rights of their southern brethern— 
‘for the equality and rights of all the States. I 
belong to that portion of the people of this coun- 
try; and I will say to that honorable gentleman 


that while they struggle for the constitutional | 


rights of the other States of the Union, as they 
have always done, and as they will continue to 
do, there is one thing that they will not do: they 
will not march under his banner to strike down 
a gallant, chivalrous, and generous people con- 


tending for rights that have been refused them by | 


the other States of this Union. They will not 
march with him under his bloody banner, or Mr. 
Lincoln’s, to invade the soil of the gallant State 
of South Carolina when she may withdraw from 
a Confederacy that has refused her that equality 
to which she is entitled, asa member of the Union, 
under the Constitution. On the contrary, when 
he or any othergenticman raises that bannerand 
attempts to subjugate that gallant people, instead of 
marching with him, we will meet him there,ready 
to repel him and his forces. He shall not bring 
with him the northern Democracy to strike down 
a people contending for rights that have been re- 
fused them in a Union that ought to recognize the 
equality of every member of the Confederacy. 

r. President, totake up thisremarkablespeech, 
tò analyze it, to review it, and to consider it in the 
the manner that it deserves, would require more 
time than I canexpecttohave; but I may be per- 


mitted briefly to notice some of the points that the 
honorable Senator made as he weng along in his 
labored course. . He took occasion to give-an 
account of the action of the Senate upon certain 
resolutions introduced here, setting forth the prin- 
ciples that were made the issue in the late contest, 
and that were overridden and trodden down. He 
called the attention of the Senate to a proposition 
introduced by the honorable Senator from Missis- 
sippi [Mr. Brown] to declare that now is the time 
foraction; that a law ought to be passed at this time 
protecting property in the Territories. Though 
it was my opinion then that it would have becn 
well to pass such a law, yet that Senator knew, 
and so did every other one, that it was impossi- 
ble in this Congress to pass such a law. We 
might have passed such a bill through this body, 
but it could never havé passed the other. Then 
it was our duty, as it was our privilege, to set 
forth the principles on which this Government 
reposed, and which must be maintained, or the 
Government cannot exist. They were the prin- 
ciples upon which this great battle was fought, 
that resulted in the election of Mr. Lincoln. They 
were the principles presented to the American 
people, more plainly and directly put than in-any 
canvass before in this country; and they were 
repudiated, voted down, and rejected, and a man 
elected because he hated the Jnstitutions of the 
State of the honorable Senator who bas just ad- 
dressed the Senate—elected because of his oppo- 
sition and because of his hatred to those institu- 
tions. By the result of the election, the power of 
the Government is to be placed in the hands ofa 
sectional party—-a party that had placed them- 
selves in opposition to the Constitution and the 
equality of these States, and to the decision of the 
Supreme Court, and which defied the Constitution 
and the decision of the court, and denied the 
equality of these States; a party which holds that 
the common territory belongs exclusively to the 
North; that the North should enjoy it, and that 
the southern States should have no part or lot in 
it. On account of Mr. Lincoln’s hatred of 
institutions of the South and his devotion t 
tional principles he hasbeen elevated to thehrfghest 
office in the gift of any people. 

Is it strange then, sir, that the gallaft State of 
South Carolina—always chivalrous in every war 
in which our country has been engaged; famous 
in the war of the Revolution, out of which grew 
our present Government; famous in the war of 
1812-15; famous in. the war with Mexico; just, 
honest, upright, and true to the Constitution— 
should refuse to remain in the Union usan inferior 
member of it? Is it expected that she shall sub- 
mit to insult, inferiority, and degradation? If she 
will not, does the Senator hold that forces shall 
go down there with a bloody banner and strike 
down the gallant sons of that gallant and glorious 
State? I say to him, when he undertakes it, the 
gallant band of Democrats North will neither join 
him nor that Republican party that expect to 
take aunited North againstadown-trodden South. 
I now serve notice that, when war is made upon 
that gallant South for withdrawing from a Union 


| which refuses them their rights, the northern 


Democracy will not join in the crusade. The 
Republican party will have war enough at home. 
The Democracy of the North need not cross the 
border to find an enemy. The Black Republicans 
and their aiders and abettors necd not promise 
themselves that they can carry a united North 
against an honorable people contending for their 


| rights. No such thing can be done. 


The honorable Senator tells us where Tennes- 
see will stand when that hour of trial may come. 
I know a good deal of Tennessec; two of their 
regiments happened to be under my orders in my 
brigade in one of the wars in which this country 
has been engaged. J know them well. I know 
that a more chivalrous, more just, more gallant, 
more honorable and bold people do not live on 
the face of this globe; and can say to my hon- 


| orable friend that they will not march with him 


to South Carolina to strike down the people there; 
nor into any other southern State. These States, 
Mr. President, must have their rights in this 
Union; they must have their equality there, or in 
honor they must go out of the Union. 

Į would save this glorious Union; but it must 
be done, as I said on a former occasion, upon the 
principles of the Constitution, apon, the princi- 
ples of justice and equality; and I will say to the 


| nity, and equal in rights; an 


honorable Senator. from: Tennessee that Tas 
understand the framework of this Govern ; 
he understands it. E understánd this to b 
untary association of States. Lunderstand 
our fathers met togéther at a propér time in 
history of our-country, and established n Gov- 
ernment, a Confederation—one, as he remarked, 
that it was declared should be “perpetual. ? 
They lived under it a short time, and they found 
it would not answer the purpose. A few States 
moved—five States; the glorious Old Dominion 
was one; and they said that though it had been 
provided by the Confederation that the Govern: 
ment should be perpetual, they would break it up. 
Only five States met, but their suggestions were 
acted upon; the other States sent delegates, and 
the convention fixed the time for the breaking up 
of that Government that was to have been per- 
etual, and that time was when nine only of. the 
Erates would unite. They were seceders then. 
George Washington headed the band. He went 
with those who chose te secede from ‘that Con- 
federation to the city of: Philadelphia; ‘became 
their President; made a Government; and pro- 
vided that when nine States should adopt it, the 
old Confederation should be broken up: He was 
aseceder. What has the honorable gentleman to 
say to him and-his friends that went with him to 
Philadelphia, seceded from a government that 
was to have been “ perpetual,” and which did not 
provide for its alteration, except by the concurs 
rence of allthe States, and made a new govern- 
ment, our present Government? When they sub- 
mitted it to the States, they made ‘it upon the 
principle of that equality of States which I have 
mentioned. ‘They provided that the equality of 
States should remain forever; for that article of 
the Constitution providing for the equal repre- 
sentation of the States in this body cannot be 
changed. They provided that the sovereignty of 
the States should be maintained; that their equal- 
ity should never be denied. When it was pre- 
sented to the States, they adopted it, with the 
understanding, and upon the principle, that they 
should be equal, and should have equal protection; 
that they were equal in sovereignty, equal in dig- 
d as long as this 
eqality be maintained, this equality be preserved, 
the Union will endure, and no longer. aes 

But the States did not very hastily adopt the 
Constitution that was presented to them by those 
who seceded from the Confederation, They acted 
maturcly and deliberately, and considered well 
the Constitution, which they adopted at such times 
as suited their convenience, and annexed condi- 
tions, too. That gallant old ‘State of Virginia, 
the gloriousOld Dominion, made a condition upon 
which she adopted the Constitution. It became 
a portion of the compact. And not only Virginia, 
but New York, made the same condition when 
she adopted the Constitution; and Rhode Island ` 
also. 1 do not desire to take up the time of the 
Senate; but I will read two or three lines to show 
the condition on which Virginia adopted the Con 
stitution. It became, as I say, a portion of the 
compact; and I believe it is à principle in law, 
that when one member of a firm or Confederacy 
accedes to acondition, all the other members, being 
equals, havetheadvantage of thatcondition. Each 
member of this Confederacy has the advantage of 
the condition on which Virginia accepted it; and 
they say that— ; 

« We, the delegates of the people of Virginia, duly elect- 
ed in pursuance of a recommendation from the General 
Assembly, and now met in convention, having fully and 
freely investigated and discussed the proceedings of the 
Federal Convention, and being prepared, as well as the most 
mature deliberation hath enabled us, to decide thereon; 
do, in the name and in behalf of the peopie of Virginia, 
declare and make known that the powers granted under 
the Constitution, being derived from the people of the Uni- 
ted States, may be resumed by them whensoever the same 
shall be perverted to their injury or oppression, and that 
every power not grauted thereby remains with them, and 
at their will.” 

This was the condition that Virginia made; and 
New York had a similar condition, and set it forth 
in plain English: 

‘That the powers of government may be reassumed by the 
people whensoever it shall becoine necessary to their hap- 
piness; that every power, jurisdiction, and right whichis 
not by the said Constitution clearly delegated to the Con- 
gress of the United States, or the departments of the Gov- 
ernment thereof; remains to the people ofthe several States, 
or to their respective State gaveruments, to whom they may 
have granted the same; and that those clauses in the-said 


Constitution, which declare that Congress‘shall vot have 
or exercise certain powers, do not imply that Congress is, 
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entitled to any powers not given by the said Constitution ; 
but such clauses are ‘to be construed either as exceptions 
to certain specified powers, or as inserted merely for greater 
caution”? i : i 

.. Now, I would ask the honorable Senator from 
Tennessee, if the time has net arrived when these 
States ought. to. resume the: powers conferred on 
a Federal. Government; or if it has not, [should 
like to know when. the time can come. ; At any 
rate, the States think that the lime has: arrived; 
and. if they choose to-act, lam sure that he will 
‘think: better than to go down and to force. them to 
remain inthis. Union.. What would he do with 
them if he.were to conquer them? Hold them as 
subjects? Hold a State as a colony, her people 
as vassals? “He would not hang the State, he 
says, but he would hang-all the people in it, leav- 
ing, | suppose, the soil within its limits unpun- 
ished. = 

Then, he talked to us long about the whisky 
insurrection, and showed what Washington did. 
The whisky insurrection was a very different 
thing from. the solemn act of a sovereign State. 
It had no relevancy to the action of a sovereign 
State, acting in her sovereign capacity for the 
redress of her wrongs-—redress that she cannot 
obtain in the Union. Thercis no parallel. It is 
not a-case. in point; and I wonder that he would 
talk about it. These are sovereign States, They 
have an equal right in the Territories; and they 
have cause toact,in my honest judgment. Delay 
is sometimes dangerous.. Ruinous results some- 
times follow from it, ; 

But, sir, understand me; I am not a disunion- 
ist. T am for the right, and I would have it in 
the Union; and if it cannot be obtained there, I 
would go out of the Union, and have that out of 
the Unton that I could not obtain in it, though I 
was entitled to it, 

Now, is there no cause for the action of these 
States? Let us look at it fora moment. Let us 
examine the case a little, and then I will follow 
the Senator a little further. I want to notice some 
points he made. 

In the late canvass, as I stated in the outset, the 
issue was that presented to the Senate in the res- 
dlutions offered by the honorable Senator from 
Mississippi, [Mr.Davis.}] The principles of those 
resolutions were stricken down, and Mr. Lincoln 
was elected. 1 propose to look at his views very 
briefly, and see whether the States bave not some 
lule reason for alarm, or cause of action, if you 
please. F take ity they are going to act anyhow, 
whether we please or not; and whether | approve 
their action or not, I pledge.my word that I will 
never draw my sword to strike them down for 
exercising a right of.a sovereign State—a right 
secured Ly the adaption of the Constitution to the 
members of this Confederacy. The. gentleman 
who has been elected Presidentof the United States 
is a stranger to me personally; | have never had 
the pleasure of seeing him; but 1 have seen his 
opinions, and I will read what he said in the some- 
what recent canvass with the honorable Senator 
from INinois, [Mr. Dovezas.] I take it, he was 
pretty closely pressed in that struggle, and E will 
make some allowance; for he has said nearly the 
same thing over on several different occasions. 
He said: 

“F did not even say that I desired that slavery shonid be 
pul iv.course of ultimate extinction. Fdo say so now, bow- 
ever, 30 there’ need be no longer any difficulty about thut. 
It may be written down in the greatspeeeb.? * * 

«i have always ‘hated slavery, E think, as much as any 
Abolitionist, dhave been an old-tine Whig. Lhavealways 
hated it; but- have-always been quiet about it until this 
new era of the introduction of the Nebraska bill began. T 
always believed that everybody was against it, and that it 
wasin course of ultimate extinction,” * k s 

“We are now.tar into the fifih year since a policy was 
initiated with the avowed object and confident promise of 
putting an end to slavery agitation. Under the operation of 
that-policy, that agitation has not only not ceased, but has 
eonstantly augmented. In my opinion, it will not cease 
until a crisis shail have been reached and passed. ‘A house 
divided against itself cannot stand.’ I believe this Govern- 
ment cannot endure permanently half slave and half free. 
I do riot expect the Union to be dissolved”— 

Neither does the Senator from Tenncssee— 


— I do not expect the house to fall; but 1 do expect. it will 
evase to be divided: it will become allone thing or all the 
ether. Either the opponents of slavery will arrest the fur- 
ther spread of it, and place it where the public mind shal | 
rest in the belief that itis in the course of altimate extine- 
tion, or its advocates will push it forward till it shall be- 
come alike lawful in ni} the States, old as well as new 
North as welj as South,” 

guage? Is 


Now, is there any mistaking this language! 
there any mistaking the idea that was running | 


casion, during the same canvass, in explanation 


“Ferritory, in spite of the Dred Scott decision, I would vote 


through Mr. Lincoin’s head when he uttered these 
words? That is not ali. He said, on another oc- 


of this language: 


*£ only said what Texpeeted would take place. I made 
a prediction oniy; it may have been a foolish one, perhaps. 
i did not even say that Idesired that slavery should be put 
in course of ultimate extinction. I do now, however; so 
thére need be no longer any difficulty about that’? 

“Tf. l were in Congress, and a vote should come up on 
a question whether slavery should be probibited in a new 


that it should.” 

Then, sir, in spite of right, in spite of the Con- 
stitution, in spite of the decision of the Supreme 
Court, he would vote that slavery should be pro- 
hibited inthe Territoriés. Would you believe such 
a manas thaton his oath? Could you believe that 
a man who could hold that doctrine would be held 
by his oath? F would not; nota bit of it. I would 
not trusta man that can defy the Constitution; 
that can trample upon the rights of the States; 
that can say that he disregards the opinion or de- 
cision of the Supreme Court; that he would not 
respect it; and that, though he had taken an oath 
to support the Constitutton of the United States 
in the discharge of his duty as a member of Con- 
gress, he would vote against the right of these 
States in the common Territories. I ask, then, 
have not the southern States a right to fecl con- 
cern? Have they fot a right to feel apprehensive 
as to the course of the party that was represented 
the other day by the honorable Senator from 
Ohio, [Mr. Wape,] who said in his place that 
slavery should never go on one other inch of the 
territory of this country. Can they mistake this 
thing? A majority of the people of the North 
have decided that it shall not. Their President | 
says it shall not, and their Senators say it shall 
not. Then how can the States, I would ask the 
honorable Senator from Tennessee, expect in this 
Union to get their rights when they arein a minor- 
ity? What power have they to secure them? Are 
they to stay here and fight for them? He says 
this is the place to win thêm. Will he do it against 
aneverwhelming majority? Did ever a minority 
in legislation succeed in passing the laws of the 
land? “Rarely indeed, if ever. 

But, si$I have not yet presented Mr, Lincoln’s 
whole record. In the same speech from which I 
last quoted, he said: 

“ What I do say is, that no man is good enough to govern 
another man without the other man’s consent. 1 say this | 
is the leading principle, the sheet anchor of American re- 
publicanism. Our Declaration of Independence says : 

“£ We hold these truths to be seli-evident—that all men 
are. created equal ; that they are endowed by their Creator 
with certain inalienable rights; that among these are Jife, 
liberty, and the pursait of happiness ; that to secure these 
rights, governments are instituted among men, deriving 
their just power from the consent of the governed.’ 

“have quoted so much at this time merely to show, | 
that according to our ancient faith, the powers of govern- 
ment are derived from the consent of the governed. Now, | 
the relation of master amd slave is, pro tanto, a violation of 
this principle. The master not only governs the slave with- į 
out his consent, but he governs him by a set of rules alto- 
getber differentirom those which he prescribes for himself. 
Allow all the governed an equal voice in the Government 3 
and thai, and that only, is self-government.”” 

And it is remarkable that while Mr. Lincoln 
docs not want to govern negrocs without their 
consent, both he and the Senator from Tennessee 
are for governing sovercign States of white men 
without their consent, 

Mr. Lincoln, it is perceived, wants negro equal- 
ity. He wants to place the negro on an equality | 
with the white man. He wants the northern 
States to have negro citizens as well as white; 
and to render those States the rulers of the south- 
ern States, because they will not have negroes for 
their citizens. 

But, sir, I want to return to the view of the Sena- 
tor from Tennessce for a moment. He spoke of 
the price of the acquisitions of territory down 
South, and he spoke particularly of Florida. He 
looked at it as a matter of dollars and cents, never 
at principle, never at right; but he counted what 
it had cost, and what it had cost us to turn a few 
Indians out of there; and now he says the people 
in that State, that cost so much, are complaining, 
because, he ought to have said, they could not 
have the rights to which they are entitled under 
the Constitution. Then he is concerned about 
the navigation of the Mississippi river. Me says 
that the great State of Tennessee and he, himself, | 
are concerned about the navigation of that river. | 
Í believe it is recognized as the law of nations, as | 
the law of all civilized nations, that a great inland 


sea running through several Governments shall 
be open equally to all of them; and besides, as 
the honorable Senator from Louisiana said, there 
is no man in Louisiana that would think for a 
moment of depriving Tennessee of the right of 
navigating that great river. No, sir, nor Ken- 
tucky either, nor Indiana, nor Hlinois, nor any 
other State whose waters flow into that mighty 
stream. No such thing would ever be done, On 
the contrary, if they should go out ofthe Union 
and that is not a matter for me to decide—! am 
sure that comity and good faith and proper regu- 
lations would exist and prevail between them and 
all the powers owning territory upon that great 
river. ` 

Indeed, sir, ifa dissolution of this Union shall 
take place, I look to the day when every one of 
those great northwestern States shall become a 
portion of that southern confederacy. They will 
not remain with that portion of this country that 
has agitated this question in season and out of 
season, in the school-house, and in the church, 
until they have poisoned the northern mind. I 
have no idea that they will remain with the people 
that have brought so much trouble on so great a 
country as this. They would say, © you of the 
South have never attempted to encroach on the 
rights of any northern State; you have never said 
that a State shall not come in without slavery; 


| you have always voted to bring in free States; 


you have heen just in all things; you have stood 
by the Constitution, and we can risk you; but 
we cannot risk these agitators and fanatics who 
have brought all this trouble upon the land.” 
Sir, if dissolution comes, it will-come for reason; 
it will come for right; and if dissolution takes 
place, who would use force or talk about force in 
this country? Who is the man hardy enough to 
inaugurate force? Who isthe man hardy enough 
to undertake to execute Federal laws in South 


` Carolina and other States after they have become 


separate and independent Governments? Who 
is the man, I would inquire again, that would 
undertake to collect revenue in South Carolina, 
hold courts there, and execute laws there, when 
she is not a member of this Confederacy ? 

I will say, that that is bringing about civil war; 
that it is Inaugurating a policy that will drench 
this country in blood. The man that will do it 
will be looked upon as the worst murderer that 
ever disgraced humanity. Civil warin this coun- 
try! Conquer States, and hold them as provinces! 
Where is the authority to do it? Thank God, it 
is not in the Constitution. No such power is 
conferred upon this Government. It cannot be 
exercised, and I feel proud of it. Tama man of 
peace. I dislike war. J would never make it or 
encourage it, except in defense of right, in defense 
of honor, in defense of truth and justice, I would 
go Into battle and fight for the right; but I will 
never force war upon a people, or inaugurate it, 
unless it is authorized, and unless it is my daty 
to do so in defense of right; but certainly [would 
not make war to conquer a people contending 
simply for aright that has been refused, fora right 
that they cannot have in the Union, and for a 
right that they can have out of the Union, even 


| if tyrants, or rulers that would be tyrants, should 


undertake to coerce them. The man that would 
do it, the man that would inaugurate it, would 
drench this country in blood. My heart would 
pain me, and F could not rest at all, if I could be- 
lieve such a calamity should happen. Ifit should 
come unfortunately upon this country, inaugu- 
rated by a tyrant, who would like to conquer and 
hold American citizens as vassals, then I will sa 
to that coward who would do it, ** You will wal 
over your humble servant’s body first.” F shall 
never coéperate with any portion of this country, 
North or South, that would strike down a people 
contending for their rights. 

Now, sir, what chance have they to get rights 
inthe Union? Even if a dissolution takes place, 
if that calamity shall fall upon us, I look forward 
to the day when a reorganization can be made. I 
look upon a dissolution now asa fixed fact; I lool 
upon it as inevitable; but shall we not all look for- 


| ward with hope, with anxious and patriotic hope, 


to the day when a reorganization shall take place, 
when all these States can come together in one 


| great and happy Union, that shall secure right, 


justice, andcquality,to every portion of the Union? 


| If we would bring about that reorganization, if 


we would rebuild the fabric that has been strieken 
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ow | They destroy it by refusing to ‘comply with its |i necticut, How can these gentlemen, then, say to 
sir, inaugurate war in this country, and all hope | provisions. They trample it under foot, because || us that they will coerce States, and force them to 
of reconstruction has vanished forever. | they will not do justice to their friends. They || submitto wrong? Where will they get the men 
Sir, I look forward, asanxiously asevera father || claim the territory, though won by the blood of || to do it? ee ae 
looked for the return of his son or his beloved || the gallant southern men as well as the northern || ‘The condition of the country, I assure you, sir, 
daughter, to the period when the day shallarrive || men. They refuse to the southern man oneinch affords me no ee It gives me constant anx- 
that a reorganization may take place out of the || of territory for his property, though it cost him |} iety, pain, an suffering. “No man living, Ithink, 


down, we must maintain peace. Inaugurate force, | 
j H 


States that have feltit their duty to go out of this i| his money and his bleod. loves this country morc than I do. No man would 
Union for reasons that are so manifest that no just || If it was possible, as the Senator said. in the || go further to promote its existence and the pêr- 


and candid man can say they are not right. Tam || closing portion of his remarks, that this Govern- || petuity of the Union than I, Iflaying downmy 
looking to that reorganization with a view of hav- || ment could be now changed, if the Constitution life to-day would bring justice and equality to the 
ing a better Government than the present. This || could be amended in its provisions, so as to ex- States, and restore that fraternal feeling which 
one will not longer answer the purpose. The Con- || tend justice and equality to everybody, who in || prevailed in the earlier and better days of our 
stitution cannot be understood by the sections. || this Jand would not rejoice, and rejoice with a Republic, and place it. upon a footing that would 
One side understands it one way, and the other |! glad heart?) Why, sir, there is no punishment extend justice and ‘right to all, that would prò- 
another; and that dominant party, the party that || that could be inflicted on me that I would not bear j| mote its welfare, how, happy would F be to com- 
are soon to come into power, will nottake the dc- |; for the sake of perpetuating this Union; but I || promise by saying, ‘‘ sacrifice me, but save this 
cision of the Supreme Court upon the Constitu- || would bear nothing, or agree to nothing, that || great Confederacy, and let justice and equalit 
tion; they will not recognize it, would not perpetuate it on terms of equality, || prevail in all portions of the Union.” Then 
Now, sir, Icannot say that this Governmentis |} justice, and right. These are the principles on || say, sir, this condition of things affords to meno 
a failure. I cannot, in my heart, say that this | which it must be maintained, or dissolution isin- || gratification, On the contrary, it has given me 
grcat Government has been a failure. On the || evitable. Lf the party that succeeded in the late || the deepest sorrow and regret. I wantthis Union 
contrary, I regard itas a great success; a mag- || triumph had indicated to the country that they perpetual. I want the Constitution maintained. 
nificent success; one that satisfies me, and will || were now ready to sce justice done; that they |) E desire equality to prevail. See that equality 
satisfy every intelligent man in the country, that || were ready to extend to évery southern State the || prevails; but, sir, [Mr. Foor in the chair] it is in 
men are still capable of self-government. Isitnot || rights they claim for themselves, if they had, at || your power. It is in the power of that section,in 
strange, wonderful—remarkable, indeed, that our || the beginning of this Congress, said ‘amendments which you live and which you represent, to yet 
fathers could have created a Governmeettolastso || of the Constitution will be acceptable to us, and || save this Union, and to bring about the early re- 
long, to answer the purpose so wellas thishasdone? || ratified by our people, extending justice to all,” || organization of agreat Republic upon a basis that 
It is no evidence of the want of capacity of man || to-day the Union would have been safe, and will be permanent and lasting, if you would only 
to govern himself, that this Government now will || secession would not have been possible. speak earnestly and say, “ Gentlemen, itis all an 
not answer the purpose. It is unfortunately man- Mr. President, that party seem to be blind to || error; we never intended to depriye you of the 
ifest, by theaction of am arrogant sectional party, || their obligations upon this great question. They South of your equality in the Territories, and we 
that it will not do. It must be changed. It will || are bringing ruin and destruction upon a happy, || are willing to provide in the Constitution that 
be changed. Let us look forward to theday, and prosperous, and free people. By their action and || every State shall have her equal rights in the 
pray God that it may come soon, when the Gov- || by their refusal to meet on terms that would be || common territory of a common country; ‘that 
ernment shall be so changed that all can live to- |} honorable and acceptable to all, and just to every || every man shall have a right to go with his prop- 
gether again as a band of brothers. State alike, they have thrown out of employment || erty there, and have if protected while the terri- 
The honorable Senator from Tennessee re- || to-day thousands and tens of thousands of hard- torial condition remains,” and live up to all other 
minded us of the glorious Old Dominion, of Wash- || working men that cannot get bread for their chil- || constitutional rights. Do this; meet the Democ- 
ington, and of his successes. Why, sir, if he was || dren. ‘Chey have thrown out of employment j| rac of the North and South upon this great prin- 
living to-day, if he could rise from his hallowed || the laborers of the northern States. ‘They have ciple, and maintain the integrity of the Constitu- 
tomb and say: “Ihave a right in the common |} brought commercial distress upon the country, || tion as it was handed down to us by our fathers, 
territory, that I struggled for in that seven years’ || They have beggared thousands of people, and, || and we will go on prospering and to prosper until, 
war of indepewdence,”’ that party that has suc- || before the winter is over, hundreds and thou- || indeed, this shall be the greatest country on the 
ceeded in electing Lincoln would not allow him || sands of honest, industrious, working people will face of the earth. : 
to go into the Territories with his slave. Then || be suffering and starving for bread; thrown out Why, sir, to break up such n fabric, to break 
how can he say that the Union can remain asitis? || of employment because that party will not meet || Up sucha Union, to destroy sucha Constitution, is 
He told us of the great Jackson. Why, sir, || the other upon principles of justice, equality, and j| a matter of the deepest regret to ever good man 
if Jackson could rise from his tomb at the Eler- || right. ‘The responsibility is upon their shoul- || North and South. There is not one State in the 
mitage, and aitemptto go into the Territories with || ders. The great responsibility rests with them; || South that would do it without cause. There is 
his slaves, he would be met with Sharpe’s rifles, || and when the starving thousands shall assemble, || no State North, but for the influence of the Repub- 
and turned out, and, if needs be, forced away by || and march in the streets asking for bread, and it || lican party, that would do it, But you see that 
the party that have succeeded in electing a Presi- |} shall be pointed to them, ‘this distress is not || a party North has imposed conditions that can- 
dent on that issuc; for, on that question of free || broughton you by the South, for they have been || nut be recognized; conditions of inequality that 
territory there is no difference of opinion in the || just to you and to every State in the Union; but || cannot be submitted to. They must be changed; 
Republican party. They differ on many other jį it has been brought upon you by your sectional || that party must change in principleyin sentiment, 
things. Every clement on earth mects together || party determined to force a minority to submit || and in doetrine, or the Union will’ break up, and 
there; every opinion on earth meets together j| to the unjust demands of an arrogant majority,” || the responsibility rests upon them. They have 
there; and, though they differ in everything what will be the consequence? ‘They are re- destroyed the Union; not the South. They have 
elsc, upon that question of free territory they || sponsible. Let the consequences fall upon them. || forced the South into dissolution. Tt has not been 
stand united. What will you do with them? Sub- || And yet they indicate to us that they will coerce sought by the South; it has not been courted by 
mit? Are gallant, independent, sovereign States || States into submission, make it a sectional war, them. Théy have not sought or desired it. They 
to submit to inequality, to inferiority? If a ma- | and use these thousands of good men to fight have pleaded for right. They ask nothing more. 
jority were to say that I have no right in the Ter- || battles that they would impose upon the country |j Give them that, and the perpetuation of this glo- 
ritory, that I cañnot go there with my property || rather than do justice! f know these honest || rious Union is insured; and that is my earnest 
on equal terms with other men, and I were to sub- |} working men will do no such thiug. Do you be- | desire. ` ; 
mit, what would you pronounce it, I ask? What || lieve they will join you? Never; no, sir, never. | Mr. President, I beg pardon of the Senator from 
would you pronounce the submission man that || The heartofthe Democracy of the northern States || Ohio for consuming so much time, I will now 
would submit to be a member of a confederacy || is sound. They ask nothing but what is right, yield him the floor. 


upon terms of inferiority, inequality, and degra- || and they will never join a sectional party in crush- Mr. PUGH. I move that the Senate do now 
dation? R : . ing that spirit of justice and equality. adjourn. 
That doctrine will not do. Equality must pre- Nir, to-day, in Ohio, you have thousands, yea, Mr. SLIDELL. I understand that there is A 


vail. Llook upon this Government to-day as the || tens of thousands of Democrats, as pure, as pa- communication from the President of the United 
greatest Government ever created by the wit of || triotic, as live on the face of the world, that will || States, which requires the consideration of- the 
man. I look upon our Constitution as the best i| never join a sectional party to coerce a State, || Senate, and will not occupy morethan a moment; 
system of government ever formed by man. I jj whether led by southern ornorthern men. In Tadi- || and I ask the Senate to proceed to the considera: 
would to God it could be maintained asit is. I |] ana, I know the Democracy. I know them tobe |; tion of executive business. It is simply to refer 
wish that equality could prevail, IT would to i; pare. I can say the same of Ilinois, and of all the |j certain matters, 

Heaven that justice could be dealt out fairly to || northernStates, Soitisasto New York, Pennsyl- Mr. PUGH. I will yield to that motion. 
every. man of every State of this Union, as pro- || vania, and Connecticut particularly. Why, sir, PA hich nate i + 
vided by that great system of government. But il on ihe face of this earth you cannot find the same i EX BOTEV SESSION. whe 
it cannot be so. Public opinion is in its way. || number of men as now constitute the Democracy || On motion of Mr. SLIDELL, the Senate pro- 
The northern sectional party is opposed to its and | of thatglorious State of Connecticut, that are more || ceeded to the consideration of executive DusiNesSs; 
you cannot have rights equal with them under the || pure and devoted to right and justice and to the || and after some time spent therein, the doors were 
Constitution as itis. They break it up, not we. l| constitutional Union, than the Democracy of Con- Í| reopened, and the Senate adjourned... 
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: HOUSK OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
‘o Wepwespay, December 19, 1860. 
Tho House met at twelve o’clock, m. Prayer 
by the Chaplain, Rev. Tuomas H. Srocxron. 
Phe Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 


CORRECTION OF THE JOURNAL. 


: Mr. FLORENCE. l desire to have the Jour- 
vial corrected. “I yesterday presented, among 
other papers,a petitionfrom Mr. William Wheeler 
Hubbell, of Philadelphia, in. regard to the present 
condition of the country, and the questions agitat- 
ing it. That petition, was. referred to the special 
committee of thirty-three, along with the proceed- 
ings of a public meeting held in ‘Philadelphia, 
and propositions submitted by myself, It does 
hot seem, however, that the Journal shows Mr. 
Hubbell’s petition to have been so referred, I 
am not surprised that there should have occurred 
this omission, from the fact that there was so 
much confusion in the Hall when $ presented 
these papers, and an opposition to them which | 
has characterized no other similar proceeding. | 
I do not know why suchaspirit should have been 
manifested, unless, indeed, 1t was called forth by 
the loyalty of the city of Piiladelphia, 
The correction was made. 


CONTRACTS FOR PUBLIC BUILDINGS, 


The SPEAKER laid before the House a com- 
wiunication from the Secretary of the Interior, 
transmitting, in compliance with the resolution 
of the House of Representatives of April 16, 1888, 
copies of contracts entered into by the Commis- 
stoner of Public Buildings during the current fis- 
cal year; also, a statement giving the names of 
bidders, and the prices at which it is proposed 
to do the work contemplated by said contracts; 
which were laid on the table, and ordered to be 
printed. 

ADJOURNMENT FOR THE IOLIDAYS. 


Mr. WASHBURNE, of Ilinois. I offer the 
following resolution: 

Resolved, (the Senate concurring,) ‘That when the two 
Houses of Congress adjourn to morrow, they adjourn to 
meet on the — day of January, 1851. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Maryland. I desire to ask 
the gentleman from Illinois whether the statement 
made is true, that the Senate passed a resolution 
‘of this kind Ree 
* Mr. WASHBURNE, of Mlinois. I under- 
stand that the Senate has not passed a resolution 
of this kind; but I presame it will concur with 
the House if we should pass this resolution. 1 
have left a blank in the resolution for the day to 
which the Houses should adjourn. 

Mr. McPHERSON. 1 object to the reception 
of the resolution, fs, 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Minois. ` I do not 
suppose thata single objection can defeat this 
resolution, 1 understand that a resolution of a 
similar character has been held by the Speaker 
to-be in order as a privileged question, 

The SPEAKER. The Chair supposes that 
the resolution is a privileged one, and is in order, 

“Mr. WASHBURNE, of Hlinois. Then Ipro- 
pose to fill the blank with the words t Monday, 
the 6th,’? so that it will read: 

Resolved, (the Senate concurring,) That when the two 
Houses of Congress adjourn to-morrow, they adjourn to 
meet on Monday, tbe 6th day of January, 1861. 

‘Mr. ETHERIDGE. I move to lay the reso- 
lution on the'table. 

Mr. DAWES called for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 
` The question was taken; and it was decided in 
the affirmative—yeas 77, nays 74; as follows: 

-YEAS—Messrs. Charles F. Adams, Adrain, Allen, Bab- 
bitt, Beale, Blake, Bocock, Brayton, Burch, Burnham, But- 
terficld, Carey, Case, Clemens, Cobb, Colfax, Conkling, 
Covade, Cox, Curtis, Dawes, Delano, Dunn, Edwards, 
Etheridge, Fenton, Gilmer, Gooch, Grow, Gurley, Hale, 
Hatton, Helmick, ‘Hoard, Houston, Humphrey, Junkin, 
Francis. W. Kellogg, Kenyon, Kilgore, DeWitt C. Leach, 
Lee, Loomis, Charles D. Martin, Elbert 5. Martin, Me- 
Kean, MeKenty, McKnight, McPherson, Millson, Mont- 
gomery, Edward Joy Morris, Isaac N. Morris, Noell, Pen- 
dleton, Pettit, Porter, Pottie, Edwin R. Reynolds, John H. 
Reynolds, Royce, Sherman, Spauiding, Spinner, Stanton, 
Stokes, Thayer, Tompkins, Trimble, Vance, Vandever, 
Verree, Wade, Waldron, Walton, Wells, Wilson, and 
Winstow—i7. 

NAVS—Messrs. Green Adams, Aldrich, Alley, William 
C. Anderson, Avery, Barksdale, Barr, Barret, Boteler, 
Branch, Buffinton, John B. Clark, James Craig, Burton 
Craige, John G. Davis, De Jarnette, Duell, Edmundson, | 
English, Florence, Foster, French, Gartrell, Hall, J. Mor- 


Hack, Nixon, Phelps, Potte 


| league, Mr. BURNETT. 
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-rison Harris, Jolm T. Harris, Haskin, Hickman, Hindman, |; 
| Holman, William Howard, Hughes, Hutehins, Jackson, 


Jenkins, Jones, Landrum, Larrabee, James M. Leach, 
Leake, Longnecker, Love, Lovejoy, Maclay, Mallory, 
Maynard, McClernand, Millward, Laban T. Moore, Nib- 
r, Pryer, Quarles, Reagan, | 
Riggs, James C, Robinson, Sedgwick, Sickles, William N. 
4. Smith, Stevenson, William Stewart, Thomas, Train, 
Underwood, Elihu B. Washburne, Israel Washburn, Web- 
ster, Whiteley, Windom, Wood, Woodson, and Wright—74. 

So the resolution was laid on the table. 

Before the vote was announced, 

Mr. QUARLES stated that his colleague, Mr. 
Neusow, was absent on the committee of thirty- 
three, 

Mr. KILGORE said he had paired off with Mr. 
CRAWFORD. 

Mr. BRANCH stated that his colleague, Mr. 
Rurriy, wasdetained at hisroom by indisposition. 

Mr. SIMMS said he had paired with his col- 


Mr. BOCOCK. Before I cast my vote, I de- 
sire the attention of the gentleman from Hlinois, 
who offered this resolution, toa suggestion which 
Ihave to make. As J understand it, a difficulty 
has arisen on this side of the House, in relation to 
the resolution the gentleman has offered, in regard 
to the effect which it will have upon the power of 
the committees of the House to sit during the re- 
cess. Some of us are of the opinion that, if the 
resolution is adopted in its present form, the com- 
mittees of the House, including the select com- 
mittee of thirty-three, will have no power to sit 
until the House again meets. I think that the 
resolution, in its present form, is liable to that con- | 


struction, but it may be changed in form so as to |! 


accomplish the object the gentleman has in view, 
and also to meet this difficulty. | 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. I willsay to | 
the gentleman from Virginia thatif the resolution 
is not laid on the table, I will withdraw my de- 
mand for the previous question, and allow the 
gentleman to offerany amendment which he may 
suggest. lask the gentleman, then, to allow the 
vote to be announced upon the motion to lay the 
resolution on the table. 

Mr. BOCOCK. 1 just wish to finish what I 
was going to say, and then the gentleman from 
illinois may modify his own resolution. F was | 
going to say that while, if the two Houses ad- | 
journ by joint resolution, the committees cannot 
meet during the time of the adjournment, if this 
House take a recess for two days at a time, the 
committees may then meet daring such recess the 
same as if the House continued in session, 

Now, the suggestion I have to offer to the gen- 
Ueman from Hlinois is this: the House, under 
the Constitution, has not the power to adjourn 
over for more than two days at a time, without 
the consent of the Senate. Butif we obtain the 
consent of the Senate, we may adjourn over for 
more than two days ata time, and the committees 
of the House may continue in session as ifa re- 
cess had not been taken. If the gentleman from 
Ilinois would accomplish this object, he may do | 
it by substituting a resolution something like this: 


Resolved, (with the consent of the Senate,) That when 
this House adjourns to-morrow, it adjourn to meet on the 
Guth day of January next. 


Mr. WASHBURNE, of Ilinois. 
the vote may be announced, 

Mr, BROWN (not being within the bar when 
his name was called) asked leave to vote. 

Objection was made. 

Mr. BINGHAM (not being within the bar 
when his name was called) asked leave to vote. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois, objected. 

Mr. FOUKE (not being within the bar when his 
name was called) asked leave to vote. 

Mr. HASKINS objected. 

The vote was announced as above recorded. 

TERRITORIAL BUSINESS. 

Mr. GROW. To-day and to-morrow have 
been set aside for the consideration of territorial 
business. I have been appealed to by a number 
of gentlemen to postpone the special order until 
some future time. And, inasmuch as we have} 
information being prepared by the Census bureau 
which ought to be before the House, I will now, | 
if there be no objection, move that the special 


Task that 


| order be postponed, and that the second Tuesday |j 


and Wednesday of January be set apart for the | 
consideration of the territorial business. 

There being no objection, the motion was re- 
ceived, and agreed to. 


LEGISLATIVE, ETC., APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. SHERMAN, from the Committee of 
Ways and Means, reported a bill making appro- 
priations for the legislative, executive, and judi- 
cial expenses of the Government for the year 
ending 30th of June, 1862; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committce of the 

hole on the state of the Union, and ordered to 
be printed. 

PUBLIC LAND EXPENSES. 
Mr. SHERMAN also, from the same commit 


tee, reported the following resolution; which was 
read, considered, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Public Lands be in- 
structed to inquire and report whether any of the offices of 
surveyor general can be discontinued without detriment to 
the public service. 


THE UNION QUESTION, 


Mr. EDMUNDSON, by unanimous consent, 
resented a preamble and resolution offered ata 
arge mass meeting of the people of Botetourt 

county, Virginia, December 10, 1860; which were 
referred to the select committee of thirty-three. 


NEW MEXICO MILITARY. 


Mr. OTERO, by unanimous consent, intro- 
duced the following bills; which were severally 
read a first and second time, and referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs: 

A bill providing for the completion of the mili- 
tury road from Telecote to Albuquerque, Terri- 
tory of New Mexico; and 

A bill providing for the completion of the mili- 
tary road from Albuquerque to Dana Aud, Ter- 
ritory of New Mexico. 

DEFICIENCY BILL. 


Mr. SHERMAN. I move that the bill of the 
House (No. 866) to supply deficiencies in the ap- 
propriations for the service of the fiscal year end- 
ing June 30, 1861, be made a special order in the 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. SHERMAN. [ move that the rules be 
suspended, and that the House resolve itself into 
the Committee of the ‘Whole on the state of the 
Union. 

The motion was agreed to. 

So the rules were suspended; and the House 
resolved itself into the Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union, (Mr, Bococn in the 
chair,) and proceeded to the consideration of the 
deficiency appropriation bill. 

On motion of Mr. SHERMAN, the first read- 
ing of the bill was dispensed with, ond the read- 
ing of the bill by clauses, for amendment, was 
commenced. 3 

Mr. SHERMAN. Tam instructed by the Com- 
mittee of Waysand Means to offer the following 
amendment: 


After line sixteen, insert as follows: 

To enable the superintendent of the Capitol extension 
to pay for labor, materials, &c., for carrying out the resolu- 
tion of the House of Representatives of the Wih of Febru- 
ary, 1850, $2,500. : 


The amendment was agreed to. 


Mc. SHERMAN. Jam instructed by the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means further to report the 
following amendment: 

Add, at the end of the hill, as follows : 

For the completion of the custom-house and post ofice 
at the city of St. Louis, and for fitting up and furnishing the 
same, $15,000. : 

Mr. QUARLES. Iam opposed to that ameng- 
ment, and J suppose it is not necessary for me to 
offer an amendment to enable me to state my 
objections. 

‘There are all over the country, in my own town, 
in Charleston, in New Orleans, and all over the 
United States, custom-houses and post offices 
exactly in the condition of this one at St. Louis. 
Why, then, is it that that point is singled out as 
an exception to all the others? If we are to make 
an appropriation for the completion of this build- 
ing at St. Louis, why not make like eppropria- 
tions for all the other points? If the condition of 
the Treasury is such as to prevent us from making 
appropriations to complete all these buildings, 
why single out this building as an exception? 
The Government has purchased a site for such & 
building at the city of Nashville, in the State of 
Tennessee, for which the public money has been 
paid, butupon which no building has been erected. 
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J want an appropriation made for that building, 
if appropriations are to be made for those build- 
ings. Unless that can be done, [hope this amend- 
ment will not be adopted. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I will make a brief reply 
to the gentleman from Tennessee. The custom- | 
house at St. Louis is already built. There are 
some outstanding debts for furniture, and for other 
narposés, which this appropriation is designed to 
cover. Ht is recommended by the Secretary of 
the Interior, and ought to be made, so that these 
debts may be paid. ` 

Mr. PHELPS. If the chairman of the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means will yield to me, I 
will explain to the gentleman from Tennessee, 
and to this committee, the necessity for making 
this appropriation. The Government of the Uni- 
ted States appropriated money for the construc- 
tion of a public building in the city of St. Louis. 
That building is now built. It was designed for 
several public offices, for a custom-house, a post 
office, for the usec of the assistant treasurer, the 
surveyor general, and the clerks of the circuit 
and district courts. Of the amount appropriated 
for the erection of the building there is still a small 
balance unexpended remaining in the Treasury. 
In order that the building may be placed in a 
condition for oceapancy by the several Govern- 
ment offices, and that the rent now paid may be 
saved—in order to provide furniture for the courts, 
the offices of the assistant treasurer and the sur- 
veyor general, for the eustom-house, and for the 
post office, including boxes, &c., it is necessary 
that we should make this appropriation. It is 
recommended by the engineer in charge of the 
construction of the public buildings of the United 
States. In other words, it amounts to this: we 
have a public building in St. Louis which cannot 
be occupied unless it be furnished in a manner to 
accommodate the public business. If we want 
the public business transacted there, then this ap- 
propriation is necessary; otherwise it is not. 

Mr. MAYNARD. 1 understand that the 
original appropriation has not been exhausted. 

Mr. PHELPS. There remains unexpended 
only about one thousand dollars of the original 
appropriation. In addition to that sum the officer 
in charge of the Bureau of Construction recom- 
mends the appropriatioa of the $15,000 provided 
for in this amendment, so that the building may 
be put in a condition for occupancy for the pur- 
poses for which it was designed. 

Mr. MAYNARD. Is the building entirely 
completed ? 

Mr. PHELPS. It is. There are, however, | 
some outstanding debts on the construction of the 
building. [believe that some bills have also been 
incurred for the necessary furniture supplied by 
the United States marshal for the United States 
court. These debts ought to be paid, and it is 
intended that they shall be paid out of this ap- 
propriation. 

The question was taken; and the amendment 
was agreed to. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Iam dirceted by the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means to submit the foll6w- 
ing amendment, to come in at the end of th ill: 

To supply deficiencies in the fund heretofore a propri- 
ated te enable the President of the United S grea pery 
into effect the act of Congress of 3d of March, , and 
any subsequent acts now in force for the suppresfion of the 
slave trade, $900,000. - s 

Mr. MAYNARD. I avail myself of a formal 
opposition to this amendment to make an inquiry 
of the chairman of the Committee of Ways and 
Means in respect to the necessity of appropriat- 
ing $30,060 to supply the deficiency m the ap- 
propriation for the printing of the second session 
of the Thirty-Sixth Congress. I should like to 
know how that deficiency arises. po 

Mr. SHERMAN. The deficiency in the print- 
ing fund arises out of the order of this House 
to print additional copies of the mechanical and 
agricultural parts of the Patent Office report, and 
the order to print large numbers of the Covode 
report, 

Mr. MAYNARD. Would not that be a defi- 
ciency in the printing fund for the first, and not 
for the second session of the Thirty-Sixth Con- 
gress? i 
° Mr. SHERMAN. lt is the estimate of the 
Superintendentof Public Printing thatthisamount 


is necessary. 


| 
: i 
Now, sir, in. reference to the pending amend- i 


: tion I have on the subject. 


ment, I do not propose to discuss it, unless it 
the desire of the committee to have it explain 
I am willing to give the committee all the infoy 


Mr. PHELPS. Mr. Chairman, I do Yot rise 
for the purpose of debating the amendment now 
pending, in reference to Africans captured by 
United States cruisers, but merely to call the 
attention of members to the necessity of making 
some provision different from that now adopte 
for the safe-keeping and support of those captured 
Africans. Four vessels, filled with Africans taken 
from Africa for the purpose of enslaving them, 
have been captured recently by the United States 
cruisers. They are in addition to the captured 
Africans who were landed at Key West. Pro- 
vision has already becn made by Congress for the 
transportation of those Africans back to Africa 
and for taking care of them. T think that that 
provision was made during the last session of 
Congress. For the Africans who have been cap- 
tured recently no provision has been made. They. 
have been Janded, under existing laws, in Liberia, 
Expenses have necessarily been incurred, and the 
Secretary of the Interior recommends this appro- 
priation of $900,000 for use during the present 
fiscal year. 

Mr. Chairman, I am unwilling to vote for this 
appropriation. It is time that Congress should 
make other provision than the one by which we 
appropriate one sixtieth of the revenues of this 
country—indeed more than one sixticth of the 
revenues of the United States for the purpose of 
returning to Africa and taking care of the Africans 
captured on their way to slavery in the Spanish 
isles. A portion of these captured Africans now 
supported in Liberia at the expense of the Govern- 
ment of the United States, were in this country. 
At that time I wasin favor, and Lam now in favor, 
of this policy. T am in favor of providing that 
every African who shail be captured on board of a 
slave shipshall be landed in the United States, and 


‘apprenticed to those who will take charge of them 


until they shall carn a sufficient amount to defray 
the expenses of their return to Africa. In the 
meantime, those who have a high regard for the 
negro; those who have a desire to extend Chris- 
tianity and civilization into Africa, will have an 
opportunity of doing that very thing, by taking 
hold of the Africans thus landed upon our shores, 
and educating them in the Christian religion and 
the arts of civilization previous to their return to 
Africa. If these expenses go on as they have 
begun, you will soon find one thirtieth part of 
the revenues of the country annually expended 
for this purpose of taking care of these captured 
Africans. Is this right? Where, sir, do we find 
authority for doing it? If we are willing to bur- 
den the people and the national Treasury by this 
additional charge for the maintenance of these 
barbarians who are thrust into the little colony 
of educated Africans upon the western coast of 
Africa, is it not proper to consider that, under this 
policy, the numbers of barbarians may be so great 
in the course of a few years as to revolutionize, 
overcome, and exterminate the civilized Africans 
of Liberia who have been settled there by the 
benevolence and the charity of the American peo- 


3 
ple? : ; i 
These are pomis for the consideration of the 
committee. ‘Shey are some of the reasons why 


Iam not in favor of appropriating this sum of 
money for the purpose specified. 1 have, as [said 


| when [ rose, no purpose at this time of debating 


this question. My duties require my presence 
elsewhere. | have expressed my own views on 
the subject, and it is now for the House to take 
whatever action may be deemed best. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The question, Mr. Chair- 
man, is not whether our laws against the slave 
trade are or are not right; but it is whether this 
House will appropriate money to carry them into 
execution. On that point I am happy tosay that 
every Executive Department of the Government 
concurs. The President, in his annual message, 
not only recommends this appropriation, but I 
hold in my hand special letters from the Depart- 
ment of the Interior urging this appropriation; 
and the Committee of Ways and Means, with a 
single exception, have agreed to recommend the 
appropriation. For the purpose of placing the 


| House in possession of this information, 1 will F 


send those communications to the Clerk’s desk, 
that they may be read, as they contain more defi- 


nite knowledge, and will be more satisfactory: to 
the House than anything Dean say oco iey 

The letters were read, as follows: >o.. : 

DEPARTMENT OF PHE INTERIOR,” 
: . . December 15,1860.: 

Sim: {have the honor to inclose herewithy for your. in- 
formation, a copy of my cominunicafion of this date, to 
the Speaker of the House of Representatives, recommend- 
ing appropriations to enable this Department to-oxeeute tbe 
laws jwohibiting the African slave trade. . i s i 

{ take thisoceasion to invite your attention tothe recom- 
mendation contained on pages 15 and. 16.0f my last-apnual 
report, (a copy of which is-inclosed,) and to suggest that, 
if the same meet your approval, the appropriations be made 
in the terms following, viz: i h sy 

“Po supply a deficiency in the. appropriation made for 
the present fiscal. year to enable the President of the Umi- 
ted States'to carry into effect the act of 3d March,.1819,-and 
any subsequent acts now in force for the suppression of the 
slave trade, $900,000. eel ; 

& And the President is hereby authorized to allow such 
compensation to United States marshals, district attorneys, 
and others. employed in enforcing such laws,as may tohin 
seem proper, for any services they may render, for-which 
no allowance ean now be made under. existing laws. 

“To enable the President of the United, States to carry 
into effect the act of 3d March, 1819, and any. subsequent 
acts now in force for the suppression of. the slave trade, 
during the fiscal year ending the 30th June, 1862, $900,000. 

« And the President is hereby authorized tovaliow such 
compensation to United States marshals, district attorneys, 
and other persons employed in enforcing said laws, as may 


to him seem proper, for any services, they may render, for Ţ 


which no allowance can now be made under existing laws.?? 
I have the honor to be, very respectfully, your; obedient 
servant, J. THOMPSON, Secretary. 
Hon. Jonn Suerman, Chairman of the Committee of Ways 
and Means, House of Representatives. i 
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, 
December 15, 1860. 
Sim: The greater portion of the bounty due to the offi- 
cers and crews of the vessels which captured the slavers 
Wildfire, Williams, and bark name unknown, on the coast 
of Cuba, in my last, is stil! unpaid, and the appropriation 
heretofore made for service of that character is nearly ex- 


hausted. An additional appropriation is, therefore, now 
required. i i 
Under direction of the President, on ithe 22d October 


fast 1 entered iuto contract with the American Coloniza- 
tion Society, for the support'and maintenance for one year 
of the Africans recaptured from the slavers Storm King 
and Erie, and delivered to the United States agent at Mon- 
rovia in September last. An appropriation will be required 
to meet the liabilities thus iucurred, and to pay the bounty 
due to the captors. 

A few days since, this Department was officially advised 
that, on the 14th October last, the United States frigate 
Constellation captured the slave ship Cora, having on board 
six hundred and ninety-four Africans, alt of whom were 
delivered to the United States agent atMonrovia. An ap- 
propriation will be required for their support and mainte- 
nance for oue year, and also to pay the bounty duc to those 
by whom they were rescued. 

Official information has this day been received to the ef 
fect that, on tae 10th October last, the United States frigate 
San Jacinto captured the slaver Bonita, with seven hutt- 
dred and thirty-four negroes on board, alt of whom have 
likewise been delivered to the United States agent at Mon- 
rovia. An appropriation will also be necessary for their 
support and maintenance, and to pay the bounty due on 
their account. 

The aggregate amount that will be needed for these sev- 
eral objects to the 30th June next, and to meet other ex- 
penses incident to the service growing out of the prosce u- 
tions of the offending parties, in addition to what has been 
already appropriated, is, as nearly as can be estimated, 
$450,000. f Sloat ud 

It is fair to presume, judging from the past, that other 
slavers will yet be captured during the present fiscal year, 
and to provide for the contingency, I respectfully ask that 
an additional amount be appropriated of $450,000 ; making 
a total for this year,of $900,000. 

For the scal year ending 30th June, 1862, an appropri- 
ation should also be made of like amount, and the same is 
respectfully recommended. : 

Lain, sir, very respectfully, your obedient servant, 

: J. THOMPSON, Secretary. 
Hon. WILLIAM PENNINGTON, 
Speaker of the House of Representatives United States, 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, 
December 19, 1860. 
Sir: I have the bonor to transmit, for your consideration 
in connection with the communication addressed you by 
this Department on the 15th instant, a copy of a letter of 
the same date, but since received, from Rev. William Mc- 
Lain, urging, in behalf of Liberia and the American Colo- 
nization Society, the necessity of prompt provision being 
made for the care of the recaptured Africans recently landed 
at Monrovia, and protesting against the landing of any more, 
unless ample provision is made in advance for their support. 
In view of the state of things presented by Mr. McLain, 
I beg leave respectfully to suggest early action. upon so 
much of the communication of the 15th instant as relates 
tv an appropriation to supply the deficiency in the fund for 
this branch of the service for the present fiscal year. 
Very respectfully, your obedient servant, 
MOSES KELLY, 
acting Secretary. 
Hon. Jons Suerman, Chairman of Committee of Waysand 
Means, House of Representatives. ; ; 


Covonrzarion Rooms, WASHINGTON, 

j December 15, 1860. 
My pear Sir: You have doubtless received information 
that another slaver has been caught, the Bonita ; and that 


# 


E 
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Mönrövia from aboard: of ler. For: us; the Colonization 
Society, as well as for. Liberia, this is an alarming and an 
embarrassing state. of things. In less than four months, 
thirty-seven hdndred and eighty-one wild Africans have 
been landed in Liberia, viz: from Key West, eight hundred 
and ninety-one; from slavers Storm King, six hundred 
and sixteen; Erie, eight hundred and sixty-seven ; Cora. 
-six huudred and ninety-four, and Bonita, seven hundred 
and thirteen. We have received information which leads 
us to expect that ‘many more will soon be landed. When 
the Cora left the Congo river, and the Bonita left Panta da 


Lenba; there were in. the baracoons between five and six | 


‘ thousand slaves waiting for'vessels ; and the vessels were 
on the coast, tying off and on, waiting for a chance to run 
‘inand:take the people aboard. The United States men-of 
war on that station are all wide awake. They have begun 
40 understand the subject, and to feel the influence of the 
prize money. We may therefore expect to hear of other 
captures by the very next arrival from the coast. Under 
these circutmstanees, Mr. Secretary, what is to be done? 
We have now on our hands, and have had for from two to 
three‘and a half months, thirty-seven hundred and eighty- 
one people to clothe and feed and take care of, and we 
have received but $27,208 33 from the United States for 
theirbenefit. For the last two cargoes no contract bas been 
entered into, and no provision made. In these times of 
commercial distress and financial embarrassment, it can- 
not be considered reasonable or right that we should pro- 
v vide for these people for nothing. Our Liberia population 
is small and feeble at best. Fo have nearly tour thousand 
savages thrown in upon them, is an oppression which they 
ought not to be ecalted onto endure. They might justly 
rotest against it, And you will allow me tosay that, un- 
less the United States does speedily make provision for 
those already landed, as well as for others who may here- 
vafter be landed, I, in the name of Liberia, being fully au- 
thorized to represent her, and we the American Coloniza- 
tion Society, shall be compelled to protest against any mere 
Being landed in Liberia. E beg to call your attention to this 
subjectatonce. The welfare of the recaptives themselves, 
as well as the safety and happiness of. Liberia, demand that 
immediate and ample provision should be made for those 
already there, and that we should be enabled to provide 

somewhat in advance for others who may be fanded. 
I have the honor to be, most respectfully, your obedient 
servant, ` W. McLAIN, 
Financial Secretary American Colonization Society. 


Hon. J. Tuomrson, Secretary Interior. 


Mr. SHERMAN. It is manifest, whatever 
may be the objection to the present law in refer- 
ence. to the African slave trade, that we must 
make prompt provision for the rescued negroes 
already retarned to Africa, and we ought at once 
to pass this appropriation. It is improper and 
wrong to throw the whole burden of supporting 
them upon the Colonization Society, when there 
is no money appropriated to enable the President 
to carry into effect the contracts already made 
with that society. f 

Mr. JONES. I would suggest to the chairman 
of the Committee of Ways and Means; that if he 
warts to suppress the African slave trade, he had 
better repeal the law of Congress of last session, 
which ‘authorizes all these recaptured Africans 
to be supported, at so much a head, by the Colo- 
nization Society. - The law now in existence is, 
T think, a permanent one, and authorizes the Pres- 
ident to. make an arrangement with the Coloni- 
zation Society'to take care of those persons. Such 
a contract has been made, and we pay the Colo- 
nization: Society an enormous sum to take care of 
the class of persons referred to. Therefore you 
mike it for the interest of that society to have the 
Africans recaptured, in order that they might be 

aid, and paid liberally, for taking care of them, 
Ray to those gentlemen upon the other side of 
the House, who are so anxious to suppress the 
African slave trade, that they put a law upon the 
statute-book last session which will increase that 
trade more than any other measure which has 
been adopted by this Congress; for it is manifest, 
that the more Africans there are recaptured the 
more money the. Colonization Society will get. 
Therefore they will send out persons purposely 
to'recapture these Africans, in order, when they 
are brought in, they may get pay for taking care 
ofthem. And I do not wonder at the remarks in 
the letter of the secretary which has been read 
here, “Fle docs not care how many are captured 
from now to doomsday. 

Į say to gentlemen, if they are sincerely de- 
sirous to suppress the African slave trade, abol- 
ish the law under which the Colonization Society 
receives so much money for taking care of these 
recaptured Africans. For, so long. as that act 


stands, that sogiety will send out men to capture į 
Africans, that they may be turned over to them. | 
Mr. MAYNARD. Can the chairman of the | 


Committee of Ways and Means teli us what was 

the regular appropriation for the current year? 
Mr. SHERMAN, Lthink it was $250,000. 
Mr. MAYNARD. That is my recollection; 


& 


i in June last, a proposition has been directly and 
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so far as I know, is not carried on between this 
country and Africa. lam notawarethat butasingle 
cargo of slaves has for many years been landed in 
the United States—I allude to the cargo of the 
slaver Wanderer. The slave trade, practically, is 
carried on between the coastof Africaand theisland 
of Cuba, and perhaps one ortwo other pointsin the 
possession of Spain. England has a treaty with 
Spain, by which the latter Governmentis pledged, 
for the consideration of $20,000,000, according to 
my recollection, to put an end to the slave trade 
within her dominion. Great Britain ean enforce 
that provision of the treaty at any time she pleases 
so to do, and so shut up the ports to which slaves 
are carried to be sold. And itis utterly futile for 
any apologist of that powerful Government to 
say that, if she chooses to do so, she cannot, with 
her police of the seas, close such ports to-morrow, 
or at as early a time as her inclination may 
prompt. 

Moreover, England has, in addition to that 
portion of the coast of Africa under her own ju- 
risdiction, treaties extending all along that vast 
continent closing that portion of the world to the 
African slave trade. So, then, if she chose to 
enforce those treaties, she could close the mar- 
kets to which slavers resort to make their pur- 
chases. But by her connivance, not to say her 
participation, this traffic is permitted to be car- 
ried on, and the United States Government, by a 
treaty stipulation which she has entered into, and 
by the prepositions which are madc to her from 
time to time by the British Government, is made 
to play the part of police to capture such of those 
Africans as she may be able, at an expense to 
her of upwards of a million dollars a year. It 
is an attitude which we ought not to assume. It 
is a position our Government ought not to oc- 
cupy; and itis one which the members of this 
Congress ought to take stepsto change promptly, 
effectually, and efficiently. If good faith is not 
to be observed in this matter by the British Gov- 
ernment, the less we have to do with her the bet- 
ter for our national reputation and for the cause 
of humanity. Unless I am greatly mistaken, 
since the adjournment of this present Congress 


officially made by the British Government, through 
Lord John Russell, to the Secretary of State, to 
enter into an arrangement with that Government 
to organize and carry on the cooly trade, for the 
purpose, avowedly, of furnishing labor to the 
tropical portions of the world. 

A resolution was introduced at the last session 
of Congress by a gentleman from South Carolina, 
whom I now see in his seat, calling upon our 
Government for information as to the disposition 
that the Government of Great Britain makes of 
her recaptured Africans. If my ear did not deceive 
me, a response to that resolution was made early 
this session, and it was ordered to be printed. I 
have not seen the document. I shall read it with 
a great deal of interest, for it has struck me that 
it is a subject entitled to consideration. What 
becomes of those persons? In the operations of 
the British cruisers on the African coast, so far, 
slavers arc never captured when going into a port, 
but only when coming out of port with their slaves 
on board. What the reason is, I know not. It 
may be that if a slaver is captured while going 
into port, the vessel itself alone becomes a prize; 
whereas, if she is captured when coming out of 
port with slaves on board, a premium is given to 
the captors of twenty-five dollars a head for each 
slave on board. Hence it is the direct interest of 
the vessels that are stationed on the coast of Africa 
to let slavers go into the ports and get their car- 
goes in the baracoons, and then capture them as 
they come out. What becomes of those captured 
Africans? Where are they taken? We are told |! 
that they go as apprentices to the British colonies 


| are the terms of it? 


in the West Indies. Does that apprenticeship 
ever terminate? What is the limit of it? What 
What is the end of it? 

I do not propose, Mr. Chairman, as 1 said in 
the outset, to enter at large into the discussion of 
this question at this time; but certain it is that 
this appropriation now asked for by our Govern- 
ment is one that ought to make us pause before 
we grantit. A quarter of a million dollars at the 
last session was supposed to be ample for all the 
exigencies of this service. Nearly four times that 


i amount is now asked as a deficiency; and if Eng- 


land and Spain are in this manner to connive at 
the carrying on of the slave trade between the 
coast of Africa and the Spanish colonies, to say 
nothing of the English colonies, this Government 
ought simply to say, “ Hands off; we will pro- 
tect our own coast,and keep our skirts clear in the 
matter; but beyond that we do not choose to inter- 
ose.” ; 

Mr. PRYOR. Do I understand the honorable 
chairman of the Committee of Ways and Means 
to say that the faith of the Government is pledged 
for the amount designated in the amendment? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Contracts have been made, 
I think, if I understand the report of the. Secre- 
tary of the Interior, for three of the cargoes. For 
the fourth cargo—the Bonita—no contract has 
yet been made. The four cargoes already cap- 
tured will consume $450,000. The remaining 
$450,000 is estimated upon conjectural captures 
to be made between the 15th December and the 
ist day of July next. k 

Mr. PRYOR. Mr. Chairman, so far as the 
faith of the Government is already engaged, of 
course Tam obliged to vote the appropriation; but 
I do think, from the papers produced by the hon- 
orable chairman of the Committee of Ways and 
Means, that it must be obvious to every mind 
that we should revise and reform the system on 
which we are acting, What do we find?) We find 
that already the Government is taxed $1,000,000 
a year for the subsistence of these captured Afri- 
cans. We find that there are now dependent upon 
the Treasury of thisGovernment in Africa three 
thousand persons. We find that cases of capture 
are increasing in a geometrical ratio.: Now, who 
knows what enormous appropriations may event- 
ually be required under the operation of this sys- 
tem? Who knows but this is a contrivance by 
which this Government is to be burdened with the 
support of the Government of Liberia? Who 
knows, as suggestéd by the honorable member 
from Georgia, [Mr. Jongs,] but there is some. 
connivance, some arrangement, by which, in the 
shape of these appropriations for the suppression 
of the slave trade, the Colonization Society is to 
be fastened upon this Government? 

Now, sir, | am as averse as any gentleman to 
the, prosecution of the slave trade. J would not 
relax, but, on the contrary, I would confirm and 
enforce every enactment for, the suppression. of 
that trade. Still, I do think that, in the prosecu- 
tion of this enterprise we should consult our own 
exigencies. There is one consideration which I 
should imagine would appeal with decisive force 
to gentlemen on the opposite side, and that is, a 
suggestion for which { am indebted to a para- 
graph, apparently authentic, in. the newspapers, 
to theréffect that this promising Republic of Li- 
beria is tn the extremity of being swamped by the 
A titania pfogipitated upon its bosom through the 
agency ofthis Government. Now, I demand of 
those gentlemen that they give the Republie of 
Liberia a fair chance to illustrate the capacity for 
self-government which they claim for the African 
race. Do not oppress them by the presence of 
cannibals from the dominions of Dahomey. 

_ In every aspect, I do think, then—and I submit 
it to the honorable gentleman from Ohio himself— 
that we must change our policy. Can we not 
do something? Last year I suggested, without 
much thought, the idea of adopting the policy 
already practiced by the Government of Great 
Britain, and that is the policy of reducing captured 
Africans to a quasi-slavery—a species of appren- 
ticeship. I have thought much upon-the subject 
since; [ have read somewhat upon it, and Dam 
only confirmed in the idca I then advanced. I 
will cordially support whatever measure the 
tleman from Ohio may propose having in 
the suppression of the African slave trade, 
a duc regard to the propriety of our position, with 


la due regard to the necessities of our now cx- 
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hausied ‘Treasury, and with a due regard to the 
condition of these negroes themselves, 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


The committee rose informally ;and the Speaker 
having resumed the chair,a message was received 
from the Senate by Mr. Hicey, its chief Clerk, 
informing the House that the President of the 
United States, on the 17th instant, approved and 
signed an act to amend the fourth section of the 
act for the admission of Oregon into the Union, 
so as to extend the time for selecting salt springs 
and contiguous lands in Oregon. Also, that the 
Senate had ordered the printing of certain docu- 
ments, of which he was directed to inform the 
House of Representatives. Also, that the Senate 
had passed the bill of the House making appro- 
priations for the payment of invalid and other 
pensions of the United States for the year ending 
30th June, 1862, without amendment. And also, 
that the Senate had passed the billof the House 
making appropriations for the support of the Mil- 
itary Academy for the year ending 30th June 
1862, with an amendment, in which he w 
directed to ask the concurrence of the House. 


DEFICIENCY BILL—AGAIN. 


The Committee of the Whole on the s 
the Union then resumed its session. 

Mr. SHERMAN. In reply to the gentleman 
from Virginia, (Mr. Pryon,] I will simply say that 
the Committee of Ways and Means bare under 
consideration an appropriation for the next year 
of $900,000, and itis probable that that committee 
may report some modification of the law in re- 
gard to the slave trade; at least, propositions of 
that kind are pending before the committee; but 
we suppose that it would be impossible for the 
committee to mature, or Congress to pass a law 
soon enough to affect the expenditures to accrue 
before the Ist of July next. 

With regard to the colonization system, it is 
not compulsory upon the Republic of Liberia, 
nor is it compulsory upon the Colonization So- 
cicty, to undertake the care of these negroes. The 
President of the United States can, under the law, 
make a contract with anybody to take care of 
them; and if the Sonor wealth of Liberia dcem 
these Africans a burden upon them, they can re- 
fuse, ax a matter of course, to receive them, and 
the Colonization Society can refuse to enter into a 
contract, That is a sufficientanswer to that por- 
tion of the gendeman’s remarks. 

Mr. BURNETT. lask that the amendment 
proposed shall be read. 

The amendment was again read 

Mr. BURNETT. Would it be in order to move 
to amend the amendment? 

The CHAIRMAN. An amendment to the 
amendment is in order. : 

Mr. BURNETT. Then I move to amend by 
striking out $900,000, ? and inserti:z in heu 
thereof ** $450,000. ’ At the last ses 
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ssion of Con- 
gress, L, together with other gentlemen, voted for 
the act passed to amend the act entitled “ An act 
in addition to the act prohibiting the stave trade.” 
At that time 1 thought the act would be humane 
in its provisions, and that the plan proposed would 
be the best means that could be adopted for dis- 
posing of the Africans captured and brought to 
onr shores. There were at that time, I believe, 
or shortly before, some twelve hundred slaves on 
the coast of Florida, at Key West. Tam now sat- 
isfied that the act of last session is not only inhu- 
mane in its provisions, but is actually cruel. The 
report of the Secretary of the Interior shows that 
among the Africans who were sent back to the 
coast of Africa, the mortality on board of our ves- 
sels, crossing and returning, was about fifty per 
cent. 

The President of the United States was directed 
to make a contract under this act with any party 
he might select, for the purpose of returning these 
Africans, and having them taken care of, at the 

- price of $109 per head; and he might, in his dis- 
cretion, continue that contract for a period of five 
years. The actalso appropriated $250,000 for the 
purpose of carrying if into effect. Prior to the 

re of tI act, and atthe same session of | 
; had also appropriated $49,000 in 
king, in all, $296,000." ‘We arenow 
calicd upon to appropriate an additional sum of 
$900,000; but we are informed by the chairman | 
Committee of Ways and Means that only 


of the 


il 
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$450,000 of that amount is actually needed at 


present, and that the faith of the Government is | 
pledged to the payment of that amount, growing 


| out of the act of Congress, to which I have re- 
ferred. Now, I am willing to vote the money 


which we actually owe, and which, as was well 
remarked by the gentleman from Virginia, {Mr. 
Prror,] the Government is pledged to pay. But 
I am unwilling, at this time, to vote another dol- 
lar under this act. The act ought to be amended;’ 
and the only course that this Government can 
pursue, which would be, in my judgment, wise 
and humane, is, that when Africans are captured 
and brought to our shores, the apprenticeship 
system, as adopted by. England in regard to her 
colonies, should be adopted by us. It would 
certainly tend to elevate the character of those’ 
barbarians landed on our shores; and not only 
civilize them, but give the philanthropists of this 
country, who are so fond of the negro, an oppor- 
tunity of christianizing them. We do not render 
their position any better by the course pursued 
by the Government; and yet we are called upon 
not only to expend $900,000 for this year, but to 
make an additional appropriation of $900,000 for 
the fiscal year ending 30th June, 1862. This has 
become a profitable branch of commerce. We 
now notonly pay to this Colonization Society $100 
per head—the President being authorized to con- 
tinue the contract for five years—but we also, 
under the existing laws, pay to the ships’ crews 
that capture these Africans, a bounty of twenty- 
five dollars per head. We are thus encouraging 
instead of suppressing the African slave trade; 
and I think that the wisest course to be pursued 
by the committee would be to reduce the appro- 
priation to $450,000, the amount suggested by the 


| chairman of the Committee of Ways and Means; 


and then let us amend this law. 

Mr.CRAWFORD. It seems tome, Mr. Chair- 
man, that there is no difficulty about settling this 
question, It has been up for the last two or three 
sessions of Congress. ‘The great mistake has been 
in the construction of the law of 1819. Tn all 
probability the sum of $450,000, as suggested by 
the gentleman from Kentucky, is enough for the 
purpose required. According to my construc- 
tion of the act of 1819, the President of the United 
States has no power whatever to support and 
maintain these Africans one year after they have 
been returned. The difficulty is that the Presi- 
dent has been authorized to make a contract for 
that purpose. The law of 1819 looks to the sup- 
port and maintenance of those Africans who are 
captured and brought into American ports, until 
they are returned to Africa; but there is not one 
solitary word or line of the act of 1819 that can į 
be tortured into a construction allowing for their 
support and maintenance for one year after they 
are returned to Africa. I defy the ablest lawyer 
in this House, or elsewhere, to show that there 
is any reason or justice requiring, on the part 
of the American Congress, an appropriation of 
$900,000 annually for the support of these Afri 
cansafier they shall have been returned back. I 
admit that they are to be supported while they are 
retained here, and then they are to be returned to 
Africa and delivered there to an agent. 

Bet it has been implied that because of the use 
of those words, “delivered there to an agent,” 
the law requires that the Government of the Uni- | 
ted States shall support them for a certain time 
thereafter. I do nothold to any such construction 
of the law; and I think that, under a proper con- 
struction of the law, we can avoid the support and 
maintenance of these Africans for one year after | 
they are returned home. If there were any rea- j 
son or propriety in our supporting them there for 
a year, E should not have any objection to doing | 
so. But the truth is, that there is so much oppo- | 
sition in the House and in the country, sonth as 
well as norih, to the reopening of the African 
slave trade, that whenever there 3s objection made i 
to the payment of moncy for the support of these 
captured Africans after their return to their own | 
country, that objection is construed by many at 
the North into the manifestation of a disposition | 
on our part to reopen the African. slave trade, 
‘That is not trae. F have no iden that there are a 
hundred men in the State of Georgia to-day who 
are ip favor of reopening the African slave trade. 
And yet, because of the fact that there are some į 
men ja That State who bave been charged with 


being engaged in the slave tradé—I do not know 


whether they were of not—whereve 
on the part of theit Representatives int ( 
that money should not be appropriated for t 
support of these Africans a year after ‘they 

sent home, there is a general indignation arouse 
against the African slave trade, and the- money 
voted ott of the Treasury contrary to law. "Pha 
is the whole state of the case. ` y z 

Let us construc the act of 1819 aright. ` Letus 
look at it as lawyers. : Letus look at it as mén 
of sense. Examine that law; and you will find: 
that the captured Africans are to be -supported® 
and maintained while in this country, but notin 
their own. Give it that construction, and then’ 
the amount of money necessary to carry out the’. 
act of 1819 will be far less annually than is asked! 
for inthe present bill. I shall never vote à dollar, 
either in this House or elsewhere, for the support’ 
of Africansabroad; butI will voteevery dollarthat 
the law requires for their support and maintenance: 
while in this country; and for their return to their 
own shores. Iam Satisfied that that is the true 
construction of the law; and if those gentiémen 
on the other side of thé House who are no more 
indignant at the reopening of the African: slave’ 
trade than are many gentlemen on this side, will’ 
vote according to that construction of ‘the Jaw,’ 
there will be no difficulty about the amount of 
money to be expended. I am very indifferent 
whether you appropriate $800,000 or $900,000, or 
any other sum. I simply desired to bring the 
facts to the consideration of the House. The 
House may, for aught I care, vote to support the 
Africans twenty years. It is a matter of no sort 
of concern to me. I believe that we should ed- 
ucate and christianize them at the South much 
cheaper than in Afriea. The country is opposed 
to it; and, being opposed to it, those of us who 
are willing to give a fair construction to the law 
are perfectly willing that the necessary amount of 
money shall be expended to carry out the Jaw con- 
strued properly, and no more. [would not my= 
self vote a solitary dollar more than is necessary 
to support them while here. B : 

These are the views which I have upon this 
question. ‘The House will, as a matter of course, 
vote such an amount of money as they deem 
proper—$900,00 or $1,900,000; and I would as 
soon they should vote onc as the other; because, 
if it were proposed to appropriate $1,900,000; and 
a gentleman in favor of reopening the slave trade 
were to oppose it, they would raise it to $2,000,000. 

Now, let us construe the Jaw fairly; lct us con- 
struc it properly; and then let usappropriate such 
a sum of moncy as is necessary to carry it out 
fairly, and no more, f 

Mr. COBB. I suppose the question is now 
upon the amendment of the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky, (Mr. BurxerT.] 

The CHAIRMAN. Itis. : 

Mr. COBB. 1 suppose that upon that I cannot 
properly speak to the amendment of the gentle- 
man from Ohio, [Mr. Surman. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will say to the 
gentleman from Alabama that the debate-not hav- 
ing been closed upon the bill, any remarks perti~ 
nent to the subject of the bill or either of the amend- 
ments will be in order. 

Mr. COBB. -Very well, then, I will appeal to 
your-experience, Mr, Chairman, to know whether 
an amendment which I have now in my mind, 
and am about to suggest, will be admissible? for- 
1 do not like to throw away my ammunition with- 
out effect. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state that 
the amendment of the gentleman from Kentacky* 
being an amendment to the amendment, it is not 
in order now to move to amend further. 

Mr. COBB. Then I will suggest the amend- 
ment which I shall be glad to offer whenever it 
may be in order, and I appeal to your experience 
and parliamentary knowledge to know whether; 
when the amendment of the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky shall have been disposed of, it will be in 
order as an amendment to this bill. You have a 
law now in force, I believe, prohibiting the steal~ 
ing of slaves on the coast of Africa. 

My object is to insert, as an amendment to this 


| bill, a provision which shall more effectually ae~ 


complish that object. f would provide that when- 
ever a sbip-shali be captured with: a cargo of 
negroes on board, the Africans shall be taken aff, 
and th: vessel scuttled, and allow. the officers, 
crew, and all who are engaged in the unlawful 
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enterprise, to go down-together... Thatisthe only 
effectual remedy which I can suggest for pee 
a stop to this African slave trade. „And | think 
that by, that. means we could. accomplish another 
purpose; we could rid ourselves of.a class of per- 
sons who, while. they are engaged in -this traffic 
abroad, are-at home absolutely engaged in engen- 
dering strife and contention among our people 
North and South.» I-want the House and the 
country distinetly to. understand that the State of 
Alabama, whether she secedcs or not, is opposed 
to, ‘eopening. of the slave trade. . I certainl 
shall do my utmost to prevent it; but, I say, sin 
the vessels with, all on board who are engaged in 
carrying ou the traffic, and I am satisfied. that no 
southern man will go down either, 

I-cal] upon. my northern friends to put a stop 
tothe practice of building ships in theirown ports, 
and fitting them out with their own money to steal 
negroes.on the coast: of Africa. 

Mr. GROW. That is what we are trying to 
do... i; 
Mr. COBB. But the means you are using are 
ineffectual. While you are passing these enorm- 
ous appropriations, your own people are fitting 
out ships, and continued and repeated depreda- 
tions are being committed by these thieves. Now, 
Mr. Chairman, is it admissible to move, as an 
amendment to this bill, that the ships shall. be 
sunk with all on board, after taking the negroes 


OfFP ae oe i . 
The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is of the opin- 


ion that, as an amendment to a deficiency bill, | 


such an amendment would hardly be in order. 
It might, perhaps, if it were.a bill for raising a 
sinking fund, [Laughter.] 

Mr. COBB. Lhad some doubt about the ad- 
missibility of it mysclf, and that was the reason 
why I was desirous of getting the opinion of the 
Chair; but I say that if such provision could be 
passed by this House, it would furnish, in my 
opinion, the only means by which the slave trade 
could be stopped. I do not want to aid the build- 
ing of ships at the North for the purpose of pros- 
ecuting the slave trade; nor do } want to aid in 
capturing those fellows who engage in that slave 
trade, unless they are to be punished. Iwantto 
get clear.of them and of the trade altogether. 

Mr. REAGAN. I desire to offer an amend- 


ment to the amendment of the chairman of the ! 


Commitice of Ways and Means. 

< The CHAIRMAN. No further amendment 
is.in order at this time. 
| Mr. REAGAN. While I am up, as the gen- 
eral subject is open to debate, I will state the 
object I have in view in offering the amendment 
which I propose to offer whenever [have the op- 

ortunity. . Whenever the opportunity presents 
itself, I shall propose tu amend the clause making 
this appropriation, by providing that no part of 
the same shall be expended for the support of 
Africans captured on vessels not bound for the 
United States. 

Iam induced to do this for the reason that I 

am informed from a source on which Irely—and 


if any gentleman doubts the correctness of it he | 


can apply to the Navy Department and satisfy 
himself m reference to it—that but one of the 


vessels-which have been captured with negroes | 


on board was bound for the coast of the United 
States. That was the Echo. 
is true, was.found in the United States, and was 
suspected of being a-slaver, but it was not known 


certainly that such was her character. The Echo | 
is the only one captured which. was bound for | 
-our.coast. All the others were bound for Cuba. | 


The trade is one which is carried on between 
Africa and Cuba, and not carried on by the pco- 
ple of that portion of this country which has been 
so frequently maligned as engaged in the African 
slave trade. . luis as well that it should be under- 
stood that the ships which are built for this trade 
are not built in the southern States, so much 
abused: and denounced as being engaged in the 
slave trade; they are not owned or manned by 
people from the South, aud they are not engaged 
in carrying on the slave trade between the coast 
of Africa and the southern States. They. are 
built by the very men who raise this outery 
against slavery, and they are owned asd: manned 
by these same people, for the purpose ofimport- 


ing slaves from the coast of Africa into theisland | 


of Cuba. 
These facts, I say, ought to be understood; for 


The Wanderer, it | 


| 
| 
| 


H 


| 
H 


that they exist, there can be no doubt. Any one, 
who wili take the pains to apply at the proper 
source of information, will find tbat the statements 
that I have made arc true. I hold, then,that while 
the only slave trade which is being carried on to 
any considerable extent is between the coast of 
Africa and the island of Cuba—a dependency of 
Spain—it is not proper that we should be taxing 
the Government of the United States, to the ex- 
tent which this bill provides, to take care of and 
christianize the Africans which are taken by Yan- 
kees, in Yankee ships, for Yankee speculations. 


It seems to me that this isa question deserving | 


of some consideration at the hands of this House 
—at least that it should have some influence in 


| controlling the policy of the Government in de- 


termining the course it is to pursue.. I shall pro- 
pose theamendment which I have suggested when- 
ever the proper opportunity shall present itself, 

I wish to say further upon the general subject, 
that heretofore I have voted for all the appropri- 
ations which have been called for, since { have 
been a member of this House, to be applied in 
taking care of these Africans and sending them 
back to Africa. I have done it, because I sup- 
posed it the best means of securing the suppres- 
sion of the African slave trade, to which E have 
been, and am,opposed. But seeing the tendency 
which the course of policy pursued by the Gov- 
ernment has had in working injustice to the tax- 
payers of the. nation, I shall now change the pol- 
icy I have heretofore pursued. Ido not propose 
to vote for this appropriation, nor for any other 
appropriation, to carry out the policy which the 
Government is now pursuing, unless the plan 
which I have suggested, of making provision for 
the support of such negroes only as were being 
sent to the const of the United States, shall be 
agreed to. 


Mr. CLEMENS. I was not present when the 


discussion upon this subject took place in the į 


House at the last session of Congress; but, inas- 


much as there seems to be a diference of opinion i 


between the executive department of the Govern- 
ment and Congress as to the proper construction 
to be placed upon the act of 1819, I have taken 
pains to refer to the language of that act. Ido not 
hesitate to affirm that, whatever may be its effect 
hereafter, whether to increase or diminish the 
slave trade, the act of 1819 confers no power upon 
the Executive of this Government to maintain 
negroes captured in slavers on the coast of Africa. 
Yet the Executive has taken the responsibility of 
incurring an expense, estimated at $900,000 for 
the balance of the present fiscal year, in support- 
ing these negroes upon that coast. The question, 
then, before the House is, whether we shall ac- 
quiesce in the construction, unwarranted as I say, 


given by the Executive; or whether we shall ! 


diminish the estimated appropriation to such an 


extent as only to cover the amount already due? | 


That is the issue presented by the amendment of 
the gentleman from Kentucky. [think the time 
has come when this Congress should put its legis- 
lative veto against these excessive expenditures 


and usurpations of power on the part of one de- | 


partment of the Government, against a plain pro- 
vision of existing law. 

What is the act of 1819? T have it before me, 
and beg leave to refer to its explicit provisions. 
I will not be governed in myaction, as a member 
of this House, by the distracted state of feeling in 
the country. So far as I am concerned, in carry- 
ing out the trust with which I am invested as a 
member of this House, I shall endeavor to dis- 
charge my duties under the oath I have taken, 
and to look above all ouiside influences. 


In what direction ought that action to be? The | 


act of 1819 provides that the President of the 
United States shall appoint the proper person or 
persons residing upon the coast of Africa to act 
as the agent or agents for reeciving the negroes, 
mulattoes, or persons of color, delivered frora on 
board the vessels seized in prosecution of the 


i slave wade by the commanders of the United 
| States. 


He is to appoint the person or persons 
to act as agents to receive these captured Afri- 
cans. Now, what has the President dune? He 
has not ony appointed a person to receive them, 
but he has appointed a person to maintain them 
for one year after their return to and arrival upon 
their native soil. Iam not disposed to turn these 
barbarians loose upon Liberia; Lam not disposed, 
so far as they are concerned, to desert them and 


leave them entirely destitute upon their arrival in 
Africa. No, sir; I am disposed to go as far as 
this Government ought to_go, under the proper 
construction of the law. Tam willing, while we 
are discharging our duty to ourselves, that we 
should at the same time discharge our duty to 
these Africans. And under this state of the case, 
with a conflict between the Executive and this 
House, $900,000 seems to me to bea remarkably 
large sum, especially in view of the fact that we 
have the whole naval force of France, of Eng- 
land, and of this country stationed upon the coast 
of Africa, and elsewhere, in order to prevent the 
prosecution of the African slave trade; especially, 
too, in view of the fact that that trade is stigma~ 
tized upon the statute-books of the United States 
ag piracy. Wasit contemplated, when this act was 
passcd, that a trade stigmatized as piracy should 
be encouraged by the executive arm of the Gov- 
ernment, and that a direct bounty should be held 
out for its continuance by appropriations of money 
on the part of this House? 

With these views, with the facts I have stated, 
I am compelled to vote for the amendment of the 
gentleman from Kentucky, [Mr. Burnert,] or 
for such a reasonable sum as may be sufficient, 
under the actual facts of the case, to discharge 
whatimay be deemed on our part our duty toward 
these ‘unfortunate barbarians. 


Mr. JOHN COCHRANE. Mr. Chairman, I 


| do not rise for the purpose of discussing any fine 


question of humanity or philantropy. 1 rise 
merely to present my views upon a plain point 
submitted for the consideration of this committee; 
and that is, whether expenses incurred under the 
faith of a public act of the United States should be 
defrayed? whether money should be disbursed in 
answer to the call and claim upon the credit of 
the United States? It is very immaterial, to my 


; mind, whether the Jaw of the last session is a 


proper legislative construction of the law of 1819; 
but were ita proper theme for discussion here, it 
seems to me that the question could very.readily 
be answered, and that the criticism which has 
been bestowed upon the law of 1819 in connec- 
tion with the law of the last session, is amenable 
to this sufficient and plain answer: that when the 
law of 1819 demands that a body of helpless hu- 
man beings should be reccived upon the coast of 
Africa, it also requires that they should be re- 
ceived there for the purposes of preservation and 
for the exercise of the natural promptings of hu- 


i: manity; for conservation, and not for destruction; 


and that when appropriations are made to carry 
that Jaw into execution those appropriations 
should be devoted to the maintenance, the support, 
the clothing, and the protection of these helpless 
creatures, and not for their destruction. 

Mr. CLEMENS. If the construction which I 
place upon the law of 1819 is the correct one—and 
the gentleman from New York scems to admit 
that it is—then will he be kind enough to tell me 
under what constitutional authority, what legal 
authority, this Government has the right to stretch 
its arm into Africa, and keep up a system of edu- 
cation and maintenance and christianization of the 
barbarians to be found there? 

Mr. JOHN COCHRANE. Ido not know that 
I can answer with as strict an adherence to the 
letter of the Constitution as can my friend from 


| Virginia, who is acknowledged to be a strict ex- 


positor of thatinstrument; but I may be permitted 
at this point toappeal to that higherlaw, recognized 
by my friend, I am sure—the law of humanity, the 
Jaw of preserving life; that law, sir, which we all 
recognize, the obligations of which we acknowl- 
edge in this House; the law that, when life is 
within our power, our action should be taken for 
its preservation, and not for its destruction. But 
my remarks were not directed to that point. They 
were directed to this simple construction: that 
when a law of Congress directs an executive offi- 
cer to take under his. care and protection haman 
life, the letter as well as the spirit of that law is to 
the effect that that life should be conserved, and 
not destroyed—to the construction that wheneve 
appropriations are made for the execution of 
alaw, itconfers upon the executive oficer pow 
not to turn loose these wild Africans, not to leave 
them between heaven and earth in expiation of 
some conceived offense—but to take care of them, 
to civilize them, to protect and maintain them, and 
to provide for the comfort of their future life. ‘That 


i was the construction put upon the law of 1819 by 


1860. 
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the law passed at the last session. That is the 
construction which 1 deem the proper one in this 
instance. 

‘Phe simple question here is whether this appro- 
priation should be made for the purpose specified, 
namely: for comfortably clothing and maintain- 
ing the persons of color received upon the coast 
of Africa. T am answered by my friend from 
Kentucky [Mr, Burnett] that it were bettcr not 
to reevive these Africans upon the coast of Africa 
-thatit were better not to subject this Govern- 
ment to the cxpense of their conservation and 
making their Jives comfortable; but, on the con- 
trary, that the better policy would be, under the 
circumstances which surround us, and in view of 
the historical events of the past, to at once em- 
brace the English apprentice system, and adopt 
these captured Africans asa partof our own pop- 
ulation; to make them comfortable within oar 
own midst. I deprecate this above all other pro- 
ceedings. Bad, infamous, as is the African slave 
trade, wretched as are its consequences, L would 
provide some remedy for them. E would, beside 
providing for the prevention of the slave trade, 
seck to incorporate those who have been arrested 
in the proper enjoyment of their natural liberty, 
with their natural class—with those of their own 
race and color, with those from whom they were 
taken, and not with an incongruous population of 
different and higher civilization, another order 
of beings; for to introduce them into our midst 
under cover of an apprenticeship system, or any 
other system, for temporary or permanent uses, 
would be, to a certain extent, to incorporate them 
inte our population, It would be adding dificul- 
ties to that great problem which this country has 
yet to mect—beyond the slave trade, beyond sla- 


very in the South—what shall be dane with the | 


free colored population of the free States or of the 


slave States? a question of great magnitude in its | 


dimensions, fearful in its proportions, and yet, in 
the future, a8 the vista of time discloses, to be 
solved, and dreadfully solved, in blood, The two 
races cannot live together. The two races are 
antagonistic, and Christian civilization, with all 


its benefits, will in the future but disclose that | 


that antagonism will be brought into irrepressible 
conflict, and a war of races will begin with the 
aspirations of the colored men to alter and benefit 
their condition. I would vote for the appropria- 
tion of $450,000, which is necessary now, for the 
cancelment of existing expenses; and,as a meas- 
ure of humanity, I would vote for $450,009 more, 
if it be probable, as it seems to me it may be prob- 
able, that in the future, before any further appro- 
priation can be made, expenses to that amount 
will have been incurred for the same purpose. J 
think, therefore, that the amendment as it is 
offered should prevail. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Unless there is a disposi- 
tion to take a vote, Í shall move that the commit- 
tee rise, for the purpose of closing debate. 

Mr. JONES. J would like to have a separate 
vote upon this amendment in the House. 

Mr. SHERMAN. If it is the desire to have a 
vote upon the amendment of the gentleman from 
Kentucky in the House, I have no sort of objec- 
tion to that. 

Mr. BURNETT. 


amendment, if the chairman of the Committee of 


Ways and Means will give me an opportunity to | 


offer it and have a vote upon it in the House. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I will do so. 

Mr. REAGAN. I will ask the chairman of 
the Committee of Ways and Means if he will 
extend to me a like privilege? 

Mr. SHERMAN, [cannot open the door to 
every one. 

Mr. REAGAN. 
ment now. 

Mr. SHERMAN. 


Then I will offer an amend- 


I have the floor. 


Mr. REAGAN. The gentleman cannot pre- | 


vent me from offering my amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from Ohio 
had the floor for the purpose of moving that the 
committee rise. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Iwill yield the floor to the 
gentleman from Texas, and them I will move that 
the committee rise. 

Mr. REAGAN. 


ing the words: 


I move to amend, by insert- 


No part of this sum shali be applied to the support of į 
Africans captured on vessels vot bound to the United | 


Sues. 


| amounts to slavery. They make a profit out of 


| Then those Governments would not be preaching | 


I will, then, withdraw my | 


j man, that the amendment of the gentleman from | 


|! gaged in the African slave trade 
| or any other point on the globe, other than the | 


| of it—the President of the United States is author- 


| sels of the United States to capture all American 


Mr SHERMAN. I rise to a point of order. 
It is, that the amendment would change the ex- 
isting law. The present law authorizes the Pres- 
ident of the United States to pay $100 a year for 
the support of all Africans captured by the naval 
forces of the United States. This amendment, of 
course, will limit the authority and change the 
law. 

The CHAIRMAN. I would call the attention 
of the gentleman from Ohio to the uniform ruling 
upon this point. A distinction has always been 
held to exist between a provision which changes 
the existing law permanently, and a restriction 
mercly upon one appropriation pending before 
the House. Inasmuch as the amendment pro- 
posed by the gentleman from Texas applies to 
the manner in which this particular money. shall 
be used, and does not contemplate a permanent 
change, the Chair rules that it is in order. 

Mr. REAGAN. [| ought to have said, in con- 
nection with the other remarks I submitted, that 
the Governments of Great Britain and France 
have heretofore professed to take an active inter- 
est in the suppression of the slave trade, and to 
hold, before the world, slavery in greatabhorrence 
—a profession which, so far as the English Gov- 
ernment is concerned, still continues to be made. 
The object of my amendment is to place this mat- 
ter in such a form as to sce whether they are sìn- 
cere in their professions; to place the policy of 
Government, in reference to this matter, upon such 
a basis as to test the sincerity of those Govern- 
ments. When we recapture Africans we return 
them to the coast of Africa. If that policy of our 
Government is to be continued, I hove no objec- 
tion to it, so far as it applies to those Africans | 
whose destination is the United States. 

But I understand that when British or French 
or Spanish cruisers capture slavers, they consign 
the captured Africans to an apprenticeship which 


the captured Africans, instead of carrying out 
their doctrins of humanity, the importance of care 
rying out which they so earnestly impress upon 
us; while our Government goes on in good faith, 
and returns not only those negroes which are | 
taken from vessels bound to our country, butalso 
all those taken from vessels of other countries and 
trading between the coast of Afvica and Cuha, 
and other dependencies of Spain. Now, Edo not 
think it is just to put upon oar country the bnr- 
den of returning those negrocs and making pro- 
vision for their support fora year, in cases where 
our citizens are not engaged in the trade, or when 
the negroes recaptured are not destined to the 
United States. If this Government wiil enter into 
an arrangement that Africans taken from vesscls 
bound to Cuba or Brazil or to any other foreign 
country, shall be placed in the hands of the au- 
thorities of the Government from whose port the 
vessel sailed, or to the Government to whose part 
the negroes were being taken, to be disposed of 
at their own expense, Í shall have no objection, 


hamauity to us, and speculating on the misery of 
the Africans for their own benefit. | 

Isimply throw out these hints, because it seems 
to me that facts have been developed which re- 
quire that we should change the policy of our | 
Government. My proposition would be the first | 
step to a change which would be beneficial in 
many aspects. 


Mr. BINGHAM. 


It seems to me, Mr. Chair- 


Texas will operate—though not so intended by 
him—to give a license to American vessels en- 
bound to Cuba, 


United States, in which slavery may be tolerated. 
Under the existing law, as has been remarked— 
and the gentleman from Texas is fully advised 


ized to direct the commanders of the armed ves- 


vessels engaged in the African slave trade on the 
coast of Africa, or anywhere else; to carry the 
Africans back to the coast of Africa, and to bring 
the persons engaged in the trade tothe United 
States for trial. ; 

Mr. REAGAN. The gentleman from Ohio 
misunderstands the scope of my amendment, if he 


supposes that it gives any such license. It is 
designed only to prevent the burden of supporting |! 
these Africens being thrown upon our Gdverne |! 


ment, unless.-they- were. being. brought. to. 
coast. : ted pyle gd pegia y a 

Mr. BINGHAM. I understand thattheamense, 
ment limits the application of the appropriation to 
the support of such negroes as are taken: on Vese 
sels engaged in the African slave: trade and boung 
to the coast of the United States. It follows, there. 
fore, of necessity, thatno appropriation willbe left 
to carry into effect the other provisionsof the pres: 
ent law. Therefore, it does strike. me—whether 
such a result is intended or not—that the amend= 
ment operates as a license to American vessels 
engaged in the African slave trade, boundito porta. 
other than ports of the United States, unless the 
gentleman can show that the acts of 1819 and 1850 
can be carried into effect, without: any appropria+ 
tion by Congress} which L doubt. 
Mr. KUNKEL. 


Mr. Chairman, I am- reluca 
tant to participate in this.debate at all: -It has 
been protracted. so long that perhaps. now: the: 
members of the committee are fatigued, and desire 
to hear no: more-upon-the-subject. But Lrise-to- 
suggest to the committee:the propriety. of adopter; 
ing the amendment ntoposid by: the gentleman: ` 
from Texas, [Mr. Reacan.} I am notinformed: 
as to the express stipulations that have been made. 
by our treaties with foreign Powers in refercace: 
to the suppression of the African ‘slave. trade. 
1 find in iis Constitution of the United States—- 
which is to be our guide in voting money for thig: 
purpose—that Congress, in the ninth section of 
the first article, is thus invested with power over 
this subject: : 
“The immigration or importation of such personsas any 
of the Statrs now existing shall think proper to admit shalt 
not be prohibited by the Congress prior to the year 1808 5 
but a tax or duty may be fmposed on such importation not 
exceeding ten dollars for each person.” 


The object, then, of the Constitution. in-vesting 
power in this Government, by treaty or bylaw, to. 
suppress the African slave trade, applicd cxcla- 
sively to this country and not to other nations. 
The duty, therefore, of the Navy of the United. 
States, when employed for. the purpose of sup: 
pressing the African slave wade, should be, under 
a strict construction of this instrament, exclu- 
sively directed to the prevention of the importa- 
tion or immigration of persons of the description 
which, under the act of 1808, has been by law 
prohibited; and we should thus fulfill all of our 
constitutional obligations and all the obligations 
which this Government could have the power to 
contract with other nations. f 

Sir, we have known, we have seen, it is mani- 
fest and patent to every member of this Hlouse, 
that the present Jaws, under the construction: 
which has been put upon them by the Executive: 
Departments of the Government, have produced, 
not the suppression of the slave trade, but, from: 
some cause or other, there has been a manifest in-s 
crease. Within thelast two years, under their con- 
struction—£f think an erroncous one—but which 
this House by law ratified at its last session, the 
slave trade has increased, and there has been, ani 
expenditure of money to meet this: branch of the 
public service far exceeding a reasonable, rational 
amount for any Government. to appropriate for 
such a purpose. . I doubt whether the chairman: 
of the Committee of Ways and Means can assert, 
of his own knowledge, that any other Govern- 
ment in Christendom is now taxed to the same 
amount for captured Africans, in compliance with 
their treaty obligations for the suppression of the 
slave trade. Their management of captured Af= 
ricans or barbarians is entirely different, as bas 
been suggested by the gentleman from Tennessee, 
[Mr. Maynarp,] from the policy adopted by our 
own Government, - 

Mr. REAGAN. Wil the gentleman allow m 
to state a fact in that connection ? s ER 

Mr. KUNKEL. Certainly. s 

Mr. REAGAN. I have been informed, al- 
though I do not know the fact myself, that: the 
British Government has proposed to the United 
State to take charge of our captured Africans, 
apprentice them in the British colonies, and. re+ 
lieve us of all expense. Iam informed that that 
is the fact. . 

Mr. KUNKEL. Mr. Chairman, if the state- 
ment of my friend from Texas be correct, hereis 
a feasible, a practical, a-humane mode of reliev- 
ing this Government of the care of the Africans 
captured by our cruisers, here is am agent. offer- 
ing to accept at dur hands these barbarous Afri- 
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eans,and-employ them, it is ‘to be presumed, 
“properly; thus carrying out the provisions evi- 
dently contemplated by any treaty stipulations, 
which I ani familiar with, between this Govern- 
ment and any foreign Power. “Why should not 
England. be the custodian of these captured A fri- 
cans, instead of the Republic of Liberia?’ Why 
should not England'do it, who has been so zealous 
in impressing, notonly her own people, butcertain 
sections of oùr own country, with the necessity 
of stirring up this-agitating question of negro sla- 
very tothe distraction and almost the destruction 
of our Government?) She has been the principal 
missionary in all of this anti-slavery and negro- 
philanthropy'agitation which is now disturbing 
the peace of the country. She proffers to the 
American Government to receive these captured 
Africans and. take them under her own kind nur- 
ture. Why should we notcommit them to hercare? 
Gentlemen upon the other side of the House are, 
perhaps, in the habit of hearing, if they them- 
selves do not utter, fulsome eutogies on the negro 
philanthropy of Great Britain, chicf among ten 
‘thousand, the one who has gloriéd most in her 
rabid abolitionism. Why not commit these A fri- 
cans to her care for nurture and for education? She 
has paraded herself and made a boast of her ca- 
‘pacity to civilize and christianize and liberalize, 
though at the same time she tyrannizes over all 
the nations of the earth. She sets herself now 
on a-pinnacle, proud, defiant, exalted, and claims 
- thatalbthe nations of the earth shall look unto 
her and take example from her teachings and her 
practice. Give her the keeping of these barba- 
rous Africans. Here is a feasible, direct, and 
economical mode of getting rid of them. Why 
not adopt it? . 

But, Mr. Chairman, while I am upon my feet, 

I cannot help adverting to some of the remarks 
of my friend from New York, [Mr. Joun Cocn- 
RANE,] who addressed the committee in reference 
te some of his peculiar notions of humanity. He 
stated that perhaps the act of 1819 would admit 
of the construction that, Inasmuch as our vessels 
and officers of the Government are authorized to 
receive these barbarous creatures, it may be im- 
plied by a fair construction and inference of law 
that it is‘the duty of the Government to provide ! 
for their maintenance and their education, and 
for the conservation of life; but while he based | 
‘his construction upon the idea of humanity, he 
scouted the idea suggested by the gentleman from 
Kentucky, (Mr. Burnerr,] or some other gen- 
tleman; that. these captured Africans should be 
treated as the British Government treats those cap- 
tured by her own cruisers; that is, taken into the 
colonies among white people, whom he admitted 
to be a:superior race, and there held in apprentice- 
ship until they. work out a sufficient sum, not 
only for their own maintenance, but to defray the 
expense of sending them hack to-their own coun- 
try. He seemed to think that there was no hu- 
manity in such a policy as that. I think there is. 
I think it is a benefit and a blessing-to an inferior 
race, even to a race of barbarians, to be brought 
in contact with a superior race. ‘The idea oaght, | 
therefore, not to be scouted. The example of 
Great Britain can be cited to show that there is 
some humanity in such ^ course, something that 
shall commend itself to our approbation, or at | 
least to our deliberate consideration. 

Mr. JOHN COCHRANE. I merely rise to 
set the gentleman ‘right as to an error into which 
I think. he has innocently fallen. Idid not doubt 
the humanity of such a procedure ag that which 
he suggests; but I deprecated ils adoption in view | 
of the more serious question which it would raise 
~—namely, by incorporating pro tanto the colored 
race with a-superior race, the question would be 

resented what in future should become of that 
inferior and degraded race? That was the view 
F took. f 

Mr: KUNKEL. They would be in the con- 
dition which | think the Almighty, our common 
Creator, as well as the founders of this Govern- 
ment, wisely determined that they should be put 
in; and that is, ina ion of subordination to 
the superior race, by a denial on the part of che 
constituted authorities of the epuntry of their s 
elal or political equality. 1 think tbat the decis- | 
ion of the founders of our Government, in determ- | 
ining the condition of Africans, was wise, was | 
proper, was based on experience of true govern- | 
mental policy; and has been, not an inhumanity, | 


but a blessing to the inferior- race. E know that 
in these latter days it is the habit of the advocates 
of Massachusetts humanitarianism to represent 
that all this system is wrong. They do not pre- 
tend to go to the Bible for instruction on this 
subject. Some of its distinguished and honored 
advocates—men honored with prominent positions 
in both Houses of Congress—represent that the 
enlightened patriotism and ‘humanity of Massa- 
chusetts exceeded the wisdom of the prophets 
and apostles and martyrs, for the faith of Christ- 
endom, and that the time has come when we must 
throw off not only the Constitution of the coun- 
try but the ordinance of God himself. ‘They set 
themselves up to be some of the great. ones of the 
earth. They profess not to be as other men— 
sinners by nature, sinners by practice, and need- 
ing repentance; but they authoritatively teach 
their doctrines as though having a commission to 
speak ex cathedra; and they have been, I regret 
to say, the prolific source of all the political, social, 
and religious evils now distracting our almost 
ruined country. Massachusetts, whose soil is so 

oor. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. I rise to a 
point of order. ‘This bill is a special order in 
committee, and the discussion must be confined 
to the merits of the bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the 
point of order. 

Mr. KUNKEL. Iam confining my remarks 
to the merits of the bill; and if I cannot bring it 
to the apprehension of my friend from Hlinois, I 
am sure itis not my fault. If fam allowed to go 
on uninterruptedly—as L very rarely disturb the 
committee by intruding remarks of mine on their 
attention—I think I will convince even him that 
my remarks are pertinent and applicable to the 
merits of the bill, and to the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from Texas, which Lam now 
discussing. I said that Massachusetts, whose 
soil is so poor, so sterile and stony, with the hard- 
est rock, too, granite 

The CHAIRMAN. The point of order hav- 


not see how the remarks of the gentleman can be 
pertinent to this bill. The discussion of Massa- 
chusetts philanthropy, and of the general subject 
of African slavery, can hardly come within the 
scope of a deficiency biil. 

Mr. KUNKEL. I take pleasure, of course, in 
deferring to the opinion of the Chair; and will, 
therefore, suspend any furtherremarks about Mas- 
sachusetts. I should like, however, to conclude 
my sentence; because it would look awkward in 
the Globe, if E am thus broken off in the midst of 
a sentence; and the readers of the Globe would 
not know how to actount for it—whether it was 
from the want of connection in the speaker, or 
for some parliamentary reason. 

I was about, as I thought, to pay a tribute to 
our poor sister, Massachusetts. [ thoughtitwas 
always in order, in a body representing a confed- 


eracy of States, to speak of the confréres in terms | 


of eulogy; but it has been objected to on the other 
side, and f have been called to order, and am not 


permitted to indulge my desire of paying a just | 
tribute, whether of lavdation or condemnation, ! 


beeause it might be taken by some, perhaps, to 
mean either. 

I was about to remark, Mr. Chairman, and I 
will bring what I have to say to a close, that it 
does appear to me that the amendment proposed 
by the gentleman from Texas deserves our delib- 
erate consideration. I assume, from the reading 
of the Constitution of our country, which weare 


all bound to respect and support, that the duty of | 


the Government is nothing more or less than to 


restrain by law the immigration or importation of | 


such persons as the act of 1808 prohibited from 
being introduced into the country. Here is the 
written law by which we areto be governed. If 
the act of 1519 be susceptibie of the construction 


that has been given to it by another branch of! 
! the Government; and if, under that construction, 
the slave trade, instead of being suppressed, is 
| encouraged, i thiok it is cur solemn duty so to 
ameud x 
c i 


and construc that law as to lop off an 
rs which F defy any gentleman in the 

use to show has authority in the Constitution. 
The question was taken on Ms. Reaaan’s 

amendment; and it was not agreed to. 

The question recurred on the amendment of 


Mr. Suerwan; and it was agreed to. 


pend 
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|: Branch, Brown, Burnett, 
ing been raised, the Chair must say that he can- |! 


iris, H 


: dispense with the reading of the names. 


Mr. SHERMAN. I move that the committee 
do now rise, and report the bill to the House. 

The motion was agreed to. 

So the committee rose: and the Speaker having 
resumed the chair, Mr. Bococx reported that the 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union 
had had under consideration the Union generally, 
and particularly House bill No. 866, to supply 
deficiencies in the appropriations for the year end- 
ing June 30, 1861, and had directed him to report 
the same back to the House with sundry amend- 


; ments. 


Mr. SHERMAN. I promised to give the gen- 
tleman from Kentucky an opportunity to offer his 
amendment, if he desired to do so. 

Mr. BURNETT. The amendment which I 
propose is to strike out $900,000, and insert 
$450,000. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I now call the previous 
guestion on the several amendments. 

The previous question was seconded, and the 
main question ordered. 

The first two amendments reported from the 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union 
were respectively agreed to. 

The question recurred on the third amendment. 
reported from the Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union, as follows: s 

To supply deficiencies in the fund heretofore appropri- 
ated to enable the President of the United States to carry 
into effect the act of Congress of 3d March, 1819, and any 
subsequent acts now in force for the suppression of the 
slave trade, 900,000. 

To which Mr. Buryrrr offered the following 
amendment: 

Strike out $900,000, and insert in lieu thereof $450,000, 


‘The question being on Mr. Burnerr’s amend- 
ment to the amendment, 

Mr. BURNETT called for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and it was decided in 
the negative—ycas 67, nays 100; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Thomas L, Anderson, Wiliam C. An- 
derson, Barksdale, Bocock, Bonham, Boteler, Boutigny, 
Join L. Clark, Clemens, Clop- 
ton, Cobb, James Craig, Burton Craige, Crawtord, Curry, 
Jobn G. Davis, De Janette, Edmundson, English, Pior- 
ence, Garnett, Gartrell, Gilmer, Hardeman, Jolm T. Har- 
indian, Hugbes, Jackson, Jenkins, Jones, Landrum, 

F. Leach, Leake, Maciay, Mallory, Maynard, Mc- 
id, MeKenty, MeQueen, McRae, Laban T. Moore, 
ham Moore black, Noell, Peyton, Pryor, Pugh, 
n, Riggs, James C. Robinson, Scott, Sickles, 
n Smith, William N. H. Smith, Stallworth, 
on, James A. Stewart, Stokes, Thomas, Under- 
wood, Vance, and Wright—67. 

NAYS—Messrs. Green Adams, Adrain, Aldrich, Allen, 
Alley, Ashley, Barret, Bingham, Blair, Blake, Briggs, Buf- 
finton, Burlingame, Burnbam, Butterfield, Carey, Carter, 
Case, Horace F. Clark, Clark B. Cochrans, 
Colfax, Covode, Cox, Curtis, Dawes, Dei 


Jam 


Clemar 
Syder 


art, Stout, Tap- 
pan, Thayer, Theaker, Tompkins, Train, Trimble, Val- 
landigham, Vandever, Verree, Wade, Waldron, Walton, 
Euiihu B. Washburme, Israel Washburn, Webster, Wells, 
and Wilson---100. 

So the amendment to the amendment was dis- 
agreed to. 

During the vote, 

Mr. QUARLES stated that his colleague, Mr. 
Neruson, was engaged on the special committee 
of thirty-three. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Mississippi, (not being within 
the bar when his name was cailed,) asked leave to 
vote. 

Mr. GROW. 1 object. [think it isa very bad 
practice for gentlemen to be allowed to vote when 
they were not within the bar. I want my objec- 
tion to stand as an objection to all such cases. 

Mr. KUNKEL asked leave to vote. 

Mr. GROW. [wish my objection to standin 
all such cases, without any respect of persons. 

Mr. HILL said: Twas absent on a matter of 
importance, and Lask permission to vote. 

The SPEAKER, Objection is made in ail 


| cases. 


Mr. WASEIBURNE, of Tiinois. 


The motion was agreed to, 
The vote was announced as above recorded. 
The question then recurred on the amendment 


reported from the Committee of the Whole on the 


a 
4 


_ square vote upon the resolution by yeas and nays. 
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state of the Union; and being taken, the amend- 
ment was adopted. 

The bil, as amended, was then ordered to |! 
be. engrossed and read a third time; and ben 
engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time. 

Mr. BURNETT called for the yeas and nays | 
on the passage of the bill. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. : 

The question was taken; and it was decided in 
the affirmative—yeas 108, nays 60; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Green Adams, Adrain, Aldrich, Allen, 
Ashley, Babbitt, Barr, Barret, Bingham, Blair, Blake, Bou- | 
Hgny, Brayton, Briggs, Buffinton, Burlingame, Burnham, 
Butterfield, Carey, Carter, Case, Horace F. Clark, Clark 
B. Cochrane, Jobu Cochrane, Colfax, Conkling, Covode, 
James Craig, Curtis, Dawes, Delano, Duell, Edgerton, 
Eliot, Farnsworth, Fenton, Florence, Foster, Fouke, 
French, Gooch, Graham, Grow, Gurley, Hall, Helmick, 
Hoard, Holman, William Howard, William A. Howard, 
Irvine, Junkin, Francis W. Kellogg, Kenyon, Kilgore, Lar- 
rabee, DeWitt C. Leach, Lee, Longnecker, Loomis, Love- 
joy, Maclay, Charles D. Martin, McClernand, McKean, 
MeKenty, McKnight, McPherson, Millward, Montgomery, 
Moorhead, Edward Joy Morris, Niblack, Noell, Pendleton, 
Perry, Pettit, Porter, Potter, Pottle, Edwin R. Reynolds, 
Joba H. Reynolds, Rice, Riggs, Royce, Scranton, Sedg- 
wick, Sherman, Spaulding, Spinner, Stanton, William 
Stewart, Stout, Thayer, Theaker, Tompkins, Train, Val- 
landigham, Vandever, Verree, Wade, Waldron, Walton, 
Cadwalader C. Washburn, Elliiu B. Wakhburne, Israel 
Washburn, Webster, Wells, and Wilson—108. 

NAYS—Messrs. Thomas L. Anderson, William C. An- 
derson, Avery, Barksdale, Bouham, Boteler, Branch, 
Brown, Burnett, John B. Clark, Clemens, Clopton, Cobb, 
Cox, Burton Craige, Crawford, Curry, John G. Davis, Reu- 
ben Davis, De Jarnette, Edmundson, Buglish, Garnett, 
Gartrell, Gilmer, Hardeman, John f. Harris, Hill, Hind- 
man, Hughes, Jackson, Jones, Kunkel, Landrum, James 
M. Leach, Leake, Mallory, Elbert 8. Martin, Maynard, 
McQueen, McRae, Laban ‘I’, Moore, Sydenbam_ Moore, 
Peyton, Pryor, Pugh, Quarles, Reagan, Simms, William 
Smith, William N. H. Smith, Stallworth, Stephenson, 
James A. Stewart, Stokes, ‘Thomas, Underwood, Vance, 
Woodson, and Wright—60. 

So the bill was passed. 

During the call of the roll, 

Mr. COX stated that he was opposed to the first 
item of the bill, and should therefore vote “ no.” 

Mr. EDWARDS stated that, if he had been 
within the bar when his name was called, he 
should have voted in the affirmative. 

Mr. SHERMAN then moved to reconsider the 
vote by which the bill was passed; and also moved 
to lay the motion to reconsider upon the table. 

The latter motion was agrecd to. 


CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL. 

Mr. SHERMAN, from the Committee of Ways 
and Means, reported a bili making appropriations 
for sundry civil expenses of the Government for 
the year ending the 30th Junc, 1862; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union, 
and ordered to be printed. 

ADJOURNMENT OVER THE HOLIDAYS. 

Mr. FLORENCE offered the following reso- 
lution: 

Resolved, (with the consent of the Senate,) That when 


this House adjourns to-morrow, it adjourn to meet on the 
7th day of January, 1861. 
Mr. KILGORE. 
The SPEAKER, 
privileged question, 
Mr. FLORENCE. The resolution is put ina 
form which will obviate the difficulty referred to 
this morning by the gentleman from Virginia, 


I object to that resolution. 
The Chair thinks it is a 


[Mr. Bocock.] I have offered it for the purpoke |; 


of allowing gentlemen to express their opiniony 
upon adjourning over the holidays. I demand the 
previous question upon its adoption. 

. Mr. KILGORE. We have already voted upon 
this question once to day; and now, for the pur- 
pose of terminating the matter, I move to indef- 
initely postpone the resolution. 

Mr. BURNETT.’ Lhope not. Let us havea 

Mr. FLORENCE. The nuotion is not in order, |; 
I apprehend, while my call for the previous ques- 
tion is pending. My only object is to give gen- 
tlemen an opportunity to vote squarely upon the | 
proposition. I understand that members voted | 
against the resolution of the gentleman from Hh- 
nois [Mr. Wasuperve] this morning, because it | 
would not allow the committee of thirty-three to | 
sit daring the recess. My resolution is not liable | 
to that objection, H 

Mr. SHERMAN. Irise toa question of order. | 
I submit that this question having already been | 
voted on to-day, the resolution is notin order. | 

Mr. WASHBURBNE, of Llincis. This isan 
entirely different proposition. 


i different; but even if it was the same, these priv- 


W 


' ‘The Journal of yesterday was read andapproved. 


Mr. SHERMAN, It is precisely the same 
proposition, as I understand it. : 


Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. Itis entirely 


ileged questions can be repeated as often as gen- 
tlemen choose to present them. The resolution 
which I offered provided that when the two 
Houses adjourn to-morrow, they adjourn to meet 
on the — day of January next. This resolution 
proposes thatthe House adjourn with the consent 
of the Senate. It does not provide for the ad- 
journment of both Houses. A 

Mr. JOHN COCHRANE. Do I understand 
that under this resolution the committee of thirty- 
three will have the right to sit during this recess? 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. Certainly; 
mar is the very reason why the change has been 
made. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I hope the demand for the 
previous question will be withdrawn. I think 
this is a resolution which we ought to discuss for 
a little time before we conclude to adopt it. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. It would not 
bë debatable if the previous question had not been 
called. 

Mr. HUGHES. I wish simply to say that I 
have so far voted against all these motions to 
adjourn over for any length of time; but I have 
become salisfied that the best thing we can do is to 
adjourn over a sufficient time to allow gentlemen 
to go home aud consult their constituents upon 
the great emergency which we have reeked ia 
the affairs of the country. The committee of thirly- 
three will be permitted to remain in session. I 
think the time fixed in the resolution is too long; 
but believing the House had better adjourn over 
for the purpose I have stated, I shall vote for the 
resolution as it stands. ` 

Mr. BARR. I have an amendment which I 
desire to offer to the resolution. 

The SPEAKER. No amendment is in order 
at this time. 

The previous question was seconded, and the 


| main question ordered to be put. 


Mr. KILGORE called for the yeas and nays 
on the adoption of the resolution. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. i 

The question was taken; and it was decided in 
the negative—ycas 82, nays 92; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Green Adams, Adrain, Thomas L. An- 
derson, William C. Anderson, Avery, Barksdale, Barr, 
Barret, Boeock, Boteler, Boutigny, Branch, Briggs, Brown, 
Horace P. Clark, Jobn B. Clark, Clopton, John Cochrane, 
James Craig, Burton Craige, Crawford, Curry, John G. 
Reuben Davis, De Jarnette, Duell, Edgerton, Bd- 
son, English, Florence, Fouke, Gartrell, Graham, 
ardemau, John 'T. Harris, Haskin, Hill, Hindman, 


Hall, 
Houston, Hughes, Jackson, Jenkins, Jones, Landrum, 
Larrabee, Leake, Love, Lovejoy, Maclay, Mallory, Elbert 
s. Martin, Maynard, MeClernand, Laban ‘I’. Moore, Syd- 


enliam Moore, Niblack, Peyton, Potter, Pryor, Pugh, 
Quarles, Reagan, Riggs, James C. Robinson, Rust, Scott, 
Seranton, Sedgwick, William Smith, William N. H. 
Smith, Stallworth, James A. Stewart, William Stewart, 
| Stratton, ‘Thomas, Underwood, Cadwalader C. Washburn, 
Jashburne, Webster, Whiteley, and Wright—82. 

NAY rs. Addrich, Allen, Alley, Ashley, Ashmore, 
Babbitt, Beale, Bingham, Blair, Biake, Brayton, Buflinton, 
Burlingame, Barnett, Burnham, Butterfield, Carey, Carter, 
Case, Clemens, Cobb, Colfax, Conkling, Covode, Cox, 
Curtis, Dawes, Delano, Edwards, Ftiot, Farnsworth, Pen- 
ton, Foster, Frank, French, Gilmer, ooch, Grow, Gurley, 
Hale, J. Morrison Harris, Helmick, Holman, WiNiam How- 
acd, Irvine, Francis W. Kellogg, Kenyon, Kilgore, Kunkel, 
DeWitt C. Leach, James M. Leach, Lee, Longnecker, 
Loomis, Charles D. Martin, McKean, MeKenty, Me- 


YP asard MePberson, McQueen, Millward, Montgomery, 


Edward Joy Morris, Nixon, Pendleton, Perry, Pettit, Por- 
Pottle, Riee, Royce, Sherman, Sickles, Siinms, Spauld- 
Spinner, Stauton, Stokes, Thayer, Theaker, Tompkins, 
ible, Vallandigham, Vance, Vandever, Verree, Wade, 
aldron, Walton, Wells, Wilson, and Winslow—92, 

So the resolation was rejected. 

Before the vote was announced, 

Mr. RIGGS stated that he had paired off with 
Mr. Wiysiow. 

Mr. BURNETT moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the resolution was rejected. 

And then, on motion of Mr. BURNETT, (at 
four o'clock, p. m.,) the House adjourned. 


IN SENATE. 
Tuurspay, December 20, 1860. 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Dr. GURLEY. 
COAST SURVEY REPORT. i 


The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Sev- 
ate a letter of the Secretary of the Treasury, com- | 


municating a report.of the-Superintendent-of the 
Coast Survey, showing the progress of that-waorlt 
during the year ending November 1,1860,:-with 
a map, prepared in obedience to an act-of. Con 
gress, approved March 3,1853: eke 
„Mr. PEARCE. I move that the commupiga~ 
tion, with the. docaments, be Irid on the. table, 
and that they be printed. I send to, the Chaira 
resolution for the printing of extra numbers, 
which will, of course, go to the Committee or 
Printing. ~ . : Ee 
The resolution is as follows: : a 
Resolved, That there be printed, in addition to the usual 
nuinber, six thousand two hundred copies of the report of 
the Superintendent of the Coast Survey for the: year 1860 3 
one thousand two hundred of which forthe use of the Seh-: 
ate, and five thousand for distribution by the said superin- 
tendent; that the same be printéd and bound, with the charts 
and sketches, in quarto form, and that the printing of said 
charts and sketches‘shall be done to the- satisfaction of the 
Superintendent of the Coast Survey. l 


The resolution, with. the motion. to- print-the. 


‘usual. number, was referred to the Committee on 


Printing. | i 
PETITIONS AND MEMORIAL. | © 


Mr. BINGHAM presented the petition of John 
S. Livermore, an invalid pensioner, preying hiat 
he may be paid from the time his disability oc+ 
curred; which was referred to the Commitee on 
Pensions. : 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. I present the’ petition 
of William R. Combs, praying a pension on ac- 
count of his services during the revolutionary war 
andthatof 1812. Efe isan old soldier, and Irec- 
ommend his petition to the particular attention of 
the Committee on Pensions, to whom I move its 
reference. : 

It was so referred. 

Mr. KING. I desire to presenta petition from ` 
the owners of certain steamship lines of the coun- 
try, in which they allege that there is now before 
the Senate a bill entitled “ An act further to pro- 
vide for the safety of passengers in vessels pro- 
pelled in whole or in part by steam,” which has 
been read twice, and referred to the Committee on 
Commerce. The petitioners ask the Senate that 
they may have an opportunity to be heard before 
thecommittee. Ihaveno doubt that the commit- 
tee, withoutany action or order of the Senate, will 
give these gentlemen, who havea large interest in 
the businessand in the bill, a hearing. Lask that 
their petition be referred to the Committee on. 
Commerce. 

It was so referred. 

Mr. KING. I also present the memorial of 
Mrs. J. A. Constant, for herself and others, heirs 
of John Sinclair, deceased, praying indemnity for 
spoliations committed by the French prior to the 
year 1800. That bill is before the Senate, and I 
move that the memorial be laid on the table, with 
the other papers. 

The memorial was ordered to lie on the table. 


PAPERS WITHDRAWN AND REFERRED. 


On motion of Mr. CRITTENDEN, it was: 


Ordered, That the petition of William. R. Combs, praying’ 
to be allowed a pension, on account of disability Incurred 
while in the military service of ‘the, United States,:on the 
files of the Senate, be referred to the Conimittee on Pen- 
sions. 


BILL RECOMMITTED. 


Mr. FITZPATRICK. I ask the Senate to 
take up bill S. No. 414, for the relief of Keziah 
Pritchett, formerly widow of David Moore. The 
object is to-recommit it to the committee. I un~ 
derstand there are some errors in the bill, and the 
committee desire to have charge of it. 

The motion to take up the bill was agreed to; 
and the bill was recommitted to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

REPORTS FROM A COMMITTEE. 

Mr, DAVIS, from the Committee on Military 
Affairs and Militia, to whom was referred the bill 
(S. No. 520) to furnish arms and accouterments 
to a volunteer company in Lexington, Kentucky, 
reported it without amendment, with a recom- 
mendation that it do pass; and submitted a report 
onthe subject, which was ordered to be printed. 

He also, from the same commitice, to. whem 
was referred the memorial of Lieutenant Georges 
L. Hartsuff, of the United States Army; praying 
to be reimbursed for the loss of public. property 
while in his charge, by the wreck of the steamer 
Lady Kigin; on Lake Michigans submitted: a re- 
port, accompanied bya bill.(S. No, 523) for the 
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relief: of Lieutenant: George L. Hartsuif, United 
States Army, The bill was read, and- passed to 
a second reading; and the report was ordered to 
be printed. E 

THE TARIFF BILL, 


Mr. HUNTER. The Committee on Finance, 
to whom was referred the bill (H. R. No. 338) 
to provide for the payment of outstanding Treas- 
ury notes, to authorize a loan, to regulate and fix 
the duties on- imports, and for other’ purposes, 
have directed me to report it back with a recom- 
mendation that it be postponed until the 4th of 
March next. Ido not propose to take up for 
action the report now, but ask that it lie onthe 
table. for the present. 

‘The VICE PRESIDENT, It will go upon the 
Calendar. ; . 

MESSAGE FROM TIE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, 
by Mr. Forney, its Clerk, announced that the 
House had passed a bill (No. 866) to supply de- 
ficiencies in the appropriations for the service of 
the fiscal year ending June 30, 1861, in which the | 
concurrence of the Senate was requested, 

The message further announced that the House 
had passed the bill of the Senate (No. 518) for the 
relief of William A. Linn’s estate. 


ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 


The message further announced that the Speaker 
had signed an enrolled bill (H. R. No. 861) making 
appropriations for the payment of invalid and 
other pensions of the, United States, for the year 
ending June 30, 1862; which thereupon received 
the signature of the Vice President. 

HOUSE BILL REFERRED. 

The bill (No. 866) to supply deficiencies in the 
appropriations for the service of the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1861, was, on motion of Mr. 
Huwren, read twice by its title, and referred to 
‘the Cominittee on Finance. 


FORTS IN CHARLESTON HARBOR. 


Mr. CLARK. Uf thereare no further petitions | 
or reports, Lask the Senate now to take up the 
resolution of inquiry which I submitted the other 
day in regard to Forts Moultrie and Sumter. 

Mr. PUGH. I hope that resolution will not 
be adopted. J do not wish to go into the debate 
at present, T shall speak more or less to it to- 
day it 1 get the floor, as [expect todo. I hope 
the Senator will not press it, , 

iMr.CLARK:. J desire that it should be acted 
on. {do not desire that it should be debated; 
but Task permission to take the vote of the Sen- 
ate on: the resolution. > 

; The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Foster 
in the chair.) Is the Senate ready for the ques- 
tion? 

Mr. LANE. On the morning after the resolu- 
tion was submitted by the Senator from New 
Hampshire, L offered a preamble and resolutions, 
and gave notice that when the resolution of the 
Senator should come up for consideration, 1 would 
offer mine as au amendment to or substitute for 
his. The Senator from Hlinois, who is not now 
in his seat, {Mr. Doueias,] moved that the reso- 
lutions should be referred to the special commit- 
tee of thirteen, and I supposed that his motion 
embraced the resolution of the Senator from New 
Hampshire as well as my resolutions; but it ap- 
pears. that was not the case. My resolutions 
were referred and nothis. Now, sir, asa portion 
of the resolutions that L introduced are perhaps 
of such a nature that they could not properly be 
offered as an amendment to or substitute for this 
proposition, I will simply move to amend the 
Senator’s resolution by striking out all after the | 
word * resolved,” and inserting the last two res- 
olutions of the set that Í introduced; and I do 
this, Mr. President, because f feel it my duty. I 
do it because L believe the peace of the country 
makes it necessary that the two resolutions I 
now propose should be adopted in place of the 
one offered by the Senator from New Hampshire; 
and for the reason . 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair 
would suggest to the Senator from Oregon that 
the question now is on taking up the resolution | 
of the Senator from New Hampshire. tis moved | 
and seconded that it be taken up. 

Mr. LANE. Idid not know that there was 


; possible objection to taking itup and passing upon 


any objection to taking it up. 


nana 

Mr. KENNEDY. [hope that the resolution 
of the honorable Senator from New Hampshire 
will not be taken up this. morning. ` E agreed to 
postpone a special order yesterday, until one 
o’clock to day, which is a matter of very great 
importance. I should be extremely sorry to be 
obliged to postpone it again to-day; and | hardly 
suppose that we can get through with the discus- 
sion upon this resolution by one o’clock. If we 
can, E have no objection to its being taken up 
now; but otherwise I should be extremely sorry 
that it should displace the special order. 

Mr. CLARK. I do not suppose it will interrupt 
any special order of the gentleman from Mary- 
land. Ido not suppose it will occupy much time 
in its discussion; and it seems to me the Senate 
might as well take it up now as any time. It 
certainly is not so pressed with business in the 
morning hourat this time, that it cannot consider 
this resolution during that hour, or a portion of 
it, f hope the Senate will take it up now. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. It scems to me the char- 
acter of this resolution must be misapprehended, 
or the Senator from Maryland would have no ob- 
jection to taking it up. It isa resolution of in- 
quiry, asking for information from the President. 
l} cannot conceive that any one should wish to | 
discuss it. 

Mr. KENNEDY. Ihave no objection to the | 
resolution itself; | am only afraid it will lead to 
a long debate. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I cannot conceive why 
there should be a debate upon it, or why the Sen- | 
ator from Oregon, if he has looked at the resolu- 
tion, should propose toamend it. It merely asks 
for information, not for any action. Probably it 
would be as desirable to that Senator as toany of 
us, to kaow what the condition of these fortifica- | 
tions may be, and what the President may have 
done in regard to them. This resolution is not 
one proposing action; it is one of that class of res- 
olutions that bavealways been permitted to pass 
inthis body without controversy, unless there was 
something objectionable in the call. If there is 
in this case, of course it oughtto be modified. If 
there is anything improper in the information 
asked for, that would be an objection to it. Lam | 
not aware that such is the case, or that there is 
any objection to the subject-matter of the resolu- 
tion atall. ‘hen it seems to me there can be no 


it without consuming time. 

Mr. HUNTER. J have no idea, if this reso- 
lution is taken up, that it can be passed without 
consuming time. It relates to a most important 
and delicate matter, involving nothing less, I fear, | 
than the fate of this country. Ishould very much 
regret to see this resolution pass. Of course [| 
shall not undertake to debate it untilitcomes up; 
but if it does come up, itis not to be expected 
that the resolution will pass through without } 
some debate. | 

Mr. SAULSBURY. I hope that those Sena- | 
tors who are anxious that peace should be re- 
stored to a distracted country and the Union of 
these States preserved-will not agree to take up 
this resolution now, and that they will not agree 
to consider this resolution or the resolutions which 
have been offered by the Senator from Oregon, 
at any period of the present session—at least not 
now. No possible good can result from their 
consideration. They can only lead to excite- 
ment; they can only tend to increase the excite- 
ment which now unfortunately prevails. I there- 
fore think that, if we desire peace, if we desire 
harmony, if we desire to continue together as 
members of the same great family of States, these 
exciting resolutions should not be introduced 
here to mar what little of harmony is left, and to 
destroy what little of peace is left. 

Mr. CLARK. Mr. President, this is simply a 
question of taking up my resolution, I may be 
permitted to say that I did not introduce this res- 
olution for the purpose of exciting any angry 
debate, or for the purpose of marring the peace 
or happiness of the country, or endangering its 
perpetuity. If, when this resolution shall be 
taken up, there shall be found anything in it 
which endangers the peace of the country, no 
Senator will be more ready than I will be tosup- 
press such an inquiry or to suppress such a por- 
tion of the resolution. Fdo not agree with the 
Senator from Delaware, when he says this reso- 
lution is calculated to irritate or endanger the 


than to listen constantly to suspicion. 


peace of the country. There are various rumors 
abroad in the eommunity, which tend mere, in 
my judgment, to endanger the peace and cxcite 
apprehension and anxiety, than anything there is 
in this resolution. lis better to know the truth 
It is bet- 
ter, perhaps, to know where we are than to be in 
doubt. If there is anything in this resolution 
incompatible with the public service, or which 
may endanger the peace of the country, let any 
gentleman, when it shall be up, move to strike it 
out, and no man will be more ready to do it than 
ĮI will. I make the motion now to take up this 
resolution, because the Senate does not seem to 
be pressed with business. The Senate may ad- 
journ over, and it is desirable that this resolution 
should be acted upon before we adjourn. I hope 
the Senate will procced to take it up and consider 
it this morning. 

Mr. LANE. Mr. President, it may be ex- 
pected that I should explain the object 1 have in 
view in offering an amendment to this resolution, 

Mr. CLARK. Is that in order? 

Mr. LANE, I believe it is. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Foster.) 
The Chair is of opinion that, under the ruling of 
the Presiding Officer of the body, debate on a 
motion to take up or postpone a subject, except 
simply to state gencral reasons in regard to it, is 
not in order. Within that rule, the Chair under- 
stands debate to be in order; but it is not proper 
to debate the merits of the question. 

Mr. COLLAMER. lunderstand that the Sen- 
ator from Oregon proposes amendments to this 
resolution, Can they be entertained until the 
resolution is taken up? 1 make the inquiry asa 
question of order. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. They cannot. 

Mr. LANE. [do not desire to go into the 
amendments. I only propose to reply to ihe re- 
marks of the Senator from Illinois, (Mr. Trum- 
BULL,}] who seemed to appeal to me to favor the 
taking up of the resolution, or rather expressed 
surprise that I should object to its commg up. 
Now, sir, ordinarily, resolutions of inquiry ought 
to pass without objection. It has been the cus- 
tom of the Senate, £ believe, to pass such resolu- 
tions without interposing delay or objection. But, 
sir, as the Senator from Delaware [Mr. Saurs- 
BURY) very properly remarked, this resolution 
relates to matters that will surely produce excite- 
ment in the country, tbat will give rise to much 
concern and uneasiness, and it is not calculated 
to restore peace and good feeling and harmony in 
the country. My object, above all things, is to 
see peace prevail, and, if possible, to restore good 
fecting among the people of the entire country. 

This resolution has for its object—at least it 
looks in that direction—the strengthening of cer- 
tain fortifications. That may excite the public 
mind, when it ought to be soothed; and I think it 
ought not to be taken up and considered this ses- 
sion. Let us leave things as they are. Iar for 
peace; } want to see peace in the county. lam 
opposed to anything that would be likely to getup 
trouble, or unnecessary uneasiness and anxiety. 

These are the reasons that 1 have for opposing 
the taking up of the resolution, and they were the 
reasons that induced me to draw the amendment 
tht I shall propose if the resolution comes up; 
båt I think it better that it shall not be taken up. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Mr. President, | desire to 
ay a single word only in regard to taking up this 
resolution, in reply to both the Senator from Del- 
aware and the Senator from Oregon. It is a res- 
olution that requests information from the Presi- 
dent, if compatible with the public interest. Of 


| course, he will communicate nothing except in 


his diseretion. The resolution, as T understand, 
is so framed as to ask for information, if in his 
opinion it is not incompatible with the public ser- 
vice, Such resolutions have always been per- 
mitted to pass this body. This resolution relates 
to matters about which we are not informed; and 
it seems to me that all of us, on all sides of the 
Chamber, be the question ever so delicate, should 
have information in regard to it. If itis of that 
serious character which Senators on the other 
side tell us itis, we certainly do not want to act 
in the dark; and how this can be regarded as a 
war measure, or how the sensibilities of the Sen- 
ator from Delaware can have become alarmed, I 
cannot conceive, when it is to obtain information 
as to what the Executive is doing, and only such 
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information as the Executive may think proper 
to communicate in his discretion. 

Mr. HUNTER. I hope, sir, this resolution 
will not be taken up. Do we not all sce that it 
cannot be compatible with the public interest to 
reveal all the orders wĦich ‘the President may 
have issued, and the correspondence which may 
have taken place between him and these officers? 
Do we not know that the effect of the debate, 
which will take place when it comes up, will be 
such as to irritate public feeling, and, perhaps, to 
encourage and bring on a collision between the 
State and the Federal authorities, which will end 
no man can say where? f 

Now, sir, J think it would at least be prudent, 
if there be any hope that anything can come of 
this committee of thirteen, that there can be any- 
thing of com promise or of concession, to postpone 
all such irritating debate until there has been some 
action by that committee. Do gentlemen expect 
to bring this question up, involving directly the 
question of coercion, in which fifteen States of 
this Union feel a deep interest, and passit through 
without debate, and an exciting debate? Why, 
Mr. President, I am amazed at gentlemen. I do 
hope they will postpone the consideration of these 
exciting subjects until we see whether anything 
can be done or not. When it shall become their 
purpose, if such be their purpose, to introduce 
any measure looking to force, then it will be time 
enough to be offering such inquiries as this; but 
until then L hope their consideration will be post- 
poned. es: 

Mr. MASON, Mr. President, I certainly should 
never have offered this resolution, because [have 
all the information that is called for; not that I 
have derived it either from the President, or any 
member of his Cabinet, but I have derived it from 
sources equally open to the honorable Senator 
who moved the resolution, and to the honorable j 
Senator from Ulinois. ‘The information is pub- 
lished. We all know, inofficially, that no troops 
have been ordered to these forts; and we know 
the number of troops thatare there, from general 
public information, When we receive a reply 
from the President according to the facts, if the 
President should think it compatible with the pub- 
lic interest to communicate them, { presume the 
object of the mover is, by some resolution of the 
two Houses, to require that troops shall be sent 
there. I suppose that is the object. We cannot 
want the information, for, as I have said, we have 
the information from sources beyond doubt, al- 
though they are inofficial. 

I agree entirely with my colleague that, at pre~ 
sent, the only effect of making the call, and the 
only effect of a vote of the Senate for the call, will 
be to inflame the publie mind, North as well as 
South; and I submit that, unless it be the object 
of the mover, (which I certainly do not ascribe, ) 
by any indirect action of this sort, to bring about 
hostile collision between different sections of the 
country, he ought not to press the resolutions 
but, if that be the object of the mover, (which I 
certainly do not impute to him,) I would respect- 
fully submit, that we know that in a very few 
days we shall have events presented to the con- 
sideration of Congress, in the disposition of which 
in the pleastre of that Senator, or any others who 
think with him, this subject will come directly 
and practically before Congress. Now, “ suffi- 
cient unto the day is the evil thereof.” 

If it should be determined by this Congress 
that war shall be declared and the public force 
used to compél one or more of these States to con- 
tinuc in a Confederacy which they have repudi- 
ated, it would be more respectful, more dignified, 
that it should come from gentlemen entertaining 
those opinions, ina practical form. Ihave never 
doubted the perfect and indefeasible right of one 
of the States of this Union to determine for her- 
self whether her honor and her safety will admit 
of her longer continuing in this Confederacy. I; 
could not doubt it unless I denied to the States of 
the Confederacy sovereignty, perfect sovereignty, 


Nor do E see how, asa question of public law, any | 


doub 
it be by 
i l part o 
gnty. Nor do | understand how such a 
posiunon can be maintained, unless it be by those 

ider that there is a sovereignty In this 


{ 

tean be entertained on that question, unless | 
thoss who consider these States as an | 

f a consolidated empire, having no 


who consid i 
Government—the Governmentcreated by the Con- : 
stitution, if there be a sovereignty in the Gov- | 


ernment created by the Constitution, and no sov- 
ereignty in the States who created it, then the 
proposition would follow, but not until then, that 
the people of the States constituted an integral 
part of a common empire, 

I do not mean, however, to go into that argu- 
ment. None of us entertain a doubt that that 
question will be presented in a direct and practi- 
cal form, to be disposed of during the present ses- 
sion of Congress; and until that time arrives, I 
would submit to honorable Senators that the only 
cffect of. pressing such resolutions as this toa vote 
will but increase and inflame bitterness, anger, 
and resentment, s 

Mr. CLARK. Mr. President, I very much 
regret that the Senators from Virginia have so much 
misunderstood my object. I can only say to them 
that if angry debate arises it will be on that side; 
I trust not on this. I do not know the informa- 
tion the honorable Senator from Virginia [Mr. 
Mason] may have; I have no doubt that he has 
more than-T have; but I will say to him that my 
object, one object certainly, in presenting this res- 
olution, was to get the information for which it 
asks. He may be aware precisely of what num- | 
ber of men are in these forts. Iam not. Ihave 
been told, I have seen it stated in the papers, that 
in one of them there are ninety men. I have been | 
again told that in that same fort there are but forty 
men. I have also seen it stated this morning that 
there are sixty-five men there, and five or six | 
musicians. But this resolution does not end sim- | 
ply with asking the number of men, Jt asks the; 
President to state the force, and then also to state 
whether, in his opinion, that force is sufficient to 
protect those forts. 

Now, it may turn out, as has been rumored 
in the papers and elsewhere, that there is some 
understanding between the President and the 
authorities of South Carolina that these forts shall 
not be molested. If so, he can say it, and say 
that the men are sufficient to protect the forts. | 
There are also rumors that various steps have 
heen taken to put these forts in a condition of de- 
fonse; that various works have been thrown up; 


be kept in a state of agitation all the time. ¿Let ` 
us know the truth and certainty of the matters 
-and then the public mind will be quieted." Tris a 
measure of peace, instead of one of war, or irri- 
tation. f E a eaten 
Mr. DAVIS, Mr. President, it is very difi- 
cult, in discussing the question as to tho propriety 
of taking up a resolution, to avoid to.sqme extent 
the consideration of its merits. I think we have 
wandered somewhat from the question before the 
Senate—thatis, the propriety of adopting the res- 
olution of inquiry resented ‘by. the Senator from 
New Hampshire, [Mr. CLARK.) ont : 
Is it proper that we should call on the President 
to communicate the orders he has.given and the 
correspondence he has had in relation to a fort, 
and especially when the circumstances: of that. 
fort are surrounded by. such cxtremely delicate 
relations as belong to this? If itis improper that 
we should make such an inquiry, there is. no 
propriety in taking up the resolution. . I propose, 
then, to show that it is improper that we should 
make the inquiry, sR ral, ato 
It will be remembered that, under the Confed- 
eration, in the infancy of our Government, Con- 
gress had thecontrol.ofthe Army. A large portion 
of the embarrassments which surrounded military 
operations, during the war of the Revolution, 
grew out of that fact; and, taught by experience, 
when our fathers formed anew Government, they 
transferred the control of the Army.and Navy to 
the President. But here, while the President is 
conducting the affairs of a garrison, it is proposed 
to institute an inquiry to learn what correspond- 
ence he has had; what orders he has given; what 
force there is at the place; and thus to make pub- 
lic the very facts which, above all others, the 
commander of the Army and Navy should have 
| the power to keep secret. . If it were an ordinary, 
case, we mightellow it to. pass, and leave the Pres- 
ident to exercise his discretion as.to his answer. 
But itis an extraordinary case. We know, as 
the Senator from. Virginia has said, that it must 
inflame the public mind to agitate the question. 
If the President is derelict in his duty in any. se- 


‘Lam informed; and how 


| to rely upon them. 
f to have something more definite. 


that works also, on the other side of the harbor, 
have been thrown up by the authorities of South 
Carolina. Ido not know how that is; I desire to 
be informed. The President can inform us. He, 
can inform us in such way as he may deem for 


the interest of thg publie; or he may withhold that 


information; but E promise the Senators on the 
other side that, ifthey will not commence an angry 
debate, none shall be commenced on this side, and 
the whole matter may go to the President, to be 
acted on in his discretion. 

Mr. MASON, Will the Senator allow mea 
moment? The resentment, the anger, and the 
bitterness to which I referred, are not to be in- 
dulged in debate here, but spread among the peo- 
ple of the two sections. That is what Í meant. 

Mr. CLARK. Ido not sce how that can be. 
We certainly have the right, and it may be our 
duty, to inquire as to the situation of public af- 
fairs. It may be the right and duty of the Pres- 
ident to communicate that information if, in his 
judgment, the public interest requires it, or if it 
is not incompatible with the public service. Ido 


not propose to discuss the abstract question of 


the right of a State to secede. That is not ger- 
mane, it seems to me, to this resolution; but no 
one will deny that the Government has a right 
to manage these forts, and put such 0 
men into them as are necessary for the public 
service. I desire to know whether the President 
has so done, and whether he thinks these forts 
are so protected. Can it be any damage to the 
country to know. that its public property 1s suf- 
ficiently guarded and taken care of? And I will 
say to the Senators from Virginia that I have had 
no step in my mind, further than that, I had no 


intent or desire to move a joint resolution such | 


as they suggest. “ Sufficient unto the day”? will 
be ‘the evil thereof,” if evil must come, when 


| ve know what the condition of these forts is. I 
only desire to be informed, and then mark out |; 
action, and not mark it out before 


my course of 
ean I be informed; and 
how can the Senate be informed, unless we have 
this information in an official way? 


If we listened 


i 
| to the thousand rumors thatare afloat, we should 


a number of 


I do not! 
choose to pay strict attention to these reports, or 
In our legislation we ought | 


spect, he is amenable; butitisin the other House, 
notin this, he should be arraigned. If the Pres- 
ident is supposed to be performing his duty in the 
manner which best conduces to the peace of the 
country, we should but embarrass him in his op- 
erations by interjecting such an inquiry as is 
proposed. 

Whatever the garrison may be—and I belicve 
the whole country has full opportunity to know 
whatitis—the factis wellknown thatthe President 
has not the power to increase it; that he could 
not send a company there without the fact bein 
known before the company arrived, This woul 
certainly precipitate action, as it. would convey a 
threat, attended by preparation to execute it, and 
naturally result in bringing about the very. col- 
| lision which every man who loves the peace of 
| his country is now endeavoring to avert. Ifthe 
object be to remove the garrison, that is a ques- 
tion the decision of which I think properly.rests 
with the Executive, and of which, he is-a better 
judge than we can be, even if he should. present 
to us the full record of his correspondence and his 
orders. If, moreover, he hag given such orders 
to the commander of that garrison as, being pub- 
lished, would become the subject ofanimad version, 
perhaps of misconstraction, our inquiry might 
result in an irreparable injury to the public peace 
and future hope of those who look forward to an 
amicable solution of existing difficulties. 

In every view of the case which presents itself 
to my mind, it is utterly improper that we should, 
under the existing circumstances of the case, in- 
stitute such an inquiry.as this. It seems to me, 
that gentlemen who have argued on the other side 
throughout the whole of this débate—I_do not 
mean this morning alone—have constantly pro- 
ceeded on the supposition that the States belong 
|| to the General Government, and that the Army is 
| held by the General Government, as. one of its 
f purposes at least, to control the States. Surely 
i such was not the intention of those who framed the 
Government. When the States divested them- 
selves of the power to mainlainanarmy andanavy, 
and gave it to the General Government, Jf was 
that they might be concentrated for. the. purpose 
|| of common defense; and if a case were to.arige.in 
‘| which the Federal troops were tobe employed 
Í| against a State, it would be.a case of sach palpa- 
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ble violation of the spirit of the Constitution, and 
the purpose of ils grants, as would not only jus- | 
tify thet State, in repelling such aggression, to | 
resort to any remedy within its power, but would 
claim for iis measures of resistance the coöperation 
of all true supporters of the Constitution. 

In the formation of the Constitution it was not 
overlooked that a State right require to exercise 
the military power which had been delegated to 
the Federal Government. ft wasin direct con- 
templation that it might be resumed; and therefore 
we find in the tenth section of the first article of | 
the Constitution, inthe second and third clauses, 
provision made for exactly such a case as would 
arise where the danger of a State could not be sat- 
isfactorily provided for by the General Govern- 
ment. Senators here this morning spoke of this 
case as if the garrison of Fort Moultrie was in 
hostile attitude to the city of Charleston; if so, it 
should be removed; the site was given, as the 
Army is maintained, for defense; who will or can 
reverse the purpose? The States, when forming 
a more perfect Union, agreed that they would not, 
‘*withoutthe consent of Congress,” ‘‘ keep troops 
or ships of war in time of peace.” What did that 
mean? Did it mean to divest the States entirely 
of military power? Did it mean to say that the 
States should never exercise any military func- 
tions? If so, why did this clause of the Consti- 
tution contain the words, “ without the consent 
of Congress?” Is not the conclusion irresistible 
that it was foreseen that it might be necessary and 
proper for a State to resume this power, and for 
Cor sress to give its consent to that change of 
re’. clon? i 

If there is anything more remarkable than all 
others in this instrument, it is the exactness, the 
accuracy, and the appropriateness of every ex- 
pression which the Constitution contains. They 
meant toexpress something distinet in every sen- 
tence which was incorporated into the solemn 
compact, by which sovercign functions were to 
be delegated to the General Government of the 
States. These men, fresh from the struggles 
which they had made as independent States, when 
they inserted a clause like this, certainly looked 
to its exercise; and ifa case should arise, or has 
arisen, in which a State looks upon the Federal 
Government ag its enemy, when the troopsof the 
United States are viewed as hostile forces, and 
dread is felt lest the power of the United States 
should be used to subvert the liberties of the State, 
the time has come when Congress should with- 
draw its forces, and consent that the State should 
keep troops and ships of war in time of peace, and 
if need be, enter into an agreement or compact 
with other States, all of which they may, with the 
consent of Congress, do under the Constitution; 
and “if actually invaded, or in such imminent 
danger as will not admit of delay,” a State may, 
without the consent of Congress, engage in war; 
this being a reserved right, and the State the sole 
judge of the facts whieh justify its exercise. 

There is a passage in the second clause of this 
tenth section which scems to look to another con- 
dition of things. ‘Fhe States having delegated 
the power to maintain an army and navy, and 
divested themselves of the right to maintain ships 
of war and troops in time of peace, also provided 
that “no State shall, without the consent of Con- 
gress, lay any imposts or dutics on imports or 
exports, except. what may be absolutely neces- 
sary for executing its inspection laws.” This, 
taken In connection with the other prohibition, 
suggests a condition of things in which Congress 
might give its assent to a State to lay duties upon 
imports and exports, in order that it might provide |! 
the revenue to maintain the exercise of that power 
contained in the third clause; which is, with the 
consent of Congress, to keep troops and ships-of- 
war in times of peace. It seems to be a provision 
exactly adapted, if not intended, to give security | 
to a State when distrustful of the General Gov- 
ernment, and to provide the means of defense i 
within the Union, which, as a separate State out 
of the Union, she would possess to repel by force | 
the invasion of her rights and the disturbance of | 
her domestic tranquillity. | 

T trust there is to be no collision. I trust that 
these troops arc but to perform the ordinary, and, 
so far as our own country is involved, the peace- 
able function of holding that fort until transferred ! 
te other duty; but if there be danger, permit me 
here tosay it 1s because there are troops in it, not 


a 

because the garrison is too weak. Who hears 
of any danger of the seizure of forts where there 
is no garrison? There stand Forts Pulaski and 
Jackson, at the mouth of the Savannah river. 
Who hears of any apprehension lest Georgia 
should seize them? There are Castle Pinckney 
and Fort Sumter, in Charleston harbor. Who 
heats of any danger of seizure there? The whole 
danger, then, Mr. President, (and it stands palpa- 
bly on thé face of the transaction,) arises from the 
presence of the United States troops. Is the rem- 
edy, then, to increase the garrison? Itis imprac- 
ticable to do it, if that were the rcinedy; and if it 
were practicable, I hold it would only increase 
the danger. It would only be multiplying the 
chances of collision. 

I think, altogether, it is much better we should 
notmake the inquiry; but leave the Army, without 
our intervention, to be commanded by the Pres- 
ident, as provided in the Constitution; and, when 
events have transpired, if then we choose to know 
what the Executive has done, not to embarrass 
him in the performance of his duty, but to sit in 
judgment on his conduct, it may be proper for us 
to call, as well for the correspondence as the or- 
ders given in the case; I think not till then. 

Mr. CLARK. Mr. President, I do not pro- 
pose to follow the Senator from Mississippi in 
his range of debate; but I wish to suggest to him 
whether, if it is improper that the inquiry should 
be made, it would not be better now to take up 
this resolution from the table and let it be rejected? 
That would dispose of it. If the Senators on the 
other side desire to escape irritating debate, that 
ends it, for then the resolution is disposed of; but 
as it lies hero, it is liable to be called up at any 
time, by any person in the Senate who may wish 
to da so, We may have this occurrence every 
morning until the resolution is disposed of. Let 
it come up, and let it be disposed of. If it is the 
sense of the Senate that it ought not to be passed, 
let it be rejected; E have no pride about it. Tam 
for the public weal and the public service. I of- 
fered it here for a good purpose; I desire to have 
it acted on; I desire the information that it may 
draw out, if it be not incompatible with the pub- 
lic service to communicate it. I leave to the 
President, who manages this whole matter, to 
say what is compatible with the public service 
and what is nots what be will choose to reveal, 
and what he will keep secret. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Mr. President, the Sena- 
tors upon the other side, in commenting upon this 
bare resolution, asking for information, have 
thought proper to lay down a position which is 
the basis of, I believe, all that is said upon that 
side. They assume that the object of this resolu- 
tion is to provide the means to coerce a State, or, 
as the Senator from Virginia says, fifteen States. 
One of the Senators speaks of declaring war against 
a State. If there is anybody in this Senate, or in 
this country, who ever talked of the United States 
declaring war against one of its States, or of co- 
ereing one of its States, or ever entertained such 
a notion, E know not who it is. I have never 
scen him. This phrase, ‘coerce a State,” is a 
phrase calculated to mislead the public mind. It 
is like another term that has often been employed 
by gentlemen in speaking of the territorial ques- 
tion: * the rights of the States in the Territories. ”? 
Why, sir, the States, as States, have no rights in 
the Territories—none whatever. The Territories 
belong to the General Government, and no State 
has any right whatever in a Territory, as a State. 


Nobody proposes to declare war against a State. | 


That would admit at once that the State was out 
of the Union—a foreign Government. ‘Of course, 
we cannot declare war against a State. Nobody 
proposes to coerce a State, or to convict a State 
of treason. You cannot arraign a State for trial; 
you cannot convict it or punish it; but you can 
punish individuals. Į trast the public mind is not 
to be misled or confused by this idea of coercing 
States. Men who violate the laws of the country 
are amenable to those laws, and if found guilty 
of violating the provisions of law they must suffer 
the penalties of the law. The Government has 
power to coerce and to punish individuals who 
violate its laws. 

Mr. MASON. Will the Senator allow me one 
instant? He says there is no purpose to make 
war on a State, but to punish individuals. I un- 
derstand war to be the exercise of public force by 
the authority of one State against public force 


| Mr. TRUMBULL. 


i 


under the authority of another State. Now, I 
would submit to the Senator, when he talks about 
punishing individuals and executing the laws by 
the public force of the Fe l Government, and 
it is met by the pubtic doree of a State govern- 
ment, is not that war? How ean he avoid the 
conclusion that it is war? . 

Mr. TRUMBULL. F suppose that I should 
have the right to ask another question of the Sen- 
ator. What does he understand by rebellion? 

Mr. MASON. [will tell the Senator with great 
i pleasure. I understand, by rebellion, resistance to 
the laws by the citizens—a portion of them—laws 
emanating from a common Government of those 
citizens, and the citizens being but an integral 
part of one Government—an empire, a republic, 
or anything else. The distinction, I hold, is this 
—I shall detain the Senator but a moment in put- 
ting it, and I ask his permission to do it: the 
State governments are as sovereign at this day as 
they were when they formed the Constitution of 
the United States; and being so, the State govern- 
ments have the power of absolving their citizens 
from their obligations to the Federal compact 
which the State cntered into; and when the State 
absulves its citizens from their obligation to the 
Federal compact which the State entered into and 
formed, they become as completely foreign to this 
Government as France or England. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Mr. President, I deny 
that the States are as sovereign as when they 
formed this Government. The States are .sov- 
ercign as to their reserved rights; but the rights 
they surrendered up to the Federal Government 
do not now belong to the States. Certain rights 
were surrendered when this Government was 
made, and this Constitution was formed; but the 
State of Virginia, when she gave her assent to 
this Constitution—or rather the people of the 
State of Virginia, when they gave their assent to 
this Constitution—agreed that it should be the 
supreme law of the land, any law or any consti- 
tution of her State Legislature to the contrar 
hotwithstanding—I care not whether you call it 
an ordinance or not. Ts that superior to the con- 
stitution of your State? You have surrendered 
up that power, and you have no power to absolve 
yourselves from that allegiance, While, there- 
fore, ro one talks of war against a State, that I 
am aware of, and no one recognizes, I trust, the 
right of any Siate to put herself into a position 
where war could be declared against her, i under- 
stand that the Constitution of the United States, 
and the laws in pursuance of it, are the supreme 
law of the land, and that all officers are sworn to 
see them faithfully executed. 

Now, I am sorry to have been drawn aside 
į to have said this much upon a resolution of mere 
inquiry. Iam especially surprised at the remark 
of the Senator from Mississippi, who represents 
the imbecility of this Government to be such that 
it has no power to protect its publie property; no 
power over the arsenals, and over the public forts 
i| ceded to the Federal Government by the States, 
and over which, by the Constitution, it has ex- 
clusive jurisdiction. It has no power whatever 
there; but it is at the mercy 

Mr, DAVIS. Does the Senator refer to me? 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Ido. 

Mr. DAVIS. Did I say so? 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I understood the Senator 
from Mississippi to say that the Federal Govern- 
iment had no power, or the President, perhaps, 
| had no power to reinforce the garrisons at Charles- 
ton. 

Mr. DAVIS. Ah! but you made your remarks 
generally. I made a special remark; you have 
made it general. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Frrzpat- 
rick in the chair ) The Senator will suspend his 
; remarks. The hour having arrived for the con- 
sideration of the special order, it becomes the duty 
| of the Chair to announce that as the first business 
iin order. 


sir, 


F suppose the principle 
would apply to others as well as to that, if it isa 
; correct principle, 


THE ASS 
Mr. SLIDELL. 


CIATED PRESS. 


Before the Senator from 


i Ohis—who is entitled to the floor en pecial 
i! order—proceeds, Í desire to offer a res n, of 
lation 


| 
i 
| 
i which I gave an intimation yesterday, in re 
| to the reporters of the assuciated press. I have 
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received a letter from the agent here, which sat- 
‘sfies me that, individually, he had no concern in 
this matter; but there are agents all over the coun- 
try who belong to one body, and a common re- 
sponsibility should attach to them all. Theagent 
here has given me no such assurance as is satis- 
factory, that the true author of this fabrication 
will. be exposed and punished. Under these cir- 
cumstances, [ offer the following resolution, and. 
will allow three or four days to elapse before | 
call for action upon it, in order that they may 
have an opportunity of explaining: 

Resolved, That the Vice President be requested to ex- 
clude from the reporters’ gallery of the Senate any reporter 
or reporters who may be employed, either partially or ex- 

_ chisively, by any agent or agents of ** the associated press.” 

Mr. TRUMBULL. With the consent of the 
Senate, I desire to say just one word in regard to 
the personal matter alluded to by the Senator from 
Louisiana. I have received a note from the agent 
of the associated press stating that the dispatch 
the Senator yesterday alluded to was not trans- 
mitted through the associated press of this city, 
and that he is altogether ignorant of the source of 

„the dispatch. Itis due to him, I think, that that 
fact should be stated. 

Mr. SLIDELL. That is the fact. 


RAILROAD CONNECTION AT WASHINGTON. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The special 
order assigned for this hour is the bill (S. No. 
377) to authorize the Baltimore and Ohio Railroad 
Company to extend the Washington branch of 
their road to the Potomac river, and across the 
same by the extension of the present structure 
known as the Long Bridge, so as to connect with 
the Virginia railroads at that point. That bill, 

“however, is excluded under the rule from the fact 
that the Senate adjourned yesterday without dis- 
posing of a certain joint resolution, which is now 
the first business in order. 

Mr. KENNEDY. Do I understand the Chair 
to decide that the special order which 1 moved 
yesterday takes precedence this morning? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. No, sir; the 
Chair determines that the unfinished business of 
yesterday takes precedence. 

Mr. KENNEDY. [would ask my friend from 
Ohio to allow me half an hour for the considera- 
tion of this bill. 

Mr. PUGH. If the bill could be got through 
without objection or debate, I certainly should not 


object. k 

Mr. FESSENDEN and Mr. KING. It can- 
not be. 

Mr. KENNEDY. Well, 1 withdraw my re- 
quest. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The first busi- 

ness in order is the joint resolution (S. No. 48) 
roposing amendments to the Constitution of the 
nited States. 

Mr. KENNEDY. Task whether there cannot 
be an understanding that E shall be allowed to 
take up this bill as soon as the Senator from Ohio 
concludes his remarks? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It will be the 
first business in order when this joint resolution 
shall be disposed of, 

Mr. HAMLIN. I would suggest to the Sen- 
ator from Maryland, if he wants to get action on 
his bill, that he had better ask the Senate to make 
` jt the special order in the morning hour at half 
past twelve o’clock to-morrow, and then wo shall 
occupy half an hour with it without disturbing the 
general question before the Senate. 

Mr. HUNTER. I think that isa good sug- 
gestion. 

Mr. KENNEDY. [willacceptit. Task that 
the bill be made the special order for the morning 
hour to-morrow. 

Mr. CAMERON. Thatarrangement will not 
suit me. l shail leave town to-morrow on some 
business that E cannot postpone. Besides, we 
shall most likely adjourn over to-morrow, and | 
hope we shell then adjourn over to the jst of 
January. 


Mr. KENNEDY. Then I ask, by general 


standing of that sort. 
AMENDMENTS TO THE CONSTITUTION. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The unfinished 


| 


business of yesterday is the joint resolution (S. 
No. 48) proposing amendments to the Constitu- 
tion of the United States, on which the Senator 
from Ohio has the foor. : ; 

Mr. PUGH addressed the Senate. [His speech 
will be published in the Appendix.] 

Mr. NICHOLSON. Mr. President, I believe 
it is the general understanding that we shall give 
way to the Senator from Maryland, [Mr. Ken- 
NEDY;] and I therefore move that the further con- 
sideration of this question be postponed, with the 
view of taking up the bill witich the Senator from 
Maryland desires to have taken up. ; 


The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Biexer in | 


the chair.) The question’is on postponing the 
joint resolution now-before the Senate. f 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. Did I understand from 
the Senator from Tennessee that the Senator from 
Mississippi desired to take the floor upon this 
resolution? 

Mr. DAVIS. No, sir. 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. ‘Then, Mr. President, 
before this motion is passed to postpone this res- 
olution, with the leave of the Senator from Ten- 
nessee, I desire to take the floor to make some 
remarks to the Senate upon this subject; but I 
will yield with the understanding that I shall 
have the floor upon this question to-morrow, or 
when it next comes before the Senate. 

Mr. DAVIS. I will answer the Senator from 
Wisconsin with reference to myself. The Sen- 
ator from Tennessee proposes to take the floor, 
but to postpone the immediate consideration of 
the subject, in order that the Senator from Mary- 
land may have a bill considered which he has 
asked us to consider. 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. I did not hear the lan- 

uage of the Senator from Tennessee. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question 
is on postponing the further consideration of the 
resolution before the Senate. 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. Then I understand the 
Senator from Tennessee has taken the floor upon 
the question that js pending? 

Mr. NICHOLSON. Yes, sir; and I move to 
postpone it, with a view of allowing the Senator 
from Maryland to take up the bill indicated by 
him. 

The motion to postpone was agreed to. 


WEST POINT COMMISSION. 


Mr. FITCH. Withthe permission of the Sen- 
ator from Maryland, before his bill comes up, I 
desire to make a few brief reports from the Com- 
mittee on Printing. A resolution was referred to 
the Committee on Printing, which was introduced 
by the Senator from Vermont, {Mr. Foor,] rel- 
ative to the printing of the report of the commis- 
sion appointed under the eighth section of the 
act of Congress of June 21, 1860, to examine the 
organization and system of discipline and course 
of instruction in the United States Military Acad- 
emy at West Point. They report it back, and 
ask for its adoption. 

The resolution was considered, and adopted, as 
follows: 


Resolved, That five thousand additional copies of the 
report and accompanying papers of the commission ap- 
pointed under the eighth section of the act of Congress of 


June 21, 1880, to examine into the organization, system of |} i A 
de, and cours t | be to meet on the following Monday. 


discipline, and course of instruction, of the United States 
Military Academy at West Point, be printed. 


COLUMBIAN INSTITUTION. 
Mr. FITCH. The Secretary of the Interior, 


in asking for the publication of certain reports 
for himself, as the head of that ‘Department, 
omitted to ask for additional numbers of the re- 
port of the president of the Columbian Institu- 
tion for the Deafand Dumb and:the Blind; but has 
to-day made a request that five hundred extra 
copies of that report be printed. I submit the 
following resolution on the subject: 

Resolved, That five hundred additional copies of me report 
of the president of the Columbian Institution for the Deaf 
and Duinband the Blind be printed for the use of that officer; 
and so much of the late annual report of the Secretary of 
Interior us relates to the same subject be printed therewith. 

The resolution was considered by unanimous 
consent, and agreed to. 


REPORT ON INDIAN AFFAIRS. 
n FITCH. A clerical error oceurred in a 
previous report of the committee relative to ex- 
tra numbers of the report of the Commissioner of 
Indian Affairs. The error was that of the clerk 


| done. 


| three days. 


of the Committee on Printing. ‘It should have 
asked for two thousand copies, the ustal extra 
number, but it crroneously asked. for ‘one thou- 
sand. {simply move the correction of.the error. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The correction 
can be made by unanimous consent... “The Chair 
hears no objection, and the correction will be 
made. 3 were 

ADMISSION TO THE FLOOR: 


Mr. BROWN. Before we proceed to the.con- 
sideration of the bill of the Senater from Mary- 
land, Fask the adoption of. the following resolu- 
tion, which has relation to the subject: : 

Resolved, That the Mayors of Georgetown and Washi 
ington cities be allowed the privilege of the floor of the 
Senate on occasions when business relating to.the District 
of Columbia is under consideration. ete. 

There is a marked propriety in the resolution. 
I suppose there will be no objection to it, and I 
shall not say anything about it. I take it for 
granted that everybody will agree to it. 

The resolution was considered by unanimous 
consent, and agreed to. 


ADJOURNMENT TO MONDAY.: 


Mr. PEARCE. I move that when the Senate 
adjourns to-day, it adjourn to meet on Monday 
next. 

Mr. CAMERON. Before the question is put ` 
on that motion, I desire to suggest that when we 
meet on Monday, we adjourn over again for three 
days, and so continue until the 2d of January. I 
hope that we may have an understanding of that 
kind, so that gentlemen who desire to goaway 
can do so without the likelihood of, important 
measures coming up in their absence. i 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Sen- 
ator so propose to amend the motion? 

Mr. CAMERON. Ido. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is the Senate 
prepared for the question on thisimotion?  ’ 

Mr. DAVIS. I do. not know that we shall 
achieve much good by meeting; but in the pres- 
ent perilous condition of the country, I am not 
willing to take a holiday. I propose that we shall 
continue our sessions for good, if God grant it, 
and for evil, if wo will have it so. 

Mr. CAMERON. Idonotapprehend any.evil 
from an adjournment of a day or two. F think 
a great deal of good may follow from allowing us 
to go home, and seeing those who sent us here. 
Let us get the wholesome influences of the fire- 
sides of our constituents, and the good people 
who are not in this strife; and Iet cach one of us 
spend these Christmas days as every man ought, 
with his wife, his children, and his grandchildren 
around him. ; 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question 
is onthe amendment offered by the Senator from 
Pennsylvania. 

Mr. CLINGMAN. 1 hope. it will be stated. 
I wish to know exactly what the amendment is. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator 
from Maryland moved that when the Senate ad- 
journs to-day, it adjourn to meet on Monday next. 
The Senator from Pennsylvania moves to amend 
that motion by adding, that when the Senate ad- 
journs on Monday next, it be to the Thursda 
following; and when it adjourns on that day, it 


Mr. CLINGMAN. I hope that will not be 
It will oblige gentlemen who choose to 
attend to stay here. Ifa majority choose to 
adjourn over for one or two weeks, l have no ob- 
jection; but I do not like meeting nominally every 
third day. Ido not think it fair anyhow. It 


| seems to me not to be carrying out that provision 


of the Constitution which provides that an 
adjournment shall not take place for more than 
If we intend to do business, it is in- 
convenient to mect every third day to do it; and 
if we do not intend to do it, itis an. evasion of 
that clause of the Constitution. 

Mr. MASON. Letthe amendment be reported 
by the Secretary. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. itwill be read. 

The Secretary read it, as follows: eae 

That when the Senate adjourns on Monday nest,.it be 
to Thursday; and that when the Senate adfourns on 
Thursday, it be te the Monday following: - sty 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. I confess I am notsatis- 
ficd with this mode. of adjourning over the holi- 
days. If we are going tc adjourn over’ the holi- 
days, let us pass a joint resolution, and have it 


y 
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concurred in by the House, and let us all adjourn 
and go home together. 1 dislike this mode of 
getting around the constitutitional provision. 1 
would father, myself, go for a joint resolution to 
adjourn over. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. I trast weshall ot adjourn 
over, I begin to féel now that there is hope for 
the country.. We have seen the hearts of patriots 
of adverse parties moved in this Senate Chamber, 
and, after the speech that we have heard, and the 
tone of feeling that L find, I think we had better 
keep in session. I know we do not feel like going 
abroad and enjoying a holiday. I trust there 
may be something done to restore peace to the 
country. This is a good time to do it, and [hope 
we shall remain in session. 

Mr. CAMERON. Iam very sorry to see the 
Constitution brought in upon all occasions and 
on every question, even on a question of adjourn- 
ing over. My God! cannot we take a recess for 
two or three days without being told that the 
country is in danger? I do not see the danger. 
This body was never in a better humor with itself 
than it is now, and I am satisfied that after afew 
days’ absence we shall come back liking each 
other a great deal better. No harm can come 
from it, and I think a great deal of good. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. Mr. President, I should be 
rejoiced to see the Constitution not only brought 
in, but obeyed, in all instances. J think if we 
would paya little more regard to observing it 
with fidelity, there would bemore peace and a 
better feeling in the country. I did not desire, by 
my remarks, to stir up any unkind feeling. I 
believe this country is in danger. I believe there 
must be conciliation and concession, or civil war. 
Lhave approached this question notasa partisan, 
but, E trust, as a patriot, prepared to cxhaust 
every effort for conciliation before I would con- 
template, for an instant, revolution, violence, and 
bloodshed. 1 hope that I shall not be under the 
necessity of even defending myself or the party 
with whom I have acted, from the unjust asper- 
sions that have been thrown upon it. 1 would 
rather throw away partisan feeling. Lam willing 
to meet this question in a spirit free from all com- 
mittals of the past. Tam ready to meet it asifl 
had never been in the body, had never given a 
‘vole or made a speech that would embarrass me 
in my action in the fature, I hope, therefore, that 
we may be permitted to congratulate the Senate 
upon the good feeling that was pervading it, with- 
out the intimation, the taunt, that the Constitu- 
tion was in danger, as if it was not our duty to 
gave our country rather than run off for the holi- 
days. 

Mr. MASON. I mustconfess, Mr. President, 
that my personal feelings would be very much in 
favor of an adjournment for the holidays; and yet 
Tam notat liberty to vote for it. I hope we shall 
adjourn over to Monday; but I must, with every 
relyetance, vote againstany further adjournment, 
not that Teoneur with the Senator from Hlinois, 
that anything can be done here or in the other 
branch of Congress to save the Union from dis- 
solution; but I know that eveuts are in progress 
which, in my judgment, would make it unwise 
for Congress to be in vacation just now., Do not 
let me be misunderstood. Lam not fora dissolu- 
tion of this Union as long as the safety and the 
honor of some of the States of this Union can be 
preserved in it; but, T repeat again, the Union 
cannot be preserved by anything to be done in 
ether House of Congress. It must be done in 
the States, and in the States alone. 
right to say thus much, lest, after hearing the 
views of the Senator, and not taking a part in the 
discussion, and voting with him against the ad- 
journment, my opinions might be misunderstood 
in my own State or elsewhere. I believe there 
are events in progress which would make it un- 
wise that Congress should be in vacation. 

Mr. CAMERON. I desire to say a word in 
reply to the Senator from Hiinois. T hardly know 
how to reply, for 1 was not certain whether his 
remarks applied to me or not. If he meant to 
apply them to me, or the State which I represent, 
and if he talks about not being willing to make 
concessions, I say to him that Í, and everybody 
representing my State, will go as far to make 
concessions, so far as those concessions are hon- 
orable, as anybody will; but I do not believe that 
this is the time or the occasion to talk about what 
we are going to do to save this Union. I do not 


I thought it | 


| this time until next Monday, and then over again 


j not be on very good terms with us if we ad- 


fear its dissolution. Ihave too much faith in the 
good sense and virtue and intelligence and the 
atriotism of the whole of this country, to be- 
ieve that itis going to be ruined at the bidding 
of a few politicians, or a few madmen who are 
not politicians, in any portion of the country. Ij 
believe in the overruling power of Providence 
which has this great country in its charge; and J į 
believe in the good sense of the people; and I | 
therefore do not fear the perpetuity of this great | 
country. It is too great, poly it is too valuable, 


iticians of any grade. [Applause in the gallerics.] 
Mr. DOOLITTLE. As to the remark which 
I made in reference to the adjournment over from 


until Thursday, and then again until Monday, I 
desired, if we should take such a recess, that we 
should adjourn by joint resolution and meet the 
question fairly, so that if the House should con- 
cur with us, those who desire to go home may 
have an opportunity to do so. It docs not con- 
sult my personal convenience. For myself, I 
shall remain here during the whole of this period 
if the Senate docs adjourn; and I would just as 
soon be in session every day as to have an ad- 
journment at all. My objection was to the mode 
of adjournment. I desire that a joint resolution 
shall pass this body, so that it may be concurred 
in by the House of Representatives, if we can 
determine to adjourn for that length of time. 
Mr. POWELL. I hope, sir, that we may not 
adjourn for the holidays, either by joint resolu- 
tion or otherwise. I regret that I cannot concur 
with the honorable Senator from Pennsylvania, 
who says that this body was never in a better’ 
humor with itself. [trust the remark of the gen- 
tleman istruc; butreally, sir, the events that have 
transpired in this Hall cause me to differ widely 
from that sentiment. Te says he thinks it would 
be better for us to go home and consult our con- 
stituents. If the Senator should be right in his 
remark, that we are on good terms with ourselves, 
l think we should find that our constituents would 


journed and left the country in its present im- 
periled and embarrassed condition, [think it is 
our duty to stay here, to stand firmly to our posts, 
and do everything in our power to save this dis- 
tracted country, now upon the verge of ruin. 

The gentleman says he has no fears. J regret i 
that I cannot concur in that. I have often feared, 
sir, “I believe this Union, this country, this Gov- 
ernment, is upon the crest of a volcano that may 
erupt any day and ingulf us all in ruin, It is our 
duty, as patriots, to stand here and do all we can 
to save the countrys; and unless we do it, in my | 
judgment, we shall not act in such a manner as j 
to meet the just expectations of the patriot people 
of this country, l bope that there will be no ad- 
journment, bat that we shall come up and do 
what we enn to save the country, and exhaust 
every means in our power and acquit ourselves 
in such a manner as to meet the approval of our 
constituents, of liberty-loving men throughout the | 
world, and, I belicve, of God, who has the des- 
tinies of nations in His hands. 

Mr. KENNEDY. Mr. President, Irise simply 
to ask whether this debate is in order, in accord- 
ance with the understanding. that was had this 
morning? I believe it was conceded upon the part 
of the Senate that we should take up a certain bill 
after the speech of the honorable Senator from 
Ohio. The debate now scems to be going off into | 
a wider field, utterly disregarding what I conceive | 
to be the understanding, to consider a bill of very | 
great moment. 1 should like to take a vote on it, 
because I am extremely anxious to have it con- 
sidered. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The proposi- 
tions to adjourn over were in order,and the Chair 
was obliged to entertain them. 

Mr.GRIMES. Iam saiisfied that three fourths 
of the members of this body are opposed to an 
adjournment over, and if the Senator from Mary- 
land will let us have a vote, we will so decide. 

Mr. KENNEDY. Iask for a vote on the ques- 
tion. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question 
is on the amendment offered by the Senator from 
Pennsylvania to the motion of the Senator from 
Maryland. 

The amendment was rejected. 


Mr. PEARCE. Now, sir, I withdraw the other | 


to be huckstered about or to be destroyed by pol- |; mark. 


motion. I wanted to do so before, but could not 
get an opportunity. 
STATE OF THE COUNTRY. 

Mr. KENNEDY. Mr. President 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from 
Maryland will allow the Chair to announce the 
special committee directed to be raised to consider 
that portion of the President’s message which re- 
lates to the disturbances of the country, and, with 
the leave of the Senate, he will make a single re- 
The Chair has found a great deal of difi- 
culty in framing the committee, but has tried to 
compose it in the spirit which he believes actuated 
the Senate in ordering its appointment. It will 
be observed that upon this committee are two Sen- 
ators from one State. This was unavoidable. Of 
course the author of the resolutions becomes the 
chairman of the committee; and F am sure the 
Senate will, for many reasons, recognize the fact 
that it was proper that the eminent senior Senator 
from Kentucky should also be a member of that 
committee. The Secretary will read it. 

The Secretary read the committee, as follows: 
Mr. Power, Mr. Hunter, Mr. CRITTENDEN, 
Mr. Seward, Mr. Toomns, Mr. Doveuas, Mr. 
Coiuamer, Mr. Davis, Mr. Wape, Mr. Bisier, 
Mr. Rice, Mr. Doouitrie, and Mr. Grimes. 

Mr. DAVIS. 1! merely wish to say, before 
the Senate adjourns, that I wish to be excused 
from service on that committee. The position 
which I am known to occupy, and the position 
in which the State E represent now stands, ren- 
ders it altogether impossible for me to serve upon 
that committee with any prospect of advantage. 

Mr KENNEDY. Mr. President, the bill now 
before the Senate-—— X 

Mr. DAVIS. I asked to be excused. I ask 
that that motion be put to the Senate, in order 
that | may be excused. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair under- 
stood the Senator to say that, after the Senator 
from Maryland had finished his speech, before 
the Senate adjourned, he would ask to be ex- 
cused, 

Mr. DAVIS. No, sir; I merely asked to be 
excused on the moment, without going into any 
reasons. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from 
Mississippi asks to be excused frofff service on 
this special committee. 

The question being put, Mr. Davis was ex- 


| cused. 


RAILROAD CONNECTION AT WASHINGTON. 

Mr. KENNEDY. Mr. President, the bill now 
before the Senate 

Mr. FESSENDEN, I wish to inquire whether 
there is any bill before the Senate? Has it been 
taken up : 

Mr. KENNEDY. IT understood there was. I 
understood it was read. I was absent. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. I think not. 

Mr. KENNEDY. If not, I move to take up 
the bill (S. No. 377) to authorize the Baltimore 
and Ohio Railroad Company to extend the Wash- 
ington branch of their road to the Potomac river, 
and across the same, by the extension of the 
present structure known as the Long Bridge, for 
the purpose of connecting with the Virginia rail- 
roads at that point. I came in the Chamber a. 
few moments since, and understood that the bill 
was taken up. 

Mr. POWELL. [understood it was taken up 
on the motion of the Senator from Tennessee. 

Mr. KENNEDY. So I understood when I 
came in, 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair has not 
been in his seat for several hours, but he under- 
stands this bill was made a special order for one 
o’clock to-day; and that by an understanding of 


| the Senate, it was to be called up after the Sena- 
| tor from Ohio had concluded his speech. 


It is, 
therefore, before the Senate, unless some motion 
be made. 
_ Mr. FESSENDEN. I merely wished to know, 
in order that 1 might make a suggestion to the 
Senator from Maryland. 

Mr. NICHOLSON, I made the motion to take 
up the bill myself. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Did it pass the 
Senate? 

Mr. NICHOLSON. Yes, sir. : 

Mr. FESSENDEN. Do I understand that the 
bill is now before the Senate ? 
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The VICE PRESIDENT. | It is. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. 1 wish to inquire of the 
Senator from Maryland whether he designs to go 
on with the bil now, at this late hour? 

Mr. KENNEDY. I design to go on with it at 

-some time. [have postponed it since the last ses- 
sion, on an objection raised by gentlemen on the 
‘other side, that they were not ready. Iam now 
disposed to go on with the bill. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. I merely make the in- 
quiry for the reason that the Senate might under- 
stand, if the bill is gone on with now, they may 
stay some time to attend to it; for I have many 
amendments to propose to it, and it will, of course, 
occasion a great deal of discussion. I have no 
objection if gentlemen wish to consider it now. 

Mr. HUNTER. We may as well begin with it. 

Mr. KENNEDY. We may not get through 
with it; but I want to begin it somewhere. The 
bill has been postponed from time to time since 
the last session of Congress on an objection raised 
by gentlemen on the other side, that they have 
not had time to look into it. By a common un- 
derstanding, it was agreed this morning that we 
should take this bill up and at least begin with it 
after the speech of the honorable Senator from 
Ohio. If we are to be postponed from day to 
day, I see no prospect whatever of accomplishing 
the purpose that we have in view. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. I have no objection, if 
the gentleman wishes to begin his bill. I only 
tell him that he cannot get a vote on it unless the 
Senate stay some time. : 

Mr. KENNEDY. I suppose not. Mr. Pres- 
ident, in presenting this bill, lam aware of the 
great difficulties in the way of its accomplishment 
or its adoption by the Senate. Itis a simple prop- 
osition on the part of a railroad company in the 
State of Maryltand—— 

The VICE PRESIDENT. TheSenator from 
Maryland will pause a moment. The confusion 
in the Chamber is so great that the Senator on 
the floor cannotbe heard,and the Chair will arrest 
public business until order is restored. 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. Mr. President— 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator 
from Maryland yield to the Senator from Wis- 
consin? 

Mr. KENNEDY. Ido, of course. 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. IJ rise to inquire, as this 
bill is made the special order for to-morrow, at 
halfpast twelve o’clock, whether the Senator would 
not now consent to a motion to adjourn? Tunder- 
stood this bill to have been made the special order 
for to-morrow, at half-past twelve o’clock. 

Mr. KENNEDY. lf it is with the understand- 
ing that it shall be taken up as the unfinished busi- 
ness for to-morrow at half past twelve, E shall not 
object, 

Mr. HUNTER. I suggest that we had better 
go on with it until four o’clock. I suppose it can- 
not be finished to-day. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. If the Senate now 
adjourns, the bill will come up to-morrow morn- 
ing as the unfinished business, at one o’clock. 

Mr. KENNEDY. Previous toan adjournment, 
I should like to have the bill explained and read. 

Mr. CAMERON. 1 think the Senator from 
Maryland, who has charge of this bill, had better 
leave it until the morning. I shall oppose it, but 
I want him to havea fairchance of passing it. He 
could do it better to-morrow. Lam willing to go 
on with it now if he desires to do so, but I think 
we had better postpone it. 

_ Mr. THOMSON. [ think the Senator might 
have an opportunity of explaining it now before 
we adjourn. It is only half past three o’clock. 

Mr. CAMERON. He cannot explain it now 
in the state of the Senate. 

Mr. MASON. I agree with the honorable Sen- 
ator from Maryland about this bill, and am pre- 

ared to sustain it; but I submit to him, that itis 
impossible in the present condition of the Senate 


to have a hearing; and even if he could, he would | 


have buta few minutes. We want an executive 
session, and I shall ask for one. 

Mr. GWIN. I will suggest to the Senator 
from Maryland to make his bill the special order 
for half past twelve to-morrow, and then it will 
come up of course. If he will do that he will get 
it up in the morning. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair will 
state to the Senators from California and Mary- 
land, that if the Senate should adjourn now, this 


bill will have preference as the unfinished business 
to-morrow. i 

Mr. GWIN. But if it is made the special order 
for half past twelve o’clock, it comes up then; 
otherwise it would not come up until one o'clock. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator 
from Maryland make that motion? 

Mr. KENNEDY. Yes, sir. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from 
Maryland moves that the further consideration of 
this bill be postponed to and made the special 
order of the day for to-morrow at half past twelve 
o’clock. 

The motion was agreed to. 


EXECUTIVE SESSION. 


On motion of Mr. MASON, the Senate pro- 
ceeded to the consideration of executive business; 
and after some time spent therein, the doors were 
reopened, and the Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Tuurspay, December 20, 1860. 


The House met at twelve o’clock, m. Prayer 
the Chaplain, Rev. Tuomas H. STOCKTON. 
The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 


COAST SURVEY. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House a com- 
munication from the Secretary of the Treasury, 
transmitting the report of A. D. Bache, LL.D., 
Superintendent of the United States Coast Sur- 
vey, stating the progress in that work during the 
year ending November 1, 1860, and showing, by 
an accompanying engraved map, the general pro- 
gress made in the survey from the manuscript 
map of progress, prepared at the Coast Survey 
Office, in accordance with the act of Congress ap- 
proved March 3, 1853; which was laid upon the 
table, and ordered to be printed. 


UNION MEETING IN READING. 


Mr. McKENTY. [ask the unammous con- 
sent of the House for leave to present publicly a 
memorial of certain citizens of Reading, Pennsyl- 
vania, together with certain proceedings which 
have taken place in that city. Task the same 
privilege granted to other members—that they be 
spread upon our records, and referred to the select 
committee of thirty-three. 

There was no objection; and the memorial and 
accompanying papers were referred as indicated. 


ENROLLED BILL. 


Mr. THEAKER, from the Committee ‘on En- 
rolled Bills, reported that they had examined and 
found truly enrolled House bill No. 861, making 
appropriations for the payment of invalid and 
other pensions of the United States, for the year 
ending June 30, 1862; when the Speaker signed 
the same. : 

FORTS IN CHARLESTON HARBOR. 


Mr. DELANO. [ask the unanimous consent 
of the House for leave to present the following 
resolution: 

Whereas, by the report of the proceedings in the State 
convention of South Carolina, held on the 19th instant, 
Hon. Witi1aM Porcner Mires, a member of this House, 
used the following language, namely: ‘4 In a conversation, 
and subsequently in a written communication to the Pres- 
ident, { know this to have been said: ‘If you send a soti- 
tary soldier to these parts, the instant the intelligence reach- 
es our peopie--and we will take care that it does reach us 
before it can reach the forts—the forts will be taken, be- 
cause such a course is necessary to our safety and self- 
preservation :’ ° Therefore, 

Resolved, That the President be requested to communi- 
cate to this House what information he has received, either 
oral or in writing, tothe effect that, if the forts of the harbor 
of Charleston are further reinforced, these forts will be 
taken by any force or authority hostile to the authority and 
supremacy of the United States. 


Mr. BRANCH. I object to the resolution. 

Mr. ASHMORE. I wouldlike to know whence 
the gentleman from Massachusetts gets his inform- 
ation upon which to base his resolution. [Cries 
of ** Do not object to the resolution!”’] 

Mr. CURTIS. I call gentlemen to order; and 
call for the regular order of business. 

Mr. DELANO. Ihave not introduced the res- 
olution just read without having carefully looked 
at the proceedings which yesterday took place in 
the convention now In session at Charleston. 

The SPEAKER. Debate is not in order, ob- 
jection being made. The regular order of busi- 
ness is the call of committees for reports. 


b 
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DED MARRIL oa oe 

Mr. LEE, from. the Committee en. the Post 
Office and Post Roads, reported a bill forthe relief 
of D. D. Harriil, with the recommendation thatit 
do pass; which was read a first and second time 
by its title, referred to a Committee of the Whole 


House, and, with the accompanying: report, ° 
ordered to be printed, t paR 


JOLIN C. WATROUS. 


Mr. JOHN H. REYNOLDS. J aminstructed 
by the Committee on the Judiciary to` submit a 
report in relation to charges’ made against John 
C. Watrous, United States district judge of the 
eastern district of Texas. 1 move that the report 
be ordered to be printed, and that iS considera- 
tion be fixed as a special ‘order for the fourth 
Tuesday of January next. 

Mr. MAYNARD. ‘Tobjectto the report being 
made a special order, for the reasons which I gave 
a few days ago, and which it is not now neces- 
sary that I should repeat. : a 
Mr. REAGAN. This is a case which, if it be 
the intention to determine this session, ought. to 
be taken up at as early a day as may suit“tlie 
Committee on the Judiciary; and J trust that the 
convenience of that committee may be consulted 
by the House, 

Mr. SHERMAN. There is no objection to 
the postponement of the further consideration of 
this report, If it be postponed to a day certain, 
it may again be postpone when that day is 
reached, if the House is not then ready to pro- 
ceed with its consideration. : 

Mr. JOHN H. REYNOLDS. I accept the 
suggestion of the gentleman from Obio, and move 
that the further consideration of this. report be 
postponed until Thursday next. The testimony 
has already been ordered to be printed and my 
motion now is, that the report be ordered to be 
printed, and that its consideration be set down for 

“hursday next. : 

The motion was agreed to. 


COURT OF CLAIMS. 


Mr. JOHN H. REYNOLDS. I am. also in- 
structed hy the Committee on the Judiciary to 
report back House bill No. 719, to repeal an act 
entitled * An act ty establish a court for the inves- 
tigation of claims against the United States,” 
approved February 24, 1855, and the several acts 
amendatory thereof and relative thereto, and to 
provide for the determination of claims against 
the United States in the district and circuit courts 
of the United States, with the recommendation 
that it do pass. It is in lieu ofa bill (H. R No. 
98) to amend “ An act to establish a court for the 
investigation of claims against the United States,” 
approved February 24, 1855; and a bill (H.R. 
No. 25) to amend * An ‘act to establish a court 
for the investigation of claims against the United 
States, so as to permit creditors of the Govern- 
ment to suc in the district courts of the United 
States;’? and Senate bill No. 53, to amend’ “An 
act to establish ‘a court for the investigation of 
claims against the United States,”’ approved Feb- 
ruary 24, 1855. I move that the further consid- 
eration of the bill be postponed until Friday next. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. I hope the 
gentleman will fix on another day than one of 
those set apart for the consideration of private 
bills. 

Mr. JOHN H.REYNOLDS. Very well, then. 
I move thatit be set down for Thursday next. | 

Mr. SHERMAN. Of course it is understood 
that its consideration is postponed until after the 
morning hour on Thursday next, 

Mr. JOHN H.REYNOLDS. Certainly. 

The question was taken; and the motion was 
agreed to. ; $ 

UNITED STATES COURTS IN NEW YORK. 

Mr. JOHN H. REYNOLDS, from the- Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary, reported back House bill 
No. 870, to establish an additional judicial dis- 
trict in the State of New York, and in relation to 
the courts of the United States in said State, with 


i the recommendation that it do pass; which was 


recommitted to the Committee on the Judiciary, 
and ordered to be printed. : 
RIGHT OF APPEAL.” ; 

Mr. JOHN H. REYNOLDS, from the same 
committee, reported back House bill No. 554, to 
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extend the right of appeal from decisions of cir- 
‘euii courts to the Supreme Court of the United 
_ States, with the recommendation that it do pass; 
which was ordered to be printed, and its further 
consideration postponed until Thursday next. 


- WILLIAM A. LINN. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Iam directed by the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary to report back Senate bill 
No. 518, for the relief of Wiliam A. Linn’s es- 
tate, with the recommendation that it do pass. 

The Cierk read the bill in extenso. 

Mr. SHERMAN. That bill makes an appro- 
priation, and, under the rules of the House, must 
have its first consideration in a Committee of the 
Whole House. 

Mr. BINGHAM. I trust that my colleague 
will not make that objection to this bill. The 
amount of this claim is fixed and ought to be 
paid at once. These partics have been long kept 
waiting, 

Mr. SHERMAN. All bills which make ap- 
propriation of money out of the Treasury ought 
to be referred to the Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. BINGHAM. I think that this is one of 
the bills to which that rule ought not to apply. 
It was passed at the last day of the last session, 
and sent to the President, who refused to sign it 


for the reason that it was sent to him at so late ! 


an hour. It has been fully considered by the 
House, and there cannot, I think, be any doubt 
of its equity and justice. . 

Mr. SHERMAN. I will not make objection 
to this bill; but I now give notice that [ will here- 
after object to all bills being passed which make 
appropriations of moncy without having their 
first consideration in the Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union or a Committee of the 
Whole House. 

Mr. BRANCH. 1 renew the objection. 

Mr. PHELPS. 1 hope that my friend will 
withdraw his objection, 

Mr. BRANCHI. I do not see why this bill 
should have the preference over other private bills. 
There are many cases pending before the House 
which have heretofore passed this Flouse, anda 
great many which have passed both Houses, but 
at different times. L have heard nothing which 
indicates that this bill possesses any more merit 
than those other bills. [think the nouce given 
by the gentleman from Ohio is a proper one, and 
that all of these bills making appropriations of 
money out of the Treasury ought to go to a Com- 
mittee of the Whole. 

Mr. BURNETT. [ think, as a general propo- 
sition, that the objection of the gentleman from 
North Carolina is a proper one, and ought gen- 
erally to prevail; but I believe in this case there 
are reasons which ought to remove it from that 
objection. This bill was acted upon at the last 
session. [have examined its provisions, and am 
satisfied that it ought to pass. It has again passed 
the Senate, and it does scem to me that we ought 
not now to further delay the payment of a just 
private claim against the Government, when it 
ee been acted upon, and favorably, by the same 
Congress. 

Mr. BRANCH. Iam informed that this bill 
has already passed Congress, and failed only for 
waut of time for the President to examine it, and 
I therefore withdraw my objection. 

The bill was ordered to be read a third time; 
and it was accordingly read the third time, and 

assed. ` 

Mr. BINGHAM moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed; and also moved 
that the motion to reconsider be laid upon the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


JUDICIAL DISTRICT IN PENNSYLVANIA. 

Mr. BINGHAM, from the Committee on the 
Judiciary, reported back House bill No. 505, 
making an appropriation for a court-room ard 
marshal’s and Derk *s offices for the use of the cir- 
cuit and district courts of the United States in the 
western district of Pennsylvania, and asked that 
it be put upon its passage. 

Mr. BRANCH. I object; and insist that the 
bill, making an appropriation, must have its first 
con ation in the Committee of the Whole on 
the state of the Union, 

The SPEAKER. The bill must take that 
course. 

The bill was referred to the Committee of the 


| gentleman will not enter any such motion, b 
cause it is a privileged motion, which can be | 
j brought up at any time, and I may be taken by 


be printed. : 
CAIRO. 
Mr. BINGHAM, from the same committee, 


reported back House bill No. 488, authorizing 
the holding of the circuitand district courts of the 


United States for the southern district of Ihnois | 
in the city of Cairo, with the recommendation į 


that it do pass. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. I should like 
to hear the reasons for the passage of the bill. I 
never before heard of the necessity for the estab- 
lishment of such a court at Cairo. The bill docs 
not satisfy me. 

Mr. BINGHAM. This bill was acted on by 
the Committee on the Judiciary at the last ses- 
sion. My recollection is, the facts presented to 
us went to the extent that it was necessary to the 
speedy administration ofjustice thatacourt should 
be established at Cairo. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Ilinois. That city is 
only twelve or thirteen hours’ ride from Spring- 
field. This substantially creates a third judicial 
district in Ilinois. 

Mr. LOGAN. With reference to the establish- 


ment of this court in my district, I can say that | 


there isa necessity for the establishment ofa term 
of the court in that part of the State. It is some 
two hundred miles from the city of Cairo to the 
city of Springfield; and a great portion of the 
business which is transacted in the courtat Spring- 
field arises in that particular locality. Jurors have 
to go from that part of the State that distance; 
and the officers of that court have heretofore re- 
sided in that part of the State; anda great deal of 


the business which gocs from the city of Cairo to | 


the city of Springfield grows out of the commerce 
of that place, and the difficulties which arise out 
of it; and for that reason I have thought there 
was a necessity for the holding of a court there. 
And, in fact, in conversation with many of the 
leading men and lawyers of the State who havea 
knowledge of the business which is transacted at 
Springfield, they gave it as their opinion that there 
was a necessity for the establishment of a court 
in that part of the State. 

Mr. WASHPBURNE, of Illinois. I will not 
now make a motion for the reference of this bill 
to the Committee of the Whole on the state of the 


Union, but I propose that its consideration shall || 
be postponed until a day certain, so that I can jj 


examine it. Then, if I am convinced that there 
is a real necessity for the establishment of a term 
of the court therc, I shall not oppose it. With 
my present information Į shall be compelled to 
oppose the bill. If the gentleman will let it go 
over Į will be satisfied. 

Mr. LOGAN. Lam willing to leave the bill 
with the committee that reported it. 

Mr. WASLIBURNE, of Mlinois. It makes no 
difference with me whether you take that course 
or let the bill go over to a day certain, as I sug- 
gested, 

The SPEAKER. If there be no objection, the 
bill will be recommitted to the Committee on the 
Judiciary 

Mr. LOGAN. I will then submit a motion to 
recommit the bill, and let it stand upon that mo- 
tion. 

The SPEAKER. 
be disposed of. 

Mr. LOGAN. 
pase ? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair can see no ad- 
vantage in the motion pending. 

Mr. LOGAN. 
be recommitted. 

The SPEAKER. 
the bill will be recommitted. 

Mr. LOGAN. 
vote by which the bill was recommitted. 

Mr. WASHBURME, of Ulinois. I hope the 


That motion would have to 


Notat the present time, I sup- 


surprise. Let it be recommiticd to the Commit 


| tee on the Judiciary, and when they are again 
they can report it back; or | 


called on to report 
let it goo ain, so that I may know 
when ih wi y 

Mr. LOGAN. Iskall have no disposition to 
call up the motion to reconsider until the gentle- 


Then { will move that the bill ; 
There being no objection, | 


Now, I move to reconsider the | 
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Whole on the state of the Union, and ordered to 


") ments to take such officers 
2 i; These are judges of the district courts of the 
man bas had an opportunity to examine the bill. |) United States; and, in point of dignity and grade, 


c 
L Fodera 


Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. H the gen- 
tleman will give me notice when he intends to call 
up the motion, Lam willing that it shall stand in 


j that way. 


Mr. LOGAN. Certainly I will. 
SALARIES OF JUDGES. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Iam instructed by the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary to report back, with an 
amendment, a biil (H. R. No. 335) to fix the sal- 
aries of the judges of the district covrt within and 
for the districts of the State of Ohio, with a rec- 
ommendation that itdo pass. Task thatit be put 
upon its passage now. It contains no appropri- 
ation. 

The first section of the bill, which was read, 
provides that the salaries of the judges of the 
district courts within and for the districts of the 
State of Ohio shall be fixed at the rate of $3,500 
per annum from and after the passage of the act. 

The second section makes provision for the 
holding of terms of the district court at certain 
points in the State, ; 

The amendmentrecommended by the Commit- 
tee on the Judiciary was to strike out the second 
section, and to insert in lieu thereof a section pro- 
viding that the judges of the district courts be 


| authorized and required to hold special terms of 
| their respective courts, at least once each year, at 


Toledo, in the northern district of Ohio, and at 
Columbus, in the southern district, in addition to 
the regular terms which now are, or may hereaf- 
ter be, required by law; and that the time of hold- 
ing such special terms at Toledo and Columbus 
shall be fixed by the judges respectively of said 
districts, who shall give notice of the time of kold- 
ing the same at least two months preceding the 
commencement of such special terms, by publica- 
tion in at [east two newspapers published, and of 


| general circulation, in such districts, 


Mr. BINGHAM. I call the previous question 


| upon the amendment. 


Mr. BRANCH. Does the gentleman propose 
to put the bill upon its passage at this time? 


Mr. BINGIIAM. Ido; and 1 move the pre- 


f vious question. 


Mr. BRANCH. Was it reported by the com- 
mittee unanimously ? 

Mr. BINGHAM. It was; and it provides for 
giving the judges of Ohio the same salary as is 
allowed to the Federal judges in many other 
States, whose duties do not exceed the duties of 
these Ohio judges. 

Mr. SIMMS. Is it in order now to offer an 
amendment? 

The SPEAKER. 
been demanded. 

Mr. STANTON. Thope the call for the pre- 
vious question will not be sustained. 

Mr. SIMMS. lask the gentleman from Ohio 
to withdraw the previous question, for I want to 
move an amendment to the bill—not to injure the 
bill at all; far otherwise. At the lasts 
Congress, a bill passed this House requiring the 
district judge of the State of Kentucky to hold 
some three additional terms of the court, but 
without increasing his salary. The labor devolved 
upon him by virtue of these additional terms is 
more than double what it was previously. I pro- 
pose to move to amend the bill, if the gentleman 
will withdraw the demand for the previous ques- 
tion, so as to increase the salary of that judge 
from $2,500 to $3,500. 

Mr. BINGHAM. I cannotdo that; but if the 
gentleman will refer such a bill to the Committee 
on the Judiciary, the committee will gladly con- 
sider it. 

On the demand for the previous question, 

The SPEAKER ordered tellers; and appointed 
Mr. Craig, of Missouri, and Mr. Srawron. 

The House divided; and the tellers reported— 
ayes thirty-three; not a sufficient number. 


The previous question has 


S ious question was not seconded. — 
Mr. TON. Iam opposed to this bill 


upon the principle that I am opposed io giving 
officers of the Federal Government within the 
States higher salaries than are paid to State offi- 
cers of the same grade. I have no ideaof giving 
such salaries to Federal officers as will draw all the 

lent and ability of the bar 


i Government, | 
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they stand upon an equality with the judges of the 


court. of common pleas of the State of Ohio. An 
appeal going from those courts lies to the cir- 
cult court of the United States in the State. Cer- 
tainly that circuit court is not of higher grade than 
the supreme court of the State. The salary of 
the judges of the court of common pleas is $1,500 
annually, and their duties are much more arduous 
than those of the district judges in the State. 
a general rule the judges of the court of con 
pleas have more cases, more labor, and ewiploy 
more time in the discharge of. their duyés, than 
the district judges of the United Stajés courts. 
The district judges. of the United 

* now receive $2,500 salary—1,000 
received by the judges of the c 
pleas. . 
> Mr. HARRIS, of Marylan@ I would inquire 
of the gentleman from Ohio whether he considers 
$1,500 a reasonable compensation for the services 
of those judges; and if he does not, whether he 
considers that a proper argument against increas- 
‘ing the salaries of the judges of the district courts 
of the United States in Ohio? 

Mr. STANTON. The Legislature of the State 
of Ohio is the proper judge of what is an adequate 
compensation for the judicial officers of the State. 
My objection is not to the fact that the salary is 
too high or too low; but there ought always to 
be a reasonable and fair proportion between the 
salaries of the State and the salaries of the Fed- 
eral officers. Now, because the Federal Govern- 
ment is able to pay higher salaries to its officers, 
is no reason why we should adopt a line of policy 
that is calculated to degrade the State tribunals, 
and bring them into the contempt of the people of 
the State, and withdraw their confidence in the 
State government. Iam a State-rights man, and 
in favor of maintaining the honor and dignity of 

. the State., 
“Mr. MAYNARD. I would inquire of the gen- 
tleman from Ohio whether the district judges are 
not required to discharge certain extra duties in 
the absence of the circuit judges? 

Mr. STANTON. Certainly. The salaries of 
the supreme court judges of the State are $3,000 
per annum. 

Mr. PENDLETON. I would ask the gentle- 
man if the salary of the judge of the common pleas 
court in Cincinnati is not $2,500? 

Mr. STANTON. I understand all that busi- 
ness. The county of Hamilton, which includes 
Cincinnati, pays the judges of that particular dis- 
trict, out of its county treasury, a salary overand 
above what is paid them out of the State treasury, 
and in that way they realize a Jarger salary; and 
if, all over the State, the judges had the same sal- 
aries, there would be a propriety in putting the 
district judges on the same footing; but I do not 
think it is proper to adopt such a policy as will 
not maintain the dignity and respectability of the 
State tribunals. The judges should not be de- 
pieced by being. put in a subordinate position by 
being paid lower salaries than is paid to the Fed- 
eral officers. k 

Now, sir, I do not believe you will have any 
difficulty in getting judges at the present rate of 
salary. They are appointed for life, and if the 
present judges are not satisficd with $2,500, let 
them resign. There are plenty of gentlemen who 
will take the offices at that price, and I do not 
believe that either of these judges could make half 
as much money in the practice of the law. 

This thing of crying out about the smallness 
of the salaries of men who hold life offices, is 
all nonsense while they continue to hold them. 
There is no compulsion. There is no obligation 
resting upon them to retain their offices. They ! 
can resign, and there are plenty of gentiemen who 
will take the places for the same salaries, and 
discharge the duties with quite as muchrability as 
these gentlemen do. They are very clever gen- 
tlemen, but they by no means belong to the front 
rank in the profession in Ohio—neither of them; 
and my colleague will not deny that. I hope the 
bil will not pass. 

Mr, PENDLETON. Mr.Speaker, 1 hope that 


il 


ore than is 
rt of common 


parts of the State in each year—one at Columbus 
and one at Toledo; and itis a notorious fact, so 
far as the southern district of Ohio is-concerned, 
that the judge of that court performs as: much 
labor as any other judge in the State; ‘perhaps 
more. He has less vacation, less time for atten- 
tion to his private affairs; he has less opportunity 
to recuperate his health and strength than any 
other judge in the State. 

I have placed in the hands of my colleague on 
the Judiciary Committee [Mr. Bineuam] a state- 
ment, verified by the clerk of the court, showing 
how many days in each year he has been com- 
pelled, for a number of years past, to hold his dis- 
trict court, and, in the absence of Judge McLean 
in other States, to hold the circuit court likewise. 

Mr. STANTON. Is not my colleague aware 
that all the judges of the supreme court of the 
State are taxed to their utmost energies, and that 
they cannot discharge their duties and do all the 
business; that the cases on the docket of the su- 
preme court are accumulating; that the: judges 
do as much work as they can by any possibility 
do, and that they cannot keep up with the docket? 
How, then, can he say that the district judge does 
more than they do? 

Mr. PENDLETON. Because I believe he 
does more work. That is the reason. I say 
that the judges of the supreme court of the State 
of Ohio have as much work as they ought to 
have; they have more; they are not able proper) 
to do all the work devolved on them; but my col- 
league knows that it is not compulsory on them 
to hold district courts in the different counties. 
I have known cases in my own county where a 
supreme judge has not been present during a 
whole term of the district court. They can omit 
that part of their duty. There is nothing com- 
pulsory on them in that respect, and they do 
frequently omit the performance of it. That is 
not the case, however, with the United States 
district judge. He sits alone; there is nobody to 
take his place, and it is notorious in ouf section 
of the State that the district judge is obliged to 
hold his district and circuit courts more days in 
the year, I belicve, than any other judge in the 
State. i 

Now, sir, my colleague says that he would not 
have the salaries of corresponding officers higher 
in the Federal Government than in the State gov- 
ernments. My friend was probably here when 
the compensation of members of Congress was 
increased. Did he forget that he stands only.on 
a par with the members of the State Legislature. 
at home, and that they receive no such. compen- 
sation as we do? It will not do to carry this 
thing throughout. The gentleman himself would 
not do it, and [ appeal to the House not to give to 
that argument greater weight than it is-entitled to 

Mr. STANTON. The gentleman will permit 
me to make a remark at that point. I desire to 
say that I voted against the bill increasing the 


pay of members of Congress precisely on the, 


principle that lam opposed to increasing the pay 
of Federal judges, because I did not want Fed- 
eral officials of any description paid so much 
higher than State officials; and I would vote to- 
day to put the compensation of members of Con- 
gress back where it was before that bill passed.: > 

Mr. PENDLETON. 1 have no doubt my- 
colleague has been very consistent in his. votes. 
Has he been quite as.consistent in-his action un- 
der the law, for that is within his. control, cer- 


| tainly? 


| State? 


The question is.suggestel tomer ought 
not the President of the United States to have A 
little more compensation than the Governordf a 


But, Mr: Speaker, let us’ go a little further: 
you impose upon the judges: of some- of these 
courts the necessity of living in.a city like Cin- 
cinnati, where notoriously the expense of living 
is double what itis.in the town: from which: my 
colleague comes... Will you give them: only: the 


same ‘salary, when you create a necessity: for 
dt 


double expense. ee eee 

Now, sir,this.is a mere matter of. justice. 
is a matier that appeals to the justice of the House, 
Shall the judges of the ‘Federal courts within the 
State of Ohio be put upon thé ‘same footing asthe 
judges in the surrounding States? Will you:give 
them: salary enough to enable them. ta ve ge: 
soniiy and properly, ‘and. place ‘thenyupon 
equal footing with the judges: of the State courts 
in these localities?: The argument of my colleague 
would require the judge in the.city of Sinreihnats, 
who holds courts three hundred and forty days 
out of the three hundred and sixty-five, or three 
hundred, omitting Sundays, [laughter,]. and: is 
subjected to all the expenses attendant upon cit 
life, to do that and receive no moré pay than: if 
he lived and held courts in the town. where my 
colleague resides. I did not mean, by what.:I 
said just now, to charge Judge Leavitt with hold- 
ing court on Sunday; but E mean to say that; _ 
omitting Sundays, he holds; court more: days. M. 
the year than any other judge in the State: =: 

r: COX. r; Speaker, J -hold in. my hand: 
a certificate from. the clerk of the circuit and dis- 
trict courts for. the southern district of Ohio. : Ecah, 
therefore speak, from: statistics, as:to the labors 
performed by the judge for. that:district, : Front 
this paper it appears that the:number of cases on 
the dockets of the circuit. and district courts.on 
the Ist of October, 1858, was 322; in chancery, 
43; atcommon law, 236; inadmiralty, 293 erimi- 
inal cases, 14; judgmentsentered during that time 
155; jury trials within that year, 98; amount of 
judgments rendered, $244,592 37. The number 
of days the court was in session from October $; 
1858, to. October 1, 1859, was 222; the number of 
days the ‘court has been in session from October 
1, 1859, to March 20, 1860; is 94... Leaving! out 
the Sabbaths, this would be as much actual:serviee 
a any judge ought to perform for the proposed 
salary. 

Now, I believe that no judge of the Ohio State 
courts does more than half as much business: as 
is performed by the district, judge at Cincinnatt; 
and this bill proposes to impose upon -him:addi- 
tional duties. and other burdens.: )This:judge is 
to hold acourtat- Columbus: . Thére will thereby: 
bo a large expense saved to the people of the: cen- 
tral part of the State in their litigation, by this pro- 
vision... The capitol of Ohio was formerly the seat 
of the United States court. It was only removed 
thence in 1854. The State of Ohio and the city 
of Columbus, for twenty years, furnished, free of 
rent, a ‘building for this United States court, and 
the officers thereof. A business connected with 
the United States courts, in patent cases especially, 
grew up in the center of Ohio, to settle which at 
Cincinnati has been a large expense to: litigants 
and witnesses. Theincrease of the salary of the 
judges proposed by this bill will thus have its am- 
ple consideration. My colleague [Mr. STANTON] 
says that he is opposed to this.increase of.salaty, 
and that he was opposed to the bill increasing 
the compensation of members of Congress; < But. 
would he vote just now to cut it down? “Lam: 
afraid my colleague. would not go into the ofice; 
of the Sergeant-at-Arms voluntarily:and pay back: 
the moncy he has reccived in the shape of addi-: 
tional compensation! aes 8 

But, sir, has my colleague looked into this busis 
ness which the Committee on the Judiciary: lias: 
inquired into so carefully? Has heexamined the: 
tables, from both of these districts; showimg: the’ 
business in these courts? Or has sheopposed the 
bill, as I think, inconsiderately 4. Hesa ys thet 
there ought to bea tariff of salaries fixed, so as to 
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square with the salaries of the State judges. Now, 
if that were done; Mr. Speaker, you would have 
to reform all your’ salaries of the district judges 
throughout the United States. You-can haveno 
fixed and uniform rule as to salaries at all. In 
some of the States the salaries of the district 
judges are as large, and in some perhaps less, 
than the amount proposed by this bill. ‘The true 
rule of legislation in such matters, is: is the sal- 
ary an adequate compensation for the quantity 
and kiad of business and for the dignity of the 
ofice? Any other standard is unworthy of seri- 
ous legislation. This bill only proposes to raise 
the salaries of the district judges of Ohio up to 
the salary of the northern district judge for the 
State of Tiinois-$3,500 a year. in the district 
of ‘Wisconsin, where there is not so much busi- 
ness done as is done in cither the northern or 
southern district of Ohio, the judges receive a 
salary of $3,000 a year. In the District of Co- 
lumbia, where, I venture to say, the judges do 
not sit as many days in the year as either of the 
district judges of Ohio, they receive $3,500 per 
annum. You cannot take the salaries of judges 
fixed by State Legislatures, under all sorts of par- 
tisan demagogism, for the purpose of breaking 
down a good judiciary, as the basis of a calcula- 
tion for the salaries of these United States judges. 
The district judge of the northern district of Ohio 
has all the business incident to the criminal pro- 
cedure of the United States, and in patent cases, 
and to the large. amount of admiralty cases aris- 
ing from the commerce of the lakes. It is sitting 
almost every day in the year, either in court or 
in. chambers. Ìt docs the Federal business for 
the half of a State of two and a half million peo- 
ple, having a large commerce and extensive inter- 
State intercourse, It is the same in the southern 
district of Ohio. In addition to his other duties, 
the judge has to attend to the large admiralty 
business arising out of the Ohio river, and this 
business involves important questions and large 
amounts of money. From the statistics which 
were carefully examined by the chairman of the 
Judieiary Committec, that committee was unani- 
mously of opinion that the salary of these judges 
should be $3,500 a year. F think, even without 
the additional duties imposed, the salary is not 
exorbitant. Compared with the salaries of the 
judges of the superior courts of Cincinnati and 
Columbus, it is not more than adequate. 

But, Mr. Speaker, there is, as I say, an addi- 
tional Jabor imposed upon these judges. The 
northern judge, by this bill,is compelled to travel 
to Toledo, which has grown beyond any city in 
the West since the last census, and is now a con- 
spicuous point of commercial and grain business 
on ourlakes, having a large admiralty business. 
He is compelled to hold ‘court there. ‘The dis- 
trict judge of southern Ohio is also compelled to 
travel fram Cincinnati to Columbus, there to hold 
court at least once a year, for the convenience of 
the public, and for the convenience of the gentle- 
man’s [Mr. Sranron] own constituents. 1 do 
hope and trust that if there be in this Elouse an 
appreciation of an honest, fearless, and upright 
judiciary, it will be demonstrated by givinga fair 
compensation to these judges. ‘The gentlemen 
who fill these. positions in Ohio are not such as 
my friend has described them. They are learned 
in the law, able, honest, and upright judges; and 
I hope they will-not reccive a repulse from any 
Ohio member. 

Mr. SLMMS. 
amend the bill? 

The SPEAKER. His. i 

Mr. SIMMS. Then I move to amend the first 
section of the bill, by inserting after the word 
t‘ Ohio,” the words “and Kentucky.’? My ob- 
ject in offering this amendment is not to preju- 
dice the bill reported from the Committee on the 
Judiciary. I think that, above all the other pub- 


Ig itin order now to move to 


lic officers, the judges of ourcourts should be well 
paid; not only the judges of the United States 
courts, but the judges of the State courts. There | 
should be such salaries attached. to the position 
as would justify the best legal talent of the coun- į 
try in undertuking the duties of that office. 

The amendment offered by me to this bill f base | 


on this ground: the State of Kentucky has but || 


one district judge of the United States—the whole | 
State composing one district. The judge of that 
large district receives for his services only $2,500 | 
a year. The State of Florida, with a less popu- | 


dation, and with Jess business to be transacted, 


has two United States judges, who receive be- 
tween them $5,250 per year. ‘The State of Mis- 
souri has also two judges, receiving between them 
$5,000 per year. The State of Alabama, with a 
population not equal to that of Kentucky, and 
with less judicial business, the judge there re- 
ceives $2,750 per year. Now, I think that it is 
perfectly fair and right that, since the district judge 
for the State of Kentucky has to perform all the 
duties of his office for the whole State—a labor 
certainly equal to that performed by-any other 
judge in the southern or middle States—his salary 
should be increased so as to make it at least equal 
to that proposed by this bill to be given to the 
district judge of Ohio. I therefore move my 
amendment, to make the salary of the district 
judge of Kentucky $3,500 a year. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I suggest to the gentleman 
from Kentucky that he shall amend his proposi- 
tion so as to embrace within it the district judge 
of the State of Indiana. 

Mr. SIMMS. Iagree to that suggestion; be- 
cause the State of Indiana, which is one of the 
largest western States, has but one district judge, 
and I think it but right that his salary should be 
increased. 1 modify my amendment accordingly? 

Mr. SHERMAN. I desire to submit a priv- 
ileged motion. I do not wish to interfere with 
this matter at all; but, as the morning hour has 
expired, I move that the rules be suspended, and 
that the House resolve itself into the Committee 
of the Whole on the state of the Union. 

The SPEAKER. The morning hour has not 
expired yet. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Well, my motion is a priv- 
ileged one, even during the morning hour; but I 
do not care to press it. 

Mr. SIMMS. I have not yiclded the floor. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I thought the gentleman 
was through. 

Mr. SIMMS. No, sir. 
vious question. 

Mr. BINGHAM. I raise a question of order 
on the proposed amendment. 

Mr. BURNETT. Yuhderstand that the pre- 
vious question has been moved, which cuts off 
debate. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair understood the 
gentleman from Ohio to rise to a point of order. 

Mr. BINGHAM. My point of order is: that 
the amendment of the gentleman from Kentucky 
is not germane to the bill at all. This is a bill 
for increasing the salaries of the judges for the 
northern and southern districts of Ohio. The 


I now move the pre- 


gentleman proposes to amend it by introducing | 


legislation touching the salary of the district judge 
for the district of Kentucky. Thatis notin order. 
Mr. SIMMS. I think it is. 
Mr. MORRIS, of Illinois. Is it in order to 
move to lay the whole subject on the table? 
The SPEAKER, It is. 
Mr. MORRIS, of Hiinois. I make that motion. 
Mr. SHERMAN. I rise toa privileged ques- 


tion. | 
Mr. BURNETT. Irise toa privileged ques- | 
tion. {call up, now, the motion to reconsider 


the vote by which the.resolution to adjourn over 
the holidays was rejected yesterday. 

Mr. SHERMAN. LU believe I have the floor. 
I move that the rules be suspended, and that the 
House resolve itself into the Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union. Pending that 
motion, I move that all debate on the bill before 
the committee shall cease in ten minutes after its 
consideration shall have been resumed. 

Mr. COLFAX. Before that question is put, 


| I desire to makca statement. The Houscis aware 


that the Post Office Committee: 

Mr. BURNETT. I believe I was recognized 
by the Chair, and submitted a motion which isin 
order. I called up the motion to reconsider the 


vote by which the resolution for adjournment was | 


rejected yesterday. 
Mr. MORRIS, of linois. I believe J have the 
floor. 


Mr. SHERMAN. I submit the motion that 


i the rules be suspended, and that the House re- 


solve itself into the Committee of the Whole on 
the state of the Union. This whole matter may 
comeup afterwards. Pending that motion, I move 
that all debate upon the bill pending in cummittee 
be closed in ten minutes after the committee shall 
resume its consideration. 


Mr. BURNETT. What bill is that? 

Mr. SHERMAN. The railroad bill. 

Mr. COLFAX. [ desire the indulgence of the 
House fora moment. The Committee on the Pdst 
Office and Post Roads, as it is known, is in ses- 
sion every day, This morning, when the hour 
of twelve arrived, a United States Senator was 
before the committee, and we did not come into 
this Half until after the call of the Post Office 
Committee had been completed. I understood 
from the chairman of the Committee of Ways 
and Means that the committees would not ts 
called this morning, but that the House would at 
once go into the Committee of the Whole on the 
Pacific railroad bill. What I now ask is, that 
after the business of the Committee on the Judi- 
ciaty, shall have been disposed of, the Post Office 
Comrhittee may again be called. 

The SPEAKER. If there be no objection, such 
will be the.order of the House. y 

Mr. MONTGOMERY. I object. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks the objëc- 
tion comes too late. g 

Mr. BURNET: I now call up my.motion to 
reconsider. ` 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is of opinion that 
the motion of the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. 
Suerman] to go into the Committee of the Whole 
will take precedence. à 

Mr. BURNETT. Thope the House will vote 
down the motion to go into committee, and dis- 
pose of the resolution to adjourn over. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. The motion 
of the gentleman from Kentucky is a privileged 
one, and takes precedence of the motion of the 
gentleman from Ohio, as I understand it. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is of the opin- 
ion that the motion of the gentleman from Ohio, 
beine one to suspend the rules, must take prece- 

ence. : 

Mr. SHERMAN. I ask that the vote may be 
first taken upon closing debate on the pending bill 
it the Committee of the Whole on the state of the 

nion. 

Mr. BRANCII. I question whether such an 
order in general terms can be made. The partic- 
ular bill upon which the debate is to be closed ` 
must be stated. 

Mr. SHERMAN. My motion was to close 
debate upon the bill pending in committee, which, 
a is very well known, is the Pacific railroad 

ill. 

Mr. BRANCH. Oh, no; I deny that fact. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Very well; I say the pend- 
ing bill,and the committee will decide what that is. 

Mr. BRANCH. What I want decided is, upon 
what bill it is proposed to close debate.’ 

The SPEAKER. The Chair understands it is 
House bil] No. 701, to grant land in alternate sec- 
tions to aid in the construction of certain railroads 
in the Territory of Nebraska. 

Mr. BRANCH. Iwant,as I have said, to have 
the bill specified on which the debate is to be 
terminated. I think we might as well settle the 
question here, to what bill the motion refers. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I refer to the railroad bill, 
of course, 

Mr. BRANCH. Ideny that that is the bill 
pending in the Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union, [deny the fact upon which 
the gentleman’s mation is based; and I deny that 
the motion in the form in which the gentleman 
states it is in order; because it is based upon a 
fact of which the Speaker of this House can have 
no knowledge. He cannot know what is pending 
in the Committee of the Whole on the state of 
the Union. If the gentleman from Ohio will put 
his motion in the alternative, to close debate upon 
the Pacific railroad bill, provided that is the bill 
pending in committee, I will not object to it; but 
{ do object to the question being decided here in 
the House as to what is pending in the Commit- 
tee of the Whole on the state of the Union. The 
House cannot know officially what is pending in 
committee. 

Mr. GROW. Irise toa point of order. The 
rule provides that when a motion is pending to 
close debate upon a bill in the Committee of the 
Whole, that motion is not debatable. . 

Mr. SICKLES. Idesire to refer the gentleman 
from North Carolina to the 114th rule, which pro- 
vides that— 

“In Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union, 
the hills shall be taken up and disposed of in their ordex on 
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the Calendar ; but when ‘objection, is. made to the consid- 
eration of a bill, a majority of the committec shall decide, 
without debate, whether it shall be taken up and disposed 
of, or laid aside.?? 


Now, I find that when the committee was in | 


séssion ona previous day, a bill was taken up in 
committee; and was under consideration when 
thecommittee rose. The gentleman will see, there- 
fore, that when the House again goes into com- 
mittee, the bill which was then under considera- 


“tion, and which was reached on motion of the 


gentleman from Iowa, will again-come under con- 
sideration as the business pending. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the mo- 
tion of the gentleman from Ohio, that the general 
debate close on the bill pending in the Committee 


‘of the Whole on the state of the Union in ten 


minutes after the committee shall resume the con- 
sideration of the same. 


Mr. REAGAN. I think there seems to be some | 


misunderstanding as to whether this motion ap- 
plies to the original bill which was taken up in 
committee, or to some amendments which were 
offered in committee. ; 

Mr. GROW. I object-to all debate. 

The SPEAKER. ebate isnot in order. 

The question was taken upon the motion to 
close debate; and the motion was agreed to. 


Mr. SHERMAN. Now,-Mr. Speaker, I ask |. 


for the vote upon the motion to go mto the Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union. 

The motion was agreed to. 

So the rules were suspended; and the House 
resolved itself into the ConiMnittec of the Whole 
on the state of the Union, (Mr. Grow in the 
chair.) 

The CHAIRMAN. When the committee was 
last in session, it had under consideration House 


~bill No. 701, granting lands in alternate sections 


‘mencing at the head. 


to aid in the construction of certain railroads in- 
the Territory of Nebraska. 

Mr. BRANCH. I object to taking up that bill. 
I claim that, under the 114th rule of the House, 
the Chairman must commence the call of the bills 
in the order in which they stand on the Calendar. 
The rule is in these words; 

“In Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union 
the bills shall be taken up and disposed of in their order on 
‘the Calendar ; but when objection is made to the considera- 


tion ofa billa majority shall decide, without debate, whether 
it shall be taken up and disposed of or laid aside.” 


Now, I make the point that, under that rule, the 
Chair must commence the call of the bills in the 
order in which they stand on the Calendar, com- 
In addition to that, 1 make 
this point; that this committee cannot know what 


‘has taken place in any former committee. The 


committec keeps no record, and it is impossible 


to know what hastaken placc, or what was under 


consideration at the time the committce rose. 


And, Mr. Chairman, I make this third point: |} 


that at the last time the committee was in session, 
it did not have under consideration this bill at all. 
It had under consideration the deficiency bill, 
which was passed in the House yesterday. 

| Now, I know that, under the 56th rule, it was 
claimed the other day that the Commijtee of the 
Whole must take up business where it was left 
off on the previous day; but if the Chair will 
refer to that 56th rule, he will find that it refers 
‘exclusively to the order of business in the House. 
It has no reference to the proceedings in the Com- 
mittee of the Whole, at all. By the rule applying 
in committee, we must commence at the head of 
the Calendar. It is true that it has sometimes 
been held that the committee must resume its 
‘business where it left off on the preceding day. 
But that does not settle this question, because, as 
[have said, the committee keeps no record; and, 
although it.may happen that the same gentleman 
may now be in the chair who was in the chair 
when the Pacific railroad was under considera- 
tion, yet the records of the House will show that 
when the House was last in the Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union, the-present oc- 
cupant of the chair did not preside, but the chair 
was occupied by a gentleman from the State of 
Virginia; and that not the Pacific railroad bill, 
but the deficiency bill was under consideration. 
+ Mr. SICKLES. The deficiency bill, to which 
the gentleman refers, was before the Committee 
of the Whole as a special order of the House; 
and it is therefore true that, when the conimittee 
was lastin session upon the general orders before 


it, this bill was under consideration; and that is 
the question which we have got to consider. Now, 
if the gentleman will refer to what follows rule 
114, in the Manual, he will see it is stated that— 

« Where a bill has been taken up and is left undisposed 
of at the rising of the committee, it is the business first in 
order when the House shalt again resolve itself- into’ com- 
mittee.?? g 


consideration. Andas to the fact that there is 
no official record, I think that is an extremely 
technical objection upon a point of hypothesis. 
While itis true that we have no journal of the 
proceedings of the Committee of the Whole, but 
a record of the proceedings of the committee in 
the official report made and recognized by the 
House as official, the Globe does contain an 
official record of our proceedings in coMmittee; 
and therefore I say, that the fact is clearly before 
the Chair that this bill was before the committee 
when it was last in session. ; 

Mr. BRANCH. Iwill not pretend to doubt 
the correctness of the Manual of our excellent 
Journal Clerk, but it does not meet the point I 
have presented. ae 

Mr. SICKLES. If the gentleman from North 
Carolina will permit me, I will suggest that. it is 
also provided by, the rules of the Hlouse that they 
shall have force in the Committee of the Whole, 
so far as they may be applicable. 

Mr. BRANCH. One point has been made by 
the gentleman from New York. [admit thata 
business in order at the rising of the committee, 
provided there were means of finding out officially 
from the record what that business was, would 
come up at the next session of the committee. 
But, sir, by an order of the House on yesterday, 
making the deficiency appropriation bill a special 
order in the Committee of the Whole on the state 
of the Union, the committee was discharged from 
the consideration of the unfinished business. The 
very act of making a special order in the com- 
mittee yesterday by a vote of the House, dis- 
charged the Committee of the Whole on the state 
of the Union from the business which was then 
pending, and which would have been the unfin- 
ished business of the day before. The record of 
the House shows all the facts upon which my 
point of order can be based.” It shows no partof 
the facts upon which it is claimed that this Pacific 
railroad bill must be taken up. : . 

The gentleman from New Fork says that the 
facts are published in the Daily Globe. The gen- 
tleman is too good a lawyer to contend that the 
Daily Globe is a record in any sense of the word 
atall. It is certainly not an official record of this 
House, and cannot be used as such. Our pro- 
ceedings are also published in the daily newspa- 
pers of the city of New York, and they couid 
not be brought here to prove to this House what 
is the business in order. You can no more bring 
the Daily Globe here to show what is the busi- 
ness in order, and to show what is the condition 
of the business of this House, than the New 
York daily newspapers. The Journal of -the 
House, which ‘is kept by your Journal Clerk, is 
the only record that can be recognized, either by 
the House or this committee. By that Journal 
itis shown that day before yesterday the House 
went into the Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union, and that the Chairman, upon 
the rising of the committee, (the same gentleman 
who happens to-day to occupy the chair,) reported 
that the Committee of the Whole on the state of 
the Union had, according to order, had the Union 
generally under consideration, and particularly 
the Pacific railroad bill, and had come to no con- 
clusion thereon. Under the clause read by the 
gentleman from New York, that fact would have 


order when the House again resolved itself into 
the Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union. Admit that. ; 

There is, then, this additional fact: that the 
House, seeing that the Committee of the Whole 
gn the state of the Union was blocked up with 
the Pacific railroad bill, and desiring that the com- 
mittee should not again take it up, ordered that 


tee of the Whole on the state of the Union, it 
should take up the deficiency appropriation bill. 
‘By that order, sir, I insist that the House dis- 


That expressly decides the point now under | 


made the Pacific railroad bill the first business in | 


when the House resolved itself into the Commit- | 


charged the Committee of the Whole on the state | 
i of the Union from the consideration of the Pacific | 


railroad bill. Admitting’ 
ness regularly in order 
Pacific: railroad ‘bill, and 


it, a different gentleman entirely being ip théclialy, 
Beeausé ‘to-day the same gentleman ‘happens ti 
be appointed by the Speaker to the chair—the same 
gentleman who‘occupied it when the Pacific rail- 
road bill was up before—it is claimed, in defiance 
of the order of the House, that we should take up 
“that bill from which the committee was distharged 


by the House itself. =° as Ace 
The CHAIRMAN. The time for general de- 
bate on the bill ’has'nowexprred. €00 tny 
Mr. SICKLES. ‘Frise to‘say one word upon 
the’ point- of order before the committee E 
The CHAIRMAN: ` Debate isnot in order 
The Chair stated tothe committee that the frst 
business in order‘wis the House bill No.70F, 
granting alternate sections of: the public lands to 
aid th the construction öf certain railroads in the 
Territory of Nebraska; it being the unfinished 
business before the committee at its last session. 
The gentleman from North Carolina rises to ‘a 
point of order, stating that when the committee 
was last in session it had-the deficiency appro- 
priation bill under consideration, and that, con- 
sequently, this railroad bill could not'be the un- 
finishéd ‘business’ before: the committee, © The 
Chair overrules the point of order. The Journal 
kept by the Clerk shows that the Chairman- re- 
ported, on therising of the committee; ‘thatit had 
under consideration this railroad ‘bill and. had 
come to ño coriclusion thereon. “Fhe next-day 
the House ordered the deficiency apprépriation 
bill to be considered in the committeeas'a’apecial 
order. -In the opinion of the Chair, ‘that ‘order 
only held the regular order of business in abey- 
ance: until ‘the deficiency el a Waa bill was 
disposed of.. Under the rules as they stand itis 
provided that; whenever a class ‘of business, is 
again reached which was left‘ unfinished, either 
in the Flouse or committee, it must be resumed 
where it was Jeft off. ‘The rules of the House, 
as has been stated, have force in the committee 
so far as they are applicable. In this case they 
do apply to the extent of resuming the business 
which was for a time interfered with by a special 
order. The Chair overrules the point of order, 
and decides that the pending railroad bill; being 
the unfinished business before the committee, is 
now property under consideration. ect, 
. The reading of the bill by sections, 
ment; was then concluded. : : 
Mr. DAVIS;-of Indiana. © T-move' that the bill 
bè laid aside, to he reported to the House with 
the recommendation that it‘do pass. =: 


The CHAIRMAN.” ‘There ‘are two amend- 
ments pending tothe bill} which must be disposed 
of before the Chair ‘can entertain the motion ‘of 
the gentleman from Indiana. : 


Mr. DAVIS, of Indiana. I 


for amend- 


3 would like to know 
hewthese amendmen tyarepending, for no amend- 
ments were offercd while the bill was being read 
by sections ‘for amendment? I understand:the 
Chair to have decided that the bill was not open 
to amendment until it was read by sections. 

The CHAIRMAN. When the bill was reported 
by the Clerk, the gentleman from Ohio (Mr. Surt- 
MAN] proposed an amendment, which was entered 
upon the Jotirnal. That amendment is inthe 
nature of asubstitute. The gentleman from lowa 
(Mr. Cortis] then submitted an amendment to 
that amendment; lso in the nature of a-substi- 
tute. Fhe Chair decidesthat, until thése amend- 
ments are disposed of, it is not in order to .move 
that the committee rise and ‘report the bill to the 

~House. } as : o Bii 

Mr. DAVIS, of Indiana.: I understand ‘that 
there was a mere suggestion, that thosé amend- 
ments would be offered when the bill was ‘read 


we 
eee 
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\_deem. it to be my duty, to press this point of- 
order, . z 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair overrules the 
point of order, and decides that the amendments 
are properly in order to this bill. + : 

Mr. REAGAN. I do not think that the Chair 
understands the point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. Debate is not in order. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Indiana.. Ido not propose to 
debate the point of order, but I presume that it 
is in-order for me to state it. : 

The CHAIRMAN. Debateis not in order on 
‘pointaof order... The Chair overrules the point 
of order. *Does the gentleman take an appeal? 

Mr. DAVIS, of Indiana, Ido. 

Mr. JONES. . If these amendments can be of- 
fered at this time or before the bill was read by 
sections what, then, was the use of going through 
the formality of reading it by sections? . 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from In- 
diana moves that the bill be laid aside to be 
reported to the House with the recommendation 
that it do pass, while amendments are pending. 
The Chair decides that the motion is not in order 
until the amendments are disposed of. From that 
decision the gentleman takes an appeal. The 
question now is: ** Shall the decision of the Chair 
stand as the judgment of the committee ?’’ 

Mr. DAVIS, of Indiana. I hope that the Chair 
will state further, that the amendments were of- 
fered before the bill was read, and that it is not in 
order, to. propose an amendment until the Clerk 
reads the bill by sections for that purpose. 

The CHAIRMAN. Ithas been customary to 
offer amendments in the nature of substitutes, just 
as these were offered, 

The committee was divided; and there were~ 
ayes 87, noes 32. y 

So the decision of the Chair was sustained. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is upon the 
amendment to the amendment. 

.Mr. DAVIS, of Indiana. I made a point of 
order upon the amendment, and I desire to have 
the amendment read. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman desire 
that the amendment proposed by the gentleman 
from Ohio shall be first read, and then the amend- 
ment proposed by the gentleman from Iowa? 

Mr. DAVIS, of Indiana. Yes, sir. 

The Clerk commenced the reading of the amend- 
ment, 

Mr. REAGAN. I desire to inquire if that bill 

is bill No. 835? 
. The CHAIRMAN, The Chair does not know. 
He appeals to the committee to listen to the bill 
as read by the Clerk, and then they will know 
whatitis. It is the amendment proposed by the 
gentleman from Ohio to strike out and insert. 

The Clerk resumed the reading. 

Mr. REAGAN. I suppose that we all desire 
common fairness, and my object is to know 
whether the gentleman from Ohio offered, as a 
substitute to the pending bill, bill No. 835, word 

“for word? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk is reading the 
amendment of the gentleman from Ohio. 

Mr. CURTIS... Í would suggest that the read- 
ing of the substitute be discontinued, and that my 
amendment be read, because that is the one upon 
which we will have to vote first. 

Mr. REAGAN. I ask if the amendment is not 
the same as the substitute? i 

Mr. CURTIS. Itis not. The amendment and 
the substitute are different. 

The CHAIRMAN. AU this conversation is 
out of order. When a gentleman calls for the 
reading of a paper, it is the business of the Clerk 
to read it. . 

Mr. CURTIS. I wish to say, with the indul- 
gence of the House, that there can be nothing 
accomplished by reading the substitute of the gen- 
tleman from Ohio. A vote will first be taken, Í 
suppose, unless some mode is found to prevent it, 
upon my substitute for his substitute. The two 
are different. I hope, therefore, that the amend- 
ment will be read which will be first voted on. - 

Mr. DAVIS, of Indiana. I withdraw my call 
for the reading of the amendment, and will sub- 
mit my point of order. 

Mr. McCLERNAND. Didthegentleman from 
Ohio propose a substitute for the original bill? 

The CHAIRMAN. He did; and the gentle- 
man from Iowa moved to strike out all after the 
enacting clause, and to insert. 


Mr. McCLERNAND. Then there is only one 
amendment to the bill pending. 

The CHAIRMAN. Phere is one substitute to 
the original bill pending, and an amendment to 
the substitute. 

Mr. McCLERNAND. The proposition is to 
amend the substitute, and not the original bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair states that the 
original bill has been read through by sections for 
amendments, and any amendment proper to be 
made at the end of the bill can be received still; 
but the committee cannot go back and propose 
amendments to the previous sections. 

Mr. BRANCH. {suppose thata point of order 
going to the reception of an amendment upon the 
ground of irrelevancy ought to be decided now. 

The CHAIRMAN. It would be in order to 
hear the point raised by the gentleman from In- 
diana, which went to the relevancy of this amend- 
ment of the gentleman from lowa. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Indiana. I found my point 
of order upon the 48th rule, which is as follows; 

* No motion or proposition on a subject different from 
that under consideration shall be admitted under color of 
amendment. No bill or resolution shall, at any time, be 


amended by annexing thereto, or incorporating therewith, 
any other bill or resolution pending before the House.” 


The point of order is, that the bill under con- 
sideration is a bill granting altérnate sections of 
land to the Territory of Nebraska for the pur- 

ose of aiding in the construction of a railroad. 
The amendment proposed by the gentleman from 
Towa is a different bill in every respect whatever, 
and is not germane to the proposition under con- 
sideration. It is a bill, not granting public lands 
to aid in the construction of a railroad to one or 
the States or Territories of the United States, but 
a bill to constet two railroads across the conti- 
nent—a Pacific railroad—and to pay for the con- 
struction of those roads out of the public Treas- 
ury in money. The original bill proposes to 
grant to a Territory, to aid in the construction of 
a railroad, alternate sections of the public lands; 
the other proposes a grant of money to a corpo- 
ration, and therefore they are wholly different; 
and the substitute is irrelevant. Without elab- 
orating this point of order further—for I believe 
it is clearly defined to every gentleman here—I 
submit it to the decision of the Chair. 

Mr. SICKLES. I desire to call the attention 
of the Chair to the authorities upon this point in 
which the same question has been raised and de- 
cided. A similar question was raised in both 
the Thirty-First and Thirty-Second Congresses. 
During the first session of the Thirty-First Con- 
gress, as appears by reference to page 1321 of the 
Journal of the House, a bill was pending entitled 
“An act proposing to the State of Texas the 
establishment of her northern and western bound- 
ary, and the relinquishment by the said State of 
all territory claimed by her exterior to said bound- 
aries, and of all her claims upon the United 
States.” “ Pending that bill,” the Journal says, 
“Mr. Boyd moved to amend by adding the fol- 
lowing.” Here follows a bill of thirty-two sec- 
tions, establishing territorial governments for the 
Territories of New Mexico and Utah. Mr. Mead 
raised the point of order that such amendment 
was not germane to the measure under consider- 
ation; that the amendment contained provisions 
similar to bills already before the House, and 
consequently, under the rules, was out of order. 
This, certainly, presents a case of dissimilarity. 
much stronger than the one before the Chair for 
his decision. The Speaker ruled that the amend- 
ment was in order, stating that he was of opinion 
that the bill from the Senate under consideration 
brought before the House the question of terri- 
tory acquired from Mexico, and that all propo- 
sitions affecting that territory, or proposing to 
dispose of or provide for it, were germane to the 
bill, and therefore in order as an amendment. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I desire to state that the 
amendment I have offered is not like any other 
bill before the House, 

Mr. SICKLES. I am aware of that, I am 
now upona different point, and am citing author- 
ties upon the point whether the pending amend- 
ment is germane or not. 

From that decision of the Chair Mr, Schenck 
appealed; and upon the question being put to the 
House, the decision of the Chair was sustained 
by a vote of 122 to 84. 

During the first session of the Thirty-Second 


= 


Congress the same point was raised again and 
decided. -The House had under consideration a 
bill reported by Mr. Hall, of Missouri, from the 
Committee on Public Lands, granting the right of 
way,and making donations of public lands, to the 
State of Wisconsin, to aid in the construction of 
a railroad from Chicago to the head of Lake Su- 
perior. Mr. Gray moved to amend the bill by an 
amendment granting to the State of Kentucky 
lands in aid of various roads in Kentucky. On that 
amendment Mr. George W. Jones raised the point 
of order that the amendment was upon,a differ- 
ent subject, and consequently out of order. The 
Speaker decided that, inasmuch as the bill pro- 
vided for the donation of land to a State to aid in 
the construction of a railroad therein, it was com- 
petent to amend it by a provision for other States 
fora similar purpose. He therefore overruled 
the point of order. An appeal was taken from 
that decision; and, ona motion made to lay the. 
appeal upon the table, the appeal was laid on the 
table. 

Another amendment was offered granting lands 
to other States to aid in the construction of rail- 
roads, and that amendment was received. Both 
the questions raised in this case were entertained 
and decided—first, whether the amendment was 
germane; and second, how far the bill contained 
provisions in substance like another bill before 
the House. + It was held that, although a propo- 
sition may be in substance the same, yet, unless 
it was fora purpose different, it was notexcluded 
by the rule. 

And I desire to cil the attention of the Chair, 
in this connection, to the remarks upon rule 48, 
on page 10, of the volume of our Clerk, John M. 
Barclay, where he states that formerly the rule 
was to exclude a proposition if it was not sub- 
stantially like the bill before the House; but that. 
it had been held repeatedly, since, that amend- 
ments including the same provisions, to a great 
extent, as other bills before the House, were in 
order. 

There are other decisions; but these are suffi- 
cient. 

Mr. BRANCH. Ido not intend to consume 
time unnecessarily upon this bill. I only want 
the point of order distinctly made. The gentle- 
man from New York (Mr. Sicxuss} will under- 
stand that the point of order made by the gentle- 
man from Indiana [Mr. Davis] is not at alfbaded 
upon the fact that this bill contained provisions 
similar to other bills pending before the House. 
I donot understand that that point is made at all. 
The point is made, because the bill proposed as 
an amendment is unlike to, and irrelevant to the 
bill for which it is proposed to be substituted. I, 
call the attention of the committee to the titles of 
the bills themselves. The title of the pending 
bill is as follows: “ A bill granting alternate sce~ 
tions of public lands to aid in the construction of 
certain railroads in the Territory of Nebraska.” 

There is a distinct proposition set forth in the 
title of the bill. Its character, its object, its pur- 
poses, are made clear bythe title. The bill that it 
is proposed to’ substitute for it also has a title in 
the words: ‘* A bill to secure contracts, and make 
provision for the safe, certain, and more specdy 
transportation by railroad of mails, troops, muni- 
tions of war, military and navalstores, between the 
Atlantic States and those of the Pacific, and for 
other purposes.” In all the cases cited by the 
gentleman from New York, [Mr. Sicxres,} the 
bills were identically the same in their provisions, 
alike in their object, and similar in the means they 
proposed to attain that object. The decision of 
the House in each of those cases was based on 
the fact that they were exactly similar. 

Mr. SICKLES. If the gentleman from North 
Carolina will pardon me, I can correct him upon 
that point. 

Mr, BRANCH. I would rather state my point 
of order. Itis difficult to present these compli- 
cated points of order if interrupted. 

Mr. SICKLES. I beg the gentleman’s par- 
don, 

Mr. BRANCH, I will hear the gentleman. 

Mr. SICKLES, I desired to correct the gen- 
tleman as to the first authority which I cited. I 
think the gentleman did not honor me with his 
complete attention, or he would not have fallen 
into the error. The bill moved as an amendment 
then was a bill to provide territorial governments 
for Utah and New Mexico; the bill pending before 
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the House was a bill torun the boundary line be- 
tween Texas and Mexico. You may say that 
they both related to the public lands of the United 
States; but they were not even so far germaneas 
that they both related to the Territories; because 
Texas was a State at that time, admitted into the 
Union, and the bill before the House was one to 
provid: for running the boundary line between 
her and Mexico. The Speaker held that inas- 
much as both bills covered the one great subject 
of the territory acquired from Mexico, and inas- 
much as a portion of that territory would have to 
be acted on with reference to the boundary be- 
tween Texas and Mexico, it was germane within 
the rale. 

Mr. BRANCH. Those cases are, of course, 
no way similar to the case now pending before 
the House, and it is hard to draw a parallel be- 
tween them, although it is very obvious that when 
a bill was pending before the House to dispose of 
the territory acquired from Mexico, a bill pro- 
posing to establish one government out.of a part 
of that territory, was relevant to a bill to provide 
a government for another part of it. 

The point, however, is this: that the rules of 
the House require that there shall be relevancy 
between the subject-matter proposed to be stricken 
out and ‘the subject-matter proposed to be in- 
serted. The titles of the bills that E have read to 
the Chair show distinctly that they are for totally 
different, distinct objects. One proposes to give 
lands in alternate sections for the building of a 
railroad in Nebraska, and the grant is made to 
the Territory itself; the other proposes to give 
lands, not to a Territory, fot to a State, to enable 
them to build a railroad, but to a company of 
private individuals named in the bill; it is not 
even legislation forthe sole purpose of making a 
railroad; it is a bill to provide for the transport- 
ation gf the mails and of naval and military stores 
between the Atlantic and Pacific. You might 
ist as well claim that a bill granting lands to the 

erritory of Nebraska is relevant to and could 

be moved as an amendment to the General Post 
Office bill or to the post route bill that is passed 
here at each sessiop of Congress. A railroad is 
spoken of in the bill proposed as an amendment 
by the gentleman from lowa, but that is not the 
primary object of the bill at all; the building of 
a railroad is not the ostensible object of his Bill; 
but the transportation of the mails and of muni- 
tions of war between the Atlantic and Pacific; and 
the object of the bill to which it is offered as an 
amendment, is to provide solely and exclusively 
for the building of a railroad in the Térritory of | 
Nebraska. In every instance in which the House 
has decided that these bills have been relevant, it 
has been where the one proposed as an amend- 
ment was similar in its objects and similar in the 
means by which it proposed to attain those ob- 
jects to the one that it was proposed to strike out.” 

Ido think, Mr. Chairman, that upon an ex- 

, amination of these bills, the Chair cannot hesitate 
in the opinion that they are unlike, that they are 
irrelevant; and if we establish now thatthis amend- 
ment is in order, my friend from Indiana, [Mr. 
Cotrax,] the chairman of the Committee on the 
Post Office and Post Roads, may expect to sec all 
the railroad bills fastened on. to his post route 
bill at the close of the session, or fastened on to 
the general appropriation bill for carrying on the 
postal service, or fastened on-to the military ap- 
propriation bill, or any other. The object of the 
bill proposed by the gentleman from Iowa is not 
solely or even mainly to build a railroad, accord- 
ing to its title; butit is to provide for the trans- 
portation of mails and of munitions of war be- 
tween the Atlantic and the Pacific. I regret that 
[have consumed so much time upon this ques- 
tion, and will not further occupy the attention of 
the committee. 

Mr. CURTIS sought the floor. 

The CIIAIRMAN. The Chair desires to re- 
mind the committee that debate is not in order; 
but the Chair will hear the gentleman if the com- 
mittee do not object. 

¿No objection was made. 

Mr. CURTIS. ‘I wish to say, in reply to the 
argument of the gentleman from North Carolina 
that the two pills are not irrelevant, that I can 
hardly imagine how two bills could be more rele- 
vant. In the first place, as to the persons towhom 
the grant is to be made: the original bill is a bill 


to grant lands to a territory-—a quasi-corporation; 


my amendment is to grant lands to a corporation; | 


so that in that they resemble each other. In the 
next place, the original bill grants alternate sec- 
tions of land; the amendment grants alternate sec- 
tions of land; so that jn that they resemble each 
other. And finally, the object of the original bill 
is to build a railroad; and obviously the object of 
the amendments proposed is to build a railroad. 
No matter what the title of the bill is, it is clear, 
from the whole text, that the object of the billis, 
as was said by the gentleman who made the point 
ofordér, to build two railroads'to the Pacific ocean. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from In- 
diana [Mr. Davis] raises the question of order 


that the amendment of the gentleman from lowa 
is not relevant to the bill, and istherefore out of | 


order; and he had the 48th rule read, whichis as 
follows: i 

« No motion or proposition on a subject different from that 
under consideration shall be admitted under color of amend- 
ment. No bill or resolution shall, atany time, be amended 
by annexing thereto, or incorporating therewith, any other 
bill or resolution pending before the House.’ i 

The Chair understood that to be the point of 
order raised. The Chair overrules the point of 
order on the question of relevancy, and would 
refer to the Manual prepared by the clerk, Mr. 
Barclay, and cited by the gentleman from New 
York, [Mr. Sicxies:] ` 

“A bill granting lands to a State for railroad purposes 
may be amended by adding thereto a similar provision for 
other States.” 

Now, the original bill provides for a grant of 
lands inalternate sections for the purpose of build- 
ing a railroad on the western side of the- Missouri 
river; the amendment proposed provides for grant- 
ing alternate sections of land for the building of 
a railroad also on the west side of the Missouri 
river; for the same purpose, only more extended. 
The Chair therefore holds that the amendment 
is germane to the original bill. The title of the 
bill forms no part of it, and the amendment has 


‘no title. Nothing can be argued from the title of 


a bill as to relevancy. 

Mr. DAVIS, of-Indiana. Justa word, sir. One 
bill grants alternate sections of public land toa 
Territory, or future State; the other bill is fora 
totally different purpose, and is for the construc- 
tion of two Pacific railroads, and a grant of money 
out of the Treasury of the United States to pay 
for the construction of these roads; and it places 
the power of constructing them in the hands of a 
corporation. s 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state to 
the gentleman, with the permission of the com- 
mittee, that he bases his decision upon the general 
purposes of the proposed legislation. The general 
purpose of these grants of land is to build rail- 
roads; and the mode and manner in which it is 
to be done do not affect the question of relevancy. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Indiana. With all duc respect 
to the Chair, I take an appeal from his decision. 

The CHAIRMAN. Thegentleman from Indi- 
ana (Mr. Davis] raises the question of order, that 
the amendment of the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. 
Curtis] is the same as a bill now pending before 
the House. The Chair would inquire of the gen- 
tleman from Iowa if that is the case? 

Mr. REAGAN. Have we reached the amend- 
ment of the gentleman from Iowa? 

The CHAIRMAN. That is the amendment 
upon which the point of order is raised, as the 
Chair understands; and the Chair now inquires, 
for information, of the gentleman from Iowa, if 
his amendment is the same as any bill now pend- 
ing before the House? ` 

Mr. CURTIS. It is not. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Indiana. I withdraw that branch 
of my question, and put it upon the point of rel- 
evancy, which is clear enough. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman raises the 
point of order that the amendment is not germane 
to the original bill. The Chair has overruled the 
point of order, and the gentleman.from Indiana 
now appeals from the decision of the Chair. 

Mr. MAYNARD. I desire information upon 
the point, whether the amendment of the gentle- 
man from Iowa is the same as House bill No. 
835. He says it is not. That is negative inform- 
ation: Before I can vote intelligently on this point, 
I want to know what his amendment is. 

Mr. CURTIS. My amendment is similar to 
that bill, but not the same. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair would state 


that that branch of t 
withdrawn by the ge 
point of order as itsi 
the amendment is germane to.thé oft; 
Mr. MAYNARD. © SdllT insist t 
right to know what the proposed am 
We are told, negatively, thatit is nott LY 
House bill No. 835. in order to decide w 
it is germane to the original bill, we mu 
what its phraseology is... ee 
The CH AIRMAN. ‘The point-of orde: 
by the gentleman ‘from Indiana is noti 
tion to this; and the Chair can ‘only decide one’ 
point. of order’at a tithe.” ‘When that is disposed 
of, the gentleman will be entitled 'to raise his point’ 
of order. The question now is: ‘Shalt the ecis” 
ion of the Chai stand as the judgment of the 
committee?” ; Mo S A Bes 
“The question was taken; 
the Chair was affitmed. °° (0 ; 
The CHAIRMAN: ‘The Clerk willinow' pi 
ceed to read the amendinent proposed ‘by the ge: 
tleman from Iowa, [Mr.:Curris Ena 
The Clerk commenced to’ read thé’sam 
Mr. REAGAN. ` E want to know whether this’ 
is being read by sections for amendment.” If'so, 
T have some amendments to propose'to it.” © 
The CHAIRMAN. ` Thisid one entire amend’ 
ment, and cannot be read by sections for amerid~' 
ment. , : 3 fe OS a 
Mr. REAGAN, I want to know whether the’ 
object is to put in an entire railroad bill, involving’ 
$10,000,000, without giving the Representatives 
of the people an opportunity to amend it? 
Mr. SCOTT. pean the gentleman from Texas 
to order. Debate is not in order. oa. ? 
Mr. REAGAN. Iam inquiring as to a point. 
of order, and am not debating. © 7  p 
Mr. SCOTT. I call the gentleman to order: 
Debate has been closed on this bill.) 2s 69° Y 
Mr: REAGAN: `I want information from the 
Chair. I am entitled to know what is being done, 


That is what I rise for, > > 050o 00i oe 
The Chair has given the 


The CHAIRMAN. 
information asked by the gentleman. — ; 

Mi. REAGAN. T have not ‘got it, and amnot, 
permitted to ask for it. PE Petes 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair has stated that 
the amendment of the gentleman from Towa, to 
strike out and insert, not being divisible, is not, 
open to amendment, because itis itself an amend- 
ment in the second degrec. i 

Mr. REAGAN. Will we then be permitted, if 
that be adopted as a substitute, to move to amend 


it? * 
The CHAIRMAN. It will not be open for 
amendment, as itis one entire amendment. 
Mr. REAGAN. Then the fact is, that we are 
calied upon to vote on the mostimportant bill that 
ever came before the American Congress, while 
we are prevented, bya trick, from either discuss+ 
ing or amending it. ; : 
Mr: SICKLES I call the gentleman from 
Texas to order. It is not in order for him to 
charge the House with béing engaged ina trick. 
Mr. REAGAN.. I say. it isa contemptible 


trick. 3 


Mr. SCOTT. T call the gentleman to order. 

The CHAIRMAN. No debate is in order. 

Mr. CURTIS. I want to know what the gen- 
tleman from Texas ‘said about‘: contemptible??? 

The CHAIRMAN. No debate is in order. ` 

Mr. ‘DAVIS, of Indiana. J desire to’ ask a 
question for information. pe 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair begs leave to. 
suggest that inquiry in the nature of debate is not 
in order. > 

Mr. DAVIS, of Indiana. I merely desire to 
make an inquiry of the Chair. I think this thing 
ought not to be put through in this way, I think 
it ought to receive some little consideration in this 
committee. I want to know whether it would be 
in order, at this stage, to offer an amendment to 
that which is now being read? ; : a 

The CHAIRMAN. Thè amendment now: 
being read is an amendmentin the second degree; 
and the gentleman from Indiana knows the roles’ 
of the House well enough to be aiwaro: that. w 
amendment in the second degree is not amend- 


able. . ps 

Mr. DAVIS, of Indiana. -Ehen w bein 
order, after this amendment shall havé been read; 
to move an amendment to it?! oo oS 
“The CHAIRMAN, ‘This igan amendment to 
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strike out and insert, and therefore is not divisi- 
ble, and cannot: be. amended.: Whatever is_in- 
serted by a vote of the committee cannot be after- 
wards stricken out. . But- if the amendment shall 
be rejected, then the amendment of the pendonan 
from Ohio [Mr, SueRmaN] will be read, 

_ Mr. DAVIS, of Indiana. Then I understand 
this whole movement. - - i 

Mr. REAGAN, | I desire to make an inquiry 
of the Chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The. Chair will hear an 
inquiry, but hopes that it will be a simple inquiry, 
and not a discussion. 

Mr. REAGAN. I want to know whether the 
rule does not require that the amendment offered 
by the gentlemen from Ohio (Mr. Suermay] shall 
be-read for amendment before we are called upon 
to vote on the substitute? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair understood 
that the committee did not desire to have the 
amendment of the gentleman from Ohio read. 
After the vote shall be taken on striking out and 
inserting the amendment of the gentleman from 
lowa, then the vote will be on the amendment 
offered by the gentleman from Ohio. 

Mr. REAGAN. Now, l beg to state what I 
was trying all the time to state. I thought that 
the Clerk was reading the amendment of the gen- 
tleman from Ohio; and hence it was that I asked 
it to be read by sections for amendment, so that 
it might be perfected before the vote was taken 
on the substitute of the gentleman from Iowa. 
That was what I was insisting on all the time, 

The CHAIRMAN. If the amendment of the 
gentleman from Iowa be adopted, then no amend- 
ment to it will be in order. Butif this amend- 
ment shall be voted down, the amendment of the 
gentleman from Ohio will come up for the action 
of the committee, It will beread through, and a 
vote will be had upon it. If it be substituted for 
the original bill, then it is the bill which will be 
reported to the House; but if it be voted down, 
then the original bill will be reported, 

Mr. REAGAN. L hope I will not be consid- 
ered as trespassing unnecessarily on the attention 
of the Chair, All that I want is a correct under- 
standing of this matter. I understand now, that 
the Chair decides that the amendment of the gen- 
tlemanfrom Ohio is not to be read for amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair has said, some 
four or five times, that the Clerk would first read 
the amendment offered by the gentleman from 
lowa. That is onc entire amendment to strike 
gut and insert, and is not divisible. 

Mr. REAGAN Can I offeramendments now, 
or.can I have the privilege at any time of amend- 
ing the bill? 

‘The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will repeat. 
The original bill, which is the text in this case, 
has been read through, and is open to no amend- 
ment except additions to it. The amendment of 
the gentleman from Lowa, proposing to strike out 
and insert, is not divisible; but if it should be 
voted down, the amendment of the gentleman 
from Ohio will be inorder, and will be open to 
amendment, 

Mr. REAGAN. Do I understand that I can 
now offer amendments to the amendment of the 
gentleman from Obio? 

Mry.BRANCH. [think I can satisfy my friend 
from Texas in a moment, if the Chair will allow 
me the privilege of doing so. This is a proposi- 
tion made by the gentleman from Iowa, to strike 
out the whole of the pending bill and to substitute 
another bill for it. F take it—and 1 think the 
‘Chair will sustain me in it—that before the motion 
to strike out is put to the committee, a motion to 
aa ie the part proposed to be stricken out is m 
oraer. 

The CHAIRMAN, This is an amendment in 
the second degree, and cannot be amended. 

Mr. BRANCH. The point I make is this: 
that the motion to strike out is postponed until 
motions to perfect the part to be stricken out are 
disposed of. [think the Chair will, on reflection, 
be satisfied that there may, in this way, be a 
dozen amendments pending at once. But the 
motion to strike out is postponed until the part 
proposed to be stricken out is perfected to the 
satisfaction of the committee. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair would say that 
all this debate is out of order. He can only state, 
in addition, more explicity, the order in which 
these questions arise. The original text was first 


before the committee, and was open to. amend- 
ment. The amendment of the gentleman from 
Ohio was an amendment in the first degree. The 
gentleman from lowa moved to amend thatamend- 
ment, which was an amendment in the second de- 
gree, and no further amendment is now in order. 

Mr. BRANCH. Exactly. But, as soon as 
the vote has been taken on the amendment of the 
gentleman from Iowa, my friend from Texas may 
then offer his amendment. 

Mr. COLFAX. I must object to all further 
debate upon this question. I was ruled out in the 
last session, on the flaxseed question, on pre- 
cisely the same grounds. [Laughter.] Now, I 
must object to any further debate in reference to 
this matter. 

Mr. MAYNARD. 
der. 

The CHAIRMAN. The amendment offered 
by the gentleman from Ohio will be read if any 
gentleman desires it. 

Mr. REAGAN. Will the Chair allow me to 
say that, as I understand his decision, the only 
opportunity we have had, or can have, to amend 
the Pacific railroad bill, to be passed by this House, 
is to amend the text of the bill granting lands to 
the Territory of Nebraska. 

7 Mr. MAYNARD. I rise to a question of or- 
er. : 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair desires to state 
that he has permitted this debate to go on out of 
order, but that he must now enforce the rules, 

Mr. MAYNARD. [rise to a question of order, 
and will bring myself within the rules. When 
this bill was taken up, an amendment was pro- 
posed by the gentleman from Ohio to strike out 
all after the enacting clause and substitute there- 
for a proposition which he sentup to the Clerk’s 
desk, and which has not been read. The gentle- 
man from Towa then moved to amend the substi- 
tute of the gentleman from Ohio, by striking it 
out and inserting a proposition which, he says, 
is substantially the same, but not identical with 
the bill reported to the House from the select 
committee of which heis chairman. The original 
text was read for amendment; and any amend- 
ment to that text was in order while it was being 
read. Now, the point I present is, that before the 
vote is. taken upon the amendment of the gentle- 
man from Iowa, it is proper that the substitute of 
the gentleman from Ohio should be read, and any 
amendments received to it which may be offered 
with a view. to perfect it. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair overrules the 
question of order, and decides that only two 
amendments can be pending to the bill at the 
same time. By the rules of the House, the amend- 
ment of the gentleman from Towa is an amend- 
ment in the second degree, and until that amend- 
ment be disposed of, no further amendment is in 
order. Jf that amendment shall be voted down 
it will then be in order to amend the amendment 
of the gentleman from Ohio, by striking out and 
inserting. ‘The Clerk will now report the amend- 
ment of the gentleman from lowa. 

Mr. MAYNARD. I desire to call for the read- 
ing of the amendment of the gentleman from 
Ohio. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. 

The CHAIRMAN. 
the rules. The Clerk will read the amendment 
of the gentleman from Lowa. 

The Clerk commenced to read the amendment. 

Mr. REAGAN. § Irise to a question of order. 
I ask the Clerk to read a rule which I send up. 

The CHAIRMAN. It Is notin order to in- 
terrupt the reading of the amendment. 

Mr. REAGAN. Then the Chair decides that 
he will not hear a rule read. 

The CHAIRMAN. Not until the Clerk has 
finished reading the amendment. 

The Clerk finished the reading of the amend- 
ment. 

Mr. REAGAN. I now ask the Chairman 
whether an amendment is not in order to the 
amendment of the gentleman from Ohio before 
the vote is taken on the amendment of the gentle- 
man from Iowa; and I desire to read the follow- 
ing clause from the Manual: 

“ When itis proposed to amend by inserting a paragraph, 
or part of one, the friends of the paragraph may make it as 


perfect as they can by amendments before the question is 
put for inserting it”? 


I submit that, in accordance with this rule, it 


I rise to a question of or- 


It is too late. 


The Chair must enforce | 


is in order to perfect the amendment of the gen- 
tleman from Ohio before striking it out. F have- 
an amendment which I wish in perfect good faith 
to offer, because I bélieve it will make the bill 
more satisfactory. 

The CHAIRMAN. To what does the gentle- 
man propose to offer his amendment? 

Mr. REAGAN. To the first section of the 
amendment of the gentleman from Ohio. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state again 
to the gentleman from Texas, thatthe amendment 
of the géntleman from Iowa to strike out and 
ingert, is, under the 46th rule, indivisible. The 
vote must be taken on striking out and inserting. 
If the committee, however, vote down the amend- 
ment of the gentleman from Iowa, a motion to 
strike out and insert, applicable to the amendment 
of the gentleman from Ohio, will be in order. 

Mr. REAGAN. Under the clause of the Man- 
ual which I have read, a motion to amend the 
amendment of the gentleman from Ohio, by way 
of perfecting it, would now be in order, 

The CHAIRMAN. The clause of the Manual 
to which the gentleman refers has reference to 
amendments to the original bill. The obair will 
ask the Clerk to read from page 8 of the digest 
prepared by the Journal Clerk, to show the gen- 
tleman from Texas that it does not apply to the 
case now before us. 

The Clerk read, as follows: 


« An amendment may be moved to an amendment; but 
it is not admitted in another degree. But itis the well- 
setticd practice of the House that there may be pending, at 
the same time with such amendment to the amendment, 
an amendment in the nature of a substitute fora part or 
the whole of the origina) text, and an amendment to that 
amendment. It was decided many years ago that if the 
motion to amend the original matter was first submitted, it 
was not then in order to submit an amendment in the na- 
ture of a substitute 5 but it was subsequently decided other- 
wise; and the practice ever since has been in accordance 
with the latter decision. So, now, notwithstanding the 
pendency of a motion to amend an amendment to the ori- 
ginal matter, a motion to amend in the nature of a substi- 
tute and a motion to amend that amendment may be re- 
ceived, but cannot be voted upon until the original matter 
is perfected.” 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will remark 
again, that the amendment of the gentleman from 
Towa, being an amendment inthe second degree, 
is not amendable. If the committee, however, 
shall vote down that amendment, the amendment 
of the gentleman from Ohio will be open to amend- 
ment. 

Mr. BRIGGS. I wish to ask whether, by the 
consent of the committec, it is not competent for 
them to accept an amendment without requiring 
a vote on it? 

The CHAIRMAN. The committee which 
reported this bill have not the power to accept 
any amendment, 

Mr. BRIGGS. I refer to this Committee of the 
Whole, and I ask whether they have not the 
power, by unahimous consent, to agree to an 
amendment to the amendment of the gentleman 
from Jowa, before the yote is taken on adopting 
that amendment? 

The CHAIRMAN. By unanimous consent, 
this committee can, of course, agree to any amend- 
ment. 

Mr. BRIGGS. Then Iask the consent of the 
committee to accept an amendment, which I pro- 
pose to have read. 

Mr. COLFAX. I object to the amendment. I 
object to its being read, and I desire to enter a 
standing objection to all further debate. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Indiana, I do not propose to 
debate this question; but I do desire to present an 
amendment and have it read for the purpose of 
indicating to the committee what I propose to offer 
ifthe pending amendment shall be voted down. 

Mr. COLFAX. There is evidently a majority 
of the House in favor of this bill as embodied in 
the amendment of the gentleman from Iowa, and 
I object. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Indiana. Have I not the right 
to have the amendment read for the purpose of 
indicating what I propose to offer? 

The CHAIRMAN. Not if objection be made. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Indiana. Well, sir, I must say 
that this is remarkable courtesy coming from my 
colleague, : 

The CHAIRMAN. Debate is not in order. 

Mr. McCLERNAND. Has not the gentle- 
man from Indiana the right to offer his amend- 
ment as a substitute? 


The CHAIRMAN. The Chair has already 
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stated that there are two. amendments pending in 
the nature of a substitute, and that no further 
amendments are in order. The question now is 
on the amendment of the gentleman from Iowa, 
[Mr. Currts,] which is to strike out and insert. 
if agreed to, no amendment will then be in order 
except to add. 

Mr.McCLERNAND. I donot wish to wrestle 
with the opinion of the Chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman take 
an appeal from the decision of the Chair? 


<Mr. McCLERNAND. Ido not. Lonly wish 4 


to state, if the amendments pending are in the 
nature of substitutes, that I think we have the 
right to make amendments to them before the 
question is taken on their adoption. The one 
for which the other is offered as a substitute, is, 
I think, oper to amendment as if it were the ori- 
ginal text. 

The CHAIRMAN. If the gentleman will con- 
sult Barclay’s Digest, at page 80, he will find the 
Chair’s decision to be the correct one. 

Mr. KUNKEL. Irise toa pointoforder. I 
understand—and if I am wrong [ hope that I will 
be corrected—that the substitute offered by the 
gentleman from Iowa (Mr. Curms] is the same 
as House bill No. 835, which is upon the Calen- 
dar, and near the end of it. 

The CHAIRMAN. Thegentleman from Iowa 
has stated that his substitute is not the same as 


any bill pending in the committee or before the | 


House. . 

Mr. KUNKEL. I have not heard the substi- 
tute read, and Iam unable to tell whether it is 
like the House bill to which I have referred or 
not. If it be the same as the bill now upon the 
Calendar, then it is not in order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman is labor- 
ing unde? a mistake. The substitute is not the 
sarme ag the bill to which he refers, and it has 
been so stated by the gentleman from Iowa, who 
submitted it. 

Mr. KUNKEL. I desire to call the attention 
of the Chair and the committee to the facts. 

The CHAIRMAN. Debate is not in order 
If the gentleman rises to a question of order, he 
will state it. . N 

Mr. KUNKEL. I do; and I will refer to a rule 
of the House before the Chair decides upon the 
point I present. By a vote of the House, a few 
days ago, substantially the same proposition as 
the pending substitute was refused to be consid- 
ered in the House, and was referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union. 
it was determined to be an appropriation bill of 
that character wlfich required it to be first con- 
sidered in the Committee of the Whole on the state 
ofthe Union. Such was the decision ofthe Speaker, 
and [understand that the whole House acquiesced 
in that decision. My point of order is, that this 
substitute, being the same as the Pacific railroad, 
bill which was referred, under the rules, to this 
committec, cannot now be entertained. It must, 
{J contend, be discussed and have full considera- 
tion here before it can be reparted to the House. 
I would direct the attention of the Chair to rule 
112 and the comments of Mr. Barclay, our Jour- 
nal Clerk, upon the subject. . 

The CHAIRMAN. Weare nowin the Com- 
mittec of the Whole on the state of the Union, 
and the substitate is open toamendment and dis- 
cussion te the extent already stated by the Chair. 

Mr. SCOTT. Thesame point has been made 
and decided once before, and I call the gentleman 
from Maryland to order. 

Mr. KUNKEL. I suggest, with all tespect to 
the Chair, that this substitute has not been dis- 
cussed and considered in this committee to the 
extent designed by the rules of the House. Ithas 
not been discussed and considered as the rules 


require al! appropriation bills shall be considered | 


and discussed in the Committee of the Whole on 
the state of the Union. 
Mr. COLFAX. I call the gentleman to order. 


The CHAIRMAN. The Chair overrules the | 


oint of order raised by the gentleman from Mary- 
and. : 

The question was taken on Mr. Ccoetis’s amend- 
ment to the amendment; and it was agreed to. 

Mr. REAGAN. Ipresumethatl may now offer 
my amendment to the amendment of the gentle- 
man from Ohio, {[Mr. Surrman,] as amended. 

The CHAIRMAN. The committee having 
adopted the substitute of the gentleman from 


Iowa, the amendment-as amended is not now if 
order, except by a motion te add to it. Nothing 
which has been inserted can be now stricken out. 
Mr. BRANCH. Does the Chair decide thata 
portion of what has been inserted cannot be 
stricken out? 
The CHAIRMAN. The Chair decides thatit 


is not inorder to move to strike out what has, 


just been inserted. 

Mr. BRANCH. 
rect, so far as striking out the whole of what has 
been inserted. But docs the Chair decide that it 
is not in order to move to strike out a portion of 
what has been inserted ? rod 

The CHAIRMAN. ` What has been inserted 
has been adopted as onc amendment, and itis now 
open to amendment only by addition. “In the 
opinion of the Chair an amendment: in: the séc- 
ond degree, adopted asa substitute for an amend- 
ment in the first degrec, is not open to amend- 
ment, except by addition. 

Mr. REAGAN, [haveanamendmentto offer, 
adding several new sections. 

Mr. MAYNARD. If the gent’eman will per- 
mit me, I will make a suggestion; It is this: it 
is manifest that we cannot debate this substitute 
in the Committee of the Whole on the state of 
the Union. I therefore suggest that we take’ the 
bill into the House with the understanding that it 
may there be discussed—say for one, two, or three 
hours—and thatamendments may be offered, such 
as may be suggested by the gentleman from T 
as well as cther gentlemen. 

Mr. REAGAN. | prefer to submig myfmend- 
ment now. , 

The Clerk read, as follows: 

Add the following: 

Sec. 16. And be it further enacted, That the persons 
herein named in the first section of this act, be authorized 
within three months after the passage of this act, to determ- 
ine the amount of private capital stock which will be ne- 
eessary to the completion of this road; and that they be 
authorized to open books of subscription for said stock in 
the cities of New York, St. Louis, and New Orleans, and 
in such other places as they may think proper, and to keep 
the same open for the term of six months; and at the ex- 
piration of said six months said stockholders shall meet at 
such place as may be agreed on, and elect a board of direc- 
tors of not less than twenty-five nor more than‘forty mèm- 
bers, who shall supersede the persons herein named in the 
contro} and management of the affairgof said company ; the 
stock to be taken in shares of $100 each, aud each share to 
entitle the shareholder to one vote; and that no onc per- 
son or firm shall be allowed to take more than $500,000 of 
said stock: And provided further, That five per cent. on 
the amount of the stock subscribed, shail be paid to the 
company, in cash, at the time of taking the same. 

Sec. 17. And be it further enacted, ‘Vhat if any existing 
railroad shall be adopted asa part of either of the lines of 
railroad to be built under the provisions of this act, itshall 
be under the following conditions, thatis to say: the value 
of the work donc on any road to be so adopted, and of alk 
the materiais and supplies belonging to the same, shall be 
ascertained by three conmmissioners, to be appointed by the 
Presideut of the United States, who shall appraise the 
same, under oath, at their thir cash value; and tho board 
of directors of any road so to be adopted shall, under oath, 
make a full and fair statement and exhibit of all the liabil- 
ilies of the same; and if the liabilities of any such road do 
not exceed the value of the werk done on, and materials and 
supplies belonging to, the same, then it may be adopted as 
a part of such line of railroad; and the company adopting 
it ag a part of such line of railroad, shall become respons- 
ite for all its liabilities so ascertained, but shall not become 
responsible for any liabilities not so ascertained ; and if the 
liabilities of any such railroad be greater than the value of 

he work done on, and materials and supplies belonging to, 
the same, then it shall not be adopted as a part of either 
jine of railroad authorized to be built by this act, unless 
the stockholders and directors thercof shalt consent to as- 
sume and pay ail of its liabilities over and above the value 
of the work done on, and materials and supplies belonging 


} to, the same, 


Sec. 18. And be it further enacted, That the board of di- 
rectors of any railroad proposed to be made a part of either 
of the lines of railroad authorized te be built under the 
provisions of this act shall, under oath, make out a full and 
fair statement and exhibit of all the stock taken in the same, 
by whom taken, and when, and, if shown by the stock 
books of the company, by whom held at thetime; and how 
much has been paid on the same incash; andif payments 
have been made on the same otherwise than in cash, in 
what manner such payments were made; and how much 
of the same has been issued without the payment of money 
or other consideration therefor; and how much of the same 
has been issued on condition that the holder should pay less 
than the face value on it, and how much+was paid, or was 
to be paid on any such stock. And after the board of di- 
rectors of any such company shall have made the statement 
and exhibit ef the stock of the same as above required, the 
President of the United States shall cause,the same to be 
examined by three cammissioners, to be appointed for that 
purpose, who shalf ascertain what amount has been paid 
on any and all of said stock in cash, and what amount has 
been paid on such stock in-services, material, supplies, and 
labor; and shall issue to the holders of such stock, at their 
eleetion, eithera certificate for the amount the stockholder 
has paid as so much full paid stock under this act, or a cer- 
tificate for any amount of stock, not exceeding the value 


The Chair is certainly cor- | 


| directors-of such railroad: before it shall be allow: 


madea part.of either of said lines of railroad. And ifthe 
commissioners aforesaid shall not be satisfied that any pal 
ments on said stock have. been fairly made in good hth, : 
they: shall take such other testimony, in addition to 
furnished by the stocks, books, and exhibit aboye'required 
to be made by the board of directors, as will show the ruth 
of the claim, and allow so much thereof ag maybe justand 
proper, and no more. And a compliance ivith the require- 
ments of this and the preceding section of this act shan be 
necessary as a condition precedent, before any existing trail- 
road shali be aliowed to furnvany: part of citherofthe dines 


| to be built under this act; and all other Stock tel 
| Yailroad to be: adopted asa. part -of either of. 

| Mailroad authorized to be built under. this act, shal 
rof and disallowed by the consent of the stockhold 


| to the special committee; which. committe 


-of the whole estate of the } 
$500,000; upon. which ‘the payment, 
holder would be equal to-five per: 
same shall constitute so much of the: pri 

of the line of railroad to which it may belon: 


pi 
g, auth 


al 


given. © : x aan : 

Mr. REAGAN. ` Mr. Chairman, the first p 
tion of the amendment just read ‘was offered last 
session to the bill then under considerations arid 
was adopted, after full discussion, bya vote of 
nearly two to one. ‘It was ‘referred with the bill 


3 
yegarding the large majority by whighit had been 
aminel in the Elouse, struck’ it out of the biH 
which they reported. Tonly-ask to restore what 
has already been adopted by this House, and 
which has been left‘out by the special committee, 
My amendment is not intended to cripple the bill; 
but, on the contrary, to perfect it, and $ make'it 


i stronger. My design is to place this project upon 


a soundand sure basis. It will beperceived, from 
the reading of the proposition, that it rests upon 
| good faith and fair dealing, by excluding, as far 

as could be anticipated, all chance of making this 
| enterprise a mere matter of speculation tothe 


ji stockholders: It-will prevent the incorporation, 


i 
| 
i 
| 


1 
1 


H 


|, passes through the State of Texas, and thi 


| into eithewof the roads to be built by the Federal 


|| Government, of any of the‘ badly-managed and 
| broken-down concerns now in existence. ` 


T speak 
more particularly with reference tothe road wine 
ough 
the central part of the district which I: have'the 


| honor to represent upon this floor. Tam not will- 


ing that a company shall be saddled upon this 
enterprise which, upon examination, itis shown 


i cannot. succeed: It would not do to cofinect with 


this enterprise a company with. sixty or a Hun- 
dred million dollars of stock a portion of which 


| is confessedly spurious, and has never been paid 


for. It would not do to fasten so much stock upon 
these roads with any hope that they will succeed. 
If my amendment be adopted, it will strike off.all 
such things. No company will bé incorporated 
with the enterprise unless its affairs have been 
properly managed, and it is proved to be solvent 
and in a good condition. I have not time to de= 
bate this matter. If you pass the amendment in 
the shape in which it now is; in my judzment 
twenty-five mils of the southern ‘branch of the 
road: cannot be built, nor do I believe that ‘the 
northern branch: of the road-will be more success 
ful; but that, on the contrary, a number of persons, 
peculiatly favored. by the bill, will be made rich at 


i the sacrifice-of millions of dollars, to-those:who 


may be incautious enough to invest their capital 
in the stock. ` f 8 

Mr. McCLERNAND. I desire to ask the 
gentleman a question. I want to know what the 
gentleman from Texas is prepared to say about 
the company mentioned in that bill in connection 


| with Texas. 


Mr. REAGAN. 1 am not familiar with ‘the 
condition of that company. Our State engineer 


i has shown that,they had $65,000,000 of stock in 
| the market, and he did not know how much more. 
| Lhe common rumor is, that alarge amount of this 


stock has never cost the owners of itanything: 
It is the'incorporation of such stock as, that an 
this enterprise, to break it down, that I am op- 
posed to; and therefore I oppose the bill. : 

Mr. SCOTT. I wish to state, while Tam 
willing that every gentleman uponthis floorshould 
offer such amendments to this bill as he deems 
proper and correct, that I shall certainly: vote 
against every amendment, At the last ‘session, 
this Congress appointed a: committee of fifteen. 


! For three months was that committee in séssion, 


having under consideration and perfecting the bill 
which is now proposed. by the gentleman from 
Towa as an amendment. it must beobviousand 


apparent to cvery gentleman upon this floor, by 


of railroad. authorized to be built by this aet, andbefore the ` 
; sameshall be entitled to any of the Government afli herein 
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the. majority -by which -this amendment was 
adopted a few minutes since, that the House is 
decidedly in favor of the amendment offered by 
the gentleman from Iowa. {venture to assert, 
if you will read the report of the committee of 
fifteen, you will find that the amendment -metes 
out justice to cach and every portion.of this Con-: 
fedcracy. You will find that it gives a. Pacific 
Lea id the South, and. a Pacific railroad to 
the North; that it appropriates the common do- 
main for thcir construction; and also appropriates 
the bonds of the United States, which we are all 
responsible for. 

Now, sir, while I am willing to pay all due 
deference to the opinions of gentlemen, and while 
I may approve of the action of those gentlemen 
in. presenting their different amendments, con- 
ceiving that they ‘are performing their duties to 

_ their cOnstituents, I say again, that this railroad 
bill.is the product of the joint labors of the com- 
mittee of fifteen, representing all sections of the 
country, and adopted by them according to the 
best of their judgment, after careful investigation 
and due deliberation. They reported a bill which 
will give every portion of the country a link with 
the Pacific slope. I therefore say that, while 
gentlemen may think it their duty to offer amend- 
ments, l shall oppose and vote against them, 
because the insertion of amendments to the bill 
will, in my judgment, prejudice its passage in the 
other House. Lam led to believe, from conver- 
sation with Senators, that if the House adopts 
the bill #ow before it, the Senate will pass it; and 
that if additional amcndmentsare put to it, if it is 
burdened with a dead weight, in order to repre- 
sent the peculiar views of.gentlemen representing 
particular sections, that will jeopardize the pas- 
sage of the bill ih the other body. Being one of 
the Representatives who feel a deep and abiding 
interest in this matter, and believing, that it is 
about to culminate in what the friends of a Pacific 
railroad have been waiting for for eleven years, 
I shall oppose, and strenuously oppose, any and 
all amendments which may be offered to this bill. 

The question was taken on the amendment 
offered by Mr. Reagan; and it was not agreed to. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I desire to offer an amend- 
ment, by way of an additional section. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 

Sec. 16. And be it further enacted, That to insure the 
safe, certain, and speedy transportation of mails, troops, 
and public stores, Samuel P. Strickland of the State of 
Maine, Joseph Grinnell of the State of Massachusetts, 
George G. Fogg of the State of New IHampshire, Erastus 
Fairbanks of the State of Vermont, Orray Toft of the State 
of Rhode Island, D. F. Robinson of the State of Connecti- 
ent, Simeon Draper of the State of New York, W. W. Mur- 
phy of the State of Michigan, Nathan Cornith of the State 
of Hinois, Samuel Marshall and J. H. Tweedy of the State 
of Wisconsin, Samuel R. Curtis of the State of Lowa, Alex- 
ander Ramsey and Eduiund Rice of the State of Minnesota, 


William W. Miller of the ‘Territory of Washington, and | 


David Logan of the State of Oregon, shall have power to 
fay ont, construct, furnish, maintain, and enjoy, a contin- 
nous railroad from the western border of the State of Min- 
pexota, on the most eligible route, tò Puget sound, as may 
he determined by the corporation or corporations constract- 
ing said road; and this road to be called the Northern Pacific 
railraad, and to be a continuation of the railroad now being 
constructed in the State of Minnesota ; and said corporation 
or corporations, undertaking to bnild said road, may con- 
-solidate, confederate, and associate with any other legal 
and duly organized companies or corporations incorporated 
by any of the States, for the purpose of aiding in the con- 
struction of said road, upon just and equitable terms; 
and said corporation or corporations shall be entitled to 
receive Government land per mile and bonds of the United 
States on said Northern Pacific railroad to the sawe amount 
and on the same terms as are given to the other companies 
or corporations, duly and legally organized, hereinbefore 
mentioned in this act; and every provision, condition, lim- 
itation, or restriction, in this act contained, applied to, or 
imposed on, said companies or corporations hereinbefore 
mentioned in this act, or made part of the grants to said 
companies or corporations, shall be, an @ the same are here- 
by, expressly applied to and imposed on the company under- 
taking to build the Northern Pacific railroad; and whenever 
said corporation or companies shall have filty consécutive 
miles of any portion of said railroad and telegraph line ready 
for the service contemplated by this act, and shall report 
the same to the President of the United States, it shall be 
the duty of the President of the United States to appoint, 
immediately, three commissioners, at least one of whom 
shall be a civil enginecr, who sball examine the same and 
make report to him in relation thereto; and the services 
contemplated, together with the duties of the companies or 
corporations, shall be subject to the same provisions and re- 
quirements as embraced in the fourth seetion of this act. 


Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. Chairman—— 

Mr. STEVENS, of Washington. Will the 
gentleman allow me a moment? 

Mr. ALDRICH. 1 yield to the gentleman 
from Washington Territory. 


Mr. STEVENS, of Washington. Lknow, Mr. 


| northwest Pacific. The question is simply this: 


| such a linc of communication be the work of our 


| that it saves a great distance in the route to Asia. 


| from Minnesota 


Chairman, itis entirely useless to expect the adop- 
tion of this amendment; but I would feel that I 
did injustice to this subject, and the interests of 
the section I represent, if I did not occupy the 
attention. of the committee for the five minutes 
allowed me, in urging the adoption. of this amend- 
ment. Ihave no question that the selectcommittee 
of fifteen upon the Pacific railroad sought to do 
justice to the great interests of. the Pacific coast, 
as well as to the interests of the States and Ter- 
ritories on the Atlantic; but I am equally well con- 


vinced that, practically, they have not done justice d4 


to the great and growing interest of that Pacific 
slope. I contend that their bill is not a measure 
of justice either to our present orto our future 
development. The bill of the committee proposes 
not a northern and a southern route, but a south- 
ern and a central route; for the linc of location. of 
what is there called a northern route, goes mostly 
upon the parallel of forty and forty-one degrees 
of north latitude; in other words, through the geo- 
graphical center of this continent. We claim that 
the great interests of commerce, and the develop- 
ment of our interior, should cause this committee 
to vote for theamendment of my friend from Min- 
nesota. 

Why, Mr. Chairman, this very last season we 
have been compelled to send troops to Oregon and 
Washington over the route of this northern line. 
They wentup the Missouri; they crossed over by 
the wagon road recently constructed, and were 
théhce distributed to the different military posts 
in the department of Oregon. If this committee 
and the House are determined to decide that there 
shall be no northern route, let me call their atten- 
tion partigilarly to the decision they make. That 
decision will be putting off indefinitely this north- 
ern route, so far as Americans are concerned, and 
ignoring the great line of commerce and the great 
line of communication from our lakes to that 


will this Congress sec to it that we have a line of 
travel on that great line of commerce; or shall 


British neighbors? Shall that great line of com- 
munication go north of our northern parallel? 
Gentlemen frequently talk of the glowing future 
of this country and the growing strength of the 
Pacific; but, if you pass this bill without amend- 
ment, you will yield up that Pacific and the north- 
western portion of our country to our British 
neighbors and to Britisl advancement; for they 
have there a growing empire northwest of our 
borders. Wehave there, not simply Puget Sound, 
but greatinland waters now alive with commerce, 
and reverberating from the forests of their shores 
the shrill sound of the steamer. This very sea- 
son the products of British Columbia are five or 
six million dollars; and we have nowa great gold 
region developing in our Territory. 1 wish to 
present this question definitely. I have suggested 
that this northern route is the great route of com- 
merce; that itis the casiest route to grade; and 


Ir is the natural route of the great international 
commerce which must flow through our midst. 

[Eere the hammer fcll.} 

Mr. CURTIS. The reason the committee did | 
not think it best to attempt three railroads was, 
that it seemed to them that it would weigh down 
the whole enterprise. ‘The region of country to 
which the gentleman from Washington referred, 
is destined, some day, to be a most important 
section of the Union; but at the present time it 
has, comparatively, a very small population. 
Washington Territory bas but eight or ten thou- 
sand inhabitants. Would it, therefore, be rea- 
sonable, right, and proper, for the Government, 
at this time, to commence the construction of a 
railroad to a region of country where there are | 
so few inhabitants? The time will come when 1 | 
shall be glad to cooperate with the gentleman from 
Washington in constructing the extreme northern” 
line proposed by the amendment of the gentleman 


Mr. WASHBURNE, of Hlinois. I call for 
tellers on the amendment. I want to see if the | 
northern route has any friends here, 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. Aupricu | 
and Barn were appointed. 

The committee divided; and the tellers reported 
—ayes forty, noes not counted. 

So the amendment to the amendment was dis- 


agreed to. 


Mr. DAVIS, of Indiana. I hold in my hand 
an amendment in the nature of a substitute, and 
I desire to make a proposition to gentleman upon 
the other side, with a view to put an end to this 
struggle. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman pro- 
pose an amendment. 

Mr. DAVIS, of-Indiana. Yes, sir; but I desire 
to make a proposition first. I hold in my hand 
an amendment, in the nature of a substitute for 
the entire bill. My only object is to get a vote 
upon it in the House; and if gentlemen will allow * 
me to offer the amendment, and have a separate 
vote upon it in the House; I will give no further 
trouble at this time. That is a fair proposition, 

Mr. CURTIS. Ido not feel that it would be 
proper for me to make any such arrangement. It 
is not necessary at all. I think we are entitled to 
a square vote on the amendment as amended. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from In- 
diana asks the unanimous consent of the House 
to have his amendment reported to the House. 

Mr. HINDMAN. I object. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Indiana. Then, Mr. Chair- 
man, as the only mode in which I can get my 

c rall- 


opinion before.the House as to what Pacifi 

road scheme I would vote for, I offer the amend- 
ment which I send to the Clerk’s desk, to come 
in at the end of the bill as additional sections. I 
ask that my amendment be read. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. I desire to 
make a suggestion to the committee. IT under- 
stand that the gentleman from Indiana proposes 
not to take up the time of the committee now if 
he can have a vote on his proposition in the 
House. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Indiana. Give me a voté in 
the House; that isall I ask. | ” 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Ilinois. Then I sug- 
gest to the gentleman from lowa [Mr. Curtis] 
that he had better agrec to that, and let us go into 
the House, have the main question ordered on 
the bills, and come toa vote. Isuggest that that 
will save time and be much the betier way. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Indiana. That is all l ask. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from In- 
diana asks the unanimous consent of the com- 
mittee to have his amendment reported to the 
House to be voted on. Is there Se 

Messrs. HINDMAN and SICKLES objected. 

The Clerk then read Mr. Davis’s amendment, 
as follows: . 

That, with the view of aiding in the construction of a 
suitable railroad and telegraphic communication between 
the Atlantic States and the Pacific ocean, there shall be, 
and hereby is, appropriated and set agart_a quautity of pub- 
lie Jand equal to the alternate sections, for the space of fif- 
teen miles on each side of the following road and branches, 
from their eastern to their western termini; that is to say, 
one main trunk railroad and telegraphic line from some 
point on the western boundary of the State of Missouri or 
Iowa, between the thirty-seventh and forty-third degrees 
of north latitude, on the nearest and most eligible route to 
4he city of San Francisco, on the Pacific ocean; and also 
two branch railroads and telegraphic Jines, one diverging 
from the said main trunk road at some eligible point cast 
of the Rocky mountains, between the one bundred and 
third and one hundred and fifth paralicl of west longitude, 
and running through the Territories of the United States in 
the direction of Memphis, in the State of Tennessee, which 
shal} be known as the southern branch; and one diverging 
from said main trunk road at the point last aforesaid, and 
running through the ‘Territories of the United States to the 
most eligible point on the western shore of Lake Supcrior, 
which shall be known as the northern branch; such lands 
to be seleeted from the sections which shall be designated 
in the publie surveys of said lands (when made) by odd 
numbers and to be held and conveyed as herein provided 5 
and mr all eases, when the United States may have dis- 
posed of said lands, or any part thereof, or shall, from any 
cause, be unable to convey a title thereto, the deficiency 
may be made up by the party or parties who may become 
entitled thereto from any unoccupied and unappropriated 
land belonging to the United States within the distance of 
thirty miles of said road or reads: Provided, however, That, 
for such deficiency within the State of California, and also 
in lieu of all mineral lands in said State, (which are hereby 
excepted from the appropriation herein made,) such selec- 
tiou may be made trom any unoccupied and unappropri- 
ated lands of the United States within fifty miles of said 
road in the said State. 

Sec. 2. And be it further enacted, That it shall be the 
duty of the Secretary of the Interior to cause advertise- 
ments to be published in two newspapers in each State, and 
in the District of Columbia, for a reasonable time, not ex- 
ceeding six months, whith advertisements shall invite 
| sealed and separate proposals for the construction of cach 

of said lines of road and telegraph in the manner herein 
provided. Said advertisement shall include a copy of this 
act, as containing the terms upon which the United States 
are willing to contract for the construction of either of said 
fines of road and telegraph, and shall require separate sealed 
proposals, stating specifically whether it-be for the main 
trunk, or northern or southern branch Hne; andalso, First. 
| The time in which the party or parties proposé to construct, 


1860. 


complete, and finish the entire'road and telegraph: ready 
for use, which period must not exceed ten years from the 
signing of the contract; and aiso what extent and portion 
thereof they propose to complete and put in operation du- 
ring each and every year. Second. The time in which 
such purty or parties will surrender and transfer, free of 
còst to the United States, for the purpose of being surren- 
dered to the several States, as herein. provided, the said 
road, With its appurtenances and furniture. Third. The 
sum, not exceeding $300 per mile, for carrying the United 
States mails daily, both ways, on said road, under the direc- 
tion of the Post Office Department, for the period of fifteen 
years from the completion of the road 5 and, while in course 
of construction, for the portion in use, and at what rate 
per mile, for a like period, and on the portions in use while 
being constructed, they will carry on said road, under the 
direction of the proper Department, all military and naval 
stores, supplies, munitions, troops, and freights of all kinds 
for Government purposes, which sum or rate must not ex- 
ceed that now paid in the aggregate for such service; and 
from and after the expiration of said period of fifteen years 
said transportation, postal, military, naval, and for every 
other Government purpose, shall be in Hike manner per- 
formed on said road, under the direction of the proper De- 
partment, at reasonable prices, not exceeding those usually 
paid for the time being ön other: first-class roads, to be as- 
certained by Congress in the event of disagreement between 
the Government and the owners of the road. 

Src. 3. And be it further enacted, That the Secretary of 
War, the Secretary of the Navy, the Secretary of the In- 
terior, and the Postmaster General, under the direction of 
the President, be, and they are hereby, authorized and in- 
structed to contract. with the party or parties whose pro- 
posals, as,aforesaid, for each of said lines shall be consid- 
ered by them to be on the whole the most favorable for the 
full and complete construction and keeping up of each of 


said lines of road and telegraph, for which proposals shall | 


be made, complying with the terms of this act; the said 
contract or contracts to provide for the road or roads as 
herein described, and also for a telegraph line or lines on 
the most approved plau; and that the party or parties whose 
proposal or proposals shall. be accepted, shall each deposit 
with the Secretary of the Treasury the sum of $500,000, or 
the value thereof, in bonds, or certificates of stock of the 
United States, or State bonds, whose market value shall be 
at or above par at the time of making said deposit, which 
may be subsequently drawn out by them in sums of $5,000 
as the work proceeds, on the production of vouchers, show- 
ing satisfactorily to said Secretary that an amount equal 
thereto has been applied in good faith to the construction 
of said road; and all obligations, contracts, and securities, 
shall be binding and obligatory in law on the contracting 
parties, according to the exact terms of their respective 
obligations, contracts, and undertakings; all questions of 
damages and forfeiture by reason of any breach of said 
contract being determined by the express terms or such ob- 
ligations, contracts, and undertakings: Provided, That in 
all contracts made in pursuance of this act the provisions 
of the act shal]. be taken and considered as parts of said 
contracts in like manner as if the same were set forth in 
full in said contracts. : : 
Suc. 4. And be it further enacted, That in making said 
contracts it shall be stipulated that, for the sake of conve- 
nience, the said road shall be divided into sections of one 
hundred miles cach, and that none of said Jands shall be 
conveyed to the contractors until one of those sections shall 
be completed and put in successful operation, when the 


President shall cohvey, by patent to the contractors, three - 


fourths of the land pertaining to the section so completed, 
retaining the other fourth as security for the completion of 
the next section of one hundred miles; and when the sec- 
ond section shall be completed, the President shall in like 
manner convey to the contractors three fourths of the Jand 
pertaining to that section, together with tbe remaining 
fourth on the previous secttou ; and so with each section, 
conveying three fourths, and retaining one fourth as secu- 
rity for the completion of the uext, until the last section of 
the road shail he finished and put in operation, when the 
President shall convey to the contractors the residue of the 
lands; and it shall also be stipulated in said contracts, that 
the mails shall at all times be carried on said road under the 
direction of the Post Office Department, and that all other 
transportation for the use of the United States, as provided 
in this act, shall be performed under the direction of the 
proper Department, and that the compensation therefor, at 
the prices specified in said contract in pursuance of this 
act, shall be regularly paid trom the Treasury of the United 
States, quarterly, or at such times as shall be agreed upon: 
‘Provided, That no money shall be advanced, nor shall any 
such compensation be made, until the service to the extent 
of the payment so made shall have been first performed. 

Sec. 5. And be it further enacted, That should any con- 
tracting party or parties substantially fail, neglect, or refuse 
to prosecute the work undertaken by said party or parties 
jn a manner to secure the completion thereof, in compli- 
ance with their contract, and within the time stipulated, or 
should such party or parties violate the terms of the con- 
tracts, then all rights of said party or parties to said road, 
right of way, or property, shall be and become forfeited to 
the United States, and the United States may, and shall, 
enter upon and possess the same. In the event of such for- 
feiture, to be determined by the Seeretary of War, Secre- 
tary of Navy, Secretary of Interior, and Postmaster Gen- 
eral, with the approval of the President, said Seeretary of 
War, Secretary of Navy, Secretary of Interior, and Post- 
master General, shall proceed to relet the work remaining 
under such forfeited contract, and provide for the disposi- 
tion of the work done. in such manner as will secure its 
earliest completion in conformity with the provisions of this 
act: Provided, That they shall not stipulate on the part of 
the United States for any higher, or other terms, than are 
herein expressly authorized and provided. 

Sec. 6. And be it further enacted, That the party or par- 
ties with whom the contractor contracts aforesaid shall be 
made shail procced, as soon as practicable after the execu- 
tion of such contract or contracts, to locate the general route 
of said road or roads, and fix the eastem and western term- 
inus of the same; and as soon as such general route or 


routes shall be determined, which shall not be more ‘thin 
two years from the date of said ‘contract or contracts, a 
statement thereof shall be furnished by said party or parties 
to the Secretary of War; and, as soon as practicable there- 
after, the President shall cayse the public land ou each side 
of said route or routes, to the extent of at least forty miles, 
to be surveyed, and the Indian title thereto extinguished, 
if practicable; and the provisions of the act of September, 
1841, granting preémption rights, and the act amendatory 
thereof, shall he, and the same are hereby, extended tosuch 


lands, saving and excepting the lands herein set apart and . 


appropriated for the use-of said road or roads aforesaid: 
Provided however, That the alternate sections-and parts.of 
sections of land which by this act shall remain tothe United 
States within the lines of fifteen miles on each side of said 
road or roads shall not be entered or sold, by preémption-or 
otherwise, for less than double the minimum price of the 
public lands when sold: Provided further, That sosoon as 
a contract shall be made, as aforesaid, for the construction 
of either or each of said roads, it shall be the duty of the 
President to cause the public lands, for notexceeding forty 
miles on each side of so much-of said route as the con- 
tractors thereof shall. indicate, in pursuance of this act, to 
be withheld from settlement, sale, or occupation, until the 
lands shall have been surveyed and the alternate sections 
selected, as provided in this act. 

Sec. 7. And be it further enacted, That the party or par- 
ties receiving grants of alternate sections of land, under 
the provisions of this act, shall be required to sell and 
unconditionally convey one half of the same within. five 
years from and after the issuing of the patent for the same, 
or any part thereof; and all lands so granted to such party 
or parties, and remaining the property of such party or par- 
ties, or which may be held to the use or for the benefit of 
such party or parties, at the expiration of ten years from 
the date of the patent, shall be and become forfeited to the 
United States. 

Sec. 8. And be it further enacted, That the lands of the 
United States, for two hundred feet wide along the entire 
line of said road òr roads, shal} be, and are hereby, set 
apart and dedicated as a highway for railway and tclegraph 
purposes; and the said party or parties may take any carth, 
gravel, stone, timber, or other necessary materials for the 
construction of said roads or telegraph from any adjoin- 
ing lands of the United States. All contracts made in pur- 
snance of this-act, for the construction and keeping up of 
a railroad or roads, and telegraph line or lines, shall pro- 
vide for and require the railroad or railroads to be con- 
structed in a substantial, thorough, and workmanlike man- 
ner, with all necessary drains, culverts, bridges, viaducts, 
crossings, turnouts, sidings, stations, watering places, and 
all other appurtenances, including the furniture and rolling 
works of the road or roads, equal in all respects to a road 
of the first class when prepared for business, with rails of 
the best quality, weighing not Jess than sixty-four pounds 
to the yard, and a uniform gauge throughout the entire 
length of each road ; and shall also provide for and require 
a telegraphic line of the most substantial and approved de- 
scription along the line of each road: Provided, They shall 
not charge the Government higher rates than they do indi- 
viduals for like service. x 

"Sec. 9. And beit further enacted, That the party or parties 
constructing or owning either of said roads may atany time 
construct one or more additional tracks along said routes 
within the two hundred feet herein granted for the right of 
way. Aud all connections with said road or roads shalt be 
made under the dircetion of the Legislatures of the States 
or Territories, respectively, in which the same shall be con- 


„structed ; and no road shail be made in pursuance of this 


act in the State of California without the authority of the 
Legislature of that State, and then only by virtue of the 
authority of such State. F ‘ 
Sec. 10. And be it further enacted, That whenever the 
said road or roads shall be surrendered to the United States, 
in pursuance of the provisions of this act and the contracts 
authorized by it, thereupon so much of said road or roads 
as may be within any of the States shall, with their assent, 
vest in and become the property of the State or States 
within the limits of which the same may be located, subject 
to the use of the United States for postal, military, and ali 
other Government service; and also subject to such regu- 
lations as-Congress may prescribe, restricting the charge 
for transportation thereon. And ali other States organized 
and admitted into the Union thereafter shall acquire the 
same rights, subject to like provisions and restrictions. 
Sec. 11. And be it further enacted, Thatshould the Sec- 
retary of War, Secretary of the Navy, Secretary of the 
Interior, and the Postmaster General, under the first adver- 
tisement, fail to receive proposals, in compliance with the 
provisions of this act, for making all or either of said roads, 
it shali be the duty of the said Secretary to issue new at- 
vertisements, in like manner, for new proposals, once in 
each year, until each of said railroads and telegraphic lines 
shall be put under contract, in pursuance of the provisions 
of this act, unless Congress shall otherwise order and direct. 


Mr. DAVIS, of Indiana. Mr. Chairman, I 
know that it is impossible, in the space of five 
minutes, to enter into a discussion of this Pacific 
railroad proposition; and therefore I do not in- 
tend to attempt it. I know that my amendment 
will be voted down. I know further, that there 
is a majority in this House who are determined 
to pass the bill as the special committee have re- 
ported’ it. I offer this amendment only for the 
purpose of letting the country know what kind 
of a Pacific railroad bill I am willing to vote for. 

I desire to say further, sir, that the bill which 
has been brought in here, and which, under the 
whip and spur and gag of the previous question, 
will be passed through the House, without any 
opportunity being afforded to those of us who 
desire to propose amendments to it, will involve 
this country now in a debt of $96,000,000, and, 


|| ever ce the Hlouse—similarto.theamendment 


before these majestic wi i 

debt of $300,000,000; and. that; i 
Treasury is bankrupt; whew itis notable ever to- 
pay the pages:of this House; when itis notable: 
to pay the members of this House; whenit isnot: 
able ‘to. pay a single debt ‘against ‘its 
financial -embarrassments :hang ‘like 
the whole country; and when your public, debtis 


now: over $50,000,000. At such dijme, andu ider 
such circumstances, ‘you. are about, unde 
whip and spur of the previous: question, to: forge 
through the House a bill involving this country 
finally in a debt of $300,000,000, or, “perhaps, 
twice that amount! - fat ofa Bess 
I desire, Mr. Chairman, before the vote istakon, 
that it shall go to the country ‘what my opinións 
are on this question, as a justification of the vote 
which Ishall give. Sirk have always been in 
favor of æ Pacific railroad. Nearly ten years'ago, 


-L introduced a proposition into this. House--and 


it is the only measure fora: Pacific-railroad that 


which 1 now have the honor of présenting. ; 

Sir; I will vote for every reasonable proposition 
to build a single Pacific railroad across this conti- 
nent, but,:so help me God, { will not;now: or 
hereafter, vote to involve the Government in this 
immense debt to build two railroads.across the 
continent. =< ~ ANRI oS 

[Here the hammer fell.} RE a 

Mr. GARNETT. Mr. Chairman, I. should 
not have participated in this debate, but fora. re- 
mark which I heard fall from my friend from Cal- 
ifornia, [Mr. Scorr,] who said, when speaking 
of the bonds which one of these bills proposes to 
issue, that. we were all to be responsible forthem. 
Sir, Í know that it would be useless to debate this 
bill in this House, for its course has shown that 
it will not permit any rational discussion of the 
principles of. the bill; it has shown that it is de- 
termined to pass it underthe lash andispur of the 
previous question, without hearing the merits of 
the bill or its:constitutionality discussed... I know 
that there are gentlemen here, who, like my friend 
from California, believe that the bill ought to. be 
passed; that itis constitutional, and that it is:prac- 
tical; but I believe there are many others who’ 
have no dreams that this road would ever be con- 
structed if you were to pass twenty:bills, apd with 
whom the whole subject is simply. a foot-ball for 
parties in the game of President-making; and I 
would advise those gentlemen, before they pursue 
this game further, to inquire whether they will 
ever have an opportunity of electing another Pres- 
ident, ; ‘ 

I return now to the remark of the ‘gentleman 
from California, who says that we areall respons- 
ible for these bonds. Who are “all?” Who are 
“call?” Why, sir, even while your bill is under 
debate, one of the sovereign States of this Con- 
federacy has, by the glorious act.of her people, 
withdrawn, in vindication of her rights, from the 
Union, as the telegraph announced to us at half 
past one o’clock; and I have to say:to the genile- 
man-from California ‘and.to the: House, that the 

eople of Virginia—ninety-nine in a hundred— 
Peliove this bill to.be unconstitutional,and’though, 
like mariners on-the point of shipwreck, you ma 
break into the store-room for'the purpose of plund- 
ering it, though you may squanderthe publiclands 
and attempt to increase the public debt, it is my 
solemn belief that the people of Virginia, when 
my State takes that course which the thronging 
events will lead her to take; will not hold them- 
selves responsible for the first cent of these bonds 
and appropriations. 

Here the hammer fell. 

The question was taken on Mr. Davis's amend- 
ment to the amendment, and it was disagreed to. 

The question recurred upon agreeing to the 
amendment as amended. : 

The CHAIRMAN put the question, and stated 
that the noesappeared to have it; butsubsequently 
corrected himself, and announced that the ayeshad 


| it; and the amendmentas amended was agreed ta. 


Mr. CURTIS. I now move that the commit- 
tee rise, and report the bill to the House. i i3 

Mr. STEVENS, of Washington. - Ihave ab- 
other amendment to offer. ; $ 

Mr. BARRET. I desire àlsoto 
ment, £ : f ee 
- The CHAIRMAN. The Chair, will state that 
the gentleman from Ohio [Mr- Suerman} offercd 
an amendment, in the nature ofa substitute, to 


offer an amend- 
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the original text of the bill. The gentleman fiom 
‘Towa [Mr. Curtis] offered an amendment to 
strike out that substitute, and insert another. The 
committee agreed to that amendment, and has 
since agreed to the amendment as amended; and 
no further amendment is now in order to the bill. 

Mr. PHELPS, Does the Chair decide that no 
further amendments are in order? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair so decides. 

Mr. BRANCH. I shall take an appeal from 
that decision; and I take the liberty of saying to 
this. committee that, before the decision of the 
Chair was anounced, I myself heard the gentle- 
man occupying the chair state, in an undertone, 
thatontheadoption oftheamendment asamended, 
the noes had it.. Under that impression, gentle- 
men upon this side of the House did not ask a 
division;. but the Chair, when he came to an- 
nounce the result, said that the ayes had it.. You 
gentlemen upon this side of the House were aware 
of the decision that the Chair had made. I heard 
distinctly, from the other side of the Hall, a voice 
say, " I call for a division.” 

ir, CURTIS. I call the gentleman to order. 

Mr. BRANCH. I havea right to debate the 
appeal for five minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. No debate is in order on 
the question of appeal, 

My. BRANCH. I submit whether I have not 
a right, in taking the appeal, to make a five min- 
utes’ explanation. 

The CHAIRMAN. Debate having been closed 
on the bill, questions of order are not debatable. 

Mr. BRANCH. I will simply say, that since 
I have been a member of this House, I have never 
seen a bill passed through in such utter disregard 
of the rules of order of this House. I wish that 
Statement to go on the record in connection with 
the statement made by my friend from Virginia, 
{[Mr. Garwerr,] a few moments ago, that the 
payment of hese bonds may, at some future time, 

e contested. ; 

Mr. COLFAX. I suggest that if there be any 
doubt as to the last division, the vote be taken 
again. ; 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair proposes to 
state to the committee, that when he used the 
word “ no” on the last vote, he intended to say 
“ay.” He then waited a little, and as there was 
no demand fora further count, he declared that 
the ‘ayes’? hadit. If the committee desire to 
have the vote taken again, the Chair will put the 
question, : i 

Mr. BRANCH. I state from my own personal 
knowledge thatgentiemen on this side of the House 
heard the Chair say the “ noes” appeared to have 
it, and that they refrained from voting in consc- 
quence of it. 

The CHAIRMAN. Debate is not in order. 
If the gentleman desire to have the vote taken 
again, the Chair will put the question, 

Mr. PHELPS. Supposing that the Chair had 
decided that the amendment was not adopted, 
then farther amendments would be in order; aud 
now the only thing is to leave the question pend- 
ing so that further amendments may be offered. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from 
Missouri desire to propose an amendment? 

Mr. PHELPS. My colleague [Mr. Barret] 
has an amendment which.he wishes to propose 
first. I have not been in the Hall to-day during 
the proceedings on this bill, but came in at the 
time when the gentleman from Indiana was speak- 
ing. ; 
Mr. BARRET. 1 offer the following amend- 

ment, to come in as an additional section: 

SEC. 16. And be it further enacted, If, upon proper sur- 
veys and estimates, it shall be ascertained that the route 
by the vicinity of the great Salt Lake, as provided for in 
Section first, is not the best, those having in charge the 
location and building of this work are hereby required to 
locate the same on the shortest, most economical and prac- 
tical route from: the mouth of the Kansas river to the city 
of San Francisco, in the State of California. 

1 do not rise, Mr. Chairman, for the purpose 
of making a speech at this time. My object in 
offering that amendment is this: by the first sec- 
tion of the bill the route of the road is located by 
the vicinity of Salt Lake City. I have always 
contended that this body had not the necessary 
information to enable it to direct the location of 
railroad routes. That should be left to the en- 
gineer. Hence, I propose, by this amendment, 
that in case it shall be ascertained by actual sur- 

-veys that the route by Salt Lake City is not the 
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best, the parties having in charge the location and 
building of this road‘shall locate it by the.short- 
est, most economical, and most practical route. 

Mr. MORRIS, of Illinois. I move that the 
committee rise. I make the moticn in order to 
give members time to consider this bill. 

The motion was not agreed to. 

Mr. CRAIG, of Missouri.. I have repeatedly 
stated in this House ‘that I would vote for a Pa- 
cific railroad bill starting anywhere above the 
Gulf of MeXico and sotith of the British line.. But 
I object to the amendment of my colleague, [Mr. 
Barret;] for the reason that it is evident to this 
Tiouse and to the country, that the special com- 
mittee in proposing the line as specified in the 
amendment reported by the gentleman from Iowa, 
meant to force this road through the gold fields in 
the region of Pike’s Peak and Carson’s Valley. 
There is no population on any other route that 
can be proposed, while there are thousands and 
hundredsof thousands of Američan citizens on the 
line indicated in the amendment of the gentleman 
from Iowa. I am, therefore, satisfied that it is 
not only the right, but the duty of this Congress 
to send the Pacific railroad through that part of 
the continent where it will accommodate the 
greatest number of American citizens. I wish to 
make a formal objection to, and hope the com- 
mittee will vote down, the amendment offered by 
my colleague. 

The question was taken on Mr. BARRET’s 
amendment; and it was rejected. - 

Mr. BRANCH. I rise to a privileged motion. 
I move that the committee do now rise. 

Mr. SICKLES. I move, as an amendment, 
that the committee rise and report the bill to the 
House, with a recommendation that it do pass. 

The CHAIRMAN. There is still an amend- 
ment pending. 

Mr. BRANCH. The bill will come up the 
first business in order when the House shall next 
go into the Committee of the Whole on the state 
of the Union. 

Mr. HINDMAN. 
mittee desire that the bill should be reported back 
with a recommendation that it do pass, they will 
then vote against the motion of the gentleman 
from North Carolina, with a view of voting in 
favor of a motion that the committee rise, and 
report the bill to the Fouse. 

The CHAIRMAN. If the motion of the gen- 
tleman from North Carolina prevails, the commit- 
tee will rise. If not, the committee will still be 
in session. That is all the decision the Chair can 
make about it. 7, 

Mr. HINDMAN. And then we can make 
such further motion as we see fit. 

Mr. PHELPS called for tellers on Mr. Branci’s 
motion that the committee rise. 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. Crate, of 
Missouri, and Epwarps, were appointed. 

The committee divided; and the tellers reported 
—ayes 60, noes 76. 

So the committee refused to rise. 

Mr. PHELPS. I offer the following amend- 
ment, to come in as an additional section: 

Sec. 16. And be it further enacted, That the persons to 
whom the grants in this act are made, shall have the right 
to select the nearest and most economical route for a rail- 
road to San Francisco. 

I had desired, Mr. Chairman, to participate in 
the debate that has taken place on this bill, but I 
was engaged during the day in service on the spe- 
cial committee, and therefore was not able to be 


j present here. 


I have heretofore taken occasion, Mr. Chair- 
man, to express the opinion that it was unwise 
on the part of Congress to indicate the route for 
a Pacific railroad. [expressed that opinion at the 


last session of Congress. Hence] desire that this | 


bill shall be amended so that the persons to whom 
the grant of land and money is made by this act 
may he at liberty to select the best and most eco- 
nomical route to the Pacificocean. By the terms 
of the bill, as it now stands, they would not have 
that privilege. I do not stand here to complain of 
the points from which the road is made to start. 
I believe, however, that it is unwise in the Qov- 
ernment of the United States to aid in the con- 
struction of more than one road at any time, If 
it was now proposed to aid in construction of a 
road on the route which I favor, and which I be- 
lieve to be the bestand most practicable route, and 
it were proposed, in this bill, to incur a debt of 


If a majority of the com- 


$96,000,000, as this bill proposes, I should still 
feel constrained to vote aidinstit. There are other 
questions to engage the attention of the legislative 
department of the Government besides the ques- 
tion of the Pacific railroad, The preservation of 
the Government is now the great question of the 
day; and yet, while members of Congress are 
aware that our. Government is crumbling into 
pieces, they are proposing to add to the burdens 
of the people, while the national Treasury is not 
able,to pay its honest debts. Iam unwilling, by 
my vote, to increase the indebtedness of the na» 
tion, when I know the Government is compelled 
to borrow money to defray its ordinary expenses. 
The securities of the Governmentare now selling 
at a heavy depreciation, and I am unwilling to 
still further aid in their depreciation by creating 
a debt of $96,000,000. .Ifthis was a proper time 
for the consideration of the subject; if we had not 
the more important question of the preservation of 
the Government pressing upon us; and if the Gov- 
ernment sccuritics were not depressed by a fear 
of adissolution of the Government, I would cheer- 
fully give my vote for the construction of one 
road, and for. suitable aid by the Government 
towards it. I am in favor of a railroad to the 
Pacific; but, under the present circumstances, I 
cannot vote for this bill. - 

Mr. COLFAX. I oppose the amendment pro 
forma, and ask for a vote upon it. 

The amendment to the amendment was disa- 
grecd to. : 


Mr. STEVENS, of Washington, offered the 
following amendment to the amendment: 


Add to the end of the amendment, as follows: 

And be it further enacted, That the Presfdent be, and he 
ishereby, authorized and directed to cause the public lands, 
to the extent of forty miles on cach side of the route here- 
inafter mentioned, to be surveyed, and the Indian title 
thereto to be extinguished as soon as practicable. And 
upon the payment of ten cents per acre, all persons entitled 
to the preémption laws, who have or may settle upon any 
of the lands within the limits above mentioned, (excepting 
those herein set apart and appropriated for the use of said 
roads and for other purposes,) shall be entitled to the pro- 
visions of the act of 1841, granting preémption rights, and 
the acts amendatory thereof. , 

And be it further enacted, That there be, and hereby is, 
granted to the States and Territories that are or may be 
formed upon the lines of the herein-mentioned road, for 
the purpose of aiding in the construction of a railroad to 
the Pacifie—from Lake Superior to Puget Sound, with a 
branch to the navigable waters of the Columbia—every 
alternate section of land designated by odd numbers, for ten 
sections in width on cach side of said road and branch 3 
butin case it shall appear that the United States have, 
when the line or route of said road and branch are defin- 
itely fixed, sold any sections or parts of sections granted 
as aforesaid, or that the right of preémption has attached 
to the same, then it shall be lawful for any agentor agents, 
to be appointed by the Governors of said States or ‘Territo- 
ries, to select, subject to the approval of the Secretary of 
the Interior, from the lands of the United States nearest to 
the tiers of sections above specified, so much land in al- 
ternate sections or parts of sections as shall be equal to 
such lands as the United States have sold or otherwise 
appropriated, or to which the rights of preémption bave 
attached as aforesaid ; which lands (thus selected in lieu 
of those sold, and to which preémption rights have attached, 
as aforesaid, together with the sections or parts of sections 
designated by odd numbers as aforesaid, and appropriated 
as atoresaid,) shall be held by the said States or ‘Territories, 
respectively, for the uses and purposes aforesaid: Provided, 
; That the land to be so located shall in no case be further 
; than twenty miles from the line of said road or branch, and 
| selected for and on account of said road or branch: Pro- 
vided further, That the lands hereby granted for and on 
account of said road and branch shall be disposed of only 
as the work progresses, and the same shall be applied to 
| no other purpose whatsoever: And provided further, That 
any and all lands heretofore reserved to the United States 
| by any act of Congress, or in any other manner by compe- 
tent authority, for the purpose of aiding in any object of 
internal improvement, or for any other purpose whatso- 
ever, be, and the same are hereby, reserved to the United 
| States from the operation of this act, except so far as it 
may be fonnd necessary to locate the routes of said rail- 
road and branch through such reserved lands, in whieh 
case the right of way only shall be granted, subject to the 
approval of the President of the United States. 

vind be it further enacted, That the said lands hereby 
| granted to the said States and Territories shall be subject 
i to the future disposal of the Legislatures thereof, respect- 
ively, for the purposes herein expressed and no other. 

And be it further enacted, That the land hereby granted 
to said States or Territories shall be disposed of by said 
States or Territories in the manner following, that is ta 
say: that a quantity of land not exceeding two hundred 
sections for said road and branch, and included within a 
continuous length of twenty miles of said road and branch, 
may be sold; and when the Governors of said States. or 
Territories, respectively, shall certify to the Secretary of 
the Interior that any twenty continuous miles of said road 
or branch is completed, then another quantity of land, 
hereby granted, not to exceed two hundred sections for 
said road and branch, having twenty continuous miles com- 
| pleted, as aforesaid, and included within a continuous 
length of twenty miles of said road or branch, may be sold; 
and so from time to time, until said road and branch are 
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completed; and if said road or-branch is not completed 
within twenty years, no further sales shall be made, and 
the lands unsold shall revert to the United States. 

And be it further enacted, That the United States mail 
shall be transported ‘over said road and branch, andali 
property or troops of the United States, under the direction 
of the President of the United States, at sueh price or 
prices as Congress may by law direct: Provided, That 
until such price or prices are fixed by law, the Président 
shall have the power to determine the same. 

And beit further enacted, That in any ease where the 

passengers and freight shall be greater than the transporting 
capacity of the said road and branch, the Government shali 
have priority of right for all purposes of transportation. 
» And-be it further enacted, ‘Ehat the sixteenth and thirty- 
sixth sections, within the boundaries heretofore named, 
shall be sct apart and reserved for schoo! purposes, which 
sball be exclusively applied for said purposes, and no other: 
Provided, That this clause shall not apply to the States 
and Territories where the said scctions have heretofore 
been set apart by any former act or acts. 

And beit further enacted, That the termini of said road 
and branch shall be determined by the President of the 
United States, by and with the consent of the said States 
and Territories, respectively, in which the termini of the 
said road or branch may be. 


Mr. STEVENS, of Washington. I have only 
a word to say, for I do not wish to occupy the 
time of the committee. The amendment which 
was proposed by the gentleman from Minnesota, 
to which I spoke some little time since, provided 
for money grants. This amendment provides 
simply for a grant of land. In conversation with 
gentlemen upon this floor, I do not find that any 
one denies the importance of this route, and I 
now ask whether this House will not agree that 
there shall be a grant of land to aid in the con- 
struction of a road over this route? The amend- 
ment proposes ten sections to the mile. While 
you give land and money for the support of a cen- 
tral and a southern route, Lask if you will refuse 
a grant of land for a northern route. 

Mr. CURTIS. I am opposed to the amend- 
mentof the gentleman from Washington, and ask 
for a vote upon it. 

Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. I propose to discuss 
that amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Iowa 
has already spoken in opposition, and no further 
debate is in order, 

Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. Well, sir, there 
never was, in the history of this Government, so 
gross an attempt to ride over all the rights of the 
minority as has been shown to-day upon this bill. 
The floor is given to certain gentlemen for the ex- 
press purpose of preventing others from debate. 

Mr. CURTIS. I call the gentleman from Vir- 
ginia to order. 

The amendment to the 
agreed to. : 

‘Theamendment,asamended, was then adopted. 

Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. I move that the 
committec rise. 

Mr. SICKLES. I move toamend the motion 
so as to provide that the committee rise, and re- 
port the bill to the House. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will say tothe 
gentleman that that will be the consequence of the 
motion of the gentleman from Virginia. 

Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. Oh, no, that was 
not my motion. I move simply that the commit- 
tec rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

So the committee rose; and the Speaker, hav- 
ing resumed the chair, Mr. Grow reported that 
the Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union had, according to order, had the Union 
generally under consideration, and particularly 
the bill of the House (No. 701) granting lands in 
alternate sections to aid in the construction of 
certain railyoAds in the Territory of Nebraska, 
and had inst¥acted him to report the same, with 
an amendment in the nature of a substitute, and 
withthe recommendation that the bill, asamended, 
do pass. i : 

Mr. CURTIS demanded the previous question 
upon the bill and amendment. 

The previous question was seconded; and the 
main question ordered to be put. 

The amendment was concurred in. 

The bill, as amended, was ordered to. be en- 
grossed and read a third time, and being en- 
rossed, was accordingly read the third time. | 

Mr. CURTIS demanded the previous question 
on the passage of the bill. 

The previous question was seconded; aud the 
main question ordered to be put. 

Mr. PHELPS called for the yeas and nays on 
the passage of the bill. 


amendment was dis- 
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The yeas and nays were ordered... =- : 
Mr. KUNKEL moved that the House adjourn: 
The motion was not agreed to. a eee 
The Clerk then commenced to call the roll. 
Mr. CLARK, of Missouri. I wish to hear that 
bill read. The confusion is so great that it fsim- 
possible to know what is going on. . 

Several Mengers. Too late; there has beena 
response. : a 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks that if any 
gentleman demands that the bill shall be read, he 
has the right to have it read. 

Mr. GROW. Not after the roll-call has com- 
menced. 7 : 

The SPEAKER. The Chair supposes that the 
gentleman has the right to have the bill read. 

Mr. CLARK, of Missouri. Itis impossibleto 
know what is going on in this confusion. ‘This 
bill provides, I believe, for the creation of a pub- 
lic debt amounting to $100,000,000; and I wilt not 
cast my vote upon it until } can have the oppor- 
tunity of having it read, and understanding what 
its provisions are. 

_ Mr. WINSLOW. I move that the House ad- 
journ. aa 

The SPEAKER. No business has taken place 
since the House voted upon that motion, and the 
Chair thinks it is not in order. 

Mr. HARDEMAN. [call for the reading of 
the engrossed bill. : 
Tei Clerk commenced to read the engrossed 

uk. 

Mr. PHELPS. This question will come up 
to-morrow first in order upon the meeting of the 
House; and as it will take some time to read the 
bill, I suggest that the House do now adjourn. 
[Cries of “ Oh no; pass the bill!?’] Very well, I 
will not make the motion. 


ENROLLED BILL. 


Mr. THEAKER, from the Committee on En- 
rolled Bills, reported that the committee had ex- 
amined and found truly-enrolled an act for the 
relief of William A. Linn’s estate; when the 
Speaker signed the same. 

Mr. SMITH, of Virginia, moved that the 
House adjourn. - . 

The motion was disagreed to. 


PACIFIC RAILROAD——AGAIN. 


Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. Well, now I hope 
the reading of the bill will be waived. It is true 
nobody knows what is in it; but a majority will 
vote for it whatever is init, undoubtedly. [Laugh- 
ter.] 

Mr. SINGLETON. I want the bill read; and 
unless the Clerk reads more distinctly than he 
has commenced to do, I shall insist on its being 
read over again. z 

Mr. MORRIS, of Ilinois. I move to lay the 
bill upon the table; and on that I call for the yeas 
and nays. 

Mr. GROW. That is not in order while the 
bill is being read. a 

Mr. CLARK, of Missouri. I suppose it 1s use- 
less to keep the House here to hear the bill read, 
and I move that the reading be dispensed with. 

Mr. STEVENSON. LTobject. '  ~ 

The Clerk then proceeded, and finished the 
reading of the bill. 

Mr. MORRIS, of Illinois. I now make the 
motion that the whole subject be laid upon the 
table; and call for the ycas and nays upon the mô- 
tion. 

Mr. SICKLES. That motion is not in order. 
The Clerk had commenced the call of the roll, 
and responses had been made before the reading 
of the bill was called for. 

The SPEAKER. The motion is not in order. 
The Clerk will proceed with the call of the roll. 

The Clerk continued, and finished the call of 
the roll on the passage of the bill; and the vote 
was decided in the affirmative—ycas 95, nays 74; 
as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Charles F. Adams, Green Adams, Allen, 
Thomas L. Anderson, Avery, Babbitt, Barr, Barret, Bing- 
bam, Blair, Blake, Boteler, Brayton, Briggs, Bristow, Buf 
finton, Burch, Burliugame, Burnbam, Butterfield, Camp- 
bell, Carter, Case, John B. Clark, Clark B. Cochrane, Jobn 
Cochrane, Colfax, Conkling, Corwin, Covode, Cox, James 
Craig, Curtis, Duell, Dunn, Edgerton, Edwards, Eliot, Eth- 
eridge, Fenton, Ferry, Florence, Foster, Frank, Gooch, 
Grow, Gurley, Hale, Hamilton, Helmick, Hindman, William 
Howard, Humphrey, Hutchins, Irvine, Jankin, Francis W. 
Kellogg, William Kellogg, Kenyon, Kilgore, Larrabee, Lee, 


Loomis, Mallory, Charlies D. Martin, McCleraand, Me- 


McKenty, Millward; Montgomery, Moorhead, Ed- 


Kean. 
ward Joy Morris, Nelson, Porter; Quarles, Rice, Christopher _ 
Robinson, ~ Scott, ‘Scranton, Sickles arai Ae. 


Stratton, Tappan, Theaker,; Tonipkins 
Verree, Wade, Cadwalader C. Washi 
burne, Wilson, and Woodson—95::. 4:., 

NAYS—Messrs. Aldrich, Williun ©., Ander 
dale, Beale, Bocock, Branch, Carey, Horace 
Clemens, Clopton, Cobb, Burton Craige; Cn 
Davis, Dawes, DeJarnette, Delano, Edmundson,, 
Farnsworth, Garnett, Gartrell, Gilmer, agrdeman, J. 
rison Harris, John T. Harris ‘Haskin, Bil ‘Hoard, to 
Houston, Jenkiis, Jones, Landrum, DeWitt C. Leach; 
James M. Leach, Geake, Logan, Eibert S. Martin, May- 
nari, McPherson, Millson, Sydenham Moore, «Morrill, 
Isaac. N. Morris, Niblack, ‘Perry, Pettit, Peyton; Phelps, 
Potter, Reagan, Riggs, Rust, Simms, Singleton, William. 
Smith, William N. H. Smith, Spinner, Stallworth, Steven-| 
son, Stokes, Taylor, Thomas, Vance, Waldron, Waltons, 
Webster, Wells, Whiteley, Windom, Winslow, and Wright 


74. À 
So the bill was passed. 
During the.call of the’roll,: TON 
Mr: STEVENSON. stated: that. Mr: Brown 
bad paired with Mr GRAHAM yy eR aS 
Mr. DAVIS, of. Mississippi, stated that betad. 
paired with Mr. Hany on this.vote; otherwise, 
e should vote Sno,” nao RER E ae 
Mr. FRENCH announced ‘that he ‘had paired: 
with Mr. CRAWFORD. : pi o pE ravi, 
‘Mr. HAFTON stated that he had paired, with 
Mr. ALLEY, ; : : aaa CR? 
Mr. HUGHES said he had: consented to pair 
with Mr. McK xienr, who was detained fram the 
House by a severe domestic affliction. oe 
Mr. TAPPAN stated that Mr. Marston was 
confined to his room by sickness. ae 
Mr. HINDMAN announced the pair of Messrs.” 
Porrue and Pryor. 
Mr. REAGAN announced the pair of Messrs, 
McRax, and Rosrson of Hlinois. i a 
Mr. WHITELEY said that Mr. Rurrin: 
confined to his room by indisposition: Sacre 
Mr. DAWES stated that Mr. Train and Mr: 
Kunxev had paired; otherwise Mr. Train would 
have voted in the affirmative, © ccl e ony 
_Mr. BURNHAM stated that Mr. Wooprurr. 
was confined to his room by sickness. o opa; 
Mr. LANDRUM said. that in ordinary ‘times 
he would have voted for this bill; but he deemed 
this an improper time for this Government to 
assume any obligations which it could possibly 
avoid. He should therefore vote ‘no... 
The vote was announced as above recorded: ` 
Mr. CURTIS moved to reconsider the vote by, 
which the bill was passed; and also moved tolay 
the motion to reconsider on the table. | 
The latter motion was agreed to. 


Mr. CURTIS moved to. amend the title of the 
bill, so as to make it read. as follows: wt 


An act to secure contracts and make provision ‘for the 
sate, certain, and speedy transportation, by railroad, of the 
mails, troops, munitions of war, and the military and naval 
stores of the Government, between the Atlantic States and 
the Pacific, and for other purposes. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The title as amended was agreed to. ` 


Mr. CURTIS mived to reconsider the vote by. 
which the title was adopted; and also. moyed, to: 
lay the motion-to reconsider onthe table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. | ee 


ADJOURNMENT OVER, | : 


Mr. LEAKE. I rise to a privileged question. 
I submit the following resolution: 

Resolved, ‘That when this House adjourns on to-morrow, 
the 24st instant, it, with the consent of the Renate, adjourn 
to meet on Monday, the 31st instant. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Let me say to the gentle- 
man that I am informed that the Senate has just 
voted down such a resolution, 

Mr. LEAKE. That will not prevent their 
agreeing to this resolution which simply provides 
for the adjournment of the House. : : 

Mr. SHERMAN. Iam aware of that, but I 
think the House had better follow the example of 
the Senate. e r 

The resolution was disagreed to. . 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. . I move that 
when the House adjourns it adjourn to meet en 
Monday next. ; Soy 

My. PHELPS called for tellers. on the motion. 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. BURNHAM 
and Brices were appointed. bow regia 

The question was taken, and it was'decided: in 
the affirmative—ayes seventy‘eight, a further 
count not being demandéd.. 20 Fs 

So the motion was adopted. 


t 


was 
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THE UNION. Nay 


Mr. DUNN, by unanimous consent, submitted 
the following. resolution; which was referred to 
the select committee of thirty-three: 


Resolved, That any adjustment of the pending difficul- 
ties between the slaveholding and non-slaveholding States 
should provide for the effectual execution of the second 
section ofthe fourth article of the Constitution, by the en- 
actment of such laws as will secure to the citizens of each 
State protection. W their persons while traveling or sojourn- 


. ing In the several States, except for acts which would not | 


be lawful if done by citizens of the State in which they are 
so traveling or sojourning. 

And then, on motion of Mr. KUNKEL, (atten 
minutes after five o’clock,) the House adjourned 
until Monday next. 


IN SENATE. 
Fray, December 21, 1860. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Dr. Gurzey. 
The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATION. 


The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Sen- 
ate a report of the Secretary of the Interior, com- 
municating, in obedience to law, the annual state- 
ment prepared by the Sccond Comptroller of the 
Treasury, showing balances of appropriations 
standing upon the books of that office to the credit 
of that Department, on the Ist of July, 1859; the 
amounts appropriated by Congress for the service 
of the fiscal year ending 30th of June, 1860, includ - 
ing repayments and transfers of appropriations; 
and the aggregate amounts applicable to the ser- 
vice of that fiscal year; also, the amounts drawn 
from those appropriations, or carried to the sur- 
plus fund, from July 1, 1859, to the 30th of June, 
1860, and the balances remaining in the Treasury 
“at the last named date; which was ordered to be 
laid on the table. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr.GWIN presented the memorial of the Lake 
Pass Turnpike Company, of Placer county, Cali- 
fornia, praying the right of way through the pub- 
lic lands; which was referred to the Committee 
on Public Lands. 

Mr. BIGLER presented the petition of William 
Wheeler Hubbell, of Pennsylvania, praying pro- 
tection of rights in slave property in South Car- 
olina, and the adoption of measures suggested for 
the peace and stability of the Union; which was 
referred to the select committee of thirteen, ap- 
pointed under the resolution of Mr. PowerL, 
which was adopted on the 18th instant. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas, presented aletter 
from the acting Secretary of the Interior to the 
chairman of the Committee on Public lands, rec- 
ommending an appropriation for clerk hire, office 
rent, fucl, &c., for the land office at Kickapoo, 
Kansas; which was referred, with the accompa- 
nying papers, to the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. RICE presented the petition of Peter 
Quinn, praying compensation, for a horse lost in 
the public service under command of Major J.C. 
Pemberton, of the United States Army; which 
was referred, with the accompanying papers, to 
the Committee on Military Affairs and Militia. 

Mr. KING presented the petition of H. T. 
Bacon, owner of the Canadian or British schooner 
Perseverance, praying for a register for that 
schooner; which was referred to the Committee 
on Commerce. 

Mr. SLIDELL presented the petition of Wil- 
liam L. S. Dearing, praying payment for furnish- 
ing horses and cquipage for a company of Ten- 
nessee volunteers for the Florida war in 1837; 
which was referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs and Militia. 

` Mr. WILSON presented the petition of Isaac 
Beeson, praying that immediate attention may be 
given gp the report of the Indian Commissioner, 
which affirms that,in consequence of the drought 
last summer and the consequent failure of crops, 
many of the Indians will perish by. starvation 
unless aided by the Government; and also pray- 
ing that no more territorial governments may be 
organized until the Indians are satisfactorily pro- 


vided for, with homes adapted to their transition | 
state; which was referred to the Committee on | 


Indian Affairs. ; 
BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. KING asked, and by unanimous consent. 
obtained, leave to introduce a bill (S, No. 524) 


authorizing the Secretary of the Treasury to issue 
aregister to the schooner Perseverance, of Ogdens- 
burg, State of New York; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce, 

Me. SLIDELL asked,,and by unanimous con- 
sent obtained, leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 
525) to release from reservation for live-oak pur- 

oses, and to authorize the sale of Pecan Island, 
1n the State of Louisiana; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Private Land Claims. 

Mr. LATHAM asked, and by unanimous 
consent obtained, leave to introduce a bill (S. 
No. 526) for the payment of expenses incurred 
in the suppression of Indian hestilities in the 
State of California; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Indian 
Affairs. 


n ` BILL RECOMMITTED. 


On motion of Mr. LATHAM, it was 


Ordered, That the bill (H. R. No. 127) for the relief of 
O. T. D. Fairbanks, Frederick Dodge, and the Pacifice Mail 
Steamship Company, reported upon adversely on the 8th 
of June, 1860, be recommitted to the Committee on Indian 
Affairs. 


STATE OF THE UNION. 


Mr. POWELL. Upon the announcement of 
the committee of thirteen yesterday, the Senator 
from Mississippi [Mr. Davis] was excused from 
serving on that committee, and I understand that 
the Vice President thinks he has of himself no 
power to fill the vacancy. I therefore move that 
the Vice President be requested to fill the vacancy 
caused by the excusing of the Senator from Mis- 
sissippi. ; 

The motion was agreed to. 


ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 


A. message from the House of Representatives, 
by Mr. Forney, its Clerk, announced that the 
Speaker of the House had signed a bill (S. No. 
518) for the relief of William A. Linn’s estate; 
which thereupon received the signature of the 
Vice President. 

BILL BECOME A LAW. 


The message further announced that the Pres- 
ident of the United States approved and signed, 
on the 17th instant, an act (H. R. No. 863) to 
authorize the issue of Treasury notes, and for 
other purposes. 


RAILROAD TO THE PACIFIC. 


During the consideration of Senate bill No. 377, 
a message from the House of Representatives, by 
Mr. Forwey, its Clerk, announced that the House 
had passed a bill (H. R. No. 701) to secure con- 
tracts, and make provision for the safe, certain, 
and more. speedy transportation, by railroad, of 
mails, troops, munitions of war, military, and 
naval stores, between the Atlantic States and those 
of the Pacific, and for other purposes, in which 
the concurrence of the Senate was requested. 

Mr. GWIN. Lhope the Senator from Mary- 
land. will permit me to interrupt the proceeding on 
his bill for a moment, to ask that the bill which 
has just come from the House may be taken up 
and madg¢ the special order for next Monday week 
at one aloe 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Firzrar- 
rick in the chair.) It can only be done by unan- 
imous consent at the present stage of business. 
The Chair hears no objection. | 

Mr. GWIN. I move now that the bill be made 
the special order for next Monday week. 

Mr. DAVIS. I would ask whether the bill 
should not first be referred to a committee, and 
reported back to the Senate? 

Mr. GWIN. There is no standing committee 
to which it can be referred. There have been 
several special commitices on the subject; and I 
hope the Senate will permit the bill to be made 
the special order for the day which I have indi- 
cated, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill has 
not been read. Tt must first be read. 

The bill was read the first time by its title: A 
bill (H. R. No. 701) to secure contracts, and make 
provision for the safe, certain, and more speedy 
tansportation, by railroad, of mails, troops, muni- 
tions of war, military and naval stores, between the 
Atlantic States and those of the Pacific, and for 
other purposes. . 

Mr. BRAGG. J think that is a bill of too much 


importance.to be made a special order of this 
body, and at a periop of time so ncar at hand, par- 
ticularly at this season of the year, when many 
Senators are going home, without its being re- 
ferred. I understand that the Senator from Mis- 
sissippl made a motion to refer it. I was on my 
feet for the purpose of making the same motion. 
I understand that the bill involves a very large 
amount of expenditure on the part of the Gov- 
ernment-—-something like $100,000,000 to begin 
with. Ihave not had an opportunity to read the 
bill myself, and I really think it ought to be re- 
ferred, either to some standing committee of the 
body, or to a select committee. It is a matter of 
too much importance to be hurried through this 
body in this way. 

Mr. GWIN. I will state to the Senator from 
North Carolina that my object is not to hurry it 
through the Senate. Being a House bill, it is 
printed, as’ a matter of course. I named next 
Monday week in order that there might be full 
and ample time to examine it. It is well known 
to the Senate that there are bills for this purpose 
now on the Calendar of the Senate that have been 
elaborately considered by select committees of 
this body. Six select committees have been ap-, 
pointed by the Senate, who have reported bills, 
all of which are on our files. This billhas been 
elaborated by a special committee of the other 
House, and passed that body yesterday; and I 
am sure nocommittee this House could appoint 
could prepare the bill more elaborately and care- 
fully hae the bill I now propose to make the spe- 
cial order has been prepared. There are many 
similar bills already on the files of the Senate, 
There will be ample opportunity offered for dis- 
cussion; so far as I am concerned, I shall not in- 
terpose any objection to the full consideration of 
it. I hope Senators will not object to making it 
the special order. 

Mr. CAMERON. I wish the Senator from. 
California would name Tuesday week, instead 
of Monday week. 

i Mr. FOOT and others. That is New Year’s 
ay. 

Mr. CAMERON. I had forgotten that. Sa 
Wednesday week, so that we may have a full 
Senate? 

Mr. GWIN. 
day week. 
that. 

Mr. BRAGG. Which motion will have pre- 
cedence—a motion to refer or a motion to make 
the bill a special order? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. A motion to 
refer. 

Mr. BRAGG. With the view of testing the 
sense of the Senate, I move that it be referred to 
a special committee, to be appointed by the Pre- 
siding Officer. * 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will 
now have its second reading, unless objected to 
with a view to reference. 

The bill was read the second time by its title. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, Will the Sen- 
ator from North Carolina indicate the number of 
the committee he proposes to raise ? 

Mr. BRAGG. Say five. 

Mr. GWIN. [hope not. I hope the friends 
of the Pacific railroad will not refer it, but will 
keep it before the Senate. 

The motion to refer was not agreed to. 


Mr. GWIN. Now I move that thefbill be 
made the special order for next Wednes@ay week, 
the 2d of January, at one o’clock. 

The motion was agreed to. 


RAILROAD CONNECTION AT WASIIINGTON. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there be no 


other memorials or reports from committees to 
present, the Chair will announce, as first in order, 
the bill (S. No. 112) to further carry out the pro- 
visions of the fifteenth section of the treaty be- 
tween the United States and Mexico, concluded 
on the 2d day of February, 1848. 
: Mr. KENNEDY. If there is nothing else be- 
fore the Senate, I move to take up the bill which 
was set for half past twelve o’clock to-day. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as 


I am willing to name Wednes- 
I hope Senators will not object to 


| in Committee of the Whole, resumed the consid- 


eration of the bill to authorize the Baltimore and 
Ohio Railroad Company to extend the Washing- 
ton branch of their road to the Potomac river, 
and across the same by an extension of the pres- 
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ent structure known as the Long Bridge, for the 
purpose of connecting with the Virginia railroads 
at that point. : ; 

_ The first section proposes‘to empower the Bal- 
timore and Ohio Railroad Company to extend 
the Washington branch of their road from a point 
in Washington city, near G street north, passing 
through First street east, to near D street south, 
thence by a curve. crossing New Jersey avenue, 
south Capitol street, and the canal, to E street 
south, and through the last-named street to the 
Potomac river, and to extend this line of railroad 
across the river by means of a pile structure, 
adjacent to and connected with the Long Bridge, 
for a railroad track on the eastern side of the 
bridge, so as to form a connection with the Vir- 
ginia shore, and with such railroads as may be 
made, or already have been made, by authority 
of the State of Virginia to said point; with a pro- 
viso that such widening or extension of the Long 
Bridge shall be constructed with suitable draws 
for the convenience of navigation. i 

The second section proposes to authorize the 
Baltimore and Ohio Railroad Company to con- 
struct a tunnel upon that portion of the line lying 
between a point near C street north and the west 
side. of New Jersey avenue, so as to involve no 
injury to the public grounds or permanent ob- 
struction to the use of those streets for ordinary 
purposes; and to use steam or locomotive power 
on the whole or any part of the route. 

The third section proposes to empower the com- 
pany to lay a track, and to use the same for the 
transportation of passengers and freight, from 
some suitable point on the route authorized to be 
extended to tide-water, between the Long Bridge 
and the Navy-Yard, so as to be connected with 
southern lines of steamboats plying on the Poto- 
mac river. 

The fourth section provides that the company 
shall have authority to lay a street track from 
some convenient point on the main route author- 
ized by the bill to the depot of the company in 
Washington, and to transport upon it cars for 
burden and passengers until such time as the tun- 
ie pe ener by the second section shall be com- 

eted. 

k The fifth section proposes to authorize the Bal- 
timore and Ohio Railroad Company to charge for 
the transportation of merchandise or freight, of 
every description, upon the connecting railroad 
authorized by the bill, to the termini thereof at 
tide-water and on the Virginia shore, at the rate 
of not exceeding twenty-five cents per ton net, 
and for the transportation of passengers at a rate 
not exceeding twenty-five cents for each passen- 
ger carried by them upon the said connecting rail- 
road. ; 

Mr. SAULSBURY. Mr. President, on the 
4th of May last there was a memorial of a com- 
mittee of the corporation of Georgetown submitted 
to this body, and a motion was made to print it. 
That motion was referred to the Committee on 
Printing. I have been requested by the Mayor 
of Georgetown, this morning, to ask that their 
memorial be read for the information of the Sen- 
ate; and in compliance with that request, I ask 
that the memorial be read. R 

The Secretary read it. 

The Committee on the District of Columbia, to 
whom the bill was referred, reported it, with 
amendments, which the Secretary proceeded to 
read. The first amendment was in the eleventh 
line of the first-section, to insert the words, ‘or 
other suitabie’’ between *‘ pile” and “ structure,” 
soas to make it read, ‘and: to extend said line 
of railroad, by means of a pile or other suitable 
structure, adjacent to, and connected with, the 
Long Bridge.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in lines fourteen, 
fifteen, and sixteen, of the first scction, to strike 
out “the Virginia shore, and with such railroads 
as may be made, or already have been made, by 
authority of the State of Virginia to said point,” 
and in lieuthereof, to insert ‘the Alexandria and 
Washington railroad on the Virginia shore,” so 
as to make the clause read, *‘ soas to form a con- 
nection with the Alexandria and Washington 
railroad on the Virginia shore.” 

Mr. CAMERON. I desire to move an amend- 
ment to the first section. : 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Doesthe Sen- 
ator offer thatasan amendment to the amendment? 


-ment of the committee is now before the Senate. 


Mr. CAMERON. lt is a preposition tobe 
added to the end of the frst section. -> =e 55 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. © Thatis notin: 
order at preseni, and the Chair will restate the 
question to be onthe second amendment of the 
committee. . : : 
Mr. FESSENDEN. I should like to know, in 
the first. place, what bill is up——— : # 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator 
will Suspend his remarks. The Chair. will remark 
that it is impossible to transact business with so 


much confusion in the Chamber. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. I desire to. know whether 
this is the original bill, or that which was reported 
from the committee with amendments. 

Mr. KENNEDY. It is the bill-that was re- 
ported from the committee with amendments. 

Mr. FESSENDEN.. Has there been any action 
on any of the amendments? 

Mr. KENNEDY. We have acted on two of 
them, I think. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. They passed without any 
observation. I should like to inquire-of the Chair 
what amendments have been.acted on. oe 

The PRESIDINGOFFICER The firstamend- 
mentreported by,the committee has been agreed to. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. Which is that? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. . Inline eleven, 
page 2, after the word “‘ pile,” to insert‘ or-other 
suitable” before “ structure.” 

Mr. FESSENDEN. I was not aware of it. I 
was conversing with another Senator while it 

assed. It was to that particular amendment that 
wished to make objection. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will 
say, that it is notin order at this stage of the busi- 
ness to debate thatamendment,as we have reached 
the second amendment. After that is disposed of, 
it will be in order for the Senator to move to re- 
consider the first amendment. The second amend- 


Mr. FESSENDEN. Which is the second 
amendment? ` 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary 
will read that for the information of the Senator. 

The Secretary read it, as follows: in section one, 
lines fourteen, fifteen, and sixteen, to strike out 
“ the Virginia shore, and with such railroads as 
may be made, or already have been made, by the 
authority of Virginia, to said point,’’ and insert 
“ the Alexandria and Washington railroad on the 
Virginia shore.”’ 

Mr. KENNEDY. I will only state, for the 
information of the honorable Senator, that that 
amendment was put in to obviate any difficulty 
about connecting with other roads. It was merely 


to compel this company to connect with the Alex- 
andria road, which is already constructed. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. Ihave no particular ob- 
jection to that amendment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The PRESIDINGOFFICER. Thereisanother 
amendment from the committee, which will be 
read. 

The Secretary read the nextamendment; which 
was, in the fifth section, to strike out the words 
“at the rate of not exceeding twenty-five cents 
per ton net, and for the transportation of passen- 
gers at a rate not exceeding twenty-five cents for 
each passenger carried by them upon the said 
connecting railroad,” and, in lieu of them, to in- | 
sert “ such rates per ton for merchandise and such 
rates per capita for passengers as may be agreed 
upon from time to time by the connecting rail- 
roads interested in this extension.” i 

Mr.CAMERON. Ihopethatamendment will 
not be agreed to. It will give the power to these 
connecting railroads to raise the toll on freight, 
and the passenger fare, whenever they may. think 
proper, and to just such price as they may please. 
The price in the original bill is too high. ‘T'wenty- 
five cents for carrying a passenger across these 
four miles, is at least twice as much as ought to 
be paid. Ten cents would be a high price.. I 
object to this amendment; and when itis disposed 
of I shall make a motion to reduce the sum for 
carrying passengers across, to ten cents. I think | 
that no Senator here will be in favor of this amend- | 
ment if he will reflect a moment about it. No | 
one would be willing to give such immense power 
to two or three corporations here, who may be | 
induced by their avarice or their interests at.any 


time to impose exorbitant rates on the trade and 
travel passing across. . 


. 


“tout. 
Itis vague and-uncertaih. *Theamendments put. - 
on the bill before: make the Alexandtiaroadonly 
to connect-with this branch to the Potémac. Dhen 
it says that the rates of. toll:for. merchandise and 
passengers shall be “ such: tatesper eapita.for 
:passenge?s:as:-may be agreed upon font time to 
time by the connecting railroadsinterested inthis 
extension.’’.. That. is. a very -vague expression. 
The only connecting ‘allroad, it-would.seem from 
the amendment before adopted, is the tittle Alex- 
andria railroad; and it would:be difficult to ascer- 
tain what other railroads: are interested: in this 
connection: My friend from Maryland tells me 
that all the roads south. of it, upon ‘the great mail 
route, are interested. If so,’ they ought tobe 
specifically named; for, as the matternowstands, 
it seems to me thé regulation of the tolls on freight 
and of the rate ‘of carrying: passengers swill:lie 
with the Alexandria road and. the read: which: it 
is proposed to extend, - I think, if that<amend- 
ment is insisted. on, it should be ‘made more cep- 
tain than it is now; for from uncertainty it would: 
be void, I think, except as: to- the two: roads. 
have mentiôned; and f do not! think the: public 
ought to be putin their powers i 8 g3 
Mr. KENNEDY. In order to accommédate 
gentlemen, I am perfectly willing that they may 
make it as specife as they please: They may 
specify every road—the roads north'and the roads 
south of this—by name if they choose. 'Fhe ob- 
ject was notto give this particular company, which 
is to make the extension, a right to charge any 
specific rate, but to restrict it to just, the amount 
that will be agreed upon by the roads south of at 
and the roads north‘ of it, which connect with it. 
I mean by that, the roads that lead from-the Balti- 
more and Ohio road in Baltimore, to Philadelphia; 
the road from Washington to Alexandria,connect- 
ing south and southwest -with the: Orange ‘and 
Alexandria road; and the whole line of roads run- 
mng to the southwest, 1... Pretend 
he amendment was rejected, ; 


“Mr. CAMERON. Now I move to amend that 


section——— : a 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will 
state to the Senator from Pennsylvania, that’ the 
amendments proposed by the committee are nöt 
yet through, apd they are first in order. i 
The fourth amendment of the committee was to 
insert as a new section: : : 


Sec. 6. Andbe it further enacted, That in the construc- 
tion and use of the road hereby: authorized the said Balti- 
more and Ohio Railroad Company shall have, exercise, and 
enjoy the same rights and privileges as have heretofore 
been granted to the said company by the act to which this 
isa supplement, and the supplement thereto. 


Mr. FESSENDEN. I desire to amend that 
amendment before it is passed upon, if possible, 
by adding at the end of it the following words: ` 

Provided, The same are not inconsistent with the provis- 
ions of this act. 3 TAR EAS ~~ ; 

These words will do no harmif the bill remains 
as it is, and they will be rendered applicable by 
some provisions which I hope to get inserted in 
the bill before it is finally acted on.. 

Mr. HUNTER. I should like to know what 
the object of the amendment is. I should like to 
have some explanation of it. I mean not the 
amendment to the amendment, but the. original 
amendment offered, as I understpod, by the Sen- 
ator from Pennsylvania. ` : 

Mr. FESSENDEN. This is the amendment 
of the committee, to which I offered aŭ amend- 
ment. I take it there can be no objection to my 
proposition. i y 
r. KENNEDY. There is no objection to it. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. I think there ought tobe 
some explanation of the meaning of this provis- 
ion. The Senate will observe that it is very 
general: ; 


Sec. 6. And be it further enacted, Thatin the construc- 
tion and use of the road hereby authorized, the said Balti- 
more and Ohio Railroad Company shall have, exercise, antl 
enjoy the samce rights and privileges as have heretoforebeen 
granted to the said company by the act to which.this 6.8 
supplement, and the supplement thereto. |. os 


I would ask if this has particular reference-to 
any substantial. provisions of acts: which: have 
heretofore been passed, and: what: they are. : 

Mr. KENNEDY. Ithas not. -Itis merely to 


a 


174 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE: 


December 21, 


bring this extension under the same restrictions, 
rights, and privileges, upon which the company 
now operates its road within the limits of this 
District. : 

Mr. FESSENDEN. It refers to acts that have 
been passed by Congress, I suppose. 

Mr. KENNEDY. Of ceurse—the existing 
laws that control the road here now, as this is a 
mere extension of it. å 

Mr. FESSENDEN. Ithink,then,thëre should 
be an amendment. . I would suggest to the Sena- 
tor from Maryland that, after all, his explanation 
is not:quite satisfactory. Itwill be observed that 
the language: is, the “ privileges”? which “ have 
heretofore beengranted”’ “ by the act to which this 
is a supplement, and the supplement thercto.”’ 
Now, the tide of the bill refers to nothing, that I 
‘can perceive—to no other act. This is the first 
reference to any other act. We all understand 
that remarkable privileges were granted to this 
company by the Legislature of Maryland; and it 
may be that the former acts of Congress refer to 
them. I think the Senator, to make it satisfac- 
tory, should insertsome words by which it should 
have some reference by way of amendment to the 
acts that have heretofore been passed by Congress 
in relation to this road. 

Mr. KENNEDY. I have no objection to that. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will 
stat to the Senator from Maine that it would not 
‘bein order, at this stage of the proceedings, to 
offer an amendment. « 

Mr. FESSENDEN. 
ment to an amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Thereisalread 
an amendment, and an amendment to the amend- 
ment; and a further amendment would not be in 
order. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. My suggestion is an 
amendment to the amendment, before we have 
finally passed on it. We have already made one 
amendment to it, and, I take it, there is no ob- 
jection, in point of form, to making another. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Will the Sen- 
ator send up his amendment? 

Mr. FESSENDEN. Yes, sir. It is, after the 
word “ granted,” to insert the words * by Con- 
gress;” so as to read, “heretofore granted by 
Congress.” : 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed 
to; and the amendment, asamended, was agreed to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amend- 
ment of the Senator from Penhsylvania (Mr. 
Cameron] is now in order, which he sent up to 
the Chair before. 

Mr. FESSENDEN.. I trust the Senator from 
Pennsylvania will waive that at present. 

Mr. CAMERON. I waive it. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. *1 move to reconsider the 
vote by which the first amendment of the com- 
mittee was adopted. It passed without my ob- 
servation. [wish to state a single objection to it. 

The motion to reconsider was agreed to; and 
the question recurred on agrecing to the amend- 
ment, which was, to insert the words ‘or other 
suitable’ between ‘pile’ and ‘ structure.” 

Mr. FESSENDEN. It will ‘be observed that 
the amendment is to insert the words ‘or other 
suitable.” Now, I have understood—it has been 
urged to me as an argument by this company— 
that the design was simply to erect a pile struc- 
ture, which would not offerany additional serious 
obstruction to navigation or create any very great 
difficulty, and which could be removed if neces- 
sary without very much trouble. By the inser- 
tion of these words, however, ‘‘or other suita- 


It would be an amend- 


ble,” you will authorize the company to build a | 


solid stone bridge there, if they sce fit, which is 


different entircly from the suggestion that was | 


made to me on the subject. Now, sir, I want to 
know whether the company design any such thing. 
If not, they may confine themselves, apprehend, 
and ought to confine themselves, to the first pro- 
vision which was inserted by the committee, on 
the statement, as I understood, of the persons 
who appeared on behalf.of the company. It will 
be seen manifestly that, if these words be inserted 
and this act be passed, this company will have 
authority to put down a solid stone structure, 
simply leaving draws, as inthe ordinary case, for 
the passage of vessels. I should be opposed to 
that in the present state of things there. I hope, 
therefore, the amendment will not be adopted. 
Mr. KENNEDY {have no desire at all to 


interfere in any way whatever with the rights of 
other corporations or other roads; nor do E want 
to take advantage of anybody by these words, 

“or other suitable structure;’’ and I am perfectly 
willing myself that the gentleman shall word the 
clause in his own terms. The only object we 
have is to get across the river, and connect with 
the continuous line of railroads that runs all the 

way to New Orleans, and to do it safely. 1 am 
perfectly willing that this bridge shall be’ built 
with such guarantees and restrictions in regard to 
the draw, and all other matters connected with it, 
as may suit all parties who have any opposition 
to it. The main objection to this bridge -has been 
urged heretofore from Georgetown. Their ob- 
jection has been based upon the idea that the pile 
bridge that stands there now has so greatly ob- 
structed the navigation of the river that the com- 
merce of Georgetown has been destroyed by it. 
That is notso. All the reports from the topo- 
graphical department, since 1804 to the present 
time, go to prove the fact that the navigation of 
the river has been improved by it. This day the 
water in that channel stands deeper than it did 
before that causeway and bridge were built. The 
evidence is all here before ma Iam perfectly 
willing, however, to agree to the Senator’s prop- 
osition, if he wants to put in any definite or spc- 
cific plan for building this bridge. AH that we 
want is the right of way across. You may give 
it with such checks and guards as you please. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. The Senator does not 
understand me. 1 do not feel disposed to discuss 
the question of the effect that has been produced 
by the former bridge, or what effect will be pro- 
duced by the new one. [I only say that there has 
been a question which has continued for some 
period of time, whether the present bridge should 
remain or not. If you grant this privilege to this 
company of erecting such a suitable structure as 
they may deem proper, the result is that that 
question is determined; because they may put 
down a bridge which, from its very nature and 
character, cannot be removed at all; and the ques- 
tion with regard toa solid, permanent bridge over 
the Potomac river at that place will be precluded 
forever by the very character of the erection itself. 
Now, I want the Senate to understand what the 
question is. If they are disposed to vote for con- 
tinuing this structure, very well. I have always | 
been opposed to it. Strike out the words now 
proposed to be inserted, and the company can | 
erect a pile bridge toanswer their purposes, which 
is the ordinary bridge. 

Mr. KENNEDY. Say ‘ or such suitable struc- 
ture as shall be approved by the Commissioner 
of Public Buildings,’’ or any other governmental 
authority that may be named. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. That does not save the 
question. You must name the kind of bridge, 
and that was done by the committee originally. | 

Mr. KENNEDY. Woll, strike out those 
words. 

Mr. YULEE. I hope that no amendment will | 
be made which may render valueless this bill. If j 
a majority of the Senate are in favor of allowing | 
the connection between the roads in Virginiaand | 
Maryland, [ hope that the bill which provides for 
that connection will be in such shape as will se- | 
cure us the advantage designed by the proposed į 
legislation. I apprehend that a difficulty, which 
may defeat the purpose of this bill, will grow out 
of the amendment proposed by the Senator from 
Maine, and which I find my friend from Mary- 
land disposed to adopt. A wooden pile bridge, 
I fear, would not have the strength and solidity 
necessary to make a safe structure for the passage | 
across the river, especially in seasons of the year | 
when very large drifis of ice are moving down | 

! 
| 


the river. A pneumatic pile bridge would be | 
strong enough, but it would be exceedingly ex- | 
pensive to cross that wide river with preumatic ; 
piles; and Į apprehend that the cost of crossing || 
on pneumatic piles would probably defeat the 
purpose of the bill, and defeat the construction, 
for the same reason that a construction by the || 
way of Georgetown is prevented, because the cost |! 
is beyond the advantage to the companies on |! 
whom it willbe thrown. I hope, therefore, that 
if a wooden pile bridge is not found to be asuffi- | 
ciently safe and stfong structure, the bill will open || 
to the parties who arc to construct the crossing || 
the privilege of making it in some other form, as | 


little obstructive to navigation as possible, but 


still secure and economical enough to permit its 
being made. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. Will the Senator allow 
me to ask him whether the bridge he speaks of 
will cost as much asa solid stone masonry struc- 
ture ? 

Mr. YULEE. Icannot say. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. It is very easy for any- 
body to answer. The expense does not stand in 
the way. 

Mr. YuLEE. The difficulty would be, that at 
one part of the river they might safely use piles, 
and at other parts 4 stone structure would be requi-~ 
site; but under the amendment as now proposed, 


| they would be obliged to use piles altogether; and 


inasmuch as the ordinary wooden pile would net 
answer the purpose, it would have to be pneu- 
matic piles all the way across, which would be 
extremely expensive. Í cannot say exactly what 
the cost of one pile is; but I think some ten or 
fifteen thousand dollars. 

Mr. DAVIS. More than that. 

Mr. YULEE. More than that for each pile. 

Mr. MASON. [If it is intended, Mr. Presi- 
dent, to connect this line of communication, North 
and South, by a bridge across the Potomac river, 
I suggest to the Senator who offered the amend- 
ment, and to the Senate generally, whether it 
would not be unwise to restrict the company in 
such manner as might really either disable them 
from doing the work, or compel them to make it 
so incomplete and destructive as to last buta very 
short time. Now, to build a railroad or viaduct 
across that river will be a very important and ex- 
pensive undertaking. The river there, L suppose, 


f must beat least a mile, or more than a mile, wide. 


We all know that, in the freshets in the early 
spring, coming down with immense bodies of ice, 
these structures are very seriously endangered, 
and more than once they have been carried away. 
I presume, therefore, that the best engineering 
skill will be called in aid by the company to see 
that it is properly done. 

Now, the amendment which was proposed from 
the committee leaves it discretionary with the 
company to make it a pile bridge, “ or other suit- 
able structure.” The Senator from Maine pro- 
poses to strike out those words, and to limit them 
toa pile bridge. I have very little knowledge of 
engineering; but I have some knowledge of the 
force of this river when it has the freshets in the 
spring with the great masses of ice which are 
brought down against any structure in it; and I 
think it would be unwise, therefore, if we intend 
to enable them to make this connection, which is 
really a very important one, to disable them in 
effect by restricting them as to the mode in which 
it shall be done. $ 

The Senator says that if these words “ or other 
suitable structure” are left in the bill, it will be 
in their power to put so solid a work there as to 


: be unsusceptible thereafter of being removed, if 


it should be contemplated at a future day to make 
avery solid structure for a highway as well as 
railroad. Well, avery solid structure, I suspect, 
will be put there, if it is necessary to effect the 
object of connecting the two roads; but it will be 
no mpre solid than will be necessary to effect the 
objects of the company to make a permanent 
bridge. The bill guards what is really the im- 


i| portant matter; for it provides that no matter what 


structure is there, it shall have the necessary fa- 
cilities for keeping open navigation by draws, &c. 
In the present bridge, which I have been familiar 
with for a great many years, many Senators may 
know there is a causeway, probably one fourth 
the distance of the bridge, running from the Dis- 
trict side over to the Virginia shore—a permanent 
causeway of carth and stone-—which obstructs 
the tide and the flow of the water, not injuriously 
atall, for itis built near the shore, and, in fact, 
where it does not affect the navigation; and be- 
yond that the whole structure is upon piles. Now, 
what this railroad company may contemplate I 
do not know. I should presume, however, that 
the structure which is already there, would be 
the best guide for our Government. They may 


| design, and probably do, merely to enlarge that 
; causeway, to widen it, so as to give them a 


breadth there for their railroad. 

Mr. KENNEDY. . I can say to the Senator 
that that is their view; to build a bridge alongside 
of the present onc on piles. 


Mr. MASON. I should suppose it was. Now, 


to-limit them, as you would ‘do-by-a pile bridge, | 


from widening that existing causeway, when that 
causeWay will be required to- be used for a high- 
way,and limiting them to -piles—a destructible 
material; or to prevent them from making a cause- 
way, if necessary, onthe Virginia side—I do not 
know how that would be—would be really prom- 
ising the right of way across ‘there in form, and 
denying it in fact. I can see no proper reason in 
limiting this privilege in any other way than itis 
limited by the bill—that it shall keep open navi- 
gation. ‘That is provided for in the bill. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. Mr. President, if the Sen- 
ate is disposed to place in the power of this com- 
pany the control of that river, so far as it may be 
necessary for them to have the control of it, in 
order to effect their purpose in their own way, 
very well. All the argument of the honorable 
Senator from Virginia is then applicable. Ido 
not know butitis so. But, sir, my experience 
has taught me tliat it is very unsafe to legislate in 
this way, namely: to passa bill which gives power 
to a company to avery great extent, and then 
take the words of Senators and their own as to 
what they mean to do with that power after the 
get it, or that they do not mean to use it. I shail 
explain to the Senate, by and by, that in this 
very case of the Baltimore and Ohio road is an 
instance of the danger of giving power and taking 
the declarations of the officers of the company as 
to how they mean to use that power aftcr they 

et it, : 
£ Now, sir, I do not say that it is not all right 
that they should have precisely the power that is 
granted by the words of this bill, to which I have 
adverted,.in order to effect their purpose; but my 
idea is this: if they meant to guard the river, and 
did not intend to have complete control over it, so 
far as the nature of their structure was concerned, 
they would have put the proper language in the 
bill describing to whatextent they wished to make 
this bridge solid, and ‘upon what part of it they 
would be content with the structure upon piles 
alone; which, undoubtedly, is adequate to the pur- 
pose, for it is used everywhere in riversas well as 
other places. 

: Now, all I have to say to the Senate is this: I 
have been utterly opposed to precluding the idea 
that that is to be an open river at some time or 
other. I have been overruled by the Senate in 
that view several times, although sometimes that 
view has been sustained; but not oflate. If, therc- 
fore, the Senate choose to adhere to the idea which 
it has held heretofore with reference to it—that a 
bridge was to exist there, and that it mightas well 
be a solid structure, and that all the interests of 
Georgetown which might be involved in it are to 
be considered as nothing—then it is very well to 

ass this billin its present language. But if they 
intend to keep that an open question, and not to 
part with the power which Congress has over the 
river at that point, then they must strike out these 
words; for nobody can help sceing that if you say 
they may erect such a bridge as is suitable, leav- 
ing it to them to decide whatit is, the whole power 
is gone from Congress with reference to that mat- 
ter, and they may do anything with the river and 
its channel, provided they leave a draw there, that 
they please to do. Senators will see that itis a 
very great power to put into the hands of a com- 
pany of thisdescription. Experience has shown 
me with reference to these companies, that, how- 
ever well they may be officered, when they once 
geta power under a charter, the interests of the 

ublic stand very little in the way of their own 
individual and corporate interests; and therefore 
my view is always to restrict them in the begin- 
‘ning, and never to grant power which is subject 
to their own construction, and which we have no 
control over. 

Mr. KENNEDY. Mr. President, when this 
application was made by the Baltimore company, 
they took into consideration their interest in this 
long line of road. They found themselves with 
a break occurring at the branch of a lateral road 
coming to this place, of some seven oreight miles. 
They have but forty miles in the entire chain of 
roads from New York to New Orleans. They 
have expended $1,600,000 in making their branch 
from here to Baltimore, and they have been very 
unjustly dealt with by the State of Maryland. 
The State of Maryland has imposed a tax upon 
this road of one fifth of its gross receipts. In a 


spirit of accommodation they are willing to build ! 


they are now willing, provided the expense:of 
building this connection is not too great, to fill 
up this broken gap. . 
Some three or four years ago there was a report 
made, in obedience to'a resolution of Congress, 
respecting the construction of a new and substan- 
tial bridge across the Potomac. It has always 
been regarded that the Government was bound 
to keep up a permanent bridge for the travel be- 
tween this city and Alexandria. In 1808a charter 
was given to a bridge company, who, after they 
had completed their bridge, formed connections 
with various turnpike roads»making new inter- 
ests, extending into different parts of Virginia. 
In 1832 this bridge company was bought.out by 
the Government of the United States. Two hun- 
dred thousand dollars were paid for it, upon the 
express condition on the part of the Government 
that it should keep upa good and sufficient bridge 
there permanently. The people of Georgetown, 
at the same time, made application to Congress 
for $150,000, in consideration of what they claimed 
to be the damage done to them by making this a 
permanent bridge. They asked, in a memorial 
which I have here before me, this appropriation 
of $150,000 to improve their harbor, and to make 
a bridge across the Little Falls, leading into the 
upper part of Fairfax and Loudoun counties, in 
Virginia, and a free road to that point. That 
sum of $150,000 was given to them by Congress 
upon the same day that the $200,000 was appro- 
priated to build a good and sufficient and perma- 
nent bridge here. The Georgetown people have 
in this way been paid for any supposed damage 
that they laid claim to by the building of this 
bridge. In the memorial in which they made 
that application, they state distinctly that they 
have lost their trade, not by obstructions in that 
river at all, but by the fact of other railroad com- 
munications being made into that portion of Vir- 
ginia from whence Georgetown drew her supplies, 
and to which she furnished supplies in return; 
that the Baltimore ané Ohio railroad running into 
the valley of Virginia at the town of Winchester, 
in Frederick county, there tapped the valley coun- 
ties of Virginia, with theirlarge amount of prod- 
uce, which, prior to the construction of this road, 
was all brought to Georgetown; from which, in 
return, they obtained supplies by the wagons that 
brought the grain and produce from. thatsection. 
It is clearly stated in their memorial that the trade 
of that vast valley has been carried down to Bal- 
timore on this line of railroad; but since then, 
Alexandria, which was also a sufferer, has run 
her line into the valley of Virginia; and Alexan- 
dria is now recciving a large amount of the prod- 
uce brought by these roads out of the upper part 
of the valley of Virginia, and supplies, in great 
part, the wants of the city of Washington over 
the road to the Long Bridge. I forget now the 
amount of travel, the number of cattle, the num- 
ber of wagons, &c., passing over it last year; but 
it was some very large amour! . 
Georgetown. has been seeking to prevent this 
connection with the hope that, some day or other, 
this-bridge will be taken away, and she thereby 
get clear of a troublesome rival—Alexandia—for 
this market; because, ifthe produce that goes into 
Alexandria, and that is now brought from there 
over this free bridge into the city of Washington, 
shall be excluded, Georgetown will have a great 
advantage. She has her frée bridge running over 
the Little Falls with a road into the counties of 
Fairfax and Loudoun, connecting with the Lou- 
doun and Hampshire railroad; she hasa free road 
connecting with that bridge; and I may say here 
that she got $5,000 last year from this very Con: 
gress upon what she demanded as a right, as 
money advanced by her to build that bridge upon 
the appropriation of the $150,000 granted in 1832. 


i 


Without ‘going farthe j 
come back to. the question now: be “and 
that is, simply as “to granting: the-right-of way 
acros this bridge to connect with thé greateystenr 
of railroads leading to the South west. “An‘order 
was made, in 1857, to the topographical corps to: 
survey the differentroutes, and report irfavoroF 
a permanent structure, -Mr.:Rives; who wag.the. 
engineer deputed for the service, reported> ; 

`u An elevation of a ‘cast-iron arch bridge accom 
this report: Such'astructure would be handsome and dura- 
ble, aithough its expense would be Nttle inferior to that of 
the stone: arch bridge, which is greatly superior iù an 
bility and beauty. Da : PARIN 

“It has occurred to me that hoiler-plate girders, résting: 
on pneumatic cast-iron cylinders, would forma substantial: 
and economical: bridge, presenting, however, no.attfactions - 
in an architectural point of view”? > hha et 


I believe: my friend from: Florida asked: what 
would be the cost of a -bridge of pneumatic cyls 
Iinders. ioo te aos PoE O SE ep ap eed 

“An additional cylinder, terminating in aninclined plane, 
would probably form an effectual protection against the ices 


The estimated cost of stich a bridge would be about ning 
hundred thousand dollars,” : 7 $ 


Now, sir, the whole cost of the connection:con: 
templated by this company now. does not:exceed, 
including the tunnel under the public grounds and 
all, over $250,000... Therefore ‘it is not-contem- 
plated tomake an experisive permanent structure: 

ine hundred thousand dollars is the cost:of.a 
bridge upon the plan suggested in: this. report. 
Mr. Rives‘goes on to say, in accordance with: his 
instructions and orders: ae 

« With regard to railroad connection, the Long Bridge 
site presents every desirable facility: A connection with 
the Baltimore and Washington depot was: thoroughly ex- 
amined, and most favorable results obtained. ‘I'he proposed 
route would be from the bridge along’ Maryland avenue ‘to 
south C street, thence direct to within a' short distance ‘ot 
the canal, at which point commences a curve of one thou- 
sand feet radius, leading to a tunnel entrance at south B 
street,” &c. i glk aos tated an te 

Showing that this connection is better adapted 
for the transportation of the mails, affords greater 
facilities, and is altogether a.more eligible: site, 
and can be made for less money-than anyother: In 
conformity with this view laid down by Mr. Rives, 
the topographical engineer, the Baltimore and Ohio 
Railroad Company have made an examination 
and an estimate for this proposed structure, and 
their estimate for the whole work does not excced 
$250,000. Ft is therefore evident that they do not 
contemplate (what the honorable Senator sup- 
poses might be their object) making a permanent 
structure to the injury of Georgetown hereafter. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. Will the. Senator allow 
me to ask him aquestion. [havelistened towhat 
he has said, and Í wish to ask him whether, if-we 
pass this bill, they cannot vary from their esti- 
mates, vary from their plans, throw them allaside, 
adopt other plans, and do justas they please with 
reference to the river? : 

Mr. KENNEDY. Iam not disposed to argue 
this point much further. . I am perfectly willing 
to let the Senator amend the bill in this respect to 
suit himself, If he thinks the word.“suitable??. . 
is too vague and not specific enough; Tam per- 
fectly willing to amend the clause; so as to niake 
itread “ by meansof «pile or other suitable struc: 
ture to be approved by the President of the Uni- 
ted States.”’ a 

Mr. FESSENDEN. Oh, no. 

Mr. KENNEDY. How will you have it? 
Strike out the words altogether, if you please, 
and confine them to a pile structure. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. That is my proposition. 

Mr. KENNEDY. Iam perfectly willing.: 

Mr. FESSENDEN, Then let us reject the 
amendment. Bae 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question 
is on agreeing to the amendment which has-been 
reconsidered. : 

The question was put; and the amendment was 
declared agreed to. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. I move to amend the bill 
by adding ‘to the first section faa 

The PRESIDING OFFICER.. Does the Sen- 
ator from Maine understand that the first.amend- 
ment reported by the committee was agreed to 
From the conversation between’ the Senator from. 
Maryland and the Senator from Maine, the Chair 
supposed that there was an implied understand: 
ing that it should be-rejected. 4n tt uH 

Mr. FESSENDEN. I understood it tobe 


rejected, i 8 
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‘ The PRESIDING OFFICER. . The Chair did 
hot.so understand the result; but the fact is that 
yery few Senators voted on either side, and the 
Chair will put the question again. The question 
is on agreeing to the amendment reported by the 
committee which has been reconsidered. ° 

The amendment was rejected. 


Mr- FESSENDEN..I move to amend by add- 
ing to the first section: s 

And provided. further, That from and after the accept- 
ance ofthe privileges conferred by this act, the property of 
the said company within the District of Columbia shail be 
subject to taxation as real estate, in the same manner and 
to the same extent as the real estate of individuals, except- 
ing, however, the road-bed of the said company within said 
District. ; 

I will state the grounds upon which I offer the 
amendment. I do it af the request of certain gen- 
tlemen connected with the city corporation here. 
J-understand that when the original charter was 
granted by Maryland to this company, there was 
an exemption from taxation, in consideration of 
the fact that a certain sum was levied upon each 

assenger for: the benefit of the State of Mary- 
and—fifty cents, I think, on a person passing 
through the State—and which was in full of all 
taxes and assessments whatever. When Con- 
gross passed the bill allowing the road to be ex- 
tended into the District of Columbia, there was a 
clause in it which gave the right to the company 
upon the same terms with their original: charter. 
I understand that the attention of the officers of 
the road was called to it at the time, and the an- 
swer was made, that they did not intend to avail 
themselves of that exemption here in the District 
of Columbia; but, as a matter of fact, they have 
objected, and all their property of every kindand 
description in the District of Columbia, including 
their valuable real estate, is holden free from as- 
sessments forthe support of the government here, 
to which other property is subject.” 1 suspect that 
it is the only instance of the kind on record. The 
property of these corporations, the real estate 
especially, isalways considered as fit for taxation, 
like all other property. It will be at once per- 
ceived that it has the berief of the protection of 
the city, of the police of the city—such protection 
as it may afford; and ithasall the other privileges 
that are common to other property in the city, 
Now, is there any reason in the world why this 
large and valuable property of the Baltimore and 
Ohio Railroad Company within the District of 
Columbia should not pay its proportion to the 
support of the several items of municipal expense 
like other property? I can see none; and I think 
now, when we are granting them additional priv- 
ileges in this city—the privilege to pass across it 
and to pass across the river within the District— 
they should subject themselves willingly to what 
all other companies of the same character are 
subjected to; pay their proportion of taxation 
according to the property that they hold within 
the limits of the District, for municipal purposes; 
and I have moved the amendment for the purpose 
of effecting that object. It strikes me as emi- 
nently proper. 

Mr. MASON. The effect of the amendment, 
I understand, will be not only to subject to mxa- 
tion this new structure that this company will 
make through the city of Washington, bu to 
subject to taxation their present property within 
the District, which, I understand, is not now sub- 
ject to taxation, 

Mr. FESSENDEN. Certainly; that is my 
purpose. ; 

Mr. MASON. I would ask the honorable 
Senator if that right or privilege is asked for by 
the city of Washington? 


Mr. FESSENDEN. Isaid that I offered the 


amendment at the requestand suggestion of some | 


gentlemen who are members of the city corpora- 
tion. It was suggested to me by the Mayor of 
Washington this morning, and it had been before. 

Mr. MASON. I did not know how that fact 
was. I do not know anything about the previ- 
ous legislation on this subject; but I had pre- 
sumed that if the city of Washington allowed the 
railroad company to make its present structures 
within the city limits without at that time asking 
that they should be subject to taxation, it must 
have been upon some arrangement or actual com- 
pact between them, tacit, if not express. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. It was stated to me, as 
I said, that at the time when the original act was 
under consideration to allow them to extend their 


road into this: District, this objection was made 
and pointed out to the officers of the company, it 
being said to them that they were not subject to 
taxation in Maryland, and. that by the terms of 
the act all their property-here would be holden 
free from taxation. The answer was, that that 
might be so; but that they did not intend to avail 
themselves of that privilege within the District. 
But after the act went into. operation—and it is 
in accordance, of course, with the proceedings of 
all companies in like cases—when the attempt 
was made to subject them to assessment, then 
the legal objection was made; and from that time 
tu the present they have paid nothing. Now, it 
is manifest to my mind that all the property of 
this company ought to be taxed just like all prop- 
erty of other corporations and of individuals. No 
consideration whatever is received by this city 
more than is received by other cities in like cases. 

Mr. MASON. The informant of the honorable 
Senator, whoever he was, meant, of course, to 
ascribe bad faith to the company. Now, I have 
hardly a personal acquaintance with any member 
of the company that Í know of, and no other feel- 
ing than a desire to facilitate this connection; but I 
submit to the Senate and to that Senator, whether, 
upon looseand informal conversations in that way 
with gentlemen who are members of the City 
Councils, or whoever they are, it would be respect- 
ful or respectable in us necessarily to ascribe bad 
faith to a company in which I doubt not there are 
men of as high character as are to be found in the 
country. If they did plant their public works 
within the city of Washington with an exemption 
from taxation under existing laws in Maryland, 
stating at the same time that they would notavail 
themselves of that exemption, and afterwards did, 
there was not only bad faith but mendacity. Now 
I can hardly conceive that if the city of Wash- 
ington designed or desired to tax that property, 
if it was a greater object to the city to tax it than 
to have the benefit of its presence and the terminus 
of the road here at that time, they would have 
been content with loose conversation. J am sure 
the Senator from Maine would not have been; I 
am sure I would not have been. Men are not 
accustomed to transact important business in that 
loose manner, subject to the caprices, or subject 
to the improprieties, as it may be, of one of the 
parties. J know nothing about the facts; but I 
can hardly conceive it possible thata railroad com- 
pany, with a law that exempted them from tax- 
ation, could have satisfied the authorities of the 
city of Washington thatthey didnot mean toavail 
themselves of the privilege of that law. These 
loose and informal conversations are more apt to 
mislead than to enlighten our judgments. 

This new structure that the company are to 
make will be one, doubtless, of very great ex- 
pense; because they are to tunnel through the 
Capitol Hill under some of the streets, and they 
are to make an erection across the river. The 
increased emolument they will derive from that 
portion of the road will be very little in propor- 
tion to the expenditure; and now, to avail our- 
selves of their request, to extend the power of tax- 
ation over property now cxempt from taxation; 
would be a burden that [ should think they could 
hardly bear. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. Ido not consider it ma- 
terial at all, whether there was this bad faith or 
not. It was given to me as an explanation of the 
matter. It is very clear, there is no dispute about 
the fact that they are not now subject to taxation. 
If that is so, it appears to me just and reasonable 
that they should be. IfI have been misinformed 
in any particular—and I have not looked at the 
acts—of course what I have said will go for noth- 
ing. I shall be very happy to be corrected, if I 
am in error at all; butif the factis that this large 
amount of property in this city is not subject to 
assessment for taxes at this time, and no consid- 
eration has been paid for the exemption, I think 
on every principle it should be subject to taxa- 
tion; and therefore Í shall insist on the amend- 
ment, unless gentlemen can give a better explan- 
ation than I have heard. 

Mr. DAVIS. 
Baltimore and Ohio railroad, through the city of 
Washington, with the great system of southern 
roads, is to the advantage of other persons rather 
than of the company. It is well known that the 
great capital of that company is invested in the 
Baltimore and Ohio road. The road to this city 


I suppose the connection of the- 


is a mere branch, small in extent, small in its 
amount-of business compared with the other; and 
the connection of that branch with the system of 
southern roads is to the advantage of other people 
ratherthan of the company; and any incumbranee, 
either by taxation in the District or by any oner- 
ous: requirement as to how the connection shall 
be formed, may deter the company from the un- 
dertaking. J think the connection of this vacant 
link of great importance to others; of some im- 
portance to the company certainly, or they would 
not undertake it; but only important when every 
facility is afforded to them to enable them to make 
it at the smallest expense.. I regret, therefore, 
that any condition should be imposed upon them 
in relation to the bridge, other than such as was 
necessary to secure the navigation. The remarks 
of the Senator from Maine, so far as they were 
directed to the public question of the navigation 
of the river, I thought entirely correct; and I con- 
curred with him in all his remarks so far as they 
tended to that result. Beyond that, I do not see 
why we should engage in the question of the 
bridge. The railroad company have an interest 
in making the best bridge they can afford to build. 
A bridge which resists the ice, and which bears 
the sudden concussion of the track running over 
it, must be a peculiar structure. If they avail 
themselves of the present causeway for the greater 
portion of the bridge, the remainder of it must be 
gonstructed upon a plan which will serve the pur- 
pose of the railroad company; and if we impose 
the restriction thet it shall not interfere with the 
navigation of the river, I think we do all that the 
public interests require. I will say here that I 
have known no occasion in which Congress have 
undertaken to interfere with an engineering ques- 
tion, to direct how any engineering problem 
should be solved, that they have not done mischief 
and mischief only; and I should be glad on this 
occasion if we would simply allow this compan 
to construct the coMnection of their branch wit 
the southern roads, without throwing in any hin- 
drance, either in the form of taxation or in direc- 
tions as to the enginecring problem of how they 
shall cross the river. 

Mr. CAMERON. Mr. President, I am sur- 
prised that there should Be any objection to pay- 
ing this tax to the city of Washington. This is 
the most profitable piece of railroad in the United 
States—forty miles of railroad on which the charge 
is $1 50. ‘They pay say fifty’cents of that to the 
State of Maryland; but one dollar is the highest 
price paid for traveling the same distance on any 
road north ofthis. The road is constantly crowded 
with passengers, and so profitable is it, that within 
a month Í will guaranty to find a company who 
will make a road alongside of it, and who will 
agree to pay taxation on all their property, and 
give you a bonus besides, if you wish. The truth 
is that there is business enough for two roads here. 
This is aclose corporation, which has been man- 
aging its affairs entirely for its own benefit. The 
Senator from Maryland believes these gentlemen 
are notanxious to make the connection, He tells 
us every now and then that if we do not hurry up 
and give them this privilege, they will make their 
arrangements to go around the town. I am not 
in favor of their going through this town unless 
they do it to the satisfaction of the citizens of 
Washington and of Georgetown. 

The Senator from Maryland said, a little while 
ago, that the channel above this bridge was deeper 
now than ever before. That is probably true;.but 
the reason for it is, that the city of Georgetown 
paid, during the last summer, more than ten thou- 
sand dollars for deepening the channel and remov- 
ing the deposits which have been made there in 
consequence of this bridge, as they say. A large 
portion of the citizens here say that this new road 
is to be an injury to them. "They have nobody 
in this House or the other to represent their 
wishes; but it is the duty of Congress to take 
care of theirinterests. [believe that this company 
should be willing to pay these taxcs. They ought 
to do it. They have possibly $300,000 worth of 
property in this town. I do not know how much 
itis; but I presume it is that much atleast. The 
taxation which is charged property-holders here 
I understand is sixty cents on the $100. That 
rate on $300,000 would give $18,000 a year—a 
sum of money small, probably, to the company, 
but which would be very large and useful to the 
people of this city. There is no reason why a poor 
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man, owning a little bit of a hat here, valued at | 
five or six hundred dollars, should pay taxes on 
it out of the little pittance he gets for working 
at his daily labor, when this immense and profit- 
able corporation refuses to pay taxes, and refuses 
upon a trick, as I understand. F am told that 
they came here and said they had no intention to 
take advantage of the act of the State of Mary- 
land, Certainly, if it had been mentioned that 
they intended to pay to the State of Maryland 
twenty per cent. upon all their receipts in this 
District, no member of Congress would have 
given them the right to come into the District. 
The road runs for about six miles in the District; 
from this city out to Bladensburg; and thattwenty 
per cent, is taken off every passenger who travels 
over it. very man going over this road is com- 
pelled to pay a bonus of twenty per cent. on the 
charge of the company; and the charge itsclf is 
_ avery high onc. Besides that, they permit no- 
body to come across here who they think inter- 
feres with their business. No man traveling north 
from Baltimore can have his baggage checked 
through here, or can have any connection at all, 
unless it just happens to suit this company. They 
will not check that baggage through because they 
say the northern travel is a rival; for the reason 
that some eighty or ninety miles north of Balti- 
more a road branches off to the west at Harris- 
burg, which they regard as a rival to their road. 
What if itis? What right have they to obstruct 
this channel? What right have they to close the 
gates between this city and Baltimore and other 
cities north, east, and west? We have a chain of 
railroads running from Baltimore to the north, 
reaching the lakes at Niagara Falls, bringing the 
distance between Niagara Falls and the city of 
Washington within ten miles of what it is from 
Niagara Falls to the city of New York. We 
have another. railroad running up through Penn- 
sylvania going to the northeast, at Northumber- 
land, going out to Lake Ontario, passing through 
Syracuse, and all thatsection of New York, We 
have another railroad from Harrisburg running 
dircetly to the city of New York; but here we are 
taxed fifty cents in going through, because it costs 
you fifty cents to get your baggage carried across 
Baltimore from the depot of this company to the 
other depot. : They will check through the bag- 
gage of those going to Philadelphia directly, be- 
cause they have a connection with and a pecu- 
niary interest in common with that road; and 
this is a combined appeal on behalf of the Balti- 
more and Ohio Railroad Company and the Phil- 
adelphia, Wilmington and Baltimore Railroad 
Company, to exclude all others. I shal] offer an 
amendment in regard to that connection after a 
while. | intended now to speak more particularly 
to the question of taxation. I think it is butright 
that the property of this company here should be 
taxed, 

Mr. KENNEDY. May Iask the honorable 
Senator a single question? Do I understand him 
to say that there is no connection now between 
the Baltimore and Ohio road and the road running 
to Harrisburg? : 

Mr. CAMERON. Isay there is no connection 
by which your baggage can be checked through. 
You can carry it yourself and get it along the best 
way you can. i 

Mr. KENNEDY. I do not know anything 
about the baggage being checked. The two roads 
do not join; one 1s on one side of the city and the 
other on the other; but the advertisement of the 
Northern Central railway shows that they do 
connect with two trains a day. 

Mr. CAMERON. So they do; but we do not 
get our baggage carried over. Aman has to take 
charge of his own baggage when he reaches Bal- 
timore from here. 


wren 


Four trains pass out a day, I 
believe, from here, and only two of them connect. 

Mr. KENNEDY. There is the same connec- 4 
tion precisely as with the roads running to New 
York. : 

Mr. CAMERON. No, sir. : 

Mr. KENNEDY. They connect but twice a 
day from here to New York, I believe. The 
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advertisement of the Northern Central railway, 
which I have before me, says: 

“The Harrisburg accommodation train daily at 6, p. m., 
for the west and northwest. 

“ 'Travelers from Washington and the South by the 6.20, 
a. m., and 3.20, p. m., trains make connection with the trains 
over this road.” 

Mr. CAMERON. Yes, at 6.20 in the morning 
and 3.20 in the evening. 

Mr. KENNEDY. There are connections twice 
a day. 

Mr. CAMERON. Because it suits their con- 
venience; and by that arrangement they have 
compelled the road running north to put on an 
extra train, or else we should make no connection 
in the after part of the day.. We have to run three 
trains a day instead of two. 

Mr. BENJAMIN. Before the vote is taken 
on this amendment, I will merely state. that the 
Senator from Pennsylvania ie probably mistaken, 
as wel] as the Senator from Maine, as to the im- 
portance of the amendment. [understand from 
the Mayor of Washington that the property of 
the Baltimore and Ohio Railroad Company in this 
city docs net amount to over $100,000; and the 
tax on that, at sixty cents on the $100, would 
make only $600, instead of $18,000. Rather a 
large margin. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. I do not wish to occupy any 
time. Ido not think it is wise for us to throw 
any obstacles in the way of the construction of 
this improvement. I think that this extension is 
more for the benefit of the public than of the com- 
pany. Ithink the plan they propose to adopt, and 
the line upon which they propose to run this con- 
necting link of road, is the very best that could 
be selected for the city. They propose, at the 
junction of G street and First street, to make a 
tunnel under the hill, where it can incommode 
nobody; where it will run aeross no street, to in- 
terrupt travel; where the noise of the cars will not 
disturb us; where there will be no possible incon- 
venience from it; and then to run to the river, 
and form the connection between the North and 
the South. It isa great convenience to the travel- 
ing publie to be able to check baggage through, 
and make connections right through, without, in 
the night, being compelled to get into omnibuses, 
exposed to the weather. Ifa man has his family 
with him, perhaps sick children, it is a very great 
exposure and hazard and inconvenience. 1 have 
traveled this route very often, both northward and 
southward. E know the inconvenience of the want 
of gonnection. Ido not think it is any objection 
to this proposition that there are no connections 
in other cities. There ought to be everywhere. 
These impediments in the way of connection in 
travel are a burden upon the community—an in- 
convenicnce-—without one redeeming advantage. 
Inasmuch as this company are willing to bear the 
expense of this extension, so as to accommodate 
the public more than themsclves—to save the 
public moncy rather than themselves—I do think 
we ought to impose as few burdens on them as 
possible. Lam decidedly in favor of the meas- 
ure, and without any embarrassments upon it. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. I am sorry to say so 
much upon this subject; but what has fallen from 
the honorable Senator from Illinois induces me 
to say another word. He talks about our inter- 
posing obstructions in the way of this public im- 
provement. Why, sir, these parties come to us 
and ask a privilege; they come here and ask us 
to give them leave to do this things and when you 
talk about their exerting themselves here for the 
benefit of the public, and not their own, Í appre- 
hend you are finding a remarkable ease im the 
world, when you find a corporation which is will- 
ing to do something at its own expense for the 
benefit of the public. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. My expression was, that 
this is more for the benefit of the public than of 
themselves. No doubtit is mutually beneficial. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. They intend to have it 
bencficial to themselves, at any rate. Now, what 
do Í ask in behalf of the corporation of Wash- 
ington; because we are their guardians: we legis- 


| ment to offer. 


late for them, and we are bound to see that they 
are treated properly in any- of: these’ privileges 
which we grant to outsiders? Merely—nothing” 
further—that' this company shall pay ‘upon its 
property in the city of Washington, which re- 
ceives the protection of the municipal authorities 
here, such as it may be, its fair proportion of the 
taxation, in order to pay the expenses: of. that 

rotection. Nothing more, nothing less. © This 
1s notimposing any burdens on these corporators 
which they ought not to bear. It is throwing no 
difficulties in theirt way. The amount, to be sure, 
is not large, but it may be important to the city. 
Whether their property is one, or two, or three 
hundred thousand dollars, the more the amount 
of property the more the propriety of their pay- 
ing something for the privilege ‘afforded to them. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. | The. question 
is on the amendment offered by the Senator from 
Maine. : : 

Mr. FESSENDEN. I ask for the yeas and 
naya on my amendment. 

he yeas and nays were ordered; and being 
taken, resulted—yeas 19, nays 24; as follows: : 

YEAS—Messrs. Anthony, Baker, Bingham, Cameron, 
Chandler, Clark, Cojlamer, Dixon, Doofittle, Durkee, Fes- 
senden, Foot, Foster, Grimes, Harlan, King, Polk, Sim- 
mons, and Wilson—19. 

NAYS—Messrs. Benjamin, Bragg, Clingman, Davis, 
Douglas, Fitzpatrick, Green, Gwin, Hemphill, Hunter, 
Iverson, Johnson of Arkansas, Johnson of ‘Tennessee, 
Kennedy, Lane, Latham, Mason, Nicholson, Powell, 
Saulsbury, Slidell, Toombs, Wigfall, and Yulee—24, : 


So the amendment was rejected. 


Mr. FESSENDEN. I have another amend- 
I move to strike out the words, 
‘have authority,” in the second line of the sec- 
ond section, and insert the words, ‘* be required.” 
That is the clause with reference to a tunnel. As 
the bill stands at present, they may make the 
tunnel now, or not, as they please; butas thatis 
a requisition upon them, and it is intended it 
should be so, I think it should be made impera- 
tive. I presume there can be no objection to this 
amendment. 

Mr. KENNEDY. I accept it, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amend- 
ment will be considered as adopted by the unan- 
imous consent of the Senate The Chair hears 
no objection. : 
` Mr. FESSENDEN. I have some other amend- 
ments that I should like to propose. I move to 
insert, at the end of the second section, the follow- 
ing: aH 
Provided, They first obtain the consent of the corporate 
authorities of the city of Washington, aud upon such terms 
and conditions as may be prescribed by said authorities. 

I will explain this amendment in: one word, 
sir, The provision to which: it has reference is 
the provision that they may use. steam 1n pass- 
ing through the city, ‘In all these charters with 
which I have been acquainted, where permission 
is given to use steam power in passing through a 
city, it is placed under the direction and subject 
to the conditions that may be imposed by the 
city authorities. I think it should be sò in this 
case, and not give a power which might be not 
only exceedingly inconvenient but dangerous to 
the city, unless regulated properly by the author- 
ities. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. Is the amendment of the 
Senator from Maine so limited that it applies 
merely to the running, or is it to the making of 
the road? 

Mr. FESSENDEN. It applies merely to the 
use of steam power, ao: 

Mr. KENNEDY. I do not know whether I 
exactly understand the terms of this amendment. 
Is it intended that the clause shall read: ‘and 
the said company shall have power to use steam 
or locomotive power’on the whole or any part of 
said road hereby extended”? under the control of 
the city authorities? : i 

Mr. FESSENDEN. No, sir; So far as the 
use of steam power is concerned, they must ob- 
tain the consent of the city authoritics, and they 


may impose conditions. | 2 
Mr KENNEDY 1 hardly know whether I 
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can very well accept that amendment, because it 
will destroy really one of the great features of this 
wholeplan. The objectisto run under the grounds 
ef the Capitol, away on the further side of the 
public square, entirely out of sight, with their 
steam engines. The very object in going under 
Gapitol-hill by a tunnel is to have the use of steam; 
so that they can have an unbroken chain from 
here all the way through. They can run the same 
‘cars-and the same engines. If they are to be de- 
prived of the use. of steam inside of the town, they 
may. as well use the ordinary horse road. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. My answer to that is, 
that it must be under the control of somebody. 
They do not go through this city all the way in 


the tunnel. It is only fora very short distance, | 


commencing at the back of the Capitol. They 
come out in the marsh below, and they then pass 
through the main streets of the city. As the bill 
now stands, they may go as they please with ref- 
erence to that matter. Of course, the city author- 
ities would not interfere to prevent it, unless it 
was dangerous to themselves. It simply imposes 
the condition upon them that the 
ject to such restriction as may be imposed by the 
city authorities in reference to the use of steam 
power. It isin all the charters within my knowl- 
edge where a railroad company is authorized to 
usc steam passing through a city. How is it in 
the city of Baltimore? They do not allow them 
to go through at all. 

Mr. KENNEDY. Oh, yes, sir. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. They do not do it; that 
is to say, from depot to depot. 

Mr. KENNEDY. The steam cars come into 
the city at night, and go through when the main 
travel is off. They do not in connecting with 
Philadelphia. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. They do not doit in the 
day time. 

Mr. KENNEDY. I would prefer it if the amend- 
ment were altered, so as that it should be made 
subject to such regulation as Congress shall de- 
termine. 


Mr. WESSENDEN. Oh, Congress cannot man- | 


age such matters. The city authorities are the 
proper persons to do it, 

Mr. KENNEDY. Well, sir, let us make a 
provision regulating their rate of speed. 


Mr. FESSENDEN. Thatis covered by the | 


phrase, ‘upon such terms and conditions.” 

Mr. KENNEDY. [think the amendment in- 
cludes rather more than the Scnator states, It 
would give power to the city to exclude the use 
_of steam entirely. I would rather have a vote on 
the amendment, ; 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is the Senate 
ready for the question on the amendment? 

Mr. KENNEDY. 1 am perfectly willing to 
agree to it, if the gentleman will name such rates 
of speed as shall be agreed upon. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. I cannot do that, sir. 

Mr. KENNEDY. Then 1 cannot accept the 
amendment. 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. I have not got through 
with my amendments. J want to make this bill 
somewhat decent, or at any rate todo my duty 
by it. I move to strike out the third section giv- 
ing them power to build a horse-railroad within 
the limits of the city to other points. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The section 
proposed to be striken out will be read. 

The Seerctary read it, as follows: 

“ Seo. 3. And be it further enacted, That power and au~ 
thority are bereby given to said company to lay a track, and 
to use the same fur the transportation of passengers and 
treight, from some suitable point on the route hereby au- 
thorized to be extended to tide-water, between the said 
Long Bridge and the Navy-yard, so as to be connected with 
southern lines of steamboats plying on the Potomac river.” 


Mr. KENNEDY, I trust the Senate will not 
strike out that provision. It is to accommodate 
another section of the country entirely. That 
road.is to go down and connect by the arsenal 
with the steamboats that run to Richmond and the 
lower route still, entirely off this line. It is for 
the lower routes, through the lower part of Vir- 
ginia and North Carolina. 

Mr. FESSENDEN,. That may be the object; 
but it is not fully defined.. 

Mr. KENNEDY. I cannot conccive what 
possible harm or what possible objection can be 
urged to that provision. 


shall be sub- } 


{ 
| 


| ages to the one route over the other on this sub- 
| ject, which, E suppose, ought not to be done. 


| to encounter. 


si 


Mr. FESSENDEN. The difficulty arises from 
the want of sufficient definitivencss in the section. 

Mr. MASON. If this amendment prevails, it 
would be giving advantages to one of these con- 
tinuous routes leading to the South over another. 
There is a continuous railroad now from the town 
of Alexandria to Memphis, in Tennessee, and be- 
yond that point. The bill authorizes the Balti- 
more and Ohio Railroad) Company to build a 
bridge across the river to connect with that rail- 
road. That will be a very important privilege to 
this southern railroad. Then there isa very im- 
portant route which connects at Washington city 
by steamboats plying from the city of Washing- 
ton to Aquia creek, in Virginia, where it meets a 
railroad, and passes south, through Richmond, 
North Carolina, &c. This section which the 
Senator proposes to strike out, is to enable that 
line to connect directly at Washington by means 
of the railroad provided for in the section; and if 
it is stricken out, it will give very great advant- 


The amendment was rejected. 


Mr. FESSENDEN. Now, I move in the fourth 
section, after the word ‘*time,’’ in the sixth line, 
to insert the words ** not exceeding one year from 
the passage of this act.’’ It will be observed that, 
until this tunncl is completed, we are in the power 
of this railroad company to carry passengers and 
freight across here in front of the Capitol, or any 
other direction they choose to go; and I think 
there should be some limitation of time, because, 
if thete is not, they may take their own time, and 
never build the tunnel at all. 

Mr. KENNEDY. [ trust that the amendment 
will not prevail; for it must be apparent to every 
geniemen that you eannot make a tunnel of the 
ength of this one in one year. Ido not know 
what time they will take; but I want to give them 
time enough to do it. Their object will be to get 
it done at as early a day as they possibly can, | 
after the work has been commenced. It depends 
entirely on what sort of material they have got 
If they do not find rock, they may 
do it in the course, perhaps, of cighteen months, 
or two years; but l should not like to say less | 


than two years. It 


Mr. FESSENDEN. [desire that they may 
have reasonable time. It is not my intention to 
limit them to any time in which they are to doit, 
but to have it done in a reasonable time. If one 
year is not enough, take a longer time; but cer- ; 
tainly I think it ought to be done in one year. 

Mr. KENNEDY. Say two or three years. I 
do not believe myself that they can do 1t in two 

ears. 

Mr. WILSON. I understand that the parties 
desired five years. I may be mistaken in that. I 
will suggest to the Senator from Maryland to call 
it three years. 

Mr. KENNEDY. [accept that suggestion. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Sen- 
ator from Maine accept the amendment to the į 
amendment, to insert three years instead of one? 

Mr. FESSENDEN. J am willing to accept 
an amendment to insert two years. I do not sce 
why it should take three years to make a tunnel 
here going through this hill, where there is no 
rock excavation at all, but merely to dig through 
the hill; and if this great Baltimore and Ohio road, 
to make a tunnel for that little distance, require 
more than two years, they will never do it at all. 
It is idle to tallaboutthere not being time enough 
to do it in two years, if they intend to do it at 
all. Iwillaccepttwo years. That certainly must 
be ample. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question 
ig on the amendment as modified; to insert two 
years instead of one. 

Mr. KENNEDY. I will accept it. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. I move to insertafter the 
words **the same,’’ in the fifth line of the fourth | 
section, the words, “‘ by horse power.” Other- 
wise we shall have the engines running here for 
the next two years in front of the Capitol. 

Mr. KENNEDY. Ihave no objection to that. | 

The amendment was agreed to. | 

Mr. FESSENDEN. I move to insert the fol- | 
lowing as an additional section at the end of the | 


bill: 


Sec. 7. And be it further enacted, That said company |: 


d 


shall be responsible to the United States, to the city of 
Washington, and to individuals and corporations, for al! 
damages occasioned by any exercise of the powers granted 
by this act, whether the same be direct or consequential, to 
be recovered before any court of competent jurisdiction in 
the District of Columbia in an action of trespass on the 
case. 


Mr. KENNEDY. There is no objection to 
that. 
The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. FESSENDEN. I have one more amend- 
ment, Mr. President. It is to insert, as a new 
section: 

Sec. —. And be it further enacted, That this act may be 
repealed, and all the privileges hereby granted may be an~ 
nulled or modified, limited or restrained, at the pleasure 
of Congress, 

Mr. KENNEDY. [trust that amendment will 
not be adopted. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. Why, Mr President, we 
have a great many railroads in our State, and in 
Massachusetts and Vermont, and the different 
States of New England, and that provision is in 
every charter. They deem it necessary to retain 
control over the subject, and not put these great 
ie entirely in the hands of a corporation. 

o evil whatever has followed; and unless you 
mean to put the city of Washington and Congress 
under the control of the Baltimore and Ohio rail- - 
road corporation, you will retain that power. It 
ought to be retained in all cases where we grant 
privileges of this description. 

Mr. MASON. Iam aware that in all acts of 
incorporation there is a right reserved to the legis- 
lative power to modify, but I am not aware that 
they reserve a right to repeal or to annul, 

Mr. FESSENDEN. Always. 

Mr. MASON. I move to amend the amend- 
ment by striking out the word ‘ repealed,” so as 
to leave it that Congress may modify it. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. [have only one word in 
addition, Mr. President, and that 1s this: expe- 
rience proved some years ago, when it used to be 
customary to grant these charters, and these large 

owers were given to corporations, that the pub- 
ic suffered very great detriment from them, from 
the fact that the Legislature had parted with all 
its power on the doctrine of vested rights; but the 
modern Democratic doctrine for the last twenty 
years in all these cases has been, in granting 
power, to retain absolute control over it, in order 
to see that the powers granted were properly ¢x- 
ercised, and retain the power to enforce it. That 
has been Democracy. Now, if Senators do not 
choose to come up to what has been the practice 
almost invariably, to retain entire power over 
these charters, so be it. I wish to give them a 
chance to act upon it. 

Mr. MASON. The beneficial power is reserved 
when you reserve the right to modify or to con- 
trol. The power to repeal is to destroy; and I 
should rather question whether we can safely 
receive Democratic doctrine expounded from that 
quarter, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amend- 
ment proposed by the Senator from Virginia to 
the amendment will be read. 

The Sceretary read it: to strike out the words 
“ repealed, and all the privileges hereby granted 
may be annulled or;” so that it will read: 


And be it further enacted, That this act may be modified, 
limited, or restrained, at the pleasure of Congress. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question 
is on the amendment to the amendment. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. That would not be ex- 
actly an expression that we should be proud of. 
I should like to have it more precise, in the terms 
of my drafting. I suppose the Senator means, 
undoubtedly, to retain the words, “ that the priv- 
ileges hereby conferred by this act may be mod- 
ified restricted,” &c. Lam opposed to that amend- 
ment, and would rather have it in broad terms; 
but, if it be made, let us have it in proper lan- 

uage. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary 
will so frame the amendment to the amendment, 
if there be no objection. : 

The Secretary read the amendment: to strike 
out the words ‘that this act may be repealed, 
and all the privileges hereby granted may be an- 
nulled or;” and insert the words “that the priv- 
ileges hereby granted may be;’’ so that the sec- 
tion will read: 

And be it further enacted, That the privileges hereby 
granted may be modified, limited, or restrained, at the pleas- 
ure of Congress. 
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Mr. FESSENDEN. I should like to have the 
yeas and nays on -the amendment to the amend- 
ment, 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. SIMMONS. Tnall the charters passed in 
my State, of every kind, since 1822, we have a 
clause that the act shall be subject to ali future 
action of the Legislature, whether in repeal or 
amendment. We never have had any trouble. 
-E think it ought to be so now. 

Mr. FESSENDEN,. That is what.at is now. 

Mr. SIMMONS. If you do not amend the 
amendment to the amendment, but if this amend- 
ment should prevail, it would only make a quar- 
rel as to how far you can restrain them. 

The question being taken by yeas and nays, 
resulted—yeas 21, nays 20; as follows. 

YEAS—Messrs. Benjamin, Bragg, Clingman, Davis, Fitz- 
patrick, Green, Gwin, Hunter, Iverson, Jolineon of Arkan- 
sas Kennedy, Latham, Mason, Nicholson, Polk, Powell, 
Rice, Saulebury, Slidell, Wigfall, and Yulee—21. 

NAYS—Messrs. Anthony, Bingham, Cameron, Chan- 
@ler, Clark, Collamer, Doolittle, Durkee, Fessenden, Foot, 
Foster, Grimes, Harlan, King, Simmons, Sumner, Trum- 
bull, Wade, Wilkinson, and Wilson—20. 

So the amendment to the amendment was 
agreed to. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question 
now is on the amendment as amended. - 

Mr. FESSENDEN. I suppose there is no ob- 
jection to it as amended. ` 

The amendment, as amended, was adopted. 


Mr. CAMERON. I desire to offer an amend- 
ment. Insert as a new section the following: 

Sec. —. And be it further enacted, That all the provis- 
ions of this act shall be inoperative unless the said Balti- 
more and Ohio Railroad Company shall pro-rate for pas- 
senger fares and check baggage over their main line or 
branches to and from Washington city, with and over all 
railroads terminating at Alexandria, Washington city, or 
Baltimore, and with the connections of the same, on terms 
as favorable as the said Baltimore and Ohio Railroad Com- 
pany may make with any other terminating or connecting 

ines. 

Mr. KENNEDY. I hope that amendment will 
not be adopted. I donot really see what the great 
Senate of the United States has got to do with 
checking baggage on roads in other States. We 
are not quite prepared to play the part of baggage- 
masters, I think. l hope the amendment will be 
rejected. 

“Mr. CAMERON. Iam very much delighted 
with this evidence of dignity—very much indeed. 
The Senator would like to know what we have 
got to do with checking baggage in the States. I 
think we have everything to do with the public’s 
comfortand convenience. Here.is a railroad that 
makes the connection with Philadelphia, going 
North, by one route, but will not do so with 
others. Why shall a man living away up in 
Pennsylvania and going to Charleston, South 
Carolina, be compelled to pay a tax of fifty cents 
on going through the city of Baltimore because 
ofthis railroad? Noman going North from Balti- 
more, or coming from the North to Baltimore, 
going to the South, can do so without paying fifty 
cents for getting his baggage carried across from 
one deputto another. He is even prevented from 
making the connection at Pittsburg and other 
places North just because his baggage is not 
checked, unless he travels by the Baltimore and 
Ohio road. For instance: a man leaving Pitts- 
burg, coming down to Baltimore and Washing- 
ton by the Baltimore and Ohio road, and going 
further south, can get his baggage checked at 
Pittsburg and delivered at the end of his journey 
at Charleston; but if he thinks proper to come 
from Pennsylvania by another route, by Pitts- 
burg and down the straight road, then they will 
not do so. 

Now, I can see no harm that this amendment 
can do to anybody; bat it will do a great deal of 
good tothe public. I cannot imagine why this is 
to be made a party question on the other side; 
because all the votes upon this bill to-day, on 
that side, have been brought up as closely as if 
it had been the most strict party question in the 
country. Are the North and the South here to 
be divided about checking travelers’ baggage or 
about compelling railroad companies to do their 
duty to the public? I cannot imagine that this 
is to be go. Itisa fair proposition, and I take 
it for granted that every man who has the public 
convenience at heart, and who desires to travel 
conveniently himself, will vote for it. . 

Mr. KENNEDY. I disclaim any design on 


my part to make it a party question in any view 
whatever. We have asked simply for the right 
of way to go through the public property, to 
facilitate the transportation of the mails. Tf we 
carry out the amendment of the Senator, we may 
just as well be compelled to check baggage with 
every other road in the United States. I do not 
conceive that it is the business of the Senate at 
all. It is a thing for the railroads themselves to 
settle hereafter. ; 

Mr. CAMERON. Why, Mr. President, they 
do check baggage with every read in the United 
States going on their favorite route. A man at 


| Beston can get his check there and receive his 


baggage in Washington by this road; but a man 
coming from the northeast, from Syracuse or 
Oswego or from Niagara Falls, cannot do so, 
because it does not suit the interests of this com- 
pany, which has aclose connection with the Phil- 
adelphia and Wilmington road. 

Mr. WADE. Or the northwest. ‘ 

Mr. CAMERON. Ne place in that direction. 
It is just what every other railroad in the United 
Statesdoes fora passenger starting from any point 
in the United States. ‘There is no other road or 
no other piece of road of this extent in the whole 
country on which you cannot pass from one point 
of the country to another, with your baggage 
checked through, except this one. 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. If understand the object 
of this amendment itis simply this: when this 
railroad company comes here to ask for a great 
convenience for themselves and the traveling pub- 
lic to go through this city and connect with the 
railroads south, I think it is but just that we put 
some limitation upon this privilege. Now, his 
Baltimore and Ohio railroad will check baggage 
from here to Chicago, if you will go over the 
whole line of their road, and go to Indianapolis, 
and in that way to Chicago; but if you desire to 
go there by a more direct route, by Pittsburg and 
Cleveland, your baggage cannot be checked 
through at all. Now, sir, it is not for the simple 
question of checking baggage that we want to 
put alittle restriction upon this great mammoth 
corporation that is taxing every passenger that 
goes over ita much higher rate than is charged 
upon railroads generally. 

Sir, the vote which we have just taken by yeas 
and nays gives to me one of the most instructive 
lessons in the whole political history of the coun- 
try. Fortwenty ycars, when [stood in the ranks 
of the Democratic party, and helped to fight its 


| battles and win its victories, one of its rallying 


cries was not to give, by legislative power, au- 
thority to corporations beyond the power of the 
Legislature to repeal it. What do we see here? 
The whole party calling itself the Democratic 
party of the country, voting in a solid mass to 


| put beyond the control of Congress any power 


over this corporation. 

Now, sir, I am willing to grant a reasonable 
privilege to this corporation, and to accommodate 
the public; but when they ask favors, let them 
yield favors. It is no more than right to ask 
ihat this company, if it checks baggage from 
Washington over one route, shall be required to 
check baggage and also to make connections with 


the other roads that connect with it at Baltimore | 


orat Alexandria; that this road which asks priv- 


i ileges here for the benefit of the public, shall act 


fairly and justly with the traveling public and 
with the railroads that run into it. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. I am willing to insert any 
provision in the bill that is proper to secure equal 
facilities to all the railroads that may be con- 
nected with the one that will use this tunnel; but 
it seems to me that when they merely ask the 
privilege of making a tunnel under the hill to 
make this connection, it is hardly right for us to 
try to regulate travel and transportation on all 
the other roads. It strikes me so. , 

I cannot understand the attempt to make this a 
party question, We are told about the Democ- 
racy all being in favor of one doctrine. Well, if 
this side has all changed on this subject, it seems 
to me the other side has changed too; and there- 
fore, on the question of consistency, we are even. 
I do not think it is necessary to put in any reser- 
vation at all. I think the power exists to make 
any modification of a corporation. of this kind, 
whenever the public interests require it, without 
a reservation of power. It is a curious thing fo 


find a party question made uponan “ underground | 


railroad, this side all for. it and ‘th i 
against it. I know it is the first time T ever 
in favor of it, and the first time T 
to be against it. [Laughter.] ~~ 
Mr. KENNEDY 1 desire to say a` 
word to correct the misapprehension of ge 
men on the other side, éspecially the Senator fri 
Wisconsin. You can check baggage now by thi 
route all the way from New. Orleans. to New 
York, and from: New York to New Orléans = 
Mr. DOOLITTLE. I admit that. That is just 
the thing of which I complain., This road will 
check baggage upon some particular favorite routes 
of their own, with which they are connected; but 
they will not check baggage for other routes that 
run into theirroad. From here to Chicago, over 
the Pittsburg and Fort Wayne road—— ` 
Mr. KENNEDY. Youare under a great mìs- 
apprehension. It does not connect with that road. 
It is separated by the city of Baltimore, that ison 
one side of the town and this road on the-other. 
These lines on which it does check all the way 
through all connect. Itisa continuous tail all the 
way through. s ae 
Mr. CAMERON. If the Senator from Wis- 
consin will allow me, I desire to correct the Sen+ 
ator from Maryland. The Senator from Mary- 
land lives in the city of Baltimore, and it is most 
surprising that he ‘should be so ignorant of the 
connection with his own city. He says this road 
is on one side of the town and the Baltimore and 
Ohio road on the other. They connect just as 
much as the Philadelphia and Wilmington road 
connects. They connect with the Philadelphia 
and Wilmington road by a road ranning through 
the city, and they have another connection through 
Howard street in Baltimore; and the Senator cer- 
tainly ought to know it. in N 
Mr. IVERSON. Mr. President, I am disposed 
to favor this amendment as a matter of public con- 
venience. I know the difficulties and annoyances 
that occur to travelers; because I have experi-* 
enced them in my own case, when we are com- 
pelled to give up our baggage at certain polnite 
and recheck it frequently upon the road. Itis a 
very great canvenience to travelers to have their 
baggage checked through from one point to, the 
other, and not be compelled to break for the con- 
venience or the interest of the railroad companies. 
In this case this corporation come to Congress 
and ask for what, of course, must be considered 
a very important privilege, If it was not so, they 
would not ask for it. Undoubtedly we have the 
right to impose terms upon them; and if we give 
them an important monopoly of this kind, a priv- 
ilege which is important to them, it is just and 
proper that we should impose such restrictions 
upon them, and such terms as will conform and 
conduce to the public convenience. I think it is 
justand proper that this road should be compelled 
to check the baggage of passengers through on all 
the roads that connect with it, and not put them 
to the inconvenience of rechecking at Baltimore, 
or any other point, . . 
_ The Senator from Maryland says thatthis Penn- 
sylvania road does not connect at Baltimore. That 
is a matter of no consequence. : One ‘runs into 
Baltimore, and the other runs out of Baltimore, 
and they can connect. They can carry the bag- 
gage by transportation by omnibuses or by bag- 
gage-cars, whichis frequently done on other roads. 
Between here and my residence in my own State, 
there are numbers of breaks in therailroad. There 
is one at the city of Richmond; there is another 
at the city of Petersburg. It is more than a mile, 
perhaps a mile and a half, between the two de- 
pots; and yet our baggage is checked through, and 
we never have any difficulty, They can check 
through at Baltimore, and carry the baggage 
across to the Pennsylvania road without any in- 
convenience, and with very little expense to them. 
If the railroad company is not compelled to do it, 
then the passengers must do it, and attend toitin 
person. It is a very great inconvenience, espe- 
cially to females, who sometimes travel without 
any protection. Ithink this provision ought to 
be put in the bill; and as we are giving theman 
important privilege, they should be at least com- 
pelled to extend this convenience to the traveling 
ublic. ` 
p Mr. GREEN. Ishall vote against this amend- 
ment. ltistruc, we havea right to #mpose terms 
and conditions within this District; buteto impose 
terms and conditions on a business a thousand 
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miles off, or anywhere beyond tho jurisdiction of 
the, Federal Government, is certainly wrong. We 
‘would have just.as much right to say that they 
should use exclusively Pennsylvania iron and 
Pennsylvania coal. It affects business beyond 
our jurisdiction, and we have no right to impose 
any such conditions. Within this District we 
have a right to put what conditions we think ne- 
cessary, but not anything affecting the roads out 
of it; and I shall therefore vote against it. 

Mr. BRAGG. IL think the amendment offered 
by the Senator from Pennsylvania goes further 
than’ the gentleman intimates—the checking of 
baggage. It requires this company to pro-rate 
passenger fare with all railroad companies or lines 
which terminate either at Alexandria, Washing- 
ton, or Baltimore; and the object is to compel 
business relations for the convenience of these 
cross-routes, one of which, I presume, the hon- 
orable gentleman alludes to in his own State. We 
all know, as to checking of baggage through, that 
1s done on the main lines North and South; but as 
to these crogs-routes, I do not know how it is in 
the genileman’s section of country, but in my 
section you have to attend to your baggage when 
you reach those lines. It cannot be expected that 
a great through line like thisfrom Boston to New 
Orleans, or perhaps further north—I do notknow 
how far north you can check your baggage 

Mr. KENNEDY. Portland, Maine. 

Mr. BRAGG. Portland, Maine, 1 understand, 
can be required to pro-rate as to the passengers 
on these other routes; for I suppose, if you can 
make them pro-rate with the gentleman’s road, 
you can make them do so with any other between 
the two termini spoken of, It scems tò me en- 
tirely traveling out of our duties here to under- 
takto settle these matters between this road and 
the other cross-routes. It may be a very great 
advantage to the gentleman and his constituents; 
it may be of convenience to any person traveling 
over the route; but it seems to me it is a matter 
which this Senate ought not to undertake to settle 


now. 

Mr: CAMERON. As to that portion of the 
amendment in relation to pro-rating the fare, we 
do not care about it, and are willifg to strike it 
out; butwe wantthe right to have baggage checked 
through to the city of Washington on all routes. 
The Senator is not correct when he says that they 
only check baggage through on main routes. They 
do so on all routes extending to a point like this 
from any part of the United States. Tf you hap- 
pen to come by the Baltimore and Ohio railroad, 
they will check your baggage here; or if you come 
from any part of the South, going west, or north, 
or northeast, and go over this road, they will check 

our baggage through. Tam perfectly willing to 
have the portion of the amendment relating to the 
pro-rating of fare stricken out. 

Mr. BRAGG. 1 consider this as a very small 
matte 9 
ble Senator from Pennsylvania, that this thing 
would not be mutual. We require this road to 
check baggage. You have no right to require the 
other lines to check baggage in thisdirection. You 
make it, however, obligatory upon this company 
when the passenger is going in one direcuon, to 
check the baggage. If that be the case, the whole 
expense of the thing will fall upon this company, 
for they must have agents common to both roads, 
or else this company will have the whole expense 
of that arrangement to bear. Atall events, itis 


not obligatory upon the other companies. You | 


cannot puta provision in this charter making it 
obligatory upon them; because they are asking 
no favors from you. 

Mr. CAMERON. It is obligatory upon them, 
because they will all be glad to do so; and the 


reason why I put it here is, because this company | 


refuses, and this is the only time that we can 
compel them to agree to some such arrangement. 
They now come here asking privileges, and we 
grant them, on condition that they shall do cer- 
tain things. It is perfectly fair, This is the only 
ume that we can Ao it, i 
prepared to do this. 

Mr. RICE. 


this amendment. As I understand, sir, a person 
oing from bere to the Northwest, if he will go | 
by the Ohio and Wheeling road, can purchase a 
ticket, and get his baggage checked through to 
any part of the Northwest. 


rs but I will barely suggest to the honora- | 


| road, he can only purchase a ticket to Baltimore, 


oint. If he is traveling with a colored servant 
y the Pittsburg road, or the Wheeling road, it 
is only necessary for him to give a bond here to 
enable him to go through without any further 
uestion. If he wishes to go by the Pennsylvania 
Central road, he is not only compelled to give a 
bond here, but he must give another in Baltimore. 
If the amendment of the Senator from Pennsyl- 
vania is to correct this, I shall vote for it. 
Mr. CAMERON. Itis precisely as the Sen- 
ator from Minnesota has stated. i 
Mr. MASON. [ know very little of these rail- 
road arrangements; but, as | understand it, if a 
gentleman is traveling from here to Baltimore, 
whether he can get his baggage checked from here 
to Baltimore must depend upon the pleasure or 
will of the railroad company from here to Balti- 


more to Philadelphia; 
York, &c. It must be by arrangement with them 
of necessity, because these companies who are 
different from the one giving the check, will not 
| be responsible for the baggage under their charge, 
unless there is some arrangement with them. 
And so, going south, there are halfa dozen com- 
panies, probably more, from here to New Orleans; 
and although, £ presume, there may be some 
arrangement made by which baggage may be 
checked from here to New Orleans, it must be by 
the consent of those companies, because they 
come under a responsibility by it. The effect of 
the amendment, as I understand it, will be to de- 
prive this company of all the privileges granted 
by the bill, unless these arrangements are made 
for the checking of baggage through, which will 
depend on the will of other companies. 

Mr. CAMERON. No, Mr, President, it de- 


company sets itself up as an authority to say 
what companies shall check with it, and what 
shall not. The case was stated very clearly and 
simply by the Senator from Wisconsin, Ir you 
are going west over the Baltimore and Ohio rail- 
road, you can have your baggage checked at the 


then find your way to the other depot; and, in 
the mean time, run the risk of your baggage being 
lost. i 
well as Ido, and he is aware of the difficulty and 
annoyance now experienced. 

Mr. BIGLER. Mr. President, this subject bas 
been already very fully discussed, and T only de- 
sire to say a word or two. 
amendment of my colleague. 
logislation of rather an extraordinary character, 
but I think the nature of the case requires it. 
There is really no reason why this company 
should not accommodate the public in this par- 
ticular; and they ought to doit. Mr, President, 
you cannot imagine a greater annoyance, agreater 
inconvenience, and, at times, a greater hazard, 


order to get your baggage to transport it across 


have made the arrangement long ago. 
to confess that I dislike to vote for legislation of 
this kind; but they come here asking an import- 
ant privilege, which, for one, I am willing to 
grant. In doing so, however, I avail myself of 


of Baltimore. 


care for the amount they have to pay; butit is 
the inconvenience of stopping at the depot and 


DO 


of it. It sometimes takes half an bour. 


sible for them to getit. I say this provision is 


Every other company ts | 


lf he wishes to go i 


the public. I shall vote for the amendment, 


a condition affecting the business of the road be- 


i by the Pennsylvania Central or the Fort Wayne | 


and can only get his baggage checked to that | 


more; and then there is a company from Balti- | 
and another one to New } 


pends entirely on the will of this company. This | 


depot here; but if you are going west by any | 
other route, you must first go to Baltimore, and | 


My colleague understands the question as | 


I shall vote for the } 
I agree thatit is | 


than stopping at one of our railroad depots, in | 


a city like Baltimore. ‘This company ought to | 
Tam free |} 


this fair opportunity of insisting that they shall | 
accommodate the public. I desire uo jonger to be | 
annoyed in getting my baggage through the city | 
J care nothing avout the amount | 
that E have to pay for it, nor do my constituents | 
| granted by this act to this company may benulli- 
i fied. Lam utterly opposed, myself, to anything that 
getting out baggage, where there isa large amount į 
When |! 
females are traveling alone, it is virtually impos- |; 


no hardship and no inconvenience to this come | 
pany. The company ought promptly to agree to | 
i| make the arrangement for the accommodation of 
I wish to ask the Senator from | 
Pennsylvania one thing in regard to the object of ji 


Mr. GREEN. Oneword. Congresshave the ;j 
right to exact a bonus for this charter privilege, | 
if they see proper; but we do not propose to ask į 
i any bonus, which would be the Government prop- | 
arty. On the other hand, itis proposed to impose | 


yond our jurisdiction, in the city of Baltimore. 
The State of Maryland can regulate the road there; 
but Congress cannot. The State can make them 
check the baggage; but we cannot. We can reg- 
ulate the road within the limits of this District, 
but not beyond; and to impose terms of condition, 
and say that, when we go to the depot in the city 
of Washington, that is within our jurisdiction, is 
unfair, unfriendly legislation, indirect legislation, 
unconstitutional legislation, affecting the road out- 
side of our limits. Shall we do by indirection 
what we have no right to do by a direct act? 
I think clearly not. 

Mr, CAMERON called for the yeas and nays; 
and they were ordered. 

Mr. RICE. 1 would ask if that portion of the 
amendment has been stricken out, to the striking 
out of which the Senator from Pennsylvania said 
he would consent? 

Mr. CAMERON. Ihave no objection to strik- 
ing it out. 

Mr. KENNEDY. I have just been informed 
that the Baltimore and Ohio Company have a man 
at their own expense to transfer this baggage now. 
All that gentlemen have to do is to hand their 
checks to him, and the baggage is carried over. 
I have just this instant been informed of that fact 
by one of the agents of the road. 

My. FITCH. The Pennsylvania Central route, 
in connection with the branch of the Baltimore 
and Ohio railroad between this city and Baltimore, 
is the route over which I ordinarily travel; and if 
any such arrangement exists, as the Senator from 
Maryland states, it is avery recent one. The 
want of such an arrangementas that proposed by 
the Senator from Pennsylvania is a great annoy- 
ance. The Senator from Missouri says we can 
exact a bonus. | regard this as in the nature of 
one. 

Mr. CAMERON. I passed through only the 
otlier day, and had to pay myself—only last Tues- 
day. 

Mr. KENNEDY. Ihave just this instant been 
informed at the door of the fact which I stated. 

Mr. CAMERON. Then the Senator has been 
misinformed. I have stricken out that portion of 
my amendment which relates to pro-rating the 
yay. 

Mr. YULEE. [think all these matters may 
properly be left to arrangement among the com- 
panies themselves, We ought not to interfere 
with them. 

Mr. COLLAMER. 
read as it now stands. 

The Secretary read Mr. Camenon’s amend- 
mentas modified, to insert as a new section: 

And be it further enacted, That all the provisions of this 
act shall be inoperative unless the said Baltimore and Ohio 
Railroad Company shall check baggage over their main line 
or branches to and from Washington city, with and over 
all railroads terminating at Alexandria, Washington city, 
or Baltimore, and with the connections of the same, on 
terms aa favorable as the said Baltimore and Ohio Rail- 
road Company may make with any other terminating or 
connecting lines. 

Mr. POLK. I know very little about this 
checking of baggage, and I feel very much indis- 
posed to vote for the amendment, because T do 
not think it is a matter that we ought to legislate 
uponatall. It ought to depehd upon arrange- 
ments between the different companies. Ishould 
like to know whether this company can make 
such an arrangement for checking the baggage, 
with the other companies, unless the other com- 
panies will consent to do it. My understanding 
of the amendment, as it reads, is, that it makes 
the privileges of this company conditioned upon 
that checking; and if the other companies should 
refuse to permit the checking, then all the privileges 


Let the amendment be 


looks beyond the District of Columbia with re- 
gard to this company. There may be an incon- 
venience; but } think we ought not to intermed- 


‘ dle with such matters at all. 


Mr. RICE. My honorable friend from Mis- 
souri is certainly mistaken. By passing this bill 
we give additional privileges to a certain company. 
The present arrangement imposes upon us the 
necessity of taking their route to the West, or of 
subjecting ourselves to expense and great incon- 
venience if we take another route. I prefer going 
by the Pennsylvania Central railroad; but | can- 
not take that route, under existing circumstances, 


| unless I pay tribute to the city ef Baltimore for 
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that privilege. We are not only compelled to 
recheck our baggage there, but we are compelled 
to purchase tickets there; and in many instances 
passengers have missed their connections by this 
very detention. Only the other day, when I came 
over the road, there was a lady going into Vir- 
ginia, traveling alone, who lost her baggage in 
consequence of coming over the Pennsylvania 
Central railroad, because she did not understand 
that ie was necessary to recheck it at Baltimore. 
She did not discover her mistake until she got 
nearly here. It isa monopoly that is against the 
interests of the traveling community; and though 
we cannot interfere with that, I will not givemy 
vote to add to its privileges, unless the evil com- 
plained of be corrected. 

Mr. KENNEDY. I have but one word to 
say, and it is this: if this amendment prevails, I 
believe it will nullify all the privileges asked for, 
and [ not think this company can accept the bill 
with such restrictions on it as these.. If they do 
not check this baggage upon such terms as other 
companies may prescribe, the whole act is nulli- 
fied. I beg that sach a provision may not be 
inserted. 

The question: being taken by yeas and nays, 
resulted—yeas 25, nays 21; as follows: 

VEAS—Messrs. Anthony, Bigler, Bingham, Cameron, 
Chandler, Clark, Collamer, Dixon, Doalitue, Douglas, Dur- 
kee, Fessenden, Pitch, Moot, Foster, Hartan, Iverson, King, 

g Simmons, Sumner, "Trambuil, Wade, Wilkinsou, and 


Wi 
N: essers. Benjamin, Bragg, Davis, Fitzpatrick, 
Green, Gwin, Hanter, Johnson of Arkansas, Kennedy, 
Lane, Latham, Mason, Nicholson, Polk, Powell, Sauls- 
bury, Sebastian, Slidell, Toombs, Wigfall, and Yulee—21. 

So the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. BRAGG. [have an amendment to offer 
as an additional section to the bill: 

Bxe.—. And be it further enacted, That in order to accom- 
niodate the local travel between the cities of Washington 
and Alexandria, authority is hereby given to the Alexandria 
and Washington Railread Company to lay a railroad track 
from some suitable point near the Long Bridge, connecting 
with the Baitimore and Ohio Railroad Company as berein 
authorized, to be extended to and along Maryland avenue 
aud Seventh street west to the Washington city canal; or 
around by the shore of the Potomac river to the southern 
bank of the Washington city canal, and along the same to 
some point not further east than Sixth street west, as shall 
be deemed best by said company, and to use and operate 
the same so as to form a continuous line of railway from 
Alexandria to the terminus of said road on the canal; the 
said Alexandria and Washington Railroad Company pay- 
ing to the Baltimore and Ohio Railroad Company, for the 
use of their bridge, such rates per ton for merchandise and 
such rates per capita for passengers, as may be agreed upon 
from time to time by the two companies, aud which, in the 
event they cannot agree, shall be settled by arbitrators to 
be appointed by each company with power to call in an 
umpire if necessary; Provided, however, ‘That the bridge 
shail not be used for the local travel, so as to obstruct or 


delay the regular connections of the through trains: And | 


provided further, ‘That if the bridge hereby authorized to he 
constructed by the said Baltimore aad Ohio Railroad Com- 
pany be notso (rr completed within two ycars from tie 
passing of this act, as to permit the pi ge of trains over 
he privileges herein conferred on the 

and Ohio Railroad Company shall inure to the 
enefit 0”, and become vested in, the Alexandria and Wash- 
ington Railroad Company. ` 


rin such eventt! 
© 


It will be seen that the object of the amendment į 


is purely to accommodate local travel. f believe 
the Senator from Maryland has no objection to 
it. F hope it will be agreed to. 

Mr. KENNEDY. I will only say that I should 
prefer that it were not put in the bill; but as it is 
deemed a matter of importance to persons on the 
other side of the river, and to persons traveling 
between here and Alexandria, with such restric- 
tions as are in the amendment, though I would 
prefer the bill withoutit, I shail not object further. 

Mr. CAMERON. I think the amendment of 
the Senator from North Carolina is right. It is 
an act of justice to the company owning the road 
across the river, and it ought to pass. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


The bill-was reported to the Senate as amended. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Foster in | 


the chair.) The question is, wiH the Senate con- 
cur in the amendments made as in Committee of 
the Whole. If no objection be made, the question 
will be taken on these amendments collectively. 

The amendments were concurred in. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. I wish to make another 
effort to protect the rights of the people here to 
some extent; and I have modified my first prop- 
sition, and row move this amendment, to come 
in at the end of section one; to which I presume 
there will be no objection: 


vind provided further, That the extension of the said ! 


i my knowledge at all. The idea of the amend- 


| the cars run. 


i what they paid for the right of way; what they 
| paid for excavating the tumn 


i for the arch that supports it. 


road hereby granted, and the property of said company con- 
nected therewith, shall be subject to taxation as real estate 
in the city of Washington, to the same extent as the real 
estate of individuals. 

Mr. KENNEDY. I would. rather not have 
that in, for the same reasons which L stated when 
the Senator offered his amendment before. “Lam 
not disposed to debate it, 

Mr. FESSENDEN.. This is new property 
which they propose to bring into the city... The 
question is simply whether you mean to extend 
their exemption from taxation, not only to what 
is now exempted, but to what they may hereafter 
bring. Certainly nobody would contend for that 
exclusive privilege. 

Mr.GREEN. I desire to understan 
ment, 
of- 

Mr. FESSENDEN. 


: dthe amend- 
If it simply embraces the local property 


I did not intend it should 
embrace anything else. The Senator can hear it 
read again. It is very plain in its terms, I think. 

A Mr. GREEN. If it embraces only that, it is 
right. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
of the amendment asked fer? 

Mr. HUNTER. Yes, sir. 

The Secretary again read the amendment. : 

Mr. GREEN. Thatisa little too broad. ‘The 
property connected therewith” is the language. 
ft may include passenger cars and freight cars. 
There ought to be something to guard against 
that. The phraseology ought to be * the local 
property.” 

Mr. FESSENDEN. [am willing the Senator 
should alter it in that way. That is my idea 
entirely. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. Iam not willing to vote for 
the amendment even with this modification. It 
seems to me that the object of the amendment is 
to subject to taxation the right of way with the 
cost of tbe tunnel, and the money expended in 
making it under the ground. It is an improve- 
ment that is to be made at great expense under 
the hill; and really Ido not think we ought to tax 
the underground work of this company, taking 
the whole cost of the work as the basis of taxation. 
It can be of no harm to the city of Washington to 
have the work done. It is underground. It does 
not release the land above from taxation. There 
can be no loss of any kind to the city. This isa 
burden on the company that I fear will defeat the 
performance of the work. I, for one, shall not 
vote for it. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. It is a new idea to me 
that taxation is based upon the cost of the thing. 
I did not know that before. It was not my in- 
tention, certainly, if this work under the hill 
should cost ten, or fifty$ora hundred thousand dol- 
lars, and be no property in itself, thatit should be | 
taxed; but where a certain amount of iron is laid 
down to make the road-bed, that might very well 
be subjected to estimation and taxation. Nobody 
can pretend fora moment that any municipal cor- 
poration would have a right, in the assessment of 
taxes, to predicate its assessments upon whata 
thing bappened to cost. That is never done to 


Is the reading 


ment is simply this: that where they have prop- 
erty, consisting of a road, iron, and a depot con- 
nected therewith, or other arrangements, turn- | 
tables, if you like, and an crigine-house at the other 
end of the city, if they have one, or anything of 
that sort, itis properly taxable. Thatis all I mean 
to convey by the amendment. If the Senator from 
Missouri desires any modification in order to ex- 
press that idea more definitely, I have no objec- 
tion. 

Mr. GREEN. Suppose you say ‘real prop- 
erty.” f 

Mr. FESSENDEN. Ihavesaid “realestate.” 

Mr. DOUGLAS. In making this tunnel, they 
have to excavate a large amount of earth; they i 
have, then, to erect an arch of brick, I suppose, 
to prevent the earth’ from falling in. I suppose 
that those bricks that support the arch will be 
property, jast as much as the iron over which 
In order to find the ratio of taxa- 
tion, under the Senator’s amendment, Į suppose 
it will be necessary to find out what the new road 
is worth. One of the means of ascertaining 1t, | 
and a very satisfactory one generally, is Its cost— | 


cl; what they paid 


I think itis putting li 


i 


a very heavy rate of taxation ón An object tliat 
ought not io be subjected to taxation in thst Way. 
Mr. FESSENDEN. ‘H is simply impossible 
that it should be so, unless the corporate author- 
ities of Washington are all knaves. They would 
never do anything ofthat sorti opusa oT 
_ Mr. GREEN. I desire the word real” tobe 
inserted before “ property.” E 
Mr. FESSENDEN,. T have. 
shall be taxable as real estate. : 
Mr.GREEN But you make everything con- 
nected with the road taxable as real estate. 
_Mr. FESSENDEN. Well, I have no objec- 
tion to making the modification, : 3 
Mr. KENNEDY. I should like to understand 
the amendment as it is now. Zan) 
The Secretary read the amendment as modified, 
as follows: 


“And provided further, That the extension of the said road 
hereby granted, and the real. property of said conipany con- 
neéted therewith, shall be subject to taxation as real estate 
in the city of Washington, to the same extent as'the-real 
estate of individuals. 


Mr. GREEN. The word “ property” should 
be stricken out, and ‘estate’ inserted. - ; 
Mr. KENNEDY. Would it not be more-spe- 
cific to say ‘all buildings and lots?” ug 
Mr. FESSENDEN.. They are real estate, of 

course. . rm 

Mr. KENNEDY. That would leave the road 
out. : 

The PRESIDING OFFICER... Is the Senate 
ready for the question on the amendment as mod- 
ified? 

The amendment was agreed to, 

Mr. FESSENDEN. T have one more amend- 
ment to propose. | will state to the Senator from 
Maryland, and others, that I deem it very imiport- 
ant, exceedingly so, that the corporate authorities 
of the city should have, for the protection of life, 
and the protection of property, some power to 
make. regulations with regard to the running of 
these locomotives through their streets. © Ihave 
confiaed it to that. By the bill as it now stands 
they may run their engines througlthe streets of 
this city, within the limits assigned, by day or 
by night. There is nota provision in the bill 
With reference to the erection of gates where they 
cross main streets going the whole length of the 
city, or for lighting the crossings, or for the-ring- 
ing of bells, or for anything, They have power 
to do the whole thing, and there is no provision 
whatever, and we cannot putin the necessary pro~ 
visions here. I have draughted this amendment so 
as to cover that, and I think it very important for 
the protection of life and property both. I moye 
to insert at the end of the second section, which 
gives authority to use steam power: 

Upon such terms and conditions as the corporate author- 
ities of the city of Washington may impose for the safety 
of persons and property ; andthe said corporate authorities 
are authorized to prevent such use of steam power within 
the corporate limits, unless such terms and conditions are 
complied with. | LAGE ; 

Mr. BENJAMIN. I would suggestan amend- 
ment to the Senator from. Maine, There might be « 
something ambiguous in’ the expression ‘* upon 
such terms and conditions.” I propose to sub- 
stitute for these words, “ subject to such rules and 
regulations.” 

Mr. FESSENDEN. Iwill accept that. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question 
is on the amendment, as modified. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. ‘ Rules and régulations” 
should be put in both places where ‘terms and 
conditions” occur. 1 think that is an improve- 
ment, and am much obliged to the Senator for it. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed, and read 
the third time. It was read the third time. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question 
is: “Shall the bill pass??? fo 

Mr. FESSENDEN. Lask for the yeas and 
nays on the passage of the bill. Iam opposed to 
it any way. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and being: 
taken, resulted——yeas 30, nays 15; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Benjamin, Bigler, Bragg, Cameron, Gol- 
lamer, Davis, Dixon, Douglas, Bitch, Fitzpatrick, Foster, 
Green, Gwin, Hemphill, Hunter, Johnson of Arkansas, 
Johnson of ‘Tennessee, Kennedy, Lane, Latham, Mason, 
Nicholson, Powell, Rice, Sauisbury, Slidell, Toombs, Wig- 
fail, Wilson, and Yuice—30. Lares 

NAVS— Messrs. Anthony, Bingham, Brown, Clark; Doo- 
litle, Durkee, Fessenden, Foot, Harlan, King, Sebastian, 


provided: that it 


Sò the bill 


| Sumner, Trumbull, Wade, and Wilkinsén<15. | 


was passed; arid the ‘title was 
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amended to read: A bill supplemental to an. act 
entitled “ An act to authorize the extension, con- 
struction, and use ofa lateral branch of the Bal- 
timore and Ohio Railroad into and within the 
District of Columbia.” 


ADJOURNMENT TO MONDAY. 


Mr. MASON. I move that when the Senate 
adjourns to-day, it be to meet on Monday. 

Mr. TOOMBS. Ihope not. It is important, 
I think, to sit to-morrow. 

The motion was ‘agreed to; there being ona 
division—ayes 27, noes 12. : 


COMMITTEE OF. THIRTEEN. 


Mr. YULEE. Irise for the purpose of mov- 
ing a reconsideration of the vote which was taken 

esterday excusing the Senator from Mississippi 
IMr. Davis] from service upon the special com- 
mittee of thirteen, It is very much desired by 
many gentlemen upon this floor who entertain 
similar opinions in the main with those of the 
Senator from Mississippi, that he should yicld 
his own view upon the subject which led him to 
decline to serve. upon that committee, and should 
permit a reconsideration of the vote, in order that 
the committee may remain as it was at first or- 
ganized by the President-of the Senate. F move, 
therefore, that the vote be reconsidered, in order 
that we may have from the Senator from Missis- 
sippi his consent to serve upon the committee. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It is moved 
and seconded. that the Senate reconsider its vote 
excusing the Senator from Mississippi from serv- 
ing upon the committce of thirteen. 

Mr. KING. [should like to hear some reason 
assigned for this. The Senator from Mississippi 
is in his place, and I should like to know what 
are his wishes about it. 

Mr. YULEE. ‘The reason is that I choose to 
make the motion; and it is the desire of the friends 
of the Senator from Mississippi, of those who 
concur with him in opinion, that he should serve 
on the committee, and that the committec should 
retain. the cast originally assigned to it by the 
President of the Senate, under the order of the 
body. 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. Ido not know whether I 
correctly understood the Senator from Florida. 
Did T understand him to say that the Senator from 
Mississippi had consented now to serve upon the 
committee? 

Mr. YULEE. No, sir. I said I hoped the 
Senator from Mississippi would yicld to the de- 
sire of his friends from his scction of the country. 

‘The question being put; there was on a division 
—ayes 23, noes 6; no quorum voting. 

Mr. MASON. There is aquorum present. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. There is a 
quorum present, in the opinion of the Chair, but 
a quorym has not voted. 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. T ask for the yeas and 
nays. (Oh, no.) Itake the opportunity to say 
that in voting as 1 have done against excusing the 
Senator, | did so because no reason has been as- 
signed to the Senate. 
sippi, himself, stated his unwillingness to serve 
and asked to be excused, and we excused him. 
If the Senator from Mississippi has changed his 
opinion upon that subject, and is willing to serve 
an the committee, l for one, am willing to reverse 
the vote and action of the Senate. 

Mr. YULEE. I think that when the Senate 
has determined to reconsider the motion, it will be 
time enough to consult the Senator from Missis- 
sippi as to his consent to withdraw the objection 
which he presented yesterday. I confess that I 
am somewhat surprised at the objection which is 
made to the proposition to reconsider. A motion 
to reconsider is generally a matter of course, and 


the subject is not before the Senate until the recon- | 


sideration has been made. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair is 
clearly of opinion that a quorum of the Senateis 
present; and the Chair will put the question again, 
and request Senators to vote. As many as are in 
favor of the motion, which is, that the Senate re- 
ider thes vote excusing the Senator from Mis- 
ppi from serving on the committee designated, 
se 


will Si 
Upon a division, there were—ayes 26, noes 5; | 
no quorum voting. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. There are sev- 
eral Senators present who did not vote. 


The Senator from Missis- | 


Mr.BENJAMIN. Icall for the yeasand nays. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. I have just come in, and I 
do not know what the vote is. You may count 
me either way, in order to make a quorum, if my 
vote will make a quorum. 

Mr. GREEN. Yours and the Presiding Offi- 
cer’s will. 

Mr. WADE. I move that the Senate adjourn. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It is not in 
order,in the opinion of the Chair, to entertain 
the motion to adjourn, until the question before 
the Senate is decided. 

Mr. WADE. I thought it was in order at any 
time. 

Mr. GREEN. 
a quorum? The vote was twenty-six in the afirm- 
ative, and five in the negative. The Chair voting 
makes thirty-two, and a Senator has come in, 
making thirty-three. 

Mr. CHANDLER. And the Chair may count 
me. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That would 
make a quorum—thirty-four members. Theayes 
have it. The motion to reconsider is carried. 

Mr. YULEE. Iwill now say, that after con- 
sultation with gentlemen representing the class 
of States from which the Senator from Mississippi 
comes, it is their desire that he should consent 
to serve upon that committee, and I trust he will 
therefore, in deference to their wishes, reconsider 
his resolution. 

Mr. DAVIS, Mr. President, in the very words 
which I addressed to the Senate yesterday, I in- 
tended toexpress simply my conviction. Jt was 
not a matter of personal feeling with me. If I 
know myself, no public duty ever is. My opin- 
ion was, that the State of Mississippi having 
taken the subject into her own hands, Lcould not 
expect to work advantageously on the committee. 
Neither could I, under the circumstances, enter 
upon the labor as willingly as J trust I have usu- 
ally done in all public service. But if, in the 
opinion of others, it be possible for me to doany- 
thing for the public good, the last moment while I 
stand here is at the command of the Senate. If [ 
could see any means by which I could avert the 
catastrophe of a struggle between the sections of 
the Union, my past life, I hope, gives evidence of 
the readinegs with which I would make the effort. 
If there be any sacrifice which 1 could offer on the 
altar of my country to heal all the evils, present 
or prospective, no man has the right to doubt my 
readiness todo it. Therefore, when Senators, en- 
tertaining the same opinions with myself, came to 
me and expressed regret that I had refused to serve, 
I could buttell them that I had only obeyed what 
L believed to be propriety in the case, not desiring 
to shrink from the performance of a duty, still 
less to indulge in personal feeling. FT therefore 
answer the request of the Senator from Florida, 
knowing also that it is made after consultation 
with others, that if the Senate choose that I should 
be placed upon the committee, and continue to 
serve there, { shall offer no further opposition, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. ‘The motion 
to excuse the Senator will then be considered as 
withdrawn. 

Mr. YULEE. A mation was adopted this 
morning directing the Vico President to fill the 
vacancy created by excusing the Senator from 
Mississippi from service on the committee, which 
it would be proper to rescind. I move, therefore, 
to reconsider and rescind that resolution. 

The motion was agreed to, 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Tennessee. Irise for the 
purpose of having referred to the select committee 
that has been appointed, the resolution which | 
offered some days since, and which, I think, has 
not-been referred to the committee. 

It was so referred. 

Mr. LANE. I desire to know if my resolu- 
tions have been referred to that committee? 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Tennessee. { move that 
all matters connected with the subject before that 
committee be referred to it. The committee was 
created for the purpose of considering them all; 
and I move that the resolutions introduced before 
its formation be referred to it, 

‘The PRESIDING OFFICER. It is moved 
and seconded that the resolutions relative to the 
subject-matter of that committee be referred. Such 
will be considered the sense of the Senate unless 
there be abjection. 


Í ask the Chair if there is not | 


carry the resolution of inquiry offered by the 
Senator from New Hampshire. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Tennessee 
carry the joint resolutions 

Mr. TRUMBULL. That is nota joint reso- 
lution; but a resolution offered by the Senator 
from New Hampshire asking for information 
from the President. Itis not intended to carry 
that, I suppose. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Tennessee. No, sir. 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. There is one resolution 
pending before the Senate, on which the Senator 
from Tennessee [Mr. Nicnoxson] has the floor. 
Is that to be referred to the committee? 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Tennessee. No; not the 
joint resolutions. 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. That is not referred, then. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Tennessee No, sir; that 
ig a joint resolution. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. 
do now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate 
adjourned, 


It does not 


I move that the Senate 


IN SENATE, 
Mownpay, December 24, 1860. 

Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Dr. Gurey. 

The Journal of Friday last was read and ap- 
proved. 

Hon. Srernen R. Maxrory, of Florida, ap- 
peared in his seat. 

BILL BECOME A LAW. 


A message from the President of the United 
States, by Mr. GLossBRENNER, his Secretary, an- 
nounced that the President bad approved end 
signed, on the 22d instant, an act (S. No. 518) 
for the relief of William A. Linn’s estate. 

PETITIONS, ETC. 

Mr. BIGLER presented proceedings of a public 
meeting held at Reading, Pennsylvania, for the 
purpose of preserving the integrity of the Union, 
and to give expression to the popular fecling on 
the subject which now menaces the peace of the 
country; which were referred to the committee of 
thirteen, appointed under the resolution of Mr. 
Powext, which was adopted on the 18th instant. 

He also presented the memorial of Bartholo- 
mew Ocrtly, praying for compensation for ser 
vices as measurer of all contract work on the 
Treasury building; which was referred to the 
Committee on Claims, 

PAPERS WITHDRAWN. 


On motion of Mr. MASON, it was 


Ordered, ‘That leave be granted to withdraw from the 
files of the Senate the petition of Anna Rogers, widow of 
John Rogers, late a seaman in the Navy, praying a pension, 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. BIGLER asked, and by unanimous con- 
sent obtained, leave to intréduce a bill (S.No. 
528) to provide for the suppression of the inva- 
sion of one State or Territory by or from another, 
or the fitting out of military expeditions or enter- 
prises in onc State or Territory against another, 
and for the punishment of certain offenses; which 
was read twice by its tide, and referred to the 
sclect committee of thirteen, appointed under the 
resolution of Mr. Poweux, which was adopted on 
the 18th instant. 

Mr. WILSON asked, and by unanimous con- 
sent obtained, leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 
529) for the more effectual suppression of the 
slave trade; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

REPORTS OF A COMMITTEE. 


Mr. DAVIS. The Committce on Military 
Affairs and Militia, to whom was referred the 
memorial of citizens of New Ulm, Minnesota, 
praying an investigation of certain outrages com- 
mitted by a body of United States soldiers sin- 
tioned at Fort Ridgely, the punishment ef the 
guilty parties, and indemnification for the losscs 
suffered, have had the same under investigation, 
and do not find the allegations sustained by the 
facts, and make an adverse report. {ft not beme 
necessary to print it, I make no motion of that 
sort. 

The report was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. DAVIS. The same committer, to whom 
was referred the petition of the widow of Gro 
C. Clitherall, late a surgeon in the United States 


Mr. TRUMBULL. I suppose that does not || Army, praymg an allowance in licu of quarters, 
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to which he was entitled, have had the same un- 
der examination, and do not find. the petitioner 
sustained by the service and facts existing at the 
time, and therefore make an adverse report. œ 
The report was ordered. to lie on the table. 


PACIFIC RAILROAD. 
Mr. FESSENDEN. [ask leave to introduce 


a bill of which no previous notice has been given, 
for the purpose merely of having it laid on the 
table and printed. Itis a bill that has been put 
in my hands with the request that I would intro- 
duce it. It is entitled “An act granting public 
lands aud a loan of the credit of Government to 
the People’s Pacific Railroad Company, to aid in 
the construction of a railroad from the Missouri 
river to San Francisco, on the Pacific coast, and 
the same to aid the construction of the northern 
and southern Pacific railroad.” 

I move that leave be granted to introduce it, and 
to have it printed, in order that it may be laid be- 
fore the Senate. ‘ 

Leave was granted; and the bill (S. No. 527) 
granting public lands and a loan of the credit of 
Government to the People’s Pacific Railroad Cóm- 
pany, to aid in the construction of a railroad from 
the Missouri river to San Francisco, on the Pa- 
cific coast, and the same to aid the construction 
of the northern and southern Pacific railroad, 
was read and passed to a second reading, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

AMENDMENT OF THE CONSTITUTION. 


Mr. PUGH. Iask the unanimous consent of 
the Senate to introduce a joint resolution without 
previous notice, : 

Leave was granted ;and the joint resolution (S. 
No. 51) in regard to a convention for proposing 
amendments to the Constitution of the United 
States was read the first time by its title. 

Mr, PUGH. [ask that it be read a second 
time, if no objection be made to its introduction, 
and referred to the select committee heretofore 
appointed, 

The joint resolution was read a second time, 
and referred to the select committee of thirteen, 
appointed-under the resolution of Mr. PowELL, 
which was adopted on the 18th instant; and isas 
follows: r 
A joint resolution (S. No. 51) in regard to a convention for 

proposing amendments to the Constitution of the United 

States: 

Resolved by the Senate and House of. Representatives of 
the United States of America in Congress assembled, That 
it boreeommended to the Legislatures of the several States 
to apply to Congress, as soon as practicable, to call a con- 
vention for propusing amendments to the Constitution of 
the United States, as provided in the fifth article thereof. 


Mr. DOUGLAS. Mr. President, I hold in my 
hand a proposition for certain amendments to the 
Constitution, which I desire to have formally re- 
ferred to. the select committee of thirteen. {Í de- 
sire now to lay it on the table, and wish to have 
it printed, in order that it may be more conve- 
niently examined, and referred formally to that 
committee, f 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Foster 
in the chair.) It is moved that the proposition 
of the Senator from Hlinois, proposing amend- 
ments to the Constitution, be printed „and referred 
to the select committeerof thirteen. The resolu- 
tion will be read. : 

Mr. DOUGLAS. I do not super it neces- 
sary to have it read. If Senators esire it, how- 
ever, I have no objection. | 

The joint resolution (S. No. 52) proposing cer- 
tain amendments to the Constitution of the United 
States, was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the select committee of thirteen, appointed under 
the-resolution of Mr. Powerex, adopted on the 
78th instant, and ordered to be printed. 

CUAIMS AGAINST MEXICO. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If no further 

etitions, orreports, or resolutions, be offered, the 
bill (S. No. 112) to further carry out the provis- 
ions of the fifteenth section of the treaty between 
the United States and Mexico, concluded on the 
Qd day of February, 1848, is the unfinished busi- | 
ness of the morning hour. 

Mr. IVERSON. I move that that bill lie on | 
the table for the present. 

The motion was agreed to. 


DEFICIENCY BILL. 


: 3 
A message was received from the House of }! i ; 
y, us Clerk, an- i| were made to save it; that no part of it has been 


Representatives, by Mr. Forwe 


$ 
! 


nouncing that the House had passed the follow- 
ing resolution: s 

Resolved, That the Clerk be directed to request the Sen- 
ate to return to this House the bill (H. R. No. 866) “ta 
supply deficiencies in the appropriations for the service 
of the fiscal year ending June 30, 1861,” to correct an error 
in cngrossment. F 

The PRESIDING OFFICER put the question 
on agreeing to the request of the House; and it 
was ordered that the bill bereturned to the House 
of Representatives. 


LIEUTENANT GEORGE L. HARTSUFF. 


Mr. BINGHAM. I ask the Senate to take up 
the Bill (S. No. 523) for the relief of Lieutenant 
George L. Hartsuff, United States Army. This 
bill was reported by the Senator from Mississippi, 
[Mr. Davis,] the other day. Lieutenant Hart- 
suff was wrecked on the steamer Lady Elgin, 
with some Government stores; and to make his 
account good he paid over to his successor about 
three hundred dollars, which this: bill proposes 
to reimburse to him. I think there will be no ob- 
jection to it. 

There being no objection, the bill (S. No. 523) 
for the relief of Licutenant George L. Hartsuff, 
United States Army, was read a second time, 
and considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It directs the Secretary of War to pay to Licu- 
tenant George L. Hartsuff, acting assistant com- 
missary of subsistence, United States Army, the 
sum of $380, lost by wreck of steamer Lady El- 
gin, it being theamount of public funds he had in 
his possession while traveling under orders on 
board of that steamer, in the month of September, 
1860, which sum he subsequently paid over to 
his successor, in order to balance his accounts on 
the books of the Treasury Department. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading, read the third time, and passed. 


MAJOR BENJAMIN ALYORD. 


Mr. LANE. I move to take up the bill (which 
remained unacted upon at the end of the last ses- 
sion) for the reliefof Major Benjamin Alvord, pay- 
master of the United States Army. Jt was re- 

orted by the Committee on Military Affairs, and 
its passage recommended. I suppose there will 
be no objection to it. 

The motion was agreed to; and the bill (S. No. 
376) for the relief of Major Benjamin Alvord, 
paymaster United States Army, was read a sec- 
ond time, and considered as in Committece of the 
Whole. Itdirects the proper accounting officers of 
the Treasury Department, in scttling the accounts 
of Major Benjamin Alvord, paymaster United 
States Army, to credit him in the sum of $14,000, 
that being the amount of public money for which 
he was accountable, lost by the shipwreck of the 
steamship Northerner, on the 5th January, 1860, 
near Cape Mendocino, California, it having been 
forwarded to him at Fort Vancouver, Washing- 
ton Territory, by that vessel, by the assistant 
quartermaster at San Francisco. 


The bill was reported to the Senate without | 


amendment. 

Mr. KING. Is there any report in the case? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. There isa re- 

ort, Is the reading of the report asked for? 

Mr. KING. Yes, sir. 

The Secretary read the report, 
appears that on the 4th of January, 1860, the me- 
morialist delivered to Brevet Major Robert Allen, 
of the quartermaster’s department, at San Fran- 
cisco, in California, $14,000 in specie, to be trans- 
ported through that department to Major Alvord, 
at Vancouver, Washington Territory. Major 
Allen turned this money over to Wells, Fargo & 
Co., for transportation, and they-placed it on the 
steamer Northerner, W. L. Dall, master, which 
left San Francisco the same day for the Columbia 
river. The treasure was in care of a faithful agent 
of the company, D. W. Barry. On the 5th of 
January 1860, the Northerner was wrecked by 
striking a roek near 9 I 
money was lost, in despite of all the efforts of is 
custodian, Mr. Barry, who łost his life in his 
attempt to save these funds. These facts are sus- 
tained by the sworn testimony of Major Allen; by 
Samuel Knight, an agentof Wells, Fargo & Co.; 
and by Captain Dall, muster of the steamer. The 


from which it 


committee were fully satisiied that the money was | 


lostin the mannerstated; thatthe utmost exertions 


Cape Mendocino, and the | 


recovered, there being no’ insurance against: thé- 
dangers of the'séa; and tbat’ Major Alvord, the, 
memorialist; is free from alt blame in connection 
therewith; and they therefore ‘reported a Bill for 
his relief. : ` SOUS Be E 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed for athird 
reading, read the third time, and passed.) 0? 
W. WL, VESEY. mek fe oe 
Mr. SUMNER. Lask the Senate to:take up. 
the bill (S. No. 463) for the relief of William H. 
Vesey. -It is very similar in. character to that on: 
which we have just acted. : ie 
The motion was agreed to; and the bill. (S.No. 
463) for the relief of William H. Vesey was read a 
second time ,and considered as in Committee ofthe 
Whole. _[t authorizes the proper accounting ofi- 
cers of the Treasury to examine the evidence to be 
presented before them by or on behalf of William 
H. Vesey, late consul of the United Statesat Havre, 
in France, in regard to an alleged loss of $1,518 
deposited by him on account of the fees of bus con- 
sular office, belonging to the Government-of the 
United States, in the banking-house of Messrs. 
Greene & Co., of Paris, lost by their defaulty and 
paid by him into the Treasury of the United States; 
and upon the production of proof satisfactory: to 
them that thcloss wasactually sustained asalleged, 
and through no want of care upon the part of the 
depositor, it is to be the duty of the Secretary of 
the Treasury to reimburse and repay to William: 
H. Vesey, or his legal representatives, a sum not 
exceeding $1,518, with interest thereon from the 
date when the loss shall appear to have occurred; 
but he or his legal representatives, before repay- 
ment of the loss, are to execute and deliver to the 
proper officer of the Government a sufficient trans- 
fer and assignment, for the benefit of the United 
States, of all claim, at law or in equity, which he 
may have upon thesaid banking-house of Greene 
& Co., of Paris, or its representatives; on-account 
of the loss alleged to have been sustained by him 
by reason of their default. : SER 
The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading, read the third time, and passed. 


ELIZA A. MERCHANT. 


Mr. IVERSON. I move that the Senate take 
up the bill of the House (No. 436) for the relief 
of Mrs. Eliza A. Merchant, widow of the laté 
first Lieutenant and Brevet Captain Charles G. 
Merchant, of the United States Army, which has 
been reported from the Committee on Pensions. 
I make this motion, because I understand it is a 
very meritorious case. The lady is advanced ih 
years, and is very much in want. The bill has 
passed the House of Representatives, and been 
examined: by a committee of this body, and re- 
ported on favorably by them. There can be no 
objection to it. I understand it presents strong 
grounds for relief. I hope the Senate will indulge 
me, and the friends of the bill, in taking it up. 
It will occupy bur little time. : ty 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as 
in Committee of the Whole, proceeded: to con- 
sider the bill (H, R. No. 436) for the relief of 
Mrs. Eliza A. Merchant, widow of the late first 
Lieutenant and Brevet Captain Charles G. Mer- 
chant, of the United States Army. It directs the 
Secretary of the Interior to place the name of 
Eliza A. Merchant on the pension list, at the rate 
of fifteen dollars per month, to commence on the 
4th day of March, 1860, and continue during her’ 
life. 

The Committee on Pensions reported the bill 
with two amendments: in line five, to strike out 
‘ fifteen,” and insert ‘‘ twenty-five,” and in line 
eight, to strike out the word ‘ life,” and insert 
« widowhood,” so that the bill will read: i 

Be it enacted, &c., That the Secretary of the Interiorbe, 
and he is hereby, directed to place the name.of Eliza A. 
Merchant on the pension list, at the rate of twenty-five 
dollars per month, to commence on the-4th day of Mareh, 
1860, and continue during her widowhood. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is the Senate’ 
ready for the question on the first amendment re- 
ported by the committee? : 

Mr. KING. If there is a report in the case, 1 
should like to hear it read. dee 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. : The xeading’ 
of the report is asked for; It will be read. 

The Secretary read the: report: made: to the: 
House of Representatives on the 23d of Mareh, 
1860, by Mr. Burrinron, front the Committee on 
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Military Affairs, from which it appeared thatthe | 
petitioner, on behalf of herself and child, claimsa 
pension for the reason that her Lusband, the late 
First Lieutenant and Brevet Captain Charles G. 
Merchant, died in the military service of the Uni- 
ted States, at Pascagoula, Mississippi, on the 4th 
of September, 1855. The petitioner alleges that 
her husband, Lieutenant Merchant, graduated at 
the United States Military Academy at West 
Point on the 30th day of Janc, 1843, and was pro- 
moted to brevet second licutenant in the cighth 
regiment United States infantry July 1, 1843; that 
he served during the war with the Mexican repub- 
lic; and was brevetted first licutenant September 
8, 1847, for gallant and meritorious conduct at the 
battle of Molino del Rey, and brevet captain Sep- 
tember 18, 1847, for gallant and meritorious con- 
ductatthe battle of Chepultepce; and on his return | 
from Mexico he was ordered to Texas, and inan | 
affair with Indians May 20, 1850, was severely 
wounded, from which he never fully recovered; 
in April, 1858, he was ordered to East Pascagoula, 
Mississippi. The testimony of J. J. B. Wright, 
surgeon United States Army, and John F. Ran- 
dolph, who was acting assistant surgeon United 
States Army, both strongly corroborate the state- 
ment of the petitioner, that the wound alluded to | 
was the cause of his death. The Commissioner 
of Pensions, in a letter to the committec. dated | 
January 2, 1857, says: “If Uie committee are of 
opinion, from the medical testimony, that his 
death. was hastened by the wound, the claim of 
the widow to a pension. would sccm to be as mer- 
jtorious as some others which have been allowed 
by special act.” Lt is also disclosed by the Com- 
misstoner of Pensions that Charles G. Merchant 
was n first lieutenant at the time of his death. 
The committee, after a careful examination of the 
testimony, were of opinion that the death of Lieu- 
tenant Charles G. Merchant was hastened by a 
wound received iv a battle with Indians May 20, 
1850, and that the application of Mrs. Eliza A. | 
Merchant, his widow, is worthy the favorable ; 
consideration of Congress. | 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question 
is on the first amendment reported by the commit- 
tec, to strike out * fifteen ” and insert “ twenty- 
five.” | 

Mr. GRIMES. F desire to suggest to members | 
of the Senate present that there is a principle pro- 
posed to be changed by this amendment; that is, 
a principle that has been acted upon by the Sen- 
ate heretofore. It has been the practice to grant 
to widows of officers of the Army half pay; that 
is,one halfthe pay to which the officer was entitled 
at the time of his decease. This amendment, Í 
believe, proposes to grant to the widow the half 
pay of a brevet captain whilst he was only a 
lieutenant in the line, and was only drawing the 
pay ora lieutenant, Theamendment now before 
the Senate is, to inerease her half pay from fifteen 
dollars a month, or sixteen dollars and sixty-six | 
cents jt ought to be, to twenty-five dollars. If it | 
is to be the rule hereafter that the widows of ofi- | 
cers of the Army shall draw the half pay of the 
rank of their husbands if they were full captuus, | 
or if they held office in the line to which they | 
have been brevetted, thenit is right chat we should | 
adopt this amendment. F have nothing further | 
to add, except that I desire this question to be | 
settled, so that the Committee on Pensions may 
understand what is to be the view of the Senate | 
hercafter m its actions whether we are to give to | 
widows of officers the half pay of their brevet | 
rank or of their rank in the line. It has been | 
hitherto the later. This amendment proposcs 
to change that rule. 

Mr. CHANDLER. What was his pay at the 


j 
| 
time of his death? | 
H 
i 


Mr. GRIMES. He wasalieutenantand brevet ! 
captain; and this amendment proposes to give his | 
widow the half pay of a captain. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question | 
is on the amendment reported by the committee | 
to strike out “fifteen”? aud insert “twenty-five.” | 

The amendment was rejected. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question 
now is on the second amendment reported by the 
committee, which proposes to strike out the word 
«hife and to insert the word “widowhood.” | 

Mr. DVERSON. Twill merely suggest to the 
Senate that it would be better not to concur in that 


| different from that ef the Chair. 
cussed this matter once or twice, and my recol- | 
lection is that a special order fora particular hour | 


| 


Hi 


amendment, because it would take the bill back io 
the House. Sheis a very old woman, and whether 


the pension is granted to her for life or widow- | 


hood, is a matter of no consequence, as she will 
never get married again. Let the pension be for 
life. Lhope the Senate will disagree to thatamend- 


ment, and let. the bill pass as it came from the || 


House. 

The amendment was rejected. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 


ADJOURNMENT FOR CHRISTMAS. 


Mr. MASON. To-morrow being a holiday, I 
suppose that the Senate would desire to adjourn 
over until the following day; and with the assent 


| of the body, I move that when the Senate adjourns 


to-day, it adjourn to meet on Wednesday next. 

The motion was agrecd to. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the Fouse of Representatives, 
by Mr. Forney, its Clerk, announced that the 
House had passed a bill (No. 467) granting a 
pension to Eliza Reeves, in which the concurrence 
of the Senate was requested. 


ADMISSION OF KANSAS. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Foster.) | 


The Chair will state that, by a vote of the Senate, 
to-day at one o’clock was assigned specially for 
the consideration of the bill (H. R. No. 23) for 
the admission of Kansas into the Union. That 
hour has not yet arrived; but as there seems to 
be no other business before the Senate, the Chair 
will announce the fact; and he will further state, 


that that special order would be superseded by the |) 


joint resolution proposing amendments to the 
Constitution of the United States, that being the 
unfinished business of Friday; and that, unless 
objection be made, the Chair will now take up 
the joint resolution (S. No. 48) proposing amend- 
ments to the Constitution of the United States, 


on which the Senator from ‘Fennessce (Mr. Nicun- | 


orson] is entitled to the floor. 
Mr. COLLAMER. If Lunderstand the ruling 
of the Chair, it is that the special order, being the 


| bill for the admission of Kansas, is superseded 


by the unfinished business. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
opinion of the Chair. 
that to be the practice of the Senate. 

Mr. COLLAMER. 
Chair what becomes of this special order ? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, It will be the 
next business in order after the resolution, which 
is the unfinished business of Friday, shall have 
been disposed of. 


Mr. COLLAMER, 


Itis so inthe 


I desire to know whether 


it will stand of its own right, superseding other | 


business, on the disposition of that? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It would, in 
the opinion of the Chair, be the business next in 
order after the expiration of the morning hour 
each day. 


Mr. COLLAMER. Expericnecd Senators sug- i 


gest to me that probably there is some misappre- 
hension about the effect of passing over this spe- 
cial order. 1 do not wish to take away from the 
gentleman who has the foor the opportunity of 
addressing the Senate; but I desire that something 
may be done in relation to this Kansas billwhich 
shall keep it from being overslaughed. 1f the hour 
runs out for this without our proceeding with it, 
it may be gone entirely. 

Mr. GREEN. Twill suggest to the Senator, 
that this isa special order, and it remains as a 
special order; and the oldest special order is al- 


ways the one to be called up, unless there is some | 


unfinished matter on the table; and it will retain 
its place as the oldest special order. 

Mr. COLLAMER. This being made a special 
order, as I understood, at one o’clock, supersedes 
all previous special orders, until this is put out of 
the way ip some way. 


Mr. TRUMBULL. F thinkthe Chairisantler Íl 


a misapprehension &s to what-bas been the ruling 
of the Senate on this pomt. My recollection is 


comes up, notwithstanding the Senate may have 


adjourned upon unfinished business the day pre- ji 


vious. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. With the per- | 


mission of the Senator from Illinois, the Chair 


The Chair understands | 


I desire to inquire of the | 


We have dis- | 


will state that that is the opinion of the Chair, and 
it becomes his duty to name the special order at 
that hour; tocallitup, butto suggest, at the same 
time, that the unfinished business of the day be- 
fore takes the precedence, according to the practice 
ii of the Senate. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Begging the pardon of the 
Chair, I think the practice is quite the reverse; 
and the unfinished business does not take prece~ 
dence, but we mu t get rid of the special order in 
order to get up the unfinished business. That has 
i| been my understanding. Otherwise, business once 
| commenced would be progressed with until it was 
i finished. My understanding is, that when aspe- 
cial order is fixed fora particular day and hour, 
| the first special order at that day and hour comes 
| up, even if the Senate is engaged on business at 
the time. Whenever the hour arrives, the Pre- 
siding Officer arrests the speaker on the floor and 
calls up the special order; and if hs would do so 
at that time, though a person were upon tie floor 
addressing the Senate, itseems to me surely that 
the fact that there was unfinished business of a 
previous day would not crowd out the special 
order, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair wil 
have the rule read, whieh, in his opinion, controls 
the matter. . 

The Secretary read the 15th rule, as follows: 

“15, The unfinished business in which the Senate was 
engaged at the last preeeding adjournment shall have we 
preference in the special orders of the day.” 

Mr. COLLAMER. Has the unfinished busi- 
| ness, to which the Chair has called our attention, 
ever been made the special order of the day? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Ithas not, ac- 
cording to the recollection of the Chair. 

Mr. FOOT. Let the 31st rule be read. 

The Secretary read it, as follows: 

“31, When the hour shall have arrived for the consider- 
ation of a special order, it shall be the duty of the Chair to 
take up such speeial order, and the Senate shall proceed to 
consider it, une the postponed by vote of the Senate. 

“When two or more subjects shall bave been specially 

ssigned for consideration, they shall take precedence ac- 
| cording to the order of time at which they were severally 
l assigned, and sueh order shall at no time be Jost or changed 
; except by the direction of the Senate. 
; “When two or more subjects shall have been assigned 
| for the same hour, the subjeet first assigned for that hour 
shall take precedence; but speeial orders shall always have 
precedence oF general orders, unless such special orders 
shalt be postponed by direction of the Senate. : 

Special or shall not lose their position on account 
į of intervening adjournments ; nor shall they Jose their rel- 
ative position on the Calendar, except by vote of the Scuate, 
until finally disposed of.” 

Mr. COLLAMER.- Now, Mr. President, } 
understand that the subject-matter unfinished at 
the adjournment was not a special order, and 
never has been at all. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. If it werc, it is not an 
older special order than this. 

Me COLLAMER Ht is not a special order 
at all. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The hour of 
one o’clock having now arrived, it is the duty of 
| the Chair to call up the bill for the admission of 
| Kansas into the Union, which, by a vote of the 
| Senate, was made the special order for this day at 
one o’clock. ‘That bill is now before the Senate. 

Mr. MASON. 1 presume we can test the 
sense of the Senate upon the construction of the 
rule. My experience in the Senate has been, 
i that the unfinished business of the day preceding, 
under the 15th rule, is the first business prop- 
erly before the Senate at one o’clock on the suc- 
cceding day, unless by a vote of the Senate it is 
ordered otherwise. That has been the practice, 
T think; and, if the Chair decides otherwise, I 
should like to have the opinion of the Senate 
upon it. 

Mr. FITZPATRCK. I know there has been. 
soine diversity of opinion as to the effect of the 
two rales which have been read; but I think the 
general practice has been that the unfinished busi- 
il ness tekes precedence over any special order; and 
|i therefore, in my opinion, the Chair was right, in 
|| his first ruling, in stating that it became his duty 
to announce that the special order was set for a 
i} particular time, but, at the samme ume, to giv 
| precedence to the unfinished business, if the Ben- 
|i ate adjourned without closing it. L think that 
i 
t 
| 
} 


has been the uniform ruling, so far as my knowl- 
edge extends, both of the Vice President and of 
the various chairmen who have presided tempo- 
If there had been no un- 


| rarily in his absence. 
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finished business to-day, the bill to which the 
Senator from Vermont alludes would be the basi- 
ness first in order; and-the fact that the unfin- 
ished business was vot made a special order pre- 
vious to its being taken ‘up by the Senate, makes 
no difference. If a bill is taken up and is undis- 
posed of by the Senate, and the body adjourns 
upon it, then, under the determinatian always put 
upon these rules, it becomes unfinished business, 
and entitled to precedence on the succeeding day. 
I know it is repeatedly the case, that Senators | 
having charge of particular business, who are 

` anxious that it shall not be overridden, call it up 
just before the Senate adjourns, so that they may 
have it in order the next day as the first business 
at one o'clock. After the unfinished business 
shall have been disposed of, either by being fin- 
ished, or by being postponed, or by being laid | 
aside in any other way, then the special order of 
which the Senator from Vermont speaks becomes 
the first business in order, and so on. Since E 
have been connected with the chair, I think it 
has been held that all unfinished business upon 
which the Senate adjourned takes precedence over 
all special orders. It has certainly been my con- 
struction, 

Mr. COLLAMER. It is true that there was a 
period when, perhaps, the practice was exactly 
as stated by the honorable Senator from Alabama; 
but the 31st rule was made to obviate and settle 
this very difienlty. That isa new rule inserted | 
ona revision of our rules, within the last two or 
three years. The effect of the principle which 
the gentleman states, that the duiinished business | 
would take precedence of all special orders, would | 
be to deprive this body of the power of making 
any special order which would be at all effective, 
if there were any business which remained under 
discussion for a long period. In that condition 
of things, the Senate could take up nothing. If 
they made a bill a special order ever so many | 
times, so long as any unfinished business contin- 
ued on the table, though it was itself never a spe- | 
cial order at all, it would overrule them all, and 
supersede all power in the Senate to make any 
special orders that would have any effect; and as 
there is no mode of putting an end to debate by 
our rules, everything might be superseded, and 
that forever, by the unfinished business. The 
31st rule was made for the very purpose of giving 
a different direction to business, and securing pre- 
cedence to the special orders over everything else, 
in the order in which they are so made, when the 
time comes for which they wereassigned. When | 
that time arrives, it is made the duty of the Chair | 
to call them up, that they may have precedence, | 
unless the Senate order otherwise. I am not now 
talking about a contest hetween two special orders; 
but the subject of this unfinished business was 
never made a special order at all. This bill has 
been made so; and | suppose some others, in due | 
time, will come up in the same way. Now, I say 
that the 31st rule was made for the very purpose 
of enabling the Senate to make special orders that 
would come up at the hour fixed, notwithstand- 
ing any unfinished business. 

Mr. GREEN. I think the Senator from Ver- | 
mont is clearly right if these resolutions were 
never made the special order; but, to obviate all 
difficulty, I suggest that, by common consent, we | 
take up the Kansas question, and let the Senator 
from Tennessee proceed on that just as well as | 
on the other. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill which | 
the Chair announced at one o’clock, which is the | 
bill for the admission of Kansas into the Union, | 
is now before the Senate, and, in the opinion of 
the Chair, it will require a vote of the Senate to 
displace that and bring forward anything else. 
That is the question now before the Senate—the 
bill (H. R. No. 23) for the admission of Kansas 
into the Union—subject, of course, to the control 
of the Senate in relation to giving any other ques- 
tion precedence over it . | 
Mr. NICHOLSON. What is the bill before | 

the Senate? ' | 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill for | 
the admission of Kansas. | 
Mr. COLLAMER. Who has tke foor on that | 
bill? 
"The PRESIDING OFFICER. No one at | 


resent, 


Mr. COLLAMER. Itake it. I wish to speak 
on that bill. i 


Mr. MASON. -If the Senator will allow me, 
the suggestion was made by the Senator from 
Missouri, and I think acquiesced in by the Sen- 
ate, that he would not insist on the question of 
order, provided the Senator from Tennessce was 


allowed to have the floor on this bill. The Sen- | 


ator from Vermont, I presume, did not so under- 
stand it. i 

Mr. COLLAMER. I did not so understand it. 

Mr. MASON. If that be the fact, 1 must insist 
on the question of order and the vote of the Sen- 
ate. 

Mr. COLLAMER. I do not know that it will 
make any difference. Were I to take the floor on 
the Kansas bill and urge its passage, the gentle- 
man from Tennessee might take the floor imme- 
diately following me, and make his remarks. It 
probably amounts to the same thing On that 
suggestion, I will not insist on the fleor now, if 
the gentleman wishes to take it on the bill, but 
will permit him to do so. 

Mr. NICHOLSON. Mr. President, I took the 
floor the other day with no expectation that the 
bill for the admission of Kansas would be the 
question for consideration by the Senate. An- 
other question, however, somewhat germane to 
it in the views which I shall present, was expected 
to be before the Senate. The remarks which I 
shall make, though they will not be directed par- 
ticularly to the propriety or impropriety of the 
admission of Kansas, will have a bearing upon 
one of the consequences of that admission—the 
increase in the number of free States. I shall there- 
fore proceed to pursue the line of argument in 
reference to the present crisis in our country, 
which I had designed pursuing before this change 
in the order of business. 

In the course of the speech delivered by the 
Senator from Ohio, [Mr. Wang,] the other‘day, 
he made the following remarks: 


& I have listened to the complaints on the other side 
patiently, and with an ardent desire to ascertain what was 
the particular difficudty under which they were laboring. 
Many of those who have supposed themselves aggrieved 
have spoken; but I confess that lam now totally unable 


4 to understand precisely what it is of which they com- 


plain.” 


And further on, the same Senator said: 

“ But what hus caused this great excitement? Sir, I 
will tell you what [suppose itis. I do not (and I say it 
frankly) so much blame the people of the South; because 


‘they believe, and they are Jed to believe by all the inform- 


ation that ever comes before them, that we, the dominant 
party to day, who have just seized upon the reins of this 
Government, are their mortal enemies, and stand ready to 
trample their institutious under foot. ‘They have been told 
so by our enemies atthe North. Their misfortune, or their 
fault, is that they have lent a too easy ear to the insinua- 
tions of those who are our mortal enemies, while they 
would not hear us.” 

And again, in the same speech, the Senator 
said: 

« Now, what do you complain of? You are going to break 
up this Government; you are going to involve us in war 
and blood, from a mere suspicion that we shall justify tbat 
which we staud everywhere pledged not to do. Would 
you be justified in the eyes of the civilized world in taking 
šo monstrous a position, aud predicating it on a bare, 
groundless suspicion 7? k 

seems, then, Mr. President, that this gloom 
which hangs over the country, and which is seen 
and felt by us all, and freely admitted by the Sen- 
stor himsclf, has no better foundation, in his esti- 
mation, than the groundless suspicion that the 
party soon to take possession of the Government 
intends to do something wrong. Is it possible 
that this feeling which pervades the whole coun- 
try; which manifests itself in all our intercourse; 
which is seen in the countenances of all men; and 
which indicates the fearful looking for of some sad 
calamity that is about to befall the country, 1s only 
the result of an idle delusion? Is it possible that 
this wide-spread, disastrous, pecuniary and com- 
mercial revulsion that has taken place; this de- 
struction of private and public credit which within 
the last sixty days bas diminished the actual value 
of the estates of men in this country from twenty- 
five to fifty per cent., is it possible, I say, that 
all these consequences, these apprehensions, these 
dangers, are the fruits of an idle, baseless, ground- 
less suspicion on the partof southern men? [fit 
be so, then it becomes us all with promptness and 
fairness and candor, at once to relieve the country 
from so strange and so ruinous a delusion. 

But, while the Senator can find no better ground 
for this wide-spread feeling of alarm and danger, 
he concedes that southern men are not so much 
to blame. He concedes that we beliéve that the 


t 


Republican party are our mortal: eviemies, atid, 
believing that, he does not think we are so much 
to blame; but in the next breath he's ve hë 
lieve this upon unfounded informatio 
listen to none but the mortal enemies of the ‘Re 
publican party at the North, and:that-we will iol 
hear that party itself. I suppose’ the Senator 
alludes to those in the North. as. mortal enemies 
who stand opposed to the Republican party: < As 
| a matter of course, he embraces within this desig= 
“nationthe Democratic party of the North. “While 
I freely concede that he is right in saying that wë 
of the South believe his party our mortal enemies, 
I deny that that convictioiris made on our minds 
from information, either true or false, derived dx- 
clusively or mainly even, from our friends of the 
North. : ; : 
We have for them the highest appreciation. ‘In 
regard to.them it is my pleasure to say, thatin 
the South we have for years confided in them as 
faithful friends and true patriots. We have re- 


! . HR F; 
i garded them as standing as a barrièr between our 


rights and interests and the aggressions’ of our 
enemies; and but for their: faithful and eficient 
exertions and devotion to the constitutional rights 
of all sections, this‘crisis which is now wpon-us 
would have come years. ago. It would atleast 
have'come in 1856. My only-regret is that they 
have not been able still to stem the éurrent of sec- 
tionalism and fanaticism that has overwhelmed 
them and brought full to our view the terrors of 
a dissolving Union. Whatever may come in the 
future—though this Union may be dissolved; 
though we may separateinto two confederacies— 
there is one thing that willalways be remembered 
by southern mens and that is the fidelity and 
bravery and disinterestedness with which north- 
ern men have stood by and sustained and defend- 
ed our rights, until the power of sectionalism hag 
at last crushed them down. ; : 
But, Mr. President, it is truc, as assumed “by 
the Senator from Ohio, that: there does exist in 
the South a deep and wide-spread conviction that 
the Republican party is-the mortal enemy of the 
institutions and rights of the South. That con- 
viction, as I have said, does not arise from the 
misrepresentations, as some have said, of north- 
ern national men, of whatever party, but it has 
been produced by stubborn facts, and by inform- 
ation derived from the most authentic and relia- 
ble sources. It comes from the leading men of 
the Republican party; from their speeches made 
here and elsewhere; from the acts of their Leyisla- 
tures; fromall the sources, authentic and reliable, 
from which the truth as to public sentiment is to 
be ascertained. Among those from whom, afd 
| by whom, this conviction has been produced on 
| the southern mind, there are few, if any, who 
have contributed more than the Senator from Ohio 
himself, His own speeches here and elsewhere 
| have made the impression at the South that, so 
far as his opinions are concerned, (and we regard 
| him as a representative man,) that portion of the 
northern people represented in sentiment by him, 
are our mortal enemies. . The people'of the South 
know the characters. of the leading men of the 
North of all parties. I tell the distinguished Sen- 


| ator from Ohio that in the South we regard him 
i nat only as a representative man, as a strong- 


minded man, but a bold, blunt, brave man; a man 
of candor; and when he speaks, when he tells 
the country that there is now ‘‘really no union 
between the North and the South; thatthere isa 
‘bitter rancor?” of feeling existing betwecn the two 
sections that does not characterize the feeling’ ex- 
isting between any other two foreign Govern- 
ments: when he says that “ the only salvation of 
this Union is to be found in divesting it entirely 
from all taint of slavery, what are we to infer but 
that he and those whose opinions he represents 
are the mortal enemies of interests and rights with 
which our lives and our happiness and our all are 
identified ? i 

I have alluded, Mr. President, to the evidence 
of a hostile feeling in the North against the South 
furnished by the Senator from Ohio, beeause he 
has assumed that the only evidence on which the 
southern mind relies for its convictions on. this 
subject is derived from the enemies of Republi- 
canism in the North.. I could pile up the proof, 


lin refutation of his remark, by referring to ‘the 


declarations of other representative and jeading: 
men of the Republican party, in this bodyandin x 
the other House, and out of them; by referring to 
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the facilities well known to be constantly fur- | 
nished to the free States for the escape of fugitive | 
slaves; by referring to the difficulty and danger | 
of executing the fugitive slave law; by referring 
to the statutes passed by many of the free State 
Legislatures for the acknowledged purpose of 
obstructing. the successful execution of a plain 
obligation imposed by the Constitution; by refer- 
ring to the well-known fact that anti-slavery so- 
cieties are tolerated in the free States, when the 
avowed purposes of their association are to scatter 
incendiary publications through the South, tend- 
ing directly to the production of discontent, re- 
bellion, and insurrection among the slaves; but 
I forbear. Itis only necessary to allude to the 
facts to repel the allegation of the Senator from 
Ohio, that our convictions as to the hostility of 
his party are unfounded, and based only ca the 
information derived from the encmies of his party 
in the North, 

But, Mr. President, without going outside of 
the most authentic sources of information, rely- 
ing upon no facts stated by the friends of the South 
at the North; but upon the acknowledged evi- 
dences furnished by the Republican party itself, I 
shall procced to state, as briefly as possible, what 
i understand to be the complaints of the South. 

Mr. President, in regard to the sentiments ofa 


“ majority of the northern people upon the subject 


of slavery as an abstract proposition, either mor- 
ally or politically, I presume there can be no di- 
versity of opinion. Looking to all the sources of 
information that are reliable, I understand these 
propositions to present fairly the sentiment of the 
northern mind—I mean the prevailing sentiment 
in reference to the subject of slavery: 

1. That slavery, as it exists in the southern 
States, is a moral as well as social and political 
evil, N 

2 That the owners and their slaves are created 
equals that they are endowed alike with the in- 
alienable rights of life, liberty, and the pursuit of 
happiness; and that to secure these rights equally 


| session of the Government of the country. r. 


ji tion of the Senate to the Republican platform, for 


} our Federal Government were to secure these rights to all 


| States, by positive legislation, prohibiting its existence or 
2 Ẹ R. ’ 5 


to both governments are instituted, deriving their 
just power from the consent of the governed. 

3. That as the owners and their slaves are 
created cquai, the former cannot rightfully acquire 
or hold dominion over, or property in, the latter 
without his consent. 

Now, My. President, these I understand to be | 
the prevalent sentiments of the northern mind in 
reference to the question of slavery, viewed either | 
socially, morally, or politically. ‘These senti- | 
ments have prevailed from the beginning of the 


Government. They have characterized no par- |} ; i 
| in that platform worthy of that prominent man’s 


ticular sect or party prior to the year IB56. I 
make no complaint against the entertaining by 
northern men of thoseopinions. Under the frec- 
dom of speech and the freedom of conscience, they 
have a full and perfect right to entertain these 
opinions, Itis no cause of quarrel between us 
and them, On the other hand, we of the South 
entertain directly antagonistic opinions as matters 
of conscience and as matters of political opinion, 
on each one of these propositions. We claim the 


! breadth; and I regret to add, sectionalism largely 


"thor of that platform? 


| our Federal system of government, unless we can 


| ments and patriotism of our fathers who framed it. 


i a distinguished citizen of the State of New York, 


vight under the same high sanction to entertain 
these opinions, and we say that it is no cause of 


1 

quarrel, and should be none. | 
These opinions, Mr. President, prevailed, as we | 
all know, in the convention that framed our Gov- } 


ernment, ‘There was precisely the same antag- 
onism then and there that exists to-day between 
the North and South on these questions; yet it 
was no cause of disruption; it was no cause of 
quarrel; it was no insuperable obstacle to the form- 
ation of this Government. Men who believed, 
as does the Senator from Ohio, that slavery is a | 
moral, social, and political evil, in that conven- | 


tion, sanctioned the Constitution, and labored for !! 


its adoption and ratification; yet in that Consti- 
tution we all know the legality and the rightfal- 
ness of property in slaves are conceded in more 
than one clause; that it even goes the length of 
conceding the right to increase the number of 
slaves by new importations for twenty years, How 
can it be, then, that we who stand now in the 
same position, cannot settle these conflicting 
opinions upon the same principle that they did? 
That principle was to leave every man to the en- | 


i 
joyment of his own conscientious opinion, and to |; 
require cvery man to agree that the Constitution | 
of the country is the supreme law of the land, and | 
i 


in the discharge of his obligations as_a citizen, to 


yield to this supremacy of the Constitution. li 


| then, or soonafter, a candidate for the Presidency, 
| whospoke wordsof warning on this subject whitch 


| the most wealthy, and has the most voters; and therefore 
| has the power to inflict this injustice upon the South. But 


; that it should declare 


|i truly you would nots but one universal ery of “no YP? would | 
i rend the skies! 


What we now. complain of is, that in the year 
1856 these questions, known to be questions of 
antagonism, morally and socially, if not politi- 
cally, incapable of reconciliation between the 
North and South, were seized upon by political 
leaders at the Northand incorporated as the basis, 
as the “central idea,” of a political association 
which, rising upon the strength of this prevail- 
ing sentiment at the North, has finally taken pos- 


President, the first fatal stab to this Union was 
made at the Philadelphia convention, in 1856, 
when these propositions were incorporated as a 

art of the Republican platform. There was the 
birth of Republicanism, and there was the birth 
of organized sectionalism; its legitimate fruits are 
agitation, dissension, alienation, and, finally, dis- 
union, in some form or other. In my honest con- 
viction, there is to be found the true origin of 
disunionism, and there the real responsibility for 
that catastrophe. 

Mr. President, I desire now to turn the atten- 


the purpose of showing that the surprise which is 
expressed here at the prevalence of the feeling of 
resistance in the South ought to have no exist- 
ence. The resolution in that platform to which 
1 particularly refer is this: 

“ Resolved, ‘That, with our republican fathers, we hold 
it to be a selfevidcnt truth that all men are endowed with 


the inalienable rights to life, liberty, and the pursuit of bap- 
piness ; and that the primary object and ulterior designs of 


persons within its exclusive jurisdletion ; that as our re- 
publican fathers, when they had abolished slavery in all our 
national territory, ordained that no person should be de- 
prived of life, liberty, or property, without duc process of 
law, it becomes our duty to maintain this provision of the 
Constitution against all attempts to violate it for the pur- 
pose of establishing slavery in any Territory of the United 


extension therein, ‘That we deny the authority of Con- 
gress, of a Territorial Legislature, of any individual or as- 
sociation of individuals, to give legal existence to slavery 
in any Territory of the United States while the present 
Constitntion shall be maintained.” 

There, Mr. President, in my estimation, is the 
incorporation into a political platform of prin- 
ciples which make up an issue between the North’ 
and the South which I fear is wholly irreconcil- | 
able. There is sectionalism in its length and | 


mpregnated with fanaticism. Who was the au-, 
{ think I have scen it! 
stated recently that a distinguished gentleman, | 
late a member of Congress from Ohio, Mr. Gid- 
dings, claims the honor of having inserted this 


plank in the Republican platform. It is a plank 


known hostility to southern institutions. Fe has 
succeeded in incorporating a principle which, 
sooner or lafer, must result in the destruction of 


return, in truth and in honesty, to the real senti- 


Mr. President, when the principle was incor- 
porated into the Republican platform, there was 


it will now be of use to recur to for more pur- 
poses than one—TI allude to Mr. Fillmore. In his 
criticisms upon this party and its organization, 
he stated in plain, simple, and few words, the 
truth, the whole truth, and the end of this scc- 
tional organization. Listen to him: 

*< But we now see a party organized in the North for the 
first time selecting candidates tor President and Vice Pres- 
ident exclusively from the northern States, with tbe avowed 
intention of clecting them to govern the South as well as 
the North.” 

And again: 

“The Northis, beyond al} question, the most populous, 


we ean best judge ofits consequences by reversing the ease. 
Suppose the South was the most populous,the most wealthy, | 
and possessed the greatest number of electoral votes; and | 
that, for some fancied or real in- | 
justice done at the North, it would cleet none but a Pres- j 


! here. 


to rule over the North: do you think, tellow-citizens, you 
would submit to this injustice? [* Nol? & Not] 


i 
ident and a Vice President of slaveholders from the South | 
i 


No, 


And can you suppose your southern breth- | 
ren less se e than yourselves, or Jess jealous of their | 
rights? if yon do, letine tell you that you are mistaken; | 
and you must therefore perceive that the success of such a 
party, with such an object, must be”--- 


What? 


“a dissolution of the Union.” 


There, Mr. President, is the truth spoken in 
plain, unmistakable words. What is the com- 
plaint? It is that the majority of the people of one 
section ofthe Union, having the numerical power to 
obtain possession of the Government, form them- 
selves into a political organization upon principles 
thatexclude the minoritysection from coöperation, 
for the purpose of governing that minority section. 
Thatis a species of dominion in this case connect- 
ed with the aggravating circumstances attending 
sectionalism, combined with fanaticism, that no 
brave and high-minded people would long endure. 
Hence Mr. Fillmore said truly, when this party 
was organized, and organized upon this purely 
sectional principle, that the necessary result of its 
triumph would be a dissolution of the Union, 
His words would have been verified in 1856, but 
for the brave and the successful exertions of those 
very northern men whom the Senator from Ohio 
regards as his mortal enemies. It was the men 
of Pennsylvania and of New Jersey and of In- 
diana and of Illinois who then averted the catas- 
trophe which hung over the country. Mr. Pill- 
more’s sentiment was responded to throughout 
the whole South, and received as a declaration of 
patriotism that placed him high in the estimation 
of southern men. It was responded to every where 
as a sentiment worthy of a patriot. Why? That 
he was a dissolutionist, a disunionist? No; but 
that he saw that it was an act of despotism on the 
part of the majority to adopt a principle or prin- 
ciples which necessarily made their organization 
sectional, necessarily excluded the minority from 
any actual participation in the Government, and 
held them, therefore, as mere subjects, inthe event 
of the permanent triumph of that organization, 

Why can gentlemen express surprise at the 
state of things now existing, when we all know 
that precisely the same state of things would have 
oceurred df the Republican party had been suc- 
cessful in 1856? 'The same ground which existed 


| then exists now in a more aggravated form; for, 


in addition to the same platform substantially, the 
candidate placed upon it, in my estimation, makes 
the triumph even more offensive than it would 
have been in 1856. 

Now, Mr. President, let us see what it is in 
this platform that is so offensive to the South; for 
thercal foundation of our complaint isto be found 
Gentlemen of the North seem not to com- 
prehend this. They even take up the idea thavit 
Is a mere suspicion thatsome wrong may be done; 
some, that it is merely because we were defeated 
in the election; because we have lost our candi- 
dates; because we have failed in holding the Gov- 
ernment which we have held so long, that we 
manifest such deep concern. I tel] them, in all 
candor, that they are mistaken in this, If Mr. 
Lincoln had entertained opinions and stood upon 
a platform that did not, in our estimation, involve 
our final destruction—{ mean the destruction of 
our southern interests and institutions—we should 
have acquiesced in his election as cheerfully asin 
that of any other man. What, then, is it in this 
platform to which we take exception? The first 
thing is, that it recognizes the general principle 
that aLL men are created equal; and, in recogniz- 
ing this, asserts, as a fact, that Governments are 
made for the purpose of securing alike tho rights 


| of life and liberty and the pursuit of happiness to 


the slave and to his owner. That general prin- 
ciple, if applied in the States, would liberate four 
million slaves. This is a necessary deduction 
from the assertion of the principle of the equality 
of the two races. But the Republican party, F 
must do them the justice to say, do not in their 
platform make the application of this general prin- 
ciple to the States. They confine it to those 
places within which Congress has, according to 
the platform of 1856, “ exclusive jurisdiction.” 
Then, the position is this: you concede that in 
the States we have a right to enjoy this prop- 
erty, and you profess to be willing that this con- 
stitational guarantee shall be maintained; yet, 
inso doing, you avow a principle to be applied 
to all other places within which Congress has 
jurisdiction, which principle fixes a stigma on 
every southern man who is the owner of aslave; 
which principle would, if applied, (and which, if 
you had the power, itis fair to infer, you would 
apply,) would set free every slave of the South. 
Without undertaking to say that this would be 
done without regard to other consequences than 
the loss of property, yet to a southern mind these 
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other consequences are so. frightful, that when a 
party plants itself on a principle so alarming and 
so destructive, if carried out into all its legitimate 
results, we cau but feel that our security is small 
when. all-we have to repose upon is the profes- 
sions of that party that it will regard our rights 
within the States, when the same party tells us 
that rights which we regard the same outside of 
the States, it intends to disregard. This party 
promises us, as the inducement to our repose, that 
our rights of property in slaves shall not be inter- 
fered with in the States, because the Constitution 
recognizes those rights. But they refuse to ex- 
tend that promise to our rights of property in 
slaves outside of the States, although, upon the 
authority of the high judicial tribunal of the coun- 
try for deciding constitutional questions, we have 
exactly the same rights outside of the States, 
within the jurisdiction of the Federal Government, 
as the owners of any other species ‘of property 
have. They concede our rights in the one case, 
because they are expressly recognized by the 
Constitution; they deny them in the other, and 
in so doing, repudiate the authoritative adjudica- 
tion of the Supreme Court. 

But, suppose this gencral principle be carried 
out within those places where Congress has ju- 
risdiction: then it will be carried out in this Dis- 
trict, for here Congress has jurisdiction; it will 
be carried out in the forts and arsenals, for Con- 
gress there has jurisdiction; it will be carried out 
in the Territories, for Congress there has juris- 
diction, Suppose a State makes application for 
admission into the Union with the recognition of 
slavery in its constitution: is not that another 
case within your jurisdiction?. And do you not 
stand, at least by implication from. the principle 
you assert, pledged to reject the admission of 
such a State? 

These are vital points with southern men. Sup- 
pose your party gets possession of both branches 
of Congress 
your pledge to carry out this gencral principle of 


yours, what guarantee have we, what hope have | 


we, that this District will not at once be visited 
with yourpowcr? And so of the forts and arsenals 
within the slave States. We know that in the 
Territories you wouldat once erect an impassable 
barrier, We believe that you would exclude 
every other slave State ffom the Union. Will 
any fair-minded man deny that these measures, 
in their practical consequences, work not only to 
the prevention of the spread of slavery, but to its 
final extinguishment in the States where it now 
exists? Will any candid man deny that these 
principles and measures are expected and intended 
by the Republicamparty to resultin the universal 
emancipation of the slaves? 

But, Mr. President, while these measures, if 
carried out into practice under the feeling that 
you manifest, look, as we honestly believe, toa pe- 
riod when they will result naturally, legitimately, 
and necessarily, without any violence upon the 
Constitution, according to your mode of constru- 
ing it, in the final extinction of slavery,—a more 
fearful aspect of the case is presented when itis re- 
membered that, without any violation of the Con- 


stitution, the operation of these measures is to | 


swell the already formidable disparity between the 
two sections, by increasing the number of free 
States. The same power that will enable you to 
carry out these measures will enable you to hasten 


the introduction of free States to the number that } 


will enable you to adoptsuch amendments to the 
Constitution as your party may desire. Is it 
strange to you that southern men, looking to the 
final catastrophe which they believe is the ulti- 
mate end of your organization, shall look to the 
period when you obtain the powér to'make these 
amendments as the end of the institution of sla- 
very? 

Mr. President, these, in my estimation, are the 

rounds on which the southern mind is now rest- 
ing, and upon which the southern people have 
come to the settled conviction that the election of 
Mr. Lincoln to the Presidency, on the principles 
laid down in the Republican ‘platform, is tanta- 
mount to a declaration of war against an institt- 
tion which, in the South, is identified with all our 
interests, with all our happiness, with all our 
prosperity, socially, politically, and materially. 
This is our conviction, and this conviction 1s 
strengthened when we tarn to the antecedents, 
politically, of the candidate whom you have suc- 


then, under this platform, and under | 


ceeded inclecting. Against bim personally, Ihave ii 
not aword to say. He may be all that his friends | 
represent him, and I shall not. controvert it; but 
the point is, is he a fair representative in his an- 
tecedents of these principles and these measures 
which we look upon as threatening our institu- 
tions. When I turn to his record, I find a most 
remarkable coincidence inall respects between his | 
position, as deliberately and frequently repeated 
by him, and the principle to which Ihave referred | 
as constituting the *‘ central idea?’ of the platform | 
of the Republican party. Upon a careful exam- | 
ination of Mr: Lincoln’s sentiments, as declared | 
again and again in his celebrated controversy, in | 
1858, with Judge Doveras, and other speeches of 


his published and relied upon by his friends in the i 


late contest, in the volume which is before me, I | 
come to the conclusion that he entertains these | 
opinions: He hates slavery as much as an Abo- 
litionist hates it; he says so in so many words. 
He believés that the slave has the same right to 
be protected in his life, LIBERTY, and pursuit of 
happiness, as his owner. He believes that man 
cannot have property in man without his consent; 
that is Mr. Lincoln’s ‘central idea,” his “ sheet- | 
anchor” of Republicanism. He believes that sla- 
very is a social, moral, and political evil. He 
desires its ultimate extinction. He looks to the 
Republican party to adopt and carry out such a 
policy, not inconsistent with the Constitution as 
he construcs it, as will induce the public mind to 
repose on the conviction that slavery will be 
finally extinguished. He believes that such a pol- 
icy is compatible with the continued existence of 
the Federal Union. He believes the Constitution 
can be so construed, administered, and executed, 
that it will be, if{not the instrument, at least no 
obstruction to thé final extinction of slavery. 
Now, Mr. yikes T the triumph of the Re- 


publican party the ve placed in the presidential 
chair a President Wo entertains these views, in 
strict accordance, I agree, with the principles and 
sentiments which characterize his party. In all 
seriousness and carnestness, I ask gentlemen on 
the other side if it is surprising that the southern 
mind is moved, is disturbed, is alarmed at the tri- 
uniph of a party entertaining these opinions and 
at the election of a candidate avowing these senti- 
ments? 

The whole import and purport, therefore, of | 
yourtriumph is plainly this: that you have formed | 
and-intend to perpetuate a political organization 
which must, from its principles, be confined to one 
section, and that the stronger section, with the 
avowed purpose of so construing and administer- 
ing the Constitution as finally to extinguish the 
institutionof slavery, You have the voting power 
to carry out your principles; I mean you have the 
voting power in the North, and you have suc- | 
ceeded in combining that power into a political | 
organization, and you have taken the first great 
steps towards the ultimate accomplishment of 
your purpose. You have secured the executive | 
department of the Government; you have the | 
whole power and patronage of that Department, 
with its millions upon millions of dollars, for the | 
next four years, Is it, then, surprising, Í again 
ask, with all these facts, that the southern mind 
is disturbed; that the question of disunion is agi- 
tated; that the question of secession is the great 
absorbing question of the day? 

Mr. President, what Mr. Fillmore referred to 
as the great point of danger of this organization, 
we have now to look fullin the face. The reign | 
of sectionalism now begins. Under the perma- 
nent dominion of the Republican party, what is 
the condition of the South?, Suppose she con- 
tinues to send her representatives here: what is 
her condition? Sheis nominally represented; ac- | 
tually, she is without representation. She has no 
voice in electing the Executive—none, that is 
counted; none that is potent. She has no voice 
in making the law; for if this sectional majority 
chooses to combine in the enactment of laws as 
it does in the election of a President, though every | 
southern State is here represented and casts its | 
vote, that vote does not weigh a feather in the 
enactment of any law, or in the prevention of its | 
enactment. In view of consequences like these, į 
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and the commencement of a reign of political sec- | 
tionalism, rendered doubly terrible from its con- 
nection with religious fanaticism, I am amazed į 


that gentlemen on the other side, with cool indif- 
ference, express their inability to understand why |i 


i 


| with this institution? 


t 


suuthern men manifest so:mush uneasiness and ~ 
so much concern, and meet us with no dispositi x 
to aid in promoting any measure for averting the, 
calamities that threaten our country. . : 

he 


k { eCause 
President elect is said to- be -a conservative: ma 
I do not believe he intends to. violate the Cons 
tution, as he construes. it; but where is the neees- 
sity of his violating it? ‘The measures that he 
proposes tocarry out,and that party stand pledged 
to carry oul, require no violation of the Constiltr 
tion, as. they construe that instrument, for. their 
ultimate success. It.is only a matter of timo. 
The end may be hastened under the administra- 
tion of a fanatical President, and a fanatical.Con- 
gress, or it may be delayed with a more conserve 
ative President and Congress; but the result is 
fixed; it is inevitable: Mr. Lincoln desires to 
place this Government in a condition in which the 


We are asked to repose quietly, b 


| public mind will repose upon the:conviction that 
the institution of slavery is finally to, be extin- 


guished. . What sort of appeal is that to southern 
men, whose interests and happiness are identified 
What. sort of appeal: is it 
to those men in the extreme South, where not 
only all they have is identified with this. institu- 
tion and is involved in it, but where the lives of 


| themselves and their families are constantly Hable 


to be destroyed and sacrificed by some misguided 
fanatic or Monomaniac, who, feeling restive and 
unwilling to await the slow process of the Repub- 
lican mode of libcrating the slaves, chooses to 
resort to the torch and to insurrection? Is it not 
a most astonishing appeal to make to them, to 
say to them, * We expect you to repose quietly 
upon the conviction that in five years, ten years, 
twenty years, or thirty years, all that you have 
is to be swept away?” 

Repose is the great object desired by the South. 
It is essential to the peace, happiness, and pros- 
perity of her people. .To them the constant agi- 
tation of the slavery question is full of danger. Lt 
was. to secure repose that. the South sought for 
years, and with earnestness, to scenre the recog- 
nition of congressional non-intervention as the 
established policy of the country. Although this 
principle has been declared by the Supreme Court 
to be the true intent and meaning of the Consti- 
tution, we have failed to sccure repose, because 
the Republican party repudiated that solemn ad- 
judication, and resolved to continue the agitation 
of the question until its reversal could be secured, 
We can never have repose until the right to hold 
slaves as other property is placed beyond discus- 
sion and agitation. ‘his can only be accom- 
plished by an express constitutional recognition 


! of that right. It is for that reason that the South 


now demends this express recognition as a neces- 
sary condition, to a final and. satisfactory settle- 
ment of the issue between the North and the 
South, and to the preservation and perpetuation 
of the Federal Union. i 
Without going outside of your platform and 
the declarations of your President elect, we find 
ample justification for the feeling now pervading 
the southern States. Under a solemn conviction 
that the permanent ascendency of a purely sec- 
tional organization, looking’ necessarily, by its 
principles, though carried out without violation 
of the letter of the Constitution, to the overthrow 
of our domestic institutions and the revolutioniz- 
ing of all our social relations, the sentiment is 
largely, overwhelmingly predominantin the south- 
ern States that nothing short of full and explicit 
and unalterable constitutional guarantees canavert 
a disruption of the Confederacy. I admit that 
there are some who, while they deprecate the 
result of the election as a fearful calamity, yet, 
from their ardent devotion to the Union and their 
dread of the sad conscquences of its dissolution, 
are willing to acquiesce so far as to wait for some 
open act of aggression on the part of the new Ad- 
ministration. I confess that I do not look for dan- 
ger so much in open aggressions as the insidious 
and covert attacks upon our rights. According 
to my information and observation, this portion 
of the southern people constitutes a meager mi- 
nority. No State in the Confederacy has been 
more conservative in its sentiments or more earn- 
estly attached to the Federal Union than that 
which I represent in part. To a just, congjitu- 
tional Union that attachment is as‘ardent-and as 
earnest to-day as it ever was. . But the late elec- 
tion has been followed by the wide-spread con- 
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viction that the principles on which the Repub- 
fiéan party triumphed are incompatible with the 


continued existence of a just, constitutional Union; | 


and hence, in my judgment, the sentiment thatis 
predominant in that State is, that new guarantees 
for the future, to be ingrafted on the Constitution, 
and to be unalterable, explicitly recognizing, 
among others, the principles as to the rights of 
property in slaves announced by the Supreme 
Court, in the late Dred Scott case, as the supreme 
law of the land, must be obtained, or that a sacred 
regard for the constitutional rights of her people 
will impel a majority of them to demand a sever- 
ance of her connection with a Union which will 
then have ceased to be entitled to their allegiance. 
Acting upon this conviction as to the predomi- 
nant sentiment of my State, agreeing fully as it 
„does with my own, I shall earnestly sustain every 
effort made here to secure such guarantees; and, 
failing in that, I will zealously coéperate in other 
measures that may be resorted to in the southern 
States for accomplishing the same end. Without 
indulging in profuse professions of devotion to 
the Union, it is cnough for me to say that I shall 
exhaust all reasonable efforts for its preseryation 
upon terms that will give assurance that it will 
hereafter secure to all sections and every State 
and every citizen the enjoyment of all their just 
rights; and when these have failed, I shall have 
no hesitancy in choosing secession or revolution, 
rather than acquiescence in or submission to the 
domination of sectionalism. 

Now, Mr. President, while I speak thus of the 
position of my own State, and my concurrence 
in it, as IE understand that positon to be, E repeat, 
£ regard the overwhelming sentiment of the South 
to be that of demanding guarantecs that shall be 
unalterable—-that shall recognize distinctly and 
fuily the right of the southern man to his slave 
as property—and others of mach importance con- 
nected with the fugitive slave law. [believe the 
overwhelming sentiment of the South demands 
this, or itdemands secessionand revolution, That 
is my honest conviction of the prevailing senti- 
ment of the South. 

Mr. President, there is one thing connected with 
these movements at the South that [ most deeply 
regret. L regret that the whole southern mind had 


not been consulted deliberately and solemnly as | 


to the best means of obtaining the redress or the 
security which’we demand. "Phere is an identity 
of sentiment in the South, there is an identity of 
conviction there, which, inmy judgment, ought 
to have been consulted and ascertained. If there 
had been a southern consultation, representing 
fairly and honestly the sentiments of each State, 
in the most solemn manner known to the expres- 
sion of the sovereign will, and if such a consult- 
ation had prepared,as Uthink they ought, declara- 
tions on which they should ask the action of their 
northern confederates in thts Government, I have 


hoped—TI have believed even—thatsuch anappeal, | 
with all this moral force connected with itas the | 


sentiment of the whole South, could not have been 
resisted by our northern brethren, That is my 
view of the true mode of obtaining the relef or 


the guarantees which we demand, and which | 


ought to have been adopted. 

That mode, however, was not satisfactory to 
some of the extreme southern States. They have 
loss immediate interest in this question, so far as 
the escape and the loss by the escape of fugitives 
is concerned, than we of the middie and border 


: k : f 
States have. For this reason, [think there should 


have been concert between all the southern States. 
i admin, however, that in the ultimate question 


of the final extinction of slavery, their interest is. 


immensely greater than ours. F can see, in this 
fact, why it is they have been more sensitive 
and less willing to wait the more tardy, but, as I 
think it would have ‘been, the more certain and 


peaceful process of an entire consultation with | 


the southern States. They have adopted theirown 
course; and now, in my judgment, the remaining 
border and middle States ought to concert meas- 


ures for making their united appeal to the people of | 


the northera States. [think there is too much 


involved in this question of dissolution to justify | 


any man in failing todo all that within the bounds 
of reagon ean be done to avert so fearful a calani- 
ity as that of a dissolution of our Government. 
T'think this appeal should also be made with 
earnestness and promptness to the people of the 
southern States, with the view of urgiig upon 


| 
| 


them to delay the final consummation of their se- 
cession movements until our appeal to the north- 
ern people can have a response. 

Our extreme southern brethren disagree with 
us as to the best mode of meeting the crisis. I 
am willing to believe that all of us are aiming at 
the same end. Iam not willing yet to believe 
that the policy adopted by them has been resorted 
to from a feeling of disunion per se; but I regard 
them as viewing separate secession as the best 
means of awaking the sentiment of the whole 
North, and of the whole country, to the real dan- 
ger, and the importance of a satisfactory adjust- 
ment. While I differ with them in that policy, 
I am not prepared to pronounce judgment of cen- 
sure and condemnation upon them. They are 
sovereign independent States. [Itis their right to 
do on this subject as their judgments dictate. 
But having taken their course, the duty devolves 
upon us whe live in the middle and border States 
to take our course. 

Our peopleare not prepared—at least I can speak 
for my own State—until every reasonable effort 
is exhausted, to resort to the lastremedy. What, 
then, shall we do? In my judgment, the middle 
and border States have a plain duty marked out. 
[think it is their duty to meet together in consulta- 
tion, inthe mostsolemn manner that such consulta- 
tions can be gotten up, and to present to the North 
their demand for guarantees on these questions. 
Will the North not grant them? Judging from 
what I see here; judging from the efforts now 
being made by leading organs.of the Repablican 
party to prevent even the inanguration of prop- 
ositions to be submitted to the States on this ques- 


tion, I confess that I scarcely sge a ray of hope |! 


; but if there is 
the people them- 
and border States 


of anything being accomplishe 
any hope, itis in an appeal t 
selves. F think the middle 
ought to make that appeal. AAW hat will that de- 
mand be? Mr. President, [aim bound as a man 
of candor, to say that one essential feature in 
that guarantee must be the constitutional recogni- 
tion of our right to property in slaves in the Ter- 
ritories; and that this right of property shall never 
be disturbed by any future amendment of the 
Constitution. 

Now, U know that presents the great point of 
difference between us. Tt was the great point of 
difference when our Government was formed. 
Out fathers had patriotism enough to settle it. 
We have lived happily, and prosperously, and 
grown great under that settlement for over sixty 
years. Why can we notsettle the same question 
again? Why willthe northern mind refuse to do 
it? Ig ita matter of conscience that we ask them 
to surrender? Was it not a matter of conscience 
with our fathers that slavery was a social and 
moral evil? And yet they could settle it, They 
could concede the right of property in slaves, with- 
out doing violence to their consciences. 
could authorize the increase of the number of 
slaves by new immigrations for twenty years, 
They could provide tor the existence of this right 


of property,even outside of the slave States, when j 


the slaves escape into a free State. Will any one 
presume to say that our fathers were less con- 
sctentious than we are? Yet am told that if the 
recognition of our right of property in slaves be 
the sine qua non of our demand, then all is hope- 
Jess. 1 think that may be the sentiment of gen- 


tlemen who have ridden upon the current of | 


sectionalism into power, and now occupy official 
places; but I prefer, at least, before I give up all 
hope, to see whether or not, on an appeal to the 
popular sovereignty of the North, there is not 
patriotism enough there again to make this con- 


cession as our fathers did, and to close up and | 


settle forever this question of agitation between 
the two sections. 

These, Mr. President, are my views as to our 
duty in the present crisis, entertained from a 
deep sense of theiy correctness, as well as from 
an ardent attachment to this Government, and a 
most determined opposition to seeing it destroyed 
until every reasonable effort to maintain it upon 
principles of justice and equality shall be ex- 
hausted. 

But, Mr. President, whatever may be the re- 


sults in futare growing out of the efforts here or į 


elsewhere to obtain satisfactory guarantees in the 
way of amendments to the Constitution, we are 


called upon for presentaction as toan event which, | 


They } 


though looked for, has produced a profound sen- || 


| ment of the United States on any 4 


j lina in her character as a government. 


sation. throughout the Confederacy. T refer, of 
course, to the ordinance unanimously adopted by 
the people of South Carolina, in convention as- 
sembled at Charleston, on the 20th instant, by 
which that State has repealed all ordinances and 
acts ratifying the Constitution of the United States 
and the amendments thereto, and declared that 
the Union now subsisting between South Caro- 
lina and the other States of America is thereby 
dissolved. This is thé act of one of the sover- 
eign States of the Confederacy—of one of the 
original members of that Confederacy. It is an 
act consummated in the most soletan and impos- 
ing form in which the voice and will of a sover- 
eign people can be pronounced. y 

The occasion calls for no discussion as to the 
character of the right which the people of South 
Carolina have exercised in thus deliberately re- 
suming those attributes of their sovereignty which 
in 1788 they, in the same solemn and deliberate 
form, delegated to the Federal Government. I 
shall enter into no such discussion. I allude to 
it only as a great accomplished fact which must 
soon present practical questions of the most mo- 
mentous character. I shall content-myself now 
with briefly stating, without argument, the course 
which, in my judgment, ought to be taken on that 
phase of these questions which may look to a 
resort to force. 

This question must arise either in a proposition 
to resort to force for the purpose of executing the 
laws of the United States within the territorial 


| limits of South Carolina, or for the subduing the 


people of that State and coercing them back to 
their allegiance to the United States. Whatever 
technical distinction there may be in the two prop- 
asitions, I regard them practically as amounting 
to the same thing—a resort to force for either pur- 
pose amounts, in my estimation, to war upon the 
State of South Carolina. 

I discard any distinction on this subject, bhe- 
cause the effect of the ordinance adopted by their 
convention is to constitute for the people of South 
Carolina a separate and independent government 
—not, in my estimation, a separate and independ- 
ent government de jure, but de facto. This gov- 
ernment has absolved its people, as far as it can 
be done, from all allegiance to the Government 
of the United States, apd has thereby interposed 
between cach one of its citizens and the Govern- 
uestion of alle- 
giance that may hereafter arise between them. 
As the Constitution of the United States recog- 
nizes the existence of the States as States in all 
the departments of the Government—legislative, 
judicial, and executive—as the Constitution was 
ratified by the States as States, and as the State 
of Carolina, meaning thereby the people of South 
Carolina in theirsovereign capacity, hasdemanded 
of every citizen thercof an undivided allegiance, 
when the Federal Government resorts to force 
against one of those-citizens who resists on the 
ground that he is obeying the command of South 
Carolina, the Federal Government cannot decline 
to treat the resistance as the act of South Caro- 
If hostil- 
ities ensue, therefore, it becomes war. Hence, 
practically, I regard the resort to foree either for 
the purpose of executing the laws in South Caro- 
lina or for the purpose of reducing her people to 
their allegiance to the United States, as resulting 
in war. 

The question then arises whether, in the atti- 
tude in which South Carolina now stands, war 
ought to be made against her people? With a 
full appreciation of the importance of executing 
the laws when obstructed or resisted, I am con- 
strained to the conclusion that, even if the power 
to resort to force were subject to no controversy, 


| the reasons and considerations against such a re- 


sort are so weighty and controlling as to induec 
me unhesitatingly to declare against it; and, in so 
declaring, Tam thoroughly satisfied that} have 
the concurrence of the people of my State. Against 
one of the sovereign States whose people, in the 
most solemn and deliberate manner known to the 
exercise of sovereignty, decide and declare that 
their grievances and oppressions are intolerable, 
or that they have good reasons to believe that the 
necessary results of the policy of a sectional or- 
ganization about to take the reins of the Federal 
Government, with every prospect of holding these 
reins perpetually, must be ruinous to her interests 
and destructive of the objects for which the Gov- 
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ernment was formed, and who, for reasons like 
these, claim the right to resume her delegated 
sovereignty, or to seek for redress or self-preser- 
vation in revolution, I cannot consent to make 
war, unless the subjection of such State is imper- 
atively demanded for. the general welfare and 
safety of the other members of the Federal Gov- 
ernment. In everysuch case, the interests of the 
States remaining in the Union, as well as those of 
the State proposing to withdraw, must be involved. 
‘Both parties to the case have rights to look to, and 
obligations to discharge; all the surrounding cir- 
cumstances must be examined with an eye to all 
the consequences. It would require a strong case 
to induce me to incurall the horrors of a civil war, 
either to execute the laws against the people ofa 
sovereign State, or to conquer such people to their 
former allegiance. 1 cannot forget that the Union 
was not formed by force,and I know it can never 
be maintained and perpetuated by force. Resting 
on fraternal feelings among its members it was 
created. Ifit is to be preserved, it must be done 
by the persuasive but efficient instrumentalities of 
kindness, forbearance, patience, and fraternity. 
If South Carolina stood alone in this crisis, I 
would see no blood spilled to coerce her; but 
knowing, as we all do, thatin the grievances on 
which she is taking so responsible a step, four- 
teen of the other members of the Confederacy are 
strongly sympathizing with her, and are earnestly 
considering what measures for redress and safety 
they will adopt, it cannot be doubted fora moment 
that war upon South Carolina would invoive the 
entire Confederacy in the conflict, and destroy 
forever all hope of either preserving or recon- 
structing the Federal Union. In this connection, 
I do not pause to contemplate the horrors of the 
civil war that would follow an attempt to cocree 
South Carolina. If nothing else can be saved; if 
the Union must perish; if-the members of the 
Confederacy must be severed, let us, at least, save 
the blood of our countrymen. 

Instead of considering the question of war upon 
one of our sister States, it rather becomes us, the 
representatives of the other sisters of the Con- 
federacy, to clevate our thoughts, our feelings, 
our hearts, into the atmosphere of a pure and 
unadulterated patriotism, and from that elevation 
look down with calmness, with kindness, with 
unprejudiced minds, upon the causes which have 
impelled South Carolina to this fearful experi- 
ment, and which are impelling fourtcen other sov- 
ercign States to seek for remedies for great evils 
with which they feel they are threatened; and 
upon this view to see whether it is not possible 
for us to find a peaceful and effectual solution of 
the frightful catastrophe of civil war and destruc- 
tion of our Government which is impending over 


us. It surely cannot be that the people of fifteen | 


States are so deeply moved and so painfully in- | 


tent upon having additional securities for their 
rights in the Union without some just and sub- 
stantial cause for their grievances and their de- 
mands. Jf the people of the other States can sec 
no ground for this alarming state of things, or if, 
sccifg it, they are resolved finally and unalterably 
that they cannot accede to the demands for guar- 
antees, then it will become us to look the consc- 
quence full in the face; that consequence is, that 
there is an antagonism of interest, or of senti- 
ment, between the dominant party in the North 
and the people of the South, which is wholly and 
entirely irreconcilable, and which must end in 
separation, either violently or peacefully. Tam 
notwilling yet, as discouraging as are all the pres- 


ent signs, to admit the existence of such a irrec- | 


oncilable antagonism. Ido fear that, so far as 
the decision of the question depends upon us 
here, now, there is scarcely a ray of hope for a 
favorable solution. Whatthen? Shall we make 
up our minds thatall is lost; that civil war is in- 


evituble; that physical force must settle the con- | 
flict, and that the work of blood shall commence ; 


in South Carolina? I trast in God that if we can- 
not agree upon a remedy for the evils thatalready 


overwhelm us, we can at leastagree to such meas- | 


ures of forbearance and conciliation as will allow 
an appeal to the people of the North, 
superadd to them the horrors of a civil war. If 
we inust see the Union perish, let us at least re- 
solve that we will bury itin peace and with blood- 
less hands. If we cannot agree to live together 
in harmony as brothers of onc Confederacy, let 
us separate in peace, showing, by our justice to 


before we | 


| great degree of liberality on the part of Congress. 


j its people, and its judiciary is not appointed by 
| its people. Two great departments of the gov- 


each other in the act of separation, that we are 
determined so to live as neighbors that the hope 
of a future.reconstruction of our Confederacy, 
and of the resurrection at no distant day of our 
Federal Union toan immortality of grandeur and 
prosperity, may not be forever destroyed. 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. Mr. President, 1 do not 
desire, if we can arrive at a vote upon this ques- 
tion, to occupy the time of the Senate. T intend, 
at some time, to make some observations upon 
the resolutions pending before the Senate. One 
word, however, in relation to Kansas. I believe, 
sir, that the admission of Kansas is the immediate 
duty of Congress, and is more likely to give peace 
and quiet to the slavery agitation than any other 
measure. We had peace before the repeal of the 
Missouri compromise, by which repeal the Ter- 
ritory of Kansas was opencd to a fearful struggle 
—a struggle for years. Happily it is now ended, 
so far as Kansas is concerned. When admitted 
into the Union, we shall have peace. WNon-inter- 
ference by the Federal Government, or by free- 
State men, against slavery in the States; and non- 
interference by the Federal Government, or by 
slaveholders, against freedom in the Territories, || 
is peace. It was the opening of Kansas to sla- 
very which brought strife; its admission asa free 
State will end the struggle, and restore peace. 

Mr. COLLAMER. Mr. President, Í propose 
to confine my remarks entirely to the question on 
the bill before us for the admission of Kansas; 
nor do I propose to take a very long time in open- 
ing the subject. 

This bill was passed by the House of Repre- 
sentatives by a very large majority at the last ses- 
sion. It came to the Senate, and was referred to 
the Committee on Territories. The Committee 


on Territorics differing in opinion on.the subject, || 


came to no conclusion, and of course no majority 
or minority report. was made in relation to it. 
The bill was merely reported back to the Senate. 
It therefore is now a question on the passage of 
the bill. Some debate was had on this subject at 
the last session, and it was finally deferred by the 
Senate preferring to take up and dispose of other 
subjects, which F suppose they looked on as more 
important. 

Then having no report in relation to it, per- 
haps I shall be not only justified, but called upon, 
to make some general statement in relation to it. 
I am not disposed, Mr. President, to go into the 
history of the transactions in Kansas, nor to un- |! 
dertake to account for the troubles which have | 
been connected with that Territory. It is not | 
necessary to the disposition of the question which 
we have before us. The people of Kansas have 
formed this constitution. They have formed it 
with a very great degree of unanimity. They 
have ratified it on its being presented to them by 
a majority of, I believe, something more than two 
toone. Ï have never heard any suggestion but 
that the convention was legally and fairly and 
properly selected, and fully deliberated on the 
subject. 
this constitution, which was submitted to the peo- 
ple, and which has been ratified by them, and is |; 
now presented here for ratification on the part of į; 
Congress. 

Now, Mr. President, in the exercise of the power | 
of admitting Territorics as States, which is a dis- ! 
erctionary power, there has generally been a very, | 


Tt has generally been considered that a territorial | 
condition of the people was far from a natural one 
in our Government. It is not in its nature a pop- 
ular Government. In the freest forms which have 
been given to it, its executive is not appointed by 


ernment are out of their hands. The legislative 
department has been sub modo committed to the 
hands of the people, subject at the same time to |; 
have their action vetoed by the voice of a Gov- || 
ernor appointed by the President of the United |; 
States. ‘This is the condition of the people in a į 


| 

| 

Their deliberations resulted in forming |} 
| 


Territory in the most liberal form of territorial | 
government. lt is certainly not one which it is 

desirable to continue longer than is absolutely 

necessary. In almost all cases where the Terri- ; 
tories have heretofore applied to Congress for ad- | 
mission, I say Congress has gencrally admitted |} 
them with great liberality until you come to this || 
one of Kansas. Here there has been difficulty at li 
various stages of it. Different constitutions have :! 


J 


been presented, and. different measures taken, 
will not go into them. = o o ee ee 

There was an act passed called the English bill, 
by which they were admitied.as.a State on- cons 

ions. Certain subjects were returned te them 
with their constitution, which was called the. Le- 
compton constitution; and if they agreed to them 
by a vote of the people, they. were to be admitted 
asa State. They were submitted to them,and they 
did notagree to them. Now, under that bill there 
wasa provision that unless they agreed to thom and. 
took measures to ratify the constitution, they 
should not be admitted until they had a number. 
of people such as would entitle them to a Repre- 
sentative in Congress. That is the substance of 
it, I believe. The Wyandotte constitution, which 
we have now before us, was made by that people, 
as I have said, by a convention, and, as l insist, 
they have that population. a 

The first material element to be considered in 
the formation of a Territory into a State, is that 
they have the proper amount of population. Mr, 
President, the Senate and the House of Repre- 
sentatives, three years ago, agreed that Kansas 
had population enough to be admitted under the 
Lecompton constitution. They would not make 
a point but what they bad. enough then. The 
question is, have they enough now? I do not 
consider that Congress has any power practically, 
as they attempted to do in that English bill, to 
prevent another Congress from exercising their 
discretion in the admission of that Territory. 
They could not put limitations on the power of 
Congress in the exercise of their discretion of ad- 
mitting that as a State as well as any other, But 
no matter, Mr. President; I insist that in fact this 
Territory has come up in point of population to 
that requirement. The census has been taken; 
and I have a certificate from the Census bureau 
in relation toit. I will here observe that the west- 
ern boundary of the proposed State of Kansas 
lies a little west, by a certain line of longitude, of 
what is called the sixth meridian. ‘That is a meri- 
dian fixed for the purposes of the surveys of the 
public Jands; and the line of the State is a little 
west of that meridian. Here is the certificate from 
the Census bureau in relation to the population of 
Kansas: ; 

Census OFFICE, DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, 
Wasminaton, December 7, 1860. 

Str: I have the honor to inform xu in reply to your 
inquiry relative to the population of Kansas, that returns 
have been received from alt the territory lying east of the 
sixth principal meridian—which is a little cast of the west- 
ern boundary fixed in the constitution—the total popula- 
tion of which is ascertained to be approximately‘one hun- 
dred and nine thousand four hundred. No returns have 
reached the Census office giving the population west of that 
line, and, of course, none from the Pike’s Peak. region. 
The boundaries observed are those established by the ter- 
ritoriat act organizing Kansas ‘Territory. 

Very respectfully, your obedient servant, 

JOHN C.G. KENNEDY, Superintendent. 

Hon. Jacos Cutnamen, United States Senate. 

ltappears that the population there nowamounts 
to one hundred and nine thousand, in round nyum- 
bers. That does not include quite all.’ Thereis 
a small amount ofsettiement, perbaps near a thou- 
sand, west of this linc, to the west of the line of 
the State. I do not know precisely what the ap- 
portionment may be under the new census; but 
certain it is that they have a population which 
would entitle this district of country now, if with- 
in a State, to one Representative; and so it would 


| in the next Congress, because the next Congress 


is to be elected upon the same apportionment; 
members have been elected in many of the States 
already on the same apportionment that we have 
for the present Congress. They have, then, by 
the existing law, and for the existing Congress, 
and for the Congress elect, to commence on. the 
4th of March next, the necessary population to 


| entitle them to a Representative in Congress. 


Thus, I think, in point of population they come 
within the requirement, even if we say, that 
requirement is binding, which is provided in the 
English bill. There seems to be , therefore, in re- 
lation to that, a kind of plighted faith to which 
these people are entitled to appeal at the hands 
of Congress that they shall now be admitted. 
The next element is theextent of territory. The 
extent of territory in Kansas within the present 
boundaries, as now proposed in this constitutions 
is a little over eighty thousand square miles; I 
believe about eighty-one thousand, square. miles. 
It makes the State larger than Hlinois; Jarger than 
Missouri; larger than Virginia. Itis truc thatthe 
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boundary of the State does not exactly conform 


to the boundaries of the Territory; and for this 
reason: it hag been ascertained since that Terri- 
tory was formed that there is a large region of 
almost or quite uninhabitable country lying be- 
.tween Kansas on the Missouri, and Kansas by 
Pike’s Peak, away next to the Rocky Mountains, 
where there is inhabitable country. There is a 
large regionof country separating these two, some 
two or three hundred miles, which will never be 
settled to any very considerableextent. The bound- 
ary now runs across that region of country, as 
fixed by this constitution, including eighty thou- 
sand square miles. It is not of very much im- 
portance where that western line runs; but it goes 
across that region leaving a part of it to be in- 
cluded in any Territory that shall be formed west 
of this State. 

These, Mr. President, are the materials or the 
elements which constitute the claim for admission 
on the part of Kansas: its population; its terri- 
tory; the formation of its constitution; it being 
ratified by the people, and having the proper num- 
ber; and f know not exactly what objections will 
really bemade. [must waittohearthem. It seems 
to me, sir, that not only for the sake of the people 
there, but for the peace of the country at large, 
itis about time we should put an end to this Kan- 
sas matter; that the people may be empawered to 
proeced in their right of popular self-government 
[ike the other people of the United States, and 
that there should not be any fecling of resent- 
ment to them, though the whole course of that 
people may not be entirely satisfactory to Cen- 
gress. That people cannot keep peace and quiet- 
ness in their Territory. ‘They have not the com- 
mand of the Executive; they have not their ju- 
diciary; they have not the control of their own 
affairs. They are hampered; and when individ- 
uals make outbreaks they cannot control them. 
It isrneeessary to their peace, it is necessary to 
the peace of the country, that this subject should 
now receive some definitive action at the hands of 
Congress. T shall say no more at present, but 


attempt hereafter to meet such objections as may | 


be presented in various forms. There may be 
devices resorted to to contrive ways how not todo 
it; they may be found in amendments or delays 
of various kinds, for which I must wait. 

Mr. GREEN obtained the floor. 

Mr. IVERSON, If the Senator will allow me, 
this is the eve of Christmas, and it is now three 
clock. The House of Representatives has ad- 
joumed d understand, and | think the Senate is 
medly disposed to go on with the consideration 
of go grave a subject on this occasion as the ad- 

ission of Kansas; l propose therefore that the 
ate adjourn. 

Mr. COLLAMER, Will the gentleman delay 
that motion a moment? [take itif we adjourn 
now, tt will be to mect to-morrow, which is Christ- 
mas day. 

Mr. IVERSON. The Senate has already 
agreed to adjourn over until Wednesday. 
Mr. COLLAMER. Oh, very well. 

not aware of it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Sen- 
ator trom Georgia withdraw his motion to ad- 
journ? 

Mr. BIGLER. 1 desire to suggest to the Sen- 
ator from Georgia that the day on which we are 
again to meet should be changed ‘to Thursday. 
The committee of thirteen meet on Wednesday 
morning, and as we shall probably do no business 
here of very great importance, Í think that da 
might be devoted to the committee. > 

Mr. IVERSON. I will withdraw my motion 
if the Senator from Pennsylvania desires to recon- 
sider the vote adjourning over until Wednesday. 

Mr. BLIGLER. I make that motion for the 
purpose of naming Thursday, in order that the 
committee may have Wednesday. 

Mr. DAVIS. ‘Will the Senator yield to me for 
a moment? 

Mr. BIGLER. Yes, sir. 

Mr. DAVIS. Task the Senate to make an order 
to print, for the use of the select committee, a res- 
olution which I shall lay before them. I present 


IT was 


it to the Senate in order that it may be ordered to | 


be printed. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. By common 
consent, the resolution will be received. The 
Chair hears no objection. The resolution will be 
read, 


IN, The PRESIDI 


Mr. MASON. The resolution will be printed, 
and I suppose.it can hardly be necessary to 
read it. . . 

Mr. DAVIS. Oh, no; letit be printed. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It is moved 
that the resolution be printed. 

Mr. POLK. I prefer to hear it read. 

Mr. YULEE. I hope it will be read. 

NG OFFICER. The reading 
of the resolution is asked for. It will be read. 

The Secretary read it, as follows: 


Resolved, That it shall be declared, by amendment of the 
Constitution, that property in slaves, recognized as such 
by the local law of any of the States of the Union, shall 
stand on the same footing in all constitutional and Federal 
relations as any other species of property so recognized; 
and, like other property, shall not be subject to be divested 
or impaired by the local law of any other State, either in 
escape thereto, or of transit or sojourn of the owner therein ; 
and in no case whatever shall such property be subject to 
be divested or impaired by any legislative act of the United 
States, or of any of the Territories thereof. 


The resolution was ordered to be printed. 


Mr. BIGLER. The order adopted this morn- 
ing could be changed by common consent, so that 
it shall be, when the Senate adjourns it adjourn 
to meet on Thursday. [think it very important 
that the committee of thirteen should have Wed- 
nesday without interruption, I make that sug- 
gestion, if there be no objection to it. 

Mr. BROWN. I object to it. 

Mr. BIGLER. Then, Mr. President, I will 
move to reconsider the order by which the Senate 
agrecd, that when it adjourns it adjourn over until 
Wednesday, for the purpose of making it Thurs- 
day. 

Mr. BROWN. I observe through the public 
press that commissioners from South Carolina 
will be here, to-morrow. Nobody can tell what 
a day is to bring forth. There can be no pressing 
necessity for our passing over until Thursday, 
and [ think it, therefore, better that we meet on 
Wednesday. There may be no occasion for a 
session, and I suppose there will not be; but still 
I think it is better that we meet on Wednesday, 
and I stand, therefore, by the order already made. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question 
ig on reconsidering the vote by which the Senate 


| agrecd that when itadjourns, itadjourn to meet on 


Wednesday next. 

The motion was agrecd to; there being, on a 
division—ayes 32, noes 6. 

Mr. BIGLER. Now, Mr. President, I move 
that when the Senate adjourns, it be to meet on 
‘Thursday next. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. GREEN. By common consent, I shall 
move to postpone the further consideration of this 
special order until Wednesday of next week, at 
one o'clock. 

Mr. COLLAMER. 
order. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. It is a special order now. 

Mr. LATHAM. I will state to the Senator 
from Missouri that there is a special order for 
that time, ‘Phe Pacific railroad bill is set down 
for next Wednesday weck. 

Mr. GREEN. 1 thought it was Tuesday. 

Mr. COLLAMER and Mr. WADE. Put it 
Tuesday. 

Mr. GREEN. That is New Year’s day. 

Mr. COLLAMER. Put it Monday. 

Mr. GREEN. I will say Monday, at one 
o’clock. 

Mr. COLLAMER. And make it the special 
order for that time. 

Mr. GREEN. Yes, sir; [ make that motion. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. IVERSON. I now move that the Senate 
adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate 
adjourned. 


And make it a special 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Monpay, December 24, 1860. 
The House met at twelve o’clock, m. 


Prayer 


| by the Chaplain, Rev. Tuomas H. Srocxron. 


The Journal of Thursday last was read and 
approved. 
MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT. 


A message was reccived from the President of |; 
the United States, by A. J. Grossprenner, his || 


Private Secretary, informing the House that the 
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President had approved and signed a bill making || 


appropriations for the payment of invalid and 
other pensions of the United States for the year 
ending June 30, 1862. 


WITHDRAWAL OF MEMBERS, 


The SPEAKER, by unanimous consent, laid 
before the House the following communication; 
which was laid on the table, and ordered to be 
printed: $ 

WASHINGTON, December 21, 1860. 


Sır: We avail ourselves of the earilest opportunity, 
since the official communication of the intelligence, of mak- 
ing known to your honorabie body that the people of the 
State of South Carolina, in their sovereign capacity, have 
resumed the powers heretofore delegated by them tu the 
Federal Government of the United States, and have thereby 
dissolved our connection with the House of Representa- 
tives. 

In taking Icave of those with whom we have been asso- 
ciated in a common agency, we, as well as the people of 
our Commonwealth, desire to do so with feelings of mutual 
regard and respect for the rights of each other, cherishing 
the hope that, in our future relations, we may better enjoy 
that peace and harmony essential to the happiness of a free 
and enlightened people. JOHN McQUEEN 

M. L. BONHAM. 
W. W. BOYCE. 
J. D. ASHMORE. 
Hon. WILLIAM PENNINGTON, 
Speakerof the House of Representatives. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 


The SPEAKER, by unanimous consent, laid 
before the House a communication from the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury, dated December 22, 1860, 
transmitting a statement of cxpenditures for the 
coast survey during the fiscal year ending June 
30, 1860; which was laid on the table, andordered 
to be printed. 

The SPEAKER also, by unanimous consent, 
laid before the House a communication from the 
Interior Department, transmitting the annual 
statement, cequired by the act of May 1, 1820, 
prepared by the Second Comptrollerof the Treas- 
ury, showing balances of appropriations standing 
upon the books of that office to the credit of that 
Department on the Istof July, 1859; the amounts 
appropriated by Congress for the service of the 
fiscal year ending 30th of June 1860, including re- 
payments and transfer of appropriations; and the 
aggregate amountsapplicable to the service of said 
i fiscal year; also the amounts drawn from said 
appropriations, orcarried to the surplus fund, from 
July 1, 1859, to June 30, 1860, and the balances 
remaining in the Treasury at the last named date; 
which was laid upon the table, and ordered to be 
printed. 


DELIVERY UP OF FUGITIVES. 


Mr. MOORE, of Kentucky, by unanimous con- 
sent, introduced a bill to give a construction to the 
first section of the act of Congress, passed Feb- 
| ruary 12, 1793, in relation to the delivering up 
of fugitives from justice; which was read a first 
and second time. 

Mr. QUARLES. Task to have that bill read. 

The bill, which was read, states that, whereas 
a different construction has been given to the first 
section of the act of Congress, approved Feb- 
ruary 12, 1793, and whereas a misconstruetion 
thereof has resulted in the escape of persons guilty 
of high crimes; therefore, be it enacted, &c., that 
the first Section of an act entitled “An act re- 
specting fugitives from justice, and persons escap- 
ing from the service oftheir masters,” passed Feb- 
ruary 12, 1793, be so construed as to embrace all 
cases of a demand ofa fugitive from justice, when 
| made in the mode and manner dirceted by said 
j act, whether the offense for which the fugitive is 
charged or indicted, be an offense at common 
law or by the statute of the State to which the fugi- 
tive shall have fled or not, so that it be an offense 
by the laws of the State from which he escaped. 

The bill was referred to the select committee 
of thirty-three. 


FRAUD IN THE INTERIOR DEPARTMENT. 


Mr. MORRIS, of Illinois. I ask the unani- 
mous consent of the House to introduce a resolu- 
tion. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 


Resolved, That a committee of five be appointed to in- 
vestigate the circumstances connected with the abstraction 
of certain bonds from the Interior Departinent; to whom 
given, and for what purpose used, and when taken; the 
id committee having tull power to command the presence 
° witnesses and the production of papers, with a view to 
ascertain the true offender or offenders, and secure the 
Government from all loss, as far as possible. i 


Mr. SHERMAN. I trust the gentleman from 


1860. 


te 
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Illinois will withhold that resolution for a short 
time, as I am informed we shall soon have a 
communication from the Secretary of the Interior 
in reference to that matter. The resolution will 
then be proper enough. 

Mr. MORRIS, of Illinois. Under those cir- 
cumstances, I will let the resolution rest for the 
present. 

ADJOURNMENT OVER. 


Mr. CRAWFORD. I move that when the 
House adjourns to-day, it adjourn to meet on 
Thursday next. 

The motion was agreed to. 

WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 


On motion of Mr. STOUT, it was 


Ordered, That leave be granted to withdraw from the 


files of the House papers relating to the proceedings of the’ 


California, Oregon, and Pacific railroad convention, for the 
purpose of being used in the Senate. 


OFFICERS IN TERRITORIES. 


Mr. OTERO, by unanimous consent, intro- 
duced a bill to provide for the appointment of 
Federal officers in the Territories of the United 
States; which was read a first and second time, 
and referred to the Committee on Territories. 


ARMS TO CALIFORNIA. 


Mr. BURCH, by unanimous consent, intro- 
duced the following joint resolution; which was 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs: 

Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives &c., 
That the Secretary of War be, and is hereby, directed and 
required to issue to the State of California quotas of arms 
for the years 1850 and 1851, equal to the quota issued to 
said State for the year 1852, of such description as the au- 
thoritics of said State may require. 


PRINTING OF PRESIDENTS MESSAGE. 


Mr. McCLERNAND. [I desire to propound 
a question to the chairman of the Committee on 
Public Printing. I wish to know whether it is 
the intention of that committee to report in favor 
‘of printing any cxtra numbers of the President’s 
message? [understand that the time within which 
their printing can be ordered is about to expire, 
and that the Printer has had his type locked up 
for some time, awaiting the order of the House, 

Mr. HASKIN. In reply to the gentleman from 
Illinois, L would state that the chairman of the 
Committee on Public Printing is absent, but that 
he has directed me to report to the House this 
morning, from that committee, two resolutions, 
which will be an answer to the questions the gen- 
tleman has propounded. I therefore offer the fol- 
lowing resolution: 
. Resolved, That fifteen thousand extra copies of the an- 
nual report of the Secretary.of the Treasury on the state of 
the finances, be printed for the use of the House, and one 
thousand copies for the use of the Treasury Department. 

I will state that that is the usual number, and 
the same that was ordered to be printed last ses- 
sion. 

The resolution was agreed to. 


Mr. HASKIN offered the following resolu- 
tions: 

Resolved, That there be printed for the use of the House 
twenty-five thousand copies of the message of the Presi- 
dent of the United States, with the reports proper of the 
heads of Departments and ebiefs of bureaus connected 
therewith, omitting the statistical matters and details ac- 
ecompanying said report. a 

Resolved further, That there be printed, in addition, for 
the use of the House, five thousand extra copies of the said 
message and accompanying documents. 

The resolutions were agreed to. 


Mr. HASKIN moved to reconsider the votes 
by which the several resolutions were adopted; 
and also moved to lay the motion to reconsider 
on the table.’ 

.. The latter motion was agreed to. 


GENERAL HARNEY. 


Mr. SCOTT, by unanimous consent, intro- 
duced the following resolution; which was read, 
considered, and agreed to: 

Resolved, ‘hat the Secretary of War be requested to fur- 
nish to the House of Representatives copies of all corre- 
spondence on file in the War Department, not heretofore 
published, having reference to Genera! Harney’s adminis- 
tration of the military depariument of Oregon. 

Mr. JOHN COCHRANE. I call for the rega- 
Jar order of business. . 

The SPEAKER. The regular order of busi- 
ness is the call of committees for reports for 
reference only. 

The committees were then called. 


ARMY APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. SHERMAN, from the Committee of Ways 
and Means, reported a bill making appropria- 
tions for the support of the army for the year 
ending June 30, 1862; which was read a first and 
second time, and referred to the Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union,,and ordered to 
be printed. 

DEFICIENCY BILL: 


Mr. SHERMAN. The deficiency bill, which 
we sent to the Senate, contains an error which 
crept in in the engrossment. I therefore offer the 
following resolution: 


Resolved, That the Clerk be direeted to request the Sen- 
ate to return House biil No. 835, to supply deficiencies in 
the appropriations for the fiscal service for the year ending 
June 39, 1851. 


The resolution was agreed to. 


FISHING BOUNTIES. 

Mr. ELIOT, from the Committee on Commerce - 
reported back, with a recommendation that it do 
not pass, House bill No. 51, to repeal all laws or 
parts of laws granting bounties or allowances to 
vessels employed in the bank and other cod fish- 
eries; which wasreferred to the Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union, and ordered to be 
printed. 

Mr. HOUSTON. Willit be in order to ask 
the action of the House upon that bill at this time? 

The SPEAKER, Only by unanimous consent. 

Mr. HOUSTON. Does it require unanimous 
consent? 

The SPEAKER. It does. 

Mr. MAYNARD. I would inquire of the gen- 
tleman from Massachusetts if the report of the 
committee was unanimous? 

Mr. ELIOT. My impression is that the report 
was unanimous, but 1 think the committee was 
not full. 

Mr. HOUSTON. Will the House consent to 
take a vote upon that bill now? 

Mr. ELIOT. It cannot be done. 

Mr. HOUSTON. If the report of the com- 
mittee is to be sustained by the House, let us 
have a vole now, and not smother it this short 
session. 

Mr. ELIOT. 
the rules. 

Mr. HOUSTON. That is what I expected of 
the gentleman. 


It cannot be done. now under 


SHIP JUNIOR. 


Mr. ELIOT, from the Committee on Commerce, 
asked leave to report a bill for the relief of D. R. 
Greer and others, owners of the ship Junior, of 
New Bedford, that it might be printed and re- 
committed to the Comnnittee on Commerce. 

Mr. HOUSTON. Is it in order during the 
morning hour to make a report of a bill, in order 
to have it printed and rccommitted? I understand 
that the object is to give that bill an advantage 
over the bill which the gentleman just previously 
reported, and which he proposes to sink in the 
Committee of the Whole—a bill in which the 
whole country is interested, and by which the gen- 
tleman’s constituents are pertnitted to fleece mine, 
as I believe. TI object to giving this last bill that 
advantage, and therefore I objéct to the gentle- 
man’s motion to havc it printed and recommitted. 
If the gentleman had given us a fair chance upon 


t 
the other bill, I would not have objected; but if |) P ) i | 
k J I| tives of Captain Charles Fierer; which was read 


I have the right, I now object. 

The SPEAKER. ‘The Chair thinks the gen- | 
tleman from Alabama has the right. 

Mr. HOUSTON. Then | object. 

The SPEAKER. The bill will be returned to 
the gentleman from Massachusetts. 

Mr. ELIOT. Atancarly meeting of the Com- 
mittee on Commerce this session, I was unan- 
imously instrueted to report this bill to the House, 


for the purpose of having the report printed and | 


the bill recommitted. if the honorable member | 
from Alabama sees fit to apply his objection to | 
this bill, I certainly shall not ask any favors; but ; 
shall take the bill back into my custody. In re- 
gard to the expression which fell from the lips of 


the gentleman from Alabama in respect to the | 
fishing bounty Jaws, let me say to him that Iam | 
not here to return phrases of that description. f 


Mr. Speaker, these laws have stood upon the 


statute-book since the institution of our Govern- | 


ment; and I respectfully submit that it does not | 
become any one to apply to the States which have | 
the benefit of these laws, language such as the | 


gentleman trom Alabama has thought proper 
employ. we ARSED ORL PERE Be eas) 
Mr. CURRY.: [rise to a ‘question of otder. 
Mr. HOUSTON.: I believe the gentleman from: 
Massachusetts is through, ‘ ee or 
Mr. ELIOT. Nọ, sir. 00 0 pa 
_Mr. CURRY. The ‘point: of order that I-dé- 
sire to make is; that the gentleman from Massa 
chusetts has no right-to discuss his proposition. 
I have no objection to the discussion provided æ 
reply is allowed, and a vote can-be had upon fiis 
Mr. ELIOT. What I said was in. reply- to 
remarks made by the gentleman. from Alabama, 
{Mr. Houston. : : 
Mr. HOUSTON, It was no reply at all, Mr. 
Speaker. It did not reach the point F made. 
The SPEAKER. No debate isin order at all, 
That is clear. eer, i 
; ~ HENRY RICE. g 
Mr. ELIOT, from the Committee on Com- 
merce, reported back, with a recommendation that 
it:do pass, a bill (S, No. 501). for the relief of 
Henry Rice; which was referred to a Committee 
of the Whole House, and, with the accompanying 
report, ordered to be printed. : 


COMMITTEE DISCHARGED. 


On motion of Mr. COLFAX, the Committee 
on the Post Office and Post Roads was discharged 
from the further consideration of petitions of OH- 
ver Evans Woods, of Philadelphia and others; 
and the same were laid upon the table. 


METROPOLITAN POLICE. 


Mr. KILGORE, by unanimous consent, intro- 
duced a bill to provide for the organization of.a 
metropolitan police force for the city of Wash- 
ington; which was read a first and second time, 
and referred to the Committee for the District of 
Columbia. j 


UNITED STATES COURT-ROOMS IN NEW JERSEY. 


Mr. PORTER, from the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary, reported a bill to compensate the State of 
New Jersey for the ‘use of court-rooms for the 
United States courts in the State House at Tren- 
ton, in said State; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union, and ordered toi be 
printed. 

MRS. ELIZABETI MONTGOMERY. 


Mr. BRIGGS, from the Committee qn Revo- 
lutionary Claims, reported back, with a recom- 
mendation that it do pass, a bill (S. No. 95) for 
the relicf of Mrs. Elizabeth Montgomery, heir of 
Hugh Montgomery; which was referred to a 
Committee of the Whole House, and, with the 
accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 


MARY BERAULT. 
Mr. BRIGGS, also, from the same committee, 


„reported a bill for the relief of Mary Berault, 
j admivistratrix of Lieutenant Joseph. Wheaton; 
; which was read a first and: second. time, referre 

| to a Committee of the Whole House, and, with 


the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 
CAPTAIN CHARLES FIERER. 


Mr. DUELL, from the same committee, re- 
orted a bill for the relief of the legal represcnta- 


a first and second time, referred to a Committee 
of the Whole House, and, with the accompany- 
ing report, ordered to be printed. 

FREDERICK VINCENT. 


‘Mr. DUELL, also, from the same committee, 
reported back, with a recommendation that it-do 
not pass, a bill (S. No. 275) for the relief of Fred- 
erick Vincent, administrator of James Le Caze, 
surviving partner of Le Caze & Mallet; which 
was laid upon the table, and ordered to be printed. 


JOHN W. WILDER. 

Mr. DUELL, also, from the same committee, 
made an adverse report on the petition af John 
W. Wilder, administrator of Stephen C. Graham, 
praying for commutation pay; which was laid 
upon the table, and ordered to be printed. 


PETER TREZVANT. 
Mr. DUELL also, from the same committec, res 


ported a bill to refund to the State of. Georgia cer- 
tain moneys paid by said State to Peter Trezvant, 
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legal representative of Robert Farquhar; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to a 
Committee of the Whole. House, and, with the 
accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 


HENRY G. CARSON. 


Mr. HOLMAN, from the same committee, | 
reported back, with a recommendation. that it do 
not pass, a. bill. (S. No. 187) for the relief of Hen- 
ry G. Carson, administrator of Curtis Grubb, 
deceased; which was laid upon the table, and, 
with the accompanying report, ordered to be 
printed, 


GABRIEL I. JOINSTON. 


Mr. NOELL, from the Committee on Private 
Land Claims, reporied back, with a recommend- 
ation that it do pass, a bill (H. R. No. 276) for 
the benefit of Gabriel I. Johnston; which was 
referred to a Committee of the Whole House, 
and, with the accompanying report, ordered to 
be printed. 

REPORT TO BE PRINTED. 


Mr. LEACH, of Michigan. I presenta report 
from the Committee on Indian Affairs, in the ease 
of certain Chippewa, Ottawa, and Pottawatomie 
Indians, in the State of Michigan, A bill was 
reported last session; and I now ask that the 
report may be printed 

It was so ordered. 


CHILDREN OF JOSEPH MOZEAU. 


Mr. ALDRICH, from the Committee on Indian 
Affairs, reported the following resolution; which 
was read, considered, and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Interlor be, and 
hereby is, directed to report to this House to whom and by 
what authority certain sums of money allotted or awarded 
to Mary Woodbury (then Mary Taliaferro) and Elizabeth 
Ode (then Elizabeth Williams) to B. Mozeau, Sophia 
Mozeau, Antoine Mozeau, aud Joseph Labattia, children 
and ward of Joseph Mozcau, under the treaty with the 
Sioux indians of the 29th of September, 1837, were paid, 
and whether the claimants have ever received the several 
amounts due them under said treaty, or any part thereof; 
and also, any information in relation to said sums of money 
which he may be able to communicate. 


GEORGE L. HARTSUFF. 

Mr. STANTON, from the Committee on Mil- 
itary Affairs, reported a bill for the relicf of Licu- 
tenant George L. Hartsuff; which was read a first 
and second time by its title. 

The bill was then read in extenso. It directs 
the Secretary of the Treasury to pay to Licuten- 
ant Hartsuff, out of any money in the Treasury’ 
not othtrwise appropriated, the sum of $380, 
being the amount of public money in specie in 
his possession, in his official capacity as assistant | 
commissary of subsistence in the United States 
Army, on board the steamboat Lady Elgin, on 
Lake Michigan, and which was lost by the sink- 
ing of said vessel in the month of September, 1860, 
said money having been refunded by him and 
paid over to his successor. 

Mr. STANTON. [hope there will be no ob- | 
jection to the passage of that bill. Lieutenant 
Hartsuff was commissary at Fort Mackinaw; he | 
was ordered to Chicago to purchase subsistence 
stores, and took with him specie and bills. He 
purchased the stores, paying for them in bills, 
and returned with the specie on the Lady Elgin. 
The steamboat was sunk, and he lost his ward- 
robe as wellas the moncy. Ife presented a claim 
for his wardrobe as well as the money, which the 
committee rejected. This bill. simply proposes 
to refund to him the amount of Government funds | 
lost by the sinking of that vessel. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed, and read 
a third time; and being engrossed, it was accord- į! 
ingly read the third time and passed. 

Mr. STANTON moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed; and also moved to 
lay the motion to reconsider on the table 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


DESERTIONS FROM TUE ARMY. 


Mr. CURTIS. Lam instructed by the Committee 
on Military Affairs to report back, with amend- 
ments, a bill (S. No. 46) to prevent desertions | 
and to facilitate the enlistment of soldiers in the | 
Army of the United States. Iam further instructed | 
by the committee to ask that the bill be put upon | 
its passage. Itisabilof great importance to the | 
public. lt is to prevent desertions from the Army. | 
The Government is constantly subjected to great | 
loss because soldiers are enticed away after we |! 


have gone to the expense of transporting them to 
remote posts. The objectis that individuals shall 
not coax themaway, by offering them higher pay. 
It is the unanimous opinion of the committee that 
the bill should be passed soon, so as to puta stop 
to these Josses. 

The bill was read, with the amendments pro- 
posed by the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. CRAWFORD. Doesthis bill come from 
the Committee on Military Affairs? 

Mr. CURTIS. It does; with the recommend- 
ation that it have immediate consideration, 

Mr. CRAWFORD. The bill has not been 
printed; we have had no opportunity of consid- 
cring its various provisions; and I can sce no 
necessity for pressing its consideration at this 
particular time, when the seats of members are 
not fall—when some of the members of the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs have gone home, as 
well as many other members not connected with 
that committce. IT must ask the gentleman from 
Towa to allow the postponement of the bill until 
it shall be printed, and we can examine it and 
understand precisely what are its provisions, and 
until we can have a full House. I make this 
request of the gentleman from Towa because, if he 
insists on action by the House at this time, I shall 
fecl compelled to object to its being reported at 
all. 

Mr. STANTON. If the gentleman from Geor- 
gia will name some day when he is willing to 
consider it, | presume there will be no objection 
to postponing it until that day. 

Mr. CRAWFORD. I have no objection to any 
day after ten days subsequent to the holidays. 

r. STANTON. LT hope it will be postponed 
until some day the gentleman may name, and be 
made the special order. 

Mr. CURTIS. I will propose the third Tues- 
day in January. 

Mr. CRAWFORD. I have no objection to its 
being postponed until that day, and be ordered to 
be printed. 

Mr. CURTIS. And let it be made a special 
order. 

Mr. CRAWFORD. Oh no; I object to its 
being made a special order. 

Mr. CURTIS. Very well; Jet it be postponed. 

The bill was postponed until the third Tuesday 
of January, and ordered to be printed. 


WASHINGTON MILITARY ROADS. 


Mr. PENDLETON. I am instructed by the 
Committee on Military Affairs to report back 
House bills Nos. 883 and 885, with a substitute 
for both. The first is a bill for the construction 
of a military road in the Territory of Washing- 
ton, The other is a bill for the completion of 
military roads in the Territory of Washington. 


| Lask that the bills, with the substitute therefor, be 


referred to the Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union, and be ordered to be printed. 

The motion was agreed to. 

J. E. MARTIN, 

Mr. MORRIS, of Pennsylvania, from the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Affairs, reported back Senate 
bill (No. 273) for. the relief of the legal represent- 
atives of J. E. Martin; which was referred to a 


Committee of the Whole House, and, with the, 


accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 
PETER JOSEPHS. 

Mr. FOSTER, from the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, reported a bill for the relief of Peter 
Josephs; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to a Committee of the Whole House, 
and, with the accompanying report, ordered to 
be printed. 

ELIZA REEVES. 


Mr. STOKES, from the same committee, re- 
ported back House bill (No. 467) granting an 
invalid pension to Eliza Reeves, with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 

Mr. STOKES said: I am instructed by the com- 
mittee to ask the unanimous consent of the House 
to put that bill on its passage; and if I may be 
indulged for a moment, I will state the reason. 


-Iam informed that Mrs. Reeves is in the city of ! 
Washington, and that she is in a very distressed | 


condition, without the means of support for her- 
self and children. [am credibly informed that 
they are almost on the point of starvation. I 
therefore ask the consent of the House to put the 


bill on its passage; and I have information that 
the Senate will immediately consider it. 

There being no objection, the bill was taken up 
for consideration. It directs the Secretary of the 
Interior to place the name of Eliza Reeves upon 
the roll of invalid pensions, at the rate of nine 
dollars per month, to commence on the first day 
of January, 1860, and to continue during her wid- 
owhood. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read 
athird time; and being engrossed, it was accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. STOKES moved to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill was passed; and also moved to lay 
the motion to reconsider on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to 


SUSAN M’GAULICK. 
Mr. FLORENCE, from the Committee on In- 


valid Pensions, reported a bill granting a pension 
to Susan McGaulick, widow of James MeGaulick; 
which was read a first and second time, referred 
toa Committee of the Whole House, and, with 
the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 


THOMAS CHITTENDEN, 


Mr. FLORENCE. I have also a bill for the 
relief of an old soldicr of the war of 1812, which 
is a case of necessity, and for which I ask the 
same indulgence as was extended to the gentle- 
man from Tennessee [Mr. Sroxes] just now. I 
will state that the gentleman from Wisconsin is 
very much interested in the case, and I promised 
him I would ask the consent of the House to put 
it on its passage without delay. 

The bil was read. It directs the Secretary of 
the Interior to place the name of Charles Chitten- 
den, of Wisconsin, on the roll of invalid pension- 
ers atthe rate of eight dollars per month, to com- 
mence on the Ist day of January, 1858, and to 
continue during his natural life. 

The report was read. It states that the peti- 
tioner, in 1813, was an ensign in the thirtieth regi- 
ment, United States infantry; that subsequently 
on the 2tst December, 1814, he was appointed a 
second lieutenant in said regiment; that he con- 
tinued in service until the month of September, 
1815; during which time he was in service with 
his regiment on the northern frontier, suffering 
great hardships on account of the inclemency of 
the weather; that during the autumn and winter 
of said year he performed the duty of quarter- 
master in addition to the regular duties of his 
grade of office; that in the discharge of his duty 
as quartermaster, he had frequeatly to perform 
severe labor; that to encourage his men, he would 
frequently join them in extracting transportation 
wagons from difficult situations; that while thus 
engaged he received an injury or strain which 
disabled him from further active service, and he 
was obliged in consequence to return home; that 
the injury has affected him more or less ever 
since; and now at the age of sixty-nine years he 
finds himself poor and unable to work. The 
pelitioner further states that not until necessity 
drove him did he apply to the Government for 
relief. 

No objection having been made, the bill was 
ordered to be engrossed, and read a third time, 
and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the 
third time, and passed. 

Mr. FLORENCE moved thatthe vote by which 
the bill was passed be reconsidered; and also 
moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on 
the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


ABSTRACTION OF PUBLIC SECURITIES. 
The SPEAKER laid before the House a com- 


munication from the Secretary of the Interior, 
stating that on Saturday night last he was in- 
formed by the voluntary confession of an officer 
of his Department, that State bonds held in trust 
by the United States Government for certain In- 
dian tribes, to the amount of $870,000, had been 
abstracted from its custody, and converted to 
private use; that the enormity of the fraud de- 
manded a full investigation, by a committee of 
Congress, into all the facts and circumstances 
which haveattended its perpetration, To vindicate 
his own honor and integrity, and to expose the 
guilty and the dereliet, the Secretary appealed to 
the House to appointa committee, with full power 
to send for persons and papers, and to report 
uvon the subject. 


Tinry-Sixru Concress, 2p SESSION. 


_ Mr, SHERMAN. I am requested by the 
retary of the Interior to say, that he desires im- 
mediate action, for his own vindication. I there- 
fore submit the following resolution, and ask the 
gentleman from Illinois to acceptit as a substitute 
for the resolution which he this morning proposed. 
„Mr. MORRIS, of Mlinois. I will hear theres- 
olution read. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 

Whereas the Secretary of the Interior has this day ad- 
dressed a communication to this House, stating thatan ex- 
tensive fraud had been committed upon his Department, in 
the abstraction therefrom by one of its officers, and the 
conversion to private use, of anumber of State bonds held 
in trust by the Government for the benefit of certain Indian 
tribes, and asked that a committee be appointed to investi- 
gate and report upon the subject: 

Be it resolved, That a select committee be appointed, 
consisting of five members of the House, who shall pro- 
ceed to inquire into and report to the House the facts in 
relation to said fraud, and that said committee have full 
power to send for persons and papers. 

Mr. MORRIS, of Illinois. At the suggestion 
of the gentleman from Ohio, I accept the resolu- 
tion just read as a substitute to the onc I proposed. 

There being no objection, the resolution was 
received, and adopted. 


GEORGE FISHER. 

Mr. EDWARDS, from the Committee on In- 
dian Affairs, reported a joint resolution repealing 
the joint resolution passed at the last session of 

-7 Congress, relating to the claim of George Fisher, 
late of Florida, deceased, approved June 1, 1860, 
and declaring all proceedings under said joint res- 
olution null and void; which was read a first and 
second time, 

Mr. EDWARDS moved that the resolutions be 

rinted, with two decisions of the Secretary of 

ar upon the subject-matter of the resolutions, 
and be postponed until the first Thursday in 
January. 

Mr. HOUSTON. Is that the reportof a com- 
mittee? ` 

Mr. EDWARDS. Itis. 

Mr. HOUSTON. Itis impossible to hear what 
is going on, 1 understand now that it is a joint 
resolution repealing an act of the last session in 
relation to a private claim in Florida, and that it 
is now proposed to print it, and postpone its 
further consideration until the first Thursday in 
January. 

Mr. EDWARDS. Yes, sir. 

-Mr. HOUSTON. I know nothing of the cir- 
cumstances of the case; but I do not know that 
L object to the postponement. 

The joint resotution wasaccordingly postponed, 
and, with the accompanying documents, ordered 
to be printed. 

THE UNION. 


Mr. JOHN COCHRANE asked the consent 
of the House to introduce the following preamble 
and resolutions; 

Whereas it is not to he disguised that the dangers which 
invest the Union of the States and threaten its dissolution 
are impending, and unless immediately arrested will ac- 
complish that deplorable result; and whereas to disregard 
those dangers were madness, and while admitting their ex- 
istence 10 refuse to apply ali honorable efforts to arrest and 
removethem were utter perdition; and whereas the pres- 
ent fearful crisis in our national existence is the effect of 
a eollision between the antagonist theories upon African 
servitude entertained and propagated at the North and at the 
South; and whereas those theories being irreconeiable, 
the integrity of the Union can nolonger be maintained, save 
by recourse to a settlement which, while suspending the 
conflict of opposing principles, will ultimately remove it 
from the field of national polities: Therefore, 

Resolved, That it is the dpinion of the House of Repre- 
sentatives of the ‘Thirty-Sixth Congress of the United 
States, that in all territory of the United States lying north 
of 36° 30 north latitude, and not included within the limits, 
of any of the existing States, slavery and involuntary ser- 
vitude, except in punishinent of crime, should be prohib- 
ited: Provided, That the said territory, or any portion of 
the same, when admitted as a State, should be received 
into the Union with or without slavery, as its constitution 
may prescribe at the time ofits admission ; and that in all 
territory of the United States lying south of 36° 30/ north 
latitude, not included within the limits of any existing 
State, neither Congress nor any territorial government 
should pass any law prohibiting or impairing the establish- 
ment of slavery: Provided always, That the said Territory, 
of any part of the same, when admitted as a State, should 
be received into the Union with or without slavery, as its 
constitution may prescribe at the time of admission. 
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Sec- 


_ Resolved, That the Constitution of the United States be- 
ing an agrecment between the sovereign’ States, for the 
governinent of persons individually, and not collectively of 


States, any attempt by the Federil Government to compet | 


by force a sovereign State to the observance of the consti- 
tutional compact would be to levy war. upon a substantial 
Power, and would precipitate a dissolution of the Union. 


Mr. GROW. I object. + 

Mr.JOHN COCHRANE. I move to suspend 
the rules. : 

Mr. HASKIN. I desire to offer a resolution 
as a substitute for the one proposed by my col- 
league. 

The SPEAKER. The resolution is not yet 
before the House. Objection is made. 

Mr. JOHN COCHRANE. [move to suspend 
the rules. 

Mr. HASKIN. I send up my resolution which 
I will offer as a substitute. 

The SPEAKER. When the rules are sus- 
pended, the resolutions will be in order, but not 
before. 

Mr. HASKIN. Let my resolution be read for 
information. ; 

The resolution was read, as follows: 


Resolved, (hat the Committee onthe Judiciary be di- 
rected to inquire into the relations now existing between 
the Federal Government and the State of South Carolina, 
the duty of the executive department, in view of the at- 
tempted withdrawal of a State from the United States, and 
the threatened seizure of the Federal property within the 
limits ofthat State; and also what action Congress should 
take in the present cmergency to execute the Constitution, 
enforce the laws, and protect said property in South Caro- 
lina from seizure ; and.that said committee have leave to 
report at any time, 

Mr. STANTON. If the gentleman from New 
York—the mover of the original resolution—will 
consent to have his resolution referred to the 
committee of thirty-threc, I shall have no objec- 
tion to it, 

Mr. JOHN COCHRANE. My design is to 
secure a vote of the House upon it now. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Maryland. I would like to 
suggest to my friend from New York that, as 
this resolution involves the greatest question 
which can be presented to the consideration of 
this House, he withhold it until the committee of 
thirty-three has had an opportunity to report. It 
is generally understood that that committee will 
take a vote, at its meeting on Thursday next, 
upon the propositions before it; and it seems to 
me that it would be wise upon the part of my 
friend, and wise upon the part of the House, to 
allow that committee to reach a result—if they 
can reach a result—or let the House be informed 
of its inability to do so, before we bring this ques- 
tion before the House. I hope my friend will 
allow his resolution to go over until next Mon- 
day, instead of pressing it to a vote to-day. 

Mr. JOHN COCHRANE, Itis not my wish 
to anticipate the report of the committee of thirty- 
three. It might be injudicious to have any pre- 
mature vote; but there are other considerations 
which have impelled me to present this question 
in this shape, at this time. I have no confidence 
at all in the power—I might very well doubt the 
disposition—of gentlemen, members of Congress, 
to settle this great question. ; 

Mr. GROW. I rise toa pointof order. Itis, 
that pending the motion to suspend the rules, de- 
bate is notin order. If debate were in order, we 
might discuss this matter the whole day. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania is correct. 

Mr. MeCLERNAND. I move that the House 
do now adjourn. i 

Mr. SHERMAN. Let me say that if we donot 
dispose of this matter now, it will come up next 
Monday as unfinished business. oe 

Mr. HOUSTON. Let me suggest that if it is 
the policy of the House to postpone a vote upon 
this question of a suspension cf the rules, it might 
stand as it is, by unanimous consent, until next 
Monday, and we could proceed to the transaction 
of other business. 

Mr. JOHN COCHRANE. Iam willing to 
consent to the suggestion of the gentleman from 
Alabama. 

The motion to adjourn was not agreed to. 


-on the motion to suspend the 


| adjourn. 


Mr. SHERMAN. Tnow 


Mr. JOHN COCHRANE. I am very willing: . 
to accept th suggestion of the gentleman fiom. 
Alabama, thatthe House proceed’ to the consid: 5 
eration: of other business, and det this ‘question 
go over until Monday. ees ae 

Mr. SHERMAN. I would prefer'to let those 
controverted questions come up upon the report 
of the committee of thitty-three.. I hope thete- 
fore.this question will not be pressed. r ta 

Mr. McCLERNAND. This debate. by the 
gentleman from New Yorkandby the gentleman: 
from Ohio is notin order; and insist upon the. 
enforcement of the rules. ; 5 Pan 

Tlie question being on a motion to suspend ‘the’ 
rules, pr PA TE M$ 

Mr, JOHN COCHRANE demanded tellers, © 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs: J oun Coat 
rane and Hoarp were appointed. DS 

Mr. VALLANDIGHAM, ‘As this resolution 
docs not propose anything substantial or practi- 
cal, I trust the gentleman from New York will 
allow the whole subject to go over until next 
Monday, or until we receive the report of the 
committee of thirty-three, ` 

Mr. BRIGGS. 1 move to refer the- resolution 
to the committee of thirty-three, 

Mr. VALLANDIGHAM. The resolution is 
not yet before the House. [ask the gentleman 
from New York to withdraw the resolution, 

Mr. JOHN COCHRANE: : As such seems to 
be the sense of the House, I withdraw the reso- 
lution. l 

CONSULAR APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. SHERMAN. Isubmit the motion. that. 
the rules be suspended, and that the House resolve 
itself into the Committee of the Whole on the state 
of the Union. Before that motion is put, 1 move 
that in one hour after going into c ittee, the: 
consular appropriation bilireo Called, be made a 
special order. : 1 

Mr. KILGORE. Will the gentleman from 
Ohio withhold his motion for a moment, while I. 
ask leave of the House to make an explanation? 

I sce in the report of the proceedings of the con- 
vention at Charleston, among other things, a state- 
ment that the State of Indiana has passed. laws in, 
conflict with the Constitution, and the laws made 
in pursuance thereof—I refer to the fugitive slave 
law. 

Mr. CURRY. I object to this explanation. 

Mr. KILGORE. I desire to state that Indiana 
never has passed any law of that character since 
the organization of the State. She has no. such 
law upon her statute-book. She.is now, and ever 
has been, loyal to the Constitution and the laws 
of Congress. fey BE ie 

Mr. STANTON.. I move that:the House do ; 
now adjourn, ‘ . 

Mr. JENKINS demanded the yeas and nays. 

Mr. SHERMAN called for tellers upon the 
yeas. and nays. 

Tellers were ordered. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I understand that my col- 
league is willing to withdraw the motion to ad- 
journ, if the House will make the bili 1 have men- 
tioned a special order, immediately upon going 
into committee; and, as I see that the. House'is 
not in the humor to indulge debate, I move that 
the consular bill be made a special order fromthe . 
time we go into committee, 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I move that the ‘House 
resolve itself into the Committee of the Whole on 
the state of the Union. 

Mr. BARKSDALE moved that the House 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. Sumiru, of 
North Carolina, and Spivner were appointed.: < 

The House divided; and the tellers reported 
ayes thirty-six, nocs not counted. : 

So the House refused to adjourn. : 

Mr. BRIGGS demanded tellers on the motion: 
that the House resolve itself into thé Committee of 
the Whole. oe ; pve a 
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Tellers were ordered;.and Messrs. Briccs and 


Bansirt were appointed: 

The House divided; and the tellers reported— 
ayes 63, noes 24; no quorum voting. 

"Mr. SHERMAN. ‘As there is a quoram pres- 
ent, ] call for the:yeas and nays. 

Mr. VALLANDIGHAM.. Is the object of 
going into committee debate, or is it business? 

Mr, SHERMAN, . It is business. 

Mr. VALLANDIGHAM. | If the object be 
business exclusively, I have no objection; other- 
wise, I hope the House will adjourn. 

. Mr. SHERMAN. No debate will be in order 
except upon the consular bill. 

Mr. MORRIS, of Hlinois. I suggested to the 
gentleman from Ohio, when he first made his res- 
olution, that an hour should be allowed for gen- 
eral discussion, I am very frank to state to the 
House that I was desirous to obtain the floor to 
speak upon the questions of public interest now 
agitating the country. I stand with a very small 
band of popular-sovereignty Democrats, and be- 
tween the fire of both sides, and I think we ought 
to have the opportunity of being heard occasion- 
ally. 

Õbjection was made that debate was out of 
order, 

Mr. CRAWFORD. I wish to say to the gen- 
tleman from Ohio [Mr. Suerman] that the House 
is evidently disinclined to go to work upon this 
consular appropriation bill. There is no urgent 
necessity, as the gentleman knows, for passing 
that bill to-day. The House is very thin, adl 
see no reason why we should not adjourn. Iwill 
therefore move, with the consent of the gentle- 
man, that the House do now adjourn. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Ihave no doubt we can 
pass the consular bill in a little while. I wantto 
get these formal appropriation bills out of the 
way of the pressing business. When the bill is 
disposed of, I shall be perfectly willing to ad- 

ourn. 
: Mr. CRAWFORD. Very well; I withdraw 
my motion to adjourn. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message was received from the Senate, by 
Mr. Hicxey, its Chief Clerk, informing the 
House that the Senate had passed an act to amend 
an act entitled “An act to authorize the extension, 
construction, and use, of a lateral branch of the 
Baltimore and Ohio railroad into and within the 
District of Columbia,” in which he was directed 
to ask the concurrence of the House; also, return- 
ing, in compliance with a resolution of the House, 
the deficiency appropriation bill. 


CONSULAR AND DIPLOMATIC BILL. 


The question was then taken on the motion to 
go into the Committee of the Whole on the state 
of the Union; and it was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into the 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union, 
(Mr. Joun Cocurane in the chair,) and pro- 
ceeded to the consideration of the special order, 
being a bill (EL. R. No. 864) making appropria- 
tions for the consular and diplomatic expenses of 
the Government for the year ending 30th June, 
1862. : 

By unanimous consent, the first reading of the 
bill was dispensed with; and the Clerk proceeded 
to read it by clauses, for amendment. 

Mr.QUARLES. I desire to ask the chairman 
of the Committee of Ways and Means whether 
this appropriation for pay of consuls is in excess 
of the estimates, or whether it is in conformity 
with them ? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Itisinconformity with the 
estimates, and in conformity with thelaw. These 
are all salaried offices. 

Mr. STANTON, Inotice here appropriations 
for missions to Rome and Sardinia. I had sup- 
posed that those Governments had been super- 
scded, and the Italian Government substituted in 
their place. If thatis the case, there is, perhaps, 
no occasion for these appropriations. I suppose 
the gentleman who has charge of the bill, or the 
chairman of the Committee on Foreign Affairs, 
understands the matter, and can explain it to the 
House. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Ican stateto my colleague 
that the legal name of mission to Sardinia was 
fixed by law last session, and the amount of our 
minister’s salary there was also fixed. The do- 


minions `of Sardinia have been extended over 


other countries, but the name of the mission is 
unchanged. We struck. out, the mission to Na- 
ples; that is the only change we made. Rome is 
still a principality or temporal Power, and we 
havea chargé there, ora minister. If the House 
chooses to dispense with that office, they ought 
to change the law. 

Mr.STANTON. Asa matter of course, when- 
ever there are such changes in foreign Govern- 
ments as to supersede the necessity of the ap- 
pointment of ministers there, I take it for granted 
the Executive would desire the appropriations for 
ministers to such places to be omitted from the 
annual appropriation bill. } do not understand— 
though I may be mistaken about it—that there is 
any temporal Government at Rome left, with 
which we can hold diplomatic intercourse. I sup- 
pose, also, that Naples and Sardinia are now uni- 
ted under one Government, with a new name, and 
that both the missions ought not to be retained; 
but I am not informed on the subject. 

Mr. CORWIN. 
tleman or the House any information on the par- 
ticular point to which he refers. J only know, 
from the general history of the times, that the 
temporal power of the Pope has not been taken 
away from him by any act of the sovereigns of 
Europe or by the accidents of war. I take it for 
granted, therefore, untilsuch an arrangement shall 
take place in European affairs, that that mission, 
whatever it is, remains still to be provided for. I 
do not know if what remains of the Government of 
the United States will have any particular interest 
in Papal affairs; but it has heretofore considered 
it its duty to send some one in a diplomatic capa- 
city to Rome. I would suggest to the gentleman, 
however, that the money will not be taken from 
the Treasury unless there should be scope re- 
maining for that mission amid the convulsions of 
Europe; and, therefore, no harm can result from 
retaining the appropriation in the bill. 

Mr. CRAWFORD. I find, upon page 5 of the 
bill, a provision in these words: 

“ For salaries of the marshals for the consular courts in 
Japan, China, Siam, and Turkey, $7,000.” 

It seems to me that that item might be reduced. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The law of last session— 
of June 22, 18609—fixed the compensation of these 
marshals; and $7,000 is the amount prescribed by 
law. Ido not see how the gentleman can reduce 
the amount, 

Mr. CRAWFORD. I would ask the gentle- 
man whether that law was a mere appropriation 
naming this amount, or whether it was a law fix- 
ing the salaries? 

Mr. SHERMAN. I have not looked at the 
law; but I sec by the estimates that the law of 
June 22, 1860, is referred to. l remember thelaw 
very well. It was drawn up at the office of the 
Secretary of State. 1 do not know whether the 
salary was fixed. 

Mr. CRAWFORD. My impression is, that 
the amount of salary was not specified in the law; 
and I think $1,750 1s too much. 

Mr.SHERMAN. Iam informed by the gen- 
tleman who reported the bill that the salaries are 
fixed by Jaw, although he has not the law before 
him. 

Mr. CRAWFORD. Fixed at $1,750 apiece? I 
wouldask the gentleman from Pennsylvania, [Mr. 
Morris, | who reported the bill, if the law of 1860 
defines the exact amount that each of these mar- 
shals for consular courts shall receive ? 

Mr. MORRIS, of Pennsylvania. My impres- 
sion is that it does. 

Mr. CRAWFORD. That bill was amended, 
the gentleman will remember, in some particulars. 

Mr. MORRIS, of Pennsylvania. No, sir; that 
bill was not amended in any particular. 

Mr. CRAWFORD. I will state to the chair- 
man of the Committee of Ways and Means, that 
I will make no motion in committee in reference 
to this matter, if he will agree to an understand- 
ing that in case, on reference to the law of 1860, 
it shall appear that the amount of salary was not 
fixed, we shall have a vote inthe House on re- 


ducing the item. 


Mr. SHERMAN. I have no objection to that. 


| I now move that the committee rise and report 


the biil to the House. 

The motion was agreed to. 

So the committee rose; and the Speaker having 
resumed the chair, Mr. Joun Cocurane reported 


I am unable to give the gen- 
f 


that the Committee of the Whole on the state of 
the Union had, according to order, had under 
consideration the consular and diplomatic appro- 
priation bill, and had directed him to report the 
same to the House withoutamendment, and with 
a recommendation that it do pass. 

Mr. CRAWFORD. I find that the law of 1860 
authorizes the appointment of seven marshals for 
consular courts; so that the salary of each isonly 

1,000. My impression was that the law author- 
ized the appointment of only four. 

Mr. SHERMAN moved the previous ques- 
tion. 

The previous question was seconded, and the 
main question ordered 

The bill was then ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time; and being engrossed, it was ac- 
cordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. SHERMAN moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed; and also moved to 
lay the motion to reconsider upon the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


MILITARY ACADEMY BILL. 


On motion of Mr. SHERMAN, the House 
then proceeded to consider the bill of the House 
(No. 862) making appropriations fur the support 
of the Military Academy for the year ending June 
30, 1862, returned from the Senate with an amend- 
ment. 

The amendment of the Senate was read and 
concurred in, as follows: s 


At the end of the bill add the following: 

To defray the expenses of the commission appointed 
under the eighth section of “ An act making appropriations 
for the support of the Army for the year ending June 30, 
1861,” in addition to the amount appropriated by said act, 
$13,060. 

PAPERS WITHDRAWN. 


On motion of Mr. FENTON, leave was granted 
for the withdrawal from the files of the House of 
the papers in the case of John Jackson, for the 
purpose of reference to the Commissioner of Pen- 
sions. 

And then, on motion of Mr. CRAWFORD, 
(at two o’clock, p. m.,) the House adjourned 
until Thursday next. 


IN SENATE. 
Tuunspay, December 27, 1860. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Dr. Guriey. 
The Journal of Monday last was read and 
approved. 
ADJOURNMENT TO MONDAY, 


Mr. SEWARD. I move that when the Senate 
adjourns to-day, it be to meet on Monday next. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas. I suggest to the 
Senator that it will be, perhaps, time enough to 
adopt that resolution when the Senate shall be 
more full. ` 

Mr. SEWARD. Ihave no objection to with- 
drawing the motion for the present, if the Sena- 
tor desires it. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas. I do not know 
that I shall make any objection, but there are few 
members here. However, it can be reconsidered 
if adopted. i 

Mr. SEWARD., Let it be adopted, and recon- 
sidered if you will. 

The motion was agreed to. 


HOUSE BILL REFERRED. 


The bill (No. 467) granting a pension to Eliza 
Reeves, received from the House of Representa- 
tives on Monday last, was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 


MEMORIALS. 

Mr.SEWARD presented the memorial of John 
W. Mason, of New York, praying for indemnity 
and compensation for services of the ship Lucy 
Thompson, in rescuing and transporting to New 
York one hundred officers and soldiers of the 
United States Army; which was referred. to the 
Committee on Military Affairs and Militia. 

Mr. LANE presented the memorial of Dexter 
R. Crocker, praying compensation for transport- 
ing the mail from Canyonville, Oregon, to Yreka,» 
California; which was referred to the Committee 
on the Post Office and Post Roads. 


PACIFIC RAILROAD. 


Mr. RICE. I wish to offer, for the purpose 
of having it printed, an amendment that I inteno 
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to offer to the Pacific railroad bill which has 
passed the House of Representatives. 
The amendment was ordered to be printed. 


STATE OF TUE UNION. 


Mr, RICE. -I also have a proposition which 
I wish to submit to the committee of thirteen; and 
I ask the consent of the Senate to have it printed. 
_ The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Firzpar- 
Rick.) . Does the Senator desire it to be read? 

Mr. RICE. No, sir. 

The resolution was ordered to be printed. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, 
by Mr. Barcuay, one of its clerks, announced 
that the House had passed the bill of the Senate 
(No. 523) for the relief of Lieutenant George L. 
Hartsuff, United States Army. 


BILL BECOME A LAW. 


The message further announced that the Pres- 
ident of the United States approved and signed, 
on the 2ist of December, an act (H. R. No. 861) 
making appropriations for the payment of invalid 
and other pensions of the United States for the 
year ending June 30, 1862. ` 


~ PRINTING OF DOCUMENTS. 


The message further announced that the House 
had ordered the printing of the following docu- 
ments: 

Letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, 
transmitting a statement of expenditures for the 
Coast Survey during the fiscal year ending June 
30, 1860--ordered on the 24th instant, at twelve 
o’clock and thirteen minutes; 

Letter from the Secretary of the Interior, trans- 
mitting the annual statement, required by the act 
of May 1, 1820, prepared by the Second Comp- 
troller of the Treasury, showing balances of ap- 
propriations standing upon the books of that office 
to the credit of that Department on the Ist of July, 
1859; the amounts appropriated by Congress for 
the service of the fiscal year ending 30th of June, 
1860, including repayments and transfer of appro- 
priations, and the aggregate amounts applicable 
to the service of said fiscal year; also the amounts 
drawn from said appropriations, or carried to the 
surplus fund, from July 1, 1859, to June 30, 1860, 
and the balances remaining in the Treasury at 
last named date—ordered on the 24th instant, at 
twelve o’clock and fourteen minutes; and 

Letter from, the Secretary of the Interior, call- 
ing the attention of Congress to the abstraction 
of Indian trust fand-—ordered on the 24th instant, 
at one o’clock, p. m. 


HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 


The following bills, from the House of Repre- 
sentatives, were severally read twice by their 
titles, and referred as indicated below: 

A bill (No. 864) making appropriations for the 
consular and diplomatic expenses of the Govern- 
ment for the year ending the 30th of Junc, 1862— 
to the Committce on Finance; and 

A bill (No. 909) for the relief of Thomas Chit- 
tenden—to the Committee on Pensions. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. | 

A message from the House of Representatives, 
by Mr. Barcray, one of its clerks, announced 
that the House had passed the following bills, in 
which the concurrence of the Senate was requested: 

A bill (No. 905) for the relief of Lieutenant 
George L. Hartsuff, of the United States Army; 

A bill (No. 909) for the relief of Thomas Chit- 
tenden; and 

A bill (No. 864) making appropriations for the 
consular and diplomatic expenses of the Govern- 
rent for the year ending June 30, 1862. 


MILITARY ACADEMY BILL. 


The message further announced that the House 
had concurred in the amendment of the Senate to 
the bill (H. R. No. 862) making appropriations 


for the support of the Military Academy for the. 


year ending June 30, 1862. 
DEFICIENCY BILL. 

The message further announced that the House 
having corrected the clerical error in the engross- 
ment of the bill (H. R. No. 866) to supply de- 
ficiencies in the appropriations for the service of 
the fiscal year ending June 30, 1861, he was di- 
rected to return it to the Senate. 


GEORGE L. WARTSUER. j 


The bill (H. R. No. 905) for the relief of Lien- 
tenani George L. Hartsuff was read twice by-its 
title. ` yasr p $ 

Mr. BINGHAM.. The Senate passed a simi- 
lar bill to this, and the House has. just sent usa 
notice that they have concurred init. I will there- 
fore move to lay this bill on the table: 

The motion was agreed to. 


TERRITORY OF ARIZUMA, 


Mr. GREEN. If there is no other morning 
business, I move to take up the order of the day; 
which is territorial business. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The first ter- 
ritorial bill on the Calendar is the bill (S. No. 
365) to provide a temporary government forthe 
Territory of Arizuma, and to create the office of 
surveyor general therein. 

The bill was read a second time, and consid- 
ered as in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. GREEN. I shallnot make any extended 
explanation of :this bill, because it is in the ordi- 
nary form. The necessity of a territorial organ- 
ization for the people there, I think, must be 
apparent. Their remote condition from the au- 
thority of Santa Fé, the ruling power of New 
Mexico, renders it necessary to give them a sep- 
arate territorial power. This billis in the ordinary 
form. It contains nothing that will be objection- 
i able to anybody. The area is sufficient, the char- 
acter of the country justifies it, and there will be 
a population to make a very fine State. The 
country ismostly mineral; but there are some por- 
tions of it well adapted to agricultural and grazing 
purposes. Without, however, enlarging on this, 
I propose a little amendment to the fourteenth 
section. I wish to get at the formal parts before 
the general debate arises. In the seventh line of 
the fourteenth section I move to strike out the 
words “in said Territory and,” and then in the 
eighth linc to strike out the words ‘and Terri- 
tories.” This section of the bill sets apart the 
sixteenth and thirty-sixth sections in each town- 
ship of the public lands for school purposes; and 
it says that they shall be “applied to schools in 
said Territory, and in the States and Territories 
hereafter to be erected out of the same.” F wish 
to confine it exelusively to the States; and I will 
explain to the Senate why I propose the change. 
The Territories frequently, by virtue of this, claim 
the right to dispose of the lands when the popu- 
lation is very small, and the value of the lands 
very little; and the consequence is that the bene- 
fits intended to be conferred on the future popu- 
lation are all lost, and the lands are put away. 
It is better to reserve them during the territorial 
existence, and let the States dispose of them. 
They will sell to better advantage, and the whole 
people will enjoy the benefit, rather than a few 
speculators who go out to induce the Territorial 
|; Legislature to sell, in order that they may buy. 
|| 1 wish to deprive the Territory of the power to 
| sell the sixteenth and thirty-sixth sections—the 
r school lands—but to leave them in reserve for the 
| State, and let the State dispose of them. . 

r.GWIN. Iask the Senator from Missouri 
whether the Territory, in the mean time, cannot 
use these lands—by leasing them, for instance. 

Mr. GREEN. Certainly. 

Mr. GWIN. 
in fee shall not pass until it becomes a State? 

Mr. GREEN. Certainly. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. GREEN. I have another slight amend- 
ment to make: phe sixth section, ninth line, after 
the word “ residents,” to insert: 

Nor shall any law be passed impairing the rights of pri- 
| vate property. 


| So that the section will read: . 


Src. 6. And be it further enacted, That the legislative 

|| power of the Territory shall extend to all rightful subjects 

of legislation, consistent with the Constitution of the Uni- 

ted States and the provisions of this act; but no law shall 

i be passed interfering with the primary disposal of the soil; 

lÍ no tax shall be imposed upon the property of the United 

States; nor shall the jands or other property of non-Tesi- 

dents be taxed higher than the lands or other property of 
residents ; nor shall any law be passed impairing the rights 

of private property; nor shall any discrimination be made 

in taxing differeut kinds of property, but all taxation shall, 
be in proportion to the value of the property taxed. 


j The amendment was agreed to. 
| Mr. GREEN. I have a third amendment to 


Is it intended only that the title | 


offer. In page 9, section: nine, 
after the word ‘Gurisdiction;’ 
gert: poe E 28 K 
And authority for redress of alk wrongs committed gain 
the Constitution or laws of the United States, or ofthe, 
ritory, affecting persons or property, | 

So that the proviso. will read: , T 

Provided, That justices of the peace and prob : 
shall not have Hines erie aaee Saat Enea 
when the title or boundaries of land may be In dis 
where the debt or sum claimed shalt exceed 8100 
the: said. supreme anil district courts, respectively, 
possess chancery as well as:common-law. jurisdiction, and 
authority for redress of all wrongs committed against the 
Constitution or laws of the United States, or-of the Terri- 
tory, affecting persons or property, &c. eR NRE 

The amendment was agrécd' to. _ 

Mr. BROWN. „I move the following. ag-an 
additional section, to come.in at the end of the bill: 

And beU further enacted, That the act of the Legislative 
Assembly of New Mexico, approved February 3,1859, en- 
titled “* An act to ‘provide for the protection of, property’ in 
slaves in. this Territory,” be, ‘and thé ame is hereby; ex- 
tended to-and declared in force in the Vetritory of Arlzuma; 
and. it shall not be repealed during the territorial existence 
of said Verritory. eae. td eet aa 

Mr. TRUMBULL. | I. move. ‘to ‘amend. the 
amendment offered by the Senator from Missis- 
sippi, by. striking. out the whole of it after the 
word “that,” and inserting: | , pa ees oe 

The law in respect to African slavery as it.cxisted-in 
said Territory at the time of its acquisition from Mexico, 
shalt remain unchanged until its admission as a State, 

Mr. DOOLITTLE and Mr. BROWN rose, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Firzpat- 
rick.) ‘The Senator from Mississippi. 

Mr. BROWN. If the Senator from Wiscon-: 
sin desires to go on with the speech which the. 
Senate expected him to make to-day, I am wili- 
ing. to yield. ‘ Seb ae ae FR 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. I intend to speak -upon 
this amendment. ' a Gaig 

Mr. BROWN. Then let. the Senator ġo on. 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. Iam willing thatthe Sen- 
ator should finish, unless he designs to occupy 
some considerable time. re 

Mr. BROWN. Go on. i 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
from Wisconsin. p dase 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. Mr. President, I. shall 
vote for the amendment offered by the Senator 
from Ilinois, (Mr. Trumpuur.] , We have lived’ 
together, under the Constitution. of the United. 
States, inslaveholding andnon-slaveholding States 
for more than seventy years, and have lived to- 
gether in peace. That peace, however, has rested: 
upon two fundamental ideas: first, that the Fed-, 
eral Governmentand the citizens of the free States: 
shall make no aggression upon slavery. in. the 
States; and the other, equally fundamental, that 
neither the Federal Government nor the slave- 
holders of the slave States shall make any aggres-: 
sions upon or undertake to overturn freedom in; 
the Territories, Upon these grounds we. have: 
lived together for these eighty years, and we may: 
live for generations to come; but if thé citizens:of 
the free States or the Federal Government shall 
undertake, directly or indirectly,: to` overturn 
slavery in the States where it exists, or if the 
citizens of the slave States or the Federal Gov- 
ernment shall undertake to overturn freedom in 
the Territories, we cannot have peace. 
The amendment of the Senator from 


The Senator 


; Missis- 
sippi [Mr. Brown] is an attempt by a law of 
Congress to repeal the law of Mexico against 
slavery, and tò legalize it; while the amendment 
of the Senator from Illinois [Mr. pale ad 
firms that the law of freedom existing in the Ter- 
ritory at the time of its acquisition shall remain 
unchanged during its territorial condition. 

Sir, the Constitution of the United States is the 
supreme law of the land and of every State, and 
speaks the same language and has the same force 
everywhere; in Virginia, Wisconsin, and in South ; 
Carolina. That Constitution was made for States, 
and not for Territories at all. It does not. men- 
tion them, except to give Congress.the power to 
govern them; but when extended over them by act 
of Congress it must be construed there, and-every~ 
where, and always, to mean the same—no more, 
no less. EE 

If it contains any language which abolishes sla- 


i very in a Territory, it would abolish it. ina State... 


If it contains any language which.would establish 
it in a Territory, it would establish it in every 
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State within its jurisdiction, for it tenders the 
same oath,‘and’speaks in the same voice, every- 
where—in every Legislature and in every court. 
The wise men who framed it knew that the laws 
of ‘some States would maintain, and the laws of 
other States would deny, the right of property in 
man. They foresaw thatthe people of free States 
and slave States might disagreee fundamentally 
on this question; and, therefore, in a Consti- 
tution which ‘was to be adopted by all, and to 
become the supreme law of all, they neither 
afirmed the right of property in slaves, which 
would have established and made perpetual sla- 
véryinall the States, nor did they expressly deny 
the tight of property in slaves, which denial would 
have abolished slavery in every State, instantly 
upon. its adoption. 

They framed all its provisions in wisdom, and 
hone more wisely than those which undoubtedly 
refer to, African slaves. They would not have 
the word *‘ slave ” in a Constitution for States 
which had just come out of a seven years’ war 
for freedom and the rights of man. It refers to 
them always as persons; as persons held to ser- 
vice, not by the Constitution or laws of the United 
States, but by the laws of the States where held. 
State laws may hold them to service, and make 
property of the masters’ right to their service; but 
the Constitution of the United States does not do 
it. Itallows the States, if they will, to do it within 
their jurisdictions. By the laws of the free States, 
minors and apprentices may be held to service till 
twenty-one years old. They might change their 
laws and hold them until twenty-five years old. 
In the slave States white persons, minors and 
ap rentices, are also held*ull twenty-one years 
o d Their laws might be changed so as to dis- 
charge them at cightcen or hold them until twenty- 
five. So colored persons of African descent may 
be held to service till twenty-one, or thirty, or 
fifty years of age, or for life. 

"he Constitution recognizes the fact that per- 
sons may be held to service under the laws of the 
several States; and provides that if they escape to 
another State, they shall not be discharged from 
such service, “but shall be delivered up on claim 
of the party to whom such service or labor may 
be due.” But I desire, now, to confine myself to 
the territorial question. I may recur to this sub- 
ject of the rendition of fugitives hereafter. 

Mr. President, so much has been said about the 
famous Dred Scott case, that it may appear rather 
late at this day to speak of the principles agreed 
upon by the majority of the judges, if, indeed, 
they were agreed upon anything, except that 
Dred Scott was not a citizen, and therefore could 
not sueina Federal court. Iwill state one thing, 
however, which was not decided. I believe that 
no gentleman who has carefully considered their 
opinions will take issue with me when I say that 
nothing contained in that decision or in the opin- 
ions ofa majority of the judges can warrant any 
man in maintaining that the Constitution of the 
United States, of its own force, enters a Territory 
where slavery has already been abolished by law 
of the sovereign power of whom we acquired it, 
and establishes or guaranties the right to take and 
hold slaves in any such ‘Territory in violation of 
that law. I will admit thet a majority of the 
judges expressed the opinion that the act of Con- 
gress abolishing slavery ina portion of Louisiana 
Ferritory was void; but they put their opinion 
upon the ground that the Constitution gives to 
Congress no power of legislation upon that sub- 
jeet. Justices Taney, Campbell, Grier, Wayne, 
and Daniel all concur in that. But with the ex- 
ception of one or two sentences in the opinion of 
Justice Taney looking in that direction, there is 
nothing contained in the opinions of those judges 
which justifies any one in inferring the right to 
take and hold slavesinall the Territories, including 
those acquired from Mexico, wherein slavery was 
abolished, not by a law of Congress, but by alaw 
of Mexico, before their acquisition. 

I admit that one of the questions upon which 
a majority gave their opinion was, the power of 
Congress to abolish slavery ina Territory, and in 


a Territory in which slavery existed, at the time | 


of its acquisition, by the law of France. Justice 
Catron denied the power, upon the ground that 
the exercise of it was in violation of the treaty 
with France. Justice Grier concurred in the 
opinion of the court, that the act of Congress of 


1820 was unconstitutional and void; but he did not 
give the reason for that opinion. Justice Nelson 
concurred in the judgment of the court, upon the 
ground that the question had been disposed of by 
the law of Missouri; that, whatever might have 
been the effect of the law of Congress on the terri- 
tory north of 360 30’ upon Dred Scott, on his re- 
turn to Missouri, by the law of that State and the 
decisions of its courts, he returned to the condi- 
tion ofa slave. - He concurred in the judgment of 
the court, but nog in the opinion of the Chief Jus- 
tice. Justice McLean and Justice Curtis dissented 
from the opinion altogether; and, it is a remark- 
able fact, but one judge (Justice Wayne) con- 
curred in the opinion of Judge Taney, ** without 
any qualification of its reasoning or its conclu- 
sions.’ 

Now, sir, the point which I make, and to which 
I desire to call the attention of gentlemen on the 
other side of the Chamber, is this: that there is 
nothing in this Dred Scott decision, or in the opin- 
ions expressed by a majority of the judges mak- 
ing that decision, upon which gentlemen can base 
any right to take and hold slaves in the territories 
acquired from Mexico; with the exception of one 
or two sentences contained in the opinion of the 
chief justice, which may be tortured into that, 
there is nothing, absolutely nothing, in the Dred 
Scott case, to justify them in saying that the Con- 
stitution of the United States enters the territo- 
ries we have acquired from Mexico, repeals the 
Mexican law against slavery, and establishes a 
law, or guaranties the right to take and hold slaves 
in those Territories in violation of the Mexican 
law. All the world knows that by the laws of || 
nations, and by the decisions of all courts in civ- 
ilized countries, the municipal laws of a ceded 
territory remain in full force until changed by 
the sovercign power to whom the cession is made. 
The law of Louisiana territory, as ceded by 
France, was the law of slavery until the passage of 
the Missouri act abolishing it north of 369 30', and 
west of Missouri. The law of New Mexico and 
Arizona js the law of freedom until changed by 
Congress, or by some other body or tribunal under 
its authority. Suppose we were to acquire Can- 
ada, where, by the law of that country, or by 
usage—having the force of law—the institution 
of slavery is not allowed to exist: do gentlemen 
on the other side of the Chamber contend that 
the moment we should acquire that territory the 
Constitution enters it, repeals the law against 
slavery, and establishes a law in favor, or guar- 
anties a right by which slaves may be taken 
and held there in violation of its existing law? 
Where are the words in the Constitution which 
give any such power? If there are any which 
would give it such power there, they do it in 
Wisconsin and in every other State in the Uni- 
ted States; for the Constitution is declared to 
be the supreme law of every State, anything in 
their laws or constitutions to the contrary not- 
withstanding. ‘This amendment, therefore, pro- 
posed by my honorable friend from Hlinois, [Mr. 
'TromBoxt, | thatthe law of Mexico existing in this 
Territory against slavery, at the time of its acqui- 
sition, should remain unchanged until it is admit- 
ted into the Union as a sovercign State, meets 
the case exactly, and does not conflict even with 
the opinion of the Chief Justice, much less of a 
majority of the judges, in the Dred Scott case. 

For one, I can never assent to the principle, 
that Congress has no power to legislate for the 
Territories upon this subject; but Thaye discussed 
that on another occasion, and will ngt repeat my 
argument now. I turn now to the fonsideration 
of other subjects. R 

The other day, the Senator from Fennessee, 
[Mr. Nicnorson,] whom I do not now see in 
his seat, stated that at the present time there 
was a very wide-spread alarm -existing In the 
southern States in relation to the principles and 
ulterior designs of the Republican party. He 
said that it was not so much the violation of the 
fugitive slave law, nor the denial of the right to 
enter the Territory with slaves, which occasioned 
that alarm, but from the growing numbers and 
power of the free States, he apprehended that the 
time would come when they would have power 
to amend the Constitution itself, and give to the 
Federal Government the power to abolish slavery 
in the States. [fit be true that such wide-spread 


alarm exists among his people—and 1 do not 


doubt it—I desire to ask that honorable Senator 
why he did not, while speaking upon that sub- 
ject, embrace in his speech, which is to circulate 
among. his constituents, the expressive language 
adopted by the Republican party, as one of its 
fundamental principles, at Chicago. I will read it: 

«That the maintenance inviolate of the rights of the 
States, and especially the right of each State to order and 
control its. own domestic institutions, according to its own 
judgment exclusively, is essential to that balance of power 
on which the perfection and endurance ofour political fabric 
depends ; and we denounce the lawless invasion by armed 
force of any State or ‘Territory, no matter ander what pre- 
text, as among the greatest of crimes.” 

If that honorable Senator desires that the peo- 
ple of his State should know what are the views 
of the Republican party, and especially of that 
man who is about to take possession of one de- 
partment of the Government, why, I ask, in all 
candor, should he not, in his speech, which is to 
circulate among his people, incorporate these au- 
thorized declarations of the Republican party? Mr. 
Lincoln has been elected as President of the Uni- 
ted States, and certainly, if that Senator desires, 
instead of increasing, to quiet the alarm of his 


| citizens, why does he not quote in his speech, so 


that it ean reach them—for ours do not—what 
Mr. Lincoln declared, over and over again, in the 
State of Illinois in the presence of his own people ? 
Why not let your people understand precisely the 
grounds upon which Mr. Lincoln and the Repub- 
lican party do stand? Quoting into his speech the 
other day that one declaration which was made 
the subject-matter of so much discussion between 
Mr. Lincoln and the honorable Senator from Ii- 
nois, [Mr. Doveras,] in the canvass of 1858, I 
insist that it would have been but just and fair to 
his own constituents, as well as to the President 
elect and to the Republican party, that he should 
have quoted, also, into his speech what Mr, Lin- 
coln has said, again and again, in reference to 
this same declaration. Upon one occasion, in re- 
ply to the charge of Mr. Doveras that he was in 
favor of making war by the North upon the South 
for the extermination of slavery, Mr. Lincoln 
said: . 

«f do not believe the language T employed will bear any 
such construction: | know that I never meant any such 
thing, and I believe that no fair mind can infer any such 
thing from anything 1 have ever said.” 

If, indeed, your people rest under such appre- 
hensions, why not proclaim in every speech that 
can reach the people of the sluveholding States, 
that the incoming President declares: 

“I have no purpose, directly or indirectly, to interfere 
with the institution of slavery inthe States where it exists. 
I believe I have no lawful right to do so, and I have no in- 
elination to do so.” en is ad When it is 
said that I am in favor of interfering with slavery where it 
exists, I know it is unwarranted by anything I have ever 
intended, and, as I believe, by anything E have ever said.” 
ee * * “I hoid mysel! under constitutional 
obligations to allow the people in allthe States, without in~ 
terference, direct or indirect, to do exactly as they please, 
and I deny that I have any inclination to interfere with 
them, even if there were no such constitutional obliga- 
tion. 

If there is one thing for which he is known and 
distinguished, it is for his inflexible integrity of 
purpose, unquestioned even by his bitterest polit- 
ical enemies. When he declares that he has no 
purpose, no inclination, and believes that he has 
no constitutional power, either directly or indi- 
rectly, to interfere with slavery in the States; that 
he could not if he would, and would not if he 
could, I ask the Senator from ‘Tennessee why not, 
in Heaven’s name, quote these declarations into 
the speeches which he is sending home to his con- 
stituents, if, in trath, he desires to quiet that alarm 
which he says exists among them. 

Mr. NICHOLSON. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Mason in 
the chair.) Does the Senator from Wisconsin 
yield to the Senator from Tennessee? 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. Yes, sir. 

Mr. NICHOLSON. I must say to the Senator 
from Wisconsin that, in the remarks which I 
made in commenting on the Republican platform, 
I stated in explicit language, as plain as I could 
utter it, that in that platform they professed their 
determination to regard the rights which southern 
men claimed in their slaves in the States, and 
that Mr. Lincoln fully and explicitly accords with 
the sentiment and declarations of his platform. I 
did not quote the language of the platform in that 
respect. I stated, though, what was my view of 
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that platform, and that it did profess explicitly 
to allow to the people of the southern States the 
enjoyment of their rights within. the States, but 
laid down a principle outside of the States which, 
if carried out to its vitimate consequences, would 
destroy their rights within the States. I do not 
know what more I could have done without quot- 
‘ing the whole platform and Mr. Lincoln’s discus- 
sions with Mr. Doveras, which would have oc- 
cupied more time than I desired to consume. 

r. DOOLITTLE. Tunderstood the Senator 
from Tennessee io say that their great apprehen- 
sion was, that the purpose of the Republican party 
in getting possession of the Government was 
So to increase the number and power of the free 
States that they would obtain, at last, the power 
of amendment over the Constitution; and when 
they obtained, that, it was their purpose to ex- 
ercise it, and emancipate the slaves within the 
‘States. I understand him to say that in substance 
now. 

Mr. NICHOLSON. 1 took the position that 
the policy, principles, and measures of the Re- 
publican party as avowed by them, if carried to 
their consequences, in the course of time, would 
extinguish slavery in the States. Iexpressed the 
apprehension that when they had the power, by 
the increase of free States, if they intended to 
carry out their purpose of ultimate extinction of 
slavery, they would resort to that power, and 
thereby bring about the result which their candi- 
date, Mr. Lincoln, expressly said he desired 
should come about—the finalextinction of slavery. 
That was my position. 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. Mr. President, the Repub- 
licen party, as I understand it, maintain the re- 
served rights of the States; that all powers not 
expressly delegated, or necessary to carry into 
effect the powers which are delegated, by the Con- 
stitution of the United States, are expressly re- 
served to the States; and that it is fundamental 
to maintain the independence and sovereignty of 
the several States in respect to all matters which 
are not conferred upon the general Government by 
the Constitution; and that among the powers not 

; conferred, but reserved to the States, is an abso- 
Jute, independent, sovereign control over all their 
domestic institutions; and I undertake to say to 
that honorable Senator, that there are no Repub- 
licans to be found, within my knowledge, within 
any of the States, who have ever expressed the 
‘purpose, or the desire, that the general Govern- 
ment should have the power to interfere with 
slavery in the States. Not one, sir. 

i know that some years ago,a book published 
by Mr. Lysander Spooner, took the ground that 
the Constitution of the United States, of itself, 
abolished slavery; but, sir, it finds very few sup- 

orters. It is just as unfounded as that other 
idea which finds, I regret to say, so many sup- 
porters now in the South, but which found very 
few,even there, until 1848—that the Constitution 
of the United States is a slavery-extending Con- 
stitution, and by its own force establishes sla- 
very, or what is the same thing, guaranties the 
right to take and hold slaves, in the Territories. 

Mr. CLINGMAN. [avail myself of this oc- 
casion to ask the Senator a question, as he speaks 
knowingly on this subject. I have no knowledge 
of the fact, but it was published in a newspaper, 
and therefore I call his attention to it. He says 
that no respectable authority, or man of standing, 
adopts this view of Spooner. There was a pub- 
fication last winter in some of the newspapers, I 
think, stating that the honorable Senator from 
New York [Mr. Szwarp] had commended the 
work in very high terms. “There wasa note pub- 
lished, purporting to have come from him. Now, 
J should like to know of the honorable Senator, 
whether he means to say that that was a forgery; 
er does he mean to say that the honorable Sen- 
ator from New York is not ‘such authority as 
should be considered of weight in the country on 
these questions? 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. Iremember, too, that the 
honorable Senator from Mississippi [Mr. Brown] 
also commended the book as one of great ability, 
here, on the floor of the Senate. Hethought Mr. 
Spooner was a man of great ability and ingenuity. 

Jut, I repeat, this idea that the Constitution of the 
United States abolishes slavery by force of its own 
terms, in any State or Territory, or that it estab- 
lishes slavery in any State or Territory, has not, 
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in my opinion, the shadow of á foundation. The 
truth is, that upon either ground, the Gonstitution 
nevercould have beenformedatall. Itwasframed 
by men who knew the words which they em- 
ployed, and the meaning of those words. They 
recognized, it is true, the rights of the States to 


laws—not under the Constitution, nor under the 
laws of thé United States, but under theirown laws. 
They acknowledged the right, dnd made it the 
duty, that persons so held to service, when es- 
caping into other States, or those States where 
such laws did not exist, should be delivered up 
on claim of the person to whom the service was 
due. But they have not declared, anywhere in 
the Constitution of the United States, that prop- 
erty in man exists by virtue of its provisions. 
They neither affirm nor deny that it can exist by 
State authority under State law. They leave, 
just as they intended to leave, each State perfect- 
ly sovereign and independent over its own laws 
onthe subject of slavery. There was a provision, 
itis true, that until 1808, Congress should not have 
power to prevent States from importing or im- 
migrating such persons as they should desire to 
have come into their jurisdictions; but the Con- 
stitution of the United States does not refer to 
them as property, nor as merchandise; but refers 
to them as persons held to service. The law of 
the slave States makes them property; the law 
of the free States does not make them property. 
The Constitution does not make them either. 
That is the truth about it. _ 

Neither Mr. Spooner, with his idea that the 
Constitution abolishes slavery, nor this fanatical 
idea that has grown up within the last ten or 
twelve years atthe South that the Constitution 
establishes slavery, has any foundation what- 
ever. I say to these gentlemen that, upon that 
idea that the Constitution establishes slavery, you 
cannot have peace on the slavery question; and 
you may just. as well know it first as last. The 
people of the United States do not believe that the 
Constitution is, and will never consent thatitshall 
be altered so that it will become, a slavery-extend- 
ing Constitution by force of its own terms. We 
do not ask either that you put upon it that con- 
struction which shall abolish slavery in any State 
orinany Territory. Wesay, let the Constitution 
beas our fathers made it; let it be neutral—neither 
affirming nor denying, and then you can have 
peace. 

Mr. President, one word further as to the pur- 
pose or designs of the President elect of the United 
States. He says: 

“Let me say I have no prejudice against the southern 
people. ‘They are just what we would be in their situa- 
tion. Ifslavery did not exist among them, they would not 
introduce it. If it did now exist among us, we should not 
instantly give it up. ‘This I believe of the masses, North 
and South. Doubtless there are individuals on both sides 
who would not hold slaves under any circumstances; and 
others who would gladly introduce slavery anew if it were 
now out of existence. We know that some southern men 
do free their slaves, go north, and become tip-top Aboli- 
tionists; while some northern ones go south, and become 
most cruci slave masters. 

“ When southern people tell us they are no more re- 
sponsible for the origin of slavery than we are, I acknowl- 
edge the fact. When it is said that the institution exists, 
and that itis very difficult to get rid of it inany satisfactory 
way, { can understand and appreciate the saying. I surely 
will not blame them tor not doing what [ should not know 
how to do myself. Ifallearthly power were given me, 1 
should not know what to do as to the existing institution. 
My first impulse would be to free all the slaves, and send 
them to Liberia—to their own native land, Buta moment’s 
reflection would convince me that, whatever of high hope—, 
as I think there is—there may be in this, in the long run its 
sudden execution is impossible. If they were all landed 
there in a day, they would perish inthe next ten days; ard 
there are not surplus shipping and surplus money enough 
in the world to carry them there in many times ten days. 
What then? Free them all, and keep them among us as 
underlings? Is it quite certain that this betters their con- 
dition? I think I would not hold one in slavery, at any 
rate; yet the point is not clear enough to denounce people 
upon. What next? Free them, and make them politically 
and socially our equals? My own feelings will not admit 
of this: and if mine would, we well know that those of the 
great mass of white people will not. Whether this feeling 
accords with justice and sound judgment, is not the sole 
question, if, indeed, it is any part of it. A universal feel- 
ing, whether well or ill founded, cannot be safely disre- 
garded. We cannot, then, make them equals. Ht dogs 
seem to me that systems of gradual emancipation might be 
adopted ; but for that tardiness in this respect, Į will not 
undertake to judge our brethren of the South. . 

« When they remind us of their constitutional rights, E 
acknowledge them—not grudgingly, but fully and fairly; 
and I would give them any legislation forthe reclaiming of 
their fugitives which should not, in its stringency, be more 


, the | upon this agitation. for the. pur 
have persons held to service under their own State 


likely to cary a free maa into slavery than. 
criminal laws-are to‘ hang an innoce) { 
Otlowa, Mingis, August 21, 1858." 

‘Now, I ask gentlemen: upon the ol 
the Chamber, those: of you. who do 
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agitation greater; those of you who do ño 


to aggravate this excitement and’quarr Ts th j 


existing at the present moment between. thè citi: 
zens of the slaveholding. and. non-slaveholding 
States. One which was introduced by the hon- 
orable Senator from Kentucky [Mr.Powr11] the 
other day, I regretted exceedingly to see intro-* 
duced at this time. The subject-matter of it has ¥ 
existed from the very foundation of the Govern- 
ment, but E believe it is but very recently that we 
have heard of it, in connection with this contro- 
versy. The complaint is this: that some of the 
non-slaveholding States refuse'to surrender erim- 
inals who are fugitives from justice. I know that 
upon this subject of demanding ‘fugitives from 
justice, the States have generally adopted this as 
the rule of their action: if the crime with which 
the individual stood charged was.a crime ‘within 
the laws ef the State to which he flees, he should 
be surrendered; and nototherwise. Such hasbeen 
the practice of the oldest States, beginning with 
Virginia, at a very carly day.” When certain ii> 
dividuals were demanded by the State of Pennsyl- - 
vania to be delivered up as fugitives from justice, 
charged with kidnapping free negroes from that - 
State, the Governor of Virginia refused to deliver 
them up, and put his refusal upon that ground. 
So, too, in relation to obtaining money under false 
pretenses. Ay 

Mr. BENJAMIN. Will the Senator be good 
enough. to give us his authority for that last as~ 
sertion? l should like to examine that. : 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. You will find it referred 
to in one of the dissenting opinions of the Prigg 
case, 

Mr. BENJAMIN. 1n the Prigg case? 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. Yes, sir. So, too, in re- 
lation to the obtaining of property by false: pre» 
tenses. We all know that obtaining property by 
false tokens, or false pretenses, was not a crime 
at the common law; it wasa simple misdemeanor, 
a cheat;. but by the laws of the: State of New. 
York it is made a felony; and since: they have 
made this a felonious crime, they have sometimes 
demanded fugitives from the State of New York 
to be delivered up by several States, by Ohio, and 
other States, and they have been refused in those 
States where the crime is not made felonious by 
their own laws, but remains as a simple misde- 
meanor. > 

Mr. FESSENDEN. Maine refused Massa- 
chusetts, on the same ground. 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. I understand my friend 
here to say that Maine has refused to deliver. u 
to Massachusetts, on precisely the same ground, 
It was because the States were unwilling that the 
State of New York, in which the great commercial 
transactions take place, should have the power to 
make every cheat, every fraud, a felony underthe 
law of New York, and make those laws a kind 
of criminal creditor’s bill, by which they could 
send out the process of the State of New York, 
and demand his surrender from other States, to 
bring him within the jurisdiction of that State, 
and enforce the payment of a debt. we 

So, too, between the States bordering upon the 
Ohio. A man,a member of the Legislature—I | 
believe it was of the State of Kentucky—several 
years ago, was indicted in the State of Indiana 


for the offense of kidnapping free. negroes from 
the State of Indiana, and taking them into the 
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State of Kentucky. The Governor of Indiana 
made a requisition upon the Governor of Ken- 
tucky, and the Governor of Kentucky refused to 
deliver him up, and upon the same principle. So, 
too, it is true, as the Senator from Kentucky has 
stated, the Governor of Kentucky has demanded 
of the Governor of Ohio to surrender up one in- 
dicted for stealing slaves from the State of Ken- 
tucky, which was refused, and put upon precisely 
the same ground, that the test of criminality 
should be the law of the State to which they flec, 
and not the State from which they escape. 

“Mr, President, lay aside all this cxcitement that 

exists in this body, and throughout the country, 

on this negro question, and I undertake to say that 
there are not ten men to be found on this floor who 
would advocate thedoctriné thata State, by itsown 
laws, can make whatsoever it pleases a crime, and 
that its indictment shall be conclusive evidence 
of the guilt as well as of the escape of the per- 
son charged, and that he shall be absolutely sur- 
rendered by the Governor of the State where he 
may be found. The honorable Senator from Ken- 

tucky may complain that it is annoying. So I 

grantitis. It is exceedingly annoying that the 

free negrocs of Ohio and of Indiana can be kid- 

napped and carried into slavery in Kentucky, or 

elsewhere. So itis annoying for the slavehold- 
- ers, on the contrary, that their slaves may be en- 
ticed to run away from them. 
but, sir, there is a higher principle involved. I 
will read my authority for the statement which I 
made in relation to the action of the Governor of 
Kentucky—a statement which I find in the Lonis- 
ville Journal: 

“Governor Magoffin knows very well that one of his 
predecessors, a Governor of this State, a good many years 
ago, refused, upon a requisition from the Governor of In- 
diana, to surrender a fugitive charged with kidnapping a 
negro from that State, the ground assumed being that it was 
no crime by Kentucky law. ‘Phe offender in that case was, 
we understand, a member of the Kentucky L lature, 
and he was demanded as a fugitive from justice by the 
Governor of Indiana for having gone over to that State and 
forcibly seized aud brought a negro to Kentucky without 
legal process ; and the Governor of Kentucky, sustained by 
the Kentucky Legislature, declined, as we have said, to 
surrender the alleged fugitive, on the ground that he had 
done nothing which the laws of Kentucky recognized as a 
erime.” 

I do not care to go into a discussion of whether 
the right or wrong principle bas been adopted by 
the Governors of these several States, in insisting 
that the crime for which they are to be delivered 


up should be a crime within their own limits or | 


not; but whichever is right, or whichever is wrong, 
it is a principle which bas prevailed in this coun- 
try almost from the beginning of the Government, 
and ought not to be brought forward to-day for the 
purpose of aggravating the excitement now exist- 
mg in the slave States, to prove that the people of 
the free States are unwilling faithfully, to all in- 
tents and purposes, to abide by the Constitution, 
and by all its compromises. 

Mr. President, another cause of irritation is 
alleged to be the non-rendition of fugitives from 
service. I admit the validity of the clause in the 
Constitution which denies to any State the power 
to discharge a fugitive from service from the obli- 
gation he owes to his master. LT admit that it is 
one of the clauses of the Constitution which E 


have sworn to support, and I feel bound in con- | 
science to admit the validity of this clause, as | 


well as of every other clause in the Constitution, 
While I do this, I must say, in all frankness and 
sincerity, that two questions have arisen on the 
construction of this clause of the Constitution. 
For myself, believing as 1 do that the Constitu- 
tion of the United States should be strictly con- 
strued, if it were left for me I should decide that 
it did not belong to Congress to legislate at all on 
this subject; that it belonged to the States, and 
only to the States; and that it wouid be the duty 
of the States, if it were left to them, and to them 
alone, to make provision by law faithfully to carry 
into effect this clause of the Constitution. ‘This 
same opinion was expressed by Mr. Webster, and 
by Mr, Rhett, of South Carolina, when members 
of this kody; the same opinion was expressed by 
a majority of the judges of the supreme court of 
Wisconsin. Atthe same time, I admit, with equal 
frankness, for I have ro concealment whatever 
on this question, that the majority of the peo- 
ple of the United States, ofall sections and of-all 
partics to-day, outside of the State where I reside, 
admit that by this clause of the Constitution and 


1 know all that; į 


r 

Fork, composed, too, of Republican judges, have 
held that it belongs to. Congress and not to the 
States to legislate on this point. 1 understand, too, 
that by the clear declaration of the President elect, 
(Mr. Lincoln,) he is one among the number who 
admit that Congress possesses the power to legis- 
late on this subject. “He said, in his speech at 
Alton, on the 15th of October, 1858: - 

<¢ I suppose most of us (I know it of myself) believe that 
the people of the southern States are entitled to a congres- 
sional fugitive slave law. As the right is constitutional, I 
agree that the legislation shal] be granted to it, and that not 
that we like the institution of slavery. We profess to have 
no taste for running and catching negroes ; at least, I profess 
no taste for that job atali. Why, then, do I yield support 
to a fugitive slave law ? Because I do not understand that 
the Constitution, which guaranties that right, can be sup- 
ported without it.” 

Now, although, as I have stated frankly, in my 
own opinion it belongs to the States, and not to 
Congress, to legislate on this subject, still, I am 
bound to declare with cqual frankness that the 
President clect of the United has declared again 
and again that it belongs to Congress; and that 
Congress is bound to give an efficient fugitive 
slave law. In his own language: 


“I would give them any legislation for the reclaiming of 
thoir fugitives which should not, in its stringeney, be more 


likely to carry a freeman into slavery than our ordinary | 


criminal laws are to hang an innocent one.” 


While, in my judgment, reasoningas I doin favor 
ofastrict construction ofthe Constitution, I believe 
that it belongs to the States, and not to Congress, 
to legislate; still, lam compelled to admit that, 
outside of my own State, the judicial authority 
has been aimost unanimous the other way; and 
such is the opinion entertained by the President 
elect; I must say, however, that in my humble 
opinion, reason is upon one side, and the weight 
of precedent and authority is upon the other. 

But, Mr. President, what have been the facts in 
relation to the execution of the fugitive slave law? 
Where has any slave that bas ever been taken into 


custody,and been brought before acommissioner | 


under the fugitive slave law—where has any such 
slave, with the exception of two or three instances, 
ever been rescued or ever escaped? In my own 
State a slave was arrested under circumstances 
calculated to produce an immense degree of cx- 
citement in the immediate locality. He was res- 
cued; and this fugitive slave law was put into 


execution against an individual who was charged | 


with being instrumental in his rescue. I refer to 
the editor of a newspaper in the city of Milwau- 
kee. 
the United States, and convicted and sentenced; 
and he is in prison now. That ig the only case 
that ever occurred in Wisconsin. How has the 
fact been in Ulinois, in Ohio, in Indiana, and 
anywhere in the United States, in reference to 
any person who has actually escaped as a fugi- 
tive and been claimed under this law? 


But gentlemen say that fugitives sometimes | 
That is; 
very tree indeed; so they do; but that is not the | 


escape, without ever being arrested. 


fault of the law. That grows out of the fact that 
you own a species of property which has a will 


and legs of its own, and which desires sometimes | 
Thatis your misfortune, : 


to escape to liberty. 
not ours. If you invest your money in a species 
of property which hasa will and power of its own 
‘to escape, we are not reponsible for that, We 


are not made insurers of your slave property, || 


against its running away. We are only required 
to surrender persons held in your service when 
you claim them. 


But, Mr. President, I desire to look at this in | 


another point of view. The Senator from Vir 


| ginia, [Mr. Mason,] the other day, told us that it 
was estimated in 1850, that at least $100,000 every ` 


year of property in negro slaves was lost from 
the State of Virginia; and he believes that the 
same is true now, that the annual loss of Virginia 
by the escape of slaves is $100,000. Concede it, 
for the sake of my argument. Ws: is the wise 
value of the property in slaves in Virginia, or 
what was it before this recent panic? On an 
average they were worth from five hundred to 
one thousand dollars apiece, as I am told by 
gentlemen; perhaps, half that now. There are 


He was brought before the district court of | 


e State of Vir- 
inia. At $800 apiece, they would amount to 
400,000,000. Now Task what is the annnal loss 

of theState of Virginia upon $400,000,000in thees- 

cape of fugitive slaves? he Senator says $100,000. 

One hundred thousand dollars upon $400,000,000 

is but one fortieth of one per cent.; it is but one 

fourth of a millon a dollar, growing out of the 
peculiar risk which men who invest their prop- 
erty in slaves run in the State of Virginia; and 
that is one of the border States of this Confcder- 
acy. Concede that this estimate of the Senator 
from Virginia is right, that the State of Virginia 
loses $100,000 every year: it is a loss, I repeat, of 
but one fourth of a mill on a dollar, and one for- 
ticth of one per cent. Every species of propert 

has its own peculiar risks. Jf you invest in land, 
in grain, in merchandise, in stocks—invest your 
property in what you will, it has peculiar risks of 
its own; and the loss on this property, which is 
subjected to a peculiar risk, growing out of the fact 
| that the person that is made the subject of prop- 
erty has a will and a disposition to run away, is 
but one fourth of a mill on a dollar—less than the 
peculiar risk whichis incurred on any other spe- 

ics of property in the United States. 

Why, Mr. President, suppose the slavehold- 
ers of Virginia were to form themselves into a 
mutual insurance company, by which to insuro 
themselves against loss from the escape of their 
slaves: how slight, indeed, would be the amount 
paid upon that insurance! One fourth of a mill 
| on a dollar of the slave property of Virginia would 
secure that property against all loss by runaway 
slaves. This peculiar species of property which is 
subjected to soslightarisk has peculiaradvantages, 
too, under the Constitution of the United States. 
It is entitled to representation. That cannot be 
said of any other property. Four hundred mil- 
| lion of the property of Virginia is represented 
| in the other branch of this Congress; and for the 
i! benefitof this representation, is itanything strange 
{| that those who own that property in Virginia 
should be subjected to some peculiar additional 
risk? When that risk is so slight—the one fourth 
of a mill on the dollar—they have no right, ou 
that ground, to undertake to break up this Union, 
to destroy all its advantages, and plunge the coun- 
try into civil war. 

Lask, what will you gain by breaking the bond 
of the Union? If, under this bond, which now 
compels us to surrender your fugitives, you incur 
the risk of but one fourth of a mill on a dollar in 
the border States, how much risk will you incur if 
you break the bond, and we are no longer held to 
surrender your fugitives? Bring down the line of 
Canada to Virginia, and then how much risk would 
the slave property of Virginia have to pay to secure 
themselves against loss by escape? Would one 
i per cent., five per cent, ay, sir, would ten per 
cent. secure you against the loss from the escape 
| of your slaves? 

Mr. President, let the bond of this Union be 

i| broken, and the non-slaveholding States no longer 

compelled by the Constitution to surrender these 
fugitives, and slave property would of necessity 
retire from the border. I assure gentlemen on 
the other side of the Chamber that those men 
who are regarded as the Abolitionists in this 
country; those men who have denounced the 
Constitution as being a covenant with hell, be- 
cause we were bound to return these fugitives to 
slavery, stand looking on to-day with an anxiety 
and intensity of interest which you cannot con- 
ceive. Their prayers go up, day and night, that 
this Union may be broken—that the free States 
of the North may no longer be compelled by the 
hond of Union to surrender your fugitive slaves. 

They know what the effect would be; and they 

desire the dissolution of the Union, to produce 

just that effect in all the border States. Now, by 
| the statement of the gentleman from Virginia, the 

i loss which is submitted to by that State—and it is 

a border State—is but one fourth of a mill ona 
dollar. Break the bond of the Union, and no ten 

| per cent. upon the full value of the slave property 

of Virginia would secure them against loss by the 
| escape of fugitive staves. : 

1, So, too, Mr. President, these very Abolitionists 

|| whose declarations have so often been under- 

|| taken by our political enemies to be identified 
|| with the doctrine and purposes of the Republican 

(i party, stand in anxious suspense, hoping and 
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praying that the bond of this Union may be 
roken; and for another reason: they know that 
the time: will come, in the progress of pop- 
ulation—and the time is coming with as much 
certainty as the revolutions of the earth—that the 
slave population in some of these States shall 
become so preponderating in numbers and phys- 
ical power that it-can no longer be held in sub- 
jechan to their masters—-that by the bond of the 

nion under which we live the arm of the Fed- 
eral Government may be called in to put down 
insurrection; and it is because they believe that, 
if this bond were broken, the strong arm of the 
Federal Government could no longer be brought 
in to hold the peace and security of those States, 
that they desire that it should be broken. 

They desire it upon two grounds: first, to com- 
pel the slaves to be withdrawn from the border 
States by easy and constant escapes, and by re- 
moval into the southern slave States; and when 
the whole mass of negro slaves shail be collect- 
ed together in great numbers in those States; 
and when the bond of Union shall be broken, 
and the Federal Government can no longer be 
brought in to put down insurrection, they then 
hope to see immediate emancipation in the slave 
States with all the consequences which would fol- 
low. They are as anxious for the dissolution of 
the Union as many of the extremists upon the 
Gulfof Mexico. And, Mr. President, while I can- 
not believe that those residing in the Gulf States 
desire to accomplish any such purpose, I cannot 
for my life sce, and I do not know, what course 
they could pursue which would be any more likely 
to bring about that result than to break up this 
Union of States, and to overturn this Constitu- 
tion. 

Sir, it was in view of this that our present min- 
ister to France, in speaking of the institution of 
slavery in the Legislature of Virginia, declared 
that it had “a magnitude of desolating power 
compared with which, if the Federal Union should 
be broken, the pestilence that walleth in dark- 
ness and the destruction that wasteth at noonday 
would be a blessing.” This declaration was made 
shortly after the Southampton insurrection, by 
which all Virginia was startled, in her Legislature 

` not Jong after that insurrection occurred, Then 
it was that he said that if the bond of the Federal 
Union should be broken, the institution of slavery 
would have such a magnitude of desolating power. 
i tell you, Mr. President, that these Abolitionists 
ofthe Garrison school of the North arè to-day 
as anxious to break up the Union as the men in 
the extreme cotton States, or in South Carolina, 

Mr. President, there is one other subject-mat- 
ter upon which I desire to detain the Senate a 
short time, and I shall have done. The Consti- 
tution of the United States adopted by the original 
thirteen States, and which has become the Consti- 
tation of other States as admitted into the Union, 
is, so far as it speaks in delegating power to this 

Zovernment, the supreme law of the land, any- 
ing in any State law or constitution to the con- 
rary notwithstanding. In all other matters per- 
fect independence and sovereignty are reserved to 
the several States. Every citizen of the United 
States, therefore, owes a double allegiance; one 
to this Federal Government, and another to the 
State in which he lives. He may be guilty of 
treason against either; he may be guilty of treason 
against both; but within their spheres each gov- 
ernment is sovereign and supreme. If Congress 
steps beyond the powers delegated by the Con- 
stitution, to enact any law, it is absolutely void. 
If the State should step beyond the Constitution 
of the United States, which limits the power of 


the States to enact a law in conflict with it, it is | 


simply unconstitutional, null and void. i 
Mr. BENJAMIN. Í should like just at this 


point to ask a question of the Senator from Wis- |p 


consin, if I do not disturb the course of his argu- 
ment. Ifhe prefers going on I will not ask it. 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. [have no objection. 

Mr. BENJAMIN. I understand the Senator 
to say that every citizen of the United States owes 
a double allegiance; one to the Federal Govern- 
ment, the other to his State; and that he may be 
guilty of treason to either, or to both. Am I 
correct in that? . 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. Yes, sir. 

Mr. BENJAMIN. Then 1 wish to ask the 
gentleman from Wisconsin if, in his opinion, 


under that form of government, a citizen can be 


| Lynch, to annul that act of Congress; because the 


| every citizen and upon all the citizens in that 


| wise, and by resolution dissolve its connection 


| zens from their allegiance, and put an end to 
ithe supremacy of the Constitution and laws of 


placed, by a conflict between these two Govern- 
ments, in a position where he must of necessit 
be guilty of treason to the one or the other, and 
therefore be bound to be hung any way? 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. No, sir; he cannot; for 


if the State declares that to be treason which by || 


the Constitution of the United States is void, as 
being in conflict with it, it is ne treason; for the 
Constitution of the United States is the funda- 
mental law of your State, and any act or declara~ 


j tion making it treason to do an act which is in 


conflict with the Constitution of the United States, 
cannot be made treason by the State, although 
they may declare it so. x : ; 
- Mr. BENJAMIN. If they declare it so, and 
hang thecitizen because they declłareitsoyI should 
like to know what advantage it would be to him 
that in theory the decision was wrong? — 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. The citizen must judge 
at his peril. Ifa law is enacted by Congress 
which is within the Constitution of the United 
States, the citizen will judge at his peril; and if 
he undertakes to break up the Government of 
the United States, and tobe guilty of treason. 
against the Government of the United States, any 
act which the State may declare in conflict with 
itis simply unconstitutional, null, and void. 

Mr. BENJAMIN. The proposition I put to 
the Senator is this: as a practical proposition, if 
the citizen of a State is, by the action of his State, 
which he cannot control, commanded todo a cer- 
tain thing under the penalty of being hanged un- 
der the law of the State; and if that thing is treason 
under the Constitution and laws of the United 
States, is it possible, under the law of nations, 
and under the common sentiments of humanity 
that govern mankind, for the Federal Government 
to undertake to act upon the individual who is 
placed under duress to commit treason, instead of 
first relieving him from that duress by making 
war upon the State ? 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. If one of the citizens of 
Wisconsin (and, sir, I am sorry to be compelled 
to state that such things have occurred in some 
of the southern States) is taken by a mob and 
hanged, what remedy has he? 

Mr. BENJAMIN. Iam not speaking of mobs; 
I am speaking of constituted governments. If 
the government of a State undertakes to hang a 
citizen for refusing to obey certain orders, and if 
the Government of the United States, acting, as 
it says, upon the individual, and not upon the 
State, hangs him if he does obey it, I ask if that 
is a position to which the gentleman aupposes the 
fathers consented that a citizen should be placed 
in when the Constitution was framed? 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. Ifthe man is to be hang 
if he does the act and to be hung if he does not, 
undoubtedly, so far as he is concerned, it will 
make no great difference, [laughter;] but, as a 
question of law, if he does an act which is treason 
against the United States, and is compelled to do 
that act by a law of the State, the State law is 
void, because it is in conflict with the Constitu- 
tion of the United States. 

Mr. BENJAMIN. Then would the hanging 
be void? {Laughter.} 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. The hanging would be a 
certainty, [laughter;] it would not be void for un- 
certainty. I say, Mr. President, that where the 
Constitution of the United States speaks in lan- 
guage clear enough to delegate power to this Gov- 
ernment, itis not in the power of one, ten, one 
hundred, or all the citizens of a State, any more 
than it is in the power of a mob led on by Judge 


Constitution and the acts in pursuance of it are 
the supreme law of that State, and binding on 


State, and every citizen must, of course, actat his 
eril, 

Mr. BENJAMIN. 1 will not disturb the Sen- 
ator further in the course of his argument, but I | 
will take occasion to answer him when I get the | 
floor in my turn. > 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. If this doctrine is true, 
that a State, by its own mere motioñ, without the 
consent of the other States, can assemble in con- 
vention, by mass meetings of its citizens or other- | 


with the Federa! Government, absolve its citi- 


the United States, several other consequences will | 


further——  * : in Rai 
-Me BENJAMIN, ‘Does the Sé 
answer? ` > o AENG 
-Mi. DOOLITTLE. 
course of myý'areument, >' f 
<- Mr BENJAMIN. I thought yow were 
ing for an answer. ae EO Tot 
r. DOOLITTLE. ‘No, sir; Iwas looki 
notes, ee et 
Ar. President, how would this doctrine operate 
in time of war? Inthe war of 1819; with Gréat 
Britain, some of the New England States, itis 
said, were rather disaffected. toward the Gavern- 
ment of the United States, and some of their citi- 
zens metin a convention at Hartford. “At sucha 
moment, whenactually at warwith Great Britain, 
if the doctrine of the gentleman is: correct that 
secession is a constitutional right, ‘that the citi 
zens of a State can resolve themselves in| { 
at. their pleasure, the people of Massachusetts 
could have resolved themselves out of the Union, 
and gone over to the enemy, without treason. 
Our fortresses in Boston harbor, built with our 
money, manned with our soldiers, and mounted 
with our guns, might, bya resolution passed by a 
Massachusetts convention, have been withdrawn 
from our jurisdiction, and surrendered to the 
enemy—ay, our own guns turned upon us. “That 
would ingeed be constitutional secession with a 
vengeance? 

Again: the doctrine that each’ State. may ton- 
stitutionally secede, and become to‘all thé rest a 
foreign Power, would open the Unitéd States. to 
become the theater of all the intrigues of foreign 
Powers, like the petty principalities upon the Eu- 
ropean continent, “No State canenter into any 
treaty, alliance, or confederation,” nor ‘Center 
into any agreementor compact with another State; 
or with a foreign Power,” is the express language i 
of the Constitution; and any such alliance or comt 
pact on the part of the State would be null and 
void, and, on the part ef any foreign Power,’an 
act of war, ae, 

Bat again, sir, take it in time of peace; apply 
your doctrine to Pennsylvania and New Jersey; 
that they, by a simple resolution of their people, 
can withdraw from the United States of America, 
Why, sir, they would cut: off all your great mail 
routes North, and you could not go by land from 
Virginia to New York without going through a 
foreign country. So, too, with Illinois. If this 
doctrine ig correct, a mere resolution of the citi- 
zens of Illinois can make that a foreign State, and 
cut off entirely the Northwest from communica- 
tion with the East by land; and we must ask 
leave of Illinois to go to New York, or'to New 
England, to Ohio or to Indiana, unless we go down 
around through the States of Missouri.and Ken- 
tucky; and you propose. to-make thata ‘foreign 
paces also. Where does this absurd doctrine 
end? : an 
But go a little further. Take the State of Flor-* 
ida, a little State down on the Gulf, with about 
fifty thousand white inhabitants, almost as many 
as there are in some counties in the State ia which 
I live. Look at Florida. We purchased this 
peninsula, and gave $5,000,000 for it. What for? 
To get rid of a forcign jurisdiction over it; to get 
rid of Spain; to get also possession of the keys, 
and to protect an entrance for our commerce into 
the Gulf of Mexico. We have spent $35,000,000 
to take away the Seminoles. ‘Now these fifty 
thousand people whom the good citizens of these 
United States under their laws have permitted 
to settle there, and with hardly half population 
enough fora Representative to be admitted as one 
of the States of this Union in full fellowship 
Florida, for whom we have expended so much 
blood and treasure, the most favored, petted, 
weakest little sister, puts on great airs now, and 
assumes that by a mere resolution of her people 
gathering together in convention, she can resolve 
herself out of the jurisdiction of the United States, 
take all our fortresses, upon which, as apart of 


Tt may: interriipt 


| our great national defenses, weave spent’ han- 
| dredsof thousands, seize our own guns, and turn 


them against us, to cnforce her doctrine of consti - 
tutional, peaceable secession. 
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How is it with Louisiana, the State which the 
honorable Senator himself represents? The Gov- 
ernment of the United States, upon wise principles 
of great national policy, purchased of the First 
Consul of France the Territory of Louisiana, at 
an expense of $15,000,000. And for what? To 
obtain exclusive possession of the great valley of 
the Mississippi, and above all: things to take the 
mouth of that river, through which its commerce 
discharges itself upon the high seas, away from 
the control of a foreign Power. Does that Sen- 
ator contend here that the people of his State, to 
whom the Federal Government has granted its 
lands, and has permitted to be organized and ad- 
mitted as one of the great family of States, in a 
moment of disaffection or excitement, by a mere 
resolution of a convention of her citizens, can re- 
solve themselves outside of this Union; absolve 
themselves from their allegiance, and become to 
us a foreign Power, and take with her the con- 
trol of the mouth of the Mississippi? I tell 
you, sir, and Í tell the Senator from Louisiana, 
that if any such doctrine had been understood 
when Louisiana was admitted into the Union, she 
would never have been admitted. I tell you, sir, 
that with any such doctrine as this, her people 
would not have been permitted to take possession, 
and to cultivate the swamps of Louisiana. Louis- 
iana would have been held as a Territory now. 
The people of this country will not conscnt that 
she shall become a foreign Power, and hold the 
mouth of that river, which floats their commerce 
tothe Gulf. They will never consent that the 
mouth of that river shall pass under a foreign 
jurisdiction, come what may. : 

How has it been with the State of Texas? The 
Federal Government admitted Texas as one of 
the States into this Union at a time when she had 
a sparse population, many debts outstanding, 
with broken credit, and an empty treasury. Ler 
independence had been acknowledged, it is true, 
by England, France, and Belgium, but she was 
still in a feeble condition. We took her as one of 
the States into this Union. [Her annexation was 
followed by the Mexican war, by which Mexico 
undertook to subjugate her to her dominion, It 
cost us forty thousand lives to defend her against 
Mexico; it cost us near a hundred million dollars; 
and now, when we have made her a great State, 
built her fortifications, paid off her debts, when 
we havé raised her up by a friendly hand to the 
position she now holds, which will make her, in 
the end, greater than any southern State—greater 
than Georgia herself, thus far regarded as the 
empire State of the South—is it possible that now, 
in a moment of passion, ‘when madness rules 
the hour,” the people of Texas can resolve them- 
selves out of the Union and become to us a 
forcign Power? 

Mr. WIGFALL. 
make an explanation, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Foster 
in the chair. Does the Senator from Wisconsin 
yield to the Senator from Texas? 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. Ishall be through in a 
very few moments, and then the Senator can make 
his remarks. : 

Mr. WIGFALL. I would rather they would 
go in your speech, so that the public would sce 
them both together. 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. Ido not know that F shall 
publish my speech, i 

Mr. WIGFALL. | The Senator is mistaken in 
supposing that this Government paid the debts of 
Texas. He is utterly mistaken in supposing that 
they have ever conferred any benefit upon the 
people of that State by annexation. By the terms 
of annexation they were to defend that border, 
and that people have been left to defend them- 
selves from the time that they came into this Union 
up to the prescot time. There has been a constant 
war with American Indians. They have builtno 
forts that they agreed to do. There is a fort thatis 
in the process of construction at Galveston. The 
Seeretary of War ordered some guns to be sent 
there the other day, and a free-soil abolition mob 
in Pittsburg interposed and committed an act of 


T ask the Senator to let me 


treason by levying war against the United States; 

AE SS : i i 
and yet nothing is said about that. ‘They have |i 
not paid the debts of Texas; butafter having, by || 


treaty stipulation, by the action of the legislative 
deparuncat of this Government, by the action of 
the executive department of this Government, | 


| social institution of the South. 


recognized the Rio Grande as the boundary of 


Texas, this Government, under free-soil rule 
during the days of Mr. Fillmore, disputed the 
title which they had three times asserted and main- 
tained, for. which they went to war, and swindled 
us out of thirty thousand square miles, which now 
compose a part of Kansas and Nebraska. This is 
the faith that this Government has kept with 
Texas; and, as I said the other day, if we have 
been boughtand paid for, I trust that Senator will 
come down, under the fugitive slave clause, to get 
his property. We are going out. 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. [have no objection to the 
Senator going out. All we claim is that, the State 
shall remain. 

Mr. WIGFALL. The State will go out. 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. Ishall not now go into a 
detailed statement of the amount of Federal ex; 
penditures paid on account of Texas over and 
above the war expenses. Ten million was given 
for her surrender. of what she claimed in New 


Mexico. But that is not essential to my argu- 
ment. As tothe matter of publishing my speech, 


I do not expect to publish itin pamphlet form, 
at all. If the Senator on the other side desires 
to publish his, I would be very much obliged to 
him if he will publish mine too, and let it go along 
with his to his constituents. 

Mr. WIGFALL. Thank you, sir. [should 
suppose that the facts were material to your argu- 
ment. 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. <A word, Mr. President, 
in relation to this doctrine as applicable to Cali- 
fornia. I believe the bonds are still out which 
we gave to Mexico, upon the purchase of Califor- 
nia, by the treaty of peace. Do you uppose that 
when the fortresses at San Francisco, and other 
defenses of the State, are all completed, and we get 
our railroad built across to California, that may 
cost us a hundred million more, California, by a 
simple resolution of her inhabitants, can with- 
draw from the Union without our consent, and 
take our harbors and our fortresses and our great 
national railway into a foreign jurisdiction? 

How was it in relation to the [sland of Cuba? 
Two years agb all the Senators on the other side 
of the Chamber were pressing upon the Govern- 
ment of the United States the purchase of that 
island, for which they were willing to pay the sum 
of $200,000,000. Suppose we had paid the money, 
taken possession of the island, and entered the 
long-coveted Moro Castle, mounted upon it our 
best guns, and completed all its harbor defenses, 
impregnable as Gibraltar: could the people of that 
island then resolve themselves out of the Union, 
take possession of our forts, and destroy our 
commerce by the very means we have bought or 
built to protectand defend it? Upon whatground 
did they press upon us the purchase of Cuba? 
To command the outlet of the Mississippi valley, 
and to control the commerce of the Gulf. Such 
great national considerations as those were urged 
by gentlemen upon that side of the Chamber. 
But what would it all be worth? what is our 
whole Government worth? whatis American citi- 
zenship? what is American greatness? what is 
American nationality? what doesitall mean? Is 
it alla farce and a delusion, and has it been from 
the beginning ? 

Mr. President, gentlemen sometimes complain 
that the Republican party in its policy is disposed 
to do injustice to the citizens of the South, and 
especially.to what they call their social institution 
of slavery. What has been the history of this 
Government? Since the adoption of the present 
Constitution, we have acquired Florida, Louis- 
iana, Texas, and the Territories from Mexico. 
We surrendered a part of Maine. We have given 
up our claim to a large portion of Oregon. The 
same party and canvass which brought Texas 
gave up 54° 40’, and came down to 499, giving up 
on the north Vancouver Island, and almost six 
degrees of latitude. We purchased the Louisiana 
Territory, and nearly two thirds of all the good 
lands in that Territory have been given up to the 
The annexation 
of Texas, the war with Mexico, and the acqui- 


sition of those territories from Mexico, including 

Texas, may be regarded as but one transaction, j 
for they all followed closc upon cach other. Now, 
I ask you, gentlemen, in all fairness and candor, 
to say, of all those Territories that we acquired 
from Mexico, whether, by surrendering up the 


whole of Texas to your social institution, we 
have not surrendered up to you an empire as big | 


as the kingdom of France? We have surrendered 
to your social institution in Texas alone more 
than your full share ofall the territories acquired 
from Mexico, when you compare the number of 


those persons who areemployed under your sys- 


tem of labor with the free white laboring popula- 
tion of all the United States. When you speak ° 
of injustice it is imaginary, not real. You have 
had your full share, and more than your share, of 
all the Territories that we have acquired from the 
beginning to this hour, since the adoption of the 
present Constitution, 3 

Most of you say that New Mexico is entirely 
unfitted for slave labore Why then make this 
struggle? The repeal of the Missouri compro- 
mise, and the struggle to wrest that Territory 
from free labor, and to force slavery upon it, to 
which it is not adapted, has brought upon us all 
this agitation and trouble. Why attempt to do 
the same in New Mexico? 

Mr. President, I am tired of hearing gentlemen 
complain of the injustice done to this institution 
by our territorial policy. There is no founda- 
tion for itin our history—none whatever, it seems 
tome. In proportion to the number of persons 
held in your system of labor you have had alto- 
gether more than your fall share, in comparison 
with the free white laboring population of the 
United States; and you now claim further, not 
only more than your share, upon a fair division, 
but you claim what the Constitution of the United 
States does not give at all—the right to go into 
these territories acquired from Mexico, and to 
carry yourslaves there,in violation ofthe Mexican 
law against it. Ithas been my purpose to show 
that the Constitution of the United States, even 
under the Dred Scott decision, does no such thing; 
that there is nothing in that decision to show that 
the law of Mexico, existing when we acquired the 
territory, is not still the law of that territory; 
that there is nothing in that decision which affirms 
that the Constitution of the United States repeals 
or abrogates it; and when the slavcholder claims 
the right to take his slaves there under the Con- 
stitution, he claims aright which the Constitu- 
tion does notgive. There is, therefore, no founda- 
tion for this charge which we so often hear, that 
we deny the equality of the States or the equality 
of their citizens in those Territories. What do 
we deny to you that we do not deny ourselves ? 
What single rightin New Mexico have we that 
you have not got there also? You say that this 
doctrine excludes your social institution; so it 
excludes our banking institutions; it excludes 
our manufacturing corporations. Your social 
plantation system is but a kind of close corpora- 
tion existing under the laws of your States, per- 
mitted or established by the local law. Wedeny 
you no right which we do not deny ourselves. 
We give you every right and every privilege 
which we give ourselves, 

Mr. GREEN. Will the Senator allow me to 
give a little illustration ? . 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. I will say to the Senator 
from Missouri that I am very nearly through al 
the remarks I intended to make. I will hear the 
Senator after I have done. 

Mr. President, the Senator from Oregon [Mr. 
Lave] seemed to complain on this subject with 
great feeling, that the Republican party were de- 
nying the equality of the States in the Territories 
of the Union, purchased with common blood and 
common treasure. Now, sir, I stand here tosay 
that if the Constitution of the United States gives 
to the slaveholder the right to carry slaves as 
property into the Territory, it follows, of neces- 
sity, that he has a right to have his property pro- 
tected there. {| will not admit a right, and at the 
same time deny the remedy. I will not admit 
that he hasa constitutional right to take and hold 
his slaves therc, and at the same time say that 
they may be lawfully taken from him. ‘That 
athing may be lawfully driven froma place when 
it hasa awful right to stay,” I could never recon- 
cile in logic or in morals. But I deny the right 
altogether, in the Mexican territories, under the 
Constitution, as construed by the Dred Scott case 
even. There is no such right established by it. 
He complained of what I had announced in a 
letter to Milwaukee, that “the free territories ac- 

uired, or to be acquired, from Mexico or Great 
Britain should remain free.” Well, sir, | main- 
tain that such is the law of the acquisition of ter- 
ritory under the Constitution, and that is but just. 
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When we acquire free territory, it is asking too 
much of us.to convert it into slave territory. It 
is impossible; I say, that we can have peace on 
the slavery question. on- any such constitutional 
doctrine as that. You must consent to allow free 
Territories. to remain free. We stand pledged not 
to interfere, directly or indirectly, with your insti- 
tutions in the States where they exist. Upon 
these grounds we can have peace—permanent, 
perpetual peace. Sir, that is peace; and I repeat 
what I declared the other day, that non-interfer- 
ence by the General Government or by free-State 
men against slavery in the States, and non-inter- 
ference by the General Government or by slave- 
holders against freedom in the Territories, is 
CACC. 

Mr. BENJAMIN. Ido not desire to address 
the Senate now on this question, because f under- 
stand that we shall have it soon before us requir- 
ing practical decision. We shall have the direct 
and positive issue placed before us in the course 
ofa day or two. {tis known to the Senate, and 
to the country at large, that one of the States of 
this Union has withdrawn from the Union, and 
declared her independence; and, although that fact 
has not yet been officially communicated to us, 
itis also known to the public that the State of 
South Carolina,as an independent nation, has sent 
diplomatic messengers to us for the purpose of 
treating with this Government; and as that ques- 
tion must necessarily be presented before us on 
Monday, when we meet again, and as the issue 
will be plainly and distinctly brought before us, 
whether we will recognize that independence, or 
intend to wage war against the State, I desire to 
speak to that direct issue when it comes up on 
Monday. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. Move an adjournment. 

Mr. BENJAMIN. I will move an adjourn- 
ment. 

Mr. GREEN. Not yet; let us pass this bill: 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is the motion 
to adjourn withdrawn? 

Mr. BENJAMIN. I mercly desired to take 
the floor for Monday. 

Mr. BROWN. I have no disposition to inter- 
ith the Senator in his speech. 
he PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator 


. Mr. BROWN. Mr. President, it seems to me 
_that northern Senators most pertinaciously over- 
look the main point at issue between the two sec- 
tions of our Confederacy. We claim that there 
is property in slaves, and they denyit. Until we 
shall settle, upon some basis, that point of con- 
troversy, it is idle to talk of going any farther. 
The southern people have $4,000,000,000 locked 
up in this kind of property. Ido not mean to 
say that their slaves are worth so much; but their 
real property, their stock, their household goods, 
and all that belongs to them, are dependent upon 
the security of that kind of property. 

During the first forty years of our national ex- 
istence, Í undertake to affirm that no man, North 
or South, pretended to deny the great fact that 
_there was such a thing as property in slaves. 
About 1818, 1819, 1820, this doctrine of refusing 
to recognize the right of property inslaves sprang 
up. It has continued to intensify from that day 
to this, until we find ourselves in our present con- 
dition. Now,I ask Senators on the other side 
if, looking at this thing calmly, they can. for an 
instant suppose that, under any possible con- 
ceivable state of the case, we can voluntarily con- 
sent to live under a Government passing into the 
hands of a power, on the 4th of March, which 
openly and undisguisedly tells us thatall this vast 
interest is to be outlawed underthe common Gov- 
ernment; that the $4,000,000,000 invested in this 
property, the accumulation of centuries of hard 
labor, muscularand physical labor, is poing to be 
voluntarily abandoned—abandoned, 1 mean, so 
far as the’action of this Federal Government 1s 
concerned; and that we, the inhabitants of fifteen 
States of this Union, will consent to live under a 
Government outlawed by its authority? That 
is the stern proposition which you submit to us. 


That is the proposition which we as sternly rc- | 


ject. Can we ever consent to remain in a Gov- 
ernment, and know it only through its taxing 
power? Do rational men of the North suppose 
that nine million southern people can ever con- 
sent to live in-a Government outlawed by the 


Government, and known by it only when it wants 
tribute? Whenever you choose to tax, you tax 
our southern labor, sometimes, we think, more 
excessively than we tax your own; but certainly 
you claim to be taxed equally... You tax.our prop- ` 
erty. Bearing all the burdens of the Government, 
we feel your power; but when the obligation be- 
comes reciprocal, and-we demand protection, then 
you say ‘no; you own akind of property which 
we outlaw; which this Federal Government, this 
central Government, the agent of all the States; 
will never recognize.” Such, sir, was the temper. 
of the speech which we heard this morning. . 1 
have no hope, no expectation, of changing the 
judgment of Senators on the other side, and very 
little hope of ever reaching their constituents; 
but there are some stubborn facts in history which 
it were well cnough their constituents should 
come to learn. After a seven years’ war, which 
resulted in the recognition of our independence 
by the mother country, a treaty was entered into, 
The seventh section of that treaty—I mean the 
treaty of independence—isin the following words. 
I willask my friend to read it for me, as f cannot 
see very well in this light. 

Mr. GREEN fead, as follows: 

EART T * * * »  & AHN prisoners on both 
sides sball be set at liberty, and his Britannie Majesty 
shall, with all convenient speed, and without causing any 
destruction, or carrying away any negroes or other prop- 
erty of the American inhabitants, withdraw all bis armies, 
garrisons, and fieets from the said United States, and from 
every port, place, and barbor, within the same.” * k 


* Done at Paris, November 30, 1782. 
“RICHARD OSWALD, [1. 


“JOHN ADAMS, L.8.] 
«B. FRANKLIN, fu s.] 
«JOHN JAY, [t. 8.] 
“TJENRY LAURENS.  [1. sJ” 


Mr. BROWN. I desire to call the attention, 
not of northern Senators—because they are fa- 
miliar with it—but of the northern’ people, to the 
fact, that the very treaty which made us an inde- 
pendentpeople,sizned byJohn Adams, Benjamin 
F 


ranklin, and John Jay, spoke of ‘negroes and |. 


other property:’? thus, in the very beginning of 
our existence as a nation, recognizing the fact for 
which we contend to-day, that there was such a 
thing as property in negroes. If gentlemen are 
ready to go back and live by the treaty which 
made us one people, which made us an independ- 
ent people, we shall again have laid the founda- 
tion for a permanent peace. If John Adams, 
Benjamin Franklin, and John Jay, could recognize 
property in slaves, why cannot the Senators on 
the other side do the same thing now? 

This was not an acknowledgment extorted 
from Great Britain, but a voluntary admission on 
her part. It was not even a demand upon the 
part of the American commissioners who signed 
the treaty of independence; but it was a univer- 
sally recognized fact at that day, under which 
the Government lived for forty years, never dis- 
puted up to 1820, then first denied, and to-day 
more pertinaciously denied than at any former 
period of our history. 

Well, sir, in the progress of events, we had 
another war with Great Britain, I will ask my 
friend to read the first article of this treaty—I mean 
the treaty of Ghent. 

Mr. GREEN read, as follows: 

“ART. * * * * Shall be restored with- 
out delay, and without causing any destruction, or carry- 
ing away any of the artillery, or other public property, ori- 
ginally captured in the said forts or places, and which shall 
remain therein upon the exchange of the ratifications of 


this treaty, or any slaves or other private property. 
« Done in triplicate, at Ghent, December 24, 1814. 


“ GAMBIER, be s] 
“HENRY COULBURN,. frsj - 
“WILLIAM ADAMS, te s.] - 
“JOHN QUINCY ADAMS, ft. s-] 
“J. A. BAYARD, fr. s.] 
«H. CLAY, th. 8.) 
«JONA. RUSSELL, s 


L. S 
«ALBERT GALLATIN, {r s}? 


Mr. BROWN. There I see the signatures of 
two most illustrious citizens of Massachusetts— 
the elder and the younger Adams—to these two 
treatics; the first being the treaty which made us 
a nation, the second being the treaty which set- 
ied what is generally termed the second war of 
independence. J] ask the gentlemen on the other 
side, I ask their constituents, to do what the elder 
Adams did; what was done by Benjamin Frank- 
lin and John Jay; what was done by John Quincy 
Adams and Henry Clay, and the illustrious men 
who had the control of the Government at home | 


and abroad duting he first forty yedrs 
national existence... Do: this, and-there can‘ 
further controversy-on-this-subject.: Lfthetwo 
Senators from Massachusetts were imtheir places | 
to-day, I would ask. them whetherthey pretend 
to be wiser, greater; better, puréry and more patri- 
otic, than John Adams and John Quincey. 
1 show you that‘ they “recognized: property in | 
slaves; that in two treaties it was'recogniz : 

If that be not sufficient, T have a volume mmy 
hand entitled The Law of Freedomand Bondage | 
in the United States, by John: Godman: Hard, - 
counselor sat law, Boston; published ‘by, Litte, 
Brown &. Co., in 1848; and I beg to call attention 
ito three-or four short-extracts from that volume. 
In 1698, Massachusetts passed. ott ooo tay 

s A law forbidding to ‘trade or truck with “any Indian, 
molato, or negro servant:or slave, or other known disso- 
lute, lewd, and. disorderly person, of whom, there is just , 
cause of suspicion,’ and such persons to be punished by 
whipping for so trading.” - See a 

I will now read.from a note on page 264: - 

« Between the years 1767and 1773,several unsuccessful 
attempts were made to procure legislative acts against the 
slave trade, an accountof whichis given by Dr. Belknap, 
in his letter to Jude ‘Tucker, vol. 4, Massachusetts Histor- 
ical Society’s Collection, p. 201.” SNS at ae 

In 1714, we find the following law: 

ct An act prohibiting the importation or bringiig into this 
province any Indian servant or slaves.—Prov. Lee. 41.: 

“« Whereas divers conspiracies, outrages, barbarities, 
murders, burglaries, thefts, and other notorious crimes.and 
enormities, at sundry times have of late been perpetrated 
and committed by Indian and other slaves within several 
of her Majesty’s Plantations in America, being of a. mali- 
cious, surly, and revengeful spirit, and very ungoverna- 
ble, Ke? | 

Again, in 1650: ae we 

“In this code, under the title Indians, the lawfulness of 
the slavery of both Indians and negroes.is recognized by. 
the general court, adopting, in ternis, a “conclusion? of 
the commissioners: of the’ United Colonies of New Eng- 
land, dated September 5, 1646.7? ERSATT Ene 

Again: ae EREA a 

‘1643, May. A confederacy, to be known as the United 
Colonics of Now England, was entered into.at Boston by 
délegates from Plymouth, Connecticut, and New Haven, 
and the general court of Massachusetts, (2 Hazard, 1-6.) 
Among the articles of agreement, the cighth is as follows,” 


Without reading it all; 1 will-read the extract 
to which I wish to call attention. This, recol- 
lect, sir, (Mr. Fosrrr in the chair,] is a confed- 
eracy in your own country: 

“It is also agreed that if any servant run away from his 
master into any of these confederate jurisdictions, that in 
such casc, upon certificate of one magistrate in the juris- 
diction out of which the said servant fled, or upon other 
due proof, the said servant shall be delivered either to his 
master or any other that pursues and brings such certificate 
or proof.” 

I could go on from this volume and. multiply 
other proofs. I read these extracts, Mr. Prest- 
dent—and I have marked a great number in. this 
volume—to show that Massachusctts and all New 
England recognized the right of property in man} 
that you confederated for the purpose: of having 
them rendered up when they escaped; and that, . 
too, upon the certificate of a single magistrate. 
Are you wiser and better and purer than youran- 
cestors? These were the descendants of the Pil- 
grim Fathers. They scemed to recognize the law 
of meum and tuum. They seemed to recognize 
the great fact that property stolen should be given ` 
back, andthat, there being property inslaves, if it 
escaped it should be returned. All weask of you 
is to live up to the faith of the Pilgrim Fathers; 
to do what your ancestors did; to do what the 
signers of the treaty of independence did; to-do 
what the elder Adams, John Jay, and others 
did, when they signed the first treaty of Inde- 
pendence; to do what John Quincy Adams and 
Henry Clay did, when they signed the second 
treaty of Independence; to admit, in other words, 
that all the wisdom of the world is not concen- 
trated in New England now, as you seem to 
imagine, but that the men who went before us 
knew something. Do that, and you will lay the 
foundation of a permanent and lasting. settle- 
ment. i 

If you stand by the doctrine that we` ure to. be 
outlawed in our own country; that over. four 
billion of property is not to. be recognized.as prop- 
erty at all; that this Government is to be known 
to us only through the taxing power, and. that 
we are never to recognize it by its-protective 
power; then, sir, there is but one of two alterna- 
tives to be chosen: either separate in peace, or 
separate by force. . You know, as well. as I do, 
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that if we demanded of you that this Federal 
Government should net recognize your ships as 
property, or your manufactured goods as prop- 
erty, and should coolly and deliberatcly say to 
you: * Youshall know usonly through the taxing 
power, but never through the protective power,”’ 
you would not submit to it. I-am not one of 
those. who ever thought, or for.an instant ever 
promulgated, the idea that you had not manhood 
enough to protect your rights. You have always 
done it. You will doitagain. I hope you will 
not undertake to carry your acknowledged man- 
hood to the extent of depriving us of our rights. 
We are your equals; no more, no less. We 
shall prescribe to you no rule by which we would 
not live ourselves. That justice which we demand 
we will give. Show me that in all these twenty 
years that l havc stood upon the floors of Con- 
gress I have voted for any measure which gave 
to Massachusetts, to New England, or to any 
State of this Confederacy less than justice, and I 
will promptly crave your pardon. Can you ex- 
pect me, your equal, your peer; representing a 
State as sovereign as Massachusetts, to take less 
than justice? ‘This Government must acknowl- 
edge its obligations to protect property every- 
where upon the high scas and upon the land. 
Whereverit may go upon the vast waste of waters, 
or in whatever wilderness, you must recognize | 
the duty of the Government to pursue it with its 
navics and its armies, and then give it protection, 
or else this is no Government. 

You say you do not recognize the right or the 
duty of Government even here in this legislative 
Hall to protect our property. You eoolly tell us 
that slavery is not property, and that there is no 
law to protect it; that the Federal Government 
does not recognize it as property at all; and that 
whenever it gets beyond the focal jurisdiction any 
power on earth can trespass upon it. It was not 
so when the treaty of peace was signed; when 
Great Britain, not by the individual States, but by 
the confederate States, was made to acknowledge 
their liability for negroes and other property. 
it was not so in 18]4, in the treaty signed by 
John Quincy Adams and Henry Clay, as I have 
shown you, where the British and American com- 
missioners, on cither side, again treated of slaves 
and other private property. 

If the obligation of a foreign Government was 
thus extorted, to recognize this as property, and 
to pay for it, if it pleases you to have it so, how 
much more binding must the same obligation be, 
resting upon the confederate States? LË twice, in 
treating with the mistress of the world, the most 
powerful nation known in modern times, this 
Government hasextorted an acknowledgmentthat 
slaves were property, how much do I ask of you 
to-day, as confederate States, that you do the same? 
Make the acknowledgment; make it in the spirit 
in which it was made by John Adams and John 
Quincy Adams, by Benjamin Frankhn, and John 
Jay, and you will have laid the basis of a per- 
manent and lasting settlement. So long as you 
make the declaration that this Government is not 
to recognize property in slaves, so long I tell you 
there can be no peace. Standing in this great 
presence, and in the higher presence of Almighty 
God, L tell you to-day that if this be insisted on 
the Union cannot last ninety days. 

Mr. President, thismorning 1 moved an amend- 
ment to the bill now under consideration, and E 
will ask the Secretary to read it. 

The Secretary read the amendment, to insert as 
a new section of the bill the following: 

Abul be it further enacted, That the act of the Legislative 
Assembly of the Territory of New Mexico, approved Feb- 
ruary 3, 1859, entitled An act to provide for the protec- 
tion of property in slaves inthis Territory,” be, and the 
same is hereby, extended to and declared in foree in the 
Territory of 2 maş; and itsbah not be repealed dung 
the territorial existence of said Territory. i 

Mr. BROWN. Mr. President, that the Senate | 
may understand, and that the country may un- 
derstand, precisely what kind of legislation it is | 
that I am proposing to put in force in this newly 
proposed Territory, I will send to the Sccretary’s 
desk, and ask to have read, the act referred to in 
the amendment. It covers some ten or fifteen 
pages. If Senators do not care to hear it read, it 
can be printed, This volume can scarecly be | 
found anywhere. 
dalge me, to have it read, or, if they will allow 
me to do it, to have it inserted in the report, so 


I choose, if the Senate will in- |} 


that it may be more extensively read. 


tainly.”’] - L will not weary the Senate with hav- 
ing it read,if I may have general consent to send 
it to the reporter’s desk and have it copied in the 
Congressional Globe. 

Several Senators. No objection to that. 

Mr. BROWN. It is page 64, chapter twenty- 


six. 
Mr. CLARK. Read it. 
Mr. BROWN. I mean, of course, that the 


whole statute of New Mexico, on the subject of 
slavery, is to be copied into the official report, so 
that the country may understand preciscly what 
it is, and what sort of laws I am proposing to ex- 
tend over the Territory of Arizuma. It is under- 
stood, I think, that the whole statute need not be 
read, but may be copied in the report. 

Mr. COLLAMER. Let us hear it, if it is not 
long. 
_ Mr. SEWARD. Let us hear it,and see what 
It 18. 

Mr. BROWN. Then, the Secretary can read 
the first chapter. I suppose that will be sufficient. 

The Secretary proceeded to read it, as follows: 


* An act to provide for the protection of property in slaves 
in this Territory. 

“Be it enacted by the Legislative Assembly of the Territory 
of New Mexico, That every person who shall be convicted of 
the unlawful killing of a slave, or other offense upon tie 
person of a slave within this Territory, whether as principal 
or accessory, shail suffer the same pains and penalties as 
if the party upon whose person the offense was committed 
had been a free white person. 

« Sec. 2. Every person who shallsteal any slave with the 
intent that the owner, orany one having an interest in such 
slave, present or future, vested or contingent, legal or 
equitable, shall be deprived of the use or benefit of such 
slave, shall, upon conviction, suffer imprisonment for a 
term not more than ten nor less than four years, and be 
fined in a sum not more than $2,000 nor less than $500. 
And every person who shall, by violence, seduction, or 
other means, take and carry, or entice away any slave 
with the like intent, shall be deemed and held, for every 
purpose whatever, to have stolen such slave, within the 
meaning of this act. And every person who, knowing any 
slave to have been stolen as aforesaid, shall aid, assist, or 
advise in or about the carrying away of such slave, shall 
suffer the like penalties as are above prescribed against the 
person stealing such slave as aforesaid. 

“Seo. 3. very person who shall carry or convey, or 
willfally assist in carrying or conveying any slave, the prop- 
erty of another, with the intent or for the purpose of aid- 
ing or enabling such slave to escape out of this Territo.y, 
or within this Territory, and beyoud the control or recov- 
ery of his owner or master, or who shall willtully seerete or 
conceal such slave from his owner or master, shall, upon 
convietion thereof, suffer the same penalties as are pre- 
scribed ju the foregoing section of this act. And in any in- 
dictment prelerred against any person for. the violation of 
any of the provisions of this act, the property in the slave 
shall be well laid, if charged to belong to any person having 
an interest in such slave, whether such interest be legal or 
equitable, present or future, joint or several, vested or con- 
tingent.” 

Mr. BROWN. Senators do not desire to hear 
that ław read. I accomplish all the purpose I 
have inview,as I said before, in having it printed. 
You hear the character of it. I am perfectly will- 
ing, however, to have it all read, if Senators wish 
it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The further 
reading will be dispensed with unless some Sen- 
ator asks that it be read. 


Mr. BINGHAM. Let it be printed. 
Mr. CLARK. I desire to have it read unless 
| it goes into the report so that we can sce it. 

Mr. GREEN. It will. 

Mr. CLARK. Let it go into the report so that 
we can see it, and then the reading may be dis- 

ensed with. j 

Mr. GREEN. Mr. President, when I ealled 
up this bill, it was for the purpose of having it 
passed. It was not with a view of exciting any 
discussion whatever, or of introducing any of 
these exciting topics that divide one section from | 
the other. L really think that the people of Ari- 
zuma—for I have accepted that name from my | 
friend from Mississippi—ought to be organized, | 
| and, at the same time that this bill passes, we 
should provide also for the organization of Jef- 
ferson Territory, or Pike’s Peak. J would like 
to postpone these political questions that excite 
ithe times. Give us a territorial organization for 
these Territories. Let Arizuma be organized, and 
let Pike’s Peak be organized. There is an urgent 
| necessity for it, owing to the discovery of gold 
i and silver and the rush of population there with- 
| outlaw, except the voluntary law that they them- 
selves adopt, and to some extent enforce. These 
things render it necessary that we should throw 
i them into an organic form, and enable them to j 
i protect the people, which would superinduce more į 


į which he speaks of? 


[“ Cer- i! prosperity than they at present have; and yet Iil 


cannot prevail upon my friend from Mississippi. 
He proposes to introduce a proposition here, I 
think, (and I only guessat it,) for the purpose of 
testing the sincerity and loyalty of members to 
the principles of the Federal Constitution. In its 
practical effect, I do not think it amounts to any- 
thing. If f am forced to vote, I shall vote for it. 

The same Senator introduced, at the last ses- 
sion, a bill which was before the committee of 
which I ama member, proposing to protect slaves 
in the Territories. 1 reported it back, and asked 
to be discharged from its further consideration; 
and it is now upon the Calendar. I neither re- 
ported adversely nor favorably; and the motives 
that influenced me then were these: I saw no pres- 
ent necessity for it; and my uniform rule of action 
has been never to irritate the passions or intro- 
duce a question which would be likely to divide 
our friends, unless there is a necessity forit, I 
knew the bill could net pass the House of Rep- 
resentatives. It was an undetermined question in 
the Senate whether it would recognize the prin- 
ciple. The principle was involved and embraced 
in the resolutions of the Senator from Mississippi, 
[Mr. Davis.] They were pending before the Sen- 
ate. I did not wish to precipitate action. I 
wished first to see whether the principle would 
be sustained; and that principle was not sustained, 
and not voted for until near the close of the ses- 
sion. Then a majority of this Senate did sustain 
the principle. The House has never yet sustained 
it; nor do I belicvethe House will sustain it; and 
from all the evidence we have before us, it will 
not sustain this provision; yet I shall vote for it 
now, though, under other circumstances, when I 
expected practical legislation, and expected a con- 
tinuance of the Government, I would advise my 
friend to withdraw it. 

Under the circumstances, however, that sur- 
round me now, when a dark, deep gloom, that I 
cannot penetrate, hangs all around, I will vote the 
truth, whether it results in good or not. Hence 
I shall vote for it now; but there is no real neces- 
sity for it, except as a declaration of principle. 
The bill, as it is now upon your desk with the 
amendments which I proposed this morning, gives 
protection to all constitutional property. L want 
no more. What is constitutional property? , It 
is for the courts to decide; and 1 will be perfectly 
content with that. I have not only said that the, 
courts should have chancery and common law “ 
jurisdiction, but I have added the words, on my 
own motion, “andauthority to redress all wrongs 
committed against the Constitution of the United 
States, or the laws of the United States, or the 
laws of the Territory affecting persons or prop- 
erty.” 

What is property? My friend from Missis- 
sippi has made an able argument to prove that 
slaves are property. That argument would be 
good in the Supreme Court orin the district court, 
or any other appropriate tribunal; but in this Sen- 
ate I do not deem it necessary to go into any such 
argument. Whatis property? Itisa judicial ques- 
tion. Itis determined and settled by the Consti- 
tution of the United States, by the treaties of the 


United States, by the laws of the United States; y” 


for if my friend bad taken the trouble to examine 
it, he would find laws of the United States to this 
effect: when judgments are obtained against de- 
linguent creditors, slaves may be levied upon and 
soldand bid in by the Federal Government. Slaves 
are just as liable to be sold under execution in 
behalf of the United States as any other property, 
and it is made so by a positive statute of the United 
States. If that is not a full and complete recogni- 
tion by the Government and by the Congress of 
the United States, I do not know what would be 
a recognition, 

Mr. BROWN. If my friend will allow me, 
does he not know that the dominant party which 
is to take possession of the Government on the 
4th of March does not recognize the right of prop- 
erty in slaves? If he does not know that, let him 
look on the other side of the Chamber; let him 
look at the votes inthe House of Representatives 
and in this Senate during the last few days. 
What matters itif you have not this recognition 
The party coming into 
power will have the right to appoint judges for 
this new Territory. Mr. Lincoln will appoint the 
judges, if there are ever any appointed at all, 
Will he not send judges there thatagree with him, 
and who will say that these laws are no laws at 
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all; iat there is nô such thing as the right of prop- 
erty in slaves, unless you express it to him in such 
alpable language as I proposed this morning? 
Mr. GREEN.. [thought I was aiding, coöp- 
erating, and assisting the Senator in the reference 
that I made. I thought I was strengthening the 
argument he had presented to the Senate. Í 
thought I was making a reference which he had 
overlooked, so as to confirm the assertion that 
hé had made; but it turns out that he construes 
it differently. f now say this, sir: an express 
declaration—if he be correct as to the sentiment 
and the controlling principle that will operate with 
the dominant party, as he calls it—being put 
into the law, they will say itis null and void be- 
cause it is against the law of God and man, and 
will be a perfect nullity. If that prevailing senti- 
ment is to continue, let us distinctly understand 
it. If it is to be open to this extremity, we had 


adjourn the Senate and House of Representatives, 
dissolve this Government, and go home. I say, 
therefore, it is idle to talk about this question, so 
far as that is. concerned, 

- But if weare trying to operate upon the public 
sentiment, and to appeal to the honest hearts of 
men and to induce them to reflect, to remember 
what their fathers have done, what their Consti- 
tution provides, what the law stipulates, what 
honorable good feeling would dictate—if these be 
the motives that actuate us, there is yet a last, 
lingering, perhaps forlorn, hope left. Butifit be 
a determination or an existing resolution to push 
this doctrine to the extreme, we had better term- 
inate our session on the lst day of January, and 
gohome. I should prefer it; and then let the 
States act. Let the people of the States assemble 
in convention, and see what is to be done in this 
emergency. I am sorry, however, when I was 
trying to put through a business matter for the 
benefit of a distant people, separated so far from 
New Mexico and Santa Fé that they cannot be 
protected, that this question has been forced upon 
us; and I have only digressed so far because I 
have been driven to it by the course of the argu- 
ment presented to-day. 

The Senator from Wisconsin indulged very 
largely in presenting the views of what he calls 
the Republican party; and said that their policy 
was to do perfect justice to the South, and to give 
them equal privileges with themselves; and that 
they would not deprive the South of anything 


but what they deprived themselves of. That 
looks very fair in its presentation. I desire to 
illustrate his mode,if he will allow me. It re- 


minds me of the fable written, I think, by Æsop. 
The fox invited the stork to dine with him. The 
stork has a very long bill. The fox had nothing 
but soup, and it was spread out on a flat dish. 


. better, as brethren, at once cease controversy, . 


Said the fox: ‘ Perfect equality, Mr. Stork; help | 


yourself.” The stork could not get a mouthful; 
and the fox lapped itall up. ‘The next day, the 
stork said: “Come over, Mr. Fox, and dine with 
me.” The foxwent. The stork had had mince 


meat put in long-necked jars; and said he: “Mr. | 


Fox, perfect equality; I do not want to deprive 
you of anything but what I deprive myself of; 
help yourself.’? The fox could not get a single 


mouthful, and the stork putin his Jong bill and | 


ate it all up. And so it is with the principles the 
Senator secks to establish and spread over the 
Territory. He does not want to deprive us of 
anything but what he would deprive himself of; 
stiil, he establishes a rule which he knows no 
southern man will submit to, and which will 
exclude every southern man. - 


My. friend, the Senator from Vermont, [Mr. j 


CorLamer,] said: “Our object in itis to surround 
you; to cramp in slavery; to put a cordon of free 
States around it, so that you will be forced to 
emancipate your slaves.” The object of the free- 
soil movement, and the only motive thatactuates 
you in advocating it to-day, is, that you may 
force us to emancipate the slaves. And how? 
Either to make them unprofitable or dangerous; 
one or the other of which, you think, willinduce 
us to liberate them and turn them loose. 

Now, Mr. President, this is not right, as breth- 
ren of the same Confederacy. We were known 
to be slaveholding States. All but one held slaves; 
and why should we be excluded from the com- 
mon territory, bought with a common treasure, 
defended by the common Army, and as many 
brave men from the one section as the other? Í 


| 
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draw no distinction between them; I will accord 
as much bravery, as much patriotism, to the one 
side as the other. When it-is thus acquired; 
ought any rule to be established which would be 
like the invitation of the fox to the stork to dine 
with him; to say to us, it is perfect equality? But 
you know the peculiar circumstances under which 
we are placed, and you are trying to establish a 
rule which, under the circumstances, would ex- 
clude us from the whole of the territory. 

Mr. President, if truth is to prevail, an immu- 
table history, which we cannot change or re- 
verse, will record the fact that the South has never 
asked anything of the North that infringed upon 
them. It will record the fact, that they never 
asked for anything that would endanger them, or 
that had the least tendency to irritate them; and 
if the Union is to go by the board, if necessity 
drives us to the verge, and we must dissolve, when 
the festie of history is made up, whose fault will 
it be? Not his who defends, not his who re- 
sists, not his who importunes; but the fault will 
be his who exacts, who progresses, and who 
brings to bear what he calls an ‘irrepressible 
conflict,” the tendency of which is to involve us 
in war, disguise it as you may. Sir, there are 
good people in both sections of this Union; but 
there are people so indoctrinated, and so preju- 
diced, though they may have honest hearts, edu- 
cated from the school-room, with school tracts 
and Sunday-school instructors advising them that 
the slaveholder is a knave and a scoundrel, and 
that slavery is a curse; all of which has spread 
over the North; and the storm you have stirred 
up you are not able to control yourselves. If it 
cannot be controlled, if it cannot be corrected, 
then the doom must and will be pronounced. We 
necd not disguise the truth. We ought not to 
avoid looking facts plainly and stubbornly in the 
face, not by threatening, not by trying to intim- 
idate, not by secking to get a political or personal 
advantage over each other. When a great nation 
is at stake, and the salvation of a great people is 
dependent upon our action, you ought to let par- 
ties die, and personal aspirations perish, rather 
than endanger the salvation of the people. 

What, then, shall we do? Are we to go for- 
ward as we have during the short time that we 
have been in session? Are we to continue to 
wrangle? Had we not better at once see whether 
we can accomplish anything, and if we cannot, 
give it up, and let the States and the people of the 
States take itin hand? Ihaveone last hope. M 
only hope in the beginning was, as I then stated, 
simply to interpose obstacles to action long enough 
to let the people stop and reflect; and, when they 
have had that fair and honorable opportunity to 
reflect, if the reaction does not come, then our 
doom is scttled. 
war, although I have already heard that the flames 
have been lighted up. I have already heard of 
the nullification of an act of the Federal Govern- 
ment in Pittsburg. I deny, and emphatically 
deny, the right of any people within the Union to 
nullify the Jaw of Congress or an order issued in 
pursuance of that law. 

I contend for the right of a State to secede. 
The pretext, or the justification, or the reason for 
her secession, is a matter for herself to judge, not 
forme. The Senator from Wisconsin is a little 


at fault, when he says to contend for the right of | 
Seces- | 


secession admits the right of expulsion. 
sion results from the fact that they are in by con- 
sent and can go out by consent. Expulsion would 
be against consent, and is just the opposite of the 
principle of secession. 

But I do not intend to debate this question. 
Whether we have a constitutional right reserved 
or an original right reserved, is an unimportant 

uestion now. The practical effect is this: the 

tate will do it if it pleases; and then what will 
you do? How are you going to help yourself? 
Make war? No. Why? Whether you havea 
right to make war or not, is not the point. The 
imprudence of the British commander at Lexing- 
ton, I think it was, brought on the Revolution. 


An attack made ona few soldiers there, and a few | 


countrymen who gathered together to heip them, 
brought on the Revolution. There might have 
been a peaceful and honorable adjusument and sep- 
aration from the Crown of Great Britain but for 
the imprudence of that officer. The imprudence 
of our existing officers, of our commanders, or of 
our functionaries directing cr encouraging them, 


l hope we shall have no civil | 


may involve ug in another seek to a 
it. “LT want peace and prosperity; but if we t 
notdive together in perfect harniony. i 
rights as far as Governments ordinarily dó 
rights—for'no Government sécurés eve 
I do not look for perfection in gove 


can be done, we ought to live together. and become 
the great and powerful people ihat the God of 
nature has destined we shall ‘bei and-if we do ‘not 
accomplish His great énds, itis because we prove 
ourselves unworthy of them. “00 ooe TAn 

Now, Mr. President, I have been led off into 
these’ remarks in consequence of ‘the remarksof 
others. I come back to the real proposition . be- 
fore the Senate; and that is, the amendment pro+ 
posed by the Senator from Mississippi 9) 4" 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Mie question 
before the Senate is on the amendment to thé 
amendment. ; oe Dag ad 

Mr. GREEN. Oh, yes; I remember now that 
the Senator from Illinois, 1 thinkit was; proposed 
an amendment, : ee eee 
_ The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question 
is on the amendment proposed ‘by. the: Senator 
from Illinois to the amendment of the Senator 
from Mississippi. 9 os i a 

Mr. GREEN. = Thatiis just the reverse of the 
proposition of the Senator from Mississippi. The 
Senator from Mississippi proposes to give a law 
to the Territory of Arizuma which will enable any 
man owning a slave to get redress if any other 
person interferes with his property. Lunderstand 
the Senator from Illinois to propose that the law 
of Mexico, as it existed when we acquired it, 
shall be the law of Arizuma; that itshall never be 
changed while it is a Territory. Thatis my recol- 
lection of his amendment. i 

Sir, I have a great objection to that; and T will 
state it in a few words. When Mexico ceded all 
this territory to us by the Gadsden treaty, no 
slavery existed there except the peonage; but the 
very moment it becamt ceded to us, and became 
part of the United States, it was. under the Con- 
stitution of the United States. ‘There is no such 
thing as a constitutional Government acquiring 
property and yet that property not be subject to 
the Constitution; and it is a contradiction to say 
so. If we have the power to acquire, itis by 
virtue of our organization under the Constitution; 
and the moment you acquire it, it is subject to 
that Constitution. 

But the Senator frons Wisconsin says if the 
Constitution gives you the right to hold slavery 


‘there when you do acquire it, it gives you the 


right to hold slavery in Wisconsin. I have ‘heard 
that argument repeated often enough. Its faHacy 
is so palpable, that I think it must strike the mind 
of every man who will reason upon the subject. 
Every State, according to our Constitution, is a 
sovercign State, with sovereign power over the 
subject of slavery, with an express recognition of 
the right of each State to prohibit slavery if it 
chooses. I say the Federal Constitution itself 
expressly recognizes the right of each State ‘to 
prohibit slavery if it chooses; but the Constitution 
does not recognize tie right of a Territory to pro- 
hibit slavery. On the contrary, a Territory is not 
known to the Constitution. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. Will the Senator be kind 
cnough to turn to that clause of the Constitution 
he refers to? f 

Mr. GREEN. Yes, sir; [ will. Iwill refer 
the Senator from Maine to that clause of the 
Constitution: 


« No person held to service or labor in one State, under 
the laws thereof, escaping into cnother, shall, in conse- 
quence of any law or regulation therein, be discharged 
from such service or labor; but shall be delivered up on 
claim of the party to wliom such service or labor may he 
due.” 


Which implies that they have a right to make 
arule or regulation therein which will be adverse 
to slavery. 


Mr. FESSENDEN. All I wanted’ to know 


was, where the express recognition was. That 
there is an implied one I never disputed. 
Mr. GREEN. Neyer disputed? à 
Mr. FESSENDEÑ. A State may do asit 


pleases with reference to that matter. 

Mr. GREEN. Very well, It says in express 
words that they shall not be discharged from such 
service or labor by reason of any regulation 
therein. 


Mr. FESSENDEN. That is not in express 
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words that they shall do-as they please with 
reference to slavery... | sec no express words. 

Mr. GREEN. If the Senator thinks they have 
not that power, I would like for him. to reverse 
the proceedings of Maine, and make slavery legal 
there. i 

Mr. FESSENDEN. Mr. President, if the 
Senator will allow me, I donot dispute the power. 
I only inquired of the Senator where the express 
clause. of the Constitution was. I have not found 
it yet. If he will have the kindness now to show 
it, E will be much obliged to him. 

Mr. GREEN. Itis an express recognition of 
the power. It is in express words. It is a rec- 
ognition; and if that is not an express recogni- 
tion, what do you make out. of it? 

Mr. FESSENDEN. Expressly recognizes 
what? ~ 

Mr. GREEN. The right of a State to prohibit 
alavery, if they choose. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. No such thing. 

Mr. GREEN. Besides all that—I care not 
about quibbling on terms and words—it does ex- 
pressly recognize the retention of this power by 
the States. Again: the States never surrendered 
it, and this clause expressly recognizes the fact 


that they do retain it, and they exercise it.. 
Mr. FESSENDEN. Retain all power not 
granted, 


Mr. GREEN. Again: 


“The migration or importation of such persons as any of 
the States now existing shall think proper.to admit, shall 
not be prohibited by the Congress prior to the year 1808; 
but a tax or duty may he imposed on such importation not 
execeding ten doljars for each person.” 

There is no doubt of this fact: that these States 
have the power to prohibitslavery. They never 
parted with the power; and the Constitution rec- 
ognizes the fact that they may prohibit it. Very 
well; some of them do prohibit it. In what char- 
acter or capacity do they thus prohibit it? As 
sovereign States in the Union. In thus prohibit- 
ing slavery they do not conflict with the Consti- 
tution of the United States; but in a ‘Territory 
acquired by the Federal Government, this is a 
general jurisdiction; that jurisdiction to which 
the Senator from Wisconsin referred when he 
said we are under two complete jurisdictions. 
Yes, we are. When you are under your Wis- 
consin jurisdiction, you may prohibit slavery, 
under dis general jurisdiction predicated upon 
slavery, a part of which it is, and without which 
itis not. itis no government without it. Then, 
i say, going into the common territory, belong- 
ing to the common, general jurisdiction, every 
man has an equal right to go and hold his prop- 
erty, When 1 go from the State of Virginia, and 
the Senator from Wisconsin gocs from his State 
into this new Territory of Pike’s Peak, I leave my 
State jurisdiction of Virginia, and he leaves his 
State jurisdiction of Wisconsin. Flis State juris- 
diction prohibited slavery; my State jurisdiction 
authorized or allowed slavery. When we come, 
then, into Pike’s Peak, we do not come into a 
hosule government; but we are in this general 
jurisdiction. It does not prohibit slavery. His 
predicated upon slavery. It does expressly rec- 
ognize slavery; and I can hold slaves, and he can 
hold Yankee clocks, if he has any. 

These principles are so clear, so plain, so pal- 
pable, and so striking, that Lam surprised that 
the Senator did not see them. If we acquire Can- 
ada, and it comes in as a State, it comes in with 
her present status, save and except so far as it 
conflicts with the Constitution of the United 
States. If we acquire a Territory, it comes in 
subject to the Constitution of the United States, 
there being no conflicting jurisdiction authorized 
to exercise power that can destroy any existing 
constitutional right. 

These are my views; and I only throw them 
out for the purpose of trying to have this subject 
understood, and to see whether we can come to 
that point at which we may possibly agree. If 
we cannot possibly agree, let the whole subject 
pass. I would be glad to have this amendment 
withdrawn, because I am afixious to get the Ter- 
ritory organized without mingling with it these 
political questions. I should like to have the peo- 


nie there thrown into an organic form, so that | 
= > 


their proceeding may be a legal procecding; so 
that their action may be legal action; and that, 
when the people go there, they go with the cer- 


tainty that they will be protected ip their prop- 


erty, in their avocations, in all of their efforts 
to. benefit themselves, their wives, and their chil- 
dren.. The people of Pike’s Peak territory—it is 
not named yet—now number some sixty thou- 
sand. That territory is rich in deposits of gold. 
Many silver mines have also been discovered 
there. The people will rush to them. On the 
streams, in the gorges of the mountains, in the 
free parks, and on the western slope, there is some 
agricultural land; perhaps enough to feed the min- 
ing population; and they ought to be organized. 
Let us agree, therefore, to postpone these polit- 
ical subjects; give them organism; enable them to 
protect themselves in a proper form, consistently 
with the Constitution of the United States. If 
that cannot be done, and we are determined to 
press these political questions, press them at once 
to the verge, and let us see whether we can settle 
them oy not; and if not settle them, let us bid adieu 
to each other, and go home to let the people and 
the States settle it for themselves. 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. Mr. President, the Sen- 
ator from Missouri assumes, as a proposition 
which ought not to be doubted, that the Consti- 
tution of the United States enters the territory 
acquired from Mexico, repeals the Mexican law 
abolishing slavery, and establishes a law in its 
favor. In addition to what I have already said, 
I desire now to say that this proposition is in 
direct contravention of the decision of the Su- 
preme Court of the United States in the Prigg 
case, in which they held expressly that ‘ the state 
of slavery is deemed to be a mere municipal reg- 
ulation, founded upon, and limited to, the range 
of the territorial laws.” It is in violation of the 
decisions of the supreme court of every State, 
both north and south, previous to 1848. When 
John C. Calhoun, on this floor, first announced 
the doctrine that the Constitution of the United 
States, by its own positive force, guarantied the 
right to take and hold slaves as property in the 
Territories of the United States, it did not have 
halfa dozen supporters, F believe, ın cither House 
of Congress. Mr. Clay, Mr. Webster, Mr. Ben- 
ton, and the great men in this body, denounced 
it as a heresy. It was so much against the estab- 
lished doctrine of this country, and of every 
court, not only of the free States, but of the slave- 
holding States, as well as of the Supreme Court 
of the United States, that it found support no- 
where. There was then no more respectable sup- 
port to this new doctrine of John C. Calhoun, that 
the Constitution of the United States established 
the right to take slaves as property into a Terri- 
tory, than there is now to the doctrine of Lysander 
Spooner, that the Constitution of the United States 
abolishes slavery in every State within its jurisdic- 
tion. 


Mr. MASON. Will the Senator allow mea 


moment? | 


Mr. DOOLITTLE. Yes, sir. 

Mr. MASON. I merely wish to say this: Mr. 
Calhoun lives no longer, and there is no repre- 
sentative of his State upon this floor. ldo not 
mean to interrupt the Senator further than to say, 
that I never understood him, nor did I ever un- 
derstand any jurist in the land, in giving a con- 
sidered view of this question, as declaring that the 
Constitution of the United States established sla- 
very anywhere; but 1 understood that great man, 
and those who concurred with him in opinion, to 
say this: that a slave is property, and nothing but 
property; and that the Constitution of the United 
States would protect that property in the Terri- 
tories or upon the high seas as it would protect 
any other property. It establishes nothing; it 
recognizes property because itis property. That 
I understand to be Mr. Calhoun’s view. 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. And, therefore, 1 under- | 
stand the honorable Senator to draw this corol- 
lary: that the Mexican laws abolishing slavery 
in the Territories, the instant we acquired them 
were abolished or abrogated, in some way, b 
force of the Constitution; and that a slaveholder | 


i 
1 
i 


- Mr. MASON. Itis purely legal. I only want 
to contradict—not offensively, but to contradict—~ 
any notion that Mr. Calhoun, or any other states- 
man or jurist, ever has, in a considered opinion, 
said that the Constitution established slavery. 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. Do I understand the hon- 
orable Senator from Virginia, then, to maintain that 
the Constitution of the United States, when we 
acquire territory where slavery has been already 
abolished, repeals or abrogates the law abolish- 
ing it? , 

Mr. MASON. I say again, sir, the Senator 
shall not involve me in any of his legal conclu- 
sions. I understand it to be a part of the public 
law of the civilized world, that when you acquire 
dominion, the laws of that domain remain in 
operation until the new Power abrogates or estab- 
lishes it. Is not that public law? 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. I agree to that. 

Mr. MASON.. That I understand to be the 
public law. I may be wrong in it. Now, what 
legal conclusions may follow in the peculiar con- 
struction of our Government with a fundamental 
law, or how it operates upon existing laws in a 
Territory newly acquired, I am not going to dis- 
cuss with the Senator at all; ‘and, therefore, I pro- 
test again that he shall not commit me to his legal 
conclusion as to the legal effect of the Constitu- 
tion in the Territories. I mean to say this alone: 
that the Constitution recognizes a slave as prop- 
erty. We say, not that the Constitution estab- 
lishes slavery anywhere, but that there is the 
same obligation upon those who administer the 
Constitution to protect the property in a slave as 
property, as in anything else, wherever the Con- 
stitution is administered. That is what we claim, 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. Mr. President, I do not 
desire to be taken from the precise point, for in 
that is the whole point of controversy involved. 
The law of Mexico abolished slavery in these 
Territories before we acquired them. Now, when 
your slaveholding constituents are claiming that 
we deny their constitutional rights in those Ter- 
ritorics, the simple question is: whether the Con- 
stitution of the United States enters those Terri- 
tories and repeals the Jaw of Mexico against 
slavery, and guarantics in some form their right 
to enter with their slaves? I understand the ma- 
jority of the judges of the Supreme Court in the 
Dred Scott cave to say that the Congress of the 
United States have not the power to prevent. its 
entrance; but I do not understand any one of the 
judges of the Supreme Court to distinctly affirm 
that the Constitution enters the Territory and 
repeals or abrogates the former and previous law 
against slavery, and gives the right to enter with 
property in slaves. [ say, therefore, when you, 
representing slavcholding citizens of your State, 
stand here insisting that we deny any of their 
constitutional rights, you say it without any 
foundation, in my opinion, in constitutional law. 

Mr. WIGFALL. Will the Senator allow me 
to interrupt him? 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. Not at present. There 
are one or two points that I desire to discuss, and 
I hope I shall be allowed to do so now. 

Mr. WIGFALL. Itis mercly in relation to 
that matter of Jaw, and it is this: Mexico, you 
know, was a Catholic country-—— 

Mr DOOLITTLE. Well, sir, I do not wish 
to go into that. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Sen- 
ator from Wisconsin yield the floor? 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. The gentleman may raise 
a question as to what the Mexican law was. With- 
out any discourtesy, I do not propose to go into 
a discussion about that. 

Mr. WIGFALL. Well, admitting, for tne 
sake of argument, that it was a Catholic country, 
then a marriage could not be solemnized except 
by a Catholic priest. 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. Mr. President 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Sen- 
ator from Wisconsin yield the floor? 


from Virginia has a right to enter into those Ter- 
ritories, where slavery has been abolished, and, 
in spite of these laws, to hold his slave as prop- 
erty by virtue of the Constitution. That 1 un- | 
derstand to be your conelusion. j 
Mr. MASON. The honorable Senator has no | 

I 

| 

| 


| 
] 
i 


right to involve me in any of his legal conclu- 
Sions, 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. It is the very point we | 
are discussing. 


Mr. DOOLITTLE. I desire not to be drawn 
into an argument about the Catholic religion. 

Mr. WIGPALL. You do not want to hear 
the facts. 

Mr. DOOLITLLE. When I wish to enter 
into an argument on that subject, it will be on 
| some other day and in some other place. F am 
talking now upon this subject, and do not desire 
to be drawn off. Iam coming down to the real 
i point in this controversy. l wish to bring gen- 
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tlemen right down to the point; andif lam wrong 
F want to surrender, and to surrender like a man; 
and if you are wrong | want you to do the same. 

I support this amendment offered by the Sen- 
ator from Hlinois [Mr. ‘TRrumpux1} because. it 
affirms that the law of Mexico in relation to Afri- 
can slavery when we acquired it ought to remain 
unabolished by Congress, and remain the law 
of that Territory up tu the time when it shall be 
admitted into the Union. I say to you in all sin- 
cerity, and I believe I speak the sentiments of 
nine tenths, not only of the Republican party, but 
of the Democratic party who supported the hon- 
orable Senator from Hlinois for the Presidency, 
that they will never consent to the idea that the 
Constitution of the United States, of its own force, 
or by any of its provisions, is to carry the law of 
slavery anywhere. They are willing to admit 
that the Constitution, of itself, is neutral. They 
are willing to say that it neither abolishes slavery 
where it exists, nor establishes it where it does 
not exist; that when we acquire slave territory it 
does notabolish it; and when we acquire free terri- 
tory it does notestablish it, orin any manner guar- 
antee its right to enter; but they will never consent, 
no, sir, the American people will never consent 
tosay that wherever the Constitution goes, slaves 
may go as property by force of its provisions, 
against the local law of the Territory, imposed 
by the sovereignty from which it has been ac- 
quired; that it has the power (call it by what 
name you please, establishing, recognizing, guar- 
antying, or what you will) of overcoming the law 
of freedom in the territory existing at the time of 
the acquisition. 

The Scnator from Missouri compares what I 
said upon this subject to the invitation of the fox 
to the stork to come to the feast. Let us look 
into history a little, and see. Sir, we acquired 
Florida: which was the fox and which was the 
stork at that feast? We acquired the Louisiana 
Territory, and gave you two thirds of all the 

ood Jand there. Who had the advantage when 
invited to thatentertainment? After you had got 
your full share, and we were about to enjoy that 
portion which was expressly reserved for us, just 
as we were ready to partake of it and enjoy 1t— 
what then? You snatched at it, and undertook 
to take it from us by force. To drop all figure, 
you demanded the right to allow slavery to en- 
ter—— 


Mr. POLK. Mr. President, I merely wish to 


say—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Sen- 
ator from Wisconsin yield the floor to the Sen- 
ator from Missouri? 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. ‘Well, if it is for a simple 
explanation, I will. i 

Mr. POLK. I desire to correct a mistake into 
which the honorable Senator fell: He has re- 
peated twice over this morning that two thirds 
of the Territory of Louisiana was given to the 
South. 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. I said of the good lands. 
I did not say two thirds of the surface including 
deserts, 1 meant the good lands. i 

Mr. POLK. I think the Senator is entirely 
mistaken in that; too. 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. I say, just as we were 
aboutto enterandtake possession with our system 
of labor, the Missouri compromise was repealed, 
andslavery was invited to enter. I shall not repeat 
the story of the subjugation of Kansas. We 
have had a struggle for the last six years, grow- 
ing out of thattransaction, which, may God grant, 
we shall never sce again. Jackson and Clay, 
Webster and Wright, were no more. The only 
two, Houston in this and Benton in the other 
House, who took part in the compromise of 1820 
opposed its repeal. They warned the country 
what would be the effect; but they were unable 
to successfully resist it. What they then pre- 
dicted is almost history now. Formy own part, 
{ aided the election of General Pierce, and in put- 
ung the Democratie party in power in 1852. 1 
stood before the people of Wisconsin and invited 
them to support General Pierce upon the ground 
that the slavery question had been settled in all 
the Territories of the United States; north of 360 
30'—it was settled by the act of 1820; in New 
Mexico and Utah it was settled by the act of 
1850—and I asked them to support him upon that 
ground. It was upon that ground he was elected. 
Athiginanguration, whilethe oath of office was yet i 


upon his lips, he repeated his pledge never to re- 
open the slavery agitation. The territorial ques- 
tion was at rest. The country was at peace on 
this question. Suddenly, like a élap of thunder 
from a cloudless sky, the whole country was 
startled by a proposition to repéal the Missouri 
compromise, and to open the Territory-.of Kansas 


to slavery. Then followed a struggle to carry it } 


there by force of arms. Would to Heaven. that 
page of our history could be blotted out.. f will 
not dwell upon it. Let us admit Kansas now into 
the Union, and close up that controversy forever. 
Now, I ask you, are you not aboutto open anew 
point of quarrel? 

Not satisfied with destroying the compromise 
of 1820, you now propose to repeal the compro- 
mise of 1850, in relation to New Mexico. You 


sce what peace has been given to the country by | 


repealing one compromise. How much more 
peace will you get by now undertaking to repeal 
another compromise—that of 1850—by. which the 
territorial question was settled in New Mexico 
and in Utah? Breaking the compromise of 1820 
gave no peace in 1854. Breaking the compromise 
of 1850, as to New Mexico, will not restore peace 
now. The proposition of the Senator from Mis-. 
sissippi is, that Congress shall distinctly recog- 
nize and protect slavery in all that territory. 
cannot give it my support. In the amendment 
to it by the Senator from Ilinois, [Mr. Trum- 
BULL,| I fully concur, 

Mr. President, I have been drawn into a longer 
discussion than } had intended. I shall not tres- 
pass further upon the time of the Senate. - 

Mr. GREEN. Mr. President, the Senator from 
Wisconsin is a little at fault: When he says the 
proposition of the Senator from Mississippi pro- 
poses to violate the compromise of 1850, he over- 
looks the fact that the proposition now before the 
Senate, the amendment proposed by the Senator 
from Illinois, proposes exactly the same thing 
that he is supporting; and when he talks so loudly 
and so vehemently ahd so eloquently about sus- 
taining the compromise of 1850, he ought to look 
to the fact that the proposition of the Senator from 
Illinois is this: to enact the laws of Mexico, and 
make them, like the laws of the Medes and Per- 
sians, irrepealable. I understand the law of. 1850 
to be, that the Territories shall regulate this ques- 
tion as they please, consistently with the Consti- 
tution of the United States. 

Mr. SEWARD. Will the honorable Senator 
allow me to ask him a question? 

Mr. GREEN. I will hear it. 

Mr. SEWARD. ‘The subject is so entirely 
new and interesting that I beg the Senator’s par- 
don for interrupting him to ask him whether it 
cannot possibly keep over until some other day, 
and let us adjourn? 

Mr. GREEN. After a little while the subject 
will keep well; but I have a few words to. say 
yet. Isay, therefore, that he ought not to try to 
present himself before the country as the advo- 
cate and peculiar defender of the compromise 
measures of 1850, because the very proposition he 
is now supporting proposes to violate that com- 
promise. 

Now, one word upon his legal proposition, that 
the Constitution does not, proprio vigore, give the 


right to carry slavery into a territory belonging | 


to the United States, and that the Mexican law 
continues until repealed by the proper authority. 
I will give three answers to that, and I want them 
distinctly understood. First, under the law of 


1850, New Mexico has passed a law on this sub- | 


ject, and it is now the law over Arizona, which, 
after the Gadsden treaty, was made a part of 
New Mexico, and was annexed to it, and is to- 
day a partof New Mexico. The exact law, word 
for word, that the Senator from Mississippi pro- 
poses to apply to Arizuma, after we make it a 
separate organization, is this moment the law of 
Arizona. It is an enactment by the Territorial 
Legislature of Santa Fé. The whole of Arizona 
is under the jurisdiction of Santa Fé, and was 
made so bylaw. Therefore, what the Senator 


from Mississippi proposes to do is simply to con- |; 


tinue the existing law of Arizona. 
Thesecond answer is this: thatthe law of Mex- 


continued because it is the command of the su- 
preme power that originally promulgated it. The 
law does not spread like a thin vail all over a Ter- 


| s i 7 
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ico, or of any other country, which would be con- |; by the Chaplain, Rev. Tuomas H. Sr 


| tinued after the acquisition by this country, is not 


ritory; and. you do not, when yon annex ity take. 
it with. that vail over ite 4 is 4 a 
betomes an existing custom, and private rich 
depend upon it, then, when afinexation, takes 
pase, those private rights are to be prot i 
You may havea thousand Jaws obsolete, dormiam 
in Mexico, never'executed; no ‘attention’ paid’ 
them, and nooceasion to which they coulil ap 
and when you.take the Territory, you do not 
take the law over’ it which existed in the, ‘city, 
of Mexico, and can be found among the musty 
records there in the proclamations of dictators, or 
in the decrees published by the various:chieftains 
that arise there. You. take the existing, living. 
customs. We take them, and.wecall them laws; 
but they are nothing but customs. They are prac> 
ticed rules; and whenever a practiced rule exists, 
and that practiced rule bas been the cause of pri- 
vate rights growing up, those rights are protected 
aftérannexation. Why, there are a thousand laws, 
there. Did you take the laws of peonage? tis 
a law of Mexico. A white man, according to 
that law, can be made a peon, and canbe Kept in 
perpetual bondage. If he cannot work enough. 
to pay his expenses, his master keeps him ih pers. 
etual slavery. Did you annex that law?’ No. 
hy? Because it is inconsistent with the genius 
and principles of the American Constitution. ` I- 
am informed that they have just such laws against 
the Protestant religion. Can you practice your 
Protestantism in Arizona now? Yes. Why? 
Because our Federal Constitution, which spreads 
over the Territory, says there shall be no distine- 
tion made in religion; and the Senator can prac- 
tice his religion there as fully, as freely, and as. 
perfeetty; as {Í can mine, and that would be a good 
eal. 

Now, Mr. President, the third reason is this: 
if the law existed as a practical custom, the very’ 
moment annexation took place it would’ be null 
and void, Why? Because it is inconsistent with, 
our present Constitution, which js the.supreme 
law of the land in the Territory, and which has: 
no intermediate jurisdiction authorized to prohibit 
slavery. Then the question is, why is it incon- 
sistent with the Constitution of the United States, 
or is it so? Lanswer, because the Supreme Court. 
has said that I have a right to go into any Terri- 
tory—there being no counter-jurisdiction to in-' 
hibit this privilege, by virtue of the Constitutions 
not that it establishes slavery, but that it guaran- 
ties the right for any man to hold any property: 
known to and recognized by the Constitution. 
This is the simple reason, and the three points 
cover the whole case, to wit: . ; 

1. The New Mexico law, our own law, passed 
under our own eyes, our own jurisdiction, estab- 
lishes the very law that Senator Brown proposes 
to spread over Arizona. It is now the law. of 
Arizona, this moment of time when] am speaking; 

2. The decree of the dictator was buta decree, 
and its provisions were never carried out; and 

3. It never became an existing and living cus- 
tom, and therefore there was no law. : ` 

But finally, if there had beena law, being in- 
consistent with the Constitution, it would be null 
and void. If Congress has not the power, under 
the Constitution, to prohibit slavery, then the pre- 
vious prohibition made by any other power in the 
Territory, the moment of annexation would be- 
come null and void. Therefore, it all resolves 
itself into this: has the Congress the power to 
prohibit slavery in the Territory? If Congress 
docs not have the power under the Constitution, 
then itis inconsistent with the Constitution; and 
if a previous prohibition had existed, it would be 
‘null and void the moment the treaty was ratified. 

Mr. President, | do not desire to prolong this 
discussion. Isee we cannot get through the bill 
to-day, and if my friend from New York will sug- 
gest a time agreeable to him, I will move topost- 
pone it. Ashe is not here, I will move to adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate 
adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Tuurspay, December 27, 1860. 


The House met at twelve o’clock, m. © Prayer 
OCkTON. 
The Clerk commenced the reading of the Journal 
of Monday. f 
CALL OF TILE ROLL. © $: . 


Mr. JONES. I make the point, before the read- 
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ing of the Journal is concluded, that there is no 
quorum present, and I desire to call attention to 
this rule: ; 

«TOUCHING THE DUTY oF THE SpeaKer.—1l. He shall 
take the chair, every day, precisely’ at the bour to which 
the House shall bave adjourned on the preceding day; shalt 
immediately call the members to order; and, on the ap- 
pearance of a quorum, shali cause the Journal of the pre- 
ceding day to be read.” 

The SPEAKER. Ifthe point is made by any 
member, the reading of the Funel must be sus- 
pended until it be ascertained whether a quorum 
is present. 

Mr. JONES. I move that there be a call of the 
House. 

Mr. MAYNARD. Icall 
upon that motion, A 

Mr. CLARK, of Missouri. I ask my friend 
from Georgia to withdraw his point of order, and 
his motion for a call of the House. This is the 
first morning the House has met since theadjourn- 
ment over Christmas, and I presume it is doubt- 
ful whether therc is a quorum in the city. Let 
the Journal be read, and then the House will per- 
haps adjourn immediately. 

Mr. JONES. With the understanding that the 
House will adjourn as soon as the Journal is 
read, I will withdraw the motion for a call of the 
House. 

Mr. HINDMAN. I renew the motion that 
there be a call of the House. 

Mr. MAYNARD. I renew my call for the 
yeas and nays. My reason is that there will 
probably be a quorum present by the time the 
vote is taken by yeas and nays, and that there 
will probably be no necessity for a call of the 
House. f 

The ycas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and it was decided in 
the negative—ycas 28, nays 109; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Allen, Alley, Thomas L. Anderson, Bab- 
bit, Barrer, Briggs, Carey, Clopton, Burton Craige, Bd- 
mundson, Ltheridge, John T. Harris, Hindman, Hughes, 
Jenkins, Jones, Larrabee, Logan, Lovejoy, MeClemand, 
Millson, Isaac N. Morris, Pettit, Peyton, Spinner, Stokes, 
Vallandigham, and Wells—28. 

NAYS—Messrs. Charles F. Adams, Aldrich, Ashley, 
Avery, Beale, Bingham, Blair, Bocock, Boteler, Brayton, 
Bristow, Butlinton, Burch, Burnham, Campbell, Case, John 
B. Clark, Cobb, John Cochrane, Colfax, Conkling, Corwin, | 
Cox, Crawford, Curry, Curtis, H. Winter Davis, John G. 
Davis, De Jamette, Duell, Dunn, Eliot, Farnsworth, Fen- 
ton, Foster, French, Gartrell, Gooch, Hamilton, Hardeman, 
J. Morrison Harris. Hatton, [lelmick, Hoard, Holtman, 
Houston, William Howard, William A. Howard, Hum- 
phrey, Hutchins, lrvine, Junkin, Francis W, Kellogg, W il- 
liam Kellogg, Kenyon, Kilgore, Kunkel, DeWitt C. beach, 
Lee, Longnecker, Loomis, Love, Marston, Elbert 8. Mar- 
tin, Maynard, MeKean, McKenty, McPherson, Laban F. 
Moore, Sydenham Moore, Morrill, Edward Joy Morris, 
Morse, Nelson, Niblack, Noell, Pendleton, Perry, Porter, 
Quarles, Reagan, Edwin R. Reynolds, Jolin H. Reynolds, 
Christopher Kobinson, James C. Robinson, Royce, Rust, 
Scott, Sherman, Singicton, Spaulding, Stanton, Stevens, 
Tappan, ‘Taylor, Thomas, Tompkins, ‘Trimbic, Vance, 
Vandever, Wade, Walton, Cadwalader C. Washburn, 
Whiteley, Wilson, Windom, Winslow, Woodruff, and 
Wright—109. 

So the House refused to order a eall. 

Before the vote was announced, 

Mr. BOTELER stated that he had paired off 
with Mr. Moornean; but would vote upon this 
motion in order to show whether a quorum was 
present 

Mr. COBB. On Monday last I supposed it 
would be impossible for me to be here to-day. I 
entered into an arrangement with the gentleman 
from Maine (Mr. Frenew] to pair with him. I 
suppose, however, there will be no objection to 
my voting upon this question. 

Several Mempens on the Republican side. 
objection. 

Mr. COBB. I vote “no.” 

Mr. JOHN COCHRANE. ‘I feel constrained 
to object—inasmuch as, although the gentleman 
from Alabama is here in his personal substance, ; 
he is not here legislatively. [Laughter.] 

Mr. BLAIR said that Mr. Granam had paired 
with Mr. BURNETT. 

Mr. QUARLES stated that Mr. Leacn, of 
North Carolina, had paired with Mr. EDGERTON. 

Mr. DE JARNETTE said his colleague, Mr. 
Leaxn, had paired with Mr. Rice. 

Mr. COLFAX said that Mr. McKnicur was 
detained from the House in consequence of the | 
death of a member of his family. | 

Mr. STOUT said he had paired off with Mr. | 
Nixon; otherwise he would vote “ay.” 

Mr. DAVIS, of Mississippi, said he had paired 


for the yeas and nays 


No || 


with Mr. POTTER. 


| he rose to a personal explanation, 


Mr. HOLMAN said Mr. Enerisu had paired 
with Mr. Cuark B. COCHRANE: 

Mr. HUGHES said he had paired with Mr. 
McKniear, but would consider himself at liberty 
to vote on this question. 

On motion of Mr. SHERMAN, the reading of 
the names was dispensed with. 

The vote was announced as above recorded. 

The reading of the Journal of Monday was 
resumed and completed. 


ADJOURNMENT OVER, 


Mr. CRAWFORD. I move that when the 
House adjourns it adjourn to meet on Monday 
next, 

Mr. MORRIS, of Illinois. T call for the yeas 
and nays apon that motion. There is no use in 
wasting the time of the House in this way. 

Mr. HINDMAN called for tellers on the yeas 
and nays. 

Tellers were not ordered. 

The yeas and nays were not ordered. f 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. CRAWFORD moved to reconsider the 
vote by which the motion was agreed to; and also 
moved to lay the motion to reconsider on the || 
table. 

Mr. RUST. I call for the yeas and nays upon 
the latter motion. 

Mr. LOVEJOY. 
and nays. 

Tellers were not ordered. 

The yeas and nays were not ordered. 

The moiion to lay on the table the motion to 
reconsider was agreed to. 


PERSONAL EXPLANATION. 


Mr. STEVENS, of Washington. Iask thecon- 
sent of the House to make a personal explana- 
tion. 

The SPEAKER. If there be no objection, the 
gentleman will have leave to make a personal 
explanation. : 

Mr. STEVENS, of Washington. Mr.Speaker, 
I desire your very careful attention and that of | 
tho House to the explanation J have to make. I] 
find in the Boston Journal, a copy of which I 
have before me,a dispatch taken from the Boston 
Herald, to this effect: 

“It appears upon investigation that the bonds were stolen 
forthe use of the central Breckinridge club during the late 
presidential election.” 

Mr. MORRIS, of Illinois. Frise to a question 
of order. I belicve it has been over and over 
again decided that newspaper paragraphs are not 
a sufficient foundation for personal explanations 
to be made in this House. If it is to be allowed 
to one, it must be allowed to all. 

The SPEAKER. ‘The Chair distinctly stated 
that it would be permitted if there was no objec- 
tion. He heard no objection, and it is now too 
late to raise it. 

Mr. MORRIS, of Illinois. T raised the objec- 
tion as soon as I could ascertain the character of | 
the explanation the gentleman proposed to make. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks he gave 
abundant time for any gentleman to make objec- 
tion; but no objection was made, and he thinks 
it is now too late to raise objection. 

Mr. LOGAN. ‘The gentleman from Washing- 
ton stated, as I understood him, that he rose toa 
question of privilege. | 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman stated that | 


I call for tellers on the yeas 


Mr. LOGAN. I wish to call the attention of 
the Speaker to the fact that a few days ago my || 
colleague [Mr. McCiernanp] also rose to a per- 
sonal explanation, and was permitted to proceed | 
until he had partially read a paragraph in a news- 
paper, when objection was made, and the Chair | 
decided that my colleague could not proceed. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois : 


will remember that on the occasion to which he | 
refers his colleague stated that he rose to a privi- 
leged question; and the Chair decided, when ob- || 
jection was made, that it was not a privileged 
question. The gentleman from Washington now, |; 
however, stated that he rose to a personal expla- 
nation; and the Chair put the question to the 
House whether there was objection to his pro- | 
ceeding, and no objection was made. 

Mr, LOGAN. | ask that this question be now | 
settled. 

Mr. MAYNARD. I rise toa question of order. | 
I understand that the Chair has made a decision !: 


it the House. 


on the point of order presented, and unless an 


{| appeal is taken from that decision, 1 hold that 


debate is not in order, 

Mr. FLORENCE. Thatis a proper point, and 
I hope the gentleman will insist on it. 

Mr. LOGAN. I take an appeal from the de~ 
cision of the Chair. I do so with no discourtesy 
toward the gentleman from Washington, but be- 
cause Í donot want other gentlemen of this House 
to have privileges upon this floor which have been 
denied to one of my colleagues. 

The SPEAKER, Nobody would regret more 
than the Chair to know that the gentleman’s col- 
league was treated differently from other members. 
Certainly the Chair has’ never meant to do other 
than his duty asthe presiding officer of the House. 

Mr. HOUSTON. Ido not desire to prevent 
the gentleman from Washington making his ex- 
planation; bat I do think that this is the proper 
point for bringing to the attention of the Chair 
and the House the point of order which neces- 
sarily grows out of the proposed personal expla- 
nation, I have always understood that personal 
explanations proposed to be made in this House 
must, under the rules, relate to something that 
occurred in the House, or to something that may 
be found ‘in the official organ of the House. To 
such personal explanations 1 do not object, nor 
do I think the House will object tothem. But 
the personal explanation which the gentleman 
asks the privilege of making, is of an entirely dif- 
ferent character. He asks the privilege of reply- 
ing to some newspaper article, something not 
connected with the official proceedings of this 
House. If we permit gentlemen to make such 
personal explanations, we will give a latitude to 
our procecdings that must destroy the harmony 
and seriously interfere with the business of the 
House. I make the point of order, and I ask for 
the Chair’s decision. 

Mr. FLORENCE. The House is the best 
judge of whether that is or is not a good point; 
and the Fouse has already given the gentleman 
unanimous consent to make his personal expla- 
nation, 

Mr. HOUSTON. If the House is the best 
judge of the point of order, then I hope the gen- 
tleman will take his seat, and let the House de- 
cide it. I have no doubt the House will give a 
good judgment on the matter. 

Mr. FLORENCE. 1 submit that, pending an 
appeal, another point of order is not in order, 

Mr. HOUSTON. Iwil not be interrupted by 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania. [havea right 
to state my point of order, and I do not want to 
be interrupted every moment by little things 
which have no relevancy to the matter before the 
House, 

Mr. FLORENCE. I am submitting myself 
to a decision of the Chair on one point of order, 
and I insist that the gentleman from Alabama is 
not in order. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ala- 
bama has the right to state his point of order. 

Mr. HOUSTON, That is just what I propose 
to do. All Lask is that I may be saved from con- 
stant interruption, My point of order is this: 
the gentleman from Washington Territory pro- 
poses, as a matter of personal explanation, that 
which has no connection with his official conduct 
here, and which is no part of any transaction 
which has occurred in this House. It is nothing 
which has found its way into any of the official 


| proceedings of the House, either upon the Jour- 


nal or in the Congressional Globe, and it cannot 
therefore, under the rules, properly be a subject- 
matter of personal explanation. Thatis my point 
of order, and I ask the Chair to decide it. 

Mr. MAYNARD. The Chair has already 
decided that question of order. 

Mr. HOUSTON, The gentleman is mistaken. 
He has not decided it, for it was not brought to 
his attention unti} I raised it. 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Wash- 


| ington Territory asked leave to make a personal 


explanation. he Chair stated the question to 
There was no objection to granting 
the request at the time, and the gentleman from 
Washington proceeded to submit his remarks. 
The Chair is of the opinion that the gentleman is 
entitled to be heard, the objection now coming 
too late. 

Mr. MORRIS, of Ulinois. An appeal has been 
taken frora the decision of the Chair. * 
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Mr. McCLERNAND. I hope that my col- || 


Teague will withdraw his appeal from the decision 
of the Chair, It is true that I was cut off the 
other day ungenerously—perhaps I might use a 
stronger terni, but I will not—it is true that I was 
cut off the other day bya gentleman on the other 
side of the House, but the example is not worthy 
of being followed; and I therefore appeal to my 
colleague to withdraw his appeal from the de- 
cision of the chair. 

Mr. LOGAN. I withdraw my appeal. 

Mr. STEVENS, of Washington. Mr. Speaker, 
in the Boston Tlerald, of Monday last, appears 
this paragraph: 

“It appears, upon investigation, that the bonds were 
stolen to borrow money on for the use of the central Breck- 
inridge clab during the late presidential election; and the 
crisis in monetary affairs has prevented the return of the 
bonds betore the usual time to use them for their legitimate 
purposes.” 

And the Washington correspondent of The 
World, of New York city, writes, under date of 
the 24th instant, as follows: 

“The robbery of the Interior Department has caused 
some speculation here. It is thought by some, who are 
deemed au fait in Department information, that the defal- 
cation of the bonds has been going on since the commence- 
ment of the presidential campaign, and that the Breckin- 
ridge campaign club and Mr. Secretary Cobb know exactly 
how the securities were used and for what purpose. There 
is little doubt but a large portion of the bonds were depos- 
ited as collateral for the payment of moneys raised to carry 
on the presidential campaign on behalf of Mr. Breckin- 
ridge.” 

Those, sir, are the two paragraphs to Which my 
attention was called last evening; and they seem 
important enough to me to arrest the notice of 
this House. It was my fortune to be the chair- 
man of the Breckinridge central committee; and 
in the presence of the gentlemen of this House, I 
will say that I endeavored to do my entire duty | 
in that committee, according to the best of my 
ability. My heart was in the business; for I be- 
lieved that, in my humble sphere, I was striking 
a blow for the honor and the renown of my coun- | 
try, and for the perpetuity of its institutions. But 
here, sir, is a false and calumnious animadversion 
upon the honor and integrity of that committec, 
and of my own honor and integrity as its chairs 
man. Iam not known to fame; but Lam known 
as aman who, for twenty years, has gone through 
a life of peril, and has faced death more than once 
in the discharge of his duty. speak in the pres- 
ence of men who know these facts; men who have 
seen me at the head of the forlorn hope when, in 
the van of our victorious legions, I did my part 
in the great drama of the second conquest of Mex- 
ico. They well know that on my person I bear 
the wounds of service. 

In the far Northwest I have faced the savage 
foe, endured the perilsand hardships of the wilder- 
ness, aud done my part toward causing that wilder- 
ness to blossom like the rose, I speak of facts 
known to men upon this floor; and this most false, 
this most malicious slander, propagated against 
an honorable body of men, requires here the most 
severe rebuke. I never knew, and I presume the 
same is the case with the other members of the 
Breckinridge committee, that such bonds were in 
existence until Sunday evening, when the rob- 
bery was made known. I have, this morning, 
called on the honorable chairman of the commit- 
tee raised to investigate this matter, and insisted 
that he should probe it to the very bottom. Let | 
all the facts come out, and let the punishment fall 
upon the guilty. 

Į desire to say a word or two more. From an 
investigation which I made this morning, I have ; 
ascertained that the words “ upon investigation” 
were an interpolation made in the Herald office 
in Boston, and put into the telegram sent by its 
reporter, a young gentleman from this city. The 
reporter sent itasa rumor. The Herald published | 
it as a fact disclosed by actual investigation, | 
which shows a disposition foul and Joathsome on | 
the part of that newspaper, and worth y of rebuke 
and punishment; a disposition to resort to slander, 


faischood, and calumny for political purposes, |; 


and to break down an organization simply be- | 
cause it was adverse to the one with which its 
fortunes are allied, And by observing the lan- į 
guage in the World it will be seen that— | 
“Lt is THOUGHT by some, who are DEEMED au fait in De- 
partment information, wat the defalcation of the bonds has 
been going on since the commencement of the presidential 
campaign, and thatthe Breckinridge campaign club and | 


Mr. Secretary Cobb know exactly how the securities were 
used, aud fur what purpose.” t 


Thus the hard-earned reputation of honorable 
men is exposed tọ the irresponsible reports atid 
declarations of this foul and filthy horde of scav- 
engers who creep in the gutters and endeavor to 
cast their slime upon men upon whom ‘they are 
not worthy to look. In the investigation of this 
great crime of the robbery of the Indian bonds 
from the Interior Department, I would be glad if 
the committee could do something to put a stop 
to this slanderous and malignant defamation of 
character. J close by saying that we, the mem- 
bers of the Breckinridge committee, defy investi- 
gation; we court investigation; we demand in- 
vestigation at the hands of the committee. Itis 
with pride we can look all men in the face, and 
that no man has it in his power to cast any stain 
upon us. Knowing full well that my operations 
m the canvass were governed by honor and truth, 
I nevertheless deem it my duty now, and at all 
times, to vindicate my own reputation, and to 
brand, as they deserve, the false aspersions of the 
slanderer and the calumniator. 


LUDOVICUS BELDING. 


' Mr, RUST, by unanimous consent, mtroduced- 
the petition of the heirs of Ludovicus Belding, for 
the Issuc of a patent on an entry made by thein 
under the preémption act of the 29th of May, 
1830, of one quarter section of land in West Wash 
ington land district, Arkansas, together with the 
accompanying documents; which were referred 
to the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. BOCOCK obtained the floor. 

Mr. MORRIS, of Illinois. 1 hope the gentle- 
man from Virginia will allow me a single word 
in reference to the allusion made by the gentleman 
from Washington Territory. 

Mr. JONES. I object to debate. 

Mr. MORRIS, of Ulnois. If the gentleman 
insists upon his objegtion, of course I will desist. 

Mr. BOCOCK. Pil yield to the gentleman 
from Illinois with great pleasure. 

Mr. MORRIS, of Illinois. Iwas merely goin 
to say that the gentleman from Washington di 
call upon me, as chairman of the select commit- 
tee, this morning, and say that he desired an in- 
vestigation. I replied to him,as of course it was 
my duty to do, that I had no control over the 
matter, but would with pleasure lay any commu- 
nication he might make before the committee for 
theiraction, leaving them to determine whatshould 
be done in the premises. 


EXCUSED FROM SERVICE. 


Mr. BOCOCK. On Monday last, in pursu- 
ance of a suggestion made by the Secretary of 
the Interior, and under a resolution regularly 
passed by this House, a select committee of five 
was appointed to inquire into and report upon an 
embezzlement and defalcation which has lately 
occurred in the Department of the Interior. I 
did not hear that committee announced at that 
time. After the House adjourned I ascertained 


| that the Speaker had done me the honor to place 


me upon that committee. I had no opportunity 
then, of course, to ask to be excused; and I avail 
myself of this, the first occasion which has pre- 
sented itself, to ask that favor of the House. It 
is an important committee, and the duties of the 
committee ought to be promptly and efficiently 
discharged. In consequence of business arrange- 
ments at home, I am liable to be called away from 
the city any day—I do not know when—to be 
gone several days. I do not desire to keep that 
committee waiting my return, and I would be 
unwilling that they should prosecute their Jabors 
in my absence. I am already entitled, by the 
rules of this House, to exemption from service 
on the committee. By the 63d rule, a person 
already in service upon two committees of the 
House has a right to.claim exemption, if he 
thinks proper, from service upon a third com- 
mittee. Iam already a member of two regular 
committees of the House. But I do not care to} 
press that point; for I prefer, under the circum- 
stances I first stated, to throw myself upon the 
generosity of the House, and ask them to excuse 
me. I wish to say, in doing so, that I return 
my acknowledgment to the Speaker for the 
compliment he paid me in placing me upon the 
committee. I desire also to say, that in taking 
this step I mean not the slightest discourtesy to | 
any gentleman upon the committee. I could 
serve upon the committee with entire comfort to i 


H 
| 


myself, 86 far as th 
is concerned; but T do de 
stances, that the House: 
service. ee S 
~The question ‘was taken; and Mr. Be 
excused. : eae ae 

_ The SPEAKER sub: 
Tuomas, of Tennessee, 
occasioned. — ai 

Mr. SHERMAN. | I mové that the House res 
solve itself into the Committee of the Wholeon the 
state of the Union, with a view to take up House 
bill No. 865, known as the Indian. bill. Pend- 
ing that motion, I move that that bill be made the 
apenas order in committee. I will say’ to: the 

ouse that the bill is avery long one, but it is 
a formal bill, resting chiefly upon Indian treaties. 
Tt will take a long time to read it, but it will not 
occasion much discussion. a ' 

. SELECT COMMITTEE, 

Mr. MORRIS, of Minois.. With’ the permis- 
sion of the gentleman from Ohio, T desire. to lay 
a special matter before the Houses." o w 

Mr.SHERMAN. I will yield to the gentle- 
man fora moment. i 

Mr. MORRIS, of Illinois. I am ‘instructed by 
the select committee of five, appointed to investi- 
gate the alleged frauds in the Department of the 
Interior, to offer the following, which they think 
important that the House should adopt: ` 

Resolved, That the select committee appointed under a 
resolution of the House of the 24th instant, to investigate 
the alleged frauds in the Department of the Interior, have 
cave to sit during the sessions of the House, and at. such 
places in this city or elsewhere as they may deem advisa- 
bie; also, that said committee be authorized to employ a 
stenographer, at a rate not exceeding that paid to there- 
porters of the House for the Congressional Globe. 


Mr. JOHN COCHRANE. I would inquire 
of the gentleman from Illinois, what is the pros-. 
pect of the committee being required to sit in other. 

laces? 
P Mr. MORRIS, of Ilinois. I would niercly 
state, in reply to the honorable gentleman; from. 
New York, that the committee think it very prob- 
able that they may be required to sitin some other 
places—wheré, they have not cxactly, at this 
time, determined. They do not. know what. the 
future may develop. They want the power to 
sitat some other points, if it should become neces- 


sary. s 

Mr. STANTON. That is a privilege which 
has never been granted to any committee of the 
House. At the last session of Congress the priv- 
ilege was granted to one or two members of a 
committee to go wherever testimony. might be 
found, for the purpose of taking testimony to be 
used before the committee; but] havenever known. 
an instance in which a seleet committee has been 
authorized to leave the District, exceptin the case. 
of the Kansas investigating committee. ; 

Mr. MORRIS, of Illinois. There are:certain 
records at other points which we cannot get here, 

Mr. McCLERNAND. Lam wiling, so faras 
I am concerned, to allow the committeé to g0 
wherever they think proper to go, in order to effect 
the object for which thé committee was raised. I 
would be willing to rely upon their discretion that 
far; but unless the chairman of the committee can 
satisfy me that there is a necessity for a stenog- 
rapher to report the proceedings of this commit- 
tec, I shall be very much inclined to vote against 
that partof his resolution. Itis an extraordinary 
proceeding; and unless there is some satisfactory 
explanation upon that point, I shall move to strike 
out that part of the resolution which relates to 
the stenographer. 

Mi. MORRIS, of Ilinois. In reply to my col- 
league, I wish merely to state, in bchalf of the 
committee, that they think it will become imper- 
atively necessary that they should hold their sit- 
tings at some other point. We cannot now go 
into an explanation of this matter before the 
House. It would not be proper for me to do-it. 
I have consulted with the members of the com- 
mittee since the ebjection was ‘made. We think 
the House ought to trust us with this discretion. 
We think it is absolutcly necessary. 1 

Mr. KUNKEL. Mr. Speaker, } would sug- 
gest to the gentleman from IHünois,the chairman + 
of the select committee, that his resolution is de- 
fective in two or three particulars: The employ- 
ment of stendgraphers by gelect committees of. 
investigation of this nature always complicates 
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the accounts which are presented afterwards, by 
the clerk or stenographer employed, for adjust- 
mient to the committee on which I have the honor 
to serve. I would suggest to him the propriety 
and necessity of fixing the amount of compensa- 
tion.to be allowed to the stenographer or clerk em- 
ployed by the committee, if the House should see 
proper to grant the enlarged discretion embraced 
in this resolution. 

But, Mr. Speaker, I would suggest another dif- 
ficulty which occurs to my mind in reference to 
this resolution. It proposes to authorize the com- 
mittee to sit elsewhere than in the city of Wash- 
ington. It must be obvious to every gentleman, 
who has had any experience in reference to the 
procecdings conducted by committees of this na- 
ture, that exigencies arise from time to time in 
reference to the non-attendance of witnesses be- 
fore them, and they have to apply to the House 
for compulsory process in such cases. How can 
that power to compel the attendance of witnesses, 
which is vested in the House itself, be exercised 
when the committee is ata distant point? [should 
think it would be more proper for the committee 
to apply to the House from time to time for leave 
to go clsewhere and conduct the investigation, 
and not to ask this gencral power now, when the 
chairman of the committee is unable to say to the 
House that there is any necessity at present ex- 
isting for conferring it upon them. 

I therefore appeal to the gentleman to consider 
well the terms of this resolution before he presses 
it upon the consideration of the House. Unless 
the gentleman will withdraw his resolution for 
the present, I will move to lay it upon the table. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. I ask that the resolut 
tion be again reported. 

m : : 

The resolution was again read. 

Mr. CRAWFORD. If the gentleman from 
Maryland will withdraw his motion to lay the 
resolution upon the table, I will ofer an amend- 
ment which, I think, will meet his views. 

Mr. KUNKEL. I withdraw my motion, sir. 

Mr. CRAWFORD. I move, then, to strike 
out all after the word “elsewhere” to the end of 
the resolution, Iam perfectly willing to allow 
the committee to sit during the sessions of the 
House. J have no objection to that. I have no 
objection to their sitting at any place in the city 
where they may think it advisable; but I do not 
sce any necessity for giving the committee a rov- 
ing commission to travel to any part of the coun- 
try for the purpose of investigating this matter. 
The uniform rule for the last six years, I will 
state to the gentleman from Illinois, has been, 
where a committee has felt it necessary to go else- 
where, to send a sub-committee. Except in the 
case of the Kansas investigating committee, a 
whole committee has never been authorized to go 
away. In the case of the Kansas investigation, 
it was thought better to send the whole commit- 
tee, because it was more economical to send the 
whole committee than it would have been to bring 
the witnesses here who would have been neces- 
sary to investigate what the committee were ap- 
pointed to investigate. The committee were, 
thorefore, authorized to go to Kansas. There 
have been other committees appointed since that 
time; aud wherever it has been thought necessary 
to make investigations outside of the city of Wash- 
ington, asub-committechas been appointed. That 
is the course which has been uniformly adopted, 
so far as Í know; and I am, therefore, in favor of 
striking out all after that portion of the resolution 
which authorizes the committee to sit during the 
sessions of the House. Iam also opposed to the 
employment of these stenographers. It only af- 
fords occupation to some gentlemen who desire to 
spend a few weeks in the city of Washington at 
four, five, six, or seven dollars a day. Ido not 
know what isthe amount. I am informed by a 
member of the Committee of Accounts, that we 
pay them fifty dollars a day. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Maryland. I hope the gen- 
tleman from Georgia will allow me to say a word 
or two. 

Mr. CRAWFORD. I am opposed to employ- 


ing stenographers, or any one else, for the pur- 


pose of reporting speeches for gentlemen to be put’ 


1n the newspapers of the country, with a view of 
distinguishing partics who make cloquentspeeches 
‘before the committee. We have had enough ex- 
pense in that way. Ido not sce that thereisany 
necessity forit. F therefore hope that the House 


will vote it down, all except the first portion of 
the resolution. And now I will hear what the gen- 
tleman from Maryland has to say before I yield 
the floor. - . 

Mr. HARRIS, of Maryland. The gentleman 
from Maryland will be very brief. In the first 
place, as to the employment of stenographers, I 
will simply say to the gentleman from Georgia, 
that unless the committee are allowed to employ. 
a stenographer, it will be impossible for them to 
transact their business. They must have a clerk, 
and if their clerk is to write down the testimony 
word for word, his pay, from the extension of 
time, will amount to as much as the pay of a 
stenographer. We cannot get along without a 
stenographer. It will be impossible for the com- 
mittee to go into the investigation with which 
the House has charged them, unless the House 
chooses to give them the necessary facilities. 

As to a roving commission, the gentleman may 
be entirely satisfied, and the House may rest well 
assured, that unless there is some controlling and 
imperative reason which requires it, the commit- 
tee will never move one step from this District. 
They have sufficient information already, I may 
be permitted to say, to satisfy them that the au- 
thority which they ask is essential to the proper 
conduct of their investigation, and 1 hope that, 
without further discussion, the House will have 
sufficient confidence in their discretion and good 
sense to confer this power upon them. 

Mr.CRAWFORD. Do lunderstand the gen- 
tleman to say that the committee have already a 
clerk ? 

Mr. HARRIS, of Maryland. No, sir; we have 
no clerk. 

Mr. CRAWFORD. Do you want both a clerk 
and a stenographer? 

Mr. HARRIS, of Maryland. No; we want 
only a stenographer, who willact both as aclerk 
and stenographer. 2 

Mr.MAYNARD. I suggest to the gentleman 
from Georgia, thatit would be utterly impossible 
to conduct an investigation of this kind without 
the aid of a stenographer to take down the evi- 
dence; it would be utterly impracticable, unless 
the evidence was heard in parole, and not pre- 
served atall. I can readily conccive that,.in the 
investigation of a matter of this kind, there might 
be an exigency requiring the committee to leave 
the District, of such a nature that it would not be 
proper to disclose the object at present, for it 
might defeat the very purpose intended to be ac- 
complished. [hope, therefore, the resolution will 
be adopted. 

Mr. CONKLING. 
tion. 

Mr. CRAWFORD. The gentleman has not 
the floor for that purpose. 

Mr. CONKLING. I supposed the gentleman 
from Georgia had yielded the floor. 

Mr. MORRIS, of Ilinois.. The committee 
were informed, at an informal interview with the 
Secretary of the Interior on the day of their ap- 
pointment; that their labors would be extensive 
and laborious, and that it would take some time 
to investigate this matter. They have consulted 
him in the premises. 

Mr. CRAWFORD. I would ask the gentle- 
man from Illinois what amount of money will be 
paid per diem to the stenographer under this res- 
olution? 

Mr. MORRIS, of Hlinois. Just what is paid 
to the stenographers in the employment of the 
Globe office. 

A Memper. How much is that? 

Mr. CRAWFORD. I understand that, under 
this resolution, the stenographer would reccive 
fifty dollars a day; and, for one, I am not pre- 
pared to authorize the payment of that amount. 
Unless, therefore, the amount to be paid to the 
stenographer is specified, 1 shall vote against the 
resolution. 

Mr. MeCLERNAND. J would suggest to the 
gentleman from Georgia, that before he yields the 
floor, he move to amend the resolution, so as to 
limit the amount of compensation to be. paid to 
the stenographer. 

Mr. CRAWFORD. [have submitted a motion 
to strike out all after the word ‘ elsewhere” in 
the resolution. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 
A message was received from the Senate by 


I move the previous ques- 


Mr. Hicxey, its chief Clerk, informing the House 
that the President of the United States had noti- 
fied the Senate that he did, on the 22d instant, 
approve and sign a bill for the relief of William 
A. Linn’s estate; also that the Senate had passed, 
without. amendment, a bill (HI. R. No. 436) for 
the relief of Mrs. Eliza A. Merchant, widow of 
the late first. Lieutenant and Brevet-Captain 
Charles G. Merchant, of the United States Army; 
also that the Senate had passed bills of the fol- 
lowing titles, in which he was directed to ask the 
concurrence of the House: 
~ An act (No. 376) for the relief of Major Ben- 
jamin Alvord, paymaster, United States Army; 

An act (No. 463) for the relief of W. H. 
Vesey; and . 

An act (No. 523) for the relief of Lieutenant 
George L. Hartsuff, United States Army. 


LIEUTENANT GEORGE L. HARTSUFF. 


Mr. STANTON. lask the gentleman from 
Georgia to give way for one moment. ` 

Mr. CRAWFORD. Certainly. 

Mr. STANTON. On Monday last the House 
passed a bill for the relief of Lieutenant Hartsuff; 
on the same day the Senate passed a similar bill, 
which has just been sent in. I now ask that by 
unanimous consent, the Senate bill be taken up 
and passed. 

There being no objection, Senate bill No. 523, 
for the relief of Lieutenant George L. Hartsuff, 
was taken up, received its several readings, and 
was passed. 


STENOGRAPHER FOR COMMITTEE—AGAIN. 


Mr. CRAWFORD. I propose this amendment 
to the resolution of the gentleman from Illinois: 
that the stenographer shall actas clerk, and that 
his rate of compensation shall be $4 50 per col- 
umn of the Daily Globe. 

Mr. MORRIS, of Minois. I have no objection 
to that. Í 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER stated the question next to be 
on the further amendment striking out the clause 
of the resolution permitting the committee to hold 
its sessions elsewhere than in Washington city. 

Mr. JOHN COCHRANE. Is that pending 
before the House? I thought that amendment 
had been withdrawn. 

Mr. CRAWFORD. I will state that, after the 
remark of the chairman of the committee that the 
Secretary of the Interior has indicated his opin- 
ion that the committee may be required to sit else- 
where, I am willing to withdraw that amend- 
ment. 

The resolution as amended was then adopted. 

Mr. CASE moved to reconsider the vote by 
which the resolution was adopted; and also moved 
to lay the motion to reconsider on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. SHERMAN, I now renew my motion 
that the rules be suspended, and that the House 
resolve itself into the Committee of the Whole on 
the state of the Union, and, pending that motion, 
I move that the Indian appropriation bill be made 
a special order in committec. 

The motion making the bill referred to a spe- 
cial order was agreed to. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I now ask for the vote upon 
my other motion. 

The motion was agreed to. 

So the rules were suspended; and the Tlouse 
resolved itself into the Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union, (Mr. Sranrown in the 
chair,) and proceeded, as a special order, to the 
consideration of House bill No. 865, making ap- 
propriations for the service of the Indian depart- 
ment and for fulfilling treaty stipulations with 
various tribes of Indians for the year ending June 
30, 1862. 

The CHAIRMAN stated that the first reading 
of the bill would be dispensed with if no objection 
be made. 

Mr. GARNETT. 
bill. 

The Clerk commenced to read. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I will state to the gentle- 
man from Virginia that the bill is fifty pages 
long, and that after its first reading it must be 
read by clauses for amendment. F hope he will 
withdraw his objection to dispensing with the 
| first reading of the bill. 


I require the reading of the 
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A Memser. The gentleman from Virginia is 
notin his seat. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I move, then, that the first 
reading of the bill be dispensed with. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The Clerk commenced the reading of the bill 
by clauses for amendment. 

Mr. GARNETT. I called for the reading of 
the bill, and I should like to know who has 
wittidrawn my objection to dispensing with the 
reading. . ‘ 

The CHAIRMAN. The first reading of the 
bill was dispensed with bya vote of the committee. 

Mr. GARNETT. It could not have been dis- 
pensed with except by unanimous consent. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair supposes it 
may be done by a majority of the committee. 

Mr. MAYNARD. In order to obviate any 
misapprehension in relation to these items, I ask 
the chairman of the Committee of Ways and 
Means whether they conform to the estimates, 
and are required by law or treaty stipulations? 

Mr. SHERMAN. I will state to the honora- 
ble gentleman that there is not a solitary item in 
the bill which-has not been estimated for. Insome 
cases the Committee of Ways and Means have 
reduced the estimates, but in no case have they 
exceeded them. ; 

Mr. MAYNARD. I also asked the further 
question, whether most of the estimates-are not 
in conformity to law or treaty stipulation? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Nine out of ten are required 
by law or treaty stipulation; and all the others 
are for necessary contingencies for carrying on 
the service of the Indian department. 

Mr. COX. 1 ask the gentleman from Ohio 
whether the bill contains a provision transferring 
the Indian Bureau from the Interior to the War 
Department? 

Mr. SHERMAN. This is an appropriation 
bill; and, under the rules of the House, no pro- 
vision could have been inserted in the bill chang- 
ing an existing law. Such a provision would be 
an important change in the existing laws, and the 
bill contains no such provision. 

Mr. KUNKEL. I would suggest respectfully 
to the gentleman from Ohio, that this bill be laid 
aside until the select committee appointed to in- 
vestigate the charges of fraud in abstracting bonds 
belonging to some of these Indian tribes are pre- 
pared to report; because it may appear, from their 
report, that further legislation may be necessary 
for their protection in future. 

Mr. SHERMAN. ‘This bill has no connection 
whatever with the matter which the select com- 
mittee, to which the gentleman refers, was ap- 
pointed to investigate. This is the ordinary reg- 
ular appropriation bill for carrying into effect the 
treaty stipulations with these various tribes of 
Indians, and for carrying on the Indian service. 

Mr. KUNKEL. Iam aware of thats but if I 
am not mistaken, the payments to have been made 
through the abstracted bonds are a part of the 
appropriations provided for in this very bill. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Notatall. This bill has 
no connection with them at all. They are trust 
funds, to be paid to the Indians in addition to the 
moneys appropriated in this bill. This Sill has 
no connection with the subject of the abstracted 
bonds at all. 

Mr. GARNETT. I move to amend in line 
one hundred and seventy-nine, by striking out 
«© 410,000? and inserting ‘$5,000.’ 

Mr. Chairman, a short time ago I called for the 
reading of the bill. That objection was overruled, 
and the House decided by a majority that the 
reading should be dispensed with, I merely risc 
to state that I shall not insist on the reading of 
the bill, but reserve my point of order that the 
first reading of abill cannot be dispensed with 
except by unanimous consent; and in that con- 
struction of 
self will sustain me. I now offer the amendment 
I have suggested, and cali for a division of the 
committee on it. 


Mr. COLFAX called for tellers on the amend- 
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the rules I believe the Chairman him- į 
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Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. GARNETT 
and SpavuLpine were appointed. 

Mr. BARKSDALE, It is evident that there 
is nø quorum in the House. I move that the 
committee rise. 

The}CHAIRMAN.- The motion is not in 
order p#hding the division of the committee. 

Thecommittee divided; and the tellers reported 
—ayes 2, noes 45; no quorum voting. [Cries of 
“Call the roll °] 

Mr. BARKSDALE. I hope the roll will not 
be called. Let the committee rise. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Inever knew a quorum to 

¢ present on the consideration of an Indian appro- 
priation bill. Ifa quorum should be obtained, it 
would not remain for five minutes. 

Mr. GARNETT. I withdraw my motion to 
amend, and move that the committee rise. 

Mr. COLFAX. I desire to say to the gentle- 
man from Virginia and to the gentleman from 
Mississippi, that I suppose some of those Indian 
tribes will be much disturbed in consequence of 
the abstraction of their bonds; and I want toshow 
them that we are willing to attend to their busi- 
ness by passing their appropriation bill. 

The committee refused to rise. 

Mr. GARNETT. 
course of factions opposition to an appropriation 
bill; but so long as Lam present as a member of 
the House, I will not permit it to pass without a 
quorum to vote upon it. The rights of the mi- 
nority are still protected by the rules to the extent 
of not permitting less than a quorum to pass an 
appropriation bill except by unanimous consent, 
and that unanimous consent will never be ob- 
tained while I am in my seat. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘Does the gentleman from 
Virginia submit a motion ? 

Mr. GARNETT. 1 move to amend the one 
hundredandeigh ty-firstline, by striking out“ thir- 
ty,” and inserting *‘ twenty;”’ and now I call for 
a division on that motion. 

Mr. BARKSDALE. I hope gentlemen upon 
the other side of the House will not insist upon 
acting upon this bill to-day, I doubt very much 
whether there is a quorum in the city, and this 
bill cannot be passed unless there is a quorum 
present. 

The CHAIRMAN ordered tellers on the mo- 
tion to amend; and appointed Messrs. Harron 
and Courasx. 

The committee divided; and the tellers reported 
—ayes 3, noes 67. 

Mr. GARNETT. I will withdraw my motion 
if the committee will agree to rise; I submit that 
it is useless to continue here in session, unless 
there is to be a call of the House, and a quorum 
obtained. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Thereare some thirty mem- 
bors excused by order of the House, who can be 
brought here if necessary to make a quorum. { 
suppose there is not a single item in the bill to 
which any gentleman will object. If there is, I 
am willing that it shall be stricken out, and a vote 
taken upon it in the House. We cannot keep a 
quorum in the House to consider these formal 
appropriation bills. 

Mr. GARNETT. I would suggest that we 
had better have those thirty gentleman called in, | 
I think they would better be employed in passing | 
this bill than in the farcical proceedings of that | 
committee. I withdraw, however, my amend- 
ment. 

The Clerk proceeded with the reading of the 
bill. 

Mr. JENKINS. I move that the committee 
rise. | 

The question was taken; and the committee 
refused to rise. 

The Clerk read the following paragraph: 


Chippemas, Menomonees, Winnebagoes, and New York In- į 
dians—For education, during the pleasure of Congress, per į 


fifth article treaty 11th August, 1827, $1,509. 

Mr. GARNETT. I move to reduce the ap- 
000. 
Mr. SINGLETON demanded tellers on the 


; | 
l have no wish to pursue a | 


amendment. 


Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. GARNETT 
and Hoarp were appointed: 0-5. vg Stig 

The committee divided; and the tellers.reported’ 
—ayes 7, noes 52; no quorum: voting: So oc Ss 

The roll. was then called, andthe following 
members failed to answer to their names: 

Messrs. Charles F. Adams, Green Adams; Adrain, Alley, 
Willian C.-Anderson, Ashmore, Barr, Beale, Blair, Blake, 
Bonham, Boyce, Brabson, Branch, Briggs, Bristow, Brown, 
Burch, Burnett, Butterfield, Campbell, Carter,” Horace F. 
Clark, Clemens, Clark. B. Cochrane, John Cochrane, Cor- 
win, Covode, Curry, Curtis, Davidson,’ H.-Winter Davis, 
Reuben Davis, Dawes, De Jarnette, Delano, Diminick, 
Dunn, Edgerton, Edmundson, Edwards, Ely, English, 
Farnsworth, Ferry, Frank, Gilmer, Graham, Grow, Gurley, 
Hale, Hall, Hamilton, “Haskin, Hickman, Will, Holman, 
Honston, William As Howard, Humphrey, Jackson, Keitt, 
Willian Kellogg, Killinger, Kunkel, Lamar, Landrum, 
Larrabee, James M. Leach, Leake, Loomis, Love, Maclay, 
Mallory, Marston, Charles D. Martin, MeQucen, McRae, 
Miles, Millson, Millward, Sydenham Moore, Moorhead, 
Morrill, Morse, Nelson, Nixon, Noell, Olin; Palmer, Perry, 
Phelps, Potter, Pottle, Pryor, Pugh,. Reagan, Rice, Riggs, 
Christopher Robinson, Rufin, Rust, Scott, Scranton , Sedg- 
wick. Sickles, Wiliam Smith, William N. H. Smit ty 
Stallworth, Stevenson; James A. Stewart, William Stew- 
art, Stratton, Taylor, Thayer, Tompkins, Train, Under- 
wood, Vallandigham, Van Wyck, Verree, Waldron, Cad- 
walader C. Washburn, Eiihu B. Wasbburne, Israel Wash- 
burn, Webster, Whiteley, Windom, Winslow, and Wood. 

The committee rose; and the Speaker having 
resumed the chair, Mr. Sranron reported that 
the Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union had, according to order, had the Union 
generally under consideration, and particularly 
the Indian appropriation bill; and finding, itself 
withouta quorum, had caused the roll to be called, 
and had directed him to report the names of the 
absentees to the House. ; : 

Mr. FLORENCE. I move that the House:do 
now adjourn. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I demand the yeas and 
nays on the motion to adjourn, We can then see 
whether a quorum is present, or not. 

The yeas and nays Were ordered. 

The question was taken; and it was decided in 
the negative—yeas 42, nays 60; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs.'Thomas L. Anderson, Avery, Barksdale, 
Bocock, Boteler, Bouligny, John B. Clark, Clopton, James 
Craig, Burton Craige, Crawford, Curry, John G. Davis, 
Reuben Davis, De Jarnette, Edmundson, Farnsworth, Flor- 
ence, Garnett, Gartrell, Hardeman, Holman, William Row- 
ard, Hughes, Jackson, Jones, Larrabee, Charles D. Martin, 
Elbert S. Martin, Maynard, McClernand, Laban T. Moore, 
Niblack, Peyton, Quarles, Reagan, James ©. Robinson, 
Simms, Singleton, Stanton, Vance, and. Woodson—42. . 

NAYS—Messrs. Aldrich, Allen, Ashley, Bingham, Blair, 
Brayton, Buffinton, Burlingame, Burnham, Carey, Cobb, 
Cotiax, Conkling, Cox, Duell, Fiiot, Etheridge, Fenton, 
Foster, French, Gooch, John T. Harris, Hatton, Hoard, 
Hutchins, Irvine, Junkin, Francis W. Kellogg, Kenyon, 
Kilgore, DeWitt C. Leach, Lee, Logan, Longnecker, Love- 
joy, Marston, McKean, McKenty, McKnight, McPherson, 
‘Montgomery, Edward Joy Morris, Pendleton, Porter, Bd- 
win R. Reynolds, Jobn H. Reynolds, Royce, Sherman, 
Somes, Spaulding, Spinner, Stevens, Stokes, Theaker, 
Trimble, Wade, Walton, Wells, Woodrufl, and Wright 
60. : 7 

So the House refused to adjourn. 


During the vote, 

Mr. FLORENCE said: If there were a quorum 
present, I would not object to going on with the 
consideration of the public business. It is evi- 
dent, however, that there is no quorum present. 
I think it was the understanding, when we last 
adjourned, that no business should be done this 
week; and members, I have no doubt, are absent 
under that understanding. I do not desire to 
commit those gentlemen, so far as I am concerned. 
If there be no objection, I will suggest that the 
call of the House and the vote on the motion.to 
adjourn be canceled. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I think that there is a quo- 
rum present in the Capitol. There are the mem- 
bers of the special committee now in session. 
They can come down and attend our sittings. I 


| really do not see why we cannot go on with the 


public business. 

Mr. BARKSDALE. It was, I think, the gen- 
eralunderstanding that no business should be done 
this week ` 

Mr. SHERMAN. I never heard of its 

Mr. BARKSDALE. It was my understand- 
ing. Many gentlemen who fee! an Interest.in this 
appropriation bill are absent; cand it: sttikes me 
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that the other side ought not to press it through, 
especially when there is no quorum present. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Iwill make a proposition 
that will relieve the House. | move, by unani- 
mous consent, that the Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union be discharged from the 
further consideration of the Indian appropriation 
bill, and that it be brought into the House. It 
will then be up the first thing on Monday morn- 
ing. Iam sure that there can be no objection to 
the details of the bill. 

Mr. JONES. Ido not object, if we are to be 
allowed a separate vote on any of the clauses that 
may be specified. : 

Mr. SHERMAN. That certainly will not be 
objected to. ; 

Mr. FLORENCE. I take it also to be a part 
of the understanding that the call of the House 
and the vote on the motion to adjourn shall also 
be canceled. 

The SPEAKER. 


Is there any objection to 


the proposition of the gentleman from Ohio? It 
can only be received by unanimous consent. If 


there be no objection, the Indian appropriation 
bill will now be considered as pending before the 
House, and the main question as ordered. 
There was no objection; and it was ordered 
accordingly. 
Mr. THEAKER stated that his colleague, Mr, 


Brake, was paired with Mr. Logan until Mon-. 


day next. 

Mr. FLORENCE moved that the House do 
now adjourn. 

The question was taken; and the motion was 
agreed to. 

And thereupon (at twenty-five minutes past 
two o’clock, p. m.) the House adjourned 


IN SENATE. 7 
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Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Dr. Gurey. 
The Journal of Thursday last was read and 
approved, 
PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr. LANE presented the petition of Orlando 
B. Griffith, praying that the pension which he 
now receives may be made to commence from 
the date of the disability for which it was granted; 
which was referred to the Committce on Pen- 
sions, 

Mr. FITZPATRICK presented the memorial 
of the heirs of William and John Tarvin, praying 
an amendment of the laws passed for thetr reliefs 
which was referred to the Committee on Private 
Land Claims. 

Mr. HARLAN presented the petition of citi- 
zens of Kansas, praying the establishment of a 
mail route from Lawrence, in that Territory, to 
Sherman, in Texas; which was referred to the 
Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads, 

Mr. POWELL presented the petition of Wil- 
liam Harlow, administrator and heir-at-law of 
raddock, an officer in the revolutionary 
war, praying to be allowed commutation pay; 
which was referred to the Committee on Pen- 
sions. 

Mr. NICHOLSON presented the memorial of 
Albert Greenleaf, asking compensation for extra 
servicesas Navy agent; which was referred to the 
Committee on Naval Affairs, 

BILL INTRODUCED. 


Mr. LANE asked, and by unanimous con- 
sent obtained, Ioave to introduce a bill (S. No. 
530) to provide for the payment of clerks in the 
Jand offices in the State of Oregon; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands. 


DISPOSITION OF NATIONAL ARMS. 


Mr. WILSON. I submit the following reso- 
Jution; and ask for its consideration now, if there 
be no objection: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of War be, and he is here- 
by, requested io inform the Senate what disposition Das 
been made of the arms manufactured at the national arm- 
5 or purebased for the use of the Government during 
ast year; in what way they have been distributed, and 
what amount of them, if any, have been sold; to whom 
sold, and at what price; where the arms belonging to the 
United States are now deposited zin what places; how many 
of cach kind in the several depositories, and how they are 
protected. 


Mr. BENJAMIN. Let it lie over. 


Objection being made, the resolution was laid 
over under the rule. 


A PAPERS WITHDRAWN. 
On motion of Mr. IVERSON, it was 


Ordered, That the petition and papers in the case of Wil- 
liam Hazzard Wigg, asking compensation for losses in the 
revolutionary war, on the files of the Senate, be with- 
drawn. 


ADJOURNMENT TO WEDNESDAY. 
On motion of Mr. BIGLER, it was 


Ordered, That when the Senate adjourns to-day, it a- 
journ to meet on Wednesday next. 


DIPLOMATIC CORPS. 


Mr. CRITTENDEN. Mr. President, I beg 
leave to offer a resolution, and to ask for the im- 
mediate consideration of it. The object of it is 
to request the President of the Senate to assign a 
portion of the gallery of the Senate for the use of 
foreign ministers, their families, and suits. 

The Secretary read the resolution, as follows: 

Resolved, That the President of the Senate be requested 
to assign a portion of the gallery of the Senate for the use 
of the forcign ministers, their families, and suits; bat 
nothing herein contained shall affect the provisions of the 
48th rule of the Senate. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. I understand—and that 
is all I shall feel it necessary to say on the sub- 
ject—that the House of Representatives have 
passed a similar rule; and 1 hope the Senate will 
have no difficully in agreeing to it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Brigut 
in the chair.) The Senator from Kentucky asks 
for the immediate consideration of the resolution. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. If should like to hear it 
read again. 

The Secretary arain read the resolution. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there any 
objection to the consideration of the resolution ¢ 

Mr. DAVIS. I should Jike to hear the resolu- 
tion explained by the mover of it. 

Mr. MASON. Under the existing state of 
things, the ladics of the familics of forcign min- 
isters cannot get seats in the galleries; because, 
being foreigners, and guests of the country, and 
with all the sensitiveness that belongs to that sit- 
uation, they feel scruple, and very natural seru- 
ple, iu competing for seats. The secretaries and | 
the attachés of the foreign ministers are also placed | 
upon the same footing. The difficulty has been 
overcomcin the House of Representatives by as- | 
signing there a portion of the gallery for the use 
of these foreign ministers and their suits and fam- | 
ilies. 1 will state that, from conversation with the | 
Presiding Officer of the Senate—I mean the Vice | 
President—on the subject, and with one of the 
foreign ministers, I am satisfied it can be done | 
with great convenience, without disturbing our 
own people, and be very satisfactory. f 

Mr. DAVIS. Under the rules of the Senate, | 
foreign ministers are admitted on the floor of the | 
Senate. So far as they are concerned, therefore, 
ample provision has been made. As for the rest, 
I do not see that our courtesy should go beyond 
the point of considering their families as good as 
our own; and [ think it is rather stretching the 
point when we give them a preference over our 
own. Ido not believe there is any propriety in 
allowing a foreigner to have a seat which a citi- 
zen of the United States may not take in the Sen- 
ate Chamber of the United States. 
object to it. f 

Mr. MASON. Ido not mean to protract this | 
debate; but there is no man on this floor who will 
more immediately yield to the suggestion which 
I am about to make than the honorable Senator | 
himself. These gentlemen and ladiesare the guests | 
of the country; they are the guests of the nation. 

Mr. DAVIS. No, not at all. 

Mr. MASON, They are your guests and my 
guests, as long as they remain in the country. 

Mr. DAVIS Notatall. 

Mr. MASON. And I know that honorable 
Senator will always say a guest has a preferable 
place, even to a member of his own family. 

Mr. DAVIS. Ifhe be a guest. 

Mr. MASON, Well, that is the whole founda- 
tion of it. As I said before, we know very well 
that these guests of ours, for they are strictly so, | 
are not only forcigners, but many of themdo not! 
speak our language, and they have all the proper | 
and scrupulous delicacy and sensitiveness that | 


I therefore || 


i 
i 
{ 
Hi 


belong to their peculiar position in the country. | 
They cannot make their way as our own people | 


l 


would do and always do; and I submit to the 
honorable Senator that, in that condition, we 
should do what I belicve is everywhere dono— 
make a peculiar provision for them if they honor 
us with their presence. 

Mr. DAVIS. I will only say that they do not 
bear the relation of guests. They are here as the 
agents of foreign Governments, the representa- 
tives of foreign Governments; not as our guests; 
not here by our invitation, or dependent on our 
civility. ‘They are here to perform certain fanc- 
tions for their Governments. 

Mr. MASON. ‘Will the Senator allow mea 
moment? 

Mr. DAVIS. Certainly. . 

Mr. MASON. I think if the Senator will ex- 
amine the credential of a foreign minister, he will 
find it is nothing in the world but a letter of in- 
troduction, and asking the courtesies of the liost— 
the country—to the person who bears it, and res- 
idence among them. Itis nothing but aletter of 
introduction; a courteous letter of introduction. 

Mr. DAVIS. Iam sure the chairman of the 
Committee on Foreign Relations is pushing this 
case beyond what would be his view of it under 
othercireumstances. For instance, when we send 
such a man away, we are certainly not turning a 
guest out of our own house, and itis by no means 
an uncommon thing to discharge the agent of a 
foreign Government when he ceases to be accept- 
able to our own. 

Mr. MASON. Why is it not turning away a 
guest who docs not conduct himself asa guest 
should? 

Mr. DAVIS. Ifthe Senator considers that the 
agent of a foreign Government, sent here, paid by 
it to perform its duties and take care of its inter- 
ests, and in collision with us upon every point 
where there is to bea diversity of interest, is to be 
regarded as a guest invited into our house and to 
be entertained by us, I am really at a loss to un- 
derstand the power of language. It seems to me 
that nothing can be in more direct antagonism 
than the two relations. You receive an agent po- 
litely. He brings you a letter of introduction, 
and you treat him courteously. That docs not 
make him your guest. He is nothing in the na- 
ture of a guest. Jtis a matter of very little im- 
portance to me; but I hold to the fact that every 
citizen of the United States, being a sovercign in 
his own right, his family has as good a right toa 
favorable seat in the Chamber ot the Senate as 
the family of any foreigner. 

Mr. SEWARD. F hope, sir, this resolution 
may pass. I think that the law of nations as now 
understood, is regarded as obliging ail civilized 
nations to receive representatives from other civ- 
Mized States, and it is not allowed by that code to 
any State to isolate itself from communications 
by resident ministers and embassadors. These 
representatives arc not regarded as individuals, 
but they are regarded as presenting themscl ves in 


| foreign countries as direct and immediate repre- 


sentatives, not of monarchies or of republics, not 
in referenev to the particular forms of their gov- 
ernments, but representatives of the nations them- 
selves from which they come. I think that this 


j has been the universal sentiment of our people, 


as it is of all other civilized countries. The 
House of Representatives has practiced upon this 
principle in assigning a proper and convenient 
place to these representatives, where they may 
hear the debates and inform themsclves of the 
condition of the country. The Senate has acted 
upon it in the same way by allowing these per- 
sons the privilege, allowed to very few others, 
of entering upon the floor of the Senate. For 
many of them, that is less convenient, while itis 
more inconvenient to us than it would be if they 
had a place assigned to them in the galleries. The 
principie on which we extend to them the priv- 
ilege of the floor is exactly the same as sustains 
this resolution. Itis not honor; itis not com- 
plimentary; it is a mere matter of courtesy. We 
have made very spacious galleries. They are 


| seldom crowded. Certainly, there is room enough 


in them for the representatives of foreign Govern- 
ments; and as they are Strangers, many of them 
not speaking our language, they may often find 
it embarrassing to obtain for themselves a place 
in the audience generally; and it would be better 
for them, and better subserve their convenience, 
to have a place specially assigned to them, which 
should be known to be theirs, to be occupicd only 
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by them, unless they should decline to occupy it; 
and if they should decline to occupy it on any 
occasion, it might be appropriated to citizens of 
the United States, 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Isit too late to object to 
the consideration of this resolution? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. There was no 
objection made at the time the resolution was of- 
fered. It is under discussion now, and the ques- 
tion is on agreeing to the resolution. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. It is a matter that I donot 
wish to take up the time of the Senate in discuss- 
ing; and I think the best way to get rid of it 
would be to object tongs consideration, and let it 
go over. [‘* Postpone 1t.°] I move to postpone 
it until to-morrow. 

The motion was not agreed. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. I will make a single 
remark or two. I hardly think that I should have 
proposed this resolution at all if I had supposed 
it would be deemed a matter of consequence or 
importance enough to lead to any discussion or 
any objection. I did not suppose it would. It is 
assigning to respectable foreigners, who are here 
in official capacity, a seat in the gallery. Is there 
any thing in this that does not become the hospi- 
tality and courtesy with which the American peo- 
ple, in their private capacity, in their private 
houses, receive respectable strangers and foreign- 
ers? It is because I think it becomes the hospi- 
tality, and is a graceful exercise of the courtesy, 
of the people of the United States, that I have been 
induced to offer this resolution and shall vote for 
it; that isall. I view itin that light. I never 
thought of starting any question of rivalry be- 
tween these foreignersand our American citizens 
as to privileges or distinctions to be granted here. 
It is not the occasion for any such question. It 
is a matter of civility and courtesy to strangers 
and to foreigners who are here on business with 
our Government; thatis all. Iam sure itis not 
for us beyond that measure of courtesy which 
they would receive from every American gentle- 
man in whose house they might be. 

Sir, there is a reason a little beyond this, I 

think, why they should have seats assigned them. 
We desire to open to them all the means of in- 
formation whatever of the country and of the 
Government to which they have beensent. This 
is one of the means. Important debates are ex- 
pected to-day. How could any one get into these 
galleries? You have privileged ministers to come 
on this flocr; but that does not include the whole 
class of official foreigners by any means; and all 
but the ministers themselves would be excluded. 
` I will not argue the question at all. The Sen- 
ate may dispose of it as they please. If they 
choose to convert a mere question of courtesyand 
of hospitality into a great question of privilegesand 
distinctions, I have nothing more to say aboutit; 
but I think there is not an American citizen who 
would not fecl that the Senate of the United States 
might well show this mark of the courtesy and 
hospitality of America and of this Government. I 
have no more to say about it. I hope the ques- 
tion will be put. 

The resolution was agreed to. 


STATE OF THE UNION. 


Mr. POWELL. Mr. President, the special 
committee of the Senate, to whom was referred 
that portion of President’s message relating to the 
present agitated condition of the country, have 
directed me to report. I send to the Seeretary’s 
table the journal of the proceedings of the com- 
mittee. {ask that the report be read. 

The Secretary read, as follows: 

The committee of thirteen, appointed by order of the 
Senate, of the Wth instant, have agreed upon the folowing 
resolution, and report the same to the Senate: 

Resolved, That the committee have not been able to agree 
upon any general plan of adjustment, and report that fact 
to the Senate, together with the journal of the committee. 

Mr. POWELL. I move that the report and 
the journal of the committee be printed. : 

The PRESIDINGOFFICER. That order will 
be made, unless objected to. 

Mr. DOUGLAS rose. - 

ThePRESIDINGOFFICER. The Chairhears 
no objection. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. I rose to say a word on the 
question of printing. we 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will 
hear the Senator. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. | desire to discuss the ques- 


tion which is contained in the reportahd journal, 
not at this time, but at as carly a peridd as pos- 
sible. The Senate will not meet tomor: and 
J desire that the motion may lic over untiWWed- 
nesday. ` 

Mr. GWIN. I will suggest to the Senator 
from Illinois that he had better select some other 
day. There is a special order—the Pacific rail- 
road bill—for that day; and I hope the Senator 
will not interfere with it, Say Thursday. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. IfI had any assurance that 
the Pacific railroad bill could be disposed of in 
one day or two days, I should be willing to waive 
my remarks for that time; but, from what I have 
learned, I am perfectly satisfied the Senator can- 
not get the Pacific railroad bill through on Wed- 
nesday. 

Mr. GWIN. 
day. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. But itl the present condition 
of the country, certainly there are other questions 
that will override it. Otherwise, | would not be 
in the way; for the Senator well knowsthat I have 
always supported every Pacific railroad bill. I 
am certain we cannot get action on it on that day. 

Mr. MASON. Allow me to suggest to the 
Senator to let the order to print be made, and 
move pro forma to print an additional number of 
copies. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. Lam willing to do that, if I 
may have the floor on Wednesday to discuss the 
question. 

Mr. COLLAMER. Does the Senator propose 
to make it a special order for Wednesday? 

Mr. DOUGLAS. No; I move to postpone it 
until one o’clock on that day, for the purpose of 
then addressing the Senate. 

Mr. COLLAMER. A special order will take 
precedence of it, of course. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The order then 
will be, that the usual number be printed. 

Mr. POWELL. The order is already made 
that the report and journal be printed. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question 
on printing extra numbers will remain over. 

Mr. POWELL. 1 now move that one thou- 
sand extra copies of the report and journal of the 
committee be printed. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, That motion 
will go to the Committee on Printing, under the 
rules, : 

Mr. POWELL. Let it stand over until Wed- 
nesday, at one o'clock. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That will be 
considered as the sense of the Senate, unless ob- 
jected to. 


AMENDMENTS TO THB CONSTITUTION. 


Mr. CRITTENDEN. [had the honor, some 
days ago, of submitting to the Senate a resolution 
which was referred to the committee of thirteen, 
Į believe. I desire to inquire whether there was 
any reference of it. Idid not move any refer- 
ence; and Iam not sure, though the committee 
had it under consideration, that there was any ref- 
erence. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Sen- 
ator refer to the joint resolution that he intro- 
duced? 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. Yes, sir. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
referred, the Chair is informed. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. Then, sir, I desire to 
fix some day for its consideration. ‘The gentle- 
man from Ilinois has moved to postpone this re- 
port till Wednesday; and perhaps it would be 
better—though there can be but litde hope that it 
will be discussed on that day—that this should 
accompany that. The one is germane to the 
other. I move, therefore, that it be made the spe- 
cial order for Wednesday next, at one o’clock. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The first ques- 
tion will be on taking up the resolution for con- 
sideration. The Senator from Kentucky moves 
to take up the joint resolution (S. No. 50) pro- 
posing certain amendments to the Constitution of 
the United States. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question 
now is on postponing the further consideration 
of the resolution until Wednesday next, and 


It is the special order for that 


Tt was not 


making it the special order for one o’clock on that | 


day. 


Mr. CRITTENDEN There are other reso- 
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lutions that relate to amendments to. the -Constic 
tation. ; CE al 8 ae ‘ 
The PRESIDING OFFICER 
will embrace all the resolutions.’. 
The motion was agreed to. ©.” 


TERRITORY OF ÄRIZUMA. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the V i 
resumed the consideration of the bill (S; Nos: 
365) to provide a temporary government forthe 
Territory of Avizuma, and to create the office of 
surveyor general therein; the pending question 
being on Mr. Trumsuy’s: amendment. to’ the: 
amendmentof Mr. Brown. Mr. Brown’s amend- 


ment was to add as an additional séction! F 

Andbe it further enacted, That the actof the Legislative 
Assembly.of New Mexico, approved February 3, 1859,:en- 
titled “ An act to provide for the protection of property in, 
slaves in this Territory,” bë, and. the same is hereby, 
extended to, and declared in, force in,:the Territory of 
Arizuina, and it shall not be repealed during the territorial 
existence of said Territory. $ ea: 

Mr. Tromevtt moved to amend the amendment 
by striking out all after the word: *that,?’ and 
inserting: eg Ae Se Aes 

The law in respect to African slavery, as it. éxisted in, 
said Territory at the time of its acquisition from’ México; 
shall remain unchanged until its admission-as.a States‘) * 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question 
is on agreeing to the amendment to the amend- 
ment. Is the Senate ready for the question? 

Mr. IVERSON. Let us have the yeas and 
nays upon it, . 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

r. TRUMBULL. That amendment I be- 
lieve pretty fully explains itself. Ido not desire ` 
to occupy the attention of the Senate in makin 
any remarks upon it, further than to state that 
hope it will receive the sanction of this body. 
Here is a region of country about to be organized 
into a territorial government, which, at the time 
we acquired it, was under a law excluding Afri- 
can slavery from it. Now, the question is, when 
it becomes incorporated with this Government, 
without any action of the people there, or any 
desire to have that law changed, whether we 
should not continue the existing state of things. 
That is what we propose by this amendment— 
that the status of the country in respect to Afri- 
can slavery as it was when we acquired it, shall 
continue. This is not the Wilmot proviso, to 
exclude slavery; it has been done already; nor is 
it like the section proposed by the Senator from 
Mississippi, a provision establishing slaver 
there; but it is to leave the country in the condi- 
tion in which we found it when it was acquired 
The amendment explains itself;.and as the yeas 
and nays have been ordered upon it, I have no 
desire to take up the time further than to record 
my vote in its favor. i 

Mr. GREEN. The Senator from Ilinois is 
greatly at fault. Iwill not now say, because it 
is not necessary, what the law of Mexico was, 
and what the effectof that. law would be afteran- 
nexation; but I do say, that the proposition made 
by the Senator from Mississippi is simply to con- 
tinue the existing law over Arizona, _Underthe 
law of 1850, New Mexico was organized. When 
the Gadsden treaty was made, it was annexed to 
New Mexico and placed under the law of that 
Territory.: New Mexico passed. the identical law 
that my friend from Mississippi has proposed to 
make the law of Arizuma. It is the present law 
of Arizona; and when he proposes, therefore, to 
make it the permanent law of Arizuma, he pro- 
poses to do no wrong to anybody. He does not 
propose to change the law that existed in the 
Gadsden purchase, for that is already changed by 
the existing law of New Mexico. There is no 
mistake about it; and the Senator from Lhinois is 
greatly at fault when he says we propose to change 
a law that existed, and with which the people 
were satisfied. The law which the Senator from 
Mississippi proposes to make the permanent law 
is the existing law—the law that nobody can 
change, without competent authority. I thought, 
perhaps, it was unnecessary to propose it, because 
I knew the people there would have just exact? 
such institutions as they wanted; and therefore. 
thought it was unfortunate that my friend from 
Mississippi offered it; but when he offers it, the’ 
principle being right, the law being right, T can- 
not vote against rt. oe oe i 

But my friend from Hlinois: is greatly at fault 
when he says we are proposing to interfere with 
the. people who do notdesire any such law, They 
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have already submitted to it. We are not talking 
about what the law of Mexico was. That is all 
changed and abrogated. When we took the Gads- 
den purchase, which is now proposed to be made 
the Territory of Arizuma, we annexed it to New 
Mexico, and put itunder the jurisdiction of New 
Mexico. New Mexico passed the identical law 
that my friend from Mississippi says shall not 


be changed; and the only question is in regard | 


to this phrase, in which Í think my friend from 
Mississippi is wrong-—it shall not be changed. I 
think we had better leave it as it is, subject to 
the control of the people of the Territory, under 
the Constitution of the United States, according 
to the principles of the original bill. But to say 
that we are seeking to legislate contrary to the 
original status of the people there, is a mistake. 
All of that has already been changed, and we are 
now compelled to say whether we will leave the 
people there free—free as the Constitution per- 
mits them to be-—or whether we will, by an ar- 
bitrary act, make it a permanent thing or not. I 
prefer not to doit. I prefer to leave the people 


erfectly free, subject to the Constitution of the | 


nited States. I understand that Constitution in 
a certain way, and others may understand it in 
another. Ifthere is a difference of opinion as to 
what that Constitution means, lct thecourt decide 
it. I think it has already decided it; but if there 
is doubt upon that point, let them decide it again, 
and let us have no quarreling. Let us have peace, 
But whether we can do that or not, let us give 
territorial organization to the people, so that they 

` may be harmonious, homogeneous, happy, peace- 
able, and prosperous. 

Mr. BROWN. Mr. President, this question 
cameup on Thursday, and the Senator from Louis- 
jana (Mr. Bensamin] had the floor. He was not 
then ready to go on with his speech. If he is 

repared now to proceed, I will yield the floor. 

do not want to have a vote taken on this prop- 
osition without its being fully understood; but I 
will yield to him, if he desires it. 


ADMISSION OF KANSAS, 


Mr. COLLAMER. Will the gentleman jin- 
dulge me one moment? I have no desire to inter- 
ruptthe gentleman from Louisianain his speaking, 
but there is a special order made for one o’clock 
to-day, and I take it, under our rule, it would be 
the duty of the Chair to call that up even if the 
gentleman has the floor, That special order is 
the bill for the admission of Kansas. I wish an 
order taken in relation to that, so as to preserve 
it in its position, before the gentleman procecds 
with his remarks, as I presume he will want to 
occupy beyond that time. 

Mr. BENJAMIN. Lam willing that any dis- 
position be made of that matter in advance, of 
course, 

Mr. COLLAMER. Let us make it now, before 
one o'clock comes. 

Mr. BENJAMIN. It can be disposed of now. 
Tam willing to address the Senate now, oratone 
o’clock, 

Mr, COLLAMER,. Then, sir, by common 
consent, 1 desire that the special order for one 
o’clock to-day—the bill for the admission of Kan- 
sas—be postponed until Monday next, and be 
made the special order of the day for that day at 
one o'clock. ft Very well.’’7] If there be no 
objection, I desire to have that disposition made 
of the subject. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there be no 
abjection, the bill will be considered as before the 
Senate, and the question is on postponing it until 
Monday next, and making it the special order for 
that day at one’clock, 

The motion was agreed to. 


AMENDMENTS TO THE CONSTITUTION. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, re- 
sumed the consideration of the joint resolution 
(S, No. 48) introduced by Mr. Jounson, of Ten- 
nessee, proposing amendments to the Constitu- 
tion of the United States. 

Mr. BENJAMIN, Mr. President, when I 
took the floor at our last adjournment I stated 
that I expected to address the Senate to-day in 
reference to the critical issue now before the 
country. I had supposed that by this time there 
would have been some official communication to 
the Senate in reference to the fact now known to 
all of the condition of affairs in South Carolina. 


e, for the purposes of the remarks 


officia 
them. ind, Mr. President, probably never hasa 
deliberative assembly been called upon to determ- 
ine a question calculated to awaken a morc sol- 
emn sense of responsibility than those that now 
address themselves to our consideration. We 
are bronght at last, sir, directly forced, to meet 
promptly an issue produced by an irresistible 
course of events whose inevitable results some of 
us, at least, have foreseen for years. Nor, sir, 
have we failed in our duty of warning the Repub- 
licans that they were fast driving us to a point 
where the very instincts of self-preservation would 
impose upon us the certain necessity of separa- 
tion. We repeated those warnings with a depth 
of conviction, with an earnestness of assertion 


| that inspired the hope that we should succeed in 


imparting at least some faint assurance of our 
sincerity to those by whose aid alone could the 
crisis be averted. But, sir, our assertions were 
derided; our predictions were scoffed at; all our 
honest and patriotic efforts to save the Constitu- 
tion and the Union sneered at and maligned, as 
dictated, not by love of country, but by base am- 
bition for place and power. 


Mr. President, it has been justly said that this į 


is no time for crimination; and, sir, itis in no 
such spirit, but with the simple desire to frec my- 
self personally, as a public servant, from all re- 
sponsibility for the present condition of affairs, 


that I desire to recall to the Senate some remarks | 
made by me in debate more than four years ago, 


in which I predicted the precise state of public 


feeling now, and pointed out the two principal | 


causes that were certain to produce that state. 


; f 
The first was the incessant attack of the Repub- 


licans, not simply on the interests, but on the 
feclings and sensibilities of a high-spirited people 
by the most insulting language, and the most of- 
fensive epithets; the other was (heir fatal suceess 
in persuading their followers that these constant 
aggressions could be continued and kept up with 
no danger; that the South was too weak and too 


conscious of weakness to dare resistance. Sir, on | 


the 2d of May, 1856, after reviewing this subject 
at some length, | said: 


“ Now, Mr. President, when we sce these two interests 
contrasted—the North struggling for the possession of a 
power to which sbe has no legitimate claim under the Con- 
stitution, for the sole purpose of abusing that power—the 
South struggling for property, honor, safety—all that is dear 
to min--tell me if the history of the world exhibits an ex- 
ample of a people occupying amore ennobling attitude than 
the people of the South? To vituperation they oppose 
calm reason. To menaces and threats of violence, and 
insulting assumptions of superiority, they disdain reply. 
‘fo direct attacks on their rights or their honor, they appeal 
to the guarantees of the Constitution ; aud when those guar- 
autees shall faih and not till then, will the injured, outraged 
South throw her sword into the scale of her rights, and ap- 
peal to the God of battles to do her justice. l say her 
sword, because J am not one of those who believe in the 
possibility of a peacetw disruption of the Union. It can- 
not come until all possible means of conciliation have been 


exhausted ; it cannot come until every angry passion shall | 


have been roused 3 it cannot come until brotherly fecling 
shall have beer converted into deadly hate; and the 
with fecli embittered by the consciousness of in} te, 
or passions bigh-wrought and inflamed, dreadful will be the 
interuecine war that must ensue. 


«Mr. President, among whit I consider to be the most | 


prominent dangers that vow exist, is tbe tet that the Jead- 
ers of the Republican party at the North have succeeded 
in persuading the masses of the North that there is no dan- 
ger. ‘They have finally so wrought upon the opinion of 


their own people at home by the constant iteration of the į 


same false statements and the same false principles, that 
the people of the North cannot be made to believe 
South is in earnest, notwithstanding its calm and resolute 


if ever the clouds shall bur 


taught to laugh at the danger of dissolution. One honor- 


i able Senator ts reported to have said, with exquisite amen- 


ity, that the South could not be kicked out of the Union. 
"fhe honorable Senator trom New York say 


« ©The slaveholders, in spite ofall their threats, are bound | 
to it by the same bonds, and they are bound to it also by a į 
bond peculiarly their own—that of dependence on it for their : 


own safety. Three million slaves are a hostile fo 
stantly in’ their presence, in their very midst. The 
war is always the most fearful {orm of war. T 
without sympathizes with the servile enemy. 


holders—their only protection. 
son of madness, recede from tbat Union, and provoke that 
war, they will-—soon come back again.’ 

«The honorable Senator from Ma 
SON} induiges in the repetition of a fi 
g s peculiarly to picase his ear and 
sents the southern mother as 


are of rhetoric that 
ickle his faney. He 


repr 


that is a bond of Union which we dare not violate.” 


to make, that those facts have been | 
‘communicated, and address myself to | 


hat the | 5 E 
+, use the language of the Declaration itself, is in- 
determination which produces the quiet so ominous of evil i 
- ‘The people of the North are j 


Against that : 
war the American Upion is the only defense of the siave- | 
Tfever they shall, in asea- | 


chusetts [Mr. Wir- = 


sping her jafant with 5) 
conyulsive and closer embrace, because the black avenger, | 
with uplifted dagger, would be at the door, and he tells us 


Mr. President, no man can deny that the words 
uttered four years and a half ago form a faithful 
picture of the state of things that we see around 
us now. Would to God, sir, that I could believe 


|-that the apprehensions of civil war, then plainly 
| expressed, were but the vain imaginations of a 
| tmorous spirit. 


Alas, sir, the feelings and sen- 
timents expressed since the commencement of this 


; session, on the opposite side of this floor, almost 


force the belief that a civil war is their desire; 
and that the day is full near when American citi- 
zens are to meet cach other in.hostile array; and 
when the hands of brothers will be reddened with 
the blood of brothers. 

Mr. President, the State Of South Carolina, with 
a unanimity scarcely with parallel in history, has 
dissolved the union which connects her with the 
other States of the confederacy, and declared her- 
self independent. We, the representatives of 
those remaining States, stand here to-day, bound 
cither to recognize that independence, or to over- 
throw it; either to permit her peaceful secession 


| from the confederacy, or to put her down by force 


of arms. That is the issue.. That is the sole 
issue. No artifice can conceal if. No attempts 
by men to disguise it from their own consciences, 
and from an excited or alarmed public, can suffice 
to conceal'it. Those attempts are equally futile 
and disingenuous. As for the attempted distinc- 
tion between coercing a State, and forcing all the 
people of the State, by arms, to yield obedience 
to an authority repudiated by the sovereign will of 
the State, expressed in its most authentic form, 
it is as unsound in principle as it is impossible of 
practical application. Upon that point, however; 
{ shall have something to say a little further on. 

If we elevate ourselves, Mr. President, to the 
height from which we are bound to look in order 
to embrace all the vast consequence that must 
result from our decision, we are not permitted to 
ignore the fact that our determination does not 
involve the State of South Carolina alone. Next 
week, Mississippi, Alabama, and Florida, will 
have declared themselves independent; the week 
after, Georgia; and a little later, Louisiana; soon, 
very soon, to be followed by Texas and Arkan- 
sas. I confine myself purposely to these eight 
States, because I wish to speak only of those 
whose action we know with positive certainty, 
and which no man can for a moment pretend to 
controvert. F designedly exclude others, about 
whose action I feel equally confident, although 
others may raise a cavil. 

Now, sir, shall we recognize the fact that South 
Carolina has become an independent State, or 
shall we wage war against her? And first as to 
her right. Ido not agree with those who think 
it idle to discuss that right. In a great crisis like 
this, when the right asserted by a sovereign State 
is questioned, a decent respect for the opinions of 
mankind at least requires that those who main- 
tain that right, and mean to act upon it, should 
state the reasons upon which they maintain it. If, 
in the discussion of this question, I shall refer to 
familiar principles, itis not that I deem it at all 
necessary to call the attention of members here 
to them; but because they naturally fall within 
the scope of my argument, which might other- 
wise prove unintelligible. 

From the time that this people declared its in- 
dependence of Great Britain, the right of the peo- 


| ple to self-government in its fullest and broadest 


extent has been a cardinal principle of American 
liberty. None deny it. And in that right, to 


cluded the right whenever a form of government 
becomes destructive of their interests or their 
safety, ‘to alter or to abolish it, and to institute 
anew government, laying its foundation on such 
principles and organizing its powers in such form 
as to them shall seem most likely to effect their 
safety and happiness.” I admit that there is a 
principle that modifies this power, to which I shall 
presently advert; but leaving that principle for a 
moment out of view, I say that there is no other 
modification which, consistently with our liberty, 


| we can admit, and that the right of the people of 


one generation, in convention duly assembled, to 
alter the institutions bequeathed by their fathers 
is inherent, inalienable, not susceptible of restric- 
tion; that by the same power under which one 
Legislature ean repeal the act of a former Legisla- 
ture, so can one convention of the people duly as- 
sembled, repeal the acts of a former convention 
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of the people duly assembled; and that it isin strict 
and logical deduction from this fundamental prin- 
ciple of American liberty, that South Carolina has 
adopted the form in which she has declared her 
independence. She has in convention duly as- 
sembled in 1860, repealed an ordinance passed by 
her people in convention duly assembled in 1788. 
“If no interests of third parties were concerned, if 
no question of compact intervened, all must ad- 
mit the inherent power—the same inherent power 
which authorizes a Legislature to repealalaw, sub- 
ject to the same modifying principle, that where 
the rights of others than the people who passed 
the law are concerned, those rights must be re- 
spected and cannot be infringed by those who de- 
scend from the first Legislature or who succeed 
them. If alaw be passed by a Legislature im- 
paris acontract, that law is void, not because the 
egislature under ordinary circumstances would 
not have the power to repeal a law of its prede- 
cessor but because by repealing a law of its pre- 
decessor involving a contract, it exercises rights 
in which third persons are interested, and over 
which they are entitled to have an equal control. 
So in the case of a convention of the people as- 
suming to act in repeal of an ordinance which 
showed thcir adherence to the Constitution of the 
United States, the power is inherently in them, 
subject only to this modification: that they are 
bound to exercise it with due regard to the obli- 
gations imposed upon them by the compact with 
others. 

Authorities, on points like this, are perfectly 
idle; but I fear that I may not have expressed the 
ideas which I entertain’so well as I find them ex- 
pressed by Mr. Webster in his celebrated argu- 
ment in the Rhode Island case. He says: 

“First and chief, no man makes a question that the 
people are the source of all political power. Government 
is instituted for their good, and its members are their agents 


andservants. He who would argue against this, must argue 
without an adversary. And who thinks there is any pecen- 


liar merit in asserting a doctrine like this, in the midst of 


twenty million people, when nineteen million nine bun- 
dred and niucty-nine thousand nine hundred and nincty- 
nine of them hold it, as well as himself? ‘There is no other 
doctrine of government here; ‘And no man imputes to an- 
other, and no man should claim for bimself, any particular 
merit for asscrting what everybody knows to be true, and 
nobody denies.” — Works of Daniel Webster, vol. 6, p. 221. 


But he saysin this particular case an attempt is 
made to establish the validity of the action of the 
people, organized in convention, without their 
a 


aving been called into convention by the exer- 
cise of any constituted authority of the State; and 


against the exercise of such a right of the people 
as that he protests. He says: 


“ Is it not obvious enough that men cannot get together 
and count themselves, and say they are so many hundreds 
and so many thousands, and judge of their own qualifica- 
tions, and call themselves the people, and set up a govern- 
ment? Why, another ‘set of men forty miles off, on the 
same day, with the same propriety, with as good qualiftea- 
tions, and inas large numbers, may meet and setup another 
government; one may meet at Newport and another at 
Chepachet, and both may call themselves the people. ”?”— 
Tbid., p. 226. 


Therefore, he says, it is not a mere assemblage 
of the people, gathered together sua sponte, that 
forms that meeting of the people authorized to act 
in behalf of the people; but he says that— 


« Another American principle growing out of this, and 
just as important and well settled as is the truth that the 
people are the source of power, is, that, when in the course 
of events it becomes necessary to ascertain the will of the 
people on a new exigency, or a new state of things or of 
opinion, the legislative power provides for that ascertain- 
ment by an ordinary act of legislation.” 

K * * kd * * 


* kd * * 


« All that is necessary here is, that the willof the people | 


should be ascertained by some regular rule. of proceeding 
preseribed by previous law. But when ascertained, that 
will is as sovereign as the will of a despotic prin of the 
Czar of Muscovy, or the Emperor of Austria himself, though 
not quite so easily made known. A ukase or an edict sig- 
nifies at ance the will of adespotic prince; but that will of 
the people, which is here as sovereign as the will of such 
a prince, is not so quickly ascertained or known; andhence 
arises the necessity for suffrage, which isthe made whereby 
each man’s power is made to tell upon the Constitution of 
the Government, aud in the enactment of laws.” 


He concludes— 

“¢ We see, therefore, from the commencementof the Gov- 
ernment under which we live, down to this late act of the 
State of New York?-- 

To which he had just referred— 

“one uniform current of law, of precedent, and of prac- 
tice, all going to establish the point that changes in govern- 
meutare to be brought about by the will of the people, as- 
sembled under such legislative provisions as may be neces- 
sary to ascertain that will truly and authentically.” —Jid., 
pp. 227, 229, $ 


: will of this generation in repeal of the ordinance 
| passed by their fathers in 1788; and I say again, if 


| no man pretends that the generation of to-day is 


| agreed that there shall be no change in it unless 


: in your laws; and in September, 1789, Congress 


We have then, sir, in the. case of South:Caro- 
lina, so far as the duly organized convention is 
concerned, the only body that could speak the 


no third interests intervened by a compact binding 
upon their faith, their power to do so is inherent 
and complete. But, sir, there is a compact, and 


not bound by the compacts of the fathers; but, 
to use the language of Mr. Webster, a bargain 
broken on one side is a bargain broken on all; 
and the compact is binding upon the gencration 
of to-day only if the other parties to the compact 
have kept their faith. 

This is no new theory, nor is practice upon it 
without precedent. I say that it was precisely 
upon this principle that this Constitution was 
formed. I say that the old Articles of Confed- 
eracy provided in express terms that they should 
be perpetual; that they should never be amended 
or altered without the consent of all the States. 
I say that the delegates of States unwilling that 
that Confederation should be altered or amended, 
appealed to that provision in the convention which 
formed the Constitution, and said: “If you do 
not satisfy us by the new provisions, we will 
prevent your forming your new government, be- 
cause your faith is plighted, because you have 


with the consent of all.”? This was the argument 
of Luther Martin, it was the argument of Pater- 
son, of New Jersey, and of large numbers of 
other distinguished members of the convention. 
Mr. Madison answered it. Mr. Madison said, in 
reply to that: 

_ “It has been alleged that the Confederation having been 
formed by unanimous consent, could be dissolved by unan- 
imous consent only. Does this doctrine result from the 
nature of compacts? Does it arise from any particular 
stipulation in the Articles of Confederation? If we con- 
sider the Federal Union as analogous to the fundamental 
compact by which individuals compose one society, and 
which must, in its theoretic origin at least, have been the 
unanimous act of the component members, it caunot be said 
tbat no dissolution of the compact can be effected without 
unanimous consent. A breach of the fundamental prin- 
ciples of the compact, by a part of the society, would cer- 
tainly absolve the other part from their obligations to it.” 

* * * * * K * * * * 


« If we consider the Federal Union as analogous, not to 
the social compacts among individual men, but to the con- 
ventions among individual States, what is the doctrine re- 
sulting from these conventions? Cloarly, according to the 
expositors of the law of nations, that a breach of any one 
article, by any one party, leaves all the other parties at lib- 
erty to consider the whole convention as dissolved, unless 
they choose rather to compe) the delinquent party to repair 
the breach. Iu some treaties, indeed, it is expressly stipu- 
lated that a violation of particular articles shall not have 
this Conscquenec, and even that particular articles shall 
remain in force during war, which is, in general, under- 
stood to dissolve all subsisting treaties. But arc there any 
exceptions of this sort to the Articles of Confederation? 
So far from it, that there is not even an express stipulation 
that force shall be used to compel an offending member of 
the Union to discharge its duty’ —Madison Papers of De- 
hates in the Federal Convention, vol. 5., pp. 205, 207. 

I need scarcely ask, Mr. President, if anybody 
has found in the Constitution of the United States 
any article providing, by express stipulation, that 
force shall be uscd to compel an offending mem- 
ber of the Union to discharge its duty. Acting 
on that principle, nine States of the Confederation 
seceded from the Confederation, and formed a 
new Government. They formed it upon the cx- 
press ground that some of the States had violated 
their compact. Immediately after, two other States 
seceded and joined them. They left two alone, 
Rhode Island and North Carolina; and here is 
my answer to the Senator from Wisconsin, (Mr. 
Doouirrie,}] who asked me the other day, if 
thirty-three States could expel one, inasmuch as 
one had the right to leave thirty-three: I point 
him to the history of our country, to the acts of 
the fathers, as a full answer upon that subject. 
After this Government had been organized; after 
every department had been in full operation for 
some time; after you had framed your navigation 
laws, and provided what should be considered as 
ships and vessels of the United States, North 
Carolina and Rhode Island were still foreign na- 
tions, and so treated by you, so treated by you 


passed an act authorizing the citizens of the States 
of North Carolina and Ehode Island to enjoy all 
the benefits attached to owners of ships and ves- 
sels of the United States up to the Ist of the fol- 


lowing January—gave them that much more time 
to come into the new Union, if they thought i! 
a 


proper; if not, they i : 
nations. “Here is the history of the fo £ 
this Constitution, so far ag it involves | p 
of the States to secede from aà Confederation, an 
to form new confederacies'to suit themselveg. c: 
Now, Mr. President, there is à difficulty in this 
matter, which was not overlooked by the f 
of the Constitution... One State may alleg 
the compact has been: broken, and others may 
deny it: who is to judge? ‘When’ pečini 
terests are involved, so that a: caseyan be brought 
up before courts of justice, the Constitution has 
provided a remedy within itself. It has declared 
that no act of a State, either in convention or by 
Legislature, or in any other manner,-shall violate 
the Constitution of the United States,.and it/has 
provided for a supreme judiciary to determine 
cases arising in law or equity which may involve 
the construction of the Constitution or the.con- 
struction of such laws. CEE ee 
But, sir, suppose infringements on the Consti» 
tution in political matters, which from their very 
nature cannot be brought before the court? That 
was a difficulty not unforeseen;: it was debated 
upon propositions that were made to:'meet-it; “Att 
tempts were made to give power to this Federal 
Government in all its departments, one after the 
other, to meet that precise case, and the conven- 
tion sternly refused to admit any. It was. pro- 
posed to enable the Federal Government, through 
the action of Congress, to use force. ‘That was 
refused. It was proposed to give to the President 
of the United States the nomination of State Gov- 
ernors, and to give them a veto on State laws, so. 
as to preserve the supremacy of the Federal Gov- 
ernment. That was refused. «It was proposed to 
make the Senvte the judge of difficulties that might 
arise between States and the General Government. 
That was refused. It was finally proposed to give 
Congress a negative on State legislation interfer- 
ing with the powers of the Federal Government. 
That was refused. At last, atthe very last mo- 
ment, it was proposed to give that. power to Con- 
gress by a vote of two thirds of each branch; and 
that, too, was denied : eee: 
Now, sir, | wish to show, with some little detail 
—as briefly as I possibly can and do justice to the 
subject—what was said by the leading members 
of the convention on these propositions tò subject 
the States, in their political action, to'any power 
of the General Government, whether of Con- 
ress, of the judiciary, or of the Executive, and 
by any majorities whatever. The first proposi- 
tion was made by Mr. Randolph, on the 29th of 
May, 1787; and ‘it was, that power should be 
given toCongress— ` ; 


“To negative all laws passed by the several States cons 
travening, in the opinion of the National Legislature, the 
articles of Union, or any treaty subsisting under the au- 
thority of the Union; and to call forth the force of the 
Union against any member of the Union failing to fulfill 
its duty under the articles thereof.”? ` 


To negative all laws violative of the articles 
of Union, and to employ force to constrain a State, 
to perform its duty. Mr. Pinckney’s proposition 
on the same day was: ate ode 

« And to render these prohibitions effectual, the Legis- 
lature of thle United States shall have the power to revise 
the laws of the several States that may be supposed to in- 
fringe the powers exclusively delegated by this Constitu- 
tion to Congress, and to negative and annul such as do.”? 

The proposition giving a power to negative the 
laws of the States, passed at first hurriedly, with- 
out consideration; but upon farther examination, 
full justice was done to it, Upon the subject of 
force, Mr. Madison said, moving to postpone the 
proposition to authorize force: 

“Mr. Madison observed, that the. more he reflected on 
the use of force, the more he doubted the practicability, the 
justice, and the efficacy of it, when applied to people col- 
lectively, and not individually. A union of the States con- 
taining such an Ingredient, seemed to provide for its own 
destruction. ‘Ibe use of foree against a State would look 
more like a declaration of war than an infliction of punish- 
ment, and would probably be considered by the party at- 
tacked as a dissolution of all previous compacts by which 
it might be bound. He hoped that suci a system would be 
framed as might render this resource unnecessary, and 
moved that the clause be postponed.—Madison Papers- 
Debates in the Federal Convention, vol. 5, p. 140. Rei 


Mr. Mason, the ancestor of our own. distin- 


| guished colleague from Virginia, said: 


“The most jarring elements of nature, fire and water, 
themselves, are not more incompatible than such amix- 
ture of civil liberty and military execution. Will the militia 
march from one State inte another in order:to collect the 
arrtars of taxes from the delinquent members of the Re- 

ublic? Will they maintain an army for this purpose? 
iH not the titizensof thie invaded State asslet ond another, 
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till they rise as one man, and shake off the Union alto- 

ether? Rebellion is the only case in which the military 
force of the State can be properly exerted against its citi- 
zeus. In one point of view, he was struck with horror at 
the prospect of recurring to this expedient. To punish the 
non-payment of taxes with death was a severity not yet 
adopted by despotism itself; yet this unexampled cruelty 
would be mercy compared to a military collection of rev- 
enuc, in which the bayonet could make no discrimination 
between the innocent and the guilty. He took this occa- 
sion to repeat, that, notwithstanding his solicitude to es- 
tablish a national Government, he never would agree to 
abolish the State governments, or render them absolutely 
insignificant. Thy were as necessary as the general Gov- 
eminent, and be would be equally carcful to preserve 
them.” ’—Madison Papers—Debates in the Federal Conven- 
tion, vol. 5, p, 217. 


Mr. Ellsworth, upon the same subject, said: 


“ Hence we see how necessary for the Union is a coer- 
cive principle. No man pretends the contrary: we all see 
and feel this necessity. ‘fhe only question is, shall it bea 
coercion of law, or a coercion of arms? There is no other 
possible alternative. Where will those who oppose a co- 
ercion of Jaw come out? Where will they end? A neces- 
sary cousequence of their principles is a war of the States 
one against the other. Iam for coercion by law—that co- 
éreion which acts only upon delinquent individuals. This 
Constitution does not attempt to coerce sovereign bodies, 
States, in their political capacity. No coercion is applica- 
ble to such bodies; but that of an armed force. If we should 
attempt to execute the laws of the Union by sending an 
armed force against a delinquent State, it would involve 
the good and bad, the innocent and guilty, in the same 
calamity. ”—Elliot’s Debates, vol. 2, p. 197. 


Alexander Hamilton said: ; 

* Tt has been observed, to coerce the States is one of the 
maddest projects that was ever devised. A failure of com- 
pliance will never be confined to asiugle State. Mis being 
the case, can we suppose it wise to hazard a civil war? 
Suppose M shusetts, or any large State, should refuse, 
“and Congress should attempt to compel them, would they 
not have influence to procure assistance, especially from 
those States which are in the same situation as themselves? 
What picture does this idea present to our view?) A con- 
plying State at war with a non-complying State; Congress 
marching the troops of one State into the bosom of another ; 
this State collecting anxiliaries, and forming, perhaps, a 
majority against its Federal head. Here is a nationat war 
with itsel Can any reasonable man be well disposed to- 
ward a Government which makes war and carnage the 
only means of supporting itself Government that can 
exist only by the sword? Ever en war must involve the 
Janocent with the guilty. Chis single consideration should 
be sufficient to dispose every peaceable citizen against such 
a Government.”—Llliot’s Debates, vol 2, p. 233, 

But, sir, strong as these gentlemen were against 
iving the power toexcrtarmed force against the 
States, some of the best and ablest members of 

the convention were in favor of giving Congress 
control over State action by a negative. Mr. 
Madison himself was strongly in favor of that; 
and if that power had been granted, the first of 
the personal liberty bills that were passed would 
have been the last, for Congress would at once 
have annulled it, and the other States would have 
taken warning by thatexample. Mr. Pinckuey’s 
proponon was brought up, that “the national 

egislature should have authority to negative all 
laws which they should judge to be improper.” 
Fe urged it strongly. Mr. Madison said: 

“A negative was the mildest expedient that eould be 
devised for preventing these mischiets. 
such a check would prevent attempts to commit them. 
Should no such precaution be engratted, the ouly remedy 
would be in an appeal to coercion. Was such a remedy 
eligible? Was it practicable? Could the national resources, 
ifexerted to the uunost, enforce a national deeree i 
Massachusetts, abetted, perhaps, by several of her neigh- 
bors? ft would not be possible. A small proportion of the 
community, in a compact situation, acting on the defen- 
sive, and at one of its extremities, might at any time bid 
defiance to the national anthority. Any government for the 
United States, formed on the supposed practicability of 
using foree against the unconstitutional procecdings of the 
States, would prove as visionary and fallacions as the gov- 
ernment of Congross.—Debates of Convention, Madison 
Papers, vol. 5, p. 7). 

That is, of the Congress of the Confederation. 
Well, sir, Mr. Butler said to that, he was “ ve- 
hement against the negative in the proposed ex- 
tent as cutting off all hope of equal justice to the 
distant States, The people there would not, be 
was sure, give it a hearing;” and on the vote, 
Mr. Madison, aided by Mr. Pinckney, got but 
three States for it, and of these three States one 
was Virginia, and he got Virginia only by a vote 
of three to two, General Washington in the chair 
not voting. ‘The proposition, therefore, was di- 
rectly put down, but it was not killed forever. 
On the 17th of Julyit was renewed, and Mr. Mad- 
ison again urged the convention to give some 
power to the Federal Government over State 
action: 

“Mr. Madison considered the negative on the laws of 
the States as essential to the efficacy and seeurity of the 
General Government. The necessity of a General Govern- 
ment proceeds from the propensity of the States to pursue 
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their particular interests, in opposition to the general inter- 
est. This propensity will continue to disturb the system 
unless effectually controlled. Nothing short of a negative 
ou their laws will control it. ‘hey will pass laws which 
will accomplish their injurious objects before they can be 
repealed by the General Legislature, or set aside by the na- 
tional tribunals.” * * Er ew “A power of 
negativing the improper laws of the States.is at once the 
most mild and certain means of preserving the harmony of 
the system. Its utility is sufficiently displayed in the Brit- 
ish system,” &c. ; 

This was again negatived in July by the same 
vote. Finally, on the 234 of August, for the last 
time, an attempt was made to give that negative 
with a check upon it; and it was in these words: 

“Mr. Charles Pinckney moved to add, as an additional 
power tobe vested in the Legislature of the United States: 

“Fo negative all laws passed by the several States, in- 
terfering, in the opinion of the Legislature, with the gen- 
eral interests and harmony of the Union, provided that two 
thirds of the members of cach House assent to the same.” 

Mr. Madison wanted it committed. Mr. Rut- 
ledge said: 

“Tf nothing clse, this alone would damn, and ought to 
dain, the Constitution. Will any State ever agree to be 
bound hand and foot in this manner? It is worse than 
making mere corporations of them, whose by-laws would 
not be subject to this shackle.?? 

And thereupon Mr. Pinekney withdrew his 
proposition, and all control was abandoned. 
There was then to be no control on the part of 
the General Government over State legislation, 
otherwise than in the action of the Federal judi- 
ciary upon such pecuniary controversies as might 
be properly brought before them. 

Notwithstanding all this jealousy, when this 
Constitution came to be discussed in the conven- 
tions of the States, it met formidable opposition, 
upon the ground that the States were not sufi- 
ently secure. Its advocates by every possible 
means endeavored to quiet the alarms of the friends 
of State rights. Mr. Madison, in Virginia, against 
Patrick Henry, Mr. Hamilton and Chief Justice 
Jay, in New York, against the oppoucnts there; 
in all the States, eminent men used every excrtion 
in their power to induce the adoption of the Con- 
stitution. ‘They failed, until they proposed to 
accompany their ratifications with amendments 
that should prevent its meaning from being per- 
verted, and prevent it from being falsely con- 
strued; and in two of the States especially—the 
States of Virginia and New York, the ratification 
was preceded by astatement of what their opinion 
of its true meaning was, and a statement that, on 
that construction ,and under that impression, they 
ratified it. Some of the members of the Conven- 
tion were for asking for these amendments in ad- 
vance of ratification; but they were told it was 
unnecessary. In the Virginia convention, Mr. 
Randolph, who was General Washington’s At- 
torney General, and Judge Nicholas, both ex- 
pressed the opinion that it was not necessary, and 
that the ratification would be conditional upon 
that construction. Mr. Randolph said: 

Frit be not considered too ratification has uot 
yet been spoken of, I beg to speak of it IFE did believe, 
with the honorable gentleman, that all power not expressly 
retained was given up by the people, 1 would detest this 
Government. 

“ But F never thonght so; nor do E now. If, in the rati- 
fication, we put words to this purpose, ¢ And tbat all au- 
thority not given is retained by the people, and may be re- 
sumed when perverted to their oppression; and that no 
right ean be canceled, abridged, or restrained, by the Con- | 
or any officer of the United Stat ty if we do 
Į conceive that, as this style of ratiGcation would 
manifest the principles on which Vi rdopted it, we j 
should be at liberty to consider as a violatian of the Con- 
stitution every exercise of a power not expressly delegated 
therein. IT sec no objection to this.” 

And Mr. Nicholas said the same thing: 

“ Mr. Nicholas contended that the language of the pro- 
posed ratification wouid sceure everything which gentle- 
men desired, as it declared that all powers vested in the 
Constitution were derived from the people, and might be 
resumed by them whensoever they should be’ perverted to 
their injury and oppr n; and that every power rot j 
granted thereby remained at their will, No danger what- 
ever could arise; for {says he] these c sious will be- 
come a part of the contract. “he Constitution cannot be 
binding on Virginia but with these conditions. It thirtecu 
individuals arc about to make a contract, and one agrers 
to it, but at the same time deelares that he understands its 
meaning, signification, and intent to be (what the words 


ofthe contract piainly and obviously denote) that it is not | 
to be construed so as to iupose any supplementary coudi- | 
tion on him, and that he is to be exonerated from it when 
soever any such imposition shall be attempted, L a 
whether, in this case, these conditions on whieh he hi 
assented to it would sot be binding on the other twely 
Ta Hke manner these conditions will be binding on Con- 
gress. They can exercise no power that is not expre: 


granted then’? tr 


| Any tribunal? 


conventions, but by the common action of the 
States, there was an important addition made to 
the Constitution by which it was expressly pro- 
vided that it should not be construed to be a Gen- 
eral Government over all the people, but that it 
was a Government of States, which delegated 
powers to the General Government. - The lan- 
guage of the ninth and tenth amendments to the 
Constitution is susceptible of no other construc- 
tion: 

« The enumeration in the Constitution of certain rights 
shall not be construcd to deny or disparage others retained 
by the people.” 

“The powers not delegated to the United States.” 

Gentlemen are fond of using the words “ sur- 
rendered,’’ abandoned, given up. That is the 
constant language on the other side. The lan- 
guage of the amendmentintended to fix the mean- 
ing of the Constitution says that these powers 
were notabandoned by the State, not surrendered, 
not given up, but “ delegated,” and therefore 
subject to resumption: 

“The powers not delegated to the United States by the 
Constitution, nor prohibited by it to the States, are reserved 
to the States respectively, or to the people.” 

Now, Mr. President, if we admit, as we must, 
that there are certain political rights guarantied 
to the States of this Union by the terms of the 
Constitution itself—rights political in their char- 
acter, and not susceptible of judicial decision—if 
any State is deprived of any of those rights, what 
is the remedy? for it is idle to talk to us at this 
day in a language which shall tell us we ‘have 
rights and no remedies. For the purpose of illus- 
trating the argument upon this subject, let us 
suppose a clear, palpable case of violation of the 
Constitution, Let us suppose that the State of 
South Carolina having sent two Senators to sit 
upon this floor, had been met by a resolution of 
the majority here that, according to her just. 
weight in the Confederacy, one was enough, and 
that we had directed our Secretary to swear in 
but one, and to call but one name on our roll as 
the yeas and nays are called for voting. Phe 
Constitution says thateach State shall be entitled 
to two Senators, and each Senator shall have one 
vote. What power is there to force the domi- 
nant majority to repair that wrong? Any court? 
Has the Constitution provided 
any recourse whatever? Flas it not remained 
designedly silent on the subject of that recourse? 
And yet, what man will stand up in this Senate 
and pretend that if, under these circumstanecs, 
the State of South Carolina had declared, “1 en- 
tered into a Confederacy or a compact by which 
I was to have my rights guarantied by the con- 
stant presence of two Senators upon your floor; 
you allow me but one; you refuse to repair the 
injustice; £ withdraw;”? what man would dare 
say that that was a violation of the Constitution 
on the part of South Carolina? Who would say 
that that was a revolutionary remedy? Who 
would deny the plain and palpable proposition 
that it was the exercise of a right inherent in her 
under the very principles of the Constitution, 
and necessarily so inherent for self-defense ? 

Why, sir, the North, if it has not a majority 
here to-day, will have it very soon. Suppose 
these gentlemen from the North with the major- 
ity think that it is no more than fair, inasmuch 
as we represent here States in which there are 
large numbers of slaves, that the northern States 
should have each three Senators: what are we ta 
do? They swear them in. No court has the 
power of prohibition, of mandamus over this body 
in the exercise of its political powers. It is the 
exclusive judge of the clections, the qualifications, 
and the returns of its own members, a judge 
withoutappeal. Shall the whole fifteen southern 
States submit to that, and be told that they are 
guilty of revolutionary excess if they say, we will 
not remain with you on these terms; we never 
agrecd to it? Is that revolution, oris it the exer- 
cise of clear constitutional right? 

Suppose this violation occurs under cireum- 


; stances where it docs not appear so plain to you, 


but where it docs appear equally plain to South 
Carolina: then you are again brought back to the 
irrevocable point, who isto decide? South Caro- 
lina says, ‘You forced me to the expenditure of 


: my treasure, you forced me to the shedding of the 


blood of my peopic, by a majority vote, and with 
my aid you acquired territory; now I have a 


So, sir, we find that not alone in these two | 


i constitutional fight to go into that territory with 
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my property, and to be there secured by your 
laws against its loss.” You say, no, she has not. 
Now there is this to be said: that right is not put 
down in the Constitution in quite so clear terms 
as the right to have two Senators; butit is aright 
which she asserts with the concurrent opinion of 
the entire South. Itis a right which she asserts 
with. the concurrent opinion of one third or two 
fifths of your own people interested in refusing 
it. Itis‘a right that she asserts, at all events, if 
not in accordance with the decision—as you may 
say no decision was rendered—in accordance with 
the opinion expressed by the Supreme Court of 
the United States; but yet there is no tribunal 
for the assertion of that political right. Is she 
without a remedy under the Constitution? If 
not, then what tribunal? If none is provided, 
then natural law and the law of nations tell you 
that she and she alone, from the very necessity of 
the case, must be the judge of the infraction and 
of the mode and measure of redress. 

This is no novel doctrine; but it is as old as 
the law of nations, coeval in our system with the 
foundation of the Constitution; clearly announced 

_over and over again in our political history. A 
very valued friend from New York did me the 
favor to send me an extract, which he has writ- 
ten out, froman addressdelivered by John Quincy 
Adams before the New York Historical Society 
in 1839, at the jubilee of the Constitution. His 
language is this: 


“Nations acknowledge no judge between them upon 
earth, and their Governments, from necessity, must, in 
their intercourse with each other, decide when the failure 
of one party to acontract to perform its obligations absolves 
the other from the reciprocal fulfiliment of his own. But 
this last of earthly powers is not necessary to the freedom 
or independence of States, connected together by the im- 
mediate action of the people, of whom they consist. ‘To 
the people alone is there reserved, as well the dissolving 
as the constituent power, and that power can be exercised 
by them only under the tle of conscience, binding them to 
the retributive justice of heaven. 

“With these qualifications, we may admit the same 
right as vested in the people of every State in the Union, 
with reference to the General Government, which was €x- 
ercised by the people of the United Colonies with reference 
to the supreme head of the British Empire, of which they 
formed a part; und, under these limitations, have the peo 
ple of each State in the Union a right to secede from the 
confederated Union itself? 

“Thus stands the Riawr. But the indissoluble link of 
union between the people of the several States of this con- 
federated nation is, after all, not in the right, but in the 
heart. If the day should ever come (may Heaven avert it!) 
when the affections of the peopic of these States shall be 
alienated from each other ;’ when the fraternal spirit shall 

ive way to cold indifference, or collisions of interest shall 
ester into hatred, the bands of political association will 
not long hold together parties uo Jonger att acted by the 
magnetism of conciliated interests and kindly sympathies 5 
and far better will it be for the people of the disunited States 
to part in friendship from cach otber, than to be held to- 
gether by constraint. Then will be the time for reverting to 
the precedent, which occurred at the formation and adop- 
tion of the Constitution, to form again a more perfect 
Union, by dissolving that which could no longer bind, and 
to leave the separated parts to be reunited by the law of 
political gravitation, to the center.” 


Tam compelled to refer also, for the purpose of 
completing my argument, to the very familiar Vir- 


ginia and Kentucky resolutions. ‘They cannot, 


however, be too often repeated or held too rever- 
ently in memory. The first, drawn by Mr. Jef- 
ferson, IS: 

«“ Resolved, That the several States composing the United 
States of America are not united on the principle of un- 
limited submission to their General Government ; but that, 
by compact, under the style and title of a Constitution for 
the United States, and of amendments thereto, they con- 
stituted a General Government for special purposes, dele- 
gated to that Government certain definite powers, reserving 
each State to itself the residnary mass of right to thcirown 
self-government} and that whensoever the General Govern- 
ment assumes undclegated powers its acts are unauthori- 
tative, void, and of no force; that to this compact each 
State acceded as a State, and isan integral party ; that this 
Government, created by this compact, was not made the 
exclusive or final judge of the extent of the powers dele- 
gated to itself, since that would have made its discretion, 
and not the Constitution, the measure of its power; but 
that, as in all othercases of compact among parties having 
no common judge, each party has an equal right to judge 
for itself as well of infractions as of the mode and measure 
of redress.”? 

These resolutions of Virginia were submitted | 
to all the States. They were commented upon; 
they were answered generally with contempt and 

oe $ 
disdain, because the people of the northern States 
never seem to have comprehended that the States 
had any rights at all. They have always gone 
astray in the heresy that this was one consol- 
idated Government, governing subjects to the 
Federal Government, and not controlling States, 
and individuals in the States. These resolutions 


| reference here to a letter of Mr. Jefferson, which 


| just shown; but at the time the debates occurred 


„question was subsequently discussed in 1798 and 


were returned in many cases with terms of con- 
tempt and contumely. They were, therefore, re- 
ferred to Mr. Madison for further consideration 
and defense, and he produced upon that subject 
the best considered, the most perfect, the most 
compact argument upon the constitutional rights 
of the States of this Union, that has ever been de- 
livered. It has never been answered to this day 
in any of its positions. No maa can answer it. 
The proof is such that conviction is forced home 
upon the mind as by the enunciation of an axiom. 
A single passage 1 desire to quote. It has been 
often quoted, but I must read it again: 

«It appears to your committee to be a plain principle, 
founded in common sense, iiustrated by common practice, 
and essential to the nature of compacts, that, where resort 


ean be had to no tribunal superior to tlre authority of the 
parties, the parties themselves must be the rightful judges: 
in the last res_rt, whether the bargain made has been pur- 
sued or violated. ‘The Constitution of the United States 
was formed by the sanction of the States, given by each 
in its sovereign capacity. It adds to the stability and dig- 
nity, as well as to the authority, of the Constitution, that 
it rests on this legitimate and solid foundation. ‘The States, 
then, being the parties to the constitutional compact, and 
in their sovereign capacity, it follows, of necessity, that 
there can be no tribunal, above their authority, to decide, 
in the last resort, whether the compact. made by them be 
violated, and consequently, that, as the parties to it, they 
must themselves decide, in the last. resort, such questions 
as may be of sufficient magnitude to require their interpo- 
sition.” š 

He goes on to state, not limitations upon the 
power, but considerations in regard to the mode 
of exercising it. He says: 

«The resolution has, accordingly, guarded against any 
misapprehension of its object, by expressly requiring, for 
suth an interposition, ‘the case of a deliberate, palpable, 
and dangerous breach of the Constitution, by the exercise 
of powcrs not granted by it.’ It must be a case not of light 
and transient nature, but of a nature dangerous to the great 
purposes for which the Constitution was established.” 

Mr. Madison, in the debates in the Virginia 
convention, seemed to take it for granted thatany 
State had a right to secede at any time, without 
any condition or limitation. His later, well-con- 
sidered report, qualifies that doctrine, as I have 


in the Virginia convention about adopting the 
Constitution, it was taken for granted on all sides 
that Virginia could withdraw whenever she 

leased; nobody seems to have disputed that. 
After defending the grant of power in relation to 
the militia, Mr. Madison said: 

« An observation felj from a gentleman on the same side 
with myself, which deserves to be attended to. Ifwe be 
dissatisfied with the National Government, if we should 
choose to renounce it, this is an additional safeguard to our 
detense.”—Elliot’s Debates, vol. 3, p. 414. 

Apparently taking it for granted that any State 
could renounce it when it pleased, and that the 
militia would already be organized as a safeguard 
for its defense. I do not state this as any partic- 
ularly pertinent authority, but to show the im- 
pressions that generally prevailed at the time of 
the adoption of the Constitution; but when the 


1799, upon the alicn and sedition laws, not only 
did Mr. Madison make this report, but Ihave a 


I have not on the table, and which I will annex 
to my specch when printed, showing that he de- 
liberately examined this whole question, and came 
to the same conclusion, 

But, Mr. President, the President of the United 
States tells us that he docs not admit this right to 
be constitutional; that it is revolutionary. {have 
endeavored thus far to show that it results from || 
the nature of the compact itself; that it must ne- 
cessarily be one of those reserved powers which 
was not abandoned by it, and.thercfore grows out 
of the Constitution, and is not in violation of it, 
If Lam asked how I will distinguish this from 
revolutionary abuse, the answer is prompt and 
easy. These States, partics to the compact, have 
aright to withdraw from it, by virtue of its own || 
provisions, when those provisions are violated by 
the other parties to the compact, when either 
powers not granted are usurped, or rights are re- 
fused that are especially granted to the States. 
But, sir, there is a large class of powers granted 
by this Constitution, in the exercise of which a | 
discretion is vested in the General Government, 
and, in the exercise of that discretion, these ad- 
mitted powers might be so perverted and abused 
as to give cause of complaint, and finally, to give | 
the ight to revolution; for under those circum- | 
stances there would be no other remedy. Now, 


taking again the supposition of adominant north- 
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ern majority in both branches, and of asectional 
President and Vice President, the Congress of the 
United States then, in the exercise of its Admitted 
powers, and the President to back thom, could 
spend the entire revenue of the Confederation:in 
that section which had control, without violating 
the words or the letter of the Constitution; they 
could establish forts, light-houses, arsenals, Wag- 
azines, and all public buildings of every-character 
in the northern States alone, and utterly refuse 
any to the South. ‘The President, with the aid of 
his sectional. Senate, could appoint- all officers-of ` 
the Navy and of the Army; all the civil officers 
of the Government, all the judges, attorneys, and 
marshals, all collectors and revenue: officers, all 
postmasters—the whole host of public officers he 
might, under the forms and powers vested by the 
Constitution, appoint exclusively from the north- 
ern States, and quarter them in the southern States, 


| to eat out the substance of our people, and as- 


sume an insulting superiority over them. All 
that might be done in the exercise of admitted 
constitutional, power; and it is just that train of 
evils, of outrages, of wrongs, of oppressions long 
continued, that the Declaration of Independence 
says a people preservés the inherént right of 
throwing off by destroying their government b 

revolution. I say, therefore, that I distinguis 

the rights of the States under the Constitution 
into two classes: one resulting from the nature of 
their bargain; if the bargain is broken by the sis- 


| ter States, to consider themselves freed from iton 


the ground of breach of compact; if the bargain 
be not broken, but the powers be perverted: to 
their wrong and their oppression, then, whenever 
that wrong and oppression shall become suffi- 
ciently aggravated, the revolutionary right—the 
last inherent right of man to preserve freedom, 
property, and safety—arises, and must be exer- 
cised, for none other will meet the case. < o > 
But, Mr. President, suppose South Carolina to 
be altogether wrong in her opinion that this com- 
pact has been violated to her prejudice; and that 
she has, therefore, a right to withdraw; ‘take 
that for granted: what then? You still have the 
same issuc to mect face to face. You must per- 
mit her to withdraw im peace, or you must de- 
clare war. That is, you must coerce the State 
itself, or you must permit her to depart in peace. 
There is nothing whatever that can render for an 
instant tenable the attempted distinction between 
coercing a State itself, and coercing all the indi- 
viduals in the manner now proposed, Let me 
read a few lines upon that subject. First, Vattel, 
in speaking of States, and of their rights, and 
the rights of their citizens, uses this language; 

c Every nation that governs itself, under what form so- 
ever, without dependence on any foreign Power, Isa sov- 
ercign State. Jts rights are naturally the same as those of 
any other State. Such are the moral persons who live to- 
gether in a natural society, subject to the Jaw of nations. 
To give a nation aright to make an immediate figure in 
this grand society, it ts sufficient that it bereally sovereign _ 
and independent; that is, that it govern itself by its own 
authority and laws.” 3 

Then, he speaks of those qualifications that 
may exist in relation to this sovereignty; and he 
says: 

cí Several sovercign and independent States may unite 
themselves together by a perpetual confederacy, without 
ceasing to he, cach individually, a perfect State. They will 
together constitute a federal republic: their joint delib- 
erations will not impair the sovereiguty of each member, 
though they may, in certain respects, put some restraint on 
the exercise of it, in virtue of voluntary engagements. A 
person does not cease to be frec and independent when he 
is obliged to fulfill engagements which he has voluntarily 
contracted.—Pattel’s Law of Nations, book 1, chap. 1. 

Here, then, we see that, under the law of na- 
tions, the State of South Carolina is a sovereign 
State, independently of all considerations drawn 
from the language of the Constitution itself, and 
as such is entitled to be treated, and as such has 
aright to protect and shicld her citizens from all 


| the consequences of obedience to her acts. The 


honorable Senator from Ilinois [Mr.. TRUMBULL} 
put to my friend from Virginia [Mr. Mason] the 
question what rebellion was, and he it with a 
triumphant air, as if he supposed that in case of 
rebellion the laws of war did not apply; thatthen 
it was a mere question of hanging traitors; that 
there could be no independence of the State of 
South Carolina, but a mere rebellion of the body 
of its citizens. Suppose it to be so; what does the 
law of nations say in that very case? © 


“When a party is formed ina State who no-Jonger obey 
the sovereign, and are possessed of sufficient strength to 
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oppose him—or when, in a Republic, the nation is divided 
into two opposite factions, and both sides take up arms— 
this is called a civil war. Some writers confine this term 
toa justin: urrection of the subjects against their sovereign, 
to distinguish that law ul resistance from rebellion, which 
is an open aud unjust r ance, But what appellation 
Will they give to a war which arises In a republic torn by 
two faciious—or in a monarchy, between two competitors 
for tie crown? Custom appropriates the term ¢ civil war? 
to every war between the members of one and the same 
political society. lf it be between part of the citizens on 

. the one side, and the. sovereign, with those who continue 
in obedience to him, on the other, provided the malecon- 
tents have any reason for taking up arms, nothing further 
is required to entitle such disturbance to the name of civil 
war, and not to that of rebellion. This latter term is applied 
only to such an insurrection against lawful authority as is 
void of all- appearance of justice. ‘The sovereign, indeed, 
never fails to bestow the appellation of rebels on all such of 
his subjects as openly resist him; but when the Jatter have 
acquired sufficient strength to give him effectual opposi- 
tion, and oblige him to carry on the war against them ac- 
cording to the established rules, he must veeessarily sub- 
mit to the use of the term ‘civil war? 

“Tt is foreign to our purpose in this place to weigh the 
reasons which may authorize and justify a civil wars we 
have elsewhere treated of the eases Wherein subjects may 
resist the sovereign, (Book 1, chap. iv.) Setting, tl 
fore, the justice of the cause wholly out of the question, it 
only remains for us to cousider the maxims whieh ought 
to be observed in a civil war, and to examine whether the 
sovereign in particular is, on such an occasion, boand to 
conform to the established rales of war. 

“A civil war breaks the bands of society or government, 
or at feast suspends their force and effect; it produces in 
the nation two independent parties, who consider each 
other as enemies, and acknowledge no common judge. 
‘These two parties, therefore, must necessarily be consid- 
ered as thenceforward constituting, at least for a time, two 
separate bodies, two distinct societies.” 


How docs that square with this notion about 
coercing individuals and not societies? 


“Though one of the parties may have been to blame in 
breaking the unity of the State and resisting lawlul author- 
ity, they are not the less divided infact. Besides, who shall 
judge them? Who sball pronounce on which side the 
or the wrong lies? On earth, they bave no common su 
rior, They stand, therefore, in precisely the same predic- 
ament its two nations who engage in a contest, and, being 
unable to come to an agreement, have recourse to arms.” 
—Fatte?s Law of Nations, book 3, clap. 18, p. 424. 


So much for the question of rebellion under the 
law of nations. But, sir, L wish to call the atten- 
tion of gentlemen to an authority which, on the 
other side, is seldom disputed upon questions of 
constitutional and international law. [refer to 
Mr. Webster. On the occasion of the disturb- 
ances on the Canada frontier, Alexander Me- 
Leod, a British subject, came across the line in 
time of profound peace, scized a steamboat called 
the Caroline, killed one of the men on board, 
moved it ftom its moorings, set fire to it, and it 
plunged over the Falls of Niagara. Some years 
afterwards he was found in the State of New 
York, arrested, and brought to trial for the crime. 
The Government of Great Britain communicated 
to this Government that, as a Government, it as- 
sumed the responsibility, and therefore, under the 
law of nations, required that the individual should 
be given up. Mr. fox, in his letter to Mr. Web- 
ster, said: 
it woald be contrary to the universal practice of civ- 
ilized nations to fix individual responsibility npon persons 
who. with the sanetion or by the orders of the coustituted 
anthorities of a State, engaged in military or naval enter 
prises in their country’s Cause; and it is Obvious that the 
Intraduetion of such a principle wonld aggravate beyond 
mreasare the mis sand would frightfully increase the 
demoralizing effects of wars, by mixing up with national 
exasperation the ferocity of personal passions, and the 
ernelty and bitterness of individnat reveng 

“Ter Majesty’s Govertinent cannet believe the Gov- 
ernment of the United States can really intend to set an 
example so fraught with evil to the community of nations, 
and the direct tendency of which must be to bring back 
into the practice of modern war atrocities which civilization 
and Christianity have long since banished.”— Works of 
Daniel Webster, vol. 6, p. 248. 

To that, Mr. Webster made reply: i 

«The communication of the tact that the destruction of | 
the Caroline was an act of public force by the British au- 
thorities, being formally made to the Government of the 
United States by Mr. Fox’s note, the ease assumes a de- 
cided aspect. 

“The Goverment of the United States entertains no 
doubt, that after this avowal of the transaction as a public 
transaction, authorized and undertaken by the British au- 
thoritics, individuals coucemed in it ought not, by the prin- 
ciples of publie law and the general usage of civilized State 
to be holden personally responsible in the ordina 
vals of law for their participation in it. Aud the President 
presumes that it ean hardly be necessary to say that the | 
American people, not distrustial of their ability to redress 
public wrongs by publie means, cannot desire the punish- 
ment of individuals when the act complained of is declared 
to have been an act of the Government itself.’ — Works of 
Daniel Webster, vol. 6, p. 253. 


Instructions to this effect were accordingly sent 
to the Attorney General. But Mr. Webster was 


subsequently attacked in the Senate for his con- 


ductin relation to this negotiation;and he delivered 
a very elaborate speech in defense of the treaty 
of Washington. This brings me to the point 
which I suggested to the honorable Scnator from 
Wisconsin, when he told us the othertlay that 
each citizen owed allegiance to two sovereignties, 
į and that he was bound at his peril to distinguish 
between their orders; that he could commit trea- 
son, under the Constitution, against the United 
States, and that the Constitution also recognizes 
that he could commit treason against the State; 
and yet the honorable Senator went so far as to 
say, that if his State ordered him to do a thing, 
and the United States forbade him from doing it, 
both under the penalty of death, it was his mis- 
fortune to be placed in such a position that he 
| might be hanged or cxecuted by either, and under 
the law of nations have no redress, no escape. I 
answer him in the language of Mr. Webster on 
that very subject: 

“Tn the next place, and on the otherhand, General Har- 
rison was of the opinion that the arrest and detention of 
McLeod were contrary to the law of nations. McLeod 
was a soldier, acting under the authority of his Govern- 
ment, and obeying orders which he was bound to obey. It 
was absurd to say thata soldier, who must obey orders or 
be shot, may still be hanged if he does obey them.??— Works 
of Daniel Webster, vol. 5, page 123. 

I do not use the term ‘‘ absurd;’’ it is Mr. 
Webster who uses it. But perhaps gentlemen 
will say: Mr. Webster says that he was acting 
under the authority of his Government, and obey- 
ing orders which he was bound to obey; but we 
deny that a citizen of South Carolina is bound to 
obey the orders of his Government. To that I 
reply, in the language of Vattel, that no citizen of 
any State has the right to question that; that it 
is a principle of the law of nations, that the citi- 
zen owes obedience to the command of his sover- 
cign, and he cannot enter into the question 
whether the sovercign’s order is Jawful or untaw- 
ful, except at his peril. If his sovereign engages 
in war—if his State declares her independenec— 
he is bound by the action of his State, and has no 
authority to controlit. Why, Mr. President, how 
idle and absurd would be any other proposition ! 
How idle and absurd to suppose that you can, in 
principle and in practice, separate each particular 
individual of a State and make him responsible for 
the collective act of his Government—each agent 
in turn. The honorable Senator from Ohio, [Mr. 
Puen,] who delivered to us the other day so mag- 
nificent and patriotic an appeal, read you the lan- 
guage of the different Presidents of the United 
States upon that subject, and cited to you the lan- 
guage of Mr, Adams, in which he said that he 
had been forced to avoid making use of the power 
of the Federal Government, in the State of Geor- 
gia, against certain surveyors acting in defiance 
of the Federal authority, because he understood 
that they were ordered so to act by their State gov- 
ernment, and believed themselves bound to obey 
the order. 

Sir, if there was anything in this idea in theory, 
you might reduce it to practice; but what can be 
more absurd, more vagee, more fanciful, than the 
suggestions put out by gentlemen here? Youare 
going now, observe, to declare no war and to 
coerce no State; you are simply going to exceute 


in the State of South Carolina, That is your 
proposition. Is it serious? One gentleman says 
he will hang for treason. Ah, where is the mar- 
shal to scize,and where is the court to try, where 
is the district attorney to prosccule,and where is 
the jury to convict? Are you going to establish 
all these by arms? Perhaps you tell me you will 
remove him elsewhere for trial. Not so; our 
fathers have not left our liberties so unguarded 
and so unprotected as that. The Constitution 
originally provided that no man could be brought 
to trial for an offense out of the State where he 
committed it. The fathers were not satisfied with 
it, and they added an amendment that he should 
not be brought to trial out of the district even in 
which he had committed it. Youcannottake him 
out of the district. You have got no judge, no 
marshal, no attorney, no jurors, there; and sup- 
| pose you had: who 1s to adjudge, who is to con- 
vict? His fellow-citizens, unanimous in opinion 
with him, determine that he has done his duty, 
and has committed no guilt. Thatis the way you 
are going to execute the laws against treason! 
What next? Oh, no, says the Senator from 
Ohio, [Mr. Wane,] that is what we will do; we 


the laws of the United States against individuals | 
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will execute the laws to collect revenue by block- 
ading your ports, and stopping them up, At 
first blush this seems a very amusing mode of 
collecting revenuc in South Carolina, by allowing 
no vessels to come in on which revenue can be 
collected. It is the strangest of all possible fan- 
cies that that is the way of collecting revenue 
there, of enforcing the laws in the State against 
individuals. But first you are to have no war. 
And what.is blockade? Does any man suppose 
that blockade can exist by a nation at peace with 
another; that itis a peace power; that it can be 
exercised on any other ground than that you are 
at war with the-party whose ports you blockade, 
and that you make proclamation to all the Gov- 
ernments of the earth that their vessels shall not 
be authorized to enter into these ports, because 
you are reducing your enemy by the use of reg- 
ular constituted, recognized, warlike means? Oh, 
but perhaps it is not a blockade that you will 
have; you will have an embargo, thatis what you 
mean, Weare guarded here again. ‘The Con- 
stitution heads you off atevery step in this Quix- 
otic attempt to go into a State to exercise your 
laws against her whole citizens without declaring 
war or coercing the State. You cannot embargo 
the ports of one State without embargoing all 
your $prts; you cannot shut up one without shut- 
ting up all; the Constitution of the United States 
expressly forbids it. If your blockade or your 
embargo were a peaceful measure, you are pro- 
hibited by the very words of the Constitution it- 
self from forcing a vessel bound to or from one 
State to enter or clear or pay duties in another, 
or from making any regulations of commerce 
whatever, giving any preference to the ports of 


| one State over the ports of another; and you have 


no more right to blockade or close the ports of 
South Carolina by embargo, even by act of Con- 
gress, than you have to declare that a sovereign 
State shall have no right to have more than one 
Senator on this floor, Your blockade is impracti- 
cable, unconstitutional, out of the power of the 
President. nee 

What is this idea of executing the laws by 
armed force against individuals? Gentlemen seem 
to suppose—and they argue upon the supposi- 
tion—that it is possible, under the Constitution 
of the United States, for the President to determ- 


| ine when laws are not obeyed and to force obedi- 


ence by the sword, without the interposition of 
courts of justice. Does any man have such an 
idle conceit as that? Does he suppose that, by 
any possible construction, the power of the Fed- 
eral Congress to call out the militia, and to use 
the Army and the Navy to suppress insurrection 
and to execute the laws, means that the President 
is to do it of hisown volition and without the inter- 
vention of the civil power? The honorable Sena- 
tor from Tennessee, (Mr. Jonnson,] the other day, 
called upon us to look at the exampie of Washing- 
ton, who put down rebellion in Pennsylvania, He 
said well that he was no lawyer, when he cited 
that General Washington called forth the militia 
of Pennsylvania and of other States to aid in ex- 
ecuting the laws, upona requisition by a judge 
of the Supreme Court of the United States certi- 
fying to him that the marshal was unable to carry 
out the judgments of the court. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Tennessee. I understood 
that very well. 

Mr. BENJAMIN. Then what on earth do 
you mean by saying that you will go into a State 
and execute the laws of the United States against 
individuals, without a judge or jury there, with- 
out a marshal or attorney, with nobody to declare 
the violation of law, or to order its execution be- 
fore you attempt to enforce it? The Senator may 
not have intended toassume such a position. He 
has been unfortunate in the impressions that he 
has produced upon the country. 

But, sir, other means are suggested. We can- 
not go to war; we are not going to war; we are 
not going to coerce a State. “Why,” says the 
Senator from Hlinois, “who talks of coercing a 
State; you are attempting to breed confusion in 
the public mind; you are attempting to impose 
upon people by perverting the question; we only 
mean to execute the laws against individuals.” 
Again, E say, where will be the civil process 
which must precede the action of the military 
force? Surely, surely it is not at this day that 
we are to argue that neither the President, nor 
the President and Congress combined, are armed 
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swith the powers of a military despot to carry out 
the laws, without the intervention of the courts, 
-according to their own caprice and their own dis- 
cretion, to judge when laws are violated, to con- 
vict for the violation, to pronounce sentence, and 
to execute it, You can do nothing of the kind 
with your military force. 

«But it is suggested, and the President is weak 
enough to yield to the suggestion, that you will 
‘collect your revenue by foree—by the action of 
the power of the Federal Government on individ- 
uals. Has anybody followed this out practically? 
Ig it possible? I remember that Mr. Webster 
once, as a mere figure of rhetoric, in his debate 
on the Foot resolutions, used some such threat 
as this against this same State of South Carolina; 
but it was looked upon as a mere beautiful figare 
of speech. No man ever paid any attention to 
it as really a threat of the use of constitutional 
power. You will put your collector on board of 
a vessel in the harbor. It shall be a man-of-war; 
it is in the port; and there you will make every- 
body pay duticsbefore the goods are landed. That 
is the next proposition, that nobody sces any 

ractical difficulty about. But, sir, it is totally 
impracticable—totally impossible. Take a casé. 

A citizen of New York owns a vessel which 
loads with a cargo of assorted merchandise, part 
frec, part owing duty, and consigns it to Charles- 
ton. He enters the harbor. Under the law he 
is obliged to make entry of his vessel, to produce 
his manifest, to go through certain other formal- 
ities. He goes on board your ship-of-war, sees 
the collector,and complies with the orders. What 
next? There are no duties paid yet, and the man 
who has a right to the free goods has no duties 
to pay. You cannot prevent him from going to 
the wharf and discharging them. There is no 
law to be executed there against an individual. 
But I will take it for granted that the whole cargo 
is aduty-paying cargo, and all belongs to one 
man, who does not mean to pay your duties. You 
are no better off. The man declines to enter his 
cargo. What is the law? The master of the 
vessel wants to go away. He is entitled by law 
to report to the collector that he is ready to de- 
liver his cargo, that nobody is there to enter it, 
and that he demands that his cargo be discharged, 
and put in public store; and under that he may 
go upon his new voyage; and you cannot change 
that, unless you change the law for all the ports 
of the United States. Or he may go further: the 
importer may go to the collector, and say, ‘* E 
want to enter my cargo in warchouse;” and he 
gives a bond signed by himself and a solvent fel- 
low-citizen, that they will pay the duty when he 
takes the goods out of the warehouse. Then you 
must let him put those goods into the custom- 
house warehouse; and you cannot change that law 
either, without changing it for the whole United 
States; because you cannot, under the Constitu- 
tion, by any regulation of commerce, give any 
preference to the ports of one State over those of 
another. 

Mind you, you are at peace; you are not co- 
ercing a State; you are merely executing the laws 
against individuals! You cannot do it without 
breaking up your whole warchouse system; you 
cannot do it without breaking up your whole 
commercial system in every port of the Confed- 
eracy. Your goods are ashore; they are in Gov- 
ernment warehouses; but you have not got the 
duties. A rush upon the warehouse, and the 
goods are taken out. You have got a bond, but 
you have no court to sueit in; and if you had, you 
would have no jury to forfeit it, because the jury 
would be told by the court, or at all events by 
the lawyers who defended the defendant, that the 
Government had no right to collect that bond; 
that it was a usurpation which required him to 
give the bond. l 

This whole scheme, this whole faney, that you 
can treat tife act of a sovereign State, issued in 
an authoritative form, and in her collective ca- 
pacity as a State, as being utterly out of exist- 
ence; that you can treat the State as still belong- 
ing collectively to the Confederacy, and that you 
can proceed, without a solitary Federal officer in 
the State, to enforce your laws against private 
individuals, is as vain, as idle, and delusive, as 
any dream that ever entered into the head of man, 
The thing cannot be done, It i$ only asserted 
for the purpose of covering up the true question, 
than which there is no other: you must acknowl- 
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edge the independence of the seceding State, or 
reduce her to subjection by war. 

Now, Mr. President, I desire not to enter in 
any detail into the dreary catalogue of wrongs 
and outrages by which South Carolina’ defends 
her position; that she has withdrawn from this 
Union because she has a constitutional right. to 
do so, by reason of prior violations ot the com- 
pact by her sister States. Before, however, mak- 
ing any statement—that statement to which we 
have been challenged, and which I shall make in 
but very few words—of the wrongs under which 
the South is now suffering, and for which shesecks 
redress, as the difficulty seems to arise chiefly 
from a difference in our construction of the Con- 
struction, I desire to read one more, and a last, 
citation from Vattel, giving a rule in relation to 
the construction of treaties between sovereigns, 
Among other 
things, he says: 

“The rules that establish a lawful interpretation of trea- 
ties are sufficiently important to be made the subject of a 
distinct chapter. For the present, let us simply observe 
that an evidently faise interpretation is the grossest ima- 
ginable violation of the faith of treaties. He that resorts 
to such an expedient, either imprudently sports with that 
sacred faith, or sufficiently evinces his inward conviction 
of the degree of moral turpitude annexed to the violation of 
it; he wishes to act.a dishonest part, and yet preserve the 
character of an honest man; he isa puritanical impostor 
who aggravates his crime by the addition of a detestable 
hypocrisy. Grotius quotes several instances of evidently 
false interpretations put upon treaties. ‘The Plateaus having 
promised the Thebans to restore their prisoners, restored 
them after they had put them to death. Pericles, having 
promised to spare the lives of such of the enemy as laid 
down theirarms, ordered all those to be kiJled that had iron 
clasps tothcircloaks. A Roman general having agreed with 
Antiochus to restore him half his fleet, caused cach of the 
ships to be sawed in two. All these interpretations are as 
fraudulent as that of Rhadamistus, who, according to Taci- 
tus’s account, having sworn to Mithridates that he would 
not employ either poison or stec! against him, caused him 
to be smothered under a heap of clothes.?—Vatéel’s Law 
of Nations, book 2, chap. 15, p. 234. 

There is the text; now the commentary. You, 
Senators of the Republican party, assert, and your 
people whom you represent assert, that under a 
just and fair interpretation of the Federal Consti- 
tution, itis right that you deny that our slaves, 
which directly and indirectly involve a value of 
more than four thousand million dollars, are prop- 
erty at all, or entitled to protection in Territories 
owned by the common Government. You assume 
the interpretation that it is right to. encourage, by 
all possible means, directly and indirectly, the 
robbery of this property, and to legislate so as to 
render its recovery as difficult and dangerous as 
possibie; that it is right and proper and justifi- 
able, under the Constitution, to prevent our mere 
transit across a sister State, to embark with our 
property ona lawful voyage, without being openly 
despoiled of it. You assert, and practice upon 
the assertion, thatit is right to hold us up to the 
ban of man—kind in speech, writing, and print, 
with every possible appliance of publicity—as 
thieves, robbers, murderers, villains, and crimi- 
nals of the blackest dye, because we continue to 
own property which we owned at the time that 
we all signed the compact; that it is right that we 
should be exposed to spend our treasure in the 
purchase, or shed our blood in the conquest, of 
foreign territory, with no right to enter it for sct- 
tlement without leaving behind our most valuable 
property, under penalty of its confiscation. You 
practically interpret this instrument to me that 
it is eminently in accordance with the assurance 
that our tranquillity and welfare were to be pre- 
served and promoted; that our sister States should 
combine to prevent our growth and development; 
that they should surround us with a cordon of 
hostile communities, for the express and avowed 
purpose of accumulating in dense masses, and 
within restricted limits, a population which you 
believe to be dangerous, and thereby force the 
sacrifice of property nearly sufficient in value to 

ay the public debt of every nation in Europe. 

This is the construction of the instrument that 
was to preserve oursecurity, promote our welfare, 
and which we only signed on yourassurance that 
that was its object. You tell us that this isa fair 
construction—not all, some say one thing, some 
another; but you act, or your people do, upon 
this principle. You do not propose to enter into 
our States, you say, and what do we complain 
of? You do not pretend to enter into our States 
to kill or destroy our institutions by force. Oh, 
no You imitate the faith of Rhadamisius: you 
propose simply to close us in an embrace that 


will suffocate us. You do not ‘propose to fell the 
à propose to 


trec; you promised not. ` You merely 
girdle it, that itdies, And then: when 
that we did not understand this barg 
that your acting upon itiu this: spir 
from the obligations that accompany it; i 
no circumstances can we consent to live together 
under that interpretation, and say?“* we will go 
from you; let us go in peace;” ‘We ‘are answeiet 

by your leading spokesmen: ** Oh, no; you, can- 
not do that; we have no objection‘to it’ pérson- 
ally; but we are bound by our oaths; if you at- 
tempt it, your people will be hanged for treason. 
We have examined this Constitution thoroughly; 
we have searched it out,with a fair’spitit, ‘and wi 
can find warrant in it for releasing ourselves from 
the obligation of giving youvany of its benefits, 
but ouroaths force us to tax you; we can dispense 
with everything else; bit our consciences, we pro- 
test upon our souls, will be sorély worried if we 
do not take your money.” [Langhter.]; That is 
the proposition of the honorable Senator from 
Ohio, in plain language. He can avoid everything 
else under the Constitution, in the way of sé 
sion; but how is he to get rid of the duty of takmg 
our money he cannot. see. [Laughter] u. os 

Now, Senators, this picture is not placed before 
you with any idea that it will act upon any, one 
of you, or change your views, or alter your con- 
duct. All hope of that is gone. Our coimmittee 
has reported this morning that no possible scheme 
of adjustment can be devised by them all com- 
bined. The day for the adjustment has passed, 
If you would.give it now, you are too late. 

And now, Senators, within a few weeks we 
part to meet as Senators in one common council 
chamber of the nation no more forever... Wede- 
sire, we beseech you, let this parting be in peace. 
I conjure you to indulge in no vain delusion that 
duty orconscience, interest or honor, imposes upon 
you the necessity of invading our States or shed- 
ding the blood of our people. Youhave no pos- 
sible justification for it. [trast it isin no craven 
spirit, and with no sacrifice of the honor or dig- 
nity of my own State, that ] make this last appeal, 
but from far higher and holier motives. If, how- 
ever, it shall prove vain, if you are resolved to 
pervert the Government, framed by the fathers 
for the protection of our rights into-an instrument 
for subjugating and enslaving us, then, appealing 
to the Supreme Judge of the universe for the recti- 
tude of our intentions, we must meet the issue 
that you force upon us as best becomes freemen 
defending all that is dear to man. `. 

What may be the fate of this horrible contest, 
no man can tell, none pretend to foresee; but this 
much I will say: the fortunes of war may be ad- 
verse to our arms; you may carry desolation into 
our peaccful land, and with torch and fire you 
may set our cities in flames; you may even emu- 
late the atrocities of those who, in the war of the 
Revolution, hounded on the blood-thirsty savage 
to attack upon the defenseless frontier; you may, 
under the protection of your advancing armies, 
give shelter to the furious. fanatics who: desire, 
and profess to desire, nothing more than to' add 
all the horrors of a servile insurrection to. the ca- 
lamities of civil war; you may do all this—and 
more, too, if more there be—but you never can 
subjugate us; you never can convert the free sons 
of the soil into vassals, paying tribute to your 
power; and you never, never can degrade them 
to the level of an inferior and servile race. Never! 
Never! [Loud applause in the galleries.) 

Mr. MASON. I demand that the galleries be 
cleared instantly. 

Mr. FOOT. J second that demand. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Brient.) 
The Chair will make that order, that the galleries 
on the right of the Chair be cleared. 

Mr. FOOT. And that they be cleared forth- 
with. [Hisses in the galleries.] 

The Sergeant-at-Arms proceeded to execute the 
order of the Presiding Officer. 

Mr. YULEE. I move that the Senate adjourn. 

Mr. MASON. I trust not until the dignity of 
the Senate is vindicated. 

Mr. YULEE. A motion to adjourn is made, 
and it is in order. DER. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. ` A'motioñ to 
adjourn is in order. 

Mr. BIGLER. 
adjourn. 


Mr. M 


I insist on. the motion to 


ASON. [ask forthe yeas and nays. I 
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trust the dignity of this Senate will be vindicated 
before an adjournment. 

Mr. BIGLER. I think it is much more pru- 
dent to adjourn. 

Mr. YULEE, A motion to adjourn is not 
debatable. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. A motion to 
adjourn is made; and upon that question the ycas 
and nays are asked for. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. COLLAMER,. Can that motion, or any 
other proceeding, be entertained until the order 
of the Chair be executed? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. A motion. to 
adjourn is always in order. If it is the pleasure 
of the Senate to adjourn instead of executing the 
order of the Senate, they have a right to do it. 

The question being taken, by yeas and nays, 
resulted—ycas 13, nays 32; as follows: 

YERAS— Messrs. Bayard, Bigler, Bragg, Davis, Fitzpat- 
rick, Gwin, Johnson of Arkansas, wedy, Lane, Nich- 
olson, Powell, Toombs, and ¥ ulee— 

NAYS—Messrs. Baker, Bingham, Bright, Clark, Cling- 
man, Coliamer, Crittenden, Dixon, Doolittle, Douglas, 
Durkee, Fessenden, Fitch, Foot, Foster, Grimes, Harlan, 
Hemphill, Hunter, Johnson of Tennessee, King, Latham, 


Mason, Polk, Rice, Seward, Simmons, Slidell, Sumuer, 
Trumbull, Wade, and Wigtall—32. 


So the Senate refused to adjourn. 


Mr. MASON. [did nat, in the demand I made, 
recollect the new arrangement of the spectators in 
the gallery. I did not remember that there was 
a portion of the gallery sct apart for the ladies. 
There was no disorder there certainly, and I in- 
ates to confine the motion I made to the other 
side. i 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator 
from Virginia will allow the Chair to remark that 
the order was made to cover merely the right 
hand side of the gallery. It was from there the 
disorder proceeded. $ 

Mr. FOOT. That was it. 

The Sergeant-at-Arms having executed the or- 
der of the Presiding Officer, and the gentlemen’s 
gallery having been cleared, 

Mr. BAKER obtained the floor. 

Mr. DOOLITTLE, IW the Senator from Orc- 
gon will yield me the floor, 1 will now move that 
the Senate adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate 
adjourned. 

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Monpay, December 31, 1869. 

The House met at twelve o’clock, m. Prayer 
by the Chaplain, Rev. Tuomas H. Sroc ron. 

The Journal of Thursday last was read and 
approved. 

LETTER PROM THE SUCRETARY OF WAR. 


The SPEAKER. The Chair asks leave of the 
House to present a communication from the late, 
or the present, Secretary of War. Tt will be read. 

The Clerk proceeded to read the communica- 
ton. 

Mr. CURTIS. Mr. Speaker, I would inquire 
whether that communication is in reply to any 
resolution of this House? 

The SPEAKER. It is a communication from 
the Secretary of War addressed to me as the 
Speaker of this House; and as such the Chair 
has presented it to the House. 

Mr. CURTIS. If itbe presented to the House, 
and read at the request of the Speaker, then I 
will not object; otherwise I do object; for it does 
scem to me that a communication from the head 
of one of the Executive Departments ought to 
come to us through the President of the United 
States. 


Mr. WINSLOW. Let us hear the paper, and | 


then we may judge what action to take on it. 


Mr. CURTIS. I object, unless the paper is 
read at the request of the Speaker of this House. 
The SPEAKER. As it is a paper addressed 
to the Speaker of this House, the Chair thought 
it his duty to present it, and to request that it be 
read. The Clerk will proceed to read it. 
The letter was then read, as follows: 
Wan DEPARTMENT, December 27, 1860. 
Sim: So much has been said very recently about the pol- 
icy of this Department in granting acceptances to the con- 
tractors for transportation acrass the plains, that I deem it 
due alike to Congress, to the public, and to myself, to make 
a short, plain statement of the facts connected with the 
subject. 
At onc time-—in the year 1858—~—it became absolutely ne- 


j of the contractors, and who had already money engage- 


cessary to start large trains of transportation across the 
plains to Utah, when there was no available means to put 
those trains in motion. Acceptances were given to the 
contractors then to enable them to start; and they did so. 
‘The practice, thus begun, was continued for a good while 
from necessity, and was afterwards followed to afford ac- 
commodation to the contractors in their very large and ex- 
tensive work. Their purport is to give preference to the 
holder, when filed in the Department, out of any moneys 
due the contractors. These acceptances have, until the 
past autumn, been regularly paid to large amounts; nor has 
any complaint whatever, until then, bcen heard that means 
were not provided to meet and redeem them. ‘There has 
never been the least concealment or mystery about this 
business. It was perfectly known to al! who had any inter- 
est in knowing anything about it. 

They have been given only when there was a subsisting 
contract out of which the means to meet them would cer- 
tainly arise, and for the execution of which there was an 
existing appropriation. They are prohibited by no law. 

The issue of these acceptances within this month rested 
upon the folowing considerations: those given for the last 
season’s work, and which were held as collateral security, 
in diflerent places, the contractors were anxious to post- 
pone until the next season. They represented that this 
could be done with acceptances which on their face repte- 
sented that they would be paid wheu the money they ealed 
for was cared by the contractors for the next season’s 
work, The strongest assurances were given that this paper 
was only to go, and certainly to go, by agreement already 
made, into the hands alone of those banks and firms who 
then held unpaid acceptances, and for which they were to 
be substituted and held as collateral security to their own 
obligations. 

The pay accruing under their contract next scason will 
be more than enough to cover the amount of the accept- 
ances predicated on it. 

‘To insure this stipulation, { consented to issue the paper 
only in large amounts, and in a form which would be ac- 
ceptable, if at all, to those who knew perfectly the solvency 


ments with them to a large amount, and who had, as I was 
informed, and as I believed, already consented to and de- 
sired the arrangement. If these promises and faithful 
engagements had been performed, no difficulty could ever 
have resulted from the transaction. Itcould not and would 
not have misted or deceived any one ; no expectation based 
upon it could by any possibility have been disappointed. 
But the promises made me were not kept; they were broken. 
This paper was, it seems, placed in the hands of aclerk of 
the Department of the Interior, who had abstracted a large 
amonntof the securities belonging to the Indian trustfund. 
Finding this to be the case, I have not hesitated to give an 
order to cancel and annul all those aceeptanees. The per- 
version rendered them void and of no effect. 

I am gratified to assert the confident belief that no one 
connected in any way, directly or remotely, in any sbape 
or form, with the Qutics of the War Department, bad any, 
the least, councetion with or knowledge of this embezzle- 
ment in its inception or its progress 

The issue of this paper resolves itself into a question of 
administrative consideration alone, L think; and so regard- 
ing it, L will be pardoned for adverting very briefly to this 
aspect of the subjeet. : 

These contractors lave, by along series of years of faith- 
ful, honest, and most cflicient service, won the confidence 
and good feeling of ah persons having auy connection with 
the transportation of the Army in the country lying beyond 
our western settcments. ‘They had never failed in any of 
their eagagements, and had executed many of them under 
circumstances of peenliar embarrassmenats. ‘hey were men 
of very large wealth and most extensive means, and pos- 
sessed fully the confidence of ali who knew them. It has 
become latterly pretty evident that but small profits, if any, 
were likely to be realized from their operations, and this 
Was put into great danger from recent reverses in moncy 
affairs. 

The revulsions whieh bave re 
country bave arisen from no caus 
could be fairly called upon to take 
heen from political causes, and not from any violated law 
of commercial or monetary action. Under this evident | 
fact, f was not unwilling to afford these cmployés of the 
Governmentany assistance likely to save them from serious 
injury growing out of political disturbances, if that could 
be done without ranning any risk of loss to the Govern- 
ment, [ think such a course can derogate nothing froma 
sound adininistrative diseretion, although the sequel has 
shown that such a confidence has been misplaced. 

But there is another and higher public consideration con- 
nected with the subject of contracts for transportation, and 
one which cannot be overlooked with any just apprecia- 
tion of good administration. Good and thoroughly re- 
sponsible contractors for transportation across our immense 
plains are extremely important persous to our little Army, 
and dificult to obtain. ‘There is no other serviee like it 
known in the world, Nowhere else on the globe would 
the idea be entertained of subsisting an army by transport- 
ing its supplies overland a distance of a thousand or twelve 
hundred miles through an uninhabited wilderness; and yet 
a very large part of our Army is furnished and subsisted by | 
this means. 

If the present contractors, who have so long and so faith- į 
fully perforined their work, shonld fail or become so em- 
barrassed as to be unable to do their work and supply the 
Army, it would result in a joss to the United States of a vast 
sum of moncy—probably a million dollars. But the pecu- 
niary loss would be small in comparison with the risk and 
damage which such a failure would subject our troops to, 
who are stationed in the deserts of New Mexico and Ari 
zona. Should any accident befall these men, or any serious 
inconvenience result to them from a failure of aregularand | 
eertain transmission of supplies, it would be diflienti to 
estimate the just indignation which would be beaped upon | 
the head of the inerant or delinquent officer whose ineft- | 
ciency had allowed it. | 

i 
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tly swept over the 
which business men 
> the risk of; they have 


‘The trains ne y for tie transmission to he performed i 
by Russell, Majors & Waddell, could not cost much short 


of $1,000,000, and would require months of industry and 
activity to prepare. 

It must be very clear to any one that a wise forecast de- 
manded of the Government to sustain these contractors by 
all fair and legitimate means. 

Ihave now nearly brought my administration of the War 
Department to a close, and F will be excused for adverting to 
it briefly. There is not one branch of the military service 
which is not in perfect order, as far as any means are af- 
forded of knowing—and they are very complete. Some 
have been particularly encouraged ; [thinkimproved. The 
discipline is excellent, and the accountability to superior 
authority in every department could scarcely be execiled. 
A strict economy is enforced, and a perfect responsibility 
in al! money expenditures is, and has been, successfully 
carried into effect. 

Within the four years since I have presided over this 
Department, not a dollar, I believe, bas been lost to the 
Government by embezzlement or theft, and within that 
time $60,000,000 havs been disbursed. No system of ad- 
ministration, no line of policy, I think, could reach better 
results. No system of accountability could be more per- 
at facts I confidently assert; and the Department is 
everywhere full of the proofs of them. 

I invite any investigation which the House may think 
proper to institute into any or all of my official acts. 

Very respectfully, your obedient servant, 

JOHN B. FLOYD, 
Secretary of War. 
Hon. WILLIAM PENNINGTON, 
~ Speaker of the House of Representatives. 

Mr. BOCOCK. I move that the communica- 
tion just read be referred to the select committee 
raised on this subject, of which the honorable 
gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Morris] is chair- 
man, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. CURTIS. I should like to say a word, if 
there be no objection. ge oa 

Mr. JONES. I object to debate. 

Mr. BOCOCK. I demand the previous ques- 
tion, if Lam not too late. I say to the gentleman 
from Iowa, that I mean no discourtesy to him; 
but Ido think that ir is premature to open any 
debate on this subject before the select committee 
submits its report. I would rather that the gen- 
tleman would delay any remarks he may desire 
to make on this subject until we receive that re- 

ort. 

p Mr. CURTIS. I wish to say something in re- 
lation to the facts which have come to the knowl- 
edge of the Committee on Military Affairs, con- 
nected with the making of the contract referred 
to, and the subsequent action of the Secretary of 
War in relation to it. 

Mr. BOCOCK. I suggest, as this matter is 
before a select committee, that any information 
necessary for the country ought to come before it 
in the formal and regular way. If the gentleman 
has any facts, I think it would be better that he be 
summoned before the select committee, in order 
that his testimony may be taken in regular form. 

Mr. LOVEJOY. FE hope, then, the gentleman 
from Virginia will modify his motion, so as to 
have the paper referred and not printed, 

Mr. BOCOCK. I presume that the committee 
would prefer to have it printed. It will cost but 
little. 

Mr. MORRIS, of Ilinois. 
desire to have it printed. 

Mr. CURTIS. I dislike, in the face of the 
objection, to urge my explanation; but while the 
Secretary of War has thus volunteered a defense, 
it seems to me proper that all the facts should go 
with that communication to the public. 

Mr. BOCOCK. I would suggest io the gen- 
tleman from Ohio that the communication will go 
to the select committee. ‘The public does not 
make up its opinion from the statements of one 
side only. The communication will go to the 
committee, and furnish a subject. of investigation 
by the committee. That committee can take the 
testimony of the gentleman from Iowa, and of 
anybody else. And let me say further to the 
gentleman from Iowa, that under the rules of the 
House, he has not the parliamentary right to dis- 
close matters which occurred in a committee-room 
except in the form ofa report. 

Mr. CURTIS. Ido not make mfsclf a vol- 
unteer witness to go before that committee or any 
other committee. I stand here, as the gentleman 
from Virginia himself does, trying to place before 
the House every thing which ought to be pre- 
sented. 

Mr. BOCOCK. I appeal to the gentleman from 
Towa, and I do not want to present any point 
which does not address itself to his fairness and 
candor. The ‘Secretary of War says, in bis 
communication, that he has been implicated, by 
public rumor, in the matter of the late defaleation, 
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and he wishes to make his ċxplanation. He vol- 
untarily makes himself party defendant and courts 
investigation. Now, because one of the partics in 
the maticr chooses to come forward and make his 
statement, l appeal to the gentleman from Lowa 
to know whether a third person should come for- 
ward and make his statement here ex parte before 
the House. The gentleman from Iowa himself 
is not presumed by anybody to be implicated in 
this transaction. What he says must be in the 
nature of evidence, or argument. Itis time enough 
to argue the question when the evidence is com- 
pleted, All we want now is testimony. Does 
the fact that a party defendant files his plea here 
justify the gentleman from Iowa in coming for- 
ward as a witness and giving ex parte testimony? 

Mr. CURTIS. Ihave not pretended to come 
here as a witness, but I wish to draw the atten- 
tion of the House to facts already in testimony 
before the House and the country—the facts in 
relation to the making of these contracts with 
these contractors, and the interference by the 
Secretary of War with the proper department for 
the purpose of giving the contracts to these men 
whom he favored. I wish to recall the memory 
of this House to the fact, that at that time there 
was a general indignation through the country 
because people bidding for contracts before the 
Quartermaster General were deprived of the 
privilege of concluding their bids, and making 
contracts: because the Secretary found an obsa- 
lete law, which allowed him to make a contract 
with those men. And in this connection E wish 
to say, that the prices given to these contrattors 
were double those which other persons were will- 
ing to take the contracts for. It seems to me 
strange that, before accusations are made, or 
charges presented, or an investigation ordered by 
this House, this man should come without au- 
thority of law, as a head of a Department, and 
offer a communication to this House, excusing 
himself from conduct which ought to be depre- 
cated by everybody in this country. I deny that 
I have offered myself as a witness here; I repu- 
diate any such idea; but I am willing that the facts 
shall go before the committee, where there will be 
an investigation. 

Mr. GROW. I rise to a question of privilege. 
By the Constitution of the United States, the Pres- 
ident is the only person permitted to communi- 
cate to this House at will. The Secretary of the 
Treasury, I believe, has been authorized by law 
to send to the House his estimates. I know of 
no law which authorizes any other head of a 
bureau, or Department of the Government, to 
communicate directly to this House. 

I simply want to make this statement at this 
time, that our privileges may not hereafter be in- 
yaded, but do not intend to press the point in this 
case, 

Mr. BOCOCK. I rise to a point of order. The 
gentleman from Pennsylvania has not the floor 
to make a speech, but only to state his point of 
order. 

Mr. GROW. That is what I am doing. 

Mr. BOCOCK. It scems to me it isa very long 
point. 

.Mr. GROW. I do not know that the rules 
confine a member to any particular time in stat- 
ing a point of order. The gentleman himself 
spoke some time, under a call for the previous 
question, and nobody objected. 

I merely wished to say that, by the Constitu- 
tion, the President is the only person permitted 
to communicate to this House at pleasure. The 
heads of Departments communicate to the House 
on call. Hereafter, I shall object to any head of 
Department communicating to the House unless 
some law provides forsuch communication. They 
can communicate only through the President. 

Mr. BOCOCK. In the first place, it is entirely 
too late to raise the question, if there was any- 
thing init; but thereis nothing init. It has been 
the practice, from the foundation of the Govern- 
ment until now, that any public officer implicated 
in any charge may ask the House, through the 
Speaker, to order an investigation. And he may 
make his defense. That is all we have now. An 
officer in an important public station asks, through 
the Speaker, that he may have an Investigation 
by, and a hearing before, a committee; and he 
makes his explanation. ‘ 

The SPEAKER. The Chair wishes to state 
that, while it is the duty of the President to com- 


| ordered on Thursday last. 


Means. 


municate to this House, it does not appear to the | 
Chair any way improper for a head ofa Depart- 
ment to doso, It has been done frequently during 
the present Congress;and therefore the Chair saw | 
no objection to receiving this communication. 

Mr. CLEMENS. The gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania [Mr. Grow] declared he could find no 
law authorizing the Secretary of War to-make a 
communication to this House. I beg leave to 
refer him to the sixth section of the act of the 2ist 
of April, 1808, by which it is expressly provided 
that the Sccretary of War shall have the right to 
make a communication to this House in regard 
to all contracts made by him under existing law. 
This communication relates to contracts made by | 
the Seerctary of War; and as such, it certainly 
should be received. 

Mr. GROW. This communication is his de- 
fense, and does not relate to his contracts. Fn- 
formation in reference to that point has been sent 
in before. 

The communication was then referred to the 
sclect committee of five, and ordered to be printed. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a 
communication from the Secretary of War, trans- 
mitting a letter from Inspector General Churchill, 
embodying an estimate for the publication of his 
Manual for Parade and Review, for distribution 
to the militia; and recommending an appropria- 
tion for that purpose. 

During the reading of the communication, 

Mr. GROW said: Now I rise to a point of or- 
der. 1 ask if this communication is in reply to 
any resolution of the House asking information? 

he SPEAKER. The Clerk will read it, and 
then the point will be ascertained. 

The reading of the communication was then | 
finished. i 
Mr. GROW. I now ask again if the commu- 
nication is in answer to any resolution of the 

House? 

The SPEAKER. It docs not appear to the 
Chair that it is indispensable that a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of War should be in an- 
swer to any resolution of the House. The prac- 
tice has been otherwise, and the Chair thinks it 
is right. 

Mr. CURTIS. I move that the communica- 
tion be referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs; and, at the same time, I protest that a 
communication of that kind should go from the 
Sceretary of War to the President, and be by him 
communicated to this House, and by nobody else. 

Mr. STANTON. Junderstand that the com- 
munication contains estimates; and if that be so, į 
unless it is the intention of the House to send the 
Army bill to the Committee on Military Affairs, 
it ought to be sent to the Committee of Waysand | 


The SPEAKER. TheSpcaker supposed that 
the Committee of Ways and Means would have 
been the proper committee; but as the gentleman | 
moved to have it referred to the Committec on 
Military Affairs, the question must be put on that 
motion. 

The communication was then referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

WINDER’S BUILDING. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a 
communication from the Secretary of War, trans- 
mitting a communication from the superintend- 
ent of Winder’s Building, embodying an estimate 
for constructing certain conveniences absolutely 
necessary about said building; which was re- í 
ferred to the Committee of Ways and Means, 
and ordered to be printed. 

INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL. 

The SPEAKER siated that the business first 
in order was the consideration of the Indiaa ap- 
propriation bill, on which the main question was 


Mr. SHERMAN, [ask that that bill be passed 
over until to-morrow, or the next day when the 
House is in session. I desire to institute a com- 
parison at the Indian bureau. 

” ‘There’being no objection, it was so ordered. 

Mr. McCLERNAND. I would inquire what 
is the regular order of business? 

The SPEAKER. The call of the States for | 
bills and resolutions; and first for bills for refer- | 
ence only. 


ADJOURNMENT OVER. l 
Mr. CRAWFORD. [ move that when the || 


, Thursday 


next. ; Pu EREE 
Mr. BRIGGS. I move to amend that’ motion 
by striking out * Thursday ’ and inserting Wed- 
nesday.” I cannot consént, when the country. is 
in the midst of revolution, to abandon niy ‘pos 
The amendment was agreed to. ae 
Mr. Crawrorp’s motion 
then adopted. 


PERPETUITY OF THE UNION: i. 

Mr. McKEAN. I have a résolution which f 
should like to have read, and to lie over underthe 
rule. k i 

TheSPEAKER. 
may be done. 

Several MEMBERS. 
olution is. 

The Clerk read the resolution, as follows: © 

Resolved; That the several States did not “ ordaii and 
establish >? this Governments that it was made by “ the 
PEOPLE of the United States;in order to form a more, per- 
fect Union, establish justice, insure domestic tranquillity, 
provide for the common defense, promote the general weh- 
fare, and secure the blessings of liberty to themselves and 
their posterity ;” that for such purpose the PEOPLE: with- 
drew from their several State governments certain powers 
and vested them in one General Government, whose Con- 
stitution, laws, and treaties, are ‘the supreme law of the 
land,” “anything in the constitution or laws ol any State 
to the contrary notwithstanding 3” that we are not thirty 
three nations, but one nation, made such by the Constitu- 
tion, aud kuown to the world as the American nation ; that 
every nation has the right of self preservation, the right to 
defend itself against enemies from without and traitora 
from within; that we believe this nation has the power to 
do so, and that it is its duty to exercise it. i 

Mr. MAYNARD. [cannot conceive thatany 
possible benefit can result to the House or the 
country from the introduction of tbese, proposi- 
tions at this time; and I must, therefore, object to 
the resolution. : | 

Mr. McKEAN. I ask that the resolution be 
referred to the committee of thirty-three. x 

Messrs. PRYOR and BARKSDALE objected. 

The SPEAKER then proceeded to call the 
States and Territories for bills for reference only. 

DUTIES ON IMPORTS. 

Mr. BINGHAM introduced a bill further to 
provide for the collection of dutics on imports; 
which was read a first and second time, and re+ 
ferred to the Committee on the Judiciary.. 


JACOB BROWN. 


Mr. ALLEN introduced a bill for the relief of 
Jacob Brown; which was read a first and second 
time, and referred to the Committce on Invalid 
Pensions. ` 

WAGON ROAD IN NEBRASKA. 

Mr. ALDRICH introduced a bill for the con- 
struction of a wagon road in the Territory of Ne- 
braska; which was read a first and second time, 
and referred to the Committee on Territories. 


STATE CONSTITUTION OF UTAH, 


Mr. HOOPER. I hold in my hand a memorial 
from the people of the Territory of Utah, praying 
to be admitted into the Union as a State, and‘ace 
companied by a copy of their constitution. ` I 
move that it be referred to. the Committec on Ter- 
ritories, and be printed. 

The motion was agrecd to. 

Mr. HOOPER. Task that the memorial may 
be read. 

Objection was made. 


INDIAN WARS IN OREGON AND WASHINGTON. 


Mr. STEVENS, of Washington, introduced a 
bill granting bounty lands for services in wars 
against the Indian tribes in Oregon and Washing- 
ton; which was read a first and second time, and 
referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 


FORTS, ETC., AT CHARLESTON. 


The SPEAKER then proceeded to call the States 
for resolutions, commencing, where the call was 
last left off, with the State of New Jersey. 

Mr. STEVENS, of Pennsylvania. “I offer the 
following resolution: - 

Resolved by the House of Representatives, That the Pres- 
ident be requested to communicate to the House, if not 
incompatible with the publie inte s, the condition of the 
forts, arsenals, and public property and about the city 
and port of Charleston, South Carolina; whetherany means 
were taken to garrison them and put them in a detonsibic 
condition after it became evident that South Carolina in- 
tended to secede; what number of troops were then in said 
forts and arsenals, and what nunrberthere are now; whether 
any orders have been given to reinforce the gterison of Port 
Sumter, since the other ‘foris have been seized by instr 
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gents, and what orders were given to the officer in com- 
mand relative to surrendering the same to the rebels; 
whether any vessels of war have been ordered to said port 
since the scizurc of the revenue by the rebellious State. 

Mr. BRANCH. I object to the reception of 
that resolution. 1 believe this call is for resolu- 
tions for reference only. 

The SPEAKER. It is the regular call for res- 
olutions. 

Mr. BRANCH. 
alonc, however. 

The SPEAKER. That was so in regard to 
bills, but not in regard to resolutions. 

Mr. STEVENS, of Pennsylvania. I move the 
previous question on the passage of the resolu- 
tion. 

Mr. BRANCH. Does the Speaker rule that 

the resolution can be put on its passage at this 
time? - 
The SPEAKER. That has been the practice 
of the House. When the gentleman demands the 
previous question, and thereby cuts off debate, 
the question can be put upon the resolution. 

Mr. BOCOCK. I move to lay the resolution 
on the table. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. On that mo- 
tion I call for the yeas and nays. 

Mr. FLORENCE. Let the resolution be read 
again. 

The resolution was again read. 

Mr. JONES, The gentleman from North Car- 
olina (Mr. Brancu] objected to the resolution 
before the previous question was called. 

The SPEAKER. The floor was held at the 
time by the gentleman from Pennsylvania. The 
Chair only recognized the gentleman from North 
Carolina out of courtesy. 

Mr. BRANCH. I object on another ground, 
The rules of the House require that all resolu- | 
tions calling on the President or other officers for 
information shall lie over one day. {therefore 
demand that, under the rules of the Elousc, this 
resolution shall lie over one day. 

The SPEAKER. The rule is properly stated 
by the gentleman from North Carolina, The 
resolution must lie over, 

Mr. STEVENS, of Pennsylvania. Then Imove 
a suspension of the rules, 

The SPEAKER. That motion cannot be made 
until after the lapse of an hour from the reading 
of the Journal. The motion will be in order after 
that time. 

Mr. STEVENS, of Pennsylvania. Very well, 


Resolutions for reference 


| unprofitable. 


; question. 


sir, E will renew the motion, 
ARMS AND ARSENALS. 


Mr. MePHERSON. Loffer the following res- 
olution: 

Resolved, That the Seeretary of War inform the House 
of Represcutatives what transfers of cannon or other muni- 
tions of war have been made from the arsenals or other 
depositories ot the United States since April 1, 1860; to 
what points they have been sent or ordered to be sent; 
and, in detail, to cxhibit the operations of this department jj 
of the service since the date named. Also, that he inform : 
this House what sales of muskets or other arms have been } 
made since the Ist of April last; when, te whom, and at į 
what price said arms have beer d, and whether at pnb- 
lic or private sale, Also, that he state the number and size 
of the cannon, muskets, and otber arms in the possession 
of the United States, and where they are deposited. 


Mr. BRANCH. Ldemand thatthat resolution | 
shali also lic over, under the rule. 

TheSPEAKER, The resolution must lic over, 
under the same rule. 

NATIONAL EXPENDITURES. 

Mr. HUGHES. I offer the following resolu- 
tion: 

Resolved, That the Seeretary of the Treasury be re- | 
quested to report to this House a detailed statement of th 
amount of money expended by the Government of the Uni- | 
ted States from the adoption of the Constitution to the 30th 
of June, 0, in cach State of the Union and ‘Territories, 
for navy-vards, custom-housea, court houses, and other 
public buildings; for the improvement of rivers and bar- 
bors 3 for the construction of forts and arsenals and armo- 
ries; and, also, the number of acres of the public lands 
granted to cach of the States and Territories in aid of works | 
of internal improvements; and, so far as practicable, the | 
moneyed value of the same at the time the grants were | 
made. 


Mr. MePHERSON. 
eration of that resolution. 

The SPEAKER. Under the rule laid down, 
the resolution must lie over. 

Mr. HUGHES. ‘Then Lask the unanimous 
consent of the House to withdraw the resolution. 

There being no objection, the resolution was | 


IT object to the consid- 


i Moore, Edward Joy Morris. 


withdrawn. 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


PRESERVATION OF THE UNION BY FORCE. 
Mr. PRYOR. I offer the following resolution: 


Resolved, ‘That any attempt to preserve the Union be- 
tween the States of this Confederacy by forec would be 
impracticable, and destructive of republican liberty. 

And I demand the previous question on its 
adoption. 

The previous question was seconded. 

Mr. STANTON. I move to lay the resolution 
on the table; and on that motion I call for the 
yeas and nays. 

Mr. HILL. I move that the House do now 
adjourn. My object is to puta stop to all this 
resolution-making business in the House, as itis 
fraught with nothing but mischief. Every res- 
olution on the great subject, in my judgment, is 


Mr. HINDMAN. Weare ready to meet this 
Mr. CRAWFORD. I desire to ask my col- 


league to withdraw his motion to adjourn, and 
let us take the vote on this resolution now. 

Mr. HILL. No, sir; I shall insist on my mo- 
tion; and I will endeavor to preventall other res- 
olutions of a like character coming in, either from 
one side or the other. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Allow me to say to the 
gentleman from Georgia that the previous ques- 
tion has been already seconded, and that, there- 
forc, we cannot evade a vote upon it. The mo- 
tion to lay on the table is the simplest way to 
dispose of it, if my colleague desires to press it. 

Mr. HILL. I want all resolutions touching 
the great question that is agitating the country to | 
take the same course. I do not want the House | 
to attempt to dispose of the question by resolu- | 
tion. i 

Mr. BINGHAM. Ihope my colleague will | 
withdraw his motion to lay on the table. 

Mr. STANTON. If the gentleman from Vir- 
ginia will permit me to offer a substitute and have 
a vote taken on it, I will withdraw the motion to 
lay on the table. 

Mr. MAYNARD. 
drawn I will renew it. 
Mr. HINDMAN. {hope gentlemen will come 

up and meet the question directly. 

A Memper. That is what we want. i 

Mr. HINDMAN. They have been talking 
through their presses ard orators about coercing 
sovercign States. Now, let them come up atonce 
and meet the issue like men. We are ready for it. 

A Memper. Is debate in order? 

The SPEAKER. [tis not. The question is 
on the motion to adjourn. i 
Mr. McCLERNAND. 1 hope the House will 
not adjourn; that it will not retreat, or refuse to 

meet the question. 

Mr. BARKSDALE. I want to tell the gen- 
tleman from Illinois, that we are ready to mectit; 
ready to meet it here or anywhere else. We will 
vot shirk it. Ifthe gentleman wants it now, let 
it come, 

Mr. HINDMAN. Let it come; we are ready 
to meet it. Here is the proper place to meet it. 

Mr. McCLERNAND. Lam very glad to hear 
gentlemen coincide with me on that point. T de- 
sire that the question may be met now, and the | 
resolution voted on. 

Mr. JOHN COCHRANE, 
der? 

The SPEAKER. It is not. The question is | 
on the motion to adjourn. | 
The question was put; and the House refused 
to adjourn. i 

Mr. McCLERNAND. I call for the yeas and | 
nays upon the motion to lay on the table. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. | 

The question was taken; and it was decided in | 

| 


If that motion be with- 


Is debate in or- 


the affirmative—yeas 98, nays 55; as follows: 
YEAS—Messrs. Charles F. Adams, Green Adams, Ad- 
rain, Aldrich, Allen, Babbitt, Beale, Bingham, Blair, Blake, | 
Brayton, Briggs, Buflinton, Burlingame, Burnbam, Camp- į 
bell, Carey, Case, Clemens, Colfax, Conkling, Cox, Jobn 
G. Davis, Dawes, Duell, Edgerton, Eliot, Ety, Etheridge, 
Farnsworth, Fenton, Voster, Fouke, French, Gooch, Grow, 


llale, J. Morrison Harris, Hatton, Helmick, Tilt, Holman, | 
William Howard, William A. Howard, Humphrey, Hutel 
ins, Junkin, Francis W. Kellogg, Kenyon, Kilgore, Larr 
bee, DeWitt C. Leach, Lee, Longnecker, Loomis, Lov 
joy, Marston, Charles D. Martin, Maynard, McKean, M 
Kenty, MeKnight, Merher: 


i 
, Isaac N. Morris, Morse, Noeli, | 
Olin, Palmer, Pendleton, Perry, Pettit, Porter, Quare: | 
Edwin R. Reynolds, Christopher Robinson, James C. R | 
inson, Royce, Sherman, Spaulding, Stanton, Stovens, | 
Stokes, Tappan, Thayer, Thaker, Vance, Vandever, i 


D, Montgomery, Laban F. | 


Verree, Wade, Walton, Cadwalader C. Washburn, Elihu 
B. Washburne, Webster, Wilson, and Windom—98. 

NAYS-—Messrs. Alley, Thomas L. Anderson, Ashley, 
Avery, Barksdale, Barret, Bocock, Branch, Burch, John 
B. Clark, Clopton, Cobb, Join Cochrane, James Craig, 
Crawford, Curry, Curtis, De Jarnette, Dunn, Edmundson, 
Florence, Garnett, Gartrell, Hardeman, Jobn T. Harris, 
Hindman, Houston, Hughes, Jackson, Jenkins, Jones, 
James M. Leach, Logan, Love, Elbert 3. Martin, McCter- 
nand, McRae, Sydenham Moore, Niblack, Peyton, Pryor, 
Pugh, Riggs, Rust, Scott, Sickles, Singleton, Spinner, 
Thomas, Vallandigham, Wells, Whiteley, Winslow, Wood- 
son, and Wright—55. 

So the resolution was laid on the table. 

Before the vote was announced, . 

Mr. BRANCH stated that his colleagues, 
Messrs. Crarce and Rurrin, were absent from 
the House in consequence of indisposition. 

Mr. DAWES stated that his colleague, Mr. 
Drnano, was detained at his residence by sick- 
ness, 

Mr. GURLEY said he had. paired with Mr. 
Burxerr, who had been called home by serious 
sickness in his family; otherwise he would vote 
a a? 

Mr. ETHERIDGE stated that Messrs. GIL- 
mer and Miriwanp had paired. 

Mr. HOLMAN stated that his colleague, Mr. 
Eneuisu, had paired with Mr, Crarx B. Cocu- 
RANE. 

Mr. KUNKEL stated that he had paired with 
Mr. Traw, otherwise he would vote against lay- 
ing the resolution on the table, and for the res- 
olution, if he were permitted to vote directly 
| upon it. 

Mr. LOGAN said he had paired with some 
gentleman upon the other side of the House; he 
believed with Mr. Tueaxen. Having been re- 
leased, however, by the friends of the gentleman 
on this question, he would vote “no.” 

Mr. PUGH said his colleague, Mr. SrarL- 
worth, was kept from the House by sickness. 

Mr. STOUT said he had paired with Mr. Nix- 
on; otherwise he would vote to lay the resolution 
on the table. 

Mr. VALLANDIGHAM said that, under- 
standing this question to involve direetly the ques- 
tion of © coercion,” he would vote against laying 
on the table. 

Mr. WASHBURN, of Wisconsin, said his 
eague, Mr. Porrer, had paired with Mr. Da- 
, of Mississippi. 

Mr. HILL said that, having learned that the 
resolution would be modified if not laid on the 
table, he would, for the present, vote in the nega- 
tive, out of respect to the mover. 

Mr. H. subsequently said that, inasmuch as 
consent cannot be obtained to modify the resolu- 
tion, he would vote for laying it on the table, as 
he would in future upon all resolutions on the 
same subject coming from individuals, 

Mr. BINGHAM said that, inasmuch as he 
could not have the opportunity of voting directly 
against the resolution, he would vote for laying 
it on the table. 

The vote was announced as above recorded. 

Mr. STANTON moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the resolation was laid on the table; and 
also moved to lay the motion to reconsider on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


Mr. HILL moved that the House adjourn. 
The motion was disagreed to. 
ENROLLED BILL. 

Mr. THEAKER, from the Committee on En- 
rolled Bills, reported that the committee had ex- 
amined and found truly enrolled a bill for the 
relief of Lieutenant George L. Hartsuff; when 
| the Speaker signed the same. 

EXPENDITURES IN STATES AND TERRITORIES. 

Mr. HUGHES. The morning hour has, I 
believe, now expired. 

The SPEAKER. Ithas. 

Mr. HUGHES. I then move to suspend the 
rules to enable me to offer the following resolution: 


Resolved, That the Seeretary ofthe Treasury be requested 
to report to this House a detailed statement of the amount 
of money expended by the Government of the. United States 
from the adoption of the Constitution to the 30th of June, 


| 
| 
; 1860, in cach State of the Union and ‘Territories, for navy- 


yards, custom -houses, court-houses, and other public build- 
; for the improvement of rivers and harbors; for the 
construction of forts, arsenais, and armories ; and also thie 
number of aeres of the public lands granted to each of the 
States and Territories in aid of works of internal improve- 
ment, and, so far as practicable, the moneyed value of the 
samp at the time the grants were made. 


1860. 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE: 


kad 


Mr. WASHBURNE, of Ilinois. [hope there 
will be no objection to that resolution. 

There was no objection; and the resolution was 
accordingly received and adopted. 


PAST DAY. 
Mr. JOHN COCHRANE. 


I ask the consent 


of the House to introduce the following resolu- į 


tion. I presume there will be no objection to it. 

Mr. HILL. Does it relate to politics? If it 

does, I shall move that the House adjourn. 
‘Mr. JOHN COCHRANE. It is not. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 

Whereas, by proclamation of the President of the United 
States, Friday, the 4th day of January next, is recommended 
to be observed asa day of prayer and devotional exercises 
in view of the dangers which threaten the Union and the 
Constitution thereof: Therefore, 

Resolved, That the use of the Hall of the House be granted 
for such purposes on that day, under the direction of the 
Chaplains of the Senate and House. 


Theresolution was received—no objection being 
made—and was adopted. 


ACTION OF SOUTH CAROLINA. 


Mr. STEVENS, of Pennsylvania. I now 
move to suspend the rules for the purpose of 
taking up and passing the resolution which I of- 
fered this morning, and which was laid over under 
the rule. 

The resolution was again read. 

_Mr. HILL. I thought that resolution must 
lie over under the rule. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman states cor- 
rectly; but the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
moves to suspend the rules for the purpose of 
acting on the resolution at this time. 

Mr. STANTON. Task the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania to accept this as a substitute for 
his resolution: 

Resolved, That the standing Committee on Military Af- 
fairs be instructed to inquire and report to the House to 
whom and at what price the public arms distributed since 
Ist day of January, 1860, have been disposed of; and also 
into the condition of the forts, arsenals, dock yards, &c., 
of the country; whether they are supplied with adequate 
garrisons, and whether any farther legislation is required 
to enable the President to afford adequate protection to the 
public property ; and that the committee have power to 
send for persons and papers, and leave to report at any 
time. 


Mr. STEVENS, of Pennsylvania. I cannot 
accept that. I want the President to speak for 
himself. 

Mr. HILL. I move that the House adjourn. 

The motion was not agreed to. 

Mr. HATTON. I move to lay the whole sub- 
ject on the table. 

The SPEAKER. That motion is notin order. 
The resolution is not before the House. 

Mr. HOUSTON. That is right, and I hope 
it will not be. Teall for the yeas and nays upon 
the motion to suspend the rules. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. : : 

The question was taken; and it was decided in 
the negative—yeas 91, nays 62; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Charles F. Adams, Adrain, Aldrich, 
Allen, Alley, Ashley, Babbitt, Beale, Bingham, Blair, Blake, 
Brayton, Briggs, Buffinton, Burlingame, Burnham, Camp- 
bell, Carcy, Case, Clemens, Colfax, Conkling, Cox, John 
G. Davis, Dawes, Duell, Dunn, Edgerton, Eliot, Ely, 
Farnsworth, Fenton, Ferry, Foster, French, Gooch, Grow, 
Hale, Helmick, Holman, William Howard, William A. 
Howard, Humphrey, Hutchins, Junkin, Francis W. Kel- 
logg, William Kellogg, Kenyon, Kilgore, DeWitt C. Leach, 
Lee, Longnecker, Loomis, Lovejoy, Marston, McKean, 
McKeuty, McKnight, McPherson, Montgomery, Morrill, 
Edward Joy Morris, Isaac N. Morris, Morse, Olin, Paliner, 
Perry, Pettit, Porter, Edwin R. Reynolds, Riggs, Christo- 
pher Robinson, Royce, Sherman, Spauiding, Spinner, Stan- 
ton, Stevens, Tappan, Thayer, Theaker, Trimble, Van- 
dever, Verree, Wade, Walton, Cadwalader C. Washburn, 
Elihu B. Washburne, Wells, Wilson, and Windom—9}. 

NAYS—Messrs. Green Adams, Thomas L. Anderson, 
Avery, Barksdale, Barret, Bocock, Branch, Bureh, Jobn 
B. Clark, Clopton, Cobb, John Cochrane, James Craig, 
Crawford, 
Florence, 
Jom T.H 


nett, Gartrell, Hardeman, J. Morrison Harris, 
Hatton, Hill, Hindinan, Houston, Hughes, 


Vallandigham, 
Wright— 62. 

So (two thirds not having voted in the afirma- 
tive) the rules were not suspended. 

During the vote, 

Mr. JONES said: I would ask whether the 
modification suggested by the gentleman from 
Ohio [Mr. Sraxton] has becn accepted or not? 
The SPEAKER. It was not accepted; and the 


Curry, De Jarnette, Edmundson, Etheridge, | 


vote now is on the resolution as originally intro- 
duced. i 

Mr. SPAULDING stated that he was paired 
with Mr. Crawrorp; but, as Mr. CRAWFORD was 
present in the House, he would vote in the affirm- 


| ative. 


Mr. DAVIS, of Mississippi, said: Mr. Speaker, 
itis, perhaps, proper that { should make a state- 
ment at this time. -Once or twice I am reported 
in the debates as being paired with the gentleman 
from Wisconsin, [Mr. Porrer.] When that pair 
was made, I was hourly in expectation of being 
called home; for the reason that I had received a 
letter informing me of the illness of my wife. This 
statement will explain what otherwise might ap- 
pear strange—that is, the fact of my being pres- 
ent here for cight or ten days without recording 
my vote. 

he vote was announced as above recorded. 


PUBLIC ARMS, FORTS, ARSENALS, ETC. 


Mr. STANTON. [ask the unanimous con- 
sent of the House to introduce the following res- 
olution, The Committee on Military Affairs has 
already applied to the Secretary of War for the 
information requested in my resolution in & letter 
of the 18th instant, and have received no response. 
The members of that committce belicve that the 
emergencies of the service required that this in- 
formation should immediately be forthcoming. 

The Clerk read the resolution, as follows: 

Resolved, That the standing Committee on Military Af- 
fairs be instructed to inquire and report to the House how, 
to whom, and at what price the public arms, distributed 
since the Ist day of January, 1860, have been disposed of; 
and also into the condition of the forts, arsenals, dock- 
yards, &c., of the country ; whether they are supplied with 
adequate garrisons, and whether any further legislation is 
required to enable the President to afford adcquate protec- 
tion to the public property; and that the committee have 
power to send for persons and papers, and leave to report 
at any time. 

Mr. JONES. I object. 

Mr. STANTON. J move, then, that the rules 
be suspended, in order that I may introduce the 
resolution. ; 

The questton was taken, and rules were sus- 
pended; and, under the operation thereof, the 
resolution was adopted. 

Mr. STANTON moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the resolution was adopted; and also 
moved to lay the motion to reconsider upon the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


INDIAN HOSTILITIES IN CALIFORNIA. 

Mr. BURCH. Mr. Speaker, I am, as you 
know, a member of the committee of thirty-three, 
and in attending on its sessions, I have not been 
able always to take that carg of the business of 
my State that I would desire. Task the unani- 
mous consentof the House—and I hope it will be 
accorded to me—to introduce the following reso- 
lution. I sel@om trouble the House with any 
such motion, and never unless it is necessary. 

The Clerk read, as follows: 

Resolved, That House bill No, 299, for the payment of ex- 
penses incurred in the suppression of Indian hostilities in 
the State of California, be made the special order of the day 
in the Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union 
for the second Thursday in January next. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I object to any special or- 
ders being made in the Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. I also object 
to it. 

Mr. BURCH. I hope that gentlemen will with- 
draw their objection. j 


Mr. SHERMAN. If this be made a special 


order in any committee, it ought, perhaps, to be | 


in a Committee of the Whole House on the Pri- 
vate Calendar. If it be made a special order for 
Friday or Saturday, I will not object. 

Mr. BURCH. Modify my resolution so as to 
make the bill the special order for the second 
Friday in January next. a y 

Mr. FENTON. I object to its being made the 
special order on a private bill day mf 

Mr. BURCH. [ adhere, then, to my original 
resolution; and objection being made, I move a 


suspension of the rales, in order that it may be | 
introduced. The bill is not a private bill, It was | 


reported by the Committec on Military Affairs at 
the last session; but at so late a day that it was 
impossible to take action on it. My only desire 
is to have some certain day fixed for the consid- 
eration of the bill. My duties on the select com- 


‘tion, 


be adopted, I nye 


tion to suspend the rules will be agreed tov: 23 
Mr. STANTON. This is. an important mat- 
ter; and if itis tobe acted upon during this ses- 
sion, it ought to be made a special order. Itin- 
volves a large amount of money. i č 


Mr. BURCH. If permitted, L could make a 
statement, that would, I think, remove all objec- 
tion. l wE 


Mr. DAVIS, of Indiana. -I object to debate. 
The question wastaken;and the House refused 
to suspend the rules for the purpose indicated, -` 


ENFORCEMENT OF. THE LAWS. 


Mr. DAVIS, of Indiana. Iask the unanimous 
consent of the House, for leave to.introduce the: 
following resolution: ; 


Whereas a convention of delegates, chosen by the peo- 
ple of the State of South Carolina, lately, to.wit: on the — 
day of December, 1860, adopted the following ordinance,: 
namely: * We, the people of South Carolina, in convene. 
tion assembled, do declare and ordain that the ordinance: 
adopted by usin. the convention of the 23d of May, 1788, 
whereby the Constitution of the United States was ratified, . 
and the acts ratifying amendments to the said Constitu- 
tion, are hereby repealed, and the union now subsisting be- 
tween South Carolina and the other States, under the naine 
of the United States of America, is hereby dissolved 3”? and 
whereas the said State of South Carolina, in pursuance 
thereof, and the proclamation of the Governor of said State 
claims to be a separate and independent Government, and 
is attempting to exercise the powers of such separate and 
independent Government: Therefore, a 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Judiciary be in- 
structed to inguire into the same, and to report to this 
House, at any time, what legislation, if any, has become 
necessary, on the part of Congress, in consequence of the: 
position thus assumed by the said State of South Carolina, 


Mr. BARKSDALE. I object to the resolu- 


Mr. DAVIS, of Indiana. I move to suspend 
B rules for the purpose of introducing the reso-. 
ution. 

The question was taken; and the rules were 
suspended. : 

Mr. DAVIS, of Indiana, demanded the pre- 
vious question on the adoption of the resolution. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Iask the gentleman to per- 
mit me to offer a substitute for his resolution? 

Mr. DAVIS, of Indiana. I will hear it read. 

The Clerk read, as follows: 


Resolved, That the right of a State to withdraw from the 
Union is not recognized by the Constitution, and neither 
the President nor the Congress of the United States are in- 
vested with authority to recognize any State in any other 
character than as one of the States of the Union. 

Resolved, That by the Constitution of the United States 
the Gencral Government is invested with power to collect 
the public revenues in all cases whatsoever, and to protect 
its property wherever situated. 

Resolved That the Judiciary Committee be instructed to 
report to the House whether the laws now in force are suf- 
ficient to enable the Government to effectually sustain its 
rights of property situate in the several States, or elsewhere, 
and to collect its revenues where an attempt shall be made 
to resist their collection ; and if, in the opinion of said com- 
mittee, the Jaws are insufficient, the said committee is in- 
structed to report the necessary bill toaccomplish, effect- 
ually, the objects aforesaid, and making it the imperative 
duty of the Government to call intorequisition all. the pow- 
ers with which it is invested by the Constitution to protect 
the property of the United States wherever situated, and 
collect the revenues of the Government in all cases what- 
ever, by the employment of the Navy or: otherwise, as the 
exigencies of the case may require. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Indiana. 
substitute. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I hope that the call for the. 
previous question will not be seconded, in order 
that we may have a vote on the amendment. 

Mr. HILL. I move that the whole subjectbe 
laid upon the table; and, on that motion, I de- 
mand the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. BARKSDALE. I move that the House 
do now adjourn; and, on that motion, I demand 
the ycas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. BRANCH. Ifthe House adjourns, what 


Ido not accept the 


i will be the condition of the resolution ? 


The SPEAKER. It will come up the first 
thing on Wednesday morning next. ok 

The question was taken; and it was decided.in 
the negative—yeas 50, nays 79; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Green Adams, Thomas L. Anderson, : 
Barksdale, Bocock, Branch, John B. Clark, Clopton, Cobb, 
John Cochrane, Crawford, John G. Davis, Reuben Davis, 
De Jarnette, Edmundson, Florence, Fouke, Garnett, Gar- 
trell, Hardeman, J. Morrison Harris, John T. Harris, Hill, 
Houston, William Howard, Hughes,‘ Jackson, Jenkins, 
Jones, James M. Leach, Love, Charles D, Martin, Elbert S. 
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Martin, Maynard, McClernand, McRac, Laban T. Moore, 
Sydenham Moore, Niblack, Pendleton, Peyton, Quaries, 
James C. Robinson, Simms, Singleton, Taylor, Thomas, 
Vattandigham, Vance, Webster, and Winslow—sv. 

NAYS—Messrs. Adrain, Aldrich, Allen, Alley, Ashley, 
Babbitt, Beale, Bingham, Blair, Blake, Brayton, Briggs, 
Bufliston, Burlingame, Burnham, Carey, Case, Clemens, 
Colfax, Conkling, Cox, Dawes, Edgerton, Eliot, Ely, Bth- 
; Fenton, foster, French, Gooch, Grow, Hale, Bel- 
mick, Hindman, Uoard, Hoiman, William A. Howard, 
Hutchins, Junkin, Francis W. Kellogg, Kenyon, Kilgore, 
DeWitt C. Leach, Lee, Longuecker, Loomis, Lovejoy, 
Marston, MeKeun, McKenty, MeKnight, McPherson, 
Montgomery, Edward Joy Morris, Isaac N. Morris, Noell, 
Olin, Palmer, Perry, Pettit, Porter, Edwin R. Reynolds, 
Riggs, Sherman, Spaulding, Spinner, Stanton, Stevens, 
Stokes, Tappan, “Pheaker, Trimbic, Vandever, Verree, 
Wade, Walton, Elihu B. Washburne, Wells, and Wil- 
son—79, 

So the House refused to adjourn. 


The question then recurred on the motion to 
lay upon the table; and being taken, it was de- 
cided in the negative—yeas 42, nays 88; as fol- 
lows: 

YEAS—Megsrs.Thomas L. Anderson, Avery, Barksdale, 
Roeock, Branch, John B. Clark, Clopton, Cobb, John Coch- 
rane, James Craig, Crawford, Florence, Gartrell, Harde- 
man, J. Morrison Harris, John 'T. Garris, Matton, Til, 
Houston, Ilughes, Jackson, Jones, James M. Leach, 
Charies D. Martin, Elbert 8. Martin, Maynard, McRac, 
Laban 'T. Moore, Sydenham Moore, Noell, Pendicton, Pey- 
ton, Quarles, Rust, Simms, Stokes, Thomas, Vallandigham, 
Vanee, Winslow, and Wright— 

NAYS—Messrs. Adrain, Aldrich, Alten, Alley, Babbitt, 
Beale, Bingham, Blair, Blake, Brayton, Briggs, Buffinton, 
Burlingame, Burnham, Carey, Case, Clemens, Colfax, 
Conkling, Cox, John G. Davis, Dawes, De Jarnette, Duell, 
Dunn, Edgerton, Eliot, Ely, Etheridge, Ferry, Poster, 
Fouke, French, Gooch, Grow, Helmick, Hindman, Hoard, 
Holman, Willian Howard, William A. Howard, Humphrey, 
Hutchins, Jenkins, Junkin, Francis W. Kellogg, Kenyon, 
Kilgore, DeWitt C. Leach, Tee, Lougnecker, Loomis, 
Lovejoy, Marston, McClernand, McKean, MeKenty, Me- 
Knight, McPherson, Montgomery, Edward Joy Morris, 
Isaac N. Morris, Morse, Niblack, Olin, Palmer, Perry, 
Pettit, Porter, Edwin R. Reynolds, Riggs, James C. Robin- 
son, Royce, Sherman, Spaulding, Spinner, Stanton, Ste- 
vens, Tappan, ‘Thayer, 'Pheaker, Trimble, Vandever, Ver- 
ree, Wade, Walton, Bilihu B. Washburne, and Wells—8s. 

So the House refused to lay the whole subject 
upon the table. 

During the vote, 

Mr. CLEMENS stated that he had received a 
note from General Mornnean, of Pennsylvania, 
requesting to pair with him on strict party ques- 
tions. Believing heretofore that none of these 
resolutions involved party questions, he had 
voted; and he would, on that ground, again vote. 
He voted in the negative. 

Mr. HINDMAN stated, in order that the issue 
might be met directly and at onee, and differing 
from those with whom he was in the habit of act- 
ing, that he would vote in the negative. 

Mr. QUARLES stated that Mr. Nevson was 
absent with the sclect committee of thirty-three. 

Mr. PEYTON stated that Mr. Srnvenson was 
paired, but with whom he did not recollect. 

Mr. PRYOR, not being within the bar when 
his name was called, asked leave to vote. 

Mr. THEAKER objected. 

Mr. PRYOR would have voted in the afirma- 
tive. 

The vote was announced as above recorded. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Maryland. I move that the 
House do now adjourn. 

Mr. SHERMAN. IT hope this resolution will 
be disposed of to-day. Wednesday, when it will 
will next come up, if we adjourn now, ought to 
be devoted to the transaction of important busi- 
ness of a practical character. 

The question was taken; and the House re- 
fused to adjourn. 

The question then recurred on seconding the 
demand for the previous question. 

The SPEAKER ordered tellers; and Messrs. 
Spinver and Brices were appointed. 

The question was taken; and the tellers re- 
ported—ayes 35, noes 82; no quorum voting. 

Mr. HILL. I move that the House do now 
adjourn. 

Mr ANDERSON, of Missouri. If the motion 
to adjourn be withdrawn, will it be in order to 
move that the House resolve itself into a Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union? 

The SPEAKER. As there is no quorum pres- 
ent, if the motion to adjourn be withdrawn, it 
would not be in order to move to go into com- 
mittec. 

Mr. SHERMAN, 
count, 

The SPEAKER. If there be no objection, 
there will be a recount. 


tn 


I hope there will be a re- 


_ Mr. LOVEJOY demanded the yeas and nays 
on the resolution to adjourn. ; 

The yeas and nays were not ordered. | 

Mr. CONKLING. Allow me to inquire, if | 
the House adjourn now, will this be the first busi- 
ness on Monday morning? 

The SPEAKER. It will be. 

Tellers were ordered on the motion to adjourn; 
and Messrs. Spixwer and Briggs were appointed. 

The House divided; and the tellers reported— 
ayes 50, noes 75. f 

The question recurring on seconding the pre- 
vious question, the tellers resumed their places. 

The House divided; and the tellers reported—- 
ayes 18, noes 70—no quorum voting. 

Mr. SHERMAN moved that there be a call of | 
the House. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. BARKSDALE moved that the House 
adjourn. 

Mr. SICKLES demanded the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were not ordered. 

The motion to adjourn was not agreed to. 

The roll of the Flouse was then called, when 
the following members failed to answer to their 
names: 

Messrs. Charles F, Adams, William C. Anderson, Ash- 
more, Barr, Barret, Bonham, Boteler, Bouligny, Boyce, 
Brabson, Bristow, Brown, Burch, Burnett, Butterfield, 
Campbell, Carter, Horace F. Clark, Clopton, Clark B.Coch- 
rane, Corwin, Covode, James Craig, Burton Craige, Curry, 
Curtis, Davidson, H. Winter Davis, Delano, Dimmick, 
Dunn, Edmundson, Edwards, English, Perry, Frank, Gil- 
mer, Graham, Hall, Hamilton, Haskin, Mawkins, Hick- 
man, Humpbrey, Irvine, Keitt, William Kellogg, Killin- 
ger, Kunkel, Lamar, Landrum, Leake, Maclay, Mallory, 
McQueen, Miles, Millson, Millward, Sydenham Moore, 
Moorhead, Morrill, Nelson, Nixon, Phelps, Potter, Pottle, 
Pugh, Reagan, Jobn H. Reynolds, Rice, Christoplier Rob- 
inson, Rutin, Scott, Scranton, Sedgwiek, William Smith, 
William N. H. Smith, Somes, Stallworth, Stevenson, 
James A. Stewart, William Stewart, Stout, Stratton, 
Tompkins, Train, Underwood, Van Wyck, Waldron, Cad- 
walader C. Washburn, Israc! Washburn, Whiteley, Win- 
dom, Winslow, Wood, Woodruff, and Woodson. 

The SPEAKER. The doors will now be closed, 
and the roll of absentees will be called for ex- 


STANTON. Ido trust we are not to be 
disciplined at this stage of the scssion—the day 
before New Year, only a fair quorum of mem- 
bers in the city, and when business can be pre- 
vented by any half dozen members. This is an | 
inopportune time to discipline the House by a call 
of the House. As to the matter pending, it is of 
no consequence whether we have a vote upon it 
now or not. Therefore, I move that the House 
do now adjourn. 

Mr. MORRIS, of Ulinois. I hope we will not 
adjourn, {hope we shall show one day of earnest 
effort for the transaction of public business. 

The motion was agrecd to; and thereupon the 
House (at three o’elock, p. m.) adjourned until 
Wednesday next. 


IN SENATE. 
Wrepnespar, January 2, 1861. 

Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Dr. Gurvey. 

The Journal of Monday last was read and 
approved. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIAL. 

Mr. HUNTER. Task leave to present a peti- 
tion of importers of hardware in the city of New 
York against the pending tariff bill; also petitions 
from importers of hardware in St. Louis, Mis- 
souri; Richmond, Virginian; Chicago, Mlinois; | 
Milwaukee, Wisconsin; New Haven, Connecti- 
cut; Baltimore, Maryland; and Detroit, Michigan. 
As that bill is no longer before the Committee on 
Finance, but ts on the table, I ask that these peti- 
tions may He on the table, 

The petitions were ordered to He on the table. 

Mr. BIGLER presented the memorial of Dr. | 
Isaac J. Hayes, now on a voyage of discovery in 
the Arctic seas, praying for a change of name of 
the schooner Spring Hill to United States; which 
was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 


REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 


Mr. DAVIS, from the Committee on Military | 
Affairs and Militia, to whom was referred the | 
petition of W. L. S. Dearing, praying payment | 
| for furnishing horses and equipage for a company | 
of Tennessee volunteers for the Florida war, in 
| 1837, asked to be discharged from its further con- | 


Mr. ANDERSON, of Missouri, objected. | 


j : : : i 
| Norris, be discharged from its further considera- 


sideration, as the Committee on Claims had form- 
erly reported on the case; which was agreed to. 

Mr. FOOT. I move that the Committee on 
Claims, to whom was referred the adverse report 
of the Court of Claims on the claim of Samuel 


tion, and that it be referred to the Committee on 
Indian Affairs; it coming more strictly within the 
jurisdiction of the latter committee. 

The motion was agreed to. 


FORTS AND ARSENALS IN TILE STATES. 


Mr. HUNTER. I ask the consent of the Sen- 
ate to offer a resolution. 1 do not propose to call 
it up now for consideration. I only ask that it be 
read for information. 

The Secretary read it, as follows: 


Whereas certain forts, magazines, arsenals, dock-yards, 
and other needful buildings, have been placed under the 
‘exclusive jurisdiction of the United States by a cession to 
that effect from certain States, and it may be the desire of 
one or more of those States to resume the jurisdiction thus 
ceded: Now, therefore, 

Be it resolved, That the President of the United States 
ought to be authorized by law, upon the application of the 
Legislature, or of a regular convention of the people, of any 
such States, to retrocede this jurisdiction to such States, 
upon taking proper security tor the safc-keeping and return 
of all the property of the United States, or for paying for 
the value of the same if destroyed or injured by the act of 
any of the States making such application. 


The resolution lies over, under the rules. 
l TERRITORY OF ARIZOMA. 


Mr. GREEN. I ask an order of the Senate 
to reprint Senate bill No. 365, with amendments 
adopted, so that we may have it in its corrected 
shape. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Firzpat- 
rick in the chair.) The Senator from Missouri 
moves to reprint bill S. No. 365, to provide a 
temporary government for the Territory of Ari- 
zuma, and to create the office of surveyor general 
therein. 

The motion was agreed to. 


MESSAGE FROM TIIE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, 
by Mr. Haves, Chief Clerk, announced that the 
House had ordered the printing of the following 
documents, on Monday, December 31, 1860: 

Letter from the Secretary of War, in reference 
to the policy of granting acceptances of that De- 
partment to mail contractors across the plains— 
ordered at twelve o’clock and thirty minutes. 

Letter from the Secretary of War, communi- 
cating estimates for the publication of Manual for 
Parades and Reviews—ordered at twelve o’clock 
and thirty-two minutes. 

Letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting 
an estimate for the construction of certain con- 
veniences to the Winder Building—ordered at 
twelve o'clock and thirty-three minutes. 

Memorial and constitution of the people of the 
Territory of Utah, asking admission into the 
Union—ordered at twelve o’clock and thirty-four 
minutes. 


COMMITTEE SERVICE. 


Mr. CRITTENDEN. Ihad the honorgMr. 
President, to be placed at the head of the Com- 
mittee on Revolutionary Claims. Ido not feel 
able to attend to its duties. T have served a long 
while on the committee; but I have been unable 
at this session, owing to the pressure of other en- 


| gagements, to do any duty as chairman of the 


Revolutionary Claims Committee. L hope I am 
not showing any disposition to ask undue favors 
when I ask the Senate to excuse me from service 
on that committee. 
The question being put, Mr. CRITTENDEN was 
excused. 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. LANE. I move to take up the bill (S. 
No. 322) reported by the Committee on Military 
Affairs, to complete certain military roads in the 
Territory of New Mexico. i 

Mr. TRUMBULL. 1 apprehend that it will 
take some time to dispose of the bill. There is 
a question pending, upon which we adjourned 
last Monday, on which the Senator from Orcgon 
[Mr. Baxer] has the floor; and I think it hardly 
worth while to take up a bill of this character at 
this hour. 

Mr. LANE. I think we can get through with 
itin the morning hour. This is a bill that was 
well considered by the Committee on Miltary 
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Affairs. They believed the roads provided for | 
were necessary to be completed; and I should be 
padio have action on the bill. Iam sure it can 

e disposed of within the morning hour. | 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I inquire whether the un- 
finished business of the morning hour does not 
come up this morning? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Firzpar- 
rick.) The Chair is not apprised that all the 
memorials and reports have been presented by 
Senators; butafter that, the first business in order 
will be the resolution to which the Senator from 
Illinois refers. i 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Then lask that that be 
taken up. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The first ques- 
tion, however, is on the motion of the Senator 
from Oregon. I suppose he moves to postpone 
the further consideration of that resolution, and 
all previous orders, until the hour of one o’clock, 
and to proceed to the consideration of the bill 
named by him. 

Mr. LANE. That is my motion. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That motion 
is in order; and it is competent for the Senate to 
so determine. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I certainly hope that will 

not be done; and I apprehend that, if the Senate 
understand the character of the motion, it will not 
be done. Here isa motion to take up a bill which 
will lead certainly to some discussion, which has 
not been considered of late, however much atten- 
. tion may have been given to it at the last session, 
and to supersede all other orders for the purpose 
of taking it up, and especially to supersede that 
order upon which the Senator from Oregon [Mr. 
Baker] has the floor. I think it would be unjust 
to him; and { trust the Senate will not adopt the 
motion of the other Senator from Oregon. 

Mr. LANE. Ihave not the slightest desire to 
interfere with the Senator from Oregon. My de- 
sire is to get action this morning on this bil. It 
is regarded as necessary for the public interest, 
for the transportation of troops and supplies. As 
I said before, the bill was well and thoroughly | 
considered by the Committee on Military Affairs 
at the last session, and reported with a recom- 
mendation that it pass. Now, I think, if the Sen- 
ator from Illinois will allow.the bill to come up, 
it will consume no time; but we can have a vote, 
and pass it right through the Senate. I look upon 
it as necessary for the public good; and therefore 
Task for action upon it. But I assure the Sen- 
ator that, if any discussion arises, if it shall ap- ! 

ear that it will be in the way at all of any other | 
usiness, or of the privilege of any Senator, I will 
agree that it shall be laid over. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Allow me to say to the 
Senator from Oregon that his colleague has the 
floor now, and he is interposing this bill in the 
way of hisright. The resolution upon which he | 


Now, the Senator proposes to come in and re- į 
move that out of the way, and take up another į 
He proposes,as I understand him, to post- į 


i 
has the floor is the matter ın order at this time. | 
H 
i 


bill. 
pone the very question upon which his colleague 


has the floor and is entitled to speak, for the pur- 
pose of introducing a bill here which manifestly 
cannot be passed between this and one o’clock. 
If the Senator insists upon it, I must call for the 
reading of this bill, that the Senate may see what 
it is. 


Mr. DOUGLAS. 


If my colleague will give 


way fora moment, I think I can adjust this mat- | 


ter. | supposed that [had the floor for to-day, 


according to an arrangement made on Monday. 
When, however, the Senator from Louisiana 
closed his speech, the Senator from Oregon [Mr. 
Baker] took the floor, and he has come into the | 
Senate to speak to-day. It is very evident tha 
the two speeches cannot be delivered on one day; 
and as he gocs on in the mornhig hour, I have 
said to him that I would waive my right to the 
floor to-day at one o'clock, provided I could have 
it to-morrow, in order to avoid stopping him in | 
the middle of his <peech, or beginning a speech | 
myself this afternoon and running it into to-mor- | 
row, as | should not be able to get through after 
he bas concluded to-day. Ff this arrangement be 
made, I presume the Senator from Oregon [Mr. 
Laxe] can pass his bill, and the other Scnator 
from Oregon [Mr. Baser] can occupy the floor 
for to-day; and this will be harmonious all around. | 


Mr. GWIN. I must object to that. Ido not! 


want to interfere with this diseussion at all; but 
there is a question in which my constituents, at 
least, have a deeper interest than in any other 
before Congress—a bill which is the special order 
for one o'clock to-day. 1 nad expected to give 
way to-day to the Senator from Hinois; for, as 
we have all seen, he has been trying for some 
weeks to get the floor, and I thought it was due 
to him that I should not press the question so far 
as he was concerned. Ido not want to interfere 
with this discussion that is going on in the Sen- 
ate; but I feel it my duty to call up at oneo’clock 
the special order, which is the Pacific railroad bill. 
I shall greatly regret if, by doing so, I interfere 
with any gentleman who wishes to address the 
Senate; but I am anxious to get action on. this 
question. -It is well understood by the Senate, 
by every member, as well by those who are for 
the measure as those who are against it; and in- 
asmuch as I believe no railroad bill can pass, cx- 
cept the one that came to us from the House, it 
scems to me that a very short time will enable us 
to dispose of that question. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. Allow me to ask the Sena- 
tor from California, whether the bill; as passed 
by the House, has been printed by the Senate? 

Mr.GWIN. Yes, sir; it has been printed for 
ten days. I must insist on the special order. 

Mr. BAKER. Mr. President, I did not quite 

hear what the honorable Senator from California 
said upon the subject of the Pacific railroad bill, 
which I understand to be the special order for to- 
day at one o’clock; but, coming from the Pacific 
coast, I feel it my duty to say, promptly and de- 
cidedly, that I cannot feel for an instant that any 
word of mine for the Unionand the perpetuity of 
free government on this continent can compare 
in importance or value with the Pacific railroad 
bill, which, in my judgement, is an act tending to 
make perpetual the Union of these States. There- 
fore I will, following the lead of the honorable 
Senator from galifornia, yield any pretension that 
I may have tò. the floor now, at one o’clock, at 
any time, or, ifqeed be, forever, that that bill may 
Ass. 
i Mr. LANE. Then, Mr. President, there can 
be no objection to taking up this litte bill. F only 
want it up in the morning hour. Fdo not want 
to interfere with any special order. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. Ido not wish to have any 
conflicting claim again with my friend from Ore- 
gon, for the floor to-morrow. Ifthe waives to-day, 
i wish to know which of us will be entitled to 
the floor to-morrow. I have felt compelled to 
give way to him to-day, under the circumstances, 
but E do not want to adjourn it over, and have 
another conflict with him to-morrow. 

Mr. BAKER. Quite unused to the courtesies 
of the Senate, and quite willing to submit to its 
habit, I feel myself entirely unable to discuss 
these questions of precedence or regularity, and 
I profess myself totally indifferent at what time 
I speak, or when I speak, or really whether I 
speak at all. E will give way to the Senator from 
Illinois, or to the Senator from California, or to 
to the courtesy and justice of the Senate. [‘* Go 
on now.”’} 


Mr. TRUMBULL. I think the Senator from 


| Oregon [Mr. Lane] should be satisfied that he is 


merely wasting time by persisting in this attempt 
to gct up a bill, and exclude his colleague from the 
floor. “This is the first instance since Ihave been 
in the Senate, where a member of the Senate upon 
either side has had the-floor and was ready to 
proceed, that any member has persisted in bring- 
ing up a bill to take the floor from him. The 
Senator from Oregon must see that he cannot pass 
this bil in the morning hour, and he is but wast- 
ing the time of the Senate. Although his col- 
league seems entirely willing to waive his rights, 
the rest of the Senate and the country have some 
interest in what he has to say. We want the 
benefit of it. 
for the Constitution and the Union, which are 
above all price, and which are to be maintained 
at all hazards. 
ing him. The country wants to hear from him 
from the Pacific slope, and to knéw the feeling of 
that people. This persistent effort to bring up a 
bill to construct a road, in order to crowd him out 
of his right to the floor, is a very unusual thing 
here. I trust that the Senate will not allow it to 
be done. 


| the Pacific railroad bill. I submit myself entirely | 


We understand that he is to speak | 


Sir, we have an interest in hear- į 


| and I shall want to-morrow. 


Mri. LANE. The Senator from Winois’cer- 
tainly consumes the ‘time of ‘the Senate hitoself, 
not 1. Lunderstood that thé business upon which 
the Senator from Oregon, would speak would be 
in order at one o’clock, and I asked the: Senate to 
take up this bill and consider it before one o’clock. 
Mr. BINGHAM. My, President o n 
Mr. LANE. “I beg the Senator’s pardon; Ido 
not want to be interrupted. : I only want to say 
now, for all time, that I do not desire to interfere 
with the time of the Senator from Oregon. Upon 
the contrary, I want him to have the floor and to 
speak whenever his time comes, and would rather 
hear him than have the railroad bill considéred 
to-day—very much rather. If it is not agreeable 


to Senators to take up this bill this morning, let . 


it lie over. I am willing that it shall He over; 
and, when I move again in the morning hour to 
take it up, I hope no Senator will get up and say 
that I desire to consume.the time of the Senate, 
Sir, I have not consumed the time of the Senate. 
I merely asked the body to take up.the bill and 
considerit. It ought to be considered, and ought 
to be passed, in my judgment; but if the Senate 
do not want it to come up, let it lic, and let no 
Senator charge me with trying to interfere with 
the Senator from Oregon, or prevent him having 
a full opportunity to speak. . I will vote that the 
railroad bill shall be postponed until to-morrow, 
so that he shall have this day, and I will not in- 
terfere. It was not my wish, it was not my pur- 
pose, to interfere. Or I would like to sce the rail- 
road bill, if you please, laid over until Monday, 
and let it be made the special order for that day, 
and then give to-day to the Senator from Oregon, 
and to-morrow to the Senator. from Ilinois. I 


| desire to hear both these Senators; the countr 


desires to hear them. I hope no Senator will 
charge me with a disposition to prevent anybody 
from speaking; because itis not so. aan 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Sen- 
ator withdraw his motion? 

Mr. LANE. Why, sir, if the Senator from 
Oregon will go on now, and the business on which 
he has the floor can be taken up now, let it be so. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. The Senator from Oregon 
has been laboring under a misapprehension all 
the time, I see. His colleague is entitled to the 
floor; that matter is up now, at this time; and if 
he lad understood that, I am sure he would not 
have interposed his bill. I sce his misapprehen- 
sion. 

Mr. LANE. If I had known that, I should 
not have moved to take up this bill at all. I sap- 
posed that business came up at one o’clock. I 
therefore withdraw the motion, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The first busi- 
ness in order is the joint resolution (S. No. 48) 
introduced by the Senator from Tennessee, [Mr. 
Jounson,] proposing amendments to the Consti- 
tution of the United States, upon which the Sen- 
ator from Oregon [Mr. Baker] is entitled to the 
foor RAILROAD TO THE PACIFIC, 

Mr. GWIN. The Senator from Oregon will 
permit me to interpose a motion. He evidently 
cannot get through his speech by one o'clock, 
and Iam very reluctant to interfere with him in 
giving his views on the important question which 
he will discuss to-day. I donot want, however, 
to evade my duty as a Senator from California, 
which is to press, at all proper times, the railroad 
question. Therefore, I will move to make it the 
special order for to-morrow at one o’clock, with 
the hope that the friends of the measure will bring 
it up then, and not interfere with the Senator’s 


| speech to-day. 


Mr. DOUGLAS. Iam crowded out to-day, 
Say Monday. 
Mr. LATHAM. I would suggest to my col- 
league, to avoid all difficulty, to make his motion 
for Saturday. To-morrow the Senator from Hi- 
nois will be entitled to the floor, and he will con- 
sume the whole day. The next day is a day on 
which the Senate will not sit. But on Saturday 
we can meet; and I think that every Senator, by 
common consent, will agree to give us a hearing 
on the railroad bill then, and pass it, or dispose 
of it in some way finally. : : 
Mr. GWIN. ‘Lam willing thatitshall bemade 
the special order fer one o’clock on Saturday. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will 


j regard that as the gense. of the Senate, unless 


objected to. f 


= 
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AMENDMENTS TO THE CONSTITUTION. 

The. Scnate, as. in Committee of the Whole, 
resumed the consideration of the joint resolution 
(S. No. 48) introduced by Mr. Jounson, of Ten- 
nessee, proposing ameridments to theConstitution 
of the United States. 

Mr. BAKER. Mr. President, the adventurous 
traveler who wanders on the slopes of the Pacific, 
and on the very verge of civilization, stands awe- 
struck and astonished in that great chasm formed 
by the torrent‘of the Columbia, as, rushing be- 
tween Mount Hood and Mount St. Helen’s, it 
breaks through the ridges of the Cascade mount- 
ains to find the sea. Nor is his wonder lessened 
when he hears his slightest tone repeated and re- 
echoed with a larger utterance in reverberations 
that lose themselves at last amid the surround- 
ing and distant hills. So I, standing on this spot, 
and speaking for the first time in this Chamber, 
reflect with astonishment that my feeblest word 
is reéchoed, even while I speak, to the confines of 
the Republic. 1 trust, sir, that in so speaking, in 
the midst of such an auditory, and in the presence 
of great events, I may remember all the respons- 
ibility these impose upon me to perform my duty 
to the Constitution of the United States, which I 
have sworn to support, and to be in no wise for- 
getful of my obligation to the whole country, of 
which I am a devoted and affectionate son. 

It is my purpose to reply, as I may, to the 
speech of the honorableand distinguished Senator 
from the State of Louisiana. I do so because it 
is, in my judgment at least, the ablest speech 
which I have heard, perhaps the ablest 1 shall 
hear, upon that side of the question, and in that 
view of the subject; because it is respectful in 
tone and clevated in manner; and because, while 
it will be my fortune to differ from him upon 
many, nay, most of the points to which he has 
addressed himself, it is not, E trust, inappropriate 
for me to say that much of what he has said, and 
the manner in which he has said it, has tended to 
increase the personal respect—nay, Linay say the 
admiration—which I have lanned to feel for him. 
And yet, sir, while E say this, I am reminded of 
the saying of a great man—Dr. Johnson, I be- 
lieve—who, when he was asked for his critical 
opinion upon a book just then published, and 
which was making a great sensation in London, 
said: ‘Sir, the fellow who has written that, has 
done very well what nobody ought ever to do at 
all.” 

The entire object of the speech is, as I under- 
stand it, to offer a philosophical and constitu- 
tional disquisition to prove that the Government 
of these United States is, in point of fact, no Gov- 
ernment at all; that it has no principle of vitality; 
that itis to be overturned by a touch; dwindled 
into insignificance by a doubt; dissolved by a 
breath; not by maladministration merely, but in 
consequence of organic defects, interwoven with 
its very existence 

But, sir, this purpose—strange and mournful in 
anybody, still more so in him—this purpose has 
a terrible significance now and here, fn the judg- 
ment of the honorable Senator, the Union is this 
day dissolved; it is broken and disintegrated; | 
civil war is a consequence at once necessary and 
inevitable, Standing in the Senate Chamber, he 
speaks like a prophet of woe. The burden of tbe 
prediction is the echo of what the distinguished 
gentleman now presiding in that chair has Said 
Defore—{Mr. Iverson in the chair]— Too late! 
too late!” The gleaming and lurid lights of war 
flash around his brow, even while he speaks. 
And, sir, if it were not for the exquisite amenity 
of his tone and his manner, we could casily per- 


| cussion in that spirit. 


suade ourselves that we saw the flashing of the 
armor of the soldier beneath the robe of the Sen- 
ator. 

My purpose is far different; sir, I think it is 
far higher. I desire to contribute my poor argu- | 
ment to maintain the dignity, the honor of the 
Government under which Í live, and beneath 
whose august shadow I hope to die. I propose, 
in opposition to all that has been said, to show 
that the Government of the United States is in 
very deed a real, substantial Power, ordained by 
the people, not dependent upon States; sovercign 
in its sphere; a Union, and nota compact between | 
sovereign States; thataccording to its true theory, 
it has the inberent capacity of self-protection; 
that its Constitution is a perpetuity, beneficent, 
unfailing, grand; and that its powers are equally 


| 
i 
| 
| 


| 
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capable of exercise against domestic treason and 
against foreign foes. Such, sir, is the main pur- 
pose of my speech; and what I may say addi- 
tional to this, will be drawn from me in reply to 
the speech to which I propose now to address 
myself. 

Sir, the argument of the honorable Senator from 
Louisiana is addressed first—I will not say main- 
ly—to establish the proposition that the State of 
South Carolina, having, as he says, seceded, has 
seecded from this Union rightfully; and, sir, just 
here he says one thing, at least, which meets my 
hearty approval and acquiescence. He says he 
does not deem it—such is the substance of the 
remark—unwise or improper to arguc the right 
of the case even now and here. In this I agree 
with him most heartily. Right and duty are al- 
ways majestic ideas. They march an invisible 
guard in the van of al] true progress; they animate 
the loftiest spirit in the public assemblies; they 
nerve the arm of the warrior; they kindle the soul 
of the statesman, and the imagination of the poet; 
they sweeten every reward; they console every 
defeat. Sir, they are of themselves an indisso- 
luble chain, which binds feeble, erring humanity 
to the eternal throne of God. I mect the dis- 
I defer to that authority. 
I observe, sir, first, that the argument of the gen- 
tleman, from beginning to end, is based upon the 
assumption that the Constitution of the United 
States is a compact between sovereign States. T 
think I in no sense misapprehend it; I am sure 
such cannot be my desire. I understand him, 
throughout the whole tone of his speech, to main- 
tain that proposition—I repeat it—that the Con- 
stitution of the United States is acompact between 
sovereign States. Arguing from thence, he arrives 
at the conclusion that, being so, a compact, when 
broken by cither of the other States, or by the 
General Government, the creature of the Consti- 
tution, South Carolina or Louisiana may treat the 
compactas broken, the contract as pseinded; may 
withdraw peacefully from the Unjon, and resume 
her original condition. 

L remark next, that this proposition is in no 
wise new; and perhaps for that, as it is a con- 
stitutional proposition, it is all the better; and 
again, the argument by which the honorable Sen- 
ator seeks to maintain it is in no wise new in any 
of its parts, I have examined with some care the 
arguments hitherto made by great men, the echoes 
of whose cloquence yet linger under this dome; 
and I find that the proposition, the argument, the 
authority, the illustration, are but a repetition of 
the famous discussion led offby Mr, Calhoun, and 
growing out of the attemptof South Carolina to do 
before what she says she has done now. 

Lf the proposition is not new, and if the argu- 
ments are not strange, it will not be wonderful if 
the replies partake of the like character, I deny, 
as Mr. Webster denicd; I deny, as Mr. Madison 
denied; I deny, as General Jackson denied, that 
this Union is a compact between sovereign States 
at all; and so denying, I meet just here the au- 
thorities which the honorable Senator has chosen 
to quote. They are substantially, as follows: 
first, not the Constitution itself, (and that is re- 
markable;) second, not the arguments made by 
the great expounders of the Constitution directly 
upon this question, and on this floor; but mainly 
fugitiveexpressions, sometimes hasty, not always 
considered, upon propositions not germane to the 
controversy now engaging us to-day; and when 
made, if misapprehended, corrected again and 


again in after years. To illustrate: the gentleman ; 
AS Eira A i 
from Louisiana has quoted at considerable length | 


from the debates in the convention which formed 
the Federal Constitution; he has quoted the opin- 
ions of Mr. Madison, and to those who have not 
looked into the question, it might appear as if 


those opinions were really in support of his prop- | 


osition that tl 


is a compact between sovereign 


States. Now, sir, to show that that is in no sense į 


so, I will read, as a reply to the entire quotations 
of the opinions of Mr. Madison, what Mr. Mad- 
ison himself said upon that subject upon the fall- 
est consideration in the world. ł proceed to read 
what I suppose to be at once argument and au- 
thority upon that question—lI read the letter of Mr. 
Madison to Mr, Webster, dated March 15, 1833. 
Mr. ‘ERUMBULL read, as follows: a 
MONTPELIER, March 15, 1833. 
My pear Sir: I return my thanks for the copy of your 
late very powerful speech in the Senate of the United 


States. It crushes “ nullification’? and must hasten an 
abandonment of “ secession.” But this dodges the blow, by 
confounding the claim to secede at wil) with the right of 
seceding from intolerable oppression. ‘The former answers 
itself, being a violation without cause of a faith solemnly 
pledged. The latter is another name only for revolution, 
about which there is no theoretic controversy. Its double 
aspect, nevertheless, with the countenance received from 
certain quarters, is giving it a popular eurrency here which 
may influence the approaching elections both for Congress 
and for the State Legislature. It has gained some advant- 
age, also, by mixing itself with the question whether the 
Constitution of the United States was formed by the peo- 
ple or by the States, now under a theoretic discussion by 
animated partisans. 

it is fortunate when disputed thcories can be decided by 
undisputed facts ; and here the undisputed fact is, that the 
Constitution was made by the people, but as embodied into 
the several States who were parties to it, and, therefore, 
made by the States in their highest authoritative capacity. 
They might, by the same authority and by the same pro- 
cess, have converted the Confederacy into a mere league 
or treaty, or continued it with enlarged or abridged powers, 
or have embodied the people of their respective States into 
one people, nation, or sovereignty ; or, as they did, by a 
mixed form, make them one people, nation, or sovereignty 
for certain purposes, and not so for others. t 

The Constitution of the United States, being established 
by a competent authority, by that of the sovereign people 
of the several States who were parties to it, it remains only 
to inquire what the Constitution is; and here it speaks for 
itself. It organizes a governmentinto the usual legislative, 
exceutive, and judiciary departments; it invests it with 
specified powers, leaving others to the parties to the Con- 
stitution. It makes the Government like other Governments 
to operate directly on the people; places at its command 
the needful physical means ot executing its powers ; and 
finally proclaims its supremacy, and that of the laws made 
in pursuance of it, over the constitutions and laws of the 
States, the powers of the Government being exercised, as 
in other elective and responsible Governments, under the 
control of its constituents, the people and the Legislatures 
of the States, and subject to the revolutionary rights of the 
people, in extreme cases. 

Such isthe Constitution of the United States de jure and 
de facto, and the name, whatever it be, that may be given 
to it can make it nothing more or less than what it is. 

Pardon this hasty effusion, which, whether precisely ac- 
cording or not with your ideas, presents, I am aware, none 
that will be new to you. 

With great esteem and cordial salutations 

JAMES MADISON. 
To Mr. WEBSTER., 

Mr. BAKER. Mr. President, I submit to the 
candor of the Senator from Louisiana that that is 
distinct, positive, unequivocal authority to show | 
that so far as the opinions of Mr, Madison were 
concerned, he did not believe that the Constitu- 
tion of the United States was a compact between 
sovereign States; but that he did believe it was a 
form of Government ordained by the people of 
the United States. 

Again: Mr, Webster is quoted. I gxpected, 
when I heard Mr. Webster named, to find that 
the honorable Senator would allude to the great 
discussion which his genius has rendered immor- 
tal. He does not do that; but refers specifically 
to a passage of Mr. Webster’s in an argument in 
the Supreme Court, I believe, upon a question 
arising as to boundary between Massachusetts 
and Rhode Island. 

Mr. BENJAMIN. If the Senator will permit 
me, he is mistaken. The question that arose there 
was in relation to the power of the people of 
Rhode Island to constitute a new government, not 
aquestion of boundary. Tallude to his argument 
in the celebrated Dorr controversy. 

Mr. BAKER. [feel obliged to the Senator for 
his correction; and I beg leave to say that the 
misiake perhaps is nota ae unnatural one in 
me, living so many thousand miles away; for, 
really, Rhode Island, though very patriotic, is so 
very small that I do not quite keep up with her 
history as I ought. It is no sort of difference 
whether Mr. Webster made the speech on a houn- 
dary question or onarcbellion question; the speech 
was made. My criticism upon the quotation is 
this: it has no relation whatever to the controversy 
now here, or if it has, it is so remote and indis- 
tinct that it becomes him and me alike to refer to 
what Mr. Webster really did say directly upon the 
controversy itself, Now I take the liberty of read- 
ing Mr. Webstér’s views as expressed and con- 
densed by himself. I read from Mr. Webster’s 
works, volume three, page 464: 

€ And now, sir, against all these theories and opinions, 
I maintain— 

“1, That the Constitution of the United States is not a 
league, contederacy, or compact between the people of the 
several States in their sovereign capacities ; but a Govern- 
ment proper, founded on the adoption of the people, and 
creating direct relations between itself and individuals. 

“2, That no State authority bas power to dissolve these 
relations ; that nothing cau dissolve them but revolution 3 
and that consequently there can be no such thing as seces- 
sion without revolution. 

«3, That there is a supreme law, consisting of the Con- 
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stitution of the Unitcd States, and acts of Congress passed 
in pursuance of it, and treaties; and that in cases not ca- 
pable of assuming the character of the suit in law or equity, 
Congress must judge of, aud finally interpret, this supreme 
law so often as it has occasion to pass atts of Jegislation 5 
and in cases capable of assuming, and actually assuming, 
the character of a suit, the Supreme Court of the United 
States is the final interpreter.” 


Now, I submit again to the candor of the hon- 
orable and distinguished gentleman, that there is 
the positive, unmistakable evidence of Mr. Web- 
ster, so far as his own opinion goes; that this is 
not, according to his proposition, a compact be- 
tween sovereign States; but itis a Government 


made and ordained by the people of the whole. 


United States; a Government capable of acting 
directly upon individuals, and made by individ- 
uals. And, sir, it is remarkable that these prop- 
ositions of Mr. Webster grew out of his desire 
to contradict the affirmative propositions of Mr. 
Calhoun, upon which the debate grew up. [read 
them: 3 

“The first two resolutions of the honorable member, 
[says Mr. Webster,} affirm these propositions, namely?’— 

And they are propositions sought to be en- 
forced by the distinguished Senator from Louis- 
iana— 

“1. That the political system under which we live, and 
under which Congress is now assembled, is a compact, to 
which the people of the several States, as separate and sov- 
*reign communities, are the parties. 

“2. That-these sovereign parties have a right to judge, 
each for itself, of any alleged violation of the Constitution 
by Congress, and in case of such violation, to choose, each 
for itseif, its own mode and measure of redress.” 

There, sir, is the right of secession upon the 
one hand, or at least of nullification; and Ima 
. say here, once for all, the difference between hale 
lification and secession is just this: secession bears 
the same relation to nullification that biography 
bears to history, somebody having wittily said 
that history was biography with its brains knocked 
out, F understand that nullification is just seces- 
sion with its brains knocked out; and every argu- 
ment applying to the one applies to the other. So 
much for the second authority upon which the 
distinguished Senator from Louisiana relies. 

I now come to the third; and E trust he will 
allow me to correct for him what I know was an 
oversight, or at least an entire misapprehension. 
The honorable gentleman from Louisiana, during 
the course of his speech, remarked, as I remem- 
ber it, that a valued friend had placed in his hands 
a paper from which he read, purporting to be the 
opinion of John Quincy Adams, upon this ques- 
tion of the right of a State to secede. I did not 
understand him as reading from a manuscript of 
his own copy, but from a paper placed in his 
hands, and perhaps about the moment, by some- 
body else. 

Mr, BENJAMIN. So far as that is concerned, 
the paper that l read from was sent to meas I 
read it, froma valued friend from New York. As 
to the speech of Mr. Adams, of course [cannot 
tell anything about it; I have never scen it. 

Mr. BAKER. The reason why I say this it 
is proper to state here. Itis a remarkable fact 
that of all the passages ever written by John 
Quincy Adams, of all the passages ever written 
by anybody from the beginning of the world, 
that passage, taken altogether, part of which was 
read by the honorable Senator from Louisiana, 
is the passage, of all others, which maintains the 
doctrine of the. oneness of this Government, its 
unity, its creation by the people, its ordination 
by them as one Government, and an entire anni- 
hilation of the whole doctrine of secession. ‘The 
difficulty was this: that the gentleman who fur- 
nished it, and who caused the unwitting reading 
of it, I have no doubt, in its mutilated condition, 
by the Senator from Louisiana, omitted the most 
remarkable part of the whole passage; and it is 
more remarkable in this—it is for that reason I 
hasten to acquit my distinguished friend of any 
knowledge of the misapprehension—that it is in 
the very same paragraph; and there had to be in 
that paragraph this very same process of separa- 
tion and disunion which is getting to be fashion- 
able now-a-days, to make it bear upon the Sena- 


15 . 


tor’s view of the question at all. 
It begins in this wise: 

€< In the calm hours of self-possession, the right of a State 
to nullify an act of Congress is too absurd for argument, 
and too odious for discussion. The right of a Stateto secede 
fromthe Union is equally disowned by the principles of the 
Declaration of Independence.” X 


Now, sir, there follows after that the passage 
read by the distinguished gentleman. It is a pas- 
sage, as I understand it, incorporated in hisspeech, 
which presents the opinion of Mr. Adams that 
there may be extreme cases in which a State ora 
community has aright to revolutionize. So much 
for the third authority quoted by the distinguished 
Senator. 

Now, speaking of authorities, let me add once 
more, that this speech of Mr. Adams, entitled the 
Jubilee of the Constitution, delivered by him, with 
all his exhaustive power as to any subject to 
which he turned his attention, is, in pointof fact, 
an irresistible argument in favor of our proposi- 
tion that the Constitution of the United States is 
an ordained Government by the people for the 
government of the people, and that it is in no 
sense, and can never be, taken or considered as 
a compact between sovereign States. Nay, sir, 
throughout the whole course of that speech he 
gocs much further. He argues with great power, 
and with great historical research, to show that, 
not only is the Constitution of the United States 
a Government formed by the people and not a 
compact between States, but that the old Confed- 
eration, prior to the Constitution, was intended 
to be that form of Government also; that really 
the people of the thirteen revolting or revolution- 
ary colonies intended, even at the time of the Dec- 
laration of Independence, preceding both the Con- 
stitution and the Confederation, to form then a 
united Government of one common people. I 
will read, not wearying the Senate, as I trast, by 
authorities much more expressive of constitu- 
tional law than anything I can say will be, the 
conclusion to which Mr. Adams comes as the 
sum total of the whole argument: 

“'Phat the Constitution of the United States was a rc- 
turn to the principles ofthe Declaration of Independence, 
and the exelusive constituent power of the people. That 
it was the work of the one peopie of the United States; 
and that those United States, though doubled in numbers, 
stiil constitute, as a nation, but one people. 

‘That this Constitution, making due allowance for the 
imperfections and errors incident to all human affairs, has, 
under ail the vicissitudes and changes of war and peace, 
been administered upon those same principles during a 
career of fifty years. 

“That its fruits have been, still making allowance for 
human imperfection, a more perfect union, established 
justice, domestic tranquillity, provision for the common 
defense, promotion of the general welfare, and the enjdy- 
ment of the b ags of liberty by the constituent people 
and their posterity to the present day. 

* And now the future is all before us, and Providence 
our guide.” 


And I submit again, in the most respectful 
spirit, Mr. President, that the authority of Mr. 
John Quincy Adams is direct, positive, unequiv- 
ocal, in maintenance of the propositions we are 
endeavoring to establish, and utterly and totally 
contradictory to ali the distinguished Senator from 
Louisiana has said upon that subject. 

And yet once more, sir, I quote from Gencral 
Jackson. It is an authority which I trust the dis- 
tinguished gentleman will revere. As Ihave said, 
South Carolina attempted to do once before what 
it is said she has accomplished now. There was 
then a President of the United States determined 
to do his whole duty. Whether there be now, 1 
leave others to determine: 

“The States severally have not retained their entire sov- 
ereignty. It has been shown that in becoming parts of a 
nation, not members of a league, they surrendered many of 
their essential parts of sovereignty; The right to make 
treaties, declare war, levy taxes, exercise exclusive judicial 
and legislative powers, were ali functions of sovereign 
power. ‘The States, then, for ali these important purposes, 


were no longer sovereign. The allegiance of their citizens” 


was transferred in the first instance to the Goverument of 
the United States; they becaine American citizens, and 
owed obedience to the.Constitution of the United States.” 


He says, again: 


t The unity of our politieat charaeter (as has been shown 
for another purpose) commenced with its very existence. 


1 will read it. 


Under the Royal Government we had no separate eharacters 
our opposition toits oppression began os united colonies, 
We were the United States under the contedeération, and 
the name was perpetuated, and the: Union rendered nidore 
perfect by the Federal Constitution. *. +*+- * sede 
would not do to say that ouy Constitution was only.a league, 
but it is labored to prove it a compact, (which, in one sense, 
it is,) and then to argue that, as a ‘league is d compact, 
every compact between nations must, of course, be aleague, 
and that from such an engagement every sovereign Power 
has a right to recede. | But it has been shown that in this 
sense the States ure not sovereign, and that even if they 
were, and the national Constitution hid been formed by 
compact, there would be no right inany one State to exon- 
erate itself from the obligation.” : ; 
Another mistake which (speaking with great 
deference) Ithink isobvious throughout the whole 
speech of the Senator from Louisiana, is the as- 
sumption, not only that the Constitution is a com- 
pact, but that the States parties to itare sovereigns. 
Sir, they are not sovereign; and this Federal Gov- 
ernment is not sovereign.: Paraphrasing the Ma- 
hometan. expression, “there is but one God,” I 
may say,and I do say, not without reverence, 
there is but one sovereign, and that sovereign -is 
the people. The State government is its creation; 
the Federal Government is its creation; each su- 
preme in its sphere; each. sovereign for its pur- 
pose; but each limited in its authority, and cach 
dependent upon delegated power. Why, sir, can 
that State—cither Oregon or South Carolina—be 
sovereign which relinquishes the insignia of sov- 


| ercignty, the exercise of its highest powers, the 


expression of its noblest dignities?: Not so. We 
can neither coin money, nor levy impost duties, 
normake war, nor peace, nor raise standing armies, 
nor build fleets, nor issue bills of credit. . In short, 
sir, we cannot do—because the people, as sover- 
eigns, have placed that power in-other hands— 
many, nay, most, of those things which exhibit 
and proclaim the sovereignty of a State to the 
whole world. Mr. Webster has well observed 
that there can be itt this country no sovereignty 
in the European sense of sovereignty, ‘It is, I 
believe, a feudal idea. Jt has no place here: I 
repeat, we are not sovereign here. They are not 
sovereign in South Carolina; they are not, and 
cannot be in the nature of the case; and therefore 
all assumptions and all presumptions arising out 
ofthe proposition ofsovercignty—supremacy upon 
the part of a State—is a fallacy from beginning to 

end. : ; 

Again, sir: Mr. Calhoun, in the course of this 

celebrated argument, in well chosen words, in- 

sisted that the States in their sovereign capacity, 

acceded toa compact. Mr, Webster replied with 

his usual force, The word “accede” was chosen 

as the converse of “ secede;” the argument being 

intended to be thatif.the State accedes to a com- 

pact she may secede from that compact. . Bat, 

said Mr. Webster—and no man has answered: the 

argument, and no man ever willit is not an ac- 

cession to a compact at all; it is not the formation 

of a league at all; itis the action of the people of 

the United States carrying into effect their pur- 

pose from the Declaration of Independence itself, 

manifested in the ordination and establishment of 
a Government, and expressed in their own em- 

phatic-words in the preamble of the Constitution 

of the United States itself. 

In arguing upon the meaning and import of the 
Constitution, I had hoped that a lawyer so dis- 
tinguished as. the gentleman from Louisiana, 
would have referred to the terms of that docu- 
ment to have endeavored at least to find its real 
meaning from its foree and mode of expression. 
In the absence of such a quotation, I beg leave to 
remind him that the Constitution itself declares 
by whom it was made, and for what it was made. 
Mr. Adams, reading it, declares that the Consti- 
tution of the United States was the work of one 
people—the people of the United States—and that 
those United States still constitute one people; 
and to establish that, among other things, he. re- 
fers to the fact—the great, the patent, the glorious 
fact—that the Constitution declares itself to have 
been made by the people, and not by sovereign 
States, but by the people of the United States; 
not a compact, not a league, but it declares that 
the people of the United States do ordain and . 
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establish a Government. Now, Lask the distin- 
guished Senator, what becomes of this iteration 
and reiteration, that the Constitution is.a compact 
between sovereign States? 


Pursuing what I think is a defective mode of 


reasoning from beginning toend, the distinguished 
Senator from Louisiana quotes Vattel, and for 
what? To prove what, as I understand, nobody 
denies: that a sovereign State, being sovereign, 
may make a compact, and afterwards withdraw 
from it. Our answer to that is, that South Caro- 
lina is not a sovereign State; that South Carolina 
has not made a compact, and that, therefore, it is 
not true that she can withdraw from it; and I 
submit that all these disquisitions upon the nature 
of European sovereignty, or any of those forms 
of government to which the distinguished author 
which he has quoted had his observation attracted, 
is no argument whatever in a controversy as to 
the force and meaning of our Constitution bear- 
ing upon States, sovereign in some sense, not sov- 
ereign in others, but bearing most upon individ- 
uals in their individual relations. 

But the object of the speech was twofold. It 
was to prove first, thatthis Union was a compact 
between States, and that, therefore, there was a 
rightful remedy for injury, intolerable or other- 
wise, by secession. Now, sir, I confess in one 
thing Ido not understand this speech, although 
it be clearly written and forcibly expressed, 
Does the Senator mean to argue that there is such 
a thing as a constitutional right of secession? Is 
ita right under the Constitution, or is it a right 
above itand beyond it? 

Mr. BENJAMIN. Ido not know whether the 
Senator desires an answer now. 

Mr. BAKER. Yes, sir; now. 

Mr. BENJAMIN. Well, sir, I will take ex- 
ample from gentlemen on the other side, and 1 
Ral answer his question by asking another. 

Mr, BAKER, Do, sir, 

Mr. BENJAMIN. I willask him if the State 
of Seuth Carolina were refused more than one 
Senator on this floor, whether she would have a 
right to withdraw from the Union, and if so, 
whether it would arise out of the Constitution or 
not, 

Mr. BAKER. Now, Mr. President, I will do 
what the distinguished Scnator from Louisiana 
has not done: 1 willanswer the question, [laugh- 
ter.] He asks me whether if the State of South 
Carolina, sending two Senators here loyally, with 
affectionate reverence for the Constitution, were de- 
nied the admission of one, or, if you like, of both, 
it would be cause for withdrawal. I understand 
that to be the question, Sir, E reply: that would 
depend upon several things yet to be stated and 
determined: First, I think South Carolina ought 
to inquire what is the couse of that refusal. I 
believe this body is the judge of the qualification 
of its own members. If the Senator was disqual- 
ified, or if in any fair judgment or reasonable 
judgment we believed he ought not to occupy a 
seat upon this floor, surely it would not be cause 
of withdrawal or secession, or revolution, or war, 
if we wêre to send him back. 

But, sir, | will meet the question in the full 
spirit in which, I suppose, it is intended to put it. 
It is this: the right of representation is a sacred 
right. If that right is fraudulently and pertina- 
ciously denied, has the State to which it is denied 
a right to secede in consequence thereof? I an- 
awer, the right of representation is a right, in my 
judgment, inalienabie. It belongs to all commun- 
ities, and to all men. It is of the very nature and 
essence of free government; and if, by force, b 
despotism of the many over the few, it is denied, 
solemnly, despotically, of purpose, the intolera- 
ble oppression resulting from that may be repelled 
by all the means which God and nature have 
put in our hands, Is the honorable Senator an- 
awered? 

Mr. BENJAMIN. Not yet. 

Mr. BAKER. What, sir? 

Mr. BENJAMIN. 1 was saying to the Sena- 
tor, not yet. J asked him whether he denied the 
fact that, in the sapposed case, which he has very 
fairly met, the right to withdraw resulted from 
the breach of the agreement in the Constitution, 
and would be a right growing out of the violation 


of the Constitution, independent of the question | 


of oppression at all? 
Mr. BAKER. Well, sir, I beg leave to say, 
-in answer to that: that is not the question the 


i 
H 


i 


honorable Senator put to me, but I will answer 
that. The right of South Carolina to withdraw, 
because the fundamental. right of representation 
is denied her, is the right of revolution, of rebel- 
lion. Itdoes not depend upon constitutional guar- 
antees, at all. It is beyond them, above them, 
and notof them. Now, is the Senator answered ? 

Mr. BENJAMIN. Iam fully answered. I am 
only surprised at the answer. 

Mr. BAKER. Now, will the distinguished 
Senator answer me? 

Mr. BENJAMIN. With pleasure. Will the 
Senator state his‘question once more? 

Mr. BAKER. Is there such a thing as a con- 
stitutional right of South Carolina to secede? 

Mr. BENJAMIN. I thought, Mr. President, 
that my proposition on that subject could not be 
mistaken. f hold that there is, from the very 
nature of the Constitution itself, from the theory 
upon which it is formed, a right in any State to 
withdraw from the compact, if its provisions are 
violated to her detriment. 

Mr. BAKER. 
what I did not quite understand before—no doubt 
it was owing to my obtuseness—that the gentle- 
man contends that there is in the State of South 
Carolina a right to secede, to use his own words, 
in the very nature of the Constitution itself, 

Mr. BENJAMIN. Resulting from the very 
nature of the compact, which I consider the Con- 
stitution to be. 

Mr, BAKER. Butthat, Mr. President, is not 
what the Senator did say. J press him on this 
point again. Does the right to secede spring out 
of and belong to the Constitution. And if so, 
where? Iam a strict constructionist. 

Mr. BENJAMIN. Iam, too; and, if the Sen- 


| ator will admit with me, what I suppose he will 


scarcely deny, that the States have reserved to 

ihomecives under the Constitution, by express 

language, every right not expressly denied to 

them by the Constitution, I say that he will find 

in the ninth and tenth amendments to the Con- 

stitution the recognition of the very right which 
claim. 

Mr. BAKER. Well, sir, the answer to that is 
just this: that we have been endeavoring to show 
—and I think irresistibly—that, so far from its 
being true that the States do reserve to themselves 
in the Constitation all rights not delegated by it, 
they do not reserve anything, for they are not 
parties to it; and there is no such thing as a res- 
ervation by the States at all. The instrument is 
made by the people; and the reservations, if any, 
are made by the people, not the States. 

Mr. BENJAMIN. If I am not intruding upon 
the Senator’s line of argument or time—and if I 
am I will not say another word—— 

Mr. BAKER. Not at all. 

Mr. BENJAMIN. Task the Senator whether, 
after the Constitution had been framed, amend- 
ments were not proposed by nearly all the States 
and adopted, for the very purpose of meeting that 
construction for which he is now contending; for 
the very purpose of maintaining the proposition 
against which he now argues? His ideis, that 
the Constitution of the United States formed a 
Government over the whole people as a mass. 
The amendments state distinctly that that was not 
the meaning of the Constitution; but that, on the 
contrary, it was a delegation of power by the 
States, and that the States and the people of the 
States reserved to themselves all powers not ex- 
pressly delegated, 

Mr. BAKER. ‘The powers not delegated to 
the United States by the Constitution, nor pro- 
hibited by it to the States, are reserved to the 
States respectively, or to the people;”’ that isthe 
amendment. Now, in answer, I say that in fall 
light of that amendment, every authority which 
I have read, every argument at which I have 
glanced, from Jackson, from Madison, from Web- 
ster, from Adams, all unite in the proposition that 
still this is a Government made by the people of 
the United States, in their character of people of 
the States, being one Government by them or- 
dained. 

Mr. BENJAMIN. Will the Senator be good 
enough to tell me what he deems to be the mean- 
ing of this article of the Constitution. 

{A disturbance in the gallerics attracted the 
attention of the Chair, caused by loud laughing 
and talking.] 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Foor in 


Well now, sir, I. understand. 
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the chair.) Order in the galleries. The Sergeant- 
at-Arms will remove the persons from the galle- 
ries in front of the Chair, on the right of theclock, 
forthwith. The order of the Senate must be pre- 
served, 

Mr. BENJAMIN. Will the Senator be good 
enough to allow me to call his attention to the 
seventh and last article of the Constitution. t The 
ratification of the conventions of nine States shall 
be sufficient for the establishment of this Consti- 
tution between the States so ratifying the same’’ 
—not read the preamble, but the bargain. 

Mr. BAKER. Where shall I find it, sir? 

Mr. BENJAMIN. In the very last article of 
the Constitution. 

Mr. BAKER. Iam notsure thatI understand 
the force of the distinction which the honvurable 
gentleman makes between the preamble and the 
Constitution itself. Following the example of 
Mr. Webster, I love to read the whole instru- 
ment together; but I will answer the Senator, 

“ The ratification of the conventions of nine States shall 
be sufficient for the establishment of this Constitution 
between the States so ratifying the same.” . 

Mr. BENJAMIN. ‘ Between the Statcs.’’ 

Mr. BAKER. Mr. President, what are the 
conventions of nine States but the people of nine 
States? There is the answer at once. It is not 
ratification by the State Legislature. 

Mr. BENJAMIN. What is the meaning of 
the phrase ‘* between the States??? Is not that 
the Janguage of compact? 

Mr. BAKER. Well, it is obvious endugh. 
Ratification is to be done by the people. Itis 
made by the people in the first place. It so pro- 
poses. It is to be ratified by them in the second 
place; and being so made by them, and being so 
ratified by them, is binding upon the States, which 
are the governments of the people that ratified it. 
That is all. But, sir, the Senator does not es- 
cape in that way. I ask him yet once again, is 
the right to secede a right growing out of the 
Constitution itself? Ifso, where? hat is that 
provision? IT repeat, Lam a strict construction- 
ist. He says he is. Iam not now going to hunt 
for a vagrant and doubtful power; but when States 
propose to secede, to dissolve the Union, to de- 
clare war, to drench confedcrated States in fra- 
ternal blood, I ask if they claim it asa constitu- 
tional right to take the step that will inevitably 
lead to that? Task for the word, the page, the 

lace, and I meet no reply. 

Mr. BENJAMIN. [ again refer the Senator 
to the words and the place. If the right of seces- 
sion exists at all, under any circumstances, revo- 
lutionary or not, it is a State right. Now, the 
question whether it exists under the Constitution 
or not, can only be determined in one way: first, 
by examining what powers are prohibited to the 
States; and next, whether the powers not pro- 
hibited are reserved. This power is nowhere 
prohibited; and the tenth amendment declares that 
the powers not prohibited by the Constitution to 
the States are reserved to the States. 

Mr. BAKER. Mr. President, I do not per- 
ccive the importance, nay, the profit, of pursuing 
that line of Inquiry any further. I have asked 
for the answer of the honorable Senator to that 
question; and if with that answer he is content, 
and if by that answer he intends to abide, so be 
it. I think that we have well disposed of the 
right of secession under the Constitution itself. 
I advance to another proposition. 

I admit that there is a revolutionary right. 
Whence does it spring? How is it limited? To 
these questions for a moment Ẹ address myself. 
Whence does it spring? Why, sir, asa right in 
communities, it is of the same nature as the right 
of self-preservation in the individual, A commu- 
nity protects itself by revolution against intoler- 
able oppression under any form of government, 
as an individual protects himself against intoler- 
able oppression by brute force. No compact, no 
treaty, no constitution, no form of government, 
no oath or obligation can deprive a man or a com- 
munity of that sacred, ultimate right. Now, sir, 
I think I state that proposition as fully as I could 
be desired to state 1t by the gentlemen upon the 
other side. The question that arises between us 
at once is: this right of revolution springing out 
of the self-preservation belonging to communities, 
as to individuals, must be exercised—how? In 
a case, and in a case only, where all other rem- 
edies fail; where the oppression is grinding, intol- 
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erable, and permanent; where revolution is in its 
nature a fit redress; and where they who adopt it 
asa remedy can do it in the full light of ail the 
examples of the past; of all the responsibilities of 
the present; of all the unimpassioned judgment 
of the future, and the ultimate determination of 
the supreme Arbiter and Judge of all. Sir, a right 
so exercised is a sacred right. I maintain it; and 
I would exercise it. The question recurs: has 
South Carolina that right? 

I think the honorable Senator will not deny 
that one of the gravest responsibilities which can 
devolve upon a community or a State is to break 
up an established, peaceful form of government. 
If that be true as an abstract proposition, how 
much more does the truth strike us when we ap- 
Ply it to the condition in which we found our- 
selves two months ago? South Carolina proposes 
now, according to the later doctrine, to secede as 
a revolutionary right; as a resistance against in- 
tolerable oppression; as an appeal to arms for the 
maintenance of rights, for the redress of wrongs, 
whefe the one cannot be maintained and the other 
be redressed otherwise. Now, sir, I demand of 
her and of those who defend her, that she should 
stand out in the broad light of history, and de- 
clare, if not by the Senators that she ought to 
have on this floor, by those who league with her, 
in what that oppression consists; where that 
injury is inflicted; by whom the blow is struck; 
what weapon is used in the attack? Somuch, at 
least, we have a right to inquire. After we make 
that inquiry, permit me to add another thing: a 
State claiming to be sovereign and a people part 
ofa great Government ought to act with deliber- 
ation and dignity; she ought to be able to appeal 
to all history for kindred cases of intolerable 
oppression, and kindred occasions of magnani- 
mous revolution, . 

Sir, we are not unacquainted in this Chamber 
with the history of revolutions. We very well 
know that our forefathers rebelled against the 
domination of the house of Stuart. And why? 
The causes are as well known to the worldas the 
great struggle by which they maintained theright, 
and the great renown which has forever followed 
thedeed. When Oliver Cromwell broughta traitor- 
ous, false king, and gave him, ‘‘a dim discrowned 
monarch,” to the block, he did itbya solemn judg- 
ment in the face of man and in the face of Heaven, 
avouching the deed on the great doctrine of revolu- 
tionary right; and although a fickle people be- 
trayed his memory—although the traditions of 
monarchy were as yet too strong for the better 
thought ofthe English people—yetstill, now, here, 
to-day, wherever the English language is read, 
wherever that historic glowing story is repeated, 
the hearts of brave and generous mèn throb when 
the deed is avouched, and justify the act. 

Again: there was a second revolution—the rev- 
olution of 1688; and why? Because a cowardly, 
fanatic, bigoted monarch sought, by the exercise 
‘of a power to be used through the bayonets of 
‘standing armies, to repress the spirit and destroy 
the liberties of a free people; because he attempted 
to force upon them a religion alien to their thought 
and to their hope; because he attempted to tram- 
ple under foot all that was sacred in the constitu- 
tion of English government. 

And, sir, in the history of revolutions there are 
examples more illustrious stili—perhaps the great- 
est of them all, that revolution which ended in the 
establishment of the Dutech Republic. My hon- 
orable and distinguished friend, I know, has read 
the glowing pages of Motley, perhaps the most 
accurate, if not the most brilliant, of American 
historians. I am sure that his heart has throbbed 
with generous enthusiasm as he read the thrilling 
pages of that story where a great people, led by 
the heroic house of Orange, pursued, throygh dan- 
ger, through sacrifice, through blood, through the 
destruction of property, of homes, of families, and 
of all but the great indestructible spirit of lib- 
erty, the tenor of their way to liberty and great- 
ness and glory at last. Sir, I need not tell him 
the oppression against which they rebelled; that 
the intolerable tyranny under which they groaned 
was of itself sufficient not only to enlist upon their 
side and in their behalf ail the sympathies of civ- 
ilized Europe then, butthe sympathies ofthe whole 
civilized world as they have read the story since. 

Yet once more, in the full light of these revolu- 
tions, our forefathers rebelled against a tyrant, 
declaring the causes of the Revolution, proclaim- 


ing them to the world in an immortal document 
that is familiar to us all. We recognize the right, 
Why? Because the oppression was intolerable; 
because the tyranny could not be borne; because 
the essential rights belonging to every human 
being were violated, and that continually; and in 
words more eloquent than I could use, or than I 
have now time to quote, Mr. Jefferson proclaimed 
them to the world, and gave the reasons: which 
impelled us to the separation. Sir, I ask the kon- 
orable Senator to bring his record of reasons for 
revolution, bloodshed, and war here to-day, and 
compare them with that document. ` 

If, then, Mr. President, the controversy is not 
upon theabstract right of secession, nor upon the 
revolutionary right of secession in a case fit and 
proper; but if, at last, it narrows itself down into 
a discussion of the reasons why South Carolina 
is to revolt, I propose to enter with alittle minute- 
ness of detail into the history of those reasons. 
I shall find them in several sources: first, chiefest, 
perhaps best, in the speech now before me of the 
Senator from Louisiana; secondly, in the very 
impulsive, very brilliant speech of the honorable 
Senator from Texas, [Mr. Wieratu3] and, if I 
have time to pursue the search, perhaps in the 
speech of the excited and excitable Senator from 
Georgia, [Mr. Ivenson.] The gentleman from 
Louisiana says that not devoting very muth time 
to the catalogue, and not giving it with any hope 
that it will avert the issue of arms, he will yet 
suggest some of the wrongs and outrages which 
that “ dreary catalogue” presents, as having hap- 
pened to the State of South Carolina. Before he 
does so, however, he says that the wrongs under 
which she groans, the injuries which justify and 
dernand revolution, are to be found ‘‘chicfly in a 
difference of our construction of the Constitu- 
tion.” Sir, is not that a “lame and impotent 
conclusion?’ I was astonished. 1 have known— 
again to quote the words of Mr. Webster—I have 
known, perhaps I may know again shortly, that 
there are cases when the war does not always 
come up to the manifesto; but from the seriousness 
with which the distinguished Senator approached 
the subject, I did not expect to find a qualification 
which would destroy the import and force of his 
catalogue altogether. Why, sir, can it be that 
any man in his sober senses will pretend that 
there can. be cause for revolution, war, because 
two parties in this Government differ as to their 
construction of one article in the Federal Consti- 
tution? Can that be so? And yet, in the face 
of earth and Heaven, I recall the fact that the 
honorable Senator declares that the principal 
causes of grievance are to be found in a difference 
in the construction of one article of the Constitu- 
tion of the United States. 

Mr. BENJAMIN. The Senator will pardon 
me. Ido not think he will find that in anything 
I said. 

Mr. BAKER. Far be it from me to misrepre- 
sentthe gentleman. If [ do not find it, E will 
withdraw what I have said. I quote his words, 
and they were words weli considered, beautifully 
chosen: 

“ Before, however, making any statement—that state- 
ment to which we have been challenged, and which I shall 
make in but very few words—of the wrongs under which 
the South is now suffering, and for which she seeks redress, 


as the difficulty seems to arise chiefly trom a difference in 
our construction of the Constitution, I desire to read *— 


Something else. Now, sir, f ask him whether 
I am not justified in saying that his main ground 
of complaint in his catalogue of dreary outrages 
and intolerable wrongs, is that that catalogue is 
founded, to use his own words, chiefly upon a 
difference in the construction of the Constitution 
of the United States? 

Mr. BENJAMIN. The Senator will pardon 
me. He stated that I had said they arose froma 
difference in the construction of one clause of the 
Constitution. 

Mr. BAKER. Well, sir, letit be ‘two rogues 
in buckram,”’ or seven; the idea is the same. 

Mr. BENJAMIN. Thatisit. We have eight 
or ten grievances; because you all construe the 
Constitution on the erroneous principles you have 
announced this morning. 

Mr. BAKER. [am here to show that, so far 
as the argument of the gentleman from South 
Carolina is concerned, the chief cause of difference 
does not arise as to the construction of one article 
of the Constitution. Tam told that, in the heat 
of debate, | said the Senator from South Carolina. 


BE. 


| the catalogue of wrongs, and T find, a 


Sir, if I 'made the mistake, itwas'but the mi 

of supposing, with Shakspeare; that: =" 
A sabstitute shines brightly as ating; 

Unless a king be by. - ae : 

Now, sir, ŝuppose, we differeđ abou 


S tad 
articles of the Constitution: what ‘then? 


that they must refor themselves prin 
Bat suppose there äre morè: what th 
are some things that do not appear to strike the 
honorable Senator. in this connection: For in 
stance: does he remember that although ‘he may. 
have one construction of the Constitution, and E> 
may have another, there is between usa supreme 
arbiter, and that upon every conccivable clause 
about which we may differ, or have differed; that 
arbiter has decided always upon one side? To 
vegin there have been debates-in-this Chambèr, 

and elsewhere, as to the true construction of that’ 
clause of the Constitution which requires the ren= 
dition of fugitive slaves. Twill use that term. 
There are very distinguished members’inow upon 
this floor who have argued with great gravity and 
wisdom and research and eloquence, thatit was 
intended that the power of rendition should be 
exercised by States. That question, with all gues» 
tions kindred to it, about which any of us may 
have differed, has gone before the Supreme Court 
of the United States, and has been decided against 
us, or some of us, and in favor of the constitu- 
tionality of the law as it now stands; and we 
have yielded to it, not a submission, but a bette 
word, obedience. Js not that true? : 

Again, we have differed in late days—and I am 
here to show, directly, how late that difference 
is, and J trust I shall show how ill-considcred~as 
to the construction of the Constitution upon the 
subjectofthe government of the Territories. That 
is not a political question merely. - That is capa- 
ble of being made the subject of a suit in ‘law or 
equity, under the provisiany of the Constitution, 
That has gone before the Supreme Court of the 
United States. There has been, as we all agree, 
a judgment; there bas been, asmost here contend, 
a decision; there has been, as everybody admits, 
an opinion. All three have been adverse to us. Is 
there in that any cause of complaint? 

There are the two points; and as the honorable 
Senatorasks me questions, I will ask him another 
Is there any other canse of complaint, except un- 
der these two clauses of the Constitution, be- 
longing to the constitutional controversy? The 
fugitive slave law is one, the right to take your 
slaves into the Territories the other. Are there 
any others? tgs 

Mr. BENJAMIN. Undoubtedly, Mr. Presi- 
dent. I thought I enumerated six on Monday. 
If the Scnator will do me the honor to read the 
complaints which I made in behalf of the South, 
he will find them. Then, if those are not suffi- 
cient, I can furnish half a dozen more. j 

Mr. BAKER. Mr. President, I may remark’ 
that those other causes of grievance which, upon 
an occasion so solemn as that presented by the 
Senator the otherday, were not mentioned in that 
category, were best left unsummed.. If they were 
notof sufficient importance to be enumerated then; 
they ought not to be brought up by wa of make- 
weight now. Lhold him to his record. 

Mr. BENJAMIN. Read. 

Mr. BAKER. I have now,asI understand it, 
presented two main causes of grievance arising, 
as he says, out of defective constitutional con- 
struction;and, although I see many specifications, 
ĮI understand they are all parts of two charges 
arising out of defective construction upon these 
two points. For instance: oneof the six charges 
is, that we slander you. Surely we do not do 
that under the Constitution. We slander you, 
we vilify you, we abuse you, you say. ell, 
that is not a constitutional difficulty, [laughter;] 
and if my distinguished friend will look at his 
t dreary catalogue,” he will find that, save the 
two which t have mentioned, the remainder are 
but amplification, extension of grievances arising 
outside of the Constitution, from difference of 
sentiment, opinions, morals, or habits, and not 
the cause of constitutional complaint, Therefore 
Iam not answered when he says, “ Look atm 
catalogue.’?. I repeat once more, to make it still 
plainer, that there are but two constitutional 
causes of complaint: onc in regard’ to thé rendi- - 
tion of fagitive slaves, the other the government 
of the Territories. The difficulties arise out of 
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those two provisions. All the restare matters of 
sentiment, of opinion, of habit, and of morals, 
which neither Constitutions nor laws can cause 
or cure. 

Mr. BENJAMIN. Mr. President, if the Sen- 
ator wants me to answer whether the difficulties 
of which the South complains, and in consequence 
of which she refuses any longer to remain con- 
federated with her sister States at the North, arise 
exclusively from violations of. the rights of the 
South in relation to her slave property, I answer, 
yes. He may take one, two, three, five, or six, 
clauses of the Constitution; they all come back to 
that single point—your constant, persistent war- 
fare upon our property, instcad of using the pow- 
ers of the Federal Government to protect, pre- 
serve, and cherish it. 

Mr. BAKER. And thus, Mr. President, after 
questioning and cross-questioning, and excreising 
that power of cross-examination which in courts, 
and { believe elsewhere, we sometimes call the 
test of truth, I bring the Senator, as I understand 
him, at last to agree that when he says in his 
labored speech the difficulty arises chiefly out of 
a defective construction of the Constitution by us 
Black Republicans, or us people of the North, it 
is to be found upon two subjects: one in relation 
to the fugitive slave question, and the other to the 
government of the Territories. WS 

Mr. BENJAMIN. Notsimply as to fugitive 
slaves, but all slaves. 

Mr. BAKER. But that is included in this 
question of territorial government, of the Wilmot 
proviso, of the right of the South to take her slaves 
there, and go whereshe pleases and as she pleases. 
These are the questions: 

Mr. BENJAMIN. Why, Mr. President, if the 
Senator will look once again at what I said, he 
will find that it does not comprise only a reference 
to such slaves as escape, but he will find that we 
refer constantly and openly in debate to organized 
and persistent efforts on the part of entire bodies 
of people at the North, with the connivance, with 
the secret aid of their fellow-citizens, to rob usof 
our property—not simply not retarning such 
slaves as may escape, but organizing means to 
take away our property and hide it beyond our 
reach, and nake the fugitive slave law utterly val- 
ueless, even it if was executed, by preventing our 
discovering even where a slave is. 

Mr. BAKER. Mr. President, L reply to that, 
that-is nothing more than brilliant amplification. 
The point that I press the Senator upon is this— 
he has no reply to it: have you any other diffi- 
culty with us about constitutional construction 
except upon two subjects? I donotask you now 
whether you complain that we rob you of your 
slaves, That is not the point. Do we do it under 
constitutional construction? I repeat: take the 
whole tenor of the speech, the complaint, the cata- 
logue, the ‘dreary catalogue,” itall ends in this: 
that there are differences of opinion among us of 
sentiment. You complain of our bad morals and 
our bad manners; you say we rob you; you say 
we intend to establish a cordon of free States 
around you; you say that we are persistent in 
what we do on this point; but at last, in your 
better and your more candid moments, you say 
that the difficulty seems to arise chiefly from a 
difference in our construction of the Constitution. 
Tadd to that, (and you will not contradict the ad- 
dition,) that it is a difference in our construction 
of the Constitution upon two subjects—first, the 
rendition of fugitive slaves; second, the govern- 
ment of the Territories so as to exclude slavery 
from those Territorics by the power cither of the 
General Government or the Territorial Legisla- 
ture. I think we arrive clearly at the points to be 
debated between us. 


Now, sir, first, of the fugitive slave law. What | 


is the construction that we give to the fugitive 
slave law, of which the Senator complains? 

have already answered that question. We did 
in argument give a construction. We were de- 
feated. The question went before the Supreme 
Court, We were overruled, We have obeyed 
that decision loyally ever since. We have never 
seriously endeavored to repeal it; nor have we as 
a party, nor as a North, endeavored to defeat its 
execution. Nay, if we had, that is not within 
the Senator’s counts, because he does not say 
that the difficulty arises out of malexecution of 
the fugitive slave law; but out of the differences 
of opinion between us as to the construction of the 


Constitution. Here I answer again, and I will 
quote Mr. Lincoln, about to be inaugurated as 
President of these United States—a man who seeks 
to make his opinions known in all proper ways 
and upon all proper occasions; a man who, for 
simplicity of purpose, directness of expression, is 
not surpassed in this country; a man whose hon- 
esty has already worthily passed into a proverb. 
You will find in the history of the debates, un- 
surpassed in ability in this country, between the 
distinguished Senator from Illinois, [Mr. Dove- 
LAS,] and the President elect, that he was asked, 
and for obvious purposes, what his opinion was 
upon this fugitive slave law question, and he re- 
lied: 

P “& Question. I desire to know whether Lincoln to-day 
stands, as he did in 1854, in favor of the unconditional re- 
peal of the fugitive slave law? 

« Answer. L do not now, nor ever did, stand in favor of 
the unconditional repeal of the fugitive slave law.”’—De- 
bates of Lincoln and Dougtas, p. 88. 

Is that clear and distinct? And, sir, I echo 
him, not because he is President, but because he 
is honest and wise and truc. I, who want noth- 
ing of him; I, who am not, and in no sense can 
ever be, dependent on him; I reply with him; I, 
as a Senator on this floor, repeating the opinion 
of my constituents, without distinction of party, 
I, too, say that I am not, have not been, never 
will be, in favor of the unconditional repeal of the 
fugitive slave law. 

Again, sir: since the passage of that law, the 
Republican party has sprung into existence. We 
have had two political campaigns. In one, un- 
tricd, unorganized, without reasonable grounds 
for hope, we astonished ourselves, we astonished 
the country, by our strength. In the other, gath- 
cring together all the irresistible elements of free- 
dom in the North and West, we have gained a 
great political triumph, which we intend to use 
wisely, but which we intend to guard well. Have 
we, in any platform, in any resolutions, by any 
bill, in any way evinced a disposition to repeal 
that fugitive slave law? Do we not, upon all fit 
occasions, say that, though many of us believe 
itis a hard bargain, yet that it is so “ nominated 
in the bond,” and we will endure it? 

Now, sir, when we make these statements—we 
have made them in the canvass; I make them 
more deliberately now—whatisthereply? [know 
it of old. Why, it is said, ‘* While your platform 
does not propose to repeal the fugitive slave law, 
there are States which pass personal liberty bills.”” 
Will gentlemen listen to our calm, frank, candid 
reply? First, the sense of the whole North is 
opposed to nullification, in any way or upon any 
subject. We will yicld obediencc—and I have 
said that it is a better word than submission—to 
any provision of the Constitution of the United 
States, as it is construed by the ultimate tribunal. 
They have,as we understand it, declared that law 
to be constitutional, and to that decision we yield. 
If there be States which have passed laws in vio- 
lation of it, preventive of it, to hinder, to defeat, 
to delay it, in my judgment—and sir, what is 
of infinitely more consequence, in the judgment 
of the North and West—those laws ought to be 
repealed; not because South Carolina threatens; 
not beeause Louisiana will seeede; but because 
we desire to yield obedience to those highest ob- 
ligations, right and duty, of which } made men- 
tion in the commencement of this argument. 

But, sir, the honorable and distinguished gen- 
tleman upon the other side knows very well that 
there is very serious and grave debate whether 
those laws are in any sense unconstitutional. We 
are told that some of them were made before the 
fugitive slave law, bearing upon other questions 
and directed to other objects. We are told that 
the provisions of many of them are provisions 
intended to guard and secure personal liberty, in- 
dependent of any question as to the fugitive slave 
law. Bet whether that be so to any extent, or to 
what extent, we say that if it shall be proved 
before any competent tribunal], and most of ali, 
before the Supreme Court of the United States, 
that those laws, or any of them, in any of their 
provisions, do hinder, delay, defeat the execution 
of that law, ‘¢reform it altogether. ? Sir, speak- 
ing in my place, with some knowledge of the 
Republican party, speaking by no authority m 
the world for the President elect, but speaking of 
him because Ihave known him from my boyhood, 
or nearly so, l say that, when the time arrives 
that he shail be inaugurated in this capital, and 


éxercise in the chair of the Chief Magistrate all 
the high responsible duties of that office, he wili 
enforce the execution of all the laws of this Gov- 
ernment, whether revenue or fugitive slave, or 
territorial or otherwise, with the whole integrity 
of his character and the whole power of the Gov- 
ernment. Now, lask my distinguished tciend if 


‘that is not a fair, frank reply to all the objections 


he may make as to differences of construction 
about the fugitive slave law? ° 

Mr. BENJAMIN. If the Senator wants the 
answer now: 

Mr. BAKER. Certainly, sir; let the blow fall 
now. 

Mr. BENJAMIN. Itisnot at all satisfactory; 
not in the remotest degree. 

Mr. BAKER. My honorable friend will not 
say that that isa reply. If I were in court, or 
elsewhere, and not in so grave a body as the 
Senate of the United States, I would quote two 
very celebrated lines in reply to that, to the effect 
that those who suffer from the law do not always 
have a good opinion of it; but I refrain. I repeat 
that, in the judgment of reasonable men, that ist 
an answer, and a full and complete answer to the 
objection made against us, that you are going to 
secede because of any difference of opinion be- 
tween us as to the construction of the provisions 
of the Constitution and our duty about the fugitive 
slave law. 

There are some other observations with which 
I beg leave to detain the Senate, however, upon 
thatsubject. Thatcan scarcely be considered one 
of the objections; first because the State of South 
Carolina, herself, through her only authorized 
expositor, the Charleston Mercury, declares and 
has declared that she believes the fugitive slave 
law to be unconstitutional anyhow. One of the 
most distinguished of her sons, Mr. Rhett, repeats 
andemphasizesthesameremark. A distinguished 
gentleman, the Senator from Georgia, lately oc- 
cupying the chair, not now in it, [Mr. Iversow,] 
has said lately upon this floor that the South docs 
notcomplain of any construction which the North 
gives to that law; nay, more, that the law 1s well 
made, carefully guarded, just to the South, and 
so far as the Federal Government is concerned, 
properly executed. 

Now, sir, can that be the ground of complaint, 
about which South Carolina is going out? Will 
she separate the bonds that have bound us to- 
gether for more than seventy years, because she 
docs not think that we quite perfectly obey a law 
which she, herself, in the person of her most dis- 
tinguished servants, declares to be unconstitu- 
tional? Not so, sir. Or will Georgia follow the 
illustrious example of South Carolina, and desert 
the Republic, when her representative on_ this 
floor declares that upon that subject the North 
performs allits obligations? These are questions 
which I leave to their honor and their dignity to 
decide. 

- Again, sir, the distinguished Senator from Louis- 
iana points out in the dreary catalogue, (and, as I 
hold, it is the chief cause of complaint,) the con- 
struction which the North gives to the Constitu- 
tion on the subject of the government of the Ter- 
ritories; and the first, or if not the first in that 
exact charge, first in the general charge—and 1 
will mect it here and now—is that we persistently 
refuse to consider, or in otherand perhaps better 
words, that we deny, that slaves are property. 
Now that is a very serious ground of complaint. 
It is very persistently made. Tt is very frequently 
repeated. Nay, more, I do believe that there are 
people who are firmly convinced that that is true; 
but the honorable Senator from Louisiana ought 
not to be one of them. I believe I do not mis- 
quote you, sir. 

Mr. BENJAMIN. Does the Senator deny that 
that is the proposition maintained? 

Mr. BAKER. I do, sir. 

Mr. BENJAMIN. That is precisely the prop- 
osition your side of the house voted down in our 
committee. They refused to vote that slaves were 
property. They voted against it. 

Mr. BAKER. I will meet thet directly. Ido 
not meet ic at this moment, because it in some 
wise breaks the line of thought that I intend to 
pursue; but if before Í close, I fail to allude to it, 
I shail be obliged to the courtesy of the Senator 
fiom Louisiana to remind me of it again. 

Mr. Webster, a great authority, in a speech 
which he delivered upon the bill creating the Ter- 
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ritory of Oregon, in which he advocated the inclu- 
sion of the Wilmot proviso, and perhaps through 
whose influence it was then done, speaking upon 
this subject of slavery and slave property, held 
the following language; language which I believed 
then, and I believe now, embodies the general, I 
may say the universal, opinion of the Republi- 
cans, if not the whole North, upon that subject. 
Mr. DOOLITTLE read, as follows: 


& The southern States have peculiar laws, and by those 
laws there is property in slaves. This is purely local. The 
real meaning, then, of southern gentlemen in making this 
complaint is, that they cannot go into the Territories of the 
United States carrying with them their own peculiar law, 
alaw which creates property in persons. ‘This, according 
to their own- statement, is all the ground of complaint they 
have. Now here, I think, gentlemen are unjust towards 
us. How unjust they are, others will judge. Gencrations 
that will come after us will judge. It will not be contended 
that this sort of personal slavery exists by general law. It 
exists only by local law. 1 do not mean to deny the valid- 
ity of that local law where it is established ; but I say itis, 
after all, nothing but local law; it is nothing more; and 
wherever that local law does not extend, property in per- 
sons does not exist.” 


Mr. BAKER: Now, sir, I submit to the hon- 
orable Senator from Louisiana that thatis a clear 
exposition of. the opinion of what I think I may 
say is the universal North upon that point. If 
that be the ground of complaint, I proceed to meet 
it historically and argumentatively. If there be 
any other ground of complaint upon that, if that 
be not a clear statement of what he supposes we 
really do believe, if we have any other heresy in- 
corporated with that, which that does not really 
express, I will wait now for a declaration upon 
that subject. I take it for granted then, Mr. Pres- 
ident, that that is the cause of complaint that we 
of the North—— 

Mr. BENJAMIN. It is difficult to follow a 
line of argument in this interrupted way; but I 
will state to the Senator that the complaint of the 
South is: that forming a part of one common Gov- 
ernment, and owning that which was recognized 
as property by all the States at the time of the 
formation of the Constitution, the North now un- 
dertakes to say thatunder that Constitution slaves 
are not property when found within the jurisdic- 
tion of the Federal Government outside of the 
State. We complain that the Federal Govern- 
ment docs not recognize slaves as property in the 
Territorics at the same time that it does recognize 
slaves as property on the high seas; and we do 
not understand upon what ground it can be pre- 
tended that our slaves are property protected by 
the law of nations, and by the General Govern- 
ment under the law of nations, on the high scas, 
and not property in the Territories which belong 
to the whole United States. + 

Mr. BAKER. Mr. President, I understand 
that what the distinguished Senator has now said 
is nothing more than specifying by items all the 
causes of complaint which are at last embodied 
in the original speech to which I am to reply. 
There is certainly this difference of opinion be- 
tween us now: we do believe that slavery is the 
creature of local law, and does not, of its own 
force and power, extend beyond that jurisdiction. 
We do believe, when Senators claim the contrary, 
and insist as a cause of grievance that we do not 
agrec with them, that they attempt to interpolate 
a new reading of the Constitution, and violate the 
cardinal belicf which has been entertained in other 
and better days by all the distinguished statesmen 
of this country, by every party, by every organ- 
ization, and beyond that, which is now enter- 
tained by the whole civilized world. Slavery 1s 
the creature of local law. When we say that, do 
we deny that it is property at all? Do wedoubt 
that it can be made the subject of bargain and sale 
according to law? Cannot a note ora bond, given 
in consideration of the purchasc or sale of a slave, 
be enforced in the courts ofany free States? Why, 
sir, the whole extent of our offense is to be found 
alone in the earnest repetition of the great doc- 
trines of civilized humanity—the commonlaw, the 
universal law, from the beginning of the world. 

ĮI will not believe that, for that offense, the gen- 
tleman would leave us; because, sir, it is an of- 
fense not peculiar tous. Itdocs not originate with 
my honorable and distinguished friend from New 
York, (Mr. Sewarn.] Following his lead, as I 


have done for many years with pleasure and with ; 


pride upon most subjects, 1 have, in forming that 
opinion, followed a icad still morc illustrious than 
his own. ‘Turning for example and comfort in 
that opinion around me, I go tar beyond the limits 


ic 


of the Republican party, and find support in the 
opinions of all parties. Sir, the State of South 
Carolina has had many distinguished Senators, 
She has been zealously and ably represented. I 
propose to show that, as late as 1850, a distin- 
guished Senator from South Carolina, not now 
present among us, and whose loss, 1 hava no 
doubt, South Carolina has cause deeply to deplore, 
affirmed in this Chamber the very doctrine on 
account of which gentlemen now propose to dis- 
solve this Union. Mr. Butler said, in his speech 
of February 12, 1850, as follows; and having said 
that, he was replied to by the distinguished Sen- 
ator from Hinos, (Mr. Doveras;] both of which 
ĮI ask leave to read. ` 

Mr. DOOLITTLE read, as follows: 

« [wish to ask the Senator from Illinois [Mr. DoueLas} 
whether the South, or any southern member, or anybody 
else upon this floor, or anywhere else, has introduced a 
proposition to extend slavery? Has there ever been a prop- 
osition to extend it? Never; we have never expressed 
such a wish. We want no extension. Hands off. Let 
us alone; that is all we ask. Yet it is here asserted, as if 
it were positively a proposition made by the South, that we 
want to extend slavery. Sir, there have been too many 
amendments to prohibit, but none to extend slavery. 

“Mr. Doveras was glad the Senator from South Caro- 
lina had asked that question. His (Mr. D.’s) constituents 
had believed the South called on us to extend slavery into 
the Territories. The impression has unfortunately gone 
forth in the North, that the South asks the North to come 
forward to their aid, and to extend slavery into the Terri- 
tories now free. [ have uniformly maintained that the 
South asked no such thing as was imputed to them; that 
they utterly denied it; that they not only expressed no de- 
sire to do this, but utterly denied that it was in the power 
of Congress to doit ; that the position of southern genticmen 
was that Congress had no power to legislate on this subject, 
either for or against”? 


Mr. BAKER. Now, sir, I have a right teas- 
sume, as I do believe, that that was the opinion 
of South Carolina then. If it be not really and 
truly the opinion of South Carolina now, I 
oppo “from Philip drunk to Philip sober.” 

Sir, | press the gentleman still further with an 
authority which, lately, he would not have becn 
disposed to deny. I shall read from a speech 
made by the gentleman who yet, for the good or 
the evil of this Republic, presides over its desti- 
nies, on the 25th day of January, 1845; not to 
show so much what the South then believed, as 
to show what opinions were entertained by the 
mostdistinguished Democrats of the country with 
whom, then, the South was in strict alliance, and 
whom they rewarded by the highest situations in 
their gift, as evidence of their approbation of their 
fidelity and good service. “In 1844, the Demo- 
cratic party, or at least a portion of it, including 
Mr. Buchanan, then a Senator of the United 
States, advocated the annexation of Texas on the 
ground that it would limit and narrow, instead 
of extending the institution of slavery. In Mr. 
Buchanan’s speech of 4th June, 1844, he said: 

“ in arriving at the conclusion to support this treaty, I 
had to encounter but one serious objection, and this was 
the question of slavery. While I have ever maintained, 
and ever shall maintain, the constitutional rights of the 
southern States over their slave property, Į yet feel a strong 
repugnance, by any act of mine, to extend the present lim- 
its of the Union over a new slaveholding Territory. After 
mature reflection, however, I overcame these scruples, and 
now believe the acquisition of Texas will be the means of 
limiting, not enlarging, the dominion of slavery.” 


Such was the opinion of Mr. Buchanan, now 
President of these United States. I repeat that 
I quote the two passages together—one from 
South Carolina and the other from Pennsylvania; 
one from Senator Butler, the other from Presi- 
dent Buchanan; one the leader of the South, the. 
other the leader of the Democracy—to show that 
there was between them then a perfect acqui- 
escence of opinion upon the subject; and that that 
which is called heresy in us now, was in them 
orthodoxy pure and perfect. 

But, sir, to rise from the lesser to the greater, 
to speak of him who, in the hearts of his coun- 
trymen, was first in honor as in place—Flarry of 
the West—let us see what were the opinions 
which he expressed upon the subject as late as 
1850. 

Mr. DOOLITTLE read, as follows: 

« Mr. Clay, on the 24th of July, 1850, said: 

“In my opinion, therefore, the supposition that the Con- 
stitution of the United States carries slavery into Califor- 
nia, supposing her not to b State, umption 1p- 
tally unwarranted by the Constitution. y, if thie Con- 
alitution gave the priv r woud be incompetent for 
Jalifornia to adopt the prov ing slavery) which 

in her constitution. stitution of the Uni- 
ta ting suprame, ne ass an enaci- 
in contravention of the Co My rules of 


itution. 


më 


interpreting the Constitution are 

and 99. I have never in my life deviated from those nies. 
If, in any instance, the power to carry slaves into the Ter- 
ritories is guarantied you by the Constitution, or is an in- 
cident necessary to the carrying out of any other ‘po 
that is delegated in the Constitution, Lhave been ufable 
to perceive it. You cannot put your finger onthe part of 
the Constitution which ‘conveys the right or the: power to 

carry Slaves from one of the States of the Union to any- 
Territory of the United States, nor can I admit for a single 

moment that there are any separate Or several. rights upon 

the part. of the States, or individual members of a State; or 

any portion of the people of the United States, to carry 

slaves into the Territories, under the idea that those Ter- 

ritories are held incommon between the several States. 

It is joint property, held by a common trustee for the gen: 

eral good, and to be administered by the General.Govery- 

ment, according to its deliberate judgment of what will 

best promote the common happiness and prosperity, and do 

justice to all.” 

Mr. BAKER. Such, sir, was the opiniono 
the great leader of the Whig party. 

I read now to overwhelm, as I trust, the Sena- 
tor, with authority which cannot be disputed or 
denied, the opinion of the great leader of the Dem- 
ocratic party, Mr. Cass. ~ £ ee dae 

Mr. DOOLITTLE read, as follows: = 

cs Mr. Cass, November 4, 1854, at Detroit, said i ceos? 

“The ussumption which I have referred tois, that slis 
very is essential to the equal enjoyment of the publie 
domain. Now, the public domain exists as well in the 
States as in the Territories, and every act of Congress in 
relation to its sale and: settlement is equally in foree where 
ever an acre of public land is to be found. ‘There isnot one 
statute upon this subject which docs not operate as fully iù 
Ohio as in Oregon. Tf, therefore, the credit of the United 
States gives to the slaveholder the right to take his peculiar 
property to the public domain, how happens it that the 
public domain is closed to him the moment a State consti- 
tution is formed avd slavery excluded from it? Does the 
constitution of a State overrule and override that of the 
United States? Such is not the reading of the general Con- 
stitution, which discloses its own supremacy upon all mat- 
ters committed to it over the constitutions of the States. 
Either, therefore, this claim of the expansive power of sia- 
very over the public domain is unfounded, or slaves may 
be taken to Ohio, or to any other of the new States where 
any portion of the public land is yet unsold.’? 

Mr. BAKER. Mr. President, I have now 
quoted gentlemen who, in the modern phrase, are, 
as I apprehend, to be classed as ‘conservative’? 
men. By the by, I do not know butthat { ought 
to apologize for the use of that word conserva- 
tive. Ido not pifei very well to understand 
it. I apprehend that whatever we believe 13 con- 
servative, and whatever somebody else believes 
is not. Lam reminded of the old lines arising 
out of the Jacobite controversy: 
ce God bless the faith; God bless the faith’s defender 3 

God biess—no harm in blessing—the Pretender! 

Who the Pretender is, and who the King— 

God bless my soul, that’s quite another thing.” 

And L apologize, therefore, for saying conserv~ 
ative. They are better than that. They are men; 
great, able, wise, true, devoted to the country, 
the whole country, its Constitution, its glory and 
renown. The one has gone to his final rest, 
where neither malice nor envy can reach him 
more. He has gone to that rest amid the tears 
and prayers of generations crowded around him 
to the last. The other has shown in a great crisis 
that he loved his country more than he loved 
either State, or place, or power, or party. May 
his memory remain green in the American heart 
forever and forever ! Se 

Mr. KING. If the Senator‘wil] give way—as 
he has already spoken a long time—and in order 
that he may finish his speech to-morrow, I will 
move that the Senate adjourn. 

Mr. POLK. What is that motion? 

Mr. KING. The Senator gives way to a mo- 
tion to adjourn, so as to complete his speech to- 
morrow. s 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. BIcLER 
in the chair.) The question is on the motion to 
adjourn. ‘ 

Mr. BROWN. Perhaps it is not proper for 
me to interfere in a matter of this sort-—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. A simple mo- 
tion to adjourn cannot be debated. 

Mr. BROWN. The Senator from Nhnois, now 
absent, [Mr. Doveras,] proposes to take the 
floor to-morrow; and if we adjourn now, itneces- 
sarily interferes with that arrangement; and un- 
less the Senator from Oregon is unable to go on, 
I am unwilling to assent to the motion. — Ls 

Mr. KING. The Senator, I understand, will 
be able to complete what he has to say 1n about 
anhour, I trustthe Senator will pursue the ordi- 
nary course in this matter. The Senator from 
Oregon has already spoken over two hours. | 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The motion 
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to adjourn cannot be debated. The Chair, how- 
ever, will hear a suggestion. 

Mr. POLK. I merely wish to suggest that it 
will be probably better to have an executive ses- 
sion. 

Mr. KING. There is no objection to that. 

Mr. POLK. A message has just come in from 
the President. 

Mr. KING. Then I will withdraw the mo- 
tion to adjourn, and move to go into executive 
session., 

‘The PRESIDING OFFICER. The motion to 
adjourn is withdrawn, and the Senator from New 

` York moves that the Senate proceed to the con- 
sideration of executive business. That is the 
question now before the Scnate. 

SURRENDER OF PROPERTY TO THE STATES. 

Mr. DAVIS. Before that motion is put, F should 
like to offer a resolution, which can be read for 
information, and laid on the table. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair 
hears no objection. The resolution will be read. 

The Secretary read it the first time. Itis en- 
titled “A joint resolution (S. No. 53) in relation to 
the militia of the States, the condition of the forts, 
magazines, arsenals, and dock-yards, military 
power, withdrawal of troops from garrisons on 
the application of a State, and the recognition of 
the right of a State to keep troops and ships of 
war by proclamation of the President.” 

Mr. KING. The Senator proposes, as I un- 
derstand, to let that resolution lie over. 

Mr. DAVIS. That it be printed, and lie on 
the table. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That will be 
understood as the sense of the Senate, unless 
objected to. 

The resolution was ordered to lic on the table, 
and be printed. 

ADJOURNMENT. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question 
now recurs on the motion of the Senator from 
New York, that the Senate proceed to the con- 
sideration of executive business. 

Mr. CLINGMAN. I desire simply to say 
that I do not like to do anything discourtcous to 
the Senator from Oregon, (Mr. Barun;] but when 
the Senator from Hlinois [Mr. Doveras} left an 
hour since, he said to me: “I suppose there is 
a distinct understanding that 1 am to have the 
floor to-morrow?’ E told him I so regarded it. 
“Well,” said he, “ L hope nothing will occur to 
prevent my occupying it.” J shall not consent, 
therefore, or at least I think it is not just to him, 
to agree to this motion. I think, after having 
given up the floor to-day, he should not be pre- 
vented from occupying it to-morrow. If there 
can be an understanding that the Senator from 
Oregon will finish the day after to-morrow, I will 
very cheerfully agree to it. 

Mr. LATHAM. That is fast day. 

Mr. CLINGMAN. Well, the day when the 
Senate next meets. 

Mr. KING, | L apprebend there will be no dif- 
ficulty upon the part of the Senator from Hlinois, 
whois absent. From conversation which I have 
heard, that is my opinion. The Senator from 
Oregon wili occupy but an hour, leaving the resi- 
due of the day to the Senator from Illinois. It 
is very possible that the Senator from Illinois will 
desire more timethanasingle day. Ifso, I shall 
be willing to give itto him. Let this discussion 
goon. Iam sorry to sce gentlemen on the other 
side so sensitive. 

Mr. CLINGMAN. There is no disposition 
on this side of the Senate to avoid hearing cither 
the Senator from New York, or his friend; butas 
amatter of common justice to the Senator from 
Illinois, who had the floor to-day, ashe supposed, 
and who yielded it with a distinct understanding 
of the Senate that he could occupy it to-morrow, 
I make this statement. My vote will be in ac- 
cordance with that understanding. 

Mr. BAKER. [am quite sure, if the Senate 
think proper to indulge me until to-morrow, in the 
courtesy to which Í have, perhaps, very little 
claim, that I can finish all I propose to say, as 
fully as it is in my power to do, in aboutan hour. 
Ido not believe that my distinguished friend from 
Illinois, not now present, will make any objec- 
tion to that. But, professing myself quite igno- 


rant of the rules of the Senate and of the manner | 
in which debate has been hitherto conducted, I i 


refer myself entirely to its judgment, not holding 
it a matter of complaint if they should not deem 
it fit to hear me at all. . 

Mr. CLINGMAN. Then, if it be understood 
that the Senator from Illinois is entitled to the 
floor to-morrow, I have no objection if he volun- 
tarily yields the floor to the Senator from Oregon. 
I have no more interest in the speech of one than 
of the other; but, as 1 happen to sit next the Sen- 
ator from Illinois, and he made this statement to 
me, I felt it due to him that I should give it to the 
Senate. f 

Mr. KING. No such understanding, ofcourse, 
can exist. I apprehend that the Senator from Illi- 
nois will not have the slightest objection to the 
Senator from Oregon completing what he has to 
say to-morrow. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question 
is on the motion to proceed to the consideration 
of exceutive business. 

The motion was not agreed to; there being, on 
a division—ayes 21, nocs 22. 

Mr. KING. I made the motion to go into ex- 
ecutive session on the suggestion of gentlemen on 
the other side. I will now renew the motion that 
the Senate adjourn. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I hope not. I will ask 
my friend to withdraw it. 1 desire to renew the 
motion to go into execulive session. 

Mr. KING. For that purpose I yield. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair 
understands the Senator from Illinois to renew 
the motion for an executive scssion. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Yes, sir; I do. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. I hope I may be allowed 
a single word. I cannot believe that gentlemen 
on the other side will so far depart from the uni- 
form custom of the Senate, as to deny to a new 
Senator, who says he has spoken until he is ex- 
hausted, and has no longer the physical power to 
continue, the opportunity to continue his speech 
to-morrow; for that is the simple question. 

Mr. DAVIS. What is the question? 

Mr. FESSENDEN. The question is, whether 
we shall go into executive session; the reason 
being that the Senator who now occupies the floor 
says he is unable to proceed from exhaustion. 

Mr. DAVIS. Let him go on to-morrow. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. Undoubtedly. That is 
the reason why the motion is made; but it is said 
he cannot continue to-morrow, 

Mr. DAVIS. I understand the Senator from 
North Carolina to put in a claim for the Senator 
from Illinois. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. Undoubtedly. 

Mr. DAVIS. I am very sure that the Senator 
from Illinois would waive any claim to the floor 
under the circumstances. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. Thatis precisely what I 
was about to say. 

Mr. DAVIS. If the Senator is unable to go 
on, I do not suppose there will be any objection 
to an adjournment. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. The motion was made 
with that view, and I was about to observe 

Mr. DAVIS. I did not hear what passed, and 
did not vote. {am sure my friends here, if the 
have voted the proposition down, (for I did not 
even observe that,) could not have understood 
that the Senator from Oregon said he was ex- 
hausted, and unable to go on. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. I trust not. 
they could not have understood it. 

Mr. MASON. Will the Senator indulge me a 
moment? The motion was made to go into ex- 
ecutive session, and it was overruled. F think the 
Senator is wrong if he interprets that negative 
vote to any inumation of a purpose not to hear 
the Senator from Oregon. ‘here are other rea- 
sons, perhaps, fornot going intoexccutive session. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. I am willing that the vote 
shall be taken without further remark. Į was 


I presume 


| about to say, when the Senator from Mississippi 


interrupted me for the purpose of explanation, 
that from my acquaintance with the ordinary 
courtesy and sentiments of the honorable Senator 
from Illinois, lam sure that, for the sake of speak- 
ing an hour earlier or later, he would not compel 
his friend to speak when he is exhausted to-night. 

-Mr, CLINGMAN. I beg leave simply to say 
that [have no feeling or wish in the matter. I 
made the statement which | didat the suggestion 


of the Senator from Hlinois, as he was leaving | 


the Chamber. The Senate can settle it. i have, 


of course, no interest whatever in it. Ifitis the 
wish of the Senate to go into executive session, 
I have no objection. 

Mr. FESSENDEN,. Certainly we have no 
objection. 

Mr. POLK. Mr. President, I move that the 
Senate adjourn. 

Mr. LANE. Oh, no; lct us go into executive 
session. 

Several SENATORS. 
session. 

Mr. POLK. I prefer to Jet the vote be taken 
on the motion to adjourn. 

Mr. SLIDELL. I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were not ordered. 

The motion to adjourn was not agreed to. 

Mr. SLIDELL. {ask fora division on that 
motion. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Now I renew the motion 
to go into executive session. There is a commu- 
nication from the President. Let us know what 
it 1s, 

Mr. SLIDELL. I called for the yeas aud nays 
on the motion to adjourn, 

Mr. LANE. I will remind the Chair that the 
Senator from Louisiana called for a division on 
the motion to adjourn, and the question was not 
decided so as to make it certain. I hope we shall 
have a division, to see whether the Senate is not 
| inclined to adjourn. 

Mr. SEWARD. Let us have the question on 
the motion to adjourn by yeas and nays. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair had 
decided that question. He certainly did not hear 
the Senator from Louisiana. 

Mr. SLIDELL. I think I appealed in time. 
It is a matter of perfect indifference to me. Lask 
for the yeas and nays on the question of going 
into executive session, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Sen- 
ator ask for the yeas and nays on the motion to 
adjourn, or to go into executive session? 

Mr. SLIDELL. On the question of adjourn- 
ment. I am perfectly willing to have the vote 
taken on that. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair 
will entertain that call on the question of ad- 
journment. 

The yeas and nays were not ordercd. 

The question being put, there were, on a divis- 
ion—ayes twenty-four. 

Mr. SEWARD. What is the 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, 
to adjourn. ‘ 

Mr. SEWARD. I thought it was a cali for 
the yeas and nays. [rose for the-purpose of 
seconding the demand for the yeas and nays. I 
beg not to be counted. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair un- 
derstood the Senator from Louisiana to call for 
the yeas and nays. They were not ordered. He 
then called for a division, and the Chair accord- 
ingly is making the division on the motion to 
adjourn. 

Mr. SEWARD. Letus have the question over 
again. Itis not understood. I thoughtit was a 
call for the yeas and nays. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will 
state the question. Itis moved that the Senate 
do now adjourn. 

Mr. SEWARD. On that question, I ask for 
the yeas and nays. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. On the motion 
to adjourn, the yeas and nays are called for. 

The yeas and nays werc ordered. 

Mr. BROWN. Before the vote is taken, I de- 
sire to ask the Senator from Oregon, whether he 
| desires an adjournment; because that will control 
my vote. Ifthe Senator himsclf desires an ad- 
journment, I will vote for it. 

Mr. BAKER. If my wish were consulted, 


Let us have an executive 


vestion? 
n the motion 


i! (and fam under great obligations to the gentle- 


man for offering to consult it,) I would desire to 
be allowed a reasonable time within the habit of 
the Senate to conclude what I may have to say 
to-morrow, 

Mr. BROWN. Very well. 

Mr. DAVIS. The Senator has stated that he 
was exhausted, and I suppose there wiil be no 

uestion about letting him have more time. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. I wish to have this matter 
perfectly understood. I believe it is now agreed 
on both sides that the Senator from Oregon may 


i finish his remarks to-morrow. This vote, there- 
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fore, on adjourning, is a question really between 

adjourning and going into execytive session, and 

not with reference to that; and if we vote against 

adjournment, it is simply with a view to go into 

executive session, and not with reference to that 
uestion. Let that be understood. 

Mr. KING, AsI made the motion for an exec- 
utive session, I desire to state that-an important 
message has been received from the President. 

The question being taken by yeas and nays on 
the motion to adjourn, resulted—yeas 27, nays 
93; as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Benjamin, Bragg, Brown, Clingman, 
Crittenden, Davis, Fitzpatrick, Green, Gwin, Hemphill, 
Hunter, Iverson, Johnson of Arkansas, Johnson of Ten- 
nessee, Kennedy, Lane, Mallory, Mason, Nicholson, Polk, 
Rice, Sebastian, Slidell, Thomson, Toombs, Wigfall, and 
Yulee—27. 

NAYS—Messrs. Bigler, Bingham, Chandler, Clark, Col- 
lamer, Dixon, Doolittle, Durkee, Fessenden, Foot, Grimes, 
Harlan, King, Latham, Powell, Seward, Simmons, Sum- 
ner, Ten Eyck, Trumbull, Wade, Wiikinson, and Wilson 


So the motion was agreed to; and the Senate 
adjourned. : 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
WEDNESDAY, January 2, 1861. ` 


The House met at twelve o'clock, m. Prayer 
by the Chaplain, Rev. Tuomas H. Srockron. 

The Joumal of Monday last was read and 
approved. 

POST OFFICE ESTIMATES. 

The SPEAKER, by unanimous consent, laid 
before the Elouse a communication from the Post 
Office Department, transmitting the estimates of 
the Post Office Department for the year ending 
Tune 30, 1862; which were referred to the Com- 


mittee of Ways and Means, and ordered to be | 


printed. 
NEW MEMBER. 


Mr. FRENCH. Hon. Srepuen Corvey, Rep- 
resentative elect from the fifth congressional dis- 
trict of Maine, in the place of Hon. Israel Wash- 
burn, jr., resigned, is now present, and I ask that 
he be sworn. 

Mr. Conurn thereupon appeared, and qualified 
by taking the oath to support the Constitution. 


STATE OF TIE UNION. 


Mr. STRATTON. I desire to present a me- 
morial from the city of Newark; in the fifth con- 
gressional district of the State of New Jersey— 
the district represented by the Speaker of the 
House. This memorial relates to the state of the 
country. I know many of those whose names 
are appended to the memorial, and I know that 
they consist of the mostinfluential men of the city 
of Newark. I ask thatthe memorial be read, and 
referred to a select committee of five; and on that 
motion I cali the previous question. 

My. JONES. The memorial is to be read for 
information before it is received. 

The SPEAKER. It will be read for informa- 
tion only. 

Mr. JONES. TI want to hear what it is before 
I consent to its reception. 

The Clerk read the memorial, as follows: 


Memorial to Congress for a National Convention. 

Whereas the Republic is in danger and the very exist- 
ence of the Federat Government imperiled ; and whereas 
© the people” did ordain and establish “the Constitution”? 
for the United States of America, aud are bound to pre- 
serve, protect, and defend the same : therefore we, the peo- 
ple of the State of New Jersey, without regard to past polit- 
ical or party attachments, appealing to the patriotism of the 
country, and calling upon our fellow -citizens throughout the 
lang to aid and support us by prompt action and with sim- 
ilar memorials, do hereby request Congress to pass a joint 
resolution at once, recommending the people of the sev- 
eral States, acting through their Governors or Legislatures, 
orin such manner as they shall think proper, to held conven- 
tions of the patriotic citizens of the Union on the 22d day 
of February next, to appoint delegates, equal in number to 
their representation in Congress, to a national couvention 
at Independence Hall, Philadelphia, on the 4th of March 
following, to ¢ promote the general welfare” and to devise 
and adopt such measures as may tend to restore peace and 
harmony, and secure to each State and section of the Union 
those rights, privileges, and immunities, to which they are 
justly entitled. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. Has that 
memorial been received? 

The SPEAKER. No, sr. , 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of lilinois. 


jecttoits reception, Tam satisfied with the pres- 
ent Constitution. 


Mr.STRATTON. Lunderstand that the me- 


Then I ob- | 


| 
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morial has been received, and I have moved to 
refer it to a special committee of five. 


gentleman will allow it to be received; and move 
to lay it upon the table 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. I have no 
objection to the reception of the memorial, but I 
object to the proposition of the gentleman who 

resents it. 

The SPEAKER. The objection is to the ref- 
erence to a select committee of five. Isthere any 
objection to the reception of the memorial? 

r. STEVENS, of Pennsylvania. I move to 
lay it upon the table. 

Mr. MAYNARD.  Iask for the yeas and nays 
on that motion. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. I have no 
objection to its reference to the commiltee of thir- 
ty-three. i - 

Mr. STEVENS, of Pennsylvania. Well,sir, 
asa great many gentlemen around me are anxious 
that the memorial shall be referred to the com- 
mittee of incubation, I will withdraw my. motion 
to lay it upon the table. [Laughter.] 

Mr. MAYNARD. I object to the withdrawal 
of the motion. I want to vote upon it. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania has a right to withdraw his motion. 

Mr. KILGORE. I move that the memorial be 
referred to the committee of thirty-three. 

Mr. STRATTON. I accept that motion in 
lieu of my own. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. JOHN COCHRANE. I move, as an 
amendment to that, that the memorial be commit- 
ted with special instructions to report upon the 
proposition specifically. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. That motion 
is not in order. i 

The SPEAKER. The memorial has been 
referred to the committee of thirty-three, and the 
gentleman from New York now moves that it be 
with special instructions to report upon the sub- 
ject. 
: Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. That motion 
is notin order. It is equivalent to the introduc- 
tion of a resolution, and can only be done by 
unanimous consent. 

Mr. CRAWFORD. I desire to ask if this is 
the memorial of the Legislature of the State of 
New Jersey? 

The SPEAKER. No, sir; it is a memorial 
directly from the people of the city of Newark, 


in my district, in the State of New Jersey, and 
my colleague did me the favor to present it. 

Mr. CRAWFORD. I thought it was from 
the Legislature of the State, and I never knew 
the reading of such a memorial to be refused. 

The SPEAKER. The memorial has been read, 
and the question now is on the motion of the gen- 
tleman from New York, 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. I raise the 
question of order, that that motion is in the na- 
ture of a resolution, and can only be entertained 
by unanimous consent. 

Mr. JOHN COCHRANE. Itake it that the 
motion to refer to the committee had been re- 
ceived, It was then properly before the House, 
and in order; and being in order, it was compe- 
tent to amend the motion as proposed by my- 


self, 

Mr. GROW. The House had referred the me- 
morial, and therefore it was beyond the reach of 
the House. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state to the 
gentleman from New York, that the objection to 
the reception of the memorial was waived, with 
the understanding that it should be referred gen- 
erally to the committee of thirty-three. 

Mr. GROW. The objection was withdrawn 
with that understanding. 

The SPEAKER. Then the Chair will not en- 
tertain the motion of the gentleman from New 
York. 

Mr. ADRAIN. I beg leave to present to the 
House the proceedings of a Union meeting held 
at Trenton, New Jersey, onthe 11th of ]astmonth. 
{ move that those proceedings be referred to the 
committee of thirty-three. A 

There being no objection, it was so ordered. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I cail for the regular order 
| of basiness. 


Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. It was not 
received. I waited to hear it read. ` 3 
Mr. STEVENS, of Pennsylvania. l hope the 


| people of the State of South Carolina, lately, 


Mr. CLARK, of Missouri... desire -to:ask 
the chairman of the’committee of thirty-threo,-or 
any member of that committee wlio ‘thay be pres- 
eni, to communicate to the House whether they. 
are likely to be able to report ‘soon upon the sub- 
jects “heretofore referred to them. If the-com- 
mittee have not yet proceeded far enough in‘their 
deliberations to enable them to report upon the 
subjects already referred to them, so: aa-to- give 
repose to the country, I shall’ object to referring 


any other matters to them. 
Mr. LOVEJOY.” If debate is not in order, 1 
object; and call for the regular order: of business. 
The SPEAKER. Debate is hot in order.” = 


CLAIM OF GEORGE FISUER, DECEASED. 


The SPEAKER, by unanimous consent, laid 
before the House a communication from the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury, in answer toa resolution 
of the House of December 18, 1860, and furnish- 
ing copies of the decisions of the Secretary of 
War relating to the claim of George’ Fisher, de- 
ceased; which was referred to the Committee’ on 
Indian Affairs, and ordered ‘to be printed. ` ` 


COMPENSATION OF MEMBERS OF CONGRESS. 


Mr. STOKES. 1l hold in my hand a resolu- 
tion which I desire to have referred to the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means. i 

The resolution was read, as follows: 


Resolved, That the Committee ot Ways and Means‘be, 
aud they are hereby, instructed to report to this House a 
bill referred to them repealing the act of 1856, regulating 
the compensation of members of Congress. 

The resolution was referred, without objection, 
to the Committee of Ways and Means. 


WITIIDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 


Mr. HOWARD, of Ohio, asked and obtained 
leave to withdraw the papers: filed before the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, to obtain an inva- 
lid pension for Benjamin Yates, and have them 
referred back to the Pension Office, from whence 
they were withdrawn and referred to the com- 
mittee. ~~ 

. Mr. HOARD asked and obtained leave towith- 
draw from the files of the Elouse the petition and 
papers.of the widow of Dr. Amasa rowbridge. 


INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. SHERMAN. I now call for the regular 
order of business. 

The SPEAKER stated the regular order of 
business to be the consideration of the bill making 
appropriations for the current and contingent ¢x- 

enses of the Indian department, and for fulfill- 
ing treaty stipulations with various Indtan tribes 
for the year ending June 30, 1862. . 

Mr. SHERMAN. I desire to state that, on a 
careful comparison of the printed bill with the 
enrolled bill, I find that some clerical errors have 
been made in printing it. I now offer as an amend- 
mentthe engrossed bill. There were clerical errors 
in the description of statutes in the bill as it was 
reported from the Committee of the Wholeon the 
state of the Union. E. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill, as amended, was ordered to be en- 
grossed. and read a third time; and being en- 
grossed, it was accordingly read the third time. 

The bill was then passed. 

Mr.SHERMAN moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed; and also moved to 
Jay the motion to reconsider upon the table. 

he latter motion was agreed to. 


POST ROUTE BILL. 


Mr. COLFAX. There were a number of 
amendments of a legislative character made by 
the Senate to the post route bill at the close of 
the last session. I desire that an order be made to 
print those amendments, together with anamend- 
ment proposed by the Committee on the Post 
Office and Post Roads, so that gentlemen may 
have an opportunity to see them before they are 
called upon to vote. 

There being no objection, it was so ordered. 


ENFORCEMENT OF THE LAWS. 


The SPEAKER stated the next business “in 
order to be the consideration of the following res- 
olution, introduced on Monday, by Mr. Davis, 
of Indiana: ? 3 


Whereas a convention of delegates, chosen by the 
to wit, on 
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the — day of. December, 1860, adopted the following ordi- 
nance, namely: “ We, the people of South Carolina, in con- 
vention assembled, do declare and ordain that the ordinance 
adopted by us in the convention of the 23d of May, 1788, 
whereby the Constitution of the United States was ratified, 
and the acts ratifying amendments to the said Constitu- 
tion, are hereby repeated, and the union now subsisting be- 
tween South Carolina and the other States, under thename 
ofthe United States of America, is hereby dissolved ;” and 
whereas the said State of South Carolina, in pursuance 
thereof, and the proclamation of the Governor of said State, 
claims to be a separate and independent Government, and 
is attempting to exercise the powers of such separate and 
independent Government: Therefore, 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Judiciary be in- 
structed. to inquire into the same, and to report to this 
House, at any time, what legislation, if any, has become 
necessary, on the part of Congress, in consequence of the 
position thus assumed by the said State of South Carolina. 

The pending question was upon seconding the 
demand for the previous question, on which tellers 
had been ordered. ; 

Messrs. Brices, and STEVENS of Pennsylvania, 
were appointed tellers. 

The House divided; and the telers reported— 
ayes 46, noes 72. } 

So the previous question was not seconded. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Speaker, I desire to in- 
quire whether an amendment, in the nature of a 
substitute for the pending propasition, is in order? 

The SPEAKER, Itis. : 

Mr. HOLMAN. Then I move to strike out 
all of the original proposition, and to insert in 
lieu thereof what I send to the Clerk’s desk. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Indiana. I withdraw my res- 
olution, if I have a right to do so. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. I object. 

Mr. VALLANDIGHAM. Isthe resolution of 
the gentleman from Indiana before the House? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair understands that 
his resolution has been withdrawn. 

Mr. VALLANDIGHAM. Objection was 
made; and I would inquire if the gentleman from 
Indiana_has the power to withdraw it? 

The SPEAKER, The Chair supposes it is in 
order at any time before action has been had on 
the resolution. There had been no action had 
upon it, and therefore the gentleman was entitled 
to withdraw it. i 

Mr. VALLANDIGHAM. I again demand 
the previous question upon the resolution-as orj- 
ginally offered by the gentleman from Indiana. 

The SPEAKER. Theresolution hasbeen with- 
drawn. 

Mr. HOWARD, of Michigan. Is not the res- 
olution before the House? 

The SPEAKER. Tiis not. 

Mr. HOWARD, of Michigan, 
being withdrawn. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will have the 40th 
rule read, 

The rule was read, as follows: 

“ After a motion is stated by the Speaker, or read by the 
Clerk, it shall be deemed to be in the possession of the 
Mouse; but it may be withdrawn at any time before a 
decision or amendinent.”? 


The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks that it was 
in order to withdraw the resolution under that 
rule. 

Mr. SHERMAN. An amendment was pend- 
ing. The gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Davis] 
was recognized, and offered an amendment; it was 
read, and it is pending. 

The SPEAKER. ‘There has been no action of 
the House upon it. 

Mr. VALLANDIGIIAM. The rules were 
suspended on the resolution of the gentleman 
from Indiana. 

The SPEAKER. That was only for the pur- 
pose of enabling him to introduce it, as the Chair 
supposes. 

r, SUERMAN. Istill must raise a point 
of order, The gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Da- 
vis] offers his resolution. Objection is made, 
and hethen moves to suspend the rules to enable 
him to offer it for consideration now. The House 
act upon that, 

Mr. QUARLES. Irise to a point of order. 
Does the gentleman from Ohio appeal from the 
decision of the Chair? Otherwise, debate is not 
in order, 

Mr. SHERMAN. I do take an appeal forthe 
purpose of submitting my point. My point is: 
that the resolution of the gentleman from Indiana 
[Mr. Davis] was submitted to the House, and 
the House suspended the rules for the purpose of 
considering it. They acted upon and refused to 
order the previous question. The gentleman from 


I object to its 


‘resolution pending before the House. 


Indiana [Mr. Hormax] then offered an amend- 
ment. It was read for information, and the House 
has had two separate votes to adjourn with the 
It seems 
to me, therefore;-that the gentleman from Indi- 
ana cannot withdraw his resolution without the 


t consent of the House; and I think it right that 


we should have a vote upon the proposition. I 
therefore respectfully take an appeal from the 
decision of the Chair. 

Mr. BOCOCK. An appeal has been taken by 
the gentleman from Ohio, and 1 wish to make a 
few remarks in answer to the remarks made by 
him upon this question of order. As I understand 
it, Mr. Speaker, the proposition of the gentleman 
from Indiana behind me [Mr. Davis] was to 
submit his resolution. He had no right, as the 
gentleman from Obio seems to think, to offer any 
resolution at all. When the gentleman from In- 
diana rose to ask the leave of the House to offer 
his resolution, it was objected to, and the ques- 
tion of the suspension of the rules was upon the 
point whether the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. 
Davis] should be permitted to offer his resolu- 
tion. The rules were suspended, and the gen- 
tleman from Indiana was allowed to present his 
resolution. Being thus presented, it stood pre- 
ciscly as if it had been offered by the gentleman 
from Indiana at a time when it was in order to 
offer resolutions. The suspension of the rules 
was not that the proposition should be then can- 
sidered, but simply that the gendeman from In- 
diana should have leave, then, out of order, to 
submit his resolution. 1 say it stood before the 
House precisely as a resolution would have stood, 
Offered by the’ gentleman from Indiana or any 
other member, at a time when it was in order to 
offer resolutions. 

At the time that the proposition for suspending 
the rules was pending, the gentleman from Indi- 
ana over the way [Mr. Horman] rose to offer his 
resolution as a substitute for the proposition of the 
gentleman from Indiana behind me, [Mr. Davis.] 
It was not then in order, because the question 
had not then been decided whether the rules 
should be suspended to allow the resolution of 
the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Davis] to come 
before the House. The rules were suspended 


to allow Mr. Davis’s resolution to come before | 
the House; and he, immediately, and before any 


proposition foramendmentorany substitute could 
c offered, asked that the previous question should 
be sustained upon his resolution. 1t was not sus- 
tained. The proposition of the gentleman from 
Indiana [Mr. Horman] would then have been in 
order, if Mr. Davrs’s resolution had remained 
before the House. But before the resolution of 
the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Horman] had 
reached the Speaker’s chair, Mr.Davis rose in 
his place and withdrew his resolution. So, then, 
the proposition of the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. 
Suerman] is incorrect in two particulars. In the 
first place, itis a mistake to suppose that the rules 
were suspended to require the resolution of the 
gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Davis] to be now 
acted upon. The rules were suspended merely 
to allow him to offer the resolution. In the sec- 
ond place, the proposition of the gentleman is 
incorrect in this particular: the resolution of the 
gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Horman] was not 
read after it was in order to offer it. He did 
have it read before it was in order to offer it, 
and before the rules were suspended. After the 
rules were suspended, the gentleman from Indi- 
ana [Mr, Horman} roseand offered a substitute; 
but before that substitute was read at the Clerk’s 
desk, the other gentleman from Indiana (Mr. 
Davis] had withdrawn his proposition. ‘That 
proposition had been before the House. The only 
question was, whether the previous question 
should be seconded upon it. That failed. That 
is not considered a definitive or decided action of 
the House. Thercfore, I say, that before there 
was any action had by the House upon the prop- 
osition itself, the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. 
Davis] withdrew it. 


Mr. SHERMAN. It scems to me that this is 


a very simple proposition. The only question is | 


this: has the House taken any action on the res- 
olution offered by the gentleman from Indiana, 
{Mr. Davis?] [hold thatithas. It suspended 
the rules to enable him to introduce it. He in- 
troduced it, and moved the previous question. 
‘The House refused to second the previous ques- 


tion, Another gentleman from Indiana {Mr. 
Horman] then took the floor, and offered his res- 
olution as a substitute; and while he had the 
floor, the first gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Da- 
vis] rose and asked to withdraw his resolution. 
He had_no right to do so, inasmuch as his col- 
league [Mr. Hormax] had the floor. 

Mr. BOCOCK. Does the gentleman mean to 
say that the act.of offering an amendment was 
action by the House? 

Mr. SHERMAN. The House had already 
acted upon the resolution by refusing to second 
the previous question. The other gentleman from 
Indiana [Mr. Houman] then got the floor, and 
could not be deprived of his right to submit any 
proposition he might choose tosubmit. No man 
could take the floor till he had vacated it. After 
that, the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Davis] 
might, if he chose, have endeavored to withdraw 
his resolution. 

Mr. BOCOCK. Allow me to call attention to 
the precise wording of the rule: 

“ After a motion is stated by the Speaker, or read by the 
Clerk, it shall be decmed to be in the pos: ion of the 
House; but may be withdrawn at any time before a decis- 
ion or amendment.” 

That does not mean the simple offering of an 
amendment, but the adoption of an amendment. 
Any member can offer an amendment; but the 
mover of a proposition cannot be deprived of his 
right to withdraw it. When the rule says “ be- 
fore amendment,” it means before any amend- 
ment is agreed to. Ilas there been any decision 
on the resolution, or any amendment agrecd to? 

Mr. SHERMAN. I think that the statement 
on the 151st page of the Manual settles this matter: 

“A vote on a motion to suspend the rules cannot be 
reconsidered.”  * a * * “ Where the rales 
are suspended to enable a member to submit a particular 
proposition, if he fails to submit it, another member may 
do so.” 

Now, to avoid all controversy, I submit the 
proposition offered by the gentleman from Indi- 
ana, [Mr. Davis.] The House has suspended 
the rules for the purpose of acting on this partic- 
ular proposition, 

The SPEAKER. The question involved here 
is somewhat new. The Chair does not recollect 
that any question of the kind has arisen since he 
has occupied the chair. But the Chair’s con- 
struction of the rule is what has been already 
given. The Chair does not see what other cou- 
struction can be given to it. The rule is this: 

“« After a motion is stated by the Speaker, or read by the 
Clerk, it shall be deemed to be in the possession ot the 
House; but may be withdrawn at any time before a de- 
cision or amendment.” 

Now, when the rules are suspended, it is for 
the purpose of placing the resolution in posses- 
sion of the House. The suspension of the rules 
can have no further effect than that. Now the 
question arises on withdrawing it. When may it 
be withdrawn? It may be ‘withdrawn at any 
time before a decision oramendment.” The Chair 
supposes that the word ‘*decision ” means be- 
fore the resolution is decided, and that the word 
“amendment,” in the same connection, means be- 
fore there is any decision on an amendment, The 
mere offering of an amendment, the Chair sup- 
poses, has no effect whatever. Therefore, accord- 
ing to the construction which the Chair places on 
the rule, the Chair is bound by the decision already 
made. 

Mr. SHERMAN, I now, under leave, offer 
the resolution submitted by the gentleman from 
Indiana, [Mr. Davis,] and claim the right to do 


so. 

Mr. JOHN COCHRANE. I rise toa point 
oforder. The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Sner- 
MAN] is out of order in attempting to Introduce a 
resolution of this description at this time, Ire- 
fer to the decision to which he has directed the 
attention of the Chair and of the House. 

The SPEAKER, The Chair should be glad to 
hear distinctly the proposition of the gentleman 
from Ohio. 

Mr. SHERMAN. At the first session of Con- 
gress, this very point was decided: that when the 
House suspends its rules for the introduction of 
a particular preposition, and when the member 


| who submitted the proposition withdraws it, any 


other member can submit the proposition, and de- 
mand a vote upon it. I therefore renew the propo- 
sition of the gentleman from Indiana, [Mr. Davis.] 

Mr. JOHN COCHRANE. I raise a point of 
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order on that proposition. My point is based on 
the decision to which the gentleman from Ohio 
has directed attention. That decision is to the 
effect that when the rules are suspended to enable 
a member to submita particular proposition, if he 
fails to submit it, another member may do so. 
The gentleman from Indiana did not fail to submit 
his proposition. He did submit it. It was before 
the House; and he afterwards withdrew it, as he 
had a right to do. : 

The SPEAKER. The Chair adheres to the 
opinion which it has already given. There being 
no decision on the resolution or on an amend- 
ment, the resolution may be withdrawn; and the 
resolution having been withdrawn, the amend- 
ment proposed by the gentleman from Indiana 
{Mr, Horman] falls with it. The Chair does not 
sce that the point made by the gentleman from 
Ohio has any application to such a case. If an 
amendment be fairly before the House, and the 
mover of it rises and wishes to withdraw it, then 
the rule provides that another gentleman may re- 
new it. But if the original resolution be with- 
drawn, then the whole matter falls. 

Mr. SHERMAN. [demand a vote upon the 
original resolution, on the precedent which I send 
to the Clerk’s desk. 

Mr, QUARLES. I ask the gentleman from 
Ohio if he has withdrawn his appeal from the 
decision of the Chair? 

Mr. SHERMAN. I have not withdrawn it, 

Mr. QUARLES. Then itis not in order for 
the gentleman to bring forward any other propo- 
sition until the appeal shall have been acted upon. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair desires to hear 
the precedent referred to by the gentleman from 
Ohio. 

The Clerk read, as follows: 

“A motion was made by Mr. Boon that the rule be again 
suspended, to enabic Mr. Stewart, who intimated a wish 
to do so, to make a motion that the said resolution do lic 
on the table, 

* And, on the question, € Shall the rule be suspended for 
the purpose aforesaid ?? 

‘It passed in the affirmative ; two thirds voting therefor. 

“A motion was then made by Mr. Srewarz, that the said 
resolution, and the amendment proposed by Mr. Corwin, 
do lie on the table. 

“And before the question was put thereon, Mr. STEWART 
withdrew his said motion. 

‘The motion that the said resolution, and the amend- 
ment proposed by Mr. Corwin, do lie on the table, was 
then renewed by Mr. Moore; and an inquiry was made 
whether the motion of Mr. Moors could be received with- 
out again suspending the rulc, 

«The Speaker (Mr. Hussar acting) decided that the 
suspension of the rule was for the purpose of receiving a 
motion to lay the resolution on the table, and to come toa 
decision on that motion, and it was immaterial by whom 
the motion might be made; and that the motion made by 
Mr. Moors would, therefore, be entertained. 

“From thisdecision Mr. Joun Quincy Apams appealed 
to the House, on the ground that the motion was tosuspend 
the rule for the purpose of enabling Mr. STEWART to move 
that the resolution do lie on the tabic, and that, Mr. STEW- 
art having made his said motion, and withdrawn it, it was 
necessary that the rule should be again suspended, before 
the said motion could be rencwed by any other member. 

“ Aud, after debate on the appeal, 

“Mr. Moore withdrew his motion that the said resolu- 
lion and amendment do lie on the table. 

“An inquiry was then made of the Chair, whether the 
withdrawal of the motion that the said resolution do lic on 
the table set aside the question on the appeal by Mr. Joun 
QUINCY ADAMS. 

“The Speaker decided that the appeal did not fall by the 
withdrawal of the motion that the resolution do lie on the 
table, and thatthe question on the appeal was the question 
then pending before the House. : 3 

“Mr. Van HourTen then renewed the motion that the said 
resolution and amendment do lie on the table. 

«© And the question was then put on the appeal moved 
by Mr. Joux Quincy ADams, viz: ‘Shall the decision of 
the Speaker stand as the judgment of the flouse ?? 

“And passed in the aflirmative—yeas 150, nays 13.” 

Mr. SHERMAN. Thatisa clear case, directly 
in point; and it was even a stronger case, for that 
was a proposition submitted the third time.” In 
this case, it is only proposed to submit it for the 
second time. 

Mr.BOCOCK. The gentleman from Tennessee 
has raised a point of order, that nothing can be 
before the [louse at this time except the appeal 
from the decision of the Chair, 

Mr.SHERMAN. I withdraw my appeal, and 
now submit the proposition of the gentleman from 
Indiana, [Mr. Davis,} which has been withdrawn. 

Mr. VALLANDIGHAM. t l 
of the House to the report in the Daily Globe of 
the day of the last meeting of the House: 

“Mr. Davis, of Indiana. I ask the unanimous consent 
of the House, 
tion.” * * 

“Mr. Barwspate. I object to the resolution. 


Task the attention | 


for leave to introduce the following resolu- į 
* k * * kd * 


“Mr. Davis, of Indiana. I move to suspend the rules 
for the purpose of introducing the resolution. 

“The question was taken; and the rules were sus- 
pended.”? 


The very purpose for which the rules were sus- 
pended, was to enable the gentleman from Indiana 
to introduce that resolution, and not to enableany 
other gentleman to offer it. 

Mr. LOVEJOY. I understood the purpose of 
suspending the rules was to enable the resolution 
to be introduced, without any reference to. the 
person introducing it. 

Mr. BOCOCK. Do I understand that there is 
an appeal pending? 

Mr. SHERMAN. I have withdrawn my ap- 
peal, and I do not understand that there is any 
appeal pending. I again offer the resolution of- 
fered on Monday last by the gentleman from 
Indiana, [Mr. Davis.] 

Mr. BOCOCK. I raise a question of order 
upon that. 

Mr. GROW. In order that we may know 
precisely the state of the question upon which 
the gentleman from Virginia raises a point of 
order, I ask the Chair to state it. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from In- 
diana [Mr. Davis} having withdrawn his resolu- 
tion, offered under a suspension of the rules on 
Monday last, the gentleman from Ohio now pro- 
poses to offer the proposition of the gentleman 
from Indiana, [Mr. Houman,] by way of amend- 
ment, 

Mr. SHERMAN. The Chair did not under- 
stand my proposition. I offer again the resolu- 
tion offered and withdrawn by Mr. Davis, of 
Indiana. I renew the fesolution in accordance 
with the precedent which I have cited. I do not 
offer the amendment proposed by Mr. Horman, 
but the original proposition. 

Mr. KUNKEL. I desire to call the attention 
of the gentleman from Ohio to the difference there 
is between the precedent read at the Clerk’s desk 
and the case now before the House. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I should be very glad to 
hear the difference, for I confess I cannot see 
any. : 
Mr. KUNKEL. I ask the attention of the 
gentleman from Ohio and of the Chair to this, to 
me, very clear distinction. There the motion was 
to suspend the rules to enable the mover to lay 
on the table the proposition before the House. 
The rules were suspended to enable this inciden- 
tal motion to be made relative to a main proposi- 
tion which was before the House. The Chair, 
perhaps properly, decided that, that incidental 
motion having been withdrawn, it was competent 
for any other gentleman to renew it, the main 
question being pending before the House. But, 
in this instance, the main question having, under 
another rule, been withdrawn, the gentleman from 
Ohio desires to renew it. Itis clearly a case dis- 
tinct from the one cited as a precedent. 

Mr. BOCOCK. I believe I have the floor; and 
I rise to a question of order. I submit that the 
gentleman from Ohio cannot submit again the res- 
olution submitted and withdrawn by the gentle- 
man from Indiana. “I think the gentleman from 
Maryland, to some extent, is correct in saying that 
the two cases are not similar; and I think I can 
show that fact to the satisfaction of the Chair and 
of the gentleman from Ohio, if I can have their 
attention. 

I believe the decision of. the Chair in the case 
referred to by the gentleman from Ohio was not 
a correct decision in the first place. It has never 
been reaffirmed. It was made years ago; and no 
decision, from that time to this,:can be found of 
a similar character. I, for once in my life, find 
myself agreeing with the distinguished gentleman 
from Massachusetts who then held a seat in the 
House, and who took an appeal from the decision | 
of the Chair. The decision on that occasion was | 
not made by the regular Speaker of the House. |; 
lt was made a member temporarily occupying the 
Chair, and we know how often questions of order |; 
are decided by mere questions of party suggestion 
or feeling. | 

But admitting, for the sake of argument, that | 
decision to be correct, I hold that it does not ap- ; 
ply to this case, {tis a principle which will not: 
be questioned, that when a rule is adopted in vio- f 

H 
i 
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lation of the general principles of law, it is to be ; 
construed strictly. ‘Then you cannot construe | 
this decision of the House strictly without con- 


j that proposition again before the House. 


fining it to the cases to which-it was intended to 
apply, and allowing it.to:go: no-farther... What 
was the proposition then?.. It-was; that a propos 
sition being before the. House; the rules besus- 
pended for the purpose of allowing amotionto be 
made affecting that proposition, which. motion 
was not otherwise inorder, The principal prop: 
osition was then pending before the House,-and 
the question was merely whether this: or some 
other motion should be made in relation to it. 
The motion itwas desired to make—to lay on the 
table—was not subject to amendment., 

Now, the-gentleman from Ohio, who is a fair- 
minded man, will not-deny that a motion :to lay 
on the table, under the circumstances, is a motion 
involving a principle entirely distinct from ‘this 
proposition to introduce a resolution, the subject 
of which is not before the Heuse. The decision 
now sought by the gentleman from Ohio to be 
made isan enlargement of the decision then made. 
That was a motion that could not be amended; 
while the gentleman from Ohio seeks, under cover 
of the resolution that he desires to renew, to adopt 
an amendment which is an entirely distinct props 
osition. And I ask the attention of the Speaker 
and the attention of the House to this:point:I 
think the present difficulty grows out of a mis- 
conception of the purpose for which the rules of 


| the House are suspended: The suspension of 


the rules is allowed merely in order that a propo- 
sition may be brought before the House. As E 
have already stated, the gentleman from Indiana 
and I invite attention to the point—had no right, 
without a suspension of the rules, to bring for- 
ward his proposition. The rules were suspended 
to allow him to bring it forward. He did bring 
it forward. The moment the proposition was in 
the possession of the House, that moment the 
question of a suspension of the rules was “clean 
gone,” and had no more to do with the proposi- 
tion submitted by the gentleman from Indiana 
than if there had been no suspension of the rules 
moved. 

Understand my point. I say that it was in 
order for the gentlemen from Indiana to present 
his resolution; but objection being made, it was 
necessary for him to procure a suspension of the 
rules before his resolution could be introduced. 
The rules were suspended; and under that sus- 
pension of the rules, the gentleman from Indiana 
presented his resolution. The instant the rules 
were suspended, and the resolution was before 
the House, that instant the question of the sus- 
pension of the rules was ‘clean gone.” That 

uestion was no more before us; and the proposi- 
tion stood precisely as if there had been no sus- 
pension of the rules asked for and granted. Now, 
sir, the precedent cited by the gentleman from 
Ohio [Mr. Suerman] enlarges and varies that 
meaning of the suspension of the rules. I say 
that the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Davis] did 
make the motion for a suspension of the rules; 
did submit his proposition under a suspension of 
the rules; and that when that proposition was 
pending before the House, the question of how 
It came before the House was no longer a matter 
for our consideration. It was before the House, 
in the possession of the House; and being before 
the House, and in the possession of the House, 
the gentleman from Indiana, who had submitted 
it, withdrew it, as he had the right to do. 

Next, let me inquire, how do you get the prop- 
osition of the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. SHER- 
MAN} before the House? The thing proposed to 
be done under the suspension of the rules, asked 
for by the gentleman from Indiana, has been done 
—the purpose which he sought on Monday last 
has been accomplished. The gentleman from In- 
diana, [Mr. Davis,] who asked for a suspension 
of the rules, did what he had a right to do; and 
now, two or three days having elapsed, the gen- 
tleman from Indiana, in pursuance of authority 
granted him under the rules, comes forward and 
withdraws his resolution. The gentleman from 
Ohio [Mr. Suzrman] claims the right to bring 
In the 
ease alluded to by the gentleman from Ohio, the 
question before the House was on a motion to 
lay upon the table. The motion to lay upon the 
table did not affect the proposition whether the 
question was before the House or not. The prop- 
osition was pending, and the question was sim- 
ply with reference to a motion to lay upon the 
table. 
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The question now proposed by the gentleman 
from Ohio is, that upon a leave granted to the 
gentleman from Indiana—upon a privilege exer- 
cised by the gentleman from Indiana, and which 
he has renounced altogether by withdrawing his 
resolution—he (the gentleman from Ohio) shall 
be enabled to bring a new subject before the 
House. In the case alluded to, the subject was 
before the House. Now there is no subject be- 
fore the House. And the gentleman from Ohio 
cannot, in all the records of Congress, find one 
case where it was permitted toa member whe 
had. not asked a suspension of the rules to bring 
any distinct proposition before the House not 
already before it. And especially is the gentleman 
from Ohic wrong when he wishes to bring one 

uestion before the House with the view of get- 
ting an entirely different one acted upon. As it 
is, Í hold his motion to be out of order. 

Mr. GOOCH. This seems to me, Mr. Speaker, 
to be a very plain question——— 

Mr. BOCOCK. 1 hope the gentleman from 
Massachusetts will allow me. There is another 
point that I would like to suggest in connection 
with the remarks I have already submitted. It 
may be thatthere were considerations influencing 
and controlling the Chair when the rules were sus- 
pended which have no application to the decision 
which itis his duty now to make. You will ob- 
serve that the motion was made and agrecd to for 
a suspension of the rules on a day when it wasin 
order to suspend the rules. In the case referred 
to a gentleman moved to suspend the rules with 
a vicw to submit a motion to lay upon the table. 
That was withdrawn, and it was in order forany 

rentieman again to move a susneneiun of the rules 
in order to get in a motion to lay upon the table. 
That is not the case here. The gentleman from 
Indiana, on a day when the motion was in order, 
moved to suspend the rules, and, under the ope- 
ration of a suspension of the rules, submitted a 
resolution. Inthe exerciscof the privilege granted 
to him under that suspension of the rules, he now 
comes forward and withdraws his resolution. ‘The 
gentleman from Ohio, on a day when it is not in 
order to suspend the rules, seeks to accomplish a 
suspension of the rules. In that view, then, the 
precedent which has been cited and read from the 
Clerk’s table does notapply. I hold thatitis not 
in order for the gentleman from Ohio to submit 
the resolution. 

Mr. GOOCH. Mr. Speaker, I understand the 
gentleman from Virginia to say that, in the case 
which has been referred to, the subject-matter was 

ending before the House. If the subject was 

cfore the House, why was a suspension of the 
rules necessary in order to reach it? 

Mr. BOCOCK. The suspension was moved in 
order to enable a motion to lay upon the table to 
be made. 

Mr. GOOCH. 


subject is. I suppose that the object of the sus- 
peusion of the rules is Lo enable the House to act 
upon a certain subject, and not to give a particu- 
lar preference to any individual; that when the 
rules are suspended, then the matter is placed in 
a condition where the House can reach it; and, 
still further, sir, Lsuppose that the House having 
decided that they would act upon this subject, it 
is not within the power of any individual to with- 
draw it from before the House. ‘Phe individual 
who moved it cannot withdraw itif the House de- 
sires to act on it; and even allowing the gentle- 
man from Indiana can withdraw it, it is in order 
for the gentleman from Ohio to renew it. ‘That 
ig the reason for the decision made. It seems to 
me to be a perfectly logical and correct decision 
in any point of view. When the House has de- 


The matter to be reached was | 
as much beyond the control of the House as this | 


cided that it will act on any subject, and has sus- | 


pended the rules for that purpose, then if one 
gentleman does not choose to make the motion to 
bring the subject before the House, or, having 
made it, chooses to withdraw it, another gentle- 
man can renew it, and the House can act on the 
subject without another suspension of the rules. 
Tt seems to me that this is precisely parallel to 
the case referred to; and even if there were no 
such precedent, the. decision is what one would 
naturally expect whenever the question arose. 
The gentleman from Virginia says that he does 
not know there has been a single instance in 
which that precedent has been sustained. IL ask 
him whether he knows of a single instange in 


ij debate a point before the decision of the Speaker. || 


| 
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which that precedent has been reversed? His is 
not the way to meet the question. The decision 
has once been made and sustained as the decision 
of the House; and it is of authority-as a prece- 
dent, unless the gentleman can show thatata sub- 
sequent period the House reversed it. f 

Mr. BOCOCK. I do not take the floor to 
speak again on the point, but only to respond to 
the gentleman from Massachusetts, that it has 
fallen within my experience frequently to see 
propositions thus introduced and withdrawn, and 
E do not remember that any one thought enough 
of that old precedent to bring it forward and make 
a question on it until the honorable gentleman 
from Ohio brought it up this morning in the exer- 
cise of his ingenuity. 

Mr. GOOCH. ‘The gentleman knows very 
well, when a member asks for a suspension of 
the rules, that it is usually because he has a par- 
ticular object to accomplish—he desires to get a 
vote of the House on a particular proposition. 
If he withdraws it, it is usually the case that 
nobody else cares for the matter and lets it pass 
over. That is not the case here. The House 
wants to acton the subject introduced under a 
suspension of the rules. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I think the argument on 
this matter is exhausted. It seems to me that 
the reason for the precedent is plain and obvious. 


j A gentleman offers a resolution, and no action is 


had onit. The rules give him the rightto with- 
draw his resolution. That is right enough. Buc 
here two thirds of the House suspended the rules. 
What for? Merely to enable a particular gentle- 
man to offer a resolution? Not at all. It is to 
enable the House to consider a certain proposi- 
tion. This House, by a vote of two thirds, re- 
solved that they would consider these resolutions, 
They resolved that on Monday, and those reso- 
lutions now come up in the regular order of busi- 
ness. The House, by that two-thirds vote, re- 
solved not merely whether Mr. Davis, of Indiana, 
shall offer them, whether Mr. Suerman, of Ohio, 
shall offer them, but that the House shall now 
consider them. It seems to me itis a perfectly 
clear and obvious proposition that, the House 
having determined by a two-thirds vote to consider 
these resolutions, they are before the House, and 
that no member can withdraw them. According 
to this rule, the House has a right to consider 
them, and any member has a right to demand a 
vote upon them. I hope, therefore, we shall have 
the decision of the Speaker, without further de- 
bate. 
ENROLLED BILLS. 

Mr. THEAKER, from the Committee on En- 
rolled Bills, here reported as truly enrolled the 
following bills; which thereupon were signed by 
the Speaker: 

An act (H. R. No. 862) making appropriations 
for the support of the Military Academy for the 
year erding June 30, 1862; and 

Anact (H. R. No. 436) for the relief of Mrs. 
Eliza A. Merchant, widow of the late First Lieu- 
tenant and Brevet Captain Charles G. Merchant, 
of the United States Army. 


ENFORCEMENT OF THE LAWS-—AGAIN. 


Mr.QUARLES. | would like toask the gen- 
tleman from Ohio, the mover of this proposition, 
one question. His argument is, that the rules 
were suspended to enable the gentleman from 
Indiana (Mr. Davis] to introduce these resolu- 
tions, but, the rules being suspended, he or any 
other member might introdyce them. I would 
ask him when his right under the suspension of 
the rules would cease? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Whenever the House has 
acted upon the proposition, 

Mr. QUARLES. Has not the action of the 
gentleman from Indiana withdrawn the matter 
from the Flouse? 

Mr. SHERMAN. No, sir; the action of a 
member is not the action of the House. 

Mr. GROW obtained the floor. 

Mr. HOUSTON. I desire to say that unless 


the Chair wants to hear further debate, I would |! 


like to hear the decision of the Chair, which is 
the thing first in order. 

Mr. GROW. The gentleman has not the floor 
to interfere. 

Mr. HOUSTON. 


that pointof order. Itis certainly notin order to 


E have the floor to make | 


i rence. 


If the Chair desires to hear further debate, cer- 
tainly I shall not interpose; but unless he docs, 
I propose that the Chair shall give his decision 
before the debate proceeds further. 

TheSPEAKER. Thefloor was given to the gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania, and the Chair would 
be glad to hear any remarks he has to make. 

Mr. GROW. I have but one word to say. 
This is a question which could arise but seldom 
in the course of legislation, and therefore there 
would be but few precedents, and that is the rea- 
son, as referred to by the gentleman from Vir- 
ginia, why but few cases are found applicable to 
it. We have but one day in the week on which 
we can move to suspend the rules, and that of it- 
self would make cases of this kind of rare occur- 
But when the rules are suspended to re- 
ceive any proposition, you receive the proposition 
subject to all such amendments as are germane; 80 
that the point which has been made, that the rules 
were suspended to receive the proposition, not 
for the purpose of acting upon it, but for the pur- 

ose Of having it amended, amounts to nothing. 

e have frequently suspended the rules to re- 
ceive a bill appropriating lands for a railroad in 
a particular section, and it has been amended by 
putting half a dozen other railroads to it. The 
Chair has always held that any amendment ger- 
mane to the proposition might be received under 
a suspension of the rules. ‘Therefore this case is 
divested of all trouble in reference to the point 
raised by the gentleman from Virginia {Mr. Bo- 
cock] in relation to amending it. 

The only point is: can the gentleman renew a 
proposition which the rules have been suspended 
to receive, and which has been withdrawn by the 
gentleman who proposed it, after such suspension 
of the rules? Now, the precedent which has been 
cited by the gentleman from Ohio seems to be 
precisely applicable to this case. The gentleman 
from Virginia [Mr. Bococx] did not seem to deny 
that, but questioned the correctness of the decis- 
ion, and argued that even if the decision were to 


| be taken as a precedent, it ought not to be fol- 


lowed. Now, when the rules are suspended to 
receive a proposition, and being received, the 
House has voted to sustain the previous ques- 
tion, there can be no question that the gentleman 
could not withdraw the proposition. We took a 
vote in this ease upon seconding the previous 
question. {fit had been carried, the proposition 
could not have been withdrawn. Butit was car- 
ried in the negative, and the question is, whether 
a negative action is the same as an affirmative one. 
In ordinary legislation, we know that where a 
proposition is withdrawn, other gentlemen may 
renew it; and now I ask whether, where a gen- 
tleman withdraws a resolution received under a 
suspension of the rules, another gentleman can- 
not renew it as the mover himself might do? 

Mr. HOUSTON. He cannot do it, 

Mr. GROW. That is the point in issue. Lask 
if the gentleman from Indiana could renew it, 
whether another member might not? Gentlemen 
have argued this point as if the right to offer the 
proposition for which the rules were suspended 
was a personal privilege. Now, it can make no 
difference, whoever offers it. There is no per- 
sonal consideration about it whatever. The ques- 
tion is simply whether, after the rules have been 
suspended—which might be forthe very purpose 
of having this proposition considereds and having 
action upon this amendment—the will of the 
House can be defeated by one member withdraw- 
ing the proposition, and denying to another mem- 
ber the right of renewing it. In most cases when 
a gentleman withdraws a proposition, it is the 
right of anybody to renew it. Is this an excep- 
tional case? If it is, and the proposition cannot 
under such circumstances be renewed, onc person 
might be able to defeat the will of the House 
through a whole Congress. It seems to me that 
fair legislation, as well as the precedent cited, 
requires in the case before the House a recogni- 
tion of the right of any member of the House to 
renew the proposition which the House suspended 
its rules to consider. If that is done, then any 
amendment germane to it may be offered as an 
amendment, 

Mr. GOOCH. It seems to me, Mr. Sneaker, 
that the question which you are to decide is this: 
if f ask and obtain a suspension of the rules in 
order to makea particular motion, and that should 
be granted. 
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Mr. BARKSDALE. I object to further debate. 

Mr. GOOCH. And then decline, after the rules 
have been ‘suspended for that purpose, to make 
the motion which I have indicated, can not any 
other member make the motion, and bring before 
the House the subject-matter which the House 
has suspended its rules to consider? 

The SPEAKER, As objection is made to 
farther debate, the Chair will decide the question. 
‘The 40th rule reads as follows: 

“ After a motion is stated by the Speaker, or read by the 
Clerk, it sual be decmed to be in the possession of the 
House; but may be withdrawn at any time before a decision 
or amendment.” . 

The Chair has already decided that the gentle- 
man from Indiana had the right to withdraw his 
proposition, for the reason that there has been no 
decision upon it or amendment to it. From that 
decision no appeal was taken. The gentleman 
from Ohio now insists that he has the right to 
renew the proposition of the gentleman from In- 
diana, and claims that when the rules are sus- 
pended to enable a member to submit a particular 
proposition, if he fails to submit it, another mem- 
ber may do so. Now, the question between the 
gentleman from Ohio and the Chair is, whether 
it can be said, according to a fair construction of 
the rules, that the gentleman from Indiana has 
not. submitted his proposition. The gentleman 
from Indiana submitted his proposition, and some- 
time was spent in its consideration; but before a 
decision was come to, he withdrew it. Now, the 
question for the consideration of the Chair is sim- 
ply this: whether that is within the rule referred 
to by the gentleman from Ohio. I confess that I 
think it is not; and especially, as the rules have 
been suspended to admit the resolution of the 

entleman from Indiana; and now, the business 
having been continued to this day, the rules could 
not, under the rules of the House, be suspended 
again, ‘The Chair thinks the proposition cannot 
be renewed. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I respectfully take an ap- 

peal from the decision of the Chair. 

Mr. ADRAIN. I move to lay that appeal on 
the table. 

Mr. STEVENS, of Pennsylvania. Iask the 
gentleman from Ohio to withdraw his appeal. I 
do not see any particular reason why we should 
act upon those propositions now. 

Mr. JOHN COCHRANE, I hope the gentle- 
man will withdraw his appeal, for this matter 
would be a disturbance to the lucubrations of the 
committee of thirty-three. [Laughter.] 

Mr. SHERMAN. [adhere to my appeal. 

Mr. ADRAIN. And I insist upon my motion 
to lay upon the table. 

Mr. CAREY demanded the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and it was decided in 
the negative—yeas 73, nays 77; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Adrain, Allen, Thomas L. Anderson, 
Barksdale, Barret, Bocock, Boteter, Bouligny, Branch, 
Briggs, John B. Clark, Clemens, Cobb, John Cochrane, 
Cox, James Craig, Crawford, John G. Davis, Reuben Da- 
vis, De Jarnette, Dimmick, Florence, Garnett, Gartrell, 
Gilmer, Hardeman, J. Morrison Harris, John T. Harris, 
Hatton, Hindman, Holman, Houston, William Howard, 
Hughes, Jackson, Jenkins, Jones, Kunkel, Larrabee, James 
M. Leach, Leake, Logan, Love, Maclay, Mallory, Charles 
D. Martin, Elbert S. Martin, Maynard, McClernand, Me- 
Kenty, McRae, Laban T. Moore, Sydenham Moore, Isaac 
N. Morris, Niblack, Pendleton, Peyton, Pryor, Pugh, 
Quarles, Riggs, James C. Robinson, Simms, Singieton, 
William N. H. Smith, Stevenson, Stokes, Thomas, Val- 
landigham, Vance, Winslow, Woodson, and Wright—73. 

NAYS—Messrs. Alley, Ashley, Beale, Bingham, Blair, 
Blake, Brayton, Buffinton, Burlingame, Burnham, Camp- 
bell, Carey, Case, Coburn, Colfax, Dawes, Delano, Duell, 
Edgerton, Edwards, Eliot, Ely, Farnsworth, Fenton, Fos- 
ter, French, Gooch, Grow, Hale, Helmick, Hill, William 
A. Howard, Hutchins, Irvine, Junkin, Franeis W. Kellogg, 
Kenyon, Kilgore, Killinger, DeWitt C. Leach, Lee, Long- 
necker, Loomis, Lovejoy, Marston, McKean, McKnight, 
MePherson, Millward, Montgomery, Moorhead, Olin, | 
Palmer, Perry, Pettit, Porter, Pottle, Edwin R. Reynolds, 
Royce, Sherman, Spinner, Stanton, Stevens, "Tappan, 
Thayer, Theaker, Train, Trimble, Verree, Wade, Waldron, 
Walton, Cadwalader C. Washburn, Elihu B. Washburne, 
Wells, Wilson, and Windom—77. 

So the House refused to lay the appeal upon 
the table. 

During the call of the roll, 

Mr. QUARLES stated that Mr. Netson was | 
engaged on the committee of thirty-three. 

Mr. HILL changed his vote from ay” to “no,” | 
for the purpose of moving a reconsideration. 

The regult of the vote having been announced, | 
as above recorded, . 

Mr. HILL moved to reconsider the vote by | 


which the House refused to lay the appeal upon 
the table; and on that motion demanded the yeas 
and nays. 

Mr. HARDEMAN (at a quarter before two 
o’clock, p. m.) moved that the House adjourn, 

Mr. QUARLES demanded the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Missouri. It seems to 
me, Mr. Speaker, that the action of the House 
upon these resolutions will be calculated to irritate 
the public mind, and tend to hasten impending 
events. I therefore move that the House resolve 
itself into the Committee of the Whole on the state 
of the Union. 

The SPEAKER. That motion is not in order 
pending the motion to adjourn, upon which the 
yeas and nays have been ordered. 

Mr.SHERMAN. With the indulgence of the 
House, and for the purpose of facilitating busi- 
ness, I will state that, if the resolution is allowed 
to come in, I will move to refer it to a select com- 
mittee of five. 

Mr. VALLANDIGHAM. 
without amendments. , 

Mr. HOUSTON. The gentleman from Ohio 
could get the floor on Monday and move to sus- 
pend the rules, without making a struggle here 
to the obstruction of the public business by in- 
sisting on his appeal. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I give notice to the House 
that if I have an opportunity to renew this reso- 
lution, I will move to refer it to a select committee 
of five, with instructions. Those instructions, 
probably, will not excite opposition or debate. 
Let the whole subject go to a select committee of 
five. The committee of thirty-three is too large 
to consider the propositions. 

Mr. JOHN COCHRANE, It has become con- 
veniently small. 


Mr. SHERMAN. I understand that it has 
been deserted by some gentlemen who ought to 
be there. 

The question was taken on Mr. Harpeman’s 
motion; and it was decided in the negative—yeas 
57, nays 100; as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Thomas L. Anderson, Avery, Barksdale, 
Bocock, Branch, John B. Clark, John Cochrane, Crawford, 
Reuben Davis, De Jarnette, Dimmick, Edmundson, Flor- 
ence, Fouke, Garnett, Gartrel!, Gilmer, Hardeman, Jolin 
T. Harris, Hatton, Hill, Houston, Hughes, Jackson, Jen- 
kins, Jones, Kunkel, James M. Leach, Leake, Lee, Love, 
Maclay, Mallory, Charles D. Martin, Maynard, McCler- 
nand, McRae, Laban T. Moore, Sydenham Moore, Isaac 
N. Morris, Niblack, Pryor, Pugh, Quarles, James C. Rob- 
inson, Simms, Singleton, William N. II. Smith, Stevenson, 
Thomas, Vallandigham, Vance, Whiteley, Winslow, Wood- 
son, and Wright—o7. 

NAYS—Messrs. Green Adams, Adrain, Aldrich, Alen, 
Alley, Babbitt, Beale, Bingham, Blair, Blake, Bouligny, 
Brayton, Briggs, Buffinton, Burlingame, Burnham, Camp- 
bell, Carey, Case, Clemens, Cobb, Coburn, Colfax, Cox, 
Dawes, Delano, Duell, Dunn, Edgerton, Edwards, Eliot, 
Ely, Etheridge, Farnsworth, Fenton, Foster, French, 
Gooch, Grow, Hale, Helmick, Hindman, Hoard, Holman, 
William Howard, William A. Howard, Hutchins, Irvine, 
Junkin, Francis W. Kellogg, Kenyon, Kilgore, Killinger, 
Larrabee, DeWitt C. Leach, Logan, Longnecker, Loomis, 
Lovejoy, Marston, Elbert S. Martin, McKean, McKenty, 
McKnight, McPherson, Mflward, Montgomery, Moorhead, 
Edward Joy Morris, Morse, Olin, Palmer, Pendleton, Perry, 
Pettit, Peyton, Porter, Pottie, Edwin R. Reynolds, Royce, 
Sherman, Spinner, Stanton, Stevens, Stokes, Stration, 
Tappan, Thayer, Theaxer, Train, Trimble, Verree, Wade, 
Waldron, Walton, Cadwalader U. Washburn, Ellihu B. 
Washburne, Webster, Wells, Wilson, and Windom—100. 


So the House refused to adjourn. 


During the roll call. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Mississippi, said: I had paired 
with Mr. Porrer; but by the consent of his friends 
the pair has been transferred toanother gentleman, 
and I am allowed to vote to-day. I desire to make 
that statement in order that Mr. Porrer may 
understand why I vote. 

Mr. HINDMAN said: I shall insist on voting 
against all motions that evince a desire to delay 
action on thisquestion, and I therefore vote “no.” 
I want gentlemen to bring the issue up. 

The result of the vote having been announced as 
above recorded, the question recurred upon Mr. 
Hiii’s motion to reconsider the vote by which the 
House refused to lay the appeal upon the table. 

Mr. HOWARD, of Michigan. Mr. Speaker, 
there scems to be an unwillingness to vote upon 
these propositions; and I confess that I am un- 
willing myself. They refer to some events that 
are alleged to have taken place at Charleston, and 


I object to that 


yet they contain very important propositions and 
abstract principles, I would prefer to have more 
information upon the subject; and, if the appeal į 


p ieee ~ - - =- - 
can:be'withdrawn, I-will-move. the appointment 


of a special committee, to whom the whole mat- 
ter shall be referred, with instructions. to make 
inquiries. If the House will allow me, 1: willsend 
those instructions to the Clerk’s desk, tobe read 
for information. eg 
Mr. HOUSTON. -I shall object to thats. <; 
Mr.. HOWARD, of Michigan... Let:them be 
read for information. ap @ RG 
Mr. HOUSTON. If the gentleman ‘will intro- 
duce his resolution, and let it go to the committee 
to which all others have been referred, of course: 


I cannot very well object to it. ButI believe the: 


Speaker has decided the question of order cor- 
rectly; and I do not intend to consent to any ar- 
rangement by which another special committee 
will be raised upon this subject. ` i 

Mr. HOWARD, of Michigan. The motion to 
refer will, of course, be amendable; and the gen- 
tleman can name any other committee.” - 

Mr. HOUSTON.” I shall not consent. 

Mr. HOWARD, of Michigan. Let thein- 
structions be read, and perhaps there will be no 
objection. B E 

Mr. HOUSTON. I shall be certain ‘to object 
to a special committec. 

Mr. MAYNARD. I hope the gentleman. will 
allow the proposition to be réad. 

The SPEAKER. If there be no objection, it 
will be read for information. 

There being no objection, the Clerk read Mr. 
Howarp’s proposition, as follows: 

Resolved, That the whole subject.be referred to aspecial 
committee of this House, to be appointed to make imme- 
diate inquiry and report: First, Whether any. executive 
officer of the United States has been, or is now, treating or 
holding communication with any persons'or persons con- 
cerning the surrender of any forts, fortresses, or public 
property of the United States; and whether any. demand 
for such surrender has been: made, when, and. by whom, 
and what answer has been given, Second, Whether any 
officer of this Government has at any time entered intoany 
pledge, agreement, or understanding, with any person or 
persons not to send reinforcements to the forts of the Uni- 
ted States in. the harbor of Charleston, and the particulars 
of such agreement, pledge, or understanding, when, where, 
and with whom it was made, and on what consideration. 
Third, What demand for reinforcements of the said forts has 
been made, and for what reason such reinforcements have 
not been furnished. Fourth, Where the ships of the United 
States are now stationed, with what commands, and with 
whatorders, Fifth, Whether the custom-house, post office, 
arsenal, and other publie buildings of the United States at 
Charleston, have been seized, and are held in possession 
by any person or persons, and the particulars of such seiz- 
ure and possession. Sixth, Whether any revenue cutter 
of the United States has been seized, and is now held in 
possession by any person or persons, and the particulars 
thereof; and whether any efforts have been made by the 
head of the Treasury Department to recapture or recover 
possession of said vessel ; that the committee have power 
to send for persons and papers, to take testimony, and re- 
port from time to time, as facts material to the national 
safety and national honor may be disclosed by the evidence. 

Mr.COBB. The committee will want to have 
a clerk, of course, , 

Mr. HOUSTON.. The Chair understands me, 
of course, as objecting to any special committee, 
with or without instructions. ; 

The SPEAKER. The proposition was merely 
read for information. 5 E 

Mr. SHERMAN. ThenI give notice that;in 
case the appeal is sustained, I will not press a 
vote on the resolution, but shall be perfectly will- 
ing that it shall be referred without any debate. 
I hope that course will be pursued. , 

Mr. HOUSTON. lean make no compromise. 
Even if I wanted to refer the resolution with those 
instructions, Icould make no compromise which, 
in my judgment, would overrule the law of the 
House, and the very correct and sensible decision 
of the Speaker of the House. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Then ictus have the vote. 

The yeasandnays were ordered on Mr. Hiur’s 
motion. 

The question was taken; and it was decided in 
the affirmative—yeas 78, nays 75; as follows: 

YEAS~—Messrs. Allen, Thomas T. Anderson, Avery, 
Barksdale, Bocock, Bouligny, Branch, Briggs, Burch, John 
B. Clark, Clemens, Cobb, John Cochrane, Cox, Crawford, 
John G. Davis, Reuben Davis, De Jamette, Edmundson, 
Etheridge, Florence, Fouke, Garnett, Gartrell, Gilmer, 
Hardeman, J. Morrison Harris, Jobn T. Harris, Hatton, Will, 
Hindman, Holman, Houston, William Howard, Hughes, 
Jackson, Jenkins, Jones, Kunkel, James M. Leach, Leake, 
Logan, Love, Maciay, Mallory, Charles D. Martin, Elbert 
S. Martin, Maynard, McClernand, McKenty, McRae, Mill- 
son, Laban T, Moore, Sydenham’ Moore, Isane N: Morris, 
Niblack, Pendleton, Peyton, Pheips, Pryor, Pugh, Quarles, 
Riggs, James C. Robinson, Simms, Singleton, William N. 
H. Smith, Stevenson, Stokes, Taylor, Thomas, Vallandig- 
ham, Vance, Webster, Whiteley, Winslow, Woodson, and 
Wright—78, 
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NAYS—Messrs. Aldrich, Alley, Ashley, Beale, Bing- 
ham, Blair, Blake, Brayton, Buffinton, Burlingame, Burn- 
ham, Carey, Case, Coburn, Colfax, Dawes, Delano, Duell, 
Edgerton, Eliot, Biy, Penton, Foster, French, Gooch,Grow, 
Helmick, Hoard, Wiliam A. Howard, Hutchins, Irvine, 
Junkin, Francis W. Kellogg, Kenyon, Kilgore, Killinger, 
DeWitt C. Leach, Lee, Loomis, Lovejoy, Marston, Me- 
Kean, McKnight, McPherson, Millward, Montgomery, 
Moorhead, Edward Joy Morris, Morse, Olin, Palmer, Perry, 
Pettit, Porter, Pottle; Edwin R. Reynolds, Royce, Sherman, 
Spinner, Stanton, Stevens, Tappan, Thayer, Theaker, 
‘Train, Trimble, Verree, Wade, Waldron, Walton, Cad- 
walader C. Washburn, Ellihu B. Washburne, Wells, Wil- 
son, and Windom—75. 


So the vote was reconsidered. 


During the roll call, 

Mr. ADRAIN asked leave to vote, not having 
been within the bar when his name was called. 

Mr. HOARD objected. . 

Mr. ADRAIN stated, he would have voted in 
the affirmative. Dae a 

Mr. EDWARDS asked a similar privilege. 

Mr. VALLANDIGHAM objected. 
~ Mr. EDWARDS stated he would have voted 
in the negative. 

The vote was announced as above recorded. 

The question recurred on the motion to lay on 
the table Mr. Suerman’s appeal frora the decision 
of the Chair. 

Mr. SHERMAN demanded the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. ` A 

The question was taken; and it was decided in 
the negative—ycas 80, nays 82; as follows: 

YRAS—Messrs. Adrain, Allen, Thomas L. Anderson, 
Avery, Barksdale, Bocock, Branch, Briggs, Burch, John 
B. Clark, Clemens, Cobb, Cox, James Craig, Crawford, 
John G. Davis, Reuben Davis, De Jaruette, Dimmick, Ed- 
mundson, Etheridge, Morence, Garnett, Gartrell, Gilmer, 
Hamilton, Hardeman, J. Morrison Harris, John 'F. Harris, 
Hatton, Hill, Hindman, Holman, Houston, William How- 
ard, Ilughes; Jackson, Jenkins, Jones, Kunkel, Larrabee, 
James M. Leach, Leake, Logan, Love, Maclay, Mallory, 
Maynard, McClernand, MeKenty, MeRae, Milson, Laban 
‘E. Moore, Sydenham Moore, Isaac N. Morris, Nelson, 
Niblack, Noell, Pendleton, Peyton, Phelps, Pryor, Pugh, 
Quarles, Riggs, James C. Robinson, Rust, Simuns, Single- 
ton, William N, H. Smith, Stokes, Taylor, Thomas, Val- 
Jandigbwm, Vance, Webster, Whiteley, Winslow, Woodson, 
and Wright—80. 

NAYS— Messrs. Charles F. Adams, Aldrich, Alley, Ash- 
ley, Beale, Bingham, Blair, Blake, Brayton, Buflinton, 
Burlingame, Burnham, Campbell, Carey, Case, Coburn, 
Colfax, Dawes, Delano, Duell, Dunn, Edgerton, Mdwards, 
Hliot, Ely, Fenton, Foster, Freach, Gooch, Grow, Hale, 
Helmick, Hoard, William A. Howard, Humphrey, Hutch- 
ins, Ervine, Junkin, Francis W. Kellogg, William Kellogg, 
Kenyon, Kilgore, Killinger, DeWitt C. Leach, Lee, Long- 
necker, Loomis, Lovejoy, Marston, McKean, McKnight, 
MePherson, Millward, Montgomery, Moorhead, Edward 
Joy Morris, Morse, Olin, Palmer, Perry, Pettit, Porter, Pot- 
tte, Edwin R. Reynolds, Christopher Robinson, Royce, 
Sherman, Spinner, Stanton, Tappan, Thayer, Theaker, 
‘Train, Trimble, Verree, Wade, Waldron, Watton, Cad- 
walader C. Washburn, Wells, Wilson, and Windom—22. 


So the appeal was not laid on the table. 
Mr. VALLANDIGHAM. I move that the 


House do now adjourn. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Oh, let us dispose of this, 

‘Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. BURNHAM 
and VaLLANDIGHAM were appointed, 

The House divided; and the tellers reported— 
ayes 47, noes 76. 

Mr. VALLANDIGHAM demanded the yeas 
and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and it was decided in 
the negative—yeas 67, nays 87; as follows: 

YRAS—Me: Green Adams, Thomas L. Anderson, | 
Avery, Barksdale, Bocock, Bouligny, Branch, John B. 
Clark, Cobb, Jobu Cochrane, Cox, Crawford, Jobn G. Da- 
vis, Reuben Davis, De Jarnette, Edmundson, Florence, 
Gartrell, Gilmer, Hardeman, John 'F. Harris, Hatton, (ill, 
Houston, Wiliam Howard, Hughes, Jenkins, Jones, Kun- 
kel, Larrabee, James M. Leach, Leake, Love, Maclay, 
Malory, Charles D. Martin, Elbert S. Martin, Maynard, 
MeClernand, MeRac, Montgomery, Laban T. Moore, Syd- 
enham Moore, tsaac N, Morris, Niblack, Noell, Pendleion, 
Peyton, Pugh, Quarles, Rises, James C. Robinson, Rust, 
Beott, Sins, Singlctou, William N. H., Smith, Stevenson, 
Paylor, Thomas, Vallandigham, Vance, Webster, 
Winslow, and Wright--67, 
Messrs. Aldrich, Allen, Alley, Ashley, Babbitt, 
gham, Blair, Blake, Brayton, Briggs, Buftinton, 
ingame, Burnham, Carey, Case, Clemens, Coburn, 
Colfax, Dawes, Delano, Duell; Edgerton, Edwards, Eliot, 
Ely, Etheridge, Fenton, Foster, French, Gooch, Grow, 
Hale, Helmiek, Hindman, Hoard, Holman, Humphrey, 
Hatebins, Irvine, Jankin, Francis W, Kellogg, Kenyon, 
Kigore, Killinger, DeWitt U. Leach, Lee, Logan, Long- 
eker, Loomis, Lovejoy, Marston, MeKean, MeKenty, 
Mkinigh!, Me on, Millward, Moorhead, Edward Joy 

» Palmer, Perry, Pettit, Porter, Pottle, 

nolds, Christopher Robinson, Roy 
man. Spinner, Santon, Stevens, Tappan, Thayer, Uheak- 
‘rain, Trimble, Verree, Wade, Waldron, Walt 
ter © Washburn, Elihu B. Washburse, Wells 
Wilson, aud Windor—sST. { 

So the House refused to adjourn. 


Whiteley, 
NAYS 


! the Chair stand as the judgment of the ITouse?’’ | 


j and called for the yeas and nays upon the mo- 


ADJOURNMENT OVER. 


Mr.MAYNARD. Imovethat when the House 
adjourns to-morrow it adjourn to meet on Mon- 
day next. | 

r. ETHERIDGE. 
nays on that. 

r. BRIGGS. I move to amend by striking 
out ** Monday” and inserting “ Saturday.” 

Mr. CRAWFORD. I move that the House 
do now adjourn. 

The motion was not agreed to. 

Mr. KUNKEL. I move to amend the amend- 
ment so that when the House adjourns to-day, it 
adjourn to meet on Saturday next. 

r. HUGHES. I wish to call the attention 
of the House to the fact thatto-morrow has been 
set apart for the transaction of business connected 
with the District of Columbia. We were de- 
prived of one of the two days assigned at last ses- 
sion for the transaction of business of this District 
by the announcement of the decease of a member 
of Congress. We had therefore but one day for the 

urpose, and in fact nothing was accomplished. 

t is a matter of imperative necessity that some- 
thing shall be done for the District of Columbia. 
The District business has been made the special 
order for to-morrow, and I trust there will be no 
adjournment to interfere with it. 

The question was taken on Mr. Kunxeu’s 
amendment to the amendment; and it was not 
agreed to. 

The question recurred on Mr. Briees’s amend- 
ment. $ 

Mr. COLFAX. Irise toa point of order. I 
do not think we have any right to decide to what 
time we shall adjourn to-morrow. If we can do 
so for to-morrow, we can decide to what time the 
House shall adjourn a week after to-morrow. 

Mr. HUGHES. The use of the Hall has 
already been assigned for Friday, and of course 
the House cannot sit that day. 

The SPEAKER. he Chair thinks the point 
of order comes too late. 

The question was taken on Mr. Brigas ’s amend- 
ment; and it was not agreed to. 

The question recurred on Mr. Maynarp’s mo- 
tion, on which the yeas and nays had been dc- 
manded. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and it was decided in 
the negative—yeas 61, nays 86; as follows: 

YE£LAS—Messrs. Adrain, Aldrich, Thomas L. Anderson, 
Avery, Barksdale, Barret, Bocock, Boutigny, Branch, Jolm 
B. Clark, John Cochrane, Crawford, John G. Davis, Reu- 
ben Davis, De Jamette, Edmundson, Florence, Fouke, 
Garnett, Gartrell, Gilmer, Hardeman, J. Morrison Harris, 
John ‘I. Harris, Yatton, Bill, Houston, William Howard, 
Hughes, Jones, Larrabec, James M. Leach, Leake, Love, 
Maclay, Mallory, Charles D, Martin, Elbert S. Martin, 
Maynard, McRae, Sydenham Moore, Isaac N, Morris, Nib- 
lack, Noell, Pendleton, Pugh, Quarles, James C. Robinson, 
Simms, Singleton, Stevenson, ‘Caylor, Thomas, Vallandig- 
ham, Vanee, Elihu B. Washburme, Webster, Whiteley, 
Winslow, Woodson, and Wright—61. t 

NAYss——-Messra. Green Adams, AHen, Alley, Ashley, 
Babbitt, Beale, Bingham, Blair, Blake, Brayton, Briggs, 
Bullinton, Burlingame, Burnham, Carey, Case, Clemens, 
Cobb, Coburn, Colfax, Cox, Dawes, Delano, Duell, Ed- 
gerton, Edwards, Bliot, Ely, Etheridge, Fenton, Foster, 
French, Gooch, Grow, Hale, Helmick, Hindman, Hoard, 
Ilolman, William A. Howard, Hutehins, Irvine, Junkin, 
Francis W. Kellogg, Kenyon, Kilgore, Killinger, DeWitt 
C. Leach, Lee, Logan, Longnecker, Loomis, Lovejoy, 
Marston, McKean, MeKenty, MeKnight, McPherson, Mill- 
ward, Laban T. Moore, Moorhead, Edward Joy Morris, 
Olin, Palmer, Perry, Pettit, Peyton, Porter, Pottie, Edwin 
R. Reynolds, Riggs, Royce, Sherman, Spinner, Stokes, 
Stout, Tappan, Thayer, Train, Trimble, Wade, Waldron, 
Walton, Wells, Wilson, and Windom—66. 

So the motion was not agreed to. 


The question recurred, ‘‘ Shall the decision of | 


I demand the yeas and 


Mr. QUARLES called for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. BARKSDALE. I move that there be a | 
call of the Flouse. 

Mr. STEVENSON called for the yeasand nays 
upon that motion. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. LEAKE moved that the House adjourn; 


tion. | 
‘The yeas and nays were not ordered. 
The motion was disagreed to. 1 
The question recurred “ Shall there be a eall of | 
the House?” i 


The question was taken; and it was decided in 


the negauive—yeas 43, nays 102: as follows: |i 


YEAS—Messrs. Thomas L. Anderson, Barksdale, Bo- | 


cock, Bouligny, Clemens, Cox, James Craig, Crawford, 
John G. Davis, Reuben Davis; Edmundson, Etheridge, 
Florence, Fouke, Garnett, Gartrell, Gilmer, Hindman, 
Houston, Jenkins, Jones, Kunkel, Larrabee, Leake, Logan, 
Love, Lovejoy, Elbert S. Martin, Maynard, McRae, Syd- 
enham Moore, Pryor, Pugh, Quarles, James ©. Robinson, 
Simms, Stevenson, Stout, Taylor, Thomas, Vallandigham, 
Winslow, and Wright—43. 

NAYS—Messrs. Green Adams, Adrain, Aldrich, Alley, 
Ashtey, Avery, Babbitt, Barret, Beale, Bingham, Blair, 
Blake, Brayton, Briggs, Buffinton, Burlingame, Burnham, 
Carey, Case, Jolin B. Clark, Cobb, Coburn, John Cochrane, 
Colfax, Dawes, De Jarnctte, Delano, Duell, Edgerton, 
Edwards, Eliot, Ely, Fenton, Foster, French, Gooch, Grow, 
Hale, Hardeman, J. Morrison Harris, John T. Harris, Hat- 
ton, Helmick, Hill, Hoard, Holman, William Howard, 
William A. Howard, Hughes, Hutchins, Irvine, Junkin, 
Francis W. Kellogg, Kenyon, Kilgore, Killinger, DeWitt 
C. Leach, James M. Leach, Lee, Longnecker, Loomis, 
Maclay, Matiory, Marston, Charles D. Martin, McCier- 
nand, McKean, McKenty, McKnight, McPherson, Mill- 
ward, Laban T. Moore, Moorhead, Edward Joy Morris, 
Niblack, Olin, Palmer, Pendleton, Pettit, Peyton, Pottie, 
Edwin H. Reynolds, Rigas, Royee, Scott, Sherman, Single- 
ton, William N. H. Smith, Spinner, Stanton, Stokes, Tap- 
pan, Trimble, Vance, Wade, Waldron, Walton, Ellihu B. 
Washburne, Webster, Wells, Wilson, and Windom—102. 


So the House refused to order a call. 

Before the vote was announced, 

Mr. MORRIS, of Illinois, said he should have 
voted in the affirmative if he had been within the 
bar when his name was called. 

Mr. THOMAS moved that the House adjourn. 

Mr. BARKSDALE. I would inquire whether, 
if the House now adjourns, this question will 
come up first in the morning? 

The SPEAKER. ‘The Chair supposes it will, 
unless some special order should intervene. 

Mr. BARKSDALE. I hope there will be no 
objection to adjourning. 

The question was taken on Mr. Trromas’s mo- 
tion; and it was decided in the negative—ycas 69, 
nays 83. 

Šo the House refused to adjourn. 

Before the vote was announced, 

Mr. KILGORE stated that he had paired with 
Mr. Garxerr for an hour and a half. 

Mr. DE JARNETTE stated that Mr, Pryor 
had paired with Mr, McCLernanp. 

Mr. CRAWFORD stated that he had paired 
for the day with Mr. Hare. 

Mr. BRIGGS said: Permit me to say that lam 
in favor of the proposition of the gentleman from 
Indiana, (Mr. Hormay;] but I am unwilling to 
reach that proposition by overruling what L re- 
gard to be the just decision of the Speaker of this 


House. 
Mr. WASHIBURNE, of Illinois. Is debate in 
order? 


The SPEAKER. Itis not. 

Mr. BRIGGS. And I say that, rather than 
submit to an attempt to coerce this side of the 
House, [t order!”’ t order!??] by overraling the 
decision of the Speaker, [t order!’ * order”) E 
am willing to remain here [“ order!’’] twenty-four 
hours or twenty-four months. [Shouts of “ or- 
der!” and great laughter and confusion.] 

Mr. ETHERIDGE moved to dispense with 
the reading of the names. 

Mr. HOUSTON objected. 

Mr. HOWARD, of Michigan. Iwish4to make 
a proposition which I hope will meet the views 
of both sides of the House. ‘The House is now 
thin, and it would be unfair to attempt to pressa 
vote in its present condition. F then propose that 
it shall be agreed that a vote be taken to-morrow 
at one o’clock, and that the House now adjourn. 

w VALLANDIGHAM. Take a vote upon 
what? x 

Mr. HOWARD, of Michigan. Upon the ap- 
peal and upon the whole question. 

Mr. VALLANDIGHAM and others objected. 

The vote was announced as above recorded. 

Mr. ADRAIN. Imove that there be a call of 
the House. 

The motion was not agreed to. 

Mr. ADRAIN. Lnow move that the House 
adjourn, 

Mr. SPINNER called for the yeas and nays 
upon the motion. 


The yeas and nays were not ordered. i 

Mr. McCLERNAND. I wish to inquire 
whether this matter will not come up to-morrow 
if the House now adjourn? 

The SPEAKER. There is a special order 


which will interfere. 7 2 
Mr. McCLERNAND. Otherwise it would 
come up? 


The SPEAKER.  ltwould. 
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Mr. McCLERNAND. Then I hope the House | 


willadjourn. The question of order will bring 
- it up at any rate, 

Mr. HOUSTON. I object to debate. 

_ Mr. BARKSDALE. i understand this ques- 
tion will come up as the first business to-morrow; 
and it strikes me that, with that understanding, 
the House ought to adjourn. : 

Mr. HOWARD, of Michigan. With a view 
of accommodating all sides of the House, I will 
state what I understand to be the effect of the 
proposition I make. I propose that the vote on 
the appeal-be taken at one o’clock, to-morrow. 
If the decision of the Chair is sustained, that will 
bean end of the whole thing, as a matter of course. 
If itis overruled, then I understand the resolution 
will come up. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state that, if 
the House consent to that arrangement, he will 
consider it the understanding that the vote is to 
be taken to-morrow, at one o’clock, on the appeal. 
If the Chair be overruled, the resolution will then 
be before the House. [Cries of “Agreed!” “ No 
objection!’’] . 

Mr. HOWARD, of Michigan. 
that the House do adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to. 

And thereupon (ata quarter past four o’clock, 
p. m.) the House adjourned. 


I move, then, 


IN SENATE. 
THURSDAY, January 3, 1861. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Dr. GURLEY. 
TheJournal of yesterday was read and approved. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, 
by Mr. Barcuay, one of its clerks, announced 
that the House had passed a bill (No. 865) mak- 
ing appropriations for the current and contingent 
expenses of the Indian department, and for ful- 
filling treaty stipulations with various Indian tribes 
for the year ending June 30, 1862; in which the 
concurrence of the Senate was requested. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


The message further announced that the Speaker 
of the House had signed the following enrolled 
bills; which thereupon received the signature of 
the Vice President: . 

A bill (S. No. 523) for the relief of Lieutenant 
George L. Hartsuff, United States Army ; 

A bill (TI. R. No. 436) for the relief of Mrs. 
Eliza A. Merchant, widow of the late First Lieu- 
tenant and Brevet Captain Charles G. Merchant, 
of the United States Army; and; 

A bill (H R. No. 862) making appropriations 
for the support of the Military Academy for the 
year ending the 30th of June, 1862. 


PRINTING OF DOCUMENTS. 


The message further announced that the House 
had ordered the printing of the following docu- 
ments on January 2, 1861: 

Letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, trans- 

mitting decisions of the Secretary of War in the 
claim of George Fisher, deceased—ordered at 
twelve o’clock and fourteen minutes. 
. Letter from the Postmaster General, transmit- 
ting estimates for the service of the Post Office 
Department for the year'ending June 30, 1862— 
ordered at twelve o’clock and sixteen minutes. 


ADJOURNMENT TO SATURDAY. 
On motion of Mr. GWIN, it was 


Ordered, That when the Senate adjourns to-day, it be to 
meet on Saturday next. 
PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr. COLLAMER presented the petition of 
citizens of Craftsbury, Vermont, praying that the 
pension of John Woodbury may be made to com- 
mence from the date of the disability for which 
it was granted; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

Mr. KENNEDY presented the petition of Ira 
Call, praying that his pension may be made to 
commence from the date of the disability for 
which it was granted; which was referred to the 
Committce on Pensions. 

Mr. BIGLER presented the memorial of Alex- 
ander Wiison, praying remuneration for expenses 
incurred and compensation for his services, while 
United States attorney for the Territory of Utah; 
which was referred to the Committee on Claims. 


Mr. BIGLER. Mr. President, I present two 
memorials of like import, numerously signed by 
citizens of the city of Philadelphia, setting forth 
that they *‘ earnestly pray your honorable bodies 
to pass the resolutions introduced by Hon. Mr. 
Crirrenpen, of Kentucky, a copy of which is 
hereunto annexed,”’ or any other resolutions cm- 
bodying the same principles and measures. They 
believe this course will be acceptable to our con- 
stituents in all sections of the country, and will 
have the effect of allaying the present excitement. 
These memorials purport to be signed by men of 
all political parties. Tinova that they be laid on 
the table. 

The motion was agreed to. . 

Mr. BIGLER. [ also present the proceedings 
of a public meeting held at Harrisburg, the seat 
of government of my State, called to take into 
consideration the present imminent condition of 
the country. Also the proceedings of a meeting 
at Carlisle, Pennsylvania, on the same subject. 
I will remark in this connection, Mr. President, 
with the indulgence of the Senate, that meetings 
of a similar character have been held in different 
parts of that great State, and I believe in every 
instance their proceedings have breathed a spirit 
of loyal devotion to the whole country, and fidel- 
ity to ‘the institutions of the country, to the Con- 
stitution, and the Union as they now stand. They 
further manifest the utmost disposition on the part 
of the people of that State to avoid even an ap- 
pearance of evil, forthe purpose of producing har- 
mony and peace in this great Confederacy. Fur- 
thermore, they indicate very distinctly a desire to 
adopt promptly the measures of adjustment sug- 
gested by the Senator from Kentucky; and I will 
venture to repeat what E have said before, that if 
the Congress of the United States will give the 
people an opportunity to act, they will embrace 
any reasonable measure ofadjustment. Ourfriends 
in the South will discover that the people are pre- 
pared and willing to meet their complaints in the 
spirit of kindness and generosity, and respond 
favorably to any demand which the States com- 
plaining may make. With these remarks, I ask 
that the proceedings of the meetings be laid on 
the table. 

They were ordered to lie on the table. 


SLAVERY QUESTION. 


Mr. CRITTENDEN. Irise, Mr. President, 
for the purpose of presenting to the Senate a res- 
olution. The times upon which we have fallen, 
sir, are of a very extraordinary character; full of 
danger to the peace of the country, and even to 
the Union of the country. Its extraordinary 
character seems to me to require of us all efforts, 
ordinary and extraordinary, for the purpose of 
averting the danger which now so threateningly 
hangs over us. The measure which I am about 
to propose, sir, is of that extraordinary charac- 
ter; and I shall be at a loss fora justification and 
excuse for it, if it cannot be found in the perilous 
condition of public affairs, and in that great law, 
the safety of the people. I hope the measure may 


be productive of some good. I shall therefore lay | 


it on the table, with all other measures tending to 
that object, to be considered by the Senate. I 
beg leave, sir, as the resolution is-in my hand- 
writing, and perhaps not readily to be read by 
the Clerk, to read it myself: 

Whereas the Union is in danger, and owing to the un- 
happy divisions existing in Congress, it would be difficult, 
if not impossible, for that body to concur in both its branches 
by the requisite majority so as to enable it either to adopt 
such measurcs of legislation, or to recommend to the States 
such amendments to the Constitution, as are deemed neces- 
sary and proper to avert that danger; and whereas in so 
great an emergency the opinion and judgment of the peo- 
ple ought to be heard, and would be the best and surest 
guide to their represcniatives: Therefore, ; 

Resolved, Phat provision ought to be made by law with- 
out delay for taking the sense of the people and submitting 
to their vote the following resolutions as the basis for the 
final and permanent settlement of those disputes that now 
disturb the peace of the country and threaten the existence 
of the Union. 


Then come the propositions to be submitted, 
in the shape of amendments to the Constitution. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Shall the resolu- 
tions be read? 

Mr. BIGLER, Mr. GWIN, and others. Let 
them be read. 

The Secretary commenced to read the resolu- 
tions. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. I will take occasion to 
say that the resolutions are the same that have 


| whieh: ney 


been, perhaps, in the hands of every Senator for 
some weeks, which were laid on the ‘table ‘some 
time ago, and printed—the same that I:had the 


‘honor of offering to the Senate, with the addition 


of two others proposed by the-honorable Senator 
from Illinois, (Mr. Dovexas,}] which also have 
been printed, and in the hands of Senators. Ido 
not oppose the reading of them, if gentlemen de- 
sire to hear them. : i 

The VICE PRESIDENT. | Shall the reading 
be continued ? i : 

Mr. BIGLER. The reading is called for. - 

The Secretary concluded the ‘reading of the 
resolutions. ` 

The VICE PRESIDENT. . The Senator from 
Kentucky is entitled to the floor. te : 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. Mc. President, it was 
not my intention, knowing -how this day is pre- 
engaged, to interfere with the occupation of the 
day by the gentlemen who have possession of the 
floor. If I were to enter on any. discussion of 
this subject, it would occupy much. more. time 
than remains between this and one o'clock: i 
could only invoke, out of the fullness’of my.own 
heart on this subject, the earnest and.serious at- 
tention of my colleagues in the Senate. ‘We are, 
sir, in the presence of great and startling events. 
We mustdo something. It will bean open shame 
to the Senate of the United States, an open shame 
to the Government of the United States, if, under 
such circumstances as now exist, this great Gov- 
ernment is allowed to fallin ruins.. Gloomy as 
the time looks, unbroken as the clouds are that 
surround us on every side, and as little reason as 
I can sec, as little solid ground as we seem to have 
to stand firmly upon, I yet have a conviction—it 
may be a superstitious conviction—that we are 
not going to be so unequal to our positions as to 
allow this ruin to come upon our country. while 
we occupy such honored places among her rulers. 
It cannot be, sir. The sacrifice to be made for its 
preservation is comparatively worthless. Peace 
and harmony and union in a great nation were 
never purchased at so cheap a rate as we now have 
it in ourpower todo. Itis a scruple only, aseru- 
pie of as little value as a barleycorn, that stands 

etween us and peace and reconciliation and 
union; and we stand here pausing and hesitating 
about that little atom which is to be sacrificed. 

Sir, it may be that we are spell-bound in our 
party politics, and in opinions which they have 
generated,and fastened and bound uponusagainst 
our will; but I appeal with cohfidence to that 
great source from which we derive our power. 
When the people are in danger, and the people’s 
institutions, I appeal with confidence to them. If 
we are at fault, if we cannot combine the requi- 
site majority here to propose amendments to the 
Constitution which may be necessary to the set- 
tlement of our present difficulties, the people can. 
Give us their voice and their judgment, and the 
will be our safest guides. 1 do not look to this 
appeal as one that in any result can prostrate the 
Senate of the United States. Not at all. I have 
too long shared in. its honors, its dignity, and its 
independence, to desire ever to see that day; but 
I do hope that the representatives will respect 
and regard and give a proper influence to the 
sense of the people, when fairly and properly as- 
certained—no more than it is entitled to, but the 
full measure of all that it is entitled to. This is 
their Government. Its preservation is dearer and 
more inestimable to them than to all the world 
beside. They have the greatest interest in it; 
they have the greatest care forit. I have believed 
myself, and have often said, in the humble ad- 
dresses which I have been called upon to make to 
the people, ‘Take care of the Constitution, my 
fellow-citizens, and the Constitution will take care 
of you; take care of the Union, and the Union 
will be sure to protect and preserve you.” 

This is the doctrine of the people; this will be 
the sense and the sentiment of the people; and the 
people will give good advice as to how this mat- 
ter oughtto be settled. look with confidence to 
the advice which they shall give; and, so far from 
feeling myself, if I should ever sit here, humbled 
at all, or consider myself as a_submissionist (a 
term now commonly applied to law-abiding men) 
I shall walk more proudly upon the ‘highway 
have pointed out, and more surely, 
and more firmly, when I am strengthened with 
their strength and honored withthe advice. If 
further means fail, F trust that weshall avail our- 
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selves of this means and make our appeal to the 
people. Sir, I will not occupy your time longer 
this morning. I bad not contemplated it. As I 
said before, [ do not wish to interfere with other 
gentlemen who are entitled to the floor. 


AMENDMENTS TO TUE CONSTITUTION. 


Mr. BINGHAM.  Ifthere be no further morn- 

ing business, I move that the Senate proceed to 
the consideration of the unfinished business of 
yesterday. 
_ The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as 
in Committee of the Whole, resumed the consid- 
eration of the joint resolution (S. No. 48) intro- 
duced by Mr. Jounson, of ‘Tennessee, proposing 
amendments to the Constitution of the United 
States. 

Mr. BAKER. Mr. President, I cannot resume 
the remarks which I propose to conclude briefly 
to-day, without rendering my thanks to the Sen- 
ate for the courtesy which was extended toward 
me in allowing me to continue them now; and 
adding to those thanks, others to the distinguished 
Senator from Linois, [Mr. Doueras,] whose just 
expectations of addressing the Senate to-day I 
will endeavor not very long to postpone, 

Tam not of those, Mr. President, who enter- 
tain the opinion that discussion upon all points 
of difference between what I hate to call ** sec- 
tions” of the Confederacy, can be otherwise than 
useful. Idesire, for my part, to understand clearly 
and distinctly from gentlemen upon the other 
side, what it is of which they complain. I de- 
sire to understand, as I may, the ground, the rea- 
son, the proof of that complaint; because I am 
very sure that L intend, faithfully and loyally to 
the Constitution, to obviate all just, reasonable, 
and manly ground of opposition to us. I do not 
propose, in the eyes of posterity, to place my- 
self (if, indeed, they may ever glance upon me 
at all) in a position where good and wise men 
may say, ‘that man, from pride of opinion or 
pride of party, fostcred the feeling which led to 
the dissolution of the Union, and refused to listen 
to honorable and just complaint against him.” I 
do not mean to do that. Therefore it is that I 
inquire, respectfully, earnestly, probing it, as f 
believe, to the bottom, if I can, what it is that 
gentlemen are going to dissolve this Union about? 
I say, with all respect to my distinguished friend 
from Kentucky, [Mr. Crirrenpen,] that to do 
that in a good temper, cannot do any harm; and, 
sir, I feel, as I obght to feel upon this floor, noth- 
ing butsentiments ofcourtesy towardsevery mem- 
ber of this body. I hope that so far I have thus 
conducted the discussion, and so I shall continue 
to the end. . 

E may remark, sir, that when the Senate ad- 
journed yesterday I was endeavoring to demon- 
strate thatthe complaint made by the distinguished 
Senator from Louisiana that we were endeavor- 
ing to establish a construction of the Constitution 
that slavery was the creature of local law, thereby 
banishing it from the Territories of the United 
States, if true, was not just as a matter of com- 
plaint; that whether he attacks the Republican 
pey of which Lam a humble member, or whether 
he attacks the great majority of the people of the 
North, with whom { feel a common sympathy, 
the attack is unjust, because the leading men of 
the South, the public opinion ofthe South, the 
leading men of the North, the public opinion of 
the North, the Democracy of the North, the Re- 
publicans of the North, the Whigs of the North, 
nay, all classes of politicians and all classes of 
men have agreed, according to the doctrine and 


teaching of our fathers, that slavery was in fact jj 


tho creature of local law only, and could not go 


into the Territories by virtue of that local law. | 


That is what Lhave been endeavoring to establish 
so far, not so much as a matter of argument as a 
matter of authority. 

For that purpose, sir, I have read passages from 
the speeches of many distinguished gentlemen 
known to the country. I have one or two more; 


but out of respect to the time of the Senate I will | 


pass to the discussion of other topics. I shall 


| generally accepted. 


foundation either. in the Constitution or in the nature of 
the Confederation. Itrested on the assumption that the 
public domain being acquired by the whole Union, the 
whole Unien had equal rights in the enjoyment. This 
postulate is undeniable. But what then? It was contended 
further that the United States could not enjoy its equal 
right of settlement upon the public lands, unless a com- 
paratively small portion of its inhabitants, say three hun- 
dred and fifty thousand out of more than six million white 
persons could take their slaves with them, or, in other 
words, that every man from every state in the Union, had 
a right to take all his property to the public domain and 
there hold it—whisky, banks, or anything else—though pro- 
hibited by the local law. A true answer to this pretension is, 
that if any man, North or South, holds property mot recog- 
nized as such-or prohibited by the local law, his remedy is 
to be found, not in the violation of it, but in the conversion 
of such property into money, the universal representative 
of valne, and take that to his new home, and there com- 
mence his work of enterprise in a new and growing com- 
piuuity. 

“if the South has changed its views of this great ques- 
tion, the North has not; nor is the unshaken adhesion of 
northern men to their original convictions a just subject of 
complaint, any more ihan the expression of them in proper 
ters of forbearance and moderation.” 

Mr. BAKER. “Nor is the unshaken adhe- 
sion?’ quote again his emphatic language— 
“ Nor is the unshaken adhesion of northern men 
to their original convictions a just subject of com- 
plaint, any more than the expression of them in 
proper terms of forbearance and moderation’’—a 
very decided squintat the right itself and the right 
to express it. 

Now, sir, it may be said that this is the opin- 
ion ofanorthern man. While itis none the better, 
lam sure it ig none the worse for that. Gentle- 
men will remember that I am quoting on all sides, 
from the chieftains of the people and the leaders 
of the war. But, not to be singular, and indeed 
to be, as I mean to be, perfectly respectful to all 
sections, I shall show by my next extract that 
Virginia, the mother of States and of statesmen, 
speaking by an authoritative voice on this floor— 
a voice which we all hear with pleasure, one of 
her distinguished Senators, [Senator Hunrer]— 
says what, according to the opinion of the Sena- 
tor from Louisiana, must, I think, be considered 
of itself cause for dissolution. 

Mr. DOOLITTLE read, as follows:, 

. Senator HUNTER, in his speech, tast fall, before the 
Breckinridge Democratie State convention, at Charlottes- 
ville, Virginia, said: 

« When I first entered the Federal councils, which was 
at the commencement of Mr. Van Buren’s administration, 
the moral and political status of the slavery question wags 
very different trom what it now is. ‘Then the southern 
men themselves, with but few exceptions, admitted sla- 
very to be a moral evil, and palliated and excused it upon 
the plea of necessity. ‘Then there were few men of any 
party to be found in the non-slaveholding States who did 
not maintain both the constitutionality and expediency of 
the anti-slavery resolution, now generally known as the 
Wilmot proviso. Had any man at that day ventured the 
prediction that the Missouri restriction would ever be re- 
peated, he wonld have been deemed a visionary and theorist 
of the wildest sort. What a revolution lave we not witnessed 
in all this! ‘he discussion and the contest on the slavery 
question have gone on eversince, soas to absorb almost en- 
tirely the American mind. In many respects the results of 
that discussion have not been adverse tous. Southern men 
no longer oecupy a deprecatory attitude upon the question 
of negroslaivery in this country. While they by no means 
pretend that slavery is a good condition of things, under any 
cireunstances and in alt countries, they do maintain that, 
under the relations that the two races stand to cach other 
here, it is best for both that the inferior should be subjected 
to the superior. The same opinion is extending even in 
the North, where it is entertained by many, although not 
As evidence, too, of the growing 
change on this subject of the publie sentiment of the world, 
{may refer to the course of France and Great Britain in 
regard to the cooly and the African apprenticeship system 
as introduced into their colonies. That they are thus run- 
ning the slave trade in another form is rarely denied. [tis 
not to be supposed that these Governments are blind to the 
real nature of this cooly trade ; and the arguments by which 
they defend it already afford an evidence of a growing 
change in their opinions upon slavery in general.” 

Mr. BAKER. I have caused this passage to 
be read, Mr. President, for one purpose. With 
theargument { have now nothing todo; with the 
opinion of the Senator from Virginia, that France 
and England are endeavoring to advance slavery 
in their own peculiar and pet way, I do not pro- 
pose to deal; but I do present it to show that 
southern men have been always of the opinion 


of the fathers, that Congress had the power to | 


restrict slavery in the Territories, because slavery 
was the creature of local law alone. That is all. 


w 


power in Congress to restrict slavery in the Tere 
ritories? 

Mr. BAKER. Repeat, if you please. 

Mr. HUNTER. Does he mean to say that he 
quoted that in order to show that I maintained 
that it was the opinion of southern men that there 
was a powcr in Congress to restrict slavery in the 
Territories? 

Mr. BAKER. Not exactly; but I apprehend 
that I can ask the Senator two or three questions 
that willmake himadmititrightoutnow. [Laugh- 
ter, 

ih. HUNTER. AlI can say is, that I have 
never admitted it yet. f 

Mr, BAKER. And all I say, in answer to that, 
is, that it is never too late to do well. Now, I 
submit to gentlemen everywhere; 1 understand 
them to be in favor of establishing—I will not say 
establishing—protecting slavery in the Territo- 
ries; I understand that that arises from the power 
of Congress to govern Territories. The Repubs 
licans generally admit the power to govern; and 
from that they argue the right to prohibit. Tbe- 
lieve that, according to the later phase of southern 
opipion—and it has many phases—the southern 
gentlemen admit the power of Congress to govern 
the Territories; and from thence they argue the 
power to establish, or, at least, to protect slavery; 
and when, now, with the new fit, many of them 
profess to be ìn favor of the Missouri compro- 
mise, 1 suppose it will not be denied that that 
means just this: Congress has the power to gov- 
ern the Territories; and governing them, it may 
govern them upon slavery as upon every other 
subject; the Constitution takes it there; they may 
regulate and protect it there; and if they may do 
it upon all the Territories, they may refuse to do 
it upon part. Some of them say so, and some of 
them deny it; but, at any rate, they all say, in 
making the Missouri compromise line, that it is 
the power of prohibition on one side, and of pro- 
tection on the other. The distinguished Senator 
from Virginia does not deny that, as I understand 
him. The distinguished Senator from Louisiana 
has not, in former years, denied that, as I have 
understood him. 

Mr. BENJAMIN. Do I understand the Sen- 
ator from Oregon to say that I ever admitted the 
power of Congress to exclude slaves from any 

ortion of the public territory? 

Mr. BAKER. I will not say that I am quite 
certain that the distinguished Senator has so done; 
and if he says otherwise, of course I would cheer- 
fully yield to the correction, if 1 had so said; but 
I may say that I do understand that gentlemen 
upon that side of the Chamber, at some period 
of their lives, in some of the phases of politics—~ 
when my friend was a Clay man; when my friend 
was a Whig; before the repeal of the Missouri 
compromise was proposed—-at a time when most 
of us were singing hallelujahs to it, I should 
think it very strange if I could not prove that the 
gentleman was In favor of some line of separation 
between slavery and freedom. 

Mr. BENJAMIN, Mr. President, I will an- 
swer the Senator, so far as I am concerned, that 
I never have admitted any power in Congress to 
prohibitslavery in the Territories anywhere, upon 
any occasion, or at any time in my life that I can 
remember. Iwill say further to him: so faras the 
question is concerned about the desire of the 
South to extend the line~—that the southern States, 
at the period of the acquisition of Territory from 
Mexico, proposed to extend that line—not upon 
the idea that Congress had the power to exclude 
slavery from any part of the territory, but that, 
the representatives of the southern States in both 
Houses consenting to that act, it would operate 
ag an agreement or compact, not binding consti- 
tutionally, but binding upon the good faith of the 
people of all parts of the Confederacy. In that 
light they proposed to settle the question forever. 
They never did admit that Congress had the 
power, constitutionally, that I am aware of. 

Mr. BAKER. When the Senator says that he 
himself never did it, I am by no means disposed 
to dispute it, and particularly so,as I believe Į 


read next, directly upon this question of the right | 
of the southern people to go into the Territories 
with their slaves, the opinion of Mr, Cass, ex- 
nressed in a speech delivered November 4, 1854, 
at Detroit. 


Mr DOOLITTLE read, as follows: 


«Tho doctrine [of equality, &e.] never had any real i 


I do not say it proves it. Iam sufficiently in the 
habit of differing from the Senator from Virginia 
not to take what he may say as evidence always; 
but against the Senator from Louisiana—— 

Mr. HUNTER, [ ask the Senator, does he 
say that he quoted that to show that F admitted 
that the Senators of the South believed there was | 


have not asserted it; but the Senator does now ` 
say that the southern people were in favor of the 
Missouri compromise 

Mr, BENJAMIN. Excuse me. 

Mr. BAKER, Ithink thatis what the Senator 
said, 

Mr. BENJAMIN. That the southern people 


1861. 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


were in favor, at the time of the acquisition of the 
new Territory from Mexico, of extending the line 
to the Pacific ocean, and leaving it undisturbed, 
as a matter of compact, not as a matter of consti- 
tutional power. ‘That was refused by the North. 

_Mr. BAKER. Well, Mr. President, ata proper 
time and on a proper occasion, I think 1 could 
show the Senator that it would be very difficult 
to establish the proposition that any body has a 
right to do by compact what will violate the Con- 
stitution. That is the sum total now of all he is 
saying. 

Mr.BENJAMIN. Does the Senator deny that 
a State has a right to abandon any privilege ac- 
corded to it by the Constitution, if it does not 
choose to exercise it? 

Mr. BAKER. No, sir; but this is what I do 
say: that if you, the Senator from Louisiana, do, 
in your conscience, believe that an act of Congress 
to prohibit slavery in the territory of the United 

‘States, or in any part or parcel thereof, is in vio- 
lation of the Constitution of the United States, 
and in derogation of the rights either of the States 
or the people—if, in your heart and conscience, 
you really do believe that, you are false and per- 
jured. when you do it. Let me add, as the lan- 
guage is strong, that I am quite as sure as I live, 
that, with that view the Senator never would do it. 

Mr. BENJAMIN. Mr. President, I endeav- 
ored to make my proposition as plain as I know 
how to do it. Isay hat under the Constitution, 
Congress has no power to exclude the southern 
States from participation in the territory, from 
going there with their slave property, and there 
finding protection, I say that, notwithstanding 

` the absence of all that congressional power, it is 
Pent competent, and in accordance with the 
spirit of the Constitution, for southern members, 
even by way of an act of Congress, to pledge the 
honor of their States that they will not avail them- 
selves of the privilege of going into that part of 
the territory that is north of a particular line, and 
of proposing that to the people of the North as a 
settlement of a disputed question—not because 
the act of Congress would thereby be binding, 
under the Constitution itself, but because it would 
be good and authentic evidence to the people of 
the North of an agreement by the people of the 
South not to insist on that part of the Constitu- 
tion which gave that right. 

Mr. BAKER. Mr. President, I do this time 
certainly clearly understand the distinguished Sen- 
ator from Louisiana, and yet I do not see any- 
thing fairly in reply to what I have urged upon 
him. Now, he tells me that the southern people 
have agreed that slavery may be prohibited. How? 
Sir, in passing the Missouri compromise bill, they 
did not merely agree to do it—the act of Congress 
is not a mere evidence to be used in a court of 
honor that the people of Louisiana will not inter- 
fere with the bargain. That is not it; but the act 
of Congress isa positive law, made under the 
sanction of an oath, in the light of the consciences 
of the men who agreed to it; and J ask him in all 
fairness and honor, if he or I to-day vote in this 
Senate Chamber to prohibit slavery in a certain 
Territory, whether, if we believe that we have no 
right under the Constitution to do that, we do not 
violate both the Constitution and our oaths when 
we render that vote? I think that from this po- 
sition there is no escape. When Mr. Clay gave 
that vote, he had no-constitutional doubt. When 
the South urged it, and the North agreed toit, they 
who voted had no constitutional doubt; or if they 
had, it vanished before the clear light of reason 
and argument. The North, as it is said, accepted 
it reluctantly; at least they abided by it. When 
gentlemen destroyed it they ran after strange 
gods; and now when many of them propose to 
come back to it, they are offering a truer and more 
acceptable worship. But, sir, the point of the 
argument is not to be evaded by any pretense 
that it is a mere agreement in a court of honor to 
do that which they haveno legal and constitutional 
right to de. Suppose a genticman from Alabama 
comes up and says “ Sir, you, the Senator from 
Louisiana, have voted to prohibit me from taking 
my slaves into the territory north of 36° 30’; what 
do you mean by it; have you any right to do it? 
« Oh no,” the Senatorsays, “norightin the world; 
it is just a sort of legislative flourish, a compact 
between us and somebody else, that having done 
it, we will never take it back; it is the exercise 


of a right which theoretically we do not claim; 

we have just done it—we do: not exactly know 

why in point of law, but we have done it because | 
we hope, having done it, nobody will undo it.” 

What will the strict constructionists on the other 
side say to that? What words will they put in 
my mouth ? i 

: dé not think the argument can be defended 

other than upon the ground assumed by a justice 
ofthe peace, well known to my distinguished friend 
from Ilinois, [Mr. Doveras,] old Bolling Green, 
in answer to a little law advice that I gave him on 
one occasion when the Senator and Í were both 
very young men, and (if he will excuse me for 
saying so) very poor lawyers. [Laughter.}] Old 

Bolling Green, then a magistrate, came to me and 
said: “ Baker, ł want to know if I have jurisdic- 
tion in a case of slander.” I put on a very im- 
portant air; looked at him steadily—looked as wise 

as I could, and I said to him: “Squire, you have 

no such authority; that is reserved to a court of 
general jurisdiction.” ‘Well,’ said he, ‘think 

again; you have not read law very well, or very 

long; try it again; now, have I not jurisdiction; 

can I not doit?’ ‘‘ No,” I said, “you cannot.” 

Said he: “Try once more; now, cannot I take 

jurisdiction.” ‘*No, sir,” said I, “you cannot; 

Í know it; 1 have read the law from Blackstone 

to ; well, I have read Blackstone, and I know 

you cannot do it.” “Now, sir,” said he, “I 

know I can; for, by Heaven, I have done it.” 

{Laughter.] I understand, now, that the sum total 

of the answer which is made to my objection as 

to the constitutionality of the Missouri compro- 

mise touching the consciences of the gentlemen 

who proposed to pass it without power, is just 
the reply of my old friend Bolling Green. They 

say, ‘* Theoretically we have not the power; con- 
stitutionally we have not the powcr; but, by 
Heaven, we have done it.” [Laughter.] 

Well, sir, I do not assume to deal with them 
in a court of conscience, That istheir matter. I 
do not pretend to discuss the propriety of making 
a solemn act of the Congress of the United States 
merely evidence in a court of honor, subject, as 
I think, to a demurrer to evidence at least. That 
is none of my business. What I am dealing with 
is this: if that be the opinion of Virginia, of Lou- 
isiana, of the entire South; if they have done it 
by their leaders, by their speeches; if they have 
lived by it; if, being a compact, it is an executed 
compact; if under it State after State has come 
into this Union, is it not too late for them to deny 
now that we are justified if we wish to adhere to 


that principle? Have they a right to come and 
say: ‘* You are declaring slavery to be a creature 
of the local law, and we will justly dissolve the 
Union by revolution in consequence thereof?” 
That is the sole purpose for which I have read 
all these extracts; and I think, from the conclu- 
sion, that this is neither fair, nor just, nor right, 
nor constitutional. There isno escape. 

But, sir, passing from that; the Senator from 
Louisiana, in the second item of the ‘dreary 
catalogue” which he recounts in his speech, says, 
in substance, that we attack slavery generally. 
Now, I am going to reply at some little length to 
that count in the indictment. I begin thus: if the 
gentleman means that, in violation of the Constiq 
tution of the United States, we of the North org 
West, by any bill, resolution, or act, do in any-” 
wise interfere with the state and condition of 
slavery where it exists within the States of this 
Union, or any of them, by virtue of local law, by 
which alone it can be created, we deny it: We 
have offered no such interference; we claim no 
such power. Sir, as I remember the history, as 
early as 1790, a committee of the House of Rep- 
resentatives—composed, with one exception, of 
northern men—reported to that Congress a. reso- 
lution, which you will find in the great speech of 
Mr. Webster upon this point, declaring that we 
have no right or power to interfere with slavery 
in the States. That resolution was adopted bya 
northern Congress—a body near two thirds of 
whom were northern men; and I say that from 
that day to this, according to my recollection, 
and in my bestjudgment, and on my conscience, 
I do not know, nor do I believe, that Congress 
has attempted seriously to doubt practically that 
doctrine, or in any wise to interfere with the con- 


Mr. BENJAMIN. - lf thé Senator will pe 
me, the charge is not that Congress does it; but 
that the States doits © eee es 
Mr, BAKER.» Very well“ I thanle:t n- 
man; and with the directness which belongs: to . 
his character, and the courtesy which he cat 
never forget, I shall be happy if, only to tarry 
down the argument, whenever he sees a proper 
place, he will just direct my attention tothe pith 
and marrow of the matter as he does ‘now. “Nowy 
be it understood; on this given day of Jahuary; : 
in the year of our Lord 1861, the great chanipion 
of the South upon this question gets up in. his 
place in the Senate and admits that there is no 
ground of complaint that the’ Federal Government 
ever has attempted to interfere with the existence 
of slavery in the southern States. We will getthat 
down upon the record, and I apprehend it will be 
quoted before this controversy 1s over, again.and 
again. : ` 
eat it is said that the northern States, the west- 
ern States, in other words, the free States, do so 
interfere. Again wedeny it. The factis not so. 


‘The proof cannot be made. “Why, sir, I might 


ask, in the first place, how can the States so in- 
terfere? Supposé Illinois, of which I desire to 
speak always with affectionate solicitude, and of 
which I can speak with considerable knowledge, 
were to violate all the opinions which she has 
manifested in her history, and desired to inter- 
fere with the existence of slavery in Virginia, 
how would she goabout it? I bave the profound- 
est respect for my friend asa lawyer; but I would 
like to know what bill he could frame by which 
Illinois could interfere with the existence of sla- 
very in Virginia. 

Mr. BENJAMIN. Mr. President, I will tell 
the: Senator, not how they can do it by bill, bat 
how they do it in acts. “A body of men: pene- 
trated into the State of Virginia by force of arms, 
into a peaceful village at the dead hour of night, 
armed with means for the purpose of causing the 
slaves to rise against their masters, seized upon 
the public property of the United States, and 
murdered the inhabitants. A man was found in 
Massachusetts who, in public speeches, declared 
that he approved of that, and that the invasion 
was right; and the people of Massachusetts, b 
an enormous majority—the fact of that man’s 
action placed before the people as a ground why 
he should be elected their Governor—elected him 
their Governor, indorsed the invasion of a sister 
State, indorsed the murder of the peaceful inhab- 
itants of the State of Virginia. The people of 
Massachusetts, by the election of Andrews as 
their Governor, have indorsed the act of John 
Brown, have indorsed the invasion of a sister 
State, and the murder of its peaceful citizens at 
dead of night. 

The people of Massachusetts in their collect- 
ive capacity have done more. They have sent 
Senators upon this floor, whose only business 
has been, for year after year, to insult the people 
of the South; here, in this common assembly. of 
confederate embassadors, to cast slander and op- 
probrium upon them; to call them thieves, mur- 
derers, violators; charge them as being criminals 
of the blackest dye; and because the men who 
here represent Massachusetts did that, Massa- 
chusctts has sent them back to repeat the wrong. 
They have done that, and nothing else, sincegver 
I have been in the Senate. 

Mr. WILSON. Mr. President 

Mr. BAKER. Oh, never mind. Mr. President, 
I asked the gentleman from Louisiana to point out 
to me and to the Senate, how; if the State of IHi- 
nois were desirous to interfere with the existence 
of slavery in Virginia, it could be done. I leave 
to his cooler temper and his better taste to ex+. 
amine how he has answered me. Why, sir, he 
runs off into a disquisition upon John Brown, 
which would not dignify a stump. Now, I sub- 
mit that that is not the point between us. [hold 
that his answer is an acknowledgment that a free 
State cannot, as a State, interfere in any conceiv- 
able way with slavery in a slave State; and that 
being so, we advance another step. We agree 
now that Congress never have interfered, and that 
States never can. 

But the gentleman says, (and I do not reply to 
it now on account of what he has said at this mo- 
ment, but because it is another of the counts in 


dition of slavery in the slave States. Upon that 
point I am subject to correction on either hand. 


the indictment,) that individuals in the northern 
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States have interfered with slavery in the south- 
ern States. I believe that to be true; but being 
true, I ask, what then? Is that the chief ground 
of dissolution? Are you going to revolt for that? 
‘Will you plunge us into civil war for that? Is that 
all? . Sir; let us examine it a little more closely. 
I pass, as unworthy the dignity of the debate, the 
incidental attack which the Senator from Louis- 
jana has chosen to make upon the people of Mas- 
sachusetts, upon the Governor of that great State, 
and upon the distinguished Senators from that 
State, who, in my judgment, are an honor on this 
floor to this body. It is not my purpose—they 
would not intrust me with their defense; nor is it 
needful that I should make it here or anywhere. 
That is not within the scope and purpose of this 
debate; but it is within the scope and purpose of 
“this debate to examine how much of truth there 
is in the general sweeping charge which the Sena- 
tor has chosen to make, and how much justifica- 
tion in the fact, if the fact be true. 

Sir, the people of the northern and western 
States are a free people. We have there various 
rights guarantied to us by our State constitu- 
tions, among the chiefest of which are liberty of 
thought and freedom of speech. We are an in- 
quiring people; we are an investigating people; 
and we are, no doubt, very subject to the charge 
often made against us, that we are a people of 
isms. Where there is perfect frecdom of opinion, 
that must be the case in the nature of things. It 
is in the nature of the human mind itself. Laws 
will not restrain it. We cannot bind the human 
mind with fetters, nor can we limit it to modes of 
expression, It will think, and it will act, spite of 
all government, and beyond all law. It follows, 
as a consequence, that the people will not think 
alike; and, of course,as there cannot be two ways 
perfectly right upon any one subject, the people 
will not always think truly and wisely. 

What then? There are people in Massachu- 
setts and in Tilinois and in Orson, who will not 
only violate the rights of the slave States, but the 
rights of the free. There are people in the North 
who will not only steal niggers, but steal horses. 
There are people in the North who will not only 
try to burn down houses in the slave States, but 
who will be incendiary in the free States. [tis 
the duty of the distinguished Senator from Louis- 
jana and myself sometimes, as counsel, to defend 
such men. Nor do 1 know that such men or such 
defenses are confined to the North or the West 
alone. L apprehend if a grateful procession of the 
knaves and rascals, who are indebted to the dis- 
tinguished Senator from Louisiana for an escape 
from the penitentiary and the halter, were to sur- 
round him to-day, it would be dificult for even 
admiring friends to get ncar him to congratulate 
him upon the success of his efforts upon this floor. 
{Laughter.] When, therefore, he says that in- 
dividuals—not States, not Congress—but individ- 
uals in the free States, do attack in their individ- 
ual capacity the honor and dignity of the slave 
States, and do run off their niggers, and do steal 
their property, and do kidnap, and do various 
other things contrary to their duty as good citi- 
zens, I am inclined, while I regret it, to believe 
the whole of it. 

Springing from that, and evidenced, as I think, 
by the excited enumeration which the distin- 
guished Senator has chosen to make of the wrongs 
and “trimes of the State of Massachusetts and her 
Senators; springing from that exaggerated mode 
of thought and expression, as to the free States, 
arises the spirit of the count in the indictment 
against the whole of us. Now, I beg leave to say 
to the honorable Senator, that the desire to inter- | 
fere with the rights of slavery in the slave States 
is not the desire of the northern people. It is not | 
the desire of the people of Oregon, I know; itis; 
net the desire of the people of California, fam | 
sure; it is wot the desire of the people of Ilinois, | 
I would swear; and 1 may say more, that in all 
my association with the Republican party, I have 


ion? 
J Mr. BENJAMIN. 


yet to find among them, from their chiefs down 

to their humblest private, one man who proposes | 
to interfere with the existence of slavery in the: 
slave States by force, by legislation, or by con- | 
gressional action. Ihave known no such man į 
nall my short experience, nor do I believe that |) 
the Senator from Louisiana can point out any ; 
such man. 


Mr. BENJAMIN, 


If the Senator merely de- | 


sires me to answer him, F will tell him exactly. 
what I said the other day: that the belief of the 
South is, and I admit I share it, that without in- 
tending to violate the letter of the Constitution by 
going into States for the purpose of forcibly 
emancipating slaves, it is the desire-of the whole 
Republican party to close up the southern States 
with a cordon of free States for the avowet pur- 
pose of forcing the South to emancipate them. 

Mr. BAKER. Very well, sir. See how glo- 
riously we advance step by step. We abandon 
now the charge that Congress does it; we aban- 
don now the charge that States do it; we abandon 
now the charge that the individual members of 
the northern and western communities as a body 
desire to interfere with slavery contrary to law; 
to violate any existing right in the slave States; 
but we insist tenaciously and pertinaciously on 
gar fourth count in the indictment; and it is 
this—- 

Mr. BENJAMIN. The Senator, I trust, does 
not desire to misrepresent what I said. 

Mr. BAKER. { do not, sir. 

Mr. BENJAMIN. I am confident that he does 
not. I understood the Senator to ask me, in re- 
lation to the Republican party, what proof I had 
of their desire to destroy slavery in the States. I 
gave itto him. I did not say that independently 
of that, there were not other attacks upon south- 
ern slavery. I just this moment referred him to 
the direct attack of the State of Massachusetts— 
the State as a State. Independently of that, by 
the further exemplification of the State of Massa- 
chusetts, E will refer him to the fact that her Legis- 
lature indorsed the vituperations of her Senator 
on this floor, by an enormous majority, and made 
that a State act; and furthermore, that she passed 
a law in violation of the rights of southern slave- 
holders, and all her eminent legal men are now 
urging the State to repeal the law as a gross out- 
rage upon the constitutional rights of the South. 

Mr. BAKER. Why, Mr. President, in aState 
where all her eminent legal men are desirous to 
rectify a wrong, [ do not think, if the Senator 
will wait a little while, there can be any very great 
danger. Our profession is a very powerful one; 
and I have never known a State in which we all 
agree upon a legal proposition that we could not 
induce her to agree to it too. That isa mere an- 
swer bi passing. 

I insist, however—I know it is not qnite pleas- 
ant to my friend, and I regret that it is not so— 
that I have brought him down to a clear ştate- 
ment by way of abandonment of three or four of 
the specifications. Itis now true that the great 
ground of complaint has narrowed itself down to 
this: that, as a people, we desire to circle the slave 
States with a cordon of free States, and thereby 
destroy the institution of slavery; to treat it like 
the scorpion girt by fire.’ I take that to be an 
abandonmentof the main counts in the indictment, 
unless that be considered one of them. Now, I 
approach that question: first, if we, a free people, 
really, in our hearts and consciences, believing, 
that freedom is better fureverybody than slavery, 
do desire the advance of free sentiments, and do 
endeavor to assist thatadvance in a constitutional, 
legal way, is that, I ask him, ground of separa- 


I say, yes; decidedly. 

Mr. BAKER. Thatis well. And I say just 
as decidedly, and perhaps more emphatically, 
no! And I will proceed to tell him why. The 
argument is a litle more discursive to-day than 
yesterday, but perhaps not less instructive. Sup- 
pose that circling slavery with a cordon of free 
States were a cause of separation, and therefore 
war with us: is it not just as much so with any- 
bodyelse? Itis no greater crime fora Massachu- 
setts man oran Oregon man to circle, to girdle, and 
thereby kill slavery, than fora Frenchman, or an 
Englishman, or a Mexican. It is as much a cause 
of war against France, or England, or Mexico, 
as against us. 

Again, sir: how are you going to helpit? How 
can we help it? Circle slavery with a cordon of 
free States! Why, if I read history and observe 
geography rightly, itis so girdled now. Which 
way can slavery extend itself that it does net en- 
eroach upon the soil of freedom? Has the Sena- 
tor thought of that? It cannot go North, though 
it is trying very hard, H cannot go into Kansas, 
though it made a conyulsiye effort, mistaking a 


spasm for strength. It cannot go South, because, 
amid the degradation and civil war and peonage 
of Mexico, if there be one thing under heaven 
they hate worse than another, it is African slavery. 
{t cannot reach the islands of the sea, for they are 
under the shadow of France, that guards their 
shores against such infectious approach. It is 
circled; I will not say girdled. I recollect the 
figure, familiar to us all, by which he intimates 
that that which is girdled will die. Therefore, E 
do not say girdled; I say circled, inclosed, sur- 
rounded; I may say hedged in; nay, more, I may 
say—where is the Senator from New York, (Mr. 
SEwarp?] he is a prophet, and I will not predict; 
but, if I were not warned by his example and his 
prediction as to the “irrepressible conflict,” I- 
might say that, being so hedged, circled, guard ed, 
encompassed, it will some day—it may be infin- 
itely far distant, so far as mortal eye can see—~ 
but it will be some day lost and absorbed in the 
superior blaze of freedom. And, sir, that would 
be the case, just as much as it is now, if there 
were no northern free States. What harm do I, 
in Hlinois or Oregon, to the Senator from Louisi- 
ana? Where can hisslavery go, thatitis notnow, 
unless it bein this disputed Territory of New Mex- 
ico? Whereelse? If it go anywhere else, it will 
go incursive, aggressive upon freedom. _ It will go 
by invading the rights of a nation that is inferior 
and that desires to be friendly. It will goin defi- 
ance of the wish and will and hope and tear and 
prayer of the whole civilized world. It will go in 
defiance of the hopes of civilized humanity all 
over the world. ‘The Senator will not deny that. 
Therefore it is that it appears to me idle—and I 
had almost said wicked—to attempt to plunge this ` 
country into civil war, upon the pretense that we 
are endeavoring to circle your institution, when, 
if we had no such wish or desire in the world, 
it is circled by destiny, by Providence, and by 
human opinion everywhere. 

I will press the Senator from Louisiana a little 
further. Weof the northern and western States— 
and itis the complaint that our Abolitionists make 
against us—are the only allies you have gotin the 
world. It is tous (and I speak it to you with 
affectionate kindness) that, in the hour of your 
extremest trial, you are to look for sympathy, for 
succor, for support. You have with us what you 
call a league; what you call a compact; what we 
calla united Government, by which weare bound, 
in some points of view, to recognize your institu- 
tion, and by that to afford you supportin the hour 
of your danger. Why, sir, if your slaves revolt; 
if there be among you domestic insurrection—God 
grant the hour may never come !—we are called 
upon by our constitutional obligation to march to 
your support; and, though there be nothing worse 
than to fight in a servile war, unlessit be to suffer 
in one, we of the North, when that hour shall 
arrive, will march to sustain you, our brethren, 
our kindred, the people of our race, with all our 
power, Itisa painful subject to refer to, and [ 
pass it with a single remark. 

Again: by the Constitution of the United States 
we are required to protect you against the escape 
of your slaves through our territories, to return 
them, and to return them in violation of common 
law and against the principles of international 
relations acknowledged by the whole civilized 
world. Would France do that? Would Mexico 
do that? Would England do that? Would the 
Czar of Russia do that? No, sir. It is to us, and 
to us alone, that you are to look for whatever of 
safety, of succor, of sympathy, you can find in 
the whole world, and—I had well nigh said—in 
the whole universe. 

There is, then, no ground of complaint against 
us, even ifall you say be truc, that we are sur- 
rounding you by a girdle, a cordon, a circle of 
free States. Why, you scem to me to have the 
same notion with an old man in my country who 
was complaining that he was not rich enough. 
Ele wasa farmer. He said he would’ be per- 
fectly happy if he only had all the land that joined 
him. {Langhter.] Itappears to me thatthe com- 
plaint of the honorable Senator is, that slavery 
does not extend everywhere, without border, or 
limit, or girdle, or circle in the world. 

Again: does the Senator remember, when he 
asks us to restrain this process of circling the 
slave States by the setdement of free communities 
upon their borders, that he is asking us to do 
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what we have no power to do by our system of 
government, or by our Constitution? What is 
the process? When slavery is circled, it is cir- 
cled by the elastic, expansive power of free labor. 
California so circled it; Oregon so circles it. 
Make Arizuma a Territory to-day; steal Sonora 
to-morrow; and there free labor will so circle it, 
spite of laws, spite of government. 

Now, why should the Senator from Louisiana 
propose to dissolve with us because this is so? I 
would ask gentlemen on the other side: will it be 
any the less so if you dissolve with us? Will not 
our young men take their axes upon their shoul- 
ders, or their ox-whips in their hands, and drive 
their teams out in the wilderness upon the very 


edge and border of civilization, adventurous, fear-" 


less, elastic, expansive? Do you not know that 
we will gear up the team, put the wife and chil- 
dren in the wagon, and be half way there—nay, 
that we will seize and possess the goodly land, 
while you are hallooing ‘“* Pompey, Jube, Scipio, 
get ready and come?” That, sir—the peaceful 
progress of settloment and civilization—must be 
the real substantial ground of complaint, if there 
be any. 

The Senator talks about John Brown; and he 
says the people of Massachusetts approved of 
John Brown. Let us rise toahigher view. Let 
the wing of our genius plume itself for a nobler 
flight than that, Hercastaline of peace and war in 
this Senate Chamber. Let us not confine our- 
selves to the mere bitterness of partisan discus- 
sion. John Brown is in his grave. We,asa 
party, do not condemn the act of Virginia. We, 
as a party, do condemn his act. We acknowl- 
edge it was in violation of the Constitution and 
of yourlaw. We regret it. It found no sanction 
in the public mind. Ifthere were men who were 
sorry, who admired his courage, who sympa- 
thized with what they believed to be the integrity 
of his purpose, though it were a very dangerous, 
and, in my judgment, a very unworthy purpose, 


will you dissolve for that? Why, sir, all that | 


line of complaint—I may add all the argument 
based upon that complaint—is akin to the very 

eculiar remark made by the Senator from Texas, 

Mr. Wicrauy.] He turned to us the other day 
and condescended to give us a list of the condi- 
tions upon which they would be graciously pleased 
to receive our capitulation. I do not remember 
itall. It was speculative, fanciful; but there were 
some things in it kindred to the complaint and 
the argument of the Senator from Louisiana. For 
instance, he said to us: ‘* You representative men: 

ou Sewarps and Sumyers and Hares and 

Viusons, go home and instruct your people to 
repeal your personal liberty bills; abolish your 


Abolition societies; stop your presses, and do va- | 


rious things kindred to these, and when you have 
done that, come back to us and tell us that you 
have done it, and we will think about it.” Well 
now, sir, I think the mode of expression was cx- 
travagant. It was hardly what I had expected— 
it was the first speech I heard here—to hear in the 
Senate of the United States. Thesentiment that 
rompts it is not unlike that of the Senator from 
Loiisana. He says: “ Do not girdle us; do not 
circle us; do not inclose us; do not migrate so as 
to surround us.’? That is our right. It would 
be our right if you were not in a common union 
with us. It would be your necessity and your 
misfortune, if there were no free States, no North 
and no West, Then, sir, as for destroying the 
liberty of our press, as for abolishing socicties 
formed to promote the abolition of slavery, or for 
any other purpose in the world, do Senators think 
when they ask us todo that? Sir, I ask them 
how? Whether they do it in their own States, it 
is not forme todetermine. Whether the severe ne- 
cessitics of theireondition will allow free and unre- 
strained discussion, itis not for me now to inquire 
But I may inquire how do they expect us to abol- 
ish the right of free speech and of free discussion? 
It is a very unpleasant right sometimes, I know. 
Looking around upon distinguished men here, I 
suspect that 1 do not see one of them that has not 
suffered excessively by an abuse of that power. 


I think I could read in the biography of every 


Senator near me, as given by his enemies, things 
very far from complimentary; and I suspect they 
make a good many people believe them. 

I understand, sir, that wherever free govern- 
ment is, and wherever, as a consequence, free 
speech follows, there things may be said and will 
be said very unpleasant to hear, and very im- 
proper to be believed; and I think that I could 
show in commentaries in England, even in Hol- 
land, and even in Belgium to-day, or wherever 
else beside here free speech is allowed, reflections 
upon Government, and upon the personal charac- 
ter of the rulers, as offensive to their tastes and 
their opinions as any the Senator from ‘Texas or 
the Senator from Louisiana could point out ut- 
tered in any State of the North and West against 
them. The abuse is, if you like, an evil, incident 
to free government; and how and why do you 
ask us to obviate in your case what we cannot 
remove in ourown? Will you really make war 
upon us, will you really separate from us, because 
we cannot alter the model and frame of our free 
Government for which your fathers and ours 
fought side by side? You will not do that. 

Mr. President, do gentlemen propose to us 
seriously that we shall stop the right of free dis- 
cussion; that we shall limit the free press; that 


ij we shall restrain the expression of frec opinion 


everywhere on all subjects and at all times? 
Why, sir, in our land, if there be any base 
enough, unreflecting enough, to blaspheme the 
Maker that created him,or the Saviour that died 
for him, we have no power to stop him. If there 
be the most bitter, unjust, and vehement denun- 
ciation upon all the principles of morality and 
goodness, on which human society is based, and 
on which it may most securely stand, we have, 
for great and overruling reasons connected with 
liberty itself, no power to restrain it. Private 
character, public service, individual relations— 
neither these, nor age, nor sex, can be in the na- 
ture of our Government exempt from that liabil- 
ity toattack. And, sir, shall gentlemen complain 
that slavery shall not be made, and is not made, 
an exception to that general rule? You did that 
when you made what you calla compact with 
us. You were then emerging out of the war of 
Independence. Your fathers had fought for that 
right, and more. than that, they had declared that 
the violation of that right was one of the great 
causes which impelled them to the separation. 

I submit these thoughts to gentlemen on the 
other side, in the candid hope that they will sce 
at once that the attempt to require us to do for 
them what we cannot do for ourselves is unjust 
and cruel in the highest degree. Sir, the liberty 
of the press ig the highest safeguard to all free 
government. Ours could not exist without it. It 
is with us, nay, with all men, like a great exult- 
ing and abounding river. It is fed by the dews 
of heaven, which distil their sweetest drops to 
form it. H gushes from the rill, as it breaks from 
the deep caverns of the earth. It is fed by a thou- 
sand affluents, that dash from the mountain top 
to separate again into a thousand bounteous and 
irrigating rills around. On its broad bosom it 
bears a thousand barks. There Genius spreads 
its purpling sail. There Poetry dipsits silver oar. 
There Art, Invention, Discovery, Science, Mo- 
rality, Religion, may safely and securely float. 
It wanders through every land. 
cordial source of thought and inspiration, where 
ever it touches, whatever it surrounds. Sir, upon 
its borders, there grows every flower of grace 
and every fruit of truth. Iam not here to deny 
that that river sometimes oversteps its bounds. I 


am not here to deny that that stream sometimes’ 


becomes a dangerous torrent, and destroys towns 
and cities upon its bank; but I am here to say 
that, without it, civilization, humanity, govern- 
ment, all that makes society itself, would disap- 
peargdind the world would return. to its ancient 
barbarism. Sir, if that weze to be possible, or so 
thought for a moment, the ane conception of the 


great poet would be realized, If that were to be | 
possible, though but for a moment, civilization ! 


It is a genial, ! 


itself would roll the wheels of its ear backward 
for two thousand years. Sir, if that were so. it 
would be true t ‘ 
“ As one by o8@' in dread Medea’s train, 

Star alter star fades off th? etherial piain; 

Thus at her felt approach and secret might; 

Art after art goes out, and all is night. 

Philosophy, that leaned on Heaven before, 

Sinks to her second cause, and is no more: 

Religion, blushing, veils her sacred fires, 

And unawares morality expires.” 

Sir, we will not risk these consequences, even, 
for slavery; we will not risk these consequences 
even for union; we will not risk these conse- 
quences to avoid that civil war with which you 
threaten us; that war which you announce as 
deadly, and which you declare to be inevitable: : 
` Sir, while I say that it is quite well that I should 
announce, at this moment, my opinion as to what 
we might do, I shall enter into no detail. 1 shall 
endeavor to bind nobody else. I shall express 
my own convictions at the moment, subject, of 
course, to all the changes that events and circum- 
stances hereafter to transpire may justify. £ 
will never yield to the idea that the great Govern- 
ment of this country shall protect slavery in any 
Territory now ours, or hereafter to be acquired, 
It is, in my opinion, a great principle of free gov- 
ernment, not to be surrendered. Itis, inmy judg- 
ment, the object of the great battle which we have 
fought, and which we have won. It is, in my 
poor opinion, the point upon which there is con- 
cord and agreement between the great masses of 
the North, who may agree in no other political 
opinion whatever. be fie Republican, or Demo- 
crat, or Douglas man,or Lincoln man; be he from 
the North, or the West, from Oregon, or from 
Maine, in my judgment, nine tenths of the entire 
population of the North and West are devoted, 
in the very depths of their hearts, to the great 
constitutional idea that freedom is the rule, that 
slavery is the exception, that it ought not to be. 
extended by virtue of the powers of the Govern~ 
ment of the United States; and, come weal,come 
woe, it never shall be. 

But, sir, I add one other thing. When you 
talk to me about compromise or concession, Tam 
not sure that I always understand you. Do you 
mean that am to give up my convictions ofright? 


| Armies cannot compel that in the breast ofa free 


people. Do you mean that I am to concede the 
benefits of the political struggle through which we 
have passed, considered politically, only? You 
are too just and too generous to ask that. Do 
you mean that we are to deny the great principle 
upon which our political action has been based? 
You know-we cannot. But if you mean, by 
compromise and concession, to ask us te see 
whether we have not been hasty, angry, passion- 
ate, excited, and in many respects violated your 
feelings, your character, your right of property, 
we will look; and, as I said yesterday, if we have, 
we will undo it. Allow me to say again, if there 
be any lawyer or any court that will advise us 
that our laws are unconstitutional, we will repeal 
them. Suchis my opinion, Even if our own 
courts do not believe so and yours do—I say 
yours, because I do speak now ofa supreme court, 
not subordinate, but acquiescent—if that court 
shall declare these laws unconstitutional in any 
particular, we will yield. 

Now as to territory. I will not yield one inch 
to secession; but there are things that E will yield, 
and there are things to which F will yield. It is 
somewhere told-—and the fine reading of my friend 
from Louisiana will enable him to tell me where 
—that when Harold of England received a mes- 
senger from a brother with whom he was at va- 
riance, to inquire on what terms reconciliation 
and peace could be effected between brothers, he 
replied in a gedant and generous spirit, ina few 
words, “ The terms I offer are the affection of a 
brother, and the earldom of Northumberland;’ 
“« And,” said the cnvoy, as he marched up the 
hall amid the warriors that graced the state of 
the king, “if Tosti, thy brother, agree to this, 
what terms will you allow to his ally and friend, 
Hadrada, the giant? “We will allow,” said 
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Harold, “to Hadrada, the giant, seven feet of 
English ground, and if he be as they say, a giant, 
some few inches more:’” and as he spake, the hall 
yang with acclamation. 

Sir, in that spirit I speak. I follow, at a hum- 
ble distance, the ideas and the words of Clay, 
jllustrious, to be venerated, and honored, and 
remembered forever. Upon this floor, in 1850, 
he said, in reference to a threat of secession: 


“ Now, Mr. President, I stand herein my place, mean- 
ing to be unawed by any threats, whétHer they come from” 
man, living. or dead, thatarms should be raised against the 
individuals or from States. [should deplore as much as any 
nuthority of the Union, either by individuals or by States. 
But, after all that has occurred, if any one State, or a por- 
tion of the peuple of any State, choose to place themselves 
in military array agaiust the Government of the Union, T 
am for trying the strength of the Government. I am for 
ascertaining whether we have a Government or not—prac- 
tical, efficient, capable of maintaining its authority, and of 
upholding the powers and interests which belong to a Gov- 
ernment. Nor, sir, am J to be alarmed or dissuaded trom 
any such course by intinations of the spilling of blood. If 
blood is to be spilled, by whose fault is it? Upon the suppo- 
sition J maintain, it will be the fault of those who choose 
to raise the standird of disunion, and endeavor to prostrate 
this Government; and, sir, when that is done, so tong as 
it pleases God to give me a voice to express my sentiments, 
or an arm, weak and enfeebled as it may be by age, that 
voice and that arm wil! be on the side of my country for 
the support of the general authority, and for maintenance 
of the powers of this Union.” 


He said, I say, that I will yield no inch, no 
word, to the threat of secession, unconstitutional, 
revolutionary, dangerous, un wise, at variance with 
the heart and the hope of all mankind save them- 
selves. To that I yield nothing; but if States 
loyal to the Constitution, if people magnanimous 
and just, desiring a return of fraternal feeling, 
shali come to us and ask for peace, for permanent, 
enduring peace and affection, and say, ‘ What 
will you grant?” J say to them, “ Ask all thata 
gentleman ought to propose; and Tw 
that a gentleman ought to offer.” 

ou are galled because we claim the right to pro- 
hibit slavery in territory now free, or in any Ter- 
ritery which acknowledges our jurisdiction, we 
will evade—l speak but for mysclf—L will aid in 
evading that question; I will agree to make it all 
States, and let the people decide at once. 1 will 
agree to place them in that condition where the 
yvrobibition of slavery will never be necessary to 
justify ourselves to our consciences or to our con~ 


stituents. [will agree to an¥thing which is not | 


to force upon me the necessity of protecting sla- 
very in the name of freedom. ‘Po that l never 
can and never will yield. 

Now, Mr. President, L trust I say that in no 
spirit of unkindness. My friend from Jooutstana, 
in hig count—hbis hypothetical count—agatistus, 
supposes a ense. ble says: + If you were to re- 
fuse South Carolina her two Senatorships; if you 
were to allow her but one Senator, what then ? 
Kevolution? Je says: t What if a northern 
President just lected should come in and giveall 
the offices to northern men, eating ont the sub- 
stance of us of the South, what then??? Well, I 
answer to that: { Wait, and do not dissolve the 
Union upon a hypothesis.” [might tell my friend 
from Louisiana that, after all, this thing of not 
having oflice is not so very hard to bear. We 
Whigs tried ita long time; we Republicans have 
experienced it very often. I have been for nearly 
thirty years a man, and have never been able ex- 
cept for a very, very few months, during all that 
time, to have my slightest wish asto the General 
Government gratified, even to the appointment of 


a tide-waiter. I have been, so far as the affairs of | 


the General Government are concerned, as thor- 
oughly distranchised as if 1 were a Chinese or a 
Houentot. What little of position or of place f 
have acquired, has been by the generous confi- 
dence of my own State; but I have been tabooed 


—not I alone, but we Whigs, we Republicans, | 


have been taboced by the General Government, 
I will not say vindictively, but, } will certainly 
say, uniformly. It is not so bad to take as you 
might suppose; it is nothing when you get used 
to it. {Laughter.] We have not proposed to 
dissolve the Union for that. Sir, we have neve 


allowed the flame of our Joyaliy for one moment | 
We have loved the : 


to fade because that was so. 
Union all the better the worse we were governed 
in it, and we will continue to do so when we are 


beaten, as we shall sometimes be to the end of the | 


chapter. 
I ask the distinguished gentleman from Louis- 
iana, does it not look—I will not say that itis 


il} yield all | 
Nay, more: if | 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


that way—but does it not look as if you cannot. 
bear the mortification of a little defeat? You have 
had all the offices, all the honors—the President 
on his throne, the dignity of this Chamber, the 
power of the House of Representatives, the acqui- 
escence of the Supreme Court, a long array of for- 
eign ministers, Cabinet officers—everything that 
can grace your state and form your procession; 
and most of you have had them ever since you 
were children; and now, when, according to the 
will of the people, constitutionally expressed, you 
are likely to lose one branch of the Government 


even if you remain with us but fora very briet 
season, you propose to dissolve this Government 
and inaugurate civil war. Why, sir, as the dis- 
tinguished gentleman from Tennessee {Mr. Joux- 
son] has said so well, in a speech in which there 
are so many things with which I agree, that I 
grieve there should be so many others in which 
I cannot agree—a speech Jacksonian in its tone, 
often Websterian in its argument—as he has said, 
and well said, even in the case of the President, 


upon this floor; you can check bim in bis power 


men. Will he touch slavery; will his Cabinet; 
will you Jet him? Who is to be hart? A gen- 
tleman from Georgia said the other day that the 
Federal Government might comply with all the 
requisitions of the Constitution, and yet in ten 
years slavery cease to exist. How? 

{At this point, a chair occupied by Mr. Mason 
in the area in front of the Secretary ’s desk, owing 


precipitating its occupant to the floor.] 

The incident before me, Mr. President, is not 
the only case where a fall will succeed dissolu- 
tion. [Laughter.]} 

Sir, Lamloth to believe that gentlemen are really 
in carnest in supposing, in the case before me, in 
believing that if men will not serve in the South, 
and they are appointed from the North because 
you will not serve there, that is cause of separa- 
tion. When we were engaged ten years ago, as 
l left this coast, in compromise, as some people 
say we are now, } heard somebody say, ‘“ Oh, 


dollar apiece on all men of the South who will 
come over the Potomac to get office, and I would 
bea rich man.” Ladmit the sentiment is very 
different now in some of the southern States, per- 
haps in all. 


South is not for the mere sake of ofice; it js a 
| bigher hope anda holier purpose; they come now, 
when they do come, or as they shall come, for the 
Union, for good government, for consutitional 
government, for peace, for giory,and for the im- 
¿mortal renown of their country. Amid all the 
i threats of dissolution, amid all the croakings and 


flamed by the momentary inspiration, and declares 
thatthere will be civil war, and when, while with 
one breath he says there will be civil war, in the 
nextas he concludes, in an expression full of pa- 
thos, he says, ‘ Let us depart in peace,” crying 
| peace, peace, when there is no peace’’—anrid all 
this, I bave great faith yet in the loyalty of the 
people of the South ta the Union. Tsec around me 
to-day, ov every hand, that the clouds are break- 
ing away. J have great—L bad well nigh said 
unshaken-—eonfidence in right, in truth, and in 
duty. I see men of every shade of opinion upon 
other subjects, agreeing in this one thing: that m 
secession there is danger aud death, | see from 
Qld Chippewa, ? from General Wool, from men 


proud career, of their enlarged patriotism, down 


and venerate the Constitution—I see and F hear 
every where-cxpressions that even yet fill the pa- 
triot heart with hope; and Lam rot without hope 
| that, when there is delay, when time is allowed 
‘| to the feverish sentiment to subside and for re- 
‘| turning reason to resume its place, trusted to the 
people of this whole Union, the Constitutionfot 
the Union will remain safe, unshaken forcyer; 
ii yes, sir, until, 
| © Wrapt in fames the worlds of ether giow, 
And Heaven's last thunder shakes the world below.** 
Sir, as I approach a close, I am reminded that 
the honorable Senator from Louisiana has said, 
in a tone which I by no means admired, “ Now, 


for a brief season, and as many of you believe | 


what can he do without you; you have amajority | 


ofappointment; youcan compel him to select good | 


to the frail condition. of its supporters, gave way, | 


never mind, never mind; only give me atoll ofa | 


Iwill say another thing: the senti- | 
| ment to hold office now among loyal men atthe : 


predictions ofevil, when the gentleman gots up in- j|! 


of their high character, of their great age, of their | 


to the lower ranks of men who love the country | 


gentlemen of the North,a State has seceded; you 
must either acknowledge her independence, or 
you must make war.” ‘Tothat we reply: we will 
take no counsel of our opponents; we will not 
acknowledge her independence, They say we 
cannot make war against the State; and the gen- 
tlernan undertakes to ridicule the distinction which 
we make between a State and individuals. Sir, 
it wasa distinction that Mr, Madison well under- 
stood; it was a distinction that General Jackson 
was very well determined to recognize; it was the 
distinction which was made in the whole argu- 
ment when the Constitution was formed; and I 
may say here and now, that all the arguments 
adduced by the gentleman from Elliot’s Debates 
on the subject-of the formation of the Constitu- 


i| tion, were arguments addressed against the Bie: 
pricty or wisdom of giving, under the old pate hed- 


up Confederation, power to the Government to 
compel States, because they could not; they did 
not dare to do it, for they did not choose to con- 
found the innocent with the guilty, and make war 
on some portion of unoffending people because 
others were guilty; and therefore, among other 
reasons, the new Government was formeda Union, 
«a more perfect Union,” by one people, That 
is the answer to the whole argument. 

Now, sir, let us examine for a minute this idea 
that we cannot make war. First, we do not pro- 
pose to do it. Does any gentleman on this side 
of the Chamber propose to declare war against 
South Carolina? Did you ever bear us suggest 
such a thing? You talk to us about coercion; 
many of you talk to us asif you desired us to 
attemptit, It would not be very strange if a Gov- 
ernment, and hitherto a great Government, were 
to coerce obedience to her law upon the part of 
those who were subject to her jurisdiction. No 
greatcause of complaintin that, certainly, t But,” 
says the gentleman, ‘these persons offending 
against your law are a sovereign State; you can- 
not make war upon her; and, following out with 
the acuteness of a lawyer what he supposes to be 
| the modus operandi, he asks: What will you doif 
you wil] not acknowledge her independence, and 
| you do vot make war; how will you collect your 
revenue??? And he goes onto show very conclu- 
sively, to his own mind, that we cannot, He 
| shows us how askillfal lawyer, step by step, will 
| interpose exception, motion, demurrer, rejoinder, 
and surrejoinder, from the beginning to the end 
of the legal chapter: and he says, with an air of 
triumph, which | thought did not well become a 
gentleman that is yet (may be remain so always) 
a Senator from a sovercign State, upon the floor 
of this Chamber; he says, with an air of triumph: 
“Itis nonsense; you cannot do it; you will not 
| acknowledge her; you will not declare war; you 
cannot collect your revenue.” Sir, if that is the 
| case to-day, it has been so for seventy years; we 
i have been at the mercy of anybody and every- 
body who might choose to flout us. Is that true? 
Are wea Government? Have we power to exe- 
cute our laws? The gentleman threatens us with 
the consequences; and he says if we attempt it, 
there will be all sorts of legal delays interposed, 
and when that is done, there will be a mob; a 
great Government will be kicked out of existence 
by the tumultuous and vulgar feet of a mob, and 
he seems to rejoice atit. Jf we do not do it, he 
says, Why do you notadvance?”? He puts me 
somewhat in mind of the lawyer—and belonging 
to that honorable profession myself, he will par- 
don me for alluding to it—in the play of London 
Assurance, Í think, who gets into a controversy 
with Cool, insults him, and says, when Cool 
| does notkiek him, that ‘he is a low, underbred 
fellow; he cannot afford the luxury of kicking 
me: he knows he would have to pay for it.” 
{Laughter.) Why, Mr. President, against the 
legal objections to collecting the revenue in a case 
where South Carolina revolts, and individuals 
refuse to pay duties, against the lawyership of 
my friend from Louisiana, I will put another 
lawyer, General Jackson, a man of whom Mr. 
Webster said, that when he put his foot out he 
never took it back; and if the gentleman wantsa 
solution of the difficulties as to the manner in 
which the revenue is to be collected near the sov- 
ereign State of South Carolina, when she is ma 
condition of revolt or revolution, | will show him 
what General Jackson thought, and ordered to 
be done, when South Carolina revolted once be- 
i| fore. Iwill read, or my distinguished friend, 
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who sits near me, will read for me, the instruc- 
tions of General Jackson as to the mode of col- 
lecting the revenue when South Carolina was 
preparing by ordinance of nullification to refuse 
to pay it. 


Mr. DOOLITTLE read, as follows, from Pres- | 


ident Jackson’s instructions to the collector at 
Charleston, of the 6thof November, 1832: 


“Upon the supposition that the measures of the conven- 
tion, or the acts of the Legislature, may consist, in part 
at least, in declaring the laws of the United States impos- 
ing duties unconstitutional, and null and void, and in for- 
bidding their execution and the colleetion of the duties 
within the State of South Carolina, you will, immediately 
after it shall be formally announced, resort to all the means 
provided by the laws, and particularly by the act of the 2d 
of March, 1789, to counteract the measures which may be 
adopted to give effect to that declaration. 

“ For this purpose you will consider yourself authorized 
to employ the revenue cutters which may be within your 
district, and provide as many boats, and employ as many 
inspectors as may be necessary for the execution of the 
taw, and for the purposes of the act already referred to. 
You will, moreover, cause a sufficient number of officers 
of cutters and inspectors to be placed on board, and in 
charge of every vessel arriving from a foreign port or place 
with goods, wares, or merchandise, as soon as practicable 
after her first coming within your district, and direct them 
to anchor her in some safe place within the harbor, where 
she may be secure from any act of violence, and from any 
unauthorized attempt to discharge her cargo before a com- 
pliance with the laws; and they will remain on board of 
her at such place until the reports and entries required 
by law shall be made, hoth of vessel and cargo, and the 
duties paid or secured to be paid to your satisfaction, and 
until the regular permit shall be granted for landing the 
cargo; and it will be your duty, against any forcible at- 
tempt, to retain and defend the custody of said vessel by 
the aid of the officers of the custoins, inspectors and offi- 
cers of the entters, until the requisitions of the law shalt 
be fully complied with; and in case of any attempt to re- 
move her or her cargo from the custody of the officers of 
the custoins, by the form of legal process from State tribu- 
nals, you will not yield the custody to such attempt; but 
will consult the taw officer of the district, and employ such 
means as, under the peculiar circumstances, you may le- 
galiy do, to resist such process, and prevent the removal of 
the vessel and cargo. 

“Should the entry of such vessel and cargo not be com- 
pleted, and the duties paid, or secured to be paid by bond, 
or bonds with securities to your satisfaction, within the 
time limited by Jaw, you will, at the expiration of that 
time, take possession of the cargo, and land and store the 
same at Castle Pinckney, or some other safe place ; and in 
due time, if the duties are not paid, sell the same, accord- 
ing to the direction of the fifty-sixth section of the act of 
the 2d of March, 1799; and you are authorized to provide 
such stores as may be necessary for that purpose.” ` 


Mr. BAKER. Mr. President, there is my an- 
swer to the whole argument of inconvenience and 
impossibility on the part of the distinguished 
Senator from Louisiana. There is the manner, 
allowing all the ingenuity he can claim for his 
plan of defeat; there is the way in which the Old 
Hero cut the knot which some people cannot un- 
tie. And that is neither an acknowledgment of 


the independence of South Carolina, nor is it war. | 


If, from that, collision come, let him bear the 
danger who provokes it. 

Why, sir, there is nothing practical in this 
attempted idea that we cannot punish an individ- 
ual, or that we cannot compel him to obey the 
jaw, because a sovereign State will undertake to 
succor him. i 


commander-in-chief for profane swearing. The 
Duke of York, as you may remember, sir, was, 
during the reign of George III, his father, not 
only commander-in-chief of the British forces, 
but he was titular Bishop of Osnaburgh: that is, 
he had a little principality in Germany, which 
was originally related to the Church, and he was 
nominal bishop of that principality. At a tav- 
ern one day, while the commander-in-chief was 
swearing profanely, a gentleman of the Church 
of England felt it his duty to reprove him, and 
said to him, ‘Sir, I am astonished that a bishop 
should swear in the manner that you do.” Sir,” 
said he, ‘I want you to distinctly understand 
that I do not swear as the Bishop of Osnaburgh; 
Į swear as the Duke of York, the commander-in- 
chief.’ t 
Lord shall send the duke to hell, what will be- 
come of the bishop?” [Laughter.] Now, if, in 
consequence of an attempt to violate the revenue 
laws, some persons should be hurt, I do notknow 
that it will better their condition at all that South 
Carolina will stand as a stake to their back. I 


There is no more sense in that, than } 
there was in the excuse made by a celebrated’ 


« Ah, sir, said the old man, “when the | 


think that isthe plain common-sense answer to | 


all that has been said on that subject. 

Sir, as Heave that branch of it, indeed as I leave 
the subject altogether, I will simply say that | 
hope it will never come. Whatever moderation, 
whatever that great healer, time, whatever the 


mediation of those allied to these people in bload, 
in sympathy, In interest, may effect, let that be 
done; but at last let the laws be maintained and the 
Union preserved. Atwhatever cost, by whatever 
constitutional process, through whatever of dark- | 
ness or danger there may be, let us proceed in the 
broad luminous path of duty ‘till danger’s trou- 
bled night be passed and the star of peace returns.” 

As I take my leave of a subject upon which I 
have detained you too long, I think in my own 
mind whether I shall add anything in my feebfe 
way to the hopes, the prayers, the i-spirations that 
are going forth daily for the perpetuity ofthe Union 
of these States. [ask myself, shall I add any- 
thing to that volume of invocation which is every- 
where rising up to high Heaven, “ spare us from 
the madness of disunion and civil war!’ Sir, 
standing in this Chamberand speaking upon this 
subject, I cannot forget that I am standing ina 
place once occupied by one far, far mighticrthan 
I, the latchet of whose shoes I am not worthy to 
unloose. It was upon this subject of secession, 
of disunion, of discord, of civil war, that Web- 
ster uttered those immortal sentiments clothed in 
immortal words, married to the noblest expres- 
sions that ever fell from human lips, which alone 
would have made him memorable and remembered 
forever. Sir, I cannot improve upon those ex- 
pressions. They were uttered nearly thirty years 
ago, in the face of what was imagined to be a great 
danger, then happily dissipated. They were ut- 
tered in the fullness of his genius, from the full- | 
ness of his heart. They have found echo since 
then in millions of homes and in forcign lands. 
They have been a text-book in schools. They 
have been an inspiration to public hope and to 
public liberty. As i close, I repeat them; I adopt 
them. If in their presence I were to attempt to 
give utterance to any words of my own, I should 
feel that I ought to say, 

And shali the lyre so long divine, 
Degenerate into hands like mine??? 

Sir, I adopt the closing passages of that im- 
mortal speech; they are my sentiments; they arc 
the sentiments of every man upon this side of 
the Chamber; I would fain believe they are the 
sentiments of every man upon this floor; I would 
fain believe that they are an inspiration, and will 
becomea power throughout the length and breadth 
of this broad Confederacy; that again the aspira- 
tions and hopes and prayers for the Union may 
rise like a perpetual hymn of hope and praise. 
But, sir, however this may be, these thoughts are 
mine; these prayers are mine; and as, reverently 
and fondly, I utter them, I leave the discussion: | 

“ When my eyes shall be turned to behold for 
the last time the sun in heaven, may I notsee him 
shining on the broken and dishonored fragments | 
of a once glorious Union; on States dissevered, 
discordant, belligerent; on a land rent with civil 
feuds, or drenched, it may be, in fraternal blood! 
Let their last feeble and lingering glance rather 


j behold the gorgeous ensign of the Republic, now 


known and honored throughout the earth, still 
full high advanced, its arms and trophies stream- 
ing in their original luster, not a stripe erased or 
polluted, nor a single star ebscured ,-bearing for its 
motto no such miserable interrogatory as ‘What 
is all this worth?’ nor those other words of delu- 
sion and folly, ‘ Liberty first, and Union after- 
wards;’ but everywhere, spread all over in char- 
acters of living light, blazing on all its ample 


folds, as they float over the sea and over the land, |} 


and in every wind under the whole Heavens, that 
other sentiment, dear to every true American 
heart, ‘Liberty and Union, now and forever, one 
and inseparable !’ ” 


COMMITTEE OF THIRTEEN. 


Mr. DOUGLAS. Mr. President, I suppose, 
by common consent, the Senate will now take up 


the report of the committee of thirteen. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Mason in } 


| the chair.) The subject before the Senate can be 


laid aside by general consent, and the Chair will 
so understand it, if there be no objection. The | 
report indicated by the Senator will be considered | 
as before the Senate, the pending question being | 
on the motion to print a thousand extra copies 


A i 
of it. ! 
} 


Mr. DOUGLAS addressed the Senate for two 
hours and a half. [His speech will be published 
in the Appendix.] 


Mr. TOOMBS. If it be the pleasure of the 


Senate, I move to-postpone:the further consider~ 
ation of this question ‘until Monday next, at ane’ 
| o'clock, when I desire to offer some observations 
on the various propositions which have been sub- 
mitted, and probably on the genétal ‘state.of ‘the: 
; country, i 5 
The motion was agreed to. wr obey E 
|, Mr. WILSON. I desire to say afew words 
j in reply to some remarks that-have been made, 
i especially by the Senator from Louisiana... The 
| Senator from G@orgia has the floor for Monday, 
and I should hike to follow him; and for that 
Sed ad I move to assign the resolutions of the 

enator from.Tennessee, which we had’ under 
; consideration this morning, for Tuesday ‘next at 
one o’clock. : 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Poux in 
the chair.) Į understand that these resolutions 
have already been postponed to Monday at one 
o’clock. - i 

Mr. TOOMBS. Yes, sir; my motion was to 
fix Monday for all these propositions.’ ` hae 

Mr. WILSON. If that is so, it is all right; I 
did not so understand it. ; ; S 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. When I presented the 
resolution which I offered to the Senate thismorh- 
ing, I omitted to ask that it be printed. I now 
make that motion. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. GWIN. I move that the Senate adjourn. 

Mr. YULEE. Before the question is put, I 
desire to move that, instead of adjourning until 
Saturday, as was proposed this morning, we 
adjourn until Monday. 

Mr. GWIN. Saturday is assigned for the 
Pacific railroad bill. 

Mr. YULEE. It is impossible that you can 
dispose of that bill on Saturday. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question 
is on the motion to adjourn, 

Mr. GRIMES. I move to amend it, by say- 
ing that the adjournment shall be to Monday at 
twelve o’clock. f 

Mr. GWIN. Thatis notin order. I move that 
the Senate do now adjourn. 

Mr. GRIMES. I propose to amend that mo- 
tion, if it is in order to do so, so that the adjourn- 
ment shall be to Monday. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question 
is on the motion to’adjourn,. 

Mr. GWIN. I call for the yeas and nays. 

Mr. WILSON. Let us have a division simply 
on the question of adjourning over. I am in 
favor of sitting on Saturday, and taking up the 
Pacific railroad bill on that day. 

Mr. GWIN. That is what I want. We have 
already passed an order that when we adjourn, 
it be to Saturday. Now, I want to adjourn, so 
that we shall meet on Saturday. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and being 
taken, resulted—yeas 24, nays 4; as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Bigler, Bragg, Brown, Clingman, Davis, 


DOI, 
| Doolittle, Doug s, Fitzpatrick, Foot, Foster, Gwin, Hemp- 


hill, Iverson, Johnson of Tennessee, Kennedy, Lane, La- 
tham, Potk, Rice, Saulsbury, Simmons, Wigfall, Wilson, 
and Yulee—24, i 
NAYS—Messrs. Grimes, Sumner, Toombs, and Wilk- 
inson—4. 
So the motion was agreed to; and the Senate 
adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Tuurspay, January 3, 1861. 


The House met at twelve o’clock, m. Prayer 
by the Chaplain, Rev. Tuomas H. STOCKTON. 
The Journal ofyesterday was read and approved. 


FAST-DAY SERVICES. 
The SPEAKER laid before the House the fol- 


lowing communication from the Chaplains of 
Congress: 


Tuurspay Mornina, January 3, 1861. 

Will Mr. Speaker Pennincron be kind enough to notify 
the House that the unlon religious meeting provided forby 
i resolution on Monday, in accordance with the President’s_ 
proclamation, and under the direction of the Chaplains, 
will commence, by Divine permission, to-morrow, at two 
| clock, p. min the Hall of the House; and that the mem- 
| bers and officers of the House are respectfully invited tobe 
in attendance? By so doing, he will oblige his friends, the 
Chapiaius. : 

Lam, with all respect, (for Dr. Guriry as well as myself) 
yours in Christ, T, H: STOCKTON: 


PERSONAL EXPLANATION. 


Mr. McK NIGHT. | 1 should like itto appear 
i on the Journal, and also inthe proceedings of the 
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House reported in the Globe, that Mr. VANDEVER 
was yesterday absent from the House in conse- 
quence of the death of one of his children; and 
his absence from the House to-day will be ex- 
plained by the same fact. 


ADJOURNMENT OVER... 


Mr. CRAWFORD. As to-morrow isset apart 
as a day @ fasting, I will move that when the 
House adjourns, it adjourn to meet on Monday 
next, 

The motion was agreed to. 


Mr. PHELPS moved to reconsider the vote by 
which the motion was agreed to; and also moved 
to lay the motion on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


TIE TOBACCO TRADE. 


Mr. QUARLES. I desire to offera resolution, 
and have it adopted by the House. If objection 
be made, I suppose it must go to the Committee 
on Printing. I offer the following: 

Resolved, That five hundred extra copies of the report 
of the select committee on the tobacco trade between the 
United States and toreign countries be printed for the use 
of the House, 

The SPEAKER. The Chair supposes the 
resolution must go the Committee on Printing. 

Mr. QUARLES. I ask the unanimous con- 
sent of the House to adopt the resolution at this 
time. 

Mr. HOUSTON. The unanimous consent of 
the House could not adopt the resolution without 
reference to the Committee on Printing, as the 
law provides. 

The SPEAKER. 
on Printing. 

The resolution was aécordingly referred. 


WEST POINT MILITARY COMMISSION. 


Mr. JOHN COCHRANE, by unanimous con- 
sent, introduced the following resolution; which 
was read, and, under the law, referred to the 
Committee on Printing: 


Resolved, That five thousand extra copies of the report 
ofthe West Point Military Academy Commission be printed 
for the use of the Bouse of Representatives, and that five 
hundred be placed at the disposal of the War Department, 
and that members of the commission have the same uum- 
ber as a member of the House, 


ASIITABULA CRISIS MEETING. 


Mr. HUTCHINS. Task the unanimous con- 
sent of the Flouse for leave to present the pro- 
ceedings of a public mecting held at Ashtabula, 
Ohio, and to move that they be referred to the 
select committee of thirty-three. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair hears no objec- 
tion, and they will be referred accordingly. 

Mr. JOHN COCHRANE. Before I can give 
my individual consent that those proceedings 
shall take that reference, I should like to hear 
what prospect there is of our receiving a report 
from the sclect committee of thirty-three. 

The SPEAKER. The chairman of the com- 
mittee is not present, 

Mr. JOHN COCHRANE. The whole coun- 
try is waiting to hear what report that committee 
will make. I am against referring anything more 
to that committee, which scems to have become 
a universal grave for the reception of all the difi- 
culties of all the people of all of the United States. 
{Laughter.] - 

Mr. MORSE. I ask that the resolution I send 
up to the Clerk’s desk be read. 

Mr. CLARK, of Missouri. I ask that the pro- 
ceedings presented by the gentleman from Ohio 
be read. T want to know what they are. 

The SPEAKER. The proceeding’ bave been 
already referred, and itis now too late to make 
objection, or to ask for their reading. 

ORDNANCE AT WASHINGTON NAVY-YARD. 

Mr. MORSE. Iask the unanimous consent 
of the [Louse for leave to introduce the following 
resolution: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Navy be requested 
to cominunicate to this [louse the report of the superin- 
tendent of ordnance atthe Washington navy-yard on rifled 
cannon and the armament of ships-of-war, 

There was no objection, ang the resolution was 
read, considered, and agrecd to. 


SLAVE TRADE. 


Mr. MORSE. I also ask the unanimous con- 
sent of the House for leave to introduce the fol- 


It must go to the Committee 


į zan slave trade, sent in in answer to the resolution of this 


| dover, and ton. J. R, Giddings. 


lowing resolution. It will, of course, go to the 
Committee on Printing: 

Resolved, That there be printed for the use of the House 
of Representatives twenty-five hundred copies ofthe report 
from the Executive Departinents on the subject of the Afri- 


House. 


Mr. CRAWFORD. 
olution. 

Mr. MORSE. Lhope not. It will go to the 
Cemmittce on Printing for its report. 

Mr. CRAWFORD. I insist on my objection. 

The SPEAKER. The resolution cannot be 
received, objection being made. 


ASILTABULA CRISIS MEETING—~AGAIN. 


Mr. CLEMENS. I rise to a privileged ques- 
tion. I move to reconsider the vote by which the 
proceedings of a meeting held at Ashtabula, in 
Ohio, were referred to the select committee of 
thirty-three. They ought to have been read, be- 
fore they wore referred. When they are read, I 
am satisfied that the other side of the House will 
oprose their reference as much as any on this 
side. 

Mr. HOUSTON. 
resolutions. 

Mr. CLEMENS. I call for the reading of the 
resolutions. 

Mr. HUTCHINS. I move that the motion to 
reconsider be laid upon the table. 

Mr. CLEMENS. Let the proceedings be read. 

The procecdings were read, as follows: i 


I must object to the res- 


Call for the reading of the 


County Meeting. 

The Republicans ofthe county assembled in considerable 
number at Jefferson on Monday last, and alter organization, 
by calling Abel Krum, Esq., tobe chair, and clecting Judge 
Parsons and A. B, Watkins vice presidents, and W. C. 
Howells and J. N. Wight, secretaries, selected the follow- 
ing gentlemen as a committee on resolutions, to wit: 

Abner Kellogg, Samuel Wayward, ©. 8. Simonds, Henry 
Krum, J. D. Hulbert, Ed. A. Wright, and Albe Coleman. 

During the absence oF the committee, the meeting was 
addressed by D. Cadwell, Bsq., Rev. L. B. Beach of An- 


The committee on resolutions then submitted the follow- 
ing; whieh, after some discussion, were adopted: 

The Republicans of Ashtabula county in convention as- 
sembled, decin it proper to express their views upon the 
present condition of this Government, and the questions 
now chuimingthe attention of every American citizen, and 
of all the civilized nations of the earth: Theretore, 

Resolved, That while we depreeate the acts and threats 
of secession and disunion, as well as the bitterness and 
hatred manifested by the people of the slave States toward 
the free States, we assert, with entire confidence, that they 
are not justified by any act of ours, nor by any act or prin- 
ciple of the Republican party. | 

2. That the declaration of principles contained in the 
Chicago platform embodies the truce principles of all legiti- 1 
mate Governments, and the principles upon which our 
Federal Union was founded, and that any surrender or com- 
promise of those principles on the part of the North, or or 
the Republican party, would be a surreuder of truth to 
falsehood, of right to wrong, and a disgrace to ourselves 
and our posterity. 

3. That in the recent nomination and election of Abra- 
ham Lincoln and Hannibal Hamlin, the Republican party 
have but exercised the rights which are gaarantied to free- 
men under the Constitution, and for the exereise of such 
rigbts they ean make no apology, and ask no absolution. 

4. ‘That while we pledge ourselves to faithfully preserve 
the Constitution in letter and spirit, we lereby ductare our 
dcliberate and settled determination to resist to the utmost 
of our moral and political power all attempts, come from 
Whatever source they may, to make any lurther compro- 
tuises with or concussions to slavery. 

5. ‘That while we see innocent men shot down upon the 
soil of our free States, barbarousty murdered in the pres- 
ence of our people, under the fugitive slave act, we regard 
with abhorrence and scorn northern mea wio expr a 
Willingness to intensify these barbarities, to induce slave- | 
holders to save the Union. 

6. "Phat it is the duty of the Government to protect the 
publie property, and res With strong arm, the aggres- | 
sions of the rebels at Charleston ; and that the course pur- } 
sued by President Buchanan betrays either cowardice and 
imbecility or deliberate treason to the Government; and 
tbat General Cass, by separating himself from the Admin- 
istration, and refusing to participate in its criminal delays, | 
has shown bimselfa patriot. Í 

7. 'That the speech delivered in the Senate of the United 
States on the 17th instant by Hon. B. F. Wade receives 
our unqualified approval, and represents truly the feclings 
of the people of the North in the present eri With him 
we repeat, “the day of compromises is past. 

8 That Senator Hale, of New Hampshire, and Repre- 
sentatives Hutchins and Bingham, from our State, merit, 
and we hereby tender to them, our thanks for their prompt ; 
and ready action in the maintenance of our principles in į 
the present session of Congress. i 

9. That these proceedings be published in the county j 
papers and the Ohio State Journal, and that a copy of the 
proceedings be forwarded to Hon. B. F. Wade and our 
Representative in Congress, with a request that they be 
presented to their respective Houses. 

The meeting then adjourned sine die, 

A, KRUM, Chairman. 


W.C. HOWELLS, 


J. N. Wianr, } Secretaries, 


į Avery, Bark 


Mr. COX. Iam in favor of the reconsidera- 
tion asked for by the gentleman from Virginia. 

Mr. HUTCHINS. ls the motion to lay upon 
the table debatable? If itis not, I object to my 
colleague making a speech. 

Mr. COX. 1 can speak to the reconsideration 
of the reference of the proceedings which were 
presented by my colleague. 

Mr. HUTCHINS. I have moved to lay that 
motion to reconsider upon the table. 

Mr. COX. I have the floor for the present. I 
do not propose to detain the House very long. 
Those resolutions ought to be characterized as 
they deserve. When they go to the select com- 
mittee of thirty-three, that committee onght to 
understand what is the source from whence they 
emanate. They are conceived in hypocrisy, and 
they are hatched in disunion. They spring from 
that very spirit and class, which, in connection 
with southern extremists, have, by law-breaking 
and nullification, brought about the peril which 
this committee is trying to avert. 

Mr. HUTCHINS. f call the gentleman to 
order. The motion to lay upon the table is not 
debatable. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has received the 
motion to lay upon the table, and debate is not 
now in order. 

Mr. COX. Did the Chair receive that motion 
before I rose? 

The SPEAKER, It was received in time, and 
is now pending. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Mississippi. I demand the 
yeas and nays on the motion to lay upon the 
table. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 


WITHDRAWAL OF AN APPEAL. 


Mr. SHERMAN. Trisc toa question of priv- 
ilege. I withdraw the appeal which I took yes- 
terday from the decision of the Speaker. I will 
state, at the same time, that my opinion as to 
the correctness of the Speaker’s decision has not 
changed; but, rather than embarrass so importe 


| ant a proposition as that of my friend from Mich- 


igan, [Mr. Howarp,] I consent to withdraw my 
appeal. 


ASIITABULA CRISIS MEETING-——AGAIN. 


The SPEAKER. The question now recurs on 
the motion to lay upon the table the motion to re- 
consider the vote by which certain proceedings 
were referred to the select committce of thirty- 
three. : 

The question was taken; and it was decided in 
the affirmative—ycas 89, nays 65; as follows: 

YEAS~ Messrs. Charles F. Adams, Adrain, Aldrich, 
Allen, Alley, Babbitt, Beale, Bingham, Blair, Blake, Bray 
ton, Buflinton, Burlingame, Burnham, Campbell, Carey, 
Carter, Case, Coburn, Colfax, Covode, Dawes, Detano, 
Duell, Edgerton, Edwards, Eliot, Ely, Etheridge, Farns- 
worta, Fenton, Foster, Prank, French, Gooch, Grow, 
Gurley, Hale, Haskin, Helmick, fieckman, Hindman, 
Hoard, Wiliam A. Howard, Humphrey. Hutebins, Irvine, 
Junkin, Francis W. Kellogg, Kenyon, Kilgore, Killinger, 
DeWitt C. Leach, Lec, Longneeker, Loomis, Lovejoy, 
Marston, Charles D. Martin, McKean, MePherson, Moors 
head, Edward Joy Morris, Morse, Olin, Palmer, Perry, 
Pettit, Porter, Potte, Edwin R. Reynolds, Royce, Sedg- 
wick, Shernan, Spaulding, Spinner, Stevens, Tappan, 
Thayer, Train, Trimble, Verree, Wade, Waldron, Walton, 
Cadwalader C. Washburn, Elihu B. Washburne, Wells, 
and Wilson—89. 

NAYS— srs. Green Adams, William C. Anderson, 
lale, Barret, Boteler, Branch, Briggs, Burch, 
Jobn B. Clark, Clemens, Cobb, Cox, dames Craig, Craw- 
ford, John ta. Davis, Reuben Davis, Ilorcuce, Fouke, Gar- 
nett, Gartrell, Gilmer, Hardeman, J. Morrison Harris, Jobn 
T. Harris, Hatton, Hill, Holman, Houston, William How- 
ard, Hughes, Jones, Kunkel, James M. Leach, Leake, 
Logan, Love, Maclay, Mallory, F'bert S. Martin, May- 
nard, MeCternand, McKenty, Laban T. Moore, Sydenham 
Moore, Niblack, Noe, Pendicton, Peytou, Pryor, Pugh, 
Quarles, Riggs, James C. Robinson, Scott, Simms Steven- 
son, Stokes, Thomas, Vance, Webster, Whiteley, Wins- 
low, Woodson, and Wright—65. 


So the motion was laid on the table. 


During the vote, 

Mr. THOMAS stated that Mr. Crate, of North 
Carolina, was confined to his room by illness. 

Mr. HINDMAN said: Mr. Speaker, this com- 
mittee of thirty-three was raised to consider all 
propositions, from all parts of the country. The 
resolutions introduced by the member from Ohio 
are propositions from a part of his constituents. 
As such, let them go the committee. 

Mr. BRANCH stated that his collaague, Mr. 
Rurriy, was confined to his room by illness. 

Mr. ALLEN said: Mr. Speaker, as all matters 
bearing upon the subject of the present state of 
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the country have thus far been referred to the 
committee of thirty-three, I vote “ay.” 
The vote was announced as above recorded. 


DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 


The SPEAKER. The regular order of busi- 
ness is the consideration of questions in respect to 
the District of Columbia. 

Mr. CARTER. Mr. Speaker, I have been sick 
ever since this day was set apart for the consid- 
eration of the business of the District of Columbia, 
and have, therefore, been unable to call the Com- 
mittee for the District of Columbia together. So 
far as I am concerned, I am unprepared for the 
consideration of that business to-day. I move, 
then, that its further consideration be postponed 
until Tuesday next, and made the special order 
for that day. 

Mr. HUGHES. I object to that. 

Mr. CARTER. I modify my motion, so as to 
make it next Thursday. 

Mr. HUGHES. There are several bills before 
the House that do not require for our action a 
meeting of the Committee for the District of Co- 
lumbia. Iwill remind the House that last year the 
9th of May was assigned for the transaction of 
the business of this District. On that day there 
were two or three bills under consideration; but 
there was no final action taken on them, The 
committce rose pending an important bill; and 
there is no reason why the House should not now 
go on with that measure. There are also several 
bills which have been reported from the Commit- 

tee for the District of Columbia. The railroad 
vill, to which I refer, was left in the committee 
oy the committee rising to permit the announce- 
ment of a member’s death. I do not see why we 
should not at once go on with the special order 
set apart for this day. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Maryland. Ifthere be no spe- 
gia) order for next Thursday, and the whole day 
cannot be given to the business of the District of 
Columbia, I am satisfied. There is one bill in 
which my constituents fecla deep interest, and in 
which my colleague feels some general interest. 
That bill cannot be well taken up to-day, and I 
hope that the business will go over, according to 
the suggestion of the chairman of the committee, 
until next Thursday. ł think it will accommo- 
date the views of my friend. 

Mr. HUGHES. It does notaccommodate me; 
Iam prepared to go on with the discussion or 
this business. When we have disposed of the 
bill before the committee, the House can then post- 
pone this District of Columbia business to any 
day it pleases. The billis one in which my con- 
stitucnts are deeply interested. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Maryland. What is the bill? 

Mr. HUGHES. The city railway bill. 

Mr. FLORENCE. Has the Committee of 
‘Ways and Means any business to present? 

Mr. SHERMAN. I desire to-day to have ac- 
tion on the legislative appropriation bill, 

Mr. HUGHES. I wantto go to the bill T hav 
referred to. When that is disposed of, I am wilf- 
ing to go to any other business. 

The question was taken; and Mr. Carre 
motion was agreed to. 


UNITED STATES JUDGES IN OHIO. 


The SPEAKER. The business next in order 
is House bill No. 335, to fix the salaries of the 
judges of the district courts of the State of Ohio. 
The bill was reported back from the Committee 
on the Judiciary with two amendments. The 
pending motion is a motion to lay the whole sub- 
ject upon the table, made by the gentleman from 

Hinois, [Mr. Morars.] 

The Clerk read the amendments, as follows: 

First amendment: 

In the first section of the bill, insert the words “ Ken- 
tucky and Indiana 3” so that it will read: 

That the salaries of the judges of the district courts of 
the United States within and for the districts of the States 
of Ohio, Kentucky, and Indiana, shall be, andthe same are 
hereby, fixed at the rate of $3,500 per annum, from and 
after the passage of this act. 

Second amendment: 

Amend the second section, so as to make it read as fol- 


lows: A 
Suc. 2 And beit further enacted, That said judges re- 


spectively in the Slate of Ohio, be, and they are hereby, | 


authorized and required to hold special terms of their 
respective eourts atle 
northern distriet of s 
southern district of said 


d State, and at Columbus, in the 
1 State, in addition to the regular 


formewbIoh bow are or horeafter may We requirctl By tew; | 


st once each year at Toledo, in the | 


and that the time of holding said special terms at Toiedo and 
Columbus, respectively, shall be fixed by the judges of said 
respective districts, who shall give notice of the time of 
holding the same at least two months preceding the com- 
mencement of such special term, by publication in at least 
two newspapers published aud of general circulation within 
said districts. 

The SPEAKER. The first question is upon 
the motion of the gentleman from Illinois, to lay 
the bill upon the table. 

Mr. MORRIS, of Illinois. I made the motion 
to lay the bill and the amendments upon the table 
because [ thought it was an inopportune time to 
press the passage of the bill. With the view, 
however, to give the friends of the bill an oppor- 
tunity now to have a vote upon the measure, I 
will withdraw the motion. 

Mr. SIMMS. If the House wiil indulge mea 
moment, I desire to make an additional statement 
in refererice to the amendment I proposed to this 
bill. Iwill not detain the House five minutes. 
During the last session of Congress an act was 
passed requiring the district judge of the State 
of Kentucky to hald three additional courts in 
that State. Under that act he is compelled to hold 
terms of that court at the town of Paducah, three 
hundred miles from Frankfort, where the courts 
were formerly held; also two terms of the court 
at Louisville, sixty miles distant from Frankfort; 
and also two terms at Covington, one hundred 
and twenty miles from Frankfort. Tle is com- 
pelled to travel to each of these points three or 
four times during the year, which will make the 
actual distance he is compelled to travel under the 
provisions of the act of the last Congress, two 
thousand miles. For his services as district judge 
he receives a salary of $2,500 per annum. The 
duties of his office have been increased; he is re- 
quired to hold more terms of his court, and to 
travel an additional distance of two thousand 
miles; and my proposition is to increase his sal- 
ary from $2,500 to $3,500, equal to that proposed 
for the judges of the State of Ohio, who perform 
similar services. My object is not, as I have be- 
fore stated, to prevent the passage of this bill, or 
to prejudice its consideration before the House. 
I believe the bill ought to pass. While I would 
accord this justice to the judges of the State of 
Ohio, who have high and responsible duties to 

erform, I think it only justice to the district 
judge of Kentucky, considering the duties which 
devolve upon him by virtue of the office he fills, 
that his salary should be raised to $3,500. If you 
increase the salary of the judge of Kentucky from 
$2,500 a year, which he has heretofore received, 
to $3,500; and deduct from that the actual expense 
of the additional travel he is compelled to perform 
by virtue of the act of last Congress, you will not 
leave him more than the $2,500, which he has 
heretofore received. 

I desired to make this statement before the prop- 
osition is voted upon; and I hope the bill will be 
amended according to the proposition I have sub- 
mitted, and then that it will be passed by the 
House. 

Mr. BINGHAM. I desire to state that the 
salary intended to be provided by this bill for the 
district judges of the State of Ohio, is the same 
that is now paid by law to the district judge for 
the northern district of Hlinois; is $500 more than 
the amount paid by law to the district judge of 
Wisconsin; and is the same as that paid by law 
to the United States judge for the District of Co- 
lumbia. 

I desire to say further, that, so far as lam ad- 
vised, there is no district judge west of the Alle- 
ghany mountains who sits as many days in court, 
and who conductsas many jury trials every year, 
as the several district judges of the State of Ohio. 
If there is any propriety, therefore, in the present 
compensation allowed to judges in Wisconsin, in 
the northern district of Illinois, and in the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, and to other judges 1 might 
specify, it is proper to give the same compcnsa- 
tion to the judges in the State of Ohio. Tam very 
conversant with the business before the district 
courts of Ohio; and,as my colleague, [Mr. Cox,] 
when the bill was before the House before, made 


| a statement in reference to the business of the 


district court of the southern district of Ohio, I 
will present here a statement in reference to the 
northern district of Ohio. In 1857, there were 
two hundred and forty-seven days of actual at- 
tendance in court for business. In 1858, there 


were two hundred and one days of actual attend- ; 


ance in court.’ A grand jury wasin, attendance 
on court one hundred and seventy-nine days: Hr 


1857, and one hundred and. fifty-one days i. 1858. 


i if the salary of the judges of these courts is to 


be regulated, as my colleague, [Mrs -Sranrox] 
thinks they should be, by the salaries of the judges 
of the courts of common. pleas of Ohio, then-this: 
bill will be voted down. : EE 

Mr. STANTON. I understand the gentleman. 
to say that the judge of the northern distriet of 
Ohio, held court two hundred: and forty-seven 
days in 1857, and received à salary of $2,500— 
ten dollars a day. Now, ask thé gentleman if 
a judge’é labor is worth more than hig is} ©... 

Mr. BINGHAM. -| might answer the gentle+ 
man by putting the same question to him; but F 
shall not allow my colleague to avail himself. of 
that sort of an argament, for he does not. give 
that number of days to the public service. He 
gives but nincty days this year to the country, 
and the rest of the time he is devoting tolaw.prac- 
tice for his own benefit. That-is my answer .to 
that question. be ; 

The judges who discharge with fidelity. and 
ability the duties of these respective courts of the 
State of Ohio, are generally gentlemen who:do not 
agree with me politically; and therefore I have 
only to say here, that the State of Ohio is entitled 
to the same consideration at the hands of the Fed- 
eral legislation in her courts.as is given to any 


| State west of the Alleghanies. I have made these 


remarks for the information of the House. | ask 
for nothing for these judges which is not already 
given to other judges whose services are not so 
oncrous. Ionly ask that they be put upon an 
equal footing with the judgesof the northern dis- 
trict of Illinois and of the District of Columbia, 
I leave it to the House, therefore, to determine 
whether the bill as reported by the committee 
ought not to pass. 

Mr. SIMMS Ihave taken some trouble to 
estimate the salaries of the judges of the different 
States and districts. Virginia has two judges, 
two districts, at a salary of $2,500 between them; 
South Carolina has one judge ata salary of $2,750; 
Georgia one judge, one court, salary $2,750; Flor- 
ida two judges and two districts—northern dis- 
Has $2,250; southern district, salary 

,000. 

: Mr. BINGHAM. If the gentleman will par- 
don me for a moment, I undertake to say that 
cach one of the district judges in Ohio sits more 
days in the year than both the judges of Virginia 
sit. 

Mr. SIMMS. [admit all that the gentleman 
says; and I contend that the salaries ought to be 
arranged in proportion to the duties discharged. 
Alabama has one judge who holds two terms of 
the court, salary $2,750; Louisiana has two judges 
and two courts, salary $6,000 between them; Ten- 
nessee has two courts and two judges, salary 
$5,000 between them; Missouri has two courts 
and two judges, salary $5,000 between them; Ohio 
two judges and two courts, salary $5,000 between 
them; Indiana, one of the largest of the. north- 
western States, has one judge and one. court, sal- 
ary only $2,500; Hlinois two judges and two 
courts, salary $5,000 between them; Kentucky 
has one judge, who is now compelled by law to 
hold four courts at different localitics in the State, 
ten terms of the court in all, each to be at least 
two weeks, and may be more, and he receives a 
salary of only $2,500 a year. 

Mr. EDGERTON. Before that bill is voted 
on, I wish to say a few words in relation to it. I 
know that the argument is always used, in cases 
of this kind, that sume other officer receives greater 
compensation, and that, therefore, the compensa- 
tion should be made equal. I believe that officers 


| of the United States Government are generally 
| paid too much; and l believe that if any class of 


United States officers are paid too much, it is the 
judges of the United States district courts. 
Now, I know something of this court of the 
northern district of Ohio. I know that the work 
performed by that court is not arduous work. 
know that that court performs during the year 
but very little labor comparatively, 1 know that 
they meet frequently, but they sit only, a few 
hours during the day; and I can say thatthe courts 
of common pleas sit more hours during the day 
in almost every county in northern Ohio than this 
court of the northern district of Ohio—sit more 
hours during the year? and porfirm Moye labor, 
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and with equal ability. If the salaries of the other 
judges are too great, they should, if possible, be 
diminished, which 1 suppose, cannot be done. 

But certainly that is no argument for raising 
the compensation of the judge of the northern 
district of Ohio. As tothe judge of the southern 
district, I know nothing about the amount of la- 
bor that he performs; but I do know, from expe- 
rience and observation, that the judge in the north- 
ern district of Ohio is abundantly, compensated at 
present. I hope the bill will be defeated. I move 
to lay it upon the table. 

Mr. PORTER. Mr. Speaker, it does seem to 
me that, in the present condition of our‘national 
finances, we ought not unnecessarily to increase 
the salaries of public officers. The question which 
addresses itself to us is this: whether we can 
command competent talent at the present salaries. 
I think we can; and I think there is not a west- 
ern State in which the best legal talent cannot be 
obtained for judicial stations at the present rates. 

In the State of Indiana, where the judge has to 

erform very laborious dutics, the district judge 

as been for a year past in very bad health; and, 
in anticipation of a vacancy, the most eminent 
lawyers of our State have expressed a willing- 
ness to accept the position at the present salary. 
In Indiana, we can command the best legal talent 
at the present salary, and I have no doubt that 
ig the case in Hlinois and Ohio. Of course, if the 
salary of the district judges in Ohio is increased, 
the salary of the judges in Illinois and ‘Indiana, 
where the duties are quite as onerous, ought also 
to be increased; but 1 do not think it ought to be 
increased ia either of those States. It may be 
said that these salaries do not amount to as mach 
as the same legal talent would command in the 
profession. That is very true; but it must be 
recollected that these offices are held by a life 
tenure, and any gentleman in the profession will 
cheerfully accept a judgeship for life at a much 
less sum than he receives from the practice of his 
profession. I hope, therefore, the bill will not 
pass, although it proposes to do an act of kind- 
ness to a judge of my own State, whom I highly 
esteem. I move to lay the bill upon the table. 

Mr. STEVENSON. I hope the gentleman will 
withdraw the motion te lay upon the table. F 
desire to say a few words in reply to him. 

Mr. PORTER. Iwill withdraw it if the gen- 
tleman will agrce to renew it. 

Mr. STEVENSON. I will renew it. I donot 
think, Mr. Speaker, that the basis upon which 
the argument of the gentleman from Indiana is 
rested, as to his opposition to this bill, can be 
sustained. 

Now, sir, it is a patent fact that, in many of 
these States, the labors of the judges are by no 
means equally distributed. Itis not the case in 
Kentucky; and I imagine itis not the case in Ohio 
or Indiana. In some of the large cities the dutics 
of the judge occupy three fourths of the year; 
and yet, upon the argument of the gentleman, he 
should only receive the same compensation as a 
judge whose official duties do not occupy more 
than half that time. It does not, therefore, follow 
that the Ohio judge, whose duties occupy three 
fourths of a year, should receive no more com- 
pensation than a judge in Indiana, whose duties 
do not, perhaps, occupy him more than two 
months in the year. 

Mr. PORTER. I beg to state to the gentleman 
that, in Indiana, there is only one district, and 
the duties of the judge are very laborious; butmy 
experience is this: that the length of the terms of 
these courts usually depends upon the adminis- 
trative ability of the judges, and that all these 
courts sit twice as long as they ought to. 

Mr. STEVENSON. Mr. Speaker, I certainly 
could not have misunderstood the gentleman from 
Indiana when he assumed, as a postulate, that if 
the salary of the Obio and Kentucky judges was 
increased, that of the Indiana judges must conse- 
quently be increased. That was certainly his 
position; and } was undertaking to show that it 
was not a necessary corollary. 

Mr. PORTER. The gentleman has misunder- 
stood the basis of my argument. It was this: 
that the present salarics ought not to be increased 
if they could command the best legal talent; and 
they do command the best legal talent in the coun- 
try; because, whencver one of these judgeships 
becomes vacant, the mosteminentlawyers al ways 
apply for the place. 


i of money in circulation, and to the great increase 


. Mr. STEVENSON. I must beg my friend’s 
pardon for saying that that is a non sequitur; be- 
cause $2,500 may command the best legal talent 
in Indiana, it does not follow that it will command 
the best legal talent in Ohio or Kentucky. I 
might here offer against his opinion mine, that 
there are a hundred lawyers in my State who 
would not accept the office as a gift, and twenty 
whose practice would quadruple, if not quinta- 
le, the amount of the salaries of these judges. 

ut it certainly docs not follow that that which 
applies to Ohio or Kentucky, either in regard to 
the labor imposed on the judges, or in regard to 
the talent which they should possess, is equally 
applicable to Indiana. {take it that the true cri- 
terion for fixing judicial salaries is to be found in 
the amount ef labor that is to be performed by 
the judges. A judge who holds court in Cincin- 
nati and Columbus, where multifarious duties are 
imposed upon him, where admiralty cases are to 
be tried, ought not to be restricted to the same 
compensation that is given to judges who have 
not such onerous duties to perform. Nor docs 
it follow, that because the salaries of Ohio judges 
are increased, every western State has a right to 
demand increase of salary for her judges. What 
are the facts in regard to Kentucky? We have 
but one district judge there. He has to hold 
court twice a year at Paducah, at Louisville, at 
Frankfort, and at Covington; places, some ofthem, 
four or five hundred miles apart. The increase 
proposed to be made to his salary would abso- 
lutely not pay his increased expenses in traveling 
to and from and living at these various points. 
And yet the gentleman [Mr. Porter] says that, 
if the salaries of these judges in Ohio and Ken- 
tucky are increased, the salary of the district 
judge of Indiana ought also to be increased. I 
protest against any such idea; and I hope the 
House will not allow such a principle to enter 
into its decision when fixing the salaries of these 
judges. When the district judge of Kentucky 
had but one place to hold courtin, his salary was 
$2,500. ‘The late Congress, however, directed 
thatcourt should be held at three additional places, 
four or five hundred miles apart; and I confi- 
dently assert that if this bill were passed, so far 
as the salary of the district judge of Kentucky is 
concerned, the increase would not more than pay 
his increased traveling expenses. I therefore 
hope, not only iv regard to the State of Ohio, but 
also in regard to the State of Kentucky, that this 
bill shall pass. I now, under my promise to the 
gentleman from Indiana, renew the motion to lay 
the bill on the table. F would not be willing to 
do it, except at his request. 

Mr. ETHERIDGE. F ask the gentleman to 
withdraw the motion for a moment. 

Mr. PORTER. I have no objection, if the 
gentleman will renew it. 

Mr. ETHERIDGE. Iwil. 

Mr. BINGHAM. If this sort of farming out 
is to go on, [shall not consent to any such thing. 

Mr. ETHERIDGE. E suppose that if this 
were a mere question of increasing salaries, gen- 
erally, at this time, argument would not change the 
opinions ofany one. But I would suggest to the 
gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. Bincuam,] whoseems ! 
so exceedingly anxious to bave the salary of this 
iudge increased, that within the lastthree or four 
months there has been, in effect, an increase in 
the salaries of all the officers of the Government 
of at least one hundred per cent. Heretofore, 
when salaries have been increased, the argument 
was that money was not worth half as much as 
it was some yearsago, owing to the large amount 


in the value of property. But within the last 
three or four months we have had a general razee- 
ing of things. Property is down; the expenses 
of living are diminished, and a salary of $3,000 | 
is as good now, as a salary of $6,000 was three || 
months ago, forall uscful and practical purposes. i 
Down South, where a judge might, at the end of || 
each year, be able to buy one negro, he can now | 
i 
H 
j 
| 
| 
i 


buy two or three; and he can now buy three acres 
ofland for one that he could formerly have bought. 
[think that more hasoccurred within thelastthree 


$6,000 now. Every |! 


it 
it 
i! 


jection? 


a telegraphic dispatch—that the Treasury is bank- 
rupt. I never pay much attention to telegraphic 
statements made by sensation writers; and, there- 
fore, this may be all untrue, and the Treasury 
may not be bankrupt. But I suggest to the gen- 
teman that, if the Treasury be bankrupt, and if 
the credit of the Government bea little ander par, 
itis quite as well for us to postpone the increas- 
ing of salaries till a healthy condition of our mon- 
etary affairs be restored. I am satisfied that this 
House does not intend to increase the salaries of 
any public officers. Therefore, in compliance 
with the request of the gentleman from Indiana, 
(Mr. Porrer,] I renew the motion to Jay the bill 
on the table. f 

Mr. PENDLETON. On that motion I call 
for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. CRAWFORD. I move that there be a call 
of the House. ; 

The motion was not agreed to. 

The question was taken; and it was decided in 
the affirmative—yeas 74, nays 47; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Green Adams, Aldrich, Allen, Alley, 
Wiliam C. Anderson, Blake, Brayton, Buflinton, Burlin- 
game, Carey, Carter, Case, Clemens, Cobb, Coburn, Join 
Cochrane, Colfax, Covode, Crawford, John G. D 
ben Davis, Delano, Duchi, Edgerton, Ety, Etheridge 
Gartrell, Gilmer, Grow, Gurley, Hardeman, John T. Har- 
ris, Hatton, Hoard, Houston, Hutchins, Irvine, Jones, Kit- 
gore, Killinger, Kunkel, DeWitt C. Leach, James M. 
Leach, Longnecker, Loomis, Lovejoy, Marston, Elbert $. 
Martin, McKean, McPherson, McRae, Isaac N. Morris, 
Niblack, Pettit, Porter, Edwin R. Reynolds, James C. Rob- 
inson, Royee, Sherman, Spaulding, Spinner, Stanton, 
Stevens, Stokes, Thayer, Thomas, Train, Trimble, Vance, - 
Wade, Walton, ENihu B. Washburne, and Wells—74. 

NAYS—Messrs. Ashley, Avery, Barksdale, Bingham, 
Blair, Bocock, Branch, Briggs, Clopton, Cox, DeJarnette, 
Florence, Garnett, Gooch, Hill, Hindman, Holman, Wiliam 
Toward, William A. Howard, Hughes, Jackson, William 
Kellogg, Kenyon, Leake, Lee, Logan, Mallory, Charles D. 
Martin, Maynard, McClernand, MeKenty, Millward, Mont-. 
gomery, Edward Joy Morris, Pendleton, Peyton, Pryor, 
Quarles, Christopher Robinson, Seott, Sedgwick, Simms, 
William N. H, Smith, Stevenson, Vallandigham, Waldron, 
and Woodson—47. 

So the bill was laid on the table. 


Mr. STANTON moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was laid on the table; and also 
moved to lay the motion to reconsider on the 
table, 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

COLLECTION OF THE REVENUE. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I move that the rules be 
suspended, and that the House resolve itself into 
the Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union, with a view to take up the legislative and 
exceuttve appropriation bill. As I suppose there 
is no desire to have debate, I shall move to make 
ita special order. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Is that a bill which right- 
fully interferes with the call of committees for 
reports, which is, I understand, the business in 
order? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Ifmy colleague has other 
reports to make from the Judiciary Committee, 
he can make them now. 

Mr. KELLOGG, of INinois. There are other 
reports from that committee ready to be made. 

Are BENGHAM, Iam instructed by the Ju- 
dicigry Committee to report back a bill (HI. R. 
No. 901) further to provide for the collection of 
duties on imports, referred to it by this House, 
with amendments, and with a recommendation 
hat it shall pass. I shall not ask to put the bill 
upon its passage now; but E simply report it to 
the House, and move that it be recommitted to 
the Judiciary Committee, and printed, so that 
members may see what it is. 

Mr. HOUSTON. How does this business come 
before the Efouse ? 

The SPEAKER, As a regular report from 
the Judiciary Committee. 

Mr. TIOUSTON. And what does the commit- 


i tee ask to have done with it? 


The SPEAKER. To have the bill printed, and 
recommitted to the eommittec. 

Mr. HOUSTON. Can I prevent that by ob- 
If i can, Iwill do se. : 
The SPEAKER. Objection does not preventit. 
Mr. BOCOCK. I want to ask the gentleman 


i from Ohio in response to what petition or reso- 


lution is this bill brought before the House? 
Mr. BINGHAM. I would inform the gentle- 


! man from Virginia that it is in respouse to no 


petition or resolution. 


1861. 
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Mr. BOCOCK. By what right docs the Judi- 


ciary Committee report on this subject? 

Mr. BINGHAM. It was a bill introduced 
last Monday, on a call of the States. It was read 
a first and second time, and referred, under the 
„rule, to the Judiciary Committee. It is now re- 


ported back, with the action of the committee j 


upon it, 


Mr. BOCOCK. Was the Judiciary Commit- ; 


tee regularly called for reports? 
Tbe SPEAKER., It was. 
Mr. SHERMAN. The report comes regularly 


from the Committee on the Judiciary, as 1 under- | 


stand it. 

Mr. BOCOCK. 
thing. If the gentleman from Ohio reports this 
bill in response to a regular call of hiscommittec, 
then the matter is regularly before us,and no ob- 
jection can prevent its consideration. If not, then 
the report was made irregularly, and an objection 
will prevent its being received; and in that case, 
1 will object. : 

The SPEAKER. The report was made ona 
regular call of the committee. i 

Mr. BRANCH. I understand that the gentle- 
man from Qhio has made a motion to recommit, 


Upon that motion I demand the previous question, |! 


in order to give usa vote upon that motion to-day. 


Mr. SHERMAN. My motion is, that the rules |} 
be suspended, and that the House resolve itself | 


into the Committee of the Whole on the state of 
the Union, for the purpose of taking up an appro- 
priation bill. 


Mr.BRANCH. The Speaker recognized me | 


as being entitled to the floor, and | insist on my 
demand for the previous question. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair supposes the gen- 
tleman from Ohio [Mr. Suzrman] had the right 
to make the motion. 

Mr. CRAWFORD. The gentleman from Ohio 
(Mr. Suerman] had the floor, and had moved to 
go into the Committee of the Whole on the state of 
the Union when the other gentleman from Ohio 
rose and desired to report this bill, Tbe motion 
of his colleague to go into committee, however, 
was pending, and the additional motion thata cer- 
tain bill be made the special order in committee, 
I submit, therefore, that the Judiciary Commit- 
tee was not regularly called, and that the report 
of the gentleman from Ohio (Mr. Brnenan] can- 
not be reecived, objection having been made. 

Mr.BINGHAM. The motion of my colleague 
was withdrawn at my request, that the call of the 
committee might proceed. ‘I'he call was made, 
and the report regularly made. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohio, 
(Mr. Snerman,] upon the application of his 
colleague, waived the floor to allow a report to be 
made from the Committee on the Judiciary. In 


that aspect of the case, the Chair supposes the | 
call of the committee was regular, and the report ; 


in order. f 
Mr. BRANCH. Ifthe gentleman from Ohio, 
the chairman of the Committee of Ways and 


Means, did not regularly waive the floor, then | 
the report of the gentleman from the Judiciary | 


Committee was not in order, by reason of his not 
having the floor to make it. If the chairman of 
the Committee of Ways and Means, however, 
gave up the floor, then his motion fell; and the 


report having been made, I was entitled to the | 
floor, and my demand for the previous question |; 


was in order. 

Mr. BINGHAM. My colleague resumed the 
floor as soon as I had made my report. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohio 
(Mr. Suerman} having waived the floor for his 
colleague to make this report, of course, gave it 
up unconditionally; and ‘the Chair docs not see 


how the gentleman from North Carolina has not | 


the floor regularly. 
Mr. BRANCH. 
gentleman from Ohio had relinquished it. , 
The SPEAKER. The Chair will receive the 
demand for the previous question. 


Mr. MAYNARD. I present this question of | 


order: that by the proviso attached to the Slst 
rale, which is: 


“ Provided, That whenever any committee shall have į 
occupied the morning hour on two days, it shall not be in | 
order for such committee to report further until the other }} 


committees shall have been ealled in their turn? 


This report could not have been regular. The 
Committee on the Judiciary havealready oceupied 


I wish to understand this | 


I did not seck it until the | 


| the morning hour on two mornings, and the morn- 
ii ing hour of to-day having expired, it was too late 
i for the committee to make any farther reports 
! under the privilege accorded to them by the rules 
i of the House. 


Mr. BINGHAM. The morning hour hasnot | 


expired, 
Mr. MAYNARD. 
expired. 
The SPEAKER. 
Mr. MAYNARD. 


it has not. 
Will the Speaker. state 


li when the morning hour commenced? 


Mr. SHERMAN. I do not sce what objecuon 


| the gentleman can have to allowing this bill to be 


printed and go over. 
Mr. BRANCH. 


Į will explain the objection I 
have, for I desire to be frank. 


I object to this 


i bill being placed in a position where it will be 


within tle power of the gentleman who reported 


| it to call it up at any time. The motion of the 


gentleman to recommit places it in the position 


where it may be called up atany time. “I have, | 
| therefore, called the previous question in order 


that that motion may be disposed of at this time, 
and the bill either put on its passage to-day or 
sent back to the committee, where it may remain 
until the committee is regularly called again. 

Mr. SHERMAN. But if the previous ques- 
tion is ordered, and the motion to recommit voted 
down, the House will be compelled to vote on the 
passage of the bill to-night, 

Mr. BRANCH. Lamaware of that. 
that a majority of the House have it in their power 
to force us to an immediate vote, Ido not object 
to that, though of course I will vote against it. 
But I do object to its being placed in the power of 
the members of the Judiciary Committee to call 


this bill up to-morrow, or next week, or at any | 


time whenever they choose, without notice to the 
House of the fact. I desire, therefore, that the 
bill shall be finally acted on now, or that it shall 


be recommitted to the Committee on Judiciary. | 


Mr. HOUSTON. Ifthegentleman from North 
Carolina were temporarily to withdraw the de- 
mand for the previous question, would it be com- 
petent for me to move that the bill be referred to 
the Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union? 

The SPEAKER. 

Mr. SHERMAN. 


That would be in order. 
I trust, if the demand for 


the previous question shall he withdrawn, we shall | 


all have a chance. I have a privileged motion 
which will come in in advance of that, 
Mr. HOUSTON. fask the gentleman from 


| North Carolina to withdraw his demand for the 


previous question, and himsclf move that the bill 
be referred to the Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union. That is the place where it 
ought to be referred. 

Mr. BINGHAM. What is the object of refer- 
ring the bill to the Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union at all? 

Mr. HOUSTON. Because there is the place 
where all bills making important changes in the 
laws should go. There they can be discussed 
and considered as they ought to be. 

Mr. BINGHAM. ‘I should suppose the bill 


| could as well be discussed in the House. 


Mr. HOUSTON. It could, it is true, if a ma- 
jority were not disposed to domineer over the 
minority in the House. 

Mr. BINGHAM. I desire to afford an oppor- 
tanity for discussion to every gentleman who 
wishes to speak on the bill; and it was to afford 
an opportunity for mature deliberation that I pro- 
posed that the bill should be printed and laid over 
for the present, so that every gentleman could 
have an opportunity of examining it. ’ 

Mr. BOCOCK. Will the gentleman from Ohio 
sce that a fair notice is gives to gentlemen on this 
side of the House of its consideration? I admit 
that the bill is in the possession of a majority of 


: the House, and that they can force a vote on it 
' whenever they please. I only ask that we of the 
| minority may have the privilege of raising our 


voice against it, and that, to enable us to do so,’ 
2 EJ 


| we shall have a fair notice of when it is to be 
| called up. 


I ask that we may have the opportu- 
nity of raising our voice in behalf of the Consti- 
tution. 

Mr. BINGHAM. I will very cheerfully give 


gentlemen any notice that they desire, which is fair į 


and reasonable; and I am sure that they will desire 
nothing that is unreasonable. 


I understand that it has j 


l have no wish to | 


revent the bill having a fair consideration: by. the 
Jouse. “2 


Mr. BRANCH. The gentlei ian from Alabama 


| appeals to me to withdraw. my demand for: the 


previous question, in order that he may. make a 
motion to refer this bill to the Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union. i ae 
Mr. SHERMAN. Very. well, then; let that 
motion be entered. - 
_ Mr. BRANCH. I would have no sortof ob- 
jection to that course being pursued, for I think 
myself that the bill ought to go to the Committee 
of the Whole on the state of the Union; but the 
honorable gentleman from Ohio has already given 
notice that he stands ready to make a privileged 
motion, and to cut off the motion to refer to the 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union. The only way in which we can prevent 
the bil] being put into a position where the gen- 
tlemen of the Judiciary Committee can call it up 
at their pleasure, is by coming toa vote now, and 
either disposing of the bill or recommitting-it to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. In that point 
‘of view, I decline to withdraw the demand for 
the previous question. ; 
Mr. SHERMAN. Ihave no objection. ©) 
Mr. BRANCH. [am willing to have the bill 
go to the Committee of the: Whole on the state 
of the Union; and f will withdraw my demand 
for the previous question, provided there can be 


j a general understanding that the bill should be 
Tadmit |} 


referred to that committee, 

Mr. BINGHAM. That would be to bury the 
bill. If it went to the Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union, we would never get it 
before the House again. 

Mr. CRAWFORD. You might as well now 
adjourn the House. . 

Mr. SHERMAN. Idemand tellers on second- 
ing the call for the previous question. 

Mr. BRANCH. I move that there be a call 
ofthe House; and on that motion 1 demand the 
yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. ; 

Mr. BRANCH. ‘After conference with the gen- 
tleman from Ohio, [Mr. Brivenam,] I am willin 
to withdraw the motion I have made for a callo 
the House. He will withdraw his motion to re- 
commit, and let the bill go over as unfinished 
business to come up on Tuesday next. 

Mr. BINGHAM. lL agree to that, as I under- 
stani that the bill will come up on Tuesday next 
as the unfinished business. 

Mr. COLFAX. Let an order be entered for 
the printing of the bill. 

Mr. BRANCH. Ihave no objection to that. 

The SPEAKER. The motions which have 
been made will be considered as withdrawn, und 
the bill will go over to Tuesday next as unfin- 
ished business, and an order be made to print it. 

Mr. HOUSTON. How long is the bill? 

The SPEAKER. Only one page. 

Mr. HOUSTON. I think we had better have 
itread now. 

Mr. BRANCH. Itwillbe printed and be before 
cach member before it will come up again. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I move that the House re- 
solve itself into the Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union, witha view to take up the exec- 
utive, legislative, and judicial appropriation bill. 

Mr. CRAWFORD. Letus adjourn. There 
is no quorum present. 

Mr. SHERMAN, Iam willing, if gentlemen 
are willing, by unanimous consent, to let the bill 
come before the House. If not, I adhere tomy 
motion. 

Mr. HOUSTON. We cannot consent to that. 
There is and has been so much confusion in the 
House that members have been unable to hear 
what has been going on. The bill of the gentle- 
man from Ohio got before the House without 
anybody on this side hearing a word about it. 

The SPEAKER. That bill has been sentover 
to Tuesday next as unfinished business; and it 
has been ordered to be printed. 

Mr. HOUSTON. Is it in order for me to make 


a motion in connection with that Lill? i 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohio 
[Mr. Suermay] has the floor. Sse 

Mr. HOUSTON. I want to make a motion, 
and nothing else. 

Mr. SHERMAN, Lcannot yield fer that pur- 
pose. ‘The bill reported by my colleague is dis- 
posed of fer the present. 
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The SPEAKER. What motion does the gen- 
tleman from-Ohio submit? f 

Mr. SHERMAN. 1 move that the rules be 
suspended, and that the House resolve itself into 
the Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union; and pending that motion, E move that 
House bill No. 892, making appropriations for 
the legislative, executive, and judicial expenses 
of the Government for the year ending June 30, 
1862, be made the special order in the Committee 


of the Whole on the state of the Union until dis- ! 


osed of, 

Mr. THOMAS. 
how adjourn. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Mississippi. 
yeas and nays on that motion 

The yeas and nays were not ordered. 

The question was taken; and the House re- 
fused to adjourn. 

Mr. STEVENS, of Pennsylvania. I object to 
that part of the gentleman’s motion making this 
bill a special order. 

Mr. GARNETT. So do I. There are several 
gentlemen who wish to address the committee on 
various topics; and if all the appropriation bills 
are made special orders, they will have no oppor- 
tunity to do so. The President’s message was 
not, as usual, left open to general debate. 

Mr. SHERMAN. [f there be a desire on the 
part of the Elouse to hear debate, it will over- 
rule my motion making the bill a special order. 

Mr. STEVENS, of Pennsylvania. There has 
been as yet no opportunity afforded for general 
debate. {think that members ought to have some 
opportunity for general debate. 

Mr. QUARLES. {suggest that the bill is not 
within the reach of members. 

Mr. SHERMAN, The gentleman can get it 
by sending for it. 

Mr. QUARLES, LT have sent for it. 

Mr. SHERMAN. It has been ordered to be 

rinted fora long time. 

Mr, STEVENS, of Pennsylvania. T demand 
the yeas and nays on the motion making the bill 
a special order in the Committee of the Whole on 
the state of the Union, 

The yeas and nays were not ordered. 

Mr, STEVENS, of Pennsylvania, demanded 
tellers. 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. Epwarps 
and WuireLey were appointed, 

The House divided; and the tellers reported— 
ayes 63, noes 31; no quorum voting. 

During the division, ; 

Mr. SHERMAN suid: Mr. Speaker, there are 
members present who have declined voting. It 
is their duty to vote, and unless they do so I 
shall be compelled to call on the Speaker:to en- 
force the rules. When there is a majority here, 
and the House desires to proceed with the public 
business, members ought not to refrain from 
voting. 

Mr. PORTER stated that bis colleague, Mr. 
Wirsox, was paired with Mr. Moors, of Ala- 
gama, Who wished to visit a sick colleague. 

The SPEAKER. There is no quorum present. 

Mr. SHERMAN. £ move that there be a call 
of the House. 

The motion was agreed to. 


Mr. WINSLOW. As it is late, and there is 
very little chance of our doing anything, I move 
that the House do now adjourn. 

The motion was not agreed to. 

The Clerk then called the roll; and the follow- 
ing members failed to answer to their names: 


Messrs. Charles F. Adams, Adrain, Ashmore, Barksdale, 
Barr, Barret, Blair, Boeock, Bonham, Botcler, Bouligny, 
Boyce, Brabson, Bristow, Brown, Burch, Burnett, Burn- 
ham, Butterfield, Campbell, Horace F. Clark, Clark B. 
Cochrane, Conkling, Corwin, James Craig, Burton Craige, 
Curry, Curtis, Davidson, H. Winter Davis, Dimmick, Dunn, 
Edtundsou, Engtish, Fanisworth, Fenton, Perry, Frank, 
Graham, Hale, dali, Hamilton, Haskin, Hawkins, Hick- 
man, Hoard, Humphrey, Jackson, Jenkins, Keitt, Willian 
Kellogg, Kenyon, Lamar, Landrum, Larrabee, James M. 
Leach, Love, Mallory, Efbert 5. Martin, MeClernand, 
MeKean, McKnight, McQueen, Miles, Millson, Millward, 
Montgomery, Sydenham Moore, Morri, Morse, Nelson, 
Nixon, Nock, Olin, Palmer, Perry, Peyton, Phelps, Potter, 
Pugh, Reagan, Sotm H. Reynolds, Rice, Christopher Rob- 
juson, Re Ruffin, Rust, Scott, Scranton, Sickles, Sin- 

nith, Somes, Stallworth, James A. Stew- 
ewart, Stout, Stratton, Tappan, ‘Theaker, 
Tompkins, Underwood, Vallaudigham, Vance, Vandever, 
Van Week, Wilson, Windom, Wood, Woodruff, and 
Woodson. 


I move that the House do 


I demand the 


Mr. COX. I move that the House do now 
adjourn. j 

Mr. SHERMAN. There is a quorum present, 
and I hope the motion to adjourn will be voted 
down. 

Mr. COX. Is there a quorum present? 

Mr. SHERMAN. There is; and there are 
otber members in the Senate. 

Mr. JOHN COCHRANE. Yes,sir; a baker’s 
dozen, [Laughter.} 


The question was taken; and the House refused - 


to adjourn. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I move thatall farther pro- 
ceedings under the call be dispensed with. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The tellers resumed their places. 

The question was then taken; and the motion 
was agreed to; the tellers having reported—ayes 
seventy-three, noes not counted. 

So the bill was made a special order in the Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union, 

Mr.SHERMAN. I now insist that the ques- 
tion be taken on my motion to go into the Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union. 

The question was taken; and the motion was 
agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into the 
Committee of the Whole on thestate of the Union, 
(Mr. Eruerines in the chair.) 

The CHAIRMAN stated the first business in 
order to be the special order, which was House 
bill No. 892, making appropriations for the legis- 
lative, executive, and judicial expenses of the 
Government for the year ending the 30th of June, 
1862; and thatif there was no objection, the first 
reading of the bill would be dispensed with. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Mississippi. I object.’ 

The Clerk proceeded with the first reading of 
the bill for information. 

Mr. COLFAX. I move to dispense with the 
first reading of the bill. 

Mr. HOUSTON. The rules expressly require 
the first reading of the bill for information; and 
it can only be dispensed with by unanimous con- 
sent. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Mississippi. 
objection. 

‘Lhe first reading of the bill was dispensed with. 

The Clerk proceeded to read the bill by sections 
for amendment. 

For compensation and mileage for Senators, $336,600. 


Mr. LEACH, of North Carolina. I move to 
reduce that appropriation one half. If the bill on 
the subject of mileage comes up, and is acted on, 
as it should be, the amount in the bill before us 
will be twice what will be required. 

The amendment was rejected. 

For stationery, $12,000. 


Mr. LEACH, of North Carolina. I move to 
strike that out,and on that amendment I demand 
tellers. 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. Leacn, of 
North Carolina, and LLlousron, were appointed. 

The committee divided; and the tellers reported 
—ayes 8, noes 54; no quorum voting. 

The CHAIRMAN. The roll will be called. 

The roll was then called; and the following 
members failed to answer to their names: 


Mossrs. Charles F. Adams, Green Adams, Adrain, 
Thomas L. Anderson, Ashley, Ashmore, Avery, Babbitt, 
Barr, Barret, Beale, Blair, Bocock, Bonham, Botcier, Bou- 
ligny, Boyce, Brabson, Branch, Brayton, Briggs, Bristow, 
Brown, Butlinton, Burch, Burlingame, Burnett, Butter- 
field, Campbell, Horace E. Clark, John B. Clark, Cobb, 
Clark B. Cochrane, Conkling, Corwin, Cox, James Craig, 
Burton Craige, Curry, Curtis, Davidson, H. Winter Davis, 
John G. Da Dawes, De Jarnette, Dimmick, Dunn, Ed- 
mundson, Ep Ferry, Fouke, Gilmer, Graham, Hall, 
Hamilton, J. ison Harris, John ‘I’. Harris, Haskin, 
Hawkins, Wickman, Hill, William A. Howard, Humphrey, 
Jackson, Jenkins, Keit, Francis W. Kellogg, Willian Kel- 
logg, Kenyon, Killinger, Lamar, Landrum, Larrabee, Lo- 
gan, Love, Mallory, Charles D. Martin, Maynard, Me~ 
Knight, McPherson, McQueen, McRae, Miles, Millson, 
Millward, Montgomery, Sydenham Moore, Morrill, Nelson, 
Nixon, Noell, Palmer, Pendicton, Peyton, Phelps, Potter, 
Pottle, Pugh, Reagan, Edwin R. Reynolds, Jobn H. Rey- 
nolds, Riee, Christopher Robinson, James C. Robinson, 
Ruffin, Rust, Seou, Scranton, Sickles, Simms, William 
Smith, Somes, Stallworth, Stevens, Stevenson, James A. 
Stewart, William Stewart, Stout, Thayer, Theaker, Tomp- 
kins, Train, Trimble, Underwood, Vallandigham, Vande- 
ver, Van Wyck, Cadwalader C. Washburn, Webster, White- 
ley, Wilson, Windom, Winslow, Wood, Woodruff, Wood- 
son, and Wright. 


The Speaker resumed the chair, and Mr. 
Evueriper reported that the Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union had, according 


I withdraw my 


to order, had the Union generally under consid- 
eration, and particularly the legislative appro- 
priation bill; and, finding itself without a quorum, 
had caused the roll to be called, and had directed 
him to report the names of the absentees to the 
House. 

Mr. BRANCH moved that the House do now 
adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to, 

Thereupon (at three o’clock, p. m.) the House 
adjourned until Monday next. 


IN SENATE. 
Saturday, January 5, 1861. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Dr. GurLEY. 

The Journal of Thursday last was read and 
approved. 

Several messages, in writing, were reccived from 
the President of the United States, by Mr. A. J. 
GLossBRENNER, his Secretary 

HOUSE BILL REFERRED. 

Mr. HUNTER. There is an appropriation 
bill on the table, which I should like to have re- 
ferred. I ask, by general consent, that it be read 
a first and second time, and referred. 

The bill (H. R. No. 865) making appropriations 
for the current and contingent expenses of the 
Indian department and for fulfilling treaty stip- 
wations with various Indian tribes for the year 
ending June 30, 1862, was read a first and second 
time, by its tide, and referred to the Committee 
on Finance. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr. THOMSON presented the procecdings of 
a State mass convention of citizens of New Jer- 
sey, held at Trenton on Tuesday, the 11th of De- 
cember, 1860, to consider the condition of national 
affairs; which were referred to the select commit- 
tee appointed under the resolution of the Senate 
of the 18th of December, 1860, to take into con- 


| sideration such portions of the President’s mes- 


sage as relate to the present disturbed condition 
of the country. 

Mr. LATHAM presented the petition of Eliza- 
beth C, Willett, daughter of the late Joshua Shaw, 
praying the payment of the balance of an appro- 
priation made to compensate her father for the 
invention of the percussion cap and lock for small 
arms, and the wafer primer for cannon; which 
was referred to the Committee on Military Affairs 
and Militia, 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Tennessee, presented the 
petition of Ellen Morris, widow of Lewis R. Mor- 
vis, an officer in the revolutionary war, praying a 
pension; which was referred to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

Mr. SLIDELL presented the petition of Clem- 
entine Lamotte, widow of Jacques Folse, and of 
Valentine Robicho, praying the confirmation of 
her title to certain land in Louisiana; which was 
referred to the Committee on Private Land Claims. 

Mr. SLIDELL presented additional papers in 
the case of Charles H. Hyde, praying the reim- 
bursement of expenses incurred in deepening the 
channel of the Southwest Pass of the Mississippi 
river, under a contract with the United States; 
which were referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce. 

Mr. SUMNER presented the petition of Moses 
H. Gale, asking an amendment to the Constitu- 
tion of the United States, recognizing the exist- 
ence of God; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on the Judiciary. 

Mr.SEWARD. Mr. President, I have been 


requested to presenta memorial, signed by a large 


| number of residents of the United States, natu- 


ralized citizens, formerly German emigrants, con- 
slituting a religious community, concerning the 
present danger of a dissolution of the Union, sub- 
mitting their views on the subject, and asking for 
their consideration by Congress. I donot know 
that there is any appropriate committee to refer 
itto. The communication states that they bave 
received a special revelation on the subject of the 
difficulties that are attending the Government, 
and desire, on their part, that it be read. I sub- 
mit their wish, that it may be read to the Senate, 
leaving it to the Senate, of course, to decide, as 
they do with allothersuch communications. My 
motion will be, that the communication lie on the 
table. 
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The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator 
desire the reading of the memorial? 

Mr. SEWARD. If the Senate desire to hear it. 

_Mr. HUNTER. Itis not common to read pe- 
titions. I do not think it would be wise to hear 
this more than any other. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. If no motion be 
made that it be read, it will lie on the table. 

Mr. SEWARD. I present a very brief and 
very terse and very pregnant petition, which is, 
that “the undersigned, citizens of New York, 
respectfully request your honorable bodies to aid 
the People’s Pacific Railroad Company by a lib- 
eral donation of the public lands.” I move that it 
lie on the table. 

The motion was agreed to. 


FORTIFICATIONS IN THE SOUTH. 


` Mr. MASON submitted the following resolu- 
tion, and asked for its present consideration: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of War be directed to com- 
municate to the Senate copies of all orders issued from that 
Department, or from the Commander-in-Chiet ofthe Army, 
to the officers in command ofthe fortifications of the United 
States in the State of South Carolina, since the Ist day of 
November last; and that he also communicate to the Sen- 
ate copies of any military plans or recommendations of the 
Commander-in-Chief of the Army, or of any officer thereof, 
to the War Department, touching the military occupation 
by increased force or otherwise, of the forts or arsenals of 
the United States in the State of Virginia, or in any of the 
States bordering on the Atlantic or Gulf of Mexico south 
of Virginia, in the District of Columbia, or the navy-yard 
at Pensacola; and that he inform the Senate whether any 
such plans or recommendations have been adopted at his 
Department, and what orders, if any, have been issued 
pursuant thereto. 


Mr. WILSON objected to the consideratign of 
the resolution; and it lics over, under the sfle. 


ASSOCIATED PRESS. 


Mr. SLIDELL. Some ten or twelve days 
since, I offered a resolution that the reporters of 
the associated press, or any reporter connected 
with it, should be expelled from the gallery of 
the Senate. The reason for presenting that res- 
olution has already been given to the Senate. A 
dispatch, purporting to come from the associated 
press, appeared in the papers of the city of New 
Orleans on the 18th of December. In the New 
Orleans Crescent of the 18th of December, under 
the general head of “ dispatches to the associated 
press,” appeared this article: 

* Proceedings in the House. 

Wasurineton, December 17.—{u the House, a motion 
recommending the repeal of all State laws that conflict 
with the Constitution and the laws of Congress passed by 
a vote of 51 against 14, 

“Mr. JOHN COCHRANE, of New York, presented a reso- 
lution,” &c. 

* Proceedings in the Senate. 

‘In the Senate, Mr. CLark’s resolution of inquiry con- 
cerning Forts Moultrie and Sumter and the Charleston 
arsenal was laid over. 

“ Senator Frrenu, of Indiana, is said to be preparing a 
speech, in which he will strongly urge coercion.” 

Which surprised the Senator, no doubt, very 
much when he heard it. 

“Senator SLIDELL, of Louisiana, ”— 

There can be no mistake; it is not a misprint, 
oranything of that sort— 

“Tn his speech to-day, Senator SLIDELL, of Louisiana, 
ebarged President Buchanan with imbecility, imputing to 
him the cause of the present troubles, and the authorship 
of the present crisis.”? 

On the evefing of the same day in which this 
news appeared in the New Orleans papers, I re- 
ceived a telegraphic dispatch, informing me of 
the fact, and asking me if it was true, and if any 
correction were necessary. I called the attention 
of the Senate to this matter the nextday, and then 
said that if an explanation were not given to me, 
I should treat the matter as a question of privi- 
lege, and ask that the reporter or reporters of the 
associated press should be expelled from the gal- 
lery. This movement on my part produced a call 
from the chief agent of the associated press here, 
a gentleman by the name of Gobright, who, I am 
told, enjoys a fair reputation here, and is spoken 
of favorably by gentlemen who say they know 
him well. Itis not at all necessary for my pur- 

ose, to impeach the character or the integrity of 
Mr. Gobright. The associated press is a close 
corporation, no doubt receiving sufficient remu- 
neration from the public for the information that 


it conveys. I am willing to say that I believe Mr. | 


Gobright, himself, did not originate this menda- 
cious dispatch; but he hasit entirely in his power 


to ascertain by whom it was sent, and by whem |! 


it was received. He has declined to furnish that 
information; and thus, I think, has made himself 
personally responsible for the act itself. 

Now, sir, I further complain of Mr. Gobright 
that he has behaved himself disingenuously in 
this matter. He expressed, when he came to me, 
great regret at the occurrence of a circumstance 
so unpleasant, and stated that he would do every- 
thing in his power to correct it. Mr. Gobright 
has made no such effort. Mr. Gobright has not 
thought proper to write to New York to call upon 
the agent of the press there—whio, he says, for- 
warded this fraudulent dispatch—and obtain the 
name of the individual by whom. this fraud was 
committed. I should have been entircly satisfied 
if the immediate agent in the fraud had been dis- 
missed from the service of the company; but the 
company, or association, stands upon its rights 
and its dignity—it makes no explanation and no 
apology. 

_ My colleague also found himself in a similar 
situation, some time since, very grossly misrepre- 
sented. And this is not a mere freak of the press, 
Mr. President; it was intended to effectan object. 
The day when this dispatch was published in the 
newspapers, primary mcctings were held in New 
Orleans for the purpose of nominating candidates 
for the convention of our State, which is to meet 
on the 23d day of January. That dispatch, E 
think, failed to effect the purpose for which it 
was sent. It was undoubtedly intended to injure 
me, and all those who, with me, have thought 
favorably of the administration of Mr. Buch- 
anan. : 

Now, Mr. President, to me and to my colleague 
it is a matter of great indifference, or will be ina 
very few days, what the associated press may 
say of our course in the Senate of the United 
States. We shall have other and higher duties 
to perform, perhaps upon some other theater; at 
least, we think so. At any rate, my course to- 
day is dictated by no selfish purpose at all. The 
reporter here of the associated press, or the offi- 
cial agent of that press, is contumacious. They 
have asserted a gross falsehood, and have made 
no attempt to correct it. It may be said, how- 
ever, that they did make such an attempt. Let 
us see what it was. As I said before, onthe 18th 
of December this notice appeared inall the papers 
of New Orleans. On the 2ist of December there 
appeared in the papers of New Orleans, the fol- 
lowing attempted contradiction of this slander: 

t WASHINGTON, December 20.—Senate.—tIn the Senate 
to-day, Mr. SLIDELL denied having charged President 
Buchanan with imbecility and the authorsbip of the present 
crisis, as reported by the correspondent of the New York 
Times, adding that he never felt such a sentiment.” 

Now, sir, the statement that I made to the Sen- 
ate was on the day after the dispatch was pub- 
lished—on the 19th. I am asserted to have made 
this declaration on the 20th. It is not denied. 
The false assertion that I had made a speech on 
the floor of the Senate is not denied. No notice 
is taken of this false dispatch purporting to ema- 
nate from the associated press; but the attempt is 
made to fix it on the correspondent of the Times, 
although no such article ever appeared in the 
Times. I only repeat, that I feel no personal in- 
terest in this matter; the Senate may take such 
action on it as they think proper, such as they 
think due to their own dignity and to the pres- 
ervation of some degree of veracity in the reports 
of the proceedings of the Senate. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from 
Louisiana moves to take up the resolution in rela- 
tion to the exclusion of the reporters of the asso- 
ciated press from the reporters’ gallery. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Secretary will 
read the resolution. 

The Secretery read it, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Vice President be requested to ex- 
clude from the reporters’ gallery of the Senate any reporter 


or reporters who may be employed, either partially or ex- 
clusively, by any agent or agents of the associated press. 


Mr. WILSON. Is the question on the adop- 
tion of that resolution ? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. That is the ques- 
tion, 

Mr. WILSON. I do not rise for the purpose 
of vindicating the reporters of the associated 

ress, or the reporters of any character here; but 
Fido not sec that it is proved that the reporters 


of the associated press here in Washington, here | 


in. the gallery of the Senate; or in: the: House of 
Represen latives, are responsible for this dispatch; 
and, 


until it be proved that. these reporters sent 


this dispatch, I do not think the Senate. of the 
United States ought to adopt this resolution: If 
itis the purpose to press this matter, I think: it 
due to the Senate that the should make: the 


i proper investigation. Itis said.that-this dispatch 


was sent from the city of New York, If that be 

80, ìt cannot have originated with the reporters 
of the associated press here. Where the persons 

who manage the associated press in the city of 

New York obtained this information, Lknow not. 

Certainly the Senator from Louisiana made no 
such declarations on this foor as were imputed to 
him. Whoever sent that dispatch as to those re- 
marks having been made here, ‘certainly must 
have manufactured it. F think I saw about that 
same time in a press of this city, or in a press of 
New York—I do not recollect which, but [ think 
of this city—that the Senator from Louisina had 
expressed, notin the Senate, but somewhere else, 
probably in private conversation, some: remarks 
of that character. The probabilities are that that 
publication must have been the foundation of this 
dispatch. 2 

Now, sir, we all. know that reporters often do 
injustice to all of us, either by omission or com- 
mission; we all know that newspapers do the 
same thing; but I think it wiser in public men to 
let the reporters of the newspapers, whether of 
the associated press or any other, exercise their 
freedom. Let them say what they please. In 
regard to myself, they have exercised that right 
for many years, and I have often thoughtunjustly; 
but I think it better to bear it, to go along and 
live these things down if we can; and I do not 
think we ought to adopt this resolution. I think 
we had better let the matter pass over. The Sen- 
ator from Louisiana has vindicated himself here; 
indeed, he needed no vindication here, for we all 
know he made no such declaration; but I think 
we had better not press this question or take this 
action. Before we pass such a resolution, I think 
it due to the reporters of the associated press here 
in the galleries that the matter should be investi- 
gated, and that they should not be punished for 
what it does not appear they are responsible for. 

Mr. ANTHONY. Mr. President, I think that 
the honorable Senator from Louisiana is under a 
misapprehension as to the origin of this dispatch, 
I recollect seeing it, when it first appeared, in a 
New York paper. I do not remember in what 
paper I saw it; but I remember that it struck me 
as so singular, that I looked to seeif itcame under 
the head of the ‘* Associated Press,” the reports 
of which I think are generally very accurate. It 
did not. Itcame from some independent reporter, 
But a small portion of the telegraphing here is 
done b# the associated press; T think not more 
than one tenth of it. This dispatch came. from 
some other reporter than those of the associated 
press, toa New York paper. The agent of the 
New York associated press very probably thought 
it was authentic, and sent it to New Orleans; but 
we ought certainly not to punish a reporter. here 
for what another agent of the same company did 
in New York, if that was the origin of the dis- 
patch, as I think it was. I certainly think the 
subject ought to be investigated, and we ought to 
find out who is the guilty party. If any reporter 
here has manufactured a dispatch of that kind, I 
will vote for a resolution to expel him, for I think 
it would be due to the dignity of the Senate that 
such a resolution should pass; but I do not wish 
to see a number of innocent men in Washington 
punished for an offense committed by an entirely 
different rman in New York. 

Mr. SEWARD. Mr. President, as a matter 
of respect and courtesy to the honorable Senator 
from Louisiana, I should be half inclined to vote 
for the resolution if I thought I could see my way 
to a correction of the abuse of the telegraph from 
it. It has become an essential department of the 
Government—superseding the press at the capi- 
tal, and superseding private correspondence. But 
the resolution would seem to be vindictive in pun- 
ishing past abuse, and providing no adequate rem- 
edy against other abuse, which, perhaps, would 
be the only real justification we could have: for. 
passing it. My experience has been, that the re- 
porters of the associated press, on the whole, are 
much more careful and much more accurate than 
unknown and irresponsible reporters, or getar 
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sional reposters, who excite the country every 
morning with dispatches, some of which, I doubt 
not, are made here, and a great many, I believe, 
are made in the printing offices where they appear 
before the public. 

I-am willing to be generous to them; but I think 
I ought to be just, and vindicate my own wrongs 
in this department while redressing the wrongs of 
other Senators. Now, it so happens that I have 
been here a month in the city of Washington, 
and I have been honored with occasional notices 
in the telegrams from this city, and I scarcely re- 
member a single instance in which what was truth 
was told about me; but, on the other hand, every- 
thing that seemed to be said about me was just 
exactly the thing which was the most untrue of 
all others. Ido not know what share the asso- 
ciated press had in this; I never looked; but i 
have made up my mind that an institution which 
is regulated so badly that it will, in so important 
a department as this, mislead the public so much 
and so often, will be obliged in some way to cor- 
rect itself. I submit whether on the whole we 
had not better, after these exposures, by which 
the public will understand that everything the 
telegraph reports is to be taken with some grains 
of allowance, leave the matter, and sce whether | 
the telegraph will not make its own correction. | 
Therefore I shall not vote for the resolution. 

Mr. CAMERON. Mr. President, I am very 
much inclined to believe that there is something 
wropig in this system of telegraphing. F think 
there is not only fraud, but corruption, in con- 
nection with this associated press and its system 
of telegraphing. I have been reflecting on this 
subject for a good while, and I think it is about 
time for the Government to take charge of the 
telegraph. I know that, for myself, E can repeat 
a great deal of what has been said by the Senator 
from New York, and can safely say that scarcely | 
ever has there been a truth in regard to myself 
passed over the wires from Washington. Any- 
thing uncivil or untrue or unkind, that is said of | 
me, generally goes all over the country. A case | 
has come to my notice within the past week, where | 
a bad man used the telegraph for a bad purpose 
in connection with my name. Still, I believe that | 
the better way is to let this thing correct itself. 
The telegraph isa new system. H is avery short 
time since it was established, It is very recently 
that we have known anything about it, and after 
awhile, probably, those persons who have charge 
of it will sce the wrong they are doing to them- 
selves, as well as the wrong they are doing to 
others, and, | have no doubt, will correct it. 

As to this Mr. Gobright, | have entire confi- 
dence in his integrity. From the knowledge I 
have of him, l am sure he would do no wrong 
to any one. The error is, that there are too many 
people scattered all over the country, wh are not 
responsible to the head of the system, and who 
do this wrong. 

I feel inclined to vindicate the character of the 
Senate and to vote for this resolution; but perhaps 
we had better let it alone; and I think that the 
lesson they have received here now will do more 
good than the passage of the resolution. | 

Mr. SLIDELL. If itbe well understood that | 
the mendacity of the reporters of the associated 
press is so notorious, so patent throughont the 
country, that every Senator on this floor admits it, 

l have obtained everything that L wish. Letthat 
be understood. I withdraw my resolution. 


RAILROAD TO THE PACIFIC. 


Mr. GWIN. I move that the Senate proceed | 
to the considcration of the special order, being 
House bill No. TOL 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as 
in Committee of the Whole, prueceded to con- 
sider the bul (HL R. No. 701) to secure contracts, | 
and make provision for the safe, certain, and | 
more speedy transportation, by railroad, of mails, 
troops, munitions of way, military and navalstores, | 
between the Atlantic States and those of the Pa- | 
cific, and for other purpose. | 

Mr. SEWARD. Mr. President, from the day i 
when the Territories of California and New Mex- | 
ico were acquired by the United States, Ihave re- 
garded a connection of the Pacific coast with the | 
Atlantic, by a railroad, as the first, chiefest, and | 
best ofall the measures Í could support while re- | 
maining in the public service. Teretofore Ihave | 


| is apprehended 


aided this policy by consulting 


and conferring on !i 


committees, with all the wisdom I possessed, sub- 
jecting, always, my own views and preferences, 
at last, to the majority, when I could thereby, and 
not otherwise, reccive favorable reports. Some- 
times I have advocated such bills at some length, 
presenting, as well as I could, the greatarguments 
derived from the commercial, financial, and po- 
litical purposes of the enterprise. Atother times 
I have Jent what seemed to me more effective aid, 
by keeping silent and discouraging debate, in 
order that we might reach the opportunity of se- 
curing the favorable vote which was expected to 
crown our efforts. The same motive will induce 
me to be brief now, in the hope that, if my ex- 
ample shall be followed by other friends of the 
measure, we may speedily secure its adoption. 

A word, Mr. President, on the details of the 
bill. Ihave heretofore expressed the opinion that 
the most feasible, and the most natural, and the 
best route for a Pacific railroad is the more north- 
erly one, to connect Minnesota with the northern 
ports of the United States on the Pacific. {í am 
also on record as having entertained the opinion, 
which I do now entertain, that it would be more 
wise, financially, to construct one railroad than 
two or more. This bill does notconform to these 
views. It presents two routes, a northern and 
a southern route; and while the southern route 
is unobjectionable to me, the northern route is 
less northern than | would prefer. Lt will be pro- | 
posed, I understand, to amend the bill, by sub- 
stituting for its northern route that one which I 
would have preferred. I shall, under existing 
circumstances, not vote for the amendment. My 
reason is, that the bill, as so amended, } appre- 
hend, could not be passed, while I hope that the 
bill, in its present shape, can be passed. This 
reason, whether satisfactory or not, must be my 
justification to those sections of the country which 
would prefer, as I do, the route which is pro- 
posed to be substituted by amendment, | 

J vote for two railroads, instead of onc as I would 
have preferred, because Lam satisfied thatone can- 
not be passed; and [trust and believe that now, at 
last, two can. Any bill for the construction of a 
Pacific railroad must obtain the votes of the Sen- 
ate and of the House of Representatives. Itisa 
very hard thing, as we know by experience, to 


get the vote of cither House in favor of a Pacific 
railroad, and hitherto it has been impossible to 
get the vote of both. This bill has got the vote 
of the House of Representatives already. That 
is half; that is so much secured; and I am going 
for this bill because it is so much secured, and f 
do not propose to Jet it go back to the House 
again, for fear it may be lost. 

Whatever objections [ might otherwise have to 
this bill, whatever preferences for one in another 
form, I am going to supportitas it has come from 
the House of Representatives. 

In regard to the northern section I have to say, 
that if this bill shall go into effect,and a railroad 
be built between the parallels of 380 and 420, it 
will be quite casy to connect the towns on the 
upper Mississippi and the coasts of Lake Supe- 
rior with that route, which will give them a great | 
relief and benefit; and I pledge myself, so long 
as I have any connection with public affairs, to 
favor, in all possible ways, such connections. I 
shall be ready to-morrow, and every day after- 
wards, to vote for a third route, if it shall appear 
that the condition of the Treasury and of the 
country shall justify such a movement. 

Mr. President, I come more cheerfully now than 
ever before to the support of this great measure, 
I want it to pass; and E want it to pass to-day, 
if possible. The cvil of our Ume is sectionalism. 
The danger of our time is division of the Union 
by force of sectionalism. Every man appeals to 
every other man for a compromise of sectional 
dificuldes, and for the devising of some new bond 
of union to hold together these States, which it 
are in danger of falling apart for 
ever. While F have listened kindly, and shall į 
continue to listen respectfully and fraternally, to | 
every measure of that kind which is suggested, 


f 
i 


here is one for which I am prepared to vote at ; 
once. I want it to be known; I want it to be seen |! 
and read of all men here and elsewhere, that at ii 
the very day and hour when it was apprehended, 
by patriotic and wise men throughout the land, 
that this Union was falling into ruin, the Con- 
gress of the United States placed upon the statute- 


book for eternal record, an act appropriating 


$96,000,000, the largest appropriation ever made, 
to bind the Northeast and the Northwest, and the 
Southeast and the Southwest, and North and 
South, and Eastand West, by a physiéal, mate- 
rial bond of indissoluble union. Sir, it is r 
roads and canals and connections and facilities 
for communication, commerce, and affection, that 
bind together and assimilate discontented and ill- 
assorted communities. This is a great measure 
of conciliation, of pacification, of compromise, 
and of union. 

The bill commends itself to all the friends of 
the Union, upon the ground that it is exactly 
equaland just. It recognizes distinctly that which 
we are all required to recognize: that, owing to 
the peculiar conformation of the country and the 
habits of our people, there is one interest and 
civilization North, and another distinct interest 
and civilization South; that the competition, the 
rivalry, between them is what has brought upon 
the country apprehensions of disaster and disso- 
lution. This measure equally provides for favor- 
ing the progress and development of the northern 
civilization, and that of the South. It connects 
the ports and the citiesaraund the mouths of the 
Mississippi with the Pacific coast at San Diego, 
passing through eight hundred miles in Texas, 
of lands that are adapted to southern cultivation 
and southern production; and cight hundred miles 
more, through a similar region, brings the road to 
its termination on the western coast, 

I have listened to what southern men have 
asked. I have listened with a desire and willing- 
ness to he convinced that what they asked could 
be properly and safely granted; but for this prop- 
osition I require no consideration. Tam prepared 
to grat it at once, as their right, as their duc, as 
equal ald just, and as only an equivalent for what 
the bill proposes to give to the northern civiliza- 
tion which is to be promoted by the northern 
route, 

It is no idle and wasteful expenditure that we 
propose to make in passing this bill, There is 
no waste or sacrifice atall, We give for the pur- 
pose of sceuring the Union only money which 
will come back into the Treasury after a lapse of 
years, in profits abundant to reward the outlay. 
A wailed to the Pacific requires an expenditure 
of money or of credit; and there is no power, no 
authority, in this country to expend such money 
and credit but the Federal Government. There- 


he 
hii 


| fore, itis reasonable and right that the Federal 


Government shall do here what in other cases 
States and individuals would be expected to do. 
The outlay will be repaid abundantly.in postal 
returns and in the transportation of naval and 
military munitions and stores. 

The annualinterest can never exceed $4,800,000. 
That $4,800,000, though it seems startling as a 
large sum, will yet sink in apparent magnitude 
and become diminutive in our cstimation when 
we look forward to the period—fifieen years hence, 
perhaps—when the railroad will be completed. 
Weare apt to refer to the time of Mr. Adams, 
when the expenses of this Government were only 
$12,000,009; and then to look at the presentexpend- 
iture—sixty, ar seventy, or cighty million dollars 
annnally—and startatthe contrast. But, Mr. Pres- 
ident, it admits the increase of the country, of its 
population, of its commerce, of its wealth and 
power, has been in a proportion equal to the in- 
crease of its expenditures. We have only to just 


| remember that one, or at most two, more returns 


of the census are to come in before the account 
for constructing these railroads can be closed, and 
then the cost will relatively be moderate and rea- 
sonable. 

But it is not to be required of any road, canal, 
or channel of trade or commerce, tha,it repay 
the Government for the cost of its construction 
directly, if it shall produce indirectly adequate 
rewards distributed throughout the whole nation. 
That ig the nature of the enterprise before us. 
Just so far and so fast as you extend a railroad 
into the western wilderness, just so far and so fast 
society develops itself, spreads itself around, and 
even advances before the terminus of your rail- 
road. New States arise, and these are combined 
with the other States, and assume their share of 
the burdens and defense of the State, guaranty- 
ing the common liberty and promoting the com- 
mou welfare. With these two lines of railroad in 
operation, thus developing the resources as well 


| of the South as of the North, and opening and 
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establishing new fields of mining and culture north 
and south, on the Pacific coast, you will have 
given an impulse to the material prospertty and 
aggrandizement of the United States, surpassing 
all that has ever before been accomplished since 
the Government was formed. Practically, sir, 
this road will costnothing. Only bondsare to be 
issued for it, and those bonds payable at the ex- 
piration of thirty years. The wealth of the Uni- 
ted States will double in thirty years to come, as 
it has more than doubled in thirty years past; and 
that which was a debt when it was begun, will, 
in some sense, cease to be a burden at the time 
when it comes to be paid. The interest, itis sug- 
gested by my honorable friend from Maine 

Mr. FESSENDEN. Oh no; I made no sug- 
gestion. You overheard a remark in conversation. 

Mr. SEWARD. I overheard my honorable 
friend raising a very proper question, that interest 
will have to be paid in the mean time. The inter- 
est that is paid until the work is completed, is 
part of the cost; but then the services that road 
will render, when completed, to the Post Office, 
the naval and military departments, will be an 
equivalent for the interest as well as the principal, 
and I think we may compromise very well on that. 

I have one word to say more upon these sev- 
eral routes, I have said already that I thought 
the northern route fixed in the bill was too far 
south for financial purposes, and that I would pre- 
fer a more northern one; but I beg my honorable 
friends from the Northwestto remember that atthe 
present time there are found between a line drawn 
one hundred miles south of the parallel of 389, 
and a line drawn one hundred miles north of the 
parallel of 429, twenty out of thirty million inhabit- 
ants in the United States, while a railroad north of 
that line would subserve the convenience of a pop- 

` ulation now far less—I think not more, perhaps, 
than two million or one million anda half. They 
must be patient, then; they must wait and con- 
nect with this road; they must develop—Heaven 
knows that they are developing fast enough to-day 
to secure very soon the most auspicious progress 
and success. No part of the world has ever im- 
proved or developed itself faster than the region 
of country lying between Lake Superior and the 
Rocky Mountains, and around the Falls of St. 
Anthony. 

The southern route seems to me peculiarly ad- 
vantageous, because it will bring out into. full 
development the natural resources of the State of 
Texas, which, of itself, is sufficient to make an 
empire, while it will connect that empire indisso- 
lubly with the United States. I am asked as a 
northern man, Iam asked as a representative of 
New York, to vote a large sum of moncy to con- 
struct a railroad from the mouth of the Missis- 
sippi to the Pacific ocean, through the southern 
country, chiefly of Texas and California, It is 
the sum of $36,000,000. I vote itcheerfully. It 


is no more than the State of New York has done | 
under circumstances less exacting than these. į 


Forty years ago the State of New York commenced 
the construction of a canal to connect the lakes 
With tide-water, through her own territory, which 
was to be one link, a long and strong link, in the 
great chain of internal improvements across the 
continent. I have steadily supported that policy 
always, whenjt wasin favor and when it wasin dis- 
favor; and at last, this very year, it is completed, 
and the enlarged Eric canal, practically a navigable 
steamship canal, is completed at a cost of thirty- 


six million dollars, or thereabouts; and all ques- | 
tion as to every vote that had ever been cast for | 
itis atan end; and there is not a citizen of the | 
United States, there is not an intelligent man | 


throughout the world, who does not agree that 


the expenditure was the wisest and the best that i} ) ; i 
| House of Representatives with, I might say, mM- ; 


any State in this country has ever made. 
Sir, the consequences of such connections are 


a subject of philosophical examination. The || 
mouth of the Mississippi on our continent cor- || 
responds to the Delta of the Nile; and the town || 
of San Francisco, on the Pacific coast, is the Suez | 


Connect the Atlantic and the 
s the civilized nations of Eu- 


of this continent. 
Pacific by railroad, a 
rope are so slow 
lishing adequate ; 
the Nile, and through the Red Sea, to the Pacific 
ocean. That is a work that is to be completed 
on that condnent; and, when done, it will be a 
rival of our own. Ti will be an auxilary of our 
oun 


ly but steadily going on in estab- |; 
connection between the Delta of į; € 
i plete the work, is not known to man. I cannot |! 


Now, sir, if you will carry your recollection 
back to the period of the Ptolemys, and bring 
before you the condition of society in Europe 
and in Asia at that time, and imagine that there 
had been a ship canal or a railroad from Alexan- 
dria to Suez, thus connecting the east and the 
west of the Old World, I think you will find rea- 
sons for believing that the civilization once exist- 
ing in that region that would have been traversed 
by that route, would never have fallen; that it 
would have been a progressive civilization ever 
since, instead of an ephemeral one, rising and 
declining according to the tempers and passions 
of the belligerent nations of Europe and Asia. 

The railroad is already built from Alexandria 
to Suez. Itis a monopoly; but it is inadequate; 
and the great enterprise of the day is the open- 
ing of a canal through the desert, from Marietta, 
| on the Meditterranean, to Suez. When that- is 
done, which is the great desire of all European 
nations, and which has only been prevented from 
being done by the jealousies of England and 
France, and possibly Russia, then the civiliza- 
tion of that part of the world will be renewed 
effectually and established. That is precisely 
what I want to anticipate on this continent, while 
we are yet young and vigorous, and strong, and 
rich, and hopeful, and ambitious. 

Mr. President, this proposition in every way 
commendsitself toa people like those of the United 
States. Itis no hesitating work; itisa bold work. 
It is no sectional work; itis a national work. It 
is no narrow work; it is a work for the use of the 
whole world. When it is completed, you will 
have effected that without which you cannot hold 
this Union together. You are building up to-day, 
on the coast of the Pacific ocean, powers which 
must communicate with foreign nations, and 
through foreign commerce, and have foreign con- 
nections, or else they must connect with the East, 
and be American. You are building up on the 
coast of the Pacific ocean Asiatic powers instead 
of American powers, and you are turning your 
people, with their commerce, theirenterprise, their 
spirit, and their ambition, all over to follow in the 
crusade of England in China and in India, when, 
if you will only construct this road, complete this 
great work, you make the Pacific coast American, 
and you combine the energies of the East and of 
the West, extending the civilization of the world 
westward in its proper way, with American in- 
stitutions, Americans principles, American habits, 
American sentiments, and American interests, 
across the great continent of America, until you 
reach, on the other side, the shores of the Atlantic 
ocean, 

Mr. RICE. Mr. President, I have an amend- | 
ment to offer to this bill; but after having listened 
to the able, cloquent, and what appears to me ex- 
traordinary speech of the distinguished Senator 
from New York, I have no hopes that my amend- 
ment will meet with favor upon this floor. Ihave 
no hopes thatany amendment, howeverjust, how- | 
ever meritorious, that may be offered, will receive 
favorable notice here. 

The honorable Senator announces that, in his 
| opinion, the northern route is the best route; yet 
| he will sacrifice his preferences for that and vote 

for two southern routes. He thinks one road 
| preferable to two or more; yet he will vote for, 
| virtually, four routes; three commencing upon 
the western border of the southern States, and 
one branch commencing upon the western border į; 
and going through the southern part of our most | 
southern free State. 

Lam in favor of a Pacific railroad; and I have 
no fault to find with the details of this bill, with | 
the exception of the lines marked down; and in | 
that respect I do complain. The bill passed the 


decent haste. , 1t passed under the operation of 
the previous question, when no man favorable to | 
| the northern route was able to obtain the floor 
to express his views upon it; and here, again, I 
may be excused if I feel that we have cause to; 
complain. And, while lam in favor of a Pacific | 
| railroad, I cannot, ip justice to myself and to my 
' constituents, vote for it $160,000,000 at the outset. 
How many more millons will be required to com- | 


| consent to vote for it millions of acres of the | 
| public lands, and to tax the people of the North | 


| the Union. 


| to that extent. We, in my State, will have to 


i ; ma i 
| pay our share towards building these roads; and i| 
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we shall receive from them‘not only: no-benefity 
but a positive injury.: Immigration and capital 
will be diverted from Minnesota and “Wisconsin, 
and from the entire lake country; to: the lines: of 
these roads; and the commerce of the great: Jakes 
will, to a certain extent, be sacrificed. to: build-up 
interests that are inimical to theirs. © 205.2% 
The manner in which legislation has heretofore 
been conducted has been extremely unfortunate 
for us in the Northwest. The Government. is 
now paying millions of dollars for overland mail 
routes, all starting from southern States, and 
running to the Pacific—not to the center of the 
Pacific coast, but to the southern shore of our 
possessions there. Upontwo occasions the Sen- 
ate passed a bill giving us an overland mail route 
in the North, at a very small expense compared 
with the amount given to the southern route, but 
by some process inexplicable to me, those bills 
failed in the other branch of Congress. I find 
that there is an ability in some quarters to make 
combinations that prevent us from receiving our 
rights, while at the same time we are compelled 
to pay our share of the expenses. 
shall not detain the Senate long, for I presume 
it is a foregone conclusion, that this bill is to pass 
without amendment. I haveit from high author- 
ity. Whatstrikes meas remarkable in the speech 
of the Senator from New York is, that he sup- 
poses the passage of this bill will save the Union. 
ama Union man; I would sacrifice anything 
that any one could ask to save the Union; and if 
he has found the means of doing it, I shall be 
very much gratified. ‘The vencrable President of 
the United States, his able Cabinet, the Senate, 
the House of Representatives, the great men and 
the little men all over the country, the. sane and 
the insane, have been racking their brains for 
months past to find some way by which the 
could save this great and glorious Union; but all 
to no avail. Every proposition that has been 
brought forward, no matter from what source, 
has received little, if any favor. But the Senator 
from New York has at last discovered the philos- 
opher’s stone; he has found the spring of Jife, of 
which we used to read. He thinks that the 
Union can be saved if we give to the South two 
railroads to the Pacific ocean! Tam sorry that 
there are so few southern Senators in their seats, 
for I wish to call their attention to this wondrous 
proposition. I wish to learn from them if they 
are prepared to sacrifice for money the principles 
for which they have been fighting. If dollars 
and cents will redress their wrongs, | am prepared 
to vote the money—not only $36,000,000 but 
$100,000,000; but upon one condition. If that 
amount of money will remove their causes of 
complaint, quiet their consciences, and make them 


| satisfied, 1 will give it freely; but upon the con- 


dition that when they have got it they shall leave 
But, sir, I have misjudged the south- 
ern character very much, if they will make sac- 
rifices so great (if we are to believe what they 
have said) fora few millions of dollars.: 

Mr. LANE. For which they are to:be. taxed. 

Mr. RICE. Yes, for which they and we are 
to be taxed. I shall be very much pleased to 
have the correctness of that part of the Scnator’s 
speech tested; and I expect to have an opportu- 
nity to do so by having the yeas and nays on the 
amendment which I am about to offer. I move 
to strike out all after the enacting clause of the 
bill, and insert. 

Mr. POLK. Japprehend that the amendment 
proposed by the Senator from Minnesota is tan- 
tamount to a substitute for the House bill; and I 
ask if it would not be proper to amend the bill as 
it stands, first, before the substitute is presented 
to the Senate. If so, E wish to offer an amend- 


i ment to the first section of the biil. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Bieter in 


| the chair.) It willbe perfectly in order to move 
| to perfect the matter proposed to be stricken out, 


before the question is taken on the substitution. 

Mr. POLK. Dol understand the Chair to say 
that it is proper for me now to offer my amend- 
ment? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
proposes to amend the matter propo 
stricken out. ‘ 

Mr. POLK. Yes, sir. foes : 

The PRESIDING OFFICER... The amend- 
ment is in order; and the Secretary will read it. 

The Secretary read Mr. Porx’s amendraent, 


If the Senator 
sed. tobe 
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whichis, in the first section, seventh line, after the 
word ‘* Missouri,” to insert ‘‘at the mouth of the 


Kansas river; thence up the valley of the said | 


river to the vicinity of Fort Riley.” 

Mr. POLK. I willstate, Mr. President, briefly, 
in explanation of the amendment, that when it is 
adopted, the first section will read thus: 

Starting from two points: one on the western horder of 
the State of Missouri atthe mouth of the Kansas river, and 
thence up the valley of the said river to the vicinity of Fort 
Riley; and the other on the western border of Lowa. 

Fort Riley is an important military station in 
the western and central section of this country 
that belongs as yet to the United States. My 
amendment requires the road to run in the vicinity 
of that fort. One great object of the road, and I 


believe onè of the principal objects upon which | 


its constitutionality is defended, is, that it is to 
facilitate the transportation of troops and supplies 
for the United States. This, therefore, in an emi- 
nent degree, codperates in carrying out that ob- 
ject of the bill. 

In the next place, the United States have a mil- 
itary road now, I believe, extending from Fort 
Riley down into New Mexico; New Mexico be- 
ing alittle south, but a good deal west, of Fort 
Riley. This, therefore, codperates still further 
n facilitating the transportation of troops and sup- 
olies on the part of the United States. Bence: one 
of the great objects of such a measure is neces- 
sarily and directly secured by an amendment of 
this kind. 

If the road is to start from the western border 
of Missouri, at any point north of the Kansas 
river, it cannot be thirty miles shorter than it will 
be if it starts at the mouth of the Kansas, and pro- 
ceeds westwardly in the valley of the Kansas 
river as far as Fort Riley. It will then proceed, 
as it must afterwards, going west, so as to pass 
in the neighborhood of the Great Salt Lake, on 
what is known as the South Pass route. You 
therefore have but a very trifling and insignificant 
increase of the distance, probably no increase of 
expense, or certainly not in a greater proportion 
than the number of miles will be; and yet you 
accommodate the United States in the transport- 
ation of public supplies, 

Then, sir, by starting at the mouth of the Kan- 
sas, or near there, a connection is established with 
the Kansas branch of the Pacific railroad that is 
in progress of building in the State of Missouri, 
and is well nigh completed —so far completed that 
itis a certainty that the State of Missouri will 
very soon be able to finish that branch of its Pa- 
cific railroad to Kansas City. Mr, President, the 
State of Missouri was one of the first—perhaps 
the very first—to take steps that were earnest and 
were hopeful of success towards carrying railroad 
communication from the Mississippi river to the 
Pacific coast. Of her own means she has pros- 
ecuted that road, until she has got it now near the 
point of completion to the mouth of the Kansas 
river, Then, if this connection is made, another 
object is gained; and that is, that when the Kan- 
sas branch of the Pacific railroad is made to con- 
nect with this road, there is a connection directly 
through central [linois, central Indiana, central 
Ohio and, by means of the Pennsylvania Central 
road and by means of the Baltimore and Ohio 
road, first with this city, with Baltimore, with 
Philadelphia; and then, by the branches that con- 
nect laterally with all those great central stems 
of railroad, there is connection north and south 
in all the regions between the Mississippi river 
and the Atlantic sea-board. 

It does seem to me that no point could be se- 
lected, and no system of connections could be es- 
tablished, that would so entirely carry out that 
object of the bill, which is professed as one of its 
main objects, to accommodate the United States 
in the transportation of military supplies and mu- 
nitions of war, and also in its mail and postal fa- 
cilities. While that is so, it also accommodates 
as I have already said, the central States, and ac- 
commodates them so that there is necessarily easy 
connection between the central line and the States 
lying both south and north. It makes it, there- 
fore, a central railroad so far as this branch is con- 
nected. 

If, however, this road shall be started at a point 
materially north of that, then its connections, as 
you go east, will be such as will meet the same 
connections that are made with the fork of the 
road that is to start on the west boundary of the 


! State of lowa; and thus, in truth, so far as the 
national character of the work is concerned, it 


eastern commencement of it. 

I do not propose to detain the Senate with re- 
marks on this amendment. Any Senator who 
is familiar with the geography of the country, 
there will see, I think, that whatever may be his 
objections to the general tenor of the bill, this will 
improve it. I know the amendment will not re- 
move the objections of the Senator from Minne- 
sota; but that Senator himself, I think, will see 
that the amendment is one that would make the 
road better, if the billis to be passed and the road 
i is to be built as this bill intends it should be. 
i| Therefore, I think that whoever may object to the 
| 


bill as it stands, on the ground that the more 
northern of the two great routes provided for is 
not far enough north, must yet be satisfied that 
| the routes will be made better by this amend- 
; ment. 

Mr. GWIN. Mr. President, Iam in favor of 
this branch of the central route starting from the 
point indicated by the Senator from Missouri; 
} but the bill as it comes from the House of Rep- 
resentatives leaves that an entirely open question. 
I preferred that the bill should indicate the mouth 
of the Kansas as the starting point; but it has 
been left open in order that the best point may be 
selected—end I have no doubt that is the best one 
—on the western border of the State of Missouri. 
But, sir, I cannot conceive of anything that would 
be more dangerous than the amendment of this 
bill as it came to us from the House of Represent- 
atives, on an immaterial point as to where the 
road shall start on the western border of lowa or 
Missouri either; because either of those States 
| will be consulted, and their interest must be con- 
sulted in the eastern terminus. If it starts from 
the mouth of the Kansas, it will be very easy to 
connect it from St. Joseph; it isa very short con- 
nection; andthe State of Missouri and the parties 
interested in the route would, of course, start it, 
having the Government aid, from the furthest 
point, which isthe mouth of the Kansas. There- 
i fore, E do hope that the Serator from Missouri 
will not press his amendment, for it is almost re- 
duced to a certainty that, if the bill passes in its 
| present form, the railroad will be located at that 
i very point, because it will go in the neighborhood 

of St. Joseph, and there can be connected bene- 
| ficially, and at much less expense to the parties 
who are interested in. that point, than if private 
enterprise were to build it further north than the 
mouth of the Kansas. 

I hope the bill will not be amended as proposed 
by the Senator. Itis of such dangerous conse- 
quence to amend the bill at all unless on some 
vital point, as | conceive this is not, that I appeal 
to the friends of a Pacific railroad bill here not to 
i| vote in favor of this amendment. I have but a 
|| few words to add to what the Senator from New 
York said, so much better than I possibly could, 
this morning. It is impossible for us, in my judg- 
ment, toamend the bill as it came from the House 
l| without jeopardizing its passage during this Con- 
| gress. For myself, being in favor of only one 
| route, as he stated that he was, preferring the bill 
| to pass with provision for one route, I vote for 
this bill because { believe it is practicable not only 
to pass it throngh this body, but to build both 
routes. I shall, therefore, go against any amend- 
ment, and I hope every friend of a Pacific rail- 
road whose views are not entirely embodied in 
this bill will doaway with those objections which 
are not of vital consequence to his section, in 
order that we shall have the bill asit came from the 
i| House passed through the Senate; which will, to 
| a certainty, secure the building of both these 
roads. I will say to my friend from Minnesota 
| that when the time comes, be it,to-morrow or 
' next day, or any time while I am in the public 
service, } will stand by a separate bill to give him 
what he wants—a route from Lake Superior to 
| Puget Sound. I have always been in favor of 
every project that has been brought before the 
Senate, since I have been here, for mail communi- 
cation or railroad communication on that route. 
If this bill had come from the House of Repre- 
sentatives providing for that route, I should vote 
for it with greater pleasure than I do for the bill 


satisfaction in any section of the country. Ifmore 
H than one route js to be built, three would satisfy 


will be as though the road had hut one fork at the. 


with two routes, because it would create no dis- || bill became a law, I, at least, was in favor of an- 


all sections of the country. I appeal to him, and 
all those interested in his section of the country, 
not te jeopardize this bill by amending ity but 
rather trust to those who are ready and willing 
now to vote fora separate bill giving them pre- 
cisely what they want. I believe we can pass 
such a bill through both Houses of Congress. 

These remarks are intended to apply to all 
amendments to the bill. I hope we shall pass it 
without amendment. I do not intend to consume 
the time of the Senate in discussing this question, 
It is well known to all of us. We have had it 
under consideration for the last ten years. ANE 
have to say is, that I am opposed to the amend- 
ment of the Senator from Missouri, although I 
am in favor of the point named by him as the 
terminus. I am opposed to the amendment of my 
friend from Minnesota, because it will jeopardize 
the bill; but I will vote for a separate bill to-mor- 
row, or any day on which it may be brought for- 
ward, for the route which he has at heart; and E 
think it can be passed through the present Con- 
gress, 

Mr. RICE. I wish to do justice to the honor- 
able Senator from California. I believe he has, on 
all occasions, voted for measures that would pro- 
mote the interests of my section of the country; 
and I must say to him that, from past experience, 
Thave found ita losing business to part from good 
company; I therefore prefer going along with him 
on this biil, and connect the interests of my State 
with those of his. ` 

Mr. GREEN. Mr. President, this process of 
legislation is to me very extraordinary. When 
the Constitution was framed, and the legislative 
power divided into two branches—one called the 
Scnate, representing the States, and the other the 
House of Representatives, representing the peo- 
ple—it was intended that. each body should delib- 
erate and pass in review upon all questions con- 
nected with the subject-matter presented to them, 
whether by individual members of their own 
House, or by the other House. But now a new 
system is to be inaugurated, and the Senate is to 


| be muzzled, and its power is to be crippled, and 


its constitutional functions destroyed, by being 
told the other Fouse will not do this, and that we 
must not do what ourjudgment dictates, we must 
not exercise that power with which we are in- 
vested, because the other House will notagree to 
it. I will not submit to that kind of legislation. 
I will take the responsibility imposed on me by 
the Constitution, and I will dischares my func- 
tions and my whole duty, whether the other 
House fulfill theirs or not. 

When a measure comes up here proposing to 
take more than $100,000,000 out of the Treasury, 
and when we are sceking to throw it into the best 
possible shape to accommodate the people and 
the public interests, and we are told, ‘ Let it go 
wrong, let this money be wasted, because if we 
do not let it go this way it cannot go at all,” we 
are, in point of fact, nullifying the Constitution 
that made us a coordinate branch of the Legisla- 
ture, by pursuing such a course. We ought to 
discharge our duty as our judgments dictate, 

ĮI have heard it said sometimes,and I have heard 
it rebuked for being said, that if certain measures 
were passed the President would veto them, The 
rebuke always was this: Each department must 
discharge its own duty in its own way, and leave 
the others to meet the case justas itis presented to 
them.” But the Senator from California is at 
fault in another thing. He says that if we make 
this change now we defeat the whole bill. 

Mr. GWIN. Jeopardize it. 

Mr. GREEN. Jeopardize the whole bill; but 
yet he said before he closed that he had no doubt 
we could pass a separate bill proposing the same 
thing. 

Mr.GWIN. The Senator will permit me to 
correct him. 

Mr. GREEN. Certainly. 

Mr.GWIN. Isaid I had no doubt that a ma- 
jority of the Senateand House of Representatives 
were in favor of a northern route; that is to say, 
from Lake Superior. 

Mr. GREEN. _ Oh, po. 

Mr. GWIN. Yes, sir; from Lake Superior to 
Puget Sound. I may be mistaken in this opin- 
ion; but that is what I said. I said that if this 


other bill for that route. J donot know whether 


| it will pass or not; but I believe it will. 
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Mr. GREEN. [understood the Senator to say 
distinctly that he thought my colleague’s prop- 
osition right; and that if he had the original fram- 
ing of the bill, he would put it so; but that it 
would jeopardize the bill now to make any change; 
and yet, that he believed that if we passed this 
bill, we could then pass a supplemental bill con- 
taining the same amendment, which he now says 
would jeopardize the original bill. 

Mr.QWIN. The Senator is entirely mistaken 
as tu my views. When | made that remark, I 
referred to the amendment of the Senator from 
Minnesota, 

Mr. GREEN. I will take the correction; but 
the argument is as strong in the one case as the 
other. He appealed to the Senator from Min- 
nesota: “Do not make any amendment; it will 
jeopardize the bill if we put on that amendment. 
We can never get it through the House.”*> And 
yet, before he closed, he said to the Senator, “I 
have no doubt we can pass a supplemental bill 
giving you all you ask.” Now, if thatis so, let 
us put the amendment on, and let it be ratified by 
the action of the House. They will do it in the 
one way as readily asthe other. Jdo not believe 
the House will defeat the bill because we are 
seeking to perfect it. Weare not making radical 
changes. The proposition of my colleague is 
simply this: when you undertake to accommo- 
date the State of Missouri, let Missouri be con- 
sulted; and do not let a few strangers living in 
Massachusetts and New York have the power to 
make the location of a branch which is ostensibly 
thrown out asa tub to the whale to deceive the 
people of Missouri. Let Missouri locate it, and 
not the people of New York, Massachusetts, or 
other States, who, however honest and patriotic 
they may be, have interested motives conflicting 
with the interests of our locality. I shall, there- 
fore vote for the proposition of my colleague; but, 
at the same time, I want to announce to the Sen- 
ate that there is another amendment which ought 
to be proposed, and which, if nobody else pro- 
poses, I will, before the bill is perfected, giving 
any road, and every road, the right to form con- 
nections with this, to tap it. I want St. Joseph 
accommodated. I want the road from Burlington, 
Iowa, accommodated. I want all roads accom- 
modated. Without a provision like this, they can 
refuse connection, as I know they do in many 
States,and in many localities. The consequence 
is, that the cross roads are driven to the wall, and 
broken down, because these general, mammoth 
lines will not accommodate them in running time; 
nor will they permit a connection, but force a 
change of freight from one car to another, All 
that ought to be provided for, so that any road 
should have the privilege, at its own cost, of form- 
ing connections with this. Then St. Joseph could 


have its tap, and Burlington, Iowa, could have | 


its; and so could all the roads crossing from the 
Mississippi westward. That ought to be attend- 
ed to. 

I do not like other features of the bill; and I 
will name one difficulty. Certain individuals are 
picked out and presented to Congress as the re- 
cipients of this bounty; yet they are not to act 
until they obtain charters of incorporation from 
the localities through which the road is to pass. 
It will, therefore, be observed, that we are first 
dictating to Kansas and Nebraska, to Texas and 
California, who shall be the corporators. I deny 
to Congress the right to say to California, ‘‘ You 
shall make A, B, and C, corporators, and nobody 
else;’? and yet this bill puts it exactly in that 
shape. We name the persons who shall be incor- 
porated, and the bill says nobody else shall be 
admitted, except by the vote of a majority of 
them. Hence, they can put it as they please. Cal- 
ifornia does not have that discretionary act—the 
right to decide who may be the proper recipients 
of an act of incorporation. That ought to be 
avoided. 

There is another difficulty, which I will point 
out, Until the acts of incorporation in the sev- 
eral localities are obtained, the road cannot be 
made. Jt puts it in the power of Utah to defeat 
this central road at any moment she pleases, by 
refusing an act of incorporation. There is another 
difficulty, ‘The road that starts from Fort Smith 
to connect at Fort Belknap, or in that vicinity, 
passes through the Cherokee nation, through the 
Choctaw nation, and through the Chickasaw na- 


tion, Can these tribes of Indians give an act of | 


incorporation at all? By the frame of the bill, 

these men cannot act until the incorporation is 

had. As the line goes through a locality not or- 
ganized as a Territory, inhabited by Indians who 
have no political power as recognized by us, no 
act of incorporation can be passed, and hence 

that branch of the road is defeated forever; be- 
cause the Indians can refuse to sell; they can 
refuse territorial organization; and I doubt, if the 
Cherokee nation, the Chickasaw nation, and the 
Choctaw nation, should all agree to it, whether 
it would come up on the conditions of the bill; 
and if we intend to secure what is promised, we. 
ought to put itin a shape not liable to be defeated. 
These are difficulties on the face of the bill. They 
ought to be provided against. If Iowa is to be 
accommodated by a branch of this road, Iowa 
ought to have a voice in its selection.. If Missouri 
is to be benefited by a location of it, Missouri 
ought to be consulted in its location. If we are 
to provide means for the execution of this work, 
we ought to make it so effective that it never can 
be defeated; and not leave it in the power of 
Chickasaws, Choctaws, and Cherokees, and the 
Mormons, to defeat the whole enterprise any 

moment they please. 

Again, sir, the practical effect of the bill, as it 
now stands, will be to pay an enormous bonus 
to make a short branch of the road, which would 
be useful as far as it goes—a heavy profit and an 
immense fortune—and the through road fail for- 
ever, ‘hat will be the consequence until some 
subsequent legislation is had. As we foresee 
these things—and they are difficulties striking and 
paramount—can we not shape our legislation so 
as to avoid them? May we not take some effective 
steps which will prove, in the fature history of 
the country, that we have legislated as wise men, 
who intend to accomplish what we propose? 

Mr. WILSON. Mr. President, I think the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Mis- 
souri a just one, and shall therefore vote for it. I 
disagree entirely with this idea that we cannot 
make this bill what it ought to be, and then carry 
it through the House of Representatives. I do 
not think we shall want to amend it to any great 
extent, but I think we ought to make it as perfect 
as possible; an) I believe, with the disposition 
now in Congress, that we can carry through these 
Pacific railroads at this session. I shall vote for 
the amendment proposed by the Senator from 
Missouri, because I think we ought not to do 
anything that shall appear to strike a blow at St. 
Louis. In my opinion, fixing this starting point 
at the mouth of the Kansas river, connecting with 
the Pacific railway now extending from St. Louis, 
would be just and right; and I shall therefore vote | 
for the amendment. 

Mr. GWIN. As I have stated, we cannot 
command the vote of the Senator from Missouri, 


| who has just addressed the Senate, for any bill— 


or we cannot get the Senate to agree to such a bill 
as he.would vote for—and therefore I think it 
hopeless to attempt to reconcile his difficulties. 
What I said in regard to the amendment of the 
other Senator from Missouri [Mr. Poux] was 
this: that it was not of vital consequence that the 
measure should be thus amended; and it would 
jeopardize the passage of the bill, probably, if we 
amended it in that form, when it was not of vital 
consequence. It may not be, proper to refer to 
the action of the other House of Congress; but I 
am justified in stating that the very amendment 
now proposed was voted down there; and hence 
we have positive evidence of the fact that there is 
danger of thus amending the bill in the Senate, 
because the House has already indicated bya 
majority that they are not in favor of thatamend- | 
ment. ‘I therefore hope, Mr. President, when it 
is of such consequence to pass the bill as it came | 
from the House—and the bill, in my judgment, 
gives precisely what the Senator wants—that we | 
shall not jeopardize itin any way, or interrupt 
its immediate passage by amendments, 

Mr. FOOT. Mr. President, I shall vote for | 
the substitute which has just been offered by the | 


Senator from Minnesota. I regard that as more | 
fair, more equitable, more just to all sections of i 
the country, than the bill of the House. Iwill | 
say further, however, that if the substitute fails, | 
as at present advised I shall vote for the House 
bill. Lam now, as I always have been, in favor 


of a Pacific railroad. I have uniformly voted for 


bills for that purpose, in whatever form they have 


been presented to us. Iregard the connection of 
the Adantic and the Pacific coasts -by:direct raile 
way communication across our'own Territories; : 
as demanded alike by the interests of commerce, i 
by the necessities of our postal .intercommunica- : 
tion, and by the necessities of our national des. 
fense; and. above all, such a-connection would: 
furnish, in my judgment, a strong, and, T trust, 
an enduring and indissoluble bond of union -be- 
tween the Atlantic and Pacific sections ofthe 
country. i 

Entertaining these views, sir, Lam prepared, as 
I ever have been, to vote for almostany bill which > 
shall give us such.a connection, whether it pro- 
vide for one’road, or for two reads; or for three 
roads, and, as I trust, without a too pertinacious 
regard as to-any particular line or latitude of its 
location. I say, let us, at all events, have a rail- 
way connection between the valley of the Missis- 
sippi and the coast of the Pacific, somewhere, and 
within the limits of our own territories... While 
I prefer, and shall vote for, the. bill of the honor- 
able Senator from Minnesota, if that fails I-shall 
still vote for the original House bill. I prefer that 
to none at all, In my opinion, the question with 
us is between one of these bills and no bill at all. 
I repeat, the question with us is between one of 
these bills, as it stands, without amendment or 
modification in its details, and no bill at all for a 
Pacific railroad. 

I will say to the friends of a Pacific railroad, 
if we begin with propositions of amendment in 
respect to the details of the bill, whether in re- 
gard to the termini of the road, in respect to the 
line or lines of its direction, in respect to the 
amount of lands or the amount of bonds appro- 
priated, &c., there will be no reasonable limit 
to these propositions, and we shall run into an 
interminable debate, and the bill willbe sacrificed 
and lost, as it was two years ago; not because the 
House of Representatives may not concur in our 
amendments, but because we shall not terminate 
discussion here during the session. While there 
is an undoubted majority of the members of this 
body in favor of some bill for a Pacific railroad, 
it is not to be supposed that a majority, or even 
any six members of the body, would be found to 
agree that every provision, every minutia, every 
detail of any bili whatever that could be presented 
to us, was the best that could possibly be devised. 
We must yield something of our opinions and our 
preferences in regard to these minor questions of 
detail, for the sake of the great measure itself, or 

our bill is lost altogether. If we begin to amend 
in this particular, so that the bill in all respects 
shall conform to our own individual, personal 
opinions and preferences, there will be no end to 
amendments, but there will be an end to your bill. 

I repeat, then, again, that the question with us 
is, between one of these bills as it is, and nothing; 
or, in other words, whether we will take one of 
these bills as it is, or have no bill atall. Both of 
these bills, I believe, have been very well consid- 
ered; their provisions are plain and easily under- 
stood, and I doubt not, well understood by every- 
body who desires to understand them. The 
general question ofa Pacific railroad, as presented 
to us in bills at different times, and presented in 
various forms, has been debated at length here, 
at successive sessions for the last ten years. The 
whole subject, in all its variety of forms and plans, 
is well understood, I believe, by all of us, and by 
the country. I trust, then, that we may come to 
an early and a direct vote, first, upon the substi- 
tute offered by the Senator from Minnesota, and, 
if that fails, upon the original bill of the House, 
as it stands. Ifneither of these bills, in their pres - 
ent form, can command the vote of a majority of 
this body, I have nọ expectation and no hope, 
that any other bill, in any other form, can do so. 

In these suggestions, | address myself particu- 
larly to the friends of a Pacific railroad. The 
opponents of such a measure in any form what- 
ever, will, of course, if they please, avail them- 
selves of the ordinary means of legitimate and 
parliamentary tactics to defeat it. Of this we have 
no right to complain. But, sir, I trust, without 
offense, 1 may be allowed to express the hope 
that the friends of this important measure, will 
notdefeatit, either by proposing a series of amend-. 
ments, or what is worst of all, by debating it to 


ithe death, I promise them, at all events; that I 


will not set the example. - 
Mr. PUGH. Mr. President, Iam sorry that 
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the Senator from Vermont, following so closely 
upon the line indicated by the Senator from Cal- 
ifornia, gives us to understand that we musteither 
take this bill or be charged with defeating the 
whole project. I wish to vote for a reasonable and 
fair bill to aid in the construction of a Pacific 
railroad; but I cannot vote for this bill, especially 
uniess the amendment of the Senator from Mis- 
souri be adopted. Now,letussee. It is evident 
that the cities of St. Louis, Louisville, Cincinnati, 
Baltimore, and Philadelphia, are purposely left 
out of this bill, Iowa has her branch, and then 
it is left to the choice of particular individuals to 
locate the Missouri branch. If you locate it as 
the Senator from Missouri proposes, at the mouth 
of the Kansas river, you are in connection with 
the present line of railroads from the cities of Bal- 
timoreand Philadelphia westward across the coun- 
try. 

The Senator from California thinks the corpo- 
rators would make this as we desired; and that 
brings me to another and capital objection to the 
bill. It names certain individuals; and as the 
Senator from Missouri truly said, it gives to them 
alone any possible chance of ever constructing 
the read. They are named; they are to be incor- 
porated, and nobody else. If the State of Cali- 
fornia chooses to grant her act of incorporation 
to other parties, they cannot come in under this 
bill. ft must be these gentlemen. More than 
that: they are armed with authority to keep every- 
body else out. Listen: 

“And such persons as a majority of such grantees shall 
adinit as their associates.” 

It is not to open books of subscription, where 
every man can go, if he chooses, and subscribe 
stock, ‘These gentlemen are selected by name. 
They are to vote upon the admission or exclusion 
of everybody clse; and the Legislatures of the 
States and Territories must give them an act of 
incorporation, or there is no road. ‘That is the 
law. Here comes another proviso: 

“ Provided, That in any incorporation of themselves, or 
with others as stockholders or partners, to carry out the 
provisions of thia act, no person shall be permitted to sub- 
seribe stock to a greater amount than the cash value of his 
estate, to be determined by the parties herein named, by 
oath or otherwise.” 

So that, even if a man comes forward and offers 
to subscribe stock, itis purely at-their discretion 
to decide whether the cash value of his estate is 
sufficient for him to be allowed to hecome a stock- 
holder. Why, sir, the bill is full of it from be- 
ginning to end. You can scarcely turn_over a 
page in which you do not find that the Govern- 
ment proposes to give its money and its lands into 
the hands of particular individuals, and arm them 
with the power to coerce the legislation of the 
States and Territories; and, if that is the price of 
the Pacific railroad, the Pacific railroad may go. 

Well, sir, there are a great many other provis- 
ions here that I doubt our power to pass. We 
have gone on to declare what shall be the terms 
of certain acts of incorporation to be granted by 
the Legislatures of the States. This bill carries 
the railroad into the State of California and into 
the State of Texas; and my friend from Maine 
(Mr. Fessennen] suggests to me, in regard to that 


southern road, something which is a little aston- | 


ishing. That is to have two branches: one from 
the western border of Missouri, and one from the 
western border of Louisiana. Itis stipulated that 
they shall not come together east of the meridian 
of 979; but they may never come together tli they 
yeach the borders of California, and thus have two 
southern roads instead of one. 

Now, sir, that is preliminary to what I was 
about to say. Here isa bill which, as the Sen- 
ator from New York says, proposes to appropri- 
ate $96,000,000, the largest amount of money we 
have ever given for any purpose. It proposes to 
confer a principality in land. It has never been 
to any committee of the Senate. It is brought 
here from the House of Representatives, read 
twice, and now it is proposed to put it upon its 
passage; and when an amendment, that the Sen- 
ator from California himself acknowledges to be 
right, is proposed, we are to have it voted down, 
under the general declaration that we must take 
what the House give us, or there shall be nothing 
at all, 


the States of the Mississippi valley. 


T am anx- ! 


ious to give my vote for any measure which can 
honestly and fairly promote that; but I will not 
allow the interest of individuals to intrude into a | 
question as large as that. I will never hand over 
the Treasury of the United States, and the public 
domain of the United States,into the hands of 
particular persons who have the power to exclude 
everybody else. 

Now, this bill must be amended. It ought to 
be amended. I have pointed out two or three 
objectionable things which have occurred to me, 
and I doubt not, there are others. The way to 
pass the bill is, to refer it to a committee of this 
Senate, and have itexamined fairly and carefully. 
Then, if the House of Representatives are anxious 
for a bill, I take it for granted they will give the 
same fair consideration to our proposition, if we 
agree upon one, that we shall give to theirs; but 
I think, in its present shape, the bill is utterly de- 
fective, and as soon as the amendment of my 
friend from Missouri has been voted upon, I think 
the best thing the Senator from California cando 
is to commit his bill, either to the standing Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs, or, if he prefers it, to 
a select committee. | 

Mr. LATHAM. Mr. President, trusting that 
this bill would pass without discussion—suppos- 
ing that each Senator had made up his mind as 
to its merits—I was content to forego the present- 
ation of my own views upon the amendment 
resented by the Senator from Missouri, [Mr. 
Ponte] as well as all other questions relating to 
the bill, in hope that so vital a matter to my own 
constituents would immediately become a law. 
‘The evident spirit manifested not only by the 
Senator from Missouri, but also the remarks 
which have fallen from the Senator from Ohio, 
{Mr. Pueu,] as well as other Senators, compel 
me to not only reply to this amendment, but also 
to allude to the leading arguments in favor of this 
great measure. Objections which have been here- 
tofore urged, are again presented, and require a 
prompt refutation by the friends of the Pacific 
railroad. My friend from Ohio knows fall well 
that the great difficulty in past legislation on this 
subject has been, that the local interests of Sen- 
ators and Representatives have not been able to 
be overcome. This very amendment was offered 
in the House, and voted down by a very large 
vote. Etis utterly impossible to locate the term- 
inus of this or any other railroad contemplated, 
at a given point, without exciting great opposi- 
tion and general dissatisfaction. IL may be asked 
why this bill locates one pointof thesouthern road 
at Fort Smith. F answer, I do not know, unless 
it originated from the fact, that by starting one 
branch at Fort Smith, the southern company 
would be prevented from committing a fraud by 
blending the two roads where the States of Louis- 
iana and Arkansas join. I know of no other 
reason, and probably in this Tam taxing my in- 
genuity. But Iam sure that if even that was pre- 
sented as an amendment, to wit: the location of 
one branch at Fort Smith, [should oppose it, un- 
less for some such reason as the one E suppose 
actuated the special committee of the rouse. 

Having said this much in relation to the amend- 
ment proposed, L trust 1 will now be excused, in 
view of the great interest my constituency feel 
in this bill, ia adding a few thoughts to those al- 
ready delivered by the distinguished Senator from 
New York, (Mr. Sewarp.] 

Upon a previous occasion [stated to the Senate 
that the people of California, and, as I believe, the + 
people of the entire Pacific coast, were loyal to 


this Government in every respect. My friend 
from Mississippi [Mr. Davis] misunderstood me 
as saying that their allegiance depended upon the 
passage of this measure. Notso, however. I 
then said, as I explained to the Senate, that while 
the failure to give this railroad might weaken their 
attachment, yet it could not destroy their alle- 
giance. I know it reasonably may be doubted, 
whether, in the present distracted state of our 
country, this is a propitious moment for urging 
the construction of a raiiway to the Pacific ocean 
upon the consideration of Congress. It is hardly 
to be presumed that a subject on which it was 
impossible to unite the country in time of pro- 
found internal peace, should meet with better suc- 
cess now, when sectional parties have sprung up 
among us, threatening to subvert the Constitu- | 
tion itself, and to sever the fraternal compact which 

binds us together as a nation. Yet the very fact 


that we meet here daily as usual, to confer and con- 
sult with each other as to the best means of secur- 
ing the peace and happiness of the people, and of 
passing laws for theirgovernmentand general wel- 
fare, is encouraging to the patriot and statesman, 
as it carries with it the gratifying assurance that, 
in the midst of hostile fanaticism, the men in- 
trusted with the cares of State are not appalled, 
but quietly, calmly consider, with that dignity 
which befits their stations, those general topics 
affecting every class of society and every interest 
of our common and beloved country. 

Mr. President, this great republican Confed- 
eracy is yet bound together by other ties than 
mere political ones. We have yet other interests 
to subserve besides those of personal ambition, 
geographical predilections, local prejudices, or 
sectional bias. We are a great people, spread 
over a vast continent, having not only a thousand 
thoughts, feelings, aspirations, and hopes, in com- 
mon with one another, but having also a common 
language, a common history, and a common and 
indissoluble future destiny. We belong to each 
other, because we belong to ourselves, and because 
we could not be ourselves and be separated. It 
is our Union, for our mutual benefit, and without 
individual sacrifice, which bestows upon us the 
distinctive character of Americans—a name hith- 
erto cherished, honored and exalted throughout 
the civilized world, and which we would lose, 
and with it allits prestige, and all the hopes which 
mankind attach to it, were we, in fratricidal ha- 
tred, to commit a monstrous suicide, with our 
task but half done, our historical mission left un- 
finished, our power as yet undeveloped, in the 
full enjoyment of our youthful energies, and with, 
as yet, scarcely the consciousness of manhood, 
hopelessly and despondingly tottering to the 
grave. Thereisa classic proverb, Mr. President, 
those “ whom the gods love, die young;”’ but it 
docs not apply to nations. They have no life 
beyond the grave. Their rewards and punish- 
ments are of this world, and recorded in the his- 
tory of mankind. They are judged upon earth; 
and their example is a warning, or an incentive 
to emulation, to future peoples. And would it 
not be strange if, in the latter half of the nine- 
teenth century, when the disjected members of 
the nations of Europe pass through an heroic 
struggle for reunion, rivaling, in patriotic intens- 
ity and noble self-sacrifice, the most brilliant 
deeds recorded in classic history, we, the last born 
and most favored of civilization, enjoying the 
benefit of the lessons of all preceding ages, should 
madly rush into disruption and political annihi- 
lation? 

I still hope that the passions of the times will 
subside, and that the checks and balances fur- 
nished by the Constitution will prove equal to the 
preservation of all our institutions and laws, and 
that we shall rise from the present crisis in our 
national affairs, stronger, wiser, and more united 
thanever. Cherishing these hopes, and unshaken 
in my political faith, I, for one, shall continue to 
discharge my duty to my constituents and to the 
whole country, regardless of the terrorism of fac- 
tion and the hypothetical threats and menaces of 
men unduly excited by the apprehension of evils 
which it is still in our power to avert or to over- 
come, And what measure furnishes a more sugges- 
tivesubject for public discussion than thelong-pro- 
posed, much-discussed, and diversified schemes 
of a national railway, connecting our vast posses- 
sions on the Atlantic with our new empire on the 
Pacific ocean? What other measure is better cal- 
culated to increase the faith of the people in the 
permanency of our institutions? What stronger 
proof can we give to the civilized world of our 
determination to remain united than to fasten an 
iron girdle round our loins, which shall be both 
emblematic and indicative of our indissoluble 
union ? 

_All our railways are so many iron clamps which 
give solidity and strength to our Federal relations; 
but the Pacific railway will be more than that, It 
will be a solid arch, spanning our distant oceanic 
shores, upon which the whole fabric may rest as 
upon an iron foundation. The great artery of our 
internal commerce, the ‘ father of waters,” flows 
uninterruptedly from North to South, mocking 
the idea of separation; but the Eastand West are 
separated by mountains, and that separation must 
be annihilated by genius and labor, aided by the 
national sentiment. 
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Itis, in this point of view alone, an object of the 
greatest magnitude, inseparable from our national 
existence, and our progress as a world Power. 


We may enlarge on the commercial advantages | 


of such an iron artery; we may speak of the trade 
of Europe and Asia, of which such a railway will 
become the carrier; of the exchanges of the prod- 
ucts of our own soil, which it will facilitate; of 
the thousands and hundreds of thousands of acres 
of wild lands which it will bring into cultivation; 
of the vast mineral wealth which it will help to 
explore, all, all that; but the great, statesmanlike 
consideration, that which, in my humble opinion, 
outweighs all others, is, thatit is essential to our 
unification, to the reintegration of our vast na- 
tional domain, to the redemption of our great em- 
pire on the Pacific from its present colonial posi- 
tion. 

As long as we are separated from you by deserts 
and mountains, as long as the greater portion of 
our traveling people. in going to and returning 
from California and Oregon, have to traverse for- 
eign countries and seas, we lack that continuity 
of power and influence necessary to the full en- 
joyment of possession. And if this be true in 
time of peace, how would the case stand in time 
of war? Would the Pacific States, in case of such 
a calamity, not be obliged to rely mainly on their 
own resources for all immediate purposes of de- 
fense? Would not, in this case, California and 
Oregon, as far as concerns the General Govern- 
ment, be lost possessions? And would not the 


inability to rely for assistance on the General | 


Government destroy that national fecling and that 


. . > . : \ 
unity which, in time of danger, is the essence of 


patriotism ? 


We must preserve the continuity of our terri- | 


tory, if the same national sentiments, the same 
attachment to our Government, the samedevotion 
to our institutions, and the same fraternity of foel- 


ing shall pervade us all; and this union of feeling, ; 


of interest, of attachment to a common cause, can- 
not exist as long as we are separated from one 
another by distances to overcome which three 


times the number of days is required whieh it | 


takes to reach the continent of Europe. An ab- 
solute ruler, like the Empcror of Russia, may con- 
trol his subjects spreading from one continent to 
another; but a free Government like ours requires 
constant interchange of thought, and an actual 
commingling of the people, to perform its func- 
tions, and to fulfill its mission. 

The present condition of the Pacific States in 
regard to our Confederacy is abnormal, and so is 
the condition of the Atlantic States reciprocally. 
Our mutual attachment is traditional rather than 
actual; itis based on our common origin; but the 
children who are born and grow up on that coast 
may not cherish the same family Ues,and, in their 
comparative isolation, devote themselves to sep- 
arate interests. A second or third generation from 
us will be unwilling,as } heard a learned Senator 
say, ‘to come six thousand miles, through a for- 
eign country, to learn how to be governed.” 

It is to prevent this gradual alienation of senti- 
ment; this growing diversity of interests in State 
and national affairs; this impossibility of acting 
in concert in times of great national calamities, 
which, more than all other national considera- 
tions, ought to prompt Congress to accelerate, by 
all legal and constitutional means, the construc- 
tion of a railway to the Pacific. 

Looking upon this as sufficient to justify so 
great a national enterprise, Lam far from under- 
rating its military and commercial importance. 
There are still considerations necessarily involv- 
ing the questions of commerce, and the more urg- 
ing one of military defense, which peremptorily 
challenge the attention of legislators, and of the 
whole country. ZF , 

I have already said that in time of war with 
any considerable maritime Power, California, Or- 
egon, and Washington Territory, in their present 
condition, would be lost possessions; because, 


without direct communication with the main line | 


of defense no position can be held, against an 
enemy in force. Neither can we hope, in a war 
with a great maritime Power, that the isthmus 
routes will be kept open for the transportation 
of our troops and military stores; for though the 
Central American States might preserve their neu- 
trality, they would still be liable to capture on the 
way. ‘The communication with California by 
land, through our own territory is the only rel- 


‘| from its completion, and who does not look upon 


able means of reinforcing our military posts, and 
of rendering that Federal assistance to the Pa- 
cific States which they have a right to claim at 
our hands, and which we are bound to render 
them by the terms of the Federal compact. That 
this assistance would become necessary, cannot 
for a moment be doubted. The geographical po- 
sition of California, Oregon, and Washington 
Territory, but especially of California, invites 
aggression from anenemy. The continuity of the 
Atlantic States, the facility with which Federal 
troops or volunteers may be transported from one 
city to another, the dense rural population con- 
nected by railway with all those cities, renderany 
attempt to surprise, take, and hold any one of 
them, not only hopeless, but rash and dangerous 
tothe most powerfulinvader. Thisdoesnot hold of 
the golden State, separated from the center of our 
population and power, and stimulating, as she will 
ever do by her wealth and maritime advantages, 
the cupidity and envy of other nations. 
An isolated position may be held after it is 
taken by an invading force, when the latter is sup- 
“ported bya fleet sufficiently powerful to keep pos- 
session of the sea-ports. With our small nucleus 
of a Navy, with the few national ships we have 
in commission, and the constant rapid increase of 
European navies, our main reliance for the pro- 
tection of our territory must be the Army and 
the militia, and the facility with which these may 
be directed from any point that may be threatened ai 
to another, by means of steamboats and railroads. 
Destroy or diminish our means of internal com- 
munication, and there is not a harbor which may 
not be insulted, and no city on either coast which 
may not be sacked and burned. Our warlike pop- 
wation would be of little avail in the defense of 
our common country, if it had not the power 
of locomotion and concentration in considerable 
masses. But there is nota harbor or a city on | 
our whole coast as much exposed to a foreign 
Power as the city and harbor of San Francisco— 
no point from which an enemy’s fleet, after hav- 
ing once taken possession, could with greater dif- 
ficulty be dislodged. San Francisco is the capi- 
tal of western America, of the whole western por- 
tion of our continent, as New York is the capital 
and commercial emporium of the whole eastern 
shore; and its loss or destruction would be equal 
| to the fall of a kingdom. It would, with one fell 
j blow, rob us of our present supremacy on that 
ocean which is destined to become the largest car- 
rier of international exchanges,and whose waters |} 
will wash the shores of the mightiestempires. In | 
view of these dangers, to our already acquired | 


and for regarding a dela 
of awork which is so indispensable to our na- 
tional safety, as unwise and unpatriotic. 

Hence, the construction of the Pacific railway 
by indirect Government aid is not only justified 
by the clause of the Constitution which makes it 
the duty of Congress to provide for the ‘‘ national į 
defense;”’ but actually enjoined by every consid- 
eration of common prudence and publie duty. 
Agreeing, upon this point, entirely with the able 
arguments adduced, and clear exposition made |i 
upon several occasions, by Mississippi’s distin- | 
guished Senator, [Mr. Davis,] I may hope we 
shall not differ as to the best plan for securing the 
execution of the work. 

As to the commercial advantages which must 
result to the whole country from the construction 
of a railway to the Pacific, they have been dwelt 
upon and set forth with so much force by distin- 
guished members on the floor of both Houses of 
Congress, and by the press, that itis a work of 
supercrogation tocxpatiate upon them longer. Our 
whole country entertains but one opinion on the 
subject; and the commercial world shares that 
opinion with us. There is no thinking man who 
does not foresee a complete commercial revolution 


| it as inevitable. 

Having nothing to add in this respect, I can- 
not refrain from remarking that, as the civilized 
world expects us to build the road, all unneces- 
sary delay in the execution of the work will be 
charged to our want of capacity, to the lack of 
that conciliatory spirit which is indispensable to 
the accomplishment, by concurrent efforts, of any 
great design; and that the further postponement 
of that national task diminishes our standing 
| among the great Powers of the world. : 


i 


advantage, there is certainly just cause for alarm, |! 
in the commencement jj 


Mr. President; looking abroad we see’ the na- - 
tions of the old world gradually and‘unavoidably 
drifting intoa general struggle—a conflict of irrec- 
oncilable principles—which not only threaten ‘to 
upset the public law as it now. stands, “but the 
States themselves where it govemsit o 0 nA 

‘The cohesive attraction of nationality- ànd 
kindred is writing its protest in blood againstthe 
arbitrary distribution of lands and peoples: by 
hereditary Princes} and it is impossible’ for the 
publie law to be changed in'one of those countries 
without invalidating its force and “application in 
another. Happily for us, we have passed through 
that ordeal, and have shaped our public law in 
mutual accordance with reason and justice: 

While old empires are crumbling and new 
empires forming under controlling ideas, we may 
ourselves enjoy tranquillity and peace, if we have 
the wisdom, moderation, prudence, and strength 
necessary to maintain cur neutrality. Our coun- 
try becoming, meanwhile, the depository of vast 
stores of wealth, our ships the carriers of Europe 
and Asia as during the long wars of the first 
French revolution. 

But can we, without a railroad to connect’ the 
Atlantic with the Pacific, hope to derive all ‘the 
benefits which must naturally flow from so ad- 
vantageous a position? Assuredly not. The 
commercial circuit round the world will not be 
completed; free interchanges of commodities will 
be impeded, as long as there is noadequate transit 
from Europe to India, across the American con- 
tinent. In case of a general war, the European 
Powers would surely be interested in keeping that 
transit open to their products and merchandise; 
for the Mediterranean would become the great 
theater of maritime war,and the AUanticand Pa- 
cific oceans the only seas comparatively free from 
hostile cruisers. But itis not Europe alone which 
is changing her political map and her international 
law. sia is ina state of revolution, from the 
Black Sea to Japan, and it will require generations 
before that old stage of the world-drama called 
history, will again enjoy comparative rest. Itis 
not selfishness in us to profit by these events, any 
more than it is selfishness in a young and vigor- 
ous plant to thrive in the vegetable mold of pre- 
ceding organizations. And it seems to me to be 
the business of legislators to foresee events, and to 
shape their country’s course to derive the greatest 
advantages when they actually occur. Hence, I 
say, let us improve the position and the hour, to 
establish bonds of commerce, which, protected by 
civilization and wise laws, shall invite the stranger 
as well as protect the native, and which once es- 
tablished and enjoyed, will not easily be aban- 
doned for others, less secure or more difficult of 
accomplishment. 

But I have said there is no needof advocating 
the construction of a Pacific railway on account 
of its commercial importance; and my only object 
in this digression was but to show that time is 
pressing; that if we would derive all the advant- 
ages expected from the road, we must be “up 
and doing,” not pausing with our arms folded till 
events shall overtake us and find us unprepared 
for our mission. . 

We have a class of men in this country who 
believe that there is no need of meeting the future; 
that it is unwise to anticipate the growth of civ- 
ilization and commerce; that the road when actu- 
ally needed will be built by private enterprise, 
There are even those who believe that the road 
will never be remunerative, and that its cost will 
not be in proportion to the advantages which the 
whole country will derive from it. 

To all these it may be said that the advantages 
which the community derives froma railway, are 
not in proportion to the dividends paid on the 


| capital stock, nor to the rates its bonds and shares 


are quoted in the market; and that the very doubt 
which exists in the minds of speculators in regard 
to the remuneration of the enterprise in its incip- 
ient stages, is the reason why the Government 
should take it under its protecting wing, and aid 
it by such means as the Constitution may place 
at its disposal. ss, 

Congress cannot change the cupidity of specu~ 
lators; it cannot prevent capitalists from seeking 
tempting investments; butit can offerinducements 
to capitalists and speculators to engage in under- 
takings which would otherwise be neglected or 
entirely eschewed. Some of our own States, to 
encourage railroad enterprises, have subscriPed to 
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the capital stock; others have made loans or do- 
nations to private companies; while a few have 
themselves become part owners of the roads. 

A similar policy has been pursued in Europe, 
where the Governments, in some instances, have 
guarantied the payment of a certain rate of inter- 
est on the capital stock, on condition that the 
road, after a certain number of years, shall revert 
to the State. 

We are, fortunately, in many: respects richer 
than any European Government, and able to 
afford much substantial aid without increasing 
the charges of our Government or the burdens of 
the people. We have a vast domain whose value 
depends entirely on the use which we make of it, 
and of which we may dispose, with reasonable 
care and prudence, for the benefit of the whole 
country. 

Such aid, it is believed, would be amply sufi- 
cient to secure the building of the road; it remains 
for us only to determine the mode and measure 
of its application. ; 

This leads, naturally, to the consideration of 
the constitutionality of the measure—a_subject 
on which many representatives in both Houses, 
mostly from the southern States, entertain more or 
less conscientious scruples. I confess I entertain 
no doubt on the subject; not, I can assure Senators, 
because I have the honor to speak for one of the 
Pacific States which may be supposed to derive 
the greatest advantage, but because I think the 
Constitution enjoins the duly on us to provide for 
the ‘common defense’ and the ‘ general wel- 
fare.” Having shown, at the beginning of my“ 
remarks, that the construction of the Pacific rail- 
way is necessary to the efficiency and continuity 
of the Union, it follows to every lover of the 
country, and to every well-wisher to America and 
to freedom throughout the world, that whatever 
confirms and strengthens our Union is conducive 
to the general welfare. 

I believe it equally clear—if not from the few 
remarks I have made on the subject, from those 
able arguments which have been made in Con- 
gress—that the construction of the road is indis- 
pensable to our national defense, and as such, a 
proper subject for Federal legislation. And I 
maintain further, that, even under the head of 
“ commercial regulations,” the Federal Govern- 
ment ouglft to reserve to itself a certain control 
over the road, which it cannot do without con- 
tributing by some meansto its construction. The 
transportation of the mails, of troops and military 
stores, ought at no time, and at no place, to de- 
pend entirely on the kind of bargain which the 
Government may be able to drive with individ- 
uals or private companies, but to be regulated as 
far as possible hy the law, which should place 
the disbursements of the different departments of 
the Government, as far as practicable, beyond 
contingencies that may prove embarrassing to the 
Treasury. 

In the old States, the period for making such 
arrangements has passed, but in the new States | 
and 'Territorics they are still practicable—in the 
former, by means of concessions and legislative 
enactments of those States; in thelatter, by Federal 
legislation. Tam nota latitudinarian in the con- 
struction of the Constitution of the United States, 
but itis my firm conviction that the autharity for 
aiding in the construction of the Pacific railway, 
for the purpose of securing the transportation of 
the United States mails and of troops and military 
stores at all times, at certain fixed rates, may | 
be legitimately derived from almost any power 
granted to Congress by the Federal Constitution, 
especially from the duty imposed upon it to pro- 
vide for the United States mail service. The ful- 
fillment of that duty necessarily implies the choice 
of means and the mode and time of compensation, 
which may cither be in advance or on completion 
of the service; either in money or its equivalent 
in lands, as may be found most advantageous to 
the public. 

Tn treating of this subject, and especially at this 
time, it is agreeable, as well as wise, to reflect, 
Mr. President, that in the forming of our Federal | 
Constitution little or no attention was paid to the 
mode of acquiring new territory, either by pur- | 
chase or conquest, consequently no mention is | 


made as to the manner in which those Territories |! 


shall share the benefits of our Federal system, as 
well as the privilege of independent States. All 


our legislation on this subject has been ex neces- 


sitate rei. It is a casus omissus in the Federal Con- 
stitution; and. we must supply the deficiency as 
best we may, and ought, and can, fraternally. 
The right to annex territory seems to flow natar- 
ally from the war-making power. The power to 
make war implies the right of conquest, and the 
right of conquest necessarily implies the right of 
taking possession of and retaining the conquered 
territory. f 

But the territory thus conquered and retained, 
must, according to the genius of our institutions, 
be placed on the same footing asall other territory 
of the United States—the joint property of all the 
States. 

On this principle we have heretofore acted; 
and there is no good or sufficient reasons why we 
should departfromitnow. We are bound to pro- 
tect the new States and Territories thus founded 
from time to time; and we owe them a govern- 
ment. Asa principle of American statesmanship, 
we must endeavor to assimilate the new popula- 
tions as soon as possible to the population of the 
old States, which cannot be accomplished by the 
simple introduction of similar laws and political 
institutions; but requires also, as I have before 
stated, constant interchange of thought, and fre- 
quent contact with the people of the old States. 

Homogeneity is an element of political power; 
and similarity of thought and feeling are essen- 
tial to the harmonious action of our political sys- 
rtem. However rigorously the Federal Consti- 
tution may be construed in its application to the 
old States, the powers granted by it cannot but 
be invoked beneficially when their exercise tends 
to assimilate and harmonize the institutions and 
peoples of distant Territories. 

‘The new case which is presented by this rail- 
road bill, could not have been foreseen by the 
framers of the Constitution; and all our action in 
relation thereto, must be dictated by enlarged 
views rather than by the necessarily contracted 
form of abstractlaw. The meansemployed must 
be proportionate to the object; while all legisla- 
tion on the subject ought to be regarded as rather 
supplementary than immediately derived from the 
Federal compact. The old plea of a t dangerous 
precedent” and the “ invasion of established land- 
marks,” can have no application. For the case 
here presented is an isolated, exceptional one, so 
peculiarly specific in its nature, that there is no 
other part of the habitable globe which we may 
acquire and annex to which it could possibly find 
another application. 

T therefore repeat, it is my conviction that there 
is scarcely any power conferred on Congress by 
the Constitution, which could not be legitimately 
construed so as to justify Federal legislation in 
aid of so great a national enterprise. But, if lam 
mistaken in this view, and the ‘ constitutional- 
ity” of this bill admits of any doubt, then it is no 
small consolation to know that, in the ordinary 
course of human and natural events, it is not 
likely to be repeated, and that the immediate 
good of which it will be productive will not be 
counterbalanced by its misapplication to future 
cases, 

Thenext question is, how and in what manner 
shall Congress aid in the corstruction of a rail- 
way to the Pacific? 
this floor who believes that the work ought to be 
undertaken by the Government alone; and it is 
necdless, therefore, to combata proposition which, 
after the experience we have had in Government 
works, is not seriously entertained by any mem- 
ber of cither House. No Government can com- 
mand labor ascheap as private individuals; neither 
can it take the sameadvantage of the market. Be- 


istrator of property, and its responsibility cannot 
be fixed with the same degree of certainty as that 
of a private individual. 

lt is better for the Government, therefore, that 
a private company undertake the work, offering 
that company such inducements and encourage- 
ments,in the shape of conditional donations of 
lands and Government contracts for the trans- 
portation of the mails, of troops, and military 


| stores, as may be sufficient to insure its final 


completion. Such a mode of procedure avoids 
many constitutional objecuons, and is more prac- 
tical than any other plan which has yet been pro- 
posed. The present bill under consideration, re- 
ported by Mr. Curris, of lowa, chairman of the 


select committee of the House, has these provis- 


There is not a Senator on j 


sides, Government 1s not always the bestadmin- | 


ions; and l am ready to give itmy hearty support, 
without amendments, trusting to experience to 
provide such supplementary legislation ‘as may 
be found necessary. 

In time we can see where evils grow up, and 
correct them. I would here say to my friend 
from Ohio, [Mr. Puen,] that he could not draft 
a bill, with all his legal ability, which would not 
be found defective in some respect, before it had 
been in operation a year. We certainly do not 
part with all our power over the subject the mo- 
ment the bill passes. We have the right 

Mr. FESSENDEN. Will the Senator allow 
me to ask him a question? 

Mr. LATHAM. Certainly. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. As I understand, bills of 
this nature are in the character of acontract. The 
Senator says that we can have supplemental legis- 
lation, if we only pass the bill, by which to right 
all these things. Now, I ask him, as a lawyer, 
totell me—because that is a difficulty thatoperates 
upon my mind—what right shall we have to pass 
any bill hereafter affecting this in any degree 
whatever, after it has once gone into operation? 
We cannot touch rights that arise under it, as E 


| understand it, in any way, either in general or in 


detail. We can change nothing, as the bill stands 
now. If he will add to ita provision retaining 
the power in Congress to legislate hereafter as it 
may deem expedient, then it may be done; but I 
want to know how it can be done without some 
such provision. 

Mr. BRAGG. Ifthe Senator will allow me, I 
wish to make a suggestion in that connection. 
There is but one passage in the bill that refers to 
that subject, and that is: in case the corporation 
contemplated in the first part of the bill, fail to 
perform their work, and it is to be done by a sub- 
sequent corporation coming in their place, there 
is a provision that Congress may legislate as to 
this subsequent corporation, but not as to the’ 
first one. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. Iam speaking as the bill 
stands now. When the corporation named get 
possession under this bill, if it passes into an act, 
{want to know what possibility there is to touch 


itin any shape or form? 
Mr. BRAGG. I agree with the Senator en- 
tirely. I merely wished to state that there was 


only this one provision: that if the first corpora- 
tors named should fail to perform the work, and 
subsequent partes shonld do it, then Congress 
may legislate as to those subsequent parties. 

Mr. LATHAM. 1 understand the questions. 
My answer is simply this: So far as the giving 
of general privileges to the company, I suppose 
the Government will have pacer ead its inter- 
est; it will give to it vested rights which no sub- 
sequent legislation canchange. But I do not im- 
agine that we have not the power to make any 
subsequent legislation which may be required to 
correct such abuses as time may show, violating 
the spirit and intent of the bill. 

Why? In one section of the bill there is a pro- 
vision that the officers must report its condition 
annually to the President of the United States, 
which may show abuses that may require supple- 
mentary legislation. 

I do not apply this to the lands or credits given 
by the Government. I mercly speak of the man- 
agement of the company in securing the great end 
to be attained by the bill. 1f other Senaors say 
that there is no such security in the bill, E would 
certainly vote for such an amendment, no matter 
what might be the fate of the bill; because, with- 
out it, agreat door to fraud would be opened, and 
my constituency would, in the end, be great suf- 
ferers by a total failure of the work. 

But to proceed. I want to see Congress make 
such liberal offers of aid as shall induce respect- 
able capitalists, and not mere speculators by pro- 
fession, to take hold of the enterprise and to com- 
plete it without coming before Congress for addi- 
tional grants, which we might be obliged to vote 
for, if we would not lose what we may have ap- 
propriated in furtherance of the work. Fully as 
many frauds may be committed by giving public 
contracts to the lowest bidders, as by giving them 
to named corporators. In this project, where the 
main point to be secured is the performance of 
the work in a creditable manner, it would not 
seem, therefore, good policy to invite proposals; 
but the Government itself should select the most 
enterprising and responsible men, whose reputa- 
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tion would be ample security to make the fulfill- 
ment of the contract certain. 

I shall now consider a point which has given 
rise to endless discussions, and which is more 
likely to hamper the friends of this measure in 
their support of the present bill, (Mr. Curtts’s,) 
or any other bill relating to the same subject, than 
all the constitutional objections urged by its op- 
ponents. I mean the difficulty of selecting the 
proper starting point, and the proper direction of 
the road to the desired terminus. Various routes, 
indifferent latitudes, have been surveyed, or rather 
reconnoitered, each route having its own particu- 
lar partisans in and out of Congress. It would 
be a hopeless task to endeavor to unite all the 
friends and partisans of all thege routes on a par- 
ticular plan; but I believe the present bill before 
the Senate satisfies a larger majority of the friends 
of the measure than any other bill ever before 
Congress. Jam not the advocate of any partic- 
ular route or routes; neither am Í the partisan of 
a particular latitude. A great deal, perhaps more 
than is conducive to the success of the measure, 
has been said on this subject, without having 
produced much conviction, ora disposition on the 
part of either to yield their predilections. Neither 
rave we, I believe, sufficient data to come to a 
satisfactory conclusion on the subject; for much 
that has been said and written in regard to it is 
purely conjecture; for while the Government 
officers have done immense service in their ex- 
eae yet no actual mathematical survey has 

een had to enable us, or any one else, to determ- 
ine with absolute accuracy which ofall the routes 
proposed is cheapest, most direct, and the most 
advantageous. A reconnoisance is not a survey; 
and for this reason a wide margin must be left, as 
in the present bill, in the computation of the cost 
and the appropriations necessary to cover such a 
part of it, as to prevent a failure or the total aband- 
onment of the enterprise. 

Again: to suppose, as many real friends of this 
measure contend, that one route only ought to be 
selected, and thatthe whole of that route is alread 
sufficiently indicated by the explorations which 
have been made by order of the Government, ap- 
pears to me more than hazardous. Some years 
ago, when the Erie railroad was constructed, that 
road was thought capable of absorbing all the trav- 
el, and even superseding steamboats and canals, 
to the great lakes and Mississippi valley. Now, 
one and the same State, New York, furnishes 
two such roads—namcely, the Central, connecting 


with the Canada railways; and the Erie—while | 


Pennsylvania and Maryland have the Pennsyl- 
vanja Central and the Baltimore and Ohio rail- 
roads to perform the same office. For a time we 
may have but one railway to the Pacific; but as 
certain as the country will inevease in wealth and 
population, additional roads, branches, and con- 
nections, will be built to divide the traveland the 
forwarding of merchandise. It is only the be- 
ginning which is difficult, and which requires an 


outlay of capital disproportionate to the probable į 


immediate return; it is to start the work, and 
to complete it within a reasonable time, so as to 
meet the immediate exigencies of the country and 
of the civilized world, that the aid of Congress is 
now invoked, Although it may seem strange that, 
while we cannot agree on one route, this bill 
should propose two roads on different routes, yet, 
in my bumble judgment, we considerably increase 
the probability of having any road builtby making 
provisions for a northern and a soutliern route as 
the only means of satisfying the majority of Con- 
gress and of the people of the different sections of 
the country. Whether for good or insufficient 


reasous, conflicting opinions as to the best loca- | 
tion and the practicability of the route exist in | 


different sections of the country, which neither 
published reports nor arguments presented have 
been able to remove, and which, it seems, can only 
be reconciled by offering to each section a practical 
opportunity of testing the question by actual ex- 
periment. “This will remove ail doubt, all cause 
of complaint, all sectional jealousics and regrets, 
and, itis to be hoped, all sectional opposition. 
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No doubt exists in my mind, that in the course 


of time both roads, as provided for in the bill be- 
fore the Senate, will be built, and that they will 


materially add to the prosperity and power of the. 


whole Union. If we cannot divide the road, as 
seems impossible, between the North and the 
South, to the satisfaction of all parties, let each 
of them have a whole road, and let the result 
show which of the two is the most feasible, and 
on that account most likely to yield a return to 
its stockholders. There seems no other way to 
bring the difference on this point to a close, or of 
uniting a majority on any Pacific railway bill 
that may at any time be acted upon by Congress. 
In presenting this view, I am aware it may con- 
flict with the judgment of the Senator from Mis- 
sissippi, [Mr. Davis,] who has given to the coun- 
try the benefit of so much patient research and 
reflection. But even he employs language, in 
speaking of. the impracticability of the northern 
route, whose moderation is worthy of imitation. 
The honorable Senator says, in his speech before 
the Senate, in January, 1859: 

* In treating of this northern route, Y did not, as the Sen- 
ator seems to assume, declare that it was impracticable. 
On the other hand, [ stated that it was practicable—prac- 
ticable, but vastly expensive; expensive because of its 
tunnels; expensive because of the short curves so well 
described by the Senator from Iowa; expensive, also, be- 
cause of the heavy embankments which were to be made, 
and which, in the very brief period of these explorations, 
could not be accurately determined.?? 

Now, is it not possible that further explora- 
tions, for which sufficient time shall be granted, 
guided by the interest of the company named in 
the bill before the Senate, in section one, may, in 
some measure, modify the conclusions drawn 
from the results of this hurried exploration? 

Again: in the Secretary’s report, Captain Pope’s 
testimony in regard to the route of the thirty- 
second parallel is referred to in the following 
terms: 

“ From the report of Captain Pope, it would appear that 
the belt of fertile land which lies on ‘the west side of the 
Mississippi throughout its length extends on this route 
nearly to the head waters of the Colorado of Texas, in about 
longitude 102°—that is about three degrees further west 
than on the more northern routes. The evidence adduced 
in support of this opinion is not, however, conclusive.” 

I quote this language as not only showing the 
candor of the Senator from Mississippi, but that, 
even in his judgment, the explorations made (at 
least some of them) did not present sufficient data 
to be conclusive on the feasibility of the routes 


; explored. 


The language, also, of the different reports of 
the exploring officers made to the Secretary of 
War, (Mr. Davis,) is similarly guarded, such as 
befitted men of science to employ, considering 
theirlimited opportunities for observation, and the 
almost entire absence of actual scientific measure- 
ments. 

Though these reports and the report of the 
honorable Secretary of War may suffice to excite 
hopes, or to confirm predilections in favor of one 
or the other route, they would scarcely justify a 
company or companies in making an actual ex- 
penditure of money; and for this reason, the bill 
before us is very properly silent as to the selce- 


tion of a specific latitude, giving that privilege to | 


the companies, under certain named restrictions. 
It is not likely that any company, composed of 


practical business men, will commence building | 


either road before a scientific survey has been 
had—I mean an actual mathematical survey, with 
a proper measurement of distances, and a thor- 
ough examination of the ground at different sea- 
sons. And when thisis done, though the present 
bill provides for two roads, Ido not think any 
Senator need be afraid that more roads will be 
built than are likely to promise remunerative 
returns to the stockholders, and corresponding 


| advantages to the public. 


Again: those who have read the reports, witha 
view to ascertaining the feasibility of this road, will 
find great stress laid on the remunerative quality 
of the lands over which the read is to pass, and 
the great natural obstacles it is to encounter. 
IIaving, during the adjournment of Congress, 


crossed this continent twice myself, on differ 
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routes and at different seasons of the year, T will 
be pardoned for saying that, from actual obgervs. 
ation, I do not believe either of these objections 
tenable either against a northern orsouthern.route. 
It is doubtful, in the first place, whether, inthe 
present expanding condition of chemical and geo- 
logical sciences, any one’ can justly say, “"Ehis 
is, or forever will be, anirreclaimable wilderness, ”? 
The valleys of Arizonain July do notlook worth 
the recording fee; but in October] have seen them 
rich in verdure and in cereal growth. Whether 
a wilderness may be reclaimed, oris of value, de~ 
pends alone upon the climate, variation of sea- 
sons according to latitude, and the. character of 
the people who explore and occupy it. . A man 
born and bred in the fertile“ bottoms’? of the 
Mississippi, Missouri, or Ohio rivers, mighteven 
at this day traverse some of the most civilized 
parts of the world, and, but for the palaces, cities, 
and flourishing villages, pronounce the soil, in 
the language of the reports, “one. of sterility,” 
compared with the luxuriant growth of either of 
the above-named valleys; it may be, and yet sup- 
port millions of an industrious and highly-culti- 
vated people. 

According to history, so poor did the soil and 
climate of England appear to the Romans, that 
Julius Cæsar thought it not worth the expense of 
a Roman legion, and retired; yet, at this period,’ 
an acre of Jand near London will no doubt rent 
for more than the actual price of a hundred acres 
of land in the vicinity of the Eternal City. ‘The 
military reconnoisance of Julius Cesar and his 
officers did not discover coal, tin, or copper; 
though the Norman navigators who came after 
them acquired a pretty accurate knowledge of the 
metallic riche. of the island. The progress of 
chemistry furnishes a variety of fertilizers, which 
have made the waste fruitful and the meager soil 
abundant. How many thousand acres of land 
in both hemispheres have already been reclaimed 
by the applications of science! 

Again: it is said the land will not support a 
population, except by artificial irrigation, which 
1s ministering to it in extremis. To say nothing 
of the artesian wells so successfully used in my 
own State, I need only remind Senators that ca- 
nals are not only now used there for agricultural 
as wellas mining purposes, but have been in Mex- 
ico and Arizona from immemorial times. 

The plaifis of Lombardy, perhaps the most pro- 
ductive regions of all Europe, are irrigated to-day. 
So was, and so is, Egypt. Germany, from the 
stand-point of the Mississippi valley fertility, is, 
with the exception of the river bottoms along the 
Rhine, Danube, and Elba, an “ irreclaimable des- 
ert;” though, according to statistical accounts, it 
supports somewhere near forty-five million peo- 
ple. The province of Brandenburg, in Prussia, 
was fora long time a barren waste, and several 
attempts to render it habitable failed. When its 
cultivation was first undertaken by the hardy men 
of northern Europe, it was not even productive of 
anything like our thrifty and nutritious plants 
musquite and artemesia. Upon the plain where the 
magnificent city of Berlin stands, having not only 
some half million ‘people, but being the center 
of Germany and the capital of one of the great 
Powers of Europe, the sand is so fine and abund- 
ant that heavy penalties are imposed against 
bakers mixing it with their flour, With such his- 
torical examples before us, Mr. President, why 
should we despair of our western territory, and 
of the capacity of our vigorous and enterprising 
race to penctrate and to render it subservient to 
the genius of our people? 

The objections as to * mud lakes” and “ very 
deep snow”’ along some of the routes which may 
be selected under this bill, are also free from ter- 
ror. Who does not remember that the “ mud 
lake” described by Sallust, in which the legions 
of Varus found their graves in Germany, is now 
reclaimed by civilization; while the wood which 
proved so destructive tothe Roman general isnow, 
by careful fostering, preserved as valuable prop- 
erty? 
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-The argument “ of deep snow,” so much writ- 
ten about, is hardly worth a reply, as there is not 
a railroad in any of our northwestern States, cer- 
tainly not one in Canada, that does not, on the 
return of each winter, undergo as many trials 
from this. much-exaggerated cause as.would any 
of-the contemplated lines for the road; as itis 
equally true that there is scarcely a railway in 
Germany, none leading through the mountains of 
Styria, Switzerland, andthe Tyrol, which is not 
occasionally covered with snow to the depth of 
several feet, and which does not at times require 
embankments of snow to be thrown up to the 
height of eight or ten fect to allow a train to pass. 

The French marshal, Lacourbe, lost some ten 
thousand men on his march through the Tyrol 
by ravines and precipices; yct, over such roads, 
a railway is now constructed on which Austria, 
during the last Italian campaign, in three days, 
transported thirty thousand men, infantry, cav- 
alry, and artillery, with horses, ammunition, and 
cannon. If the Austrians, who are not the most 
enterprising people in the world, can wind a rail- 
way halfa dozen times round a steep and barren 
mountain, why should we, “who [as Mr. Web- 
ster observed in his letter to Chevalier Lulseman] 
cover so much more of the earth’s surface,” why 
should we be unable to do the same thing in Amer- 
ica? As the Sardinians undertake to tunnel the 
Alps, why should we stand aghast at the mere 
recital of obstacles which, after all, we may be 
so fortunate as not to encounter? . 

The objection also made to the northern route, 
as to its inutility in winter from the ‘extreme 
severity” of the climate, is not worthy of reply, 
except to remind Senators that it has not been 
many years since he who went from the extreme 
cast of our country, as it now is, to the valley of 
the Ohio or Mississippi, was supposed to offer 
himself as a martyr (to the inhospitable climate) 
in the advancing cause of our institutions. Cari- 
catures were published, representing a man in 
good condition, plump and fat, as the emigrant 
going from New England to Ohio, and a lean and 
gaunt-looking figure, shivering in rags and tat- 
ters, as the cmigrant returning from Ohio. The 
valley of the Mississippi itself was a wilderness 
guarded by phantoms of dire disease and diffi- 
cully. Fertility and barrenness are relative terms, 
and cannot, with the present means of fertiliza- 
tion, be applied in an absolute sense to any coun- 
try. 

The last consus of Russia shows a population 
of upwards of four million in the inhospitable 
regions of Siberia; and that a penal colony, gov- 
erned by military rule, and certainly not inviting 
population. Yet even Siberia will have her rail- 
roads before many years,as she now has her mil- 
itary roads connecting the Pacific ocean with St 
Petersburgh. 

In this connection, one striking fact certainly 
commands itself to our attention, as to the “f ex- 
treme severity ” alluded to above, to wit: that we 


have now asemi-wecekly “ pony expess,’”’ in other j 


words, an established northera route to the Pa- 
cific, on which, notwithstanding the slow progress 
of transportation as compared with steam, men 
and animals Jive and do well, showing conclu- 
sively that the physical conditions of that route 
are equal, at least, to any other advocated line. 

Wo must not forget, Mr. President, that when 
the northern portion of this continent was discov- 
ered, the whole of it was considered an inhospita- 
ble region, The very name, ‘ Canada,” is said to 
be derived from Spanish words signifying * where 
there is nothing.” It was, for a long time, con- 
sidered doubtful whether Europeans could live 
on this continent at all; Plymouth Rock, and even 
Virginia, oftentimes despaired of success. The 
explorers of those days were no more capable of 
forming a correct estimate of the value and ca- 
pacity of our present soil than we ourselves are 
now able to appreciate, at their fall value, the | 
power and maguificence of our western wilds one 
or two centuries hence. 

This whole continent, Mr. President, seems to 
be much younger than cither Asia, Africa, or 
Europe, and to have becn sct aside by Providence 
for the greatest and noblest experiment in social 
and political science. Atthe time ofits discovery 
the domestic animals necessary to man’s sucecss- 
ful cultivation of the soil, and to the assertion of 
his sway over inanimate nature, were wanting; as 
likewise the leading cereals which were to sustain 
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human life. What a poor country, indeed, this i 


must have appeared to the settlers; and how prov- 
idential for the development of the resources of 
this continent was the discovery of the precious 
metals buried in the gorges and river beds of the 
Sierras! These only attracted the cupidity ofthe 
early emigrants, for surely all our agricultural 
capacities were undeveloped to them. And yet 
it is only the analogy of received impressions, not 
the actual fact, which exists between the condi- 
tion of those regions and the conditions of our 
Atlantic coast at the time of its discovery by the 
Europeans. 

The poor and desolate looking lands occupied 
by the North American Indians were no proof 
of their unproductiveness, under the influence of 
industry and labor; and nothing can demonstrate 
the existence of an irreclaimable waste in the tem- 
perate zones but the actual failure of intelligent 
cultivators of the soil to obtain from it the neces- 
sary means of subsistence. I am fully satisfied 
that even now large portions of our western wilds 
will well compare in natural facilities with some 
of the most cherished portions of our country; and 
we may safely conclude that the time will come 
when few of our public lands, now pronounced 
barren and worthless, will be considered as ¢ irre- 
claimable.’? We, too, may have our Berlins, Mu- 
nichs, and St. Petersburghs—centers of civiliza- 
tion in the midst of former inhospitable regions, 
rendered valuable and productive by the hands of 
industry and the genius of labor; and that at no 
greatdistance! ‘Theevents ofcenturiesare crowded 
into decades, and the world itself is now moved 
by steam and electricity. 

I repeat, Mr, President, that there is nothing in 
the explorations of any ofthe proposed routes of 
the Pacific railway to warrantthe belief, and much 
less the conviction expressed as such, that any 
one of them is absolutely impracticable, though 
there may be reasons of distance and facility for 
giving the preference to one of them over others. 
Í, too, may have my preference, based on certain 
probabilities and experience; but in a matter of 
such grave importance, I think it the part of pru- 
dence to make a liberal allowance for an honest 
diversity of opizion, and a greater or Jess bias in 
favor of one of the other routes, prompted by local 
or geographical reasons, Self interest to our own 
immediate section of country will, more or Jess, 
conflict even with Roman devotion to patriotic 
duty; and we are bound, therefore, to take these 
and many other things—even the prejudices of 
men—into consideration, tosecure, if not the adop- 
tion of the wisest and best measures that can be 
suggested, at least the success of those which se- 
cure the greatest general good with the least indi- 
vidual sacrifice, real or imaginary. 

I am willing to meet all who differ with me in 
regard to the route to be selected in a spirit ofcon- 
cession; for I am the advocate of two routes, 
namely: a southern route south of the thirty- | 
fourth parallel, and a northern route north of that 
latitude, as named in the present bill, T wish to 
sce lands granted in aid of both of them; both to 
have the same facilities,in the shape of contracts 
with the Government for the transportation of the 
mail, troops, and military stores. I am notafraid 
that capitalists, 
in unprofitable enterprises; and still less am I dis- 
posed to believe that they will go to work blind- 
folded, without a proper investigation of the diff- 


North orSouth, willinvest money || 


other commodity produced by southern slave 
labor. If the fast increasing population of Kansas 
and Nebraska need one, the South cannot com- 
plain, and contractors will the more readily re- 
spond, when the choice is offered them between a 
northern and southern route, and no forced direc- 
tion is attempted to their enterprise. 

And now, Lask Senators, if the two routes be 
actually commenced, prosecuted, and conducted 
to their final-termination, would not the whole 
country gain by this double achievement? Would 
it not vastly add to our power asa nation? Would 
it not conSolidate our interests? Would it not 
vastly add to, would it not more than double, our 
means of national defense? Would the simulta- 
neous prosecution of two routes not excite the 
emulation of both? Would there not be an hon- 
est struggle between them as to which should 
first complete its task? And would there not 
also be some wholesome competition in regard to 
the faithful execution of the work? There are, 
indeed, many reasons which, independent of the 
difficulty of making Congress agree on one route, 
should induce us to vote for the two. The charge 
of monopoly could not aseasily be brought against 
two as against one; and the political power and 
influence, which some apprehend one such com- 
pany would be likely to wield, would certainly 
be more harmless when divided between, and 
exercised by, two of them. 

Mr. President, J have thus endeavored to an- 
swer all the objections urged against this great 
measure, and Have stated,as concisely as I could, 
my views in relation to it. I am guided by no 
other motive than an ardent desire to serve the 
constituency who have honored me, and to have 
the country also brought, in my judgment, so 
much nearer the fulfillment of its destiny. [have 
heretofore labored, and have now spoken, to rec- 
oncile conflicting opinions, as far as it could be 
done; and endeavored, above all things, to avoid 
the charge of sectionalism. I sincerely desire to 
remove, as faras possible, all sources of disagree- 
ment and discord on extrancous topics, in order 
that our view of the measure itsclf may not be ob- 
scured by political misgivings and doubts in re- 
gard to ourselves—doubts which can only lessen 
us in the eyes of the civilized world, and which, 
unfortunately for the prestige of our common coun- 
try, have, for some years past, palsied our legis- 
lation on all national subjects, and enervated our 
policy till we have scriously endangered—but not 
too late to return—that universal respect and ad- 
miration which greeted the birth of our nation, 
and cheered our earlier national exploits. 

Mr. POLK. The amendment that I have of- 
fered, Mr. President, is to a single point; and I 
have not, in anything that I have said, and I think 
l shall not, in anything I shall say, go into the 
general merits of this bill. I concur in very much 
that has been said by the Senator from Ohio. I 
wish to make one suggestion, however, before I go 
immediately into the merits of this amendment, 
and that is, it may turn out that this bill isa grand 
speculation; and if it is so, the bill proposes to 
put it into the hands of about forty gentlemen 
| sclected out of the thirty million of these United 
States; to give it all to them, and leave it to them, 
so that nobody else can come in, unless they are 
admitted by a vote of the majority of these forty. 

But, Mr. President, as I said, I think that, on 
the amendment I have offered, such considera- 


culties of the route, aud the probable remunerative | 
returns for the outlay of hard money, in the shape } 
of lands, fit for cultivation and settlement. l wish | 
to leave it to the companies named to select the | 
best and most productive routes, with a view to | 
the future development of the country, feeling | 
assured that this mode of procedure will not only | 
secure the building of the read, but also the adop- 


tion of the best and only route (if there is to be |i 
y H 


i 

t 

i 
but one) that can be selected. Money is neither | 
national nor sectional; it is, all the world over, a | 
neutral commodity. It goes wherever it finds the 
conditions most favorable to its employment, Irre- 
spective of patriotism, or love or hatred of any | 
sort. It hasno likes or dislikes beyond itselfyand | 
no law can permanently give ita direclion incon- | 
sistent with its interests. Hf the southern route | 


is the best, and promises the greatest remuncra- 
tive return, southern Senators may depend on it 
northern capitalists will be as ready to invest their | 
money, as they are now ready to trade and earn | 
commissions on cotton, sugar, coffee, rice, or any | 


tions as that are properly not in place exactly. 
! But it turns out now, that the ground of the ob- 
i jection to the amendment on the part of the Sen- 
ator from California who has last spoken, is 
necessarily removed by the admission he makes 
‘himself, that if this bill vests rights in a corpo- 
: ration of the kind indicated by the Senator from 
| Maine, (of which J think there can be no doubt 
i at all,) then he himself will vote for an amend- 
i ment that shall correct that abuse. Then, sir, 
| we are not, on the admission of the Senator from 
California, to take this bill just as it came from 
the House without amendment, on the ground 
| that we are to have that or nothing. 

i 

i 

H 


Again: the Senator from Caiifornia who first 
spoke on this subject admits, and not a Senator 
! who has spoken on the amendment has denied it, 
i that it is a proper amendment; that itis right in 
litself; that it is just to the country. 
| Mr. GWIN. I did not. 
| Mr. POLK. I said the Senator from California 
iwho first spoke admitted it; and then I said, no 
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Senator who has spoken on the subject has de- 
nied it. 

Mr. GWIN. Ifthe Senator will permit me, I 
said | was in favor of thatas the terminus. 


as Í said in my subsequent remarks, the question 
had been decided in the other House, and had 
been voted down, and therefore it would endan- 
ger the bill to insert the amendment in it, 

Mr, POLK. I do not see the difference betwixt 


admitting that the point of departure fixed in the | 


bill is the proper point, the one that the Sena- 
tor prefers, and saying that the amendment is a 
proper one. So far as that point is concerned, 
that is all that I have just said. Iam willing, 


however, to be corrected by the Senator, and if | 


the Senator from California who spoke last denied 
that the amendmentis a proper amendment, E am 
willing to be corrected in that regard. 

Mr, LATHAM. I neither admitted nor denied 
it. I simply said it was encumbcring the bill with 
an amendment upon which the other branch had 
passed its judgment; and therefore I deemed it 
entirely unnecessary to attempt to force it now 
on the bill, unless he could show that the failure 
to pass it would open the door to some great 
fraud that might be committed. That is what 
I said, and what I repeat. 

Mr. POLK. That is just what I said—that 
no Senator had taken the position of denying that 
the amendment was right in itself, and was cal- 
culated to advance the great objects of the bill. 
That is exactly what I said; and I think the re- 


marks that have just fallen from the Senator from | 


California justify that assertion on my part. 

Then, Mr. President, we come to this: that 
when au amendment is proposed to a bill in this 
Senate, a codrdinate branch of the national Legis- 
lature, we are not to vote for it, although we may 
believe it to be right and proper, and the very 
thing that the bill requires, because the bill will 
be lost by it; because the bill cannot pass in the 
House. 
allow myself to be controlled by a consideration 
ofthat sort. F hope that the Senate will do, and 
I intend as an individual, if } can, to do what is 
right, and let the responsibility of defeating the 
right fall on the other House, or wherever else it 
may belong. 

Now, sir, on this subject I wish to say—and I 
do not mean to say anything that is not pertinent 
to this particular amendment—that somebody has 
got to fix the terminus of this road by this bul, in 
the western border of the State of Missouri. By 
the bill itself, that power is vested in the corpo- 
rators. Now, there are forty of them, and six- 
teen of the forty are in the States of New York 
and Pennsylvania. 

Mr. BRAGG. Fifty-two. 

Mr. POLK. 
mountains. I do not take California into the ac- 
count. I leave out the corporators in California, 
as they are indifferent, | suppose, as to where the 
terminus shall beon this side of the Rocky Mount- 
ains. Sixteen are in the States of Pennsylvania 
and New York; ten of them in the State of New 
York. 
ose fourth of all the voice in determining wher 


this road shail start in the State of Missouri. i| 
Missouri has butfour. Missouri will haveamong | 


the corporators of this bill, in selecting the point 
in that State, but one tenth part of the power of 
determining where the road shall be in her borders, 
and New York will have one fourth. 


There are some other things connected with this 


bill. Is there a Senator who does not know that 
just as goon as you agree to the corporators here 
named, you fix the point of departure in that bill? 
J have no doubt that that is already a settled point. 
Whether itis so I cannot say; Ido not know; 
but these corporators can determine it. 1 have 
no doubt it is determined at this moment. 
Now, sir, I do not wish myself, as one of th 
members of this body, to delegate the power thatis 
vested in me by the position that I occupy, to the 
majority of the forty men that are selected by this 
bill out of all the worthy citizens of these United 
States. I cannot give my consent to doit. 
Itis said that this amendment will jeopardize 
the mil, Ishall not add to what I have already 
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said, in regard to the responsibility thatthe House | 


I did į 
notsay itwasaproperamendment; but I thought | 
it was the place where the route should properly | 
Start, but it was too important to pass the bill to | 
make it definite in that point; and furthermore, | 


1, for one, have never been willing to | 


1 mean those on this side of the | 


Thus the State of New York is to have | 


| ing,” just as it is attempted to put it to this Sen- | 


1 = . 
i be bound by such considerations as that. 


i should be devoted to that measure, and therefore I 


| upon that: make it a perpetual road, and after- 


of Representatives may assume in refusing to do 
what is just, in refusing to do what ought to be 
done. i will only add that a refusal of that sort 
wili not make me submit to do what I do not think 
is right. 

i do not know what has been the action of the | 
House; | may be under a wrorg Impression in | 
regard to the information I have had of it; but I | 
recollect hearing a g@ptieman say that this bill,as | 
it passed the House, passed as an amendment to | 
an amendment; and, as L understood, it passed the | 
House in such wise as that by the parliamentary 
rules such amendments could not be offered as 
would make it acceptable to many members of 
that House—I will not say a majority—and there- 
fore it was put to the House, “take this or noth- 


ate, “take this or nothing, because the House 
will not take anything clse.’’ Iam not prepared, 
on the rumors l have heard, to admit that that is 
truc. Iam not prepared to believe, as far as I 
have had intelligence on this subject, but that this | 
Lill might be amended so that it would be more 
acceptable to the House than it isin the shape in | 
which it comes here. But, as I said, shall not 
The 
simple question now before the Senate is as to the | 
propriety of this amendment. I think the Sena- | 
tor from Ohio, my colleague,and other gentlemen, | 
have made suggestions that are vital to this bill; | 
that look to amendments which ought to be put |} 
in it; and when those amendments are offered in | 
proper form; Í have no doubt they will control 
the vote of a majority of this Senate; they will 
certainly control mines but, at present, I do not 
wish to present anything to the Senate beyond 
which is contained in this simple amendment, and | 
it scems to me—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Foor in 
the chair.) Will the Senator from Missouri sus- 
pend his remarks for a moment? The Chair re- 
spectfully suggests to gentlemen on the floor that 
there ig a general and loud conversation prevail- | 
ing which seriously interferes with business, and 
disturbs the order of the body. The Chair re- 
quests that it be suspended. 

Mr.POLK. Mr. President, I will not detain the 
Senate. J myself um in favor of a proper Pacific | 
railroad bill, Ido notdesire to occupy the time that | 


will say nothing more at present ov the subject. | 

Mr. GWIN. I shall not detain the Senate in 
discussing this question. From the discussion 
that we have had, it is very apparent there is 
very little hope of passing a Pacific railroad bill 
through the Senate. We are having exhibited 
now what I have seen for ten years; that the Pa- 
cific railroad is always destroyed by iis friends, | 
and not by itsenemics. Jt is the conflict between 
the opinions of those in favor of a Pacific rail- | 
road that has been its destruction in this body 
ever since I have been a member of it. 

We have heard half a dozen speeches to-day, 
Mr. President, and all from the friends of a Pa- 
cife railroad. Why, sir, if f bad been so dis- | 
posed, I could have picked out many flaws in this | 
bill. There are many points in which I would 
have it amended if E could; but the moment I || 
should have obtaincd my amendment, it would 
have been unacceptable to other friends of the bill, | 
and would have been its destruction. i 


That is to į 
be the fate of this bill evidently, if gentlemem do 
not give up some portions of their opinions in 
order that we may consolidate a majority in favor 
of some measure that can pass through the Sen- 
ate. Lagree with the honorable Senator who now 
occupies the chair, [Mr. Foor,} that we must con- |; 
centrate; we must give up our objections to one 

of the two propositions before the Senate—that | 
proposed by the Senator from Minnesota or the 
House bill—or we cannot passa bill through this 
body. Ido not intend to discuss it. There are 
a great many provisions in the bill which would | 
not be put there if I had the making of it, and || 
could make a bill that would pass through both |i 
Houses. f am in favor of one route, and con- 
centrating the whole power of the Government 


wards, asthe necessitics of the Government may 
require, build others. But how can we ever pass | 
a Pacific railroad bill through the two Houses of } 
Congress unless we give up some of our opinions? 
if we persist in them, we destroy any prospect of || 
passing the bill. 


Now, Lhope that the Senate, by its vote upon 
the amendment. of the Senator from. Missouri, 
will indicate that it will not amend-the: bil of the 
House.. If you once commencé amending that 
bill, we have already got notice 'of many others 
that are to be proposed, and.the result will be that 
| it will be-destroyed. The Senate bill-itself wil 
| be destroyed. Ít cannot get through this body. 

The moment we commence adopting amendments 
to the bill, it will be cut all to pieces. ‘The Sena- 
tor from Ohio has indicated that he is going-to 
propose amendments, as bas also the other Sona- 
tor from Missouri, [Mr. Greex.] ‘The objections 
| indicated by Senators must show those. who are 
| in favor of a Pacific railroad bill—the House 
bill—that if we commence this system of amend- 
ment at this period of the session and the present 
state of the country, we can get no legislation at 
all. Therefore, I hope the amendment of the 
Senator from Missouri will be voted. down. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Foor in 
the chair.) The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from Missouri [Mr. Poxx] to the 
original bill. 

Mr. GREEN. Iask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. ; 

Mr. GWIN. As the Senate is not full, and 
there are several members absent who perhaps 
did not expect the vote to be taken to-day, I pro- 
pose that the bill go. over; and I therefore move 
an adjournment, so that we can ina full Senate 
vote on this question. I think it is vital to the 


Li 
measure. 


Mr. LATHAM. [I hope not; I think my col- 
league is laboring under a mistake. 

Mr. GWIN. Very well. I withdraw, the 
motion. b 

The question being taken. by yeas and nays, 
resulted—yeas 35, nays 23; as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Anthony, Bayard, Benjamin, Bigler, 
Bingham, Bragg, Bright, Clingman, Crittenden, Durkee, 
Fessenden, Fitzpatrick, Green, Hunter, Iverson, Johnson 
of Arkansas, King, Lane, Maliory, Mason, Pearce, Polk, 
Powell, Pugh, Rice, Saulsbury, Sebastian, Simmons, Sli- 
dell, ‘en Eyck, Thomson, Toombs, Wilkinson, Wilson, 
and Yulee—35. 

NAYS—Messrs. Baker, Brown, Clark, Collamer, Davis, 
Dixon, Doolittle, Douglas, Fitch, Foot, Foster, Grimes, 
Gwin, Harlan, Hemphill, Johnson of Tennessee, Latham, 
Nicholson; Seward, Sunner, Trumbull, Wade, and Wig- 
ale -e. 

So the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. BRAGG. I offer an amendment to insert 
at the end of the first section of the bill: 

Nor until said acts of incorporation shall be. submitted 
to and approved by the Congress of the United States. 

Mr. LANE. I desire to make an inquiry, if 
the Senator from North Carolina will allow me, 
as to whether it will be in order to go back to 
amend the section after we have added a clause at 
the end of it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator’s 
amendment will be in order after the disposal of 
the pending amendment. The question is on the 
amendment offered by the Senator from North 
Carolina. : 

Mr. BRAGG. Mr. President, my purpose in 
rising now is, not. to. discuss the merits of this 
bill at all, but simply. to explain the amendment 
which I have moved, and others by which | ex- 
pect to have it followed in case it isadopted—and 
one indeed whether itisadopted or not-—and which 
I deem to be necessary in order to perfect the bill; 
for, if it is to pass at all, I desire to sce it passed 
in a shape in which it will be in some degree safe 
for the country. It appropriates a very large 
amount of means in the way of bonds, and of the 
public lands; and f think it is our duty, notwith- 
standing itis said here repeatedly that we must 
not touch this hill atall by way of amendment, to 
sec that itis not defective; if we see any defects, 
to endeavor to amend it, and make it as perfect as 
possible. For one, therefore, Í am not disposed 
to listen to any such suggestions as were made 
by the Senators from California—that we are not 
to amend this bül in the slightest particular, be- 
cause, forsooth, it may fail if we touch it in any 
respect whatever. I shallact upon no such prin- 
ciple as that. But now, sir, to the amendment. 

Those who have read the bill—and, I presume, 
every Senator here has—will-see that it provides 
in the first section, in the first place, that certain 
gentlemen named—fifty-two in nuniber, I believe 
—shall be allowed to obtain acts of incorporation 
for themselves, and for such others as a majority 
of them may designate; and that bends to the 
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amount of $60,000,000 shall, on certain terms 
named in the bill, be delivered to these corpora- 
tors, and lands be set aside for the purposes and 
to the amount stated in the bill. It is provided 
in the bill that, before the title to these lands shall 
vest in these gentlemen, and before these bonds 
shall be delivered to them, certain acts of incor- 
poration shail be obtained from the different States 
and Territories through which this line of railroad 
is proposed to be constructed. Something was 
said about that by the Senator from Missouri, 
{Mr. Green,] and an allusion was made to it, I 
think, by my friend from Ohio, [Mr. Pucn.] It 
strikes me as most extraordinary legislation, in 
the first place, to select certain named gentlemen, 
and to give them the exclusive power of selecting 
their associates; and, in the next place, we are to 
give them very great privileges, and to bestow 
upon them an immense amount of money in the 
way of bonds of this Government, besides lands, 
andal! that, without knowing what privileges 
they are to obtain from the different States and 
Territories through which this line of railroads is 
to be constructed, how long they are to last, what 
amount of capital is to be raised for the purpose, 
or anything about it, The whole matter is left 
to these individuals, controlled alone by the action 
of the States and Territories through which this 
line of railroad is proposed to be constructed. In 
other words, the bill, as it now stands, allows a 
perpetuity to these gentlemen. There is no limit 
whatever to the corporate privileges which the 
may obtain from the Statesand Territorics through 
which this line of road is to pass; and, as was 
well said by the Senator from Maine, [Mr. Fes- 
SENDEN,] there is no power contained in this bill 
by which Congress can control these corporators 
in the slightest degree. ‘There is but one pro- 
vision, as I stated before, looking to that, and that 
is that, in case these proposed corporators, after 
they have obtained these acts of incorporation, 
fail to discharge the duties which they assume to 
discharge under this bill, they forfeit all right; 
under it, and their rights and franchises go to 
other corporations, to be formed and to be received 
by this Government as the parties under the bill; 
then, and in that case, the Government may im- 
pose other and additional terms; but in that case 
alone is that power retained to Congress. 

Tt will be seen at once by the Senate, I think, 
that this is an immense power given to these gen- 
tlemen, and given to them without limit and with- 
oui control, Ought we to do that? The amend- 
ment which I have offered is, that this act shall 
not take effect so far as vesting the bonds and the 
lands in these gentlemen is concerned, until the 
acts of incorporation which they shall obtain shall 
be first submitted to and approved by Congress. I 
think we ought to exact that from them. Ttis a 
matter of too much importance for us to intrust 
them with just such powers as they can obtain 
from the States and ‘Territories through which 
this liuc of railroad may be constructed, It does 
seem to me that we ought not to grant them such 
an immense amount of the public domain, and of 
the publie money, without knowing how it is to 
be managed, and by whom, and to what extent, 
and how long these powers are to continue. 

Now, sir, if the amendment be adopted, as I 
think itoughtto be, the only effectofit which can be || 
complained of will be that it may delay this great 
work alittle. Gentlemen are in hot haste to get j 
it into operation, Lt can be no great while before 
acts of incorporation, if they can be obtained at 
all, will be obtained and submitted to Congress. 
We shall then know what we are doing; we shall 
have the acts before us, If this amendment be 
adopted, or if it be not adopted, expect to follow 
it with one providing that those acts of incorpo- 
ration shall have a limit, that they shall not be 
perpetuities. I have no idea, for onc, that we 
shall make this grant to these gentlemen, or to 
any other corporators, and that the corporate priv- 
ileges, if they can obtain such privileges from the | 
State Legislatures or from the Territorial Assem- | 
blies, shall last forever. F wish it to be like any 
other corporation; I wish it to have a corporate 
existence only for a term of years, and that term 
I propose to leave blank. The amendment that | 
J now offer is simply that these acts shall be first 
submitted to and approved by Congress before the 
porties shall be entitled to the privileges granted f 
by this bill, and before they shall become entitled || 
to the property and to the money which it is pro- i! 


i approved by the Congress of the United States. 


posed to vest in them upon certain conditions and 
in certain contingencies. 

Mr. HARLAN. I desire to ask the Senator 
from North Carolina if his amendment does not 
propose to retain jurisdiction in Congress over 
the laws hereafter to be passed by the States of 
the Union? 

Mr. BRAGG. If the Senator will hear the 
amendment read—I ask the’Clerk to read ithe 
will see that its only effect is, not to give them 
what this bill proposes to give them until we ap- 
prove of the acts that may be passed by the States 
or Territories. Certainly we have the power to 
withhold what is our own until we approve of 
what it is said they shall first do before they can 
obtain these benefits which we propose to bestow 
upon them—nothing more, nothing less. It does 
not interfere with State legislation atall. Cer- 
tainly we ought to retain the negative, and for that 
reason I object to the bill in its present shape, and 
for that reason I have offered the amendment. 
Now Lask the Clerk to read the whole proviso as 
it will stand if my amendment be agreed to. 

The Secretary read, as follows: 

Provided further, Chat the said persons and their asso- 
ciates shal! not be orbecome vested with any grant, right, 
or interest intended to be secured by the provisions of this 
act otherwise than ina corporate character and capacity, 
to bo first acquired by them or such of them as shall ac- 
cept the terms and conditions of this act, within the terri- 
torial and State jurisdictions into and through which the 
railroad contemplated by this act shall be constructed, nor 
until said acts of incorporation shall be submitted to and 


Mr. PUGH. Isympathize with the general 
proposition of the Senator from North Carolina; 
and yetif we ever can save the delay which his 
amendment may cause, E would prefer it. Tam 
averse to the close corporation mentioned in the 
bill, selecting certain gentlemen and letting them 
choose their associates, and letting them shut 
everybody else out. $ would rather see that part 
of the bill reconstructed, and appoint these gen- 
tlemen, or any others, commissioners to open 
books of subscription, and let the subscribers have 
the benefit of the grant, and then they may be in- 
corporated at the discretion of the Legislatures of 
the States and Territories. L object to the exclu- 
siveness of it. If we wait for these gentlemen to 
get acts of incorporation, they may not get them; 
they may from one State or one ‘Territory, and 
not from another. As the Senator from Mis- 
souri truly remarked, the whole enterprise may 
break down from the non-action of the Territory 
of Utah. She may refuse to give any act of in- 
corporation, and then you have no railroad by the 
terms of the bill. 

Lam struck also by the fact, that I cannot now 
recollect any provision in this bill, whereby Con- 
gress or the Government can, at any future time, 
become the owner of this work by purchase. I 
think there was such a provision in the bill we 
had before us two years since, and [ should like 
to know whether it has been omitted from this bill 
by accident or design; for if there is no way by 
which we can ever purchase the road, and these 
persons may become corporators in perpetuity, 
it will certainly be a very great obstacle to the | 
colonization and settlement of the new Territories. | 


It all, however, comes back to what I said at j; 


i 
i 
first. I think the bill needs revision in so many | 
places to guard against abuse, and to guard against | 
what may turn out to bea greatinjury to the pub- 
lie, that, while Lam disinelined to vote for an 
amendment that will delay the operation of the 
bill if it is to pass, I repeat, that, in my judg- 
ment, the best thing the Senator from California 
can do with it is to commitittoa select committee, 
or to one of the standing committees of the Sen- 
ate, because it is just now where a few individ- 
uals, or fifty of them, control the whole thing. 

Mr. POLK. I wish to say that I find that in 
the remarks I made sometime ago to the Senate, : 
ĮI had not made a right estimate of the number of 
these corporators. d find that the Senator from 
North Carolina was right in the number, and that | 
I was in error. 

Mr. CLINGMAN. [should like to ask the 
Senators from California, whether there is any 
provision in this bill to prohibit these corporators 
from exercising banking privileges. If there be 
not, it seems to me there should be some restric- 
tien of that kind. i ! 

Mr, BENJAMIN. Mr. President, it appears | 
to me that the theory upon which this bill is! 
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framed, and upon whieh the grant by Congressis 
to be made, is so objectionable that, if gentemen 
will for one moment reflect upon it, it is impos- 
sible that anybody can vote for it. What is the 
proposition, sir? The proposition is, by bil, to 
select fifty-three citizens of the United States; to 
select them from fourteen States, leaving nineteen 
States out; and to give to these fifty-three individ- 
uals, thus selected from fourteen States, control 
over $60,000,000, and I do not know how many 
million acres of public lands. 

The bill proceeds, if it is worth anything at all, 
upon the supposition that by granting thy privi- 
leges contained in the bill, you will induce men 
toengage in this work because they can make 
money out of it. If thatis not the purpose, the 
bill falls without effect. No man will ever en- 
gage in this enterprise and invest in it his means, 
his labor, and his time, except upon the expecta- 
tion that he will make money by so doing. Itis 
a purely industrial enterprise. If this bill, then, 
as by its theory it must, confers privileges upon 
its corporators or grantees, upon what basis can 
this Congress undertake to sclect fifty-three indi- 
viduals in the United States residing in fourteen 
States out of the thirty-three, and give them the 
whole? for that is what this bill does—no more, 
no less. The bill, after selecting this number of 
citizens, provides that the whole of the grants con- 
tained in itof land and money shall go to them 
and to such persons as a majority of them shall 
admit as their associates. 

The State of Kentucky is generously provided 
for in the bill. One of her citizens is picked out 
that may share in the benefits of the bill. The 
State of Tennessee also, with the kind consider- 
ation of those who have provided us with the 
arrangements made in this bill, will have one cit- 
izen within its limits provided with a share of the 
benefit. New York takes ten, Pennsylvania six, 
Ohio four, Indiana four, Hlinois four, Missouri 
four, Iowa four, California four, Where are the 
other States? Have they seceded, or are they to 
be expelled? If there is to be any opportunity 
for the citizens of the other States of the Union 
to take any interest in the grants contained in 
this bill, let some provision be made, by which 
each citizen of the United States, upon agrecing 
to contribute his share of money and responsi- 
bility towards the building of this road, shall 
have his share of the advantages conferred by it. 
Now, certainly with this feature in the bill, it 
does not seem to me that any gentleman who is 
here to legislate for the Union and not for a job, 
can give his consent to any such scheme as this, 

You observe, sir, that there is no provision in 
this bill by which the citizens of the United States 
under any circumstances can share in its benefits, 
without the consent of a majority of men whom 
you picked out yourselves as the grantees. I do 
not know many of these gentlemen. They may be 
very good and very proper gentlemen to be the 
recipients of such a great favor of Congress; but 
has any committee of this body examined into 
the names of the persons who are to be these 
grantees? Who has selected them? We are told 
by the Senator from California that we must not 
change this bill, or it is gone; so that we are not 
only to give these great powers and privileges, 
and grants of land and money to a body of men; 
we are not only to have fifty-three men in the 
United States picked out to whom these grants 
are to be given, but we are not even allowed the 
poor privilege of picking out the men to whom 
these privileges are to be given, They are picked 
out in advance for us, and we are told we must 


| not change a name; we must not change a pro- 


vision; we must take the whole scheme just as it 
is, or nothing at all. 

Now, is this serious legislation? Do gentlemen 
propose to us seriously to adopt any such scheme 
as this? Is anybody going to vote for it? Ido 
not know where this scheme originated; I do not 
know who picked out these names; I donot know 
what scheme or what speculation may be behind 
it; I do not know what bodies of men may have 
bought tracts of land at particular points through 
which they intend this road to run, in order to 
make fortunes out of it. All these matters none 
of us, of course, know anything about but those 
who concocted the bill. Who concocted it? Does 
any man here know? Ishould like to have some 
information. 


Mr. LATHAM. I will answer the Senator. 
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them in, if he makes that a cause of complaint. 

Mr. BENJAMIN. It is not in regard to par- 
ticular individuals. What I want is not a pro- 
vision in this bill by which no men but those 
selected by anybody, and their associates, shall 
alone share the privileges of the bill; but I want 
some provision by which the whole of the people 
of the United States shall be put upon a common 
footing, and with equal rights. I want some pro- 
vision in this bill by virtue of which books shall 
be thrown open, and everybody that chooses to 
subscribe may subscribe, and share in those ben- 
efits which we are giving to those that choose to 
make a road of this kind. Why, sir, here isa 
provision in regard to these men and those whom 
a majority of such grantees shall admit as their 
associates. Whatis the meaning of that clause? 
Why, is it not anybody that chooses to sub- 
scribe? Does not the Senator see there is some- 
thing behind this? Did he ever before observe a 
case in which a body of men proposed to accumu- 
late a capital of hundreds of millions of dollars 
for carrying out a great enterprise, and refused 
to throw open books for subscription? 

Mr. LATHAM. Iwill ask the Senatora ques- 
tion, if he will permit me. Ifthe Senate will in- 
sert the amendment that he suggests, that books 
shall be thrown open, subject to such limitations 
as that section provides, will he then vote for the 
bill? 

Mr. BENJAMIN. Iwill vote for the arnend- 
ment. I will make the bill as perfect as Tecan. I 
am opposed to the Pacific railroad bill; butif one 
is to pass, E want it to be so guarded as, at all 
events, to do as little damage to the people of the 
country as possible. The idea that because I am 
opposed to the bill itself as, in my judgment, a 
usurpation of power by Congress, that E shall not, 
therefore, make it as innocuous as possible, if the 
bill is to pass, is a very strange proposition. 

Mr. LATHAM. [didnot make thatobjection. 
The Senator misunderstood me. 

Mr. BENJAMIN. I say this is a provision 
such as I have never before seen in any enterprise 
on the face of the earth. I have never before scen 
an enterprise on the face of the earth for accumu- 
lating capital and labor in a great enterprise to be 
inaugurated under the protection and with the 
patronage of the Government, in which a certain 
number of men were sclected to receive the whole 
between themselves and such associates as a ma- 
jority of these thought proper to admit I will 
propose a clause—will the Senator vote for it?— 
by which books shail be opened and every citizen 
put upon an equal footing. Fask the Senator, 
will he vote for that? 

Mr. LATHAM. I will vote for any just pro- 
vision to this or any other bill which will secure 
the great object—which is the stumbling-block to 
this scheme—to get it under way. That is my 
answer, 

Mr. BENJAMIN. I will prepare an amend- 
ment in accordance with the views I have ex- 
pressed, by which the privileges of this bill shall 
be thrown open to every citizen of the United 
States, and not confined to a close corporation. 

Mr. LATHAM. Butatthe same time, I wish 
it to be understood that I will reserve to myself 
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the privilege of voting against any amendment 
that may be offered which I think has a tendency | 


| mountains. 


| merely to hamper the bill and not to secure the 


great object which I think its friends have, to 
wit: to get the bill passed at once, in order to 
commence the work. 

Mr. LANE. Is it nowin order to move an 
amendment? eo 8 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Frrzrar- 
nick in the chair.) There is an amendment to 
an amendment already pending. 

Mr. LANE. Then i shall ofer my amend- 
ment after the vote is taken on that amendment, 

Mr. DAVIS. Mr. President, itis well known 


i| that, for many years past, I have departed from 


those with whom I was usually associated, in ad- 
vocating some plan of coupling the Pacific coast 
with the valley of the Mississippi. [ have con- 
sidered it a physical problem, worthy of the high- 


|| est efforts of a great pcople, to overcome that difi- 


culty which, in all history, has shown that men 
could not be aggregated together under one Gov- 
ernment if they were divided by impassable 
I have thought it an achievement 
worthy of our age and of our people, to couple 
with bonds of iron the people of the Pacific with 
the valley of the Mississippi, and show that even 
the snow-capped mountains intervening could not 
divide them. 

Aı the same time, I have believed also that this 
was only to be done by throwing the route open 
to the selection of the capitalists who were to 
build the road, and giving those advantages which 
the Government might give as a party in interest, 
to be benefited by the construction of a road for 
its purposes; not making a Government road, nor 
making it out of the Treasury of the United States, 
regarding it as a road which had commercial and 
political considerationsin which individuals might 
have interests, and in which the Government had 
an interest for the transportation of its troops, its 
munitions, its mails, and to that extent become a 
party to its construction. : 

Bat, sir, there never has been a day, emulous 
as I was to sec this great triumph achieved by my 
country, when I would have consented to turn 
over this great enterprise to the hands of a self- 
constituted corporation, men who have named 
themselves, and get Congress to take their names, 
that they may be recipients of grants so extensive 
in their character, that the world has never seen 
the like—powers, the end of which no man can 
see, for this great artery that couples the pro- 
ductive regions of the Pacific coast with the pro- 
ductive regions of the valley of the Mississippi, 
is to have a controlling power, financial and po- 
litical, before which the United States Bank stands 


| butasapigmy. To turnthisall over, then, to a 
| self-constituted corporation, and here to wrangle 
| about whether it shall start from a certain initial 
| point or not; whether it shall wind through a cer- 


tain valley, or whether it shall take some other 
linc, is to waste the energies of a great people 
upon the greatest physical problem that has ever 
been offered to the consideration of man. I will 
have none of it. I will support no bill which bears 
upon its face the brand of being the means of 
enriching certain individuals. It must be thrown 
open as a great public work to the people of the 
United States. The Government must have no 
other connection with it than as a party in inter- 
est. The Government must be separated from all 


political control over it; and thus alone willl ever | 


vote for it, devoted as Í have been to the idea that 
it was an essential work, not only to secure these 
arts of the Union together which were divided 
y an impassable mountain, but for the achieve- 
ment of the great objects for which our Govern- 


| ment was instituted while it lasts. 


I have, therefore, not attempted to offer any 
amendments, and had not intended to intrude into 
the debate. I have intended to vote against every 
proposition which attempted either to establish 
the road or to organize a company for the con- 
struction of such aroad. Let the Government 
offer those privileges which it is authorized to 
give to any company which will build it; let that 
company locate it where the hand of nature has 
designated the road should be built; and then Isay 
we should all give it our support. 

Mr. BAKER. Ihad been led to suppose, when 
I came here, that there was a party in Congress 
in favor ofa Pacific railroad. Í believe lam mis- 
taken; or if there be, I am sure that it is lying 
supinely by and giving the control of the measure 
that is proposed into the hands of its enemies. 


We have seen now every-conccivable mode ‘of 
objection, which the time will permit, madeagainst 
it, with the appearance sometimes:of friendship, 
but with all the tenacity of enmity. -Gentlemen 
forget in their objections, as I think, whatever 
may be learned from experience as to legislation 
upon subjects somewhat. kindred. Now, 1: un: 
derstand the distinguished Senator from Missis- 
sippi, who has just spoken, to say that he:will 
not go for any measure which will give the Gove 
ernment political control, and that he will not-go 
for any measure which will tend to enrich: mdi- 
viduals. f 

Mr. DAVIS. ~ Isaid nothing of that sort. 

Mr. BAKER. Did you not say s0, sir? 

Mr. DAVIS. I said I would go for no organ- 
ization which was for the purposc'of enriching in- 
dividuals. Any public work in which individuals 
engage may enrich them; but if the object is to 
enrich them, I scorn the comection. : 

Mr. BAKER. And, Mr. President, that scorn 
will no doubt be very effectual in. that respect, 
from the present appearance of things. Iam 
afraid the gentleman will scorn any road. I think 
the scorn that you express as to that will attach 
itself to any proposition that we, who: really de- 
sire a road, may make. I think what the gen- 
tleman has said foreshadows that very clearly. 
That line of objection which attacks.a measure 
because the Government, may have too much to 
do with it, and which expends itself in increased. 
zeal of attack because individuals may have too 
much to do with it, will leave it between two 
stools, and let it fall to the ground. 

One gentleman objects thet he will not makea 
grant of land to anybody, for anything, except 
subject to the condition that Congress shall super- 
vise State legislation and approve the acts:of in- 
corporation that individuals may get at the hands 
of the State governments. All that class of ob- 
jection is—I will not say intended, but I will say 
framed—to defeat the road. Now, after ten years’ 
struggle; after hope so long delayed; when the 
Representatives of the people by a very large ma- 
jority, afler every conceivable objection has been 
made and answered and overcome; now, when 
the condition of public affairs, when a desire. to 


“end sectional strife, when desire: for the Union, 


when every reason so well presented by the dis- 
tinguished Senator from New York would seem 
to point out to us the necessity of doing it now, 
and atonce, itappearsto me that we are further off 
from it to-day ni ever; and the reason why it 
strikes me that we are further than usual (if that 
be possible) is this: that objections which 1 think 
have been answered in every State Legislature on 
every incorporation bill from the time legislation 
commenced on such subjects, seem to weigh 
here with unwontcd force on the minds of a large 
majority of this body. 

Take the sectional objection offered by my dis- 


| tinguished friend from Louisiana; and Iattempt 


to answer it, for I see it must devolve on some- 
body to answer these objections briefly. ` Let me 
say that I came here, scarcely having time to read 
the bill carefully. I came here finding it in the 
charge of men very much abler and more expe- 
rienced than myself; and I regret that it appears to 
me proper that I should take up the time of the 
Senate to reply at all. Still, I think it is proper, 
and I do it. The gentleman from Louisiana says 
—looking at the sectional aspect of the subject-— 
(for what can be considered in this body without 
being sectional?) here are fifty-three individuals, 
your corporators, from fourteen States. Now, sir, 
ihis bill proposes two roads, and not one; two 
sets of corporators, and not one; and I think the 
gentleman, in fairness, ought to have stated that 
fact in conjunction with what he has said. Itis 
true that the corporators for one road are selected 
in fourteen States of the Union; but itis also true, 
asa matter of fact, as I am informed, that the 
grant which is made to the persons who are to be 
incorporated to make the second road—the Texas 
road—inures really to persons all over the south- 
ern portion of this Union. And if gentlemen had 
paid the attention to this subject they do pay. to 
most others, I think they would have learned that 
from the history of its passage through the other 
House, and would have accommodated their views 
to that fact. Now, I submit to the Senate that 
that is one fair answer to that objection, and to 
all objections of that class: 


Bui again, sir, everybody. knows that the his- 
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tory of making railroads in this country is an at- 
tempt upon the part of the Government, where 
they do give advantages to somebody, to combine 
individual skill and effort and caution with Gov- 
ernment power and authority and money. That 
ig the use of a bill incorporating individuals, and 
has been from the begmning. | If, according: to 
the plan which, perhaps, is suggested by the gen- 
tleman from Mississippi, the Government alone 
were to do it, we have always been told that the 
Government would spend its money in the most 
wasteful and ineffective way in the world. Thore- 
fore, the usual course has been to unite the skill 
and care of individuals inthe Government expend- 
iture. This bill endeavorsto do that. It follows 
out the plan that States adopt,and, I believe, the 
plan that Congress has often adopted before. Ít 
adopts the plan upon which the great railroads of 
Hlinois have been built—a plan which, in my judg- 
ment, has proved itself more successful than any 
other upon which a Government has ever at- 
tempted to complete a great work for the benefit 
of its people. I submit that as, I think, an an- 
swer to that class of objection. 

It may be, Mr. President, that it is very wrong 
for the gentleman from California to say, “Do not 
amend this bill,’’? The argument springs up on 
every hand: What! notamend the bill? not ex- 
ercise ourjudgment? notdo what we think right?” 
Why, sir, these objections are made on every 
petty bill in every State Legislature, and they are 
answered as often as they are made, The objec- 
tion has for its foundation this, and no more: that 
we, as Senators here, are not to vote for any meas- 
ure which does pot, in all its details, meet the 
entire approval of our judgment; or, voting for 
such a measure, we are not to accord anything to 
the wishes, the interests, the apprehension of other 
gentlemen, who, like us, are vested with legisla- 
tive authority. Sir, if that rule were to prevail, 
what measure would pass, what bill would be- 
come a law? 

Again, sir, that spirit of concession—I will use 
the word, for it is common—of compromise, for 
it ig usual—which the gentleman from California 
invokes here to-day, is one essential to legislation, 
not only so far as the thing itself is concerned, 
but as to the mode of accomplishing it. 
the state of things to-day. Atthe end of ten years’ 
struggle, I repeat, the House of Representatives, 
one branch of Congress, has, after three years? | 
continuous labor upon one bill—examined by its 
committees, tested by all modes of argument, in | 
the midst of a very exciting sectional contro- 
versy—agreed upon aml passed it by a large ma- 
jority. The gentlemen who opposed it there were 
from Mississippi, and from Louisiana, and from 
various other States from which these objections | 
come here; and without having all the gravity and 
all the experience, and perhaps all the wisdom of | 
gentlemen who so worthily represent their States | 
in the other branch of Congress—this bod y—they | 
at any rate, as the debates will show, and as the 
discussion proves, considered and offered most, if 
not all, of these objections. ‘That being the case, 
within a very few weeks of a separation, as we 
are told; at a time when we are threatened with 
secession, when some Senators have withdrawn, | 
when others, it is said, are about to withdraw, 
now we present the collective result of their wis- 
dom, carrying into effect a great measure proposed 
by a successful party,and we appeal to its friends 
to stand by it against the assaults of its enemies; 
and as onc of the legitimate arguments in its be- 
half we say: “ If you do not pass this bill now, 
time, time alone, that potent destroyer, will defeat 
you; we ask you to go for itnot that it is the best 
measure, but that it is the only practical plan, and 
it is a real, philosophic conecssion to events and 
to differences of opinion, f submit that that is 
a fair answer again to all the argument saying 
“I cannot go for any measure that Ido not ap- 
prove in the detail.” 

Sir, if L wait to do that, T reckon T shall not go | 
for one measure during my short term of service 
in this Senate. For instance: I am for one road. | 
I have lived upon the Pacific ten years. If Ido; 
not understand this nfeasure, at least I have! 
thought of it. I know what my people desire. If, 
Lhad my way, I would say, uwwhesitatingly, make 
= road from San Francisco as near to St. Louis | 
as you can get it. It appears to me that every 
consideration would point out that as the best | 
way. Again: Daman old Whig; I am notafraid | 


i 
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Look at || 


of extending the power-of this Government; I 
wish it was a more consolidated and a stronger 
Government than it is; l have nota bit of respect 
for this idea of States’ rights, which I think is 
now convulsing the country to its center; and if 
J had my choice, my way, 1 would build the road 
with the power of the Government, with the money 
of the Government, for the benefit of the people; 
and I would build it at any cost, and I would 
build it right off. But I cannot have my way; I 
am obliged to concede, to compromise. Accord- 
ingly, I meet the Senator from California, with 
whom it is not my fortune to agree about hardly 
anything in the world, and I adapt myself, as far 
as I can, to his plan; and, as 1 understand it, he, 
jn turn, conforms himself to the opinions of va- 
rious other distinguished gentlemen on this floor, 
not getting that which he would desire, but get- 
ting the best that he can, harmonizing all inter- 
ests, and, if he can, settling all conflict. 

Sir, is not that statesmanlike? fs any great 
measure ever adopted otherwise either in Gov- 
ernment or in administration? Was not the Con- 
stitution formed so? Is not everything done so 
in a free Government? And to say to us “ We 
will not go for the greatest measure of the age or 
of the world, because it does not begin exactly at 
the right spot, because the money is not spent by 
exactly the right man, because it docs not end 
exactly in the right place,” would be to divide 
us into endless fractions of opinion, never being 
able to arrive at a sensible result. Therefore it is 
that I appeal, not to the enemics of the bill; but 
to its friends—men who have advocated it in the 
country, in the discussions before the people; 
men who come here to reflect the real, true opin- 
ion of their States—I ask them now, in the time 
of its trial, in its very agonies, to give up mere 
questions of locality, to give up objections as to 
this man or the other, and agree with what the 
deliberate wisdom of the popular branch, after 
three years’ effort, has determined to be practical. 

Now, sir, there are objections which met in this 
way may be met in another way; and I allude, 
with great deference, to the opinion of my friend 
from Maine. He says the bill is a contract, and 
before we make it, we ought to be very careful 
in amending it, because we cannot amend it after- 
wards. There is, in my judgment, more force 
in that objection than in any that has been offered 
here. Let me try, however, appealing to his can- 
dor, if l cannot answer that. ‘Lhe experience of 
legislation, worth much, shows that whenever a 
legislative body, cither of a State government or 
the Federal Government, proposes a measure, 
kindred to this in any wise, there are many defvets 
and inaccuracies. While it assumes the charac- 
ter of a grant to parties, and therefore a contract 
between them and the Government, there is also 
much that is mandatory and directory on the per- 
sons who are to execute the Jaw; and there are 
also things in which the persons who receive the 
benefit of the grant are as much interested to have 
a change made as the Government can possibly 
be. Again: when we make the title-papers, by 
way of patent to the land, when we issue the 
bonds, when we pay the money, we become, for 
those purposes, supreme, and have, practically, 
theentirecontrolinourhands. Experience shows 
—and there is the answer—as experience will 
show in all these cases, that the persons who are 
building the read have much more necessity for 
the toleration of the Government than the Gov- 
ernment can have for the toleration of the indi- 
viduals, and therefore whenever, for the purposes 
of the road itself, it shall be necessary to amend 
the bill, there can be no trouble found in getting 
the corporation to agree to all sensible, practical 
amendments, because itis always their interest 
soto do. That, in my judgment, is an answer 
to the objection made by the Senator from Maine. 

There are many other objections, sir. The ob- 
jections against granting Jand, bonds, or money 
‘to individualsat all, is the only other one to which 
I propose to reply. lask gentlemen upon this | 
side of the Chamber whether we have not long | 
settled down in the opinion that the best way to 
accomplish a great public purpose like this, is to 
unite the power of the Governmentand the enter- 
prise and care of the individual? Does not the 
practice of your own States, each of you Senators 
from manufacturing and improving States, tell 
you that the way to secure what you want to do 
by a bill like this, is to connect the interest of | 


prominent and powerful men with youract? You 
began that policy. That has been the idea gov- 
erning this bill from the beginning, and Lask you 
why you are going to abandon it now? 

As to the selection of individuals, let me say 
but one word: I think I heard the distinguished 
Senator from New York say, within half an hour, 
that so far from New York having any particular 
interest in this bill by prearrangement, for him- 
self he hardly knew who the individuals were that 
were named inthe bill at all. Sir, if that class of 
objection isto prevail, I should not be astonished 
if, after the Senate were to vote down an amend- 
ment to strike out the individual corporation idea 
altogether, somebody should get up next and at- 
tack some individual corporator. I repeat, that 
is the plan which I think matured reflection has 
proposed, and itis not becoming the friends of 
this bill to allow the measure to be defeated by 
striking out that part of the plan now. 

L have but one other word, and I close. I have 
spoken already longer than I intended. I, hke 
my friend from California, feel thatinterest in the 
passage of this bill which belongs to our coast. 

Ve are very far off. We are loyal to the Union. 
We will remain with it, whether you give us this 
road or not; but almost everything in which a 
Government can assist or protect a people is con- 
nected with the passage of this bill, and of this 
bill now Its enemies know very well, and the 
distinguished gentleman who has led its defense 
so long knows it still better than they, thatif you 
amend this bill now, inany important particular, 
you defeat it for this session, and possibly for- 
ever. My distinguished friend from Louisiana 
knows well that that is so when he attacks it with 
all his acuteness and vigor. I think the gentle- 
man from Mississippi knows that very well when 
he presents an attack, not so acute, but broad, 
comprehensive, general—none the less fierce. And 
it astonishes me—and with the expression of that 
astonishment I take my seat—that we Republi- 
cans, for ten years the advocates of the great gen- 
eral idea; for ten years holding out the hepe 
which we bave learned from the people them- 
selves; that we now, when we have the power; 
when we have kind and generous friends not 
named as Republicans with us, whose interests 
or whose patriotism leads them to act with us— 
cnough to carry the bill; that we, dividing upon 
minor and inferior points, should let the bill go 
by, and cling from mere pride of petty opinion to 
that line of policy which must Insure its entire, 
perhaps its permanent, defeat. 

Mr. DAVIS. Ido not intend to answer the 
Senator at any length; but he speaks of economy, 
and I suppose he means certainly not economy 
in words, from the manner in which he has dis- 
cussed it.. But he announces, with somewhat a 
royal air, that “ we, the friends of this bill,” and 
points to others as the enemics of the bill; and I 
was at a loss to know what he meant until finally 
he brought it to the point of a party, to which he 
then made his appeal, sustaining this bill. It is 


| quite apparent, sir, that the Senator well said that 
| be had barely had time to read the bill, though 
i he announced himself that he had been studying 


it for ten years. He seemed to pass over alto- 
gether the notorious fact in this body, that the 
proposition has been before a select committee of 


| the Senate; that that select committee has reported, 


majority and minority; it has been considered in 
this body, and is by no means a new measure 
here. 

Mr. BAKER. Allow me to ask the Senator, 
did I say it was a new measure? 

Mr. DAVIS. You spoke of this bill as quite 
a new thing coming from the House; and you 
went on to discuss it very much as though it was 
a thing we had not considered before. 

Mr. BAKER. Allow me to correct the Sena- 
tor from Mississippi? 

Mr. DAVIS. Certainly. 

Mr. BAKER. [I said first, that this bill had 
been maturing in the lower House three years. 
I said in the next place, that the idea of a Pacific 
railroad was one which we on the other side, had 
studied for ten years at least. 1 correct the Sen- 
ator in both these particulars. 

Mr. DAVIS. Inall the studies of the Senator 
it seems be did not study the fact that the Senate 
has been at work on it perhaps not so long, but 
quite as diligently as himself; for not once did he 
refer ta the consideration of that subject in this 


1861. 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


body, to its special committee, its majority and 
minority report; and if he knew it, he was bound 
to have referred to it, because then he must have 
understood better than he seems to understand 
the character of the proposition which I suggested 
in lieu of that which was before us, because it 
has been before.this body, printed, and discussed 
in it when we had not the advantage of being in- 
structed by the Senator. With his view of Gov- 
ernment, in which he holds light the doctrine of 
State-right, and would build this road by the 
Government alone, there could be very little of 
constitutional objection to any plan which could 
be presented. There is still, however, a party in 
the Senate who do not hold such views; there are 
' still those who believe this to be a Government 
of the States; who believe it to be a Union of 
States voluntarily associated together; and that 
every measure is to have a distinct reference to 
the interests and the safety of the States; that we 
live under a Constitution, a written compact made 
by the States, and that a measure is not to be 
assed here because it is the behest of a party. 
hat man forgets his duty as a Senator who 
would put the interests of a party above the in- 
terests of the country. 

I do not know, Mr. President, what right the 
Senator has thus to assume to mark out the bounds 
and limits within this body of the friends and 
enemies of the great measure of coupling the val- 
ley of the Mississippi with the Pacific ocean. I 
do not know what right he has to introduce a new 
banner here under which men are compelled to 
march. Ido not know what labors the Senator 
may have performed, nor how deep his interest 
is. I might match my labors against his, how- 
ever, on the great measure, and leave others to 
decide which had done most to advance it. The 
remarks f made, sir, were not made as an enemy 
ofa railroad which should couple the Mississippi 
river and the Pacific ocean; but as a friend of the 
measure, which I believed could be effectuated 
only in one method, which, on former occasions, 
I have more fully explained than it is needful for 
me to do now. My objection te the present plan 
is one which I have aright to make, and, most 
of all, because of the deep study I have given. to 
the subject, and because of another proposition, 

` which [ once before presented to the Senate, 
which I believed rendered it easy to construct a 
road, and to separate it from all dregs of party 
and sectional politics, by putting it on the basis 
of agreat national construction, to be made by 
those who chose to invest their money in it; and 
leaving to them, (in order that no sectional ad- 
vantage might be acquired by anybody,) by a 
study of the face of the country, and following 
the precepts of nature, to decide where they would 
build the read, which they could thus make prof- 
itable to themselves, they furnishing the moncy, 
they locating the road, and the Government giv- 
ing that aid in the ‘Territories to couple the States 
of the valley of the Mississippi with those of the 
Pacific, which it was competent for the Govern- 
ment to give asa great party in interest. 


if, Mr. President, this measure shall fail; if we i 


shall never achieve the great object of overcom- 
ing the physical difficulties that threaten some 
day or other to separate two portions of country 
now united together; if, indeed, we may hope to 
look forward to their remaining together until 
thus separated by natural causes, the cause of the 
failure of the measure will not be the opposition 
which I have presented; but if men confine the 
reward toa corporation, to particular individuals 
who are to be enriched by the bill, I leave them 
to the enjoyment of it, and will remain under the 
consolation that I have followed, so far as I could, 
the doctrines of the Constitution, and been gov- 
ered by the finger of nature as it pointed to the 
jJocation of a road where physical obstacles most 
disappeared. 

Mr. GWIN. I suppose we had better adjourn 
now. 

Mr. LANE. I hope the Senator will give me 
an opportunity of giving notice of an amendment 
that I shall propose to the bill, that it may be 
printed, if necessary. I send up the amendment, 
and ask that it be read. Z 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. FITZPAT- 
nick ia the chair.) Does the Senator from Cal- 
ifornia yield the floor? 

Mr. GWIN. For that purpose. 

Mr. LANE. I wouldlike to say a few words 


on this amendment, and the one already pending, 
but I am willing to put it off. 

The Sccretary read the amendment proposed 
by Mr. Lang, which is in section one, lines eleven, 
twelve, and thirteen, to strike out ** Great Salt 
Lake to the city of San Francisco, or to the nav- 
igable waters of the Sacramento, in the State of 
Califernia,’’ and in lieu thereof to insert ‘to the 
navigable waters of the Sacramento in the State 
of California, thence by two diverging lines, one 
to thecity of San Francisco, and the other through 
the valleys of Rogue river, Umpqua, and Willa- 
mette, to Portland, in Oregon.”’ : 

Mr. GWIN. I move an adjournment. 

Mr. KING. It is evident that we shall not 
finish this bill; indeed, I understand the Senator 
from California to move an adjournment; but 
there is a message of importance from the Presi- 
dent upon the table which I think it due to him 
and due to the country that the Senate should 
take up. 

Mr. GWIN. I withdraw my motion, so that 
we may have it read. 

Mr. KING. I move, therefore, that we go 
into executive session. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Sen- 
ator from Oregon move that his amendment be 

rinted ? 
P Mr. LANE. Yes,sir. I make that motion. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. LATHAM. l would suggest to my col- 
league, before the motion to adjourn is put, that 
he have this bill continued to a certain day. Next 
Monday, at one o’clock, the bill admitting Kan- 
sas is the special order, and the Senator from 
Georgia is entitied to the floor on another meas- 
ure. I know that the object of my colleague, as 


| well as of myself, is to keep this bill before the 


body, and I suggest to him to take such steps in 
relation to it as that it shali not be supplanted. 

Mr. GWIN. By adjourning now, it will be 
the unfinished business on Monday morning, and 
we can then postpone it to any day which will 
suit the Senate. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. I desire to give notice 
that I shall, as soon as I can get the floor on 
Monday, or thereefter, move to take up the reso- 


lution which I have herctofore introduced, as |; 


forming a basis for a settlement and adjustment 
of our difficulties, and ask the Senate to continue 
to consider it to the exclusion of all other busi- 
ness, until the resolution shall be disposed of by 
the Senate. 

Mr. GWIN. 
adjourn. 

My. KING. 1 hope tie Senate will vote on 
the motion which I made. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will 
state to the Senator from New York that there is 


I move that the Senate do now 


no message from the President except of an ex- | 


ecutive character. 

Mr. KING. That is the very reason why I 
desire to go into executive session. l moved to 
o into executive session, That is my motion. 

Mr. TOOMBS. Those who. represent the 
Administration should state what the message is, 

The PRESIDINGOFFICER. Does the Sen- 
ator from California Withdraw his motion? 

Mr. GWIN. No, si. 

Several Senarors, (iggMr. Kine.) What is 
the message ? 

Mr. KING. That is what I want to know. 
We shall find out in executive session. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question 
is on the motion to adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate 
adjourned. 


IN SENATE. 
Mownpay, Jenuary T, 1861. 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Dr. GurLEY. 
The Journal of Saturday last was read and 
approved. 


Hon. Cremenrt C. Cray, jr., of Alabama, 
appeared in his seat. 

SENATOR RESIGNED. 

The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Sen- 
ate a letter from Hon. Hanxisat HAMLIN, com- 
municating copies of letters addressed by him to 
the presiding officers of the two Houses of the 
Legislature of the State of Maine, resigning the 
office of Senator in the Congress of the United 


States, to take effect ọn. the Jith: instant; whic 
was_read, and ordered to lie op the.table. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS: 


The VICE PRESIDENT presented a pet 
of citizens of the State of Kentucky, asking t 
the Governmentcause the laws of the Uni 
for the recovery of fugitive slaves to be.ext ¢ 
by compelling the States in which they may be 
found to give them up, the Federal Government 
being, as they think, bound to protect the prop- 
erty of its citizens of every description and declar- 
ing that the equal rights ofall should be protected; 
thatall true Americans should protect each others? 
rights of property; and that they are ready to stand 
by the Constitution and the Union; and: will keep 
the American flag floating in the breeze as long 
as one star is left; which was.ordered to lie on the 
table. : 

Mr. HUNTER presented a memorial of cer- 
tain importers of hardware at Louisville, Ken- 
tucky, remonstrating against the passage ofthe 
Morrill tarriff bill now before the Senate, with- 
out certain modifications; which was ordered to 
lie on the table. canes 4 

Mr. GRIMES presented the petition of Samuel 
Hallowell and others, of Keokuk county, inthe 
State of lowa, praying that pensions may. be 
granted to the soldiers of the warof 1812, who 
served fourteen days or over, or were actually 
engaged in battle, and to the widows of those who 
have died or may hereafter die; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. > 

Mr. KING presented two petitions of citizens 
of New York, praying Congress to aid the. Peo- 
ple’s Pacific Railroad Company, (established un- 
der a charter obtained from the Legislature of the 
State of Maine,) by a liberal donation of the 
public lands, and such other assistance as a wise 
and just policy may suggest; which were ordered 
to lic on the table. E 

Mr. BIGLER presented thirty-one petitions of 
citizens of Philadelphia, praying the passage of 
the resolutions introduced by Mr. CRITTENDEN 
into the Senate of the United States, on the 18th 
of December last; which were ordered to lie on 
the table. a 

Mr. TEN EYCK. I present the memorial of 
O. S. Halsted, jr., and others, describing them- 
selves as people of the State of New Jersey, with- 
out regard to past political or party attachments, 
iu substance requesting Congress to pass a joint 
resolution at once, recommending the people of 
the several States to hold conventions of the patri- 
otic citizens of the Union, on the 22d of February 
next, to appoint delegates to a national conven- 
tion, to be held at Independence Hall, Philadel- 
phia, on the 4th of March following, to promote 
the general welfare arid to devise and adopt such 
measures as may tend to restore peace and har- 
mony, and secure to each State and section of the 
Union those rights, privileges, and immunities to 
which they are justly entitled. I ask that the me- 
morial be referred to the Committee on the. Judi- 
ciary. : 

It was so referred. 

BILL INTRODUCED. 


Mr. CHANDLER asked, and by unanimous 
consent obtained, leave to introduce a bill ($ No. 
531) tochange the name of the schooner Augusta, 
to Colonel Cook; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 


CONGRESSIONAL, ETC., DIRECTORY. 


Mr. BROWN submitted the following resolu- 
tion; which was considered by unanimous con- 
sent, and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Senate be authorized 
to procure fromthe publisher five hundred copies of the De- 
partment and Congressional Directory, to be accompanied 
with the plans of the Senate, House of Representatives, and 
Supreme Court of the United States, also a map of Wash- 
ington city to each copy: Provided, That the cost per copy 
shall not exeeed forty-five cents. 


REPORT OF A COMMITTEE. 


Mr DAVIS, from the Committee on Military 
Affairs and Militia, to whom was referred the 
memorial of John W. Mason, of New, York, 
praying compensation for services of the. ship 
Lucy Thompson, in rescuing and. transporting 
to New York one hundred officers and soldiers 
of the United States Army, submitted an adverse 
report; which was ordered’ to be printed. 
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RAILROAD TO THE PACIFIC. 


Mr. GWIN. The Senator from Georgia [Mr. 
Toomss] will take the floor at one.o’clock to-day 
on the special order that was made on his motion, 
and will address the Senate at large on that sub- 
ject. The Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Wir- 
son] has a special order on which he wishes to 
address the Senate to-morrow. I, therefore, in 
order not to interfere with those Senators in their 
speeches, move that the unfinished business of 
Saturday—the Pacific railroad bill—be made the 
special order on Wednesday next, at one o'clock, 
at which time I will make some remarks in an- 
swer to the objections which have been made to 
that bill, T hope there will be no objection to it. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. If there be no ob- 
jection, the bill will be considered as before the 
Senate, and that will be considered as the sense 
of the body. 

Mr. WILSON. I would suggest to the Sena- 
tor from California that he may assign that bill 
às a special order for two o’clock to-morrow. I 
only want the floor for a few moments, not an 
hour. 

Mr. GWIN. Then I will say two o’clock to- 
morrow. 

Mr. WILSON. I should like to have this bill 
pressed as fast as we can. : 

Mr.GWIN. Then I will propose to make the 
Pacific railroad bill the special order for to-mor- 
row, at two o'clock. I make that motion. 

The motion was agreed to. 


SLAVERY QUESTION. 


Mr. CRITTENDEN. Mr. President, I rise 
now for the purpose of moving to take up the 
resolution which I offered some few days ago. I 
hope the Senate will now proceed to its consider- 
ation; and I trust that we shall continue to con- 
sider it until it is finally disposed of, to the ex- 
clusion of all other business; and I desire that to 
be considered as my motion, 

The VICE PRESIDENT. ‘Phe Senator from 
Kentucky moves to take up for consideration the 
joint resolution (S. No. 54) proposing certain 
amendments to the Constitution of the United 
States, offered by him. 

The motion was agrecd to. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. 
tion be read ? 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. No,sir. I do not de- 
sire it. Mr. President, I am apprised that the 
honorable Senator from Georgia is entitled to the 
floor upon this subject, or one so entirely analo- 
gous to it that his remarks will be applicable to 
this subject. I do not wish to deprive him for a 
single moment of the possession of the floor. I 
shall endeavor, as concisely as L can, to deliver 
myself ou the subject, and shall follow the Sena- 
tor from Georgia. If the honorable gentleman 
desires now to proceed, E wil yield the floor, 

Mr. TOOMBS, The Senator may proceed. I 
do not want to go on now. x 

Mr. COLLAMER. I merely wish to say that 
there isa special order at one o’clock; and as I 
desire that the gendeman from Georgia shall not 
be interrupted after he begins, I ask the Senate to 
dispose of it, 

Mr. TOOMBS. Certainly. 

Mr. COLLAMER. I desire that the bill for 
the admission of Kansas be now considered and 
made the special order for another day—some day 
for which there is nota special order; say next 
Monday. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from 
Vermont moves that the bill (H. R. No. 23) for 
the admission of Kansas into the Union be taken 
up and made the special order for Monday next, 
at one o’clock, 

The motion was agreed to. 


Mr. CRITTENDEN. DoT understand that 
my honorable friend from Georgia desired I should 
proceed? 

Mr. TOOMBS. Yes, sir. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. I will occupy the floor 
buta little while on this occasion. I donot desire 
to procrastinate, or see procrastinated, the coming 
to a final decision on this measure. 

Mr. President, if 1 could indulge myself with 
the hope that the resolution which Ihave pro- | 
posed for amendments to the Constitution could 
obtain that majority in this Senate which would 
recommend it to the States for their adoption, by 


Shall the resolu- 


| I have acted in making this proposition. 
| nothing improper in it. 


convention or by Legislature, I should never have 
made this motion for a reference of the question 
to the people. It is the extraordinary condition 
of the country, the extraordinary circumstances 
by which we are now surrounded, and the pecu- 
liar situation in which Congress itself is placed, 
that has induced me to attempt so extraordinary 
a resort. We believe that amendments to the 
Constitution are requisite to give that permanent 
security which is necessary to satisfy the public 
mind, and restore quiet to the country. ‘Those 
amendments cannot be recommended, nor can we 
proceed in the measure of amendment, unless it 
be by a two-thirds majority. Ihave feared that 
that majority could not be hoped for here; and 
it is in this last extremity that I have proposed 
that we should invoke the judgment of the peo- 
ple upon the great question on which their Gov- 
ernment depends. It is not an ordinary question; 
it is no question of party; it is no question of 
policy; it is a question involving the existence of 
the Union, and the existence of the Government. 
Upon so momentous a question, where the pub- 


i lic councils themselves are so divided and so dis- 


tracted as not to be able to adopt, for the want of 
the requisite majority, those means that are sup- 
posed to be necessary for the safety of the coun- 
try and the people, it has seemed to me notim- 
proper that we should resort to the great source 
of all political authority—the people themselves, 
This is their Government; this 1s their Union; 
we are but their representatives. I speak in no 
feeling of flattery to the people, sir. No; I call 
upon them to pronounce their judgment, and do 
their duty to their country. If we cannot save 
the country, and they will not save the country, 
the country is gone. I wish to preserve it by all 
the means, ordinary and extraordinary, that are 
within our possible reach. That is the whole 
fecling, and that is the entire principle upon which 

see 


It may be objected toas not a mode recognized 
by the Constitution. Well, sir, itis not forbid- 
den by the Constitution, nor does it conflict with 
any principle of the Constitution, and it aims at 
nothing but what is entitled to influence here. 
That influence will be weighed by the Senate 
properly and justly. It is simply an appeal to 
the people to aid us, their representatives, by giv- 
ing us their judgment and their opinion upon the 
subject. "Phat judgment and opinion will not be 
humiliating to us. If they should condescend to 
pronounce their judgmentand give their opinion, 
there is no humiliation in our obeying the voice 
of a great nation, whose representatives we are, 
and whose servants we are proud to call ourselves. 
Their sentiments and their opinions will be our 
safest guide upon this question, surrounded as itis 
by so many difficulties, and disabled as we are by 
our own distractions and divisions in Congress 
from acting upon it without some power to con- 
trol and to govern individual opinion. 

I do not think it neecssary, Mr. President, that 
I should enlarge upon this subject. The object 
to be obtained is a constitutional one. It is to 
ascertain the sense of the pegple,and for purposes 
salutary to the people, and/necessary for the pres- 
ervation of the country fn all the circumstances 
which surround it. 

Then, sir, as to the cOnstitutional amendments 
which are proposed for the sanction of the peo- 
ple, and upon which they are to give their opin- 
ion, I had occasion some time ago to make a few 
remarks, and I intend now to add only a few 
more. I do not intend to go very much at large 
into this question. Ido not know that I shall at 
any time—certainly not now, when I am not 
fally apprised, perhaps, of the various objections 
that may be made to them. The first remedy 
proposed consists in a new article to be added to 
the Constitution, and which proposes for its ob- 
ject to settle the question of territory, and the 
question of slavery in respect to territory; and to 
settle that—ow? Simply to provide that all the 
territory north of 360 30’ shall be free from sla- 
very; that on the south slavery shall be recog- 
nized and protected, as it now exists by the laws 
existing there for its protection, and to continue 


so until that territory, or any suitable proportion | 


of it, shall be formed into a State and admitted 
into the Union. 
with such provision as they may choose to make 
in their constitution in respect to slavery—ex- 


cluding it or admitting it. This is all. To the 
North all is given; to the South it is only pro- 
vided that things shall remain as they are until 
the territory becomes a State, and then it is to 
adopt this institution of slavery or not, according 
to the wish of the people that are interested in the 
new State. It seems to me there is something 
very just and very fair on the face of this propo- 
sition. 

Weare agreat nation, composed now of thirty- 
threeStates. Fifteen of these have this peculiar in- 
stitution of slavery; the others have excluded it, 
each acting according to its own free choice under 
the Constitution. Slavery existed in these and 
more States when the Constitution was formed. 
The Constitution took things as they were, recog-" 
nized them as they were, and left them as they 
were, to the exclusive jurisdiction of the several 
States. Those who had the institution of slavery 
were left to the sole dominion over it; those who 
were without it were left to the free and fall course 
of their own wilt and of their own wisdom upon 
the subject, on the one side to continue to exclude 
'it, or on the other side to continue to retain it. 
"Ihis was the broad, general, reciprocal justice 
which the Constitution did to all sections of the 
country. 

Now, sir, I ask the same standard and the same 
measure of justice. Let us take things as they 
are; that is the object. To the north of 360 30 
slavery has been excluded. I say, therefore, sla- 
very is excluded. To the south, slavery exists 
as a matter of fact. I ask you to recognize it. 
That was the principle upon which the framers 
of our Constitution went, recognizing the status 
existing at the time, adopting that, accepting that 
asa basis. This is what I understand in respect 
to all the States. This is all now that I ask; all 
that this proposition is. There are south of that 
linc, the Indian territory, and the Territory of 
New Mexico; that is all. Of the Indian terri- 
tory I need say nothing; that is appropriated to 
others, and upon the terms of that appropriation 
itrests. By those terms, however, slavery ma 
be recognized as existing there; for the fact is, it 
does exist. So in all New Mexico; and how 
comes it to exist in New Mexico? It exists po- 
tentially in New Mexico in virtue of the decision 
of the Supreme Court of the United States in the 
so-often quoted case of Dred Scott. They say 
that all the people of the United States have the 
right equally to go into the common territory of 
the United States, and carry with them any spe- 
cies or description of property recognized as such 
in the States from which they emigrate. Poten- 
tially, then, slavery does exist there; but more 
than that: by the great compromise measures of 
1850, a territorial government was formed for 
New Mexico; and one of the compromises, one 
of the adjustments on that great occasion, was to 
give this Territory, which was a subject of dis- 
pute in respect to the question of slavery, power 
to “legislate on all rightful subjects of legisla- 
tion.” It was intended to cover this case; it did 
cover the case of slavery by the broad and dis- 
tinct terms in which the power was given to the 
Territorial Legislature. That was the agreement 
between the North and the South: ‘ We will say 
nothing about slavery ourselves, but we will con- 
stitute a territorial government, and we will give 
to that territorial government, representing the 
local interests, representing the local population, 


|; the power to dispose of this subject according to 


the wishes and according to the interests of the 
people of the Territory.” In the exercise of that 
power, the people of the Territory did pass an 
act authorizing and regulating slavery in every 
particular; and that act now exists. Slavery only 
to a very limited extent exists there; but it exists 
by law actually. 

Now, what does this amendment of mine pro- 
pose? Not that gentlemen shall agree that slavery 
may exist there; not that they shall concede any 
principle; not that they shall concede any policy; 
but simply that they shall recognize a fact, a fact 
that they cannot dispnte—the fact of the actual ex- 
istence of slavery under actual law, emanating from 


Then they are to be admitted | 


| 
i 
i 


that Territory under power granted in the compro- 
miseof 1850, which was intended to settle theafiairs 
of the country, and to relieve us from the troubles 
which have now returned. lt was hailed by the 
whole people, accepted as a peace offering on all 
| sides, and has been continued from that day. 
| Under the power given by that act of Congress 
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of 1850, slavery has been admitted into that Ter- 
ritory, and all that is proposed by my amendment 
is, as I said, simply to recognize that; and fur- 
thermore, the fact being recognized, that it shall 
be recognized that that state of things, that fact, 
shall continue as itis, until the Territory shall 
have acquired a sufficient population, according 
to the ratio-of representation for Representatives, 
to entitle it to one member in Congress, and then 
to be admitted into the Union on an equal footing 
with the rest of the States, and witha constitution 
adopting or excluding slavery, according to the 
judgment of the people themselves. 

This is the whole proposition in that respect. 
Well, I confess, sir, it seems to me that it is very 
little to grant, Some gentlemen are averse to com- 
promise. Well, gentlemen, you may call this a 
compromise. May it not with equal propriety be 
called an honest adjustment of rights? Butif it 
were a compromise, is it not a fair compromise? 
And upon what principle are we opposed to com- 
promise? All human life is bft a compromise, 
From the cradle to the grave, every step of it is 
acompromise between man and society. And 
when peace is the reward of compromise, it has 
been usually blessed. A man, it is said, in respect 
to the compromise of a lawsuit, must be allowed 
to purchase his peace. A man can purchase noth- 
ing better, nothing dearer than his peace, even in 
private transactions. How is itin relation to di- 
visions between greatcommunitics, different coun- 
tries, or great sections of the same country? Are 
they not more necessary there? Are they not more 
demanded by the interests of society, more de- 
manded by humanity itself, than inany other con- 
dition of life? Just as much more demanded as 
the consequences are greater and more moment- 
ous, and more destructive ordinarily. If there 
were no compromise, parties would have to settle, 
by force or by war, these questions. 

Is there in this compromise anything repulsive 
to any section of this country? L know the great 
Republican party of this country have declared 
themselves against the extension of slavery. Is 
this, in the sense of that declaration, is this, in 
the sense of that tenet of their faith, an extension 
of slavery? I have before shown, what is the 
indisputable fact, that slavery does exist here by 
law, which covers the whole Territory. Itisnot 
extending slavery into a Territory where no sla- 
very exists. Slavery does exist there; and the 
question is, whether you will let it exist, accord- 
ing to the laws under which it docs exist, untiÌ 
the Territory becomes a State, and decides for 
itself whether slavery shall continue longer or not. 
Is there such stringency in the doctrine of the 
party upon this subject, that neither for weal nor 
for woc, neither for peace nor for war, will they, 
mediately or immediately, on a principle of com- 
promise or on a principle of justice, recognize the 
existence of slavery in the Territory of New 
Mexico? 

Whatgentleman, as astatesman,can stand upon 
that ground? What Senator can stand upon that 
ground? Say that we are here, as I verily believe 
we are, upon the brink of intestine and eivil war, 
that that war can be prevented by recognizing 
the fact of the existence of slavery, and agreeing 


that it shall continue for ten or fifteen years, until | 


the Territory shall become prepared to enter the 
Union as a State, and that Senators had rather 
encounter civil war, had rather encounter the de- 
struction of this Union, and of this Government, 
than to agree to these terms—upon what grounds? 
Upon any grounds of public welfare? Upon any 
avowed grounds of policy or of patriotism? Can 
any Senator stand upon that ground? What is 
his ground, then? The Republican party sees that 
by possibility, under this adjustment, that State, 
if it chooses slavery, may come into the Union 
hereafter as a slave State. Are they pledged 
against that under all circumstances? Are their 
general rules rules that admit of no exceptions? 
The old maxim is, that the exception proves the 
rule. If the rule be reasonable, there always are 
exceptional circumstances that may occur, whieh 
would prevent the application of the rule; but here 
are general rules that admit of no exception; and 
civil war, pestilence, famine, and everything else, 
are to be encountered, rather than to recede one 
single hair’s breadth from a particular, prescribed 
doctrine. 1 cannot conceive it possible. f 
But suppose, Mr, President, that this proposi- 
tion docs make such provision that tho ultimate 


| 


result of it may be, if the people of the Territory 
choose, that it may hereafter be entitled, under 
this amendment of the Constitution, to come in 
as a slave State. What do gentlemen say to that? 


i Is it a dogma that no slave State ever shall here- 


after be admitted into this Union; and will they, 
for the maintenance and preservation of that dog- 
ma, sacrifice the country? Will they encounter 
civil war and-disunion and all its fearful conse- 
quences, rather than yield up in a single instance 
this dogma of no more slave States? Surely if 
that dogma were to be pressed with ever such 
heartfelt conviction, and such heartfelt zeal, it 
could not be but that, in the hearts that had so 
adopted and embraced it, such an exception might 
be made as this. When the fate of my country 
is on the one side and my dogma on the other, let 
the dogma go rather than the country be pros- 
trated. Is any member of the Senate prepared to 
say, in the face of this country and of the world, 
that rather than yield up his dogma in a single 
instance, he will see the country go to ruin, or he 
will attempt to enforce his opinion by the sword? 
Isthere any man who will do such a thing as that, 
so contrary to the law and teachings of the Al- 
mighty, and contrary to all humanity ? 

Sir, we are one people. I glory in the thought. 
Will one half of the people undertake to say, we 
have a conscientious scruple about admitting a 
slave State, and we intend to substitute that scru- 
ple in place of all your territorial rights? This 
Government, as made by our fathers, was made 
by States who held slaves and States who did not. 
We now stand in the same attitude. Then, in 
their time, most or all of the States held slaves, 
and now a minority of them only hold slaves. 
Shall the present majority, holding no slaves, 
plead, as an apology for usurping all thecommon 
territory of the country, a conscientious scruple, 
a dogma upon their part that no more slave States 
shall be admitted? Task my honorable friends 
on this side of the Chamber if that is the political 
system or ethics upon which they intend to act; 
if it is that which they can avow, as a party, for 
monopolizing that which is common property? 
Will they plead a conscientious scruple? Sir, it 
is a great nursery for conscientious scruples, in- 
deed, if men can make titles in themselves to com- 
mon property in that way. I do not know why 
aman who held with me a tract of land might not 
take the same scruple against me, and say that I 
was heretical, and violated all his dogmas, in pol- 
itics and religion; that his scruples would not 
allow him to be in such communion with me as 
to hold property in common. And how does he, 
gratify his conscience, and how does he dissolve 
this question of casuistry? By taking the whole 
property to himself and turning me out. I say 
itis a great nursery for scruples of this sort, ifan 


| argumentof that kind is to be found here. 


And now, Mr. President, see how exactly the 
very territory in dispute comes within the line 
of all that reasoning which would show that every 
part of the country ought to be considered as 
equally entitled to share in the enjoyment of it. 


That country was but recently acquired from | 


Mexico; and it was acquired by conquest. Is it 
not as plain a case that every section of the coun- 
try paid its proportionate part of the considera- | 
tion, as if it had been bought with money and 

each citizen had contributed the number of pence 

that his interest amounted to? 
contribute her part of the treasure which bore the 
expense of that purchase? Did she not contribute 
her portion of the blood that was shed in obtain- 
ing it? Did she not do even a little more of it 
than our northern brethren, because of their re- 
mote situation? We were nearer the scene of 
action, could get to it more easily, and therefore, 


perhaps, there were more southern than northern |; 


men engaged in the war. The millions of money 
that it cost were paid, not out of a sectional purse, 
but out of a national purse, toywhich all contrib- 
uted. We fought, one as well as another, and 
all sections did their duty. 

I do not recur to these things for reproach upon 
any section of our country. No, sir. I love it 
all‘too well. It is all my country. I am notthe 
man to degrade any portion of it by any language 
I have to use. 

This territory, then, plainly and clearly, was | 
acquired by us all. Itis but the work of yester- | 
day. Now, a portion attempt to take it. They | 
have scruples about allowing us our full and: 


Did not the South |! 
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unrestricted and. unreserved equal. right.in-.the 
territory. Can this be proper? -We are but-one 
community, with diverse institutions in-reJation 
to domestic slavery, aswell as in relation to.man 
other-subjects. We have grown up in, and cul- 
tivated habits suitable to, all the circumstances 
surrounding us, just as every: people on earth 
have. ‘The institution of slavery has given & va- 
riety to. the form of society in which it exists. 
The absence of it has given form to a somewhat 
different condition of society, but equally adapted 
to its people. So it will be everywhere. You 
say, then, for instance, by way of mitigating the 
wrong done, that you only exclude slaveholders; 
you only exclude three hundred thousand—not 
a section of the country; not States; not fifteen 
States; but three hundred thousand slaveholders 
in those States. Whether that is a correct com- 
putation of them I do not know; nor is it of the 
least importance to this argument. No; the wrong 
does not stop there. All the millions that have 
been reared in the society formed, and receiving 
its character, and receiving its complexion: from 
that institution, though they may not be the own- 
ers of slaves, have been brought up and habitu- 
ated to the habit and form of society which that 
institution has given birth to. That makes a dif- 
ference in the habits of a people not.to be worn 
off in a day or a minute—transient, I admit; but 
they are, for the present, their habits. Their 
feelings and their habits go along together; and 
neither would you northern men prefer to go into 
the society of these people under circumstances 
equal; nor would the southern man, with his 
habits and his feelings, prefer to go into northern 
society, simply because of changes in the custom 
and habits; thatis all. By restraining the slave- 
holders from going into any Territory, then you 
restrain the formation of any such habits.as this 
other man, whois nota slaveholderin the southern 
States, has formed. You do not expel him, but 
you erecta barrier; not an insuperable one; you 
create a new difficulty in his way in going there, 
where he is to meet with strangers, and strangers 
of somewhat different habits from himself. 

Bat, as a matter of right, looking at it accord- 
| ing to the political principles upon which our 
great political society is formed; looking at it 
upon the common popular principles upon which 
the Constitution was formed, have you a right, 
in the distribution of the public property, to make 
any distinction between the portions of the coun- 
try holding slaves, and those who do not hold 
them? Why have you more right to do it in re- 
spect to the public lands and Territories of the 
United States, than in respect to any other spe- 
cies of public property? If you had money in 
the Treasury, would you insist upon taking all 
of that? No. I know you would not. Why? 
Because it isa common property, When, instead 
of money, we come to divide territory, land, does 
not the same principle apply—not merely upon 
the ground of ordinary equity or justice, but be- 
cause our Constitution has been formed, those 
who made it well knowing that in different Sec- 
tions of the common Seid for which: it was 
made, different scruples might obtain, different 
dogmas might prevail? But these were not to be 
looked to at all. Our Constitution, in its provis- 
ions, leaves us all free to entertain these dogmas; 
but it does not leave us free to disregard the great 
principles of equality, and equal justice, and equal 
distribution, as among. honest fellow-citizens, of 
land as well as money, and every thing else. No 
part of the country, no section of the country, 
has a right to set up its particular opinion on any 
| subject as the image of orthodoxy, and say those 
i who do not come up to this rule of orthodoxy 
shall not share with us in any thing that belongs 
to this Government. This is regulated, not by 
conscientious considerations, not by a seruple, 
but by broad, plain, common political principles; 
such as cur common Constitution was framed 
upon. Would you, upon any ground of difference 
as to a question of religion, have a right to make 
any distinction? Would you have a right to say 
that no Presbyterian should settle in this terri- 
tory, because he is a Presbyterian? Would:you 
| have a right to say that no Congregationalist 

shall settle there? Suppose we were divided by 
a sectional line in our religion: would any one of 
us have a right to invoke his religion-as’a reason 
why he was entitled to more, and his brother to 
| less, or to nothing? Nobody ‘would:pretend that. 
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You have no right to bring up scruples of that 
sort, or questions of that sort, against another. 
This question of slavery has been, to no small 
extent, connected with the question of religion. 
The pulpit has taken it in hand; the pulpit has 
become the minister of politicians, and politicians 
have ministered to ministers of the Gospel, neither 
to the benefit nor profit of the Gospel; and now 
scruples—I may as well call them scruples of 
religion as well as scruples about slavery—are 
pleadedon one side. You do not plead it eo nomine 
asa religious preference that you are entitled to, 
of as a religious distinction. You plead it, to be 
sure, as a distinct opinion of your own upon the 
subject of slavery; but you have been able to force 
that question of slavery into a great political po- 
sition before the country, by the aid of the pulpit. 
It has become with some a religious feeling. Iam 
not one of those who feel a disposition to speak, 
or allow myself to speak, disrespectfully of reli- 
gion; but I point you to these things as facts that 


we sec and know, that there has been a combina-* 


tion, a mixing up, of these questions with religion 
and with politics; and we are taught from the 
pulpit daily, not of the political improvidence, not 
of the political impolicy of slavery; but we are 
taught that it is a great sin,and that we are to put 
it far away from us. 

Now, sappose all this doctrine is right: does it 
come underour Constitution? Does itcome within 
the principles of our Constitution that we shall 
set up any such standard? The Constitution has 
set up-a standard, and it is a standard of equal 
justice and principle. It recognizes and estimates 
each man, and each community of men, not ac- 
cording to their religious opinions at all, but 
according to political rights; and their political 
rights are equal, however different they may be 
in their religious opinions, or in any conscientious 
scruples, however honorable. We have no right 
to apply such feelings to government. Our con- 
science may be avery good governor for ourselves; 
its teachings we may follow; but you have no 
right to insist, nor have fany right to insist, that 
I shall substitute my conscience for yours; or 
that you shall condemn my conscience, and put 
the penalty upon it of a forfeiture of my. political 
rights, if I continue to act upon it. You have no 
right to do that. What is it now, my friends, 
that is insisted upon? Here is a vast community 
sufficient in extent of territory, sufficient in the 
number of its people, to make a respectable na- 
tion, They have one opinion on this subject. 
They have long practiced upon it. Society, edu- 
cation, everything among them is molded upon 
thatinstitution. Now, ofasudden, itis demanded 
of them, not directly as to the States; but the 
principle upon which the policy is founded, how- 
ever limited it may be in point of space, is the 


sameineffect, Youdemand that, notwithstanding | 


my lawful-practice, my lawfully acquired habits, 
my lawfully acquired property, and all the notions 


connected with it, and accommodated to it, I shall į 


lay them all aside, give them all up, and substi- 
tute an idea in place of them—an idea of anti- 
slavery. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Porr in | 


the chair.) It becomes the duty of the Chair to 

state that there is a special order for the hour of 

one o’clock, the resolution reported by the Sena- 

tor from Kentucky, (Mr. PoweLL,] chairman of 

the special committee of thirteen, on which the 

Faas from Georgia [Mr. Toomss] has the 
oor. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN.. I beg leave to remind 
the Chair that, when I moved to take up this res- 
olution, I moved also that the Senate should con- 
tinue to act upon it to the exclusion of all other 


business until it was finally disposed of; and that | 


motion was adopted. 

Mr. TOOMBS. I will state to the honorable 
Scnator that I would as soon make my remarks 
on this resolution as on any other, and therefore, 
if he prefers it, I will take the floor on his own 
proposition. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. I shall be very glad to 
give the gentleman the floor. 

Mr. TOOMBS. If itsuits the gentleman, 1 will 
move to postpone the special order on which Ehad 
the floor, and take the floor on his own resolu- 
tions, if he prefers that course. If the Senator 
desires to proceed now, I will yield to him, though 
I expected to speak at one o'clock, or go on now 
which ever he prefers. 


Mr. CRITTENDEN. I would rather go on, 
because I wish to conclude ail that 1 have to say. 

Mr. TOOMBS. Very well; I have no objec- 
tion. Thad the floor for one o’clock, but of course 
I yield to the honorable Senator from Kentucky 
as long as he desires to speak. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. Ishall be through very 
goon. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will 
consider it, then, as the sense of the Senate, un- 
less objection be made, that the Senator from 


| Kentucky shall proceed with his remarks upon 


his own resolution. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. It is through a long 
train of events, of party controversies, that the 
country has been brought to its present deplor- 
able condition. it would be idle to say that in 
the course of that long controversy all the blame 
has been on one side, and all the right on the 
other. Right and wrong have never been so ex- 
clusively divided in any human controversy. We 
have all contributed to excite those passions and 


those feelings which now bring our country into | 


the most imminent peril. I shall not attempt to 
balance this account, and show clearly which has 
been in the wrong. That would be an idle at- 
tempt, and would do no good, if successful. It 
is not to the past so much that I would allude as 
to the present and the future. No matter whether 


I have been the wrong doer or whether I have |, 


received the wrong, when the question comes as 
to the safety of the country, as to the safety of 
the Constitution, I should act with a reference to 
that object, and not to any past or present con- 


j troversies that I may have with parties or with 


individuals. 

Mr. President, I am not here as the advocate 
of slavery. Lam here as the advocate of the 
Union, honestly, sincerely, zealously. I am 
pleading for that; and 1 am pleading with the 


Senate to do that which I beheve will preserve | 


the Union and stop the course of revolution and 
of war, and which alone I believe will do it. If 
Į plead for this solution of territorial difficulties, 
itis because I believe it is necessary to save the 
Union. fs it possible that any Senator could 
believe, with respect to this arid and sterile Ter- 
ritory, it could be an object with any gentleman 
to desire the extension of slavery? Ido not be- 
lieve myself that slavery can ever be invited there. 
Climate, soil, its remoteness from all the great 
avenues of commerce, all tend, inmy opinion, to 
interpose natural barriers againstit. That, how- 
ever, is not so much the question as our right to 
go there atall. You have no more right to take 


| away poor land than you have rich land, from 


our settlement. Upon the principles of the Con- 
stitution, you have no more right to take away 
one than the other; and it is not so much the viola- 
tion of territorial authority as itis the violation 
of that principle of equality, that principle of 
equal right upon which every section stands 


That the South has received some wrong in the i: 


course of our party action, is, I think, most clear, 
There has been introduced into this country, it 
has grown up, forced on by party principles step 


by step, without any man perhaps comprehend- | 
ing the whole conclusion and the whole extent of | 


it, until it has appeared in all its fearful propor- 


| tions, a great power, said to be the ruling power 


of this country, that has introduced an anti-sla- 
very system of policy in the United States. In 


the original Constitution—and my-friends from | 


the North look to that fact, and cherish it—the 
word “slave” is not to be found. How often 
have we heard that repeated here, my friends? 
You cling to it with tenacity, as a great fact; and 
yet whathave you done? Yoursystem of policy, 
that upon which you have triumphed—upon 
which your platform rests—is nothing but anti- 
slavery alone. Is this right? The opinions may 
be right as private opinions; but under the Con- 


stitution of the United States, upon the great prin- | 


ciples and policies which it contemplated, was it 
ever to be imagined, or is it ever to be justified, 
that a great party should stand alone upon a sys- 


tem of anti-slavery, making war by one section | 


upon another section—a war of opinion, if no 
more? 

It is in vain that you endeavor to mitigate this 
war of opinion, this war of denunciation, one 
against another, one system against another, by 
saying: ‘* We do not lay our hands upon you; 
we do not touch slavery in the States.’ But you 


| portion, and made the 


abuse and denounce the institution of one half 
the States of your great country, and you know 


| where it must strike. That that has given great 


alarm to some portions of the southern States, 
ought not to surprise you. It is quite natural. 
It will be something more than a mere common 
inference, if, after having succeeded, if, after hav- 
ing commenced the formation of yourgreat party, 
for the avowed purpose of retrieving what you 


| supposed you had lost by the repeal of the Mis- 


souri compromise, you now refuse not only to 


| restore that line, and to accept all the territory 


north of it, and only to yield up that the present 
state of things shall continue in the territory 
south until that territory becomes a State. 

You have just succeeded in a great contest upon 
your anti-slavery system of policy. Ifnow, just 
at this critical time, in the moment of your great 
victory, in the moment, as it may be supposed, 


| when you are confident, elated by that victory, 


you refuse to give this security, and plant your- 
selves proudly*and sternly upon platforms and 
dogmas, and say: ‘* We will take no step back- 
ward,” have not the South some little cause to 
complain? But, as generous men, as American 
statesmen, as Americans, having an interest 
throughout this whole great continent, are not 
these motives sufficient to induce you to make, if 
necessary, a compromise, and a liberal compro- 
mise? Now that you are the victors, be just; 
and not only just, but liberal, Less than this 


| will create more dissatisfaction, more misappre- 


hension. Will you not do all in your power to 
quiet and to put an end to these troubles? 

I hope I shall not be understood as addressing 
you with any language ina spirit of offense. f 
do not. Lappeal to you as my countrymen; I 
appeal to you as statesmen; I appeal to you as 
victors in a great political strife; and I implore 
you to make your victory useful to your coun- 
try and honorable to yourselves, by that greatest 
of all acts which you can ever have the power or 
the opportunity to do, of saving that country by 
settling this question. You are called upon to 
make no concession. I do not concede that I ask 
any concession in this proposition. It is nothing 
more than justice, bare justice, à 

Allow me to recount here fora moment what 
has been our history in relation to territorial ac- 
quisitions from the peace of 1783 down to this 
time. As IĮ read from the book the other day, 
you had at that time one hundred and sixty-six 
thousand square miles, and the South six hun- 
dred and fifty thousand square miles. How isit 
now? The first change in these proportions was 
produced by the cession made by Virginia of all 
the territory northwest of the Ohio, with a pro- 
vision excluding slavery. That changed the pro- 

North over four hundred 
thousand square miles, and the South over three 
hundred thousand square miles. The North, at 
this early period, and by means of this voluntary 
cession, become the greater in point of territory. 
We went on to acquire Florida, Louisiana, and 
what we conquered and purchased from Mexico. 
AH these various acquisitions have been so divided 
out that, at this day, the North has two million 
twohundred thousand square miles, and the South 
less than one million square miles, even when 
you have given her this Territory of New Mex- 
ico. Given her,did I say? You only agree that 
the present state of law there, in respect to per- 
sons held to servitude, shall continue until it be- 
comes a State—that is all. The condition it is 
now in was not produced by force, or by any 
fraud. It has obtained its present condition by 


| law, passed with the consent of the Senate of the 


United States. The act of September 18, 1850, 


i gave authority to the Legislature to authorize and 
| sanction slavery. 


Then, if we can settle this matter of difficulty 
in relation to the Territories, there is, I think, in 
all the other propositions, nothing that anybody 
can complain of. As to the fugitive slave law, it 
is only changed and altered so as to make it less 
obnoxious to our fellow-citizens of the North. 
That is the whole extent of the. amendment. 
Therefore that can be no ground of complaint on 
the part of our northern friends. , 

As to the prohibition to abolish or prohibit sla- 
very in the District of Columbia, and the places 
under the special jurisdiction of Congress within 
the slave States, it seems to me that stands upon 
aground that no man can deny. These Territo- 


1861, 


ries have been ceded to the General Government 
by slave States. It could not be expected or ap- 
prehended that it was supposed. that Congress 
would abolish slavery in littl spots within the 
“midst of the slavcholding States. At the time this 
cession was made, was any such thing contem- 
plated by any one? Is it to be presumed it was? 
if not, would it not be bad faith on the part of the 
‘Government, to say the least of it, to use its juris- 
diction for purposes which they supposed inju- 
rious to them, and not contemplated by any of 
the parties at the time of the cession? Good faith 
requiring that these things should not be done, 
would it be too much toask you, as an assurance 
that it shall not be done, to declare that the Con- 
slitution ought not to be so construed as to give 
power to do it? I think there can be no question 
about that. 

I do not intend to go more particularly or pre- 
cisely into the argument on this question at this 
time, and I hope it will never be required at my 
hands hereafter. There are some questions in- 
volved in this matter in relation to the country, 
upon which I desire merely to give my opinion. 
I have said that all parties have been to blame in 
these controversies. It is so of necessity. Our 
infirmities necessarily lead to that in all long-con- 
tinued controversies. It has been so here. Who 
‘can say that the South has not acted rashly? 
Who can say that the South is not now acting 
unwisely? Icannot. 'T'o say nothing of the past 
political errors which they have committed, but 
to look to the present, E do not believe in this 
right of secession. Itis anew doctrine. It has 
sprung up and grown wonderfully in a very few 
yoars. Itis not named in the Constitution. It 
has no name anywhere in all our code of laws. If 
it means anything at all, itis revolution; and not- 
withstanding the attempts to secede from the bold 
front and character of revolution, itis nothing but 
a lawless violation of the Constitution, That is 
my opinion, Ido not intend to argue it; but I 
wish to take the responsibility of saying, in these 
momentous times, when the Constitution of the 
country is apt to be run down, and trodden down; 
when a right of secession is urged; a right to go 
off,and to take with them forts, and arsenals, and 
everything prepared for the common defense, that 
Ucanuot agree with it. [tis new to me. It isof 
modern growth, ; 

But, sir, [ do not desire to be carried off into 
that question. I wantonly to bear my testimony 
for the Constitution of my country. I want it to 
be known—and, as far as my poor voice can go, 
it shall go—that this Constitution, so far from its 
beingliable to be broken by any body that chooses 
to secede, as they call it, is a grand and inviolable 
instrument upon which no man should lay his un- 
hallowed hand, or attempt to withdraw himself. If 
he is oppressed, let him take the responsibilities of 
revolution; let him defy the war; let him proclaim 
himself a revolutionist, and not attempt to hide 
his revolution in the little subtilties of law, and 
the little subtilties with which he surrounds seces- 
sion, as itis called. J do not believein it. It is 
no justification. My honorable friend from Lonis- 
iana (Mr. Bewsamry] quotes Mr. Madisonand Mr. 
Webster as authority for this doctrine, Why, 
sir, if the gentleman had extended his inquiry a 
little further, he would have seen that no doctrine 
was ever repudiated more precisely, exactly, and 
‘sternly, than this doctrine of secession was by Mr. 
Madison; and Mr. Webster’s name and fame are 
identified with the argument by which he was 
supposed to have destroyed every pretexton which 
such a doctrine could stand. If it is intended 
merely as another name for revolution, be it so. 
J do not know that gentlemen have nota right to 
so denominate their actions if they please; but a 
constitutional right to break the Constitution—a 
constitutional right to destroy the Union—would 
be indeed a strange form of government. 

I am forthe Union; but, my friends, I must be 
also for the equal rights of my State under this 
great Constitution and in this great Union. You 
must be prepared tograntthem. Thope you will 
be. You desire to maintain the Union. You say 
you do. Ibelieveit. I do. But we must pre- 
kerve it on the proper terms of equal respect and 
equal regard. The dogma of my State is, that 
she has as much right to go into the ‘Territories 
with her slaves as you, who do notchoose to hold 
such property, have to go without them. Thatis 
their dogma. Would it not be best for both of 
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| our brotherhood. Balance the consequences ofa 


us to renounce the pretension to go on its own 
dogma at the expense of the other, and let us 
make that odious thing, if it must be called so—a 
compromise—again to restore our fellowship and 


civil war and the consequences of your now agree- 
ing to the stipulated terms of peace here, and see 
how they compare one with another. I will not 
repeat again what is asked of you. Itis but a 
trifle in point of territory, a trifle in point of any 
material value thatcan be assigned to it, and there 
is no breach ofany principle. Itis an exception, 
and.a fairexception upon exccptional grounds, to 
the principle you avow. On the the other side, 
you have civil war. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Mr. President. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does theSen- 
ator from Kentucky give way to the Senator from 
Hlinois? 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Will the Senator allow 
me to ask him, if he has any assurance that civil 
war is to be averted by his resolution; if he does 
not know that a State has already undertaken to 
secede, and says she wants no compromise, and 
will have none? f 

Mr. TOOMBS. I must here interpose, and 
remind my friend from Kentucky, that I did not 
expect to surrender up the day, or that be would 
open a new discussion of anything clse. That 
was not my understanding of the arrangement 
between us. He is now ranning off into a new 
field with other gentlemen. I yielded for the pur- 
pose of allowing the Senator to explain his projet; 

ut I did not intend to give up the whole day. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. Idid not hear my friend 
quite well, 

Mr. TOOMBS. I say it was not my under- 
standing that this debate should be extended with 
other gentlemen; but I gave way to allow him to 
explain his projet. I had not expected to yield 
the day to the Senator from Kentucky. ‘That 
was not my understanding. There is some mis- 
understanding between us, I presume. [merely 
yielded for an explanation of the projet. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. The gentleman, then, 
shall have the floor. 

Mr. President, it is proper that I should answer 
the question of the Senator from Illinois. I be- 
lieve it will. Of course, I cannot say for certain; 
I may be mistaken. I believe it firmly, and I be- 
lieve it without a doubt. It may not satisfy all. 
E never expected it would. That it will satisfy a 
sufficient portion of the country to preserve tlie 
peace, and to preserve the Union everywhere, is 
my belief. 1 think, if the gentleman is disposed 
to grant it, he will find in the experiment that all 
this commotion will be putanend to, notinstantly. 
It may have commenced already, for all | know, 
in Charleston. It may not satisfy South Caro- 
lina. Hers is a peculiar case; but 1 believe it will 
satisfy almost all the southern States; at any rate, 
to such an extent that there will be no further pro- 
ceeding in this revolution, no further secession, 
no further revolution. That is my belief; and I 
hope and trust, sir, that we shall make the exper- 
iment. I feel confident of the result, and that it 
will be the restoration of peace among us, and 
then these gentlemen may go on honorably in this 
new Administration to serve the country. Let 
them commence now by this first glorious act of 
pacification. It will be a noble starting point. But 
let them go on without it, let them think the best 
way is to take the sword in hand, and woe be tor 
them; woe be to those who are, under that policy, 
to administer this Government! If the swordis 
to be the only weapon relied upon, then woe to 
your Administration! Your victory will be turned 
to blood and ashes. Grant these measures, and 
you will bring happy and glorious days to our 
whole country. 

I now give place, Mr. President, to the Senator 
from Georgia. 

Mr. TOOMBS. Mr. President and Senators, 
I obtained the foor last Thursday with a view of 
addressing this body upon the various proposi- 
tions which were submitted to the committee of 
thirteen, of which I was a member. Fam indif- 
ferent as to this substitution; but not having seen 
the proposition of the Senator from Kenucky, 
my remarks will be confined mainly to the action 
of the committee of thirteen. This, ] understand, 
is somewhat like one of the propositions, though 


. ism of their conduct. 


not identically that one, to which I may have oc- | 


casion to‘adyert.in:the course of my.argument:on. 
the propositions submitted bythe Honorable Sen- 
ator.from Kentucky. in the committee of thirteen. 

The saccess of the:A bolitionists and their allies; 
under the name of the Republican party, has-pro- 
duced its logical results already... They-have:for 
long years been sowing dragons’ tecih, and have 
finally got a crop of armed men. ‘Fhe Union, sir, 
is dissolved. - That is an accomplished factinthe 
path of this: discussion that men may as well heed. 
One of your confederates: has, already, wisely 
bravely, boldly; confronted public danger; and 
she is only ahead'of many-of hèr sisters ‘because 
of her greater facility for. speedy action. The 
greater majority of those sister States, under like 
circumstances, consider her cause as their cause; 
and I charge you in their name to-day, ‘* Touch 
not Seguntum.”’ -Itis aot only their cause; but 
it is a cause which ‘receives the sympathy and 
will receive the support of tens and-hundreds of 
thousands of honest patriotie men in the non- 
slaveholding States, who have hitherto: maintained 
constitutional rights, who respect their‘oaths, 
abide by compacts, and love justice, “And while 
this Congress, this Senate and this House of Rep- 
resentatives, are debating the constitutionality and 
the expediency of seceding from ‘the Union, and 
while the perfidious authors of this mischief are 
showering down denunciations upon a large por- 
tion of the patriotic men of this country, those 
brave men are coolly and calmly voting what you 
call revolution—ay, sir, doing better than that: 
arming to defend it. They appealed to the Con- 
stitution, they appealed to justice, they appealed 
to fraternity, until the Constitution, justice, and 
fraternity were no longer listened to inthe legis- 
lative halls of their country, and then, sir, the 
prepared for the arbitrament of ‘the sword; an 
now you see the glittering bayonet, and you hear 
the tramp of armed men from your capital to the 
Rio Grande. Hisa sight that gladdens the eyes 
and cheers the heart of other millions ready to 
second them.’ Inasmuch, sir, as I have labored 
earnestly, honestly, sincerely, with these men to 
avert this necessity so long as 1 deemed it possi- 
ble, and inasmuch as I heartily approve tbeir 
present conduct of resistance, I deem it my duty 
to state their case to the Senate, to the country, 
and to the civilized world. x 

Senators, my countrymen have demanded no 
new Government; they have demanded no new 
Constitution. Look to their records at home and 
here from the beginning of thig national strife 
until its consummation in the disruption of the 
Empire, and they have not demanded. a single 
thing except that you shall abide by the Consti- 
tution of the United States; that constitutional 
rights shall be respected, and that justice shall be 
done. Sirs, they have stood by your Constitu- 
tion; they have stood by all its requirements; they 
have performed all of its duties. unselfishly, un- 
calculatingly, disinterestedly, untila party sprang 
up in this country which endangered their social 
system—a party which they arraign, and which 
they charge before the American people and all 
mankind, with having made proclamation of out- 
lawry against four thousand millions of their 
property in the Territories of the United States; 
with having put them under the ban of the Em- 
pire in all the States in which their institutions 
exist, outside of the protection of Federal laws; 
with having aided and abetted insurrection from 
within and invasion from without, with the view 
of subverting those institutions, and desolating 
their homes and their firesides. For these causes 
they have taken up arms. f shall proceed to 
vindicate the justice of their demands, the patriot- 
I will show the injustice 
which they suffer and the rightfulness of their 
resistance. 

I shall not spend much time on the question that 
seems to give my Honorable friend [Mr. CRITTEN- 
DEN} so much concern—the constitutional right of 
a State to secede from this Union. Perhaps he 
will find out after a while that it is a fact accom- 
plished. You bave got it in the South pretty 
much in both ways. South Carolina has given 
it to you regularly, according to the approved 
plan. You are getting it just below there, [in 
Georgia,] I believe, irregularly, outside: of law, 
without regular action. You can take it either 
way. You will find armed men to defend: both. 

T have stated that the discontented States of this 
Union have demanded nothing but clear, distinct, 
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unequivocal, well-acknowledged _ constitutional 
rights; rights affirmed by the highest judicial 
tribunals of their country; rights. older than the 
Constitution; rights which are. planted upon the 
immutable principles of natural justice; rights 
which have been affirmed by the good and the 
wise of all countries, and of all centuries. We 
demand no power to injure any man. We de- 
mand no right to injure our confederate States. 
We demand no right to interfere with their insti- 
tutions, either by word or deed. We have no 
right to. disturb. their peace, their tranquillity, 
their security. We have demanded of them sim- 
ply, solely—nothing else—to give us equality, se- 
curity, and tranquillity. Give us these, and peace 
restores itself. Refuse them, and take what you 
can get. 

I will now read my own demands, acting under 
my own convictions, and the universal judgment 
of my countrymen, They are considered the 
demands of an extremist. To hold to a consti- 
tutional right now makes one considered an ez- 
tremist— I believe that is the appellation these 
traitors and villains, north and south, employ. I 
accept their reproach rather than their principles. 
Accepting their designation of treason and rebel- 
lion, there stands before them as good a traitor, 
and as good a rebel, as ever descended from revo- 
lutionary loins. 

What do these rebels demand? First, “that 
the people of the United States shall have an equal 
right to emigrate and settle in the present, or any 
future.acquired territories, with whatever prop- 
erty they may possess, (including slaves,) and 
be securcly protected in its peaceable enjoyment 
until such territory may be admitted as a State 
into the Union, without or without slavery, as 
she may determine, on an equality with all exist- 
ing States.” That is our territorial demand, We 
have fought for this territory when blood was its 
price. We have paid for it when gold was its 
price. We have not proposed to exclude you, 
though you have contributed very little of either 
blood or money. I refer especially to New Eng- 
land. We demand only to go into those terri- 
tories upon terms of equality with you, as equals 
in this great apap to enjoy the common 
property of the whole Union, and receive the 
protection of the common Government, until the 
territory is capable of coming into the Union as 
a sovereign State, when it may fix its own insti- 
tutions to suit itself. 

The second proposition is: “that property in 
slaves shall be entitled to the same protection 
from the Government of the United States, in all 
of its departments, everywhere, which the Con- 
stitytion confers the power upon it to extend to 
any other property, provided nothing herein con- 
tained shall be construed to limit or restrain the 
right now belonging to every State to prohibit, 
abolish, or establish and protect slavery within 
its limits.” We demand of the common Govern- 
ment to use its granted powers to protect our prop- 
erty as well as yours. For this protection we pay 
as much as you do. This very property is sub- 
ject to taxation, It has been taxed by you, and 
sold by you for taxes, The title to thousands and 
tens of thousands of slaves is derived from the 
United States, We claim that the Government, 
while the Constitution recognizes our propery 
for purposes of taxation, shall give it the same 
protection that it gives yours. Ought it not to 
do so? Yousay no. Every one of you upon the 
committee saidno. Your Senators say no. Your 
House of Representatives says no. Throughout 
the length and breadth of your conspiracy against 
the Constitution, there is but one shout of no! 
This recognition of this right is the price of my 
allegiance. Withhold it, and you do not getmy 
obedience. This is the philosophy of the armed 
men who have sprung up in this country. Do 
you ask me to support a Gowernment that will 
tax my property; that will plunder me; that will 
demand my blood, and will not protect me? I 
would rather see the population of my own native 
State laid six feet beneath her sod than that they 
should support for one hour such a Government. 
Protection is the price of obedience everywhere, 
in all countries. It is the only thing that makes 


Government respectable. Deny it, and you can- | 


nothave free subjects or citizens; you may have | 


slaves. y 
We demand, in the next place, “that persons 


committing crimes against slave property in one | 


State, and fleeing to another, shall be delivered | 
upin the same manner as persons committing 

crimes against other property, and that the laws 

of the State from which such persons flee shall be 

the test of criminality.’ That is another one of 

the demands of an extremist and rebel. The Con- 

Stitution of the United States, article four, section 

two, says: 

“ A person charged in any State with treason, felony, or 
other crime, whe shall flee from justice, and be found in 
another State, shall, on demand of the executive authority 
of the State from which he fled, be delivered up to be re- 
moved to the State having jurisdiction of the crime,” 

But the non-slaveholding States, treachérous to 
their oaths and compacts, have steadily refused, 
if the criminal only stole a negro, and that negro 
was a slave, to deliver himup. It was refused 
twice on the requisition of my own State as Jong 
as twenty-two yearsago. It was refused by Kent 
and by Fairfield, Governors of Maine, and rep- 
resenting, I belicve, cach of the then Federal 
parties. We appealed then to fraternity, but we 
submitted; and this constitutional right has been, 
practically, a dead letter from that day to this. 

The next case came up between us 
State of New York, when the present senior Sen- 
ator [Mr. Sewarp] was the Governor of that 
State; and he refused it. Why? He said it was 
not against the laws of New York to steal a ne- 
gro, and therefore he would not comply with the 
demand. He madc a similar refusal to Virginia. 
Yet these are our confederates; these are our sis- 
ter States! There is the bargain; there is the 
compact. You have sworn to it. Both these 
Governors swore to it. The Senator from New 
York swore to it. The Governor of Ohio swore 
to it when he was inaugurated. You cannot bind 
them by oaths. Yet they talk to us of treason; 
and I suppose they expect to whip freemen into 
loving such brethren! They will have a good 
time in doing it! 


The Constitution says slaves are property; the 
Supreme Court says so; the Constitution says so. 
The theft of slaves is a crime; they are a subject- 
matter of felonious asportation. the text and 
letter of the Constitution you agreed to give them 
up. You-have sworn to do it, and you have 
broken your oaths. 


them to do otherwise. Ido not think I ever saw 
a perjurer, however bald and naked, who could 
not invent some pretexts to palliate his crime, or 
who could not, for fifteen shillings, hire an Old 
Bailey lawyer to invent some for him. Yet this 


requirement of the Constitution is another one of | 


the extreme demands of an extremist and a rebel. 
The next stipulation is that fugitive slaves shall 


be surrendered under the provisions of the fugitive ; 


slave act of 1850, without being entitled either to 
a writ of habeas corpus or trial by jury, or other 


similar obstructions of legislation, in the State to | 


which he may flee. Here is the Constitution: 


“No person held to service or labor in one State, under 
the Jaws thereof, escaping into another, shall, in conse- 
quence of any law or regulation therein, be discharged 
from such service or Jabor, but shall be delivered up on 
claim of the party to whom such service or labor may be 
due.?? 


This language is plain, and everybody under- |} 
stood it the same way for the first forty years of | 


your Government, In 1793, in Washington’s 


time, an act was passed to carry out this provis- | 


ion. It was adopted unanimously in the Senate 
of the United States, and nearly so in the House 
of Representatives. Nobody then had invented 


pretexts to show that the Constitution did not | 
It was clear; it was plain. | 
the Federal courts, but all the local | 
courts inall the States, decide that this was a con- | 
stitutional obligation. How isitnow? The North : 


mean a negro slave. 
Not only 


sought to evade it; following the instincts of their | 
national character, they commenced with the 
fraudulent fiction that fugitives were entitled to | 
habeas corpus, entitled to trial by jury in the State į 
to which they fled. They pretended to believe | 
that fugitive slaves were entitled to more rights 
than their white citizens; perhaps they were right, 
they know one another better than I do. You 
may charge a white man with treason, or felony, 
or other crime, and you do not require any trial 
by jury before he is given up; there is nothing to 
determine but that he is legally charged with a} 
crime and that he fled, and then he is to be deliv- | 
ered up upon demand. White people are deliv- 


and the | 


y vin It is natural we should want | 
this provision of the Constitution carried out. $ 


Of course, those who have | 
done so look out for pretexts. Nobody expected | 


i 
i 
f 


i 


ered up every day in this way; but not slaves. 
Slaves, black people, you say, are entitled to trial 
by jury; and in this way schemes have been in- 
vented to defeat your plain constitutional obliga- 
tions. In January, last year, I argued this ques- 
tion, and presented at the close of my speech a 
compilation made by a friend of mine, of the laws 
of the non-slaveholding States on this point. The 
honorable gentieman from Vermont [Mr. Corra- 
MER] commented upon the reference to his State, 
and the greater portion of his speech was taken 
up with a discussion of the particular act which 
was quoted in my appendix. Ihave no doubtthe 
Senator did not know of the act of 1858, because 
certuinly his argument would not have been made 
if he did; he certainly was not informed as to the 
act of 1858. I will read him one or two of the 
sections of thatact. Ireferred to and commented 
on it then in my speech; but in the appendix con- 
taining the compilation there was an accidental 
misreference. That act provides— 

«That every person who may have been held asa slave, 


who shail come or be brought or be in this State, with or 
without the consent of his or her alleged master ?—— 


Mr. COLLAMER. What date is that? 

Mr. TOOMBS. Eighteen hundred and fifty- 
eight. It is entitled ‘An act to secure freedom 
to all persons in this State.” 

Mr.COLLAMER. That was not the one men- 
tioned-in the Senator’s speech. 

Mr. TOOMBS. I have explained why it was 
not in the appendix; but I had read it, and I sup- 
posed the Senator had. The Senator made his 
speech on this reference, because, I suppose, it 
was more easily answered. 

Mr. COLLAMER. I made the speech upon 
the one to which reference was made. 

Mr. TOOMBS. That was very adroitly done, 
or very ignorantly done, Ido not know which; 
but I want to set that portion of our record right. 
This was the act to which I referred, and upon 
which I commented in the body of the speech, 
though not in the appendix, which was prepared 
by another person: 

“ Every person who may have been held as a slave, who 
shall come, or be brought, or be in this State with the con- 
sent of his or her alleged master or mistress, or who shall 
come or be brought, or be in this State, shall be free.” 

The Constitution of the United States says they 
shall not be free; Vermont says they shall; and 
yet all her legislators are sworn to obey the Con- 
stitution. Vermont says if slaves come, volun- 
tarily or involuntarily, with or without consent; 
if they flee from service, or come into Vermont 
in any way, they shall be free. The Constitution 
says they shall not be discharged from service if 
they flee; Vermont says they shall be. That is 
another one of our sisters, for whom it is said we 
ought to havea deep attachment. 

Again: . 

“Sec. 7. Every person who shall hold, or attempt to 
hold, in this State, in slavery, or as a slave, any free per- 
son, in any form or for any time, however short, under the 
pretense that such person is or has been a stave, shall, on 
conviction thereof, be imprisoned in the State prison for a 
term not less than five years nor more than twenty years, 
and be fined not Jess than $1,000 nor more than $10,000.” 

This is decidedly fraternal! If a man passes 
voluntarily through the State of Vermont with 
his slave, that State, in her fraternal affection, will 
keep him fifteen years in the State prison and fine 
him $2,000. Fraternal, affectionate Vermont! I 
have made these references for the benefit of the 
Senator. Will he say that this was done only to 
carry out the decision in Prigg vs. Pennsylvania? 

I have heretofore shown that a plain constitu- 
tional provision has been violated by specific acts 
in thirteen of these States; but in the Pilgrim’s 
Progress they finally do it, I believe, without acts 
of legislation. Mr, Lincoln and his party have 
taken an easier position; and now such has been 
the rapid descent into error as Virgil describes 
that into hell, “smooth is the descent and eas 
the way,” that now they even refuse to admit 
that legislative acts are necessary to cnable them 
to defeat the Constitution; they profess to defeat 
it by circumvention; they think it better to be 
cunning than strong. Personal liberty bills are 
the bungling contrivances of a Jess advanced ac- 
complishment in crime. I should not be sur- 
prised if they should repeal all of them, for they 
do not need them now. Lincoln says they are 
unnecessary; that by the Constitution it is settled 
that all men are created free and equal, and that 
all men are entitled to an equal participation in 
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the Government, and that the Declaration of In- 
dependence refers to slaves; that no man shall 
be deprived of his life and liberty and property 
without the judgment of his peers or the law of 
the land. Apply these principles as the Black 
Republicans intend to apply them, and they have 
no need for personal liberty bills. They are far 
in advance of such contrivances. The progressive 
spirit of the age will not wait upon such devices. 
They may now dispense with these superseded 
devices; but I undertake to say here that no Black 
Republican Legislature that repeals them will 
ever say that it is their purpose or duty to sur- 
render the fugitive. No,sir, they do not intend to 
do that. They may delude you in order to get 
power; they may deceive you to get possession 
of this Government; but there is neither faith, nor 
truth, nor manhood in this conspiracy. 

The next demand made on behalf of the South 
is, “that Congress shall pass efficient laws for the 
punishment of all persons in any of the States 
who shall in any manner aid and abet invasion or 
insurrection in any other State, or commit any 
other act against the laws of nations, tending to 
disturb the tranquillity of the people or govern- 
ment of any other State.” That is a very plain 
principle. The Constitution of the United States 
now requires, and gives Congress express power, 
to define and punish piracies and felonies com- 
mitted on the high seas, and offenses against the 
laws of nations. When the honorable and distin- 
guished Senator from Hlinois [Mr. Doveras] last 

ear introduced a bill for the purpose of punish- 
ing people thus offending under that clause of the 
Constitution, Mr. Lincoln, in his speech at New 
York, which I have before me, declared that it was 
a‘ sedition bill;” his press and party hooted atit. 
So far from recognizing the bill as intended to 
carry out the Constitution of the United States, 
it received their jeers and gibes. The Black Re- 
publicans of Massachusetts elected the admirer 
and eulogist of John Brown’s courage as their 
Governor, and we may suppose he will throw no 
impediments in the way of John Brown’s success- 
ors. The epithet applied to the bill of the Sen- 
ator from Illinoisis quoted froma deliberate speech 
delivered by Lincoln in New York, for which, it 
was stated in the journals, according to some res- 
olutions passed by an association of his own 

arty, he was paid a couple of hundred dollars. 
The speech should therefore have been deliberate. 
Lincoln denounced that bill, He places the stamp 
of his condemnation upon a measure intended to 

romote the peace and security of confederate 
States. He is, therefore, an enemy of the hu- 
man race, and deserves the execration of all man- 
kind. 

We demand these five propositions. Are they 
not right? Are they not just? Take them in de- 
tail, and show that they are not warranted by the 
Constitution, by the safety of our people, by the 
principles of eternal justice. We will pause and 
consider them; but mark me, we will not let you 
decide the question for us. 

But we are told by well-meaning but simple- 
minded people that admit your wrongs, your 
remedies are not justifiable. Senators, I have 
little care to dispute remedies with you, unless you 
propose to redress my wrongs. If you propose 
that in good faith, I will listen with respectful def- 
erence; but when the objectors to my remedies 
propose no adequate ones of their own, I know | 
what they mean by the objection. They mean sub- 
mission. [tell them, if I have good sight, perhaps 
the musket will improve my defective remedy. 
But still, I will as yet argue it with them. 

These thirteen colonies originally had no bond 
of union whatever; no more than Jamaica and 
Australia have to-day. They were wholly sep- 
arate communities, independent of each other, and 
dependenton the Crown of Great Britain. All the 
union between them that was ever made is in 
writing. They made two written compacts. One 
was knownasthe Articles of Confederation, which 
declared that the Union thereby formed should be 
perpetual—an argument very much relied upon by 
‘the friends of the Union” now. Those Articles | 
of Confederationin terms declared that they should | 
be perpetual. 1 believe that expression is used | 
in our last treaty with Billy Bowlegs, the chief of | 
the Seminoles.” I know it is a phrase used in | 
treaties with all nations, civilized and savage. | 
Those that are not declared eternal are the excep- | 
tions; but usually treaties profess to be for “ per- 


petual friendship and amity,” according to their 
terms. So was that treaty between the States: 
After a while, though, the politicians said it did 
not work well, It carried us through the Revo- 
lution. The difficulty was, that after the war there 


i! were troubies about the regulation of commerce, 


about navigation, but above all, about financial 
matters. The Government had no means of get- 
ting at the pockets of the people; and but for that 
one difficulty, this present Government would 
never have been made. The country is deluded 
with the nonsense that this bond of union was 
cemented by the blood of brave men in the Rev- 
olution. Sir, itis false. It never cost a drop of 
blood. A large portion of the best men of the 
Revolution voted againstit. It was carried in the 
convention of Virginia by but ten majority, and 
among its opponents were Monroe and Henry, 
and other men who had fought the war, who re- 
corded their judgment that it was not a good bond; 
and I am satisfied to-duy that they were the wiser 
men. This talk about the blood of patriots is in- 
tended to humbug the country, to scare the old 
women. Why,sir,it never cost a drop of blood. 
It was carried in some of the States by treachery, 
by men betraying their constituents, That is the 
history of the times. Five votes would have tied 
it in Virginia. It passed New York by but three 
majority. Out of nearly four hundred in the con- 
vention of Massachusetts, it passed by nineteen. 
That is the history of the action of the three 
greatest States of the Union at that time. Some 
of the bravest and the boldest and the best men 
of the Revolution, who fought from its beginning 
to its end, were opposed to the plan of union; and 
among them was the illustrious author of the 
Declaration of Independence himself. Are we to 
be deterred by the cry, that we are laying our un- 
hallowed hands on this holy altar? Sir, I have 
no hesitation in saying that a very large portion 
of the people of Georgia, whom I represent, pre- 
fer to remain in this Union with their constitu- 
tional rights—I would say ninety per cent. of 
them—believing it to be a good Government. 
They have lived and prospered in it. Shallow- 
pated fools have told them this Government was 
the cause of their prosperity, and they have never 
troubled themselves to inquire whether or not this 
were true. I think it had but little to do with 
their prosperity beyond securing their peace with 
other nations, and that boon‘has been paid for at 
a price that no freeman oughtto submit to. These 
are my own opinions; they have been announced 
to my constituents, and I announce them here. 
Had 1 lived in that day, I should have voted with 
the majority in Virginia, with Monroe, Henry, 
and the illustrious patriots who composed the sev- 
enty-nine votes against theadoption of the present 
plan of Government. In my opinion, if they had 
prevailed to-day, the men of the South would have 
the greatest and most powerful nation of the earth. 
Let this judgment stand for future ages. 
Senators, the Constitution is a compact. It 
contains all our obligations and duties of the Fed- 
eral Government. [I am content, and have ever 
been content, to sustain it. While I doubt its 
perfection; while T do not believe it was a good 
compact; and while I never saw the day that I 
would have voted for it as a proposition de novo, 
yet I am bound to it by oath and by that common 
prudence which would induce men to abide by 
established forms, rather than to rush into un- 
known dangers. I have given to it, and intend to 
give to it, unfaltering support and allegiance; but 
I choose to put that allegiance on the true ground, 
not on the false idea that anybody’s blood was 
shed for it. I say that the Constitution is the 
whole compact. All the obligations, all the chains 
that fetter the limbs of my people, are nominated 
in the bond, and they wisely excluded any con- 
clusion against them, by declaring that the powers 
not granted by the Constitution to the United 
States, or forbidden by it to the States, belonged 
to the States respectively or the people. Now } 
will try it by that standard; I will subject it to 
that test. The law of nature, the law of justice, 
would say—and itis so expounded by the pub- 
licists—that equal rights in the common property 
shall be enjoyed. Even in a monarchy the king 
cannot prevent the subjects from enjoying equality 
in the disposition of the public property. Even in 


a despotic Governmentthis principleis recognized. | 


It wasthe blood and the money of the whole peo- 
ple (says the learned Grotius, and say all the 


| publicists) which acquired “thé publié property; 


| and therefore itisnotthé property of the sovereign. 
l This right: of cquality.being, then; according to 
; Justice and natural equity,a right belonging toall 
| States, when did we give itup? -Yousay Congress. 
i has a right to pass rules and regulations concern- 
ing the Territory and. other property ofthe United 
States. Very well. Does that exclude ‘those. . 
whose blood and money. paid for it? » Does “ dia- 
pose of? mèan to rob the rightful owners?. “You 
must show a better title than that, or. a. better 
sword than we have. poron 

But, you say, try the right. I agree toit. But 
how? By our judgment? No, not until the. last 
resort. What then; by yours? No, not until the 
same time. How then try it? The South has al- 
ways sald, by the Supreme Court. But that is in 
our favor, and Lincoln says he will not stand that 
i judgment. Then-each must judge for himself. of 
the mode and manner of redress. But-you deny 
us that privilege, and finally reduce us to accept- 
ing your judgment. We decline it.: You say you 
will enforce it by executing laws; thatmeans yoar 
judgment of what the laws ought to be. Perhaps 
you will havea good time of executing your judg- 
iment. The Senator from Kentucky: comes: to 
your aid, and says he can find no constitutional 
right of secession. Perhaps not;but the Consti- 
tution is not the place to look for State rights. If 
that right belongs to independent States, and they 
| did not cede it to the Federal Government, it is 
| reserved to the States, orto the people. Ask your 
new commentator where he gets your right to 
judge for us. Is it in the bond? 

The northern doctrine was, many years ago, 
that the Supreme Court was the judge. That was 
their doctrine in 1800. They denounced Madison 
for the report of 1799, on the Virginia resolutions; 
they denounced Jefferson for framing the Ken- 
tucky resolutions, because. they were prestirmed 
to impugn the decisions of the Supreme Court of 
the United States; avd they declared that that 
court was made, by the Constitution, the ultimate 
and supreme arbiter. That was the universal 
jadgment—the declaration of every free State in 
this Union, in answer to the Virginia resolutions 
ot 1798, or of all who did answer, even includin 
the State of Delaware, then under Federal control. 

The Supreme Court have decided that, as the 
Constitution, we have a right to go to the Terri- 
tories and be protected there with our property. 
You say, we cannot decide the compact for our- 
| selves. Well, can the Supreme Court decide it 
for us? Mr. Lincoln says he does not care what 
| the Supreme Court decides, he will turn us out 
anyhow. He says this in his debate with the 
; honorable Senator from Hlinois, (Mr. Doveias.} 
I have it before me. He said he would vote against 
the decision of the Supreme Court. Then you 
do not accept that arbiter. You will not take 
| my construction; you will not take the Supreme 
Court as an arbiter; you will not take the prae- 
tice of the Government; you will not take the 
treaties under Jefferson and Madison; you will 
not take the opinion of Madison apan the very 
question of prohibition in 1820. That, then, 
will you take? “You will take nothing but your 
own judgment; that is, you will not only judge 
for yourselves, not only discard the court, dis- 
card our construction, discard the practice of the 
Government, but you will drive us out, simply 
| because you will it. Come and do it! You have 
| sapped the foundations of society; you have de- 
stroyed almost all hope of peace. . fn a compact 
where there is no common arbiter, where the par- 
ties finally decide for themselves, the sword alone 
at last becomes the real, if not the constitutional, 
arbiter. Your party says that you will not take 
the decision of the Supreme Court. You said so 
at Chicago; you said so in committee; every man 
of you in both Houses says so, What are you 
going todo? You say we shall submit to your con- 
struction. We shall do it, if you can make uss 
but not otherwise, or in any other manner. That 
is settled. You may call it secession, or you may 
eall it revolution; but there is a big fact standing 


| before you, ready to oppose you—that fact is, 


freemen with arms in their hands. ‘The-cry of 
the Union will not disperse them; we have passed 
that point; they demand equal rights: you had 
better heed the demand. a 

You have no warrant in the Constitution for 
this declaration ofoutlawry. The court says you 


have no right to make it. The treaty s498. you 
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shall not do it.. The treaty of 1803 declares that 
the property of the people shall be protected by 
the Government until they are admitted into the 
UnionasaState. That treaty covers Kansas and 
Nebraska. ‘The law passed in 1804 or 1805, under 
Mr. Jefferson, protects property in slaves.in that 
very territory. In 1820, when the question of 
prohibition came up, Mr. Madison declared it was 
not warranted by the Constitution, and Jefferson 
denounced its abettors as enemies of the human 
race. Here is the court; here are our fathers; here 
is cotemporancous exposition for fifty years, all 
asserting ourright. The Black Republican party 
say, ‘* We care not for your precedents or prac- 
tices; we have progressive politics as well asa 
progressive religion, Behold Spooner! We care 
not for the fathers; we care not for the judges.” 
They have said more: their leaders on this floor 
have said they will get rid of the court as James 
l. got rid of the honest judges when they decided 
against the dispensing power of the Crown. One 
set refused; he turned them outand put in another; 
they refused; he turned them out and got another. 
They mocked the constitution and the laws, and | 
decided for the Crown. What was the result? 
He became, and justly, a wanderer and an outcast, 
and his posterity were wanderers and outcasts, 
houseless and homeless, The heir of his race— 
the son of Mary of Modena, the last scion ofa per- 
fidious race—died a pensioner of Rome. Read, 
then, the record of this reckless king, and profit | 
by his example. When you appoint judges to 
make decisions, you make a mockery of all jus- 
tice, and ofall decisions with freemen every where. 
Our ancestors told us how to treat such appres- 
sion in 1685. We have not forgotten the lesson. 

To come back from this digression, I will now 
read your proclamation of outlawry from the 
Chicago platform, to wit: 

«That une norinat condition of the territory of the Uni- 
ted States ts thacor freedom ; thatas our republican fathers, 
wheu they bad abolished slavery in our national terri- 
tory, ordained that no person should be deprived of life, 
liberiy, or property, withour due process of law, it becomes 
our duty, by congressional legislation, whenever such tegis- 
lation becomes necessary, to maintain this provision of the 
Constitution against all attempts to violate it; and we deny 
the authority of Cong of a Territorial Legislature, of 
any individual or association of individuals, to give legal 
existence Lo slavery in avy Territory of the United States.” 

There you declare that the treaties made by 
Mr. Jefferson in 1803 are null, void, and no law; 
there you declare thatthe acts by which property 
in slaves was protected and allowed, both by ter- 
ritorial and congressional acts, in Florida, in Lou- 
isiana, in Arkansas, in Missouri, in Mississippi, 
and in Alabama, were all null, void, and no law. 
You declare that the decision of the Supreme 
Courtis null, void, and no law; that there is no 
Constitution but the Chicago platform; yet you. 
propose to come here and take possession of this 
Government, and swear to maintain the Consti- 
tution with this reading, and you are quite aston- 
ished at our having any objections to the peace- 
able proceeding—at least the Senator from Oregon 
[Mr. Barun] was,thootherday. Isuppose that or- 
ator hasjustcome outof the woods. 1donot know 
where he has kept himself, if he has never heard 
any more of this question than he told us. But 
no matter what may be our grievanees, the hon- 
orable Senator from Kentucky [Mr. CRITTENDEN] 
says we cannot secede, Well, what can we do? 
Weceannot revolutionize; he will say that is trea- 
son, Whatcan wedo? Submit? They say they 
are the strongest, and they will hang us. Very 
well, I suppose we are to be thankful for that 


boon. We will take that risk. We will stand 
by the right; we will take the Constitution; we 


will defend it by the sword with the halter around | 
ournecks. Will that satisfy the honorable Sen- 
ator from Kentucky? You cannot intimidate my 
constituents by talking to them about treason. | 
They are ready to fight for the right with the rope | 
around their necks, and meet the black Republi- 
cans and their allics upon whatever ground they 
may select. Treason; bah! 

The Black Republicans denounce Mr. Buch- | 
anan because he has construed the relation of mas- 
ter and slave “ to involve an unqualified property 
in persons.” Mr. Lincoln approves their cen- 
sure. So far as this denounces the language 
employed by the President, it is a simple denial 
of ail property in slaves; but, with characteristic | 
knavery, this party put enough of falsehood to 
misrepresent his real meaning. Upon the point | 


| on one side, acknowledging slavery and protect 


referred to, the President has gone no further than 


the Supreme Court; and his declaration may be 
safely left to judicial vindication. 

But I have promised to show that Lincoln has 
refused obedience to judicial interpretations of a 
constitutional question. In his speech of 10th 
July, 1856, he said: 

“Tf T were in Congress, and a vote should come up on 
the question whether slavery should be prohibited in anew 
Territory, in spite of the Dred Scott decision, 1 would vote 
that it should.” 

ĮI omitted to remark in its proper place that not 
only Mr. Lincoln repudiates the propositions 
which I submitted to the committee of thirteen of 
the Senate, but they were all voted against by the 
five members representing the Black Republican 
party in the Senate of the United States upon the 
committee of thirteen, and I presumed they were 
not extreme men. Some of them, I had been led 
to believe, were the moderate men who were 
among, and not of, the organization. But every 
principle which was proposed received the con- 
demnation of every one of them. A resolution 
involving the same principles, introduced by a 
distinguished colleague of mine in the House of 
Representatives, was voted down, I believe, bya 
unanimous vote of all the members of that House 
belonging to the Republican party. The same 
lesson is taught by every declaration they make, 
even by the treacherous silence which has been 
maintained by their most extreme men on this 
floor and elsewhere, on these subjects, since the 
beginning of this session. Probably some of 
them thought it was best to be calm, supposing 
that perhaps the foot which was upon the neck 
of slavery was insecure. Possibly “ the jubilant 
Senator from the Northwest’? [Mr. Doourr?e] 
thought the domination might not be perpetual, 
and that it was well to bring the coils of power, 
of piace, of armics, of navies, and of legality 
around us, in order to tighten our chains before 
we were alarmed. We understand this danger, 
and we will anticipate it. You will have to use 
your strength, not ours, to rivet our chains; spend 
your own money and your own blood, not ours, 
to consolidate your power. 

I have, then, established the proposition—it is 
admitted—that you seck to outlaw $4,000,000,000 
of property of our people in the Territories of the 
United States. Is not thata cause of war? Is it 
agrievance that $4,000,000,000 of the property of 
the people should be outlawed in the Territories 
of the United States by the common Government? 
What, then, is our reliance? Your treachery to 
yourselves? I will not accept that guarantee, I 

know you are treacherous to us, but 1 see no rea- 
son but justice why you should betray cach other; 
and that will not avail you. I think, therefore, 
you will do what yon say on that question; at 
least there can be no harm in my accepting your 
declarations astruc, 1 believe that however hos- 
ule nations may be, they take the warlike decla- 
rations of the enemy as truc and sufficient for their 
action. Then you have deelared, Lincoln declares, 
your platform declares, your people declare, your 

esis läiures declare—there is one voice running 
through your entire phalanx—that we shall be 
outlawed in the Territories of the United States. 
I say we will not be; and we are willing to meet 
the issue; and rather than submit to such an out- 


lawry, we will defend our territorial rights as we | 


would our household gods. 

But, although I insist upon this perfect equality 
in the Territories, yet, when it was proposed, as 
1 understand the Senator from Kentucky now 
proposes, that the line of 360 30' shall be extended, 
acknowledging and protecting our property on the 
south side of that line, for the sake of peace—per- 
manent peace—I said to the committee of thirteen 
and I say here, that, with other satisfactory pro- 
visions, | would accept it. If that or some other 
satisfactory arrangement is not made, 1 am for 
immediate action. We are as ready to fight now 
as we ever shall be, Iam willing, however, to 
take the proposition of the Senator as it was un- 
derstood in committee, putting the North and the 
South on the same ground, prohibiting slavery 


ing it on the other,and applying that to all future 


| acquisition, so that the whole continent te the 


north pole shall be settled upon the one rule, and 
to the south pole under the other. [will not buy 
a shameful peace. I will have equality or war. 
Georgia is on the war-path, and demands a full 
and final settlement this time. 


| as the 


Yet, not only did your committee refuse that, 
butmy distinguished friend from Mississippi [Mr. 
Davis]—another moderate gentleman like my- 
self—proposed simply to geta recognition that we 
had the right to our own; that man could have 
property in man; and it met with the unanimous 
refusal cven of the most moderate, Union-saving, 
compromising portion of the Republican party. 
They donot intend to acknowledge it. How could 
they? Mr. Lincoln says that, according to the 
Declaration of Independence, all men are born free 
and equal. You do not want any fugitive slave 
law; all you want is a habeas corpus; with this 
you can set them free in Georgia. According to 
this. notion Spooner is right in contending that the 
Federal Constitution authorizes the abolition of 
slavery. Mr. Lincoln thus accepts every cardinal 
principle of the Abolitionists; yet he ignorantly 
puts his authority for abolition upon the Declara- 
tion of Independence, which was never made any 
part of the public law of the United States. Itis 
well known that these ‘ glittering generalities” 
were never adopted into the Constitution of the 
United States. 

And what a spectacle does Mr. Lincoln present 
of the fathers of the Republic by his absurd 
theory? There sat the representatives of thirteen 
slaveholding colonies, declaring thatall men were 
freé and equal, and endowed by the Creator with 
the same rights. You say they meant their slaves. 
Every State then held slaves, and most of the 
gentlemen who were around that board themselves 
held them. Did those fathers, who pledged to 
God and to mankind their lives, their fortunes, 
and their sacred honors, mean to cheat the human 
race? Did they falsely and fraudulently utter that 
sentiment, and still hold on to their slaves as long 
lived? ‘Thatis the way you construe it. 
Washington, during all his lifetime, held hun- 


| dreds ofslaves. He kept them as long as he lived, 


and left them to his wife, with the provision, that 
after her death, they should be free—a very com- 
mon custom with gentlemen in onr country who 
have no immediate descendants, and from attach- 
ment to their slaves are reluctant to let them pass 
even into the hands of collateral relatives. So 
strong was that sentiment, that my State was 
compelled to pass a law to prohibit emancipation, 
or by this time a large portion of the slaves might 
have been free under the operation of that senti- 
ment. Jefferson held slaves all his lifetime, and 
left them to his heirs. Madison held them, and 
they went to his heirs. And these men are now 
quoted as meaning to include their own slaves in 
the Declaration of Independence; and seem, in 
Republican argument, base enough to hold on to 


| “the sum of all villainies,’’ to rob freemen of 


their wages, and plunder them to the day of their 
death. With your doctrines, you have the au- 
dacity to pretend to think well of such men, Shall 
we give you credit for sincerity? 

Yes, Mr. Lincoln says it is a fundamental prin- 
ciple that all men are entitled to cquality in Gov- 
ernment everywhere. That idea seems to be a 
hobby of his. Very well; you not only want to 
break down our constitutional rights; you not 
only want to upturn our social system; your 
people not only steal our slaves and make them 
freemen to vote against us; but you seek to bring 
an inferior race ina condition of equality, socially 
and politically, with our own people. Well, sir, 
the question of slavery moves not the people of 
Georgia one half as much as the fact that you 
insult their rights as a community. You Aboli- 
tionists are right when you say that there are 
thousands and tensofthousandsofmen in Georgia, 
and all over the South, who do not own slaves. 
A very large portion of the people of Georgia own 
none of them. Inthe mountains, there are com- 
paratively but.few of them; but no part of our 
people are more loyal to their race and country 
than our bold and brave mountain population: 
and every flash of the electric wires brings me 
cheering news from our mountain tops and our 
valleys, that these sons of Georgia ave excelled 
by none of their countrymen in loyalty to the 
rights, the honor, and the glory of the Common- 
wealth. They say, and well say: This is our 
question; we want no negro equality, no negro 
citizenship; we want no mongrel race to degrade 
our own; and as one man they would meet you 
upon the border with the sword in one hand and 
the torch in the other. They would drive you 
from our borders, and make you walk over the 
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blighted ruins of their fair land. We will tell you 
when we choose to abolish this thing; it must be 
done under our direction and according to our 
will; our own, Our native land shall determine 
this question, and not the Abolitionists of the 
North, That is the spirit of our freemen; beware 
of them. p 

It was in this spirit of intermeddling and mis- 
chief that sixty-cight members of your party in 
the other House, and at least one member of the 
Senate, signed a recommendation to circulate as 
a campaign document an infamous publication 
to excite these very non-slaveholders of the South 
to insurrection against their fellow-citizens. I 
allude to the Helper book. This Republican 
party sometimes say ‘‘ We are not an abolition 
party.” Take away their Abolitionists, and they 
are hobedy. They would be beaten even in 
New England. All Abolitionists are Republicans, 
whether all Republicans are Abolitionists or not. 
We understand that. There may be perhaps an 
exception to abolition unanimity, and that is in 
regard to one class, an honest class—composed 
of the New England or Boston anti-slavery so- 
ciety, headed by Garrison. Garrison looks at it 
squarely and honestly. He says to. these very 
Abolitionists of the other sort, the political Aboli- 
tionists, “Your Government isa pro-slavery Gov- 
ernment; you take oaths and you violate them; 
we will not take these oaths, because we willnot 
break them.” 'That is the difference between you 
and them. One of the most able, and eloquent, 
and well written exposés of the position of the 
Garrison Abolitionists that have scen anywhere 
is to be found in a late annual report of the 
Massachusetts anti-slavery society; and they say 
that ‘the Constitution isa pro-slavery instrument. 
which does recognize slavery, and you perjure 
yourselves when you take oaths to supportit, and 
break them. 
office, because we will not take oaths to break 


them; we cannot vote for you, because we will | 


not vote for men who will take oaths and break 
them.” That is an authoritative exposition from 
this class of Abolitionists. So it seems that the 
Abolitionists with whom we have to deal are so 
base that the honest Abolitionists themselves will 
not trust them. 

I have already adverted to the proposition in 
regard to giving up criminals who are charged 
with stealing negroes, and I have referred to the 
cases of Maine, New York, and Ohio. I come 
now to the last specification—the requirement that 
laws should be passed punishing all who aid and 
abet insurrection. Theseare offenses recognized 
by the laws of nations as inimical to all society; 
and I will read the opinions of an eminent pub- 
licist when I get to that point. I said that you 
had aided and abetted insurrection. John Brown 
certainly invaded Virginia. John Brown’s sym- 
pathizers, I presume, are not Democrats. ‘Two 
of the accomplices of John Brown fled—one to 
Ohio, one to lowa. The Governors of both States 
refused to give up the fugitives from justice. The 
party maintained them. I amaware that, in both 
cases, pretexts were gotten up, to cover the shame 
of the transaction. [am going to show you that 
their pretexts were hollow, unsubstantial, not 
against constitutional law, but against the law of 
nations. I will show you that it was their duty 
to seize them under the law of nations, and bring 
them to their confederate States, or even to a 
friendly State. The first authority I will read is 
Vattel on the law of nations. If there had been 
any well-founded ground, if the papers had been 
defective, if the case had been defectively stated, 
what was the gencral duty of a friendly State 
without any constitutional obligation? This gen- 
eral principle is, that one State is bound to restrain 
its citizens from doing anything tending to create 
disturbance in another State, to foment disorder, 
to corrupt its citizens, or to alienate its allies. 
Vattel says, page 162; 

“ And since the latter [the sovereign] ought not to suffer 
his subjects to molest the subjects of other States, or to do 
them an injury, much tess to give open, audacious offense 
to foreign Powers, he ought to compel the transgressor to 
make reparation for the damage or injury, if possible, or to 


We cannot vote, we cannot take | 


inflict on him an exemplary punishment; or, finally, ac- | 


cording to the nature and circumstances of the case, to de- 
liver him up to the offended State, to be there brought to 
justice. This is pretty generally observed with respect to 
great erimes, which are equally contrary to the laws and 
safety of all nations. Assasgins, incendiaries, and robbers, 
are seized everywhere, at the desire of the sovereign in 
whose territories the erime was committed, and are deliv- 


iup. Therefore we stand defenseless, 


ered up to his justice. The matter is carried stillfurther 
in States that are more closely connected by friendship 
and good neighborhood. Even in cases of ordinary trans- 
gressions, which are only subjects of civil prosecution, 
either with a view to the recovery of damages, or the in- 
fliction of a slight civil punishment, the subjects of two 
neighboring States are reciprocally obliged to appear before 
the magistrate of the place where they are accused of bav- 
ing failed in their duty. Upon a requisition of that magis- 
trate, called letters rogatory, they are summoned in due 
form by their own magistrates, and obliged to appear. An 
admirable institution, by means of which many neighbor- 
ing States live together in peace, and seem to form only 
one republic! This is in force through all Switzerland. 
As soon as the letters rogatory are issued in form, the su- 
perior of the accused is bound to enforce theni. It belongs 
not to him to examine whether the accusation be trac or 
false ; he isto presume on the justice of his neighbors, and 
not to suffer any doubts on his own part to impair an insti- 
tution so well calculated to preserve harmony and good 
understanding between the States.” : 


That is thc law of nations, as declared by one 
of its ablest expounders; but, besides, we have 
this principle embodied in the Constitution; we 
have there the obligation ta deliver up fugitives 
from justice; and, though it is in the Constitution, 
though it is sanctioned, as I said, by all ages and 
all centuries, by the wise and the good, every- 
where, our confederate States are seeking false 
pretexts to evade a plain. social duty, in which. 
are involved the peace and security of all civil so- 
ciety. If we had no Constitution, this obligation 
would devolve upon friendly States. If there 
were no Constitution, we ought to demand it. 
3ut instead of giving us this protection, we are 
met with reproaches, reviling, tricks, and treach- 
ery, to conceal and protect incendiarics and mur- 
derers. 

This man Brown and hisaccomplices had sym- 

athizers. Who were they? One of them, asl 
aave before said, who was, according to his pub- 
lic speeches, a defender and a laudator of Jolin 
Brown—is Governor of Massachusetts. Other 
officials of that State applauded Brown’s heroism, 
magnified his courage, and, no doubt, lamented 
his ill success. Throughout the whole North, 
public meetings, immense gatherings, triumphal 
processions; the honors of the hero and the con- 
queror, were awarded to this incendiary and as- 
sassin. They did not condemn the traitor; think 
you they abhorred the treason? 

Yet, I repeat, when a distinguished Senator 
from a non-slaveholding State [Mr. Doveras] 
proposed to punish such attempts at invasion and 
insurrection, Lincoln and his party come before 
the world and say, ‘t Here is a sedition law.” To 
carry out the Constitution, to protect States from 
invasion and suppress insurrection, to comply 
with the laws of the United States, isa ‘“‘ sedition 
law,” and the chief of this party treats it with 
contempt; yet, under the very same clause of the 
Constitution which warranted this important bill, 
you derive your power to punish offenses against 
the laws of nations. Under this warrant you have 
tried and punished our citizens for meditating the 
invasion of foreign States. You have stopped 
illegal expeditions. You have denounced our 
citizens as pirates, and commended them to the 
bloody vengeance of a merciless enemy. 

Under this principle alone you protect our 
weaker neighbors of Cuba, Honduras, and Nic- 
aragua. By this alone are we empowered and 
bound to prevent our people from conspiring to- 
gether, giving aid, giving money, or arms, to fit 
out expeditions against any foreign nation. For- 
eign nations get the benefit of this protection; but 
we are worse off in the Union than if we were out 
of it. Ont of it, we should have the protection of 
the neutrality laws. Now you can come among 
us; raids may be made; you may put the incen- 
diary’s torch to our dwellings, as you did Jast 
summer for hundreds of miles on the frontiers of 


Texas; you may do what John Brown did, and | 


when the miscreants escape to your States, you 
will not punish them; you will not deliver them 
We must 
cut loose from the accursed “ body of this death,” 
even to get the benefitof the lawof nations. Hence 
we are armed, and hence we will stay so, until 
our rights are respected, and justice is done. We 


must take up arms to get the rights that the laws | 


of nations give us, 
Mr. Lincoln’s speech, to which I referred as 


some indication of the jeers and the gibes of this | 


t conservative gentleman,” charges us with a 
multitude of imaginary offenses: 
£ This is a natural and apparently adequate means; but 


| what will convince them??? 


That he docs not intend to hurt us, o g 

“This, and-this only: Cease to eal slaveholding wrong, 
and join them in calling it.right saud this must-bhe done 
thoroughly ; done in acts as. well as.svords.. Silence. wit 
not be tolerated. We must place ourselves avowedly with 
them. Dovevas’s new sedition law must be enacted and 
enforced.” oe 5 Lin, aand 

Isay so too. ‘Isay I will not stayin the Ur 
that gives me less rights than it gives toa forel 
nation,- Iwill meet you on this issic F's 


soe 


ai 

r c 9) “Twill 

have these rights in the Union, or I will not spay 
in it, : 3 ae. 

“ Douglas’s new sedition laws must: be enacted: and 


enforced ”— 


- It must be before I will make peace. . 
~ suppressing all declarations of hostility to slavery; 
mens made in politics, in presses, in pulpits; or in pri 

That is a very adrdit way to state. the. case. 
We have never sought to intérfere with yourdis- 
cussion of any questions in-your own country. 
The standing Jaws of.my own State only punish 
the words and acts that are-intended.to incite in- 
surrection among any class of people. | But you. 
write, and speak, and form societies, and claim the 
right. to become a nest of incendiaries, in order:to 
assail your neighbors; and yousay you have. the 
right-to do it under the liberty of speech guaran- 
ticd by the Constitution. I will not interfere with 
your rights, but you must so use them as-not.:to 
injure us. z 

You will not regard confederate obligations; 
you will not regard constitutional obligatiotis; 
you will not regard your oaths. What, then, am 
I todo? Am La freeman? Is my State, a free 
State, to lie down and submit because political 
fossils raise the cry of the glorious Union? . ‘Too 
long already have we listened. to this ;delusive 
song. Wc are freemen. We have rights;: I have 
stated them. We have wrongs; I have recounted 
them. I have demonstrated that the party now 
coming into power has declared us outlaws, and 
is determined’ to. exclude four thousand million 
of our property from the, common Territories; 
that it has declared us under the ban of the Em- 
pire, and out of the protection of the laws of 
the United States everywhere. They have re+ 
fused to protect us from invasion and insurrection 
by the Federal Power, and the Constitution de» 
nics to us in the Union: the ‘right either to raise 
f fleets or armies for our own defense. -AH these 
charges I have proven by the record; and I put 
them before the civilized world, and demand the 
judgment of to-day, of to-morrow, of distant 
ages, and of Heaven itself, upon the justice of 
these causes. l am content, whatever it be, to 
peril all in so. noble, so holy a cause. We have 
appealed, time and time again, for these constitu- 
tional rights. You have refused them. We appeal 
again. Restore us these rights as we had them, 
as your court adjudges them to be, just as all our 
people have said they are; redress these flagrant 
wrongs, seen of all men, and it-will restore fra- 
ternity, and peace, and unity, to all of us. Re- 
fuse them, and what then?. We shall then ask 
you, * let us departin peace,’’ Refuse that, apd 
you present us war. We accept it; and inecribing 
uponour bannersthe glorious words, “liberty an 
equality,’ we will trust to the blood of the brave 
and the God of battles for security and tranquil- 
| lity. a 

EXECUTIVE SESSION. 

Mr. BIGLER. I move thatthe Senate proceed 
to the consideration of executive business. i 

Mr. GRIMES and others called for the yeas 
and nays; and they were ordered. 
| The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

- The PRESIDING OFFICER. There is too 
much disturbance on the floor of the Senate, and 
it will be impossible to hear the answers of Sena- 
tors unless order is restored. 

Mr. KING (when Mr. Sewanrn’s name. was 
called) said: My colleague is paired with the Sen- 
ator from California, [Mr. Gwin,] who voted in- 
advertently and will correct it. ; 

Mr. GWIN. I paired off with the Senator 
from New York; and I wish my name withdrawn. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It will bedone 
by common consent. : 

The result was announced—yeas 30, nays 23; 
as follows: : 

YEAS—Messrs. Anthony, Baker, Bigler; Bright, Chand- 
ler, Clark, Collamer, Crittenden, Dixon, Doolittle, Douglas, 
Durkee, Fessenden, Fitch, Foot, Poster, Grimes, Harian, 


Johnson of Tennessee, King, Latham, Saulsbury,; Mim- 
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mons, Sumner, Ten Eyck, Thomson, Trumbull, Wade, 
Wilkinson and Wilson—30. : 

NAYS—Messrs. Benjamin, Bragg, Brown, Clay, Cling- 
man, Davis, Fitzpatrick, Hemphill, Hunter, Johgson of 
Arkansas, Kennedy, Lane, Mallory, Nicholson, Polk; Pow- 
ell, Pugh, Rice, Sebastian, Slidell, Toombs, Wigtall and 
Yulee—23. , 

So the motion was agreed to; ang the Senate 
proceeded to the consideration of executive busi- 
ness; and, aftersome time spent therein, the doors 
were reopened. >` ; 

i ADJOURNMENT TO WEDNESDAY. 


Mr.SLIDELL. I believe it has been the usual 
custom of the Senate to adjourn over the 8th of 
January, the anniversary of the battle of New 
Orleans; and, in accordance with that custom, I 
move that when the Senate adjourns to-day it be 
to meet on Wednesday next. 

The motion was agreed ‘to. 

Mr. SLIDELL. Now, in conformity with a 
promise I made to the Senator from California, I 
move that all previous orders made for to-morrow 
be fixed for next Wednesday, in the order in 
which they stand. 

Mr. LATHAM. I will merely state that the 
Pacific Railroad bill was set down for to-morrow 
at two o’clock, and if we adjourned over, of course 
that would displace entirely the special order; and 
that was the reason why I asked the Senator from 
Louisiana to continue it until Wednesday next, 
at two o’clock. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Foster.) 
Itis moved that all orders which, by order of the 
Senate, were fixed for to-morrow, stand in the 
same relation on Wednesday that they would on 
Tuesday, if the Senate sat on that day. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. IVERSON. I move that the Senate do 
now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate 
adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Monpay, January 7, 1861. 


The House met at twelve o’clock, m. Prayer 
by the Chaplain, Rev. Tuomas H. STOCKTON, 
The Journal of Thursday last was read and 
approved. 
EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 


The SPEAKER, by unanimous consent, laid 
before the House a communication from the Navy 
Department, transmitting, in compliance with the 
twentieth section of the act of August 26, 1842, 
a detailed statement of the expenditure of the con- 
tingent fund of the Navy Department, and its sev- 
eral bureaus, for the fiscal year ending the 30th 
of June, 1860; which was laid on the table, and 
ordered to be printed, 

The SPEAKER also, by unanimous consent, 
laid before the House a communication from the 
Secretary of State, in answer to a resolution of 
the House of Representatives, of December 18, 
1860, relating to Indian disturbances in Now Mex- 
ico; which was referred to the Committee on Mil- 
itary Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

PERSONAL EXPLANATION. 

Mr. COBB. ‘The second time in my life I feel 
compelled to make an appeal to the House, to 
allow me a few moments to make a personal 


explanation. 
The SPEAKER. If there is no objection, the 


gentleman will have leave to proceed. ‘The Chair į 
hears no objection. The gentleman will proceed. | 

Mr. COBB. In the outset, let me express the | 
hope that I may not be interrupted in the few re- | 
marks I propose to submit. And, before I pro- | 
ceed, Mr. Speaker, to make my personal explana- | 
tion, I want to say to every member of this House | 
that I do not propose to reflect upon them, or any 
onc of them, for anything they may have done. | 
They are responsible for theirown acts; and while | 
Tactaccording to the dictates of my own judgment, | 
I shall not call in question the integrity of those 
who choose to act differently from me. 

Mr. Speaker, in the Baltimore Sun, of this 
morning, | see it announced that the Alabama | 
and Mississippi delegations held a conference last 
evening, and afterwards tclegraphed to the con- : 
ventions of their respective States, advising them 
to secede immediately, saying that there is no | 
prospect of an adjustment of differences, but that | 


they have resolved to remain here and await the |j 


action of their Btates. 


Wow, I want to say that I happen not to be one 
of those in that dispatch mentioned. While I 
represent-the State of Alabama in part—a humble 
representative though I may be—and whilst it is 
rarely that Lam consulted in relation to what the 
policy of Alabama should be, yet I represent a 
people who, I think, are capable of speaking for 
themselves;.and while I know their wishes, un- 
less they come in conflict. with what E-believe to 
be my ‘constitutional duty, I shall endeavor to 
carry them out. f 

Mr. HOUSTON. Will my colleague ellow 
me a word in this connection? I understand that 


-the consultation to which the telegraph refers, 


was a consultation upon the part of Senators 
alone; that no member of this House from any 
of those States was in the caucus, if indeed, there 
was any, and ihey had nothing to do with it. 
The meeting, if I understand it correctly from 
rumor, was a meeting for consultation among the 
Senators froma few of the southern States. No- 
body else had anything to do with it. 

Mr. COBB. That was their privilege; but I 
did not happento be with them. Itis wellknown 
that I send no telegraphic dispatches. I trust to 
the wisdom, discretion, and ability of my con- 
stituents to direct the policy of Alabama accord- 
ing to their own wishes; and 1 am always satis- 
fied that those wishes will reflect what I believe 
to be the true policy of the country. This House, 
and you, Mr. Speaker, are well aware that I have 
labored diligently ever since the commencement 
of this session of Congress to heal, if possible, 
the difficulties which distract the two sections of 
the country. God knows my heart, and He 
knows my prayers are continually for thë restor- 
ation and continuance of harmony in this coun- 
try; that the stars and stripes which have so often 
floated in victory over our enemies, and which 
have floated over us in peace, shall still continue 
to be our protection as long as we can remain 
united as equals, This Congress may decide the 
basis upon which we are to stand. A majority 
of the people of Alabama believe that they will 
not be permitted to remain ag equals in this Con- 
federacy; and I,as one of the Representatives of 
the State of Alabama, am anxious to ascertain 
whether we can or not. Lam one of her Repre- 
sentatives who have all along believed that a con- 
sultation should be had by the southern States, to 
arrive at a determination of what the South in- 
tend to demand; or, to usc more respectful terms, 
what they willask shall be granted to them as 
rights which they are clearly entitled to. I, for 
one, was in favor of waiting until the committee 
of thirty-three should determine what policy they 
should pursue. 

I will say, in all frankness, that I have very 
little hope in what they will do. True, I have 
met several gentlemen within the last four or five 
days who, to use their own language, said they 
felt itin their bones that something would be done 
to quiet this distracted country. f wish I could 
feel in my bones thatit would be so. IE could 
I would, departing from my usual custom, tele- 
graph to my country that astar had begun to rise 
that, in all probability, would illuminate the dark 
and clouded minds of a portion of our country, 
and that peace would reigu and justice be admin- 
istered to the whole land. Yes, sir, | would ask 
all conventions that meet to-day to stay their ac- 
tion. Alabama meets in solemn convention to- 
day; and it may not be iappropriate for me to 
stand before this body to-day and plead that they 
may do what is right, in order that Alabama may 
not be compelled, in vindication of the principles 
of justice and right, to go out of the Union. I 


would call upou the Republicans in this House, | 
and also in the Senate if I had the power, andad- | 


monish them of the danger, and ask them to come 
forward and do something, if they intend to do it, 
that will relieve the country, which stands to-day 
upon the very brink of dissolution, Shall I stand 
here to-day, while the country is upon the brink 


of dissolution, and not raise my voice and call | 


upon those who have the power, to arrest the evil? 
We know that if the present state of things con- 
tinue for any considerable length of ime, an ad- 
justment and reconstruction between these States 
can never be accomplished. You have this ques- 
tion in your own hands, and if youare to do any- 
thing, do it quickly. 

But gentlemen say they cannot do anything. 
They say that the edict went forth on the sixth 


day of November last; that the people decided 
such and such questions involving certain princi- 
ples in reference to the slavery question. i deny 
that the jury impanneled at that time gave any 
' such verdict. There were other questions in issue 
which entered into thatcanvass. I tell you what 
I believe is the truth, and F tell the country what 
l believe is right; and 1 say I do not believe the 
question of slavery was the only question that 
was submitted to the people, but that other ques- 
tions entered into that contest which went farto 
influence the result. Is that so? Have you Re+ 
publicans gota majority of the people of this vast 
country to indorse your principles? 

Mr. McKEAN. Is general debate to be now 
admitted? I do not object to it. I only want to 
know if we are all to be permitted to go into it. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ala- 
bama had unanimous consent to make a personal 
explanation. 

Mr. McK EAN. Ido not object. I only want 
to know if others are to be permitted to partici- 
pate in the discussion. , 

Mr. COBB. ‘1 will not trespass upon the priv- 
ilege which the House has granted me. 

Mr. McKEAN. I would like to participate in 
the discussion myself, if it is to be allowed. 

Mr. COBB. was remarking that you Re- 
publicans say that the edict has gone forth: that 
the jurors of the country have been impanneled, 
and that their judgment has been made up and 
submitted to the country. I deny itemphatically. 
I ask you, Mr. Speaker, as a fair-minded man— 
as I believe you arc disposed to be, and I trust I 
shall never have occasion to think otherwise—in 
your State do you not recollect that there were 
other questions brought into this controversy be- 
sides the negro question? F call upon the Penn- 
sylvania delegation to respond to me, and say if 
there was not another question brought into the 
controversy there besides the negro question F 
call upon the men of the Northwest to say if the 
vars question was the only question brought 
into the controversy in their country? And I 
would call upon men even from the slave States 
to answer me that question. ; 

Mr. HINDMAN. Í riseto a point of order, 

Mr. JOHN COCHRANE. IJ trust the gentle- 
man from Alabama will be allowed to proceed. 

Mr. COBB. Fask no favor but what the House 
has granted me. Istand here upon my rights; 
and, if I violate the rules of the Hause: stop me. 

Mr. HINDMAN. My point of order is, that 
ithe remarks made by the gentleman are not in 
the nature of personal explanation, and I shall 
therefore object to his proceeding. [Cries of “go 
on, Coss t”? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ala- 
bama has the floor. 

Mr. COBB. I am speaking in relation to my 
position; and, as I am not much in the habit of 
speaking, I hope F shall not be interrupted. I 
was stating that, when I ask a Republican why 
he does not do something, he says his people have 
passed upon the question, and he cannot do it. I 
am endeavoring to show them that they can do 
| it, and that their pretextis not predicated on what 
l believe to be sound reasoning. 

Mr. BARKSDALE. {desire to inquire if the 
| gentleman from Alabama obtained the consent of 
| the House to make a speech upon general poli- 
tics, or was it for the purpose of personal expla- 
nation? 

Mr. COBB. ‘This is personal. 
| TheSPEAKER. The gentleman begged leave 

to make a personal explanation, and I suppose 
he considers himself within that rule. 

Mr. BARKSDALE. I renew the point of or- 
der made by the gentleman from Arkansas, that 
the gentleman from Alabama is not making a 
personal explanation, but a speech upon general 
politics. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks the gen- 
tleman from Alabama is entitled to go on. 

_Mr. COBB. Let me go on without interrup- 
tion. 

Mr. BARKSDALE. I submit the point of 
order to the Chair. The gentleman is abusing the 
privilege extended to him by the House, in my 
judgment, for he is not making a personal explan- 
ation. 

The SPEAKER. The House has given the 
entleman from Alabama permission to make his 
xplanation, It is impossible for the Chair to say 
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what may.or may not be“necessary for the ex- 
planation. 

‘Mr. HOUSTON. If I can get my colleague’s 
ear, I will appeal to him, under the circumstances, 
the point of erder having been made upon him, 
to let his explanation be of a personal character, 
or abandon the floor and let other gentlemen oc- 


capy it. 

r. COBB. Iam very much obliged to my 
worthy colleague; but I must be governed in this 
matter by my own sense of duty. 

Mr. HOUSTON. I desire to present this view 
to my colleague. He obtained the permission of 
the Housc to make a personal explanation. The 
point of order is made that his debate is general, 
and not personal; and the Speaker says that my 
colleague, having obtained the consent of the 
House, has a right to go on. That, in my opin- 
ion, is opening the door very wide on the part of 
the Speaker; and, under his decision, great abuses 
may be made in the shape of personal explana- 
tions. A personal explanation ought to be some- 
thing that relates to the person or conduct of the 
member making the explanation. It occurs to me 
that, if the ruling of the Chair is the proper law 
of the House, all I have todo at any time is to ask 
leave to make a personal explanation—which is 
seldom, if ever, refused—and when I get that per- 
mission, I can, under the decision of the Chair, 
go on and make a speech on anything and every- 
thing that I see fit. I think, for the sake of the 
dispatch of the business of the House, that the 
Speaker ought to rule what the law of common 
sense is, and not permit a member, under the 
permission of the House to do one thing, to do 
everything. ` 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has very great 
difficulty in deciding how much it may be neces- 
sary to say in the way of personal explanation. 
It would be impossible, in a great many cases, to 


‘doit. We must submit ourselves to the judg- 


ment of the member; and I trust the gentleman 
from Alabama will restrict himself to what he 
deems necessary to his personal explanation. 

Mr. COBB. After the sage advice given to me 
by my distinguished colleague and others, and 
particularly by the Speaker, I shall endeavor to 
confine myself, as nearly as possible, to what’l 
intend to be personal explanation. Ihave a dif- 
ferent manner, perhaps, of arriving at conclu- 
sions than other gentlemen have, and I cannot 
reach them as suddenly as gentlemen who are 
more in the habit of speaking. Iam sometimes, 
therefore, obliged to take a little latitude, in order 
to bring the application of my remark’ to the 
question I am discussing. 

I was going on to say, sir, that I did not regard 
the slavery question as having been settled by 
the majority at the late presidential election; and 
I was endeavoring to call upon the Republicans, 
as patriots and men who love their country, to 
do what they say they cannot do because the 
people have decided the question. I say that the 
tariff question entered into the controversy at the 
last election; I say that the internal improvement 
question entered into that controversy; I say the 
homestead question entered into that contest; I 
say the Pacific railroad question entered into that 
contest; and lam ashamed to acknowledge that 
a question entered into that contest in relation to 
the corruptions of the Administration. I made 
no charges of corruption; on the contrary, I en- 
deavored to defend the Administration; but I 
heard Democrats, who ought to have refrained 
from such things, charging the Administration 
with being corrupt. Idid not believe the charge; 
Dut it is a well-known fact that it had its effect 
upon the mind of. the country. They said that 
corruption stalked abroad, and that it ought to be 
puta stop to. I denied it; but that had some- 
thing to do with the decision of the contest. 

I now come to a personal explanation as to 
what my people want; what they expect of their 
representatives; and what they are going to de- 
mand. I know they are making ho preparation 


to receive any proposition; but am satisfied that 


if the House and Senate would do what is right, | 
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they would stay their movements.until such time; 


as the country could act upon the questions which 
now agitate the Union. My people say they 
have rights in the Territories; and I say the 
have. They say those rights must be recognized, 
or else we cannot remain together in this Govern- 
ment. Thatis one of the issues. They say that 
we have rights of property’ in slaves; and the 
North denies that we have any property in slaves. 
That isa question that must be settled. -. We hold 
that it was settled in the organization of this 
Government. We hold that the Constitution has 
settled it. We hold that the decision of the Su- 
preme Court has been, that property does exist 
in slaves. The right of property in slaves was 
recognized in the treaty of peace between Great 
Britain and this country, in 1782, by John Adams 
and other distinguished northern men who, Lap- 
prehend, had as much knowledge of what con- 
stituted property as their descendants have to- 
day. I restate the following: 

«That slaves are property, and regarded as such by the 
Constitution, has been determined by the highest authority, 
by every department of our Government, and the great 
mass of the prominent statesmen of our country. 

“The Supreme Court of the United States has decided 
that the Constitution makes no distinction between slaves 
and other property, and pledges the Government to protect 
it. ‘This settied no new principle. ‘fhe same doctrine was 
held by the Continental Congress under the Articles of Con- 
federation, and by the administration of: Mr. Madison and 
the United States Senate, under the Constitution, and in 
both instances by the wisest and purest men that the world 
has ever produced; men who ‘pledged their lives, their 
property, and sacred honors’ të the maintenance of the 
rights of the country. 

«I'he terms and provisions of the treaty of Paris, which 
put an end to the war of the Revolution, and the treaty of 
Ghent, which terminated the British war of 1812, are direct 
and positive to the point, and admit ono cavil, as appears 
from the following sections: A 
“ Provisional Articles between the United States of America 

and his Britannic Majesty. 

« Agreed upon by and between Richard Oswald, esquire, 
the commissioner of his Britannic Majesty, for treating of 
peace with the commissioners of the United States of Amer- 
ica, in behalf of his said Majesty, on one part, and John 
Adams, Benjamin Franklin, Jobn Jay, and Henry Laurens, 
four of the commissioners of the said States, &c. 

“Arr. VIL * * * * All prisoners on both sides 
shall be set at liberty, and his Britannic Majesty, with all 
convenient speed, and without causing any destruction, or 
carrying away any negroes or other property of the Ameri- 
can inhabitants, withdraw all his armies, garrisons, and 
fivets from the said United States, and from every fort, place 
and harbor within the same.” * * x * s 

“& Done at Paris, November 30, 1782. 


“RICHARD OSWALD, [u s} 
«JOHN ADAMS, În. s.] 
“B. FRANKLIN, t. s.) 
«JOUN JAY, t s.) 
“ HENRY LAURENS. fr. s.]” 


“ Definitive Treaty of Peace, between the United States of 
America and his Britannic Majesty. 

“Arr. VIL * * * * And his Britannic Majesty 
shall, with all convenient speed, and without causing any 
destruction, or carrying any negroes or other property of the 
American inhabitants, withdraw all his armies, &c. 

« Done at Paris, September 3, 1783. 


«pD. HARTLEY, [us] 
«JOHN ADAMS, fr. s-] 
«B. FRANKLIN, [u s-] 
«JOHN JAY. [e sJ” 


“ Treaty of Peace and Amity, between his Britannic Ma- 
jestyand the United States of America. 

“ (Ratified and confirmed by and with the advice and 
consent of the Senate, February 11, 1815.) 

“Arr. 1. -* = * shall be restored without 
delay, and without cauging any destruction, and without 
carrying away any of the artillery or other public property 
originally captured in the said forts or places, and which 
shail remain therein upon the exchange of the ratifications 
of this treaty, or any slaves or other private property.” 

k * * k * * * * * * * 


“ Done, in triplicate, at Ghent, December 24, 1814, 


“GAMBRIE, ue | 
«“ HENRY COULRBURN, [t. s. 
«WILLIAM ADAMS, [t.3.J 
“JOHN Q. ADAMS, fus] 
` «J. A. BAYARD, [t s-] 
“H. CLAY, [us] 
“JONA. RUSSELL, {r 8-] 


“ ALBERT GALLATIN, [t, s-] 


« Also, a farther evidence that slaves are regarded by the 


General Government as property, they sell them for debts 
due the Government. 

«These treaties were signed by our wisest and best men. 
The former was ratified by the Continental Congress, and 
the latter by the Senate of the United States. In either 
body there was not an objection to the designation of slaves 
as property. ‘There was no other idea at the time, or any 
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other time, in the minds of out patriotic forefathers: Who: 
ever will look at the names.of the sublime patriots appended: . 
to.the above-mentioned treaties, and gaines’of ‘the menis 
bers of the Continental Congress, and of the United Sta 
Senate, who ratified them, will duly appreciate tle co 
sels of the false, intriguing politicians, and the ghastly fa~ 
ngtics, who have brought the country to the very brink of 
ruin 3 who have filled the land with bitterness and, strife; 
prostrated every interest; beggared families, and. to, add 
greater calamities to the bitter fruits of their labors, still 
persist in efforts, the direct tendency of whichis to light the: 
torch of civil war. TEE eG ; : 
“Is it not time for honest men—pions and'‘moral-minded 
men-—to pause and consider: with candor ‘and ‘reason, 
whether they have not followed beyond. the bounds of: 
safety, the lead of weak, corrupt, and selfish politicians 
and whether it-is not better to return to the counsels and 
practices of the’great and good men who lived:for their 
country, and diced. breathing their last prayer for national: 
fraternity and the perpetuity of the Union?: : PREIE 
“The admission that slaves were’ property admitted 
everything. It is easy to. be péerceived:that the-settlement 
of this fact, with due submission to. the provisions ofthe 
Constitution, would settle all: controvetsy between the 
North and the South, and terminate the ruinous feud which 
imperils the existence of the Union, is prostrating, every. 
interest, aud reducing many honest and worthy families to 
beggary. Pty ash T 
“1f, according to the American system of polity, slaves 
are recognized as property, it comes within the constitu- 
tional guarantec, and the Federal Government is bound to, 
protect it the same as other property, wherever it has jutis- 
diction. Then, whether slaves are constitutionally recog- 
nized as property, is a question ‘first to be settled. by every 
one who would be earnest in his polities, or faithful in the 
discharge of his duty as a citizen. If the South havea 
constitutional right that slave property, the sameas all other 
property, should be protected within the scope of the juris- 
diction of the Federal Government, and the North willnot 
submit to such constitutional guarantee, in justice and fair 
dealing, the South ought not to be held to submit tothe 
bonds of union. When it is determined that the Northavill 
not live by the Constitution, can it be. claimed in fairness 
that the South shall? If not, then it becomes the North to 
grant everything that ghe Constitution secures, or submit 
with contentment to a dissolution of the Union, and disin- 
tegration of the whoic national system of government.??, . 


I call upon gentlemen to come forward and en- 
deavor to save the country. I have long beheld 
the old ship of State coming in laden with pros- 
perity. [have scen her make voyage after voy- 
age, and bring in cargo after cargo of prosperity 
to the country. And now we see her dashing to 
pieces in the tempest. Have we not wreekets 
enough to go out and try to bringin thatold ship, 
and let us sce whether we can repair her and make 
her seaworthy again? Lam one of those who will, 
if possible, engage in repairing her and putting 
her again-on the bosom of the ocean, so that she 
may go on as before—prosperously. But if this 
cannot be done, if equality cannot be maintained 
between the States North and South, then m 
people will not remain in the Union, nor will 
advise them to do so. _ I thank the House forthe 
courtesy extended to me. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I-call for the regular-ordet 
of business. : 


BURLEY’S DOVETAILING MACHINES. +) 


Mr. BRIGGS. I ask leave to offer the follow- 
ing rdsolution: . E ae 

Whereas the act of Congress approved 1860 provides that 
no patent right or patented machine shall herealter be pur- 
chased by any of the governmental Departments excepting 
when a special appropriation shall have been made for the 
purpose; and whereas Burley’s patented dovetailing ma- 
chines have been testcd and highly approved by the Warand 
Navy Departments, and are now in actual use by the War 
Department, and the purchase of the rightto use said.ma- 
chines was proposed and intended at the time that saidlaw 
was enacted: Therefore, — . eden 

Be it resolved, That the Committee on Military Affairs be 
instructed to inquire of the proper Departments whether it 
will be advisable and expedient for the public interest to 
purchase of the patentee the right to use the above-named 
machine. : $ ; 

Mr. SHERMAN, I must insist on the regular 
order of business. o 

Mr. BRANCH. Does the resolution direct the 
purchase of this patent right? ie 

Mr. BRIGGS. No, sir; it only directs the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs to inquire into, the.ex- 
pediency of making the purchase. 5 

There being no objection, the. resolution was 
considered, and agreed to, r ; 

STATE OF THE UNION, © 


Mr. NIBLACK. 1 ask leave: to present a 
series of resolutions adopted by a public meet- 
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‘THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


ing in Indiana, for-reference to the -committee of 
thirty-three. 

Mr. SHERMAN. F call for the regular order 
of business; unless the gentleman has a resolution 
of some kind to present. 

The SPEAKER. The regular order of busi- 
ness is the call-of committees for reports for ref- 
erence, under the rules of the House. 

‘Mr. HINDMAN. The resolutions presented 
by-the gentleman from Indiana—are they pend- 
ing or are they withdrawn ? 

he SPEAKER, They are not before the 
House; because the gentleman from Ohio calls for 
the fegular order of business. Reports from com- 
mittees are nowin order. 


NAVAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr.SHERMAN, fromthe Committee of Ways 
and Means, reported a bill making appropriations 
for the naval service for the year ending 30th 
June, 1862; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee of the Whole on 
the state of the Union, and ordered to be printed. 


NELYPSOMETER. 


. Mr. SHERMAN, from the same committee, 
asked to be discharged from the further consid- 
eration of a communication in regard to an instru- 
ment called the helypsometer, for finding a ship’s 
position at sea where there is no natural horizon, 
and that it be referred to the Committee on Pat- 
ents. 
Tt was so ordered. 


CHANGE OF STEAMBOAT’S NAME. 
Mr. MOORHEAD, from the Committee on 


Commerce, reported ajoint resolution authorizing 
the change of name of steamboat J. C. Frémont 
to that of Horizon; which was read a first and 
second time. 

Mr, MOORHEAD. [ask that the joint reso- 
lution be put upon its passage. 

Mr. SEDGWICK. I object. 

The joint resolution was referred to a Cow- 
mittee of the Whole House, and ordered to be 
printed. 

BOUNTY LANDS TO OFFICERS AND SOLDIERS. 


Mr. COBB, by unanimous consent, introdaced 
a joint resolution construing an act in addition to 
certain acts granting bounty lands to certain ofti- 
cers and soldiers who have been engaged in the 
military service of the United States; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. 


NOCKADAY AND LIGGIT. 


Mr. ALLEY, from the Committee on the Post 
Office and Post Roads, reported a bill for the 
relief of Hockaday & Liggit; which was read a 
first and second time. 

Mr. ALLEY. «I ask that the bill be put upon 
its passage. 

The bill was read. It appropriates $59,576 to 
be allowed to Hockaday & Liggit in full payment 
of the damages sustained by them in reduction of 
pay Pr carrying mails on route 8911. 

r. HOUSTON. I object to considering the 
bill now. 

Mr. ALLEY. Mr. Speaker, | move that the 
rules be suspended, and this bill be put upon its 
passage at the present time. This ‘bill, Mr. 


Speaker, passed both Houses of Congress at the | 


last session of Congress, but failed to obtain the 
signature of the President. It was fully discussed 
at the iast session, and I regard it as one of the 
most meritorious cases ever presented for the con- 
sideration of Congress. 

Mr. HOUSTON. I thought the bill ought not 
to pass withoutsome examination. I understand, 
however, that the matter was discussed last ses- 
sion, and that the bill passed both Houses, but 
that for some cause or other it failed to get the 
signature of the President. I therefore withdraw 
my objection. 

Mr. BLY. 
chusetts whether this is the same bill that passed 
at last session? 

Mr. ALLEY. Itis. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read 
a third time; and being engrossed, it was accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. ALLEY moved to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill was passed; and also moved to lay 
the motion to reconsider on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


T ask the gentleman from Massa- 


FRANKLIN HAVEN AND ‘ASSOCIATES. 
Mr. ALLEY, from the same committee, re- 
orted a bill for the relief of Franklin Haven and 
his associates; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to aCommittee of the Whole House, 
and ordered to be printed. 


« WASHINGTON GOFF. 


‘Mr. ALLEY. ‘from the same committee, re- 
ported adversely on the petition of Washington 
Goff; which was laid on the table, and ordered to 
be printed. _ ; 

DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 


Mr. CARTER, Iam directed by the Commit- 
tee for the District of Columbia to ask that Senate 
bills Nos. 474 and 377 be taken from the Speaker’s 
table and referred to the Committee for the Dis- 
trict of Columbia. 

There being no objection, the following bills 
werc taken from the Speaker’s table, read a first 
and second time, and referred to the Committee 
for the District of Columbia: 

An act (No. 474) to provide forthe payment of 
the claimof J: W. Nye, assignee of Peter Bargy, 
jt., and Hugh Stewart; and 

An act (No. 377) supplemental to an act enti- 
tled “ Anactto authorize the extension, construc- 
tion, and use of a lateral branch of the Baltimore 
and Ohio railroad into and within the District of 
Columbia.” 

SEVENTII CENSUS. 


i| Mr. BINGHAM, from the Committee on the 
Judiciary, reported back House bill No. 868, to 
amend ‘An act providing for the taking of the 
seventh census, and for other purposes,’ approved 
May 23, 1850, with the recommendation that it 
do not pass, and moved that it be laid on the table; 
| which motion was agreed to. 


PROGRESS OF THE USEFUL ARTS, 


Mr. BINGIIAM. Iam also instructed by the 
Committee on the Judiciary to report back House 
bill No. 621, to amend an act entitled “ An act 
to promote the progress of the useful arts, and to 
repeal all acts and parts of acts heretofore made 
for that purpose,” approved July 4, 1836, and 
to move that it be referred to the Committee on 
Patents, where it properly belongs. 

‘The question was taken, and the motion was 
agreed to; and the bill was accordingly referred 
to ‘the Committee on Patents. 


ALBERT R. WATCH. 


Mr. BINGHAM, from the same committee, 
made an adverse report on the petition of Albert 
R. Hatch; which was laid upon the table, and 
ordered to be printed. 


LOGAN HUNTON, 


Mr. BINGHAM. [am instructed by the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary to report a joint resolu- 
tion for the relief of Logan Hunton, of New Or- 
leans, with the recommendation that it do pass. 
I move that it be now considered and passed. 

The resolution was read a firstand second time 
by its title, and it was then read in extenso. It 
directs that there be paid to Logan Hunton, late 
district attorney of the United States for the dis- 
trict of Louisiana, out of any money in the Treas- 
ury not otherwise appropriated, the sum of 45,000, 
in full for his services on behalf of the United 
States, as United States district attorney in the 
several prosecutions heretofore instituted in Lou- 
isiana against Narcisso Lopez and others, for 
violations of the United States neutrality laws, 
by setting on foot military expeditions against 
the island of Cuba. 

The SPEAKER. Is there any objection to the 
consideration of the resolution at this time? 

Mr. LOVEJOY. Is there any report accom- 
panying the resolution? 

Mr. BINGHAM. There is not; but I will 
explain it. f 

Mr. LOVEJOY. I seems tome that we ought 
to have a report before we are asked to pass the 
|| joint resolution. 
| Mr. BINGHAM. I will state why there isno 
report. In the first place, this ease was fully 
considered by the Comptroller of the United States 
Treasury, Mr. Elisha Whittlesey. 

Mr. LOVEJOY. When? 

Mr. BINGHAM. In 1851. I have the whole 
|i report here, and it will fully explain this case. 
‘| He states, among other things, that there are no 
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taxable fees allowed to attorneys in the supreme. 
court of Louisiana, their compensation not being 
taxable fees or costs, but a quantum meruit, or 
such sum as may be agreed on between clients 
and their attorney. . Fhe rule heretofore adopted 
has been, as members well know, to fix the fees 
of the district attorneys of the United States ac- 
cording te the table of fees in the supreme court 
of the State in which they reside. There being 
no system of taxation of fees in the State of Lou- 
isiana—no rule by which to determine the com- 
pensation of this officer, Mr. Elisha Whittlesey 
thereupon proceeds to say? 

<The laws now in force do not provide any compensa- 
tion for the services rendered, except five dollars per diem 
for attendance in court, and the small salary, which are en- 
tirely Inadequate for such services. The suits were of great 
importance, difficult to. manage, and required high profes- 
sional attainments and ability, and much time and atten- 
tion. Being paid a smal} salary and a per diem for his at- 
tendance in court, Mr. Hunton has no legal claim on the 
Government for any greater compensation than the law 
prescribes and provides for them; but such compensation 
being entirely inadequate, and below the real value of the 
services, less than is paid in nearly all ibe districts where 
there are some taxable fees under the State Jaws, and less 
than was contemplated by Congress at the time of passing 
the act to admit Louisiana into the Union, April 8, 1812, 
Mr. Hunton has an equitable claim on the Government for 
a reasonable compensation for his services”? 

Mr. BRANCH. Is this resolution before the 
House? I cannot hear what the honorable gen- 
tleman from Ohio is saying, there isso much con- 
fusion in the House. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Ifthe gentleman will hear 
read what the Comptroller of the Treasury says 
upon this case, 1 am sure he wil! not object to the 
passage of this joint resolution. Let the Clerk 
read the passages I have marked in the official 
report of Mr. Elisha Whittlesey. 

Mr. BRANCH. I believe thatit is not in order 
to put anything upon its passage at this time ex- 
cept by the unanimous consent of the House. I 
think, therefore, that we had better ge on under 
the rule, and let this resolution take the same 
course with like resolutions and bills. 

Mr. MALLORY. Ihope the gentleman from 
North Carolina will withdraw his objection. This 
case has been a long time before the House, and 
it is one of peculiar merit, 

Mr. BINGHAM. If the House will permit the 
Comptroller’s report to be read, I am sure all 
objection to this case will be withdrawn. 

Mr. BRANCH. I will not stand against the 
wishes ofallofmy friends. If itbethe desire of the 
House to pass resolutions in this way, I will not 
object. 

Mr. SHERMAN. As there seems to be a dis- 
position to pass private bills without due consid- 
eration, I move that the rules be suspended, and 
the House resolve itself into the Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union. 


PACIFICATION. 


Mr. ETHERIDGE. I ask the gentleman from 
Ohio to yield to mea moment to make a suggestion. 
I have not, as you know, Mr. Speaker, said a 
word during the present session in regard to the 

resent alarming condition of public affairs; nor 
1s it my purpose to do so at this time to any great 
extent. I only ask the indulgence of the House 
for a few moments, while ] make one or two ob- 
servations. If, sir, 1 do not achieve a compen- 
sating good for my country, I will liave the proud 
recollection of having made an earnest, honest 
effort to do so. 

Mr. BURNETT. What does the gentleman 
propose to do? What does he ask? 

Mr. ETHERIDGE. I will re pond to the 
gentleman’s inquiry. I havea joint resolution— 
proposing amendments to the Constitution-—to 
submit to the House, which I desire may be or- 
dered to be printed. [do not ask any action on 
it to-day. My object in having it printed is to 
have it placed upon the desk of every member, 
and before the country through the medium of 
the newspapers. If allowed, Í design to have a 
day set apart for its consideration. It is a prop- 
osition framed in the plainest and most unmistak- 
able language,and will be comprehended by the 
most ordinary understanding. . 

Mr. JONES. Lobject. ‘Phat stops it. 

Mr. LOVEJOY. `I hope that the gentleman 
from Ohio will withdraw his motion to go into 
the Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union, so that we may pass the resolution which 
was before us a while ago. . 
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Mr. ETHERIDGE. I have the floor. 
Mr. LOVEJOY. I think not; there isa mo- 
tion pending to go into committee. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from 
Ohio withdraw his motion? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Idonot. Iam, however, 
perfectly willing to let the proposition of the gen- 
tleman.from Tennessee come in. 

Mr. ETHERIDGE. I will suspend my re- 
marks, and ask the unanimous consent of the 
House for leave,to introduce my proposition. 

Mr. JONES. 1 object to its coming before this 
House.. We have had forty thousand proposi- 
tions already, intended to deceive and entrap our 
people, I am opposed to all propositions of the 

ind. I object. 

Mr. ETHERIDGE. If it be in order, I move 
for a suspension of the rules. 

The SPEAKER. It is not in order, the morn- 
ing hour not yet having expired. 


LEGISLATIVE APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. SHERMAN. I move, pending the motion 
to go into committee, that all general. debate on 
the executive, legislative, and judicial appropria- 
tion bill in the Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union be determined within ten min- 
utes after its consideration shall be resumed. 

The motion was agreed to. 


LOGAN HUNTON-——AGAIN. 


Mr. BINGHAM. [ask the unanimous con- 
sent of the House, to move that- the joint reso- 
lution for the relief of Logan Hunton, of New 
Orleans, be ordered to be printed. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered, 


LEGISLATIVE APPROPRIATION BILL—AGAIN. 


The question was then taken on Mr. Suer- 
MAN’s motion; and it was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into the 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union, 
(Mr. Erueripes in the chair.) 

The CHAIRMAN stated that the bill before 
the committee was House bill No. 892, making 
appropriations for the legislatives executive, and 
judicial expenses of the Government for the year 

, ending June 30, 1862; and that the pending ques- 
tion was on striking out the words “ for station- 
ery, $12,000.” On that amendment tellers were 
ordered, . . 

Mr SHERMAN. That amendment, I pre- 
sume, was moved by the gentleman from North 
Carolina, (Mr. Leacu,] to test whether a quorum 
was present. I hope he will withdraw it. 

Mr. LEACH, of North Carolina. 1 withdraw it. 

The Clerk proceeded with the reading of thea 
bill. 

“For Congressional Globe, and binding the same, 
$49,300.” 

Mr. QUARLES. I move to reduce that appro- 
priation to $32,000. Ido so for this reason: the 
appropriation here is the same amount as that 
which was estimated; $32,000 was the amount 
provided in the bill for the last session, for these 
same services. It may be suggested that this sum 
of $49,300 is proper for the next session, because 
itis the long session; but, by referring to the last 
bill, it will be seen that the amount for binding, 
&c., is the same for a long as for a short session. 
I cannot see what else enters into the cost of the 
Congressional Globe. I see the appropriation for 
binding is $50,000; and it was the same last year. 
The printing is the same this year as it was last 
year. Now, what else can enter into the cost of 
the Congressional Globe? Nothing in the world; 
and I propose to reduce the amount for the Globe 
and binding $17,300, which is the excess of ex- 
penses for the next session of Congress dver the 

resent. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The gentleman from Ten- 
nessee labors undéra misapprehension. The ad- 
ditional appropriation for reporting arises from 
the fact that the Globe extends over a greater 
number of pages during a long session than during 
a short one. 

Mr. QUARLES,. Last year $11,000 were ap- 
propriated for reporting; and this year it is pro- 
posed to appropriate $18,000. 

The amendment was not agreed to. 


Mr. LEACH, of North Carolina, moved to 
amend by striking out line sixty-two, as follows: 

t Por miscellaneous items, $20,000.” 

The amendment was not agreed to. 


‘THE CONGRE 


_ The following clause being under considera- 
tion— 

“For compensation and mileage of members of. the 
House of Representatives aud Delegates from Territories, 
$1,100,000 5° 

Mr. LEACH, of North Carolina, said: I move 
to reduce the amount to $550,000. I make this 
motion because, at the first session of the present. 
Congress, I introduced a bill for the reduction of 
the pay and mileage of the members of Congress. 
I introduced that bill in good faith; and I believe 
that, if it could be brought to a vote of the House, 
it would pass; and if it shall pass, it will reduce 
the mileage and pay of members one half—the 
reduction that my amendment proposes. It ought 
to be adopted. The fearful condition of the coun- 
try; the bankruptcy of the Treasury; the finan- 
cial crisis that is upon us; considerations of justice 
and economy, all require it; and if not adopted, 
I want the country to understand that at this ses- 
sion we are borrowing money at twelve per cent, 
interest to pay the compensation and mileage of 
members of Congress, and the interest on the 
public debt. I believe retrenchment and reform 
ought to begin there; and then the people of the 
country would have some hope and confidence 
that Congress would cut down the expenses of 
the Government in all its departments. It ought 
to be done; and I trust it will be done. There is 
a bill before the House introduced by me for that 
purpose; and if it can be brought to a‘vote, I be- 
lieve that reform, beginning at the right place, 
may be brought about. The cost of printing has 
already been reduced forty per cent., and a reduc- 
tion ought to be made in this matter. The esti- 
mate for the present year is $1,100,000. Last 
year it was $615,250. ‘There was also, last year, 
an unexpended balance of $93,000, which may 
be applied to the next year, as I understand it. 
There is, then, it appears, a difference of some 
four or five hundred thousand dollars between 
the estimate of last year and the present. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The difference is easily ex- 
plained. Under the new compensation law, the 
money which becomes due to members during 
vacation is- paid the next December; and the con- 
sequence is, that one year the amount is much 
larger than it is the other. Next December we 
receive nine months’ pay; and consequently, dur- 
ing the next fiscal year, a larger amount of com- 
pensation is paid to members than during the 
present fiscal year. 

Mr. McKNIGHT. Iam opposed to the amend- 
ment offered by the gentleman from North Caro- 
lina, because members of Congress are elected 
with an understanding of what isto be their com- 
pensation. But, at the same time, I believe a 
good deal is paid to or received by members 
which they are not legally entitled to; and- if, 
when we reach those itemg, such as appropriations 
for newspapers, stationery, &c., which every 
man ought to pay for himself, the gentleman will 
move to strike them out, I will codperate with 
him in those reforms. We are allowed a com- 
pensation of $3,000 per annum, and a certain 
amount of mileage. Iam in favor of reducing 
the mileage to three or four cents a mile, and will 
so vote whenever | have an opportunity. 

The amendment was not agreed to. ` 


Mr. MOORE, of Kentucky. I move to strike 
outof lines sixty-eightand sixty-nine the words, 
t‘ Clerk of the House of Representatives, $3,600.” 
I enter the list of reformers in this House with 
great diffidence. My experience. here does not 
give me that information which is necessary to 
enable me to discharge my duties in all respects, 
so far as reforming the expenses of this House 
are concerned; but what I see here I think I know. 
So far as the Clerk of the House of Representa- 
tives is concerned, I only know him in an official 
character by the Journals of this House. T be- 
lieve I have had the pleasure of seeing the Clerk 
in this House once, performing the grateful duty 
of reading to the House the message of the Pres- 
ident, which was well done; but the duties of the 
Clerk of the House of Representatives are not 
performed by the officer whom we elected. Those 
who have anything to do with the Clerk’s office 
know that its duties are performed by the polite 
and gentlemanly assistant clerk, Mr. Hayes, who 
performs ali the duties of Clerk, I do not, there- 
fore, think that we should pay a man $3,600 for 
doing nothing. The great difficulty now seems 
to be in making offices for men, and not in find- 


ii: 


ing men to execute the duties of office 

fore move to strike out the comy 

is allowed to. the Clerk of the Hou 

Sentatives—he performing, noge of the’ 
The amendment was not agreed to. 
Mr. ALLEN... Lmove.to strikeout froni Hines 

seventy-four and seventy-five, the words, Mes- 


Senger in charge of the south wing of the Cap 
$1,900. [understand thattheré isno service w. 
ever to be performed by that messenger. There are 
two different persons claiming the right to. take 
charge of that portion of the Capitol, while there 
is no service for either. IfI am correctly informed, 
by a resolution of the Thirty-Fourth Congress a 
messenger was appointed to take charge of a cer- 
tain room—the room of the Committee on Agricul- 
ture. That was,before the Hall of the -present 
House was occupied; and that gentleman claims 
to hold that. office to-day at a salary of $1,500 a 
year, although the main charge of the room is 
committed to laborers who receive a compensation 
of $150 per day. Iam satisfied that ihere is no 
necessity for the services ofa person to take charge 
of that room, as there are no duties: for: him: to 
perform. I hope the appropriation will be stricken 
out. The Doorkeeper has. likewise the power to 
appoint a messenger for the: same. place; and -he 
has a sufficient number of messengers under his 
chaage to discharge all the duties (if'any) that can 
devolve upon this messenger, The messenger 
provided for in the appropriation is a very clever 
gentleman, placed there at the instance of another 
gentleman for whom I have great respect; and I 
am satisfied this fact induced some gentlemen to 
support a similar appropriation last session. I 
hope, however, this needless appropriation, will 
not again be made. i 
The amendment was agreed to, 


Mr. QUARLES. I see in these appropriations 
for the clerks and messengers of the House an åp- 
propriation for a messenger. to the Postmaster of 
the House. Ido not see that any estimate was 
submitted to us for the services of this messen- 
ger. The Postmaster of the House has no mes- 
senger. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The Committee of Ways 
and Means called the officer a * messenger ” in- 
stead of ‘assistant Postmaster.” a i 

Mr. QUARLES. Itis all right, then. 


Mr. LEACH, of North Carolina, moved to 
strike out lines one hundred and five to one hun- 
dred and ninc inclusive, as follows: 

“ For twenty-four copies of the Congressional Globe and 
Appendix for each member and delegate of the first session 
of the Thirty-Seventh Congress, and one hundred of the 
same for the House Library, $39,688." . 


The amendment was not agreed to. 


Mr. QUARLES. I moveto strike out lines 
one hundred and ten to one hundred and thirteen 
inclusive, as follows: yi 

“For the compensation of the draughtsman and clerks 
employed upon jand maps, clerks to committees, and. tem- 
porary clerks in the office of the Clerk of the House of. Rep- 
resentatives, $17,800.” fae og Oe 

I. understand there is no use for these draughts- 
men and clerks employed on these land maps; 
that the expenditure is endre y useless; tiat no 
use is made of those maps in the House of Rep- 
resentatives. This appropriation ought not to be 
made; and the services should be dispensed with. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I will say to the gentleman 
that there must have been a mistake in printing 
the bill; for the Committee of Ways and Means. 
excluded the land-map clerks. I move to amend 
the original clause which the gentleman moves to 
strike out, by striking out the words “ draughts- 
man and clerks employed upon the land maps.” 

Mr. QUARLES. Then the gentleman from 
Ohio wants to leave in the whole amount of ap- 
propriation, when there are no men to whom it 
is to be paid. His amendment does not. lessen 
the amount of appropriation at all. g 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr; Chairman, I thought 
I explained to the gentleman that the Committee 
of Ways and Means did not allow anything for 


| these land-map clerks, The amount éstimatod 


for was $23,984. We struck out the land-map 

clerks, and reduced the appropriation to $17,800. 
Mr. LOVEJOY... For what? : NE 
Mr. SHERMAN. For clerks to committees. 

They were appointed under. resolutions of the 


| House, and I suppose you have to pay them, 


Mr. QUARLES. Seventeen thousand eight 
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hundred dollars was exactly the amount last year. 
This year the estimate was $23,000. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The land-map clerks are 
now dispersed with under the law of last ses- 
sion. 

Mr. Surrwan’s amendment was agreed to. 

The question recurred upon Mr. Quaruzs’s 
motion to strike out the clanse, as amended. 

Mr. LOVEJOY: If L understand the explan- 
ation of the chairman of the Committee of Ways 
and Means, I am opposed to this motion. The 
clause applies not to the land-map clerks, but to 
others. : 

Mr. SHERMAN. It applies to clerks of com- 
mittees and temporary clerks in the office of the 
Clerk. That is.all. 

Mr. LOVEJOY. Then J think it ought to 
stand. 

Mr. MARTIN, of Virginia. I understood the 
chairman of the Committee of Ways and Means 
to say that this was a misprint. What, then, is 
the objection to the motion of the gentleman from 
Tennessce? 

Mr. SHERMAN. The gentleman misunder- 
stood me. J said the words ‘‘ draughtsmen and 
clerks employed upon the land-maps”’ was a mis- 
print. ‘That has been stricken out; but the bal- 
ance is,to provide for the clerks of committees. 

The question was taken on Mr. Quarufts’s 
motion; and it was disagreed to. ‘ 

Mr. MOORE, of Kentucky. I move to strike 
out the following clause: 

“For engraving, electrotyping, and lithographing, 
$50,000.” 

1 do it for the purpose of obtaining information. 
l desire to know of the chairman of the Commit- 
tee of Ways and Means, in what department of 
this Houseitbecomes necessary to pay thisamount 
for engraving, electrotyping, and lithographing? 

Mr. SHERMAN. If we get off with $50,000, 
we shall be doing very well. It is chiefly for en- 
graving the plates of the Patent Office report—the 
mechanical and also the agricultural parts of the 
report, 

he amendment was disagreed to. 

Mr. LEACH, of North Carolina. E move to 
strike out in line one hundred and twenty-one, all 
after the word ** repairs,” and inline one hundred 
and twenty-two to strike out ‘$10,000, and in- 
sert “ $2,000;”? so as to make the clause read: 

For furniture, repairs, $2,000. 

Thatis to say, I propose to strike out $8,000 
for packing-boxes for members. 

The amendment was disagreed to. 

Mr. SMITH, of North Carolina. I move to 
strike out the item, ‘for stationery, $15,000.” 

The amendment was disagreed to. 

Mr. MARTIN, of Virginia. I move to strike 
out the following clause: 

“ For horses, carriages, and saddle-horses, $7,500.” 

Ihave nothing to say upon the subject. I think 
it an imposition. ‘ p 

Mr. MOORE, of Kentucky. I desire tøo'inguire 
of the chairman of the Committee of Ways and 


Means, how many carriages and saddle-horses | 


are purchased for the use of the members of the 


House of Representatives, and for what purpose | 


they are used? 

Mr. SHERMAN. [have heard this matter 
explaincd at every session of Congress since I 
have been here. The horses are not for the mem- 
bersatall. They are horses used in carrying the 
mails down, and sending messengers to the Treas- 
ury Department, and for various purposes. The 


horses do not belong to the Government; but ccr- | 
tain messengers receive §2 50 a day for keeping | 
horses and wagons to carry the mails, &e. 1 | 


think there are five or six employcd. 

Mr. MARTIN, of Virginia. f insist on my 
amendment to strike out the whole item. Mes- 
sengers and post-boys are as well able to walk as 
members of Congress. 

Mr. ALLEN. 
by the gentleman from Virginia, I beg leave to 
state that it would be cheaper to hire the hauling 
now done by these carriages and horses than it 
is to keep the carriages and horses. I think it 
would be very proper that this item should be 
stricken out, and to let the hauling required to be 
done be hired. 

The amendment was disagreed to. 


Mr. McKNIGHT. 


| one‘hundred and twenty-eight; which is as fol- 


l original judgment, and rules the amendment out 
: of order. 


In support of the motion made | 


| detailed estimates for the sums required for te Gover 


| the payments made during the preceding year under his 
: direction. 


1 move to strike out line ! 


lows: $ 
_* For newspapers, $12,509.” ` 

I do so because I believe it isa very small thing 
for a member of Congress to ask this great Gov- 
ernment to pay for his newspapers. I can readily 
understand why we should be furnished with a 
copy of the official paper containing the reports 
of our proceedings; but beyond that, as: honest 
men, we ought not to go. I -should like to have 
a vote on my amendment, 

Mr. JOHN COCHRANE. [have nothing of 
very great importance to urge in opposition to the 
motion ‘that has just been made; but I do think 
that the Government should not only pay for the 
newspapers of members, but should pay members 
for reading them. {Laughter.] 

The amendment was disagreed to. 


Mr. SHERMAN. TI am instructed by the 
Committee of Ways and Means to offer the fol- 
lowing amendment: 


Tro enable the Superintendent of Public Printing to carry 
into effect the provisions of the joint resolution in relation 
to the publi rinti approved 23d July, 1860, $135,000 : 
Provided, That no part of this appropriation shall be ex- 
pended until the title to the property purchased shall have 
been examined and approved by the Attorney General of 
the United States. ` 


The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. PETTIT. Mr. Chairman, I offer the fol- 


lowing amendment, to come in at the end of Jine 
one hundred and sixty: . 

Exploring Expedition.—To pay arrears due authors and 
artists of the exploring expedition, in pursuance of the act 
of August 26, 1842, $11,036 26. 

Tam instructed by the Committee on the Li- 
brary to offer that amendment. : À 

Mr. SHERMAN. I think itmy duty to raise 
a point of order in regard to that amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. If the point of order is 
made, the Chair must decide the amendment out 
of order. f 

Mr. PETTIT. Before the decision is made, 
I would like to make a suggestion to the Chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will hear the 
gentleman. 

Mr. PETTIT. Isubmitthat this is the proper 
place for the amendmentif it comesin atall. ‘Chis 
is a matter which by law was placed within the 
control of the Joint Committee on the Library, 
and this section of the bill relates to the Library 
of Congress. I apprehend, then, that it is so 
nearly connected with the subject as to make it 
applicable. If the Chair rules otherwise, I shall 
propose it as an additional section to come in at 
the end of the bill, 

Mr. SHERMAN. I only wish to say, that if 
the amendment would be appropriate to any ap- 
propriation bill, it is a deficiency. The Commit- 
tecof Waysand Means considered it and rejected 
it. [therefore deemed it my duty to make the 
point of order. 

Mr. PETTITT. I have only one word to say, 
in reply to the gentleman. What is now pro- 
posed is no deficiency at all, and for this reason: 
the act of 26th August, 1842, which directed the 
publication of the results of the exploring expe- 
dition, put that publication completely within the 
control of the Joint Committee on the Library. 
As a consequence of that, and making use of the 
powers belonging to that committce, they entered | 
into various contracts with authors and artists, 
the amount to be paid to each of whom was to 
depend on estimates, to be afterwards made by 
the Joint Committee on the Library. That has į 
only been done at this time, and therefore the 
appropriation asked for is not a deficiency. The 
amount could not be paid tll the estimate had 
been agreed upon by the Library Committee. I 
submit, therefore, that this is no deficiency. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair adheres to its 


Mr. BRANCII. I offer the following amend- į 
ment, to come in at the close of line nine hundred 
and sixty: 


And hereafter the Superintendent of Public Printing shall 
submit to Congress, at the commencement of each s 


printing office; and he shall also submit a report, showing 
bod ‘J 


The object of my amendment is, that Congress 
may have a practical contro] over the expendi- |! 
tures tobe made in the Government printing office, © 


That is tò be a very large establishment—one 
which will be peculiarly liable to abuses; and I 
think that the very best security we can take 
against abuses in that establishment, will be to 
insist, at.the very outset, on the strictest respons- 
ibility on the part of all those connected with its 
and that Congress shal} have the means of. judg- 
ing whether the money appropriated by law has 
been judiciously and properly expended. The 
item in this appropriation bill 1s, I presume, to be 
expended by the Government prmting office. We 
find here—and I make no complaint of the chair- 
man of the Committee of Ways and Means for 
it—that the whole appropriation for printing— 
$70,000—is put in in a lump, without any items 
or details at all as to the manner in which the 
money is to be used. I have,no doubt that the 
Committee of Ways and Means have examined 
that matter, and know that the money is to be 
properly used. But I think that, if we require the 
Superintendent of Printing hereafter to tell us in 
advance the particular items for which the money 
will be required, we will have taken one of the 
very best securities that we can take against 
abuses in the Government printing office. 
The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. SHERMAN. Iam directed by the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means to offer the following 
amendment, to come in after line two hundred 
and eighty-three: 

For blank books, binding, office furniture, carpeting, two 
daily newspapers published in the city of Washington, files 
oe bounty land service, and miscellaneous items, 

000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. MAYNARD. I propose to amend, by 
striking out the following clause in the bill: 

“ For additional clerks in the General Land Office, under 
the act of 3d March, 1855, granting bounty land, and for la- 
borers employed therein, $58,400: Provided, ‘That the Sec- 
retary of the Interior, at his discretion, shalt be, aud he is 
hereby, authorized to use any portion of said appropriations 
for piece work, or by the day, week, month, or year, at 
such rate or rates as he may deem just and fair.” 

This is a special appropriation, providing for 
operations in the Land Office oceasioned by the 
bounty land act of 1855, granting bounty lands to 
the oll soldiers. The business arising under that 
law“hag, in a great measure, beén completed; and 
I understand that there are in the Land Office x 
great many more clerks than there is business for. 
I have understood, for example, that some of the 
clerks have only for their daily labor to fill up the 
blanks in twenty-five land patents that are laid 
on their desk, and then taken away—an amount 
of labor which any ordinary scrivener could per- 


eform in Jess than an hour. 


It is the same in the other Departments of the 
Government. There are in all the Departments 
many more glerical employés than are necessary. 
They are merely a burden on the public ‘Treas- 
ury. The clerks for whom this clause provides 
payment are so manifestly unnecessary that I am 
opposed to having an appropriation made for their 
further continuance in office. The omission of 
this icem will be a sufficiently significant expres- 
sion of opinion on the part of Congress to the 
Secretary of the Interior, that he should discharge 


| that portion of the clerical force of his Depart- 


ment. I therefore hope that it will be struck out, 
and then we will not, of course, have an estimate 
made for it again. i 

Mr. SHERMAN. The clerical force of this 
Department has been very much reduced within 
the last year or two. Atthe last session of Con- 
gress the Committee of Ways and Means ad- 
dressed to the Commissioner of Publie Lands a 
letter of inquiry in regard to the duties of the 
clerks in his department, and as to the necessity 
of keeping them. His reply was entircly satis- 
factory. ft showed that although a great portion 
of the duties of the office had been discharged, yet 
the number of applications to be constantly acted 
upon required the force then asked for. That 
force was granted. This thing must be, as a mat- 
ter of course, left to the discretion of these officers; 
and I think that if we were to act in the dark and 
reduce the clerical force of the Departments, with- 
out full information on the subject, we might do 
great injury to the publie service. I trust, there- 
fore, that the original appropriation will be made. 
We must depend, to some extent, on the discre- 
tion of these executive officers. 

The question was taken on Mr. MayNarp’s 
amendment; arid it was not agreed to. 


1861. 


Mr. MAYNARD. {would inquire of the chair- 
man of the ‘Committee of Ways and Means 
whether there has been any reduction’ of clerical 
force in the Pension Office? We know, as a mat- 
ter of fact, that the business of that office has been 
reduced one half or three fourths within the last 
two years. : 

Mr. SHERMAN. I am happy to say that the 
appropriation for that office is about $27,000 less 
than that of last year. There is, therefore, a 
decrease. ; 

Mr. MAYNARD. That is about twenty-five 
per cent. diminution. Is the chairman of the 
Committee of Ways and Means satisfied that this 
is as great a reduction as can be made consist- 
ently with the public service? : 

Mr. SHERMAN. I suppose it is. It has been 
made by the ‘transfer of clerks from that bureau 
to other bureaus, where their services seemed to 
be indispensably necessary. 

I move the following amendment, to come in 
after the word “warrants,” in line three hundred 
and seventy-six { 

And for contingent expenses, under act of 3d March, 1855, 
granting bounty lands, and amendatory act of 4th May, 1856, 


for patents and other records, stationery, and miscellaneous 
items on account of bounty-land under said act. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. VANDEVER. [offer the following amend- 


ment, to come in after the clause: 

For compensation of the surveyor general of Kansas and 
Nebraska, and the clerks in his office, $8,300: Provided, 
That from and after Juge 30, 1861, the surveyor generals 
office for Kansas and Nébraska shall be discontinued 3 that 
the office of the surveyor. generat of Wisconsin and Lowa 
shall be removed from Dubuque to Sioux city, in the State 
of Iowa; und that Kausas and Nebraska shall be added 
to the district now composed of Wisconsin and Lowa 
and the Territory of Minnesota, commonly called Dakota; 
which, together, shall hereafter compose one surveying 
district; the surveyor genéral for which shall receive the 
same compensation heretofore allowed surveyors genéral 
tor either of said districts ; and so much of the money as is 
berein appropriated for clerks, fuel, books, stationery, and 

, Other incidental expenses of the said surveyor general’s 
offices, as they have heretofore existed, as may be neces- 
sary, be and the same is hereby appropriated for the re- 
moval of the books and records to the new surveyor gen- 
eral’s office at Sioux City, and for the support thereof: 
And provided further, That Wisconsin shall be added to 
the surveyor general of Minnesota. 

This amendment, Mr. Chairman, will have the 
effect of discontinuing one of the offices of surveyor 
gencral; making one office less, and consequently 
reducing the cost of the service. At present, Min- 
nesota is a surveying district by itself. The sur- 
veys in Iowa are nearly completed; and we are in- 
formed by the Commissioner of the General Land 
Office that, in the course of a year or twð, all the 
records will be ready to be handed over to the 
General Land Office. I have on my desk a letter 
from the Commissioner of the General Land Office, 
stating that the office in Iowa cannot, for the pres- 
ent, be discontinued without detriment to the pub- 
lic service. It simply proposes, for the present 
time, to add that to Kansas and Nebraska, and 
to remove the office to Sioux City, on the Mis- 
souri river, contiguous to the lands of Kansas, 
Nebraska, Dakota, and [owa—the western part 
of that State near the Missouri river embracing 
almost all of the unsurveyed lands within the 
limits of the State. My amendment will reduce 
the amount necessary to be appropriated. 

This matter was referred to the Committee on 
Public Lands, by a resclution introduced into 
this House from the Committee of Ways and 
Means. The Committee on Public Lands, under 
that resolution, applied for information to the De- 
partment of the Interior, or rather to the Com- 
missioner of the General Land Office. I have 
here several letters in response to the inquiries of 

the Committee on Public Lands. The substance 
of them is to the effect that the surveyor general’s 


office in lowa cannotat present be dispensed with f 


without serious detriment to the public service. 
Itis recommended that the consolidation proposed 
shall be made, and that Lowa shall be added to 
the district. It is recommended that Kansas, 
Nebraska, Dakota, and Iowa, compose one dis- 
trict, The proposition to remove the surveyor 
general’s office to Sioux City is included in the 
amendment at my own Instance. 

Mr. MAYNARD. Let the letters you have be 
read. 

Mr. VANDEVER. Here they are. 

The Clerk read, as follows: 

GeneraL Lanp Orrtce, December 27, 1860. 


Sin: The resolution adopted in the House of Represent- 
atives on the 19th, and filed in this office by you on the | 
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Qist instant, inquires, * whether any of the offices of the 
surveyors general can be discontinued without ‘detriment 
to the publie service.” I have, therefore; the honor tore- 
ort: 

P That the first section of an act, approved June 12, 1840, 
é For the discontinuance of the office of surveyor general 
in the several’ districts,” &c., (Statutes at Large, vo). 5, 
page 384, and amendatory act of January 22, 1853, vol. 10, 
page 152,) confer sufficient authority for the discontinuance 
of surveyors general offices; and, pursuant to. the same, 
the following offices bave been closed: For the surveying 
district of Mississippi, in 1849 ;-of Alabama, in 1850; north- 
west of the Ohio, in 1857; and of Arkansas, in 1859. 

That there exist at*the present time eleven. different 
offices of surveyors general in operation, to wit: 

l. At St. Louis, Missouri, for the surveying district of 
Illinois and Missouri. 

2. At Donaldsonville, Louisiana, for the surveying dis- 
trict of Louisiana, both of which are in contemplation of 
being discontinued at an early period. 

3. At St. Augustine, Florida, for the surveying district 
of Florida. : 

4. At Dubuque, Iowa, for the surveying district of Wis- 
-consin and lowa, and the Territory of Minnesota, com- 
monlyeknown as Dakota. ‘ 

5. At St. Paul, Minnesota, for the surveying district of 
Minnesota. 

6. At Nebraska City, Nebraska Territory, for the sur- 
veying district of Kansas and Nebraska. F 

7. At Santa Fé, New Mexico, for the surveying district 
of New Mexico. . 

8. At San Francisco, California, for the surveying dis- 
trict of California. : 

9, At Eugene City, Oregon, for the surveying district of 
Oregon. s 

16. At Olympia, Washington Territory, for the survey- 
ing district of Washington ‘Territory ; and 

li. At Salt Lake City, Utah Territory, for the surveying 
district of Utah Territory. - 

The foregoing offices of the surveyors general, numbered 
3 to L, both inclusive, cannot, in the opinion of this office, 
be discontinued within the present, or perbaps next fiscal 
year, without detriment to the public service under the 
provisions of the acts of Congress above mentioned, forthe 
reason that these laws contemplate the completion of the 
surveys in a whole district before Winding up; and this has 
not been done in foto in these districts. 

It will be observed, however, that No. 4 is a surveying 
district, consisting of, first, State of lowa; second, State of. 
Wisconsin; third, Minnesota, or Dakota, Territory. 

The surveys in [owa are coinpleted ; yet there is a large 
amount of office-work, requiring, perhaps, a couple years 
t0 complete, which must be done before the surveying 
archives ean be transferred to the State authorities. 1€ 
Congress should confer power upon ‘the Deparunent for 
consolidation of surveying districts, or annexing them to 
others, containing also authority for transfer of focation of 
surveyors general offices, in cases of such consolidation, 
then the Iowa portion of district No. 4 could be attached to, 
say, the Kausas and Nebraska district office, now at Ne- 
braska City, and Dakota to Minnesota, leaving, if deemed 
proper, Wisconsin as a separate district. 

The resolution. filed by you, in this office, is herewith 
returned. g 

L have the honor, to be, respectfully, your obedient ser- 
vant, JOSEPH 8. WILSON, 

Comunissioner. 
Ilon. WILLIAM Vanpever, of the Committee of Public 

Lands, House of Representatives. 

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, 
Wrasnincton, December 31, 1860. 

Sır: 1 have the honor to inclose the letter of the Com- 
missioner of the General Laud Office, of the 27th instant, 
in relation to the surveying districts and surveyors general 
oftices, and proposed changes therein. I approve this let- 
ter, except as to the form of a consolidation, suggested in 
the last paragraph. I think it would be a better arrange- 
ment to attach Lowa, and the Territory called Dakota, to 
the Nebraska district, and Wisconsin to the Minnesota dis- 
trict; thus reducing the number of offices without detriment 
to the public service. 

Very respectfully, your obedient servant, š 

J. THOMPSON, Secretary. 
Hon. W. VanpevER, of Committee on Public Lands, United 
States House of Representatives. 


Mr. COBB. Let me exactly understand this 
proposition moved by the gentleman from lowa. 
As | understand, he moves that the surveyor 
general’s office shall be removed from the place 
where it now is, that is, from Nebraska City, to 
Sioux City. 

Mr. VANDEVER. I merely propose to add 
Dakota and Iowa. to the district of Kansas and 
Nebraska, and to remove the office to Sioux City. 

Mr. COBB. There is no motion, then, to abol- 
ish the surveyor general’s office in Iowa. It is 
proposed to add Iowa to the Kansas district. 
Now, sir, the public lands in Towa have all, or 
nearly all, been surveyed, while the public lands 
in Kansas, Nebraska, and Dakota have not been 
surveyed. Yet the gentleman from lowa boldly 
offers in this House.a proposition to remove the 
surveyor. general’s office from Nebraska City to 
Sioux City; to reméve it from Nebraska Terri- 
tory into the State of Ilowa. He proposes, in 
other words, to. remove that office from the Ter- 
ritories, where the lands are not yet surveyed, 
to a State where they are all surveyed. Do not 
gentlemen, at the mere statement of the proposi- 


tion, at once perceive its injustice with regard to- 


Kansas, Nebraska, and Dakota? Is 
just; to remove that, surveyor genera’ 
some five or seven hundred mues 


be removed into the gentlemd 
the public lands have been ‘sufveyed 
particle of justice in the propositio 
is recommended that the surveyor g¢ 
in Iowa be abolished.  I‘forget, at t 
where it is located.” pop Pps 

Mr. ALDRICH. . It is located at Dubuque: 

Mr. COBB. It isrecommended that that offic 
at Dubuque shall be abolished... Ido not see why 
it should be abolished. It is not only not. pro- 
poned to abolish that office, but itis even moyed 

y the gentleman from. Iowa, that. the ; 
shall be removed from Nebraska to Sioux Gity, 
in that State; thus compelling. the people of the 
Territories to travel five or seven hundred miles 
further than they now have. to do. As L have 
already'stated, itis proposed to remove the offices 
from. the Territories where‘the lands ‘are nots 
veyed, to where they are nearly all survey’ 
There is no justice in the proposition. Why, th 
should we do this acknowledged injustice to. thi 
Territories of Kansas, Nebraska, and Dakota? 
Let the office remain where it ought to be, in the 
Territories where the lands remain to be surveyed. 

Mr. VANDEVER. J can, bya simple explan- 
ation, remove the objection of the géntleman from 
Alabama, Even admitting all the statements’ o 
the gentleman to be correct, I do not see that the 
injustice would be so glaring as the gentleman 
suggests it would. It would not .be so glaring 
even if the instructions for surveying the public 
lands in any of these Territories were required 
to emanate from Washington city, or from any 
point inside or outside of the States, In the prog- 
ress of things, these surveys will continue but’a 
few years longer. Itisamatterof comparatively 
little importance to the people:in ‘the T'erritories 
where the office of the surveyor general may be 
located. The people at large have little orno busi- 
ness to do with the surveyor general’s office. 
They do not have any business with it until the 
completion of the surveys, and. the records are 
handed over to the State authorities, ‘The gen- 
tleman from Alabama knows thateven to-day the 
most of the information sought for from the va- 
rious surveying districts is sought for in the oity 
of Washington.’ The most of thé. information 
desired is procured from the General Land Office 
in this city. The surveyors of the United States 
are not authorized to enter into general corre- 
spondence with the people of their land districts. 
It is proper that they should not, and that the in- 
formation should be sought for at the General 
Land Office. ‘ seas 

Another thing: here is a vast body of unsur- 
veyed land within the limits of Dakota. Settlers 
are crowding into that Territory; and if the gen- 
tleman’s argument be a good one, the people of 
that Territory may justly complain .that this 
ofice is now so far off upon the Missouri river, 
Sioux City, however, isa central point. Missouri = 
river divides Iowa from the. opposite. Territory, 
and: it does not matter whether this office is. upon 
the one or the other bank of the ‘river. Sioux 
City is the terminus of a railway which will soon 
be completed and in opération. It is easy of ac- 
cess from all points on the Missouri river. It is 
a safe as well asa proper place to serve as the 
depository for the records of surveys. It isa 
place where deputy surveyors may speedily 
receive their supplies to fit them for the field. I 
offer the amendment. It is recommended by the 
Secretary of the Interior, as well as by the Com- 
missioner of the General Land Office. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman’s time has 
expired. ; 

Mr. COBB. I was not aware before that the 
gentleman’s speech was being made in my. time. 
I will respond to what he has said. It isnotonly 


‘the people at large who are intercsted; but the 


surveyors themselves, who contract to do. the, 


| surveying, are also interested.. Suppose a man 
‘takes a contract to survey Dakota: is it fair to 


compel him to go all the way to Sioux City, in the 
State of Ilowa? Ido not myself perceive the least 
necessity for establishing this surveyor general’s 
office at Sioux City, when all the lands in Jowa 
have been surveyed; when, sir, no lands are left 
for survey. E 

The question was taken; 


and the amendment 
was rejected. to Dies 
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January 7, 


The Clerk proceeded with ‘the reading of the 
bill. ` Sat 
Mr. BRANCH. I presume that the appropri- 
ations made in.this bill for the public printing are 
with a view-to its being executed in the Govern- 
ment printing office ? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Such is the law. 

The Clerk read, as follows: 

“For paper and printing of the Executive Departments, 
including the paper, printing, and binding the Biennial 
Register and the annua! statement of commerce and navi- 
gation, and the paper.and printing of the annual estimates 
of appropriations, $55,000,’ 

“Mr. PETTIT. I move to amend that para- 
graph by adding the following: 

Provided, That the preparation of the said Register shall 
be made under the direction of the Secretary of the In- 
terior, 

>... Formerly, sir, this work was prepared by the 
Secretary of State. It was when the Federal com- 
missions were countersigned by him, and issued 
under the.seal then in his office. At this time 
this duty more properly belongs to the Depart- 
ment of the Interior. 

Mr. NIBLACK. Is it not the law now that 
it shall be prepared in the Department of the In- 
terior? 

Mr. PETTIT. It is not the law. It was rec- 
ommended at the last session by the Assistant 
Secretary of State. Itis proposed in a bill now 
pending in the Senate; but with a view to reach 
the matter at once, I have moved ‘the amendment 
now before the committee. 

The question was taken; and the amendment 
was agreed to. 


Mr. SHERMAN. I move to amend, by in- 
serting the following: 

For contingent expenses to reimburse Wilson Shannon, 
while acting Governor of the Territory of Kansas, $156. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. PORTER. I move the following amend- 
ment: 

For providing proper furniture for the new court-house 
and post office at Indianapolis, Indiana, $5,000. 

Mr. MAYNARD. Is. that amendment in 
order? 

Mr. PORTER, The Government has nearly 
completed this public building in Indianapolis, 
and this furniture is necessary in order to allow 
of its being occupied. 

Mr. BRANGH. 1 raise the point of order, if 
nobody else does. 

Mr. PORTER. If we do not appropriate this 
money, this building will not be in a condition to 
be occupied for the purposes of a court-house and 
a post office, for which it was designed. While 
$120,000 has been appropriated fur the erection 
of this building, no appropriation has yet been 
made for supplying it with the necessary furni- 
ture, 1 hold that thts amendment is not out of 
order, It is within the spirit of the rule of the 
House, which is as follows: ` 

“No appropriation shall be reported in such general ap- 
propriation bills, or be in order as an amendment thereto, 
for any expenditure not previously authorized by law, un- 
less in continuation of appropriations for such public works 
and objects as are already in progress, and for the contin- 
gencits for carrying on the several departments of the Gov- 
ernment,” 

This amendment must be considered as provid- 
ing for the completion ofa work now in progress 
of construction, If this furniture be not provided, 
the building cannot be used for the purposes for 
which it was designed. I hold. the amendment 
is in order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the 
point of order raised by the gentleman from Ten- 
nessee, and rules the amendment out of order, 

Mr. MAYNARD. There is some information 
somctimes to be derived from the consideration of 
these appropriation bills, and a sort of informa- 
tion, too, very acceptable to the people, who want 
to know where the money of this Government 
goes to. On this 33d page of the bill provision 
is made for the compensation of some thirty sub- 
ordinates around the person of the President, and 
among them I find that there are twenty-two la- 
borers employed in the President’s grounds and 
garden. Hera isalso a furnace keeperat a salary 
of $600 a year. Those of us who do not know 
any better, would suppose that those laborers 
would be employed principally during the warm 
season of the year, when they could work in the 
garden, and the furnace keeper only in the winter 


season when fires ‘are necessary. It occurs tome, 
that out of these twenty-two laborers, one might 
be found, by rotation during the cold season, to 
attend to the fires, without the necessity of em- 
ploying an additional laborer for that purpose, 
and that that item might be stricken out. I would 
make the office of President as dignified a one as 
possible, but I would rather that it should rest 
more upon the character of the incumbent than 
upon the number of subordinates placed around 
him. I think we can dispense with that officer; and 
therefore I move to strike out lines seven hundred 
and eighty-six and seven hundred and eighty- 
seven, which, provide for a fireman. 
The amendment was not agreed to. 


Mr. SHERMAN. Iam directed by the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means to offer the following 
amendment, to come in just here: 

For furnishing the President’s House, to be expended 
under the direction of the President, in. addition to the pro- 


ceeds of sale of such of the furniture and equipage as may 
be decayed and unfit for use, $20,000. 


For introducing the Potomac water into the President?s: 


House, $4,420. 


I will state that the first appropriation is the 
same as has heretofore been granted every four 
years for refurnishing the President’s House. 
Four years ago'the sum was $28,000. 

The second appropriation is for introducing the 
Potomac water into the President’s House. This 
is deemed proper, not only for the safety of the 
building, but for the health and convenience of 
the inmates. 

Mr. MAYNARD. I see in one of the papers 
that give the public everything which relates to the 
private affairs of public men, that the President 


| elect was either in, or about to be in, the city of 


New York, to lay in furniture for the White 
House. I do not know whether this appro- 
priation is designed to cover those bills or not. 
[Laughter.] But I am in favor of doing as much 
for the incoming President as we did for the out- 
going President. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. PETTIT. As the bill has now been read 
through, I offer, as an amendment, the following 
additional section: 

Sec. 2. And be it further enacted, That there is hereby 
further appropriated, in like manner, to pay arrears due 
the authors and artists of the exploring expedition, in pur- 
suance of the act of August 6, 1842, $11,036 26. 

The appropriation which is asked for in this 
additional section, is for the purpose of paying, 
as it is expressed therein, the arrears due the 
authors and artists connected with the exploring 
expedition, under the act of August, 1842. The 
Joint Committee on the Library were directed to 
publish an account of the results of that expedi- 
tion. The form, as well as the matter, of the publi- 
cation, was prescribed by the law. The commit- 
tee has been steadily pursuing that object, acting 
merely as the right hand of Congress, without 
any discretion of their own upon the subject. At 
the last session of Congress, there being no ap- 
propriation for this object, a suspension of the 
work was practically made. The amount now 
proposed to be appropriated, is due to scientific 
gentlemen and artists who have been employed 
by the committee in connection with that work; 
and it is proper that it should be provided for in 
this manner. I have already said that I have 
moved this amendment under the direction of the 
Joint Committee on the Library. 

Mr. BRANCH. As usual, there is so much 
noise and confusion that I cannot hear what is 
going on. I would inquire whether I understood 
the gentleman from Indiana to say that this 
amount of money is necessary for the payment of 
salaries during the time this work has been sus- 
pended by reason of the non-action of Congress? 

Mr. PETTIT. In reply to the gentleman from 
North Carolina, I will read the first section of the 
act under which this work has been done. It is 
enacted that— 


4 There shall be published under the supervision and di- 
rection of the Joint Committee on the Library an account 
of the discoveries made by the exploring expedition under 
the command of Lieutenant Wilkes of the United States 
Navy; which account shall be prepared with illustrations, 
and published in a form sunilar to the voyage of the Astro- 
labe, lately published by the Government of France.” 


The Committee on the Library, in 1842, and 
subsequently, but all earlier than 1850, entered 
into engagements with -scientific gentlemen for the 
purpose of embodying, in proper form, the scien- 


tific results of that expedition.” The. contracts 
made at that time stipulated, either in the pro- 
gress or upon the completion of their work, a cer- 
tain compensation. Appropriations have been 
made from time.to time, and accordingly pay- 
ments have been made from time to time, to the 
various persons connected with the work. There 
is now this amount of arrears due to the several 
gentlemen, all of whom, with one exception, are 
scientific gentlemen, among whom are Agassiz, 
Dr. Gould, and Professors Gray, Torry, Sulli- 
vant, and others. 

Mr. BRANCH. If the gentleman states, as 
chairman of the Joint Committee on the Library, 
that this moncy is duc, undcr the contract, I have 
nota word to say in opposition to the amendment. 

Mr. PETTIT. Such is the fact. 

The amendment was adopted. 

Mr. HUGHES. I offer the following amend- 
ment as an additional section: 

Sec. 3. And be it further enacted, That there is hereby 
further appropriated, in like manner, for the preparation 
and publicatiun of the charts of the exploring expedition 
under the command of Captain C. Ringgold, United States 
Navy, $7,500. 

I will briefly explain the object of the amend- 
ment, In 1852 Congress ordered the fitting out of 
an expedition for the purpose of making surveys 
of the Straits of Sumatra, the northwestern coast 
of Siberia, and of Behring Straits. In consequence 
of indisposition, after certain duties had been per- 
formed, Captain Ringgold ggtired from the expe- 
dition, and the command was turned over to Lieu- 
tenant Richards, of the Navy. Since then, appro- 
priations have been made by Congress for the 
purpose of publishing the charts and the results 
attained by Lieutenant Richards. There is on 
hand a large amount of useful information—and I 
can speak of it from personal knowledge-—which 
ought to be published for the benefit of the Navy 
and of commerce. This amendment simply pro- 


poses to carry out the intention of Congress, under- 


the law, that these results should be published to 
the world. Of course, when an exploring expe- 
dition is fitted out, it is not necessary, in the bill 
authorizing it, to specify that the charts shall be 
published. That follows as a necessary conse- 
quence, because it is in that way alone that the 
results of the expedition can be secured, 1 sub- 
mit, therefore, that the amendment is not only 
germane to the purposes of the bill, but that there 
are reasons, and the strongest possible reasons, 
why the committee should adopt it. 

Mr. VANDEVER. 1 raise the question of or- 
der whether this is an appropriation that is pro- 
vided for by any existing law, and whether the 


‘amendment is in order? 


Mr. HUGHES. Before the Chair makes his 
decision, E would simply say that I supposed I 
had met that objection already. An appropriation 
was made under authority of law for the purpose 
of fitting out this exploring-expedition; and this 
is merely a provision for the publication of the 
results of that expedition, which must have been 
contemplated when the law was passed. It can- 
not be imagined for a moment that the Govern- 
ment intended to send out an expedition for the 
purpose of making surveys and explorations and 
gathering results together, which were not to be 
published. I contend, thérefore, that this is a 
direct result of the law of 1852, providing for the 
fitting out of the expedition; otherwise all the 
money you have expended upon it—and you have 
expended a great deal—would be thrownaway, be- 
cause these astronomical observations and sound- 
ings are of no manner of use unless you give them 
substance through charts and reports. Thisisa 
necessary result—it is a corollary from the previ- 
ous legislation. It is therefore as directly under 
the authority of law as any expenditure which 
could have been made under the law of 1852. 

Mr. VANDEVER. I do not regard it as ne- 
cessary to carry on the regular operations of the 
Government. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from 
Iowa insist on his point of order? 

Mr. VANDEVER. I do. : 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair decides the 
amendment out of order. 

Mr. PORTER. I offer the following. amend- 
ment, to come in at the end of the bill: 


Sec.--. And be it further enacted, That there is hereby 
further appropriated, for completing and providing proper 
furniture for the new court-house and post office at Indi- 
anapolis, Indiana, $5,000. 


a 


186l. 


THE CONGRESSIONAL | GLOBE. 


Mr. MAYNARD. Is not that the same prop- 
osition which came up awhile ago? If it is, I 
must raise the same point òf order upon it. 

Mr. PORTER. There is a law providing for 
the completion of this building. This amendment 
proposes.an appropriation for that purpose. It 
is for the continuation of a public work. It seems 
to me thatit is clearly in order. 5 

The CHAIRMAN: The Ghair is of opinion 
that the amendment is more out-of order now than 
it was when it was ruled out before. 2 

_Mr. SHERMAN. | I move that the committee 
rise, and report the bill to the House. 

Mr. GARNETT demanded tellers. 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. GARNETT 
and Bassrrrt were appointed. 

The committee divided; and the tellers reported 
ayes 86, noes 3; no quorum voting. 

The roll was accordingly called; and the fol- 
lowing members failed to answer to their names: 

Messrs. Charles F. Adams, Ashmore, Barr, Barret, Bo- 
cock, Benham, Boteler, Boyce, Brabson, Bristow, Burn- 
ham, Butterfield, Campbell, Case, Horace F, Clark, Clark 
B. Cochrane, Conkling, Corwin, Burton Craige, Crawford, 
Curry, Curtis, Davidson, H. Winter Davis, Reuben Davis, 
Dunn, Edmundson, Farnsworth, Ferry, Fouke, Graham, 
J. Morrison Harris, Hill, Hindman, William A. Howard, 
Humphrey, Jackson, Jenkins, Keitt, William Kellogg, 
Killinger, Kunkel, Lamar, Larrabee, Leake, Logan, Love, 
Maclay, Marston, McQueen, Miles, Millson, Sydenham 
Moore, Morrill, Isaac N. Morris, Nelson, Noeli, Pendleton, 
Phelps, Potter, Pugh, Quarles, Reagan, John H. Reynolds, 
Christopher Robinson, Ruffin, Rust, Scott, Scranton, Wil- 
diam Smith, Somes, Stallworth, James A. Stewart, Stout, 
Stratton, Tappan, Thomas, Underwood, Vallandigham, 
Van Wyck, Verrec, Cadwalader C. Washburn, Webster, 
Whiteley, Windom, Winslow, Woodruff, and Woodson. 

The committee then rose; and the Speaker 
having resumed the chair, Mr. ETHERIDGE re- 
ported that the Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union had, according to order, had 


under consideration the legislative, executive, and | 


judicial appropriation bill; and finding itself with- 
out a quorum, had caused the roll to be called, 
and the absentees noted, and had directed him to 
report the names of the absentees to the House. 

A quorum being now present, the Committee 
of the Whole on the state of the Union resumed 
its session. ; 

The question being on Mr. Suerman’s motion 
that the committee do now rise, and report the bill 
to the House, 

Mr. GARNETT withdrew his call for a 
division. : 

The motion was then agreed to. 

So the committee rose; and the Speaker having 
resumed the chair, Mr. Ernerines reported that 
the Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union had, according to order, had under consid- 
eration the bill (H. R. No. 892) making appro- 
priations for the expenses of the legislative, exec- 
ative, and judicial departments of the Govern- 
ment for the year ending June 30, 1862, and had 
directed him to report the same tothe House with 
sundry amendments, and with a recommendation 
that it do pass. 

Mr. SHERMAN moved the previous question 
on the bill. . 

The previous queraon was seconded, and the 
main question ordered. 

The amendments reported by the Committee 
of the Whole on the state of the Union were sev- 
erally read and agreed to. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed, and read 
a third time; and being engrossed, it was accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. SHERMAN moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed; and also moved to 
lay the motion to reconsider upon the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


INDIAN HOSTILITIES IN CALIFORNIA. 


Mr. BURCH, by unanimous consent, submit- 


ted the follwing resolution; which was read, con- 
sidered, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That House bill No. 299, entitled ‘A bill for 
the payment of expenses incurred in the suppression of 
{Indian hostilities in the State of Calitormia,*? together with 
the amendments reported by the Military Committee, be 
made the special order of the day in the Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union fur the third Thursday 
(the 17th) of January, instant. : 

Mr. RCH moved to reconsider the vote by 
which the resolution was adopted; and alsomoved 
to lay the motion to reconsider upon the table. 


The latter motion was agreed to. 
AMENDMENT OF THE CONSTITUTION. 


ask the unanimous consent of the House to intro- 
duce a joint resolution providing for amendments 
to the Constitution of the United States. Ido 
so, sir, for the purpose of getting them before the 
country and before the members of the House, 
and of having them printed.. I will send them to 
the Clerk’s desk, that they may be read. If ob- 
jection be made, I will.move a:suspension of the 
rules. . . 

I will state to the House frankly that I do not 
want the resolution acted on to-day. I do not 
want any vote upon it an But ifit is printed, 

e 


-Mr: WASHBURNE, cof Hirois. 
the yeas:and nays.on the moti 
rules, 


it will be placed upon the tables of members, and 
each one can read it and consider. it for himself. 
I do not intend to provoke any debate upon it in 
the House. The influences I intend to resort.to to 
get itadopted will be an earnestappeal to the judg- 
ment ot members 

Mr. BARKSDALE, I object to debate and 
to the resolution. - 

Mr. ETHERIDGE. Well, I move a suspen- 
sion of the rules, to enable me to introduce the 
resolution. 

Mr. HUGHES. I ask for the reading of the 
resolution. ` 

The SPEAKER. The resolution will be read. 

Mr. BARKSDALE. I object. 

Mr. ADRAIN. We have a right to have the 
resolution read, 

The SPEAKER. 
have it read. 

Mr? BURNETT. I rise for the purpose of 
respectfully making an inquiry of the Speaker. 
It is the first time, f believe, that it has been de- 
cided that we have a right to have a resolution 
read which is not before the House. P 

TheSPEAKER. The gentleman can have an 
answer from the Chair. The Chair is of opinion 
that the motion to suspend the rules brings the 
subject before the House in such a way that the 
House is entitled to-know what the resolution is. 
[Cries of“ Certainly.’?] Upon the motion to sus- 
pend the rules, therefore, the Chair thinks the 
gentleman from Tennessee is entitled to have his 


I think you have a right to 


| proposition read. f 
The Clerk read Mr. EraERDeE’s resolution, l 


as follows: 


A joint resolution igeviding for amendments to the Con- 
stitution of the United States. 

Be it resolved by tite Senate and House of Representatives 
of the United States of America in Congress assembled, That 
the following amendments to the Constitution of the United 
States be proposed to the several States for their adoption 
or ratification : 

ARTICLE l. Congress shail have no power to interfere 
with slavery in any of the States of the Union. 

Art. 2. Congress shall have no power to interfere with 
or abolish slavery in any of the navy-yards, dock-yards, 
arsenals, forts, or other places ceded to the United States, 
within the limits of any States where slavery exists. 

ART. 3. Congress shall have no power to interfere with 
or abolish slavery in the District of Columbia, without the 
consent of the States of Maryland and Virginia; nor with- 
out the consent of the inhabitants of said District; nor 
without making just compensation to the owners. ’ 

“Art. 4. Congress shall have no power to prohibit the 
removal or transportation of slaves from one slave State to 
another slave State. 

Art. 5. The migration or importation of persons held 
to service or labor for life, or a term of years, into any of 
the States, or the Territories belonging to the United States, 
is perpetually prohibited; and Congress shall pass all laws 
necessary to make said prohjbition effective. 

Arr. 6. In all that part of the territory of the United 
States, not included within the limits of any State, which 
lies north of the parallel of 36° 30/ of north latitude, sla- 
very, or involuntary servitude, except for crime, whereof 
the party shall have been duly convicted, shall be prohib- 
ited ; and in all that territory of the United States, not in- 
cluded within the limits of any State, which Jes south of 
said parallel of 36° 30’ of north latitude, neither Congress 
nor any ‘ferritorialt Legislature shall have power to pass 
any law abolishing, prohibiting, or in any manner interfer- 
ing with the right to hold slaves; and whenever, in any 
portion of the territory owned by the United States north 
or south of the said parallel of 36° 30’, there shall be, within 
an area of not less than sixty thousand square miles, a pop- 
ulation equal to the ratio of representation for a member of. 
Congress, the same shall be admitted by Congress into the 
Union as a State, upon the same footing with the original 
States in all respects whatever, with or without slavery, as 
its constitution may determine. 

ART. 7. No territory beyond the present limits of the 
United States and the Territories thereof shail be hereafter 
acquired by, or annexed to, the United Btates, unless the 
same be done by a concurrent vote of tivo thirds of both 
Houses of Congress, or, if the same be acquired by treaty, 
by a vote of two thirds of the Senate. 

Arr. 8. Article four and section two of the Constitution 
of the United States shali be so amended as to read as fol- 
lows: A person charged in any State with treason, felony, 
or otber crime, (against the laws of said. State,) who shall 
fice from justice and be found in another State, shali, on 


f 
a the e3 i i the State from which |; ay > 3 : ott rere: 
demand of the executive authority of the State from which miliate myself avd misrepresent my constituents 

L 


he. fled, be delivered up, to Ue removed to the State having 


Mr. ETHERIDGE. Mr. Speaker, I desire to ii jurisdiction of the crime. 


L.object.to all.debate. : 5 et 

Mr. STEVENSON.. Ef we areigoing to divide 
the territory, L want-——- ` i À 

The SPEAKER. No-debate:isin order. i 

Mr. LOVEJOY: -I hope-we:shall not consider. ` 
any more of these resolutions proposing.compro-" 
mises. I haté thems. 0 S5 ege CE a ; 

_ Mr. DAVIS, of Indiana: As this-is ia very: 

important question, I move that'there be a-gadlFor 
the House. ; DU ge awe Wide 

Mr. BARKSDALE. This is the- second at- 
tempt that has been made this session to- patch 
up a compromise, that wil-end in nothing, inmy 
judgment. woes 

Mr. DAVIS, of Indiana. I call the gentleman 
from Mississippi to order. I object to debate. 

_ The question was taken on Mr. Davas’s: mo- 
tion; and the House refused to order á eall... 

‘ Mr. BURNETT. -I desire to ask the gentle- 
man from Tennessee whether, if the rules aresus- 
pended, itis his intention to move the previous 
question on his resolution, so.as to cut off amend- 
ments? i M ESEE EN 5 

Mr. ETHERIDGE. Itis not.. I'do'notwant 
a vote on the proposition to-day. > E 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Tlinois. I call thè 
gentleman to order. No debate is in order. | 

Mr. McCLERNAND. : I-wish to inquire of 
the gentleman from Tennessee whether it is: his 
purpose to make the joint resolution the special 
order for some future day? > 00 oso 

Mr. ETHERIDGE. J intend to make that 
motion, if the House will suspend the'rules.: `- 

_ Mr. McCLERNAND. I would inquire ifthis 
is substantially the proposition. agreed: upon by 
the border States committee ? 

Mr. ETHERIDGE. Substantially. 
|- Mr. LOVEJOY. Is this debate in order? 

The SPEAKER. Itis not in order. 

Mr. LOVEJOY. Then I object'to it. 

The question was taken on Mr. ETHERIDGE ’s 
motion to suspend the rules; and there were-— 
yeas 83, nays 78; as follows: s 

YEAS—Messts. Green Adams, Adrain, Allen, Thomas 
L. Anderson, William C. Anderson, Avery, Barret, Bocock, 
Branch, Briggs, Brown, Burch, Burnett, Jobn B. Clark, 
Clemens, Cobb, John Cochrane, Coretane Craig, John 
G. Davis, De Jarnette, Dimmick, English, Etheridge, 
Florence, Fouke, Garnett, Gilmer, Hale, Hail, Hamilton, 
Hardeman, John ‘I’. Harris, ‘Haskin, Hatton, Hill, Hoard, 
Holman, Houston William Howard, Hughes, Kunkel, Lar-: 
rahee, James M. Leach, Logan, Maclay, Mallory, Charles 
D. Martin, Elbert S. Martin, Maynard, McClernand, Me- 
Kenty, McKnight, McPherson, Millward, Montgomery, 
Laban T. Moore, Moorhead, Edward Joy Morris, Niblack, 
Nixon, Pendleton, Peyton, Pryor, Quarles, . Riggs, James 
C. Robinsdn,; Rust, Scott, Sickles, Simms, William N. H. 
Smith, Spaulding, Stevenson, Stokes, Taylor, Thayer, 
Theaker, Vallandigham, Vance, Webster, Wood, and 
Wright—83. . A 

NAYS—Messrs. Charles F. Adains, Aldrich, Alley, Ash- 
ley, Babbitt, Beale, Bingham, Blair, Blake, Brayton, Buf- 
finton, Burlingame, Campbell, Carey, Coburn, -Colfax, 
Dawes, ‘Delano, Duell, Edgerton, Edwards, Eilot,. Ely, 
Farnsworth, Fenton, Ferry, Foster, Frank, French, Gooch, 
Grow, Gurley, Hawkins, Helmick, Hickman, Humphrey, 
Hutchins, Irvine, Franeis W, Kellogg, Kenyon, Kilgore, 
Landrum, DeWitt C. Leach, Lee, Longnecker, Loomie,: 
Lovejoy,. Marston, McKean, Morse, Olin, Palmer, Perry, 
Pettit, Porter, Pottle, Reagan, Edwin R, Reynolds, Rice,. 
Christopher Robinson, Royce, Sedgwick, Sherman, Spin- 
ner, Stanton, William Stewart, Tappan. Tompkins, Train, 
Trimble, Vandever, Wade, Waldron, Walton, Cadwala 
der C. Washburii; Elihu B. Washburne, Wells, and Wil- 
son—/d. X y 

‘So (two thirds not voting in favor thereof) the 
rules were not suspended. ; : 

During the roll-call, * 


Mr. McKNIGHT said: Without commiting 
myself to this proposition, I vote ay? i i 
Mr. REAGAN (when his name was:càlled) 


said: As these propositions have been deliberately 
rejected by the Republican caucus, E.should -hu- 


by voting for them. -I vote.‘tno.”’ 
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-.Mr: AVERY stated that his colleague, Mr. 
Tuomas, was,absent-upon a select committee of 
the House. ` 

Mr. SINGLETON (when his name was called) 

' said: Mr. Speaker, I must decline to vote upon 
this proposition, as I have done upon similar 
propositions heretofore. These questions will be 

decided by a convention representing. the sover- 
eignty of my State, which ts in session’ to-day. 

. Mr. VALLANDIGHAM (when his name was 
called) said: I prefer the original Crittenden prop- 
: ositions, with certain-amendments, as a basis for 
action, because they would settle the slavery ques- 
tion in the Territories definitively, as well south as 
north of 360 30‘, as also in all territory hereafter 
segura Anything less than a complete, final, 
and irrepealable adjustment, right now, of the 
question of slavery, would be idle and mischiev- 
ous. But, as no action can be had upon the sub- 
ject in any form till the rules are suspended, I 

vote “ay.” : 

Mr. LOOMIS stated that Mr. Woopnurr was 
confined to his room by sickness. 

Mr. BRANCH made a similar statement with 
regard to three of his colleagues, Messrs. Crares, 
Rurrix, and Winsiow.: if 

Mr. COLFAX announced that Mr. Case was 
absent on business of the House. 

Mr. QUARLES stated that Mr. Nexson was 
engaged on the committee of thirty-three. 

Mr. AVERY said: Notwithstanding, as 1 un- 
derstand it, this is the same proposition substan- 
tially that was before what is called the border 
States committee, and that it has been repudiated 
since by the Republican members of that com- 
mittee; and notwithstanding I feel humiliated that 
all propositions of this sort should come from the 
South, yet still I vote “ay.” 

The result of the vote was announced as above 
recorded. 


APPEAL IN COPY-RIGLIT GASES. 


Mr. COX. I ask the unanimous consent of the 
House to take up House bill No. 554, to extend 
the right of appeal from decisions of circuit courts 
to the Supreme Court of the United States. 

There being no objection, the House proceeded" 
to the consideration of the bill. It directs that, 
from all judgments and decrees of any circuit 
court rendered in any action, suit, controversy, 
or case, at law or in equity, under any law of the 
United States granting or confirming to authors 
the exclusive right to their respective writings, a 
writ of error or appeal, as the case may require, 
shall lie to the Supreme Court of the United 
States, in the same manner and under the same 
circumstances as is now provided by law in other 
judgments and decrees of such circuit courts, and 
inall other cases in which an injunction is awarded 
or granted by the decree, and also in all other 
cases in whicli the court shall deem it reasonable 
to allow the writ of error or appeal. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read- 
a third time; and being engrossed, it was accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 

` Mr.COX moved to reconsider the vote by which 
-the bill was passed; and also moved to lay the 
motion to reconsider on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. | 


APPROVAL OF MAJOR ANDERSON’S COURSE. 


Mr ADRAIN. 
tion: 

Resolved, That we fully approve of the bold and patriotic 
act of Major Anderson in withdrawing from Fort Moultrie 
to Fort Sumter, and of the determination of the President 
to maintain that fearless officer in his present position ; and 
that we will support the President in ali constitutional 
micasures to enforce the laws and preserve the Union. 

Mr. GARTRELL and others objected to the 
resolution. 

Mr. ADRAIN. If there be objection, I move 
to suspend the rules. 

Mr. BARKSDALE. On that motion I demand 
the yeas and nays. 

_ Mr. JOHN COCHRANE. 
ing of the resolution. i 
p ‘ x 

The resolution was again read. 

Mr. BURNETT. I appeal to the gentleman 
from New Jersey that, in view. of the present ex- 
cited condition of the country, he withdraw his 
resolution. [Cries of “ No!” ** No!’ from the 
Republican side of the House.] 

Mr. ADRAIN. There is no member of the 


I offer the following resolu- 


Task for the read- 


House more desirous than I am to restore friendly 


relations between the North and South; but yet 
while the people of the country are approving the 
act of. Major Anderson, I deem it but just and 
right that this House should also declare its 
approval of it. [Loud calls to * Order !’7} 

Mr. BARKSDALE. I move that the House 
do now adjourn. ae - 

The motion was not agreed to. 

The question recurred on Mr. Aprarn’s motion 
to suspend the rules. 

Mr. HOUSTON. 
Jersey will allow me 

Mr. LOVEJOY. I object to debate. 

Mr. HOUSTON. [am not going to debateit. 
I am going to say nothing more than this 

Mr. LOVEJOY. I call the gentleman to order. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ala- 
bama cannot be permitted to proceed. 

Mr. CRAWFORD. Let us vote on it. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Before the vote is taken on 
the motion to suspend the rules, I ask leave to 
offer an amendment to the resolution. 

Several Members objected. 

The yeas and nays were ordered on the motion 
to suspend the rules. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Indiana. 


If the gentleman from New 


Before Iam com- 


| pelled to vote, I ask for the reading of the reso- 


lution. 

The resolution was again read. 

The question was taken; and it was decided in 
the affirmative—yeas 124, nays 53; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Charles F. Adams, Green Adams, Ad- 
rain, Aldrich, Allen, Alley, William C. Anderson, Ashley, 
Babbitt, Beale, Bingham, Blair, Blake, Brayton, Briggs, 
Buffinton, Burlingame, Campbell, Carey, Carter, Clemens, 
Coburn, John Cochrane, Colfax, Covode, Cox, John G. 
Davis, Dawes, Delano, Dimmick, Duch, Dunn, Edgerton, 
Edwards, Eliot, Ely, Eterldge, Farnsworth, Fenton, 
Ferry, Foster, Frank, French, Gilmer, Gooch, Grow, Gur- 
Jey, Hale, Hall, Haskin, Helmick, Hickman, Hoard, Hol- 
mau, William Howard, William A. Howard, Hughes, 
Humphrey, Hutchins, Irvine, Junkin, Francis W. Kellogg, 
William Kellogg, Kenyon, Kilgore, Larrabee, DeWitt C. 
Leach, Logan, Longneecker, Loomis, Lovejoy, Maclay, 
Marston, Charles D. Martin, MeCiernand, McKean, Me- 
Kenty, McKnight, MePherson, Millward, Moutgomery, 
Moorhead, Morrill, Edward Joy Morris, Morse, Nixon, 
Olin, Palmer, Perry, Pettit, Porter, Pottle, Edwin R. Rey- 
nolds, Rice, Riggs, Christopher Robinson, James C. Rob- 
inson, Royce, Sedewick, Sherman, Sickles, Spaulding, 
Spinner, Stanton, Stevens, William Stewart, Stratton, 
Tappan, Thayer, Theaker, omgis, Train, Trimble, 
Vandever, Wade, Waldron, Walton, Cadwalader CŒ. Wash- 


| burn, Evihu B. Washburne, Webster, Wells, Wilson, Win- 


dom, and Wood—124. 

NAYS—Messrs. Thomas L. Anderson, Avery, Barks- 
dale, Barret, Bocoek, Bouligny, Branch, Brown, Burch, 
Burnett, Jolm B. Clark, Clopton, Cobb, James Craig, Craw- 
ford, De Jarnette, Florence, Garnett, Gartrell, Hamilton, 
Hardeman, John ‘fT. Harris, Hatton, Hawkins, Hill, Hous- 
ton, Jones, Kunkel, Landrum, James M. Leach, Love, 
Mallory, Elbert S. Martin, Maynard, McRae, Sydenham 
Moore, Niblack, Pendleton, Peyton, Pryor, Quarles, Rea- 
gan, Rust, Scott, Simms, Singleton, William N. H. Smith, 
Stevenson, Stokes, Taylor, Vallandigham, Vance, and 
Wright—s3. i 

So (two thirds voting in favor thereof) the 
rules were suspended, and the resolution was 
brought before the House. 

During the vote, 

Mr. HUGHES (when his name was called) 
said: As I desire to see a fair and square vote on 
every proposition: similar to the one now before 
the House, | vote “ay.” 

Mr. LEACH, of North Carolina, (when his 
name was called,) said: I do not desire to give 
any vote now or hereafter that will tend to in- 
crease the excitement in the public mind already 
so intensified. I do not wish to give any vote of 
commendation to Mr. Anderson or Mr. Buchanan 
in connection with the existing momentous issue 
of union or disunion. I would, above all things, 
like to give a complimentary vote to any man or 
set of men who might be able to induce Congress 
to adopt some measures to save the Constitution 
and the Union. 

Mr. McKEAN. A few more men like Major 
Anderson would quickly settle it. [Loud calls 
to ** Order!” A 

Mr. VALLANDIGHAM (when his name was 
called) said: I voted for peace and adjustment a 
moment ago: you refused it. I vote now against 
force. “No.” : 

Mr. BURCH (when his name was called) said: 
I am not in favor of an abandonment of the Gov- 
ernment property anywhere. But, believing that 
the resolution is introduced in no good spirit, and 
without a desire to compromise the. difficulties, 
I vote “ no.” . 

Mr. BRAYTON announced that Mr. Lex was 
absent from the House on accountof sickness. 


Mr. HINDMAN, not being within the Hall 
when his name was called, asked leave to vote. 

Objection was made. 

Mr. HINDMAN. I would say to the gentle- 
man objecting that perhaps I might vote with him 
on this question to the extent of suspending the 
rules.: I should vote in favor of suspending the 
rules in order to bring up the question at once; 
and to ascertain whether Mr. Buchanan deserves 
the damnation of such a compliment, I want to 
know if he has approved himself a traitor to every 
principle and to every pledge, both public and 
private. .[Loud calls to ‘* Order!’ 

Mr. HILL (when his name was called) said: I 
desire to make one remark. It is well known 
that I am an advocate for peace—— 

Mr. LOVEJOY. I object to debate. 

Mr. HILL. I shall engage in no debate; but 
it is with infinite pain that T have seen this reso- 
lution presented to the House. It is not, in my 
judgment a peace offering, and it is calculated to 
do nothing but harm. 

Mr. LOVEJOY. I insist that the rule shall be 
enforced. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Geor- 
gia will understand that no debate is in order. 

Mr. HILL. I have no objection to Mr, An- 
derson’s course being approved; but this resolu- 
tion introduced here to-day does nothing but harm 
in this House, and in the country. . 

The vote was announced as above recorded. 

Mr. ADRAIN. Icall for the previous ques- 
tion on the adoption of the resolution. 

Mr. REAGAN. Iask leaveto submitanamend- 
ment to the resolution. [Cries of ‘* Object!’?] 

Mr. BARKSDALE. I move that the House 
do now adjourn. 

Mr. MAYNARD. I demand the yeas and 
naye on the adjournment. 

he yeas and nays were not ordered. 

The call for the previous question was sec- 
onded. 

Mr. BOCOCK. 
laid upon the table. 

Mr. CRAWFORD. Jappeal to the gentleman 
from Virginia to withdraw fis motion to lay upon 
the table. It cannot be carried. Let us have a. 
vote on the resolution, and let us understand ex- 
actly where we are. 

Mr. BOCOCK. Let the gentleman vote down 
my motion, if he does not approve of it. I want 
to show to the country that J, for one, am anxious 
to quench this firebrand introduced into this House 
this day. i 

Mr. Lovesoy. And I am anxious, for one, 
to let the country see that we are ready and will- 
ing to sustain the Government. 

Mr. HATTON. I demand the yeas and nays 
on the motion to lay upon the table. 

The yeas and nays were not ordered. 

The main question was then ordered to be put. 

Mr. WASHIBURNE, of Illinois. I demand 
the yeas and nays on the adoption of the resolu- 
tion. : ; 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. LEACH, of North Carolina. 
resolution divisible? ; 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will indicate 
what division of the resolution he proposes, and 
the Chair will decide the question. 

Mr. HILL. I think that the resolution is 
divisible. P 

Mr. LEACH, of North Carolina. Itis,I think, 
susceptible of division. First, we can vote on the 
first part of the resolution in reference to Major 
Anderson, and then on the portion in reference 
to the President. 

Several Mempers. Read the resolution. 

The resolution was again read. 

Mr. LEACH, of North Carolina.» I withdraw 
my demand for a division of the question.’ 

Mr. RUST. I want to make an inquiry of the 
Chair. Can I propound an interrogatory to the 
gentleman from New Jersey? 

Several Mempenrs. Debate is not in order. 

‘Mr. RUST. I merely want to make an in- 
quiry. [Cries of ‘Calf the roll!’’] I have the 
right to ask the Chair a question. {Cries of 
“ Order!?"] k 

The SPEAKER. No debate isin order, during 
the call of the roll, : 

Me. RUST. I insist that I have a right to pro- 

ound an interrogatory to the gentleman from 
èw Jersey, in reference to his resolution. [Cries 


I move that the resolution be 


Ts not the 
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of ‘*Order.’”’]._ If the Chair decides that I have 
no such right, I appeal from his decision. 

Mr. HINDMAN. My colleague had the floor 
before. the roll was called. 

Mr. ADRAIN.. I hope the gentleman will be 
allowed to put: his inquiry. It is only fair that 
he should be indulged. i 

Mr. LOVEJOY. I object to the gentleman’s 
doing anything that is not in order. 

Mr. ADRAIN. .I will answer the gentleman’s 

uestion, with pleasure, if permitted to do so. 
{Cries of §* Order.’?} 

‘Mr. RUST. Whatis the decision of the Chair? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair decides that, if 
objected to, debate is not in order, during the call 
of the roll. 

Mr. RUST. The Clerk had not commenced 
calling the roll, when I took the floor. 

The SPEAKER. But the main question had 
been ordered; and that cuts off all debate. 

Mr. RUST. Ido not desire to enter into any 
debate. My only desire is to put an inquiry to 
thegenUeman from New Jersey. Upon hisanswer 
may depend the vote I shall give on this occasion. 
[Cries of “t Order,’’] 

Mr. ADRAIN. I hope the.gentleman will be 
allowed to propound his interrogatory.. [Cries of 
t Order !’’ . 

` Mr. HINDMAN. May I ask the Chair a 
uestion for information? [Cries of ‘“ Order !”’} 
am in order. I want to ask the Chair what is 

in order. I understand the Chair to decide that 
when the main question has been ordered, it is 
not in order to ask the mover of a proposition for 
information. Is that the Chair’s decision? I 
would like to hear from the Chair. 

The SPEAKER. Debate is not order when 
the main question has been ordered to be put, un- 
less by unanimous consent, The Chair has in- 
dulged gentlerfién again and again when debate 
was notin order. He did not call them to order 
when they seemed to have the general consent to 
proceed. If the gentleman from Arkansas wishes 
pa ne question, the Chair hopes he will be in- 

ulged. 

Mr. LOVEJOY. I object to everything that is 
not in order. . 

Mr. RUST, Upon what grounds does the 
member object? 

Mr. LOVEJOY. I object, sir, to everything 
not in order. j 

Mr. RUST. What is it that is in order? 

Mr. HINDMAN. The member from Illinois 
does not know anything about what is or what 
is not in order. (Laughter.} 

Mr. ADRAIN. I hope the gentleman will be 
permitted to propound his question. 

Mr. LOVEJOY. I object to everything out of 
order. 

Mr. RUST. I take an appeal from the decision 
of the Chair. [Cries of ‘It is too late!’"] No, 
it is not too late. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman has a right 
to take an appeal. The question is, ** Shall the 
decision of the Chair stand as the judgment of 
the House?”’ 

Mr. FLORENCE. I want to hear the ques- 
tion that the gentleman from Arkansas desires to 
propound to the gentleman from New Jersey, be- 
fore I vote on the appeal from the decision of the 
Chair. Unless I hear the question, I cannot vote 
intelligently on the appeal. {Laughter.] 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has again and 
again decided debate is not in order after the main 
question. has been ordered. Whenever indul- 
gence could be extended to gentlemen, the Chair 
has extended it. Objection is now made, and the 
rule is imperative. ` 

Mr. RUST. I withdraw my appeal from the 
decision of the Chair. X 

Mr. HINDMAN. I ask the Chair to indulge 
me while I put a question to him. 

Mr. LOVEJOY. . I object to debate. 

Mr. HINDMAN. I have the right to put a 
question to the Chair. 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman will ask his | 


question. Debate.is not in order. 

Mr. HINDMAN. | do not propose to debate. 
If gentlemen on the other side would allow me to 
proceed, I would be through in a moment, and 
they would save themselves from being placed in 
a ridiculous position. [Cries of ‘‘ Order!””] 

Mr. VANDEVER. _I object to debate. 

Mr. HINDMAN. I want to inquire of the 


Chair whether it is in order for me-to propourd 
an interrogatory to the gentleman from New Jer- 
sey, touching the pending resolution which he has 
introduced? [Cries of “Jt is not-in, Order!” 
**Object!’’} I am not asking Black Republican 
gentlemen on the other side for information, but 
the one who is presiding. sea 

The SPEAKER. Nothing is in order but the 
call of. the roll. : 

The question was taken; and‘ it was decided in 
the affirmative—yeas 124, nays 56; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Charles F. Adams, Green Adams, Ad- 
rain, Aldrich, Allen, Alley, William C. Anderson, Ashley, 
Babbitt, Beale, Bingham, Blair, Blake, Brayton, Briggs, 
Buftinton, Burlingame, Campbell, Carey, Carter, Clemens, 
Coburn, Jolm Cochrane, Colfax, Corwin, Covode, Cox, 
Curtis, Jobn G. Davis, Dawes, Delano, Dimmick, Duell, 
Dunn, Edgerton, Edwards, Eliot, Ely, Etheridge, Farns- 
worth, Fenton, Ferry, Foster, Fouke, Frank, French, 
Gooch, Grow, Gurley, Hale, Hall, Haskin, Helmick, Hick- 
man, Hoard, Holman, William Howard, William A. Uow- 
ard; Humphrey, Hutchins, Irvine, Junkin, Francis W.Kel- 
logg, William Kellogg, Kenyon, Kilgore, Larrabee, DeWitt 
C. Leach, Logan, Longnecker, Loomis, Lovejoy, Maclay, 
Marston, Charies D. Martin, McClernand, McKean, Me- 
Kenty, McKnight, McPherson, Millward, Montgomery, 
Moorhead, Morrill, Edward Joy Morris, Morse, Nixon, Olin, 
Palmer, Perry, Pettit, Porter, Pottle, Edwin R. Reynolds, 
Rice, Riggs, Christopher Robinson, James C. Robinson, 
Royce, Sedgwick, Sherman, Sickles, Spaulding, Spinner, 
Stanton, Stevens, William Stewart, Stratton, Tappan, 
Thayer, Theaker, Tompkins, Train, Trimble, Vandever, 
Wade, Waldron, Walton, Cadwalader C.Washburn, Eftihu 
B. Washburne, Wells, Wilson, Windom, and Wood—124. 

NAYS—Megsrs. Thomas L. Anderson, Avery, Barks- 
dale, Barret, Bocock, Bouligny, Branch, Brown, Burch, 
Burnett, John B. Clark, Clopton, Cobb, James Craig, Craw- 
ford, De Jarnette, Florence, Garnett, Gartrel], Gilmer, 
Hamilton, Hardeman, John T. Harris, Hatton, flawkins, 
Hitl, Hindman, Houston, Hughes, Jones, Kunkel, Lan- 
drum, James M. Leach, Love, Mallory, Elbert S. Martin, 
Maynard, McRae, Laban T.: Moore, Sydenham Moore, 
Pcyton, Phelps, Pryor, Quarles, Reagan, Rust, Scott, 
Simins, Singleton, Willian’ N. H. Smith, Stevenson, 
Stokes, Vallandigham, Vance, Vv ebster, and Wright—56. 

So the resolution was adopted 


During the vote, 
| Mr. BROWN said: Mr. Speaker, as this res- 
olution may be construed to mean coercion, I vote 
in the negative. 

Mr. BURCH. Believing the resolution to be 
an unnecessary fire-brand, and calculated to place 
the Executive in a false position, I vote “no.” 

Mr. CLARK, of Missouri.. While favoring a 
part of the resolution, E must, under ‘all the cir- 
cumstanres, vote * no.” 

Mr. JOHN COCHRANE. Having reason to 
believe that Major Anderson acted under the in- 
structions of the late Secretary of War, I vote in 
theaffirmative. [Laughter.] è 

Mr. DUNN. Having cause to believe that 
Major Anderson acted solely on his own respons- 
ibility, I vote “ay.” [Laughter.] 

Mr. HAMILTON. 1 do not desire to be un- 
derstood as condemning the course of Major An- 
derson; on the contrary I approve it. I think he 
did right; and moreover, that he ought to be sus- 
tained by the Government. But, sir, for other 
reasons, believing the resolution to be untimely, 
I vote “no.” 

Mr. HARDEMAN. The Secretary of War 
having unequivocally denounced Major Ander- 
son, I vote ** no.” 

Mr. HATTON. The same reason that has 
influenced me, during’this session of Congress, to 
vote against.all such resolutions as the one now 
before the House—mere declarations of opinion, 
without any practical purpose in view—resolu- 
tions the consideration of which is calculated, if 
not intended, to create only angry and mischiev- 
ous discussion—satisfies me as to the propriety 
of my voting against this resolution, Without 
reference to the merits of the proposition, I there- 
fore vote ‘* no.” - F 

Mr. HILL. As the President has not been in 
the habit of deferring his action to this, the House 
of Representatives, and as he has on some occa- 
sions acted adversely to.the wishes of the House, 


-back him up. He will pursue whatever course 
he has marked out, regardless of their approba- 
tion. IT vote ‘‘no.” 2 

Mr. HINDMAN. I have no difficulty in ex- 

laining my vote. Noexplanation is necessary. 
Phe act of Major Anderson was a direct and 
needless provocation of civil war, and -therefore 
wrong in itself. His conduct deserves censure, 
instead of praise. If it was authorized by the 
President, then he has convicted himself of trea- 
| son to liberty and the obligations of honor, dis- 


Ido not think it is necessary forthem now to | 


Mr. KUNKEL: Believing. th 
Major Anderson was:prompted more’ 
to secure personal safety: than to sécu } 
of the country, I vote“ no:? ; 5 
Mr. LEACH, of North Carolina: The 
reasons. which I gave awhile ago:for not I 
to: suspend. the rules, will@ontrol my vote:no: 
vote ‘no... aa 


Mr. WASHBURNE, of Ilinois. I-desire to 


know. whether. these ‘interruptions are:in order 
i ere y 


-during the.call-of the roll, vated A ibe 
Mr. FLORENCE. IL hepe gentlemen will still 
be permitted to give the reasons-for their votes, 
inasmuch as it has been allowed thug far without 
objection. Bias tyes 
Mr: LOGAN, _ As the resolution receives. my 
unqualified approbation, I vote*‘ay.’? ; ; 
Mr. LONGNECKER; (amid Toud. on 
‘© Order!” by Mr. Wasusurne, of. Illinois; 
others.] . Believing that Major Anderson di 


duty, and his whole duty, in the face of in itruc- 


tions to the contrary from, the Executive, 
ieee 7 cutive 


Mr. MALLORY. I hope, my friend.over the 


ote 


explanation of my. vote. ge os 
Ar. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. I object. 

Mr. MALLORY. | I will vote for this'or any 
other resolution indorsing the conduct of Major 
Anderson in moving to a place of safety within 
his jurisdiction, but I will not vote for a resolu- 
tion which goes further, and places me in the posi- 
tion of indorsing, beforehand, all the measures 
which the President of the United States may 
choose to take to enforce the laws, and. preserve 
the Union. par Se Gh Goa hana aed 

Mr. MAYNARD. . I- now. vote against. this 
resolution.for the same reason that I voted against 
the resolution introduced some days since by the 
gentleman from Virginia, [Mr. Pryor.} io e 

Mr. McKENTY. [have the honor. of repre- 
senting one of the most. conservative districts of 
Pennsy|vania—one that is strongly Democratic. 
Our political affinities and sympathies. have been 
always with the South; but I do not believe thera 
is a single man in my district that does not sustain 
the President in his course. While we have stood 
by South Carolina at- the ballot-box, we cannot 
sustain her actof treason (Mr. GartTRELL. What 
treason?] against the General Government. Lfeel 
that the act of the President is merely: defensive; 
and, sir, if the last page of our nation’s history is 
to be a bloody one, let the responsibility. rest. with 
those who will make itso. { vote “ay.” © 

Mr. MOORE, of Kentucky. If this resolution 
were confined to Major Anderson, I should vote 
for it with great pleasure; but I cannot vote for 
the residue of that resolution. Hence I vote tno”? 

Mr. NIXON. I stand upon the platform.of 
the Constitution, the Union, and the enforcement 
of the laws as they are; hence Lvote‘ ay”? y s 

Mr. PEYTON. As I believe that the:object 
of the mover of. this res6lution is..to inaugurate 
civil war in our country, vote no... 0) 

Mr. RUST. Knowing that Major Anderson 
exhibited no extraordinary courage in going from 
a weak position to a safe one, and. believing, 1f 
it is the intention of the President.of the United 
States to maintain him in that position, itis in 
violation of his plighted word, I vote ‘*no.””: 

My. SIGKLES. » Believing. that my constitu- 
ents are inflexibly opposed to coercion employed 
againsta sovereign State; nevertheless, convinced 
as I am, that they regard the act of Major Ander- 
son as one done within the spirit of his instruc- 
tions, and from patriotic motives; and that it. is 
the sworn duty of the President, according to his 
oath, to preserve the Union by the employment 
of all constitutional means, I believe I only give 
expression to the sentiment of the city of New 
York, when I vote “ay.” : 

Mr. SMITH, of North Carolina. I. wish to 
say, explanatory to my vote, that regarding this 
resolution as an obstruction to the success of 
those efforts which are still being. made by the 
friends of peace for the adjustment of our difficul- 
ties, Í vote *‘ no.” E 

Mr.STEVENSON. Idonotknow:what meas- 
ures the President of the United States contem- 
plates; therefore, Lam unwilling tocommit myself 
toany measure of coercion which he might attempt 


“way, from Mlinois, will indulge me in à word of _ 
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to use against a sovereign State. 
does it, 
the beginning to the end; and I vote “no.” 

Mr. STOKES. I have no objection to the first 
part of this resolution; but I am certainly opposed 
to the latter part of the resolution, if I understand 
it. Another things I do not. believe this resolu- 
tion-has any tendency to reconcile the difficulties 
between the North and South, or to restore peace. 
{tis known to every thember upon this floor that 
iam for peace, for compromise, and for healing 
all these disturbing questions which now distract 
, the country; but I do not. believe this resolution 
will have any tendency to reconcile these difficul- 
ties. For these reasons I vote “no.” 

Mr. QUARLES stated that his colleague, Mr. 
‘Tuomas, was absent from the House in service 
upon a sclect committee, . 

Mr. MOORE, of Alabama. This resolution 
proposes to extend——[Cries of “ Order!”] 

he SPEAKER. No remarks are in order, if 
objected to. 
r. MOORE, of Alabama. Just onc word. 

Mr. BRIGGS. I hope the gentleman will be 
allowed to proceed, as that privilege has been 
granted to others. 

Mr. MOORE, of Alabama. This resolution, 
Mr. Speaker, not only commends the conduct of 
Major Anderson in seizing Fort Sumter, but also 
that of the President in retaining him there. For 
myself, I do not think that either deserves com- 
meéndation. But as to Major Anderson’s conduct, 
this House and the public can only form a correct 
judgment when the orders under which he acted 
have been made known. As to the conduct of 
the President, I think there can be no two opin- 
ions among candid and impartial men. A solemn 
promise was made by him to the Representatives 
m Congress from South Carolina, that the forts 
in the Charleston harbor should not be reinforced, 
nor their condition in any manner changed, until 
all efforts at negotiation had failed; these Repre- 
sentatives promising at the same time that there 
should be no seizure of these forts by the author- 
ities or troops of that State. A solemn compact 
was made between them. But history will record 
it, that this Government of the United States, 
through its chief Executive, violated its pledge, 
and broke faith with that gallant little State. 

On the other hand, how did South Carolina 
act? Did she break her faith, or did she observe 
the stipulations made by her authorized repre- 
sentatives? ‘Phere was Fort Sumter, a strong 
and almostimpregnable fortress, commanding the 
harbor of Charleston, overlooking that city, and 
invulnerable to a weaker power, threatened with 
invasion: by a foe vastly superior to herself in 
numbers and in military appliances. Her troops 
could have taken possession of this strong forti- 
ficatién at any moment. A dozen unarmed men 
could have seized it. What an inducement was 
there for South Carolina to have repudiated the 
agrecment made by her Representatives, and to 
have taken possession of this fort. She might 
have justified herself upon the ground of self-de- 
fense; that it was necessary to prevent any hostile 
troops from occupying a position from which their 
chief city might perhaps be destroyed; that it was 
necessary to seize this fort for the protection of 
their homes and families. Had this, however, 
been done by South Carolina, what would the 
world have said? Whatexecrations would have 
been poured upon her and her citizens, and par- 
ticularly by those who are now offering iticense 
to the President for failing to keep his pledge! 
Punic fuith would have been affixed to her name, 
and her infamy would have been proclaimed 
throughout the civilized world. Nor would it 
have been different had some of her volunteers or 
a mere mob taken possession, acting without or- 
ders; provided the authorities of the State had sa 


Whenever he 


far ratified the act as to hold possession of that | 


fort. But, to her honor be it said, she kept her 
faith. [Cries of “ Order!) I vote“ no.” 

Mr. BARKSDALE, in giving his vote in the 
negative, made an explanation, amid loud and 
continued cries of order, which rendered hig re- 
marks entircly inaudible to the reporters. 

Mr. BARRET. So faras I am concerned, 
L“ Order!’? ** Order !?)] Ihave buta few words to 
say. {Cries of Order!”}] So far as my knowl- 
edge extends, I justify the conduct of Major 
Anderson; but, as I have no official information 
in regard to the subject-matter of this resolution, 


shall be unalterably opposed to it from | 


T vote against it, believing it an improper subject 
of legislation-at this time. I vote no.” 

Mr. GILMER. Mr. Speaker, I have been 
under the most painful anxiety while this vote 
has been taken. Disconnect this resolution from 
the vote just taken, refusing, even, to have printed 
and considered, the resolution offered by the gen- 
tleman from Tennessee, [Mr. Ernerinas,] it is 
well enough. Had the rules, on his resolution, 
for a trial to settle the present alarming difficulty 
in some peaceful way, been suspended, as, in all 
deference to the opinion of others, I think they 
ought to have been, I would not feel at liberty to 
vote against this resolution. I- know not what is 
to be the result of this vote; but if the resolution 
is defeated, and some gentleman who voted against 
the resolution of the gentleman from Tennessee, 
will move to reconsider that, I will move to re- 
consider the vote on this resolution, if it is de- 
feated. If not, {I will take occasion in some other 
way, and under different circumstances, to do 
justice to Major Anderson, and to indicate my 
loyalty to the Constitution and my regard for the 
inviolability of the laws. 

To vote for this resolution, in reply to a denial 
of a proposition for peace, would, in my judg- 
ment, make up a record not desired at this time. 
I regret to feel it my'duty to vote on this resolu- 
tion as Ishall. If, after we shall have tried to 
adjust our troubles in a peaceful way, and all 
honest efforts in that direction shall have failed, 
it may then be time to hint at other remedies, 


Until all chance for a peaceful adjustment is gone, ` 


I cannot feel it my duty to look after any other, 
If northern gentlemen do not feel at liberty to 
consider a proposition that may tend to peace, 
especially when the moyer of it declared his only 
purpose was to secure reflections that might ap- 
pear by amendments, which any gentleman might 
desire—for me, after this stubborn refusal to indi- 
cate a willingness for peace, to vote for this reso- 
lution, would, in my honest opinion, be wrong. , 

I have had the most solicitous concern that we 
might pass this most fearful crisis in some satis- 
factory way, avoiding civil war and bloodshed; 
and that I may still be understood distinctly to be 
for peace, rejecting all suggestions for war, a sense 
of duty constrains me to vote “no.” 

Mr. HARRIS, of Virginia. For the reasons 
assigned by my friend from Tennessee, I vote 

no. 

Mr. WEBSTER. Mr. Speaker, just one word 
before I vote. I approve of the conduct of Major 
Anderson in his removal to Fort Sumter. J also 
approve of the determination of the President, if 
such be the fact, not to order his return to Fort 
Moultrie, but to sustain him where he is. More 
than this, sir; believe in that principle of gov- 
ernment which is involved in the last part of this 
resolution: thatit is the duty of our Government, 
as of all Governments, to see that its laws are re- 
spected and its citizens protected. But, sir, fol- 
lowing, as thjs resolution does, immediately after 
the resolutiohs proposed for consideration by the 
gentleman from Tennessee, [Mr. Erurrmer]— 
resolutions which came from the conservative 
men of the South, and were held out by them as 
the olive branch of peace to the country, but 
which a very large majority of the members on 
the other side of the House not only declined to’ 
support, but actually refused to consider, it looks 
as if, instead of that olive branch of peace, the 
sword of war was to be returned. Consequently, 
I cannot vote for this resolution. I vote “no.” 
[Shghtapplause on the floor and in the galleries.] 

Mr. FLORENCE. How is my vote recorded? 

The SPEAKER. In the negative. 

Mr. FLORENCE, I intend that it shall re- 
main so recorded, considering this resolution 
{Shouts of “Order”? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania is not in order. 

Mr. PHELPS. I desire time to explain my 
vote, but I suppose it would not be accorded me, 
and I shall not violate the rules of the House. I 
vote “no.” J 

The result of the vote was announced as above 
recorded. 


EIGHTIL OF JANUARY. 


Mr. SPINNER. I move that when the House 
adjourns it adjourn to meet on Wednesday next. 
To-morrow is the anniversary of the battle of 
New Orleans, and I presume every gentleman here 
has sufficient respect for the memory of the old 


hero, who, if he were alive to-day, would put an 
end to all these difficulties, to vote for my mo- 
ton. ` 

Mr. FLORENCE. Everybody is for Jackson. 

Mr. HASKIN. I hope we shall adjourn over 
to-morrow.in honor of the hero of New Orleans— 
the man who said ‘‘ The Union must and shall be 
preserved.” 

Mr. LONGNECKER. I move that the House 
do now adjourn. z 

The SPEAKER. The motion to adjourn over 
takes precedence. 

Mr. JOHN COCHRANE. I demand the yeas 
and nays on that motion, and call for tellers on 
the yeas dnd nays. I hope that members will not 
adjourn over, but will come here and do their 
duty to their country and to themselves. 

Mr. LANDRUM. The country can attend to 
its duty better than Congress. 

Tellers were not ordered. 

Thesyeas and nays were not ordered. 

The motion to adjourn over was agreed to. 


Mr. SICKLES. I move that the House do 
now adjourn. 

Mr. BRIGGS I move to reconsider the vote 
by which the resolution in relation to Major An- 
derson was agreed to, and to lay the motion to 
reconsider upon the table. 


The SPEAKER. That motion is not inorder, 


pending the motion to adjourn. 

The question was taken on Mr. Stckies’s mo- 
tion; and it was agrecd to. 

And thereupon (ata quarter before five o’clock, 
p.m.) the House adjourned till Wednesday next. 


IN SENATE. 
WepveEspay, January 9, 1861. 

Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Dr. Guruey. 

The Journal of Monday last was read and 
approved, ; 

Mr. A. J. Guossprenner, the Secretary of the 
President of the United States, appeared below 
the bar, and announced that he was directed to 
present to the Senate a message in writing. 


BILL BECOME A LAW. 


A message from the President’ of the United 
States, by Mr. GLOSSRRENNER, his Secretary, an- 
nounced that the President approved and signed, 
on the 5th instant, an act (S. No. 523) for the 
relief of George L. Hartsuff, United States Army. 


COMMUNICATION WITH CHINA. 


Mr. SEWARD. I submit a memorial from the 
Chamber of Commerce of the city of New York, 
praying Congress to adopt measures for the es- 
tablishment of steam postal communication be- 
tween San Francisco, in the State of California, 
and China. ‘I ask that the memorial may be re- 
ferred to tlte Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads; and as the subject is a very important 
one, and the memorial isargumentative and elab- 
orate, and very interesting and able, I beg leave 
to ask that it be printed; which motion, I suppose, 
will go the Committee on Printing. 

Mr.GWIN. [hope there will be no objection 
to printing the memorial. It ig on a very import- 
ant subject. Must it go to the Committee on 
Printing ? 

Mr. HUNTER. It must go there anyhow. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. It must go to the 
Committee on Printing, unless by unanimous 
consent. . 

The memorial was referred to the Committee 
on the Post Office and Post Roads; and the motion 
to print was referred to the Committee on Print- 
ing. 


STATE OF THE UNION. 


Mr.SEWARD. I submit, also, the memorial of 
citizens of the State of New York, residing in the 
city of New York. Thenames subscribed to this 
memorial are those of the most respectable, intelli- 
gent, and patriotic citizens of the city of New York. 
They are such as John A. Stevens, James Galla- 
tin, Robert B. Minturn, William B. Astor, Au- 
gust Belmont, Moses H. Grinnell, Hamilton Fish, 
Schuyler Livingston, Daniel Lord, Peter Cooper, 
William H. Aspinwall, Wilson G. Hunt, R. M. 
Blatchford, Shepherd Knapp, and others. This 
memorial presents the views of those citizens, on 
the subject of the great events which arc transpir- 
ing in the country, affecting the integrity of. the 
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Union, and the future welfare and prosperity of 
the people of the United States. will not ask 
that it be read, because it is not customary to do 
so, although my obligations to the source from 
which it comes might justify such an application; 
but Lask, in consideration of the importance of 
the subject, and the character of the memorialists, 
that this paper also be printed. 

„The VICE PRESIDENT. That motion will 
likewise go to the Committee on Printing. 

Mr. SEWARD. While I am up, I desire to 
ask the Senate to be good enough to assign to me 
a day, or part ofa day, upon which I can express 
my views upon the great question of the times; 
and I will take sucha day as the Senate shall find 
it convenient to award tome. If they will indulge 
me with appointing a day, as I understand that 
the Senator from Virginia (Mr. Hunter] pro- 
poses to address the Senate on Friday, not to in- 
terfere with him, I will ask, if there is no objec- 
tion, that the Senate will hear me on Saturday of 
this week. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. What is the Sen- 
ator’s motion? 

Several Senarons.. It is a suggestion. 

Mr.SEWARD. ‘If itis generally understood, 
- very well. 

Mr. HUNTER. Inconnection with this sub- 
ject, 1 would ask that the resolution I introduced 
some time since be made the special order at one 
o’clock on Friday, in order that I may have an 
opportunitysof presenting my views to the Senate 
then on the question of the day. I ask that all 
other orders N postponed, with a view of making 
that resolution“the special order for Friday next. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. What resolution 
is jt? 

Mr. HUNTER. The resolution I offered in 
regard to the forts and arsenals. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from 
Virginia moves that his resolution. be made the 
special order for Friday next. 

Mr. SEWARD. Iaccede to that. I think it 
is proper also that I should submit the subject on 
which | will address the Senate. I beg leave to 
say that it will be upon the President’s message, 
which will come up to-day; and ask that I may 
be heard on Saturday upon that message at one 
o’clocl. : 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The motion before 
the Senate is to make the resolution offered by the 
Senator from Virginia some time since, the spe- 
cial order for Friday next at one o’clock. 

The motion was.agreed to. 


Mr. SEWARD. Now I desire to have the 
message from the President read. 

The VICE PRESIDENT: The Senator from 
New York asks for the reading of the message 
from the President. 

Mr. SLIDELL. Let us get through the busi- 
ness of the morning hour. : 

Mr. BIGLER. T hope the Senator will with- 
draw that motion for the present. 

Mr. SEWARD. | withdraw it for the present, 
for morning business. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr. HUNTER presented a memorial of im- 
porters of hardware at Cincinnati, Ohio, praying 
that the tariff bill now before the Senate may not 
be passed without certain modifications; which 
was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a memorial of importers of 
hardware at Boston, Massachusetts, praying that 
the tariff bill now before the Senate may not be 
passed without certain modifications; which was 
ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. BROWN. I have been requested to pre- 
sent the petition of W. C. Jewett, of Pike’s Peak, 
praying for a reconstruction of the Government, 
and a change of the entire representation in Con- 
gress. As there is no committee to whom it can 
properly be referred, 1 move that it lie on the 
table. 

The motion was agreed to. ; 

Mr. TRUMBULL presented a petition of G. 
H. Hollister, and others, citizens of Rockton, Hi- 
nois;and a petition of S: Colcord, and others, cit- 
izensofGreenville, Illinois, severally praying Con- 
gresstoaid the People’s Pacific Railroad Company 
by a liberai donation of the public lands, and such 
other assistance asa wise and just -policy may 

. suggest; which were ordered to lie oh the table. 


Mr. CAMERON presented the petition of Philip | 


Hoffman, and others, citizens of Bucks county, 
Pennsylvania, who served in the volunteers of 
Pennsylvania in the war of 1812 with Great Brit- 
ain, praying the Senate to take into consideration 
the pension bill as passed by the House of Rep- 
resentatives for the relief of the soldiers of that 
war; which was referred to the Committee on 
Pensions. è? 

Mr. BIGLER. I have the honor to present to 
the Senate this morning sixty-five memorials, 


numerously signed by highly intelligent and re- | 


spectable citizens of the State of Pennsylvania, 
composed of men of all parties—Democrats, Re- 
publicans, and Americans—asking Congress to 
pass the resolutions submitted by the Senator from 
Kentucky, (Mr. Crirtenpen,] as amendments to 
the Constitution, for the ratification of the States; 
and I move that the memorials lie on the table. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. SEBASTIAN. I present the memorial of 
the representatives of the Choctaw Nation of In- 
dians, in general council assembled, stating the 
destitute condition in which these people are now, 
and asking certain relief at the hands of Congress 
by providing for the,payment of existing debts 
due them. I move that the memorial be referred 
to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and be 
printed. 

The memorial was referred to the Committee 
on Indian Affairs; and ‘the motion to print was 
referred to the Committee on Printing. 

Mr. SEBASTIAN presented the petition of the 
heirs of Ludovicus Belding, praying for the issue 
of a patent on the entry made by them under the 
preémption act of May 29, 1830, of the southwest 
quarter, section thirty-three, township two south, 
range nineteen west, in the Washington land dis- 
trict, in the State of Arkansas; which, with the 
accompanying papers, was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Private Land Claims. 

Healso presented papers in relation tothe claims 
of the heirs of persons killed at the Mountain 
Meadows, in Utah Territory, for property lost; 
which was referred to the Committee on Indian 
Affairs. . 

PAPERS WITHDRAWN AND REFERRED. | 


-On motion of Mr. GWIN, it was 

Ordered, That the petition of William Richmond, on the 
files of the Senate, be referred to the Committee on Pen- 
sions. 

Mr. LATHAM. A resolution of the Legisla- 
ture of California was presented by one of the 
representatives of my State, praying the cession 
by the General Government to that State of a cer- 
tain tract of land, known as the Colorado desert. 
I ask leave to withdraw those papers, in order that 
I may have them referred to the proper commit- 
tee in the House of Representatives, which now 
has the subject under consideration. 

Leave was granted. 


BILL INTRODUCED. 


Mr. YULEE asked, and by unanimous con- 
sent obtained, leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 
532) to facilitate the peaceful adjustment of con- 
troversies between the States of the Union; which 
was read twice by its title, and ordered to be 
printed. 

. REPORTS FROM A COMMITTEE. 


Mr. SEBASTIAN, from the Committee on 
Indian Affairs, to whom was referred the memo- 
rial of John Beeson, asking the immediate atten- 
tion of Congress to the report of the Indian com- 
missioner, which affirms that in consequence of 
the drouth last summer, and the consequent fail- 
ure of crops, many of the Indians will perish by 
famine unless aided by Government; also praying 
that no more territorial governments may be or- 
ganized until the Indians are satisfactorily pro- 
vided for with homes adapted to their transition 
state, asked to be discharged from its further con- 
sideration; which was agreed to. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. No. 526) for the payment 
of expenses incurred in the suppression of Indian 
hostilities in the State of California, asked to be 
discharged from its further consideration, and 
that it be referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs and Militia; which was agreed to. 


SECRETARY OF WAR. © 
Mr. SLIDELL. I offer the folowing resolu- 


Í tion, and ask for its present consideration: 


Resolied, That the President be requested to inform the 


z 
the 
fact of said appointment has not been- icated: 
sane ee communicated x 


Mr. TRUMBULL objected tothe consideration 


‘of the resolution; and it lies over, under the Yule. 


MAINTENANCE OF THE CONSTITUTION. 


Mr. CLARK. J offer the following resolutions, 
and ask. that they may be printed; and I give 
notice, that when the resolutions of the Senator 
from Kentucky, [Mr. Crirrenven,} which were 
under consideration. on Monday, shall come up, 
T will move these as an amendment to those res- 
olutions: : 

Resolved, That the provisions of the: Constitution are 
ample for the preservation of the Union, and.the. protection 
of all the material interests of the country; that it needs 
to be obeyed rather than amended 3 and that an‘ extrication 
from the present dangers is to be Jooked for-in strenuous’ 
efforts to preserve the peace, protect the publie property; 
and enforce the laws, rather than in néw guarantees for par- 
ticular interests, compromises for particular difficulties, or 
concessions to unreasonable demands. = 

Resolved, Thatallattempts,to dissolve the present Union, 
or overthrow or abandon the present Constitution, with the 
hope or expectation of constructing a new one, are danger- 
ous, illusory, and destructive ; that, in the opinion of the 
Senate of the United States, no such reconstruction is 
practicable, and therefore, to the maintenance of the ex- 
isting Union and Constitution should be directed all the 
energies of all the departments of the Government, and the 
efforts of all good citizens. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator 
move the printing of his resolutions? 

Mr. CLARK. Yes, sir. K 


The motion was agreed to. 
PRIVATE BILLS.. ` ; 


Mr. IVERSON. [offer the following resolu- 
tion, and ask for its present consideration: 

Resolved, That for the residue of the present session, 
after the present week, Friday of each week shail be set 
apart for the consideration of private bills in the order in 
which they stand on the Calendar. 

Mr. GWIN, Mr. CLARK, and others objected 
to its consideration; and the resolution lies over, 
under the rule. 

RICHARD O. MARTIN. 


Mr.SEBASTIAN. The Committee on Indian 
Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. No. 
693) for the relief of Richard C. Martin, have 
instructed me to report it back, and recommend 
its passage. : 

Mr. POLK. I ask for the present considera- 
tion of the bill reported from the Committee on 
Indian Affairs by the chairman, the Senator from 
Arkansas. It is a bill which passed the House 
of Representatives at the last session. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as 
in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to: con- 
sider the bill; which provides for the payment of 

1,050, in full of a lost draft drawn by G. W. 

arbour, formerly Indian commissioner in Cali- 
fornia, on Riddick McKee, disbursing agent, in 
favor of Thomas W. Lane, for beeves furnished 
to the Government; which dgaft was accepted by 
McKee, and afterwards transferred and delivered 
to Martin. : 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment. 

Mr. KING. Is there a report in that case? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Firzrar- 
rick in the chair.) There is a report. 

Mr. KING. Let it be read. 

Mr. POLK. Iwill state to the Senator from 
New York that the bill is one that follows the 
precedent in the Frémont case, which was dis- 
cussed before the Senate and passed upon. It is 
stronger, I am told by the chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs, thanghat. 

Mr. KING. Read the report. 

The Secretary. read the report made by Mr. 
Erueriverin the House of Representatives, from 
which it appeared, that in the year 1851, Thomas 
W. Lane furnished beef cattle to Barbour for the 
use of the Indians in California, who were then 
threatening hostilities on account of their starving 
condition, and received from Barbour his draft on 
the then disbursing agent of the United.States, 
Ridick McKée, for $1,050, which draft was duly 
presented for payment, but was not paid, because 
the appropriation for. the purpose of maintaining 
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peace with the Indians in California wasexhaust- 
ed. | Subsequently, Lane assigned, by indorse- 
ment, the draft to the petitioner for the sum of 
$1,050; its full amoùnt and value. -At the first 
session of the Thirty-Fifth Congress, the peti- 
tioner presented his petition—and filed the draft 
with itto. the Congress of the United States, 
which, together with the draft, was lost or. mis- 
iaid, without his negligence or fault. . At the sec- 
ond session of the Thirty-Fifth Congress, he pre- 
sented his petition, setting forth the facts, and 
alleging the loss of*the papers filed at the first 
.$éssion, and the Committee on Indian Affairs 
unanimously authorized a report in favor of the 
petitioner; but owing to the want of time, by 
reason of the expiration of the session, the report 


was not made, and the papers in the case were | 


lost or mislaid, and cannot now be found. The 
committee are satisfied of the authority of Bar- 
bour to draw the draft, and of the legality and 
genuineness of the assignment to Martin, and 
that the draft has never been paid; therefore they 
reported the bill, and, in consideration of the pe- 
culiar circumstances attending the claim, recom- 
mended that it be passed at the earliest possible 
‘day. . 

The bill was ordered.to a third reading, read 

the third time, and passed. 


MILITARY ROADS IN NEW MEXICO. 


Mr. SEWARD. I ask now for the reading of 
the President’s message. 

Mr. LANE. I wish to get the car of the Sen- 
. ator from New York. E shall be very much 

" obliged to him if he will permit the reading of the 
message to go over for a few moments, until we 
can take up a House bill which was passed by 
that body at the last session, and was referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs; and which 
will not take a minute. I will give the reason 

Mr. SEWARD. No matter about the reason. 
Į will waive it, of course, for the accommodation 
of the Senator. 

Mr. LANE. Then, Mr. President, I move to 
take up the bill, and will give the Senate the rea- 
son why it ought to come up now. [“ Never 
mind the reason.” 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Firzpar- 
nick in the chair.) It becomes the duty of the 
Chair to announce the message, as called for by 
the Senator from New York, uniess the Senate 
sees fit to postpone it, 

Mr. SEWARD. I withdraw my call for a 
moment. 

Mr. LANE. Now I move to take up the House 
bill of last session, providing for military roads 
in New Mexico. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as 
in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to con- 
sider the bill (H. R. No, 200) to provide for the 
completion of the military road from Fort Union 
to Santa Fé, New Mexico, which proposes to ap- 
propriate $35,000 for the completion of the mili- 
tary road from Fort Union to Santa Fé. 

The Committee on Military Affairs and Militia 
reported an amendment, to add to the bill: 

And for the completion of the military road from T'aos to 
Santa Fé, in New Mexico, $50,000. 

The amendment was agreed to; and the bill was 
reported to the Senate, asamended, and the amend- 


ment was concurred in, and ordered to be en- i 


grossed, and the bill to be read a third time. The 
Dill was read the third time. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
is on the passage of the bill. 

Mr. HALE. I wish some one would explain 

` the character of the bill, the necessity of it, and 
the amount required. 

Mr. LANE. This bill was reported in the 
House of Representatives, and passed on a recom- 
mendation from the War Department, I believe, 
showing the necessity of opening communication 
between these posts in New Mexico, that trans- 
portation might be carried at a much cheaper rate 
than it can be at present. After it passed the 
House of Representatives, it was referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs in the Senate; and 
upon a careful examination of the reports and of 
the opinions of the commanding officers in New 
Mexico, they agrecd to an amendment increasing 
the amount above that provided for by the House 
for one road, and inserting another. The Sena- 
tor from New York [Mr, Kine] will recollect it. 
The committee reported it to the Senate with a 


The question 


recommendation that it pass, upon the conviction 
that it was necessary for the service. In New 
-Mexico, the Senator from New Hampshire 
knows, military posts have to be kept up, and 
they are kept upat a very high expense, for trans- 
portation is difficult. This bill will open commu- 
nication that will save to the Government directly 
very many thousands of dollars abdve the small 
amount now provided for making these roads, 

Mr. KING. My opinion is that this bill had 
better lic over. : 

Mr-SEWARD. I hope, then, the Sénator will 
let it lie over, and let us take up the message. 
+ Mr. LANE. ‘I desire to state the reason why 
it should pass his morning. This day is set 
apart, I believe, by the House of Representatives 
for the consideration of territorial business. This 
is a House bill with an amendment. If it pass 
this morning, and can go to the House within the 
day that territorial business is considered, the 
amendment will be concurred in, and in all human 
probability, the bill will become a law; but if it 
fails to pass this morning, it will be impossible to 
get up territorial business again during this session 
in the other House, and it will be the death of the 
bill. I trust no Senator will object to action upon 
it now. ‘Let us have a vote on it, and if it does 
not pass, there is an end to it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question 
is on the passage of the bill. 5 

The bill was passed—ayes twenty-five, noes 
not counted. : 

The title of the bill was amended so asto read: 
“ An act to provide for the completion of the mil- 
itary roads from. Fort Union to Santa Fé, and from 
Taos to Santa Fé, in New Mexico. 


MESSAGE ON THE STATE OF THE UNION. 


Mr. MASON. I offered a resolution on Sat- 
urday, calling for information from the Sccretary 
of War, which was laid over for consideration. [ 
ask that it may now be taken up. It is to obtain 
information which I think will be interesting to 
the country at this moment; certainly interesting 
to those whom F represent. 

Mr. PUGH. I hope the Senator from Virginia 
will permit us to hear the message of the Presi- 
dent. We have been waiting here near an hour 
for it; but instead of taking it up, we have gone 
on with a great many other things. 

Mr. MASON. 1 understand that my motion 
has precedence. If it has, I move that the resolu- 
tion be taken up, so that we can have a vote on it. 

Mr. SEWARD. [ think, sir, with great defer- 
ence to the honorable Senator from Virginia, that 
the President’s message is in order if its reading 
is called for by any member. It has only been 
suspended irregularly, and by unanimousconsent. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Firzpar- 


rick.) The Chair so understands it. 
a SEWARD. Then Lask for the reading 
of it. 


Mr. MASON. I will yield most cheerfully to 
whatever are the rules of the Senate; but [ respect- 
fully suggest to the Chair that the usage always 
has been, when a message comes in from the 
President, to lay it upon the table informally, un- 
less the reading is called for immediately. I pre- 
sume it cannot be allowed to interrupt other busi- 
ness, and I suppose any motion to take up any 
other business of the Senate would take prece- 
dence. I submit it, however. 

Mr. SEWARD. It was only informally laid 
aside. 

Mr. GREEN. When a motion is made, it is 
not in order to call for the reading of the Presi- 
dent’s message; but when there is no motion 
pending, itis in order; but the Senator from Vir- 
ginia having- made a motion, it was then a pend- 


before it can act upon anything elsc. 

Mr. SEWARD. Everything has gone on here 
this morning, asitalways doesand alwaysoughtto 
do, by unanimous consent. I called for the read- 
ing of the message, and by unanimous consent 


pose, and then for another—all by unanimous con- 
sent; but the call, according to the common un- 
derstanding and practice of the Senate, remains 
good at any time; and therefore I beg leave toask 
now for the reading of the message. I want to 
debate the Senator’s resolution somewhat, and I 
shall not have time this morning. i 

Mr. MASON. 1 will acquiesce in whatever 


ing motion, and the Senate must first act upon it | 


the reading was suspended for a particular pur- | 


may be the judgment of the Chair; but if my mo- 
tion to take up the resolution has precedence, 
under the rules of the Senate, Lask that it be taken 
up, or that a vote be taken as to whether it shall 
be taken up or not. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will 
state to the Senator from Virginia, that the call 
for the reading of the message was made at an 
early stage of the morning business; but, by com- 
mon consent, the Senator from New York waived 
his call; and he had the right to resume it, and 
make the call whenever he saw proper, owing to 
the informal manner in which business has been 
transacted this morning. The Chair regards the 
call now as strictly in order; and will lay before 
the Senate the communication from the President 
of the United States, 

The Secretary read the message of the Presi- 
dent of the United States. a : 

Mr. BIGLER. 1 move that the message lie 
on the table, and be printed. 

Mr. DAVIS. [call for the reading of the ac- 
companying papers, to which reference is made 
in the President’s message. 

The Secretary read the communication of 
Messrs. Barnwell, Adams, and Orr, to the Presi- 
dent, dated December 28, 1860, and the President’s 
response, dated December 30, 1860. 

Mr. DAVIS. Are those all the papers which 
accompany the communication ? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair un- 
derstands that those are all, exceptghe ordinance 
of the State of South Carolina, agf the commis- 
sion of the commissioners. 

Mr. DAVIS. Mr. President at a very recent 
period, the country looked with anxious solici- 
tude to the condition of South Carolina, and par- 
ticularly the port of Charleston, apprehending 
collision between the United States and one of 
the States. That solicitude was intensified by the 
arrival of commissioners representing the sover- 
cignty of the State, and offering by peaceful nego- 
tiation to adjust the pending difficulties between 
South Carolina and the United States. The-shigh 
character of those gentlemen—one of them well 
known to those who served in the Senate many 
years ago—known, especially, for his Christian- 
ity, his urbanity, and his manliness in all the 
relations of life—gave assurance that those nego- 
tiations might be peaceable; gave reason to hope 
they might be successful. They were suddenly 
terminated; and at once rumors went forth that, 
notwithstanding thë high character of that com- 
mission, they had-violated the proprieties of life; 
had insulted the President; the rumor was, had 
used billingsgate to him in their reply. The fact 
was known everywhere that the commissioners 
had retired from Washington, and that negotia- 
tions were abruptly terminated. The President, 
in his message, does not even allude to the cause 
of the failure of those negotiations thus attempted 
on.the part of South Carolina. He does not evea 
tell us that the commissioners are gone. He stops 
with the letter which he sent to them; and which, 
I must say, with all the respect due to the office 
he holds, was wanting in fairness, and was a per- 
version of the arguments which they had pre- 
sented. When they replied to him, however, and 
exposed the unfairness with which he had treated 
their efforts at peaceful negotiation, the facts 
which they stated. certainly being most uncom- 
fortable to him—he returned their Ictter as one 
which he would not receive; and his communica- 
tion to Congress does not even permit us to know 
that those commissioners ever attempted to reply 
to the position which he had taken. Though 
they told him they had made no demand; though 
they told him they had never said peaceful nego- 
tiation was impossible, and thus corrected the 
misstatement of his paper to them, he sends that 
paper to the world, without even any reference to 
the fact that it ever was answered. I have an 
authenticated copy of their answer; and I send 


-that to the Secretary’s desk that it may be read. 


Mr. KING. Mr. President, the Senator from 
Mississippi talks of the high character of those 
gentlemen who came here from South Carolina. 
Benedict Arnold and Aaron Burr were men who 
at one time held high positions 

Mr. DAVIS. And the Senator once had a 
better position than he has now, when he is not 
entitled to-the floor. 

Mr. KING. I call the gentleman to order. 
He is out of order. 
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Mr. DAVIS.. You are out’ 
sent a paper. to be read... 
Mr. KING: These were messengers of trea- 


son. ; 
Mr, DAVIS; I call the Senator from New 
York to order. : 
Mr. BIGLER.and 


of order, sir. I 


others. He is clearly out 


of order. 
_-° Mr. KING. I call the gentleman to order. I 
object to the paper. 
Mr. DAVIS. If the Senator has the meanness 


to object to the Clerk reading the paper, let him 
send it back to me, and I will read it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If the reading 
be objected to, the question must be put to the 
Senate; but the Senator himself can read it. 

Mr. BIGLER. The Senator has no right to 
object to tne reading of the paper, and I suppose 
will not, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question 
is to be decided by the Senate, and without de- 
bate, whether the Clerk shall be permitted to read 
the communication sent up by the Senator from 
Mississippi. : 

Mr. KING. I o8jected to its reception. 

» The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator 
is out of order. The question must be put and 
decided without debate. 

Mr. KING. I objected to the reception of the 
paper, and not to its reading. 

he PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair 
understands that. 

Mr. KING. If the paper is offered to the Sen- 
ate, I object to its reception. ' 

Mr. DOUGLAS. Ido not understand that the 
paper is offered to the Senate; but it is proposed 
to be read as a part of the Senator’s speech. 

Mr. DAVIS. Iam addressing the Senate; I 
have the floor, and I have the right to read the 
paper. If the Senator chooses to object to the 
Clerk reading it, I can getitread very easily other- 


wise. 
Mr. BRIGHT. If the Secretary will read the 
rule, it will be seen that it makes it a very clear 


case. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It is for the 
Senate to decide. The question is on allowing 
the paper to be read by the Clerk. : 

The question was put; and it was announced 
that the motion appeared to be agreed to. 

Mr. KING. Leall for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. BIGLER. Mr. President, I hope that the 
Senator from New York—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator 
from Pennsylvania will pause, and allow the Chair 
to state the question. ‘Those who are in favor of 
ordering the paper to be read will, when their 


names are called, say yea; those opposed to it will | 


say nay. 

Mr. BIGLER. I desire to suggest to the Sen- 
ator from New York not to resist, by this extraor- 
dinary motion, the right to read the paper as 
part of the remarks which the Senator is about 
tosubmit. Sucha proposition, Ithink, was never 
made before here. It is the clear right of the 
Senator to read the paper himself, or have itread 
atthe desk. Sir, itis extraordinary that the Sen- 
ator from New York—— ; 

Mr. KING. The Senator from Mississippi 
has a right to read the paper, L suppose, as part 
of his speech. I supposed, when he presented 
it, that he wished to presentit to the Senate. Ido 
not want to hear itread. I maintain my objection. 

Mr. BIGLER. The Senator is not obliged to 
listen to it.: The Senate do not, by hearing the 
paper read, indorse its sentiments or its conclu- 
sions. ‘The Senator from New York is not re- 
sponsible for it. He only allows a rule which 
has been practiced from the beginning of the Gov- 
ergment; and I trust he will withdraw his objec- 
tion. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair 
will state that this debate is out of order. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I should like to hear the 
rule read in regard to the reading of papers. 

The PRESIDINGOFFICER. TheSecretary 
will read the rule. 

The Secretary read the rule, as follows: 

14. When the reading of a paper is ealled for, and the 
same is-objected to by any member, it shalt be determined 
by a vote of the Senate, and without debate.” 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I would like to inquire 
if that rule has any application to this paper? 


{ 


Mr. BIGLER. None whatever. r 

Mr. TRUMBULL. If not, then we are pro- 
ceeding under a rule that does not apply to this 
paper. As I understand, that rule applies toa 
paper Which is in the possession of the Senate, 
and has been presented—a petition or any paper 
that may be communicated to the Senate—but it 
does not apply in this case. > 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator 
from Mississippi sent the paper up and called for 
its reading. It is competent, therefore, for the 
Senate to decide whether it shall be read or not. 

Mr. BIGLER. That role has clearly no ap- 
plication to this case. If the Senator from Mis- 
sissippi had read the paper himself, no Senator 
could have objected to it. Instead of reading it 
himself, he simply asks that the clerk read it; that 
ig all. It is not a proposition to receive a paper, 
or to offer a paper to the Senate. 

Mr. COLLAMER. The particular form in 
which this question arises, induces me to ask the 
Chair one or two questions. I would ask the 
Chair whether the reading of that paper_by the 
Clerk, at the request of the Senator from Missis- 
sippi, makes it any part of the muniments of. the 
Senate; and does the paper, by being read here, 
belong to the papers of the Senate? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair un- 
derstands it is to be read as a portion of the Sen- 
ator’s speech. 

Mr. COLLAMER. Then it forms no part of 
the papers of the Senate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. No, sir. 

Mr. COLLAMER. Then I object to a ques- 
tion being made asto its being read to the Senate; 
because that will make ita matter of vote, and 
make the paper a part of the proceedings of the 
Senate itself. It is a mere question of courtesy 
whether it shall be read at the request of a Senator. 

Mr. DAVIS. It is a very simple thing. | had 
the paper in my hand, and sent it up to be read, 
and took it for granted thatnobody would object 
to the reading of it in that way. If gentlemen 
make a question on that, I have no objection to 
meet that question. 

Mr. COLLAMER. ` I desire to object to this 
mode of taking a vote on reading a private paper 
which a gentleman sends up to be read as partof 
his own remarks. 

Mr. DAVIS. The Senator is right. The Sena- 
tor from New York is making this a part of the 
proceedings of the Senate; and I have no objec- 
tion to testing that question. 

Mr. COLLAMER. I object to the question || 
being put in this way. This is not the kind of 

aper that comes within that rule at all. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. All this debate 
is outof order. This question must be determined 
without debate. ‘The Secretary will call the roll. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. lL appeal from the decis- 
ion of the Chair that this is a question to be de- 
cided by the Senate; and on that appeal T'take it 
I can make a few remarks, if not upon the other 
question. The Chair, in my judgment, misap- 
prehends (and I speak it respectfully) the rule. 
The rule that has been read has no application to 
a paper of this character. It applies to a paper 
in the possession of the Senate. This is nota 
paper (and so the Senator from Mississippi has 
stated) in the possession of the Senate at all. It 
is a private papeřinthe possession of the Senator 
from Mississippi;not one in the possession of the 
Senate. He might have asked a brother Senator 
sitting near him to read it, and such things have 
been frequently done; but now, he having re- 
quested the Clerk to read it, it was sent up, and 
the Presiding Officer is applying to it a rule that 
is not applicable to a paper of this kind. 

Mr. DAVIS I call the Senator to order. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator 
from Mississippi raises a point of order. He will 
state his point of order. 

Mr. DAVIS. The point of order is, that the 
Chair, having submitted a question to the Senate 
which is not debatable, and ordered the yeas and 
nays to be called, a Senator rises to make an 
appeal, and to speak upon his appeal. It cannot |} 
be in order. í 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair is 
under the impression that where a Senator appeals 
from the decision of the Chair, itis competent for 
him to state his reasons why he dissents from the 
opinion of the Chair. - 


Mr. TRUMBULL. That was what I designed || 


doing.: “I'do’niot wish to také up any time about 
it: 1 merely submit the proposition 6 the Senate 
that this.rule is not applicable-to this’case; and T 
therefore appeal from’ the decision of the Chair, 
which holds that this is.a paper on the readin 
of which a vote can be taken under that rule : 
Mr. MASON.. Mr. President, it: strikes: me - 
the question stands before the Senate in this way: 
the Senator from Mississippi sent a paper to thë- 
desk and asked that it be read, declaring what 
paper, it was—indicating its character. - The Sen 
ator from New York objected to its being read. - 
The Chair decided that the-Senator from Missis- 
sippi was entitled to have it #ead, unless it-was 
prohibited by a vote of the Senate; or, in other 


“words, that if a member called for the reading: of 


a paper, and it was objected to, then it should be 
decided by a vote of the Senate. » A Senator asked 
for the reading of the rule, andthe rule was read: 
Then the Senator from New York renewed ‘his 
objection and demanded ‘a vote;and another Sen- 
ator called for the yeas and nays; and’ the yeas 
and nays were ordered upon that-vote. There is 
now, therefore, the order of the Senate that the 
yeas and nays be taken upon the vote; ‘andan 
appeal from the judgment of the Chair comes too 
late, in my apprehension, if there be an error in 
it, which Í am not prepared to admit or deny. 
It can only be done in some mode by getting rid: 
of the order of the Senate directing the paper to 
beread. Thatismy view. The rule of the Sen- 
ate is that, where a member asks—*‘ demands,” 
I think, is the language—that the pending vote 
shall be taken by yeas and nays, it may be done 
by one fifth of the Senators present. One fifth 
of the Senators present demanded the yeas and 


‘nays, and the Chair so decided; and that is the 


order of the Senate. : 
Several Sexarors, That is a mistake: : 


Mr. MASON. I beg pardon. That is my — 
recollection. a i s 
Mr. HALE. I simply wish to state, sir, what 


will govern my vote on this case. I apprehend 

that there isa mistake about it; but still, inas- 
much as the question is raised by an objection, I 

sce no other way to get rid of it than by the Sen- 
ate voting upon it. I have not theslightest doubt 

on earth that it was competent for the Senator 

from Mississippi to read that paper, or to ask any 

Senator that sat near him to read it, or to ask the 

Clerk to read it, and be within the common and 

ordinary practice of the Senate. I apprehend that 
the more orderly way to settle it, if the Chair had 

taken time to deliberate, would have been, when 
an objection was made, to overrule it, and to have 
ordered the paper to be read; but inasmuch as that 
was not done, and objection has been taken, it 
seems to me there is no other way to decide it but- 
by a vote of the Senate; and I shall vote to have 
it read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will 
state to the Senator from Illinois that he misap- 
prehends the Chair. He has not determined this 
paper to be a paper in the possession of the Sen- 
até. The Senator from Mississippi calls for the 
reading of a paper. The Senator from New York 
objects to the reading of the paper. It is compe- 
tent for the Senate to determine whether the paper 
shal! be read; and if so, to determine it without 
debate; and hence, the Senator has nothing upon 
which to predicate an appeal. The whole ques- 
tion now is referred to the Senate; and that is, 
whether they will have the paper read; and it 
must be decided without debate. 

Mr. CAMERON. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator 
is out of order. 

Mr. CAMERON. Then I will sit down. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I certainly have a right to 
appeal from the decision of the Chair, that we 
cannot debate this question. The Chair decides 
thatthe Senator from Pennsylvania isout of order. 
Now, I think he is clearly in order. Cannot that 
question be raised somehow ? If this paper is not 
such a one as I think the rule applies to—I think 
the rule does not apply to it--may I not raise 
that question in some shape? ; 

The PRESIDING OF FICER..The Chair will 
say to the Senator, that the Senator from Mis- 
sissippi sends up a paper to be reads itis objected 


i to; and under the rule, whenever-the reading of 


objected to, it 18 tobe 
and: without debate. 
debateis notin order, 


a paper is called for and is 
determined by the Senate, 
Hence the Chair decides that 
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Mr. TRUMBULL. Iappeal from the decision 
of the Chair, that this question is to be decided 
without.debate. The very question that I want 
to present is, that it is not a case that is to be 
decided without. debate; because that rule has 
nothing to do with it. 

ThePRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair, then, 
will state the position of the question to the Sen- 
ate.. The Chair decides that this is not a debata- 
ble question when the reading of the paper is 
objected to. The Senator from Illinois says the 
decision of the Chair is not in conformity with 
the rule, and appeals from the decision of the 
Chair, The question now is: whether the opin- 
ion of the Chair shall stand as the judgment of 
the Senate? . 

Mr. FESSENDEN. That is debatable. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That question 
is debatable. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. Very well. 

Mr. CAMERON. Mr. President, you put me 
down a moment ago; but as you have decided 
that this is a debatable question, I may say a 
word, I suppose. I desire to say only, that I 
think we are giving more importance to this ques- 
tion than it deserves. The custom here has been 
to let Senators read what they thought proper, 
and when they did not feel able from any cause 
‘to read themselves, to ask other Senators to do 
it, or to send the documents up to the desk, and 
let them be read by the Clerk. This is one of 
those every day occurrences which has never been 
objected to before. I regret very much that my 
friend, the Senator from New York, has made 
the objection; but he has a right to do so, and I 
have no right to say anything against it. I shall 
vote for the reading of the paper, and shall vote 
for sustaining the Chair in tie decision. I shall 
be willing to leave the Senate whenever these little 
courtesies, which make our position here so pleas- 
ant, are dispensed with. I do not want to be here 
when a gentleman shall not have the privilege of 
having read for him that which he has not the 
physical power to read himself. 

r BIGLER, I havea single word to say 
on this subject. This is no question of courtesy, 
It is the clearest right a Senator can enjoy on this 
floor. I never knew it disputed before. Now, 
sir, the line of distinction between the document 
mresented here and the rule is perfect and clear, 

f the Senator from Mississippi presented a docu- 
ment which was intended to be part of the files of 
the Senate, and presented for the consideration of 
the Senate, the rule which. has been read would 
apply to the reading of that document. But the 
Senator from Mississippi took the floor to make 
remarks on the message of the President of the 
United States. In the course of those remarks, 
he calls for the reading of a document which he 
had a right to read himself. The Senator from 
Mississippi had a perfect right to read the paper, 
or, by universal courtesy, to ask the Clerk to read 
it for him, and send it to the Clerk to be read. I 
therefore hold, that it is not a paper to which the 
rule would apply under any circumstances, no 
more than it would apply toa part of the remarks 
of the Senator from Mississippi if he had written 
them in manuseript, and sent that manuscript to 
the Clerk to be read, in consequence of inability 
to do it himself, or from any other cause. I trust 
the Senator from Ilinois will not further compli- 
cate this question by appealing from the decision 
of the Chair, but hope both motions will be with- 
drawn, and the Senator from Mississippi allowed 
to proceed, 

Mr. FESSENDEN. Mr. President, I desire 
to add a word to what has been said with refer- 
ence to this matter. I shall vote in accordance 
with the appeal taken by the Senator from Illinois 
from the decision of the Chair. My object is 
simply to settle the question as one of order, to 
prevent it being raised again. The rule which 
was read, and under which the Chair was acting, 
in my judgment, has reference to papers properly 
before the Senate, and on the files ina proper way, 
and introduced in the course of business, ora part 
of the papers of the Clerk’stable. That rule has 
reference to these, and nothing more; but the 
Chair, in its haste as I suppose, applied the rule 
to & mere paper sent up by a Senator addressing 
the Chair in the course of debate, with a request 
that the Clerk should read it, IT think the rule 
does not apply to that case; I think the Chair 
was in error; and, therefore, as I feel bound to 


vote upon that matter, as the question has been 
raised, according to my convictions, I shall vote 
not to sustain the Chair in its ruling. 

But, sir, I wish to add, that I consider this as 
an ordinary occurrence. The Senator from Mis- 
sissippi was addressing the Chair. He sent a 
paper to the Clerk’s desk to be read for him, which, 
as has been well observed, he could have read 
himsclf, any of his associates could have read, or 
the Clerk could have vead if there was no objec- 
tion. I suppose there is no right to call upon the 
Clerk to read any portion of our speeches, orany 
papers that we may choose to introduce in the 
course of making those speeches, and I suppose 
that the material which is sent to be read must be 
offered on the personal responsibility—the re- 
sponsibility of character for courtesy and for 
proper treatment of the Senate—of the member 
who offers it. The Senator from Mississippi sent 
a paper to be read. It isan ordinary occurrence; 
it is a request to relieve him simply. Now, sir, 
I believe, in my experience in the Senate, there 
never has been the slightest objection in the world 
to reading a paper, or any. number of papers, un- 
less it was perceived that it was used as an abuse 
by way of protracting time, or something of that 
description. Therefore, for myself, although Iam 
happy to sustain the objections ordinarily raised 
by my friend from New York. Ido not see at 
present any reason in the world why the objection 
should be made, or why the ordinary courtesy 
extended to every one should, in advance, he re- 
fused to the Senator from Mississippi with regard 
to this reading; and if it comes to that, and a vote 
is taken, I shall vote that the Clerk read the pa- 
per, because nobody can suspect that the Senator 
from Mississippi had any design other than that 
of relieving himself with reference to the reading, 
which is common to us all. But, sir, I cannot 
vote to sustain the decision of the Chair, for I 
believe it is wrong. 

Mr. BRIGHT. Mr. President, the decision 
of the Chair is correct; it is in conformity with 
the rules and past precedents of thebody. This 
is the first time I have heard a distinction taken 
between a paper on the files of the Senate, and a 
paper presented by a Senator. I have a perfect 
right to take any paper off my table, in the course 
of any remarks [ see proper to make, and ask the 
Secretary to read it. Then itis the privilege of 
any Senator to object to its being read; and there- 
upon it is the duty of the Presiding Officer, under 
the rules, to submit the question whether it shall 
be read, to the Senate; and that question is to be 
decided without debate. We have the previous 
question practically in two instances in the few 
rules we have in this body. One is a motion to 
lay on the table; that cuts off all debate. Another 
is the question whether a paper shall be read. 
That is not debatable, and there is no appeal 
from the decision of the Chair deciding affirma- 
tively that it shall-be read. 

Mr. BIGLER. Will the Senator from Indiana 
allow me now, at this point, to ask a question? 
The Senator from Mississippi was addressing the 
Senate, and in the course of his remarks it was 
necessary, as he thought, that he should read, or 
have read, this communication from the commis- 
sioners of South Carolina to the President. He 
preferred to ask that it be read by the Clerk. 
Now, sir, does the Senator from Indiana pretend 
to say that a Senator, in the course of debate, has 
ever been denied to have a paper read, as either 
part of his argument, or as presenting a case, or 
as necessarily connected with it? Now, suppose 
the Senate deny the reading of the paper, will the 
Senator from Indiana say that the Senator from 
Mississippi has not the right to read it himself? 
Then it will be read to the Senate;,he makes it a 
part of his argument; and, therefore, I have con- 
tended that this is not the reading, nor the kind 
of paper, to which the rule refers at all. It is 
not offered to be filed in the Senate, and be con- 
sidered by the Senate; but it is offered in pre- 
cisely the same character that the Senator might 
offer part of a manuscript speech, which he did 
not feel able to read. That is the distinction 
which E make, and I cannot conceive how we 
could adopt a rule here by which a Senator would 
be excluded from reading extracts from author- 
ities, or even from newspapers, because it might 
be the pleasure of the majority not to hear them. 
It would only result in this, that you would tyr- 
annize over the Senator, and suppress his views 


and his argument; or it would simply amount to 
requiring the Senator to read the paper himself, 
instead of having it read at the desk. That isall 
there is in the question. 

Mr. BRIGHT. I repeat, I never have heard 
before an objection made to the reading ofa paper, 
whether presented by a Senator or taken from 
the files. Itis a distinction, in my judgment, with- 
out a difference. We all know what this paper 
is. I suppose the object of the Senator from Mis- - 
sissippi was to make it a part of our proceedings 
to-day. If the Senate should object to reading 
the paper, the Senator from Mississippi would 
have a right to read it as a part of his argument. 
But, sir, all this debate is out of order. The Sen- 
ate have ordered the yeas and nays on the ques- 
tion whether the paper shall be read. -If the ma- 
jority of the Senate are in favor of reading it, that 
is to be deterinined by taking the vote. It is the 
only way to determine it. 

Mr. KING. The Senator from Mississippi, in 
a course of remarks condemning the President for 
not having received or treated these commission- 
ers or gentleman from South Carolina with more 
consideration, stated that a certain paper of theirs 
had not been communicated by him to the Sen- 
ate, and proposed to send it up and have it read. 
The Chair, regarding itas a paper presented to 
the Senate, made his decision; which, under those 
circumstances, would be a correct decision beyond 
all question. That was the mode in which the 
Senator from Mississippi presented it. Upon 
that presentation, the Chair decided it. I objected 
to its reception by the Senate, as I would, to the 
reception of any other paper which I considered 
an improper one to be presented to the Senate. 
We have rules in relation to the reception of 
petitions. ‘ 

The argument which is now made for the read- 
ing of this paper is placed upon a very different 
footing. It is that the Senator from Mississippi 
is to read this or make it a part of his speech, 
which is a different thing from the presentation of 
a paper to the Senate; but I think the Chair was 
correct in its decision, upon the ground thatit was 
a paper presented to the Senate, and as such, to 
be received by the Senate and read as a part of its 
papers. Upon the other ground—the right of the 
Senator to read any paper asa part of his speech— 
there never was any question under our rules, 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Now, Mr. President, it is‘. 
manifest that this action has taken place under a 
miapprebenaion: I concur entirely with what 
the Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. BrcueR] 
says. Itis notin the power of a majority of this 
Senate, unless they are going to choke down the 
freedom of speech here, to deny me the right to 
read an extract when ] am addressing the Senate, 
unless there is something in the character of the 
extract that it is improper to read in the Senate. 
It would have to be put upon that ground. Here 
we are about to take a vote,as Í understand, 
whether a Senator hasa right to make such a 
speech as he pleases. It is upon that ground that 
I object to the decision of the Chair. 

r. KING. The Senator from Illinois will 
allow me. That is not the ground, as I under- 
stand it, on which the decision is based. It is, 
that this is a paper presented to the Senate to sup- 
ply an omission in the President’s message. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Well, Mr. President, I do 
not understand it in that way. 

Mr. KING. If it is a part of the Senator’s 
speech, he has undoubtedly a right to say any~ 
thing he pleases about it; and I have no objection 
to it. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Then, I think, the better 
way to get rid of the matter is for me to withdraw 
the appeal, and the Senator from New York hia 
objection, and let the Senator from Mississippi 
read what he pleases, ns 

Mr. KING. If it is made a part of the Seha- 
tor’s speech, that is another matter; but that is 
not the view of the Chair, nor was it mine. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I understand the Chair 
to decide that it was a part of the speech of the 
Senator from Mississippi. May I inquire of the 
Chair if he did not decide that this was offered ag 
a part of the speech of that Senator? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair did 
not decide that. He decided that it was a paper 
failing within the rales; and if its reading was 
objected to, the Senate had to determine the ques- 
tion without debate. 


1861. 


Mr. KING.: Certainly; whether it is-a paper 
of the Senate or nót. . That is the question. 

Mr. WIGFALL.: I wish to adda word, which 
Thope will be oil on the waters. I like harmony 
and peace. There seems, especially on this side 
of the Chamber, to be somerlittle feeling at what 
is called the most extraordinary course of the 
Senator from New York. Now, sir, these are 
extraordinary times in which we live; and we are 
acting under extraordinary circumstances. I ap- 

` prehend that before this time never was there such 
an Administration, nor did such an Administration 
ever intrust the keeping of its honor to such a 
party. The Senator from New York seems es- 
pecially apprehensive that this papér will be read; 
and by way of inducing us not to read it, he al- 
ludesto Benedict Arnold and Aaron Burr. Neither 
of these distinguished individuals, I believe, re- 
sided on our side of the creek. Aaron Burr, if 
I correctly recollect his biography, was, if not a 
native, certainly an inhabitant and a citizen of 
New York. Benedict Arnold. committed the act 
of treason also in that State. “When treason at- 
taches-to the name of Robert Barnwell, it will be 
that sort of treason which was shown ‘by the 
armed barons at Runnymede; that kind of treason 
that exhibited itself in England in 1688; that sort 
of treason that showed its head in South Caro- 
lina in 1776. Trusting, sir, that these few remarks 
may produce the effect which they are intended— 
may produce peace and harmony and good feeling 
on both sides of the Chamber—[laughter]—I am 
ready to vote. j 

Mr. COLLAMER. Mr, President, I entertain 
the opinion thata misapprehension still exists be- 
tween the Chair and the members of thjs body, 
in relation to the question before us. I understand 
that if this is to be considered a call for the read- 
ing of a paper within the rule, then, and in that 
case, the Chair rightly decided, when objection 
was made, to leave the question to the Senate. If, 
however, the reading of it was called for, not as 
a paper presented to the Senate to be referred to 
a committee, and to constitute a part of the papers 
and muniments of the Senate, but merely a part 
of the remarks of the gentleman, then and in that 
case, I take it, it does not fall within this rule at all. 
I understand the Chair to say he has regarded 
this as a call for the reading of a paper within the 
rules. Now I take it that a call for the reading 
of a paper within the rules is wcall for some paper 
that we have, something that is in the course of 
our proceedings, or itis a call for the reading of 
a paper on which some action is to be taken by 
the Senate, by referring it toa committee, or doing 
something with the paper. Now, sir, I under- 
stand that this paper 1s not presented with either 
of these views; and in order to settle that ques- 
tion, I desire to know from the gentleman from 
Mississippi whether he asks for its reading, or 
sends the paper to the desk to be read, with any 
view to its constituting any part of the muniments 
and papers of this body, or simply as part of his 
remarks. I wish him to determine that himself. 

Mr. DAVIS. When I sent the paper to the 
Secretary’s desk to be read, it was certainly as a 
part of my remarks; but the Senate, I suppose, 
considering it too valuable to be appropriated by 
one person, upon the objection of the Senator from 
New York have taken it to themselves. Now, I 
am perfectly willing that the Senate shall decide, 
as they would upon their own paper. If they do 
not keep it, it willbe mine again. Iftheydokeep 
it, I am content. 

Mr. COLLAMER. I wish to understand the 
gentleman aright. H presented this paper im the 
first place, not as a paper for the action of the 
Senate atall, but merely a paper to be read in con- 
tinuance of the remarks he was making. 

Mr. DAVIS. Just as if I was reading it my- 
self; and, consequently, the very great surprise 
which I felt at any one making an objection; and 
hence the offer of my friends around me to read 
it for me. 

Mr. COLLAMER. Then I understand that 
the gentleman merely offered it as a part of his 
remarks. I understand the Senator from New 
York objected to that as a paper presented to 
constitute a part of the papers of the body. That 
was the ground of his objection. Then his ob- 
jection was grounded on an utter mistake, for the 
paper was not presented with any such view; its 
reading was not called for as a paper belonging 
to the Senate, or ever to belong to the Senate at 


all. His objection was founded.on the ground 
that it was presented to be a part of the proceed- 
ings of the Senate, on which action was to be 
taken. This. is an entire misapprehénsion, so it 
appears now; and that being so, I desire to ask 
the Chair whether he will still regard it as being 
a paper coming within the rule, instead of being 
a paper to be read. as a part of the remarks of the 
Senator, from- Mississippi, as he says he wished 
it to be! ; 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair 
will state to the Senate that he regards it as com- 
petent for the Senator from Mississippi to make 
it a part of his speech if he sees proper. If, in- 
stead of doing that, he proposes to send the paper 
to the-Clerk’s table and have it read, he puts it 
in possession of the Senate; and it is for the Sen- 
ate to determine, and without debate, whether it 
shall be read or not. . : 

Mr. COLLAMER. I understand the gentle- 
man now to say that he did not send it there with 
any such view. 

Mr. DAVIS. I did not send it there with that 
view; but the Senate has taken charge of it, and 
now I want the Senate to dispose of it. 

Mr. COLLAMER. It was not sent with an 
such view; and therefore the whole proceeding is 
a mistake. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. I think it is very clear that 
when that paper was sent to the Clerk’s desk to 
be read, it was done, according to universal usage 
in the Senate, to constitute simply a part of the 
Senator’s remarks. The only point was, whether 
the Clerk should he permitted to perform an act 
of courtesy by reading it for the Senator, or 
whether the Senator should be compelled to read 
it himself. I think it was competent for any one 
to object to the Clerk’s reading it, and compel the 
Senator to do his own reading, if the majority of 
the body see proper; and there might be cases 
where I would resort to that act even of discourt- 
esy; but such’a case would only be where a Sen- 
ator was speaking against time for the purpose of 
preventing a vote, and sent up a book—a whole 
volume—for the Clerk to read, to keep him aday 
or two in reading it, to defeat the object of the 
Senate. Where a Senator sends a paper to be 
read to relieve himself, I think it is a very great 
discourtesy to interpose an objection; and for that 
reason I shall give no vote that would seem to 
imply such a discourtesy as that to the Senator 
from Mississippi. I would be willing to deny it 
if it was used for the purpose of defeating the ac- 
tion of the Senate and worrying us out by requir- 
ing long books or journals to read not pertinent 
to the matter before the Senate. I hope that the 
Senator will be permitted to go on with his re- 
marks. He offered, when objection was made, 
to take the paper back and read it himself; and 
if the other side had permitted him to do so, sub- 
mitting to the discourtesy that it implied, we 
should have gone on and been through with the 
subject long ago. 

Mr. KING. I understood the Senator from 
Mississippi to present this paper, as one which 
the President had omitted or refused to send to 
the Senate. I approved of the President’s act in 
declining to send this paper to the Senate. Iun- 
derstood the Senator from Mississippi to present 
the paper to the Senate to supply a defect in the 
communication from the President to the Senate. 

Mr. DAVIS. If the Senator will allow me, 1 
stated to the Senate that it was an authenticated 


copy. 
Mr. KING. Certainly; and the Senator pre- 
sented it to the Senate. I objected to its recep- 
tion by the Senate. I have not objected, neither 
docs any person propose to object, to the freedom 
of debate here—to any Senator making such a 
speech as hechooses. I listened to one the other 
day which I thought was very unsuited to the 
Senate Chamber of the United States, but without 
raising a word of objection to it. I objected to 
the reception of this paper because I regarded its 
reception by the Senate here as a rebuke to the 
President; and the Chair must have so ttnderstood 


! it, or he never would have made the decision he 


has made, that it was a question for the Senate to 
decide. The right of a Senator to speak here is 
a right that nobody f 
present a paper to the Senate, and to have it read 
to the Senate, without saying whether it is a part 


| of his speech or not, is another matter. The ques- 


tion of courtesy of having a paper, which isa part 


questions; but the right to |! 
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of his own speech; read: by anothérsis a diferent: 
question. Bat this paper is présented tothe Sen- - 
ate; and, as { understand, that positionis adheréd 
to. I have no objection to voting upon it.I have 
no disposition to debate it. -F have no doubtthat. 
this whole question is one that everybody can une 
derstand and comprehend.: I am unwilling many 
manner to imply that I disapprove of thé act ofthe 
President in omitting. to-makesthis: a part of his 
communication, yee Sede el E ae 
_ The PRESIDING.OFFICER. The question 
is: ‘Shall the decision of the Chair staia as the 
judgment of the Senate??? i REN 

Mr. KING. I understand the appeal to: be 
withdrawn. Ee “tet 

, The PRESIDING OFFICER. Then the ques- 
tion is: vod 
_ Mr. TRUMBULL. No, sir; if the question 
is to be persisted in, I must insist that the decis- 
ion of the Chair is incorrect. The rule has no 
application to:a case of this kind.’ -It-is a prece- 
dent which I, for orie, cannot permit:to have set 
here, that a majority of this: body can deprive'me 
of the right to read'a paper; and Pthink-that is 
the effect of it.: Fask for the yeas and nayson 
the appeal. ` ` es, 

The yeas and nays were ordered. : 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question 
is: ‘¢ Shall the decision of the Chair stand as the 
judgment of the Senate?” nas 

Mr. KING. My vote will be governed by the 
answer of the Chair to an inquiry which he will 
indulge me a momentin putting. I desire to know 
of the Chair whether he understood this paper to 
be one presented to the Senate by the Senator 
from. Mississippi? . R 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair un- 
derstood the Senator from Mississippi, in the first 
instance, as presenting: it to be rondas apartiof 
his argument; but, after objection was made; then 
he presented it as part of the proceedings of the 
Senate. That is what the Cir understands. 

Mr. KING. Then it is a paper to be received 
by the Senate and acted on? ` F 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. So the Chair 
understands.. b ; 

Mr. KING. Then I am with the Chair. 

Mr. GWIN. Before the yeas and nays are 
taken, I wish to state that there is a special order 
for-two o’clock to-day; but, in order not to inter- 
rupt the Senator from Mississippi, when he shall 
be permitted to go on with his speech, I move 
that the Pacific railroad bill be made the special 
order for one o’clock to-morrow. as 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will 
suppose that to be the consent of the Senate by 
common understanding, unless objection be made. 

` Mr. POLK, I will state to the Senator from 
California that I had intended, after the close of 
the remarks of the Senator from Massachusetts, 
[Mr. Wirson,] who had the floor, asl understood, 
for one o’clock to-day, to move to postpone the 
subject on which he had the floor until to-morrow 
at one o’clock, for the purpose of addressing the 
Senate. upon it. Rey Piste 

Mr. GWIN. ‘If my motion interferes with the 
Senator, I shall be prepared-to agree to: a further 
postponement. 7 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will 
understand the motion. of the Senator from Cali- 
fornia to be agreed to, unless objection be made. 
The question is: “ Shall the decision of the Chair 
stand as the judgment of the Senate?” on which 
the yeas and nays have been ordered. ae 

The question being taken by yeas and nays, 
resulted—yeas 31, nays 19; as follows: 7: 

YEAS—-Messrs. Benjamin, Bragg, Bright; Brown, Clay, 
Clingman, Davis, Douglas, Fitch, Green, Gwin, Hemphill, 
Hunter, Iverson, Kennedy, Latham, Mallory, Mason, Nich- 
olson, Pearce, Polk, Powell, Pugh, Rice, Saulsbury, Sebas- 
tian, Seward, Slidell, Toombs, Wigfall, and Yulee—31. 

NAYS—Messrs. Anthony, Baker, Bigler, Bingham, 
Chander, Clark, Dixon, Doolittle, Durkee, Fessenden, 
Foster, Grimes, Hale, Sumner, Ten Eyck,Trumbull, Wade, 
Wilkinson, and Wilson—19. : 


So the decision of the Chair was sustained. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. | The question 
now is on the reading of the paper, on which the 
yeas and nays have been ordered, ang the Seere- 
tary will call the roll. aS 

‘The Secretary proceeded. to call the rolis =o 

Mr. BAKER (when his rame was called) said? 
Is the question on granting leave to read the 

aper? ; 


‘The PRESIDING OFFICER: Yes, sir. 
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: BAKER. If E uviderstand, the question. 
is Whether the Senator from, Mississippi has the: 
rightto havethe paperread asapartofhisspeech, 
orto read it himself. ot oei ea i E 

he PRESIDING OFFICER.: The- question 

ig on ordering the paper to be-read.  - : 
My. BAKER, « E vote ‘S yea.” o ech 

- Mr. COLLAMER, (when his namewas colled.) 

J desire to know whether the question.is whether 

this paper shall be read asa part of the gentleman *g. 

speech? so To we eos vee bts : 

TThe PRESIDING OFFICER. | The question 

on ordering: the paper to. be-read under the 


rules ise. ; 

Mr. COLLAMER. Do I understand the Chair 
to consider itia paper offered. as part of the pro- 
ceedings of the Senate? 
< The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under the rule, 
yes; ‘sir. : 
"Mr. COLLAMER., I vote ‘ nay.” 

‘Mr, FESSENDEN, (when his name. was 
called.) I desire, by permission of the Senate, to 
say one wordin explanation. I said, when Iwas 
up before, that if this was offered, as I understood 
it to be offered, as a part of the Senator’s speech, 
and merely to be read according to the ordinary 
courtesy of the Senate, I was in favor of it. 
understand ‘now the Chair to say, that itis offered 
to be read ‘as.a-paper on the table, and a part of 
the. procéedings of the Senate . If so, I. vote 

A : ; 


Mr: FOSTER, (when, his name was called.) I 
desire to say, with.the permission of the Senate, 
one word; and. that is, that 1 do not. understand 
thagweé can take this paper from the Senator from J 
Mississippi by our vote. Itis his paper. If the 

uestion were, whether the paper shouldbe among 

the archives of the Senate, I would vote ‘nay;” 

but regarding it as a question whether the paper 

shall.be read or not, and not believing that this 

Senate, by a unanimous vote, could make a pri- 

vate paper the progerty of the Senate, I must vote 
ca. 

he Secretary concluded the calling of the roll. 

_ Mr. BINGHAM. I desire to vote. I would 

vote yea if I understood the Senator from Missis- 

- sippi`to desire to have the paper read as a part of 
his speech; but if it is to be voted upon as a part 
of the proceedings of the Senate, I vote nay. 

The result was announced—yeas 36, nays.13; 
as follows: 


» WEAS-—Messrs. Baker, Benjamin, Bigler, Bright, Brown, 
‘Cameron, Clay, Clingman; Crittenden, Davis, Dixon, Doug- 
tas, Fitch, Fitzpatrick, Koster, Green, Gwin, Hate, Hemp- 
hill, Iverson, Kennedy, Latham, Mallory, Mason, Potk, 
Powell, Pugh, Rice, Saulsbury, Sebastian, Seward, Slidell, 
Toombs, Wisfall, Wilson, and ¥ulee—d6. S 

NAYS—Messrs. Bingham; Chandler, Clark, Collamer, 
Noolitde, Durkee; Fessenden, Harlan, King, Ten Eyck, 
Trumbull, Wade, and’ W ilkinson—13. 


i 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The motion is 
agreed to, and the Clerk will proceed to read the 
communication. 

The Clerk read it, as follows: 


WASHINGTON, January 1, 1861. 

Sim: We have the honor to acknowledge the receipt of 
your letter of the 30th of December, in reply to a note ad- 
dressed by us to you, on the 28th of the same month, as 
‘commissioners from South Carolina. 

“In reference to the declaration with which your reply 
commences, that your position as President of the United 
States was already defined in the message to Congress of 
the 3d instant;” that you possess ‘no power to change the 
relations heretofore existing”? between South Carolina and 
ithe United States,..“ muel less to acknowledge the inde- 
pendence of that State,” and that consequently you could 
meet üs only as private gentlemen of the highest character, 
with an entire willingness to communicate to Congress any 
proposition we might have to make, we deem it only ne- 
eessary to say that the State of South Carolina having, in 
the exercise of that great right of self-government which 
underlies altour political organizations, declared herself 
sovereign and independent, we, as her representatives, felt 
no special solicitude as to the character in which you might 
recognize us: 

Satisfied that the State had simply exercised her un- 
questionable right, we were prepared, in order to reach 
substantial good, to waive the formal considerations which 
your constitutional scruples mighthave prevented you from 
extending. We came here, therefore, expecting to be re- 
ceived as you did receive us, and perfectly content, with 
that entire willingness of which you assured us, to submit 
any proposition to Congress which we might have to make } 
upon the subject.of the independence of the State. That 
willingness was ample recognition of the condition of pub- 
Jic affairs, Which rendered our presence necessary. 

In this position, however, it is our duty both to the State 
which we represent and to ourselves, to correct several im- | 
portant misconceptions of our letter into which you have 
fallen. You say: 

cs qt was my earnest desire that such a disposition might 
be made of the whole subject by Congress, whe alone pos- 
gesses the power to prevent the inauguration of a civil war i 


| ing made this request foy explanation, we added: ** And, jj leged. 


eral forts.in 


between thé’parties in regard to the possession of the Fed: 
‘the harbor of Charleston; and-I therefore 
déeply regret that in your opinion the events ef the last 
twenty-four hours render this impossible.” 

:. We expréssed no such opinion; and the language which 
you quote 4s. ours is-altered in its sense by the omission of 
a most important part of the sentence. What we did say 
was: But the events of the last twenty-four hours render 
such an assurance impossible.” Place that ‘‘assurance,” 
as contained in our letter, in the sentence, and weare pre- 
pared to repeat. it. Again, professing to quote our lan- 
guage, you say: 

“rhus the authorities of South Carolina, without wait- 
ing or-asking for any explanation, and doubtless believing, 
as youwhave expressed it, that the oflicer had acted notonly 
without but against my orders,” &c. 
~ We expressed no such opinion in reference to the belief 
of the people of South Carolina. The language which you 
have quoted was applied solely and entirely to our assur- 
ances obtained here, and based, as-you Well know, upon 
your own declaration—a declaration which, at that time, 
it was impossible for the authorities of South Carolina to 
have known. 

But, without following this letter into all its details, we 
propose only to meet the chief points of the argument. 

Some weeks ago the State of South Carolina declared 
her intention, in the existing condition of public affairs, to 
secede from the United States. She calied a convention 
of her people to put her declaration in force. The conven- 
tion met and passed the ordinance of secession. All this 
you anticipated, and your course of action was thoroughly 
considered in yourannual message. You declared you had 
no right, and would notaticmpt, to coerce & seceding State. 
but that you were bound by your constitutional oath, and 
would defend the property of the United States within the 
borders of South Carolina, if an attempt was made to take 
itby force. Seeing very carly that this question of property 
was a difficult and delicate one, you manifested a desire to 
settle it withoat collision. You did not reinforce thé gar- 
rison in the harbor of Charleston. You removed adis- 
tinguished and veteran officer &om the command of Fort 
Moultrie because he attempted to increase his supply of 
ammunition. You refused tosend additional troops to the 
same garrison, when, applied for. by the officer appointed 
to succeed him. You accepted the resignation of the old- 
est and most eminent member of your Cabinet, rather than 
allow the garrison to be strengthened. You compelled an 
officer stationed at Fort Sumter to return immediately to 
the arsenal forty muskets which he had taken to arm his 
men. You expressed, not to one, but to many, of the most 
distinguished of our public characters, whose testimony 
will be placed upon the record whenever it is necessary, 
youranxiety for a peaceful termination of this controversy, 
and your willingness not to disturb the military status of 
the torts, if commissioncrs should be sent to the Govern- 
ment, whose communications you promised to submit to 
Congress. You received and acted on assurances from the 
highest official authorities of South Carolina that no attempt 
would be made to disturb your possession of the forts and 
property of the United States if you would not disturb their 
existing condition until the commissioners had been sent, 
and the attempt to negotiate had failed. You took from 
the members of the House of Representatives.a written 
memorandum that no such attempt should be made, “ pro- 
vided that no reinforcements shall be sent into those forts, 
and their relative military status shall remain as at present.” 
And although you attach no force to the acceptance of such 
a paper—although you “considered it as nothing more in 
effect than the promise of highly honorable gentlemen”— 
as an obligation on one side without corresponding obliga- 
tion on the other, it mast be remembered (if we are rightly 
informed) that you were pledged, if you everdid send rein- 
foreements, to return it to those from whom you had re- 
ceived it before you executed your resolution.” You sent 
orders to your officers commanding them strictly to follow 
a line of conduct in conformity with such an understand - 
ing. Besides all this, you had received formal and official 
notice rrom the Governor of South Carolina that we had 
appointed commissioners, and were on our way to 
Washington. You knew the implied condition underwhich 
we came; our arrival was notified to you, and an hour ap- 
pointed for an interview. 

We arrived in Washington on Wednesday, at three 
o'clock, and you appointed an interview with us at one the 
next day. Early on that day, (Thursday,) the news was 
received here of the movement of Major Anderson, That 
news was communicated to you immediately ; and you 
postponed our meeting until halt’ past two o’clock on Fri- 
day, in order that you might consult your Cabinet. On 
Friday we saw you; and we callcd upon you then to re- 
deem your pledge. You could not deny it. With the facts 
we have stated, and in the face of the crowning and con- 
elusive fact that your Secretary at War had resigned his 
seat in the Cabinet upou the publicly avowed ground that 
the action of Major Anderson had violated the pledged 
faith of the Government, and that unless the pledge was 
instantly redeemed he was dishonored, denial was impos- 
sible; you did not deny it. You do not deny it now ; but 
you seek to escape from its obligation on the grounds: first, 
that we terminated all negotiation by demanding, as a pre- 
liminary, the withdrawal of the United States troops from 
the harbor of Charleston; and, second, that the authorities 
of South Carolina, instead of asking explanation, and giv- 
ing you the opportunity to vindicate yourself, took posses- 
sion of other property of the United States. We will ex- 
amine both. 

In the first place, we deny positively that we have 
ever, in an} way, made any such demand. Our letter is 
in your possession ; it will stand by this on record. In it 
we inform you of the objects of our mission. We say that 
it would have been our duty to have assured you of our 
readiness to commence negotiations with the most earnest 
and anxious ,desire to settle all questions between us am- 
icably and to our mutual advantage; but that events had 
rendered that assurance impossible. We stated the events, 
and we said that until some satisfactory ex planation of these 
events was given us we could not proceed : and then, bav- 


in- conclusion, we would urge upon you the. immediate 


-withdtawal.of the troops from the harbor of Charleston. 


Under present circumstances, they are a standing menace, 
which renders negotiation impossible,” &c. ‘* Under pres- 
ent circumstances.” .Whatcireumstances? Why, clearly, 
the occupation of Fort Sumter and the disinantling of Fort 
Moultrie by Major Anderson, in the face of your pledges, 
and without explanation or practical disavowal. And there 
is nothing in the letter which would or could have pre- 
vented you from declining to withdraw the troops and of- 
fering the restoration of the status to which you were 
pledged if such. had been your desire. It would have been 
wiser and better, in our opinion, to bave withdrawn the 
troops; and this opinion we urged upon you, but-we de- 
manded nothing but suctvan explanation of. the events of 
the last twenty-four hours aswould restore our confidence 
in the spirit with which the negotiations should be con- 
ducted. 

In relation to the withdrawal of the troops from the har- 
bor, we are compelled, however, to notice one passage of 
your letter. Referring to it, you say: : 

“This I cannot do. This I wilt not do. Such an idea 
was never thought of by me in any possible contingency. 
No allusion to it had ever been made in any communica- 
tion between myself and any human being.” - 

Jn reply to this statement, we are compelled to say that 
your conversation with us left upon our minds the distinct 
impression that you did seriously contemplate the with- 
drawal of the troops from Charleston harbor. And in sup- 
port of this impression, we would add that we have the 
positive assurance of gentlemen of the highest possible pub- 
lic reputation and the most unsullied integrity—-men whose 
name and fame, secured by long service and patriotic 
achievement, place their testimony beyond cavil—that such 
suggestions had been made to and urged upon you by them, 
and had formed the subject of more than one earnest dis- 
cussion with you. Andit wasthis knowledge that induced 
us to urge upon vou a policy which had to recommend itits 
own wisdom and the might of such authority. 

As to the second point—that the authorities of South 
Carolina, instead of asking explanations, and giving you 
opportunity to vindicate yourself, took possession of other 
property ofthe United States—we would observe : 1. That 
even if'this were so, it does not avail you for defense, for 
the opportunity for decision was afforded you before these 
facts occurred. We arrived in Washington on Wednesday : 
the news from Major Anderson reached here early on 
Thursday, and was immediately communicated to you. 
All that day men of the highest consideration; men who 
had striven successfully to lift you to your great office ; who 
had been your tried and true friends through the troubles 
of your tdministration, sought you and entreated you to 
act—to act at once, ‘They told you that every bour com- 
plicated your position, ‘Fhey ouly asked you to give the 
assurance, if the facts were so; that if the commander had 
acted without and against your orders, and in violation of 
your pledges, you would restore the status you had pledged 
your honor to maintain. You refused to decide. Your 
Secretary of War, your immediate and proper adviser in 
this whole matter, waited anxiously for your decision until 
he felt that delay was becoming dishonor. More than 
twelve hours passed, and two Cabinet meetings had ad- 
journed before you Knew what the authorities of South 
Carolina bad done, and your prompt decision at any mo- 
ment of that time would have avoided the subsequent com- 
plications. 

But, if you had known the acts of the authorities of 
South Carolina, should that have prevented your keeping 
your faith? What was the condition of things? For the 
jast sixty days you have had in Charleston harbor not force 
cnough to hold the forts against an equal enemy. Two of 
them were empty; one of those two, the most important 
in the harbor. It could have been taken at any time. You 
ought to know better than any man that itwould have been 
taken, but for the efforts of those who put their trust in 
your honor. Believing that they were threatened by Fort 
Sumter especially, the people were with difficulty re- 
strained from securing without blood the possession of this 
important fortress. After many and reiterated assurances 
given on your behalf, which we cannot believe unauthor- 
ized, they determined to forbear, and in good faith sent on 
their commissioners to negotiate with you. They meant 
you no harm—wished you no ill. They thought of you 
kindly, believed you truc, and were willing, as far as was 
consistent with duty, to spare you unnecessary and hostile 
collision. Scarcely had these commissioners left than 
Major Anderson whged war. No other words will describe 
his action. It was nota peaceful change from one fort to 
another: it wasa hostile act in the highest sense, and only 
justified in the presence of a superior enemy, and in immi- 
nent peril. He abandoned his position, spiked his guns, 
burnt his gun-carriages, made preparations for the destruc- 
tion of his post, and withdrew under cover of the night to 
a safer position. This was war. No-man could have be- 
lievgl (without your assurance) that any officer could have 
taken such a step, “not only without orders, but against 
orders.” 

What the State did was in simple self-defense ; for this 
act, with all its attending circumstances, was as much war 
as firing a volley; and war being thus begun, until those 
commencing it explained theiraction and disavowed their 
intention, there was no room for delay $ and even at this 
moment, while we are writing, it is more than probable, 
from the tenor of your letter, that reinforcements are hur- 
rying on to the conflict, so that when the first gun shall be 
fired there will have been, on your part, one continuous, 
consistent seriés of actions, commencing in a demonstra- 
tion essentially warlike, supported by regular reinforce- 
ment, and terminating in defeat or victory. And all this 
without the slightest provocation; for, among’ the many 
things which you have said, there is one thing you cannot 
say—you have waited anxiously for news from the seat of 
war, in hopes that delay would furnish some excuse for this 
precipitation. But this “tangible evidence of a design to 
proceed to a hostile act, on the part of the authorities of 
South Carolina,” which isthe only justification of. Major 
Anderson, you are forced to admit, ‘‘has not yet been al- 
» But you have decided; you have resolved to hold 
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by foree what you have obtained through our misplaced con- 
fidence; and by refusing to disavow the action of Major 
Anderson, have converted his violation of orders into a le- 
gitimate act of your executive authority. Be the issue what 
it may, of this we are assured, that if Fort Moultrie has 
been recorded in history as a memorial of Carolina gal- 
tantry, Fort Sumter will live upon the succceding page as 
an imperishable testimony of Carolina faith. 

By your course you have probably rendered civil war in- 
evitable. Be itso. Ifyou choose to force this issue upon 
us, the State of South Carolina will accept it; and relying 
upon Him who is the God of Justice as well as the God of 
Hosts, will endeavor to perforin the great duty which lics 
before her hopefally, bravely, and thoroughly. 

Our mission being one for negotiation and peace, and 
your note leaving us without hope of a withdrawal of the 
troops from Fort Sumter, or of the restoration of the status 
quo existing at the time of our arrival, and intimating, as 
we think, your determination to reinforce the garrison in 
the harbor of Charleston, we respectfully inform you that 
we propose returning to Charleston to-morrow afternoon. 

We have the honor to be, sir, very respectfully, your 
obedient servants, R. W. BARNWELL, 

J. H. ADAMS, 
JAMES L. ORR, 
Commissioners. 
To His Excellency the Prestpent United States. 


Mr. DAVIS. Now read the indorsement. 
The Clerk read the indorsement, as follows: 
EXECUTIVE MANSION, 3} 0’clock, Wednesday. 

This paper, just presented to the President, is of such a 
character that he declines to receive it. 

Mr. DAVIS. Mr. President, an episode is 
said to delay the progress, but not to change the 
character of a poem. Certainly a very long epi- 
sode has been introduced into the remarks which 
I have proposed this morning to make; and they 
do change the conclusion to which I would have 
arrived. I feel, now even more than before, pity 
for the Executive of the United States. When a 
proposition was made to read a paper as a part 
of the remarks which I proposed to submit, the 
Senator from New York appears taking charge 
of the Executive and protecting him from a con- 
structive rebuke by the Senate. Sorrowful, in- 
deed, is the position of that Executive, so lately 
borne to the high office which he holds upon the 
shoulders of the great Democracy of the country, 
when he must turn to the Senator from New York 
to protect him from them. But I know that new 
converts are always zealous. They haveanexcess 
of zeal, which has grown even to a proverb, To 
that excess of zeal E am willing to attribute the 
discourtesy to which I made a harsh reply this 
morning. 

But Lask, when the peace of the country was 
at stake, when all men who love the Government 
we inherit from our fathers looked anxiously to 
a peaceful solution, why, if mistaken in the char- 
acter of the paper of these commissioners, did 
this paper (harsh, I admit, in some of its terms) 
nol change the purpose of the President? Why 
did he not then call upon them for the means by 
which peace may be restored to South Carolina? 
Thus he would ‘have initiated a measure which 
might have led to beneficial results. Thus he 
might have turned the threatening brow of civil 
war away. Then we should not have stood as 
we do to-day, waiting hourly for what the tele- 
graph may bring, to decide whether we have 
peace or war in our land. 

I did not intend this morning, however, tg have 
protracted my remarks so as to have intekfered 
with the Senator from Massachusetts, [Mr. i 
son.] I senta page to him, and offered tọ re- 
sign the floor; butt learned from him that he did 
not wish to occupy it to-day. I have already 
occupied the floor some time, though I was not 
upon it discussing a question raised in my own 
case,in which I have verified the proverb that 
“our curses sometimes do a blessing prove;” for 
whut I intended to have read and incorporated in 
my own remarks, the Senator from New York 


has taken from tliat hiding-place where men might | 


never have found it, and brought it out into the 
broad light of the Senate Journal. I thank him. 
But there was a special order for to-day — 
Mr. BIGLER. If the Senator will permit me. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Sen- 
ator from Mississippi yield the floor? 
Mr. DAVIS. Certainly. 
Mr. BIGLER. It is half past two o’clock and 
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more. 1 presume the Senator does not wish to 
address the Senate further to-day on this subject. 

Mr. DAVIS. At some time I do. 

Mr. BIGLER. Then, with his permission, I 
will move to postpone this subject until one o’clock 
to-morrow, 

Mr. GWIN. I hope, then, that we shall take 
up the special order, which was postponed by the 
reading of the message. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Itis moved to 
postpone the further consideration of the message 
and accompanying documents until one o’clock 
to-morrow. - 

The motion was agreed to. - 


COMMITTEE SERVICE. 


On motion of Mr. CHANDLER, it was 


Ordered, That the Vice President be requested to fill the 
vacancy on the Committee of Commerce, occasioned by 
the resignation of Mr. Hamlin. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representa- 
tives by Mr. Flays, Chief Clerk, announced that 
the House had passed a bill (No. 554) to ex- 
tend the right of appeal from decisions of circuit 
courts to the Supreme Court of the United States, 
in which the concurrence of the Senate was re- 
quested. 


LEGISLATIVE APPROPRIATION BILL, ETC. 


. The message further announced that the Housé 
had passed a bill (No. 892) making appropria- 
tions for the legislative, executive, and judicial 
expenses of the Government, for the year ending 
June 30, 1862, in which the concurrence of the 
Senate was requested. 


PRINTING OF A DOCUMENT. 


The message further announced that the House 
had ordered this day the printing of a letter from 
the Secretary of the Navy, transmitting, in com- 
pliance with a resolution of the House, a report 
of the superintendent of ordnance at the Wash- 
ington navy-yard, on rifled cannon and the arm- 
ament of ships-of-war—ordered at twelve o’clock 
and fifteen minutes. 

HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 

The following bills from the House of Repre- 
sentatives were severally read twice by their titles, 
and referred as indicated below: 

A bill (No. 554) to extend the right of appeal 
from decisions of circuit courts to the Supreme 
Court of the United States—to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

A bill (No. 892) making appropriations for the 
legislative, executive, and judicial expenses of the 
Government for the year ending June 30, 1862—- 
to the Committee on Finance. 


SLAVERY QUESTION. 
Mr. CRITTENDEN. Mr. President, I rise 


for the purpose of moving that the resolution 
which I believe was left as the unfinished busi- 


ness on the last day of our session, be taken up, | 


and that all other business be postponed. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will 
state to the Senator that that is the unfinished 
business, and comes up as the business now in 
order before the Senate. 

The Senate resumed, as in Committee of the 
Whole, the consideration of the joint resolution 


| (S. No. 54) proposing certain amendments to the 


Constitution of the United States. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. I presume, sir, as a 
matter of course, that the question will be taken 
on the distinct articles which are proposed as 
amendments to the Constitution. I hope, there- 
fore, that the question will be first taken on the 
first article. 

Mr. CLARK. I move now to strike outall the 
preamble of the resolutions, and all after the word 
‘s resolved,” in the first resolution, and add what 
l sent to the Chair this morning and requested to 
be printed, as an amendment. 

Mr. IVERSON. I desire to ask the Chair | 
whether the Florida claims bill was not made a 
special order for to-day? 


i 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. There -were 
thtee special orders for to-day, as the Secretary 
informs the Chair. The first one was postponed 
until to-morrow; the second one is the one now. 
under consideration; and the third is the bill <S. 
No.. 230). declaratory of the acts. carrying into 
effect the ninth article of the treaty between the 
United States and Spain. ; eh 

Mr. IVERSON. - If the Senate will allow me, 
1 will move to take that bill up, in order to post- 
pone it and make ita special order for another 
day, so as to get it out of the way. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
unanimous consent. oe s 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. As I understand, the 
Senate has agreed to take up these resolutions: 

Mr: IVERSON. It will take but a moment. I 
merely want to postpone the bill to another day. 

Mr. WILSON. Pinoys to postpone the für- 
ther consideration of this joint resolution until 
half past twelve o’clock to-morrow. ; 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Sen- 
ator accept that motion? 

Mr. IVERSON. What is it? ; 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. To postpone 
the further consideration of the joint resolution 
until half past twelve o’clock to-morrow. 

Mr. IVERSON. Ihave nothing to do with the 
resolution of the Senator from Kentucky. i 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair un- 
derstood the Senator to refer to it. The question 


It requires 


‘is on the motion to postpone the further consid- 


eration of the joint resolution now under consid- 
eration, until half past twelve o’clock to-morrow. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. Why? I should like to 
know of gentlemen. If there is any special rea- 
son for it, J might be disposed to acquiesce. 

Mr. CLARK. I wish that it might be post- 
poned. f introduced certain resolutions this 
morning which were ordered to be printed, and 
have now gone to the Printer; and I cannot get 
a copy, so as to move them as an amendment. 

M CRITTENDEN. Itisallthe better for 
us all. 

i Mr. CLARK. It may be; but I desire to have 
them. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is the Senate 
ready for the question? ~ f 

Mr. PUGH. Is the question on postponing the 
joint resolution? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question 
is on postponing the resolution now under con- 
sideration, until to-morrow at half past twelve 
o’clock. 

Mr. PUGH. Lhope not. I think it is high 
time that we had taken a decisive vote. The 
President urges it upon us. Every Senator must 
see that we are to go in one direction or another, 
and to goatonce. We heard the amendment of 
the Senator from New Hampshire read this morn- 
ing. We know what itis. We can easily vote 
whether or not we will substitute it, Senators 
may speak upon other resolutions connected with 
this subject; but I hope that we shall have a vote, 
and have it now; and if there is not a constitu- 
tional majority to carry these amendments, let us 
try some other proposition. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question 
is on the postponement of the joint resolution. 

Mr. SUMMONS. Ihave not heard the prop- 


| osition read yet. I did not happen to be in when 


it was presented. 

Mr. PUGH. Which proposition? 

Mr. SIMMONS. The one offered by the Sen- 
ator from New Hampshire. We have not had 
the President’s message printed yet either. There 
appears to be unusual haste about this matter. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The further 
consideration of that subject was postponed until 
to-morrow. 

Mr. BIGLER. 1 sincerely hope that this mo- 
tion to postpone will not prevail. ` If ever. we in- 
tend to act upon these resolutions atall, we ought 
to do it promptly. If they are to be of any ser- 
vice to the country, we all know they must be 
considered immediately. The Senator from New 
Hampshire can offer the manuscript amendment, 
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‘and the Senate can.understand it at once, and..be 
prepared to act upon it. Ido not think that isa 
“sufficient reason for the postponement of à meas- 

ure sọ vitally important. As has been'said by the 

Senator from Ohio, if this proposition be not agree- 

able; the time has arrived when. we ought to con- 
sider some measure. I trust the proposition of 
the Senator from’ Kentucky will be considered 
now; that we will-proceed in good earnest, and 
adhere to that consideration.until the Senate has 
arrived at a determination. ` 
tis utterly unnecessary for me, or any other 
Jenator;to attempt to picture the condition of our 
once happy country. We are in imminent peril. 
The Government even isin danger. The whole 
country is deeply agitated. Mutual exasperation 
is inflaming the whole land. Sir, 1 feel that every 
other question sinks into insignificance compared 
with that embodied in the proposition of the Sen- 
ator from Kentucky; and {í will only repeat that 
action ought to be had on his proposition as it 
now stands; for you will remember it contem- 
plates, first, getting an expression from the peo- 
ple in order that his amendments may be adonted 
‘by a two-thirds vote in Congress, and submitted 
to the States for ratification. We have now but 
about seven weeks remaining of the session; and 
unless we act promptly, it will be idle to act upon 
the proposition of the Senator from Kentucky at 
all. There will be no time to get the sense of the 
people, and afterwards act upon these proposed 
amendments, `I therefore trust that no Senator 
will ask a postponement; that no other business 
will be interposcd—the Pacific railroad bill or any- 
thing else—but that we shall proceed to consider 
this great quéstion that involves the peace of the 
country, and that we shall adhere to that consid- 
eration late and carly until we have decided, and, 
I trust, decided happily. 

‘Sir, I feel deeply the impression that we have 
already neglected this great question. Iam one 
of those who believe that there is a political and 
moral influence in this city, to save the country 
from civil war, and the Union from dissolution; 
and the hour has come when men must assume 
the responsibility and act. I cannot believe that 
there is a member of this body who is not pre- 
pared to act, and, I trust, act with the utmost de- 
sire to reclaim our country from its unhappy con- 
dition.. Lam not willing, for one, even as threat- 
ening as the aspects are, to conclude that itis too 
late.” It is never too late to struggle for this great 
cowntry, for this Union under which we have 
grown and prospered as yo other people ever did 

efore on the face of the earth. For one, I shall 
not be willing to consider any other proposition; 
avd [say that, intended more especially for. my 
friend from California, [Mr. Gwin,] who is anx- 
jous to get upi his railroad bill. For one, I shall 
insist upor final action upon these questions that 
concern the peace of the country, before we at- 
tempt to consider anything else. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. Mr. President, if any fu- 

ture Gibbon shall describe the decline and fall of 
this great Republic, he will date that fall from the 
rejection of the resolutions offered by the Senator 
from Kentucky. I believe, firmly attached as I 
am to the Union of these States, that if those prop- 
ositions are rejected by this Senate, peace will 
Have fied the land, and it will in future bein vain 
that we sing hosannas to the Union. I hope we 
shall have a vote now, that the country may know 
whether there is patriotism enough in the Senate, 
whether there isasincere love enough of the Union 
actuating the minds and governing the action of 
Senators here, to save it by the adoption of these 
resolutions, ; 
Twill not detain the Senate. I feel that the 
moment is an important one. I feel that the 
very continuance of this Government rests upon 
the adoption of these resolutions; and I hope that 
we shall proceed to vote upon them. 

Mr. CLARK. Mr. President, I introduced 
certain resolutions to the notice of the Senate at 
the commencement of the session to-day. I gave 
notice that I would move them as an amendment 


to the resolutions of the Senator from Kentucky, . 


and asked that they might be printed. The Sen- 
ate ordered them to be printed. The manuscript 
went to the Secretary of the Senate, and has gone 
into the hands of the Printer. Ihave no manu- 
script, nor any copy of these resolutions, for the 
information of the Senate as to the amendment I 
desire to make; and, therefore, my amendment 
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cannot be ‘acted on now if these resolutions are. 


pressed. I feel the importance of the occasion, 
Me. President, but I do not believe that am hour 
or two this afternoon will be the. salvation of the 
country; and I do not think that. we shall receive 
any detriment if we postpone these resolutions 
until to-morrow, in order to act on the amend- 
ment which I propose. I cannot offer it now any 
further to the Senate because f have not the amend- 
ment in my possession. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Itis moved to 
postpone the further consideration of the resolu- 
tion until to-morrow. : 

Mr. POWELL. Before that motion is put, I 
will ask the unanimous consent of the Senate to 
propose an amendment to the first article pro- 
posed by my colleague. The amendment carries 
out the Intention of the draftsman of the resolu- 
tion. My colleague will accept it. 

Mr. SIMMONS. I should like to hear the 
amendment read. ` 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary’ 


will report the amendment. , 

The Scerctary read it: to insert in line fourteen 
of the first article of the resolution, after the word 
“ territory,” the words, ‘ now held or hereafter 
to be acquired;”’ so that it will read: 

In all the territory now held or hereafter to be acquired 
south of said line of latitude, &e. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It will not be 
in order to act upon that amendment unless by 
common consent. 

Mr. POWELL. I understand it was received 
by common consent. I hear no objection. 

Mr. SIMMONS and Mr.GRIMES. I object. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. I accept the amend- 
ment, if I have a right to do so. 

Mr. POWELL. My colleague accepts the 
amendment. 

Mr. SIMMONS. That does not make ita part 
of the resolution. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will 
state to the Senator from Kentucky that it is not 
competent for his colleague to accept it except by 
the action of the Senate. The amendment lics 
over under the rules. 

Mr. WADE, Let us hear it read. 
know what it is. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Clerk will 
read the amendment. 

Mr. SIMMONS. Let him read the article 
with the proposed amendment in, in order to let 
us see how it will read. 

The Secretary read it, as follows: 


Arr. 1. In all the territory of the United States now held 
or hereafter acquired, situate north of latitude 36° 30/, sta- 
very or involuntary servitude, except as a punishment for 
crime, is prohibited, while such territory shali remain under 
territorial government. In all the territory now held, or 
hereafter to be acquired, south of said line of latitude, sla- 
very of the African race is hereby recognized as existing, 
and shall not be interfered with by Congress; but shall be 
protected as property by all the departments of the terri- 
torial government during its continuance ; and when any 
territory, north or south of said line, within such bound- 
aries as Congress may preseribe, shall contain the popula- 
tion requisite fora member of Congress, according to the 
then Federal ratio of representation of the people of the 
United States, it shall, if its form of government be repub- 
lican, be admitted into the Union on an equal footing with 
the original States, with or without slavery, as the consti- 
tution of such new State may provide. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Objection be- 
ing made, it will not be in order to consider the 
amendment now; and the question recurs on the 
motion to postpone the further consideration of 
the joint resolution until to-morrow at half-past 
twelve o’clock. 

The motion was agreed to. 

RAILROAD TO TIE PACIFIC. 

Mr. BIGLER. As the Senator from Califor- 
nia (Mr. Gwry] is absent at present, and I know 
he is very anxious to get up the bill, I will sub- 
mit a motion that the Senate now proceed to the 
consideration of the Pacific railroad bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That bill was 
postponed until to-morrow. . 

Mr. BIGLER. I know that; but we can re- 
sume its consideration to-day. 

Mr. MASON. I understood it was postponed 
until to-morrow. 

Mr.BIGLER. That is true; butitis perfectly 
competent for the Senate to reverse that decision 
and take up the bill, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The motion 
must be to reconsider the vote postponing the bill 


I do not 


|| until to-morrow. 


Mr. BIGLER. J will put it in that shape. 

Mr. MASON. T hope not. I want to geta 
vote on the resolution which I offered on Satur- 
day; and which I attempted to get up this morn- 
ing, calling for information from the Secretary of 
War. I hope, therefore, that this motion will not 
be agreed to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Sen- 


‘ator from Pennsylvania insist on his motion to 


reconsider the vote postponing the bill for the 
construction of the Pacific railroad until to-mor- 


row? 

Mr. BIGLER. Ido. 

Mr. IVERSON. [ask for the yeas and nays 
on that motion. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and being 
taken, resulted—yeas 33, nays 18; as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Anthony, Baker, Bigler, Bingham, 
Cameron, Chandler, Clark, Collamer, Davis, Doolittle, Fes- 
senden, Foot, Foster, Grimes, Gwin, Hale, Harlan, Jobn- 
son of Tennessee, Kennedy, King, Latham, Mallory, Nich- 
olson, Pugh, Rice, Seward, Simmons, Sumner, Ten Eyck, 
Thomson, Wade, Wilkinson, and Wilson-—33. 

NAYS—Meegsrs. Benjamin, Bragg, Bright, Clay, Cling- 
man, Crittenden, Fitch, Fitzpatrick, Green, Hemphill, Iver- 
son, Lane, Mason, Powell, Sauisbury, Slidell, Toombs, and 
Yuiec—18. ` 

So the motion to reconsider the vote postponing 
the further consideration of the bill until to-mor- 
row was agreed to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Fosterin 
the chair.) The question now recurs on the ori- 
ginal motion to postpone the further consideration 
of the bill until to-morrow at half past twelve 
o'clock. 

The motion was not agreed to. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill is now 
before the Senate. ‘ 


FLORIDA CLAIMS. 


Mr. IVERSON. I rise to a point of order. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator 
from Georgia will please state his point of order. 

Mr. IVERSON. I desirato know whether this 
bill is now in order in preference to any other. Į 
do not understand itto be the unfinished business 
of the last sitting. It was taken up; but there is 
a prior order set for to-day, and I think that of 
course must crowd this out. 

Mr. GWIN. The Pacific railroad bill is before 
the Senate. 

Mr. IVERSON. If the Senator will allow me 
to take up the other order, I will move to post- 
pone it, in order to avoid any further difficulty, to 
some future day. Ithink it is entitled to pre- 
eedence, being a special order set for to-day. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill which 
was the special order for one o’clock was the bill 
declaratory of the acts for carrying into effect the 
ninth article of the treaty between the United 
States and Spain. That was the bill specially 
appointed for one o’clock this day. 

Mr. IVERSON. The railroad bill was set for 
the same time; but of course the Florida claims 
bill crowded that out, and now comes up as a 
matter of course in precedence of all others. Does 
the Chair consider that bill now before the Sen- 
ate? 

The PRESIDING OFTICER, In the opinion 
of the Chair, as itis the oldest special order, it 
will stand first in the order of business. 

Mr. IVERSON. Then I move to postpone it 
until Wednesday, the 23d of this month, and 
make it the special order for that day at one 
o’clogk. 


THe motion was agreed to. 
RAILROAD TO THE PACIFIC. 
Mr. GWIN. I now move to take up the Pa- 


cific railroad bill. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate re- 
sumed the consideration of the bill (H. R. No. 
701) to secure contracts, and make provision for 
the safe, certain, and more speedy transportation, 
by railroad, of mails, troops, munitions of war, 
military and naval stores, between the Atlantic 
States and those of the Pacific, and for other pur- 
poses; the pending question being on the amend- 
ment of Mr. Brace to add to the end of the first 
section the following: 


Nor until said acts of incorporation shall have been sub- 
mitted to and approved by the Congress of the United 
States. 


So that the proviso will read: 


Provided further, That the said persons and their asso- 
ciates shall not be or become vested with any grant, right, 


e 
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orinterest, intended to be secured by the provisions of this 
act, otherwise than in a corporate character and capacity, 
to be first acquired by them, or such of them as shall ac- 
cept the terms and conditions of this act, within the terri- 
torial and State jurisdictions into and through which the 
railroad contemplated by this act shall be constructed, nor 
until said acts of incorporation shall have been submitted 
to and approved by the Congress of the United States. 


Mr. WILKINSON... I move that this bill be 
referred toa select committee of five members, It 
seems to me, the bill is so imperfect as it came 
from the House, that for the Senate to go on at 
this time and consider it, would make necessary 
so many amendments, and so much alteration in 
the bill, that the safest and most direct way to 
perfect it is to refer it to a select committee, so 
that it may be carefully considered. 

Mr. GWIN. I hope the Senate will not adopt 
the motion of the Senator from Minnesota. I be- 
lieve that if this bill is taken from before the Sen- 
ate, it will be its destruction during this session; 
and I ask every friend of the Pacific railroad to 
stand by the bill as itis, and keep it before the | 
Senate. It can be amended, if, in the opinion of 
the majority of the Senate, it is nota perfeet bill, 
just as well when it is under consideration in the 
Senate. 

As to the idea of referring it to a select com- 
mittee, why, sir, it has been before six select com- 
mittees of this body already in the last eight or 
nine years, and every one of those bills was be- 
fore the select committee of the lower House 
when they reported this bill. If we were to sit 
upon the bill until doomsday we could get no more 
information than there is now on the files of the 
Senate. We have gottwenty Pacific railroad bills 
now on the fiies of the Senate, to which any mem- 
ber can refer if necessary to make an amendment 
to the bill before the Senate. This motion seems 
to me to be destructive to any action on the Pa- 
cific railroad bill during this session. There are 
motions now to amend that bill, and it can be per- | 
fected by the time the vote is taken ggpon them, 
as much as it will be by reference to a committee. 
I have served for years and years as chairman of 
a select committee on the subject. We have 
spent days and weeks of labor in maturing bills 
which are now on the files of the Senate. One 
that was reported during the last session of Con- 
gress is now the first bill in order regularly on 
the files of the Sevate; and } undertake to say that 

| no committee of this body will ever make a more 
perfect bill in its details than that. The great 
question of difference now is in regard to the num- 
ber of routes, and we can settle that as well here 
before the Senate as we can by a sclect commit- 
tee. I hope, therefore, that the bill will not be 
destroyed by being referred to a select committee. 

Mr. BRAGG. According to the Senator from 
California, it seems that this body is to take the 
bill as it comes from the House of Representa- 
tives, and no other bill. Now, sir, 1 do not un- 
derstand that sort of legislation or that sort of 
management. 

Mr. GWIN. I said nothing of the sort. I 
said the bill could be amended. | 

Mr. BRAGG. I beg the Senator’s pardon. I! 
know he said the bill could be amended, and Iam | 
going on to give the reasons why I thinkit ought | 
to Lereferred toa committee. The mere fact that 
itcomes from the other branch of Congressaffords 
no reason, it seems to me, in this body, why we 
ought not to take the same course with itas we 
do with other bills of an important character. | 
This is a bill of a very important nature. It in- | 
volves a large expenditure of money and of means | 

l 
t 
| 


by this Government. Now, I shall not go into | 
the matter at all, nor do-I propose at any time, | 
perhaps, to go into the question as to the number | 
of railroads which shall be constructed; but when | 
this bill was before the Senate the other day, | 
various objections were presented, and some of | 
them, I think, of a very substantial character; 
and it was the evident sense of the body that the | 
bill did require amendment in several important | 
particulars. Nobody knows better than my ex- | 
perienced friend from California that, when divers į 
amend ments are puttoa bill, they in some degree |i 
disarrange and disorder the bill itself, and that it 
becomes necessary, when those amendments are 
made, to examine with care in order to see how 
the bill will workafter the amendments have been || 
put upon it. , f 

I take it for granted, from what occurred in the |} 
Senate on Saturday, that this bill will be amended, | 


‘as it is attempted to hurry it through now. 


and ought to be amended, in several very import- 
ant particulars; and after that is done, as I think 
it ought to be done, and I hope it will be done— 
and | think the Senate evinced a disposition to do 
it on Saturday—it is requisite that it should go to 
a committee, in order that we may not have con- 
fusion produced, and contradictions in the bill. 
It is a long and elaborate bill, and I care not what 
the Senator may say as to the number of similar 
bills that have been before this body, this bill is 
so framed as to require amendment, and I think 
the Senate will amend it. They have already 
amended it in one particular; and the best place 
to see, first, whether amendments ought to be 
put on, and next, how to arrange the whole bill, 
so as to make the amendments congruous, is a 
select committee. We are not able here to see 
what amendments are necessary in order to per- 
fect a bill after we once alter it; and it is abso- 
lutely necessary—indispensable almost—that the 
bill, with amendments, should go toa committee,: 
in order that this state of confusion may not be 
produced. I hope, therefore, that the motion 
made by the honorable Senator on the other side 
will prevail. I have no idea-that it will result in 
the way the Senator from California says it will 
result. I see no reason why it should result in 
that way. I see no reason why we should hurry 
this bill through this body, particularly at this 
time, and with the hot haste with which it is 
pressed. Jt is an important measure. It is due 
to the country, and to the whole country, tum- 
bling to pieces as it is now, that this bill should 
not be hurried through under the circumstances, 
t 
ought to be considered, and well considered. In- 
stead of that, we are met on every occasion here 
with the objection that this bill has been before 
the other Housc; that it has passed there; and 
appeals are made to gentlemen who are in favor 
of a Pacific railroad, to stand by this bill, and 
nothing else. Is that the proper spirit of legis- 
lation in the Senate of the United States? With 
all proper respect for my friend from California, 
I say that it is not. 

I hope that the motion ‘will prevail, and that 
this bill, with the various amendments offered, 
will be allowed to go to a committee; and I sup- 
pose, upon thatcommittee, there will probably be 
a majority in favor of the bill. Itcan be consid- 
ered, it can be arranged, and it can be reported 
to the body. But as it is now—in the way my 
friend is endeavoring to hurry through this bill— 
we are legislating in a great degree in the dark. 
I want the test of a committee as applied to this 
bill. It is a patch-work concern. I care not 
where it was got up. Thereare objections to it; 
and the more we consider it, and discuss it, and 
examine it, the more manifest will those objec- 
tions be made, I think. I want to have the aid 
ofa committee to examine this bill deliberately, 
t6 sce where it ought to be amended. 

Mr.GWIN. The Senator has answered him- 
self in his own speech. He here moves to refer 
this bill to a select committec, in order to exam- 
ine it, and to examine the amendments of the Sen- 
ate, when the Senate has put but one amendment 
on it. He says the bill has been urged by its 
friends. Why, Mr. President, we have had but 
one day during this whole session to consider it; 
and I appeal to the Senate if there has been any 


| importunity exhibited by the friends of the bill to 


press it through improperly withouta fair discus- 
sion. 
would come back from that committee and be con- 
sidered here probably for weeks; and that is one 
of the very means adopted by the Senator from 
North Carolina, who is an enemy to any species 
of Pacific railroad bill. A thousand committees 
could not frame a bill that he would vote for. It 
is part of the tactics of the encmies of this meas- 
ure to refer it to a select committee; and when it 
comes back to the Senate, it will have to undergo 
thesamediscussionas heretofore. A few yearsago 
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If it were to go toa select committee, it | 


we discussed a bill reported by a select commit- į 
tec after elaborate investigation. It was discussed | 


in the Senate for six wecks—that very bill re- 
ported by the select committee, who examined 
the subject with as much attention as any com- 
mittee can now. After six weeks’ discussion, 
when we had done precisely what the Senator 
says should be done with this bill; that is, after 


i discussion and amendment in the Senate, we then 


had the bill as amended printed, in order that we 


could consideritasa whole; and séethattheaiiend- 
ments conformed to the original bill. If-this bill 
shall be amended in the Senate; and ‘those amend~ 
ments be material, I shall, when.the proper time! 
comes, be in favor of printing the bill as amended, 
in order that we may.examine and sée that there 
18 no incongruity between the amendments -and 
the original bill. : Shes 

Buf, Mr. President, if this bill isevertaken from 
before the Senate at this period of the session, it 
is utterly impossible that we can bring it forward 
again under as favorable auspices- as at present. 
Weare all ready to vote on the amendments— 
they are before. us—offered by-the.Senator from 
Minnesota.and others. There are various amend- 
ments which the Senator from North Carolina 
notified us he would offer. The Senator from: 
Missouri indicated amendments. ‘We are ready 
to act on them now... Here is the bill. You can 
strike out all of it from the enacting clause, and 
insert whatever you please. If it is now referred 
to-a select committee, itis the destruction of the 
measure. i 5 Ean 

Mr. GREEN. I am not particular about re- 
ferring this bill to a select. committee; I am per- 
fectly willing to consider it in the Senate; but 
there is one point which strikes me with a litle 
surprise, and to that I wish to cal] the attention of 
the Senator from California. In the thirty-sixth 
ling of the first section, there must be a mistake. 
It makes a donation of “ every alternate section 
of land within one mile of such railroad line;’’ but 
when we get to the fifty-eighth and fifty-ninth 
lines of the same section, it reserves from sale the 
sections within six miles of the road. Is thata 
misprint, or a mistake, or what is it? 

Mr. GWIN. Those lands are to be reserved, 
J presume, until the selection of the sections within 
one mile can be made. 

Mr. GREEN. Then I must say this: the south- 
ern road which passes through Texas.of course 
gets Texas land; when it passes through the 
‘Territory of the United States, it gets United 
States land; from El Paso to the castern line of 
California, it gets ten sections of land to thé mile, 
and from that point to San Francisco it gets six 
sections of land to the mile, while the central route 
gets but one section of land to the mile. Ido not 
think that fair treatment. I think itought to have 
the same amount of land as the other, and I wish 
to call the Senator’s attention to that, because, 
from the form of the bill, I supposed it was a 
misprint. 

J must make this other additional remark: that 
while the subject of a Pacific railroad has been 
considered for twelve years, this identical bill has 
never been considered. [twas noteven considered 
in the House. It was passed under the whip 
and spur of the previous question, without a word 
of debate. So far as my information extends, and 
so far as the Journal of the proceedings in that 
body indicates, and in this body, the general scope 
and tenor of the bill has not been discussed—only. 
a few points to which our attention has been 
called by several members. Now, I want this 
bill put in a proper shape, and I want the central 
route to get an equivalent to what the southern 
route gets. Capitalists will not take hold of itin 
this way. We are passing a bill and calling ita 
central railroad bill; and yet we so frame it and 
shape it that nobody takes hold of it, and the 
work is never done. The -easiest way, and the 
most effective way, ofaccomplishing works of this 
character, consistent with the Constitution of the 
United States, is to make donations of land. I 
would rather diminish the amount of money and 
give an increased amount of land. 

I only make these remarks now to show the 
Senate that this bill is the most immature bill, 
the least considered, the most ill-prepared, of any 
that I have ever read yet; and while, with the 
Senator from Ohio, I am in favor of a railroad, 
and while I will not be technical and particular 
in exacting everything to conform to my view; 
still, [think we ought to consider the general 
subject, and throw it into the best possible shape. 
If the Senate think they can take it in hand and 
make the requisite amendments—we having dis-, 
cussed the general scope and tenor of the -bill— 
better than by referring it to a select committee, 
do so, and I will be content; but I am naming 
these defects, to which | will call the attention of. 
the Senate if we take it up: for consideration in 
this body without a reference 


w 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


January 9, - 


‘Mr. LATHAM. 1 merely desire to:say, sir; 
that I enter my solemn protest,as-one of the Sen= 
ators from California, against the reference of this 
bill to any select committee. I trust sincerely 
that the friends of the measure. will regard it asa 
test vote, whether we are to have a-railroad bill 
passed ‘this. winter-or not, Now, sir; E do not 
care, as has been justly remarked by my col- 
league, how. many. select. committees may Be ap- 

ointed:by the Senate: whenever: they report the 

_ bill-back to this body, it will have-to be discussed 
just as much as now; there will be found just as 
many objections to it, as many criticisms; and I 
think the Senate is sufficiently informed already 
in relation to. this great scheme and measure to 
frame a bill themselves; and they can do it with 
certainly: moré economy of time,and with a greater 
certainty of having a bill which will please not 
only Congress, but the country, than by referring 
it to any select committee. T therefore trust that 
the friends of this. measure, in voting upon it, 
will regard this vote as a test vote whether we are 
to have a Pacific railroad bill passed this winter 
or not. 

Mr. RICE. Iam satisfied, from the discussion 
which took place the other day, and also from the 
few.remarks that have been made to-day upon 
the subject now before:the Senate, that those rep- 
resenting in this body the interests of the center 
and of the North were hot in any manner what- 
ever consulted.’ The northern route was entirely 
ignored; andit. appears, from: what. has fallen 
from both the Senators from Missouri, that the 
bill; as brought from the House of Representa- 
tives, was unsatisfactory to them. Ido not know 
that those interested in the southern route have 
spoken. Iam satisfied that there is a question 
now before the Senate—one great question to 
which the eyes of tho entire community are di- 
rected—so much more important than this that it 
is hardly proper for us to consider this at present. 
Such being my honest conviction, Lam compelled 
to move the indefinite postponement of the entire 


aubject. I now make the motion. 

Me BAKER. [second the motion. I want 
the question tested in that way. 

‘Mr. WILKINSON. Mr. President, I do not 


want.to be understood as an opponent of this 
measure. I believe that I am as strong and firm 
a friend of a Pacific railroad as any man upon this 
floor—the Senator from California or anybody 
else. , Bat, sir, Lwant a bill which, when it passes 
this body, conferring so huge a monopoly as this 
upon any company, shall be so framed that it will 
be just and equal to all sections of the country; | 
want itso guarded as to protect the rights and 
interests of the people of this country. Lf we are 
to vote away a marvelous amount of money and 
à marvelous amount of land to a corporation for 
the construction of this great work, it should be 
done with care and with deliberation; and Ido 
notatall agree or assent to the argument which 
is urged here for pushing this measure through 
without any deliberation. [ hope, therefore, that 
it will be referred to a committee, with instruc- 
tions to report in two days, if the Senate please 
so to instruct them; but [am in favor of imme- 
diate action, and 1 made this motion for the rea- 
son that I supposed it would lead to immediate 
action on this biH, and be the safest and surest 
way-to procure harmonious action in this regard. 
For that reagon I hope thatthe motion of my col- 
league will not prevail, but that this bill will be 
referred in good faith, for the purpose of procur- 
ing immediate action upon it. 

Mr. LATHAM. J inquire which motion has 
precedence? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Fosrer 
in the chair.) The motion for indefinite postpone- 
ment, 

Mr. LATHAM. 
on-that. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, 

Mr. SIMMONS. {hope this bill will not be in- 
definitely postponed. We have hada railroad bil 
of some kind before the Senate now for three or 


I call for the yeas and nays 


four years; and [think the Senate understand the | 


question much better than when it was originally 
brought here. [thought it was a matter of demon- 
stration, the last time this bill was up, that the 
amendment of the Senator from North Carolina, 
requiring the several acts of incorporation to be 
examined and approved by Congress before the 
money was given, was a proper amendment. I 


think the better way to deal with the. subject, as 
important.amendments have been presented here, 
is to commit the bill: We cannot, on the mere 
impulse of the moment, look through all the 
details.. We ought to have a committee to take 
all these propositions and make such provisions, 
after due deliberation, as are found to be neces- 
sary to insure the faithful execution of this work, 
and the security of the people when it shall be 
made. I have never known much progress to be 
made in a bill merely by presenting it here, and 
having amendments proposed to it. The result 
proves that we debate all day on a proposition 
that I do not believe three men in the Senate would 
vote against, as we did the last time we had this 
bill up. I do not believe there are three men in 
the Senate who would vote against the proposi- 
tion of the Senator from North Carolina, that the 
various charters for the corporations under which 
this road is to be built, and which are to have 
$100,000,000, shall be submitted to and approved 
by Congress before the securities are handed over, 
and yet we debated it all day. Now, I think 
proper guards and restrictions and provisions in 
an important bill of this kind should be looked 
into and provided for when people are quiet and 
can read over things and spell out things and put 
proper provisions in the bill, and not here, in open 
debate, when a man scarcely hears what is said. 
Inever knewa bill of such importance as this pass 
through Congress without a reference to a com- 
mittee. 

I have thought it advisable to make a road to 
the Pacific ever since we undertook to settle the 
Territory of Oregon. I was on a committee of 


this body that reported in favor of it fifteen years | 


ago. Then, however, we were not able to build 
it. Now we have become more able. I want to 
see a bill drafted by a committee embracing the 
propositions that they approve; and it can be so 
digested that we can get a vote upon it much 
sooner than we could by going on with debate 
herein the Senate. I would instruct the commit- 
tee toreportina week, | wantno delay. I think 
it is necessary to have such areport. If they 
report this bill back ‘with two or three trifling 
amendments, it will be very soon disposed of; 
and if they can think of other amendments that 
ought to be put in it, it had better be matured in 
committee than in the whole Senate. 

Mr. BAKER. Mr. President, the Senator 


from Rhode Island docs not mect what we say 


about it. He says that there has been a project 
for a bill ever since Oregon was settled; and I 
apprehend that if it goes on at the rate at which 
it is going on, there will be a project for a bill, 
and that only, here, until Oregon is depopulated. 
We tell him that sad experience shows that send- 
ing it to a special committee kills it. 

Mr. SIMMONS. I should like to know what 
authority the gentleman has for saying that send- 
ing the Dill to a committee kills it. . 

Mr. BAKER. The authority is the history of 
this bill. Fifteen years since, according to his 
own statement, we ought to have had some kind 
of a bil. We have got none yet. The gentle- 
man from California says truly, that there have 
been, I believe, six special committees, and there 
is no bill passed yet. Now, I submit, as I did 
the other day—and I hate to delay the Senate by 
talking about it—I submit to all our friends, if, 
they really are our friends, to follow the lead 
of those who have the matter most at heart, a 
little. The Senator from North Carolina presents 
very plausible objections. Why? He wants to 
kill the whole bill. The Senator from Minnesota 
is particularly anxious about the state of the 
Union; and he is so anxious about the state of 
the Union that he will take no measure in the 
world to preserve it. Why? Because the routes 
here do not suit him, and he wants to kill this 


bill; and I am sorry to say the same thing of my | 


friend, his colleague. 

Mr. WILKINSON. Do I understand the Sen- 
ator to say that I want to kill this bill? 

Mr. BAKER. J understand that my friend is 
so devoted to his own route that he is putting all 
the obstacles he can in the way of this bill, until 
his route is included in it. ‘That is all I mean to 
say. I only ask that there may be a direct vote 
taken upon the motion of the Senator from Min- 
nesota, to postpone the bill indefinitely. If it be 
the pleasure of the Senate to kill the bill, let it be 


done, and ict it perish in the face of day; but if 


“I do not see. 


there shall be a decided vote against that motion, 
and in favor of the bill; I ask, in common justice 
to the greatest measure that ever was before this 
Senate, that we shall go along calmly, deliber- 
ately, with as much discussion as may be de- 
sired, in the face of the whole Senate, and meet 
the direct proposition, by way of amendment, 
either affirmatively or negatively, and end the 
whole matter; and, sir, I ask that it may be ended 
in such time that, if there be amendments which 
shall ultimately pass the Senate, they may be 
passed in such way-and. at such a season that 
they may go to the lower House with some chance 
of passage there. 

r. HARLAN. Mr. President, I think the 
objection which has been suggested to the bill as 
a reason for its reference to a select committee, 
by the Senator from Rhode Island, is not a valid 
one. By reading the proviso, on the 7th page, 
it will be seen that the drafters of this bill have 
attempted to provide against the very objection 
that he has suggested. I ask that the Secretary 
read that proviso, commencing on the forty-ninth 
line of the 7th page. 

The Secretary read, as follows: 

“ Provided, That said corporation or corporations shall 
have fifty mile sections of a yailroad and telegraph line com- 
pleted as herein mentioned, and such State or territorial 
Jaws procured and first mortgage executed as shall, in the 
opinion of the Attorney General of the United States, render 
the mortgage lien herein contemplated a legal security for 
the bonds advanced before lands or bonds shall be conveyed 
by the Government of the United States. And the corpo- 
ration or corporations undertaking the service herein pro- 
vided shall agree to have five hundred miles of their road 
and telegraph line completed within six years after the 
passage of this act.’? 

Mr. HARLAN. That is all I wish to have 
read. It will.be seen here that the Government 
is not to advance a dollar of money nor an acre 
of land until, in the opinion of the Attorney Gen- 
eral, the Government will be perfectly safe in doing 
so; hehaving examined the charters granted by the 
States i SAE through which the road is 

roposed to be located; and also having exam- 
ined all the facts, in a legal point of view, con- 
nected with the subject, so as to enable him to 
form the opinion that it will be perfectly safe to 
make this advance. 

Mr. SIMMONS. I understand that the mo- 
tion now is for the indefinite postponement of the 
bill—a motion seconded by the Senator from Ore- 
gon. 

Mr. BAKER. I want to bring it up; but ¥ 
want to vote against the indefinite postponement. 

Mr SIMMONS. I thought it singular that 
you should second a motion that you were going 
to vote against. 

Mr. BAKER. I thank the gentleman for put- 
ting me right if I was wrong; but I thought it 
very clear what I meant. 

Mr. SIMMONS. My friend from Iowa reads 
the provision in regard to finishing fifty miles of 
railroad as a suitable provision on which to pred- 
icate an outlay of $96,000,000 and about as many 
acres of land. I was in favor of the suggestion 
made by the Senator from North Carolina. He 
may be opposed to this road. I do not know 
but that he is in favor of it. All the arguments 
that people can make will not make me believe 
that [am against it. Ihave been uniformly in 
favor of it for fifteen years, and mean to vote for 
it; but I mean to make it as perfect as I can be- 
fore l do vote. I dare say many people can make 
it out that 1am opposed to the road that I am 
in favor of. Ishall notundcrtake to answer their 
arguments; but the fact will remain as it is, no 
matter how many speeches are made to the con- 
trary. 

I shall be in favor of this bill, if there are proper 
and decent provisions to secure the public. I 
have heard many arguments made against facts; 
but they never weigh much with me. I want 
some provision in this bill to show where these 
corporations derive their authority, and from 
whom, and whether it is legitimate. I do not 
see, myself, how you are going to get an act of 
incorporation in the Indian country. It may be, 
perhaps, that the Indians can give one; but it 
seems to me a singular place to get one. By 
what authority they can cut through an Indian 
farm, without some power from the United States, 
I have endeavomed to understand 
this subject as well as I could. I wanted, in the 
room of the bill, two or three years ago, to sub- 
stitute a proposition to have all the routes actually 
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surveyed; and have United States surveyors do 
it. I thought then we had not sufficient informa- 
tion to enable us to decide where to build these 
roads; but that was laid on the table by the par- 
ticular friends of the measure, and somehow or 
other it never got up; but it was not by any op- 
position on this side that it was not got up. 

Mr. GWIN. It was passed in the Senate, but 
killed in the House. 

Mr. SIMMONS. I do not know where it went 
to. I voted for it, 
gon says that committecs have destroycd this bill. 
The committecs always have reported the bills; 
and if they have been destroyed, it has been in 
open session, and not by any committee. There 
never has been a committee that did not try to 
make a good railroad bill, that ever I knew. You 
cannot force your bill, that you make in the Sen- 
ate, through the House. 

Mr. BAKER. Will the Senator allow me? 

Mr. SIMMONS. Certainly. 

Mr. BAKER. I did not mean to be under- 
stood, most certainly, that the committee would 
kill the bill, but sending it to the committee. I 
mean that the time kills it. 

Mr. SIMMONS. I said, when I favored this 
method, that I was willing to instruct the Com- 
mittee to report in one week. Ido not want them 
to have more time than that. In my deliberate 
judgment, it is the quickest way, and a greatsav- 
ing of time, to send this bill to a committee. 

Mr. LANE. The motion now, I believe, is to 
postpone indefinitely all bills upon the subject of 
a railroad to the Pacific. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The motion is 
to postpone indefinitely the bill under considcra- 
tion. 

Mr. LANE. Well, sir, I am in favor of a 
Pacific railroad, and have been for the last ten 
years; and I would be glad if a bill to make such 
a road had passed before. But, Mr, President, 
this bill is not such a bill as, in my judgment, ever 
ought to pass any deliberative body. It is as near 
a bill of abominations as any ever drawn up by 
the skill of man, as I look at it. There is nota 
redeeming clause in the whole bill, if I read it cor- 
rectly. It has been offered here as a peace meas- 
ure, and urged as necessary to give peace to the 
country. Now, sir, if peace prevailed in the coun- 
try, if good will existed between the sections, the 
passage of such.a measure as this would greatly 
disturb it, unless I be mistaken; and it would be 
very near cause of breaking up the Union itself; 
and yet it is offered as a peace measure. The 
Senator from New York, [Mr. Sewarp,] if I rec- 
ollect aright, in making his speech the other day, 
urging the passage of this bill, said it was a great 
peace measure, necessary to restore harmony in 
the country. Violate the rights of the States; 
refuse them equality; trample upon the Constitu- 
tion; disregard the decision of the Supreme Court, 
and do every other thing to the injury and op- 
pression of nearly half the States of this Union, 
and then come forward and say: ** We will buy 

ou off; your principles are not worth much; 
$36,000,000 will compromise the whole thing; and 
your principles may go.” Is that the way to talk 
to a people who believe they have been injured? 
Is that the kind of measure that can restore peace 
in the country? Is the passing of a bill that is 
more objectionable than any one ever introduced 
into either branch of Congress—a measure that is 
to be a reward for all the injuries perpetrated 
upon independent and sovereign States of this 
Union—is that the mode of making peace, that 
gentlemen propose here? Fso, I will say to my 
honorable friend that he has made a mistake; that 
he had better retrace his steps; he had better say: 
“The irrepressible conflict that he desired to in- 
augurate shall be suppressed; shall be stopped 
now.” He had better say: ‘The idca of put- 
ting slavery in course of ultimate extinction shall 
be abandoned.” And he had better say to the 
South: “We will lct you alone in the enjoyment 
of your rights; the States of this Union are equal, 
and have equal rights under the Constitution in 
the common territory of the country; and every 
man of every State has a right to go there with 
his property and have it protected.” Ifhe will 
do all this, and do itin earnest, and get his north- 
ern friends to go With him, they may say, as they 
have it in their power to do, ‘¢ We were just trit- 
ling with you; we never had any intention to m- 
terfere with your rights; we know that you have 


Now, the Senator from Ore-- 


the same right in the common territory that we 
have; we know that all the principles and views 
of the Republican party are wrong; we resorted 
to them for the sake of power; and now that we 
have succeeded in electing our man, we are will- 
ing to say to you, to the country, and to the 
world, that justice shall prevail.’? Then peace 
can be restored without undertaking to purchase 
it with $36,000,000. 

Mr. President, this is not the time to discuss the 
principles of this Government. Ido not regard 
this Governmentas a great consolidated Govern- 
ment—a national Governmentin which State lines 
are notknownor State sovereignty isnotregarded. 
The other day, when the Senator from Oregon 
{Mr. Baker] was on the floor, he took occasion 
to speak of this Government as a great consoli- 
dated Governmentin which States were not known 
as such, or the sovereignty of States not con- 
sidered entitling them to rights, if I understood 
him aright; but I have not read his speech. The 
idca was, that the States had no rights secured to 
them; that it was a great Government in itself, 
without reference to States or State sovercignty. 
Now, sir, I took occasion to look over the Con- 
stitution a little afterwards, and I found in the 
nineteen articles of the Constitution, including the 
amendments, that States are specially mentioned 
over thirty times; that State sovercignty is recog- 
nized over that many times; that States are refer- 
red to; and I think any man, who has examined 
the question, will say that it is a Government of 
States, a confederation of States, a voluntary as- 
sociation of States; and as the Senator from Ohio 
{Mr. Puen] so handsomely said: the Atlas upon 
which this Union rests, is the sovereignty of these 
States. This Government isan agent created by 
them, by their voluntary consent. ‘Therefore, it 
is a voluntary association of States, cach of them 
having equal rights in the Union. Respect them 
as such; regard them as such; maintain that per- 
fect equality; maintain justice, and deal fairly by 
every man of every State of the Union; recognize 
every State alike, and peace can be restored with- 
out the passage of this bill. It is hardly the time 
to pass such a measure. 

I did not intend to say anything about the ques- 
tion of government, or of the equality of States; 
but in connection with the remarks made by the 
Senator from New-York, I have incidentally al- 
luded to it. But, sir, this bill is pressed at a mo- 
mont when every man knows that this country 
is breaking up; when it is being dissolved; when 
States, exercising the rights that they believe they 
have, are repealing their ordinances adopting the 
Federal Constitution, and taking upon themselves 


the privilege of resuming the powers they con- | 


ferred on the General Government. These are 


rights and powers that they believe they have, į 


whether it is so or not. Can you expect at sach 
atime to restore peace by passing this bill? I 
think not. Ifthe country was in a peaceful con- 
dition; if the Union was to-day safe; if it was not 
manifest that it is breaking up—in the very act of 
being broken up—I would vote for any well guard- 
ed Pacific railroad bill. Iam in favor of a Pacific 
railroad. Ihave always been in favor of a Pacific 
railroad. | would rather have a route, I must say, 
that would accommodate the lake States, that 


would run over a better portion of country, and i 


reach the Pacific coast where the soil is much bet- | 


ter than where this one will reach it; or if we are 
to have two roads, I should be glad to scea third 


oneadded. Butthis isnot the time to make them; | 


and it is not the time to pledge the credit of the 
States of this Union; and it is not the time to in- 
volve them in promises—promises that they will 
certainly never regard, and ought not to regard. 
You force upon them this bill, and will take noth- 
ing but it—a House bill—and my good friend 
from California, my neighbor, whom I would go 
as far to serve as any man on earth, urges this 
bill as the very bill; and we are told that we must 
pass it because it has passed the House of Repre- 
sentatives. That is the worst recommendation 
in the world to me. (Laughter.] The fact that it 
did pass, and in the manner it did pass there, is the 
very reason that I would look at it closely before 
voting for it. 

J am fora Pacific railroad. I want San Fran- 
cisco accommodated; but I want Oregon accom- 
modated, also; and then, when you have struck 
the Pacific, after running through the best, and, 
indeed, the only good valleys on that coast, the 


lin this way. You cannot do it. 
by them, and then pass the railroad bill. The Sen- 


bestagricultural portion of the country, ina direct 
line, to Portland, near the Columbia river, andto 
Puget Sound, youcan cross to China, which is the 
near route andthe only way to make a speedy trip. 
_ The bill does notanswer the purpose at all> «It 
is not the kind of bill that I think ought to pass. 
Fdo not like to vote for its indefinite postpone- 
ment, but this bill L think ought to be indefinitely 
postponed, and especially at thistime, I do ‘not 
like the bill. It isa bad. one. When the- yeas 
and nays shall be called, though I am‘ a. Pacific 
man, and am so.by nature, I shall so'vote. ` Elike 
every portion of-this country alike.: My attach- 
ment is-as strong for one- section as the other. 
My desire through life has been and shall. be; to 
deal justly, fairly, and honestly by‘every portion 
of this Confederacy; and i will say to the Senator 
from New Hampshire, or any other Senator from 
a northern Staté, that if any ‘constitutional right 
should be refused his State, no living man would 
rush sooner than myself, to the-restoration;.or 
maintenance of his right. I live north-—-farther 
north than any man in the Senate. save one—al- 
most up to 540 40’, or at any rate, as near to that 
line as a Senator can live. I have no partiality; 
I have no local feeling, thank God. This is all 
my country; I know but it, and the Constitution 
under which we live; and that Constitution shall 


| be maintained in letter and spirit, in its purity and 


integrity, and justice shall be done to every inch 
of Amcrican soil, to every State under that Con- 
stitution, whether north or south, so far as my 
voice and my vote will go. ‘Though this country 
is about breaking up, and, as I believe, this rail- 
road bill cannot save it, or restore peace, nor pre- 
vent the action of the States that believe it their 
duty to go out, J desire it understood by all par- 
ties, from every portion of the counity, that that 
dissolution, if it takes place, ought to be a peace- 
ful one. If we will not deal fairly by our south- 
ern friends; if we will not allow their States. the 
rights they have under the Constitution; ifwe will 
not do justice by them; for God’s sake let them, 
if they must go, depart in peace. Letus have no 
war. No man ought to propose the use of force, 
or bring about collision in this country. He who 
does it is a bad man, and will involve the countr 

in great trouble, when it could be saved from suc 

a calamity by wise judgment and prudent action, 

Mr. President, I am for peace. I want itun- 
derstood that I would bg very slow to draw asaber 
ora sword against an American citizen. If he 
lives in Maine, he is my brother; if he lives in 
New Hampshire, he is my fellow-citizen; and the 
same in every other State, he is my countryman, 
He has the rights that I have; and in the main- 
tenance of those rights, I would deal by him in 
every way that was lawful, peaceable, and proper; 
but, sir, because I live north, I would not refuse 
the southern States their rights. No, sir; I would 
secure to them their rights; and I would never 
second the doctrine, nor advocate the idea that 
we will hold them for our use, for our benefit; 
that we will not grant them justice or equality, 
nor will we let them go; but we will hold them 
that we may profit by the revenues collected from 
them; holdthem, and make them work as vassals 
forus. I do not desire wealth in any such way. 
I do not desire the success of my portion of the 
country by any such unfair means. I want them 
to be allowed their equality, their rights, the right 
of going to the Territories (for this is the ques- 
tion,) with their property, and there having pro- 
tection—every man of every State with every 
description of property, slave property, or any 
other property. Upon these principles I intend 
to stand; and if they fall, E intend to go down 
with them. Nothing on earth could drive me one 
inch, to the right or left, from a full, honest, 
straight-forward discharge of my duty to my 
country under that Constitution that [have sworn 
to support. 

This is a bad time to pass a railroad bill. Itis 
not a peace measure. It will not give confidence 
to that portion of the country that you would reb 
of their rights, and then talk of paying for them 


. ° > 
Tirst do right 


ator from Minnesota, who made the motion to 
postpone this bill, is, I know; as anxious ‘for a 
Pacific railroad as any man on this floor. He is 
the friend of a Pacific railroad, and has always 
labored for it; but he believes, as I do—and I am 
glad that he took the responsibility of making the 
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motion, for itis-a proper one to make at this time, 
to..postpone: the. bill indefinitely—that :this: bill 
cought not fo pass as itis. Weshall not have tong 
to wait until Congress will meet again; and if the 
States can all meet here, if any just arrangement 
can be made by which they can all come here 
-upon terms of equality, then it will be time to take 
up-and consider and. passa railroad bill. : 

:L do not: know what: the credit of the United 
States is to-day; but itis, perhaps, thirty per cent. 
under par, and that, too; whenonly one State has 
gone off... What will it be when more go?: Soon, 

erhaps; it wik not be-fifty cents on the dollar. 
-Yet, by the passage of this bill, which must not 
be touched—this. holy: bill, this sacred. bill, that 
‘was sent:to us from the House of Representatives 
under: the force of the previous question, without 
opportunity to discuss or amend it—by this bill 
the-faith of. the Government is to be pledged for 

96,000,000, and many million acres of the public 

lands. Yes, sir; and those States to whom you 
refuse equality, you will presently hold shall pay 
their proportion of it, and will sell the lands, per- 
haps, at thirty cents on the dollar; for whose ben- 
efit? Not to make a railroad, but for the benefit 
of corporators—fifty-three gentlemen mentioned 
in the bill—on whom you confer all this power 
and these rights forever. You cannot amend or 
alter this bill; but you are to grant these rights to 
these gentlemen forever. They are to take this 
-money and do what they: please with this work; 
„make fortunes out of it, and put them in their 
ocket, - We-are required to vote for such a bill. 
„Sir, L will vote for postponing it. On reflection I 
have come to the conclusion that that is the best 
-thing I can do. . I shall vote for the motion to 
postpone the bill indefinitely, believing that the 
most proper thing to do to get rid of it now. 

Mr. RICE. As the Senate is not full, I am not 
anxious to press the vote at this time; I therefore 
move that the Senate adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate 
adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Wepnrspar, January 9, 1861. 


The House met at twelve o’clock, m. Prayer 
by the Chaplain, Rev. Tuomas H. Srocxron. 
_ “The Journal of Monday last was read and 
approved.. 

_ Mr, DAVIS, of Maryland, being a member of 
the committee of thirty-three, and therefore enti- 
tled: to Vote upon all questions coming before the 
House, recorded his vote in favor of the resolu- 
tion offered by Mr. Apnai, on Monday last, in 
reference to Major Anderson. 


NAVAL ARMAMENT. 


The SPEAKER, by unanimous consent, laid 
before the House a communication from the Sec- 
retary of the Navy, transmitting, in compliance 
witha resolution of the House of 3d of January, 
1861, a report of the superintendent of ordnance 
of the Washington navy-yard on rifled cannon, 
and the armament of ships-of-war; which was 
laid upon the table, and ordered to be printed. 


TELEGRAPHIC SIGNALS. 


Mr. MORSE, I ask the unanimous consent of 
the House to offer the following resolution: 
“Resolved, That the Scerctary of the Navy be directed to 
communicate to this House any papers, or other informa- 
tion in his possession, in relation to Coston’s telegraphic 
night-signals. 

_ No objection was made to the reception of the 
resolution. 

Mr. COX. I move to amend the resolution by 
adding to it the following: 

And that the Secretary of the Navy be requested to ad- 
vise the House what, if any, experiments he has made in 
the matter of governors for marine steam engines; what, 
if. any such, governor he would recommend for the use of 
the Navy; and what expense, in his opinion, would be 
saved to the Government by the use of the governor upon 
any steamship and propellers. 


Mr. MORSE. 


I do not think that the gentle- 


man’s amendment is of the same nature as my. 


resolution. Mine is a mere call for information 
upon the subject of night-signals now in use in 
the Navy, and covers a large amount of inform- 
ation which is necessary, and will be quite inter- 
esting. ` 

Mr. COX. My amendment has the same ob- 
ject.. L hope the gentleman will accept it. 

Mr. MORSE. I accept the amendment. 


~ The resolution, as modified by the addition of 
Mr: Cox’s. proposition, was agreed to. 


MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT. 


A message was received from the President of 
the United States, by A. J. GLOSSBRENNER, his 
private Secretary, informing the House that he 
did, upon the 5th instant, approve and sign an act 
(H. R. No. 436) for the relief of Mrs. Eliza A. 
Merchant, widow of the late First Lieutenant and 
Brevet Captain Charles G. Merchant, of the Uni- 
ted States Army; and a bill (H. R. No. 862) 
making appropriation for the support of the Mil- 
itary Academy for the year ending the 30th of 
June, 1862; also communicating to the House a 
message in writing. 

THE PUBLIC PRINTING. 


The SPEAKER, by unanimous consent, laid 
before the House the eighth annual report of the 
Superintendent of the Public Printing; which was 
laid upon the table, and ordered to be printed. 


POSTPONEMENT OF TERRITORIAL BUSINESS. 


Mr. GROW. This day was set apart for ter- 

ritorial business. F ask that that business be post- 
poned until Tuesday and Wednesday of next 
week. 
- Mr. CLARK, of Missouri. I must object to 
the postponement of territorial business, unless 
there is some reason for it. The gentleman has 
given none. The session is fast passing away, 
and if anything is to be done for the Territories, 
it ought to be donc as soon as possible. ï know 
of no reason for postponing the territorial busi- 
ness, unless it be to wait for the report of the 
special committee of thirty-three. I have, upon 
several occasions, asked if that committee in- 
tended to make any report; and ifso, when; but I 
have got no information. I have lost all hope of 
any adjustment taking place; and I am therefore 
opposed to referring anything more to that com- 
mittee. 

Mr. GROW. I hope the gentleman from Mis- 
souri will not insist on his objection. The House 
set apart two days for territorial business. That 
order was postponed, because the Elouse had re- 
ferred a part of the business of the Territorial 
Committee to a special committee. That commit- 
tee has not yet reported. Therefore, I have asked 
that this business may be postponed. Formy own 
part, I think thatthe best way to settle this whole 
question is to organize territorial governments 
over all the territory that the Government owns. 
That will end all legislation about it. Iam dis- 
posed, however, to extend to the special commit- 
tee that courtesy which is due from one commit- 
tee to another. 

Mr. CLARK, of Missouri. I would inquire of 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania whether that 
special committee is likely to make a report? If 
so, I will withdraw my objection. I have not 
heard from any member of the committee as to 
the progress of the business. I do not think it 
right to have business postponed, unless there be 
some prospect ofa report. ° 

The SPEAKER. ‘The Chair understands the 
gentleman from Missouri to withdraw his objec- 
tion. 

Mr. LOVEJOY. I renew the objection, if it is 
withdrawn in deference to the special committee. 
If there be any other good reason for postponing 
the territorial business, I will make no objection. 

Mr. GROW. I move to postpone the terri- 
torial business, and to set apart Tuesday and 
Wednesday of next week for it. 

The motion was agreed to. 


STATE OF TILE UNION. 


Mr. STRATTON. Iask leave to present a 
petition, signed by citizens of Princeton, in tho 
State of New Jersey, touching the present con- 
dition of national affairs. It is numerously signed, 
and at the head of the list appears the name of 
the venerable president of the College of New 
Jersey. As this memorial contains some practical 
suggestions, I ask unanimous consent that it may 
be read. Itis very short. 

Mr. SHERMAN. T object to its being read; 
for if we read all the petitions presented, business 
cannot be properly attended to. Let itbe referred. 

The SPEAKER. It will be referred to the 
committee of thirty-three. 

Mr. BURNETT. T object to the reference of 
anything to the committee of thirty-three. 


Mr. MAYNARD. I suppose that this petition 
will be published in the report in the Globe, where 
it will meet the eyes of members, and have the 
same effect as if it were read now. 

Mr.STRATTON. Then I move that the pe- 
tition be printed. 

Mr. BURNETT. I object to its being printed. 

A Memser. What becomes of the petition 
then? : ` 

The SPEAKER. It is not considered as being 


. before the House. 


Mr. McCLERNAND. What has been done 
with the President’s message ? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will have it read 
to the House immediately. 

Mr. CURTIS. Iask that the petition presented 
by the gentleman from New Jersey be referred 
to the committee of thirty-three. I raise the point 
of order in regard to the objection of the gentle- 
man from Kentucky, that an objection does not 
defeat its reference. If the gentleman prefers its 
reference to another committee, he may make 
that motion. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Iowa 
will recollect that the reception of the petition was 
objected to. It cannot be received except by 
unanimous consent. 


Mr. GROW. It can be filed under the rules. 
NATIONAL ARMS AND PROPERTY. 


Mr.STAN FON. A week ago the Committee 
on Military Affairs was instructed to make certain 
inquiries, with leave to report at any time. I 
now report from that committee a letter from the 
Secretary of War, accompanied by a statement 
as to the distribution of arms during the past year 
to the States, the arms sold, and the condition of 
the arsenals and other public property in the port 
of Charleston. There area good deal of rumors, 
and speculations, and misapprehension as to the 
true state of facts in regard to this matter, The 
committee. has instructed me to report to the 
House, and to ask that the statement be printed 
and recommitted to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

lt was so ordered. 

MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House the fol- 
lowing message from the President of the United 
States: 


To the Senate and 
House of Representatatives: 

At the opening of your present session I called 
your attention to the dangers which threatened the 
existence of the Union. 1 expressed my opinion 
freely concerning the original causes of those dan- 
gers, and recommended such measures as Ibe- 
lieved would have the effect of tranquilizing the 
country and saving it from the peril in which it 
had been needlessly and most unfortunately in- 
volved. Those opinions and recommendations I 
do not propose now to repeat. My own convic- 
tions upon the whole subject remain unchanged. 

The fact that a great calamity was impending 
over the nation was even at that time acknowl- 
edged by every intelligent citizen. It had already 
made itself felt throughout the length and breadth 
of the land. The necessary consequences of the 
alarm thus produced were most deplorable. The 
imports fell off with a rapidity never known be- 
fore, except in time of war, in the history of our 
foreign commerce; the Treasury was unexpect- 
edly left without the means which it had reason- 
ably counted upon to meet the public engage- 
ments; trade was paralyzed; manufactures were 
stopped; the best public securities suddenly sunk 
in the market; every species of property depre- 
ciated moře or less; and thousands of poor men, 
who depended upon their daily labor for their 
daily bread, were turned out of employment. 

I deeply regret that I am not able to give you 
any information upon the stateof the Union which 
is more satisfactory than what I was then obliged 
to communicate. On the contrary, matters are 
still worse at present than they then were. 
When Congress met, a strong hope pervaded the 
whole public mind that some amicable adjust- 
ment of the subject would speedily be made by 
the representatives of the States and of the peo- 
ple, which might restore peace between the con- 
flicting sections of the country. That hope has 
been diminished by every hour of delay; and 
as the prospect of a bloodless settlement fades 
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away, the public distress becomes more and more 
aggravated. As evidence of this, it is only neces- 
sary to say that the Treasury notes, authorized 
by the act of 17th of December last, were adver- 
tised according to the law, and that no respons- 
ible bidder offered to take any considerable sum 
at par at a lower rate of interest than twelve per 
cent. From these facts it appears that, in a Gov- 
ernment organized like ours, domestic strife, or 
even a well-grounded fear of civil hostilities, is 
more destructive to our public and private inter- 
ests than the most formidable forcign war. 

In my annual message, I expressed the con- 
viction, which I have long deliberately held, and 
which recent reflection has only tended to deepen 
and confirm, that no State has a right, by itsown 
act, to secede from the Union, or throw off its 
Federal obligations at pleasure. Falso declared 
my opinion to be, that even if that right existed, 
and should be exercised by any State of the Con- 
federacy, the executive department of this Gov- 
ernment had no authority, under the Constitu- 
tion, to recognize its validity by acknowledging 
the independence of such State. This left me no 
alternative, as the chief cxecutive officer under 
the Constitution of the United States, but to col- 
lect the public revenues, and to protect the public 
property, so far as this might be practicable un- 
der existing laws. This is still mypurpose. My 
province is to execute, and not to make, the laws. 

t belongs to Congress, exclusively, to repeal, to 
modify, or to enlarge their provisions, to mcet 
exigencies as they may occur. I possess no dis- 
pensing power. : 

1 certainly had no right to make aggressive war 
upon any State; and Lam perfectly satisfied that 
the Constitution has wisely withheld that power 
even from Congress. But the right and the duty 
to use military force defensively against those 
who resist the Federal officers in the execution of 
their legal functions, and against those who assail 
the property of the Federal Government, is clear 
and undeniable. 

But the dangerous and hostile attitude of the 
States towards cach other has already far trans- 
cended and cast in the shade the ordinary execu- 
tive duties already provided for by law, and has 
assumed such vast and alarming proportions as 
to place the subject entirely above and beyond 
executive control. The fact cannot be disguised 
‘that we are in the midst of a great revolution. In 
all its various bearings, therefore, L commend the 
question to Congress, as the only human tribunal, 
under Providence, possessing the power to mect 
the existing emergency. To them exclusively 
belongs the power to declare war, or to authorize 
the employment of military force in all cases con- 
templated by the Constitution; and they alone 
possess the power to remove grievances which 
might lead to war, and to secure peace and union 
to this distracted country. On them, and on them 
alone, rests the responsibility. 

The Union is a sacred trust, left by our revo- 
lutionary fathers to their descendants; and never 
did any other people inherit so rich a legacy. lt 
has rendered us prosperous in peace and triumph- 
antin war. The national flag has floated in glory 
over every sca. Under its shadow American cit- 
izens have found protection and respect in all 
lands beneath the sun. If we descend to consid- 
erations of purely material interest, when, in the 
history ofall time, has a confederacy been bound 
together by such strong ties of mutual interest? 
Each portion ofit is dependent on all, and all 
upon cach portion, for prosperity and domestic 
security. Free trade throughout the whole sup- 
plies the wants of one portion from the produc- 
tions of another, and scatters wealth everywhere. 
The great planting and farming States require the 
aid of the commercial and navigating States, to 
send their productions to domestic and foreign 
markets, and to furnish the naval power to render 
their transportation secure against all hostile at- 
tacks, 

Should the Union perish in the midst of the 
present excitement, we have already had a sad 
Foretaste of the universal suffering which would 
result from its destruction. The calamity would 
be severe in every portion of the Union, and 
would be quite as great, to say the feast, in the 
southern as in the nerthern States. The greatest 
aggravation of the evil, and that which would 
place us in the most unfavorable light both before 
the world and posterity, is, as Lam firmly con- 


| nor even to furnish an excuse for it by any act 


vinced, that the secession movement has been 
chiefly based upon a misapprehension at the South 
of the sentiments of the majority in several of the 
northern States. Let the question be transferred 
from political assemblies to the ballot-box, and 
the people themselves would speedily redress the. 
serious grievances which the South have suffered. 
But, in Heaven’s name, let the trial be made be- 
fore we plunge into armed conflict upon the mere 
assumption that there is no other ‘alternative. 
Time is a great conservative power. Let us pause 
at this momentous point, and afford the people, 
both north and south, an opportunity for refec- 
tion. Would that South Carolina had been con- 
vinced of this truth before her precipitate action! 


‘I therefore appeal through you to the people of 


the country to declare in their might that the 
Union must and shall be preserved by all con- 
stitutional means. 1 most earnestly recommend 
that you devote yourselves, exclusively, to the 
question how this can be accomplished in peace. 
All other questions, when compared to this, sink 
into insignificance. The present is no time for 
palliations. Action, prompt action, is required. 
A delay in Congress to prescribe or to recommend 
a distinct and practical proposition for concilia- 
tion, may drive us to a point from which it will 
be almost impossible to recede. 

A common, ground on which conciliation and 
harmony can be produced, is surely not unattain- 
able. The proposition to compromise by letting 
the North have exclusive control of the territory 
above a certain linc, and to give southern institu- 
tions protection below that line, ought to receive 
universal approbation. In itself, indeed, it may 
not be entirely satisfactory; but when the alter- 
native is between a reasonable concession on both 
sides and a destruction of the Union, it is an im- 
puration upon the patriotism of Congress toassert 
that its members will hesitate for a moment. 

Even now the danger is upon us. In several 
of the States which have not yetseceded, the forts, 
arsenals, aud magazines of the United States, have 
been seized. This is by far the most serious step 
which has been taken since the commencement of 
the troubles. This public property has long been 
left without garrisons and troops for its protec- 
tion; because no person doubted its security under 
the flag of the country in any State of the Union. 
Besides, our small Army has scarcely been suffi- 
cient to guard our remote frontiers against Indian 
incursions. The seizure of this property, from 
all appearances, has been purely aggressive, and 
not in resistance to any attempt to coerce a State 
or States to remain in the Union. : 


At the begimning of these unhappy troubles, I 
determined thatno act of mine should increase 
the excitementin either section of the country. If 
the political conflict were to end in a civil war, it 
was my determined purpose not to commence it, 


of this Government. My opinion remains un- 
changed, that justice, as well as sound policy, re- 
quires us still to seek a peaceful solution of the 
questions at issue between the North and the 
South. Entertaining this conviction, I refrained 
even from sending reinforcements to Major n- 
derson, who commanded the forts in Charleston 
harbor, until an absolute necessity for doing so 
should make itself apparent, lest it might unjustly 
be regarded as a menace of military coercion, and 
thus furnish, if not a provocation, at least a pre- 
text for an outbreak on the part of South Caro- 
lina. No necessity for these reinforcements 
seemed to exist. I was assured by distinguished 
and upright gentlemen of South Carolina, that 
no attack upon Major Anderson was intended; 
but that, on the contrary, it was the desire of the 
State authorities, as much as it was my own, to 
avoid the fatal consequences which must eventu- 
ally follow a military collision. 

And here I deem it proper to submit, for your 
information, copies of a communication dated 
98th December, 1860, addressed to me by R. W. 
Barnwell, J. H. Adams, and James L. Orr, “ com- 
missioners”? from South Carolina, with the ac- 
companying documents;and copies of my answer 
thereto, dated 31st December. 

In farther explanation of Major Anderson’s 
removal from Fort Moultrie to Fort Sumter, it 
is proper to state that after my answer to the 
South Carolina “commissioners,” the War De- 
partment received a letter from that gallant ofii- 


cer, dated on the 27th December, 1850, the day i 


after this movement, from which the following is 
an extract: : 2 eee 

«Ff will-add, as my opinion, that many things convi 
me that the authorities of the.State:designeg-to proceed to 
a hostile act.” t Š 


Evidentl referring to the orders, dated Decem- 


ber 11, of the late Secretary. of War..." ; 
« Under this impression, 1 could not hesitate that it- was 
my solemn. duty to move my command from afort.which 
we could not probably have held longer than forty-elaht or 
sixty hours, to this one, where my powér of resistance Is 
increased to a very great degree.?? : ts 
It will be recollected that the concluding part 
of these orders was in the following terms =, 
“ The smallness of your force will not permit you, per- 
haps, to occupy More than one of the three forts shut an 
attack on or attempt to take possession of either one of them 
will be regarded as an act of hostility, and you may then put 
your command into cither of them which you. may deem 
most proper to increase its power of resistance. You are 
also authorized to take similar defensive steps whenever 
you bave tangible evidence of a design to proceed to ahos- 
tile act.” . to 
It said thatserious apprehensions are, to some 
extent, entertained, in which I do -not.share, that 
the peace of this District may be disturbed before 
the 4th of March next, In any eveni, it will be 
my duty to'preserve it, apd this duty shall be 
performed, i spi 
In conclusion, it may be permitted- to. me to re- 
mark, that I have often warned my countrymen 
of the dangers which now surround us. This 
may be the last time I shall refer to the subject 
officially. I feel that my duty has been faithfully, 
though it may be imperfocdy, performed; and, 
whatever the result may be, Í shall carry to my 
grave the consciousness that I at least meant well 


for my country. s 
JAMES BUCHANAN.. 
Wasumweron Crry, January 8, 1861. 


Mr. HOWARD, of Michigan. I offer the fol- 
lowing resolution; and on it I demand the pre- 
vious question: : 


Resolved, That the message be referred toa special com- 
mittce of five members of this House, and that they be in- 
structed to report on the same as early as possible 3/and 
that said committee make immediate inquiry, and report: 
1. Whether any executive officer of the 
been or is now treating or holding communication with any 
person or persons concerning the surrender of any forts 
fortresses, or public property of the United States, and 
whether any demand for such surrender has been made, 
when and by whom, and what answer has been given. ° 2, 
Whether any officer of this Government bas at any time 
entered into any pledge, agreement, or understanding, with 
any person or persons, not to send reinforcements to the 
forts of the United States in the harbor of Charleston, and 
the particulars of such agreement, pledge, cr understand- 
ing; when, where, and with whom it was made, and on 
what consideration. 3. What demand for reinforcements 
of the said forts has been made, and for what reason such 
reinforcements have not been furnished. 4. Where the 
ships of the United States are now stationed, with what 
eommands, and with what orders. 5, Whether the cus- 
tom-house, post office, arsenal, and other public buildings 
of the United States at Charleston have been seized and 
are held in possession by any person or persons, and the 
particulars of such seizure and possession. 6. Whether 
any revenue cutter of the United States has been selzed 
and is now beld in possession by any person or persons, 
and the particulars thereof; and whether any efforts have 
been made by the head of the Treasury Department to re- 
capture or recover possession of said vessel. ‘That the com- 
mittee have power to send for persons and papers, to take 
testimony, aud report from time to time, as facts material 
to the national safety and national honor may be disclosed 
by the evidence. 


Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. I rise to a question 
of order. Is that resolution in order? 

Mr. JONES. [object to its admission. 

The SPEAKER. “The Chair is decidedly of 
opinion that the resolution is inorder. The gen- 
deman from Michigan has a right to make a mo- 
tion to commit, with instructions; and on that he 
demands the previous question. Theonly ques- 
tion before the House now is, shall the previous 
question be seconded? 

Mr. HOUSTON. [I rise to a point of order in 
connection with the instractions proposed to be 
given to the select committee. These instructions, 
in one particular, vary the rules‘of the House, 
and therefore cannot be adopted without a two- 
thirds vote. I allude to that portion of the.instruc- 
tions which authorizes the committee to reportat 
any time. That changes the rules of the House, 
and I therefore make the point of order about it. 

The SPEAKER. Let that part of the resolu- 
tion be again read, that we may see how the fact is. 

Mr. HOWARD, of Michigan. The language 
of the resolution is to * report from time to time.” 

Mr. HOUSTON. . Exactly.. That amounts to 


the same thing 


nited States has - 
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“The portion of the resolution referred to-was 
again read. ae: Sees 
‘The SPEAKER.: The Chair is of opinion that 
thé point‘of order is not well taken. "The feso- 
- lution. merely provides, that the committee may 


report from ‘time to time, under the ‘rules of ‘the | 


House.. “It gives ho special: power on the sab- 
fects ii in piir ae EEE 
1 Mr. HOUSTON. My point ‘of: order. is this: 
that.when:acommittce, cithcr a standing or sclect 
committee, makes a‘ report.on. any subject, the 
committee: is discharged from. that subject, and 
can make.no other report.upon itat all, If. that 
were not the rule of the House now, that part of 
the resolution would be unimportant and unne- 
cessary.: The: fact that a committee can make 
büt one report, under the rules of the House, on 
one subject, makes. necessary the instructions 
whieh the-gentleman now seeks to have agreed 
to,-eiving the committee authority to report more 
frequently than once. I present that point to the 
Chair, because Iam satisfied that the Chair mis- 
conceives the point which I presented. | believe 
that the Chair will rule that, unless there be 
authority giveñ to the committee now proposed 
to be ‘raised when it reports once, it will be dis- 
charged. That is the universal law applied to 
special committees. Ifa comniittee reports once, 
and ‘is discharged, then it has no further power 
or duty in the premises. i 

Now, sir, T object to-those instructions because 
the resolution embodying them proposes a change 
of the ‘rules ‘of this House, by allowing this spe- 
cial ‘committee to report at any time. 

Mr. HOWARD, of Michigan. Mr. Speaker, 
the pfactice, since L have been a member of this 
House, has been, in regard to the reception of 
reports from committees, if I -recollect aright, to 
receive reports in part. Such certainly was the 
case in respect to the special committee on Kan- 
sas affairs. As I remember, it has been the prac- 
tice to receive reports from special committees in 


art. 
P Mr. HOUSTON. Not unless such authority 
to do so was specially conferred upon the com- 
ittee. ~ 

: Mr. HOWARD, of Michigan. As the gentle- 
man from Alabama has stated, when n special 
committee reports in full, it is discharged from the 
further consideration of the matter referred to it. 
But, sir, to relieve the resolution from all embar- 
rassment, Iwill modify itby striking out the words 
-* from‘ time to time.’ f 

` The'resolution was accordingly modified, so as 
to make that portion read: 


_ That the-committee have power to send for persons and 
take testhuony. 


Mr. CRAWFORD, (addressing the Chair from 
the Republican side of the House.) Mr. Speaker, 
Tdesire, in order that-we may justly understand 
each other, pon the one side and the other of this 
House-—-[Cries of t Order!?*] Thereis no oc- 
casion for excitement. We have passed beyond 
that point. : 

Mr. HOUSTON. Nobody is excited. 

Mr. CRAWFORD. Ido not say that anybody 
is excited. 

Mr. HOUSTON. There is certainly nd ex- 
citement on this side of the Fouse. 

Mr. CRAWFORD. I have merely stated that 
this was notime for excitement. Men, sir, should 
keep cool, and understand clearly the line which 
they ate resolved respectively to follow. I desire 
therefore, tó ask thegentleman from Michigan 

Mr. HOLMAN. I rise to a point of order. 
Under the rules, every gentleman must address 
the Chair from his own place in the House. The 

entleman from Georgia is not addressing the 
Shair from his place, and is therefore out of order. 
Such Mr. Speaker, is my point of order. [Laugh- 


ter. 

de. BURNETT. Andthe same point of order 
applies to the gentleman from Indiana, for he is 
not in his place. [Laughter.] 

Mr. CRAWFORD. 
enemy in any position, 

Mr. McCLERNAND. The previous question 
has been demanded on the adoption of the reso- 
lution. Itis the only thing now in order, and I 
object to everything else. 

Mr. CRAWFORD. If the gentleman from 
Indiana insists on his point of order, I will go to 
my ordinary seat in the Hall, and address the 
Chair from it. 


“Lam willing to face the: 
2 


i) order. : 


Mr. HOLMAN. 1 


Withdraw my point of 


Mr. GARNETT. I rise to what Iconsidet to 
be a privileged 


Lupa i f 
-Fhe SPEAKER. The only question before | 


the House in order is the second to the demand 
for-the previous question. 

Mr. CRAWFORD. Iam sure that the gen- 
tleman from Michigan will be perfectly willing to 
allow me to move a substitute for his resolution. 
Let it be read from the Clerk’sdesk. If there be 
no objection, then let the vote be taken between 
it and the pending resolution. [Cries of ‘‘Ob- 
ject! . 

? Mr. 1 ;OWARD, of Michigan. I decline to 
withdraw the call for the previous question. 

Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. I insist that the 
gentleman from Georgia shall address the Speaker 
from his seat, and not walk up and down the aisle 
and all over the House. s 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Geor- 
gia, and all other members of the. Fouse not in 
their seats, will resume them. The Chair recog- 
nizes the gentleman from Indiana. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I understand that the gen- 
tleman from Georgia has submitted a substitute 
for the resolution offered by the gentleman from 
Michigan. I have another proposition which I 
desire to get in, and I move to amend the amend- 
ment by substituting it for the resolution of the 
gentleman from Georgia. 

Mr. HOWARD, of Michigan. Mine is the 
only resolution pending on which the call for the 
previous question has been demanded. I again 
decline to withdraw the demand for the previous 
question to let any amendment to my resolution 
come in. 1 do not object to anything being read 
by unanimous consent; but I decline to withdraw 
the demand for the previous question. 

Mr. HOUSTON. TI object to the reading of 
anything not regularly before the House, and 
upon which we are not called to vote. 

The SPEAKER. Then the only question be- 
fore the House is on seconding the call for the 
previous question. 

Mr. GARNETT. Irise, sir,to submit what I 
believe is a privileged motion. 1 move that the 
communication from the President of the United 
States, which has just been read, be referred to 
the Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union. I believe, under the rules, that that mo- 
tion will take precedence of the motion to refer 
to a special committee. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair overrules the 
naint of order implied by the gentleman’s remark. 

nder the rules, the motion to refer to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union 
cannot be entertained pending the demand for the 
previous question, 


Mr. REAGAN. Lask the indulgence of the 


| House for a moment. 1 appeal to the gentleman 


from Michigan not at once to demand the pre- 
vious question on his resolution. He knows as 
well as any the present condition of the country. 
There has as yet been no public expression in 
this Hall by the members of the House so that 
we may understand one another. Perhaps if there 
were ‘some such expression we could find a basis 
for united action. I trust that he will sec it to be 
his duty not to insist on his demand for the previous 


| question for the present. Let us have an expres- 


sion of members in regard to the message. 

Mr. HOWARD, of Michigan. I decline to 
withdraw the call for the previous question. 

Mr. LEAKE. Letthe resolution be again read, 
and then let us vote on it. 

Mr. JONES. I have an amendment which I 
think the gentleman from Michigan will aceeptif 


lhe will hear it read. 


Mr. LOVEJOY. I hope we will go on in order. 
Again and again the gentleman from Michigan 


has declined to withdraw the call for the previous | 
; question. 


Thecall for the previous question was seconded ; 
and the main question ordered. 

Mr, BURNETT. I demand the yeas and nays 
on the adoption of the resolution. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 


At the request of Mr. COX, the resolution was | 


again read. 
Mr. CRAWFORD. With the permission of 
the House, I now give notice that if I get an op- 
ortunity I will submit a substitute for the reso- 
ution of the gentleman from Michigan. [ask 


that my proposition may be read. The House 
will then judge whether it isbest to vote down the 
pending resolution in order to receive and adopt 
mine. 

Mr. LOVEJOY. I object. 

The question was taken; and it was decided in 
the affirmative—yeas 133, nays 62; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Charies F. Adams, Green Adams, Ad- 
rain, Aldrich, Aen, Alley, William C. Anderson, Ashley, 
Babbitt, Beale, Bingham, Blair, Blake, Brayton, Briggs, 
Bristow, Buflinton, Burch, Burlingame, Burnham, Butter- 
field, Campbell, Carey, Carter, Clemens, Coburn, John 
Cochrane, Colfax, Covode, Cox, Curtis, John G. Davis, 
Dawes, Delano, Duell, Dunn, Edgerton, Edwards, Eliot, 
Ely, Etheridge, Farnsworth, Fenton, Ferry, Foster, Fouke, 
Frank, French, Gilmer, Gooch, Grow, Gurley, Hale, Hall, 
Hamilton, Haskin, Helmick, Hickman, Hoard, Holman, 
William Howard, William A. Howard, Humphrey, Hutch- 
ins, Irvine, Junkin, Francis W. Kellogg, William Kellogg, 
Kenyon, Kilgore, Larrabee, DeWitt C. Leach, Lee, Logan, 
Longnecker, Loomis, Lovejoy, Maclay, Marston, McCler- 
nand, McKean, McKnight, McPherson, Millward, Mont- 
gomery, Moorhead, Morrill, Edward Joy Morris, Morse, 
Nelson, Nixon, Noell, Olin, Palmer, Perry, Pettit, Porter, 
Pottle, Edwin R. Reynolds, John H. Reynolds, Rice, Riggs, 
Christopher Robinson, James C. Robinson, Royce, Scran- 
ton, Sedgwick, Sherman, Somes, Spaulding, Spinner, 
Stanton, Stevens, William Stewart, Stokes, Stratton, Tap- 
pan, Thayer, Theaker, Tompkins, Train, ‘Trimble, Van- 
dever, Wade, Waldron, Cadwalader C. Washburn, Elihu 
B. Washburne, Webster, Wells, Wilson, Windom, Wood, 
and Wooérufl—133, 

NAYS—Messrs. Thomas L. Anderson, Avery, Barks- 
dale, Barret, Bocock, Boteler, Bouligny, Branch, Brown, 
Burnett, John B. Clark, Clopton, Cobb, Crawford, De Jar- 
nette, Dimmick, Edmundson, English, Florence, Garnett, 
Gartrell, Hardeman, John 'T’, Harris, Hatton, Hawkins, 
Hill, Houston, Hughes, Jones, Kunkel, Landrum, James 
M. Leach, Leake, Love, Mallory, Charles D. Martin, El- 
bort S. Martin, Maynard, McKenty, McRae, Milson, Laban 
T. Moore, Sydenham Moore, Niblack, Pendleton, Peyton, 
Phelps, Pryor, Quarles, Reagan, Rust, Sickles, Simms, 
William Smith, William N. H. Smith, Taylor, Vallandig- 
ham, Vance, Whiteley, Winslow, Woodson, and Wright 


So the resolution was adopted. 


During the vote, 

Mr. STEWART, of Pennsylvania, stated that 
Mr. Cuarx B. Cocurane was paired with Mr. 
Srewart, of Maryland; and that the pair also 
embraced the vote of Monday laston Mr. Aprain’s 
resolution, 

Mr. BRANCH stated that his colleague, Mr. 
Rurriy, was confined to his room by illness. 

Mr. PHELPS. Mr. Speaker, the President of 
the United States, in the message before us, sug- 
gests, what everybody knows, that we are in the 
midst of a great revolution. He invites the atten- 
tion of Congress to an adjustment of the matters 
in dispute, and to the adoption of some meas- 
ure by which the horrors of a civil war may be 
averted, He points us to the fact that the public 
credit is prostrate and almostaltogether destroyed. 
He recommends that we shall direct our attention 
to devise some remedy to restore the fraternal rela- 
tions which ought to exist between the States of 
this Confederacy; and his recommendation is en- 
titled to the highest respect of the American peo- 
ple. But, sir, we have here a motion to refer the 
message to a select committee, with instructions 
to indict somebody. lam unwilling to vote for 
any such motion. To a resolution proposing such 
inquiry, L would not object; but I oppose this res- 
olution, It proposes no means of reaching the 
existing exigency in public affairs. It is not pro- 
posed that this committee shall present a plan to 
restore quiet to the country or avert civil war, 
The instructions are not responsive to the mes- 
sage. I vote ‘‘no.”’ 

Mr. FLORENCE. If the resolution suggested 
a remedy for the difficulties which environ us, I 
would feel obliged to vote for it; but, as it does 
no such thing, and may lead to evil results, I vote 
against it. 

Mr. HILL. `I ask that the resolution be again 
read. I just came in after it was read. 

The Clerk proceeded to read the resolution, 

Mr. HILL. I see that the resolution is not in 
the pacific line to which I belong; and I shall vote 
against it. I vote no.” 

Mr. MOORE, of Alabama, stated that his col- 
league, Mr. STALLWoRTH, was confined to his 
room by sickness. 

Mr. MARTIN, of Virginia. Looking, as Ido, 
upon this resolution to refer the message to thé 
committee of five, as an additional firebrand to 
that of the gentleman from New Jersey, the other 
day, cast into a building already on fire, as ac- 
knowledged by all, I vote “no.” 

The result was then announced as above re- 
corded. 


1861. 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


_Mr. HOWARD, of Michigan, moved to recon- 
sider the vote last taken; ànd also moved to lay 
the motion to reconsider on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


DISTRICT COURT AT CAIRO, ILLINOIS. 


Mr. LOGAN. I desire now to call upa motion, 
entered some days ago, in reference to bill No. 
488, providing for holding a term of the district 
court of the United States at Cairo, in the south- 
en district of Illinois. The motion is to recon- 
sider the vote by which the bill was recommitted 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. MAYNARD. Task the gentleman from 
Illinois to give way to me fora moment, to pre- 
sent aresolution. It will detain the House buta 
moment. 

Mr. LOGAN. IfI could be sure of obtaining 
the floor again, I should not object. 

The SPEAKER. Ifthe gentleman yields, he 
can have the floor again. 

Mr. LOGAN. Very well. 


COMMITTEE OF THIRTY-THREE. 


Mr. MAYNARD asked unanimous consent to 
introduce the following resolution: 


Resolved, That the committee.of one member from each 
State, appointed under resolution of December 4, 1860, 
have leave to report immediately, or as soon as they may 
be ready to do so, with permission to any of said committee 
to present minority reports, if they desire. 


Mr. BURNETT. I desire to make an inquiry 
of the gentleman from Tennessee. I wish to 
know whether he understands that there is any 
probability that that committee will ever make a 
report? 

Mr. MAYNARD. [I know that they cannot 
now, under the rules, make a report, until all the 
standing committees have been first called. 

Mr. BURNETT. [ move to amend that reso- 
lution by discharging that special committec. 

Mr. HOUSTON. I object to the resolution. 

Mr. BURNETT. Itis my opinion that that 
committce never will make any report. The com- 
mittee is already broken up. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ken- 
tucky will observe that the resolution is not yet 
before the House. 

Mr. HOUSTON. Then I object to its being 
received. 

Mr. HINDMAN. In order toasceértain whether 
this committee of thirty-three is doing anything, 
or whether it has failed entirely to operate, as is 
said to be the case, I call upon the chairman of 
that committee to state whether the committee 
has agreed upon any report; when it met last; 
what number of members attended its meeting; 
and other particulars, which may be calculated 
to shed some light upon the probable result of the 
action of that committee? 

Mr. MAYNARD. Lhave not yielded the floor. 


Iam nota member of that committee, and profess | 


to have no knowledge of its proceedings; but I 
do know that, under the rules, they cannot report 
until all the committees are called, and the special 
committee is reached in the ordinary way. It is 
important that they should have leave to report 
their action or non-action. The committee ought 
not to be kept in abeyance. We ought to know 
the result of their labors. 

Mr. BURNETT. Ihave been just informed 
by the gentleman from Arkansas, a member of 
that committee, that there is not the remotest prob- 
ability of that committee agreeing. That being 
the case, and the committec being broken up,a 
large number of the members from the southern 
States having withdrawn from it, I appeal to the 
gentleman from Tennessee, whether it is politic 
and wise to continue the committee, and to confer 
upon it a power to report at any time, and that 
too, when there is not the remotest probability 
that they ever will make a report. 

Mr.MAYNARD. Thecountry oughttoknow 
whether they can or cannot make a report. 

The SPEAKER. Objection being made to the 
reception of the resolution, the matter is not be- 
fore the House. 

DISTRICT COURT IN ILLINOIS. 

Mr. LOGAN. [now call up my motion to re- 
consider the vote by which House bill No. 488 
was recommitted to the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary. 

TheSPEAKER. Itappears that the bill isnot 
‘now on hand, for some reason or other; and the 
Chait would suggest to the gentleman to withdraw 


his motion for the present, and until the bill shall 
be here. 
Mr. LOGAN. I willdosoif I can get the floor 
during the day. f 
The SPEAKER. The Chair will consider the 
gentleman as having.a claim to the floor. 


CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. SHERMAN. I move that the rules be 
suspended, and that the House resolve itself into 
the Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union, to take up bill No. 895, making appro- 
priations for certain civil expenses of the Gov- 
ernment for the year ending the 30th of June, 1862. 
Before that motion is put, I move to make that 
bill a special order in committee. 

Mr. CRAWFORD. I desire to ask the chair- 
man of the Committee of Ways and Means, 
whether it is his purpose to allow no general 
debate upon any appropriation bills? 

Mr. SHERMAN, Į have, on two occasions, 
proposed to allow debate upon appropriation bills, 
and in both cases both sides of the House com- 
bined to-vote down the proposition. [Iam per- 
fectly willing to do so whenever the House ex- 
presses such a desire, But my impression is that 
we better nofhave any general debate until after 
we get through our appropriation bills, and then 
there will be time for debate. 

Mr. BOCOCK. After the appropriation bills 
are disposed of, what will there be upon which 
general debate will be in order? 

Mr. SHERMAN. I think that if we pass the 
appropriation bills this week, next week, or the 
weck after, gencral debate may be had upon the 
reportof the committee of thirty-three, or upon the 
President’s message. I desire to get the appro- 
priation bills out of the way. . 

Mr. CRAWFORD. At what time does the 
gentleman propose to take up the Army bill? 

Mr. SHERMAN. [shall move to take up the 
Navy bill to-day or to-morrow, and the Army 
bill immediately after that is disposed of. 

Mr. CRAWFORD. I understand, then, that 
the gentleman from Ohio intends, during the pres- 
ent weck, to dispose of the Navy and the Army 
appropriation bills. f 

Mr. SHERMAN. I propose to dispose of them 
as rapidly as I can; but the House can control its 
own movements. 

Mr. CRAWFORD. The gentleman under- 
stands very well that, having the power to deny 
debate, by calling the previous question upon any 
proposition he may make, he can carry the bills 


‘dry civil expenses of the Government för 


ject as I have. 


through this week; and I desire to understand 
whether or not we shall have an_opportunity to 
debate the Army and Navy bills. Wewant debate 
upon one or the other of those bills; and J would 
like to have them left open for general debate, 
Mr. SHERMAN. Asa matter of course we 
can debate the details of these bills as we go along; 
and 1 think we ought to pass these appropriation 
bills before we enter upon general debate. 
Mr.REAGAN. ‘Thecountry isin such a con- 
dition now, as, it seems to me, to require that some 


| expression of opinion should be made by the 


members of this House; and I hope the chairman 
of the Committee of Ways and Means will leave 
the naval appropriation bill open for general de- 
bate, at least for a short time. Some of us may 
be called away, and we may desire to make some 
suggestions before we leave. It seems to me that 
the country requires that we should not smother 
all general debate. 

Mr. CLARK, of Missouri. I want to call the 
attention of the Committee of Waysand Means | 
to a point connected with the motion he has made 
to restrict debate. 

Mr. CURTIS. I object to debate. 

The SPEAKER. There can be no debate upon | 
the question if objection is made, 

Mr. CLARK, of Missouri. I ask the gentle- 
man to withdraw the motion he has made. The | 
country looks to the action of this House; and we 
ought to give the country a chance to know what 
is going on here. 

The motion of Mr, Surr»an, to make the bill 
a special order, was agreed to. 

The question recurred on Mr. Susrman’s MO- 
tion, that the House resolve itself into the Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union; | 


, and being put, it was agreed to. 


The House accordingly resolved itself into the 


Committee of the Wholcon the state of the Union, 


| (Mr. Bonert in thechair,) and proceeded tothe 


consideration of the special order, being a: bill 
(H.R. No. 895) making appropriations for sún” 


the 
year ending the 30th of Tune, 1862.20.50 6 8a 

The bill, at the request of Mr. PHELPS, was 
read in extenso. ARET e vaig 

The Clerk then proceeded to read it by ‘clauses, 
for amendment. i pofiit 

Mr. ELIOT. I-move to amend ‘the first clause 
of the bill by striking out“ $100,000,” ‘and: in- © 
serting ‘* $250,000’? in lieu thereof; so as to make 
it read; : 

Survey of the coast.—Far. continuing the. survey: of the 
Atlantic and Gulf coast of the United States) Cinchuding 
compensation of civilians engaged in the work, and: èx- 
cluding pay and emoluments of officers ‘of the Army and 
Navy, and petty officers and men of the Navy, employed on 
the work,) $250,000. - 

Mr. Chairman, it seems to me that there are 
three amendments to this bill which the commit- 
tee ought to adopt. The first of them I have just 
offered. I have done it because of.a commutica- 
tion which I have received fromthe Superintend- 
ent of the Coast Survey, in which he says that 
the estimates made by the Department. for ‘this 
service have been so much reduced by the Com-. 
mittee of Ways and Means in this bill, that the 
operations of his department will be very seri- 
ously interfered with. I find, by an examination 
of the estimates of the Department, that there are 
nine sections of the coast embraced in the first 
clause of the bill now under consideration. The 
appropriations asked for are: for the northern 
part of the coast, $76,000; and for the southern 
about one hundred and seventy-four thousand 
dollars. 

Mr. MAYNARD. I desire to ask the gentle- 
man from Massachusetts. if he has any idea what 
will be the expense of the coast survey, includ- 
ing all the expenditures already incurred since the 
commencement of the work, down to its comple- 
tion, S9 far as any completion was ever contem- 

ated ? : : 
e Mr. ELIOT. I cannot answer that question. 

Mr. MAYNARD. Will it not be mere than 
it would cost to pay for the entire amount of the 
soil of the country, at the rates at which itis now 
held in the market? 

Mr. ELIOT. The gentleman from Tennessee 
has the same means of information upon the sub- 

I cannot reply to that question. 
Í was going on to say that $250,000 is asked for; 
$70,000 for the northern coast, and $176,000 for 
the southern coast. A detailed estimate is given, 
showing how this money is to be expended and 
where. 

I think, Mr. Chairman, that so long as we have 
officers of this Government whose duty it is to 
furnish to the Department detailed estimates, we 
ought not to withhold the appropriations asked 
for, unless there is some good reason for with- 
holding them. 

My object is not so much to have a debate upon 
this question as to call upon the chairman of the 
Committee of Ways and Means to say whether 
there is, in his judgment, a good reason, and. what 
that reason is, for withholding the appropriation 
asked for. If we are to prosecute this work at 
all, we ought to provide the means sufficient, in 
the judgment of the Department who have this 
matter in charge, to prosecute it successfully and 
properly. I desire to ask the chairman of the 
Committee of Ways and Means whether there is 
any reason, and if so, what that reason is, for 
reducing the estimate from $250,000 to $100,000; 
and whether, in the judgment of the Committee 
of Ways and Means, the sum of $100,000 would 
enable the Coast Survey to continue successfully 
the work upon which they are now engaged along 
the northern, and especially along the middle and 
southern, Atlantic coast ? 

Mr. SHERMAN. I supposed the gentleman 
from Massachusetts knew very well that.there 
was a necessity for decreasing the expenditures 
ofthe Government. The Committee of Ways and 
Means did not know what to strike at better than 
this Coast Survey. We hadto choose between a 
reduction of the cost of this survey and its entire 
suspension. Ithink that in this period of financial 
and political disturbance we had better suspend the 
operations of this Coast Survey. The Committee of 
Waysand Means were not, however, prepared for 


| that radical change, and they agreed to allow one 


half of what was asked for, to continue the work 


January 9, 


ere most needed. The amount. estimated by 
je: Superintenderit of the Coast Survey for. the 
survey of the Atlantic and Gulfcoast was $250,000. 
That would enable. him to carry on his operations 
upon the same basis that he has done during the 
present fiscal years” Butit-is very easy. to dimin- 
igh the force employed one half, and carry on the 
survey only at particular localities where it has 
not heretofore been carried forward. - The Super- 
intendent might expend $120,000 judiciously; and 
_he ought to be confined to that sum. I can give 
no. other-reason for the action of the Committee 
of Ways.and Means. “The matter was fully con- 
“sidered; and this: redaction was deemed a matter 
ofabsolute necessity. š 
Mr. ELIOT. Ido not understand thatthe Com- 
mittee: of Ways and -Means have reported the 
amount which the chairman has indicated. The 
-sunrreported is $120,000. The amount estimated 
forby the Department is $250,000. WhatI wantto 
knowis, whether the work now in operation upon 
these nine sections of the coast can be done for 
the amount appropriated in the bill. 

Mr. SHERMAN. My friend from Massa- 
chusetts will sce that the third item of the bill is 
an appropriation of $20,000 for the survey of the 
Florida reefs, which makes up the sum of $120,000 
forthe Atlantic and Gulf coasts. 

.. Mr. ELIOT. It seems to me that one of two 
policies ought to be pursued—either to stop the 
work or continue it in such a way as that the force 
now employed can be successfully continued. It 
seems to me that this is not- the time to discon- 
tinue appropriations for this purpose. . It seems 
to me-eminently important thatthe survey of the 
coast should be continued, and that this work, so 
cadmirably and thoroughly performed upon one 
nartof our coast, should be continued on others. 
i hope my amendment will mcet with the favor of 
the committee. ` 

Mr. QUARLES. Iam opposed to the amend- 
ment of the gentleman from Massachusetts, [Mr. 
Exsot,] and I would ask him if, in his judgment, 
the Treasury of the country is in a condition to 
justify an increase of the appropriations for this 
year upon the last, Isce from the estimates that 
‘the appropriation last year for this purpose was 
$250,000; and if the amendment of the gentleman 
from Massachusetts should prevail, it would be 
this year $290,000, and that at a time when it is 
known that we are paying tweive per cent. for 

` money to meet the ordinary current expenses of 


the Government. Seventeen years ago we appro- ` 


)priated $100,000. for this very same purpose; and 
annually, from that time, a similar appropriation 
has been made, and the appropriation bas in- 
creased in amadunt.. ‘Where is this thing to stop? 
Is the survey of our coast never to terminate? 
-In: the estimate: covered by this appropriation 
‘thereis provision made for the survey of the coast 
-of Rhode Island and Massachusetts. 
become one of the permanent appropriations of 
the Government? It was not originally so in- 
tended, Is it proper? I think that, so far from 


Massachusetts, we should strike out the entire 
Appropriation, and suspend this branch of the 
public service until the condition of the country 


Ts this to | 


will justify its being taken up and carried on to 


completion. 


; ; i 
Thave no data on which to estimate the amount 


already appropriated for this very Coast Survey. 

But, 1 find that, so long as seventeen years ago, 
” there was only $100,000 appropriated for it; and 
Tventure the asscrtion that the expense has been 
increased instead of diminished every year since 
then; while, of course, the extent of coast to be 
surveyed has been regularly diminishing. lE 
$100,000 was enough seventeen years ago, when 
there was no part of the coast surveyed, I want 
to know why can the department not manage to 
do with that amount now? [lave we as much 


coast to survey now as we had seventeen years | 
ago? Have we made no progress in the survey? | 


Why is it that this amount will not do as now, 
when it was enough for us seventeen years ago? 


If I had time to examine, I could perhaps furnish | 


to the committee something as to the amount 
expended. As intimated by my colleague, (Mr. 
Maynanp,] | venture to say thatif this thing goes 
on, the survey of the water line will cost more than 
the whole territory of the United States. I think 
that this amendment should not be adopted by the 
committee: 


8 


adopting the amendment of the gentleman from j 


| of great value to this country. 


| not continue to feel it, 
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Mr. JOHN COCHRANE. Ido not wish to | 


detain the committee any length of time in pre- 
senting any views on the question which this 
amendment proposes; but I think that the whole 
question which the appropriation bill presents at 
this point, is one of significant importance, and 
one which should receive the calm deliberation 
of the committee, so that they may specificall 
vote with intelligence and judgment upon it. It 
has been alleged, sir, inferentially, that this great 
project is unwise, and, as a Government project, 
useless to the country. Iinfer that that is the 
judgment of gentlemen who have addressed the 
committee thus far, in opposition to the scheme, 
from the fact that it is stated that probably the 
expenses of this survey, when it shall have been 
completed, will be equal to the value of the whole 
land of the United States, at its present valuation. 
Well, sir, and what if it be so? I presume that, 
when completed, the influence of that survey will, 
in fact, duplicate the present value of all the land 
of the United States. ‘The value of that land de- 
pends not only on its capacity for production, but 
on the value of that produce in the markets of the 
world; and it is intended, by this improvement, 
to afford facilities for the transportation of that 
produce to every market of the werld. Would 
the gentlemen who oppose this appropriation take 
a deliberate position here, before this committee, 
and before the world, that the United States of 
America shall be commercially isolated? That it 
shall be, by an embargo in the law of the land, 
prevented from transporting its produce to the 
commercial markets of the world? Why, sir, 
such a proposition would be absurd—would be 
legislatively preposterous—and a gentleman who 
would make it would be at one pronounced a 
maniac or madman. And yet, in its ultimatum 
and extremity, foolish and absurd as would be 
that proposition, it is equally applicable in a pro- 
portionate degree to the proposition that the ex- 
nensiveness of this Coast Survey isan obstacle to 
its further progress. 

Sir, it is effectually wise, it is a mark of en- 
larged legislation, that the country should embark 
in projects of this kind. It is not only the safety 
of the land, but it is the safety of the approach to 
the land, which communicates value and imparts 
character tothe country. Were we buta weather- 
beaten rock, to be approached by shoals, that rock 
would be valueless in the eye of all nations. Ft 
would be unapproachable. Were we acultivated 
parcel of property, with a salubrious climate, in- 
viting emigration to all parts of the world, and 
were yet maccessible by reason of dangerous 
navigation, equally valucless would be our soil, 
equally inefficient would be our geographical posi- 
tion. It is essential, sir, in order to impart char- 
acter, in order to give to ourselves a position in 
the estimation of the civilized commercial world, 
and in order to enhance the value of our soil and 
its products, that we should, by increased facilities, 
remove the danger of access to our coasts, so that 
we can safely transport produce to our shores, 
and from our shorcs all over the world wherever 
want is felt and want is to be supplied. 

Now, in regagd to this Coast Survey, it has been 
Tt has been of 
great value not only to the country at large, but 
to every class occupying its vast area; not only 
to every class, but there is not an individual in 
the land, however humble he may be, who quatts 
his water, or partakes of his food, or is clothed 
with apparel, who has not felt, and who does not 
continue to feel, the advantage of this great im- 
provement. Every rock removed is a humanita- 
rian accomplishment. Every shoal pointed out is 
for the benefit of human life, as well as for the ad- 
vantage of human acquisition. It cannot be con- 
cealed, thatif we take the view of this subject which 
legislators should take, itis ofgreatimportance that 
this Coast Survey should be notonly maintained, 
but that it should be increased, Itis felt not only 
along our Atlantic shore, and the Gulf shore, and 


the Pacific shore, but it is felt along the shores of |] 


every river in the interior, and in every city, 
town, and hamlet in this broad land. There is 
not an acre of ground, wherever it may be, all 
over the surface of the country, that has not felt 
the beneficial influence of this survey, and will 
it is the broad, generous, 
wise policy of this country that this survey shall 
be continued. Whatever may be the fate of the 


į country, the benefits of this survey will be felt in 


every Jocal part. of the land, whether disjected or 
retained in their orbits around the confederate 
center. Every part will equally feel hereafter the 
benefits of this work. Therefore it is, sir, that if 
the capacity of the national exchequer is to be dis- 
tended to its ultimate limits, it should be in order 
that the requisition of the head of this depart- 
ment may be fulfilled and complied with. For 
such considerations as these, which might be 
magnified and dilated upon-to any extent here 
this day, I shall cast my vote for the amendment 
offered by the gentleman from Massachusetts. 

Mr. MAYNARD. In my opinion there is a 
very wide difference between surveying the coast, 
and the Coast Survey. The gentleman from New 
York has made a very sensible argument, as he 
always does when he undertakes to talk sense, 
{laughter,}] on the importance of surveying the 
coast, and of giving to the country and to the 
commercial world charts of the topography and 
hydrography of ourshores. 1 suppose there can 
be no two opinions on that subject. But the 
Coast Survey is another and a very different 
thing. lt is a sort of mythical establishment 
which has in some way attached itself to this 
great Government. It is suggested that it isa 
sort of barnacle which has fastened itself on the 
operations of the Government; and which, under 
pretense of surveying the coasts, amuses itself at 
almost any and all kinds of occupation; concern- 
ing itself with making celestial observations; con- 
cerning itself in the operations of observatories as 
far in the interior as the city of Albany, and I 
know not in what else besides. I am for having 
‘our coasts surveyed. They ought to have been 
surveyed long ago, I verily believe, and I have 
no hesitation in asserting, that ifthe money which 
has been already expended for this purpose had 
been judiciously and prudently and economically 
expended, we could have had every reef on our 
coast surveyed from one ocean to the other. 

I regard this as a great abuse—as one, sir, that 
ought to be lopped off; and, as has been well 
suggested by the gentleman from Ohio, the chair- 
man of the Committee of Ways and Means, it is 
a question whether the service ought not to be 
cut off altogether. I might be in favor of that 
| policy if it wore proposed. At all events, I am 
now in favor of reducing the Coast Survey service 
within some reasonable, some comprehensible 
dimensions. Let it be so arranged that we ma 
understand the extent to which this annual lea 
is to be carried. 

I am unwilling to say, here in my place, what 
l havc good evidence of as to the operations of 
the Coast Survey; but suffice it to say here that 
my reasons are sufficiently cogent to induce me 
to oppose the amendment of the gentleman from 
Massachusetts, [Mr. ELior,] and to offer at the 
proper time the amendment which I now hold in 
my hand. When the pending amendment is dis- 
poscd of, I will send it to the Clerk’s desk; and 
when it is read I think it will commend itself to 
the approval of the committee. 

Mr. STANTON. The district which T have 


| departed from, the consequence may be generat 
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the persons engaged in it, the material employed 
in it, and everything connected with it. 

The gentlemen of the Coast Survey service have 
stated that, upon the present rate of expenditures, 
the survey of the Atlantic and the Gulf coast 
would be completed within eight or ten years; and 
Congress, for the past five or six years, have been 
acting on the idea that such a scale of expend- 
iture ought to be pursued, in order that the work 
may be brought to a close within the period 
fixed. 

I hardly suppose that any gentleman contem- 
plates the permanent suspension of the work. It 
is a work indispensable to the commercial inter- 
ests of the country; and the commercial interests 
of the country are intimately connected with all 
other interests. An increase of insurances oper- 
ates unfavorably upon the prices of agricultural 
productions. The whole country is interested in 

ringing about a state of things that will insure 
cheap commerce—that is, cheap transportation, 
cheap freights, and cheap insurance. 

I do not sce anything in the existing condition 
of the Treasury, anything in our present affairs, 
which calls for this particular reduction of ex- 
penditure. I see no special reason why we should 
not proceed upon the system which has been 
adopted after full discussion and pursued for a 
series of years. At every session of Congress 
since I have been a member this subject has been 
regularly gone over, the same arguments have 
been advanced and met, and the House leas uni- 
formly arrived at the same conclusion; and that 
is, to pursue the existing system of expenditure. 
I do not myself see, because there is a temporary 
suspension of imports and exports, and conse- 
quently a temporary reduction of the revenues ot | 
the Government—difficulties which in all human 
probability must pass away in a short time—I 
say I do not see what occasion there is for sus- 
pending’ this or any other considerable portion 
ofit. The Committee of Ways and Means pro- 
pose to reduce the appropriation to one half of 
the usual expenditure. I am opposed to it, be- 
cause it is opposed to what has been and still is 
the settled policy of the Government. We have 
acted on that policy, as I have already stated, for 
years past. I think that the full appropriation 
is essential to the successful prosecution of the 
work. At all events, I think in the long run it 
will be best to pursue this system of expenditure, 
and bring the work to a speedy close. 

I do not propose to occupy the time of the com- 
mittee unnecessarily. Let the vote be taken. I 
will sustain the amendment of the gentleman from 
Massachusetts, because it follows the estimates 
of the Secretary of the Treasury, and is neces- 
sary tu carry on the existing arrangements, 

Mr. STEVENS, of Washington. Mr. Chair- 
man, I propose to occupy the attention of the 
committee only for a few moments. I trust that 
the amendment of the gentleman from Massachu- 
setts will receive the sanction of this committee. | 
Lam somewhat familiar with the operations of 
the Coast Survey, and I am somewhat familiar 
with the rigid economy exercised in the applica- 
tion of the fund to the special object of the appro- 
priation. I venture to say that in no. other de- 
partment of the Government has there been equal 
economy, or equal success in the application of | 
the public money. I venture to say that in no | 
other service, at home or abroad, has there been 
so little diversion to matters purely of an abstract 
character. I will go further, and say that no man | 
can show that there has been the diversion of 
one cent of this money to purposes not essential, 
not indispensable, to the Coast Survey. Weare | 
engaged in a survey of the coasts of the United 
States, and we have to have celestial observations 
to fix points, and a system of triangulations to 
connect the points which have thus been fixed. 
It is essential to observe the celestial bodies. Itis | 
essential to have observatories. Besides reducing 
the expense, the use of the electric telegraph has 
vastly increased the accuracy of results. I wish, 
sir, that a special committee of this House could 
be raised to inquire into the matter; for itwould be 
satisfied that the rationale pursued not only does 
credit to the eminent chief of the survey, but in- 
finite credit to the wisdom and the forecast of this 
Government. g 

Mr. Chairman, in the accomplishment of this 
great work we have secured results which, in 
point of economy, are unequaled by any obtained } 


in Europe. The system of economy has. been 
strict; and if I were called upon to point to a 
bureau in this Government where all the require- 
ments of faithful public servants, in respect to 
the supervision of the expenditures of the public 
money are completely answered, I would pointto 
the Coast Survey. 

I have risen, sir, simply to make this brief state- 
ment. As I observed when I rose, L am very fa- 
miliar with the operations of this Coast Survey. 
i have followed it for long years.. I know its 
progress upon the Atlantic, and upon the Pacific; 
and I would consider it a blow at the commercial] 
prosperity of this country—a blow at the wisdom 
and prudence of the Government—fits operations 
were even partially suspended. I trust, therefore, 
that the amendment of the gentleman from Mas- 
sachusetts, [Mr. Exzor,] will be agreed to. 

Mr. PHELPS. Mr. Chairman, having con- 
curred in the recommendation of the Committee 
of Ways and Means for the reduction of this ap- 
propriation, I will now briefly state the reasons 
which led me to that course. Some twelve or fif- 
teen years ago, the expenses of the Coast Survey 
to the Government was from a hundred to a hun- 
dred and fifty thousand dollars per annum, and no 
more. The' estimates submitted tothe House at 
this time by the Secretary of the Treasury for the 
coast survey of all the coasts of the United States, 
together with the incidental expenses connected 
therewith, amounts to the sum of $457,800. The 
Committee of Ways and Means concluded to re- 
duce thatamount; and they have reduced the total 
estimates for the Coast Survey to the sum of 
$227 ,800—a reduction of little moye than fifty per 
cent. The Treasury, twelve or fifteen years ago, 
was in a far better condition than itis at this time. 
At that time the credit of the United States was 
good, and its securities commanded par, or a pre- 
mium. At the present time, when your Scerctary 
of the Treasury invites proposals for the purchase 
of $5,000,000 of Treasury notes, you havea tender 
of loans of less than three million dollars, and that 
at a rate of interest ranging from eight to tuny: 
six per cent. per annum; and you are able to ob- 
tain the whole sum only at an average interest of 
twelve per cent. 

Under these circumstances, the Committee of 
Ways and Means believed it their duty to curtail 
and reduce the expenses of the Government where 
ever it could be done, and to endeavor to restore 
the expenditures upon this head to what they 
formerly were. When the Treasury was over- 
flowing; when there was an abundance of money, 
every one felt disposed—at least those favorable 


i toa continuation of the Coast Survey and its com- 


pletion—to appropriate as much money as could 
be reasonably expended during the ensuing fiscal 
year; and oftentimes we made appropriations 
ranging from four hundred and fifty to five hun- 
dred thousand dollars. But for the last three 
years the Government has been continually in the 
market borrowing money. At the same time, 
your revenue has diminished, and a majority of 
this House has evinced their determination, by | 
giving away the public lands to those who choose 
to settle on them, to strike down the receipts of 
the Treasury during the nextfiscal year $3,000,000. 
In other words, you did, by that measure, cut 
off one twentieth portion of the revenue of the 


| Government; for the receipts from the sales of 


the public lands during the next fiscal year are 
estimated at the sum of $3,000,000. : 

The receipts from the customs for the last three 
or four years have been inadequate to meet the 
ordinary expenses of the Government; and during 
the last two years the debt of the country has 
been increased $50,000,000, and we are still bor- 
rowing money. The Government is very much 
in the condition of an embarrassed merchant. We 
have been shinning along by the issue of Treasury 
notes, because we could do no better. Even of the 
last $20,000,600 loan proposed to be raised to re- 
deem Treasury notes, you have realized less than | 
$8,000,000 of the $10,000,000 advertised; and the | 
bidders for the residue have refused to pay the 
balance, preferring to forfeit the one per cent. | 
they paid in on their proposals. 

Such being the condition of the finances of our | 
country, I ask whether it is unwise to reduce the 
expenditures to what they were during the admin- 


istration of Tyler, or to what they were during |} 


the administration of Polk, and before our coun- 
try was engaged in the war with Mexico? But 
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after the close of that war,therevenues increased, : 
under the tariff of 1846; and, Some six years agos 
the inquiry was, what shall we do withthe surplus? 
‘We were raising more revenue than:was. safi-- 
cient for the ordinary expenses of the: Govern- 
ment; and the securities of the Government were 
bought at sixteen per cent. premium: Now. they. 
are below par. I ask, then, if the committee 
is to be reproached because they bring forward 
a proposition to reduce the expenses of the Gov- 
ernment? I ask if any great distress is to befall 
the country if the Coast. Survey be prosecuted 
in a way not quite so magnificent.or so expens- 
ive ag the last- year?. Task if there is to be any 
suffering except to the employés of. the Coast 
Surveys And they are the men who, during each 
session of Congress, when we come to act. upon 
the appropriation for the continuation of the sur- 
vey, throng the hotels and boarding-houses :of 
Washington, and raise a clamor that we are strik- 
ing down the prosecution of a magnificent work. 
There is where all. complaint comes from. . You 
would have heard no complaint uttered in. this 
Hall if it had not been for the. employés inthe 
Coast Survey; I do not say the Superintend- 
ent of the Coast Survey, but those connected 
with it. : 

There is still a necessity, if this Government 
keeps together, that we go into the market and bor- 
row more moncy; for the Treasury notes we have 
authorized to be issued will afford an inadequate 
supply for the ordinary and necessary expenses of 
carrying on the Government. We must resort to 
and negotiate the balance of the loan authorized by 
the act of last Congress; and even then; if your 
commerce remains in its present depressing condi- 
tion, we cannot negotiate it except at a ruinous 
rate of interest. The only remedy, then, is this: 
to reduce the expenditures wherever they can be 
properly reduced. In this particular, E think, 
they may well be reduced for the ensuing fiscal 
year. Iam willing to say, if the Treasury was 
full, and there was an abundance of money, I 
should feel no disposition to disturb the estimates 
of appropriations submitted to us upon this head. 
I may furthermore say that, if peace and quiet 
can be given to this country and prosperity shall 
prevail, at the next session of Congress, un- 
der such circumstances, I would be willing to 
make additional appropriations for this service 
for the ensuing fiscal year, if such appropria- 
tions shall be needed, and can be judiciously 
expended. 

These are the reasons which have induced me, 
as a member of the Committee of Ways and 
Means, to reduce this appropriation. The reduc- 
tion is about fifty per cent. upon the total estimate 
submitted to us for the prosecution of this Coast 
Survey. 

Mr. SHERMAN. For the purpose of limiting 
debate to five minutes upon amendments, I move 
that the committee rise. 

Mr. PHELPS. 1 would suggest to the gentle- 
man from Ohio that, as this debate is legitimate 
thus far, and as the whole subject-matter is still 
under consideration, he will not close debate, 
now. 

Mr. SHERMAN. My opinion is, that five 
minutes’ debate would be more serviceable; but I 
will not press my motion now. 

Mr. FLORENCE. [am sure the gentleman 
will have no disposition to close debate upon this 
amendment; for I belicve the committee is becom- 
ing prepared to restore the item to $250,000. 

he gentleman from Missouri [Mr. Purrps] 
has redeemed himself very much in my estima- 
tion by saying that if the present appropriation is 
not sufficient, he will, in the next Congress—if 
there be another Congress—vote for an additional 


appropriation. 
Mr. HILL. In what respect does he redeem 
himself? What is he redeemed from? 


Mr. FLORENCE. He shows that he has that 
generosity and liberality which a gentleman occu- 
pying his position oughtto have. The gentleman 

as chosen to refer to the difficulties in the coun- 
try. Why, everybody knows that they are. po- 
litical and not financial difficulties. Everybody 
knows that it isin the power of this House to re- 
lieve the country of these difficulties within an 
hour; and if these difficulties were removed, the 
country was never ina more prosperouscondition 
than itis now. The'gentleman talks of the rev- 
enues of the Department being reduced. Why? 


33 


800. 


__THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


January 9, 


Beeause of th is political panic that has swept over 
the land, «Here is an item that is economical; in 
my. judgment, an item that may very well bé ap- 
propriated, in view of the restoration of peace and 
quiet. ‘The Coast Survey has conferred upon the 
commerce of the country innumerable and incal- 
tulable benefits... [tis an economical institution; 
saving: more to the country than it has éver-cost; 
opening up the path ways of the great deep; giving 
Shelter to the Commerce and shipping of the coun- 
try; and saving, in intrinsic value; millions more 
than the-cost.ofthe survey of the coast. That is 
the reason why Ido not wish that the work shall 
be interrupted. Idid- not suppose that there was 
any institution so free from censure as the Coast 
Survey. -I-have never heard, since I have been 
a member of this body, of any hotel influence be- 
ing brought to bear upon members of the House 
in this connection. I was therefore surprised at 
the remarks of the gentleman from Missouri. I 
venture my reputation that there is not a depart- 
ment freer from political influences than the Coast 
Survey. 

Mr. PHELPS. I did not mean to charge that 
any political influences controlled the action of 
the Superintendent of the Coast Survey or his 
employés; but I believe that if we reduce this ap- 

ropriation, many of those now employed may 
e discharged. RS 

‘Mr. FLORENCE.. Very well, then; it is an 
appeal for bread, and I never close my ears to 
such an. appeal... I trust that this great Govern- 
ment will not turn off its employés at a period 
like this. This is a small item of expenditure; 
but I believe that it would be economy to appro- 
priate the money necessary to carry on this Coast 

urvey. 

"The quastion being on Mr, Exior’s amendment, 
tellers were ordered; and Messrs. Burcu and 
Goocn were appointed. 

The committee divided; and the tellers reported 
—ayes 65, noes 59. 

So the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. MAYNARD obtained the floor. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Isuggest to the gentleman 
from Tennessee that he yield me the floor, toallow 
mie'tO move that the committee rise, for the pur- 
pose of stopping the general debate upon this bill. 

Mr. MAYNARD. I think that thus far the 
debate has been confined pretty closely to the 
question before the committee, and that it has been 
legitimate debate. I will, however, yield to the 
gentleman. 

— Mr. SHERMAN. 
do now rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

So the committce rose; and the Speaker having 
resumed the chair, Mr. Burwerr reported that 
the. Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union: had according to order, had under con- 
sideration the bill making appropriations for sun- 
dry civil expenses of the Government for the year 
ending June 30, 1862, and had come to no con- 
clusion thereon. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Imove that all debate on 
the bill now pending in the Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union shall close in five 
minutes after the committee shall have resumed 
the consideration of the same. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I move that the rules be 
suspended, and that the House resolve itsclf into 
the Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union. 

Tho motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into the 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union, 
(Mr. Burnerr in the chair,) and resumed the 


1 move that the committee 


- consideration of the special order, being the civil 


appropriation bill. : 
Mr. MAYNARD, I offerthe following amend- 
ment: 


i At the end of the amendment last adopted, add as fol- 
OWS: 


To be expended under the direction of the Bureau of 
Ordnance and Hydrography; the payments to be audited at 
the Treasury in the same manner asall other expenditures 
of the Government. 

The objectof the amendment is to put the Coast 
Survey under the direction of the Secretary of the 
Navy. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Hlinois... I submit 
that that amendment proposes to changewthe ex- 
isting law, and is therefore out of order. 


change? -~ : 

Mr. WASHBURNKE, of Minois. The law 
which confines the appropriation to the channel 
in which it now is. ` i 

Mr. MAYNARD. I suggest to the Chair that 
in making appropriations we certainly have a right 
to say in what manner- particular money should 
be expended. ; 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. Where the 
lawprovidesthatan appropriation shall go through 
a certain channel, the appropriation cannot be di- 
verted from that channel without a change of the 
law. ` 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the 
point of order, and rules the amendment out of 
order. 

Mr. MAYNARD. I then offer the following 
amendment, to come in at the end of the clause: 

And the payments to be audited at the Treasury in the 
same manner as other expenditures of the Government. 

Ido not propose to dwell upon that amend- 
ment. Its character is sufficiently obvious from 
the terms in which it is couched. I submit it to 
the good sense of the committee. 

Mr. ELIOT. My objection to the amendment 
is, that it contains a censure upon one of the De- 
partments of the Government which, it seems to 
me, ought not to be cast. There is, however, a 
disposition on this side of the House to vote at 
once; and I will not, therefore, detain thë com- 
mittee by any further remarks. 

Tellers were ordered on the amendment; and 
Messrs. Harris, of Virginia, and Cotrax, were 
appointed. . 

r. SHERMAN. I hope the gentleman from 
Tennessee will tell us how these accounts are 
audited now. 

Mr. MAYNARD. They are simply audited 
by the Superintendent of the Coast Survey. 

The committee procecded to divide; and the 
tellers reported eleven in the affirmative. 

Mr. MAYNARD. In order to prevent the 
breaking up of the committee, I will withdraw 
my amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman has aright 
to withdraw it. 

Mr. HOUSTON. Can the gentleman with- 
draw his amendment while the committee is divid- 
ing? : 

"The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman certainly 
has the right to withdraw it. 

Mr. MAYNARD. I withdraw it, because I 
see that it will be voted down by an immense ma- 
jority, and no possible good can arise from press- 
ing it. 

r. HOUSTON. I renew theamendment; and 
I say to the gentleman from Tennessee, and to the 
committee, that if the expenditures of this de- 

artment are not now audited as the expenditures 
inother departmentsand bureausare, this amend- 
ment ought to be agreed to? 

Mr. ELIOT. Irise to a point of order. Iin- 
quire whether this debate is in order? 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Ala- 
bama offers an amendment; and he certainly has 
a right to speak to it for five minutes. 

Mr. HOUSTON. Irepeat, that if it be true that 
the expenditures in the department of the Coast 
Survey are not audited and passed upon precisely 
as the expenditures of other departments and bu- 
reaus of the Governmentare, they certainly ought 
to be. In that event this amendment ought to be 
agreed to. Ido not know that such is or is not 
the cage; but I take it for granted that the gentle- 
man from Tennessee, [Mr. Marnarp,}] when he 
offered his amendment, had looked into that sub- 
ject. 1f so,and if the accounts of the Coast Sur- 
vey are not audited at the Treasury, then I be- 
lieve there ought to be a vote of the committee and 
of the House upon it. I do not, therefore, intend 
to withdraw my amendment, unless I am satisfied 
that there is a quorum present. I have two ob- 
jects in view in renewing this amendment. Onc is, 
that I think the amendment ought to be agreed to. 
The other is, that if there be no quorum of the 
committee present, I am opposed to the adoption 
or rejection of important propositions by less than 
a quorum of members. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Iam opposed to the amend- 
ment. 

Mr. LOVEJOY. I think that,ifthe statement 


“Mr. MAYNARD. What existing law does it 


| made is correct, the amendment ought to be agreed 
ito. It is a question of fact as to whether the ac- 


counts of the Coast Survey are or are not audited 
as the accounts of other Departments. 

Mr. MAYNARD. I would not have intro- 
duced the resolution, causelessly. If the accounts 
are not audited at the Treasury, they ought to be; 
and this amendment should be agreed to. 

Mr. HOUSTON. [hope the gentleman from 
Tennessce will state whether he has looked into 
the matter, and whether these accounts are audited 
at the Treasury. If they are not, this amend- 
ment should pass. If they are, I shall withdraw 


it, 

Mr. MAYNARD. My information is, that the 
accounts are not audited at the Treasury. 

Mr. ELIOT. I ask simply to have an answer 
from the gentleman from Tennessee. Ido not 
understand him to say that he has himself made 
examination into this matter. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair respectfully 
suggests to the gentleman from Massachusetts 
that all this is out of order, debate on the amend- 
ment being exhausted, unless the gentleman offers 
an amendment, 

Mr. ELIOT. No, sir. 
an amendment, 

The question was taken on Mr. Houston’s 
amendment; and it was not agreed to. 

Mr. ELIOT. I move to amend the fifteenth 
line, by striking out “ $70,000,” and inserting in 
lieu thereof ‘*$130,000;’’ so that the clause will 
read: 

For continuing the survey of the western coast of the 
United States, including the compensation of civilians en- 
gaged in the work, $130,000. $ 

I understand that several gentlemen, members 
of the committee, have voted on the amendment 
just now adopted, under the apprehension that 
the amendment itself called for an appropriation 
which was larger than the sum asked for by the 
proper officers, and under the impression that I 
had asked that the appropriation should be in- 
creased on our own responsibility. I desire to 
say, both in regard to that amendmentand to the 
one which I have just now offered, that the prop- 
osition was made because itis believed by the 
Department having this business in charge that 
the amount of $130,000 is the least sum thatshould 
be appropriated by Congress to the work at this 
time. This $130,000 is required for the purpose 
of continuing the work on the coast of Oregon 
and of Washington Territory, The Committee 
of Ways and Means have reduced that amount to 

70,000; and the question is, whether this com- 
mittee will appropriate the sum that is believed 
to be necessary by the Department, or will reduce 
the amount for the reasons assigned in the dis- 
cussion on the previous amendment. Ido not 
feel disposed to go into that debate again. I de- 
signed to reply to some suggestions that fell from 
gentlemen, in regard to the state of the Treasury, 
in regard to the difficulty. of getting money, and 
in regard to the state of the times; butit seems to 
me that these suggestions found sufficient and 
complete answer on the other side of the House. 
We all know well enough that the trouble ig not 
that there is no money to be had, but that there 
is no confidence inthe Government, Thatis why 
the securities of the Government have been selling 
at the discount stated by the gentleman from Mis- 
souri, [Mr. Puuups.] “It is not that there is any 
lack of means. Let confidence be restored, and 
there never has been a moment when the Govern- 
ment could command, more easily than now, all 
the money that is needed for all proper purposes. 

Mr. PHELPS. I desire to ask the gentleman 
from Massachusetts whether he believes that con- 
fidence will be restored before the close of this 
session of Congress? 

Mr. ELIOT. F cannot answer that. I think 
that, if we all do our duty fairly and faithfully 
and justly, some way will be found by which the 
Government can be carried on, and the confidence 
of the people restored toit. Let that come, and 
money will come in abundance. The only ques- 
tion now is, whether that is a reason for reducing 
by one half the appropriation asked for this pur- 
pose. It seems to me that, unless there be some 
better reasons assigned than those which we have 
heard, the committee is prepared to sustain the 
Government in its call for this appropriation. 

Mr. MAYNARD. I shall notconsume much 
time, especially after the vote which has been 
taken in regard to the former amendment pro- 
posed; but I will ask gentlemen before they vote 


I do not want to offer 


I86l, 


on these propositions.to turn to the estimates at 
pages 90 and 91, where they will find estimates for 
surveys on the coast of New England and on the 
coasts of New York and New Jersey, the oldest 
settled portion of the Atlantic coast—large sums; 
the same as last year and as the year before. 
They go back more than forty years. Now, why 
is it? Can any of the gentlemen who live on the 
coast, and who tell us of the importance of this 
work, whoare presumed to understand something 
of its details, and to be versed in the question of 
science complicated with it; can any of them tell 
us why it is that the surveys of this old portion 
of the Atlantic coast are not completed; why itis 
that we must continue expenditure upon them at 
this late day? 

Mr. PHELPS. Perhaps they find it very con« 
venient to spend the hot summer months on the 
New England coast. 

Mr. MAYNARD. I know that Newportis a 
very pleasant place to spend the summer in. 

Mr. ELIOT. I rise to a point of order. This 
amendment refers to the coast of Oregon and 
Washington, and the remarks of the gentleman 
from Tennessee apply to no part of that coast. 

Mr. MAYNARD. The gentleman from Mas- 
sachusetts does not manifest his usual astuteness, 
or he would have perceived the point of my argu- 
ment, 

The CHAIRMAN. Thesection is couched in 
such language that it is impossible for the Chair 
to determine upon'what coast this appropriation 
is proposed to beexpended. He therefore cannot 
say whether the gentleman from Tennessee is in 
order or not. 

Mr. MAYNARD. The gentleman from Mas- 
sachusetts does himself great injustice—or rather 
he does me injustice—in not having attended to 
my argument. If he had, he would have scen 
that the point of my argument is that we shall 
not launch out upon a system of survey on the 
coast of Washington and Oregon which will pro- 
gress at the rate of your recent coast survey for 
forty years, and then be no nearer to termina- 
tion than that survey is now. I want to have 
the survey done, and not have it always being 
done--to have it executed, and not always con- 
tinued. 

The question was taken on Mr. Exsor’s amend- 
ment, and it was agreed to. 

The Clerk read, as follows: ; 

“For continuing the survey of the Florida reefsand keys, 
(including compensation of civilians engaged in the work, 
and excluding pay and emoluments of officers of the Army 
and Navy, and petty officers and men of the Navy em- 
ployed on the work,) $20,000.” 

Mr. ELIOT. I move to increase that appro- 
priation to $40,000. 


I have only to say, Mr. Chairman, in regard j 


to this amendment, what has been said in regard 
to the other amendments. The sum of $40,000 
is called for by the officers in whom we ought to 
have confidence; the officers who have this work 
in charge, and who have made their detailed state- 
ments to the Treasury Department, upon which 
that Department has made its recommendation to 
us. They say that, forthe purpose stated here, 
$40,000 is requisite. Unless there is some reason 
why that amount should be reduced, it seems fo 
me that it ought to be voted. I have nothhhg 
further to say. 

The amendment was rejected. 

The Clerk read, as follows: 

“To supply deficiency in the fund for the relief of sick 
and disabled seamen, $200,000: Provided, 'That the Seere- 
tary of the Treasury is hereby authorized to rent either of 
the several marine hospitals to the proper authorities of 
the cities, towns, or counties, in which said hospitals are 
located, and contract with such authorities tor the relief of 
the sick and disabled seamen entitled to relief under the 
act of 3d of May, 1802, and in cases of infectious diseases, 
to make such regulations for their relief as he deems ex- 
pedient.’? 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. 
strike out the proviso in that section. 

I want, Mr. Chairman, to direct the attention 
of the committee to an important change of ex- 
isting law which, as I consider, has been improp- 

4 F x : rp 
erly attempted to be made in this bill. The pro- 
viso which I move to strike out changes a law 
which has existed since 1802—a law for taking 
care of sick and disabled seamen. Under that 
law, sir, marine hospitals have been erected in 
different parts of the United States. 

First, let me say one word forthe benefit of the 


I move to 
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chairman of the Committee of Ways and Means 
in reference to this provision as being in order 
and germane to this bill. We all understand per- 
fectly well that under the rules of the House no 
general legislation can be moved as an amendment 
to one of the general appropriation bills. Yet, 
sir, here is one of the most important changes ot 
existing law—a provision locking to general le- 
gislation—embodicd by the Committee of Ways 
and Means in this, a general appropriation bill.. 
I would make a point of order on it, and insist 
on the point being ruled by the Chair, if Ithought 
it would do any good. The House having sent 
this matter to the committee, I presume we are 
bound to act upon it. 

Let me call the attention of the committee to 
the language of this proviso, which, as I have 
already stated, repeals a law enacted in 1802 for 
taking care of sick and disabled seamen. It is 
well known that each seaman has deducted outof 
his wages twenty cents each month in the year, 
which makes a fund out of which marine hos- 
pial have been erected and kept up. Those 

ospitals are located in various parts of the coun- 
try, where seamen are taken care of when they 
are sick or disabled. They are taken care of in 
that way out of the fund which they themselves 
have contributed. The Committee of Ways and 
Means, by this proviso, undertakes to discontinue 
all these marine hospitals, and to leave sick and 
disabled seamen to be taken care of by the coun- 
ty, city, town, or village, where they may happen 
to be for the time. I protest against it. We had 
a like proviso offered in the Thirty-Fourth Con- 
gress. The Committee of Ways and Means, in 
that Congress, introduced substantially the same 
provision as this, without having had any con- 
sultation with the Committee on Commerce, which 
legitimately has the subject under cohsidcration; 
but it was rejected by a vote of more than two 
to one. The House then said that, as these sea- 
men paid this money into the Treasury, they 
should be taken care of by the Government, and 
not be put out as paupers upon the mercy of any 
city, town, or village, which had no interest in 
their welfare whatever. 

But the gentlemen from Ohio [Mr. Suzrman] 
may say that this fund is not sufficient to maintain 
these seamen. Grantit. Grant, sir, thatwe have 
to make an additional appropriation of $200,000, 
$300,000, oneven $500,000: whatis that? Isit not 
through the commerce of the country, is it not 
through the seamen, that your revenues are raised ? 
Yet itis here proposed, in reference to these hardy, 
these useful and brave men, whose march is on the 
mountain wave, whose home is on the deep, to 
turn them over to the sympathies of the cities, 
the towns, and the villages of the country! Isay 
that the present system is ajust one, Outof the 
moneys contributed by these seamen, marine hos- 
pitals have been erected, where sick and disabled 
seamen can be taken care of by the Government. 
There are proper buildings, where are kept by the 
United States physicians, stewards, and matrons, 
to provide for the sick and disabled seaman, If 
this proviso be adopted, these marine hospitals 
are abandoned, and you will then lcave these sick 
and disabled seamen to the tender mercics of the 
cities and towns, wherever they may be cast 
ashore. I protest against the change, and I hope 
the committee will strike out the proviso. 

Mr. NIXON. Iwill say a word or two in re- 
ply to my honorable friend from INinois. I come, 


Mr. Chairman, from a commercial district, and | 


one deeply interested in those who are engaged 
in a seafaring life. My people, indeed, are as 
much interested in this proviso as any other peo- 
ple in the country; and, as I understand it, they 
are satisfied with it. A large number of my con- 
stituents are engaged in a seafaring life, and they 
are of the opinion that the present system works 
badly. These hospitals are generally out of the 
way of the very men for whose benefit they have 
been erected. The proviso enables these men to 
receive support, when sick or disabled, in the 
neighborhood where they belong. I have received 
a large number of petitions from my district in 
favor of the change proposed by the proviso in- 
serted in this bill by the Committee of Ways and 
Means, and I hope it will not be stricken out. 
Mr. PHELPS. 1 move to amend by provid- 
ing that the sum for each patient shall not exceed 
twenty dollars. It is a pro forma amendment. 


_ Mr. Chairman, 1 wish to-submit some remarks. 
in justification of the course of the Committee of. 

aysand Means in inserting the proviso that itis- 
proposed to strike out. Í am not sorry that’ this 


‘provision has called forth the eloquence of the 


gentleman from Ilinois, (Mr. Wasusurne;] who 
opposes. it; but, sir, with all his encomiums upon. 
the gallant seamen of the country, I think “his 
eloquence was, to.a certain extent, inspired by. a 
recollection of the existence of a marine hospital 
in his own town of Galena, and that, if it be abans 
doned, its patronage of a physician, a steward, 
and a matron, will have to. follow, of course. In 
that case, sir, the authorities of thetown will be 
allowed to take better care of the. steamboat men 
of the Mississippi river than they have heretofore. 
received. : 

Mr. SHERMAN. I will ask my friend from 
Missouri if he knows how much it costs to keep 
a patient one week at the hospital at Galena? 

Mr. PHELPS. I do not. : 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois... Will. my 
friend yield to me a moment? - I will state that, 
the Government very properly erected à marine 
hospital at Galena for the purpose of taking care 
of sick and disabled seamen, and there is a large 
number of that class there; but the hospita] never 
has been put in operation by the Government. 
There has been a large sum of money collected 
from seamen and paid to the Government. But 
the seamen, instead of being taken care of, as 
they ought to be, in the hospital building of the 
United States, are to be taken care of by, the 
lowest bidder, and the sick seaman is cast off into 
low doggeries. : 

Mr. PHELPS. There are but a few of these 
marine hospitals established in the country, and 
of course, where there are no marine hospitals, 
the seamen are taken care of precisely in- the 
manner in which it is now proposed, by the Sec~ 
retary of the Treasury, that they shall be taken 
care of where there are marine hospitals. - There 
is a marine hospital in the State which I have the 
honor in part to represent, and where there are 
many patients; but 1 do believe that the patients 
now in that hospital can be taken care of equally 
as well, ifthat marine hospital were under the con- 
trol of the authorities of the city of St. Louis, in 
which they could also place such patients as that 
city might have, withoutinterfering with the rights 
of the Government. This is a measure of econo- 
my—a measure which, if adopted, will reduce the 
expenses $100,000. There are marine hospitals 
in the country in which, according to the report 
submitted to Congress a year ago, the expense of 
keeping patients was more than twenty dollars per 
week, while at the places where the seamen were 
taken care of as proposed in this bill, they were 
taken care of equally, at an expense ranging from 
three to five dollars per week. Itisnow proposed 
to dispense with Government patronage in this 
matter; it is proposed to dispense with the super- 
intendents of marine hospitals; it is proposed to 
dispense with officers employed at annual salaries 
ranging from $1,200 to $2,000 per‘annum; itis 
proposed to dispense with the services of other 
employés, amounting to ten or a dozen -persons 
at some of the marine hospitals, and still you will 
have the seamen better provided. for and taken 
care of than under the existing law. I vote for 
the measure, then, as a matter of economy, and as 
a measure of humanity. to the seamen who have 
contributed to make up the sum from which they 
are supported. 

As my amendment was merely pro forma, if 
there is no objection, 1 wil] withdraw it. 

No objection being made, the amendment was 
withdrawn. 


Mr. LOOMIS. I propose to amend by strik- 
ing out all after the word ‘‘provided,’’ in line 
thirty-eight, and inserting in lieu thereof the fol- 
lowing: 


That the Secretary of the Treasury is hereby authorized 


| to change the present system of providing relief for sick 


and disabled seainen, by dismissiug from service the eni- 
ployés of the Government, and leasing the marine hospitals, 
at such places as in his judgment the public interest may 
require a change, to private individuals, city, town, or 
evunty authorities, or private associations, on terms prọ- 
viding for the necessary attention to seamen entitled to 


: relief. 


I offer this as a substitute for the proviso, be- 
cause I deem it an important change which ought 
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tobe made. Inthe proviso contained in the bill, 
“there is no authority given to the Secretary of the 
Treasury to employ private individuals or private 
associations; and itis obvious that it may be ne- 
cessary, in many cases, or at least very desirable, 
todoso. Indeed, at the present time, where there 
‘are no organized hospitals, the Secretary of the 
‘Preasury now authorizes the employment of pri- 
vate individuals and private associations. 

“E have also’ modifed the. proviso in another 
particular, so that it may rest:in‘the discretion of 
the Secretary of the Treasury to lease the marine 
hospitals at places where, in his judgment, the 
public interest may require such a change. There 
are many. places where I think the regular organ- 
ized marine hospitals should be leased. In such 
cases 'the Secretary may be advised of the fact. 
I think the general purpose of this proviso is one 
of great importance, and that its adoption will 
save immense:sums to the Government. I hold 
in my hand a report of the Secretary of the 
Treasury in reference to the expenses and con- 
dition of these hospitals, from 1854 down to the 
presenttime, in which he recommends this change; 
and he bases his recommendation upon facts 
which I think incontrovertible; because it is 
proved ‘by the tables prepared by the Secretary 
that, in all cases where private individuals, or pri- 
vate. associations or town authorities, have taken 
care of disabled: seamen, they have been at least 
as well taken care of asin the organized hospitals. 
We have invested in marine hospitals $3,000,000, 
ornearly thatamount;and yet, in spiteof thatfact, 
we find by actual experiment that we can sup- 
port sick and disabled seamen much cheaper 
through-the agency of private individuals, private 
associations, or town and county organizations. 
It appears from a table prepared in 1855 that the 
cost of maintaining patients by contract was as 
follows: 


Bridgeton, New Jersey..cscccrececccsecseeeecesse ee Gl 50 
Portsmouth, New Hampshire ...... 2 00 
Middletown, Connecticut......-... sees 
Machias, Maine ...cecsceeeeeceeeeeee 
Waldoboro, Maine........ eae 
Kennebunk, Maine.........06. 
Belfast, Maine ......eeees eens 
Sackett’s Harbor, New York........+ 
Presque Isle, Pennsylvania........ . 2 50 
And at other places it ranged from three to five 
dollars per week, none being over five dollars. 
At the organized hospitals, the average cost during 
the same. year of each patient, per week, was as 
follows: 0 
Clevetand, OHIO is ssssisessesrsssesee 
Norfolk, Virginia..... 
Chicago, Winois........ 
Chelsea, Massachusetts... 
New Orleans, Louisiana... 
San Francisco, California. 
Louisville, Kentacky... 


oe eee sese 


Mobile, Alabama... veiveee 819 
Key West, Florida. aes BAT 
Pittaburg. Pennsylvania 10 71 
Paducah, Kentucky.. 16 10 
Ocracoke, North Caro 18 20 
Napoleon, Arkansas .... 25 41 
Natehez, Mississippi...... vossosssassosepesgesseoae 70 7 


And here let me call the attention of the House 
to Executive Document No. 27, and Report No. 
655, of the first session of this Congress, the latter 
of which I had the honor to make at the last ses- 
sion, under instructions from the Committee on 
the Expenditures in the Treasury Department. 
We find-from that document that at Paducah— 
which is:only an illustration—a hospitalhas been 
erected at a costiof between fifty and sixty thou- 
sand dollars; and yet, since the year 1854, there 
has not been a single sick and disabled patient ad- 
mitted there; and yet ighas been provided during 
allthat time witha physician andlaborers io whom 
we have paid large salaries. So that our present 
organized hospitals, instead of being asylums for 
sick and disabled scamen, are, in most cases, 
asylums for the relief of disabled physicians. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. Chairman, I approve 
of the remarks of the gentleman from Connecti- 
cut, but I do not approve of his amendment. The 
only difference between his proposition and that 
of the Committee of Ways and Means is: he pro- 
poses to let out this charity at private enterprise, 
while the committee propose to intrust it to cities, 
counties, or municipal corporations. I do not, 
myself, believe that it would do to let out this 
charity to private persons, who would be inter- 
ested in depriving sick and disabled scamen of 
relief, 


Mr. LOOMIS. -I did not propose to substitute, 


-by my amendment, private individuals and asso- 
-ciations for cities, towns, and counties; but only 


to.add them. . 
Mr. SHERMAN. Iam opposed to the prop- 


‘osition; because I think that all the cities or mu- 


nicipal corporations within which marine hos- 
pitals exist might be. safely intrusted with the 
administration of this charity. But I do not think 
the matter ought to be intrusted to private indi- 
viduals, because they would have a direct intérest 
in depriving sick and disabled seamen of the re- 
lief to which they are entitled. I hope, therefore, 
that the proviso reported by the Committee of 
Ways and Means will be adopted. It was care- 
fully considered, and is carefully worded. 

Mr. Loomts’s amendment was disagreed to. 

The question recurred on the motion of Mr. 
Wasnuourne, of Illinois, to strike out the whole 
proviso. 

Mr. LOOMIS. I move to amend the matter 
proposed to be stricken out, by substituting for 
the words “under the act of 3d May, 1802,” the 
words “under acts of the United States now in 
force.” I offer that amendment, because I be- 
lieve that there are laws applicable to the matter, 
other than that of 3d May, 1802. 

Mr. SHERMAN: Itis under the law of 1802 
that all that appropriations have been passed. 

Mr.LOOMIS.: According to my recollection, 
there is a law of 1798 relating to this matter; and 
algo, an act amendatory of that, passed in 1846. 

Mr. McKNIGHT. I desire to oppose the 
amendment; and I desire also to oppose the pro- 
viso reported by the Committee of Ways and 
Means, for the reason that it confers upon the 
Secretary of the Treasury powers which he will 
not have the time or the leisure properly to dis- 
charge. Ifthe Committee of Ways and Means, 
or any other committee, were to propose the ap- 
pointment of a commission to inquire into the 
abuses that have grown up in these marine hos- 
pitals, and report an act for the correction of these 
abuses, I would vote for that proposition. I be- 
lieve there are abuses in connection with these 
marine hospitals. I believe there are men em- 
ployed as surgeons about those hospitals who are 
not fitted for the position. I know that, in my 
own district, there is a marine hospital; and yet 
a number of seamen are forced to go to hotels, 
and to employ private medical advice, because 
they cannot obtain it at the hospital. But it is 
only the correction of abuses thet is required. 
The Government has expended millions of dol- 
lars in the erection of these buildings; and to turn 
them over now to county commissioners would be, 
it strikes.me, a great waste of the public money. 
Even if you could get those officers to undertake 
the duties—which I am satisfied they would not 
do—Ido notbelieve you could get the county com- 
missioners to take charge of those hospitals; nor 
would it be advisable for them so to do. Howis 
the Secretary of the Treasury to decide as to what 
hospitals ought or ought not to be turned over to 
the county commissioners? Let the gentleman 
proceed in the right way. Let him propose a 
commission to inquire into abuses and reform 
them, and I shall be ready to vote with him. 

The amendment to the amendment was dis- 
agreed to. 

The question recurred on the motion of Mr. 
W asusvrne, of Illinois, to strike out the whole 

roviso. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. I move to 
amend the clause proposed to be stricken out by 
inserting, in lieu of the word “ rent,” the words 
“* surrender to.”’ 

Mr. Chairman, I have listened to the remarks 
of the gentleman from Connecticut in relation to 
the amendment which he proposed. The question 
we have to deal with here is, whether this Con- 
gress is prepared to surrender up all the marine 
hospitals, which have cost millions on millions of 
dollars, to town, city, and county authorities. 
There is no limitation on the power conferred by 
this clause upon the Secretary of the Treasury. 
He may rent the hospital at New Orleans, at 
Charleston, Baltimore, Philadelphia, New York, 
or Boston. There is no limitation upon him as 
to the amount of rent. As to what the gentle- 
man has read in relation to the expense of main- 
taining patients in these hospitals, it has nothing 
whatever to do with the question. - We have built 


these hospitals for the purpose of taking care of our 
sick and disabled seamen, who have contributed, 
to a large extent, from their earnings. The gen- 
tleman from Connecticut has referred to the cost 
of taking care of them. I say that the price is 
not exorbitant. In a few instances it may be; 
but, on the average, I am astonished at the small 
charge against the Government for the care of 
these men. 

What do the Committee of Ways and Means 
propose? Why, they propose that you should 
let out these men as paupers to the lowest bidder. 
The gentleman from Connecticut tells you that 
they can be taken care of for three dollars a week. 
I know how this thing is. In my own town, 
where there are a great many sick and disabled 
seamen, I talked with the physician who had been 
employed to take care of them, and he informed 
me of the wretched hovels in which they are 
placed. : 

Mr. BURNETT, (Mr. Brancn having taken 
the chair pro tempore.) The policy proposed by 
the Committee of Ways and Means under the 
proviso in this bill, is to rent out the marine hos- 
pitals to the several corporations, town councils, 
&c., and to place the seamen of this country on 
the charity ofthose corporations. Gentlemen make 
objection to the present system as now managed 
in these marine hospitals, complaining that the 
cost of maintaining the sick and disabled scamen 
in them is so large. Granted that that is an objec- 
tion. Granted that the fact, as stated by the gen- 
tleman from Connecticut, [Mr. Loomis,] is true. 
Is that a reason why this Congress should change 
the whole system of the Government in regard to 
its sick and disabled seamen, and should commit 
them to the charity of towns and villages and cor- 
porations, which will not treat them as well as 
they are treated now, and from which they will 
suffer the very same inconveniences of which 
gentlemen now complain in regard to medical 
treatment, and in other particulars? 

One gentleman remarks that these marine hos- 
es are asylums for broken down physicians. 

do not know how true that is.. I know that the 
physician appointed to the hospital in my district 
1s, for medical knowledge and professional skill, 
not surpassed by any man of his profession in 
the country. That honorable gentleman says that, 
in some of these marine hospitals, it cosis the 
Government sixtcen dollars per week for cach 
of the patients. Granted that that is an abuse, 
arid ought to be corrected: butis that any reason 
why Congress should surrender all the marine 
hospitals of the country, which were erected from 
motives of humanity, to take care of those broken 
down, sick, diseased, and disabled seamen, who 
have been laboring for the good of the entire coun- 
try? because it is from commerce that we derive 
our greatest prosperity. If this proviso of the 
Committee of Ways and Means be adopted as a 
system of legislation, it will change the whole pol- 
icy of our former system. Iam opposed to that. 
But LTagree with the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania, [Mr. McK wiaurt, ] that if there beabusesin 
the system, we should correct them by legisla- 
tion. Get rid of these abuses, but do not sur- 
render this large amount of property to cities and 
towns and counties. Do not place your sick and 
dis@bled seamen at the mercy of the local author- 
ities} 

I bflteve that it would be wrong to do so. I 
believe that the whole object for which these ma- 
rine hospitals were erected would be defeated by 
the adoption of such a line of policy. Hence T 
am opposed to it. 1 will go with the Committee 
of Ways and Means in any measure which they 
may suggest for the purpose of correcting abuses. 
If it costs too much to keep sick and disabled sea- 


i men in the marine hospitals, let us throw around 


them restrictions by which to keep the expend- 
iture within reasonable limits; but I will never 
consent to transfer that class of our countrymen 
to the charity of corporations of any kind. 

The question was taken on Mr. WASHBURNE’S 
amendment to his amendment; and it was not 
agreed to. 

Mr. MORRILL. I move to amend by striking 
out, after the word “ rent,” the words ‘* or sell.”” 
I believe it will be conceded by all gentlemen in 
this House that there are abuses in the manage- 
ment of our marine hospitals. Now, what does 
this proviso propose to do? It is very carefully 
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drawn. It merely authorizes the Secretary of 
the Treasury to rent them, or take such course as 
he may see fit to take. Itdoes not say that he 
shall rentthe whole of them; but that he shall rent 
either of the several marine hospitals. 

Again: it is not~proposed to send these sick 
and disabled seamen as paupers. It 1s not pro- 
posed to commit them to the irresponsible care of 
individuals. But it is proposed to make contracts 
with the authorities of cities, towns, or counties 
to take care of them. Why, sir, the only way 
in which we can defend this system of having 
marine hospitals at all, is to have the abuses cor- 
rected; and I hope that this committee will not 
show itself indifferent to the correction of abuses 
so notorious as those in the system of marine hos- 

itals. : 

E Mr. MALLORY. If there be abuses in the 
management of the marine hospitals of the Uni- 
ted States, how do I understand gentlemen to pro- 
pose to correct them? By transferring these hos- 
pitals to the authorities of the State, county, or 
city in which they are respectively situated. We 
have no evidence, that I know of, showing that 
these abuses in the management do actually exist. 
I have heard charges to that effect; but we have 
no proof before the House on which to support 
such charges. I know that there is a marine hos- 
pital in a town in my district, in the State of Ken- 
tucky, and I have never heard of any abuses 
having crept into the management of that institu- 
tion, Ihave heard of no complaint of the kind. 
I believe that sick and disabled sailors reccive 
there every attention that their cases require. I 
have never heard the least complaint against its 
management. 

But, if there be abuses in the management of 
the various marine hospitals of the United States, 
how are you to correct these abuses? By trans- 
ferring the management of these institutions to 
the town, city, or county in which they happen 
to be located? If you have abuses in your forts 
and dock-yards and arsenals, would you there- 
fore support a proviso to an appropriation bill, 
transferring those institutions to the States or 

. towns or counties in which they happen to belo- 
cated, in order that these abuses may be corrected? 
Have wecome to that point that acknowledgment 
is made in Congress that where abuses creep into 
the management of things over which the Gov- 
ernment has control, such abuses cannot be cor- 
rected or remedied; and that the only cure for 
them is to transfer the thing itself to some other 

ower than that which has charge ofthem? That 
is an acknowledgment which I am not willing to 
make. For thatreason I oppose this proviso. I 
hope it will not be adopted by this committee, I 
hope that the motion of the gentleman from Iili- 


nois, [Mr. Wasnsurye,] that this proviso be | 


stricken out, will prevail, and that the manage- 
ment of these marine hospitals will be left to the 
same authority to which it has been confided here- 
tofore. j 
management in them, appoint your commission, 
as the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Mce- 
Kxicurt] proposes, and inquire into them, and 
then devise some remedy to correct them. 

The question being on Mr. Morrizz’s amend- 
ment, it was withdrawn. 


Mr. NIXON. I move to amend the proviso 
by striking out these words: 

“To rent either of the several marine hospitals to the 
proper authorities of the cities, towns, or counties in which 
said hospitals are located, and contract with such authori- 
ties for the relief of the sick and disabled seamen entitled 
to relief under the act of 3d of May, 1802, and.” 

So that the proviso will then read: 

“ Provided, That the Secretary of the Treasury is hereby 
authorized, in cases of infectious diseases, to make such 
regulations for their relief as he deems expedient.” 

Mr. Chairman, I offer the amendment in good 
faith, and I trust that it will meet with the appro- 
bation of the House. It will relieve us, for the 
present, of the consideration of the propriety of 
authorizing the Secretary of the Treasury to rent 
these hospitals, while at the same time it will 
correct an evil which all now complain of as ex- 
isting in the presentsystem. These marine hos- 
pitals, in a great many cases, do not now afford 

roper security for taking care of sick and disa- 


led seamen, By adopting my amendment, dis- | 


erction will be conferred upon the Secretary of 
the Treasury in cases where ‘scamen are sick at 
places remote from any hospital. 


If there are corruptions or abuses or mis- | 


į hospitals. 


| forts and arsenals. 


It is known toa great many gentlemen inthe 
committee that these seamen contribute yearly a 
considerable sum of money to maintain these hos- 
pitals. Every seaman has levied upon. him a 
monthly tax of twenty cents, which is taken out 
of his wages for that purpose. Under the pres- 
ent system, if a seaman be disabled by sickness 
or otherwise, at a point remote from any hospital, 
there is no law for affording him any proper re- 
lief. I propose, in my amendment, to confer upon 
the Secretary of the Treasury discretion in all 
such cases; so that such sick and disabled seaman 
may be supported outside of these marine hos- 

itals. It is right that we should compensate those 
individuals who take care of sick seamen when 
they are so situated that they cannot reach one 
of our marine hospitals. If my amendment be 
agreed to, I propose, in the next place, to strike 
out the words ‘‘ infectious diseases,’’ and to sub- 
stitute for them the word “ sickness;”’ and then 
the proviso will read: 

"That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he hereby is, 
authorized, in cases of sickness, to make such regulation 
for their relief as he deems expedient. 

I trust that the pending amendment will meet 
with the sanction of the committee. 

Mr. NIBLACK. Mr. Chairman, L am opposed 
to the retention of any part of the proviso; Tam 
opposed to the whole of it; and I will vote for the 
motion of the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. W asn- 
BURNE] to strike it out. The object of the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means would seem to be to 
abolish the existing system, and to substitute for 
it a discretionary power, to be conferred upon the 
Secretary of the Treasury. I think that sucha 
change is wrong. It will inaugurate a system of 
contracts; and if the new system be badly man- 
aged, a favoritism worse than any and all of the 
evils which may be imagined to exist under the 
present-system. lt will allow the Secretary of 
the Treasury to provide one system for taking 
care of the sick and disabled seamen in one local- 
ity, and an entirely different system in another 
locality. In that way the system now in force 
under the law would be entirely destroyed. The 
proviso substitutes a discretion, not only incon- 
venient to the Department, but which, in my judg- 
ment, is wrong in principle. 

If there be anything in the present system tend- 
ing to abuse, let it be corrected; but do not let us 
abolish the system, and substitute a discretionary 
power which will destroy whatever rules may 
have been adopted by the Government. I think 
that such a course is no remedy for the present 
abuses, whatever they may be. My judgment, 
however, is that the alleged abuses are overstated. 
The marine hospitals are as economically and as 
well managed as any other department of the 
Government. At least the hospital located in my 
district, is one of the best managed under the 
Government. 
out. g 

The question was taken; and the amendmentto 
the amendment was disagreed to. 

Mr. QUARLES. I move toamend, by insert- 
ing the words “or to sell”? after the word ‘* rent,” 

Mr Chairman, I was on the committee which 
examined into this question at the last session of 
Congress. We found that there have been num- 
berless abuses in the management of these marine 
Some have been located at points 
where they ought not to be, and from which they 
ought to be removed. Look, for instance, at the 
one at Napoleon, Arkansas; who would think of 
sending a sick man there who could be sent any- 
where elsc—to a place, indeed, surrounded by 
swamps which engender fever. Unless you ena- 
ble the Secretary of the Treasury to rent or sell 
these buildings, the sick must be carried there. 

The gentleman from Kentucky (Mr. Burnett] 
seems to think that thisis a new thing. The gen- 
tleman from the Louisville district [Mr. Matrory] 
thought it was something similar to a transfer of 
Tennessee, with two rivers 
with a navigation of eight hundred miles, has not 
a marine hospital within its borders. The city of 
Nashville takes care of sick and disabled seamen 
coming there. Yet gentlemen seem to think itis 
a great hardship when we say there are abuses in 
the marine hospital system. The gentleman from 
Connecticut [Mr. Looms] in his report at the last 
sessiun of Congress, specified some of these abuses. 
They are palpable and susceptible of proof, and 
yet gentlemen are found here resisting them. 


I hepe the proviso will be stricken’ 


believe, on the contrary; thatthe Committee of 
Ways and Means have taken a stepin the tight 
direction.. Let .these abuses be:corrected së 
the Secretary of the Treasury be invested with a 
discretionary power. Let that be done, and. wè- 
will then cure the defects of the presentsystem.: 

The amendment to the amendmen twas reject 

The question recurréd on Mr. WAsnsuRwe’s 
motion to strike out the proviso. © PIE 
_ Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois; “This isan 
important question; and I demand tellers: 

Tellers were ordéred; and Messrs. MALLORY 
and Spinner were appointed. i 

The question was taken; andthe motion was 
agreed to; the tellers having reported—ayes 66, 
noes 63. ES 

_Mr. HARDEMAN moved that the committee 

rise. wt = 

The motion was agreed to 

So the committee rose; and the Speaker having 
resumed the chair, Mr. Burnerr reported’ that 
the Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union had, according to order, had, the Union 
geberaliy. under consideration, and particularly 
House bill No. 895, making appropriations for 
sundry civil expenses of the Government for thé 
year ending June 30, 1862, and had come to no 
conclusion thereon. ` i 


RINGGOLD’S SURVEYS. 


Mr. WASHBURNE, of Ilinois. I ask the 
unanimous consent of the House for leave to re- 
port back from the Committee on Commerce, 
estimates of the cost of preparing for publication 
Ringgold’s surveys, and to move that they be 
referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 


HARPER’S FERRY, FORTS, AND ARSENALS. | 


Mr. LEAKE. Task the unanimous consent’ 
of the House for leave to submit the following 
resolution: 3 


„Resolved, That the committee of five, to whom the spe- 
cial message of the President of the United States was 
referred with certain instructions, be instructed also to 
inquire whether any of the arms of the United States at 
Harper’s Ferry have been removed, or ordered to be re- 
moved, from that place to Pittsburg, or other points; andif 
so, by whose order, and for what reason. ‘ 

Mr. GROW. I will objett to the resolution 
unless it provides for a like inquiry with reference 
to all the forts and arsenals. 

Mr. LEAKE. I have no objection to that. 
Let us hear why the arms have been removed to 
Pittsburg, in the gentleman’s own State. E want 
to know why these things have been done, and 
under whose aa nee - l 

Mr. GROW. I make no objection, if the reso- 
lution includes all the arsenals. 

The resolution, as modified, was adopted. 


PHILADELPHIA ON CRITTENDEN COMPROMISE. 


Mr. MORRIS, of Pennsylvania. I ask leave 
to present memorials of citizens of Philadelphia, 
numerously signed by men of all parties, praying 
for the passage of the. Crittenden compromise; 
and move that it be referred to the select commits 
tee of thirty-three. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 


THE PRESIDENT’S SPECIAL MESSAGE. 


Mr. BURNETT. There wasno motion made 
this morning for-the printing of the President’s 
message. I now make that motion. 

The motion was agreed to. 


CRISIS MEETING IN NORTH CAROLINA. 
Mr. LEACH, of North Carolina. I ask the 


unanimous consent of the House for leave to sub- 
mit the proceedings of a meeting held in Winston, 
Forsyth county, North Carolina, to consider the 
existing condition of the country, and to move 
that they be referred to the select committee of 
thirty-three. 

There was no objection, and it wasso ordered. 

MILITIA OF THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 


Mr. STANTON. Iask unanimous consent for 
leave to take from the Calendar a bill for the reor- 
ganization of the militia of ghis District. 

Objection was made. 4 

Mr. BRANCH moved that the House adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and thereupon (at 
five minutes past four o’clock, p.m.) the House 
adjourned. i 


January 10. 


perenne iret error p 
en IN. SENATE. ~. ; 
; Trunspay, Jinuary 10, 1865: 
“Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Dr. Gunter. 
‘The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 
|. CREDENTIALS. . oats 
oMr. HALE presented the credentials of. Hon 
‘Daxter Crank, elected, a Senator by the Legis- 
‘ature of the State of New Hampshire, for the 
ferm-of six: years, commencing. on the 4th day of 
March, 1861; which were read, and ordered to 
þëfiledi o o thee 


MESSAGE FROM: THE HOUSE. 
_» A message from the House of Representatives, 
by Mr. Hays, Chief Clerk, announced that the 
ouse had passed a bill (No. 915) for the relief 
sof Hockaday & Liggit, in which the concurrence 
“of the Senate was requested. 
: PRINTING OF DOCUMENTS. 

The message further announced that the House 
had ordered this day the printing of the following 
documents: 

Letter from the Postmaster General, commu- 
hicating the annual report of fines and deductions 
‘from the pay ‘of mail coutractors—ordered at 
‘twelye o'clock and eleven minutes. 

+ Preamble and resolutions of the Common Coun- 
cil of the city of New York, in reference to the 
differences between. the South anit the North— 
ordered at twelve o’clock and seventeen minutes. 


secey 2 PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 
.. Mr, SEWARD. -I submit the memorial of 
citizens of the State of New York, dwelling in the 
ity of New York, praying Congress to adopt 
such just, wise, and beneficent measures as they 
-can for the composing of the present troubles in 
the country, and the proservatjon of the Union. 
I move that it lie on the table. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. SUMNER. I offer the memorial of the 
synod of the Reformed Presbyterian Church, now 
in session in Alleghany city, Pennsylvania, ask- 
ing that Congress will take measures for the 
amendment of the Constitution, so that it may 
‘contain, first, an express acknowledgment of the 
being andauthority of God; secondly, anacknowl- 
edgment and submission to the authority of 
Christ; thirdly, a.vecognition of the paramount 
obligation of God’s law; and, fourthly, that it be 
rendered inallits principles and provisions clearly 
ond unmistakably adverse to the existence ofany 
form of slavery within the national limits.. This 
A eeraa by their moderator and the clerk of the 

nod; ‘ 

Mr, GREEN. I wish.to inquire whether God’s 
law. is the, Bible as revealed? 

Mr. SUMNER, -I ask tho reference of the 
memorial:to the: Committee on the Judiciary. 

It was so referred. 

Mr. RICE. I wish to present the petition of 
W. C; Jewett, of Pike’s Peak, praying that the 
Pacific railroad question may for the present be 
postponed, on the ground of the injustice of in- 
creasing the national debt in this crisis, and show- 
ing why governmental aid is not needed for the 
road. “As the question is now before the Senate, 
and asthe petition is very short, being only afew 
lines, L ask that it be read. 
| ‘The Secretary read the petition. 

Ma BROWN presented the petition of Rev. 
Charles. J. White; parish. priest of St. Matthew’s 
church, in the city of Washington, District of 
Columbia, praying thatauthority may be granted 
to sell certain city lots now held by the ecclesiasti- 
eal authorities of that church; which was referred 
‘to-the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. KENNEDY presented a petition of twelve 
thousand citizens of Baltimore, of all political par- 
ties, praying the adoption by Congress, without 
delay, of the compromise proposed by Hon. J.J. 
CRITTENDEN in the Senate of the United States; 
which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Fle also presented the petition of Mrs. Sercna 
McLane, widow of the late Captain George Me- 
Lane, United States Army, who was killed in 
battle by the Indians; praying a pension; which 
was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. BIGLER. 
vivors of the war of 1812, residents in the county 
of Lehigh, in the State of Pennsylvania; and I 
also presenta similar memorial signed by citizens 
of Philadelphia, setting forth that the founders of 

~ our Government intended its defense mainly. to 


lapresent the memorial of sur- | 
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i rest.on. the militia, and not-upon large standing 


armies;-which are at all times expensive to the 
people, and. therefore respectfully and earnestly 
ask, in order to encourage the volunteers and 
militia to prompt and energetic action: in future, 
and as an-act of justice to the survivors of the war 
of 1812, that all ‘who served in that war, or were 
actually: engaged in battle, and the surviving 
widows of those who have died or may hereafter 
die, be placed on the pension roll of the United 
States, 1t now being upwards of forty-five years 
since the termination of that war; while the soldiers 
who served in the revolutionary war with Great 
Britain were placed by Congress on the pension 
roll in 1818—being only thirty-five years after 
eace was declared. Fask that these memorials 
e referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

They were so referred. 

Mr. BIGLER presented a memorial of citizens 
of Pennsylvania, praying the passage of a joint 
resolution providing for the call of anational con- 
vention to be held at Independence Hall, Phila- 
delphia, to take into consideration the present 
disturbed condition of the country; which was 
ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented six petitions of citizens of 
Philadelphia, praying the passage of the resolu- 


tions introduced into the Senate by Mr. Crrrren- | 


DEN, on the 18th of December last; which were 
ordered to lie on.the table. 


SECRETARY OF WAR. 


The VICE PRESIDENT. If there be no fur- 
ther petitions, reports from standing committees 
are in order. 

Mr. SLIDELL. If there be no reports from 
standing committees, I move that the Senate now 
proceed to the consideration of the resolution I 
offered yesterday, calling for certain information 
from the President. z 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. I suggest that the hour 
has arrived now, according to the order of the 
Senate yesterday, for calling up the resolutions 
that were yesterday under consideration, 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair will 
state that they come up at half past twelve o’clock. 

Mr. SLIDELL. I presume that there will be 
no debate of this resolution. It is simply one of 
inquiry. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is 
on the motion to take up the resolution offered 
by the Senator from Louisiana. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The Secretary read the resolution, as follows: 


Resolved, That the President be requested to inform the | 
Senate whether Johu B. Floyd, whose appointment as Sec- 
retary of War was confirmed by the Senate on the 6th of 


Marci, 1857, still continues to hold said office ; and if not, | 


when and how said office became vacant; and further to 
intorm the Senate how ant by whom the duties of said of- 
fice are now discharged; and if an appointment of an act- 
ing or provisional Secretary of War has been made, how, 
when, and by what authority it was so made, and why the 
fact of said appointment has not been communicated to the 
Senate. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. I suggest that, the Sena- 
tor has omitted the ordinary condition in ære- 
quest-made to the President for information; and 
that is, that it be not incompatible with the pub- 
lic interest. Perhaps it was omitted accidentally. 

Mr. SLIDELL. It was not omitted accident- 
ally. I do not conceive how it can be inconsist- 
ent with the public service to inform the Senate 
when a certain officer may have vacated his post, 
and when and how another was appointed; but 
if the Senator thinks the resolution obnoxious to 
that objection, he can offer the amendment. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. Ido not offer it. I merely 
made the suggestion to the Senator. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair must 
call up tho unfinished business of yesterday at 
this hour. 

Mr. BIGLER. I do not intend to make objec- 
tion to the passage of this resolution; but I desire, 
before the vote is taken, to read the law under 
which, undoubtedly, this appointment has been 
made 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair has just 
announced that he has called up the unfinished | 
business of yesterday. 

Mr. BIGLER. Ifthe Chair intends to enforce , 
the rule, of course | will not insist. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Itwillrequire unan- | 


imous consent, or a motion to postpone. 
Mr. SLIDELL. T hope there will be no objec- 
tion to-the consideration of this resolution now. | 


‘It will not occupy any time. If the Senator from 
Pennsylvania quotes the law under which the 
President derived authority for this appointment, 
I shall be under the necessit 

The VICE PRESIDENT. ‘Will the Senator 
from Louisiana pause for a moment? Either 
some motion must be made to postpone the spe- 
cial order for this hour, or there must be unani- 
mous consent to lay it aside, or the Chair must 
enforce it. . 

Mr. SLIDELL. I move to postpone the con- 
sideration of the special order. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there unanimous 
consent to consider this resolution? The Chair 
hears no objection. 

Mr. BIGLER. As far as I am. concerned, I 
i will agree to the passage of the resolution, and 
will not read the law. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. I call for the yeas and 
nays. 

The yeas and‘nays. were ordered. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. I would only inquire 
of the honorable Senator from Louisiana what 
object is to be attained by this; what good is to 
result, and to whom? If I could see any rele- 
vancy that it has to our proceedings, or to an 
object of public good, I would vote for it; but it 
scems to me to be very unusual and extraordi- 
nary, and I do not see the importance of it. 

Mr. SLIDELL. I will very cheerfully respond 
to the inquiry of the Senator from Kentucky. I 
conceive that there has been a gross violation of 
the Constitution of the United States by the ap- 
pointment of an acting Secretary of War, holding 
his office for twelve or fourteen days, as I believa 
to be the case, without that fact having been com- 
municated to the Senate, and without that nomi- 
nation having been submitted to theirapprobation, 
The Constitution of the United States, among 
other powers which it confers upon the President, 
contains the following: 

“ He shall have power, by and with the advice and con- 
sent of the Senate, to make treaties, provided two thirds 
| of the Senators concur; and he shalt nominate, and by and 
with the advice and consent of the Senate, shall appoint 
| ambassadors, other public ministers and consuls, judges 
| of the Supreme Court, and alt other officers of the United 
| States, whose appointments are not herein otherwise pro- 
' vided for, and which shall be established by law ; but the 
Jongress may by law vest the appointment of such inferior 
| officers, as they may think proper, in the President alone, 
f in the courts of law, or in the heads of Departments.” 
| Wot only has this appointment to the office of 
| Secretary of War not been léft by implication to 
| the uncontrolled discretion of the President; but 
i the law creating it expressly declares he shall be 
appointed by and with the advice and consent of 
the Senate. The section goes on to state: 

“ The President shall have power to fill up all vacancies 
that may happen during the recess of the Senate, by grant- 
ing commissions, which shall expire at the end of their 
next session.’ k 

The only law, 1 presume, to which. the Senator 
from Pennsylvania referred—that of 1795—is in 
these words i 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. I understand the honora- 
ble Senator from Louisianais going into a general 
| discussion of the question. {ask whether it is 
in order to do so, òn a motion to postpone? 

Mr. SLIDELL. I will suggest to the Senator 
from Wisconsin that I am only addressing the 
Senate at the instance of the Senator from Ken- 
tucky. [“ Go on.”] I had supposed that, as this 
was a simple resolution of inquiry, it would be 
passed without opposition from any quarter, F 
think the information is essentially necessary, and 
one which the Senate have aright to demand. The 
act of 1795, upon which, as I understand, the Sen- 
| ator from Pennsylvania relies for his authority, 
is in the following words. Am I right in sup- 
posing that is the law? 

Mr. BIGLER. That of 1795. 

Mr. SLIDELL. Here it is: 

An Act to amend the act entitled “ An act making. altera- 
tions in the ‘l'reasury and War Departments.” 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives 
of the United States of America in Congress assembled, That 
| in case of vacancy in the office of Secretary of State, Sec- 
| retary of the ‘Treasury, or of the Secretary of the Depart- 
ment of War, or of any officer of either of the said Depart- 
ments, Whose appointment is not in the head thereof, 
whereby they cannot perform. the duties of their said re- 
spective offices, it shall he lawful for the President of the 
United States, in case he shall think it necessary, to au- 
thorize any person or persons, at his discretion, to perform 
the duties of the said respective offices until a successor be 


| one vacancy shall be supplied, in manner aforesaid, for a 


i 
j 
| 
p 
| 
| appointed, or such. vacancy, be filled: Provided, That no 
i 
i 


| longer term than- six months. 


Approved February 13, 1795. 
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_ I think that this latter clause abundantly estab- 
lishes that this discretionary power confided in 
the President to appoint an acting Sceretary of 
the Treasury, or of the other Departments, was 
only to be exercised when the Senate was not in 
session. If such were not the case, what would 
be the necessary consequence? If it be consid- 
ered that this power can be exercised during the 
session of the Senate, I again say, what would 
be the consequence? “ No vacancy shall be sup- 
plied in the manner aforesaid for a longer term 
than six months.” This session of Congress will 
expire in less than sixty days. Ifthe President 
has the power, without the control of the Senate, 
to make the appointment of an acting Secretary 
for six months, the individual who is now dis- 
charging the duties of that office may, if the suc- 
cessor of the present Executive thinks proper to 
retain his services, act as such for four months 
after the adjournment of Congress, without sub- 
mitting his nomination to the Senate. Further 
than that, when that six months shall have ex- 
ired, the President may then nominate another 
individual, whose appointment will be valid, con- 
ferring upon him all the power and responsibility 
of that office, who will hold his office until the 
expiration of the next session of the Senate. The 
consequence of giving aconstruction so monstrous 
ag this to the act of 1795, would be to deprive the 
Senate altogether of its constitutional power to 
control the Exceutive in the choice of the officers 
of his Cabinet. I believe it is the first time that 
such a proposition has been seriously asserted. 

1 did not intend to make any argument on the 
subject. I have merely responded to the inquiry 
of the Senator from Kentucky, as to what was 
the object of this resolution. We want to know 
who is the Secretary of War; and if the Secretary 
of War be really the person whom the public 
prints suppose to be exercising thoseduties, Isay, 
and I say confidently, that that gentleman never 
could have obtained the approbation of this Sen- 
ate. He would not be Secretary of War, by and 
with the advice of this body. 

Mr. BIGLER. Mr. President, I certainly had 
no idea of any debate on the subject; nor was I 
prepared for it. Llooked at the law yesterday, 
when the Senator from Louisiana offered the res- 
olution, and was under the impression that that 
law was conclusive; and now I am by no means 
convinced as to the Senator’s constitutional argu- 
ment, {shail not attempt to reply to it, but shall 
insist upon the adoption of the resolution. That, 
I think, will be necessary now, in order to do 
the President and the Administration justice. It 
would be better to have their reply toit. I have 
no doubt that it will turn out that the question 
has been thoroughly understood by them, and 
that the President is perfectly satisfied of his 
authority under the law of 1795._ I will remark, 
however, that the Senator from Louisiana is not 
unaware of the difficultics that surround this case, 
of no ordinary character. It is a very easy mat- 
ter to make appointments under some circum- 
stanecs, and it is very difficult under others. It 
is not always that you ¢an get men to accepta 


service of this kind, particularly near the close | 


of an Administration. It wes necessary—it was 
jndispensably necessary—that some member of 
the Administration should forthwith assume the 
duties of the War Department ad interim. ‘Chat 
was an absolute necessity. The Senator from 
Louisiana may know that there has been no dif- 
ficulty whatever in the way of filling that place 
in the mean time. Very true, the distinguished 
ventleman who is performing the duties, might 


have been nominated to the Senate; but, as E un- | 


derstand the Senator from Louisiana, that would 
have been, in his judgment, a very injudicious 
selection. Well, sir, it may turn out that, after 
all, the President of the United States has been 
doing faithfully and vigilantly the best he could 
on this subiect. 1am not authorized to speak, 
and do not pretend to know all the facts or par- 
ticulars of this case, but I certainly do know that 
the Senator from Louisiana must be aware of the 
difficulties which have surrounded a selection. 
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Mr. GREEN, 
without implying any censure or condemnation 
on the acting Secretary of War. I think the 
information which is called for very important, 
because it may involve a departure from the con- 
stitutional provisions and the practice of the Gov- 
ernment. We ought to be strict and exact in all 
our proceedings; but I will not, by my vote, im- 
ply a censure either on the President or the pres- 


-ent acting Secretary of War. f 


Mr. PEARCE. I should like to know whether 
any law has been passed on this subject since 
the period of General Jackson ’s administration. I 
recollect that during his administration, Mr. B. F. 
Butler, who was Attorney General, acted, I think, 
for an entire session of Congress as Secretary of 
Has a law been passed since that period ? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Secretary will 
call the roll. 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. Allow meto inquire what 
is the question? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. On the passage of 
this resolution. 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. 
to postpone some prior order. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. By unanimous con- 
sent, the Senate proceeded to consider this reso- 
lution; and the question now is on agrecing to it. 
The yeas and nays have been ordered. 

Mr. POWELL. Ishall vote for the resolution; 
but in doing so, I do not intend to cast any cen- 
sure upon the President or upon the gentleman 
who is acting as Secretary of War ad interim. 
Neither do I wish to be understood as concurring 
in the declaration of the Senator from Louisiana 
that the distinguished gentleman who is acting as 
Secretary of War ad interim would not be con- 
firmed by this Senate. That is a matter of fact 
that I will not undertake to decide. J will say, 
however, that I believe the actings and doings 
of the gentleman who now acts as Secretary ad 
interim have been very much misrepresented, as 
on a proper occasion I shall be able to show. 

The question being taken by yeas and nays 
resulted—yeas 35, nays 17; as follows: 

YEAS—Messry. Baker, Benjamin, Bigler, Bragg, Bright, 
Clay, Clingman, Collamer, Crittenden, Davis, Dixon, Fes- 
senden, Fitch, Fitzpatrick, Foot, Foster, Greeny Hemp- 
hil, Hunter, iverson, Johnson of Tennessee, Kennedy, 
Lane, Latham, Mallory, Nicholson, Polk, Powcll, Pugh, 
Riec, Sebastian, Slidell, ‘hen Eyck, Wigfall, and Yulee— 


KDa 
NAYS—Messrs. Anthony, Bingham, Cameron, Chand- 
ter, Clark, Doolittle, Grimes, Hale, King, Saulsbury, Sew- 
ard, Simmons, Sumner, ‘Trumbull, Wade, Wilkinson, and 
Wilson—t7. 
So the resolution was adopted. 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


The VICE PRESIDENT. The joint resolu- 
tions of the Senator from Kentucky (Mr. Crir- 
TENDEN] are before the Senate as a special order, 
and the Senator from Massachusetts is entitled to 
the floor. 

Mr. WILSON. The Senator from Mississippi 
{Mr. Davis] has the floor at one o’clock on the 
President’s message, and is desirous of speaking 
upon that. I therefore move that this subject be 
postponed until to-morrow at half-past twelve 
o’clock, for the purpose of allowing the Senator 
from Mississippt to go on. , 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. What is the motion? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The motion is to 
poštpono tho prenent special order, being the joint 
resolutions offered by the Senator from Kentucky, 
until to-morrow at half-past twelve o’clock. — - 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. The resolutions which 
were under consideration yesterday ? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Yes, sir. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. I hope they will not 
be postponed. 1 think there is no subject at all 


equal to it, in point of consequence, before the į 


Senate. The country expects us to act on it 
decidedly; and I hope gentlemen will not think it 
proper that it shall be any further postponed. 
hope it will be considered now, to the utter exclu- 
sion of other business. 

Several Senators. There is a special order 
at one o’clock. 


I shall vote for the resolution 


I thought the motion was | 


Mr. CRITTENDEN. . Lshall.move to post- 
pone that. ; S 

„Mr. GREEN. As the Senator from : Missis- 
sippi. is not present—and other Senators desire to: 
give him the privilege of making any remarks he 
desires—while we are considering about what 
will be the proper subject to take up inthe mean- 
time, if the Senate will indulge me, I desire 'to 
call up a little private bill and pass that. i 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. 1 hope the gentleman’ 
will not insist on that. Iam sure he will concur 
in the superior importance of this subject for the 
preservation of the Union. i 

Mr. GREEN., I will'not press it. 

Mr. WILSON. The Senator from Mississippt 
has the floor at one o’clock, on ‘the President’s 
message, and ‘has partly concluded his speech, 
In the situation of his State, Ido not- wish to 
interrupt him. 1 desire to make some remarks 
upon these resolutions; and T assure the Senator 
from Kentucky that they cannot pass the Senate 
without the most thorough and searching inves- 
tigation from several Senators. I therefore move 


to postpone them until to-morrow, to allow the 


Scnator from Mississippi to go on and finish his 
speech upon the President’s message. ' 
Mr. CRITTENDEN. I was notapprised that 
the Senator from Mississippi desired to speak. 
If, in the peculiar situation in which he stands 


| here, he desires to occupy the floor, anxious as I 


am to proceed with these resolutions, certainly: E 
shall not press them now. 

Mr. DAVIS. Lhave no particular anxiety to 
speak now. I shall not detain the Senate long. 
I do not think it is probable that] shall require 
more than an hour; and f would as soon take it 
at a later period of the day. I have no desire on 
the subject. 

Mr. GRITTENDEN. Then, if these resolu- 
tions can be passed by informally, so as to per- 
mit the gentleman to make his remarks, I am con- 
tent; but not to postpone them. I do not intend 
to consent to any postponement to another day.. 

Mr. CAMERON. As there are five minutes 
left of the morning hour devoted to morning busi- 
ness, I hope I shall be allowed to offer a resolu- 
tion. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair will 
state to the Senator from Pennsylvania that the 
question before the Senate is the motion of the 
Senator from Massachusetts, to postpone these 
resolutions until to-morrow at half-past twelve 
o’clock; and if no other motion be made, the 
Chair will put that question. 

Mr. GREEN. What hour? : 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Half-past twelve 
o’clock. : ` 

Mr. GREEN. Ihopenot. We need the morn- 
ing hour for other business, which is essential to 
the public benefit; and I really think:one o’clock 
is carly enough to take upa general subject re- 


| lating to the condition of the country. I propose, 


therefore, to amend the motion by saying one 
o’clock. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. It is moved to 
amend the motion by postponing the resolution 
until to-morrow at one o’clock. 

Mr. HUNTER. There is already a special 
order set apart for that hour to-morrow, 

The VICE PRESIDENT. There are three or 
four atthe same hour. * 

Mr. HUNTER. Which would take prece- 
dence? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair cannot 
determine that now. 

Mr. POWELL. Before the motion is put, with 
the consent of the Senator from Massachusetts, 
I have three amendments that I propose to the 
resolutions offered by my colleague, which Lask 
to have read and printed. : 

Mr. GREEN. Let them be printed without 
reading. , 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Shall they be read, 
or ordered to be printed without being read? 

Mr. POWELL. E will ask:to lave them 
printed without reading. f 

The motion was agreed tow, 
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“THe VICE PRESIDENT. ` The question now: 
is on thé motion’of.the Senator from Missouri to- 
amend the motion of the Senator from Magsachu- 
setts to postpone this resolution until to-morrow 
atone o'clock. ` 

+ The amendment was agreed to. 


‘MESSAGE ON THE STATE OF TIE UNION. 


Mr: GWIN.. The unfinished business of yes- 
terday, which was the Pacific railroad bill, will 
come upin a few moments, . I move to postpone 
it and make it the special order for Tuesday next 
at one o'clock. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair treated 
the amendment. of the Senator from Missouri as 
a final proposition. ; 

Mre WILSON. It is just as well. 

. The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from 
California moves to postpone the special order— 
the Pacific railroad bill—until Tuesday next, at 
one o’clock. 

Mr. WILSON. I would suggest to the Sena- 
tor from California that we might take up the 
Pacific railroad bill after the Senator from Mis- 

sissippi has spoken, if no one wishes to speak on 
the President’s message, and make some progress 
with it to-day. We can have two or three hours 
to deyote to it, 

Mr. GWIN. Very well. Letit go over. I 
did not wish to. interfere with the Senator from 
Mississippi in his speech. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. As it lacks buta 
minute or two.of the time when the special order 
is to be called up, if there be no. objection, the 
Chair will call it up now. Strictly, the Pacific 
railroad bill is. the only special order before the 
Senate, but as it seems to be the sense of the Sen- 
ate, the Chair will call up the motion to print the 
President’s message, on which the Senator from 
Mississippi is enutled to the floor, 

Mr. DAVIS. Mr. President, when I took the 
floor yesterday, I intended to engage somewhat 
in the argument which has heretofore prevailed 
in the Senate upon the great questions of consti- 
tutional right, which have divided the country 
from the. beginning of the Government. Iin- 
tended to adduce some evidences, which I thought 
were conclusive, in favor of the opinions which I 
entertain; but events, with a current hurrying on 
as it progresses, have borne me past the point 
where it would be useful for me to argue, by the 
citing of.authorities, the question of rights. ` To- 
day, therefore, it is my purpose to deal with events. 
Abstract argument has become among the things 
that are past. We have to deal now with facts; 
and in order that we may meet those facts and 
apply them to our present condition, it is well to 
inquire what is the state of the country. The Con- 
stitution. provides that the President shall, from 
time to time, communicate information on the state 
of the Union, The message which is now under 
consideration gives us very little, indeed, beyond 
that which the world, less, indced, than reading 
men generally, knew before it was communicated. 

What, Senators, to-day is the condition of the 
country? From every quarter of it comes the 
wailing cry of patriotism pleading for the preser- 

vation ofthe greatinheritance we derived from our 
fathers. Is there a Senator who does not daily 
receive letters appealing to him to use even the 
small power which one man here possesses to 
save the rich inheritance our fathers gave us? 
Tears now trickling down the stern face of man; 
and those who have bled for the flag of their 
country, and are willing now to die for it, stand 
powerless before the plea that the party about to 
come into power laid down a platform, and that 
come what will, though ruin stare us in the face, 
consistency must be adhered to, even though the 
Government be lost. 

In this state of the case, then, we turn and ask, 
whatisthecharacter ofthe Administration? What 
is the executive department doing? What assu- 
rance have we there for the safety of the coun- 
try? But we come back from that inquiry with 
a mournful conviction that feeble hands now hold 
the reins of State; that drivelers are taken in as 
counselors not provided by the Constitution; that 
vacillation is the law; and the policy of this great 
Government is changed with every changing ru- 
mor of the day; nay more, it is changing with 
every new phase of causcless fear. In this state 
of the case, after complications have been intro- 


duced into the question, after we were broughtto | 


the verge of war, after we were hourly expecting 
by telegraph to learn that the conflict had com- 
menced, after nothing had been done to insure the 
peace of the land, we are told in this last hour that 
the question is thrown at the door of Congress, 
and here rests the responsibility. ; 

Had the garrison at Charleston, representing 
the claim of the Government to hold-the property 
in a fort there, been called away thirty days, nay, 
ten days ago, peace would have spread its pinions 
over this land, and calm negotiation would have 
been the order of the day. Why was it not re- 
called? Noreason yet has been offered, save that 
the Government is bound to preserve its property; 
and yet look from North to South, from East to 
West, wherever we have constructed forts to de- 
fend States against a foreign foe, and every where 
you find them without a garrison, except at a few 
points where troops are kept for special purposes; 
not to coerce or to threaten a State, but stationed 
in sea-coast fortifications there merely for the 
purposes of discipline and instruction as artiller- 
ists. You find all the other forts in the hands of 
fort keepers and ordnance sergeants, and before a 
moral and patriotic people, standing safely there 
as the property of the country. 

I asked in this Senate weeks ago ‘* what causes 
the peril that is now imminent at Fort Moultrie; 
is it the weakness of the garrison?” and then I 
answered, “no, itis its presence, not its weak- 
ness.” Had an ordnance sergeant there repre- 
sented the Federal Government; had there been 
no troops, no physical power to protectit, I would 
have pledged my life upon the issue that no ques- 
tion ever would have been made as to its seizure. 
Now, not only there, but elsewhere, we find move- 
ments of troops further to complicate this question, 
and probably to precipitate us upon the issue of civil 
war; and worse than all, this Government, repos- 
ing on the consent of the governed; this Govern- 
ment, strong in the affections of the people; this 
Government (Idescribe itas our fathers made it) is 
now furtively sending troops to occupy positions 
lest “the mob” should seize them. hen before 
in the history of our land was it that a mob could 
resist the sound public opinion of the country? 
When before was it that an unarmed magistrate 
had not the power, by crying, ‘I command the 

eace,’’ to quell a mob in any portion of the land? 

et now we find, under cover of night, troops de- 
tached from one position to occupy another. Fort 
Washington, standing in its lonely grandeur, and 
overlooking the home of the Father of his Country, 
near by the place where the ashes of Washington 
repose, built there to prevent a foreign foe from 
coming up the Potomac with armed ships to take 
the capital—Fort Washington is garrisoned by 
marines sent secretly away from the navy-yard 
at Washington. And Fort McHenry, memorable 
in our history as the place where, under bombard- 
ment, the star-spangled banner floated through the 
darkness of night, the point which was conse- 
crated by our national song—Fort McHenry, too, 
has been garrisoned by a detachment of marines, 
sent from this place in an extra train, and sent 
under cover of the night, so that even the mob 
should not know it. 

Senators, the responsibility is thrown at the 
door of Congress. Let us take it. Itis ourduty 
in this last hour to seize the pillars of our Govern- 
ment and uphold them, though we be crushed in 
the fall. Then what is our policy? Are we to 
drift into war? Are we to stand idly by and allow 
war to be precipitated upon the country? Allow 
an officer of the Army to make war? Allow an 
unconfirmed head of a Department to make war? 
Allow a general of the Army to make war? Allow 
a President to make war? No,sir. Our fathers 
gave to Congress the power to declare war, and 
even to Congress they gave no power to make war 
upon a State of the Union. It could not have 
been given, except as a power to dissolve the 
Union. When, then, we see, as is evident to the 
whole country, that we are drifting into a war 
between the United States and an individual State, 
does it become the Senate to sit listlessly by and 
discuss abstract questions, and read patch-work 
from the opinions of men now mingled with the 
dust? Are we not bound to meet events as they 
come before us, manfully and patriotically to 
struggle with the difficulties which now oppress 
the country? 

In the message yesterday we were even told 
that the District of Columbia was in danger. In 
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danger of what? From whom comes the danger? 
Is there a man here who dreads that the deliber- 
ations of this body are to be interrupted by an 
armed force? Is there one who would not prefer 
to fall with dignity at his station, the representa- 
tive of a great and_ peaceful Government, rather 
than to be protected by armed bands? And yet 
the rumor is—and rumors seem now to be so 
authentic that we credit them rather than other 
means of information—that companies of artillery 
are to be quartered in this city to preserve peace 
where the laws have heretofore been supreme, and 
that this District is to become a camp, by call- 
ing out every able-bodied man within its limits 
to bear arms under the militia law. Are we in- 
vaded? Is there an insurrection? Are there two 
Senators here who would not be willing to go 
forth as a file, and put down any resistance which 
showed itself in this District against the Govern- 
ment of the United States? Is the reproach meant 
against these, my friends from the South, who 
advocate southern rights and State rights? If so, 
itis a base slander. We claim our rights under 
the Constitution; we claim our rights reserved to 
the States; and we seek by no brute force to gain 
any advantage which the law and the Constitu- 
tion do not give us. We have never appealed 
to mobs. We have never asked for the Army and 
the Navy to protect us. On the soil of Missis- 
sippi, not the foot of a Federal soldier has been 
impressed since 1819, when, flying from the yel- 
low fever, they sought refuge within the limits of 
our State; and on the soil of Mississippi there 
breathes not a man who asks for any other pro- 
tection than that which our Constitution gives us, 
that which our strong arms afford, and the brave 
hearts of our people will insure in every con- 
tingency. 

Senators, we are rapidly drifting into a position 
in which this is to become a Government of the 
Army and Navy; in which the authority of the 
United States is to be maintained, not by law, not 
by constitutional agreement bevween the States, 
but by physical force; and will you stand still and 
sce this policy consummated? Will you fold your 
arms, the degenerate descendants of those men 
who proclaimed the eternal principle that govern- 
ment rests on the consent of the governed; and that 
every people havea right to change, modify, or 
abolish a Government when it ceases to answer 
the ends for which it was established, and permit 
this Government imperceptibly to slide from the 
moorings where it was originally anchored, and 
become a military despotism? It was well said 
by the Senator from New York, whom 1 do not 
now sce in his seat, (Mr. Sewarp,] well saidina 
speech, wherein I found but little to commend, 
that this Union could not be maintained by force, 
and that a Union of force was a despotism. It 
was agreat truth, come from what quarter it may. 
That was not the Government instituted by our 
fathers; and against it, so long as I live, with 
heart and hand, I will rebel. 

This brings me to consider a passage in the 
message, which says: 

“J certainly had no right to make aggressive war upon 
any State; and I am perfectly satisfied that the Constitu- 
tion has. wisely withheld that power even from Con- 
gress 57— 

Very good. 

“but the right and the- duty to use military force defens- 
ively against those who regist the Federal officers in the 
execution of their legal fugfctions, and against those who 
assail the power of the Fetleral Government, is clear and 
undeniable.” 

Ts itso? Where%does he get it? Our fathers 
were so jealous of a standing army, that they 
scarcely would permit the organization and main- 
tenance of any army? Where does he get the 
“ elcar and undeniable” power to use the force of 
the United States in the manner he there proposes? 
To execute a process, troops may be summoned 
as a posse comitatus; and here, in the history of 
our Government, it is not to be forgotten that in 
the earlier, and, as itis frequently said, the bet- 
ter days of the Republic—and painfully we feel 
that they were better indeed—a President of the 
United States did not recur to the Army; he went 
to the people of the United States. Vaguely and 
confusedly, indeed, did the Senator from Ten- 
nessee [Mr. Jounson] bring forward the case of 
the great man, Washington, as one in which he 
had used a power which, he argued, was equiva- 
lent to the coercion of a State; for he said that 
Washington used the military power against a 
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pornon of the people of a State; and why might 
he not as well have used it against the whole 
State? Let me tell that Senator that the case of 
General Washington has no application, as he 
supposes. It was a case of insurrection within 
the State of Pennsylvania; and the very message 
from whick he read communicated the fact that 
Governor Mifflin thought it necessary to call the 
militia of adjoining States to aid him. President 
Washington coéperated with Governor Mifin; 
he called the militia of adjoining States to coöp- 
erate with those of Pennsylvania. He used the 
militia, not as a standing army. It was by the 
consent of the Governor; it was by his advice. It 
was not the invasion of the State; it was not the 
coercion of the State; but it was aiding the State 
to put down insurrection, and in the very manner 
provided for in the Constitution itself. 

But, I ask again, what power has the Presi- 
dent to use the Army and the Navy except to 
execute process? Are we to have drum-head 
courts substituted for those which the Constitu- 
tion and laws provide? Are we to have sergeants 
sent over the land instead of civil magistrates? 
Not so thought the elder Adams; and here, in 
passing, I will pay him atribute he deserves, as 
the one to whom, morc than any other man among 
the early founders of this Government, credit is 
due for the military principles which prevail in its 
organization. Associated with Mr. Jefferson ori- 
ginally,in preparing the rules and articles of war, 
Mr. Adams reverted through the long pages of 
history back to the empire of Rome, and drew 
from that foundation the very rules and articles 
of war which govern in our country to-day, and 
drew them thence because he said they had brought 
two nations to the pinnacle of glory—referring to 
the Romans and the Britons, whose military law 
was borrowed from them. Mr. Adams, how- 
ever, when an insurrection occurred in the same 
State of Pennsylvania, not only relied upon the 
militia, but his orders, through Secretary Me- 
Henry, required that the militia of the vicinage 
should be empioyed; and, though he did order 
mounted troops from Philadelphia, he required 
the militia of the northern counties to beemployed 
as long as they were able to execute the Jaws; 
and the orders given to Colonel McPherson, then 
in New Jersey, were, that Federal troops should 
not go across the Jersey line except in the last 
resort. I say, then, when we trace our history 
to its early foundation, under the first two Presi- 
dents of he United States, we find that this idea of 
using the Army and the Navy to execute the laws 
at the discretion of the President, was one not 
even entertained, still less acted upon, in any case. 

Then, Senators, we are brought to consider 
passing events. A little garrison in the harbor 
of Charleston now occupies a post which, I am 
sorry to say, it gained by the perfidious breach of 
an understanding between the parties concerned; 
and here, that I may do justice to one who had 


not the power on this floor, at least, to right him- | 


self—who has no friend here to represent him—let 
me say that remark does not apply to Major An- 
derson; for] hold that, though his orders were 
not so designed, as I am assured, they did em- 
power him to go from one post to another, and 
to take his choice of the posts in the harbor of 
Charleston; but, in so doing, he committed an act 


of hostility. When he dismantled Fort Moultrie, | 


when he burned the carriages and spiked the guns 
bearing upon Fort Sumter, he put Carolina in the 
attitude of an enemy of the United States; and 
yet he has not shown any just cause for appre- 
hension. Vague rumors had reached him—and 
causeless fear seems now to be the impelling mo- 
tive of every public act—vague rumors of an in- 
tention to take Fort Moultrie. But, sir, asoldier 
should be confronted by an overpowering force 
before he spikes his guns and burns his carriages. 
A soldiershould be confronted by a publicenemy 
before he destroys the property of the United 
States lest it should fall into the hands of such 
an enemy. Was that fort built to make war upon 
Carolina? Was an armament put into it for such 
a purpose? Or was it built for the protection of 
Charleston harbor; and was it armed to make 
that protection complete? If so, what right had 
any soldierto destroy thatarmament lest it should 
fall into the hands of Carolina? 

Some time since | presented to the Senate res- 
olutions which embodied my views upon this 
subject, drawing from the Constitution itself the 


| We are informed in it of pro 


data on which I based those resolutions. I then 
invoked the attention of the Senate in that form 
to the question as to whether garrisons should be 
kept within a State against- the consent of that 
State. Clear was I then, as lam now, in m 
conclusion. No garrison should be kept within 
a State during a time of peace, if the State be- 
lieves the presence of that garrison to be either 
offensive ordangerous. Our Army is maintained 
for common defense; our forts are built out of the 
common Treasury, to which every State contrib- 
utes; and they are perverted from the purpose for 
which they were erected whenever they are gar- 
risoned with a view to threaten, to intimidate, or 
to control a State in any respect. 

Yet we are told this is no purpose to coerce a 
State; we are told that the power does not exist 
to coerce a State; but the Senator from Tennessee 
[Mr. Jonnson] says it is only a power to coerce 
individuals; and the Senator from Ohio [Mr. 
Wane] seems to look upon this latter power as 
a very harmless power in the hands of the Presi- 
dent, though such coercion would be to destroy 
the State. WhatisaState? Isit land and houses? 
Is it taxable property? Is it the organization of 
thelocal government? Or isit all these combined, 
with the people who possess them? Destroy the 
people, and yet not make war upon the State! To 
state the proposition is to answer it, by reason of 
its very absurdity. It is like making desolation, 
and calling it peace. 

There being, as it is admitted on every hand, 
no power to coerce a State, I ask what is the use 
of a garrison within a State where it needs no de- 
fense? The answer from every candid mind myst 
be, there is none. The answer from every patpi- 
otic breast must be, peace requires, under.all su 
circumstances, that the garrison should be with- 
drawn. Let the Senate to-day, as the respons- 
ibility is thrown at our door, pass those resolu- 
tions, or others which better express the idea 
contained in them, and you have taken one long 
step towards peace, one long stride towards the 
preservation of the Government of our fathers. 

The President’s message of December, how- 
ever, had all the characteristics of a diplomatic 
paper, for diplomacy is said to abhor certainty, 
as nature abhors a vacuum; and it was not within 
the power of man to reach any fixed conclusion 
from that message. When the country was agi- 
tated, when opinions were being formed, when 
we are drifting beyond the power ever to return, 
this was not what we had a right to expect from 
the Chief Magistrate. One policy or the other 
he oughtto have taken, Ifa federalist, if belicv- 
ing this to be a Government of force, if,believing 
it to be a consolidated mass and not a confedera- 
tion of States, he should have said: no State has 
aright to secede; every State is subordinate to 
the Federal Government, and the Federal Gov- 
ernment must empower me with physical means 
to reduce to subjugation the State asserting such 
aright, If not, if a State-rights man and a Dem- 
ocrat—as for many years ithas been my pride to 
acknowledge our venerable Chief Magistrate to be 
—then another line of policy should have been 
taken. The Constitution gave no power to the Fed- 
eral Government to coerce a State; the Constitu- 
tion gave an army for the purposes of common de- 
fense, and to preserve domestic tranquillity; but 
the Constitution never contemplated using that 
army against a State. A State cxercising the 
sovereign function of secession is beyond the 
reach of the Federal Government, unless we woo 
her with the voice of fraternity and bring her back 
to the enticements of affection. One policy or 
the other should have been taken; and it is not 
for me to say which, though my opinion is well 
known; but one policy or the other should have 
been pursued. He should have brought his 
opinion to one conclusion or another, and to-day 
our country would have been safer than it is. 

What is the message before us? Does it ben- 
efit the ease? Is there a solution offered here? 
ositions made by 
commissioners from South Carolina. We are 
not informed even as to how they terminated. 


No countervailing proposition is presented; no | 
suggestion is made. Weare left drifting loosely, | 


without chart or compass. 

There is, in our recent history, however, an 
event which might have suggested a policy to be 
pursued. When foreigners, having no citizen- 
ship within the United Staies, declared war against 
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it, and made war upon: it; when the inhabitants 
of a Territory disgraced by: institutions ‘offensive 
to the law of every State of the Union’ held this 
attitude of rebellion; when the Executive. there 
had power to use troops, he. first:-sent!commis-. 
sioners of peace to win them back to their duty. 
When South Carolina, a sovereign State, resumes 
the grants she had delegated; when South Caro- 
lina stands in an attitude which threatens within 
a short period te involve the country ina civil war, 
unless the policy of the Government: be changed 
—no suggestion is made to us that this Govern- 
ment might send commissioners to her; no sugges- 
tion is made to us that better information should 
be sought; there is no policy of-peace, but we-are 
told the Army and the Navy are in the hands of 
the President of the United States, to be used 
against those who assail the power of the Federal 
Government. 

Then, my friends, are we to allow-events to 
-drift onward to this fatal consummation? Are we 
to do nothing to restore peace? Shall we not, in 
addition to the proposition I have already made, 
to withdraw the force which complicates the ques- 
tion, send commissioners there in order that we 
may learn what this community desire, what this 
community will do, and put the two Governments 
upon friendly relations? 

I will not weary the Senate by going over the 
argument of coercion. My friend from Ohio, 
(Mr. Puen,] I may say, has exhausted the sub- 
ject. I thank him, because it came appropriatel 
from one not identified by his position with Sout! 
Carolina. Itcame more effectively from him than 
it would have done from me, had I (as I have 
not) a power to present it as forcibly as he has 
done. Sirs, let me say, among the painful reflec- 
tions which have crowded upon me by day and 
by night, none have weighed more heavily upon 
my heart than the reflection that our separation 
severs the ties which have so long bound us to 
our northern friends, of whom we are glad to 
recognize the Senator as a type. 

Now let us return a moment to consider what 
would have been the state of the case if the gar- 
rison at Charleston had been withdrawn. ‘The 
fort would have stood there—not dismantled, but 
unoce@pied. It would have stood there in the 
hands of an ordnance sergeant. Commissioners 
would have come to treat of all questions with 
the Federal Government, of these forts as well as 
others. ‘They would have remained there to an- 
swer the ends for which they were constructed 
the ends of defense. If South Carolina was an 
independent State, then she might hold to us such 
a relation as Rhode Island held the dissolution 
of the Confederation and before the formation 
of the Union, when Rhode Island appealed to 
the sympathies existing between the States con- 
nected in the struggles of the Revolution, and 
asked that a commercial war should not be waged 
upon her. These forts would have stood there 
then to cover the harbor of a friendly State; and 
if the feeling which once existed among the peo- 
pe of the States had subsisted:still, and that fort 

ad been attacked, brave men from every section 
would have rushed to the rescue, and there im- 
periled their lives in the defense of a State iden- 
tified with their early history, and still associated 
in their breasts with affection; and the first act of 
this time would have been one appealing to every 
generous motive of those people again to recon- 
sider the question of how we could live together, 
and through that bloody ordeal to have brought 
us into the position in which our fathers left us. 
There could have been no collision; there could 
have been no question of property which that 
State was not ready to meet. If it was a ques- 
tion of dollars and cents, they came here to adjust 
it. If it was a question of covering an interior 
State, their interests were identical. In whatever 
way the question could have been presented, the 
consequence would have been to relieve the Gov- 
ernment of the charge of maintaining the fort, and 
to throw it upon the State which had resolved to 
be independent. f 

Thus we see that no evil could have resulted. 
We have yet to learn what evil the opposite policy 
may bring. Telegraphic inteligence, by the man 
who occupied the seat on the right of me m the 
old Chamber, was never relied on. He was the 
wisest man I ever knew—a man whose prophetic 
vision foretold all the trials through which we are 
now passing; whose clear: intellect elaborating 
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everything, borrowing nothing from anybody, 
sécmed to dive.into the future, and to unvail those 
things which are hidden to other eyes. Need I say 
-I mean Calhoun? No.other man than he would 
have answered this description. Isay, then, not 
relying upon telegraphic dispatches, we still have 
information enough, to notify.us that we are on 
the verge. of civil war; that civil war-is-in the 
hands: of. men irresponsible, as it. seems tọ us; 
their.acts unknown to us; their discretion not cov- 
ered by any existing law.or usage; and we now 
have the. responsibility thrown upon us, which 
justifies. us.in demanding information to meet an 
emergency in which the-country is involved. , 
Is there any point of pride which prevents us 
from withdrawing that garrison? I have heard 
it said bya gallant gentleman, to whom I make 
no special reference, that the great objection was 
an unwillingness to lower the flag. To lower 
-the flag! Under what circumstances? Doesany 
man’s courage impel him to stand boldly forth to 
take the life of his brethren? Does any man in- 
sist upon going upon the. open field with deadly 
weapons to fight his brother on a question of 
courage? Thereisno pointof pride. These are 
your brethren; and they have shed as much glory 
upon that flag as any equal number of men in the 
Union. They are the men, and that is the local- 
ity, where the first Union flag was unfurled, and 
where was fought a gallant battle before our inde- 
pendence was declared—not the flag with thirteen 
stripes. and: thirty-three stars, but a flag with a 
cross of St. George, and the long stripes running 
through it. When the gallant Moultrie took the 
British Fort Johnson, and carried it, for the first 
time, I believe, did the Union flag fly in the air; 
and that was in October, 1775. When he took 
the position and threw up a temporary battery 
with palmetto logs and sand, upon the site called 
Fort Moultrie, that fort was assailed by the Brit- 
ish fleet, and bombarded until the old logs, cling- 
ing with stern tenacity to the enemy that assailed 
them, were filled with balls, the flag still floated 
there, and, though many bled, the garrison con- 
quered, Those old logs are gone; the eroding 
seurrent is even taking away the site where Fort 
Moultrie stood; the gallant men who held@it, now 
mingle with the carth; but their memories live in 
the hearts of a gallant people, and their sons yet 
live, and they, like their fathers, are ready to 
bleed and to die for the cause in which their fath- 
ers triumphed. Glorious are the memories cling- 
ing-around that old fort which now, for the first 
time, has ‘been abandoned—abandoned not even 
in the presence of a foe, but under the imagin- 
ings that a foe might come; and guns spiked and 
carriages burned where the band of Moultrie bled, 
-and, with:an insufficient armament, repelled the 
common foe of all the colonies. Her ancient his- 
tory compares proudly with the present. 
Can there, then, be a point of pride upon so 
sacred asoil as this, where the blood of the fathers 
cries to Heaven against civil war? Can there be 
a point of pride against laying upon that sacred 
soil to-day the flag for which our fathers died? 
My pride, Senators, is different. My pride is that 
that flag shall not set between contending broth- 
cers; and that, when it shall no longer be thecgm- 
mon flag of the country, it shall be folded up and 
laid: away like a vesture no longer used; that it 
-ghall be. kept as a sacred memento of the past, 
to. which each of us can make a pilgrimage, and 
remember the glorious days in which we were 
born. 

In the answer of the commissioners, which I 
caused to be read yesterday, I observed that they | 
referred to Fort Sumter asremaining a memento of 
Carolina faith. Itisan instance of the accuracy of 
the opinion which I haveexpressed. It stood with- 
out a garrison. It commanded the harbor, and the 
fort was known to have the armament in it ca- 

able of defense. Did the Carolinians attack it? 

id they propose to seize it? It stood there safe 


as public property; and there it might have stood | 


to the end of the negotiations without a question, 
if a garrison had not been sent into it. It was the 
faith on which they relied, that the Federal Gov- 
ernment would take no position of hostility to 
them, that constituted its safety, and by which 
they lost the advantage they would have had in 
seizing it when unoccupied. I think that some- 
thing is due to faith as well as fraternity; and I 
think one of the increasing and accumulative ob- 


i 
| 
ligations ppon us to withdraw the garrison from | 


that fort is from the manner in which it was taken 
taken, as we heard by the reading of the paper 
yesterday, while Carolina remained under.the as- 
surance thatthe status would not be violated; while 
Twas under that assurance, and halfa dozen other 
Senators now within the sound of my voice. felt 
secure under the same pledge, that nothing would 
be done until negotiations had terminated, unless 
it was to withdraw the garrison. Then we, the 
Federal Government, broke the faith; we com- 
mitted the first act of hostility; and from this first 
act of hostility arose all those acts to which refer- 
ence is made in the message as unprovoked ag- 
gressions—the seizing of forts elsewhere. Why 
were they seized? Self-preservation is the first law 
of nature; and when they no longer had confi- 
dence that this Federal Government would. not 
seize the forts constructed for their defense, and 
use them for their destruction, they only obeyed 
the dictates of self-preservation when they seized 
the forts to prevent the enemy from taking pos- 
session of them as a means of coercion, for they 
then were compelled to believe this Federal Gov- 
ernment had become an enemy. 

Now, what is the remedy? To assure them 
that you do notintend to use physical forec against 
them is your first remedy; to assure them that 
‘you intend to consider calmly all the propositions 
which they make, and to recognize the rights 
which the Union was established to secure; that 
you intend to settle with them upon a basis in ac- 
„cordance with the Declaration of Independence and 
the Constitution of the United States. When you 
dggthat, peace will prevail over the land, and force 
bfcomea thing thatno man willconsider necessary. 

I am here confronted with a question which I 
will not argue. The position which I have taken 
necessarily brings me to its consideration. With- 
out arguing it, L will merely state it. It is the 
right of a State to withdraw fromthe Union. The 
President says itis not a constitutional right. The 
Senator from Ohio, [Mr. Wane,] and his ally, 
the Senator from Tennessee, argued it as no right 
atal. Well, let us see. What is meant by a 
constitutional right? Is it meant to be a right 
derived from the Constitution—a grant made in 
the Constitution? HF that is what is meant, of 
course we all sce at once we do not derive it in 
that way. Is it intended that it is not a constitu- 
tional right, because it is not granted in the Con- 
stitution? Thatshows, indeed, buta poor appre- 
ciation of the nature of our Government. All 
that is not granted in the Constitution belongs to 
the States; and nothing but what is granted in the 
Constitytion belongs to the Federal Government; 
and keeping this distinction in view, it requires 
but litde argument to see the conclusion at which 
we necessarily arrive. Did the States surrender 
their sovereignty to the Federal Government? 
Did the States agree that they never could with- 
draw from the Federal Union? 

I know it has been argued here, that the Con- 
federation said the Articles of Confederation were 
to be a perpetual bond of Union, and that the 
Constitution was made to form a morc perfect 
Union; that is to say, a Government beyond per- 
petuity, or one day, or two or three days after 
doomsday. But that has no foundation in the 
Constitution itself; it has no basis in the nature of 
ourGovernment. The Constitution wasa compact 
between independent States; it was nota national 
Government; and hence Mr. Madison answered 
with such effectiveness to Patrick Henry, in the 
convention of Virginia, which ratified the Consti- 
tution, denying his proposition that it was to form 
anation, and stating to him theconclusive fact, that | 
“we sit here as a convention of the State to ratify | 
or reject that Constitution; and how then can you 
say that it forms a nation, and is adopted hy the 
mass of the people?’? It was not adopted by 
the mass of the people, as we all know, histor- 
ically; it was adopted by cach State; each State 
| voluntarily ratifying it, entered the Union; and 
that Union was formed whenever nine States 
should enter it; and in abundance of caution, it 
was stated in the resolutions of ratification of three 
of the States, that they still possessed the power 
to withdraw the grants which they had delegated, 
whenever they should be used to their injury or 
oppression. {Í know it is said that this meant the 
people of all the States; but that is such an ab- 
surdity that I suppose it hardly necessary to an- 
swer it; or to speak of an elective government 
rendering itself injurious and oppressive to the 


whole body of the peaple by whom it is elected 
is such an absurdity, that no man can believe it; 
and to suppose that a State convention, speaking 
for a State, having no authority to speak for any- 
body else, would say that it was declaring what 
the people of the other States would do, would 
be an assumption altogether derogatory to the 
sound sense and well-known sentiments of the 
men who formed the Constitution and ratified it. 

But in abundance of caution not only was this 
done, but the tenth amendment of the Constitu- 
tion declared that all which had not been delegated 
was reserved to the States orto the people. Now, 
Lask where among the delegated grants to the 
Federal Government do you find any power to 
coerce a State; where among the provisions of 
the Constitution do you find any prohibition on 
the part of a State to withdraw; and if you find 
neither one nor the other, must not this power be 
in that great depository, the reserved rights of the 
States? How was it ever taken out of that source 
of all power to the Federal Government? It was 
not delegated to the Federal Government; it was 
notprohibited to the States; it necessarily remains, 
then, among the reserved powers of the States. 

This question has been so forcibly argued by 
the Senator from Louisiana, {Mr. Benzamt,] that 
I think it unnecessary to pursue it. Three times 
the proposition was made to give power to coerce 
a State, in the convention, and as often refused; 
opposed as a proposition to make war on aState, 
and refused on the ground that the Federal 
Government could not make war upon a State. 
The Constitution was to form a Government for 
such States as should unite; it had no application 
beyond those who should voluntarily adopt it. 
Among the delegated powers there is none which 
interferes with the exercise of the right of seces- 
sion by a State. Asa right of sovereignty it re- 
mained to the States under the Confederation; and 
if it did not, you arraign the faith of the men who 
framed the Constitutign to which you appeal, for 
they provided that ninc States could secede from 
thirteen. Eleven did secede from the thirteen, 
and put themselves in the very position which, 
by a great abuse of language, is to-day called 
treason, against the two States of North Carolina 
and Rhode Island, they still claiming to adhere to 
the perpetual Articles of Confederation, these 
eleven States absolving themselves from the obli- 
gations which arose under them. 

The Senator from Tennessee, to whom I must 
refer again—and I do so because he is a southern 
Senator—taking the most hostile ground against 
us, refers to the State of Tennessee, and points 
to the time when that State may do those things 
which he has declared it an absurdity for any 
Stateto perform. I will read a single paragraph 
from his speech, showing what his language is, 
in order that I may not, by any possibility, pro- 
duce an impression upon others which his lan- 
guage does not justify. Here are the expressions 
to which I refer. I call the Senator’s attention to 
them: K 


“Tf there are grievances, why cannot we all go together, 
and write them down, and point them out to our northern 
friends after we have agreed on what those grievances 
were, and say, ‘here is what we demand ; here our wrongs 
are enumerated; upon these terms we have agreed 5 and 
now, after we have given you a reasonable time to consider 
these additional guarantces in order to protect Ourselves 
against these wrongs, if you refuse them, then, having made 
an honorable effort—having exhausted all other means— 
we may declare the association to be broken up, and we 
may go intoan actofrevolution ?? We can then say to them, 
‘you have refused to give us guarantees that we think are 
needed for the protection of our institutions and for the pro- 
tection of our other interests? When they do this, I will 
go as tar as he who goes the furthest.’’ 

Now, it does appear that he will go that far; 
and he goes a little further than anybody, I be- 
lieve, who has spoken in vindication of the right, 
for he says: 

‘We do not intend that you shall drive us out of this 
house that was reared by the hands ofour fathers. Itis our 
house. Itis the constitutional house. We have a right 
here; and because you come forward and violate the ordi- 
nances of this house, I do not intend to go out; and if you 
persist in the violation of the ordinances of the house, we 
intend to eject you from the building and retain the posses- 
sion ourselves.” 

I wonder if this is what caused the artillery 
companies to be ordered here, and the militia of 
this city to be organized. 1 think it was a mere 
figure of speech. Ido not believe the Senator 


| from Tennessee intended to kick you out of the 


house; and if he did, let me say to you, in all 
sincerity, we who claim the constitutional right 


1561. 
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of a State to withdraw frorn the Union, do not 
intend to help him. He’says, however, and this 
softens it a little: ” i 

« We do not think, though, that we have just cause for 
going out of the Union now. We have just cause of com- 
paint; but we are for remaining in the Union, and fighting 
the battle like men.” 

What does that mean? In the name of com- 
mon sense, 1 ask how are we to fight in the 
Union? We take an oath of office to maintain 
the Constitution of the United States. The Con- 
stitution of the United States was formed for do- 
mestic tranquillity; and how, then, are we to fight 
in the Union? I have heard the proposition from 
others; but I have not understood it. I under- 
stand how men fight when they assume attitudes 
of hostility; but 1 do not understand how men 
remaining connected together in a bond as breth- 
ren, sworn to mutual aid and protection, still pro- 
pose to fight cach other. I do not understand 
whatthe Senator means. 1f he chooses to answer 
my question, I am willing to hear him, for F do 
not understand how we are to fight in the Union. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Tennessee. When my 
speech is taken altogether, I think my meaning 
can be very easily understood. What f mean by 
fighting the battle in the Union, is, } think, very 
distinctly and clearly set forth in my speech; and 
if the Senator will take it from beginning to end, 
I apprehend that he will have no difficulty in as- 
certaining what! meant. But, for his gratification 
upon this particular point, I will repeat, in sub- 
stance, what I then said as to fighting the battle 
in the Union. I meant that we should remain 
hore under the Constitution of the United States, 
and contend for all its guarantees; and by pre- 
serving the Constitution and all its guarantees we 
would preserve the Union. Our true place to 
maintain these guarantees, and to preserve the 
Constitution, is in the Union, there to fight our 
battle. Elow? By argument; by appeals to the 
patriotism, to the good sensc, and to the judgment 
of the whole country; by showing the people that 
the Constitution had been violated; that all its 
guarantees were not complied with; and I have 
entertained the hope that when they were pos- 
sessed of that fact, there would be found patriot- 
ism and honesty enough in the great mass of the 
people, north and south, to come forward and do 
what was just and right between the contending 
sections of the country. I meant that the true 
way to fight the battle was for us to remain here 
and oceupy the places assigned to us by the Con- 
stitution of the country. Why did I make that 
statement? It was because, on the 4th 
March next, we shall have six majority in this 
body; and if, as some apprehended, the Incoming 
Administration shall show any disposition to 


make encroachments upon the institution of sla- | 
very, encroachments upon the rights of the States, ; 
or any other violation of the Constitution, we, | 


by remaining in the Union, and standing at our 
places, will have the powcr to resist all these cn- 
croachments. How? We have the power even 
to reject the appointment of the Cabinet officers 
of the incoming President. Then, should we not 


be fighting’ the battle in the Union, by resisting 


even the organization of the Administration ina | 


constitutional mode; and thus, at the very start, 
disable an Administration which was likely to 
encroach on our rights and to violate the Consti- 
tution of the country? So far as appointing even 


a minister abroad is concerned, the incoming Ad- | 


ministration will have no power without our con- 


sent, if we remain here. It comes into office hand- | 
cuffed, powerless to doharm. We, standing here, | 


hold the balance of power in our hands; we can 
yesist it at the very threshold effectually; and do 
it inside of the Union, and in our house. The 


incoming Administration has not even the power | 


to appoint a postmaster whose salary exceeds 
$1,000 a year, without consultation with, and the 
acquiescence of, the Senate of the United States. 


The President has not even the power to draw į 


hig salary—his $25,000 per annum—unless we 
appropriate it. E contend, then, that the true 
place to fight the battle isin the Union, and within 
the provisions of the Constitution. The Army 
and Navy cannot be sustained without appropria- 
tions by Congress; and if we were apprehensive 
that encroachments would be made on the south- 
ern States and on their institutions, in violation 
of the Constitution, we could prevent him from 


having a dollar even to feed his Army or his Navy. 


day of | ¢ 
| nothing of the sort. 


Mr. DAVIS. Ireceive the answer from the 
Senator, and I think I comprehend now that he 
is not going to use any force, but itis a sort of 
fighting that is to be done by votes and words; 
and 1 think, therefore, the President need not 
bring artillery and order out the militia to sup- 
press them. I think, altogether, we are not in 
danger of much bloodshed in the mode proposed 
by the Senator from Tennessee. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Tennessee. I had not 
quite done; but if the Senator is satisfied—— 

Mr. DAVIS. Quite satisfied. Iam entirely 
satisfied that the answer of the Senator shows 
me he did not intend to fight at all; that it was 
a mere figure of speech, and does not justify con- 
verting the Federal capital into a military camp. 
But it is a sort of revolution which he pro- 
poses; itis a revolution under the forms of the 
Government. Now, I bave to say, once for all, 
that, as long as Lama Senator here, I will not 
use the powers I possess to destroy the very Gov- 
ernment to which I am accredited. I will not at- 
tempt, in the language of the Senator, to handcuff 
the President: I will not attempt to destroy the 
Administration by refusing any officers to admin- 
ister its functions. Ishould vote, as I have done 
to Administrations to which I stood in nearest 
relation, against a bad nomination; but I never 
would agree, under the forms of the Constitution, 
and with the powers I bear as a Senator of the 
United States, to turn those powers to the destruc- 
tion of the Government 1 was sworn to support. 
I leave that to gentlemen who take the oath with 
a mental reservation. It isnot my policy. IfI 
must have revolution, | say let it be a revolution 
such as our fathers made when they were denied 
their natural rights. 

So much for that. Ithas quicted apprehension; 
and I hope that the artillery will not be brought 
here; that the militia will not be called out; and 
that the female schools will continue theirsessions 
asherctofore. [Laughter.] The authority of Mr. 
Madison, however, was relied on by the Senator 
from ‘Tennessce; and he read fairly an extract 
from Mr. Madison’s letter to Mr. Webster, and 
1 give him credit for reading what it secms to me 
destroys his whole argument. It is this clause: 

“The powers of the Government being exereised, as in 
other elective and responsible Governments, under the 
control of its constituents, the people, and the Legisia- 
tures of the States, and subject to the revolutionary rights 
of the people in extreme cascs.” 


Now,sir, we are confusing language very much. 
Men speak of revolution; and when they say rev- 
olution, they mean blood. Our fathers meant 
When they spoke of revolu- 
tion, they spoke of an inalienable right, When 
they declared as an inalienable right the power of 
the people to abrogate and modify their form of 
Government whenever it did not answer the ends 
for which it was established, they did not mean 
that they were to sustain that by brute force, 
They meant that it was a right; and force could 


| only be invoked when that right was wrongfully 


denied. Great Britain denied the right in the case 
of the colonies; and therefore our revolution for 
independence was bloody. If Great Britain had 
admitted the great American doctrine, there would 
have been no blood shed; and does it become the 
descendants of those who proclaimed this as the 


| great principle on which they took their place 
i among the nations of the earth, now to proclaim, 


if that is aright, it is one which you can only get 


| as the subjects of tlie Emperor of Austria may get 


their rights, by force overcoming force? Are we, 
in this age of civilization and political progress, 
when political philosophy had advanced to the 
point which seemed to render it possible that the 
millennium should now be seen by prophetic eyes; 
are we now to roll back the whole current of hu- 
man thought, and again to return to the mere brute 


| force which prevails between beasts of prey, as the 
ii only method of settling questions between men? 


If the Declaration of Independence be true, 
(and who here gainsays it?)-every community 


may dissolve its connection with any other com- i 


munity previously made, and have no other obli- 
gation than that which results from the breach of 


any alliance between States. Isitto be supposed; | 
could any man reasoning aprieri come to the con- | 


clusion that the men who fought the battles of the 


Revolution for community independence—that i 


the men who struggled against the then greatest 
military Power on the face of ths globe in order 


that they might possess those inalienable rights 
which they had declared—terminatod their. great 
efforts by transmitting posterityto a‘condition in 
which they could only gain those tights by force? 
If so, the blood of the Revolution was shed-in 
vain; no great principles were established ; for force 
was the law of nature before the battles of the 
Revolution were fought.- ie 

I see, then—if gentlemen insist on using the 
word “revolution > in the sense of a resort to 
force—a very great difference between their opin- 
ion and that of Mr. Madison. Mr. Madison put 
the rights of the people over and above everything 
else; and he said this was the Government de jure 
and de facto. Call it what name you wil, he 
understood ours to be'a Government of the peo- 
ple. Thepeople never have separated themselves 
from those rights which our fathers had declared 
to be inalienable. They did not delegate to the 
Federal Government the powers which the British 
Crown exercised over the colonies; they did not 
achieve their independence for any purpose ‘so 
low as that.. They left us to the inheritance ‘of 
freemen, living in independent commiunities, the 
States united for the purposes which they thought 
would bless posterity, It is in the exercise -of 
this reserved right as defined. by Mr. Madison, 
as one to which all the powers of Government are 
subject, that the people of a State in convention 
have claimed to resume the functions which in 
like manner they had made to the Federal Gov- 
ernment. 

T pass from the argument of this question, which 
T have previously said I did not intend to enter 
into at large, to ask, why is the right denied? It 
is part of the history of our times, itis part of the 
condition of the country, that the right is- denied, l 
because this conflict between ‘sections, in which 
one was strugeling for domination, the other for 
existence, has been brought to the point.where the 
dominant section insists that it will hold the other 
for its purposes; where it claims that we shall not 
go in peace, nor remain with our rights; and if the 
attempt be made to hold that position by force, we 
accept the wager of battle. ; 

Mississippi, in her brief history, claims to have 
shown at Pensacola and New Orleans something 
of the spirit of the freemen who achieved our in- 
dependence. I was reared in a county where, 
when the soil of a neighboring State was invaded 
by a powerful foc, the draft was who should stay 
ai home, not who should go. I also have the sat- 
isfaction to know that the present generation have 
not derogated from the history of those who went 


i before it. From many a bloody field, both in for- 


eign and Indian war, has ascended the proud spirit 
of a Mississippian enshrined in glory, whence 
they look down upon us to vindicate the honorable 
fame of our State; and every heart beats true to 
the impulse of pride and the dictate of duty. If 
this right were admitted, we should have less 
cause to exercise it than we have. If admitted, 
there would be less danger from a dominant sec- 
tion than there is; there would: be less: tendency 
to use power, when it was acquired, to the injury 
of others. The denial of the right is a grievance 
inflicted on all who fear that power will beused for 
aggression. The concession of the'right might 
delay its exercise; and at the same time would 
restrain the dominant section from abusing its 

ower soas to drive others to resortto it. Why 
is the right denied ? Itis an impractical question 
at best- If you take us out of the history of our 
country, throw us into a broad discussion of the 
natural rights of man, we may answer by the facts 
which are being enacted. States have gone out; 
and what is the use of arguing their right? The 
only questions which remain are for yourselves: 
first, have you the right to coerce them back? and 
secondly, have you the power? 

My friend from Louisiana, in closing his re- 
marks, referred to the disastrous scenes which 
might be occasioned by the invasion of the South. 
He did not offer the other side of the picture; and 


| yet I have seen that, in northern papers, he has 


been criticised for saying even what he did. There 
is, however, another side to the picture. Anarmy 
with banners would do but little harm inmarching 
through a country of plantations. They would 
have but little power to subsist themselves in a 
parsely setiled region. They would find it hard 
to feed the army with which they invaded, and 
would have no power to bring away prisoners 
and fugitives. How stands it on the other side? 
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Tn a country of populous cities, of manufacturing 
towns, where opulation is gathered from the 
country into towns and villages, the torch and 
sword can-do their work with dreadful havoc, and 
starving millions would weep. at the stupidity of 
those who had precipitated them: into so sad a 
policy. 
We do not desire these things.. We seek not 
the injury: of any one... We seek not to disturb 
our prosperity. : ‘We, atleast to-a great extent, 
jave from: time to time looked to our agricultural 
Jabor.as that to which we prefer to adhere, We 
have seen, in the diversity of the occupations of 
the States, the bond of Union, We have rejoiced 
in your prosperity- We have sent you our sta- 
les, and purchased your manufactured articles. 
ehave used your ships for the purpose of trans- 
port and navigation. We have gloried in the ex- 
tension of American commerce everywhere; have 
felt proudas yourselves in every achievement you 
made in art; on every sea that you carried your 
flag in regions to which it had hitherto not been 
borne; and, if we must leave you, we can leave 
you still with the good-will which would prefer 
that your prosperity should continue. Ifwe must 
art, I say we can put our relations upon that 
asis which will give you the advantage of a 
favored trade with us, and still make the inter- 
course mutually beneficial to each other. H you 
will not, then it is an issue from which we will 
not shrink; for, between oppression and freedom, 
between the maintenance of right and submisston 
to power, we will invoke the God of battles, and 
mect our fate, whatever it may be. 

T: was reading, a short time ago, an extract 
from the speech of the Senator from Tennessee 
which referred to the time when t we?—I sup- 

poscitmeans Tennessee—would take the position 


which it was said to be an absurdity for South’ 


Carolina to hold. How can the change of names 
thus affect the question; and who is to judge in 
the case? Tennessee still was put, in the same 
speech, in the attitude of a great objector against 
the exercise of the right of secession. Is there 
anything in her history which thus places her? 
Tennessee, born of secession, rocked in the cra- 
dle of revolution, taking her position before she 
was matured, and claiming to be a State because 
she had violently severed her connection with 
North Carolina, and through an act of seeession 
and revolution, claimed to have become a State. 
T honor her for it. L-honor the gallant old Sevier 
for maintaining the rights of which North Caro- 
lina attempted to deprive him, and 1 admire the 
talent which made recruits from every army which 
was sent to subduc him, Washington and Jack- 
gon, too, are often presented as authority against 
it Washington, who led the army of the Revo- 
lution; Washington, whose reputation rests upon 
the fact that with the sword he cut the cord which 
bound the Colonics to Great Britain, they not 
having the justification of the sovereign attributes 
belonging to States; Washington, who presided 
when the States seceded from the Confederation, 
and formed the Union, in disregard of theclaims of 
the States not agrecing to it; and Jackson, glorious 
old soldier, who, in his minority, upon the sacred 
soil of South Carolina, bled for the cause of revolu- 
tion and the overthrow of a Government which he 
beliéved to be oppressive; who, through his whole 
life, indicated the same cast of character, standing 
in an attitude which to-day would be called rç- 
bellion and treason, when he opposed the Federal 
Government, denied their power, contemned their 
orders to disband his troops, threatened to put 
any officer in irons who came into his camp to 
recruit, and marched his force, the Tennessee 
militia, back from Washington in Mississippi, to 
the place whence they hadstarted. Badauthorities 
are these for our opponents; yet they are names 
under the shadow of which we can safely repose ! 

If we were reduced to arguing the question on 
the ground of expediency; if we had to convince 
the dominant section that it was good for them 
that. their best customers should leave them; if 
we had to convince them that they should not 
any longer have the power to tax us, that they 
should not collect the revenue which fills the 
Treasury and builds up their vast public works, 
I fear we should not succeed; but if they are sin- 
cere in belicving that we are of no advantage to 
them; if they look upon the southern States as a 
burden; if they think we require their protection, 
then we are ready to relieve them. 


The question which now presents itself to the 
country is, what shall we do with events as they 
siand? Shall we allow this separation to be total? 
Shall we render it peaceful, with a view to the 
chance that when hunger shall brighten the intel- 
lects of men, and the teachings of hard experience 
shall have tamed them, they may come back, 
in the spirit of our fathers, to the task of recon- 
struction? Ov will they have that separation par- 
tial; will they give to each State all its military 
power; will they give to each State its revenue 
power, will they still preserve the common agent; 
and will they thus carry on aGovernment differ- 
ent from that which now exists, yet not separat- 
ing the States so entirely as to make the work of 
reconstruction equal to a new creation; not sep- 
arating them so as to render it utterly impossible 
to administer any functions of the Government 
in security and peace? 

I waive the question of duality, considering 
that a dual Executive would be the institution ofa 
king-lord. I consider a dual legislative depart- 
ment would be to bring into antagonism the rep- 
resentatives of two different countries, to war per- 
petually, and thus to continue, not union, but the 
irrepressible conflict. There is no duality pos- 
sible (unless there be two Confederacies) which 
scems to me consistent with the interests of either 
or of both. It might be that two Confederacies 
could be so organized as to answer jointly many 
of the ends of our present Union; it might be that 
States, agrecing with each other in their internal 

olity—having a similarity of interests and an 
identity of purpose—might associate together; and 
that these two Confederacies might have relations 
to cach other so close as to give them a united 

ower in time of war against any foreign nation. 
These things are possibilities; these things it be- 
comes us tocontemplate; these things it devolves 
on the majority section to consider now; for with 
every motion of that cloek is passing away your 
opportunity. It was greater when we met on the 
first Monday in December than it is now; itis 
greater now than it will be on the first day of next 
week. We have waited long; we have come to the 
conclusion that you mean to do nothing, In the 
committee of thirteen, where the resolutions of 
the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. CRITTENDEN] 
were considered, various attempts were made, but 
no prospect of avy agreement on which it was pos- 
sible for us to stand, in security for the future, could 
be matured. I offered a proposition, which was 
but the declaration of that which the Constitution 
announces; but that which the Supreme Court 
had, from time to time, and from anearly period, 
asserted; but that which was necessary for equal- 
ity in the Union. Notone single vote of the Re- 
publican portion of that committee was given for 
the proposition. 

Looking then upon separation as inevitable, 
not knowing how that separation is to occur, or 
at least what States it is to embrace, there re- 
mains to us, I believe, as the consideration which 
ismostuseful, the inquiry, how can this separation 
be cffected so as to leave to us the power, when- 
ever we shall have the will, to reconstruct? It 
can only be done by adopting a policy of peace. 
It can only be done by denying to the Federal 
Government all power to corece. It can only be 
done by returning to the point from which we 
started, and saying, ‘¢ This is a Government of 
fraternity, a Government of consent; and it shall 
not be administered in a departure from those prin- 
ciples,” 

I do not regard the failure of our constitutional 
Union, as very many do, to be the failure of self- 
government; to be conclusive in all future time of 
the unfitness of man to govern himself. Our State 
governments have charge of nearly all the relations 
of personand property. This Federal Government 
was instituted mainly as a common agent for for- 
eign purposes, for free trade among the States, 
and for common defense. Representative liberty 
will remain in the States after they are separated. 
Liberty was not crushed by the separation of the 
colonies from the mother country, then the most 
constitutional monarchy and the freest Govern- 
men known, Still less will liberty be destroyed by 
the separation ofthese States to prevent the destruc- 
tion of the spirit of the Constitution by the malad- 
ministration ofit. There will be injury—injuary to 
ail; differing in degree, differing in manner. The 
injury to the manufacturing and navigating States 
will be to their internal prosperity. The injury | 


to the southern States will be mainly to their for- 
‘eign commerce. All will feel the deprivation of 
that high pride and power which belong to the 
fiag now representing the greatest Republic, if not 
the greatest Government, upon the face of the 
globe, I would that it still remained to consider 
what we might calmly have considered on the 
first Monday in December—how this could be 
avoided; but events have rolled past that point. 
You would not make propositions when they 
would have been effective. I presume you will 
not make them now; and I know not what effect 
they would have if you did. Your propositions 
would have been most welcome if they had been 
made before any question of coercion, and before 
any vain boasting of power; for pride and passion 
-do not often take counsel of pecuniary interest, 
at least among those whom I represent. But you 
have chosen to take the policy of clinging to 
words, in disregard of events,and have hastened 
them onwards. It is true, as shown by the his- 
tory of all revolutions, that they arc most precip- 
itated-and intensified by obstinacy and vacilla- 
tion. The want of a policy, the obstinate adhe- 
rence to unimportant things, have brought us to 
a condition where I close my eyes, because I can- 
not see anything that encourages me to hope. 

In the long period which elapsed after the down- 
fall of the great Republics of the East, when des- 
potism seemed to brood over the civilized world, 
and only here and there constitutional monarchy 
even was able to rear its head; when all the great 
principles of republican and representative gov- 
ernment had sunk deep, fathomless, into the sea 
of human events; it was then that the storm of our 
Revolution moved the waters. The earth, the air, 
and the sea, became brilliant; and from the foam 
of ages rose the constellation which was set in the 
political firmament as a sign of unity and confed- 
eration and community independence, coexistent 
with confederate strength. That constellation has 
served to bless our people. Nay, more; its light 
has been thrown on foreign lands, and its regen- 
erative power will outlive, perhaps, the Govern- 
ment as a sign for which it was set. It may be 
pardoned to me, sir, who, in my boyhood, was 
given to the military service, and who have fol- 
lowed under tropical suns, and over northern 
snows, the flag of the Union, suffering from it as 
it does not become me to speak it, if £ here express 
the deep sorrow which always overwhelms me 
when I think of taking a last leave of that object 
of early affection and proud association, feeling 
that henceforth it is not to be the banner which, 
by day and by night, I am ready to follow, to hail 
with the rising and bless with the setting sun. But 
God, who knows the hearts of men, will judge 
between you and us, at whose door lies the respons- 
ibility ofthis. Men will see thc efforts I have made, 


i here and clsewhcre; that I have been silent when 


words would not avail, and have curbed an impa- 
tient temper, and hoped that conciliatory counsels 
might do that which I knew could not be effected 
by harsh means. And yet the only response which 
has come from the other side has been a stolid 
indifference, as though it mattered not, ‘let the 
temple fall, we do not care.” Sirs, remember 
that such conduct is offensive, and that men may 
become indifferent even to the objects of their 
early attachments. 

If our Government shall fail, it will not be the 

defect of the system, though its mechanism was 
wonderful, surpassing that which the solar sys- 
tem furnishes for our contemplation; for it had 
had nocenter of gravitation; each planet was set 
torevolve in an ofbit of its own, each moving by 
its own impulse, and all attracted by the affec- 
tions which countervailed each other. It has been 
the perversion of the Constitution; it has been the 
substitution of theories of morals for principles of 
government; it has been forcing crude opinions 
about things not understood upon the domestic 
rinstitutions of other men, which has disturbed 
these planets in their orbit; it is this which threat- 
ens to destroy the constellation which, in its power 
and its glory, had been gathering oneafter another, 
until, from thirteen, it had risen to thirty-three 
stars. . 

If we accept the argument of to-day in favor of 
coercion as the theory of our Government, its 
only effect will be to precipitate men who have 
pride and self-reliance into the assertion of the 
freedom and independence to which they were 
born. Our fathers would never have entered into 


1861. 


a confederate Government which had within itself 
the powerof coercion. I would not agree toremain 
one day insuch aGovernmentafter | had the power 
to get out of it. To argue that a man who follows 
the mandate of his State, resuming her sovereign 
jurisdiction and power, is disloyal to his allegiance 
tothe United States, which allegiance he only owed 
through his State, is such a confusion of ideas as 
does not belong to an ordinary comprehension of 
our Government. It is treason to the principle of 
community independence. It is to recur to that 


doctrine of passive obedience which, in England, | 


cost one monarch his head, and drove another into 
exile; a doctrine which, since the revolution of 
1688, has obtained nowhere where men speak the 
English tongue; and yet all this it is needful to 
admit before we accept this doctrine of coercion, 


which is to sendan Army and a Navy to do that. 


which there are no courts to perform; to execute 
the law without a judicial decision, and without 
an officer to serve process. This, I say, would 
degrade us to the basest despotism under which 
man could live; the despotism of a many-headed 
monster, without the sensibility or regardful con- 
sideration which might belong toa hereditary king. 

But the Senator found somewhere, | believe m 
Georgia, a newspaper article which suggested the 
advantages of a constitutional monarchy. Does 
the Senator believe there is any considerable 
number of people in any of the States who favor 
the establishment of a constitutional monarchy? 
If so, let me at once, speaking with that assur- 
ance which is given tome by those knowing more 
of that people than myself, say that the appre- 
hension is vain. Iam sure that the same feeling 
prevails in that State as my own;the same which 
exists in his State of Tennessee; and in each of 
them there are many like the Lucius Junius— 

“that woud have brooked 
The eternal Devil to keep his state in Rome, 
As easily as a King.” 

Mr, IVERSON. As allusion has been made 

by the Senator from Mississippi to an article 


which apficared in a paper in my own town, and i 
hich a good deal of noise has been made, } 


about w 
and which was referred to by the Senator from 
Tennessee, in his celebrated speech, the other 
day, as evidence that there was a party in the 
South in favor of a constitutional monarchy, I 
take the liberty to say that that was a commu- 
nication merely to the paper, and that it slipped 
in without the knowledge and consent of the pro- 
prictors of the paper; and in the very next paper 
the editors disclaimed and denounced it. I will 
take the opportunity to say, in conjunction with 
what the Senator from Mississippi has said, that 
there is not one man ina million, as faras I know 
and believe, in the State of Georgia, or elsewhere 
‘in the South, who would be in favor of any such 
principle. 

Mr. DAVIS. If, Mr. President, a paper con- 
taining such a doétrine could subsist upon sub- 
scription anywhere in the United States, I should 
esteem it. nearly as bad an indication as the adop- 
tion of the doctrine of slavish submission; and 
either the one or the other I should consider a far 
worse sign of man’s incapacity to govern himself 
than any which is presented by the resumption 
of the grants that a State has made. I have no 
idea that there is any such feeling within the 
limits of the southern States. 

There are two modes, however, of dissolving 
the Union. One alone has been contemplated. It 
was that which proceeded from States separating 
themselves from those to whom they are united. 
There is another. It is by destroying the Con- 
stitution; by pulling down the political temple; 
by forming a consolidated Government. Union, 
in the very meaning of the word, implies the junc- 
tion of separate States. Consolidation would be 
the destruction of the Union, and far more fatal 
to popular liberty than the separation of the 
States. But, if fanaticism and sectionalism, like 
the blind giant of old, shall seize the pillars of the 
temple to tear them down, in order that they may 
destroy its inmates, it but remains for us to with- 
draw, and it will be our purpose to commence the 
erection of another onthe same plan on whieh our 
fathers built this. We share no such common ruin 
as falls upon a people by consolidation and de- 
struction of the principles of liberty contained in 
the Constitution, by interference with community 
and social rights; and we go out of such a Gov- 
ernment whenever it takes that form, in accord- 


| a mere passing political move, as a 
some party end, knowing little of the deep strug- 
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ance with the Constitution, and in defense of the 
principles on which that Constitution rests, We 
have warned you for many years that you would 
drive us to this alternative, and you would not 
heed. I believe that you still look upon it as 

device for 


gle with which we have contemplated this as-a 
necessity, not as a choice, when we have been 
brought to stand before the alternative—the de- 
struction of our community independence, or the 
destruction of that Union which our fathers made. 
You would not heed us. You deemed our warn- 


| ing to be merely to the end of electing a candidate 


for the miserable spoils of office, of which [am 
glad to say I represent a people who have had so 
little indeed that they have never acquired an 
appetite forthem. Yet you have believed—not 
looking to the great end to which our eyes were 
directed—that it was a mere political resort, by 
which we would intimidate some of your own 
voters. You have turned upon those true friends 
of ours at the North who have vindicated the 
Constitution, and pointed out to you the danger 
of your course, and held them responsible for the 
censure you received, as though you had not, in 
fact, aggressed. Even at thigysession, after forty 
years of debate, you have agked us what was the 
matter. : 

Your platform on which you elected your can- 
didate denics us equality. Your votes refuse to 
recognize our domestic institutions which preéx- 


f isted the formation of the Union, our property 
| which was guarded by the Constitution. You re- 
' fuse us that equality without which we should be 


degraded if we remained in the Union. You elect 
a candidate upon the basis of sectional hostility ; 


| one who, in his speeches, now thrown broadcast 


over thecountry, madeadistinct declaration of war 
upon our institutions. We care not whether that 
war be made by armies marching for invasion, or 
whether it be by proclamation, or whether it be 
by indirect and covert process, 


now before me, making speeches in various por- 


tions of the country during the last summer, even | 


after the election was over, when no purpose of 
the canvass remained still to excite them, an- 
nouncing the triumph which had been achieved, 
as the downfall of our domestic institutions; and 
still you ask us to make specifications, to file an 
indictment as though we intended to arraign you 
before a magistrate’s court. Our fathers united 
with yours on the basis of equality, and they 
were prompted to form a union by the fraternity 
which existed between them. Do you admit that 
equality? Do you feel that fraternity? Do your 
actions show it? They united for the purpose not 
only of domestic tranquillity, but for common de- 
fense; and the debates in the convention which 
formed the Constitution set forth that the navi- 
gating and manufacturing interests of one section, 
and the better defense in the other, were the two 
great objects which drew them together. Are you 
willing pow to fulfill the conditions on which our 
fathers agreed to unite? : 

When you use figurative language, its harsh- 
ness indicates the severity of your temper and the 
bitterness of your hate. When you talk about 
having your heel on the slave power and grind- 
ing it into dust; when you talk about the final tri- 
umph; when you talk about the extinction of sla- 
very, an institution with which you have nothing 
to do and of which you know nothing, is this the 
fraternity, is this the Union, to which we were 
invited? Is that an administration of the Govern- 
ment under which we can live in safety? Is this 
acondition of things to which men, through whose 
veins flows the blood of the Revolution, can stoop 
without acknowledging that they had sunk from 
their birthright of freedom to become slaves ! 

I care not to read from your platform; I care 
not to read from the speeches of your President 
elect. You know them as I do; and the man who 
is regarded over this country as the directing in- 


tellect of the party to which he belongs, the Sen- | 


ator from NewYork, [Mr. Sewarp,] has, with less 
harshness of expression than others, but with 
more of method, indicated this same purpose of 
deadly hostility in every form in which it could 
be portrayed. Did we unite with you in order 
that the powers of the General Government should 
bë used for destroying our domestic institutions? 


In both modes, | 
however, you have declared your hostility. The | 
loading members of that party, some of them | 


| 


i 
H 


Do you believe that now; in our increased ‘and 
increasing commercial as well as physical power; 
we will consentto remain united toa Government 
exercised for such a purpose’ as this? i" ai 

What boots itto tell methatno direct: act of ag- 
gression willbe made? I prefer direct to-indireet 
hostile measures which wilk produce the same're- 
sult. I préfer it, as I prefer an open toa-seeret foo. 
Is there a Senator upon the other side who to-day 
will agree that we shall have equal enjoyment of 
the Territoriés of the United States? Is there one 
who will deny that we have equally paid in their 
purchases, and equally bled in theiracquisition in 
war? Then, is this the observance of your com- 
cos Whoseisthe fault if the Union be dissolved? 

o you say that there is one of you who contro- 
verts either of these positions? Then Task you, 
do you give us justice; do we enjoy equality? If 
we are not equals, this isnot the Union to which 
we were pledged; this isnot the Constitution ‘you 
have sworn to maintain, nor this the Government 
we are bound to support, 

There. is much, too, which is exceedingly: of- 
fensive in the speculations you make upon our 
servants when you talk about negro insurrection. 
Governments have tampered with slaves; bad 
men have gone among the ignorantiand credulous 
people, and incited them to murder and arson; but 
of themselves—moving by themselves—I say his- 
tory does not chronicle a case of negro insurrec~ 
tion. San Domingo, so often referred to, and so 
little understood, is not a case where black heroes 
rose and acquired a Government. It was a case 
in which the French Government, trampling upon 
the rights and safety of a distant and feeble colony 
by sending troops among them, brought on a revo- 
lution, first of the mulattoes, and afterwards of 
the blacks. Their first army was not even able to 
effect this. It required a second army, and that 
army to be quartered on the plantations;’ nay, 
after all, it required that the master should be ar- 
rested on the charge of treasonand taken to France, 
before the negroescould be aroused toinsurrection. 

Do you wonder, then, that we pause when we 
sec this studied tendency to convert the Govern- 
ment intoa military despotism? Do you wonder 
that we question the right of the President to send 
troops to exccute the laws wherever he pleases, 
when we remember the conduct of France, and 
that those troops were sent with like avowal, and 

uartered on plantations, and planters arrested 
or treason——just such chargesas are made to-day 
against southern men—and brought away that in- 
surrection might be instigated among their slaves? 

I seek not to exasperate or intensify the causes 
of difficulty. It is needful that we should un- 
derstand each other. I thought we had done so 
before, and was surprised to hear the question 
asked,‘ What isthe matter??? Thelast canvass, 
L thought, had expressed the feelings and the 
opinions of the southern States. The State of 
Mississippi gave warning in solemn resolutions 
passed by her Legislature. Those resolutians 
were printed elsewhere, and were generally 
known. She declared her purpose to take couh- 
scl with her southern sister States whenever'a 
President should be elected on the basis of sec- 
tional hostility to them. With all this warning, 
you paused not, The quarrel was not of our 
making. Our hands are stainless; you aggressed 
upon our rights and our homes, and, under the 
will of God, we will defend them. 

There is a strange similarity in the position of 
affairs at the present day to that which the colo- 
nies occupied. Lord North asserted the right to 
collect the revenue, and insisted on collecting it 
by force. He sent troops to.Boston harbor, and 
to Charleston, and he quartered troops in those 
towns. The result was, collision, and out of that 
collision came the separation of the colonies from 
the mother country. The same thing is being 
attempted to-day. Not the law, not the civil 
magistrate, but troops, are relied upon now to ex- 
ecute the laws. To gather taxes in the southern 
ports, the Army and Navy must be sent to per- 
form the functions of magistrates. It is the old 
case over again. Senators of the North, you are 
reénacting the blunders which statesmen in Great 
Britain committed; but among you, there are some 
who, like Chatham and Burke, though not of our 
section, yet are vindicating our rights. _ 

I have heard, with some surprise, for it seemed 
to me idle, the repetition of theassertion heretofore 
made that the cause of the separation was the elec- 
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‘tien.of Mr. Lincoln: Itmay be a source of gratifi- 
seationto some gentlementhat their friend iselected; 
but no individual had the power to produce the ex- 
istingstate of things. It was the purpose, the end; 
it. was the declaration. by himself and his friends, 
_which constitute the necessity of providing new 
safeguards. for ourselves, . The man was nothing, 
save as.he was the representative of opinions, of 
a policy, of purposes, of power, to: inflict upon 
-us those wrongs to which freemen never tamely 
submits oei E Tr 
i: Senators, L have spoken longer than I desired. 
A-had. supposed. it was possible, avoiding argu- 
“ment and not citing authority, to have made to 
-you-a brief-address.. It was thought useless to 
areue a.question which now belongs to the past. 
The time is near at hand when the places which 
have known us as colleagues laboring together, 
can:-know us in that relation no more forever. I 
have striven to avert the catastrophe which now 
impends over the country, unsuccessfully; and I 
regretit. For the few days which I may remain, 
J am willing to labor in order that that catastrophe 
shall be as little. as possible destructive to public 
peace and prosperity. If you desire at this last 
moment to avert civil war, so beit; itis better so. 
Ifyou will butallow usto separate from you peace- 
ably, since.we cannot live peaceably together, to 
leave with the rights we had before we were united, 
since we cannotenjoy them in the Union, then there 
are many relations which may still subsist be- 
tween us, drawn from. the associations of our 
struggles from the revolutionary era to the pres- 
ent day, which may be beneficial to you as well 
as tous, 
if you will not have it thus; if in the pride of 
power, if in contempt of reason and reliance upon 
force, you say we shall not go, but shall remain 
ag subjects to you, then, gentlemen of the North,a 
war isto be inaugurated the like of which men have 
notseen. Sufficiently numerous on both sides, in 
close contact with only imaginary lines of division, 
and with many means of approach, cach sustained | 
by productive sections, the people of which will 
give freely both of money and of store, the con- | 
flicts must be multiplicd indefinitely; and masses , 
of men, sacrificed to the demon of civil war, will 
furnish heeatombs, such as the recent campaign in 
Italy did not offer. At theend of allthis, what will 
you have effected? Destruction upon both sides; 
subjugation upon neither; a treaty of peace leaving 
both torn and bleeding; the wail of the widow and 
the cry of the orphan substituted for those peace- 
ful notes of domestic happiness that now prevail 
throughout the land; and then you will agree that 
each is to pursue his separate course as best he 
may. This isto be theend of war, Through a 
long series of years you may waste your strength, 
distress your people, and get at Jast to the posi- 
tion which you might have had at first, had jus- 
tice and reason, instead of selfishness and passion, 
„folly and crime, dictated your course. 
Js there wisdom, is there patriotism in the land ? | 


If so, easy must be the solution of this question. || 


Ifnot, then Mississippi’s gallant sons will stand | 
like a wall of fire around their State; and I go | 
hence, not in hostility to you, but in love and | 
allegiance to her, to take my place among her | 
sons, be it for good or for evil. j 
I sball probably never again attempt to utter | 
here the language either of warningorof argument. | 
I leave tke casein your hands. If yousolve it not 
before Igo, you will have still to decide it. To- 
wards you individually, as well as to those whom 
you represent, would that I had the power now 
. to say there shal! be peace between us forever. 
J would that I had the power now to say the in- | 
tercourse and the commerce Letween the States, | 
if they cannot live in one Union, shall still be unin- | 
terrupted; that all the social relations shall remain | 
undisturbed; that the son in Mississippi shall 
visit freely his father in Maing, and the reverse; 
and that each shall be welcomed when he goes to 
the other, not by himself alone, but also by his 
neighbors; and that all that kindly intercourse 
which has subsisted between the differcnt sections 
of the Union shall continue to exist. It is not 
only for the interest of all, but it is my profound- 


well remember when the Senator from Vermont 


-York had been inhumanly treated at Vicksburg, 


| perpetuity of this Government. He has a most 


est wish, my sincerest desire, that such remnant of 

that which 1s passing away may grace the memory 

of a glorious, though too brief, existerice. i 

Day by day rie have become more and more 

. exasperated. . False reports have led you to sup- | 
pose. there was in our section hostility to you with | 


manifestations which did not exist. In one case, L 


{Mr. Cotiamer] was serving with me on a spe- 
cial committee, it was reported thata gentleman 
who had gone from a commercial house in New 


and this embarrassed a question which we then 
had pending. I wrote to Vicksburg for informa- 
tion, and my friends could not learn that such a 
man had ever been there; but if he had been 
there, no violence certainly had been offered to 
him. Falschood and suspicion have thus lcd you 
on step by step inthe career of crimination, and per- 
haps has induced to some part of your aggression. 
Such evil effects we have heretofore suffered, and 
the consequences now have their fatal culmina- 
tion. On the verge of war, distrust and passion 
increase the danger. To-day itis in the power 
of two bad men, at the opposite ends of the tele- 
graphic line between Washington and Charleston, 
to precipitate the State of South Carolina and the 
United States into a conflict of arms without other 
cause to have produced it. 

And still will you hesitate; still will you do 
nothing? Will you sit with sublime indifference 
and allow events to shape themselves? No longer 
can you say the résponsibility is upon the Exec- 
utive. He has re jtupon you. He has noti- 
fied you that he can d nothing; and you there- 
fore know he will do nothing. He has told you 
the responsibility now rests with Congress; and 
I close as.1 began, by invoking you to mect that 
responsibility, bravely to act the patriot’s part. 
If you will, the angel of peace may spread her 
wings, though it be over divided States; and the 
sons of the sires of the Revolution may still go 
on in friendly intercourse with each other, ever 
renewing the memories of a common origin, the 
sections, by the diversity of their products and 
habits, acting and reacting beneficially, the com- 
merce of each may swell the prosperity of both, 
and the happiness of all be still interwoven to- 
gether. ‘Thus may it be; and thus it is in 
power to make it. [Applause in the gallevics.] 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Foster 
in the chair.) The Sergeant-at-Arms will take 
care to remove disorderly persons in the gallery. 
Order must be preserved. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Mr. President, it has been 
very hard for me, and 1 doubt not my Republi- 
can associates around me, to bear the many mis- 
apprehensions, not to say misstatements, of our 
position, and to sec a perverted state of facts day 
after day urged upon the Senate and the country 
by gentlemen upon the other side. We have 
listened to the Senator from Mississippi; and one 
would suppose, in listening to him here, that he 
was a friend of this Union, that he desired the 


singular way of preserving it, and a most singu- 
lar way of maintaining the Constitution, What 
is it? Why, he proposes that the Government 
should abdicate. If it will simply withdraw its 
forees from Charleston, and abdicate in favor 
either of a mob or of the constituted authorities 
of Charleston, we will have peace! He dreads 
civil war; and he will avoid it by a surrender! | 
He talks as if we Republicans were responsible 
for civil war if it ensues. If civil war comes, it 
comes from those with whom he is acting. Who | 
proposes to make civil war but South Carolina? 
‘Who proposes to make civil war but Mississippi 
and Alabama and Georgia, scizing, by force of 
arms, upon the public property of the United | 
States? Talk to us of making civil war! You 
inaugurate it, and then talk of it as if it came from 
the friends of the Constitution and the Union. 
Here stands this great Government; here stands 
the Union—a pillar, so to speak, already erected. 
Do we propose to pull it down? Do we propose 
undermining the foundations of the Constitution 
or disturbing the Union? Not at all; but the 
proposition comes from the other side. They are 
making war, and modestly ask us to have peace 
by submitting to what they ask! 

I agree in one thing with the Senator from Mis- 
sissippi. I agree with him that there should have | 
been more decision and more resolution on the 
part of the Government at the outset. If, when 
he was secretly informed, as it seems he was long 
ago, that the public property of the United States 
at Charleston was not to be protected; if, at that 
time, he, as a military man, had advised the Pres- 
ident of the United States to put the public prop- | 


erty at Charleston in a position. to-be defended, 
secession would never have made the progress it 
has. But, sir, it seems there was a complicity 
with this thing. It was at least to be tolerated. 
Assurances, it was said, were given that the Uni- 
ted States would not protect itself: “ Go on, you 
seceding States; gather your strength; the United 
States will do nothing to protect itself against 
your assaults.” ‘ 

Mr. DAVIS. I did not hear the Senator’s re- 
marks. Does he refer to me as having secret in- 
formation? ” 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I referred to the Senator 
from Mississippi as having said he understood 
the pledge was given that the fortifications at 
Charleston were to remain as they were; that 
that pledge was given some time before the com- 
missioners came here, and that they were to re- 
main in that condition until after there was an 
opportunity to treat. 

Mr. DAVIS. Well, sir, since you have got 
through a windy sort of explanation, allow me to 
ask you where I said I got the information ? 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Tdo not know that the 
Senator stated where he got it. 

Mr. DAVIS. It was a great pity, then, you 
did not listen; for I think my remark was very 
clear: in the papers that were here read yesterday. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Then the Senator is not 
responsible. I am informed by Senators around 


me, that the Senator from Mississippi did remark 


that Senators around him knew of the pledge at 
the time it is said to have been given. 

Mr. DAVIS. Five or six Senators knew of the 
agreement to maintain the status then existing. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. That is the point. 

Mr. DAVIS. When I spoke of the assurance, 
however, I referred to the papers which were 
read. If the Senator wants to know whether I 
understood, before those papers were read at the 
desk, that the status should remain, I tell him yes; 
emphatically yes. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I should like to know if 
he understood it before South Carolina seceded, 
or passed her ordinance of secession ? 

Mr. DAVIS. I think not, sir. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I hope not. 

Mr. DAVIS. You hope not! Why? 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Because I should have 
hoped that that Senator would have discounte- 
naneed any such idea as leaving the Government 
of the United States defenseless against the peo- 
ple who were preparing to attack and assail and 
destroy it. 

Mr. DAVIS. Then I have to say to the Sen- 
ator, his ideas of honor and my own are very dif- 
ferent; that I should hold the man to bea scoundrel 
who did not desire to have a garrison withdrawn, 
if he believed that garrison might produce blood- 
shed and could not do good. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. J believe it could do good; 
and it was the very weakness of the garrison that 
has invited this secession in South Carolina. 1 
know not whether the rumors circulated about 
the Capitol to-day be true; whether the gallant 
Anderson, in addition to putting himself in Fort 
Suniter, where he could defend himself, has now 
sent a message to Charleston’ that has prevented 
an attack upon the succor sent to his relief. I 
know not whether the rumor be true that Major 
Anderson informed the Governor of South Car- 
olina that he would shell the city of Charleston, 
and burn it to the ground, if another gun was 
fired at the Star of the West; but I understand 
the Star of the West has been permitted, after a 
show of attack was made, to enter peaccfully the 
harbor of Charleston. If so, it is by the resolu- 
tion of Major Anderson. The noble conduct of 
that man has saved the shedding of blood 

Mr.GREEN. Letmeask the Senator one ques- 
tion? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Sen- 
ator from Hlinois give way? 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Yes, sir. 

Mr.GREEN. Does the Senator know—and 
if he does, will he give me the information—on 
what ground there wasany just apprehension on 
the part of Major Anderson for the movement he 
made? 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I suppose the whole coun- 
try knows. ate 

Mr. GREEN. I do not want a supposition. I 
want the facts. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Well, sir, the fact, I take 
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it, is known to that Senator, as well as myself, 
that South Carolina has pretended to assume her 
sovereign rights; and it has been publicly talked 
of, that if she.is to be a sovereign State—and he 
knows it as well as I do—she must assert her 
sovereignty over her territorial jurisdiction. 

Mr. GREEN. Let me ask this question: does 
her secession imply her right to assume jurisdic- 
tion over the whole of her territory? 

Mr. TRUMBULL. If she has the right to 
secede, it would; but, in my judgment, her seces- 
sion amounts to nothing. 

Mr. GREEN. Ah! 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Itis nothing but rebellion; 
itis nothing but insurrection But not only in 
South Carolina, where there was the pretense of 
secession to justify the act, which, I think, really 
amounts to nothing, but in Georgia, and in Ala- 
bama, which have not seceded, we are told that 
the public property of the United States has becn 
seized; and the Senator from Mississippi thinks 
the best way to avoid civil war is for the United 
States to withdraw their forces, to surrender their 
forts, and strike the flag under which he was 
nurtured, and beneath which he has marched so 
often. The stars and stripes have been taken 
down from the United States buildings in the city 
of Charleston, and trampled in the dust, and a 
palmetto flag, with a snake, reared in their place; 
but if we would avoid civil war, we are told, we 
must submit to this! Why, sir, any people can 
have peace at the price of degradation. No despot 
makes war upon subjects who submit their necks 
to the tread of his heel. But if we would main- 
tain constitutional liberty; if we would maintain 
constitutional freedom; if we would maintain this 
great Government; we must not suffer every fac- 
tion, and every mob, and every State, tha 
proper, to trample its flag under foot. 

ow, sir, I have a word to say, and Ishall be 
brief, in regard to this doctrine of secession. The 
Senator from Mississippi supposes that a State 
has the right to secede, because he cannot find in 
the Constitution the clause which says that a 
State shall not secede. 1 believe the Senator from 
Ohio, (Mr. Pueu,] whom the Senator from Missis- 
sippi complimented so highly to-day, made that 
wonderful discovery a few daysago, and he read 
that clause of the Constitution which declares 
that— 

“The powers not delegated to the United States by the 
Constitution, nor prohibited by it to the States, are reserved 
to the States respectively, or to the people.” 

Now, he says, show us the clause of the Con- 
stitution of the United States that prohibits a State 
from withdrawing. If he will look at the Con- 
stitution of the United States he will find that it 
imposes many inhibitions upon the States: 

“No State shall, without the consent of Congress, lay 
any imposts or duties on imports or exports,” &c. 
“No State shall, without the consent of Congress,” 

* A c enter into any agreement or compact with 
another State, or with a foreign Power,” &e. 

If it can secede, clearly it may enter into an 
agreement or compact,if it is a sovereign inde- 
pendent nation, as the Senator from Mississippi 
contends, Well, it has no power to do this. But 
he will say, after it secedes it may do it. Then 
what is your Constitution good for? If a State, 
by declaring itself out of the Union, can release 
itself from all its constitutional obligations, do you 
not perccive that no constitutional obligation is 
binding upon it at all? It is only another way of 
evading a constitutional obligation. Is not here 
a positive prohibition in this Constitution that no 
State shall exercise these sovereign powers? And 
yet the Senator from Ohio wants to see the clause: 
that she shall not secede. Why, do you not find 
ithere? If she can secede, cannot she exercise 
every onc of them,and is not the power expressly 
granted in the Constitution— 

“To make all laws which shall be necessary and proper 
for carrying into execution the foregoing powers, and other 
powers vested by this Constitution in the Government of 
the United States.” 

Now, what power is vested by this Constitu- 
tion? The power to prevent a State from coining 
money; the power to prevent a State from making 
compacts and entering into alliances with other 
States; the power to preventa State from levying 
imposts or duties; and yet the Senator wants to 
know where is the authority in the Constitution to 
prevent a State from seceding ? j 

Sir, it is very clear to my mind that this doc- 
trine of secession is utterly destructive of a con- 


* 
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stitutional Government. On the same principle, 
a county may secede from a State, and a town 
from a county. The Senator from Kentucky 
[Mr. Crirrenpex] has been talking about com- 
promises, and has introduced a string of resolu- 
tionshere. When they are adopted, what is your 
Government good for? What is to prevent the 
State of Ilinois next week, or the State of Ken- 
tucky the following week, from seceding, as South 
Carolina has donc, and demanding new guaran- 
tees as acondition of the existence of the Union? 
By submitting to this doctrine, you destroy the 


| stability of the Government. Constitutional Gov- 


ernments are worth nothing if this doctrine is to 
obtain; and hence it is that those of us who are 
for sustaining the Constitution and sustaining the 
Union, believe that the question involved is the 
existence of constitutioml government. We now 
have nothing to do with the extension of African 
slavery—that is not the question before the Amer- 
ican people; but the question is, “ Has this Gov- 
ernment any power to protect itself??? In other 
words, have we a Government at all? That is 
what is to be tested. The people of Hlinois be- 
lieve we have a Government, and a Government 
that has power to maintain itself, not by making 
civil war, but by enforcing the laws, and defending 
itself against those who would make war upon it. 

But we are told that we cannot coerce a State; 
and this is repeated here from day to day. No 
one proposes to cocreca State. Reference is made 
to the debates in the convention which formed 
the Constitution of the United States, to show that 
it was there argued that the Federal Government 
could not coerce a State. Lagreetoit. Why 
were those arguments made? Because, under the 
old Confederation, the Federal Government acted 
upon States; and it was to show the inefficiency 
of that system as a reason for forming a more 
perfect union, to get rid of the difficulties of the 
old Confederation. "When, under that system of 

overnment, Congress made requisitions upon 
States to raise money or to raise men, each State 
acted at its discretion. Some States raised the 
money and the men, and the others did not; and 
there was no way by which the Congress could 
compel the States to act. This defect in the old 
Articles of Confederation was pointed out in the 
convention which formed the present Constitu- 
tion; and hence they adopted a different form of 
Government. Ilow different? Why, a Govern- 
ment acting upon individuals; a Government un- 
der which the power should exist to execute the 
laws by the Government itself upon individuals 
in different portions of the Republic; and that is 
the difference between this Government of ours 
as it exists under the Constitution, and that under 
the old Articles of Confederation. 

But, sir, what is this cause of complaint? Why 
is it that the southern States are inaugurating civil 
war? [have as much horror for it as the Sena- 
tor from Mississippi. I would do anything hon- 
orable to avoid it. I certainly will not be the 
instrument to inaugurate it. But what is it the 
Senator from Mississippi (Mr. Davis] complains 
of? To use his language, he says, if you are 
to make us hewers of wood and drawers of 
water for you in the North, we will not submit. 
If they are to be reduced to subjection to the 
North, they will not submit. I will notask them 
todo so. So faras I am concerned, I will ask 
them to submit to nothing that I will not submit 
to myself. ask to impose no inequality upon 
the State of Mississippi. 


Mr. GREEN. Will the Senator allow to 
ask him a question? VA 
Mr. TRUMBULL. Yes, sir. 


Mr. GREEN. It is avery simple one. No | 


State, neither Hlinois, nor Missouri, nor Missis- 
sippi, can go into a Territory, but the citizens 
may. Does he accord to each of those citizens 
the same right to take property, and to hold and 
enjoy itthere, under the provision of law? 

Mr. TRUMBULL, I am glad to hear the Sen- 
ator from Missouri say that no State has a right 
in the Territory. I have often argued that. I 
agree with him. 

Mr. GREEN. I did not say so. They have 
aright, but they cannot go there. A State is a 
sovereignty, and cannot go outside of its juris- 
diction; but yet it may have rights,in property 
belonging to all the States; and I am sorry the 


Senator has not sense enough to understand that | 


point. 


| 


j 


| 


‘Mr. TRUMBULL. Ishould:be sorry to have 


to borrow any from my friend from Missour 

Mr. GREEN. [have plenty todéend. °° 

Mr. TRUMBULL. He has discovered; he 
says, that a State cannot go into a Tertitory; and 
yet he says a State has a rightin a Territory. Tt 
has no right in a Territory. I have stated that 
once, and I will come to it again by and bys 

Mr. GREEN. Mr. President—= hotats 

Mr. TRUMBULL. If the Senator from Mis- 
souri will keep his seat, 1 understand him better 
than he understands himself; and I will show him 
directly what I understand about the citizens ofa 
State going into a Territory. 

Mr. GREEN: Mr. President, he docs not un- 
derstandme. Iclaim the right to explain myself. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. If the Senator from Mis- 
souri will be a little patient, he will ‘find that I 
understand him; and that I will state his position 
fairly. Let him wait until I get through, 

Mr. GREEN. I am misrepresented’ by the 
Senator from Illinois, and I claim the right to 
explain myself. z j : 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator 
from Ilinois is entitled to the floor, unless he 
yields it to the Senator from Missouri. 

Mr. GREEN. The Senator has already mis- 
represented me, and I claim the right to explain. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. If I have already mis- 
represented the Senator, I will hear his statement. 

Mr. GREEN. I did not say a State bad no 
right in a Territory. {said a State had aright 
in a Territory because that Territory belonged to 
all the States; but asa State had no right to go 
into a Territory, but the citizens of a State had, 


| E wanted to know whether the citizens of that 


State should all have an equal right to enjoy their 
property under the protection of law. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I understood the Senator 
precisely as I understand him now. Iunderstood 
him to say that the State could not go intoa Ter- 
ritory; and I ùnderstand him now to say a State 
has a right in a Territory. Now, I deny that a 


Í State has any right ina Territory. The Terri- 


tories do not belong to the States; and the States 
have no more ‘to do with the Territories than the 
countics of a State have. The Territories of the 
United States belong just as completely to the 
General Government as if there were no subdi- 
visions of the United States into States. The 
State of Missouri has no more rightin the Terri- 
tory than the city of St. Louis. Does the Senator 
from Missouri understand that, with all his sense ? 
I tell him, that I will give to a citizen of the State 
of Missouri precisely the same right to go into 
the territory of the United States that I claim for 
myself or any constituent of mine. . 

Mr. GREEN. Will the Senator allow me one 
half minute? 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I think I understood the 
Senator. If I have misrepresented him, I will 
hear him; but otherwise, I prefer to go on and 
expose this fallacy. : 

Mr. GREEN. Very well. If he declines to 
allow me to make an explanation, I will answer 
him at some other time to his heart’s content. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Sir, I am tired to death 
of this constantcry aboutthe inequality of States. 
The Senator from Oregon—I do not mean the one 
who sits nearest me {Mr. Baker|]—scarce ever 
makes a speech, that he docs not speak about 
equal rights and the equality of the States} as if 
any man in America denied the equality of the 
States in this Confederacy. 

Having shown, then, that, as a State, no State 
has a right in the common Territories, I now say, 
in regard to individuals, that I will give to the in- 
dividuals all over this land the same rights to go 
into the Territories of the United States; but I 
will give none of them, from my State or Mis- 
souri, the right to take the law of Illinois or_ the 
law of Missouri into the Territories. If the Sen- 
ator from Missouri cannot go into a Territory 
with his slaves, neither ean F. If the Senator 
from Missouri cannot go into a Territory with the 
banking system of Missouri, neither can J take 
the banks of Hlinois in which I am interested into 
a Territory. Nothing which is the creature of 
local law can any man take to a Territory- 
apprehend, sir, there is nothing in this. cry of 
inequality in regard cither to the States or to 
citizens. Weare all to have the same rights. 

But the Senator from Kentucky has presented 
a proposition—a very strange ones and, as Iam 
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up, I will say a few. words in regard to that. In 
the speech ‘accompanying it, he speaks of it-as 
similar to the Missouri compromise. . A great 
misapprehension is made to prevail in the country 
in regard either to the Missouri compromise or 
the Senator’s propositions. -I see it stated in the 
newspapers that the Senator from Kentucky (and 
Iam sorry he isnot here) proposes to restore the 
Missouri compromise, and. that. that-will give 
pence to the country; and we are asked, now, 
why.canyou not assent to the Missouri compro- 
mise? You -objected to its repeal, why not re- 
store it?) I tell the Senator from Kentucky I will 
agree to the Missouri compromise to-morrow. 
am quite willing that you should reénact the Mis- 
gouri compromise justas was, in totidemverbis—in 
the very words in which it was enacted in 1820. 
What wasit? That in all the territory which we 
acquired from France lying north of 36° 30! north 
latitude, and not embraced in the State of Mis- 
souri, heither slavery or involuntary servitude 
should ever exist. Iam willing to vote for that 
to-morrow if it will be at all gratifying to my 
friend from Kentucky. The effect of that would 
be, to do what? Toexclude slavery from Kansas 
and Nebraska... That is all. That is the Mis- 
souri compromise; and if you want to reénact it, 
I will vote for it; you may copy the words from 
the statute of 1820. 

But, sir, that is a very different proposition 
from.the one which the Senator from Kentucky 
has madé, Elis proposition is to run a line 
through other territory. That is a different ques- 
tion. Because two individuals who have had a 
dispute about a quarter section of land, have, in 
a spirit of compromise, divided it by a particular 
line of latitude, it does not follow that they must 
divide all other lands which they may afterwards 
acquire, by the same parallel of latitude. It is 
avery different question, The Senator’s propo- 
osition is very different in another respect. The 
Missouri compromise did not establish slavery 
south of the line of 36° 30' north latitude. It said 
nothing about it. It prohibited slavery north of 
that line. The Senator from Kentucky proposes, 
by the Constitution, to recognize and establish 
slavery south of 369 30'. That is a very different 
thing hom the Missouri compromise. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. Willthe Senator allow 
me a word? 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Certainly. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. There was another 
compromise, if you recollect. This territory did 
not belong to the United States at the time of the 
Missouri compromise; but it did belong to the 
United States at the time of the compromise of 
1850. By the compromise of 1850, a power was, 
in substance, given to the Legislature of New 
Mexico to establish slavery. In the exercise of 
that power, she has established it; and it exists 
there now. My resolution only proposes that 
you shall recognize the existing and indisputable 
fact of its existences and to assume that status as 
the status that is to continue until it becomes a 
State; and then the people are to decide for them- 
selves, 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Mr. President, why does 
the Senator from Kentucky want to interfere with 
the compromises of 1850? They were passed to 
give peace to the country. We Republicans are 
hot proposing to disturb them. Why docs he 
not stand by those compromises? He says au- 
thority was given to the people of New Mexico, 
undef the compromise of 1850, to establish sla- 
veryifthey wanted to. Well, authority was given 
them to repeal the law establishing it if they 
wanted to do so; was it not? Why does the Sen- 
ator from Kentucky want to take away from the 
pee of New Mexico the power to repeal the 
aw establishing slavery if they think proper to 
do so? Why does he want to overturn the com- 
‘promise of 1850? The Republican party are not 
proposing it. 

Mr. GREEN. 
ask one question ? 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Yes, sir. 

Mr. GREEN. It is this: if the compromise of 
1820 was designed to be fair and equal; if it pro- 
hibited slavery on one side of the line, did it not 
recognize it on the other; and if it did not, was it 
not unfair and unequal ? 

Mr. TRUMBULL. 
about it on the other. 

Mr. GREEN. Did it not recognize it? 


Will the Senator allow me to 


It did not say anything 


Mr. TRUMBULL. [It neither recognized nor 
prohibited it; and it was not unfair and unequal, 
for this reason: the State of Missouri at that time 
was knocking for admission into the Union, and 
a great controversy then existed as to whetlier 
Missouri should come into the Union as a slave 
State. That controversy was settled by allowing 
her to come in as a slave State, on condition that 
in the rest of the territory acquired from Louis- 
iana, lying north of 360 30' of north latitude, and 
not embraced within the limits of Missouri, sla- 
very should never go. That was the contract, 
and that was the contract which was violated in 
1854; which violation has occasioned a great deal 
of the difficulty we have had in the country since 
that time. 

Mr. GREEN. Will the Senator allow me? 
Up to 1854, I understang (I may be mistaken; 
and if Iam mistaken I am willing to be corrected) 
that the Senator codperated with me and my party. 
Ifwe restore that compromise in its original terms, 
will he come back and be with us again? 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Mr. President, Senators 
on the other side have a strange way of putting 
questions and stating positions. They talk about 
the United States making civil war on a State, 
when a State makes the war on the United States. 

Mr. GREEN. Iam not talkingabout civil war. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. The Senator from Mis- 
souri wants to know if I will come back to the 
Democratic party. Why, sir, I will allow him 
to come back to the Democratic party. That is 
it. You may come back, and I will recognize you 
in good fellowship with the old Democracy, if 
you will come back and stand on its old platform. 

Mr. GREEN. Mr. President 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Sen- 
ator from Illinois give way to the Senator from 
Missouri? 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Yes sir; I will hear the 
Senator. 

Mr. GREEN. If the Senator will’ go exactly 
where he stood in 1854, according to his own 
words, and hisown honor, I will meet him. Will 
you come there? [Laughter. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I will. lam glad we are 
getting together. I will say to the Senator from 
Missouri to-day, introduce your proposition to 
restore the Missouri compromise just as it stood 
a and I will stand by the compromises of 

50. 

Mr. GREEN. That will do. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I ask why are they dis- 
turbed, what is the occasion of all this uproar in 
the country, and why is it laid at the door of the 
Republican party? Why is the Senator from 
Kentucky secking to overturn the compromiscs 
of 1850? Why may we not stand right by them? 
Why any new legislation; why any proposition 
to amend the Constitution; why not stand upon 
the great settlement made in 1850, and not attempt 
to introduce a provision here to establish slavery 
south of acertain line, which that compromise 
did not do? When, at that time, a proposition 
was mgde in the Senate Chamber to extend sla- 
very, a distinguished Senator from Kentucky, 
now deceased, uttered a sentiment which alone 
should make himimmortal. He said that he never 
would, and no human power ever should compel 
him to vote to extend slavery over one foot of 
territory then free. I regret I have to say that 
the distinguished Senator now representing Ken- 
tucky proposes to do that very thing which the 
immortal Clay declared that no power under God 
could ever induce him to do. 

Way, may we not, then, settle this matter? 
Let yoyr new legislation go; abandon your prop- 
ositions of compromise by amendments to the 
Constitution, and your appeals to the Republican 
party to do something, as if they had power to 
do anything. They have not had control of this 
Government. The South have had the entire 
control of the Government. They have made | 
all the laws, and made them to suit themselves, 
What are they complaining of? Why is it that 
the Government is to be dissolved, and civil war 
inaugurated? We will stand by the compromises 
as they were made. We are not proposing to 
change them. Under the compromise of 1850-— 
I wish this to be borne in mind—territorial legis- 
lation was left subject to the action of Congress; 
and if it bg true, as the Senator from Kentucky 
insists, that New Mexico was authorized by the 


organic act to establish slavery, it is also true | 


that all laws passed by her Legislative Assembly 
were required to be submitted to Congress; and 
if disapproved, were null and of no effect. 

I did not propose, when I rose, to enter into a 
discussion of the amendments to the Constitution 
proposed by ‘the Senator from Kentucky. There 
are many objections to them, besides the fact that 
they establish slavery. The proposition is to 
amend the Constitution in an unconstitutional 
way—not to submit amendments to the Constitu- 
tion according to the termsof the instrument itself, 
which declares that “Congress, whenever two 
thirds of both Houses shall deem it necessary, 
shall propose amendments to this Constitution.’’ 
But the Senator from Kentucky seeks to propose 
amendments to the Constitution by a majority 
vote; and he says in his remarks that is not for- 
bidden by the Constitution. Sir, it is forbidden 
by the Constitution; for I take it that when the 
Constitution provides a particular way in which 
amendments may be proposed, that very fact pre- 
cludes the idea that you can propose them in any 
other way. There are two ways provided—one 
is by the action of two thirds of. both Houses of 
Congress, and the other is ‘¢ on the application of 
the Legislatures of two thirds of the several 
States,” Congress is required to “ calla conven- 
tion for proposing amendments, which, in either 
case, shall be valid, to all intents and purposes, 
as part of this Constitution, when ratified by the 
Legislatures of three fourths of the several States, 
or by conventions in three fourths thercof,as one 
or the other mode of ratification may be proposed 
by the Congress.” 

The Senator from Kentucky proposes to sub- 
mit amendments to the Constitution in a third 
way—by a majority vote—and he says thatis not 
forbidden. Why, sir, I think the pointing out of 
the specific ways by which the Constitution may 
be amelftied, as effectually precludes the idea that 
you can amend itin any other way, as if it were 
so expressed in so many words, 

Now, sir, my idea of preserving the peace of this 
country, and of the duty which is devolved. upon 
us here, is not that we should yicld, as the Sen- 
ator from Mississippi suggests, to the threats and 
demands of States which say that they want no 
compromise, and want no concessions, and are 
determined to sct up for themselves, and expel 
the Federal Government from their borders; but 
that we should rally around the Constitution, and 
enforce the laws under it; and then, not when 
States come here threatening civil war, not when 
our vessels are fired into, not when our forts are 
taken possession of, but when the States all ac~ 
knowledge themselves within the Union, and 
under the Constitution, if there are any griev- 
ances, letthem beremoved. Then, if there 1s any 
thing wrong in the Constitution, let us amend st 
according to the mode provided in the instrument. 
I do not believe that we shall better the Constitu- 
tion by any amendment which may be made to it. 

ldo not believe there is any cause for these 
complaints in the South. Ido not believe there 
is any intention on the part of the incoming Ad- 
ministration, or ofits friends anywhere, to make 
slaves of the southern people, or to interfere in 
any manner with their rights. We have said this 
over and over again; and yet the complaint is 
made that we are for encroaching upon their rights, 
and they talk of defending themselves against en- 
croachments. Why, sir, we do not propose to 
make any encroachment. Some complain about 
the fugitive slave law. Let me say to southern 
Senators, that the fugitive slave law would prob- 
ably be enforced with greater certainty under the 
administration of Mr. Lincoln than under the ad- 
ministration of either Buchanan or Pierce; and 
why? Because that fugitive slave law is an obnox- 
ious law to the sentiment of the North, to begin 
with. Then, under the present Administration, 
it has been enforced in an obnoxious manner; 
officers who were obnoxious to a great majority 
of the northern people, are charged with 1ts en- 
forcement; and hence there is much greater diffi- 
culty in enforcing it than there would be under 
an Administration ofa different character. 

Mr. GREEN. Will the Senator allow me to 
ask him one question? If, under the present law, 
the cbmmiissioners appointed by law should call 
upon him, as a part of the posse comitatus, to ar- 
rest a fugitive slave or deliver him to his owner, 
would he yield obedience to it? ; 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Iam glad that the Sen- 
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ator from Missouri has asked that question, as it 
will lead me to make a remark or twoabout that 
provision in the fugitive slave law. There is a 
provision in that act which has no practical im- 
portance; which I never could conceive of an 

reason for putting there, except it was to make it 
repulsive to northern sentiment 

Mr. GREEN. I want an answer. 

Mr, TRUMBULL. The Senator will get an 
answer. I neverdodge a question. He will get 
an answer. Let him be patient. The fugitive 
slave law contains a clause declaring it to be the 
duty of all good citizens to aid in its execution. 
There is no penalty attached to a refusal to com- 
RY with this requirement. Why wasit putthere? 

o citizen is bound to aid in the arrest of fugitive 
slaves under that law because of those words, 
any more than if they were not there. Itis an 
offensive provision. Now, then, if the Senator 
from Missouri wants to know if I will voluntarily 
(for it amounts to that) make myself a catcher 
of runaway negroes, I tell him, no. I would not 
do it either in the North or the South. I would 
not do it if I lived in a slave State. 

Mr. GREEN. Under the command of a law- 
ful officer authorized to do it? 

Mr. TRUMBULL. No officer has any power 
to command me to do it. 

Mr. GREEN. When resisted by a mob? 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Now, you are putting 
another question. ` 

Mr. GREEN. Then task you will you aid 
and assist in arresting a criminal, a perjurer, a 
robber, a thief,and a knave? Will you do that? 

Mr. TRUMBULL. When, Mr. President, 
the laws are disobeyed, and it becomes my duty 
to aid in their exccution, even if it be in South 
Carolina, I am for discharging that duty; but be- 
cause Iam for enforcing the laws, I am not, asa 
private citizen, for stepping out of the way to go 
hunting either horse thieves or negroes, unless it 
suits my convenience to do so. 

Mr. GREEN. Very well; then am I to un- 
derstand the Senator 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Sen- 
ator from Illinois give way? 

Mr. GREEN. Will he allow me? 

i „Mr. TRUMBULL. Yes, sir; I will allow 
him. 

Mr. GREEN. AmI to understand him to say 
that he will not assist, if called upon.by a legal 
officer undcralawful writ, to arrest a fugitive slave 
or a criminal, unless he choose to do so, and that 
if the legal process is resisted, and the posse com- 
itatus is called upon, he will not go unless he 
chooses? 

Mr. BAKER. I suppose he will not unless he 
chooses, anyhow. [Laughter.] 


Mr. GREEN. You suppose; but I want no į 


supposition. Iwant his answer. That is much 
better. 

The PRESIDINGOLFFICER. Gentlemen will 
preserve order. The Senator from Ilinois is en- 
titled to the floor. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Mr. President, when I 
become a police officer, | shall endeavor to dis- 
charge my duties; but I shall not go about hunt- 
ing for fugitives, or hunting for negroes, unless it 
comes particularly in my way. 1 am not charged 
with these duties; and I say to the Senator from 


Missouri now, if he wants to know, in regard to 


joining the posse comitatus, there is no power to | 


compel any man to join the posse comitatus against 
his will. 

Mr. GREEN. Very well; I understand. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. The laws of the United 
States, including the fugitive slave law, do not 
compelany man to join the posse comitatus to catch 
a fugitive slave. There is no penalty attached to 
the refusal to comply with the provision declaring 
it to be the duty of all good citizens to aid in the 
execution of the fugitive slave law. 

Mr. GREEN. Do I understand you to say that 
you will not do it unless you choose? 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I do tell the Senator from 
Missouri that 1 will not, unless I choose, help to 
catch a runaway negro. If he wants to know if 
Iwill help to catch a murderer, I tell him that 
will depend on the circumstances of the case. If 
a murder was committed last night in the city of 
New York, I do not expect to take the cars to- 
night to go there to help arrest the murderer; but, 
under different circumstances, when a murder was 
committed in my presence, and the officers were 
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notathand, 1 might, as a citizen, arrest the mur- 
derer. It would depend on circumstances, 

Mr. GREEN. Now, let me ask him another 
question. Suppose the Senator was at his own 
home, and a fugitive slave went through his own 
town, and was arrested by his own marshal or 


commissioner under a lawful writ, under the fagi- | 


tive slave law, and a mob was raised to rescue 
him, and the public were called upon, including 
the Senator, would he obey that order? 

Mr. TRUMBULL. The Senator changes his 
issue, and asks another question. 

Mr. GREEN. I do not change it. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Well, sir, I shall not, of 
course, suffer myself to be interrogated, and to 
answer every question which the Senator from 
Missouri may ask; but in regard to that question, 
and then Lam done witIrthis questioning: I think 
I have answered him pretty fully already. I will 
state,and have already stated, that there is no 
penalty annexed to the refusal of a citizen to join 
the posse comitatus under the fugitive slave act. 

Mr. MASON. Will the Senator allow me one 
moment? Ido not propose to interrogate him. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I give way. 

Mr. MASON. Lunderstand the Senator to say 
that he never could understand certain provisions 
of the law for the reclamation of fugitive slaves; 
and onc of them was, that it required the posse 
comitatus, or the power of the county, to aid the 
officer in exccuting the writ, and yet imposed no 


| penalty for disobedience. That, I understood 


to be the objection to the law. : 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I say that is the law. 

Mr. MASON. Very well; thatis the objection 
to the law. 

Mr. GREEN. Mr. President 

Mr. MASON. Allow me to go on.- Thatlaw 
is simply this—and if there be any defect in it, I 
probably am more responsible than others—the 
law authorizes the marshals and the deputy ma?- 
shals to execute the process. Other laws of the 
United States authorize the marshals and deputy 
marshals, in the execution of the process, if they 
are resisted, or apprehend resistance, to summon 
the power of the county to enable them to do it; 
and the fugitive slave law does this in addition: 
it appoints a number of officers as commissioners 
to determine upon the right of the claimant, and 
for convenience authorizes those commissioners, 
if necessary, to depute special officers to execute 
their mandates; and it gives to these special offi- 
cers, what the marshals always had, the power 
to summon a posse if they were resisted. Now 
the Senator says there js no penalty. Why, I 
take it for granted the Senator knows that at 
common-law the sheriff has the right to summon 


| a posse; and if any disobey, does the Senator mean 


to say there is no penalty? Hany disobey, they 
commit a misdemeanor, and are indictable for 
that misdemeanor in refusing to obey the order 
of the executive officer. The marshal has the 
same power; and these deputies appointed under 
the fugitive slave law have that power; and if 
any refuse to obey, they commit a misdemeanor, 
and are punishable for it. 

Mr. GREEN. Mr. President—— 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Let me answer the Sen- 
ator from Virginia now. I cannot be interrupted 
by two at once. 

Mr. GREEN. 
mark. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator 
from Ulinois is entitled to the floor, unless he 
chooses to yield it. . 

Mr. TRUMBULL. The Senator from Vir- 
ginia seems to suppose that it is a misdemeanor, 
at common-law, to refuse to join the posse comi- 
tatus when properly summoned. Beitso. We 
have no common-law offenses in the United States 
courts. It is no misdemeanor in this country, 
except it be under a statute; and there is no gen- 
eral statute of the United States imposing a pen- 
alty or making it an offense to refuse to join the 
posse comitatus. There are some specific laws, 
some, I think, in regard to revenue, where, if a 
person refuses to join the posse, he is subjected 


I only desire to make a re- 


to penalties; but there is no general law of that į 


kind, and a man is not subject to be indicted for 
a misdemeanor who refuses to join a posse, when 
commanded by a marshal, under this fugitive 
slave law. 

Mr. GREEN. WilltheSenator allow me once 
more, and I will ask him no further questions? 


The PRESIDING. OFFICER. “Does the Sei 
ator from Illinois give way to the Senator from 
Missouri? : AE es 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Will this be the last? = 

Mr. GREEN. This will be the last. Si 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Well.’ Ps Be 

Mr. GREEN. Everybody knows thatit is the 
duty of the Senator, if called upon to assist. in 
executing the law, to turn out and assist in doing 
it. He will not answer whether he will do it or 
not; but says he has a right to: refuse because 
there is no penalty. I say this: that a man who 
violates his duty because there is.no. penalty to 
coerce him, is as bad as the man who. incurs the 
penalty of death. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. That, then, I suppose, is 
the question which the Senator from Missouri 
wanted to ask me. baat Ss 

Mr. GREEN, . That is the question; yes, sir. 

Mr, TRUMBULL. He has interpolated a 
speech, instead of asking a question. 

Mr. GREEN. [have asked ‘ 

Mr. TRUMBULL. The Senator has prom- 
ised, I believe, to be still. Now, sir, there being 
no obligation—and there has been a misapprehen- 
sion in regard to that matter, I think, in ihe public 
mind—there being no legal obligation upon the 
citizen to join the pesse, I think it was a mistake 
of the Senator from Virginia to put sucha clause 
in the law; a clause offensive to the public senti- 
ment of the North, and which did not strengthen 
the law atall. In regard to this thing of joining 
the posse comitatus, all good citizens, when the 
laws are resisted, should hold themselves ready 
upon proper occasions, and at proper times, to aid 
in their enforcement. Our institutions rest upon 
the respect of the people for the laws; but as to 
whether, in a particular instance, a man will join 
the posse comitatus or not, will depend on the-cir- 
cumstances of the case. l 

But, sir, I did not intend making any length- 
ened remarks, but only to reply in a few words 
to what I thought to be the false assumptions of 
Senators on the other side as to this whole con- 
troversy. I shal] not take up the time of the Sen- 
ate by going into any lengthened argument, but 
will staje in a few words what I suppose to be 
our duty here; and that is, in the first place, to 
endeavor tomaintain the Constitution and the laws 
as we have them. When the attack is made by 
the seceding States, or by mobs in the southern 
States, upon the constituted authorities, there can 
be no doubt as to our duty in such a case. I was 
saying, when interrupted, that the North was not 
disposed to make any encroachments upon the 
South. 1 was saying that even this fugitive slave 
law would most likely be better executed under | 
Mr. Lincoln’s administration than under Mr. 
Buchanan’s, and was giving some reasons for this 
opinion. We know that Mr. Lincoln, in his pub- 
lic speeches, has said that so long as this statute 
stands, objectionable as it may be, he would con- 
sider it his duty to have it executed. He has 
said, further, that, in his opinion, the slave own- 
ers were entitled, under the Constitution, to. a 
reasonable law to reclaim their runaway slaves; 
and he has said that he would not object to any 
law for that purpose which was not more likely 
to enslave a free man than your common crimi- 
nal laws are to punish an innocent one. Now, 
does the Senator from Virginia want anything 
more than that? Would he not be satisfied with 
a law which should give no more chance for a 
fugitive slave to escape than there is to convict an 
innocent man under our criminal laws? 

Mr. MASON. If the Senator wants an an- 
swer, I will say to him that my experience of the 
execution of the fugitive slave Jaw in most of the 
non-slaveholding States shows that the law isof 
no value to the South. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Well, sir, if that be so, 
I apprehend the fault is not with the Federal Gov- 
ernment; the fault is not with the Republican 
party; and it seems to me, if you have all you 
want, and all you ask, in regard to the fugitive 
slave law, and then, if we stand by the compro- 
mise measures of 1850, you ought to be satisfied. 
We only complicate things, we only increase the 
difficulties, when we come forward to overturn 
these settlements; and now I do appeal to my 
friend from Kentucky, and ask him why he can- 
not join me, and stand right by the compromise 
measures of 1850? The Senator from Missouri, 
I understand, is willing to do that. That needs 
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no new legislation. You contend that, under the 
‘compromise of 1850, you have the right to take 
‘glaves into the Territories. I deny it. I do not 
think so. We differ about that right; but let that 
difference exist. We can get along with that. 
We have got along with it for ten years. Why 


disturb these compromises? They gave peace to | 


the country at a time of great disturbance. 
Mr. CRITTENDEN. © I suppose the Senator 
does not wish mé to answer him now, but desires 
to conclude his argument. ` 
`` Mr: TRUMBULL. 1 do not desire to engage 
‘the Senator from Kentucky ina discussion at this 
time, but simply to call his attention to the com- 
romise of 1850, and see if we do not stand in a 
etter position just as we are than by attempting 
to patch up some new compromise. For my 
lifé, I cannot see the occasion for all this agita- 
tionn the country and’for States threatening to 
‘go out of the Union, unless it be simply the fact 
that the Republican party has, in the constitu- 
tional mode, elécted its candidate for the Presi- 
dency. Thatis al! I can see. Inasmuch as we 
have not been in power, we certainly have done 
nothing; and although Senators who say they 
ilove the Union will pick out an isolated passage 
from Mr. Lincoln’s speeches, or from the speeches 
of some extreme man, and reiterate it over and 
overagain, as if further to inflame the public mind, 
still, when you come back and look at the public 
course of the President elect, at his avowed opin- 
jons,at the platform upon which he is elected, 
“you will find nothing that interferes in the least 
with the rights of the South; nothing that donies 
the equality of the States; nothing that donies the 
equality of any individual from any of the States 
in the common Territories of the United States. 

It is a mistaken notion to suppose that a person 
from any portion of the country can take to the 
Territories the laws and the institutions which 
owe their existence to the local legislation in his 
own State. Then, it seems to me, all we have to 
do is to rally around the Constitution, sustain the 
constituted authorities of the country, and, my 
word for it, if that is done, one year will not 
elapse, after Mr. Lincoln shall be inaugurated as 
President, before his administration will have 
shown by its atts-~-and it seems that is the only 
way we can ever show it to the South—that no 
encroachment is to be made upon the rights of 
the South; we shall have a better state‘of feeling 
in this country than we have had for many years. 
‘That, sir, I hope to see, and I believe that we 
shall sceit. ‘The misrepresentation has been so 

ersistent, so often repeated as to the views of the 

epublican party, that it seems impossible to dis- 
abuse the minds of the people of the South, until 
by our acts we show that we intend no encroach- 
ment upon their rights. 

Mr. MASON, . Mr. President 

Mr. GREEN. ` I desire the Senator from Vir- 
ginia to permit me to take the floor for next 
Monday. 

Mr. MASON. I wanted to propose only this: 
my colleague, who is not now in the Senate, [Mr. 
Hoyrer,] having been called away, I understand 
has the floor to-morrow on a resolution that he 
offered some time ago, and which was made the 
order of the day for to-morrow. 

The subject now before the Senate is the Pres- 
ident’s message, and [ understood that the Senator 
‘from New York, [Mr. Sewarn,] having the floor 
for Saturday, will continue the discussion on this 
message on Saturday. I move, therefore, thatits 
further consideration be postponed untilSaturday, 
which willgive way for my colleague to-morrow, 
and the Senator from New York, will have the 
floor on this question on Saturday. Then the 


Senator from Missouri can take it for Monday. < 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. What is the 
hour the Senator named? 

Mr. MASON. My motion is to postpone the 
further consideration ofthis subject until Saturday, 
and make it the special order for one o’clock. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN, I give notice that I will 
move to postpone all business to take up and con- 
sider the resolutions of pacification, and to con- 
tinue them to the exclusion of all other business 
until they are disposed of. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The motion 
before the Senate is, that the President’s message 
which is now under discussion upon a motion to 
print, be postponed until Saturday, and be made 
the special order for one o’clock on that day. 


Mr. CAMERON. Imove to amend that prop- 
osition by saying that the whole subject be post- 
oned until Monday. One of the Senators from 
New York has given notice that on Saturday he 
intends to address the Senate, and I do not want 
any special order made that will interfere with 
im. 
Several Senators. He is’ to speak on this 
question. g : 
Mr. CAMERON. Very well, then. 
Mr. BIGLER. The motion to postpone is 
perfectly right. 
The motion was agreed to. 
Mr. BENJAMIN. I move that the Senate 
adjourn. 
he motion was agreed to; and the Senate 
adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Tuurspar, January 10, 1861. 


The House met at twelve o’clock, m. Prayer 
by the Chaplain, Rev. Tuomas H. STOCKTON.. 
TheJournal of yesterday was read and approved. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATION. 


The SPEAKER, by unanimous consent, laid 
before the House orders of the Postmaster Gen- 
eral for deductions, fines, remissions, &c., on the 

ay of mail contractors, from July 2, 1859, to 
Puno 30, 1860; which was laid on the table, and 
ordered to be printed. 


SELECT COMMITTEE. 


The SPEAKER appointed Mr. Howard, of 
Michigan; Mr. Brancu, of North Carolina; Mr. 
Dawes, of Massachusetts; Mr. Joun COCHRANE, 
of New York; and Mr. Hicxman, of Pennsylva- 
nia, as members of the select committee ordered 
by the House on the 9th instant, to whom the 
special message of the President was referred, 
«with certain instructions. 


PERSONAL EXPLANATION. 


Mr. BOTELER. I respectfully ask the unan- 
imous consent of the House to make a personal 
explanation. 

he SPEAKER. If no objection is made, the 
gentleman will proceed. The Chair hears no ob- 
jection. 

Mr. BOTELER. My attention was arrested 
this morning by a paragraph in a paper published 
in the district’ which I have the honor to repre- 
sent, stating that the motion I submitted here on 
the second day of the present session, calling for 
the appointment of a committee of one from cach 
State of the Union to take into consideration the 
present perilous condition of the country, was 
made at the instance of a member of the Repub- 
lican party. Now, sir, I do not choose to have 
any such representation made in reference tomy 
action. I do not choose that it shall go forth to 
the public, and especially to the people who have 
intrusted me with the care of their interests, and 
the protection of their honor upon this floor, that 
I acted at the instance of a member of the Repub- 
lican party upon that occasion. 

My political carecr has been a bricf and an 
humble one; but Tam not willing, brief and hum- 
ble as it is, that it shall be tainted, directly or 
indirectly, by any suspicion ofa want of loyalty 
on my part to the good old Commonwealth of 
which Lama citizen. J made that motion, sir, 
upon my own responsibility as one of the Rep- 
resentatives of Virginia. I made itafter consulta- 
tion with prominent gentlemen upon the Demo- 
cratic side of the Housc, and with prominent 
gentlemen belonging to the party to which I have 
the honor to belong—the southern Opposition 
party. There were other gentlemen who had 
similar propositions ready to submit at that time. 
The gentleman from North Carolina [Mr. Wins- 
Low] and the gentleman before me from New 
York (Mr. Joun Cocurane] had similar prop- 
ositions; and the distinguished gentleman from 
Tennessee (Mr. Maynanp] had a proposition of 


| the same sort. I conferred with them, and they 


agreed with me in the propricty of my offering 
that resolution. I claimed the privilege of sub- 
mitting that motion, because I came from the 
district which had suffered most wrong at the 
hands of those who belong to the anti-slavery 
party of the North. I made that motion in no 
craven spiritof submission. I madeit, holding out 
no white flag of truce in order that I might obtain 


s% 


for those I represent terms of surrender. I-made 
itin order to afford those upon the other side of 
the House an opportunity to state to us and to the 
country whether they meant’ to tender to us the 
olive branch of peace or the sword. I made it 
that they might state to us fully, fairly, and face 
to face, through their representative men upon 
that‘gommittee; whether they meant to be what 
we ha@ declared to the world they were, or whether 
they meant to be conservative, as some of them 
professed to be. 

I confess I am disappointed in the action of 
that committee. I was disappointed, sir, in the 
manner in which that committee was constituted, 
I am disappointed in the time which it has taken 
toreport. It has had every opportunity for con- 
ference. One month has elapsed since the com- 
mittee was raised; and the country has been look- 
ing with anxious expectation to see what would 
be the result of their deliberations. The mem- 
bers of that committee have been excused from 
service upon this floor. Every facility has been 
afforded them, and yet they have not, up to this 
time, madc a report, or indicated their disposi- 
tion to do so. Now, they must know that thisis 
trifling with the best interests of the country. I 
am not one of those who yet despair of the Re- 
public. I have bound to my heart of hearts the 
heroic maxim which gave Rome the empire of 
the world: ‘“ Never despair of the Republic;”’ but 
I must confess that, during the last week, my 
hopes have been dying out. And if that commit- 
tee do not soon report some measure of relief to 
the House, or if the House does not take some 
effectiveaction, I believe, ere another week elapses, 
it will be too late for those who desire to preserve 
this Union to save it from destruction. 


UNION RESOLUTIONS-——-NEW YORK. 


Mr. SICKLES, by unanimous consent, pre- 
sented to the House preamble and resolutions 
adopted by the mayor, aldermen, and common- 
alty of the city of New York, in reference to the 
state of the Union; which were laid on the table, 
and ordered to be printed. 


SELECT COMMITTEE OF THIRTY-THREE. 


Mr. MAYNARD. Task the unanimous con- 
sent of the [Touse to introduce the following res- 
olution: 

Resolved, That the select committee, to whom was ro- 
ferred the President’s special message of the 8th instant, 
be, and they are hereby, instructed to consider that portion 
of said message which recommends a reference to the vote 
of the people of the questions at issue between the ditfer- 
ent sections of the country, and now agitating the public 
peace and threatening the speedy dissolution of the Gov- 
emment, and to report thereon atan early day either by bill 
or joint resolution. 


Mr. JONES objected. 
STEAM COMMUNICATION WITH CHINA. 


Mr. JOHN COCHRANE, by unanimous con- 
sent, presented to the House a memorial of the 
Chamber of Commerce of the city of New York, 
asking for the establishment of mail facilities, by 
subsidics to a line of steamers, between the cities 
of San Francisco, in Califofnia, and Shanghai, in 
China, with connéctions at certain intermediate 
ports; which was referred to the Committee on 
Commerce. 

NATIONAL CONVENTION. 


Mr. MORRIS, of Pennsylvania. I ask the 
unanimous consent of the House to present a me- 
morial of certain citizens of Philadelphia, request- 
ing Congress to call a national convention in In- 
dependence Fall, on the 22d of February next, 
oratsome other day, to settle the difficulties of 
the country. 

No objection was made to its reception. 

Mr. MORRIS, of Pennsylvania. I move that 
it be laid on the table, and printed. 

Mr. BRANCH. With reference to the paper 
just presented, I desire to say that it is not cus- 
tomary to have such papers printed, unless there 
is some particular reason for it. 

Mr. MORRIS, of Pennsylvania. The simple 
reason for printing it is the importance of the sub- 
ject. 7 
J Mr. QUARLES. I believe the rules require 
that a motion to print must go to the Committee 
on Printing. 

Mr. JONES. I object to its being printed. 
Not one of these petitions proposes to give us our 
rights. They havea great deal to say about Union, 
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but they say nothing about. gentlemen obeying 
their constitutional obligations. 

Mr. MORRIS, of Pennsylvania. I know of 
nobody who is not willing to give the South their 
rights. There are points of variance between gen- 
lemen as to what are and what are not their 
rights. 

_ Mr. SICKLES. I understand that this paper 
is simply a memorial for Congress to call a con- 
vention of the States. 

Mr. MORRIS, of Pennsylvania, That is all. 

Mr. HOUSTON. A convention can do no 
harm; and if a convention of States cannot agree 
upon some plan to remedy the difficulties of the 
country, they may, at least, possibly secure a 
peaceable separation of the States. Inno aspect 
of the case do I consider that a convention of States 
can do any harm. 

Mr. BRANCH. Iwill state to the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania, that my remarks were not 
dictated by any unfriendliness to the memorial. 
I believe it has not been customary to print such 
papers, and I desired to call his attention to the 
question whether it would not be injudicious now 
to commence printing papers of that description, 
which are coming in upon us so rapidly at present, 
and which will continue to increase in number 
hereafter. 

Mr. MORRIS, of Pennsylvania. Well, I will 
withdraw the request to print, and let the memo- 
rial be referred. 

Mr. IIOUSTON. If there is no objection, I 
prefer that it should be printed. 

Mr. JONES. I object to the printing of any 
such papers. ” 

Mr. MORRIS, of Pennsylvania. 
the memorial be read. 

Mr. JONES. {[ object to its being read. That 
very gentleman, who offers the memorial, is the 
last man to vote to give the South their rights. 

Mr. PHELPS. ‘The memorial has been re- 
ceived, and as some motion is to be made in ref- 
erence to its disposition, I think the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania is entitled to have it read. 
think I am entitled to that, before I am called 
upon to vote in reference to it. 

Mr. GROW. Irise toa point of order, which 
applies to all memorials. { think we are falling 
into a bad practice. It has been the practice to 
receive the memorials of State Legislatures, and 
have them printed. But if we fall into the prac- 
tice of reading memorials of mass meetings, all 
our time will be consumed, as it has been this 
morning, to the exclusion of business. All these 
memorials should be referred under the rule. 

Mr. COX. The memorial was received by 
unanimous consent; and gentlemen ought to un- 
dergtand that this memorial is signed by members 
of both parties, and that it comes from that por- | 
tion of the United States in which Independence 
Hall is situated, wherein the Constitution was 
made. Itis fora national convention; and there 
is nothing partisan in it. IT hope the gentleman 
from Georgia will withdraw his objection and 
allow it to be read and printed. 

Mr. MORRIS, of Pennsylvania. 
rial was received without objection. 

Mr. JONES. I object. The time of this House 
may be consumed from now to doomsday by 
bringing in such trash as that. It amounts to | 
nothing. 

Mr. MORRIS, of Pennsylvania. The gentle- 
man from Georgia regards everything as trash 
that looks to the reconciliation of the country. || 

TheSPEAKER. The memorial was received 
by unanimous consents and the question is now 
upon the resolution to print. 

Mr. BURNETT. Is that motion debatable? 

The SPEAKER. Itis. 

Mr. BURNETT. Well, sir, I desire to de- | 
bate it. 

Mr. GROW. 1 must rise to a question of or- 
der. My colleague’s proposition was that the | 
memorial be laid upon the table, and printed; and 
no one objected to that, The unanimous consent | 
given was for that purpose, and no other. . 

The SPEAKER. No objection was made, in 
the hearing of the Chair, to the reception of the | 
memorial. The gentleman from Pennsylvania | 
then moved that it be laid upon the table, and | 
printed 


I ask that 


The memo- 


Mr. GROW. My point of orderis, that when 
a gentleman asks unanimous consent to do a par- | 
ticular thing, and no objection is made, he can | 


only, under that unanimous consent, do that par- 
ticular thing. My colleague only asked that the 
memorial be laid upon the table, and printed; and 
nobody objected to that. 

Mr. MORRIS, of Pennsylvania. I stated the 
purport of the memorial before I presented it, and 
while asking the consent of the House that it be 
printed. 

Mr. GROW. Until the Speaker states what 
object a gentleman has in view, members are not 
in a condition to object. In this case, no such 
proposition was made to the House; but they 
acted on the statement of my colleague. If the 
Chair had stated that my colleague desired to pre- 
sent the memorial, and to leave it open for dis- 
cussion, objection would have been made, because 
it could have been referred under the rules. If 
we depart from that practice, the whole time of 
the House may be taken up in the discussion of 
memorials. My point of order is, that the me- 
morial. was. received only upon the statement of 
my colleague that he desired it to be laid upon 
the table, and printed, and for no other purpose. 

Mr. MORRİS, of Pennsylvania. I withdraw 
the motion to print. 

Mr. BURNETT. I have the floor, and the 
gentleman cannot take it from me for that pur- 


ose. 
p Mr. HOUSTON. Then, as we have to vote 
on the question of printing, I ask for the reading 
of the memorial. Of course, I have a right to 
have the memorial read. 

Mr. BURNETT. The gentleman can have that 
done when I have concluded my remarks. He 
cannot take the floor from me for that purpose. 

The SPEAKER. The Chaiy knows of no 
reason why the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
may not withdraw the motion to print. 

Mr. MORRIS, of Pennsylvania. Then I with- 
draw the motion to print. 

The SPEAKER. The motion to refer is de- 
batable. . 

Mr. MORRIS, of Pennsylvania. I withdraw 
the memorial. 

The SPEAKER. There is nothing, then, be- 
fore the House. « 

Mr. SHERMAN. 
of business. 

The SPEAKER. The regular order of business 
is the consideration of matters in relation to the 
District of Columbia. 

Mr. BURNETT. 
the House? 

The SPEAKER. No, sir; it has been with- 
drawn. 

EMPLOYÉS IN CLERK’S OFFICE. 

The SPEAKER, by unanimous consent, laid 
before the House a communication from the 
Clerk of the House, transmitting a list of the 
clerks and other employés in his office; which 
was laid upon the table, and ordered to be printed. 

CONTINGENT EXPENSES OF THE HOUSE. 

The SPEAKER also, by unanimous consent, 
laid before the House the annual report of the 
Clerk of the House on the contingent expenses of 
the House; which was laid upon the table, and 
ordcred to be printed. 

+ The SPEAKER stated that the regular order 

of business was the consideration of busincss 

relating to the District of Columbia; which had 

been set for to-day, and that reports were in order 

from the Committee for the District of Columbia. 
J. W. NYE. 

Mr. CARTER. Iam instructed by the Com- | 
mittee for the District of Columbia to report back, 
with a recommendation that it be put upon its 


I call for the regular order 


Is not that memorial before 


j passage, Senate bill No. 474, to provide for the 


ayment of the claim of J. W. Nye, assignee of 

eter Bargy, jr, and Hugh Stewart. 

The bil was read. 

Mr. HOUSTON. How does thatbill get before 
the House? 

The SPEAKER. It is reported from the Com- 
mittee for the District of Columbia. 

Mr. HOUSTON. It is not District business. 

The SPEAKER. It was referred to the com- 
mittee by the order of the House, and the chair- 


man now reports it back. The Committee for i 


the District of Columbia was called for reports, |, ttee 0 
| to consider it. 


and the chairman reported back this bill. 

Mr. HOUSTON. I understand that to-day 
was set apart for the business of the District of | 
Columbia. Am F right in that? 


: by the Committee for the District of Columbia, 
i and is the business now before the House. 


ae SPEAKER. The gentleman is right in 
that. PE An 

Mr. HOUSTON. Well, this is noe District 
business; and I object to itscomingin.. Tam will- 
ing and anxioùs to assist in any proper legisla= 
tion for the District; but this bil does ot belong 
to that class of business, and I am opposed to 
admitting other matters which do not Jegiti« 
mately belong to the District. poa 

Mr. CARTER. The bill was referred to the 
Committee for the District of Columbia; and we 
now report it back, and ask its passage. 

Mr. BRIGGS. The bill is. clearly a private 
bill, and docs not relate to the District af Colum- 
bia. I move that it be referred to a Committee 
of the Whole on the Private Calendar. 

Mr. HUGHES. This bill is reported by the 
Committee for the District of Columbia. It was 
upon the District calendar last year; and T be- 
lieve a bill of a similar character was considered 
and passed. There were several private. bills 
reported by the committee that were considered 
at the last session, on the day-appropriated. for 
the business of the District of Columbia. We 
consider that it comes fairly within the allotment 
of business for to-day. : 

The SPEAKER. The Chairis very clearly of 
the opinion that the order of the day relates ex- 
clusively to the legitimate business of the District 
of Columbia. This is manifestly a private bill, 
and does not come within the’ special order., It 
yal be returned to the gentleman from New 

ork. 


RAILWAYS IN THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 


Mr. CARTER. Iam instructed by the Com- 
mittee for the District of Columbia to report back 
a bill (H. R. No. 824) to incorporate the Wash- 
ington City and Georgetown Railway Company, 
and to ask that it be put upon its passäge. 

The SPEAKER. The questian is upon order- 
ing the bill to be engrossed, and read the third 


time. ` 
Mr. HUGHES. I would ask the chairman of 
the committce whether he has been authorized 
by a quorum of the committee to report the bill 
in this form? I wish to state to the House that, 
when the Committee of the Whole on the state 
of the Union rose on the 9th of May last—busi- 
ness of the District of Columbia being then the 
special order—they had under consideration a bill 
reported by myself from a minority of the com- 
mittee, there being at the same time a substitute 
pending offered by the chairman of the commit- 
tee, which was also a minority report. This 
report, then, does not come from the committee 
proper. I shall move that the House resolve it- 
self into the Committee of the Whole on the state 
of the Union, for the purpose of resuming the 
business where it was suspended on the 9th of 
May last, being the consideration of a bill for the 
construction of city passenger railways in the city 


| of Washington. 


Mr. GROW. That would not be unfinished 
business now. It is by special order thatthe busi- 
ness of the District of Columbia comes up now; 
and the regular order of business is the call of 
the Committee for the District of Columbia for 


reports. 

The SPEAKER. The regular order of busi- 
ness is the consideration of the whole subject of 
the business for the District of Columbia. 

Mr. HUGHES. I move that the House re- 
solve itself into the Committee of the Whole on 
the state of the Union, for the purpose of resum- 
ing the consideration of the bill to which I have 
referred. 

Mr. STANTON. I submit to the gentleman 
from Maryland whether it would not be betterto 
go into the Committee of the Whole on the state 
of the Union on the general subject of the busi- 
ness of the District of Columbia, and take it upin 
its order on the Calendar. 

Mr. HUGHES. No, sir; I make the special 
motion. 

Mr. CARTER. This bill has been reported 


I 


do not see, therefore, why we should go into the 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union 


The SPEAKER. It will be for the. House to 
decide whether it will go into the Committee of the 


| Whole on the state of the Union on the subject. 
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“Mr: McK NIGHT. Task the chairman of the 
Cornmittee-for the District of Columbia whether 
this bill is printed. I sent for a copy. awhileago, 
and could not get it. . 

. Mr CARTER. The bill is printed, 

- The question was taken on: Mr. Hueues’s mo- 
tion to go into the Commiltee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union; and it-was not agreed to. 

The question recurred on the third reading and 
engrossment of the bill. 

Mr. HOUSTON.. I desire to have that bill and 
the amendment read. 

The bill was read. 
George W. Riggs, Edward Maynard, Thomas P. 
Morgan, Robert -J. Patterson, Francis A. Lutz, 
Walter S. Cox, James M. Carlisle, Jonah D. 
Hoover, and Thomas Thornley, or a majority 
of them, commissioners to open books, reccive 
subscriptions, and organize a company by the 
name, style, and title of the Washington City and 
Georgetown Railway Company, with power and 
authority to construct a double track railway, be- 
ginning at the navy-yard gate, through and along 

Sighth street east to its intersection with PennsyÌ- 
vania avenue; along said avenue to First street 
east; thence along the southern boundary of the 
Capitol grounds to the southern gate thercof; 
through the same to the northern gateand North 
Capitol street to C street north; thence along C 
strect north and Indiana avenue to First street 
west, with the privilege of a switch to the depot 
ofthe Washington branch of the Baltimore and 
Ohio railroads along First- street west to the west 
gate of the Capitol grounds; thence through and 
aléng Pennsylvania avenue, Fifteenth street west, 
Pennsylvania avenue, crossing Rock creck by the 
tubular bridge, now being constructed, to Bridge 
strèet, Georgetown; along Bridge street to its in- 
tersection with Lingan street, opposite the Alex- 
andria canal aqueduct, with all the necessary 
switches, and turn-outs, and turn-table, with the 
right to run cars thereon, drawn by horses, for 
the transportation of passengersonly. Also, the 
privilege of constructing a (single track with turn- 
outs) branch line from the intersection of Penn- 
sylvania avenue with Seventh street west; along 
said strect north to M street north; along M street 
north to Ninth street west; along Ninth strect 
west, south to its intersection with Pennsylvania 
avenue, Also, the privilege of constructing a 
(single track with turn-outs) branch line from the 
intersection of Pennsylvania avenue with Four- 
ind-a-Half street. west, south to the gate of the 
inclosure of the arsenal grounds; thence toa point 
on.the Potomac river. 

‘The ‘second section provides that the capital 
stock of said company shall consist of six thou- 
sand shares of fifty dollars cach, and that the said 
company may, from time to time, by a vote of the 
stockholders at a meeting called for that purpose, 
of which mecting thirty dayè’ notice shall be given 
in one or moré newspapers in the city of Wash- 
ington, increase the capital stock to an amount 
sufficient to carry out the true intentand meaning 
of the act. 

The third section provides that the commission- 
ers, or a majority of them, shall have power to 
open books for receiving subscriptions to the cap- 
ital stock of the company at such time or times, 
place. or places, as they may deem expedient, 
after having given at least twenty days’ notice in 
One'or more newspapers published in the city of 
Washington; and at the times and places so des- 
ignated and named in the public notices to be 
given as aforesaid, the said commissioners, or a 
majority of them, shall attend and furnish to all 
persons duly qualified, who shall offer to sub- 
scribe, an opportunity of so doing; and it shall 
be lawful for ail such persons, and for all firms 
and copartnerships, by themselves or by persons 
duly authorized, to subseribe for shares in said 
stock; and the said books shall be kept open at 
least six hours in every day for the term of ten 
days, or until there shall have been subscribed 
the whole number of shares authorized by this 
act; provided that during the first five days no 
one firm or individual shall be allowed to sub- 
scribe for more than ten shares. And if, after 
the expiration of ten days, the books aforesaid 
shall not have the number of shares therein sub- 
scribed, the said commissioners may adjourn 
from time to time until the whole number author- 
ized shall be subscribed, of which adjournment 


“Itconstitutes and appoints | 


the commissioners aforesaid shall give such pub- | 


lic notice as the occasion may require; and when 
the-whole number of shares shall be subscribed, 
the books shall.be closed; provided that no sub- 
scription shall be valid unless the party or parties 
making the same shall pay, at the time of sub- 
scribing, to the said commissioners, the sum of 
five dollars on cach and every share subscribed, 
for the use of said company. 

The fourth section provides that when the cap- 
ital stock, as provided. by theact,shall have been 
subscribed, and five dollars paid on each and 
every share as aforesaid, the said commissioners, 
or such of them as shall have acted, shall certify 
to the President, under their handsand seals, the 
names of the subscribers, and the number of 
shares subscribed by cach, and that five dollars 
on each share have been paid;.whereupon the 
President shall, by letters patent, under his hand 
and the seal of the United States, create and con- 
stitute the subscribers, and if the subscription 
be not full at the time, those who shall there- 
after subscribe to the number of shares aforesaid, 
their successors and assigns, into a body politic 
and corporate, in deed and in law, by the name, 
style, and title designated by the act; and by the 
said name, style, and title, the said subscribers 
shall have perpetual succession, with all the priv- 
Ueges, franchises, and immunities incident to a 
corporation, and be able to sue or be sued, plead 
and be impleaded, in all courts of record, and 
elsewhere, and to purchase, receive, have, hold, 
use, and enjoy, to them and their successors, 
goods, chattels, and estate, real and personal, of 
what kind and nature soever, and the same, from 
time to time, to sell, exchange, mortgage, grant, 
alien, or otherwise dispose of, and to make div- 
idends of such-portions of the profitsas they may 
deem proper; and also to make and have a com- 
mon seal, and the same to alter and renew at 
pleasure, and also to ordain, establish, and put 
in execution such by-laws, ordinances, and reg- 
ulations as shall appear necessary or convenient 
for the government of said corporation, not being 
contrary to the Constitution and laws of the Uni- 
ted States; and generally to do all and singular 
the matters and things which to them it shall law- 
fully appertain to do for the well-being of said 
corporation, and the due ordering and manage- 
ment of the affairs thereof; provided that nothing 
in the act contained shall be construcd as in any 
way giving to such corporation any banking 
privileges whatever, to issue any bond or bonds, 
or any other liberties, privileges, or franchises 
but such as may be necessary or convenient to 
the procuring, owning, making, maintaining, reg- 
ulating, and using their railroad for the convey- 
ance of passengers, And itis further provided that 
the company shall not purchase or hold any real 
estate, except such as may be necessary or con- 
venient for the making and constructing of their 
railroad, or for the furnishing of materials there- 
for, and for the accommodation of depots, offices, 
warchouses, machine-shops, and other appropri- 
ate appurtenances, and for the persons and things 
employed or used in and about the same. 

The remaining sections of the bill prescribe the 
terms and conditions on which the business of the 
company is to be conducted. 

The Committee for the District of Columbia 
recommend the following amendment: 

Insert After the word © same,” in the sixteenth line of the 
cighteenth section, the following, to wit: “Which amount 
may be inereased at any time by the corporate authorities 
of said cities, or either of them, to a sum not exceeding ten 
dodars per car ;’? so that the section will read: 

Sec. 18. And be it further cnacted, ‘That it shall be in- 
eumbent on the railroad company, as aforesaid, before plac- 
ing cars upon their road, to pay into the treasuries of the 
cities of Washington and Georgetown each, and annually 
thereafter, for the use of the cities, the sum of five dollars 
for cach car intended to run on the same, which amount 
may be increased, &e. 

Mr. BURNETT. I am opposed to authorizing 
amy city railway along Pennsylvania avenue, and 
I would vote, as an original proposition, against 
any bill for that purpose, if I thought I could de- 
feat it. But being satisfied that there isa majority 
of Congress in favor of making a grant to parties 
for the purpose of building sucha road, J, between 
the different projects that have been offered, have 
my choice, and in order that the House may un- 
derstand the position of the Committee for the 
District of Columbia in regard to the various bills 
that have been offered for chartering companies to 
build this road, I will state that no one measure 
that has been offered here, according to my un- 


derstanding, has the approval of the committee as 
a committee. But by an order of that committee, 
itsmembers were permitted to present to the House 
their respective bills for giving these privileges to 
companies, so that the House might considerand 
determine between the different projects. With- 
out committing myself to the bill which I now 
hold in my hand—for I have not had an oppor- 
tunity to examine its details sufficiently—I can 
say that I prefer its general features and- its ob- 
jects to those of the bill now under consideration, 
I propose to offer this bill, with the amendments 
annexed to it,asa substitute for the bill now under 
consideration. 

The SPEAKER protempore, (Mr. Jonn Cocu- 
RANE in the chair.) The Chair will state to the 
gentleman from Kentucky that his motion is not 
in order pending a motion to commit. 

Mr. HOUSTON. With a view to bring the 
whole subject of these conflicting propositions for 
railways along the streets of this city before the 
House, I will, for the present, withdraw the mo- 
tion to commit, so that the substitute may be 
offered. 

Mr. BURNETT. I now offer the bill which 
I send to the Clerk’s desk, with the amendments 
thereto attached, as a substitute for the bill now 
pending. ‘This bill has been prepared by my 
colleague and friend, [Mr. Hucnes,] but as I 
have not had sufficient time to examine tt in detail, 
I do not commit myself to supportit in its details. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair un- 
derstands that the bill and amendments are offered 
as a single substitute for the bill reported by the 
chairman of the Committee for, the District of 
Columbia. 

Mr. BURNETT. Yes, sir. I am in favor of 
this project, because it is in connection’ with a 
company already chartered for the building of a 
road from this city through the State of Maryland 
to the Point of Rocks, some fifty miles from 
here, by which western travel from this city wil. 
be shortened by six hours. There are other guards 
thrown around this bill which the original bill 
does not contain. The original bill proposes to 
grant by name to parties in this city the right of 
way along Pennsylvania avenue to build a city 
railway, granting to them all the profit that 
may accrue from the operation of this road. It 
authorizes them to regulate and control this close 
corporation, as it may be called, and that, too, 
without giving to the corporate authorities of 
Washington and Georgetown any. control over 
the action of this irresponsible body of corpora- 
tors, Hence I am opposed to it. 

Now, I would vote cheerfully for any propo- 
sition which had for its object the letting out of 
this franchise to those who would pay the most 
for it. I believe that it would be right to give to 
the city authorities of Washington and George- 
town the power to grant these privileges, with 
such restrictions as Congress may approve, to 
the parties who will pay the most for the fran- 
chise. It is eagerly sought for, and it is believed 
by those who are seeking to have the bill passed, 
that it will be profitable, and will pay large div- 
idends. Judging by the eagerness with which 
this Capitol is besieged by the friends of the dif- 
ferent projects offered, I mustconfess that it seems 
to me that the wiscst course would be to permit 
the authorities of Washington and Georgetown 
to reccive bids, and to give the franchise to those 
who are willing to pay the most for it, making it 
their duty to submit the matter for the approval 
of Congress. 

I do not desire to detain the House by any 
lengthened debate on this bill. I am satisfied that 
we cannot pass either one of those projects with- 
out going into the Committee of the Whole on 
the state of the Union, and there discussing the 
bill and amendments, so that the subject may be 
understood. In that behalf, I shall move to go 
into the Committce of the Whole on the state of 
the Union. But first I move that this bill and 
the substitute be referred to the Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union. 

Mr. DE JARNETTE. This bill looks to a 
connection of a railroad in this District with some 
railroad in Virginia. Before it can be constructed 
Virginia will have ceased to be a member of this 
Confederacy; and it is to that point that I invite 
the attention of the House. On the 20th day of 
December, 1860, the people of South Carolina—— 

Mr. LOVEJOY. [ rise to a point of order. It 
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is that the remarks of the gentleman from Vir- 

ginia are not germane to this bill. 

Mr. DEJARNETTE. Beforel address myself 
to the substitute offered by the gentleman from 
Kentucky, I may assign the reasons which induce 
me to oppose it. On the 20th day of December, 
1860, the people of South Carolina, by a unani- 
mous vote, passed the following ordinance 

Mr. STANTON. I understand that the mo- 
tion is pending to commit the bill to the Commit- 
tee ofthe Whole on thestate ofthe Union. Nothing 
is better settled than that the merits of the bill are 
notedebatable on a motion to commit. I there- 
fore make that point. 

Mr. DE JARNETTE. Then I hope the gen- 
tleman from Kentucky will withdraw his motion 
to commit. 

Mr. BURNETT. It seems to be the fixed pur- 
pose of gentlemen on the other side of the House 
to prevent anything like discussion of the ques- 
tions now agitating the country, so that the peo- 
ple might understand them and know the views 
of members of this House. I withdraw the mo- 
tion to commit. 

Mr. DE JARNETTE., Iwill begin again. 

Mr. STANTON. What is the pending ques- 
tion now? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question 
now is on the substitute offered to the bill by the 
gentleman from Kentucky. This being a special 
order, the Chair will remind the gentleman from 
Virginia that remarks must be confined strictly 
to the question. 

Mr.DEJARNETTE. Mr.Speaker, I propose 
to assign the reasons why, as a member of this 
House from the State of Virginia, I feel it incum- 
bent upon me to oppose the amendment of the 
gentleman from Kentucky, [Mr. Buryerr.] Itis 
proper, before stating my particular objections, 
that I should assign some general reasons why 
the bill and amendment should not be passed. 

Mr. Speaker, on the 20th day of December, 
1860, the people of South Carolina, by unani- 
mous vote, passed the following ordinance of 
secession: 

An Ordinance to dissolve the Union between the State of 
South Carolina and the other States united with her, un- 
der the compact entitled “* The Constitution of the United 
States of America.” 

We, the people of South Carolina, in convention as- 
sembled, do deciare and ordain, and it is hereby declared and 
ordained, that the ordinance adopted by us in convention, 
on the 23d day of May, in the year of our Lord 1788, whereby 
the Constitution of the United States of America was rat- 
ified; and also all acts and parts of acts of the General As- 
sembly of this State ratifying the amendment of the said 
Constitution are hereby repealed ; and that the union now 
subsisting between South Carolina and the other States 
under the name of the United States of America, is hereby 
dissolved. 

Mr. CARTER. IfI have the right, I call the 
gentleman from Virginia to order. This is a 
specific matter; itis a bill for the construction of 
a passenger railway in this District; and I insist 
that, under the rules, the gentleman must confine 
his remarks to its provisions. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Does the gen- 
tleman from New York raise to a pointof order? 

Mr. CARTER. [certainly do. I deem it to 
be my duty to do so as the chairman of the Com- 
mittee for the District of Columbia. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman 
will state his point of order. 

Mr. CARTER. My point of order is this: 
that debate at this stage of the proccedings must 
be strictly confined to the bill, and not wander 
off into other and far different matters. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman 
from Virginia has not yet procecded far enough 
to possess the Chair with the tenor and effect of 
his remarks; and the Chair is not, therefore, now 
enabled to give an intelligent decision under the 
rules. The gentleman from Virginia will pro- 
ceed in order. The Chair willremind him, how- 
ever, that debate must, under the rules, be con- 
fined to the provisions of the pending bill. 

Mr. DE JARNETTE. Now, Mr. Speaker, 
I will proceed, and the Chair will perceive that 
my remarks are in order. I will, at the proper 
point, state the conclusion resulting from the 
premises which I will jay down, _— 2. 5 

Several of the other States in which the insti- 
tution of domestic slavery exists, and is recog- 
nized by the people, and protected by law, are 
already taking incipient steps tending inevitably 
towards the passage of similar ordinances ofseces- 


i the 


| strictly in order under the rules. 


sion; and a majority, a large majority, of the 
people of cach and all of those States entertain 
the opinion, with the utmost confidence; that they 
have the right so todo. . Itis probable that a ma- 
jority of the people of the other, or non-slavehold- 
ing States, deny that this right exists. 

Mr. CARTER. I again raise the point of 
order. ` 

The SPEAKER protempore. The Chair is of 
the opinion that the remarks of the gentleman 
from Virginia are notin order, not being addressed 
to the merits of the bill under consideration. 

Mr. DE JARNETTE. It may be my mis- 
fortune not directly to come to the point at issue. 
If the gentleman from New York will bear with 
me a while, I am sure I can convince him that 
my remarks are not only: applicable, but alto- 
gether pertinent to the pending measure. 

Mr. CARTER. I should be happy to hear 
the remarks of the gentleman from Virginia at 

i proper time; but I cannot bring myself to 

ield up the time set apart for the business of the 

istrict of Columbia, to matters purely abstract, 
and not now before us. 

Mr.DEJARNETTE. I very well understand 
that this day has been set apart for the consider- 
ation of the business of the District of Columbia; 
and Iam addressing mysclf to the merits of the 
bill now pending before the House. I believe 
that remarks are in order, and I trust that the 
Chair will so rule. 

Mr. CARTER.  Linsist on my point of order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. As the Chair 
understands, the subject particularly under con- 
sideration at this time is a bill for the construction 
ofa passenger railway in the District of Colum- 
bia. The Chair is of the opinion that the remarks 
of the gentleman from Virginia are not addressed 
to the merits of that bill; but, on the contrary, to 
the right of one or more of the States of this 
Union to secede from the other States. The 
attention of the House, as well as that of the 
gentleman from Virginia, is directed to the con- 
cluding paragraph of House rule No. 114: 

** And all debate on special orders shall be confined 
strictly to the measure under consideration.” 

The Chair feels at a loss to make any connec- 
tion between the remarks of the gentleman from 
Virginia and the measure under consideration. 
As the point is now made, under the rule, which 
the Chair has referred to, he is obliged to decide 
that the remarks of the gentleman from Virginia 
are not in order. 

Mr. DEJARNETTE. As I understand the 
amendment, it proposes the construction of a 
railroad in the District of Columbia to connect with 
the system of railroads in the State of Virginia. 
Such being the case,I rise to a constitutional 
question. Has this Congress the right to char- 
ter a company for the construction of a railroad 
within the limits and the jurisdiction of the State 
of Virginia? The consideration of that question 
at once brings up the discussion of the doctrine 
of State sovereignty, the very question which I 
have started out with. 

Now, sir, all the States in the southern portion 
of the Confederacy, fifteen in number, claim the 
right to secede from the Union whenever, in 
their judgment, secession is best calculated 

Mr. CARTER. I insist that the rules and the 
decision of the Chair shall be enforced. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The decision of 
the Chair was made upon the remarks of the gen- 
tleman from Virginia at the time he was inter- 
rupted a moment ago. ; 

Mr. SICKLES. Ifthe gentleman from Vir- 
ginia be allowed to proceed, perhaps he may be 
enabled to show that his remarks are pertinent to 
the subject under consideration, and therefore 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair was 
about to say a word upon the statement of the 
gentleman from Virginia that he designed pro- 
ceeding to show that the measure now pending 
was unconstitutional. If the gentleman can estab- 
lish that point by the argument he now proposes 
to submit, his remarks will be in order. He will 
therefore proceed, j 

Mr. DE JARNETTE. All the States in the | 
southern portion of the Confederacy—fifteen in 
number—claim the right to secede from the Union 
whenever, in their judgment, secession is best 
calculated to remedy any evil under which they 
may labor. All the northern States—eighteen in 


number—deny the existence of any such- right. 
It is a clear and distinct claim of right on the one! 


hand, and an equally clear aad distinct denial of 
that right on the other. It becomes, théreforé, x 


question of immense and immediate importance 
to every one of the States-of. the Union:to know’ 


whether, in any case whatever, there. exists 
right in any State peacefully to secede from 
Union. The solution of this question —— 

Mr. CARTER. I call the gentleman’ frorn 
Virginia to order. Are the remarks he is sub- 
mitting in order at this time? They ‘are; as E 
think, not germane to the pending bill. 

„Mr. DE JARNETTE. Iwill come to that 
directly. I am now coming to that point, and ¥ 
trust that I will be allowed to proceed without 
further interruption, 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The point of 
order having been made by the chairman of the 
Committee for the District of Columbia; that the 
remarks of the gentleman from Virginia are not 
germane to the pending bill, and therefore notin 
order, the Chair is compelled to decide that the 
remarks of the gentleman, so far as he has. submit~ 
ted them, are not in order. 

Mr. DE JARNETTE. I will leave that point, 
then, and proceed to another. [Laughter.] < I re- 
peat, that 1t becomes a question of great import- 
ance, at this time, to solve that question of the 
right of secession. . 

Mr. STOKES. I desire to put a question to 
the gentleman from Virginia. Is he authorized 
to make the statement, here in this House, that 
Tennessee concedes the right of a State to secede 
from this Union? 

Mr. DE JARNETTE. The gentleman cer- 
tainly does not mean to put that question to:me, 
for I have made no such statement. 

Mr. STOKES. Iunderstood the gentleman to 
say that fifteen southern States daim the right 
peacefully to secede from this: Union, I make 
this statement in reference to Tennessee. The 
great men, the leading men, in that State have 
spoken out, unequivocally denying that right. 

Mr. DEJARNETTE. Let me ask the gen- 
tleman a question, Does he deny that right of 

eaceable secession ? 

Mr. STOKES. I do deny, and emphatically, 
the right of a State to secede from the Union. 
The leading statesmen of my State, ofall parties, 
have denied theright. The doctrine of Jackson’s 
proclamation of 1833, upon the subject, is the 
doctrine of Tennessee. I fully indorse it. Se- 
cession is revolution. The right of revolution is 
inherent in the people. Itis a right to be exer- 
cised, however, only in extreme cases, when op- 
pression is intolerable, and all constitutional and 
lawful remedies have been tried, and failed. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair feels 
obliged to arrest the course of debate now being 
indulged in. It is altogether out of order. 

Mr. GROW. J insist that the Chair shall not 
allow the rules of the House, and his decision, to 
be evaded as they have been already by the gen- 
tleman from Virginia. : 

Mr.DEJARNETTE. Itis apparent that the 
Representatives of the southern States upon this 
side of the House have been subjected to the cruel 
operations of the gag law. : 

Mr. GROW. I insist that the Chair shall 
enforce order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
from Virginia is out of order. 

Mr. GROW. Does not the rule require thata 
member, when decided out of order, shall take 
his seat? J trust the Chair will enforce the rules, 
and not allow them to be evaded. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will 
enforce the rules. 

Mr. STOKES. 
mark 

Mr. DE JARNETTE. 


The gentleman 


I desire to make this re- 


I 


I decline to yield. 


| will now proceed with my remarks; and I will 


bring them within the rules. 

Mr. STOKES. I have no disposition to pre- 
vent the gentleman from Virginia making his 
speech. Iam perfectly willing that he should be 
allowed to go on. I will throw no obstructions 
in his way. Ionly want to put my State where 
J believe she stands. ; 

Mr. DE JARNETTE resumed his remarks, 
but was interrupted by i 

Mr. GROW. Irise to a pointof order. I de- 
sire to know if the rule is not imperative, that 


his’ 


ay. 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


January 10. 


when a point of order is raised pn a member, he 
must take his seat? ees Seng 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair has 
decided.the gentleman from Virginia out of order. 

Mx.GROW. Is not the rule of the House that 
the gentleman must take his seat ? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. . Such is the rule 
of order... ‘The point of. order raised against the 
gentleman. from. Virginia has been. decided ad- 
versely to him;.and the gentleman, as the Chair 
understands, proposed'to proceed in order. The 
gentleman from Virginia now proceeds out of 
order. ; z 

Mr. EDWARDS asked for the reading of the 
61st rule. : 

The rule was read, as follows: 

«61. If any member, in speaking or otherwise, transgress 
the rules of the House, the Speaker shall, or any member 
“may, call to order; in which case the member so called to 
order shall immediately sit down, unless permitted to ex- 
plain; and the House shall, if appealed to, decide on the 
ease, but without debate: if there be no appeal, the decis- 
jon of the Chair shall be submitted to. If the decision be 
in favor of the member called to order, he shall be ut lib- 
erty to proceed ; if otherwise, he shall not be permitted to 
proceed, in case any member object, without leave of the 

House; and if the case require it, he shall be liable to the 
censure of the House.’? : 

. Mr. COX. I desire tomakea suggestion, which 
I think will end this difficulty, and allow us to 
proceed to the business gentlemen desire. It is, 
that the gentleman from Virginia have leave to 
print the remarks he desires to make now. 

Mr, GROW. My point of order on that is not 
personal to anybody in. the House, but I must 
object; for everybody knows that there are many 
gentlemen who desire to make speeches, and it 
one is allowed to print his remarks, all should be 
allowed to do so. Unless all shall have a like 

rivilege, I must insist upon my point of order. 

Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. I desire to say that 
no such general privilege will be granted. 

Mr. CARTER. Ihave no objection to allow- 
ing the gentleman from Virginia to print the re- 
marks he desires to make, nor have I any desire 
to stifle debate. I object to his proceeding, not 
from any disrespect to my southern brethren, but 
because his remarks are not germane to the sub- 
ject before us. 

Mr. GROW. Unless the House makes a gen- 
eral order for every one, who desires, to print 
their speeches, I shall object. 

Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. I object to any 
such general order... ` 

-Mr. COX. The gentleman has entered upon 
his speech, and permission to print might prop- 
ony e given in this case. 

r. SICKLES. Does permission to printre- 
uire unanimous consent ? The gentleman is upon 
the floor, and has. made a portion of his specch, 
and. the question now is simply whether the re- 
mainder shall be printed or not. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thinks 
that unanimons consent is required. 

Mr. DEJARNETTE. Mr. Speaker, I have 
only to say, that, if I had been allowed to pro- 
cecd, I would have gone on to justify and defend 
the ordinance of secession passed by South Caro- 
lina. As Iam ruled out of order, I give notice 
that when an opportunity is afforded me, I will 
again revert to this subject. 


:-Mr. CARTER. f now call for the reading of | 


the substitute offered by the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky. . : 

The substitute was. read. 

Mr. CARTER. If it be in order, I move that 
all debate upon this bill be limited to five minutes. 

Mr. SICKLES. Are we considering this bill in 
the House or in the Committee of the Whole? 

‘The SPEAKER pro tempore. In the Efouse. 

Mr. SICKLES. Then the motion is not in 
order. The gentleman can limit debate only by 
calling oe question. 

Mr. CARTER. I demand the previous ques- 
tion upon the bill before the House. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman 
from New York is upon the floor,.and the motion 
is not in order, 

Mr. SICKLES. I move to amend section 
eleven of this bill, by inserting in the tenth line, 
after the word “ respectively,” the words: 

And the assent of a majority of the owners of the land 
fronting on such streets aforesaid. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Does the gentle- 
man propose to amend the original bill or the 

substitute? 


Mr. SICKLES. _I propose to amend the bill 
just read, which was offered asa substitute by the 
gentleman from Kentucky, [Mr. Burnetr.] Sec- 
tion eleven. of this bill authorizes. the directors 
of this company, whenever, in their judgment, 
the public convenience will be promoted, to lay 
down tracks upon any street in the city of Wash- 


ingten or Georgetown. Now, sir, I consider that | 


to be a very extensive power to confer upon any 
corporation with reference to the streets of the 
capital of the country. 
viso requires that the assent of the corporation 
be also obtained; but the experience of every city 


"with reference to grants of this description from 


municipal corporations, has proved the necessit 
of some other and higher safeguard than their 
discretion or pleasure. I need only refer to the 
experience of cities adjacent to Washington, 
where tracks have been laid down; and to the 
experience of Baltimore, Philadelphia, and New 
York, to show that some higher and legislative 
supervision, and some additional checks, are ne- 
cessary. Now, I do ner propone to require these 
corporators to come to Congress to seek addi- 
tional franchises and assistance from time to time, 
because I am fully aware of the extreme difficulty 
of obtaining the attention of Congress to the wants 
and interests of the people of this District; but 
I do think that.the friends of the bill ought to 
agree to give to the residents and owners of lands 
fronting on those streets through which railroads 
are to pass at least some voice in the question as 
to whether their streets are to be occupied for 
these purposes. This has been found indispens- 
able in the city of New York; and it is the law of 
that city, and so declared by the Legislature, that 
even modifications of the omnibus routes are no 
longer permitted at the mere discretion of the cor- 
poration, but the assent of a majority of the own- 
ers of land fronting on the streets is required. If 
the public convenience does demand the extension 
of this grant through one or more streets, this 
public utility and convenience will be at once 
perceived by those who own the lands fronting 
on the streets. Of course, if it be a public ad- 
vantage, they will be among the most prompt to 
facilitate the laying down of tracks. If, on the 
other hand, a corporation like this is to be-cre- 
ated, it will have it in its power to appropriate 
this or that street, at its pleasure, and through 
whatever influence it may obtain in the municipal 
Council. 

Mr. Speaker, I am just informed that my 
amendment is accepted by the honorable gentle- 
man from Maryland, [Mr. Hucues,] and there- 
fore I will not enforce any further my amend- 
ment upon the judgment of the House. 

Mr. CARTER. I now call the previous ques- 
tion upon the bill and substitute. 

Mr. HUGHES. Upon what is the vote to be 
first taken? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. First upon the 
substitute. 

Mr. CARTER. J will withdraw the previous 
question, if the gentleman from Maryland desires 
to make any remarks. 

Mr. HUGHES. I have only a few remarks 
to make. This is a very important measure, but 
I have no disposition to enter into discussion at 
any length. | Ritem pied to do so last session, 
and Į am inclined to think the House understands 

retty well the difference between the two bills. 

he substitute offered by the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky [Mr. Burverr] is a bill prepared by me, 
and reported by the permission of the Committee 
for the District of Columbia. If the House has 
attended to the reading of the substitute, they 
will have discovered that whatever advantage may 
be derived from the franchise shall be applied to 
a road from Georgetown to Point of Rocks. We 
desire to give to this District the greatest possible 
advantage and convenience, not only of transit 
over the long distances between Georgetown and 
the navy-yard, but the advantage of direct com- 
munication with the West; thereby saving time, 
trouble, and expense in the transit of passengers 
and of the products of the country to the District 
of Columbia. The market of Washington is 
full fifty per cent. over that of the city of Balti- 
more, and this road opens up a fine region of 
country, and will bencfit the city to a very great 
extent. Twill not again enter into the merits of 
the road, unless it becomes necessary. 

Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. I desire to obtain 


It is true that the pro-. 


information from the gentleman from Maryland, 
for [have not seen the bill. I desire to know 
whether this bill proposes to give to a particular 
corporation, or to particular individuals, by name, 
this franchise; or whether it proposes to give it to 
the District of Columbia, or to the cities of Wash- 
ington and Georgetown? 

r. HUGHES. Itis proposed to give it to 
the Metropolitan Railroad Company. If the gen- 
tleman had listened to the reading of the bill, he 
would have discovered that it throws open the 
subscription for the city passenger railway to 
anybody who chooses to subscribe. 

Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. What is the Metro- 
politan Railroad Company ? 

Mr. HUGHES. It is a regularly organized 
company ,of which Benjamin Ogle Tayloe is pres- 
ident. Its object is to connect the District of Co- 
lumbia with the Point of Rocks in the State of 
Maryland, on the Baltimore and Ohio railroad. 

Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. IT understand, then, 
that it is proposed by this legislation to give these 
muniments to a company which was organized 
for action outside of the District of Columbia. 

Mr. HUGHES. The company has been char- 
tered by the Congress of the United States within 
the District. 

Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. I know that; but 
we could not charter a company to go beyond the 
limits of the District. 

Mr. HUGHES. Wedo not ask you to do that. 
You have chartered this company within the Dis- 


trict. 
Has Maryland 


Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. 
granted it a charter? 

Mr. HUGHES. One of the termini of the road 
isin the District of Columbia, and the other at 
the Point of Rocks, on the Baltimore and Ohio 
railroad. 

Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. Has the company 
a charter from the State of Maryland? 

Mr. HUGHES. It hasa charter from the State 
of Maryland, so far as Maryland is concerned; 
and a charter from Congress, so far as the Dis- 
trict of Columbia is concerned. 


Mr. McK NIGHT. [offer the following amend- 
ment to the original bill: 

In section fourteen, after the word “ made,” where it 
occurs in the eleventh line, insert “in proportion to the 


length of said main line of railroad located and constructed 
within the limits of said cities respectively.” 


Mr. CARTER. I now move the previous ques- 
tion on the bill. 

Mr. HOUSTON called for tellers. on the second 
to the previous question. i 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. Hucuxs and 
Ery were appointed. 

The House divided; and the tellers reported— 
ayes 64, noes 19; no quorum voting, 

Mr. FLORENCE. With a view of ascertain- 
ing if there is a quorum present, I move that the 
House do now adjourn; and I demand the yeas 
and nays on that motion, 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and it was decided in 
the negative—yeas 9, nays 141; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Gartrell, Houston, Jenkins, Jones, Lan- 
drum, Leake, Pryor, Ruffin, and William Smith—9. 

NAYS—Messrs. Charles F. Adams, Green Adams, Ad- 
rain, Aldrich, Alley, Thomas L. Anderson, William ©. 
Anderson, Ashley, Babbitt, Bingham, Blair, Blake, Boteler, 
Bouligny, Brayton, Briggs, Bristow, Brown, Buffinton, 
Burlingame, Burnett, Burnham, Butterfield, Carey, Carter, 


John B. Clark, Clemens, Cobb, John Cochrane, Colfax, 
Covode, Cox, Davidson, John G. Davis, Dawes, De Jar- 


jj nette, Dunn, Edgerton, Edwards, Eliot, Ely, English, Eth- 


eridge, Fenton, Ferry, Florence, Foster, Frank, French, 
Gilmer, Gooch, Grow, Gurley, Hale, Hall, Hardeman, John 
T. Harris, Haskin, Hatton, Hawkins, Helmick, Hickman, 
Hill, Hoard, Holman, William Howard, William A. How- 
ard, Hughes, Humphrey, Hutchins, Junkin, Kilgore, De- 
Witt U. Leach, Longnecker, Loomis, Lovejoy, Mallory, 
Marston, Elbert S. Martin, Maynard, McKean, MeKenty, 
McKnight, McPherson, Millson, Millward, Montgomery, 
Laban F. Moore, Moorhead, Morrill, Edward Joy Morris, 
Morse, Nelson, Niblack, Nixon, Noell, Olin, Palmer, Perry, 
Phelps, Porter, Pottle, Quarics, John H. Reynolds, Rice, 
Riggs, Christopher Robinson, James O. Robinson, Royce, 
Sedgwick, Sherman, Simms, Somes, Spaulding, Spinner, 
Stanton, Stevens, William Stewart, Stokes, Stout, Strat- 
ton, Thayer, Train, Trimble, Vandever, Van Wyck, Ver- 
ree, Wade, Waldron, Walton, Cadwalader C. Washburn, 
Eilibu B. Washburne, Webster, Wells, Whiteley, Wilson, 
Windom, Winslow, Wood, Woodruff, and Woodson—141. 


So the House refused to adjourn. 

During the roll-call, 

Mr. COX stated that Mr. Auten had been 
called home in consequence of the dangerous 
illness of his child. 
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McC.iernanp was absent in consequence of sick- 
ness in his family. 

Mr. KILGORE announced that Mr. Casn was 
absent upon the business of a committee. 


A quorum being now present, the tellers re- 


sumed their places; the question being upon sec- 
onding the demand for the previous question. 

The House divided; and the tellers reported— 
ayes 79, noes 52. 

So the previous question was seconded. 

The main question was tfen ordered. 

Mr. JONES. I move that when the House 
adjourns, it adjourn to meet on Monday next. 

The motion was disagreed to. 

The amendment proposed by Mr. McKyicur 
to the original bill, and that proposed by Mr. 
Sicxixs to the substitute, were. severally agreed 
to. : 

The question recurred upon Mr. Burnetr’s 
substitute for the original bill. 

Mr. CARTER. | trust that the substitute will 
not be agreed to, because it gives the control of 
the streets of this city to an outside, forcign cor- 
poration, and places them beyond the control of 
Congress. It gives it to a corporation. that was 
incorporated by the State of Maryland in 1853, 
for a certain purpose which they have not ac- 
complished. They bave done nothing, and now 
they come here and ask a monopoly of the strects 
of this District, for the purpose of raising money 
to build a road outside of the District. I think 
the substitute ought not to pass. I am not wed- 
ded to any particular scheme for a railroad here. 
I have proposed the one that I have, because | 
regard it as a fair and honest provision for the 
people of this District. Iam opposed to giving 
this franchise to any Maryland corporation. I 
desire to keep the matter within the control of 
Congress, and of the citizens of the District, That 
is all I have to say upon the subject, 

Mr. HUGHES. I wish to reply, very briefly, 
to the remarks of the gentleman from New York. 
I simply wish to meet one point which he has 
made; and that is, that the bill which he has re- 
ported is for the benefit of the people of the Dis- 
trict of Columbia. In my estimation, the people 
will be more benefited by the substitute offered 
by the gentleman from Kentucky (Mr. Burnerr] 
than by any other measure which can possibly 
be proposed. It is not for the purpose of benefit- 
ing a particular set of capitalists, but it is to con- 
fer on those who are not able to subscribe for 
stock the incidental advantages to be derived from 
it by every person residing within the District 
of Columbia. The bill reported by the chairman 
of the Committee for the District of Columbia is 
emphatically a billto make the rich richer. The 
other bill is for the purpose of benefiting the most 
humble member of society in the District by facil- 
itating communications, and thereby cheapening 
all the necessaries of life in the markets of the 
District. The one is a mere local matter. The 
other extends far beyond that. 

The substitute does not, as the gentleman from 
New York asserts, confer privileges on a foreign 
corporation. It confers them on a corporation 
chartered by Congress. It contains an express 
provision, that the books shall be open for any 
one who may desire to subscribe in regard to the 
city railways ulone. The benefits of the fran- 
chise, whatever they may be, whether more or 
less, inure to all the people of the District, by 
affording to them other means of communication 
than those which they now possess. It will re- 
duce the time for the transit of mails and passen- 
gers between the West and the Federal metrop- 
olis. Itis my firm conviction, after having given 
a good deal of time to the investigation of all the 
projects presented, that it combines more advant- 
ages than any bill that has yet been concocted 
for a purpose of this kind. Tt is most carefull 
guarded in every respect. 4 not 
vidual owner of property within the District whose 
interest is not guarded, either by the amendment 
of the gentleman from New York, [Mr. SickLes,] 
or through the corporate authorities of Washing- 


a 


Mr. ROBINSON, of Ilinois, stated that Mr. 


There is not an indt- j 
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ton and Georgetown, who will have the power 
of regulating all the operations of the company 
within their respective limits. I will not, how- 
ever, proceed any further in my remarks, as I 
have once before discussed the question fully; 
and I believe there is a disposition now on the 
part. of the House to vote on the proposition. 


The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken: and it was decided in 
the negative—yeas 68, nays 89; as follows: 

YELAS—Messrs. Ashley, Bingham, Blair, Blake, Bocock, 
Roteler, Bouligny, Brayton, Briggs, Brown, Burch, Burnett, 
John B. Clark, Clemens, Jobn Cochrane, Cox, James Craig, 
Davidson, John G. Davis, De Jarnette, Duell, Edgerton, 
Etheridge, Florence, French, Gartrell, Gilmer, Hall, Harde- 
man, Jobn T. Harris, Hill, Holman, Houston, William 
Howard, Hughes, Jones, Larrabee, James M. Leach, 
Leake, Logan, Mallory, Marston, Charles D. Martin, Elbert 
S. Martin, McKenty, McPherson, Millson, Niblack, Nixon, 


fin, Sickles, Simms, Singleton, William Smith, Stanton, 
Stout, Taylor, Thayer, Train, Vance, Webster, Wilson, 
and Winslow—68. 

NAYS—Messrs. Charles F. Adams, Green Adams, Ad- 
rain, Aldrich, William C. Anderson, Babbitt, Bristow, Buf- 
finton, Burlingame, Burnham, Butterfield, Campbell, Ca- 
rey, Carter, Cobb, Coburn, Colfax, Covode, Dawes, Dunn, 
Edwards, Eliot, Ely, Farnsworth, Fenton, Ferry, Foster, 
Frank, Gooch, Grow, Gurley, Haskin, Hatton, Helmick, 
Hickman, Hoard, William A. Howard, Humphrey, Hutch- 
ins, Irvine, Junkin, Francis W. Kellogg, William Kellogg, 
Kenyon, Kilgore, DeWitt ©. Leach, Longnecker, Loomis, 
Lovejoy, Maynard, McKnight, Montgomery, Morrill, Ed- 
ward Joy Morris, Morse, Nelson, Olin, Palmer, Perry, 
Pettit, Porter, Pottle, Edwin R. Reynolds, Jobn H. Rey- 
nolds, Royce, Seranton, Sedgwick, Sherman, Spaulding, 
Spinner, Stevens, William Stewart, Stokes, Stratton, Tap- 
pan, Theaker, Tompkins, Trimble, Vandever, Van Wyck, 
Verree, Wade, Waldron, Walton, Cadwalader ©. Wash- 
pari, Elihu B. Washburne, Wells, Windom, and Wood— 
39. 


So the substitute was rejected. 


The question recurred on ordering the bill to 
be engrossed and read a third time, 

Mr. BURNETT. I move to Jay the bill on 
| the table; and on that I call for the yeas and nays, 
and for tellers on the yeas and nays. 

Tellers were not ordered; and the yeas and 
nays were not ordered. 

Mr. BURNETT. I withdraw the motion to 
lay on the table, and move that the House do now 
adjourn. 

The motion was not agreed to. 


Mr. BURNETT. Tnow move to lay the bill 
| on the table; and I hope gentlemen will give us 
the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and it was decided in 
the negative—ycas 53, nays 102; as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Bingham, Bocock, Bouligny, Branch, 
Brayton, Briggs, Brown, Buffinton, Burch, Burnett, John 
B. Clark, John Cochrane, James Craig, John G. Davis, 
De Jarnette, Fenton, French, Gartrell, Gilmer, Hardeman, 
John T. Harris, Holman, Houston, Hughes, Jones, Larra- 
bee, James M. Leach, Leake, Logan, Marston, Millson, 
Montgomery, Niblack, Noell, Peyton, Pryor, Quarles, John 
Il. Reynolds, Riggs, Ruffin, Sickles, Simms, Singleton, 
William Smith, William N. H. Smith, Taylor, Tompkins, 
Train, Vance, Webster, Whiteley, Wilson, and Wins- 
low—53. 

NAYVS—Messrs. Charles F. Adams, Green Adams, Ad- 
rain, Alrich, Alley, William C. Anderson, Blair, Blake, 
Boteler, Bristow, Burlingame, Burnham, Butterfield, 
Campbell, Carey, Carter, Clomens, Cobb, Coburn, Colfax, 
Covode, Curtis, Dawes, Delano, Duell, Dunn, Edgerton, 
Edwards, Eliot, Ely, Etheridge, Farnsworth, Ferry, Fior- 
ence, Foster, Frank, Gooch, Gurley, Hatton, Helmick, 
Hickman, Hoard, William Howard, William A. Howard, 
Humphrey, Hutchins, Irvine, Junkin, Francis W. Kellogg, 
Kenyon, Kilgore, DeWitt C. Leach, Longnecker, Loomis, 
Lovejoy, Mallory, Charles D. Martin, Etbert S. Martin, 
Maynard, MeKean, MeKenty, McKnight, McPherson, La- 
ban T. Moore, Moorhead, Morrill, Edward Joy Morris, 
Morse, Nelson, Nixon, Olin, Paher, Pettit, Pottie, Edwin 
R. Reynolds, Rice, Christopher Robinson, Royce, Seran- 
ton, Sedgwick, Sherman, Spaulding, Spinner, Stanton, 
Stevens, William Stewart, Stokes, Stratton, Tappan, 
Thayer, Pheaker, ‘Trimbte, Vandever, Van Wyck, Wade, 
Waldron, Walton, Cadwalader C. Washburn, Ellihu B. 
Washburne, Welis, Windom, and Wood—102. 


So the House refused to lay the bill on the table. 


During the roll call, 
Mr. LEACH, of Michigan, stated that Mr. 
Lux was detained from the sessions of the House 


i by illness in his family. 


The ar being on Mr. Burnert’s sub- | 
stitute, Mr. Suenman demanded the yeas and 
nays. 


Noell, Peyton, Quarles, Riggs, Christopher Robinson, Rut- | 


New Srrizs.....Nov9 
Mr. MAYNARD (when his name was called) 

said: I have always hitherto voted against: the. 

Washington;. but believing that the people of the. 

city themselves desire it, and-as itis a matter of 
vote “fno.” 

The vote was announced as above recorded. 
move. to reconsider the vote whereby the main 
question was ordered, in order that I may offer 
to alter, change, repeal, and annul this act. : 

Mr. BURNETT. I object to that; for I am 
and outrage on legislation, in my judgment; and 
I cannot accept it, even with the amendment of 
I confess, help the bill very much. 4 ; 

Mr. BRIGGS. I move to recommit this bill to 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The motion is 
not in order, as the previous question is oper- 
league, the chairman of the Committee for the., 
District of Columbia, to an amendment which I 
porated into the substitute offered by the gentle- 
man from Kentucky. i 

Insert the following proviso: : 

Provided, That before any such railway tracks are laid 
corporate authorities thereof respectively, and of a major- 
ity of the owners of land fronting on said streets aforesaid, 

Mr. SICKLES. Task the gentleman to accept 
this amendment. 
provided the amendment of the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania [Mr. Grow] be also accepted. 
on its own merits, i 

Mr, STANTON. 1 wish to know of the chair- 
bia, who reported this bill, whether it makes the 
charter perpetual, or whether there isany limita- 

Mr. CARTER. The charter appears to be 
perpetual. 
without power to amend, is going rather further , 
than I think we ought to go. 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania obviates that, 
difficulty. 

House, I desire to say one. word. 3 i 
Mr. SICKLES. Do I understand my colleague - 
Mr. CARTER. Tacceptit. i 
Mr. SICKLES. I hope the bill will be recom- 

umbia. ; 

Mr. BURNETT. E hope the gentleman will 
petual charter to an irresponsible company, with- 
out reference to the authority of the corporations 
them. It isa perpetual charter bestowed upon 
this company without any controlling influence 
provision by which Congress may change, alter; 
modify, and amend it. 
in order. The question before the House is on 
the engrossment and third reading ofthe bill. 
the bill to the Committee for the District of Col- 
umbia in order? 

The 

House is now acting on the bill under the opera- 

tion of the previous question. 

sent of the House for leave to move that this bill 

be recommitted to the Committee for the Diss. 


proposition to establish railroads in the city of 
poy local convenience, I yield my convictions. 

Mr. GROW. Irise to a privilged question. Y. 
an amendment reserving to Congress the right 
opposed to this whole bill. It is an. énormity 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania, which would, 
the Committee for the District of Columbia. 
tiog: ; 

r. SICKLES. I ask the attention of my col- 

ask him to accept. It is the same as was incor- 

The amendment was read, as follows: 
down in the streets of the cities aforesaid, the assent of.the 
shall be first obtained. 

Mr. CARTER. I will accept that amendment, 

Mr. SICKLES. Why, my amendment stands 
man of the Committce for the District of Colum- 
tion to it? 

Mr. STANTON. Well, a perpetual charter, 

Mr. CARTER, The amendment suggested by 

Mr. BURNETT. With the indulgence of the 
to accept my amendment? 
mitted to the Committee fer the District of Col- 
permit me to say one word. This bill is a per- 
of Washington and Georgetown, or either of 
in either of those corporations, and without any 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Discussion is not 

Mr. SHERMAN. Is a motion to recommit 

The SPEAKER pro tempore.. It is not, 

Mr. BURNETT. i ask the unanimous cony 
trict of Columbia. I trust that there will be no 
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objection to:-that motion, for the bill ought to be | 


recommitted to the Committee. for. the District 
of Columbia for further consideration and for 
amendment. : : 

Mr: CURTIS: I object.. 1f the House will 
allow-me, i will say one word. 

Mr. COBB, I object, too, to: the motion to 
recommit. - : : , 

‘Mr. CURTIS.. I want’to say a word on this 
bill; fam not acquainted with a living man 
named in it. It provides, of course, for a close 
corporation. - If you want a railroad’constructed, 
it must be done by such a company. It is use- 
less'to provide that Congress Shall have a right 
to change, alter, and amend the bill, because no- 
body would take stock in sucha company ifsuch 
aright were provided for. There is nota gen- 
tleman who knows of a railroad in the United 
States where the charter authorizes anybody to 
alter and change the entire character of the som- 


any. 
k Mr. BURNETT. Will the gentleman permit 
me to say a word? If the gentleman will agree 
to the recommitment of this bill to the Committee 
for the District of Columbia, 1 tell him that re- 
sponsible parties will undertake to build this road 
and pay a premium for the privilege to the cities 
of Washington and Georgetown; while, at the 
same time, they will agree to confer upon Con- 
gress the right, at any time, to alter or amend the 
charter, ' 

: Mr: CURTIS. Itis always the ery in regard 
to railroad charters that somebody will bid lower 
or‘higher, In this charter I find the name of 
George W. Riggs, Esq. Everybody knows him 
tö be a very responsible and worthy man. 

¿Mri MAYNARD. He is only a commis- 
sioner. 

Mr. CURTIS. He will be one of: those who 
will lead out in this matter. There is no city in 
the United States where there are not railways in 
the public streets—at least no city of any consid- 

erable population, 

Mr. SICKLES. Let me ask the gentleman a 
question, > 

Mr. CURTIS. First lot me complete what 1 
have to say on this point. The House has now 
the opportunity of passing this bill; which will, I 
think, secure the successful construction of a pas- 
senger railway in this District, 

‘Mr. SICKLES. Let me ask the gentleman a 
question. 

Mr: CURTIS. Very well; I will hear the gen- 
tleman.. ` 

Mr. SICKLES, 


l ask the gentleman whether 


there ever was a grant made in this country for | 
any city railroad, or indeed for any railroad, with- | 


out reserving the right in the grantors to alter, 
modify; or repeal attheir pleasure? I know, where 
-such a provision has not been inserted, it has been 
repeatedly decided by our highest courts that the 
law confers absolute right, which no power on 
earth can disturb. Are gentlemen of this House 
prepared for that? 

Mr. CURTIS. Ihave some experience in re- 
spect of charters for the construction of railroads. 


I certainly know of no instance where the right to | 
alter and amend has been reserved to any legis- | 


lative authority. Such a provision, in my judg- 


ment, isincompatible with the successful construc- 


tioh ‘of this road. 

Mr. STANTON. I certainly object to the 
gentleman’s making an hour speech. 

Mr. CURTIS. I am exceedingly anxious to 
havethis bill passed.. This incumbrance putupon 
it would, I think, defeat it, or at least destroy its 


effectiveness. We would certainly prevent this | 


District from having a passenger railway if, be- 
side What provision, we also inserted the provision 
suggested by the gentleman from New York, 
[Mr. Sicxi4s,] requiring the consent of every 
owner of property upon the line of the road. 

Mr. SICKLES. I propose to leave that, not 
to one, but to the majority of the adjacent own- 
era, If you propose to disturb their franchises, 
they certainly ought to be consulted about it. 

Mr. CURTIS. The gentleman, then, does not 
propose to give the veto power to any one of the 
adjacent owners of property. 

Mr. SICKLES. No, sir; but I propose to 
cave it to the majority of the adjacent owners of 
property, which is the usual provision. 

Mr. CURTIS. I withdraw my objection to 
that provision. Ido net think it is material at all. 


„tion to recommit. 


suspended, and the House resolve itself into the 


; Columbia, be made the special order for this day. 


$ The question was taken: and. the House re- 
fused-to order: the-bill to be engrossed and read a 
third time. 

“Mr. GROW. I move to reconsider the vote by 
which the House refused to order the bill to be 
engrossed and read a third time. 

Mr. SICKLES.. I make another privileged 
motion. I move-that that motion be laid upon 
the table. 

Mr. GROW. I have not yet yielded the floor. 
If my motion to reconsider be agreed to, I give 
notice that I will propose to amend the bill by 
inserting a provision, reserving to Congress the 
right to alter, modify, amend, or repeal the act, 
or any part.thereof, at their pleasure. [ now call 
ue previous question, on the motion to recon- 
sider. 

Mr. BURNETT. Is it in order to move that 
this bill be recommitted ? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. It is not, the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania having caed the 
previous question, 

Mr. GROW. I will withdraw the demand for 
the previous question, so that the motion to re- 
commit may be made, and a vote had on it. 

Mr. BURNETT. I submit the motion to re- 
commit the bill to the Committee for the District 
of Columbia. Now, sir, will it be in order for 
me to submit the reasons why Ideem that motion 
ought to be agreed to? 

Mr. GROW. I have yielded only to the intro- 
duction of the motion, and not to the gentleman 
to make a speech. I have no objection to let the 
gentleman from Kentucky havea vote on the mo- 


Mr. BURNETT. I will not take a moment. 

Mr. GROW. [J insist on my demand for the 
previous question. 

Mr. BURNETT. 
pending? 

‘The SPEAKER pro tempore. The motion to 
recommit is not in order, the bill not being before 
the House. The motion of the gentleman trom 
Pennsylvania, if adopted, will bring the bill up, 
when the motion to recommit will be in order, 

Mr. SICKLES. Is itin order to move that 
the motion to reconsider be laid upon table? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. lv is. 

Mr. SICKLES. I submit the motion to lay | 
upon the table; and on that motion I demand the 
yeas and nays. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Is it in order to move to | 
go into the Committee of the Whole on the state | 
of the Union on the civil appropriation bill? It 
A evident that this bill cannot be disposed of to- 

ay. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The motion to 
go into committee is in order. 

Mr. PHELPS, This day is set apart for the 
business of the District of Columbia, : 


Mr. SHERMAN. I move that the rules be 


Is the motion to recommit 


Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union 
on the special order, which is the civil appropri- 
ation bill. 

Mr. PHELPS. The special order in commit- 
tee is the business of the District of Columbia. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair is of 
the opinion that during this day, in committee 
and in the House, the business of the District of 
Columbia is the special order, 


DISTRICT MILITIA. 
Mr. STANTON. T move that House bill No. 


860, to reorganize the militia of the District of | 


lt is District business. 

Objection was made. 

Mr. STANTON. TI have the right to make 
the motion. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. It changes the 
order of business, and is not, therefore, in order, 

Mr. CRAWFORD. I move that the House 
do now adjourn. 

The motion was disagreed to. 

The question was then taken on the motion of 
Mr. Suerman; and it was agrecd to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into the 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union, 
(Mr. Sranron in the chair.) 


DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA HOSPITAL. 
The CHAIRMAN. This being the day set 


apart for the consideration of the business of the į 
District of Columbia, the Calendar of that busi- į 


ness will now be taken up.” The first question is 
House bill No. 552, to incorporate the-regents of 
a general hospital for the District of Columbia. 

The Clerk read the bill in extenso. 

Mr.GROW. It seems to me that that bill only 
provides additional officers to be supported by the 
Government. 

Mr. CARTER. I move that the bill be in- 
formally passed over. ` 

Mr. HUGHES. Let the bill be recommitted 
to the Committee for the Districtof Columbia. I 
move that it be laid aside, to be reported to the 
House with that recommendation. 

Mr. GROW. If'it is to be reported to the 
House, I want to say a word. 

Mr. HUGHES. I withdraw my motion. 

The question was taken on Mr. Carter’s mo- 
tion; and it was agreed to. 

So the bill was infgrmally passed over. 


WASHINGTON SCHOOLS. 


An act (S. No. 200) directing the conveyance 
of a lot of ground for the use of the public schools 
in Washington city. 

Mr. CARTER moved that the bill be inform- 
ally passed over. 

The motien was agreed to. 


GUARDIAN SOCIETY. 

A bill (H. R. No. 776) to incorporate the 
Guardian Society, and reform juvenile offenders 
in the District of Columbia. 

There being no objection, the first reading of, 
the bill was dispensed with. 

The bill. was then read by sections for amend- 
ment. 

Mr. CARTER moved to amend the first sec- 
tion, as follows: | 


Strike out the names of “ Ulysses Ward, Andrew Noerr, 
Wilson M. C. Fairfax, and Charles L. Coltman,” among 
the corporators, and insert in lieu thereof, * John M, Broad- 
head, Joseph Bryan, Peter M. Higinbotham, and Thomas 
C. Jenner 5”? and in line ten, after the word “dollars,” 
insert “annually.” 


The amendment was agreed to. 

No further amendments being offered, the bill 
was laid aside, to be reported to the House with 
a recommendation that it do pass. 

Mr. SMITH, of Virginia, moved that the com- 
mittee rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

So the committee rose; and the Speaker having 
resumed the chair, Mr. STANTON reported that the 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union 
had, according to order, had under consideration 
the special order, being business relating to the 
District of Columbia, and had directed him to re- 
port back, with an amendment, and witha recom- 
mendation that it do pass, a bill (HI. R. No. 766) 
to incorporate the Guardian Society, and reform 
juvenile offenders in the District of Columbia. 

RAILROADS IN THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 

‘Mr. BURNETT. I now appeal to the gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania to withdraw his motion 
in reference to the bill we had up in the House, 
and permit me to move to recommitit to the Com- 
mittee for the District of Columbia. 

Mr. GROW. Ihaveno objection to that being 
done. 

Mr. BURNETT. Then I submit the motion 
to recommit that bill to the Committee for the Dis- 
trict of Columbia; and upon that I call the pre- 
vious question, 

Mr. CURTIS. I would ask the gentleman 
from Kentucky if that is not going to delay the 
business of the District so far as to prevent our 
deing justice to the people of this city? Can he 
satisfy us that he can report the bill in a short 
time, and set apart a day for the purpese of com- 
pleting this business? 

Mr. BURNETT. In response to the gentle- 
man, I say that, as the bill now stands upon the 
Calendar, it will be impossible for us to pass it 
now, and in its present condition. If it is recom- 
mitted, we certainly can perfect the bill; and we 
will have an opportunity to report it back and 
take action upon it when the Committee for the 
District of Columbia is next called, which will 
be before the session is over. 

Mr. CURTIS. I should have no objection to 
the motion, if the committee could report in a 
reasonable time. Suppose you fix a day certain 
for the report by the committee. 

Mr. BURNETT. That would bea matter for 
the determination of the House; and if they will 
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give us a day, we certainly will be very much i} laid on the table. It is important that the. bill 


obliged to them. I will ask for a day, and] hope 
the gentleman will aid me in getting it. 

The bill was then recommitted to the Commit- 
tee for the District of Columbia. 

Mr. BURNETT. I move to reconsider the 
vote by which the bill was recommitted; and also 
move to lay the motion to reconsider on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


GUARDIAN SOCIETY—-AGAIN. 


Mr. CARTER. I now call up the bill reported 
from the Committce of the Whole on the state of 
the Union. 

The bill was taken up by unanimous consent. 

The question was put upon the amendment 
recommended by the committec; and the amend- 
ment was agreed to. 

The question then recurred upon the engross- 
ment and third reading of the bill. 

Mr. CARTER called the previous question. 

Mr. SIMMS. If the previous question is sus- 
tained, will it prevent me from offering an amend- 
ment to the bill? 

The SPEAKER. It will. 

Mr. SIMMS. Ihave no doubt that one or two 
points have escaped the attention of the commit- 
tee. I think, if the Congress of the United States 

asses this bill, it will commit an act of greater 
injustice and wrong than has ever been perpe- 
trated by any act Congress has ever passed. 

A Mermser. What is it? 

Mr. SIMMS. This bill, as I understand it, 
embraces three propositions: first, it proposes to 
create a society to be called the Guardian Society; 
second, this society has the power to erect a house 
of refuge; third, they have the right to admit into 
this house of refuge any person not over cighteen 
years of age, who has been convicted of any crime 
not punishable with death, or with confinement 
in the penitentiary for life; and then another sec- 
tion of the bill gives to these trustees the right to 
tuke the children of the poor, whose parents have 
failed to provide for them, or who have abandoned 
them, into this same institution; and these chil- 
dren, whose only offense or misfortune is that 
of being poor, and being abandoned by their 
parents, are to be raised up in association with 
convicts, vagabonds, and thieves. The gentleman 
from New York proposes to do this in the name 
of Christian charity, The fatherless child, by 
the provisions of this bill, from its very infancy, 
is to be associated with infamy; its first ideas arc 
thus to be formed; its first morals established. 
To be poor may bea misfortune; itis nota crime. 
Sir, I hope never to see the American Congress 
offer this insult, this wrong, to the honest poor. 
Give to them in kindness, but poison not the bread 
of charity with disgrace; let them not pay for it 
at so dear a price as an association with guiltand 
infamy. 

Mr. McKNIGHT. Wherein are they to be 
raised up in any better way, if they are not sent 
to this house of refuge? Do not they associate 
with those abandoned individuals, and grow up 
to be abandoned themselves? If they were sent 
to this house of reform and refuge, they would be 
brought up in the ways of honesty and probity. 

Mr. GROW. I would like to have the bill 
read, and then we can all understand it. 

Mr. SIMMS. Allow me to answer the gentle- 
man’s inquiry, and then I will yield for that pur- 

Ose. , 

It the first place, I think, if this Government 
intends or desires to establish an institution for the 
benefit and protection of poor children, they can, 
certainly, in that act of generosity, aveid asso- 
ciating them with the criminals of the country. 
It is proper to place those young men in a place 
where they may be reformed; but itis not neces- 
sary, in doing that, to associate the children of 
the poor of this District with them. 

Mr. McKNIGHT. Such is the custom in all 
houses of refuge of nearly all the States of this 
Union. Certainly itis in my own State. T hap- 
pen to be a director in one of those institutions, 
and I know something about it. 

Mr. SICKLES. J call for the reading of the 
bill. 

Mr. JONES. Will it be in order to move to 
lay the bill on the table? 

The SPEAKER. It will. ; 

Mr. JONES. I submit that motion. 

Mr. FLORENCE. I trust this bill will not be 


| future peace and prosperity of the peop 


should bave duc consideration, which it cannot 
have at this hour of the day; and therefore I 
move that the House adjourn: 

Mr. ADRAIN. I have a motion which will 
take precedence of that. I move that when the 
House adjourns to-day, it adjourn until Monday 


next. [Cries of “ No!” “No! all over the 
Honse, 
Mr. ADRAIN. As I sce there is a general 


opposition to my motion, I withdraw it. 

r. DEJARNETTE. Before the motion to 
adjourn is put, I desire to make an appeal to the 
courtesy of the House. When I was interrupted 
this morning, and ruled out of order by the Chair, 
the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Cox] moved that 
I have leave to print the remainder of my speech. 
1 did not then insist upon the motion, for the rea- 
son that I supposed I could withdraw that portion 
of my speech which I had delivered. Ifind now 
that it 1s impossible to do that; and that those 
remarks will go, in their mutilated form, upon the 
official record of the House. I therefore ask the 
permission of the House to print the remainder 
of the speech. 

Permission was granted. 

Mr. DE JARNETTE. Mr. Speaker, on the 
20th day of December, 1860, the people of South 
Carolina, by unanimous consent, passed the fol- 
lowing ordinance of secession: 

An Ordinance to dissolve the Union between the State of 
South Carolina and the other States united with her, un- 
der the compact entitled “ The Constitution of the United 
States of Lmerica.*? 

We, the people of South Carolina, in convention as- 
sembled; do deelare and ordain, and it is hereby declared 
and ordained, that the ordinance adopted in convention, on 
the 23d day of May, in the ycar of our Lord 1788, whereby 
the Constitution of the United States of America was rat- 
ified; and also all acts and parts of acts of the General As- 
sembly of this State ratifying tse amendment of the gid 
Constitution, are hereby repealed; and that the Unionfhow 
subsisting between South Carolina and the other 
under the name of The United States of America, ig 
dissolved. 

Several of the other States in which the institu- 
tion of domestic slavery exists and is recognized 
by the people, and protected by law, are already 
taking incipient steps tending inevitably towards 
the passage of similar ordinances of secession; 
and a majority, a large majority, of the people of 
each and allof those States entertain the opinion, 
with the utmost confidence, that they have the 
right so to do. It is probable that a majority of 
the people of the other or non-slavcholding States 
deny that this right exists. All the States in the 
southern portion of the Confederacy—fifteen in 
number—claim the right to secede from the Union 
whenever, in their judgment, secession is best 
calculated to remedy any evil under which they 
may be laboring. All the northern States, eigh- 
teen in number, deny the existence of such a 
right. Itis a clear and distinct claim of a right 
on the one hand, and an equally clear and dis- 
tinct denial of that right on the other hand. 

It becomes, therefore, a question of immense 
and immediate importance. Have the States of 
this Union, for any cause whatever, the right 

eacefully to secede from the Union? On theso- 

[ution of this question may perhaps see hag the 

e of this 
country, or the shedding of fratricidal blood in the 
fiercest civil war thatever cursed ourearth. Those 


| who deny the right of secession say that seces- 
sion is but another name for revolution; and that | 


revolution is treason, depending on its success, or 
want of success, as to whether it will be justified 
or condemned by the civilized world. If such 
sentiments as these prevail with the people of the 
Worth, and the party which is about to grasp the 
reins of government attempts to act upon them, 
the practical results will be the same in secession 
as in revolution. No matter how clear the right 
to sceede peaceably may be in itself, if that right 
is denied by those who control the affairs of the 
Federal Government, the attempt to secede on the 
one hand, however peacefully it may be made,and 
the attempt on the other hand by forcible means 
to prevent the secession, will make war the inevit- 
able consequence. It is agreed on all hands that 
the southern States, if their grievances are suffi- 
ciently great to justify it, have the right, like the 
fathers of our Republic, to revolution. Revolu- 
tion does not necessarily imply war; there might 
be a peaceable revolution. But, if an attempt is 
made by coercive measures to suppress a revolu- 
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tion, then war ensues... Precisely so, if the right 
to secede is not éonceded by those in authority 
in the Government, and they attempt forcibly to. 
reventa State from seceding, or to coerce back 
into the Union a State that has exercised. the 
right peacefully to dissolve her connection there 
with. In the one case as in the other, bloody” 
strife will ensue. The right to secede, therefore 
to be of practical importance, must be recogniz sd 
and conceded by those who have control of the 
Federal Government.. This right of secession has 
long been an acknowledged article in the-faith of 
one of the great political parties into which’ the 


* people of this country have been divided; and it 


is passing strange that any man who ever called 
himself a Democrat should fora moment question 
the existence of this right. ie ee 

The convention of the Democratic party, which 
met in 1856 in the city of Cincinnati, and which 
put in nomination the present Chief Magistrate of 
our country, adopted the following among ita res- 
olutions: 

«4, That the Democratic party will faithfully abide by. 
and uphold the principles laid down in the Kentucky and 
Virginia resolutions of 1798, and in the report of Mr. Mad» 
ison tothe Virginia Legislature in 1799; that it adopts those 
principles as constituting onc of the main foundations of 
its politicat ereed, and is resolved to carry them out in their 
obvious meaning and import.” 


Upon a platform of which this was one of the 
main foundations, James Buchanan. was nomin- 
ated for President; and on that platform he was 
elected to that high office. In accepting the nom- 
ination, he emphatically indorsed the platform, 
and thereby pledged himself to carry faithfully 
into execution its principles, in the event of his 
clection. The first resolution in the series passed 
by the Legislature of Kentucky, on the 10th.day 
of November, 1798, so emphatically adopted by 
the Cincinnati convention, and so cordially in- 
dorsed by its candidate, reads as follows: nae 

“\, Resolved, That the several States composing the 
United States of America are not united on the principle, 
of unlimited submission to their General Government; but 
that, by compact under the style and title ofa Constitution 
for the United States and amendments thereto, they cou- 
stitute a General Government for special purposes, dele- 
gated to the Government certain defined powers, reserving 
each State to itself the residuary mass of right to thelr own 
self-government; and that whenever the General Govern- 
ment assumes undelegated powers, its acts ure unauthori- 
tative, void, and of no effect; that to this compact each 
State acceded as a State, and is an integral party ; that this 
Government created by this compact was not made the 
exclusive or final judge of the extent of the powers dele- 
gated to itsel—sincee that would have made its discretion, 
and not the Constitution, the measure of its powers; but 
that, as in all other cases of compact between parties hav- 
ing no common judge, cach party has an equal right to 
judge for itself as well of infractions as of the mode and 
manner of redress,” 


Now, this is the doctrine adopted by the Dem- 
ocratic party in 1856 as constituting one of the 
main foundations of its political creed. This is 
the doctrine which that party resolved to carry 
out in its obvious meaning and import. To catry 
out this doctrine, that party nominated and elected 
James Buchanan; and he pledged himself to carry 
out the doctrine of the party. That this resolu- 
tion contains a clear and distinct enunciation of 
the right of secession scarcely admits of a doubt; 
for it unequivocally recognizes the principle that 
the Constitution is a compact between the States, 
and that each, as a party to that compact, hasan 
equal right with each other State, the same as in 
any other case of compact between parties, to 
judge for itself, as well of infractions as of ‘the 
mode and measure of redress. And itis a well es- 
tablished principle of common law that where one 
of several parties to a compact infracts or violates 
the stipulations of that compact, all the other 
parties are relieved from obligation to it, and 
may, if they choose, treat it as null and void. 
The several coequal State sovereignties of North 
America enter into a compact with each other— 
a compact that is equally binding uponall. In 
process of time some of the clearly-expressed 
provisions of that compact are set at naught, dis- 
regarded, and trampled under foot by some of the 
contracting parties. The States who are injured 
by this violation of the compact (cach for itself) 
have the right to judge as well of infractions.(of 
the fact that there have been infractions, and of 
the nature and extent of those infractions) as 
of the mode and measure of redress. If oneState 
judges that the compact has been materially and. 
grievously infracted, and that her mode and meas- 
ure of redress shall be to treat the whole compact 
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ävig béen“rendéred null and void by such 
infraction, and thus take herself out of the Union, 
she hasa perfect right to do so; at the same time 
that another Stete may, with equal right, determ- 
ine, as her mode. of redress, to contend for her 
rights in the Union.. 
“This is the leading 


convention in Cincinnati, in 1856, and to the cor- 
dialsupport of which the whole party, with James 
Buchanan at its head, stand pledged before the 
world.” Both of the wings of that party, in the 
late: presidential contest, also stood pledged to this 
‘doctrine; not only by the fact that both, as one 
party, supported Mr. Buchanan in 1856 with this 
platform, but likewise and especially for the rea- 
son that both conventions—that which put in 
nomination Judge Douglas, as well as that which 
supported Major Breckinridge—readopted and 
reaffirmed the Cincinnati platform. It ought, 


therefore, to be a matter of profound astonish- | 


ment that any man who calls himself a Democrat, 
whether occupying a high or a low position in 
the party, should now deny the existence of the 
right of States to secede, whenever, in their opin- 
ion, the compact has been violated so as to con- 
stitute just cause, and that secession is the proper 
“mode and measure of redress.” Is the denial 
of that right carrying out the Kentucky resolu- 
tions ‘‘in theirobvious meaningandimport?”? But 
this‘is a question of too transcendent interest, and 
involves too much of weal or woe to the people 
of this country, tò be decided by any mere party 
test. ` Does the right really exist? M 

helieving that the princip'es of the compact have 
been violated and her rights invaded, peacefully 
separate herself from the Federal Union. If sò, 
any attempt to coerce such a State will be wholly 
without warrant, and will place those making 
such an attempt clearly in the wrong. 

In order to a proper solution of this question, 
the history of the foundation of tais Government, 
as well as the antecedent history of the States, 
must be carefully studied. A fèw of the most 
prominent items of that history will constitute 
data from which we may at this time derive con- 
clusions. of vast moment. 


: 1. The thirteen colonies which, after their sep- | 


aration from Great Britain, united together in the 
formation of this Government; were, previous to 
that separation as colonial dependencies of Great 
Britain, wholly separate from and independent 
of cach other, Their relationship to a common 
sovereign head was the only tie which, in any 
political respect, bound them to each other. As 
colonies of Great Britain, some had been settled 
at one time and some at another; some were 

rovinces of another Government, brought under 
Briush domination by conquest. The govern- 
ments in-some were provisional, in some proprie- 
tary, and in some established by charter. They 
were, therefore, essentially distinct and separate 
from each other, exhibiting no elements of onc- 
ness. 

2. On the 4th day of July, 1776, these several 
separate and distinct colonies of Great Britain, in 
Congress assembled in the city of Philadelphia, 
united in a common Declaration of Independence, 


in which they declared, not that the people of | 


those colonies, either in their individual capacity 
or in the aggregate, were free and independent of 
Great Britain, but that these united colonies are, 
and of right ought to be, frec and independent 


States: not only freo from Great Britain, bat free | 


from each other; not only independent of Great 
Britain, but independent ofeach other. That this 


is the true intent and meaning of thatdocument | 


is clearly evident from another clause, in which 
It 1s sald? 

“ And as free and independent States, they have full 
power to levy war, conclude peace, contract alliances, 


establish commerce, and to do all other acts and things 
which independent States may of right do.” 


Thus each State is declared to be free and in- i 


dependent alike of Great Britain and of all other 
Powers; and each is entitled to exercise all the 
powers and prerogatives of sovercignty. It was 
for the support of this declaration, that, with a 
firm reliance on the protection of Divine Provi- 
dence, cur ancestors mutually pledged to each 
other their lives, their fortunes, and their sacred 
honor, That this is the true light in which to 
view the Declaration of Independence, has been 
judicially decided, in the case of Ware vs. Hyl- 


rineiple of the Kentucky. 
resolutions of 1798, adopted by the Democratic: 


ay a State, | 


ton, 3 Dallas’s Reports, page 199. In rendering 
the opinion of the court, Judge Chase says: ~ 

“consider the Declaration of Independence as a dec- 
laration, not that the united colonies jointly, in a collective 
gapacity, were independent States, but that each of them 
was an independent State.” 

That is, that each of them had aright to gov- 
ern itself by its own authority, and its own laws, 
without any control from any other power on 
earth. . 

This, then, is the truc character of the Decla- 
vation of Independence. It asserts the separate 
| and individual independence, freedom, and sover- 
eignty of each of the thirteen States. It was in 
support of this declaration that they fought the 
fierce battles of the Revolution; and in this con- 
flict they were successful—gained the very point 
asserted in the declaration, to wit: the separate 
sovercignty of each State; for the treaty of peace 
between Great Britain and the United States, rati- 
į fied in the year 1784, distinctly recognized the sov- 
ereignty of each of the States by name. 

3. Previous to the ratification of this treaty, 
however—to wit: on the 9th day of July, in the 
year 1778, and only two years after the Declara- 
tion of Independence—the several States, in Con- 
|i gress assembled, adopted Articles of Confedera- 
tion and Perpetual Union. The very idea of a 
| confederation implies not only the previous sov- 
ereignty of the confederate parties, but their con- 
tinued sovereignty also; for the same sovereign 
power necessary in the formation of such a com- 

act is also essential to its preservation. But we 
nave no need to rely on mere inference; for the 
first two articles of that document read as fol- 
lows: 


“Arr. 1. The style of this Confederacy shall be the Uni- 
ted States of America, 


and independence, and every power, jurisdiction, and right 
which is not, by this Confederation, expressly delegated to 
the Uniited States in Congress assembled,” 

Therg was in these articles no surrender of sov- 
creignty@ freedom, or independence. The cen- 
tral Government was merely an agency estab- 
lished for the purpose of protecting the equal and 
common rights of the several members of the Con- 
federacy. Certain definite powers were delegated 
to it; every other power, jurisdiction, and right, 
was expressly reserved to the States. The entire 
language of that instrument, in all its parts, car- 
ries indubitable evidence of the continued, inde- 
pendent, separate sovercignty of cach of the con- 
federate States. 

The Constitution under which our present Gen- 
eral Government claims its existence comes next 
in order; and upon the correct understanding of 
this instrument, guarded by the antecedent light 
to which reference has been already made, must 
depend the solution of the grave and momentous 
question now in discussion before the American 
people. It is contended on one hand that this 
Constitution is an organic act, consolidating into 
one Government all the people of this country; 
constituting a General Government—over indi- 
viduals of limited powers, it is truc, yet absolute, 
supreme, and unending, in relation to all matters 
conceded to it—and that no State can separate 
from the Union except by revolution or rebellion. 
It is contended on the other hand that our present 
Union, though more perfect than under the Arti- 
cles of Confederation, is of the same general char- 
ncter—strictly a confederation of cocqual sover- 
eigns and independent States; a Union, itis true, 
jj but not a union of individuals. It was, and is, 
ij strictly and truly, a union—or confederation— 
|| of States. The Constitution is a compact be- 
f 


which any State may secede when the provisions 
j of that compact have been violated by the other 
| States. The former of these opinions was enter- 
tained and defended by the old consolidationists, 
who, in the early years of this Republic, by a 
|| strange perversion of names, were called Feder- 
alists; and the other opinion was maintained by 
| theanti-Federalists, or Republicans. John Adams 
and Alexander Hamilton were among the most 
prominent of the Federal school; and Thomas 
Jefferson and James Madison were among the 
most distinguished representatives of the Repub- 
‘| Hean faith. In more modern times Chief Justice 
| Story and Daniel Webster have been distin- 
| guished advocates of the Federal school; and John 


ii fersonian Republicanism. 


“ ART. 2. Each State retains its sovereignty, freedom, | 


tween those States, acceded to by cach, and from | 


C. Calhoun has excelled in the advocacy of Jef- | 
i 


: man, Mr. Webster, * 


The State-rights, Democratic, or Jeffersonian 
Republicans have always contended, 

1. That at the time of the adoption of the Con- 
stitution, the States. were severally free, inde-_ 
pendent, and sovereign. i 

2. That the present Union is the result of a con- 
stitutional compact, to which each State, as an 
independent sovereignty, acceded. 

3. And that, as a consequence legitimately de- 
ducible from these premises, each State may, in 
the exercise of the same independent sovereignty, 
secede from the Union. Hence, the convention 
of South Carolina, in 1852, by a vote of 136 to 
19, passed the following ordinance: 

“That South Carolina, in the exercise of her sovereign 
willasan independent State, acceded to the Federal Union, 
known as the United States of America, and that, in the 
exercise of her sovereign will, itis her right, without let 
hindrance or molestation from any power whatever, to 
secede from the said Federal Union; and for the sufficiency 
of the causes which may impel herto sneh separation, she 
is responsible alone, under God, to the tribunal of public 
opinion among the nations of the carth.” 

Mr. Calhoun holds the following language in 
relation to this subject: 

“That a State, as a party to the constitutional compact, 
has the right to secede, acting in the same capacity in which 
she ratified the Constitution asa compact. If a power 
should be inserted by the amending power which would 
radically change the character of the Constitution or the 
nature of the system, or if the former should fail to fulfill 
the ends of which it was established. This results neces- 
sarily from the nature of a compact, when the partics to it 
are sovereign, and, of course, have no higher authority to 
which they may appeal. That the effect of secession would 
he to place her in the relation of a foreign State to the 
others, is equally clear. Nor is it less so that it would 
make her (not her citizens individually) responsible to them 
in that character. All this results necessarily from the 
nature of a compact between sovereign parties.” 

Is not this correct reasoning? If the premises 
aretruc, how can the conclusions be avoided. The 
Federal party in the United States Senate in 1833, 
under the leadership of Daniel Webster, con- 
ceded the correctness of this reasoning and the 
legitimacy of these conclusions, and joined issue 
upon the matters of fact involved. 

Mr. Webster says: 

“Tf, in adopting the Constitution, nothing was done but 
acceding toa compact, nothing would seem necessary in 
order to break it up but to secede from the same compact.” 

The whole subject of the right of secession, 
therefore, turns upon the questions: Is the Gov- 
ernment a confederation of coequal, sovercign 
States? Is the Constitution a compact to which 
the several States in their sovereign capacity have 
acceded? Itis exceedingly difficult to get at the 
true position of the Federalists on this point. At 
one time they will admit the independence and 
sovereignty of the States, and at another time 
deny the same. At one time they admit the Con- 
stitution to be a compact; at another time they 
deny it. ‘ : 

_ Judge Story, one of the ablest and most dis- 
tinguished of the Federal writers, in his elaborate 
work on the Constitution, though he strives to 
write with great caution and wariness, is not free 
from such contradictions and incongruities. In 
a note to page 362, he quotes some very disin- 
genuous remarks from the opinion of the Supreme 
Court in the ease of McCullock vs. Maryland, 
in relation to the fact that the Constitution was 
finally ratified by conventions of the several States. 
He says: 

& They acted upon it in the only manner in which they 
can act safely, effectively, and wisely on such a subject, 
by assembling in couvention. lt is true that they assem- 
bled in their several States; and where else should they 
have assembled? No political dreamer was ever wild 
enough to think of breaking down the lines which separate 
the States, and of compounding the American people in 
one coinmon muss.” 


This was an unfair, unjust, and incorrect ae 
t 


| resentation of the position of his opponents. 


is not because the conventions assembled in the 
several States, but because those conventions were 
the delegated assemblies of the States, that this 
fact presents an argument in conflict with the 
Federal or consolidation theory. But Judge Story 
says: 

t No political dreamer was ever wild enough to think of 
breaking down the lines which separate the States, and 
of compoundiug the American people into one common 
mass. ?? 

Yet, on the very next page, he quotes from 
Mr. Webster’s speeches, introducing the quota- 
tion as follows: 


«The doctrine that the States are parties isa gratuitous 
assumption ; in the language ofa most distinguished states- 
The Constitution itself, in its very 
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front, refutes that.’ It declares that it is ordained and es- 
tablished by the people of the United States.. So far from 
saying that it was established by the governments of the 
several States, it does not even say that it was established 
by the people of the several States. But it pronounces tha, 
itis established by the people of the United States, in the 
aggregate.” ` 

Now, is not this, so far as every practical pur- 
pose is involved, literally “compounding the 
American people into one comnron mass?” Does 
not Judge Story show himself and Mr. Webster 
to be‘‘political dreamers of the wildestcharacter?”’ 
But, in very truth, are not these distinguished 
grnuemen entirely mistaken? The Constitution 

oes not say ‘in its very front,’ or anywhere 
else, that it was ordained and established by the 
people of the United States in the aggregate, any 
more than it says it was done ‘‘ by the people of the 
several States acting severally.” The Constitu- 
tion itself, ** in its very front,” pronounces neither 
way, but simply that it was ‘‘ ordained and estab- 
lished by the people of the United States.” The 
truth of history, however, ‘‘in its very front,” 

ronounces that it was done by the people of the 
States severally, and notin the aggregate. The 
doctrine that the States are parties, is what Judge 
Story here pronounces to bea gratuitous assum p- 
tion; yet, in page 360, he thus introduces a quo- 
tation from the Federalist: 

& Tt was truly remarked by the Federalist, that the Con- 
stitution was the result, neither from a desire of a majority 
of the people of the United States, nor from that of a ma- 
jority of Ue States. Tt resulted from the unanimous assent 
of the several States that are parties to it.” 

If the States are “ parties?’ to the Constitution, 
how can the doctrine that the States are parties 
be a ““ gratuitous assumption ?”? In the celebrated 
debate in the United States Senate, in 1833, Mr. 
Webster, in emphatic and almost indignant terms, 
repudiates the phrase, ‘constitutional compact,” 
which Mr. Calhoun had employed in his resolu- 
tions, declaring that “the word compact was nota 
constituuonal mode of expression.” Yet, in his 
great speech in reply to Hayne, delivered in the 
United States Senate on the 20th day of June, 
1830—less than a year previous to this debate— 
Mr. Webster, in allusion to the basis of repre- 
sentation in the slave States, says: 


& Nevertheless, I do not complain, nor would I counte- 
nance any movement to alter this arrangement of repre- 
sentation. It is the original bargain to the compact; let it 
stand ; let the advantages of it be fully enjoyed. ‘The Union 
itself is too full of benefits to be hazarded in propositions 
for changing its original basis. I go for the Constitution as 
itis; and for the Union as itis; but Iam resolved not to 
submit in silence to accusations cither against myself in- 
dividually or against the North—wholly unfounded and un- 
just; accusations which impute to us a disposition to evade 
the constitutional compacts, and to extend the powers of 
the Government over the internal laws and domestic con- 
dition of the States.” 

It is here apparent that Mr. Webster himself, 
when not displaying the wariness of the skillful 
debater, could talk as freely of thet‘ constitutional 
compact ’? as any one else. And if Mr. Webster 
and Judge Story, the two greatest lights of the 
Federal school, are thus incongruous and contra- 
dictory in their statements and reasonings, what 
must be thought of the cause which leads them 
into such confusion? f 

In the late message of the President of the Uni- 
ted States, addressed to the two Houses of Con- 
gress, in speaking of the right of secession, the 
President says: 

“« Such a principle is wholly inconsistent with the his- 
tory as well as the character of the Federal Constitution. 
After it was framed, with the greatest deliberation and care, 
it was submitted to conventions of the people of the sev- 
era} States for ratification. [ts provisions were discussed 
at length in these bodies, composed of the first men of the 
country. its opponents contended that it conferred powers 
upon the Federal Government dangerous to the rights of 
the States; while its advocates maintained that under a 
fair construction of the instrument there was no founda- 
tion for such apprehensions. In that mighty struggle be- 
tween the first intellects of this or any other country, it 
never oceurred to any individual, either among its oppo- 
nents or advocates, to assert, or even tointimate, that their 
efforts were all vain labor, because the moment that any 
State felt herself aggrieved she might secede from the 
Union! Whata crushing argument would this have proved 
against those who dreaded that the rights of the States 
would be endangered by the Constitution! The truth is, 
that it was not until many years after the origin of the 
Federal Government that such a proposition was first 
advanced.” 

This is going back to the proper source of in- 
formation on the subject. But is the President 
correct? Is it true, that the States, in establish- 
ing a General Government, with specific powers 
accurately defined in the constitutional compact, 
really understood at the time, that they never 


could revoke the act by which they ratified* the 
Constitution, nor resume the powers which by 
that instrument they had delegated to the Gene- 
ral Government, no matter how much those del- 
egated powers might be perverted to their injury, 
nor to what extent some of the members of the 
Confederacy might violate the clearly expressed 
provisions of the compact? Ifsuch was the un- 
derstanding, it can doubtless be determined by 
reference to the history of the times. The States 
of Massachusetts and New Hampshire, in the 
acts by which they ratified the Constitution, used 
the following language: 

« Acknowledging with gratetul hearts the goodness of the 
Supreme Ruler of the Universe, in affording the people of 
the United States, in the course of providence, an opportu- 
nity, deliberately and peacetully, without fraud or surprise, 
of entering into an explicitand solemn compact with each 
other, by assenting to und ratifying a new Constitution,’? 

And then proceeds, on behalf of those States, 
to assent to and ratify the Constitution. 

This clearly establishes the fact, that these two 
States regarded the Constitution as a compact, 
acceded to, or assented to, by the States as sov- 
ereign contracting parties. 

Virginia, in ratifying, said: 

¢ Do, in the name and in behalf of the people of Virginia, 
declare and make known, that the powers granted under 
the Constitution, being derived from the people of the Uni- 
ted States, be resumed by them whenever the same shall 
be perverted to their injury or oppression; and that every 
power, not granted thereby, remains with them at their 
will. 

New York said: 


“'Fhat the powers of the General Government may be 
assumed by the people whenever it shall become necessary 
to their happiness; that every power, jurisdiction, and right 
which is not, by the said Consiitution, clearly delegated to 
the Congress of the United States, or to the departments 
of the Government thereof, remains to the people of the 
several States, or to their respective State governinents, to 
whom they may have granted the same.” 

Rhode Island also declared: 


“That the powers of the Government may be resumed 
by the people when necessary to their happiness; and that 
all rights not delegated to Congress by this instrument (the 
Constitution of the United States) remain to the people of 
the several States, or their State governments. ?”? 

It must be entirely apparent now that the Pres- 
ident is laboring under a mistake as to the facts 
of thecase. It is not true that it was many years 
after the origin of the Federal Government, be- 
fore such a proposition was advanced as that. 
The people of the several States who had delc- 
gated these powers to the General Government 
might, for good cause, resume them again. Two 
of the States, in adopting the Constitution, em- 
ploy language which clearly implies this right; 
and three other States distinctly affirm the right. 
In the convention of New York a proposition 
was submitted, that they ratify the Constitution 
for aperiogof ten years, at which time they might 
revoke their ratification of it if they chose. This 
proposition was voted down, and the one just 
quoted was adopted, by which that State claimed 
the right to do so ** whenever it shall become ne- 
cessary for their happiness,” without any limita- 
tion of time. Surely these are facts which ought 
for ever to Settle this question. In view of them, 
who can doubt, at least that those who framed 
this Government, belicved that the people of the 
several States might resume the powers which 
they had confided to the Federal Government, 
whenever it would be to their interest to do so, 
or, at least, whenever—to use the language of 
Virginia—those powers’ ‘shall be perverted to 
their injury or oppression.” This isal that South 
Carolina now contends for. Itis on this principle 
she is acting, believing that the powers she has 
delegated to the Federal Government are being 
perverted to her injury and oppression, she has 
revoked the act by which she ratified the Consti- 
tution, and resumed the delegated powers. 

Other southern States pursue the same course. 


cannot, must not, deny that precisely this right 
was claimed, distinctly and definitely, by atleast 
three of the original States at the time of their 
enteringinto the compact; nor thatthey would not 
have been entered inté with other understanding. 

The President thinks the Legislatures of those 
States which have passed personal liberty billsin 
direct contravention of the Constitution and laws 
of Congress, ought immediately to repeal those 
offensive bills, and says: 7 

“The southern States, standing on the basis of the Con- 


‘| stitution, have a ngnt to demand this act of justice from 


Deny their right to do so if you will; but you | 


+ 


the States of the North. : Should: it: be: refus 
Constitution, to.which all the States are. partic 
been willfully violated by one portion of them in 
ion essential to the domestic sectirity and nappies 
remainder. In that event, the injured States; after having 
first used al} peaceful and constitutional means to. obtain 
redress, would be justified in revolutionary resis : 


the Government of the Union.” 


Now, with all due deference to the President, I 
submit that this is bad logic; that.the conclusion 
is not. as broad as the premises demand. . This 
language seems to concede.that, the Constitution 
is a compact to which the several States are par- 
ties. If one portion of the parties to that compact 
‘* willfully violate one of its essential provisions} 
is there no redress. but ‘ revolutionary. resist- 
ance??? Since all the powers possessed by. the 
General Government have been delegated to it by. 
the people of -the respective States, when those 
powers are perverted tothe injury and oppression 
of those people, or some of the parties. tọ the com- 
pact by which those powers are delegated, are. 
“ willfully violated in some of its most essential 
provisions,” and such violation persisted in, why 
may not the injured parties peacefully recall ‘the 
powers which they have so delegated, and sepa- 
rate themselves from that General. Government? 
Is it true that we have no peaceful remedy; that 
forcible “ revolutionary. resistance”. is, the only 
alternative left? 

There is one more paragraph in this remarkable 
document demanding a moment’s attention at this 
point. Itis this: 


“ in order to justify secession as a constitutional remedy, 
it must be on the principle that the Federal Government is 
a mere voluntary association of States, to be dissolved at 
pleasure by any one of the contracting parties. If this be 
so, the Confederacy is a rope of sand, to be penetrated and 
dissolved by the firstadverse wave of public opinion in any 
of the States. In this manner our thirty-three States may 
resolve themselves into as many petty, j 


farting, and hostile 
republics, each one retiring from the Union, without re-" 


sponsibility, whenever any sudden excitement.might impel 
them to such a course. By this process, a Union mightbe 
entirely broken into fragments in a few weeks, which cost 
our forefathers many years of toil, privation, and blood, to 
esiablish.?? 3 ay 


There is a transparent sophism in. this ver 
phrase, ‘‘ secession as a constitutional remedy; 
and in secession, as a-constitutional right. No 
one pretends that the Constitution itself provides 
such a remedy, or gives origin to such a right. 
The right is one of the prerogatives of sovereignty. 

The same sovereign power by which the States 
severally acceded to the compact will enable them 
to secede from it, This right is an original ele- 
ment of state sovereignty, a power which was not 
delegated to the General Government; and could 
not be surrendered by the States, without an ab- 
rogation of the States themselves. But ‘if it be 
so, the confederacy is a rope of sand.”  Trul 
the framers of this Government never intended tt 
to be held together by force; nor can it, so far as 
it is a confederation between States, be preserved 
by force. 

Self-interest, and the existence of equal comi- 
mon rights,impelled the States to form this Union, 
intending that the general interest of all, and an 
organized system of mutual good offices, recipro» 
cal affection and regard, would impel each party 
to the compact to a faithful observance of its stip- 
ulations. If self-interest, kindly feeling, a noble 
sense of justice, recipyocally felt and manifested, 
do not constitute a ligament strong enough to hold 
the States together, they will inevitably separate. 
The noble men who formed this Government had 
felt the galling yoke of British power too keenly 
to forge with their own hands chains of tyranny 
still more oppressive. ‘Those who had just freed 
themselves by “revolutionary resistance,” and at 
the cost of great labor and sacrifice of human life, 
from the heavy hand of sovereign tyranny, were 
not the men to surrender their own State sover- 
eignty into the hands of a central Power, armed 
with the right, by force, to hold the confederated 
members in their places, no matter how oppres- 
sive that Power might be to the States, leaving no 
redress to the oppressed and injured States but 
to wade through another scene of revolutionary 


i strife. 


This Union has now been in existence for almost 
a century; our people have been accustomed to 
this peculiar form of Government, and, were all 
the States faithful to its provisions, none would 
desire to leave it. “ Al experience has shown,” 
so says our Declaration of Independence, “ that 
mankind are more disposed to suffer, while evils 


!! are sufferable, than to right themselves by abol- 
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ishing: the forms. to which they are accustomed.” 
“This inherént conservatism of mah, added to the 
community of right and interest of all the States, 
which it was the purpose of this.Government to 
preserve and protect, ought to-make it perpetual. 
> The belief on the part of the northern people 
that the southern States will not, and have not 
the right and power to secede under any circum- 
stances of oppression and injury, isdoubtless one 
prominent cause of their continued aggressions 
upon the constitutional rights of the South, Had 
they believed that the southern States could and 
would. secede if those aggressions were not dis- 
continued, they would have ceased long ago. 
The recognition of that right on the part of the 
“northern people would, in all probability, have 
prevented the necessity of itsexercise. But, with 
réckless fanaticism—ticd on and blinded by the 
conviction that the South had no way of escape 
or effective redress except by revolutionary re- 
sistance—has brought the country to its present 
perilous position. Theadvantagesand blessings 
of this Government have been manifold and great. 
It is the-most perfect system that the wisdom of 
‘man has ever devised. Under its blessings and 
benign influence our country has enlarged her 
borders, strengthened her stakes, and made rapid 
strides in all that gives domestic peace and pros- 
perity at home, and insures for us respect and 
power abroad. And the South has shown her 
‘appreciation of all this, by enduring, from year 
to year, ills and evils to which she would not 
have. submitted for a day, under other circum- 
“etances.” She has borne and forborne, until for- 
béarance has ceased to be a virtue; and now, 
when the long-continued aggressions upon her 
sacred rights have culminated in surrendering the 
reins of Government into the hands of one pledged 
to exert his entire -oficial influence to place their 
cherished domestic institutions in the course of 
ultimate extinction, who can blame those States 
for resuming the powers they have heretofore 
delegated to the General Government? 

The Union is already dissolved. ‘One of its 
brightest stars has disappeared from that re- 
aplendent galaxy which has so long lighted up 
the western heavens, and to which the oppressed 
of all nations looked with hope of deliverance.” 
Others will inevitably follow, one by one, Lut in 
rapid succession; and the luster of those that ve- 
main will. be paled and dimmed, if, indeed, the 
‘ blackness. of darkness” does not spread itself 
over the entire scene. Where and how stands 
Virginia? I answer, with the South. Interest, 
honor, and inclination, unite her fate with that of 
South Carolina and her sister southern States. 
Immediate secession is the duty and interest of 
Virginia, She can do nothing towards saving the 
present Confederacy; its fate is sealed. ‘The 
sooner the people of Virginia know and recognize 
this fact the better. Inthe wreck of the present 
ship of State, all is not lost; the broken frag- 
ments, or some of them, at least, may be reunited 
in the formation of a new Confederacy, modeled 
after the fashion of the old one. Time is precious. } 
Every southern State should promptly take up 
her line of march, and, with equal promptness, | 
look out foranew alliance. Promptand decisive 
action on the part.of all the southern States is the | 
only step that promises to avert the shedding of | 
‘rivera of blood in civil strife. Nothing short of 
an’ absolute dismemberment of this Union will 
bring to their senses the dominant, fanatical party 
at the North; and the sooner that fact is under- 
stood, admitted, and acted upon, the better for all 
parties. 

_. Virginia fully appreciates the present struggle. 
She will, now that the liberties, riehts, and honor 
of her people arc assailed, assert her sovereignty 
by defending them. Let each southern State im- 
mediately secede, and take steps with Virginia 
towards the formation of a new Confederacy, on 
the same model as the old one. Stand shoulder 
to shoulder, in an unbroken column; and they 
may.call it revolution, if they please; bat if any- 
thing will avert war, sucha movement, conducted 
with calmness, moderation, and decisive firmness, | | 
will have that effect, By the love of peace; by | 
the dread of war; by the impulses of honor ant | 
duty; by the instincts of self-prescrvation; and | 
by considerations which must effect, for weal or | 


woe, the people of Virginia, let her strike for free- 
dom and independence, and strike now. | 
There wasa time in her history, when Virginia, | 


like the mother of the Gracchi, when asked for her 
jewels, could pointto her sons. There they stood, 
Jefferson, Llenry, Madison, Monroe, and the im- 
mortal Washington. Those sons of hers, when 
they had spent their lives in achieving, and then 
defending, her liberties, asked no higher honor 
than that. she would give them a tomb. She, too, 
in this age, has been proud of another son, whom 
she gave to the nation as the commander-in-chief 
of its armies. That son I, together with her rep- 
resentatives in the Legislature, in her name, have 
‘honored with a sword for his brilliant achieve- 
ments inarms. Little did I think, little did Vir- 
ginia think, that that sword was so soon to be 
drawn against her who gave him birth. Here, 
sir, in sight of her own blae hills, in sight of 
the tomb of Washington, is this ungrateful son 
planning his campaign, and planting his batteries 
for her subjugation, And though she must weep 
over the ingratitude of her parricidal son, the 
more because of her pride in the glory of his past 
renown, yet, emulating the firmness of the old 
Roman fathers, she wil! discard him torever from 
her bosom, and vindicate in his sacrifiee the 
majesty of her supreme law—the law of State 
sovercignty and State allegiance. 


DISTRICT COURTS IN ILLINOIS. 


Mr. LOGAN. 1 desire to call up the motion 
to reconsider the vote by which a little bill, in 
which my people are interested, was referred to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. It is a bill to 
authorize the holding of the circuit and district 
courts of the United States for the southern dis- 
trict of Illinois at the city of Cairo. I hope there 
will be no objection. 

The motion to reconsider was agreed to. 

The bill was then ordered to a third reading; 
and it was accordingly read the third time, and 
passed. 

Mr. LOGAN moved to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill was passed; and also moved to lay 
the motion to reconsider on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

And then, on motion of Mr. FLORENCE, (at 
four o’clock, p. m.,) the House adjourned.. 


IN SENATE. 
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Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Dr. GurLEY. 
Tho Journal of yesterday was readand approved. 


COMMITTEE SERVICE. 

The VICE PRESIDENT announced the ap- 
pointment of Mr. Baker to fill the vacancy on 
the Committee of Commerce, occasioned by the 
resignation of Mr. Hamu. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair has re- 
ceived, with the request to lay it before the Sen- 
ate, a communication from the Common Council 
of the city of New York, in which they express 
their fraternal and affectionate regard for their 
fellow-citizens of the southern States, and their 


purpose to sustain them in every constitutional 


measure for the redress of their grievances; in 
which they express the affection of the people of 
the city of New York for the national Union, 
and their immovable attachment to it, and rep- 
resent that the local authorities in some of the 
southeru States have seized several of the forts, 
arsenals, and other public baildings, and that they 
earnestly request them to abstain from all violent 
measures pending the assiduous and patriotic ef- 
forts that are now being made to adjust the differ- 
ences between the North and the South, through 
the action of the established authorities in the 
manner provided for in the Federal Constitution; 
approving the conduct of the President of the 
United States, and his purpose to maintain the 
authority of the Government in all places, and to 
exceute the laws; approving the conduct of Major 
Anderson in holding the forts at Charleston, and 
in preventing a collision between the soldicry 
and the citizens; and representing that the Com- 
mon Council of the city of New York have pe- 
litioned the Legislature of that State to call a con- 
vention of the State to take into consideration the 
present condition of the country. If no motion 
be made, it will lic on the table. 

The memorial was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. BIGLER. I presenta petition of citizens 
of Columbia, Lancaster county, Pennsylvania, 


setting forth their deprecation of the present un- 
happy condition of the country, and their great 
anxiety for the restoration of péaec, and the pres- 
ervation of the Union, and suggesting thatin their 
judgment the proposition submitted by the hon- 
orable Senator from Kentucky [Mr. Crirrenpey] 
| would have that effect; and further they express 
the opinion. that those propositions would be ac- 
cepted by a large majority of the people of Penn- 
sylvania. J also present three memorials signed 
by citizens of Philadelphia, of likeimport. I move 
that all these memorials Jie on the table. 
. The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. CAMERON. Iam requested to present 
eleven petitions from various parts of Pennsylva- 
nia, signed by a great number of individuals, who 
are very anxious about the present condition ot 
the country; and who bid me say that they are 
willing to make any compromise consistent with 
honor to preserve the integrity of the Union. 
They are signed very numerously. -I move that 
they lie on the table. 

The motion was agreed to. 


REPORT FROM A COMMITTEE, 


Mr. DAVIS. The Committee on Military Af- 
fairs and Militia, to whom was referred a resolu- 
tion to inquire whether reductions can be made in 
the military establishment, have instructed me to 
makea xeport. The report consists in a statement 
of the case, and amendments to two bills lying on 
the table, S. No. 48 and S. No.61. The opinion 
of the committec is that the enactment of those 
bills, with the amendments proposed, would ac- 
complish the ends desired, consistent with the 
public service. 

The report was ordered to be printed. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. BIGLER. There scems to be no further 
morning business, and I move to postpone all 
prior orders, for the purpose of proceeding to the 
consideration of the resolutions submitted by the 
Senator from Kentucky, (Mr. Crirrenpen. | 

Mr, GREEN. I request the Senator 

Mr. BIGLER. I made a motion. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair recog- 
nizes the motion; but the Senator from Missouri 
addressed the Chair. 

Mr. GREEN. I request the Senator to with- 
draw the motion, because there are some formal 
matters to be attended to. z 

Mr. BIGLER. We can do that after we agree 
to the motion; which is to postpone all prior or- 
ders, and take up the resolutions of the Senator 
from Kentucky. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. There is no special 
order to be postponed. 

Mr. GREEN. Not until one o’cloek. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from 
Pennsylvania moves to take up the resolutions or 
the Senator from Kentucky. 

Mr. BIGLER,. And postpone all prior orders. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. There is no prior 
order now to be postponed. 

Mr. BIGLER, Petitions are prior orders, and 
reports are prior orders, 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The motion is in 
order to take up the resolutions; and the fact of 
their being taken up prevents petitions or reports 
being presented. 

Mr. BIGLER. Mr. President 

Mr. BRAGG. I wish to make a report. 

Mr. BIGLER. I yield to the Senator from 
North Carolina. 

Mr. BRAGG, from the Committee on Claims, 
; to whom was referred the petition of James T. V. 
‘Thompson, praying indemnity for losses sustained 
by him on a certain lot of flour, purchased at a 
Government sale, and on beef cattle, lost on their 
way for delivery at Bent’s Port, under contract 
with the Government, reported a bill (S. No. 533) 
| for the relief of James T. V. Thompson; which 
was read, and passed to a second reading. 

Mr. POLK, {think the billreported by the Sen- 
ator from North Carolina [Mr. Braga} passed 
once before; two years ago it passed the Scnate, 
and I hope it will be now considered. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator 
from Pennsylvania withdraw his motion ? 

Mr. BIGLER. Yes, sir. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator 
from Misscuri move to take up the bill? 

Mr. POLK. The Senator refuses to yield for 
that purpose, as I understand. 
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The VICE PRESIDENT. The motion of the 
Senator from Pennsylvania isin order if he insists 


upon it. 
Mr. BIGLER.. I do. 


Mr. GREEN. I rise to a point of order. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from 
Missouri rises toa point of order. He willstate it. 

Mr. GREEN. The point of order is, that the 
very question the Senator now proposes to take up, 
was made a special order for one o’clock to-day, 
and it was done by the order of the Senate, so as 
to give us the morning hour for ordinary business. 
Now, that being a standing rule of the Senate, 
he cannot-move to change it; or if he does move 
it, one single objection prevents the Chair from 
putting the question to the Senate. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair cannot 
take that view of it. 

Mr. GREEN. [appeal from the decision of 
the Chair. 

Mr. BIGLER. It is certainly competent for 
the majority of the Senate to control the order of 
business. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from 
Pennsylvania moves to take up the resolutions 
of the Senator from Kentucky. The Scnator from 
Missouri supposes it cannot be done, as those 
resolutions have been made the special order for 
another time. The Chair decides that the motion 
of the Senator from Pennsylvania is in order, 
From that decision the Senator from Missouri 
appeals, The question is, ‘Shall the decision of 
the Chair stand as the judgment of the Senate?”’ 

Mr. GREEN. On that point I desire to ex- 
plain myself a little. Ido not say that the motion 
is out of order; but I say one objection stops it. 

— With unanimous consent, I know it can be done; 
and hence the motion itself is not out of order; 
but a majority of the Senate cannot so order 
against a standing rule of the Senate. That is the 
point I make. The morning hour must be devoted 
to morning business. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair still 
overrules the point of order, 

Mr. BIGLER. I intended to meet that case by 
moving to postpone all prior orders. The prior 
orders are: the presentation of petitions, making 
reports, and offering original resolutions, I am 
perfectly willing to yield for reports and peti- 
tions. 

Mr. GREEN. That is no prior order, That 
is a standing rule. The Senator confounds a rule 
of the Senate with the orders of the Senate. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is 
upon the appeal of the Senator from Missouri. 
“Shall the decision of the Chair stand as the judg- 
ment of the Senate?”’ 

The question being put, there were, on a divis- 
ionayes fourteen. 

Mr. BINGHAM. 
rule read before I vote. 

Mr. KING. Let the rule be read. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair will, | 
with the leave of the Senate, statethe point. The 
Q4th rule of the Senate provides: 

“After the Journal is read, the President shall first call | 
tor petitions, and then for reports from standing commit- 

Hon 
| 

That is made the duty of the Chair after the | 
reading of the Journal. ` Itis a direction as to the | 
course of business he shall pursue, which he has 
always ruled may be changed by a vote of the 
Senate. Itis simply a direction as to the course 
he shall take, unless the Senate order otherwise; 
and he has repeatedly ruled that it was in order 
to make a motion to take up any piece of busi- 
ness after the Senate had met and the Journal had 
been read: in other words, that the rule does not 
limit the Senate as to the order of business, 

Mr. IVERSON. Will the Chair have the rule 
read in reference to how the morning hour shall 
be appropriated. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The only rule on 
the subject is that which the Chair has read. 

Mr. BIGLER. I suggest to the Senator from 
Missouri, that he withdraw the appeal, and that 
the question be put on taking up the resolutions; 
by which the sense of the Senate will be more 
satisfactorily ascertained. 

Mr. GREEN. Iam perfectly willing to with- 
draw the appeal, if the Senator will withdraw his 
motion and let us proceed with the business, ac- 
cording to the understan 
until one o’clock to atten 


I would like to have the | 


dto other business—and ! 


l was referred a bill reported by the Court of 


ding yesterday—to takei; Claims, for the relief of Lydia Cruger, executrix į 


} 
i 


| angi 


| the claim, reported the bi 


at o’clocle the Senator from Massachusetts has 
the floor on these resolutions. [" Halfpast twelve 
o’clock!”] 1 made the motion yesterday, and 
stated that we needcd the morning hour for ordi- 
nary business; and it was extended, by the order 
of the Senate, onc half-hour on my own motion; 
and now the proposition is to cut off, not only 
half an hour, but ten minutes more. 

Mr. BIGLER. I have no recollection of any 
understanding such as is suggested by the Sen- 
ator from Missouri. Certainly I was nota party 
to any such understanding; and I must decline to 
withdraw the motion. The sense of the Senate 
can be readily ascertained, 

Mr. KING. I will say to the Senator from 
Missouri that I think the motion of the Senator 
from Pennsylvania is in accordance with the 
usage—what has been customary here in the Sen- 
ate. I do not see anything in the rule read by the 
Chair which would prohibit such a motion being 


ut. 

K Mr. GREEN. Yesterday the Senator from 
Massachusetts moved to postpone this question 
until twelve and a half o’clock to-day. I sug- 
gested publicly to the Senate, that it ought to be 
changed to one o’clock, for the reason that we 
necded the morning hour for other business, At 
my suggestion it was changed, and put at one 
o'clock; and now this morning to reverse that, 
and take away the opportunity of doing other 
business, is not fair either to the Senator or to the 
Senate. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. It will be for the 
Senate itself to determine whether it be fair or 
not. Itis certainly in the power of the Senate to 
do it. 

Mr. GREEN. They may do it by force. 

Mr, CRITTENDEN. The decision of the 

Chair scems to me obviously correct, and it is 
not only for that reason that T vote to sustain the 
decision, but it seems to me that it is quite ne- 
cessary to the business of the Senate, that the 
rule should be so construed. Are gentlemen will- 
ing to decide that, under no circumstances, upon 
no occasion, can a subject arise which, by the 
almost unanimous voice of the Senate, may be 
taken up as soon as the Senate meets, and to the 
exclusion of the business which you, sir, are di- 
rected to call, in case no direction is given by the 
Senate—that is, petitions, and reports, and reso- 
lutions? Can we not, at any time of our session, 
if anything of suficient importance occurs to jus- 
tify it, order any particular subject to be taken 
up in exclasion of everything else ? The Senate 
scems likely to decide according to the vote, so 
so far taken, that this business of presenting peti- 
tions and memorials, and reports from commit- 
tecs, shall take precedence of all measures, of 
whatever importance or exigency. I do not think 
it can be the intention of the Senate to establish 
such rule in that imperative manner. 
r. GREEN. To gratify Senators, and for the 
purpose of expediting business, and for these rea- 
sons alone, I withdraw the appeal, and let the 
question be taken on the motion. wee 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question Js op 
the motion of the Senator from Pennsylvania, to 
take up the resolutions of the Senator from Ken- 
tacky. 

Mr. IVERSON. 

Mr. BIGLER. 


BILLS FROM TIE COURT OF CLAIMS. 


Mr. IVERSON, from the Committec on Claims, 
to whom was referred a bill reported from the 
Court of Claims for the relief of Selmar Seibert, 
with the opinion of the court in favor of the claim, 
reported the bill (S. No. 534) for the relicf of Sel- 
mar Seibert, without amendment. The bill was 
read, and passed to a second reading. 

He also, from the same committee, } 
was referred a bill reported by the Court of Claims, 
for the relief of Joseph San Roman and William 
Armstrong, administrators of James B. Arm- 
strong, with the opinion of the court in favor of 
1 (S. No. 535) for the 
relief of Joseph San Roman and Wiliam Arm- 
strong, administrators of James B. Armstrong, 
without amendment. The bill was read, and 
passed to a second reading. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom 


I desire to make a report. 


I yield. 


to. whom 


of Moses Shepherd, deceased, with the opinion 
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Hof-the court. in favor. of the. claim, reported the 


bill (S. No. 536) for. the reliëf. of Lydia Cruger. 
executrix of Moses Shepherd, deceased, without, 
amendment. The bill was read, and passed. toa 
second reading. ce a s 


- ORDER OF BUSINESS. 
Mr. GREEN. I now move to take 
lying on the President’s table-——— ee 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from 
Pennsylvania (Mr. Brerer} moved to take ap the. 
resolutions of the Senator from Kentucky; = 7 

“Mr. GREEN. He withdrew it to allow the 
Senator from Georgia to make reports, 

The VICE PRESIDENT. | It was withdrawn 
temporarily, to enable the Senator from Georgia 
to make some reports; and now the Chair.decides 
that the motion of the Senator from Pennsylva- 
nia is before the Senate. on eyes 

Mr. HUNTER. Is the motion of the Senator 
from Pennsylvania: to take up the resolutions of 
the Senator from Kentucky, to the exclusion of 
all others? i 

The VICE PRESID 
tion to take them up. : gi 

Mr. HUNTER. Tt will not set aside the spe- 
cial order at one o’clock? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. It will not. : 

Mr. BIGLER called for the yeas and nays on the 
motion to take up the resolutions;and they were 
ordered. i 

The Secretary called the roll, 

Mr. LANE, (who at first voted in the afirma- 
tive.) Is the motion to take up now the special 
order for one o’clock? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The motion is to 
take up the resolutions of the Senator from Ken- 
tucky : 
Mr. LANE. They are the special order for 


one o’clock ? 


up the bill, 


ENT. Itisa simple mo- 


The VICE PRESIDENT. There are two 
special orders at one o’clock. j 
Mr. LANE. Then I change my vote, ‘Let 


that come up at the regular time. I vote “nay,” 
The result was announced—yeas 15, nays 31; 
as follows: ; ; 


YEAS—Messrs. Benjamin, Bigler, Bragg, Bright, Crit- 
tenden, Fitch, Hemphill, Latham, Mallory, Pearce, Rice, 
Saulsbury, Slidell, Thomson, and Wigfall—15. 

NAYS—Messts. Anthony, Baker, Bingham, Cameron, 
Chandler, Clark, Clingman, Coilamer, Dixon, Doolittle, 
Durkee, Fessenden, Fitzpatrick, Foot, Foster, Green, ` 
Grimes, Hale, Harlan, Iverson, King, Lane, Mason Sim- 
mons, Sumner, Ten Eyck, Toombs, Trumbull, Wade, 
Wilkinson, and Wilson—31. 


So the Senate refused to take up the resolytions. 
HOCKADAY AND LIGGIT. 


The VICE PRESIDENT. If there be no 
further petitions, reports are in order. 

Mr. GREEN. If there be no further petitions 
or reports, I move to take up the bill lying on 
the table, 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair. will 
present to the Senate a House bill to receive. its ~ 


readings. ; 

The bill (H. R. No. 915) for the relief of Hock- 
aday & Liggit was read twice by its title: 

Mr. GREEN. That bill passed the Senate at 
the last session and failed simply because it passed 
within the last three days, and the President, 
under his rule, did not approve it. It has now 
passed the other House unanimously, and I move 
to put it on its passage here. 

The Senate, by unanimous consent, proceeded 
to consider the bill as in Committee of the Whole. 
It authorizes the payment of $59,576, to Hocka- 
day & Liggit, in fall payment for damages sus- 
tained by them in reduction of pay for carrying 
i the mails on route No, 8911. ‘This sum is to be 
paid to William Liggit, for and on account of 
Hockaday & Liggit, and for their benefit. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. a 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives 
by Mr. Forney, its Clerk, announced that. the 

| oise bad passed the following bills, in which 

the concurrence of the Senate was requested? 

A bill (No. 488) authorizing the holding of 4 
circuit and district courts of the United States for 
the southern district of Ilinois, at the city. of 
Cairo; `; 


| "A bill (No. 918 


! ) for the. relief of the heirs of 
| Noah Wiswall; : 


x (S | eed 


awe 


x 
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HTA-BIt (No.919) for the relief of F. M, Beau- 
champ. and Betsey D. Townsend; g ; 
A bih (No.920) for the relicf of Marvin M. 
| Hickox: atid A.M. Pettingill, of Vigo county, 
Indiana; and, | i 4 
A bill (No. 921): for the relief of the assignee 
of Hon, David C. Broderick; deceased. 
The message further announced that the House 
had passed thé bill of the Senate (No..97) to au- 
thorize the institution. of a suit against the United 
States, to test the title to lots Nos. 5 and 6.in the 
Hospital square, in San Francisco, withanamend- 
ment, in which the concurrence of the Senate was 
¥equested. : 
ENROLLED BILL SIGNED, 


"The message also announced that the Speaker 
of thé Flotise had signed an enrolled bill (EI. R. 
No. 693) for the relief of Richard C. Martin. 


/FORTS AND ARSENALS IN THE STATES., 


Mr. LANE. I now move'to take up the res- 
olution which was made the special order for one 
o'clock. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from 
Oregon moves to take up the resolution offered 
by the Senator from Virginia, [Mr. Hunter,] in 
relation to the retrocession‘of forts, magazines, 
arsenals, dock-yards, &c., to certain of the 
States. . 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate pro- 
ceeded to consider the following resolution, sub- 
mitted by Mr. Hunter on the 2d instant: 

Whereas certain forts; magazines, arsenals, dock-yards, 
and other needful buildings, have been ‘placed under the 
excluyive jurisdiction ofthe United States by a cession to 
that effect from certain States, and it may be the desire of 
one or more of those States to resume the jurisdiction thus 
ceded: Now, therefore, 

Be it resolved, That the President of the United States 
ought to be authorized by law, upon the application of the 
Legisiature, or ofa regular convention of the people of any 
such States, to retrocede this jurisdiction to such States, 
upon taking proper security for the safe-keeping and return 
of all the property of the United States, or for paying for 
the value of the same if destroyed or injured by the act of 
any ofthe States making such application. 


The VICE PRESIDENT. The resolution is 
before. the Senate; and the Senator from Virginia 
(Mr. Hunter] is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I desire to offer an amend- 
ment to the resolution of the Senator from Vir- 
ginia. , 

Mr, HUNTER. I give way to the amend- 
‘ment, provided I do not lose the floor by it. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator docs 
not lose the ‘floor. It is by courtesy that the 
amendment is read. 

The Secretary read the amendment of Mr. 
TromBu.y; which is, to strike out the preamble 
of the resolution, and after the word * that,’?and 
in lieu of it, to insert: g 

We fully approve of the bold and patriotic act of Major 
Anderson, in withdrawing from Fort Moultrie to Fort 
Somter, and of the determination of the President to main- 
tain that fearless officer in his present position; and that we 
will support the President in all constitutional measures to 
enforce the laws and preserve the Union. 


Mr. HUNTER. Mr. President, I have not 
sought to speak hitherto on the momentous ques- 
tion of the day, because I did not believe that any 
good would be accomplished by speaking. The 
disease seemed to me to be so deeply seated that 
none but. the most radical remedies would suffice; 
and T had’no hope that the public mind of the 
North wasin a condition to receive any such prop- 
‘osition, 1 do not. know that it is even now pre- 
pared to weigh carefully such a suggestion; but 
surely none can longer doubt the imminence or 
the extremity of the danger. All must sce that 
the bonds which have hitherto bound together the 
members of this Confederacy are parting like flax 
before the fire of popular passion. Our political 
fabric is reeling and tottering in the storm; so that, 
if it were not based on the solid foundations of 
State organization, there would be every reason 
to expect its entire destruction, Before the end 
of this month, it is almost certain that six or 
seven of the States will have seceded from this 
Union. It is therefore now no more a question 
of saving or of preserving the eld Union. We 
cannot recall the past; we cannot restore the dead; 
but the hope and the trust of those who desire a 
Union, are that we may be able to reconstruct a 
new Government and a new Union, which per- 
haps may be more permanent and efficient than 
the old. n 
the way; but I put my trustin the good sense and 


I know, sir, that there are difficulties in | 


in the instinets of empire, which have heretofore 
characterized the American people, to accomplish 
that great work. -If we would do it, we must not 
sit idly, bewailing the condition of public affairs; 
butiin-the heroic spirit of the mariner who is cast 
away on-a distant shore; see if we cannot find 
materials to build another ship, in which we may 
once more take the sea,and rejoin our kindred 
and friends, But, Mr. President, to do this, we 
must face and acknowlédge the true evil of the 
day. To-day we mustdeal wisely with the mighty 
present, that we may be ready for perhaps the 
still more eventful future which will be on us to- 
morrow. New ideas, like new forces; have entered 
into our system; they are demanding the legiti- 
mate expression of their power, or they threaten 
to rend and destroy it in their wild and irregular 
play. There are now portions of this Union in 
which population already begins to press on the 
means of subsistence. In all of the States there 
is a desire—in some of them a necessity—for far- 
ther expansion. It is that which has led to the 
warfare between the two social systems which 
have been brought together in our Constitution; 
a war waged with a bitterness and asperity that 
has reduced us to the sad pass in which we now 
find ourselves. 

This Constitution was designed to unite two 
social systems, upon terms of equality and fair- 
ness, different in their character, but not neces- 
sarily hostile. Indeed, the very differences in these 
systems, it would seem, ought to have formed 
causes of union and mutual attraction, instead of 
giving rise to the “irrepressible conflict”? which, it 
is said, some law of nature has declared between 
them. What the one wanted, the other could 
supply. If the carrying States did not make their 
provisions, the provision-growing States, on the 
other hand, had not the ships in which to trans- 
port their surplus productions. If the manufac- 
turing States did not raise the raw material, the 
planting States, on the other hand, did not have 
the manufactories to convert that material into 
useful and necessary fabrics. Thus, what the one 
wanted, the other could supply. The only differ- 
ence of products would seem to have afforded the 
means for forming a perfect system of industry, 
which should have been stronger by the mutual 
dependence and support of the parts. Unfortu- 
natcly, however, as those who represented the 
non-slaveholding system of society grew into 
power, they commenced a warfare upon the other 
system which was associated with it under the 
Constitution, It was commenced in 1820, when 
it was declared that the social system of the South 
was founded upon sin, was anti-republican in its 
character, and deserved to be repressed and sup- 
pressed by the General Government wherever it 
had exclusive jurisdiction. The claim was made, 
that so far as the Territories of the United States 
were concerned, they were to be given up to the 
exclusive expansion of one of these systems at the 
expense of the other. Unhappily, in that first 
contest, the weaker system went by the board; a 
law was passed which did put it under the ban 
of the Empire; which did exclude the South from 
alarge portion of the domain of the United States. 

After that sprang up a party, at first not so 
large as it now is, which commenced a regular 
warfare upon the system of slavery in the South; 
upon the social system of the States which toler- 
ated the institution of slavery. They commenced 
a system of agitation through the press, the pul- 


| pit, and the common halls of legislation, whose 


object it was to wound the self-respect of the 
slaveholder, and to make him odious in the eyes 
of the rest of the world. They denied that there 
could be any property in slaves—the very foun- 
dation of the social system of the South—and, as 
a consequence, they maintained that this Gov- 
ernment was bound to prevent its extension, and 
to abolish and suppress it wherever it had exelu- 
sive jurisdiction. They sought, by petition, to 
put an end to the slave trade between the States, 
that the institution might be pent up, and made 
dangerous and unprofitable. 

In process of time, they either evaded or they 
denied the constitutional obligation to return fu- 
gitive slaves; and at last it was proclaimed here 
in these Halls that there was a law higher than 
the Constitution, which nullifiedits obligationsand 
its provisions. Practicing upon this preaching, 
‘the majority of the non-slaveholding States, as 
was shown by my friend from Georgia [Mr. 


Toomss] in his able argument on this subject, 
passed personal liberty bills, the practical effect 
of which was to nullify the fugitive slave law, 
which was passed in pursuance of the Constitu- 
tion of the United States. i 

It is but a year since there was an armed inva- 
sion of my State for the purpose of creating ser- 
vile insurrection; and yet not a State—and it is 
with the States alone that effectual remedies can 
beapplied—hasinterfered, to make any such com- 
bination penal in time tocome. We have heard 
it pronounced, sir, by a distinguished leader of 
that party, that there was to be an “‘irrepressible 
conflict” between the two social systems, until 
one or the other was destroyed. A Presidenthas 
been nominated and elected bya sectional major- 
ity, who was known to have avowed and to enter- 
tain such opinions; and a party has come into 
power, with full possession of this Government, 
which has elected a President and a standard- 
bearer who has made such declarations in regard 
to the rights of the South. 

Is it surprising, then, that the southern States 
should say: “ It is not safe for us to remain longer 
in a Government which may be directed as an in- 
strument of hostility against us; it is notsafe for 
us to remain longer under the rule of a Govern- 
ment whose President may misuse his patronage 
for the very purpose of stirring up civil strife 
among us, and also for the purpose of creating 
civil war in our midst?” For it is known that a 
large portion—and that was but a year ago—of 
the Republican leaders and members in the House 
of Representatives indorsed and recommended a 
book which proposed the extinction of slavery by 
such means. Under such circumstances, I ask, 
is it surprising that the southern States should 
say: “ It is unsafe for us to remain under a Gov- 
ernment which, instead of protecting us, may be 
directed against us, as an instrument of attack, 
unless we can be protected by some new consti- 
tutional guarantees, which will save our social 
system from such a warfare as this?” 

Mr. President, the southern people number 
now some thirteen million, and cover between 
eight hundred thousand and nine hundred thou- 
sand square miles of territory. They have within 
themselves all the capacities of empire. Is it to be 
supposed that. when they are threatened in the 
common Government with an attack upon their 
social system, upon which their very being de- 
pends, they will not withdraw from that Govern- 
ment—unless they can be secured within the 
Union—for the purpose of establishing another, 
which they know can and will protect them? Why, 
sir, what people is it that can stand a constant 
warfare upon their social system, waged for the 
purpose of dwarfing and suppressing and destroy- 
ing it? The social system of a people is its moral 
being; and the Government which would dwarf 
or suppress it is like the parent who would con- 
sign his child to vice and ignorance. I know of 
instances in which nations have thriven under bad 
laws; 1 know of instances in which nations have 
thriven when their allegiance was transferred by 
force from one country to another; I know ôf 
none which survived the sudden and total pros- 
tration of its social system. To reduce them to 
that is to reduce them to anarchy, which is the 
death of a nation or a people. 

Isay, therefore, sir, that the South is bound to 
take this course unless it can get some guarantees 
which will protect it inthe Union, some constitu- 
tional guarantees which will serve that end; and 
I now ask, what should be the nature of the guar 
antees that would effectually prevent the social 
system from such assaults as these? I say, they 
must be guarantees of a kind that will stop up all 
the avenues through which they have threatened. 
to assail the social system of the South. There 
must be constitutional amendments which shall 
provide: first, that Congress shall have no power 
to abolish slavery in the States, in the District of 
Columbia, in the dock-yards, forts, and arsenals 
of the United States; second, that it shal} not abol- 
ish, tax, or obstruct the slave trade between the 
States; third, that it shall be the duty of each of 
the States to suppress combinations within their 
jurisdiction forarmed invasions ofanother; fourth, 
that States shall be admitted with or without sla- 
very, according to the election of the people; fifth, 
that it shall be the duty of the States to restore 
fugitiveslaves when within their borders, or to pay 
the value of the same; sixth, that fugitives from 
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justice shall be deemed all those who have of- 
fended against the laws of a State within its juris- 
diction, and who have eseaped therefrom;seventh, 
that Congress shall recognize and protect as prop- 
erty whatever is held to be such by the laws or 
prescriptions of any State within the Territories, 
dock-yards, forts, and arsenals of the United 
States,and wherever the United States has exclu- 
sive jurisdiction; with the following exceptions: 
First, it may leave the subject of slavery or invol- 
untary servitude to the people of the Territories 
when a law shall be passed to that effect with the 
usual sanction, and also with the assent of a ma- 
jority of the Senators from the slaveholding States, 
and a majority of the Senators from the non- 
slaveholding States. That exception is designed 
to provide for the case where we might annex a 
Territory almost fully peopled, and whose people 
ought to have the right of self-government, and 
yet might not be ready to be admitted as a State 
mto the Union. i 

The next exception is, that ‘‘Congress may 
divide the Territories, to the effect that slavery or 
involuntary servitude shall be prohibited in one 
portion of the territory, and recognized and pro- 
tected in another; provided the law has the sanc- 
tion of a majority from each of the sections as 

.aforesaid,’’ and that exception is designed to pro- 
vide for the case where an unpeopled Territory is 
annexed and it is a fair subject of division be- 
tween the two sections. 

Such, Mr. President, are the guarantees of prin- 
ciple, which, it seems to me, ought to be estab- 
lished by amendments to the Constitution; but I 
do not believe that these guarantecs alone would 
protect the social system of the South against at- 
tack, and perhaps overthrow, from the superior 
power of the North. I believe that, in addition 
to these guarantees of principle, there ought to be 
guarantees of power; because, if you do notadopt 
these, the South would still be subjected to the 
danger of an improper use of the patronage of 
the Executive, who might apply it for the purpose 
of stirring up civil strife and dissension among 
them. The southern States might, too, notwith- 
standing these provisions, find themselves in a 
position in which the stronger party had construed 
them away, and asserted, perhaps, that there was 
some higher law, which nullified and destroyed 
them. To make the South secure, then, some 
power ought to be given it to protect its rights in 
the Union—somc veto power in the system, which 
would enable it to prevent it from ever being per- 
verted to its attack and destruction. 

And here, Mr. President, if the Senate will bear 
with me, I will proceed to suggest such remedies 
in this regard as I think ought to be applied, pre- 


mising that I do not mean, by any means, to say jį 


that 1 suppose I am suggesting the only means 
on which a settlement may be made. I know 
there are others—others on which I would agree 
to settle it—but I am suggesting the means on 
which I think the best and the most permanent 
settlement can be made; and I do not think that 
any permanent peace,can be secured, unless we 
provide some guaraptces of power, as well as of 
principle. 

In regard to thiSguarantee of power, in the first 
place, I would resort to the dual executive, as 
proposed by Mr. Calhoun, not in the shape in 
wwhich he recommended it, but in another form, 
which, I think, is not obnoxious to the objection 
that may be fairly taken against his plan. 1 would 
provide that each section should elect a President, 
to be called a first and a second President; the 
first to serve for four years as President, the next 
to succeed him at the end of four years, and to 
govern for four other years, and afterwards to be 
reéligible. I would provide that, during the term 
of service of the first President, the second should 
be President of the Senate, with a casting vote in 
case of a tie; and that no treaty should be valid 
which did not have the signature of both Pres- 
idents, and the assent of twa thirds of the Senate; 
that no law should be valid which did not have 
the assent of both Presidents, or in the event of 
a veto by one of them, the assent of a majority 
of the Serators of the section from which he came; 
that no person should be appointed to a local 
office in the section from which the second Pres- 
ident was elected, unless the appointment had the 
assent of that President, or in the event of his 
veto, the assent of a majority of the Senators from 
the scction from which he came. 


; houn say that most of the conflicts in every Gov- 


And, sir, if I had the power, I would change 
the mode of electing these Presidents: I would 
provide that each State should be divided into 
presidential electoral districts; that each district 
should elect one man, and that these representa- 
tives from the whole United States should meet 
in one chamber, and that the two men who, after 
a certain number of ballots, received the highest 
number of votes should be submitted as the- can- 
didates to the people, and he should be declared 
as President who received a majority of the dis~ 
tricts—the districts each voting singly. I would 
do this to destroy the opportunities which are 
given under our present system of nomination to 
the formation of corrupt combinations for pur- 
poses of plunderand of patronage. I would sub- 
stitute this, instead of the national conventions, 
which have already done so much harm in our 
system. 

L would also diminish the temptation to such 
corrupt combinations for spoils and patronage, by 
the fact that the President, after the first election, 
would be elected four years before he commenced 
his service as President, and in the mean time he 
would be training as a second President at the 
head of the Senate, and exercising the veto power. 
The fact that he was elected four years before- 
hand would do much to prevent such combina- 
tions; but, further than this, the effect of such a 
division of the Executive power would be to de- 
stroy, to a great extent, the miserable system of 
rotation in office, which exists at present, and to 
make merit the test of the fitness for office and a 
guarantee for his permanence in place; for, as the 
second President would probably keep those in 
office during his term of President whom he had 
protected by his veto power before, if they were 
worthy of the place, the effect would be, at least 
if this system were introduced, that the rotation 
principle would be applied, if at all, not once in 
four years, but once in eight years. 

But this plan would have another good effect. 
It would save us from most of those agitations 
attending a presidential election which now dis- 
turb the country, which unsettle public affairs, 
and which are doing so much to demoralize and 
corrupt the people. The election would take 
place in one section at a time; it would take place 
in each section but once in eight years; and in 
this way we should escape those disturbances 
which are now dividing and destroying us. 

Mr. President, I do not believe that under this 
system the objection would apply which has been 
urged against the common dual executive. {have 


no idea that it would get up two parties, each con- 
centrated around the different Presidents; because 
the second President would exercise his veto power 
only for the protection of his section, and would 
not wish to offend the other section, whose good 
will would be valuable to him hereafter; nor would 
he wish to impair and injure the influence of the 
office to which he was to succeed after his prede- 
cessor had passed through his term of service. 
The rule between them would be the rule of jus- 
tice; and the probability is, that whenever. there 
was a dispute, it would be apt to end in adopting 
thatcourse which either was just, or which seemed 
to be just, to both sections. 

Neither, sir, would it operate to retard or delay 
the operations of the Government to too great an 
extent. In time of war, the operation would be 
quick enough. Intime of peace, the delay would 
only occur where there was a dispute between the 
sections; and there the movements of Govern- 
ments ought to be slow until some means are 
found for conciliating and adjusting the difficulty. 

But, Mr. President, I will go further. Ibelieve, 
putting out of consideration these sectional ques- 
tions, that the working of the present executive 
system of our Government will destroy it in the 
end, and lead either to disunion or despotism, if 
some amendment be not made. I believe it will 
do so because the working of our executive sys- 
tem is now such as to beget and bring up a party 
whose existence and foundation depend upon 
spoils and plunder. I have often heard Mr. Cal- 


ernment would be found at last to result in the 
contests between two parties, which he denom- |i 


i 
inated the tax-consuming and the tax-paying par- || 
ties. The tax-consuming party, he said, was that || 
which fed upon the revenues of the Government, 


| by international remedies. 


| 
the spoils of office, the benefits of unequal and | 
elass legislation; the tax-paying party was that ii 


which made the:contributions to.the Government. 
by which it was supported, and expected nothing 
in-return but the general benefits of its protection. 
and legislation; and he-said, and said wisely, in 
my opinion, that whenever this tax-consuming 
party, as he called it, got possession, of the. Gx 
ernment, the people must decay, and the Gov: 
ernment must eithergo to pieces or assumeanother. 
and different form. . ‘ ete ye gb 

Now, sir, I say that the working of our pres- 
ent executive system is such as to produce a party 
of that description in the countrys and giveit the 
power of ruling its affairs, . Place the predomi- 
nant power in this Government in such hands, 
and I say one of two things must certainly hap- 
pen: the Union will go to pieces in the collision 
which such a state of things would. occasion, or 
else the Government would eventuate in a despot- 
ism. i 

The check which I propose would not. only 
remedy this evil, by giving a sectional chec 
where a sectional check is necessary, but it would 
do more; it would do much to purify. the general 
legislation of the caimitry; and do much to.elevate 
the tone of public morals and manners through- 
out the land. I believe that this single change 
would do. more to give us a permanent Union, a 
just and efficient Government, thanany other that 
could be made. 

But, Mr. President, that is not the only check 
which, in a reconstruction of this Government 
and Union, ought, in my opinion, to be intro- 
duced. Itis well known that some of the most 
important objects of this Constitution and Union 
are left simply to the discretion of the States; that 
there is a large class of rights, and important 
rights, for which there are no remedies, or next 
to no remedies. Those provisions which are de- 
signed to secure free trade and free intercourse 
between the citizens of the States.can all of them 
be nullified or set aside by State legislation., The 
States can pass laws so to obstruct this free inter- 
course that the constitutional privilege may amount 
to nothing; and if this Union had endured, and 
these contests had continued, we should have seen 
laws passed in a spirit of retaliation by the States 
which would have broken up free trade between 
them.. They could have taxed the commodities 
of the obnoxious Siates after the package was 
broken, under the decision of the Supreme Court 
itself. They could make it penal in their citizens 
to use the ships of another State, if it was obnox- 
ious to them; and in many other ways they could, 
by their legislation, destroy some of the most 
lh snc of the Constitution. 

believe, myself, that it was intended, by the 
framers of that instrument, that the States should 
have been mainly instrumental in restoring fagi- 
tives from labor, or, to speak more plainly, fugi- 
tive slaves. We know that it is in their power, 
not only to refrain from discharging this duty, 
but actually to obstruct and impede the Govern- 
ment of the United States in its effort to execute 
the law. There are certain rights for which there 
arenoremedies. Itis provided, for instance, that 
no State shall maintain an army; and. yet, if it 
does so, there is no remedy to prevent it. 

Now, sir, I propose, in order to secure the 
proper enforcement of these rights for which, as . 
I say, there are no adequate remedies, that the 
Supreme Court should also be adjusted. It should 
consist of ten judges—five from cach section—the 
Chief Justice to be one of the five. I would al- 
low any State to cite another State before this 
tribunal to charge it with having failed to perform 
its constitutional obligations; and if the court de- 
cided a State thus cited to be in default, then I 
would provide, if it did not repair the wrong it 
had done, thatany State might deny to its citizens 
within its jurisdiction the privileges of citizens in 
all the States; that it might tax its commerce and 
the property of its people until it ceased to be in 
default. Thus, I would provide a remedy without 
bringing the General Government into collision 
with the States; and withoutbringing the Supreme 
Courtinto collision with them. Whenever inter- 
national stipulations in regard to the duties im- 
posed on the States, as laid down in the Consti- 
tution, are violated, I would remedy the wrong 
I would give a State 
the right, in such cases, after the adjudication of 
the court, to deny to the offending State- tbe per- 
formance of the mutual obligations which had 
been created for its benefit. Inthis way. I believe 
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thatthéss wrongs might be remedied without pro- 
ducing collision in thesystem. A self-executing 
process ‘Would thus provide a remedy- for the 
wrong, without a jar to the machinery of Gov- 
ernment. * e N ENN 

In order to make‘this check efficient, it should 
be provided that the judges of the Supreme Court 
ii cach section should be-appointed by the Pres- 
ident. from that section, and this is the only ori- 
ginal appointing power which I would give to the 
second President. > ` ` i 

`F have presented: this scheme, Mr. President, 
as die which, in my opinion, would adjust the 
differences between the two social systems, and 
which would protect each from the assault of the 
other. “Ifthis-were done, so that we were made 
mutually safe, I; for one, would be willing to 
revulate thé right of secession, which I hold to 
be a right not given in the Constitution, but re- 
sulting from the nature of the compact. I would 
provide, that before a State seceded it should 
summon a convention of the States in the section 
to which it belonged, and submit to them a state- 
ment of its grievances and wrongs. Should a 
majority of the States in such a convention decide 
the compiaint to be well founded, then the State 
ought to be permitted to secede in peace. For, 
whenever a majority of States in an entire section 
shall declare that good cause for secession exists, 
then who can dispute that it ought to take place? 
Should they say, however, that no good cause 
existed, then the moral force of such a decision, 
on the part of confederates of those who are bound 
to the complaining State by identical and homo- 
geneous interests, would prevent it from prosecut- 
ing the claim any further. I believe that the 
system thus adjusted would give us a permanent 
Union, an efficient, a useful, and just Government. 
I think our Government would then rank among 
the most permanent of human institutions. Itis 
my honest opinion that, with a Government thus 
balanced, and with such capacities for empire as 
our people possess, we should build up a politi- 
cal system whose power and stability and benefi- 
cial influences would be unparalleled in all the 
history of the past. 
“I know, Mr. President, it may be said that 
such adistribution of power does not accord with 
the přineiplė of distributing power according to 
numbers; but I say if that be the true principle at 
all, itapplies only to States which ‘have a single 
government; it does not apply to confederacies; 
and if it.were left to me to amend this Constitu- 
tion, I would stamp upon this Government a 
character still more Siatinetly federative than that 
which it now bears. I say, then, that the distri- 
bution of power which I ‘propose would be en- 
. lirely just upon the federative principle. Nor 
would my proposition be at all more inconsistent 
with the principle of distributing power according 
to numbers than the arrangements of the present 
Federal Constitution. Nothing in my scheme is 
more unequal than the provision which gives the 
six New England States twelve Senators while 
New York has only two, although the popula- 
tion of that State is as great,and I believe greater, 
than that of all the New England States together. 
There is nothing in the scheme now proposed, 
- inconsistent with the federative principle; and if 
the slavcholding and the non-slaveholding States 
had: been standing apart for a dozen years in dif- 
ferent confederacies, and there was a proposition 
to unite those confederacies in one, no man would 
think it extreme, or be surprised if cach of the 
confederaciesinsisted upon such powers and such 
guarantees as would enable it to defend its own 
social system and to secure cquality, together 
with the opportunity for expansion according to 
the peculiar law of its development. 

But, Mr. President, as I said before, I do not 
mean to declare that thisis the only scheme upon 
which I will settle. Isay I believe it to afford 
the best basis of settlement which has yet been 
devised. There are other schemes upon which I 
wouldscttle. I would settle upon something which 
would give only a truce, provided it promised to 
be a long truce, and. then trust to public opinion 
and the progress of truth to remedy future evils 
when they might arise. But I would prefer, when 
we do settle, after all this turmoil and confusion, 
that we should do so upon some principle which 
promises us a permanent adjustment, a constant 
and continuing peace, a safe, an efficient, and a 
stable Government. 


Mr. President, T have founded my suggestions 
upon the fatt, which I take to be an accomplished 
fact, that some of the States of this Union have 
already withdrawn, and that the old Union has 
been dissolved, and has gone. I believe there is 
no way of obtaining a Union except through a 
reconstruction, because I utterly repudiate and 
deny that it can be done through the system of 


coercion, which some have proposed. Sir, I say, | 


if you were to attempt coercion, and by conquest 
to restore the Union, it would notbe the Union of 
ourfathers; butavery different one. Isay itwould 
be a Union constructed in entire opposition to the 
true American spirit and American principles; a 
Union of a number of subjugated provinces with 
others who governed them and wielded the whole 
power of the Confederacy. 

But, sir, I maintain that coercion, if it were pos- 
sible, is not right; and that ifit were right, itis not 
possible. I thinkitcan be shown thatitis neither 
right nor possible. Ibclieve that itcan be proved 
that the only effect of an attempt at coercion would 
be to destroy the chances of a reconstruction of the 
Union, or, in other words, to defeat all the hopes 
that are left to the friends of a Union in the coun- 
try. Isay that if itwere possible, it is not right. 
I believe it is not right, because I believe in the 
right of secession in the States. It is notmy pur- 
pose to repeat. the argument which has been so 
much better madeby my friend, the distinguished 
Senator from Louisiana, (Mr. Bensamin.}] Ido 
not mean to argue that question; I merely say 
that, to my mind, it lies in a nutshell. If it be 
true that our Constitution isa compact, as history 
demonstrates, between the States as parties; and 
if it be true, as Mr. Madison has demonstrated, 
that there is no common arbiter in disputes be- 
tween these parties; and if itbe true,as Mr. Web- 
ster has said, that a bargain broken on one side is 
broken on all sides, then it results inevitably that 
it is for the State to say whether the bargain has 
been broken, and to act accordingly. I do not say 
that this right of secession is laid down in the 
Constitution, It results from the nature of the 
compact. When two nations enter into a treaty 
of mutual obligations, and one fails to fulfill its 
part, the other may cancel it; not from any stip- 
ulation in the treaty, but from the nature of the 
compact. It is the very remed% for the very 
wrong; and, indeed, itis the only remedy for the 
wrong. 7 

But, sir, I care not what you call it; call it rev- 
olution, if you choose; let this be the name that 
you give it; I still say I think Ican show you 
from the Constitution that you have no right to 
interfere with it. If it be revolution, it is organ- 
ized revolution; itis a revolution conducted by an 
organized body,and so acknowledged to bein the 
Constitution itself. [fit be revolution, it isa rev- 
olution managed by the government which the 
Constitution acknowledges to be a legal govern- 
ment—I mean the government of the State. How, 
then, could thisGovernment pretend to treat asa 
rebel him who obcysa government thatitacknowl- 
edges-to be legitimate? Especially, how can it 
interfere to treat him as such when he has acted 
under a warrant from the very power from which 
this Government derives its authority? How does 
this Governmentderive its authority to administer 
its functions within the State of Virginia? It 
derives it from the assent of the people of the State 
of Virginia, given in the convention which repre- 
sented them in their sovereign capacity. How 
does the State government derive its authority? 
From the very same source; and in any dispute 
between the two, as to authority, it is for the 
source of authority to both to say whom the cit- 
izen shall obey. This Government rests and has 


its being in the assent of the people of the differ- ; 
ent States; and without it the Constitution has | 


clearly created a Government which cannot exist 
or be administered within a State. Then, if itbe 
true that this Constitution created a Federal Gov- 
ernment which cannot be administered within its 
limits without the assent of the people of the State, 
it would follow that the Constitution has declared, 
by implication, that the only authority of that 


Government rests upon the assent of the people | 


of the State; and that when this is withdrawn, it 
has no longer any rightful jurisdiction within it. 
Is it, then, true that this Government is so con- 
structed by the Constitution that itcannot execute 
its functions within the State without the assent 


so, then the Constitution clearly implies that the 
authority of the General Government is gone 
within the limits of a State when the people of 
that. State have withdrawn their assent to its ju- 
risdiction—a conclusion which is in entire accord- 
ance with the principles of free governmentas laid 
down by the fathers of the Constitution. 

I proceed then, Mr. President, to make good 
my proposition, that this Federal Government 
cannot be carried on within the limits and juris- 
diction of a State, without the assent, the aid, and 
the sympathy of its people. In the first place, it 
depends on the Legislatures of the different States 
to elect members of this body. If a majority of 
the States, although they might represent a small 
minority of the people, were to refuse to send 
Senators here, your Government is gone; you 
have lost one of the most important arms of the 
system; you have no longer a Senate. 

But, sir, in order to carry out the functions of 
this Government you must administer its judicial 
powers. Can you administer the judicial powers 
of this Government within a State if that State 
withdraws its assent and is determined to resist 
that administration? Can you do it by any means 
given you under the Constitution? Supposea 
State repeals the penalties for murder as against 
the officers of the General Government; suppose 
it repeals the penalties for false imprisonment as 
against those officers; suppose it should say it 
had reason to fear that the officers of the General 
Government would be appointed under influences 
which would be utterly destructive to its domestic 
peace and social system, and that they must give 

onds for good behavior, with sureties to be found 
in the State itself: if a State were to undertake 
to obstruct the course of Federal justice in that 
way, where would the remedy be found within 
the constitutional power of this Government? 
Would it undertake to pass a code of municipal 
legislation in order to protect the persons, and 
property, and cffects of its officers? Could it 
say that its officers should not be answerable to 
the jurisdiction of the State for offenses against 
the laws of the State when they were within its 
jurisdiction? Certainly they could not do that, 
consistently with the Constitution. When it 
came to such a pass as that, they would have the 
same right to enact and execute a municipal code 
for all the people of the States, that they would 
have to make one for that portion of the people 
who constituted the mass of the Federal officers. 

But, sir, that is not all. To obtain the right of 
exclusive legislation within dock-yards, forts, 
arsenals, and other needful buildings, Congress 
must have, first, the consent of the States. That 
must be given under the Constitution. Supposea 
State refuses its consent. Where would be your 
court-houses, your forts, your custom-houses? 
Where would you have the locus in quo, from 
which to administer the functions and the power 
of this General Government? Everywhere, if 
they were to refuse to give you this assent, you 
would be under State jurisdiction; and thus it 
would be in the power of the State constantly to 
thwart, obstruct, and prevent the administration 
of Federal justice, or the admiiyBtration of Federal 
power, within her limits and Jurisdiction, 

So, too, it is in the power of the States, if they 
choose, if they undertake to withdraw their as- 
sent from this Constitution, to defeat these great 
ends of the Union, which I have before de- 
scribed as designed to insure free intercourse and 
free trade between the citizens of the several 
States. Thus it will be found, when you come to 
examine the matter, that this Federal Govern- 
ment cannot exercise its most important and its 
essential functions within the limits of a State if 
the people of that State refuse to assent to its power, 
and choose to obstruct it by means which they 
have under the Constitution of the United States. 
If this be so, whatis the result to be derived from 
that fact? The result is, that the framers of the 
Constitution supposed that this Federal Govern- 
ment would only be an authorized Government 
within a State so long as it had the assent of the 
people of that State; and that when the people of 
that State withdrew their assent, it was not the 
authorized Government; and therefore they pro- 
vided no means for enforcing its powers and for 
exercising its jurisdiction. Fs not that the mevi- 
table conclusion, from the facts to which I have 
just alluded? Sir, the only mode in which you 


of the State, or against its will and authority? If jj could protect the administration of the Federal 
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affairs and the Federal jurisdiction within the 
State, would be to set aside the State government 
by force, and to reduce it to aterritorial condition; 
and then what would be the result? You first 
coerce a State because it secedes from thirty-two 
other members of this Confederacy; and you turn 
around and secede yourselves from it by reducing 
it from the condition of a State to the position of 
a Territory! 

But, Mr. President, I say that if coercion were 
right, it is impossible. Isay that no man can 
doubt that if it be attempted against one of the 
seceding States, all the slaveholding States will 
rally to the aid of their sister; and the idea that 
you can coerce eight, or ten, or fourteen, or fif- 
teen of the States of this Confederacy when stand- 
ing in a solid body, is preposterous. I acknowl- 
edge that you may make a civil war which will 
produce immense disasters in both sections of the 
country; Lacknowledge that you can inflict im- 
measurable evils and great calamities upon both 
the contending sections; butas to supposing that 
either one could subdue the other so as to place 
it under its yoke, and impose its laws upon it, I 
do not entertain the idea for an instant. 

Why, sir, how would this war of coercion be 
waged? It would take $100,000,000 yearly, for 
you cannot wage it with less than a hundred thou- 
sand men; and where would you get this sum? 
Not from imports; for what would the imports of 
the northern portion of the Confederacy be when 
you took from them all that comes in return for 
the exports of the South? You would have to 
sustain the war by loans and direct taxation; and 
is it to be supposed that the people would bear 
such burdens in such a cause as that? I belicve 
they might submit to any justand necessary tax- 
ation in the defense of their own legal and neces- 
sary rights; but would they submit to such a 
scheme of taxation for the purpose of enforcing 
their yoke upon other people—for the purpose of 
depriving those other people of the right of self- 
government? Whose would be the commerce 
that would be preyed upon? Not the southern 
commerce. That would go in foreign bottoms. 
The commerce to be preyed upon by privateers 
would be the commerce of the other section of 
the Confederacy. If it came to a question of 
plunder, which of the sections would afford the 
greatest temptation to plunder? Where are the 
Cities, villages, the concentrated wealth of a com- 
munity to be found in the greatest number and 
quantity ? Those are the objects which tempt the 
cupidity of a soldiery. You could not steal our 
negroes. Your own people would not allow you 
to take them and set them free among them, to 
enter into competition with them for labor and for 
wages. How would you carry on such a war, 
sir? Where would you find the means? You 
would not continue the attempt for more than six 
months before you would find it impossible, and 
you would abandon it. 

I say, therefore, that it is not possible, by any 
such means, to coerce the southern people into 
submission. I know there is a talk of attaining 
all the valuable purposes of a Union, by a simple 
blockade of the coast; thatis, by a blockade which 
should collect the customs and do nothing more. 
Where would the ships come from to blockade 
the whole southern coast? And how could they 
effect their purpose under this Constitution, un- 
less, indeed, they intend to violate it? Where 
would be their judges, their inspectors, their ap- 
praisers, their collectors? Where would they 
exercise their functions? On shipboard? That 
would be impossible. Would you transfer the 
cargo of the ship to another port of a collection 
district in another State, which had not seceded? 
Why, sir, the cargo would not be wanted there. 
How in regard to the commerce of the South dur- 
ing that period? You can lay no duty upon ex- 
ports. They would forbid their people, under 
penalties, to send their commodities by any but 
foreign bottoms; they might forbid the people, by 
penalties, from consuming any goods which they 
did not manufacture themselves, or import from 
abroad; and thus you would lose your most val- 
uable customers in the carrying trade, and the 
most profitable consumers of your manufactures. 

And what would you get in return? Would 
the customs that you thus collected pay the ex- 
penses of the blockade? Would they pay half 
the expenses of the blockade? Itis manifest they 
would not. The blockade, to be effectual, would 


|| —why not cede back the forts to those States that | 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


have to be a blockade of war, in which you pre- 
vented vessels from going either out or in; andis 
it to be supposed that foreign nations would allow 
this? Is it to be presumed that Great Britain, 
which has millions of human beings whose very 
existence depends upon cotton, that the great in- 
terests of civilization, would allow this grand ma- 
terial of human industry to be thus shut up and 
denied to them? Why, sir, it is not to be supposed 
fora moment. There are other Powers which 
would prevent such a blockade, in addition to 
the resistance which might be expected from the 
section that it was attempted thus to coerce. 

I say, then, Mr. President, that it is idle to 
think of coercion. You may, if you choose, if 
such be your feeling, inflict evils by waging civil 
war; but will you inflict more on others than you 
will receive in return? Will you be benefited by 
the operation when you come to sum up its re- 
sults and effects? I thinknot. Butsuppose you 
could sueceed—I put the question to you now— 
suppose you had succeeded according to your 
utmost wishes; suppose you had conquered the 
South; that you had subjugated the entire sections 
that you had reduced thosc States to the condition 
of dependent provinces: how then would youex- 
ercise your power? Would you apply your doc- 
trine, that there can be no property in slaves? In 
that community of eight or nine million white men 
and four million slaves, would you turn them 
loose together, and set the slaves frec? Would 
you repeat the experiment of the British West 
Indics—of the Island of Jamaica? Would your 
people stand by and see the cultivated fields re- 
turn to the bush, the white man being gradually 
reduced to the level of the negro, and the negro 
remitted and restored to his primitive condition 
of barbarism? Would the great interests of civ- 
ilization and humanity permit such a result? 
Would your own interests, your manufacturers, 
your shipowners, agree to it? Sir, it is not to 
be supposed that such a thing would be permitted; 
and what then would be the result? You would 
have to maintain the social system; you would 
have to recognize property in slaves; and what 
would follow from that? If you recognize prop- 
erty in slaves, you must cause fugitive slaves to 
be restored. If you recognize a property thatis 
under the jurisdiction of your Government, you 
must protect itssand if you do protect it, you 
must punish persons who attempt to make raids 
upon it, and to incite servile insurrections. And, 
sirs, if you once commit yourselves to the duty 
of protecting it throughout all these conquered 
States, you would find that it followed, as a ne- 
cessary consequence, that you must protect it 
wherever you had the exclusive jurisdiction. 
What, then, would become of your dogma of ex- 
eluding it from the Territories? What would be 
the effect of such an experiment? You pen them 
up until there comes to bea surplus population in 
the old States; you pen up the negroes, and say 
the negro shall not move, but the while man may. 
What is the effect of that? The white man does 
move when the wages of labor are low; the negro 
remains and gains the preponderance in popula- 
tion until you give him the best part of the conti- 
nent, and remove the white man‘to the worst. 
Could such an absurdity as this be tolerated, Mr. 
President? No, sir; not for a moment. 

Then, if you would be forced to accede to all 
these things, if you succeeded according to your 
wishes, and conquered and subdued us, after a 
bloody and harassing civil war, why not do it 
beforehand, when it would save the Union? Why 
notdo it now, when it would avertall these calam- 
ities? Why notavail yourself of the present oppor- 
tunity, when you may do so without the dreadful 
inconsistency which will be charged upon you, 
when you may be forced to do these very things 
after you have carried on this cruel and harass- 
ing and distressing system of civil war ? , 

I say, then, Mr. President, thatit is impossible 
to coerce the southern States, if you were to at- 
tempt to do so. If you had the constitutional 
right to do so, it would be impossible. Why 
create a civil war wantonly, without purpose, | 
without use or benefit to any one? If this be so, 
why not adopt the proposition in my resolution 


claim to have seceded, and to have withdrawn 
from this Confederacy? What do you want with 
them? What do you want with the forts in the 


harbor of Charleston? If you do not mean to i 


coerce South Carolina, they are of no use’ toy 
if you do mean-to coercé ‘her, you ought. not to 
have theni. “The whole: thing Hes ina- nutshell; 
because, if you do mean ‘to use them for the pur= 
pose of coercion, you light up the fames of ‘civil 
war, and there is no telling’ when’ those flames 
will be extinguished; if you do attempt to use 
them for the purpose of coercion, you destroy the 
chances of the construction of another. Union, 
which I still hope and. trust may take ‘place, an i 
which may prove to usa more permanent bond 
of alliance and fraternity than that one which is 
passing away from us. a 

I say, too, sir, that you have nö right, wher 
you, come to weigh the question of right, to hold 
on to these forts. You could not have obtained 
them without the consent of the Legislature of 
the State; that is: the provision of. the Constitu- 
tion. Upon what consideration was that consent 
given? Not for pecuniary considerations. It was 
given upon the consideration that they were tobe 
used for the defense of the State. Now, sit, you 
keep them when ‘they can no longer be used. for 
the defense of the State, but are proposed to be 
used for offensive purposes against her. The 
consideration, therefore,inmy opinion, has failed ; 
and in justice and equity, you ought to restore 
them, ` : 

But, Mr. President, if there were no moral ob- 
ligation upon you to do so, I maintain that con- 
siderations of policy ought to prompt you to do 
it. In no other way can you prevent the com- 
mencement of civil war. They say they have 
seceded; they say they are out of this ‘Union. 
I believe myself that they are. You maintain a 
different opinion; but certain itis, that while you 
might give them up without inconsistency, so far 
as yonr opinions are concerned, they could not 
yield them without absolute inconsistency, so far 
as their pretensions are to be considered. Lf they 
are an independent people, they have a right to 
these forts. If they are an independent people, 
they are bound to ‘take them, if they have the 
power to do so, when they believe they are in 
the possession of a foreign Power. But how is 
it with you? What inconsistency do you mani- 
fest, provided it be policy to do so, when you 
withdraw from them? You do not admit the 
doctrine of secession. In the form in which the 
resolution is proposed, you are not called upon 
to admit it. You may support the resolution 
upon the ground of policy; for, under the resolu- 
tion, a State which did not intend to secede might 
apply for a retrocession of the forts, and the retro- 
cession might be given in some cases from mo- 
tives of policy, and without the least violation ot 
the Constitution. Suppose the city of New York 
had said to us, at a time when the public defenses 
were going up at arate which did not satisfy her, 
because they were too slow, ‘ retrocede to us the 
jurisdiction; it is essential to us to have the forts; 
we will construct them rapidly; pass a Jaw al- 
lowing us to maintain troops, and we will man 
them and keep them.” It 1s obvious that there 
might be circumstances under which it would be 
politic for New York to make sucha demand, 
and there might be circumstances under whichit 
would be just and proper to grant 1t., Í say, 
therefore, you do nothing inconsistent with your 
opinions against secession, when you agree to 
return these forts; and there is nothing impolitic 
in such a concession, unless you desire to use 
them for purposes of coercion. . 

Mr. President, I maintain that every consider- 
ation of policy should induce us o emove that 
bone of contention, that cause of strife between 
us; and Í am especially anxious for it, because T 
believe thatif we have civi war, we loscall hopes 
of reconstructing this Union. I desire myself 
to see it reconstructed on principles of fairness, 
equality, and justice, between the sections. I 
believe that if a drop of blood is once shed, if you ` 
do not destroy the chances of it, you postpone it 
to a very distant day; and for one, I do not desire 
to see this. I presume that we shall soon see 
nearly all the southern States out of the Union. 
I think it probable that they will unite first and 
form a union of the South for the sake of the 
South; and having done so, I hope and trust and 
believe that they will call a southern convention 
for the purpose of proposing a reaccommodation 
and readjustment on proper terms; and if the non- 
slaveholding States at the same time shall assem- 


ble in convention and exchange propositions, I 


hope and trust:that some settlement may. be-had, 
gome reconstruction to make this Union. more 
permanent and this Government. more valuable 
than ever it has been to us in the past. Secession 
doeg not necessarily destroy the Union, or rather 
‘ the hopes of reunion; it may turn.out to be the 
necessary path to reconstruction. The secession 
of the Roman people to the Sacred Mount did not 
destroy Romie... On the contrary, it led to a recon- 
struction of .the constitution, to the tribunitian 
veto, to new securities for the equality and liberty 
of the people.. ‘The Roman Government became 
more permanent and powerful than before, and 
the Roman people benefited by the change. But 
if it should turn out that in this exchange of prop- 
ositions it was. impossible to accommodate the 
difference, still it might result in the establish- 
ment of some league, not merely commercial, but 
political, holding us together by a looser bond 
than any which has bound us heretofore, and we 
might thus still secure many of the benefits of this 
Government and this Union, while we left each 
section free to follow the law of its own genius, 
and to.develop itself according to the promptings 
of its own nature. 

I say, therefore, that, so far as I can weigh the 
question, it is no more a question of Union, but 
one of reunion, To produce reunion, it is es- 
sential that the southern States should be allowed 
to take that position which it is obvious they are 
going to take, in peace. You must give, too, all 
the time you can, and offer all the o portunities 
you may, to those who desire to make an effort 
for the reconstruction of thisConfederacy. Sir, I 
say lam one of those; for while L believe that 
the South owes it to itself first to secure its own 
position, to provide for its own protection, to 
unite in such strength as will enable it to defend 
itself against all gocrs and comers, I also be- 
lieve that the interests of mankind, our own inter- 
ests, and the interests of our confederates, would 
then require that we should reconstruct the old 
Union if we can, or rather construct a new Union 
on terms of equality and of justice. 

But, Mr. President, will this be possible if we 
enter into a course of civil war? If brother be- 

ins to. shed the: blood of brother, and people 
become irritated and excited at the sight of 
blood, will it be possible to reunite us again? 
And, sir, I ask if the Republicans are willing, if 
they mean to insist, to add civil war to the long 
catalogue of enormities for which they are to be 
held responsible hereafter? Is it not enough that 
they have marched into power over the ruins of 
the Constitution, and that they have seized this 
Government at the expense of the Union? Will 
they be contented’ with nothing less now than 
civil war, and such a strife, according to their 
own account of it, as is unparalleled in the his- 
tory of modern and civilized warfare? It is said 
that this fratricidal contest is to be attended with 
horrors and atrocities at which even the men of 
Wallenstein, her “ whiskered pandours and fierce 
hussars,”’ would stand aghast and pale. 

I would ask if they are, indeed, willing *to let 
loose the dogs of war, hot from hell, to raven 
through this land; if they desire that ‘one spirit 
of the first-born Cain’? shall reign in every Amer- 
ican bosom, to prepare the hearts and minds of 
men for blood, and to stir up fratricidal strife 


throughout this once happy country? What ex- | 


cuse, when. they have returned from such a war 
of devastation and ruin, will they be able to give 
to their own consciences? How will they account 
with humanity for its best hopes, which they 
have destroyed; for having crushed out and ex- 
tinguished the highest capacities for usefulness, 
progress, and development, which were ever be- 
stowed on man? Sir, what judgment will pos- 
terity pronounce upon them when it comes to sit 
in Tasement on the deeds occasioned by such un- 
hallowed ambition? Will itnot say, * You found 
peace, and you established war; you found an 
empire of the United States, and you have rent 
and scattered it into separate and hostile frag- 
ments??? f 

And, more awful still, what account will they 
render at the bar of Heaven, when, from manya 
burning homestead and many abloody battle-field, 
spectral hosts shall appear to accusé them there; 
when the last wail of suffering childhood shall 
rise from the very pas of the grave to make its 
feeble plaint against them, and the tears of woman, 
helpless woman, shail plead against them for her 


832 ~«C THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


wounded honor in the voiceless woe of her ineffa- 
ble despair? How will they account for it before 
man and God, before earth and Heaven, if they 
close with blood this great American experiment 
which was inaugurated by Providence in the wil- 
derness to insure peace on earth and good will to 
man; an experiment which was maintained and 
conducted by our fathers, not only by their blood, 
but with their most pious care? “How will they 
hide themselves from the accusation, when one 
universal voice of misery and despair shall be 
heard throughout the land ? 

I say to them, sir, that it will be no compensa- 
tion or excuse for such sins that they have suc- 
ceeded in enabling themselves to wave a barren 
Scepter over a mutilated empire, an exhausted and 
a suffering land! Why isit that these threats 
are made? Is it done for the purpose of prevent- 
ing the southern States from seceding? Never 
have been taken more ill-judged steps to secure 
an end. They but precipitate and hasten what 
they wish to prevent. Such threats of coercion 
as these only serve to make the southern States 
precipitate themselves into the arms of each other, 
that they may stand together in a common cause, 
and unite their strength to make a common de- 
fense. I say, for my own State, that she has 
not yet commissioned me tospeak; she is taking 
counsel at home as to her future action; but this 
I do feel authorized to declare: she loves peace, 
and she desires to avoid war; but she will notbe 
deterred from asserting her rights by threats of 
coercion or from any fear of consequences. Sir, 
once before in her past history, in the sacred name 
of honor, liberty, and equality, she staked her 
destiny on the war of the Revolution, when “the 
cause of Boston was the cause of all;” and forthe 
same high considerations, I know that she will 
imperil all again, if she believes it to be her duty 
todo so. And if the day shall ever come when 
she can neither defend her honor nor assert her 
rights because the hand of power wields its bloody 
sword before her, she will feel that it would be 
better for her name and fame to perish with them. 

Republican Senators, why are these threats of 
coercion sent to the southern States, who are seek- 
ing to do no evil to others, but merely to protect 
and defend themselves? Do they go out with 
any purpose of attacking your rights? Do they 
secede with the wish to injure oy disturb you in 
any manner? Are they not going outsimply for 
the purpose of exercising that first law of nature 
and of nations, the right of self-government, be- 
cause they believe they are not safe under your 
rule? Aro they not willing to meet all the respons- 
ibilities which they may have incurred while they 
were carrying on a joint government with you? 
Why, then, sirs, do you claim to pursue them 
with fire and with sword; and why do you deny 
to them that right which belongs to every organ- 
ized people? When we were asserting that right 
against the Government of Great Britain, we 
claimed, and we received, the sympathics of the 
whole civilized world. When the E pahish prov- 
inces rebelled against the mother country, we 
were quick to express our sympathy and regard 
for their cause. When Greece, distant Greece, 
asserted her independence, we were among the 
first to express our sympathy for her. Now, sir, 
the right which we are free to offer, and the sym- 
pathy which we gladly extend, to foreigners and 
to alicns, are refused to our own brethren; and 
you say that, if they attempt to exercise them, 
you will pursue them to the death. 

Mr. President, is it to be supposed that any 
Anglo-Saxon people, people of our own blood 
and race, would submit to such demands? Is there 
any free people who are worthy of liberty, who 
would not say that sooner than yield to such de- 
mands as these we bid you to wrap in flames our 
dwellings, and float our land inbleod? I believe 
if they attempt to coerce the southern people in 
this regard, they will mect not only with the 
general detestation of mankind, but with such re- 
sistance as has never been shown before in the 
world, except, perhaps, in the history of Holland, 
whose people fought behind the dykes and flooded 
their land with the waves of the sea, preferring 
death in any and every form rather than submis- 
sion to such oppression and tyranny. 

But, Mr. President, I do not wish to pursue 
this line of argument. I do not desire to engage 
in any discussion which so much stirs the blood 
as the supposition that such rights as these are to 
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be denied to any portion of my countrymen. I 
choose rather to stand in the character in which 
lappear this. day. 1 stand. here to plead for peace; 
not that my State, in my opinion, has any reason 
to fear war more that another, but because it is 
the interest of all to preserve the peace. In the 
sacred names of humanity and of Christian civ- 
ilization; in the names of thirty million human 
souls, men, women, y children, whose lives, 
whose honor, and wh&e happiness, depend upon 
the events of such a civil war as that with which 
we are threatened; in the name of the great Ame- 
ican experiment, which, as I said beforc, was 
founded by Providence in the wilderness, and 
which, I insist, has not yet failed; I appeal to 
the American people to prevent the effusion of 
blood. It is said that the very scent of blood 
stirs up the animal passions of man. Give us 
time for the play of reason. Let us see, after the 
southern States have secured themselves by some 
united action, if we cannot bring together once 
more our scattered divisions; if we cannot close 
up our broken ranks; if we cannot find some place 
of conciliation, some common ground upon which 
we all may rally once more; and when the col- 
umns come mustering in from the distant North 
and the furthest South, from the rising and from 
the setting sun, to take their part in that grand 
review, the shout of their war-cry shall. shake the 
air until it brings down the very birds in their 
flight as it ascends to the heavens to proclaim to 
the world that we are united once more, brothers 
in war, and brothers in peace, ready to take our 
wonted place in the front line of the mighty 
march of human progress, and able and willing 
to play for the mastery in that game of nations 
where the prizes are power and empire, and where 
victory may crown our name with eternal fame 
and deathless renown. 

Mr. HARLAN. Mr. President—— 

Mr. BAKER. By the leave of the Senator 
from Iowa, I desire to ask the gentleman from 
Virginia, if he will allow me, and consider it re- 
spectful, one question. 

Mr. HUNTER. What is the question? 

Mr. BAKER. itis this: if a majority of this 
branch of Congress, the constitutional majority, 
and a majority of the other branch, also the 
constitutional majority, shall pass constitutional 
amendments, to be submitted according to the 
forms of the Constitution, for the consent and ap- 
probation of the people; in that event, if they be 
such as substantially meet the views of gentle- 
men on the other side, will the Senator from Vir- 
ginia, so far as he can, throw the weight of Vir- 
ginia, and especially the weight of his own indi- 
vidual character, to maintain the Constitution as 
it is, the Government as it is, the laws as the 
now are, with the power of the Government, until 
the people, or the States, shall have decided upon 
those amendments? 

Mr. HUNTER. The Senator has asked me 
some questions which I cannotanswer. I cannot 
answer for Virginia; I am not authorized to do 
so. lcan only say this: that I will vote for the 
propositions of the Senator from Kentucky which 
were presented in committee; and other gentlemen 
declared that they believed they would be satis- 
factory; but whether the people, who are now 
seceding and getting in line together for pur- 
poses of common defense, would wait to ascer- 
tain whether the States would adopt them, I am 
not authorized to say. 

Mr. BAKER. That is not quite it; Ido not 
make myself understood by the gentleman. Wid 
the gentleman himself, as a Senator—— 

Mr. HUNTER. If the Senator is not satis- 
fied, | cannot satisfy him. 

Mr. BAKER. Ah! 

Mr. HARLAN addressed the Senate for two 
hours and a half. [His speech will be published 
in the Appendix.] 

Mr. POLK. 1 move to postpone the subject 
under consideration until Monday next, at one 
o’clock; at which time I should like to have an 
opportunity to address the Senate. 

Mr. WILSON. I believe we have the message 
of the President under consideration, have we not? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Foster 
in the chair.) That subject is not now before the 
Senate. 

Mr. WILSON. 
consideration. 

Mr. POLK.. No, sir. 


T understood it was under 
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. Theresolution 
of the Senator from Virginia is before the Senate; 
and the motionis that it be postponed until Mon- 
day next, and made the special order for that day 
at one o’clock. f 

The motion was agreed to. 


EXECUTIVE SESSION. 


On motion of Mr. WILSON, the Senate pro- 
ceeded to the consideration of executive business; 
and after some time spent therein, the doors were 
reopened, and the Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Fripay, January 11, 1861. 


The House met at twelve o’clock, m. Prayer 
by the Chaplain, Rev. Tuomas H. STOCKTON. 
TheJournal of yesterday was read and approved. 


COMMAND OF ARMY AND NAVY, 


Mr. LOVEJOY. Task the unanimous consent 
of the House to offer the following resolution: 

Resolved, (as the judgment of this House,) That in the 
present state of the country, it would be wise and patriotic 
for the President of the United States to confer, tempora- 
rily, the power of Commander-in-Chief of the Army and 
Navy upon Lieutenant General Winfield Scott, and charge 
him to see that the Republic should receive no detriment. 

Mr. JONES. I object to that resolution. 

Mr. CURTIS. I would like to say one word 
in reference to that resolution. The President of 
the United States cannot delegate the power of 
Commander-in-Chicf of the Army and Navy to 
General Scott or anybody else. 

The SPEAKER. The resolution is objected 
to, and cannot be received. 

Mr. BRANCH. I hope the objection will be 
withdrawn, and that we may have a vote on the 
resolution by yeas and nays. 

Mr. JONES. I withdraw my objection to the 
resolution. Lam willing thata vote shall be taken 
upon it, that we may see who is in favor of the 
establishment of a military despotism. 

Mr. KILGORE. I renew the objection to the 
resolution. 

EXCUSE FROM SERVICE. 


Mr. HICKMAN. Irise to a question of priv- 
ilege. I see my name announced as a member of 
the select committee to whom was referred the 
recent message of the President of the United 
States. I ask to be excused from service on that 
committee. I have a great many reasons for 
making this request of the House, which it is not 
necessary now to give, 

The question was taken; and Mr. Hickman 
was excused from service upon the select com- 
mittee. 

Mr. Joun H. Reynoups was afterwards ap- 
pointed to fill the vacancy. 

JEREMIAH PENDERGAST. 

‘Mr. SHERMAN. Icall for the regular order 
of business. 

Mr. BURNETT. I desire to appeal to the 
gentleman from Ohio to permit me to ask the 
unanimous consent of the Elouse to discharge the 
Committee of the Whole House from the further 
consideration of a bill for the relief of Jeremiah 
Pendergast, a soldier who, I am informed, is now 
sick, and in very needy circumstances, It isa bill 
to increase his pension from four to eight dollars 
a month, and has been unanimously reported. 

Mr.SHERMAN, In the regular order of busi- 
ness the committee, of which the gentleman is a 
member, will be called. ; 

Mr. BURNETT. The bill is already in the 
Committee of the Whole House. It has passed 
the Senate; and J ask the House to pass it now. 

Mr. FENTON. [call for the regular order of 
business. 1 know a great many cases of equal 
merit that are pressing upon the House in like 
manner. 

The SPEAKER. The regular order of busi- 
ness is the call of committees for reports of a pri- 
vate character. 

JAMES L. EDWARDS. 


Mr. HUTCHINS, from the Committee of 
Claims, reported back, with a recommendation 
that it do pass, a bill (C. C. No. 97) for the relief 
of James L. Edwards, administrator of Thomas 
R. Gedney, deceased; which was referred to a 
Committee of the Whole House, and, with the 
accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 


ADVERSE REPORT. 


Mr. MOORHEAD, -from the Committee on 
Commerce, made an adverse report on the peti- 
tion of F. E. Hassler; which was laid upon the 
table, and ordered to be printed. i 


HEIRS OF NOAIL WISWALL. 


Mr. LOVEJOY, from the Committee on Pub- 
lic Lands, reported a bill for the relief of the heirs 
and legal representatives of Noah Wiswall; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to a 
Committee of the Whole- House, and, with the 
accompanying report, ordered to he printed. 


THOMAS REDMOND. 


On motion of Mr. HALE, the Committee of 
Claims was discharged from the further consid- 
eration of the petition of Thomas Redmond; and 
the same was referred to the Committee on Inva- 
lid Pensions. 

LAND OFFICE REPORT. 


Mr. LOVEJOY, from the Committee on Pub- 
lic Lands, reported the following resolution; which 
was referred, under the rules, to the Committee 
on Printing: 

Ordered, That the Public Printer be instructed to furnish 


five hundred copies of the last annual report of the General 
Laud Office, tor the use of said office. 


F. W. BEAUCHAMP AND BETSEY D. TOWNSEND. 


Mr. ADAMS, of Kentucky, from the Commit- 
tee on the Post Officeand Post Roads, reported a 
bill for the relief of E. W. Beauchamp and Betsey 
D. Townsend; which was read a firstand second 
time. 

Mr. ADAMS, of Kentucky. I ask that the bill 
be put upon its passage; and I hope the House 
will hear my colleague from the third district 
{Mr. Bristow] for a moment. 

Mr. BRISTOW. One word, if you please. 

Mr. FENTON. H this bill is to take up the 
time of the House in debate, I must object to it. 

Mr. BRISTOW. It will take up no time. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New 
York is laboring under a misapprehension. The 
Chair thinks that a single objection is not suffi- 
cient to prevent the consideration of a bill, if it 
contains no appropriation. 

Mr. BRISTOW. Mr. Beauchamp, the appli- 
cant in this case, had a young son, a little over 
sixteen years of age, and imprudently placed hirn 
in a drug store at which the post office was con- 
ducted. The boy was charged with taking a 
small sum of money froma letter. THe was in- 
dicted in the district court of Kentucky. His 
father became his security. The bond was for- 
feited. His father applied to the President of the 
United States to be released; but there was no 
law authorizing his release, or it would have been 
done. The law simply applies to the District of 
Columbia, and no further; and the Constitution 
did notauthorizeit. He now applies to Congress 
simply to be released from that bond. An exe- 
cution has been levied upon all his property, and 
he will be beggared unless he is released. The 
boy, as I have stated, was over sixteen years of 
age. His neighbors have applied with greatunan- 
imity; the Governor of Kentucky has applied; 
every Representative in Congress from Kentucky 
has applied; and all the good people in the neigh- 
borhood look upon it as acase in which relicf 
should be given. It is simply a release of the 
principal and security of the bond. Every dollar 
of the costs has been paid, and is certified here 
upon the papers on record. I trust that no gen- 
tleman will object to the bill. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read 
a third time; and being engrossed, it was accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. ADAMS, of Kentucky, moved to recon- 
sider the vote by which the bill was passed; and 
also moved to lay the motion to reconsider upon 
the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

MARVIN M. HICKOX AND A. M. PETTINGILL. 

Mr. ADAMS, of Kentucky, from the Commit- 
tee on the Post Office and Post Roads, reported 
a bill for the relief of Marvin M. Hickox and A. 
M. Pettingill, of Vigo county, Indiana; which 
was read a first and second time. 

Mr. ADAMS, of Kentucky. Fask that the bill 
be put upon its passage. 

The Clerk read the bill. It directs the Post- 
master General to pay to Marvin M. Hickox and 
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A, M: Pettingill $4106, being one month's extra: 
pay for one weekly trip discontinued- by the Post 
master General on a mail route: on which they 
were contractors. ey ae ee 
The bill was ordéred to be engrosséd and read’ 
a third time; and being engrossed, it was-accord-" 
ingly read the third time, and passed: ~ 
REPRESENTATIVES OF NOAH WISWALL. sa A 
Mr. LOVEJOY. I ask the unanimous consent: 
of the House that the Committee: of the: Whole! 
House be discharged from the further considera- : 
tion of the bill for the relief of the heirs and legal: 
representatives of Noah Wiswall, and’ that the 
same be put upon its passage. > 
The bill having been read,:the Committee. of. 
the Whole. House was, by unanimous consent, 
discharged from its further consideration; the bill 
was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; 
and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the - 
third time, and passed: ` : 
Mr. LOVEJOY moved to- reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed; and also moved to 
lay the motion to reconsider upon the-table. \~ 
The latter motion was agreed to. 


ADVERSE REPORTS. 


Mr. THAYER, from the Committee on Pub- 
lic Lands, made adverse reports on the following 
matters; which were severally laid upon the table, 
and ordered to be printed: 

The petition of James Palmer, guardian of 
Hannah Russell, asking for bounty lands; 

In relation to the subject of a resolution of the 
House of Representatives, passed February 24 
1860; K 

The petition of Russell Austin; and 

The memorial of citizens of. Crescent City, 


California. 
JAMES W., NYE. 

Mr. CARTER. I ask the unanimóus consent: 
of the House to report back from the Committee 
for the District of Columbia Senate bill No. 474, 
to provide for the payment of the claim of J. W. 
Nye, assignee of Peter Bargy, jr, and Hugh 
Stewart. 

There was no objection. : 

. The bill was read. . It directs the First Comp- 
troller of the Treasury to adjust and settle the 
claim of J. W. Nye, assignee of Peter Bargy, 
jr, and Hugh Stewart, for losses sustained by 
them in their contract for macadamizing Pennsyl- 
vania avenue, which loss was not occasioned by 
the fault or negligence of said contractors, but 
from their being compelled to prosecute it during 
the prevalence of the cholera, and by the inter- 
ference of officers of the Government. 

Mr. BRANCH. I would like to ask the chair- 
man of the Committee for the District of Colum- 
bia what is the amount of this claim, if he have 
any information in regard to it? 

Mr. CARTER. Itis not ascertained what the 
amount may be; something like three or four 
thousand dollars. . 

Mr. BRANCH. Can the gentleman inform 
me how many claims this party has had passed 
through Congress for the last ten or twelve years? 

Mr. CARTER. Icannot. This bill has been 
favorably reported some fifteen times by commit- 
tees of the House and Senate, and sometimes 
passed by either one body or the other. This is 
a Senate bill, which was passed last session. 

Mr. BRANCH. If Lam not mistaken, there 
have been several bills passed for the relief of this 
party since I have been a member of this House. 

Mr. BURNETT. { will say to the gentleman 
from North Carolina that I think he is mistaken 
in stating that there have been several bills passed 
for the relief of this claimant. There has been 
but one bill passed by Congress for his benefit; 
but that was not for or on account of the claim 
now presented. This claim has been before Con- 
gress for several years, and passed the Senate 
last session. From the examination which I 
have given to it, I think the bill ought to pass. 

Mr. BRANCH. I do not mean to be under- 
stood as insimating that we have already passed 
a billincluding the particular claim embraced in 
the bill now pending. This party, however, is 
a very constant claimant on the Government for ” 
extra services and for extra compensation. Sach, 
at least, is my understanding. And since hé has 
been so successful in getting his claims allowed 
by Congress heretofore, it does seem to me alittle 
strange that this claim, if it were-a meritorious 
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one;.should not have been allowed as well as.the 
others: -I donot. profess to. be acquainted. with 
the merits:of this claim at all.: But E am very apt 
to'think,Mr. Speaker, when 1 find-a party so.con- 
stantly before Congress, and getting a.large num- 
ber of.claims allowed, that when he has. still a 
claim: which has.been.all the time rejected, that 
claim has not. much merit in it. I may be in error 
as to the fact.“ I may be in error as:to this party 
having had so many: claimns passed in ‘his favor. 
If.so, I desire to: be corrected by.the chairman of 
the Committee for the District of Columbia. I 
know, moreover, that when this claim was before 
the House on former. occasions, one or two gen- 
tlemen who had investigated it opposed it very 
decidedly. . They were gentlemen who were well 
acquainted with the merits of the case—who had 
studied the case, and who could not be induced to 
withdraw their opposition to it. f 

Under these circumstances, I think that this bill 
ought to be referred toa Committee of the Whole 
House. We will go into committee directly, and 
can discuss it there. Let ittake the course which 
other private bills take. j 

Mr. BURNETT. I desire to put my friend 
from North Carolina right in reference to one of 
his statements. He says that this claimant has 
had several bills passed for his relief by Congress. 
Tn that he is mistaken. But one bill for his relief 
has passed this House sice my service here com- 
menced. This claim was not embraced in it. I 
think this‘bill has been pending for some seven 
years, and has been favorably reported by the 
Committee for the District of Columbia every time 
that it was referred toit. That is my recollection 
ofthe fact. 

Mr. CARTER. The gentleman from North 
Carolina labors under a mistake about this claim 
having already been allowed. It has been before 
Congress for a long time; and, as I understand, it 
has passed the House and the Senate, but not at 
the same session, so that it might become a law 
of the land, and that this man should be compen- 
sated. 

Mr. BRANCH. I submit to the House, Mr. 
Speaker, whether the fact that this bill has been 
so often before the House, and has still failed, is 
nota very strong argument why it should not be 
passed now, without being considercd in Com- 
mittee of the Whole House. 

*Mr. CARTER. it has passed one House; but 
at too late.a period of the session to be acted on 
inthe other, |. i : 

.Mr, HUGHES. It seems to me that the longer 
justice has been delayed, the greater the reason 
why it should be done now. 

Mr. CARTER. The claim has been favorably 
reported by fifteen separate committees; and no 
committee has reported against it. 

Mr. CRAWFORD. desire to ask the chair- 
man of the Committee for the District of Colum- 
bia how much money this bill appropriates? 

Mr. CARTER. 6 does not appropriate any 
amount. It refers the claim to the proper Depart- 
ment, that it may be adjudicated and ascertained 
what is actually due to the claimant. 

Mr. CRAWFORD. I desire to ask any gen- | 
tleman in the House to tell. me what this bill does 
appropriate? I am very well satisficd that the bill 
ought not to pass, I gave it some investigation 
last session. 

Mr, CARTER. The claim, if I understand it 
aright, is. between three and four thousand dollars. 
But it is to be referred.to the proper Department 
to be adjusted, and to sce whether the claimantis | 
oris not entitled to anything. 

Mr. CRAWFORD. I think it an extraordi- 
nary thing thata bill of this sort should be before 
Congress for the last fifteen years, without a sin- 
gle member of the House or of the Committee for 


the District of Columbia being able to tell what || 


-amount is appropriated in it. If this man has a} 
just claim against the Government, it is an equi- 
table claim. Ee has no legal demand against the 
Government, There may possibly be some equity 
in the claim; butif there be, there should be some 
member who would be able to state what the 
amount would be. If there be a member who | 
knows anything about it, I should like to know. | 
I have had a conversation myself with a party. | 
He sought me yesterday, and spoke to me in 

respect to it. He did not know, himself, how 

much the amount was that was due to him, or 

whether there was anything at all due to him. | 


It is a mere matter.of equity between the Gov- 
ernment: and himself. And yet this House is 
called upon to pass a bill without knowing how 
much it appropriates, or whether there is anything 
atall due to the claimant. [tis nota fixed amount; 
and I suggest to the chairman of the Committee 
for the District of Columbia, that he should let 
this bill take the regular course, and go, as other 

rivate bills go, to a Committee of the Whole 
Bouse, where itcan be discussed and the facts 
ascertained. 

Mr. CARTER. This is a Senate bill, and it 
has been scrutinized in that body. 

Mr. CRAWFORD. Exactly. Now, if the 
gentleman will show me a private bill that has 
ever been closely scrutinized by the Senate, he 
will show me something which I have never 
seen. Talk ofa private bill being scrutinized by 
the Senate! ; 

Mr. CARTER. Well, if it was not, it ought 
to have been. 

Mr. CRAWFORD. It is actually astonishing 
to hear a gentleman talk about the Senate scru- 
tinizing a private claim. And yet neither the 
Senate nor the House, nor the committee that re- 
ported the bill, nor the member from New York, 
nor my friend from Kentucky, nor anybody else, 
can tell how much is to be paid from the Treas- 
ury under this bill, Let it, I repeat, take the 
usual course of private bills, and if the claim be 
a just one, it will be allowed. The party can- 
not complain of that course being taken. 

Mr. CARTER. If I understand it, the bill 
will not appropriate more than four thousand 
dollars. 

Mr. CRAWFORD. But you say that you do 
not understand how much. 

Mr. CARTER. We refer it to the Depart- 
ment to see whether this party is entitled to the 
claim he makes. x 

Mr. CRAWFORD. You refer it to the De- 
partment for them to inquire into the amount due 
to this party? 

Mr. CARTER. Yes, sir. i 

Mr. CRAWFORD. The gentleman and the 
House know very well how these billsare usually 
drawn. They are drawn with language such as 
the House of Representatives frequently does not 
notice; and under peculiar words, we have actu- 
ally authorized the payment of an amount of 
money, which we have ourselves been greatly 
astonished at when we found out what it was. 

Mr. CARTER. I have no doubt that we have 
honest men at the heads of the various Depart- 
ments of the Government, who will thoroughly 
investigate this claim. They will deduct from the 
claim all that ought to be deducted, and they will 
not pay any more than is due. 

r. CRAWFORD. The Departmentsconsider 
such bills as this as instructions to them to pay 
this money. I move that the bill be laid upon 
the table. 

Mr.CARTER. [hope that that motion will 


not prevail. 

Mr. BRANCH. I ask the gentleman from 
Georgia to allow me to read a passage from the 
report of the committee which had this bill in 
charge. 

Mr. CRAWFORD. I withdraw my motion 
for that purpose, 

Mr. BRANCH. Mr. Speaker, I dislike very 
much to be compelled to discuss bills brought 
before the House with such limited means of in- 
formation as we possess; and if, now and then, 
when itis attempted to put bills in this way upon 
their passage, without examining into all the par- 
ticulars, we should stumble into errors, it is not 
the fault of those of us who are seeking the means 
of getting information by sending them to com- 
mittees, but rather the fault of those who compel 
us to act in the dark. 

In reference tothe amount of this claim, I wish 
to read a passage from the report of the commit- 
tee which accompanies the bill. The report is 


not very distinct as to the amount; but when the | 
| extract is read, the House will see that the amount 


of this claim, which we are called upon to pass, 
is much larger than two or three thousand dollars. 
The extract is as follows; 


“ The amount of work done by Stewart during the influ- 
ence of the cholera, at his contract price, was $10,924 60. 
The amount done by Bargy during the same time, at his 
contract price, was $7,871 40, amounting in all to $18,796, 
to which amount, according to the principles adopted by 
former committees, one hundred per cent. ought to he added 


for the diminished amount of labor performed by the men, 
the contractors being compelled to employ two hundred to 
perform what one hundred would have done in the same 
length of time, had the contractors been allowed to suspend 
their work during the influence of the cholera ; and to this 
amount add fifty per cent. for the increased price paid.the 
laborers to induce them to stay on the work, and from this 
amount deduct the amounts paid the original contractors, 
and their assignee or attorney, and-should there remain a 
balance, thus found, still unpaid, that the proper account- 
ing officers of the Treasury pay the same to J. W. Nye, the 
assignee of said contractors; and in accordance with the 
foregoing principie the committee report a bill and earnestly 
recommend its passage.” 

So, sir, it seems that the original contract was 
for $18,796. To thatamount the committee propose 
to add one hundred per cent., which is to double 
that amount and make it some thirty-seven thou- 
sand dollars. x: 

Mr. CARTER. One hundred per cent. upon 
the labor actually done. 

Mr. BRANCH. And then it is proposed to 
add fifty per cent., which is some nine thousand 
dollars, making in all between forty-five and fifty 
thousand dollars. From that amount is to be 
deducted the amounts heretofore paid to Nye. 
What those amounts are we cannot tell; we have 
no means of knowing; but, as the original contract 
was only for $18,000, itis quite evident that what 
the committee allows under this bill must at least 
be the difference between $18,000 and 447,000. 

The report may mislead me. The chairman of 
the committee may be able to make it clear, not- 
withsténding what I have read from the report— 
that the bill appropriates only a very anal sum 
of money, not to exceed two or three thousand 
dollars. 1 would like to have the matter discussed 
in the Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union. 

This name of Nye is familiar to those of us 
who have been here for five or six years. I have 
not served in a session of Congress since I have 
been here when this party was not before Con- 
gress, in some shape or other, trying to have one 
claim or another passed by the Government, 

I will now read the last clause of the report; 
which, perhaps, will indicate to the House one 
of the reasons why the passage of this bill is- 
urged. The committee gives it as one of the 
reasons; and perhaps itis one of the most influ- 
ential reasons whieh operated upon them: 

“Tn justice to.the claimantand his family, and in con- 
sideration of the great length of time most faithfully de- 
voted by him to the prosecution of this claim, and to relieve 
Congress from any further importunity and expense, the 
committee recommend its immediate settlement.” 

In consideration of the great length of time 
most faithfully devoted by him to the prosecution 
of thisclaim! Not to the prosecution of the work, 
but in consideration of the great length of time 
devoted by him to the prosecution of this claim; 
and to relieve Congress from any further impor- 
tunity and expense, the committee recommends 
its immediate scttlement. Isubmitto the House 
if that is a sufficient reason for a committee of 
this House to pass a bill in this hot haste. It is 
not in consideration of the services rendered, but 
in consideration of the great length of the time 
devoted by this party to prosecuting this claim; 
and in order to relieve Congress from any further 
importunity, the committee recommend that the 
claim should now be settled. 

If I am correct, Mr. Speaker, in the impression 
on my mind, that this is an old claimant, one who 
has had many claims before Congress, then, so 
far from getting rid of his importunity by passing 
the bill, F would not be surprised if we only in- 
sured a continuance of it, I think the way to get 
rid of importunity in such cases, where claims 
have been deliberately examined and passed upon 
and rejected by Congress, is not to pass the claims, 
but to reject them decisively, and for the commit- 
tees of this House to refuse ever afterwards to 
consider them, unless new evidence be brought 
forward with them. Iam not willing to get rid 
of the importunity of this party in any such way. 
I am not willing to try the experiment of getting 
rid of it in that way. So far from getting rid of 
it, I think we will only insure that he will be here 
again at the next session of Congress with an- 
other and perhaps a larger claim. 

I insist on my motion to refer the bill to the 
Committee of the Whole onthe state ofthe Union. 
If we find that itis a just claim, as possibly we 
may, Í will be as ready as any member upon this 
floor to do justice to this party; but where the 
circumstances are suspicious, as they are in this 
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case—I mean suspicious as to the justice and the 
right of the claim—I am unwilling to have it 
passed until we have -had an opportunity to in- 
vestigate it. I will go into the Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union with the gen- 
tleman who reported the bill, and those around 
me who are so confident of its justice—gentle- 
men upon whose judgment I have great reliance— 
I will, I say, go into the Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union with them, and inté the 
investigation of the case, fully and fairly. If it 
is a just claim, I will go with them for paying it; 
and if it is not a just claim, I am satisfied that 
they will not ask Congress to pass it. I demand 
the previous question on the motion to refer. Tf, 
however, the chairman of the Committee for the 
District of Columbia wants to reply to my re- 
marks, I will not cut him off. 

Mr. CARTER. I want to say a word. 

Mr. BRANCH. I withdraw the demand for 
the previous question. 

Mr. CARTER. I hope that the motion to 
refer will be defeated. This claim has been re- 
ported upon favorably by fifteencommittees. IfI 
understand it rightly, it does not involve at the 
outside more than four or five thousand dollars, 
notwithstanding the extracts from the report read 
by the gentleman from North Carolina. I am 
willing that the claim shall be limited to that 
amount. I apprehend that there is no claim for 
any large amount. 

Mr. STANTON. Does the bill make an ap- 
propriation? 

Mr. CARTER. The bill refers the settlement 
of the claim to the Department. It authorizes 
them to settle the amount found due. 

Mr. STANTON. Then it makes an appro- 
priation, 

The SPEAKER. The Chair doubts whether 
the point of order isa good one. Atany rate, it 
1s made too late. 

Mr. BRANCH. 
previous year 7 
. Mr. MAYNARD. What is the effect of the 
previous question? Ifthe House should decline 
to send the bill to the Committee of the Whole on 
the state of the Union, would it not then bring us 
to a direct vote on the bill? 

The SPEAKER. It would. The question 
would be on the third reading and engrossment 
of the bill. 

Mr. BRANCH. I ask that so much of the 
bill be read as is necessary to enable us to ascer- 
tain whether it contains an appropriation or not. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks it is too 
late now to raise that question. The question is 
upon seconding the demand for the previous ques- 


tion. 

Mr. BRANCH. I would like to get that inform- 
ation, because if the bill does appropriate money, 
it must go, under the rules, to_the Committee of 
the Whole on the state of the Union. 

Mr. CARTER. It is too late to raise the point, 
because the bill is already before the House. 

Mr. BRANCH. It is not too late, because the 
rules require that the bill shall go there if it ap- 
propriates money, as I understand the Chair to 
admit that it does. I make that point of order. 

The SPEAKER, The Chair has looked into 
the bill in reference to that point, and he doubts 
whether it comes under that rule. He therefore 
overrules the point of order. The question is 
now upon seconding the demand for the previous 
question. 

The previous question was seconded, and the 
main question was ordered to be put; and, under 
the operation thereof, the bill was referred toa 
Committee of the Whole on the Private Calendar. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Hlinois. I ask the 
unanimous consent of the House to-— 

Mr. BINGHAM. I call for the regular order 
of business. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Minois; I hope the 
gentleman will hear my proposition. 

ENROLLED BILL. 

Mr. DAVIDSON, from the Committee on En- 
rolled Bills, reported as truly enrolled an act (H. | 
R. No. 693) for the relief of Richard C. Martin; 
when the Speaker signed the same. 

SCHOONER SPRING HILL. 

Mr. WASHBURNE , of Illinois. I am directed 

by the Committee on Commerce to ask the House 


I renew the demand for the 


tò pass a joint resolution authorizing the Secre- 


tary of the Treasury to change the name of the 
schooner Spring Hill to.that of United States.. It 
is the vessel of Captain Hayes, which is out upon 


| an exploring expedition in the Arctic regions. 


No objection being made, the resolution was 
received, and read a first and second time. 

Mr. PENDLETON. Isit in order to move to 
amend that resolution? 

The SPEAKER. Itis. 

Mr. PENDLETON. Then, I move to insert 
authority. to change the name of the schooner 
John C. Frémont to that of Horizon. 

TheSPEAKER. The amendment must apply 
to the same subject. g 

Mr. PENDLETON. Theamendmentapplies 
to the same general subject. 

_ The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks it is not 
in order. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Ilinois, demanded 
the previous question. 

The previous question was seconded, and the 
main question ordered to be put; and under the 
operation thereof the resolution was ordered to 
be engrossed and read a third time; and being 
engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, 
and passed. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois, moved to rc- 
consider the vote by which the resolution was 
passed; and also moved to lay the motion to 
reconsider on the table 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


JAMES O'BRIEN. 

Mr. HUGHES. Iam instructed by the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs to report a bill for the 
relief of James O’Brien, late lieutenant of com- 
pany E, of the District of Columbia and Mary- 
land regiment of volunteers in the Mexican war, 
and others. 

Mr. FENTON called for the regular order of 
business. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Mary- 
land is not now in order. - 

Mr. DAVIS, of Indiana. [ask the unanimous 
consent of the House to report a bill from the 
Committee on Public Lands, which I could not 
lay my hand upon when that committee was 
called. 

Mr. STANTON objected to everything except 
the regular order of business. 


COURT-ILOUSE AT ONTARIO. 


Mr. BINGHAM, from the Committee on the 
Judiciary, made an adverse report upon the peti- 
tion of the supervisors of the county of Ontario, 
New York, asking for an appropriation fora Gov- 
ernment court-house; which was laid on the table, 
and the committee discharged from the further 
consideration thereof. 


TAXES IN KANSAS. 


Mr. BINGHAM also, from the same commit- 
tec, reported adversely upon the several petitions 
of S.S. Pronty, John Chew, and others, citizens 
of Kansas, praying Congress to remit taxes paid 
in support of the Government; which was laid on 
the table, and the committee discharged from the 
further consideration thereof. 


FERRY OVER LAKE CHAMPLAIN. 


Mr. BINGHAM also, from the same commit- 
tee, asked that the committee be discharged from 
the further consideration of the petition of Charles 
Sowles, praying for a grant of land for a ferry 
over Lake Champlain, from Alburgh, in the State 
of Vermont, to Rouse’s Point, in the State of 
New York, adjacent to the same; and that the 
same be referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

It was so ordered. 


DAVID C. BRODERICK. 


Mr. BINGHAM also, from the same commit- 
tee, reported a bill for the relief of the assignees 
of David C. Broderick, deceased; which was read 
a first and second time. 

The bill authorizes the Secretary of the Senate 
to pay to the assignees of David C. Broderick, out 
of the contingent fund of the Senate, the amount 
of compensation and salary due to the deceased 
at the time of his death; and it repeals so much 
of any act as may conflict with this act. 

Mr. NIBLACK. I would suggest to the gen- 
tleman from Ohio that the last clause is too broad 
in its application. The effect of it will be to repeal 
all acts inconsistent with the bill. The repeal 
ought not to act beyond the provisions of the bill. 


Mr, BINGHAM. = The repeal is. limitedin-its: 
operation:to this particular. cases =e e oo ek! 

Mr. NOELL. ` ‘What-prevents their receiving 
this money now? |: : nani bee Bey 

Mr. BINGHAM. I suppose the construction: 
of the law would be that the money should other-! 
wise be pat to the personal representatives of the: 
deceased. This bill provides thatthe money. shall - 
be paid to his assignee... I will state also, for the: 
information of the gentleman, that the Senate’ef: 
the United States was so entirely satisfied that: 
some such legislation as this.should be had, that. 
they unanimously passed a resolution of-a similar: 
nature; but the Attorney General said:it must.be. 
authorized by a joint resolution or a bill before: 
the money could be paid. 

I will amend the second section of. the resolu~ 
tion, so that it shall read: : i 

So much of any act as may cenflict herewith is hereby 
repealed in so far as it may interfere with the payment au- 
thorized by the first section of. this act, r 

The resolution was then. ordered to be en- 
grossed and read a third time: ; 

Mr. NIBLACK. I would suggest to the gen- 
tleman from Ohio, whether it would not: be better, 
by unanimous consent, to strike out the whole of 
the repealing clause, and say simply that the pay- 
ment shall be made, notwithstanding the provision 
of any law to the contrary. ; 

Mr. BINGHAM. The repeal is limited to the 
provisions of this bill, and there is no necessity 
for anything else. f 

Mr. MAYNARD. Will the gentleman from 
Ohio inform me whether the bill gives any pay 
after the death of Mr. Broderick? > 

Mr. BINGHAM. No, sir. I callthe previous 
question upon the passage of the bill. 

The previous question was seconded, and the 
main question ordered to be put; and under the 
operation thereof the resolution.was passed. > 

Mr. BINGHAM moved to reconsider the vote 
last taken; and also moved to lay the. motion to 
reconsider on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


FERDINAND W. CLARK. 


Mr. PORTER, from the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary, made an adverse report upon the petition 
of Ferdinand W. Clark, of Roxbury, Massachu- 
setts, respecting proceedings in his claim against 


Mexico; which was laid on the table, and ordered 
to be printed. 


LAND TITLE IN SAN FRANCISCO. 


Mr. PORTER also; from the same committee, 
reported back, with an amendment, and with a 
recommendation that it do pass, a bill (S. No. 97) 
to authorize the institution of a suit against. the 
United States, to test the title to lots Nos. 6 and 
7, in Hospital square, in San Francisco. 

The amendment of the commiltee was toamend 
section four of the act, so that it shall read as fol- 
lows: ; 

Beit further enacted, That no suit shall, be brought by 
virtue of the provisions of this act, unless the same be in- 
stituted within two years from the passage thereof. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was then ordered to be read a third 


time. 

Mr. SMITH, of North Carolina. I would be 
glad to inquire of the chairman of the committee 
whether there is any precedent for the proceed- 
ings contemplated by this bill; whether there is 
any instance where a suit has been authorized to 
be brought against the United States ina court of 
the United States? I think this would be the es- 
tablishment of an important precedent to the coun- 


try. 

Mr. HICKMAN. I am notable, at this mo- 
ment, to indicate any case; but I think there will 
be no difficulty in finding a precedent. 

Mr. BINGHAM. There was such a case last 
session. ` 

Mr. HICKMAN. That is by no means an 
unusual thing. Ghe United States can undoubt- 
edly suffer no injustice from this course. The 
opinion of the Attorney General was asked. re- 
specting the title of the Government to these lots, 
and he referred it to the district attorney of Cal~ 
ifornia, and he expressed the opinion that the 
title of the United States was defective. This bill 
is merely to enable that question of title to be 
tested. haat i 

Mr. JONES. I do not know anything of the 
merits of this particular case; but Ido not see 
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any reason why the United States should-be sued 
in one case, and not in all cases.’ As I have al- 
“ways understood the law, the United States can- 
not, as a general rule, be sued: I shail abject to 
that bill, if it is in order to do so, unless it be so 
amended as to- allow everybody to’ sue the Uni- 
ted States, o oe ae a Pat 

Mr PORTER. : lt seems to :mè that, after a 
very’ brief statement of the-facts of this“ case, 
there will be no objection to the passage of tlie 
bill: The'eity of San Francisco was the original 
owner:of this property, and sold it to the United 
States for the purposes of a hospital. It com- 
prises six lots,” Before the Federal Government 
purchased the property, a judgment had been re- 
covered against the city of San Francisco by one 
Morrison, and the property sold under an execu- 
tion to the persons mentioned in the bill. Itis 
strongly intimated, in a letter of the Attorney 
General to the Vice President, that the title of the 
purchasers, under the execution, is.a good one, 
They were forcibly turned out of possession of 
the property by Federal officers, and mercly wish 
to-have a right to try their claim in the courts of 
the United States. 

Mr. JONES. I object to that bill, if it is in 
order to object to it. i 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Georgia 
cannot, by his single objection, stop action upon 
the bill at this stage. -Itis regularly under con- 
sideration, and has been amended. : 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and 
was accordingly read the third time. 

~Mr-GARTRELL demanded the yeas and nays 
on the passage of the bill. 

The yeas and nays were not ordered, 

The bill was passed. 

Mr. PORTER moved to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill was passed; and also moved to lay 
the motion to reconsider upon the table 

The latter motion was agreed to. ; 

Mr. JOHN COCHRANE. Has the morning 
hour expired? 

The SPEAKER. It has. 

Mr. JOHN COCHRANE. Then I move that 
we proceed to the consideration of the private 
business on the Speaker’s table. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Pending that motion, I 
move that the House resolve itself into the Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union, 
with a view to take up the public business. This 
not being “ objection day,” it is scarcely worth 
while togo into a Committee of the Whole on pri- 
vate claims. © R 

Mr. MAYNARD. We have not had a private 
bill day this session. 

Mr.SHERMAN. Thisisnot*‘objectionday;” 
and therefore, as we all know, we can make no 
progress on the Private Calendar. 

r. MAYNARD. There are several bills 
which have been objected to that ought to havea 
hearing. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I submit the motion to go 
into the Committee of the Whole on the state of 
the Union. 

Mr. COBB. I appeal to the gentleman from 
Ohio to permit me ask the House to pass a bill 
to provide a pension of cight dollars a month for 
an old soldier who served five years. It has been 
reported unanimously by the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. I expect this will be the last 
appiieation: that I shall ever make to the House. 

r SHERMAN, There are many such cases; 
and if I gave way for them all, 1 might yield the 
wholeday. If the gentleman is not going to stay 
here, he is not entitled to have his bill passed. 

_ Mr. STEVENS, of Pennsylvania. 1 would 
inquire if the new kingdom will not provide for 
these old soldiers? (Laughter.] 

_ Mr. COBB. ‘lam ready to answer any ques- 
tions put to me in a proper manner; but Tam not 
disposed at this time to answer that question. 


CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The question was taken on Mr. Snerman’s 
motion; and it was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into the 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union, (Mr. Burwerr in the chatr,) and resumed 
the consideration of House bili No. 895, making 
appropriations for sundry civil expenses of the 
Government for the year ending the 30th of June, 
1862. 

The Clerk resumed the reading of the bill at 


the point-where it was left off when the bill was 
under consideration on Wednesday last. 

Mr. QUARLES. I move to strike out the 
following clause: ` 

& For maintenance of the vessel provided for by the act 
of 18th August, 1856, for inspection and transportation 
purposes, $30,000.77 

And to insert in lieu thereof, the following: 

For inspection and transportation purposes, $5,000. 

Mr. Chairman, this appropriation seems to 
have been predicated upon a law which was en- 
acted at the first session of the Thirty-Fourth 
Congress, which is in these words: 

“ For providing a suitable vessel, and for maintaining 
the same for one year in visiting the lights and other aids 3 
for inspections and delivery of supplies; for placing and re- 
moving buoys ; and forthe transportation of materials, sup- 
plies, and laborers; for constructing and repairing tight- 
houses on the Pacific coast, $69,000.” 

That law, which has been reénacted every year 
since, with one exception, merely provides for 
the support of a vessel for one year. It was 
omitted entirely at the second session of the 
Thirty-Fifth Congress. It was renewed at the 
last session; but there is no earthly necessity for 
it now. At the time the law was first enacted, 
we were constructing light-houses at numerous 
points on the coast of California, and it was ne- 
cessary to have materials carried to them by this 
vessel. 

Now, I state here that the cost of the whole 
light-house system on the coast of California, 
Oregon, and Washington, amounts to $62,070; 
and we are asked to pay $30,000 a year to carry 
oil to the fifteen light-houses on. that coast, and 
an inspector to them once or twice a year! Task, 
in the name of common sense, are we thus to 
squander the people’s money? The law of 1856 
is not obligatory upon us now. It merely pro- 
vided that this vessel should be supported for one 
year, and contemplated its discharge from the 
public service at the end of that time. At the 
second session of the Thirty-Fourth Congress 
and at the first session of the Thirty-Fifth Con- 
gress, the same provision was passed, reducing 
the amount appropriated to $30,000 from $60,000, 
the originat amount. At the short session of the 
Thirty-Fifth Congress it was entirely omitted, 
butat the last session it was renewed. The Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means seem to have acted 
upon the mistaken idea that there was an exist- 
ing law which required this appropriation. Task 
if the professions of economy of these gentlemen, 
who are now about coming into power, were mere 
canvasseconomy? Will they sanction this squan- 
dering of the public money with the cry of econ- 
omy on their lips? 1 do trust that the committee, 
in justice to the Treasury, and in justice to the 
country, will strike out the appropriation. The 
amount which I propose—g5,000—is, I think, 
ample for the purpose. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The Committee of Ways 
and Means, at the last session of Congress, omit- 
ted this item; but the Senate inserted it, and when 
it came here, the House agreed to the amend- 
ment of the Senate ona vote by the yeas and nays. 
I am perfectly willing that the amendment of the 
gentleman shall be adopted; but I have no doubt 
that the item will be put in by the Senate as an 
amendment to the bill, and that the House will 
agree to it. 

Mr. QUARLES. Let us do our duty, and let 
the Senate attend to theirs. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


The Clerk read the following clause: 

“Por lighting the Capito! and President’s house, the 
public grounds around them, and around the executive 
offices, Pennsylvania avenue, Bridge and High streets, 
in Georgetown, Four-and-a-half, Seventh, and Twelfth 
streets, across the mall, $42,000.77 

Mr. QUARLES. I move to amend that clause 
by striking out after the word *“ avenue,” down 
to and including the word “ mall,” and by re- 
ducing the amount ofthe appropriation to $30,000. 
I objected to this appropriation at the last session 
of Congress; and the House then reduced it, or 
struck it ont, I think, on the motion of the gen- 
tleman from Georgia, [Mr. Crawrorp.]} 

Mr. SHERMAN. The gentleman will per- 
ceive that the amount is now reduced. 

Mr. QUARLES. Lis true that it is reduced 
to $42,000; but I do not think itincumbent upon 
the Federal Government to light up the streets of 
Washington and Georgetown. I do not think it 
incumbent upon us to assume the entire expendi- 


tures of the District of Columbia. Jam perfectly 
willing that Pennsylvania avenue, which leads- 
to the public buildings, should be lighted by the 
Government; but Ido not see thatit is incumbent 
upon us to light the streets of Georgetown, and 
Four-and-a-half and Twelfth streets, in Wash- 
ington, any more: than it is to light all the other 
streets of the two cities." As to Seventh strect, 
it is suggested to me that that runs by two of the 
departments, and I am perfectly willing that it 
should be lighted, so that there may be access to 
the post office at all times. But we ought to stop 
this system of lighting streets upon which there 
are no public buildings, and which do not adjoin 
the public grounds, or the entire District of Co- 
lumbia will be pensioned upon the Federal Treas- 
ury. Itis fast getting to be so now. I can see 
no reason for it. None of our States pay for the 
lighting of their capital. I ask the chairman 
of the Committee of Ways and Means whether 
the State of Ohio pays for lighting the streets of 
Columbus? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Perhaps my friend from 
Tennessce is not aware that this is simply for 
lighting the public grounds. These streets pass 
through certain malls or reservations, and this 
appropriation is only to pay for the cost of keep- 
ing up the lights through these grounds. 

Mr. QUARLES. Task the gentleman from 
Ohio whether High street, in Georgetown, passes 
through any of the public grounds? 

Mr. SHERMAN, No; but Pennsylvania av- 
enue and High street have always been lighted at 
theexpense of the Government. The other streets 
of which the gentleman complains, are streets that 
cross the mall. Ido not care whether the item 
be stricken out or not. We debated this same 
matter at the last session, and reduced the price 
of gas to a reasonable sum. 

Mr.QUARLES. Yes; but the Senate restored 
the item which the House had stricken out. I 
insist on my amendment that this sum shall be 
reduced from $42,000 to $30,000. 

Mr. HUGHES. I hope the committee will 
not adopt the amendment. The chairman of the 
Committee of Ways and Means has already 
stated all that perhaps ought to be stated to sat- 
isfy the committee that this amendment should 
not be adopted. He has stated that Four-and-a- 
half street, Seventh street, and Twelfth street, 
across the mall, should be lighted at the expense 
of the Government, It is certainly important 
that communication between different parts of this 
city at night should be safe. It is not for the 
city to light these streets at their expense; be- 
cause they run through the public grounds, and 
if they were not lighted by the Government, they 
would be left utterly in the dark. At this time 
when there are so many incendiaries about, it 
would be very unsafe for residents to cross the 
mall at night unless the streets were lighted, as 
they have been, and as they are now. 

The question was taken on Mr. Quar.es’s 
amendment; and it was not agreed to. 


Mr. TRAIN. I offer the following amend- 
ment, to come in after the one hundred and sev- 
enty-third line: 

For constructing the cellar in the northern part of the 
Patent Office building into offices and store-roonis, and for 
putting iron around the areas of the court-yard of said 
building, and tor flagging the saine, $12,000. 

That amendment is taken from the estimates 
of the Secretary of the Interior, and I leave it to 
the consideration of the committee. 

The question was taken; and the amendment 
was agreed to. ` 


_ Mr. MAYNARD. I move to amend by strik- 
ing out Exon in the one hundred and eightieth 
line, and inserting in lieu thereof $75,000. This is 
in the item for collecting agricultural statistics, 
and cuttings and seeds. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I suggest to the gentleman 
from Tennessee to make it $60,000, and we can 
have a vote on it in the House. 

Mr.MAYNARD. Very well; make it $60,000. 
Let the amendment be agreed to pro forma, and 
let us have a vote upon it in the House.” 

The amendment, as modified, was agreed to, 


Mr. HOLMAN. I desire to offer the follow- 
ing amendment, as an additional proviso: 

And provided further, That the propagating garden shall 
be discontinued, and the cuttings, shrubs, and seeds con- 
nected therewith transferred to the botanie garden; and 
no part of this appropriation shall be expended in the erec- 
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tion or superintendence of green-houses or experiments in 
agricultural or horticultural science. 
So that the clause will read: 


For collection of agricultural statisties, investigations 
for promoting agriculture and rural economy, and the pro- 
curement and distribution of cuttings and seeds, $60,000: 
Provided, however, That in the expenditure of this appro- 
priation, and especially in the selection of cuttings and 
seeds for distribution, due regard shall be had to the pur- 
poses of general cultivation and the encouragement af the 
agricultural and rural interests of all parts of the United 
States: And provided further, &c. 


Mr. SHERMAN. [ask whether this amend- 
ment is in order? It changes the existing law. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair would inquire 
of the gentleman from Ohio, whether, by existing 
laws, the cuttings and shrubs are required to be 
kept in this particular place, or whether that gar- 
den exists in consequence of law? 

Mr. SHERMAN. 1 have no objection myself 
to the amendment if the gentleman from Indiana 
reports it from a committee, or if he has examined 
the subject. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I reportit from no committee. 
I offer the amendment on my own responsibility. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I withdraw my pointoforder. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I do not desire to discuss 
this proposition. Tunderstand that a portion of the 
appropriation made last year, and former years, 
has been expended in the erection of green-house¢s 

. on the public property within the limits of this 
city; and I also understand that the results of the 
experiments thus far made have not been very 
beneficial to the country. I believe that any gen- 
tleman who has given attention to this matter will 
be satisfied that so much of the appropriation as is 
withdrawn from the general purposes of agricul- 
ture, and devoted to agricultural science, is very 
badly appropriated indeed. 

Mr. GAR Y. Mr. Chairman, I desire to make 
a few remarks on this subject. I have paid some 
little attention to these matters since I have been 
a member of this House. I have been a member 
of the Agricultural Committee, and have had fre- 
quent intercourse with the department on the sub- 
ject. lam satisfied that many things have been 
attempted to be effected in these gardens that have 
been perfectly useless; but, at the same time, | 
think that this amendment goes entirely too far. 
The position which the Government of the Uni- 
ted States can occupy in regard to agricultural 
science is a very important one, if its power be 
propery directed. * It is well known that I tried 

here last year to have an alteration effected in the 

present organization of that department. But if 
you forbid the making of any experiments in re- 
gard to agricultural science, you thereby defeat 
the whole policy of the Government in that re- 
spect. These agricultural statistics, and the aid 
of the Government heretofore given, may be of 
great value to the country; for there are many 
questions of abstruse science relating to agricul- 
ture which can be better solved by the Govern- 
ment, through its ministers and consuls abroad, 
than in any other way. I know that agricultural 
science has been too much neglected by the Gov- 
ernment, and attention has been turned to mere 
ornamental horticulture. Still, I think that this 
amendment ought not to be passed without some 
further reflection; for, if it be adopted, I do not 
know to what practical use the appropriation wiil 
be applied. Itis well known by every practical 
farmer in the country that we have no varieties of 
wheat calculated to last in any particular latitude 
for more than five, six, cight, or ten years. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Will the gentleman indulge 
me by stating as to what use he understands this 


propagating garden to be now applied? Itis cer- | 


tainly not applied to the purpose of testing the 
various quaiities of wheat and grain, but to en- 
tively different objects. 

Mr. CAREY. That is not the point Iam dis- 
cussing; but. think the amendment goes too far 
when it prohibits the making of experiments. 

Mr. HOLMAN. The object of my amend- 
ment is that no part of the $60,000 appropriated 
shalt be applied to erecting green-houses or making 
ex periments. 
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known to the practical farmers of the country that 
we have not such varieties of wheat as are calcu- 
lated to last more than from five to twenty years 
withoutdeterioration. Weare dependent on for- 
eign countries for our seeds; and we have the 
advantage, through the General Government, of 
having information through our consuls and 
agents abroad as to the effect on seeds of varieties 
of soil and climate. There are some philosoph- 
ical principles connected with the culture of wheat 
which can be better discovered in this than in any 
other way. And if you prohibit the making of 
experiments, you might as well cease altogether 
to make appropriations for the benefit of agricul- 
tural science. The Government of the United 
States can, through its organization abroad, ob- 
tain advantages with a great deal less expense 
than any of the States could; and the information 
thus attained is more easily spread over the whole 
country. For these reasons I am opposed to the 
amendment, 

Mr. HOLMAN. I trust I will be indulged 
with a single remark, so that there may be no 
misapprehension on this question. I understand 
that the botanic garden is the one west of this 
Capitol, under the superintendence of Mr. Smith, 
a very intelligent gentleman; and it is said to be 
It is not proposed to in- 
terfere with that at all. The object is only to 
prevent the establishment of another institution 
for the propagation of plants; onc under a differ- 
ent superintendent and different management, and 
for which ne specific appropriation is or has been 
made. I want to prevent the establishment of any 
such institution under the Department of the In- 
terior without action on the subject by Congress. 
The last appropriation for agricultural purposes 
was $60,000, and for the preceding year $40,000, 
portions of which, I understand, have been ap- 
plied of late years to the pur of this prop- 
agating establishment. understand that an 
actual inspection of that establishment will show 
that the only plants propagated are varieties of 
cacti, varieties of Syrian Jocust, and others of a 
like character. I think I can say to gentlemen 
with great confidence that not one plant is being 
propagated in the establishment it is proposed to 
abolish which is of any use to any considerable 
portion of the American people. ‘The design is 
to make it a fancy establishment, and not that it 
shall be devoted to any substantial good for the 
interests of agriculture. I am satisfied, if gentle- 
men thought. proper to investigate the subject, 
that they would not, after such investigation, 
agree that any portian of the appropriation should 
be diverted from its legitimate object to keeping 
up this propagating garden. 

Mr. MAYNARD. I move to insert in place 
of the words ** botanical garden,’’ the words ‘‘ the 
President’s grounds.” 

Mr. Chairman, for a period now of the largest 
par of twenty years, ever since Mr. Ellsworth 
had the charge of the Patent Office, the operations 
of that department of the Government have, I 
think, been of essential service in advancing the 
agricultural interests of the country. My atten- 
tion was called to the operations of that depart- 
ment by the reports made by Mr Ellsworth. I 
remernber the first one I saw was when I hap- 
pened tobcin the State of Iowa, many years ago. 
I have paid some attention to the subject from 
that time untilnow. This appropriation provides 
for collecting agricultural statistics, for investiga- 
tionsfor promoting agricultureand rural economy, 
and for the procurement and distribution of cut- 
tings and seeds. In the course of its operations 
l understand that the office has appropriated a 
piece of ground, to be used for the purpose of prac- 
I have been in those grounds 
on several occasions. If there were any cacti 
there, or, indeed, a single cactus, Ido not remem- 
ber it. Still, sir, there may have been many there. 
I am unwilling to interfere with the operations of 
that department. I think that they have been of 
much advantage to the country. ft may be that 
they have not always becn judicious. Possibly 


I was saying that it is well 
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s. been under the man- 
agement of the wisest and the best men. : But, sir, 
Tam willing to trust the incoming Administration, 
coming, as it docs, from an eminenily rural por- 
tion of the country, to place the Patent Office under 
the charge‘und control of the men who will. pro- 
mote the real agricultural interest of the Union. 

I am therefore unwilling that a radical change’ 
shall be introduced, like that whichis proposed 
by my friend from Indiana. . I think we had bet- 
ter try the operations of this garden for onc year 
longer. Then, if, on investigation by the Com- 
mittee on Agriculture, it turns out to be injudicions 
and improper, the gentleman will find no. more 
zealous advocate of his reform than he will find 
in me if I should happen to be here to codperate 
with him. For these reasons I oppose the amend- 
ment of the gentleman from Indiana; and having 
said what I wish to say, I withdraw the amend» 
ment I have offered. 

The question was taken on Mr. Houman’s 
amendment; and it was disagreed to. 

& For the preservation of the collections of the exploring 
and surveying expeditions of the Government, and the 
construction of suitable cases to receive said collections, 
6,000.7? 

Mr. SHERMAN. I move to insert after the 
word ‘ preservation,” the words, ‘and distribu- 
tion.” There are duplicates for distribution to 
colleges. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

For surveying the public lands and private land claims 
in New Mexico, $10,000. : : 

Mr. OTERO. I move to increase the appro- 
priation to $15,000, ee 

Mr. Chairman, $15,000, and not $10,000, is the 
estimate of the proper Department for this service, 
There is great probability that a great deal of 
surveying will have to be done on the Territory 
of New Mexico during the coming spring and 
summer. A large emigration has gone into that 
Territory, and that emigration promises to con- 
tinue and to increase. There is a large emigra- 
tion from the Pike’s Peak region. They would 
like to have the public lands surveyed, in order 
that they may take it up and enter upon its culti- 
vation. For that purpose, 1 think that $15,000 is 
a sum not too large. On the contrary, I think it 
is hardly enough. During the last Congress, 
something like forty private land claims were 
confirmed. Of that number, under the appropri- 
ation made at the last session, of $10,000, only 
three or four of them have been surveyed. The 
amount was not sufficient to provide for survey- 
ing all of them. I ask, now, that $15,000, and 
not $10,000, be appropriated for the next fiscal 
year. The estimate is $15,000;. but the Commit- 
tec of Ways and Means have reduced it to $10,000. 
1 hope that my amendment to increase the amount 
will be agreed to. 

Mr. QUARLES. I hope, Mr. Chairman, that 
the amendment will not be adopted. The Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means have not made a re- 
duction in the estimates for New Mexico and left 
the others untouched. They have also reduced 
the estimated amount for California from $30,000. 
to $20,000. The appropriation last year for New 
Mexico was only $10,000. I do notsee any reason 
why we should increase the amount recommended 
by the Committce of Ways and Means. ‘There 
seems to havebecna pro rata reduction on all these 
estimates. 

Mr. OTERO. I move, pro forma, to strike out 
the words “ public lands,” and to insert, in lieu 
thereof, the words, ‘ private land claims.” 

Mr. Chairman, last year the estimated amount 
was $20,000; but the Committee of Ways and 
Means reduced it to $10,000, on account of the 
financial difficulues of the country. The surveyor 
general of New Mexico, in order to carry out his 
surveys, has submitted an estimate for $60,000. 
The Department reduced that estimate to $15,000; 
and now the Committee of Ways and Means have 
further reduced it to $10,000. “Why is it that re- 
duction is made on the estimates forthe Territory 
of New Mexico, and not on-the estimates for 


| Kansas and Nebraska? Why-is it necessary to 
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strike at a Territory advanciagin population and 
‘prosperity, and needing these, surveys, as New 

fexico does? If you intend to admit. her into 
„the Union as a State, as that seems’ the plan. of 
compromise agreed upon, the United States sur- 
veys ought to be carried on. The emigration 
there demand that they should not be diminished 
or suspended. The private land claims ought to 
be separated from the public lands. 

This appropriation ‘of $10,000 is not enough 

‘for the surveys that are required. Why, sir, un- 
“Tess you make a sufficient appropriation, you 
might as well abolish the office of surveyor gen- 
eral-altogether. It takes more to keep him and 
his clerk in the Territory than it does to surve 
the land, If the surveys are to be continued, 
then the committee ought to adopt my amend- 
ment. It provides the sum estimated by the De- 
partment. I do not really see what reason there 
can be to reduce the estimate for New Mexico, 
and not reduce that for Kansas and Nebraska. 
There is more land surveyed in these Territories 
than there is in New Mexico; and the emigration 
to New Mexico is double that to Kansas and Ne- 
braska. The settlers in the northern part of New 
Mexico are from the western States, and they 
demand that the Jands shall be surveyed, so that 
they may locate them. I hope my amendment 
will be agreed to. ; 

Mr. QUARLES. The gentleman is mistaken 
in one respect. There has been a pro rata reduc- 
tion on the estimates for California. Thirty 


thousand dollars was the estimate, and only | 


20,000. is provided for in the bill. The estimate 
or New Mexico was $15,000, and that is reduced 
to $10,000. It seems, however, that there is no 
reduction in the case of Kansas and Nebraska. 
When that appropriation is reached, any gentle- 
man can move to reduce it. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The Committee of Ways 
and Means have appropriated the same sum for 
New Mexico that was appropriated last year. 
No more was asked for Kansas and Nebraska 
than was appropriated in the previous bill, 

Mr. OTERO withdrew the amendment to the 
amendment. 

The question was taken upon Mr. Orero’s 
amendment; and it was not agreed to, 


The following clause being under consideration, 


For surveying the public lands in Washington Territory, 
at the rates now authorized by law, $15,000, 


Mr. STEVENS, of Washington, said: I move 
to-amend that clause by striking out “ $15,000,” 
and inserting ‘*¢20,000.”7 1 move this amend- 
ment because $20,000 is the estimate of the De- 
partment, and I would ask the committee to re- 
store that estimate. It is much less than thesum_ 
recommended by the surveyor general of that’ 
Territory. 1 will not enlarge upon this matter; 
but inasmuch as the estimates of the Department 
are a very great reduction of the estimates of the 
surveyor general, and inasmuch as the appro- 
priation has been very small fora period of years; 
and indeed, inasmuch as for several years there 
were no appropriations, I hope my amendment 
will be adopted. 

The amendment was not agreed to. 


The following clause being under consideration, 

For preparing the unfinished records of public and private 
surveys, to be transferred to the State authorities, under the 
provisions of the act of 12th of June, 1840, in those dis- 
tricts where the surveys are about being completed, per act 
of Rd of January, 1855, $8,800, 

Mr.. QUARLES said: I rise merely for the 
purpose of asking a question of the chairman of 
the Committee of Ways and Means, for informa- 
tion, This clause is rather indefinite, and the 
amount appropriated seems to be very large. I 
desire to know what the records are which are 
required to be kept and preserved at an expense 
of $8,800? 

Mr, SHERMAN. Under the law referred to 
in the bill, copies of certain records of surveys 
are required to be transferred to the State author- 
ities of certain States, 

Mr. QUARLES. Is this item estimated for 
by the Department, and was it supposed. by the 
Committee of Ways and Means to have been 
properly estimated? Did the Committee suppose 
that the preparing and filing of these papers‘would 
cost $8,000 a year? 

Mr. SHERMAN. The estimate of the Depart- 
ment was $8,800, and the committee could not see 
that it was too much. 


i Mr. QUARLES. I move to amend. by strik- | 


ing out. ‘eight’? and inserting in lieu thereof, 
** fours”? so as to make the amount $4,800. 
The amendment was not agreed to. 


Mr. PORTER. I offer the following as an 


„additional section: 


Serc. 2. And be it further enacted, That there be, and is 
hereby, appropriated in like manner, for the purpose of 
completing and providing the proper furniture for the new 
court-house and post office at Indianapolis, Indiana, the 
sum of $5,000. 

Mr. MAYNARD. As this isan old acquaint- 
ance, I raise a point of order upon it. 

Mr. ENGLISH. I submit that the amend- 
ment is strictly in order under the rule. It is to 
provide for a continuation of a public work, and 
for furnishing a Government building in Indian- 
apolis. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair must overrule 
the point of order raised by the gentleman from 
Tennessee, as the amendment is for the contin- 
manon of an improvement already authorized by 
aw. 

Mr. MAYNARD. We have a precedent to 
the contrary upon this very point, and I believe 
the present Chairman decidedit, 

Mr. PORTER. Mr. Chairman, I desire to say 
a few words in support of the amendment which 
I have offered. The Government has about com- 
pleted, at Indianapolis, at a cost of near one hun- 
dred and twenty-five thousand dollars, a building 
for the accommodation of the Federal courts 
which hold their sessions there, the past office, 
and the land offices. No provision has been made 
for supplying the building with the furniture need- 
ful to fit it for occupancy. The Secretary of the 
Treasury, in a letter which I hold in my hand, 
states that $5,000 will be required to provide the 
necessary furniture, 

The circuit and district courts of the United 
States, for the district of Indiana, hold their ses- 
sions at Indianopolis only; the only distributing 
post office of the State is there; and the land offices 
of the State have been consolidated into two, and 
are located there. I mention this to show the 
amount of furniture required, properly to supply 
the building. 

The Government is now paying, in the way of 
rents, $900 per annum for a building for the post 
office, $200 for the marshal’s and clerk’s offices, 
and $500 for the land offices. The State is also 
setting up a claim for rent for apartments fur- 
nished for the use of the Federal courts. These 
expenscs will be saved hereafter, by the passage 
of the pending amendment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. SHERMAN moved that the committee 
rise, and report the bill to the House. 

The motion was agreed to. 

So the committee rose; and the Speaker hav- 
ing resumed the chair, Mr. Burnett reported 
that the Committee of the Whole on the state of 
the Union had, according to order, had the Union 
generally under consideration, and particularly 
a bill (H. R. No. 895) making appropriations for 
sundry civil expenses of the Government for the 
year ending the 30th of Junc, 1862, and had di- 
rected him to report the same to the House, with 
sundry amendments, and with a recommendation 


j that they do pass. 


Mr.SHERMAN. The gentleman from Con- 
necticut, [Mr. Loomis,] 1 believe, desires to offer 


his amendment in reference to marine hospitals, | 


With the understanding that that amendment is 
pending, I call the previous question upon the 
Pin and amendments. 

‘The several amendments recommended by the 
committee were agreed to in gross, with the ex- 
ception of the following; upon which separate 
votes were asked: 

First amendment: 


«c $950,000 ;” so that the clause will read: 
For continuing the survey of the Atlantic and Gulf coast 


į survey of the United States, (including compensation of 


civilians engaged in the work, and excluding pay and emol- 
uments of officers of the Army and Navy, and petty officers 
and men of the Navy employed on the work,) $250,000. 


Mr. QUARLES demanded the yeas and nays i 


on the amendment; and also ealled for tellers on 
the yeas and nays. 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. McKean 
and QuUARLEs were appointed. 

The House divided; and the tellers reported— 


ayes thirty-six, noes not counted. 


So.the ycas and nays were ordered. 
The question was taken; and it was decided in 
| the negative-—yeas 41, nays 101; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Adrain, Aldrich, Alley, Ashley, Bocock, 
Brayton, Buffinton, Burch), Burnham, Carter, Coburn, John 
Cochrane, Dawes, Duell, Edwards, Eliot, Florence, Tos- 
ter, French, Garnett, Gooch, Graham, Hindman, Hughes, 
Humphrey, DeWitt C, Leach, Longnecker, Marstou, Me- 
| Knight, Edward Joy Morris, Morse, Perry, Rice, Sickles, 
| Stanton, Stout, Tappan, Train, Waldron, Webster, and 
Woodrutf—4). 

NAYS—Messrs. Green Adams, William C. Anderson, 
i Avery, Babbitt, Barret, Beale, Bingham, Blair, Blake, 
Bouligny, Branch, Brown, Burnett, Butterfield, Carey, 
John B. Clark, Clemens, Cobb, Colfax, Covode, Cox, Da- 
| vidson, John G. Davis, De Jarnette, Edgerton, Edmund- 
f son, Ely, English, Etheridge, Fouke, Gartrell, Gilmer, 
Grow, Hale, Hall, Hardeman, John T. Harris, Hatton, Het- 
mick, Hill, Hoard, Holman, William Howard, Irvine, 
Jones, Junkin, Francis W. Kellogg, Kenyon, Kilgore, Lar- 
rabee, James M. Leach, Lee, Logan, Loomis, Lovejoy, 
i Mallory, Chartes D. Martin, Maynard, MeKenty, McPher- 
| son, Montgomery, Laban T. Moore, Sydenham Moore, 
: Moorhead, Niblack, Nixon, Noell, Palmer, Pendleton, 
f Pettit, Peyton, Phelps, Porter, Pottle, Pryor, Quarles, Ed- 
win R, Reynolds, Riggs, Royce, Sedgwick, Sherman, Wi} 
| Ham N. H. Smith, Spaulding, Spinner, Stevens, William 
f Stewart, Stokes, Thayer, Tompkins, Trimble, Vallandig- 
ham, Vance, Van Wyck, Verree, Wade, Warton, Bilibu 
|! B.Washburne, Wells, Whiteley, Wilson, and Wright—102. 


So the amendment was not agreed to. 

During the call, 

Mr. HINDMAN said: E am one of those who 
have always opposed appropriations of this char- 
acter, upon grounds of justice and expediency; 
but upon the present occasion it is my purpose to 
| assist gentlemen upon the opposite side in bank- 
rupting, as soon as possible, a Government whose 
purse and powers are soon to be used for the sub- 
| jugation of my brethren of the South. I vote 
| ay. P 
Mr. TRAIN stated that he was paired off with ` 
Mr. Kunxet upon all political questions; but not 
considering this as in that category, he would vote 
66 ay. 

Mr. COX stated that his colleague, Mr. ALLEN, 
was called home by the death of his child. 

Mr. LEAKE and Mr. MARTIN, of Virginia, 
severally announced that, had they been within 
the Hall whentheir names were called, they would 
have voted ‘*no.”” 

Mr. McK NIGHT stated that Mr. Mipwarp 
had paired off with Mr. Hawxins until Tuesday 
next, 

The vote was announced as above recorded. 

Second amendment: 


Page 3, strike out lines thirty-cight to forty-six inclusive, 
| as follows: “ Provided, That the Scerctary of the Trens- 
ury is hereby authorized to rent either of the several marine 
hospitals to the proper authorities of the cities, towns, er 
countics in which said hospitals dre located, and contract 
i With such authorities for the relief of the sick and disabled 


j; senmen entitled to relief under the act of 3 of May, 1802; 


and iu eases of infectious diseases, to make such regulations 
for their relief as he deems expedient 5” and insert, in lien 
hereof, the following : 

Provided, That the Seeretary of the Interior is hereby 
authorized to tease or rent, fora term not exceeding four 
years, either of the marine hospitals, (where the whole 
number of seamen admitted to such hospitals during the 
| last three years shall not have averaged fiity per year, and 
| where a saving of money may be made to the Government 
| and without detriment to the seamen entitled to relief) to 
| the proper authorities of cities, towns, or counties, or to 
! private individuals, or associations, where such hospitals 
; are located, and to cantract with such authorities, individ- 
i uals, or associations, forthe relief of such sick and disabled 
; scamen entitled to relief under any laws of the United 
i States now in foree; and in cases of infectious diseases to 
; make such regulations for their relict as he deems expedi- 


| ent. 

| Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. The first 
question will be upon the amendment offered by 
the gentleman from Connecticut, [Mr. Loomis,] 


iif I understand it, If that is voted down, then 


} 
wt 
| 
i 


|| Mr. SHERMAN, 
Page 1, line eleven, strike out “$100,000,” and insert | i 
i| reported by the Committee of Ways and Means 
i 
1 


i 
{ 
H 
it 
H 
al 


ll the question will be on the amendment reported 


by the Committee of the Whole on the state of 
the Union, to strike out the proviso in the ori- 
ginal bill. Am I right? 

The SPEAKER. That is correct, sir. . 
In order to save a vote, I 
suggest that, by unanimous consent, the proviso 


be stricken out and that proposed by the gentle- 


|! man from Connecticut be substituted for it. 


Mr. WASHBURNE, of IHinois. We had 


better take the usual course. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Very well. 

Mr. LOOMIS demanded the yeas and nays on 
: his amendment. ` 

The ycas and nays were not ordered. 

The SPEAKER ordered tellers; and appointed 
Messrs. Stevens, of Pennsylvania, and Craig, of 
Missouri. 


186l. o>. 
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The House divided; and the tellers reported— 
ayes twelve; noes not counted. 
So the amendment was disagreed to. 


The question recurred on the amendment re- 
ported by the Committee of the Whole on the 
‘state of the Union—and on which a separate vote 
had been demanded—to strike out the following 
proviso in the original bill: 


“ Provided, ‘That the Secretary of the Treasury is hereby | 


authorized to rent either of the severat marine hospitals to 
the proper authorities of the cities, towns, or counties in 
which said hospitals are located, and contract with such 
authorities for the relief of the sick and disabled seamen 
entitled to relief under tlic act of 34 of May, 1802; and in 
ease of infectious diseases, to muke such regulations for 
their relief as he deems expedient.” 

Mr. SHERMAN demanded the yeasand nays 
on the amendment; and called for tellers on the 
yeas and nays. 

Tellers were not ordered. 

The yeas and nays were not ordered. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. I desire the 
House to understand that if this amendment shall 
be agreed to, these marine hospitals will remain 
as they now are; and sick and disabled seamen 
will be taken care of, as at present, by the Gov- 
ernment, and not be farmed out as paupers. 

Mr SHERMAN. I object to debate. 

Tellers were ordered on the amendment; and 
Messrs, Matuory and Ery were appointed. 

The House divided; and the tellers reported— 
ayes 78, noes 46. 

So the amendment was agreed to. 


The bill was then ordered to be engrossed, and 


read a third time; and, being engrossed, it was | 


accordingly read the third time. 

Mr. GARNETT demanded the yeas and nays 
on the passage of the bill. 

The yeas and nays were not ordered. 

The bill was passed. 

Mr. SHERMAN moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed; and also moved to 
lay the motion to reconsider upon the table. 

he latter motion was agreed to. 


PROPOSITION TO ADJOURN OVER. 


Mr. HOUSTON. Irise to make what I believe 
is generally called a privileged motion. I move 
that when the House adjourns to-day, it adjourn 
to meet on Monday next. 

Tellers were ordered on the motion;and Messrs, 
Hovsrown and Spaunpine were appointed. 

The House divided; and the tellers reported— 
ayes forty-two, noes not counted. 

So the motion was disagrecd to. 


NAVAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 
Mr. SHERMAN. Irise for the purpose of 


moving that the House resolve itsclf into the 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union; 
but, before submitting that motion, I move that 
the naval appropriation bill be made the special 
order, . 

Mr. GARNETT. Irise to oppose the motion 
of the gentleman from Ohio. Ido not mean to 
debate it, but merely to ask a question in regard 
toit, Every appropriation bill thus far has been 
made a special order,and no opportunity has been 
given for general debate in the House. I saw it 
announced in the papers, the other day, that it is 
the determination of the party of which the gen- 
tleman is the leader that there shall be no general 
debate in this House. I shall be glad to know, 
if he feels himself at liberty to state it, whether 
that course is to be pursucd in regard to all the 
bills, or whether the minority upon this side of 
the House’are to be allowed an opportunity of 
presenting their views on the present state ofthe 
country? 

Mr. SHERMAN. I answered that question 
the other day. I believe nobody in this House 
has ever resolved to cut off general debate; but I 
believe I can say that it is the general desire upon 
this side of the House to pass the ordinary appro- 
priation bills as speedily as possible, and send 
them to the Senate, and then to allow debate upon 
the reportof the committee of thirty-three, or upon 
any subject whatever. I hope the Army and 
Navy bills will be sent to the Senate before we 
commence general debate. That is all I desire. 

Mr.GARNETT. If the gentleman will allow 
me, I will ask him whether, if the appropriation 
bills are passed, he will press no other bills for 
action without general debate? whether, for in- 
stance, the force bill, as I believe it is gencrally 


called, will be pressed without allowing oppor- 
tunity for general debate? 

Mr. SHERMAN. I understand that it was 
agreed that that bill should be debated; at least, 
my colleague, (Mr. Bincuam,] who reported the 
bill said that it would be debated. I will say 
this, that after the Army and Navy appropria- 
tion bills have passed the House, I shall have 
nothing farther to present to the House, and shall 
be disposed, so far as Iam concerned, to allow 
general debate. 

Mr. HARDEMAN, (at three o’clock, p.m.) 
As we are going to meet to-morrow, | move that 
the House do now adjourn. 


STATE OF THE COUNTRY. 


Mr. FLORENCE. Before the House adjourns, 
I ask the privilege of presenting a memorial from 
citizens of Philadelphia signed by men of all 
political parties—Democrats, Republicans, and 
Union men or national Americans. It is very 
numerously signed, and I think it ought to have 
the consideration of this body. I do not care 
about having it printed, but I will move that itbe 
referred to the committee of thirty-three. 

Mr. BURNETT. I object to the reference of 
anything to the committee of thirty-three. 

Mr. FLORENCE. Then I trust it may have 
the consideration of this body. The petition is 
very short, and asks the consideration of the Crit- 
tenden resolutions. It is from men of all parties 
in the city of Philadelphia, [Cries of “Order!” 
“Order!”] Assuch, Upresentit and ask that the 
sacred right of petition may be atleast accorded to 
my people. 

Mr. LONGNECKER. Icall the gentlemanto 
order. 

The SPEAKER. Objection is made to the 
reference of the petition to the committee of thirty- 
three. 

Mr. FLORENCE. Then I ask that it may 
simply be read. 

Mr. SHERMAN. JI object. 

The SPEAKER. Then it cannot be received. 

Mr: FGORENCE. I desire that it may be 
printed. 

p Mr. LONGNECKER. 
to order, 

The SPEAKER. The petition may be pre- 
sented under the rules. ‘That is all that can be 
done with it. 

Mr. HARDEMAN. Is my motion in order? 

The SPEAKER. The motion to adjourn is 
in order. 

Mr. HARDEMAN. Then the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania is clearly out of order. 

Mr. FLORENCE. The situation in which the 
country finds itself at this time has prompted the 
citizens of Philadelphia to ask that their voice 
may be heard in the councils of the nation; [loud 
shouts of ‘Order t? “t Order!?’] and in fulfilling 
my duty to them to-day, I present this paper. 
{Renewed cries of ‘‘Order!”’} 

The SPEAKER. The question is upon the 
motion to adjourn; and no debate is in order. 

Mr. BURNETT. Before that motion is put, 
I desire to know if the memorial has been re- 
ceived ? 


The SPEAKER It has not. 
MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

A message was received from the Senate by 
Mr. Hickey, its chief Clerk, informing the House 
that the Senate had passed, without amendment, 
House bill for the relief of Hockaday & Liggit. 


ADJOURNMENT OVER. 


The question was taken on the motion to ad- 
journ; and it was not agreed to. 
“ Mr. CRAWFORD. I move that when the 
House adjourns, it adjourn to meet on Monday 
next. 


I call the gentleman 


Mr. SHERMAN. That motion has just been | 


voted down. 

The SPEAKER. The motion is in order, if 
the gentleman insists on it. 

Mr. CRAWFORD. Ido. There is no urgent 
necessity for our being in session to-morrow. 

The motion was not agreed to. 


NAVAL APPROPRIATION BILL——AGAIN, 


The question recurred on Mr. Suerman’s mo- 
tion to make the naval appropriation billa special 
order in the Committec of the Whole on the state 
of the Union. $ 


Mr. CRAWFORD 
nays. ; ; 2 wy Pe 

Mr. BURNETT. I think-it must be obvious 
to the gentleman from Ohio thatthe course which 
he proposes, of making all the appropriation bills 
special orders, will postpone general debate for 
two or three weeks. I hope, therefore, the House 
will refuse to make this a special order. > 

Mr. SHERMAN. „We can pass ‘these: two 
appropriation bills—the Army and: Navy—to-day 
and to-morrow; and next we can have general 
debate. 

Mr. GARNETT. The gentleman from Ohio 
is very much mistaken, if he supposes we can 
get through them in that time. ae 

Mr. SHERMAN. Then it is the more import- 
ant that we should go on to-day and get through 
all the work we can, ‘ 

Mr. COX. I move that the House do now 
adjourn. . 

The motion was not agreed to. i E 

The yeas and nays were ordered on Mr. Surr- 
man’s motion. 

The question was taken; and it was decided in 
the affirmative—yeas 103, nays 36; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Green Adams, Adrain, Aldrich, William 
C. Anderson, Ashley, Babbitt, Beate, Bingham, Blair, 
Blake, Brayton, Buffinton, Burlingame, Burnham, Batter- 
field, Carey, Clemens, Cobb, Coburn, Colfax, Covode, Cox, 
John G. Davis, Dawes, Delano, Duell, Edgerton, Edwards, 
Eliot, Ely, Etheridge, Foster, Fouke, Frank, French, 
Gooch, Graham, Grow, Gurley, Hale, Hall, Jobn T. Harris, 
Hatton, Helmick, Hickman, Hoard, Holman, Hutchins, 
Irvine, Junkin, Kenyon, Kilgore, Larrabec, DeWitt ©. 
Leach, Lee, Logan, Longnecker, Loomis, Lovejoy, Mars- 
ton, Charles D. Martin, McKean, McKenty, Mcknipht, 
McPherson, Moorhead, Edward Joy Morris, Nixon, Olin, 
Palmer, Pendleton, Perry, Pettit, Peyton, Porter, Pottle, 
Edwin R. Reynolds, Rice, Riggs, James ©. Robinson, 
Royce, Scranton, Sedgwick, Sherman, Spaulding, Spinner, 
Stanton, Stevens, Willian Stewart, Stokes, Tompkins, 
Train, ‘Trimble, Vandever, Van Wyck, Verree, Wade, 
Waldron, Walton, Elihu B. Washburne, Webster, Wells, 
and Woodruff—tu3, : 

NAYS—Messrs. Avery, Boeock, Branch, Brown, Bur- 
nett, John B. Clark, John Cochrane, Crawford, De Jarnette, 
Edmundson, English, Florence, Garnett, Gartrell, Ail, 
Hindman, William Iloward, Jenkins, Jones, Kunkel, Lan- 
drun, Leake, Elbert S. Martin, Maynard, Montgomery, 
Niblack, Noch, Pryor, Quarles, Reagan, Rust, Simms, 
William N. H. Smith, Stevenson, Vance, and W right—36. 

So the naval appropriation bill was made the 
special order in the Committee of the Whole on 
the state of the Union. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I move now that the rules 
be suspended, and that the Honse resolve itself 
into the Committee of the Whole on the state of 
the Union. 

The motion was agreed to. 

So the rules were suspended; and the House 
resolved itself into the Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union, (Mr. Cotrax in the 
chair,) and proceeded to the consideration, as a 
special order, of House bill No. 914, making 
appropriations for the naval service for the year 
ending 30th June, 1862. 

The CHAIRMAN. If there be no objection, 
the first reading of the bill will be dispensed with, 
and the bill will be read by clauses for amend- 
"ment. 

Mr. QUARLES. I object. 

The bill was read a first time. 

Mr.SHERMAN. I suppose the committee 
might as well rise now. I make that motion. 

The motion was agreed to. 

So the committee rose; and the Speaker having 
resumed the chair, Mr. Corax reported that the 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union 
had had under consideration, as a special order, 
House bill No, 914, making appropriations for the 
naval service for the year ending 30th June, 1862, 
and had come to no conclusion thereon. 


JEREMIAH PENDERGAST. 


Mr. BURNETT. Task the unanimous con- 
sent of the House to discharge the Committee of 
the Whole House from the further consideration 
of Senate bill No. 144, for the relief of Jeremiah 
Pendergast, of the District of Columbia, and put 
it upon its passage. It is a very meritorious bill, 


demanded: the: yeas and 


|| being for the benefit of an old soldier, who is 


lying sick, and suffering from want, in this city. 

There being no objection, the Committee of the 
Whole House was discharged from the further 
consideration of the bill; and the House pro- 
ceeded to consider it. The bill direets ‘the Secre- 
tary of the Interior to place thename of Jeremiah 
Pendergast on the pension roll at the rate of eight 
dollars per month, from the 4th September, 1856, 
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January 12, 


and to pay him that sum dering his natural life, 
in Heu of the pension (four dollars per month) to 
which he.is now entitled by law. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read 
a third time; and being engrossed, it was accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. BURNETT moved to reconsider the vote 
by Which the bill was passed; and also moved to 
lay the motion.to reconsider on the table. 

~The latter motion was Agreed to. 


-SUTTON M. YOUNG. 


Mri COBB: Iappealtothe House to discharge 
the Committee of the Whole House from the 
furtherconsideration of House bill No. 383, grant- 
ingan iñyalid pension to Sutton M. Young, and 
to place it upon its passage. 

Mr. LEAKE. - I object; and move that the 
House do now adjourn, 

The motion was agreed to. 

And thereupon the Flouse (at half past three 
o’clock, p. m.) adjourned. 


IN SENATE. 
Sarurpay, January 12, 1861. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Dr. Gunter. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senate will 
come. to order.. The Secretary will read the 48th 
rule of the Senate. 

The Secretary read it, as follows: 

* 48. No person shall be admitted to the floor of the Sen- 
ate, while in session, except as follows, viz: The officers 
of the Senate; members of the House of Representatives 
and their Clerk, the President of the United States and his 
Private Secretary, the heads of Departments, foreign min- 
isters, ex-Presidents.and ex-Vice Presidents of the United 
States, ex-Senators, Senators elect, and judges of the Su- 
preme Court.” 

Mr. CAMERON. 
dispensed with. 

‘The VICE PRESIDENT. Will the Senator 
from Pennsylvania pause a moment? This isa 
rale of the Senate, which has been usually en- 
forced. Under the peculiar circumstances that 
surround us, there has been some relaxation of 
it recently, but not by the connivance of the Pre- 
siding Officer of the body, or by his order. Ht is 
perfectly manifest that it is impossible to proceed 
with business, unless this rule be enforced. In 
obedience to his duty as Presiding Officer, and at 
the request of many Senators this morning, un- 
Jess the uhanimous consent of the Senate be given, 
it is the painful duty of the Chair to request that 
those upon the floor, who do not come within 
this rule, shall withdraw. 

Mr, TOOMBS. I object. 

Mr. PEARCE. There is objection. 
ends it. 

Mr. HALE, I want to inquire, as a matter of 

ractice under that rulc, whether it has not been 
held to apply to the lobbies and entries leading 
from one part of the Chamber to another. 1 
found some practical inconvenience this morning 
in endeavoring to get from the Chamber to the 
Secretary’s office. | 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Of course it in- | 
cludes all the avenues from the Senate. 

Mr. CAMERON. I hope this rule will be 
dispensed with to-day. c have been in the 
habit of overlooking it very often, and I think 
that so far at. least as the ladics are concerned, 
‘we ought to make no objection to their presence. 
For many. years past, on occasions when distin- 
guished Senators on either side have addressed 
the Senate on subjects interesting to the country, 
we have permitted ladies to come inside of the 
Chamber. E found no inconvenience in coming 
in this morning, and I came by the usual route. 
I found there a great many graceful and beautiful 
women, That was no inconvenience; but grat- 
ified me, and did me good. I move that the rule, 
so far as ladies are concerned, be dispensed with 
to-day. IJ hope there will be no objection. 

Mr. TOOMBS. It would have been convenient 
to the crowd, perhaps, to do this before; but it | 
has never been asked, I think, and I am sure 
would never have been granted by the Senate; 
certainly not by me. I object. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The rule can only | 
be suspended by unanimous consent. Is there 
unanimous consent to the suspension of the rule? 

Mr. TOOMBS. I said, no, sir. 


I move that that rule be 


That 


The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair did not | 


understand the Senator from Georgia. Then the || ing compensation for the collection and disburse- | 


Chair respectfully requests those on the floor who 
do not come within this rule to withdraw. 

Mr. CAMERON. May not the rule be dis- 
pensed_ with by a vote of the Senate? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. It cannot be done. 
The Chair hopes that the gentlemen on the floor 
who do not come within the rule, will very 
promptly withdraw. 

Afteran interval ofseven minutes, during which 
the floor was partially cleared of persons not 
entitled to admission under the rule— 

The VICE PRESIDENT. All clerks of com- 
mittees, and other persons connected with the Sen- 
ate, and all other persons who do not come within 
the rule of the Senate, must leave the floor. The 
Chair will not allow the Journal to be read until 
the rule is carried out thoroughly on the whole 
of this floor, including the cloak-rooms, and the 
passage in the rear. 

The floor having been cleared of unauthorized 


persons, at twenty-two minutes past twelve | 


o’clock, - 
The VICE PRESIDENT called the Senate 
to order, and ordered the Secretary to read the 
Jourval. 
TheJournal of yesterday was read and approved. 


ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 


The VICE PRESIDENT signed the enrolled 
bill (H. R. No. 693) for the relief of Richard C. 
Martin, which had heretofore received the signa- 
ture of the Speaker of the House of Representa- 
tives. 


HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 


The following bills from the House of Repre- 
sentatives were severally read twice by their 
titles, and referred as indicated below: 

A bill (No. 488) authorizing the holding of cir- 
cuitand district courts of the United States for the 
southern district of Illinois, at the city of Cairo— 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

A bill (No. 918) for the relief of the heirs of 
Noah Wiswall—to the Committee on Public 
Lands. 

A bill (No. 919) for the relief of F. M. Beau- 
champ and Betsey D. Townsend—to the Commit- 
tee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

A bill (No. 920) for the relief of Marvin M. 
Hickox and A. M. Pettingill, of Vigo county, 
Indiana—to the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads. 


ASSIGNEE OF DAVID C. BRODERICK. 


The bill (H. R. No. 921) for the relief of the 
assignee of Hon. David C. Broderick, deceased, 
was read twice by its title. 

Mr. LATHAM. I move that the Senate pro- 
cced to the consideration of that bill. . 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from 
California asks unanimous consent.to proceed to 
the consideration of this bill. The Chair hears 
no objection, 

Thè motion was agreed to; and the Senate pro- 
ceeded, as in Committee of the Whole, to eonsider 
the bill (IE. R. No. 921) for the relief of the as- 
signee of Hon. David C. Broderick, deceased. 
It directs the Secretary of the Senate of the Uni- 
ted States to pay out of the contingent fund of 
the Senate, to the assignec of Hon. David C. 
Broderick, deceased, late a Senator of the United 
States, the amount of compensation and salary 
due to the deceased at the timo of his death; and 
that so much of any act as may conflict with this 
act is hereby repealed, in so far as it may inter- 
fere with the payment authorized in the first scc- 
tion of this act. 

Mr. LATHAM. I will state to the Senate 

Mr. BROWN and others. No objection. 

The bill was reported to the Senate, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


The VICE PRESIDENT presented the memo- 
rial of Ethelbert C. Hibben, one of the adminis- 
trators of John L. Robinson, late United States 
marshal of the district of Indiana, praying the 
allowance of certain credits in the settlement of 
the said Robinson’s official account, incurred by 
him in taking the census of that State, and en- 


| forcing the fugitive slave law as marshal; which 


was referred to the Committee on Claims. 
Mr. GWIN presented the petition of Anne M. 
Smith, widow of General Persifer F. Smith, pray- 


ment.of publie money by her late husband. while 
in command of the military division of the Pa- 
cific; which was referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs and Militia. 

Mr. KENNEDY presented a memorial from 
citizens of Frederick county, in the State of Mary- 
land, praying the adoption of the compromise 
measures introduced by Senator CRITTENDEN, be- 
lieving that they will restore peace to our country; 
which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. BIGLER presented two petitions of citi- 
zens of Philadelphia, Pennsylvania, praying the 
adoption of the compromise measures introduced 
into the Senate by Mr. Crirrenpen; which were 
ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of citizens of York 
county, Pennsylvania, praying the adoption of 
the compromise measures introduced into the 
Senate by Mr. Critrenpen; which was ordered 
to lic on the table. 

Mr. NICIIOLSON presented the petition of 
Peter Moran, and other mechanics and laborers, 
praying payment for work done on the public 
buildings in New Mexico; which was referred to 
the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. PUGH presented an amended petition of 
W. C. Jewett, of Pike’s Peak, giving his motives 
for desiring a postponement of the Pacific railroad 
bill; which was ordered to lie on the table. 


SMITHSONIAN INSTITUTION. 


Mr. DOUGLAS. I offer the following reso- 
lution; and ask for its consideration, if there be 
no objection: 

Resolved, That the Vice President appoint a member 
to fill the vacancy in the Board of Regents of the Smith- 
sonian Institution, which will oceur on the 3d day of 
March next, by the expiration of the term of Hon. James 
A. PEARCE. 

Mr. HALE objected to the consideration of the 
resolution; and it lies over, under the rule. 

Mr. PEARCE. [ask leave to submit a joint 
resolution, and have it read for the information of 
the Senate; and, if a Senator docs not object, to 
have it acted on by the Senate immediately. 

Leave was granted; and the Secretary read the 
joint resolution (S. No. 55) for the appointment 
of regents of the Smithsonian Institution, as fol- 
lows: 

Resolved, §c., That the vacancies in the Board of Regents 
of the Smithsonian Institution, of the class “ other than 
members of Congress,” be filled by the appointment of 
George M. Dallas, in place of Richard Rush, deceased 5 
William B. Astor, of New York, in the place of Gideon 
Hawley, whose tern has expired; and that Cornelius ©. 
Felton, of Massachusetts, whose term is about to expire, be 
reappointed. 

The joint resolution was read a second time. 

Mr. PEARCE. Lask the immediate consid- 
eration of this joint resolution by the Senate, if 
there be no objection. 

Mr. HALE. I object. : 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Foor in 
the chair.) Objection being made, does the Sena- 
tor from Maryland move its reference? 

Mr. PEARCE. No, sir. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
the table. 


It will lic on 


BILL INTRODUCED. 
Mr. DOOLITTLE asked, and by unanimous 


consent obtained, leave to introduce a joint reso- 
lution (S. No. 5G) authorizing Commodore Hiram 
Paulding to reccive certain marks of distinction 
from the Government of Nicaragua; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES, 


Mr. HUNTER. The Committee on Finance, 
to whom was referred the bill (H. R, No. 866) to 
supply deficiencies in the appropriations for the 
service of the fiscal year ending June 31, 1961, 
have instructed me to geport it back with amend- 
ments. I give notice that I expect to call it up 
some time in the day on Monday. 7 

The amendments were ordered to be printed. 

Mr. SEBASTIAN, from the Committee on In- 
dian Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (ŒH. 
R. No. 127) for the relief of O. F. D. Fairbanks, 
Frederick Dodge, and the Pacific Mail Steamship 
Company, reported it without amendment, with 
a recommendation that it do pass. 


MESSAGE ON THE STATE OF THE UNION. 


Mr. GWIN. Ihope that the Senate wili pro- 
cced to the consideration of the special order for 
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one o’clock. The Senator from New’ York is 
ready to proceed. If there is no other business 
before the Senate, I move that the Senate proceed 
to the consideration of the special order. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. It is moved 


that the Senate proceed to the consideration of the | 


President’s recent message. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate re- 
sumed the consideration of the special message of 
the President of the United States, communicated 
on the 9th of January, in reference to the state of 
the Union, the pending question being on Mr. 
Bieinr’s motion that it be printed. 

Mr. SEWARD. Mr. President, Congress ad- 
journed last summer amid auspices of national 
abundance, cgutentment, tranquillity, and happi- 
ness. It was reassembled this winter in the 
presence of derangement of business and disturb- 
ance of public as well as private credit, and in the 
face of seditious combinations to overthrow the 
Union. Thealarm is appalling; for Union is not 
more the body than liberty is the soul of the na- 
tion. The American citizen has been accustomed 
to believe the Republic immortal. He shrinks 
from the sight of convulsions indicative of its 
sudden death. The report of our condition has 
gone over the seas; and we who have so long and 
with much complacency studied the endless agi- 
tations of society in the Old World, believing our- 
selves cxempt from such disturbances, now, in 
our turn, secm to be falling into a momentous and 
disastrous revolution. 

I know how dificult it is to decide, amid so 
many and so various counsels, what ought to be 
and even whatcan be done. Certainly, however, 
itis time for every Senator to declare himself. 41 
therefore, following the example of the noble Sen- 
ator from Tennessee, [Mr. Jounson,| avow my 
adherence to the Union in its integrity and with 
all its parts, with my friends, with my party, with 
my State, with my country, or without either, as 
they may determine, in every event, whether or 
peace or of war, with every consequence of honor 
or dishonor, of life or death. Although I lament 
the occasion, I hail with cheerfulness the duty of 
lifting up my voice among distracted debates, for 
my whole country and its inestimable Union. 

Hitherto the exhibitions of spirit and resolu- 
tion here, as clscwhere, have been chiefly made 
on the side of disunion. Ido not regret this, Dis- 
union is so unexpected and unnatural that it must 
plainly reveal itself before its presence can be 
realized. I like best, also, the courage that rises 
slowly under the pressure of severe provocation. 
If it be a Christian duty to forgive to the stranger 
even seventy times seven offenses, it is the highest 
patriotism to endure without complaint the pas- 
sionate way wardness of political brethren so long 
as there is hope that they may come to a better 
mind. 

T think it is easy to pronounce what measures 
or conduct willnot save the Union, I agree with 
the honorable Senator from North Carolina (Mr. 
Curxaman] that mere eulogiums will not save it. 
Yet [ think that as prayer brings us nearer to God, 
though it cannot move Him toward us, so there 
is healing and saving virtue in every word of de- 
votion to the Union that is spoken, and in every 
sigh that its danger draws forth. I know, at 
least, that, like virtue, it derives strength from 
every irreverent act that is committed and every 
blasphemous phrase that is uttered against it. 

The Union cannot be saved by mutual crimi- 
nations concerning our respective share of re- 
sponsibility for the present evils. He whose con- 
science acquits him will naturally be slow to 
accuse others whose coöperation he needs. His- 
tory only can adjust the great account. 

À continuance of the debate on the constitu- 
tional power of Congress over the subject of sla- 
very in the Territories will not save the Union. 
The opinions of parties and sections on that ques- 


tion have become dogmatical, and it is this cir- | 


cumstance that has produced the existing alien- 
ation. A truce, at least during the debate on the 
Union, is essential to reconciliation. 

The Union cannot be saved by proving that 


secession is illegal or unconstitutional. Persons | 


benton that fearful step will not stand long enough 
on forms of law to be dislodged; and loyal men do 
not need such narrow ground to stand upon. 

I fear that little more will be gained from dis- 
cussing the right of the Federal Government. to 
coerce seceding States into obedience. If dis- 


union is to go on, this question, will give place to 
the more practical one, whether many seceding 
States have a right to coerce the remaining mem- 
bers to acquiesce in a dissolution. À 

I dread, as in my innermost soul I abhor, civil 
war. I do not know what the Union would be 
worth if saved by the use of the sword. Yet, for 
all this, I do not agree with those who, with a 
desire to avert that great calamity, advise a con- 
ventional or unopposed separation, with a view 
to what they call a reconstruction. It is enough 
for me, first, that in this plan, destruction goes 
before reconstruction; and secondly, that the 
strength of the vase in which the hopes of the 
nation are held consists chiefly in its remaining 
unbroken, 

Congressional compromises are not likely to 
save the Union. I know, indeed, that tradition 
favors this form of remedy. But it is essential 
to its success, in any case, that there be found a 
preponderating mass of citizens, so far neutralon 
the issue which separates parties, that they can 
intervene, strike down clashing weapons, and 
compelanaccommodation. Moderate concessions 
are not customarily asked by a force with its guns 
in battery; nor are liberal concessions apt to be 
given by an opposing force not less confident of 
its own right and its own strength, I think, also, 
that there is a prevailing conviction that legislative 
compromises which sacrifice honestly cherished 
principles, while they anticipate future exigencies, 
even if they do not assume extra-constitutional 
powers, arè less sure to avert imminent evils than 
they are certain to produce ultimately even greater 
dangers. 

Indeed, Mr. President, I think it will be wise 
to discard two prevalent ideas or prejudices, 
namely: first, that the Union is to be saved by 
somebody in particular; and secondly, that it is 
to be saved by some cunning and insincere com- 
pact of pacification. If I remember rightly, I said 


something like this here so long agg as 1850, and 
afterwards in 1854. a 
The present danger discloses itself in this form. 


Discontented citizens have obtained political 
power in certain States, and they are using this 
authority to overthrow the Federal Government. 
They delude themselves with a belief that the 
State power they have acquired enables them to 
discharge themselves of allegiance to the w hole 
Republic. The honorable Senator from Illinois 
{Mr. Doveras] says we have a right to coerce a 
State, but we cannot. The President says that 
no State has a right to secede, but we have no 
constitutional power to make war against a State, 
The dilemma results from an assumption that 
those who, in such acase, act against the Federal 
Government, act lawfully as a State; although 
manifestly they have perverted the power of the 
State to an unconstitutional purpose. A class of 
politicians in New England set up this theory 
and attempted to practice upon it in our war with 
Great Britain. Mr. Jefferson did not hesitate to 
say that States must be kept within their consti- 
tutional sphere by impulsion, if they could not be 
held there by attraction. Secession was then 
held to be inadmissible in the face of a public enc- 
my. Butifitis untenable in one case, it is neces- 
sarily so in all others. I fully admit the origin- 
ality, the sovereignty ,and the independence of the 
several States within their sphere. But I hold 
the Federal Government to be equally original, 
sovereign, and independent within its sphere. 
And the government of the State can no more 
absolve the people residing within its limits from 
allegiance to the Union, than the Government of 
the Union can absolve them from allegiance to 
the State. 
and the laws made in pursuance thereof, are the 
supreme law of the land, paramount to all legis- 
lation of the States, whether made under the Con- 
stitution, or by even their organic conventions. 
The Union can be dissolved, not by secession, 
with or without armed force, but only by the vol- 
untary consent of the people of the United States, 
collected in the manner prescribed by the Consti- 
tution of the United States. 

Congress, in the present case, ought not to be 
impassive. It ought, if it can, to redress an 
real grievances of the offended States, and then it 
ought to supply the President with all the means 
necessary to maintain the Union in the full exhi- 
bition and discrect exercise of its authority. Be- 
yond this, with the proper activity on the part of 


The Constitution of the United States, | 


the Executive, the. responsibility of: saving’ the 
Union belongs. to the people, and they abun 
dantly competent to, discharge it. ee an 

1 propose, therefore, with great. deference, to 
address myself to the country. upon the moment 
ous subject, asking a hearing, not less fromthe. _ 
people within what are called the seceding, than. 
fromthose who reside within the adhering States. 
_ Union isan old, fixed settled habit of the Amer- 
ican. people, resulting from convictions of. its 
necessity, and therefore not likely to be hastily 
discarded. Theearly States, while existingas colo- 
nies, were combined, though imperfectly, through 
a common allegiance to the British Crown, When 
that allegiance ceased, no one was so presumptu- 
ous as to suppose political existence compatible 
with disunion; and, therefore, on the same day 
that they declared themselves independent, they 
proclaimed themselves also confederated States. 
Experience in war and in peace, from 1776 until 
1787, only convinced them of the necessity of con- 
verting that loose Confederacy into a more perfect 
and a perpetual Union. They acted with a gool- 
ness very different from the intemperate conduct 
of those who now on onc side threaten, and those 
who on the otherrashly defy disunion. ‘They con- 
sidered the continuance of the Union as a subject 
comprehending nothing less than the safety and 
welfare of all the parts of which the country was 
composed, and the fate of an empire in many re- 
spects the most interesting in the world. I enter 
upon the subject of continuing the Union now, 
deeply impressed with the same generous and. 
loyal conviction. How could it be otherwise, 
when, instead of only thirteen, the country is now 
composed of thirty-three parts; and the empire 
embraces, instead of only four million, no less 
than thirty million inhabitants. 

The founders of the Constitution moreover 
regarded the Union as no mere national or Aimer- 
ican interest. On the contrary, they confessed. 
with deep sensibility that it seemed to them to 
have been reserved for the people of this country 
to decide whether societies of men are really capa- 
ble of establishing good government upon reflec- 
tion and choice, or whether they are forever des- ` 
tined to depend for their political constitutions on 
accident and force. They feared, therefore, that 
their failure to continue and perfect_the Union 
would bea misfortune to the nations. How much 
more, sir, would its overthrow now bea calamity 
to mankind! 

Some form of government is indispensable here 
as elsewhere. hatever form we have, every 
individual citizen and every State must cede to it 
some natural rights, to invest the Government 
with the requisite power. The simple question, 
therefore, for us now to decide, while laying aside 
all pique, passion, and prejudice, is: whether it 
conduces more to the interests of the people of 
this country to remain, for the general purposes 
of peace and war, commerce inland and foreign, 
postal communications at home and abroad, the 
care and disposition of the public domain, coloni- 
zation, the organization and admission of new. 
States, and, generally, the enlargement ofempire, 
one nation under our present Constitution, than it 
would to divide themselves into separate Confed- 
eracies or States. 

Our country remains now as it was in 1787-—~ 
composcd not of detached and distant Territories, 
but of one whole well-connected and fertile region 
lying within the temperate zonc, with climates 
and soils hardly more various than those of France 
or of italy. This slight diversity quickens and 
amplifies manufacture and commerce, Our rivers 
and valleys, as improved by art, furnish us a sys- 
tem of highways unequaled in the world. The 
different forms of labor, if slavery were not per- 
verted to purposes of political ambition, need not 
constitute an element of strife in the Confederacy. 

Notwithstanding recent vehement expressions 
and manifestations of intolerance in some quarters, 
produced byintense partisan excitement, weare,in 
fact, a homogeneous people, chiefly of one stock, 
with accessions well assimilated. We have, prac- 
tically, only one language, one religion, one sys- 
tem of Government, and manners and customs 
common to all. Why, then, shall we not remain 
henceforth, as hitherto, one people ? 

The first object of every human society is safety 
or security, for which, if need be, they will, and 
they must, sacrifice every other. “This security 
is of two kinds: one, ¢xemption from foreign 
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agéression and influence; the other, exemption 
from domestic tyranny- and sedition. ` 

Foreign wars come from either violations of 
treaties or domestic violence. The Union has, 
thus’ far, proved itself an almost perféct shield 
against such wars. The United States, continu- 
ally enlarging their diplomatic acquaintance, have 
now treaties with France, the Netherlands, Great 
Britain; Sweden, Prùssia, Spain, Russia, Den- 
mark, Mexico, Brazil, Austria, Turkey, Chili, 
Siam, Muscat, Venezuela, Peru, Greeée, Sar- 
dinig, Ecuador, Hanover, Portugal, New Gran- 
add, Hesse Cassel, Wartembare, China, Bava- 
ria, Saxony, Nassau, Switzerland, Mecklenburg- 
Schwerin, Guatemala, the Hawaian Islands, San 
Salvador, ‘Borneo, ‘Costa Rica, Peru, Bremen, 
the Argentine Confederation, Loo Choo, Japan, 
Brunswick, Persia, Baden, Belgium, and Para- 
guay. Nevertheless, the United States, within 
their entire existence under the Federal Constitu- 
tion, have had flagrant wars with only four States, 
two of which were insignificant Powers, on the 
coast of Barbary, and have had direct hostilities, 
amounting to reprisals, against only two or three 
more; and they are now at peace with the whole 
world. Ifthe Union should be divided into only 
two Confederacies, each of them would need to 
make as many treaties as we have now; and, of 
course, would be liable'to give as many causes 
of waras we now do. But we know, from the 
sad experience of other nations, that disintegra- 
tion, once begun, inevitably continues until even 
the greatest empire crambles into many parts. 
Each Confederation that shall ultimately arise out 
of the ruin of the Union will have necessity for 
as many treaties as we now have, and will incur 
liabilities for war ag often as we now do, by 
breaking them, Itis the multiplication of treaties, 
and the want of confederation, that makes war 
the normal condition of society in Western 
Europe and in Spanish America. It is union 
that, notwithstanding our world-wide intercourse, 
makes peace the habit of the American people. 

I will not descend so low as to ask whether new 
confederacies would be able or willing to bear 
the grievous expense of maintaining the diplo- 
matic relations which cannot be dispensed with 
except by withdrawing from foreign commerce. 

Our Federal Government is better able to avoid 
giving just causes of war than scveral confedera- 
cies, because it can conform the action of all the 
States to compacts. Itcan have only one con- 
struction, and only one tribunal to pronounce that 
construction, of every treaty. Local and tempo- 
rary interests and passions, or personal cupidity 
and ambition, can drive small confederacies or 
States more casily than a great Republic into in- 
discreet violations of treaties. 

“The United States being a greatand formidable 
Power, can always secure favorable and satisfac- 
tory treaties. Indeed, every treaty we have was 
voluntarily made. Small confederacies or States 
must take such treaties as they can get, and give 
whatever treaties are exacted. A humiliating, or 
even an unsatisfactory treaty, is a chronic cause 
of forcign war, 

The chapter of wars resulting from unjustifi- 
able causes would, in case of division, amplify 
itself in proportion to the number of new con- 
federacies and their irritability. Our disputes 
with Great Britain about Oregon, the boundary 
of Maite, the patriot insurrection in Canada, and 
the Island of San Juan; the border strifes be- 
tween Texas and--Mexico, the incursions of the 
late William Walker into Mexico and Central 
América; all these were cases in which war was 
prevented only by the imperturbability of the 
Federal Government. 

This Government not only gives fewer causes 
of war, whether just or unjust, than smaller con- 
federacies would; but it always has a greater 
ability to accommodate them by the exercise of 
more coolness and courage, the use of more vari- 
ous and more liberal means, and the display, if 
need be, of greater force. Every one knows how 
placable we ourselves are in controversies with 
Great Britain, France, and Spain; and yet how 
exacting we have been in our intercourse with 
New Granada, Paraguay, and San Juan de Nic- 
aragua. 

Mr. President, no onc will dispute our fore- 
fathers’ maxim, that the common safety of all is 
the safety of each of the States. While they re- 
main united, the Federal Government combines 


all the materials and all the forces of the several 
States; organizes their defenses on one general 
principle;-harmonizcs and assimilates them with 
one system; watches for them with a single eye, 
which it turns in all directions, and moves all 
agents under the control of one executive hedd. 
A nation so constituted is safe against assault or 
even insult. 

` War produces always a speedy exhaustion of 
money and a severe strain upon credit. The 
treasuries and credits of small confederacies would 
often prove inadequate. Those of the Union are 
always ample. 

I have thus far kept out of view the relations 
which must arise between the confederacies them- 
selves. They would be small and inconsiderable 
nations bordering on each other, and therefore, 
according to all political philosophy, natural ene- 
mies. In addition to the many treaties which each 
must make with foreign Powers, and the causes 
of war which they would give by violating them, 
each of the confederacies must also maintain 
treaties with all the others, a'nd so be liable to give 
them frequent offense. They would necessarily 
have different interests resulting from their estab- 
lishment of different policies of revenue, of min- 
ing, manufactures, and navigation, of immigra- 
tion, and perhaps the slave trade. Each would 
stipulate with foreign nations for advantages 
peculiar to itsclf and injurious to its rivals, 

If, indeed, it were necessary that the Union 
should be broken up, it would be in the last de- 
gree important that the new confederacies to be 
formed should be as nearly as possible equal in 
strength and power, that mutual fear and mutual 
respect might inspire them with caution against 
mutual offense. But such equality could not long 
be maintained; one confederacy would rise in 
the scale of political importance, and the others 
would view it thenceforward with envy and ap- 
prehension. Jcalousies would bring on frequent 
and retaliatory, wars, and all these wars, from 
the peculiar cirapstances of the confederacics, 
would have the nature and character of civil 
war. Dissolution, therefore, is, for the people of 
this country, perpetual civil war. To mitigate it, 
and obtain occasional rest, what else could they 
accept but the system of adjusting the balance of 
power which has obtained in Europe, in which 
the few strong nations dictate the very terms on 
which all the others shall be content to live. 
When this hateful system should fail at last, for- 
eign nations would intervene, now in favor of one 
and then in aid of another; and thus our country, 
having expelled all European Powers from the 
continent, would relapse into an aggregated form 
of its colonial experience, and, like Italy, Turkey, 
India, and China, become the theater of transat- 
lantic intervention and rapacity. ° 


If, however, we grant to the new confederacies i 


an exemption from complications among cach 
other ap with foreign States, still there is too 
much reason to believe that not one of them could 
long maintain a republican form of government. 
Universal suffrage and the absence of a stand- 


` . + | 
ing army are essential to the republican system. 


The world has yet to see a single self-sustaining 
State of that kind, or even any confederation of 
such States, cxcept our own. Canada leans on 
Great Britain not unwillingly, and Switzerland is 
guarantied by interested monarchical States. Our 
own experiment has thus far been successful; be- 


cause, by the continual addition of new States, the | 
influence of cach of the members of the Union is | 
constantly restrained and reduced. No one, of | 
course, can foretell the way and manner of travel; | 
but history indicates with unerring certainty the | 
end which the several confederacies would reach? i 


Licentiousness would render life intolerable; and 
they would sooner or later purchase tranquillity 
and domestic safety by the surrender of liberty, 


and yield themselves up to the protection of mil- | 


itary despotism. 

Indulge me, sir, in one or two details under this 
head. First, it is only sixty days since this dis- 
union movement began; already those who are 
engaged init have canvassed with portentous free- 
dom the possible recombinations of the States when 
dissevered, and the feasible alliances of those re- 
combinations with European nations; alliances as 


| unnatural, and which would prove ultimately as | 
į pestilential to society here as that of the Tlasca- 
lans with the Spaniard, who promised them re- ! 


venge upon their ancient enemies, the Aztecs. 


Secondly. The disunion movementarises partl 
out of a dispute over the common domain of the 
United ‘States. . Hitherto the Union has confined 
this controversy within the bounds of political 
debate by referring it, with all other national ones, 
to the arbitrament of the ballot-box. Does any 
one suppose that disunion would transfer the 
whole domain to either party, or that any other 
umpire than war would, after dissolution, be 
invoked ? 

Thirdly. This movement arises, in another 
view, out òf the relation of African slaves to the 
domestic population of the country. Freedomis 
to them, as to all mankind, the chief object of 
desire. Hitherto, under the operation of the 
Union, they have practically remajned ignorant 
of the controversy, especially of its bearing on 
themselves. Can we hope that flagrant civil war 
shall rage among ourselves in their very presence, 
and yet thatthey will remain stupid and idle spec- 
tators? Does history furnish us any satisfactory 
instruction upon the horrors of civil war among 
a people so brave, so skilled in arms, so earnest 
in conviction, and so intent in purpose, as we are? 
Is it a mere chimera whith suggests an aggrava- 
tion of those horrors beyond endurance when, on 
either side, there shall occur the interverition ot 
an uprising ferocious African slave population ot 
four, or six, perhaps twenty million? 

The opinions of mankind change, and with them 
the policies of nations. One hundred years ago 
all the commercial European States were engaged 
in transferring negro slaves from Africa to this 
hemisphere. To-day all those States are firmly 
set in hostility to the extension and even to the 
practice of slavery. Opposition to it takes two 
forms: one European, which is simple, direct ab- 
olition, effected, if need be, by compulsion; the 
other American, which secks toarrest the African 
slave trade, and resist the entrance of domestic 
slavery into Territories where it is yet unknown, 
while it leaves the disposition of existing slaver 
to the considerate action of the States by which 
itis retained. It is the Union that restricts the 
opposition to slavery in this country within these 
limits, Ifdissolution prevail, what guarantee shall 
there be against the fail development here of the 
fearful and uncompromising hostility to slaver 
whichelsewhere pervades the world, and of which 
the recent invasion of Virginia was an illustra- 
tion? 

Mr. President, I have designedly dwelt solong 
onthe probable effects of disunion upon the safety 
of the American people as to leave me little time 
to consider the other evils which must follow in. 
its train. But practically, the loss of safety in 
volvesevery other form of public calamity. When 
once the guardian angel has taken flight, every 
thing is lost. 

Dissolution would not only arrest, but extin- 
guish the greatness of our country. Even if sep- 
arate confederacies could exist and endure, they 
could severally preserve no share of the common 
prestige of the Union. If the constellation is to 
be broken up, the stars, whether scattered widely 
apart or grouped in smaller clusters, will thence- 
forth shed forth feeble, glimmering, and lurid 
lights. Nor will great achievements be possible 
for the new confederacies. Dissolution would 
signalize its triumph by actsof wanlonness which 
would shock and astound the world. It would 
provincialize Mount Vernon and give this Capi- 
tol over to desolation at the very moment when 
the dome is rising over our heads that was to be 
crowned with the statue of Liberty. - After this 
there would remain for disunion no act of stupen- 
dous infamy to be committed. No petty confed- 
eracy that shall follow the United States can pro~ 
long, orevenrenew, the majestic drama of national 
progress. Perhaps it is to be arrested because its 
sublimity is incapable of continuance. Let it be 
so, if we have indced become degenerate. After 
Washington, and the inflexible Adams, Henry, 
and the peerless Hamilton, Jefferson, and the ma- 
jestic Clay, Webster, and the acute Calhoun, 
Jackson, the modest Taylor, and Scott, who rises 
in greatness under the burden of years, and Frank- 
lin, and Fulton, and Whitney, and Morse, have 
all performed their parts, let the curtain fall! 

While listening to these debates, I have some- 
times forgotten myself in marking their contrasted 
effects upon the page who customarily stands on 
the dais before me, and the venerable Secretary 
who sits behind him. The youth exhibits in- 
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tense but pleased emotion in the excitement, while 
at every irreverent word that is uttered against 
the Union the eyes of the aged man are suffused 
with tears. “Let him weep no more. Rather 
rejoice, for yours has been a lot of rare felicity. 
You have seen and been a part of all the great- 
ness of your country, the towering national great- 
ness of all the world. Weep only you, and weep 
with allthe bitterness of anguish, who are just 
stepping on the threshold of life; for that great- 
pess perishes prematurely and exists not for you, 
nor for me, nor for any that shal] come after us. 

The public prosperity! how could it survive 
the storm? Ls clements are industry in the cul- 
ture of every fruit; mining of all the metals; com- 


merce at home and on every sea; material im- | 


provement that knows no obstacle and has no 
end; invention that ranges throughout the domain 
of nature; increase of knowledge as broad as the 
human mind can explore; perfection of art as 
high as human genius can reach; and social re- 
finement working for the renovation of the world. 
How could our successors prosecute these noble 
objects in the midst of bratatizing civil conflict? 
What guarantees will capital invested for such 
purposes have, that will outweigh the premium 
offered by political and military ambition? What 
leisure will the citizen find for study, or invention, 
or art, under the reign of conscription; nay, what 
interest in them will society feel when fear and 
hate shall have taken possession of the national 
mind? Let the miner in California take heed; for 
its golden wealth will become the prize of the na- 
tion that can command the most iron. Let the 
barderer take care; for the Indian will again lurk 
around his dwelling. Let the pioneer come back 
into our denser settlements; for the railroad, the 
post road, and the telegraph, advance not one fur- 
long further into the wilderness. With standing 
arniics consuming the substance of our people on 
the land, and our Navy and our postal steamers 
withdrawn from the ocean, who will protect or 
respect, or who will even know by name our petty 
confederacics? The American man-of-war is a 
noble spectacle. Ihave seen it enter an ancient 
port in the Mediterranean. All the world won- 
dered at it, and talked of it, Salvos of artillery, 
from forts and shipping in the harbor, saluted its 
flag. Princes and princesses and merchants paid 
it homage, and all the people blessed it as a har- 
binger of hope for their own ultimate freedom. I 
imagine now the same noble vessel again enter- 
ing the same haven. The flag of thirty-three stars 
and thirteen stripes has been hauled down, and 
in its place a signal is run up, 
device of a lone star or a palmetto tree. Men ask, 
«Who is the stranger that thus steals into our 


waters??? The answer contemptously given is, | 


«She comes from one of the obscure republics of 
North America. Let her pass on.” 

Lastly, public liberty, our own peculiar liberty, 
must languish for a time, and then cease to live. 
And such a liberty! free movement everywhere 
through our own land and throughout the world; 
free speech, free press, free suffrage; the freedom 
of every subject to vote on every law, and for or 
against every agent who expounds, administers, 
or executes. Unstable and jealous confederacies, 
constantly apprehending assaults without and 
treason within, formidable only to each other and 
contemptible to all beside: how long will it be be- 
fore, on the plea of public safety, they will sur- 
render all this inestimable and unequaled liberty, 
and accept the hateful and intolerable espionage 
of military despotism? 

And now, Mr. President, what is the cause for 
this suddenand eternal sacrifice of so much safety, 
greatness, happiness, and freedom? Have foreign 
nations combined, and are they coming in rage 
upon us? No. So far from being enemies, there 
is not a nation on earth that is not an interested, 
admiring friend. Even the London Times, by no 
means partial to us, says: 


“ It is quite possible that the problem of a democratic 
republic may be solved by its overthrow in a few days ina 
spirit of folly, selfishness, and short-sightedness.”” 


Has the Federal Government become tyrannical 


or oppressive, or even rigorous or unsound? Has | 


the Constitution lost its spirit, and all at once 
collapsed into a lifeless letter? No; the Federal 
Government smiles more benignantly, and works 
to day more beneficently than ever. The Consti- 
tution is even the chosen model for the organiza- 
tion of the newly rising confederacies. 


which flaunts the | 


The occasion is the election‘of a President of 
the United States, who is unacceptable to a por- 
tion of the people. I state the case accurately. 
There was no movement of disunion before the 
ballots which expressed that choice were cast. 
Disunion began as soon as the result was an- 
nounced. The justification it assigned was that 
Abraham Lincoln had been elected, while the sus- 
cess of either one of three other candidates. would 
have been acquiesced in. - Was the election ille- 
gal? No; itis unimpeachable. Is the candidate 
personally offensive ? No; heis aman of unblem- 
ished virtue and amiable manners. Is an election 
of President an unfrequent or extraordinary trans- 
action? No; we never hada Chief Magistrate | 
otherwise designated than by such election, and 
that form of choice is renewed every four years. 
Does any one even propose to change the mode 
of appointing the Chief Magistrate? No; election 
by universal suffrage, as modified by the Consti- 
tution, is the one crowning franchise of the Ameri- 


can people. To saveitthey would defy the world. 
is it apprehended thatthe new President will usurp 
despotic powers‘ No; while he is of all men the 
most unambitious, he is, by the partial success of 
those who opposed his election, subjected to such 
restraints that he cannot, without their consent, 
appoint a minister or even a police agent, nego- 
tiate a treaty, or procure the passage of a law, and 
can hardly draw a musket from the public arse- 
nals to defend his own person. 

What, then, is the groundof discontent? Itis 
that the disunionists did not accept as conclusive 
the arguments which were urged in behalf of the 
successful candidate in the canvass. This is all. 
Wore their own arguments against him more sut- 
isfactory to his supporters? Of course they were 
not; they could not be. Does the Constitution, 
in letter or spirit, require or imply that the argu- 
ments of onc party shall be satisfactory to the 
other? No; that is impossible. What is the con- 
stitutional remedy for this inevitable dissatisfac- 
tion? Renewed debate and ultimate rehearing in 
asubsequent election., Have the now successful 
majority perverted power to purposes of oppres- 
sion? No; they have never before held power. 
Alas! how prone we are to undervalue privileges 
and blessings. How gladly, how proudly, would 
the people of any nation in Europe accept, on 
such terms as we enjoy it, the boon of electing a 
Chicf Magistrate every four years by free, equal, 
and universal suffrage! How thankfully would 
they cast aside all their own systems of govern- 
ment, and accept this Republic of ours, with all 
its shortcomingsand its disappointments, maintain 
it with their arms, and cherish it in their hearts. 
Is it not the very boon for which they supplicate 
God without ceasing, and even wage war, with 
intermissions only resulting from exhaustion? 
How strange are the times in which we live! The 
coming spring season, on one side of the Atlantic, 
will open on a general conflict, waged to obtain, 
through whatever indirection, just such a system 
as ours; and on this side of the Atlantic, within 
the same parallels of latitude, it will open on 
fraternal war, waged in a moment of frenzied 
discontent to overthrow and annihilate the same 
institutions. Do men, indeed, live only for them- 
selves, to revenge their own wrongs, or to gratify 
their own ambition? Rather do not men live 
least of all for themselves, and chiefly for pos- 
terity and for their fellow-men? Have the Amer- 
ican people, then, become all of a sudden unnat- 
ural,as wellas unpatriotic? and will they disinherit 
their children of the precious estate held only in 
trust for them, and deprive the world of the best 
hopes it has enjoyed since the human race began 
its slow and painful, yet needful and wisely- 
appointed progress? f : : 

Here I might close my plea for the American 
Union; but it is necessary, if not to exhaust the 
argument, at least to exhibit the whole case. The 
disunionists, consciously unable to stand on their 
mere disappointment in the recent election, have 
attempted to enlarge their ground. More than 
thirty years there has existed a considerable— 
though not heretofore a formidable—mass of citi- 
zens in certain States situate near or around the 
deita of the Mississippi, who believe that the 
Union is less conducive to the welfare and great- 
ness of those States than a smaller confederacy, 
embracing only slave States, woul be. This 
class has availed itself of the discontents result- | 
ing fram the election to put into operation the ! 


machinery of dissolution long :ago prepared.and 
waiting only for occasion... In other States there 
is a soreness because of the want of sympathy 
in the free States with the efforts of slaveholders 
for the recapture of fugitives from service. In all 
the slave States there is a. restiveness -resulting 
from the resistance which has been’ so determ- 
inedly made within the last few years, in the free 
States, to the extension of slavery in the common 
Territories of the United States. The Republican 
party, which cast its votes for the successful pres- 
idential candidate on the ground of that policy, 
has been allowed, practically, no representation, 
no utterance by speech or through the press, in 
the slave States; while its policy, principles, and 
sentiments, and even its temper, have been so 
misrepresented as to excite apprehensions that it 
denies important constitutional obligations, and 
aims evenat interference with slavery and its over- 
throw by State authorities or intervention of the 
Federal Government. Considerable masseseven 
in the free States, interested in the success of these 
misrepresentations as a means of partisan strat- 
egy, have lent their sympathy to the party claim~ 
ing to be aggrieved. While the result of the 
election brings the Republican party necessarily 
into the foregroundin resisting disunion, the preju- 
dices against them which I have described have 
deprived them.of the coöperation of many good 
and patriotic citizens. On a complex issue be- 
tween the Republican party and the disunionists, 
although it involves the direst national calamities, 
the result might be doubtful; for the Republican 
party is weak in a Jarge part of the Union. But 
on a direct issué, with all who cherish the Union 
on one side, and all who desire its dissolution by 
force on the other, the verdict would be prompt 
and almost unanimous. I desire thus to simplify 
the issue, and for that purpose to separate from 
it all collateral questions, and relieve it of all par- 
tisan passions and prejudices. 

I consider the idea of the withdrawal of the 
Gulf States, and their permanent reorganization 
with or without others in a distinct Confederacy 
as a means of advantage to themselves, so cer- 
tainly unwise and so obviously imposgible of ex- 
ecution, when the purpose is underst od, that I 
dismiss it with the discussion J have already 
incidentally bestowed upon it. 

The case is different, however, in regard to the 
other subjects which I have brought in this con- 
nection before the Senate. 

Beyond a doubt, Union is vitally important to. 
the Republican citizens of the United States; but 
it is just as important to the whole people. Re- 
publicanism and Union are, therefore, not con- 
vertible terms. Republicanism is subordinate to 
Union, as everything else is and ought to be— 
Republicanism, Democracy, every other politi- 
cal name and thing; all are subordinate—and 
they ought to disappear in the presence of the 
great question of Union. So far as I am con- 
cerned, it shall be so; it should be so if the 
question were sure to be tried as it ought only 
to be determined, by the peaceful ordcal of the 
ballot. It shall be ‘so all the more since there 
is on one side preparedness to refer it to the arbi- 
trament of civil war. I have such faith in this 
republican system of ours, that there is no polit- 
ical good which I desire that I am not content to 
seek through its peaceful forms of administration 
without invoking revolutionary action. If others 
shall invoke that form of action to oppose and 
overthrow Government, they shall not, so far as 
it depends on me, have the excuse that I obsti- 
nately left myself to be misunderstood. In such 
a case I can afford to meet prejudice with concil- 
iation, exaction with concession which surren- 
ders no principle, and violence with the righthand 
of peace. Therefore,.sir, so far as the abstract 
question whether, by the Constitution of the Uni- 
ted States, the bondsman, who is made such by. 
the laws of a State, is still a man or only prop- 
erty, I answer that, within that State, its laws on 
that subject are supreme; that when he has es- 
caped from that State into another, the Constitu- 
tion regards him asa bondsman who may not, by 
any law or regulation of that State, be discharged 
from his service, butshall be delivered up,onciamm, 
to the party to whom his service is due. While 
prudence and justice would combine in persuad- 
ing you to modify the acts of Congress on that 
subject, so as not to oblige private persons to as~ 
sistin their execution, and to protect freemen frony- 


344 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


January 12, 


being; by’abuse ofthe laws, carried into slavery, 
Tagrce that all laws of the States; whether freé 
States or'slave States, which: relate to this:-class 
of persons; or.any others recently coming from 
or resident. in other States, and which laws con- 
travene the Constitution of the United States, or 
any law of Congress passed in conformity thereto, 
ought to be repealed. Bani $ 
“Secondly, Experiencein publicaffairs has con- 
firmed my opinion, that domestic slavery, exist- 

-ing incany State, is wisely left by the Constitu- 
tion-of the. United States exclusively: to the care, 
management, and disposition of that State; and 
if iv. were inmy power, I would not alter the Con- 
stitution in-that respect. If misapprehension of 
my*position needs:so strong a remedy, I am will- 
ing ‘to vote for an amendment of the Constitution, 
declaring that it shall not, by any future amend- 
ment, be so altered as to confer on Congress a 
power to abolish or interfere with slavery in any 
State. 

Thirdly. While I think that Congress has 
exclusive and sovercign authority to legislate on 
all subjects whatever, in the common Territories 
of the United States; and while I certainly shall 
never, directly or indirectly, give my vote to es- 
tablish or sanction slavery in such Territories, 
or anywhere else in the world, yet the ques- 
tion what constitutional laws shall at any time be 
passed:in regard to the Territories, is, like every 
other. question, to be determined on practical 
grounds, : I voted for enabling acts in the cases 
of Oregon, Minnesota, and Kansas, without 
being able to secure in them such provisions as 
I would have preferred; and yet I voted wisely. 
So now; Lam well satisfied that, under existing 
circumstances, a happy and satisfactory solu- 
tion of the difficulties in the remaining Territo- 
ries. would be obtained by similar laws, pro- 
viding for their organization, if such organiza- 
tion were otherwise practicable. If, therefore, 
Kansas were admitted as a State, under the Wy- 
andotte constitution, as I think she ought to be, 

. and if the organic laws of all the other Territo- 
ries could be repealed, I could vote to authorize 
the organization and admission of two new States 
which shold include them, reserving the right to 
effect subdivisions of them whenever necessary 
into several convenient States; but I do not find 
that such reservations could be constitutionally 
made. Without them, the ulterior embarrass- 
ments which would regult from the hasty incor- 
poration of States:of such vast extent and various 
interests and character would outweigh all the 
immediate advantages of such a measure. But 
if the measure were practicable, I should prefer 
a different course, namely: when the eccentric 
movements of secession and disunion shall have 
ended, in whatever form that. end may come, and 
the angry excitements of the hour shall have sub- 
sided, and calmness once more shall have resumed 
its accustomed. sway over the public mind, then, 
and notuntil then—one, two, or three years hence 
~I should cheerfully advise a convention of the 
people, to be assembled in pursuance of the Con- 
stitution, to consider and decide whether any and 
what amendments of the organic national law 
ought to be made. A Republican now—as I have 
heretofore been a member of other parties exist- 
ing in my day—TI nevertheless hold and cherish, 
asii have always done, the principle that this 


Government exists in-its present form only by | 


the consent of the governed, and that it is as ne- 
cessary as itis wise, to resort to the people for re- 
visions. of the organic law when the troubles and 
dangers of the State certainly transcend the pow- 
ers delegated by it to the public authorities. Nor 
ought the suggestion to excite surprise. Govern- 
ment in any fotm is a machine; this is the most 
complex one that the mind of man has ever in- 
vented, or the hand of man hasever framed. Per- 
fect as it is, it ought to be expected that it will, 
at least as often as once’in a century, require 
some modification to adapt it to the changes of 
society and alternations of empire, 

Fourthly. I hold myself ready now, as always 
heretofore, to vote for any properly-guarded laws 
which shall be deemed necessary to prevent mu- 
tual invasions of States by citizens of other States, 
and punish those who shall aid and-abet them. 

Fitthly. Notwithstanding the arguments of the 

allant Senator from Oregon, [General Lane,] 
Tiemann of the opinion that physical bonds, such 
as highways, railroads, rivers, and canals, are 


vastly more: powerful for. hoiding civil commu- 
nities:together than any mere covenants, though 
written on parchment or engraved upon iron. ` L 
remain, therefore, constant to my purpose to se- 


cure, if possible, the construction of two Pacific | 


railways, one of which shall connect the ports 
around the mouths of the Mississippi, and the 
other the towns on the Missouri and the Lakes, 
with the harbors on our western coast. 

If, in the expression of these views, I have not 
proposed what is desired or expected by many 
others, they will do me the justice to believe that 
I am as far from having suggested what in many 
respects would have been in harmony with cher- 
ished convictions of my own. I learned early 
from Jefferson, that in political affairs we cannot 
always do what seems to us absolutely best. 
Those with whom we must necessarily act, enter- 
taining different views, have the power and the 
right of carrying them into practice. We must 
be content to lead when we can, and to follow 
when we cannot lead; and if we cannot at any 
time do for our country all the good that we 
would wish, we must be satisfied with doing for 
her all the good that we can. 

Having submitted my own opinions on this 
great crisis, it remains only to say that I shall 


cheerfully lend to the Government my best sup- | 


port in whatever prudent yet energetic efforts it 
shall make to preserve the public peace, and to 
maintain and preserve the Union; advising, only, 
that it practice as far as possible the utmost mod- 
eration, forbearance, and conciliation. 

And now, Mr. President, what are the auspices 
of the country? | know that we are in the midst 
of alarms, and somewhat exposed to accidents 
unavoidable in seasons of tempestuous passions. 
Wealready have disorder; and violence has begun. 
I know not to what extent it may go. Still my 
faith in the Constitution and in the Union abides, 
because my faith in the wisdom and virtue of the 
American people remains unshaken, Coolness, 
calmness, and resolution, are elements of their 
character. They have been temporarily displaced; 
but they are reappearing. Soon enough, Í trust, 
for safety, it will be seen that sedition and vio- 
lence are only local and temporary, and that loy- 
alty and affection to the Union are the natural 
sentiments of the whole country. Whatever dan- 
gers there shall be, there will be the determina- 
tion to meet them; whatever sacrifices, private or 
public, shall be needful for the Union, they will be 
made. I fecl sure that the hour has not come for 
this great nation to fall. This people, which has 
been studying to become wiser and better as it 
has grown older, is not perverse or wicked enough 
to deserve so dreadful and severe a punishment 
as dissolution. This Union has not yet accom- 
plished what good for mankind was manifestly 
designed by Him who appoints the seasons and 
prescribes the duties of States and empires. No, 
sir; If it were cast down by faction to-day, it 
would rise again and reappear in all its majestic 
proportions to-morrow. Itisthe ouly Government 
that can stand here. Woe! Woe! to the man that 
madly lifts his hand against it. It shall continue 
and endure; and men, in after times, shall declare 
that this generation, which saved the Union from 
such sudden and unlooked-for dangers, surpassed 
in magnanimity even that one which laid its 
foundations in the eternal principles of liberty, 
justice, and humanity. 

Mr. GWIN. I move that the Senate do now 
adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate 
adjourned. : 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Sarurbay, January 12, 1861. 
The House met at twelve o’clock, m. 


by Rev. Dr. Neviy, of Philadelphia. 
The Journalof yesterday was read and approved. 


PRIVATE LAND CLAIMS IN NEW MEXICO. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House a com- 
munication from the Secretary of the Interior, 
transmitting, for the action of Congress, contem- 
plated by the eighth section of the act of July 22, 
1854, the transcript of five private land claims in 
New Mexico, designed for the House of Repre- 
sentatives, as indicated by the letter of the Eom- 
missioner o®the General Land Office of the 29th 
ultimo; which was referred to the Committee on 
Private Land Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


Prayer 


INDIAN DEPREDATIONS IN OREGON. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a 
communication from the War Department, in an- 
swer to the resolution of the House of Represent- 
atives, of December 17, 1860, relative to depreda- 
tions by Indians in Oregon; which was laid on 
the table and ordered to be printed. 


OCCUPATION OF PUBLIC BUILDINGS. 


Mr. CLARK, of Missouri. I find by the Con- 
stitution of this morning a statement that, b 
order of General Scott, a detachment of United 
States troops. has taken possession of the sub- 
treasury, post office, and custom-house buildings 
in St. Louis, Missouri. I want to make an ex- 
planation to the House, in order that this intelli- 
gence may not work mischief to the country. It 
may not be generally known that the post office, 
sub-treasury, and custom-house in St. Louis, are 
all in the same building. I know not whether the 
statement is true. The people of Missouri have 
heen, so far, quiet and loyal to the Union. Her 
Legislature is now in session, and is engaged in 
taking steps to redress the grievances under which 
we labor, and to present to the American people, 
and to the authorities of the several States, what 
we regard as necessary for the perpetuity of the 
Union. We make no threats; but we are determ- 
ined to take such steps as we think our honor and 
safety require. We propose to do this in ow own 
way and at our own time. I offer the following 
resolution 

Mr. LOVEJOY. I object. 

The SPEAKER. Let the resolution be read 
for information. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of War be requested to com 
municate to this House, whether the post ofice, sub-treas- 
ury, and custom-house, or either of them, situate in the 
city of St. Louis, Missouri, have been taken possession of 
by a detachment of United States troops, and if so, by whose 
orders; and whether any attempt by the citizens or State 
authorities of Missouri, to improperly interfere with said 
buildings or property, were threatened or made, before the 


same were taken possession of by the troops of the United 
States. 


Mr. LOVEJOY and others objected, 

Mr. CLARK, of Missouri. Í offer the resolu- 
tion in order that the country may be informed 
whether the statement is true or not. I wantin- 
formation onthe subject. I wantto know whether 
martial law is declared in my State; whether our 
women and children, when they go to their post 
office, are to be met by soldiers and bristling 


bayonets. 

Mr. FENTON. I call for the regular order of 
business. 

Mr. CLARK, of Missouri. I hope the gen- 
tleman will withdraw his objection. Let us know 
whether we are to be put under a military despot- 
ism. 

Objection was not withdrawn. 

Mr. CLARK, of Missouri. . I do not profess 
exactly to understand the rules of this House. 
I would ask the chair, therefore, whether it is 
now in order to move a suspension of the rules 
for the purpose of allowing me to introduce my 
resolution. 

The SPEAKER. A motion to suspend the 
rules is not in order except on Monday. 

Mr. REAGAN. Itsecems to me, Mr. Speaker, 
that when an honorable gentleman makes a state- 
ment like that which we have heard from the gen- 
uUeman from Missouri, we owe it to ourselves to 
take some action on it, If a military despotism 
really exist in the country,it ought to be known. 
{Cries of §* Order !?’ 

Mr. CLARK, of Missouri. If my people are 
to be placed under martial Jaw, Ict us know it. If 
we are to be ruled bya military despot, let us 
know it. [Cries of ** Order!’’] 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Mis- 
souri is notin order. A motion to suspend the 
rules is not in order except on Monday; and the 
gentleman’s resolution cannot be -introduced in 
any other way, unless unanimous consent is 
given. 


CHAD MILLER. 


Mr. BUFFINTON, from the Committee on 
Military Affairs, made an adverse report on the 
case of Chad Miller; which was laid upon the table, 
and ordered to be printed. 

FRANCES FOWLER. 


Mr. FOSTER, from the Committee on Invalid 
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Pensions, reported a bill for the relief of Frances 
Fowler, widow of Abram C. Fowler, late second 
lieutenant ofartillery, United States Army; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to a 
Committee of the Whole House on the Private 
Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, 
ordered to be printed. ; 


ASA BUTTERFIELD. 


Mr. FOSTER also, from the same committee, 
made an adverse report on the case of Asa But- 
terfield; which was laid upon the table, and ordered 
to be printed. 


CLARISSA PECK. 


Mr. STOKES, from the same committee, made 
an adverse report on the case of Clarissa Peck; 
which was laid upon the table and ordered to be 
printed. 

ELIZA M. PLYMPTON. 


Mr. STOKES also, from the same committee, 
reported a bill granting a pension to Eliza M. 
Plympton; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to aCommittee of the Whole House 
on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompa- 
nying report, ordered to be printed. 


LARKIN TALLY. 


Mr. STOKES also, from the same committee, 
reported a bill granting a pension to Larkin Tally, 
an invalid soldier of the war of 1812; which was 
read a first and second time. 

Mr. STOKES. Iask the unanimous consent 
of the House for leave to put that bill on its pas- 
sage. It is a meritorious case. 

Mr. GARTRELL. I object. - 

Mr. STOKES. This man is totally blind, and 
unless the Government helps him, he will be 
thrown upon the cold charities of the world. 

Mr. GARTRELL. I insist on my objection. 

The bill was referred to a Committee of the 
Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with 
the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 


JOHN ROGERS. 


Mr. STOKES, from the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, reported a bill granting a pension to 
John Rogers, of Tennessee, an invalid soldier of 
the war of 1812; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to a Committee of the Whole House 
on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompa- 
nying report, ordered to be printed. 


PETER LAVARRE. 


Mr. FENTON, from the same committee, re- 

orted a bill granting an invalid pension to Peter 
avarte which was read a first and second time, 
referred to a Committee of the Whole House on 
the Private Calendar, and, with the accompany- 
ing report, ordered to be printed. 


MARY CLEARWATER. 


Mr. VANCE, from the Committee on Revolu- 
tionary Claims, reported a bill for the relicfof the 
heirs of the late Mary Clearwater, of New York, 
formerly the widow of James Young; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to a Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the Private Cal- 
endar, and, with theaccompanying report, ordered 
to be printed. 

ROBERT PAUL. 


Mr. FENTON, from the same committee, re- 
ported a bill for the relief of the heirs of Robert 
Paul, a soldier of the Revolution; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to a Committee 
of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, 
and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 
printed. 

REGISTER AT VINCENNES. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Indiana, from the Commit- 
tee on Public Lands, reported a bill for the relief 
of the register of the land office at Vincennes, In- 
diana, and for other purposes; which was read a 
first and second time. 

The bill was read in extenso. It authorizes the 
Secretary of the Interior to make such allowance 
for office rent during the temporary continuance 
of the land office at Vincennes, Indiana, as may, 
in his opinion, be just and proper; and that fur- 
ther, he be authorized to adjust the account of 
John Moore, postmaster at Vincennes, Indiana, 
apd allow him, at the usual rate, compensation 
for taking care of the books, papers, &e., of the 
land office at Vincennes, Indiana, during the time 


the same were in his custody, under instructions 
from the General Land Office of September 3, 
1858, the allowance to be paid out of the appro- 
priations for incidental expenses of the district 
land office. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Indiana. I ask the Clerk to 
read the letter Į send up. It will fully explain 
the case. 

The Clerk read, as follows: 

Generar Lanp Orrice, March 15, 1860. 

Sır: I have the honor to return herewith the letter from 
Hon. W. E. Niblack to the chairman of the Committee of 
Public Lands, House of Representatives, referred by you 
for report, recommending that an allowance be made the 
register at Vincennes, Indiana, for office rent; and also that 
an allowance be made John Moore, Esg., of Vincennes, 
forsafe keeping the books, papers, &e., of that land district, 
in the interval between the closing of the land office, under 
the-sixth section of the act of August 18, 1836, and its re- 
opening under the act of December 21, 1858, (laws 11, pages 
140 and 373,) and to state that, inasmuch as the continu- 
ance of this office isa mere temporary matter, and the duties 
of both a register and receiver devolve upon the present 
incumbent, whose salary is fixed at $500 per annum, with 
certain fees, believed to amount to an inconsiderable an- 
nual sum, a reasonable amount for rent may properly be 
made, : 

In reference to the other allowance, I have to state that 
the practice of this office, in cases of this kind, is to admit 
a claim for safe keeping books and papers of district laud 
offices, not to exceed, at the rate of the officer’s salary, for 
the time the archives remain in possession of the person 
having them in charge. Such allowance could properly 
have been made Mr. Moore; but for the reason that he 
was at the time postmaster at Vincennes, and in the opin- 
ion of the Department, as expressed in your letter of June 
25, 1859, was not competent, under the Jaws, to receive 
compensation for this service. Had these books, &e., been 
in the hands of one not holding a public office under the 
Government, there would have been no objection to the 
allowance. Under the circumstances, E am of opinion that 
the usual compensation should be made Mr. Moore, and 
submit herewith the draft of a bill to meet the case. 

With great respect, your obedient servant, 

JOSEPH S. WILSON, Commissioner. 


Hon. Jacoz T'Hompson, Secretary of the Interior. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed, and read 
a third time; and being engrossed, it was accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 

r. DAVIS, of Indiana, moved to reconsider 
the vote just taken; and moved that the motion to 
reconsider be laid upon the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


PRIVATE BILLS ON THE SPEAKER'S TABLE. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House the fol- 
lowing private bills from the Senate; which were 
severally read a first and second time, and referred 
as indicated below: 

An act (No. 395) for the relief of Samuel 
Worcester—to the Committee on Invalid Pen? 
sions. 

‘An act (No. 376) for the relief of Major Ben- 
jamin Alvord, paymaster United States Army— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

An act (No. 463) for the relief of W. H. Vesey 
—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 


IOWA PUBLIC BUILDINGS. 


Mr. VANDEVER, Iask the unanimous con- 
sent of the House for leave to take up Senate res- 
olution No. 2, to relinquish to the State of Iowa 
the title of the United States to five sections of 
land donated to that State at the time of her ad- 
mission into the Union, toaid in the construction 
of certain public buildings. f 

Mr. GARTRELL. Iobject; and I give notice | 
that I will hereafter object to everything that is 
not in order. 

PRIVATE CALENDAR. 


Mr. BURNETT. I makea privileged motion. 
I move that the House resolve itself into the | 
Committee of the Whole House on the Private 
Calendar. If there be no objection, I hope this | 
will be considered as objection day in the com- | 
mittee. H 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois, We will | 
agree to that. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Virginia. I hope the gentle- 
man will not submit that motion at this time. 

Mr. BURNETT. I withdraw itfor the present. 


JOHN D. OTT AND If. J. W LAUGTILIN. 


Mr. HARRIS, of Virginia, from the Committee 
of Accounts, reported a joint resolution to pay 
John D. Ott and Henry J. McLaughlin for ser- | 


vices rendered in the folding-room of the House |} 


of Representatives; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to a Committec of the Whole 
House on the Private Calendar, and, with the 
accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 


i 


` RETIREMENT OF MISSISSIPPI DELEGATION. < 
The SPEAKER laid before the House the fol- 
lowing communication: © ` i Ta 


_ Wasurneron, D: Cy January 12, 18i. 
Sır: Having received official information thatthe State 


-of Mississippi, through a convention representing the sov- 


ereignty of the State, has passed an ordinance withdrawing 
from the Federal Government all the powers delegated. to 
it at the time. of her admission into the Union, it becomes 
our duty to lay this fact before you,and to aniounce. that 
we are no longer members of this body. i j 
Wiilg we regret the-necessity which impels our State to 
the ad@ption of this course, we desire to say that it meets 
our unqualified approval ;.and we shall:return to herbosom, 
to share her fortunes, whatever they. may be. 
We have the honor to be, very respectfully, your obedient 
servants, 7 OTHO R. SINGLETON, 
WILLIAM BARKSDALE, 
REUBEN DAVIS, 
JOHN J. MCRAE, 
L. Q. C. LAMAR, 


Hon, Wirum ‘Penninoton, Speaker of the House of Rep- 
resentatives. . 
Mr. JONES. I move that the names of. the 

Mississippi delegation, as well as those of the 

South Carolina delegation, be stricken from the 

rol. : 

Mr. ELY. I object to that motion. 

The SPEAKER. Objection being made, the 
motion cannot be received. 

Mr. BURNETT. If gentlemen notify the 
Speaker, and through him the House, that they 
have left the House, their State having withdrawn 
from the Union, it does seem to me that there is 
not the least necessity in the Clerk calling their 


names. 

Mr. SPINNER. Does the gentleman from 
Kentucky state that they have resigned their 
places in this House? If that be the position of 
these retiring dclegations, then perhaps he may 
be right. : 

Mr. BURNETT. They have retired from 
their scats here because their States have retired 
from the Union. 

Mr. SPINNER. They are not out of the 
Union. We all deny that. i 

The SPEAKER. The Chair overrules the point 
of order of the gentleman from Kentucky. 

The communication was then laideupon the 
table. ` ' 

NAVY APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. SHERMAN moved that the rules be sus- 
pended, and that the House resolve itself into the 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union on the Navy appropriation; and pending 
that motion, he moved that general debate in 
committee be terminated in five minutes after 
considcration of the bill shall be resumed. 

Mr. BURNETT. [cannot consent to the idea 
of confining all debate upon the naval appropria- 
tion bill, which is already a special order, and 
upon which debate must be confined to the merits 
of the bill, to the period of ten minutes. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I will say, then, one hour, 
if the gentleman desires it. k 

Mr. BURNETT. I do not believe, in this. 
advanced stage of the proceedings of the House, 
with so many of our appropriation bills already 
passed, and in view of the action of the Senate, 
that there is any necessity for closing debate. in 
this summary manner, or of confining debate upon 
so important bills as the Army and Navy bills, 
Hence I cannot agree to the motion of the gentle- 
man from Ohio; and I again submit the motion 
that the House resolve itself into a Committee of 
the Whole upon the Private Calendar. 

Mr. LOVEJOY. Then I hope it will be under- 
stood that it shall be considered as objection day. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I believe my motion takes 
precedence. 

Mr. BURNETT. This being private billday, 
my motion is a matter of course. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Is this objection day? 

The SPEAKER. It is not. 

Mr. GARTRELL. I object to its being objec- 


| tion day. 


Mr. BURNETT. It will be impossible for us 
to make any headway upon the Private Calendar 
unless there be an agreement that this shall be 
considered objection day. As that is objected to, 
{withdraw my motion. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I move, then, that all gen- 
eral debate be terminated upon the naval bill in 
one hour after going into committee. That will 


| not cut off five minutes’ debate. 


The motion was agreed to. 
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Mr. SHERMAN. Now I call for the question 
“on my. motion that the House resolve itself into 
the. Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union. ee . 

The question was put; and the motion was 
agreed to. ‘ 

“The House accordingly resolved itself into the 
Committee of the Whole on the state ofthe Union, 
(Mr.‘Cotrax in the chair,) and resumed the chn- 
sideration of the , 3 


NAVY APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The: Clerk, read. the first clause of the bill. 
_ Mr. COX obtained the floor, and indicated a 
purpose.to make a speech. 

MreBURNETT. Before the gentleman from 
Olio proceeds, I think it wise to submit a ques- 
tion to the Chair. 

Mr. SHERMAN. This bill is a special order, 
and debate must be confined to the merits of the 
bill. 

Mr. BURNETT. I want to make an inquiry 
„of the Chair. A gentleman on the floor attempted 
to make a speech a day or two ago, and was cut 
off almost as soon as he commenced. Now, I 
want 

Mr. SHERMAN. Unless my colleague speaks 
to the merits of the bill, I must object. He can- 
not indulge in general debate. 

Mr. BURNETT. I desire to ask the Chair 
whether, in this hour’s debate, it would be in 
order for'me, or any other gentleman upon this 
floor, to make a speech upon the present aspect 
of the political questions of this country, all of 
which would go to show that there ought not to 
be any appropriation made for naval purposes by 
this Congress? 

The CHAIRMAN. TheChairthinksnot. The 
rule adopted last session in reference to making 
special orders of appropriation bills reads as fol- 
lows: 

In the Committee of the Whole on the state of the 


Union all debate upon special orders shail be confined 
strictly to the measure under consideration.” 


That was intended to change the old rule, which 
allowed unlimited debate; and therefore, the Chair 
thinks no Uebate will be in order, unless it is di- 
rected to the particular merits of the appropria- 
tions contained in this bill. Debate as to whether 
there should be any appropriations at all in the 
Navy bill would not be in order. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I suppose it is understood 
that, after the appropriation bills are passed, the 
widest latitude of debate will be permitted. That 
will probably be after Monday next. 

Mr. COX. I will very frankly state to the 
Chair that my object was to indulge in general 
debate. I did not intend to speak to the specific 
matwr of the bill now under consideration. Ido 
not want to enter upon my-speech and leave any 
portion of it not delivered, and therefore I would 
like the sense of the House upon. this question 
before I commence. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair would like to 
gratify the gentleman from Ohio; but the word 
“strictly” being used in this rule for the pur- 
pose of changing the old practice of allowing the 
widest latitude of debate, the rule must be admin- 
istered strictly. The only way the Chair can sub- 
mit the question to the House, is by the gentleman 
from Ohio appealing from the decision of the 
Chair. 

Mr, COX, Iwill not take an appeal in my 
own case, though in another case 1 would. I 
therefore yield the floor, and will avail mysclf of 
another opportunity when this discussion will be 
in order, 

Mr. BURNETT. Now, I will say to the Chair 
that I:desire to make a speech, addressing itself 
to the aspect of the political affairs and condition 
of the country generally; and I desire, before I 
commence, to ask the Chair whether I shall be 
permitted todo so, And I want to state to the 
House that my argument will go to the whole 
merits of this bill. My object will be to show 
that the Army and Navy are, as I believe from 
present movements, to be used for the purpose of 
coercion against a portion of the States which 
have recently been in this Confederacy, but which, 
by their action, have placed themselves out of it; 
and believing that to be case, I want to make an | 
argument to show that no appropriation ought to j 
be made, cither for the Army or the Navy, for | 


such a purpose. 


Mr. SHERMAN. I make the point of order, 
that such-a-speech would not be in order, because 
it is not-germanc to this bil.. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state to 
the gentlemen from Ohio and Kentucky, that he 
sustains the point of order made by the gentleman 
from Ohio, and for this reason: that were the 
construction to be placed upon the rule which the 
gentleman from Kentucky desires, the rule would 
be mere surplusage. That was the old rule, which 
this rule was intended to change. Therefore the 
Chair decides that general debate is not in order. 

Mr. BURNETT. I appeal from the decision 
of the Chair. 

The question was put, ‘Shall the decision of 
the Chair stand as the judgment of the commit- 
tee??? And it was decided in the affirmative. 

So the decision of the Chair was sustained. 

The Clerk read the next clause of the bill, as 
follows: 

“For pay of commission, warrant, and petty officers 
and seamen, including the engineer corps of the Navy, 
$4,438,577. 

Mr. PRYOR. I move to strike out the lines 
seven, eight, nine, and ten, including the chief 
appropriation to the naval service. 

Mr. Chairman, so long as the American Navy 
was engaged in the lawful and beneficent enter- 
prise of protecting the interests of commerce, en- 
larging the boundaries of discovery, and main- 
taining the honor of our flag against foreign at- 
tack, I voted toaccord it a generous support. But 
now, sir, when it is to be employed for the inhu- 
man purpose of subjugating sovereign States, and 
imposing the yoke of military despotism upon a 
people who are guilty of no other crime than a 
gallant resistance to wrong and oppression, I 
would sink it in the abyss of ocean before I 
would grant ita farthing. A bulwark of national 
defense, it invokes the nation’s gratitude; the 


dread instrument of death and desolation in fratri- | 


cidal strife, it deserves the nation’s execration. 

To my mind, the most disastrous portent ‘of 
these sana times is the obvious and absolute 
prevalence of the military temper in the councils 
of the Administration. An imbecile Executive 
has fallen under the ascendency of an aspiring 
soldicr, and the country is ruled by a “ Mayor of 
the Palace.” The arts of statesmanship are no 
longer applicd in the solution of political dificul- 
ties; but the sword is cast into the balance of sec- 
tional controversy. Instead of messengers of con- 

iliation to a malcontent people, the Government 
ispatches men and munitions of war to constrain 
obedience to an obnoxious sway. Though no 
foreign foot treads the soil of America with hos- 
tile purpose, troops are distributed and concen- 
trated as if to repel imminent invasion. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Irise to a point of order. 
I have listened to the remarks of the gentleman 
from Virginia, and I cannot sce that they are in 
order. 

Mr. PRYOR. H the gentleman will allow me, 
I will conclude in a moment. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I hope the gentleman will 
confine his remarks to what is appropriate to his 
amendment, and not press them beyond that. 

{Mr. DAVIDSON, from the Committee on 
Enrolled Bills, here reported as truly enrolled an 


act for the relief of Hockaday & Liggit; when | 


the Speaker signed the same.) 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from 
Ohio insist upon his point of order? 

Mr. SHERMAN. i waive it inthe hope that 
the gentleman from Virginia will confine his re- 
marks within what was understood to be the de- 
cision of the Chair awhile ago. 

Mr. PRYOR. If the gentleman from Ohio will 
allow me, I will confine myself rigorously and 
logically to the question raised by my amend- 
ment. 1 was saying, Mr. Chairman, that al- 
though no foreign foot treads the soil of America 
with unfriendly purpose, yet troops are distrib- 
uted and concentrated as if to resist imminent in- 
vasion. Forts are garrisoned with the avowed 
purpose of overawing sovercign States; and, even 
in this District, masses of mercenaries are ac- 
cumulating to inaugurate the President of the 
people in blood. A salutary principle of an- 
tique liberty forbade the presence of a commis- 
sioned general within the walls of Rome; but this, 
along with all other maxims of republican free- 
dom, is banished from the councils of this most 
detestable Administration. 


| 


Sir, as I am restricted within the limits of de- 
bate pertinent to the amendment I have proposed, 
I will conclude by availing myself of the occasion 
to give warning to the people of Virginia that a 
plan is maturing, and preparations are making, to 
subject them to Federal tyranny by the compul- 
sion of force, and to implore them, by every con- 
sideration of safety and of honor to concert prompt 
and adequate measures of resistance. For myself, 
I will discharge my duty here by opposing every 
appropriation for the support of an Army and 
Navy that are to be cmployed in this unhallowed 
enterprise. 

Mr. CLEMENS. Mr. Chairman, I should be 
unjust to myself; I believe I should be unjust 
to the people of Virginia, if the inflammatory re- 
marks of my colleague passed this House unre- 
buked; and standing here, as I do, on terms of 
equality with him, representing a district which, 
in case of a conflict of arms, is thrown upon a 
defenseless border, I appeal to him to know 
whether. 

Mr. GARNETT. Mr, Chairman, I call upon 
you to enforce the rules of order upon that mem- 
ber from Virginia. You ruled my colleague (Mr. 
Peton] and myself out of order. 

Mr. MeKNIGHT. Turn about is fair play. 
I hope the gentleman from Virginia will beallowed 
to proceed. 

r. GARNETT. I know thathe will receive 
aid from the Black Republicans; but I call him to 
order. ake 

Mr. PRYOR. My colleague will allow me a 
moment to make a suggestion. If the House will 
do my colleague [Mr. Ciemens] the courtesy to 
let him speak, and me the courtesy to allow me 
to reply to him, I shall be content. 

Mr. GARNETT. I will waive the point of 
order on that condition, > 

Mr. HINDMAN. Let that be the understand- 


ing. : $ 

Me, SHERMAN. I will not. make myself a 
party to any understanding which will tie my 
hands in enforcing the rules of the House. I hope 
gentlemen will confine themselves within the rules | 
of the House in the discussion of this bill, and 
next week we shallhavea general field of debate, 
and I hope we shall all have a chance to partici- 
pate in it. 

Mr. PRYOR. I trust my colleague near me 
will withdraw his objection. 

Mr. GARNETT, I withdraw it. 

Mr. HINDMAN. I renew the objection. 

Mr. HILL. The Chairman . 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Ark- 
ansas raised a point of order. Does he insist 
upen it? 

Mr. HINDMAN. I do; but with the under- 
standing that the gentleman from Virginia, who 
first spoke, shall have an opportunity to respond 
to his colleague, I will not insist upon the point 
of order. If that be denied, I will insist upon it. 

Mr. HILL. I object to any such understand- 
ing being made. The kind personal feeling which 
I entertain toward the member from Virginia, 
who was first up, [Mr. Pryor,] induced me to 
refrain from interposing during his remarks. I 
can perceive that members upon the other side of 
the House are quite as ready for this kind of de- 
bate as the gentleman from Virginia or any other 
man from the South, however ardent he may be. 
It has been my policy from first to last to interpose 
objection to inflammatory debate. There is spirit 
enough on my right, (the Republican side of the 
House,) and fecling enough to accept the gage 
thrown down here. I stand here for the conserv- 
ative country, and against extremes anywhere. 

Mr. HINDMAN. I call the gentleman from 
Georgia to order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from 
Georgia is not in order in debating the point of 
order. 

Mr. LEACH, of North Carolina. 
ing very well. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will decide the 
point of order; and any gentleman who is dissat- 
isfied with the decision can take an appeal. 

Mr. HILL. I was merely interposing my ob- 
jection, sir, to any such understanding as that 
proposed by the gentleman from Arkansas. 

The CHAIRMAN. The first gentleman from 
Virginia who spoke, evidently went beyond the 
decision of the Chair, which was sustained by 
the committee. The gentleman from Ohio (Mr. 


He is talk- 


1861. 
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Suermayn] raised that question of order; butas the 
point of order was not pressed, the Chair allowed 
the gentleman to proceed—it being evidently by 
unanimousconsent. Very certainly thelanguage of 
the gentleman from Virginia in regard to the Ad- 
ministration and the Navy was not legitimate to 
the Army appropriation bill; but as the point of 
order was not pressed, the Chair allowed the 

entleman to proceed. But the point of order 

eing now made upon the other gentleman from 
Virginia, [Mr. CLemzns,] the Chair is compelled 
to sustain it, and decides that the gentleman’s re- 
marks are not in order, and that he cannot be 
allowed to proceed. 

Mr. GARNETT. Permit me to remind the 
Chair and the committee, that my colleague [Mr. 
Pryor] desisted the moment the point of order 
was made and decided against him. 

Mr. HILL. Let me remark, in justice to my- 
self, that I should not object if the colloquy was 
to be confined to the two gentlemen from Virginia, 
and not to take the wide latitude which 1 believe it 
would take. 

Mr. HINDMAN. Iagain call the gentleman 
to ordér. i 

Mr. HILL. That is oll I wished to say. 

The CHAIRMAN. Debate is not in order. 

The question was taken on Mr. Pryor’s amend- 
ment; and it was not agreed to. ; 

Mr. PHELPS. I offer the following amend- 
ment to come in at the end of the tenth line: 

Provided, That if the monthly pay due any of the war- 
rant and petty officers and seamen of the Navy shall remain 
unpaid for more than three months at any time after the 
date of the approval of this act, said officers and seamen 
shall be entitled, on demand, to receive their discharge. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I raise a point of order on 
that amendment. It is legislation, and is there- 
fore not in order. 

Mr. PHELPS. I have a word to say in re- 
spect to the pointof order. The clause under con- 
sideration appropriates the pay for the officers of | 
the Navy, and also for the warrant and petty 
officers and seamen of the Navy. At the present 
time the warrant and petty officers and seamen of 
the Navy are enlisted for a term of three years, 
and are not entitled to their discharge till they 
have served that period of time. The Treasury 
of the United States is bankrupt. I expectit will 
continue bankrupt for some time to come. And 
Lam unwilling that these men, who are thus en- 
listed into the service, and who have families at 
home, shall not be continued in service if the pay 
duc them by the Government of the United States 
is not paid them at least every three months. 

My amendment, therefore, proposes, that if the 
monthly pay due the seamen of your Navy shall 
not be paid to them every three months, they 
shall, if they desire it, receive their discharge. 
Such a provision is proper and right, and isa hm- 
itation on the appropriation contained in the 
clause. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the 
point of order of the gentleman from Ohio. The 
proposition of the gentleman from Missouri may 
be a very judicious one; but as there is no pro- 
vision of law authorizing it, and as the enlistment 
is for a term of years, this would be a change of | 
the existing law, and therefore cannot be received 
as an amendment to an appropriation bill. 

Mr. PHELPS. I must submit to the decision 
of the Chair. 

Mr. MORSE. I move to amend by striking 
out the following proviso: 


‘ Provided, That not more than $5,000 shall hereafter be 
expended in any navy-yard in the repair of any vessel until 
the necessity of such repair, and the probable cost thereof, 
is ascertained by the report ofa board of not less than three 
officers of the Navy, with such one of the naval construc- 
tors as the Department may designate; and that it shail be 
the duty of the Secretary to cause a survey to be made by 
a board of naval officers, in connection with a naval con- 
structor, of the sailing vessels of the Navy, to ascertain | 
which of them can profitably be fitted up with auxiliary 
steam power ; and that, in the expenditure of the moncy 
hereby appropriated, he shall, so far as the same may be 
applied to sailing vessels, employ the same, as far as prac- 
ticable, in supplying such vessels with auxiliary steam | 
power.” 


This proviso proposes a change in the mode of 


| to substitute the proviso of last -ycar for this one. 


surveying a vessel for repairs after her return from 
sea. Thepresentpractice, undera proviso adopted 
last session, is, that when a ship returns from a 
voyage and needs repairs that will cost over $3,000, 
shé is examined by a surveying party, consisting |i 
of one officer of the Navy, one constructor, and || 
two master-workmen, who are to sec what repairs || 


are necessary, and estimate the cost thereof. The 
law, as it now stands, puts the business into the 
right hands—into the hands of men who under- 
standit. But this proviso proposes to change that 
practice, and to put the survey into the hands of 
a board of naval officers, to consist of three officers 
and one constructor. Now, what would be the 
effect of that? There may be in the board one 
commander who has had some experience, one 
lieutenant, and perhaps a midshipman. They go 
on and examine the hull of the vessel, the plank- 
ing, the deck, the frame work, to see how much - 
is in a state of decay, and what repairs will be 

necessary. These are not the right kind of men 

to make such a survey. You have in each of 
your navy-yards a constructor, to whom you pay 
$2,600 a year, and master-workmen at a salary 

of $1,200 each; responsible men, and best qualified 

to perform such a task. The repairing of a ship 

is a mechanical business. Itis the duty of officers 

of the Navy to sail and take care of a vessel, and 

to fight her; but not to repair her. This proviso 

takes the work out of the hands of practical work- 

men, and puts it into the hands of officers who 

knownothingaboutit. I wantto continuc it where 

it is. The present practice works well. I am 

informed at the Department that it works admi- 

rably—much better than the old practice did. If 

it be necessary to repair an engine, and to spend 

five or ten thousand dollars upon it, would you 

send to examine it a younglieutenant? He may 

understand the duties of his rank very well, and 

know nothing about machinery. A commander 

may understafid his business perfectly, and yet 

not be competent to judge of an engine. Would 

you not rathersend your chicf engineer, yourmas- 
ter-workmen in the machine shop, to examine and 
see what repairs are necessary? Why, certainly, 
sir. I trust, therefore, that there will be no diffi- 
culty in striking out this proviso; because I con- 
sider it as degrading to the mechanics in your 
navy-yards, inasmuch as it takes from them the 
control of the business which they understand, 

and gives it to those who, of necessity, know 

nothing about it. 

Mr.SHERMAN. [I trust that theamendment 
of my friend from Maine will not be adopted, for 
this reason: formerly, there were large amounts 
expended on old hulks in the Navy, without an 
previous examination, or the report of any board. 
In one case there was from fifty to one P undred 
thousand dollars spent on the repairs of a vessel 
which, after the repairs, was not worth as much. 
as they cost, A similar proviso to that now pro- 
posed was adopted two yearsago; and I was in- 
formed the other day by the head of the Bureau 
of Yards and Docks, that it operated well, and 
saved a large sum by preventing expenditures on 
vesscls that were not worth repairs. I hope, 
therefore, the proviso will not be stricken out. 

Mr. MORSE. I wish to‘say one word in reply 
to my friend from Ohio. If this proviso be struck 
out, it will leave in operation the proviso which 
my friend says has been found to work so well, 
I agree with him that itis desirable to prevent 
the useless expenditure of money which took 
place under the old system. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The proviso offered by my 
friend from Maine last year, expired with the 
year; and therefore the phrascology in this one 
differs, so as to make it continuous. If this pro- 
viso be not similar to that one, I am perfectly | 
willing to make it similar, only to extend its op- 
eration generally. 

Mr. MORSE. I was informed at the Depart- 
ment that if this proviso were not inserted, the 
present practice, under the proviso offered by me 
last sessien, would be continued. I therefore, in 
accordance with my friend’s suggestion, propose 


I therefore withdraw my amendment; and I now 
move to amend by striking out the proviso, and 
inserting the following: 


Provided, That not more than $3,000 shall hereafter be 
expended at any navy-yard in repairing the hull and spars 
of any vessel, until the necessity and expediency of such 
repair, and the probable cost thereof, be ascertained and re- 
ported to the Navy Department by an examining board, to 
be composed of one captain or commander in the Navy, to 
be appointed by the Secretary of the Navy, the naval con- 
structor of the yard where any vessel may be ordered for 
repairs, and two master workmen ofsuch yard, or one mas- 
ter-workman and an engineer of the Navy, according to the 
nature of the repairs to be made; said master workmen or 
engineer to be designated by the head of the Bureau of Con- 
struction and Repairs; and not more than $1,000 sliall be 


expended in repairs.on:the:sails and rigging of. any:vesset 
unti) the expediency and necessity of such repairs, and the 
estimated cost thereof, have been ascertained ahd reported 
to the Navy Department, by an examining board, to be 
composed of one naval officer, to-be appointed by: the Seg- 
retary of the Navy, and the. master-rigger. ayd master-sail- 
maker of the yard where such vessel may. be ordered... 

The question was taken; and the amendment 
was agreed to. a 

Mr. FLORENCE. 
amendment: 

And provided further; That the ealary of clerks ‘of yards 
sand clerks to ‘vommandants at the navy-yards at’ Pen- 
sacola, Norfoik, Philadelphia, New. York, Kittery, and 
Boston, shall be the same as is paid to persons. holding 
the same positions and performing the same duties: at the 
Washington navy-yard; to take effect on and after July 
J, in the year 1856. 

Mr. Charman, I sincerely trust my amend- 
ment will be adopted. It is a just one. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Is that amendment recom- 
mended by the Committee on Naval Affairs? If 
itis, I will not make a point of order on it. 

_Mr. FLORENCE. Í offer it on my own mo- 
tion. f ; 3 

Mr. SHERMAN. Then I object toit.: Tun- 
derstand that the Committee on Naval Affairs 
have considered this matter, and are prepared to 
submit an amendment. To that amendment. I 
will not object. 

Mr. FLORENCE. I do not desire to’ press 
any amendment before the committee when itis 
out of order. But I appeal to the gentleman not 
to make a point of order on my amendment. If 
he will look into the subject, he will be satisfied 
that itis manifestly just. If Thad the opportu- 
nity now, I could convince the chairman of the 
Committee of Ways and Means, as well as the 
members of the committee, that we owe it to 
justice at once to adopt the amendment I have 
submifted. : 

The CHAIRMAN. Debate is in order on the 
section. : 

Mr. FLORENCE. Very well, then, I will sa 
a word. In 1856 the Navy appropriation bill 
passed with a provision fixing the compensation 
of the clerks at the different navy-yards at $1,200 
perannum. Under that provision those clerks 
were paid that salary for two years and more. 
The Fourth Auditor of the Treasury, because, in 
his judgment, there was not in the Navy appro- 

riation bill of 1856 any clause specially repeal- 
ing the preceding law fixing the salary of those 
clerks, refused to check off $1,200 a year to cach 
one of them. For the years that they were paid 
that amount, all over what the preceding law al- 
lowed has been put down against them as duc to 
the United States. 1 propose that they shall be 
relieved from the payment of that money. They 
performed their services under the belief that 
$1,200 a year was their salary, and, indeed, as I 
have stated, they received it for several years. 

My amendment, beside doing that act of jus- 
tice, goes still further, and treats all these navy- 
yard clerks alike, by equalizing the salary of all 
those of equal grade. I do not desire to debate 
the question in full. It is a meritorious amend- 
ment, and I sincerely trust that it will be agreed 


I move’ the following 


to. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Iam perfectly. willing, as 
the Committee on Naval Affairs have acted on 
this subject, to waive objection to the amendment 
they will report. I make the point of order, that 
the amendment of the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania changes the existing law, and is therefore not 
in order, under the rules, to one of the general 
appropriation bills. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the 
point of order, and the amendment cannot there- 
fore be received. 

Mr. FLORENCE. It does not change any 
existing law. There is no law in reference to the 
salary of these clerks that I propose to change by 
my amendment, 

Mr. SHERMAN. The gentleman is mistaken. 
The existing law does fix the salary of these 
clerks at the navy-yards. I think that it fixes 
them too low. At the same time, I will say, that 
I understand the Committee on Naval Affairs 
have had that matter under consideration, and 
have matured an amendment which they will offer 
at the proper time. 

Mr. FLORENCE. That will suit me. Dam 
satisfied to get all the justice for these men that 
lean. I know when I was on the Committee on 
Naval Affairs, I often tried to have the matter 
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matured, ànd. finally acted: on. At all events,’ 
‘whenever I-did ‘present the amendment, it was 
‘met by the same objection: now interposed by the 
gentleman from Ohio. : 3 

But, in answer to the gentleman from Ohio, I 
must say, that I think my amendment is not open 
‘to the ‘charge that. it changes the existing law. 
There is no existing law, as I understand it, fix- 
‘ing.the salary of: these: clerks, It is fixed by an 
arbitrary decision of the Department, The Fourth 
Auditor did not, under the law. of 1856, check off 
the salary that is duc them; and my amendment 
is for the better execution of that law, and not to 
change it. $ 
- TheCHAIRMAN. The Chairrules theamend- 
ment out of order. 

Mr. MORSE. I will state that the amendment 
I shall propose will legalize the payments which 
were made to these clerks, and prevent deductions 
from being made from their present salary of $900 
perannum. Ido not propose to raise their salary 
to what is allowed at the navy-yard in Washing- 
ton-—-some $1,400 per annum—but only to legalize 
what was paid to them in former years under the 
instructions of the Navy Department. 

Mr. FLORENCE. Jam willing to take that, 
and then get as much more as I can. 

Mr. MORSE. If the gentleman pleases, when 
my amendment is before the committee, he can 
move his as an amendment toit. We haveagreed 
to rcportall that we thought we could get through. 
-Mri FLORENCE. I will pursue that course. 

Mr. COX. I move the following amendment: 

For the purchase.of the right touse in the United States 
Navy, on steamships and propellors, a governor to a marine 
steam engine, subject to the selection of the Secretary of 
tho Navy, $25,000. E 

: Mr. Chairman, I speak to this amendment 
under some disadvantage. Perhapsthe House will 
remember that afew days ago I offered a resolu- 
tion calling for information from the Sceretary of 
the Navy, with reference to avy experiments tried 
in his Department concerninga governor for steam 
marine engines. ‘The report, I know, has been 
peeraa in the Department, but whether it has 

een sent here, and is on the Speaker’s table or 
not, I cannot say. It ought to have been here at 
this time. In that report, when it comes before 
us, it will be seen that, two years ago, the Navy 
Department tried an experiment with reference to 
this great desideratum upon our steamships and 
propcllors. 
Some 'three or four years ago the Scerctary of 
the Navy advertised for a governor to a steam 
marine engine, for the purpore of protecting our 
steam engines on shipboard from damage and loss 
in storms and shipwrecks. Under that adver- 
tisement various experiments were tried. Among 
others, a young mechanic from my own district 
invented a governor, and took out a patent for it 
in France and England,as well as in this country. 
At the request of the Secretary of the Navy, he 
brought it to this city and fixed it up in the navy- 
yard here. It was there tried and found to be so 
valuable that officers in charge of the navy-yard 
would not Ict it go. They kept it, paying the 
inventor only the price of making it. He had it 
placed upon some of our steamships. It was 
placed upon the Pocahontas at Norfolk, and the 
inventor went with it to Cuba, to see whether it 
would operate properly. It operated well, and 
answered perfectly the purpose for which it was 
designed. It-operated so handsomely as to save 
all risk and danger of breakage upon the stcam- 
ship; and the chief engineer of the Navy wrotca 
repont sanctioning it as the very desideratum 
ealled for by the Secretary of the Navy. My 
object in-calling the attention of the committee to 
this invention is, that just remuneration may be 
made to theinventor. “In the opinion of the Sec- 
retary of the Navy it will save to the Government 
the expenses incident to the use of steam engines 
inour Navy. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I suggest to my colleague 
to strike out the words that the Secretary of the 
Wavy be instructed, and provide that he shall 


authorize the use of this governor, if he deem it 


best and expedient to do so. 
Mr. COX. I accept the amendment; and I 
hope the amendment, as modified, will be adopted. 


The question was taken; and the amendment į 


was agreed to. 

Marine Corps.—For pay of officers, non-commissioned 
officers, musicians, privates, clerks, messengers, stewards, 
and servants; for rations and clothing for servants, addi- 
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tional rations for five years’ service ; for undrawn clothing 
and rations, bounties for reénlistments, $425,278 80. 

Mr. GARNETT. I move to reduce that ap- 
propriation $100,000; and I call for a division of 
the committee on the amendment. 

Mr. BRANCH, There is obviously no quorum 
present; and many of those who are here would 
like, I have no doubt, to go over to the Senate. 
I move that the committee rise. . 

Mr. SHERMAN. Let us first get through 
with this bill. However, I would not object to 
taking a recess for an hour. 

Mr. BRANCH. I insist on my motion that 
the committee rise. 

The committee divided; and there were ayes 7, 
noes 44; no quorum. f 

Mr. SHERMAN. Let us go on and finish 
this bill; and then we can risc and adjourn. 

Mr. GARNETT. I have an hour’s speech to 
make on the bill; which the Chair, I know, will 
decide to be pertinent; and I have also some two 
or three thousand amendments to offer. i 

The roll was then called; when the following 
members failed to answer to their names: 

Messrs. Charles F. Adams, Green Adams, Adrain, Allen, 
Alley, Thomas L. Anderson, Ashley, Ashmore, Avery, 
Babbitt, Barksdale, Barr, Barret, Beale, Bingham, Blair, 
Bocock, Bonham, Boteler, Bouligny, Boyee, Brabson, 
Briggs, Brown, Burnett, Burnham, Butterfield, Campbell, 
Carey, Carter, Horace F, Clark, John B. Clark, Clemens, 
Clopton, Coburn, Clark B. Cochrane, John Cochrane, 
Conkting, Corwin, Cox, James Craig, Burton Craige, Craw- 
ford, Curry, Curtis, H. Winter Davis, Reuben Davis, 
Dawes, De Jarnette, Delano, Dimmick, Duell, Dunn, 
Edmundson, Edwards, Ely, English, Etheridge, Fenton, 
Fouke, Frank, Garnett, Gartrell, Googh, Graham, Hale, 
Hall, Hamilton, Hardeman, J. Morrison Harris, John T. 
Harris, Haskin, Hatton, Hawkins, Nelmick, Hickman, HiIl, 
Hoard, Humphrey, Jackson, Jenkins, Keitt, Francis W. 
Kellogg, William Kellogg, Kilgore, Kunkel, Lamar, Lan- 
drum, Larrabee, James M. Leach, Leake, Lee, Logan, 
Longnecker, Loomis, Love, Lovejoy, Maclay, Marston, 
Charles D. Martin, Elbert S. Martin, Maynard, MeCler- 
nand, McKean, MeKenty, MePherson, McQueen, McRae, 
Miles, Millward, Montgomery, Sydenham Moore, Moor- 
head, Morrill, Nelson, Nixon, Noell, Olin, Palhner, Pendle- 
ton, Perry, Pettit, Peyton, Phelps, Potter, Pottle, Pryor, 
Pugh, Quarles, Reagan, Edwin R. Reynolds, Rice, James 
C. Robinson, Rust, Scott, Scranton, Siekles, Simms, Sin- 
gleton, William Smith, Somes, Spaulding, Stallworth, 
Stevens, Stevenson, James A. Stewart, William Stewart, 
Taylor, ‘Theaker, Thomas, Underwood, Vallandigham, 
Vance, Van Wyck, Cadwalader G. Washburn, Ellibu B: 
Washburne, Webster, Wilson, Windom, Winslow, Wood, 
Woodson, aud Wright. 

The committee then rose, and the Speaker hav- 
ing resumed the chair, Mr. Corax reported that 
the Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union had, acccording to order, had the naval ap- 
proptiation bill under consideration, and finding 
uself without a quorum, had caused the roll to be 
called, and the absentees noted; and had directed 
him to report the facts to the House. 

Mr. FLORENCE. The House have not yet 
got into the habit of coming here on Saturdays; 
and believing that we shall do no business, as 
there is not a quorum present, I move that the 
House do now adjourn. 

Mr. SHERMAN. We can pass this bill to- 
day; and therefore I call for the yeas and nays 
upon the motion to adjourn, There is a quorum 
since they have come in from the Senate. _ 

Mr. FLORENCE. [ withdraw my motion to 
adjourn. : 

Mr. SHERMAN. I move that the House 
resolve itself into the Committee of the Whole on 
the state of the Union. 

The SPEAKER. As no quorum answered to 


their names, no motion is in order, except a ma- | 


tion to adjourn or to call the House. 

Mr. SHERMAN. 1 move that there be a call 
of the House. Many members have come in 
since the call in the committee. 

The motion was agreed to. 


The roll was then called, when the following | 


members failed to answer to their names: 


Messrs. Allen, Alley, ‘Thomas L. Anderson, Ashmore, 
Barksdale, Barr, Barret, Bonham, Boyce, Brabson, Branch, 
Briggs, Burnett, Campbell, Carter, Horace F. Clark, Clop- 
ton, Coburn, Johu Cochrane, Corwin, Covode, Crawford, 
Curry, Curtis, I. Winter Davis, Reuben Davis, Edwanis, 
Ely, English, Etheridge, Farnsworth, Frank, Hamilton, 
Hardeman, Haskin, Hawkins, Hickman, IGH, Hindman, 
Noard, Jackson, Jenkins, Keitt, Kunkel, Lamar, Landrum, 
Larrabee, Leake, Lee, Logan, Love, Maclay, Marston, 
Charles D. Martin, MeCicrnand, MeQucen, McRae, Miles, 
Millward, Montgomery, Sydenham Moore, Noeli, Palmer, 
Pendicton, Perry, Pettit, Phelps, Potter, Pryor, Pugh, 
Reagan, Royce, Scott, Scranton, Simms, Singleton, Wil- 
liam Smith, Somes, Spaulding, Stallworth, Stevens, James 
A. Stewart, Stout, Tappan, Taytor, Thayer, Underwood, 
Vallandigham, Vandever, Vau Wyck, Cadwalader C. 
Washburn, Webster, Wilson, Winslow, and Wood. 


Mr.SHERMAN. A quorum having answered 
to their names, I move that all further proceedings 
under the call be dispensed with. 

The motion was agreed to. 

{A message was here received from the Senate 
by Mr. Hickey, one of their clerks, notifying the 
House thatthe Senate had passed, without amend- 
ment, a bill of the House, for the relief of the as- 
signee of Hon. David C. Broderick, deceased.] 


Mr. SHERMAN moved that the rules be sus- 
pended, and that the House resolve itself into 
the Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union. f 

The motion was agreed to, 


The House accordingly resolved itself into the 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union, (Mr. Corax in the chair,) and resumed 
the consideration of the naval appropriation bill; 
the pending question being on striking out‘ 400,” 
in line seventy-three, and inserting ‘* 300.” 

The amendment was not agreed to. 

Mr. GARNETT. T move to amend by strik- 
ing out the word “freight,” in line eighty-nine; 
and upon that I call for a division. *, 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. Spinner, 
and Craia of Missouri, were appointed, 

The committee divided; and the tellers reported 
—ayes 4, noes 92; no quorum voting. 

During the division, 

Mr. SHERMAN said: I give notice that I 
will see who docs not vote, and I will report 
their names to the committee. 

Mr. GARNETT. Ithink the Chairman has 
said that the rules of the House require that every 
member shall vote. There is the gentleman by 
my side, [Mr. Hinpman,] who did not vote. I 
hope the Chair will enforce the rules upon him. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will say to the 
gentleman from Virginia that, inasmuch as he in- 
sists that the Chair shall call upon members to 
vote who have not voted, he feels it his duty to 
remind the gentleman from Virginia himself that 
he has not voted, 

Mr. GARNETT. Then I hope the Chair will 
enforce the rules upon the gentleman from Vir- 
ginia. . 

° The CHAIRMAN. The chairman of the com- 
mittee can only suggest to members that the rules 
require that every member shall vote. 

Mr. GARNETT. Isubmit, asa point of order, 
that itis the duty of the Chair to report the names 
of the delinquents to the House. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair would state to 
the gentleman from Virginia that it is not the 
duty of the Chair, unless ordered by the commit- 
tee, to report anything to the House. 

Mr. BURNETT. I think, under the circum- 
stances, that we had better, by unanimous eon- 


| sent, rise and adjourn. 


The CHAIRMAN. The rule is imperative 
that the roll shall be called. 

The roll was then called; when the following 
members failed to answer to their names: 

Messrs. Allen, Alley, Thomas L. Anderson, Ashmore, 


| Babbitt, Barksdale, Barr, Barret, Beale, Bonham, Boyce, 


Brabson, Branch, Burch, Burlingame, Campbell, Carter, 
Horace FP. Clark, Clopton, Coburn, Clark B. Cochrane, 
Conkling, Corwin, Burton Craige, Crawford, Curry, Cur- 
tis, Davidson, IHE. Winter Davis, John G. Davis, Reuben 
Davis, Delano, Edmundson, Edwards, Eliot, Ely, English, 
Etheridge, Farnsworth, Fenton, Ferry, Frank, Garnett, 
Gilmer, Graham, Hamilton, Hardeman, J. Morrison Har- 
ris, Haskin, Hawkins, Hickman, Hih, Hindman, Hoard, 
Holman, Hughes, Jackson, Jenkins, Keitt, Wiliam Kel- 
logg, Kunkel, Lamar, Landrum, Larrabee, James M. 
Leach, Leake, Lee, Logan, Love, Maclay, Marston,Charies 
D. Martin, MeCicrnand, MeQueen, McRae, Mites, Mil- 
ward, Montgomery, Sydenham Moore, Nelson, Noell, Olin, 
Palmer, Pendleton, Perry, Pettit, Phelps, Potter, Pottle, 
Pryor, Pugh, Reagan, Rice, Ruffin, Scott, Scranton, Simms, 
Singleton, William Smith, Somes, Stallworth, James A. 
Stewart, Stout, Tappan, Taylor, Underwood, Vallandig- 


| bam, Vandever, Van Wyck, Webster, Whiteley, Wilson, 


Winslow, and Wood. 

The committee then rose; and the Speaker 
having resumed the chair, Mr. Corax reported 
that the Committee of the Whole on the state of 
the Union had, according to order, had under 


; consideration the naval appropriation bill, and, 


finding itself without a quorum, had caused the 
roll to be called and the absentees noted, and had 
directed him to report the fact to the House. 

A quorum having answered to their names, the 
committee resumed its session; the pending mo- 
tion being to strike out the word “freight,” in 
line eighty-nine. 


Mr. GARNETT called for a division. 
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The CHAIRMAN ordered tellers; and ap- 
pointed Messrs. KILLINGER and GARNETT. 

The committee divided; and the tellers report- 
ed—ayes 3, noes 101; no quorum voting. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will again 
state to the committee that a number of members 
have not voted; and the Chair will ordera recount, 
and requests all members to vote. 

The committee again divided; and the tellers 
reported—ayes 5, noes 116. 

So the amendment was not agreed to. 

_ Mr. HINDMAN. I move toamend by strik- 
ing out the word “ ferry,” in line eighty-nine. 

"The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state to 
the committee that he is powerless to enforce the 
rule requiring members to vote, unless they see 
fit to obey it; but the Chair would submit to the 
committee, and to the gentleman from Arkansas, 
whether he should be permitted to avail. himself 
of the privileges of the rules by offering amend- 
ments, when he refuses to obey the rules by vot- 
ing; and whether the Chair ought to receive his 
amendment under those circumstances? 

Mr. BURNETT. This committee cannot con- 
fer upon the Chairman the power to refuse an 
amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair has repeat- 
edly appealed to gentlemen to vote; but they have 
refused. 

Mr. BURNETT. But that would not author- 
ize the Chair to exercise the power of refusing to 
receive anamendment. I move that the commit- 
tee do now rise. 

The motion was not agreed to. 

Mr. GARNETT. Before the motion on the 
amendmentis put to the committee, I am disposed 
to state to the committec the object of my course. 
I shali be brief as possible, if-the committee will 

ive me their attention. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman can pro- 
ceed under the five minutes rule. 

Mr. GARNETT. We believe that one of the 
oldest privileges of any parliamentary body, es- 
pecially of the popular branch, according to all 
the traditions of ourrace, bothin the mother coun- 
try and in this, is to cut offthe supplies when we 
believe that the Government is obnoxious to the 
people we represent. We have allowed all the 
other appropriation bills, as gentlemen upon the 
other side know, to pass through without debate 
and without the slightest difficulty. I venture to 
say that the chairman of the Committee of Ways 
and Means will acknowledge that never in his ex- 
perience have the appropriation bills passed the 

ouse with so little difficulty and with so little 
trouble to the gentlemen having them in charge, 
or with so little. factious opposition of any kind. 
We come now to the bills for the Army and Navy. 
The House knows—everybody throughout the 
country knows—that the present Administration 
proposes, and the future Administration will prob- 
ably propose,to use that Army and that Navy for 
the purpose of civil war, as we call it; for the pur- 


pose of enforcing the laws, as they call it; and we | 


know that there will be resistance on the part of 
certain States. And I submit to the Chair and to 
the gentleman, if it is not really a pertinent in- 
quiry—whether strictly in order on this bil or 
not—whether it iscxpedient to appropriate moncy 
to sustain an Army and Navy which will be used 
for such purposes? 

Now, it would be perfectly in order for me—I 
presume the Chair will not deny that—to move a 
concluding clause to the bill, that no portion of 
the money hereby appropriated shall beexpended 
upon ships of the Navy employer for a particular 
purpose; and that would obviously open up the 
whole question. 

Gentlemen upon the other side of the House 


tell us that they are willing, during the course of | 


the session, to have general debate. We, on this 
side of the House, tell them that. we desire to have 
debate now. We have*reached the middle of the 
session, and we think it not an unreasonable priv- 
ilege that the minority—small though that minor- 
ity may be—should be permitted by the majority 
to express the sentiments of our constituents, 


especially upon a matter which, I submit to the | 


candor of the other side of the House, is so per- 
tinent to these billsas the question whether we 


will appropriate moncy for the Army and Navy | 


or not. a 
I am not going into theargumentnow. Icon- 


tend that this Government is being converted into 


amilitary despotism, and thatthe Army and Navy 
are now being used ina manner not authorized 
by law and not consistent with the principles even 
of gentlemen upon the other side of the House; 
and I ask the House to allow me to show thatin 
a speech of the proper length. 

Now, if the gentleman from Ohio will say that 
he will open debate upon such an amendmentas 
ĮI have indicated when the Army bill comes up, 
I, for one, will withdraw all present opposition 
to this bill, It is obvious that we of the minority 
have it in our power, by offering amendments, to 
delay the passage of this bill, and it must become 
a mere question of physical endurance. I ac- 
knowledge that the majority, being larger, may 
have greater power of endurance than we have; 
but it must be obvious that we can worry them 
at least as much as they can worry us, and we 
may thus be engaged in a protracted struggle and 
a useless expenditure of time. I submit to gentle- 
men upon the other side of the House if it would 
not be reasonable to allow us to debate the bill in 
a manner which I contend, and which I think 
candid minds on the other side will admit, is strictly 
in order, or, if not strictly in order, so nearly so 
as to make it perfectly fair and legitimate. 

Mr.SHERMAN. Mr. Chairman, in reply to 
the gentleman from Virginia, I will again repeat 
that I do not desire to stifle debate. When the 
first appropriation biil of the session was called 
up, I proposed then that a reasonable time for 
debate should be allowed; but both sides of the 
House, by a decisive majority, insisted that that 
bill should be made a special order. I have re- 
garded that as the will of the majority of the 
House, and have so acted. Ihave no disposition 
to cut off debate by the gentleman from Virginia, 
or any other member of the House. Whenever 
the House indicates a desire to debate any bill, 
they can do so; but yesterday a majority, on the 
gentleman’s own side of the House, voted to make 
this bill a special order. The majority, not only 
on this side of the House, but on the other side, 
decided then that it was better to postpone the 
debate upon the condition of the country to a 
proper time—when the committee of thirty-three 
shall report, or when the bill of my colleague, 
[Mr. Bivanam,] commonly called a “ force bill,” 
shall be under consideration. 

These appropriation bills contain no new items. 
They embrace only the ordinary appropriations 
for the support of the Army and Navy; and it 
would have been necessary to pass them if no 
State had attempted to secede, and there had 
been no disturbance in the country. They are 
the ordinary appropriation bills; and it seems to 
me that they ought not to be met with what I 
cannot but regard as factious opposition; because, 
if gentlemen will simply perform their duty under 
the rules, and vote on one side or the other, we 
could pass this bill without difficulty, and send it 
to the Senate. 

I repeat, again, Mr. Chairman, that after this 
billand the Army bill shall have passed the House 
and been sènt tothe Senate—to the political friends 
of the gentleman from Virginia—then F have no 
doubt there will be no objection to the widest lat- 
itude of debate; indeed, if amajority of the House 
are willing to allow debate on the Army bill, I 
shall have no objection, and I will not move to 
make it a special order unless J find that it is the 
desire of a large majority of the House to limit the 
debate to the terms of the bill. I hope, therefore, 
the gentleman.will withdraw his opposition to this 
bill, or at least vote on one side or the other upon 
amendments. 

Mr.GARNETT. 
jority of the House, which the gentlemen oppo- 
site constitute, do not want debate; but I ask that 
majority if it is not fair that the minority of the 
House, small though it may be, should now, in 
the middle of the session, be allowed an oppor- 
tunity to present our views on the condition of 
the country? 

Mr.SHERMAN. ‘The only question is as to 
the point of time—whether we shall delay the 
ordinary business of the session for the purpose 
of engaging in general debate. 

Mr. GARNETT. Ifthe gentleman from Ohio | 
will say, in behalf of his party—and everybody 
knows that he is able to pledge them—that oa the 
Army appropriation bill general debate shall be 
allowed, f shall be content to withdraw all oppo- 
sition to the bill now under consideration. 


i 
I acknowledge that the ma- 


| perfectly 


Mr. SHERMAN. I cannot promise-that:in 
reference to these regular appropriation bills; but 
t have said over and overagain that upon any bill 
of a general character which fairly presents this 
question of the condition of the country, I have 
no objection to the widest latitude of debate; in- 
deed, I think it right that we should debate that 
question, and gentlemen will find that we upon 
this side of the House will meet it frankly, fairly, 
and without equivocation. We know the duty 
imposed upon us by the people of the United 
States, and we intend to perform it in debate or 
elsewhere. I think we shall have ample. time for 
debate; the gentleman from. Virginia will. have. 
opportunity enough to say all he desires to say 
in regard to the pending disputes.in the country, 
and F trust that every member of the House will 
have the same opportunity. If I desire to.cxer- 
cise the right of expressing my opinions, I will 
exercise it. I know they will differ from those of 
the gentleman from Virginia; but he will find no 
disposition on this side of the House to avoid dë- 
bate or any other issue that may be presented to 
us by our duty, our sworn duty, here or else- 
where. But I trust he will allow the ordinary. 
appr@priation bills to go through in the ordinary 
way, and then whenever any measure comes up 
which properly presents all these disputed ques 
tions, the gentleman can have debate to his heart’s 
content, 

Mr. GARNETT. I ask the gentleman from 
Ohio whether it has ever been usual for this 
House to refuse to permit general debate on the 
appropriation bills? 

Mr. SHERMAN. 
man’s question 

Mr. HINDMAN, Let the gentleman from Ohio ` 
take his own course, and we will take ours. So 
far as Lam concerned, I have no favor to ask from 
him or the other side of the House, cither here 
or—to use the gentloman’s own phrase—else- 
where. : 

Mr. SHERMAN. I suppose there is no neces- 
sity for any undue excitement about this matter, 

Mr. HINDMAN, Isay to the gentleman from 
Ohio that E am not under the slightest excitement; 
and it is notin his power to create any excitement 
in me. : 

Mr. SHERMAN. I certainly have no desire 
to do any such thing. Will the gentleman from 
Virginia [Mr. Garnett] be kind enough to re- 
peat his suggestion, 

Mr. GARNETT. I suggested to the gentleman 
from Ohio that it certainly is not in the ordinary 
course of legislation to prevent general debate on 
any of the appropriation bills. Iam aware that 
we are acting under a new rule, and the gentle- 
man from Ohio avails himself of that rule to cut 
off debate on every appropriation bill. I sub- 
mit to him this: Jet him just place himself in 
our position, and look at the matter from our 
point of view. Let him suppose that the Army 
was to be used for purposes which he regarded 
as unconstitutional and improper. Would not 
that be a fair motive for his refusing all appro- 
priations forthe Army? In fact, did not the gen- 
tleman himself lead a movement of this very kind 
not six years ago? 

Mr. SHERMAN. I thank the gentleman for 
his suggestion. I did make such a movement; 
but—— 

Mr. GARNETT. The gentleman pursued a 
roper course, in his point of view; 
and now I only ask him to allow us that same 
privilege of debate and of voting which he took 
for himself. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Iwill freely acknowledge 
that if I believed the Army was to be used for 
unconstitutional purposes, ] would opposeit; but 
in opposing it, I would at the same time observe 
all the rules of order which govern the action of 
the House and govern the members of the House. 
On the occasion when I myself offered a proviso 
limiting the application of the Army bill, and 
while I earnestly advocated that proviso, and was 
opposed to granting supplies to the Army, to be 
used, as I believed, in an unconstitutional way, 
I never, so far as I can recollect, violated the 
rules which require me to vote on one side or the 
other. 

Mr. GARNETT. I wish to come. to some 
understanding with the gentleman from Ohio. 
Suppose that we, on this side, offer to the Army 
appropriation bill an amendment precisely the 


I will answer the gentle- 
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same in character to: that which the gentleman 
offered to that bill: will hethen refuse us the priv- 
ilege of showing that the purpose.for which the 
Army. isto be used is unconstitutional? . Will he, 
then, under a decision of the Chair, rule out all 
those speeches, unless they go to the particular 
question of economy, or the mode of expending 
the money appropriated? Does he not see that 
such an amendment as that would, even accord- 
ing be his own construction, open up general de- 
jate? - 

Mr. SHERMAN. I shall only state, in respect 
to that, that when Loffered the amendment re- 

- ferred to, 1 had’ no opportunity of debating it, 
because the bill was not then in'a position where 
it. could be debated. I did not offer it until after 
debate had been closed on the bill; although I 
admit that the general subject was debated during 
the whole session, 

Mr. GARNETT. Butif the bill had been open 
to debate, the gentleman would have felt himself 
at liberty, in offering that amendment, to go into 
a general argument to show that the purpose for 
which the Army was to be used in Kansas was 
unconstitutional, 

Mr. QUARLES. I rise to a point of @rder. 
Ali this discussion is out of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the 

oint of order, and must arrest this debate, which 
ìs certainly irregular, 

Mr. SICKLES. Is itin order to move to amend 
the pending amendment? If so, I move to amend 
by striking out the next word after the word 
“ ferries,” the word “ tolls.” 

The CHAIRMAN. That amendment is in 
order. 

Mr. SICKLES. I concur entirely with what 
was said by the gentleman from Virginia (Mr. 
Ganxertr] as to the propriety of taking this occa- 
sion, or seeking it, at all events, for the purpose 
of considering and discussing the state of the 
Union. J agree with him, that all precedents in 
the constitutional history of the country, and of 
Great Britain, from which we derive our author- 
ity and precedents, show the propriety of allow- 
ing discussion. I think the refusal of it on an 
appropriation bill is quite without precedent. But, 
sir, there was another remark ‘made by the gen- 
tleman from Virginia, in which I do not concur, 
and to which I cannot allow my assent to be even 
implied by my silence; and that is his inference 
or statement—I do not know which—that the 
Army and the Navy are to be employed, and are 
employed, by this “Administration, for coercive 
purposes against a sovereign State. 

r; Chairman, the President has solemnly de- 
clured to Congress twice, in two messages, that he 
does not possess the power to employ the Army 
and Navy for such purpose. And, sir, I cannot 
agree in the statement that the President has done 
any act since the announcement of those proposi- 
tions to Congress in those two messages that is 
inconsistent with that olicy or with that declara- 
tion. He is only discharging his sworn duty to 
preserve intact, so far as he can, the possessions of 
the United States, its public buildings, its public 
works. It is ag much his duty to preserve Fort 
Sumter against attack from all comers, as it would 
be to defend this Capitol where we are deliberating 
paticntly and assiduously on measures by which, 
if possible, we can adjust the unhappy differences 
between North and South—— 

“The CHAIRMAN, The Chair must arrest 
this course of remark, as the gentleman has only 
five minutes to explain his amendment. 

Mr. SICKLES. J ask leave to withdraw it. 

Mr. STANTON. I object, as I desire to say 
a word in tep > 

The CHA RMAN. T would state to the gen- 


tleman from Ohio that this debate cannot be con- | 


tinued. Itis not in accordance with the rule of 
the House, which allows a member offering an 
amendment five minutes to explain it, and allows 
five minutes to any other member to oppose it. 
Mr. STANTON. I will only occupy a few 
moments. I recognize the right of a minority to 
claim a reasonable time for debate. I have been 


generally in a minority myself; and I find no fault | 


with gentlemen on the other side for setting up 
that claim. I desire to make this suggestion to 
gentlemen on the other side. If they say that, 
having an ample reasonable time allowed for de- 
bate on the Army appropriation bill, no factions 
opposition Shall then be interposed, 1 think it 


entirely proper that that time should be granted. 
But if, after fair time for debate has been allowed, 
factious opposition is still to be made, then cer- 
tainly the majority should not be expected to con- 


_cede anything. 


Mr. SHERMAN. On consulting with some 
of my political friends, I am willing to say thus 
much for myself: that I will not submit the mo- 
tion to make the Army appropriation billa special 
order until after two or three days’ debate; so that 
gentlemen on both sides can have full oppor- 
tunity to debate it. I think that, by running into 
night sessions, two or three days will be suffi- 
cient to allow every gentleman who desires to 
speak to do so. 

Mr.SICKLES. Say three days. . 

Mr. SHERMAN. Very well. Let it be three 
days. It is understood that after these three 
days of debate, the Army appropriation bill shall 
be taken up, and disposed of without any, what 
has been called, filibustering opposition. 

The question was taken on the amendment of 
Mr. SıcgLes to the amendment; and it was not 
agreed to. 

The question recurred on Mr. Hixpman’s 
amendment; and it was not agreed to. 

Piiladelphia.—For repairs of all kinds, $12,043. 


Mr. FLORENCE. That is the appropriation 
for the Philadelphianavy-yard. Fifteen thousand 
dollars was the amount estimated for that yard, 
and the Committee of Ways and Means have re- 
duced it to $12,043. I move that that appropria- 
tion be increased to $15,000. Twelve thousand 
and forty-three dollars is rather a strange sunr— 
it is so very exact, $12,043! 

Mr. HOUSTON. That shows it was arrived 
at by close calculation. [Laughter.] 

Mr. FLORENCE. I want the amount appro- 
priated under this item to equal that which was 
estimated for this yard by the proper Department. 
Tam told that the Committee of Ways and Means 
have agreed to reduce the expenses of the Gov- 
ernment in all of its Departments. I know that. 
The officers who have this yard under their man- 
agement, also know it; and they have ceased to 
make application for any repairs that are not ab- 
solutely needed. The $12,043 here must be for 
some special purpose; and I would like to have 
that purpose named. It is so exact that it cannot 
be an arbitrary sum. 

I know, sir, that with reference to the Phila- 
delphia navy-yard there are many improvements 
that could be introduced in it with great benefit 
to the Government. “There could, for instance, 
be modern machinery introduced; but such things 
are not applied for because of the system of econ- 
omy that has been determined upon by the Gov- 
ernment. T hope the appropriation will be in- 
creased to $15,000. 

Mr. MAYNARD. The gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania understands this subject better than any- 
body else; and I would ask him to tell us why it 
is necessary to have the additional sum of $2,967 
which he proposes to add to the amount in the 
bill? 

Mr. FLORENCE. I move to add it upon the 
general principle of right—[laughter]—upon the 
principle, sir, that would accord to the necessities 
of the public service what is absolutely required. 
Į think if we had four times $15,000 et the Phil- 
adelphia navy-yard, it would all be economically 
and usefully expended. We would devote it to 
the manufacture of material necessary for naval 
purposes, We would then put that yard upon 
a footing in respect of repairs and improvements 
in machinery such as ought to be desired by the 
representatives of a great and progressive nation 
like this. 

Mr. MAYNARD. Iam for cconomy; and if 
the gentleman will make it appear economical, I 
will go with him to increase this appropriation to 
460,000. But he must first fully satisfy me of 
that fact. 

Mr. FLORENCE. Timeand again I have put 
out my efforts to have full justice done to the Phil- 
adelphia navy-yard. I have raised my voice for 
economy in that yard, and for the promotion, by 
the introduction of useful improvements, of the 
best interests of the naval service of the United 
States. f have for years raised my voice in this 
House for right and truth and justice, without 
effect. Iam not sure that I will succeed better 


now; and I therefore choose to adhere to my | 


amendment—as little, to be sure, as I could well 
ask. 

` The question was taken; and the amendment 
was disagreed to. 


Mr. FLORENCE. Very well, then, let it go; 
but, as they said in olden times, we will look to 
the Senate. That body, I trust, will increase the 
appropriation. 

he Clerk read, as follows: 

Mare Island.—For completing machine shop, $50,000. 

For completing smitbery, $15,000. 

For completing coopers’ shop, $10,000. 

For repairs of all kinds, $20,000. 

Mr. BURCH. I would ask the chairman of the 
Committee of Ways and Means, whether there 
has been any reduction by his committee from 
the estimates for the navy-yard at Mare Island? 

Mr. SHERMAN. I think we did not make 
any reduction upon the estimates for the Mare 
Island navy-yard. We allowed, if I recollect 
aright, one or two items not contained in the 
estimates on the recommendation of Commodore 
Smith, 

Mr. BURCH. I put the question to the gen- 
tleman from Ohio, because yesterday, in the bill 
making appropriations for the survey of the pub- 
lic lands, I noticed that while a reduction was 
made in the cases of California, Oregon, and 
Washington, there was no reduction made in the 
estimates of the Department for Kansas, Nebras- 
ka, and Iowa. “ 

Mr. SHERMAN. We allowed for the States 
and Territory on the Pacific coast, more than we 
did for the other States and Territories. For 
Kansas and Nebraska together, we allowed onl 
$20,000, while we allowed $15,000 cach for Cal- 
ifornia, Oregon, and Washington. If there be 
ground forcomplaint, it is not with the gentleman, 
but rather with the Delegates from Kansas and 
Nebraska. 

Mr. BURCH. There wasa reduction upon the 
estimatesin my State and for Oregon and Washing- 
ton, while there was none upon the estimates for 
Kansas and Nebraska. 

Mr. SHERMAN. If the gentleman had been 
present yesterday, he would have heard my ex- 
planation on that point. 

Mr. BURCH. Lam sorry that I was not here. 
IfI had been I would have opposed the reduction 
in the estimates for California, I was out upon the 
select committee of thirty-three. I tried to be pres- 
ent when the civil bill was up, but failed to do so. 
I ask the gentleman whether there bas been any 
decrease in the estimates for this Mare Island 


sa ea 

r. SHERMAN. We have allowed more 
than was in the condensed estimates, and net so 
much as was in the detailed estimates. 

For the purchase of nautical instruments for the use of 
the Navy; for the repairs of the same, and also of astron- 
omical instruments; and for the purchase of nautical books 
and maps. 

Mr. FLORENCE. I move to amend that par- 
agraph by adding the following: 

Provided, That so far as it prevents the discretion of 
these officers in the purchase and use of any article re- 
quired for the purposes and use of the Army and Navy 
Which may have been patented, the Seeretary of Warand 
the Secretary of the Navy are fully authorized and per- 
mitted to make any purchases and to seeure the use of any 
article in their judgment absolutely needed or required 
for the public service now forbidden by the provisions of 
the second seetion of the act making appropriations “ for 
sundry civil expenses of the Government,” approved June 
23, 1860. | ' 

Mr. SHERMAN, I makea point of order on 
the amendment. It repeals the law enacted on 
this subject at the last session of Congress. 

Mr. FLORENCE. It merely authorizes the. 
Secretary of the Navy to purchase such patented 
articles for the service of the Navy as may be 
needed. Nautical instruments may be patented, 
and yet they are needed in the service. F think 
my amendment is a preper one, and in order 
attached to that paragraph. 

I feared that a point of order would be made 
on the amendment; and if the chairman of the 
Committee of Ways and Means, as well as the 
Chairman of this committee—you, Mr. Chair- 
man—will look at the language of my amend- 
ment, they will see that itis a most ingenious way 
of getting around a repealing clause. [Laughter.] 
I deem it an amendment.which will benefit the 
service. The law of the last session, in many 
instances, sadly interferes with the naval service. 
So the Secretary reports. 


1861. 


The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is of the opin- 
ion the amendment is not in order. 


For preparing for publication the American Nautical 
Alinanac, $25,880. 


Mr. QUARLES. I move to reduce that ap- 
prepriation to $10,000. A 
Mr. Chairman, in looking over the estimates 
for getting up this American Nautical Almanac, 
I find, among various items, one ‘for discover- 
ing new planets since 1849, $3,000.’? I am per- 
fectly willing, sir, that this Government should 
appropriate money for its own uses, but I am nat 
‘willing that it should take under its protecting 
wing the entire universe. The book does not 
state which planet, or how many planets, we must 
pay $3,000 for. 
Memsen. Allofthem. ({Laughter.] 
Mr. QUARLES. I think we have just enough 
to do to take care of not only this planet, but even 
of our own part of it from flying to pieces. Yet 


here, sir, we are asked to pay $3,000 for the dis- 7 


covery of one or more planets, and that, too, when 
the Government is nearly bankrupted, when it 
has to pay twelve percent. for money. In all, the 
items amount to $25,000. Twenty-five thousand 
dollars for getting up the American Nautic&l Al- 
manac! I think that is too much moncy; and I 
therefore move to reduce 1t to $10,000. 

Mi MAYNARD. I agree with my colleague 

o that- 

The CHAIRMAN. Then the gentleman can- 
not proceed, debate only being allowed in oppo- 
sition to the amendment. [Laughter.] 

Mr. MAYNARD. The Chairman will recol- 
lect the old adage we used to hear when we were 
boys, (I do not profess to give more than the sub- 
stance of it,) never to forestall a slow speaker. 1 
was about to remark that I concurred with my 
colleague in having the American Nautical Alma- 
nac published on terms as moderate and reason- 
able as it could be done; and whatever reduction 
can be made in the estimates for that itemi, I shall 
certainly concur in, But, sir, the gentlemen hav- 
ing this work in charge have reported to us that 
itis necessary to appropriate this sum of $25,880. 
If my colleague could give us some idea of the 
operations of preparing a Nautical Almanac, and 
could show us how it could be as well prepared 
for $10,000, F would concur with him in his 
amendment. 

He has spoken of the planets discovered since 
1849. Ifhe will give us a list of them, and tell us 
which are without use or benefit for the purpose 
of promoting the general nautical interests of the 
country, we would deduct to that extent. Until 
we can have that information from my colleague, 
I confess we must be permitted to rely upon the 
estimates made by the gentlemen who have the 
work in charge as prima facie correct. 

Mr. QUARLES. Icannot do all my colleague 
asks me to do in five minutes. 
proper time I will do it. 

Mr. MAYNARD. For the reasons I have 
stated, I oppose the amendment offered by my 
colleague. 

The question was taken; and the amendment 
was disagreed to. 

Mr. MORSE. I am instructed by the Com- 
mittce on Naval Affairs to offer the following as 
an additional section: 

Sec. 2. And be it further enacted, That the payments 
heretofore made to the clerks of yards, and to the com- 
mandant’s clerks, at the Navy Yards of Kittery and Phil- 
adelphia, under appropriations made by Congress for that 
purpose, at the rate of $1,200 per annum, are hereby al- 
lowed and confirmed. 

I will say, in respect to this amendment, that 
when the pay of several clerks in different yards 
was arranged many years ago, the pay of all the 
clerks of the class mentioned in the amendment 
was fixed at $1,200 per annum, except those in 
the Washington yard, and those in the yards at 
Kittery and Philadelphia. Those in the Wash- 
ington yard, somchow or other, got $1,400; but 
those in the Kittery and Philadelphia yards were 
omitted, and their pay was left at $900. The De- 
partment, under the supposition that those two 
yards were included in the bill, made out their 
estimates at $1,200; and Congress made an ap- 


propriation accordingly for three or four years, | 


and paid the clerks in those yards $1,200, afd 
their accounts werc settled at the Department for 
thatamount. Butin the year 1858, when their 
accounts came in, the Fourth Auditor declined to 


allow them $1,200, upon the ground that some |; 


If I am allowed | 
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old law fixed their pay at $900, notwithstanding 
the estimates were sent in at $1,200; and instruc- 
tions were sent by the head of the Bureau of Yards 
and Docks to the pursers of those yards to pay 
those clerks $1,200. Now the Fourth Auditor has 
cut down the supply, and the paymasters at those 
yards are deducting from the $900, the amount of 
$300 a year, leaving them only ¢600. 

This amendment is simply mtended to legalize 
the pay which Congress intended to give to that 
class of clerks. My opinion is that we ought 
not only to legalize that payment, but to fix the 
pay at $1,200 a year. But I do not propose to 
do that, for fear that some one may say that it is 
not in order. It certainly ought to be done. If 
we cannot do that, we can do this much: we can 
legalize the payments which have already been 
made to them, and not permit the officers to de- 
duct $300 from their $900, thus leaving them with 
only $600 to live upon. I hope the amendment 
will be adopted. 

Mr. FLORENCE, I will move to amend by 
providing that the salary of those clerks shall be 

1,200. 
y Mr.SHERMAN. Thatcertainly is notin order. 

Mr. FLORENCE. I desire that full and exact 
justice should be done to those clerks; but as I am 
not disposed to embarrass the proposition of the 
chairman of the Committee on Naval Affairs, I 


f will withdraw my amendment; though F contend 


that those clerks are entitled to $1,200, and ought 
to have it upon principles of right and justice. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I move thatthe committee 
rise and report the bill to the House. 

The motion was agreed to. 

So the committee rose; and the Speaker having 
resumed the chair, Mr. Cotrax reported that the 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union 
had, according to order, had under consideration 
the naval appropriation bill, and had directed him 
to report it to the Housé, with sundry amend- 
ments, with a recommendation that they do pass. 

No objection being madc, the several amend- 
ment were agreed to in gross. 

The bill was then ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time; and being engrossed, it was 
accordingly read the third time. 

Mr. THOMAS demanded the yeas and nays 
upon the passage of the bill. 

The yeas and nays were not ordered. 

The Lill was then passed. 

Mr. SHERMAN moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed; and also moved to 
lay the motion to reconsider upon the table. 

The latter motion was agréed to. 

And then, on motion of Mr. QUARLES, (at 
three o’clock, p. m.,) the House adjourned. 


IN SENATE. 
Mowpay, January 14, 1861. 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Dr. Guruzy. 
The Journal of Saturday last was read and 
approved. 
MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 
A message from the House of Representatives, 
by Mr. Forney, its Clerk, announced that the 


| House had passed a joint resolution (No. 55) aue 
| thorizing the Secretary of the Treasury to change 


the name of the schooner Spring Hill to that of 
the United States, in which the concurrence of 
the Scnate was requested. 

The message further announced that the House 
had passed the bill of the Senate (No. 144) for the 
relief of Jeremiah Pendergast, of the District of 
Columbia. 

CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL. 

The message also announced that the House 
had passed a bill (No. 895) making appropria- 
tions for sundry civil expenses of the Government 
for the year ending June 30, 1862, in which the 
concurrence of the Senate was requested. 

ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 

The message further announced that the Speaker 
had signed an enrolled bill (H. R. No. 915) for 
the relief of Hockaday & Liggit; which there- | 
upon received the signature of the Vice President. 

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATION. 
The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Sen- | 


| ate a report of the Secretary of the Treasury, 


transmitting, in compliance with a resolution of | 


| from Kentucky, [Mr. CRITTENDEN. } 
| ositions submitted as amendments to the Con- 


the Senate of the 25th of Juné, 1860, a report of 
the acting engineer in charge of the office ‘of còn- 
struction, relative to the claim of George P. Kane, 
for extra work done on the post office building in 
the city of Baltimore; which, on miotion of Mr. 
Bicer, was ordered to lie on the:table, > 


AMENDMENTS TO THE CONSTITUTION. 


Mr. BIGLER. J ask the unanimous consent 
of the Senate to introduce a. bill, of which pre- 
vious notice has not been. given. It is a bill to 
provide for taking the sense of the people of the 
several States on certain proposed amendments 
to the Constitution of the United States. As the 
bill relates toa subject of great importance, Fask 
that it be printed, and that it be read at this tine 
at length. i 

The bill (S. No. 537) to provide for taking the 
sense of the people of the several States on certain 
proposed amendments to the Constitution of the 

nited States was read by its title and ordered 
to a second reading. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The second read- 
ing of the bill will be at length. ; 

he Secretary read the bil. : 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from 
Pennsylvania moves that the bill be printed. 

Mr. BIGLER. I wish to make a single re- 
mark on the subject of this bill, It will be per- 
ceived by the Senate that it isthe mere machinery 
to carry out the plan presented by the Senator 
The prop- 


stitution are somewhat different, but the main 
features are the same; and I beg to say, as thet 
honorable Senator is absent this morning, that he 
informs me that, so far as he understands these 
propositions, he concursin them, and thinks they 
will answer the purpose he has in view. I further 
give notice that, at the earlicst hour the business 
of the Senate will allow, I will call up the reso- 
lutions of the Senator from Kentucky, for the 
purpose of considering them in connection with 
the bill which I have just offered. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on 
the motion to print the bill. 
- The motion was agreed to. 


Mr. WILSON. I move that the bill intro- 
duced by the Senator from Pennsylvania be re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Judiciary. ; 

Mr. BIGLER. I hope the Senator from Mas- 
sachusetts will not insist upon that motion at 


present. If, when we take the bill up regularly 
for consideration, that is thought to be a proper 
disposition, I shall have no objection; but at 


present, I hope the Senator will withdraw that 
motion‘ until the bill is printed. 

Mr. WILSON. I think the proper way is, to 
send a bill to the appropriate committee. "Phis 
is a bill of a very important nature, and I think 
it should go to the Committee on the Judiciary; 
and therefore I have made that motion, ahd must 
adhere to it. 

The question being put,-on a division there 
were—ayes twenty-two. 

Mr.POWELL. I desire to ask what the bill is. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The bill just read 
by the Secretary. 

Mr. BIGLER. The proposition is, to refer my 
bill to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

The VICE PRESIDENT having put the neg- 
ative, there were twenty-two’ opposed to the 
motion. 

The VICEPRESIDENT. The Senate being 
equally divided-—— 

Mr. TRUMBULL. 
son the motion. 
he yeas and nays were ordered, - 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Before the question i$ 
taken, I desire to say a single word. Here is a 
bill introduced, as ] understand from imperfectly 
hearing it read, to change the Constitution of the 


I ask for the yeas and 
na 


| United States, and, as I understand it, it proposes 


to change that Constitution in an unconstitutional 
way. It has never been before any committee, 
and a proposition is made to refer it to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. IT would like to know 
what the Judiciary Committee is for, if so import- 
ant a bill as one changing the fundamental-law 
of the country is to be considered and passed 
without reference to acommittee at all. It seems 
to me surprising that any one should suppose that 
a bill of that character can pass without duc con- 
sideration. [trust that the motion. will prevail, 


-i (Me. PUGH. Ido. not understand the bill of 
my friend from Pennsylvania to propose to alter 
the Constitution,.but.to submit to the people, in 
their primary capacity, the. question. whether it 
shall be amended according to its own terms and 
forms. As to the present motion, I agree that a 
bill of this importance ought to go to a commit- 
tee before it 1s finally put’ on its passage; but 
when the Senator who introducesit requests that 
it may not be committed for a few days, I think 
it is unprecedented in the Senate to’ insist upon 
committing his bill against his own wishes; and 
therefore shall vote: against it, holding myself 
at liberty; at some subsequent stage, to vote for 
committing it either to the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary or to a select committee; but when the 
Senator: from Pennsylvania asks the Senate not 
to commit itat this stage, | cannot imagine any 
reason why it should be done. 

Mr. BIGLER. I will simply state that I am 
unwilling to have this bill referred in the absence 
of the Senator from Kentucky. Ifhe were present 
and assented to it, I should agree to it; because 
this bill has close connection with the propositions 
he has presented. I desire to keep ıt before the 
Senate until that honorable Senator can have an 
opportunity of secing it, and secing how far it 
meets the purpose he has in view in his resolu- 
tions. As L understand, it is supposed there are 
constitutional difficulties in the way. 1 will say 
thatitis not pretended we can command the people 
of the States: to-vote. : The vote must necessarily 
be informal. But, sir, the surroundings are very 
extraordinary; and itis belicved that the people 
of the States would take this measure in hand and 
express their views, hoping they might thereby 
give peace to the country. Nor, sir, is it so 
clearly in conflict with the Constitution. At all 
events, itis not one of those conflicts which alarm 
the country; it is not an attempt to interfere with 
the rights of the people, but simply to consult the 
power which made the Constitution, and consti- 
tutes this body and the other LLouse—the people, 
the source of all political power. The proposi- 
tion is to take their will in advance of any action 
here: that is all; and it will be for the members 
of both branches to consider whether the exigen- 
cies of the country warrant and demand sach an 
extraordinary measure. I shall certainly not ob- 
iect to the reference of the proposition to the 
Committee on the Judiciary, after I shall have 
had an opportunity of consulting the Senator from 
Kentucky. on: the. subject. I trust the Senator 
from Massachusetts will withdraw his motion for 
that purpose. 

Mr.BROWN. Mr. President, when the record 
shall be completed which the Senate is about to 

. make, it will show the absence of the Senators 
from Alabama, Florida, and Mississippi. I rise 
to say ina word why this will be. ‘These States 
have taken steps to withdraw from this Union, of 
which we are not so well informed officially as to 


justify our filing a formal notice with the Senate; | 


but we think that our duty to our States and to 
ourselves no longer permits us to take an active 
part in the proceedings of this body, either by 
speaking or voting. My colleague is confined to 
his room by a painful illness; but 1 am quite sure 
he concurs in what I now say. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Secretary will 
call the roll. 

Mr. FOSTER. I voted to refer this bill to the 

Committee on the Judiciary; but after the expla- 
nation of the Senator from Pennsylvania, request- 
ing that it may lic over until he can confer with 
the Senator from Kentucky, I shall be willing to 
accord that courtesy to him, and shall vote now 
not to refer it. 
e Mr. WILSON. On the request made by the 
Senator from Pennsylvania, 1 will withdraw the 
motion at this time, if I can do so by the general 
consent of the Senate, the yeas and nays being 
ordered. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is gencral consent 
given, the yeas and nays having been ordered? 
The Chair hears no objection. 
refer the bill is withdrawn, 


NAVIGATION OF THE MISSISSIPPI RIVER. 
Mr. GRIMES. I offer the following resolu- 
tion; and ask for its present consideration: 


Resolved, That the President of the United States be re- 
quested, if not incompatible with the public interest, to 
communicate to the Senate any information in his posses- 
sion in regard to any altempts made or contemplated by 


The motion to | 
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armed. bodies of men to interfere with the free navigation 
ofthe Mississippi river; where and by what authority such 
-attempts have been or are to be made; and what efforts 
have been made by the Government to suppress the same. 


Mr. GREEN. Let it lie over. 

Mr. GRIMES. Do I understand that the res- 
olution is objected to? . 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from 
Missouri said: “ Let it lie over;’? which it must 
do under the rule. 


BILL RECOMMITTED. 


. Mr. GREEN. I ask the recommitment of 
House bill No. 377, for the relief of David V. 
Whiting, to the Committee on Territories. 

lt was so ordered. 


PUBLIC PROPERTY AT ST. LOUIS. 


Mr. GREEN. I present the following reso- 
lution; and ask its present consideration, if there 
be no objection: 

Resolved, That the President of the United States be re- 
quested to inform the Senate by what authority the post 
office, court-house, and sub-treasury, at St. Louis, have 
been taken possession of by military power ; and, if com- 
patible with the public interests, to transmit copies of all 
letters or other evidence on that subject. 


Mr. GRIMES. Let it lie over. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. It will lie over. 

Mr. POLK. With the permission of the Sen- 
ate, I will make a statement of a telegraphic dis- 
patch that I hold in my hand in reference to the 
matter referred to in the resolution of my col- 
league. I hold in my hand a telegraphic dispatch 
from the postmaster at St. Louis, dated January 
12,in which he states that ‘a lieutenant and forty 
men were in the building yesterday (the 11t®) 
from morning until five o’clock, p. m., when they 
retired to the arsenal.” I suppose, therefore, 
they have not been there since. 


FORTIVICATIONS IN THE SOUTH. 


Mr. MASON. Iask the Senate now to take 
up for consideration the resolution which I offered 
some days since, asking information from the 
Secretary of War in reference to certain disposi- 
tions of the military force of the United States 
within the States; and I hope the Senate will take 
it up for consideration. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. Will the Senator allow 
me to present a memorial? I have had no oppor- 
tunity this morning. 

Mr. MASON. If I can retain my motion, I 
will cheerfully do it. 

Mr. CLINGMAN. Thatcan be done by gen- 
eral consent. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. It is only by gen- 
eral consent the Senator from Virginia can keep 
his motion before the Senate if he yields the floor. 
If there be no objection, the Chair will treat itas 
a motion waived for the present, for Senators to 
prescnt morning business. 

AVENUE RAILWAY. 

Mr. FESSENDEN presented the memorial of 
Joseph Bryan and others, praying authority to 
Build a railway along Pennsylvania avenue and 
other avenues and streets of the cities of Wash- 
ington and Georgetown, District of Columbia; 
which was referred to the Committee on the Dis- 
trict of Columbia. 

Mr. FESSENDEN asked, and by unanimous 
consent obtained, leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 
538) in relation to a railway along Pennsylvania 
avenue and other avenues and streets in the cities 


of Columbia; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on the District of Columbia. 


THE WASHINGTON AQUEDUCT. 


Mr. WILSON. J submit the following reso- 
lution; and ask its consideration now, if there be 
no objection: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Military Affairs and 
Militia be instructed to inquire whether the appropriation 
made at the last session of Congress “ for the completion of 
the Washington aqueduct? has been “expended accord- 
ing to the plansand estimates of Captain Meigs 3” whether 
any alterations have been made in these plans and esti- 
mates, and by whom so made. And the conimittee, in mak- 
ing these investigations, shall have power to send for per- 
| sons and papers. 


Mr. MASON. Letit goover. . 
The VICE PRESIDENT. It will lie over. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


| Mr. FOOT presented the petition of Mrs. Ann 
f Eliza Platt, widow of the late Charles ‘T. Platt, 


i a commander in the United States Navy, praying ! 


of Washington and Georgetown, in the District | 


H 


for a pension; which was referreil to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions, 

Mr. CRITTENDEN presented the petition of 
citizens of Annapolis, Maryland, praying the 
adoption of the compromise measures proposed 
by him; which was ordered to lie on the table. 


REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 


Mr. FOOT, from the Committee on Claims, to 
whom was referred the pctition of George R. 
Barrett, praying the payment of a balance due 
him for revising and codifying the revenue laws 
of the United States, asked to be discharged from. 
its further consideration; which. was agreed to. 

Mr. FITCH, from the Committee on Printing, 
to whom was referred the motion to print the me- 
morial of the Chamber of Commerce of New 
York, praying the aid of the Governmentin estab- 
lishing a line of mail steamers across the Pacific 
ocean to the populous cities of the eastern world, 
reported in favor of printing the usual number; 
and the report was agreed to. 

Healso, from the same committee, to whom was 
referred the motion to print the memorial of the 
representatives of the Choctaw nation of Indians, 
praying payment of the amount due them under 
the treaty of June, 1855, reported in favor of 
printing the usual number; and the report was 
agreed to. 

JOINT RESOLUTIONS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. CAMERON. Mr. President, I desire to 
offer a joint resolution, and move that it be con- 
sidered now. 

The joint resolution (S. No. 57) authorizing 
the Secretary of the Treasury to permit the own- 
ers of the stcamboat John C. Frémont, to change 
the name of the same to that of Horizon, was 
read and pagsed to a second reading. 


Mr. MASON. {shall object to its considera- 


tion. Ihave no objection to reading it. 
Mr. CAMERON, It will not take a minute. 
Mr. MASON. Let it be read. 


The Secretary read it. 

Mr. CAMERON, If there be no objection, I 
hope it will be considered. 

Mr. MASON. I must get, if I can, before the 
Senate, the resolution I offered some days since; 
and therefore I object. 

Mr. IVERSON. I appeal to the Senator from 
Virginia to allow me to make a motion about 
myself. 

Mr. MASON. IfI retain the floor. 


COMMITTEE SERVICE. 
Mr. IVERSON. I have to ask the Senate to 


discharge me from further service as chairman 
of the Committee on Claims. I will take occa- 
sion to say that I have been serving on the Com- 
mittee on Claims six years, and four years as 
chairman. it is one of the most laborious, if 
not the most laborious, committees in the Senate. 
[leave it to the Senate, of course, to say whether 
I have discharged my duties faithfully or not; but 
I think it is time, after this long service, that I 
should be allowed to retire from the laborious 
duties of that position. F therefore ask the Sen- 
ate to discharge me from it; and I move, in con- 
nection with it, that the Vice President appoint a 
chairman in my place. There are other consid- 
erations which the Senate will readily understand 
and appreciate, which induce me to ask for this 
indulgence, but which Iwill not state at present. 
The motion to discharge Mr. Iverson from 
further service on the committee was agreed to. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from 
Georgia moves, not that the Chair appoint a chair- 
man, but that the Chair fill the vacancy on the 
committec. j 
Mr. IVERSON. I move that the President of 
the Senate, in filling the vacancy, appoint a chair- 
man, for the reason that the next in order on the 
committee, who would be entitled to act as chair- 
man,is the Senator from Florida, [Mr. Matrory,] 
who is already chairman of the Committee on 
Naval Affairs; and by the practice of the Senate, 
it is not usual to allow the same Senator to act as 
chairman of two committees. Properly speak- 
ing, therefore, the right of precedence will be in 
the Senator from North Carolina, [Mr. Braces] 
b@ it will be necessary, I apprehend, to allow 
the Chair to appoint him or somebody else as 
chairman. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair will pat 


the motion in whatever form it is made. 
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Mr.CLARK. I think the rule of the Senate 
requires the Senate to elect their chairmen; and 
under the notice given by the Senator from Mis- 
sissippi, | Mr. Brown,] that there would be sev- 
eral vacancies in the Senate, and several chairmen 
to be elected, I think the rule had better be 
adhered to. f 


FORTIFICATIONS IN THE SOUTH. 


The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from 
Virginia moves to take up the resolution submit- 
ted by him, calling for copies of orders from the 
Commander-in-Chief of the Army, to officers in 
command of fortifications of the United States in 
the State of South Carolina, &c., since the Ist 
day of November last. 

Mr. MASON. Read the resolution. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is 
now on taking it up. 

Mr. COLLAMER. Let us hear what it is, 
that we may see whether we will take it up. 

The Secretary read it, as follows: 

Resolved, That whe Secretary of War be directed to com- 
munieate to the Senate copies of all orders issued from that 
Department, or from the Commander-in-Chiefofthe Army, 
to the officers in command of the fortifications of the Uni- 
ted States in the State of South Carolina, since the lst day 
of November last; and that he also communicate to the 
Senate copies of any military phuns, or recommendations, 
of the Cominander-in-Chief of the Army, or of any officer 
thereof, to the War Department, touching the military oc- 
cupation, by increased force or otherwise, of the forts or 
arsenals of the United States in the State of Virginia, or 
in any of the States bordering on the Adantic or Gult of 
Mexico, south of Virginia, in the District of Columbia, or 
the navy-yard at Pensacola; and that he inform the Sen- 
ate whether any such plausor recommendations have been 
adopted at his Department, and what orders, if any, have 
been issued pursuant thereto. 

The motion to take up the resolution was 
agreed to. i 


Mr. MASON. Mr. President, the purpose of 
the resolution, as explained upon its face, is a 
direction to the Sécretary of War to communicate 
to the Senate the information called for in the res- 
olution. Thatinformation is concerning any orders 
that have been issued to officers of the United 
States, commanding forts or arsenals in South 
Carolina, if any such there be, and any military 
plans or suggestions by the Commander-in-Chief 
of the Army touching the occupation by military 
force, or the increase of the garrisons, of any 
of the forts or arsenals in Virginia, and the States 
south of Virginia. ‘The purpose of it, sir, is to 
learn whether, in the consideration of the Presi- 
dent of the United States, who isthe Commander- 
in-Chief, there is any present necessity for in- 
creasing or for redistributing the military force 
of the United States in a certain section of this 
Confederation—for it is confined to the southern 
States. I should not have offered the resolution 
as toany military plans, or military suggestions 
from the officer commanding in chief, but for in- 
formation, upon which I rely, that such military 
plans have been submitted to the Federal author- 
ity. 1 want to know, for the information of my 
State, and for the information of all the States in- 
terested, whether, in the opinion of the President, 
there is any military necessity for changing the 
status of the military force of the country in ref- 
erence to one section of the country only; for the 
inquiry is confined to one section. 

in tiraes like these, we are all aware that the 
very atmosphere is filled with rumors and reports 
of the purposes of those in authority—the far 
greater proportion of them without any founda- 
tion in trath, and a great many of them with the 
truth perverted, whether designedly or ignorantly 
is immaterial. What we ought to know—what 
we have a right, in my judgment, to know—is 
whether there is anything in the condition of the 
country which, in the opinion of those. having 
authority—to wit, the President and those acting 
under him as military officers—calls upon him and 
authorizes him to change the previous condition 
of the distribution of the military foree of the 
United States with reference to one section of the 
country only. 7 

An honorable Senator near me, for whose opin- 
ions I have very great respect, has suggested, in- 
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formally, that the resolution should be directed 
to the President. I have thought it best, in the 
present state of things, to direct it to the Secretary 
of War, and to make it imperative; to make a 
mandate; to take from him, at least, all discretion. 
It is very certain, from the organization of the 
Government, that it will not be done without the 
sanction of the President; and if the President, in 
the exercise of his high responsibility, should 
consider that there is anything which makes it 
incompatible with the public interests that we 
should have that information, let him say so; but 
unless he does interpose, I desire that the resolu- 
tion of the Senate shall be imperative upon the 
subject. 

ow, sir, we know the honorable Senator from 
Mississippi has just announced that there are 
jour States of this Union which have already de- 
clared themselves no longer members of the Con- 
federacy. We know that it is the opinion of many 
very enlightened gentlemen that the act of those 
States is simply void, and in the career of Federal 
power not to be regarded. We learn, sir, from 
very pregnant information, that there are other 
States, all confined to the southern section of 
country, who have it in their immediate contem- 
plation to take similar steps to abandon this Con- 
federation. As to onc of the States to which the 
resolution refers, we have official information, 
communicated to us by the President, that that 
State, acting in ils highest sovereignty by the 
people assembled in primary convention, have, in 
the exercisc of their sovereignty, withdrawn them- 
selves from this Confederacy. 

Such being the state of facts in the section of 
the country to which the resolution refers, if it be 
true that the President of the United States has 
deemed himself authorized, or if it be true that the 
very high military officer who is commander-in- 
chief of the Army of the United States, has con- 
sidered it an occasion for him either to volunteer 
or to prepare any instructions and plans for the 
distribution of the military forces of the United 
States in those States, or upon the borders of those 
States, I should consider myself not discharging 
the duties that belong to me asa Senator from one 
of those States, if I did not take the most direct 
means of bringing that information before the | 
country. I hope, therefore, it will be the pleasure 
of the Senate to pass the resolution. It is for in- 
formation only. 

Mr. CLARK. I move to amend the resolution 
by striking out the words, “ the Secretary of War 
be directed to communicate to the Senate,” and 
to insertin lieu thereof the words, ‘* the President 
of the United States be requested to communicate 
to the Senate, if not incompatible with the public 
service; and on that amendment I ask for the 
yeas and nays. i 

Mr.MASON, The whole subject will be neces- 
sarily under the control of the President of the | 
United States. The Secretary of War is but his 
minister, The Secretary of War will notobey the | 
mandate of the Senate unless the Presidentof the 
United States authorizes himtodoso. Ifthe Presi- 
dent thinks that it isincompatible with the public | 
interest to give this information, let him say so, 
upon his responsibility; but I object to our direct-- 
ing it to the President, and thus, in terms, leaving 
it to his discretion, because it would imply that 
in the consideration of the Senate there might be 
something inconsistent with the public interest in 
informing the whole country of the relations in 
which the executive authority, or in which the 


| highest military officer in the land, stands in re- 


gard to one section of this country. I want to obtain | 
the facts by a mandate upon the Secretary of War. | 
If the President chooses to interpose, and to with- 
hold from us the information, let him do so; but | 
I would not suggest it. I therefore oppose the 
amendment. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. Mr. President, I do not 
feel particularly called upon to object to the reso- | 
lution on the ground of a want of the ordinary | 
courtesy that is extended to the Chief Magistrate, | 


particularly in thiscasc,coming from gentlemen on 
the other side of the Chamber, and especially from 


the: Senator: from Virginia, who. is usually:ex-. - 
ceedingly particular.upon those points. -i recol 
lect—although I could not specify—-more.than.one 
instance in which, at the suggestion of the Sena- 
tor from Virginia, the amendment now. roposed 
by the Senator from New Hampshire has been 
made on the ground that it was not proper, iw 
relation to.matters of delicacy especially, to. call 
upon an inferior officer inthe form of a mandaté; 
but that the direction shouldbe to the President, 
suggesting, or requesting, that he would communis 
cate the information if, in his judgment, he thought 


it was proper. ae es 
.Mr. MASON. Will the Senator alow me. - 
moment? 3 Pa 


Mr. FESSENDEN. Certainly, o oi l eoi 

Mr. MASON. lthink-—-indeed] am sure—the 
Senator misapprehends the sort of objection that 
I have heretofore made., : 

Mr. FESSENDEN. I think not. 

Mr. MASON. According to my recollections 
I think the Senator is mistaken. Sometimes, 
when a resolution offered by a Senator has been 
addressed to the President, without leaving it to 
his discretion, I have taken leave to suggest that 


.the President, being a coequal department of the 


Government, it has been always usual to leave 
him to determine whether it was compatible with 
the public interest; but I have never, I am sure, 
when any Senator, upon his responsibility, has 
thought it right to address a mandate to.one of 
the officers of the Government, suggested thatit 
should be addressed to the President instead of 
his subordinate in the Department. ; 
Mr. FESSENDEN. I may be in error with 
regard to my recollection on that subject so far as 
the Senator from Virginiais concerned. Of course 
I would not undertake to say so if he was posi- 
tive the other way. But, sir, we never address 
to the President a communication directing him 
to furnish us with information.: The ordmary. 
form is to request him, precisely in the terms sug- 
gested by my friend from New Hampshire. How- 
ever, when we send a resolution to the Seeretary 
of War or any other Secretary, the head of a De- 
partment, we gencrall direct him to furnish the 
information. ‘The objection made in the present 
instance is: that from the very nature of this busie 
ness, it is a matter of delicacy, and therefore we 
should not request the information, unless in such 
a form as to leaye it to the discretion of the Ex- 
ecutive to communicate it; because it might be 
that he would have to be obliged, necessarily, to 
make the communication to us in the form sug- 
gested by the honorable Senator from Virginia. 
Now sir, why should we depart from the usual 
form in this instance? Has the Senator given any 
reason? In the very nature of this. matter sought 
to be inquired into, the Senate must perceive a mat~ 
ter of delicacy and difficulty. Everybody knows 
what the situation of the country is at the present 
time, and if these movements are made, and they 
are certainly founded upon something, not upon 
mere suspicion, of course itisanexecutive matter, 
a military matter, which it is very likely ought 
not to be, in the judgment of the President, com- 
municated to the country at the present time, ‘The 
only reason the Senator gives is, that he should 
like to know whether the President will refuse the 
information. Ido not perceive that that fact va- 
ries ita particle. If, he says, and itis undoubted 
true, the President thinks it isnot compatible wit 
the public interest to communicate this informa- ` 
tion, he will say so. If he will say so, why, then, 
avoid theordinary course of proceeding, which is 
considered courteous to the Executive, and put 
thisin a different form from that which is usually 
adopted in like cases? Itis not to be presumed that 
the Secretary of War will, without consulting the 
Commander-in-Chief, communicate any informa- 
tion on matters of that description—I mean the 
President of the United States, the Commander- 
in-Chief of the Army. : 3 
Why then avoid, I ask again, the ordinary 
course of proceeding in this case? Ifeel-no very 
great interest in it, and I do not rise here to pro- 
tect the President against anything which-isa de- 
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hardly: worth -while to: vary, from. the ordinary 
course, and that which has heretofore been deemed 
the properand formal one in addressing commu- 
nitations of ‘this sort from this body" ` ; 
: «But, sit, there isóne suggestion which I wish 
to make, arid L-rose for the purpose of doing so. 
When the honorable Senator from New- Hamp- 
shire [Mr CLAR] introduced. a resolution some 
days, perhaps somé weeks, since, making certain 
ingüiries with reference to the forts in Charleston 
harbor, and addressed, if I recollect properly, to 
the President; the Senator from Mississippi, the 
chaitman of the Committee on Military Affairs, 
‘objected to the passage of the resolution, on the 
ground that it was an improper interference with 
an executive matter; and he went on at length to 
state that he objected entirely—unless there was 
strong ground of suspicion that something was 
being done that was very injurious to the public 
interests—that we, who were’a legislative body, 


should undertake to interfere with the details of. 


military arrangements. That was a single in- 
quiry as to what had been done in a particular 
case, and addressed in the most respectful manner 
to the Chief Magistrate; and the objection made 
though perhaps ‘a technical one, but unques- 
tionably on sufficient grounds; grounds satisfac- 
tory to the mind of the Senator who made it—was, 
that itiwas an improper interference with. the 


province of the Executive, especially in the direc-- 


tion of.the military arm, that all those matters 
depended for their effect, in a very great degree, 
upon secrecy and it might be entirely improper 
for usto be “making inquiries about them—l do 
not: know that. he said it, but of course he meant 
it—unless in those cases where we might suppose 
there was danger to the country. 

Now, sir, here comes a resolution—not direct- 
ed to the President—not left to his discretion, 


but directed to a subordinate officer, inquiring | 


minutely into the details ofall the military proceed- 
ings which have been adopted for certainly a num- 
ber of weeks since this session commenced, and 
asking that they be made public and laid before the 
Senate, The objection certainly which was made 
by the Senator from Mississippi to the single in- 
quiry, to a mere request to the President, if ten- 
able atall—and gentlemen on the other side of 
the Chamber acted upon it—is ceriainly pertinent 
and strong wheh directed to an order mandatory 
in its character, and covering the whole ground 
of the military proceedings of the President and 
the military department in relation to all matters 
now involved. 

Eshall make no sort of objection to the passage 
of this'resolution if put in its proper place; butthe 
Senator and ‘the Senate will perceive that nothing 
is gained by changing the ordinary course of 
proceedings; for we’ have as a body, as a Senate 
simply, no control over the Secretary of War. 
We cannot compel him to make the communi- 
cation if the President thinks it not advisable; 
or otherwise, in my judgment, he is not subject 
to this body alone under any circumstances, and 
therefore nothing in the world can be gained by 
tie proposed mode of proceeding. 


ADMISSION OF KANSAS, 


The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Foster 
in the chair.) It becomes the duty of the Chair 
at this hour to announce the special order, being 
the resolution of the Senator from Virginia, [Mr. 


Hoxnrer,) which was made the special order for | 


this eth at one o’clock, on which the Senator 
frem Missouri, [Mr. Po.x,] is entitled to the 
floor. 


Mr, COLLAMER., The older order of the day 
is the biil for the admission of Kansas; and that 
has precedence. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator 
from Vermontis right. The bil] forthe admission 
of Kansas into the Union has precedence. The 
other order onty lay on the table. The bill (H. 
R. No. 23) for the admission of Kansas into the 
Union was made the special order for this day at 
one o'clock; and being the older order, is prior to 
the resolution of the Senator from Virginia, on 
which the Senator from Missouri has the floor. 

Mr. COLLAMER. | desire that proceedings 
shail be taken on the bill. J have already pre- 
sented my views in relation to it; and I desire 


li that. 


it may now. be taken up and considered; 
indecd it is up. : ; 

- Mr. PUGH. I understand the other resolution 
to be the unfinished business of the last adjourn- 
ment; and ifso, it has precedence, and the Senator 
from Missouri is clearly entitled to the floor. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The unfinished 
business is the motion to print the message of the 
President of the United States on the present dis- 
turbed state of the country. Thatis the unfinished 
business of Saturday. . ao 

Mr. PUGH. I understand that the Senator 
from Missouri claimed the floor on that, and gave 
notice that he would speak to-day. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The resolution 
of the Senator from Virginia was the resolution 
which was made the special order for to-day at 
one o’clock,and it was on that resolution that the 
Senator from Missouri was entitled to the floor. 
The bill for the admission of Kangas into the 
Union is an older special order, made the special 
order for to-day at one o’clock; and under the 
rules of the Senate, where there are several spe- 
cial orders, the older order is the one which has 
priority. 
now before the Senate. 

Mr, POLK. I believe the order of business 
has been correctly stated by the Chair. I would 
prefer to submit to the Senate the remarks which 
I propose to address to the body, upon the order 
that was made specially for to-day, and which 
the Chair first called up; but if the Senate shall 
determine otherwise, and determine to adhere to 
the oldest special order—the one referred to by 
the Senator from Vermont—I shall feel myself at 
liberty to address the remarks that I may submit 
to the Senate on that order; though 1 would pre- 
fer that they should be submitted on the resolu- 
| tion that was on Friday made the special order 
for to-day. 

Mr. COLLAMER. I have no objection to the 
gentleman’s course. I suppose he has a right to 
deliver his remarks on what topic he pleases; 
but this isa subject that has been passed over 
several times, and I think the time has come when 
it should reecive action. I therefore desire, and 


| insist on it, that we proceed to act upon the bill 


in preference to any other spccial order, until it 
is finished. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. House bill No. 
23, fur the admission of Kansas into the Union, 
is before the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole. 

Mr. PUGH. I move to postpone all prior 
orders, so as to take up the resolution on which 
the Senator from Missouri is entitled to the floor. 
Certainly, I have never known a Senator who had 
prepared himself to speak, to have itrefused that 
he should take up the particular question on which 
he desired to speak. ‘ 

Mr. COLLAMER. He said he would speak 
on this bill. 

Mr. PUGH. But he said he preferred to speak 
upon the resolution. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question 
is, that the bill before the Senate, and all other 
prior orders, be pane with a view to pro- 
ceed to the consideration of the resolution of the 
Senator from Virginia, on which the Senator from 
Missouri has the floor. 

Mr. GREEN. I suggest that, in justice to the 
Senator from Vermont, if the bill be postponed, 
it should be fixed for a day certain. 

Mr. COLLAMER. I have no desire to post- 
‘pone it at all; neither have 1 any desire to prevent 
the Senator from Missouri from making his re- 
marks. 

Mr. GREEN. They willbe much more appro- 
priate on the other question. | 

Mr.COLLAMER. The gentleman is not pre- 
vented from making his remarks; nobody desires 
to take the floor from him; but I desire to pre- 
serve this special order; and if the motion is in- 
sisted on, as I suppose it will be, by the Sena- 
tor from Ohio, to postpone this bill, 1 call for 
the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and being 
taken, resulted—yeas 24, nays 27; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Benjamin, Bigler, Bragg, Bright, Cling- 
man, Fitch, Green, Hemphill, Hunter, Iverson, Johnson of 
Arkansas, Johnson of Tennessee, Kennedy, Lane, Mason, 
Pearce, Polk, Powell, Pugh, Rice, Saulsbury, Sebastian, 
Slidell, and Wigfall—24. 

NAYS-—Messrs. Anthony, Baker, Bingham, Cameron, 
Chandler, Clark, Colamer, Crittenden, Dixon, Doolittle, 


That bill, therefore, is the business. 


‘Trumbull, Wade, Wilkinson, and Wilson-~27. 


Durkee, Fessenden, Foot, Foster, Grimes, Hale; Harlan, 
King, Latham, Seward, Simmons, Sumner, Ten Eyck, 


So the motion was not agreed to. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill is yet 
before the Senate. 

Mr. BENJAMIN. I hope the Senator from 
Missouri will not take the floor upon the bill, as 
has been suggested. The vote just given is the 
most insulting. breach of courtesy, in my judg-- 
ment, that has ever been given in the Senate—~ 
uiterly unworthy of the Senate; and I do trust 
the Senator from Missouri will show a proper ap- 
preciation of it by declining to take the floor. 

Mr. POLK. I shall decline taking the floor on 
the bill that has now, by the vote of the Senate 
on a call of the yeas and nays, been held before 
the Senate. I have no recollection of ever having 
seen such a thing take place since I have been in 
the Senate. 

Mr. GREEN. J hope my colleague will allow 
me to make a suggestion. The motion just made 
was to postpone indefinitely. It is now perfectly 
competent to postpone to a day certain. “As to- 
morrow has been fixed for the consideration of 
the Pacific railroad bill, I move to postpone the 
bill now before the Senate until one o’clock on 
Wednesday next, and make it the special order 
foyy that time. 

r. TRUMBULL. I was out of the Senate 
when the question was put that has just beon 
decided. I voted against postponing; but I cer- 
tainly did not vote against postponing with any 
idea that I was practicing a discourtesy upon any 
one; and, as the Senator from Louisiana has so 
intimated, I should like to know what the state 
of facts was. The question was being taken when 
I came into the Senate, and I voted against post- 
poing the proposition to take up the Kansas bill, 

ecause I thought it important that that question 
should be considered. I certainly am of that opin- 


| jon still; but, in casting that vote, I certainly did 


not intend it as a discourtesy to the Senator from 
Missouri in any way. I do not think the ques- 
tion was understood in that shape here around 
me. I certainly did not understand it so. 

Mr. LATHAM. J voted to continue the con- 
sideration of the bill to admit Kansas; because I 
understood the Senator from Missouri to state dis- 
tinctly that he was perfectly willing to make his 
speech on that bill. Therefore, I thought it was 
a mere question of priority of business; and ac- 
cordingly, E gave my vote to go on with the bill 
to admit Kansas. Certainly, no discourtesy was 
intended by me to the Senator from Missouri. 

Mr. FOOT. I desire to state it was so under- 
stood on this side of the Chamber; and under that 
impression and assurance, we voted against the 
postponement of the prior orders. 

Mr.COLLAMER. I think it isducto myself 
to say what I stated before, that I desired to keep 
this subject before the Senate; but we understood. 
the gentleman to announce that he would speak 
on this bill. Nobody had any desire to prevent 
him from making his speech- ' 

Mr. POLK. f am very glad that the vote of 
the Senate was on‘a misapprehension of the facts 
as they were before the Senate, or rather of my 


statement. F meant to be understood distinctly 
that—— 
Mr. WILSON. If the Senator from Missouri 


will allow me, I will suggest that, if he prefers to 
speak upon the resolutions upon which he took 
the floor, by gencral consent we can take up those 


| resolutions, and Jet this Kansas bill be passed over 
į until he has made his speech, and then we can go 
| on with the bill toadmit Kansas. By general con- 


sent that can be done. I make the motion that, 
by general consent, the resolution of the Senator 
from Virginia be taken up, and this bill be in- 
formally passed overunti! the Senator gets through 
with his speech. 

Mr. PUGH. I object to that. 

Mr.GREEN. That would be perfectly satis- 
factory, I think; but I want to add one sugges- 
tion in regard to this Kansas bill, 1 desire to have 
the Kansas bill taken up at the proper time; but 
I have a number of amendments to offer, and it 
will devolve upon me to explain them in a few 
words, and my health is such that I shall not be 
able to do it to-day. If itis required of me, how- 
ever, I will try to do it. i i 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Tissuggested 
by the Senator from Massachusetts that the res- 
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olutions of the Senator from Virginia, by unani- 
mous consent, be considered as before the Senate, 
without displacing the Kansas bill. 

Mr. PUGH. [have objected to that. Let us 
have it by a vote. ` 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Then the bill 
before the Senate is the act to admit Kansas into 
the Union. 

e Mr. CRITTENDEN. The question is upon 
the reconsideration of the last vote, I think. 

Mr.GREEN. My motion isto postpone that 
bill, and make it the special order for Wednesday 
next at one o’clock. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question 
is on an amendment to the bill. ‘That is the im- 
pression of the Chair. : 

Mr. GREEN. That is not the question, Mr. 
President. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. I understood the Sen- 
ator from Missouri to move a reconsideration. 

Mr. GREEN. No,sir. I moved to postpone 
to a day certain—Wednesday nextat one o’clock. 
The other motion was for an indefinite postpone- 
ment. This makes a definite postponement, and 
is perfectly in order under the rules. ` 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. I understand from the 
Chair, that the question is on an amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question 
now is on the motion to postpone the bill before 
the Senate until Wednesday of this week, and 
make it the special order for that day at one 
o’clock. 

_Mr. CRITTENDEN, I shall vote for that mo- 
tion, merely to afford the Senator from Missouri 
{Mr. Pox] the opportunity of speaking. When 
I voted in the negative on the last vote that was 
taken by yeas and nays, I did so on a mere ques- 
tion of competition of business—nothing else. I 
did not know that there was any question of cour- 
tesy to the honorable Senator from Missouri. I 
merely voted for it as a question of business, and 
of the preference of business. I say this not be- 
cause I desire to acquit myself of the charge which 
the honorable Senator from Louisiana has made 
against this body, pronouncing it a proceeding un- 
worthy of the Senate. Isay, sir, that I do not do 
it to acquit myself of any part of that rebuke of 
the Senator; Dut I do it because I think it is a 
proper matter of courtesy, when-I understand the 
request of the gentleman. I do not think, how- 
ever, that the action of the Senate should be char- 
acterized in the language in which it has been 
done. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
ready for the question? 

Mr. POLK. What is the motion before the 
Senate? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The motion of 
the Senator from Missouri, [Mr. Green,] which 
is to postpone the bill now under consideration, 
until Wednesday next, and make it the special 
order for one o’clock on that day. That is the 
motion now before the Senate. 

Mr. POLK. I have only to say that I am sat- 
isfied, from what gentlemen have said, that in the 
vote that was taken, they misunderstood the re- 
mark that I made, and did not vote as they did 
with a view of violating what had been the unin- 
terrupted courtesies, heretofore, of the Senate. I 
stated that I preferred to speak on the resolutions 
that had been postponed until to-day, and made 
the special order upon my motion, with a view of 
my having an opportunity to address the Senate 
on them, and that if that should not be done, I 
could make my speech on the other special order; 
but I preferred not to doit. I did not say that I 
would not make my speech on the other special 
order. 


Is the Senate 


Mr. CLARK. Will the Senator from Mis- | 


souri allow me to ask him how long atime he will 
require, with a view of making a motion to post- 
one this Kansas bill as longas may be necessary. 

Mr. POLK. I will state to the Senator that I 
cannot tell exactly how long I may speak to the 
Senate. 1 hope, however, not to weary their 
paticnce unnecessarily. 

Mr. CLARK. I move to amend so as to post- 
pone the consideration of the bill until half past 
three o'clock; and then I will move another post- 

onement, if that is not long enough. . 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question 
must be taken on the longest time first. A mo- 
tion is made to postpone the further considera- 


tion of the bill until Wednesday at one o’clock : 


in the afternoon. An amendment is proposed to 
that motion, that it shall be postponed until half- 
past three o’clock to-day. In a matter of this 
sort the question must be taken on the longest 
time first. Is the Senate ready for the question 
on the motion of the Senator from Missouri, to 
ostpone the further consideration of the bill until 
ednesday next at three o’clock, and make it 
the special order for that time? 
The motion was agreed to; there being, on a 
division—ayes 25, noes 19. 


CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The bill (H. R. No. 895) making appropria- 
tions for sundry civil expenses of the Govern- 
ment for the year ending June 30, 1862, was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Finance. : 


SCHOONER SPRING HILL. 


The joint resolution (H. R. No. 55) authoriz- 
ing the Secretary of the Treasury to change the 
name of the schooner Spring Hill to that of the 
United States, was read a first time by its title, and 
ordered to a second reading. 

Mr. GRIMES. I have been requested to move 
that that bill be taken up and acted upon at once. 
I believe it is a bill merely proposing to change 
the name ofa vessel. I make that motion. 

There being no objection, the joint resolution 
was read a second time, and considered as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole. It was reported to the Sen- 
ate without amendment, ordered to a third read- 
ing, read the third time, and passed. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, 
by Mr. Forney, its Clerk, announced that the 
House had passed the following bills, in which 
the concurrence of the Senate was requested: 


A bill (No. 929) for the relief of the register of 


the land office at Vincennes, Indiana, and for 
other purposes; and - 

A bill (No. 583) for the relief of the heirs and 
legal representatives of Jean A. B. Dauterive. 


NAVAL APPROPRIATION ‘BILL. 


The message further announced that the House 
had passed a bill (No. 914) making appropria- 
tions for the naval service for the year ending the 
30th of Junc, 1862; in which the concurrence of 
the Senate was requested. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


The message further announced that the Speaker 
had signed the following enrolled bills; which 
thereupon received the signature of the Vice Pres- 
ident: 

A bill (H. R. No. 921) for the relief of the 
assignee of Hon. David C. Broderick; and 

A bill (S. No. 144) for the relief of Jeremiah 


Pendergast, of the District of Columbia. 
PRINTING OF DOCUMENTS. 


The message further announced that the House 
had ordered the printing of the following docu- 
ments, on January 12, 1861: 

A letter from the Secretary of the Interior, 
transmitting a transcript of certain private land 
claims in New Mexico—ordered at twelve o’clock 
and fourteen minutes. 

A letter from the Sceretary of War ad interim, 
transmitting information in relation to depreda- 
tions committed by the Indians in the Territories 
of Oregon and Washington—ordered at twelve 
o’clock and fifteen minutes. 


HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 


The following bills from the House of Repre- 
sentatives were severally read twice by their 
titles, and referred as indicated below: 

A bill (No. 929) for the relief of the register of 
the land office at Vincennes, Indiana, and for 
other purposes—to the Committee on Public 
Lands. 

A bill (No 914) making appropriations for the 
naval service for the year ending the 30th of 


| June, 1862—to the Committee on Finance. 


A bill (No. 583) for the relief of the heirs and 


| legal representatives of Jean A. B. Dauterive— 


to the Committee on Private Land Claims. 
RAILROAD TO TILE PACIFIC. 
Mr. WILSON. 


motion in regard to business. On a motion. of 
mine the Pacific railroad bill lost its place; now 


I desire to make a simple | 


move that it be taken up'and specially assigned 
for to-morrow.at one o'clock 2 ee 

“Mr. LATHAM. 1 believe that ‘bill has al-. 
ready been made the special order for to-morrow 
at one o’clock. gs Ee AD 

Mr. WILSON. No; sir; ithasnot: It isout 
of place. I have inquired at the Secretary s desk. 

Mr. LATHAM. Then I hope the motion 
will be agreed to: ae e. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, It is moved 
that the Senate take up the Pacific railroad bill, 
for the purpose of assigning a day for its consid- 
eration. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as: iit 
the Committee of the Whole, resumed the con- 
sideration of the bill (H. R. No. 701) to secure 
contracts and make provision for the safe, cer- 
tain, and more speedy transportation, by railroad, 
$ mails, troops, mgnitions of war, military and 


val stores, between the Atlantic States and 
tligse of the Pacific, and for other purposes; and 
it gts postponed to, and made the special order 
of the day for, to-morrow at one o'clock. 
FORTS AND ARSENALS IN TIIE STATES. 


The Senate resumed the consideration of the 
following resolution, submitted by Mr. Hunter 
on the 2d instant: ds 

Whereas certain forts, magazines, arsenals, dock-yards, 
and other needful buildings, bave been placed under the 
exclusive jurisdiction of the United States by a cession to 
that effect from certain States, and it may be the desire of 
one or more of those States to resume the jurisdiction thus 
ceded : Now, therefore, 

Be it resolved, That the President of the United States 
ought tu be authorized by Jaw, upon the application of the 
Legislature, or of a regular eenvention of the people, of any 
such States, to retrocede this jurisdiction to such States, 
upon taking proper security tor the safe-keeping and return 
of allthe property of the United States, or for paying for 
the value of the same if destroyed or injured by the act of 
any of the States making such application. 


The pending question was on the amendment 
of Mr. Taumbuty, which was to strike out the 
preamble, and all the resolution after the word 
“that,” and, in lieu of it, to insert: 

We fully approve of the bold and patriotic act of Major 
Anderson, in withdrawing from Fort Moultrie to Fort Sum- 
ter, and of the determination of the President to maintain 
that fearless officer in his present position; and that we 


will support the President in all constitutional measures to ` 
enforce the laws and preserve the Union. : 


Mr. POLK. Mr. President, in the momentous 
crisis precipitated upon the country, I have felt 
constrained hitherto to refrain from participating 
in the debate occasioned by it. I have feared that 
if I should speak I might’ say something which 
might be productive of harm; that, under the 
pressure of excitement or of interest for my State 
and constituents, I might not heed as implicitly 
as I ought the dictates of moderation and patriot- 
ism. 

But, representing, in part, on this floor, a State 
whose welfare Lknow is most deeply involved—a 
border slaveholding State, and though one of the 
youngest, yet onc of the most populous of the 
southern States; indeed, the first of all of them 
in white population—I feel that duty allows.me 
to remain silent no longer. 

Mr. President, the Roman historian, Tacitus, in 
describing the condition of the eternal imperial 
city when about to receive the shock of one of 
those startling revolutions which transferred the 
imperial purple from one Emperor to another, 
used this language: “ Non tumultus, non quies, 
sed quale magne ire, magni metus, silentium 
| fuit.” There was not tumult, there was not 
quiet; but the silence of great wrath and great 
fear. This, I apprehend, is the condition of the 
southern half of our Confederacy at this hour, 
The noise and excitement of the late presidential 
canvass are past. The contest is decided. Sec- 
tionalism and anti-slavery fanaticism have tri- 
i} umphed; their candidates are elected; and now 
there is the calm, the silence, of men settled in 
their purpose to accept the stern alternative forced 
|| upon them by the resuit, Now look, in the other 
i| direction, at the North. What is the state of the 
case there? At first astonishment; then, among 
the honest and patriotic masscs, regret, profound 
and wide-spread. - 

The two sections are brought by the result face 
to face, not in fraternal greeting, but in unnatural 
antagonism, separated by a geographical line., 

What is the condition of thingsall over the entire 
| Confederacy, both North and South ?- Universal 
i| panic, prostration of credit, publie and private. 
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Wiiy; Mr. President, our Government has just 
advertised for a loan.of $5,000,000, and she could 
only get half of it bid for; nor even that except 
at usurious rates of interest, running up to.theex- 
treme of thirty-six per centum per annum. Fail- 
ures and bankruptcies, stagnation and embarrass- 
ménteverywhere and among all classes. Business 
languishing; trade crippled; commerce: curtailed; 
industry paralyzed; artisans and mechanics idle 
for the want of: employment; factories stopped 
and operatives discharged; suffering among the 
laboring: poor; -and families without necessaries 
even how, and want, and perhaps starvation, just 
before them in the future;.and this glorious fabric 
of.our Union even now tottering to its fall. Four 
of the pillars that sustained the towering edifice 
are-already. removed; and among them, one of 
the original thirteen upon which it first reposed. 
Six others'are on the point, of being removed; 
soon to be followed, it may be, by half of the re 

idue, including among the slaveholding States tfe 
first and the last to come into the Union. P 

Mr. President, the circumstances which Sùr- 
round us are enough to force us to pause and to 
ponder. And if we do so, we shall perceive the 
cold shadow. of events still more startling coming 
upon usin the future. Even now a vision of civil 
war begins to rise up before us; but we are not 
yet.able to discern the form thereof, 

+ Sir, Pfeel, for one, that we are in the midst of 
a crisis unprecedented in our history. It may be 
the very crisis of our country’s fate. 

Some affect to ignore it all; as, for instance, the 
Senator from Ohio, (Mr. Wanr,] who first ad- 
‘dressed. the Senate. 

_Somie, again, try to argue against it. That is 
the wisdom of the ostrich, which thinks to escape 
his pursuers by hiding his head in the sand. 

Others still strive toallay apprehension. * Be 
still,” they say; ‘‘there is no sufficient cause for 
danger.” Grant it; and the danger is not thereby 
removed. Wiatconcerns us, and what we ought 
to be concerned about, is the magnitude of the 
evil. It matters not how trifling and insignificant 
the cause. A very small leak will sink a line-of 
battle ship; and when the noble craft has gone 
down forever, it will not relieve the disaster to 
point out the smallness of the cause. You may | 
tell me never so eloquently how she was able to 
battle with the storm-king on his own element, 
and to vanquish him; but the fact still remains 
that the gnawings of an insect has sunk her into 
the abyss. The American Revolution, says Mr. 
Webster, was fought on a preamble. Is it not 
wiser and better to admit the truth, and look the 
danger full in the face? Then we may hope to 
prevent, or at least to avoid it. 

1“ The prudent man foreseeth the evil, and hideth him- 
self; but the fool passcth on, and is punished.” 

But there are causes, Mr. President, for the 
erilous condition of affairs which is upon us. I 
now Senators say, ‘state your grievances; draw 

up your bill of indictment;”’ implying that there 
arg no grievances, and that no bill of indictment 
can be drawn up. They are in error. They 
say,‘ you complain of the Government; and yet 
the Government has been, for most of the time, 
in the hands of the Democratic party.’’ Here 
they are in error again. The complaint is not 
against. the Government. To assume that itis, 
is agreat mistake. To be sure, the action of the 
Government affecting the institution of slavery 
has been prejudicial to the South, and violative 
of its constitutional rights. 

. That was the case when the admission of my 
own State was resisted, and the Missouri restric- 
tion was enacted into a law. The South has 
borne the weight of that unconstitutional restric- 
tion for more than a quarter of a century. But 
she did not complain, because it was the work in 
part of southerp men. 

That was the case again in the passage of the 
Oregon territorial bill, President Polk, a south- 
ern man, deprecated the blow aimed against the 
rights of the citizens of the slaveholding States 
by that bill as unjust and unequal. Yet, yield- 
ing to what he deemed the spirit of the Missouri 
compromise, he signed it. He signed it, be- 
cause Oregon was north of the compromise line. 
of 36° 30". f 

That, still again, was the case in the admission 
of California, California did not lie north of 360 
30'; and her constitution did not tolerate slavery; 
and yet she was admitted into the Union, in viola- | 


tion. of the spirit of the Missouri compromise. 
Moreover, the admission of California destroyed 
the equilibrium in the Senate between the slave- 
holding and thé non-slaveholding States forever, 
and put the South at the mercy of the North. 

But the complaint, I repeat, is not against the 
Government. It is against the action of certain 
States, and of the people of those States—States 
which are the parties to the constitutional com- 
pact, on which rests the Union of which they and 
their southern sisters are alike members. 

They reap special advantages from the Union, 
in the protection it gives to their manufacturing 
industry; in the bounties it lavishes apon their 
fishing interests; in the discriminations it imposes 
in favor of their commerce; in the millions of ex- 
penditures it pours annually into their lap; and 
they cry very loudly for its preservation, while, 
at the very same time, they are violating the Con- 
stitution which supports the Union. ‘They vio- 
late the compact on their part, and insist that 
theirsouthern confederates shall be required, nay, 
coerced by force and by war, to keep it on their 
part; as if, in the language of Mr. Webster, “a 
compact broken on one side was not broken onall 
sides.” They pass their personal liberty bills— 
there are some exceptions; I single them out, and 
honor them—bills in the very teeth of the Con- 
stitution, in contempt of it, and intended to de- 
prive their southern brethren of their undoubted 
rights under the Constitution. 

These bills not only do wrong and injury to 
their southern brethren, but they intensify the 
wrong by adding insult to the injury. They are 
passed in States where it has been admitted on 
this floor a fugitive slave scarcelyever goes—not 
one in forty years, according to the Senator from 
Vermont, [Mr.CoLramer.] A high-spirited peo- 
ple may bear wrong, but it is quite too much to 
expeet that they will bear with patience insult 
added to the wrong; and this, too, from those 
standing in the relation of friends and brethren. 
“It was not an enemy that reproached me,” says 
the word of inspiration; ‘then [could have borne 
it; but it was thou, a man mine equal, my guide 
and minc acquaintance.” | 

The fugitiveescapes. Ishe delivered up in obe- 
dicnce to the command of the Constitution? No, 
sir; he is harbored and secreted and hastened on 
his way. If the master is passing through. the 
State, is he bid ‘* God-speed ” in the spirit of 
friendship and fraternity? On the contrary, his 
slave is enticed away by false promises, or is 
ravished from him by force. Underground rail- 
roads are established, stretching from theremotest 
slaveholding States clear up to Canada. Secret 
agencies are put to work in the very midst of 
our slaveholding communities, to steal away the 
slaves, z 

The constitutional obligation for the rendition 
of the fugitive from service is violated. The laws 
of Congress enacted to carry this provision of the 
Constitution into effect are not executed. Their 
execution is prevented. Prevented, first, by hos- 
tile and unconstitutional State legislation. Sec- 
ondly, by.a vitiated public sentiment. Thirdly, 
by the concealing of the slave, so that the United 
States law cannotbe made to reach him, And when 
the runaway is arrested under the fugitive slave 
law—which, however, is seldom the case—he is 
very often rescued. It is said that, in such case, 
when suits are brought against the rescuers, 
courts and juries will enforce the laws against 
them. But all this is accompanied by delay and 
vexation, and the most serious expenses—far Cx- 
ceeding the value of the slave. And even when 
judgment is obtained, it is, in many cases, value- 
less, for nothing can be made on the execution. 
The rescuers are either worthless negroes or | 
equally insolvent white men. But worse than all, ! 
these rescues areal ways accompanied by violence, 
and consequently by the mast imminent peril to 
the master. They are effected by mobs of ex- 
cited and fanatical white men and reckless black 
men, themselves runaway slaves. 

Sir, I know gentlemen of my own State who 
have slaves in a northern city, worth thousands of | 
dollars, who prefer to bear the loss of them rather | 
than jeopardize their lives in attempting to recover 
them. ‘The very case to which the Senator from j 
Wisconsin [Mr. Doourrrie] alluded is a strong | 


illustration. The slave was rescued by a mob, 
and the life of his master—whom I know well—' 
was put in imminent peril. He has never recov- | 


ered his slave; he has never recovered a dollar of 


-his value, although he has spent more than his 


value in the endeavor. He has recovered judg- 
ment, and incurred costs,andthatisall. Andinthis 
very case the supreme court of Wisconsin comi- 
mitted the judicial outrage of deciding the fugitive 
slave law unconstitutional. And even yet the 
fruitless litigation is not ended. This lawlessness 
is felt with special seriousness in the border slave, 
States.. The underground railroads start mostly 
from these States. Hundreds of thousands of qol- 
lars are lost annually... And no State loses more 
heavily than my own. Kentucky, itis estimated, 
loses annually as much. as $200,000. The other 
border States, no doubt, lose in the same ratio. 
Missouri much more. 

Bat all these losses and outrages, all this disre- 
gard of constitutional obligation and social duty, 
are as nothing in their bearing upon the Union, 
in comparison with the animus, the intent and 
purpose, of which they are at once the fruit and 
theevidence, They demonstrate thattheauthority 
of the Constitution hasceased to be respected at the 
North. ‘That instead of fraternal feelings—instead 
of the good faith which ought to subsist between 
confederates—there are animosity and bad faith. 
And it is rendered worse stil! by the consideration 
that it was not so in the earlier and better days of 
the Republic. Then there were loyalty to the 
Constitution and kindness towards the South. 
These are now changed, it is to be feared, into 
disloyalty and hatred. If so, how remorseless is 
that hatred? ; 

& Earth hath no hate like love to malice turned, 
Nor hell a demon like a brother scorned.” 

Is this a gloomy and portentous picture? I fear 
it is not equal to the gad reality. A worse picture 
is yet to be added. 

These sentiments have become the animating 
spirit of a political party. ‘Chey have found ex- 
pression in its platform of principles; they have 
nominated candidates for the Presidency and Vice 
Presidency ;and they have elected them ya strict- 
ly sectional vote. 

The candidate just elected to the Presidency 
was the first man of his party to enunciate 
the dogma that there is an irrepressible conflict 
between the slaveholding and non-slaveholding 
States. This house of the Constitution, made 
by our fathers, and which they supposed, by being 
divided into many apartments, was thereby ren-. 
dered more commodious for a harmonious family 
of numerous and happy States; this Union, we 
have been told, is a house divided against itself. 
The Senator from Ohio, (Mr. Pueu,] not long 
since, showed, beyond. cavil, that Mr. Lincoln, 
in uttering that sentiment, had reference toslavery 
in the States; not merely in the Territories, but 
also and especially in the States. 

Moreover, Mr. Lincoln has announced the dan- 
gerous dogma that, in point of political rights, 
the negro is the equal of the white man. Ina 
speech made by him at Springfield, Ilinois, on 
the 17th of July, 1858, he said: 

“I adhere to the Declaration of Independence. If Judge 
Dotstras and his friends are not willing to stand by it, tet 
them come up and amend it. Let them make it read that 
all men are created equal, except negroes.”? 

Again: 


« My declarations upon this subject may be misrepre- 


| sented, but cannot be misunderstood. I have sald that Ido 


not understand the Declaration to mean that all men were 
created equal in all respects. They are not equal in color; 


' but I suppose that it does mean to declare thatall men are 
| equal insome respects; they are equal in their right to ‘life, 


liberty, and the pursuit of happiness.’ Certainly, the negro 
is not our equal in color—perbaps not in many other re- 
epects: still, in the right to put in his mouth the bread his 
own hands have earned, he is the equal of every other man, 
white or black.” 

This needs no comment; its meaning is plain 
and unequivocal. I now beg to call the attention 
of the Senate for a moment only to the platform 
upon which Mr. Lincoln secured his clection. 
Considering the history and antecedents of this 
party, no man can doubt that the following por- 
tion of the second resolution was intended to be 
applied to negro slaves: 

“We solemnly reassert the self-evident truths that all 


| are endowed by their Creator with certain inalienable rights, 


among which are those of Jife, liberty, and the pursuit of 
happiness; that governments are instituted umong men to 
secure the enjoyment of these rights.” 

And that it denies that there ean be any right 
of property in slaves, is clearly shown in the fifth 


resolution, in whith it is deelared that the pres- 
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ent Democratic Administration has exceeded the 


worst apprehensions of the convention, (the Chi- | 


cago convention,) among other things, “in con- 
struing the personal relation between master and 
servant to involve,” as they say, ‘an unqualified 
property in persons.” And again, the eighth 
resolution is as follows: 

«That the normal condition of all- the territory of the 
United States is that of freedom. That as our republican 
fathers, when they had abolished slavery in all our national 
territory, ordained that ne person should be deprived of 
life, liberty, or property, without due process of law, it be- 
comes our duty, by legislation, whenever such legislation 
is necessary, to maintain this provision of the Constitution 
against all attempts to violate it. And we deny the author- 
ity of Congress, of a Territorial Legislature, or of any indi- 
viduals, to give legal existence to slavery in any Territory 
of the United States.”? 

Now, consider this in connection with the dec- 
Jaration made on the flogr of the United States 
Senate in 1857, by the Senator from New York, 
{Mr, Sewanrn,] who may be considered the leader 
of the party, that the Supreme Court of the Uni- 
ted States must be reformed, which means that 
the national judiciary mustbe abolitionized; and is 
it not evident that the writ of habeas corpus might 
be brought into use to effect the liberation of the 
slaves in the slaveholding States? Is not such a 

yurpose palpable, and such a result probable ? 

hat, then, could the slaveholding States expect, 
after the election of such a candidate upon sucha 
platform, but that all the patronage and all the 
power of the Federal Government, in all its depart- 
ments, would be brought to bear upon the insti- 
tution of slavery in the South, in order to com- 
pass its destruction? 

To this effect have been the plain and unmis- 
takable avowals of the Republican party since the 
election of its candidates. It has constituted the 
theme of their rejoicings; it has rung from the 
press; it has spoken from the rostrum, Leading 
editors and politicians have reiterated it, ‘The 
attitude and temper of the party have been imot 
merely more arrogant, but more hostile and more 
threatening, since their triumph than before, evine- 
ing a determination to use their victory against 
the rights of the slaveholding States of the Union, 
regardicss of the consequences. 

he New York Tribune, which may be'said to 
have been the war-horse of Mr. Lincoln’s cam- 
paign, and whose editor is supposed to have been 
is special friend in the Chicago convention, on 
the 22d of December last, published the following: 

«We are enabled to state, in the most positive terms, 
that Mr. Lincoln is utterly opposed to any concession or 
compromise that shali yield oue iota of the position occu- 
pied by the Republican party on the subject of slavery in 
the Territories ; and that he stands now, as he stood in May 
last, when he accepted the nomination for the Presidency, 
square upon the Chicago platform.” 

And the Springfield Journal, which is consid- 
ered Mr. Lincoln’s home organ, after the States 
bordering on the Gulf of Mexico had begun to 
evince a determination to take the steps deemed 
necessary by them to insure their domestic tran- 
quillity, published an article in which occurs the 
following strong language: 

“Let the secessionists understand it; let the press pro- 
claim it; ter it fly on the wings of the lightning, and fall 
like a thunderbolt among those now plotting treason in con- 
vention, that the Republican party, that the great North, 
aided by hundreds of thousands of patriotic men inthe slave 
States, have determined to preserve the Union—peaceably, 
if they can; forcibly, if they must.” 

In a speech made by him, at a public mecting 
of his partisan friends in Massachusetts, shortly 
after the late presidential election, assembled in 
order to rejoice over their victory, one of the Sen- 
ators on this floor from that State [Mr. Witson] 
is reported to have said, that they now had their 
heel upon the neck of the slave power. - 

And Mr. Giddings, of Ohio, who has the rep; 
utation of having procured the insertion in the 
Chicago platform of the portion most hostile to 
southern institutions, has lately held forth in the 
following strain: 

« Let it be understood that we do not recognize the right 
of any member of Congress to make platfornis for us; that 
we shall not recognize their right or assumptiou to abandon 
our principles or sacrifice our honor, at the dictates of our 
enemies, whom we have triumphantly vanquished at the 
ballot-box.” 

But, Mr. President, there was no need of his 
holding such language to the members of Congress 
of his party in either House. We know full well, 
from the reports of the committee of thirty-three 
in the House, and of the committee of thirteen in 


the Senate, and from the temper evinced by the : 


| 
slaves. 


i very,andits ultimate and certain abolition inevery 


! three and a half or four billion dollars. 
| be expeéted that a brave and intelligent peopl 


Lany statute law. They all recognized the right 


| designed to. protect it wherever the national flag 


members of the Republican party, including both 
Senators and Representatives, that they have 
shown a disposition as unyielding and defiant as 
even Mr. Giddings could have desired. Nothing 
is to be conceded, it would seem, even if the de- 
struction of the Union is to be the consequence. 
Sir, at the formation of the Constitution, twelve 
of the thirteen States were slavcholding. And 
even Massachusetts herself had been a slavehold- 
ing colony; nor had she ever abolished slavery by 


of property in slaves. 

The Constitution was adapted to the institution 
of slavery as it then existed, and was in accord- 
ance with the public sentiment of the whole coun- 
try atthe time. Accordingly, no man doubted 
that it recognized property in slaves, and was. 


was unfurled, on sea or on land. No question 
was made as to the right of the master to carry ! 
his slave with him into the common Territories 
of the Union. Even the men of Massachusetts 
would no doubt have conceded it. Its denial 
would have lessened the market, and consequently 
depreciated the price that the New England slave 
trader might get for the slaves he was importing 
from Africa by the ship-load. The flag of the 
Union protected this property on its passage from 
Africa to the slave States of the South. The trea- 
ties of the country with forcign nations specially 
stipulated for the indemnification-of the loss of 
This was done in Jay’s treaty. Jt was 
done in the treaty of Ghent; and the treaty for 
the acquisition of Louisiana recognizes and pro- | 
tects the right of property in slaves. | 
But the times have changed. States have 
changed their institutions; and now eighteen of 
of them are non-slavcholding—a majority in num- 
ber, and the majority in population—and now the 
olitical power of the country is in their hands. 
Zut the Constitution is not changed. No amend- 
ment has been added to it on the subject of sla- 
very. It remains exactly the same to-day that it 
was in 1789. Yet, Mr. President, what do we | 
now behold? A political party has been organ- 
ized upon the one central idea of hostility to slay 


section and State of our broad republic; and it 
has triumphed. It has wrought a revolution in 
the public sentiment of the country against sla- 
very, and is about to inaugurate a revolution in 
the policy and administration of the Government 
for its extinction. 

Mr. President, has the South no cause for alarm 
for the safety of her institutions, and the security 
of her rights? Is not her very existence at stake? 
How long could she retain the institution of sla- 
very after the whole power of the Federal Gov- 
ernment shall have been brought to bear upon 
her for its destruction? Think what could be 
effected by the Federal legislation. Abolition of 
slavery in the District of Columbia; abolition in 
the arsenals, dock-yards, and forts; outlawry of 
it on the high seas, and wherever the flag of the | 
Union floats; exclusion of it from the common |! 
Territories belonging equally to all the States; 
circumscribing it as with a wall of fire within the 
States. 

Then let the long and strong arm of the Exec- 
utive power of the Government be put forth for 
its extinction within the States. Sir, it will be | 
mighty to the pulling down of the strongholds of | 
southern institutions and rights. Against almost 
everything else but this, the South might protect 
herself. Cohorts of Federal office-holders, Abo- 
litionists, may be sent into her midst to exert the 
patronage, influence, and power of their offices, 
and to plot and conspire against lier proper- 
ty, her peace. Postmasters—more than thirteen 
thousand—with all their employés, controlling the 
mails and loading them down with incendiary 
documents Add to these, land officers, surveyors | 
of land, surveyors of ports, collectors of customs, | 
assistant treasurers, judges and marshals, each of 
these, with all his employés, intent upon one aim. 
What institution could withstand such an inva- 
sion, such sapping and mining? Even the Senator 
from Ohio [Mr. Wape] is not surprised that the j 
citizens of the slaveholding States should begin 
to arouse themselves from their supinencss. 


mur, to the destruction of such anamazing amount 
| of property? ` Sir, no people, in any age orf the 
world, in any country, or climes under any fi 
of government, has ever submitted’ to -the de- 
struction of a hundredth part of it without résist- 
ance and revolution. + 38 SUNS AE gs 

But there is a more horrible result still to. fot- 
low, especially in those States where the’ black 
slaves greatly outnumber the free whites. This 
I forbear to hold up to view. “I draw a vail over 
it. Let not its horrors be even suggested to the 
Imagination. : à E 

Iam satisfied, Mr. President, that there exists; 
and is spreading among the massesof the citizens 
of the southern section‘of our Union, alarm in all 
the slaveholding States, real and profound alarm, 
for the safety both of their property and of the 
lives: of their wives and children. ‘The Presidènt 
has sketched this in the following sentences of his 
last annual message: ae 

“The immediate peril arises not so much from these 
causes as from the fact that the incessant and violent agl- 
| tation of the slavery question throughout the North, for the 
last quarter of a century, has at length produced its malign 
influence on the slaves, and inspired them with vague no- 
i tions of freedom. Hence, a sense of security no longer 
exists around the family altar. This feeling of peace at home 
has given place to apprehensions of servile insurrection. 
Many a mawon, throughout the South retires at night: in 
dread of what may befall herself and her children before 
| the morning. Should this apprehension of domestic danger, 
| whether real orimaginary, extend and intensify itself until 
it shali pervade the masses of the southern people, then dis- 
union will become inevitable. Sclf-preservation is the first 
law of nature, and has been implanted in the heart of man 
by his Creator for the wisest purpose; and no political 
union, however fraught with blessings and benefits in all 
other respects, can long continue, if the necessary conse- 
quence be to render the homes and the firesides of nearly 
half the parties to it habitually and hopelessly insecure. 
Sooner or later the bonds of such a union must be severed.” 

This very alarm is one of the most intolerable 
of the grievances inflicted on the South by, the 
| ceaseless and systematic aggressions of Northern 
abolitionism and negroism. No people can con» 
sent to live in the midst. of alarms by day, and 
terror by night. Last of all others will the Amer- 
ican people in the slavcholding States of this Con- 
federacy consent, to it, a mene 

Sir, the “terror by night’? is ranked by the 
sacred penman in the same category with ‘the 
arrow that flieth by day, and the pestilence that 
| walketh in darkness, and the destruction that 
wasteth at noon-day.”’ : f 

Iam also satisfied, sir, that there is a settled 
purpose on the part of the people of the southern 
States to have the difficulties now brought upon 
i them settled fully and forever, and settled at once. 
Nothing short of this will meet the exigencies of 
the present crisis. And in order to such settle- 
ment, irrepealable amendments of the Constitu- 
tion ought to be made, covering the following 
points: 

1. Express and unequivocal recognition of the 
right of property in slaves. 

9. A similar recognition of the right of the 
owner to take his slaves into the common terri- 
tory of the United States, and to have his right 
of property in them protected by the Federal 
Government there, and wherever else its jurisdic- 
tion extends, 

3. That Congress shall have no power to abol- 
ish slavery in places under its immediate juris- 
diction eirunted. within the limits of the States 
that permit the holding of slaves. ; 

4. Nor within the District of Columbia, so long 
as slavery shall exist in either of the States of 
Virginia or Maryland, nor without the consent of 
the inhabitants, nor without just compensation 
firstmade to such owners as do not consent to such 

ower to prohibit 


abolishment. : 

5. Nor shall Congress have 
or hinder the transportation oP eaves from one 
State to another, nor to the District of Columbia, 
nor to a Territory of the United States, 

6. That, when the owner shall be prevented 
from retaking his fugitive slave, or when such 
fugitive shall be rescued from him by force, he 
shall receive compensation for the value of his 
slave. 

All this the slaveholding States ought to have; 
and all this the non-slavcholding ought to be will- 
ing to concede. They ought to be willing tomake 
these concessions, first, for the suffieientand com- 


The slave property of the South, sir, is worth 
property 


would submit without resistance, without a mur- 


Ig it to |: 


i! Constitution asit now stan 


manding reason that they would relieve the com- 
mon country. i 
Secondly. They are fally warranted by the 
8, 


and are in perfect 
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concord with both its provisions and spirit. Ac- 
cording to the opinion of the Supreme Court of 
the United. States—-the appropriate and the ap- 
pointed tribunal for the arbitrament of such ques- 
tions-—the tribunal of last resort—they are guar- 
antied by the Constitution, as it was made by our 
fathers; ; a ; 3 

: Thirdly. The Republican party has. brought 
about. the condition, of things-which has made 
stich concessions necessary, and that same part 
ought to be ready to grant the concessions which 
are needed in‘order to remedy these evils. If they 
have done. wrong, or inflicted injury, both justice 
and ‘magnanimity. require that they should make 
prompt and full reparation. In this, at least, you 
“will receive’ the hearty and cordial coöperation of 
the Democracy of the North. The northern De- 
mocracyhave always been willing to sustain the 
Constitution according to its true construction, and 
soas to secure to the citizens of the slaveholding 
States their just and equal rights. 

Fourthly. You of the Republican party alone 
have the power to heal the dissensions which are 
dissolving the Union. The South cannot do it. 
The political power, adequate to the task, has 
passed out of their hands into yours. The north- 
ern Democracy are also. unable to accomplish it. 
They can only aid you. id 

Fifthly.. The northern States constitute the more 
populous and the more powerful section. Con- 
sequently you incur no danger by making the 
concessions... 

: Sixthly... You are the victorious and the domi- 

nant party, and you ought not to. be willing to 
abuse your power to the oppression of the van- 
quished and weaker section. Nay, more; stand- 
ing ina position wherea wantof generosity would 
be a reproach, you ought ever to be prompt to 
tender overtures. 

And, lastly: the South asks no pecuniary ad- 
vantage. She only demands safety. Can it be 
refused ? 

Mr. President, the honorable Senator from 
Kentucky [Mr. Crirrenpen] has introduced 
into the Senate a joint resolution, proposing a 
number of articles as amendments to the Consti- 
tution... En the main, these articles meet my ap- 
probation. But I frankly confess I have objec- 
tions to that one—the first of the series—which 
proposes to extend the ‘Missouri restriction”? 
ine of 360 30’ of north latitude, through the ter- 
ritory of the United States, westwardly to Cali- 
fornia, excluding slavery north of the line, and 
requiring that it shall be protected by the territo- 
rial government, in all its departments, south of 
the line, And yet, sir, so anxious am I to re- 
lieve the country, that I would consent to waive 
my objections, and vote for the article, if peace 
and harmony could berestored, and the Union be 
preserved: I would vote for the article, although 

do not think it will do equal justice to the South. 
The partition of the territory it proposes to make 
is unequal and disproportionate, and for that rea- 
son unjust. It gives by far the larger part of the 
common territory to the North—at least four 
fifths of it. Itsays, to be sure, that the States 
that may be admitted into the Union, formed in 
this portion, shall come in with or without sla- 
very, accordingly as their constitutions shall pro- 
vide. But, sir, we all well know, that if the slave- 
holder is never allowed to go there with his prop- 
erty; no slaveholding State will ever be formed 
there. This portion of the territory, therefore, 
which, as I have already said, is four times larger 
than the other, is inevitably forever set apart for 
free States. 

But is the other portion, which is by far the 
smaller one, sceured to the slaveholding States? 
By no means. For the non-slaveholder may settle 
there’as wellas the slaveholder. And, sir, all the 
northern portion being secured to the North, the 
emigrant aid. socicties will be able to devote all 
their means and cnergies to occupy the smaller 
southern part. It will, of aparece much easier 
to make the conquestof the one fifth than it would 
of the whole It may be accomplished in one 
fifth of the time. This proposition, it seems to 
me, gives them a more favorable opportunity even 
than they now have without it, of accomplishing 
the cherished object of surrounding the slave- 
holding States with a cordon of hostile non-slave- 
holding ones, as with a wall of fire, so as either to 
smother the institution or to make it destroy itself; 

the scorpion, as they say, surrounded by fire. 


If I remember correctly the terms of the prop- 
osition offered by the Senator from Minnesota, 
{Mr. Ricg,} in regard to the Territories, Í prefer 
it to that of the Senator from Kentucky, [Mr. 
Crirrenpen.] But I speak of the proposition of 
the Senator from Minnesota only from recollec- 
tion. Ihave it not before me. 

Mr. President, I repeat, that, in my opinion, 
the difficulties and dangers which are thickening 
around us every hour can be dissipated but by 
one course. 
certain, and that without delay. There is but 
one other alternative left, and that is a dissolution 
of our beloved Union. 

And now, Senators of the Republican party, if 
you are resolved to force this alternative, and 
refuse everything else, all the slaveholding States 
‘must, of necessity, make common cause—the bor- 
der and more central ones with their sisters of 
the southern extreme; and thus it will be the 
secession, not of one State only, nor of the cotton 
States merely; but of fifteen States. They have 
common institutions and interests, common ties 
and sympathies, and kindred blood. 

I apprehend that some harbor the belief that 
there is difference of opinion among the slave- 
holding States, and that when the time comes, 
there will be difference of.action. They imagine 
that the border States will refuse to go with the 
more southern ones. This, sir, lam sure, is a 
great mistake.. God grant it may not prove fatal. 

My own State is a border slaveholding State. 
She loves the Constitution which supports this 
Union with an affection as ardent and as profound 
as that of any of her confederated sisters. The 
principles of that Constitution constitute the very 

ife-blood of her body-politic. They animate 
and quicken her social system, and. thrill and 
vibrate through its every nerve and fiber. Her 
gallant sons have always been proud ‘‘ to march 
under the flag and keep step to the music of 
the Union.” They have rushed to every battle- 
field when the honor of the Union has been at 
stake. And when, in our last war, Mexicans 
were heeding the exhortation “to welcome Amer- 
icans to Mexican soil with bloody hands to hos- 
pitable graves,” they were quick to accept the 
bloody greeting. But if you are determined to 
push and precipitate disunion upon the country, 
though Iam not authorized to speak for Mis- 
souri, yet I do feel authorized to express my 
belicf that she will not hesitate to take her posi- 
tion with the South. Her institutions, her inter- 
ests, presentand prospective, her lineage, and the 
manners and habits and sympathies of her peo- 
von) “ grapple her to the South with hooks of 
Steel, 

The institution of slavery was planted upon 
her soil when it was first purchased by Mr. Jef- 
ferson from the First Consul of the French. Itis 
there still, with the ancient inhabitants of the upper 
Louisiana and their descendants. It has been 
greatly augmented and strengthened by the Amer- 
ican immigration. It constitutes the wealth of 
her citizens, to the large extent of perhaps one 
hundred million dollars. It contributes in a 
large degree to the support of her agricultural 
industry. It produces two of her great staples 
almost exclusively—hemp and tobacco, 

Mr. President, let it not be supposed that Mis- 
souri will be deterred from taking her position 
because she has non-slaveholding States on her 
borders, some of whose people may be hostile to 
slavery. 

Sir, she has already suffered deeply, grievously, 
from this cause; suffered not only by the loss of 
property, bat by the loss of the lives of her citi- 
zens. No State has suffered more, none perhaps 
so much. The underground railroad has been 
vigorously operated against her’. Abolition incur- 
sions have been made into her territory, destroy- 
ing both life and property. John Brown made 
his first raids into Missouri. As recently as the 
commencement of this very session of Congress, 
she has becn compelled to march a regiment of 
her citizen soldiery to her southwestern border, 
to protect her peaceful agriculturists against the 
incursions for robbery and murder of Montgom- 
ery and his band of “ jayhawkers” and despera- 
does. And at this very moment she has a patrol 
of three companies of rangers and one of artillery 
upon that border, in order to maintain her own 
sovercignty upon her own soil. 

‘Will she be worse off when those of the resi- 
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dents in the neighboring States who are the foes 
of her institutions and her peace shall be regarded 
by her as such, than she has. been, while they 
were treated as friends? Inthe changed posture of 
affairs her citizens will be more vigilant and better 

repared. And vigilance and preparation are the 
be guarantees of safety. 

Mr. President, I am sorry to say that Missouri 
seems to be the first of the slavcholding States 
selected after Mr. Lincoln’s election for abolition ` 
attack. The New York Tribune, one of the most 
prominent of the organs of thé Abolitionists, 
shortly after the late presidential election, con- 
tained an article on that election. In that article 
it descanted upon the results and bearings of the 
election generally, and also especially in reference 
to Missouri. Itused the following language: 

“ Deeply as we all rejoice on the general result of the 
election, there is even greater réason for pleasure and hope 
in the condition of things it thus reveals in Missouri. 

“ Here, then, is a slave State entering upon a struggle to 
rid herself of the greatest curse that can ever befall a peo- 
ple. She needs our help. She needs the encouragement 
of the moral influence of the North on behalf of freedom. 
She needs, above all, that the tide of free emigration pour- 
ing westward should, as far as possible, find homes upon 
her soil. This part of the subject, especially, we eommend 
to the attention of all parties who propose to seek for them- 
selves new abodes in the great West.” 

But, sir, if disruption is to be forced upon us, 
we can at least guard ourselves against incursions 
of that sort. 

Mr. President, I ought not to say, I will not 
say, that Missouri would be better off in the event 
of secession than she is now. But I may say that 
Icannot see how she canbe greatly worse off. But, 
sir, I do not present before the Senate of the Uni- 
ted States the reasons why Missourians, in case of 
a division of the Confederacy into a northern and 
southern one, willfix the destiny of theirState with 
the South. These reasons are properly reserved 
for another locality. Yet, Mr. President, J am 
satisfied that the citizens of Missouri do not 
desire to sce the disruption of this Government. 
It would rend the great heart-strings of the entire 
State. She would submit to the most painful 
catastrophe with feelings like those with which 
an affectionate daughter would part forever from 
her long-loved and deeply-venerated mother. Will 
you not spare her the mournful separation. 

Mr. President, I do not propose to argue the 
right, under the Constitution, of separate State 
secession. The controversy, in my opinion, has 
progressed beyond that stage of it. Secession is 
now already an accomplished fact., It has been 
thrice repeated. To stop to argue its constitution- 
ality is to lag behind the march of events. It 
would be something like discussing the legality 
of the judgment of a court, after its sentence had 
been executed and the convict hanged. 

Secession having actually taken place in four 
States, and just on the point of taking place in at 
least three others, we must now deal with its 
consequences. 

Following after secession, there comes upon us 
a question of more momentous import; and that 
is: has the Federal Government, by the Consti- 
tution, the right to coerce a seceding State back 
into the Union by force? In the emergency which 
is upon us this is now a practical question; and 
it is as momentous as it 1s urgent. 

Gentlemen on the other side scem to me to 
approneh the subject under wrong impressions. 

hey seem to think that the States were made 
for the Federal Government, and not the Federal 
Government for the States. But the truth is, that 
the Federal Government was made by the States 
for the States. 

Now suppose that Government becomes hos- 
tile in its spirit and destructive in its action to the 
gghts and institutions of the people of a portion 
of the States: what then? Let the spirit which 
dictated our Declaration of Independence answer. 
On the other hand, suppose it fails to answer the 
purpose of its creation, and instead of insuring 
domestic tranquillity, destroysit: what then? Let 
the example of the revolutionary fathers, in with- 
drawing themselves and their States from the 
Government of the old Confederation, answer. 

The Senator from Ohio [Mr. Puau] has said 
that he will not stretch forth his hand to remove 
the vail behind which stands the Atlas which 
supports on his shoulders alone the firmament of 
our federative system. But, sir, I have no such 
aversion. I am willing to see the danger that lies 
beforeus. If this Government is about torush into 
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the vortex of ruin, I want to know. it. If civil 
war is removed from us but by a single step, do 
not let me be ignorant of it, lest I take that step 
in the dark. Hide from me the day when the 
dying agonies of my country shall begin; but do 
not hide from me the lawless and fatal policy 
which must inevitably plunge her into the mortal 
strife. 

By the tenth amendment of the Constitution— 

“The powers not delegated to the United States by the 
Constitution, nor prohibited by it tothe States, are reserved 
to the States respectively, or to the people.” 

The power to coerce, therefore, does notexist— 
cannot exist, unless it has been delegated to the 
United States by the Constitution. But there is 
no delegation of any such power. It follows, of 
necessity, that the Federal Government does not 
possess it. And it will not suffice to argue that 
the Government ought to possess it. All such 
argument is confuted and confounded by the sin- 
gle and simplc truth that the Constitution nowhere 
gives the power. 

Nor will it answer to attempt to raise the power 
by implication. The very terms of the constitu- 
tional provision just quoted preclude the impli- 
cation, expressly and emphatically, forever. They 
utterly exclude any such conclusion. Yet some 
persist in the attempt to deduce the power from 
the nature of compacts. I understood the Sena- 
tor from Tennessee, who first addressed the Senate, 
to pursue that course. It is said that “ when two 
parties make a compact, there results to each the 
power of compelling the uther to execute it.” 
Results from what? Such power can only re- 
sult, either, first, from the compact itself, or sec- 
ond, from the fact of making it. It does not result 
from the compact, because we have already seen 
that the compact itself gives no such power to the 
General Government. It cannot result from the 
fact of making the compact, because the compact 
itself expressly declares that it shall not vest ex- 
cept by its own express delegation. 

3ut the States made the compact—the Consti- 
tution—not with the Federal Government, but 
with cach other. ‘The Federal Government never 
was a party to any compact with the States. 
Therefore, by the very postulate itself, that Gov- 
ernment can have no right to enforce the exccu- 
tion of a compact to which it never was a party. 
The postulate assumed goes upon the further 
assumption, that the Constitution is a compact 
between the Federal Government and the States. 
But that assumption is false in fact. 

If such a power, therefore, as is assumed in 
the postulate—the power of forcible coercion— 
-exists anywhere, it must belong to the other con- 
tracting States, which are parties to the Federal 
Constitution, and not to the Federal Government. 
The Federal Governmentis the result of the com- 
pact, and that is all, It can only use the powers 
given to itin express terms by the compact, noth- 
ing more, Unless the power, therefore, is vested 
in the Federal Government by the very terms of 
the compact, or, in other words, by the Consti- 
tution, it can neither coerce a State to remain In 
the Union, nor punish her when she goes out, 
But no such power is delegated by the Constitu- 
tion to the Federal Government. 

The absence of this power is no casus omissus 
in the Constitution. So far from it, the very point 
was presented and pressed upon the convention 
which framed the Constitution, at the very com- 
mencement of its deliberations. The convention 
met, and commenced its labors on the 25th of 
May, 1787. Only four days thereafter, on the 
29th, Mr. Randolph presented the plan of a Fed- 
era! Constitution. Itconsisted of a series of fifteen 
resolutions. The sixth resolution contained the 
foliowing: 

‘Phat the national Legislature ought to be empowered to 
call forth the force of the Union against any member of the 
Union failing to fulfili its duty under the articles thereof.”? 

On the motionof Mr. Madison, this proposition 
was postponed, and it was never again called up. 
And it was upon this occasion that he uttered the 
sentiments quoted afew days since by the Senator 


from Louisiana (Mr. Bensamiy] in his speech on į 


the question of State secession. (Madison Papers, 
5 Elliot’s Debates, pp. 127, 128, 139, 140.) 
Afterwards on the 15th of June, Mr. Patterson 
proposed a project of a Constitution. This alse 
consisted of a series ofnine resolutions. His sixth 
resolution also proposed to give to the General 
Government the right to coerce a State. This also 
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was postponed by the convention, and was never 
again renewed. (Madison Papers, pp. 192, 198.) 

So that the proposition to give to the General 
Government the power to coerce a State was dis- 
tinetly put to the convention twice over, on differ- 
ent days, and each time it was refused. 

The convention was exceedingly careful and 
scrupulous on this point of the power of the Fed- 
eral Government, in all of its departments, over 
the States. 

2. The sixth resolution of Mr. Randojph’s plan 
contained another proposition akin to the coercion 
of a State. It was ‘that the national Legisla- 
ture ought to be empowered to negative all laws 
passed by the several States, contravening, in the 
opinion of the national Legislature, the articles 
of union or any-treaty subsisting under the au- 
thority of the Union.” 

This power was first agreed to. This was on 
the 31st of May. But afterwards, on the 8th of 
June, it was reconsidered and voted down. It was 
mao again renewed. (Madison Papers, pp. 139, 
174.) . 

On the 18th of June, Mr. Hamilton also pro- 
posed a series of resolutions, embod ying his ideas 
of a Constitution. His tenth resolution proposed, 
in order to prevent the passage of laws by the 
particular States contrary to the laws of the Uni- 
ted States, thatthe President should have power 
to appoint the Governor of each State who should 
have anegativeupon thelaws of the State of which 
he was Governor. (Madison Papers, p. 205.) This 
also was refused. Again: it was proposed, in the 
eighth resolution of Mr. Randolph’s plan, to give 
to the President and a convenient number of the 
Federal judiciary a power of revision of the laws 
of the several States. And this was rejected. 
(Madison Papers, p. 128.) 

But it is said that what is contended for is not 
coercion of a State; butonly thatthe Federal Ex- 
ecutive is bound by the Constitution to sce that 
the laws of the United States are faithfully exe- 
cuted. This I understand to be the position of 
the Senator from ‘l'ennessce, to whom I have al- 
ready alluded. Such I infer to be the position of 
the President elect, if the newspapers of his party 
which have spoken on that subject truly give his 
position. Let us examine this a little. Suppose 
a State secedes, in the exercise either of a con- 
stitutional or a revolutionary right—I do not care 
which, for the purposes in hand. She passes laws 
in conflict with the laws of the United States; they 
may be in regard to the revenue and its collec- 
tion, or the carrying of the mails, or anything 
else. An officer of the State, duly appointed such, 
acting in pursuance of her laws, and in the exe- 
cution of them, does an actin violation of the laws 
of the United States. -The Federal Exceutive un- 
dertakes to enforce the Federal laws against him. 
Forthwith the sovereignty of the State, whose 
agent and servant he is, and whose command he 
is obeying, is interposed to protect him. On the 
other hand, the United States Government brings 
its power into play to punish him. Here is neces- 
You may call it the 
execution of the laws of the United States. Itis, 
nevertheless, cocrcion, and coercion of the sover- 
eignty of a State. 

Mr. President, this is reaching coercion by an | 
indirect and roundabout mode; and I confess that | 
that fact does not render its features any the less | 
abhorrent to my mind. On the contrary, it makes | 
them only the more so. You coerce each indi- | 
vidual citizen of the State, and yet you say you 
do not coerce the State. Then you may hang as | 
a traitor each individual citizen of the State, and | 
the State will not be depopulated, nor lose a single 
soul. Sir, such a result is not what is contem- | 
plated by the Constitution of the United States, 
when it makes it the duty of the President to see 
that the laws are faithfully executed. That Con- 
stitution never intended that the Federal laws 
should be executed by force of arms within the 
limits of a State which has, in the most solemn | 
and authentic form, withdrawn itself from the | 
Union, and displaced the jurisdiction of the Gen- | 
eral Government. It has respect to the execution 
of the laws of the Union only upon the soil of a 
State while she remains within the Union, and 
subject to its jurisdiction. 

And here, sir, is the exact point of difference | 
between secession and nullification. In the latter | 
case, the State, still abiding in the Union, and | 
acknowledging the jurisdiction of the Federal f 


Government, refuses tô obey the lawsi/: Inthe | 
former case she has separated’ herself from: the: 
Union, and put off its jurisdiction. "Fo my mind; 
the difference is a clear, a broad one.” ‘Buty sit, 
to enforce the laws within the limits: of a State, 
after she has seceded is an impossibility. . This 
position was vindicated a few days ago to` the: 
Senate by the honorable Senator:from ‘Virginia. , 
(Mr. HunteR} much more ably. than I can hope 
to be able to do it; and I shall therefore forbear 
to go over the ground much better occupied by 
him, and shall invoke the attention-of the Senate 
to but a single view of it. PaE 
The State has withdrawn herself fromthe Unions 
There is not a single Federal officer within: her 
boundaries—no judges, no clerks, no: marshals. 
In our Government the laws can be executed only 
by. the courts and their officers. The President, 
in fulfilling the duty imposed on. him by the Cons 


| stitution. to see that the laws are faithfully exe- 


cuted, hasno right to act as judge, jury, and exe+ 
cutioner, He is no autocrat. 3 ppi 

If the United States law is violated, thè offense 
is cognizable under the Constitution only by the 
Federal judiciary. A court must be called; a 
Federal judge must preside; a United States mar: 
shal must be there to execute process, and a dis- 
trict attorney to prosecute the offense. But all 
this, in the case under consideration, is impossi- 
ble, because there is not a single one of all those 
officers within the limits of the State. Do you 
say you will change the laws, and send. foreign 
judges and marshals into the State? Well, you 
make the alteration of the law, and you send your 
judge and marshal to the State.. But the State 
will not receive them. She excludes them by 
force of arms. If you are dotermined to force 
them upon her, it must be done by Federal troops, 
and at the point of the bayonet. Here is war., 
But suppose you shall succeed in forcing your 
officers into the seceding State,and you open your 
courts. The party to be proceeded against must 
be indicted by a grand jury. This is the. first 
step. Without it you cannot put him on his 
trial. But the grand jury must be citizens of the 
State. Each one of them is prohibited by the au- 
thority of his State from finding a true bill, and 
therefore he cannot doit. And each one may be 
liable to the very samc kind of a prosecution, and 
therefore he will not do it. And the next step, 
which is also an indispensable one, is, that the 
accused is entitled by the Constitution to be tried 
by a traverse jury, which must also be composed 
ofcitizensoftheState. And they, too, forthe same 
reasons already stated in regard to the grand jury, 
will not, and cannot, convict the accused. ‘The 
Army of the United States cannot be made to 
play ‘any principal part in the process of enforcing 
the laws of the United States. 

Nor is the President authorized by the Consti- 
tution to allow the Army of the United States to 
play any principal part in the process of enforce- 
ing the laws. He can only send the troops to act 
in the capacity of a posse, under the direction of 
the civilauthorities. These authorities must make 
demand for the posse, and take the charge of it. 
But in the case supposed, there is neither civil offi- 
cer to make demand for the aid of the troops, nor, 
is there any judgment of a court to be executed. 

Now, Mr. President, suppose it be conceded 
that this kind of coercion is constitutional, and 
that you are able to put it into operation: what 
result have you reached in the process of it? You 
have inaugurated war—uothing less, nothing else. 
Sir, war is the most terrible of all calamities under 
all circumstances, and for the most righteous of 
causes. It stands first in the dreadful triumvirate 
for the scourging of the nations—war, pestilence, 
and famine; war first and chicfest of the three. 
But this would be the most wicked, horrib.e of 
all wars. It would be civil, internecine war; 
perhaps also servile war. 

In the dreary catalogue of wars that have cursed 
and depopulated and ravaged the earth, there is 
none which is a parallel to what such a war must 
be. The civil wars of the Roman Empire in an= 
cient days, and those of the British in more mod- 
ern, are no types of what this American civil war 
must be. It will be a war of sections—the North 
against the South, and the South against the North. 
It will be a war of families—son against father, 
brother against brother, and husband against his 
wife’s brother. It will be bitter, bloody, remorse- 
less, and exterminating. No mancan tell when 
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itwil terminate and no fancy depict-its horrors, 
its universal-devastation and-ruin..’ The picture 
drawn by Mr. Burke of. the -havoc inflicted by 
Hyder Aliupon the Carnatic, will searcely. con- 
yey an. adequaté idea of it. - 

; gis, is any Senator on this floor prepared to re- 
sort tọ coercion in-order to achieve such results? 
Ought ‘any Senator to be willing: to: deny to the 
South the: constitutional concessions and guaran- 
tees neeessary.to maintain her rights and safety, 
at the risk of incurring thése.consequences? 

s Mr. President, for myself,,1-denounce the pol- 
icy and the construction of the Constitution which 
must lead-to.such disasters. If we must separate, 
lets separate in peace. If Republicanism, hav- 
ing: beaten: down and subdued the gallant De- 
mocracy of the North, is determined, in spite 
of constitutional guarantees, in spite of social 
duties, in spite of justice and right, to exterm- 
inate tlic institution of slavery from every part 
of the soil of every State in the Union, or else 
to force the slavehulding States to go out of the 
Union, let our séparation be without the shedding 
of blood. 

“Let there be no strife, I pray thee, between thee and 
me, and between thy herdmen and my herdinen, for we are 
brethren. Separate thyself, I pray thee, from me. If thou 
wilt take the teft hand, then I will go to the right; or if 
thou depart to the right hand, then I will go to the left.»— 
Genesis, xiii, 8. j 

Mr. President, South Carolina has, by solemn 
ordinance, declared herself withdrawn from the 
Union, and repealed the act by which she ratified 
the Constitution and entered into the Confeder- 
acy. ‘This has been done by a convention delib- 
erately ‘called by her people for that purpose. 
Mississippi, Alabama, and Florida axe in the same 
position. “Other States are following close in the 
same path. 

Sir, I am sorry that the good people of these 
States, in the exercise of their high discretion for 
securing their sacred constitutional rights, had not 
scen fit to consult with their sister slavcholding 
States before adopting this policy. These States 
all have the same institutions, the same rights, 
the same blood. Their cause is a common one; 
their policy, it seems to me, ought to have beena 
common one also. 

‘But, Senators, I will never give my vote nor 
my consenteither to coerce or to execute the laws 
-by force of arms in any one of them. To do that 

would-be to wage wer upon them; and that war 
could have but one object, and that to subjugate 
the Stateyand bring her back a captive in chains, 
Is: there any Senator who would be willing to 
athi¢ve ‘that scandalous and monstrous result, 
éven if it were possible to accomplish it? The 
Constitution of the United States was never de- 
signed by the fathers to be prostituted to any 
such base purpose of oppression and outrage. It 
has no aptitude to coerce and hold in unwilling 
unionalienated, hostile, and belligerent States; nor 
to maintain a centralized despotic power to dom- 
inate over subjugated provinces, and to coerce 
their allegiance by the bayonet and the sword. 
Itis clear that in the attitude now held by South 
Carolina and the other seceding States towards 
the Federal Government, the laws of the United 
_ States can be executed there only by the milita- 
ry power of the Government. The attempt will 
be resisted by arms. The very first step therefore 
is, inevitably, civil war. Other States will rush 
to her aids and it will be a war of one half of the 
States against the other half. How can any 
friend of the Union bring himself to support or 
countenance such a measure. It will be a disso- 
lution of the Union in blood. In such case, 
there can beino hope of reconstruction. No man 
ean be so blind as not to see it. 

But if dissolution must come, let it be peaceful. | 
Then there may be a hope for reconstruction; 
fraternal feelings may be restored; the evil spirit 
of abolitionism may be exorcised; mutual inter- 
ests and wants may, as at the first, again attract 
the separated States together, They may again 
send up their delegates to another convention, to 
make another Constitution, which shall indeed 
‘form a more perfect Union, cstablish justice, 
insure domestic tranquillity, provide for the com- 
mon defense, promote the general welfare, and 
secure the blessing: of liberty to themselves and | 
their posterity.” And the third Union may be 


more lasting and glorious than either that which 
bore us triumphantly through the revolutionary | 


epoch, to that height. of -happiness:and power 
which has drawn upon us the gaze and. the ad- 
miration of the whole civilized world. 

But far better would it be, Mr. President, that 
dissolution should be arrested and civil war pre- 
vented; that timely concessions should be made, 
amply. sufficient to assure to every southern 
State her rights and her equality in the Union, 
in all time to come. g 
people would only be momentarily checked by 
this shock of dissolution which is upon us, and 
we should hereafter continue to expand and im- 
prove and advance until we should reach the full 
meridian ‘of national greatness and happiness. 

And, Mr. President, if the spirit of fraternity 
and conciliation has fled from this Congress and 
this Senate Hall, is it clean gone from the coun- 
try forever? Does it no longer move the masses 
of honest and true men of the North? Do they 
not still love their country, the whole country, 
the South as well as the North? Will they forget 
the spiritin which the war of the Revolution was 
waged? Willthey notrecollect that George Wash- 
ington, a southern man, led their fathers of the 
North as well as the men of the South in that 
war; that while northern men offered up their 
lives on southern battle-ficlds, the men of the 
South as cheerfully shed their blood in defense 
of their brethren on northern soil? And remem- 
bering that Heaven itself deals with his creature, 
man, through mediation and in infinite conces- 
sion; remembering, too, that in order to form the 
Constitution of our Government, their fathers 
made concessions upon this very subject of sla- 
very, will they refuse the concessions now de- 
manded by the South, not merely on the score of 
equality and of right, but as necessary to the 
safety of their wives and children? Will they 
not yield them, and so preserve, or, if need be, 
reconstruct, the union of these American States? 
Mr. President, I appeal from their Representa- 
tives to the sovereign people of the North; and 
may God grant to interpose for our country in 
this the hour of her extremity and need. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. Mr. President, I move 
that the resolutions which I had the honor of 
offering some time ago may be taken up now for 
consideration. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Mason in 
the chair.) What disposition will the Senator 
make of the resolution now before the Senate ? 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. I will make any dis- 
position of it that is agreeable to the gentleman 
who offered it. I will move to postpone it to some 
day that will be agreeable to him, or to lay it on 
the table, and then he can call it up when he pleases. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator 
from Kentucky moves to lay the resolution now 
before the Senate on the table. 

Mr. GREEN. I call the attention of the Sen- 
ator from Virginia to that question before the vote 
is taken. 

Mr. HUNTER. Ido not object to the reso- 
lation being postponed in order to take up the 
resolutions of the Senator from Kentucky. Is 
that the object? 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. Yes, sir. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. To what time 
shali it be postponed ? 

Mr. HUNTER. I should like to have it post- 
poned until Thursday next, so as to give time for 
Senators to act upon the proposition. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It is moved to 
postpone thd further consideration of this resolu- 
tion until Thursday next atoneo’clock, and make 
it the order of the day for that time. 

The motion was agreed to. 


SLAVERY QUESTION. 


Mr. GRITTENDEN. Now I submit my 
motion. lam only desirous, Mr. President, to 
have a vote of the Senate upon this subject; and 
if the measures which I have proposed are not 
acceptable to the Senate, we may perhaps, if 
these are disposed of, agree upon others that may 
find favor. [wish to act upon the subject. T 


| believe when we bad this subject under consid- 


eration before, the question was upon the adop- 
tion of the first article of amendment which 
I had the honor of offering. I hope the question 
may be taken on it, and on that question I ask 


| the yeas and nays. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator 


Then our career as a free | 


war, or that which has elevated us since that |! from Kentucky asks the Senate to proceed now | 


| tions when they 


t the consideration of the resolutions offered by 
him, 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. WILSON. Imove thatthe resolutions be 
postponed to and specially assigned for Thurs- 
day next at half past twelve o’clock. : 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. I hope the gentlema 
will agree to an earlier day than that; we ought 
not to trifle with this subject. 

Mr. WILSON. The Kansas bill comes up 
on Wednesday, and the Pacific railroad bill to- 
morrow. ` 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. Mr. President, I will 
submit to a motion to postpone it until to-mor- 
row; but as for giving way to the Pacific railroad 
biil or to any other bill, I think tbe Senate will 
not consider it proper. The peopie expectat least 
a decision upon this subject, and I shall insist 
upon it at the earliest period. If the gentleman 
will make a motion to postpone until to-morrow, 
I will vote for it; but I will not agree to postpone 
this measure for the railroad bill or for any other. 

Mr. WILSON. To-morrow has been assigned 
for the consideration of the Pacific railroad bill; 
the Senate have assigned Wednesday for the 
Kansasbill; and on Thursday, at one o’clock, the 
resolution proposed by the Senator from Virginia 
will come up. I propose to’ assign these resolu- 
tions for half past twelve o’clock on that day; my 
object being to say a few words upon the resolu- 
shall come up. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is the Senate 
ready for the question on the motion of the Sen- 
ator from Massachusetts? 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. Ido not want to appear 
to be too urgeht and too pressing upon the Senate 
in relation to this matter; but I do think that this 
may well be considered as trifling with the great- 
est subject that can possibly be before this Sen- 
ate, if we consent to such.a postponement, and 
make the reason for it the pendency of this or that 
bill, Icannot consent to it; and I hope, if the 
Senate are disposed to treat the subject at all with 
the solemnity that belongs to it, that we shall at 
least show respect enough to the subject to man- 
ifest a temper and disposition to act upon it deci- 
dedly and promptly. The motion is to postpone, 
I believe—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Senators will 
please resume their seats. The Chair cannot hear 
the Senator on the floor. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas. With the per- 
mission of the Senator from Kentucky, I will 
state that it is utterly impossible for us on this 
side, from one cause or another, to hear a word 
that he addresses to us. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. Then, Mr. President, 
I move to postpone this subject until to-morrow, 
with an order of the Senate that it shall be taken 
up at half past twelve o’clock, and proceeded with 
to the exclusion of allother business until finally 
decided upon. . 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair 
understands that the motion to postpone to the 
furthest day will take precedence; and the ques- 
tion will therefore be first put on the motion made 
by the Senator from Massachusetts, unless it is 
withdrawn by him. ` 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. Well, sir, it can be 
taken first on the longest day, and then on the 
shortest. 

Mr. HALE. 
adjourn, 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. On that question, I 
call for the yeas and nays. I want this question 
acted upon; and from this dilatory sort of pro- 
ceedings, it seems to me it is evident gentlemen 
are trying to postpone this subject, and give it no 
consideration. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. I desire to ask a single 
question: whether, if we adjourn now, it does 
not leave this subject to come up to-morrow as 
unfinished business? 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. I want the order voted 
upon that we shall continue the consideration of 
this subject until it is disposed of; and upon that 
I want the yeas and nays, and intend to have 
them. 

Mr. GREEN. Mr. President, I desire to ask 
a question of the Senator from Massachusetts, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. A motion to 
adjourn is not debatable. 

Mr. GREEN. I merely wished to ask whether 


I move that the Senate do now 
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it is as a’matter of personal convenience and ac- 
commodation that he makes this motion to post- 
pone until Thursday? £ 
= Mr. WILSON. I do not ask it on that ac- 
count. i 
Mr. GREEN, Then I shall vote against it. 
Mr. WILSON. To-morrow has beenassigned 
for the consideration of the Pacific railroad bill, 
and the day after for the Kansas bill; I do not 
wish to interfere with them, and I should like to 
have this subject go over. 

The question being taken by yeas and nays, 
resulted—yeas 9, nays 30; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Bingham, Doolittle, Fessenden, Foot, 
Hale, King, Sumner, Wade, and Wilson—9, 

NAYS — Messrs. Anthony, Benjamin, Bigler, Bragg, 
Chandler, Ciark, Clingman, Collamer, Crittenden, Dixon, 
Douglas, Fitch, Foster, Green, Harlan, Hemphill, Hunter, 
Iverson, Johnson of Arkansas, Johnson of Tennessee, Ken- 
nedy, Lane, Latham, Mason, Nicholson, Pearce, Polk, 
Poweil, Saulsbury, and Wigfall—30. 


So the Senate refused to adjourn. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Masonin 
the chair.) The question now is on the motion 
of the Senator from Massachusetts to postpone 
until Thursday next, at half past twelve o’clock, 
the resolutions of the Senator from Kentucky. 

Mr. KENNEDY called forthe yeas and nays, 
and they were ordered; and being taken, resulted 
—yeas 19, nays 25; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Anthony, Bingham, Chandler; Clark, 
Doolittle, Durkee, Fessenden, Foot, luster, Grimes, Hale, 
Harlan, King, Simmons, Sumner, Pen Eyck, Trumbull, 
Wade, and Wijson—19. 

NAYS—Measrs. Benjamin, Bigler, Bragg, Clingman, 
Crittenden, Douglas, Fitch, Green, Hemphill, Hunter, Iver- 
son, Johnson of Arkansas, Johnson of ‘Tennessee, Ken- 
nedy, Lane, Latham, Mason, Nicholson, Pearce, Polk, 
Powell, Rice, Saulsbury Sebastian, and Wigfall—25. 


So the motion was not agreed to. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question 
recurs on the motion of the Senator from Ken- 
tucky to postpone the resolutions until to-morrow 
at half past twelve o’clock, and make them the 
order of business to the exclusion of all other 
orders, 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Ishould like to inquire 
whether it is competent to make an order of that 
character? The resolutions may be postponed, 
doubtless; but is it competent to make an order 
that they shall be considered to the exclusion of 
all other business until they be disposed of? 
Would such an order amount to anything? Will 
not the Senate have it in its power, by a major- 
ity, at any time, to set that aside? {t would bea 
change, as it seems to me, of the rules of the Sen- 
ate. If there are special orders to which the rules 
apply, would they not be entitled to precedence, 
notwithstanding any such vote of the Senate? It 
seems to me that that portion of the motion is out 
of order, or rather that it would require a change 
of the rules to adopt it. Under the rules, the old- 
est special order set for one o’clock to-morrow, 
for instance, is entitled to be called up at that 
hour; and the Presiding Officer calls up that busi- 
ness at that hour. Now, is it competent for the 
Senate to-day, by a vote, to change that rule, so 
as to make this particular business the business 
of the Senate to the exclusion of everything else? 
I am certainly against any such proposition as 
that. I doubt if it would be competent for the 
Senate to pass it without changing the rules. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair 
will say to the Senator, that he considers it in- 
cumbent on him to entertain the motion. ‘The 
Senate can make such disposition of the motion 
as the Senate thinks proper. Whether it will 
conflict with the existing rules of the Senate, will 
be for the Senate to decide when that conflict 
may be shown. . 

Mr. BIGLER. This caseisin a nutshell. It 
is not proposed to make a rule. It is perfectly 
competent for the Senate at any time to make an 
order. This is to be an order of the Senate. 
The Senate has a right to make an order, and to 
execute an order. It is equally true, that it is | 
competent for the Senate te suspend the execu- 
tion of that order, and that is often done; but no 
question of order or rule can be interposed against 
this motion, It is competent for the Senate to 
make the order at any time, notwithstanding it 
would seem to be inconsistent with a former order, 
because fixing business by priority is a mere 
order. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. I should like to have the | 


| that subject regularly comes up for action. 


rule read which relates to special orders. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary 
will read the rule required. 

The Secretary read, as follows: 

Special Orders. 

31. When the hour shall have arrived for the consider- 
ation of a special order, it shall be the duty of the Chair to 
take up such special order, and the Senate shall proceed 
to consider it, unless it be postponed by vote of the Sen- 
ate, 

Precedence in Special Orders. 

When two or more subjects shall have been specially as- 
signed for consideration, they shall take precedence accord- 
ing to the order of time at which they were severally 
assigned, and such order shall at no time be lost or changed, 
except by the direction of the Senate. 

Precedence in Special Orders and over General Orders. 


When two or more subjects shall have been assigned for 
the same hour, the subject first assigned for that hour shali 
take precedence ; but special orders shail always have pre- 
cedence of general orders, unless such special orders shall 
be postponed by direction of the Senate. 


Special Orders not to lose their position. 

Special orders shall not lose their position on account of 
intervening adjournments ; ior shall they lose their relative 
position on the Calendar, except by vote of the Senate, 
until finally disposed. of. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is the Senate 
ready for the question on the motion of the Sen- 
ator from Kentucky? 

Mr. HALE. Ifit is inorder to ask a division 
of the question, I ask for a division. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair 
would suppose that it is proper and competent to 
ask for a division, as the question is susceptible 
of a division. 

Mr. HALE. Then, I ask fora division. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator 
from New Hampshire calls for a division of the 
question. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. Ido not wish to trouble 
or embarrass the Chair or the Senate with an 
questions about order. Itisa subjectabout which 
I do not profess to have any great skill or knowl- 
edge. I suppose, however, it must be a clear 
proposition that the Senate has the right to order 
the course of its business and say that it will act 
upon such a subject until it is concluded, when 

, 
however, will withdraw that part of the motion 
that these resolutions shall be continued the sub- 
ject of action until finally disposed of, and leave 
the question so that they shall be called up to- 
morrow, at the hour named, to the exclusion of 
all other business. I suppose the Senate can 
make that order without any question. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Sen- 
ator so modify his motion ? 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. Iwill modify itin that 
way, with the hope that a majority of the Senate 
will feel with me that we should act continually 
on the subject until it is decided upon. 

Mr. COLLAMER. Let the question be stated 
as now modified. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair un- 
derstands the question now, as modified, to be, 
that the resolutions of.the Senator from Ken- 
tucky be postponed until to-morrow, at half past 
twelve o’clock, and then taken up, to the exclu- 
sion of all other business. 

Mr. HALE. 1 ask for a division of that 
question. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair 
presumes it is divisible also; and if it be, any 
Senator has a right to call for a division. The 
Senator from New Hampshire has asked fora 
division of the question. The Chair understands 
that itis susceptible of being divided; and so un- 
derstanding, will put the question, first, on the 
motion to postpone until to-morrow at half past 
twelve o’clock. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. Now, I will ask for the 
yeas and nays on the other branch of the ques- 
tion. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It is now 
moved that the resolutions be taken up at the 
hour indicated to the exclusion of all other busi- 
ness; and on that motion the yeas and nays are 
demanded. 

Mr. COLLAMER. I desire to understand 
what the gentleman means. Does taking itup to 
the exclusion of all other business, mean that it 
shall continue ? 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. 
drawn that part of the motion. It is simply that 
it shall be taken up in preference to any other 
business af that time. . 


No, sir; I have with- Í 


Mr; FOSTER. I ask if there beany special 
order beside this fixed for to-moriow ut half past 
twelve o'clock? If there be not—as in my im- 
pression there. is not—the residue of the motion 
will be ineffectual and ‘perfectly -immaterial, 
whether we pass it or not, {e this subject is made 
the special order for half -past twelve'o’cléck tov 
morrow, and there be no other, nothing will iin: 
terfere with this, and ‘this will: interfere -with 
nothing. ' en ee: 

. The PRESIDING OFFICER, The Chait is 
informed that there is a special order for ‘to-mor- 
row at one o’clock. 

Mr, FOSTER. But notat- half past twelve. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. “No, sit. = 

Mr, FOSTER. Then this subject must come 
up. 

Mr. SIMMONS: Then I take it there is no 
necessity for saying that it shall ‘be taken up 
at that time, if there is nothing else to interfere 
with it. ewe 

Mr. BIGLER. Senators seem to confound: the 
effect of an order and the execution of an order 
by the body and the rule which controls the Pre- 
siding Officer. Now, suppose the Senate makes 
that order that these resolutions shall be taken up 
at half past twelve to-morrow, and be proceeded 
with to the exclusion of all other business, 

Mr. FESSENDEN,. That'is not the motion. 

Mr. BIGLER. Very well; Lam using it for 
an illustration, At the hour of one the Chair an- 
nounces that such a billis the special order. Then 
it is perfectly competent for the Senate to post- 
pone the bill which is the special order, or refuse 
to take it up, and proceed in the execution of the 
order which we make at this time. It is all the 
while in the power of the body, and competent . 
for the body to make this order. It is competent 
for the body to proceed with its execution. It is 
also competent for the body to suspend its. execu- 
tion. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. Iam aware that it is com- 
petent for the body to postpone if they see proper, 
even if we make it a special order; but I suppose 
the object of the Senator from Kentucky, and cer- 
tainly my object is, to procure action on these 
resolutions. If there is a majority in this body 
determined that we shall not have a vote on his 
proposition, I want that determination to appear 
on the record. The friends of this measure cer- 
tainly do want action upon it; but if it is determ- 
ined that by points of order and by giving it the 
go-by and taking up other questions, there shall 
never be a vote, let that purpose be avowed and 
appear on the record. 

Ar. FESSENDEN,. I presume there is not a 
man in the Senate—certainly there is not one on 
this side of the Chamber—who is not perfectly 
ready to vote on these resolutions at-any time 
when they shall come up. . 

Mr. BIGLER. Then let us vote now. . 

Mr. FESSENDEN. I mean whenever we come 
to the point where a vote is to be taken. -There 
is no desire here to shun the vote. I certainly do 
not know anybody that desires it. There is not 
a question before the Senate that [am not ready 
to vote upon when the proper time shall arrive, 
and the matter has been discussed, without any 
sort of hesitation. Therefore, as it seems to me, 
the object is to sacrifice the rules of the Senate 
for the sake of having a vote by yeas and nays, 
and putgentlemen on the record ona matter which 
they do not hesitate to meet at any proper mo- 
ment. Why, sir, it amounts to nothing: The 
proposition of the Senator from Kentucky is 
simply this: to postpone this subject until to- 
morrow athalf past twelve o’clock, and then take 
itup to the exclusion of all other business. What 
is that? That it shall come up at that hour. That 
is the amount of it. Well, sir, will it not come 
up on the motion to postpone until half past 
twelve o’clock, unless there is a previous order? 
If there is a previous order for that hour, you 
cannot dispose of it by a vote of this kind, for the 
simple reason that the rule says, that an order 
previous in time shall come up and be disposed 
of first; and you cannot get over the rule of the 
Senate by any provision of this sort. Suppose, 
for instance, there is another order for half past 
twelve o’clock to-morrow, no matter what 3t 18, 
and the Senator proposes to postpone this subject 
till half past twelve o’cloek, and: then make it 
the special order: when half past twelve o’clock 
arrives, will not the previous order come up in 
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spite of our-order to-day? Necessarily: so; be- 
cause you cannot by-a vote get rid of. the opera- 
tion of the. rule, and. the Presiding. Officer must 
call it up.. Then all the effect of this motion, as 
taken now, is what is suggested by the Senator 
from Illinois, and thatis.to get a vote upon noth- 
ing. for. the. purpose of having a record. Now, 
sir, Fam: ready. to: vote on nothing for. that pur- 
pose, if the Senator wants me to do so. 

Mr, DOUGLAS; The Senator has said there 
was'no-one.on that side of the-Chamber that ob- 
jected to.a.vote. on this question... Inasmuch as he 
_ gems to assume the right to speak for that side 
of the Chamber, I hope he will now specify aday 
and ‘an: hour: when.-we shall have a vote. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. , I cannot fix it, sir. The 
Senator knows very well that nobody can fix it. 
«Mr. DOUGLAS. If he can speak for that side 
of the:Chamber, and there is no opposition on 
this, there will be no difficulty in fixing the time 
when we shall havea vote. It is very usual in 
this body to agree by common consent that, ata 
particular hour and day, there shall be a vote on 
a measure. All we want is a vote, and within 
reasonable time, and the-shortest period that can 
be fixcd; and if there is ne disposition to keep it 
off by these other measures, why not indicate a 
time when we shall have a vote, instcad of calling 
it up from day to day, and shoving itoff by other 

uestions, postponing and procrastinating until 
the end of the: session.. I desire to have a time 
fixed, by common consent, at which we may have 
a vote. Iam aware, if the majority are determ- 
ined. that we shall not: have a vote, they can call 
for another special order, or they can postpone 
this subject. They have the power to give it the 
go-by. ` I want to find out whether it is the de- 
termination to give it the go-by, so that we shall 
not havea vote; and ifnot, why notagree then that 
we may have a vote at a particular day or hour? 

Mr. KENNEDY. I have but a word to say, 
sir. Representing here, as I do, with my col- 
league, the State of Maryland—a State as much 
interested in the settlement of this question as 
any other—I have refrained from expressing any 
views on the distracting subjects that are now 
agitating the country. I have done so because I 
have been disposed, like my colleague, to exhaust 
every reasonable and honorable means that were 
deemed expedient, to settle this question. I have 
been anxious to see this matter brought to a test. 
If the gentiemen on the other side of the Chamber 
do.carnestly and really and honestly desire to sce 
the question settled before civil war is brought 
upon us, I want to see some tèst vote—something 
that wilk show. their sincerity, at least—on the 
propositions of the Scnator from Kentucky. If 
they-are rejected, I consider that every hope has 
gone;, that the last expedient has passed away 
from us; and I want to sce whether those gentle- 
men now representing a dominant party in the 
country are willing to meet us in the spirit of 
compromise; and therefore I want the carliest 

ossible vote that I can get. After that has failed, 

shall be prepared to speak for my State. If 
every just and honorable expedicnt shall fail to 
bring about a settlement of this question; if the 
propositions of my distinguished and venerable 
friend from Kentucky, and of the Senator from 
Pennsylvania, will not meet the views of gentle- 
men on. the other side of the Chamber, í want 
the people of Maryland to know it; and I am 


prepared. then, gentlemen, to accept the issue 
which you present. 
Mr. SIMMONS, I am very sorry to sce a 


question of the order of business presented here 
as a test question. I have voted, for the last 
three or four weeks, to change the regular order 
of business, so that aman could speak ona thing 
that he wished to address the Senate upon; and 
almost all of these propositions have come from 
the other side of the Chamber. I think we have 
got as many. as half a dozen distinct propositions 
to compose these troubles; and when a man gets 
up and asks to have his brought up, I vote for it; 
and now this sort of accommodation is attributed | 
to a desire to postpone these questions. So far 
as I know—and I never consult anybody as to 
how I shall vote—if I can find what will accom- 
modate a particular Senator who wants to address 
the Senate, I try to get that question before us, 
that he may be accommodated. j 

Mr. WILSON. Do not ask anything on my 


account., 


-Mr. SIMMONS. I donot ask anything on 
anybody’s account. I want to get at the business 
in as orderly a way as we can; in as temperate a 
way as we can; but above all things, this mere 
question of which of these half dozen resolutions 
that are up, that involve the same question, shall 
be put ahead of the others, I think, is rather too 
small a questionto makea test upon. I have no sort 
of desire to delay the general action of the Senate. 
I merely want every man who is going to address 
the Senate to have up the resolutions in which he 
feels the most particular interest. : 

Mr. DOUGLAS. Allow me to suggest to the 
Senator that there is no conflict between the dif- 
ferent movers of propositions as to which shall 
take priority. I believe we all agree to follow the 
lead of the venerable Senator from Kentucky. 

Mr. SIMMONS. But still the Senator wants 
to make a question on this side of the Chamber, 
that we will not put some one of the half dozen 
distinct propositions that have been made, ahead 
of all the others, and consider it to the exclusion 
ofall the others. Thismorning we gotinto trouble. 
Senators almost thought we were guilty of dis- 
courtesy to them, because we took up one bill 
when the Senator who was entitled to the floor 
said he was willing to address the Senate upon 
that, as well as anything else; but we corrected 
that in order that he might have his choice. I do 
not recollect, myself, what particular resolutions 
the Senator from Missouri has been addressing 
the Senate upon, but I believe it was on the res- 
olution submitted by the Senator from Virginia, 
[Mr. Hounrer.] IfSenators on the other side of 
the Chamber first call up one of these resolutions, 
and then another, as a matter of personal conve- 
nience to themselves, why should the Senator 
from Illinois get up and say he wants a test ques- 
tion, to see whether we will not give one the pref- 
erence over the other? 

Mr. DOUGLAS. I willanswer. Itissimply 
to have the subject of an adjustment of these dif- 
ficultics acted upon. When we take up the prop- 
osition of the Senator from Kentucky, which 
has priority, any Senator can move his own 
proposition as an amendment; and thus we shall 
geta vote in turn on every one of the propositions, 
and come to some definite conclusion on the sub- 
ject, either that we can pacify the country or can- 
not. 

Mr. SIMMONS. I know the Senator from 
Illinois is very adroit. We have had a discussion 
to-day on another subject; and he chooses to 
charge us upon this side of the Senate that we 
have accommodated those on that side with a view 
to delay. 

Mr. boua.as. I do not charge it at all. 

Mr. SIMMONS. You want a test on us. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. 1 ask them to show by their 
votes, or by common cohsent fixing the time, that 
they are willing to act. 

Mr. SIMMONS. We have fixed the time for 
considering these resolutions at half past twelve 
o’clock to-morrow, and it has been stated from 
the Chair that there is no prior order. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. At that hour. 

Mr. SIMMONS. Then they will certainly 
comeup. Now, why should we sit here and dis- 
pute with each other about whether they will 
come up or not? 1 know the Senator from Ken- 
tucky does not expect that I would interpose any 
objection to following what was his particular 
wish on any subject, whatever others might 
charge. All fwantis, that business shall be reg- 
ular; and that whoever chooses to address the 
Senate to-morrow may have his choice as to the 
subject on which he will speak. Ifhe chooses to 
address it at half past twelve o’clock, we know 
what the subject wiil be. It will be these reso- 
lutions. I do not believe a rule of the Senate can 
be overturned by this sort of side-motion. I think 
it is useless to waste the time in disputing about 
which resolution shall come up, because I do not 
know who wants to address the Senate; but these 
will certainly come up at half past twelve o’clock 
to-morrow, and then we may make some dispo- 
sition of them. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. Mr. President, always 
desirous, as faras I can, to accommodate the views 
and wishes of all gentlemen here; and believing, 


myself, that if the resolutions are taken up to- | 


morrow at half past twelve o’clock, it will be the 
disposition of the Senate to continue to debate 
them until they are decided, [‘‘ Certaitily,’’] and 


announcing my purpose to move for that course 
of business whenever it shall become necessary, 
that we shall postpone everything in their way, 
I withdraw the motion. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The motion is 
withdrawn, and there is nothing before the Sen- 


at 

Mr. LATHAM. 
now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate 
adjourned. 


I move that the Senate do 
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The House met at twelve o'clock, m. 
TheJournal of Saturday wasrcad and approved. 


~ EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATION. 


The SPEAKER, by unanimous consent, laid 
before the House a communication from.the Sec- 
retary of the Navy in answer to a resolution of 
the House of the 9th of January, 1861, concern- 
ing Coston’s telegraphic. night signal and gov- 
ernor for marine steam engines; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Naval Affairs, and 
ordered to be printed. 


PEACE OF THE COUNTRY. 


Mr. ENGLISH. I desire to submit a resolu- 
tion for the consideration of the House. 

Mr. SHERMAN. fIecall for the regular order 
of business. 


Mr. ENGLISH. lask unanimous consent to 


‘offer the resolution, and if there be objection, I 


will move to suspend the rules. 
The resolution was read for information, as 
follows: 


Resolved, That the present alarming condition of the 
country imperatively demands that Congress should take 
immediate steps to preserve the peace and maintain the 
Union, by removing, as far as possible, all causes of irrita- 
tion and division; and to that end patriotism should prompt 
a cheerful surrender of all partisan. prejudices and minor 
differences of opinion ; and this House, believing the plan 
of adjustment proposed by Hon. Jonn. J. ÜRITTENDEN, 
in the Senate, December 16, 1860, would be an_ equitable 
and honorable compromise, involving no sacrifice to any 
party or section that should not promptly be made for the 
sake of the inestimable blessings of peace and a united 
country, hereby instruct the committee of thirty-three here- 
tofore appointed bythe House to report, without delay, the 
necessary measures to carry that plan into practical effect. 


Mr. LOVEJOY. I object to that resolution. 

Mr. ENGLISH. Imoveto suspend the rules. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will remem- 
ber that he cannot move to suspend the rules 
until after the morning hour has expired. 

Mr. ENGLISH. Then I give notice that I 
shall endeavor to get the floor hereafter for the 
purpose of moving to suspend the rules. 

The SPEAKER. The order of business is the 
call of the States for bills for reference. 

The States were then called for that purpose. 


WAR DEBT OF OREGON, ETC. 


Mr. STOUT. I have a petition in my pos- 
session, signed by some two thousand citizens of 
Oregon, praying Congress to pay the Oregon and 
Washington war debt, and I wish it referred to 
the Committce on Military Affairs. « 

It was so referred by unanimous consent. 


DUVAL AND BROTHERS. 
Mr. BURNETT. Will it be in order to offer 


a joint resolation under this call? 

The SPEAKER. It will. 

Mr. BURNETT. Then I offer a resolution 
directing the Secretary of the Treasury to pay to 
Duval & Brothers, merchant tailorsin the city of 
Washington, assignees of R. A. Davidge, the 
amount of money appropriated for the benefit of 
said Davidge, by an act of Congress approved 
February 18, 1859. i 

Task the unanimous consent of the House to 
pass the resolution. If the House will indulge 
me in making a statement of fact, [suppose they 
will pass the resolution without objection. 

By an act ef Congress, approved 18th of Feb- 
ruary, 1859, a sum of $118 90 was appropriated 
for the benefit of R. A. Davidge. He was a con- 
stituent of mine, and was at that time a tempo- 
rary clerk in the Tréasury Department. He made 
an assignment to Duvall & Brothers of this sum of 
$118 90, to which they are justly entitled. But 
the Comptroller of the Treasury, upon a technical 
objection, refused to pay the money. Hence it 
becomes necessary to pass an act of Congress 
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authorizing them to receive it. R.A. Davidge 
has left his residence in this city, and his present 
residence is unknown. I know the facts are cor- 
rect, and that these parties are entitled to the 
money. 

No objection being made, the resolution was 
ordered to be engrossed, and read a third time; and 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

Mr. BURNETT moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the resolution was passed; and also 
moved tolay the motion to reconsider on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


ENROLLED BILL. 


Mr. THEAKER, from the Committee on En- 
rolled Bills, reported as truly enrolled an act for 
the relief of the assignee of Hon. David C. Brod- 
erick, deceased; when the Speaker signed the 
same. 


ITARBORS IN OHIO. 


Mr. WADE introduced a bill making appro- 
priations for the repair of the harbors at the mouth 
of the Cuyahoga river, in the county of Cuya- 
hoga, in the State of Ohio; and also for the re- 
pair or reconstruction of the harbor at the mouth 
of Grand river, in the county of Lake, in said 
State; which was read a first and second time, 
and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 


SUSPENSION OF FEDERAL LAWS. 


Mr. GARNETT introduced a joint resolution 
to suspend the execution of the Federal laws 
within certain States; which was read a firstand 
second time, and reterred to the select committee 
of five having in charge the special message of 
the President of the United States. 


PORT OF BALTIMORE, 


Mr. HARRIS, of Maryland, introduced a bill 
to continue in force the act therein mentioned, 
relating to the port of Baltimore; which was read 
a first and second time, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. 


TUE TARIFF, 


Mr. HARRIS, of Virginia, introduced a joint 
resolution repealing the tariff of 1857, and reviv- 
ing the tariff of 1846; which was read a first and 
second time, and referred to the Committee of 
Ways and Means. 


MODE OF ELECTING PRESIDENT, 


Mr. WHITELEY introduced a bill proposing 
an amendment of the Constitution ef the United 
States, in reference to the mode of electing the 
President and Vice President of the United States; 
which was read a first and second time, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 


RUSAN BAYARD. 


Mr. HALL introduced a bill for the relief of 
Susan Bayard, widow of A. W. R. Bayard, de- 
ceased, an invalid soldier of the war of 1812; which 
was read a first and second time, and referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


UNION RESOLUTIONS. 

Me. ADRAIN. I beg leave to present the pro- 
ceedings of a mecting held in Newark, New Jer- 
sey, and ask that they be referred to the select 
committee of thirty-three. The resolutions breathe 
the spirit of compromise, and of devotion to the 
Constitution and the Union. 

By unanimous consent, they were referred to 
the committee of thirty-three. 


COLLECTION OF DUTIES. 


Mr. McKEAN introduced a bill to repeal so 
much of an act regulating the collection of duties, 
&c., approved March 2, 1799, as makes certain 
ports m South Carolina ports of entry; which 
was read a first and second time. 

Mr. McKEAN asked that it be referred to the 
Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. BRANCH. I object to that reference of 
the bill. J move to refer it to the select commit- 
tee of five to which was referred the special mes- 
sage of the President. I think thatis the proper 
reference, and l hope there will be no objection 
to its going to that committee. | 

Mr. McIXEAN., I object to it; and prefer that 
it shall go to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. DAWES. 1 hope the gentleman from 
New York will permit the bill to go to the sclect 
committee. The subject-matter of the bill most 


naturally comes within the province of that com- 
mittee. 5 - 

Mr. McKEAN. Well, I will withdraw my 
objection. 

The bill was referred to the select committee of 
five. 


FRANKLIN TORRY. 


Mr. HOARD. I ask the indulgence of the 
House to listen a moment, while I introduce, and 
propose to put upon its passage, a bill for the 
relief of Franklin Torry. Itis.a bill authorizing 
the Treasury Department to reissue lost bonds. 
The proof of the ownership of the bonds, and of 
their destruction by the burning of the steamer 
Austria, is complete. The party lives in Italy, 
and has been waiting some time for this bill to 
pass. The bill was drawn up at the suggestion 
of the Treasury Department, and provides for 
bonds of indemnity. It is a mere matter of form- 
ality, and I hope it will pass. 

Mr. QUARLES. Does this bill authorize the 
payment of money? 

Mr. HOARD. Jt does not. 

Mr. MAYNARD. Task the gentleman from 
New York, my colleague on the Committee of 
Claims, if this case has been before that commit- 
tee, and if the bill is a report from the Committee 
of Claims? 

Mr. HOARD. Itis. 

Mr. MAYNARD. I was not aware that the 
case had been before the Committee of Claims. I 
would prefer that the bill should go to a Commit- 
tec of the Whole House. 

Mr. BRANCH.. I will not object to the pas- 
sage of the bill as proposed by the gentleman from 
New York. I avail myself of the occasion to 
say, however, that there oughtto bea generallaw 
to cover all similar cases. 

Mr. HOARD. Thiscase has been referred to 
the Secretary of the Treasury, and the bill has 
been drawn by him. 

Mr. BRANCH. I will not object to the pas- 
sage of the bill; but Thope the gentleman, inasmuch 
as his attention has been called to the subject, 
will report a bill of a general character to cover 
all these cases. 

Mr. MAYNARD. [Itis proper that I should 
state that the ground of my objection was that I 
was not satisfied that the party applying here for 
relief had furnished evidence of his ownership of 
the lost certificates. It seems, however, that I 
was mistaken. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read 
a third time; and being engrossed, it was accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. HOARD moved to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill was passed; and also moved tolay 
the motion to reconsider upon the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


COMMODORE PAULDING. 
Mr. POTTLE introduced a joint resolution 


authorizing Commodore H. Paulding to accept a 
sword and land from the Government of Nicar- 
agua; which was read a first and second time, and 
referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 


BIG PECAN ISLAND, LOUISIANA. 


Mr. LANDRUM submitted the following res- 
olution; which was read, considered, and agreed 
to: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Public Lands he in- 
structed to inquire into the expediency of reviving the res- 
ervationon Big Pecan Island, Louisiana, so as to authorize 
its sale to the settlers. thereon, in accordance with the 
prayer of their petition, and to report by bill or otherwise. 


PUBLIC LANDS IN KANSAS. 

Mr. PARROTT introduced a resolution to ex- 
tend the provisions of the resolution relative to 
sections sixteen and thirty-six, in the Territories 
of Minnesota, Kansas, and Nebraska, to certain 
lands in the ‘Territory of Kansas; which was read 
a first and second time, and referred to the.Com- 
mittee on Public Lands. 


WAGON AND MILITARY ROADS IN NEBRASKA. 
Mr. DAILEY submitted the following resolu- 


tion; which was read, considered, and agreed to: | 
Resolved, That the Committee on Military Affairs be in- į 


structed to inquire into the necessity of appropriations for 
wagon and military roads in the Territory of Nebraska, and 
report by bill or otherwise. 


CINCINNATI A PORT OF ENTRY. 
Mr. PENDLETON introduced a bill to estab- 


lish aport of entry at Cincinnati, in. the State‘of 
Ohio; which was read.a firstand second time, and 
referred to the: Committee. oñ Commerce: ` <4 


ADDITIONAL DOORKEEPER, = 7 
Mr. EDMUNDSON. I offer the following 
resolution: f 


Resolved, That the Doorkeeper be authorized to appoi t 
an additional doorkeeper for the gentleman’s gallery: 


I understand that it is difficult to keep order in 
that gallery ,andthatanothérdoorkeeper is necded. 
I offer the resolution in order to preserve the 
order of the House. oe Pal 

The resolution was agreed to. 

Mr. EDMUNDSON moved ‘to reconsider the 
vote by which the resolution was. agreed to; and 
also moved to lay the motion to reconsider upon 
the table. : 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

PUBLIC PROPERTY IN THE SOUTH. : 

Mr. CLEMENS. I offer the following reso- 
lution: vt os ° 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Interior ye requested 
to communicate to this House copies of ali deeds made by 
the several southern States to the United States for land to 
be used for forts, arsenals, dock -yards, navy-yards, custom- 
houses, post offices, hospitals, and other public bulldings, 


from the commencement of the Government to the Ist day 
of January, 1861. i : 


Mr. BRANCH. [sec in this resolution a very 
fruitful source of litigation, but [can see no good 
that can result from it. I think, therefore, the 
gentleman from Virginia had better withdraw the 
resolution. 

Mr. BURNETT. If objection is made to that 
resolution, is it debatable? 

The SPEAKER. If objection is made, the 
resolution is not debatable. 

Mr, CLEMENS. The gentleman from North 
Carolina was allowed to make objection to the 
resolution, : 

The SPEAKER. If objection be made, debate 
must stop. 

Mr. BURNETT. I object to the resolution. 

The SPEAKER. Thenit cannot be received. 
` Mr. CLEMENS. Is it competent for me to 
move a suspension of the rules ? 

The SPEAKER, Not until one hour has.ex- 
pired. The resolution must lie over. 

Mr. CLEMENS. I understood that the call 
was on the States for resolutions for reference 
only. Idid not suppose that it was competent 
for a single member to defeat the object of that 
call. 

The SPEAKER. All resolutions calling for, 
information from the Departments, must lie over 
one day, if objected to. That is the rule under 
which the action of the Chair has taken place. 

Mr. VANDEVER. Theresolution was offered. 
The gentleman from North Carolina [Mr. 
Brancu] rose, and did not objectto the reception 
of the resolution, but urged his objections to its 
adoption. I supposed that it was before the 
House for consideration, and I think that the ob- 
jection of the gentleman from Kentucky comes 
too.late. 

Mr. BURNETT. The gentlemanis mistaken 
in a point of fact, as the Speaker will remember. 
I rose as soon as the resolution was offered and 
addressed the Speaker; but the Speaker recog- 
nized the gentleman from North Carolina, As 
soon as I could get the floor, I made the objection. 

Mr. VANDEVER. Then the gentleman must 
have withdrawn the objection so far as to allow 
the gentleman from North Carolina to make a 
speech against the merits of the resolution. 

Mr. BRANCH. The rule is not that resolu- 
tions which are objected to shall le over, but 
those which give risc to debate. 

Mr. CLEMENS. Isuppose that it is com- 
petent for me to give notice that I will move to 
consider the resolution to-morrow. 


STATE OF TILE COUNTRY. 


Mr. VANCE. I suppose thatas Congress has 
been making speeches to Buncombe for forty 
years, there will be no objection to Buneombe 
making a specch for once, for herself. I there- 
fore beg leave to offer resolutions from Buucombe 
county, and also from Caldwell county; North 
Carolina, in relation to the state of the country; 
and Í ask that they be referred to the committee 


| of thirty-three. 


Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. I desire to 
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ask if these resolutions are ‘in earnest, or merely 
for Buncombe? : eee Poy Be En He 

Mr. VANCE. They are in earnest. Bun- 
combe never speaks for herself except when she 
is in earnest. f EN . 

The resolutions were referred:to the committee 
of thirty-three., En’ i 

< HEIRS OF JEAN A. B. DAUTERIVE. 

Mr. DAVIDSON. I ask the unanimous.con- 
sentof the House to take up.House bill No. 583, 
for the relief of the heirs.and legal representatives 
of Jean A: B. Dauterive. . i 

“ Mr. SHERMAN. -I object until the morning 
hour has expired. 
aad EVENING SESSIONS, 

“Mr SHERMAN. 

lution: 

Resolved, ‘That during this week it shall be in order, after 
four o’cloek, p. m., to take a recess untilseven o’clock, p.m. 

Mr. JONES. I object to that resolution. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I call the previous ques- 
tion. I offer the resolution in pursuance of the 
understanding entered into on Saturday last. 

Mr. JONES. I object. I wish to inquire of 
the gentleman from Ohio if it is the intention of 
that resolution to have night sessions? 

Mr. SHERMAN. It was the desire and un- 
derstanding on all sides of the House on Satur- 
day‘ that we should have three days’ debate; and 
I offer this resolution simply to carry out that un- 
derstanding, without any desire to debate myself. 
= Mr. JONES. I desire to know whether itis the 
intention of the mover of that resolution merely 
to’ have debate when we meet at seven o’clock in 
the evening? If so, I will not object to it. But 
if any business is to be attended to at night I will 
object to it, 

Mr. SHERMAN. It was understood that it 
was the desire of that side of the House that there 
should be general debate for three days. I sup- 
hose that there is no legislative business to be 

one, 

Mr. FLORENCE. Ifthe gentleman from Ohio 
would insert in hig resolution that the evening 
sessions are to be for the purposes of debate only, 
that would obviate all the difficulty, 

Mr. SHERMAN. [have no objection, if that 
be the desire of the Fouse. 

“ The SPEAKER. The resolution will be mod- 
ified so as to make it read, “ for purposes of de- 
bate only.’” Sane f 

‘Mr. VALLANDIGHAM. TI object to the 
resolution unless it is understood that a quorum 
is'to be present. 


I offer the following reso- 


The SPEAKER. The Chair suggests to the: 


gentleman from Ohio that that is a matter which 
must be controlled by the House, 
Mr. WASHBURNE, of Ilinois. 
agk a question of the Chair. Under this resolu- 
tion it would be in the diseretion of the House, 
as Í understand it, to take a recess or not. 
Mr. SHERMAN. Certainly. It is only if 


the House desire to havea recess that it will take | 


one. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Virginia. From the reading 
of the resolution, í cannot tell whether the debate 
is to take place during the recess or after we meet 
in the evening. For my own part, it seems that 
the proper time would be during the recess. 
Leonghvir| ; 

Mr. KUNKEL. I desire to ask a question of 
the Chair. As that resolution infringes a rule of 
the House, I ask whether it will not require a 
vote of two thirds to pass it? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair supposes, on re- 
flection, that it does require a vote of two thirds. 

Mr. KUNKEL. Then I call for the yeas and 
nays on the passage of the resolution. ` 

The yeas and nays were not ordered. 

Mr. LEAKE. J desire to make an inquiry of 
the gentleman from Ohio who offered this resolu- 
tion. . I understand him to say that the agreement 
made was for.three days’ debate. He now pro- 
poses, it seems, to have no day debate at all, but 
merely to have a session for debate in the even- 
ing. I want to know if the whole is to be occu- 
pied in debate ? 

Mr. SHERMAN. 
the accommodation of other gentlemen. I shall 
not speak myself. It is for the purpose of allow- 
ing three full days? debate, including day and 
evening sessions. The House can, at any time, 


I desire to’ 


I offer this resolution for | 


| ment suggested, in regard to limiting the evening 


i communication be read. 


| partnent by Messrs. Ewing, Stuart, and myself, the Indian 


in the intimation. 
| fairs (George W. Manypemny, Esq:) was a gentleman of 


if tired of debate, refuse to take a recess by a vote | 

of the majority. The matter will be within the 

power of the majority. - 
Mr. VALLINDIGHAM. 


Has the amend- |; 


sessions to debate, been incorporated in the reso- 
lution? -> ¥ 

The SPEAKER. It has been. 

Mr. VALLANDIGHAM. Then I raise the 
point of order, that this is equivalent to a change 
of the rules of the House. Se 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has already de- 
cided that it requires a two-thirds vote. 

Mr. VALLANDIGHAM. There is another 
rule to which I call the attention of the Chair. 
{t is, that the rules cannot be changed without one 
day’s notice; and I make a point of order upon 
that. 

The SPEAKER. That position is correctly 
taken. The resolution must lie over. 

Mr. MORRIS, of Hlinois. Do I understand 
the Chair to decide that the resolution is to be laid 
on the table, under the rules? 

The SPEAKER. Yes; because one day’s 
notice of a change of the rules is required. 

Mr. MORRIS, of [Hinois. 1 understood that |; 
the resolution was received by the House. There 
certainly was debate, and the resolution was be- 
fore us for our action. I think the point of order 
comes too late, 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is of opinion 
that the point of order was made in time. | 

Mr. SHERMAN. Then I give notice that, at |! 
the proper time, I will move to suspend the rules. 

Mr. VALLANDIGHAM. I intended my 
point of order to apply only to the amendment to 
the resolution, not to the resolution itself, to 
which I have no objection. 

The SPEAKER. The resolution is an entire 
thing. 

Mr. MORRIS, of Ilinois. I withdraw my point 
of order, inasmuch as the gentleman from Obio 
has informed the House he will move to suspend 
the rules at the proper time. 


ABSTRACTED BONDS. 
Mr. SHERMAN. 


on the abstracted bonds of the Indian bureau. It 
is a letter froma former Secretary of the Interior, 
Mr. McClelland. 1 merely desire to have it re- 
ferred to the select committee of five on these 
bonds. 

Mr. BOCOCK. I think it is proper, and if due 
to the gentlemen who have been implicated—Mr. 
McClelland among the number—that this letter }i 
should be referred to that committce, and that the 
subject of it should he investigated. Mr. McClel- 
Jand has been charged with improper conduct in 
the matter of Indian ttust bonis, and he wishes ! 
to have the subject investigated. [tis duc to him 
that it should be. ftis understood that other gen- 
tlemen who held office under former Administra- 
tions are placed in the same position; and it is 
equally due to theom—Mr. Stuart, of the State of 
Virginia, and other gentlemen, are mentioned— 
that the reference should be made, and the subject 
fully investigated. 

Mr. MORRIS, of Ulinois. I will state to the 
House that the communication 
gentleman from Ohio was pinced in my hands as 
chairman of the select committee. I advised the ! 
gentleman who handed it to me to have it pre- | 
sented to the House and have it referred in the 
proper way, as, without such reference, the com- 
mittee would not be authorized to take any notice 
of it. i 

Mr. JOHN COCHRANE. I ask that the 


It was read, as follows: 


DETROIT, January 7, 1861. 
Dear Sir: I have learned that some letter-writer inti- |i 
mated that, during the administration of the Interior De- 


trust bonds were removed from the Department for illegit- 
imate purposes. While I was Secretary [ never knew or 
heard of it, and am confident there is nota partiele of truth 
¥be then Commissioner of indian Af- 


serupuions integrity, an excellent officer, and.a zealons | 
friend of the Indians. It will be found, upon inquiry, that | 
i adopted every precaution against fraud and peculation, 
not only in the Indian, but all the other bureaus. You will 
oblige me by requesting the present investigating commit- 
tee to direct their attention to fhis matter, and esamine it 
thoroughly. 

I deem it due to Messrs. Ewing and Stuart, my prede- |j 


| in reducing all compensation. 
wine gentleman from Kentucky would do so. 


Task leave to have a com- j 
munication referred to the select committee of five, |H 


cessors, to state that I-never heard any such insinuation 
against either while L was inthe Department. 
With high regard, your obedient servant, 


R. McCLELLAND. 
Hon. Wrurtam A. HOWARD. 
There being no objection, the communication 
was referred to the select committee of five on the 
abstracted bonds. 


COMPENSATION OF MEMBERS. 


Mr. ADAMS, of Kentucky. I offer the fol- 
lowing resolution; and move the previous ques- 
tion upon it: 

Resolved, ‘that the Committee of Ways and Means be, 
and are hereby, instructed to report to this House instanter 
a bill to repeal the first and second sections of the act ap- 
proved August 16,1856, entitled “ An act to regulate the 


| compensation of members of. Congress.”? 


Mr. LEAKE. 
the table. 
Mr. ADAMS, of Kentucky. 


I move to lay the resolution on 


I demand the 


| previous question. 


Mr. LEAKE. Jam informed that a single ob- 
jection will keep out this resolution. I therefore 
object to its reception. 

The SPEAKER. The resolution cannot be 
received, if objected to. 

Mr. ADAMS, of Kentucky. What am I to 
understand as the ruling of the Chair in regard to 
my resolution? 

The SPEAKER. That, asit proposes a change 


| in the rule, it is not in order. 


Mr. HINDMAN. I hope the gentleman from 
Kentucky will be allowed to offer that resolution, 
Iltis Washingtonian in its purport, and I think 
we ought to set an example to our fellow-citizens 
I have no doubt 


STATE OF THE UNION. 


Mr. MOORE, of Kentucky. I ask leave to pre- 
sent a series of resolutions, passed unanimously 
by a convention of the Union and Douglas Dem- 
| ocratic party, held in the State of Kentucky. ft 
i was the largest convention ever held in the State, 
Task that they be read. 

Mr. LEAKE. I object to their being read. 

Mr. HINDMAN. Let them be referred to the 
receptacle of allemanations of that sort—the com- 
mittee of thirty-three. 

They were so referred. 


| Mr. EVHERIDGE. lask leave to offer a joint 


resolution proposing amendments to the Consti- 
tution of the United States. 

Mr. LOVEJOY. I object. Are any resolu- 
tions in order except for reference? 

Mr. ETHERIDGE. I ask that this joint res- 
olution be postponed till to-morrow week. 
| The SPEAKER. The joint resolution is not 
in order. 

Mr. LOVEJOY. Then Lobject to it. 

The resolution was not received. 

Mr. MAYNARD. I offer the following reso- 
lution for reference: 

Resolved, That the special committee to which was ro~ 
ferred the President’s special message of the 8th instant, 
he, and they are hereby, instructed to consider that portion 
of said message which recommends a reference to the vote 
of the people of the questions at issue between the diferent 
i sections of the country, and now agitating the public peace, 
; and threatening the speedy dissolution of the Governinent, 


{i} and to report thereon at an early day, cither by bill or joint 
resented by the || 


resolution, 


Task that it be referreed to the special commit- 
tee of five of which Mr. Howanp, of Michigan, 
is chairman. 

It was so referred. 

Mr. HOLMAN. 
tions: 

Whereas the present alarming condition of our national 
affairs, while demanding of the General Government, asthe 
common national representative of the whole people of the 
United States, in the execution of its duties, moderation 
and prudence, and a spirit of fraternal conciliation and for- 
bearance, also demands temperate firmness and a distinct 
declaration of the policy which wili control the Govern- 


I offer the following resolu- 


i ment in the execution of the constitutional duty of main- 


taining the common rights of all of the States of the Union: 
Therefore, as expressive of the opinion of this House on 
the pending questions, 

1. Resolved, That the right of a State to withdraw from 
the Union, recently asserted in certain quarters of the Con- 
federac iot, iu the judgment of this House, recognized 
by the Constitution of the United States, but is wholly in- 
consistent with the manifest design and declared purpose of 
thati ument; and neither the President nor the Congress 
of the United States have been invested by the people in 
the organization of their Government with authority to 


| recognize a State, once admitted into the Confederacy, in 


any other character than as one of the States of the Union. 
9. Resolved, That by the Coustitution the General Gov- 
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ernment is invested with the powers necessary for the col- 
lection of the. public revenues under all circumstances 
whatever, and for the protection of the common property 
of the people of the United States, wherever the same may 
be situated, an generally to provide for the common de- 
fense and gencral welfare of the United States; the exer- 
cise of which powers, so far aš is necessary to protect and 
maintain the common rights of all of the States, is de- 
manded of the General Governmentas an act of good faith, 
and of imperative duty in the execution of the constitu- 
tional trust. 

3. Resolved, Thatthe Judiciary Committee be instructed 
to report to the House whether the laws now in force are 
sufficient to cuable the Government to effectually sustain 
it rights of property situate in the several States, or else- 
where, and to collect its revenues where an attempt shall 
be made to resist their collection; and if, in the opinion of 
said committee, the laws are insufficient, the said commit- 
tee is instructed to report the necessary bill to accomplish 
effectually the objects aforesaid, and making it the imper- 


ative duty of the Goverument to call into requisition all L 


the powers with which it is invested by the Constitution 
to protect the property of the United States wherever sit- 
uated, and collect the revenues of the Government in all 
cases whatever, by the employment of the Navy, or other- 
wise, as the exigencies of the case may require. 

4. Resolved further, That the measures of the Govern- 
ment, in the temperate vindication of the laws, and in the 
maintenance of the constitutional rights of all ofthe States 
of the Union, shall receive the firm and-unwavering sup- 
port of this brauch of the national Congress. 


Mr. SIMMS. I object to the reception of the 


resolution. 
Mr. HOLMAN. I have called the previous 
question. I will say, however, that I understand 


that if the previous question is ordered, I shall 
be entitled to address the House upon it after- 
wards, : 

The SPEAKER. Ifthe previous question be 

- ordered, no debate will be in order under it. 

Mr. HOLMAN. [demand the previous ques- 
tion. 

Mr. SIMMS. I object to the resolution. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ken- 


tucky will understand, that if there is a demand | 


made for the previous question, as is the fact in 
this case, it is the right of the gentleman to have 
that question settled by a vote of the House. 

Mr. SIMMS. But I object to the reception of 
the resolution. 

The SPEAKER. The resolution was offered 
and received.under a regular call of the States for 
resolutions, and must be received, notwithstand- 
ing objection be made. 

Mr. GARTRELL. Task whether, if the de- 
mand for the previous question be withdrawn, it 
will be in order for me to submit a sabstitute. 

The SPEAKER, It will. 

Mr. GARTRELL. Then I will state that the 


gentlemen from Indiana consents to have the sub- | 


stitute proposed read. 
Mr, BINGHAM. 
the substitute. 
Mr.BURNETT. Ifthe gentleman from Indiana 
will allow me, I desire to make this appeal to him: 
I understand, from the preamble to his resolution, 
that he desires an expression of opinion on the 
part of the House on the questions now exciting 
the public mind of the country. If so, I ask him 


I object to the reading of 


to withdraw the demand for the previous ques- | 


tion, and let us havea vote between the two prop- 
ositions—I mean between the one I propose, which 


is what is known as the Crittenden propositions, | 


and the one proposed in his resolution. 
Mr. BINGHAM. I object to any arrangement 
of the sort. 


The SPEAKER. Debate is out of order unless | 


thegentleman from Indiana withdraws his demand 


for the previous question, . 
Mr. GARTRELL. lask to have my substi- 
tute read. 


Mr. BINGHAM. I object. 

. Mr. GARTRELL. Well, I hope the demand 
for the previous question will be voted down. 

Mr. BURNETT. I now ask the gentleman 
from Indiana to withdraw his demand for the pre- 
vious question, to enable me to submit, as an 
amendment, the Crittenden plan, and let the House 
vote between them. Does the gentleman from 
Indiana consent? 

The SPEAKER. The question before the 
House is upon seconding the demand for the pre- 
vious question. 2 

Mr. JOHN COCHRANE. The House has 
appointed a committee, to which has been referred 
all propositions of this nature. 

Mr. LOVEJOY. I object to debate. 

Mr. JOHN COCHRANE. Iask the gentle- 
man from Indiana to allow the resolutions to go to 
the select committee of five. 


\| 
| 


Mr. HOLMAN. No, sir. Ipreferto have an 
expression of opinion upon the part of the House. 

Mr. JOHN COCHRANE. Then I move to 
lay the resolutions on the table. 

Mr. BURNETT. I ask the gentleman from 
Indianato withdraw his demand for the previous 
question. 

Mr. BINGHAM. I object. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair must state to the 
genticman from Kentucky that nothing is in order 
or can be received in the nature of debate. 

Mr. BURNETT. Iam not proposing debate. 
I merely ask a gentleman to withdraw a motion, 
which I have the right to do. 

Mr. JOHN COCHRANE. I will withdraw 
my motion to lay the resolution on the table. > 

Mr. BURNETT. I now again ask the gentle- 
man from Indiana to withdraw his demand for 
the previous question, to allow my amendment 
to come in, 

Mr. HOLMAN. I will say to the gentleman 
from Kentucky, that { do not regard the amend- 
ment he desires to offer as at all in conflict with 
my resolutions. 

Mr. BINGHAM, I object to debate. 

Mr. BOCOCK. I then renew the motion to 
lay the resolution on the table. 

Mr. BRANCH. I give notice that, if the de- 
mand for the previous question is voted down, I 
willmove to refer the resolutions to the select com- 
mittee of thirty-three. 

Mr. BINGHAM. I object to all debate. I call 
for the yeas and nays upon the motion to Jay on 
the table. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. HOLMAN. fÍ trust the House will allow 
me to say one word in reference to these resolu- 
tions. 

Mr. VALLANDIGHAM. Unless we can all 
have a chance, I shall certainly object. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Very well. Then, if the mo- 
tien to lay on the table is withdrawn, I will with- 
draw the demand for the previous question. 

Mr. BOCOCK. To enable the gentleman from 
Indiana to withdraw his demand for the previous 
question, I will withdraw the motion to Jay on 
the table. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I withdraw the demand for 
the previous question. 

r. GROW. Irise to a question of order. I 
ask if the morning hour has expired? If it has 
not, the resolution must be referred. 

The SPEAKER. It has not quite expired. 

Mr. GROW. Then the resolution must be 
referred under the rule. 

The SPEAKER. The resolution was received 
in the regular call of States for resolutions. The 
rule, in that respect, has not been changed. The 
resolution is regularly before the House. 

Mr. BURNETT. I ask the gentleman from 
Indiana if he has withdrawn his demand for the 
previous question ? 

Mr. HOLMAN. Ihave. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Irise toa question of order. 
If the gentleman from Indiana withdraws his de- 
mand for the previous question, I propose to de- 
bate the resolution; and that will send it over. 

Mr. BURNETT. The gentleman from Ohio 
cannot get the floor for that purpose under color 
of rising to a question of order. I was entitled to 
the floor. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohio 
has not yielded the floor, as the Chair under- 


| Stands. 


Mr. BURNETT. The gentleman from Ohio 
rose to a question of order, and the point I make 
is this: that he cannot obtain the floor under color | 
of aquestion of order, for the purpose of debate. 
If he had struggled with me for the floor in the 
regular way, and had succeeded in obtaining it, 
I would not. complain; but I distinctly addressed | 
the Chair three times in a distinct voice before the | 
gentleman was recognized. ee 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohiois | 
clearly entitled to the floor, in the opinion of the 


Chair; and the Chair decides that, debate having j 


been proposed, the resolution must go over. 


Mr. KUNKEL. I understood the Chair to 


! recognize the gentleman from Kentucky who pro- 


pounded a question to the gentleman from Indi- 
ana, to which the gentleman from Indiana re- 
sponded. ` 

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognized the 
gentleman frem Kentusky several times; but on 


this occasion he recognized: the: gentleman. fro 
Ohio.: : a Pe 
Mr. GROW. 
object. ai apys BJ oa Pet 
r. HOLMAN. I desire’ to.state thats} did: 
not withdraw the demand for the previous ques-:_ 
ton, except for. one purpose; and if that-carinot 
be accomplished; I desire still to insist on the: 
demand... a negate heas i 

The SPEAKER. The Chair. cannot'recognize: 
these agreements among members. . ‘The gentle- 
man from Indiana withdrew his. demand for the: 
previous question, and. debate: having ‘been pro- 
posed, it must go over. a i 

_ Mr. ENGLISH. I desire to:submit a resolu- 
tion; and I call the previous question upon it. 1 
submit the following: 

Resolved, That the present alarming condition of the 
country imperatively demands that ‘Congress, should take 
immediate steps to preserve the peace and maintain the 
Union, by removing as far as possible all causes of irritation 
and division, and to that-end patriotism‘should prompt a 
cheerful surrender of all partisan prejudices.and minor dif. 
ferences of opinion; and the House, believing the plan’ of, 
adjustment proposed by Fion. Joun J. CRITTENDEN; in the 
Senate, December 18, 1860, would be an equitable and hon~ 
orable compromise, involving no sacrifice to any party or 
section that should not be promptly made for the sake of 


No debate is in order, and T 


j the inestimable blessings of peace and a united country, 


hereby instruct the committee of thirty-three, heretofore 
appointed by the House, to report without delay the neces- 
sary measures to carry that plan into practical effect. 

Mr. HOWARD, of Michigan. I rise to a 
question of order. That resolution proposes to 
change the rules, by instructing one of the com- 
mittees of the House, and must therefore lie over 
one day. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair supposes the 
point not to be well taken. f 

Mr. HOWARD, of Michigan. It has been 
decided to be well taken once to-day. ` 

Mr. SHERMAN. I call for tellers on second- 
ing the demand for the previous question. 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. Simms and 
Sprvver were appointed. : f 

The House divided; and 
ayes, 71; noes, 79. 

So the previous question was not seconded. 
_Mr.GROW. I propose to debate this resolu-, 
tion. 

The SPEAKER. Then the resolution must go 
over. 


the tellers reported— 


JEAN A. B. DAUTERIVE. 
Mr. DAVIDSON. Task the consent of the 
House to discharge the Committee of the Whole 


House on the Private Calendar from the further 
consideration of House bill No. 583, for the relief 


| of the heirs and legal representatives of Jean A. 


B. Dauterive. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH objected. 

Mr. DAVIDSON moved to suspend the rules, 

The bill was read. It enacts that the claim of 
the heirs and legal representatives of Jean Antoine 
Bernard Dauierive, late of Louisiana, toa certain 
tract of land in said State, having forty-four 
arpents fronton the Mississippiriver,and extend- 
ing in depth to the Atchafalya river, bounded 
above by a line beginning on the Mississippi 
river, in township ten, of range thirteen east, of 
thesoutheastern district of Louisiana, at the lower 
corner of the tract of land surveyed, in the name 
of Vicente Delpino, on the 14th of February, 
1772, by Don Luis Andry, surveyor general of 
the province of Louisiana, and granted to Delpino 


j on the 11th of July, 1774, by Don Luis de Un- 


zaga y Amezaga, the Spanish Governor of said 
province, and confirmed by the Government of the 
United States to Joseph Hebert as claim No. 406, 
and running north west thence until it strikes Atech- 
afalaya river,and bounded below by a line begin- 
ning on the Mississippi river forty-four arpents 
below the beginning of the upper line, at the upper 
corner of a tract of land surveyed, in the name of 
Antonio M. Dorval, on the 12th of March, 1772, 
by Don Luis Andry, surveyor general of said 
province, and granted Dorval by Don Luis de 
Unzaga y Amezaga, Governor under the Spanish 
Government, on the 7th of July, 1774, and con» 
firmed by the Government of the United States to 
Barbé Chiatreas claim No. 206,and running south 
forty-five degrees west from there until it strikes 
the Atchafalaya river, with the exception of and 
excluding therefrom the front thereof on the Mis- 
sissippi river to the depth of forty’arpents from 

the river, be confirmed to the heirs and legal rep- 
resentatives ef Jean Anteine Bernard Dauterive. 
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That the surveyor general of the United States for 
Louisiana be directed to survey the tract of land 
as described in section one, excluding: therefrom 
the first forty arpents in depth fronting on the 
Mississippi river, and:-to, certify in his plats. of 
survey. what portions ofthe land are held under 
confirmed French or Spanish titles,.or have been 
sold by the United States, or granted, disposed of, 
or appropriated as.swamp lands, in any- other 
manner whatever;: and. in: this, as -well as. in all 
other cases where a confirmed claim remains un- 
satisfied, and the owner thereof is entitled to acer- 
tificate of:location, the surveyor general shallissue 


to the claimant, or his legal representative, a cer- | 


tificate-of location for à quantity of land equal to 
the portion of the confirmed claim which remains 
unsatisfied; and upon the production by the claim- 
ant or his legal representative of such a certificate 
of location in any of the aforesaid cases before the 
General Land Office, and upon satisfactory proof 
being exhibited by the party producing the same 
that he is the true owner thereof, he shall be enti- 
tled ‘to receive, in his own name, certificates or 
scrip for the amount thereof, divided into tracts of 
eighty acres, which may be located upon any of 
the public lands of the United States subject to 
private entry, at a price not exceeding $1 25 per 
acre, And the certificates of location or scrip 
shall be assignable, and the assignment shall be 
executed and attested in such manner as the Sec- 
rétary. of the Interior shall direct. That for so 
miuch and such portions of the land embraced in 
the confirmed claims’ heretofore mentioned as is 
not held under other confirmed claims, or has not 
been sold or otherwise disposed of, or appropri- 
ated by the United States, as also for the land 
which may have been located with the certificates 
of location or scrip authorized to be issued by 
section two, the owners of the claims and scrip or 
their assigns shall be entitled to patents, to be 
issued by the President of the United States. 

Mr. BRANCH. I would like to know whether 
the bill has been examined by any committee of 
this House. Is it a bill reported from any ‘one 
of the standing committees of the House? 

Mr. DAVIDSON. Objection is withdrawn to 
taking up the bill and putting it on its passage; 
and [ therefore withdraw my motion for a sus- 
pension of the rules. I move that the bill be 
ordered to be engrossed and read a third time. 

The SPEAKER. The bill was reported from 
the Committee on Private Land Claims. 

v The bill:was ordered to be engrossed and read 
a third time; and being engrossed, it was accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 

r. DAVIDSON. I move to reconsider the 
vote by which the bill was passed; and also move 
that the motion to reconsider be laid upon the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


MILITIA OF THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 


Mr. STANTON. I ask the unanimous con- 
sent of the House for leave to introduce the fol- 
lowing resolution: 

Resolved, That the Committee of the Whole on the Stare 
of the Union be discharged from the further consideration 
of House bill No. 869, to provide for organizing and disci- 
plining the militia of the District of Coluimbia ; and that the 
game may be made a special order for to-morrow, the Lith 
instant, and from day to day until finally disposed of. 


Mr. JONES. I object. 

Mr, STANTON. Then I move that the rules 
be suspended for the. purpose of allowing me to 
introduce that résolution, 

Mr. JONES. . I demand the yeas and nays on 
the motion to suspend the rules. 

The yeas.and nays were ordered. 
min SICKLES. ` I ask for the reading of the 

ill, 

_The SPEAKER. If there be no objection, the 
bill will be read. 

Mr. SICKLES. I understand that it is a very 
long bill; and as I understand its general pur- 
port, I waive my demand for its rending: 

Mg STEVENSON. I demand that the bill be 
read. ; 

Mr. STANTON. The pending resolution is 
to make the bill a special order for to-morrow, 
and not for this day. As I do not ask for the 
consideration of the bill to-day, I do not know 
that any gentleman has the right to demand that 
the bill shali be read at this time. 

Mr. STEVENSON. In my judgment, the 
House has a right to hear what it is that is pro- 
posed.to be made a.special order. : 


Mr. STANTON. The bill will take half: an 
hour to read it. If the House will permit me, I 
will make a brief explanation of it. It is a bill 
that has been prepared by a board of Army 
officers. 

Mr. BURNETT. If the gentleman be per- 
mitted to make his explanation, I want it to be 
understood that I shall ask for an opportunity. to 
respond, `. * ` 

Mr. STANTON. All I want to say is, that 
this is not a bill got up now, but one reported at 
the last session of Congress. 

Mr. BURNETT. 1 understand it fully. 

Mr. BOTELER. Before the billis read, I want 
to put a question to the chairman of the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs. 

The SPEAKER. There is no objection; and 
the gentleman will proceed. 

Mr. BOTELER. I desire to ask the chairman 
of the Committee on Military Affairs, in order 
that gentlemen of the House may understand it, 
whether this bill was prepared with reference to 
any existing difficulties ? 

Mr. STANTON. It was not. It was pre- 
pared, in pursuance of a law passed two years 
ago, by a board of Army officers, and it was re- 
ported from the Committee on Military Affairs by 
my colleague (Mr. Penpteton] at the last ses- 
sion of Congress, It is a bill arising, not out of 
a temporary, but a permanent condition of affairs 
in this District. . 

Mr. BOTELER. Have there been any modi- 
fications in the bill ? 

Mr. STANTON. None at all. The bill is 
the same that was reported at the last session from 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. BOTELER. I desire that fact to go to the 
country. 

Mr. BURNETT. I hope that I may be per- 
mitted to say a word in reply. This bill, in fact, 
establishes a standing army of six thousand men 
inthis District of Columbia, subject to the will of 
the President of the United States; an army to be 
mustered into service at his discretion, and to be 
supplicd out of the military stores of the United 
States, exactly as the regular Army is. Let the 
House understand that fact, and le-members vote 
accordingly. Shall this standing army be estab- 
lished in this District, under the command of the 
President, and to be supplied with arms, camp 
equipage, and indeed all the necessary military 
stores, from the store-houses of this Government? 

Mr. STANTON. A discussion of the bill is 
not now in order. 

Mr. BURNETT. This bill, Mr. Speaker, 
authorizes this army, in time of insurrection, to 
take possession of this Capitol—that is, if they 
think proper.to do so. 

The Clerk read the bill in extenso. 

Mr. STANTON. Mr. Speaker, I have a let- 
ter from the late Secretary of War, indorsing 
this bill; and I ask the Clerk to read it for the 
information of the House. 

Mr. JONES. I object. 

Mr. VALLANDIGHAM. I ask my col- 
league to permit me to move an amendment to 
his resolution. Itis as follows: 

Resolved further, That the Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union be discharged from the further 
consideration of House bill No. 65: “ A bill to amend the 
act of April 23, 1508, entitled ¢ An act making provision for 
arming and equipping the whole body of the militia of the 
United States,’ ” and that as soon as the bill relating to the 
militia of the District of Columbia shall have been dis- 


posed of, said House bill shall be a special order from day 
to day until the same shall have been disposed of.” 


Mr. STANTON. There is no connection with 
that bill and the one I desire to gct before the 
House. I cannot, therefore, agree to accept the 
gentleman’s resolution as a modification of my 
own. But I have no doubt, when my resolution 
has passed, the House will consent to the intro- 
duction of my colleague’s. I will not object to 
its introduction. 

Mr. VALLANDIGHAM. If my colleague 
does not choose to accept my amendment, of 
course I cannot press it now, nor will I vote for 
the suspension of the rules. 

Mr. STANTON. lask that a letter of the late 
Secretary of War be read. It will explain the 
bill fully. 

Mr. BURNETT. That letter cannot be read, 
except by unanimous consent. The bill is not 
before the House. I object to the reading of the 
letter. 


Mr. STANTON. If gentlemen refuse to let 
the letter. be read, I cannot help it. I have tried 
to give the House all the information on the sub- 
ject Lam possessed of. If gentlemen object, that 
is their lookout. I hope the rules will be sus- 
pended. 

Mr. VALLANDIGHAM. Does the gentle- 
man agree to accept my resolution as a modifica- 
tion of his own? 

Mr. STANTON. Idonot. Leteach resolu- 
tion be voted for on its own merits. 

Mr. MAYNARD. Is the question now on the 
motion to suspend the rules for the introduction 
of the resolution in reference to this bill to organ- 
ize the militia of the District of Columbia? 

The SPEAKER. Itis. 
~ Mr. MAYNARD. The District of Columbia 
has got along very well for many years without 
any such bill; and I do not see any good reason 
for now proceeding to its consideration. On the 
contrary, it seems to me that it will add fuel to 
the present excitement. 

The question was taken; and it was decided in 
the negative—yeas lli,nays 55; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Green Adams, Adrain, Aldrich, Alley, 
William ©. Anderson, Ashley, Babbitt, Beale, Bingham, 
Blair, Blake, Brayton, Briggs, Buffinton, Burlingame, Burn- 
ham, Butterfield, Campbell, Carey, Carter, Case, Clemens, 
Coburn, Colfax, Conkling, Covode, John G. Davis, Dawes, 
Delano, Duell, Edgerton, Eliot, Ely, Fenton, Ferry, Foster, 
Frank, Gooch, Graham, Grow, Gurley, Hale, Halt, Helmick, 
Hickman, Hoard, Holman, William Howard, Humphrey, 
Hutchins, Irvine, Junkin, Francis W. Kellogg, Kenyon, 
Kilgore, Killinger, DeWitt’ C. Leach, Lee, Longnecker, 
Loomis, Lovejoy, Marston, Chartes D. Martin, McClernand, 
McKean, McKenty, McKnight, McPherson, Montgomery, 
Moorhead, Morrill, Edward Joy Morris, Morse, Nixon, Olin, 
Pendleton, Perry, Pettit, Porter, Pottie, Edwin R. Rey- 
nolds, Jobn H. Reynolds, Rice, Christopher Robinson, 
Royce, Scranton, Sedgwick, Sherman, Spaulding, Spinner, 
Stanton, Stevens, William Stewart, Stratton, Tappan, 
Thayer, ‘Theaker, Tompkins, Train, Trimble, Vandever, 
Van Wyck, Wade, Waldron, Walton, Cadwalader C. 
Washburn, Elihu B. Vashburne, Webster, Wells, Wil- 
son, and Woodruff—111. 

NAYS—Megsrs. Thomas L. Anderson, Bocock, Boteler, 
Bouligny, Brown, Burch, Burnett, John B. Clark, Craw- 
ford, De Jarnette, Edmundson, English, Etheridge, Plor- 
ence, Fouke, Garnett, Gartrell, Gilmer, Hardeman, Í. Mor- 
rison Harris, John T. Harris, Hatton, Hindman, Hughes, 
Jenkins, Jones, Kunkel, Larrabee, James M. Leach, Leake, 
Logan, Love, Maynard, Laban T. Moore, Niblack, Noell, 
Peyton, Phelps, Pryor, Quarles, Reagan, Riggs, James 
C. Robinson, Sickles, Simms, William N. H. Smith, Ste- 
venson, Stokes, Stout, Thomas, Vallandighain, Vance, 
Whiteley, Winslow, and Wright—o5. 

So the rules were not suspended—two thirds 
not voting in the affirmative. 

During the vote, 

Mr. COX stated that hiscolleague, Mr. ALLEN, 
was still detained at home by an affliction in his 
family. 

Mr. BOTELER said: Mr. Speaker, up to a 
recent period, I have been in favor of this bill; 
but, under existing circumstances, I think it most 
impolitic to press it; and I therefore vote in the 
negative. 

Mr. CLEMENS. Mr. Speaker, I find that this 
bill for the better organization of the militia of the 
District of Columbia was reported from the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs on the 25th of June, 
1860, and that it was indorsed and its passage 
recommended by the late Secretary of War in a 
letter, the reading of which members on this side 
of the House have objected to. Seeing nothing 
in the existing condition of the countr that would 
not make the passage of this bill as justifiable at 
present as it was when reported from one of the 
standing committees of the House, and when it 
was indorsed by the late Secretary of War, I 
vote in the affirmative. : 

Mr. COBB. 1 learn bya dispatch that the con- 
vention of Alabama has resolved that the State 
ought to secede from this Union; and, until I learn 
more on the subject than I know now, I must 
decline to vote. 

Mr. FLORENCE. Preferring the cultivation 
of the arts of peace to those of war, I feel com- 
pelled to vote “ no.” . 

Mr. MOORE, of Kentucky, stated that his col- 
league, Mr. MarLory, was confined to his room 
by indisposition. 

Mr. SICKLES said: Mr. Speaker, there are 
upon the statute-book, and now in force, several 
statutes conferring power enough for the purpose 
designed; and I therefore vote no.” 

Mr. BRANCH stated that his colleague, Mr. 
Rurrin, was confined to his room by indisposi- 
tion. i ‘ E oe te 

Messrs. MORRIS, of Ilinois, and MARTIN, 


1861. 
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sor 


of Virginia, not being within the bar when their 
names were called, asked leave to vote. 

| Objection was made. 

_ Mr. MARTIN, of Virginia, would have voted 
in the negative. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I move that the rules be 
suspended, and the House resolve itself into the 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union, 
for the purpose of taking up the Army bill, for 
general debate. 

Mr. WALDRON. [ask the gentleman to yield 
to me for a moment. 


Mr. SHERMAN, I yield tothe gentleman to 


introduce his proposition, if there be no objection. 

The SPEAKER. A mistake was made in ref- 
erence to the vote just announced. The vote was 
—yeas 111, nays 56. The Chair votes in the af- 
firmative, and that suspends the rules; and the 
resolution is therefore before the House. 

Mr. STANTON. I demand the previous ques- 
tion on the adoption of the resolution. 

Mr. BURCH. I have been trying for some 
time to have my vote recorded on the suspension 
of the rules. (Cries of “ Too late °] 

Mr. BURNETT. No, it is not too late. The 
Chair brought the question back before the House 
after it had betn disposed of, and cast his vote; 
and I insist that the gentleman from California 
has the right to vote as well. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks, in all fair- 
ness, that he cannot decline to receive the vote of 
the gentleman from California. The gentleman 
will vote. 

Mr. BURCH. I vote “no.” 

Mr. STANTON. Was the gentleman within 
the bar when his name was called? 

Mr. BURCH. I am a member of the select 
committee of thirty-three, and havea right to vote 
at any time before the result is announced. I vote 
“no.” 

The SPEAKER. The vote stands—yeas 111, 
nays 57; so the rules are notsuspended, (twothirds 
not voting in favor thereof.) 


RELIEF OF CERTAIN CHIPPEWAS, ETC. 


Mr. SHERMAN. I now insist on my motion. 

Mr. WALDRON. Let me first submit my 
proposition te the House. I ask the unanimous 
consent of the House that the Committee of the 
Whole House on the Private Calendar be dis- 
charged from the further consideration of House 
bill No. 85, for the relief of certain Chippewa, 
Ottawa, and Pottawatomie Indians. 

The bill, which was read, provides that the 
Secretary of the Interior be authorized and directed 
to pay to the Chippewa, Ottawa, and: Pottawat- 
omie Indians, now resding in Michigan, and who 
were parties to the treaties made at Chicago on 
the’26th and 27th of September, 1833, between the 
United States and the united nation of Indians, 
or to their descendants, their full proportion per 
capita of all the sums of money agreed to be paid 
by the United States to the united nation of In- 
dians by the treaties of July 29, 1829, and Sep- 
tember 26, 1833, and the articles supplementary 
thereto of September 27, 1833, and of June 5 and 
17, 1846, with the Pottawatomie nation of Indians; 
provided that, upon examination, it shall appear 
that the moneys are still in the Treasury of the 
United States for, or have been paid out to, the 
Pottawatomie nation; whereupon the payments 
shall be made out of the moneys belonging or 
accruing to the Pottawatomie nation. 

Mr. QUARLES objected to the introduction 
of the bill. 

Mr. WALDRON moved to suspend the rules. 

The motion was agreed to; and the bill was 
introduced and read a first and second time. 

Mr. WALDRON called the previous question 
upon the engrossment and third reading of the 
bill. 

The previous question was seconded, and the 
main question ordered to be put; and under the op- 
eration thereof, the bill was ordered to be engrossed 
and read a third time; and being engrossed, it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. WALDRON moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed; and also moved to 
lay the motion to reconsider on the table. 

‘The latter motion was agreed to. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I now renew my motion to 
go into the Committee of the Whole on the state 
of the Union. But I will say that, if there are 
any propositions which gentlemen desire to intro- 


duce, which can pass by unanimous-consent, I 
shall have no objection to their being introduced 
if I have the right to hold the floor while they 


do so. 


Yl he SPEAKER. That would hardly be in 
order. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Then I insist upon my 
motion. T 

The motion was agreed to. 


ENROLLED BILL. 


Mr. THEAKER, from the Committee on En- 
rolled Bills, reported as truly enrolled an act for 
the relief of Jeremiah Pendergast, of the District 
of Columbia; when the Speaker signed the same. 
* The House then resolved itself into the Commit- 
tee of the Whole on the state of the Union, (Mr. 
Wasnpurne, of Illinois, in the chair.) + 


& ARMY BILL. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I move that the committee 
take up the bill (H. R. No. 899) making appro- 
priations for the support of the Army for the year 
ending June 30, 1862, for general debate. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The first reading of the bill was, by unanimous 
consent, dispensed with. |. 

The Clerk read the first clause of the bill. 

Mr. McCLERNAND. Mr. Chairman, when 
an impending danger can be no longer stayed or 
averted, is it not the part of wisdom and duty 
to meet, and, if possible, overcome it? Such, 1 
think, isa sound canon of statesmanship. Acting 
on this belief, I propose rather briefly to deal with 
the question of secession now actually upon us. 
First, I deny the constitutional right of any State 
to secede from the Union; second, I deprecate th 
exercise of any such assumed right as a measuye 
of revolution, which, in the present case, myst 
embroil the country in a sanguinary and wasying 
civil war. Starting with these postulates, Lfpro- 
ceed with the effort to make them good. 

Our fathers, just emerged from colonial thral- 
dom, and jealous of consolidated political power, 
when they come to frame the Articles of Confed- 
eration, adopted in 1778, run into the opposite ex- 
treme of dispersed and divided power. They 
formed an alliance, or at most a league, of sover- 
eign States, under what might be called a treaty 
between independent Governments. In the lan- 
guage of one of the articles, they entered into “a 

rm league of friendship with each other for the 
common defense;’? no more. Hence the Gov- 
ernment, or Congress of the Confederation, was 
wholly destitute of any essential faculty of sov- 
ereignty. It had neither the right to prescribe a 
rule of action for its constituent body, nor the 
power to enforce one, It was without legislative, 
executive, or judicial authority. It could only 
advise, recommend, and entreat; and even the right 
to do that was closely circumscribed. 

Founded upon a league of sovereign and inde- 
pendent States, its exhibitions of authority were 
addressed to States whose interpretations of their 
Federal obligations might or might not bind them 
to compliance. 
nor had the right to do so; but, without coherence, 
without unity of principle or of action, without 
the power to preserve itself or to conserve the 
interests of its authors, like the Amphyctionic 
Council, the Achaen League, the Helvetic, the 
Germanic, and the Belgic Confederacies; like all 
mere national federations, it fell into pieces in 
consequence of its own weight, of its own inher- 
ent weakness and want of vitality. 

The evils of this system disclosed themselves 
in two most striking forms: one in the domestic 
relations of the States; the other in their relations 
with foreign Governments. In regard to the 
former, we learn that the period elapsing between 
the treaty of peace with the mother country and 
į the organization of the present Government, was 
one marked by angry controversies and rivalries. 
The conflicting views of the several States in re- 
gard to their commercial, agricultural, and man- 
ufacturing interests often prompted them to un- 
friendly measures, not unfrequently in the form 
of legislative reprisals, having the effect not only 
to cripple their internal trade, but their foreign 
commerce; and incessantly to threaten them with 
the horrors of civil war. 

Foreign nations were encouraged to take ad- 
vantage of this state of things. They imposed 
upon our foreign navigation and commerce just 
such restrictions as they deemed most conducive 


x 


It acted not upon individuals, ` 


to their own interests.’ Théy excluded our ship 
ping from the benefits of theirown commerce while 
they daringly ‘and lawlessly-strove to monopolize 
the benefits of ours. An, asá consequence: of. 
these and other kindred measures, ou foreigh’ 
navigation was ruined, ouragriculture paralyzed, 

our mechanics impoverished, and the litle money 

remaining in the country threatened ‘with banish- 

ment from it. To boot of all this, the ordinary 

administration of justice was threatened with over- 

throw by the clamors and desperation of penniless 

debtors. Indeed, we are informed that such was 

the excess of wretchedness continually accumu- 

lating from the slow but progressive destruction 

of all the resources of industry and credit that. 
the calamity overwhelming all classes was. more 

hopeless than that occasioned by the ravages of 
the Revolution itself. : 

To remedy these and other evils incident to the 
old system, the present Constitution was.adopted. 
How remedy them? is the question now to be con- 
sidered. as it by vestoring the old league of 
independent sovereignties; by repeating the .com- 
plete failure realized by it? Such, strange tosay, 
1s the argument of the secessionists; indeed, of 
all those who insist that the relations of the sev- 
eral States as co-members of this Union, depend 
upon the pleasure, nay the caprice, of each; that 
each has an absolute right, at any moment, to 
withdraw from it; that there is no paramount 
authority anywhere to prevent it. This doctrine, 
although countenanced, as I have already said, 
by the theory of the old confederation, is, never- 
theless, contradicted by many of the leading 
characteristics of the revolutionary epoch. 

Appealing to history, we find that the idea of 
the nationality of the American people is as old 
as the Revolution itself. The authority of the 
first Congress, meeting in Philadelphia, on. the 
4th of September, 1774, was proclaimed in the name 
of the people of the colonies, and not in the name 
of the colonial governments. So, the Declaration 
of Independence was adopted in the name and by 
the authority of the people of the United States,” 
and not in the name and by the authority of sep- 
arate sovereignties. It was a national act, and 
not the act of several parties; it was an act only 
competent to be performed by the whole people, 
because it involved a change of government as to 
all. So, the. revolutionary war was a national 
measure prosecuted for seven years by the com- 
bined forces of all the colonies for the benefit of 
all. So, the treaty of peace, in 1783, was madc, 
on the one part, by the United States as one na- 
tion, and by it Great Britain, on the other part, 


j recognized our independence as one nation—the 


United States—and not as separate States. Such, 
too, is the testimony of the Supreme Court of the 
United States—often repeated arguendo in the 
course of its adjudications. In Penhallow vs. 
Doane, (1. Pet. Con. Rep. 21.,) Justice Patter- 
son, delivering the opinion of that court, said: 

“The danger being imminent and cominon, it became. 
necessary for the people or colonies to coalesce and act in 
concert, in order to divert the gathering storm. They ac- 
cordingly grew into union and formed one great political 
body, of which Congress was the directing principle and 
soul’? “The truth is that the States, individually, were 
not Known nor recognized as sovereign by foreign nations, 
nor are they now.” > 

In Ware vs. Hylton, (Idem, p. 99,) Judge Chase, 
delivering the opinion of the same court, said: 

“Tt appears to me that the powers of Congress during 
that whole period were derived from the people they rep- 
resented, expressly given through the medium of their State 
conventions or State Legislatures ; or that, after they were 
exercised, they were implicitly ratified by the acquiescence 
and obedience of the people. ”? 

Again; in Chisholm’s Executors vs. the State 
of Georgia, (Idem, p. 635,) Chief Justice Jay, de- 
livering the opinion of the same court, said: 

« The Revolution, or rather the Declaration of Independ- 
ence, found the people already united for general purposes, 
and, at the same time, provided for their more domestic 
concerns by State conventions, and other temporary ar- | 
rangements. From the Crown of Great Britain, the sov- 
ereignty of thcir country passed to the people of it; and, 
thirteen sovereignties were considered as emerging from 
the principles of the Revolution, combined by tocal con- 
venience and considerations. ‘Ihe people, nevertheléss, 
continued to consider themselves, in a national point of 
view as one people; and they continued, without inter- 
ruption, to manage their national concerns accordingly: 


The same idea penetrated the convention that 
framed the Constitution, and-ruling its counsels, 
stamped that instrument with its national impress. 
Both the proceedings of the convention, and the 
language of the Constitution, attest this fact. 
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Early after;the-convention met, Edmund Ran- 
dolp hof: Virginia, offered.for consideration a plan 
of government, proposing to enlarge the powers 
of the Confederation; and, among other things, 
‘providing that the National Legislature. should 
have power to ‘call forth the force of the Union 
againstany member of the Union failing to fulfill 
-its duties. under. the. articles theréof’’ -Another 
plany: however, contemplating a National, rather 
thana Federal Government, was finally adopted, 
sand. became the basis of the present Constitution. 
That plan is embodied in the following resolves; 
Which were adopted by the convention; 


sktl; That a union of States, merely Federal, will not ac- 
eomplish,the objects proposed by the Articles of Confed- 
eration, namely, common defense, security of liberty, and 
„generat welfare, ; 
eR Phat no treaty or treaties among the whole or a part 
of the States, as individual sovereignties, would be sufi- 
cient, 
> 3. Thata National Government ought to be established, 
consisting of a supreme legislative, executive, and judi- 
ciary.” 
~ Iu support of the same principles, under the 
name of the “ Virginia plan, Mr. Randolph 
said: 
`T am certain that a National Government must be 
established, and this is the only moment when it can be 
done.?? 


Mr. Madison said. 5 


“It is impossible for the Articles of Confederation to be 
aménded—they are too tottering to be invigorated—noth- 
ing but the present, (national system,) or something like it, 
Gan restore the peace and harmony of the country.” 

Mr. Wilson said: 
> £Thepeople expect relief from their present embarrassed 
situation, and look up for it to this national convention; 
‘aud it follows that.they expect a National Government ; 
and, therefore, the plan of Virginia has the preference to 
the otber.” 


Mr. Hamilton said: 


«<1. A good Government ought to be constant, and ought 
to contain an active principle. 2. Utility and necessity. 
3. An habitual sense of obligation. 4. Force. 5. milu- 
ence.?? 


‘Further, and if possible, still stronger evidence 
of the intention of the framers of the Constitu- 
tion, and of the true nature of that instrument, 
may be found in the following letter of the con- 
vention to the President of the Congress of the 
Confederation, dated September 17, 1787: 


© «Sir: We have now the honor to submit to the consid- 
eration of the United States in Congress assembled that 
Constitution which has appeared to us the most advisable. 
hg friends of our country have long sgen and desired 
that the power of making war, peace, and treaties; that of 
lovyhig money; and regulating commerce, and the corre- 
spondént executive and judicial authorities, should be fally 
and effectually vested in the General Government of the 
Union ; but the impropriety of delegating such extensive 
trust to one body: of men is evident; hence results the ne- 
cessity of a different organization. 
0 itis obviously impracticable in the Federal Govern- 
Inentot these States, to seeurcall rights of independent sov- 


ereignty to cach; and yet provide for the interest and satety | 


ofall, “Individuals, entering into society, must give up a 
share of liberty to preserve the rest. ‘The magnitude of the 
saerifiee must depend as well on situation and circum- 
stance, as on the object to be obtained. [tis at all times 
difficult to draw with precision the line between those 
rights which must be surrendered and those which may be 
reserved; and, on the present occasion, this difliculty was 
increased by a difference among the several States as to 
their situation, extent, habits, and particular inter : 
‘In all our deliberations on this subject, we kept steadily 
{nour view that which appears to us the greatest interest 
of every true American—the consolidation of our Union— 
in which is involved our prosperity, felicity, safety, per- 
* haps our national existence. This important counsidera- 


tión, scriously and deeply impressed on Our minds, led each | 


State in the convention to he less rigid on points of infe- 
rior magnitude than might have been otherwise expeeted ; 
and thus the Constitution, which we now present, is the 
result ofa spirit of amity, and of that mutual deference and 


concession which the peculiarity of our political situation | 


rendered indispensable. 

t Thar it will meet thefull and entire approbation ofevery 
State is not, perhaps, to be expected; but each will, doubt- 
less, consider, that had her juterest been alone consulted, 
tie consequences might have been particularly disagree- 
able or injurious to others. That it is liable to as few ex- 
ceptions as could reasonably have been expected, we hope 
andbelieve, That it may promote the lasting welfare of 
that country, so dear to us all, and secure her freedom and 
happiness, is our most ardent wish? 

I bardly need add that this letter was the unani- 
mousact of the convention; and after being signed 
by its president, George Washington, was com- 
miunicated to the Congress of the Confederation 
by ‘ unanimous order of the convention. And 
what is itsimport? Certainly that the prime ob- 
ject of the convention was to consolidate * one 

nion” by disintegrating a portion of the sover- 

eignty of the States, and vesting the same “ fully 


l was performed by the people, and the whole people. 


and effectually’? in a common naiional Govern- | 


ment; and thatthe infirmities of the Confedera- 
tion-created the necessity for it. In the compre- 
hensive and perspicuous language of the conven- 
tion, “our prosperity, felicity, safety, perhaps. owr, 
national existence” itself, depended upon it. 4 

I come now to inquire whether the language 
of the Constitution itself does not sustain this 
interpretation of its character. The Articles of 
Confederation declared themselves to be articles 
of ‘perpetual union,” but were void of power to 
make good the declaration. The present Consti- 
tution, amending, extending and reorganizing the + 
powers of the confederation, declares the same 
purpose. Its preamble is in these words: 

& We, the people of the United States, in order to forma 
more perfect Union, establish justice, insure domestic tran- 
quillity, provide for the common defense, promote the gen~ 
eral welfare, aud secure the blessings of liberty to ourselves 
and our posterity, do ordain and establish this Constitution 
for the UNITED States OF AMERICA.” E] 

Hence, the Constitution, in its very preamble, 
proclaims itself to be the act of the people—“‘ of the 
people of the United States,” and not of the States, 
as such, cither collectively or individually; and 
at the same time styles the same people asa nation 
—the ‘ United States of America;’’ while, viewed 
as an amendment to the Articles of Confedera- 
tion, it provides for ‘fa more perfect union,” as 
a means of insuring the ‘* perpetual union ” con- 
templated by those articles. 

In no just view could the States have formed 
such an instrument. As governments created by 
the people, they had no moral or legal right to 
destroy themselves, or to abdicate or alienate 
their powers. ‘Their powers were held by them, 
in trust, for the benefit of the people; who alone 
were competent to redispose of them, who alone 
are competent to make and unmake governments. 
As the people formed the State governments, so 
they formed the United StatesGovernment. Each, 
alike, sprung from the creative womb of the peo- 
ple; yal alike derives its sovereignty from them. 

As to the process by which the national Gov- 
ernment was formed, it is simple enough. It 
was by the people resuming a portion of the sov- 
ereignty of the States and re-embodying it in the 
form of that government. The extent of its sov-- 
ereignty, and of the prohibitions imposed upon 
that of the States, measures the diminution of 
the sovercignty of the latter. In one aspect it is 
national; in another it is federal. It is national 
in the objects of its powers; and federal in the 
limitation of those objects; it is national in what 
is delegated to it; and federal in what is reserved 
to the States. Its jurisdiction is of our external 
and common internal relations; while that of the 
States is of their respective internal and domestic 
affairs. 

Not only was the Constitution the act of the 
people in its creation, but still more, it is the act 
of the people by virtue of their subsequent formal 
ratification of it, through their directly-appointed 
agents. It is true that the act of ratification was 
performed by the people dividedly, as distinct, local 
communities, and not collectively; nevertheless, it 


And so said Mr. Monroe, substantially, in a re- 
sponsible official form—Mr. Monroe, who had 
opposed the adoption of the Constitution, for the 
very reasons here urged. He said: 

“The great oflice of the (Federal) Constitution, by incor- 
porating the people of the several States, to the extent of 
its powers, into one community, and enabling it to act di- 
rectly on the people, (the only parties to it,) was to annul 
the powers of the State governments to that extent. ‘The 
Government of the United States relies on its own means, 
for the execution of (all) its powers, as the State govern- 
ments do for the execution of theirs; both governments 
having a common original sovereign, the people: the State 
governments, the people of each State; the national Gov- 
ernment, the people of cvery State; each being amenable 
to the power that created it. Itis by executing its func- 
tions as a Government, thus originating and thus acting, 
that the Constitution of the United States holds the States 
together, and performs the office of a league. Itis owing 
to the nature of its powers, that it performs that office 
better than the confederation, or any league which ever 
existed, being a compact which the State governments did 
not form, to which they are not parties, and which exc- 
cutes its own powers independently of them.” 


Moreover, the Constitution, in the first clause’ || 
of the fourth article, draws an express distinction 
between the ‘ United States’? mentioned therein 
and the “ confederation.’’ That clause is in these 
words: | 

4 All debts contracted and engagements entered into be- 
fore the adoption of this Constitution, shall be as valid |i 


against the United States under this Constitution as under 
the confederation? ; 


If the Constitution was only a league or com- 
pact, soluble at the discretion of any of the par- 
tics to it, why this distinction? If it was only a 
renewal of those articles, why its adoption atall? 
There was no reason for adopting it if it had not 
been believed to be an improvement upon the sys- 
tem which it was designed to substitute. 

But, independent of this, the Constitution, in 
the character of other of its provisions, proves 
not only its popular origin, but its paramount au- 
thority and indissoluble nature. It organizes a 
legislative, judiciary, and an executive depart- 
ment, and confides to each its appropriate sover- 
eign functions. To the Legislature the enactment 
of laws; to the judiciary the exposition of them; 
and to the Executive the execution of them. It 
declares that ‘* Congress shall have power to lay 
and collect taxes, duties, imposts, and excises;’’ 
to ‘“ borrow money,” to “regulate commerce,’’ 
to “coin money and regulate the value thereof,’ 
to “ declare war,” to “raise and supportarmies,’’ 
to “ provide and maintaina Navy,’’and to ‘‘ make 
all laws which shall be necessary and proper for 
carrying into execution the foregoing powers, and 
all other powers vested by the ‘* Constitution in 


| the Government of the United States,” &c. 


Mark, I repeat, the nature of those powers: 
they are not only eminently sovereign, but are 
admitted to be so by the plain language of the 
Constitution. The power “to lay and collect 
taxes, duties, imposts, and excises,’’ is commen- 
surate with an absolute control over the substance 
of the people for the purposes defined in the Con- 
stitution. And the power “ to declare war,” and 
“ to raise and support armies,” and “ to provide 
and maintain a Navy,” involves an absolute con- 
trol of the sword; thus combining in the Govern- 
ment of the United States both the sinews and 
the weapon of war. 

aon the other hand, the Constitution declares 
that: 


“ No State shall enter into any treaty, alliance, or con- 
federation, grant letters of marque and reprisal, coin money, 
emit bills of credit, make anything but gold and silver coina 
tender in payment of debts, pass any bill of attainder, ex 
post facto law, or law impairing the obligation of contracts, 
or grant any title of nobility. 

“No State shall, without the consent of the Congress, 


| lay any imposts or duties on imports or exports, except 


what may be absolutely necessary for execttting its inspec- 
tion laws; and the net’ produce of all duties and imposts 

laid by any State on imports or exports, shall be for the use 

of the ‘Treasury of the United States; and all such laws 

shall be subject to the revision, and control of the Con- 
ress. 

“No State shall, without the consent of Congress, lay 
any duty of tonnage, keep troops or ships-of-war in time of 
peace, enter into any agreement or compact with another 
State, or with a foreign Power, or engage in war, unless 
actually invaded, or in such imminent danger as will not 
admit of delay.” 


In view of both of these provisions of the Con- 
stitution, one positive and the other negative, how 
can it be said that the national Government, pro 
tanto, is not sovereign, and the States to the same 
extent subordinate? Any other conclusion seems 
to me to be equally irreconcilable with reason and 
the letter of the Constitution. I say letter of the 


| Constitution, because the second clause of the 


sixth article of the Constitution declares that— 

“ This Constitution, and the laws of the United States, 
which shall be made in pursuance thereof; and all treaties 
made, or which shall be made, under the authority of the 
United States, shall be the supreme law of the land; and 
the judges in every State shall be bound thereby, anything 
in the constitution or laws of any State to the contrary not- 
withstanding.” 

And the Constitution, after thus proclaiming its 
own supremacy, makes that supremacy a test 
of official character, by requiring every officer, 
whether of the State or national Government, to 
swear to that supremacy. Such is the effect of 
the last clause of the article last quoted from, 
which is as follows: 

“The Senators and Representatives before mentioned, 
and the members of the several State Legislatures, and all 
executive and judicial officers, both of the United States 
and of the several States, shall be bound by oath or affirm- 
ation, to support the Constitution. ?”? 

Again: if it were true that the States, as arti- 
ficial bodies, had formed the General Government 
by contributions from their sovercignty; if this 
were so, does it follow that they would have any 
more or better right to dissolve the Government 
than the people themselves, if it had been formed 
by them? Surely. not; for, in the one case, the 
States, as artificial persons, would stand in the 
same relation to the common Government, as the 
people, as natural persons, would in the other; 


THE 


CONGRESSION 


INGTON, D. © 


THE OFFICIAL PROCEEDINGS OF CONGRESS, PUBLISHED BY JOHN C. RIVES, WASH 


TuHirTY-SIxTH Concress, 2p Sussion. 


New Sentss.....No 


while in neither case would it be lawful for a con- | 
stituent member of the Government to withdraw 
from its jurisdiction, except by virtue of a consti- 
tutional amendment. Any other mode of with- 
drawing from it would be simply extra-constitu- 
tional and revolutionary. 

The inconvenience, too, of sucha doctrine would 
instantly reject it. What! leave it to any party 
to a contract of Government—whether that party 
be a State or individual—to throw off the obliga- 
tions of the contract at pleasure? The idea is 
absurd. It would lead toa subversion ofall order, 
government, and stability. It would inaugurate 
a reign of anarchy, confusion, and chaos, which 
would ingulf in utter ruin the dearest interests of 
society. It would enable any recusant member 
of the body-politic to shirk the dbligations of a 
poblic debt, or the responsibilities of a war which 

ad been. induced by his own action—to shirk all 
the consequences of his own counsels. It would 
be wicked and abominable in the last degree. It 
is not to be tolerated or countenanced for a mo- 
ment. 

And is not this argument, in itself, a complete 
dissipation of the misty and frivolous disquisi- 
tions that have taken place upon a mere philolo- 
gical question—the distinction between a compact 
and a contract of Government? No such question 
can have any practical or useful application to 
our Government; unless, indeed, the Government, 
in its very nature, be perverted to the conditions 
of an arbitrary and illogical definition. | 

To recapitulate, then, no State has any lawful 
or constitutional right to withdraw from the con- 
tractof national Union: first, because that contract 
was made by the people and not the States; and 
second, because, if made by the States, still, as 
artificial persons, they are bound by it, and have 
no independent, constitutional right to withdraw 
from or rescind it. And, again, because in such 
case, the contract of Union subordinates the States 
toa paramount sovereignty ordained by their own 
act and consent. And, again, because that sov- 
ereignty acts directly upon the people of the “ Uni- 
ted States;’’ and by its own independent force 
must act upon them, despite of whatever the 
States, as such, may da. Being sovereign, its 
first duty is to preserve itself; and being sovereign, 
where is there a power more than sovereign to 
control it, disintegrate it, or dissolve it? When 
the States show their right to do so, the paradox 
will have been established, that the minor is the 
greater proportion; that the inferior has the right 
to substitute himself for the superior; that infe- 
riority is sovereignty, and that sovereignty is 
subordination ? 

But, sir, admitting, for the sake of argument, 
the constitutional right of the Gulf States to se- 
cede from the Union; would it be just to the other 
States for them to do so? Again: would it be 
safe or expedient for the other States to acquiesce 
in such a measure? In answering these ques- 
tions it is necessary that I should take a survey of 
the past. 

Allhistory teaches that coterminous, independ- 
ent nations are more liable to quarrel and clash 
with each other than remote ones. Their very 
contact and neighborship, unregulated by a com- 
mon will, a common authority, in bringing out 


their mutual divergencies of opinion, feeling, and | 


policy, necessarily make them so. The frequent 
wars occurring between the modern coterminous 
nationsof Europe, and especially, between France 
and her immediate neighbors, abundantly estab- 
lish this fact. Influenced, in a great degree, by 
this consideration, our fathers were unwilling to 
continue their divided existence as isolated, in- 
dependent nationalities; and accordingly consol- 
idated the several States of which they were 
members into one common Union. 

The effect of the measure was not only to se- 
cure a common control over the people of all the 
States, as already mentioned, but to give to each 
State a domestic boundary; and to all of the States, 
as a nation, one common foreign boundary. That 
boundary, on the east, was a natural one—the 


Atlantic ocean. Hence the chances of strife and 
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collision were diminished, even in a greater pro- 
portion than one to thirteen; and when, under this 
arrangement, collision should come, it would be 
between thirteen or more confederated States on 
one side, and a foreign and alien nation on the 
other. Besides, under the same arrangement, free 
and enduring access to that occan became equally 
the right of the people of all the States. 

But what would be the effect if all the Atlantic 
States from Maine to Florida, inclusive, had taken 
it into their heads to secede from the Union, and 
in fact had done so? Would it not be to counter- 
vail all the reasoning, rights, and objects inducing 
the formation of the Union? Would it not be to 
reéxpose the separated States to all the hazards 
of continually menaced war? Would it not bea 
usurpation of exclusive jurisdiction by the Atlan- 
tic States over the Atlantic seaboard? Would it 
not be to deny the unalienable right of the other 
States to access to the Atlantic—to the use of its 
ports and harbors—except upon terms of conces- 
sion? What would Vermont say to that—Ver- 
mont claiming to bea revolutionary State? Would 
she or any of the excluded States willingly sub- 
mittoit? Ithink not. 

Again: take an individual case—the case of 
Florida; who, as a Territory, was purchased 
from Spain in 1819, at a cost of $5,000,000 of the 
common treasure of allthe States. And why, and 
for what purpose? It was, as we are informed, 
for important national purposes. First, to get 
rid of a foreign neighbor; next, to round out our 
Union, and establish a natural boundary; next, 
to obtain the Florida point, as a means of. con- 
trolling one of the outlets of the Mississippi and 
the Gulf of Mexico; and lastly, perhaps, to open 
an artificial communication, across the peninsula 
of Florida, between the Atlantic and the Gulf, as 
a means of avoiding the circuitous and dangerous 
navigation of the coasts of Florida. i 

These were the purposesfor which Florida was 
acquired; and since her acquisition she has cost 
us some thirty or forty milhon dollars more; ex- 

ended for the purpose of suppressing Indian 
iostilities, removing Indians from her ‘borders, 
and fortifying her extended coasts. Now, shall 
Florida, with a population of one hundred thou- 
sand—less than one half of that of my district— 
shall she, having become a State by our paternal 
consent, withd:aw from the Union, convert her- 
self into a foreign nation, and setting up for her- 
self, thus defeat all the objects inducing her acqui- 
sition? Who will say so? 

As a foreign nation, inthe vicissitudes to which 
weak States particularly are incident, would she 
be able to hold the fortifications erected by the 
United States at Key Westand the Dry Tortugas, 
for the protection of one of the chief passages of 
the Gulf? Who believes it? In sudh an event, 
this Government standing aloof, would not these 
positions, sooner or later, fall into the hands of 
England, France, or Spain; and, in that event, 
would they not become to the Gulf and the great 
inland sea of the Mississippi what Gibraltar, in 
the hands of England, is to the Mediterranean? 
Nor would the danger of such a result be much 
diminished if a southern Confederacy, including 
Florida, should succeed to the jurisdiction of those 
positions; for, as a non-maritime power, it would 

c unable to cope with the great maritime nations 
of Europe. While, if they should fall under the 
power of Spain or Great Britain—the first holdin, 
Cuba, and the latter the Islands of Jamaica an 
Grand Cayman—either would be enabled abso- 
lutely to close the mouth of the Mississippi, by 
blocking up the narrow passage between Cuba 
and Yucatan on one side, and the same island and 
Florida on the other. Hence, in any event, the 
non-seceding and commercial States of the Union 
must needs retain those positions. 

Takestillanotherexample: that of Louisiana— 
the State of Louisiana. She is a partof what was 
once the French province of Louisiana; for which, 
in our infancy, we paid the sum of $15,000,000, 
when we were hardly able to pay anything; when 
we were small in population, overwhelmed with 
the revolutionary debt, bankrupt in credit, and 


continually menaced by the gréat: wars between 
republicanism and monarchy upon the: eastern: 
continent. ee 

That sum then was morcto us than $200,000,000 
are now; but relatively as large ns it was, it fell 
far short of the value of that provinice—a province 
extending from the Mississippi tiver in efinitely 
westward embracing ‘the area of an empire, 
traversed by noble rivers, abounding in rich min- 
crals, and lands of surpassing fertility, and which 
was transferred to us more in order to avoid Eng- 
land’s seizing it, than as an: equivalent. for. the 
really insignificant price paid forit. The French 
Consul Bonaparte, speaking of it, said: T 

“I know the price of what 1 abandon, and: have: bufi- 
ciently proved the importance that] attach to it, since my 
first diplomatic act with Spain had for its object its recovery. 
1 renounce it with the greatest regret. If [should regulate 
my terms according to the value of these vast regions to the 
United States, the indemnity would have no limits. Per 
haps it will be objected to me that the Americans may be 
found too powerful for Europe in two or three centuries; 
but my foresight does not embrace such remote fears.” 

Again; he exclaimed upon the conclusion of the 
treaty of cession: 

“ This accession ofterritory strengthens forever the power 
of the United States; and I have just given to England a 
maritime rival, that will sooner or later humble her pride.” 

Mr. Livingston, too, our minister at the French. 
Government, upon the signing of the treaty, 
addressing his colleague, Mr. Monroe, and the 
French minister, Barbé Marbois, broke: forth in 
the following rapturous strain: : 

“ We have lived long, but this is the noblest work ‘of our 
whole lives. From this day the United States take their 
place among the Powers of the first rank; the English tose 
all exclusive influence in the affairs of America. ‘The Uni- 
ted States will reéstablish the maritime rights of the world, 
which are now usurped by a single nation. The instruments 
which we have just signed will cause no-tears to be ‘shed; 
they prepare ages of happiness for innumerable generations | 
of human creatures. The Mississippi and Missouri wilt 
see them suceced one another, and multiply, traly worthy 
of the regard and care of Providence, in the-bosom of equal- 
ity, under just laws, freed from the errors of superstition 
and the scourges of bad government.?? 

Such was the estimate of the Louisiana prov- 
ince by the greatest. minds of that day. “Such 
were the prophesies of Bonaparte and Livingston. 
And has not subsequent experience progressively, 
but rapidly, contributed towards their fulfillment? 
The destinies of that great province, as thus viv- 
idly and graphically portrayed by these eminent 
men, were not those of a “pent up Utica”’ of a 
cotton confederacy, or a mere slave-State Union, 
but of an Gecan bound Republic, rising in the 
strength of the soaring eagle, flaunting the banner 
of freedom, and boasting the proud title of the 
“ United States of America.”’ 

This province, thus predestinated to unity with 
this Republic, and concurrence in the fulfillment 
ofits glorious mission, has since been carved into’ 
a number of States. and organized. Territories— 
into the States of Arkansas, Missouri, and lowa, 
and into the Territories of Kansas and Nebraska, 
besides the State of Louisianas which is the pass- 
way of all the former to the Gulf of Mexico; not 
only of them, but of Tennessee, Kentucky, west- 
ern Virginia, and Pennsylvania, and the six north- 
western States. The whole Mississippi valley has 
its only navigable outlet to the Gulf through Lou- 
isiana. Close that outlet, and all the people in- 
habiting the upper shores of the Mississippi and 
itsaffluents, amounting to eleven ortwelve million, 
at once become isolated and excluded from the 
Gulf. In that event the agricultural and other 
products of the upper valley annually descending 
the Mississippi to the Gulf, for an outlet to our 
eastern Atlantic cities and abroad, to the amount 
of $150,000,000, would be forced into some other 
direction, or be entirely stifled by insuperable dis- 
couragements. 

W hat, in the course of time, would be the effect 
of this deprivation upon the people inhabiting that 
valley? Would it not sap their enterprise, blunt 
their spirit, enervate their character, and degrade 
them to an inferior condition? “Will the brave and 
hardy men of that valley consent to soignomin- 
ious a fate? Wil the men who, in one genera; 
tion, have conquered the savage and the wilder. 
ness; who have built up an empire of ten million 
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people in the West—an empire distinguished for 
aris and sciences; for its great cities and thriving 
villages; for its green flelds and ‘olden harvests; 
for its floating palaces and hurtling locomotives, 
for its free schools, its universities, its numerous 
churches, and its electrical communication of 
thought from-Cairo:to St: Anthony; will such a 
people be content to become subordinate—a nar 
tionof herdsmen? Perishrather! And such, in 

AE N 
effect, is: the answer of Mr. Clay to the same 
questions in-his great speech inthe Senate in 1850. 
le gaid: : 

If this. Union shall become separated, new Unions, new 
confederacics, willarise ; and with respect to this—if there 
be'any—t! hope there is no one in the Senate—before whose 
imagination is flitting the idea of a great southern confed- 
eracy to take possession of the Balize.and the mouth of the 
Mississippi, T say in my place, never! never / Never! will 
we who occupy the broad waters of the Mississippi and its 
ubper tributaries consent that any foreign flag shall float at 
the Balize, or upon the turrets of the Crescent City—never! 
REVER!” 

Without the outlet of the Mississippi, what 
would ‘have been the inducement to purchase 
Louisiana; what the inducement to people it; 
what the inducement to make it the seat of a great 
empire? $ . 

Let menot be misunderstood. I do not desire 
wat. I would avoid it by all honorable means, 
particularly a civil war between any of the States 
of tbis Union. Such a war would be fratricidal, 
unnatural, and most bloody. Jt would be a war 
between States equally jealous of their honor, and 
men equally brave. I would forfeit my own self- 
respect, if 1 could. disparage the courage of my 
brethren, cither ofthe North or the South; forcour- 
age is the distinction of neither, but the virtuc of 
both. The only difference between them is, that 
the man of the South fights from impetuosity, 
the man of the North from purpose, and the man 
of the West from a restless spirit of adventure. 
Myself a Kentuckian by birth, and an Ilinoisan 
by nurture and education, I would deplore such 
a war as the greatest calamity that could befall 
the country; yet, as a practical man, and a rep- 
resentative of the people, I must not shut my eyes 
to the logic of cause and effect—to the popular 
instinct of gelf-preservation. 

Some sixty years ago, when the white people 
of the Mississippi valley scarcely numbered 
two hundred thousand, and when Kentucky and 
Frankland (now Tennessee) were almost the only 
American settlements west of the Alleghanies, the 
peoploof that valley seriously deliberated whether 
they should transfer their allegiance to the Span- 
ish crown, or forcibly seize New Orleans for the 
purpose of securing the outlet of the Mississippi 
river, And, at a later date, they boldly offered 
to Spain the alternatives of war or a concession of 
the jurisdiction of that river to the United States. 
But let history speak for itself on these points, 
Gayarre, in his history of Louisiana, says: 

Tn 1786, the western portion of North Carolina, which 
was called the V 
dependent, and bad constituted itself into the State of 
Frankland, which organized its government, and elected 
Colonel John Sevior as its first Governor. Bat Congress 
interfered in favor of North Carolina, the authority of which 
was maintained, and the new Srate of Frankland terp- 
inated its brief career in 1787, This first attempt in the 
West to throw off openly the allegiance due to the parent 
State had aroused intenac excitement for and against it; and 
the secessionists, still persevering in their former designs, 
were watching for the opportunity to renew them. Tins, 
on the l2th of September, 1788, ex-Governor John Sevier 
had written-to Gardoqui, to inform him that the inhabitants 
of Frankland were unanimous in their vehement desire to 
form an alliance and treaty of commerce with Spain, and put 
themselves under her protection. Wherefore, he begged for 
ammunition, money, and whatever other assistance Miro 
(Governor of Louisiana) could grant, to aid the execution 
ofthe contemplated separation from North Carolina ; pledg- 
ing the faith of the State of Frankland for the payment of 
whatever sums Spain might advance, and whatever ex- 
penses she might incur, in an enterprise which would se- 
gure to her such durable and important results.” 

_ The same author gives the following passage, 
ina letter written by General Wilkinson on the 
12th of February, 1789, to Miro: 

“Thus, sir, if we review the policy [of annexation to 
Spain) favored by the tubabitants of Kentucky, we see that 
the most intelligent and wealthiest relish our designs, which 


are Opposed by only two men of rank, who, controlled by | 
their fears of silly demagognes, and filling their followers | 


with hopes from the expected action of the new Congress, 
have caused the suspension of the measures we had in 
view to unite the people, and thus to recure the success of 
our plang without involving the country in violent civil 
commotions.”? 


Again, the same author says: 


“ Acting under the influence of the same policy, and in 
order to prevent the aflux of Americans to Naw Orleans at 


hington district, had declared itself in- | 


1 


| possession of th 


a time which involved peculiar difficulties, the intendant, 
Morales; issued.an order suspending the right of deposit at 
that town, by a proclamation of the 16th of October, 1802. 
This measure was extremely prejudicial to-New Orleans, 
where italmost produced a famine, by stopping the supplies 
of flour and other western produce, necessary for the daily 
sustenance of its population. 

< When this news reached the western people, they were 
fired with indignation atan act which suspended theircom- 
merce with New Orleans, and deprived them of an outlet 
without which they could hardly exist. Numerous appeals, 
petitions, and even violent threats, were addressed to the 
General Government on the subject, and the protracted em- 
barrassments of the West were exposed to the whole peo- 
ple of the United States in so impressive a manner as to 
command their deep attention, and to force the Govern- 
ment into immediate and energetic action. Here is a spe- 
cimen of the language used on the occasion: ‘The Mis- 
sissippi,’ said the western people, ‘is ours by the law of 
nature; it belongs to us by our numbers, and by the labor 
which we have bestowed on those spots which, before our 
arrival, were desert and barren. Our innumerable rivers 
swell it, and flow with it into the Gulf of Mexico. Its 
mouth is the only issue which nature has given to our 
waters, and we wish to usc it for our vessels. No power 
in the worid shall deprive us of this right. We do not pre- 
vent the Spaniards and French from ascending the riverto 
our towns and villages. We wish in our tum to descend 
it, without any interruption, to its mouth, to ascend it 
again, and exercise our privilege of trading on it and nav- 
igating it at our pleasure. If our most entire liberty in this 
matter is disputed, nothing shall prevent our taking posses- 
sion of the Capital, and, when we are once master of it, we 
shall know how to maintain ourselves there. tif Congress 
refuses us effectual protection, if it forsakes us, we will 
adopt the measures which our safety requires, even if they 
endanger the peace of the Union and our connection with 
the other States. No protection, no allegiance.’ ? 

Mr. Madison, as Secretary of State, writing to 
Mr. Livingston, (November 27, 1802,) on thesame 
eet ne suspension of the right of deposit, 
Bala: 

“From whatever source the measure may have pro- 
ceeded, the President expects that the Spanish Government 
will neither lose a moment in countermanding it, nor hesi- 
tate to repair every damage which may result irom it. You 
are aware of the sensibility of our western citizens to such 
an occurrence. ‘This sensibility is justified by the interest 
they have at stake. She Mississippi to them is everything. 
It isthe Hudson, the Delaware, the Potomac, and all the nav- 
igable rivers of the Atlantic States, formed into one stream. 
The produce exported through that channel, last year, 
amounted to $1,622,672 from the district of Kentucky and 
Mississippi ouly,and will probably be fifty per cent. more 
this year, from the whole western country. Kentucky alone 
has exported, for the first halfof this year, $591,432 in value, 
a great part of which is now, or will shortly be, afloat for 
New Orleans, and consequently exposed to the effects of 
this extraordinary exer of power. While you presume, 
therefore, in your representations to the Spanish Govern- 
ment, that the conduct of its officer is no less contrary to 
its intentions than itis to its good faith, you will take care 
to express the strongest confidence that the breach of the 


treaty will be repaired in every way which justice and a | 


regard for a friendly neighborhood may require.” 

Mr. Madison, again writing to Mr. Livingston 
(May 1, 1803) upon the cession of Louisiana by 
Spain to the French Republic, said: 

“The cession of Louisiana to France becomes daily more 
and morc a source of painful apprehension. Notwithstand- 
ing the treaty of March, 1801, and notwithstanding the gen~ 
eral belief in France on the subject, and the accounts from 
St. Domingo, that part of the armament sent to that island 
was eventually destined for Louisiana, a hope was still 
drawn from your early conversations with M. Talleyrand, 
that the French Government did not mean to pursue the 
object. Since the reeeiptor your last communications, no 
hope remains but from the accumulating difficulties of going 
through with the undertaking, and trom the conviction you 


| may he able to impress, that it must have an instant and | 


powerful cfeetin changing the relations between France 
and the United States. The change is obvious; and the 


more it can be developed in candid and friendly appeals to | 


the reflections of the French Government, the more it will 
urge it to revise and abandon the project. A mere neigh- 


borhood could not be friendly to the harmony which both i 


countries have so much an interest in cherishing; but if a 
mouth of tie M ippt is to be added to 
the other causes of diseord, the worst events are to be ap- 
prehended. You will consequently spare no efforts, that 
will consist with prudence and dignity, to lead the coun- 
cils of France ta proper views of this subject, and to an 
abandonment of her present purpose.” 


Pursuing the same subject, Mr, Ross (Febru- 
ary 14, 1803) said: 


« To the free navigation of the Mississippi we had an 


undoubted right from nature, and from the position of our | 
- l p 


western country. This right, and the right of deposit in 
the island of New Orleans, had been solemnly acknowl- 
edged and fixed by treaty in 1795. ‘That treaty had been 
fu actual operation and execution for many years; and 
now, without any pretense ef abuse or violation on our 
part, the officers of the Spanish Government deny that 
right, refuse the place of deposit, and add the most offen- 
sive of all insults, by forbidding us from landing on any 
part of their territory, and shutting us out asa common 
nuisance. 

« Why not seize, then, what is so essential to ts as a 
nation? Why not expel the wrong-doers—wrong-doers by 
their own confession—to whom by seizure we are doing 
no injury? Paper contracts, or treaties, have proved too 
feeble. Plant yourselves on the river, fortify the banks, 
invite those who have an interest at stake to defend it; do 
justice to yourselves when your adversaries deny it; and 
feave the event to Him who controls the fate of nations.” 


Subsequently, Mr. Ross offered a series of res- 
vlutions for the consideration of the Senate, from 
which I quote, as follows: 


“That the President ke authorized to take immediate 
possession of such place or places in the same island (New 
Orleans) or the adjacent territories, as he may deem fitand 
convenient for the purposes aforesaid ; and to adopt such 
other measures for obtaining that complete security as to 
him, in his wisdom, shall seem meet. 

“That he be anthorized to call into actual service any 
number of the militia of the States of South Carolina, Gvor- 
gia, Ohio, Kentucky, ‘Tennessee, or the Mississippi Terri- 
tory, which he may think proper, not exceeding fifty thou- 
saud, and to employ them, together with the military and 
naval forees of the Union, for effecting the objects above 
mentioned.” 

His colleague, Mr. Maclay, addressing the Sen- 
ate in support of these resolutions, said: 

« These observations are urged upon the supposition that 
itis in the power of the Government to restrain the impet- 
nosity of the western pcople, and to prevent their doing 
justice to themselves; which, by the by, I beg to be under- 
stood as not believing, but expressly the contrary. They 
know their own strength ; they know the feebleness of the 
enemy; they know the infinite importance of the stake; 
and they feel, permit me to say, sir, with more than mere 
sensibility, the insults and injuries they have received; and 
I believe will not submit, even for the approaching season, 
to their present ruinous and humiliating situation. You 
had as well pretend to dam up the mouth of the Missis- 
sippi and say to its restless waves, ye shall cease here, and 
never mingle with the ocean, as to expect they will be pre- 
vented from descending it. Without the free use of the 
river, and the necessary advantages of deposit below our 
line, their fertile country is not worth possession ; their pro- 
duce must be wasted in the fields, or rot in their granaries. 
These are rights not only gwarantced to them by treaty, but 
also given to them by the God of nature, and they will en- 
force than, with or without the authority of the Govern- 
ment; and let me ask whether it is more dignified for the 
Government to lead or follow in the path of honor? One 
it must do, or give up that western country.” 


Mr. Morris, Senator from New York, also ad- 
vocated the seizure of the island of New Orleans; 
and finally, upon the motion of Mr. Breckinridge, 
of Kentucky, Mr. Ross’s resolutions were substi- 
tuted, and a bill passed more fully developing 
their suggestions, enacted to carry them into ef- 
fect. The substitute resolutions are as follows: 

* Resolved, That the President of the United States be, 
and he is hereby, authorized, whenever he shall judge it 
expedient, to require of the executives of the several States 
to take effectual measures to arm and equip, according to 
law, and to hold in readiness to march, at a moment’s warn- 
ing, eighty thousand effective militia, officers included. 

“<'Mhat the President may, if.be judges it expedient, aw- 
thorize the executives of the several States to accept, as 
part of the detachment aforesaid, any corps of volunteers 
who shall continue in service for such time, not exceeding 
—— months, and perform such services as shall be pre- 
seribed by law. 

“That —— dollars be appropriated for paying and sub- 
sisting such part of the troops aforesaid, whose actual ser- 
vice may be wanted, and for defraying such other expenses, 
during the recess of Congress, as the President may deem 
necessary for te security of the territory of the United 
States. 

“That —— dollars be appropriated for crecting, at such 
place or places on the western waters as the President may 
judge most propcer, one or imore arsenals.” 


On the 30th of April, 1803, the treaty with 
France ceding Louisiana to the United States was 
signed, and happily put an end to all further con- 
troversy in regard to the ownership of that prov- 
ince. 

In view of these historical facts, ean it be 
doubted what would be the course, nay, the ne- 
cessity, of the twelve or thirteen million people 
inhabiting the upper valley of the Mississippi if 
that river should be closed against them and their 
immense commerce? If two hundred thousand 
people, with a comparatively insignificant com- 
merce, were ready to appeal to arms to secure tho 
free navigation of that river in 1803, would sixty 
times the same number of people, with a corre- 
sponding commerce, do less now? Only the man 

uninitiated in the springs of human action will 
say SO. 

No, the Mississippi valley is a geographical 
unit. Its great river, with its intersecting tribu- 
taries reaching outin every direction to its utmost 
limits, is the hand of Almighty God, binding it 
together as one homogeneous and complete whole. 
It is an organic body, inseparable except by vio- 
lence to the laws of nature and those other laws 
of commerce, education, and society, which are 
induced by the former. Let it be divided to-day, 
and ere long, when the frenzy of the hour shall 
have subsided, its dismembered parts will cleave 
together again by irresistible attraction; will re- 
umte as the mutilated lips of an incised wound 
by the first intention, A higher law than the 
slave law must control the destiny of the Missis- 


| sippi valley—the law of natura attraction and 
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cohesion. I say this in no offensive, but in a 
philosophical sense; and the reconstruction job- | 

ers of the day, if they would make permanent | 
work, must bear it in mind. 

Why, indeed, is not Missouri and the whole 
Southwest, including Texas, Tennessee, and Ken- 
tucky, closer in interest and natural affinity to 
Illinois and the whole Northwest, than the same 
States are to South Carolina, Georgia, and Flor- į 
ida? Why, too, are not Virginia, Maryland, 
Delaware, and perhaps North Carolina, closer, in 
the affinities ofagricultural products and economic 
policy, to Pennsylvania, New York, New Jersey, 
and the whole Northwest, than the same States 
are to South Carolina, Géorgia, Florida, Ala- 
bama, and Mississippi? These are questions to 


be answered by reason and facts, and not by mo- | 


mentary passion and prejudice. 

But in a wider, loftier view than mere sectional 
interest and official duty, is there not something 
to draw us, by earnest, eager, and irresistible 
attraction, to a fearless, faithful, and enduring 
embrace of this glorious Union? What, with its 
memories of the past, its blessings of the present, 
and its hopes of the future, is it not worth to us? 
Behold its youthful energies grasping a continent 
as the young warrior grasps his shield and buck- 
ler! Behold its lofty stature piercing the vaulted 
skies in the dim and distant peaks of the Alle- 
ghany and Rocky Mountains! Behold its com- 
merce whiteningevery sea! Behold its agriculture 
strewing the land and gorging the rivers and the 
Jakes with its infiniteprofusion! Behold its toiling, | 
tircless workshops and manufuctories, forging 
and fabricating all that utility, luxury, or taste, 
can crave! Behold its constellations of schools, 
colleges, and universities, sparkling as diamonds 
upon its bosom, and illuminating ils extended | 
sphere with grace, beauty, and intelligence! Be- 
hold its expanded arms offering an asylum to the 
oppressed ofall nations! Behoid its glancing ban- 
ner in the van of human progress! Behold its em- 
blematic eagle soaring with unblenching gaze full 
in the sunlight of a higher, nobler, and purer civ- 
lization than ever before kindled the aspirations 
of any other people! Behold this great federative 
system—behold it, built upon the Divine idea of 
the universe itself—with its central sun and plan- 
etary orbs, each revolving within its separate 
sphere, and all revolving collectively, and as-a 
dependent whole, within the circle of its mighty 
orbit! Behold all this, and answer me whether 
this wondrous political creation, the work of our 
fathers, and their loving legacy to us as their chil- 
dren, is not worth preserving? 

Patriotism, too, the sacred obligation of patriot- 
ism, would prompt every loyal citizen, whether 
in the North orin the South, to defend and main- 
tain the integrity of the Union and the authority 
of its common Government against the inroads of 
violence. Notonly the universal allegiance of all 
citizens of the United States binds them to it; but 
we, and all other public officers, especially are 
solemnly bound to it by our oaths. We cannot 
avoid it if we would. 

We hear, however, the clamor of coercion—of 
coercion of States~a clamor got up, ifnot to make 
us all traitors, at least to frighten us out of our 
propriety. Whatisthe foundation for thisclamor? 
Do the friends of the Union propose to invade 
South Carolina for the purpose of subjugating her 
people? Do they propose to force her to send | 


her members of Congress back here, or to hold || 


any Federal office, or to perform any active Fed- 
eral duty? Notso. All we propost is to protect 
1 


Rather is it coercion for a State to require of us 
to submit to her spoliation of the forts, arsenals, 
dock-yards, custom-houses, post offices, and the 
arms and munitions of the United States. Such 
submission, sir, in my opinion, would be in the 
last degree reprehensible and disgraceful. Utter 
imbecility only can tolerate it; and if that be the 
condition of our Government, let us at once abol- 
ish it, and proclaim to the world the sad fact, that 
the last and most auspicious experiment of free 
government has signally failed. 

Can anything but madness countenance the 
scheme of secession? Let it become a practical 
doctrine, and the most fatal consequences must 
follow. Not only will States secede from the 


towns from both; and thus the work of disintegra- 
tion and dissolution will go on until the whole 
frame of society and government will be ingulfed 
in one bottomless and boundless chaos of ruin. 

° Already it has induced civil war; indeed, in itself 
it is civil war. 

Whatdo we see? Castle Pinckney, Fort Moul- 
tric, and the arsenal, and all other property of 
the United States, except Fort Sumter, in the 
harbor and city of Charleston, have been seized, 
and arc now held by the revolutionary forces of 
South Carolina. And still later, we hear that a 
vessel sent by the United States, under the stars 
and stripes, with supplies to their garrison in Fort 
Sumter, has been fired into by order of the Gov- 
ernorofthatState. Morcthan that; she has placed 
herself upon a complete war footing by organ- 
izing and arming her militia, and voting large 
supplics of money to maintain her military estab- 
lishments. i 
son, Pulaski, and Morgan; and Alabama the 
United States arsenal at Mobile, containing seven- 
ty-eight thousand stand of arms, one thousand five 
hundred boxes of powder, three hundred thou- 
sand rounds of musket cartridges, and other mu- 
nitions of war; and thus:the war commenced, 
goes on, thus mad men rush upon— 

“Lean famine, quartering steci, and climbing fire.’ 


Oh, how changed the scene of yesterday !— 
warnings, and portents and evils ominous, are 
upon us. Behold! The genius of America, that 
fair divinity of peace, whose noble statue, vying 
the noblest work of Phidias, graces the Capitol 
grounds. Alas! behold, behold! she has fled 
affrighted from her empyreal throne; and Mars, 
the “ mailed Mars, up to his ears in blood,” has 
usurped her sway, and, in the hoarse dissonance 
of war, proclaims: 

éc Put armor on thine cars, and on thine cyes 5 

Whose proof, nor yells of inothers, maids, nor babes, 
Nor sight of priests in holy vestments bleeding, 
Shall pierce a jot.” 

But before passing from this topic, let me in- 
voke the solemn and eloquent warnings of the 
immortal Jackson upon the subject of disunion. 


people: 

«What have you to gain by division and dissension? 
Deiude not yourselves with the belief thata breach once 
made, may be afterwards repaired. Ifthe Union is once 
severed, the line of separation will grow wider and wider, 
and the controversies which are now debated and settled 
in the halls of legislation, will then be tried in fields of 
| battle, and determined by the sword. Neither should you 
! deecive yourselves with the hope that the first line of sep- 
aration would be the permancnt onc, and that nothing but 
harmony and concord would be found in tie new associa- 
lions formed upon the dissolution of the Union. Local 
interests would still be found there, and unchastened am- 
bition. 
which the people of these United States stood side by side 
against the common foe; the memory of victorics won by 
their united valor; the prosperity and happiness they have 


the property and jurisdiction of the United States. | 
by defensive measures—no more. 
coercion? 

Again, sir: is it coercion of a State for-us to do | 
what we are sworn to do—to support “ the Con- 
stitution,” and ** the laws” and ‘‘ treaties” of the 


United States, as ‘ the supreme law of the land? ” i! 
Is it coercion for us to maintain, peaceably if we ; 
can, forcibly if we must, possession of the treas- | 


ure and other property of the United States? Is 
it coercion for us to stay the violent and lawless 
hand that would tear down the noble structure of 
our Government? Nay, more; is it coercion for 
us to let the flag of the Union stand upon the 
bosom of our country, where our fathers planted 
it; to let the cagle of America sweep with buoy- 
ant wing the wide domain of this great nation? 
Is that coercion? Why, sir, it is a perversion 
of all language, a mockery of all ideas, to say so. 


enjoyed under the present Constitution; the proud name 


And is (had jauey bear as citizens of this great Republic ;—if al} these 


recollections and proofs of common interest are not strong 
enough to bind us together as onc people, what tio will hold 
united the new divisions of empire when these bonds have 
been broken, and this Union disscvered? . The first line of 
separation would not last for a single generation; new 
ragments would be torn off; new leaders would spring up 3 
and this great and glorious Republic would soon be broken 
ij into a multitude of petty States, without commerce, with- 
out credit, jealous of oneanother, armed for mutual ageres- 
sions, loaded with taxes to pay armies and leaders, seeking 
i aid against cach other from foreign Powers, insulted and 
i:i trampled upon by the nations of Europe, until, harassed 
i} with conflicts and bumbled and debased in spirit, they 
i} would be ready to submit to the absolute dominion of any 
| military adventurer, z surrender their liberty for the sake 
: of repose. [tis impossible to look on the consequences 
that would inevitably follow the destruction of this Gov- 
rament, and not feel indignant when we hear cold calcu- 
lations about the value of the Union, and have so con- 
' stantly before us a line of conduet so well calculated to 
i} weaken its tics.” 


Union, but counties from States, and cities and | 


Georgia, too, has seized Forts Jack- | 


He asks, in his farewelladdress to the American | 


And if the recollection of common dangers, in | 


But it is answered by ding States 
they are aggrieved, and mustneeds have’ 
And what are their ‘alleged: grievances 
the nullification of the fugitive slave law 
so-called liberty bills of the northern States, : 
otherwise; second, the exclusion of ‘sla prop> 
erty from the Territories of the: United: States; 
_third, the continued agitation of thé slavery ques: 
tion; and fourth, the election of Mr- Lincoln. 
This is the gravameń of the indictment : lately 
drawn up by South Carolina, and published to the 
world. In part it is trde, and-in part untrue. 

So far as Illinois is concerned, except. in.a few 
instances of rescue, there has been no serious 
obstruction offered to the execution of. the fugi- 
tive act, either under color of law or otherwise; 
and in the cases of rescue referred to, the parties 
implicated were promptly and exemplarily pun» 
ished by the courts and juries in the State. On 
the contrary, Illinois has had upon: her statute- 
books, for more than. twenty-five. years,. police 
laws operating efficiently in aid of the ‘fugitive 
act. Without pausing to dwell upon these laws,. 
I refer all who are concerned, and particularly 
her assailants, to them. Noris it true that ama- 
jority of her delegation in Congress has at ayy 
time voted to exclude slave property from the 
Territories. Asa Representative from Illinois, 
I have always voted against excluding it, and in 
favor of the doctrine of non-intervention by Con- 
gress upon the subject. This has been my course 
from the date ef the Wilmot proviso to the pres- 
ent day. 

As to our. territorial acquisitions, and the op- 
portunities afforded forslavery expansion, auvele 
there is no just ground of complaint by the South. 
What are the facts? All the Territories hitherto 
acquired have been slave Territories, and in large 
part eminently adapted to slave labor. ‘So it was 
of Louisiana, now embracing the cotton and:su> 
gar-growing slave States of Louisiana and Ark- 
ansas; so of Florida, now another slave ‘State; 
and so of Texas, still another slave ‘State; and 
withouthinderance slavery has spread all over this 
extensive area, quite upto, and even beyond its 
climatic ability to sustain itself—as in northern 
Missouri and Texas, and in the Territory of New 
Mexico. On the other hand, as often as our 
territory has been clipped, it has been on the 
north and free side—asg in the case of Maine and 
Massachusetts, under the Ashburton treaty; and 
of Oregon, under the Washington treaty. 

It is true, however, and F admit the fact, that 
several of the northern States have passed laws 
obstructive of the execution of the fugitive act, 
and violative of a solemn guarantee of the Con- 
stitution of the United States. And protesting 
against it, as a northern man I appeal-to the moral 
sense, the good faith and love of country of the 
people of those States, to repeal those laws, re- 
move this grievance, and right themselves in the 
eyes of their countrymen, Will they not do, it? 
I verily believe they will when their sober second 
thought has had time to act upon the subject. 
Already the people of Pennsylvania, New York, 
Vermont, Maine, and Massachusetts; have led off 
upon the subject; and no doubt the people of the 
other delinquent States will follow theirexample. 

Admitting, however, as I do, that the slavery 
agitation was commenced in the North, still I can- 
not say that the South is blameless in regard to it. 
On the contrary, both sections have been driven 
into excesses upon the subject by incendiary dem- 
agogues. In the North there are the Garrisons 
and Phillipses, who are but the counterparts of the 
Rhetts and Yanceys of the South. The one, re- 
garding the Constitution as a shield for slavery, 
denounces it as “ a covenant with death and an 
agreement with hell;’’ while the other, regarding 
the Union as the enemy of slavery, denounces it 
as the coil of the anaconda crushing out the life- 
blood of the South. These characters, on the one 
side, as crusadersagainst slavery ,assume to crush 
it out by authority of God; while on the other, 
as propagandists, they deem it their Heaven-ap- 
pointed mission to spread it everywhere, Such 
characters are but the incarnation of fanaticism, 
Transpose them geographically, one to the South 
and the other to the North, and each will èm- 
brace the other’s form of fanaticigzm—the Abo- 
litionist becoming a fire-eater, and the fire-eater 
an Abolitionist, ee 

It is such men who have led the way in forming 
two great sectional parties; one, the ahti-slavery 
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Republican party of the N orth; and the other, the 
pro-slavery disunion party of the South, which, 
respectively, have seized the control of their par- 
ticular sections, and are now grinding the Union 
into powder. 
“The one seem’d woman to the waist, and fair, 
But ended foul in many. a svaly told, 
” Voluminotis and vast.” 
This was the parent; and the other: 
‘Black it stood as night, 
Fierce as ten furies, terrible as hell, 
And shook a dreadful durt.” 

This was the hideous offspring of the fraudfal 
parent. 

And thus I'am brought to the consideration of 
the last ground of complaint—the election of 
Abraham Lincoln. And who, let me inquire, is 
responsible for his election? Surely, not the reg- 
ular national Democracy, who were antagonized 
by the Republican party on the one side, and by 
the disunionists on the other. That party faith- 
fully and fearlessly resisted Mr. Lincoln’s vlection 
to the last. Occupying a middle ground, they 
counseled reason, moderation, and forbearance; 
but amid the storm of excitement that prevailed, 
their counsels were unheeded. Their brethren of 
the South seceded from the Democratic conven- 
tion; set up a new party test, bolted the regular 
Democratic nomination, and dividing its forces, 
by consequence betrayed itssuccess. Therespons 
ibility, therefore, be upon others, not upon us. 

“Thou cans’t not say, I did it; never shake 
Thy gory jocks at me.’? 


Such being the primary and secondary cause, 
and such the disastrous result, we say now, to 
the Republicans, abjure your fanatical and pro- 
scriptive dogmas; and to the disunionists, or rather 
to our conservative brethren of the South of all 
parties, we say—to them we say, stay disunion— 
stay that fatal movement, at least until the people 
of the North, in their sober second thought, have 
had time to come to the rescue. 

Let us all—let all conservative men of all par- 
ties and of all sections, from the Atlantic to the 
Pacific, from the Gulf of Mexico to the far lakes— 
rally in favor of the integrity of the Constitution 
and the Union. Let them merge the partisan in 
the patriot, and, coming up to the altar of their 
country, generously sacrifice every angry feeling 
and ambitious aim for the welfare and glory of 
that country. Let no man, whether he be Dem- 
ocrat, Republican, or American, refuse to yield 
something of his opinions and prepossessions 
in deference to others, and the higher claims of 

atriotism. All government, all authority, all 

uman life, is a compromise. Christianity itself 
is a compromise between justice and mercy—be- 
tween disobedience and its predoomed punish- 
ment. Let us, therefore, in a spirit of conciliation 
and concession, compromise our existing differ- 
ences upon just and equitable terms; let us all do 
this for the good ofall. Our fathers set us such an 
example in the formation of the Federal Consti- 
tution; and why cannot we follow it as the con- 
dition of preserving and perpetuating that sacred 
instrument? To do so would be no discredit or 
disparagement to any one, but an honor to all. 
The people, posterity, and future history, in the 
name of freedom and humanity, call for it. 

Personally, I would prefer compromise upon 
the basis of non-intervention by Congress with 
slavery in the States, in the Territories, and in 
the District of Columbia. My own choice would 
be, to leave the people of the States and Territo- 
ries each to decide for themselves whether they 
would or would not have slavery, and what 
should be the character of their other local insti- 
tutions. This would be my choice; butif such a 
settlement is unacceptable to the majority, then [ 
am willing to forego my strong objections to a geo- 
graphical line, and adopt the plan of adjustment 
recommended bya committee of the members 
from the border States, which is familiar to the 
members of the House, and which, as the peace- 


offering of conservative men, would no doubt | 


meet the approbation of the great mass of the 4 


people; a plan which I understand my distin- 
guished friend from Arkansas (Mr. Rest] is pre- 
pared to bring before the House on the first op- 
portunity. 


Mr. COX. Mr. Chairman, I speak from and | 
for the capital of the greatest of the States of the | 


great West. That potential section is beginning 
to be appalled at the golossal strides of revolu- 


‘Constitution, than by open rebellion. Now, sir, 


-This is one of the stern facts which this Congress 


| by threat or denunciation, Our Government dee 


tion. It has immense ‘interests at stake in this 
Union, as well from its position as its power and 
patriotism. We have had infidelity to the Union 
before; but never in such a fearful shape. We | 
had it in the East during the late war with Eng- 
land. Even so late as the admission of Texas, 
Massachusetts resolved herself out of the Union. | 
That resolution has never been repealed; and one | 
would infer, from much of her conduct, that she 
did not regard herself as bound by our covenant. | 
Since 1856, in the North, we have had infidelity 
to the Union, more by insidious infractions of the 


asa consequence, in part, of these very infractions, 
we have rebellion itself, open and daring, in ter- 
rific proportions, with dangers so formidable as 
to seem almost remediless. 

From the time I took my seat this session, I 
have acted and voted in every way to remove the 
causes of discontent and to stop the progress of 
revolution. At the threshhold, I voted to raise the 
committee from each State; and I voted against ex- 
cusing the members who sought to withdraw from i 
it, because I believed then, that such a committee, 

atrioticaly constituted, as I believe it was, had 
mit much of hope and safety; and because, to ex- 
cuse members from service onit, upon the ground 
of secession, was to recognize the heresy. Iam 
ready to vote now for any salutary measure 
which will bring peace and preserve the Union, 
Herodotus relates that when Mardonius was en- 
camped in Beotia, before the battle of Platæa, he 
and fifty of his officers were invited to mect the 
same number of Thebans at a banquet, at which 
they reclined in pairs, a Persian and a Theban 
upon each couch. During the entertainment one 
of the Persians, with many tears, predicted to his 
Thcban companion the speedy and utter destruc- 
tion of the invading army, and when asked why 
he used no influence witk Mardonius to avert it, 
he answered: 

“ When one would give faithful counsel, nobody is will- 
ing to believe him. Although many of us Persians are 
aware of the end we are coming to, We still go on, because 
we are bound to our destiny; and this is the very bitterest 
of a man’s griefs, tosee clearly, butto have no power to do 
anything at all”? 

I believe, sir, that the events now transpiring 
are big with disaster to my country. [have done 
my humble part for years to prevent them; but l 
do not see now that any cffort on my part can į 
avail; and this is the bitterest of a man’s grief. Tt 
is in such a peril as this that the heart spontanc- 
ously prays for a nearer communication with a 
divine prescience. We long for some direction 
from a superior power, in whose great mind the 
end is secn from the beginning. At least, one 
might wish for some magic mirror óf Merlin, in 
which to see the foes of our country approach, so 
as rightly to guard against them. 

Four States have, in so far as they could, by 
their own act, separated from our Federal Union. 


has to encounter. The Government is passing 
through one of those historic epochs incident to 
all nationalities. Our prosperity has made us 
proud, rich, intolerant, and sclf-sufficient; and 
therefore prone to be rebellious. We have waxed 
fat—are doing well, “ tempestuously well.” As- 
cending to the height of a national glory, through 
a national unity, we are in danger of falling by 
our own dizziness. We are called upon to break 
down and thrust aside the very means of our 
ascent—the Constitution itself! 

In such a time, the bitter crimination and vain 
threats and insults of party and of sections are 
out of place. They should not turn the people 
of the North from doing their whole duty to the 
South; nor the South from a more deliberate re- 
view of its past, and a more prudential view of 
its perilous future. No man hasthe right to say 
or do aught that will further exasperate the pub- 
lic sentiment of the South. No good man in the 
North can oppose any measure of honorable re- 
cession from wrong. I cannot speak of South 
Carolina in the tone and temper of some. She 
has been a part of our national life. Her blood 
is in our veins; her Marions, Sumters, and Pinck- 
neys are ours. Eutaw, Cowpens, and Camden; 
are they nota part of that glory, which no more 
can be separated from the Union than the dawn 
from the sun? Whatever may be our indignation 
against her, or our duty to ourselves, Jet us re- 
member that public sentiment is not to be reached 


pends for its execution on public sentiment. To 
that sentiment alone, in its calmer mood, are 
we to look for a restoration of a better feeling. 
When that fecling comes, it will be hailed like the 
sea-bird which visited the sea-tossed caraval of 
Columbus—as the harbinger ofa firm-set footing 


H beyond! 


Other facts of a similar perilous character will 
soon transpire. Georgia, Texas, and Louisiana, 
will assuredly follow the erratic course of South 
Carolina. This fact must soon be encountered. 
South Carolina has been singing her Marseillaise, 
and the waves of the Gulf make accordant music 
in the revolutionary anthem, It but echoes the 
abolition of the North and West; for scarcely 
had the song died away on the shores of Lake 
Eric, before South Carolina took it up with a 
wilder chorus! Extremes thus meet. Extremes 
north have aided, if not conspired, with extremes 
south, in the work of disintegration, 

That work will go on. IT know’that we are 
very slow to believe in any sign of dissolution. 
We have faith in our luck. We have trust ina 
certain inventive faculty, which has never yet 
failed us, either in mechanical or political expe- 
dients. Our politics are plastic to emergencies. 
Still I must warn the people of Ohio that it is the 
well-grounded fear, almost the foregone conclu- 
sion of the patriotic statesmen here, that the work 
of breaking up will go on, until the entire South 
shall be arrayed against the entire North, 

In view of these facts, I will discuss these 
propositions: ` 

1. That secession is not a right in any possi- 
ble relation in which it can be viewed; to tolerate 
it in theory or practice, is moral treason to patri- 
otism and good government. 

2. That while it may not involve such direful 
consequences as other revolutions, still it is rev- 
lution. 

3. That every effort of conciliation should be 
exhausted to check it, before force is applied ” 

4, That if the North does not do her part fully 
in recession from aggression, it will be imposst- 
ble to unite the northern people, or any portion 
of the southern people, in repressing secession. 

5. That if the South will make a patient en- 
deavor, equal to the great occasion, to secure her 
rights in the Union, I believe that she will suc- 
cced; and if she is then repulsed, it will be impos- 
sible for her to receive any detriment from the 
North; but she will depart in peace. 

6. If she go inconsiderately, as some States 
are going, the country may incur the fearful 
hazard of war. 

7. If the South press the one hard overmaster- 
ing question upon the North, and follow it up 
with seizure of forts and revenue, cannonading of 
our vessels and other aggressive acts, without 
giving an opportunity for conciliation, there will 

c no power in the conservatism of the North to 
restrain the people. No sacrifice will be consid- 
ered too great to make in the protection and defense 
of the Union. 

8. That, in the present state of facts, so long as 
the revenues can be collected on land or sea, and 
the forts and harbors can be commanded by the 
Federal Government, that Government must be, 
as to these matters, the Government de facto, as 
well as de jure; and that so long as this status can 
be maintained by the Executive, itshould be done 
by all the legal forces of the Government. 

9. Only when revolution becomes so formi- 
dable as to be irresistible, would it be proper to 
inquire whether coercion would not be Poth sui- 

idal to the Union and criminal to mankind. 

I would not exaggerate the fearful consequences 

dissolution. Itis the breaking up of a feder- 
ative Union; but it is not like the breaking up of 
society. It is not anarchy. A link may fall from 
the chain, and the link may still be perfect, though 
the chain have lost its length and its strength. 
In the uniformity of commercial regulations, in 
matters of war and peace, postul arrangements, 
foreign relations, coinage, copy-rights, tariff, and 
other Federal and national affairs, this great Gov- 
ernment may be broken; but in most of the es- 
sential liberties and rights which Government is 
the agent to establish and protect, the. seceding 
State has no revolution, and the remaining States 
can have none. Thisarises from that refinement 
of our polity which makes the States the basis of 
our instituted order. Greece was broken by the 
Persian power; but her municipal institutions re- 
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mained. Hungary has lost her national crown; 
but her home institutions remain. South Car- 
olina may preserve her constituted domestic au- 
thority; but she must be content to glimmer 
obscurely reniote; rather than shine and revolve in 
a constellated band. She even goes out by the 
ordinance of a so-called sovereign convention, 
content to lose, by her isolation, that youthful, 
vehement, exultant, progressive life, which is our 
NATIONALITY! She foregoes the hopes, the boasts, 
the flag, the music, all the emotions, all the traits, 
and all the energies, which, when combined in 
our United States, have won our victories in war 
and our miracles of national advancement. Her 
Governor, Colonel Pickens, in his inaugural, re- 
gretfully “ looks back upon the inheritance South 
Carolina had in the common glories and triumph- 
ant power of this wonderful Confederacy, and 
fails to find language to express the feelings of the 
human heartas he turns from the contemplation.” 
The ties of brotherhood, interests, lincage, and 
history, are all to be severed.. No longer are we 
to salute a South Carolinian with the ‘idem sen- 
tentiam de republica,’ which makes unity and 
nationality. What a prestige and glory are here 
dimmed and lost in the contaminated reason of 
man! 

Can we realize it? Is it a masquerade, to last 
for a night, or a reality to be dealt with, with the 
world’s rough passionate handling? It is sad and 
bad enough; but let us not overtax our anxietics 
about it as yet, It is not the sanguinary regimen 
of the French revolution; not the rule of assignats 
and guillotine; not the cry of “Vivent les Rouges! 
A mort les gendarmes!” but as yet, I hope I may 
say, the peaceful attempt to withdraw from the 
burdens and benefits ofthe Republic. Thus it is 
unlike every other revolution. Still it is revolu- 
tion. It may, according as itis managed, involve 
consequences more terrific than any revolution 
since Government began. 

ifthe Federal Government is to be maintained, its 
strength must not be frittered away by conceding 
the theory of secession. To concede secession as 
aright, is to make its pathway one of roses, and 
notofthorns. I would not make its pathway so 
easy. If the Government has any strength for 
its own preservation, the people demand it should 
be put forth in its civil and moral forces. Deal- 

‘ing, however, with a sensitive public sentiment, 
in which this strength reposes, it must not be 
rudcly exercised. It should be the iron hand in 
a glove of velvet. Firmness should be allied with 
kindness. Power should assert its own prerog- 
ative, but in the name of law and love. If these 
elements are not thus blended in our policy, as 
the Executive proposes, our Government will 

rove either a garment of shreds or a coatof mail. 

We want neither, 

Our forts have been seized; our property taken; 
our flag torn down; our laws defied; our juris- 
diction denied; and, that worst phase of revolu- 
tion, our ship, sent under our flag to the relief of 
a soldier doing his duty, fired upon and refused 
an entrance at one of our own harbors. Would 
that were all! The President informs us, in his 
last message, that— 

“Tn States which have not seceded, the forts, arsenals, 
and magazines of the United States have been seized. This 
is by far the most serious step which has been taken since 
the commencement of the troubles. ‘This publie property 
has long been left without garrisons and troops for its pro 
tection, because no person doubted its security under the 
flag of the country in all the States of the Union. Besides, 
our small army has searcely been sufficient to guard our 
remote frontiers against the Indian incursions. ‘The seiz- 
ure of this property, from all appearances, has been purely 
aggressive, and not in resistance to any attempt to coerce a 
State or States to remain in the Union.” 

All that the President has done is defensive; all 
that he has resisted has been aggression. He 

roposes no aggression; nor would 1 favor it. 
Bie would maintain the laws and property; what 
else. can he do? 

These facts have to be met—how? By the con- 
quest of all the people of a State? By the dec- 
Jaration and wager of war? J answer, by the 
enforcement of the lawsand the protection of our 
property in a constitutional manner. This is the 
answer I have alrcady voted in this House, in 
voting for the resolution of the gentleman from 
New Jersey. Butis itasked, how will you en- 
force the laws and kecp forts and property, with- 
out war? I will answer: first, repeal here every 
law making ports of entry at the recusant cities 
or towns; and thus avoid as much trouble as pos- 


sible. That is in our power. Second. Libel and 
confiscate in admiralty every vessel. which leaves 
such ports without the Federal clearance. Third. 
Collect the revenue and preserve the property, 
and only use such force as will maintain the de- 
fensive, But again itis asked, is not this coercion 
against a Government de facto, established by the 
consent ofall the people ofa State underanassamed 
legal right? F answer, South Carolina is not de 


facto the Government as to these Federal matters, 


so long as the Federal Government can hold-her 
harbors, shut in her ships, and collect the revenue. 
Who can deny that proposition? 

But still it is asked, will not the use of force in 
executing the laws, and preserving our property, 
result in civil war? Is there any practical differ- 
ence between the enforcement of law when re- 
sisted by so large an aggressive power, and the 
actual state of war? Here is the Sphinx of our 
present anomalous situation. I do not choose now 
to say what I will do, in casc a certain result fol- 
lows the performance of present duty. Itisenough 
for me now to do the duty of the present. But 
that judgment which makes no discrimination 
between the enforcement of the Jaws and defense 
of property, and the actual state of war, must be 
palsied by undue fear of consequences. There 
1s nothing more plainly distinguished in the books 
and in experience, than the difference between the 
civil authority andthe war-making power. True, 
the military arm may be invoked to aid the civil 
authority, but it must be subordinate to itin many 
most cssential particulars. It is then the sword 
of the magistrate, and not of the soldier. Says 
Chief Justice Taney, in the Rhode Island case: 

* Unquestionably, a State may use its military power to 
put down an armed insurrection too strong to be controlled 
by the civil authority. The power is essential to the exist- 
ence of every Government; essential to the preservation 
of order and free institutions; and is as necessary to the 
States of this Union, as to any other Government.—7 How- 
ard, 45. 

This Government has had insurrections, and 
has quelled them by the civil authority, with the 
aid of the militia, and without martial law. The 
Shay’s rebellion and the western insurrection 
were put down by the posse comitatus. The writ 
of habeas corpus was not suspended by the United 
States, But, even in extreme cases, where the 
President may call out the militia to suppress 
actual array and violence, without a law of Con- 
gress authorizing it, the force was only to be used 
with a view to cause the laws to be duly executed. 
All arrests were made under civil authority. 
Trials were had as in civil cases. In Pennsyl- 
vania, in 1793, the expedition was not in its nature 
belligerent; but it was to assist the marshal. 
(7 Howard, 80 and 81.) Washington enjoined 
strictly the subordination of the military to the 
civil power, and went in person to see that his 
orders were obeyed. 

The very genius and structure of our Consti- 
tution would forbid the making of war, in its 
sense of aggression, against any State of the Con- 
federacy. But, unless the power to enforce reside 
somewhere in the Government, it is virtually no 
Governmentatall. It wears a garment of shreds. 
If the force is of that irresponsible kind called 
war, the Government is then worse than a failure. 
it then wears a coat of mail. But if it have the 
force to maintain itself, and subordinate to itsclf 
the military which it may use in its defense, then 
itisa Government. It then wears the robe of 
State! 

The time does not yet call for threats of coer- 
cion by martial or other means. It only calls for 
defense from those who are aggressive. I would 
reserve this power of coercion, as Prince Arthur 
did his diamond shield. He ever kept it out of 
sight, covered with a vail; and only uncovered it 
to fight monsters and alien enemies, 

I call this secession revolution. Iwill notinan 
American Congress, with an oath on my con- 
science to support the Constitution, argue the 
right to secede. No such right can ever be had, 
except by amendment of the Constitution, legal- 
izing such secession. 
of the right of seecssion. It is revolution; and 
the burden of proof is on him who begins it, to 
show why he seeks the change. The combined 
reason of the age has fixed in its maxims of 


| thought rules to govern the actions of men and ! 


nations, which no one can overrule without great 
criminality. 


It is_a solecism to speak | 


These rules require first that revo- | 
lution must have no light and transient cause. || 


To overthrow a despotism, the causes “musi 
of grave weight... 4 fortiori; what. must 
grievance to justify a revoltagainsta 


There must be in every State some power to 
which all others yield, competent to meet. every 
emergency. Nonationcan be consigned toanarchy 
by some absurd contrivance, either. inthe shape 
of personal liberty bills or secession ordinances, 
In America, we have a national Constitution, 
Under it, we have United States citizenship... ‘To 
it we owe and swear allegiance. lt may bea com- 

act; but it isa government also. It may. bea 

eague; but it has authority, “operative,” as Mr. 
Madison holds, ‘directly on the people.” It may 
reach Statesas States; but. it does more: it reaches 
the people of the States through: its. executive, 
judicial and legislative departments. if it-cannot 
declare war against a State, it is because a Stateis 
a part of itself, and not, quoad hoc, a foreign and 
independentState “Its Constitation is the supreme 
law of the land; and though, as Chief Justice 
Marshal says, (1 Wheaton, 304,) “the sovereign 
powers vested in the State governments by: their 
respective constituencics remain unaltered and 
unimpaired, yet they remain so, except so far as 
they were granted to the Government of the United 
States.” Lcould cite Marshal, Jefferson, Madison, 
Jackson, Story, Ducr, and Webster, almost every 
student, expounder and executor of the Constitu- 
tion, to show these conclusions to be irrefragable. 
It is an absurdity to contend that States, which 
voluntarily surrendered such portions of theirsov- 
ercignties as were requisite for a national Govern- 
ment, can be the equal in power of that national 
Government. In thename ofthe people, the Consti- 
tution asserts its own supremacy and that of the 
laws made in pursuance thereof. It is supreme, 
by the consent of South Carolina herself, “over 
the constitution and laws of the several States.” 
Let South Carolina, then, attempt, as she has done , 
by her ordinance, to annul her connection with this 
national system; does she not usurp a power of 
the General Government?. Does she not infringe 
on the rights of Ohio? Is it not a plain. violation 
of the permanent obligation she is under as one of 
its members? Nay, she not only breaks her oath 
of fealty to the United States ‘Constitution, but 
she breaks her oath to her own constitution, which 
requires that oath. f 

m I referred by members of my own party to 

our platform and principles indorsing the Ken- 
tucky and Virginia resolutions? Am I told that 
the sacred principles of State rights declared by 
Jefferson and Madison, as a check against the 
usurpations ofa consolidated Federal Power, allow 
that cach State may so judge of the infraction of 
the Constitution, and the means and measures of 
redress, that it may go out of the Union? These 
Virginia and Kentucky resolutions are. misin- 
terpreted. Judge Marshal, however federal his 
views, in a letter to Judge Story of July 31, 1833, 
(Story’s Life and Letters, p. 135,) is an. honest 
witness to this misiuterpretation. He says: 

« The word ‘State rights,?as expounded by the resolu- 
tions of 1798 and the report of 1799, construed by our Legis- 
lature, has a charm against which all reasoning is vain. 
Those resolutions and that report constitute the creed of 
every politician who hopes to rise in Virginia ; and to ques- 
tion them, or even to adopt the construction given by their 
author, is deemed political sacrilege.” 

This Government was intended to be perpetual. 
It was adopted in foto, and forever. Says Mr, 
Madison: 

“The idea of reserving the right to withdraw was started, 
considered, and abandoned; worse than rejected.” 

Judge Marshal says: 


“ The instrument was not intended to provide merely for 
the exigencies of a few years, but was to endure through 
a long lapse of ages, the events of which were locked up. 
in the inscrutable decrees of Providence.” ' 

It was, therefore, provided with means for its 
own amendment. By the Legislatures of three 
fourths of the States, there is a means of ameid- 
ment; and in that way alone can a State with- 
draw. Nullification and secession, said Mr. Mad- 
ison, are twin heresies, and should be buried in 
the same grave. Well said General Jackson, that 
secession did not break a league, but it destroyed 
the unity of a nation; hence, he argued that it is 
an offense against the whole Union. ‘To say that 
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a State may constitutionally secede, is to say that 
the constitutional elements were poisoned at the 
birth of the nation, and of malice prepense were 
intended to kill our national life! Such reasoning 
overthrows all Government. Itis to affirm that 
the tribunal: appointed for the arbitrament of 
mooted questions under the Constitution, or that 
the means for its own amendment, shall be set 
aside at the pleasure of one of the parties to be 
affected. -Monstrols sophistry! Are gentlemen 
of the South aware that it is from this twin her- 
esy thatthe Republicans have drawn their argu- 
ments for their personal liberty bills and for their 
repudiation of the fugitive slave law? The very 
chief justice of Ohio so recently reindorsed for 
his seditious decision in the Oberlin fugitive case, 
bases his adjudication on the usurpations of the 
Federal Government. He, like South Carolina, 
denies that ‘the decisions of the usurping party, 
in favor of the validity of its own assumptions, 
can settle anything.” (Ea parte, Bushnell, 9 Ohio 
State Reports, 227.) He warns against the ‘* prac- 
tical omnipotence of the Federal Government by 
making authovitative the judgment of its judicial 
tribunals.” He sang the Marseillaise in his ermine 
from the supreme bench, as South Carolina sings 
it in her convention. 

I would, therefore, guard against the least recog- 
nition of this right of secession, or of nullifica- 
tion, which is the lesser type of the same disease. 
It would, Isay, destroy allgovernment, It would 
dissolve the united mass of powers now deposited 
in the Union into thirty-three separate and con- 
flicting States; cach witha flag,a tariff, an army, 
a foreign policy, a diversity of interests, and an 
idiosyncrasy of ideas. Nay, that would be toler- 
able; but it would do more and worse. It would 
disintegrate States, counties, towns; tear citics 
from their places on the map; disorder finances, 
taxes, revenue, tariffs; and convert this fabric, now 
so fair and firm that it seems built on the carth’s 
base, and pillared with the firmament, into a pla 
house of cards, built on a base of stubble. ‘A 
would thus destroy the established order. And 

_ is such order among men, with a view to perma- 
nency, nothing? ‘Ihe North has rights, prop- 
erty, interests, relations in the South, not to be 
sundered without loss; and the South in the 
North, vice versa. Is this nothing? Is deprecia- 
tion of property, depression of business, loss and 
lack of employment, withdrawal of capital, de- 
rangement of currency, increase of taxes, mis- 
carriage of public works and enterprise, destruc- 
tion of State credit, the loss of that national sym- 
metry, geography, strength, name, honor, unity, 
and glory, which publicists tell us are themselves 
the creators and guardians of cash, credit, and 
commerce-—-are these consequences nothing? 
Surely such a mass of complicated interests—the 
growth of years, clinging, with root and fiber, to 
the eternal rocks of public stability—cannot be 
uptorn without great struggle and stupendous 
crime. 

I wish that I could contemplate secession as a 
peaceful remedy. But Icannot. I fear that it 
must be a forcible disruption. The Government 
is framed so compactly in all its parts, that to tear 
away one part, you tear the whole fabric asun- 
der, It cannot be done by consent. There is no 
authority to give consent. The Constitution looks 
to no catastrophe of the kind. It is a voluntary, 
violent, and ex parte proceeding. A majority of 
the States, and a great majority of the people, 
are hostile to it, In this angry and warlike dis- 
ruption of the compact, where shall we find our 
more perfect Union, the establishment of justice, 
domestic tranquillity, provision for the common 
defense, the promotion of the general welfare, and 
the security of the blessings of liberty to ourselves 
and posterity ? | 

In this light, the ordinance of South Carolina 
becomes an offense; and in case a sufficient num- 


ber of others followed, to the bankruptcy of the 
remainder, or the injury of any, it would be worse 
than an offense. In the cases of Texas and Flor- 
ida, Louisiana and California, for which millions 
were paid, the inquiry would be made whether it 
would not be a fraud so colossal that neither lan- | 
guage nor law can measure it. 

Mr. REAGAN. I would ask the gentleman 
when a dollar has been paid for Texas? 

Mr. COX. I cannot give way. My time is 
limited. Besides, the same question was asked 
in the Senate; and Judge DoucLas answered it. 


The country knows both question and answer. I 
proceed. If, then, South Carolina can dispense with 
an amendment of the Constitution to which she 
solemnly acceded on the 23d of May, 1788, can- 
not she dispense with other portions of that in- 
strument; ay, even with this American Congress? 
‘The whole framework of our Government, by the 
action of separate States, may thus besweptaway. 
This Congress may be dissolved, if not by the 
military usurpation which dissolved the Long 
Parliament, or expelled the Council of Five Hun- 
dred from the Orangery of St. Cloud, yet by the 
very impotence of its organism, as the Confeder- 
ation dissolved under its imperfect articles, to give 
place to’this more perfect Union! 

What justification does South Carolina offer 
for this act? ‘* Fifteen States,” says her declara- 
tion, ‘* have deliberately refused for years to ful- 
fill their constitutional obligations.”’ It refers to 
the fourth article of the Constitution for the spe- 
cific cause of grievance. Butis there not now, 
since the vote in this House the other day on the 
personal liberty bills, when the demands of re- 
turning public justice made even the sincere gen- 
tleman from Illinois [Mr. Lovesor] recede from 
his ultraism—a reasonable hope of curing these 
evils? Again: is there not the Supreme Court, 
as to whose fidelity no question is raised in the 
South? And are these peculior wrongs remedi- 
less in that forum? The Governor of Kentucky 
has already arraigned the recreant executive of 
Ohio for his delinquency under a kindred consti- 
tutional clause. Why may you not exhaust your 
remedies in the courts before you raise the ensign 
of revolt? If you would have public opinion cor- 
rect the errors of the North as to fugitives from 
justice and labor, already assurances come from 
all quarters that such remedy will be given. Re- 
publican Governors and Legislatures are begin- 
ning to recede from their aggressive acts. Already 
Ohio has begun this work of redress. 

The fugitive slave law may be the ostensible rea- 
son for secession, or ancillary to the real grievance, 
Aside from certain economic reasons, which have 
ever impelled South Carolina, and which I will not 
now consider, the real grievance consists in the 
apprehension of slave insurrections and abolition, 
under the auspices of an Executive who, though 
not yet inaugurated, was cleeted on a principle of 
hostility to the social system of the South. Or, 
to give it the strongest statement, which I find in 
a pamphlet, signed by the member from Arkan- 
sas, (Mr. Hinpman,] “ The Republican candi- 
dates were elected upon a platform destructive of 
our rights, branding our institutions as infamous, 
decreeing the equality of the negro with ourselves 
and our children, and dooming us, in the end, with 
murderous certainty, to all the horrors of insur- 
rection and servile war.” He holds: ' that to 
imprison slavery forever in the States where it 
now exists, will, in time, overburthen the land 
with the predominating increase in the ratio of 
blacks to whites, until there will be a conflict for 
supremacy of races, and the blacks will be ex- 
terminated; or else the white man must abandon 
his country forever to the negro.” Iwill grant the 
fall force of this fear, though not the sufficiency 
of this or any mere fear as a cause to justify 
revolution. ‘The Union men of the North began 
to warn against the dawning of this dangerous 
geographical movement in 1856. They repeated 
then, and then not in vain, the farewell words of 
Washington. From every press and husting 
which a Democrat could command, this evil day 
was prophesied. But we were Cassandras. Unbe- 
Heving men derided us as doughtfaces, and sneered 
at us as Union-savers. The patriotic Choate, in 
one of his weird and wondrous prophecies, in 1855, 
with the pain of anxiety and fear upon his brow, 
put on record his deliberate and inextinguishable 
opposition to this geographical party. He re- 
garded the contest then as the stupendous trial 
and peril of our national life. Admitting faults 
south and faults north, yet turning to the battle 
years of the Republic and its baptism of fire, he 
shrank aghast at the moral treason of attempting 
to weave and plait the two north wings of the 
old national parties intoa single northern one, and 
cut the southern wing off altogether, as neither 
far-sighted nor safe, however new and bold. Let 
me give his statement of the complaint, for he 
stated it in advance as strongly as it can now be 
stated: 

t To combine these parties thus against cach other geo- 


i 
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graphically—to take the whole vast range of the free States, 
lying together, sixteen out of thirty-one, seventeen mil- 
lion out of five or six ond twenty million—the most pop- 
ulous, the strongest, the most advancing—and form them 
in battalion against the fewer numbers and slower growth 
and waning relative power on the other side ; to bring this 
sectional majority under party drill and stimulus of pay 
and rations; to offer to it, as a party, the Government of 
our country ; its most coveted honors ; its largest salaries 5 
all its sweets of patronage and płace ; to penetrate and fire 
so mighty and so compact a mass with the still more deli- 
cious idea that they are moving for human rights and the 
equality of man ; to call out their clergy from the pulpit, 
the library, the bed-side of the dying, the chair of the 
anxious inquirer, the hearth of the bereaved, to bless such 
a crusade; to put in requisition every species of rhetoric 
and sophistry to impress on the general mind the sublime 
and impressive dogma that all men are born free and equat; 
and that such a geographical party is a well-adapted means 
to that end—does this strike you as altogether in the spirit 
of Washington and Franklin, and the preamble to the Con- 
stitution, and the Farewell Address? Does it strike you 
that if carried out it will prove to be amere summer excur- 
sion to Moscow? Will there be no bivouack in the snow, 
no avenging winter hanging ‘on retreat; no Leipsic, no 
Waterloo??? 


Has the avenging winter indeed come! God 
in his mercy forbid! 

That crusade failed in 1856. Whata risk we 
ranthen! It succeeded in 1860. What a peril 
is now upon us! Whata crusade it was which 
has produced it! I well remember that my own 
Republican competitor for this seat was quoted 
in the Blackwood Magazine, with Tory delight, 
over the anti-slavery revolution which he preached 
in this House in 1856, and which he would have 
ushered in with Bunker Hills, and other battle- 
fields of freedom. 

But admitting the source of this great peril to 
lic, as it is admitted, in Republican ascendency: 
still, I ask, is it remediless in the Union? Ad- 
mitting all you claim of danger to your States 
from this sectional triumph; admitting that you 
are right in concerting for your own protection— 
yet is it right, fair, or just, to rash forward, re- 
gardless alike of friends and foes, to a chasm 
where no guarantee can be asked or offered? Give 
us One more chance to appeal to the returning 
reason of the North, now that it is startled by the 
fulfillment of these prophesies and warnings. If 
you do not, what then? You will give to your 
enemies the advantage which belongs to you and 
tous. Theyare already cager to seize the legis- 
lative as well as the executive departments. They | 
talk of reforming the Supreme Court for their 
purposes. They who have taught and practiced 
the breaches of civil discipline, are becoming the 
conservators of public order. On your retiracy, 
they will filch from its old guard the ensign of 
the Constitution. Why, to break up this Gov- 
ernment before a full hearing of the grievances, 
is to be worse even than Red Republicanism ! 
Shall it be said that some of our friends of the 
South are worse than the Red Communists of 
France? So it would seem, and so f will proceed 
to prove. 

Apprehension ofevil! It was the argument of 
despotism in France in 1851. Louis Napoleon 
used it for his bad purposes; but the French Re- 
publicans denounced it. Let me drawtheanalogy. 

In article forty-five of the French Constitution, 
it was enacted: 

“ Le Président de la République est élu pour quatre ans, 
et nest rééligible qu'après un intervale de quatre années,”? 
— Annuaire Historique, 1848, Appendic, p. 43. 

In article one hundred and ten, it was further 
enacted: ` 

“ Lorsque, dans Ie dernière année Mune Législature PAs- 
semblée nationalc aura émis ile voeu que la Constitution 
soit modifiée en tout ou en partie, il sera procédé à cette 
révision de la manié resuivante. A 

“Le voeu exprimé par PAssembiée ne sera converti en 
résolution définitive qwaprés trois délibérations succes- 
sives, prises chacune à un mois d'intervalle et aux trois 
quarts des suffrages exprimés. 

“ Le nombre des volants ne pourra être moindre de cing 
cents.?? 

Thus, in 1848, Louis Napoleon was elected 
President for four years, the constitutional term. 
He was by the one hundred and tenth article, in- 
eligible to a reélection except after an interval of 
four years. His term would have expired in 
May, 1852. The summer of 1851, in France, was 
signalized by vague apprehensions of a revolt, 
when the President should constitutionally go 
out. Under this apprehension the National Le- 
gislature were summoned to change the Constitu- 
tion. It required three expressed ballots of the 
Assembly, taken ata moath’s interval, with three- 
fourths of the Assembly, and at least five hundred 
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votes to be given, before that Constitution could 
be so changed as to continue Napoleon in power. 
Hereupon arose a parliamentary struggle, une- 
qualed in any forum. It was before the giant 
intellects of France were exiled by the perfidy of 
its ruler. Here was a country like France, with 
sixty years of political vicissitude, whercin every 
tradition and compact had been violated; and yet 
even there, the Constitution of the new Republic 
was invested with such a sanctity, that it defied 
the majority of the Assembly to change it. The 
Lafayettes, the Hugos, the Lamartines, the Af- 
rican Generals, Lamoriciére, Changarnier, Ca- 
vaignac, Bedeau, and Leflo, struggled against this 
change, with an eloquence radiant with French 
fervor, and inspired with the genius of great deeds. 
Their President had sworn to be.“ faithful to the 
Democratic Republic, one and undivisible, and 
to fulfill the duties imposed by the Constitu- 
tion.” At fength a vote was taken. There were 
446 for the amendment; only 278 against it; a ma- 
jority of 168; but not enough; not the required | 
three fourths! The crafty President, finding he 
could not change the Constitution in the constitu- 
tional manner, began to ply the popular will for 
his purposes. The Conseils Généraux demanded, 
and two million people petitioned for the change. 
But the Republicans, moderate and red, stood their 
ground. Even Proudhon, blood-red Communist, | 
from his prison of St. Pelagie, wrote Girardin 
that universal suffrage would not be price enough 
for such a breach of the Constitution. The great 
uestion was referred to a committee, of which 
e Tocqueville was chairman. He, too, with- 
stood the pressure of power. The will of the 
minority, for whose protection constitutions are 


made, became, through the constituted mode of |! 


amendment, the will of the majority; nay, of the 
State—just as nine States in this Union hold our 


Constitution in statu quo, against the will of the 
remainder, These loyal Frenchmen appealed to 
the nation against the adherents of the Bourbon, 
Orleans, and Bonaparte. ‘* No,” they said, “we 
will not give up the repose of France, at the price 
of quieting apprehension of future revolt.” They 
thus confined the enemies of the Republic to the 
circle of the Constitution, from which they could 
not break without crime. They declared that the 
prolongation of the term of Napoleon was acrime, 
impious and parricidal. When it was said that 
Napoleon would override the Constitution with 
force in 1852, if not before, they answered: “Such 
a crisis will be revolution, arising from a viola- 
tion of the fandamental compact. In that case 
we declare that, enveloped in the flag of France, 
we will do the duty which the salvation of the 
Republic imposes £” 

On the otker hand, it was urged, as it is here 
urged, that if the Constitution was not broken, 
there would be dangers more fatal. By a fore- 
knowledge of disaster, it was urged that the end 
of Napoleon’s term must be a convulsion, which 
the Assembly, acting on an apprehension, ought 
to bind in advance. To save him from perjury, 
a majority of the Assembly were willing to com- 
mit it themselves. So now, according to my 
theory, South Carolina would break the Constitu- 
tion and her oath of fealty, in apprehension of an 
ageression which the President elect, even if he 
would, has no power to commit. : 

The summer of 1851 passed in France. Again 
and again had the minority of the Assembly res- 
cued the Constitution from civil dethroncment. 
They triumphed in the foram of reason. But 
stay! Ina night—in the midst of the debates of 
the Assembly—on that fatal December night, the | 
usurper seized the reins of power, and like a thief, 
by a nocturnal surprise, he silenced every voice 
but his own, muzzled the press, struck down the 
Assembly, transported its leaders without judg- 
ment, made his Senate of mock dukes, and sur- 
rounded himself with the bastards of his race. He 
illustrated the glory of a reign based on nullifica- 
tion, force, perjury, and fraud! And is this the 
banquet to which the American people is invited, 
by those among us who hate Red Republicans 
even worse than black? Let the American frec- 
man from this example remember this lesson: If 
political compactslike our Constitution be broken, 
the limits of authority are effaced. Right suc- 
cumbs to force, It signifies little whether such | 
acts are done by Executive usurpation, military 
compression, congressional action, or State seces- | 
sion; the Government is gone: States which will | 
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| ing to twenty-five, beyond its due proportion; and the 


not keep inviolate the fixed principles of constitu- 
tional right repudiate their own Strength, assas- 
sinate their own life, tarnish their own glory, and 
will receive and deserve the ill-starred fate of 
France! In whatever form these infractions ma. 
come, history has but one answer for their effect, 
When law is defied successfully, division will 
come armed with tenfold terror. Force will be 
arrayed against force. The brute rules and reason 
dies. If not resisted, there is but one alternative: 
yokes of wood instead of cords of silk, and yokes 
of iron instead of yokes of wood; the red specter 
of revolution, or the gentler movements of acqui- 
escent infraction of the organic law. There is 
but one step from the Capitol to the Tarpcian 
rock. Aftcr centuries of brave struggle, thus 
France lost the Republic. What shall we say of 
America, with her seventy years crowded with 
the trophies of her success and greatness? Read 
the prophetic warning of Judge Story (vol. 2, p. 
138, of his Life and Letters) in his introduction 
to his Commentaries on the Constitution: 

“The influence of the disturbing causes which, more 
than once in the Convention, were on the point of break- 
ing up the Union, have since immeasurably increased in 
concentration and vigor. The very inequalities of a Gov- 
ernment, confessedly founded on a compromise, were then 
felt with a stroug sensibility; and every new source of dis- 
content, whether accidental or permanent, hassince added 
increased activity to the painful sense of these inequall- 


ties. The North cannot but perceive that it has yielded to 
the South a superiority of representatives, already amount- 


South imagines that, with all this preponderance in repre- 
sentation, the other parts of the Union enjoy a more per- 
fect protection of their interests than her own. ‘Che West 
feels her growing power and weight ju the Union, and the 
Atlantic States begin to learn that the Scepter must one 
day depart from them. Tf, under these circumstances, the 
Onion showd once be broken up, itis impossible thata 
new Constitution should ever be formed embracing the 
wholeterritory. We shail be divided into several nations 
or confederacies, rivals m power and interest, too proud 
to brook injury, and too close to make retaliation distant 
or ineffectual. Our very animosities will, like those of 
all other kindred nations, become more deadly, because 
our lineage, laws, and language, are the same. Let the his. 
tory of the Grecian and italian Republics warn us of our 
dangers. The national Constitution is our last and our 
only security. United we stand, divided we fall.” 


Ah! it is casier to commit than to justify such 
a parricide! But to justify it on an apprehen- 
sion, is neither courageous nor safe. Let South 
Carolina beware! God is just, and history inex- 
orable. In leaving the ensign of the stars and 
stripes, she will find no repose beneath her little 
palm. Itis from Augustus to Augustulus. Her 
only renown and strength are in the clustered 
States—the bundestaat, as the Germans term it— 
notin selfish, unfraternal, and hostile loneliness. 
When she unbinds the bonds of the Constitution, 
she opens her peace to the chances of that dark 
future, so vividly anticipated by the gentleman 
from Arkansas. 

I do not say that 1 would vote means and money | 
to repressher revolution. Butam I not bound b 
my oath to support the Constitution of the Uni- 
ted and not of the disunited States? If I do not 
do my part to carry on this Government, and to 
enforce its laws, have I any business here? Nei- 
ther can I withhold my respect from magistrates 
because they are not my choice. Private opinions 
must give place to public authority. The election 
of Abraham Lincoln, under the forms of the Coa- 
stitution, however deplorable, cannot be ques- | 
tioned with argument or arms. Judge Doveras 
exhausted the argument in his reply to the Nor- 
folk questions; and I have no such poor opinion 
of any portion of our people as to believe that 
they will question it with arms. South Carolina 
herself participated in this. clectoin, giving her 
voice for her favorite. When, therefore, she j 
would ignore this clection, and break the estab- | 
lished order for this and other unjustifiable causes, | 
She runs a fearful risk. Her destiny becomes a 
raffle. Insurrection of her slaves will then only 
become a question of opportunity. The slave 
trade will not help, only hasten and aggravate her 
ills. Perhaps, in the eye of Providence, it was 
her wisest act, when she yielded her assent to 
that Federal covenant which was and isa restraint 
against hersclf and her slaves and for herself and 
her safety, That assent and that covenant were | 
the highest expression of the popular will; for Í 
they were the voice of the majority, which Jef- 
ferson called the vital principle of Repubfics, and 
from which there is no appeal but to force—the 


await the returning justice ofthe North ? U: 
disunion. be determined upon: in: spite of every 
effort at harmony, Ido not sée why;yafter ha 
so long acquiesced in the breach of the fourthia 
cle of the Constitution, any State should go 
upon that ground, even though, as Mr./Webstér 
held, its breach be treason, And as for the N. orth, 
so long as the Federal laws ‘remain unbroken, 
and no serious detriment to the public property 
and peace is threatened, cannot she, too, tolerate 
these heated appeals, rebellious “ordinances; and 
too careless handling of gunpowder at Point Mor . 
ris, with equanimity, for the chance only.of the 
rehabilitation of the seceding States? At least, 
until the North-repeal their nullification Jaws, 
would not such equanimity be magnanimity? “Let 
the South desist from further attempts to obstruct 
the collection of the Federal revenues and despoil 
the property of the Government; let there be no 
atlempt to exclude the people- North and ‘West 
from this Federal District and Capitol, and noate 
tempt to shut us who are inland from the Gulf or 
sea; and then what occasion is there likely to arise 
in which the North will dare take up ‘arms ‘to 
shoot or bayonct southern citizensinto the Union, 
which they only leave, we may hope, conatruct- 
ively? If, as Dovenas argued, war is digunion, 
cannot we who love it so well afford to be patient 
for the Union ? 

But what adanger is here! Once let the fealty 
to this Government be broken, and who can. re- 
strain the excesses incident thereto? If such 
excesses be committed, there would be aroused a 
martial spirit which, in rushing to the defense of 
Major Anderson and his men in Fort Sumter, or 
to avenge their death, would do and dare all in 
the name of our great Republic. Touch nota hair 
of his head! He is sacred to-day. He embodies 
the patriotism of millions. : Accident has made 
him the defender of that flag which has floated 
from Bunker Hill to Mexico. His death would 
open a gulf in which the people would pour, in 
vengeance and in vain, their treasures and their 
children. : 

Or if a confederation South propose to control 
the mouths of the Mississippi and its banks, do 
you believe it could be done without a protest of 
arms? Do you know the history of that acquisi- 
tion, and its vital necessity to the Northwest? I 
hope you have listened to the able recital of my 
friend from Illinois [Mr.McCiennanp] touching 
these points. It would seem, from the news we 
have to-day, thata system of espionage and deten- 
tion by force has already been begun in Missis- 
sippi, uponsteamers fromthe North. That mighty 
river, of two thousand miles extent, one of whose 
tributaries doubles the parent stream in its length, 
with its $60,000,000 worth of steamers, doing the 
business of twelve States, with an area of one mil- 
lion two hundred thousand square milesdrained by 
its waters—from the snows and timbers of the 
North to the sun and blooms of the South—will 
ever remain in the Union! Itwas the necessity for 
its useand outlet which, in part, called for the Con- 
stitution seventy-five years ago. As the veteran 
General Cass told me, the sparse population in my 
own State, of which he was one, were even then 
ready to rise in arms, in consequence of a provis- 
ional treaty with Spain, which did not adequately 
provide for the coveted riparian privileges. And 
now, after a usuftuct of three quartersofa century, 
not only the commerce, the honor, and the rights 
of the West, but the protesting voices of nature, 
calling from valley and hill, in summer rains, in 
gold washing streams and smiling cultivation; 
hay, progress itself, which is the life of the West 
—which has madeit deserve the poct’s phrase, ap- 
plied to ancient Latium, ubere glebe, atque potens 
«rmis—progress, which is the stride of agod across 
the continent—all these agencies would conspire to 
| redden the Mississippi to Hoat our unequaled prod- 
uce between its banks to the sea! It is industry 
which would thus decree; and it would execute its 
ownedict, With us, not gold, nor cotton, but iN- 
DUSTRY is KING! However homely its attire, it 
| Wears the spiritual purple, and on its brow the cor- 
onal of bearded grain, impearled with the priceless 
sweatof independence, Tt will stretch its scepter 
from THE RIVER unto the ends of theearth! Neither 
imposts, nor tariffs, nor obstructions, ner foreign 
j control, nor hazard of foreign war, can hedge in 
itsempire. These rights of transit and outlet are 
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vital principle and immediate parent of despotism. 
Beiore risking such chances, cannot the South , 


ours by use, by purchase, by possession ; and cums 
i they will remain. 2 
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Leaving these elements of strife unstirred, the 
secession movement may vanish into a foolish 
dream—a specter of the night, which will depart 
when the dawn shall again environ us in the cycle 
of its felicities! 

But, as to these vague apprehensions ofaggres- 
sion from the President elect. Would it not be 
best to’ await his entrance into power? 
overt act has he yct done, or his party, in a Fed- 
eral way? If you resist now, it should be against 
the States whose legislation is hostile; not against 
the General Government, which has done you no 
wrong. When that overt act is done which you 
fear; you will find the northern Democracy ready 
to join you in the defense of your rights and the 
vindication of your equality of privilege. 

Wiil southern statesmen look a few facts in the 
face, not with that dumb gaze which deadens the 
willand paralyzes the intellect, but with that large 
roundabout common sense which distinguished 
her early statesmen? ls not Mr. Lincoln power- 
less for harm? Elected by about two million out 
of five million votes, he is in a minority of a mil- 
lion. That minority diminishes with every hour 
of northern misery, want, and bankruptcy. In 
that million there areantagonizing elements, with- 
out power morally or politically. More than half 
of that million will show a feeling of fraternity, 
which no partisanship can overwhelm. They 
willunite with that gallant band of Democrats and 
Americans in the North, who have ever warned 
and worked against the impending catastrophe. 
They will stand in the next Senate and House as 
a bulwark against the further advances of section- 
alism. In my own State there are two hundred 
thousand patriots already, as a nucleus for this 
great party of Union and justice. 

_ These men, sir, will welcome any honorable 
settlement, For mysclf, l have a preference. I 
would prefer Judge DoveLas’s propositions even 
to the border State projet. But [ will vote for 
either, for they answer every reasonable demand 
with respect to the fugitive slave law, slavery in 
this District, and on other points. Fn reference to 
the Territories, the border projet provides: 

Phat the Jine of 36°30! shall be run through all the exist- 
ing territory of the United States; that in all north of that 
line slavery shall be prohibited, and that, south of that line, 
neither Congress nor tue 'Cerritorial Legistature shall herc- 
after pass any law abolishing, prohibiting, or in any man- 
ner iutertering with African slavery, and that, when any 
‘Territory containing a sufficient population tor one mem- 
ber of Congress in any area of sixty thousand square miles, 
shail apply for admission as a Sune, it shall be admitted, 
with or withoutslavery, as its constitution may determine.” 

But, if this will not answer, let the proposition 

of Mr. Dovexas or Mr. Rice be adopted. Nay, 
further, if it be the only alternative to preserve 
this Union, I would vote for the proposition of 
Mr. Crirrenpen. Much as | dislike, in this age 
of progress, an irrevocable law, still I would 
write itin the Constitution, if thus only you can 
preserve thatinstrument. It provides for an irrev- 
ocable division of the territory. The President 
says of it: 

« The proposition to compromise, by letting the North 
have exclusive coutrol of the territory above a certain line, 
and giving southern institutions protection below that line, 
ought to receive universal approbation. fn itself, indeed, 
it may not be entirely satisfactory; but when the alterna- 
tive is between a reasonable concession on both sides, and 
the destruction of the Union, itis an huputation on the pa- 
triotism of Congress to assert that its members will hesi- 
tate for a moment.’? 

Shall this appeal for compromise be ineffectual ? 
It may be a sacrifice of northern sentiment. But, 
sir, the conservative men will sacrifice much for 
the Union. Sacrifice and compromise are con- 
vertible terms. They are words of honorable 


import. The one gave us Calvary; the other the | 


Constitution. Nothing worth having was ever 
gained without them. Even the father compro- 
mised with the prodigal son, despite the mean- 
ness of the elder brother. He saw him afar off, 
ran to him, and, with the evidences of affection, 
restored him to his heirshipand honor. Sacrifice 
for our political salvation! Heaven will smile 
upon it. The dove of peace will rest upon it. 
the Republicans will only lend us a few of their 
conservative votes in this House, we will do our 
part to make compromise honorable. If you dis- 
like the word compromise, and are content with 
the offices and power it will insure you, very 
well. You may bear away the booty, we will 
carry the banner! We will not quarrel, nor need 
we taunt cach other. You may enjoy the honors 
and patronage of administration; to us will belong 
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the laureled crown of the revolution, and the civic 
wreath of the great convention. 

Our southern friends do not know the Repub- 
licans as we do. They will be content with the 
tricks—and I trust allow us the honors. They will 
be as harmless in office as most men are. When 
General Winson talks of grinding the slave power 
to powder, he never intends to use the powder, 
only to enjoy the power. [Laughter.] When the 
gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Lovesoy}] would 
speak to the God of battles, he is only praying to 
an unknown God. [Renewed laughter.] When 
Senator W ape, at Belfast, Maine, four years ago, 
proclaimed that there was no Union; that the pre- 
tended Union was meretricious; and when he pro- 
posed to drive ‘slavery back to her own dark 
dominions, and there to let her rot, and damn all 


who foster her,” he was only illustrating that | 


Christian sweetness of temper and fragrance of 
sentiment which now is offered up as incense on 
the only altar he knows, that of a meretricious 
Union, whose shew-bread he would cat and whose 
precious emblems he would plunder! The John 
rown and Helper characteristics are convenient 
garments among them, to be put on to proselyte 
the churches and the old women, and to be put 
off to placate wide-awakes and old Whigs. They 
do this for office. They do not think of its effect 
upon the South. Tt is a trick to be ignored when 
in office. These defiant men at home will become 
sucking doves in power. Itis not instinct to fight 
over provender. If the South could understand 
them, and not take them attheir word too rashly. 
Itis said thatthe reason why the South opposes 
the rule of Republicanism is, that their tenets are 
misrepresented at the South, I will not now show 
you what they profess at home. | hope they will 
fully disavow, under the composing sweets of fat 
jobs and offices, their bad acts and worse avowals 
when outofofficc. And isthere not reason for hope? 
Patience! already they are willing to forego their 
congressional provisoes against slavery. They 
have already proposed to drop intervention by 
Jongress. They are willing to accept New Mexico 
as a slave State. Courage, gentlemen! Ido not 
taunt, f applaud, this spirit of conciliation, The 
Republican party would enjoy its power. In this 
it is not peculiar, perhaps. It is a way men and 
parties have. {t will remember that to retain 
power, in the matter of personal Jiberty bills, non- 
delivery of criminals, judicial decisions, and other 
aggressions on the Constitution, these wrongs can- 
notstand. Itisasrevolutionary totry to keep such 
things as they are, as it is to upset the Government 
because of them. There is nothing so convulsive 
and unnatural as the strain to keep wrong in the 
ascendant. Mr. Lincoln inthe White House may 
not be the rail-splitter out of it. Abraham, in 
faith, may offer up his ‘‘ irrepressible” offspring. 
{Laughter.] He will beaconservative, with a total 
oblivion of the radical. The one will ‘ conflict’? 
with the other;and the former will become all one 
thing without the other. I think he will disap- 
point the South as mich as he will the‘abolition 
wing of his party. In their Sumver speeches and 
in their abolition platforms, it would seem as if 
the Republicans would hold this Union together 
by the running noose of John Brown gibbets; but 
when they approach the august presence of power, 
and undertake to rule thirty-one million people 
as already demonstrated here, they hold up the 
fasces of the Republic and wonder why we ever 
misunderstood or misrepresented their innocency! 
Their success is the result of passionate ap- 
peals. Passion soon subsides. Thisis the old and 
avowed means of the anti-slavery party. It began 
in England, as you will see by the London Times 
of November 3, 1832, when hired orators went 
over Britain, under pay of an anti-slavery prop- 
agandism. It was then said that George ‘Thomp- 
son, who was sent to this country as its apostle, 
was ‘‘the very lecturer we want, because his lec- 
tures are addressed to the passions. We are so 
satisfied of the goodness of our cause, that we 
do not want to consult the reason or judgment of 
the people. If they vote for us, we do not care 
whether their votes come through their passions 
or not.’ This brute appeal to the passions suc- 
ceeded in England, as her ruined West Indies 
testify; for philanthropy there is great in propor- 
tion to its distance from its object. But here the 
sense of a brotherly people will reprehend such 
appeals. They see the African here in his rela- 
tion of servitude. They know what he becomes 


in the North when free. They know that it is 
impossible to manumit him without injury irrep- 
arable to white and black. They will not sæt- 
rifice this Government of thirty-one million whites 
to do no good to three and a half million blacks. 
Even many of those who oppose slavery, find in it 
the relation which the eagle and the lamb sustained 
in the air. It might have been wrong for the eagle 
to seize the lamb. The eagle, while holding it, 
may return to a consciousness of the wrong he 
is doing; ‘but it does not follow that he should 
let it drop-from his talons to the earth. It seems 
impossible for any one to view the philosophy of 
Republican principles, and not revolt in sober 
reason from its inevitable and suicidal results, 
There is hope that it will be as timid in power as 
it is destructive in principle. Heaven will smile 
on such timidity. Nay, it will cease to be such, 
if prompted by an honest desire to establish jus- 
tice by the retraction of wrong. It will become 
moral courage. 

When Mr. Giddings writes to Mr. Ewing, that 
none but cowards, none but invirile minions of 
the slave power, like himself, are afraid of disso- 
lution, he begins to show the impotence of a rage 
ata fracture already begun in the party he origin- 
ated. The Republican party, it is to be hoped, 
under the lead of Bates, Raymond, Corwin, Ew- 
ing, Weed, ay, and Seward and Lincoln also, 
will drown the Giddings crew, even if they have 
to scuttle their own party ship, and go down 
with it. 

Time, patience, fidelity to your old and tried 
friends, gentlemen of the South, and all will be 
well! Let us exhaust every effort at an accom- 
modation. Protest if you will; secede in your 
harmless way if you are so impelled; but do not 
make an aggression upon the laws of the Union 
until in a last resort, when your northern fricnds 
can sustain you and history will justify you. 

There is wisdom in the letter of George Wash- 
ington, of July 27, 1798, accepting a command in 
clief, in the threatened war against the French 
directory. Said he: 

© Satistied that you have sincerely endeavored to avert 
war, and exhausted to the last drop the cup of reconcilia- 
tion, we can, With pure hearts, appeal to Heaven for the 
justice of our cause.” 

When you have drained the cup of recon- 
ciliation dry and have not justice, you will find 
a majority of northern men ready to fight your 
battle on our ground! Never, never will the 
Democrats of Ohio, so long as their Republican 
Governors, legislators, and judges, do not re- 
trace their steps and do justice to the Constitution 
which they have annulled; never will these Dem- 
ocrats, the best, I will not say the only fighting 
element of Ohio, thrust Republican wrongs down 
the throats of the South at the point of the bay- 
onet! Am I answered that no such wrongs 
exist? Ifthere be an Ohio Republican on this 
floor who so answers, I throw down the glove and 
will lift the vail from the spotted leprosy of our 
Republican rule. I will not sit here in silent ac- 
quiescence of the disgraceful conduct of my own - 
State. I have no State pride in the action of our 
legislative, judicial, and executive officers. Let 
the supporters of Brinkerhoff, Sutliff, Dennison, 
and their companions, take up the glove! Ifthey 
would call South Carolina to account, let them 
first remove the beam from their own eye. They 
never can, while spotted with moral treason and 
guilty of deliberate nullification, make Ohio Dem- 
ocrats the tools of thcir vengeance, never-—never ! 
When they denounce the mad precipitancy of the 
South, let them remove its cause! I know and 
ponder what I say. You will have justice if you 
will have patience and permit reconciliation; and 
if you do not get it then, after a fair trial, you 
will have immunity from northern attack. ` 

Whatever the legal powers of the Federal Gov- 
ernmentmay bc,they deriveall their efficiency from 
the popular will. The Constitution gives the Gov- 
ernment force to execute the law; but itis a force, 
after all, which resides in the people, and which 
they will withhold in an unjust cause. We have 
no Army to execute the edict of Republican in- 


justice.” Our bayonets think. We have in the 


West, beneath a sheathen roughness, a keen 
saber ready to flash in defense of the Union to 
which our people owe so much, and which is the 
best beloved of their heart. And if no time be 
left for conciliation; if you of the South desert 
your friends and the Union to their fate; if you 
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leave to be decided but the one great overmastering 
problem, Union or disunion; if in the presence of 
this hard solitary question, they are left to decide 
it, and peril come from their decision, which 
conservative men cannot avert, there will ring 
out from the yearning patriotic heart of the mighty 
West, itmay bein agony and despair—the Union, 
now and forever, one and indivisible. It must and 
shall be preserved! 

{ warn the Republican party that they will need 
the aid of the patriotic men of the North to sus- 
tain their Executive. This revolution is reserv- 
ing its more ‘effectual overt acts for Republican 
rule. What then? It will have become strong 
by coöperation. No Republican Administration 
can enforce the law, unless the Republican State 
authorities first place themselves right before the 
people, and reconstruct the moral bases of their 
Governments. By the 4th of March, South Car- 
olina will have the Gulf States united. It will 
appeal to that economic law which is stronger 
than sentiment, By its appeal to the interests of 
the cotton States it will succeed in securing coöp- 
eration. 


‘Before we enter upon acareer of force, let us ex- 
haust every effort at peace. Let us seek to excite 
love in others by the signs of love in ourselves. 
Let there be no needless provocation and strife. 
Let every reasonable attempt at compromise be 
considered. Otherwise we have a terrible alter- 
native. War, in this age and in this country, 
sir, Should be the ultimo ratio. Indeed, it may 
well be questioned whether there is any reason in 
it or for it. Whata war! Endless in its hate, 
without truce and without mercy. If it ended 
ever, it would only be after a fearful struggle; and 
then with a heritage of hate which would forever 
forbid harmony. Henry Clay forewarned us of 
such a war. His picture of its consequences 1 
recall in his own language: 

‘I will not attempt to deseribe scenes which now happily 
lie concealed trom our view. Abolitionists themselves 
would shrink back in dismay and horror at the contempla- 
tion of desolated fields, conflagrated cities, murdered in- 
habitants, and the overthrow of the fairest fabric of human 
government that ever rose to animate the hopes of civilized 
man. Nor should the Abotitiouists flatter themselves that, 
if they can succeed in their object of uniting the people of 
the free States, they will enter the contest with numerical 
superiority that must insure victory. Al! history and ex- 
ees the hazard and uncertainty of war. And 
we are admonished by Holy Writ that the race is not to the 
swift, nor the battle to the strong. 

“But ifthey were to conquer, whom would they conquer? 
A foreign foe—one who had insulted our flag, invaded our 
shores, and laid our country waste? No,sir; no. It would 
be a conquest without laurels, without glory—a self, a sui- 
cidal conquest—a conquest of brothers over brothers, 
achieved by one over another portion of the descendants 
-of common ancestors, who nobly pledging their lives, their 
fortunes, and their sacred honor, had fought and bled, side 
by side, in many @ hard battle on land and ocean, severed 
our country from the British Crown, and established our 
national independence.” 


Such a war is the almost unavoidable result of 
a dissolution of this Confederacy. Mr. Madison 
(No. 61, Federalist) urged as a reason for the 
Union, that it destroyed every pretext for a mili- 
tary establishment; ‘but its dissolution,” said 
he, ‘will be the date of a new order of things. 
Fear and ambition would make America copy 
Europe, and present liberty everywhere crushed 
between standing armies and perpetual taxes.” 
He augured for a disunited America a worse con- 
dition than that of Europe. Would it not be so? 
Small States and great States; new States and 
old States; slave States and free States; “Atlantic 
States and Pacific States; gold and silver States; 
iron and copper States; grain States and lumber 
States; river States and lake Statés; all having 
varied interests and advantages, would seek supe- 
riority in armed strength. Pride, animosity, and 


glory, would inspire every movement. God shield | 


our country from such a fulfillment of the proph- 
esy of the revered founders of the Union. Our 
struggle would be no short, sharp struggle. Law, 
and even religion herself, would become false to 
their divine purpose. Their voice would no 
longer be the voice of God, but of his enemy. 
Poverty, ignorance, oppression, and its hand- 
maid, cowardice, breaking out into merciless cru- 
elty; slaves false; freemen slaves, and socicty 
itself poisoned at the cradle and dishonored at the 
grave——its life, now so full of blessings, would be 
gone with the life of a fraternal and united State- 
hood. What sacrifice is too great to prevent 
such a calamity? Is such a picture overdrawn? 
Already its outlines appear. What means the 


inaugural of Governor Pickens, when he says, 
“from the position we may occupy towards the 
northern States, as well as from our own internal 
structure of socivty, the government may; from 
necessity, become strongly military in its organiza- 
tion??? What means the minute-men of Governor 
Wise? What the southern boast that they have 
a rifle or shot-gun to each family? What means 
the Pittsburg mob? What this alacrity towave 
Forts Moultrie and Pinckney ? What means the 
boast of the southern men of being the best armed 
people in the world, not counting the two hun- 
dred thousand stand of United States arms stored 
in southern arsenals? Already Georgia has her 
arsenals, with eighty thousand muskets! What 
mean these lavish grants of money by southern 
Legislatures to buy more arms? What mean 
these rumors of arms and force on the Missis- 
sippi? These few facts have already verified the 
prophesy of Madison as to a disunited Republic. 


Mr. Speaker, he alone is just to his country; { 


he alone has a mind unwarped by section, and a 
memory unparalyzed by fear, who warns against 
precipitancy. e who could hurry this nation 
to the rash wager of battle, is not fit to hold the 
seat of legislation. What can justify the breaking 
up of our institutions into belligerent fractions? 
Better this marble Capitol were leveled to the 
dust; better were this Congress struck dead in its 
deliberations; better an immolation of every am- 
bition and passion which here have met to shake 
the foundations of society, than the hazard of 
these consequences! 

As yet, I do notbelieve that the defensive conduct 
of the Executive involves these consequences. 
Nay, I hope that firmness in resisting aggression, 
with the kindness which he has endeavored to 
show, may do much to avert them. Certainly 
weakness and indecision now will not avail to 
check the rising tide of public sentiment, and pre- 
serve the public peace. . 

I agree with much that my friends from Hli- 
nois, PMi. McCurernanp,] New York, [Mr. Sicx- 
LEs,] and Ohio, [Mr. VaLLanpicuam,] have said 
as to the interests, dignity, and rights of their own 
sections. I will not now go into any calculation 
or contemplation about the results of a dissever- 
ance of this Union. Long may it be averted—that 
picture of Ohio, as the narrow isthmus between 
a broken East and adivided West, with a hostile 
southern border! Long may it be averted—that 
sad pictureof New York,a great free emporium, 
trading to all the world, and closed against the 
interchange of her own inland! We have gloom 
enough without these new schemes of division. 
I invoke the. better spirit of him who never spake 
so truly prophetic as a statesman, as when he 
combined in his speaking the great truths ofa com- 
prehensive political economy—as when Wash- 
ington said: 

“In contemplating the causes which may disturb our 
Union, it occurs as a matter of scrious concern that any 
ground should have been furnished for characterizing par- 
ties by geographical diseriminations, northern and south- 
ern, Atlantic and western, whence designing men may en- 
deavor to incite a belief that there is areal difference of 
local interests and views. You cannot shield yourselves 
too much against the jealousies and heart-burnings which 
spring from these misrcpresentations. They tend to ren- 
der alien to cach other those who ought to be bound to- 
gether by fraternal affection.” 

In these days of anticipated trouble, when finan- 
cial disaster tracks the step of political infidelity; 
when the violation of compact is followed close 
by the intemperate zealotry of revolution; when 
even the property of our Union is seized, and our 
flag is torn down under its impulses; when, as if 
premonitory of some great sacrifice, the vail of 
our political temple seems rent, and the earth 
about us quakes, and the very graves give up their 
dead, who come forth to warn, beseech, advise, 
and moderate—in this hour of our country’s 
deepest gloom and peril, let us heed with an all- 
embracing and all-compromising patriotism, the 
warning of Washington, whose voice, though he 
be dead, yet speaketh from yonder tomb at Mount 
Vernon, and whose august presence I would 
summon here as the Preserver of that country 
whoscgreatest pride itisto hail himasits Farner! 

In his sacred name, and on behalf of a people 
who have ever heeded his warnings, and never 
wavered in the just defense of the South as of the 
North, E appeal to southern men who contem- 
plate a step so fraught with hazard and strife, to 
pause, Clouds are about us! There is lightning 
in their frown! Cannot we direct it harmlessly 


to the earth? The morning and:evening ‘prayer 
of the people U speak for in. such: weakness rises 
in strength to that Supreme Ruler who, in-notic- 
ing the fall of a sparrow, cannot disregard the fall 
of a nation, that our States may continue: tobe. 
as they have been—one; one in the unreserve of 
a mingled national being; one as thé thought of 
God is one! ` re a 
; [Here Mr. Cox’s hour expired; but, by uñan» 
imous consent of the House, he was allowed to 
go on and conclude his remarks.] 

These emblems above us, in their canopy of 
beauty, each displaying the symbol of State in- 
terest, State pride, and State sovereient: > letnot- 
one of them be dimmed by the rude breath: of 

assion, or effaced by the ruder stroke of enmity. 

hey all shine, like stars differing in glory, in 
their many-hued splendors, by the light of the 
same orb, even as our States receive their luster 
from the Union, which irradiates and glorifies 
each and all, i ; 

Our aspirations and hopes: center in the proud 
title of American citizen. Whether we hail from 
the land of granite or the everglade of flowers; 
from the teeming bosom of the West, the sea- 
washed shore of the East, or the gold-bearing 
sierras of the Pacific slope—all are imbound b 
the same rigol of American patriotism. Abroad, 
at home, in palace or in cabin, in ship or on laud, 
we rejoice in that proud distinction of American 
citizen, We look upon our nationality as the 
actual of that ideal described by Edmund Burke 
ina strain of finished eloquence and sublimest 
philosophy—as something better than a partner- 
ship in a trade, to be taken up for a temporary 
interest and dissolved at the fancy of the parties, 
We look upon it with other reverence, because it 
is not a partnership in things subservient only to 
a gross animal existence of a perishable nature. 
It is a partnership in all science; a partnership in 
all art; a partnership in cvery- virtue and in all 
perfection. As the ends of such a partnership 
cannot be obtained in many generations, it. be- 
comes a partnership not only between those who 
are living; but between those who are living, those 
who are dead, and those who ‘are to be born. 
Each contract of each State is but a clause in the 
great primeval contract of ETERNAL sociEry, link- 
ing the lower with the higher natures, connecting 
the visible with the invisible world, according to 
a fixed compact, sanctioned by the inviolable oath 
which holds all physical, all moral natures, each 
in their appointed place. 

Thus, regarding our NATIONALITY as more than 
a life, as the association of many lives in one, as 
an immortality rather than a life, the people of 
this country will cling to it with a tenacity of pur- 
pose and an energy of will, as to the very cross 
of their temporal salvation, and revere it as the im- 
personation of their sovereign upon earth, whose 
throne is this goodly land, and whose mighty 
minstrelsy, ever playing before it, is the voice of 
an intelligent, happy, and free people ! 

Mr. REAGAN obtained the floor. 

Mr. VALLANDIGHAM. Will the gentle- 
man from Texas give way to a motion that the 
committee rise? 

Mr. REAGAN. Iwill be governed by the 
wishes of the committee. I can go on with what 
I have to say this evening, if the committee pre- 
fer. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from 
Texas must cither yield or decline to yield. 

Mr. VALLANDIGHAM. I would ask the 
gentleman from Texas, if he does not intend to 
give way, that he will allow me a moment of his 
time to-night. 

Mr. REAGAN. I want to discuss some ques- 
tions without preparation, and I would not be 
willing to yield any portion of my time. F will 
take the sense of the committee as to whether or 
not I shall go on. I will yield to the gentleman 
if it will not be taken out of my time. 

The CHAIRMAN. That can only be done 
by unanimous consent. 

Mr. CURTIS. Well, I will make the motion 
that the committee rise, if the gentleman will yield 
for that purpose. i 

Mr. REAGAN. I will yield to that motion. 

The motion was agreed to. ; 

Thecommittee accordingly rose; and Mr. Grow 
having taken the chair as Speaker protempore,Mr. 


.Wasusurne, Of Illinois, reported that the com- 
mittee had, according to order, had the state of 
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the Union generally under consideration, and.par- 
ticularly the bill (H. R. No. 899) making appro- 
priations for the support of the Army for the year 
ending the 30th of June, 1862, and had come to 
no conclusion thereon. 


REPORT OF SELECT COMMITTEE. 


Mr. COR WIN. The select committee of thirty- 
three, to which was referred a portion of the Pres- 
idéent’s annual message, are ready now to report, 
and T hope no one will make an objection to the 
report being made. I wish now merely to make the 
report, lay it. upon the table, and let it be printed 
and made a special order for some day, as early 
as possible, that will not inconvenience the busi- 
ness of the House. ` 

Mr. SICKLES. I would suggest to the gen- 
tlemen from Ohio, that as we are to have three 
days general debate upon the army bill, he should 
make his report a special order immediately after 
the debate is ended, which will be Thursday next. 

Mr. CLARK, of Missouri. I would remind the 
House that to-morrow and Wednesday are set 
aside for the consideration of territorial business. 

Mr. CORWIN. I will suggest, then, that this 

“yeport be made the special order on Thursday 
next, at one o’clock, and to continue from day to 
day until disposed of. 

Mr. VALLANDIGHAM. Idesireto ask my 
colleague whether he intends leaving this matter 
open for amendment and discussion? 

Mr. CORWIN. Undoubtedly. 

Mr. VALLANDIGHAM. The fashion of this 
House is to demand the previous question upon 
everything, and for that reason 1 asked the qes- 
ton, 

Mr. BINGHAM. I object. 

Mr. SICKLES., Isit notin order for the gen- 
tleman from Ohio to move to suspend the rules 
on his motion; which is, that the committee be 
allowed to make a report, that the report be print- 
ed, and that its consideration shall be postponed 
until Thursday next at one o'clock? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Itis. 

Mr. CORWIN. I make that motion. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Idemandthe yeasand nays. 

The yeas and nays were not ordered. 

The question was put; and the motion was 
agreed to. 

So the rules were suspended. 

Mr. BINGHAM. I move that the House do 
now adjoarn. 

Mr. TAYLOR. 1 ask the gentleman from 
Ohio to withdraw the motion to adjourn, in order 
that the House may make some order in relation 
to the minority reports. 

Mr, BINGHAM, I withdraw the motion. 

Mr. TAYLOR. Task that the House will al- 
low the members of the minority of the commit- 
tee to make their reports, and to have them printed 
when made. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will 
put the question upon the motion of the gentle- | 
man from Ohio, [Mr. Corwiy,] including the re- 
ports of the minority, 

Mr. BRANCH. Does the motion of the gen- 
tleman from Ohio embrace the proposition of 
making the reports the special order from day to 
day, so that no business of any description can 
supersede it? 

he SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair so 
understands it. 

Mr. BRANCH. T have no objection. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. I move to 
amend the proposition of the gentleman from Ohio, 
by substituting ‘Monday next”? for * Thurs- 

ay.” 

Mr. STOUT. There isa special order for next 
Thursday. 

Mr. WASIIBURNE, of Illinois. That is a 

ood reason for postponing it until next Monday. | 

Mr. CORWIN. I will accept the amendment | 
of the gentleman from Hlinois. 

The motion of Mr. Corwin, as modified, was 
then agreed to. 

Mr. CORWIN then submitted the report of 
the majority; which, with the reports of the mi- 
nority, were made the special order one wéek from 
to-day, and from day to day until disposed of, |; 
and ordered to be printed. 


STENOGRAPHER TO COMMITTEE. i 
Mr. HOWARD, of Michigan, y unanimous 
consent, offered the following resolution: 


was referred the President’s message, be authorized to cm- 
ploy a reporter to act as clerk of said committec. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Hlinois. I move to 
amend by inserting the words, “at the usual 
compensation.” 

Mr. HOWARD, of Michigan. 
amendment, 

The resolution, as modified, was agreed to. 


I accept the 


bs COMPROMISE RESOLUTIONS. 
Mr. FLORENCE. Idesire to offer some res- 
olutions. 


Mr.MAYNARD. I move that the House do 
now adjourn. 

Mr. FLORENCE. I have the floor. I ask 
unanimous consent, to introduce the following 
resolutions: 


Whereas alarming dissensions having arisen between the 
northern and southern States, as to the rights to the com- 
mon territory of the United States, it is eminently desira- 
ble and proper that such dissensions should be settled by 

-the constitutional provisions which give equal justice to 
all sections, whereby to restore peace: Therefore, 

Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives, That 
the following articles be proposed and submitted as an 
amendment to the Constitution, which shall be valid as a 
part of the Constitution, when ratified by conventions of 
three fourths of the people of the States. 

First. In all the territorics, now or hereafter acquired, 
north of latitude 36° 40’, slavery or involuntary servitude, 
except punishment for crime, shall be prohibited; while 
south of that latitude it shali remain; and in all territory 
south of that latitude, slavery is hereby recognized as ex- 
isting, and not to be interfered with by Congress, but be 
protected as property by all departments of the territorial 
government during its continuance as a Territory. When 
territory north or south of such line, within such bounda- 
ries as Congress may prescribe, shalt contain the population 
necessary for a member of Congress, witha republican form 
of government, it shall be admitted into the Union on an 
equality with the original States, with or without slavery, 
as the constitution of the State may prescribe. 

Second. Congress shall have no power to abolish slavery 
in places under its jurisdiction, orsin States permitting 
slavery. 

‘Third. Congress shall bave no power to abolish slavery 
in the District of Columbia, while it exists in Virginia or 
Maryland, or cither. Congress shall never, at any time, 
prohibit the office 
gress, whose duties reguire them to live ia the District of 
Columbia, from bringing slaves and holding them as such. 

Fourth. Congress shall have no power to hinder the trans- 
portation of slaves from one State to another, whether by 
land, navigable rivers, or sea. 

Litth. Congress shalt have power by law to pay the owner 
who shall apply the full value of the fugitive slave in all 
cases where the marshal is prevented from discharging bis 
duty, by force or rescue, made after the arrest. ïn all such 
eases the United States shall have power to suc the county 
in which such violence or rescue is made, and the county 
shall have the right to suc the individuals who committed 
the wrong in the same manner as the owner could sue. 

Sixth. No future amendments shall affect the preceding 
articles, and Congress shall never have power to interfere 
with slavery in the States where it is now permitted. 


If objection is made, I move to suspend the 


rules, : 
MAYNARD. I move that the House do 


Mr. 
now adjourn. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. ‘The motion of 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania to suspend the 
rules will be entered. 

Mr. FLORENCE. That is ali I desire. 

And then (at fifteen minutes to five o’clock, 
p- m.) the Fouse adjourned. 


IN SENATE. 
Tuespay, January 15, 1861. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Dr. GurLEY. 

The Journal of yesterday was read. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair will 
call the attention of the Senate toa portion of the 
Journal. The Senator from Georgia (Mr. Iver- 
son] yesterday made a motion, which is entered 
upon the Journal as a motion that he be excused 
from further service upon the Committee on 
Claims. The Senator from Georgia afterwards 
informed the Chair that his motion was that he 
be excused from further service as chairman of 
thatcommittce; and the Chairrecollects that that 
was the form in which the motion was put. He 


expressed his willingness for the present to serve | 


asa member of the Committee on Claims, but 
desired the Scnate to relieve him from duty as 
chairman. If there be no objection, the Chair 
will direct the altcration to be made, so as to con- 
form to the language of the motion. 

No objection was made; and the Journal, as 
corrected, was approved. 


MESSAGE FROM TUE MOUSE. 
-A message from the House of Representatives, 


Resolved, That the special committee of five, to which | 


by Mr. Forney, its Clerk, announced that the 


sof the Government, or members of Con- | 


$ 


House- had passed the following bills and joint 
resolution; in which the concurrence of the Sen- 
ate was requested: 

A bill (No. 852) for the relief of certain Chip- 
pewa, Ottowa, and Pottawatomie Indians; 

A bill (No. 935) for the relief of Franklin Tor- 
ry; an 

Th joint resolution (No. 57) for the benefit of 

Duvall & Brothers. 


BILLS BECOME LAWS. 


The message further announced that the Pres- 
ident had approved and signed, on the 5th of Jan- 
uary, the following bills: 

A bill (H. R. No. 862) making appropriations 
for the support of the Military Academy for the 
year ending the 30th of June, 1862; and 

A bill (H. R. No. 486) for the relief of Eliza 
A. Merchant, widow of the late First Lieutenant 
and Brevet Captain Charles G. Merchant, of the 
United States Army. 


PRINTING OF DOCUMENTS. 


The message further announced that the House 
yesterday ordered the printing of a letter from the 
Secretary of the Navy, transmitting information 
in relation to Coston’s telegraphic night signals, 
and governors for marine steam engines—ordered. 
at twelve o’clock and eleven minutes. 


STATE OF THE UNION. 


Mr. BAYARD. Mr. President, I desire to 
present the memorial of one hundred and twenty- 
five citizens. of Wilmington, in the State of Dela- 
ware, without distinction of party, earnestly pray- 
ing the Senate to pass the resolutions introduced by 
the honorable Senator from Kentucky, (Mr. Crir- 
TENDEN, | orresolutionsembodying the same prin- 
ciples, and expressing the belief that our constitu- 
ents throughout the country will sanction these 
proposals, and that they will have the effect of 
allaying the present. unhappy excitement. 

Mr. President, I have no remarks now to make 
in reference to those resolutions, except to express 
my concurrence with them, and my regret that 
they could not have been voted upon at an earlier 
day. I fear they come now too late; butas they 
would tend to allay excitement, and I hope suc- 
cessfully tend to that result, as they would tend 
to the prevention of a dissolution of the Union, 
or, if dissolved, to its restoration; as they are 
specific in their character and moderate in the 
extent of what they require—embodying, in my 
judgment, no more than the public sentiment of 
the slaveholding States will demand, and the least 
that it will demand, I shall necessarily vote for 
the resolutions. I have forborne to take any part 
in the debate on the various questions in relation 
to the present state of the country, which has 
occurred in the Senate up to this time, because 
J did not believe that it would be possible here . 
for us to do anything which would be calculated 
to either preserve or restore the Union. But, sir, 
we can vote; and J do hope that, before this day 
passes, at least we shall have some indication of 
the determination of the Senate, and see whether 
the principles embodied in the resolutions of the 
Senator from Kentucky will command the vote 
of a portion, if not of a majority, of the Republi- 
can members of this body. Itis right that the 
people of the country should know something, at 
least, as specific as is embodied in those resolu- 
tions—something more specific than that which 
fell fromthe honorable Senator from New York, 
[Mr. Sewarn.] 

Sir, I shall take occasion to trespass upon the 
indulgence of the Senate next week for the pur- 
pose of expressing at large my views on the 
present distracted and unhappy condition of the 
country; and also on the only remedies which I 
suppose exist for the purpose of preventing what 
is now imminent—a civil war between the dif- 
ferent sections of the country. The exact day 
I cannot at present indicate; but certainly some 
day during the next week, when { shall hope to 
interfere with no other gentleman who may 
desire to speak. I have nothing to say now; I 
desire to say nothing, even in reference to these 
resolutions, except to express my opinion of the 
moderation of the demand, and of the necessity 
of some specific action by Congress as indicating 
the extent to which the opposing. party mean to 
go—indefinite propositions will not answer—and 
to express further my hope that we can vote on 
these propositions; for, after all, debate only leads 
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to crimination and recrimination; to various state- 
ments which tend to inflame the public mind, 
already quite sufficiently inflamed throughout the 
whole country, so much so as to hazard the ex- 
istence of our institutions. I hope that we shall 
vote; and then, when we know by that vote what 
the result. must be, it will be time enough to dis- 
cuss what course will have to be taken dependent 
upon such a result. 

The memorial was ordered to lie on the table. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr. SEWARD. I present the memorial of 
Samuel F. B. Morse, the distinguished and illas- 
trious inventor of the electro-magnetic telegraph, 
praying Congress for the extension of one of the 
two patents which constitute the title he holds for 
his property in that greatinvention. These two 
patents will expire at different times. He asks 
an extension of the one that expires earliest, to the 
date when the latest one willexpire, in order that 
- he may protect that property more perfectly than 
he would be able to do otherwise. The extension 
which he asks of the one patent is five years and 
three months. I move the reference of the memo- 
rial to the Committee on Patents and the Patent 
Office. 

It was so referred. 

Mr. SEWARD also presented four memorials 
of citizens of New York, in relation to the present 
disturbed condition of the country; which were 
ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. KENNEDY presented a petition of two 
hundred citizens of Frederick county, Maryland, 
praying the adoption of the compromise measures 
proposed by Hon. J. J. Crirrenpen, in the Sen- 
ate; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. LATHAM presented papers in relation to 
the claim of Michacl Cassin to certain moneys 
deposited by his son, James Cassin, deceased, in 
the United States branch mint at San Francisco, 
California; which were referred to the Committee 
on Commerce. 

Mr. BIGLER presented six petitions of citizens 
of Philadelphia, Pennsylvania; a petition of citi- 
' gens of Port Clinton, Pennsylvania; and a petition 

of citizens of Lehigh county, Pennsylvania; sev- 
erally praying the adoption of the compromise 
measures proposed by Mr, Crirrenpen; which 
were ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of citizensof Phila- 
delphia, Pennsylvania, praying that pensions may 
be granted to the survivors of the war of 1812, 
and to the widows of those who have died, or 
may hereafter die; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

Mr. BENJAMIN presented the memorial of 
the heirs and legal representatives of Latchlin 
Durant, praying that an act may be passed au- 

- thorizing the administrator to sell atract of land; 
which was referred to the Committee on Private 
Land Claims. 

He also presented the petition of Neal Smith, 
administrator of the estate of Latchlin Durant, 
deceased, praying the passage of an act of Con- 
gress authorizing him to sell a tract of land 
granted to the said Durant by the treaty of Fort 
Jackson; which was referred to the Committce 
on Private Land Claims. 

Mr. PUGH presented the memorial of Susan 
E. Gordon, widow of George Fisher, deceased, 
praying the adoption of such measuresas may be 
necessary to carry into execution the joint reso- 
lution of June 1, 1860, “ relating to the claim of 
George Fisher, late of Florida, deceased;”” which 
‘was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

BILL BECOME A LAW. 

A message from the President of the United 
States, by Mr. GLossprenner, his Secretary, an- | 
nounced that the President had this day approved 
and signed a bill (S. No. 144) for the relief of Jere- | 
miah Pendergast, of the District of Columbia. 


CHANGE OF TILE NAMES OF VESSELS. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Iam directed by the Com- | 
mittee on Commerce, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. No. 531) to change the name of the 
schooner Augusta to Colonel Cook, to report it | 
back without amendment, and recommend its 
passage; and Task the consent of the Senate to 
pass the bill now. It is merely to change the 
name of a vessel. It will not occupy a moment, 


There being no objection, the bill was consid- 
ered as in Committce of the Whole. It was re- 


ported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed fora third reading, read the third 
time, and passed. 

Mr. CAMERON. I ask the Senate to take up 
a joint resolution introduced by me yesterday, to 
change the name of a vessel. It is a mere matter 
of form. There will be no objection to it, I sup- 

ose. : f 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from 
Pennsylvania asks the unanimous consent of the 
Senate to take up the joint resolution (S. No. 57) 
authorizing the Secretary of the Treasury to per- 
mit the owners of the steamboat John C. Frémont 
to change the name to that of Horizon. 

There being no objection, the joint resolution 
was read a second time, and considered as in 
Committee of the Wholc. 

Mr. BENJAMIN, I will inquire of the Sen- 
ator from Pennsylvania if’ this is a sea-going 
steamer? 

Mr. CAMERON. Itis a steamer belonging to 
the city of Pittsburg. 

Mr.BENJAMIN. A river steamer? 

Mr. CAMERON. Yes, sir. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Sen- 
ate, ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, 
read the third time, and passed. 


STATE OF THE UNION. 


Mr. POWELL. [ask leave to present the pro- 
ceedings of the union Democratic State conven- 
tion of Kentucky, held at Louisville, on the 8th 
of January, recommending the adoption of the 
resolutions proposed by my colleague. I move 
that they lie on the table. 

Mr. HALE. I have not the slightest objection, 
myself, to the reception of those proceedings. 1 
do hot know the character of them; but questions 
of this sort have been before the Senate several 
times before, and, if I am not mistaken, the uni- 
form practice of the Senate has been, not to re- 
ceive reports or proceedings of mectings of this 
sort, unless they were expressly directed to the 
Senate. The question has been raised here a great 
many times, and I think that has been the uni- 
form action of the Senate, and, in my judgment, 
we had better adhere to it. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator 
raise objection to the reception of the proceedings? 

Mr. HALE. Yes, sir. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question will 
be submitted to the Senate. 

Mr. HALE. Then let me state my objection 
distinctly. I do not know anything about the 
resolutions. I do not mean any discourtesy to 
the resolutions, or to the meeting, or to the 
Senator who presented them; but I want to pre- 
serve the uniform practice of the Senate which, 
as I have understood it, ever since I have had 
the honor of being a member of the body, has 
been, not to reccive reports of meetings of this 
character, unless they were expressly directed to 
the Senate, or to Congress.’ 

Mr. POWELL. These resolutions express 
devotion and attachment to the Union; they pro- 
test against coercion; they recommend the adop- 
tion of the resolutions proposed as amendments 
to the Constitution by my colleague; and I re- 
ceived a letter from the secretary of the meeting 
requesting me to present them to the Senate for 
its consideration, I do not think there will be 
any impropriety in receiving the resolutions, and 
allowing them to lie on the table. I hope it will 
be done. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Will the Senate 
receive the resolutionsoffercd by the Senator from 
Kentucky ? 

Mr. POWELL. I look upon them as being ad- 
dressed to the Senate. I received an official letter 


from the officers of the meeting requesting me to | 


present them to the Senate; and I hope my friend 
from New Hampshire will withdraw his objec- 
tion. J think they come within his own rule. 

The VICE PRESIDENT put the question on 
the reception of the resolutions; and they were 
not received. 

SLAVERY QUESTION. 

Mr. WILSON. I move to take up a resolution 
submitted by me yesterday, concerning the Wash- 
ington aqueduct, for the purpose of acting on It. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair at this 
hour must call the attention of the Senate to the 
special order for half past twelve o’clock, unless 
some motion be made to postpone it. The special 


order for this hour is‘the joint resolution (S: No. 
54) proposing certain amendments to the Coristis 
tution of the United: States; introduced: bythe 
Senator from Kentucky: aen R aSr f 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. : By urging these -reso~ 
lutions as the business for to-day, I did not: pros 
pose myself to address the Senate on the subjects 
I wish to save the time of the Senate as: muchas 
possible. I intended, if I might be allowed to do 
So, to close any debate that might arise on the 
resolutions; and I yield the floor therefore to.an: 
gentleman who desires to discuss them. a 

Mr.CLARK. I gave notice the other day that 
I would move to amend the resolutions. = T now. 
move to do so, by striking out all after the pre- 
amble and the word ‘ resolved,”’ in the first res- 
olution, and inserting the following: : 

That the provisions of the Constitution are ample for 
the preservation of the Union, and ‘the ‘protection of ail 
the materiai intercsts of the country; thatit needs to be 
obeyed rather than amended ; and that an extrication from 
our present dangers is to be looked for in strenuous efforts to 
preserve the peace, protect the public “propertys and: en- 
force the laws, rather than in new guarantees for peculiar 
interests, compromises. for particular. difficulties, or con- 
cessions to unreasonable demands. i 

Resolved, Thatall attempts to dissolve the present Union, 
or overthrow or abandon the present Constitution, with the 
hope or expectation of constructing a new one, ore danger- 
ous, iHusory, and destructive; that, in the opinion of the 
Senate of the United States, no such reconstruction is 
practicable; and, therefore, to the maintenance of the ex- 
isting Union and Constitution should be directed all the 
energies of all the departments of the Government, and 
the efforts of all good citizens. 


Mr.GREEN. Witha part ofthat amendment 
I coincide, and with the remainder of it I totally 
disagree. ‘Taking it as it comes, as a substitute, 
I shall vote against it, and I will very briefly give 
thereasons why. ‘That the present Constitution, 
in its provisions, is good enough for the whole 
Union, I think every one will readily admit; and 
to that extent, I coincide with the Senator from 
New Hampshire. a 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Foor in 
the chair.) The Chair will state, for the inform- 
ation of the Senate, with reference to the order of 
business and the particular question before the 
Senate, that inasmuch as the resolutions offered 
by the Senator from New Hampshire are pro- 
posea as a substitute for the original resolutions, 

oth the original resolutions and the substitute are 
open to perfection by way of amendment or mod- 
ification, before the question shall be taken upon 
substitution. There is an amendment pending to 
the original resolutions, which will be read. 

Mr. GREEN. It is not necessary to read it 
I understand the question before the Senate per- 
fectly; and I have a right to speak to anything 
pending before the Senate. The original resolu- 
tion can be perfected, and then the substitute can 
be perfected, and then the vote taken as to the 
choice between them; but whatever matter is law- 
fully pending before the Senate, I havea right to 
speak to. bate 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The. Chair 
hopes the Senator from Missouri did not under- 
stand the Chaiy as intimating that he was: not in 
perfect order. The Chair only thought it proper 
to state the precise question as it stands before the 
Senate; and that when vote comes to be taken, the 
first question must be on the amendment proposed 
to the original resolutions, before the question on 
substitution can be taken. 

Mr. GREEN. I was just remarking that I con- 
sidered the present Constitution of the United 
States good enough, ample in all its provisions, 
if enforced and adhered to in good faith; and if 
there is a spirit in the people, north or south, in 
the center or in the circumference—fixed, determ- 
inate, unchanging—notto observe the present Con- 
stitution, a thousand amendments will not make 
it more effective. I shall vote for the proposition 
of the Senator from Kentucky, not because I have 
any faith in good results, save one bare possibil- 
ity; and thatis, to hold the people still long enough 
for them to reflect, and sce whether there can ‘be 
a reaction in public sentiment; for, if there can 
be no reaction in public sentiment, all his amend- 
ments will not be worth a straw. 

Ours isa peculiar Government. It has not-that 
strong military arm to enforce the Constitution 
which the Government of England has. It rests 
upon the consent and the good feeling of the peo- 
ple; and when that consent is withdrawn, and that 
good feclingis destroyed a thousand constitutional 
provisions wil! amount to nothing whatever; and 


3880 


* 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


January 15, 


it is useless for us to talk about doing anything 
except this: hold the country still long enough to 
let the people reflect. If what is now considered 
to be the prevailing spirit of the North, in its de- 
clared hostility to the South, is to be permanent 
and enduring, we had better separate this day in 


peace. If itis not permanent and enduring, then 


the proposition of the Senator from Kentucky 
comes in well as a means to check action long 
enough to give time for that reaction in the senti- 
ment of the North. We are reduced to that ex- 
tremity. The proposition that a State shall pay 
for a runaway slave, if rescued by a mob, is very 
ood; but suppose the State refuses: then what? 
sue and get judgment: then what? You take ex- 
ecution. Qn-what do you levy? You never can 
collect it without the consent of the State; and if 
that consent is withdrawn,and the disposition to 
adhere to the principles of the Constitution is de- 
stroyed, it will never be effective; and so with all 
the other provisions, every one of them. There 
is, therefore, but one single possible benefit that 
can in any degree result from any of these prop- 
ositions; and that is, we may hold the country 
still long enough to give the people an opportu- 
nity to reflect. 
t is useless to discuss the latter branch of the 
proposition of the Senator from New Hampshire, 
enying the right of a State to secede. [hold that 
the States have the right; but it is useless to dis- 
cuss it; and all of the opposition to it seems to 
have grown out of a misconception of the real 
character of our federative Government. This 
is not a Government as a unit. As was well ex- 
pressed by one of the greatest statesmen that this 
country has ever produced, or I fear ever will 
produce, itis nota unit, but it is a multitude of 
units. Each State is a unit, and the whole Union 
is a multiplication of units. Wherever there is 
a single concentrated unit as a Government, no 
branch of that unit can fly off at a tangent, and 
if it undertakes to do so, it is rebellion; and the 
whole of the misconception growing out of this 
uestion results from the fact of not considering 
the character of this united Government. Each 
State is an entirety; each State is a unit. Then 
there isan association of these entirctics and these 
unities, forming what we call the United States of 
America. An individual cannot secede from a 
State or from the Federal Government, because 
he has not that unity of sovereignty; a county 
cannot secede from a State or from the Federal 
Government, because it has not that unity of sov- 
ercignty; but wherever you find that unity of 
sovereignty, and it came in by consent, it can go 
out by consent. And here I wish to make one 
other explanation. The original thirteen States 
first formed the Constitution and formed the Union. 
It has been specially provided, whenever any 
other additional State has come into the Union, 
that it should come in on an equal footing with 
the original thirteen. If, therefore, we can under- 
stand the status of the thirteen, we understand the 
exact position of the whole, for they are all alike. 
Now, you will observe there is no agreement be- 
tween South Carolina andthe Union. The Union 
did not exist; but South Carolina and others made 
the Union, and there is no agreement between it 
and the Union. As was well expressed by Mr. 
Webster, it is not a compact between a State and 
the Federal Government, because all the States 
made the Federal Government, and they could 
not make an agreement and create a compact with 
a thing that had no existence. What, then, isit? 
Certain propositions are presented to the several 
States; cach one exercises its own volition in 
coming in or staying out. Itcomesin. By whose 
action? Not the action of the Federal Govern- 
ment, for it did not exist; not the action of the 
other States, because each acted for itself. How, 
then, does it go out? It goes out just as it came 
in, on its own volition. Perhaps it will be said 
it is a violation of good faith. Well, cases might 
arise in which it would be a violation of good 
faith. There are many cases in which a State 
withdrawing froma confederation of States would 
violate good faith; but where is the tribunal to 
pass sentence upon them, and where is the power 
to enforce an execution against them? The onl 
tribunal is the enlightened judgment of sinpleind: 
the only power of execution is the frowns of the 
community in the United States and in the world; 
that is all. 
There is no military power that can punish a 


State for doing what she ought not to have done 
if she had the power to doit. The right must 
not be confounded with the principle. In other 
words, a State having come in in good faith—no 
wrong having been done, perfect concord and 
perfect harmony prevailing—if she goes out she 
does wrong. The degree of injury that will jus- 
tify her before the enlightened judgment of the 
world is a question for her to consider. She must 
take the responsibility of determining a question 
like that. She formed no agreement with the 
Union; she formed no agreement with any State; 
but when a plan of organization was presented, 
and the opportunity was given to all to come in 
on their own volition, she came in; and she can 

o out on the same volition with which she came 
into the Union. If States go out without justi- 
fiable cause, they will be condemned by the judg- 
ment of the world; but even if condemned in a 
case like that, that is the only punishment. There 
is no power in the Federal Government to pun- 
ish them. There is no power in asister State to 
punish them. They are a sovereign unity. This 
association of thirty-three States which existed 
a few months ago (twenty-nine, l believe, still 
remain) is not one assoeiated mass constituting a 
unity, but jt is a collection of units; twenty-nine 
remaining yet. If individuals, while a State is 
in the Union, violate the law, they are amenable 
to the law, and ought to be punished under the 
law. If a State secedes, in the exercise of that 
sovereign power which she never transferred, 
there is no power to punish a State; it is a State 
action, and not individual action. 

Now, Mr. President, it has been so clearly and 
so fully illustrated by the Senator from Ohio, 
[Mr. Pucu,] that I deem it unnecessary to enlarge 
upon this point, to wit: that in inquiring whether 
a State may have the power to secede or not, we 
are not to see whether that power is expressly 
reserved in the Constitution, but to see whether 
that original power has ever been transferred and 
conveyed away. It certainly was an original 
power pertaining to the sovereignty of that unity. 
That original power pertaining to that unity is 
not to be feond as having been transferred in the 
Constitution by any law; and if not, it exists. 

But one point further. Udo not deem it neces- 
sary, indeed I think it entirely unnecessary, to 
go into the subject as to whether the North has 
oppressed the South;as to whether they have 
afforded asylums for fugitive slaves; as to whether 
they have passed personal liberty bills; for these 
are smallband unimportant matters, compared with 
the additional fact that by means of societies 
formed in the North, not known to the law, not 
recognized by the State governments in which 
they exist, hundreds and thousands, nine tenths 
of all the fugitive slaves are spirited away, con- 
veyed in secrecy, locked up in the mail car of the 
railroad, not seen by the public, and are never 
returned, Now those personal liberty bills are 
only in vogue,and your habeas corpus actis onl 
called in requisition, when one has been arrested. 
Nine tenths of those that escape are never arrested ; 
and the reason they are not arrested is, you can- 
not enforce the law; and you cannot enforce the 
law because the state of public sentiment is such 
as to forbid it. That brings me back to the point 
where I commenced. You may pass bills of pains 
and penalties; you may pass amendments to the 
Constitution; you may pass all that is suggested 
by the honorable Senator from Kentucky, the 
Senator from Pennsylvania, (Mr. BIGLER,} and 
the Senator from Illinois, [Mr. Douaias,]} and it 
all amounts to nothing at last, unless you can get 
a public sentiment there, capable of enforcing and 
protecting your rights, as guarantied by these 
several provisions. It is true, there is one other 
last resort, and that is physical power; and if 
there comes a separation between these sections— 
an unfortunate one, but one which now seems to 
be a fixed fact—physical_power will then be 
brought into requisition. Each will be jealous of 
the other; each will be determined to protect its 
own rights as far as possible; and each will hold 
itself in readiness to do so; and hence, from the 
line of Maryland to the line of Kansas, you will 
see military preparation on both sides. Yet, let 
it be remembered, no invasion has ever been made 
from the South on the North, nor will there ever be 
in the future, unless it be to retaliate fora previous 
invasion from the other side. Peace isthe motto 
of the South; constitutional rightis the plea of the 


South; and if we get these we shall be content. 
The present Constitution, as the honorable Sena- 
tor from New Hampshire said, is good enoughif 
itcan be carried out; and I therefore think, to some 
extent, with him, that we had better be devising 
ways and means to carry out the existing Con- 
stitution, than to be patching up amendments 
which, if the present state of public opinion con- 
tinues, will amount exactly to nothing. 

That is the view that I have taken of this sub- 
ject. It strikes me as palpable. There is an 
uneasiness in the public mind now, in regard to 
the danger of a war between sections of this Union; 
there is serious apprehension entertained; and if 
we possibly soal quiet that, it would be good to 
that extent. Laying propositions, by consent of 
Congress, before the people to take their sense at 
the ballot-box, might have a tendency to quiet 
that apprehension, and hence might do some good 
by delaying action long enough to let the people 
reflect. I know well that it is as utterly impossi- 
ble to live in peace with the present state of pub- 
lic sentiment, as it would be with the Navajoc 
Indians; not because they are not civilized, but 
because they are influenced by a degree of fanat- 
icism that cannot be checked. And those who 
have raised the storm are unable to control it; 
for I remember having read once, I think from 
Moore, these words: 

“ Fanatic faith once wedded fast 
To some false object, hugs it to the last.” 

And I have no hope until we can check them up, 
and make them see the consequences likely to 
ensue. I would insult no Senator in this body; 
and yet I have been unable to bring out a single 
response from a single Senator on the other side 
that he would discharge his bounden duty, under 
the Constitution and the law, to assist in enfore- 
ing the fugitive slaveact. This is a reflex of the 
sentiment of the people at home, These are rep- 
resentative men. These control, guide, and cre- 
ate the sentiment at home. While this is the case, 
what have we to hope for? While this is to be 
continued, what instrumentality has been invoked 
to change the sentiment of the North? None in 
this body; none in the pulpit; none in the school- 
room; none in the nursery-room; none in tract 
circulating. What, then, is to effect that change? 
Without that change, I tell you this moment and 
this hour, I am for immediate secession, whether 
my State is or not. I am willing to give you an 
opportunity to effect that change. Lam sorry to 
separate from some noble spirits who have clus- 
tered around and sustained us in days and years 
past; but still, my friends, you must bear with us 
when self-preservation prompts us to the deed. 
Not a single instrumentality has been brought to 
bear to effect that change; not a speech has been 
made inthis body by any of those gentlemen calcu- 
lated to operate on the northern mind, and say to 
them, “ you have done wrong; you must retrace 
your steps; and you must observe the existing, 

resent Constitution.” Without some of these 
instrumentalities, do you think it will possibly take 
place? Itis utterly impossible. This isa forlorn 
hope; and yet, if you think giving a few days’ 
time toreflectupon this matter will have the effect, 
I will do it; but if it will not have that effect, it 
is a work of folly. It is prompted by a noble 
spirit. It has been introduced from the highest 
feelings of patriotism. I commend the spirit of 
the man that moved it, and the motive that in- 
fluenced him; but I have very little confidence, 
and I have that little confidence for the simple 
reason I have stated. 

Now, whatis to be done? To make inflamma- 
tory speeches here to go abroad over the land, one 
side in favor of the South, and the other holding up 
the hands of the North, saying, “ stand firm, and 
while you are too weak to pray, we will hold 
your hands towards Heaven’’—1is that to be the 
spirit that will actuate us here? And if it is, what 
good can result from it? I have believed for 
some time, and I now give utterance to that belief, 
that the only possible hope is to separate in peace 
and let the States interchange propositions for a 
reunion. All will not come back, and a portion 
of them I hope never will, if they entertain their 
present sentiments; but the glorious Northwest, 
and the center here, I hope, with the South, will 
cluster together once more under bonds strong 
as steel, insuring prosperity and happiness and 
strength never equaled on the face of the globe. 
Can it not be done? 
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The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr.. Foor.) 
The Senator from Missouri will suspend his re- 
marks. The Senate assigned as a special order 
for one o’clock this day, the Pacific railroad bill; 
and the Chair is required, under the rules of the 
Senate, to call that up for consideration; and under 
the rules of the Senate, it takes precedence of and 
supersedes all other business; but it is open to 
postponement or such disposition as a majority 
of the Senate shall see fit to make. The Pacific 
railroad bill is now the subject before the Senate. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. I move to postpone 
that special order. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator 
from Kentucky moves to postpone the consider- 
ation of the Pacific railroad bill. 

Mr. GWIN. I should not like to interrupt 
the Senator from Missouri in the midst of a 


speech. 
Mr. GREEN. Ihave no speech to make at 
all. It is merely talking on this proposition. 


Mr. GWIN. Very well; then I hope the 
Pacific railroad bill will not be postponed. 

Mr. SUMNER called for the yeas and nays. 

The. yeas and nays were ordered; and being 
taken, resulted—yeas 21, nays 27; as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Benjamin, Bigler, Bragg, Brigh:, Cling- 
man, Crittenden, Fitch, Green, Hemphill, Johnson of Ten- 
nessee, Kennedy, Lane, Mason, Nicholson, Pearce, Polk, 
Powell, Pugu, Rice, Saulsbury, aud Stidell—21. 

NAYS—Messrs. Anthony, Baker, Bingham, Cameron, 
Chandler, Clark, Coliamer, Dixon, Doolittle, Durkee, Fes- 
senden, foot, Foster, Grimes, Gwin, Hale, Harlan, King, 
Latham, Seward, Simmons, Sumner, Ten Eyck, Trum- 
bull, Wade, Wilkinson, and Wilson—27. 


So the motion to postpone was not agreed to, 
RAILROAD TO THE PACIFIC. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
resumed the consideration of the bill (H R. No. 
701) to secure contracts, and make provision for 
the safe, certain, and morc speedy transportation, 
by railroad, of mails, troops, munitions of war, 
military and naval stores, between the Atlantic 
States and those of the Pacific, and for other pur- 

oses. 

j The PRESIDING OFFICER. The pending 
amendment will be read. It recurs to the Chair, 
however, that the motion pendingat the adjourn- 
ment upon this bill was the motion of the Sen- 
ator from Minnesota, [Mr. Rıce,] to postpone 
the bill indefinitely; and that motion takes prece- 
dence of all others now pending. 

Mr. LATHAM. The yeas and nays were 
called on that motion;and that was pending when 
the Senate adjourned. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair un- 
derstands that the yeas and nays were ordered 
upon that motion. 

Mr. LATHAM. Yes, sir. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question, 
then, ison the indefinite postponement of the bill, 
and onthat question the yeas and nays have been 
ordered. 

The question being taken by yeas and nays, 
resulted—yeas 12, nays 38; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Bayard, Benjamin, Bragg, Clingman, 
Crittenden, Johnson of Arkansas, Lane, Mason, Pearce, 
Rice, Saulsbury, and Slidell—12. 

NAYS—Messrs. Anthony, Baker, Bigler, Bingham, Cam- 
eron, Chandler, Clark, Collamer, Dixon, Doolittle, Doug- 
las, Durkee, Fessenden, Fitch, Poot, Foster, Green, Grimes, 
Gwin, Hale, Harlan, Hemphill, Johnson of Tennessee, 
Kennedy, King,Latham, Nicholson, Polk, Pugh, Sebastian, 
Seward, Simmons, Sumner, Ten Eyck, Trumbull, Wade, 
Wilkinson, and Wilson—s8. 

So the Senate refused to postpone the bill in- 
definitely. 

_ Mr. RICE. I believe the next question is on 
the motion of my colleague to commit the bill to 
a select committce. Mr. President, when I was 
up the other day, I said that { had no objections 
to make to the details of the bill. I meant that I 
had no remarks then to make upon the details, 
As it seems to be the determination of the Senate 
to act upon the bill now, either to go on and pass 
it, or to commit it, I take this occasion to say 
that L am in favor of committing it to a special 
committee, as proposed by my colieague. 

On examination of the bill, I find that there are 
many defects in it, some of which I think the 
friends of the bili themselves would like to cor- 
rect. Some have been alluded to. I shall only 
allude to one or two others. The bill proposes 
to give the odd sections of the land upon the route, 
one mile in width on each side, to the company. 


The road will pass through a very large extent of 


Indian country, in which the title to the land hag 
not been extinguished. It will pass through the 
Pike’s Peak settlement; and should it passthrough 
the center of that settlement, it will deprive thou- 
sands of the pioneers there of their homes. Itis 
true, the bill says ‘‘ unoccupied lands;” but ac- 
cording to the laws, no land within the Indian 
country can be lawfully occupied; hence that pro- 
vision amounts to nothing. In its present shape 
it will deprive thousands of honest séttlers, who 
have made roads and have built up an empire of 
their own in the wilderness, after all the hardship 
and suffering they have endured, of every thing 
they have. I think an amendment should be made 
in regard to that. Tam sure the friends of the bill 
must have overlooked that very important point. 

I dislike, also, another provision in this bill, 
which says that the rails and all the iron work 
shall be of American manufacture. That is noth- 
ing but the protective tarif. I think the tariff 
question is of such vital importance that it should 
be brought before the Senate by itself, and not be 
thus mixed up with provisions of a bill like this. 

There is another slight omission, I think, in the 
bill. It says the rails shall “ be of good quality 
and size.’ Now, who is to judge of the quality 
and size? Why, sir, you cannot find a State in 
the Union that will charter a railroad without 
specifying the size of the rails and the number of 

ounds to the yard; but here, while you are 
throwing away $100,000,000, you are leaving it 
to a few irresponsible men to say how much the 
rails shall weigh to the yard,and of what quality 
they shall be. Noris there anything said here in 
regard to the gauge of the road. There is not, 
probably, a road within the limits of the United 
States, the gauge of which is not specified in its 
charter. ; 

Here is another clause that strikes me as a little 
singular. Itisinthethirdsection. Itprovidesthat 
the roads shall carry ‘all the mails, troops, sea- 
men, Government stores,” &c., ‘until the whole 
amount of money and accruing interest advanced 
by the United States to said corporation or cor- 
porators shall be reimbursed by services so ren- 
dered.’’? These $100,000,000 of bonds to be issued 
must be redeemed by the United States in thirty 
years; the United States must provide the in- 
terest; and yet the corporation or corporators 
have until the angel Gabriel shall blow his horn 
to refund the money to the United States, if they 
please. No time is specified. There is nothing 

inding upon them whatever. They can take a 
thousand years if hey like, provided we cannot 
get itoulin service. Why, sir, we all know that 
the service the road will render will not pay the 
interest upon the bonds. 

The bill provides that, for a certain distance, 
$12,000 a mile shall be paid, and then goes en 
increasing the amount to be paid per mile until it 
reaches the enormous sum of $46,000. Why, 
Mr. President, a railroad can be constructed and 
put into operation from the head of Lake Superior 
to the Rocky Mountains forg$15,000a mile. These 
corporators are to receive from twelve to forty-six 
thousand dollars a mile for just so much of the 
road as they see fitto build. They can commence 
on the east and build it to the mountains, overa 
country that needs little or no grading and no 
heavy bridging; and when they get to the mount- 
ains they can stop, put the money in their pock- 
ets, and say they have concluded not to build the 
road any further. They can likewise commence 
on the west and run to the mountains, and receive 
from twelve to forty-six thousand dollars a mile; 
and when they come to where the work will be 
costly they can throw it up. There is nota word, 
not a clause in the bill to bind them to do any- 
thing whatever. They get everything and grant 
nothing. I do think that Senators should con- 
sider well a measure of so much importance; and 
even the friends of the two routes should weigh 
the provisions of the bill well before casting their 
votes. 

Here is another clause which is very modestly 
put in a little proviso: 

“ Provided, That $2,000,000 in like bonds shall be added 
to the gross sum for every year’s reduction of the time of 
| completing the work, payable as the bonds before named.” 

By other provisions of the bill they have fifteen 
years in which to complete the road. We all 
know that this road, if it is to be worth anything 
to the corporators, if itis ever to pay anything, 
must be completed within eight or ten years; be- 


cause, until the road: shall: be finished, it will: be 
comparatively of little value; and if: it- takes 
fifteen years to complete it, the portions first com- 
menced will have rotted and become worthless by 
that time. If it be built at allthe corporators:wilt 
probably complete itin seven or eight years; thus 
adding the modest little sum of fourteen or fifteen 
million more to the enormous sum already pro- 
vided for the road. : p irii 
Mr. BRAGG. That applies to both roads; for 
althe provisions as to the one are extended. to the 
other. : i 
Mr. RICE. Yes, sir; and thėrefore: thig: little 
proviso would -make only a small difference of 
twenty-eight or thirty million dollars to the Uni- 
ted States. Sir, any business man must see, from 
the very face of the bill, that it is most crudely 
and imperfectly drawn. : What should first be 
done is to extinguish. the Indian title, survey the 
lands, and offer facilities ‘to the emigrant to go and 
settle on the line of the road, in order to protect it 
when itshall be built. Suppose the Indiansrefuse to 
sell the lands; suppose the road should :-be extended: 
into their country, which would be’ contrary to 
law: what would be the result? ` Or suppose the 
road were built, and we should have a war with 
the Indians: what then? Why, sir, halfa dozen 
women could pull up the rails for a sufficient dis- 
tance to prevent the cars from running over? and 
after they had passed over one section, they could 
go back and pull them up behind. What relief 
would you have against this? There, perhaps, 
would be your troops without provisions, with- 
out supplies, and without any means of getting 
them, and starvation must inevitably be the result. 
I do not know that it is necessary, or that it 
would be of any sort of use, to point out any other 
defects in the bill. The manner in which it was 
forced through the House of Representatives, the 


which has attended the whole thing, show it to 
be a foregoneconclusion. Then, again, our friends 
on this side—that is, the opponents of the bill— 
have so many of them left us, that we are in fact 
thrown into the camp of the enemy. . 

Whether these few remarks will have any effect 
or not, Í do not know; butif this bill shall become 
a law, but a few years will elapse before they will 
be referred to by thinking men. E 

Mr. GWIN. Mr. President, I wish briefly to 
give my reasons for urging the passage of the 

{ouse bill, without amendment, and to answer 
some of the objections that have been urged by 
Senators against it. 

The amendment of the Senator from Missouri, 
which was adopted, seemed rather a small ‘one 
for which to jeopardize so important a bill. Mis- 
souri gets, under the bill as it is, say—by way of 
numerical illustration—1,000,000, but thinks she 
ought to have $1,000,010: ought she to jeopard- 
ize the $1,000,000, in order to get these ten, espe- 
cially when the terminus may be made im the: 
bill further north, if Missouri gives it no support? 

The objection to’the bill urged by ‘the Senator 
from Missouri, [Mr. Green,] that 1t does notse- 
cure proper connections with other ‘roads, is an- 
swered by the fact that charters haveto be granted - 
by the States and Territories through which the 
road will have to pass, and-it cannot be doubted 
that proper provisions to this end will be made 
in these laws. 

The objections of like general character to the 
omissions of other details in the bill may be an- 
swered in the same way. This bill merely states 
what.the United States are willing to do, leaving 
details to the States and Territories, that must 
look. to them all. 

The principal objection seems to be to the nam- 
ing of fifty-three persons, and their associates, as 
the beneficiaries. Such bills are very usual in 
the States. There are two general classes of acts 
of incorporation. One names persons, as com- 
missioners or trustees, to open books of subscrip- 
tion, and to superintend the organization of the 
companies. The other class, like this bill, names 
certain persons, and their associates, (which means 
the persons named, and such others as the ma- 
jority may invite to join them,) as the corpora=: 
tors. Hundreds of such acts of incorporation of 
the latter class, by the States, can easily be pro- 
duced. Ihave in my hand a list of one“hun red 
and twelve of such acts, and J could rua it up to 
a thousand. They are not much less numerous 


| than the other class. 


votes which have been taken here, and the haste: | .: 
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The names inserted by the committee. of the 

House of Representatives: in this bill, were se- 
lected from hundreds suggested, withoutyas Lam 
informed, A single one of them seeking the posi- 
tion, or desiring it, or even knowing their names 
were tobe so used. Others may have been in- 
serted after the bill was reported, from. personal 
application, knowing their names were to be so 
used. The active friends of this great public work 
would: not care if every name were crased, and 
other good names substituted, if it did not unne- 
cessarily jeopardize the bill. These names were 
gélected because the persons were all supposed to 
be of high character, great energy, and ample 
means, and therefore could induce other capi- 
talists and men.of energy to contribute sufficient 
eapital, enterprise, and business talent, to accom- 
plish this, the greatest single work of any age. 
-. These corporators are, in fact, only commis- 
sioners, and will, no doubt, be so considered by 
the Legislatures of the States and Territories in 
giving them acts of incorporation. If such cor- 
porators could not secure the great object, it could 
not be done by opening books to adventurous sub- 
scribers, from whom collections, after the first 
small installment, might not be made; and who 
would be clogs to the enterprise. The object is 
to build the roads. It was correctly stated in this 
debate, that the southern road is intrusted, by this 
bill, to a vast number of persons all over the 
South, and could be given to no others, as they 
now have the charters for eight hundred miles of 
the route through Texas. To the northern road, 
the bonds of the United States, for every section 
of fifty miles, as it shall be finished, are to be 
lent; the return to be secured by the first mort- 
gage on the whole road; the bonds not to exceed 
sixty million. 

So far from the object of the bill being to enrich 
a few persons, many contend the road cannot be 
madefor much more than double the credits loaned 
by the United States; and some think—although 
Jam not one of them—it cannot be made at all; 
in which event all the private subscriptions of the 
stockholders would be totally lost, as the mort- 
gge to the United States would have to be first 

ully satisfied. If, under such conflicting opin- 
ions, the corporators should be rewarded for the 
vast capital raised and hazarded in the great ad- 
venture, who ought to regret such a result, when 
their success presupposes the complete accom- 
plishment of the undertaking-—worth, politically, 
many times the cost—presupposes the return to 
the United States of her credits to the uttermost 
farthing; and, in fact, that the great work will 
have been made by the capital, enterprise, and 
business talent. of the corporators themselves, 
aided temporarily by the credit of the Govern- 
ment? The greater the success of the corporators 
under such circumstances the more general would 
be the satisfaction throughout the world, as their 
gains would not be at the expense of others. 
Ought such a bill to be jeoparded by amendments 
of no moment to the country at large, however 
desirable to minor rival localitics, especially when 
short branches, hereafter to be granted almostas 
a matter of course, may substantially satisfy their 
wishes? è 

The bill, as now presented, is the result of ten 
years’ consideration, and is the compromise of 
various rival and conflicting interests; and an al- 
teration, apparently slight, may arouse extended 
opposing interests not now seen, and may thus 
defeat the bill. 

Mr. President, the Senator from Missouri [Mr. 
Green] and the Senator from Ohio [Mr. Puer]} 
say that this is a coercive bill; that it will force 
the States and Territories through which these 


roads pass, to grant charters as the corporators | 


may dictate. Tcan speak confidently for my own 
State-in answer to this objection, that its passage 
through Congress will be hailed with joy by thou- 
sands and tens of thousands of its citizens. Bon- 


fires will be built on our mountain-tops to cele- į 


brate an event more important to them than 
Napoleon’s greatest victories were to France in 
consolidating his empire. 
these corporators as benefactors, who, through 
the beneficence of Congress, have been intrusted 
with an enterprise that will make us one of the 
great Powers of the earth. We will notlook upon 
it as coercion when we are asked to pass State 
laws to aid in carrying out this great law, which 
will shower such benefits upon us. Such F feel 


California will hail | 


will be the public sentiment of all the States and 
Territories which will be required by legislation 
to perfect the details of this great scheme to con- 
nect the Pacific and Atlantic oceans by two great 
railroad routes north and south. 

And now, Mr. President, I will say a single 
word in answer to the remarks of my friend from 
Oregon, (Mr. Lanz.] He says that this bill is 
unknown; that it was forced through the House 
of Representatives without consideration, under 
the previous question If my friend had only 
examined the question, he would have ascertained 
the fact that this bill was reported during the last 
session of Congress; that it has not been altered 
in a single word, with the exception of the inser- 
tion of two or three or four names; that it was 
reported by a select committee of the House of 
Representatives, who had had it under considera- 
tion for months—a committee composed of sixteen 
members of that House; that they not only re- 
ported the bill, but twenty thousand copies of it 
were ordered to be printed and circulated over the 
whole Union. In addition to that, I will say to 
my friend from Oregon that this bill was per- 
fectly well known in my State,and that the thirty- 
four thousand Democratic voters of that State who 
voted for him for the second office within the gift 
of the American people, are every one of them in 
favor of this bill; and I may say further that, of 
the one hundred and twenty thousand voters of 
California, there would not be a hundred votes 
cast againstit. It is well understood there. It 
was my belief at the time that this bill, after such 
long labor in the select committee of the lower 
House, would pass that body; and the question 
was whether, if it came to the Senate, this body 
would also pass the same Dill. It is well known 
and understood, so far as my constituents are 
concerned, , 

But, Mr. President, the Senator from Minne- 
sota speaks of going by Pike’s Peak, and that the 
rights of actual settlers will be encroached upon, 
Sir, it reserves all the mineral lands on the whole 
route, and there are no scttlers there except on 
mineral lands. Ele says there are no guards im- 
posed; no restrictions for the benefit of the Gov- 
ernment; no protection to the United States. Why, 
sir, the Government of the United States has the 
first mortgage on all the road; and if the road is 
not built, itis to be given up, and all the private 
subscriptions are to be forfeited. T undertake to 
say that this bill will build both roads. Within 
less than twelve months after the bill becomes a 
law, the greatest obstacle that has ever been pre- 
sented to the central route will have been over- 
come, for we shall have a railroad through the 
Sierra Nevada mountains to the Washoe silver 
mines. I willask the Senator from Louisiana, 
[My Bengamin,] who is opposed toa Pacific rail- 
road bill, if he thinks there is any obstruction 
that cannot be overcome? He has traveled over 
the route; he has told me that there is none; and 
there are better routes than the one he traveled 
over. There are parties now who will contract 


to build, within twelve months, a road through | 


the Sierra Nevada mountains to the Washoe sil- 
ver mines, where these mountains have heretofore 
been considered an impassable barrier. 

I wil] notdetain the Senate in regard to this bill, 
which is of such transcendent importance to the 
whole country, and so vital to my own constit- 
uents. I want the Senate to understand that we 
are not contending for routes. We willtake any 
route; we will take any bill that will secure the 
making of a road to the Pacific ocean. If I could 
do no better, I would vote fora bill that would 
carry it to Puget Sound, and leave my own State 


out. I believe, though, that this bill carries these | 


routes to the great center of commerce and com- 
munication on the Pacific ocean, and secures im- 
portant connections on both sides of the conti- 
nent. The people of California want a railroad, 
they want a connection; and they are willing: to 
take it in any form. Their delegations in the two 
Houses of Congress have always been willing to 
take any kind of bill that could be presented to 


them, which would secure this great object. Now | 


| we have before us a bill which has been sent to 


us from the other House, and if the friends of a 
Pacific railroad will throw away their minor ob- 
jections, and stand by it, we can pass this bill; 
and I undertake to say thatin a very few years, 
under its provisions, both roads can be built. - 
Mr. LANE. Mr. President, the remarks of 


the Senator from California seem to make it ne- 
cessary for me to answer very briefly what he 
said. He reminds me that thirty-four thousand 
patriotic national Democratic voters of his State 
voted for me for the second highest office in their 
gift. Well, sir, they gave a good vote; and I 
thank them. And he further reminds me that 
they are, every one of them, in favor of the pas- 
sage of this bill; and he says they all understand 
it; that they have every one seen it, read it; and 
comprehend its provisions. 

r. GWIN. My friend will permit me to 
state that I did not say they had read it; but we 
discussed it on the stump. It was debated by the 
speakers of all the four parties. This bill was 
well understood in California, and all parties were 
committed to it. I made speech after speech in 
favor of this very measure, stating that, ifit passed 
the House of Representatives, in my judgment 
it would certainly pass the Senate. 

Mr. LATHAM. I will state, also, that this 
very bill, with the exception of the new corpo- 
rators that were inserted in the House this year, 
was published in the papers all over the State. I 
saw it and read it myself. 

Mr. LANE. Wel, Mr. President, I will only 
say to my good friends from California, that I do 
not understand this bill as they do; and I want 
them to understand now, distinctly, that they are 
no more anxious for a Pacific railroad than Lam. 
1 have labored here for years, and am ready now 

„to vote for such a bill as ought to pass; but when 

I was up the other day, I said that it appeared to 
me this was no time to pass a Pacific railroad 
bill, I was very sorry this morning to see the 
nip important measure that has been introduced 
into this Senate, or can be introduced into it dur- 
ing this or any other session, set aside to take up 
this bill. I allude to the proposiuon introduced 
by the venerable Senator from Kentucky. It was 
a proposition presented with the hope of saving 
the final dissolution of this Union. 'The measures 
proposed by him, if sanctioned by the people, if 
approved by the northern States, would in all hu- 
man probability—and I know there is no man in 
this Union more anxious for it than myself—de- 
lay the movements which are now going on, that 
are to result ultimately in the entire dissolution 
of the Union, At such a time, when every gen- 
tleman knows that the country cannot be held 
together unless something shall be promptly done, 
I thought it was not proper to iake up a bill in- 
volving the country in obligations amounting to 
hundreds of millions, for the making of two rail- 
roads, in preference to adopting some measures 
by which this Union may be held together; some 
plan that may afford security and protection, and 
guaranty the rights of all the States of the Con- 
federacy. It is nota good time to take up this 
measure, and to impose it upon the country, sim- 
ply because gentlemen have the power to do it, 
when they know that they are pledging Stafts that 
will not regard the obligation which they under- 
take to impose on them, and when they are making 
debts here and contracting obligations that these 
States will always hold they had no right to do. 
I say to those thirty-four thousand sensible, loyal 
voters of California, that no man in America js 
more devoted to their interests than I am. I will 
say to every voter of every political party in Cali- 
fornia, that no one of them is more anxious for a 
Pacific railrond than myself. Any plan by which 
one could be made, if this were a proper time to 
do it, would satisfy me. 

This bill, as I look at it, is not a good one. It 
isaloosc bill; itis an objectionable bill; and though 
it may have been reported last year, and been 
printed and published, as the Senator says, and 
scattered over every portion of this country, he 


| knows, as well as I do, that no opportunity was 


given for its consideration in the House of Rep- 
resentatives. There was no opportunity allowed 
there for amending or perfecting it. ‘There was 
no opportunity given for considering it; but under 
the previous question it was hurried through that 
House and sent to us. The Senator from Cali- 
fornia now stands here, saying that we shall take 
it justas it is; that itis a holy thing; that it shall 
not be touched; that no amendment shall be made 
to it; that no consideration shall be given to it; 
that every amendment that is offered shall be 
voted down, and the bill hurried through the 
Senate. 


Mr. President, I repeat again that this is not 
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the time for passing a Pacific railroad bill, Let 
this matter go over. Let us take up the propo- 
sitions of the Senator from Kentucky. Letus sub- 
mit to the people some method by which the difii- 
culties that surround us, and which appeal to every 
patriot in the country, can be averted, and peace 
restored to the country, so that the States that 
have left us may be invited to return upon terms 
that wili afford security tothem. Would the Sen- 
ator have a railroad at the expense of the Union? 
Would he place it in the power of that party 
who disregard the Constitution; who disregard 
their obligations to the country; who trample 
upon the decision of the Supreme Court; who 
will not respect a single guarantee to which the 
States are entitled under the Constitution; who 
have said on the floor of the Senate, and in his 
presence, to the southern States: “ We have you 
now surrounded; we intend to hem you in; you 
shall submit to our rule, and to your destiny;”’ 
showing as plain as language can express it that 
it is their purpose, not only to hem in, to fence 
around the southern States of this country, but 
to destroy their institutions? Would he consider 
a railroad bill now in preference to the adoption 
of measures that would secure rights to these 
States that are to be trampled upon and literally 
crushed out by a party who would inaugurate 
and bring about negro equality in this country; 
who would free the negroes of the South, and bring 
them to New York and the other northern States, 
and introduce them there upon an equal footing 
with the laborers of that portion of our country, 
to compete with them in their labor, and who 
would allow them to vote? And then this party 
say to us, when war comes, we will have a united 
North to go down against the South, and destroy 
it, and to bring about this negro equality. They 
expect the Germans, the Irish, and the Demo- 
crats, who have struggled to maintain the rights 
of all the States, who have stood firmly by the 
Constitution, will help to establish negro equality, 
and that these good people will go under the Re- 
publican banner to doit. I say they will never 
engage in any such cause. 

I allude to all these things in order to satisfy 
the honorable Senatorand his constituents that T 
am with them in favor of the Pacific railroad; but 
I dq not believe this bill to. be a good one. I do 
not think it ought to pass. 1 said so before; and 
I voted for its indcfinite postponement with the 
hope that something could be done to save the 
country. Another Congress can attend to this 
matter. When Congress shall again assemble, 
the Senator from California or his colleague will 
be here; and if we should have peace, they can 
take up the railroad bill and passit. I should 
hail its passage with as much pleasure as he. I 
will go on the mountain tops and light up the 
beacon fires, and rejoice over the passage of a 
railroad bill, when the time comes to do it, when 
it is proper to do it, apd when a good railroad 
bill, sucira one as { know he would introduce if 
he had the opportunity, shall have passed Con- 
gress. ‘ ie 

There is another objection to this bill. It pro- 
vides for making two railroads—a southern anda 
northern railroad—to terminate at San Francisco. 
Well, sir, I will go for both these roads at the 
proper time. I would go for two or three rail- 
roads to terminate at San Francisco. I appreciate 
its importance as much as the Senator from Cal- 
ifornia does. I know it is important to us in 
Oregon. I know weare identified with California. 
We look to California as the great portion of the 
Pacific. We go there to purchase everything and 
to sell everything; and I am, and intend to be, as 
true to California as he is; but Lsubmitto him, and 
I submit to other members from the Pacific coast, 
whether they would not like, when they see the 
northern road that is to terminate at San Fran- 
cisco reach the Sacramento valley, that a branch 
should be provided to follow the Sacramento 
river? It affords a natural passage through the 
mountains to the Chasta valley, in which stands 
Yreka, one of the flourishing town of that State. 
Then it is of easy access to the Rogue River val- 
ley, and that opens communication with the Ump- 
qua valley, and that again opens communication 
with the Willamette valley. There is no formi- 
dable obstruction at all to making the road. Itis 
the finest route in the world for a railroad, term- 
inating at Portland, a seaport town, where ships 
of almost any class can arrive;-they enter the 


Columbia, and come to Portland. Then, a branch 
or road can be extended by the Columbia river 
valley, by the Cowlitz, over a level ‘country to 
Puget Sound. Thus you would accommodate 
the whole Pacific coast. Why should the State 
of Oregon and the Territory of Washington bë 
cut off entirely, and forced to travel seven hun- 
dred miles by land, or more than that by water, 
to reach San Francisco, to ayail themselves of the 
benefit of this road ? Should it not extend through 
the Sacramento valley up that river, by the route 
I have mentioned, to Portland? 

I ask the representatives from the Pacific coast 
whether they will vote for such an amendment, 
whether they will vote to extend this road over 
the best portion of the Pacific coast? The valleys 
I mention are larger in extent and more fertile and 
productive than any other portion of the Pacific 
coast, That road would afford them an opportun- 
ity of bringing everything they have to San Fran- 
cisco. Will Senators say that all these roads 
shall concentrate or terminate at San Francisco, 
and that the State of Oregon and Territory of 
Washington shall have no part or lot in the mat- 
ter? Is thatjust to that portion of the country? Is 
it right that two roads shall terminate at San 
Francisco, and no man shall raise his voice in favor 
of extending it ona route that is entirely easy, and 
which can be made at as little expense as it can 
up the Platte valley, from the Sacramento valley 
up the Sacramento river, which makes a natural 
pass to Chasta valley, and then there is no ob- 
struction to Portland. Itis almost a level coun- 
try. There are but two obstructions by passes 
through which the road can pass. Everybody 
that has been in the Willamette valley will see 
that there 1s nothing hardly to do there but to lay 
down the timbers, put on the rails, and set the cars 
running. 

When you get to Portland, you have reached 
the ocean six hundred miles north of San Fran- 
cisco, and in a direct line to China; for, as I said 
the other day, vessels sailing from San Francisco 
for China, all go up our coast by the Columbia 
river and further up by Puget Sound, or rather 
a little west of it, and strike across to China. It 


reached Portland, you can then reach Paget 
Sound, the finest inland sea in the world. There 
is not sucha sheet of water on the face of the 
earth. There is an cntrance without obstruction, 
and a harbor sufficient for all the shipping of the 
world. Why shut oat that harbor? Why will 
not my friend be generous, and say, that when 
this northern route reaches the Sacramento, it 
shall be provided that one branch shall be ex- 
tended on through Oregon to Puget Sound? Shall 
we be cut off? Is that portion of the country in 
which I live, and which extends from 42° to 490, 
to be entirely deprived of the advantages and ben- 
efits of a railroad which it is attempted to hurry 
through Congress without any opportunity to 
amend? 

If this amendment can be madc, and if proper 
guards can be inserted in the bill, that willmane 
it secure, then I should vote for it with great pleas- 
ure, if I believed at this moment it was the duty 
of Congress to pass it. I would vote it anyhow, 
but that this is an unfortunate time to pass a rail- 
road bill. Let Senators provide for all that por- 
tion of the country; let them be just to Oregon, 


open the commerce of the world through Wash- 
ington Territory by the Willamette valley route 
straight to New York. Then they will have ac- 
complished much. But the gentlemen who can 
urge two routes to terminate at San Francisco, 
without providing for this other portion of the 
country, disregard the interests of all that por- 
tion of the country lying north of San Francisco. 
While I intend to be just to San Francisco and to 
California, and to every voter in it, I think it is 
but right to be just to the other portion of our 
country lying north of it. Let us deal fairly; let 
this bill be amended; let it be well considered; let 
us advise whether this is the proper time for its 


for all the country on that coast, which can be 
done at very little additional expense. 


briefly some of the arguments of the Senator from 
Oregon. In the first place, he says there ought 
to be provision made for a route from Sacramento 


is the nearest route. I say ‘again, when you have | 


jest to Washington, and establish a line that will | 


` +. A . sy: H 
passage, and if itis, let it go through providing 


Mr. GWIN. Mr. President, I will answer | 


| to Portland. Why, sir, one of the surveyed routes, | 


and the principal route that has been looked upon 
until very recently for this railroad, the: central 
route, must passthrough the Sierra Nevadaniount+ 
ains at the head of the Sacramento: river, nearly 
one half of the way, hundreds of: miles. north: of 
Sacramento city. “The road is to pass:to Sacra- 
mentoif it goes over that route; so that the amend~ 
ment of the Senator to make a road from Sacras 
mento to Portland, when for hundreds of miles 
this route must travel the same region of country 
before it gets to Sacramento; would- not accom- 
plish his purpose.. It seems to-me, his. amende 
ment, if he proposes one, should be to run the road 
north, if it goes on the surveyed route, the one 
that has always been recognized as the route over 
which the road must pass, to strike the head waters 
of the Sacramento river and go north to Portland. 

But, Mr. President, the Senator himself. has 
answered (very weakly against this. bill, in. my 
judgment, but very powerfully against: his own 
amendment) hisown ardent appeal for this branch: 
and that is, it can wait. He says the whole-bill, 
the great Pacific railroad, can wait.: Iftheargu- 
ment of the Senator is good against the. whole 
bill, is it not good against an amendmentin which 
two States and a Territory alone are interested? 
If I understand the public sentiment of Qregon 
and Washington Territory, they do not wish that 
connection. Ido; for if the amendment should 
be adopted, it would touch an important seétion 
of my own State. This road will be built by pri- 
vate enterprise to a certainty, in time, without any 
aid of the Government. It will go through a splen- 
did country in Oregon, California, and Washing- 
ton Territory. It is a natural route, with very few 
grades. Give us this great connection with the 
Atlantic States,and,in my judgment, so faras Cal- 
ifornia and Washiggton Territory is concerned, 
and I believe his own State, we:shall ask no aid 
of the Government to make that connection.: I 
should be very glad to aid in anything, if I did 
not jeopardize the great measure itself, that would 
look to a connection with my own State, as well 
as to Lake Superior. 

But, sir, so far as. the Senator’s arguments are 
concerned with regard to the resolutions. of the 
Senator from Kentucky, there is this difference 
between him and me: I am for both measures. 
Tam for this bill, and F am for those resolutions. 
It would be scarcely possible for the Senator from 
Kentucky to present a proposition here in favor 
of the constitutional rights of the South that I 
would not vote for. I will goa great deal further 
in the way of protection than that Senator has 
proposed to go. My position in regard to those 
questions is well known, although T have never 
forced them upon the Senate. Ì look upon the 
representatives of the Pacific coast as occupying 
a peculiar position here—an advisory position. 
They should, if possible, throw oil on the troubled 
waters, and not present opinions here when they 
are not effective to accomplish good. . I always 
vote on the side that I think will preserve. the 
Union, and. remove these sectional difficulties; 
but there is no slavery within two thousand miles 
of our coast, and therefore I have only once, in 
my whole senatorial term, said. anything on the 
subject at all, and that was merely as a precau- 
tionary argument against certain political move- 
ments. 

I will not detain the Senate on this subject. F 
shall vote for the resolutions of the Senator from 
Kentucky in every form in which they shall come 
up; and they should be madc agreat deal stronger 
than he has made them, if my vote could do it. 
I do not wish to interfere with those propositions; 
but I look upon it that every man, woman, and 
child in my State expects me to aid in the pas- 
sage of this bill as it is, and I am representing the 
united and unanimous sentiment of my own State. 
There is my duty, and I must perform thatduty. 
The people of that State believe that this is the 
best Union-saving measure that could be brought 
before the Congress of the United States. 

Mr. BAKER. What has been said, Mr. Pres- 
ident, in relation to this northern road, compels 
me, reluctantly, to say a very few words, which 
I trust my friends here, and, indeed, upon both 
sides of the Chamber, will attend to. Tam going 
to vote for the bill ag it is, as nearly-as E- can; 
without any amendments or alterations; and Iam 
going to do so, while as I believe I representa 
constituency further north than any other gentle- 
man upon this floor. Iam going to vote against. 
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any: material amendment, or, indeed, any at all, 
although I am told that the northern route pro- 
posed will benefit the immediate people whom I 
represent, very greatly. While Ido so, I know 
that I shall be misapprehended—I will not say 
misrepresented—at home. I know the argument 
will bear upon me as heavily as it can bear upon 
any gentleman upon this side of the Chamber 
who may vote as I do, that I am not voting for 
the immediate interests of my constituents by 
bringing the road near their homes, and through 
their farms. I must meet that as I may. 

I desire to say here, now, and to give itas much 
publicity as I can, just this: having lived for ten 
poe upon the Pacific coast, where our whole 

opes have been directed toward some road, I 
see, at last, a prospect of accomplishing that re- 
sult by this bill. I have observed, with great 
care, the struggle in the other House; and I have 
seen that, by an overwhelming vote, the propo- 
sition for a northern route has been there defeated. 

' I am sure—and [ take the advice of all the ori- 
ginal friends of the bill around me—that to incor- 
porate any amendment in the bill now, will defeat 
it for this session, and possibly forever. In that 
condition, quite alive to the interests of my con- 
stituents, quite sure that my conduct may be the 
subject of misapprehension or misrepresentation, 
quite sure that all that strong feeling of locality 
for our State, our road, may be brought to bear 
upon me in future, yet risking my justification 
upon the great idea that I believe I am doing the 
best I can to promote the connection between the 
Atlantic and the Pacific now, Ishall vote for these 
roads; and if, hereafter, here or elsewhere, my 
vote may ever be brought in question, E have but 
this to say: no man who can observe the condi- 
tion in which this bill is to-day in the Senate, can 
do otherwise than know—and I say with empha- 
sis, know—that unless we do, within a very few 
days, pass the measure substantially as it is, we 
cannot pass it at this session, and we risk it for- 
ever. ereafter, whether here or at home, I 
shall say this in my defense, and make no other, 

The bill, in my judgment, is far from perfect. 
As an original bill, I think—as I have said, I be- 
lieve, before—there ought to be but one road, one 
great highway of nations and of empires; not for 
one country, nor for one Government, nor for 
one day, nor for one generation, but for all the 
world, and all the advancing generations who 
may partake of its benefits and its blessings. But 
in an age of compromises, aud in a Government 
of compromises, I find that we have, after ten 
years, accommodated ourselves to each other’s 
opinion; so that now, with two roads, we may 
pass a bill; may get it through this body, and It 
may receive the sanction of the President of the 
United States. Shall I, can I, dare T, risk this 
measure, to which the hopes, the prayers, the 
aspirations, of so many thousands, and hundreds 
of thousands, distant very fur from here, have 
been directed so long? Can I, shall 1, dare I, 
defeat it? And with all humility, without offer- 
ing my own example for other people to follow 
at all, L hope I may say to my friends on this 
side of the Chamber: Gentlemen, if the road docs 
not suit you in its locality; if you want one more 
or one legs, let me beseech you, unless you see 
that probably you can do something else better, 
take this now, lest indeed we lose all. 

Mr. WILSON. Mr. President, the question 
pending before us is, I think, on the motion of 
the Senator from Minnesota, to refer the bill toa 
special committee. I hope the Senator will with- 
draw that motion, and that the Senate will go on 
and perfect the billas near as we possibly can. 
If it needs amendments—and I am sure it does— 
or would be improved by some small amend- 
ments, | think they may be safely adopted here, 
and will be adopted in the other Etouse: If ma- 
terial amendments, amendments of great import- 
ance, are proposed, they defeat the bill altogether; 
and therefore I concur with the remarks made by 
the Senator from Oregon. 

Sir, I am very sorry that every time this ques- 
tion comes up, or any question of great practical 
importance here, the Senator from Oregon [Mr. 
Lane] should take the floor and pour out his mis- 
representations and abuse of the Republican par- 
ty. Iregretit. Isay that that Senator. 

Mr. LANE. If the Senator will allow me, I 
will say to him now that I never misrepresent 
anybody. Ispeak of them just as I understand 


| their principles exactly; and it is not his place to 


charge me with misrepresenting anything. 

Mr. WILSON. Well, Mr. President, I am 
sorry that the Senator does not understand us 
better. If he did understand us better, 1 think 
he would not speak of us as he does. I do not 
say that the Senator’s head has been turned by 
the result of the election through which we have 
passed, but I fear the Senator’s heart has been 
changed; for no Senator, since Congress opened, 
has so habitually, when upon the floor, used lan- 
guage here that is calculated to wound the feelings 
of Senators, or to misrepresent them before the 
country. 

Mr. LANE, I desire to say, Mr. President, 
if the Senator will allow me, that it has been my 
purpose to speak the truth, and nothing but the 
truth; and I have never intentionally misrepre- 
sented anybody. I will say further to the Scena- 
tor, that I have held the same doctrines always, 
that I have held since the election; that my heart 
has not changed a particle. It has been devoted 
to this country, to all of it; and to every State of 
this Union, and to the rights of every State, and 
shall be. It never has changed on that subject. 
I intend to deal justly and rightly by every por- 
tion of the country, and call things by the names 
that I think the language used by the leaders jus- 
tifies me in doing; and I beg him not to charge me 
with misrepresenting. He may charge me with 
a mistake; but I never misrepresent. 

Mr. WILSON. Well, Mr. President, I hope 
itis nothing more than a mistake; but I advise 
that Senator, if he does desire to do justice; if he 
does desire to stand by the rights of all sections 
of this country, and to do justice to all political 
organizations and public men, to study more care- 
fully the position of the men he speaks of so freely 
upon this floor. Fle tells us that this is no time 
to act on this question. He seems to think that 
we have nota country. I tell that Senator, to- 
day, we have a Government of the United States 
of America, and we have a United States. I see 
nothing in all that has transpired in any portion 
of this country, and I see nothing in what it is 
proposed to do in any portion of the country, that 
provonte us having a Government of the United 
States, and being the Republic of the United 
States. 

Now, sir, Lam for this bill. Ihave always 
been for a Pacific railroad; for a great central route 
across the continent. f am willing to go for a 
southern route as a local route, or for a northern 
route; and I should like to go for both. And to- 
day, as we cannot have a central route without a 
southern route, if could have my way—if I could 
amend this bill—I would change it. I would re- 
duce the $60,000,000 proposed to be advanced 
onthe central route to $50,000,000; extend the 
one mile reservation on each side of the road to 
six miles, thus increasing the land grant; I would 
reduce the amount on the southern route from 
$36,000,000 to $30,000,000, and have the road 
come out on the Pacific ocean at San Diego; and 
then E would give $30,000,000 toa northern route 
to go from Lake Superior to Puget Sound, That 
would add some fourteen million dollars to the 
amount of the present bill; and I would vote for 
it that way. But I must say that I think the time 
has come when we should pass some sort of a 


i Pacifie railroad bill; and therefore I shall have to 


stand with those who are the most deeply inter- 
ested; for we all know that the Senators who rep- 
resent the Pacific coast here perhaps are more 
deeply interested than we are upon the Atlantic, 
and Tam willing to follow their lead in this mat- 
ter. 

Now, in regard to so much of this bill as com- 
mits the enterprise to certain gentlemen named in 
it, there may be persons named who ought not 
to be there. I think there are some; but they will 
be found to be few in number, and of no signifi- 
cance. No great harm can come of it, There 
are certain names in the country identified with 
the railroad interests of this country—railway 
kings, I may call them—men of great power in 
the construction, organization, and running of 
railways, whose names ought to be in the bill; 
but I think I can say that most of those mentioned 
in the bill are gentlemen of intelligence, of per- 
sonal character, of individual honor; men of large 
experience, men of capacity, men who will search | 


|] out in all sections of this country other gentlemen į 


of character and capacity to be united with them 


in this movement; and names which are now left 
out of this bill will be sought for and brought 
into this work. 

Sir, this is no small matter. It will take the 
united energies of all the men in this country who 
are interested in the construction of this road to 
carry it through. But it is objected here that we 
have no security in regard to the payment of the 
interest or principal of the bonds which are to be 
advanced. For myself, I intend to vote for this 
bill with the fullest conviction that the annual in- 
terest, and the bonds themselves, must ultimately 
be paid by the United States. I regard it as a 
very small amount, if a hundred million or a 
hundred and fifty million dollars can unite the 
Atlantic with the Pacific coast, and develop the 
vast interests of this country in the central re- 
gions of the continent. And, sir, I think if we 
can have this encouragement, if the $96,000,000 
proposed to be advanced by this bill can com- 
plete these.two railroads, I should consider it a 
cheap way of getting them, even if every dollar 
of the money should afterwards be lost to the 
Government. I do not believe that gentlemen 
who invest capital in these roads are to make 
money. If the roads were finished to-day, and 
put in good order, I do not think they would be 
very profitable. Our experience all over the coun- 
try shows that they would not. But, sir, I have 
the deepest convictions that it is of importance to 
commence this work, and that we ought to have 
commenced it eight or ten years ago. We have 
not done so. We have waited until this hour; 
and now the House of Representatives has passed 
this bill. It was reported at the last session of 
Congress; reported by a large committee, a com- 
mittee of intelligence, sought out and selected for 
this special purpose. It is not so. perfect as I 
could wish it; but itis here; it is before us; and 
I hope we shall cling to it until we perfect it, and 
pass it through the Senate of the United States. 

Mr. TEN EYCK. Mr. President, I do not 
propose to prolong the discussion; butas Il intend 
to vote for the motion proposed by the Senator 
from Minnesota, [Mr. Wirxinson,] I wish to 
give the reasons that influence my vote. I trust 
that I am as sensibly alive to the importance of 
the measure under consideration as any other 
gentleman on this floor. I believe that this is a 
measure of vast importance, not only to the coun- 
try and to the Union, but to mankind. Tam in 
favor of a Pacific railroad, and I am in favor of 
the Government extending its aid in the construc- 
tion of such a road; but, sir, Lam not in favor of 
three roads, as is proposed by the amendment 
offered by the Senator from Minnesota [Mr. Rice] 
to the House bill; nor yet am Tin favor of two 
roads, as is proposed by the House bill. Iam, 
as I said before, in favor of a Pacific railroad, but 
I am not in favor of three roads; nor yet of two 
roads with double terminations to cach of, those 
roads; and, in one case, asgroposed by the House 
bill, double terminations some two hundred miles 
in length; and, with respect to the southern route, 
double terminations extending throughout the 
State of Texas, four, five, or six hundred miles 
perhaps, and double terminations, or, what is 
tantamount to that, centering at San Francisco, in 
California, forming a connected chain of railroad 
almost the entire length of that State. 

I am in favor of one road, to begin somewhere 
near the point indicated by the amendment which 
was proposed by the Senator from Missouri, [Mr. 
Poxk,} and which was carried in the Senate, run- 
ning as nearly on a direct line as possible to the 
city of San Francisco, and there to end. *I do 
not think that we should, in our anxiety and 
desire to get a railroad, construct two or three 
beside it in order to effect that end. Ido not 
think we should pledge the revenues of the Gov- 
ernment to the amount of nearly one hundred 
million dollars, besides acres of lands to an equal 
amount, for the purpose of securing one objects 
and if two or three roads are constructed, in my 
humble judgment, it will not only require untold 
millions to construct them, but to keep them in 
running order. 

I am unwilling, standing here as a trustee, 
having some small part to enact in the disposal 
of the public moneys, to act differently from the 
mode in which I would act as an individual dis- 
posing of my own funds. I say to the friends of 
this measure, if a great highway cannot be con- 
structed from the valley of the Mississippi to 
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the Pacific ocean, without consulting and yielding 


toall the conflicting interests of the Pacific States 
and the States bordering on the valley of the 
Mississippi, so that they are all to have converg- 
ing termini, or else their support cannot be given 
to this bill; itis asking too much of the Atlantic 
States who are not so deeply interested, so far as 
locality is concerned, to vote unteld millions for 
the construction of these roads. 

Now, sir, [ will vote for either one of these 
roads which the particular friends of this measure 
shall agree upon. I prefer the central route, as 
the most direct; but I am willing to vote for the 
northern route or for the southern route, for either 
of thethree routes which may bedetermined upon. 
I willvote fora Pacific railroad gladly, cheerfully, 
and joyfully; but I cannot, to effect that object, 
vote for three, or even two roads. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Bricur 
in the chair.) The question is on the motion of 

the Senator from Minnesota. 
© Mr., BENJAMIN, I understand the pending 
motion to be to commit. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. To a select 
committee of five. 

Mr. BENJAMIN. [should have no objection 
to that; but it appears to me that, in order to 
reach some result, it would be well, before that 
vote is taken, to indicate the sense of the Senate 
upon some of the amendments. 
a dozen ora dozen amendments proposed; and 
the vote on them would form some indication to 
the committee in what shape to frame the bill so 
as to meet the objections made to it. The com- 
mittee will come in-—I think itis but fair to the 
friends of the bill to say so—with some bill re- 
ported; but then the same amendments will be 
repeated over again to. that bill. Ithink we ought 
to have a vote on some half dozen of the leading 
amendments; and then it can be referred to a 
committee for the purpose of perfecting the bill, 
after the Senate has given a direction to the com- 
mittee by a vote on the amendments, Lam ready 
to vote on this proposition to commit now, ifit is 
desired; but I do not see how the committee will 
be directed in its work unless we vote on some of 
the amendments, 

Mr. GWIN. The remarks of the Senator 
from Louisiana are very pertinent to this case; 
and I would suggest, with all respect to the Sen- 
ator from Minnesota, that if the Senate agrecs to 
material and vital amendments, so that this bill 
will be in such a condition that it has to be ma- 
tured, part of it retained, part of it stricken out, 
and additions made, then it may be proper for a 
select committee to perfect it; but until we ascer- 
tain by some direct vote what material amend- 
ments ‘are to be made to the bill, it strikes me the 
Senator will not accomplish his object by moving 
for a select committee now. ` 

Mr. WILKINSON. I have no objection to 
the course now suggested; and if it will please 
gentlemen better to have that course pursued, I 
will withdraw the motion for the present, reserv- 
ing the right to renew it hereafter if circumstances 
should make it necessary. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Brieut.) 
The motion to refer being withdrawn, the ques- 
tion is on the amendment of the Senator from 
North Carolina, {Mr. Brace,] at the end of the 
first section to add: 


Nor until said acts of incorporation shall be submitted 
to and approved by the Congress of the United States, 


So that the proviso will read: 
Provided further, That the said persons and their associ- 


ates shall not be or become vested wit! any grant, right, or ; 


interest intended to be secured by the provisions of this 
act otherwise than in a corporate character and capacity, 
to be first acquired by them or such of them as shall uccept 
the terms and couditions of this act, within the territorial 
and State jurisdictions into and through whieh the railroad 
coutemphited by this act shal! be constructed, nor until 
said acts of incorporation shall be submitted to and approved 
by the Congress of the United States. 


Mr. FESSENDEN. I should like to inquire 
ofthe Senator from North Carolina, if, in lus judg- 
ment, that clause will necessarily or probably se- 
cure the United States against the difficulty which 
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| particular attention to it. 


| gether, withoutany corporate existence, the death 
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was suggested the other day, in relation to cer- 
tain provisions retaining control? It was objected 
the other day that Congresscould retain no control 
over the details, which it ought to have so far as 
the management is concerned, and many things 
of that sort, necessary to the public security. I 
desire to know whether it is the intention of this 
amendment to secure the rights of the Govern- 
ment in that particular; and whether, in the Sena- 
tor’s judgment, it will effect it? 1 have not given 


Mr. BRAGG: In answer to the question of the 
honorable Senator from Maine, I will state that 
that was my object in preparing the amendment; 
and while am not entirely satisfied—for I owe 
it to candor to say so—that it will effect the pur- 
pose which I had in view, and of which I think 
he will approve, I yet think that, in the main, it 
will have that effect. I hope it will have that 
effect. i 

While I am up answering the interrogatory of 
the honorable Senator, I will go a little further 
and endeavor to answer oncor two objections that 
were made to the amendment when it was last 
before the Senate. If I can get the attention of 
the Senate, thin as it is even on an important bill 
like this, I think I can satisfy it that there is noth- 
ing at all in the objections which were urged to 
the amendment when it was last before the body. 

A suggestion was made by the Senator from 
Ohio, [Mr. Puau,]—not by way, as I understood 
him, of opposition to the amendment—that it 
would result in delay, That, I think Ican show 
to the Senate, is an entire mistake; and before I 
proceed further, I hope I may be excused for 
saying to the Senator from California, who has 
this bill in charge, [Mr. Gwin,] that I am making 
no factious opposition at all to the bill. I be- 
lieve that a Pacific railroad bill, whatever may be 
my opinion about it, will pass during the pres- 
ent session, You ‘have the strength here in this 
body to pass it. After some six or eight Senators 
have left, you undoubtedly have it; you have the 
strength in the other body to pass it; and it be- 
comes us, therefore, to well consider the provis- 
ions of an important bill like this, and to see if 
there are not yet defects which may be cured; 
and now I will repeat what I said just now, that 
my purpose is not to make factious opposition to 
this bill atall; my purpose is to provide remedies 
for a great many defects which, according to my 
humble judgment, are to be found in the bill. 

Now, sir, as to the delay. Isay it will not pro- 
duce the delay, in the first place, which secms to 
be anticipated from thcamendment. Why? Be- 
cause the proviso, of which this amendment is to 
form a part, has reference only to the vesting of 
the title of the lands which are donated, and of 
the bonds which are subsequently to be issued. 
It does not interfere at all with the powers pre- 
viously granted in the first section of the bill to 
the individuals who are designated, or to those 
who may be designated, or who may form them- || 
selves into a company, provided the suggestion || 
of the honorable Sena lon from Louisiana should 
prevail, and it should be jeft open as to the indi- 
viduals who are to unite themselves in a corporate 
act. The bill provides that those individuals may 
go on; agree to accept the terms of the act; select 
the line over which the road is to be built; report 
it to the President; and the only effect of the pro- 


viso, to which mine is an amendment, is that the | 
title to the lands shall not vest until they have |! 


obtained acts of incorporation from the States and 
Tervitorfes through which the proposed line of 
road is to be extended. So, therefore, it does not 
in reality produce delay. To these gentlemen is 
committed the power of selecting the line. They 
are authorized to do all that can be done; and they 
cannot get the benefit of the grant of land until 
the first fifty miles of the road shall be con- 
structed. In the mean time, these corporate acts 
are to be obtained, and will be obtained, if the 
road is built at all. That was a provision inserted 
to meet an objection which has been urged, that 
if these gentlemen were merely associated to- 


| Senator from California will look to'the ag 
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of one of them would. put ‘An end to 
concern, being a dissolution of the pat 
the joint ownership. - Hehceit was, as 


particular. 
Mr. GWIN. 
say a word? 
Mr. BRAGG. Certainly. a 
Mr. GWIN. The Senator from Missouri (Mr. 
Green] stated the other day, and, the Senator 
from Minnesota {Mr. Rice] this morning; that 
the parties might build a part of the road 
don it, and thus the Government would” 
whole of its investment. In answer to that, J 
stated that the Governinent was to have the first 
lien on the whole property, a first mortgage; on 
the whole road, anid that if any such thing should 
he done, the private subscriptions would be for- 
feited. J differ entirely with the Senator from 
Massachusetts. That isa difference of opinion 
between him and me. It is an’ old difference of 
opinion. T heard that Senator say here'a fev 
years ago, that he thought it would cost the Goy- 
ernment $10,000,000 to run the road. [think it 
would be the best stock that money evér was in- 
vested in. Thatis my judgment; but I may be 
mistaken in it. i f : 
Mr. BRAGG. Mr.President, I think that the 
Senator from Massachusetts is fight; and if the 
Senator from California will examine, this bill 
with the care—l was going to say which he ought 
to have done, but I will not say that— 
Mr. GWIN. You ought not; because I have 
examined it closer than you have. FP 
Mr. BRAGG. But I will say, he has not ap- 
plied to it that acumen which he ought to have 
applied to it. He will see that the only provisior 
for the paymerit.of this money is out of the’cost 
and the price paid by the Government for the 
transportation of its troops, stores, &c., over and 
across the line of the road. Tsay that the mort- 
gage to be given applies in the very words of the 
bill to the reimbursement-of the Government in 
that way. The whole act—I can point out the 
lines and the scctions—looks to the reimburse- 


Will the Senator permit me to 


| mentof Government in that way, and none other; 


and when the Senator from Iowa [Mr. HARLAN] 


| stated the other day that the Government would 


be fally protected, without the passage of any 
such amendment as I have offered here, because 
certain laws and charters had first to be passed 
by the Territorial Legislatures and the State Le- 
gislatures; that they would have to be submitted 
to the Attorney Gencral of the United States; and 
that he was to sce that those laws were sufficient, 
and that a sufficient mortgage was executed to the 


| Government, to protect the Government in all re- 


spects, and to have it reimbursed for this large 


| amount of money, which was to be donated to 


this company—when he said that, he was entirely 
mistaken; for, if he will look to the act, and. if the 

they 
will see that it contemplates that. Government, as 
to be reimbursed out of the pay fortransportation 
doné for the service of the Government, and “in 
that way alone; and that the terms of the mort- 
gage are made in the same wor 


ds,and conform to 
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the provisions of the ‘act. < Therefore, the. morte 
gage.is narrowed down, not asa first mortgage 
ori the whole road to secure the Government for 
the whole amount of its advancements, but sim- 
ply to secure the Government according to the 
terms of the act, andin that particular way; and 


if the sum.to be paid by the Government for trans- | 


portation docs not amount to the interest on the 
$96,000,000, and. to the principal, the Government 
never will be reimbursed, and never can be reim- 
bursed. 

. Now, I ask any gentleman on the other side to 
make an estimate of the cost of transporting the 
niails at the highest price paid to any railroad for 
service once dail y—g230 a mile—and see whether 
it will pay more than three or four hundred thou- 
sand dollars a year. Besides, as the country is 
settled up, if it is ever settled up, the Government 
will not want this immense amount of transporta- 
tion. I presume that the Senator from California 
supposes that, in time to come, they will make 
sufficient supplies on the Pacific coast for all the 
military force that it will be necessary to keep 
there. So of the intermediate line; and whenever 
that is the case, of course the Government has 
nothing to pay for transportation, because the 
transportation is not needed; and so of the mails. 

So, sir, for all these reasons, I entirely agree 
with the Senator from Massachusetts; I think he 
is right, that we must regard this bill, although 
itis intended to be covered up in this way, as 
purely an appropriation of so much money on the 
part of the Government to build this road as a 

reat highway and thoroughfare for the country. 

hat isit, Covered up, mystified in all this ver- 
biage, that is really and intentionally the object 
of the act; and gentlemen may disguise it as thoy 
will, cover it up as they will, that is the real pur- 
pose, the real desist, of the whole act; and it is 
never expected, in fact, or, if it is expected, itisa 
delusion operating on gentlemen, that the Gov- 
ernment will ever be reimbursed at all, or thatthe 
interest of this money will ever be paid. Ido not 
believe one word of it. 

Mr. GWIN. With the Senator’s permission, 
I will just make one statement in regard to that. 
I gave it as a matter of opinion that this stock 
would be profitable, and that the Government 
would be repaid. ‘This will be a mortgage that 
will be cleared off if the profits will enable it to 
be. But I will say to the Senator that, so far as 
Lam concerned—for I do not cover up anything 
~I would vote’ for this bill if a dollar never was 
to be returned to the Treasury, and think it the 
best, investment that could be made. I would 

"cover up nothing. YT would vote $100,000 ,000 
to-morrow to make a Pacific railroad, if, in my 
judgment, it was necessary. 

Mt. BRAGG. So, sir, i supposed the Senator 
would; and in using that phrase, I did not intend 
at all to impeach the Senator’s conduct here in 
the slightest degree. I had no reference to him. 
I supposed the bill was not framed by him; and 
without imputing anything to him, I hope I may 
be allowed here to argue and show, if L can, that 
that is the effect of the bill, without impeaching 
him or anybody else. [disclaim anything of that 
kind. If such was the import of my language, 
I can assure the honorable Senator that it was 
not my purpose to say or to insinuate anything 
of the kind here. 

That being necessarily the effect of the bill, if 
a delay result from putting on this amendment, 
is that a consideration that ought to be weighed? 
I have already shown, I think, in point of fact, 
that there can be no delay; that the persons 
named in the bill have the right to do all that 
they could do before these acts of incorporation 
are obtained. Now, why ought we not to have 
the acts of incorporation submitted to us? If this 
Government had the power, would it be pretended 
that we ought to make these donations without 
having a proper bill before us? And why do we 
notdo it now? Because it is thought that we 
cannot incorporate these gentlemen in the States 
and Territories; and that, necessarily, we must 
refer them to the States and Territories to obtain 
those corporate acts which are necessary to carry 
out the purpose of the bill. That is it; simply 
because itis a want of power on the part of this 
Government. It is a want of power, itis truc; 
but we can require, we can make it a condition 
precedent to the vesting of the bounty of this 
Government in these corporations, that the cor- 


| porate.acts shall first. be submitted to 


thescarguments, to know—and I think it is proper 


fect the bill? 


try, in my humble opinion—and Tsay it with a 


7 =F 
us, to ena- | 
ble us to see whether they are right and proper 
in themselves. That is all. Is there anything 
wrong in that? 

Gne Senator tells me it will produce delay. 
Another Senator says the Government will be | 
amply secured, because the whole thing is to go 
before the Attorney General. The Senator from 
California says he docs not wantany amendment, | 
that he is for a Pacific railroad, he is for this bill 
and no other; or rather he is for any bill, and he 


is afraid to amend this bill because, perchance, it || tl nator s 
| Yes, sir; he is willing to trust anybody or any set 


puts in jeopardy the passage of the bill. Is that 
a sufficient reason? Is that a reason why we 
should abdicate our power hereentirely? Iprotest 
against it. Whenever I or any other gentleman 
offers an amendment here, he is held up as an 
enemy of the bill, and his purpose is said to be to 
defeat it. ‘hat was said the other day, 

Mr. BAKER. Will the Senator allow me a 
moment? 

Mr. BRAGG. Certainly. 

Mr. BAKER. We desire, when we consider 


and respectful that we should know—if the gen- 
tlemen who offer them will vote for the billatiast, 
if we put in their amendments. Will the honor- 
able Senator from North Carolina himse!f? 

Mr. BRAGG. I will answer the Senator from 
Oregon with great pleasure. I go not sce that 
there is the least pertinency in the question he 
asks, and I think ] have answered it already. 

Mr. BAKER. I did not hear. 

Mr. BRAGG. Thave answered it substantially; 
but I have yet to learn that the test of an amend- 
ment here is whether a Senator, after his amend- 
ment is adopted, will vote for a particular meas- 
ure, When, how, or with what propriety is that 
the test? Lam free to say to the Senator that I 
do not think I can vote for the bill at all; but is 
that a reason why I should not undertake to per- 
Does that afford suflicient reason 
to the Senate why they should not perfect the bill, 
if errors and imperfections are pointed out? And 
here I, and others, on every amendment that is 
offered, are met with that objection: “Will you 
vote for the bill? you are an enemy of the bill, 
and therefore we will keep you at a distance.” 
Sir, I protest against any such testas that. i 

Usay then, Mr. President, that without regard 
to the protection of the Government or the pay- 
ment of this money, which the Senator from 
Massachusetts says never will be paid, and which 
he never expects to be paid, and which } think no | 
man can fave a reasonable hope ever will be 
paid; but with regard to the great interest of the | 
country, I think this amendment should be put | 
on the bill. ‘The Senate is now legislating evi- | 
dently fora great public highway—a commercial 
highway—across the continent, and great public 
interests are at stake. Flere we are undertaking 
to put into the hands of a certain set of gentle- 
men, and such associates as they may sclect, | 
such powers as they may be able to obtain from 


B. 


yet wè hear of such things every day on this side 
ofthe continent; and J suppose, hearing so much 
about it, and seeing so much about it every day, 
i that there is some truth in what I do sce and hear, 
for the newspapersare filled with it, that by lobby 
| influences, money, and influence of one kind or 
other, schemes are carried through, and after they 
are. carried through, and it is too late to defeat 
them, we find that it was altogether wrong, alto- 
gether improper, that any such powers should 
have been delegated to any set of men. 

But the Senator says he is willing to trust them. 


of people if they will give him a railroad to the 
| Pacific ocean, built at the expense of everybody 
else than his own constituents. That is it. {think 
I may say that without doing any injustice to the 
Senator, who has always worked hard for his 
people, has done them a great deal of good service, 
and I hope that hereafter they will remember him 
for it. He has been a most faithful hard-working 
| public servant for them. But I standin a different 
i attitude; my people oceupy a different position 
from his; and I think, when he wants to leave 
everything without any checks on them to such 
bodies as the Legislatures of the States and Ter- 
ritories through which this road may pass, atleast 
we have the right here, those of us who belong 
to the old States on this side of the continent, to. 
ask that before we are tied hand and foot, we may 
see the laws which are passcd to carry out the 
purpose of this bill, and inasmuch as we cannot 
pass on them ourselves, to say afterwards if they 
do not suit us, ** you cannot have our money and 
our land.” That is all. It is a reasonable prop- 
osition; it produces no delay. It secms to me it 
isaìl right and fair, The great public interest 
requires that we should doit. As to the Gov- 
ernment’s being paid out of its mortgage, it is a 
mere matter of moonshine. {n every aspect in 
which I can view this question it scems to me that 
the amendment ought to be adopted. It may be 
that Lam wrong about it; but I submit the matter 
to the Senate. 

Mr. SIMMONS. Mr. President, I think this 
is a proper amendment, and I shall vote for it. I 
| do not say I shall vote for the bill if it is in, but 
| I should like it a great deal better if it was in. I 
i think there ought to be some supervision of this 
great affair before we pay the money; and I hope 
we shall adopt the amendment. 

Mr. LANE. Mr. President, there are a good 
many amendments pending to this bill, anda good 
many more will be offered; and ET desire to say 


|i again that I look upon the resolutions offered by 


the Senator from Kentucky as very important to 
this country; and [rise now to ask the Scnate 
to postpone the further consideration of this bill, 
and take up and consider the resolutions that i 
have mentioned. I make that motion; and I hope 
the Senate will postpone the consideration of this 
bill for to-day, for it is not certain after this when 
we shall have an opportunity to get up these res- 
olutions. 


the States and Territories through which the road 
passes. Who knows what powers they may | 
obtain? They may obtain banking powers. There 
is no limit to the existence of the corporations ; 
by this act. They may be perpetuities; they may | 
exist forever; and with one immense monopoly, | 
connecting itself with other linesacross the coun- i 
l; 
earnestness and seriousness, and with foll belief— | 
such a corporation or corporations together would : 
wield an influence in this country tbat no other 
associated body, not excepting even the old Uni- | 
ted States bank, ever did orcould wield. Yet we 
are to be told that we are not to see these acts. 
Why, says the Senator from California, no doubt 
the States and Territories will put proper guards 
upon those acts of incorporation. Have they : 
done it before? No doubt money and influence, | 
in a majority of instances, will obtain directly 
the opposite sort of provisions in these acts of 
incorporation, Tsay money and influence, in this | 
day of ours, will obtain any kind of acts, froma | 


great many of the Legislatures that we -have in | 


some of our Territories and our States. 

Mr. GWIN. Not in our region. 

Mr. BRAGG, The Senator says not in his 
region. Ido not know that they are any better : 
than we are on, this side of the continent. Ido 
not know that they have given any evidence that 
they are better or more honest than we are; and | 


The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Brienr 
in the chair.) Does the Senator name the day to 


i| which he moves to postpone the bill? 


Mr. LANE. Any day for whici there is no 
previous special order, To-morrow there is one 


i 
| 
i 
t 


i| —the bill for the admission of Kansas—and I do 


| not want to interfere with that; but I will say the 
| day after to-morrow, at one o’clock. 

| The PRESIDING OFFICER. It is moved to 
| postpone the further consideration of this bill until 


| Thursday next,and make it the special order for 


that day, at one o’clock. 
Mr. GWIN. Asa friend of both measures, 
| and intending to sustain both, I will merely ob- 


j 
j| serve, that the way to dispatch the business of 
| Tegisłation is to proceed with one thing ata time, 


I think we shall accomplish more and make more 
speed if we get through with one measure and then 
take up the other. Asa majority of the Senate 
indicated this morning that they would give this 
measure the preference over the resolutions of the 
Senator from Kentucky, I am. willing to sit day 
and night until this question is disposed of, and 
| then go on with his proposition and dispose of it, 
i It shall not be delayed by any action of mine, 


ments. I want to sit here until we act on both 


i} either by speaking or by voting for early adjourn- 
i 


| measures, and specdily; but I merely suggest to 
| the Senate that I think it will be dispatching busi- 


| ness to go on now and dispose of this question, 
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‘and then to take up the resolutions of the Senator 
from Kentucky. As the Senate indicated this 
morning by a majority that they would give this 
bill the preference, let us get clear of it, and then 
take up the Senator’s resolutions and act on them. 
I am ready to vote for them at any time. It will 
take me no time to make up my mind in regard 
to those resolutions. JI can vote for them at any 
time. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. I cannot think, Mr. 
President, of voting for the Pacific railroad bill 
while this other measure is undetermined. It has 
been said of old that men build as if they never 
expected to die. We seem to be acting as a na- 
tion upon that hypothesis; we are proposing to 
build railroads, providing roads for future gener- 
ations, when the very existence of our country is 
in danger. When the Union itself is reeling about 
like a drunken man, we are making provision for 
futurity and for posterity. I cannot vote for any 
such measureatany such time. Buildupthe Union 
first; then talk about building upa railroad. Then 
I will vote for this measure. f want my friends 
from California to understand that, although I 
voted to-day for the indefinite postponement of 
this bill, Lam not its enemy. Tam prepared to 
vote for it when you make the Union stable enough 
to afford the faintest promise that the work can 
be executed, and that we shall have a nation to 
enjoy the benefits of it. It seemed to me very 
solemn trifling before this people, that the Senate 
should sit here legislating upon the making of 
roads for future generations, and for a nation, 
when that nation is trembling upon a point be- 
tween lifeand death. Yet the Senate preferred to 
act upon a railroad, rather than to act on these 
measures calculated to give permanence to the 
Union itself. {ask my friends to consider what 
sort of intelligence is this to go out to a country 
thatis now trembling with anxiety upon the ques- 
tions of peace or war, existence or non-existence 
as a nation, that they should sit here and with 
quiet indifference to the state of the country take 
up a railroad bill? 

Sir, it is not only a neglect, in my opinion, of 
the public interests; itis neglect of the public feel- 
ing, and almostan insult to public feeling. When 
revolution, and almost war, is going through one 
half of the country, spreading with fearful rapid- 
ity, this is the course the Senate of the United 
States takes in its awful dignity, in its awful pride 
of party predominance and power. It sits here 
and looks with indifference upon the country, and 
shows that indifference by attempting to legislate 
on mere ordinary questions, when the fate of the 
nation is depending and in peril. Is it intended, 
gentlemen, faddressing Republican Senators,} to 
show this spirit of indifference to public anxiety, 
to public feeling, to the fate of the country, and 
the fate of the Union? [hope not; and yet noth- 
ing could mark more strongly, or seem to mark 
more strongly, a temper and a disposition of that 
sort, Sir, I will vote for no railroad bill while 
the country is in the condition in which it now is. 


I hardly know what it is that I would vote for | 


concerning the nation, or touching the great na- 
tional interest, until I know that I have a country 
and a nation. . ; 
Mr. President, I do not want to say anything 
further in relation to this matter, am the friend 
of the Pacific railroad. From the moment the 
American people determined to extend their 
boundarics by conquest and by acquisition of 
territory to the Pacific ocean, I set it down that 
greatness was the object which this nation had 
determined toattain; and I concluded that it must 
pay all the taxes necessary to that greatness. It 
must open an internal communication by railread 
with our country on the Pacific. I have been 
prepared from that moment to give my sanction 
to the measure. I never expected individuals to 
pay the expense of it. I never regarded it as a 
private speculation. However it might nomi- 
nally assume the form of a private corporation, I 
always contemplated that the expense of it was to 
be paid out of the publie Treasury. IT considered 
that the nation had determined on that measure; 
it was necessary to connect the distant portions 
of our vast empire. We had obtained territory 
on the Pacific; and in obtaining it we impliedly 
acquiesced in all the measures necessary to main- 
tain it and to hold it together; and Tam not un- 
friendly to the measure. Tam an advocate of it, 
but not now, sir—not until the greater interests 


that are now at hazard are disposed of; and until 
this measure is disposed of, I must tell my friends 
from California I shall vote against their bill, 
This is all, sir, that I-propose to say. 

Mr. GWIN. [have but a word to say in an- 
swer to the Senator from Kentucky. A majority 
of the Senate having indicated that this measure 
should be taken up and acted on, I shall adhere 
to that until the majority change ', because I look 
on this bill as of greater importance to the people 
of California than any other measure which can 
come before the Senate; but I differ with the Sen- 
ator entirely in anothcr respect. If a majority 
indicate otherwise, I will vote for his measure all 
the time; and I am sorry that he votes against 
this bill because he cannot have the preference for 
his resolutions. I will vote for his proposition 
when it comes up, whenever I can have a chance, 
but certainly I must stand by this measure as 
long as the Senate indicate a purpose to do so. « 

Mr. SIMMONS. What is the question now? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. On postponing 
this bill until Thursday next. 

Mr. SIMMONS. [trust it will not be post- 

oned. F think the Senator from Kentucky must 
have altogether misapprehended the purpose of 


‘those who voted to take this bill up. It was with 


no view and no purpose of turning a deaf car to 

the complaints of the people of this country on 

other subjects at all. ‘The time indicated for the 

consideration of this bill had come; and whatever 

may be our anxiety and solicitude about the 

country, some of us think, at least, that sucha 
measure as this would have a healing tendency 
in these troublous times. It has appeared to me 
all the while that the tremulous aspect of the Sen- 
ate was what encouraged troubles abroad. Ihave 
not felt these apprehensions so keenly as some, Í 
agree. I merely wished to correctany misappre- 
hension of our motives in voting to take up this 
bill. The Senator from Kentucky, I know, wants 
nothing more than an intimation from me, that I 

had no party purpose, or any other purpose than 

to carry on the public business in a proper spirit. 

We had this amendment about ready to vote 

upon a week or ten daysago, perhaps. I did not 

think there were three men in the Senate who 

would vote against it. I supposed it was so ob- 

viously right in such a bill as this, that it would 

command universal assent—I mean the amend- 

ment of the Senator from North Carolina. Now, 

we have debated it almost half a day; and justas 

we are going to vote on it, it is proposed to post- 

pone the whole subject again. The next time it 

comes up, the debate will all be gone over again. 

That is my experience. What I have seen here 

convinces me that when we have up a bill of this 

importance, we had better do something with it 

while we have it before us. I believe that to- 

morrow, or next day, the resolutions of the Sen- 

ator from Kentucky will be up. It has been my 

intention, at some time or other, to say a few 

words upon them, when I could get the floor; and 

when there shall be a little more calmness, and | 
we have time to consider things coolly, and the 

galleries are not so full that the Senate is suffo- 

cated, E shall try to say a word or two about the 

propositions of the Senator from Kentucky. To- | 
day is a cool day, and I hope we shall come toa 

vote upon the amendments to this bill, and try to 

perfect it as well as we can. 

Mr. LANE. If it is the wish of the Senate to | 
go on with this bill, as anxious as I am about the 
other matter, I withdraw my motion. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. I only wish to saya 
word in reply to my friend from Rhode Island. 
He indicates a purpose of speaking on my reso- 
lutions at some time or other. I hope he will; for 
there is no measure which I take to heart, that I 
am notalways anxious to hear him upon. [ know | 
his integrity, and I know his patriotism. He may | 
be misfaken sometimes, as fam often; but I know | 
his purposes are always patriotic and good. Ido; 
not question the purposes of any of my associates } 
here; but I say the proceeding of this morning ! 
will indicate to the country, and it will be so in- 


interests that now touch its very existence. When 


terpreted, asa fatal indifference to the great public | 
H 
i 


the people read that you preferred to act on arail- | 


road bill, which will be utterly useless, utterly | 


vain, ifthe Union is to be destroyed, rather than 


upon measures calculated to secure the permanence 
of that Union, they will consider you as insensi- 
ble to the one, and very regardful of the other. 


~“ Now, why. will IT not 
present state of public affa 
Inference which Tam compell 
conduct of Senators here, showing 
| ence, as T_understand it, as it willbe 
public, upon. questions touching its’ ve 
ence, induces’ me to “believe that thi 
altogether insecure. “Until thati assure 
what do L want with railroads?’ What do L want 
with all the great improvements that would bes 
come a mighty empire, when I see my counti 
broken up, and dwindled down into a setof petty 
republics, it may be? I feel more like-hiding my 
face than engaging in great improvements that, 
as I say, would become the Republicin its anciont 
glory, and in its still greater future glories which 
i have hoped for. A 
Sir, I amalive to but one subject here, and ‘that 
is, the passage of measures that'shall perpetuate 
and secure to me and -my children the blessings 
and the benefits of this Union; and until you have 
done that, all your-other public affairs aré to: me 
as trifles. So I shall consider them, incladingin 
that remark even this great measure of a railroad 
to the Pacific ocean. Let us first make our Gov= 
ernment secure; rebuild that, and then talk about 
works of improvement worthy of it. While you 
leave that tottering and reeling, it is idleness; and 
the evidence of a perfect indifference, to: go for! 
ward in these works of internal improvement as 
if you were assured of existence. It is liké the. 
man on the edge of the grave trifling about his 
little, petty, worldly affairs, The difference: is. 
great between my position and that of my fried 
from California, who says he will vote for m 
resolutions, taken up when they may be. ` F tell 
him I cannot vote for his. My measures tend to 
perpetuate the Government; his'tend to make an 
improvement that would be only applicable to us 
as a great nation, and useless to us-even if com- 
pleted, and perfectly impracticable for us to čom- 


plete, if we are broken up—a fate which now so 
imminently ménaces us. That is the difference 
between us. I cannot vote for his measure until 
I see my country secured, its existence, its union, . 
reéstablished, or at any rate secured. Then I 
can vote, and will vote, for this railroad bill; not 
ull then, 3 ya ‘ 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The uéstion 
is on the amendment proposed by the Senator 
from North Carolina. 

Mr. BRAGG. I should like to have the yeas 
and nays on that amendment. [*Oh, no.”] I 
withdraw the call. i 

Mr. GWIN. Iask forthe yeas and nays on 
| that amendment. j 

The yeas and ways were ordered. i 

Mr. HALE. I simply want to state that I 

have paired of on questions connected with this 
railroad, with the Senator from Georgia, [Mr. 
IveRson.] ; 
i The question being taken on Mr. Brace’s 
amendment by yeas and nays, resulted—yeas 31, 
| nays 15; as follows: ee ‘ : 
| YEAS—Messts. Bayard, Benjamin, Bragg, Bright, Clark, 
Clingman, Crittenden, Doolittle, Durkee, Fessenden, Fitch, 
Green, Grimes, Hunter, Johnson of Teniressce, Kennedy, 
King, Lane, Mason, Nicholson, Pearee, Polk, Powell, 
| Pugh, Rice, Saulsbury, Sebastian, Simmons, Slidell, Ten 
Eyek, and Wilkinson—31. 

NAYS—Messrs. Baker, Bingham, Cameron, Chandler, 
Dixon, Foot, Foster, Gwin, Harlan, Latham, Seward, Sum- 
ner, Wade, Wigtall, and Wilson—i5. 


So the amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. BENJAMIN. I should like to add a little 
clause, following the amendment just adopted: 

Provided further, That under no circumstances shall the 
corporation organized as aforesaid, exercise any banking 
powers, or issue any paper intended to be circulated as 
money. 


Tho amendment was agreed to, i 

Mr. BRAGG, I had prepared a similar amend- 
ment to that. The adoption of that amendment 
renders a part of the amendment I intended to 
offer unnecessary. But I desire to.offer an amend- 
ment limiting the existence of these corporations. 
I will leave the time blank, so that the Senate 
can fill it up should they think proper to adopt 
the amendment. Itis to insert, at the end_of the 
last amendment, the following: Nes ae 

Nor have a corporate existence exceeding aterm of — i 
years. a 

Mr. WILSON. Tho 
that proposition again. 


pe the Secretary will read’ 
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Mr. FESSENDEN.. Let it be read in con- 
nection, so that we can understand it. 

The Secretary read, as follows: À 

Provided further, That the said persons and their asso- 


ciates shall not be or become vested with any grant, right, | 


or interest intended to be secured by the provisions of this 
act otherwise than in a corporate. character and capacity, 
to be first acquired by them, or such of themas- shall ac- 
cept the terms and conditions of this act, within the ter- 
ritoriat and State jurisdictions into and through which the 
railroad contemplated by this act shall be. constructed; 
nor until said acts of incorporation shall have been sub- 
mitted, t0, and approved by, the Congress of the United 
States: And provided further, That, under no circum- 


stances; shall the corporations oreanized as aforesaid exer- 


cise any banking powers, or issue any paper intended to 
be circulated as.amoney, nor have a corporate existence 
exceeding aterm of — years. 


Mr. CLARK. If the honorable Senator from 
North Carolina will allow me, l should like to in- 
quire who is going to hold the property afier the 
expiration of those years? What is to become 
of it, and who is to manage it? 

Mr. BRAGG. I suppose it would be like every 
other corporation. I presume there is not a per- 
petuity of that kind in this country. 

Mr. CLARK. I will say to the honorable Sen- 
ator that the charter of all these railroads are per- 
petual in my country. I never knew one of them 
to be limited. . 

Mr. BRAGG. None of them are perpetual in 
mine, and hence the difference between the Sen- 
ator and myself. 

Mr CLÀRK. It will create great confusion. 
We havea provision in our States that the Legis- 
latures may alter, amend, or repeal; but we never 
limit them; and unless there isan occasion for re- 
pealing them, which I never knew, the charter 
runs directly on. ‘The property is controlled by 
the corporators: and it ought to be so here, it 
seems to me. We should provide that we may 
correct abuses and control the charters, but let the 
corporations go on, 

Mr. BRAGG. I was aware of the difference 
between the charter or acts of incorporation which 
it is usual to grantin New England and those 
granted in my section of the country. I wasaware 
that the clause which the honorable Senator men- 
tions was usually inserted there; but in no case is 
it inserted in corporate acts withus. Individuals 
with us, are not willing to accept such terms in 
any corporate act. They are not willing to run 
the risk, and hence it is that we usually limit the 
term for which the franchise is granted by the 
corporate act to be enjoyed, 

: Twas going on a litte further. Ido not see 
how the idea of the Senator can be carried out 
hore. at all, for Ldo not suppose that Congress has 
a right to retain or exercise any such poweras he 
suggests to exist in corporate acts jn his section 
of the country, or.as he thinks ought to be incor- 
porated into this bili. I cannot imagine, after a 
company has obtained an act of incorporation 
from one of the States of this Union, how Con- 
gress, by any reserved power, can alter that act. 
Can it alter it by taking away from it any of the 
franchises granted by the State, or by taking 
away from it any of its property? Such a thing 
as that cannot be done-by Congress, at least in 
my humble opinion. It has no power to do it, 
even witha reservation of such power in this bill. 


Such a reservation, being illegal in my opinion, | 
n D 


would only be void. 

Well, sir, presented to my mind in that aspect, 
the next question with me was, whether we ought 
to allow a company of this kind, especially of the 
very large means which it ought to possess, which 
itis necessary for it to possess, and therefore of 
the influence which it would necessarily exercise, 
to have powers granted to it which would amount 
to a perpetuity. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. Will the Senator allow 
me to ask him a question just there? 

Mr. BRAGG. ` Yes, sir. 

Mr. FESSENDEN,. It is this: this bill con- 
templates, k suppose, or we contemplate in all 
these proceedings in regard to it, that the time 
will come some time or other when all these Ter- 
ritories shall become States. Now what is it to 
us to provide anything with reference to the time? 
We give a certain amount of money. We pro- 
vide for its repayment. That is all the iaterest 
we have in it, so far as that is concerned. Is it 


not the business of the States and the Territories | 


to look out with reference to the time, the dura- 
tion of the charter, rather than ours? It would 
be of no consequence to us one way or the other. 


The States are usually careful on. that subject. I 
presume these charters will provide not only the 
proper safeguards with regard to the protection 
of persons and property, but also with regard to 
the limitation of time, if they judge it necessary; 
but is it a matter really of any interest to the 
United States? They will exist as charters in 
Territories to become States; not as charters 
granted by the United States. ; 

Mr. BRAGG. The amendment having been 
adopted, which I first offered, I admit I do not 
regard the present amendment of thatimportance 
I did at first, because Congress will obtain the con- 
trol, to some extent, over these acts of incorpora- 
tion. But, sir, we are legislating.for a work in 
which the whole country is interested. It may 
be that the States and Territories will put the par- 
ties named in this bill, under proper restrictions; 
but we have no assurance that they will do it. It 
may be said it will be their interest to do it; but 
a part of these acts of incorporation are to be ob- 
tained from States, and a part from Territorial 
Legislatures. We do not know what kind of acts 
may be obtained. We have undertaken to con- 
trol them in ove respect; and | think it will nar- 
row down the subjects which will have to be con- 
sidercd by Congress hereafter, upon the approval 
of these charters, if we adopt the amendment 
which I now offer, limiting the existence of these 
corporations to'a term of years. Senators may 
make ita very long one, seventy-five, one hun- 
dred, or more years. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. Will the Senator excuse 
me for making another suggestion to him; because 
we are aiming at the same thing, the full under- 
standing of the matter? 

Mr. BRAGG. Yes, sir. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. It is this: we are to be 
repaid by certain services to be performed by 
these roads. Suppose there should be a limita- 
tion, and the charters that are obtained from the 
several Territoriesand States, whatever they may 
be, should expire before we are repaid, before 
we have received back our money: whatcondition 
shall we be in then? It strikes me our interest is 
the other way. 

Mr. BRAGG. I will answer the honorable 
gentleman with pleasure. [think not. 1 differ 
with him. In the first place, we are to have a 
mortgage on the road. 

Mr. FESSUNDEN. 
the limits of the charter, 

Mr. BRAGG. Yes, sir; but I will come to that 
directly, if the honorable Senator will have pa- 
tience. In the first place, we are to have a mort- 
gage on the road. Now, I shall propose further 
to amend this bill, by striking out that part of it 
relating to the mortgage which provides that the 
Government shall be reimbursed by the work 
done for the Government. I want a full lien, a 
full first mortgage upon the road; and I think it 
ought tobe. { know no reason why it ought not 
to be. One gentleman says that he never expects 
the Government to be reimbursed. Another one 
—the one who has mainly charge of this-bill— 
says he thinks it will be reimbursed. Well, sir, 
if it will, let us have this bill ina condition in 
which the Attorney General can frame a mort- 
gage, so that the Government may be ultimately 
paid; not that I want to sce this work sold out 
vefore it gets built and has gone into operation at 
all, or perhaps at any time, but with a mortgage 
of that kind, and with the amendment l propose 
adopted limiting the existence of the company for 
a term of years, the honorable Senator from 
Maine, } think, will see at onee, as able a lawyer 
as he is, that the Government could foreclose that 
mortgage at any time, and be reimbursed its 
money. That is what I mean, sir. And if the 


It cannot exist beyond 


| other amendment be adopted which I have sug- 
| gested, and which I think ought to be adopted, 


he will then see the propriety of the one I have 
offered; at least, that it is not objectionable in the 
point of view which he has stated. 

But again: in reply to what has fallen from the 
Senator from New Hampshire. He says, What 
is to become of this property when the term of 
years expires? Why sir, the corporation would 
have a right to sell it, as every corporation which 
winds up its affairs has. Banking institutions, 
railroad companies, and other corporations, all 
wind up their affairs, and the corporate property 
is disposed of. 
persons who can exercise the franchise, and the 


It might be said that here are no | 


| line of railroad and the property would pass to 


individuals having no right to exercise the privi- 
leges which the old company had exercised. I 
am coming to that point. Then the honorable 
Senator from Maine will see that when, by an 
application either on the part of the existing com- 
pany, oron the part of any other persons, or by 
an insertion in the charters of the companies when 
they are formed, as they are proposed to be 
formed now, their property is sold, it may, when- 


| ever it becomes necessary to wind up the concern, 


pass into the hands of such new company as may 
have it, or it may be renewed to the old company. 
What I want to guard against is a perpetuity 
which will exist forever. If nothing of that kind 
should be done, if no new act of incerporation 
should be passed by any of the States or Territo- 
ries through which this road is built, I admit it 
would he derelict property at the end of the term 
if the corporation did not sellit. We know they 
would scll it, though. It would be derelict prop- 
erty afterwards, in whatever way the laws of the 
State in which the property was situated provided. 
L can sce no objection, therefore, to limiting these 
corporations to a term of years. Senators can 
make ita long one. Without that, I do not see 
that this Government will have any control over 
them; I do not believe you can reserve any power, 
or exercise any power, to modify any of the cor- 
porate acts which they may obtain, and you will 
have no power over them at all. 

While I am up, if I do not over-fatigue the 
Senate, I may say another word in relation to 
another part of the bill,on that subject. It is 
provided in this bill, that if this first corporation 
does not carry out the purposes of this act, and 
comply with all the conditions of the grant— 
what?) Why, in the first place, that they shall 
forfeit all right under it. I admit that this Gov- 
ernment has a right to exact that forfeiture, or 
to make it a condition precedent to granting the 
land; and if the condition isa lawful one, then 
she would have a right to withhold the property 
that had not been used, and had not been ex- 
pended. The land or money unexpended she 
would have a right to withhold. But the act goes 
on further to say, that in that case the non-com- 
pliance with the provisions of this act shall result 
m forfeiture of the franchises and entire property 
of the corporation. This Government has no’ 
right to exact any such franchise. How would 


you go about it? Here is a corporation. The 
act establishing itis granted by a State. How 


can the United States exact any forfeiture of that 
franchise? How can you take the corporate 
property that has been acquired by condemnation 
or by gift from the States? Here is the State of 
Texas, for instance, which,in a part of this bill, 
gives sixteen sections of jand per mile. You 
cannot do it, sir. That is all a delusion. Itis 
a proposition on the part of this bill to take from 
the first corporation and give it to another cor- 
poration, and upon such terms and provisions 
and qualifications as Congress may provide. It 
is all idle. It amounts to nothing, at least, in my 
humble judgment; and I think that every lawyer 
in the Senate, when he considers the matter, will 
come to the same conclusion, 

Hence, sir, we must look to the corporation 
first organized, and see that proper tests and 
proper provisions are made in regard to the exe- 
cution of their power. The expectation held out, 
according to the provision of this bill, that if they 
do not comply with these terms, whatever is 
granted to them, franchises, property and all, or 
whatever they may hold at the time they are 
guilty of the act of forfeiture, is forfeited, and 
passes to a new company, is futile and idle; it 
amounts to nothing. All this Government ean 
do is to withhold any further appropriation of 


i, Money, or any further land; and hence Í think 


we should guard this bill carefully. It hasmany 
objections. I have pointed out some of them. I 
think it would be decidedly safer, therefore, to 
limit the term for which these corporate acts arc 
to be allowed to go into effect. 

Mr. CLARK. Will the honorable Senator 
from North Carolina allow me to make an in- 
quiry? 
Mr. GREEN. Allow me to make a sugges- 
tion. 

Mr. CLARK. Certainly. 

Mr. GREEN. We cannot possibly get through 
the bill to-night, and it is necessary that we should 
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I will not make 
Can 


have a short executive session, 
the motion without the Senator’s consent. 
i make that motion? 


Mr. LATHAM. I hope this amendment will | 


be disposed of before the Senator makes that mo- 
tion. It will take but a moment. 

Mr. GREEN. You cannot get through this 
bill to-night. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Sen- 
ator insist on his motion. 

Mr. GREEN. I have no right to make the 
motion without the consent of the Senator from 
New Hampshire. 

Mr. CLARK. If I supposed this amendment 
would take any time, I would give way; but I 
should prefer to have a vote on the amendment, 
I simply want to make a suggestion, and inquire of 
the honorable Senator from North Carolina if he 
does not desire this road, if itis built, and if it goes 
into operation, to continue to exercise its privil- 
eges and do the business so Jong as it may be 
found for the public good? I think he will say 
certainly he does. He says at the end of a certain 
time they may sell out. Then I ask him why. 
should he desire them to sell out? 

Mr. BRAGG. If the Senator will allow me, I 
will answer that inquiry which he puts to me. 

Mr. CLARK. Certainly. 

Mr. BRAGG. I do not know what may occur. 
Every day’s experience here—and thatexperience 
has been a very short one—the expericnce of my 
whole life, I am sure, teaches me that, to grant 
powers which you cannot afterwards reclaim, is 
a thing that ought always to be done sparingly 
and cautiously. Now, sir, I know not what power 
thiscorporation or these corporations may acquire. 
E know not how they may wield or exercise 
them. I have said that, in a certain contingency, 
it might become a great, monstrous, overspread - 
ing, powerful corporation, that would Wl and 
exercise an influence in the country that has never 
been wielded or exercised here before. I want 
some check upon it. Ido not want it to exist 
forever—not that I would destroy the road, not 
that E would break it up at all; but at the end of 
that time, we should be enabled to see how these 
powers had been exercised. If they had been 
abused, why, of course, this combination and 
this power would be broken up, aud new checks 
and new guarantees would be placed over it. l 
have no idca the road will be broken up at all. It 
might go into new hands; but a great highway 
of this kind, when once in operation, I submit to 
the honorable Senator there is not the slightest 
danger that it would ever come to an end. 

We are talking now about the public. Thatis 
a matter which may concern the stockholders; 
but so far as the publicis concerned, I have never 
known,andI venture to say the Senator has never 
known, a railroad once built, although the first 
company who builtit proved to be insolvent, which 
washotkept going. [have known several instances 
of failure; I have known cases of railroads going 
down entirely; but they have always been recon- 
structed under some new company, perhaps with 
some modified powers. But as for their ceasing 
to be public highways, such a thing as that, | 
think, never has cxisted in the country, and never 
will occur. That is my answer. 

Mr. CLARK. Mr. President, it seems to me 
when we have provided in this bill that these 
charters shall be submitted to our approval before 
this grant could take effect, we guard against any 
abuse that may be contained in those charters. 
Then, if we were to provide in this bill that this 
grant shall be made upon condition that the Con- 
gress shall have powcr to legislate to correct 
abuses, we put a much more effectual guard upon 
it, and one which may operate earlier than the 
one suggested by the honorable Senator from 
North Carolina. 

Mr. BRAGG. Does the Senator think Con- 
gress has such power? 

Mr. CLARK. I think it may make the grant 
upon the condition that they shall not take the 
benefit of this grant unless on those terms. 


Mr. BRAGG. There is nothing of that kind | 


in the bill now. . 
Mr. CLARK. I know there is nothing of that 


kind in the bill now, but there should be before it į 
well take the grant | 


passes; because they can justas r 
upon the terms thai Congress shall have the right 
to correct abuses, as they can upon the terms that 
Congress shall have the right to put an end to it 


at the end of fifty or one hundred years—just pre- 


.cisely as much in one case as the other, I think 


it is for the advantage of the Government to have 
as good a charter as possible, and to have it as 
long as possible, so that it shall not be subjected 
to interruptions. Now, I will submit to the hon- 
orable Senator to let this amendment go for the 
present, and sce if we cannot insert one of that 
kind in the bill. 

Mr. BRAGG. I will withdraw the amendment 
with a great deal of pleasure. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amend- 
ment is withdrawn. 

Mr. BENJAMIN. I desire to offer an amend- 
ment in accordance with some remarks | made 
the other day, for the purpose of relieving this 
bill of the feature of monopoly stamped upon its 
face, and leaving the right to subscribe to this 
corporation open to the public, instead of bein 
confined to those persons only named in the bill,” 
or their friends. JI propose to strike out, in the 
thirty-fourth and thirty-filth lines of the first sec- 
tion, the words, “a majority of such grantees’ 
shall admit as their associates,” and to insert the 
words, ‘shall choose to associate with them, and 
become with them subscribers and corporators 
for that purpose, as hereinafter provided.” The 
purpose of that amendment is to Allow outsiders 
to choose whether they will come in, instead of 
leaving the insiders to choose whom they will ex- 
clude. 

Mr. SEWARD. 
on the amendment. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. I move that the Senate 
adjourn. 

Che motion was agreed to; and the Senate 
adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Turspay, January 15, 1861. 


The [louse met at twelve o’clock, m. Prayer 
by the Chaplain, Rev. Tuomas H. Srocxroy. - 
The Journal of yesterday was read andapproved. 


TELEGRAPHIC NIGHT SIGNALS. 


The SPEAKER, by unanimous consent, laid 
before the House a report from the Secretary of 
the Navy, concerning the Coston telegraphic night 
signals, called for by resolution of the House of 
Representatives, of 9th January, 1861; which was 
referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs, and 
ordered to be printed. 


INDIAN DEFICLENCIES—EIGHTIL CENSUS. 


The SPEAKER also, by unanimous consent, 
laid before the House a communication from the 
Sceretary of the Interior, transmitting estimates 
for deficicneics in the Indian service, and for the 
expenses of taking the cighth annual census; 
which was referred to the Committee of Ways 
and Means, and ordered to be printed. 


REPORT OF THE COMMITTEE OF THIRTY-THREE, 


Mr. SHERMAN. I notice from the reading 
of the Journal that the report of the special com- 
mittee of thirty-three was made the special order 
for next Monday. I desire that it shall be the 
special order only after the morning hour, so that 
the ordinary business may go on, I understand 
that that was the understanding of the House 
yesterday. - 

Mr. FLORENCE. _ It was so stated. 

The SPEAKER. If there be no objection, it 
will be understood that the special order will be 
only after the morning hour. 

There was no objection. 


TERRITORIAL BUSINESS. 


Mr. GROW. To-day was set apart for terri- 
torial business. I find myself now in a worse 
predicament even than I was the other day. It 
was agreed that three days should be allowed for 
debate on the Army bill, and gentlemen are, of 
course, very anxious to improve that time. I 
am not disposed to interfere with the wish of the 
House in that regard. I ask, therefore, that 
Tuesday and Wednesday, two weeks from to- 
day and to-morrow, be set apart fur the consider- 
ation of territorial business, provided that the | 
special order for next week be disposed of by 
that time, and if not, the two days immediately | 
succeeding those. 

There being no objection, it was so ordered. 


I ask for the yeas and nays 


OREGON AND WASHINGTON WAR DEBT, 

Mr. STOUT. I ask thè unanimous consentio 
the House to offer the following resolation: <: 
Resolved, That the bill of this House for the paymen 
the Oregon and Washington war debt be made the.spec 
order for Tuesday, the 24th iñstant. -.” SE: 
Mr. MAYNARD. TI must object-totha 

_ Mr. STOUT. Thope the gentleman.wilk. noti 
interpose any objection of that kind, but wir let: 
the bill come up and be disposed of. If it 4s: to: 
be defeated—if we are to be denied. the payment 
of this debt—let it be done -after a fair and- legiti- 


f 


‘mate hearing of the casc before the House: ‘The. 


gentleman knows that the State which is asking 
the payment of this just debt is represented upon 
this floor by a single. Representative; and: Lam 
not prepared to meet the kind of opposition which 
the géntleman seems disposed to,urge to:the-bill. 


I trust he will not insist upon opposition of this” 


character, but will meet the question oniits mèr- 
its. pois 

Mr. MAYNARD. 
from Oregon for the zeal with which he. urges the 
interests of his constituents; and: 1 bear my-tes- 
timony with pleasure to his zeal and fidelity; but, 
from my knowledge of the nature of these claims, 
I should be doing injustice to myself if I didjnot 
object to his resolution. 


Mr. STOUT. It requires unanimous consent ` 


to have the resolution acted upon at this time, I 
believe. 
The SPEAKER. It does. 
THE CRITTENDEN COMPROMISE. 


Mr. HARRIS, of Maryland. {ask the unan- 
imous consent of the House to present a memo~" 
rial from twelve thousand citizens of Baltimore, 
of all political parties, praying the passage of the 
resolutions introduced by ‘Mr. CRITTENDEN in the 
Senate. I hope the House will allow me.to say 
that if they desire to tranquilize the public mind, 
and to immortalize themselves, they cannot doit 
more effectually than by the passage of these 
resolutions. : oi 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. Is debate 
in order? 

The SPEAKER. It is notin order. 

The memorial was laid upon the table. 


STATE OF CALIFORNIA. s 


Mr. BURCH, by unanimous consent, submit- 
ted the following resolution; which was read, 
considered, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Territories be in- 
structed to inquire into the necessity and propriety of so 
extending the eastern boundary line of the State of Cali- 
fornia as to include within the limits and jurisdiction of 
said State that portion of western Utah known as Washoe; 
and, if deemed expedient, to report a dill therefor. 


PAY OF A STENOGRAPHER. 


Mr. BARR, by unanimous consent, submitted 
the following resolution; which was read, con- 
sidered, and agreed to: E aes 

Resolved, That the Comuittee of Accounts audit the, 
accounts of the stenographer employed by the select com- 
mittee appointed on the 20th of March, 1860,to investigate 
the contract for work.on store No. 12: Broad street, New 
York, at the rate of four dollars a day, for the time that he 
was employed by said committee. 

Mr. DUNN. I desire to present the proceed- 
ings of a public mecting in my district. 

‘Mr. WASEHIBURNE, of Ilinois. I object; all 
these proceedings can be presented under. the. 
rules, ` 

ARMY APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. SHERMAN. I move that the rules be 
suspended, and the House resolve itself ‘into 
the Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union. ; ; 

The motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into the 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union, 
(Mr. Wasuzurng, of Illinois, in the chair,) and 
resumed the consideration of the Army appro- 
priation bill, upon which Mr. Reaaaw was enti- 
tled to the floor. : ` 

Mr. REAGAN. Mr. Chairman, we standia the 
pac ofgreatevents. When Congress assem- 

led some weeks ago, the control of the condition 
of the country wasin its hands, Teame here with 
a full knowledge of the deep discontent that pre- 
vailed in a portion of the States; and Tfeltthen sat- 
isfied—as all must be satisfied now—that they in- 
tended to insist unconditionally and unalterably 


I honor. the gentleman , 
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upon being secured in their constitutional rights in 
the Union, or on going out of it for the Sake of | 
self-preservation. [ came here with the hope that 
such measures might be brought forward by those 
who. had the power to control this question, as 
would assuré the people of the South that they 
might expect future security for their rights in the 
Union. I believe that if the Republican members 
had: manifested, at the beginning of this session 
of Congréss,a purpose to respect simply the con- 
stitutional rights of all the States and of their pco- 
le, all these difficulties: might, before this time, 
fave been: settled. Ido notmean to be under- 
stood, in making that remark, as indicating that 
jt would have: been necessary for them to have 
acceded to any extravagant or unreasonable de- 
mands; Such demands would not have been made, 
unless they deem it extravagantand unreasonable 
to insist upon plain, specific guarantees of those 
rights which were assuredly secured to us under 
the ‘present Constitution as it was formed, and 
which have been secured to us by the action of 
all departments of the Federal Government down 
to this time. This, I believe, was the condition 
of things when Congress assembled at the begin- 
ning of this session. In view of the fact that Re- 
ublican members of Congress have held sullenly 
ack, avd have neither proposed nor accepted any 
compromise, but have declared that they have 
none to make, four States are now out of the 
Union; and many others are in rapid motion to 
go out. Unless something can now be done to 
arrest this movement, there will be but few south- 
ern States, if any, acknowledging allegiance to 
the Federal Government on the 4th of March 
next, é 
This state of things having been produced, what | 
can change it? I cannot say now that itis possible 
to arrest the movement. It is certainly all but 
impossible now to arrest it. Tt is my duty to 
. speak on this occasion as E would speak in the 
presence of the future—as I would speak in the 
presence of the calamities invoked on this people 
by the action of this Congress, and by a portion 
of the States of the Union. No men on the face 
of the carth, atany period of the world’s history, 
were ever charged with a more solemn responsi- 
bility than that which rests to-day on the Amer- 
ican Congress. It calls not for passion, but for 
calm deliberation; not for the maintenance of mere 
partisan supremacy, but for the ascendency of pa- 
triotism; not for the domination of the one party 
and the overthrow of the other, but for a consti- 
tutional Union based on the action of the people, 
and on the support of a Government friendly to 
all its parts; not nurturing and fostering the one 
and hostile to the other, but just and fair to all 
alike. These are the great principles which should 
animate our action if we intend to preserve the 
Union. On the other hand, if fifteen States come 
here—minority as they may be in Congress, in 
the popular masses, in wealth and power—telling 
you of their discontents, and the cause of them, 
and if you tender no olive branch, no conciliation, 
but sternly deny them their constitutional rights, 
and tender them on the one hand submission to 
ruin, and on the other powder and ball, who is it 
that does not know what their decision will be, 
whatever may be the consequences? 

Is there a cause for this discontent? It has 
been interrogatively suggested that there was 
none. It has been pactially admitted by others 
that there is some cause. This js no time to come 
here and suppose that, by special pleading and in- | 
genious statements of the cause of controversy, we 
can change the judgment of posterity as to theatti- 
tude of public affairs in these times. Itis beneath 
the dignity of the statesman; it is beneath the 
dignity of the men who control events, to resort 
now to special pleading to misrepresent the cause | 
of the grievances which now exist. Efistory will 
tell what those causes are. All of you know 
to-day what they are. Fortwenty years the anti- 
slavery strength has been growing in the free 
States of this Confederacy. Inrecent years it has 
become aggressive. The question tendered to 
the people of the South is well expressed in the 
language of the President elect—ihat this agita- 
tion must go on until the northern mind shall rest 
in the belief that slavery is put in a condition ot 
ultimate extinction. That was his sentiment. 
That is the sentiment of the great leaders of that 
party.. lL presume that few members of that party 


would to-day, in their place, deny that sach was 


its purpose. I take it for granted, that we may 
act on the presumption that that is its purpose. 
What justice is there in that? Letus, for one 
moment, revert to the history of the Government 
to know whether it is just in it to assume the re- 
sponsibility of so grave an act. Tneed hardly 
say that, at the date of the Declaration of Inde- 
pendence, each of the thirteen colonies of the 
Union was slavehelding. At the date of the 
formation of the Federal Constitution, twelve 
years after that, twelve of the thirteen States of 
the Union were slaveholding States. Is it to be 
presumed that twelve out of thirteen States made 
a Constitution which was intended to recognize 
slaves as freemen and equals? It would be ask- 
ing too much of human credulity to believe such 
a proposition. If anything were necessary to 
repel the idea, it is supplied by the bare fact that 
the convention which framed this Constitution, 
and gave it to us as the charter of our rights and 
liberties, provided in it for keeping open the Afri- 
can slave trade for twenty years after the forma- 
tion of that Constitution, so that the white race 
might go on under authority of the Constitution 
and acquire a larger amount of property in negro 
slaves. ‘The interests of a portion of the States 
were found not to require African slavery; and 
these States disposed of their negrocs, not so nu- 
merous then, it is true, as they were In some of 
the more southern States. Then they made their 
States what they call free States. The southern 
States raised no objection, and had no right to 
raise any objection, that these States had chosen 
for themselves to exclude negro slavery; but they 
had rights under the Federal Constitution—the 
right to protection and security—which it was their 
duty to insist upon. That is all they have done. 
But, Mr. Chairman, I cannot dwelllonger upon 
this portion of our history; but I will ask atten- 
tion to another feature of this question. I invoke 
the attention of Republicans for a moment, to 
what would be the result of the success of their 
doctrines if they will not cease this agitation until 
they ean rest in the belicf that negro slavery is 
put in process of extinction, But, before 1 do it, 
Į wish to make ove remark, not altogether con- 
nected with my argument; but which may not be 
unserviceable. We have for years back heard of 
what is termed the irrepressible conflict. It has 
emanated from men who have been eulogized for 
their statesmanship and their Icarning. ft rested 
on the idea of irrepressible hostility between the 
interests and institutions of States of the Union. 
It has been invoked for partisan success and for 
sectional prejudice. It has culminated too soon 
forits authors. And here, to-day, behold the fruits 
of the irrepressible conflict. Every man who looks 
forward with an cye to the interests and hopes of 
the conntry, has foreseen what the irrepressible 
conflict meant—thatit meant subjagation and hu- 
miliation to the South, or the dissolution of the 
Union. You have reached now its logical end. 
Are you, then, longer prepared to culogize a doc- 
trine, and eulogize its authors, which has brought 
upon us so precipitately such fruits as these? 
But to tbe point to which E was calling atten- 
tion. Lask Republicans to-day—and I would to 
God I could throw my voice to every city and 
town and village and hamlet in the whole North, 
and could be heard by every citizen there, and 
answered by all—to trace the history of the Af- 
rican race through all the centuries of the past, 
in every country and every clime, from their na- 
tive barbarism in Africa to slavery in Brazil and 
the West Indies, and everywhere else that you 
find them, and then come to the southern States, 
and compare the condition of the negroes there 
with their condition anywhere else, and answer 
me if they are not in the enjoyment of more peace, 
more blessings, and everything that gives con- 
tentment and happiness, than any other portion 
of that race, bond or free, at any other age orin 
any other portion of the world? Will any man 
deny that they are? And if they are, is it the 
part of philanthropy to turn them back to the 
condition of the rest of their race, and, in doing 
so, destroy the hopes and the social and political 
future of fifteen States of this Confederacy? Then, 
again, I would ask this other question: Suppose 


urrender $3,000,000,G00 of slave property, and 
is 


| frec States; would you accept them as freemen and 


these slaves were liberated; suppose the people | 
of the South would to-day voluntarily consent to | 


end their slaves at their own expense into the ; 
li enjoying the prosperity common to our people. 


citizensin your States? [4 No i”? t no t? from the 
Republican side of the House.] You dare not 
answer me that you would. You would fight us 
with all the energy and power of your States for 
twenty years, before you would submit to it. And 
yet you demand of us to liberate them, to sur- 
render this $3,000,000,000 of slave property, to 
dissolve society, to break up social order, to ruin 
our commercial and political prospects for the 
future, andstill to retain such an clement among us. 

Again: Task you, do you believe, one of you— 
does any Republican in this Union believe this 
day that, if you could purchase a separate. Terri- 
tory, occupied by no human being, if you could 
liberate all the slaves to-day, take them to that 
Territory, frame a government for them, and give 


! them money to start it—do you believe that, for 


one year, or in any future period, those negrocs 
could maintain a ‘government in peace, giving 
security to life and person, and prosperity and 
repose to society? I venture to say there is not 
a Republican in this Union who would hazard his 
reputation by answering that question in the af 
firmative. And yet, in religion’s name, in God’s 
name, in the name of justice and humanity, you 
are invoking every fecling that can stir the hearts 
of the people to press on with your irrepressible 
conflict; never halting, never stopping to consider, 
as all statesmen must, consider, the relative con- 
dition and capacities of the races; and what is to 
be the end of the conflict which you invokeswith 
the certainty, on your part, that it must result in 
breaking up this Republic, or in the subjugation 
and the infliction upon the South of the worst 
despotism that can be forced upon any country. 
I address you with all the earnestness of my na- 
ture; I address you in the name of humanity, in 
the name of our common country, and of the 
cause of civil liberty. 

Again: if I wanted expericnce to prove the 
truth of my supposition that such would be the 
calamitous effect of carrying your principles to 
their ultimate results, the history of the past far- 
nishes that experience. In 1793, when red repub- 
licanism assumed its reign in France, and the wild 
delusion of unrestrained liberty seized upon the 
minds of the masses, there was a wretched fanatic 
who undertook to proclaim the equality of every 
human being, and he proposed the liberation of 
the slaves in the French West India colonies. 
The idea chimed in with the popular delusions of 
the day, and a decree was passed that all the slaves 
should be free. The colonies would not accept 


! the decree, and did not until the army of France 


was brought into requisition, and the slaves were 
set at liberty. But, what was the result to the 
colonies? Great Britain, catching the’ contagion 
from France, determined upon the policy of lib- 
erating the slaves in her West India colonics; 
but she was alittle more humane and liberal. She 
did make compenstaion to the owners of the slaves 
liberated, to the amount of, perhaps, one eighth 
of their value. .But what was the fruit of those 
decrees to the colonies interested? What was the 
result of conferring the boon of freedom upon the 
African race in these colonies? What was the 
condition of these colonies prior to the execution 


| of these decrees? ‘They were the homes of civil- 
| ization, contentment, prosperity, and happiness; 


their farms were cultivated, their cities were alive 
with business, their ports were covered with the 
canvas of the fleets of all nations, bearing to and 
fro the commerce of the world. 

Those decrees were passed. What followed? 
The white race was exterminated by all the im- 
plements and modes of cruelty and torture that 
ingenuity and barbarism could invent. Yes, sir, 
exterminated. The fields then glowing under the 
hand of industry soon went back into jungle, 
inhabited by the wild beasts of the forest; grass 
grew in the streets of their cities, and ships de- 
parted from their ports to return no more. And 
they have ‘gone on in this experiment of liberty 
from revolution to revolution, carnage succeeding 
carnage, until at this time they have relapsed into 
and present a spectacle of savage African barbar- 
ism. Gentlemen of the Republican party, are 
you now prepared to go on in your aggressions 
until you have inaugurated the same scenes for 
your southern brethren? I say your brethren, 
for hundreds and thousands of them are your 
common kindred, living in the enjoyment of the 
blessing of the same system of Government, and 
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Are you prepared to inaugurate a system which 
can only end in such'a result? Are you prepared 
to attempt to force us by fire and sword to submit 
to such a fate as this? 


Your people have lived in the habitual violation | 


of the Constitution and laws of Congress, for 
many years, to our serious injury, and we have 
never invoked the doctrine of Federal coercion 
against your States. Your Legislatures have 
passed laws nullifying a provision of the Federal 
Constitution which ought to have secured pro- 
tection to our rights. 
gislatures had to commit official perjury in voting 
for these laws. And your Governors had to do 
the same thing in signing and approving them. 
Anda number of your States have passed laws 
to fine and imprison their own citizens if they 
should aid in executing the fugitive slave law—a 
law passed in conformity with the requirements 
of the Federal Constitution, and which has been 
adjudged to be constitutional and binding on all, 
by the Sapreme Court of the United States. 
During all the time your States have stood in 
open rebellion against the Constitution and Jaws 
of the country—and this in carrying out your 
aggressive and hostile policy against us—we have 
heard nothing of Federal coercion, not even from 
our northern friends who are now so ready to turn 
the Federal bayonets against us. But now that 
the southern States have determined that they can 
stand these lawless and hostile aggressions on their 
rights no longer; now that they have determined 
not to live under a Government hostile to these 
rights, and that their safety and sclf-preservation 
require of them to resume the powers they had 
delegated to the Federal Government for their 
common good, but which are to be used under 
Republican rule for their ruin, we hear contin- 
ually from Republicans of the treason and rebel- 
lion of the South; and they are loud and seemingly 
sincere in their demands for the enforcement of the 
laws by Federal guns. And I regret to sce that 
northern Democrats, some of them, seem to be 
equally forgetful of our wrongs, and of abolition 
aggressions on our rights, and equall anxious for 
this gunpowder enforcement of the hwa, against 
the authority of State sovereignty in the exercise 
of their hichestand most sacred duties—the pro- 
tection and defense of the rights of their own citi- 
zens who can no longer look for security or pro- 
tection under a Government to be administered by 
hostile enemics under a violated Constitution. 
But again: I wish to call your attention to an- 
other point. What is to be the effect upon the 
matérial prosperity, not of the South alone, but 
upon the North, upon Great Britain, and upon 
the whole of continental Europe, from the suc- 
cess of your policy? Let me ask you to con- 


sider—for it would not seem that you have con- | 


templated it for yourselves—this fact: during the 
last year, the foreign exports from the southern 
States amounted to §250,000,000. Of this amount 
§200,000,000 consists in the exportation of the 
single article of cotton. That cotton supplies the 
material for your northern manufacturers of cot- 
ton goods, It employs the millions of capital 


engaged in that business. It employs the time | 


and services of hundreds of thousands of oper- 
atives who work there. It employs the invest- 
ments made in your northern cities in the shipping 
in our coastwise trade and foreign commerce. 
It employs the untold millions of English capital 
engaged in the manufacture of cotton goods, It 
employs the millions of English capital engaged 
in the transportation of cotton, manufactured and’ 
anmanufactured. Itsupplies with bread the hun- 
dreds of thousands of operatives employed inthe 
manufacture of these goodsin England. 

Now, suppose you succeed in striking down 


African slavery in the United States: you strike | 


down not only our prosperity in the South, and 
inaugurate instead all the horrors of Africanized 


barbarism under which the French ant British 


West India colonies now suffer; you strike down 
all the investments made in the manufacture of 
cotton goods; you bankrupt your capitalists; you 
beggar your operatives; you bankrupt Great 
Britain; you beggar millions there; you inaugu- 
rate starvation and famine in Great Britain to an 
extent tenfold beyond that which will be suffered 
here. You require of us unconditional submis- 
sion; and if that is not rendered, you propose to 
employ ali the force of the Army and Navy to 
subjugate us. 


The members of your Le- j 


Mr. CURTIS rose. 

Mr. REAGAN. The gentleman from Iowa 
will excuse me. I do not know of any one. to 
whom I would listen with more pleasure than to 
the gentleman from Iowa, but my time will not 
permit me to yield to interruption. 

Mr. CURTIS. I merely want to put in agen- 
eral denial to all the propositions the gentleman is 
stating. 

Mr. ASHLEY. I call the gentleman from Iowa 
to order. À: 

Mr. REAGAN. Iwas going on to say that 
you contemplate, as a part of the means of your 
operations, the blockade of our ports. Well, I 
grant that you have the ships, and you could 
blockade our ports if none but ourselves were 
concerned. But let me warn you in advance, that 
like a distinguished general of a former war, you 
will find a fire in the rear as well as in front when 
you undertake to do it. Your own people will 
not permit you to do it. Your commercial cities 
will not permit you to do it. Your manufactur- 
ers will not permit you to doit. But suppose 
your people should be so demented as to allow 
you to destroy their interests: do you think Great 
Britain would permit it? Will she permit you to 


| bankrupt her capitalists engaged in the manufac- 


ture of cotton goods, and in the commerce grow- 
ing out of cotton, and to starve her millions of 
operatives? If your own interests, and all the 
dictates of humanity and justice, will not induce 
you to forbear from the madness and folly which 
must produce such results, Great Britain and con- 
tinental Europe will promptly require you to 
raise the blockade of our ports, 

Gentlemen, I mention these things, and you can 
consider them if you think they ‘are worth còn- 
sidering. We are dealing with questions which 
involve not only our interests, but the interests 
of all the civilized and commercial world. 

You are not content with the vast millions ‘of 
tribute we pay you annually under the operation 
of our revenue law, our navigation laws, your 
fishing bounties, and by making your people our 
manufacturers, our merchants, our shippers. You 
arc not satisfied with the vast tribute we pay you 
to build up your great cities, your railroads, your 
canals. You are not satisfied with the millions of 
tribute we have been paying you on account of 
the balance of exchange which you hold against 
us, You are not satisfied that we of the South 
are almost reduced to the condition of overseers 
for northern capitalists. You are not satisfied 
with all this; but you must wage a relentless 
crusade against our rights and institutions. And 
now you tender us the inhuman alternative of 
unconditional submission to Republican rule on 
abolition principles, and ultimately to free negro 
equality and a Government of mongrels or a war 
of races on the one hand, or on the other seces- 
sion and a bloody and desolating civil war, waged 
in an attempt by the Federal Government to re- 
duce us to submission to these wrongs. It was 
the misfortuno of Mexico and Central and South 
America, that they attempted to establish govern- 
ments of mongrels, to enfranchise Indians and 
free negroes with all the rights of freemen, and 
invest them, so far as their numbers went, with 
the control of those governments. It wasa failure 
there; it would be a failure here. It has given 
them an uninterrupted reign of revolutions and 
anarchy there; it would do the same thing here. 
Our own Government succecded because none 
but the white race, who are capable of self-gov- 
ernment, were enfranchised with the rights of 


| freemen. Tae irrepressible conflict propounded by 


abolitionism has produced now its legitimate 
fruits—disunion. Free negro equality, which is 
its ultimate object, would make us reenact the 
scenes of revolution and anarchy we have so long 
witnessed and deplored in the American Govern- 
ments to the south of us. 


We do not intend that you shall reduce us to | 


such a condition. But I can tell you what your 
folly and injustice will compel us to do. It will 
compel us to be free from your domination, and 
more self-reliant than we have been. It will com- 
pel us to assert and maintain our separate inde- 
pendence. It will compel us to manufacture for 
ourselves, to build up our own commerce, our 
own great cities, our own railroads and canals; 
and to use the tribute money we now pay you 
for these things for the support of a government 
which will be friendly to all our interests, hostile 
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to none of them. Let me tell you to beware lest, 
your abolitionism and irrepressible-conflict states-: 
manship produce these results to us, and calami- 
ties to you of which you dream not NOW. 5-2. 

The question again recurs, what has brought 
aboutthe perilouscondition ofthe country? WAY, 
sir, to hear the taunts that are made to the Souths: © 
to hear the epithets of “ treason,”? “ rebellion, ? 
“‘revolt;” to hear the declarations and préten-. 
sions made in the North, one would think, that. 
the people of the South were areckless, way ward 
people, seeking only to do wrong. How? In. 
what? Let the question be echoed and reschoed. 
all over the Union—all over the civilized world. 
How? In what have the South donc wrong? 
Have they sought to violate the Federal Consti- 
tution? Have they sought to violate the laws? 
Have they asked you to sacrifice. any material 
interest? “Have they asked you to sacrifice any 
principle that is not in conflict with the Federal 
Constitution and laws? I wish this question could 
go everywhere and sink into cvery heart, and be 
answered by every human being. How have we 
done wrong? In what have we wronged you?) 
History is to answer the question; and it Js to 
answer it in the face of the consequences which, 
must follow. . 

1 stand here to-day to say that if ‘there be. 
a southern State, or a southern man even, who 
yrould demand, asa condition for remaining in this 
Union, anything beyond the clearly specified guar- 
antees of the Constitution of the United States as 
they are, I do not know of it, I can speak for 
my own State. I think I have had intimate as- 
sociation enough with her people to declare that 
they have never dreamed of asking more than 
iheir constitutional rights. They are, however, 
unalterably determined never to submit, to, less 
than their constitutional rights. Never; never, 
sir! You can rely upon that, Mr. Chairman. `. 

I know, sir, that we have been in the habit of 
listening to each other under the impression that, 
speeches here were made alone for political effect. 

[A man in the gallery here disturbed the House 
by loud talking.] ; 

The CHAIRMAN. If the disorder in the gal- 
lery be repeated, the Chair will call the Speaker 
to his place, in order that the disorderly person 
or persons may be ejected. [Cries of “Put him 
out. 

Tho Doorkeeper then ejected the person who ' 
had created the disorder. i 

Mr. REAGAN. Mr. Chairman, I was going 
on- to say that we demand nothing butwhat were 
our clear constitutional rights. We will submit, 
sir, to nothing less. We ask no concessions as 
a mere favor tous. We demand our constitu- 
tional rights. That, sir, is the language of free- 
dom. We demand them, and we intend to have 
them, in the Union or out of it. : 

I regret that in the course of this discussion an 
assumption is made, and argumentsare predicated 
upon it, that it was simply a question whether 
we have the right to rebel against the Federal 
Government. Those arguments have seemed to 
go upon the hypothesis that we neither knew nor 
appreciated the blessings of this Union; but, on 
the contrary, we hated and wished to destroy it, 
And here I must say that, on yesterday, I was 
deeply pained to hear certain arguments advanced | 
by the distinguished gentlemen from Hlinois and 
Ohio, (Messrs. McCrernanp and Cox.] Their 
arguments seemed to proceed upon the assump- 
tion Í have stated. 1 was the more pained, sir, 
because I have scen the gallant battles they have 
foughtagainst abolitionism and the “ irrepressible 
conflict.” I know their experience, their judg- 
ment, and their capacity. I know, sir, that they 
are representative men of a great-and gallant 
party. I felt profound regret to see such argu- 
ments, proceeding upon such an assumption, come 
from those gentlemen. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, if I can I will correct 
some of the errors upon which the arguments ad- 
vancedagainst usseem predicated. We do rightly 
estimate the value of the Union. We do rightly 
estimate the value of the blessings of this Govern- 
ment. We have loved and cherished the Unión. 
Nobody has a better right than I have, although 
I say so myself, to make that declaration. Thave 
loved the Union with an almost. extravagant de- 
votion. I have fought its battles whenever they 
were to be foughtin my section of. the country. 

I have met every sectional issue, at home'in my 
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section, and in my State particularly, which was 
attempted to be forced upon the public mind, and 
which [thought would mar the harmony of the 
Democratic party. I have fought the battles of 
the Union without looking forward to the conse- 
quences. I have fought them in times when the 
result for the Union seemed hopeless. If I could 
believe we could have security of our rights within 
the Union, I would go home and fight the battles 
of the Union in the future with the same earnest- 
ness and energy that I have done in times past. 

While those’ gentlemen tender us war as the 
‘alternative, if, we do not submit, yet, sir, not one 
word is said in the way of rebuke to those of the 
Republican party who have created the present 
storm; no demandis made of the Republican party 
` to relinquish their unconstitutional encroach- 
Menis—to give up pretensions inconsistent with į 
Gur system of governmentand our political rights. 
There appeal ought to be made, that our rights 
should be given to us, and that we should be se- 
cured inthe enjoyment of them. Let that be done, 
and no arm and no voice will be raised against 
the Federal Union. Deny us our rights, and we 
will face your messengers of death, and show you 
how freemen can die; or, living, how they can } 
maintain their rights. Mark that, sir! 

Where, Mr. Chairman, is now our hope for 
conciliation? Pennsylvania and Vermont have 
already acted on the proposition to repeal theiy 
personal liberty bills; and they have refused to 
repeal those obnoxious and unconstitutional laws. 
The gentleman from Ohio (Mr. Cox] stated, yes- 
terday, that he thought those laws would be 
repealed in Ohio. 

Mr. HALE. There are no personal liberty 
laws upon the statute-books of Pennsylvania. T 
Know the statement has been made, but it has 
been corrected time and again. 

Mr. REAGAN. [refer the gentleman to his 
own statute-books, 

Mr. MORRILL. Let me say a word for Ver- 
mont. 

` Mr, REAGAN. I cannot allow myscif to be 
interrupted constantly. 

Mr. MORRILL. [desire to correct a state- 
ment that the gentleman has made. I know that 
he would not willingly misrepresent my State. 
Vermont, sir, has not refused to repeal her per- 
sonal liberty bills, "Che matter was referred to a 
commission; and when that commission reports, 
the Legislature will then, I have no doubt, act on 
the subject. | 

Mr. REAGAN. They have not repealed the 
personal liberty bill. That was my statement; 
and thatstatementis not denied. .F do not believe 
that they will repeal them in the northern States. 
It doesnot licin the mouths of our northern friends 
to ask us to believe them until they can promise 
with certainty that those laws will be repealed. 
We know that delay is death, We have already 
experienced some of the fruits of delays. 

‘We want to avert civil war if we can. Yetno } 
effort has been made to give us what, under the | 
Constitution, we ought to have. Jtis not pro- | 
posed to give us what will reasonably make the 
southern people believe that they will have secu- 
rity in the Union. No such proposition can be 
made and sustained; because, to give us our rights 
is to disband the Republican party. The exist- 
ence of that party depends upon violating the 
Federal Constitution, and in making war upon 
the institutions of the South. ‘There is now an 
irrepressible conflict; and cither the Federal Gov- 
ernment or the Republican party mustend. Tam | 
not here to palliate or to dodge one of the inevi- 
table dangers that besctus. 1am ready, for one, 
to face them all; and I think that that is the bet- 
ter course for us all to pursue. When we all do 
that, then we will have a just understanding of 
our relative positions. You all know that we 
cannot, and dare not, live in this Union, with our 
rights denied by the Republican party. Its as- 
cendency is our destruction; and, sir, its destruc- 
tion this day is the only salvation for the Union. 

I will now, for a moment, refer to the argu- | 
ments of the distinguished gentlemen from Hlinois | 


i 
and Ohio, [Messrs. McCLernanp and Cox.] As i 


one member of this House, I want to give them 
an assurance that the anticipations they entertain, 


| 


and upon which they base their arguments, can 
never be realized. IT have been taught, from my 
earliest instruction in the theory and practice of 
our Government, that this is a Government of 


consent and agreement, as contradistinguished 
from a Government of force or a military despot- 
ism. It is bound to be one or the other. Which 
is it? [t ig a voluntary association of free, repub- 
jican States, upon terms of equality, or it isa 
military despotism, in which the Federal arm, 
through its Army and. Navy, can subdue the 
States at will, and force them to submit to any 
grievance which may cmanate from the Federal 
Governmentor other States. Which of these posi- 
tions do my friends intend to assume? Assuming 
the principle that the Federal Government has.the 
right to bind the States in all things, they go upon 
the hypothesis that their interests and position 
will require them to command the outlet to. the 
Gulf of Mexico and the forts upon the coast of 
Florida. I do not rise for the purpose of denying 
the right of passage to the Gulf; but I must ex- 
press my regrets that they talk in advance of 
cleaving their way to the Gulf by armies with 
banners, before one man from all that country 
has ever said that they should have any cause 
for war. No one has ever intended to deprive 
them of the benefit of the navigation of the Mis- 
sissippi. No one intends it to-day; so thatif we 
are trampled upon by force, let me proclaim to 
them and tothe country, that they must place 
their action upon a different ground, because we 
intend that they shall never have cause of war 
upon that account. 

Mr. McCLERNAND. ‘The gentleman seems 
to refer to my remarks of yesterday. 

Mr. REAGAN. The gentleman did not say 
so yesterday; but he did on a former day of the 
session. 

Mr. McCLERNAND. Never. 

Ae Voice. It-was said by the gentleman from 
Ohio, [Mr. VALLANDIGHAM.] 

Mr. REAGAN. All F want to say is that our 
interest is peace, and our hopes are for peace. 
War is in opposition to all our interests and our 
hopes, We want no war; and weintend to give 
no just cause for war, unless the attempt to sep- 
arate ourselves peaceably from despotism, and to 
take care of our rights under a friendly govern- 
ment—and they would be destroyed under a hos- 
tile governmeni—isa cause for war, We declare 
in advance that we will not interfere with your nav- 
igation of the Mississippi river. We know that 
js necessary for you; but we cannot, because 
there may possibly be some conflict of interest 
between us, consent to surrender our liberties 
rather than assume the responsibility of organiz- 
inga government which will cover the lower part 
of that river and the capes of Florida. 

The gentleman from Hlinois made a statement 
yesterday, such as I suppose a gallantand heroic 
man would make, if his proposition was prop- 
erly predicated. TIe said they could not submit 
to the control of the mouth of the Mississippi and 
the capes of Florida by us; that they would 
rather perish—perish, he said, with emphasis— 
than submit to any other Power coutrolling the 
Mississippi, and commanding the coast of Flor- 
ida. If such is his jealousy of the commercial 
rights only of his own section; if he feels so keen 
and sensitive.a jealousy, what would he think of 
us if, when our commerce, our homes, our prop- 
erty, our social and political possessions, for all 
time to come, are imperiled, we should, like trem- 
bling dastards, yield our rights? A great heart like 
his would never expect it; would never exact it. 
We prefer liberty, and all its consequences, to a 
temporary peace without honor; and the gentle- 
man will justify us if, under such circumstanees, 
we tell the North, and tell the world that we ac- 


cept independence, with all its consequences, in | 


preference to base submission, dishonor, and irre- 
trievable ruin. We shall have no cause of war. 
My scction sympathizes with the gentleman from 
INinois and his friends. They look upon them 
as defenders of the Constitution; and it has been 
my pride on manya stump, and in many a place, 
to eulogize by name the gentleman from Illi- 
nois [Mr. MeČrerxaND] and the gentleman from 
Ohio, [Mr. Cox,} with all their associates, for 
iheir gallant conduct, their moral courage, their 
heroic bearing, in standing up against northern 


| fanaticism, and resisting its onward wave to the 


destruction of the Constitution, the Union, and 
our rights. Now, what will our people say when 
these speeches are printed and sent to them, and 
they see that these gentlemen are the first in this 
House who say that the assertion of our inde- 


pendence, when we can no longer live in this Goy- 
ernment, shall invoke the cannon, the rifle, the 
saber, and all the instruments of war? What will 
they say when they see that these gentlemen, who 
have long resisted abolitionism, defied its power, 
and been crushed down by its operations, are the 


i very first to surrender at discretion in the face of 


the abolition enemy? 

Mr. McCLERNAND. I belong to a particu- 
lar association-~a. great party—that occupies a 
distinct ground in this controversy upon the sla- 
very question. We have been a Union party— 
a constitutional party—organized against the two 
extreme parties. We will not succumb to either, 
but continue to stand by the constitutional guar- 
antees,as we have done in the past. 

Mr. REAGAN. I would always have ex- 
pected from the gentleman such a proposition. I 
know the gentleman’s position well; and what I 
ask him to consider is, what has brought us to 
our present condition? If our rights had not been 
denied us—if our condition had not been imper- 
riled—no voice would have been raised in the 
South fer disunion. Will you compel us to sub- 
mit to abolition behests? Will you demand that 
we shall submit to destruction at their hands? I 
understand the position of those gentleman; but 
I ask them to review their words, and determine 
whether they are prepared to assert to the world 
and to the American people, that there is no rem- 
edy under this form of Government for the griev- 
ances, wrongs, and outrages inflicted upon a State; 
that we shall, under this Government, have no 
remedy; and that it isin the discretion of the Fed- 
eral Government to turn against us the cannon 
and the glittering saber. Is such the Government 
under which we live? Issuch the Government 
for which Washington and his compatriots bat- 
tled? ` Iş such the Government framed by Jeffer- 
son and Madison and their associates? No. It 
is a Government of consent, a Government of 
agreement, a voluntary Confederation, in which 
no power was conferred to use force against a 
State, in order to reduce her to subjection, In 
the convention which framed it, a proposition of 
such a character was offered and rejected by the 
convention; and by the Constitution itself, Con- 
gress can only exercise the powers specifically 
delegated to it. 

I have but one word more to say. I live far to 
the South. Wehave a long Mexican boundary, 
and a long Indian frontier, infested by hostile 
savages throughout its whole extent; and yet this 
Government has refused for years to defend us 
against them. We have a long coast, too, open to 
the approach of a naval force, and we know the 
consequences of our acts, and we know what 
may follow an attempt to take care of ourselves 
and our liberty; but we remember, at the same 
time, the history of the past. Less than twenty- 
five years ago Texas stood a province of Mexico, 
with a population of not more than thirty thou- 
sand, entitled to the privileges of Mexican citi- 
zens, including all ages and sexes. We lived 
under the Mexican Constitution of 1824, which 
the Texans fought to sustain, That Constitution 
was subverted by a military despot; and our lib- 
erties were trampled in the dust. That despot 
came against us with invading armies for our sub- 
jegation, He intended to overawe us by the dis- 
play of military power, as the President and Gen- 
eral Scott are now attempting to do with the 
southern States. The thirty thousand people of 
Texas resisted that power for the sake of liberty 
and those rights to which we were entitled, trust- 
ing to the God of battles and the justice of their 
cause. In that great struggle companies and bat- 
talions fell to rise no more. They sank nobly for 
freedom, as freemen will sink again for her cause ` 
whenever you shall tender to us that alternative. 
Upon the field of San Jacinto they won their lib- 
erly by their brave hearts and their stalwart arms. 
They vindicated that liberty for ten or, twelve 
years after; and then, as a pledge of their love to 
this Union, and their confidence in its principles, 
and desire for its prosperity and its happiness, 
that people tendered Texas, a free and voluntary 


| offering, to come in as one of the States of the 


Union, upon terms of equality with the other 
States. 

But we were told yesterday that we sold our- 
selves. The gentleman did not mean exactly what 
his language would imply; but he must see how 
offensive such kind of remarks must be to those 
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who do not appreciate the use he intended to make 
of the argument. Texas cost this Government not 
one cent. She vindicated her liberty by her arms; 
and redeemed to civil and religious liberty a coun- 
try as large as the six New England States, and 
New York, Pennsylvania, Maryland, Ohio, and 
Indiana, all put together. She redeemed it from 
Catholic priestcraft and military despotism, and 
has covered it over with five hundred thousand 
freemen, a prosperous and happy people; and 
they are prepared to vindicate their liberties when 
they are encroached upon again by a despotism 
of one or of many men. 

It is true, that war grew out of the annexation 
of Texas; and I suppose it is that with which the 
gentleman charges Texas. But this Government 
knew what it was doing when it was acquiring 
dominion over that country, and adding to the 
United States to aid in building up its commercial, 
agricultural, and manufacturing interests. But 
they also seguire New Mexico and Utah, and 
the great golden State of Califoynia, by that war, 
and extended their power and dominion to the 
Pacific ocean. And that is what the gentleman 
from Ohio, {Mr. Cox,] and the friends of those 
measures, now sneeringly refer to in their refer- 
ence to the purchase of Texas. I was sorry to 
hear it. 

Allugion has also been made to the fact that 
$10,000,000 were subsequently paid for a portion 
of the domain of Texas, to some of which, it is 
said, she had no title. Ihave no time to enter into 
an argument upon that question. The Federal 


Governmenttook up ourquarrel for thatboundary. | 


As our agent, she obtained the title deed for us. 
No lawyer will say that it lay with her to dispute 
our title. 
part of this land—eighty or a hundred thousand 
square miles of it. Texas accepted the offer. 
Shall the Representatives of the Federal Govern- 
ment now taunt us with the statement that Texas 
has been bought fora a and paid for? Why, 
this Government only bought.a portion of Texas. 
She has that now. [Itis notin the jurisdiction of 
Texas. This Government proposed the trade. 
Texas assented to it. Was there anything in this 
to call for contemptuous taunts? e made no 
sale to this Government of what is now Texas. 
But Texas did give to this Government, freely and 
voluntarily, her sovereignty and the dominion of 
all her vast and fertile domain, and ought to be 
exempt from the contemptuous charge of having 
been bought. Itis wholly untrue, and self-respect 
should prevent the making of such a charge. 

Mr. Chairman, there are other subjects which 
I had hoped to discuss this morning, but I will 
not trespass on the patience of the House by dis- 
cussing them now. I have to say in the end, that 
yet, almost hopeless as it seems, I would be glad 
to see an effort made toward conciliation. Above 
all things I stand here to invoke members tolook 
upon this question as one which involves the inter- 
ests and destiny of States; to warn them that they 
are making advances against fifteen States, with 
thirteen million people, and with more than two 
thirds of the exports of the country; against a 
people who understand all these questions, and 
who are not to be misled or deceived by special 
pleading; a pcople who never intended or wished 
to raise their voice against the Federal Govern- 
ment, and who never would have done so if they 
had been let alone. Remember that we only ask 
you to let us alone—nothing else. Give us secu- 
rity in the Union. Respect our rights in the com- 
mon Territories. 
let us know that we need no longer live under 
continual fear of the consequences of your action. 

I must say that the very State from which I 
come, the very district which I represent, has had 
some painful experience during the last summer, 
growing out of the doctrines of abolitionism. We 


found, for the last two or three years, that the | 
members of the Methodist Church North, and | 


others, living in Texas, were propagating aboli- 
tion doctrines there. We warned them not to 


carry on their schemes of producing disaffection | 


among our negroes; but they persisted, and did 
not cease until they had organized a society called 
the Mystic Red. Under its auspices, the night 
before the last August election the towns were to 
be burned and the people murdered. There now 
lie in ashes near a dozen towns and villages in 
my district. Four of them were county seats, 
and two of them the best towns in the district. 


She then offered us $10,000,000 for a ! 


So act among yourselves as to. 


| freest and best Government in the world? 


The poisonings were only arrested by informa- 
tion which came to light before the plan could be 
carried into execution. The citizens were forced 
to stand guard for months, so that no man could. 
have passed through the towns between dark and 
daylight without making himself known. A por- 
tion of them paid the penalty of their crimes. 
Others were driven out of the country. These 
things had their effeeton the public mind, They 
were the results of abolition teachings; ‘a part of 
the irrepressible conflict; a part of the legitimate 
fruits of Republicanism. & f 

[Eere the hammer fell.} y 

Mr. STANTON next addressed the committee. 
[His speech will be published in the Appendix.] 

Mr. ADRAIN. Mr. Chairman, it is now over 
seventy-four years since the Federal Constitution 
wasadopted, and the Union of these States formed; 
and during all that period we have advanced with 
the greatest rapidity in population and extent of 
territory, in the arts and sciences, in commerce, 
agriculture, education, and in all the elements 
whichwonstitute a nation’s prosperity and glory. 
And yet, notwithstanding our rapid growth as a 
nation, unparalleled in the world’s history, there 
is a restless and persistent effort on the part of 
some of the southern States and people to destroy 
the very cause of all these glorious results—the 
Union, the hallowed Union, purchased and ce- 
mented by the blood and treasure of the great 

atriots and statesmen who madc and bequeathed 

it to us, their descendants, to preserve and defend. 
Can it be that they will succeed in their mad and 
unholy efforts? Are there not conservative, pa- 
triotic, and true men enough in the southern States 
to resist this dark and angry wave of disunion 
which threatens to dash against and destroy the 
Sir, 
I cannotand will not believe that the whole South 
is so infected with the dangerous spirit of disloy- 
alty to the Federal Constitution and the Union, 
as to lead it to drag down the temple of American 
liberty, crushing the hopes and happiness of mil- 
lions of freemen here, and all the fond and earnest 
aspirations after liberty of the down-trodden and 
oppressed of earth everywhere. No, no; never, 
never! Men of the South who love the Union, 
(and there are many such,) and regard it as a 
great political blessing—the source of all our 
national prosperity, and the palladium of our 
liberties—come forth, and say jo the rash and 
dangerous spirits among you: ‘Misguided men, 
we will not permit you to bring upon us all the 
horrors of a bloody civil war, and involve the 
whole country in one common ruin? Remem- | 
ber, men of the South, that your fathers and ours, 
in the days of American Independence, stoo@ 
shoulder to shoulder in achieving one of the grand- 
est victories in the world’s history. Itwas your 
fathers and our fathers, by their joint and patri- 
otic efforts, who established the Federal Consti- 
tution and gave us the Union; and will you, their 
descendants, now destroy forever the noble work 
of their great intellects, lofty patriotism, and un- 
dying devotion to the cause of human rights and 
of free Government? No, no. Be true to your 


7 


| brave and patriotic ancestry; cherish with un- 


dying love their sacred memories; recount their 

many and great services in liberty’s cause; and 

strive to maintain, in all its grand and beautiful | 
proportions, the hallowed Union of our fathers— 

and may I not still say the hallowed Union of 

their sons?—now and forever. 

Butif the Union is to be dissolved, and men of 
the South are bent on doing sucha mad and unholy 
act, let me say to you that it will not be done | 
without a resolute and determined effort on the 


| part of all true and patriotic men at the North, at 


least, to preventit by every constitutional means. 
The men of the North intend to stand by the 
Union, and defend it to the last, while there is a 
hope for its preservation. In the North, the peo- 
ple have been educated to speak of and cherish 
the Union as the greatest political blessing ever 
conferred on any people; and they will defend it 
against all assailants, from any and every quarter, 
whenever that defense becomes necessary. But | 
1 pray God that no other defense may ever be 


| necessary than an appeal to the sense of patriot- 
| ism and Jove of country of those who would at- 


tack and destroy it. ĮI pray God that the North | 
and South may never become involved in frater- 
nal strife, and brother’s hand dyed in the blood 
of brother! May my eyes never witness suchan 
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unnatural. and bloody -warfare!.- Heaven, forbid 
it! God, in His ever -wise-and protecting care, 
avert from us such an awful event, which sickens 
the heart and chills the blood even to contemplate! 
Oh, may the dark and angry clouds of:disunion,.. 
now gathering and lowering over the southern 
horizon, be all dissipated before more sober re? 
flection, truer sentiments of patriotism, and a. 
higher regard for one common Federal Goyërn- 
ment—one vast and. mighty Republic, the home 
of the free, and the asylum of. the oppressed. of 
every land! : i 
And, sir, I cannot permit this occasion to. pass 
by without an allusion to that distinguished son 
of the South, Alexander H. Stephens, of Georgia, 
who has raised his. bold and eloquent. voice -to 
quiet the storm of popular frenzy, and to call back 
an impulsive and misguided people to a sense of. 
reason and of patriotism,and to those obligations 
which they owe to the Federal. Government, and 
to the whole country. The gifted, eloquent, and 
soul-inspiring orator and statesman, Stephens; ih: 
coming forth as he has done, amidst; popular 
clamor and prejudice, in defense of the Union, and 
in boldly rebuking the voice of disunion, has added 
further and imperishable laurels to his already. 
great name and character; and I much regret, and 
the whole nation may well regret, that his voice is 
not now heard, as in days past, on this floor in 
this most perilous crisis of our country’s his- 
tory, rebuking in the severest tones the spirit of 
disunion, and presenting in all their attractive 
colors the blessings and glory of one great, free, 
and united Government. It is thé duty, sir, of 
every lover of the country, who regards her future 
peace and safety, to allay, and not to excite still 
more, the restless and disturbed state of feeling 
now existing in some quarters at the South. And 
I hope I may say nothing on this occasion which 
is calculated to add more fuel to the flames of dis-, 
union, which are now sending forth their lurid. 
lare. 
: What, sir, has produced this excitement and 
alienation of feeling on the part of the South to~; 
wards the North? Isitnot owing toa fear on their 
art that the newly-elected President, Abraham 
incoln, will disturb the domestic institution of; 
slavery in the southern States? Before, however, 
showing the utter groundlessness of this fear, per- 
mit me, in passing, to observe that southern men. 
have, in a very great measure, contributed to his 
election. In the first place, through their threats 
of deserting Mr. Buchanan’s administration, they 
drove him to forsake the great doctrine of popu- 
lar sovereignty, and to exert the weight of his 
official position and Executive power to impose 
upon the people of a Territory a constitution ut- 
terly repugnant to their political feclings and sen- 
timents, and not the embodiment of their true will, 
And this, we all know, at once led toa wide breach 
in the Democratic party, and inspired the Repub- 
lican party with new hopes of making another 
vigorous and perhaps successful effort to, obtain 
the reins of the national Government. And. never 
did Mr. Buchanan, and never did southern men, 
make a greater mistake, as far as the success of 
the Democratic party and peace of the country 
were concerned, than when they endeavored. to 
force through Congress, and fasten upon an un- 
willing and protesting people, the Lecompton con- 
stitution. And then again, extreme and ultra men 
of the South broke up the Charleston convention, 
by deserting the old Democratic doctrine of non- 
intervention by Congress with the question of 
slavery, and demanding a new principle—that it 
should directly intervene for its protection, From 


that moment it was apparent, to the least observ- 


ant of the signs of the times, that the Democratic 
party was doomed to suffer certain defeat. If, 
sir, the principle of non-intervention had been 
honestly adhered to-——and to which the whele De- 
mocracy was committed—and a candidate nom- 
inated at Charleston representing that principle, 
and cordially supported both south and north, 
this day, in my opinion, the Democratic party: 
would have been triumphant, and the South with 
no occasion to send forth their infuriated threats 
to dissolve the Union because of a Republican 
victory. Sir, there would then have been no such. 
victory. This Republican victory—ané listen to 
the truth, ye men of the South, who: have turned’ 
your backs upon the once lauded, but now de- 
spised, doctrine of popular..sovereignty—Is þe- 
cause of your folly and desertion of great political 
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principles, upon which the Democratic party glori- Hi 
ously triumphed in 1856, and upon which it could | 
again have gloriously triumphed in 1860. . How | 
can you, then, in the face of these naked truths, | 
now turn round and claim a Republican victory 
as a justifiable cause for the dissolution of the 
Union, when you yourselves have contributed so 
much to the accomplishment of that victory ? 
But, sir, is there any real and immediate dan- | 
ger to the South and her domestic institution of | 
slavery? . It'is true, Abraham Lincoln,a Repub- 
lican, will assume the reins of Government on 
tlie 4th of March next, It is also true, that he | 
regards slavery as a moral, social, and political 
evil; but in this he is-not alone. | There are hun- 
dreds and thousands in the North and Northwest 
who fully agree with him in sentiment. And I 
am not far out of the way when I assert that even 
at the South a similar sentiment is entertained by | 
many. Most certainly Mr. Lincoln has the right 
to regardslavery asan evil, as well as the great mass 
of southern men to regard it as a great blessing, 
and, if you please, as ‘the highest type of civil- 
ization.” His merely holding, and publicly ex- 
pressing, too, such an opinion, isa right of which 
no one has just cause to complain. Itis one of |} 
the greatestand most invaluable privileges of our 
Government, that all men are at liberty freely to | 
express their sentiments on all political subjects. | 
This right is one of the chief glories of our Re- 
public, which will last, I trust, as long as the 
Republic itself endures. 
~The only real danger to the South would be, | 
whenever Mr. Lincoln should attempt, and be 
able if so disposed, to interfere with and disturb 
the domestic institution of slavery. But has he 
even sucha disposition? This is the first im- 
ortant inquiry. Iam not, sir, the exponent of 
fr. Lincoln’s political views, nor a member of 
the great Republican party which has elevated || 
him to the highest office within the gift of the 
eople. But, sir, I intend to do justice to Mr. 
Pineal although a political opponent, for the 
sake of truth, and to allay excitement and un- 
necessary apprehension, if possible, in endeav- 
oring to show that his political sentiments are 
not as radical and dangerous as represented, Tic 
has publicly declared in his speeches. long before 
tbe thought ever flashed through bis mind of be- | 
coming one day President of the United States: | 
1, That he is opposed to all interference with 
slavery in the States. 2. That he is opposed to | 
the abolition of slavery in the District of Colum- | 
bia, unless a majority of the people therein de- 
sire it abolished; and in the case of those who 
do not desire it, compensation should be made 
to them for the loss of their slaves. 3. That he | 
would consent to the admission of more slave | 
States into the Union. 4. That he is in favor of | 
a fugitive slave law; but would have some objec- 
tionable features removed from the present one, 
without “lessening its efficiency.”? 5. ‘That be 
is opposed to allowing negrors to vote, and even 
to “qualifying them to hold ofice; and 6. ‘Phat 
so long as the two races are in the same commu- 
nity, he is in “ favor of having the superior posi- 
dion assigned to the white race,” Now, sir, if 
these are his true and honest sentiments, he is 
not an Abolitionist, at least in its true siwnifica- 
tion—one who would abolish slavery and set the 
whole negro race at liberty. He is, judging bim 
by these sentiments, a conservative man, from 
whom the South has nothing to fear. | 
But it may be asked, has he not also advanced 
other sentiments conflicting with these conserva- 
tive views? Flas he notgiven utterance to tbe doc- 
trine of what is called “the irrepressible conflict,” H 
which has sent such terror and dismay to so many 
southern hearts ? Has he not declared thata house 
divided against itself cannot stand; and that this | 
country must become all one thing or the other—all |! 
slave or all free? Well, admit all this for the sake 
of the argument, and that he is a full believer in 
the conflict between the two systems of slave and į 
free labor: bat what of that? Afterall, these are | 
but mere individual opinions; and if never car- | 
ried out into any law, what injury can they do | 
the South? ‘Phe real question to be asked and 
answered is, what can Mr, Lincoln do on entering 
upon his high and responsible duties as Presi- | 
dent to deny to the South her just constitutional 
rights? In reply to that question, sir, there can | 
be but oneanswer; and thatis, nothing whatever, 


the popular will through the ballot-box. 


| Chief Magistrate by the election of another, who 
i might prove more acceptable to them. 


| tional duties. 


| and a Democratic Senate to try him, there would 


i rights of the South. H 
ia full believer in the irrepressible-conflict doc- 


As this is a Government of law, and acts by law. 
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I pray you, what law can Mr. Lincoln have en- 
acted, even if so disposed, to interfere with and 
disturb a single southern right? Why, sir, will 
not the Scnate be opposed to him, as well as the 
next House of Representatives? Will he not be 
utterly powerless to do mischief, even if he should 
tend ange Why, sir, he will not be able even 
to form his own Cabinet, and start the Govern- 
ment, without the consentand approval of a Dem- 
ocratic Senate. Here is a check upon. him at the 
very outset; so that he will come into office with- 
out the power, even if so disposed, to strike a 
single blow at the domestic institution of slavery, 
which the people of the South are determined to 
cherish and defend atall extremities. How com- 
pletely, then, are those men at the South without 
the slightest cause forall their unhallowed efforts 
to overturn a Government under which they now 
live, and, in my opinion, can live, in the full 
enjoyment of all their constitutional rights? 

What, then, is the true and patriotic course for 
the South to pursue? Is it to rush madly out of 
the Union, and then into a bloody civil war, with 
all its indescribable horrors? Js that the kind 
of remedy for cvils which they do not really 
suffer, but only imagine may happen? Is it not 
wiser and safer and happier to remain in the 
Union and bear with anticipated evils, than rash 
headlong into those which will most surely prove 
to be both real and dreadful? Within the Union 
is the place to demand and maintain your just 
rights. In it you are safe, prosperous, and free. 
Go out of it, and what security will you have, 
even for your slave property, which now occa- 
sions all your anxieties and fears? For this you 
will have no protection. Establish a southern 
confederacy to-morrow; and with a northern 
republic alongside of you without slavery, and 
which would not tolerate its existence within its 
borders, you will then see how long you will be 
able to hold your slaves in bondage. I shudder 
to think of the bloody insurrections and horrid 
massacres and devastated fields which would 
soon follow as the bitter fruits of your madness 
and folly. Listen, then, excited, rash, and dan- 
gerous men, to the voice of reason and of patri- 
otism, before you rush into the vortex of your 
own political destruction. 

The Federal Constitution is the supreme law 
of the land; and in conformity with it, Mr. Lin- 
coln has been clagted our next President, His 
simple election cannot be a ground for a dissolu- 
tion of this Government, when the election is 
strictly in conformity with the laws of the land. 
If the Federal Consutution is to be respected and 
obeyed at all, itis the duty of all, both South 
ahd North, to submit to the clear expression of 
It is 
true, hig political sentiments are obnoxious to the 
great mass of southern men, and so they are to 
great numbers in the northern States. But re- 
member, Mr. Lincoln is only elected President for |) 
a limited and short period of time, which will || 
soon pass away with all the excitement and dan- |} 
ger which his clection seems to have occasioned. 
The wise and great men who made the Federal 
Constitution limited the term of office of Presi- 


| Constitution. 


dent to the short period of four years, with the i| 
express view that the people might soon remedy 
any mistake they had made in the choice of a 


If Mr. | 
Lincoln, then, should manifest a want of devo- 

tion to the Federal Constitution, and to the just 

rights of all sections of the land, the remedy | 
is prescribed in the Constitution itself; and the 
people will soon be able to apply it. Besides, 
there is the power of impeachment to hold him 
in check, and to the performance of his constitu- 
And with a House of Representa- 
lives. against him to find a bill of impeachment, 


be a pretty fair chance of his conviction and dis- 
placement from office. i say, then, let Mr. Lin- 
coin enter upon the dutics of his high office; and 
let him be judged only by his administrative acts. | 
He has done nothing yet to interfere with the 
If he is, as some contend, 


trine, he may yet perhaps change his views on 
this smbject, or atleast deem it most pradent not 
to advance or attempt to carry them into effect |! 
while President of the United States. There may || 
be a very wide difference in the sentiments and || 


acts of a mere political partisan and one called 
upon to preside over and direct the destinies of a 
great and free people. It will be (for who can 
doubt it?) the great desire and aim of Mr. Lin- 
coln to promote the highest interests, happiness, 
and perpetuity of the country. It cannot be that 


| he would prove even so blind to his own reputa- 


tion, if actuated by no higher consideration, as to 
pursue any course likely to lead to the injury of 
the southern States, and a dismemberment of this 
Government. Is it not, then, time enough for 
southern men to take their stand, and proclaim 
their doctrine of secession, when Mr. Lincoln, as 
President, actually attempts to interfere with their 
peculiar institution of slavery, and to violate the 
Federal Constitution? Whenever he should do 


i that, depend upon it, men of the South, you will 


not be the only ones in the country who would 
resist his unhallowed cfforts, and uphold the Con- 
stitution, the faithful observance of which, in all 
its provisions and guarantecs, constitutes our only 
safety, happinesss and liberty as a people. Itis 
as much the interest of the people of the North to 
respect and obey that sacred instrument as of the 
people of the South. They cannot tell when, 
perhaps, it might be perverted to their own injury; 
and hence it is the true interest of us all, both 
North and South, East and West, to maintain 
inviolate the Federal Constitution in all its parts, 

It may be said, ‘ Are you not aware, sir, that 
in the North the Federal Constitution is already 
violated in the passage of acts by northern Legis- 
latures obstructingand nullifying the fugitiveslave 
law??? Yes, sir, I am aware of all this, and not 
only regret, but strongly condemn it. But might 
Į not retort, if so disposed, by asserting that the 
laws of the country prohibiting the African slave 
trade are openly violated at the South, and that 
hundreds of poor Africans, torn from their native 
homes, and all that was dear to them there, åre 
now in bondage on southern plantations? But I 
have no desire to dwell upon this constant infrac- 
tion of the humane laws of the land. The viola- 
tion of law at the South is no justification of its 
violation on the part of any of the northern States 
or people; and whenever it is done, it behooves 
all men, both North and South, who desire to live 
under a Government of law, to denounce and 
prohibit it. 

There can be no question that Congress has full 
power to enact a fugitive slave law, in order to 
give practical effect to a very plain provision of 
the Federal Constitution, Whether the present 
law is what it should be in all respects, is a dis- 
puted question. It is objectionable to very many 
on the ground of its not providing for a trial by 
jury in the case of a master demanding the return 
of his fugitive slave. But whether right or wrong, 
a good Jaw ora bad one, it is the Jaw of the land, 
and ought to be obeyed. And no State has aright 
to nullity its provisions and obstruct their faithful 
execution, And wherever this has been done in 
any of the northern States, itcannotbe too strongly 
condemned; and the people of the North ought 
not to suffer their prejudices to lead them to enact 
laws which are directly in the face of the Federal 
It is not only in violation of that 
Constitution, but of the plighted faith between the 
North and the South. And besides, if the law of 
the land ean be violated in one instance, itcan be 
done in another. And then, who does not know 
that men will soon come to regard a law as cofi- 
stitutional or not, very much as they are affected 
by their local interests and prejudices? There is 
but one safe rule for a law-abiding people to fol- 
low; and that is, entire submission to the laws of 
thelanduntil they are modified or repealed. Itean- 
not, and never will, be the case, that all the people 
willapprove of every lawof Congress. And hence, 
if they are permitted to set up their individual opin- 
ions, and oftentimes nothing but mere prejudices, 
asthe rule of theiraction, it would not be long before 
there would be no law, but anarchy, bloodshed, 
and the downfall of our Republic. And while I 
condemn all violation of law and efforts at the 
South to carry on and reopen the African slave 
trade, I no less strongly condemn every act and 
movement of men and States at the North to nul- 
lify and set at naught one of the most necessary 
laws of the land for the preservation of the peace 
and perpetuity of the Union. 

However much, sir, some of the northern States 
have gone astray in unwiscly passing laws which 
obstruct and nullify the due exccution of the fugi- 
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tive slave law, I am happy and proud to say that 
New Jersey, my. gwn State, has not followed 
their bad and prejudicial example. Although a 
majority of her citizens are opposed to the exist- 
ence of slave labor on their own sacred and blood- 
dyed.soil, yet they have not been unmindful to 
observe all the requirements of the Federal Con-. 
stitution, and what is due to the full protection 
andenjoyment of southern rights under thatsacred 
instrument. In that instrument a provision was 
inserted providing for the return of the fugitive 
slave to his master; and had it not been, the Fed- 
eral Constitution would never have been adopted. 
If there had been no such provision, there would 
have been no protection to the master of his slave 
property. New Jersey, then, ever obedient to the 
requirements of that Constitution, having been 
among the first to ratify and adopt it as the su- 
preme law of the land, has never sullied her patri- 
otic and fair name by the enactment of what are 
called personal liberty bills, or any other bills 
which conflict with and obstruct its provisions. 
There may be seme objections among her people 
to the present fugitive slave law; but all, Repub- 
licans and all, I fully believe, are in favor of its 
enforcement. And, sir, I cannot but here allude 
to one of the most able and distinguished sons of 
New Jersey, and one of the best representatives 
of Republican sentiment in that State, who, dur- 
ing the last presidential contest, maintained in his 
public speeches the constitutionality of a fugitive 
slave law, although he entertains some objections 
to the present one. I allude, sir, to Hon. William 
L. Dayton, who is prominently spoken of in con- 
nection with Mr. Lincoln’s Cabinet, whose tal- 
ents, constitutional learning, integrity of purpose, 
devotion to the Union, urbanity and dignity of 
manner, would, in my opinion, not only grace, 
but give great strength ne character to that Cab- 
inet. 

Not only, sir, has New Jersey not tarnished 
her fair name and records with nullifying laws, 
but she has adopted a fugitive slave law of her 
own, which is full and complete in all of its pro- 
visions, for the faithful return of the slave on de- 
mand and due proof of ownership. It is unneces- 
sary here to recite those provisions; but theyareall 
any slaveholder could desire for the protection of 
his property. But, sir, she has gone still further 
to manifest a kind and fraternal fecling towards 
her sister States of the South, in providing for 
any person, not an inhabitant of her State, who 

_ shall be traveling to or from, or passing through 
it, or coming into it, from avy other of the United 
States, and having a temporary residence therein, 
to bring with him or her any slave or servant; 
and on removal or leaving the State, to take such 
slave or servant out of it; the number, however, 
of such slaves or servants not to exceed the usual 
number of personal or household slaves or ser- 
vants which may be kept and maintained by such 
traveler or temporary resident. 


After such an exhibition of fidelity to the Fed- | 


eral Constitution, and of fraternal fecling towards 
the South on the part of New Jersey, it ought, at 
least, to satisfy the most infuriated disunionistthat 
the whole North is not abolitionized, as he most 
unjustly supposes, before he strikes a deadly blow 
atthe Government, disrupting every tie Which 
binds it together. 

Butitis demanded thatthe northern States which 
have adopted these personal liberty bills should 
at once repeal them, as a condition of the South 
remaining in the Union. Now,I wish with allmy 
heart that these laws were repealed, on the ground 
of justice-to the South, and obedience to the Fed- 
eral Constitution; but whether they will be re- 
pealed or not is yet to be seen. In my opinion, 
they willbe. Already steps have been taken in 


some of the northern States for that purpose. Let | 


the South proceed and make their appeal to north- 
ern men, and show the injustice and unconstitu- 
tionality of these laws, and they may in this way 
be able to create a reaction in public opinion, and 
effect their object. Thereis a sense of justice and 
of right in the northern breast which may be 
strongly appealed to; and through it is a more 
likely way for the South to effect their object than 
by any threats and efforts to dissolve the Union. 
The mass of the people at the North, no matter 
to what political party they belong, intend to do 
right, and will do right, if the clear way is only 

ointed out to them by calm reason and convinc- 
ing argument. But they are no more to bedriven 


| the present critical and dangerous condition of 


and frightened than the men of the South. What 
they do will depend on sober reflection and an 
honest conviction of right, duty, and justice. 
However objectionable these personal liberty | 
bills may be, yet, in fact, what great injury or 
loss have they occasioned to the South? Has not 
the fugitive slave law, as a general thing, been 
faithfully carried out? Are not the fugitive slaves, 
except in a few instances, on demand and satis- 
factory proof, delivered up to their masters? And 
suppose a few have escaped: is their number or 


value of sufficient consequence to outweigh the | 


blessings and worth of the Union, and a sufficient 
cause for its dissolution ? Tae 

But what fear is there,as far as Mr. Lincoln is 
concerned, that the fugitive slave law will not be 
fully observed. In the first place, he has declared 
in favor of such a law; and secondly, he will be 
sworn to see the laws of the Government faithfully 
executed; and if he does not, he will prove false to 
his oath of office. May we not, then, safely take it 
for granted, both from his declarations and the 
oath of office he will be called upon to assume, that 
the fugitive slave law will be safe in his hands, 
and that all the fears of the South in this respect 
are wholly groundless. 

Another ground of apprehension on the part of 
southern men is, that they will be deprived of 
what they conceive to be their just rights in the 
common Territories of the Government. It is 
maintained that southern men have an equal right 
with those of the North to go into the Territories 
and take with them their slave property. Now 
itis all true that the Territories are open and 
common to all, from the North and South, East 
and West; and I should like to know into what 
Territory the slavcholder is now prevented by 
any law of Congress from taking his slave prop- 
erty. None, sir; none. Nor will there be any such 
law enacted under the administration of Mr. Lin- 
coln. The Senate and next House of Represent- 
atives will be against the passage of any such law; 
and there is the Supreme Court of the United 
States to pronounce it, if passed, to be unconsti- 
tutional, as it has already done. It is the height 
of folly and madness, then, for southern men to be 
rushing out of the Union, and turning their backs 
upon the Government, and bidding it defiance, be- 
fore they are actually deprived of any of, what 
they consider, their constitutional rights. 

This question of congressional prohibition is 
now, I think, at an end. Ido not believe that the 

Republican party will press it, or make any effort 
to have it established as the law of our Govern- 
ment; for the reason that they must see the utter 
impossibility of effecting their object without a 
destruction of that Government. It is not for me | 
to dictate to that party what course to pursue in | 


the country; but I know what I would do ifa 
member of that party. It would be to fall back 
upon some fair and constitutional method, by | 
which the disturbing question of slavery in the 
Territories might be settled and put to rest for- 
ever. Is it not high time, for the preservation of 
the peace and perpetuity of the Union, that this 
was done? This question has long been the chief 
cause of sectional agitation, and of arraying the 
South against the North, until the country now 
stands on the very brink of ruin; and as long as 
we have two great sectional parties—the one de- 
manding the protection of slavery in the Territo- 
ries, and the other its prohibition—there will be 
constant strife, vehement declamation, and wild 
threats of disunion—disturbing the peace and en- 
dangering the stability of our Republic. Let us 
now arrest this great and dangerous evil; and if 
once this question of slavery in the ‘Territories is | 


permanently settled, our country will bound on |; 


with renewed energy, and with giant strides, to 
still further and grander heights of greatness and 
glory. And now, that the great leader of the Re- | 
publican party has spoken in such sweet strains 


i 
of conciliation and peace, why should those who | 

4 

| 


have long admired and followed him hesitate to 
imitate his patriotic example. Mr. Sewarn, in | 
his recent speech in the Senate—no less marked | 
for its greatelegance of style and oratorical power, 
than for its kind and conciliatory character—sank 
the partisan in the patriot and statesman, when | 
he uttered these patriotic and Union-loving words: | 


| 
* Beyond a doubt, union is vitally important to the Re- | 
publican citizens of the United States; but itis jnst as 


| Constitution and our glorious Union. 


important to the whole people. Republicanism and Union 


arg, therefore, not convertible. terms. Republicanism is. 
subordinate to Union, as, everyting. élse is and ought: to” 
be—Republicanism, Democracy, every other politi¢al name | 
and thing; all are subordinate—and they óúgbt to: disap- 
pear in the presence of the great question of Union??? yy 
Let them, then, disappear; and -with, fraternal ` 
affection, and with eyes fastened upon.that bright: 
constellation which has so long been our pride and 
glory, let us swear on the altar of our common 
country not to permit one star to go down into 
endless night. I do not yet. despair of the Re- 
public, but still see. a ray of light through: the 
dark and angry cloud which overhangs us, to en- 
courage our hearts, and lead us to expect the full 
sunshine of joy; and peace, and happiness, to 


| break once more upon our broad and beloved land. 


I should prefer, siz, that the doctrine of non-in- 
tervention by Congress with the question of sla- 
very in the Territories, shouldbe made the basis 
of our sectional differences; thereby leaving the 
people to determine that question forthemselves, 
ike any other of their domestic institutions.. I 
have longmaintained this doctrine, asit is founded 
on thegreatprinciple ofall popular Governments— 
the will of the people; but in a spirit of conces- 
sion and compromise, I am ready to sustain and 
vote for other propositions which have been sub- 
mitted. It is not my intention now to discuss 
any of these propositions; and I would simply 
signify my readiness to support the proposition of 
Senator Rice, with some modification, to divide 
the Térritorics into two great States, to be called 
Washington and Jefferson; or the proposition 
introduced by the gentleman from Tennessee, 
[Mr. Ernerines,] to extend the Missouri com- 
promise line;and some others which I might name, 
but which is unnecessary at the present time. 

I am, sir, a8 you will perceive, for concession 
and compromise; and in expressing this senti- 
ment, Iam but reflecting the views and wishes 
of a great majority of the people of New Jerscy, 
whom I in part represent. I would not be a true 
and faithful Representative of that small but gal- 
lant State, if I was unwilling to yield to some 
fair and honorable measure of adjustment for the 
preservation of the Union. Itis my high honor 
to represent a people who are devotedly attached 
to the Federal Constitution avd the Union; and 
they intend to preserve and defend both... New 
Jersey was the third State, in point of time, to 
ratify and adopt that Constitution as the supreme 
law of the land; and her many proud battle-fields 
are rich with the blood of her heroic sons, freely 
shed in the cause of American liberty. There is 
no State more strongly attached to the Union; 
and, asonc of her Representatives, itis my determ- 
ination to cling fast to it and preserve it, if in 
my power, by every fair, honorable, and patriotic 
effort. And I most fervently pray God that some 
peaceable settlement of our sectional differences 
may be adopted, which will be satisfactory to the 
North and South, East and West, and which will 
bind the people of the several States together in 
fraternal and everlasting peace and, friendship, 
under one common Federal Government, and un- 
der one common and glorious flag. ` 
«Tis the star-spangled banner; oh, Jong may it wave 

Oer the land of the free, and the home of the brave.” 


The spirit of concession, Mr. Chairman, is a 
generousand manly spirit. It requires, too, much 
more real moral courage to display it than to ad- 
here persistently and doggedly to one’s own opin- 
ion and a particular linc of policy. It was this 
high-souled and magnanimous spirit which ani- 
mated the breasts of the fathers of the Republic, 
and which brought into existence the Federal 
; Wash- 
ington, the president of the convention which 
formed that Constitution, in a letter dated Septem- 
ber 17, 1787, in submitting to the old Congress 
that sacred instrument, used the following lan- 
guage, which- I would most carnestly commend 
to the attentive consideration of every member of 
this House: 

“Iu all our deliberationson this subject, we kept steadily 
in our view that which appears to us the greatest interest 
of every true American, the consolidation of the Union, in 
which is involved our prosperity, felicity, safety, perhaps 
our national existence. This important consideration, se- 
riously and deeply impressed on our minds, led each State 
in the convention to be less rigid on points of inferior mag- 
pitude than might have been otherwise expected; and thus 
the Constitution whieh we now present, is the result of a 
spirit of amity and of that mutual deference and concession 
which the peculiarity of our political situdtion rendered 
indispensable.” ee wy 
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Sir, jf Washington, and-Madison, and Ham- 
*ilton, and those other great patriots and states- 
men of thatday, could exercise a spirit of mutual 
deference and concession to obtain that great end 
-the consolidation of the Union—why may not 
‘we'also manifest à like spirit for the preservation 


of that Union?’ If our fathers, and such fathers, 
could do it, we need- not hesitate long to imitate 
their noble example of patriotism and love of 
country. What they did was for us, their de- 
scendants, that we might enjoy the priceless 
blessings of. a free and united Government; and 
let us so act as to hand down these blessings to 
our children, 
“© The greatest glory of a free-born people, 
Is to transmit that freedom to their children.” 

-i But, sir, what is the remedy proposed for the 
anticipated wrongs ofthe South? Itis secession— 

eaceable secession, as itis called—but in fact, re- 

cllion. "Now this idea of a State going out of the 
Union just when she pleases, and upon whatever 
cause she pleases, and without any cause at all, is 
so contrary to all just notions of the character of 
our form of government, that it cannot and must 
not be tolerated. Why, sir, acknowledge the right 
of cach State to do this, and where is our boasted 
Union. It is nothing but a rope of sand, of no 
strength whatever to hold the States together, and 
which may be broken atany moment at the merc 
caprice, prejudice, and folly of the people. All 
thata State would then have to do, on the passage 
of any Jaw of Congress distasteful to her, or the 
election ofa President of whom she disapproves, 
or upon a mere whim, would be to proclaim her- 
selfout of the Union, and throw herself back upon 
her offended dignity, and what she calls her re- 
served and sovereign rights, This whole theory 
of a peaceable secession is utterly fallacious, and 
was never dreamed of by the men who formed the 
Federal Constitution and established our form of 
government. If it had been the intention of the 
framers of that Constitution to give to any State 
this right of secession, a provision to that effect 
would doubdess have been inserted in it. But, 
no; the authors of that sacred instrument were en- 
deavoring to form a Union not to be broken, but 
one that would be permanent, enduring for ages, 
and forever. Why, sir, the very first words of the 
preamble to the Constitution which greet our 
vision go to show that its establishment was for 
the purpose of forming “a more perfect Union.” 
Yes, “a more perfect Union.” These are the 
very words of the Constitution itself. And yet 
we are to be told that, under that instrument, the 
work of great patriots and statesmen, and made 
chiefly to bind the States in one strong and en- 
during bond, any one State, or more, may peace- 
ably, with or without cause, withdraw from the 
Union, and destroy the national Government. 
If such a doctrine is true, then the Federal Con- 
stitution is a failure, and our Government is a fail- 
ure, and the men who framed them both have 
utterly failed in accomplishing what they most 
certainly intended, and so declared, “a more 
perfect Union,” 

This idea of secession, however, is nothing new 
in the history of the country. It wasstarted years 
ago, by one of the leading and most gifted men of 
the South—John C. Calhoun, of South Carolina. 
And ever since his day there has been lurking 
about in that State the dark and treasonable de- 
sign of disunion. South Carolina has been restless 
for years, and nothing, it scems, will satisfy her 
but to go out of the Union, and drag down the 
national Government, in the language of one of 
her talented. but impulsive sons, “ from turret to 
foundation stone.” And yet this day South Car- 
olina is suffering from no oppression, or any ac- 
tual wrong at the hands of the Federal Govern- 
ment. The domestic institution of slavery is safe 
within her borders; and she hag no just cause to 
complain of the non-execution of the fugitive slave 
Jaw, as none of her slaves, or very few, at least, 
ever run away or escape. This idea of secession 
is claimed on the ground thatthe Federal Consti- 
tution is acompact betwee sovereign States, and 
that, each State being sovereign,.a withdrawal 
from the Union is but an exercise of their sover- 
eignty. But, sir, I deny that the Constitution was 
an act of the States, or State Legislatures, or cma- 
nated from them at all. It was the act of the peo-e 
ple, and of the whole people, and they alone estab- 
lished it. In the language of the preamble of the 
Coustitution, “ We,the people ofthe United States, 


inorder,’ &c., ‘do ordain and establish this Con- 
stitution for the United States of America.” It 
was the work of the people themselves, and a com- 
pact and agreement between them, and not: the 
States. And hence the people alone have a right 
to modify and change the Constitution and their 
form of government. 

It is not true in fact, however, as contended, 
that the States are wholly sovereign and independ- 
ent, In becoming parts of one great national 


Government, they parted with certain attributes 
of sovercignty to that Government, for the com- 
mon good of all the States. No State has a right 
to make treaties, declare war, levy taxes, &c. All 
these acts of sovereign power can alone be exer- 
cised by the General Government. And besides, 
the citizens of cach State owe allegiance to the 
Federal Government, and are bound to obey the 
Federal Constitution, and all laws passed by Con- 
gress in conformity with it. In fact, if any State 
should make a law contrary to that Constitution, 
her citizens owe obedience to that instrument 
first, as the supreme law, in preference to the 
law of their own State, which they may utterly 
disregard. It is idle, then, to maintain for a State 
complete sovercign power, as if the States were 
masters of the Federal Government, and could 
destroy it at pleasure. Said the great Webster, 
ona great and memorable occasion, in the other 
branch of Congress: 

“This Government, sir, is the independent offspring of 
the popular will. Nay, more, if the whole truth must be 
told, the people brought it into existence, established it, and 
have hitherto supported it, for this very purpose, among 
others, of imposing certain salutary restraints on State sov- 
etcignties, ‘The States cannot make war ; they cannot con- 
tract alliances; they cannot make cach for itself separate 
regulations of commerce; they cannot lay imposts; they 
cannot coin money? 

The right of revolution is altogether another 
and different thing from the right of a peaceable 
secession, which is claimed as entirely consistent 
with the Federal Constitution ‘and our form of 
national Government, If those southern States 
which desire to go out of the Union, and break 
up the Government, base their action on the 
inherent right of revolution in the people to 
change and overthrow the Government under 
which they live, in case of intolerable wrong 
and oppression, no one can dispute this right. 
But they do not claim this revolutionary right; 
nor is there any such intolerable wrong and op- 
pression. This right of a State or people thereof 
ta absolve themselves from all allegiance to the 
Federal Government, without the consent of the 
rest cannot be admitted. It was long ago dis- 
puted and utterly exploded in a most masterly 
argument, the nullification proclamation of An- 
drew Jackson, who was called, as President, to 
exert his great talents, patriotism, and firmness, 
in then crushing the hydra-headed monster dis- 
union, In his bold and determined language: 

“The right of the people of a single State to absolve 
themselves at will, and without ihe consent of the other 
| States, from their most solemn obligations, and hazard the 
i Mberties and bappiness of the millions comprising this 
Union, cannot be acknowledged. Such authority is be- 
lieved to be utterly repugnant both to the principles upon 
which the General Government is constituted, and to the 
objects which it is expressly formed to attain.” 

But, sir, in case a State does secede, and declare 
herself out of the Union, as has already been 
done, what then? Is she to be coerced back into 
the Union, or permitted to depart in peace, and set 
up for herself as an independent and sovereign 
Power? If by coercion is meant a declaration of 
war against her, then I am not for that; but if it 
means the faithful execution of the laws of the 
Federal Government, then I am for their execu- 
tion. Bat it may be asked, how are you going 
to execute your laws in a seceding State where 
the people have abolished all the Federal courts, 
and dispensed withall Federal judges and officers 
to carry out the laws? There, for instance, is 
South Carolina. How are you to execute the 
laws of the Federal Government in that State, 
where there are no United States courts, and no 
United States district attorneys or marshals? In 
her case, 1 would reply as follows: if she does 
not desire within her borders such courts or such 
| officers for the administration of justice, be it so. 
|The inconveniences of such a course only fall 
| upon her own people. If she does not desire, 
| either, the benefits of the United States mail, be it 


ii so; and let her people be at the expense and 


| trouble of making their own postal arrangements. 


And if she also desires to be without United States 
Senators and Representatives on this floor, be it 
so. The Federal Government will still move on, 
notwithstanding their absence. 

But there are certain laws which the Govern- 
ment must carry out, and these appertain to the 
collection of the revenue. The collection of the 
revenue of this Government cannot be interfered 
with by the people of South Carolina without 
resistance. ‘That revenue can be collected at 
the harbor of Charleston, under the flag of the 
United States floating at the mast-head of our 
ships-of-war, and from the parapet of that im- 
pregnable fortress, Sumter, now in-charge of that 
base and gallant soldier, Anderson, whose mili- 
tary genius and devotion to the rights and honor 
of his country have covered his name with im- 
perishable glory. And, sir, I am happy to have 
it in my power to commend the President for re- 
sisting the strong appeals made to him to with- 
draw that bold and faithful officer from the only 
safe and sure position where the rights and prop- 
trty of the Government can be effectually pro- 
tected. Let the President only remain firm, now 
that he has assumed a bold and patriotic position 
on the side of the Constitution and Union. It is 
unfortunate that he had not done so at an earlier 
day, and placed all the forts at Charleston and 
along the southern coast in such a complete state 
of defense as would have dissipated all‘idea of 
their capture. If he had only taken this pre- 
cautionary step, in my opinion, the onward 
march of disunion would have been arrested, and 
the passions of southern men given way to sober 
reflection and to a real sense of their mad and 
dangerous undertaking. But even at this late 
hour, I hail with grateful emotions his patriotic 
determination to execute the laws and maintain 
the rights and dignity of the Federal Govern- 
ment. And in this determination he will be fully 
and cordially sustained by the American people 
everywhere who love their country, and intend 
to uphold and defend a Government which, if 
once destroyed, can never, never be replaced. 

Tam, sir, for peace; and will sustain any fair 
and honorable measure to preserve it, as I have 
already intimated, between the North and South. 
In this perilous crisis, it is my intention to rise 
above mere party, and act for my country, my 
whole country, and nothing but my country. No 
man is more opposed to a war than I am—a 
war, too, between brothers. .I could enter with 
my whole heart, and with alacrity, into a con- 
test with any foreign Power which invaded our 
tights, and insulted our flag. But to go into 
a deadly contest with those of my own land is 
enough to sicken and chill the heart, and renders 
the very thought of war indescribably horrible. 
And yet the laws of the land must be sustained 
and enforced. The President has sworn to sup- 
port the Constitution of the United States, and so 
have we. ‘I'he people of this country expect us 
to do it with strict fidelity, at all and every haz- 
ard. The faithful observance of the Constitution 
and execution of the laws is no war. It is nojust 
cause for a war, although a war might result from 
it. But if it should arise from any such cause, 


| who will bring itupon us? Those States and peo- 


ple which violate all plighted faith in coming iiito 
the Union, and now go out of it, setting the Con- 
stitution and laws at open defiance, and boldly 
seizing upon the property of the Federal Govern- 


| ment. 


The faithful execution of the laws is not only 
ny for the protection of the rightsand prop- 
erty of the Government; but for the very exist- 
ence of the Government itself. And if there is not 
sufficient power in this Government to enforce its 
own laws, protect its own property, and resist 
open rebellion to its lawful authority, it is high 
time the American people should know-ard un- 
derstand the weakness of their Government. If 
this is the case, such a Government is not worth 
living under or preserving; and I am for another, 
of more strength, and which has the power to ex- 
ecute its laws, protect its property, and preserve 
its own dignity and character. But, in my opin- 
ion, our Government is good enough, and strong 
enough. All that is requisite is, thatthe men who 
are placed at its head should be faithful to their 
high trust, and be vigilant sentinels on the watch- 
tower of American liberty. ‘ The price of liberty 
is eternal vigilance.” Our liberty was won by 
the blood and treasure of patriots and heroes, and 
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it can only be preserved by constant and unceas- 
ing care, and by a resolute determination to resist 
every effort to undermine and overthrow it. 

The men, sir, who would dare to dissolve the 
Union, and overthrow the freest and best Gov- 
ernment on earth, would be guilty of a great po- 
litical crime. Ican conceive of nothing more hor- 
rible than to be theauthors of such an act. Itwould: 
notonly entail upon us all the horrors of civil war, 
and be the downfall of all popular government, 
but would crash out forever all the noble efforts 
of patriots throughout the world to give political 
freedom to the oppressed and downtrodden by 
high-handed. tyranny. Oh, what a sad spectacle 
it would be for patriots and lovers of freedom 
to behold! The tyrants and despots of the Old 
World would rejoice, and sing peans to the down- 
fall of liberty here; while the toiling bondmen of 
European despotisms would weep, as all hope of 
political ransom dies out forever in their breasts. 

t is our example of Republican liberty that has 
fired many a patriot heart, and nerved many a 
bold arm to strike the blow in freedom’s cause. 
And without citing other marked instances, had 
it not been for our example, who supposes that 
we would have witnessed the heroic achievements 
of one of the greatest generals of this age—Gari- 
baldi—to relieve his countrymen from cruel op- 
pression, and clothe them with the rights and 
blessings of freedom? Cease, then, ye men of the 

“South, all these unholy efforts to dissolve: the 
Union. Let your excited passions subside, and 
come once mòre to regard the people of the North 
as not all Abolitionists, who would destroy your 
cherished institutions. It is true, there are Abo- 


litionists at the North; but very few in number,and | 
serious injury. | 


utterly powerless to do you an 
There are but few Wendell Phillipses, Gerrit 
Smiths, and William Lloyd Garrisons among us. 
Do not regard theirrant, wild declamation, and ve- 
hement invective, as the true expression of north- 
ern sentiment. My honest judgment is, that the 
great mass of northern men have no disposition to 
deny to youany of your just constitutional rights. 
Soon the period will be here when you willsee what 
the Republican party will do, which youso much 
dread, and which you would make the occasion 
of the destruction of the Government. Had you 
not better remain awhile before going out of the 
Union? and perhaps, after all, Mr. Lincoln may 
dissipate all your fears,and give you no occasion 
for taking the fatal step which some of you con- 
template. * 

In conclusion, sir, it should be the earnest and 
patriotic effort of all men, both North and South, 
to restore, if possible, that cordial and fraternal 
feeling which once existed between them. All 
should endeavor to live up to, and faithfully carry 
out,all the provisions and guarantees of the Fed- 
eral Constitution. 
preme law. of the land, overriding all other law 
which conflicts with it. It must be submitted to 
and observed in all its parts, or else there is an 
end of our Federal Government. It is only by 
submission to law that peace, good order, and 
Government itself, can exist. In the despotism 
of the Old World, the sword and the bayonet gov- 
ern and hold the people in check; but here it is 
their own free will, embodied in the laws of ‘the 
country which they themselves have made. And 
may. that will ever be on the side of the Federal 
Constitution and the laws of the land, and be ever 
ready to act for the good of the whole country! 
But above all, may the will of the pcople ever be 
on the side of the Union, as our fathers made it! 
In days that are past, this Union has been vio- 
lently assailed and. threatened with destruction; 
but in every instance with utter failure and dis- 
comfiture to those who did it. In every time of 
its danger, there have been good and patriotic 
men, both north and south, east and west, to 
rally to its defense, as the source of all our mani- 
fold blessings as a nation. Thus far our noble 
ship of State has outlived every violent tempest 
and dangerous shock; and I pray God she may 
yet outride the present boisterous gale. Let us 
not only pray for it, but work for it. There can 
be, and ought to be, but one ardent wish and 
strong determined wili, in every patriotic heart, 
to preserve a Union which has cost so much; 
around which clusterso many precious memories; 
and which is the true source of all our nation’s 
prosperity and glory. In the language of An- 
drewJackson, whose life and services as a soldier 


That Constitution is the su- | 


| Spring Hill to that of the United States. 


| Mississippi, and Alabama—did, by solemn ordi- 


i all connection with them. 


and statesman afford the best evidence of his 
strong love of the Union: ‘¢ The Federal Union; 
it must be preserved.” And in that other lan- 
guage, embodying the same great patriotic thought 
of another great man, Daniel Webster, whose 
love for and devotion to the Union were equally 
strong, ** Liberty and Union, now and forever, 
one and inseparable.”’ 

[At this point the committee rose informally; 
and the Speaker having resumed the chair, a 
message was received from the President, by A. 
J.Grossprenner, his Private Secretary, inform- 
ing the House that he had approved and signed 
an act for the relief of Richard C. Martin, and an 
act for the relief of the assignee of Hon. David 
C. Broderick, deceased. i 

A message was also received from the Senate, 
by Mr. Parren, one of its clerks, notifying the 
House that the President of the United States had 
approved and signed an act for the relief of Jere- 
miah Pendergast, of the District of Columbia. 

Also, that the Senate had. passed a resolution 
of the House authorizing the Sceretary of the 
Treasury to change the name of the steamer 


Also, that the Senate had passed a resolution 
authorizing the Secretary of the Treasury to per- 
mit the owners of the steamboat John C. Frémont 
to change the name of the same to that of Horizon; 
and anact to change the name of the schooner 
Augusta to Colonel Cook; in which he was di- 
rected to ask the concurrence of the House.] 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Missouri. Mr. Chair- 
man, I propose to submit to the consideration of 
this House some remarks upon the subject of our 
national difficultiés. Ishallaim to do so with that 
calmness, frankness, and deliberation which the 
importance of the occasion demands; avoiding the 
utterance of anything calculated or designed to 
irritate the feelings of any party in this House, or 
add to the terrible excitement that now prevails 
throughout the whole extent of this naton. It 
may be truly said, that we are in the midst of a 
great revolution that is hurrying us on with fear- 
ful rapidity to the disruption of all the ties that 
bind this Confederacy together. The fact cannot 
be disguised that we are now standing upoa the 
crumbling brink of political ruin; that this once 
happy and glorious Union of States is now virtu- 
ally severed; that the ensign of our country’s 
greatness and glory has ceased to float from the 
flagstaff of four sovereign States. But the other 
day our confederates—South Carolina, Florida; 


navees, announce to the world that they are ab- 
solved from. all allegiance to the General Govern- | 
ment. That other southern States will follow, in 
rapid succession, unless some just and peaceful 
remedy is speedily devised, is undeniably true. 
How many stars are to be blotted out from the 
flag of our Union time will speedily disclose. | 
The public mind at the South has been preparing 
for years for the existing state of things. With 
many of us it produces no surprise. Long have 
we witnessed the gradual development of the 
causes that would inevitably produce the results 
that are now upon us. Many of the statesmen 
and patriots of the land have, again and again, 
warned our countrymen of the “ mining and sap- 
ping process” that was going on, which, if per- 
severed in, must eventually destroy the noble edi- 
fice constructed by our fathers. But the voice of 
wisdom and patriotism has been unheeded; pas- 
sion, prejudice, and fanaticism, have finally ob- 
tained the supremacy over justice and reason; and 
unless the sober second thought” of the people 
of the northern States, or their Representatives 
here, shall induce them to discard their preju- 
dices, and speedily award to the people of the 
southern States theirjustand constitutional rights, 
all is lost. 

I can assure you, Mr. Chairman, that there is 
an irreversible determination on the part of the 
people of the slaveholding States to have this sla- 
very agitation quieted, this slavery controversy 
definitively settled. We have submitted for years 
to the assaults, injustice, inequality, oppression, 
and misrepresentations of our northern neighbors. 
Unless these things cease, we are constrained, by 
our self-respect, our love of peace, and the secu- 
rity of our property, to absolve ourselves from 


This Government was formed by our fathers, 


‘to establish justice, insure domestic tranquillity, 
7 


provide for the common defense; ote the gens = 
eral welfare, and secure‘ thè- blessings of liberty. 


| -to ourselves.and-our posterity: In some of these: 


great objects, so far as the slaveholdingy States’ 
are concerned, it has-utterly failed. Our slave 
property is becoming less'secure and less valuablé', 
every day.. The guarantees of the Constitution < 
afford us: but little or no protection: “In many. of 
the slave States wè are sustaining heavy losses: 
every month, with no means of redress. > Those. 
losses, with the present, feeling and sentiment’ 
abroad in the land. must still ipcrease. Many of 
our slaves are now impressed with the idea that, 
after the inauguration of Mr. ‘Lincoln, they are 
to:be free. This impression’makes'them restless’ 
and discontented; renders our homes, our wives, 
and our children unsafe. Surely no rationalman 
expects us to live with such a state of things in 
our midst. We cannot; we will not. “Our devo- 
tion. to the Union, our veneration for the achieve- 
ments of our ancestors, our recollection "of their 
heroic deeds, their perils. and sufferings, cani 
induce us to submit to the wrongs 'andinjuries 
that-are now being inflicted upon ‘us in the name 
of the Constitution and thè Union. : We have: 
borne them for years, still cherishing the patriotic 
hope, hitherto delusive, that a returning sense of 
justice would induce the North to recede from the 
‘irrepressible conflict.’? We have again and’ 
again asked to beletalonein the enjoyment of our’ 
rights and our property; again and again warned 
our fellow-citizens of the disastrous consequences 
that must surely cnsuc, if they persisted in refus- 
ing to us that peace and security which the Gov- 
ernment was pledged to afford us. These warn- 
ings on our part they have regarded'as idle threats, 
and consequently our demands have not only been 
unheeded, but they have recklessly and’ impe+ 
riously pushed on in the accomplishment of then: 
unjust and unconstitutional purposes, thereby. 
furnishing us with conclusive evidence of their 
unfaltering determination to destroy the institu- 
tion of slavery. Te ide E 
After the presidential election is over, we hear 
a distinguished United States’ Senator exclaim, 
“to-night, thanks be to God, we stand with the. 
slave power bengath our feet. Isay to the men 
of the South, who have been threatening the dis-' 
solution of the Union, who are calling conventions, 
who are mounting blue cockades, go’ on if you 
dare.” In the face of this imperious threat, they 
have dared to assert their sovereignty and inde- 
pendenct, and demonstrate that the slave power 
ig not beneath your feet; and they will dare to 
maintain it, be the price ever so costly and bloody. 
This Senator, no doubt, honestly and frankly 
uttercd the sentiments and expressed the feelings 
of the great body of the Republican party. What 
then have we of the South to hope for from a 
party ascending to power, who, in tones of con- 
gratulation and triumph, defiantly exclaim, ‘We 
stand with the slave power beneath our feet,” and 
we dare them to continue their threats'of dissolut 
tion. Whatifthey do? The inferential answer 
is, “We are in power, with the Army and Navy 
at our command. and they shall submit; we-rale 
and they shall obey.” The freeman of the South 
who, under such circumstances, would not assert’ 
and maintain his jast and constitutionat rights, in 


i the Union if he can, out of it if necessary, is a 


fitter representative of a Russian serf than an 
American citizen, 

These expressions of feeling and sentiment, ex- 
hibited by the dominant party inall thenon-slave- 
holding States, satisfy us that we are a doomed 
people in the Union, unless the northern mind 
should undergo a change; of which, Lapprehend, 
there is scarcely a glimmering hope. 

The result of this constant and unceasing at- 
tack upon the institution of slavery has now cul- 
minated in the election of a man to the Chief 
Magistracy of the nation who has not only been 
ceaseless in his opposition to the institution, but 
who has deliberately declared that “this nation 
cannot exist half free and half slave;”’ that ‘it 


| must be one or the other—all slave or all free’’-— 


elected asa sectional candidate, upon the main. 
idea of his hostility to the institution of slavery, 
upon a platform declaring it to be a relic:óf“ bar- 
barism, with a distinct avowal that we-shall’ be 
denied all participation in the Territories of the 
United States; that it must be placed “where the: 
public mind can rest in the belief thatit 15, 11 the 
course of ultimate extinction;’’ that it shall never 
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expand; that it shall be confined ‘to its present | 
limits, thereby insuring its final destructione ‘lhe 

Constitution, according to his interpretation. of 

it, is nq@interposition to the accomplishment of 
these ends. ‘I'he guarantec of one of the plainest ; 
provisions of that instrument has not only been | 
disregatded,-but nine-or ten States have enacted 
legislative acts designed and.intended to.prevent 
the execution of the ‘fugitive slave act’? made 
for.the preservation of our property , in conformity 
to an express provision of the Constitution. And 
one of these States but the other day—yes, Penn- 
sylvania, the Keystone of the Federal arch—sol- 
emoly and deliberately, in view of the impending 
perils that now environ our Union, refused to 
repeal its unjust and unconstitutional legislation. 
With all these evidences before us, and number- 
Jess’ others, of the ultimate annihilation of our 
property and the destruction of our rights, is 
there any class of men so blinded by passion, 
prejudice, or fanaticism, as to suppose for a mo- 
ment that we will remain in the Union, and sub- 
mit to these wrongs? If the people of the non- 
slaveholding States were occupying our position, 
educated in thought, feeling, and sentiment as we j 
are, with $4,000,000,000 worth of property vested 

in slaves, could they—wouldthcy submit? Never; 

no,never! Why not, then, exemplify that golden 

rule, so necessary to the peace and happiness of 
the world: “ Do unto others as: you-would they 

should do unto you” under like circumstances, 

Lam not here to-day to utter threats or menaces | 
—that day has passed away—I am uttering that 
which you know, and 1 feel to be true. You 
know, as well as I do, that this slavery agitation 
is rapidly culminating in the overthrow of one 
of the nablest Republics that carth ever beheld; 
and nothing short of the most expansive and ex- 
alted patriotism, sustained by the most godlike 
forbearance on the part of the people of the slave 
States, has preserved it thus long. 

Missouri, the State that ] have the honor in 
part to represent, though assailed upon every side 
—suffering more injury from the enemies of sla- 
very than any other State in the Union—was dis- 
posed to bear these wrongs, so long as there was 
a reasonable hope for their redress, and allow to 
the people of the free States time to reconsider 
their action, and finally determine whether their 
prejudices against our institution, for which they | 
are not responsible, and which should not con- 
cern them, are stronger than their love for the 
Union. If they still value the Union, and are 
desirous of preserving it, all they have to do, is 
to give us that which our fathers left us—pexce, 
security, equal rights, and equal privileges, under 
the Constitution of our common country. If you 
willrepeal your “personalliberty bills; recognize 
property in slaves; enforce the exceution of the 
‘fugitive slave act;’’ permitus,asdid your fathers, 
to travel through the country with our property 
unmolested; let us go to the Territories of the 
United States—property for which we shed our 
blood and paid our money—with our slaves, and 
have them protected while the country remains 
in a territorial condition; cease to interfere with 
slavery where it now exists; cease to abuse and 
denounce us—then fraternal relations can be re- 
stored between us, and upon no other terms; Uren 
this Union can be preserved; the States that have 
seceded reunited; and we still march on to further 
attainments in greatness and renown. ‘The enjoy- 
ment of these constitutional guarantees by us docs 
not interfere with any of your rights, retard your 
prosperity, lessen the value of your property, or 
endanger your lives, and those of your wives and 
your children; while, on the other hand, they are 
necessary to secure to us these rights and bless- 
ings. 

_ in the event of a denial of these constitutional 
rights to the people of my State, I see no other 
alternative but servile submission and degrada- 
tion on the one hand, or secession on the other; 
which of the two she will choose, I think there 
can be no doubt. It is evident that she cannot 
be injured in any of her social, commercial, or 
material interests, by uniting with a southern con- 
federation, Possessing her immense territory— 
unsurpassed in climate, the richness of her soil, 
the variety of her productions, the extent of her 
minerals, with a larger population than any of 
her southern sisters, save one, she certainly would, 
under the fostering care of that Government, be- | 
come one of the greatest and wealthiest States in i 


M The North, however, should remember that the 


‘constantly subjected by our northern neighbors. 
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| clamor and party fecling, have decided that we 


| opinion of us as to suppose that we will surren- 
| der them at your bidding, and thereby make our- 


the new confederation. She would furnish the 
South with horses, mules, cattle, hogs, hemp, 
lead, iron, copper, and a large amount of man- 
ufactured articles, protected as she would be, by 
a moderate tariff for revenue; she would, to a 
great extent, get rid of the competition she now 
has, in that market, from the non-slaveholding 
States. We certainly have nothing to lose, so 
far as our material interests are involved, by con- 
necting our destiny with our southern frends. 
Then, and I fear not till then, will we have our 
rights protected, and escape from the continual 
strife, troubles, and annoyances to which we are 


But, notwithstanding all these things, our loyalty 
and attachment to this Union is such, that we 
prefer to remain a part of this great Confederacy, 
if our rights ean and will be protected, and we 
permitted to enjoy our property in peace and se- 
curity. Jf this boon is to be denied us, Mis- 
souri will not long hesitate to go where her honor 
and her interest invite her to go. 

I regret, however, that candor compels me to 
say, that J entertain serious apprehensions that 
the North will never again concede to us our just 
and full constitutional rights—never permit us to 
live upon terms of peace and equality; that her 
hostility to the institution of slavery is.so violent 
and uncompromising, that she will never again 
cease to assail it as long as it exists in the Union. 


It of such a course is the inevitable dismem- 
ent of the Union, and the eternal postpone- 
ment of a reconstruction of the Government. 
Mommcntous events, now thronging rapidly upon 
us, must surely satisfy you of the unfaltering de- 
termination of the South, whether in or outof the 
Union, to defend and preserve her slave property, 
at every sacrifice of blood and treasure that may 
be demanded. i 
We are told that the difficulties between the 
North and the South should be compromised, in 
order that the Union may be preserved. Sir, I 
greatly desire that this Union shall be saved; there 
Is no personal sacrifice that I would not make to 
perpetuate this Union, for all time to come, with 
the provisions of the Constitution fully and fairly 
enforced. Without the guarantees of that instru- 
ment, [ hesitate not to say that the Union is ¢ 
curse, and the Government a despotism. What 
compromise do you suppose the South will ever 
make, yielding more than is surrendered by the 
amendments proposed by the eloquent and patri- 
otic Senator from Kentucky? That proposition 
is so liberal as to exclude us, with our property, | 
from three fourths of the Territories of the United 
States, while you are allowed to occupy, equally 
with us, the remaining one fourth, south of 360 
30! and enjoy an equal right with us, in the form- 
ation of State constitutions south of that fine. 
And although the Supreme Court of the United 
States—the ablest and most impartial tribunal 
known to the country—uninfluenced by party 


have the ri@ht, under the Constitution, to go to all 
the Territories of the. United States with our slave | 
property, and have it protected; still, patriotism, | 
an ardent love for the Union formed by our fath- | 
ers, constrain us to yield and accept the proposi- 
tion—you have refused, and I doubt not, will 
continue to refuse, and thereby rend asunder all 
the ties that bind the Union together. Be it so; 
the responsibility, with all its fearful consequences, 
will rest upon you, not us. 

My section of the Union have never asked nor 
demanded more than its constitutional rights. 
You surely do not entertain so contemptible an 


selves inferiors in this Government. The major- 
ity of the people of the free States have presump- 
tuously, to say the least of it, by the election of 
Mr. Lincoln, with the indorsement of his views 
and principles, decided, as we believe, that we 
shall not have them; the southern people are un- 
alterably determined that they wills if uot in the 
Union, then out of it. And to-day, speaking | 
from this Capito], I hesitate not to say that, in 
my judgment, Missouriand the other border slave 
States, should meet in convention as early in the į 
month of February as practicable; and if, by the 
time they assemble, Congress shall not-have pro- 
posed amendments to the Constitution whereby 
their rights shall be fully protected, they should 
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adopt one of two alternatives: either secede from 
the Union, and. reconstruct the Government, in 
whole or in part, by the readoption of the Con- 
stitution of the United States, with explanatory 
amendments, giving us ample protection, and set- 
ting at rest the agitation of the slavery question 
forever, and inviting the other States to accept it; 
or they should present their ultimatum—the terms 
upon which they are willing to remain in the 
Union—allowing sufficient time for action on the 
part of the free States; and ifmotaccepted by them, 
they should all secede, and form another confed- 
eration, whereby they could secure the full en- 
joyment of all their rights, and live in peace and 
security. I would also suggest, most respectfully, 
to the Legislature of my State, now in session, 
that, asa measure of peace, prudence, and safety, 
the military system of Missouri should be imme- 
diately reorganized. The militiashould be armed, 
and all efficient preparations made necessary to 
our protection and defense, in any emergency, 
without a moment’s delay. 

Mr. Chairman, I propose now to say a few 
words to my fricnds in the slavcholding States 
that still remain in the Union. We are evidently 
in the midst of a great crisis, involving consider- 
ations of the deepest and most profound interest. 
Never was an occasion presented to intelligent 
men that demanded the exercise of more coolness, 
firmness, deliberation, wisdom, and prudence, 
than the present. What means this movement in” 
which we are engaged? In the language of another, 
“it means that this confederation of States shall 
be broken up,and its fragments scattered; thatthe 
flag which has carried our name so proudly alk 
over the globe—the signal of hope and protection 
to the oppressed every whcre—shall be struck, and 
known no more among the nations of the earth; it 
means the overthrow of our national greatness, 
the extraction of our national hope.” Let civil 
war attend it, and “it means spreading all over 
our land social alienations; the sundering of fam- 
ilies and friends; mistrust, jealousy, commercial 
derangement, loss, wrong, violence, injury, retal- 
iation; all this it means, and much more that can 
be imagined.” 

In view of these tremendous consequences, with 
due deference to the judgment of my southern 
friends, L must be permitted to say that the action 
of the Gulf States is too hasty and precipitate, 
The step that some of them have taken, and others 
propose speedily to take, is one not only of mo- 
rentous interest to them, but they should remem- 
ber that itis one which deeply affects the action 
and interests of the other slavcholding States. It 
may involve them in the most serious and compli- 
cated difficulties. While I readily concede the 
right of a State, at any time, to resume all the 
powers originally delegated by her to the General 
Government, I submit,in no offensive sense, that 
itis not respectful to the border States, nor liberal 
and magnanimous, thus suddenly and rashly to 
separate from them. Itmay be that this rapid and 
almost momentary action on your part will ne- 
cessarily precipitate other States into revolution 
before they are prepared for such an event, 

In such a crisis as this, big with events, in- 
volving the destiny of a great people, I think it 


| exceedingly unwisc and injudicious for the slave 


States to act without concert, union, and harmony. 
Weare one in feeling, one in sentiment, one in 
interest, and we should be one in acommon des- 
tiny. We ought not to separate from each other 
in the hour of peril, of danger, and of oppression, 
We should stand unfalteringly by each other, and 
unitedly participate in a common destiny, whether 
for weal or woc; and I hope the remaining slave 
States will so act. If the self-sacrificing forbear- 
ance, patriotism and love of Union, still abiding 
in the people of the States of Virginia and Ken- 
tucky, Delaware, Maryland, and Missouri—bor- 
der States, continually exposed and subjected to 
the assaults consequent upon this anti-slavery 
frenzy that has seized upon the people of the 
North—induce them to believe that itis their duty 
to resort to other means than immediate disunion, 
to ascertain more certainly whether their rights 
cannot yet be sceured and respected in the Union, 
and this great Confederacy of States preserved; 
ought the cotton States, even in justice to them- 
selves, to assume the fearful responsibility of sep- 
arating from the border States? Common"cour- 
tesy and respect, mutuality of interest and fra- 
ternal affection, demanded that they should have 
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been willing at least to consult and advise with 
them, even if they feared a division of sentiment 
as to the line of policy that should at once be 
adopted. It seemed to me that the border States, 
owing to their dangerous and exposed position, 
were entitled to some consideration, at the hands 
of the Gulf States. They should remember that 
we occupy the position of a rampart between 
them and the non-slaveholding States; that we 
stand at the very threshold of danger; that iu the 
event of a civil war, our border cities are to be 
sacked, our homes are to be burned, our fields to be 
desolated, our wives and children to seck security 
elsewhere, while the contending armies engage 
in a conflict upon our soil, more terrible and last- 
ing than any ever witnessed by the inhabitants of 
this continent. Our friends of the extreme South 
should have remembered that the slave States 
bordering on the free States have been the great 
sufferers in this conflict. We have lost a thou- 
sand times as many negroes as the cotton States, 
in consequence of the faithlessness of a portion 
of our northern neighbors. The very district that 
I represent—bordering on the State of Ilinois, 
with her tens of thousands of true constitutional 
men-—has lost more slaves through the instru- 
mentality of the underground railroad. than any 
one of the Gulf States; yea, more, I suspect, than 
the whole of them combined; and yet my con- 
stituents are unwilling to break up this great Con- 
federacy of States, to scparate from our friends 
in Iinois and other States, who have been fight- 
ing our battles—who have endeared themselves 
to us by their noble efforts and self-saevificing 
struggles in defense of our constitutional rights— 
until further efforts are made to obtain from the 
non-slaveholding States justice, security, and the | 
full enforcement of the guarantees of the Consti- 
tution. 

Am I and my constituents, without further 
efforts at reconciliation, to assume a hostile atti- 
tude toward such men as’ McCuernanp, LOGAN, 
Four, Rozinson, and a host of others, who have 
heen our friends and defenders, who have faith- 
fully and fearlessly discharged all the obligations 
devolved upon them by the Constitution and good 
neighborship? We may have it to do. I fear we 
shall be compelled to do it. But in the name of 
all the noble and generous impulses of the human 
heart, let it-be the last dreadful alternative; let all 
reasonable efforts first be exhausted to obtain our 
rights in the Union. 

It is now too late, I apprehend; but, in my 
judgment, the slaveholding States should, as the 
wisestand most judicious policy, have helda con- 
vention, published an explicit declaration of their 
constitutional rights, and if denied to them by the 
people of the non-slaveholding States, after allow- 
ing a reasonable time for their action; or, inter- | 
fered with by Mr, Lincoln or his adminiswation; 
ii cither event, to have pledged ‘ our lives, our 
fortunes, and our sacred honors,” unitedly to 
resume the powers that we have heretofore dele- 
gated, and which are now being perverted by our 
faithless agents. Such a course would, in all 
probability, have saved the Union, and secured 
our rights, peace, and safety. We should even 
now continue our cflorts yeta little longer, to ob- 
tain such amendments to the Constitution as will 
forever silence agitation on the subject of slavery. 
It may be possible that the Republican party, 
sooner than break up this Union, and plunge the 
country into civil war, will concede to us our 
rights. If they shall continue, however, to refuse, 
let all the remaining slave States secede in a body. 
We will then have done all that could be de- 
manded by the most expansive patriotism and 
Christian forbearance. Then we will be fully jus- 
tified, in the eyes of God and man, Heaven and 
earth, in rending asunder every tie that binds us | 
to the Union, and establishing for ourselves a new 
confederation. Then we may confidently appeal 
te the God of justice to sustain us in the assertion 
and maintenance of our rights. $ 


It is yet to be hoped—though frankness de- 
mands that I should say I do not believe it—that 
our northern nejghbors will realize the fearful 
responsibility that rests upon them, and without 
delay remove it. They, not we, have invoked this 
controversy. They, not we, have originated the 
dreadful storm now bursting upon us, by assail- 
ing an institution, not only recognized by our 
fathers, but established and encouraged by allow- 
ing the importation of slaves for twenty years | 


| cause of all the slaveholding States. 


after the formation of the Federal Constituti 
giving to it protection in that instrument, and 
basing representation upon it. Could the spirit 
manifested by them animate the: bosoms and 
pervade the minds of their descendants this storm 
would be speedily hushed; the portentous clouds 
that now overhang our political horizon would 
speedily disappear; and sunshine and prosperity, 
peace and quictude, would be again restored to 
this unhappy country. Who, in this land of 
Washington, ever before beheld, since the days 
of the Revolution, such anguish and distress ? 
The heart of every true patriot bleeds; sadness 
and gloom rest upon every countenance. But 
the other day we were the most happy and pros- 
perous people on earth—the envy of kings, and 
the admiration of the world; executing success- 
fully the great mission our fathers had assigned 
us; and establishing, as we supposed, beyond all 
controversy, the capability of man for sclf-gov- 
ernment. But, alas! what a mournful and hu- 
miliating spectacle do we this day prescnt to the 
world! Our commerce destroyed; our factories 
stopped; our Treasury hankrupt; our credit dis- 
honored; business of all kinds prostrated; finan- 
cial ruin devastating our whole country. 

But is this all? Would to God it was! From 
it we could recover, But, alas! that national flag 
that has heretofore waved so gloriously and tri- 


on, 


umpbantly over land and sca, the very sight of | 
which has hitherto inspired the heart and nerved | 


the arm of every American citizen; that flag so- 
intimately and endearingly associated with the 
trophies of Washington, and the deeds of our 
illustrious ancestry; thatflagaround which, when- 
ever our country was assailed, the North and the 
South, asa band of brothers have rallied; that 
flag we are told is to be the rallying cry for. the 
North to assemble in arms, to meet her southern 
brothers in deadly conflict upon the field of battle. 
Can it be? 
ness such a horrid and unnatural sight? Is this 
fair land of ours, a joint inheritance from our 
fathers, to be drenched in fraternal blood? Are 
we, the most intelligent and civilized nation on 
earth, to settle our disputes about constitutional 
rights by the arbitrament of the sword? No; 
surely not. Heaven forbid! If we cannot live 
together upon terms of amity and good will with 
each other, let us, in the name of humanity and 
Christianity, separate in peace, and bid each other 


Success in the attainment of happiness, prosperi- 


ty, and renown. Civil yar the means by which 
this Union is to be preserved! What a terrible 
delusion! It is the most certain and cficient 
means that wicked men could possibly devise to 
destroy it. The cause of South Carolina is the 
ù Strike her, 
and you strike them. When you subduc her bold 
and patriotic sons, you will have subdued the cit- 
izen soldiery of fourteen other sovereign States, 
and not till then. It is folly; yea, it is-worse 
than madness, to entertain the idea for a moment 
that you ean subjugate the people of one sover- 
eign State, much more fifteen States with ten 
million freemen. No; it can never be done. 
Nothing is to be accomplished by war but eter- 
nal separation. The shedding of blood will de- 
stroy forever the last hope of a reunion. 
only produce grief, anguish, and lamentations 
throughout the land, and engender cternal hate 
between the two sections. No; let the seceding 
States alone; treat them with kindness and con- 
sideration; amend the Constitution, so as to pro- 
tect their rights, and guarantee peace, safety, and 
security to them and their property, and they will 
return to us again. If, however, the Government 
goes entirely to pieces in this storm, let it go in 
peace, and we may then be enabled to reconstruct 
it on a more enduring basis. Let us not blast it 
by the “ magnificent folly’’ of attempting to co- 
erce a sovercign State to remain in the Union. 

I now appeal to the Representatives of the non- 
slaveholding States to propose amendments to the 
Constitution that will secure to the South her just 


Is heaven and earth destined to wit- | 


Tt will į 


and equal rights; that will stop forever all agita- | 


tion upon the subject of slavery; give to the coun- 
try quiet and repose. Surely the fearful and 
extraordinary circumstances that now. surround 
us, big with the destiny of thisgreat nation, should 
induce us to do it. 


sible to the mighty interests involved in this con- 
flict—social and fraternal, political, financial, and 


: Is there a Representative in | 
this Hall so devoid of patriotism, so utterly insen- 


commercial——as-to ‘refuse. à measure thaty 
only -prevent anarchy and bloodshed,- but. 
carry joy and gladness to every. partzaf! our dis- 
tracted country? Refuse its heed noithe voice of 
wisdom and patriotism; and terrible will 
responsibility that will rest upon you.: ;Could:1 
this day appeal directly to the great masses of the 
northern ‘people, the response. would be; heard: 
“let it be done’? “Reason and common sense 
declare that the people of the free-States should 
have nothing to do with. the subject of slavery. 
It does not concern them; it is no. business: of 
theirs. It is property secured ‘to us by the.Con- 
stitution, which they do not choose to hold... It 
is ours; and we alone should possess the right-of 
managing, governing, and controlling it; as to us 
may seem wisest and. best. Sir, the time has 
artived, in the judgment of the southern people, 
when the slavery question must be settled or this 
| Union must be dissolved. The fiat has gone forth 
| from the entire South; and you may rest assured 
that there is now no escape from it, Thee 
jis upon us. It must be met.’ ‘Sir, if acti 
| postponed until seven or eight States secede, and 
establish another Confederacy, the ,inevitable--re- 
sult will be that the remaining Slave States’ will 
unite with them or form acentral Republic, leav- 
ing New England, the source of all our. woes, to 
j take care of herself as best she may. ‘The border 
States will be forced, by the love of self-preserva- 
tion, thus to act. If not, we should be completely 
in the power and under the subjection of: our 
avowed enemics; with them we could not—we 
would not—remain. 

Let none of us deceive ourselves with the flimsy 
hope that after this Confederacy is entirely dis- 
membered, and its fragments partly reunited under 
one or more confederations, it can ever be recon- 
structed asa whole. ‘The diversity of our insti- 
tutions, feelings, sentiments, habits, education, 
and interest, are such we can never again agree 
upon articlesof association. The South will never 
consent to enter into another confederation: with 
New England. We shall part.to meet no more. 

Tn view, then, of our unfortunate and embar- 
rassed condition, and the mighty responsibilities 
pressing upon us, let us, in a spirit of liberaljty 
and wisdom, propose amendments to the Consti- 
tution; and thereafter, if they shall be adopted, 
Jet us respect each others rights, cultivate friendly 
feelings and fraternal relations between the two 
sections of the Confederacy, and pledge anew our 
devotion to the Union. If not approved bya ma- 
| jovity of the people of the free States, let the slave 
States bid a peaceful adieu to the Union formed 
by our fathers, and construct one adapted to the 
| preservation of our rights, our peace, our seču- 
rity, and the age in which we live. : 

Now, sir, I desire to say that I was surprised 
on yesterday to hear my eloquent. and distin- 
guished friend from Illinois [Mr. McCLernanp| 
scriously attempting to establish the proposition 
that the southern States, in the event of a sep- 
aration from this Government, had not the right 
to obstruct the free navigation of the Mississippi 
river; and that such an.act would be resisted to 
| the shedding of blood by the great Northwest. 
| While I admit that he demonstrated the correct- 
ness of his position beyond all controversy, I 
must say that lapprehend there was no necessity 
for anticipating such an event. I have never heard 
it seriously intimated that the southern States 
would attempt the perpetration of an act.so un- 
just and iniquitous. Surely no man can be found 
so bold and reckless, whose declarations are en- 
titled to serious consideration, as to deny that 
pall the States of this Confederacy, whether in or 
out of the Union, have not only an unquestioned 
i interest in, but a right to the free and uninter- 
rupted navigation of that mighty river, of which 
they cannot rightfully be deprived by any Qov- 
cromenton carth, and which they would be fully 
justified in maintaining at the point of the bayo- 
net. I can assure the gentleman that, in the event 
of Missouri being compelled to unite with asouth- 
ern confederation, she will raise not only her voiee, 
but her arm against such an unwarranted assump- 
tion of power and- unjust assertion of right. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I desire to-say.a few 
words upon the right of * coercion”? and secession s 
and Iam done. {t is contended, by. the Jeaders of 
the Republican party, that itis the duty of the 
Federal Government to resort to force to compel 


a sovereign State to remainin the Union and sub- 
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on the 3lst of May, 1787, a clause ‘authorizing 
an exertion of the force of the whole against a 
delinquent State,” came up for consideration, and 
that Mr. Madison, and others, in opposing its 
adoption, observed that— 


«Phe more he reflected on the use of force, the more he 
doubted the practicability, the justice, and the eflicacy of 
it, when applicd to people collectively, and not individ- 
ually. A union of the States containing such an ingredient, 
seemed to provide for its own destruction. The use of force 
against a State would look more like a declaration of war 
than an infliction of punishment, and would probably be 
considered by the party attacked asa dissolution of all pre- 
vious compacts by which it might be bound. He hoped that 
such a system Would be framed as might render this re- 
source unnecessary, and moved that the clause be post- 
poned. -Madison Papers, Debates in the Federal Conven- 
tion, vol. 5, p. 140. 

Mr. Mason, of Virginia, said: 

“The most jarring elements of nature, fire and water, 
themselves are not more incompatible than such a mix- 
ture of civil liberty and military execution. Will the militia 
march from one State into another in order to collect the 
arrears of taxes from the delinquent members of the Re- 
public? Will they maintain an army for this purpose? 
Willnotthe citizens of the invaded State assist one another, 
till they rise as one man, and shake off the Union alto- 
gether? Rebellion is the only case in which the military 
force of the State éin be properly exerted against its citi- 
zens. In one point of view, he was struck with horror at 
the prospect of recurring to this expedient. 'T'o punish the 
non-payment of taxes with death was a severity not yet 
adopted by despotism itself; yet this unexampled cruelty 
would be mercy compared to a military collection of rev- 
enue, in which the bayonet could make no diserimination 
between the innocent and the guilty. He took this oc- 
casion to repeat, that, notwithstanding his solicitude to 
establish a national Government, he never would agree to 
abolish the Stare governments, or render them absolutely 
insignificant. They were as necessary as the General Gov- 
ernment, and he would be equally careful to preserve 
them Madison Papers—-Debates in the Federal Conven- 
tion, vol. 5, p, 217. 

Mr. Ellsworth, upon the same subject, said: 

cc TIence we see how necessary for the Union is a coer- 
ceive principle. No man pretends the contrary: we ali see 
and feel this necessity. The only question is, shall it he a 
coercion of law, or a coercion of arms? ‘There isno other 
possible alternative. Where will those who oppose a co- 
erci of law come out? Where will they end? A neces- 
sary consequence of their principles is a war of the States 
one against the other. Ian for coercion by law—that co- 
ercion which acts only upon delinquent individuals. This 
Constitution does not attempt to coerce sovereign bodies, 
States, iu their political capacity. No coercion is applica- 
ble to such bodies butthatofan armed force, If we should 
attempt to execute the laws of the Union by sending an 
armed forec against a delinquent State, it would involve 
the good and bad, the tnnocent and guilty, in the same 
calanity.??—slliot’s Debates, vol. 2,p, 197. 


Alexander Hamilton said: 

“Tt has been observed, to coerce the States is one of the 
maddest projects thas was ever devised. A failure of com- 
pliance will never be confined to a single State. This being 
the case, can we suppose it wise to hazard a civil war? 
Suppose Massachusetts, or any large State, should refuse, 
and Congress should attempt to compel them: would they 
not have influence to proeure n nee, especially trom 
those States which are in the same situation as themselves? 
What picture does this idea present to our view? A com- 
plying’State at war with a non-complying State; Congress 
marching the troops of one State into the bosom of another; 
this State collecting auxiliaries, and forming, perhaps, a 
majority against its Federal head. Here is a nation at war 
with itself’ Can any reasonable man be well disposed to- 
ward a Government which makes war and carnage the 
oniy means of supporting itself-~a Government that ean 
exist only by the sword? Every such war must involve the 
innocent with the guilty. ‘Chis single consideration should 
be sufficient to dispose every peaceable citizen againstsuch 
a Government,” —Elliot’s Debates, vol. 2, p. 233. 


On motion of Mr. Madison, the clause was 
unanimously postponed, and never again pre- 
sented. Now, 1 would inquire, what is the rea- 
sonable inference from this action of the conven- 
tion? Is it not that the Constitution imposed 
none other than a voluntary obligation on the part 
of a State to remain a member of the Federal 
Union? How unwise to talk about a legal obli- 
gation upon one party to a compact, when the 
other has no means of enforcing it! Would our 
fathers have been guilty of such consummate folly, 
in providing articles of association between sov- 
ercign States, whereby, under all circumstances, 
they were to remain perpetually united? Ttisan 
imputation upon their wisdom and intelligence. 
They, sir, understood the nature and principles 


‘tion of secession. 


of the Government they were constructing, and 
the character of the people for whom they were 
acting. Could the idea have been drawn from 
the Constitution, by the most remote inference, 
that when one of the States felt that they were 
oppressed and tyrannized over by the Federal Gov- 
ernment, and attempted to throw off the yoke, 
they were to be resisted by the Army and Navy 
of the United States, by the whole power of the 
Government, and forced to submission, not one 
of the original thirteen States would ever have 
ratified the Constitution. You know, sir, that 
they never would have deliberately forged the 
chains with which they might be manacled, and 
again subjected to the yoke of tyranny. We all 
know that itnever was the intention of the framers 
of that instrument to provide the means of a mil- 
itary despotism, to hold one or more of the States 
as subjugated provinces. Sir, such a sentiment 
is incompatible with the genius and spirit of our 
Government. It isa libel upon the humanity and 
philanthropy, the wisdom and intelligence, of the 
noble men who achieved our-independence and 
constructed our form of government. 

Will you tell me, sir, that eighteen of the par- 
ties to the compact may violate every provision 


of it, trample upon évery right secured to thie 


other fifteen, and that they have no means of re- 
dress but brute force? Let me tell you, sir, that 
it is the common law of this landand all civilized 
countries, that when one party to a contract vio- 


‘lates it, the other party may, at his option, either 


have it enforced or annulled. 

Mr. Buchanan tells us very explicitly that a 
State cannot secede without violating the Consti- 
tution. While I approve of his message gener- 
ally, regarding it as a very able State paper, I am 
constrained to dissent from his views on the ques- 
What I have to say on this 
subject will be brief, not having time within the 
hour allotted me to enter upon an extended argu- 
ment. I believe that it contravenes no provision 
of the Constitution for one or more of the States 
to secede from the Union; not by virtue of any 
ower conferred upon them by that instrument, 

ut in consequence of the States never having 
surrendered it to the General Government. The 
Constitution declares that ‘ the powers not dele- 
gated to the United States by ike Constitution, 
nor prohibited by it, to the States, are reserved 
to the States respectively, or to the people.” I 
apprehend that it will be admitted that the States- 
may exercise any or albof their reserved powers 
without a violation of the Constitution. If, then, 
they have never parted with their right to resume 
their original sovereignty, when, in their opinion, 
the Government becomes destructive of the ends 
for which it was instituted, it is no violation of 
the Constitution for them to secede. If there is 
any clause in the Constitution hy which they de- 
prived themselves of this right, it has escaped my 
observation. z 

The President, in the discussion of this ques- 
tion, for the purpose of showing that a State has 
no right to disrupt its connection with the Gen- 
eral Government, and that the Union must be 
perpetual, enumerates various powers conferred 
by the States upon the General Government— 
stich as the power to make war and to make peace; 
to raise and support armies and naviés; to con- 
clude treaties with foreign Governments; to coin 


money, and to regulate the value thereof; and to | 


regulate commerce with foreign nations among 
the States. He also informs us that in order to 


carry the enumerated powers into effect, Congress | 


has the exclusive right to lay and collect taxes. 
ĮI wouldinguire, howlong? The rational answer 
would be, just as long as the Union lasts, and 
from the States that continue in the Union. 
Now, how the inference arises, from the pos- 
session of these powers, that the Government 
was designed, under all circumstances, to be per- 
petual, I am at a loss to conceive. Could not the 
States have conferred these powers for one hun- 
dred years or one hundred thousand years? But 
they specified no time when they were to cease; 
and therefore the President argues that they must, 
of necessity, be perpetual. Now, it seems to 
me that the most sensible conclusion, in the ab- 
sence of any express declaration, would be, that 
just so long as the General Government, in the 
judgment of each of the contracting parties, per- 
formed its obligations, and effected the objects 
for which it was created, each should remain a 


1 


i 


| ment. 
| are now striking for the security of their homes 


part of the Union, and submit to its authority 
and jurisdiction. If our fathers had understood 
thateach State, regardless of the extent to which 
it might be oppressed and tyrannized over by the 
other States, should submit and remain a part of 
the Union, would they not have provided some 
common arbiter between the parties to judge of 
each other’s rights, and redress them. They did 
not. Then, of necessity, each must judge for 
itself, as well of the infraction as of the mode of 
redress. 

{ know it is insisted by some, that the Federal 
judiciary is the common arbiter between the par- 
ties to the compact. It was not so understood 
by the framers of that instrument or their cotem- 

oraries. Mr. Jefferson said that “the several 
States comprising the United States of America, 
are not united on the principle of unlimited sub- 
mission to the General Government; but that by 
the compact under the style and title of the Con- 
stitution of the United States, and of amendments 
thereto, they constituted a General Government 
for special purposes; and delegated to that Gov- 
ernment certain definite powers, reserving each 
State to itself the residuary mass of right to their 


| own self-Government;”’ and that “ to this com- 


pact each State acceded as a State, and is an in- 
tecral party, its co-States forming as to itself the 
other party; that the Government created by this 
compact was not made the exclusive or final jrdge 
of the extent of the powers delegated to itself—since 
that would have made its discretion, and not the 
Constitution, the measure of its powers; but that, 
asin all other cases of compact among parties 
having nocommon judge, each party hasan equal 
right to judge for itself as well of infractions as 
of the mode and measure of redress.” 

Now, sir, I affirm thatit is evident from a fair 
construction of the language used by Mr. Jeffer- 
son, that he held the same opinion now enter- 
tained by the great statesmen who insist that this 
is nota Government of force; that when any one 
of the sovereign States of this Union feel that 
their equality is destroyed, that their rights are 
subverted, they have a right, which they never 
alicnated, to peaceably withdraw from this Con- 
federation of States, and resume their original 
independent sovereignty. And hence, I hold that 
South Carolina, Mississippi, Alabama, and Flor- 
ida are no longer parts of this Confederacy; that 
the laws and Constitution of the United States 
have ceascd, rightfully, to operate within their 
limits; that they should be recognized by this 
Government as independent sovereignties; that 
the Federal troops should be withdrawn from 
within their jurisdictions; leaving the property of 
this Government in the hands of agents until ne- 
gotiations in regard to it can be effected between 
them and this Government. By such acourse of 
action you will preserve the peace of the country, 
and leave those States in a frame of mind favor- 
able to a reunion, at a proper time and upon just 
terms. 

Whether secession or revolution be the remedy 
by which an injured State is to redress her wrongs, 
I do not deem it important, at this time and under 
existing circumstances, further to inquire. Four 
sovereign States have not been deterred; nor will 
it change the purpose of any other States that may 
determine to disrupt the ties that bind them to this i 
Union—call it secession or revolution, peaceable 
or bloody—it will not delay their action one mo- 
They conscientiously believe that they 


and their altars, for thé safety of their wives and 
their children; and be the consequences never g0 
terrible, they have coolly and deliberately made 
up their minds to meet them with that determined 


| willand unyielding purpose that should ever char- 


acterize men born, raised, and educated in the at- 
mosphere of liberty and freedom—men who know 
how to appreciate their rights and how to defend 
them. The terrors of civil war, now threatened 
by their enemics, with all its hideous and dread- 
fal results, will not affrigbt them from the pro- 
tection and preservation of their right, and the 
repudiation of a Government that denies to them 
justice and equality under a common Constitu- 
tion. 

If, in the providence of God, it should come, 
the fearful responsibility of invoking bloodshed, 
anguish, grief, and eternal alienation, will rest 
upon the Republican party. The last hope of a 
reconstruction of this Government will forever 
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disappear, the moment one drop of blood is spilt 
upon southern soil to force any State into sub- 
mission. That moment every southern star will 
fall from the Federal constellation, and the scat- 
tered fragments of this Union will be covered 
with a blood-stained mantle, upon which will be 
written, in letters of inextinguishable fire, the 
words, “ Eternal separation.” Then the last 
shriek of the American eagle will be heard amid 
the clash of arms and the din of battle. 

Sir, I fondly cherish the hope that peaceful 
counsels will yet prevail; that these dreadful con- 
sequences may be averted, and that the people 
of the non-slaveholding States—who alone can 
save this -‘Union—will yield up their prejudices 
and fanaticism upon the altar of their country; 
and, without hesitation, tender to the southern 
States, in a spirit of noble magnanimity and ex- 
alted patriotism, what they believe most consci- 
entiously to be their just and equal rights. Thus 
this mighty Government, made by our fathers, 
can be saved, and by no other means; thus the 
gloom and sadness of this hour can be dispelled; 
thus the sinking hopes of a great nation can be 
revived; thus the lovers of freedom can be made 
to rejoice throughout the civilized world; thus joy 
and gladness, peace and prosperity, may again be 
restored to the inhabitants of this great Republic, 
and the echo returned by the patriots of other 
lands. 

Mr. GARNETT obtained the floor, and moved 
that the committee rise, 

The motion was agreed to. 

So the committee rose; and the Speaker having 
resumed the chair, Mr. Wasuzorne, of Illinois, 
reported that the Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union had had the Union generally 
under consideration, and particularly the bill mak- 
ing appropriations for the support of the Army 
for the year ending June 30, 1862, and had come 
to no resolution thereon. 


HEIRS OF ALMON W. BABBITT. 


Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. There isa 
lite bill which ought to be passed, and which I 
hope the House will pass now. Itis a bill to allow 
the accounts of Mr. Babbitt, who was Secretary 
of the Territory of Utah, to be settled. f will 
briefly state the circumstances. Mr, Babbittstarted 
with some property of the United States to go to 
Utah as Secretary of that Territory. His party 
was attacked by the Indians on the plains. He 
defended the property with his life. He was killed, 
and the property was carried off by the Indians. 
His accounts cannot be settled until there shall be 
some legislation, This bill is to allow his accounts 
to be settled. It makes no appropriation. 

Mr. BINGHAM. I would inquire of the gen- 
tleman from Ilinois whether that bill was consid- 
ered at last session? 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. I understand 
it was not. It was reported, and placed on the 
Calendar. 

There being no objection, the Committee of the 
Whole House was discharged from the further 
consideration of a bill for the relief of the admin- 
istrators of the estateof Almon W. Babbitt, Sec- 
yetary of the Territory of Utah; and it was con- 
sidered in the House. 

The bill directs the First Comptroller of the 
Treasury to ascertain the amountand value of the 
property belonging to the United States, and to 
Almon W. Babbitt, deceased, that may have been 
lost or destroyed on the plains in the summer of 
1856 by an attack from the Cheyenne Indians on 
said Babbitt and train; and orders the amount so 
ascertained to be placed to the credit side of Bab- 
bitt’s account on the books in the Treasury, as 
Secretary of the Territory and as architect of the 
penitentiary in Utah Territory; and if, on the 
final adjustment of said accounts, the balance is 
thrown against the side of Babbitt, and in favor 
of the United States, the balance of the amount 
so ascertained to be lost, after deducting the in- 
debtedness of said Babbitt to the United States, 
shall be certified by said Comptroller, to be paid to 
the lawful heirs. è 
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Mr. HUTCHINS. Has this bill been con- 
sidered in committee? 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Ilinois. I hope the 
gentleman will not object. This man defended 
the property, and lost his life in doing so. And 
now the officers of the Treasury want authority 
to pass his accounts. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed, and read 
a third time; and being engrossed, it was accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed. é 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Hlinois. It is neces- 
sary to amend the title so as to make it conform 
to the body of the bill. The title reads: “forthe 
relief of the administrators.” It should be: “for 
the relief of the heirs.” I move to amend the 
title in that respect. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois, moved to re- 
consider the vote by which the bill was passed; 
and also moved to lay the motion to reconsider 
on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


PRENTISS CHAMPLAIN. 


Mr. BLAKE. I move to discharge the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House from the further con- 
sideration of a bill granting a pension to Prentiss 
Champlain, and that it be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

The motion was agreed to. 

And then, on motion of Mr. MAYNARD, (at 
halfpastfour o’clock p. m.,) the House adjourned, 


IN SENATE, 
Wepnespay, January 16, 1861. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Dr. Gurey. 
The Journal of yesterday wasread and approved. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 


The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Senate 
a message from the President of the United States, 
in compliance with the resolution of the Senate 
of the 10th instant, requesting the President to 
inform the Senate whether John B. Floyd, whose 
appointment as Secretary of War was confirmed 
by the Senate on the 6th of March, 1857, still 
continues to hold said office; and if not, when 
and how said office became vacant. And further, 
to inform the Senate how, and by whom the du- 
ties of said office are now discharged; and, if an 


| appointment of an acting or provisional Secretary 


of War has been made, how, when, and by what 
authority it was so made; and why the fact of 
said appointment has not been communicated to 
the Senate. 

The message was read. 

Mr. BIGLER. J move that the message and 
accompanying documents lie on the table, and be 
printed. 

The motion was agrecd to. 

He also laid before the Senate a letter from the 


| Secretary of War, communicating, in compliance 


with a resolution of the Senate of December 15, 
1815, eighty copies of the Army Register for the 
present year; which was ordered to lie on the 
table. 

ADMISSION OF NEW STATES. 

Mr. RICE. Idesire to offera resolution, mod- 
ifying somewhat the resolution which I offered 
on the 27th of last month. Iask that it be read 
and printed; but Ldo not wish to have it acted 


| upon until the resolutions of the honorable Sen- 


ator from Kentucky [Mr. CrirrenpeEn] shall have 
been disposed of. 
The Secretary read the resolution, as follows: 


Resolved, Thata special committee of seven be appointed 
by the Senate, with instructious to inquire into the expe- 
dieucy of the passage of a general enabling act for the ad- 
mission of new States, and a readjustment of the limits of 
California, Minnesota, and Oregon, which shall include all 
the territory held by the United States, as follows: J. A 
State of New Mexico, bounded on the north by the latitude 
of thirty-seven degrees, east by Texas, south by ‘Texas and 
the Mexican boundary, and west_by the one hundred and 
fourteenth degree of longitude, 2, A State of Kansas, in- 
cluding the present Territories of Kansas and Utah, east of 
the one hundred and fourteenth degree of longitude, a small 
portion of New Mexico north of Jatitude thirty-seven de- 


grees, and that portion of Nebraska which lies sduthof Tat- 
itude forty-three degrees, - 3. An enlargement of the jurise 
diction of Minnesota to embrace the proposed. territory of 
Dakota, and the portion of ‘Nebraska which ties north of 
latitude forty-three degrees. 4 Anenlargement of the ji~ 
risdiction of Oregon, so.as to merge and include the: Terris 
tory of Washington. .5. A readjustment of the State .of 
California, so as to include that portion of Utah and New 
Mexico lying west of the one hundred and fourtecath de- 
gree of longitude, ? : a 

The resolution was ordered to be. printed: 

Mr.GWIN. I wish to make a single inquiry 
of the Senator from Minnesòta in regard to this 
resolution. I should like to know if the Senator 
intends to bring it up for action in’a short time. 
Iam of the opinion that nothing has been: pre- 
sented to the Senate during this session that will: 
tend so much to commence something like an ad- 
justment of the difficulties that exist between the: 
two sections of the country as immediate action, 
on this resolution. I hope the Senator will -fix 
an early day—if he has not already in his own 
mind determined upon some day—when we can 
bring up the erolun; and sec if we cannot 

ass it. ee 

Mr. RICE. 1 did not wish, or intend, to call 
it up until the resolutions of the Senator from 
Kentucky (Mr. Critrenpen] shall have been 
disposed of. Ido not wish to interfere with those 
resolutions in any way whatever. I think they 
have precedence; and they meet with my cordial 
approval, ; 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr:.Foor in; 
the chair.) The resolution of the Senator from 
Minnesota lies on the table under. the order ‘to, 

rint. : j sy 
P Mr. GWIN. Just one word,sir. It was for that 
reason 1 wanted the Senator to bring his resolu- 
tion up first; because, if it passes, it will super- 
sede the necessity of acting on, at least, a portion 
of the resolutions of the Senator from Kentucky.. 
I think that, by passing this resolution, and then 
subsequently modifying the proposition of the 
Senator from Kentucky, we can cover the whole 
case, and probably arrive at some. satisfactory 
termination of the present difficulties." 

Mr. RICK. Ido not know that I understand 
the courtesies of the Senate in this regard. Ido 
not wish to do anything that would not meet 
with the approval of the venerable Senator from: 
Kentucky. If it meets with his approbation, I 
should like to have the resolution acted upon.at 
an early day. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. TI can only say that it 
will give me great pleasure toafford any facilities 
I can for the considcration of the gentleman’s res - 
olution; but I shall be obliged in duty to press 
the hearing of my own resolutions, and the de~ 
cision of them first. ag om 

Mr. RICE. Then it would be better, perhaps, : 
to let this lie on the table at present. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The resolution 
will lie on the table. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr. CRITTENDEN presented a petition of 
citizens of the State of Michigan, praying the 
adoption of the compromise measures proposed 
by him: which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. BIGLER presented a petition of citizens 
of Easton, Northampton county, Pennsylvania, 
praying the passage of the resolutions introduced: 
into the Senate of the United States by Hon. Mr. 
Critrenpen; which was ordered to lic on the 
table. 

He also presented the memorial of a committee 
appointeddy certain employés of the Patent Office, 
praying compensation for their services from April’ 
1, 1860, at the rates fixed by law; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Patents and the Patent 
Office. e 

Mr. SEWARD presented a memorial of citi- 
zens of the State of New York, dwelling ia the 
city of New York, concerning the present dis- 
turbed condition of the country; which was 
ordered to lie on the table. a $F) 

Mr. CAMERON presented a petition of citi- 
zens of Philadelphia, praying that pensions may 
be granted to the surviving soldiers of the War of 
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1812, and to the widows ‘of those who have died 
ör may herčafter die; whith was referred to thè 
Committee on Pensions. ‘ 

Mr. CAMERON. | I have also been requested 
to present the proceedings of a meeting held in 
the town of Berlin, in the State of Pennsylvania, 
very numerously attended by citizens of the place 
and of the surrounding country. ‘They desire 
some speedy-action on the state of the Union, 
and hope that Congress will adopt the projet of 
the distinguished Senator from Kentucky, {Mr. 
Crirrennen.] It is my duty to say,also, that! 
receive daily, by every mail, a large number of 
letters on the same subject, all sustaining the 
proposition of the Senator from Kentucky. 

The proceedings were ordered to lie on the 
table. 

REPORT OF A COMMITTEE. 


© Mr. POWELL, from the Committee on Pen- 
sions, to whom was referred the petition of James 
Birdsong, administrator of Sally Ellis, deceased, 
praying to be allowed a pension at the same rate 
that ber husband, Stephen Ellis, received, from 
the time of his death to the time of her death, 
asked to be discharged from its further considera- 
tion; which was agreed to. 


COMMITTEE SERVICE. 


Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas, submitted the 
following resolution; which was considered by 
wnanimous consent, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the President of the Senate be author- 
ized to fill the vacancy on the Committee on Military Af- 


fairs and Militia, occasioned by the absence of Hon. Mr. 
Cnesyur, of South Carolina, 


_ MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE, 


A message from the House of Representatives, 
by Mr. Foryey, its Clerk, announced that the 
House had passed a bill (No. 585) for the relief 
of the heirs of the late Almon W. Babbitt, secre- 
tary of the ‘Territory of Utah, in which the con- 
currence of the Senate was requested. 


ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 


The message furtherannounced thatthe Speaker 
of the House had signed a joint resolution (H. R. 
No. 55) authorizing the Secretary of the ‘Treas- 
ury to change the name of the schooner Spring 
Hill to that of the United States; which thereupon 
received the signature of the Vice President. 

v 


PRINTING OF DOCUMENTS. 
`The message further announced that the Flouse 


had ordered, on the 15th instant, the printing of 
the following documents: 

A letter from the Secretary of the Navy, in fur- 
ther response to a resolution of the House calling 
for information relative to the Coston telegraphic 
night signals—ordercd at twelve o’clock and fif- 
teen minutes. 

A letter from the acting Secretary of the Inte- 
rior, transmitting estimates for deficiencies in the 
Indian service and expenses of taking the eighth 
census of the inhabitants of the United States— 
ordered at twelve o’clock and eleven minutes. 


WASHINGTON AQUEDUCT, 


On motion of Mr. WILSON, the Senate pro- 
ceeded to consider the following resolution sub- 
mitted by him on the 14th instant, and it was 
agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Committce on Military Affairs and 
Militia be instructed to inquire whether the appropriation 
made at the last session of Congress “for the completion 
of the Washington agucduct” has been “ expended accord- 
ing to the plans and estimates of Captain Meigs 3”? whether 
any alterations have been made iit these plans and csti- 
mates, and by whom so made. And the committee, in 
woking these investigations, shall have power to send for 
persons and papers. 


TONNAGE DUES AT BALTIMORE. 


Mr. PEARCE. Mr. President, I agk leave at 
this time to introduce a bill which I will send to 
the Chair, and Task to be permitted to make a 
brief explanation of it, in the hope that the Senate | 
will at once act on it. If I shall fing that the sense 
of the Senate is adverse, or that delay is desired, | 
I shall, of course, very cheerfully consent that it 
be postponed; but I think there wili be no diffi- 
culty about it. 

Leave was granted; and the bill (S. No. 539) 
to continue in force an act thercin mentioned, 
relating to the port of Baltimore, was read the first 
and second times, It proposes to revive and con- 


| partment for the issue of duplicates of inscribed 


tinue in forec, until the 3d of March, 1871, the act 
passed the 17th of March, 1800, entitled ‘* An act 
declaring the assent of Congress to certain acts of 
the States of Maryland and Georgia,’’and which, 
by subsequent acts, has been continued in force 
until the 3d day of March, 1861, so far asit relates 
to the act of the State of Maryland, with a pro- 
viso, that the duty shall not be levied on any 
vessel more than once in any month. 

Mr. PEARCE. — [beg leave to state to the Sen- 
ate very briefly that the original act of Mary- 
land, to which this bill proposes to continue the 
assent of Congress, was passed in 1791. Jt re- 
pealed an act of the Legislature passed priorto the 
formation of the Constitution of the United States, 
and substituted for the tonnage duty therein pro- 
posed the one which has been paid since the pas- 
sage of the act. It isa duty of twocents per ton 
upon vessels of over sixty tons arriving in the 
port of Baltimore. The assent of Congress was 
given to the act of Maryland (which was neces- 
sary) in 1793, but fora limited time. Thatassent 
bas been renewed at different periods in some six 
or seven different bills. ‘The last was one which 
I introduced myself in 1850, and which extended 
this act to 1861. Theduty allowed to be imposed 
is only two cents a ton, and the purposes to which 
it is to be applied are those of the harbor and 
port—cleaning them out. The ordinary deposit 
made in the harbor is removed by means of this 
small fund. 

l will mention that there is a proviso in this 
bill which differs somewhat from the bills here- 
tofore passed by Congress. By former bills it 
was provided that all steamboats should be ex- 
empted from tonnage duty; that is, all steamboats 
engaged merely in the transportation of passen- 
gers; but almost all the steamboats which now 
come to Galtimore are engaged in the transporta- 
tion of freight as well as of passengers, and no good 
reason is perceived why the duty should not be 
paid by them as well as by other vessels. There 
is another difference created by this bill, Al! ves- 
sels arriving at the port of Baltimore were Hable 
to this duty, whether they arrived once a week or 
once a month. This bill proposes to reduce the 
imposition by limiting the charge to once a month. 
I hope there will be no objection to it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Foor.) 
The Senator from Maryland asks the considera- 
tion of thisbillnow. It requires unanimous con- 
sent. The Chairhears no objection; and the bill 
is before the Senate asin Committee of the Whole, 

The bill was reported to the Senate, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third 
time, and passed. 


FRANKLIN TORRY. 


Mr. SIMMONS. There is a bill on the table 
for the relief of Franklin Torry, whichis to issue 
new certificates for some bonds that were lost by 
the burning of the steamer Austria. The proof 
is complete, and I should like to have it passed 
now. Heisa foreigner now in this country. I 
should like to have the bill taken up. It was 
drawn by the Department. There can be no pos- 
sible objection to it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. With the leave 
of the Senate, the Chair will present several bills 
from the House of Representatives, among which 
is the bill referred to by the Senator from Rhode 
Island. 

The bill (H. R. No. 935) was read twice and 
considered as in Committee of the Whole, It 
proposes to direct the Secretary of the Treasury 
to eause five certificates of the loan of 1848, of 
$1,000 each, with coupons of semi-annual inter- 
est, from the Ist of July, 1858, attached thereto, | 


to be issued to Franklin Torry, or bearer, to re- 
place that number of similar certificates, his prop- 
erty, which were destroyed by the burning of the 
steamer Austria, in the year 1858; but before the 
issue of the new certificates, Torry is to furnish, 
to the acceptance of the First Comptroller of the 
Treasury, such bond of indemnity as is usually 
required by the regulations of the Treasury De- 


stock. 
The bill was reported to the Senate, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. ! 
The following bills and joint resolutions from 


the House of Representatives were severally read ° 


twice by their titles, and referred as indicated 
below: ` ` 

A joint resolution (No. 57) for the benefit of 
Duvall & Brother—to the Committee on Claims. 

A bill (No. 852) for the relief of certain Chip- 
pewa, Ottowa, and Pottawatomie Indians—io the 
Committee on Indian Affairs. 

A bill (No. 585) for the relief of the heirs or 
the late Almon W. Babbitt, Secretary of the Ter- 
ritory of Utah—to the Committee on Indian Af- 
fairs. $ 

LOTS IN SAN FRANCISCO. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. There is also 
on the table Senate bill No. 97, to authorize the 
institution of a suit against the: United States to 
test the title to lots Nos. 5 and 6, in the hospital 
square,in San Francisco, which has been returned 
from the House of Representatives, with anamend- 
ment, 

The Secretary read the amend mentof the House, 
which was on page 2 of the bill, to strike out from 
line eighteen to line twenty-six, inclusive, being 
the latter clause of section four, in the following 
words: 

«u And that after the expiration of said delay of two years, 
the said parties named in the first section of this act, their 
heirs, assigns, and lega) representatives, shall be forever 
barred and precluded from setting up any claim or right fy 
or to said two lots, or any part thereof, under the title de- 
rived from said sheriff’s deeds. 

So that the fourth section would read: 

Sec. 4. And be it further enacted, That no sult shalt be 
brought by virtuc of the provisions of this act, unless the 
same be instituted within two years from the passage of 
this act. 


The amendment was concurred in. 
SLAVERY QUESTION. 
Mr. BIGLER. I now move to postpone alk 
prior orders for the purpose of proceeding with 


| the consideration of the joint resolutions of the 
| Senator from Kentucky. 


Mr. WILSON. [ask for the yeas and nays. 

Mr. COLLAMER. Is it understood that that 
is to include the special orders made for one 
o’clock, or is it only for the morning hour? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, ‘Those ques- 
tions will come up when the hour of one o’clock 
arrives. The Senator from Pennsylvania moves 


| to take up for consideration the joint resolutions 


of the Senator from Kentucky; and upon this 


| question the yeas and nays have been demanded. | 


Mr. WILSON. If itis understood that at one 
o’elock the other matters are to be called up, I 
withdraw the call for the yeas and nays. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. From the rec- 
ord it appears that there will be two or three spe- 
cial orders coming upat one o’elock. Their dis- 

osition will be subject to the control of a major- 
ity of the Senate when that hour comes. ‘Lhe 
demand for the yeas and nays is withdrawn. 
The question is on taking up these resolutions 
for consideration. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas. Mv attention 
was diverted for a moment, and I would suggest 
to the Senator to allow me to make a report from 
the Committee on Military Affairs and Militia, 
and have it acted on. . 

Mr. BIGLER. Certainly; I have no objection 
to that. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas, The Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs and Militia, to whom was 
recommitted the bill (TE. R. No. 132) to remove 
the United States arsenal from the city of St. 
Louis, and to provide for the sale of the lands on 
which the same is located, have instructed me to 


i report it, with amendments; and I ask that it be 
passed now. There was no difference in the com- 
mittee as to it. 


These are amendments which 
ought to be attached to the House bill, and ought 
to pass. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator 


from Arkansas asks the consideration of the bill 


just reported. 


Mr. BIGLER. 1 intended to give way for the 
report, not for the passage of the bill. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas. It will take but 
a moment or two, I think; but I withdraw the 
application, and give notice that I shall call it up 
to-morrow morning. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question 
is on the motion ef the Senator from Ponnsylva- 
nia, to take up the joint resolutions of the Senator 
from Kentucky. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as 
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in Committee of the Whole, resumed the consid- 
eration of the joint resolution (S. No. 54) pro- 
posing certain amendments to the Constitution of 
the United States. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator 
from New Hampshire [Mr. Crarx] offered an 
amendment in the form of a substitute for the 
whole body of the original resolutions. The first 
question, however, will be on the amendment to 
the original resolutions, which was pending before 
the motion of the Senator from New Hampshire 
was made; and that amendment is, in article one 
af the proposed constitutional amendments, line 
fourteen, after the word ‘territory,’ to insert 
“now held or hereafter to be acquired;”’ so that 
the clause will read: 

In all the territory now held or hereafter to be acquired 
south of said line of latitude, slavery of the African race is 
hereby recognized, &e, 

Mr. SUMNER and others. 
yeas and nays on that. 

‘The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. IVERSON. Is that amendment suscepti- 
ble of division, so as to vote on the first proposi- 
tion in relation to the exclusion of slavery north 
of latitude 360 30? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, The Chair will 
suggest that the propositions indicated by the Sen- 
ator are not contained in the amendment. They 
are a part of the original resolution. 

Mr. PUGH. I would ask the Senator from 
Kentucky (Mr. PoweLL] whether he deems the 
amendment material? It is a matter of indiffer- 
ence to me personally, but I doubt whether it will 
facilitate the passage of the proposition. Unless 
it is material, I think if we dispose of present 
difficulties, without taking future ones upon in- 
terest, it would be the part of wisdom, 1 suggest 
to him that it really will impair the chance of the 
adoption of the proposition. 

r. POWELL. I will say to the Senator that 
I do think it material, and that was the intention 
of my colleague in presenting the resolutions. I 
put this amendment in to make it clear and dis- 
tinct. I understand my colleague to accept it, as 
it carries out his original design. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. I think the resolution would 
bear that construction at this time without the 
amendment, I do not think it changes the mean- 
ing of the resolution. 

Mr. PUGH. Certainly not; but as the future 
acquisitions, if we have any, will be by treaty, 
where a bare number of one exceeding a third of 
the Senate are to hold a negative, it seems to me 
we had better leave these questions to the future. 
Ag I say, it is a matter of indifference t ; but 
1 think it will affect some votes, so farX’s I am 
informed. 

Mr: LATHAM. I am perfectly wi to vote 
for the proposition of the Senator from Ken- 
tucky, [Mr. Crirtenpen,] or any other plan to 
relieve the country from the danger in which it 
is placed. I approve, most heartily of the ori- 
ginal resolutions as first printed; but I cannot give 
my consent to the amendment now pending, pro- 
posed by the other Senator from Kentucky, (Mr. 
Powewx.] If it is incorporated into the original 
resolutions, of course I will vote for them; but I 
think it is unnecessar y—will lead to misconstruc- 
tion; and, instead of being a peacc-offering, will 
be a firebrand thrown into the solution of this 
whole subject. I will bricfly state my reasons 
for this opinion, and if I am wrong senior Sena- 
tors can correctme. Thisamendment is intended 
to apply to all future territory acquired by our 
Government south of 360 30. To my mind itis 
nothing more than amending the Constitution by 
an irrevocable article, saying, virtually, that the 
American territory shall be confined within its 
present limits. OF hae 

One of the great causes of our present disturb- 
ances is an apprehension existing in the south- 
ern mind that the Republican party designs sur- 
rounding the slave States with a cordon of free 
territory or free States. They protest against 
being hemmed in by this method, alleging that in 
a very few years, from the rapid increase of their 
slaves, they will require an outlet and new terri- 


Let us have the 


Ge 


tory to profitably and safely employ them. Now, | 


sir, the moment you incorporate this amendment 
into your Constitution, this object against which 
they so much protest will be accomplished. Sup- 
pose, sir, the time does arrive—it may not and will 


not probably come in our day—when a new field | 


for slave labor will be required for the reason 

before stated, how, I ask Senators, can you obtain 

it? You cannot get it by treaty, for you cannot 

get two thirds of this body where the Republican 

element is so strong, ever to ratify a treaty which 

increases the area of slave territory. . If you 
want it by purchase, the numerical strength of the 
North in both branches of Congress is sufficient, 
if this fanatical spirit continues, to prevent the 
purchase of an acre where slavery is to be toler- 
ated. The very moment the southern States, at 
some future period, would see this disposition on 
the part of the North to curtail the institution of 
slavery, and confine it to its present limits, we. 
would have a renewal of the agitation of slavery, 
disunion, secession, revolution, or whatever else 
you may call our present troubles. 

To my mind, the adoption of this amendment 
limits now and forever the area of our empire. If 
we expand, it must be in a southern direction. It 
has been a favorite policy of the Democratic party 
to acquire Cuba, for which we have been willing 
to pay $200,000,000. We discussed all last win- 
ter the propriety of assuming a protectorate over 
Mexico, with the view, in the process of time,as 
eur population increased, to absorb and assimi- 
late that people, and make it a portion of our 
nation. Our people are progressive and expans- 
ive; and I am not prepared, for one, to vote for 
any constitutional provision which gives the 
power to any section or party to say, * thus far 
shalt thou go, and no further.” Ido not think 
the people of California would ratify any such 
provision. Why? Because they have been look- 
ing eagerly to the acquisition of the State of So- 
nora, Lower California, in order that we might 
have complete control, not only of the Gulf of 
California, but of the entire trade and commerce 
of the Pacific coast. The adoption of this amend- 
ment would forever dissipate any such hopes. 

The Representatives of the northern States 
would never ratify a treaty or vote money to ob- 
tain cither of those States, if they knew that sla- 
very was to be constitutionally foreed upon the 
people of those States during their territorial con- 
dition. So we could never he able to purchase 
Cuba, or any portion of Mexico. 

I know, Mr. President, that this amendment 
may look pleasing to the southern people, and 
it may give a truce to our present troubles; but, 
sir, in common with my party associates, I want 
to see this question settled now and forever. The 
people of the South are getting very little by the 
cession of New Mexico as slave territory, for it 
is not adapted to that institution, Slave labor 
cannot there be profitable; and though it may be 
admitted as a slave State, it will not be five years 
before it changes its condition. Then we will be 
again met by this same argument of the necessity 
of more territory for slave expansion; and under 
this amendment it never can be had. 

Again, sir: it will be an element of discord 
when the pcople come to decide upon these amend- 
ments. The Republicans can well say to their 
followers that the South will not be content with 
anything less than an irrevocable constitutional 


| enactment forcing slavery upon all our future ac- 


quit territory in the South, whether the people 
want it or not. 

The distinguished Senator from Iinois [Mr. 
Doveas] received over one million votes in | 
the recent presidential contest, all of whom be- | 
lieved and were committed to the proposition so 
often and so ably advocated by him, that the 
people of the Territories, during their territorial 
existence, should control and regulate this insti- 
tution of slavery to snit themselves. How, I 


| ask, can they take away any such right by con- 


senting to this lasting amendment. The sup- 
porters of Mr. Breckinridge never contended for 
anything more than the giving of protection by the 
Gencral Government to the institution of slavery, 
the same as any other property, in the Territory. | 
Even many of them, sir, would be unwilling to 


vote for this amendment, withail its consequences, || 


as I have before stated them. Mr. President, | 
“ suficient unto the day is the evil thereof;’’ and 
let us legislate for our present territory, without 
the imposition of restrictions upon the future de- 
velopment of the country, the consequences of | 
which none of us can foresee, 

This is the ight in which this amendment ap- 


pears to my mind, and I therefore will not sup- |) 


: : I i 
port it, although I will vote for the Crittenden | 


propositions, even.though itis incorporated. bya: 
majority of this body. I am notin the habit si 
of setting up my-opinion against. my elders, Lb, 
have been in the habit of following ‘the lead of. 
distinguished Senators upon all. party questions. : 
I am never unwilling to assume any. responsibil- 
ity imposed upon. me, and.J am not now; but,to 
my vision, my associates are’committing a blun 
der by ‘inserting these words; < hereafter ac-- 
quired,” and will not attain the end they have 80° 
patriotically in view. f ; 

Mr. DOUGLAS. As J intimated before, Tam 
clearly of the opinion that if these words are ‘not 
inserted, the legal effect will be the same, If this 
becomes a constitutional amendment, it applies to 
all the Territories we have got; and if we acquire 
any more, it will apply to them the moment we 
acquire them; so I think it does not make any 
difference. I should prefer that, instead of insert- 
ing these words, the Senator from Kentucky 
would move to strike out:the words‘ now held or. 
hereaficr acquired,” in the previous lines. Then; 
it would stand that in all the territory of the 
United States slavery shall be prohibited north, 
and so on. The words * now held.or hereafter 
acquired,” are entirely unnecessary where. they 
now occur in the first article. It applies. to the 
country we now have, and when we get any more 
it will apply to that when we get it. If we do 
not get any more, of course we do not want to 
apply it there. ` 

Mr. BAKER. Allow me to understand the 
Senator from Illinois; I have no doubt he has 
studied this proposition with great care. DoI 
understand him to say, that his opinion is that, as 
the resolution now is, it recognizes and. protects 
slavery south of 360 30' in all the territory that 
we now have, and all we may ever get to the end 
of the world? : : 

Mr. DOUGLAS... If the Senator had heard 
what I said, I think he would have no trouble in, 


l 


comprehending it. ; 

Mr. BAKER. I did not hear it. FEI 

Mr. DOUGLAS. I say that when. the pro- 
vision declares that in all the territory of the Uni- 
ted States north of a certain line slavery is pro- 
hibited, the provision reaches all the territory we 
have now got; and if we acquire more, the Con- 
stitution will apply to all we then have, and. it 
will apply to the additions we acquire just as fast 
as we get them. We now provide for all the 
territory of the United States. The whole of it 
is covered by the Constitution. If we enlarge the 
boundaries, the Constitution will cover the en- 
larged boundaries. Hence the provision willap- 
ply to the new acquisition’, without its being so 
stated expressly. 

Mr. BAKER. I think so. 

Mr. MASON. Mr. President, it would seem 
to me, in strict legal construction, if the words re- ` 
ferred to by the Senator from Hlinois were stricken 
out, and this division were to apply in the. lan-. 
guage of the resolution to all the territory of the 
United States, it would be construed to be con- 
figed to the cxisting.territory—the territory asit 
shod when the amendment. passed. I amre- 
minded that such is the way in which the Supreme 
Court construed the ordinance of 1787. I am sure, 
from my recollection of the rules of construction 
in the courts, that it would apply only to the ter- 
ritory now possessed—possessed at the time the 
provision passed. But the honorable Senator who 
drew these resolutions, I presume, acting upon 
that construction, has endeavored to make it cer- 
tain; and I presume further, that his intention was 
that the term, ‘after acquired territory,’? was to 
apply to territory as well south as north of this 
line; and it is possible, but barely possible, that 
that might be the construction placed upon it-by 
the legislative mind, or the judicial tribunal that 
wascailed upon to construcit. Butatlast, it would 
be a matter of doubt what was the intent of Con- 
gress in using the precise language that is found 
in the resolutions; and the honorable Senator from 
Kentucky [Mr. PowrLL] has introduced the 
amendment, only to make certain what might pos- 
sibly be the subject of misconstruction. But, be 
that as it may, if this’proposition is to havée-any. 


| value as an amendment to the Constitution, an 


to put an end to the troubles now existing in the 
country, Lam sure I need not say.to,Senators on 
either side of this Chamber, that it can never be 
received by the slaveholding States unless. itis 


i made so. “Now, I will not undertake, to say, be~ 
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ee g s3 ‘ or esl 
cause it will require deliberation, what, in my 
opinion—whatever that may be worth—would be 
the construction placed upon the language as it 
now stands; but it would really seem prima facie 
to intend: to extend the provisions of the resolu- 
tion to all the territory north of it, and not to 
extend them to the territory south of it. 

Mr. COLLAMER. I understood it so. 

Mr. MASON. The Senator says he understood 
itso. I do not ‘know that on a fair interpretation 
it would bear that construction; but it ought to 
be made certain, and if it is to be of any value, it 
must bé made so: The language as it now stands 
is this-— : 

The PRESIDINGOFFICER. Will the Sen- 
ator from Virginia suspend his remarks for a mo- 
ment? It is imperative upon the Chair, under the 
rales ofthe Senate, the hour of one o’clock hav- 
ing arrived, to call up the special orders for that 
hour, They are all at the disposal of a majority 
of the Senate; but it is imperative upon the Chair 
to présent the special orders. 

Mr. MASON. What is the special order? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will 
state the questions as they stand. The bill for 
the admission of Kansas was made the special 
order for to-day at one o’clock. The Pacific rail- 
road bill, yesterday, was left, and remains, the un- 
finished business. ‘The question arose a few days 
since, as to the priority of two propositions, one 
having been a special order for a particular hour 
when that hour arrived, and the proposition left 
unfinished the day preceding. The Chair has had 
consultation, he feels bound to say, with the per- 
manent Presiding Officer of this body, and he will 
be governed by his decision, whatever may be his 
own private personal opinion; and he learns from 
him that it has been his practice, and such is his 
construction of the rules, that the unfinished busi- 
ness takes priority of business assigned for a par- 
ticular hour under the rule. The Chair, therefore, 
under that ruling, presents the Pacific railroad bill 
as now before the Senate. These questions are 
now at the disposition of a majority of the Sen- 
ate, to proceed with such measure as they see fit; 
but the Pacific railroad bill is now the business 
before the Senate. 

Mr. BIGLER. I move to postpone the Pacific 
railroad billand all other prior orders, for the pur- 
pose of proceeding with the consideration of the 
resolutions of the Senator from Kentucky. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator 
from Pennsylvania moves to postpone the Pacific 
railroad bill, and all other orders, special or gen- 
eral, with a view to proceed with the considera- 
tion of the resolutions now before the Senate. 

Mr. WILSON. I ask for the yeas and hays 
on that motion. 

. The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. SIMMONS. I ask for a division of the 
question. Let us vote on postponing the Pacific 
railroad bill first. - 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair 
does not regard the motion as divisible. 

Mr. SUMNER. I wouldask if the motion may 
not be amended by substituting the Kansas bill, 
instead of the resolutions of the Senator from 
Kentucky? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It is compe- 
petent for any Senator at any time to move to 
postpone all prior orders, with reference to the 
consideration of any particular subject indicated 
by him; and that motion is neither divisible nor 
amendable. 

The question being taken by yeas and nays, 
resulted—yeas 27, nays 26; as follows: 

YEAS—Mesers. Bayard, Benjamin, Bigler, Bragg, Bright, | 
Clingman, Crittenden, Donglas, Fitch, Green, Hemphill, | 
Hunter, lverson, Johnson of Tenuessee, Kennedy, Lane, 
Mason, Nicholson, Pearce, Polk, Powell, Pugh, Rice, Sauls- 
bury, Scbastian, Slidell, and Wigtall—27. 

NAYS—Mesers. Anthony, Baker, Bingham, Cameron, 
Chandler, Clark, Collamer, Dixon, Doolittle, Durkec, Fes- 
genden, Foot, Foster, Grimes, Gwin, Hale, Harlan, King, 


Latham, Seware, Simmons, Sumner, Ten Eyck, Trumbull, 
Wade, and Wilsan—26. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. So the motion 
eke and the resolutions of the Senator from Í 
Centucky (Mr. Carrrenpen] are before the Sen- 
ate; and the question now is on the amendment 
of the Senator irom Kentucky, [Mr. Powext.] 

Mr.MASON. 1 hope the Chair will recollect 
~—l am sure he did not recollect--that I was inter- 
rupted in my remarks by the calling for the spe- | 
cial order. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair begs ! 


eS } 
pardon of the Senator from Virginia. The Sena- 


| prevented from making it a national system, and 


tor from Virginia was upon the floor on this ques- | 
tion. 

Mr. MASON. I knew it was only a misad- 
vertence of the Chair. I was proceeding to say, 
My. President, that before this proposition, as an 
amendment to the Constitution, can be adopted 
by the slaveholding States, I know I speak their 
sentiment in requiring that it shall be too ex- 
plicit to be misunderstood ; and unless thisamend- 
ment prevails, it will, of course, be of no value. 
I have not said a word as to the general character 
of this proposition, because I thought it best to 
refrain from it; and I shall confine my remarks 
upon it only to those questions that may inci- 
dentally arise in perfecting it. I shall not speak 
to the merits of the proposition, until I sce what 
may be the probability of its passage; but there 
is one clause of it, which I understand now, 
although offered separately, is a part of the reso- 
lution to be submitted, to which, of course, I 
never can assent, nor, I presume, others. It is 
that which requires the sense of the people to be 
taken upon the resolutions as a basis for the 
amendment of the Constitution. Now, sir, I am 
not prepared, for one, to convert this Government 
from a republic of confederated States into a con- 
solidated Government. 

The question being taken by yeas and nays on 
the amendment of Mr. PowELL, resulted—yeas 
29, nays 24; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs.Baker, Bayard, Benjamin, Bigler, Bragg, 
Bright, Clingman, Crittenden; Douglas, Fitch, Green, 
Gwin, Hemphill, Hunter, Iverson, Johnson of Tennessee, 
Kennedy, Lane, Mason, Nicholson, Pearce, Polk, Powell, 
Pugh, Rice, Saulsbury, Sebastian, Slidell, and Wigiall—29, 

NAYS—Messrs. Anthony, Bingham, Cameron, Chand- 
ler, Clark, Collamer, Dixon, Doolittle, Durkee, Fessenden, 
Foot, Foster, Grimes, Hale, Martan, King, Latham, Sew- 
ard, Simmons, Sumner, Ten Eyck, Trumbull, Wade, and 
Wilson——24. 

So the amendment was agreed to. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. If no further 
amendment be offered, either to the original res- 
olutions or to the amendment offered as a substi- 
tute by the Senator from New Hampshire, [Mr. 
Crarx,] the question will be on the amendment 
of the Senator from New Hampshire. 

The Secretary read Mr. Crark’s amendment, 
which is to strike out the preamble, and all of the 
resolutionsafter the word ‘ resolved,’’ and insert: 

That the provisions of the Constitution are ample for 
the preservation of the Union, and the protection of all the 
material interests of the country; that itneeds to be obeyed 
rather than amended; and that an extrication from our 
present dangers is to be looked for in strenuous efforts to 
preserve the peace, protect the public property, and enforce 
the laws, rather than in new guarantees for particular in~ 
terests, compromises for particular difficulties, or conces- 
sions to unreasonable demands. 

Resolved, Thatallattempts to dissolve the present Union, 
or overthrow orabandon the present Constitution, with the 
hope or expectation of constructing a new one, are dan- 
gerous, illusory, and destructive; that In the opinion of the 
Senate of the United States no such reconstruction is prac- 
ticable 5 and therefore, to the maintenance of the existing 
Union and Constitution should be directed all the energies 
of alt the departments of the Government, and the efforts 
of all good citizens. 


Mr. BINGHAM called for the yeas and nays 
and they were ordered. 

Mr. SIMMONS. Mr. President, I intimated 
yesterday, that when this question came up again 
I desired to submit a few remarks to the Senate; 
and I do not know but that it is as well to do so 
on the amendment as on the original proposition. 
Iam opposed to the amendments of the Consti- 
tution proposed in these resolutions; but before 
I proceed to point out the particular objections to 
these amendments, I will try to explain what I 
understand to be the Constitution we now have. 

The Senator from Texas, [Mr. Wicratt,] the 
other day, in some remarks to the Senate, said 
that when this Constitution was framed, by the 
aid of Connecticut, seconded by Mr, Paterson, of 
New Jersey, the framers of the instrument were 


through the aid of Connecticut and New Jersey, 
made it a federative system. Ido not intend to 
argue that question, whether or not, at this day, 
we are living ander a Confederation or a Consti- 
tution; but F will state the proposition as made 
in the convention upon which he based this dec- 
laration, and Į ask my’ friend and colleague—as 
he can see better than I can, und also read a great 
deal better—to read this debate, There are sev- 
eral pages of it. I think it explains more clearly 
than I could what the fathers intended this instru- ! 


ment to be. The proposition was this: Mr. Ells- 
worth moved that 3t-be referred to the Legislatures 
of the States for ratification; Mr. Paterson sec- 
onded the motion; and here is the debate upon it, 
which I shall make a part of my speech. 

Mr. ANTHONY read, as follows: 


“Mr. ELrLsworTtH moved that it be referred to the Legis- 
latures of the States for ratification. 

« Mr. PATERSON seconded the motion. 

“Colonel Mason considered a reference of the plan to 
the authority of the people as onc ef the most important 
and esseutial of the resolutions. The Legislatures have 
no power to ratifyit. They are the mere creatures of the 
State constitutions, and cannot be greater than their crea- 
tors. And he knew of no power in any of their constitu- 
tions—he knew there was no power in some of them--that 
could be competent to this object. Whither, then must 
we resort? ‘fo the people with whom all power remains 
that has not been given up in the constitutions derived 
from them. It was of great moment, he observed, that this 
doctrine should be cherished, as the basis of frec Govern- 
ment. Another strong reason was, that, admitting the Le- 
gislatures to have a competent authority, it would be wrong 
to referthe plan to them, because succeeding Legislatures, 
having equal authority could undo the acts of their pre- 
decessors; and the national Government would stand, ir 
each State, on the weak and tottering foundation ofan act 
of Assembly. There was a remaining consideration of some 
weight. Jn some of the States, the governments were not 
derived from the clear and undisputed authority of the 
people. This was the case in Virginia. Some of the best 
and wisest citizens considered the constitution as estab- 
lished by an assumed authority. A national constitution de- 
rived from such a source would be exposed to the severest 
criticisms. 

“Mr. RanpoLpn. One idea has pervaded all our pro- 
ceedings, to wit: that opposition, as well from the States 
as from individuals, will be made to the system to be pro- 
posed. Will it not, then, be highly imprudent to furnish any 
unnecessary pretext by the mode of ratifying it? Added ta 
other objections against a ratification by the legislative 
authority only, it may be remarked, that there have been 
instances in which the authority of the common law. has 
been set up in particular States against that of the Confed- 
eration, which has had no higher sanction than legislative 
ratification. Whose opposition will be most likely to be 
excited against the system? That of the local demagogues 
who will be degraded by it from the importance they now 
hold. These will spare no efforts to impede that progress 
inthe popular mind which will be necessary to the adoption 
of the plan, and which every member will find to bave taken 
place in his own, if he will compare his present opinions 
with those he brought with him into the convention. Itis 
of great importance, therefore, that the consideration of 
this subject should be transferred froin the Legislatures, 
where this class of men have their full influence, to a field 
in which their efforts ean be less mischievous. It is, morc- 
over, worthy of consideration, that some of the States are 
averse to any change in their constitutions, and will not 
take the requisite steps unless expressly called upon, to 
refer the question to the people. 

“Mr, Gerry. The arguments of Colonel Mason and Mr. 

Randolph prove too much, ‘hey prove an unconstitution~ 
ality in the present Federal system, and even in some of the 
State governments. Inferences drawn from such a source 
must be inadmissible. Both the State governments and 
the Federal Government bave been too long acquiesced in, 
to be now shaken. Ie considered the Confederation to be 
paramoungto any State constitution. The lastarticle of it, 
SETS ira iterations, must consequently be so as well 
as the othe: pean everything done in pursnance of the 
article musffhave the same high authority with the article. 
Great confiision, he was confident, would result from a 
currence to the people. They would never agree on any- 
thing. He could not see any ground to suppose that the 
people will do what their rulers will not. ‘Phe rulers will 
either conform tu or influence the sense of the people, 
“Mr. Goruam was against referring the plan to the Le- 
islatures. 1. Men chosen by the people for the particular 
purpose will discuss the subject more candidly than mem- 
bers of the Legislature who are to lose the power which is 
to be given up tothe General Government. 2. Some ofthe 
Legislatures are composed of several branches. It will 
consequently be more difficult, in these cases, to get the 
plan through the Legislatures than through a convention. 
3. In the States many of the ablest men are excluded from 
the Legislatures, but may be elected into a convention. 
Among these may be ranked many of the clergy, who are 
generally friends to good government. Theirservices were 
found to be valuable in the formation and establishment of 
the constitution of Massachusetts. 4. The Legislatures 
will be interrupted with a variety of little business; by art- 
fully pressing which, designing men will fiud means to 
delay from year to year, if not to frustrate altogether, the 
national system. 5. Ifthe last article of the Confederation 
is to be pursued, the unanimous concurrence of the States 
will be necessary. But willany one say that all the States 
are to suffer themselves to be ruined, if Rbode Island should 
persist in her opposition to general measures? Some other 
States might also tread in her steps. The present advant- 
age which New York seems to be so much attached to, 
of taxing her neighbors by the regulation of her trade, makes 
it very probable that she will be ofthe number. It would 
therefore deserve serious consideration, whether provision 
ought not to be made for giving effect to the system with- 
out waiting for the unanimous concurrence of the States.”” 

“Mr. Ecuswortn. If there be any Legislatures who 
should fiud themselves incompetent to the ratification, he 
should be content to let them advise with their constit- 
uents, and pursue such a mode as would be competent. He 
thought more was to be expected from the Legislatures 
than the people. The prevailing wish of the people in the 
castern States is, to get rid of the public debt; and the idea 
of strengthening the National Government carries with it 
that of strengthening the public debt. It was said by Col- 
onel Mason, in the first place, that the Legislatures have na 
authority in this case; and in the segond, that their sne- 
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cessors, having equal authority, could rescind their acts. 
-As to the second point, he could not admit it to be well 
founded. An act to which the States, by their Legislatures, 
make themselvespattics, becomes a compact from which no 
one of the parties can recede of itself. As to the first point, 
he observed ihat a new set of ideas seem to have crept in 
‘since the Articlesaf Confederation were established. Con- 
ventions, of the people or with power derived expressly 
from the peopie, were not then thought of. The Legisia- 
tures were censidcred as competent. ‘Their ratification has 
deen acquiesced in Wwithoat complaint. To whom have 
Congress applied on subsequent occasions for further pow- 
ers? To the Legislatures, not to the people. The fact is, 
that we exist at present, and we need not inquire how, as 
a Federal society, united by a charter, one article of which 
is, that alterations therein may be made by the legislative 
authority of the States. Tt has becn said that, if the 
Confederation is to be observed, the States must unani- 
mously concur in the proposed innovations, He would 
answer that, if such were the urgency and necessity of our 
situation as to warrant a new compact among a part of the 
States, founded on the consent of the people, the same 
pleas would be equally valid in favor of a partial compact, 
founded en the consent of the Legislatures. 

“Mr. Wriittamson thought the resolution (the nine- 
teenth) so expressed as that it might be submitted either 
to the Legislatures or to conventions recommended by the 
Legislatures. He observed that some Legislatures were 
evidently unauthorized to ratify the system. ile thought, 
too, that conventions Were to be preferred, as more likely 
to be composed of the ablest men in the States. 

“Mr. Gouverneur Morris considered the inference of 
Mr. Ellsworth from the plea of necessity, as applied to the 
‘establishment of a new system on the consent of the peo- 
ple of a part of the States, in favor of a like establishment 
on the consent of a part of the Legislatures as a non seguè- 
dur. If the Confederation is to be pursued, no alteration 
can be made without the unanimous consent of the Legis- 
Jatnres. Legislative alteratiens not conformable to the Fed- 
eral compact would clearly not be valid. The judges would 
consider them as null and void. Whereas, in case of an 
appeal to the people of the United States, the supreme au- 
thority, the Federal compact may be altered by a majority 
of them, in like manuer as the Constitution of a particular 
State may be altered by a majority of the people of the 
State. The amendment moved by Mr. Ellsworth errone- 
ously supposes that we are proceeding on the basis of the 
Confederation. ‘This convention is unknown to the Con- 
federation. 

“Mr. Kine thought with Mr. Ellsworth, that the Legis- 
Aatures had a competent authority, the acquiescence of the 
people of America in the Contederation being equivalent 
to a formal ratification bythe people, He thought with Mr. 
Ellsworth, also, that the plea of necessity was as valid in 
the one case as in the other. At the same time he pre- 
ferred a reference to the authority of the people, especially 
delegated to conventions, as the most certain means oY ob- 
viating all disputes and doubts concerning the legitimacy 
of the new Constitution, as well as the most fikely means 
of drawing forth the best men in the States to decide on it. 
He remarked that, among other objections made in the State 
of New York to granting powers to Congress, one had been 
that such powers as would operate within the States could 
not be reconciled to the Constitution, and therefore were 
not grantable by the legislative authority. He considered it 
as of some consequence also, to get rid of the scruples 
which some members of the State Legislatures might de- 
rive {rom their oaths to support and maintain the existing 
constitutions. 

« Mr. Mapison thoughtit clear that the Legislatures were 
incompetent to the proposed changes. These changes would 
make essential inroads on the State constitutions; and it 
would be a novel and dangerous doctrine that a Legisla- 
ture could change the constitution under which it beld its 
existence. There might, indeed, be some constitutions 
within the Union which had given a power to the Legisla- 
‘ure to concur in alterations of the Federal compact. But 
there were certainly some which had not; and, in the case 
of these, a ratification must of necessity be obtained from 
the people. fie considered the difference between a sys- 
tem founded on the Legislatures only and one founded on 
the people to be the true difference between a league or 
treaty and a constitution. The former, im point of moral 
obligation, might be as inviolable as the latter; in point of 
political operation, there were two important distinctions 
in favor of the latter: first, a law violating a treaty ratified 
by a preéxisting law might be respected by the judges as a 
jaw, though an unwise or perfidious one. A law violating 
a Constitution established by the people themselves would 
be considered by the judges as null and void. Secondly, 
the doctrine taid down by the law of nations in the case of 
treaties is, that a breach of any one article by any of the 
parties, frees the other parties from their engagements. In 
the case of a union of people under one constitution, the 
nature of the fact has always becn understood to exelude 
such an interpretation. Comparing the two modes, in point 
of expediency, he thought all the considerations which rec- 
ommended this convention in preference to Congress, for 
proposing the reform, were in favor of State conventions, 
in preference to the Legislatures, for examining and adopt- 
ing it. 

8 On the question, on Mr. Etlsworth’s motion, to refer 
the plan to the Legislatures of the States—- 

#Connectient, Delaware, Marylaud—ay, 3. g 

“New Hampshire, Massachusetts, Pennsylvania, Vir- 
ginia, North Carolina, South Carolina, Georgia—no, 7.”’— 
The Madison Papers; Containing Debates on the Confeder- 
ationand Constitution. Supp emeni to Ellioti’s Debates, vol. 
55 pp. 352, 353, 354, 355, 306. 

Mr. SIMMONS. Mr. President, that explains 
what the framers of this Government intended 
it should be; and yet men will refer to that very 
question there decided—seven against it, and three 
for it—and say that that decision was in favor of | 
making a confederation, instead efa national Gov- 
ernment; and every argument that has been made |! 
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onthe opposite side of the Chamber hastreated this 
Constitution as in the nature of a league or treaty. 
A compact broken in one part is broken in all 
parts, said Mr. Webster. [agree with that; but 
did he ever say this Constitution was a compact? 
Never; never. ,Quotations are made from emi- 
nent men, who make speeches cither to get votes 
or to get nominations, and they are adduced here 
as constitutional authority. I read this very de- 
bate and another here fourteen years ago, in the 
presence of the Senator from Virginia, [Mr. Ma- 
son.] I read what that gentleman’s distinguished 
ancestor said on this constitutional question. I 
read if, too, upon another portion of this subject 
that I shall call his attention to; and, I think, I 


| shall mention what reply he made about that time; 


but l am now upon this Constitution, and upon 


| the fact that every Senator who has made an ar- 


gument upon this question in favor cf the right of 
a State to secede, has based it upon the argument, 
and solely upon the argument, that the Constitu- 
tion is a treaty, and not a Constitution. I agree 
thata treaty which is broken in one part is broken 
in all, and frees everybody. That was Mr. Mad- 
ison’s doctrine; but he said that a constitution 
formed by the people is not a compact, buta pact 
that excludes such an interpretation, Yet, every- 
body on the other side says it is a compact; and 
the distinguished Senator from Texas says that 
the old men who made this Constitution, of all 
things in the world, knew nothing about it; that 
they were very good men for generals, and such 
like, but they knew nothing about the Constitu- 
tion. Well, sir, they are good enough authority 
for me. I would rather read their authority than 
any other I could get. [make noargumentuponit. 
call the attention of the Senator from Virginia 
to what he said this morning about referring these 
resolutions tothe people. He said he was against 
letting the people vote on these resolutions. His 
distinguished ancestor said he held it of the first 
importance, that this Government should rest on 
the will of the people; but it has got to be un- 
fashionable now; the peoplearc not to be trusted | 
in thisage. I have as abiding faith in them now 
as the fathers had when they made this Constitu- 
tion; and how did they come out? Lookat your 
seventy years’ expericnce under this Constitution, 
Did they trust the people in vain? I hope not; I 
know they did not. [twas the faith of the fathers. 
Let us live by it, and stand by it. 1 know that I 
shall be tedious if I go into that debate; and there- 
fore I dismiss it. 

Mr. MASON. 
interpose a word? 

Mr. SIMMONS. Certainly. 

Mr. MASON. WhatI said implied no distrust 
of the people whatever. What I said referred 
entirely to the theory of thisGovernment. This 
Government, as I understand, is a confederation 
of States; and when the people are spoken of in 
the Constitution, it means the people of each State 
separatim, as a separate independent political com- 
munity, each State being sovereign. Now, Iun- 
derstand the scope of this resolution is to refer a 

uestion of constitutional amendment, not to the 

tates or to the people of the States, as separate 
independent political communities, but to refer it 
to the people of all the States as a general mass. 
I say that the Constitution never contemplated 
that the people of the United States, as a mass, a 
homogeneous mass, should be the parties to the 
Federal Government; and therefore, withoutany 
distrust of the people in their separate States, Í 
never can agree to convert the form of govern- 
ment we now have, from a confederation of Re- 

ublics into a consolidated Government. And, 
interrupting the Senator for a moment longer, I 
would refer to the fact, that when the Coustitution 
contemplates amendments to be made to it, they 
arc amendments to be made to it by the States, as 
States, either by their Legislatures or by conven- 
tions, as may be arranged; but in each instance 
the amendments are to be made by States, and 
those amendments would not be carried bya popu- 
lar vote, but each State would give one single vote 
and one only upon the amendments. The State 
which the honorable Senator represents, with its 
population, would give a vote equal to the State 
represented by the Senator from New York-—a | 
single vote. ‘There was no idea of referring it 
broadcast to the people, as a consolidated mass. 
That is all I wish to say. 


Will the Senator allow me to 


| ator. tomake the Objection. :Ifitead 


hese resp li- 
tions aright, these amendments are:ta‘be adopted 
if they are. approved of ‘by. the people of thrte 
fourths of the States, each State havingiut: one 
vote. That is the way. 1 read: the resolutions: 
One of them, | am: pretty.sures says së. d 
it yesterday. Lagree that the Senator is:right a 
| Saying that the ameridments:are to be- referred to 
the people of the States, and’ that the original 
proposition was made to the people of the States; 
and why was it? It was because this Constitu- 
tion took from the State authorities many of- the 
owers that the people had given to ‘thei State 
Legislatures; and they were not going to havea 
mass meeting, and let the people of Virginia‘ take 
away the rights thathad been given by the people 
of South Carolina to their State Legislature. They 
must be the same constituent body that granted 
these rights to their State government, that should 
take them back again and grant them to this: Gov- 
ernment. That is the distinction. Nobody. else 
was competent to take away the rights:of the 
people of Rhode Island but the people of Rhode 
slant themselves; and so with all the rest ofithe 
States. That is the reason, and the only: reason, 
that this Constitution was sent to the: States;not 
because it was a confederation, as ‘the Sénator 
reiterates again to-day, but because powers. were 
given in the Constitution to the national: Govern- 
ment, that could not be taken from the States by 
anybody but those who gave those powers to 
them; and they took those powers from the States 
in ratifying this Constitution, and gave them to 
the national Government. I have no doubt the 
Senator from Kentucky, in his resolutions, has 
provided the same mode that is pointed out inthe 
Constitution, to let the people vote in each State 
for against these amendments, . Am Fmistaken 
in that? at f orp nehri 
Mr. CRITTENDEN. The resolutions which 
I offered provided no means of that sort; but the 
Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. Breuer] has 
been so good as to introduce a bill here preserib- 
ing the mode in which the vote shall be taken, as 
it was taken at the presidential election, and: by 
the same officers. : par 
Mr. SIMMONS. I have seen it somewhere 
in the printed proceedings. That would certain! 
be the way. There is no other way to do itun- 
der the Constitution. Every suggestion, ‘every 
argument made use of by every man who spolre 
in this debate in the Convention as to whether the 
Constitution should be ratified by the Legisla- 
tures or by the people, no matter whether they 
were in favor of a Confederation or in favor of a 
national Government, furnishes a complete an- 
swer to all the arguments that have been brought 
up here of the right of a State to secede. Mer, 
Ellsworth, as much of a Federalist as he was, 
denied that right under the confederation; and 
every national man from that time down has 
always denied it. E: 
Now, Mr. President, having disposed of that 
question, so far as I choose to speak on it in this 
connection, I come tothe provisions for its amend- 
ment; and I have to say to my worthy and. dis- 
tinguished friend from Kentucky that I consider 
his plan grossly violative of the Constitution it- 
self. He knows that I speak of it kindly; but I 
cannot in my conscience believe otherwise than I 
have stated. I know these troubles. I feel as 
much regret as I know he feels at such unwar- 
rantable troubles brought upon us from so trifling 
causes, as I cones but I cannot vote for these 
resolutions, because I think they violate the very 
spirit of the instrument under which we sit here. 
ere is a proposition to’ add five new sections to 
the Constitution, and to make them and two clauses 
of the present Constitution irrepealable and una- 
mendable. I should like to ask the Senator ifthe 
has thought quite well enough, and is quite cer- 
tain enough, that these propositions are sound, to 
make them, like the laws of the Medes and Per- 
sians, unalterable, ina free Government? E have 
read them over but twice. Lknowthey are wholly 
impracticable in Rhode Island. Wehave no suc. 
thing in Rhode Island as a county organization 
that you can sue to recover the value’ of:a slave. 
You must have somebody to sue: You must 
i have an organization. I have not read:them=-with 
| a view to criticise them. I am. speaking of them 
generally. Hereis an instrument fourided by our 
fathers. It has been in operation: three quarters 


Mr. SIMMONS. Idid understand the Sen- | 


of a century, and the country has flourished under 
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-itas no other country has ever before done under 
heaven.” There is in that instrument but one 
single.clause irrepealable, and that is the clause 
which gives the State of Rhode Island as many 
Senators as the State of Kentucky. That you 
cannotrepeal withoutunanimousconsent, and that 
is the only one that now remains. There was 
another about slaves, but the time has gone by, 
and.laws have been passed on the subject. - 
Now, I put this comparison to the Senator from 
Kentucky: suppose that he and myself and eleven 
others had concluded to form a business partner- 
ship under articles of agreement, and we had 
agreed to pay in $1,000 each, for the purpose of 
trying to raise water-rotted hemp in Kentucky; 
we inserted in our articles of agreement that any- 
body who would put in $1,000 could come in upon 
the footing of the original partners, and that the 
business should not be altered without a vote of 
three fourths of the partners. That would be fair. 
Well, we thirteen went on and took in partners 
and raised hemp, and divided twelve per cent. 
That would be a fair business, not as prosperous 
as this country has been, but it would be a remu- 
nerative business. Suppose we took in new part- 
ners until we got in thirty-nine besides ourselves. 
Then there are thirty-nine new ones, who can 
make a constitutional majority over the old thir- 
teen. They conclude among themselves, in a 
meeting in Wall street, (for if it paid twelve per 
cent. it would be from there the new partners 
would come; and ‘not from farmers, as we are,) 
and determine, by their vote of thirty-nine against 
the old thirteen, to drop hemp-raising and go into 
slave trading. We should remonstrate. We 
should say: ‘That is an illegal business; it is 
rofitable, to be sure, but it is illegal, and you 
ave no right to change this concern into an ie- 
gal one.” They would say: “ It was legal when 
you made this bargain; you old fogies have 
changed it since, but we had nothing to do with 
changing this law; it was lawful traftic originally, 


when. the contract was drawn;’’ and they persist | 
We look over the contract, and although 


in it. 
it is very differentfrom our understanding of what 
we have agreed to do, yet he and I would be 
obliged to submit. Weare law-abiding men; we 
believe in contracts. But suppose, after getting 
us into the slave trade, they should make another 

rovision, that this last speculation never should 

e altered without the unanimous consent of the 
whole partnership; that we should continue the 
slave trade as long as there wasa thief ora liar in 
the concern, What would he think of that? We 
would not agree to it, ł know. He would say: 
“This is carrying the business too far.” 

That is just the proposition now here. We 
want to alter this Constitution from what the 
fathers made it. We wantto alter the mode of its 
amendment, and put in seven new clauses that can 
never be repealed, no matter what public senti- 
ment may be, without a unanimous vote; so that 
one single State, if we have forty, can prevent 
the repeal of any one of them. L[ know, when I 
address myselfas Í do to the honorable Senator 
from Kentucky, that he would not vote for that 
proposition himsclfunderany circumstances. He 
would contrive some other method to heal these 
troubles; and I would go with him with all my 


heart; bat do not let us tear up this old instrument | 


under which we have prospered, which he glories 
in as much as Ido. Ido not want to make a 
speech about it; but I know when i love my coun- 
try and its Constitution. No,man can make me 
believe that I do not venerate that instrument; 
that I do not venerate the Union that it formed. 
Tam under no apprehension whatever that there 


is a man who hears me that doubts my regard for || 
every one of these States in the Union, and their į 
institutions. Ilove Kentucky. Ilove South Car- | 


olina. I lived among them more than fifty years 
ago. I have partaken of their hospitalities. I 
have walked to the same churches with them, and 
knelt at the same altar; and a more hospitable 
lle never lived. But as much as I love them, 


say their present conduct is utterly unworthy | 


of them; and the Senator from Kentucky must 
know that as well as Ido. Because they want 
to cut up capers, are we going to tear up that 


instrument to appease them? Not we. Let them | 


have a little bit of a frolic, if they want to. I 
do not want to whip them. That is not my no- 
tion. Ido not want to hurt them. 

I love Georgia. I lived with them fifty years 


ago. Ihave been out there on patrol in the night 
to watch. They were frightened about insurrec- 
tion. There is always danger, they think. I 
never was afraid there in my life. The only 
place where I ever saw any of this negro equality, 
as itis called, was in Georgia. A man kepta 
hotel in what was formerly the seat of govern- 
ment. It was a tavern, a very large one, kept 
by a Frenchman of the name of Posener. He 
invited me one day to go up and see his wife. I 
was a boy at the time. I went up, and found she 
was a great, burly negress. [Laughter.] I had 
nothing to say about her. That was the only 
time I ever saw that, and I was disgusted with it. 
I never saw it in New England in my life, much 
as the talk ig about negro equality there. These 
Georgia people can stand their own troubles very 
well; but when there are any troubles down in 
Massachusetts, they get in a violent passion. 
They will havc amalgamation and negro equality 
all around them there at the capital of the govern- 
ment; butI do not want to say anything about it. 
Į dislike it, to be sure; but it 1s not best to make 
a noise about it. 

The Republican party cannot insert a portion 
of the Declaration of Independence into its plat- 
form, butit is said that we mean the social equal- 
ity of the negroes. I wonder if Jefferson meant 
that when he wrote it. These old men that signed 
it did not think any such thing. It is “* young 
America” that has brought their doctrine into 
disrepute, Our distinguished Vice President, in 
a speech last year, read an old resolution of the 
Republican party of 1856, in which the word 
“ equality” was not in. It was left out for some 
reason or other. It was copied from that old- 
fashioned Declaration; and he said that a careful 
serutiny of it would show it meant negro equal- 
ity. There was not a word about equality in it. 
{ do not know where he got it; but I suppose all 
that was there was copied from Jefferson. We 
cannot make a platform but what a diseased im- 
agination can torture it into anything, especially 
in these times. I have been to these national con- 
ventions ever since Į can remember—not alwa 
as a delegate. The first one F went to, Rhode Is- 
land had the honor of voting for the author of 
these resolutions for Vice President of the United 
States; and if the rest of them had becn as wise 
as we were, we should have had power to this 
day,in my deliberate judgment, taking what prov- 
identially happened; but we caught a Tartar. 

I have never voted for a President in my life 
since I was a voter, when I did not prefer a man 
born in a‘slave State to one born in a free State. 
I have voted for forty years or more, and Ial- 
ways preferred them; notbecause they lived there, 
but because they happened to have done more for 
their country, m my opinion, than the candidates 
in our end of the country. Whenever I was in 
a convention, E never voted for anybody that was 
not bornin a slave State; and whenever there has 
been anybody up for President, and there were 
electors running in my State for a man born ina 
slave State, I voted for him without caring where 
he was born. I was for Mr. Clay against Mr. 
Adams in 1824; and if there had been any ticket 
ran in my State I would have voted for him, al- 
though Mr. Adams was a good man and gave us 
one of the best administrations I ever knew. I 
never had but one idol, and I never mean to have 
another in the shape of aman. It is almost as 
bad as to set up cotton for king. 

I mean to treat this subject with all the gravity 
that its dimensions demand. 
the most difficult questions. I have thought of 
it, and looked into the fire more than a hundred 
hours since I have been here, not saying a word, 
to try if I could see the way out peaceably; and 
I am just as young as my youngest boy aboutit. 


; Nobody has any experience in such questions as 


this; for nobody ever dreamt that mankind would 
have such folly as is now exhibited. What are 
they quarreling about? Literally nothing. This 
Government has been in their hands, as was said 
by the Senator from Ohio, [Mr. Wape,] for the 


| last eight years. Practically, the South have had | 


this Government for sixty years out of seventy- 
two; and they talk about sectionalism, and some 
of the remedies to get rid of a sectional party are, 
to make asectional constitution, run aline through, 
and give half to one side where there is one third 
the people! The Senator from Virginia [Mr. 
Honvrer] wantsa sort of double Executive—after 


I know it is one of |; 


the Siamese pattern—a first king and a second 
king. [Laughter.] He wants to elect themboth, 
and lct both have a veto. We have been pestered 
enough with vetoes since I have been here; and 
I would rather take the veto away from the one 
man than give itto two. You cannot get along 
with this Government, it seems, unless you let 
the minority rule some way or other. That is 
the whole practical question now. The minority 
want to rule, and they are afraid of the people~~ 
literally so. 

I wish I could see a proposition that I could 
hear somebody who was disaffected say would 
satisfy him. I have not heard one of them say 
so. The Senator from Texas said if we would do 
about forty things that he knew we would not 
do, he would then consider. That is the nearest 
approach toa settlementthat I have heard. {Laugh- 
ter.] If we would stop the pulpits, burn the school- 
houses, suppress the newspapers, imprison the 
Abolitionists, and break up this Government, 
everything that is here now, he would think 
about staying in. [Laughter.] He would take it 
into consideration; he would not pledge himself, 
he said. Oh, no! [Laughter.] Well, now, E like 
the Senator from ‘Texas. I like him on account 
of his *¢ better half.” [Laughter.] She came from 
Rhode Island; and he will take anything I say on 
her account, I know, without feeling unkindly to 
me. 

Mr. President, itis a great question. These 
people who have seceded will find a bigger sum 
than they ever ciphered out before. Y want to 
sce how they will cipher it out, before we move. 
Let those people that are afraid take care. I 
am not afraid. If I were, I should take care. I 
would do any thing in reason to remove this dis- 
satisfaction. I feel mournful when I think of it. 
But I want somebody that is troubled, and wants 
it relieved, to suggest how we can relicve it. 
Kentucky is as loyal a State as ever wasin the 
Union. They want something, | know. The 
people have been aroused by this election, as 
is natural. All presidential elections excite a 
great deal of feeling; and for that reason it is the 
worst time in the world to try to amend the Con- 
stitution. They have talked it so long that they 
begin to believe it themselves, that the Republi- 
can party means to endanger theirinstitutions. I 
said here four years ago, when I first took my 
seat under a new name—I used to come under 
another name—I was about the same man I was 
before—and I said that if I found myself in a 
party that undertook to disturb the institutions of 
the South, I would quit that party immediately. 
Sol will. I have been in it now four years, and 
I have yet to see or hear the first man among our 
party who proposes any such thing. I have no 
such party attachment as would keep me in a 
party that I thought meant to break, the Consti- 
tution, 

Asto the President elect, he is from Kentucky. 
All his social ties are in Kentucky. Ag has been 
well remarked by a Senator, he has not only said 
what he would do, but he has said what he would 
not do; and I do not believe there can be two in- 
ferences about that. Some candidates only say 
what they will.do; but Mr. Lincoln has not left 
you to infer what he will not do. He has told 
you himself what he will not do. That is the 
man we have elected; and you can find in his 
record that he will not disturb slavery anywhere. 
He is against any such thing; and if he were not, 
he has family connections, social ties, and kin- 
dred, that would prevent him. These are higher 
guarantees than parchment. I would rather have 
the fervent, effectual prayer of a righteous man 
for this Union, than all you can write on parch- 
ment to save it. 

I thought when I got up that I would keep my 
voice from rising, because when men’s voices rise, 
sometimes their feelings get the better of them. I 
thought I would talk as if I was galking to my 
brothers, making notarguments but suggestions. 
No man felt more deeply impressed with the beau- 
tiful effort of the Senator from New York [Mr. 
Sewarp] than I did. Itcame from the right quar- 
ter to give peace. But the very next speech that 
was made after it, was the bitterest I have heard 
in the Senate. That was the response. I say this 
with the utmost kindness to my friend from Mis- 
souri, {Mr Poxx,] who made that speech. It was 
very bitter. The effort of the Senator from New 


i York did not seem to have appeased him at all. 
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I think the Senator from New York went a great 
way. Why, Mr. President, it is something for 
a party in the majority to agree to conciliate in 
the present aspect of this country. f willdoany- 
thing that I can do that will not demoralize the 
Government. I am afraid of that—absolutely 
afraid of it.. I am afraid to do anything that will 
bring reproach upon the Government I love. The 
Senator from New York said, that to threats he 
would offer conciliation. That I would do. He 
said that to exactions he would grant concessions. 
That I am not quite certain that I would do. He 
said that to hostile array he would give the right 
hand of brotherhood. That is good. I have faith 
that the millennium will come; but I do not think 
it is here now. That would be good doctrine then. 
No, sir, the millennium has not come. I know 
the reading; but I suppose it was wrongly ren- 
dered. {could hardly ever interpret the scripture 
there where it said that generation should see it; 
but I suppose the translators rendered it wrongly; 
they did not quite understand the original tongue. 
But, sir, the millennium did not come while Judas 
Iscariot lived, nor will it come while others like 
him fester and pester the society in which they 
live, shame their country, and dishonor their race. 
It will not come while such menare here. They 
will be disposed of before that time comes. 

The Senator from Kentucky believes with me 
in that respect. I shall not uttera sentiment that 
he will not agree with. If I do, I will take it back 
immediately. He and I have lived too long to- 
gether for me to say anything disrespectful to 
him. I never had any uneasiness in reference to 
him but about one thing, and that was about my 
children. I was not afraid that they would love 
him any better than I did; but I was afraid that 
they would love him better than they did me, 
{laughter,] and that is the case with all Rhode 
Island. There is no Prince of Wales or his 
mother, or any other crowned head of Europe, 
that Rhode Islanders would travel so far to sec as 
the Senator from Kentucky. Itis so now, and it 
has been sc for the last quarter of a century. 

I have read over these resolutions, and Í have 
said all that I intend to say about making the pro- 
posed amendment perpetual. I hope the Senator 
from Kentucky will run out in his own mind the 
idea that I gave him about that, and will fecl just 
as I do m regard to it. The series of resolutions 
introduced by Edmund Randolph into the con- 
vention, declared that there ought to be a Gov- 
ernment which could be changed by a majority 
less than the whole That was onc of the cardi- 
nal principles laid down when this Government 
was framed. Now, itis proposed to make this 
proposition so that it cannot be changed. The 
Senator from Kentucky loves the Constitution as 
well as I do. He was brought up ander its teach- 
ings. He has illustrated it in every speech he has 
made, and his whole life has illustrated it. Guar- 
antces to slavery are proposed as if the Republican 
party intended to invade the rights of slavehold- 


ers. Why, sir, they would not havea corporal’s | 


guard with them in either House of Congress if 
they attempted it. It would not beas large as the 
Tyler party, and that consisted of but five. 

I made some memoranda when Senators were 
speaking, for I thought E would answer some of 
their arguments in detail; but I never did writea 
sheet of paperover with notes butit bothered me, 
for I never can read them. I am sorry it has got 
to be the fashion to take them at allexcept by the 
reporters. Now, I want the Senator from Ken- 
tucky to turn his mind and his energies to some 
method of composing thes difficulties that shall 
not destroy the Government. I am willing to say 
that any interference with slavery in the States by 
the General Government is not among the powers 
granted to Congress, and ought not to be granted 
or exercised for all time. I do not believe thatthe 
General Government has any such power now. 
I never did believe it; and if you want to make it 
any clearer I would put that in. The powers of 
this Government are as distinct and as independ- 
ent as if there were no States. The powers del- 
egated to the National Government are to be ex- 
ercised as if there were no States. On the other 
hand, the powers that are retained by the States, 
and the people of the States, are as independent 
of those asif there was no National Government. 
That is my doctrine. I am a State-rights man as 
well as a national man; and the powers are clearly 
defined—defined in the book and defined by the 


practical experience of seventy years. I should 

like to see a man bold enough to say that, under 

the authority of the Constitution, the General 

Government it created could interfere with slavery 

in the States in any way, directly or indirectly. 
I believe in no such doctrine,and Ido not believe 
there is anybody who holds it; at least i have 
never seen him, nor do I believe there is a public 
man in the United States big enough to obtain a 
vote for President that would ever think of it, of 
whatever party he might be. We have nothing 
to do with protecting it or disturbing it in the 
States; but in regard to the Territories, I do not 
agree with the new-fashioned notion. I believe 
we havea right to do cither in the Territories, 

We havea right to govern the Territories as we 
please. 1 do not agree in the notion that this 
Government is a trustee of the States for the Ter- 
ritories. I never heard of such a doctrine until 
lately. 

The Senator from Oregon (Mr. Lanre] says that 
he is for having the equal rights of all the States 
in this league. Why, sir, they had an alliance in 
Europe in 1815—IJ think it was the treaty of Vien- 
na—where the five great Powers agreed together 
to take care of the rest of the world, and formed 
what was called ‘The Holy Aliance,” and 1 be- 
lieve it ig in being yct, and that there was a talk of 
calling them together to take care of Italy, That 
alhance consisted of England, France, Russia, 
Prussia, and Austria. If cither of those Powers, 
during the last forty-five years, had discovered a 
new country,do you suppose it would give up its 
own title to it, and say it held it for the alliance? If 
a treaty of alliance for boundaries and the balance 
of power in Europe, had defined stipulated pow- 
ers, anything they did they would do in common 
as we do; but is there any power here to discover 
territory? That is not one of the express powers 
granted in the Constitution, and on the theory of 
all these secessionists, when a ship of John Jacob 
Astor’s discovered the mouth of the Columbia 
river,and took possession of it, that terajtory | 
would belong to the State of New York. The | 
Constitution gives this Government no power to | 
acquire territory.” Why is not that territory New 
York’s? The power that discovers a country by 
taking possession of the mouth of a river, takes 
all the slopes that run into it. That is the doc- 
trine. Ifyou get into a mudhole anywhere, you 
must take all the country you can see. Upon 
this idea, it would belong to New York, mani- 
festly; but itis a power incident to the national 
sovercignty; and so the sailor himself understood 
it, and he hoisted the stars and stripes there, 
instead of the flag of New York. Whatrighthave 
any of these other States to control slavery in 
that territory by virtue of our being trustecs for 
the States? It is moonshine, utter moonshine. 
The territory belongs to the Government of the 
United States as an incident of its sovereignty; 
and every sailor that could hand-reef or steer 
would know what flag to put up on a discovered 
country, without consulling any constitutional 
lawyers. It would be the national flag. f 

My friend from Kentucky knows that. He 
believes it. We acquire territory in consequence | 
of our national sovereignty. Thercis no express 
power in the Constitution for it. Itis an incident | 
to sovereignty, an incident to the war and treaty 
making powers. We own the territory, The 
States have no more to do with it than the Em- 
peror of France—not abit more; and this Gov- 
ernment has nothing to do with their local affairs, 
except to protect them. That we are bound to 
do. We have given them guarantees to take care 
of them, to save them from themselves, if they have 
disturbances among themselves, and call upon us; 
and we ought to do it, Iam ready to do it if | 
there is any disturbance. There is no man here 
but is willing to prevent any invasion of any 
State for the purposes of injury and annoyance, 
and to punish those engaged init. i 

This was brought up against the Republican | 
party. Everything that has been done for the | 
last twenty years is charged to the Republican 
party, which in my State did not exist until four 
years ago last May. That was the first mecting 
they ever held there under thcir organization— 
the first time they ever got together. When were 
the personal liberty bills, which are said to be an | 
infraction of this treaty, passed? Massachusetts 
is arraigned here every other day for having | 
passed personal liberty bills infracting the Con- 
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stitution. . Why, sir, if they are unconstitutional, 
they are. utterly void. Everybody knows ‘that: 
But who passed them? The first personal liberty 
bill that has been bandied about here all-over-the ~ 
Senate, was passed when. both -Houses ‘of- the 
Massachusetts Legislature were Democratic, with 
a Democratic Governor approving of it; and thé 
negro equality law passed the same month, This 
negro equality bill came from the fact.that Mass 
sachusetts that year repealed the law which. for» 
bade the intermarriage of different races, © That 
was done by the Democrats, and the. next. year 
the Democratic Governor, who approved: those 
acts, beat ‘‘ Honest John Davis.” J went thera 
and made speeches to try to elect John Davis; but 
he was beaten, Our candidate was not elected by 
the people; nor was the other man in 1842, but 
he was elected by the Legislature, and next year. 
he beat us one vote... The third year we had.a 
national fight, and we beat them in Massachu- 
setts; but we were beaten ourselves in the. coun- 
try in 1844; and that same Governor who signed 
this personal liberty bill and.the negro equality 
bill, was sent into ane Senate for the ‘best officein 
New England, nominated by Mr. Polk, and every 
Democratic Senator voted for him, knowing that 
that was the fact, if they knew anything about 
it; but I do not know whether they knew it or 
not. Ifthey did, they would noteare a fig about 
it, if he was on their side, but they would say: 
“this man probably had to get in by promising 
the Abolitionists to do something if he got their 
votes;’’ and that is the way he did get in. Their 
idea is, ‘it will do very well if our folks do it; 
only let it work for the benefit of the Democratic 
party, and you may pass personal liberty bills or 
negro equality bills to your hearts’ content,” 
But now they getup here and lay these bills to the 
Republican party, when the first Republican Gov- 
ernor elected in Massachusetts brought.-to.the 
notice of the Legislature the very provisions in 
that bill which were wrong, and that Legislature 
altered them, although they had been on the 
statute-book twelve years with all sorts of Gov- 
ernors, and nobody ever thought of them until - 
Governor Banks called attention to them. And 
yet these are the grave charges thrown up here 
against the Republican party, and made tho oc~ 
casion for breaking up this Government--such 
kind of things ag these. 

I do not care what kind of laws they pass in 
Georgia or South Carolina affecting us; only I do 
not like to see those laws imprisoning our sailors 
because they are poor fellows. South Carolina 
made a law of that kind; but when she wanted to 
get trade with England, $he repealed it in refer- 
erence to forcign countries, but kept it on in ref- 
erence to herown brothers. Thatis the way they 
treat us; but we are not going to fight about it, 
or quarrel over jt. Our Jaw in Rhode Island was 
passed six or eight years before there ever was a 
Republican party there—and there.were more than 
six times as many Whigs who voted against it 
as there were Democrats. Two of the leading 
Whig members made specches against-it; bat they 
were beaten.. Afterwards, one of those men who 
opposed. it came to be chief justice of our State. 
He was on the committee to revise the statutes-— 
tu makea code—and he pared that thing all down, 
and got it so that it was inoffensive; and he said 
that, if it were not for making a noise, he would 
strike it out altogether. They pared it down and, 


|! when all the virus was out, it was voted for unan- 


imously by a Republican Legislature, after every 
part of it thateven savored of unconstitutionality 
was taken out. We do not want any unconsti- 
tutional laws in Rhode Island, nor do they in 
Massachusetts. I know they have been pretty 
high strung in Massachusetts ever since I knew 
them. I never did like them any too much, They 
banished our ancestors, hung the Quakers, and 
killed folks for being witches. [Laughter.] Ido 
not believe in that doctrine; but still, Massachu- 
setts is a pretty considerable State. She was 
thought so in the time of the Revolution; and I 
made up my mind, on account of what she. did 
then, never to harbor any hard feeling toward 
her for what she had done before, although:she 
had done a good many bad things. Ida not mean 
to have any hard feelings toward any State, or 
the people of any State, but I cannot go quite as 
far as the Senator from New. York; for. think 
the millennium has not come; though I have full 
faith that it will come. . { do not know of a man 
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in the country who could say as much as he did 
with as much propriety. itis something like a 
pendulum—the further it swings one-way, of its 
own momentum, it will swing just so much fur- 
ther the other way. I keep pretty nearly right 
up and down, as well as I can. I do not want to 
be sò straight that E must lean over, although I 
am. bent a little by age; and therefore I do not 
mean to go very far from my moorings. I have 
always held’ to these opinions, and do not mean 
to change them if I can help it. There may be 
circumstances which. wiil oblige me to do so. 

But I regretted, more than anything else in this 

debate, to sec a sort of disposition to heap every- 
thing upon this Republican party, as if they made 
this fuss: The Senator from Ilinois [Mr. Dove- 
Las] says: “ I told you so three or four years 
ago.”’ .I do not know but he did. There is a 
great deal of logic in facts, and we have been 
told so’’ until we have carried pretty nearly all 
the free States. A great deal of it came from its 
being told that we meant to ruin the country. I 
have said for the last three years to my friends of 
the South, that I have met at the Springs, that l 
believe they had got to this pass, that nothing 
would convince them that we were not a pack of: 
pickpockets and thieves, but for us to get power, 
and then their stump-orators would cease to be 
liars; because we should show them we had no 
intention of hurting them, and nothing else would 
prove it but our acts. I consider it providential 
that. we have got power so that these distinguished 
men, before we all die out—old fogies as they call 
us-—may see that this Government can be admin- 
istered by a Republican President to the benefit of 
all his fellow-citizens in harmony and peace. 
Now, I make what are called stump speeches 
in my State and others; but I never make a speech 
that I would not utter in the presence of every 
candidate before the people; never. I was told 
that up in Harrisburg, by a former distinguished 
Senator from Virginia, Watkins Leigh. Fle said 
we must make stump speeches; and as we did not 
know he told us how. He said that we must not 
‘ gay anything on the stump that we would not say 
before a court of justice under oath as to the truth. 
That was his ile, and I have observed that rule 
ever since. I said on the stump that I knew all 
of the candidates before the country; and I be- 
lieved they were all eminently able to administer 
the Government. I would notsay itnow, because 
I have seen some things which makes it a little 
doubtful, I think some of them are getting to be 
sectional. But I said it then, and | believed it; and 
I would not be a great ways off now if I were to 
say it. I thinle they are all good men now; but 
[think they have got excited, and are a little dis- 
posed to give up the doctrines that they main- 
tained then. If they think they were wrong, I 
commend them for giving them up. 

J do not think there is a doctrine in our plat- 
form thatis subject to any just criticism; notone. 
Now, why should we give it up? It says that 
we mean to protect the States in their rights, and 
especially the right to regulate their own institu- 
tions in their own way. We polled nearly two 
million votes, and these voters stand pledged to 
that doctrine. The Senator from Illinois received 
twelve or thirteen hundred thousand. Certainly 
they stand pledged to it, and against this doctrine 
of interfering for the purpose of protecting slave 
propery inthe Territories. There are three mil- 

ion three hundred thousand voters opposed to any 
such interference. They are all against it. T 
consider Mr, Bell’s vote just as much on the Re- 
publican side as I do Mr. Lincoln’s. I count 
anybody who voted against the other candidate. 
I wanted our voters, where they could help Bell, 
to vote for him. That was my feeling. J think 
him an_ honorable, high-minded, and good man; 
and so I may say of the other candidate; but I 
do not believe he could have got three hundred 
thousand votes in this country upon the secession | 
doctrine. Out of four million six hundred thou- 
sand votes, he could not have got three hundred 
thousand in the country upon this secession plat- 
form, in my deliberate judgment. He did not get 
more than one sixth of the votes as it was. All 
the rest of the candidates were diametrically op- 
posed to this doctrine. Those six hundred thou- 
sand now come here and demand that all the others 
shal! throw up their platform, and break the Con- 


stitution, in order to appease them. 
That is just the doctrine, as I see it. Thatis j 
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the logic of these facts; and I cannot get anything 
else out of them. Lask the Senator from Ken- 
tucky, if that is fair? He would not do it. He 
and.I will do anything that is right; but there is 
no propriety in denouncing a great party that can 
poll a million votes and more. Men have prin- 
‘ciples, feelings, love of country, and they will not 
be outraged by the surrender of their doctrines. 
We cannot make our people do it. {might get 
along with them if I could get home; 1 would talk 
as well as I could to them; but they would be 
mortified and chagrined at a surrender of principle. 

I should like to make a congressional declara- 
tion, if it is needed—and such declarations go a 
great way—and Ictevery man put his name on the 
call of the yeas and nays in favor of it, assuring 
the disquieted people of this country that they are 
safe in our hands; that we mean to protect them 
in their rights; that we mean to do everything 
that brothers ought to do to brothers. I will vote 
forsucha declaration. I willdo anything that I can 
to appease these feelings that so agitate the coun- 
try, and even agree toalter the Constitution todo 
it, if you do not put so many things in it. But 
I would not undertake now to read these resolu- 
tions through, and find out exactly their positions 
in a fortnight. I want to think of a thingas much 
asa week after I have read it, to see how it is 
coming out, before I am willing to speak on it. 
The time has been when I could get up here at 
will and speak better, without knowing much 
about the subject; give free vent to my feelings, 
and go itat large. [Laughter.] But I am old 
enough to knowit is the easiest thing in the world 
to be mistaken. I would now rather look it over 
awhile. I hope I have some reputation for speak- 
ing pretty nearly what I think, after I do look it 


‘over; and Í do not want to lose it. 


I have been told that there were propositions 
here that would satisfy some of the old thirteen 
States. I cannot help having a little more regard 
for them. Ido not want Georgia to leave us. I 
do net want South Carolina to leave us. As to 
one or two of the * boughten” States, I do not 
believe we shall miss them much, anyhow. They 
cost us ten times as much as they are worth, and 
if they went to-morrow, it would not worry me 
as much asit would to lose one of the old thirteen, 
in which I have lived. 


I have lived under every | 


President that ever was elected in this country, | 


They were pretty good men. [like the old thir- 
teen. Ido not want Georgia or South Carolina 
to goout. I remember, when I talked about their 
banks in South Carolina, they complimented me 
very much ;andI received letters every day thank- 
ing me for defending them against one of their 
Senators, who never meant to say anything about 
them; but they took the nation thathe did. I wish 
I could talk to them about going outofthis Union. 
I would beg of them, plead with them, and im- 
plore them not to go. I would assure them that 
they should have always a comfortable berth in 
this country—better than they can get out of it, 

As to Georgia, I have strong personal reasons 
for loving that State, because I have lived in it; 
and I have never lived in any State in which I 
was not well treated. Rhode Island has great 
public reasons for Joving Georgia. The soil of 
Georgia holds the ashes of one of the noblest of 
our revolutionary worthies—a man who was sec- 
ond only to him who was peerless among men. 
We want that dust before Georgia goes out of 
this country. We want to place it in his native 
land, by 
the Union. We want to bring it to Rhode Island; 
and when the last morning reveille shall beat, that 
shall summon his spirit to reanimate that dust, 
let him rise with the same flag waving over him 
that was borne by those grateful, mournful, and 
gallant Georgians when they laid him to rest. It 
was then, is now, and I trust ever shall be, the 
flag of the Union. [Applause in the galleries.] 

Mr. ANTHONY. Isthe question on theamend- 
ment offered by the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Mason 
in the chair.) The question is on the amendment 
offered by the Senator from New Hampshire as 
a substitute for the resolutions submitted by the 
Senator from Kentucky. 

Mr, ANTHONY. Mr. President, I shall vote 
for this amendment because J believe it to be ab- 
stractly true, and because I would much rather 
see the existing difficulties settled by a general 


his kindred. Let not that dust go out of į 


enforcement of the laws, and by a general obe» 
dience to them, than by changing the Constitu- 
tion to make it conform to any sectiohal or other 
dissatisfaction. Yet I would by no means have 
it understood that, by this vote, I commit myself 
against all measures, or what, in my judgment, 
may be any just and reasonable measure, intended 
to compose the present difficulties. : 

It does not follow, because dissatisfaction is 
unreasonable, that it should not be appeased; 
especially does not this follow when the dissatis- 
faction is caused by persistent misrepresentation, 
which we may hope that time and reflection will 
correct. 

It is always with regret, and with distrust of 
my own judgment, that I differ from the distin- 

uished Senator from Kentucky. Particularly do 

regret that.1 am unable to agree with him ina 
measure which he brings forward to settle the 
difficulties which agitate and imperil the country. 
Distinguished not more for his Jength of service 
than for the ability and patriotism with which 
that whole service has been illustrated, I had 


| been taught, before I knew him, to regard him as 


the model of a statesman and a patriot; and my 
acquaintance with him, not now short, has fully 
Justified the opinion with which I approached 
him, 
~ But, Mr. President, passing over other objec- 
tions, I think there isa fatal defect in any attempt 
to settle the territorial question by a constitutional 
amendment. I do not believe that any amend- 
ment that would be at all satisfactory. to both sec- 
tions could secure the assent of three fourths of 
the States. Four States are already out of the 
Union, so far as their own act can place them 
without it; three others are waiting impatiently 
for the forms of secession, which shall sever them 
from the flag oftheir country. Seven States would 
refuse even to consider a proposition of amend- 
ment to the Constitution. This would leave, in 
all the other States, but one to spare from a con- 
stitutional majority. To adopt an amendment to 
the Constitution requires the assent of twenty-five 
States; only twenty-six States would vote upon 
it, It cannot be presumed that, in the present 


i agitated condition of the country, the passions of 


men could calm down, and the minds of men 
could be brought together with such unanimity, 
that all the States but one would render their as- 
sent to‘any proposition for settling the question 
that has so long and so bitterly divided them. 

I might refer to other objections. Even if the 
measure should be passed immediately through 
the Senate, and should receive the prompt assent 
of the House—a very doubtful contingency—there 
is not time, in the Atlantic States, before the 4th 
of March, to pass upon it with the deliberation 
due to so grave amatter. In the Pacific States, 
the assent of one of which would be necessary to 
its adoption, the vote certainly could not be taken 
and the result transmitted here within that time. 
I think, also, that the provision which makes this 
amendment applicable to all territory hereafter 
acquired, will be regarded all over the North as 
an invitation to filibusterism and a provocation 
to war with Mexico. I know it was not so in- 
tended by the Senator who proposed it, nor by 
his colleague who accepted it; but such would be 
the opinion of its practical effect, and in that ap- 
prehension I confess I should largely share. 

But, regarding the primary objection which I 
have stated as sufficient to control my vote, I do 
not care to discuss the others. I believe, Mr. 
President, that if the danger which menaces us is 
to be avoided at all, it must be by legislation; 
which is more ready, more certain,and more likely 
to be satisfactory, than constitutional amendment. 
The main difficulty is the territorial question. The 
demand of the Senators.on the other side of the 
Chamber, and of those whom they represent, is 
that the territory south of the line of the Missouri 
compromise shall be open to their peculiar prop- 
erty. All this territory, except the Indian reser- 
vation, is within the limits of New Mexico; which, 
for a part of its northern boundary, runs up two 
degrees above that line. This is now a slave Ter- 
ritory; made so by territorial legislation; and sla- 
very exists there, recognized and protected. Now, 
I am willing, as soon as Kansas can be admitted, 
to voté for the admission of New Mexico as a 
State, with such constitution as the people may 
adopt, 


This disposes of all the territory that is adapted 
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to slave labor or that is claimed by the South. It 
ought to settle the whole question. Surely if we 
can dispose of all the territory that we have, we 
ought not to quarrel over that which we have 
not, and which we have no very honest way of 
acquiring. Letus settle the difficulties that threaten 
us now, and not anticipate those which may never 
come. Let the public mind have time to cool; let 
us forget, in the general prosperity, the mutual de- 
pendence, and the common glory of our country, 
that we have ever quarreled over the question that 
we have put at rest; and perhaps when, in the 
march of events, the northern provinces of Mex- 
ico are brought under our sway, they may come 
in without a ripple on the political sea, whose 
tumultuous waves now threaten to ingulfus all in 
one common ruin. 

In offering to settle this question by the admis- 
sion of New Mexico, we of the North who assent 
to it propose a great sacrifice, and offer a large 
concession. We propose to take in a State that 
is deficient in population, and that possesses but 
imperfectly many of the elements of a member of 
the Union, and that will require, in one form or 
another, cven after its admission, the aid of the 
General Government. But we make the offer in 
aspirit of compromise and good feeling, which 
we hope will be reciprocated. 

And now, Mr. President, I appeal to Senators 
on the other side, when we thus offer to bridge 
over full seven eighths of the frightful chasm that 
separates us, will you not build the other eighth ? 
When, with outstretched arms, we approach you 
so near that, by reaching out your hands you can 
clasp ours in the fraternal grasp from which they 
should never be separated, will -you, with folded 
arms and closed eyes, stand upon extreme de- 
mands which you know we cannot accept, and 
for which, if we did, we could not carry our con- 
stituents ? 

I had not intended to take part in this debate; 
but since so many have participated in it, I was 
unwilling that it should close till I had added my 
voice to the more powerful ones that have been | 
raised on the side of moderate counsels, fidelity 
to the Constitution, and unalterable attachment 
to the Union. I wished also to express my ap- 
probation of the conservative, statesmanlike, and 
patriotic speech of the Senator from New York. 

The Senator from Delaware has said that his 
State, as it had been the first to adopt the Federal 
Constitution, so she would be the last to desert 
it. That claim I shall dispute with him. The 
State that I have the honor, in part, to represent, 
was the last of the old thirteen to adopt the Con- 
stitution, She will permit no other State to be 
the last to leave it. She will remain true to the 
American flag so Jong asa shred of it floats. She 
deliberated long, because she apprehended thatin 
entering into the Union she made great sacrifices | 
and incurred great risk of loss. She has found 
that, instead of sacrifice and loss, it has been all 
glory and gain. 

Mr. President, the times demand wisdom, morl- 
eration, conciliation. The Constitution is to be 

reserved in the spirit in which it was framed— 
by mutual forbearance; by a liberal interpretation 
of each other’s motives, and by a generous con- 
fidence of the people of every section in the peo- 
ple of every other scction. Whoever attempts 
to destroy or to impair that confidence points an 
arrow at the heart of his country. Whoever at- 
tempts to strengthen or to restore it invokes upon 
himself the benediction that was pronounced on 
the peace-makers. 

However we may be estranged by unfortunate 
and, I trust, transient causes, we are all brethren 
of one household. Intermarriage and immigra- 
tion have given to the families of either section 
representatives in the other. You cannot trace 
back your family tree but some of its limbs will 
cast their shadows in every State. The blood of 
your ancestors flowed at Lexington, and reddened. | 
the sod of Bunker Hill; the bayonets of ours 
gleamed at the batde of Cowpens; and the sword 
of a Rhode Island man, to whom my colleague 
has so eloquently referred, directed the fight at 
Eutaw Springs. ‘That day he made good the qec- 
laration that he would rescue the Carolinas, or 
persh in the attempt. é 

Together our fathers achieved the independ- 
ence of their country; together they laid the foun- 


dations of its greatness and itsglory; together they | 
constructed this beautifulsystem under which itis | 


| our privilege to live, which it is our duty to pre- 


serve and to transmit. Together we enjoy that 
privilege; together we must perform that duty, I 
will not believe that, in the madness of popular 
folly and delusion, the most benignant Govern- 
ment that ever blessed humanity is to be broken 
up. I will not believe that this great Power, 
which is marching with giant steps toward the 
first place among the nations of the earth, is 
to be turned ‘‘ backward on its mighty track.” 
There are no grievances, fancied or real, that can- 
not be redressed within the Union and under the 
Constitution. There are no differences between 
us that may not be settled if we will take them 
up in the spirit of those to whose places we have 
succeeded, and the fruits of whose labors we have 
inherited. [Applause in the galleries.]. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will 
be obliged to order the galleries to be cleared if 
that noise is repeated. 

Mr, COLLAMER. As we have probably 
heard all the discussion that gentlemen desire to 
make on these resolutions to-day, I wish to sug- 
gest, as the Kansas bill has lost its position upon 
the Calendar, that it may be taken up, with a 
view to fix a day for its consideration. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It can only be 
done by unanimous consent. 

Mr. COLLAMER. I call for the yeas and 
nays on that question. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair did 
not hear the last remark of the Senator. 

Mr. COLLAMER. I say I desire to call up 
the Kansas bill, with a view to fix a day for its 
consideration. J now move that the Senate take 
up that bill; and on that question I call for the 
yeas and nays. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Will the Sen- 
ator make some disposition of the business now 
before the Senate? 

Mr. COLLAMER, I move that it be post- 
poned. I believe these resolutions have never 
been made a special order at all. 

Mr. HUNTER. If the Senator from Vermont 
will give me his ear, I wish to suggest to him, if 
he intends to make ita special order, that to-mor- 
row, at half past twelve o’clock, F shall ask the 
Senate to take up the deficiency bill. If any other 
day is named, I shall not object. 

Mr. COLLAMER. I move that the subject 
now before the Senate be postponed, for the pur- 
pose of taking up the Kansas bill, which was 
assigned for to-day. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Then the ques- 
tion is on the motion of the Senator from Ver- 
mont, to postpone the resolutions offered by the |} 
Senator from Kentucky, now under consideration, 
with a view to take up the bill (H. R. No. 23) for 
the admission of Kansas into the Union. 

Mr. COLLAMER, I desire the yeas and nays 
on that question. 

The yeas and nays’ were ordered; and being 
taken, resulted—yeas 25, nays 30; as follows: 


YEAS—Mes: Anthony, Baker, Bingham, Cameron, ! 
Chandler, Clark, Collamer, Dixon, Doolittic, Durkee, Fes- 
senden, Foot, Foster, Grimes, Hale, Harlan, King, Sew- 
ard, Simmons, Sumner, Ten Eyck, Trumbull, Wade, 
Wilkinson, and Wilson—25. 

NAYS—Messrs. Bayard, Benjamin, Bigler, Bragg, Bright, 
Clingman, Crittenden, Douglas, Fitch, Green, Gwin, | 
Hemphill, Hunter, Iverson, Johnson of Arkansas, Johnson | 
of Tennessee, Kennedy, Lane, Latham, Mason, Nicholson, ; 
Pearce, Polk, Powell, Pugh, Rice, Saulsbury, Sebastian, ; 
Slidell, and Wigtali—30. | 

So the motion was not agreed to. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question 
is op the amendment offered by the Senator from 
New Hampshire, as a substitute for the resolu- | 
tions; and on that question the yeas and nays | 
have been ordered. i 

The question being taken by yeas and nays, | 
resulted—yeas 25, nays 23; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Anthony, Baker, Bingham, Camcron 
Chandler, Clark, Collamer, Dixon, Doolittle, Durkee, Fe: 
senden, Foot, Foster, Grimes, Hale, Ilarlan, King, Seward, ! 
Simmons, Sumner, Ten Eyck, Trumbull, Wade, Wilkin- | 
son, aud Wils 25. 

NAYS—Mess Bayard, Biger, Bragg, Bright, Cling- | 
man, Crittenden, Fitch, Green, Gwin, Hunter, Johnson of 
Tennessee, Kennedy, Lane, Latham, Mason, Nicholson, | 
Pearce, Poik, Powell, Pugh, Rice, Saulsbury, and Sebas- 
tian—23. j 

So the amendment was agreed to. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. There is no 
farther amendment before the Senate. 

Mr. PUGH. I move to lay the resolutions on 
the table. 


| Senate will consider it. 


Mr. GREEN, : With the:consent:of the Sena- 
tor, I wish to have an executive sessione: i. 5 

Mr. HUNTER.. Let us lay this subject on the 
table. i EE 

Mr. GREEN. IĮ will wait until ‘the vote: is 
taken on that motion. or 

Mr. PUGH. If the Senator wishes:to spealr, 
I will withdraw the motion, age ee 

Mr. GREEN. Not atall. I desire.to have 
an exccutive session after :the vote is taken on 
your motion. : 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Th 
is on the motion of the Senator from 
the resolutions on the table. 

Mr. HALE. I call for the yeas and nays, 
[“ Oh, no.”] Well, I withdraw the call. 

The motion was agreed to. : 


‘RAILROAD TO THE PACIFIC. 


Mr. BIGLER. I now renew the motion to 
proceed to the consideration of executive busi- 
ness. 

Mr. GWIN. Task the Senator to waive that 
motion for a moment. I hope.the Senate will 
agree to take up the Pacific railroad bill, and let 
it be the unfinished business at the adjournment, 
so that it can come up for consideration to-mor- 
row. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The motion 
to proceed to the consideration of executive busi- 
ness is before the Senate, unless it is withdrawn. 

Mr. GWIN. Lhope the Senator from Penn- 
sylvania will withdraw that motion, in order that 
we may take up the railroad bill, and leave it as 
the unfinished business. After the bill is taken 
up, I shall be willing to proceed at once to the 
consideration of executive business, 

Mr. BIGLER. If it creates no difficulty, I 
will withdraw the motion. - 

Mr. GWIN. I move to take up the Pacific 
railroad bill, in order that it may be left as the 
unfinished business, and then I shall be in favor 
of an executive session. 

Mr. HUNTER. Iwill make no opposition to 
that, if the Senator will give way long enough to- 
morrow for me to take up the deficiency bill. 

Mr. GWIN. Certainly. 

Mr. HUNTER. It is important that that bill 
should be acted on to-morrow. : 
Mr. GWIN. Ihave no objection to that. . 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question 
is on the motion of the Senator from California. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as 
in Committee of the Whole, resumed the con- 
sideration of the bill (H. R. No. 701) to secure 
contracts, and make provision for the safe, cer- 
tain, and more speedy transportation, by rail- 
road, of mails, troops, munitions of war, military 
and naval stores, between the Atlantic States and 
those of the Pacific, and for other purposes, the 
pending question being on the amendment offered 
by Mr. Bensamin, to strike out, in the thirty- 
fourth and thirty-fifth lines of the first section, 
the words, ‘a majority of such grantees shall 
admit as their associates,’’ and to insert’ in lieu 
thereof the following: 

Shall choose to associate with them and become with 
them subscribers and corporators for that purpose, as here- 
inafter provided. 

Mr. BIGLER. Now, I renew my motion for 
an executive session. 

Mr. COLLAMER. 
posed of? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Not yet. The 
pending question now is, that the Senate proceed 
to the consideration of executive business. 

Mr. GWIN. I want to leave the bill as the 
unfinished business, 

Mr. COLLAMER. 


e question . 
Ohio tolay 


Is the railroad bill dis- 


If the gentleman will 


| indulge me a moment, I desire, for the purpose 
! I suggested before, to move to take up the Kan- 


sas bill, with a view to fix a time at which the 
I move that the bill for 
the admission of Kansas be now taken up. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair 
will state to the Senator that the Pacific railroad 
bill is now before the Senate, and while before 
the Senate, the Senator from Pennsylvania moves 
to proceed to the consideration of executive busi- 
ness, x . 

Mr. COLLAMER. I understood the gentle- 


man to suspend his motion for àn executive ses- 


sion in order that I might bring this subject up. 


Mr. BIGLER. I withdrew it for the Sena- 
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tor from California, and I am willing to withdraw 
it for the Senator from Vermont; but the Sena- 
tor certainly perceives that this arrangement of 
orders really amounts to nothing. If it is the 
will of the Senate to take up his bill to-morrow, 
it can be done; and I suggest to him that nothing 
is gained by making it a special order, except 
simply that the Chair is required to call up the 
the bat at a particular hour. 

Mr. COLLAMER. Let me make the order. 

Mr. BIGLER. I have no objections to fixing 
it for a certain time. ; 

Mr. COLLAMER. I understand the gentle- 
man to withdraw his motion. 

Mr. BIGLER. For the present. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will 
state to the Senator from Vermont, that that mo- 
tion being withdrawn, the Pacific railroad bill is 
now before the Senate, and some disposition must 
be made of it before the motion of the Senator can 
be entertained. 

Mr. GWIN. Ian willing that that bill shall 
be laid aside until the Senator can submit his 
motion to make the Kansas bill the special order 
for a future day. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. By general 
consent, the bill now before the Senate may be 
laid aside, none objecting, for the purpose of that 
motion. It is so understood by the Senate. 


ADMISSION OF KANSAS. 


Mr. COLLAMER,. I now move that the bill 
CH. R. No. 23) for the admission of Kansas into 
the Union be taken up. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as 
in Committee of the Whole, resumed the consid- 
eration of the bill. 

Mr, COLLAMER. I move that it be made 
the special order for Friday next, at one o’clock. 

The motion was agreed to. 

EXECUTIVE SESSION, 

Mr. GWIN, Now, as I understand, the Pa- 
cific railroad bill is before the Senate, and will be 
the unfinished business. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That bill is 
now before the Senate. 

Mr. BIGLER. I renew the motion for an ex- 
ecutive session. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate pro- 
ceeded to the consideration of executive business; 
and after some time spent therein, the doors were 
reopened, 

COMMITIEE SERVICE. 

Mr. BIGLER. I move that the Vice President 
be authorized to appoint a member of the Com- 
mittee on Commeree, in place of the Senator from 
Alabama, (Mr. Cray.] 

The motion was agreed to by unanimous con- 
sent, 

SLAVERY QUESTION. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. I ask the unanimous con- 
sept of the Senate to have my vote recorded in 
opposition to the amendment of the Senator from 
New Hampshire (Mr. Cran] to the joint reso- 
lution of the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. Crit- 
TENDEN] proposing amendments to the Constitu- 
tion. 1 was called out for an instant into the ante- 
room, and deprived of the opportunity of voting. 


I therefore make the request that my vote may | 


now be recorded. 

Mr, COLLAMER and others objected. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Foor. in 
the chair.) Objection being made to the request 
of the Senator from Hlinois, it cannot be granted. 

Mr. CAMERON. I move to reconsider the 
vote by which the amendment of the Senator from 
New Hampshire was adopted. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, That motion | 
will be entered. ` 

Mr. CLINGMAN. 
adjourn. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I desire to suggest that 
the motion of the Senator from Pennsylvania can- 
not be made properly at this Stage. His motion | 
cannot be entertained until the vote disposing of 
the resolutions shall have been reconsidered. Ac- | 
cording to the uniform practice, you can only | 
move to reconsider the last vote taken on a bill; | 
and then, if that is reconsidered, you can makca | 
motion to reconsider any previous action on the | 
bill; but 1 do not understand that you can skip į 
over subsequent action and go back to former | 


I move that the Senate | 


action,and reconsider that. These resolutions weré 
laid on the table by a vote of the Senate, and I 
submit that the motion must be to reconsider the 
vote laying them on the table, so as to get them 
before the Senate; and then I apprehend, and not 


till then, could a motion be made to reconsider’ 


the vote by which the amendment was adopted. 
It seems to me that this is the only way to reach it. 

Mr. HALE. Irise toa question of order. A 
motion to adjourn was made, and it has not been 
withdrawn, and it is not debatable. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair 
understood the motion to adjourn to be with- 
drawn. > z 

Mr. HALE. The Senator who made it told 
me it had not been. i 

Mr.CLINGMAN. I made the motion. 

M [r DOUGLAS. But you were not recog- 
nized. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question 
is on the motion to adjourn. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. J hope that motion will not 
be persisted in. Ifit is, Į shall ask for the yeas 
and nays. 

Mr. CLINGMAN. I do not insist on it; I 
thought we were through with business; but I am 
willing that the Senate shall take its course. I 
withdraw the motion. 


Mr. CAMERON. By consent of the Senator | 


from Illinois, I will vary my motion. I believe 
it is always in order to give notice that you intend 
to move a reconsideration, and I will so vary it 
as to do that. That meets my object just as well 
as the other course. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Sen- | 


ator from Pennsylvania withdraw the motion to 
reconsider the vote adopting the amendment of 
the Senator from New Hampshire? 

Mr. SUMNER. I would suggest to the Sen- 
ator from Pennsylvania that he must move first 
to reconsider the last vote, that is, the vote to lay 
on the table; and then move to reconsider the 
next vote afterwards, 

Mr.CAMERON. Iam very much obliged to 
all my friends for their suggestions, but L think 
I understand the subject; and I now give notice 
that I intend to move the reconsideration of the 
vote adopting the amendment to the resolutions. 
I think that is perfectly in order. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chairde- 
sires to understand the Senator from Pennsylva- 
nia. He wishes to know, inthe first place, whether 
the Senator withdraws the motion to reconsider 
the vote adopting the amendment of the Senator 
from New Hampshire. 

Mr. CAMERON. No, sir; that motion has 
heen entered, and I have had your decision. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair 
understands the Senator again to give notice that 
he will make the motion hereafter. 

Mr. BIGLER. One moment, The Senator 
made a motion to reconsider the amendment. It 
was contended that that could not be done, be- 
cause a motion had not been made to reconsider 
the vots disposing of the resolutions. The Sen- 
ator’s motion to reconsider the amendment was 
entered. That, I hold, could be entercd; but it 
could not be considered without the resolutions 
being first before the Senate. Now he gives no- 


tice that he will move to reconsider the vote dis- i 


posing of the resolutions. 

Mr. CAMERON. That is it. 

Mr. BIGLER. That is perfectly in order. 

Mr. CAMERON. I have understood the Chair 
to decide that the motion was entered. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair so 
decided. 


Mr CAMERON. Then that is all I have to 
d 


The motion was agreed to; and the Senate 
adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
WEDNESDAY, January 16, 1861. 
The House met at twelve o’clock, m. 
The Journalofyesterday wasread and approved. 
ENROLLED JOINT RESOLUTION. 

Mr. DAVIDSON, from the Committee on En- 
rolled Bills, reported as truly enrolled, joint reso- 
lution (H. R. No. 55) authorizing the Secretary 
of the Treasury to change the name of theschooner 


o. 
Mr. HALE. I move that the Senate adjourn. | 


: 


i 
J 


Spring Hill to that of the United States; when the 
Speaker signed the same. 


COMMITTEE OF THIRTY-TIIREE. 

Mr. BURCH. Iask leave to submit a minority 
report from the committee of thirty-three, and ask 
that it be printed together with the majority report. 

It was so ordered. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

A message was received from the Senate by 
Mr. Hickey, one of their clerks, informing the 
House that the Senate have agreed to the amend- 


ment of the House to the bill (S. No. 97) to au- 
thorize the institution of a suit against the Uni- 


| ted States to test the title to lots numbered five 


and six in the Hospital Square, in San Francisco; 


; also, that the Senate had passed a bill of the House 


for the relief of Franklin Torry; and also, that the 
Senate had passed a bill (No. 539) to continue in 
force an act therein mentioned, relating to the port 
of Baltimore; in which he was directed to ask the 
concurrence of the House. 


RESOLUTIONS OF THE OIIO LEGISLATURE. 


Mr. COX. Task leave to present a series of 
resolutions passed, as I understand, by the Legis- 
lature of the State of Obio, in regard to the present 
condition of thecountry. They were passed unan- 
imously the day before yesterday. I will only add 
here, sir, that the resolutions are in favor of car- 
rying out the Constitution and the laws. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Indiana. What isin them? 

Mr. COX. They affirm the views set out in 
my speech here the other day. 

{ wish to say a word here in regard to those 
remarks of mine; as I had no opportunity yester- 
day of answering the speech of the gentleman from 
Texas, (Mr. Ruacan.] I think he perverted my 
views almost from the beginning to the end of 
his speech. If he reads my speech, and prop- 
erly ponders it, he will observe the mistake into 
which he fell, He took up a remark made by a 
colleague of mine [Mr. VaLLanpignan] in regard 
to the people of the Northwest carving their way 
to the sea and the Gulf with the sword. The 
gentleman from Texas attributed that remark to 
the gentleman from Hlinois [Mr. McCurrnanp] 
and myself, and predicated the peculiar speech 
which he made upon that idea, on which he at- 
tacked the gentleman from Hlinois and myself. I 
do not know whether the gentleman from Texas 
is present; but I have to say this as to that at- 
tack: every member of this House knows very 
well the position of my colleague, [Mr. VALLAN- 
pienam.) They know that he docs not favor 
coercion, Yet ona remark made by Mr. Vax- 
LANDIGIAM, and not by myself, the attack of the 
gentleman from Texas was hurled against the 
member from Illinois and myself. The position 
that I took was simply this: that the President 
should be sustained. He acted on the defensive, 
noton the aggressive. The aggression came from 
the other side. That is the position which the 
Legislature of the State of Ohio, composed of 
both Republicans and Democrats, take in these 
resolutions. Indeed, that is the position ofnearly 
every northern Democrat on this floor, as will be 
seen by votes during this session. 

Mr. VANDEVER, I rise to a point of order. 
This debate is not in order, 

Mr. SHERMAN. I ask that the resolutions 
be read. 

Mr. CRAWFORD. The usual course pur- 
sued with resolutions presented from State Legis- 
latures, has been to have them laid on the table 
and ordered to be printed. Ihave no objection 
to that course being pursued with these resolu- 
tions. But Ido not see why the time of the House 
should be taken up with ‘reading these resolutions. 
I therefore submit the motion that the resolutions 


| be laid on the table, and ordered to be printed, ag 


has been done with all the other State resolutions 
that have been presented. 

Mr. COX. [desire to say, m connection with 
these resolutions, thatthe Legislature of Ohio has 
already begun the work of conciliation. 

The SPEAKER, The question is on the mo- 
tion to lay the resolutions on the table, and order 
them to be printed. 

Mr. COX. Why should they not be read? 

Mr. MORRIS, of Pennsylvania. I hope that 
the resolutions to be voted on will be allowed to 
be read. g 

Mr. SHERMAN, We have a right to have 
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them read. There is a motion to lay them on the 
table; and any member can demand that they 
shall be read. : 

The SPEAKER. The resolutions will be read. 

Mr. CRAWFORD. [ did notunderstand the 
remark made by the gentleman from Ohio just 
now. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I said that, before mem- 
bers could be required to vote upon the motion 
to lay the resolution on the table, it is their right 
to have them read. It is not usually insisted on; 
but these resclutions are so short, that I think 
thore can be no objection to their being read. 

Mr. CRAWFORD. I only desire that these 
resolutions shall take the usual course; nothing 
more, nothing less. ; 

The resolutions were read, and are as follows: 


“1. That the people of Obio, believing that the preser- 
vation of the unity of Government that constituted the 
American people one people, is essential to the support of 
their tranquillity at home, of their peace abroad, of their 
safety, of their prosperity, and of that very liberty which 
they so highly prize, are firmly and ardently attached to 
the national Constitution and the Union of the States. 

«2, That the General Government cannot permit the 
secession of apy State without violating the obligations by 
which it is bound, under the compact, to the other States 
and to every citizen of the United States. 

“3. That while the constitutional rights of every State 
in the Union should be preserved inviolate, the powers aud 
authority of the national Government must be maintained, 
and the laws of Congress faithfully enforced, in every State 
and Torritory, until repealed by Congress or adjudged to 
be unconstitutional by the proper judicial tribunal: andalt 
attempts by State authorities to nullity the,Constitution of 
the United States or the Jaws of the Federal Government, 
or to resist the execution thereof, are revolutionary in their 
character, and tend tothe disruption of the best and wisest 
system of government of the world. 

4, That the people of Ohio ar 
termeddling with the internal affairs and domestic relations 
of other States of the Unions in the same manner, and to 
the same extent as they are opposed to any interference by 
the people of other States with their domestic concerns. 

«5. ‘That it is the will and parpose of the people of Ohio 
to fulfill, in good faith, all their obligations under the Con- 
stitution of the United States, according to the spirit and 
intent thereof; and they demand the faithful discharge of 
the same duty by every State in the Union: and thus, as far 
as may be, to insure tranquillity between te State of Obio 
and the other States. 

“6. That it is incumbent upon any States having enact- 
ments on their statute-books conflicting with or rendering 
less efficient the Constitution or Jaws of the United States, 
to repeal them ; and it is equally incumbent upon the Gen- 
eral Government and the several States to secure to every 

‘eitizen of the Union his rights in every Srate under that 
provision of the Constitation which guarantees to the citi- 
zens of each State all the privileges aud immunities of the 
citizens in the several States, and thus iuspire and restore 
confidence and a spirit of fraternal fecling between the dif- 
ferent States of the Union, 

“7, That the Union-loving citizens of those States who 
have Jabored, and still labor, with devotional courage and 
patriotism, to withhold their States trom the vortex of seces- 
sion, are entitled to the gratitude of the whole American 
people. 

“g. That we hail with joy the recent firm, dignified, and 
patriotic message of the President of the United States, 
and that the entire power and resources of Ohio are bercby 
pledged, whenever necessary and demanded for the main- 
tenance, under strict subordination to the civil authority, 
of the Constitution aud laws of the General Government, 
by whomsoever administered. , 

«9. That the Governor be requested to forward, forth- 
with, copies of the foregoing resolutions to the President 
of the nation, and to the Governors of all the States of the 
Union, and to each of the Senators and Representatives in 
Congress from this State, to be by them presented to cach 
branch of the national Legislature.” 


Mr. COX. I wish to say but one word in re- 


lation to these resolutions, They were not only 
passed unanimously, both parties concurring, but 


the Legislature has already begun the work of | 


conciliation. By the action of one of the Houses 
—the lower House—the fatal stab has already 
been given to the personal liberty bill, so called, 
passed at the last session of the Legislature by the 
Senate. And I am assured by one of the promi- 
nent members of that body, that the work will go 
on until every act of legislation of thatState which 
can be urged as obnoxious to gentlemen of the 
South shall be wiped out, and full provision made 
for the execution of all the Federal laws of the 
Union. 

Mr. HINDMAN rose. 

Mr. SHERMAN. 
table is notdebatable. I object to further debate. 

Mr. HINDMAN. I only proposed to ask a 
question; which I suppose I have the right to do. 
There is one of these resolutions which, as I un- 


derstood it from the reading of the Clerk, was in | 


relation to the citizens of all the States being en- 
titled to the same privileges as the citizens of any 
of the States. I ask the Clerk again to read that 
resolution. 


inflexibly opposed toin- | 


This motion to lay on the | 


The Clerk read, as follows: : 

«That it is incumbent. upon any States having. enact- 
ments on their statute-books conflicting with or rendering 
less efficient the Constitution or laws of the United States, 
to repeal them; and it is equally incumbent upon the Gen- 


| eral Government and the several States to secure to every 


citizen of the Union his rights in every State, under that 
provision of the Constitution which guarantics to the citi- 
zens of each State all the privileges and immunities of the 
citizens in the several States; and thus inspire and restore 
confidence and a spirit of fraternal feeling between the dif- 
ferent States of the Union.” 


Mr. HINDMAN. Now!I wish toask the gentle- 
man from Ohio if itis intended, by the latter clause 
of thatresolution, to continue this work of concilia- 
tion to the extent of allowing southern men with 
their slave property to pass through the State of 
Ohio, and temporarily sojourn there, without 
being robbed of their property? 

Mr. COX. Itis certainly not my province to 
answer that question. The language of the res- 
olution to which the gentleman refers is almost 
identical with that of a provision of the Constitu- 
tion. I have merely called attention to these res- 
olutions to show the sentiments which pervade 
all parties in Ohio, giving assurance that full jus- 
tice will be done. 

Mr. BURNETT. I would like to know of the 
gentleman from Ohio whether, in the measures 
of pacification the Ohio Legislature is inaugurat- 
ing, they have initiated any provision for punish- 
ing the Governor of that State for refusing to 
deliver up the men who stole our negroes? 

Mr. COX. I think the laws they already have 
upon that subject are sufficient. 


REGISTER OF A VESSEL. 


Mr. MOORHEAD. I ask the consent of the 
House to take up and pass Senate joint resolution 
(No. 57) authorizing the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury to permit the owners of the steamboat John 
C. Frémont to change the name of the same to 
Horizon. 


Mr. DAWES. I object. 
PUBLIC PROPERTY IN THE SOUTH. 


Mr. CLEMENS. [now call up the resolu- 
tion of which I gave notice several ays ago; and 
I call the previous question upon it, 

The resolution is as follows: , 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Interior be requested 
to communicate to this House copies of all deeds made by 
the several southern States to the United States forland to 
be used tor forts, arsenals, dock-yards, navy-yards, custom- 
houses, post offices, hospitals, and other publie buildings, 
from the commencement of the Government to the Ist day 
of January, 1861. , 

. Mr. BURNETT. I objected to that resolution 
when the gentleman soughtto introduce it several 
days ago; and I object now. 

Mr. CLEMENS. I gave notice some three 
days ago of this resolution. I suppose I am en- 
titled to eall it now. f 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman can intro- 
duce it only by unanimous consent. 

THE WATROUS CASE. 

Mr. JOHN H.REYNOLDS. IJ ask the unan- 
imous consent of the House, to introduce the fol- 
lowing resolution: 

Resolved, That the consideration of the report of the 
Committee ou the Judiciary, in the case of John C. Wat- 
rous, district judge of the United States for the eastern dis- 
trict of Texas, be the special order of the day for the first 
‘Thursday in february next immediately alter the expiration 
of the morning hour, and that the same continue, from day 
to day, until it shall be disposed of. 

Mr. QUARLES. I object. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I move that the rules be 
suspended; and that the House resolve itself into ; 
the Committee of the Whole on the state of the į 
Union. 


BORDER STATES RESOLUTIONS. 
Mr. BRIGGS. I ask the gentleman to give 


way for me to present a memorial. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I will not object to any 
thing that will-come in by unanimous consent. 

Mr. BRIGGS. I holdinmy hand a memorial | 
numerously signed by citizens of New York, 
praying Congress to adopt the propositions em- ; 
bodied in the resolutions proposed by the gentle- | 
man from Tennessee [Mr. Evuermer) m this 
House, which are understood to be the same, in 
principle, as those adopted by what is known as | 
the border State committee. 

No objection being made, the memorial was 
received, laid on the table, and ordered to be 
printed. 
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TENNESSEE IMPROVEMENTS. : 
Mr. QUARLES: Task consent to’ introduce - 

a bill of merely Jocal interest,to which; I presume, 
no objection will be made. It isa bill to declare 
certain railroad bridges across the Cumberland 
and Tennessee rivers post roads. ee 
Mr, WASHBURNE, of Ilinois. I must’6b= 
lt is one which may, have the 


ject to that bill, 
ng the navigation of these rivers, 


effect of obstructi 
and one in which my constituents have a deep 
interest. a ee 

Mr. QUARLES. 
a committee. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois.. I object.” ` 

Mr. QUARLES. Then I raise the question 
of order that it is too late for the gentleman to 
object. I have introduced the bill, and it has 
received its first reading. 

The SPEAKER. The first reading of a.bill 
is always for information, to enable the House to 
understand what it is. The Chair, therefore, 
thinks the objection of the gentleman came, in 
time. i i 


I only propose to refer it to 


LOUISIANA LAND CLAIMS. 


Mr. BLAIR, by unanimous consent, from the 
Committee on Private Land Claims, reported 
back a bill (H. R: No, 871) authorizing floats to 
issue in satisfaction of claims against the United 
States for lands sold by them within the Los Or- 
migas and La Hana grants, in the State of Loui- 


! siana; which was referred to a Committee of the 


Whole House, and, with the accompanying re- 
port, ordered to be printed. 


UTAIL MAIL SERVICE. 


Mr. HOOPER, by unanimous consent, pre- 
sented memorials of the Legislative Assembly of 
Utah Territory, for the establishment of a daily 
mail service from Omaha, Nebraska Territory, 
via Great Salt Lake City to Sacramento, Cali- 
fornia, and semi-weekly mail service from Fil- 
more to Los Angelos, California; which were 
referred to the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads, and ordered to be printed. i 


ARMY BILL. 


Mr. SHERMAN. Inow ask for a vote upon 
my motion to go into committee, 

he motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into the 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union, 
(Mr. Wasnsurne, of Illinois, in the chair,) and 
resumed the consideration of the Army appro- 
priation bill, upon which Mr. Garwerr was 
entitled to the floor. : 

Mr. GARNETT. Mr. Chairman, on the first 
day of this session, the House ordered the ap- 
pointment ofa committee, to be composed of one 
member from each State, to consider the alarm- 
ing condition of the country. Since then, it has 
been contented to stand with folded arms and si- 
lent lips, while the flames of civil discord daily 
burnt more fiercely, though it has long since been 
apparent that the committee. can. do nothing to 
arrest them. And when the history of these times 
comes to be written, I think the stolid indifference 
of the American House of Representatives to the 
dissolution of the American Union will be recorded 4, 
as one of their strangest phenomena, State after 
State secedes; and yet, though the minute guns 
successively announce that spar by spar, and tim- 
ber by timber, the mighty ship gives way before. 
the storm, we still stand, like mere spectators on 
the shore, in helpless bewilderment. I think it 
time to address ourselves earnestly to the danger; 
not with anger, or bitterness, or exaggeration, but 
with a frank, truthful interchange of views, as- 
cending above the horizon of party, as men upon 
whom Providence has cast the fearful responsibil- 
ities belonging to those exceptional occasions in a 
nation’s Jife, which determine its destinies, and 
affect the course of the world’s history for gener- 
ations yet unborn. It is in this spirit, sir, that I 
enter the debate. 

He who traces back the present troubles only. 
to the 6th day of November last, would be but.a 
shallow observer. Their causes are to be found, 
not in the mere election of Lincoln and. Hamlin, 
but in the fact which that election disclosed: that 
this once equal Union of sovereign Republies had 
changed into the dominion of one. section over 
another section, into which it was divided by. dif- 
ferences of character, of institutions, and in some 
sort of race, coinciding with a geographical line. 
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"This revolution is not the less complete, because, 
asin Rome under Augustus, the old forms and 
names of the Constitution are preserved. Such 
great historical changes are never sudden; nor is 
this an exception. 

In years past, the anti-slavery party had, after 
miany. vicissitudes of fortune, broken down the 
great historic party of the Whigs, and the even 
stronger, though more ephemeral, organization of 
the Know Nothings; but now it has burst through 
the last line of our defenses, and, routing the Dem- 
ocratic forces, it has seized the scepter of Ameri- 
can empire—the object of its long ambition, of its 

atient toil. Under the name of Republicans, it 
ias obtained every electoral vote, except three, in 
the eighteen non-slaveholding States, against and 
ever the unanimous voice of the fifteen slavehold- 
ing States. Nor is its majority in electoral votes 
only. Its popular vote is one million eight hun- 
dred and thirty-one thousand one hundred and 
sixty-eight, against one million five hundred and 
seventy-four thousand and ninecty-one. It has a 
plurality of the popular vote in Oregon and Cali- 
fornia, and an absolute majority in cvery norib- 
ern State this side of the Rocky Mountains except 
gallant New Jersey, where alone it was beaten. 
Nor is this strength a thing of yesterday—a sum- 
mer cloud which we may hope will pass away as 
rapidly asit gathered. 
didate, Birney, received seven thousand and fifty- 
nine votes in 1840, each presidential election has 
shown a steady growth in the party vote, except 
in 1852, when it met an accidental and temporary 
check. The intermediate State elections show the 
same progression. 

This party, then, now calling itself Republican, 
has steadily advanced for many years, untilithas 
gained possession of all the northern States, in 
every department of their State governments, with 
very few exceptions. It controls this House of 
Representatives; and after the 4th of March there 
will be thirty avowed Republican Senators, be- 
sides two from Kansas, if admitted—withiu two 
or five, as the case may be, of a majority of the 
Senate, were all the southern States still in the 
Union. Nor can there be a doubt that nothing 
but theaccidental length of the terms of the remain- 
ing six Democratic Senators from the North pre- 
vents our then secing every northern State repre- 
sented by Republicans, It cannot be long betore 
the entire legislative as well as the executive de- 
partment of the Federal Government is in pos- 
session of this party, unless some mighty change 
occurs in northern sentiment. Nor can we expect 
such a change from ordinary causes; for schools, 
pulpits, and books, have trained the northern mind 
to a strong and fixed hostility to African slavery; 
and this is precisely the feeling on which the Re- 
publican party*is founded. Anti-slavery: this ts 
its central idea, its vital principle, without which 
it never could have come into being, and without 
which it would now dissolve. Flere is its tower 
of stre 
tion as it has been true to this flag. Around it 
may be grouped camp. followers and mercenaries, 
always attendant on victory; the various factions, 
each with its individaal purpose, which it hopes 
to promote under the shadow of its great leader. 
But the heart of the party, its active, progressive 
element, which interpenetrates all others, and 
molds and controls them to its purpose; which 
gives it vigor in the fight, and rallies popular en- 
thusiasm to its cause, is the anti-slavery sentiment. 
As Mr. Sewarp said: 

“The sceret of its sucecss lies in the fact that it is a party 


of one idea; but that ide a noble one, an idea that fills 
and expands all gencrous 


Jaws, as they all are equal before the Divine tribunal and 
Divine laws.” 

Yes, sir, the Republican party is made up from 
the disbanded cohorts of the former Whig and 
American parties, and deserters from the Demo- 
cratic, brought together by this one common feel- 
ing. As Mr, Lincoln himseifsaid, ‘the Republican 
party is made up of those who, as far as they can, 
peaccably-oppose the extension of slavery, and 
who will hope for its ultimate extinction.” “Jt 
is made,” he says, “of strange, discordant, and 
even hostile elements,” all fused and disciplined 
into one strong body by enmity to slavery. More 
emphatically stil, Mr. Lincoln says: 

“The real issuc in this controversy—the one pressing 
upon every mind—is ihe sentiment on the part of one class 


What looks upou the institution of slavery as a wrong, and of | 
I ‘oy 


Since the anti-slavery can- | 


eth, and it has flourished just in propor- į 


x d ts souls—the idea of equality, the | 
equajity of all men before human tribunals and human j 


another class that does not look upon it asa wrong. .The 
sentiment that contemplates the institution of slavery in 
this country as a wrong, is the sentiment of the Republican 
party... It is the sentiment around which all their actions, 
all their arguments, circle; from which all their proposi- 
tions radiate. They look upon it as being a moral, social, 
and political wrong.” * =o Aot. e Treyt- 
sist that it should, as far as may be, be treated as a wrong 5 
and one of the methods of treating it asa wrong, is to make 
provision that it shall grow no larger. They also desire a 
policy that looks to a peaceful end of slavery at some time, 
as being wrong.” . 

The official platforms of the party confirm these 
declarations of its leader. It was first organized 
because no existing party madc anti-slavery opin- 
ions a test in its nominations. The Abolition or 
Liberty party of 1840-44 was succeeded by the 
so-called ‘* Free Democratic party,” or Buffalo 
men of 1848-52. Meantime the Whig party had 
been dissolved by dissension between its north- 
ern and southern wings on this same question of 
slavery; and a like fate befell its suecessor—the 
American party. Its northern elements, uniting 
with this ‘¢ Free Democracy” on the anti-slavery 
idea, cast over one million three hundred thousand 
votes, as Republicans, in 1856; and have now 
elected their President. Like every great party, 
it contains men of various shades of opinion, 
more or less extreme; but, as in all such cases, 
the extreme men, those who carry the leading idea 
of the party to its logical consequences, and are 
truest to it, must ultimately govern and control 
the others. Even the most moderate are determ- 
ined to prevent the extension of slavery into any 
Federal territory, because they consider it a moral, 
social, and political wrong and evil, which the 
are bound, to the extent of their power, to limit 
and discourage. As Mr. Lincoln says, any man 
“who does not think the institution of slavery 
wrong;’’ who does not ‘* desire a policy that looks 
to a peaceful end of slavery at some time, as be- 
ing wrong;’’ who does not “insist thatit shall be 
treated as a wrong,” is * misplaced, and ought 
not to be with the Republicans.” 

Now, sir, it will be admitted that it is impos- 
sible for the people of any southern State to 
adopt these opinions without at the same time 
making up their minds to the emancipation, more 
or less speedy, of their slaves. In other words, it 
is impossible for any southern people to join the 
Republican party without commencing a total 
revolution in their internal State polity and social 
organization. Therefore it is, sir, that we justly 
charge the Republicans with sectionalism. That 
surely is a sectional party, which the people in 
fifteen States of the Union cannot join without 
committing themselves to a radical change in their 
State constitutions, and a complete overthrow of 
the entire structure of their society. So long as 
there are slaveholding States which mean to con- 
tinue slaveholding States, so long must the dom- 
ination of this party be the domination of the 
non-slayeholding over the slaveholding section. 
‘The former will enjoy all the offices and honors 
of the Confederacy, except such inferior places 
as may be bestowed on time-servers or traitors 
in the South. The sectional majority will wield 
the entire power of the Union, direct its foreign 
alliances, levy its taxes, hold the keys of the 
Treasury, and the gates of war and peace—the 
purse and the sword—command its armies and 
navies, govern its Territories, and control its des- 
tinies. ‘The minority section will pay its taxes, 
but direct neither their kind, their amount, nor 
tbeir appropriation. It will help to fight your 
battles, mati to extend the boundaries of your 
confederacy; but yours will be the sole gain, 
for the new territory will be appropriated by the 
majority section for its cmigration and settlement, 
and the new States whose stars appear in the con- 
stellation of the Union will do hemage to the 
institutions of that section, and be so many 
pillars of its political supremacy. Meantime, the 
minority section will be in a minority more and 
more hopeless. Southern civilization willbe walled 
in and isolated beyond hope of escape, and the 
enormous pressure of this huge Federal machine, 
its patronage and power and moral influence, 
brought down on southern society to bring about 
the extinction of slavery. 

ĮI think I do not color the picture too highly. I 


will suppose that the so-called moderate wing of | 


the Republican party prevails in its councils. I 
will suppose that no direct attack is made on the 
sale of slaves between the States, or on slavery 
in the States, or even in the forts, navy-yards, or 


District of Columbia. I will admit, for the argu- 
ment’s sake, that the Republican party is content 
to confine slavery within its present limits, and 
prevent its extension into any new territory. It 
necessarily follows that there can never bea new 
slave State. Our present territory, over one mil- 
lion two hundred thousand square miles, is large 
enough for twenty States; and we must expecty 
moreover, large acquisitions from Mexico. The 
chief present restraint on the lust of acquisition 
is sectional jealousy, and this would not bo felt 
when one section is all-powerful, Its ambition 
would scarcely be checked by the cost, whether 
in blood or treasure, of wars and treaties whose 
fruits were to be exclusively its own; for it would 
levy the greater part of the expense from the sub- 
ject and minority section, Mr. Sewarp, in the 
recent canvass, repeatedly foreshadowed this pol- 
icy of acquisition for the exclusive occupation of 
northern society. The time is not far distant 
when you would have three fourths of the States, 
and could amend the Constitution at pleasure. 

Bat the moderate Republicans tell us that they 
interfere with slavery only where they have the 
power, because conscience commands the abate- 
ment of this wrong wherever the power exists. 
How then, when future extensions invest you 
with a power over the institution in the States 
themselves? That same conscience will notallow 
you to rest until you have taken measures for its 
ultimate extinction. You are cager for the day 
when you shall have filled up the western terri- 
tory with free States, and you may number the 
requisite three fourths. When, in 1820, you in- 
terdicted slavery in all the territory north of 36° 
30', you simultaneously reduced the price of the 
public lands from two dollars to a dollar and a 
quarter, in order to stimulate emigration and hasten 
the formation of new States. Now, when you 
think you have finally securcd all the Territories, 
present and future, you incorporate into your 
platform, as a principal measure of your party, 
the homestead bill. You invite all the nations of 
Europe to take possession of the Federal lands 
without cost; and by this donation you encour- 
age and increase to the utmost foreign immigra- 
tion, already numbering annually more than 
enough for a new State every year. 

Meanwhile, the Republican party is necessarily 
confined to the non-slaveholding section; since, 
as I have remarked, no slaveholding community 
can join it without ultimately surrendering its in- 
stitutions. But how long can any people maintain 
a struggle which it feels daily more hopeless? 
How long keep up its spirit under the degrading in- 
fluence of subjection toa Government from whose 
power and honors it is perpetually excluded? The 
strength of the defense, the spirit of resistance, 
would gradually weaken. Ambitious and active 
tempers—some, allured by the power or distinc- 
tions others by the mere emoluments of office— 
would first profess a policy of acquiescence, and 
then an adoption of those Republican principles 
which open the door to preferment. Anti-slavery 
doctrinesand emancipation parties would appearin 
the slave States, and the dominant and sectional 
party in the Federal Government would, ofneces- 
sity, aid and strengthen them by its patronage and 
influence. Meantime the dominant section, selfish 
as all unchecked power must be, would, by pro- 
tective tariffs and sectional expenditures, encour- 
age its own labor, and render the labor of the 
slaves comparatively worthless. Thus the insti- 
tution of slavery in the minority section would be 
“localized and discouraged,” to use the Repub- 
lican phrase. Undermined and weakened, and 
its defenders dispirited or divided, it would prob- 
ably give way, even before the increase in the 
number of the free States placed its constitutional 
defenses at their mercy. 

Thus far I have traced. the results of Repub- 
lican rule, on the assumption that it is exercised 
by the most moderate members of the party. But 
such an assumption is contradicted by all history. 
The law of life in every party is fidelity to the 
idea which gave it existence. If the leaders falter, 
aspirants for place thrust them aside with profes- 
sions of more extreme opinions. The responsi- 
bility of power, it is true, moderates its possessors; 
but in a popular Government, based on universal 
' suffrage, such moderation is short-lived. The 


i, real power is in the popular masses, who feel 


none of its responsibilities. At the North the old 


il Federalist leaven is widely diffused, and is espe- 
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cially strong in the Republican ranks. Accus- 
tomed to construe the Constitution most liberally 
for power, they will perpetually press their Rep- 
resentatives to use it against what they deem the 
monstrous evil of slavery. They claim power 
to abolish it in the forts and the navy-yards, and 
to prohibit the sale of slaves between the States, 
or their transportation on the high seas; and ex- 
cited by victory, and goaded on by a fanatical 
pulpit, this power will surely be used—used when 
the southern people, discouraged by subjection 
and divided by patronage, are too weak to resist. 

` The inevitable end is the emancipation of the 
African race at the South. When will this hap- 

en? Thirty years hence, when the slaves num- 

er cight million; or sixty years, when they are 
sixteen million; or ninety years, when their thir- 
ty-two million outnumber the present total pop- 
ulation of allthe States? Be it when it may, (and 
the longer it is delayed the more numerous the 
slaves, the worse will be the consequences when 
itoccurs,) the destruction of southern wealth and 
industry will be almost complete; for the exper- 
iment in the British West Indies has proved 
beyond controversy—what indeed well-informed 
persons knew before—that the African will not 
work without compulsion. You may substitute 
the slavery of the law—bondage to the commu- 
nity, a system of labor enforced and regulated by 
legal enactment—for slavery to individual mas- 
ters; but you will get not half work; and in de- 
stroying the personal and hereditary tie between 
master and slave, you have destroyed not only that 
which makes the industry profitable, but still 
more, you have broken up the essential condition 
on which all thatis humane or good in the relation 
depends, I will notdilate onthe incalculable loss to 
the North or to the world involved inthe ruin of the 
cotton culture and southern commerce and indus- 
try. My interests are nearer home, where I see a 
country once animated by peaceful industry, once 
blessed with happy homes, once advancing under 
the control of the white race, men proud of their 
position as peers of any under God’s heaven,—I 
see this country, its mdustry extinguished, its 
homes deserted by the rich, its fields overgrown 
by the thicket, and abandoned to the improvident 
laziness of the emancipated African, while the 
poorer class are left to reconcile themselves as 

est they may to social and political equality, 
and ultimate amalgamation with the free blacks. 
In one word, I see the southern States, I sec 
Virginia and her southern sisters and daughters, 


reduced to the condition of Jamaica and Hayti, i 


and blotted from the roll of nations. 

I ask you, sir—I ask any fair man, whether 
from North or South—can we, ought we to ac- 
quiesce in this result? or shall we try to avert 
it while there is yet time? Yet this ruin is the 
legitimate, the incxorable consequence of acqui- 
escence in Republican rule, as I have shown. 

How can weavert the danger? Shall we trast 
to a change in the northern mind? But on what 
grounds shall we hope for such achange? A 
change means, really, not the mere overthrow of 
the Republican party, but in that anti-slavery 
sentiment which created it, and which would then 
create another in its stead, as Mr. Sewarp truly 
said. ; 

Truth is mighty, and will prevail; but the truth 
is proverbially a slow traveler, and before you 


can hope to work such a change at the North by | 


ordinary causes, the evil will have been donc, and 
our ruin accomplished. Past history shows that 
the present working of our political machinery has 
been favorable to the growth of this anti-slavery 
power. ‘Twenty-five years ago it was not toler- 
ated at the North itself; its public meetings were 
broken up by mobs; its printing offices burned 
down; and northern Governors recommended its 
repression by legal enactment. How changed 
the scene now, when it controls nearly every de- 
partment of Government, State and Federal; and 
when conspiracies are formed for the armed inva- 
sion of sister States, and neither laws proposed 
nor indictments found to punish the conspirators ! 
Here is a change indeed, but a change against, 
not for us—the only change, I fear, we can hope. 
I ask no better proof of the firm hold this anti- 
slavery feeling has ou the northern heart, than the 
recent disruption of the Democratic party, which 
was clearly due to the general aversion to slavery, 
and the determination that it shall not be extended 
to any new territory, How could it be other- 
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wise? Or howcan we hope to obtain even a hear- 
ing there? A few in the cities may listen to us; 
but the rural millions, how can we reach them? 
The schools, the pulpits, and the press, all their 
literature and all their teachers, daily impress on 
their minds the impolicy and sinfulness of slavery. 
Some urge active measures to remedy this wrong; 
others would separate the practice from the prin- 
ciple—a caution not easily taught to a conscien- 
tious and active people of the Puritan stock. 
These sons of the Mayflower will never rest easy 
under a conviction of their neighbor’s sins, with- 
outaggressive efforts for his compulsory sal vation. 
Mr. Calhoun, as Jong ago as 1833, predicted 
that this anti-slavery feeling would dissolve all 
parties formed on other issues. And were it pos- 
sible to restore the old Whig and Democratic 
parties, the history of the last twenty years would 
e repeated more quickly. This consequence ne- 
cessarily results from the organization of political 
society at the North. In populous communities, 
where all are of the same race, and universal 
suffrage and apportionment of representation on 
mere numbers prevail, the Democracy necessarily 
becomes a government, or rather, a despotism of 
the numerical majority. Thereare many whohave 
to labor too severely for their daily subsistence 
to devote much attention to political affairs, or to 
acquire that training which is necessary to frec- 
men for an intelligent judgment of the issues of 
theday. Many votes are controlled in great part 
by patronage and moncy, directly or indirectly 
used. Where parties are nicely balanced, that 
will be successful which commands the largest 
influences of this corrupting kind. Hence party 
contests are chiefly for the spoils; and there is a 
constant tendency to increase the number of of- 
fices, the amount of expenditures, and contracts, 
and jobs—in one word, to swell the spoils. In 
this state of things, when a party appears like 
the original anti-slavery party, animated by fa- 
natical zeal for a single idea, each of the great 
divisions of the spoils parties of necessity begins 
to bid for its vote, and, instead of resisting, to 
yield to its errors. Thus its principles are grad- 
ually diffused through the masses, until at last, 
adopted openly by one or another of the regular 
parties, they conduct it to victory, and gain for it 
the coveted spoils. Meantime, the educated and 


| conservative classes, with a few honorable excep- 


tions, give way to an unfortunate, but natural 
disgust for political contests conducted by such 
low arts, and determined by such unworthy 
means. They, the natural leaders of socicty, 
withdraw themselves from public affairs. They 
grumble at, but pay, the cnormous taxes which 
support extravagant municipal and State expend- 
itures. They forget politics, except on rare oc- 
casious, and are contented to accumulate wealth, 
to exhaust invention in new modes of luxury, or 
to indulge as dilettanti in art or literature. The 
vulgar concerns of Government are left; for the 
most part, to political intriguers, and corrupt cau- 
cuses, who control the rowdies and the ignorant. 

How strikingly does every day’s experience 
verify this reasoning! How different from the 
men of old is the race of men who now appear in 
our public councils! How inordinately have our 
expenditures increased! How little regard is 
shown, or even professed, for the letter of the 
In fact, how few even know what 
itis! How corrupt is our Government in iearly 
all its branches; and how little northern constitu- 
encies seem to care forit! Congress is reduced to 
the open shame of accusing and expelling its own 
members for cofruption, to be reélected, however, 
soon after. Scarcely a claim is allowed, or an 
appropriation made, without the taint of suspicion; 
and the army militant of contract-jobbers and 
office-seekers, in national conventions, make the 
Presidency itsclfalmost as much a subject of traflic 
as was the Roman empire in the days of Didius 
Julianus. 

A few ycars-since, in Wisconsin, Legislature, 
Governor, and judges, stood convieted of corrup- 
tion so universal, that there was none left to pun- 
ish it. The New York press, of all parties, is 
unanimous about one thing only—the superlative 
corruption of their municipal government, and of 
their Legislature. Gut this unanimous sentiment 
does not avail to change either, for they are the 
governments of mere numbers, working by uni- 
versal suffrage in a community where, according 
to the official report of the Sécretary of State, in 


1858, of the whole population one in every’ sixty= 
four was the inmate of an almshouse,:and one an 
every thirteen and a half in a condition to require 
relief from Government officials. -It must Have 
been to such governments that Mr. SEWARD re> 
ferred when he said, in his recent Astor House 
speech, that not a State could maintain its orga 
ization without the conservative influence of th 
Federal Government. T 

It is vain, therefore, to expect safety from ‘a! 
change of parties at the North, : Er ue 

Still less is the remedy for our present troubles 
to be found in any mere legislation by Congress; 
or even ina repeal of the obnoxious personal lib= 
erty statutes of the northern States, except it were 
evidence of a change of opinion asto slavery. The 
present fugitive slave lawisstringent enough, were 
the hearts of the people inclined to obey it. How 
far they are the contrary, the obnoxious personal 
liberty bills, the forcible rescue of captured fugi- 
tives, the personal peril of masters who: claim 
their property, and the continual rëtreat of slave 
population from the border line, where’ it ig ex= 
posed to increasing hazards, all witness. Nor éan 
we hope for the peaceful and regular return of our 
fugitives, or the suppression of organized ‘con- 
spiracies to aid and stimulate their escape, so long 
as the northern heart and conscience are so deéply 
impressed with the anti-slavery idea. 

But, sir, I go further, and assert that it is not 
for the interest of either party or section to leave 
this question open. The continual struggle can- 
not longer be endured. It swallows up all others; 
makes wise legislation on other subjects impos- 
sible; paralyzes every department of the Govern- 
ment; and breeds hatred, overpowering in intens- 
| ity, between the sections. For the interest. o 

both, it ought now to be finally settled. ‘And for’ 
the South especially, it is neiibor safe nòr honor- 
able to depend for security on the merey of the 
North, or the vicissitudes of party warfare. The 
fifteen southern States cannot safely or honorably 
hold their four million African slaves, their social 
and political institutions, by the forbearance of 
the eighteen northern.: I think, therefore, that 
the people of the South have judged wisely, when 
they accept the recent élection as proof that the 
time, long foreseen, has at last arrived, when, the 
machinery of party-having become impotent for 
their protection, they must look ‘elsewhere for 
safety, And in pronouncing this judgment, I 
would say to our conservative friends at the 
North, whether of the Democratic or Bell party, 
that we fully appreciate their gallant services in 
defense of our rights under the Constitution, We 
admire their constancy under defeat, and their 
moral courage in boldly fighting’ against increas- 
ing odds; and we shall regret that our safety does 
not permit us to await the chances of other and 
future battles in conjunction with such noble allies, 
But we plainly see—and we are sure their own 
candor will admit—that the game would be too 
hazardous for such momentous stakes. Evenan 
occasional party success would but delay fora 
short time the inevitable crisis now upon us;.and 
it would then be likely to find us weakened, di- 
vided, and less able to meet it. On the contrary, 
we beg them to see that it is the part of prudence 
to be timely bold, and now, once and forever, to 
remove these vexed and dangerous interests from 
the slippery arena of party strife. 

The public mind, agrecing with these views, 
is evidently disposed to seek a remedy in amend- 
ments to the Constitution, which would place the 
whole subject outside of Federal control. There 
| are two kinds of amendment possible—the one, 
| consisting of declarations that Congress shall or 
shall not exercise certain powers; the other, mak- 
ling a new distribution of power between thë 
sections. . 

I do not look very hopefully on the former, 
For the most part, promises without the power 
to enforce their performance, are not worth much. 
And if such amendments succeed in closing the 
controversy on the issues now prominent, yet who 
can foresee the various, forms in which the anti- 
slavery feeling will make its future attacks? How’ 
canamendments of this character secure the South 
effectually against the malign influences of the’ 
patronage of the anti-slavery party?“ How can 
they obtain for her a fair share in the honors, the 
influence, and the expansion of our cmpire? “Yet 
I da nat commit myself against’a present scttle- 
| ment on this basis. -It is the part of practical 
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statesmanship to meet questions as they arise; and 
though the settlement might be only a truce, yet 
if good as far asit goes, and if the end of the truce 
on such a basis would probably find the relative 
strength of the parties unchanged, if its terms did 
not demoralize the spirit of my own. section, I 
4vould be disposed to accept it. Atthe same time, 
J believe'a more radical and therefore more per- 
manent adjustment would be better for both sec- 
tions, the North as well as the South. 

‘The present Constitution, as our fathers made 
it, was all sufficient while it, protected kindred 
and friendly States, and would be so still, were 
all disposed to fulfill its obligations with a good 
faith inspired by mutual good will and respect- 
There is danger that new declaratory clauses or 
promises would be regarded no more than the 
old. : What the minority section needs is power— 
power to secure its rights against a majority sec- 
tion, differing in opinions and institutions, and 
animated by fixed hostility to those of the minor- 
ity. The danger to the minority is not only in 
hostile legislation, but in a hostile use of Federal 
patronage and influence; and in the absence of 
such positive protection as its interests may re- 
quire, whether in our foreign relations, in expan- 
sion by territorial acquisition, or in forming new 
States by colonization in such acquisition. To 
secure all this, the South must have an absolute 
voto in every department of the Government. 
Tho Union was once a Union of equal States. It 
has now become, by the force of events, a Union 
of sections. It is to be determined whether this 
shail be a Union of superior and inferior sections, 
or of equal sections. Any permanent radical set- 
ulement of the present difficulties must recognize 
the fact, now manifest to all the world, whether 
xve choose to recognize it or not, that this Union 
is composed of two widely-difiering sections; and 
to secure to cach its rights and its fair share of 
the benefits of the Union, every act of the Gov- 
ernment must depend on the consentof both. For 
a sulf-protecting power in every great interest of 
the community is the fundamental principle of 
every free Government that has ever endured. 
Neither the North nor the South can require the 
other to abandon its opposite opinions on the 
subject of slavery. Let cach enjoy its own senti- 
ments, Let the North condemn and the South 
approve African slavery. But let both remember 
that the only safe Union between powerful States, 
where such opposite opinions exist, isan absolute 
equality. And in conceding such a change, what 
would the North concede? Nothing—literally 
nothing, bat the right to govern us. It would not 
even involve that quasi-recogniuion of slavery, 
which the Republicans make a chief objection to 
various moderate proposiuons, Mr. CRITFENDEN?’S 
and others. Surely in the nineteenth century, and 
here among this chosen people, foremost in the 
files of time?” in vindicating for every nation the 
right of self-government, there can be no great 
sacrifice in a setdement which secures that inesti- 
mable privilege to cither section of the Confeder- 
acy. 

But, sir how can we obtain these, or any amend- 
ments, to the Constitution, in time to avert the 
present danger? ‘l'wo thirds of Congress may 
propose amendments, or a convention of the States 
may propose them; but this convention can only 
be called on the invitation of the several States. 
In cither case, the amendments must be ratified 
by three fourths of the States. The process is 
very slow under the best circumstances; how 
much slower with conccaled or open opposition 
of very many! Can we hope that the Republi- 
cans, who control the northern Legislatures, as 
well as this House and more than a third of the 
Senate, will consent? F agree that true wisdom 
and patriotism might lead them to such counsels; 
and even without renouncing their peculiar anti- 
slavery tenets, they might bow before the inevit- 
able necessity of events, and, acknowledging the 
impossibility of holding the South in vassalage, 
might acquiesce in such a division of power as 
I have suggested. But their recent votes and 
speeches show but too plainly that no such pru- 
dence and justice can be expected. They fancy 
that they have secured a long tenure df the coveted 
spoilsand power, and that to consenttoany change 
is to confess thatthey have been wrong. If pride 
of opinion or sclfish ambition prevent the present 
holders of power from agrecing to such just com- 
promises as may rebuild the Union, perhaps a 
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| popular election. would expel them from their 


places, and substitute for them men of larger and 
more patriotic views. But this would bea work 
of time, and meantime the building is falling to 
pieces over our heads. Nor can it be accom- 
plished, even when new elections offer the oppor- 
tunities, if the people of the North have ahy rea- 
son to distrust our sincerity or carnestness of 
purpose. Their Republican leaders have sedu- 
lously taught them that our warnings were empty 
gasconade, and thatthe Union was in no danger; 
and therefore they have never seriously considered 
demands which they did not believe the South 
was very serions in pressing. 

But their attention is at last roused by the im- 
minent perils of the country; and a hearing, I 
They may say to them- 
selves thatit is betterto repair our shattered Union; 
it is more magnanimous and worthier Americans 
and American principles to agree that any con- 
siderable portion of our fellow countrymen, who 
really so desire, shall govern themselves than to 
insist on governing them; and that the South shall 
have the equality she values so highly. Such a 
concession, if concession it be, is wiser and more 
honorable than to destroy the Union in the pur- 
suit of a bootless tyranny of one section over ane 
other. I would willingly hope, sir, that the north- 
ern people mightthus fecl and reason. But if so, 
it would bea great change since last fall; and that, 
because the situation of affairs has changed; be- 
cause actual disunion has at last convinced them 
that the South, whether rightly or wrongly, docs 
traly believe herself aggrieved, and her safety and 
equality and honor imperiled by the dominant 
anti-slavery sentiment of the North, and is pre- 
pared, in their defense, to abandon whatever ad- 
vantages there may have been in the Union, and 
to risk fortune and life itself. It will be because 
the northern people, then, in no unworthy or 
craven spirit, but in true love for Union, and mind- 
fulof fraternal blood, will yield what really costs 
thom nothing, to the carnest convictions of the 
South—will yicld what they did not take the pains 
to consider while they believed that the South 
was insincere, and playing a mere party game in 
her demands. ‘Therefore, for the South to post- 
pone action for such a change in northern Legis- 
tures, in next fall’s elections, as may give a ma- 
jority in favor of proper amendments to the Con- 
stitution, is not only to expose herself to all the 
chances of divisionand discouragementat home, 
but it is to abandon the only course that can con- 
vince the North of her sincerity, or give to con- 
servative men there the strength to carry those 
measures which theextreme men in power would 
a short time since have refused even to consider. 

Meantime Virginia, my own State, has called 
a convention of her people in their sovercign ca- 
pacity, for the 13th of February, which will de- 
cide her fature course. She has been, she stillis, 
sincerely attached to the Union; she would gladly 
have preserved it; she would willingly reconstruct 
it. Not long since, she would have accepted, and 
advised her southern sister States to accept, a most 
moderate basis of settlement. But events daily 
strengthen the fecling for secession. Your defiant 
speeches, and still more insulting indifference; 
your threats of military coercion, inflame her peo- 

le; your rejection of all compromiscs induce the 

chef that you are determined to rule, if need be, 
by the sword; and as this belicf grows into con- 
viction, so riscs Virginia’s estimate of the condi- 
tions which would make this a safe Union for the 
South. And let no man doubt where she would 
be in the final disruption. 

She will join no border State confederacy, with 
two frontiers to defend, instead of one, cut off from 
the natural outlet for her emigration in the South, 
and with all the territorial and slavery controver- 
sies in the new Union, which drove her out of the 
old. 

Still less can she, or the border slave States, re- 
If the fifteen 
southern States were unsafe in the old Union, how 
would the eight border States fare in the new 
Union, with nineteen free States? How then would 
they resist the sectional taxation and appropria- 
tions, the commercial and fiscal systems, which, 
even in the former Union, have built up northern 
cities, and fostered northern industry at the ex- 
pense of the agricultural labor of the South? If 
permitted to keep their slaves, what would become 
of their increasing population, shut out from the 
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Territories by the northern government, and per- 
haps from the South by its confederacy? 

The picture would be reversed for these States 
in a southern confederacy, and especially for Vir- 
ginia, the oldest and the largest, whether she con- 
siders her material interests or the ties of blood 
which bind her to her children, scattered in thou- 
sands over the entire South. Virginia can never 
hesitate between being the leading State ofa south- 
ern confederacy, or the dependent follower of a 
northern. The great statesman of the Republi- 
can party traced ‘its: lineage to Plymouth rock, 
and celebrated its victory as the triumph of the 
Massachusetts school of politics. He was right. 
Plymouth and Jamestown, the Puritans and the 
Cavaliers, Massachusetts and Virginia, are the 
great origins of the opposite systems of Ameri- 
can policy and society, You of the North seem 
to prefer the Massachusetts school, as you have 
aright. Lt rests on the infallibility of majori- 
tics—the divine right of the greater number to rule 
absolutely the lesser. It carcs more to strengthen 
the community than it fears to dwarf the indi- 
vidual. Its ultimate tendency is to depend more 
on Government and less on individual wisdom or 
energy; andits final word must be a despotism of 
mere numbers uudera military dictatorship, after 
the French model. The Virginia school, on the 
contrary, is more English. Tt reduces govern- 
ment to its minimum of power, and relies upon 
the powers of the individual man for its strength, 
its prosperity, and its glory. Its motto is, not the 
Benthamite heresy of the greatest good of the 
greatest number, but the greatest good of all. 
Founding its society on the subordination of an 
inferior to a superior race, it would combine the 
lofty spirit and culture of an aristocracy with the 
equality of ademocracy. If Virginia could forget 
her material interests, she could never forego, for 
her sons, the interests of empire. She will never 
consent to close for them the possibility of playing 
their equal part in the drama of civilization, She 
knows that to her school of politics this Union 
owes its Constitution and its noblestachievements; 
and that whenever the Massachusetts school pre- 
vailed, whether under the elder or younger Ad- 
ams, as at present, the country was brought to 
the verge of ruin. Hers were the Eastern portals 
whence the dawning day called forth that morn- 
ing of American greatness— 

———‘ whose brightness broad hath blazed 5 
Whose glorious, glittering light bath all men’s cyes 
amazed,” 

She wiil never abandon her principles, or those 
southern States which, sprung from her loins and 
formed in her similitude, have multiplied her 
honors, and endowed the Old Dominion with a 
youth ever new. 

But, sir, 1 have wandered from the strict line 
of my argument. l have endeavored to show that 
the real cause of the present difficulties is the dif- 
ference between the social systems of the North - 
and South, and the aggressive character ofthe anti- 
slavery sentiment that controls the former, and 
which has made the Union the Union of a dom- 
inant and a subject section; thatthe South would 
have sought a remedy in constitutional amend- 
ments, had you of the Republican party shown 
any disposition to give them. But your hearts 
are hardened like Pharaoh’s in your pride; and 
the South could not safely await the slow and 
uncertain chances of new and distant clections. 
Some of her States have resorted to the only re- 
maining course—an excercise of the right of seces- 
sion, withdrawing from the Union in the same 
manner and by the same authority they entered it. 
And thus, whether youacknowledge it or not, the 
Union is dissolved. For, even if you resort to 
civil war, that very war is in itselfan end of the 
Union as a union between equal States; but with 
peace, reunion becomes possible. 

Peace, sir, means reconstruction; it means 
Union, in some form or other, while force is war 
and inevitable, eternal separation. After blood- 
shed, and all the evil passions and bitter hatreds 
which must follow, it would be vain to hope for 
any reunion. I cannot believe. that many are 
to be found who really wish for the untold woes 
that follow in the train of civil war. There may 
be a few fanatical, or wicked men, whose vindic- 
tive natures would revel in the blood of their 
countrymen; but I trust that most of those whose 
sullen indifference now threatens to bring these 
misfortunes upon all, are acting blindly. They 
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deceive themselves with words. ‘They talk of the 
enforcement of the laws, and are obstinately blind 
to the fact that this euphonious phrase is, under 
present circumstances, but another name for civil 
war, When you undertake this enforcement in 
South Carolina, or the other seceding States, you 
will find yourself met by constitutional obstacles 
on every hand, as was well shown in another 
place by Mr. Bensamin and Judge Dovaeras. 

In 1832, the case was very different; then the 
State undertook to nullify only a part of the Fed- 
eral laws; in all other respects she acknowledged 
Federal authority, and her own people were di- 
vided into your enemies and your friends. Now, 
your authority is in all respects denied; the people 
are unanimous against you; you have no party; 
no officers; neither courts nor juries. How, then, 
will you sctaboutthis enforcementof the laws, this 
sworn duty as you call it, which, however, you are 
willing to neglect in all regards except the collec- 
tion oftaxes? You answer, by holding the forts, 
and blockading the coast. But, if this blockade 
is to be considered as an act of peace, where is 
your warrantin the Constitution? How hypocrit- 
ical will seem your zeal to enforce the laws, when 
your first act is to violate that plain provision of 
the supreme law, which declares that vessels 
bound to or from one State, shall not be obliged to 
enter, clear, or pay duties in another? Or, if you 
wrested the authority by considering your block- 
ade an act of war, then the true character of your 
pretended enforcement of the laws is revealed; you 
are at war,and being at war, you have acknow- 
ledged the government of the seceding State, at 
least, as a de facto government, the very acknow- 
ledgment you now refuse to make for the purposes 
of peace. 

But, sir, is such a blockade possible? I will 
Suppose you have the naval force necessary, and 
the revenues, without resorting to loans or direct 
taxes to maintain it. I will suppose the southern 
people quietly submit to it even fora year; and 
Imagine not that their hearts would grow weary, 
or fail them, once embarked in the great cause. 
They are the sons of men who endured and suf- 
fered under the entire military power of England 
for ten years, and by endurance came out con- 
querors. During that period of blockade they 
would have abundant provisions; for every man 
who has studied the statistics of the country 
knows that the South produces more food, in pro- 
portion to her population, than the North. For 
her, it would be the loss of income only; and 
while her cotton was thus held up fora single 
year, what would be the consequences to New 
England, whose whole supply is drawn from the 
South; to France, where southern cotton furnishes 
employment directly to some two hundred and 
seventy thousand persons, and indirectly to more 
than a million? Above all, what would be the 
effect of this withdrawal from Great Britain of three 
fourths of the cotton she uses, upon which, as the 
London Times lately estimated, four million of 
her people depend for daily bread? Rely upon 
it, sir, that, bitter and unreasonable as her preju- 
dices may be, the same causes which have recon- 
ciled England to the use of slave-grown sugar and 
cotton, would never suffer either France or herself 
to acquiesce in this blockade. The South necd 
only wait patiently and silently, with absolute 
assurance that those great Powers would be forced 
to an active interference. And then, sir, how 
would you conduct the war? 

No course would be open to you but actual 
invasion, which, indeed, passion and resistance 
would probably bring about at a much earlier 
period. Invasion, sir! invasion of what? and 
under what conditions? Of an agricultural coun- 
try cight hundred and fifty-one thousand square 
miles in extent, larger than all the empires and 
kingdoms of central Europe, yet with only about 


fourteen inhabitants to the square mile, and con- | 


sequently without large cities or means to sustain 


aninvading host; but, sir, not without brave men, | 


trained to the use of arms, and ready to destroy 
the invading army, which would melt away like 
snows of winter every mile as they advanced into 
the southern clime, far from their resources. Na- 
poleon, in his disastrous Russian invasion, was 
not so far from his supplies, and in a country twice 
as densely peopled, twice as able to sustain him, 
Your population may outnumber ours by mil- 
lions; but you would be hundreds of miles from 
your true base of operations, while we would be 


| in number of the present masters of the South, 


| merce. 


. (Mr. Lovesoy,] all show the growing tendency 


athome. You are doubtless as brave as we are, 
though not more so; but your soldiers would beled 
on by the unhallowed lust to bring brothers he- 
neath their yoke, while ours would strike for their 
homes and theiraltars. I know that fanatics daily 
depreciate to the northern people‘the exertions of 
the South in the Revolution, and teach that, as 
slaveholding is the sum of all human villainies, 
so is it the source of incurable weakness and im- 
potence. But before they believe such teachers, 
let them read history. Let them remember that 
the words of that noble epitaph at Thermopyle: 
‘t Go, stranger, and tell our countrymen that we 
lic here in obedience to her laws,” were the.words 
of three hundred slaveholders; that the imperish- 
able glory which still gilds the rocks of Attica 
shonearound a nation of slaveholders; thatslave- 
holders carried the Roman eagles over the world, 
and bequeathed the Roman laws for the guidance 
of all the coming generations of Christendom. 
Above all, and first of all, let them reflect that a 
nation of slaveholders, but little more than a fourth 


defied the power of England, and that to them 
we owe our independence and our Constitution. H 
Yes, sirs, when you invade us; when, denying us 
the right of self-government, you seck to make of 
our States dependent provinces, and baptize your 
accursed tyranny in your brother’s blood, T in- 
vite you to be bold in crime; crown it with an | 
unheard-of infamy; choose for your battle-fields 
Eutaw, Guilford, New Orleans, and proclaim 
your conquest on the heights of Yorktown, Ay, 
sir, before that day comes, the blood of our men, 
of our women, and of our children, will have in- 
carnadined our mighty seas and rivers, and our 
country shall return to primeval desolation. Such 
are the inevitable results of what you call peace— 
a peaceable enforcement of the laws. Peace! 
peace, such as the tiger gives to his prey. Peace, 
such as the old Roman gave to his conquered 
foes—ubi solitudinem faciuntpacem vocant ! 

But, sir, no sane man believes that we could be 
conquered. If we have noships-of-war, you have 
vessels in abundance who would accept our let- 
ters of marque and reprisal; and the same north- 
ern capital that now engages in the slave trade 
could be transferred to privatecring on your com- 
lf we did not invade you, we could at 
least repel your invasion, and cut off your attack- 
ing forces, Patience alonc, on our side, would 
insure a victory. But I will not contemplate such 
scenes. The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Sran- 
ron] yesterday admitted that it was impossible, | 
and wrong if possible, to subjugate the South, or 
hold her States as provinces. He agreed that war 
must inevitably end in permanent disunion, with 
the usual treaty relations between neighboring 
nations. In God’sname, I solemnly adjure you, 
why not accept, without war, this which you con- 
cede must be the end of war? Is war in itself so 
pleasant, so desirable, or will it make our subse- 
quent relations more advantageous? Without 
war, you may rebuild your Union; and if we can- 
not agree on the terms for that, you have at least 
two friendly nations. With war, you can have 
nothing more; nay, you will have less, for you 
will have two unfriendly nations. Reflectalso, I 
pray you, that you cannot wage such a war with- 
out a revolution in your own Government, for 
never was a political system less suited for civil 
war than this. You will go into the wara Union | 
of free Republics; you will come out a consoli- | 
dated military despotism. Already the symptoms | 
are apparent. Utterances of the public press and 
of public speakers, resolutions such as that re- 
cently offered by the gentleman from Illinois, 


| 


of northern opinion for what it callsa strong Gov- 
ernment; all show the feeling that this so-called 
enforcement of the laws cannot be effected with- 
outa disregard of constitutional prohibitions, and 
even a temporary suspension of that instrument ; 
bya military dictatorship. Evidence is not want- 
ing that the Executive is already disorganized; 
that the Secretary of War is no longer respons- 
ible to the President, or the Commander-in-Chief | 
to the Secretary; nay, that the Secretary holds his i 
office in defiance of the Constitution, without the i 
consent of the Senate. This city becomes a camp, į; 
and our streets are disturbed by the tramp of cav- | 
alry and the rattling of artillery. Your President | 
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is to be inaugurated at the point of the bayonet, | 
and forts built on sites granted for the defense of i 


southern States are garrisoned ‘for their subjuga~ 
tion. The illustrious old soldier at the-head of the 
Army; Iregret to bearit said; has forgotten hisalle- 
giance to his native State, and tarnishes’ his laurels’ 
by devoting the last sands of his life-to devising: 
plans for her subjugation and the ednquest-of the 
South, and his military aids post with:seeret Or- 
ders in all directions to.carfy out their schemes: 
for. a military revolution. Yes, sir, let the war ` 
end as it may, you will find thatryou have waged. 
it at the expense of your own liberties.: Would 
itnot be better toaccept without cost, at once and 
peaceably, all, and more than all, it can give? 
What is the difficulty? The gentleman from 
Ohio [Mr. Stanton] says, the insults-to the flag, 
the denial of Federal authority, the seizure of the 
forts; he-says that the South may perhaps get out 
of the Union peaceably after a protracted process; 
but it cannot be done suddenly without war; that 
it is your sacred duty to maintain the authority 
of this Government. Now, sir, I. take: it-that 
wherevera controversy is settled, éach party must 
allow to the other the benefit of his own pointof. 
view. You regard the act of secession as an act 
of rebellion, and each successive step as anag- 
ravation; but the seceding States claim that they 
ave acted rightfully; and if they seized the forts, 
it was only an act of self-defense, in response to 
your threats of garrisoning them for purposes of 
coercion. If we desirea settlement, no matter of 


j What kind, it is worse than vain to argue upon 


what is already done. We must take facts as they 
are. Four States have already seceded, as they 
say; rebelled,as youtermit. Ina few days three 
others will join them. A population of more than 
five millions, inhabiting a country of five hundred 
and twenty-three thousand two hundred square 
miles—a country twice and a half as large as 
France, nearly as large as the French and Aus- 
trian and Prussian empires together—utterly de- 
nies and repudiates your authority. Eight other 
States, seven million four hundred thousand peo- 
ple, in a country of three: hundred and thirty thou- 
sand square miles, deliberate whether. to: join 
them. Attempt force, and their decision is cer- 
tain in the affirmative. How absurd to ignore 
such facts, or to treat such popular movements—— 
movements by organized and acknowledged gov- 
ernments, and over so vast a scale—as rebellion; 
or if they be rebellion, then you are still forced 
to recognize it, to treat with it—by negotiation, if 
you are wise; by open, regular war, if you madly 


| prefer it, 


But I address myself, not to madmen or fanat- 
ics, but to sensible men. I invite them to do what 
proud old England did before the Revolution; 
what even Austria did for the Hungarians and 
Italians in 1848; what yourselves did for the Mor- 
mons two years since. I invite you to negotiate. 
First secure a truce, and then seck for terms of 
adjustment. Do not inquire who has-been inthe 
wrong; accept facts as they are. Let both parties 
allow the forts everywhere to remain in. their 
present. status; suspend the execution of the Fed- 
cral laws in the seceding States, until otherwise 
ordered by Congress: You will thus prevent the 
possibility of present collision and the outburst 
of war. Then, by sending commissioners, as 
I proposed in a joint ‘resolution the other day, 
or by other means, you may negotiate and give 
time for the sober second thought of the people 
to fix the terms of friendly adjustment, whether 
friendly separation or friendly reunion. Why re- 
fuse? You concede really nothing. You simply 
acknowledge facts, indisputable facts. Your au- 
thority is denied; the execution of your laws is 
suspended. You are asked merely to accept the 
actual condition of things as the basis of a truce, 
of an armistice, for negotiation, If the negotia- 
tion fail; if, at the end of the truce, you still pre- 
fer war, your condition will be just what it now 
is; neither party will be in a worse or a better 
position for the fray. 

But I have strong faith that negotiations would 
lead to happier results. For, sir, J believe. that 
if peace can be preserved, a reconstruction is pos- 
sible and desirable. The seceding States will, of 
course, form a confederacy among themselves. 
Negotiation between such confederacy and this 
would soon determine the conditiong of reunion, 
which each could submit to its several States, 
according to the provisions of itsown. Constitu- 
tion. I am convinecd that if the public peace is 
preserved, such will be the course of events, and 
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that every day’s experience will show more 


plainly that such is the surest and speediest way | 


to reunion. Meantime other States—perhaps all 
the slavcholding States--may secede and join the 
southern confederacy. Virginia, for one, would 
desire a voice informing that confederacy in which 
her Jot will be ultimately cast; but this would only 
define more clearly what I have before indicated.as 
theonly proper basis for reconstruction—the re- 
cognition that this being now a Union of sections, | 
cannot be safeorhappy exceptas.a Union of equal 
sections—equal in rights and in the power of self- 
protection. What the final result would be; what 
form the new Union would assume; whether it 
would be a reconstruction with a single Federal 
Government, on the principle of this, or whether 
it would be a league between separate confedera- 
cies, I know not. But this I know: that, like the 
present Constitution, it would be the peaceful 
development of natural forces; it would be the 
logical sequence of causes and powers Jong pre- 
paring in history; and such I know has been the 
origin of all permanent and great political organ- 
izations. 

For my part, when I imagine a northern and a 
southern confederacy, the one composed of slave- 
holding, the other of the non-slaveholding States, 
cach homogencous; each with a complete and in- 
dependent government; each with its own line of 
expansion and its own internal policy, and both 
united by acustoms Union, by a postal treaty, and 
conventions to regulate patents, coins, weights 
and measures, and by a defensive league against 
all the rest of the world, E see most, if not all, the 
adyantages.of our present system without any of 
its evils. You would have that internal peace 
and free trade; that unrestricted commerce and 
intercourse; thatconsolidated strengthagainst for- 
eign foes, which this Constitution was designed 
to secure; and yet perfect independence would 
prevent the possibility of interference or dissen- 
sion on the interests of slavery, or the recurrence 
of the distracting contentions it now excites. 
Would not such a system be preferable for all, 
to the present never-ending strife, to this forced 
Union of discordant sections, which cannot agree 
to live together except as rulers and subjects? 
Nay, sir, would it not be a great advance in the 
American idea of perfect selfgovernment, which 
consists chiefly in so decentralizing and dividing 
the functions of government that each shall be 
administered by those only who have the same 
interest in its exercise? 

Vhe philosophic historian hereafter may remark 
that our infant settlements remained under the 
British Crown so long as its power and influence 
in the world were needed to protect our title to the 
mighty wilderness against all foreign races, and 
while we were as yet too few and too dispersed 
to unite among ourselves. He will notice, that 
when our numbers and intelligence qualified us 
to undertake the guardianship of the continent 
which it was our providential mission to people, 
our institutions assumed a new form, and we 
woclaimed our independence, and formed our 

Jnion. The Constitution which our forefathers 
made for not quite four million people and thir- 


teen States on the Atlantic slope, of which twelve | 


were slaveholding, has organized and disciplined 
the Anglo-Saxon host in its westward march, 
marking its successive encampments by the found- 
ation of free and powerful Commonwealths. He 
will not wonder that this wise instrument, first 
designed for a small and homogeneous people in 
their work of colonization through the wilderness, 
is no longer sufficient for the numcrous millions, 
the permanent oceupants of a vast continent, who, 
from one have grown into two peoples, with dif- 
ferent social systems, different pursuits, and, from 
the immense foreign immigration at the North, 
different in race; and he will regard our present 
travail but as the painfal birth of new organic 
forms for nations to whom the old were no longer 
adapted. And he will declare that, in following 
the natural law of our development, and convert- 
ing a close into a looser federation, our friendly 
relations were preserved, and a new carcer of mu- | 
tual prosperity and power secured for either divis- 

jon of ourrace. Let not theirs be a contention 

with blood-stained arms, but a generous rivalry 
in the arts of peace; and there will open up for | 
our name and race a new order of the ages, and | 
anew procession of American achievement and 


glory, 


i 


Before Mr. Garwetr had finished his remarks, 
his hour having expired, 

On motion of Mr. JENKINS, by unanimous 
consent, his time was extended five minutes. 

Mr. GURLEY obtained the floor. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Before my colleague pro- 
ceeds with his remarks, I desire to ascertain the 
sense of the House in reference to the termination 
of this debate. I propose that this general debate 
shall terminate to-morrow night, and that on Fri- 

day the Army billshall be considered as a special 
order, under the five-minutes rule. 

Mr. BOCOCK. For the purpose of enabling 
me to form an opinion upon that proposition, I 
wish to ask whether there was not some agree- 
ment that when the report of the honorable gen- 
tleman from Ohio [Mr. Corwin] came before the 
House, there should be an opportunity for debate 
upon it for a few days? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Undoubtedly. 

Mr. BOCOCK. Then I have no objection what- 
ever to the proposition the chairman of the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means now makes. 

Mr. FLORENCE. Thechairman of the Com- 

mittee of Ways and Means proposes to consider 
the Army bill on Friday. J take it for granted 
that we are not to have any consideration of the 
Private Calendar during the present session. Fri- 
day is objection day. We might proceed a good 
distance down the Calendar; and it does seem to 
me that we ought to devote that day to the pri- 
vate business of the country. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair understands 
that Friday is not objection day. 

Mr. LOVEJOY. Is not Friday of this week 
objection day? We were told last Friday that 
that was not objection day. $ 

The CHAIRMAN. The rules make the first 
and the fourth Fridays of cach month objection 
days; and as neither last Friday nor next Friday 
come within that rule, they are not objection 
days. “ 

No objection being made, it was agreed by the 
committee that general debate upon the Army bill 
close to-morrow. 

Mr. SHERMAN. {desire to ask further, that 
when debate shall close, if I shall see fit to occupy 
the hour to which Lam entided under the rules, 
it shall be considered that the same latitude of 
debate shall be allowed as before. 

A general assent was expressed. 

Mr. GURLEY. Mr. Chairman, coming as I 
do, from the most populous free State city 1n the 
West, whose commercial and moneyed interests 
are more strongly and generally interwoven with 
the interests of the South than any other; a city 
which casts nearly five thousand more votes than 
any in the valley of the Mississippi, I must re- 


| gard it as a duty which I owe to my constituents 


to indicate in a few words to this body and the 
country, what are their views and intentions in 
reference to the present crisis in our political 
affairs. 

Sir, for nearly a quarter of a century I have 
lived upon the very line of freedom and slavery, 
in or nearacity from whence you can almost toss 
a stone to the Kentucky shore; and I must there- 
fore believe that I have a fair knowledge of, not 


| only the political opinions of my own neighbor- 


hood, but of the nine or ten million people west 
of the Alleghany mountains. And here, in pass- 
ing, E will take the liberty to say that, during the 
whole period of my residence in the West, the 


| inhabitants of Kentucky and Ohio, in the neigh- 


borhood of Cincinnati, have lived together in the 
most friendly intercourse; and, come what may, 
we mean that this state of things shall continue. 
Many of our young men have been so fortunate 
as to become the husbands of the fair daughters 
of Kentucky, while many of our young ladies 


i} have made the hearts of Kentuckians more than 


thrice glad by consenting to become their brides; 
and if gentlemen here could only see the extraor- 
divarily fine broods of rosy-cheeked and healthy 
children which we raise upon cither side of the 
river from these happy untons, they would be at 
no loss to realize the bond of friendship that unites 
us together; nor could they wonder at the remark- 
able increase of population in our fertile valley. 
Indeed, sir, truth compels me to sa 
is the good understanding of the people in all that 
region, that if our citizens were to hear of a slave 
insurrection an the opposite side of the river—of 


which, I am happy to say, there is no fear—en- 


that such | 


dangering the lives of the mothers, wives, sisters, 
and daughters of that State, they would fly to 
their relief as they would to the rescue of the 
inmates of a burning building in our own city. 

And what more signal evidence of the fraternal 
feeling between the people of Tennessec, Ken- 
tucky,and Ohiocould be given than that furnished 
by the meeting of the legislators of those States 
last winter at Columbus; the capitol of my own 
State, where they addressed each other in words 
of warmest friendship? Surely if any political 
heresy existed in our State it must have been quite 
as apparent then as now.” But there was none 
against which the lawmakers of Kentucky and 
Tennessee protested. They met and rejoiced 
together like brothers dwelling together in unity. 

Mr. Chairman, from the location of my county, 
it might be supposed that its people are among 
the most conservative of the free States; but 
whether they are so or not, one thing I do know: 
they are for the Union, the Constitution, and the 
enforcement of the laws, at all hazards, and at 
any cost. At the same time, we are for render- 
ing justice to all sections of the Confederacy. 
Weare for the faithful execution of all laws upon 
the national siatute-book, and not for infringing 
upon asingle right of the southern people. Who 
does not know that their rights are as sacred to 
them as ours to us? And as to the subject of 
slavery, as it exists by State laws, they have it. 
It is a business that belongs exclusively to them, 
not to us; let them take care of it in their own 
way; hands off! That is all we ask. 

But, sir, while affirming these facts, I must 
frankly add some remarks on another subject of 
great moment and peril, in reference to which we 
are almost a unit. I refer, Mr. Chairman, to the 
now boldly preached doctrine of State secession 
—a doctrine so absurd to our minds that we are 
of the opinion that it is a waste of time to seri- 
ously consider it. What is it? Why, sir, itis 
the wildest, the very wildest, phantasy of the 
nineteenth century. Who does not know that if 
one State can go out of the Union, so can two, 
or three, or half a dozen, until we find ourselves 
with twenty or thirty petty sovereignties, with 
clashing interests, and waging cach against the 
other a horrible internecine warfare. i 

To say that our fathers contemplated any such 
secession, with its necessary fruits of blood and 
carnage, is to cast the foulest slander upon their 
memories. 

It is sufficient for us to know that we live under 
the very Government which their wisdom and 
sagacity founded; the best and freest in the world. 
That it was established, not by States as States, 
but by the people of all the States. By them the 
Constitution was framed; and by them it was rat- 
ified, in conventions called for that purpose. It 
is enough to know that it is recognized by the 
whole world as one of the great political Powers 
ofthe earth; and that, as such, it contains all the 
elements of self-preservation. It isa Government 
of internal as well as external power; of law, of 
justice, of order, and supreme authority. It has 
the undisputed right to declare war, to make peace, 
and to do all things that a great nation may do in 
order to secure the peace and the happiness of its 
citizens. Ithas the right todefend itselfagainst foes, 
whether they come from without or from within 
its borders; from traitors at home, and enemies 
abroad. Otherwise, sir, that glorious flag which 
now floats over our heads, and is regarded as the 
emblem of power everywhere, and the shield of 
our safety, would soon trail with dishonor in the 
dust. Who says that such a Government, one 
of the strongest political Powers of the world, 
shall be disrupted by traitorg and rebels in arms? 

Remember, ye who now seek its destruction, 
that it has stood up strongly, proudly, gloriously 
for more than seventy years, while the revolu- 
tions of the Old World have swept away more 
thanadozen thrones. Ithas encountered the perils 
of war with a powerful foreign nation, and sev- 
eral times grappled with rebellion at home, andin 
every conflict has come off more than victorious; 
and it will do it now. 

Much has been said about compromises'in both 
Houses; but ray, what care the men who have 
carried their States out of the Union in their way, 
and stolen United States property, about com- 
promises? Who does not know that they Jaugh 
and mock at the attempts made here and else- 
where to bring them back by some bargain or com- 
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promiseg Who does not know that the control- 
ing men of the cotton States spurn, and are ready 
to spit upon every proposition looking to the 
restoration of peace and good order. They are 
too mad with rage to reason. 

Sir, they have already seized upon our forts, 
upon our armories, our custom-houses, our post 
offices, and magazines; and to crown all, have 
fired into a vessel in the service of the United 
States, carrying atits mast head the flag thatevery- 
where else is a shield of protection. What else 
do we hear? The telegraph tells us that they 
have planted cannon upon the banks of the Mis- 
sissippi river to interrupt the navigation of that 
river; to stop our steamboats or blow them to 
pieces. They insult the men from the North- 
west who trade upon the Mississippi; indeed, 
they treat them asa conquered people! Our most 
honored merchants are ordered home from Louisi- 
ana, and our most prudent business men are mal- 
treated, for no other crime under heaven than that 
of voting just as cvery free citizen of a free re- 
public is entitled to vote. Anarchy reigns in por- 
tions of the South; and men from the free States 
have far less liberty than they would have under 
any despotic Government of Europe. Sir, we 
have had one impressive illustration of this fact 
this*morning in this House. A gentleman came 
forward, and asked that the name of a steam- 
boat should be changed from that of John C. 
Frémont to some other name. Why was that? 
Why did the owner of that boat come here, and 
ask for the change? I will tell you, because I 
had it from his own lips. He said he could not 
go to the South with that boat; that the people 
there would not permit him to land; that they 
would not permit him to put ashore his cargo; 
that they said “away,” upon peril of his life. 
And this; in the freest Republic of the world, as 
you call it; ay, sir, the model Republic of the 
world. The next thing you will hear will be that 
we must change our names, if offensive to the 
South, before we can travel there. 

Sir, it is time to stop the work of these traitors, 
and vindicate the laws. They must prevail, or 
the Government must put them down by its own 
strong arm. ‘The trial cannotcome too soon. For- 
bearance towards them has ceased to be a virtue. 
The people are everywhere asking, “ Have we a 
Government?’ I say, ifwe have, that the coming 
struggle to maintain it will demonstrate that it 
is a Government of power and overwhelming 
force, against the offenders of the law. If, how- 
ever, we have nothing more than a sort of mutual 
admiration society in this House, and inthe other, 
itis time the people understood that fact also. It 
is better for them to understand that now. If 
there is any truth in the doctrine of the secession- 
ists, our Government never had any vital power; 
and it is, and ever has been, as they expound it, 
the merest rope of sand—a. cheat and a swindle 
against those who have hitherto sustained it. 

The people have been spending millions of 
money every year under the delusive idea that 
Congress was making laws that they actually 
meant should be obeyed; and, at this late day, 
they awake to the reality that those laws were 
only submitted to the consideration of offenders 
to see whether they would like to obey them. 

We sce treason and cold-blooded rebellion cul- 
minating in the destruction of the rights of the 
law-abiding people of the land; but we are coolly 
told that the Army and Navy must not molest 
them. Why? Lest they should become offended, 
and then possibly somebody mightbe hurt. Awful! 
It is said, too, that if you attempt to execute the 
laws, war will be the result. My answer is this: 
we are to perform our duty, our known duty, and 
leave the results to God. We propose no war 


against anybody, much less against any State. | 
We only ask that the laws be duly exccuted | 


against individual offenders. 

Who is not opposed to war? Who does not 
shudder at the contemplation of clashing arms 
among a people of one blood and country ? 
bad as itis, there are some things even worse than 
war, when carried on by a well-established Gov- 
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ernment. Anarchy is worsé. The loss of honor, 
and the loss of public credit, and a broken and 
shattered Government, whose laws are derided 
and trampled under foot: these are worse than war 
to maintain the most favored and glorious and 
blessed Republic that the sun ever shone upon. 

But no war will come if we are prepared to vin- 
dicate the laws. It is the very absence of prep- 
aration that invites troubles like those which 
now surround us, Let the Government act with 
firmness and vigor, and all will be well. The 
present is no time for temporizing. Men insane 
with passion have risen up in arms against the 
Republic, and their causeless rebellion has already 
attracted the eye of the civilized world, and the 
leading Governments of Europe are looking from 
their high places intently upon us, to see if our 
institutions can survive the shock of well-organ- 
ized treason. Liberty-loving men of all countries 
are watching us with the interest that more than 
seventy years of successful experiment has in- 
spired in their minds; and for the action which 
we now take, civilization as well as history itself 
will hold us sternly responsible. Sir, we are now 
on trial before the whole world, to see whether 
freemen have the rightto choose their own rulers, 
or whether a factious minority shall dictate terms 
and men to the majority. 

If those in arms against the laws may force the 
Government into dishonorable compromise, we 
have no security for our Government fora single 
presidential term; for the people of any section, 
if they happen to dislike a President elect, can 
easily vote themselves out of the Union, and again 
and again compel the law-making and the law-ex- 
cuting power to surrender to their absurd and 
unjustdemands. The precedent once established, 
whatis the elective franchise in this country worth? 
Absolutely nothing, and less than nothing. lt 
is a shadow without the substance. 

Those who stand up against the Government, 
and in open rebellion against it, although it sc- 
cures to them higher privileges than any upon 
the face of the carth, seek to excite sympathy and 
attract support, by drawing a comparison between 
their political condition under it, and that of the 
colonists under the King of England; but a more 
absurd comparison, in my judgment, was never 
instituted, as we will show. 

Mr. JENKINS. Will the gentleman allow me 
to ask him a question, for the purpose of under- 
standing him? The gentleman speaks of enforc- 
ing the laws and collecting the revenue at any 
extreme, and at all hazards. Now, suppose fif- 
teen States of this Union should secede, and con- 
federate under a common government: would the 
gentleman advocate a subjection of them to sub- 
mission? Would he insist upon the enforcement 
of the laws, as he calls it, or would he recognize 
them as a government de facto? 

Mr. GURLEY. Imight say, ‘“sufficier@into 
the day is the evil thereof.” The principle is the 
same, whether applied to one State or fifteen. I 
am for executing the laws. 

Mr. JENKINS. Lask the gentleman, iftwenty 
States should secede and confederate together, 
whether he would propose that the other thirteen 
should subjugate them? 

Mr. GURLEY. When they go out, I will 
answer that question. 

I was saying that those who stand up now in 
open rebellion against the Government, do so al- 
though it secures to them higher privileges than 
would be secured to them by any other Govern- 
ment upon the face of the earth; and that they 
are exciting sympathy by drawing comparisons 
between their political condition under it and the 
colonists under the King of England. But, Task, 
did the colonists create the King? Did they set 
up the throne? Did they elect the Parliament? 
Did they even clectand control their own Govern- 
ors? Nay, sir; the very acts which they passed, 
with the exception of some colonies, had to 
receive the sanction of the English sovereign be- 
fore they became laws. A foreign despotism held 
undisputed sway over them. 

Now, sir, let gentlemen who complain of op- 
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pression in the light of complaints uttered byour 
fathers against English rule, tell us who-estabe 
lished the Government under which we live: Did 
it come from a foreign despot? from a king? from 
an emperor? It came from your fathersand mine. 
Who but the patriots of the revolutionary times 
gave us the glorious institutions which have been 
the pride and admiration of all wise and good men? 
And now, who carry on this Government?’ Tne 
people of all the States, who elect the Chief Ma- 
gistrate; the people, who create the laws; the peo- 
ple, by their sovereignty and representatives. And 
yet gentlemen of the South assure us:that they 
are oppressed. Oppressed! Oppressed!) How 
oppressed, and by whom’ Ifatall, by the Gov- 
ernment which they themselves have helped: to 
create, and have controlled, as they openly boast; 
for fifty years. It is their Government; and 
what do they propose to donow? Trample upon 
the very laws they have made with their own 
brains and with their own hands. They assume 
to Jay violent hands upon ‘their own work, and 
commit political suicide. They will overturn the 
Government because it is not certain that they 
can control it in the future as they have controlled 
itin the past. And this is called consistency; 
this is called a declaration of their independence. 
Sir, I call it the independence of treason and re- 
bellion; and that treason is to be punished in a 
way specified by statute of the United States. «I 
will ask that one passage be read upon that sub- 
ject. 
The Clerk read, as follows: 


“Tf any citizen shall commit any piracy or robbery afore- 
said, or any act of hostility against the United States, or 
any citizen thereof, upon the high seas, under color of any 
commission from any foreign Prince or State, or on pre- 
tense of authority from any person, such offender shall, 
notwithstanding the pretense of any such authority, be 
deemed, adjudged, and taken to be a pirate, felon, and rob- 
ber; and on being thereof convicted, shall suffer death. ¥— 
Statutes at Large, vol. 1, p. 113. 


Mr. GURLEY. Mr. Chairman, my own State 
contains a larger white population than five south- 
ern States which J can name; and we have two 
Senators and they have ten! But with all this 
inequality in favor of the South, they come tous 
and demand new guarantees of fidelity to their 
peculiar institution, if not positive pledges of ser- 
vility on the part of the free States. They go 
further, sir, and actually ask that our people 
walk up to the polls and record the edicts of 
a few hundred men at Charleston or Baltimore. 
And if we refuse to do that, what do they say? > 
What have they said in this House? They will 
pull down the pillars of this great Republic and 
‘look to their guns for justice and right.” The 
moment we dare to cast our votes as’ freemen 
should, and select the man of our deliberate choice 
for President, in correspondence with the Consti- 
tution and the laws of the land, we commit an 
unpardonable sin, and there is an end to free 
government. On this principle, we can have no 
higher political privileges than the people of Aus- 
tria or Russia. We are required to become the 
obedient servants of a cottonocracy, and sink the 
freeman in a craven political dependent. 

I maintain, sir, that there is no excuse, no apol- 
ogy whatever, for rebellion against a Government 
where the people themselves makg and controlit. 
Violent revolutions are justifiable against kingly 
despotism, withoutdoubt; but not against our Gov- 
ernment, where each man is himself aruler. Rev- 
olution against that isa high crime. It is a leap 
in the dark. Itis wild anarchy; and, if success- 
ful, must end in military rule, in general war, and 
general oppression. If we fail to preserve the 
present Confederacy, a reconstruction upon the 
basis ‘that will be demanded is impossible; and 
twelve months will not pass from the time of its 
overthrow before we shall have upon us all’ the 
horrors of Mexican warfare. a 

This great Union and Constitution are how in 
the keeping of the people’s servants’ here, and 
they have the control of the Army and the Navy. 
Let them guard the former well; for if by any 
means they perish in their hands, the gréat histo- 
rian of nations will write them down as the most 
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feeble, pusillanimous cowards that ever disgraced 
à free country. $ 

But, sir, let us look at some of the results of 
breaking up our Government. If States may 
separate at will, whereis your public faith? What 
better are your treaties than the naked parchment 
upon which they are written? Who then will 
become the purchasers ot your bonds? In what 
condition will be your widow and orphan and 
benevolent societies that have placed their all in 
the public credit? What man would trust a people 
for one dojlar who wotld tamely permit traitors 
to-insult their flag and steal their property with 
impunity? One thing is certain: if the organized 
Government here does not vindicate its honor and 


resent its wrongs, and anarchy comes, the people: 


of the free States will do that work most thor- 
oughly. . 

Mr. Chairman, so long as gentlemen confine 
themselves to the harmless business of dissolving 
this Union upon paper, and setting up in their 
poetical imaginations a Government antagonis- 
tic to that of the United States, I certainly have 
no disposition to break in upon their dreams of 
wealth and glory consequent upon the new order 
of things; but if the attempt is to be made to make 
these mere dreams the basis of action against ours 
great temple of republican freedom, reared by 
patriotic hands and minds; if, indeed, they should 
take a practical form, and result in the actual in- 
vasion of the rights of our General Government, 
as illustrated in the conduct of those who have 
recently seized upon its property in the South, 
then, sir, L am for using every means which Al- 
mighty God has given us to maintain the laws, 
the Constitution, and the Union. This, sir, I 
am sure, is the sentiment of the ten million people 
living in the West and Northwest, with here and 
there an exception; and I would now most respect- 
fully suggest to the secessionists of the South, 
and to all who are disposed to break up this great 
and glorious Confederacy, that it would be at least 
an act of prudence to consult those ten million. 
They are now a power in the nation to the extent 
of one third; and they mean to be heard, and if 
need be felt, on this impending question. I will 
not say that no traitors will be found in the free 
States west of the Alleghany mountains; but if 
any, they will be as one to twenty tories in the 
Revolution. And now, sir, is there a single man 
so beside himself as to suppose that these ten 
million hardy people will look calmly on or take 
a neutral- position, and sce State after State leave 
the Union, and the Mississippi river pass into 
the control of a foreign Government? I deny 
it. No, sir; they scttled up that country with a 
clear understanding that that river and its various 
tributaries should forever flow in the United States 
of America, free for a commerce that already 
rivals that of the Atlantic coast—the great unob- 
structed highway to the ocean. Heaven have 
mercey upon the men who attempt to make it any 
thing else, or place a single disability upon its 
trade or commerce! 

I know the spirit and the temper of the people 
of the West, and L know also that they never will 
submit to the Mississippi river being controlled 
by any power except that of the Union. Sir, there 
isa gathering storm in the West. The South may 
not see, and if they sce, may not heed it; buta 
mighty storm is coming nevertheless. Our people 
are slow to anger, and will bear much before they 
strike down the invaders of their rights; but there 
is a point of endurance beyond which they will 
not go. 

"This work ogdriving our people from territory 
where they have guarantied rights as American 
citizens; this work of planting cannon upon the 
Mississippi river for treasonable purposes; this 
work of personal violence in New Orleans and 
other places, all must cease, or tens of thousands 
of men will rush to the combat and sweep the 
entire coast of Mississippi and Louisiana; and, 
their just indignation once fairly aroused, no 
power this side of Heaven can prevent them from 
making the foundation of New Orleans the bed of 
a lake where fishes will dwell instead of men. 

Í now wish to call the attention of the commit- 
tee to some outrages committed on thé commerce 
of the Mississippi river. I ask to have a short 
extract read, 

The Clerk read from the Chicago Tribune of 
14th instant, as follows: 

‘© A few days since one of our heavicst wholesale gro- 


cery firms doing a large business with the city of New Or- 
leans, had occasion tosend a large shipment of flour to that 


city. ‘Phis they proposed to do in their usual form of insur- | 


ance—an open policy. But at the last moment comes the 
intelligence by telegraph that the New York insurers have 
canceled the policy, and refuse to insure cargocs on the 
Mississippi river. The firm have sent their flour to New 
York for occan freight to New Orleans. 

«“ Simultaneously with the above, the wholesale grocery 
houses are advised by our Chicago underwriters that they 
must largely advance rates of insurance on shipments of 
sugar from New Orleans—a rate which will tell heavily 
against the advantages of New Orleans as a sugar market, 
and, with the reasons for this change, will do much to 
divert trade to the seaboard. Now, all this is the result of 
the action of the seceding State of Mississippi, which gives 
three hundred miles of a doubtful, perhaps hostile, coast, 
to be added to the risks of river navigation: no slight addi- 
tion to be sure; for who believes that the traitors who are 
arming Mississippi against the Union would stick at sup- 
plying a scanty commissariat by a seizure of northern prod- 
uce? Underwriters and capitalists do not consult polit- 
ical demagoguas as to their business interests. Capital is 
quick to take alarm, and is most sagacious. Thus, by a 
single blow at the hand of traitors, Chicago and New Or- 
leans are put wide asunder by the interposed foreign State 
of Mississippi?’ 

Mr. MAYNARD. | should like to ask the 
gentleman from Ohio, if this occurs in the pres- 
ent state of affairs, what would it be when the 
Union is dissolved and the Government broken 
up? “If they do these things in a green tree, 
what shall be done in the dry??? 

Mr. GURLEY. If the Union be broken up, 
and war follow, let the consequences fall on those 
who are responsible. Do southern gentlemen 
expect that the people of the far West will fold 
their hands in indifference, and see their com- 
merce interrupted, their steamboats fired into? 
How long do they expect us to submit to it? Sir, 
no foreign Government on the face of the earth 
could commit such outrages against this nation 
without an immediate declaration of war. And 
now I say, that with strong hands and stout hearts 
our people settled up the West. With their own 
right arm they leveled the forest, and prepared 
the land for themselves and their children. The 
very hardships they have endured make them 
strong and brave; and woe to those who attempt 
by force to take from them a single right which 
they possess upon any river that flows toward 
the sea. 

In conclusion, sir, I will say that I am for prac- 
tical and specdy legislation to meet the exigencies 
of the times. Give us a bill permitting the Pres- 
ident to receive volunteers to sustain the national 
Government. Pass it; let itbecome a law at once; 
and if you need fifty thousand soldiers from the 
West you will have them; a hundred thousand, 
and you will have them. And then, if the worst 
comes to the worst, and the stars and stripes are 
still in danger, ask for five hundred thousand, and 
they will be at your command. Do any call this 
an extravagant statement? Sir, we have in Ohio 
alone nearly three hundred thousand able-bodied 
men who are subject to military duty by our laws. 
They will defend the Union; they will defend 
the Government; they will defend the Capitol; 
and they will defend our glorious flag as long as 
they have a loaf of bread to cat or a gun to fire, 

Peace and harmony we all desire; but we will 
never purchase them with dishonor and the sur- 
ee eet ‘Those who make war upon 
the G6vernment without any just cause must bear 
the responsibility and punishment which belongs 
to rebels and traitors. 

It has been supposed that the people of the 
West are divided in sentiment on this subject, and 
that a large number of them side with those who 
are now seeking todestroy the Government. This, 
however, will be found to be agreat mistake. The 
resolutions of the Legislature of Ohio, as read 
from the Clerk’s desk this morning, show that 
the people of Ohio are all but unanimous on the 
subject of maintaining the Government. These 
resolutions passed the Senate unanimously, by the 
votes of both Democrats and Republicans. Sir, 
when the question comes up of fidelity to this 
Union, and when the Government is in danger, 
we of the West will never stop to talk about 
names. We will overleap all party lines. We 
will, if need be, sink all party names 

« Deeper than did plummet ever sound.” 


we will come in solid phalanx. We will rally 
as one man to defend the Unionand maintain our 
glorious flag, which gives protection to our citi- 
zens inalllands. It now floats proudly, triumph- 
antly over this Capitol, and it shall never be struck 
down by rebels at home or enemies abroad. 


Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Chairman, the fact can 
no longer be concealed, sir, that we are in the 
midst of revolution. The American people are 
compelled to behold a spectacle which, in the 
confidence of long years of peaceful security, 
they have deemed to be impossible—the Union, 
established by the sacrifices of their fathers, and 
sanctified by imperishable memories, quivering 
in the very agony of dissolution! . Who, sir, can 
stand unappalled in contemplation of the fact? 
Who can but regret that he is a part of the gen- 
eration which, while bearing onward the flag of 
the Republic, seduced. by the unworthy passions 
of the hour, has suffered its sacred folds to be 
trampled in the dust? I will not discuss, sir, the 
merits of the questions which have given rise to 
this alarming condition of public affairs, or in- 
dulge in crimination upon the North or the South. 
These, sir, are swallowed up for the time by the 
graver question, whether the Government itsclf 
shall continue to exist; whether the Constitution 
by which it is created possesses the inherent 
power to resist its own destruction. 

If, sir, a State possesses the right of secession; 
if the strength of the Government is founded only 
on the voluntary concert of its various parts; 1f 
any part of the nation can withdraw from the 
common Confederacy at pleasure, without refer- 
ence to the irreparable injustice that may result 
to the other parts of the Confederacy; then, sir, 
is ours the weakest Government on the face of 
the carth; the prosperity of its people at the 
mercy of every storm of human passion; its ap- 
parent greatness a miserable delusion, as baseless 
as the fabric of a dream, ° 

It is urged, sir, that if a State does actually 
secede from the Union, the question whether the 
right exists, or whether it be an act of revolution, 
or an exercise of power without right, is wholly 
immaterial; that the consequences are the same. 
p The preposition is not rue., If the right exists, 
the remaining Statcs myst acquiesce, whatever 
may be the consequences to their material inter- 
est. Ifit does not, they may determine, without 
aggression, what policy may be necessary to vin- 
dicate their own rights against the consequences 
of the act of the seceding State. But beyond 
this, sir, there are tribunals to which States and 
nations are responsible. The question whether 
the overthrow of this Government, by an act of 
secession, be in conformity with the compact by 
which it was founded, or an act of unwarrantable 
violence, in derogation of public faith, may de- 
termine the judgment which the civilized nations 
of the earth, and the friends of freedom, thraugh- 
out the world, may pronounce upon the act of 
its destruction. But above all, sir, it will determ- 
ine the judgment of that tribunal from which no 
State or generation of men can _escape—the im- 
partial judgment of posterity. If this Republic 
ig to perish, and furnish another argument for 
kings and consolidated power; if the proud ex- 
pectations of the illustrious men who formed it 
are to be disappointed; if the Government which 
is at once the hope and the pride and the glory 
of down-trodden millions is to become another 
mockery of human aspirations; if the ark of the 
covenant of our fathers, with the visible evidence 
of the approbation of Almighty God still resting 
upon it, is to be dashed to pieces, let that final 
tribunal determine the character of the act, and 
denounce the sentence of its vindictive wrath 
upon the memory of the guilty. In the midst, 
sir, of the horrors of national ruin, if they shall 
come upon us, the question whether they have 
resulted from an exercise of rightful power or from 
violated -faith will not fail to enter into the judg- 
ment which even the present generation will pro- 
nounce. 

I deny, sir, the right of a State to secede from 
this Union. The whole history of the country, 
from the first suggestion of a union among the 
American colonies to the present hour, disproves 
it. Itis disproved by the Articles of Confedera- 
tion and the events which led to the organization 
of the Government; by the history of the present 
Constitution, and the opinions of the great states- 
men who formed it; and, above all, by the very 
terms of the Constitution itself. The Union 
formed by the Articles of Confederation was in 
the nature of acompact or league between States. 
It was a Confederacy of the States. ft did not 
sufficiently unite the American people as one 
nation. ‘The Federal authority was insuficient. 
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And, although it was declared to be ‘a perpet- 
ual Union” between the enumerated States, our 
fathers, to form ‘a more perfect Union,” and give 
strength and efficiency to their Government, or- 
dained the present Constitution, founding its au- 
thority, not upon a compact or league between 
States, but upon the original source of political 
power; not upon the sovereignty of States, but 
upon the original sovereignty of the people: 

“ We, the people of the United States, in order to form 
amore perfect Union, establish justice, insure domestic 
tranquillity, provide for the common defense, promote the 
general welfare, and secure the blessings of liberty to our- 
selves and our posterity, do ordain and establish this Con- 
stitution for the United States of America.” 

The form of ratification cannot change its char- 
acter. The people themselves, through their 
agents and representatives, declared it to be their 
own act, not as the people of separate and inde- 

endent States, but as the people of the United 

States of America: The political history of the 

world, sir, does not furnish an example of a more 
explicit exercise of sovereign power in organizing 
its elements into one indissoluble nation. The 
authority, then, on which the Government of the 
United States rests, is exactly the same as that on 
which the governments of the States are founded; 
both are equally created by the people, by the 
exercise of their original sovereignty. Certain 
powers are invested inthe one’ government, and 
certain powers are delegated to the other, and 
each is equally sovereign within the limits of 
the powers conferred. ‘The people of the several 
States are not more united for the purposes of 
domestic government, than the people of the 
whole nation are for the purposes of national 
government. While jealous of their reserved 
rights, the people declared the Government of the 
United States, as to the powers conferred upon it, 
to be the supreme Government. Toit was con- 
fided the power to provide for the common de- 
fense and the general welfure of the whole nation; 
and the Constitution thus created, and the laws 
and treaties which should be made in pursuance 
with its authority, were declared to be the su- 
preme law of the land. But the powers not dele- 

ated were reserved to the States or the people. 

ut, sir, was the power reserved tothe people of 
any State to destroy the Government? To annul 
the powers necessary to the well being and com- 
mon defense of all of the contracting parties? To 
withdraw their consent that the common Consti- 
tution, and the laws made under it, should be the 
supreme law, not of one State, or a part of the 
States? but of all the States? No, sir; such a 
resérvation would have been utterly inconsistent 
with the wholeinstrament. The wise statesmen 
of the day, forming a Government which they 
trusted would endure through all time, would 
never have placed it at the mercy of the passions 
of the hour. The whole Constitution, from its 
title to the last section of its amendments, bristles 
with denials of this colossal heresy ”—the right 
of a part of the people who made the Constitu- 
tion to destroy it. No, sir; all of the States to- 
gether, except so far as they may represent the 
sovereignty of the whole people, could not annul 
the binding force of the Constitution. 

To present the evidence, sir, that the right of 
secession is in conflict with the opinions of the 
men who formed the Government, would be to 
present almost the entire history of the Constitu- 
tion, Leontent myself with the authority of a few 
of the most illustrious men, whose names have 
become household words, and whose statues dec- 
orate your Capitol. 

In the ever-memorable farewell address of the 
Father of his Country, itis said: 

“The basis of our political system is the right of the 
people to make and alter their constitutions of Government. 
But the Constitutionwhich at any time exists, until changed 
by the explicit and authentic act of the whole people, is 
sacredly obligatory upon all.?? 

Mr. Madison, in his letter to Mr. Trist, on the 
23d day of December, 1932, said: 

¢7¢ ig remarkable how closely the nullifiers, who make 
the name of Mr. Jefferson the pedestal for their colossal 
heresy, shut their cycs and lips whenever his authority is 
ever so clearly and empnatically against them. You have 
noticed what le says in his ictters to Monroe and Carring- 
ton (pp- 43, 203, vol.2) with respect to the power of the old 
Congress to coerce delinquent States; and his reasons for 
preferring for the purpose a naval to a military force ; and, 
moreover, his remark that it was not necessary to find a 
right to coerce in the Federal articles, that being inherent 
in the nature of a compact. It is high time that the eldim 
to secede at will should be put down by the public opinion.” 


Mr. Pinckney, of South Carolina, in the con- 
vention that framed the Constitution, said: 

«i appreheud that the true intention of the States in 
uniting is, to have a firm national Government capable ot 
effectually executing its acts aud dispensing the benefits 
of its protection. In it alone can be vested those powers 
and prerogatives which more particularly distinguish a sov- 
ereign State.” 

President Jackson, in his celebrated proclama- 
tion, said: i i 

Tt [the General Government] is a Government in which 
all of the people are represented, which operates directly 
on the people individually, not upon the States. Theyre- 
tain all the powers they did not grant. But each State 
having expressly parted with so many powers as to consti- 
tute jointly with the other States a single nation, cannot, 
trom that period, pass any right to secede, because such 
secession does not break a league, but destroys the unity 
of a nation. °’ 

But if, in defiance of right, by a violation of 
public faith, on pretense of intolerable oppres- 
sion—for the remedy of which no appeal has been 
made to the national Congress, to the Federal 
judiciary, to the States, and the people of the 
States—a State, upon her own responsibility, does 
secede from the Union, what, sir, is the remedy? 
My answeris, sir, the constitutional enforcement 
of the laws. The General Government, charged 
with the duty of providing for the general welfare, 
cannot shrink from the responsibility of prevent- 
ing the act of secession from impairing the just 
rights of the remaining States. As the agent of 
the whole people, it may not hesitate in the per- 
formance of its duty. It eannot abdicate Gobern- 
ment. It cannot abandon the trust it has ac- 
cepted. 

ut how shall the rights of the remaining States 
be vindicated? By levying war on the seceding 
States? No, sir. The people have not investe 
the Federal Government with power to recognize 
the right of secession. As to the General Gov- 
ernment, the act of attempted secession isa mere 
nullity. The Government cannot wage war upon 
one of its parts; bat it must execute the laws, so 
far as their execution involves the interests of the 
whole people. But gentlemen say that this is 
coercion. Whatis meant, sir, by coercion? If 
you mean by it that, if a State shall refuse to per- 
form those duties which, in the very nature of 
things, must be the result of voluntary action, and 
which moral obligation can alone enforce, the 
Government of the United States, by the Army 
or Navy, shall compel their observance—then, 
sir, am I against coercion. If you mean, sir, that 
the mailed hand of the Government shall be laid 
upon a State to compel her, as the only escape 
from violence, to elect members of Congress, her 
citizens to perform the offices of judges of the 
Federal courts and the duties of jurors, to act as 
collectors of the revenue and postmasters—then, 
sir, I am against coercion. These are duties which 
even tyranny cannot enforce; and their perform- 
ance, however desirable, is not indispensable to 
the general welfare of the Union. Ifa State aban- 
dons the benefits of the Union, so far as the act 
affects herself only no one may complain. But 
if you mean, sir, by coercion, the enforcement of 
the laws necessary to the welfare of the whole 
Union—laws enacted by the authority founded on 
the original sovercignty, and involving the con- 
stitutional rights of the whole people of the United 
States; if you mean, sir, by coercion, the consti- 
tutional enforcement of these laws as they have 
been from the beginning,—then, sir, Lamin favor of 
coercion. If you mean, sir, by coercion, the eol- 
lection of the public revenues as they have been 
collected for three quarters of a century, and 
which arenecessary to the very existence of the 
nation, or the protection of property purchased 
by the common treasure, and for the general ben- 
ekt of the whole people of the United States; if 
these, sir, are acts of coercion, then I am for 
coercion; and the right and duty of such coercion 
by the General Government, by the exercise of 
all of its constitutional powers, no State, however 
blinded by the passions of the hour, can deny. 

But these, sir, are not in strictness acts of co- 
ercion, but the ordinary enforcement of the laws 
by the agencies agreed upon by the common con- 
sent of the whole people in the formation of the 
Confederacy. 

The sufficiency of the powers conferred by the 


i people on the General Government for maintain- 


ing the majesty of the law, cannot be called in 
question. lt is not so much a power conferred as 
a duty imposed. “ The Congress shali have 


power to: lay and: collect. taxes, duties, im posts; 
and excises, to pay the debts and provide forthe 
common defense and general welfare:of :the: Uni+ 
ted States;”? and the President, representing the’ 
executive power of the whole. people, and sol- 

emnly sworn to preserve, protect, and defend-the 
Constitution of the United States, is enjoined.‘ to 
take care that-the laws be faithfully executed; 
and, sir, he cannot shrink from the duty nor ab- 
dicate the power. “ : 

_ But how does the question stand upon author- 
ity? I have already, presented the opinion of Mr. 

Madison on:the power of coercion and confirm- 
ing the views of Mr. Jefferson.. Mr. Jefferson, 

in one of the letters referred to, said, asa reagon 

for providing a navy to coerce the Barbary States: 

Tt will arm the Federal head (the old Congress) with 
the safest of all instruments of coercion over its delinquent 
members, and prevent its using what would be less safe.” 
[Manifestly referring to military force. ]—Jefferson’s letter 
to John Adams, July 11, 1785. ‘ ; 

Again: 

« Tu will be said there is no money in the Treasury. ‘Thére 
never will be money in the Treasury until the Confederacy 
shows its teeth. Every rational citizen must wish to see 
an eflective instrament of coercion, and should fear to‘see 
it on any other clement than the water. A naval force can 
never endanger our liberties nor occasion bloodshed ; a land 
foree would do both.”"—Jefferson’s letter to Colonel Monroe, 
August 11, 1786. 

Again: , 

“Jt has been so often said, as to be generally believed, 
that Congress has no power by the confederation to enforce 
anything; for example: contributions of money. It was 
not necessary to give them that power expressly ; they have 
it by the law of nature.’’—Jefferson’s Letter to Carrington, 
August 4, 1787. : 

To whose opinions, sir, can the American peo- 
ple appeal with more confidence on such a ques- 
tion as this than to those of the statesmen who, 
of all others, gave form and character'to the Con- 
stitution, and were alike enemies of consolidated 
power, and the sleepless friends of the reserved 
rights? i 

But I present another authority, sir, which 
even the people of South Carolina may not refuse 
to hear; a statesman whose devotion to South 
Carolina was only surpassed by his love of jus- 
tice and attachment to the American Union; a 
man, sir, who asa patriot, statesman, citizen, and 
scholar, was an honor to the race, At the nulli- 
fication period of 1832, he was, I bĉlieve, a meni- 
ber of the Legislature of South Carolina. T pre- 
sent a part of his address to the people of that 
State on the subject of secession, not as an au- 
thority only, but on account of the vigor of the 
argument: 

“ Suffer not yourselves ta be deceived by the idea that 
the General Government will recognize your title to be out 
of the Union. It is perfectly clear they cannot. ‘They have 
no authority to abandon any portion of the Union. The 
‘Territory of Carolina was committed to their jurisdiction 
by a joint action of the States; and nothing short of the 
absolute necessity imposed by an unsuccessful war can 
release them from the obligations of that trust. They are 
commanded and empowered to make all laws necessary 
and proper to protect {he custom-house and the post office, 
their courts and judges, and all their officers. Can you 
doubt that they will do it? They must treat Carolina asin 
the Union, whatever she may say to.the contrary. 

“If a State employs a power which is revolutionary as 
to the Union, and, of course, belligerent in its character, 
the Union must possess and will exercise a corresponding 
right of retaliation. Are you in the Union? Blockade is 
then a clear exercise of the power to collect the revenuc. 
Are you out of the Union? Then in the exercise of an 
undoubted power to compel the observance of a treaty 
broken by yourselves. But Congress will not regard it as 
a belligerent measure, whatever you may say on the sub- 
ject. Shey must consider it nothing more than the ordi- 
nary case of the President, as commander-in-chicef of the 
Army and Navy of the Union, employing the latter in the 
discharge of his duty to ‘take care that the Jaws be faith- 
fully executed.’ »—Grimkés Letter to the People of South 
Carolina, December 1, 1832. 

Sir, the right of secession does not exist. The 
duty of enforcing the laws is imperative. If the 
sacrifices of our fathers shall be found uscless; if 
the Union of the States, which was formed by 
their wisdom, preserved by their fraternal for- 
bearance, and defended with their blood, shall be- 


| come a mockery to their hopes, a dishonored 


monument to their memory, and a stigma and 
reproach to their children, the imperfect judgment 
of the present generation, and the severe and un- 
erring judgement of posterity, will not suffer the 
plea of right to palliate the crime of its destruct- 
tion, and will brand this Government ‘with the 
infamy of broken faith, if it shall, in the hour of 
peik abandon the sacred trust committed to its 
keeping by the American people. 


But while, sir, there is no right of secession, 
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and although the people have imposed upon this 
Government the duty of enforcing the laws, no 
American statesman will question the right of rev- 
olution as a remedy for intolerable oppression. 
Can any State of-this Union present a case, she 
herself being the judge, that will justify a resort 
to this final remedy? From what Government 
would she revolt? Certainly not from the gov- 
ernment of the States; for each, as to local gov- 
ernment, isindependent. Revolution, then, could 
only be the overturning of the Government of 
the United States. Can any. State assert that 
that. Government has been oppréssive? The 
gentleman from Missouri [Mr. Anprrson] dis- 
cussed this subject yesterday. What showing, 
sir, did he. make against the Government? Its 
owers are wisely divided into three departments. 
hich of these departments, sir, has oppressed 

a State of the South? The judicial? Why, even 
the gentiman himself culogized that department 
as eminently wise and just and impartial. The 
legislative? No State has sought to impeach it. 
From the beginning, no law has been enacted to 
which the South has not given her assent. The 
executive? No State of the South will charge it 
with one act of oppression. Where, then, sir, is 
the right of revolution? The popular voice is 
unfriendly to the South. Why, sir, in the recent 
expression, a majority of a million of voices, even 
by the gentleman’s admission, were raised in de- 
fense of her constitutional rights. But the policy of 
sister States has beon unconstitutional and unjust, 
The majority ? No, the minority; for every south- 
ern State admits that the fifteen States of the South 
and four States of the North have been true to 
their engagements, No, sir; it comes to this: 
that, by the constitutional action of the people, one 
of the three departments will be controlled by a 


policy unfriendly to the South; and that, too, 
will be controlled by the others, against which 


the South raises no complaint. No, sir; at the bar 
of impartial public judgment, the case would ut- 
terly fail he Government has been eminently 
wise and patriotie and just. And such will be the 
judgment of history. ‘The opinions of a minor- 
ity of the American people are unfriendly to the 
domestic policy of the South. Is this intolerable 
oppression? No, sir; the right of secession is de- 
nied by the Constitution ; and there is no oppression 
to justify the right of revolution. If the Govern- 
ment is overturned, the act will be without justi- 
fication orexcuse. Thecvils that cxist—the want 
of fraternal comity between the two sections of 
the Union—admits of remedy without invoking 
the presence of the destroying angel, and calling 
down the Divine vengeance upon our heads. 
But, sir, are not States amenable at the bar of 
public justice? For cighty-two years the people 
of the United States, in the application of the 
public revenues, have acted on the theory that 
they were one pcople, and that any tax levied 
upon the common industry of the nation was im- 
posed for the common good, and not for the bene- 
fit of particular States. Uncounted millions have 
been levied upon the labor of the American people, 
and cheerfully paid, to provide for the common 
defense and gencral welfare of the whole country. 
For the benefit of the gencral commerce, light- 
houses have been erected on every coast. To 
protect the Republic from invasion, forts have | 
een built at every exposed point upon our bor- | 
ders, not for the protection of one State, but of | 
all the States. Isit possible, sir, that any part! 
of the American people will consider it consistent 
with good faith or national honor, that these results į 
of national industry shall be appropriated to the 
exclusive use of particular States? Sir, every 
citizen of your teeming millions, wherever he may 
have becn—in your marts of commerce upon the 
borders of the oceans, or in the secure and peace- 
ful valleys of the distant West, upon your ships 
in remote seas, or in the huts of the trapper in 
the gorges of your mountains, on the borders of 
the Rio Grande, or by the lakes of the North— 
wherever he may have been, or whatever his pur- 
suits, has felt that the honor, the well-being, and | 
the defense of the nation, was his care. What | 
citizen, sir, has not contributed to the building of | 
your light-houses and navy-yards and arsenals į 
and dock-yards and forts, and providing muni- 
tions of war? These works, sir, for the national 
welfare and defense, have been erected wherever 
the common interests of the nation required them, 
upon the ocean or upon soil voluntarily surren- 
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dered to the Government in New York and Mas- 
sachusetts, Virginia and South Carolina, and else- 
where, not for any particular State or forits bene- 
fit, but for the purposes of the whole American 
people. I ask again, sir, can any State, without a 
flagrant violation of good faith, appropriate the 
common industry of the nation to her own exclu- 
sive use? 

The great West, with her industrious and 
peaceful people, devoted to agriculture, and deriv- 
ing no direct benefits from duties on foreign com- 
merce, receiving no other benefits from the tax on 
her labor, save protection from foreign invasion, 
has cheerfully contributed millions to erect works 
of national defense on the coast of the Atlantic. 
Can any State think so meanly of the manhood of 
her people as to suppose she will tamely submit 
to the appropriation of these works by particular 
States? 
ton, of Boston and Savannah, has been the com- 
mon care of the nation. We have removed mount- 
ains of granite from New England to the port of 
Charleston to erect barriers against a common en- 
emy. The common toil of the American people, 
in the confidence of national faith, has made the 
coast of South Carolina to frown defiance on the 
enemies of the Republic. Can these cities enter- 
tain the belief that other portions of our people 
can consent to their assertion of exclusive owner- 
ship of these works in derogation of the common 
right? Can South Carolina, whose chivalrous 
sons‘hre sensitively alive to everything that per- 
tains to their own honor, or the honor of their 
State, consider it possible that the other States of 
the Union, equally sensitive of honor, equally 
brave and chivalrous, can submit to the startling 
wrong of her appropriating to her exclusive use 
the works of national defense upon her borders 
as though they were the work of her own hands? 
Can she think so poorly of American spirit and 
of the national sense of honor? Sir, they will not. 
They cannot submit to it consistently with honor 
or justice. These works were not built for South 
Carolina, or for herexclusive defense. Congress, 
even according to the doctrine of her own states- 
men, never possessed the power of appropriating 
one dollar of the national treasure except for 
national objects, 

These works were erected by the common con- 
sent of the nation, with the common treasure of 
the nation, in the faith of the national integrity, 
and for national defense; and, sir, the honor of 
the nation is involved in their appropriation to the 
purpose for which they were designed. That 
honor, sir, will not be sullied. Yet, while it is a 
goodly thing, sir, to have a giant’s strength, itis 
tyrannous to usc itlikeagiant. The very strength 
of the Government will induce forbearance. It is 
inconsistent with the spirit of the nation to treat 
a State, a member of the political household, how- 
ever hostile her attitude may be, as a revolted 
province. South Carolina and her sister States, 
who have resorted to this extraordinary method 
of redressing alleged gricvances, will be wooed 
back into the sisterhood of States, even in the 
spirit of maternal kindness—a spectacle unheard 
of in the history of the world. But let her and 
them beware; the common mother is not the 


forbearing. Let them not provoke the terrors of 
the parent's wrath. The forbearance of this 
Government will correspond with its irresistible 


patriot’s heart; the flag of the Republic is sacred. 
Can South Carolina and her confederate States 
believe that the sense of honor has died out in the 
hearts of the American people; that manhood and 


no more in their sister States? South Carolina 
may insult the honor of the nation; she may seize 
upon the public property; she may strike downand 
trample upon the ensign of the Republic—an act 
which, if done by the combined and countless 
millions of Europe, armed to the teeth, would be 
resented upon the instant, even if it involved every 
hamlet and village and town and city in this broad 
land in indiscriminate ruin—yet the nation will 
bear all this, for the Marions and the Sumters 
and the Rutledges and the Pinckneys were sons of 
South Carolina; and it may be that that flag which 
she has loved so tenderly, and which her chival- 
rous sous have bome so bravely on many a field 
red with the blood of the enemics of the Republic, 
| may, when the passion of the hour subsides, be- 


The defense of New York and Charles- | 


less powerful because she is tender and pacific and | 


. . 1 
strength. The honor of the nation is dear to every | 


manly courage, and the sentiment of justice, exist | 


come again dear to her heart. But lether remem- 
ber that her sentiments of honor and justice and 
courage are the common sentiments of the Amer- 
can people; let her not remain estranged from the 
heart of her country until she shall cease to be 
embraced by her sympathies; for no terrors, sir, 
can equal the terrors of a parent’s wrath. 

Sir, the questions of this hour are of fearful 
importance to the brave yet industrious and peace- 
ful people whom in part I have, as you have, sir, 
the honor to represent—the people who have es- 
tablished an empire in the great Northwest. In 
the disruption of the Union, if such a terrible 
calamity should come upon us, the immediate in- 
terests of our industry are peculiarly involved. 
We, of all others, sir, cannot coneent to the dis- 
solution of the Union. Let the South and the 
North remember, sir, that our highways to the 
Gulf and to the ocean cannot be obstructed. The 
energy and fortitude and courage and enterprise 
which have established that empire, will never 
consent that tribute shall be laid upon their labor. 
Whatever misfortunes may befall us, I trust, sir, 
that that never will be attempted; but if it should 
be, sir, the mighty flood of the ‘* father of waters’? 
is not more resistless than would be the aroused 
spirit of our people. 

I speak the more freely, sir, on these subjects, 
because Iam one ef the million and a half of men 
in the free States who have defended and will 
stil} defend the constitutional rights of our fellow- 
citizens of the South, many of whom seem now 
willing to desert us to the tender mercies of our 
common political opponents; and because, sir, if 
some of the States of the North have reversed the 
teachings of our fathers, and adopted a policy de- 
structive of a just and fraternal comity between 
the States, and have inaugurated, as Is asserted 
by the South, the present perils, and furnished at 
least a pretext, if it were possible, for extenuat- 
ing the crime of national destruction, the State 
of Indiana, which I in part represent, isnota party 
to the offense. Her fertile soil, the gift of Vir- 
ginia to the Union, herself a child of that Union, 
she has never wavered in her devotion to the Con- 
stitution and the Union of the States. Her stat- 
ute-books have never been dishonored by an act 
of nullification, nor her people by resistance to 
the enforcement of the laws. By the beautiful 
river on her southern border, she is indissolubly 
united with Virginia and Pennsylvania and Ken- 
tucky and Ohio and Ilinois and the great States 
upon the borders of the Mississippi, and no State 
or citizen of a State can charge her with an act 
of violated faith. She is devoted to the Union, 
not only because of its illustrieus memories and 
countless blessings, but by the ties of kindred and 
of blood. Her children must go to the valleys ot 
Virginia and the coasts of Maryland, to Kentucky 
and Tennessee and the Carolinas, to the hills of 
New England and the shores of the FIudson and the 
Delaware, to visit the graves of their fathers and 
the homes of their childhood. She has received 
no material aid from the Union, save protection to 
the peaceful industry of her citizens, Withnear 
amillion and ahalf of people, she has neither dock- 
yards, nor navy-yards, nor arsenals, nor forts; the 
General Government has scarcely furnished her 
a stand of arms. She has been, content that her 
defenses should be the defenses of the nation. 
For fifty years her people have cheerfully borne 
every burden which the wisdom of the General 
Government has thought fit to impose upon them, 
and millions upon millions of treasure coined from 
the sweat of their industry have poured into the 
common Treasury of the Republic, for the general 
welfare and common defense. She has kept her 
faith; she has broken no covenant; and with clean 
hands she will resist the breaking of the most 
sacred covenant ever sanctioned by mortals—the 
covenant sealed with the blood of our fathers— 
the compact of the Union. 

For myself, sir, as a Democrat, while I have 
resisted and deplored the sectional policy of the 
dominant party of the North, I have not been able 
to forget, sir, that the spirit of the northern De- 
mocracy was crushed and stricken down by a 
corresponding policy of the dominant party of 
the South, the partial success of the Republican 
party, upon which is predicated this suicidal pol- 
icy of secession, is attributable to the feuds in 
the ranks of the hitherto indomitable Democracy; 
yet I see, sir, in the election of Abraham Lincoln 
to the Presidency, nothing to justify this extraor- 
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dinary remedy. Who could have imagined, sir, 
that in a free Government, where diversities of 
opinion are inevitable, the election of a Chief 
Magistrate peacefully and by a constitutional ma- 
jority, and before any act is committed or policy 
is announced, should furnish an excuse for over- 
turning the Government, and that Government 
still the best, sir—infinitely, infinitely the best, 
upon which the-beneficent smiles of the Father of 
mankind have ever rested? If it were possible, 
sir, to look at the question in a mere partisan 
light, I should complain with bitterness that our 
southern brethren, by whom we have stood so 
iong and so faithfully, desert us, even while we 
still control the policy of the Government, while 
no act of the nation. is the subject of complaint, 
and leave us to fight our battles alone. 

But, sir, why this precipitancy? Will our 
brethren of the South destroy the Governmentand 
involve usall in indiscriminate ruin, without even 
giving us an opportunity to consider the evils of 
which they complain. Are they less interested 
in its permanency than ourselves? For myself, 
sir, I wiil sacrifice any pride of opinion to save 
the Union. I should reluctantly touch the Consti- 
tution—the work of the grand old master work- 
men. I should reluctantly impose restrictions on 
popular freedom in the Territories. I would con- 
senttoit, butonly to save the Confederacy. What 
sacrifice would I not make to save it? 

When I have stood, sir, upon one of those beau- 
tiful hills that overhang the waters of the Ohio, 
and have taken in at a glance the distant hills of 
Kentucky and Ohio, and of my own native State, 
descending in fertile valleys to the verge of that 
noble river; and further off, the waters of the 
Miami disappearing in the distance, and the whole 
scene covercd with farm-houses and cornfieldsand 
grcen meadows and vineyards and rising villages 
and prosperous towns; while the tones of cheerful 
labor, in a thousand voices, swelled up and min- 
gled together, and God’s blessed sunlight gilded 
the whole landscape, I have thought of the dark- 
ness and agony of that hour when the storm 
which our unhallowed passions have been arous- 
ing should sweep over the glorious prospect, a 
messenger of ruin; when the sounds of industry 
and the cheerfui voices of childhood should no 
longer float on the river, or its waves bear south- 
ward the fruits of the labor of many prosperous 
States; butarmed men should march upon its des- 
olated borders, the sounds of warshould foarupon 
its waves, reddening with fraternal blood; and its 
bosom, instead of the peaceful keel, should bear 
the munitions of war, and the labor and hopes of 
years become the prey of the spoiler. And Ihave 
felt, sir, in my very soul, the value of this peace- 
fui Union, and that that man who should contrib- 
ute to itsdestruction would be, ofall mortals, from 
the flood to the final fire, in the sight of God, the 
most guilty. . , . 

I can speak for the patriotism of my immediate 
constituents; and I believe, sir, that } am able to 
express the sentiments of the State of Indiana. I 
‘believe, sir, she would cheerfully sanction, as a 
measure of peace, the propositions of Judge Doua- 
Las, or those submitted to the country by the 
committee of the border States; and I have every 
reason to believe that an overwhelming majority 
of her people would sustain the propositions sub- 
mitted to the Senate by the Senator from Kentucky, 
whose venerable years unite the past glories of 
the Republic with its present dishonor. She does 
not expect, sir, that this great Republie ean be 
preserved, except by the exercise of the justice and 
wisdom and forbearance in which it was formed. 
The interests involved are too great to justify the 
mastery of prejudice or passion, or the supremacy 
of the mere pride of opinion. I believe, sir, that 
she will concede and concede and concede, and 
compromise and compromise and compromise, to 
preserve the blessings of a peaceful Union; that 
she will go to the very verge and utmost bound- 
ary of every demand which justice may make or 
honor may grant. She will do more, sir. She 
will entreat and implore her sister States, of the 
North and of the South, by a remembrance of 
our common origin and the ties of our common 
and kindred blood; by our common memories and 
our common hopes; by the graves of our fathers 
and the cradles of our children; by the consider- 
ation of all that we have been, of all that we are, 
and of all that we may be as a nation if the bless- 
ings of the Union shali continue, to forbear from 


the work of destruction. Yet, sir, she will never 
consent, by her voice, by her acts, or by her si- 
lence, that this Union shall be destroyed. She 
will stand the more firmly by the altar of the com- 
mon Union as the storms may deepen around it. 
She will account that hand the hand of an enemy 
that shall be raised to tear down the temple of the 
Constitution. And if, sir, it shall involve her 
sense of justice and honor, and no other sacrifice 
will avail; if it must be, in its defense she will 
command her brave and hardy sons to dare the 
peril of perishing beneath its ruins. 

But I cannot despair of the Republic. I would 
still believe, sir, and trustin God that the heart of 
the American people, North and South, though 
filled with the bitterness of passion, is still de- 
voted to the Union, and still glorics in the flag of 
our common country, though its stars grow dim 
in‘the gathering darkness. I trust—though it 
is hoping against hope—that they will still say to 
the gallant ship that was launched by our fathers 
on the ocean of human passions in the midst of 
so many hopes and fears: 

“Thou, too, sail on, O ship of State, 
Sail on; O Union, strong ard great, 
Humanity, with all its fears, 
With ah the hopes of future years, 
Is hanging breathless on thy fate, 
In spite of rock and tempest roar, 
In spite of false lights on the shore. 
Sail on; nor fear to breast the sea; 
Our hearts, our hopes, are all with thee; 
Our hearts, our hopes, our prayers, our tears,” 


Our faith triumphant o’er our fears, 
Are all with thee—are all with thee.” 


May the Lord God of our fathers shicld the gal- 
lant old ship from the fierce waves of the impend- 
ing storm. 


Mr. MORRIS, of Ilinois. Mr. Chairman, I 
have uniformly given my permission to gentle- 
men who were not able to conclude their speech 
within the hour allowed by the rule to extend 
the time. As l apprehend that I may not be able 
to bring my remarks to a close within the hour, 
Lask that the same courtesy may be extended to 
me which I have been always ready to extend to 
others. 

Mr. VALLANDIGHAM. If that understand- 
ing be made gencral, I will not object; otherwise, 
I shal! object. 

Mr. MORRIS, of Illinois. So far as I am con- 
cerned, have, in every instance, tried to make it 
general. 

Mr. MAYNARD. I hope there will be no 
objection to the request of the gentleman from 
Illinois. 

Mr. CLEMENS. I trust there will not be. I 
hope the committee will agree that there shall be 
no Procrustean rule by which gentlemen will be 
compelled to define, within one hour, their views 
on the great issues now pending. I trust that, by 
gencral consent, at least during this discussion, 
each member, who has any anxiety to express his 
convictions on this subject, will be allowed a rea- 
sonable time beyond the nour to do it. As for 
mysclf, I have a disposition to say something be- 
fore this debate closes; and I know I can neither 
do justice to myself nor the subject within the 
hour. I hope that, under these considerations, 
and for the sake of all sides, the hour rule will be 
suspended for the time being at least. 

Mr. BRANCH. I propose that by the unan- 
imous consent of the committee, the hour rule be 
abolished for this session. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. I object to that. 

Mr. JENKINS, I propose that, by unanimous 
consent, each gentleman shall hereafter be allowed 
ten minutes beyond the hour. 

The CHAIRMAN. That can only be done 
by unanimous consent. 

Mr. MORRIS, of Illinois, addressed the com- 
mittee on the state of the Union. [His remarks 
will be published in the Appendix.] 

Mr. THOMAS obtained the floor, but yielded to 

Mr. VALLAN DIGHAM, who moved that the 
committee rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 


So the committee rose; and the Speaker having 
| resumed the chair, Mr. Wasusurne, of Mlinois, 
reported that the Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union had had the Union generally 
under consideration, and particularly the bill mak- 
ing appropriations for the support of the Army 
fer the year ending June 30, 1862, and had come 
| to no resolution thereon. 


‘PORT OF BALTIMORE. 
Mr. HARRIS, of Maryland. 


; Lask the zinan- 
imous consent of the House to. take fromthe 
Speaker’s table Senate bill .No. 539, to continue 
in force an act therein mentioned. relating to the 
port of Baltimore. l 
The bill was read, f i 
Mr. SICKLES. “Lask that the bill may again 
be read. I do not precisely understand ‘it. : 
Mr. HARRIS, of Maryland. If the gentleman 
from New York will listen to me for a moment, 
I can satisfy him in relation to this bill. It is 
simply to continue in force an old act of the State 
of Maryland, which has been repeatedly renewed 
since 1783. It passed the Senate unanimously 
this morning, and there can be no objection to it. 
There being no objection, the bill was taken 
up, received its several readings, and was passed: 
Mr. HARRIS, of Maryland, moved to recon- 
sider the vote by which the bill was passed; and 
ae moved to lay the motion to reconsider on the 
table. ! 
The latter motion was agreed to. 


STEAMBOAT JOHN C. FRÉMONT. 


Mr. MOORHEAD. I now desire to call up 
Senate resolution No. 57, authorizing the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury to permit the owners of the 
steamboat John C. Fremont to change the. name 
of the same to that of Horizon.. I will say that 
the gentleman who ebjected this morning has 
withdrawn his objection. 

There being no objection, the joint resolution 
was taken up, received its several readings, and 
was passed. : 

Mr. MOORHEAD moved to reconsider the 
vote by which the joint resolution was passed; 
and also moved to lay the motion to reconsider 
on the table. ` : 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


JOHN MOSHTER. 


Mr. LOVEJOY. I ask the unanimous consent 
of the House to discharge the Committee of the 
Whole House from the further consideration of 
House bill No. 359, for the relief of the legal 
representatives of John Moshier; and that the 
same be put on its passage. 

The bill was reag. 

Mr. SICKLES objected. 

Mr. LOVEJOY. 1 hope not. Itisa bill that 
ought to be passed. 

Mr. SICKLES. This is no way to pass bills, 
without having any report and without knowing 
what they are. 

Mr. LOVEJOY. Let the report be read, then, 

Mr. SICKLES. I have no objection to that. 1 
will withdraw my objection, to hear the report. 

Mr. VALLANDIGHAM. I move that the 
House adjourn. 

Mr. LOVEJOY. I hope the gentleman will 
permit this bill to be disposed of first. 

Mr. VALLANDIGHAM. I move that: thé 
House adjourn. There is no quorumpresent; and 
I object to the transaction of business without. 

The motion was agreed to; and thereupon (at 
ten minutes past four o’clock, p. m.) the House 
adjourned. 


IN SENATE: 
Tuursvay, January 17, 1861. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Dr. Guruey. 
The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 


COMMITTEE. SERVICE. 


The VICE PRESIDENT appointed Mr. Rice 
to fill the vacancy upon the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs and Militia, occasioned by the ab- 
sence of Mr. CHESNUT. 

He also appointed Mr. Nicnoxson to fill the 
vacancy on the Committee on Commerce occa- 
sioned by the absence of Mr. CLAY 


CREDENTIALS. 


The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Sen- 
ate a communication from the Governor of the 
State of Ohio, inclosing the credentials of Hon. 
Salmon P. Chase, elected a Senator by the Le- 
gislature of the State of Ohio, for the term of six 
years, from the 4th of March, 1861... 

A The credentials were read, and placed on the 
files. ` 
Mr. FESSENDEN presented the credentials 


i of Hon. Lor M. Morni, chosen by the Legis- 
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lature of the State of Maine a Senator from that 
State, to fill the vacancy occasioned by the resig- 
nation of Hon. Hannibal Hamlin. : 

The credentials were read; and the oath pre- 
scribed by law having been administered to Mr. 
Morn, he took his seat in the Senate. 


PETITION. 


Mr. POWELL presented the petition of Charles 
J. Heim, consul general at Havana, praying addi- 


tional compensation for services rendered and ex- | 


penses incurred in the performance of the duties 
of that office; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on. Foreign Relations. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, 
by Mr. Hayes, Chief Clerk, announced that the 
House had passed the following bill and joint 
resolution of the Senate: . 

A bill (No. 539) to continue in force an act 
therein mentioned, relating to the port of Balti- 
more; and 

A jointresolution (No. 57) authorizing the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury to permit the owners of 
the steamboat John €. Frémont to change the 
name of the same to that of Horizon. 


ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 


The message also announced that the Speaker 
of the House had signed an enrolled bill (H. R. 
No. 935) for the relief of Franklin Torrey; which 
thereupon received the signature of the Vice Pres- 
ident. 

BILLS BECOME LAWS. 


The message further announced that the Pres- 
ident of the United States had approved and signed, 
on the 15th instant, the following bills: 

A bill (H. R. No. 693) for the relief of Richard 
C. Martin; and 

A bill (H1. R, No. 921) for the relief of the as- 
signee of Hon. David C. Broderick, deceased. 


DEFICIENCY BILL, 


Mr. HUNTER. I wish to ask the Senate this 
morning to postpone all prior orders, for the pur- 
pose of taking up the deficiency bill at once, that 
we may dispose of it to-day. Itisa bill that ought 
to be acted on now. 

Mr. HALE. I hope we shall have the morn- 
ing hour first. 


Mr. HUNTER, If I wait until the morning’ 


hour is over, the other special orders will super- 
sede me, and I shall not get the bill up. 

Mr. HALE. We can postpone them. Iwill 
go with you to postpone them. 

Mr. HUNTER, 1 think we can get through 
with this bill to-day in an hour or two, if gentle- 
men will let me go on, ‘They have-had the morn- 
ing hour every day this session, Thisis the first 
time I have asked for the morning hour. 

Several Senarons (to Mr. Ware.) Let him 
have it. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Scnator from 
Virginia moves to postpone all prior orders with 
a view to take up the deficiency bill. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as 
in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to con- 
sider the bili (EL. R. No. 866) to supply deficien- 
cies in the appropriations for the service of the 
fiscal year ending June 30, 1861. 

The first amendment of the Committee on Fi- 
nance was, on page three, lines forty-one and for- 
ty-two, to strike out $900,000, and insert $450,000; 
so as to make the clause read: 

To supply deficiencies in the fund heretofere appropriated 
te enable the President of the United States to carry into 
effect the act of Congress of 3d March, 3819, and any sub- 
Requent acts now in force, for the suppression of the slave 
trade, $450,000, 

Mr. HUNTER. I will explain that amend- 
ment. ‘The Secretary of the Interior estimated for 
$900,000, $450,000 to pay for obligations already 
micurred, and $450,000 more which he thought 
would be due by the end of the fiscal year. The 
Committee on Finance agreed to appropriate for 
obligations that had already been incurred, and 
struck out so much as was intended to cover the 


amount which the Secretary of the Interior said | 
robably be required by the Ist day of 


would 
July, 1861. ‘That is the amendment. 

Mr. CAMERON. 1 hope the chairman of the 
Committee on Finance will withdraw his bill for 
a moment. This is the time devoted to morning 


business, and I did not suppose this bill was com- ! 
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ing up in the morning hour. I was called out for 
to make a motion which is proper for the morn- 
ing hour, and it will take but a minute to dispose 
of it. Then, 1 shall have no objection to the con- 
sideration of this bill. 

Mr. HUNTER. Igave notice yesterday that 
I would call it up in the morning hour. If the 
Senator wants to enter a motion for reconsidera- 
tion, I will give way for it to be entered, but not 
to be considered now. 

Mr. CAMERON. It is not for that. 

Mr. HUNTER. Then I hope weshall go on. 

Mr. CAMERON. {want to fix a day for the 
consideration of an important bill. 

Mr. HONTER. That can come up 
is over. I cannot give way for that. | 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Foor in 
the chair.) The question is on the amendment 
of the Committce on Finance. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. I doubt whether it is 
advisable to concur with the committee on that 
point. I presume, however, that the difference 
will not be very great. The recommendation 
was for $900,000. A part of this sum is now due, 
and the part which will become due, the other 
$450,000, it will be imperative on the Government 
to pay during the present fiscal year. Rather for 
a technical reason than any other, the half which 
is not due at the present time, and therefore, per- 
hans, is notstrictly adeficiency, was struck out. I 
did not think it was necessary to strike it out at 
the time; and the committee, I think, did not at 
first. This was agreed upon after I left the com- 
mittee-room. Ido not suppose it will make any 
very great difference, except that we may have 
the matter all over again in another bill at this 
session. The chairman is perfectly aware, and 
will no doubt admit, that if we do not leave it in 
this bill, we must put it into another. [donot 
see that it is necessary or advisable to delay it. 
As the money must be paid, why not do it now? 

Mr. HUNTER. I have no doubt that more 
moncy will have to be paid than the $450,000; ldo 
not know, though, whether so much as $900,000, 
that is $450,000 more, will be required; but it 
seems to me it is obvious that some legislation is 
necessary in order to protect the publie Treasury. 
As things are now going on, there is no telling, 
unless something is done to regulate the matter, 
what these appropriations for suppressing the 
slave trade willamount to. I am very willing to 
make any appropriation that is necessary for that 
purpose; but I am sure the Senator from Maine 
will himselfadmit that some safeguard is required 
for the safety of the Treasury; and I thought we 
had better make them bring in another estimate 
and then add that safeguard. We have not time 
now to mature it; it will require consultation. 
We ought to get a chance to throw some pro- 
tection around the Treasury. I think it better to 
have a second estimate in the annual bill. The 
Senate, however, can do as it chooses. 

Mr.-FESSENDEN. 1 admit that new legis- 
lation may be necessary with reference to this 
matter. Itis getting to be a very severe burden 
on the Treasury. Whatthat legislation may be, 
or will be, or can be, I have not now any idea; 
but it is very clear that the obligation is incurred. 
Since the $450,000 were decided upon as neces- 
sary, two slavers have been captured, and pro- 
vision must be made for them; and Ihave reason 
to suppose that there has been very great difti- 
culty, absolutesuffering, indecd, on account of the 
delay occasioned by the non-appropriation of the 
moncy to carry our own laws into effect. There 
can be no doubt whatever that the $450,000 ad- 
ditional will be required, and we shall pass no 
law to avoid that necessity; and therefore I say, 
with reference to our own business, that, to save 
additional trouble arising out of an appropriation 
in anew bill, in my judgment, it is very much bet- 
ter to leave it where itis; and such wasat first the 
opinion of the committee. 
hope it will be retained. Still, itis nota matter 
of so very great importance that we need waste 
much time about it. 

The amendment was rejected; there being, on 
a division—ayes 17, noes 18. 


aftor this 


The next amendment of the Committee on 
Finance was, to insert at the end of the bill: 

For compensation and mileage of Senators, $13,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


T adhere to it, and I |; 


I 
hy 5 ! 
a moment when the question was put. T desire | 
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The next amendment was, to add to the bill: 
For the contingent expenses of the Senate ; “for miscel- 
lancous items,”? 3,000. 


The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. HUNTER. Ihave one more amendment 
to offer from the Committee on Finance. Itisto 
add at the end of the bill: 

fo enable the Sceretary of the Navy to carry out the eon- 
ditional contract made by him with the Chiriqui Improve- 
ment Company and Ambrose W. Thompson, on the 2st 
day of May, 1859, for the purpose of securing to the United 
States certain valuable privileges and rights specified in 
said contract, and which said contract is hereby approved, 
$300,000. 

Here is a copy of the contract; and if any Sen- 
ator desires to know what the provisional contract 
is, I have a copy of it. j 

Mr. FESSENDEN. Itis hardly worth while 
to read it unless some one calls for the reading. 
It is very well understood, I think. 

Mr. ANTHONY. Itis stated very currently 
in the newspapers that the title to that property 
is defective. { should like to have the chairman 
of the committec, or some other friend of the 
amendment, explain. It is stated that the title to 
this property has been pronounced invalid by the 
supreme court of New Granada. 

Mr. HUNTER. I belicve that is not so. Our 
Attorney General has given an opinion that the 
title is secure. The appropriation was postponed 
at one session on that account. We became sat- 
isfied of that. At the next session it was postponed 
to have a survey of the harbor and the route; and 
we have had that survey, and the report is emi- 
nently favorable—more favorable than the repre- 
sentations at the Department. 

The question being taken by a division on the 
amendment, resulted—ayes 21, noes 5; no quo- 
rum voting. 

Mr. HUNTER. There is evidently a quorum 
present. I hope gentlemen will vote on one side 
or the other. Let the question be taken again. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will 
put the question again. 

The question being again put, the result was— 
ayes 26, noes 6; no quorum voting. 

Mr. CLARK. Task for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. ANTHONY. I wish that some Senator 
who is familiar with the merits of this case would 
explain it to the Senate. We are voting $300,000 
ata time when certainly the Treasury is not over- 
flowing, as I understand, to purchase another 
right of way across the Isthmus. I should like 
to have the merits of the case explained; and if 
no Senator can do it, I should like to have the 
contract read. 

Mr.HUNTER. Doesthe Senator from Rhode 
Island ask why we want another right of way 
across the Isthmus ? 

Mr. ANTHONY. Yes, sir. 

Mr. HUNTER. I suppose the more rights of 
way that are opencd the batters We do not want 
to be subjected to the monopoly of one route— 
that across the Isthmus of Panama. But that is+ 
not all: we get the use here of the finest harbors 
on the Isthmus; the surveys prove that they 
have magnificent harbors on both sides; and we 
can buy coal so near to the anchorage of ships 
that it can be thrown almost into the hold. The 
repart of the geologist and of the enginecr shows 
not only that this coal is in great quantity there, 
and of finc quality, but also that the route itself 
is very practicable. The probability is, that itis 
the best we shall have adross the Isthmus. It 
is healthier, and a fincr harbor; and, all things 
considered, the best that is offered to us; and we 
gct the whole of it for $300,000. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. I suppose the real ques- 
tion, and all the question, in this casc—I am sat- 
isfied of it from all the examination I have given 
to it—is, whether we shall omit to avail ourselves 
of what probably will be, I think unquestionably 
will be, a matter of immense advantage to the 
country, for the sake of keeping a monopoly in 
the hands of the Panama Railroad Company. I 
think that is the whole question; and the opposi- 
tion to this measure, whatever it may have been, 
that has been made here, has, I apprehend, come 
from that source, and that source alonc. The con- 
tract which has been made is a provisional con- 
tract, which perfectly guards the rights of the 
, Government. Jf this man cannot comply with 
s contract, which is to furnish the route, furnish 
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the coal, and other facilities mentioned in it, the 
Government is not bound to take it. The matter 
was discussed here at the lastsession, and fully dis- 
cussed; and after discussion, the Senate passed a 
bill confirming the conditional contract that had 
been made. Inthe House of Representatives, how- 
ever, they saw fit, under the opposition that was 
made there—and I do not question the propriety 
of it—instead of passing a bill confirming the con- 
tract, to provide that a further examination should 
be made under Government auspices, under Gov- 
ernment direction, to see whether the facilities 
could be furnished that were represented to exist, 
and which were contracted for by the individual 
who made the contract with the Government. 
The report made by the Government officers is 
conclusive in all particulars. There is no doubt 
about it; there is no question about the correct- 
ness of the report. It shows that here are the 
finest harbors, or as fine harbors as can be found 
on.the face of the earth, on cach side, and a per- 
fectly practicable route for a road across, and coal 
in any quantity of the finest quality—I have seen 
some of it burned myself—directly on the shore, 
where it can be furnished to the ships. The cal- 
culation that was made last year was, that we 
should save, in the price and storage of coal, in 
the course of a couple of years, I believe, all that 

„we pay for the privileges we get. Everybody 
knows that on the Panama route there is no har- 
bor that is worth having; that we are exposed to 
enormous expense in order to furnish our vessels 
with coal there; and we are taxed very heavily in 
other particulars. Here is an advantage which 1 
do not hesitate to say, from the best judgment I 
have been able to form upon it, and the examina- 
tion that Í have been able to give it, if we losc it, 
will be taken up directly by some other Govern- 
ment. Already offers have been made for it. We 
ought by all means to secure it, if our commerce 
and our travel in these seas be worth anything 
to us. 

Now, sir, when the matter has been thoroughly 
examined; when a good, satisfactory, and sate 
contract has been made; one which secures the 
Government as to the performance of it, and in- 


sures all these advantages; when under the direc- 


tion of Congress an cRamination has been made 
with reference to it, and the reports that have 
been previously made more than confirmed, it is 
remarkable to me that there should be any hesi- 


tation whatever in putting it in the power of the, 


Government to close this bargain. 1 was about 
to say that it was the only thing; but I will not 
say that; at any rate it is a good thing, which, if 
adopted, is creditable, highly creditable, to this 
Administration of the Government; and I hope 
we shall not fail to carry it out. 

I rose merely for the sake of making these gen- 
eral remarks. The matter was discussed fully at 

_ the last session. It is a question whether we 
shall spend a little money for what, in my judg- 
ment, will return us tenfold, and in a very short 
period of time, in the way of saving to the Gov- 
ernment itself in actual expenditure, and will re- 
sult in incalculable advantages to our commerce, 
if we are to have a commerce. Especially does 
it become, in my judgment, men from our section, 
who are interested in the commerce of the coun- 
try, toavail themselves of this without the slight- 
est hesitation. - 

Mr. GREEN. I merely wish to say that I 
concur in every word said by the Senator from 
Maine, and I give expression to this concurrence 
not accidentally, but from a close and careful ex- 
amination of all the facts connected with the case. 
I shall, therefore, make no further remark. 

Mr. CLARK. ido not think the Senator from 
Maine was quite just in ascribing all the opposi- 
tion to this measure to a desire to give a monop- 
oly to the Panama Railroad Company. Lunder- 
stood him so to say. Now, Mr. President, I 
opposed thig, measure at the last session, and I 
did it from no such motive as is ascribed to me 
and others, if he means to ascribe that motive-—— 

Mr. FESSENDEN. My friend, I hope, will 
not misapprehend me. I do not say that voting 
against it is opposition to it at all. There has 
been an active opposition outside and about, and 
that I ascribe precisely to the cause I mentioned. 
Where gentlemen choose to vote against a bill 
because they are not satisfied about it, far be it 
from me to ascribe any motive to them but a 
desire to advanee the public interest. 


ii anything about this, itis his own fault. 


Mr. CLARK, 
side. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. ‘No Senator does that, 1 
take it. 

Mr. CLARK. Idid speak against it in the 
Senate; but I desire to sayythat { did it froma 
good motive, because I was not satisfied that the 
harbors had been sufficiently exaniined, or that 
they existed, or that there was an abundance of 
coal there, or that there was a good route; -but I 
did then satisfy myself that if these harbors did 
exist and the maiter was as it was represented, 
I would give it my support. I now desire to say 
that I am fully satisfied that the harbors do exist, 
that the coal docs exist in abundant quantity and 
of good quality, and that the route is a good one. 
I therefore now give the measure my support 
without any reference to the Panama railroad. 

Mr. HALE. This propositon takes me alto- 
gether by surprise at this session; I have some 
recollection of the discussion on the subject at the 
last session; and I shall be glad to have the pro- 
pricty of putting this in the deficiency bill ex- 
plained. What is the necessity of loading down 
the deficiency bill with this appropriation? 

Mr. FESSENDEN. The answer to that ques- 
tion is obvious. In the first place, this is a con- 
tract made which has long Pean pending; and, 
although it is a conditional contract, if it is to be 
affirmed, it ought to be affirmed immediately; and 
it cannot without an appropriation of the money. 
In the next place, there is an exceedingly press- 
ing necessity on the part of the contractor him- 
self, owing to the long delay of Congress; andit | 
may be possible that he may lose some of the 
advantages which he has contracted to give tous 
unless he is furnished with means to complete the 
contract at once. 

Mr. HALE. I confess that I shall be obliged, 
if I vote on this subject now, to vote in the dark 
altogether. The honorable Senator from Maine 
intimates that the opposition to this appropriation 
comes from the Panama railroad. I hate to vote 
on those subjects where I find that I have got to 
decide between two jobs—I think that is very 
much the case here—and the jobs are Chiriqui 
and Panama. I have not had time; and I have 
not seen the documents referred to. I very much 
doubt the propriety of any such appropriation as 
this to answer any public ends. That there is, to 
use a popular phrase, “ money in it,” I have no 
doubt—not the slightest; and although my vote, 
I know, will not, do any good, and possibly no 
hurt, I shall be obliged to vote against it until I 
have better light than I have now. 

Mr. ANTHONY. I am not disposed to de- 
bate this subject; but 1 will simply remark in 
reply to what has fallen from the Senator from 
Maine, that I have never been approached on this 
subject by any person connected with the Panama 
railroad that Í know of. I do not know that I 
am acquainted with more than one gentleman in- 
terested in that road, and I have not seen him for 
two or three years. My information on the sub- 
ject is derived wholly from the reports connected 
with it, and especially the reports made in the 
House of Representatives by the majority and 
minority of the Committee on Naval Affairs. I 
believe we have already three routes, and I do 
not see any necessity for paying money for a 
fourth one. : 

Mr. FESSENDEN. I am very sorry that it 
is necessary for me to explain again. {am as- | 
tonished that gentlemen here are so very sensi- 
tive in regard toa remark which I once explained, 
and in which I said 1 had no allusion whatever to 
any gentlemen in the Senate; but if anything 
could make me suspect gentlemen, it would be 
this extreme sensitiveness for fear they should be 
suspected. I said most distinctly that I had no 
reference to anybody in the Senate. I spoke of 
the opposition that had been made, the stories | 
that had been got up, the attempts that had been 
made to defeat the measurc—not by any Senator; 
and if I thought any Senator was concerned in it 
{ should not say so, because it would be unparlia- 
mentary and improper—and therefote I have ex- 
plained once what I did mean precisely; and gen- 
tlemen ought to take my explanation, and not 
require another. : 

Mr. CLARK. Iam satisfied. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. Now, sir, if the Senator 


I did not work against it out- 


from New Hampshire [Mr. Harr] docs not know 
There | 


has-been a report made, and a full one, stating all 
the advantages to the Government; inchuding:the 
money that the Government would save: It has 
been argued in the Senate once before certain} 
in full, and all these matters were then explained. 
If the Senatof docs not Iniow anything abgut it, 
it is because he has not looked into it; thatis all? 
Mr. HALE. Ido not know that [have the 
least sensitiveness in the world: in regard to “the 
remarks of the Senator from Maine. I am-sure 
I did not feel any, nor do I feel the slightest, un- 
der the threat that he has made, that if Edo not 
keep still, he will begin to think I'act from im- 
proper motives, : 
Mr. FESSENDEN. That is ‘another misun- 
derstanding. : 
Mr. HALE. He said it. 
whether he meant it or not. 
Mr. FESSENDEN. I did not say it. ` 
Mr. HALE. Very well; perhaps he did not 
say anything. I said, sir, that I feared, and. be- 
lieved, and had a suspicion, that-this. was a con- 
test between two jobs. One hasalready got rights; 
and the other is striving to get them.  I-do_re- 
member the discussion that took place ‘in the-Sen- 
ate last session; and my impression of that de- 
bate is, that it was adverse to any action; and 
that it was postponed; but I may be mistaken 
about that. As I say, this comes upon me sud- 
denly now; and, under these impressions, I shall, 
without more light than I have had—gentlemen 
have put the papers before me since I got up— 
vote against it; and I vote against it without feel- 
ing particularly called upon to apologize to ány- 
body for the reasons that influence me. While 
I think I never made an insinuation against the 
integrity of anybody on this floor, I feel as casy 
as most people do under those which are thrown 
at me for any such motives myself. I neither 
cast anything of that sort to anybody, nor.do I 
feel very restive or very sensitive under it from 


anybody else. ; . 
he PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary 
will call the roll upon the amendment. ` 

Mr. HALE. I hope the sum will be named 
before we vote. a 

Mr. HUNTER. Three hundred thousand 
dollars, 

Mr. ANTHONY. The Senator from New 
Hampshire recollects the conclusion he arrived 
at, I suppose, and forgets the process by which 
he arrivedatit. The subject was fully discussed 
in the Naval Committee when he was present, 
and we decided against it. j 

Mr. HALE. Of course we did. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. The bill was adopted by 
the Senate. 

Mr. ANTHONY. Ibegpardon. The Naval 
Committee ns gam against it; but it was after- 
wards adopted in the Senate. 

The question being taken by yeas and nays, 
resulted—yeas 38, nays 8; as follows: os 

YEAS—Messrs. Baker, Benjamin, Bigler, Bragg, Bright, 
Cameron, Clark, Clingman, Collamer, Crittenden, Dixon ; 
Fessenden, Fitch, Foot, Foster, Green, Grimes, Gwin, 
Hemphill, Hunter, Iverson, Johnson of Arkansas, Johnson 
of Teunessee, Kennedy, Lane, Latham, Mason, Morrill, 
Nicholson, Pok, Powell, Rice, Sebastian, Seward, Bum- 
ner, Ten Eyck, Wade, and Wilson—38. 

NAYS—Messrs. Anthony, Bingham, Durkee, Hale, 
King, Pearce, Saulsbury, and Wilkinson—8, 


So the amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. FITCH. Iam directed by the Commit- 
tee on Printing, and have the assent of the Finance 
Committee, to report the following amendment: 


To enable the Superintendent of Public Printing to carry 
into effect the provisions of the joint resolution in “ relation 
to the public printing,” approved June 23, 1860, $135,000 : 
Provided, That no part of this appropriation shall be ex- 
pended until the title to the property purchased shail have 
been examined and approved by the Attorney General of 
the United States. 

Mr. HUNTER. I shall vote for that amend- 
ment on the faith of the Printing Committee. I 
have not examined it personally; but they say it 
is right. 

Mr. BINGHAM called for the yeas and nays; 
and they were ordered. ` 

Mr. FITCH. ‘The yeasand nays having been 
called for, perhaps some brief explanation of the 
amendment may be required by Senators, and it- 
will cheerfully be rendered by the Committee-on 
Printing. [Mr. Wizson assented] <, 

It will be recollected that at the fast: session of 
Congress a joint resolution. was passed changing 
the present system of printing, and providing for 


Ido not know 
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the erection or. purchase of a Government estab- 
lishment for that purpose. Thaterection or pur- 
chase was directed to be made by the Superin- 
tendent of Public Printing, and whatever contract 
he made was to be confirmed by the Joint Com- 
mitteg,on Printing. He purchaseds it appears, 
with the unofficial aid and advice of the Secretary 
of the Interior, upon the grounds, as alleged in 
a letter from himself, which. I now have in my 
hand, that a building could not be erected in time 
sufficient to enable him to comply with the law, 
which was to go into operation on the 4th of 
March. [t was impossible for him to erect a 
building and put in it the necessary material in 
order to commence operations within that period. 
Acting under the advice and with the assent un- 
officially of the Secretary of the Interior, he pur- 
chased an existing establishment. The purchase, 
according to the law, was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Printing. After duc examination of all the 
papers, the Joint Committee on Printing unan- 
imously confirmed the contract, believing it the 
very best thing that could be donein the premises 
for theGovernment. Thereport of the purchase 
was made by the Superintendent to the House 
committee; but as appears from a letter of the 
chairman of the House committee, it came there 
too late to be inserted in the deficiency bill, the 
proper place for the appropriation; because other- 
wise the money cannot be paid until after the 30th 
of June next, and the law requires the establish- 
ment to go into operation on the 4th of March. 
I may add, furthermore, that the printing of the 
House, it is understood, is not now promptly 
executed; and the Superintendent and the House 
committee desire this establishment to be put into 
operation for the benefit of the House printing. 

he contract, and all the papers in the case are 
here, and can be read if any Senator desires to 
have them read; but I believe 1 have given a full, 
though brief, statement of the facts. 

Mr. CAMERON. Every Senator present, I 
suppose, knows that I have always been opposed 
to the establishment of a Government printing 
office. Lthink it wrong, and I believe time will 
prove it; but 1 have paid some attention to this 
subject, ang I am satisfied that the wisest thing 
that could have been done under the circum- 
stances, was to buy this office. This printing 
office of Wendell is the most perfect printing 
office, not only in the United States, but in the 
world, It cost a much larger sum than the Gov- 
ernment has agreed to pay for it, and you have 
saved a great many jobs by making this purchase. 
Lam satisfied that from seventy-five to one bun- 
dred thousand dollars have been saved by making 
this arrangement, and God only knows how 
much more you save from what would be cx- 

ended, if you were to go on and erect a new 
building. I think that everybody who is in favor 
of the interests of the Government, and who is in 
favor of stopping the constant plunder in the 
shape of public printing, ought at once to vote for 
the appropriation to buy this office. Let us try 
this experiment, and get done with it as soon as 
wecan. I believe the experiment wrong; but I 
am satisfied that this is a wise measure in regard 
to it. 

The question being taken by yeas and nays, 
resulted—yeas 37, nays 9; as follows: 

YEAS — Messrs. Anthony, Baker, Benjamin, Bigler, 
Bragg, Cameron, Clark, Clingman, Collamer, Crittenden, 
Nixon, Fessenden, Pitch, Foot, Loster, Gwin, Hemphill, 
Hunter, Iverson, Johnson of Arkausas, Kennedy, Lane, 
Latham, Mason, Nichotson, Pearce, Polk, Rice, Saulsbury, 
Sebastian, Seward, Simmons, Sumner, Ven Eyck, Trum- 
bull, Wigtall, and Wilson-—-37, 

NAYS— Messrs. Bingham, Doolittle, Wale, Johnson of 
seme King, Morrill, Powell, Wade, and Wilkin- 
son=." 


So the amendment was agreed to, 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Itisincumbent 
upon the Chair to call up at this hour the special 
order, which is the Pacific railroad bill. 

Mr.GWIN.  Letit be passed over informally. 

Mr. HUNTER. I hope that, by general con- 
sent, we shall be allowed to go on with this bill. 
I move to postpone all prior orders. 

Mr. GWIN. I hope not. The railroad bill 
can be passed over intormally. 

Mr. HUNTER. If the Senate will agree to 
that, I have no objection. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. “By general 
consent, the Pacific railroad bill can be passed 
over for the present. The Chair hears no objec- 


tion, and the deficiency bill is still before the 
Senate. -> . 

Mr.GWIN. Iam insfructed by the Committee 
on the Post Office and/ Post Roads to offer an 
amendment, to insert At the end of the bill the 
following: 

To Cornelius Vanderbilt, for carrying the mails from 
New York, via Panama, to San Francisco, three times a 
month, from the Istof July, 1860, at the rate of $350,000 per 
annum, from which sum shall be deducted the amount re- 
ceived for postages on said route ; and the Postmaster Gen- 
eral is hereby authorized to contract with said Vanderbilt, 
to carry the mails in the manner as aforesaid until the 30th 
of June next at the same rate of compensation; and so 
much money is hereby appropriated out of the Treasury of 
the United States, as may be necessary to carry out the 
said contract. 


At the last session of Congress no provision 


| was made for carrying the mails by the ocean 


route. The Postmaster General made a contract, 
subject to the approval of Congress, to carry those 
mails at the compensation stated in the amend- 
ment, until the 4th of March. The committee 
thought it proper to extend the privilege of carry- 
ing them at the same rate of compensation to the 
end of the present fiscal year. This gives usa 
mail three times a month for $400,000 less than 
was formerly paid for the same service. 

Mr. LATHAM. I should like to have that 
amendment so modified as to vest the powcr in 
the Postmaster General to settle with the contract-. 
ing parties. Mr. Vanderbilt is not the only person 
who has discharged this service. His contract 
only extends from the city of New York to Aspin- 
wall. The railroad company have carried the 
mail across the Isthmus, and the Pacific Mail 
Steamship Company upon theother side. When 
Congress makes this appropriation, I should like 
to see a proper recognition of their services made; 
for when the PostOffice Department first wished to 
make this contract, Mr. Vanderbilt peremptorily 
refused to carry the mail. The Pacific Mail Steam- 
ship Company were perfectly willing to do it. 
They brought all the mail from San Francisco to 
Panama, upon the other side, where the old con- 
tract ended, and it was left upon the Isthmus, Mr. 
Vanderbilt refusing to carry itto New York. The 
railroad company were also willing to carry it. 
My colleague and myself, as he knows very well, 
while in New York, waited upon the agent of Mr. 
Vanderbill’s company, and fe declined to carry 
the mail in the absence of legislation, or to have 
anything to do with it. The Pacific Mail Steam- 
ship Company were perfectly willing to carry it 
after Congress had failed to make the appropria- 
tion last year, and the same is true of the railroad 
company. Now, I ask that the amendment be 
modified, so that their services may be recognized, 
and that Congress, in making this appropriation, 
will not give the sole and entire credit of carrying 
the mail from San Francisco to New York and 
back again to this individual. ‘These companies 
are entitled to a recognition of their services. l 
think the amendment should be so modified. 

Mr. GWIN. The amendment is drawn in 
accordance with the recommendations of the Post 
Office Department. The contract, as I understand 
the Postmaster General, was made with Mr. Van- 
derbilt. Here isa letter from the Assistant Post- 
master General, stating that he had made a con- 
tract with Mr. Vanderbilt, and he has asked that 
this amendment should be passed in this form. 
It came from the Post Office Department to me. 
What my colleaguc has said in regard to throwing 


cout the mails there, is correct; but [took it for 


granted the Postmaster General had made it in 
the proper form covering the whole case. 

Mr. HUNTER. You had better have that 
letter read. 

Mr. GWIN. Flere is the letter of the Assist- 
ant Postmaster General, and here are the esti- 
mates, also. 

Mr. LATHAM. I will merely state, in addi- 
tion, that I waited upon the Assistant Postmaster 
General myself, and he gave me a certificate of 
the fact that the mail upon the other side was 
carried by the steamers of the Pacific Mail Steam- 
ship Company, specifying their tripsand names. 
I know myself, of my own knowledge, as every 
Senator here does, that no one but the railroad 
company can carry it across the Isthmus. I 
therefore move to amend the amendment by strik- 
ing out Mr. Vanderbilt’s name, so as to let it read 
simply for carrying the mails between New York 
and San Francisco. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator 


from California proposes an amendment to the 
amendment. 

Mr. GWIN. I should like to have the letter of 
the Assistant Postmaster General read, in which 
he says that he made this contract with Mr, Van- 
derbilt. That is the only information I have on 
the subject. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The letter will 
be read. 

The Secretary read it, as follows: 

Post Orrtce DEPARTMENT, December 15, 1860. 

Sir: I hoped.ere this to have had a full conversation 
with you on the subject of Commodore Vanderbilt’s present 
contract for carrying the California and South American 
mails. But I may, perhaps, say all that is necessary ina 
few words. 

Youare aware that | wasin New York and took an active 
part in getting him to consent to take charge of these mails 
early in July last, several cart-loads of which were then 
lying in the New York office, and F pledged: myself to exert 
any influence I possessed toward securing to him a fair 
remuneration for the service. 

Under the old contracts for semi-monthly service on this 
line, including branch from New Orleans, the annual cost 
was $738,250, at a time when the expense of the Isthmus 
conveyance was but $100,000; and for a period when this 
conveyance cost at the rate of $160,000, the entire expense 
reached the sum of $798,250. 

At the expiration of these contracts, it will be recollected 
that Commodore Vanderbilt entered into a temporary con- 
tract for twice-monthly service, nine months, up to June 30, 
1860, at the rate of $250,000 per annum, caxclusive of the 
Panama railroad service, which was continued atthe former 
contract pay of $100,000; making the whole cost $350,000. . 
This being a reduction of $388,250 on the previous cost, 
was regarded as exceedingly reasonable; and in adjusting 
the compensation under the existing contract, I beg leave 
to suggest that, in view of his performing tri-monthly ser- 
vice, embracing the Isthmus conveyance, if he will be sat- 
isfied with the same rate of pay, ($350,000,) it seems to me 
there should be no hesitation in granting it. It is true the 
branch from New Orleans is omitted ; but this is much more 
than offset by the third monthly trip. 

I have the honor to be, very respectfully, your obedient 
servant, $ HORATIO KING, 

First Assistant Postmaster General, 
Hon. S. CoLrax, House of Representatives. 


Mr. HUNTER. As I understand it, sir, this 
amendment was designed to meet a provisional 
contract made by the President of the United 
States with Mr. Vanderbilt. It turned out that, 
under existing laws, owing to the failure of Con- 
gress to pass an appropriation, he could get noth- 
ing but the postages on printed matter. That 
would not compensate him, and he threw the mails 
out. Hic was under no obligation to carry them; 
but, at the request of the Postmaster General, he 
agreed to carry them upon his avowal that he 
would simply recommend Congress to appropri- 
ate. There is no law-by which we are bound. 
He carried them at a great saving to the Govern- 
ment as compared with the prices which had 
formerly been paid. That being the case, it seems 
to me we ought to make up the sum which he 
promised. Iam willing to go as far as, the Depart- 
ment recommended, because they have examined 
it; but I am not willing to amend it and go fuar- 
ther, bectuse I do not know whether it will be 
right or wrong. As far as they have proposed, 
itis manifestly just. If they made this bargain 
with him—and a good bargain it turned out to be 
—and he carried it upon mere faith, there being 
no obligation that Congress would pay him, I 
think it ought to pay him. The portion of that 
amendment which the Department did not recom- 
mend is that which provides that the President or 
Postmaster General may contract, after the 4th of 
March, at the same rate. That was left out origin- 
ally; because, at that time, it was supposed they 
would make another arrangement by law in the 
House for the period of time intervening between 
the 4th of March and the Ist of July next. Upon 
consultation with the chairman of the Committee 
on the Post Office and Post Roads of the House, 
he suggested that we had better putin this amend- 
ment, in order to secure the carrying of the mails, 
if they failed in the House to carry out the plan 
which they have therc, and which he thought 
they would fail in carrying out. That portion is 
not according to the estimate, but is according to 
the principle of the former contract, and was put 
in for the reason that I have just stated. 

Mr. HALE. I desire simply to call the atten- 
tion of the Senator from California, who intro- 
duced this amendment, to one point. My im- 
pression is, that this amendment does not carry 
out what the committee agreed upon. The com- 
mittee agreed to allow this sum to be paid to them, 
and they agreed thatas this Administration would 
go out by the 4th of March, if not sooner, [laugh- 
ter,] and this contract only running to that time, 


1861. 


A 
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it would be wise and expedient to continue this 
arrangement to the 30th of June, 1861, and to 
make the payment of a part conditional upon the 
consent of the contractors to carry the whole on 
this pay to that time. That was the arrangement. 

Mr. GWIN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. HALE. I think, then, if the Senator from 
California will consent, we should insert after the 
words “ 1860,” the words “to the Ist July, 1861.” 

Mr. GWIN. Lasgree to it. 

Mr. LATHAM. ‘I do not object to that. 

Mr. HALE. I propose, then, to insert after 
the words ‘* 1860,” the words ‘‘ to the Ist of July, 
1861.” f 

Mr. LATHAM. The objection I made does 
not go to the merits of the amendment, either as 
to the sum or the contract. I have no objection 
whatever to them. I think, with the Senator from 
Virginia, they are perfectly correct. If the De- 
partment has made this contract with Mr. Van- 
derbilt, of course it will settle with him; but I do 
not think it is proper for Congress to recognize 
the peculiar services rendered by this gentleman, 
by naming him in this amendment.  { think the 
persons ought to be left in blank; and the Depart- 
ment itself can pay those who have actually ren- 
dered the service. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The first ques- 
tion will be on the amendment offered by the Sen- 
ator from California to the amendment of the 
Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

Mr. LATHAM. It is to strike out the name 
simply, leaving the appropriation for carrying the 
mails between New York and San Francisco. 

Mr. HUNTER. I wish to suggest to the Sen- 
ator from California, that it is for the benefit of 
his country. We are willing to go as far as we 
know it to be right. What we do know is de- 
rived from the Post Office Department. They 
make a statement which shows it to be right to 
pay thissum of money to Mr. Vanderbilt for that 
period, because he did the work at their request, 
upon the hope of getting an appropriation. They 
have not explained any other contracts that they 
may have, and we do not know how to deal with 
them; and I am opposed to going any further than 
they have recommended. I will vote for the 
amendment as it now is, but if it is altered I shall 
not. I am willing to go as faras I understand the 
Department want us to go. I understand that to 
be right. They promised Mr. Vanderbilt, if he 
would take the mails, that they would recom- 
mend Congress to appropriate the money; and if 
he did the service well,and executed it ata much 
less sum than has heretofore been paid, it seems 
to me we ought to pay him as they recommend, 

Mr. POLK. As understand the amendment 
offered by the Senator from California, [Mr. 
Larnam,] it is altogether in accordance with the 
views of the Senator from Virginia, as he now 
expressés them: that is, the Senator from Cali- 
fornia desires that the whole service shall be paid 
for, to meet the amount specified in the amend- 
ment offered by the chairman of the Committee 
on the Post Office and Post Roads, [Mr. Gwiy;] 
whereas, if I understand him correctly}the Sen- 
ator from Virginia opposes the amendment, so 
that the sum shall go to Vanderbilt alone, when 
there may be others who are equally entitled 
with Vanderbilt to receive the money; and we 
may have -reclamation from them, and claims 
presented from others for the service they may 
have rendered. I shall vote for the amendment 
offered by the Senator from California, because I 
am willing to appropriate this amount for all the 
service rendered; but I am not willing it shall 
go to Mr. Vanderbilt alone and afterwards that 
other persons shall come forward, who may be 
equally meritorious, and as much entitled to com- 

pensation as Mr. Vanderbilt is, and make claims 
in addition to what we now vote. Therefore, act- 
ing on the same reason—at least, as I understand 
the reason presented by the Senator from Vir- 
ginia—TI shall vote for the amendment offered by 


the Senator from California, although the Sena- į 


tor from Virginia willoppose it. It seems to me 
that we leave ourselves, by the amendment offered 
by the Senator from California, in a condition in 
which we pay for the service rendered, without 
any opportunity to be subjected to reclamation 
hereafter against us for the same service. 
Mr. HUNTER. There is a misunderstanding, 
either on my part or on that of the Senator from 
Missouri. It may be that lam mistaken. I should 


like, with the indulgence of the Senate, to have 
that letter read again. I was interrupted by a 
gentleman coming to talk with me while it was 
being read, and I did not hear it all. 

Mr. GWIN. If the Senator will permit me, 
it is said expressly there that the contract was 
made with Mr. Vanderbilt, 

Mr. HUNTER. So I understood. 

Mr. GWIN. That is my only objection to the 
amendment of my colleague. The Department 
have informed us that they contracted with Mr. 
Vanderbilt for the entire service. If they have 
led us into a mistake about it, it is not our fault. 

Mr. LATHAM. Conceding what gentlemen 
say to be true, and they may be right about it— 
I cannot gainsay it—if the amendment is adopted, 
as I want it to be, the money goes, of course, to 
this gentleman, if it turns out that the contract 
has been made with him. Now, I know itas a 
a fact, that it is utterly impossible for Mr. Van- 
derbilt to carry the mail from San Francisco to 
New York. His line only extends from New 
York to Aspinwall. I know, further—I have not 
got the documents showing it in my possession 
now, but I can have them during the day—that 
the mail on the other side during the whole of the 
time for which payment is to be made, was car- 
ried ou steamships belonging to the Pacific Mail 
Steamship Company, and could only get across 
the Isthmus by being carried by the Panama Rail- 
road Company. I propose to strike out his name, 
and leave the amendment so that the Department 
itself can adjudicate this matter. If he alone has 
made a contract, the Department will pay him. 
But as it is now, whether he has performed the 
service or not, whether there is a contract with 
others or not, the amount of money has to go into 
his hands; and if other persons have performed 
the service, if the Pacific Mail Steamship Com- 
pany and the Panama Railroad Company have 
performed the service, they may havea claim 
against the Government, or they may be com- 
pelled to proceed against Mr. Vanderbilt to get 
their proportion of it, i 

As I said at first, 1 do not think Mr. Vander- 
bilt ought to be dignified by the insertion of his 
name here, as though he were the only man who 
could carry the mail between New York and San 
Francisco. When the Government failed to make 
the appropriation last year to carry this mail, he 
put his foot down, and compelled the Postmaster 
General and the President of the United States to 
come to him and humiliatingly beg of him to carry 
the mail matter. He had a mere link in the chain 
of communication, and thus had the Government 
in his power. If he has gone and made this con- 
tract so that he has the whole matter in his power, 
I presume, probably, the Post Office Department 
and the Government may be compelled to settle 
with him. However that may be, it matters not. 
I know that the Panama Railroad Company and 
the Pacific Mail Steamship Company were will- 
ing to carry the mail without any contract, rely- 
ing solely and alone upon the honor of Congress 
to make an appropriation to pay them. I know 
the Pacific Mail Steamship Company, as I said 
before, brought the mail down on the other side 
after the expiration of the old contract, and at 
Panama it lay over, and Mr. Vanderbilt refused 
to bring it on this side to New York. Now, you 
propose to dignify him, and appropriate all this 
sum of money to him, as though he was the only 
man who rendered service to my State or to the 
country. I protest against it. I say that no in- 
justice is done to him by my amendment; but if 
the contract was made with him, I presume the 
Department will settle with him. 

Mr. HUNTER. I would suggest to the Sen- 
ator from California, that I think he made a mis- 
take in the amendment. The $350,000, according 
to the estimate of the Postmaster General, included 
$100,000 to the Panama company, and $250,000 
is for Mr. Vanderbilt. He gets at the rate of 
$250,000 a year. The $100,000 gocs to the Pan- 
ama company, by agreement. We are notasked 
to appropriate for that. Itis paid under the old 
law, as I understand the letter. 

Mr. LATHAM. That shows exactly what I 
have been arguing, that the only thing proper for 
Congress to do is to appropriate so much moncy 
for carrying the mail between the two points, and 
let the Department adjudicate to whom it shall go. 

Mr. POLK. lask the Senator from Califor- 
nia, who offers this amendment, whether the 


amount mentioned in his.amendmeént covers the: 
whole claim for_earrying the mail betwixt: New: 
York and San Francisco, or whether: itis only 
such amount as Mr. Vanderbilt: claims ‘to’ be: 
entitled to? gan E bad 

Mr. GWIN. I have but lately taken charge: - 
of the Post Office Committee, on account of the 
former chairman of the committee having ceased’: 
to act; and therefore I am not. fully informed as 
to all these details. I just stepped in as the esti- 
mate was handed to me from the Finance Com- 
mittee. I have no objection to the amendment of 
my colleague. Perhaps it is better to have it in. 
that way. There may be some difficulty. in this- 
matter, unless we put it in that shape. For in; 
stance, the Senator from Virginia makes a sug- 
gestion in regard to the $100,000 to the Panama’ 
Railroad Company. I think the amendment of 
my colleague had better be adopted. The item 
was sent to me in the form in which I offered it; 
but I accept the modification—that is, to. pay the 
$350,000—and leave out all names. ~ ; 

Mr. POLK. What I want to get at is one” 
other fact, which I will ask the Senator from Cal- 
ifornia; and that is, whether the $350,000 covers 
the whole. : 

Mr. GWIN. Yes, that is all we appropriate. 

Mr. HUNTER. I understand the $350,000 
covers $100,000 to the Panama company and 
$250,000 to Mr. Vanderbilt. That is the sum’ 
stated in the letter. 

Mr. POLK. Then, of course, Mr. Vander- 
bilt’s name ought not to be there. 

The amendment of Mr. Larnam to the amend- 
ment was agreed to; and the question recurred 
upon the amendment, as amended. 

Mr. COLLAMER. I desire the amendment 
as amended to be read. 

The Secretary read it, as follows: 


For carrying the mails from New York, via Panama, .to-. 
San Francisco, three times a month, from. the 1st of July, , 
1860, at the rate of $350,000 per annum, from which sum 
shall be deducted the amount received for postages on said . 
route, and the Postmaster General is hereby authorized to ` 
contract for carrying the mails in the manner. aforesaid 
until the 30th of June next, at the same rate of compensa- 
tion, and so much money is hereby appropriated out of the 
Treasury of the United States as may be necessary to carry 
out the said contract. 


Mr. HALE. There was an amendment which 
I proposed, and which was assented to by the 
mover. 

Mr. GWIN. Yes, sir; I agree to that, and it 
ought to be inserted. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amend- 
ment of the Senator from New Hampshire is to 
insert after the words ‘“ the Ist of July, 1860,” 
‘to the Ist of July, 1861.” 

Mr. HALE. That is it. ee 

The amendment, as amended, was agreed to. 


Mr, JOHNSON, of Arkansas. I am instructed 
by the Committee on Public Lands to offer the 
following amendment: a 


For compensation of the clerks, and for office rent, fuel, 
&c., in the land office at Kickapoo, Kansas, $12,857 92, in 
accordance with section seven of the act making appropri- 
ations for the civil expenses of the Government, ‘approved 
August 18, 1856. * 


The amendment was agreed to. 


The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, 
and the amendments made asin Committee of the 
Whole concurred in, and ordered to be engrossed; 
and the bill was ordered to be read a third time. 
It-was read the third time, and passed. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, 
by Mr. Hays, Chief Clerk, announced that the 
House had passed the following bill and joint 
resolution; in which the concurrence of the Sen- 
ate was requested: 

i A bill (No. 341) for the relief of Moses Meeker; 
an 

A joint resolution (No. 62) for the benefit of 
George H. Giddings. 

The message further announced that the House 
had ordered this day the printing of the following 
documents: 

Letter from the Secretary of War ad interims 
transmitting an additional estimate for expenses: 
in the suppression of Indian hostilities in New 
Mexico-—ordered at twelve o’clock and five min- 
utes, Se 
Letter from the Secretary of War ad interim, 
transmitting a statement of appropriations appli- 
cable to the service the of War Department for the 
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January 17, 


fiscal year 1859~-60—ordered at twelve o’clock and 
` six minutes. 

Letter transmitting a statement of expenses of 
national armories, and the arms and appendages 
made thereat—ordered at twelve o’clock and 
seven minutes. 

Letter transmitting copies.of the official Army 
Register for the present ycar—ordered at twelve 
o’clock and seven minutes, 


RAILROAD TO THE PACIFIC. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Foor in 
the chair;) The special order having been in- 
formally passed over, it is now before the Senate 
for consideration; it is the Pacific railroad bill. 

The Senate accordingly, as in Committee of the 
: Whole, resumed the consideration of the bill (H. 
R. No. 701) to secure contracts and make pro- 
vision for the safe, certain, and more speedy trans- 
portation, by railroad, of mails, troops, munitions 
of war, military and naval stores, between the 
Atlantic States and. those of the Pacific, and for 
other purposes, the pending question being on 
the amendment of Mr. Bensamin, to strike out in 
the thirty-fourth and thirty-fifth lines of the first 
section the words “a majority of such grantecs 
shall admit as their associates,” and to insert the 
words “‘ shall choose to associate with them, and 
become with them subscribers and corporators 
for that purpose, as hereafter provided ;”’ so as to 
make the first section read: 

Be it enacted, §c., 'Fhat to insure the safe, certain, and 
speedy transportation of mails, troops, and public stores 
from the western border of what is called our western States, 
by railroad, to wit: starting from two points, one on the 
western border of the State of Missouri, and the ether on 
the western border of Iowa, with two converging lines 
bearing westward and uniting within two hundred miles of 
the Missouri river, and thence procecding by asingle trunk 
tine, by the nearest and best route and by the vicinity of 
Great Salt Lake to the city of San Francisco, or to the 
navigable waters of the Sacramento, in the State of Cali- 
fornia, there be, and hereby is, granted to William H. 
Swift, Samuel T, Dana, and John Bertram, of Massachu- 
setts; Moses H. Grinnell, Benjamin Chamberlain, Haml- 
ton Fish, John A, Dix, Daniel C. Eaton, Azariah Boody, 
Joseph Kietd, Hiram Barney, Charles A, Secor, and Sam- 
nel B. Ruggles, of New York; Daniel J. Morrell, Joseph 
Harrison, George W. Cass, Anthony B. Wofford, Joseph 
H. Scranton, Morton MeMichael, of Pennsylvania; Ben- 

amin H. Latrobe, Ross Winans, and ‘Thomas Swann, of 

aryland; Henry D. Neweomb, of Kentucky; William 
Case, S. S. L'Hommedicu, George W. Manypenny, and 
Henry B. Curtis, of Ohio; Thomas A. Morris, Jesse L. 
Williams, Austin P. Linn, and David C. Branbam, of In- 
diana 5 Joshua Cobb, of 'Ponnessee ; B. O. Grosvenor and 
William J, Welles, of Michigan; John Wentworth, N. B. 
Judd, John Moore, and Charles G. Hammond, of Hlinois ; 
John How, James H. Lucas, William Gilpin, and Willard 
P. Hall, of Missouri; Charles Mason, Lucius H. Lang- 
worthy, Hugh T. Reid, and Hoyt Sherman, of Lowa ; Sammel 
J. Hensley, T D. Judah, William Rabe, and Lous McLane, 
of California; Herman C. Leonard, B. F. Harding, and J. 
C. Ainsworth, of Oregon, and to sueh persons as shall 
choose to associate with them, and become with them sub- 
seribers and corporators for that purpose, as hercinatter 
provided, every alternate scetion of land within one mile 
of such railroad fine as stich persons may adopt, said sec- 
tions to be those designated by odd numbers, &c. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Uponthis ques- 
tion the yeas and nays have been ordered. 

Mr. COLLAMER. I desire the reading of that 
part of the bill which is referred to as “ the man- 
ner hereinafter provided,” 


The Secretary read the first section of the bill. | 


Mr. HALE. As. the Senator from Vermont 
has had that read, I wish simply to say, that as 
I understand the bill, if this amendment is not 
adopted, it cannot have my vote, and Lama friend 
of the bill. The bill, as it stands, makes a close 
corporation, confines all its privileges to a few 
men, and icts in to the enjoyment of the fran- 
chises only such persons as they choose to vote 
in. This amendment opens it to the citizens of 
the country who choose to subscribe under the 
conditions limited in the bill. I hope the amend- 
ment will be adopted. 
tainly cannot have my vote. 

Theo Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. LATHAM, (when his name was called.) 
I merely want to say, having indicated to the Sen- 
ate that I should oppose all amendments that were 
offered to this bill when it was first presented to 
the Senate, that inasmuch as other amendments 
have been put upon the bill, and the Senate has 
undertaken to perfect it, I regard this amendment 
as one of the most just and proper that has yet 
been offered; and I shall, therefore, change the 
view Í have adopted, and vote for the amendment. 

The result was announced—yeas 34, nays 11; 
as follows: 

YEAS— Messrs. Benjamin. Bingham, Bragg, Bright, 


If it is not, the bill cer- | 


7 
| 
j 


Clingman, Collamer, Crittenden, Dootitte, Durkee, Fes- 
senden, Fitch, Green, Hale, Hempsill, Hunter, Iverson, 
Johnson of Arkansas, Johnson of ‘Tennessee, Kennedy, 
King, Lanc, Latham, Morrill, Nicholson, Polk, Powell, 
Pugh, Rice, Saulsbury, Sebastian, Trumbull, Wade, Wil- 
kinson, and Wilson—34. 

NAYS—Messrs. Anthony, Baker, Cameron, Clark, 
Dixon, Foot, Foster, Harlan, Seward, Simmons, and Sum- 
ner—Il, 

So the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. GWIN.” Imovean amendment to perfect 
the bill, as this amendment has beenadopted. It 
is in line forty-three, after the word “ named,”’ to 
insert “‘ and their associates.” : 

The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. RICE, IJ offeranamendmentin line seven, 
section onc, to strike out the words “on the west- 


| ern border of Iowa,” and insert ‘ from Superior 


City, Wisconsin, via St. Paul, Minnesota;”’ so 
that it will read : 

That to insure the safe, certain, and speedy transporta- 
tion of mails, troops, and public stores from the western 
border of what is called our western States, by railroad, to 
wit: starting from two points, onc on the western border 
of the State of Missouri, at the mouth of the Kansas river, 
and proceeding thence up the valley of the said river to the 
vicinity of Fort Riley, and the other from Superior City, 
Wisconsin, via St. Paul, Minnesota, &e. 

And on that I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Sec- 
retary procceded to call the roll. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sccretary 
will suspend the call of the roll. The general prev- 
alence of conversation on the floor of the Cham- 
ber and in the galleries is such as seriously to 
interfere with the progress of business, and must 
be suspended. Itis impracticable to preside with 
so much confusion. The officers in charge are 
directed to remove the persons from the galleries 
who shall violate the order of the body. 

Silence having been restored, the Secretary pro~ 
ceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. POLK, (when his name was called.) I 
wish to say that I shall vote ‘yea,’’ but at the 
same time to state that I shall vote for an amend- 
ment, which will confine the advance of money 
to the Territories exclusively, and not extend into 
the States. - 

The Sceretary concluded the call of the roll. 

Mr. BINGHAM. I voted “ yea” under a mis- 
apprehension. I supposed this was'the northern 
route, for which our Legislature have instructed 
the Senators from Michigan to vote. I find that 
it is not, and I vote “nay.” 

Mr. HALE. Iam not, like the Senator from 
Michigan, instructed to vote ‘nay ;’’I vote “nay”? 
without instructions, 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. I purpose to vote for the 
amendment that I expect to be offered hy the Sen- 
ator from Minnesota, in relation to the northern 
route; but this proposition, as I understand, is 
to make a road from Lake Superior down to the 
central route. I do not think that wise, and there- 
fore 1 vote against it. 

The result was announced—yeas 12, nays 32; 
as follows: 

YUAS—Messrs. Bright, Durkee, Green, Iverson, Ken- 
nedy, Lane, Polk, Powell, Rice, Saulsbury, ‘Pen Eyck, 
and Wilkinson—J2. 

NAYS— Messrs. Baker, Benjamin, Bigler, Bingham, 
Bragg, Chandler, Clark, Clingman, Collamer, Dixon, Doo- 
little, Douglas, Fessenden, Fiteh, Foot, Foster, Grimes, 
Gwin, Hale, Harlan, Hemphill, Johnson of Tennessee, 
King, Latham, Nicholson, Sebastian, Seward, Slidell, 
Sumner, Trambull, Wade, and Wilsou—32. 


So the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. RICE. [haveanotheramendment to offer. 
I suppose there will be no objection to it. Itis, 
in line forty-nine of the first section, after the word 
“occupied,” to strike out the words ‘at the 


| date of passing this act,” and to insert in lieu 


thereof the words ‘‘at the time of the comple- 
tion of the survey of said road, whether said 
occupants shall reside in the Indian country or 
elsewhere;’’ so that the clause will read: 

And when the United States have disposed of any such 
sections, or for any other reason cannot convey title thereto, 
or when the same shall be condemned by the United States 
surveyor as worthless, and bis decision be approved by 
the Secretary of the Interior; or when the same shall be 
mineral lands, or if the same shall be occupied atthe time 
of the completion of the survey of said road, whether said 
occupants shall reside in the Undian country or elsewhere, 
the deficiency shall be nade up by selections made within 
six miles from said road from lands of the United States to 
which none of the aforesaid objections apply. 


The object of the amendment is simply to pro- 
tect the settlers in the Pike’s Peak region, and 
other portions of the country in which the Indian 


| tide has not been extinguished. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is the Senate 
ready for the question on the amendment offered 
by the Senator from Minnesota? 

Mr. BENJAMIN. Task to have the amend- 
ment reported again. I had prepared an amend- 
ment to the same portion of the*bill, and I should 
like to hear this amendment again. 

The Secretary again read it. 

Mr. BENJAMIN. I had a rather different 
amendment to offer to this clause of the bill, The 
necessity for an amendment here is apparent. Of 
course, the Senate would never consent that the 
men who may occupy portions of this territory 
at any time prior to its even being pointed outas 
the line on which the road shall run, should be 
turned out of their homesteads by the selection 
by the company; but I suppose that at the date 
when the company have pointed out their line, 
and made application to the President, their occu- 
pancy ought to cease, so as not to interfere with 
their operations; and my amendment was—I will 
suggest to the Senator from Minnesota whether 
it isnot more just—to make the time for occu- 
pancy cease at the time of the application to the 
President to withhold the lands from settlement. 
I think, whenever the company has made this 
application-——— 

Mr. RICE. Might not the company make that 
application prior to survey ? 

Mr. BENJAMIN. The company is bound to 
make the application according to a further clause 
of the same section of the act: 

That so soon as the terms of this act are accepted by 
the parties undertaking to perform the services herein pro- 
vided for, it shall be the duty of the President of the Uni- 
ted States, upon the application of said partics, to cause 
the public lands for six miles on each side of so much of 
such road as the parties may indicate to be withheld from 
settlement, 

Now, when the company has determined where 
its lineis to be, and calls upon the President, des- 
ignating that line, to withhold the lands from set- 
tlement, I think they ought to be so withheld. 

Mr. RICE. I will state to the Senator that on 
several occasions companies have applied to the 
President to withhold lands from the market, des- 
ignating as nearly as they could the probable line, 
and he has so withheld them; but when the sur- 
veys were made, it has becn found that they have 
deviated some three or four miles either way. In 
that case we ought to protect the lands to the set- 
ters. When the line shall have been run, each 
settler knows exactly his position. I fear the 
ee will be made before the designation of 
the line. 

Mr. BENJAMIN. I suppose the application 
would have to designate the line, in order that the 
President might know what was to be withheld. 

Mr. RICE. They designate itinformally. They 
say, from onc point to another. 

r. BENJAMIN. I would rather be particu- 
lar in that. 

ae RICE. I have seen the practical working 
of it, 

Mr. DOUGLAS. I wish to make a suggestion 
on that point. It strikes me there is force in the 
objection fade by the Senator from Louisiana. 
If settlers are allowed to follow the surveyor,and 
find out about where the line of road is to be, and 
take cach a town site, and get possession before 
the final location of the road, I do not think the 
grant would be worth much to the railroad. I 
think, therefore, there should be no settlement 
allowed to be made after they had designated the 
gencral course of the road; and the land should 
be reserved from market. It strikes me that un- 
der the amendment as it now stands, speculators 
would follow the surveyors and take all the best 
lands before the road was finally located, and be 
guided by the surveyors in the location of the 
road. It seems to me that would greatly impair 
the value of the grant. 

Mr. BENJAMIN. I will offer my amend- 
ment as an amendment to that of the Senator from 
Minnesota. ~* 

Mr. RICE. There is a misunderstanding in 
regard to this amendment, I am sure. My only 
object is to protect the settler. Suppose the com- 
pany should apply to the President to withhold 
the land for a distance of thirty miles in the Pike’s 
Peak region, and he should do so: hundreds and 
thousands who are upon their way would get 
there before they could reccive the news of the 
withholding of the land; they would have made 


! their settlements and invested their all upon the’ 
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land; and in ninety days or six months after, it is 
withheld from settlement. I think itshould bethe 
first duty of the Government to protect the poor 
men. 
on the land, and get valuable sections or quarter 
sections; but with the liberal provisions made in 
the bill for the corporators, I think some little 
attention should be given to the settlers. 

Mr. LATHAM. 1 will inquire whether the 
Senator from Louisiana can offer his amend- 
ment? This isan amendment to an amendment, 
is it not? 

Mr. BENJAMIN. There has been but one 
amendment offered, and this is an amendment to 
that amendment. 

Mr. LATHAM. 

Mr. BENJAMIN. 
amendment of the Senator from Minnesota. 
becomes a substitute, of course. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator 
from Louisiana proposes the following amend- 
ment to the amendment offered by the Senator 
from Minnesota. ; 

Mr. BENJAMIN. By way of substitute. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amend- 
ment will be read. , 

Mr. BENJAMIN. To carry out my amend- 
ment, it will only be necessary to strike out the 
words * passing this act,” in the forty-ninth line 
of the first section. _ 

The Secretary read the amendment in line 
forty-nine of the first section, to strike out the 
words ‘passing this act,” and to insert in lieu 
thereof the words “the application to the Presi- 
dent to withhold them from settlement and salc as 
nereinafier provided; so that the clause will 
read: 

And when the United States have disposed of any such 
sections, or for any other reason cannot convey title there- 
to, or when the same shall be condemned by the United 
States surveyor as worthless, and his decision be approved 
by the Secretary of the Interior; or when the same shall 
be mineral lands, or if the same shall be occupied at the 
date of the application to the President to withhold them 
from settlement and sale as hereinafter provided, the defi- 
ciency shall be made up by selections made within six 
miles from said road from Jands of the United States to 
which none of the aforesaid objections apply. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed 
to; and the amendment, as amended, was adopted. 


Mr. LANE. There is amendment pending to 
the first section of the bill, that was offered by 
me some days ago, and ordered to be printed. I 
ask to have it considered now. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator 
from Oregon offers an amendment to the first sec- 
tion of the bill; which will be read. 

The Secretary read it—to strike out all after the 
words “Great Salt Lake,” in the eleventh line, 

_ of the first section, to the word “ California,” in 
the thirteenth line, and to insert the following: 

To the navigable waters of the Sacramento, in the State 
of California; thence, by two diverging lines, one to the 
city of San Francisco, and the other through the valleys of 
Rogue river, Umpqua, and Willamette, to Portland, in 
Oregon. 

So that the section will read: 

‘That to insure the safe, certain, and speedy tfansporta- 
tion of mails, troops, and public stores from the western 
border of what is called our western States, by railroad, to 
wit: starting from two points, one on the western border 
of the State of Missouri, and the other on the western bor- 
der of Lowa, with two converging lines bearing westward 
and uniting withintwo hundred miles ofthe Missouri river, 
and thence proceeding by a single trunk line, by the near- 
est and best route, and by. the vicinity of Great Salt Lake, 
to the navigable waters of the Sacramento, in the State of 
California; thence, by two diverging lines, one to the city 
of San Francisca, and the other through the valleys of 
Rogue river, Umpqua, and Willamette, to Portland, in 
Oregon, there be, and hereby is, granted to William H. 
Swift, &c. 

Mr. GWIN. I suggest to the Senator from 
Cregon to change his amendment. If adopted, it 
would be of great importance to my own State. 
l suggest to him to make his amendment more 
perfect, by putting it in this form: to insert, after 
the word **California,’’ in the thirteenth line, the 
words: 

«Thence branching?’— 

That is, after it strikes the navigable waters of 
the Sacramento river— 


“north through the valleys of Sacramento, Rogue river, 
Umpqua, and Willamette, to Portland, in Oregon; and for 
the construction of this branch, a grant of alternate sections 
of land for six miles on each side of said road is hereby 
made, to be selected in odd numbers from the nearest un- 
occupied and unappropriated agricultural lands.” 


I suggest to the Senator that it would be better 
if he would put his amendment in that form. 


Offered as a substitute? 
Itis an amendment to the 
It 


itis true, afew might follow the surveyor. 


se 


Mr. LANE. 
would read then. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Seer 
will read the section as it will stand, if ar 
in the manner suggested. 

The Secretary read, as follows: 

That to insure the safe, certain, and speedy transporta- 
tion of mails, troops, and public stores from the western 
border of what is called our western States, by railroad, to 
wit: starting from two. points, one on the western border 
of the State of Missouri, and the other on the western bor- 
der of Iowa, with two converging lines bearing westward, 
and uniting within two hundred miles of the Missouri river, 
and thence proceéding by a single trunk line, by the near- 
est and best route, and by the vicinity of Great Salt Lake, 
to the city of San Francisco, or to the navigable waters of 
the Sacramento, in the State of California; thence branch- 
ing north through the valleys of the Sacramento, Rogue 
river, Umpqua, and Willamette, to Portland, in Oregon ; 
and for the construction of this Prancha grant of alternate 
sections of land for six miles on cach side of said road is 
hereby made, to be selected in odd numbers from the near- 
est unoccupied and unappropriated agricultural Jands. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Sen- 
ator from Oregon accept this instead of his own 
amendment? 

Mr. LANE. If Lunderstand it aright, l think 
I will. My object is to provide for a branch of 
this road to extend to Portland, Oregon. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair 
understands, then, that the question before the 
Senate is upon the amendment offered by the Sen- 
ator from California, and accepted by the Senator 
from Oregon. 

Mr. LANE. I desire to make an inquiry: 
whether, coming in at that place in the bill, that 
branch road will be entitled to all the benefits 
that any other portion of the road is entitled to, 
and the same amount of appropriations? 

Mr. GWIN. = Yes, sir. 

Mr. LANE. Then J accept the amendment in 
place of mine. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question 
is on the amendment offered by the Senator from 
California, accepted by the Senator from Oregon 
in place of his own. 

Mr. BENJAMIN. This amendment is carry- 
ing out that principle in this bill which is most 
objectionable to those that endeavored to have it 
amended; itis that part of the bill which provides 
for the construction of a railroad by this Govern- 
ment within the States. I propose to offer, as a 
substitute for that amendment, striking qut of the 
bill the words, in the eleventh and twelfth lines, 
“to the city of San Francisco; or to the naviga- 
ble waters of the Sacramento, in the State of Cal- 
ifornia;’’ and inserting, ‘ some point on the east- 
ern boundary of California;’’ the purpose being 
to mark, by a vote of the Senate, its sense in re- 
lation to this principle of appropriating moncy to 
build railroads in the States; because itis obvious 
to us all, that if we are to begin constructing rail- 
roads in the States of this Union, cach State of the 
Union will ask for its fair share of the public treas- 
ure towards building a road within its own limits. 
Hitherto the action of Congress upon this subject 
of building railroads in the States has been con- 
fined exclusively to cases where the road runs 
through public land, anda portion of that land 
was given to the company, or to the State, by the 
Government in its capacity of proprictor of the 
land—a part given in order to enhance the valuc 
of the rest; but this, I think, is the first direct 
attempt to get an appropriation from the public 
Treasury of the whole of the United States for 
the purpose of building a railroad in a State. 

ow, sir, the proposition made is to build so 
much of this railroad in the State of California as 
intervenes between the city of San Francisco and 
the eastern limits of the State. As now amended 
by the Senator from Oregon, according to the sug- 
gestion of the Senator from California, we are not 
only to build a railroad across the State of Cali- 
fornia to the city of San Francisco, but we are to 
build a line of railroad on the Pacific, up the coast 
from California to Oregon, and, of course, after- 
wards down the coast; and, in that way, provide 
the Pacific coast with a system of railroads at the 
expense of the national Treasury. It appears to 
me this is too monstrous a proposition to be sup- 
ported for an instant. Hitherto all attempts to 
make, or to induce the assent of Congress towards 
making, this Pacific railroad, have been confined 
to that portion of the road which passes through 
the public Territories. This is the first time that 
any serious attempt has been made to go into the 
States and build a railroad by the Federal Gov- 


1 desire to know how: the bill 


ry 
nded 


ernment and to appropriate lands-and’ the public 
treasure for that purpose. a eee E 
So far as the grant of land has‘ been concerned, 
as in the case of Itinois, the grant was pùt upon 
the express ground, and only passed upon that 
ground, that the Government of the United States. 
being a landed proprietor, having the same rghit, 
under theConstitution, to dispose advantageously: 
of its land as any other proprietor would ‘have, 
had the right to give away a part of the land, ‘as. 
a consideration for a road which, built through 
the land, would make the remainder bélonging to 
the Government equivalent in value to.the whole 
before the improvement was made. But'now the 
proposition is, not simply to improve the public 
lands of California, by giving a part of them; to 
enhance the value of the rest, but to give money 
out of the Federal Treasury, in advance, for the 
purpose of building a road, in order that, when 
that road is built, it may be used for the purpose 
of carrying the mails and troops. ‘That argument 
will apply to every State of this Union.” There 
is no earthly reason for selecting the State of Cal- 
ifornia, more than any other State, for the appro» 
priation of Federal funds in building a railroad. 
The amendment which 1 offer, marks distinctly 
this principle, and I shall ask the vote of the Sen- 
ate upon it by yeas and nays, that we may dis- 
cover which of usit is that supposes this General 
Government has the power, under the Constitu- 
tion of the United States, to appropriate the Fed- 
eral treasure for building railroads within the 
States. If it has such a power, it will certainly 
be used, and used to an extent that will absorb 
every possible source of revenue that the public 
Treasury can cver expect to receive. It isa 
dangerous power to initiate the exercise of, if we 
had it; but I believe gentlemen will search in vain’ 
for any pretext in the Constitution for the exer- 
cise of such a power. The Senator from Missis- 
sippi, (Mr. Davis,] who, for a series of years 
has done everything he could for the purpose of 
having this railroad built, who inaugurated the 
system of surveys, who has backed this project 
of a Pacific railroad with all his strength and all 
his influence, ever held that point sacred: that the 
Federal Government had no right to go into the 
States and appropriate the Federal treasure for 
that purpose: I have, therefore, again to repeat 
that I move to strike outallthatpartof the twelfth ` 
and thirteenth lines whicli provide for this road 
being built to the city of San Francisco; and to 
insert instead of them the words, ** the eastern 
boundary of California,” I move that as a sub- 
stitute for the amendment. i 
Mr. GWIN. The Senator from Louisiana, of 
course, has observed that, from the beginning, 
the building of a Pacific railroad has been advo- 
cated as a military work necessary to the military 
defense of the country; and this amendment of 
the Senator from Oregon is eminently proper in 
that respect; because it is absolutely necessary to 
the military defense of that portion of the Pacific 
coast that the road should approach it. -In-the 
event of a war with any powerful maritime ‘na- 
tion at present, the whole Pacific coast would be 
cut off. Evenif we had this railroad ‘to San Fran- 
cisco, in the event of a war—and we have a very 
formidable neighbor (Great Britain) in that im- 
mediate vicinity—it would be impossible to send 
any succor or any defense to that portion of the 
Pacific coast that is intended to receive military 
protection by this amendment. It is on that 
ground that the Senator from Mississippi, a strict 
constructionist, has always advocated it; on the 
very ground that, in the State of Louisiana, the 
Government of the United States might build a 
railroad from the Mississippi river to Fort Pike, 
and the other forts that are intended to defend the 
entrance. That is the object of this amendment. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will 
take leave to suggest to the Senate that between 
the amendment offered by the Senator from Ore- 
gon and the amendment to that proposed by the 
Senator from Louisiana, there is a palpable in- 
consistency that renders it impossible to enter- 
tain the-latter proposition as an amendment to’ 
the former. Theamendment of the Senator from 
Louisiana proposes to strike out a portion of the: 
original billnot reached oraffected by the amend- 
ment offered by the Senator from Oregon, and.to 
insert other words instead. At the same time, 
the Chair will remark that the adoption of the 
amendment of the Senator from Louisiana would 
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supersede the necessity of action upon the amend- 
ment proposed by the Senator from Oregon; but 
that of the Senator from Oregon being first pro- 
posed, is first in order, and mast first be acted 
upon. 

Mr. GREEN. I suggest to the Senator from 
Louisiana that at the proper time he change his 
proposed amendment, and say that the money 
consideration or-the bonds shall not apply to any 
State through which any part of the road shall 
pass. Ido itfortworeasons. The southern road 
passes through Texas; a portion of the central 
road passes through Kansas; and the probability 
is that Kansas will be a State before this road can 
be built. I want to be just to all; and therefore, 
when -he proposes his amendment, I should like 
him.to so frame it that the money grant shall 
apply to no State through which the road shall 

ass. 

Mr. BENJAMIN. I am perfectly willing to 
accept that suggestion, and would have offered the 
amendmentin that shape but that the course which 
the Senate has pursued hitherto has been so to 
amend the first section of the bill, which contains 
the principles on which the measure is based, as 
to determine the whole theory of the bill itself; 

. and when we have got this first section so amended 
as to suit the Senate, put into such shape that it 
can pass the Senate, then we can make the like 
amendments to the other sections. But Iam per- 
fectly willing now to adopt the suggestion of the 
Senator from Missouri. I think, if my friend 
from Oregon will permit me to say so, that the vote 
ought to be taken on my propos#tion before his; 
because, if the Senate refuse to go into the State 
of California at all with this grant of money, it is 
obvious that his amendment will have no appli- 
cation. If he will withhold his amendmentfora 
moment, to see whether the Senate adopts the 
principle which I suggest, if mine is voted down, 
then his comes in properly. 

Mr. LANE. I propose to do that ina moment, 
after a word or two of explanation, with a view 
of testing the sense of the Senate on that subject. 
My owr! opinion has always been that this Gov- 
ernment has no power, under the Constitution, to 
make roads in ike States, except where they are 
necessary for the defense of the country; and I 
am inclined to think that if a road can be made in 
any State where it will ever be necessary for the 
defense of the country, it is in the Pacific States— 
California and Oregon; and especially in Oregon, 
if this road goes to California. As T'uuderstand 
the provisions of this bill, the whole amount of the 
securities issued by the Government for making 
the road will be repaid, or the Government will 
be reimbursed by service rendered in the trans- 
portation of troops, supplies, and the United 
States mails. No portion of the road ever could 
be used so- necessary for these purposes, as the 
pornon that I desire to provide for etween the 

acramento river and Oregon, If war should 
ensue, and supplies should be necessary in Cali- 
fornia, no portion of America can produce wheat 
in such abundance; in no place could flour be 
bought so cheap, as in Oregon. This day the 
wheat crop of last year, and half the crop of the 
year before, is still on hand. 

Then, sir, if a road of this kind can be built 
with a view to the defense of the country, this 
branch is necessary—this portion of the read is 
important to the Government, and will enable it 
to protect the fronticrs of that portion ef our coun- 
try adjoining the British possessions. In the 
event of a war with any foreign country, it would 
be very necessary; and I will say to the Senate 
that I could only vote for a bill appropriating 
money to make a road within a State upon the 
ground that it was necessary for the defense of 
the country. That is the ground I have always 

ut this on; it is the ground I stand on now; ‘tnd 
if gentlemen can satisfy me that it will not be ne- 
cessary for the defense of the country, I cannot 
vote for this bill, nor even for the amendment 
which I have offered. 

I know that the distinguished Senator from 
Mississippi, [Mr. Davis,} for whose opinions I 
have great respect, and whom I look upon as 
sound as any man in the nation on this question, 
regarded a railroad to the Pacific States as neces- 
sary for the public defense; and he caused sur- 
veys of the various routes to be made with a view 
to the defense of the country. E am not aware, 
however, that he, at any time, ever stood ready 


to vote an appropriation of money for making a 
railroad within a State. 

Mr. BENJAMIN. I will inform the Senator 
from *Qregon, that he always made that objection, 
and always confined himself to the Territories 
where wg owned the land. j 

Mr. LANE. That meets my own views pre- 
cisely. It has always been my opinion that we 
had not the right to do it, except for the defense 
ofthe country. 

Mr. GWIN. But the Senator from Mississippi 
also contended that the power existed within a 
State, if it was necessary for military purposes; 
and he gave the very instance I did, that you 
could build*a railroad from the Mississippi river 
to the forts which protected its mouth. 

Mr. LANE. I think there can be no doubt 
about that. If a road was necessary for the de- 
fense of the country, Congress would clearly have 
the right to make it, as it would to make any 
provision necessary for the defense of the coun- 
try. Iam not quite certain about this matter. I 
would like my mind, my conscience especially, 
to be easy on the subject; but I say, if it is right, 
if it is proper for the defense of the country to 
build a railroad into California and to San Fran- 
cisco, then certainly it would be right and proper 
and necessary to extend it on to a portion of our 
country which is very much more exposed than 
California; and it was, indeed, withthe view to the 
defense of the country that J proposed this amend- 
ment—with a view of furnishing supplies, with a 
view of affording facilitics for the transportation 
of troops, and everything else necessary for the 
defense of the country. On that ground my 
amendment rests; and if itis the sense of the Sen- 
ate that they have the power -to make the road 
into Californiato the Sacramento valley, certainly 
they have the power and itis their duty to ex- 
tend it on to Portland, in Oregon. At any rate, if 
the road goes to San Francisco, or to the naviga- 
ble waters of the Sacramento river, it ought to be 
extended to Portland, and my amendment ought 
to come in; but I am willing to withdraw it for 
the moment, so as to afford the Senator from Lou- 
isiana an opportunity to test the sense of the Sen- 
ate upon his amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator 
from Oregon withdrawing his amendment for the 
time being, the question recurs on the amendment 
proposed by the Senator from Louisiana. 

Mr. GREEN. Ihave but one word to say on 
that. I shall vote for it; for the principle is clearly 
right; and I should like the Senator from Oregon 
to remember that there is a vast difference between 
a work necessary for the public defense, and a 
work convenient for the public defense. I admit 
that his proposed road would be convenient for 
the public defense, and there is nota railroad in 
the United States but what ‘is convenient for the 
public defense. It subserves a useful purpose in 
time of war; but what do we understand by “‘ ne- 
cessary?’’ Are we to understand that everything 
that is merely convenient and accommodating, 
and can subserve some useful purpose, is a neces- 
sary thing tothe public service? I do not so un- 
derstand it, and will not so vote. I will vote for 
a great main trunk line through the Territories of 
the United States; for I regard that as necessary, 
not merely convenient, but indispensable; and I 
justify my course because it is.an indispensable 
necessity. But when I come to the border of a 
State, and vote alarge portion of the public lands 
to assist the State in the construction of the road, 
itis enough. Itis as much as Illimois, Indiana, 
or Ohio, or any other State has had; and it is as 
much as I would give to California to construct 
this main trunk road; and the ordinary course 
of human events will make the links; and if it 
does not, the proximity will enable troops and 
munitions to be transported with so much facility, 
ease, and speed, as to disprove the necessity, and 
to show that itis nota necessary means of de- 
fense, but it would be a convenient means. My 
only purpose was to explain the difference be- 
tween ‘‘necessary,’? as understood under the 
Constitution, and ‘‘ convenient.” _ 

Mr. DOUGLAS. Mr. President, if the amend- 
ment proposed by the Senator from Louisiana 
shall be adopted, we may just as well abandon 
the bill. I suppose it will utterly annihilate the 


| bill, The southern road certainly will be worth 


nothing if all that portion of it which lies within 
the State of Texas is to be stricken out, and you 


are to begin it at the El Paso on the Rio Grande, 
eight hundred miles from navigable water or from 
any railroad communications. 

_ Mr. LATHAM. Will my friend allow me to 
interrupt him right here? While the Senator from 
Louisiana was arguing, I made a calculation of 
that which, under the amendment, the southern 
route would get. It would get just $15,000,000, 


‘instead of $36,000,000, if his amendment be 


adopted. 

Mr. BENJAMIN. 1 have no carthly objection 
to its only getting $5,000,000, if that is constitu- 
tional, and $15,000,000 is unconstitutional. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. Then if the idea of the Sen- 
ator from Missouri, which I understand to be ac- 
quiesced in by the Senator from Louisiana, shall 
be adopted, that Kansas is to be exempt from 
this grant, too, inasmuch as she is about to become 


| a State, and that no money is to be advanced for 


the construction of the road in any State, although 
it may be a Territory now, if it becomes a State 
before the road is completed, I take it for granted 
we shall never have a road atall. It is equivalent 
to an abandonment of the whole project; and T 
would therefore just as soon vote againstany bill 
and every bill for a road, as to vote to recognize 
the principle asserted by the Senator from Louis- 
iana. 

I have been accustomed to hear a great deal 
about a distinction in the powers of Congress 
between a State and a Territory, and I have heard 
it so long, and from so many, that sometimes I 
have rather acquiesced in the idea myself, as if it 
was really true; but I have never yet found the 
Senator who has pointed out the distinction be- 
tween the powers of Congress over the States and 
its powers over the Territories. Congress has 
certain delegated powers; they are cnumerated: 
to coin money; to support armics; to collect rev- 
enues; to maintain navies. Tach one of them 
applies alike to the States and to the Territories. 
I do not know what power you have to make a 
road in a Territory, more than in a State. If we 
have the power to make this road, I suppose it is 
on the ground that it is necessary to the military 
defense. I believe it has always been put on the 
ground that it was necessary to the defense of 
the country, and the right to defend the country 
applies in the States as well as it does in the Ter- 
ritories. The right to build a fort orto establish 
dock-yards or navy-yards, or to do any other act 
essential to the public defense, applies every where 
under the Constitution. Hence, if you are going 
to make this road under the military power, that 
power is coextensive with the country covered by 
the Constitution. If you are going to make the 
road under the commercial power, that power is 
coextensive with the Constitution. If you are 
going to make the road under the postal power, 
that power, also, is coextensive with the Repub- 
lic. I care not under what power you are going 
to make this road, it must be by virtue of one of 
the delegated powers in the Constitution, and 
each one of those delegated powers applies to 
States and to Territories alike. Therefore I do 
not sce Where this distinction is. Congress has 
no powers except those which are delegated; and 
each delegated power applies to every foot of 
American soil, whether it be in a State or ina 
Territory, or in the District of Columbia. We 
have no right to appropriate money to make a 
road at all, unless it is embraced by one of these 
delegated powers. I support it because it is ne- 
cessary for the military defense. It is convenient 
to commerce; it is convenient for the transporta- 
tion of the mail; but I believe it is essential to 
the military defense; and whether you put it un- 
der the one or the other of these powers, it applies 
alike to the whole country; it is the same in the 
States as in the Territories; but the necessity is 
not the same in the old States as it is in the new 
States and Territories. I say, then, that unless 
we can recognize our right to make this road as 
necessary to the public defense, and that power 
is applicable to States the same as the Territories, 
we may as well abandon the whole projectat once. 

Mr. BENJAMIN. Mr. President, the line of 
argument suggested by the honorable Senator 
from Illinois surprises me somewhat. It brings 
up the old question, to be sure, to a certain ex- 
tent, of the power of Congress in the Territories; 
and yet, to the extent to which the Senator’s lan- 
guage would go, I am satisfied he himself would 
not for a moment maintain it. He beging by 
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asserting that he has often heard discussionsin the 
Senate of the United States in relation to the dis- 
tinction in the power of Congress between the 
States and Territories, and says he has never been 
able to find any one that would point out where 
the distinction was. Now, one thing, sir, is very 
certain, that the Senator himself constantly votes 
for the exercise of power and for an appropria- 
tion of funds in the Territories, which he would 
be the last to vote for in the States. That Sena- 
tor would never vote to pay the Governor of a 
State his salary out of the Federal Treasury. 
That Senator would never vote here to appropri- 
ate the Federal funds for the Legislatures of the 
States; and there are a thousand other appropri- 
ations of that sort, showing that there must be 
somewhere a power in Congress over the Terri- 
tories that does not reside in Congress as applied 
to the States. 

It appears to me, sir, that the distinction be- 
tween the power of Congress in the States and in 
the Territoriesis so broad and marked, that I am 
quite surprised to hear the Senator say he is un- 
able to distinguish it, and has never heard any- 
body make any explanation in relation to it. The 
States have, on the theory of the Constitution, all 
powers of sovercignty not expressly delegated to 
the Federal Government. The Senator assents 
to that, but he further says that the Congress of 
the United States have none but delegated powers, 
and can exercise none but those delegated powers, 
whether in the States or inthe Territories. Well, 
sir, that depends upon whether the Constitution 
has made a distinction in this delegation. So far 
as the States are concerned, the Constitution has 
made that distinction. The Constitution, in ex- 
press terms, provides that the States retain all 
powers not by them expressly delegated to the 
Federal Government, but there is a distinction be- 
tween that delegation of power between the States 
and the District of Columbia, very certainly, for 
the Constitution, at the same time that ft delegates 
certain powers to Congress in the States, delegates 
to Congress far more extensive powers in the Dis- 
trict of Columbia. It grants it powers of exclus- 
ive legislation in this District. 

Now, sir, in all the discussions which have 
hitherto taken place as to the power of Congress 
in the Territories, the sole question was whether 
Congress had power to legislate for the Territo- 
ries. Upon that subject Congress has certainly 
assumed power; and the Senator himself, upon 
repeated occasions, and for a series of years, has 
brought in bills here by which not only has the 
Congress of the United States assumed power over 
the Territories, but has assumed parental power 
over them, giving them a government, organizing 
them, providing how they are ta Dageoverned, 
giving them Legislatures and Govern8ts; and in 
former times this Government gave them legisla- 
tive councils—another means of government—for 
their legislation. Surely all these powers do not 
exist in the States. The power of the United 
-States over the ‘Territories 1s subject to none of 
the restrictions which the Constitution makes in 
relation to its power over the States. From the 
very nature of our Government, there are certain 
provisions which would strike every one at once 
as inconsistent with its true principles, as applied 
to the Territories. Although there is no special 
statement in the Constitution in relation to the 
exercise of power in the Territories, nobody sup- 
poses that Congress would have power to create 
titles of nobility in the Territories; bat in relation 
to the government to be exercised in the Territo- 
ries, there is no other source of power but the 
Congress. In the States the government is car- 
ried on upon all subjects not expressly by them 
delegated to the General Government, by their 
own State Legislatures; by the powers vested in 
the people of the States themselves. But, sir, if 
we are to believe the decisions of the Supreme 
Court of the United States, and the constant and 
uninterrupted practice of this Government from 
its foundations, the Congress of the United States 
has powers in the Territories far exceeding, on all 
subjects, those that it can possibly exercise in the 
States. 

I think that atthe present time it would per- 
haps not be very wise or very judicious to go 
into this discussion at length; but I desire to go 
back to the precise point before the Senate in the 
bill, and that is in relation to the exercise of the 
power now disputed, in the State of California; 


| lic enterprise connect with their own means, and 


and first let me say to my friends from California 
that I think they are running uselessly avery great 
risk in relation to this bill by insisting ona grantof 
money by the Congress of the United States for 
the building of the road within that State. At 
one time it is very probable that it would have 
been impossible to make the connection between 
the western limits of this road, if it stopped at the 
eastern boundary of California and the city. of 
San Francisco; that the means would not have 
been adequate; but the events of the last eighteen 
months have satisfied me that the people of Cali- 
fornia now possess the amplest means for making 
the connection. Some eighteen months ago, per- 
haps a little longer—I cannot state the. precise 
time—just outside of the eastern boundaries of 
the State of California, and within the Territory 
of Utah, a range of mineral deposits was discov- 
ered in the mountains of the Sierra Nevada, prob- 
ably the richest on the face of the earth. I Rexel 
such fabulous stories of the richness of that min- 
eral district, that I took special pains to visit it 
when in California. In forty-four hours from the 
time that 1 left the city of San Francisco I was in 
the plains of Utah. In the space of some six 
months the people, in consequence of the dis- 
covery of those silver mines, had settled along 
the entire road; and from the point where the 
steamboat landed me, upon the Sacramento river, 
to the Washoe mines, there was scarcely a mile 
upon which there was not a settlement of inhab- 
itants. Two ranges of mountains had been crossed; 
the people had thrown themselves by voluntary 
association into companies, and every twenty or 
thirty miles they had built graded roads across 
the mountains; the passenger was required to pay 
a quarter or half a dollar for driving his horse 
across; and so, from the point where I left the 
Sacramento river, to the Washoe mines, I found 
one continuous graded road, over which I drove 
in a buggy with a pair of horses, and made the 
entire distance in forty-four hours from San Fran- 
cisco to the Washoe mines; the only difficulty in 
the travel being, that from end to end the road 
was so covered with teams bringing back ore and 
carrying up provisions, that we were sometimes 
detained hours at a time to get by them. 

I saw a statement a day or two ago in one of 
the New York papers, showing that probabil 
there was no investment on the face of the earth 4 
that would be a more paying investment at this 
moment than a very short road crossing the 
Sierra Nevada, ow grades since discovered and 
perfectly practicable, for the purpose of connect- 
ing the trade between the Washoe silver mining 
district and the city of San Francisco. Why, 
sir, I went up there into those mountains after 
crossing two ranges of the Sierra; I saw spots 
where, in the month of May—I was informed by 
credible witnesses, United States officers—there 
were. but a few canvas tents, and 1 found col 
lected at the mines a population of nearly ten 
thousand people; I found three-story brick and 
stone houses; 1 found a very large number of 
comfortable frame houses; and the whole district 
around was crowded, and daily being more 
crowded by the influx of a population all attracted 
by these immense mineral deposits. We have 
the news by every mail of the carrying down to 
San Francisco of silver ores from that region 
worth two or three thousand dollars a ton. There 
is a trade, a commerce, a population, and an im- 

rovement there that secures to the State of Cal- 
ifornia the means of building that road within its 
own limits, without calling on Congress for the 
exercise of a disputed power. 

I therefore say to my friends from California, 
that if they wish forever the defeat of this bill, 
they have only to insist on keeping in the bill a 
provision that Congress shall spend money inthe 
State to build the road. Let Congress make the 
road across the public Territories; let it cxercise 
its governmental powers across the Territories, 
where none dispute those powers, and let the 
States that desire to connect with this great pub- 


not ask Congress to make appropriations. 

In relation to what the Senator from Ilinois 
has said about the proposition as regards Kansas, 
Į did not intend, in making the remarks which I 
made in response to the Senator from Missouri, 
to suggest that I was willing to put in this bill a 


provision that the benefits of this Federal sub- 
scription should cease as fast as the Territories |} 


became States. I suppose’that; if we exercise. 
the powers-over the ‘Territories now vested mius” 
fairly, the act of Congress would not become re-* 
penled by the organization of a Territory into a 

tate. But I shall certainly insist upon’ striking 
out every Proviston in this bill that has reference: 
to the road being built by Federal funds, not only 
within the State of California, but within: the 
State of Texas. I am perfectly willing, whenthis 
bill shall -have been so guarded as to prevent its 
being turned into a job—being made a. specula- 
tion to be sold in Wall street fora few mento 
make money out of it; when the bill shall have 
been so guarded as to insure us the early comple- 
tion of a railroad across the Territories which 
intervene between the Pacific and Atlantic States 
—to go for it, as that seems to be the will of the 
American people; but I shall never cease oppos- 
ing the passage of any bill which earries the Fed- 
eral funds into the States for building railroads 
in them, I believe no more corrupt source for 
destroying the morals’ of the people could’ be 
opened; nothing that would dò more damage’ to: 
this country, than a commencement, by Congress, 
of appropriating the funds of the United States:to - 
the building of railroads within the States, 

Talk of the military power, sir! Is itany more 
a military power to build a railroad in the State 
of California, or in any State, because it might be 
useful in time of war, than it would -be to doa 
thousand other things which everybody would at 
once admit to be unconstitutional? Suppose we 
were to say—and 1 have very little doubt that 
such would be the case—that if you would put 
ten thousand good fighting men into the State of 
Oregon, and twenty thousand into the State of 
California, they would be an excellent protection 
in time of war for those States: yet, sir,as there 
is no war now, I presume very few would be will- 
ing to vote the funds of the General Government 
to pay men a premium to go there and settle for 
the purpose of defending those States in case war 
should break out. And, so far as the States are 
concerned, I can see as little power in Congress 
to build in advance railroads which are intended 
for passenger and commercial purposes, under the 
military power, simply upon the suggestion that 
they would be useful if war broke out. Ido not 
put the right of making a road through the Ter- 
ritories exclusively upon the military power. {t 
is a fair excrcise of the military power within the 
Territories. I put the power of the General Gov- 
ernment to make the road in the Territories, on 
the ground that Congress has the right to govern 
the Territories; that it must govern them as the 
Legislatures govern States, always with due sub- 
ordination to such principles of the Constitution 
as would prohibit the exercise of the power 
unequally as regards the rights of the different 
States. $ 

I desire, sir, not to detain the Senate on this 
subject; it has been very fully debated before; and- 
I was only tempted into what I have said by the 
remarks of the Senator from IJ}linois, in relation 
to the distinction between the powers of this Gov- 
ernment in the States and in the Territories." - 

Mr. DOUGLAS. Mr. President, I feel called 
upon to say a few words in reply to so much of 
the argument of the Senator from Louisiana as 
impeaches my position. I do not acknowledge 
thatit is a very conclusive argument on a question 
involving constitutional power, to show that I or 
somebody else has exercised some power which 
now it may be thought ought not to be exercised. 
That-is an argument ad hominem, rather than one 
involving the real question. But, sir, the instances 
that.the Senator has taken to show inconsistency 
on my part as an argument in favor of the exist- 
ence of the power in the Territories alone, are 
those in which there is a specific grant. He and 
I agree that Congress has no powers except those 
delegated in the Constitution. Among the powers 
delegated is that to admit new States. The Su- 

reme Court in the Dred Scott case has determ- 
ined that we acquire territory for the purpose of 
its being made into States under the power to ad- 
mit new States; that we govern it under the same 
clause under which we acquire it; but that ¢eon- 
fers the authority to go only so far as is necessary 
to the admission of new States; that-is, to insti- 
tute new governments in the Territories there ac- 
quired until they become States. Underthat clause, 
it is true, I have reported bills to pay members of 
the Territorial Legislature, to-pay the salaries of 
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territorial Governors, and to pay the other ex- 
enses growing out of the government instituted 
in the Territories. That does not reach the ques- 
tion whether your military power is any greater 
in a Territory than itis in a State; it does not 
reach the question whether your commercial power 
is any larger in a Territory than itis in a State, 
or whether your postal power is any larger ina 
Territory than in a State. Whatever you do in 
a Territory you do under the power to admit new 
States, and as incidental toit. The other clause, 
which has been so often quoted, that Congress 
may make all needful rules and regulations con- 
cerning the territory or other property belonging 
to the United States applies to States as well as 
to Territories, Itis under that clause that you 
sell your public lands, not only in Kansas, butin 
Illinois; not only in New Mexico, but in Louis- 
iana. The military power applies to States and 
Territories alike; the commercial power applies 
to States and Territories alike; the Pust Office 
ower applies to all alike; and so does cach other 
elegated power in the Constitution, if you ex- 
cept the one for the admission of new States; and 
that of course is to be exercised upon the partic- 
ular locality where the new State is situated. 
Hence, 1 think the Senator from Louisiana has 
failed in his attempt to show that you have any 
more power to make a road in a Territory than 
ou have in a State. Where do you get it? 
Where does he get the right to make a military 
road any where, unless it is under the war power? 
If he gets it under the war power, it applies to 
Territories as well as to States. The war power 
applies everywhere within the dominion of Amer- 
ica; and [ do not see on what rule or construction 
he is going to get any larger powers to be exer- 
cised by the Fedcral Government in a Territory 
than he finds in a State, unless he can point me 
to the clause of the Constitution conferring those 
enlarged powers. 

Mr, BENJAMIN. 
me a word? 

Mr. DOUGLAS. Certainly. 

Mr. BENJAMIN. I have either misunder- 
stood him, or he has misunderstood me. | cer- 
tainly did not say, or did not intend to argue, that 
Congress had any larger powers in the ‘lerrito- 
ries than in the States in relation to military affairs 
andcommercial regulations; because, in those mat- 
ters, the States have expressly delegated power 
to Congress in the States; but I had understood 
the Senator to say, in his first remarks, that there 
was no difference between the powers of Con- 
ress in the Territories and in the States, not con- 
ining it to the question of those powers expressly 
delegated. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. On the contrary, I said, so 
faras the delegated powers in the Constitution 
were concerned, they applied to Territories as 
well as to Stutes, because they are general, with- 
out any exception of locality. I alluded to them, 
and recited them. The power to raise revenue 
applies to Statesand Territories alike. ‘The power 
to coin money applies everywhere within our ju- 
risdiction. 
naturalization; to provide punishment for coun- 
terfeiting the coin of the United States; to pro- 
mote the useful arts and sciences; to constitute 
tribunals inferior to the Supreme Court; to pun- 


Will the Senator permit 


ish piracies and other felonies. So of the power | 


to declare war; to raise and support armies; to 
maintain navies; and so of cach one of the del- 
egated powers, They are all general, and apply 
everywhere within the United States of America, 
whether in States or Territories or the District of 
Columbia, I want the Senator to show wherein 
he gets greater power in a Territory than in a 
State, and that, too, with reference to the making 
of a road. 
. The Senator from Louisiana admits our power 
under the Constitution to make a railroad through 
the Territories; but he denies the existence of that 
power in a State. Now, where does he get the 
ower to make a railroad ina Territory? That 
e admits, but where does he get it? “He must 
get it under the war power, or under the com- 
mercial power, or under the postal power, or 


under some one of the other specific grants of the | 


Constitution. Under which one of these grants 
does he obtain the power to make a railway ina 
Territory? If he will show me the grant that 
authorizes him to make a railroad in a Territory, 
I will show him that that same grant authorizes 


So of the power to establish rules of 


him to make one ina State. The grant, as I have 
heretofore said, applies everywhere throughout 
America, in States and Territories alike. - I deny 
that this Federal Government can exercise any 
‘powers in the Territories, except those contained 
in the grants of the Constitution. The only one 
of those grants which authorizes Congress to do 
things in a Territory that it cannot do in a State, 
is the one that provides for the admission of new 
States, and certainly he is not going to make a 
railroad under the authority to admit new States. 
I then submit that we have toassume that this 
railroad is necessary to the public defense, or to 
the execution of some one of the delegated powers 
in the Constitution, or otherwise we have no right 
to make it. And here I may be permitted to re- 
mind the Senator from Louisiana, that this is not 
a bill to make a Pacific railway. The bill does 
not propose to appropriate money to make a road. 
It is a bill to authorize contracts to be made for 
the transportation of troops, munitions of war, 
Navy supplies, and mail matter of the Govern- 
ment. I suppose we have a right to contract for 
the transportation of munitions of war as well in 
a State as in a Territory. It often happens that 
when we make a contract for Government trans- 
ortation, we require the mode of conveyance to 
e specified in the contract. From the very be- 
ginning of this Government, it was our custom, 
when we had no railroads, no steamboats, to 
make a contract for the transportation of the mails, 
specifying that they should be carried in four- 
horse post-coaches, with a certain description of 
boot for protection. Nobody denied that we had 
a right to make a contract for the transportation 
of the mail from Richmond to Washington city, 
through the State of Virginia, requiring the con- 
tractor to perform the service with four-horse 
coaches, and to furnish his own coaches and his 
own horses. So we makea contract for the trans- 
yortution of the mails from Mobile to New Or- 
losis or from New York to Panama, and thence 
to San Francisco, by steamers built in a particular 
form and of a particular model, and of a certain 
amount of tonnage, for which we pay so much. 
When we make a contract with Mr. Aspinwall, 
or with Mr. Marshall O. Roberts, or Mr. George 
Law, or any other of the steamboat men, we are 
not making a contract for the construction of 
estcamers, but making a contrat for the transport- 
ation of the mails by steamers of a particular 
model, and thecontractor furnishes hisown steam- 
ers. So this bill provides for the making of a 
contract for the transportation of the United States 
mails from the western border of Missouri and 
Texas to the Pacific coast, by railroad, the con- 
tractors furnishing their own road. This is a 
mere contract for transportation; and in the con- 
tract we provide that the transportation shall be 
done in a particular manner, and by a particular 
Sind of conveyance. . 
This is nota new principle in our Government. 
I have shown that in the mail service it has ex- 
isted from the beginning of the Government to 
this day. In all your contracts for carrying the 
mail by steamers, 
of the steamer. Nor is that provision of this bill 
which advances money to enable the contractors 
to make the road, a novel principle in the con- 
tracts of this Government. In your contracts for 
the transportation of the mails upon the sea, you 
have been in the habit of making appropriations 
in advance to enable the contractors to construct 
the vessels in which the mails are to be carried. 
Here, too, you make your contract for transport- 
ation through a period of a quarter of a century; 
you pay so much for the performance of this 
transportation, and you pay in advance, so as to 
enable the contractor to comply with the contract. 
It involves the same principle that was in the con- 
tract with Mr. Collins for carrying the mails to 
Europe; the same principle that was in the con- 
tract with the Pacific Steamship Company, owned 
by Aspinwall and his associates; the same prin- 
ciple that was in your Panama railroad contract, 
and in all your steam contracts. It involves the 
same principle which has been in every mail con- 
tract, from the beginning of this Government to 
this day, where you specified the kind of vehicle 
in which the mail was to be transported, and 
made an advance of means to enable the contractor 
tocomply with hiscontract, by getting his coaches 
or other modes of conveyance. 
I did not intend, sir, to be drawn into the dis- 


ou have prescribed the model. 


cussion of any constitutional question on this bill, 


| nor did I intend to discuss the merits of the bill- 


itself. My position in regard to the Pacific rail- 
road question has been known for many years. 
Probably no Senator has devoted more time and 
thought and effort to securing a Pacific railroad 
than I have. I was willing to allow others to 
shape this bill, and give a silent vote for it; but 
when I found an amendment offered by the Sen- 
ator from Louisiana, so plausible that it might 
gain support, and yet which, if adopted, would 
‘destroy the bill itself, and defeat every Pacific 
railroad bill, I felt bound to expose what I thought 
was an error in respect to the powers of this 
Government. There seems to be a strange im- 
pression abroad that this Government, which has 
but a few specified powers, so far as the States 
are concerned, is omnipotent in the Territories 
of the United States. I deny the omnipotence of 
the Federal power either in States or Territories. 
This Federal Government has those powers, and 
those only, which are delegated to it in the Con- 
stitution; and I repeat again, that the powers 
delegated apply to the States and Territories alike; 
and you have no more right to interfere with the 
domestic concerns of the people, or with their 
roads, or with their local institutions of any kind 
ina Territory than you have in a State, unless you 
can point out the clause of the Constitution which 
confers that power. Iapprehend that you can 
find no special clause that authorizes you to make 
a railroad ina Territory and denies you power to 
do it in a State of this Union. 

Mr. BENJAMIN. I merely desire to say that 
I refrain from continuing this discussion, because 
I do not wish to appear to defer the passage of this 
bill by entering on extraneous discussion. At 
the same time, | mustsay that I do not agree with 
the Senator from Hlinois in what he has just said. 
I will, however, waive any reply to him. 

Mr. GREEN. When I made the suggestion 
to the Senator from Louisiana, it was made to 
apply to California, or to apply to Texas, or any 
other State that may be formed before the bill 
takes effect. 1 thought I was accurate; nor did 
I, by that suggestion, intend to express any opin- 
ion on the propriety of the proposition itself. I 
will now, honera say that I consider it very 
proper and very right. When the Senator from, 
Illinois says that this principle has been acted upon 
by the Government in making advance payments 
for the construction of steamships of the Collins 
line, the George Law line, and the Aspinwall line, 
he is entirely mistaken. Every advance payment 
made in the case was as an adjunct to the Navy, 
and it was in the Navy bill; and I venture the 
assertion within his hearing, that he cannot point 
to a singleggstance in which a quarter of a dollar 
has ever been paid to any mail contractor in ad- 
vance to buy coaches or to build steamers, or to 
devise any other mode of conveyance. He is 
entirely mistaken. At the time the system was 
inaugurated for the construction of mailsteamers, 
they were considered a part of the Navy, and 
they were to be inspected by naval officers and 
commanded by naval officers, and so arranged 
that, on a few days’ notice, the upper decks could 
be removed and an armanent placed upon them, 
and they be made useful in defense of the coun- 
try as a branch of the naval power; and it was 
with reference to the building up of a Navy, not 
for postal service, that any advance was ever 
made. He has forgotten the whole history of the 
transaction. He has forgotten how it was inaugu- 
rated on the application of Mr. Thomas Butler 
King. On his suggestion, it was first inaugurated 
as a branch of the Navy, and not as a means for 
the transportation of the mails; and there has not 
been, from 1789 down to the year 1861, this pres- 
ent speaking, a case where one single dollar has 
ever been advanced to a mail contractor under 
any circumstances as such. The duty of carry- 
ing the mail has been recognized, and compensa- 
tion provided when they did carry it: that has 
followed, and that has been the consequence. 

This case is of a peculiar character; and Į jas- 
tify a vote for the railroad upon the principle that 
itis necessary for the public defense. Just to the 
extent, therefore, that it is necessary, I am justi- 
fied; and where that necessity stops, lam not jus- 
tified. Ifa proposition were made to construct a 
road from the city of Washington to the city of 
San Francisco, I could not vote forit. Why? ‘The 
necessity does not exist for a large portion of the 
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distance; and the necessity mustexistor my right 
to vote for itdoes not exist. How far, then, does 
that necessity exist? Notso far as the convenience 
might exist; for the convenience would exist from 
the city of Washington to San Francisco, and all 
over the Union; but how far does the necessity 
exist? Just over that space, where, in all human 

robability, without our aid, it will not be made. 
Flow far is that?) From,the confines of one State 
to the confines of the other; from the twenty-fifth 
parallel of longitude west from Washington, 
which is the proposed western boundary of Kan- 
sas, to the eastern boundary of California. Why? 
Where there is good land, where there are settle- 
ments, grants of land will construct the road; and 
we know it, for they have done it in every other 
State up to the limits of these two States. As 


there are no means of construction from the limits | 


of the one to the limits of the other, and there is 
a necessity for having the road, there is a neces- 
sity for our action. Within the limits where it 
will be made without our aid, the necessity does 
not exist; and none of us are justified, according 
to my conception, in voting for it; and there is 
the distinction that I make. 

These collateral branches of argument into 
which the Senator from Iinois has run, I shall 
not notice. When he undertakes to say that the 
Federal Government has as much power in the 
States asit hasin the Territories, he is entirely at 
fault. This Constitution, with its provisions, was 
never made by a Territory, never assented to by 
a Territory. It is a Constitution between sover- 
eign States, each one being a unit. The Territory 
is no party to the Constitution at all; itis outside, 
so faras the guarantees are concerned. How, then, 
does Congress govern the Territories? Not be- 
cause the Territories are partics to the Constitu- 


tion; not because they have assented to the Con- | 


stitution; not because they have entered the Union; 
for the Territories are not in the Union. What, 
then, is the Territory ? Itis property belonging to 
the Union. Where is your power to govern it? 
It results from your right to acquire; and this 
miserable idea, that your power in the Territory 
results from the fact that you have the right to 
admit States, is, to me, the most extraordinary 
that ever I heard uttered. 1 know the Supreme 
Court, in one case, gave alittle countenance to it; 
` I know that distinguished: men have predicated 
their whole political action upon it; but there is 
no truth in it. The power to admit a State does 
not include the power to create a State. Every 
State that comes into this Union forms herself 
into a sovereignty, and there can be no sover- 
eignty without that self-action. Ifa State were 
created by another power, she would not be sov- 
ereign. Sovereignty results from self-action. If 
any State, therefore, ever is created, it is by self- 
action. Others assent to it; others agree to it; 
others acquiesce in it; othersacknowledge it; but it 
is always self-action, else itis no sovereignty. So 


States created themselves, and the power of Con- 


gress to admit them is just clearly this: you can 
open the doors ofthe Union to letanother sister in; 
thatisall. Youcannot create; you cannot take in- 
cipient steps of creation. What, then, can you do 
in a Territory? It is no party to the Constitution; 
it has never assented to the Constitution; but it is 
property belonging to the United States. Itis ac- 
quired in a constitutional way by treaty, by pur- 
chase, or by conquest. The righttoacquire ofitself 
necessarily includes the power to govern and take 
careof. Inwhatmanner? Innomanner conflicting 
with the general principles delegated to the Fed- 
eralGovernment. You cannothave an established 
religion there. Why? Because that power is pro- 
hibited by the Federal Government; itis conflicting 
with the principles of the Federal Government. 
You cannot establish a nobility there. Why? 
Because that is inconsistent with the principles of 
the Federal Government. But whatever is con- 
sistent with the general tenor of the Federal Gov- 
ernment, that Government can enforce and carry 
out, and no other power can do it but the Federal 
Government, except by consent. If a territorial 
organization is given, look at the nonsense of say- 
ing, ‘we have no power there, and yet we will 
charter you.” Look at the absurdity of the idea, 
“¢ we have no power to control you; but we say 
you shall not control yourselves exceptsub modo; j 
for in every bill reported, advocated, and sustained 


by that honorable Senator, he has putin prohibi- į ¢ 
He has |; giving to the State—— 


tions upon the Territorial Legislature. 


said property shall not be taxed except as Con- 
gress permits; he has said the property-of a non- 
| resident shall not be taxed more than that of.a 
resident; he has said they shall pass no law incor- 
porating a bank. Can he say that to the States; 
does he say it to a State? Would any man rise in 
the Senate and utter a sentiment like thatin the 
Senate Chamber, that we can command a State 
in that manner? And why not? Ifthe power of 
Congress is the same in a State and in a Terri- 
tory, we can put these prohibitions and these in- 
hibitions upon States as well as upon Territo- 
ries. But experience, common sense, the nature 
if our Government, demonstrate that this notion 
is all wrong. When we acquire territory, if 
it be acquired in a constitutional way, and it 
is constitutional either by purchase, or treaty, or 
by conquest, it results from the necessity of the 
case that we can take care of it; and what is tak- 
| ing care of it? If we allow people to settle upon 
it and survey the lands, we can give them an or- 
ganization if we choose. We may vest the gov- 
erning power in a judge, in a Governor, in a 
Council, or ina Legislative Assembly. We can 

prescribe their powers. We cannot give them 

unlimited power; and the idea of the Senator from 

Ilinois, that he who claims a right to take care 

of and control a Territory is advocating unlim- 

ited power over a Territory, is another grievous 

error, Nobody contends for that. I will venture 

the assertion, that there is not a man, woman, 

or child in the United States that ever uttered the 
| sentiment. If it was ever uttered by anybody, 
| it was by a giant. Then why refer to it! c 
all contend that the Federal Government is a lim- 
ited authority. We have disputed as to the ex- 
tent of the limitations, as to the extent of the 
| authority, how far it did extend, the boundary 
line between the limitations and the authority; 
and in all governments there frequently arise dis- 
puted questions on points like these, ` It is very 
casy to take an extreme case, and say ‘this is 
„outside of the authority;” and it is very easy 
to take another extreme case and say ‘this is 
| Within the limits of the authority;” but as you 

approximate and come up to the boundary line, 

honest men, true patriots, distinguished men, fre- 

quently differ. So that difference sprang up on 

the slave quéstion; but I shall not refer to that, 

because it is not pertinent to this bill. Iamonly 

showing that the power to govern a, Territory 

results alone from the fact that we have the right 

to acquire; and the duty necessarily and inevita- 

bly follows from the right to acquire. It is in- 

cluded in the right to acquire; but yet all the 

»rohibitions of the Constitution apply, and why? 

Because, being acquired, this Government be- 

comes the possessor, the owner, and the sover- 

cign; the stamp of its character must be observed 

over the whole of its dominions; it must obserge 

every principle aad precept there which mats 

its individuality as a Government; and hence it 

ean do nothing conflicting with the rights of any 

State, as in a Confederation of States all the States 

must be protected alike, all the States must have 

hopportunities alike; and so you will observe, 

when you examine this question, there is not a 

particle of difficully about it. 

Mr. President, I shall not run off into that sub- 
ject. I come back to the beginning. We areanx- 
ious for the construction of a road where the in- 
terests of the Government demand it, and we feel 
justified in extending to it this proposed aid where 
it is necessary. In every State susceptible of set- 
tlement, the grant of alternate sections of land has 
in every case insured the completion of the road. 
| {twill be made as quickly, as successfully, and 
as usefully, with a grant of land in the States, as 
it will through the Territories with a grant of 
money. l propose to give it. Itis suggested to 
me that we have not given the lands to California. 
Yes; we give them six sections to the mile. 

Mr. LATHAM. The Senator will allow me 
tointerrupt him. I want to suggest that the very 
necessity upon which he justifies the building of 
a railroad tothe border of California will compel 
the Government to extend it to the Pacific. [fit 
ig essential for military purposes at all, itis essen- 
tial that it shall be built by the Government to 
where it will reach that portion of the State which 
will need the means of defense, or where it will 
give the facilities in time of war which have been 


dwelt on by the Senator. He says he proposes 


Mr. GREEN.‘ I prefer that the Senatot should 
reply to me after Tam throughs: Ithought/he 
was only going to'ask meʻa question ox makecan’ 
explanation. sc eo ae 

r LATHAM, ° I want'to call your attention 
to a fact; that is all. He says he proposes:to 
give the State of California Jands. to ‘build {this 
road. He forgets that nearly litho lands that 
lic along the line of. either of these roads, ‘prob- 
ably with the exception of a portion of the south- 
ern route, are mineral lands. It’ is thereford:a 
barren grant; for those lands are expressly re- 
served by the terms of the bill. - ; : 

Mr. GREEN. So faras thatis concerned, my 
recollection of the bill is that it gives six sections 
a mile, from the time. that the road: strikes: the 
line of California until it reaches San Francisco. 

Mr. LATHAM. Excepting mineral lands, 

Mr. GREEN. And wherever mineral: lands 
are selected out, others equivalent ‘to. them may 
be taken, ; 

Mr. LATHAM. Within a certain distance. 

Mr. GREEN. And that distance comprehends 
enough to cover the whole; so that they will get 
the lands anyhow. They are allowed tò select 
other lands within fifteen miles. ' oe 

Mr. LATHAM. You might go fifty miles, 
and still find aH mincral land. 

Mr. GREEN. The southern road will, I sup- 
pose, cross the Colorado a little above Fort Yuma, 
and run some four hundred miles, to San Pran- 
cisco. 

Mr.LATHAM. Then I will state to the Sen- 
ator, so far as that Jine is concerned, it goes 
through the Colorado desert. 

Mr. GREEN. Well, sir, if one road strikesa 
desert and the other road goes through all min- 
eral lands, let us strike the land grant. out alto- 
gether. Will the Senator accept that? If the 
land grant is worth nothing, why not strike itout? 
Sir, the fact is, that this land grant is as good in 
California as it has ever been in any other State. 
Look at your rich ranches, producing sixty bush- 
els of wheat to the acre; your immense herds, 
fattened by nature’s productions, without any 
care except the herdsmen. All this is done in 
California on such lands as the Senator now calls 
waste, 

Mr. LATHAM. [tell the gentleman that all 
those lands are claimed under Spanish grants; 
they are occupied already, and are reserved from 
the provisions of this bill. 

Mr. GREEN. Then I suggest again, let the 
Senator strike the land grantout. If the lands are 
all gone, what do you put it in there for? 

Mr. LATHAM. Because we expect to build 
the road by the money the Dill gives. 

Mr. GREEN. Then strike out the land grant, 
and I will say no more about it. They expect to 
make it by the money, do they? San Diego is 
nearly opposite Fort Yuma, the point where the 
southern road will cross the Colorado. Why do 
you run parallel with the Pacific ocean not fifteen 
miles from it, for four handred miles, to get to San 
Francisco? Military defense? It is a matter of 
convenience, I admit; but isit necessary; is it so 
indispensable as to justify us in taking money out 
of the Treasury? Now, take the central route: 
suppose it strikes Carson Valley, of which the 
Senator from Louisiana has spoken. You say it 
will never be made. We will make it across 
there. He says he can go in forty-eight hours 
from there to San Francisco. Now, is there any 
great necessity for spending $60,000,000, when 
there is a good graded road where natural facil- 
ities are offered, and when the people of Cali- 
fornia, if they are as energetic and enterprising as 
I take them to be, will make the road before we 
get it in the Washoe mines? Does that degree of 
necessity exist which will justify usin appropri- 
ating money out of the Treasury? lwant to fa- 
cilitate the road; but I want to keep within what 
I consider to be the pale of the Constitution. I 
wish to aid it in every possible way. J intend to 
support it as far as I possibly can; but while the 
military power of the Government is alike over . 
all the States and Territories, the necessity does 
not exist alike over all the States and all the Ter- 
ritories. Congress has never undertaken to: make 
but one single road in a State, and that-was.the 


i national road; and that was predicated upon the 


idea that it would promote and facilitate immigra- 
tion, and settle up the publie lands, bring them 
into market, and replenish the public Treasury. 
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Mr. PUGH. The Senator will recollect that 
yoad was not made from public money. It was 
made with money that was obtained by a stipu- 
lation with the new States that they should not 
tax the land of the Government in the hands of 
purchasers. . . 

Mr. GREEN. - A portion of it was; but not 
all. Through Maryland none of that applies. 
My friend from Ohiois mistaken in that. Through 
Virginia none of it applies; but through Ohio and 
Indiana it does apply; and he is correct. 

Mr. PUGH. My friend is mistaken. It was 
supported in the ease of Ohio and other new 
States on the ground that a certain proportion of 
the proceeds of the lands sold within her limits 
should be applied in Virginia and Maryland to 
make the road to Ohio. 

Mr. GREEN. Iam aware of that. They did 
not confine themselves to that. They made other 
large appropriations out of the Treasury gener- 
ally. 

Mr. PUGH. They were vetoed. 

Mr.GREEN. They were subsequently passed; 
and it was, in fact, done just as I have stated, 
until the Government got tired of the concern, 
threw it up, and surrendered it to the States. In 
the Territories we have made many roads. I think 
we made one in Florida. I think we are making 
one now in New Mexico. We made one across 
the South Pass. 1 think we are making one west 
of Minnesota. We have made a number in the 
Territories. Itis a common thing. And why? 
Because those Territories are subject to the juris- 
diction and control of the Federal authority, and 
nobody else. We therefore seek to protect them, 
and promote settlement, and devise means of com- 
munication; and we make roads, build bridges, 
build court-houses, build State-houses, none of 
which things we dare undertake to do in the 
States. 

Mr. PUGH. Ido not propose to engage in this 
debate at any length, at least. The Senator from 
Louisiana anticipated me in offering this amend- 
meat. I anticipated him with a like amendment 
some years ago, There is not a shred of novelty 
in this question. It was debated by the ablest 
men the country has seen for thirty years. Mr. 
Jefferson’s influence was strong cnough during 
his presidential term to prevent any bill of this 
character for internal improvements within a State 
being passed. They were passed in Mr. Madi- 
son’s time, and he vetoed them. They were 
i in Monrog’s time, and he vetoed them. 

hey were passed again in the time of John Quincy 
Adams. They were attempted-in the time of An- 
drew Jackson, and he vetoed them; and Jackson’s 
veto message of the Maysville road has been a 
part of the platform of the Democratic party from 
that day to this. Now, sir, two years ago I read 
a sentence from that veto, in whith General Jack- 
son recited the substance of Mr. Madison’s veto: 

“ Rogarding the bill as asserting a power in the Federal 
Government to construct roads and canals within the limits 
ofa State in which they were made, be (Mr. Madison] ob- 
jected to its passage onthe ground of its unconstitution- 
ality, declaring that the assent of the respective States, in 
the mode provided by the bills, could not confer the power 
in question.” 

Now, it is not even pretended we have the 
consent of California, nor the consent of Texas; 
but, in the case of the Maysville road, it was pro- 
posed that Kentucky should consent: 


coPhat the only cases in which the consent and cession 
of particular States can extend the power of Congress, are 
those specified and provided for in the Constitution; and 
superadding to these avowals his opinion, thata restriction 
of the power to‘ provide forthe common defense and gene- 
ral welfaro’ to cases which are to be provided for by the 
expenditure of money, would still leave within the legis- 
lative power of Congress all the great and most important 
measures of Government, moncy being the ordinary and 
necessary means of carrying them into execution.” 


Now, says General Jackson: 

«I have not been able to consider these declarations in 
any other point of view than as a concession that the right 
of appropriation is not limited by the power to carry into 
effect the measure for which the moncy is asked, as was 
formerly contended.” 

I regard that as a conclusive answer to the 
whole argument made by the Senator from Mi- 
nois. He may succecd in proving possibly that 
it is unconstitutional to make this road in a Ter- 
ritory; but he has certainly failed to prove that it 
is constitutional within the States. If the amend- 
ment of the Senator from Louisiana be voted 

down, I shall not merely vote for the amendment 
of ihe Senator from Oregon, but I shall vote to 
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extend it into the State of Missouri. Let us bring 
it to the city of St. Louis. Where is the argu- 
ment for making a road in the State of California 
that is not good in the State of Missouri? If she 
cannot make the road from her border to the. city 
of San Francisco, why not assist Missouri to 
make it from the western border of Missouri to 
the city of St. Louis? Why not assist Iowa to 
make it through her limits, and through the limits 
of Ilinois, until you reach the city of Chicago? 
Or, if necessary, why not make it to the city of 
Washington? 

Oh, gentlemen’say, the road cannot be made. 
If it cannot be made according to the Constitution, 
let it never be made. If it be of the high and 
mighty importance that you say,amend the Con- 
stitution so as to have the power to make it. Do 
not attempt, under the argument of necessity, to 
put down not merely all the safeguards of power, 
and all the rights of the States, but to overrule 
what I said was Democratic doctrine, contended 
for by the fathers for thirty years, and supposed 
to have been settled for thirty years more. 

Mr, DOUGLAS. I have only a word to say, 
in reply to my friend from Ohio. I think he will 
find it very difficult to prove that there is anything 
in this bill departing from the doctrine of our 
fathers, and especially from the doctrine of any 
of General Jackson’s veto messages. As I have 
before said, this bill is not a measure to make a 
road. Itisacontract for transportation with par- 
ties who will carry the Government supplies, 
mails, and munitions of war, by railroad. It is 
merely a contract for transportation, not for con- 
struction. Certainly he will not deny that the 
right of transportation exists in States as well as 
in Territories. It is true, it will be necessary for 
the contractors to make the road before they can 
carry the mails and Army supplies upon it, just 
as it is necessary for a contractor to build a steam- 
boat before he can carry those supplies by boat; 
just as it is necessary for a mail contractor to 
make his coach before he can transport the mails. 
in four-horse post coaches; and yet the contract 
is for transportation, and not for the construction 
of a work. 

Again, the objection to making internal im- 
provements within the States by the Federal Gov- 
ernment has been that the right to construct and 
to use it carried with it the right of exercising 
jurisdiction over it, and thereby excluded the juris- 
diction of the State by assuming it in the hands 
of the Federal Government. There is nothing of 
that kind in this bill. The jurisdiction remains 
under the local authority. The road, when made, 
is under the local law, and local authority. It is 
managed under local law and localauthority. The 
only authority the Government holds over it is 
in regard to transportation. Hence it does not 
violate any one principle laid down if the most 

ngent veto message that General Jackson ever 
made upon the subject of internal improvements. 
I have had occasion to say, in former times, that 
I indorsed every onc of the limitations that Gen- 
eral Jackson imposed upon the power of Congress 
over internal improvements. If I were to makes 
a dissenting opinion from those of that great pa- 
triot, it would be that he carried the doctrine of 
the Federal Government over making internal im- 
provements to a greater extent than I should be 
willing to vote, He did not carry his restrictions 
and limitations on the power far enough. 

But gentlemen are arguing here against the 
right of making the road within a State. I ask 
them to show me, first, what power there is ina f 
Territory that does not exist in a State, so far as 
this bill is concerned? I have not heard any one 
answer that proposition. Will gentlemen tel] me | 
—they all concede the power in the Territory— į 
under what clause in the Constitution they get | 
that principle ? ona tell me, under the military | 
power, then that applies to the States as well as | 
to the Territories. If they tell me, under the post | 
office power, that applies to the States as weil as | 
the Territories. If they tell me, under the naval | 
power, that applies to the States as well as the | 
‘Territories. Hit be under the power of commerce, | 
that applies to the Territories and States aliké. | 
Under which power is it that they are going to || 
carry on this transportation in‘ the Territories? | 
Whenever they designate that, I will tell them | 
which power enables you to carry it on in the || 
States. It will not do‘to tell me that we are de- || 
parting from the doctrines of the fathers, without | 


showing what the doctrine of the fathers‘was,and 
wherein this departure takes place. ; 

But my friend from Ohio said he was going to 
propose to extend this contract through Missouri, 
through Hlinois, and through the other States, if 
we allow it to go into California. Well, sir, if 
there is the same necessity in Missouri and Hli- 
nois and the other States that there is in Cali- 
fornia, I will vote for his proposition. If there is 
astern necessity from the Missouri river to the 
Pacific ocean, and there is no such necessity on 
this side of the Missouri river, I do not see how 
he is going to justify his amendment. Merely 
because you have the power to do a thing, is no 
reason why you should do it, unless there is a 
necessity for the exercise of the power. We may 
have the power to make contracts to an unlimited 
extent; but it would bea great abuse if we should 
make contracts where there is no necessity, and 
thus squander the public money. We may abuse 
the rightful exercise of power; I am speaking of 
the powers that we legitimately have, properly 
and rightfully executed. Hence, I merely repeat, 
without going into the discussion, that, in my 
opinion, no Senator has shown any authority in 
a Territory, so far as this bill is concerned, that 
does not exist in a State wherever the necessity 
exists. 

I shall not go into the argument of the Senator 
from Missouri, in regard to the powers of a Ter- 
ritorial Legislature on other subjects. I discuss 
them when they come properly before us. I did 
not intend to raise the question how far this Fed- 
eral Government had power over domestic ques- 
tions in a Territory. ft is well known that I hold 
the Federal Government has no power in a Ter- 
ritory over a domestic question that it has not in 
a State. That does not show that this Govern- 
ment has power over domestic subjects in the 
States; but, on the contrary, the absence of the 
power in the Territories. I shall not go in to that 
question now. Itis enough for me in this con- 
nection, first, to show that thisis a question of a 
contract for transportation, and not a question of 
construction of internal improvement; secondly, 
that the right of transportation exists in States 
as well as in Territories, and it ought to be exer- 
cised if necessary; and thirdly, that the necessity 
does exist from the Missouri river westward, and 
does not exist eastward. 

Mr. PUGH. The Senator from Illinois is mis- 
taken in his assertion, that the only question 
relative to internal improvements in the times of 
Madison, Monroe, and Jackson, was in regard to 
the legal jurisdiction within the States. It was 
tried in both forms, and in both forms those 
fathers of the Democratic party repudiated it. He 
is mistaken also, in saying that this is any more 
acontract for the transportation of the mails or 
the transportation of supplies than the Maysville 
road bill. That proposed that Congress should 
subscribe for a certain amount of stock on condi- 


‘tion, I think, that they would carry troops and 


munitions free forever. That was the best sort of 
a contract. If this be a contract for carrying the 
mail, why do you give the alternate sections of 
land within a certain distance? Why give them 
so much per mile of the road? Why notso much 
per mile for carrying? Every Senator knows that 
this isa mere deceit; that itis a mere pretext; that 
the Government now has its mails carried; that 
the Government now has its troops and all its 
munitions of war transported to the Pacific; that 
we have never had any difficulty on the subject; 
that there is no necessity shown for a perpetual 
appropriation, indefinite in its character; and 
therefore, with due respect to my friend from Ii- 
nois and my friend from California, nobody is 
deceived by this. It is to build a road, and noth- 
ing else; and as they have no means of paying 
back the moneys which you give, you give them 
to the day of judgment to pay it back in the trans- 
portation of troops and public property; and you 
have a mortgage on the road which, as my friend 
from North Carolina has shown, will be fore- 
closed and become duc somewhere about the after- 
noon of the day of judgment. 

Now, we understand we are giving this money 
to the Pacific Railroad. The Senator from HH- 
nois asks me whereabouts I find the power in the 
Constitution to build a road in the Territories. I 
have not answered the question; and if he presses 
me, I will acknowledge, if it were a new question 
I would say there is none. But while you may 
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prove to me that it cannot be done in a Territory, 
that does not prove you can do itin a State. As 
far as a State is concerned, I said before, and 1 
say again, that that.question was debated for 
thirty years; and thirty years ago it was settled. 
As to the Territories, the question was not de- 
bated. Still, Congress has gone on many times, 
as the Senator from Missouri truly said, to make 
military roads, If you will show me that this 
road is of a military character, so far as it goes 
through the Territories, I may submit to prece- 
dents; and I certainly will submit to them where 
the nature of the soil is such that probably there 
never would be any fixed population. I have 
not yct said that I believed it was strictly consti- 
tutional to make it through the Territories. On 
the contrary, if it were a new question, I should 
stand in very great doubt. On that I submit to 
precedents; but as to the States, I have no doubt. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. One word only. The Sen- 
ator now comes to the point; and not being able 
to show any authority in a Territory that does 
not exist in a State 

Mr. PUGH. I thought the Senator was going 
toshowit, He is a supporter of the bill. I stand 
on the defensive. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. What I assert, then, is that 
the power adequate to do it in the Territories is 
adequate to do it inthe States. No man has been 
able to show the distinction, The proposition of 
the Senator from Louisiana now is to Jimit this to 
the Territories of the United States; that is, it 
admits the propriety of an appropriation in the 
Territories, and denies it in the States. I did not 
go on to demonstrate the necessity of the power 
in the Territories, for the reason that it stood con- 
fessed. I went on to show, when confessed in the 
Territories that that carried with it the right in 
the States; and touched only on that point. 

But what I rose to answer was this: the Sena- 
tor from Ohio says if I can show the necessity of 
this road for military purposes in the Territories, 
he will vote for it. Sir, if I did nat believe it 
was necessary for military purposes, I would not 
vote for it. Ido not believe you can defend 
the Pacific coast without this Pacific railroad. 
Whenever you have an Indian war, it costs you 
more for transportation than it would to make a 
road to transportiton. The few months that you 
wercin war with the Mormons costalmostas much 
as it would to make a railroad half that distance. 

Mr. PUGH. How can the Senator say that? 
We only appropriated $10,000,000 for that war, 
and here is a bill appropriating $96,000,000. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. I will show him how. . Here 
is a bill for $96,000,000; but this bill is for two 
railroads clear across to the Pacific. 

Mr. PUGH. It appropriates $36,000,000 for 
one, and the rest for the other. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. The billis for two lines clear 
across to the Pacific. Salt Lake is only half way 
on one of the lines, and that half would be the 
cheapest part of the read. The first eight hun- 
dred miles of this road going to Salt Lake can be 
made very cheap indeed. The expense is on the 
mountainous part beyond. 

But, sir, I did not intend to go into that sub- 
ject. The point is this: is this road necessary 
for national defense? It js convenient for com- 
merce; itis convenient for postal arrangements; it 
is convenient for other purposes; and F hold it 
is essential for national defense. His essential, 
if we are to have foreign wars, in order to protect 
the Pacific coast. Itis essential, if we are to have 
Indian wars. Itis an economical mode of carry- 
ing on the Government operations, This is not 


only a contract that we have the power to make, | 


but it isan easy, cheap, and judicious contract for 

the Government, even ina money point of view. 
One word more,and Iam done. [do notadmit, 

sir, that we could not even make the road ina 


State if absolutely necessary for national defense. | 


Wherever a fort is necessary, you have the right 
to make it ina State. Wherever a navy-yard is 
necessary, you have a right to make it in a State. 
Wherever a railroad is necessary from your navy- 
yard to float a ship into the water, you make the 
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| the object required by the Constitution. If we 


| defense of the ecuntry, to make the road to the 
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You have got half a dozen railroads in 
the States now for that purpose. It is true they 
are but a few yards leng. Why? Because it is 
only a few yards from your building-house to 
where you are going to launch your ship; but you 
make it just as far as itis necessary to perform 


railroad, 


were at war now, and it was necessary to trans- 
port troops over a mountain that was impassable, 
we should have a right to appropriate ten, fifty, 
or a hundred millions to make a road across that 
mountain in order to transport the troops. You 
have got the power to make reads, to make wag- 
ons, or buy them, or to do any other act neces- 
sary to national defense. The only question is 
whether it is necessary. I repeat that it is neces- 
sary from the Missouri river to the Pacific ocean. 
It is very convenient on this side, but not neccs- 
sary to the national defense. 

Mr. GWIN. I am very much astonished to 
hear the Senator from Ohio quoting the fathers, 
especially the leaders of the Democratic party, 
against the right to construct a military road 
through a State. Why, Mr. President, in Jeffer- 
son’s administration they appropriated money 
outofthe Treasury to build military roads through 
the States. 

Mr. PUGH. Where? 

Mr. GWIN. Through Georgia and Tennes- 
sce, going to Louisiana; and J can give him au- 
thority after authority, and will turn to the very 
line where the very fathers of the Democratic 
party have made such appropriations. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. My friend from California 
will allow me to remind him that they appro- 
priated for the national road from Cumberland, in 

aryland, and from Maryland through Virginia, 
through Ohio, Indiana, and Hlinois. 

Mr. PUGH. I can get the cases and prove that 
the Senators are mistaken in every one of them. 

Mr. GWIN. There is no mistake in what I 
say. They appropriated money fora road through 
Georgia and Tennessee, and got the money out 
of the Treasury—Mr. Jefferson himself propos- 
ing the law, which passed Congress, and using it 
fora road. I could refer to the laws, if I had an 
opportunity to do so; and if I had expected a de- 
bate on this subject, I would have had them before 
me. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Bieter 
in the chair.) The question is on the amendment 
offered by the Senator from Louisiana to the 
amendment of the Senator from Oregon. 

Mr. LATHAM. | call for the yeas and nays 
on that amendment. i 

The yeas and nays were ordered. - 

Mr. LANE. Mr. President, J shall vote in 
favor of thisamendment. My mind is very clear 
upon this question. Iam satisfied that Congress 
has no power to make any system of internal 
improvement within the States. [believe it only 
has the power in the Territories for necessary 
military purposes, for the defense of the country. 
Now Tam anxious fora Pacific railroad. I want 
it to extend through California inte Oregon; and 
I am sure it is practicable, if the read can be made 
to the Sacramento river, to make it on to Portland, | 
in Oregon. If it is right, if it is necessary for the 


Sacramento, then it is necessary to make it into 
Oregon. Millions have been appropriated and 
expended for the purpose of placing California 
in a state of defense. Its great harbor, the har- | 
bor of San Francisco, is nearly as well fortified 
as any harbor in the United States. Not one 
dollar has ever been appropriated or laid out for | 
defense in Oregon. There isnot a fortification or | 
a single work of defensethere. Nothing hasever | 
been done by this Government to place that por- 
tion of our country in a state of defense in the | 
event of war. The fortificationsat San Francisco | 
were not necessary at the time they were built, | 
but they may be; and it was right and proper that | 
they should be constructed, in order that the Gov- 
ernment might be able to defend that entrance 
and protect that harbor. Itis manifest, I think, 
toeverybody, that, Oregon being entirely without 


defense, and without any fortifications Pa 
cific railroad can be made into California it ought 
to extend to Portland; but Ido not think that’a 
railroad can be built, in, the condition in'which 
the country is now. © Sega hee 5 
I am fully impressed With the soundness of the 


fia Pa 


doctrine held by the Senator fiom Ohio‘and ‘the - 


Senator from Louisiana, upon the powers ofthe 
Government. Still, I am hardly satisfied that this 
work may not be done as necessary for défenses 
of the country. But, as the Senator from Ohio 
says, there is no use in concealing this thing— 
there is no use in whipping around the stump; the 
object of this bill is to make a railroad.: ‘F have 
always been in favor of a railroad;and of making 
an appropriation or donation of lands forthe pur- 

ose; thathad been donein many cases; this could 

c done now, for the road within the States, and 
many in the Territories. To say that we are‘not 
appropriating money for the construction of arail- 
road is to endeavor to deceive ourselves and to 
deceive the country. Ido not like that way: of 
dealing. [like to deal plainly, honestly, and truth- 
fully; then why not say that this appropriation 
is for making a railroad? Have we the power to 
do it? The Senator from Hlinois says we have. 
The Senator from Ohio and the Senator from 
Louisiana, as well as the Senator from Missouri, 
think wo have not. I have very great doubt about 
it myself. 

As fully as I am convinced of the necessity of 
doing something -tọ place Oregon. ina state of 
‘defense, still I am not satisfied that we. have the 
power in advance of troubles.to do it. I:would 
do anything and everything that was in my power 
to secure the making of a railroad to that portion 
of our country. If this amendment: shall. be 
adopted to stop the appropriations at the eastern 
boundary of California, then Iwill ask an appro- 
priation of Jand in alternate sections of sufficient 
value to make the road within California to.the 
navigable waters of the Sacramento, and thena 
like appropriation of land to continue the work 
into Oregon. : 

Mr. PUGH. I hope my friend does not un- 
derstaud me as opposing the appropriation of 
alternate sections. Iam willing to give them to 
California, Oregon, or any other State where we 
have publiclands. 

Mr. LANE. Then the safest way, according 
to my judgment, is to adopt the amendment of 
the Senator from Louisiana, and stop the appro- 
priation of, money at the eastern border of that 
State, and then provide an aproppriation or dona- 
tion of land sufficient to make the road to San 


Francisco, and to continue it to Portland, in ` 


Oregon. [ will vote with. the Senator for that 
amendment, upon the conviction.that we have not 
the power, unless it was in case;of war, and ne- 
cessary for the immediate defense of the country, 
to appropriate the money of the whole people of 
the United States for the purpose of making a 
railroad in any State. 

The question being taken by yeas and nays, 
resulted—yeas 22, nays 29; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Bayard, Benjamin, Brags, Bright, Cling- 
man, Green, Hunter, Iverson, Johnson of Tennessee, Ken- 
nedy, Lane, Mason, Nicholson, Pearee, Polk, Powell, 
Pugh, Rice, Sauisbury, Sebastian, Slidell, and Trumbull 


22. 
NAYS—Messrs. Anthony, Baker, Bigler, Bingham, Cam- 
eron, Chandler, Clark, Collamer, Dixon, Doolittle, Doug- 
ias, Durkec, Fessenden, Fitch, Foor, Foster, Gwin, Hale, 
King, Latham, Morrill, Seward, Simmons, Sumner, Ten 
Eyck, Wade, Wigtail, Wilkinsun, ana Wilson—29. 

So the amendment was rejected. 


Mr. BRAGG. I move that the Senate donow 
adjourn. 

Mr. BIGLER, 
way for a moment. 
executive session. 

Mr. BRAGG. 


purpose. 


I hope the Senator will give 
I desire to have a short 


1 withdraw the motion forthat 


EXECUTIVE SESSION. - 

On motion of Mr. BIGLER, the Senate pro- 

cceded to the consideration of executive business; 

and after some time spent therein, the doors were 
reopened, and the Senate adjourned. 
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HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Tuunrspay, January 17, 1861. 


The House met at twelve o’clock, m. 
TheJournal of yesterday wasread and approved. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House a com- 
munication fromthe War Department, submitting 
an estimate, amounting to $709,435, to cover the 
expenses of Indian hostilities during the current 
year, and recommending an appropriation to that 
amount; which was referred to the Committee of 
Ways and Means, and ordered to be printed. 

” | Also, a communication from the same Depart- 
ment, transmitting, in pursuance of the law of 
1820, the amount of appropriations applicable to 
the service of the War Department for the year 
1859-60; the amount drawn from the Treasury on 
requisition of the War Department, during the 
same period; with the balance carried to the sur- 
plus fund during the same year; which was laid 
on the table, and ordered to be printed. 

Also, a communication from the same Depart- 
ment, in compliance with the act of 1796, trans- 
mittinga statement of the expenses of the national 
armories, in the manufacture of arms and append- 
ages, for the year ending June 30, 1860; which 
was laid on the table, and ordered to be printed. 

Also, a communication from the same Depart- 


ment, transmitting, in compliance with resolu- ! 


tions of the House of Representatives of January 
29, 1830, and August 30, 1842, two hundred and 
seventy-five copies of the Army Register for the 
present year; which was laid on the table, and 
ordered to be printed. 


NEWSPAPERS FOR MEMBERS. 


Mr. ANDERSON, of Kentucky. I ask the 
consent of the Flouse to offer the following reso- 
lution. I will state that the money has been paid, 
and this is necessary for the protection of the 
Clerk: 

Resolved, That the amount for newspapera for members 
and Delegates be the same (or this as for the last Cangress, 
and continue the same until otherwise ordered. 

The resolution was received by unanimous 
consent, and adopted. 

“Mr. BURCH. [call for the spccial order of 
business. 
GEORGE H. GIDDINGS. 


Mr. ADAMS, of Kentucky. I ask the unani- 
mous consent of the House to permit me to re- 
port, from the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads, a joint resolution for the benefit of 
George H. Giddings, of Texas. 

The joint resolution was read. It provides for 
payment to George H. Giddings of the amount 
contained in the order of the late Postmaster Gen- 
eral Brown, in 1858, for mail services performed 
by him on route 8076, provided that said sum shall 
be received by him as payment in full of all dc- 
mands against the United States Government. 

Mr. THOMAS, If it is proposed to report 
this joint resolution for the purpose of reference, 
I have no objection. If otherwise, [ must object. 

Mr. ADAMS, of Kentucky. I desire to say to 
the gentleman from ‘Tennessee that this resolution 
is reported unanimously by the Committee on the 
Post Office and Post Roads. Such bills have 
passed the House over and over again by a two- 


thirds vote. It is merely to pay to this party what | 


is due him under his contract. 
tloman will not object. 

Mr. THOMAS. Very well; let it go. 

The joint resolution was then reported, no ob- 
jection being made, received its several readings, 
and was passed, 

Mr, ADAMS, of Kentucky, moved to recon- 


I hope the gen- 


sider the vote by which the joint resolution was | 


passed; and also moved to lay the motion to 
reconsider on the table. 


The latter motion was agreed to. 


COMMODORE PAULDING. 


Mr. POTTLE. lask the unanimous consent 
of the House to report, from the Committee on 
Naval Affairs, a jointresolution to authorize Com- 
modore H. Paulding to accept a sword and grant 
of land from the Government of Nicaragua. 

Mr. HINDMAN. 1 object. 

Mr. POTTLE. I hope the gentleman will not 
object until he has heard it read, and knows what 
it is. 


Mr. HINDMAN. 


I think T understand the | 


object of the resolution. I think it is to author- 
ize Commodore Paulding to receive a sword and 


|| grant of land for having acted in the capacity of 


a constable in the arrest of Walker. 

Mr. POTTLE. The gentleman has misunder- 
stood the character of the proposition. The ob- 
ject is to authorize Commodore Paulding to re- 
ceive these grants in consideration of meritorious 
services. 

Mr. HINDMAN. I donot propose to go into 
a discussion of the conduct of Commodore Paul- 
ding. I am one of those who condemned the con- 
duct of Commodore Paulding then, and who con- 
demn itnow. I object, therefore, to the reception 
of the resolution. 

FRANKLIN TORRY. 

Mr. DAVIDSON, from the Committee on En- 
rolled Bills, reported that they had examined and 
found truly enrolled an act (H. R. No. 935) for 
the relief of Franklin Torry; when the Speaker 
signed the same. 


UNION DEMONSTRATION. 

Mr. CLEMENS. Mr. Speaker, I ask the 
unanimous consent of the House to presenta me- 
morial, signed by twenty-eight hundred citizens 
of my congressional district, in the counties of 
Hancock, Brooke, Ohio, Marshall, Wetzel, and 
Taylor, in favor of the adjustment of the existing 
difficulties in regard to slavery in the Union, and 
not out of it. I move that the memorial be laid 
upon the table. 

The motion was agreed to. 


INDIAN HOSTILITIES. 

Mr. BURCH. Idemand that the House pro- 
ceed to the consideration of the special order for 
this day. 

The SPEAKER. The special order for this 
day is the consideration of House bill No. 299, 
for the payment of expenses incurred in the sup- 
pression of Indian hostilities in the State of Cal- 
ifornia. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I move that the further 
consideration of that special order be postponed 
until Saturday next; and on that motion 1 demand 
the previous question. I want to have the arrange- 
ment entered into for debate in the Committee of 
the Whole on the state of the Union on the Army 
bill carried out in good faith. IT trust that the 
gentleman from California will not object to the 
postponement I suggest. 

Mr. BURCH. Lam perfectly willing that the 
further consideration of the special order for this 
day shall be postponed, provided it is the under- 
standing of the House that we shall have a ses- 
sion on Saturday next. Otherwise I cannot con- 
sent to it. 

Mr. DAVIDSON. I object. Saturday is pri- 
vate bill day. 

Mr. BURCH. Butitis not objection day. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The bill that has been made 
the special order for this day is really a private bill. 

Mr. BURCH. I send to the Clerk *g table a 
resolution which Í think will cover the case. I 
ask that it be read. 

The Clerk read, as follows; 

Resolved, That the further consideration of the special 
order set down for this day, to wit: House bill No. 290, for 
the payment of expenses incurred in th ppression of In- 
dian hostilities in the State of Cab a, be postponed 
until, and made the speeial order for, Saturday next, if the 
House then shall be in session, and if not, then for Wed- 
nesday of next week. . 

Mr. SHERMAN. Ido notobject to the adop- 
tion of that resolution. I call for the previous 
question on its adoption, 

The call for the previous question was sec- 
onded, and the main question ordered. 

Mr. MAYNARD. Tf object. Monday next is 


S 


select committee of thirty-three as the special 
order, and that special order is to be considered 
from day to day until disposed of. No one doubts 
that it will go over beyond Wednesday. I object 
to the resolution. 

| Mr. BURCH. This bill is the special order for 
i to-day, and I have offered the resolution” post- 
; poning its further consideration, with a view that 
the debate on the existing condition of the coun- 
try may be continued under the arrangement en- 
tered into by both sides of the House. I am 
unwilling to let the special order for to-day be 
postponed, unless some day be fixed when it can 
be taken up and acted on. 


Mr. MAYNARD. Then let it be postponed 


set apart for the consideration of the report of the | 


until after the report of the select committee of 
thirty-three has been disposed of. 

Mr. BURCH. I cannot consent to that, 

- The question was taken; and the resolution was 
adopted. 

Mr. MAYNARD. In what manner did the 
Chair propound the question on the resolution os 
the gentleman from California? 1 am sure I in- 
terposed an objection to the introduction of the 
resolution in time. 

TheSPEAKER. The resolution was in order; 
and a single objection could not prevents its intro- 
duction. ‘The bill is the special order for this day, 
and a motion for its postponement is in order- 

Mr. MAYNARD. The House made the re- 
port of the select committee of thirty-three the 
special order—that is, conditionally—for Wed- 
nesday next. IT ask the Chair whether there san 
be two special orders for the same day. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair supposes that 
the House may make two special orders for the 
same day. When the day arrives it will be time 
to determine which takes precedence. 

Mr. BURCH. This California bill takes pre- 
cedence of the other special orders, for itis the 
special order for this day. I move to reconsider 
the vote by which the resolution was adopted; 
and also moved that the motion to reconsider be 


| laid upon the table. 


The Jatter motion was agreed to. 


Mr. BURCH. I have another resolution to 
offer in connection with this bill, It is necessary 
that some extra copies of it should be printed. 
There are not enough of them, and I wanta copy 
for each member, in order that all may know its 
contents. 

The Clerk read the resolution, as follows: 

Resolved, That three hundred additional copies of House 
bill No. 299, for the payment of expenses incurred in the 
suppression of Indian hostilities in the State of California, 
be printed for the use of this House. 

The SPEAKER. The resolution, under the 
rules, will go to the Committtce on Printing. 

It was referred accordingly. 

STATE OF THE UNION. 

Mr. WEBSTER. Task the unanimous con- 
sent of the Fouse for leave to present the petition 
of citizens of Wetherville, Baltimore county, in 
my district, praying for the adoption of the Erit- 
tenden resolutions of compromise. J willadd that 
the prayer of this petition represents the wishes 
of the people of all parties in my district, 

The petition was laid upon the table. 


RAILROADS IN KANSAS, ETC. 


Mr. VANDEVER. Task the unanimous con- 
sent of the House for leave to move the printing 
of a bill granting alternate sections of the public 
land to aid in the construction of certain railroads 
in the Territory or future State of Kansas, and the 
‘Territory of Nebraska, and in the State of Cali- 
fornia, which the Committee on Public Lands 
propose to report at some future day. 

There was no objection; and the bill was ac- 
cordingly ordered to be printed. 

CORRECTION. 

Mr. COX. Mr. Speaker, I perceive that I am 
reported in the Globe to have stated,on yesterday, 
in answer to a question as to the.action of the Ohio 
Legislature about returning persons, held to ser- 
vice, fleeing from one State to another, that “I 
think the laws they have on that subject are suffi- 
cient.” I was misunderstood. Isaid this: that 
a law had been introduced for the purpose of cor- 
recting our error in that respect, and I hoped it 
would be passed. 

I wish to correctanother mistake. I stated that 
the Legislature had passed the resolutions I re- 
ferred to unanimously. That isa mistake. The 


: Senate passed them unanimously, and the House 


passed most of them unanimously. There were 
dissenting voices on some of the resolutions. 

Mr. JONES. While my friend is correcting 
mistakes, he had better correct them all. Tun- 
derstood him to say yesterday that the Legisla- 
ture of Ohio was taking measures to reform their 
unfriendly legislation. 1 saw in the papers of this 
morning that that Legislature had postponed the 
repeal of the personal liberty bills indefinitely, Is 
that the reformation he spoke of? 

Mr. COX. The gentleman is laboring undera 
mistake. A personal liberty bill was passed in 
1856, by a Republican Legislature. The Demo- 
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cratic Legislature of 1857 repealed it. The. Re- 
publican Legislature of 1858 reénacted it. It was 
pending inthe Legislature of this year, and the 
vote referred to by the gentleman from Georgia 
was to break down the whole concern. The bill, 
sir, was indefinitely postponed—that personal lib- 
erty bill was killed by the action of the present 
House of Representatives of Ohio. 
MOSES MEEKER. 

Mr. WASHRURN, of Wisconsin. 1 ask the 
unanimous consent of the House for leave to dis- 
charge the- Committee of the Whole House on 
the Private Calendar from the further considera- 
tion of House bill No. 341, for the relief of Moses 
Meeker, and that it be taken up and put on its 
passage. 

There was no objection. 

The bill was read in extenso. It instructs the 
Secretary of the Treasury to ascertain, as in the 
case of John P. B. and Henry Gratiot, what 
amount, if any, of rent was exacted by the United 
States agents of lead mines from Moses Mecker 
for lead mined and smelted upon the lands of the 
Ottawa, Pottawatomie, Chippewa, Winnebago, 
or other tribes of Indians, prior to the purchase 
thereof by the United States, and pay such amount 
as may be legally proved to have been actually 
paid by Moses Meeker to such agents of the Uni- 
ted States, to Moses Meeker or his legal repre- 
sentatives, out of any money in the Treasury not 
otherwise appropriated, 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read 
a third time; and being engrossed, it was accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. WASHBURN, of Wisconsin, moved to 
reconsider the vote by which the bill was passed; 
and aiso moved that the motion to reconsider be 
laid upon the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


ARMY BILL, 

Mr. SHERMAN moved that the rules be sus- 
pended, and the House resolve itself into the 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union 
on the Army bill: 

The motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into the 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union, 
(Mr. Wasunuryg, of Hlinois, in the chair.) l 

The CHAIRMAN stated that the questionsbe- 
fore the committee was the Army bill, an 
the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. T 
was entiticd to the floor. 

Mr. THOMAS. The object of our 
in the House should be to promote the general 
welfare of the country. ‘To effect that object, a 
harmonious fecling should predominate, i€ possi 
ble; but I must say that the character of the debate 
which has preceded has not been to my taste. 
Yet, sir, we must conform ourselves to the cir- 
cumstances by which we are surrounded; and, 
with a view of discharging my duty, I desire to 
submit some remarks to the consideration of the 
committee, upon the subject which now so seri- 
ously engrosses public attention. eee 

This question oh ney has ever been troybjc- 
gome to this country. Yet our fathers weré.én- 
abled to dispose of it, and to dispose of it in such 
a way as to secure, not only our liberties, but the 
establishment of a Government which has led to 
a happiness and prosperity of our people unex- 
ampled in the history of the human family. When 
the Declaration of Independence was framed, 
every State ofthis Union was a slaveholding State. 
They went through that war, and this trouble- 
some question troubled not the council, the camp, 
or the battle-field. We conducted that war to a 
successful termination, and to the establishment of 
our independence. In process of time, when our 
convention assembled to establish’a constitution, 
we had twelve slave States and but one free State. 
There was then in the northern mind a hostility 
to slavery. 


We frequently hear from the other side of this | 


Chamber, the position taken that they want to 
bring back this Government to the principles of 
its fathers. It would be well for those gentlemen 
who desire to effect that object, to look to the 
spirit which actuated these wise and patriotic 
fathers of ours while assembled in convention. 
What do we find them doing then? Why, sir, 
the slave trade was then in existence, and was 
tolerated by many of the States of this Union, and 
some southern States were averse to its abolition. 


We find that when the first rough draft of the 
Constitution was submitted for discussion, it gave 
Congress the power to abolish the slave trade any 
time after 1800. A proposition was then made 
that that trade should be extended to 1808. Ma- 
ryland and Virginia voted against that extension. 
A distinguished member of that convention from 
Connecticut (Roger Sherman) said that the south- 
ern States were esséntial for their welfare, and 
that they would rather tolerate the slave trade 
than part with two States—Georgia and South 
Carolina; and on a vote upon the proposition to 
extend the slave trade eight years, New Hamp- 
shire, Massachusetts, and Connecticut voted to 
give that extension, and, by their votes, the prop- 
osition was carried, and the slave trade extended 
eight years beyond the time to which some of the 
slave States contended it should be limited. And 


‘now what do we see upon this occasion? Nota 


single member from either of those three States will 
tolerate a southern State in removing one single 
one of those slaves, or their descen lania, which 
were imported during those eight years, into 
any onc of our Territories. But we passon. We 
find that those fathers accommodated this matter 
among themselves; and they established a Con- 
stitution which has eminently served its purposes 
for nearly three quarters of a century. 

What is the history of the Government after- 
wards? Your Washington, your first and greatest 
President, approved and signed bills to appre- 
hend fugitive slaves, and to admit slave States 
into the Union. Your second President, John 


| Adams, of Massachusetts, approved and signed 


a fugitive slave bill for the District of Columbia, 
and bills recognizing slavery in the southwestern 
Territory. Your Jefferson acquired the Terri- 
tory of Louisiana, with its slave property, and he 


|} signed and approved a bill to regulate the coast 


slave trade, by which slaves were permitted to be 
taken from one section of the Union to another 
for sale. And, sir, every President up to the pres- 
ent hour has approved and signed bills in con- 
formity to the views which are contended for upon 
the part of the South; and it is only within the 
last few years that this opposition to the institu- 
tion of the South has advanced to its present for- 
midable and threatening position. And why is it? 
It may be traced back to a morbid—pardon me, 
for Lintend to say nothing intentionally offensive— 
but, in my judgment, it may be traced back toa 
morbid sensitiveness upon the part of the north- 
ern mind upon this subject. This hostility to į 
slavery at its origin attracted little attention at the 
North, and few gave countenance to it; but it 
gradually got into the school-houses, into the 
school-books, into the pulpit, and into all the va- 
rious modes of education, and into all the means 
used in the formation of the moral sentiments of 
the people. It has been continued; and the pres- 
ent generation have been brought up and edu- 
cated from the nursery in a feeling of hostility to 
this institution, which was thus tolerated by the 
fathers of the Revolution in every State of the 
Union. This system of education has gone on 


| until a large majority of the people of the North 


have grown up to manhood under such influences. 
And what is the result? It has formed political 
associations, and a political party which now pro- 
poses to take control of the Government of the 
country, and to do it upon the onesingle, isolated 
idea of hostility to southern institutions. In 1856, | 
this party first assumed a prominent and threat- 
ening attitude toward the South. And what do 
we find them declaring upon that occasion? When 
they formed the Republican party, in 1856, they 
formed it without regard to past political differ- 
ences and divisions. When they came to lay | 
down their principles, they announced thatastheir | 
cardinal doctrine. In that body we find men who 
had been Whigs, Democrats, and Americans, 
men who had belonged to all the political parties 
of the countrys but all their past party predilec- 
tions were to be laid aside, and the new party, 
without regard to them, was to be formed. lt 
was so formed, and their declaration was: | 
“ Resolved, That the Constitution confers upon Congress i 
sovereign power over the Territories of the United States 
for their government, and in the exercise of that power, it 
is both the right and the duty of Congress to prohibit in all 
the Territories the twin relics of barbarism—polygamy and | 
slavery? j 
In 1860 the same party again laid down their 
platform; which was as follows: 
«g, That the normal condition of all the territory of the | 


i! not that he was for one policy or 
| connected with slavery. 


United. States Js that of freedom: | ‘That as-our republican: 
fathers, when they had abolished slavery inall our national, 
territory, ordained that ‘no person should. be de, rived of 
life, liberty, or property, without due process: of law. 
becomes our duty, by legislation, wherever such legtsla- 
tion is necessary,:to maintain this provision of the Consti; 
tution against all. attempts to violate itz:and we den VA 
authority of Congress, of a Territorial Legislature, or ny 
individuals, to give legal existence to slavery in any Terr 
tory of the United States? a oo 

When that party, in 1860, in convention, came 
to look out for a representative of the principles 
which they intended to inaugurate in the Govern- 
ment, provided they succeeded, it looked all over 
the country for such ‘an individual. ‘The two 
most prominent and eminent men who presented 
themselves for that nomination were ‘Hon. My. 
Seward, of New York, and Mr. Lincoln, of the 
State of Illinois. Upon the first ballot Mr. Sew- 
ard received a large plurality of the votes.” But 
he was not nominated; and Mr, Lincoln was 
finally unanimously nominated and: elected by 
that party; and it is now openly declared'to: the 
country that the former gentleman, Mr. Seward, 
is to be the prime minister of Mr. Lincold, the 
successful candidate of the Republican: party: for 
President. These gentlemen owe their elevation 
to office to their opposition to southern: institu- 
tions. They were selected and voted for, not for 
personal predilections, but for their devotion, to 
the doctrines which they were known to have 
advocated, and for opinions they were known to 
entertain. 

Now, I call the attention of the committee and 
of thé country to what, in brief, these opinions 
were. Mr. Seward declares: 

« Slavery can be limited to its present bounds; itean be 
ameliorated; it can be, and it must be abolished, and you 
and I can and must do it. The task is as simple and easy 
as its consummation will be beneficent, and its. rewards 
glowing. It only requires to follow this simple rule of ac- 
tion: to do everywhere and on every occasion what we 
can, and not to neglect or refuse to do what we can, at any 
time, because at that precise time, and on that. particular 
oceasion, we cannot do more. Circumstances determing 
possibilities”? * Ed * * «Extend a eordiat 
welcome to the fugitive who lays his weary limbs at your 
door, and defend him as you would your paternal gods. 

« Correct your own error that slavery has any constitu- 
tional guarantees which may not be released, and ought not 
tobe relinquished.” *  * *  * «€ You will soon 
bring the parties of the country into an effective aggression 
upon slavery.” ` 


Again, he declares: . 

ic Whata commentary upon the history of man is the fact, 
that cighteen years after the death of John Quincy Adams, ` 
the people have for their standard-bearer Abraham Lincoln, 
contessing the obligations of the higher law, whicli the sage 
of Quiney proclaimed, and contending, for weal or woo, for 
life or death, in the irrepressible conflict between freedom 
and slavery. [desire only to say that we are in the last 
stage of the conflict, before the great triumphal inauguration 
of this policy into the Government of the United States.” 


Now, sir, Mr. Seward was the highest candi- 
date on the first ballot, and is to be the prime 
minister of the incoming Administration. We 
now come to the declaration of the candidate who 
was ultimately nominated unanimously by that 
convention, hat does Mr. Lincoln declare? 
And it is such declarations ‘as these. that have 
given him his present. high position in the coun- 
try. He says: 

t What I do say is, that no man is good enough to govern 
another man without the other man’s consent. I say this is 


the leading principle, the seer ANCHOR of American Re- 
publicanism.”? 

Again, in Chicago, on the 10th of July, 1858, 
he said: 

& F should like to know if, taking the old Declaration of 
independence, which declares that all men are equal upon 
principle, and making exceptions to it, where will it stop? 
If one man says it does not mean a negro, Why not another 
say it does not mean some other man? Uf that declaration 
is not the truth, let us get the statute-book in which we find 
it, and tear it out. Who is so bold as to do it? fit is not 
tue, Jet us tear it out. (Cries of (No? Not} Letu 
stick to it, then; Jet us stand firmly by it, then. * 

* * Let us discard allthis quibbling about this man 
and the other man—this race and that race and the other 
race being inferior, and therefore they must he placed in an 
inferior position—discarding the standard that we have left 
us. Let us discard all these things, and unite as one people 
throughout this land until we shall once more stand up de- 
cjaring that all men are created equal.” * r ® b 
«J jeave you, hoping that the lamp of liberty will barn in 
your bosom until there shal} no longer be a doubt that all 


men are created free and equal.” pe 
Now, sir, here we have placed before us the 
ground on which this candidate was presénted 
for election. And what is it? Itis not that hè 
either favored or was opposed toa protective tariff; 
the other, dis- 
Lask you whether, if 


there had been no slaves in the United States, and 


B 
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-if he had entertained similar opinions about sla- 
very in Cuba or Brazil, would such opinions ever 
have been considered when the nomination came 
to be made? No, sir, that nomination was made 
solely; mainly, and particularly, on the ground of 
hostility to slavery. Itis one of his open declar- 
ations that he hates slavery as bad as any Aboli- 
tionist. It was that very hatred which gave him 
the confidence of the party. that. has elected him 
to power. f 

Then, how do we stand? Here is a party com- 
posed of men of the northern States alone, of 
whom not one. single individual owns a-slave; 
and probably not one twentieth of those who 
voted for Mr. Lincoln ever saw a slave. They 
have none of the evils or advantages of that in- 
stitution among them. And yet they chose Mr. 
Lincoln for his opinions in regard to an institu- 
tion with which they have no connection, and 
in which they have ‘no practical interest. He 
was selected because of his hatred to slavery. In 
other words, he was selected, not for any partic- 
ular views of policy that he has in regard to 
northern institutions or northern interests, but 
because of the views which he entertains in re- 
gard to southern interests. He-was elected, not 
to govern the North, but to govern the South; to 
govern a portion of the Union in which he has no 
party, and where there is no respectable portion 
of citizens who, for a moment, tolerate his elec- 
tion to office on such principles. So far as the 
South is concerned, we of the South have had 
no more to do in the election of Mr. Lincoln than 
we have had to do with the election of the Emperor 
of France. He is to usa foreign ruler. Heis 
elected by men who have no sympathy with us, 
who are hostile to our great interests. 

I submit to the consideration of every candid 
mind, if any court on earth would appoint a 
guardian over a property where the application 
was made for the sole purpose of destroying the 
estate; where the applicant was hostile to the in- 
terestof which he desired to have the control,and, 


only sought the trust for its destruction; is there | 


a court on earth, claiming to know what equity 
and justice is, who would for a moment think of 
appointing him? And yet you are determined to 
pare the guardianship of the rights of the South 
on the slavery question, inthe hands of men who 
come here declaring their hostility to slavery, and 
claiming the right to take charge of that institu- 
tion to which they are hostile, and on the destruc- 
tion of which they are determined. I submit to 
the consideration of this committee, and of the 
country, whether itisan American principle, that 
the party who has no interest in the subject-mat- 
ter should sclecta guardian for it, and choose him 
from among those hostile to it? 

But it may be said that our Government is one 
of majorities. ‘Truc: in one sense it is a Govern- 
ment of majorities. But Mr. Lincoln has only a 
bare majority of the electoral vote; and when you 
come to examine the record of the great popular 
voice of the people of the United States, you will 
find that he is nearly a million in the minority. 
Thus, by nearly a milion minority of votes, has 
Mr. Lincoln been elected to the office of President 
of the United States. 

Again, sir; this idea of majorities governing 
ought to be limited to the people who are inter- 
ested in the subject. The people of Massachu- 
setts or the people of Virginia might well submit 
a subject to the will of their respective States, and 
be governed by the majority; but the principle 
does not hold good where the question is sub- 
mitted to those who have no interest whatever 
in it. 

Upon the subject of slavery, or any local in- 
terest of the South, I maintain that if majorities 
in the North, or if everyman in the North, were 
in favor of hostile legislation, it would be anti- 
American, and contrary to all the principles of our 
Government for them to assume to govern such 
local institution, and especially to govern itin such 
a way as to bring about its destruction. Why is 
it that the northern people have felt it incumbent 
on them to join in a crusade against this institu- 
tion? Weare often told that the slave power has 
had the control of the Government; but I main- 
tain that the Government has not been controlled 
with a view to promote slavery, or in opposition 
to slavery; and that is the view in which the 
South has ever maintained the Government should 
be controlled. But slavery is a living, existing 


[n 1783 the South owned. s.s.s. Coan ensecveces 638,016 
| Virginia COdCA.. 6... cece ee cere ener ee eee ce ees 239,558 
Leaving the South but.... ETETETT 398,458 | 
From the Louisiana purchas South ac- 
quired but seseees 158,896 
Florida... 59,268 | 
TEXAS wc crcccves sees seo areccvescrcereces 244,356 
Present South...... tence eee eeeene peee ee enes 890,978 


interest in the country, and should share the com- 
mon weal or common woe of-the country, like 
other great interests. i 

I submit to the committee and to the country, 
what reason can be given, from a review of his- 
tory, for so bitter a contest against this institution 
of the South? Has slavery madc such rapid 
strides since the foundation of this Government as 
to alarm those philanthropists, if philanthropists 
they be? At the time of the treaty of peace in 
1783, the States now called southern owned ter- 
ritory to the extent of 638,016 square miles, and 
the northern States 169,662; or the South owned 
468,354 square miles more than the North. Vir- 
ginia ceded territory to the extent of 239,558 
square miles, and excluded slavery therefrom; 
thus giving the North 409,220, and reducing the 
South to 398,458 square miles. The South was 
then strong, and the North was weak. How has 
that generosity and maghanimity been requited ? 
How is it now proposed to be requited by the 
northern States? Tho very States of the North- 
west, of the territory thus generously ceded by 
the State of Virginia, are this day enlisted in the 
ranks of our adversaries; and a large majority of 
their Representatives on this floor are voting and 
acting to-day with the party that is attempting 
to deprive the old mother Commonwealth, the 
mother of those States, of any right in the Terri- 
tories that have been subsequently acquired, al- 
though they were acquired by the joint blood and 
treasure of Virginia with all the States. 

But, sir, let us follow out that idea: By the Lou- 
isiana purchase, we acquired, 1,136,496 square 
miles. Of this the North has secured 977,602 
square miles, and the South 333,624—the North 
acquiring 643,978 square miles more than the 
South. 

By the Florida purchase, the South acquired 
59,268; and by the annexation of Texas, 274,356; 
total by these Jast two acquisitions, 333,624 square 
miles. 

3y the Mexican treaty, the total acquisition is 
665,486 square miles. Of this the North has Cal- 
ifornia, containing 188,981 square miles, leaving 
476,505 square miles in New Mexico and Utah 
to be settled. And the present effort of your party 
is to oxelude the South from the whole of this; 
while the South only asks equality in it. And, 
sir, may remark, in relation to that territory, 
that it is the most barren, bleak, mountainous, 
and unproductive territory that this Government 
has ever acquired. The soil and climate of that 
territory are such that your own distinguished 
Daniel Webster declared that slavery could never 
go there; that the law of nature prohibited it; and 
that, to enact the Wilmot proviso in regard to it, 
would be only to reénact the law of God. 

I will refer again to the statistics that I have 
collected from the report of the Commissioner of 
the Land Office: 


Square miles. 


Total increase of the South........50. Seriki 2 | 
in 1783, the North had...... Perec eeeeeee eer ... 169,662 
Virginia cession...... 239,558 
Touisiana purchase 977,602 


Mexican treaty 188,981 


1,575,803 
1,408,141 


Total increase of the North since 1783 


In seventy-six years the South has gained but 
252,962 square miles, and the North, in the same 
period, has gained 1,406,141 square miles. The 
South has increased her limitsabout 33 per cent., | 
while the North has extended near 1,000 per cent. | 
In 1,217,160 square miles of the territory thus ac- | 
quired by the North, slavery existed by law, but 
is now abolished. Of the small amount acquired 
by the South, it was all slave territory when 
acquired, and so remaius. 


: F i 
hat is the history of the progress of the two |, 


sections. Where, then, is there the slightest pre- 


text of our northern friends for one moment en- |i 


| of the people of the Territo 


all over the country. This idea that the South, 
or the Democratic party ,or any party at the South, 
are slavery propagandists, by and through the 
Federal Government, is a mistake, and northern 
politicians have misled the public mind of the 
North when they have attempted to promulge 
such an idea. The only position taken by any 
party in the South is, that we of the South are 
equals in this Union, and that when Territories 
are acquired our citizens have the right, under our 
Constitution, to go there, and that no power short 
ries themselves can at 
any time exclude them from this right. There is 
some division among us as to when the people of 
a Territory should act—whether they should do 
it while in a territorial capacity, ov whether they 
should wait until they form a State constitution; 
but all agree that there is no power which can ex- 
clude the South from her rights in a Territory 
but the people who settle that Territory. We are 
in favor of the largest liberty to the people to go 
to the Territories that are acquired by the com- 
mon blood and the common treasure of all the 


| States and of all the citizens of all the States, and 


tertaining the belief that slavery is to be spread 


to stand upon a perfect equality in relation to their 


| rights in those ‘Verritories. 


What objection can the North have to that? 
It is not that slavery will go up North. Every 


| man who knows the character of the northern 


eople, knows that they look well to their own 
interests, and they have abolished slavery in the 
northern States; and in doing that, they have 


| shown by their cxample that there is no fear that 


slavery willever go where it is unprofitable. This 
being so, why is it that there is this hostility in 


i the public mind at the North against this insti- 


tution of slavery? Sir, they have got ingrafted 
on their minds an idea that slavery is sinful, 
and that this Government is responsible for the 
sin of slavery, if it be tolerated. Doubtless a large 
majority of the people of the North are devoted 


‘to the Constitution of this country, and are will- 


ing to give us our constitutional rights, if they 
were not misled upon this subject, In my hum- 
ble judgment they have been, whether intention- 
ally or not, grossly misled. They have been 
taught that the Constitution of the country docs 
not recognize the right of property in man, and 
that if slavery is permitted to go into any of the 
Territories it will make them accessory to this 


i greatsin of slavery. Why, sir, we must look to 
| the cicumstances that attended our Declaration of 


Indepefdegce, and the formation of this Consti- 
tution. “fhe ships of the North and of the South 
were then engaged in the African slave trade. 
They were going to Africa, and there buying or 
kindnapping negroes, and bringing them to the 
United States, and selling them to the citizens of 
the Union as slaves. A proposition was made to 
abolish that trade, or to give Congress the power 
to abolish it; but the North, the States of Massa- 


| chusetts, Connecticut, and New Hampshire, said 


that they wanted the trade extended, at least until 
1808; thus giving them twenty ycars more to bring 
this species of property to the United States, sell 
it, and pocket the profits of the sale. It was 
the idea entertained then, universally. Nobody 
thought of any thing else than that they were 
legally bought and sold as property. 

But, sir, when you came to organize the Mis- 
sissippi Territory, you put in your bill, that any 
man being the owner of a slave might take that 
slave into that Territory and there reside. And 
every Administration from that day to this, and 
every President of the United States, has recog- 
nized the same idea. Congress has again and 
again recognized it, and directed slaves to be paid 
for as property. Your treaties have recognized 
it. And, sir, not only that, but your courts have 
again and again recognized it. Your Government 
in all its branches, exccutive, legislative, and ju- 
dicial, have been treating slaves as property up to 
this good hour. And now, when an individual 
pursucs his slave into the State of Ohio, if you 
please, and apprehends him, by what right does 
he apprehend kim? Why, under the right to the 
service and labor of the slave. That is technically 
the right under the language employed by the Con- 
stitution; but what does it mean? It matters not 
whether the individual who has escaped owes ser- 
vice for a day, fora year, or for life; he is subject to 
be delivered up when a fugitive from his master. 
Upon what other ground has the master the right 
to reclaim his slave who has escaped into another 
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State, unless it be a right conceded under the Con- 
stitution, that lre has the sole and exclusive con- 
trol over the services of the slave to-as full an 
extent ashe has over any other species. of prop- 
erty, real of personal, not inconsistent with the 
laws of humanity? 

The gentleman from Ohio, (Mr. Srayron,] the 


other day, contended before this House that the | 


admission that slaves were property would in- 
volve us in interminable difficulties. Why? He 
objected to the admission of the right; for the rea- 
son, among others, that, if a man in transitu 
through a free State with his slave should die, and 
die indebted tothe citizens of such free State, an 
administrator in such State could not inventory 
the slave as property, or subject, him to the pay- 
ment of such indebtedness. Why, sir, if the gen- 
tleman from Ohio had reflected upon the result of 
that provision of the Constitution relating to fugi- 
tive slaves, according to his own construction of 
it, he would have seen that the same difficulty 
might occur. Suppose a slave escaping from Ken- 
tucky into Ohio is pursued and apprehended by 
his master, but before his return his master dies, 
owing debts in that State: the slave could not be 
sold there; a writ of fieri facias could not reach 
him; buthe could be taken back to Kentucky, and 
there be sold in the market. Suppose the slave 
escapes, and is apprehended by his Owner in a 
free State, where the master dies: surely his per- 
sonal representative—his heirs or administrators 
—would have the right to carry him hack, and 
apply the proceeds of his sale to the debts of his 
deceased owner. 

But again: the gentleman from Ohio says, sup- 
pose the master, while in transitu through a free 
State, kills his slave, or his slave killshim: what 
is then to be done? Precisely the same difficulty 
would arise in case the owner of a fugitive slave, 
having apprehended him in a free State, should, 
while returning, in the exercise of his authority, 
kill, or be killed by the slave. The gentleman’s 
State should provide for such a contingency; and 
if they have not legislated upon the subject, it is 
not my fault. 

And so in respect to all the difficulties which 
our friends of the North find growing out of the 
recognition of the right of property in slaves, 
There are no difficulties which did not exist in 
the minds of our fathers who framed the Consti- 
tution, and which were not fully met by them in. 
the instrament framed by them, with the intention 
of compromising and settling them upon princi- 
ples having respect to the rights of all the States 
of the Union. . 

Now, sir, when we look at the history of this 
country and sce its progress; when we see the 
difficulties which have from time to time come up 
and been settied by the wisdom of our fathers, is 
it not strange that our friends in the North should 
unite in such nambers upon an issue that has so 
little in it, affecting not only their own welfare, 
but the welfare of the whole country? 
if we are permitted to take our slaves into the 
common Territorics of the country, it does not 
add a single one to the number; it does not bring 
another slave within the limits of the United 
States. It only authorizes the master to change 
his location; itdocs not bring him nearer to you. 


Most likely it will have the effect of removing him | 


further from those gentlemen from the North who 


represent that section upon this floor. But gen- | 


tlemen tell us they want these Territories for free 
labor. Mr. Chairman, I submit that there is 
much in the conduct of this party at the North 
calculated to break up and forever destroy that 
fecling of friendship which once existed, and must 
again exist before we can sustain a united Gov- 
ernment. The Territories of the Government are 
the common property of all the States. No man 
will say that the South has failed to contribute 
her sharo in their acquisition, whether it be in 
cash or blood. No man can say it. 

Then why should we not have a common right 
to that territory ? What are you gentlemen of the 
North ihdicating by your policy in this House? 
It is not to secure the territory for your own chil- 
dren. You do not expect to populate it by your 


own offspring; certainly not in the present day. | 


You have, during the present session, passed a bill 
giving an inheritance in that territory not only to 
your children, but to the children of every man in 
the world who chooses to go there, to the children 
even of the Hessian, who, for a price, fought 


Why, sir, | 


against our fathers in the war of the Revolution; 
while you refuse to permit the descendants of 
General Green, or ofany of the heroes ofthe Rev- 
olution in the South, to go there and take their 
property with them. 

Call you this fair dealing? Is this loyalty to 
us or to the memories of the Revolution? Is it 
that spirit that actuatcd the framers of the Con- 
stitution, when they, compromising all the diffi- 
culties before them, framed the Governmentunder 
which we have grown up and existed asa nation 
so long and so prosperously? 

Sir, these difficulties are continually thrown in 
our way. A‘determined disposition is manifested 
to take that territory from us, to circumscribe us 
within our present limits; while they will permit 
homesteads to be granted to the descendants of 
our former enemies, and will populate it with men 
whocannot even speak our language, andto whom 
they should be bound by no stronger ties of affec- 
tion than they should be to the men of the South, 
who shared in all the dangers and hardships of 
its acquisition, 

Thave no hostility to foreigners; but, sir, when 
I sce the legislative bodies of my country legis- 
lating with a view to give them precedence over 
the descendants of the revolutionary sires of the 
South, I feel that it is time for us to speak out— 
to demand at Ieast the rights of the people of the 
South. There can.be nothing wrong in that. 
We do not claim any exclusive right m any of 
the Territorics. We only claim the same right 
in those Territories that are secured to the people 
of the North. We demand nothing more; we 
can submit, sir, to nothing less. We do not ask 
to exclude one of the northern people, or any 
species of property possessed by the northern 
people. But you propose to exclude us, unless 
we divest ourselves of our household servants— 
a property which is endeared to us from our ear- 
Hest recollections, and for which we have. higher 
regard than for any other species of our prop- 
erty. The relations which exist between the mas- 
ter and servant create a sympathy unlike that 
which you fecl for your homestead and your farm 
horses and wagons. It isa kind of friendship. 
It is a devotion of fellow-feeling characteristic of 
that institution, which never has been, and which 
I fear never will be, justly appreciated by the 
North. They area partofus, They sympathize 
with us, and we sympathize with them. Our 
rights are their rights; and when we prosper, 
they prosper. If we can go to a country where 
we can do better than where we are, the slaves 
that go with us are bettered in an equal propor- 
tion with ourselves. Hence, sir, it is that we 
claim all the rights of equality in this Union. 

But, Mr. Chairman, the time has gone by for 
the discussion of this question at length. We 
have passed from theoriesand come to facts. Such 
has been the character of the dealings of the North 
toward the South—all of which [have not the 
time, in the few minutes left me, to refer to—that 
the South feels her rights are no longer safe in 
this Government without some new guarantees 
for their protection. Under that feeling, four States 
have already seceded from the Union; and, sir, 
probably while fam addressing this committec, 
the fifth will take its leave of us. These are the 
facts that stare us in the face. Disunion has taken 
place. Many of the great minds of the South 
have taken the ground that the right of secession 
is aright over and above the Constitution—but a 
right recognized by the peculiar manner in which 
that instrument was framed. I have not the time 
on this occasion, nor do I think the great body of 
the South are going to take time to investigate the 
very nice and very able legal arguments made on 
this subject. We go back to first great principles. 
It is enough for the people of the South to look 
to the Declaration of Independence. We believe 
that— 

í When a long train of abuses and usurpations, pursuing 
invariably the same object, evinces a design to reduce them 
under absolute despotism, itis their right, it is their daty, 
to throw off such government, and to provide new guards 
for their future salety.”? 

The ground is taken here, that we cannot and 
will not be permitted to secede peaceably from 
this Union. If the action in the Senate yester~ 
day means anything, it means that. This thing 
of secession is not to be permitted. The Army 
and the Navy are to be employed against us. 
The moncy appropriated in the bill now before us 
—the Army appropriation bill—is to be used for 


the purpose of sending troops. t 
a view to the coercion of seceding 
pinning ofthis Union ‘once more’ toget 

ayonet of Federal troops. T wil su 
tract from the letter of acceptance of Hôn: E 
ward Everett, a distinguished citizen ‘of M 
chusetts: He is entitled to respect. * His opin 
at least, will show the opinions and ‘feelings 
the party which supported him: “He 

“The suggestion that the Union can be maintained by. 
the numerical predominance and military prowess of one 
“section, exerted to coerce the other into-submission, is, hy 
my judgment, as selt-contradictory ‘as ‘it is dangerous. | Jt. 
comes loaded with. the death-smelt: from fields wet with: 
brothers’ blood... If the vita) principle of all republican gov- 
ernment ‘is the consent of the governed,’ much more does 
a union of coequal sovereign States require, ns its bases; the 
harmony of its members and-their-voluntary codperation in 
its organic functions.?? ` K 

Mr. Chairman, the people of the South regard 
that as the true doctrine. ` They believe that this 
isa Government founded ‘in the consent of the 
people governed; and that all efforts: made’ to- 
coerce a sovereign State willbe deemed ai attack 
upon the great body of the South. “Whenever 
such efforts are made, I venture to say—and with: 
no desire to indulge in boasting; it is my solemn 
conviction—that every State from this to the Rio 
Grande will unite as a band of brothers, and as a 
band of brothers will resist to the last; resist any 
and every blow struck against a seceding State to 
compel her to remain in the Union. 

-Mr. Chairman, we regard the Constitution of 
the United States as the casket in which our fore- 
fathers deposited the jewels of justice; of the in- 
surance of domestic tranquillity; of provision for 
the common defense; the promotion of the general 
welfare, and the security of the blessings of liberty 
to ourselves and our posterity. ‘Those were the 
jewels deposited in the casket. When you rifle 
it of these treasures, do you suppose that eulogies 
upon the glorious Union will attach the people and 
the States of the South to it? No, sir; they will 
dash it from them as an unholy thing. > It is the 
treasure that gives it value, and not that'in which 
the treasure is contained. Py 

But I have heard the idea frequently thrown 
out that you do not mean to make war upon the. 
seceding States; that all you mean to do is, to let 
them do without the United States courts and post: 
offices. It is declared that this Government will 
let the seceding States do without the advantages 
ofthis Union, while they will be compelled to pay 
their share ofthe revenue, Thatisthe sort of coer- 
cion which George HI attempted to put in force 
against the revolted American colonies, He made 
war upon them for no other purpose but to com- 
pe! them to pay the tea tax and the stamp duty. 

ssuch a war consistent with the principles of 
American freedom? {f so, then you can prose- 
cute your war for the purpose of collecting the 
revenue, and yet use no coercion. Suppose the 
Constitution of the United States made’ it the 
especial duty of the Government to. coerce every 
State that was not willingly subject to its control: 
what would you do?’ You would only enforce 
the law; the very thing, sir, you now claim that 
you will do, and yet you will not coerce: 

Mr. Chairman, let this thing be attended to} 
not that I invite it, but let it be attended to; or 
who can imagine the terrible consequences that 
must result? Is it not known that one, five, or fif- 
teen States cannot be conquered and held in sub- 
jection? It cannot be done; nor do I claim that 
we can conquer the North. What did it cost this 
Government to get fifteen hundred Seminole war- 
riors out of the everglades of Florida? We ex- 
pended more than thirty million dollars out of 
the public Treasury in that little war; and ‘now, 
when you talk of conquering States, the whole 
arithmetic fails in figures to count the cost that 
will follow the attempt. F submit this, not as a 
threat, but as the plain consequences of an act of 
this character. If such policy as this is to result. 
in no good to any portion of the Union, but in 
interminable evil, I submit, why is it necessary 
or expedient? And let me say, here, that all that ` 
is said or done upon this subject of conquering, 
or using force, or coercion, but adds fuel -to ¿the 
flame through the whole South. If this Goyvern- 
menthad manifested a more peaceable disposition, 
and had, from the commencement of this excite- 
ment, proclaimed through Congress that. no force 
would be used, I believe that not more than one 
State would have been out of the: Union at this. 


r 


. not get rights from this Government. We have 
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time, We should have had more time for a set- 
tlement of these difficulties. 

‘The remedy, if remedy there be, is in concilia- 
tion. Read, if you please, your writers upon the 
subject of national law, and they universally con- 
cur in the idea that the true and proper mode of 
putting down civil war is to grant to the people 
what they ask. And what has the South asked 
which should not be granted? She has never 
come into the Congress of the United States and 
asked for the passage of alaw favoring and estab- 
lishing slavery upon any portion of the continent. 
She has only asked that all the rights we have 
shall be protected by the Government. We do 


them overand above the Government. The Gov- 
ernment does not create rights, but only protects 
them. Governments are established to protect 
rights; and we only ask that Congress shall pass 
laws to protect rights which we already posscss 

If this matter isto be settled—and possibly ityet 
may be—it must be done by aconcession. And 
what do you yield? What do our northern friends 

ield? Nothing; absolutely nothing. They will 
have the same rights in the Territories which 
we willhave. The feeling all over the South is, 
“ equality in the Union, or independence out of 
it.” That is the watchword. That is the feeling 
of our people of all sections, so far as my inform- 
ation extends. f 

My constituents have not been, nor have I 
boen, for secession. We have hoped for safety 
in the Union; and have desired that all means to 
effect that end shall be exhausted before a resort is 
had to disunion. But while we waited for your 
returning sense of justice towards us, disunion 
has overtaken us; four, and perhaps five, States 
have seceded; and the forts and arsenals, from 
North Carolina to the Rio Grande, are nearly all 
in possession of the seceding States. We can be 
content with no adjustment that will not unite 
the South with us. The southern States have a 
common interest and a common destiny. 

You censure the southern States for their pre- 
cipitancy. Upon this subject we of the border 
slave States have more reason to complain than 
you. They and we have told you for years, in 
the most solemn manner, that we could not sub- 
mit to your aggressions, and entreated you to for- 
bear; yet you have not heeded, but have insulted 
us and told us that it was with us mere boastful- 
ness. 

You complain that the seceding States have 
seized the forts and other public property. These 
forts were permitted to be erected in these States 
for their defense, and the arms that have been 
taken were placed there for the same purpose. 
The Federal Government has no right to use this 
property for any other purpose. And whenever 
the people who had granted the sites of the forts 
for their defense discovered that they were to be 
used for the opposite purpose—of an attack upon 
them—it was not only just, but wisc, for them to 
see that they were used for their defense, the le- 
gitimate purpose for which they were erected. 

You complain that Florida and other States were 
purchased and paid for, and that they cannot, 
therefore, secede. Gentlemen are surely for reviv- 
ing the doctrines of the dark ages of the common 
law, by which they would make the inhabitants of 
the purchased territory villains in gross; attached 
to the freehold, and bought and sold withit, Flor- 
ida cost $5,000,000. Every State of the old thirteen 
was purchased. They cost the blood of the Rev- | 
olution—a price greatly above that paid for our 
subsequent acquisitions. In all the treatics ac- 
quiring territory, we have stipulated for their 
admission as States upon terms of equality with 
the original States. ‘This fact at once answers 
this objection. The States, new and old, are cqual 
in rights in every particular. 

You could have quieted the country, and re- 
stored peace and prosperity, at no sacrifice but 
the yielding of your prejudices. We cannot, with- 
out ruin and dishonor. dn the language of a dis- 
tinguished southerner: : 


«We may for a generation enjoy comparative case, 
gather up our feet in our beds, and die in peace; but our 
children will go forth beggared from the homes of their 
fathers. Fishermen wii! cast their nets where your proud 
commercial navy now rides at anchor, and dry them upon 
the shore now covered with your bates of merchandise. 
Sapped, circumvented, undermined, the institutions of | 
your soil will be overthrown; and within five and twenty 
years the history of St. Domingo will be the record of the | 
South. If dead men’s bones can tremble, ours wili move i 


under the muttered curses of sons and daughters, denounc- 
ing the blindness and love of ease which have left them an 
inheritance of woe.” 

This calamity we will avert; peaceably if we 
can, forcibly if we must. 

[Here the hammer fell.] 

Messrs. SICKLES and ASHLEY next ad- 
dressed the committee on the existing condition 
of the country. {Their speeches will be pub- 
lished in the Appendix.] 

Mr. PENDLETON obtaincd the floor. 

Mr. VALLANDIGHAM. The hour is late, 
the committee is wearicd, and Lask the gentle- 
man from Ohio to give way to a motion that the 
committee rise. 

Mr. GROW. I understand that the agreement 
yesterday was, that all general debate upon the 
Army bill should close to-day, when the commit- 
tee should rise. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state that 
such was the nnderstanding. 

Mr. VALLANDIGHAM. Inasmuch as the 
chairman of the Committee of Ways and Means 
has the right of an hour to reply, I trust that, by 
unanimous consent, my colleague shall be allowed 
to procerd in the morning. 

‘he CHAIRMAN. The Chair willstate that 
yesterday it was agreed, by general consent, that 
general debate should cease upon the bill to-day. 

Mr. GROW. I shall object to any change of 
the agreement while the chairman of the Commit- 
tee of Ways aud Means is absent. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is the proposition of the 
gentleman from Ohio objected to? 

Mr. GROW. If the chairman of the Commit- 
tec of Ways and Means were here, I would leave 
the matter to him; but as he is absent, I must ob- 
ject to any change. 

Mr. MAYNARD. 1 desire to make a sugges- 
tion to both sides of the House. Inasmuch as 
next week the report of the committee of thirty- 
three is made the special order, and will be open 
to debate then, it is desirable to have this Army 
bill disposed of to-morrow, so that it may be sent 
to the Senate before we get into that discussion 
of next week. 

Mr. GROW. Ihave no objection to continuing 
this debate to-day as long asthe committee desire. 

Mr. VALLANDIGHAM. The committee 
can consent that my colleague may go on to-mor- 
row. - 

The CHAIRMAN. Thegentleman from Penn- 
sylvania objects to any change of the understand- 
ing of yesterday. 

Mr. VALLANDIGHAM. I appeal to him to 
withdraw his objection. 

Mr.GROW. [must insist upon my objection, 
since the chairman of the Committee of Ways 
and Means is not present. 

Mr. VALLANDIGHAM. We shall have an 
abundance of time to-morrow. 

Mr. LOVEJOY. Why not go on this evening? 

Mr. VALLANDIGH AM. Now, as the chair- 
man of the Committee of Ways and Means has 
just come in, I make another appeal to allow my 
colleague to go on to-morrow, and then, if the 
committee wish to proceed to-night with other 
speeches, I shall not object. 

Mr. LOVEJOY. I object to that arrangement 
for to-morrow. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Iunderstand thereare quite 
a number of gentlemen who desire to speak to- 
night. : 

‘Mr. VALLANDIGHAM. I must object to 
going on to-night without a quorum, unless my 
collcague shall be permitted to have the floor to- 
morrow morning. 

Mr. SHERMAN. [I have no objection to my 
colleague speaking to-morrow, or at any other 
timc. I do not want to be placed in the position 
of objecting. 

Mr. VALLANDIGHAM. Ifthe objection is 
insisted on by any one, I shall insist that debate 
shall not proceed to-night without a quorum. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentieman from 
Ohio insist upon the motion that the committee 
rise? 

Mr. VALLANDIGHAM. Ido. 

Mr. VANDEVER. It was understood yester- 
day that discussion on the Army bili should close 
to-day, with the exception that the chairman of 
the Committee of Ways and Means should have 
an hour. f see no good reason for changing the 
arrangement which was made yesterday. 


Mr. PERRY. I wish to say to the gentleman 
from Ohio, that if he does not desire to proceed 
to-night, I have a few remarks I desire to sub- 
mit, and I am prepared to go on to-night. 

Mr. PENDLETON. With the permission of 
my colleague, I will resume the floor, as I do not 
see that the object, he has sought to accomplish is 
likely to be attained. Ido not desire to detain 
the committee at a time when they are worn out; 
butif ivis their will that I should go on to-night, 
I will do so, rather than lose the opportuuity of 
speaking. ` ; 

Mr. VALLANDIGHAM. Then I withdraw 
my motion. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Maryland. I understand 
that several gentlemen are willing, and prefer to 
go on with their speeches to-night. The gentle- 
man from Ohio does not desire to do so until to- 
morrow. Ifthe gentleman is compelled to pro- 
ceed to-night, is it the understanding upon the 
part of the committee that debate upon this bill 
shall terminate to-night? If not, it is hardly 
worth while to compel the gentleman to proceed 
now. 

TheCHAIRMAN. The understanding in the 
committee yesterday was, that general debateupon 
the Army bill should be closed at the rising of the 
committee to-day. 

Mr. COLFAX. I desire to make an appeal to 
my friends upon this side of the House. The 
gentleman from Ohio has always been courteous 
to our side of the House, and I think it is no 
more than just to reciprocate that courtesy. Ifhe 
desires to speak to-morrow, the chairman of the 
committee will have the opportunity to respond, 
and there will be one speech on cach side. Let 
that be understood; then, if other gentlemen de- 
sire to proceed to-night, they can do so, 

Mr. JENKINS. Is it the understanding that 
no business will be transacted this evening? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state that 
there was no such understanding. 

Mr. JENKINS. I hope there will be suchan 
understanding, so that members may not be 
obliged to remain bere. 

Mr. VALLANDIGHAM. If there is an un- 
derstanding that no business shall be transacted, 
I presume this debate can go on this evening in- 
definitely. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there any objection to 
the gentleman from Ohio having the floor in com- 
mittee to-morrow morning?’ 

No objection was made; and Mr. PENDLETON 
yielded the floor for to-night. 

Mr. PERRY. Mr. Chairman, I rise to speak 
for New England andthe Union. Lamacitizen of 
the United States, and to its Government I owe 
allegiance. While Iam proud to acknowledge 
this, I cannot forget that I am a son of New Eng- 
land; that I was born and reared among the hills 
that circle her happy homes. I love the Union, 
but I love New England none the less for this; it 
is a part of my country, and as such has added to 
her past glory and renown. . 

Iam not unmindful of the fact, that the land of 
the Pilgrims has for many years been made the 
point of attack from her sister States in this Con- 
federacy. She has been accused of treason, fanat- 
icism, and disloyalty to the Union and Constitu- 
uon. 

And now, when treason and rebellion are stalk- 
ing abroad through the land; when men are turn- 
ing to each other and anxiously inquiring for 
some plan, some scheme, or compromise, that 
will avertand drive back the storm, but few among 
the Union-savers inquire after New England, or 
consult her Representatives as to the terms of set- 
tlement to be agreed upon. 

“Slough her off” scoms to be a favorite idea 
with certain gentlemen on both sides of Mason 
and Dixon’s line. We hear much said about a 
southern confederacy,a great central confederacy, 
and a Northwestern confederacy; while a com- 
mon idea seems to take possession of the minds 
of all these political schemers that New England 
shall be léft out in the cold, When gentlemen sit 
down to cut and carve up this great and glorious 
Union into petty, contemptible confederacies, the 
draw their lines and mark their boundaries with 
a view to the utter exclusion of the six North- 
eastern States. More especially do our southern 
brethren, when speaking of ‘* Yankee land,” put 
on lordly airs of derision and contempt, while 
they disclaim all desire any longer to maintain 


1861. 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE, 


489 


Federal relations with the descendants of the Pil- 
grims. Standing here in this great council cham- 
beraf the nation, and speaking for the brave sons 
of New England, I most emphatically declare to 
all who. would try the experiment, and dissever 
the tics that bind us together as a common peo- 
ple, we can live without you as well and as long 
ag you can without us. 

For more than three quarters of a century we 
have lived with youin the Union; not as your in- 
feriors, not as so many dependencies, but inde- 
pendent sovercignties, subject to the obligations 
and limitations of a common Constitution, to 
which we have becn loyal both in peace and in 
war. In all that makes a nation great and pow- 
erful, prosperous and happy, respected and hon- 
ored;at home and abroad, none have contributed 
more than the six New England States; and if 
ever the time shall come when the demon of dis- 
union shall make you one people and us another, 
history will record the fact that six of the bright- 
est gems that ever bedecked our national diadem 
were found in the great Northeast. ' 

In defending New England from the vituperous 
assaults that have long been made upon her, I 
shail deal in facts and figures, and not in empty 
declamation: the former appeal to the judgment 
and reason; the latter pleases the ear, but seldom 
enlightens the understanding, 

To elaborate the proposition that the people of 
New England have been and still are a patriotic 
community—that they love their country, the 
Constitution, and the Union, would be like an 
argument to prove that the sun shines at noonday. 
The memories of the past dispel the idea. So 
Jong os the plains of Lexington reverberate the 
echoes of the’ first guns that inaugurated the 
American Revolution, and cover the ashes of the 
heroes that first laid down their lives in defense 
‘of their country; so long as the tall shaft, that 
“lifts itsawful form” from the heights of Bunker 
Lill, shall signal the spot where repose in majes- 
tic silence the bones of Warren and his brave 
compatriots, who fell fighting for their homes and 
firesides; so longas the remembrances of old Fan- 
euil Hall, where liberty was first cradled, and 
whose walls onceechoed with the eloquenttruampet 
tones of the fiery Otis and the impetuous Adams, 
shall linger in American minds, until all these 
cherished recollections shall fade away in the dim 
distance of the future and be forgotten, the sons 
and daughters of the Pilgrims will need no cham- 
pion, here or elsewhere, to vindicate her honor or 
repel assaults upon her valor and patriotism. 

The bones of her heroes lie buried beneath the 
sods of every battle-field of the Revolution; while 
there was not a scene of conflict in the second 
war of independence where her sons did not fall, 
facing the foe, under the canopy of the *¢ stars and 
stripes.” Not a battle was ever fought upon the | 
«wcean in defense of the American flag, where were 
not found New Engiand’s hardy seamen, the 
first to point the guns at the enemy, and the very 
Jast to “give up the ships’? and their number 
ever will be knawn until the last great day when 
the ‘sea shall give up her dead, ?? 

Southern gentlemen remind us that we live in 
a region of cold, that boisterous winds and chill- 

` ing frosts are our constant visitors; but do they 
not know that the mountain breezes and invigo- 
rating air of New England breathe inte her inhab- 
atants the very elements of a hardy, athletic race? | 
ifthe winds do sometimes blowaround their tasty, 
quiet mansions, you will find warm hearts and 
hospitable hands within. Oar southern brethren 
visit our cities, towns, and villages, and are treated 
witha generous hospitality. We never hang them 
for * entertaining opinions, mob them because 
they are not sound on “ Puritanism,” or send 
armed vigilance committees to present the alter- 
native of flecing the country or taking a coat of 
tar and feathers.. No, sir, no such barbarous in- 
dignitics ever disgraced the soil of New England. 

Meain: we are accused of entertaining strong 
and decided opinions, upon questions of religion, | 
morals, and political ceonomy. To this we plead | 
guiluy; and when you demand a surrender of these | 
God-given rights we answer, no—they will only | 
expire with the last man of the stern old Puritan | 
race. i . P ht 

Mr. Chairman, in pursuing this discussion, I 
propose, very briefly, . 
first, as to her territory and population; secondly, | 
her moral and social condition; and thirdly, of her 
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wealth and industry. In doing this, 
the standard of comparison, so ofte 
to settle questions of this kind. 

In order that the House, the country, and the 
world may judge between us, 1 shall institute the 
comparison between New England and her most 
vehementaccusers. LetSouth Carolina, Georgia, 
Alabama, Mississippi, Florida, and Louisiana, 
stand up and face Massachusetts, Connecticut, 
Rhode Island, New Hampshire, Vermont, and 
Maine. New England has a territory of 65,038 
miles, and a shore-line upon the ocean of 4,003 
miles, being morethan athird of the whole Atlantic 
coast. She has the best navigable watersand har- 
borsin the world. Her inland streamsabound in 
water-powers and facilities for driving machinery. 
Her population, by the census of 1850, amounted 
to 2,705,095. But as I prefer to deal in results 
rather than theories, I shalt pass at once to my 
next point. In my references to statistics, I am 
obliged: to refer to the census of 1850. The re- 
ligious habits of a people can be determined by 
the attention they give to the well-recognized in- 
stitutions of Christianity. The regard paid to the 
Sabbath and the institutions of the Sabbath are a 
correct index from which to judge the religious 
character of a community. By the census of 
1850, the value of church property in New Eng- 
land was $19,875,948; value of same in the six 
aforementioned cotton States, $7,729,046. In 
New England there were 11.31 churches toevery 
100 square miles; in the six cotton States, only 
2.18 to the same area of territory. 

From the samc authority it appears, that in the 
New England States there is an annual circula- 
tion of 81,683,924 copies of newspapers, while 
the six seceding States circulate but 28,348,051 
copies. In New England there are 50,911 inhab- 
itants who can neither read nor write; in the six 
cotton States 129,126. In New England there are 
14,905 public schools, 19,470 teachers, and 632,759 
scholars; in the six cotton States, 4,732 schools, 
4,920 teachers, and 141,543 scholars. From this 
it appears there are four times the number of 
schools and scholars in the New England States 
there are in the.six seceding States. From the 
number returned as attending school during the 
year in each of the States, it appears 707,512 
scholars attended in the New England States, and 
967,907 in the six cotton States. Academics and 
grammar schools in the New England States, 
630, and 43,664 scholars attending the same; in 
the six cotton States, 558 schools, and 22,501 
scholars. In New England 13,329 primary schools, 
and 574,277 scholars; in the six cotton States, 
1,427 schools, and 60,283 scholars. In New Eng- 
land the number of libraries, including public 
school, Sunday school, college, and church libra- 
rics, is 2,183, containing 1,226,044 volumes; in 
the seceding States total of libraries, 254, contain- 
ing 211,079 volumes. From this it appears New 
England has ten times as many libraries and about 
six times as many volumes as the six cotton 
States. New England has more than one fourth 
of all the library volumes in the whole Union; 
the whole amount to 4,636,411 volumes. I prefer 
to make no further comments upon the statistics, > 
but leave them to speak for themselves. 

I now pass to speak of the wealth and industry 
of New England. Ladmit thatits soil, as a whole, 
is not naturally so productive as that of many 
other States in the Union; yet New England 
abounds in agricultural products, Take, for ex- 
ample, her crop of hay in 1850, 3,463,152 tons, 
worth $27,000,000. Her dairy products, being 
71,043,784 pounds of butter and cheese, worth, 
at least, $9,000,000 more. In the six cotton States 
they made but 16,956,362 pounds the same year. 
The orchard products of New England, in 1850, 
wore $1,872,938; while that of the six cotton States 
was but $216,747, being in the proportion of about 
one to nine in favor of freedom. in the New Eng- 
land States there are 167,629 farms, and in the 
six cotton States 175,475. ‘The cash value of the 
former, $372,389,542; of the latter, $379,483,494. | 
The value of the farms in thë South, many of 
which are plantations, does not exceed those of | 
the North, in the aggregate, but a few dollars. 
What New England Jacks in fertility of soil, she 
makes up in the skill, industry, and perseverance 
of her hardy farmers. 

In manufacturing, New England notonlystands 
ahead of the cotton States, but the entire Union. 
I have no time to go into details to show the dif- 
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| ferent kinds of smanufacturiig inwhich her indus: 


trious song are engaged: : L-willrefer only to twos 
that of cotton and: wool. : For:the purposes of 
manufacturing” cotton, New’ England -has ,564: 
mills. | She has a capital of $53,832,430 invested: 
in this business, and-the products améunted,in: 
1850, to. $42,040,178: They are mach larger now: 
‘The six cotton: States have but 67 mills, capital 

invested $3,363,256, with a product amounting to 

$3,346,062. The difference between the two-séc- 

tions in the manofacture of woolens-isc even: 
greater New England has’ 483: woolen’ mills, 

with a capital invested of $17,667,895; the ‘six 

cotton States have but 3 mills, with a capital of 
ony, $68,000. ieee 

he facts show that New England has:1,047 

cotton and woolen mills; the cotton States 70. 

The former a capital itivested of over $70,000,000; 
the latter only:about three millions. The whole 
cotton crop of 1850, in all the southern States, was 
$98,603,720. Talk about its being “ king,” when 
the products of New England manufactures in- 
clusive amount. in millions more annually than 

your whole crop! In 1850 New England had 
298,304 persons employed in manufacturing estab- 
lishments; the six cotton States 30,917.: 

1 now turn to the commerce of New England. 
By a reference to the letter of the Secretary of the 
Treasury, on the commerce and navigation of the 
country, | find the following returns for the year 
ending June 30, 1859: The number of American 
and forcign: vessels which entered the ports of 
New England, for said year, was 5,738; the ton~ 
nage upon these vessels was 1,170,297; and they 
were manned by 45,149 men and boys. In the 
cotton States the umber of vessels entered was 
2,069; the tonnage, 1,100,811; manned by 34,408 
men and boys.” More than half of this. latter 
amount, to wit: 661,415 of the tonnage, was at the 
port of New Orleans, which takes the commerce. 
of the Mississippi from the free States in the North- 
west. Of this number of vessels which entered 
the ports of New England said year, 3,396 were 
foreign, and 2,340 American; and of the number 
which entered the ports of the cotton States, 721 
were foreign, and 1,348 American vessels, show- 
ing a great preponderance of the foreign trade to 
be with New lngland. In 1850 New England 
had engaged in sea and river navigation 43,018, 
men; the six cotton States 6,698. “More than 
nine tenths of all the persons navigating the ocean, 
in the whole Union, are from New England— 
42,154 being from this section, and 4,987 from all 
others. : 

Intimatcly connected with commerce are the 
fisheries of the United States. In 1850 $8,966,044 
capital was invested in the fisheries of the United 
States; and of this sum, $8,202,060 was from New 
England, and only $13,975 was from the six cot- 
ton States. These fisheries employed 20,704 men; 
of which 17,676 were from New England, and 
only 98 from the cotton States. The products of 
these fisheries amount, annually, to more than 
$10,000,000, $9,000,000 of which go to the New 
England States. i ' 
Vessels built in 1860. 


By the above table, compiled from Commerce 
and Navigation for 1860, it will be seen that 250 


vessels were built in 1860 in New England, just 
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- one half ofthe same having been built in Maine. 
These vessels had a tonnage of 79,434.73. Dur- 
ing the same time the cotton States built 31 ves- 
sels, carrying a tonnage of only 3,079.25. In 1860, 
89 ships and barks were built in the United 


States. Of this number 78 were built in. New 
England. The great mass of the shipping for the 


whole Union has been built, for years, by New 
England mechanics. : 

In works of internal improvement New Eng- 
land comparatively is ahead of any other sectign 
of the Union, and. far in advance of the cotton 
States. In 1854, New England had built and in 
operation 3,353 miles of railroads, and 165 miles 
of canals. In these works she had invested 
$121 425,422, being more than one fourth of all 
the capital invested in railroads and canals in the 
United States. The six cotton States had, at the 
same time, 2,006 miles of railroads, and 230 
miles of canals, and had invested in these works 
$35,459,283; only about one sixth of the amount 
invested by New England. The whole capital 
invested in railroads and canals in the United 
States in 1854, was $489,603,028. In 1852the States 
of this Union owed in the aggregate the sum total 
of $191,508,922. Of this amount the New Eng- 
land States owed only $6,854,905; being only 
about one thirtieth part of the whole debt. The 
six-cotton States owed, in 1852, $23,697,592; more 
than four times the amount of indebtedness on 
the part. of the New England States. 

The currency of New England’is the soundest 
in the Union. In 1850 she had 500 banks, having 
a capital invested of $119,590,423. They had in 
circulation, in loans and discounts, $179,992,420. 
The six cotton States had atthe same time but 62 
banks, with a capital of $56,357,341; and a circu- 
lation, in loans and discounts, of $81,248,983. The 
banks in New England are, as a whole, the most 
reliable of any in‘the country. ‘Their notes pass 
at less discount, by way of exchange, than those 
of any other banking institutions in the country. 

If itis said, New England does not bear her 
full proportions of the public burdens in the Con- 
federacy, let me give you a mathematical demon- 
stration which blows away all such charges like 
chaff before the wind. fÍ cite it to show how 
other portions of the Union suffer pecuniarily in 
conscquence of their Federal relations with New 
England, The Postmaster General, in his an- 
nual report made to the last session of the present 
Congress, gave us a schedule of the receipts and 
expenditures of each State in that Department for 
the year ending June 30, 1859. From this it ap- 
pears that there was an excess of expenditures, 
over the receipts, of $6,376,733 04; but when you 
take the schedule for New England, you will find 
not one dollar of this excess can be charged to 
her, On the other hand, New England paid all 
her own bills, and had an excess of receipts over 
her expenditures of $67,556 07; which sum went 
into the common fund to relieve the States having 
a deficit. 

Tow was it with the six cotton States. Their 
receipts were $772,987 24, their expenditures 
$2,289,583 17; Jeaving the Gencral Government to 
pay for them the nice little sum of $1,566,595 83 
annually. The Federal Government pays them | 
three dollars, where it receives one back. No won- 
der the “ Kingdom” of South Carolina graciously 
allows the United States to keep up its postal 
arrangement within the “realm” after it has, 
through fire and sword, marched out of this ‘ac- 
cursed Union.” And I suppose the other seced- 
ing States will allow “ Uncle Sam” to do what 
they cannot do themselves—carry their mails at 
an enormous expense, even if it be in forcign Gov- 
ernments. Massachusetts, the most wealthy New 
England State, pays all her bills for carrying the 
mail and for post office accommodations, with an 


excess of $157,622 51; while Georgia, the most | 


wealthy of the six cotton States, pays into the 
Treasury $168,664 73,and draws out $358,186 03. 
The following table, prepared from the Postmas- 
ter General’s report, proves the facts above stated: | 
Post OFFICE RECEIPTS AND EXPENDITURES, 1859. 

New England, ts. Expenditures. 
Maine vive cere ects eeeeenee .. $208,884 83 
New Ham 110,962 93 | 
Vermont.. vee 103,218 30 137,742 34 ! 
Connecticut. +. 189,308 61 202,392 95 | 
Massachuset «ee 601,249 40 449,626 89 
Rhode Jstand... 66,665 69 5 


$155 
103,319 27 


$1,224,281 48 


Siz Cotton States. Receipts. Expenditures. 
South Carolina...... seveeees $107,536 12 . $319,068 10 
Georgia ...... 168,664 73 358,180 03 
Florida... 25,932 41 171,184 76 
Alabam 129,103 23 393,628 90 
Mississippi 301,549.12 320,003 88 
Louisiana... 196,201 63 777,517 50 

$722,987 A4 §2.280,583 17 


Mr. Chairman, I do not make these compari- 
sons for the purpose of assailing any of the States 
of this Union, but I do it to vindicate New Eng- 
land from the eternal clamor that has been raised 
against her by her sister States in the South. 

Task our brethren of the South, and of the 
middle States, of the Pacific coast and of the great 
Northwest, to lay aside your prejudices; and as 
the great Webster once said of Massachusetts, I 
now say of New England: ‘there she stands, 
lookat her.” Look at her ships riding upon every 
ocean,and her commerce whitening every sea; 
look upon ber beautiful harbors, her broad, ex- 
pansive bays, her glassy lakes, her flowing rivers, 
and gurgling water-falls; look at her fertile val- 
leys, her gentle slopes, and cloud-capped mount- 
ains; look at her magnificent cities, teeming with | 
life, activity, commerce, and trade; at her beauti- | 
ful villages, where the charming notes of industry 
greet each coming morn and salute the parting 
day; look at her thousand farm-houses and white | 
cottages dotting her landscapes; her bleating flocks 
and lowing herds roaming upon a thousand hills; 
look at her lofty spires, from whose sounding 
domes the church-going bell greets each returning 
Sabbath morn; at her halls of science and erudi- 
tion; at her school-houses, where Presidents and 
Senators and warriors are made; look at her gi- 
gantic mills, whose busy hum forever chants the 
dignity of labor and cheers on the hand of indus- 
try toa rich reward; look at her asylums, her 
hospitals, hersplendid humane institutions, where 
the blind are restored to sight, the lame taugbtto 
Jeap and the dumb to sing. Ay, sir, give one long, | 
earnest look at that goodly heritage left us by our 
fathers, and then tell me if, in the honesty and 
sincerity of your hearts, you cannot exclaim: 
brave land af the Pilgrims, ‘* with all thy faults 
we love thee still!” . 

Our southern brethren may have forgotten the 
glorious past; but New England’s sons still lin- 
ger in their thoughts around the council-fires of 
the Revolution. You sent usa Washington, to 
lead our armies against a hireling, mercenary foc; 
we sent you a Greene, to defend your homes and 
firesides against Invaders from abroad and tories 
at home. Your fathers and our fathers, side by 
side, amid the winds and frosts and snows of. win- 
ter, the sultry heat and scorching sunsof summer, 
fought and toiled and suffered seyen long years 
to purchase the blessing we are now enjoying. 
To-day they are sleeping * that sleep which knows 
no waking”’ ina common grave. Natwihstand- 
ing we have a common history, a common in- 
heritance, our brethren of the South, ina hostile 
manner, threaten to cut asunder all Federal rela- 
tions with their brethren of the free States, and 
especially of New England. 

New England has an interest in the preser- 
vation of this Union beyond a mere love of a | 
common country. Her hardy sons are found in 
every State and Territory. They have gone out ; 
from the old northeastern hive to build wp the 
commerce of your cities; to navigate your rivers, | 
lakes, and seas; to clear your forests, and people j 
your prairies. They have carried along with 
them the enterprise, the genius, the moral training, 
the love of learning, and good order, which have 
always characterized the home of their fathers. 
In the East and the West, in the North and the 
South, upon every advancing wave in the flood- 
tide of civilization, you will find the brave sons 
of New England struggling onward ! onward ! 
amid the ragings of the elements, and the howl- 
ings of the storm. Who first penetrates your | 
forests, and who first pitches his tent upon the | 
rolling prairies of the Great West? None but the | 
hardy pioneer frébs New England. 

And here let me remark, when New England 
sends out her sons to her sister States, she often | 
arts with her brightest jewels. You take New 
England boys for your Garena, your judges, 
your Senators, and your Representatives; you 
honor them, and they honor you. The first Rep- 


resentative from ‘Texas upon this floor was a son 
afid emigrant from Maine. The first Delegate and į 


first Representative to Congress from Oregon were 
sons of Maine; both natives of my own county. 
Maine gaveto Mississippi the brightest intellectual 
gem of which she ever could boast—I mean the 
distinguished, the eloquent, the brave, and gen- 
erous Sargeant S. Prentiss. And here uponthis 
floor, and in the other end of the Capitol, we find 
sons of New Englantl representing almost every 
State in the Union. Among their number upon 
this floor, they come from New York, from Penn- 
sylvania, from Ohio, from Tennessee, from IHi- 
nois, from Missouri, from Michigan, and from 
Wisconsin. 

Among the distinguished statesmen who, in 
times past, have shed such a halo of glory upon 
the country and the world, New England has fur- 
nished her full share. If the South boasts of her 
Calhoun, and the West of her Clay, cannot New 
England, with equal pride, point to her Webster? 

And now we are told by our southern brethren 
that all these fraternal relations, which have so 
long been fostered, cherished, and loved, must be 
broken off; that the old flag, which has for more 
than eighty years been floating upon the Jand and 
the waters; which has been the pride and protec- 
tion of the citizens of this Republic, at home and 
abroad, must be pulled downand trampled in the 
dust, and the palmetto, with a wriggling, crawl- 
ing snake, substituted in its stead. 

Mr. Chairman, this leads me to a few reflections 
upon the fearful crisis which now scems to be 
upon us. Ninety days ago, this nation was in the 
very flood tide of prosperity. Never before were 
the people of the United States in a condition to be 
happier or better contented. This bright picture 
is now vailed in gloom. In the North, business 
is deranged, labor is depressed; while an uncer- 
tainty as to the future paralyzes its industrial 
pursuits. In the South, the peaceful avocations 
of life are laid aside; quict no longer reigns around 
the fireside; bright hopes and glowing aspirations 
have given way to fearful forebodings and sullen 
gloom. Commerce has been driven from her cities; 
her marts of trade gradually disappear before the 
measured tread of martial array. Civil war lifts 
his ghastly head and rattling bones, while the 
very heavens are black with revolution and do- 
mestie strife. 

What is all this for? But one answer can be 
given. It is because the people of the United 
States have, under the forms,of Jaw, and in strict 
conformity with the provisions of the Constitu- 
tion, elected a President. It is because Mr. Lin- 
coln, and not Mr. Douglas, or Breckinridge, or 
Bell, has been elected. * Rule or ruin” is the 
only policy that rules the hour in a portion of the 
South. How shallit be metby the friends of the 
Union? The real question at issue is whether we 
have ever had a Government; whether, as a na- 
tion, we have even had any of the elements of 
self-preservation. If the doctrines we hear from 
men of South Carolina politics are true, the whole 
country has been under a delusion for seventy 
years. If, under the Constitution, a State has a 
right to go out of the Union at pleasure, then a 
city in a State has a right to secede from a State; 
award has a right to secede from acity;and any 
individual in a ward, if he feels himself oppressed 
by the restraints of law, has a constitutional 
right to secede and declare himself independent 
of alllaw and allgovernment. The constitutional 
argument of secessionists, if they are good for 
anything, go to this extent. They contend that 
secession is a reserved constitutional right, and 
that it is found in articles nine and ten in the 
amendments to the Constitution: 

“The powers not delegated to the United States by the 
Constitution, nor prohibited by it to the States, are reserved 
to the States respectively, or to the people.” 

Under this rescrvation the people, or one man 
from among the people, both or cither, have just 
as clear aright to secede as a State. The doc- 
trine of secessionists goes to this extent, that the 
people, when they made the Constitution, reserved 
the right in the instrument itself, to destroy it at 
pleasure. “This theory is destructive of all gov- 
ernments. If we have a Constitution and laws 
framed in obedience thereto, neither have any 
inherent power or vitality to protect themselves 
against a mob, a banditti of lawless men, who 
choose to exercise their reserved rights, and set 
up rebellion. There is another idea advanced by 
secessionists, in connection with the one already 
noticed, which to my mind, is equally illogical 
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and absurd. They contend that-they not only 
have a right to secede from the Union, but they 
claim it shall bea peaceful right. The only logic 
to sustain this position is found in the assumption 
that ‘necessity makes law.” 

But it is no part of my purpose to argue the 
constitutional right of secession. The whole the- 
ory is a modern invention—a political heresy, re- 
pudiated and condemned by a long line of eminent 
jurists and statesmen. 

Secession is rebellion and revolution. No fine- 
spun theories or abstractions can ever change the 
fact. Again: the statesman who denics the right 
of secession and at the same time contends there 
is no remedy against it, stands upon equally un- 
tenable grounds. An observance of the laws im- 
plies force, for one cannot exist without the other. 
The seizure of the United States arsenal at Charles- 
ton by an unlawful armed force, was just as much 
treason as was the attempt of John Brown to do 
the same thing at Harper’s Ferry. There is but 
one tenable ground upon which the secessionists 
can base their attempts at secession, and that is 
to fall back upon the right of revolution; and by 
this rule will they be judged by posterity. 

Mr. Chairman, the North has another demand 
made upon it for concessions and new ‘* compro- 
miscs.’? The laws of Congress have been sct at 
defiance; our arsenals have been plundered; our 
forts wrested from us by violence, and our own 
guns turned upon American citizens, peacefully 
sailing under the American flag. Under these 
circumstances, New England and the North are 
called upon to concede, to give up, to surrender. 

As to overtures for peace, I can only judge of 
them when they come up for action. I reserve to 
myself the right to vote for or against any bill 
that may find its way into this House. There 
are, however, certain principles which will gov- 
ern my action in all these matters. J never will 
vote for any bill, or amendment of the Constitu- 
tion, which will, by implication, either directly or 
indirectly, or otherwise, extend slavery over a 
single foot of free territory, or that will sanction 
or establish itin any of the Territories of the Uni- 
ted States. Those issues have been squarely and 
understandingly submitted to the American peo- 
ple, and they have passed judgment upon them, 
and by no act of mine shall that solemn decision 
be reversed. 1 will vote forno amendments to the 
Constitution which will ‘convey the idea” that 
that sacred instrument “ creates property in man.” | 
Mr. Madison thought such an * idea” ought not 
to be incorporated into it; and Lhave noambition 
to set up my opinion against his. With the Gov- 
ernor of my State, I believe it right that the per- 
sonal liberty bills of the several States should be 
examined, and if found in conflict with the Con- 
stitution, they should be either modified or re- 
pealed. Asan offset to this, } would have the 
fugitive slave law so modified as to secure to the 
fugitive a jury trial. 

‘While I would leave each State to the free and | 
fall enjoyment of its own domestic institutions, 
and give them adequate remedies against invasion 
or jawless mobs coming from other States, I 
would demand and have full and complete pro- 
tection for citizens from the free States, when 
traveling in the slave States. 

Southern gentlemen complain of us because we 
fail to turn out and catch their runaway negroes, 
and for this would break up the Union; yet, at 
the same time, they suffer our own citizens—the 
white men of the North—who have never com- | 
mitted any offense against any of their laws or 
regulations, while peaceably traveling in their 
States, to be seized on mere suspicion by armed 
mobs, and murdered in cool blood. Others are 
whipped, have their heads shaved, are tarred and 
feathered; while there is no insult that can be 
invented by lawless violence that is not practiced 

upon them. Should an American citizen be thus 
treated abroad, it would bea cause for immediate 
war, These outrages are common occurrences; 
and I have yet to learn that the civil authorities 
in these States have ever, in a’single instance, 
‘made any attempts to enforce the laws against 
the villains who are guilty of these atrocities. 
The freemen of New England want no “ Union” 
which consigns their own citizens to the demon- 
like fury of an infuriated mob. : 

To our brethren in the slave States who are sin- 
cerely laboring to save the Union, Į would extend 
the olive branch of peace. To them I would make | 


any reasonable concessions that would not involve 
a sacrifice of principle or be construed into an 
abandonment of the doctrines of the Chicago plat- 
form. To the rebels in the cotton States, who are 
preaching and practicing treason, who are tramp- 
ling the national flag in the dust, who are seizing 
our forts and stealing our arms, I have no com- 
promises to offer. ‘They ask for none, and I 
would offer none. So long as they stand with 
arms in their hands; so long as they stand point- 
ing their weapons of death at American citizens; 
so long as they forcibly resist the laws of our 
common country, my voice is for war, That 
Government which negotiates with traitors or 
surrenders to armed rebels, deserves the contempt 
of the whole civilized world. ; 

Mr. Chairman, I desire to make a suggestion 
or two, of a practical nature, and I have done. 1 
am not among the number who believe our Gov- 
ernment a weak Government. The powers dele- 
gated to it under the Constitution clothe it with 
sufficient authority and power to protect itself 
against foes without and foes within. The pres- 
cnt perilous condition of the country has notarisen 
from any inherent defects in our Government ‘to 
execute its own powers and functions; but from 
the vacillating, timid, truckling, treasonable con- 
duct of those charged with the execution of the 
laws. What can we expect, when the President 
of the United States retains openly avowed dis- 
unionists in his Cabinet for his constitutional ad- 
visers; when he makes agreements with men that 
he knows are plotting the overthrow of the Gov- 
ernment, that he will not place the forts belong- 
ing to the Union in a state of defense? What can 
we expect, when the Chief Magistrate of this great 
nation sits down to parley with men in open re- 
bellion against the laws and against the Govern- 
ment? 1 answer, just such a state of affairs as 
now exists. 

In almost every speech that has been made in 
Congress by the disunionists, at the present ses- 
sion, we have had strong and earnest appeals made 
to the friends of the Union.to allow the seceding 
States to go outin peace. While the Represent- 
atives of the cotton States have been engaged at 
the Capitol in crying peace, peace, their constit- 
vents at home have been sounding the tocsin of 
war. The property of the Government, which 
they have bought and paid for, has been seized; 
our forts, arsenals, and munitions of war have been 
taken forcibly from the hands of our own officers; 
American guns have been turned upon American 
citizens; and the great highway of the Mississippi 
blocked up by armed mobs. Men may ery peace; 
but there is no peace. And shall we sit here under 
the syren song of peace until revolution and rebel- 
lion has done its work? Shall we be lulled into 
a false security until the guns of the enemy are 
thundering at the gates of the Capitol? 

We are now dealing with stern realities, and 
not with imaginary evils. We are told we have 
no constitutional right to make war upon a sov- 
ercign State? In the name of fairness, I ask who 
has done it? Who fired the first gun in Charles- 
ton harbor—the Government or those who are 
acting to overthrow it? The grave question forces 
itself upon us, what shall be done when a State 
makes war upon the Government? Can the vio- 
lators of the law—the men who are making war 
upon the Government—when called upon to an- 
swer for their offenses, hide themselves behind 
the specious plea of State sovereignty? These 
are questions that must be settled—not theoreti- 
cally, but practically. 

While I would exhaust every constitutional 
remedy for the sake of peace, it ts my fixed and 
settled opinion that the laws must be firmly ex- 
ecuted under the Constitution. The President 
has no discretionary power in this matter, and it 
is the duty of Congress to come to his support, 
and use all constitutional means to aid him in the 
discharge of this duty. It is equally the duty of 
the President, and of Congress within the scope 
of its constitutional authority, to protect the prop- 
erty of the United States against foreign aggres- 
sion and domestic violence. 


Entertaining these opinions, I would have the | 


President collect the revenues in every southern 
port, and every other port in the Union, peace- 
ably if he can, forcibly if he must. More than 
this, I would have him maintain the national flag 
at every hazard, over every fortification, arsenal, 
dock-yard and navy-yard in the Union. If, in the 


discharge‘of this duty, he is met by foree, theh'T 
would place at hig command the Army and Navy 
and purse of the’ nation. Sir, this: Union must 
and shall be preserved.) The experiment‘of self~ 
government is not yet exhausted. Et-would.bé-a’ 
shame, an everlasting reproach to the American’ 
name, to allow it to be destroyed by the hand. of 
domestic violence. - Every’ citizen of this: vast 

Republic has a direct interest in its preservation: 

To say-that this great, this mighty and powerful: 
Republic has no power to perpetuate its own éx~ 


istence, to protect its property and citizens, is to 
manifest a weakness of which. we neveri have® 
been suspected at home or abroad. The great 
heart of the American people beats responsive to 
the preservation of the Union’ Madness may’ 
rule the passing hour, yet reason will ere long re- 
turn and resume it wonted'sway. Men, frenzied 
with an. unhealthy: excitement; may raise the 
hand of violence against the best Government the: 
world ever saw; but the hallucination will pass 
away, and they will then wonder. at their own 
folly. Gloom may hang over us like a dark por- 
tentous cloud; the deep. shadows of night may 
gather around our dwellings at noonday;. yet; in 
alittle while, the thunder ceases its loud roar, 
the clouds flit away before the splendor of a me- 
ridian sun, the, rainbow of promise again spans 
the political heavens, and the angel of peace again 
spreads his dewy wings over a happy land. 

_Mr. HUTCHINS moved that the committee 
rise. 

The motion was agreed to. ` 
So the committee rose; and the Speaker having 

resumed the chair, Mr. Wasusurne, of Illinois, 
reported that the Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union had, according to order, had 
the Union generally under consideration, and par- 
ticularly a bill making appropriations for the sup- ., 
port of the Army for the year ending’ June 30, 
1862, and had come to no conclusion thereon. ~ 


EBEN ADAMS. 


Mr. DUELL. . I ask the unanimous consent 
of the House that the Committee of the Whole be 
discharged from the further consideration of the 
bill of the House (No. 833) for the relief of Eben 
Adams, and that the same be put upon its an 
sage. Itis avery small matter, and I hope there 
will be no objection. K 

Mr. NIBLACK. I have remained here for 
the very purpose of secing that no business was 
transacted in so thin a House. There is no quorum 
present. 

Mr. DUELL. Certainly the gentleman will 
allow the bill to be read? : 

Mr. NIBLACK. I object, upon principle, to 
transacting business, and especially to passing 
bills, without a quorum of the Honse. 

Mr. DUELL. Task the gentleman to consent 
that the bill be taken up, and then be allowed to , 
go over until to-morrow morning, whenthere will * 
be a quorum present. : i 

Mr. NIBLACK. Į will say:that I have rc- 
mained here by special request to watch this very 
kind of legislation. If somebody does not do 
that, business will be done without a quorum. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. Perhaps the 
gentleman will hear the bill read. 

Mr. NIBLACK. I have no objection to that. 

The bill which, was read, directs the Secretary 
of the Treasury to pay Eben Adams, of the State _ 
-of New York, $344 16, in full for extra services 
performed by him on mail route No. 1391, from 
the Ist of July, 1857, up to the Ist of June, 1860. 

Mr. DUELL. Itisa very just claim. Lask 
that the report may be read. 

Mr. NIBLACK. Read it. 

The report, which was read, shows that the pe- 
titioner became the contractor upon mail route 
number 1391 (New York) on tho ist day of July, 
| 1857, for the yearly compensation of $590, and 
that he has performed the service up to this time. 
It further appears that the schedule for said route, 
as advertised by the Postmaster General, was to 
leave Cortland Village daily for Pitcher, and to 
leave Pitcher for Cortland Village only three times 
per week; that he was the contractor prior to 
1857, and he then, under his contract, carried said 
| mail six times per week from Pitcher to Cortland, 
that after July 1, 1857, at the urgent: request of 
the inhabitants on the said-route, he conveyed 
said mail six times per week from Pitcher to Cort- 


| land, a distance of twenty miles, and has on those 
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extra-trips reached Cortland Village in time to 
connect With the great northern mail per the Sy- 
racuse and Binghampton railroad. The business 
upon this route seemed to require a daily mail 
from Pitcher to Cortland, as well as on the return 
to Pitcher. As-the route extended from Cortland 
to Norwich, a distance of forty miles, it became 
necessary for the petitioner‘to employ two teams 
to perform the service, and he ran a two-horse 
coach on the extra trips, as well as upon the reg- 
ular trips.. It further appears that the compensa- 
tion of $590 was inadequate for the performance of 
the service as advertised by the Department; but 
it is the fault of the petitioner if he assumed to 
carry the mail for a less sum than he could rea- 
sonably afford. * 

Mr. COLFAX. I will state to the House that 
weconsulted with the Department about this bill. 
The Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads 
rejected the application on account of increased 
quantity of the mail, but they allowed him a com- 
pensation on account of the extra trips which 
were necessary to be made. 

If we take this bill up, call the previous question 
upon it, and adjourn, it will come up the first 
thing to-morrow morning. 

Mr. DUELL. I trust it may be passed now. 

Mr. NIBLACK. I must object to that. It 
would be wrong to do so. 

Mr. DUELL. I move the previous question 
upon the bill. : 

Mr. SMITH, of North Carolina. I make no 
objegtion to calling the previous question upon 
this bill. I know that each case becomes a pre- 
cedent for others; and after members have Icft and 
gone home, with the expectation that no business 
would be transacted, I think’ it would be wrong 
to put any bill upon its passage. 

Mr. NIBLACK. Iwill say to the House that, 

* upon consultation with some of my friends, we 
came to the determination to pursue the course I 
have indicated to-day—that some of us would re- 
main here for the purpose of preventing business 
being done without a quorum. 

The previous question was seconded, and the 
main question ordered to be put, : 


COMPROMISE RESOLUTIONS. 


Mr. HOLMAN. I desire the unanimous con- 
sent of the House to present the resolutions of a 
convention of the people of Indiana, without dis- 
tinction of party, in favor of the Crittenden prop- 
osition, so called. : 

` No objection being made, the resolutions were 
received and laid on the table. 

And then, on motion of Mr. DUELL, (at fif- 
teen minutes past four o’clock, p. m.,) the House 
adjourned. 


IN SENATE. 
Fripay, January 18, 1861. 
* Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Dr. Guriey. 
TheJournal of yesterday was read and approved, 
EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 
The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Sen- 


ate a report of the Secretary of the Senate, show- 
ing the names and compensation of the persons 
employed in his office during the year 1860; which 
was laid on the table, and ordered to be printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a report of the 
Seerctary of War, communicating, in obcdience 
to law, a statement of the expenses of the national 
armorics, and the arms and appendages made 
thereat, during the year ending June 30, 1860; 
which, on motion of Mr. Winson, was referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs and Militia. 

He also laid before the Senate a report of the 
Secretary of War, communicating, in obedience | 
to law, a statement of the appropriations appli- į 
cable.to the service of the War Department dur- 
ing the fiscal year ending June 30, 1860; which, 
on motion of Mr. Bieter, was referred to the 
Committee on Fimance. 

He also laid before the Senate a report of the | 
Secretary of the Navy, made in compliance with | 
a resolution of the Senate of June 23, 1860, cali- | 
ing for information upon various subjects per- | 
taining’ to the naval establishment; which, on | 
motion of Mr. BicLer, was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs. 


MOSES MEEKER. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Foor in 
the chair.) The Chair will lay before the Senate 


two bills from the House of Representatives, for 
the purpose of reference. £ 

The bill (H. R. No. 341) for the relief of Mo- 
ses Meeker was read twice by its title, 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. I desire in asingle word 
to state to the Senate preciscly what that bill is; 
and if there be no objection, Í ask that it be put 
on its passage. It has come from the House of 
Representatives, and is precisely like two other 
bills, which have heretofore passed both Houses, 
for the repayment, to certain miners upon the min- 
eral lands of Wisconsin, of rent illegally exacted 
before the lands were purchased of the Indian 
tribes. An agent of the Government illegally in- 
sisted upon the payment of certain rents by the 
miner; and thisis a bill providing for their repay- 
ment, because they were illegally enforced by the 
agent of the Government. At the last sessiona 
bill of a similar kind passed, and also at the ses- 
sion before. It does not involve a large amount. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator 
from Wisconsin asks unanimous consent to con- 
sider the bill, to which he refers, at the present 
time. 

Mr. GWIN. I have no objection, if he will 
let the morning business be disposed of. I want 
to offer a resolution; but I do not wish to object 
to this bill at all. 

The bill was read. 

Mr. LANE. I think the bill had better go to 
the Committee on Indian Affairs, or Claims, or 
some other committee. I think it ought to be ex- 
amined. From the reading. of it, l cannot find 
out the amount of the claim. No facts are pre- 
sented in regard to it. I believe there is no report 
accompanying the bill. I think it ought to be 
examined; and E make a motion to refer it to the 
Committee on Indian Affairs. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. A single ob- 
jection being interposed, the bill cannot have its 
third reading to-day. The Senator from Oregon 
moves its reference to the Committee on Indian 
Affairs. ; 

The motion to refer was agreed to 

GEORGE JI. GIDDINGS. 


The joint resolution (H. R. No. 62) for the 
benefit of George H. Giddings was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on the 
Post Office and Post Roads. 


STATE OF THE UNION. 


Mr. WADE presented resolutions of the Legis- 
lature of Ohio in relation to the present disturbed 
condition of the country; which were ordered to 
lie on the table and be printed. 


REPORT ON THE FINANCES. 


Mr. GWIN submitted the following resolution; 
which was referred to the Committee on Printing: 

Resolved, That there be printed, for the use of the Senate, 
ten thousand additional copies of the annual report of the 
Secretary of the Treasury on the finanecs, and five hun- 
dred additional copies of the same for the use of the Treas- 
ury Department. 


MOUNTAIN MEADOWS MASSACRE. 
Mr. LATHAM submitted the following reso- 


lution; which was considered by unanimous con- 
sent, and agrecd to. 

Resolved, That the Secretary of War transmit to this body 
the report made by Major James Henry Carleton, of the 
United States Army, relating to the massacre of one hun- 
hundred and twenty men, women, and children, at the 
Mountain Meadows, Utah Territory, in September, 18575 
and all other papers relating thereto. 


PORT OF CHARLESTON. 
Mr. SUMNER. I offer the following resolu- 
tion, and ask for its immediate consideration. 


Resolved, ‘Stat the President of the United States be re- 
quested, if not incompatible with the public interests, to 
furnish to the Senate a copy of all recent correspondence 
between the Department of State and any ministers of 
foreign Powers at Washington, with reference to foreign 
vessels in the port of Charleston. * 

Mr. BIGLER. Let it He over. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Objection be- 


ing made, it les over. 
LIEUTENANT T. A. M. CRAVEN. 


Mr. MASON. I am instructed by the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations to report a joint res- 
olution. It is an acknowledgment of a compli- 
ment paid to one of our naval officers by a foreign 
Government. The correspondence is very brief. 
1 hope the resolution will be passed at once. 


| 
j 
i 
i 
| 
i 
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The joint resolution (S. No. 58) authorizing 
Lieutenant T. A. M. Craven, United States Navy, 
to receive certain marks of distinction tendered 
him by the Spanish Government was read twice, 
It proposes to authorize Lieutenant T. A. M. 
Craven, of the Navy of the United States, to ac- 
cept from the Spanish Government a medal and 
diploma tendered him in acknowledgment of the 
services rendered by him to the seamen of the 
Spanish vessel Bella, wrecked on Cayo Gunichos, 
in June last. 

Mr. MASON. There is a brief letter from the 
Spanish minister reciting the service, and asking 
the Government to permit the lieutenant to re- 
ceive this acknowledgment. If any gentleman 
asks for its reading, let it be read. 

Several Senators. It is ngot necessary. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Foor.) 
The Chair hears no objection to the considera- 
tion of the joint resolution. It is before the Sen- 
ate as in Committce of the Whole. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Sen- 
ate, ordcred to be engrossed for a third reading, 
read the third time, and passed. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr. KENNEDY presented twelve memorials 
of citizens of Washington county, Maryland, 
praying the adoption of the compromise meas- 
ures proposed by Mr. Crirrenpen; which were 
ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. BIGLER presented a memorial of citizens 
of Carbon county, Pennsylvania; a memorial of 
citizens of Littlestown, Adams county, Pennsyl- 
vania; four memorials of citizens of Easton, Penn- 
sylvania; seven petitions of citizens of Philadel- 
phia, Pennsylvania; and two petitions of citizens 
of Lehigh county, Pennsylvania, severally pray- 
ing the adoption of the compromise measures pro- 
posed by Mr. Crirrenpen; which were ordered 
to lie on the table.: 

Mr. TEN EYCK. Task leave to present the 
petition of H. J. Wood and many others, citi- 
zens of Rockaway, Morris county, New Jersey, 
asking Congress to pass a joint resolution at once, 
recommending the people of the several States to 
meet in convention on the 22d of February next, 
to appoint delegates to a national convention to 
be held in Independence Hall, Philadelphia, on the 
4th of March following, to promote the general 
welfare of the country, and for other purposes. I 
ask that it may be referred to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

It was so referred. 

Mr. TEN EYCK. I also ask leave to present 
resolutions of a public meeting recently held at 
Trenton, New Jerscy, respecting the present pos- 
ture of public affairs, and tendering to the Gencral 
Government all necessary support in the main- 
tenance of the Constitution and the laws. {ask 
that they be received, and lie on the table. 

It was so ordered. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I desire to present the 
memorial of Robert W. Davis, collector of the 
port of Detroit, and thirty others, mostly Demo- 
cratic officeholders of that city, asking for the 
passage of the Crirrenpen proposition. I move 
that it lie on the table. 

It was so ordered. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN, Mr. President, I have 
been honored by the request of many of my fel- 
low-citizens unknown to me, but belicved to be 
highly respectable, to present various memorials 
or petitions to Congress, the object of avhich is 
to request that the two Houses will adopt the 
resolutions of compromise and adjustment which 
I had the honor to present. Flere is, first, one 
from Monongalia county, Virginia. Here is an- 
other from citizens of. Philadelphia; another from 
citizens of Coles county, Illinois. Here, sir, are 
about thirty on the same subject, and to the same 
effect, chiefly from Detroit, one or two, perhaps, 
from citizens of other parts of Michigan. I beg 
leave to present them to the respectful considera- 
tion of the Senate, and ask that they lie on the 
table. 

Fhey were ordered to lie on the table. 


NOTICE OF A BILL. 
Mr. SEBASTIAN gave notice of his intention 


| te ask leave to introduce a bill to indemnify the 


survivors of the massacre by Mormons and In- 
dians at Mountain Meadows, in Utah Territory, 
in 1857. 


1861. 


WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 
On motion of Mr. SEBASTIAN, it was 


Ordered, ‘That leave be granted to withdraw the papers 
in the case of Livingston, Kinkead & Co. 
REPORT FROM A COMMITTER, 


` Mr, SEBASTIAN from the Committee on In- 
dian Affairs, to whom was referred a letter from 
the Secretary of the Interior, communicating a 
map of the Indian territories within the United 
States, together with a copy of the report of the 
Commissioncr of Indian affairs accompanying the 
same, asked to be discharged from its further 
consideration; which was agreed to. 


0. T. D. FAIRBANKS AND OTHERS. 


Mr. SEBASTIAN. I ask the indulgence of 
the Senate to‘enable me to correct a mistake that 
I committed the other day in reporting back the 
bill for the relicf of O. F. D. Fairbanks, Frederick 
Dodge, and the Pacific Mail Steamship Company. 
I reported it back without asking for the consid- 
eration of the bill at that time. it is a bill to re- 
lieve a Government officer from the payment of a 
small amount of money which was advanced by 
the United States and applied to a proper object. 
It passed the House of Representatives, and I hope 
the Senate will indulge me by its present cagisid- 
eration. It is House bill No. 127. I move to 
take it up. 

The motion was agreed to; and the bill (H. 
R. No. 127) for the relief of O. F. D. Fairbanks, 
Frederick-Dodge, and the Pacific Mail Steamship 
Company, was considered as in Committee of the 
Whole. Et provides for the payment to O.F.D. 
Fairbanks of $250; to Frederick Dodge, Indian 
agent at Carson’s Valley, of $614 38; and to the 
Pacific Mail Steamship Company of 9412 50, for 
transportation, clothing, and board of the survi- 
vors of the Sublette Cut-off massacre, in Utah 
Territory, on the 27th of July, 1859. 

The bill was reported to the Senate, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


A. message from the House of Representatives, 
by Mr. Hays, Chief Clerk, announced that the 
Speaker had signed the following enrolled bills 
and joint resolution; which thereupon received 
the signature of the Vice President: 

A bill (S. No. 97) to authorize the institution 
of a suit against the United States to test the title 
to lots numbered five and six in Hospital square 
in San Francisco; ` 

A bill (S. No. 539) to continue in force an act 
therein mentioned relating to the port of Balti- 
more; and 

A joint resolution (S. No. 57) authorizing the 
Secretary of the Treasury to permit the owners 
of the steamboat John C. Frémont to change the 
name of the same to that of Horizon. 


SLAVERY QUESTION. 


7 


Mr. CRITTENDEN. On a former day the | 


honorable Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. Cam- 
Eron] moved to reconsider a vote of the Senate. 
Lask now that that subject be taken up, and that 
the Senate will vote onthe motion to reconsider, 
hoping that the motion will be carried, and the 
subject then laid over until to-morrow. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator 
from Kentucky moves to take up the motion of 
the Senator from Pennsylvania, to reconsider the 
vote by which the resolutions of the Senator from 
New Hampshire, [Mr. Cuark,] as a substitute 
for the original resolutions of the Senator from 
Kentucky, were adopted. 

Mr. CLARK. 1 hope that will not be done 
now. I hope the vote on the motion to recon- 
sider, at any rate, will not be taken when the Sen- 
ate is not fall, and when it is not expected. I 
have no objection to taking up the motion and 
fixing a time for its consideration, so that every- 
body may understand when it is coming up; but 
I object to voting on it at the present time, when 
the Senate is not full. . : 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair un- 
derstands the Senator from Kentucky to move to 


take up that subject now with a view to fixing a | 
is the Chair 


day hereafter for ils consideration. 
in crror? 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. 
rote taken on the motion to reconsider, and after 
the subject is reconsidered, then it can be post- 


poned. 


: | 
I desire to have the 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question 
is on taking up the motion for consideration at 
this time. 

The motion was agreed to—ayes twenty-five, 
noes not counted. : 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question 
now is on the motion of the Senator from Penn- 
sylvania to reconsider the vote adopting the 
amendment offered by the Senator from New 
Hampshire [Mr. Crarx] as a substitute for the 
resolutions of the Senator from Kentucky. 

Mr. CAMERON. My motion was made to 
accommodate the Senator from Kentucky; but I 
shall vote with my friends on this side. 

Mr. SUMNER called for the yeas and nays, 
and they were ordered; and being taken, resulted 
—yeas 27, nays 24; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Bayard, Bigler, Bragg, Bright,Clingman, 
Crittenden, Douglas, Fitch, Green, Gwin, Hemphill, Hun- 
ter, Johnson of Arkansas, Johnson of Tennessee, Kennedy, 
Lane, Latham, Mason, Nicholson, Pearce, Polk, Powell, 
Pugh, Rice, Saulsbury, Sebastian, and Slidel]—27. 

NAYS—Messrs. Anthony, Baker, Bingham, Cameron, 
Chandicr, Clark, Collamer, Dixon, Doolittle, Fessenden, 
Foot, Foster, Grimes, Hale, Harlan, King, Seward, Sim- 
mons, Sumner, Ten Eyck, Wade, Wigfall, Wilkinson, and 
Wilson—24. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. So the Senate 
reconsiders the vote agreeing to the amendment 
of the Senator from New Hampshire, and the 
question now recurs on agreeing to that amend- 
ment, ; 

Mr. BIGLER. IfI understand the position of 
things now, the amendment can be amended. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amend- 
ment of the Senator from New Hampshire is the 
question before the Senate, and it is open to 
amendment. z 

Mr. BIGLER. I move to amend the amend- 
ment of the Senator from New Hampshire by 
striking out all after the word “ that,” and insert- 
ing what I send to the Chair. I will state that it 
is the proposition which I submitted here the 
other day; and, as I understand the Senator from 
Kentucky desires to lay the measure over, I shall 
not ask for the reading of the amendment unless 
it is desired. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. I will ask leave to lay a 
couple of amendments on the table, and have an 
order made to print them informally. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That carries 
the whole subject to the table. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. No; I propose to lay on the 
table two amendments which { will hereafter 
offer, and I only ask an order to print them. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The order to 
print will be made by common consent. 

Mr. GWIN. Isthere anything before the Sen- 
ate now? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amend- 
ment of the Senator from New Hampshire is be- 
fore the Senate, and the amendment to that amend- 
ment offered by the Senator from Pennsylvania. 

Mr. BIGLER. Itis time, sir, that we had dis- 
posed of this question if we intend to act on it; 
and I suggest to Senators whether we cannot, by 


common consent, agree to take up this subject to- | 


morrow, and hold asession specially for that pur- 
pose, with the understanding that we shall dispose 
of itfinally either to-morrow or Monday. [‘*‘ Mon- 
day!” “ Monday !”)] Isuggestto the Senator from 
Kentucky, that I will agree to any day which he 
will indicate, to-morrow or Monday, for the final 
disposition of this question. I am unwilling to 
indicate a day without knowing what the views 
of the Senator from Kentucky are. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question 
is still pending on the amendment offered by the 
Senator from Pennsylvania to the amendment of 
the Senator from New Hampshire. 

Mr. HALE. Has that amendment been read? 

Mr. BIGLER. I move that the further con- 
sideration of the subject be postponed until one 
o’clock on Monday. [t To-morrow 
row!??} Well, onc o’clock to-morrow. 
no; Monday !?} I will state that fam under the 
apprehension that several Senators have made 
arrangements in reference to to-morrow, which 
will make it very difficult for them to be present. 
Į will submit a motion that the further considera- 
tion of the resolutions be postponed until one 
o’clock on Monday, and I should be glad to have 
an understanding that we shall vote finally and 
conclusively on the subject on Monday. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator 


1? eTo-mor- | 
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from Pennsylvania moves to postpone the reso 


lutions until Monday.at one o'clock; and: make 
them the special order for that hour.. oes 

The motion was agreed tos: =o Ss pero 

ROBERT A. MATTHEWS. ; 

Mr. IVERSON. Lask the indulgence of the 
Senate to take upa small bill, which was reported 
fromthe Committee on Private Land Claims’ at 
the last session, to refund to the attorney of 
Charles W. Tosh the sum of 8200, paid by him 
on the entry of a tract of land. “The tract was 
subsequently ascertained to have been covered by 
a railroad grant, and the certificate of entry has 
been canceled by the Departmenti ; 

Mr. CAMERON. I desire to make a motion 
in the morning hour. ; : 

Mr. IVERSON. This will only take a few 
minutes. ` E : 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It is ‘utterly 
impracticable to proceed with businessin the gen- 
eral confusion that prevails. ese 

Mr. CAMERON, _I desire to make a motion. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. ‘The Chair will 
be obliged to suspend the business of the Senate 
until the Senate sees fit to come to order.  ; 

Mr. CAMERON. I want to ask the Senator 
to withdraw his motion. 

Mr. IVERSON. This bill will not take five 
minutes; thereis no difficulty aboutit; itis merely 
to refund $200 paid under a mistake. I move to 
take up Senate bill No. 321, for the relief of Rob- 
ert A. Matthews. : 

Mr. FESSENDEN. Read the bill,” f 

The Secretary read the bill, which proposes to 
direct the Commissioner of the General Land 
Office to pay to Robert A. Matthews, attorney of 
Charles W Tosh, the amount received from Tosh 
for one hundred and fifty-five and sixty-two hun- 
dredths acres of land, entered by him’ at the land 
office at. Sioux City, in the State of Iowa, on the 
2d October, 1856, as per register’s certificate and 
receiver’s receipt, both numbered four hundred 
and fifty-five, the entry having since been cans 
celed ag embracing land within the limits of the 
railroad grants made by Congress by act ap- 
proved 15th May, 1856. 

The motion to take up the bill was agreed tos. 
and it was read the sccond time, and considered 
as in Committee of the Whole, and reported to 
the Senate. : 

Mr. FESSENDEN. That bill comes from a 
committeé of which L am a member; but I have 
no sort of recollection of it, and I should like to 
have some explanation made of it. i 

Mr. PUGH. Is that a bill to refund money 
for a false entry of land? 

Mr. IVERSON. Yes, sir. 

Mr. PUGH. T should like to hear an explana- 
tion of it. The practice of the office, and, E be- 
lieve, the Jaw, is to repay the money wherever 
the entry is canceled, unless there are some par- 
ticular circumstances. Therefore, if it is anordi~ 
nary case, I do not see the nee of the bill; 
and if itis an extraordinary case, I should like 
to have a little explanation. . 

Mr. IVERSON. I understand, from the per- 
son who is attorney in this case—Mr. Matthews 
—-that the Land Office cannot or will not refund the 
money. I do not know on what ground, unless 
that they have not power, and it requires an act 
of Congress. It was reported from the Commit- 
tee on Private Land Claims; and probably the 
chairman of that committee can explain it. 

Mr. BENJAMIN. My recollection of the bill 
at this moment is, that the party applying for 
this moncy has a power of attorney authorizing 
him to receive it; but a power of attorney bear- 
ing a date anterior to that of the issuing of the 
warrant, and, under the laws as they stand, that 
is equivalent to a transfer, which is forbidden by 
law, prior to the issuing of the warrant. The 
party to whom the money has been advanced has 
gone to some foreign country, and cannot be 
found to renew his power; and the Land Office 
therefore desires some authority to recognize this 
power of attorney, to enable it to pay the money; 
that is the difficulty. : 

The bill was ordered to 


be engrossed; and read 


| the third time; and it was read the third ume,. 


and passed. 
CAPTAIN E. A. CAPRON. 


Mr. WILKINSON: I move to take up House 
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bill No. 447, for the relief of the children of the 
late Captain EB. A. Capron, : . 
The motion was agreed to; and the bill was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 
rovides for ‘the payment to the children of the 
ate Captain E., A, Capron of $300 arrcars due on 
a pension granted August 20, 1847. è 
The bill was reported to the Senate, ordered to 


a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
TARIFF BILL. : 


Mr. CAMERON. I move that House bill No. 
338 be made the special order for Wednesday 
next at one o'clock. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator 
from Pennsylvania moves to take up the bill (H. 
R. No. 338) to provide for the payment of out- 
standing ‘Treasury notes, to authorize a loan, to 
regulate and fix the duties on imports, and for 
other purposes. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator 
from Pennsylvania moves to postpone the further 
consideration of the bill, and make it the special 
order of the day at one o’clock on Wednesday 
next. 

The motion was agreed to. 


CONSTITUTIONAL CONVENTIONS. 


Mr. GREEN. I ask leave to introduce a joint 
resolution, merely for the purpose of having it 
referred. 

Leave was granted ; and the joint resolution (S. 
No. 59) to provide for the maintenance of the 
Union, or for a convention for a peaceable sepa- 
ration of the States, and the restoration of har- 
mony upon the principles of justice and equality 
to all, was read twice. 

Mr. GREEN. I desire to have the resolution 
read at length, 

The Secretary read it, as follows: 

Resolved, Se. That, for the purpose of protecting the rights 


of all the people, and of all the States, so far as devolves | 


upon Federal authority, and to maintain the Union in’ its 
purity aud excellenee—or failing in that, to provide for 
peaceable separation—it be, and hereby is, recommended 
to the several States to take immediate steps, by conven- 
tions or otherwise, and make such propositions to the sev- 
eral States, cach to the other, or by conventions of States, 
as may best conduce to the restoration of harmony consist- 
ent with the principles of justice and equality to all. 

Mr. GREEN. I move to refer it to the com- 
mittee of thirteen. 

Several Senators. It is discharged. 

Mr. GREEN. That committee has not been 
discharged. ‘The chairman informs me that it 
has not. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
referred. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. I wish to say a word 
in reference to the resolution—not to debate it— 
but to signify to the honorable gentleman from 
Missouri that I feel mysclf a little constrained in 
respect to this resolution. I would gladly perform 
towards him, and towards every other of my 
brother Senators, any act of courtesy that might 
be suitable; but I cannot vote for a resolution, in 
any form, to make a preparation for the separa- 
tion of the States ofthis Union. I will not antici- 
pate such a contingency. I will not seem to rec- 
ognize the probability, or even possibility, of 
such an event. I will not vote, even in this indi- 
rect manner, for a proposition that implies its dis- 
solution, much less makes provision for it. For 
this reason, and this only, I shall vote against. 
referring the resolution toa committee of inquiry. 
I hope the Senate will consider: are we here al- 
ready to assume the dissolution of the Union, and 
to provide for the wreck? Is the Senate of the 
United States to be employed in that manner; 
presupposing, implying, granting, as it were, in 
the face of the whole world, that the imminence 
of the danger is such, and the probability such, 
that we are called upon—not in our capacity as 
Senators, for as such we have nothing to do with 


It will be so 


it—but that we are called upon as men, exercis- | 


ing, however, an official authority, to provide for 


the destruction of that very Union that we were | 


sent here and sworn to maintain? I can give no 
such vote, sir. 

Mr. COLLAMER. I inquire whether this 
joint resolution has been referred ? 

Mr. GREEN. Certainly. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair 
regards the question as before the Senate. The 
Chair said it would be referred by general con- 


mark. 


sent of the Senate, but the Senator from Kentucky 
interposing an objection, the question of refer- 
ence is now before the Senate. 

Mr. GREEN. I beg leave to make one re- 
I thought it had been referred. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator 
had a right.to make such an inference, from the 
action of the Chair. The Chair remarked, sap- 
posing it was by common consent, that it would 
be referred to the select committee, Objection 
being interposed, however, the question is still 
before the Senate. 

Mr. GREEN. I think the objection of the 
honorable Senator from Kentucky is not well 
founded. The public mind expects something to 
be done that willlead to a pacification. We know 
not what that thing willbe. Every expedientthat 
human Ingenuity can devise ought to be resorted 
to. I desire this to remain in the committee until 
we see the fate of the resolutions of the Senator 
from Kentucky in the Senate. They are but rec- 
ommendations to the people at last. They do not 
propose to amend the Constitution by a. two- 
thirds vote here, but to take an informal, illegal, 
unauthorized vote of the people, to see whether 
they will take steps to amend the Constitution. 
That is all. The proposition that I make, and 
which I shall urge, if we cannot do any better, is 


not to dissolve the Union, but to resort to every | 


expedient to save it on terms of equality to all; 
and if that should fail, then to take the next best 
thing. And what is the next best thing? Peace- 
ful, honorable, equitable separation. And how 
is that to be done? As the Senator says, not by 
the Senate, not by Congress; it must be done by 
the action of the several States themselves, in 
their sovercign capacity. 

There is nothing novel in this idea. The old 
Congress of the Confederation passed a similar 
resolution; which led to delegates being sent to 
Philadelphia for the formation of the existing 
Constitution, and the establishment of the present 
Union. ‘That Congress of the Confederation had 
no more power to make such an invitation—for it 
is but an invitation to the States—than we have to 
make this invitation. It laid the foundation of 
our past prosperity, our growth, and our promi- 


| nence as a nation among the family of nations. 


It may be possible that this may lead to it, if 
everything else fails. If anything else better cal- 
culated to stop the current of fanaticism and of 
folly—if anything better can be devised to restore 
peace and harmony, together with security, I will 
go for that other thing; but the public mind is 
now in expectation of some movement. being 
made that will concentrate public opinion; and the 
public mind, as they are all but mere voluntary 
acts of the people, even if we pass them, ought 
to have these several subjects up for consideration 
and to reflect upon. Let them, from Maine to 
Florida, reflect on all the propositions, and see 
which is most feasible, and which is best calcu- 
lated to accomplish beneficial results; and when 
the people shall have acted, and the States in 
their sovereign capacity, I shall be content with 
that action, whatever it is. 


The action on the Senator’s resolutions must | 


emanate from the States. The vote of the people 
of the States which he calls for is an informal, 
illegal vote. Noman can be punished for perjury 
at that election; no man can be forced to open the 
polls; no Governor can be compelled, by procla- 
mation, to order such an election. It is but an 
invitation; mine is butan invitation. Still, I will 
vote for the Senator’s resolutions most cheerfully, 


for | want the public attention called to this sub- | 


ject. If we can accomplish anything, it is only 


| through the public mind andthe public heart; 


and this is a means by which we may, in a par- 
tial degree, feel the public pulse. hat is all the 
reason I offer it; and, whether referred or not, I 
have accomplished all the purpose I had at pres- 
sent in view; and that is to spread it before the 
country for consideration, in case every other 


| better expedient should fail. 


Mr. DOUGLAS. Mr. President—— 

Mr. CRITTENDEN, Will the honorable Sen- 
ator permit me to make one word of explanation? 

Mr. DOUGLAS. Certainly. 

Mr. WILSON. I desire to inquire of the Chair 


if there is not a special assignment for this hour? 
RAILROAD TO THE PACIFIC. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. 


Tt is incum- 


; next, an, 


bent on the Chair, at this time, to call up the 
special order of the day. The Chair will state to 
the Senate that there are two special orders as- 
signed for this hour. One is the Pacific railroad 
bill, so called, and the other the bill forthe ad- 
mission of Kansas. The Pacific railroad bill, as 
the unfinished business of yesterday, takes pre- 
cedence, and is now before the Senate for consid- 
eration. 7 

Mr. COLLAMER. I move that that be laid 
aside, and the Kansas bill taken up. 

Mr. GWIN. I hope it will be made the spe- 
cial order for Tuesday next. Monday has been 
assigned for the resolutions of the Senator from - 
Kentucky, and Wednesday for ihe tariff bill. I 
hope the railroad bill will be taken up on Tues- 
day. Ido not want to interfere with the Senator 
from Vermont. 

Mr. COLLAMER. Ihave no objection to that 
suggestion, and I modify my motion in that way. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator 
from Vermont moves to postpone the considera- 
tion of the Pacific railroad bill until Tuesday 
make it the special order for that day 
at one clock. 

Thefmotion was agreed to. 


ADMISSION OF KANSAS. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
resumed the consideration of the bill (H.R. No. 
23) for the admission of Kansas into the Union; 
the pending question being on the amendment of 
Mr. Green to strike out the proposed boundaries 
of the State as defined by the bill: 

“ Beginning at a point on the western boundary of the 
State of Missouri, where the thirty-seventh parallel of 
north latitude crosses the same; thence west on said par- 
allel to the twenty-fifth meridian of longitude west from 
Washington ; thence north on said meridian to the fortieth 
parallel of latitude ; thence cast on said parallel to the west- 
ern boundary of the State of Missouri; thence south with 
the western boundary of said State.?? 


And in lieu thercof to insert: 


Beginuing in the main channel of the North Fork of the 
Platte river, at a point where the twenty-fifth meridian of 
longitude west from Washington crosses the same ; thence 


; down and along said channel to its junction with the main 


stream of the Platte; thenee down and along the main 
channel of the Platte to the Missouri river; thence south 
along said river and the westcrn boundary of the State of 
Missouri to the northern boundary of the Cherokee neutral 
Kand ; thence west along said northern boundary, the north- 
ern boundary of the Osage lands, and the prolongation of 
the same, to the twenty-fifth meridian of longitude west 
from Washington ; thence north on said meridian to the 
place of beginning. 


Mr.GREEN. Mr. President, I discussed this 
question somewhat at the last session of Congress, 
and I shall not now go into any general debate 
on the subject. Ido not intend to interpose ob- 
stacles to the action of the Senate upon this ques- 
tion; but I think, owing to the space of time that 
has elapsed, I ought to make a little explanation 


| of it before the vote is taken on the amendment. 


It will be observed by an examination of the 
constitution adopted at Wyandotte, now pending 
before the Senate, that about one third of the 


Territory of Kansas is cut off on the west. ‘That 


neludes the Pike’s Peak region, where the first 
gold discovery was made, including the Gregory 
mines, and so on, cutting off that space of terri- 
tory; which none of the other constitutions ever 
did. Owing to the character of the country, that 
reduces it to a small compass to constitute a good 
State. The gross area is about cighty thousand 
square miles; but the portion susceptible of set- 
tlement and of habitation will not exceed forty 
thousand; and the best authority I have reduces 
itto thirty thousand out ofeighty thousand square 
miles. After we pass west of the Missouri river, 
except upon a few streams, there is no territory 
fit for settlement or habitation. It is unproduc- 
tive. Itis like a barren waste. It will not even 
support cattle, or sheep, or anything pertaining 
to the grazing business. There are no mineral 
resources in the State to supply any want of ag- 
ricultural resources. Hence, I propose to enlarge 
the boundary, not upon the west, but to take the 
present western boundary and prolong itnortherly 
up to the Platte river; and then follow the line of the 
river to its junction with the Missouri line, and fol- 
low the Missouri line down. It will add tothe Ter- 
ritory about thirty thousand square miles, about 
two thirds of which will be susceptible of settle- 
ment. It will then make a good, strong, substan- 
tial State. I have the privilege to state, in this 
connection, that nine tenths of the people south 


| of the Platte, in what is now called Nebraska, 
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desire this annexation to Kansas. I have ame- 
morial here, which was examined, setting forth 
the reasons why it ought to be so; and 1 think 
that but for political considerations, creating great 
anxiety to bring Kansas in now, right or wrong, 
we should all assent to this proposed change of 
boundary. 
admitted heretofore, we have done the same thing. 
We changed the boundary of lowa; we changed 
the boundary of Michigan; and in regard to sev- 
eral other States, if we did not change the bound- 
ary we made other changes, which required the 
constitution to go back to them to receive their 
subsequent assent. 

The question now is this: is it right, asa prin- 
ciple of political economy, as wise legislators, to 
add that portion of Nebraska to Kansas; or is it 
not? It is not whether it will delay the admission 
of the State; for that consideration never did op- 
erate upon the minds of Senators in any other 
case; but the question is: is it right, in parceling 
out the territory, in shaping States, and leaving 
territory to be shaped into future States hereafter, 
that this should be annexed to Kansas? I think 
it eminently proper; I think it proper from the 
character of the country. When Kansas was 
originally organized, the policy was to extend the 
States westward. There was then no discovery 
of gold in the Rocky Mountains. Now achange 
of policy is indispensably necessary. A separate 
government must be established for the Pilke’s 
Penk region; and hence, as we cutoff that portion 
of Kansas, we ought to add an equal portion on 
the North. 

Another consideration: the present population 
of Kansas is not equal to the ratio of representa- 


tion. The census has been taken in the legal form, |: 


and shows a deficiency. Adding this portion of 
Nebraska to it, gives it an adequate population. 
It then comes in as a good and substantial State. 
As to its political character, I know nothing and 
would not stop to inquire. 
of boundary shall be made, I shall vote for the 
admission. I desire to get rid of this questionas 
soon as [ ean, and I therefore will most cheer- 
fully and heartily vote for its admission. 

But this is not the only amendment I have to 
offer, for the present pending amendment proposes 
another change upon the south boundary. It 
will be observed that the constitution of Kansas 
includes the Indian reservations, the Cherokee 
lands, the Sèneca lands, and I think a portion of 
of the Quapaw lands. Treaties were made with 
those Indians, when we sold lands to the Chero- 
kees, especially providing that they never should 
be included within any State. The constitution 
of Kansas does include them. I propose to run 
the line just north of those Indian reservations, 
and observe our treaty stipulation, and not break 
it because we have the physical power to do it; 
but observe good faith with the Indian tribes. My 
friend, the Senator from Vermont, (Mr. Corta- 
MER,] at the last session, on this point, answered 
me about this, that the territorial bill included it. 
and that that wasas mucha violation as this, But 
you will observe, by examining that territorial 
bill, while the nominal boundary runs around it, 
ag drawn by the Senator from Illinois, (Mr. Dove- 
Las,] and as passed by Congress, it especially 
excepted all Indian reservations. The constitu- 
tion of. Kansas docs not except anything. I ask 
attention to this point. It was competent for 
Congress, organizing the Territory, to except it, 
It was therefore legally excepted out of the nom- 
inal boundaries. 

It will be observed, however, in reading the | 
House bill upon which we are now acting, that | 
the House of Representatives undertook to ex- 
cept it just in the same language, that was em- 
ployed ïn the Kansas-Nebraska bill; but I ask 
the attention of Senators to this point: Kansas, in 
her sovereign capacity, if we admit her asa State, 
has made aconstitution that excepts nothing; we 
say, “ we let you in, if you except these Indian 
lands.” Very well; does not that force us to re- 
commit the constitution to them? or else, in the 
language of the eloquent Senator from Illinois, we 
shall be choking a constitution down their throats 
to which they never assented? They have never 
assented to this. We can only get rid of the dif- 
ficulty by changing the boundary, or if we except 
these Indian lands out, in the language of the Kan- 


In some six or eight cases of States | 


If the present change | 


sas-Nebraska bill,as the House does, the people 
of Kansas must assent to that. If this is notan | 


i| from Missouri. 


insuperable objection, if it is not one that cannot 
be got over by any possible plausible reasoning, I 
am totally deceived in my own judgment. TheIn- 
dian lands ought to be excepted; and the best way 
to except them is to run the southern boundary 
north of the Indian line. It is only a short dis- 
tance. It cuss off but a small space of land—but 
little territory; and we add on the north that 
which is below the Platte; and it makes a beauti- 
ful State, capable of sustaining a heavy popula- 
tion, and enjoying much prosperity and peace— 
I trust more hereafter than they have had in the 
past. That is the object of this amendment. 

` There is still another difficulty; and F shall in- 
sist, whether this amendment be adopted or not, 
upon a resubmission of the constitution to the 


| people of Kansas; for I deny the right of Con- 


gress to change any constitution; I deny the right 
of Congress to put qualifying expressions in it 
which will change its import, and_force them 
to take it without their consent. It is forcing 
upon them a constitution they never made. Now 
—I ask the question in all,candor—have the peo- 
ple of Kansas, in person or by Delegates, ever 
assentéd to this exception that the House bill puts 
in? If not, it must be resubmitted to them; and, 
if resubmitted, had’we not better shape the boun- 
darics in that manner which we think most con- 
ducive to the public weal? 

Mr. DOUGLAS. Mr. President, I should be 
very willing toadd the country south of the Platte 
river, as proposed by the Senator from Missouri, 
to Kansas, and incorporate it with that State, if 


: it could be done without postponing its admis- 
| sion. 


Tam willing to vote for an amendment to 
the effect that the people on the south side of the 
Platte, within the boundarics spceeificd by him, 
not now ineluded in the State of Kansas, shall 
vote for and against annexation; and that, in the 
event a majority of them are in favor of being in- 
cluded within the State of Kansas, they may be 
so included. But, whil® I do that, I must admit 
Kansas unconditionally as a State, and leave the 
question of the enlargement of the boundaries to 
be determined by a vote of the people afterwards. 
I think the Nebraska river would be a better 
boundary 

Several Senators. You meanthe Platte river. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. The Indian name of the 
Platte is the Nebraska river; from that I got the 
name of the Territory. I think that river would 
be a better boundary. It is a barrier to settle- 


| ment rather than a connecting link between the 


settlements. It is very wide and very shallow; 
its bottom is filled with quicksands; it is almost 
impossible to ford it; and it is extremely difficult 
and expensive to bridge it. It would be a much 
better boundary than the one fixcd on the fortieth 

arallel, for which I admit that | am responsible 
in the formation of the Territory. I would like 
to give the natural boundary instead of that arti- 
ficial one; but I am only willing to give that by 
an amendment submitting the proposition to the 
people for ratification or rejection by itself, and 
not to affect the question of the admission of Kan- 
sas under this constitution. 

But there is another objection of the Senator 
He presents what he thinks is an 
insuperable objection to our admitting this State 
at this time. He tells us that there are certain 
Indian treaties by which certain lands now within 
the limits of the Territory and of the proposed 
State of Kansas, were stipulated never to be in- 
corporated within or subject to the jurisdiction of 
any State or Territory. Thatis true. That objec- 
tion was made when the Kansas-Nebraska bill 
was pending, and to meet it, I inserted a clause 
providing that such Indian reservations as were 
not by treaty to be included within the boundaries 
of any State or Territory should not be deemed 
to be within the boundaries of Nebraska or Kan- 
sas; but should be excepted therefrom. I suppose 
they would have been thus excepted if there had 
been no such declaration in the organic act; for 
the simple reason that the Constitution of the 
United States has declared that the Constitution 
itself, and all laws and treaties made in pursuance 
of it, shail be the supreme law of the land, any- 
thing in the constitution or laws of any State to 
the contrary notwithstanding. These treaties be- 


ing the paramount law, the supreme law, no act j 


of the people of Kansas, by constitution or by 
legislative enactment, or in any other mode, can 
impair any of the rights secured by these treaties; 


| have it. 


and I apprehend that if Kansas shall be admitted 


under this constitution, andthe question shall ever 


come before-any court, it will be-at: orice declared 
that the treaty is the paramount law; and that, 
consequently, there is nothing in the constitution: 
of Kansas to give to that State jarisdiction:over ` 
any Indian reservation which has been excepted 
by treaty, and which it has been declared: shall 
never be included within-the limits or be subject 
to the jurisdiction of any. State. Spt 
_ It is very well. for. the House‘of. Representa- 
tives to declare that these Indian reservations shall 
be excepted ;.which,in fact, amounts to declaring | 
that we understand at the’ time we. pass the act 
that we are not subjecting them: to the jurisdic- 
tion of the State of Kansas. It was very well for 
me to insert in the Kansas-Nebraska bill the same 
declaration. . It is only giving notice that, at the 
time the bill passes, it is so understood; but the 
legal effect would be, thatthe rights secured under 
the treaty would prevail, whether: there was any 
such declaration in the law of admission or ‘in the 
constitution of the State or not;. and. therefore 
these reservations are not necessary. . They are 
very well on their face, but they are.not abso- 
lutely necessary. ; : 
For this reason, I do not understand that the 
objection interposed by the Senator from: Mis- 
souri is an insuperable objection at all. The pro- 
posed amendment to the boundary doesnot change 
the legal effect of the bill as to the rights of the 
Indians, or the jurisdiction of the people of Kan- 
sas, in respect to the Indian country, at all. I 
think it would have been very well if -the people 
of Kansas had drawn their boundaries in the way 
he indicates. I think it would have been a little 
plainer, and certainly it would have been a little 
more acceptable to me; but the legal effect would 
not have been changed; and, as the objection, if 
it has force at all, consists only in its legal effect 
in violating the legal rights of the Indians, if that 
legal effect is not changed; the objection van- 
ishes. x . 
Hence, I have been unable to see anything in 
the objections which have been urged by the Sen- 
ator, either as to the southern boundary or the 
northern boundary, as furnishing reasons why 
we should not vote for the admission of Kansas. 
I do think we ought to admit Kansas promptly, 
without further delay, or further obstacle. We 
have had controversies enough about Kansas. 
We had a struggle once whether she should be 
admitted with these same boundaries, with these 
same objections existing, two or three years, with 
a constitution that I insisted was not made by the 
people of Kansas. I do not intend now to reopen 
that controversy; but if the objection brought for- 
ward by the Senator from Missouri is insuperable 
now, it was just as insuperable to the Lecompton 
constitution. The fact of these Indian reserva- 
tions was just as well known to us then as it is 
now. The abjection was as binding on the con- 
sciences of men then as now. Nobody oa this 
side of the Chamber then thought.the objection 
was insuperable. I do not see what: additional 
force it has now got. I did not deemit necessary 
in debate, when arguing against. the acceptance 
of the Lecompton constitution, to go any further 
than simply to make a vague allusion to the In- 
dian treaties. I knew the sagacity of the Senator 
from Missouri; and if 1 did interpose that objec- 
tion, he would have retorted on me in a moment, 
“it is a treaty stipulation; the treaty is the para- 
mount law, and there is no valid force in your 
objection.” I thought sotoo. Hence I predicated 
my opposition to the Lecompton constitution 
upon a different ground; upon a ground that I 
thought could not be answered—upon the merits 
of the question, and not upon a technical point as 
to a treaty stipulation being violated, when the 
act had no legal effect to deprive anybody of any 
right under a treaty. 
nder all these circumstances, I think the op- 
ponents of the admission of Kansas now had 
better regard the question on its merits, as we did 
when we opposed the admission under the Le- 
compton constitution. If it be true that this con- 
stitution is the act and deed of the people, letthem 
Senators tell us that there is not popu- 
lation enough. 1 reckon there are as:many: peo- 
ple in Kansas now as there were-when the Le- 
compton constitution was made: Fhe Senator 
from Missouri says there.is nothing like it. I 
think the census will. show-that there are more 
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than double as many. The president of the Le- 
compton convention himself did not claim, when 
that constitution was made, that there were more 
than from twenty-five to thirty thousand. He 
furnished a written statement to that effect. The 
‘census now shows, how many? : 
_ Mr. GRIMES and Mr. DOOLITTLE. -One 
hundred and nine thousand. 

. Mr. DOUGLAS. Three or four times as many 
as there were when the Lecompton constitution 
was made. It has as large a population, l appre- 
hend, as-there is now in the State of Oregon. I 
have not seen the census of that State; but from 
what i have understood, I should suppose so. 

This objection in regard to the want of popu- 
lation was not deemed quite conclusive and insu- 
perable when we passed the bill for the admission 
of Oregon here two years ago. I know I had to 
fight u good many of my friends, if I may so call 
them, on the other side of the Chamber, on the 
admission of Oregon. My colleague thought it 
was very wrong to admit Oregon with so small 
a population. My answer was, that while it was 
a good rule to require the ratio requisite for a 
member of Congress, yet we had never adhered 
to that rule. I was willing to declare it a rule for 
the future, and live upto it; but I was not willing 
to make a case, and apply itto one State, where 
there were special political and personal reasons 
for making that objection, and except another 
State te which it ought to be applied with the 
same rigor and force. i 

I helped to admit Floridainto the Union when 
she had a population of forty-cight thousand, 
under a ratio of representation that required sev- 
enty-three thousand. I suppose two thirds of 
the new States of this Union have been admitted 
with less population than Kansas now has. I 
doubt whether more than two or three ever had 
asmuch. Ohio had nothing like it, probably not 
more than half; Indiana had about half; Hlinois 
about half; Mississippi, Arkansas, Missouri, Ala- 
bama, and Louisiana about half. There is no 
constitutional limitation as to the number of in- 
habitants. While I think itis notright to admit 
new States with too small a population—thirty 
or forty, or fifty thousand—yet it has even been 
done; and certainly, if the objection was not well 
taken to a population of forty or fifty thousand, 
it is not an insuperable objection when there are 
one hundred and nine thousand. 

Under these circumstances, I think we had bet- 
ter waive these small, technical objections, and 
treat this question on its merits. I think the 
people of Kansas have been badly treated with 
reference to this question of admission. I think 
the sooner we close up this controversy the better, 
if we intend to wipe out the excited and irritated 
feclings that have grown out of it. Et will havea 


tendency to restore good feeling. It is an act of | 


justice, and f had hoped that the bill would pass 
now unanimously. If there is anyedesire to add 
to this the country on the north side of Kansas 
running up the Nebraska river, [think that would 


improve its boundaries; and I would be very will- | 
ing to give our assent to it, as we did to extend- 


ing the boundary of Missouri up to the Missouri 


river, and as we have given our consent to extend | 


the boundaries of other States, in order to make 
them natural ones. Lam willing to adjust the 
boundaries of a State when the people have made 
a mistake in its original limits at any time; but 
that can be done hereafter as well as by procras- 
tinating the admission. Iwill not detain the Sen- 
ate; but I will do no act that will cripple or pro- 
erastinate the admission of Kansas into the Union. 


Mr. SEWARD. Mr. President, I do not in- 


tend to enter into an examination of the several | 


objections which have been made by the honor- 
able Senator from Missouri, further than to say, 
that last year I had an opportunity to visit Kan- 
sas, and [ found the condition of socicty there 
very far advanced in agriculture, manufactures, 
trade, and all social and civil organizations— 
everything complete, and all withina Territory 
which was compacti and satisfactory to the people 
themselves. T found that in adapting the W yan- 


dotte constitution, they had at last succeeded in | 


acting upon a frame of civil government against 
which I heard not one word of objection in the 
whole Territory. 
and the constitution. 

In regard to the alleged danger to the reserva- 
tions for the Indians, which are not mentioned or 


So much as to the boundaries 


| 
| 


excepted in the constitution, it occurred to me 
that the argument of the Senator from IHinois in 
answer to the objection was entircly satisfactory; 
and if we had time to refer to the constitutions of 
several of the States, we should find that there was 
the same improvidentneglect, not guarded against. 
When I heard the objection raiscdgthis morning 
that the constitution of Kansas does not save the 
rights of the Indians in Kansas, I sent for the 
constitution of the State of New York, (which 
has been twice revised by conventions—one in 
1822, and one in 1846,) where there always have 
been reservations in the occupation of the Indians 
of the Six Nations. The Indians are there yet; 
the reservations are there yet; and the constitu- 
tion, in either case, forgets to notice that there are 
either Indians or Indian reservations in the State. 
They have enjoyed all their rights and immuni- 
tics, and been protected by the Federal Govern- 
ment as well as by the government of the State. 
Mr. GREEN. Mr. President, there is a vast 
difference between New York and Kansas. New 
York was one of the original States which as- 
sisted to form the Government, and her bound- 
aries and jurisdiction were the same then that 
they are now. The Federal Government had no 
agency in the formation of her boundary; and 
to undertake to liken that to one in which we 
must have an agency, is nota very fair argument. 
The Federal Government never had power to take 
that land from New York. The Federal Govern- 
ment never owned that land, and the Federal Gov- 
ernment never sold that land to the Indians. It 
was New York land, and New York can do what 
she pleases with her own. But this land in Kan- 


sas belonged to the Federal Government, and was | 


sold to the Cherokecs—they paying $500,000 as 
a consideration—with the express stipulation that 
it never should be included in any State. Now, 
I wish to put this question: it is either excepted 
out of the constitution, or it is not; which do 
you say it is? I shou like to have Senators 
answer me. It is cither excepted out of the Con- 
stitution, or it is not—I mean the constitution as 
framed at Wyandotte. If it is not excepted out, 
we are doing wrong, unless we put a proper qual- 
ification in the bill requiring the assent of the peo- 
ple of Kansas toit. If itisexcepted out, and we 
make a treaty with the Cherokees and the Sene- 
cas, and by their tide, where will the boundary 
of Kansas be then? If it is excepted out, it runs 
around on the north side. Or do we only except 
our jurisdiction, and leave the boundary included? 
You must come to these points of consideration. 
They are either included in the State, although 

ou may except the jurisdiction, or they are not 
included in the State. Lf they are included in the 
State, you violate the treaty. If they are not 
included in the State, if we make a treaty and 
purchase their lands, they would not be then 
included in the State without a subsequent amend- 
ment to the constitution. 

Again, sir: the Senator from Illinois says it is 
no more an insuperable objection now than it was 
with the Lecompton consutution. That is true; 


and if my attention had been called to it, I should į 


have pressed it then as much as I do now. But 
the practical effect of it is now being seen and 
understood. Inasmuch as the boundaries of Kan- 
sas as a Territory nominally included this land, 
the white people went out and rushed upon it; 
and there are from three to four thousand upon 
itnew. Thedragoons of the United States were 
sent down to drive them off. They burnt some 
twenty houses; but it raised so much confusion 
and commotion, that the Secretary of the Interior 
suspended the order, and they are now living 
upon it. 
eled four hundred miles to see me. 
upon the Indian lands, and expended §6,000 in 
buildings—a mill, dwelling-house, and so on—not 
knowing he was upon the Indian lands. He knew 
he was within what was nominally called the 
boundary of Kansas; and when the dragoons 
were about to drive them off, he came to me to 
get the order suspended, and to sce if anything 
could be done for their relief. 

This is a practical consequence of the serious 


One of them came to me who had trav- | 
He lived | 


difficulties that occur out of this loose, and, tomy | 


mind, very improper legislation. 
the boundarics that we have a rightto mark; and 
when the people are informed of where the limita- 
tions are, they will never pass over the limits, and 
nonc of these unfortunate consequences willensue. 


i 
Let us mark 


fál 


That is the reason I propose the amendment, It 
is of a practical character.. If you admit the State 
with the boundary in the bill, the whole of the 
Indian lands will he overrun; and then, to save the 
lives of the people, and to prevent war, we shall 
be forced to buy the lands from the Indians; and 
when bought from the Indians, they will take 
their preémptions. It will be that much positive 
injury to the United States; but yet we shall do 
it, and ought to do it, rather than see our fellow- 
citizens murdered and butchered. But we ought 
not to hold out inducements and false lights to 
lead them upon these breakers. We ought to ` 
legislate understandingly; and in no case should 
we violate a treaty stipulation. I venture tosay, 
that when the Lecompton constitation was pend- 
ing, the subject was never pressed upon the atten- 
tion of the Senate. If it was, my attention was 
never called toit. Perhaps it will be said, I stultify 
myself; it was my duty to look into it. I was 
not upon the Committce on Indian Affairs. I had 
not examined the Indian treaties. 1 ought to have 
done it, perhaps; but a man has not time to do 


everything. 


Now, with regard to the northern boundary, 
as I said before—and the Senator from Illinois 
agrees with me—it would make it a better bound- 
ary. Ifit would make it better, it simply affirms 
the statement I made in my few remarks before, 
to wit: that but for the political considerations, I 
believe four fifths of this Senate would vote for it. 
Are we, then, to give wrong boundariés from polit- 
ical considerations? Ought we not rather to look 
to the permanent good of the State, and the per- 


| manent peace of the country, in the division of 


the future States? 

But the Senator is mistaken when he says it 
had the same boundaries in the Lecompton con- 
stitution that it has now. IIe must have meant, 
I suppose-—for I do not want to do the Senator 
injusuce—north and south. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. The same now in contro- 
versy, of course. I did not include the western 
boundary, about which there is ne controversy. 

Mr. GREEN. Exactly; but that takes off one 
third of what was then the Territory, and creates 
the necessity for supplying that deficiency some- 
where clse. That is the purpose to which I re- 
ferred. The present boundarics, as I propose 
them, are plain, simple, and commodious. They 
insure a population which will be adequate ta 
sustain a separate State government. 

As to the subject of what the population was 
when the Topeka constitution was adopted, and 
when the Lecompton constitution was adopted, 
that is an immaterial issue; and when the Sena- 
ator refers to Alabama, to Florida, and to Ohio, 
as admitted with from thirty to forty and fifty 
thousand inhabitants, while Kansas is now rep- 
resented as having one hundred thousand, he 
overlooks the fact that the ratio of representation 
then was down nearly as low as the population, 
Only a few States came in with less than the ratio 
of representation. Ohio had the ratio of repre- 
sentation with her forty thousand. Kentucky 
had the ratio of representation; Alabama had the 
ratio of representation; Florida had not; so that 
the force of his argument is destroyed by refer- 
ring to the other additional fact that the law of 
apportionment was different then from what it is 
now. 

However, I shall make no point about the pop- 
ulation; but I will say that this eager anxiety to 
admit the State in a wrong position with an im- 
proper boundary, at a time like this, is to me 
very extraordinary. We have a long petition 
presented by the Senator from. Massachusetts, 
[Mr. Sumyer,] praying us to relieve them from 
starvation. How can they support a govern- 
ment? We have been paying al! their expenses. 
We are now paying their expenses—their Legis- 
lature, their judges, their Governor, and other 


| officers—and yet, with all this expenditure from 


our Treasury, they send up long petitions, and 
send out agents to beg throughout all the States 
for means to subsist upon. That is the popula- 
tion to be forced into the Union to bear the burden 
ofa State government, with improper boundaries, 
and which are conceded to be improper. Ido 
not see any necessity for this hot haste. I see 
no political consideration to urge it. The Oppo- 
sition, or rather the incoming Administration, 
will have its majority anyhow, and before the 
meeting of the next Congress, Kansas can be in, 
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with proper boundaries, It will produce no ex- 
citement, no ill-feeling, no`jarring or discordant 
feelings; and why might we not do what our judg- 
ment dictates as right? 

Mr. DOUGLAS.. One word in regard to the 
improper boundaries upon which the Senator 
places so much stress. I did not say those bound- 
aries were improper. So far as the people of Kan- 
sas themselves are concerned, there is no impro- 
priety in them, and no inconvenience to those 
people. There may be an inconvenience to the 
people of that portion of Nebraska Territory 
south of the Nebraska river, and the whole incon- 
venience of not including them in Kansas rests 
upon the people of Nebraska, and not upon the 
people of Kansas. Inasmuch as that question of 
inconvenience affects that people only, and not 
the people within the limits of Kansas, I am will- 
ing to leave that question to be decided by the 
people themselves. The inconvenience as to the 

oundary is one not feltat all by the people living 
within the present limits of Kansas, butit is con- 
fined to those outside. If those outside desire to 
be admitted, I am willing to relieve them from the 
inconvenience. If they do not desire it, then I 
shall take it for granted they are better judges of 
what is for their convenience than Iam, and I 
shall leave them outside. Hence, I do not admit 
that the boundaries are improper atall. In my 
opinion, it.would be wise for the people of that 
portion of Nebraska to ask for admission into this 
State; and if they do, I shall be ready to grant it 
to them. 

Mr. COLLAMER. I do not desire to enter 
into the issue between the gentlemen on that point; 
but when it is said they have not the amount of 
population to entitle them to a Representative, I 
say, as l understand it, they have. What is the 
amount of population required for a Representa- 
tive now? Ninety-three thousand anda fraction; 
and that is not only so for the present Congress, 
but it is so for the next Congress. They have, 
therefore, now the population that is required for 
a Representative to this Congress, and for the 
Congress two years to come, Whether, when 
we come to choose a Congress next after that, 
they will come up to what may be required by 
the apportionment, is another question. I think 
it highly probable they will; but at any rate, for 
to-day and for the present time, and for the present 
Congress and the coming Congress, within these 
boundaries they have the proper population, 

This subject of undertaking to make new bound- 
ariès is worthy of separate consideration. In the 
first place, the people of Kansas were told, when 
the Territory was formed, and they went there 
and settled, that at the proper time they should 
be admitted as a State; I believe the expression 
is, “with or without slavery, as their constitu- 
tion shall provide.” Now, when the time comes, 
as it has, and they have the requisite population, 
and have made their constitution, and 1t is pre- 
sented here, they are told, ‘no; you are not to 
be admitted now, though we told you you should 
be, unless you add a part of Nebraska.” Noe- 
braska was told the very same thing in the very 
same way; and the proposition now is to dismem- 
ber that Territory without its consent, and even 
without the consent of the people that are pro- 

osed to be included. Idonotthink it is dealing 
fairly. It looks asif, come when she may, what- 
ever may be the condition of her circumstances, 
there is always something to objectto. Itis said, 
“let them go on; and we will admit them at the 
proper time;” and an argument is actually re- 
sorted to by taking the advantage of the misfor- 
tunes of that peoplefrom the drought of this year. 

Mr. President, the territorial condition is not 
yone which it is desirable to extend. It is an un- 
natura! condition in our Government. That peo- 
ple have never yet had the advantage of choosing 
their own government, their own executive, or 
having their own judiciary. Although it may be 
said, when you come to view it politically, thein- 
coming Administration may not differ with them 
so much in relation to the political character of 
the Governors and officers that are set over them, 
and they thereby may not be so objectionable, 
still, they are perfectly willing to forego all that. 
‘They desire to be enabled some time or other, and 
they consider tbis the proper time, having the pops 
ulation, to bave the privilege of governing them- 
solves in this country, as other people do. F regard 
these amendments, and the people there cannot 


but regard them, as really, in effect, mere continu- 
ations and delays. : 

I have a further remark to make in relation to 
Nebraska. The honorable Senator from Hlinois 
said lie would be willing to leave that question of 
annexation to the people south of the Platte river, 
to say whether they would come in. This pres- 
ent amendment does not provide that at all. But 
it will be recollected that that question deeply in- 
terests the rest of the Territory of Nebraska, 
whether you may take a part of their people south 
of a certain river, and jet them go where they 
have a mind, and thus overbalance that Territory 
itself, and delay, for a great and indefinite period 
of time; the chance for theiradmission, which has 
long since been promised. - 

Mr. GREEN. I have but one word to say in 
reply. It is true, under the Louisiana treaty, 
there was a stipulation that they should be ad- 
mitted as States—and I pressed this upon the at- 
tention of Congress two years ago—but the time 
was never named. ‘The circumstances under 
which they were to be admitted depend upon the 
sound discretion of Congress. [tis also true, that 
the Senator from Illinois takes an improper posi- 
tion, when he says the people of Kansas are sat- 
isfied with these boundaries, and that he is willing 
to putin a portion of Nebraska, if the people of 
Nebraska are so. Why, sir, when these Terri- 
tories were organized, there was a special provis- 
ion put into the territorial bill, reserving the right 
to change the boundaries as we pleased; and this 
matter of shaping the boundaries of new States 
has always been exercised by Congress, accord- 
ing toits own volition. But has Congress ever as- 
sented to the boundary marked out in the Kansas 
constitution? Not at all. She has shaped her 
boundary different from what we did the bound- 
ary of the Territory. Now, as she has made a 
change, it is perfectly competent for us to make 
a change; and the only questien is, would it be 
a prudent and a proper disposition of the Terri- 
tory? I think it is a conceded fact. Do we al- 
ways go to consult the people of the Territory as 
to what boundary they shall have? We never 
do. We have never done so in a single instance, 
whether a previous enabling act has been passed 
or not. We consider the question of boundary; 
and if the proposed boundary is such as to meet 
the disapprobation of Congress, it has been the 
uniform practice to change that boundary, and 
resubmit it to them for their approval. Ifthey did 
not approve it, they did not come into the Union; 
if they did, they were declared admitted. 

This would delay the admission of Kansas but 
a very short time. We can so shape this bill as 
to say, if the people in the Territory assent to it, 
it shall be the duty of the Exccutive to declare 
that admission into the Union. Such a provis- 
ion was inserted when Missouri was admitted. 
It will be complete whenever they assent to the 
propositions that we make. We have taken the 
responsibility to change their ordinance and their 
propositions for land. The House bill does that; 
but I do not make any exception to it, for that it 
was competent to do. The ordinance is no part 
of the constitution. But when we change any 
part of the constitution, it must be resubmitted 
to them, or they do not assent to do as we do. 
Let us have perfect agreement between the new 
State and the old thirteen and the existing twen- 
ty-ninc. Let us have perfect cancord and har- 
mony, and not one branch of the Government, 
the Federal authority, insisting upon one bound- 
ary and the State insisting upon the other bounds 
ary. Whose construction will prevail? How 
shall we avoid these Indian conflicts to which I 
have called attention before? These people have 
been invited to go in in consequence of that bound- 
ary. If the boundary had been as Í propose in 
this amendment, there would not have been a 
white inhabitant now occupying the Indian lands, 
and no danger of their trespassing. . 

Mr. COLLAMER. Will the gentleman in- 
duige me a moment? 

Mr. GREEN. Yes, sir. 

Mr.COLLAMER. IfI recollect the provision 
in their territorial bill, it was that they should be 


| admitted with those boundaries or ary part there- 


of, 
Mr. GREEN. It docs not say that; although 


it says Congress reserves the right to_ change 


them as it pleases. A 
Mr. COLLAMER. Does it not say: ‘ with 


the same- boundaries or any part.theteof, shall be 
admitted as a State??? ees 
„Mr. WADE. | I hope. we shall: 
tion now... It.is ‘all understood, «#2 ee teh 

Mr. GREEN. I will read the bill if theresis 
any dispute about it. ‘The. bill reserved toons 
gress the right to change the boundary. | 

Mr. COLLAMER. © No doubt-of that, 

Mr. GREEN. That: was the point- Tins: 
upon. .} will not detain the Senate... >. 


ted 


The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr, Pesren 
3 i oe F 
in the chair.) The question is on the adoption of 
the amendment offered by the Senator from Mis- 
souri. : JOA 

Mr. GREEN. 
nays upon it. : À 

The yeas and nays- were ‘ordered; and, being 
taken, resulted—yeas 23, nays 31; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Bayard, Benjamin, Bragg, Bright, Eitel, 
Green, Gwin, Hemphill, Hunter, Iverson, Johnson of Ar- 
kansas, Johnson of Tennessee, Kennedy, Lane, Mason, 
Nicholson, Pearce, Polk, Powell, Rice, Saulsbury; Slidell, 
and Wigfall—23. Ta tag 

NAYS—Messrs. Anthony, Baker, Bigker, Bingham, Cam- 

eron, Chandler, Clark, Collamer, Crittenden, Dixon; Doo= 
little, Douglas, Durkee, Fessenden, Foot, Foster, Grimes, 
Hale, Harlan, King, Latham, Morrill, Pugh, Seward, Sim- 
mons, Sumner, Ten Eyck, Trumbull, Wade, Wilkinson, 
and Wilson—3l. 


So the amendment was rejected. 


Mr. FITCH. I offer an amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. There is an 
amendment pending, offered by the Senator from 
Missouri, which will be read. 

Mr. GREEN. 1 desire to make a slight change 
in that before it is presented and voted upon; and 
in the mean time, the Senator from Indiana can 
offer his amendment. 2 

Mr. FITCH. Ihave sent the amendment to 
the Clerk’s desk. F 

EXECUTIVE BUSINESS. °° A 

Mr. BIGLER. I desire to call attention to.a 
order that was adopted in executive session yes- 
terday, by which we agreed to proceed to the 
consideration of executive business at two o'clock 
to-day. That hour has arrived; and I therefore 
make the motion that the Senate proceed to the 
consideration of executive business. 

Mr. WADE. F move that we postpone that 
order, and all other orders, to continue the con- 
sideration of this bill.’ 

Mr. BIGLER. The order that I refer to was 
made in executive session. 

Mr. COLLAMER. That does not make any 
difference. 

Mr. FITCH. I do not suppose the motion of 
the Senator from Ohio can be entertained in open 
session. The Senator from Ohio will see the im- 
propriety of it. ; 

Mr. BIGLER. I submit the motion that the 
Senate proceed to the consideration of executive 
business, in pursuance of the order made in exec- 
utive session yesterday. . 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator 
from Pennsylvania moves,.as the’ Chair under- 
stands, that the Senate now proceed to’ the ‘con- 
sideration of executive business. ' i 

Mr. BIGLER. Certainly; I made that motion. 

Mr. WADE. Is it in order to move to post- 
pone that and all other orders, and continue the 
consideration of this bill? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair is 
of opinion that itis. A special order was made 
yesterday in executive session, and, in the opin- 
ion of the Chair, a motion to postpone the execu~ 
tion of that order, and of allother orders, may be 
entertained in open session. 

Mr. WADE. I make that motion. 

Mr. BIGLER. I suggest to the Senator from 
Ohio that it requires no such motion. {moveto 
proceed to the consideration of executive busi- 
ness. I state the fact that the order was adopted 
in executive session; but itis nevertheless com- 
petent for the body to decide against my motion. 
I simply submit the motion, and the Senator from 
Ohio will attain his object much more directly by 
voting on that than by moving a postponement. 

Mr. MASON. I suggest to the Senator from 
Pennsylvania, that the order he alludes. io was 
made in executive session, and the reason -fordit 
cannot be spoken of in open sessions but -the 
Senator has it in his power, by his demand, io 
require that the doors shall be closed for reasons 
that he will communicate to the Senate when it 
is done. 'Therules of the Sénate:give that privi- 


I desire.to have the yeas and 
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lege to any Senator. He bhasa right to require | 


that the doors shall be closed. 

Mr. BIGLER. ‘Then, Mr. President, in pur- 
suance of that right; I ask that the doors be 
closed. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. A special or- 
der was made yesterday in executive session that 
the Senate should proceed to the consideration of 
executive business to-day at two o’clock.. The 
Chair is called upon to notice that special order, 
and must do so; and must therefore order that 
the-gallerics be cleared. . 

The doors were accordingly closed; and after 
upwards of three hours spent in executive ses- 
sion, they were reopened. 

Mr. SLIDELL. I move that when the Senate 
adjourns, it be to Monday next. 

“Mr. TRUMBULL. I move that the Senate do 
now adjourn. 

Mr. SLIDELL. I should like to inquire 
whether the motion that the Senate now adjourn 
takes precedence of the motion that, when the Sen- 
ate docs adjourn, it be to Monday ? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Fosrer 
in the chair.) In the opinion of the Chair it does. 
A motion to adjourn now supersedes a motion that 
when the Senate adjourn it be to meet on Mon- 
day. The question is on the motion that the Sen- 
ate do now adjourn, 

Mr. TRUMBULL called for the yeas and nays; 
and they were ordered; and being taken, resulted 
—yeas 26, nays 25; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Anthony, Bingham, Cameron, Chand- 
ter, Clark, Colamer, Dixon, Doolittle, Douglas, Durkee, 
Fessenden, Foot, Foster, Grimes, Hale, Harlan, King, 
Morrill, Seward, Simmons, Sumner, T'en Eyck, Trumbull, 
Wade, Wilkinson, and Wilson—26. 

NAYS—Messrs. Bayard, Bigler, Bragg, Clingman, Crit- 
tenden, Fiteh, Green, Gwin, Hemphill, Runter, Iverson, 
Johnson of ‘Pennessee, Kennedy, Lanc, Latham, Mason, 
Nicholson, Pearee, Polk, Powell, Pugh, Rice, Sanisbury, 
Slidell, and Wigtall—25. 

So the motion was agreed to; and the Senate 
adjourned. 

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Fray, January 18, 1861. 


The House met at twelve o’clock, m. 
ee J. Epwar»os, of Philadelphia. 
he Journal of yesterday wasread andapproved. 


MESSAGE FROM TILE SENATE, 


A message was received from the Senate, by 
Mr. Parron, one of their clerks, informing the 
House that the Senate had passed a bill of the 
House to supply deficiencies in the appropria- 
tions forthe service of the fiscal year ending June 
30, 1861, with sundry amendments; in which he 
was directed to ask the concurrence of the House. 

On motion of Mr. SHERMAN, the bill and 
amendments were referred to the Committee of 
Ways and Means. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


Mr. DAVIDSON, from the Committee on En- 
rolled Bills, reported as truly enrolled the follow- 
ing bills and resolution; when the Speaker signed 
the same: : 

An act to authorize the institution of a suit 
against the United States to test the title to lots 
Nos. 5 and 6, on the hospital square in San Frau- 
cisco; 

An act to continue in force an act therein men- 
tioned, relating to the port of Baltimore; and 

A resolution authorizing the Secretary of the 
Treasury to permit the owners of the steamboat 
John C. Frémontto change the name of the same 
to Horizon. 

PERSONAL EXPLANATION. 

Mr. MOORE, of Kentucky. Mr. Speaker, I 
desire to ask-a favor of this House, which f have 
not heretofore asked, and which I trust I may 
never regard it as necessary for me to ask again. 
It is, sir, the privilege of making a short personal 
explanation. 

No objection. was made. 

Mr. MOORE, of Kentucky. On the 7th day 
of the present month, Mr. Apraty, of New Jer- 
sey, introduced a resolution in the following 
words: 

t Resolved, That we fully approve of the bold and patriotic 
act of Major Anderson in withdrawing from Fort Moultrie 


Prayer 


to fort Sumter, and of the determinationol the President | 


to maintain that fearless officer in his present position ; and 
that we will support the President in ail constitutional 
measures lo enforce the laws and preserve the Union.” 


When that resolution was introduced, [thought 
it uncalled for and unnecessary; but | hesitated 
before I could vote against a resolution of that 
character. We proposed to divide it, that we 
might indorse Major Anderson, and vote against 
the residuc; which was refused. I revolved it, 
however, in my mind, giving it all the consider- 
ation that I could in the brief period allowed be- 
tween the introduction of the resolution and the 
time when we were called to vote upon it. Icon- 
cluded that while I could fully and freely indorse 
the action of Major Anderson, an act justified by 
thé laws of self-defense, if not by the orders of 
the War Department—that which had passed, 
and which we fully and completely understood— 
I could not vote to indorse every act that the 
President in the future might regard as his con- 
stitutional duty, in carrying out the laws and pre- 
serving the Union, to do. I cannot in advance 
indorse his acts. While, sir, I am for the Union, 
and while in saying that I believe that I repre- 
sent the sentiment of Kentucky, I looked upon 
the action of the southern States as of that mag- 
nitude that required us at least to pause and hes- 
itate for a moment ere we would peril the whole 
nation, and plunge it into a general conflagration 
and a general internecine war. I thought that we 
should hesitate before saying that we would 
indorse every act of the President of the United 
States for the purpose of enforcing the laws and 
carrying out the principles of the Constitution. 

Tam not one of those, Mr. Speaker, who believe 
in the right of a State to secede from the Union. 
E regard that as the greatest heresy that ever 
received the countenance and indorsement of a 
political party. T approve of the resolution upon 
that subject, passed by the Legislature of Ken- 
tucky in 1833, in which Legislature were then the 
wisest of Kentucky ’s statesmen, and which is as 
follows: 

5, That the people of the United States have a deep in- 
terest in the perpetuity and integrity of the Union, and an 
undoubted right to preserve it; and the right of secession, 
asserted by the ordinance, is not only unauthorized by we 
Constitution, but is repugnant to its letter and spirit.” 
| Ido not believe that any State has a constitu- 

tional right to secede; but all must recognize the 
right of revolution—the right of submitting to the 
arbitramentofthe sword oppression upon one side, 
and independence and freedom upon the other, 
whenever oppression becomes intolerable I do 
not believe that the time has come in the history of 
this country when we should resort to means so 
dreadful, so fullof disaster and catastrophe; but I 
do belicve that it is not right, at the present time, 
to send reinforcements to the forts in South Car- 
olina or the other southern States, but that we 
should first endeavor, at least, to obtain by com- 
promise what, in the end, some may think we will 
be under the necessity of taking by force. 

I should not, Mr. Speaker, have conceived it 
to be my duty to have made this explanation had 
it not been that, from various parts of. my dis- 
trict, I have reccived letters from some of the most 
respectable of my constituents, saying that my 
vote against the resolution of Mr. Aprain was 
condenined, from the fact that they did not under- 
stand the motives which prompted me to vote 
against it. I said upon that occasion: 

“If this resolution were confined to Major Anderson, L 


tor the residue of that resolution. Hence, E vote * no.’ >? 

J thank the House for its courtesy. 

Mr. EDWARDS. I call for the regular order 
of business. 

Mr. BURCH. Lask the unanimous consent 
of the House to have printed an amendment which 
I propose to offer to House bill No. 728. 

There being no objection, it was so ordered. 

{ EBEN ADAMS. 
| The SPEAKER stated the regular order of 
| business to be the consideration of bill of the 


|, House (No. 833) for the relief of Eben Adams; 


{ 

| upon which the previous question was ordered 
| yesterday. - 

| The bill was ordered to be engrossed, and read 
a third time; and being engrossed, it was accord- 
| ingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. DUELL moved to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill was passed; and also moved to lay 
| the motion to reconsider upon the table. 
The latter motion was agreed to. 


PRINTING OF TESTIMONY. 


Mr. DAWES. [ask permission to offer a res- 


! should vote for it with great pleasure; but E cannot vote | 


olution, to which I hope there will be no objec- 
tion. 
TheSPEAKER. Letit be read forinformatgon. 
The resolution was read, as follows: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Printing be instrneted 
to inquire and report, without delay, why the order of the 
House, adopted. December 12, 1860, requiring the printing 
of the testimony in the contested-election case of Wiliam- 
son against Sickles has not been executed, 


Mr. HINDMAN. I object to that resolution. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Ilinois. [ ask the 
gentleman from Massachusetts to permit me to 
amend the resolution by directing inquiry also as 
to why the Congressional Directory has not been 
printed. 

Mr. DAWES. I think that this is of more 
importance than anything else. It affects the right 
of a member to his seat on this floor, and is there- 
fore a privileged question. I ask the adoption of 
the resolution, and move the previous question 
upon it. r j 

Mr. HINDMAN. I objected to the consider- 
ation of this thing. i 

The SPEAKER. The Chair considers the 
resolution as in the nature ofa privileged question, 
affecting the right of a member of this House to 
his seat. 

The previous question was seconded, and the 
main question ordered; and under its eperation 
i the resolution was adopted. 

Mr. DAWES moved to reconsider the vote by 
which the resolution was adopted; and also moved 
to Jay the resolution on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

CALL OF COMMITTEES. 

Mr. EDWARDS.: I now demand the regular 
order of business. 

The SPEAKER. The regular order of busi- 
ness is the call of committees for reports of a pri- 
vate nature. 

The SPEAKER proceeded to call committees 
for such reports, beginning with the Committee 
of Elections. 


SUTLIFF & CASE. 


Mr. HALE, from the Committee of Claims, 
reported a bill for the relief of Sutliff & Case; 
which wag read a first and second time, referred 
to a Committee of the Whole House, and, with ` 
the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

ISAAC H, RANDALL. 

Mr. TAPPAN, from the same committee, re- 

ported back, with a recommendation that it do 
ass,an act (S. No. 300) for the relief of Isaac H. 
andall; which was referred to a Committee of 

the Whole House, and ordered to be printed. 


M. ©. MORDECAI. 


Mr. ADAMS, of Kentucky, from the Com- 
mittee on the Post Office and Post Roads, reported 
a bill to compensate M.-C. Mordecai for certain 
services; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to a Committee of the Whole House, 
and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 
printed. 


HEIRS OF JOHN ROBERTS. 


Mr. BRIGGS, from the Contmittee on Revolu- 
tionary Claims, reported a bill for the relief of the 
heirs of John Roberts, deceased, late a surgeon 
in the revolutionary war; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to a Committee of the 
| Whole House, and, with the accompanying re- 
port, ordered to be printed. 

CLAIM OF GEORGE FISHER. 

Mr. EDWARDS. Mr. Speaker, I desire to 
call up a report presented by me some ten days 
since from the Committee on Indian Affairs; and 
Task the attention of the House to it at this times 
It is a joint resolution repealing a resolution 
i relating to the claim of George Fisher, late of 
1; Florida, deceased, approved June 1, 1860. 
lj The joint resolution was read. It rescinds a 
i) resolution entitled ‘A resolution relating to the 
|| claim of George Fisher, late of Florida, deceased, 
| passed at the first session of this Congress, and 
| approved June 1, 1860;” and it makes nulland void 
i the same and all proceedings under it. 
| The question being on ordering the resolution 
i 
i 


| 
i 
t 
i 
F 
t 
i 


to be engrossed and read a third ume, 
Mr. EDWARDS. 


i I ask the attention of the 
|i House to this subject. The resolution relates to 
| a private claim; but, unlike our gencral legisla- 
i tion, which is usually to allow private claims, of 
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whatever magnitude they may be, it is a resolu- 
tion introduced for the purpose of rescinding a 
resolution under which there has been an attempt 
to get a private claim allowed, which, in the judg- 
ment of the Committee on Indian Affairs, ought 
not to be allowed. Its object, therefore, is to save 
to the public Treasury something more than sixty 
thousand dollars. The facts are these: 

A resolution was introduced into the Senate at 
the last session, authorizing the Secretary of War 
to reéxamine a decision which he had made two 
years previously; and if, on that revision, he 
should think it proper to increase the allowance 
to the claimant, todoso. Thatresolution passed 
the Senate, and was sent to this House, where it 
was referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 
It was, in its terms, extraordinary; and, in my 
Judgment, if it should be examined by any mem- 

er of this House, in connection with the result, 
it would be seen thatit was drawn for the express 
purpose of securing allowances beyond the pre- 
vious awards and allowanccs, which have no 
justification in the history of the case, or in the 
testimony by which it was sought to be support- 
ed. Let me say, from information of the most 
reliable character, that that resolution was not 
framed in the Senate, but was framed and present- 
ed to the Senate from outside of Congress; and I 
presume that it passed the Senate without any 
member of that body being aware of its real char- 
acter. When that resolution came to the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs of this House, they saw 
something of its covert character; but they did 
not suppose that any wrong was intended, be- 
cause they had not a knowledge of the facts on 
which it purported to be based, They thought it 
proper, however, to report it back with an amend- 
ment consisting of an entire substitute, having 
nothing of the directory or mandatory character 
of the Senate resolution, but simply authorizing 
and requiring a reéxamination and a consideration 
of all the testimony in the case, leaving the Sec- 
retary of War at liberty to abide by his award as 
before made, and to allow nothing in addition un- 
less the justice and equity of the case required it. 


STRANGERS ON THE FLOOR. 

Mr. SCOTT. Will the gentleman from New 
Hampshire yield to mea moment? I rise toa 
privileged question. A few moments since there 
was a friend sitting on this side of the Hall—a 
Democrat. The doorkeeper—not the gentleman 
who was elected, but his assistant—sent a page 
with a notification to him to leave, as he-was in 
the Hall contrary to the rules. Now, sir, on look- 
ing at the other side, I see, in conversation with 
a member from New York, a person who is not 
entitled to the privileges of the floor. Through- 
out the whole session, Mr. Darling—the assistant 
doorkeeper, to whom I refer—has invariably al- 
lowed persons on the floor on the other side, while 
on this side he will not allow any person to enter. 
I therefore brand him as acting partially and un- 
‘ustly, actuated by a low, disgusting partiality, 
unworthy of an officer and a gentleman. If he 
continue this course of removing Democrats on 
this side and ofadmitting Republicans on the other 
side, I shall move his expulsion as doorkeeper; 
for he is not worthy to hold his office, or to come 
in daily contact with gentlemen, 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is of opinion that 
the Doorkeeper should enforce the rules without, 
partiality; and the Chair, so far asithas anythin 
to do with it, will insist on that. 

CLAIM OF GEORGE FISHER—-AGAIN. 

Mr. EDWARDS. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman 
from California having terminated the interrup- 
tion he thought it necessary to make, I now re- 
sume my remarks, i 

This substitute, reported by the committee, was 
adopted, and was agreed to by the Senate; and 
under it the Secretary of War has proceeded to 
act, and has allowed to the claimant in this case, 
instead of the additional amounts supposed to be 
claimed, the sum of $66,000 more than he had 
allowed in his award made two years before, on 
precisely the same testimony, and no other, on 
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which he had made thataward. This extraordi- 
nary allowance has not beon paid. ‘The money still 
remains inthe Freasury. When itbecame known, 
at the commencement of the present session, that 
the amount allowed was so much beyond any- 
thing that wascontemplated when this legislation 
was adopted, it threw a suspicion over the whole 
transaction. 

Now, sir, let me say that, when this matter was 
before the Senate during the last session, the de- 
bate which took place upon the subject, which is 
now on record in the Congressional Globe, shows 
that it was stated that nothing more was expected 
by the passage of the joint resolution than the 
correction of an error or two, amounting to not 
more than from two to four thousand dollars. 
With that statement before us, when at this ses- 
sion the fact became known that an award of more 
than sixty thousand dollars additional had been 
made atthe War Department, it was sufficient to 
attract attention, and to give rise to the opinion 
that the award was extraordinary, if not entirely 
unwarranted. é 

Now, sir, I will, for a momen, refér to the his- 
tory and nature of this claim. it fsa claim for 
damages sustained in 1813—forty-sdven years ago 
—for damages sustained from deprédations of the 
Indians, then in astate of hostility jand by appro- 
priation for the use ofthe troops oftha United States 
then engaged in suppressing such hostilities. And, 
Mr. Speaker, this matter has been before Congress 
from 1813 ap to the present time. It has been 
before suecessive committees, some of which have 
reported adversely and some favorably; but no 
legislation was had upon it until 1848. In 1848, 
by the action of both branches of Congress, it was 
referred to the Second Auditor of the Treasury to 
make an adjudication upon it. The Second Au- 
ditor, upon examination, found thatdamages had 
been sustained from both the Indians and troops 
by this claimant to the amount of about seven- 
teen thousand dollars. But as by the law under 
which he acted, he was directed to ascertain how 
much damage had been sustained by the claimant 
from the Indians, and how much from the troops 
of the United States, and not to allow anything 
for the damage done by the Indians, but only so 
much as had been done by the United States 
troops, be found due the claimant a sum between 
eight and nine thousand dollars, but awarded no 
interest on the claim. Subsequently his atten- 
tion was called to that fact, aud he allowed $8,000 
interest; making, in all, $17,000. His attention 
was again called to the matter; and he allowed 
$10,000 ipterest in addition, making, in all, the 
sum of §27,000. F state these sums in round 


' numbers. 


Another application was made to Congress, and 
the matter again referred to anew Second Auditor, 


! but who did notact. Again application was made 


to Congress, and the matter was referred to the 
Secretary of War for his adjudication, with power 
to investigate the claim, as if de novo, upon all the 
testimony in the case, including certain deposi- 
tions, said to have been rejected by the Auditor, 
if now authenticated. These depositions had been 
duly authenticated, and were before him, and the 
papers in the case show were considered by him 
with other evidence; and it is to be presumed he 
gave such effect to them as he thought they 
deserved. On this examination, he doubled the 
allowance which had been before made by the 
Second Auditor. This was in 1858. And now, 
at the last session of Congress, the joint resolu- 
tion, which was first before the Senate, aud the 
substitute for which it is now proposed to repeal, 
was carried through the Senate upon the pre- 
tense, first, that the amount claimed was small; 
and, in the second place, upon the ground that 
the depositions referred to had not been consid- 
ered; and that if they were now duly authenti- 
cated, they should be considered by the Secretary 
in bis final adjustment of the claim; whereas the 


fact in the case is, that these depositions were |; 


duly authenticated in 1850, were before the Sec- 
retary in 1858, and were then made a part of the 
basis of his award. 


I now come to the- case as it was presented at- 
the last: session of Congress... I have said. that” 
the amount was doubled by the Secretary in 1858, : 
In 1860, it was again referred to the Secretary of- 
War for his decision. . Let it be remembered that 
the claim had been first.increased. from $9,000 
to $17,000; then to $27,000; then to $66,000; and 
now the Secretary of War, in this last awards: 
has increased the aggregate amount to $133,000. 

Mr. Speaker, during. the present session, the 
Committee on Indian Affairs have gone fully into 
an examination of the claim. The claimants were. 
heard by them by able counsel at sessions on 
three several days; the whole merits of the case 
were fully gone into; all the legislation which has 
been had upon the subject from the outset. has. 
been fully considered; and all: the testimony, in 
the case examined and considered; and the com- 
mittee were unanimous in reporting’ the resolu- 
tion which is before the House, for the purpose 
of rescinding the resolution giving the authority 
under which the Secretary of War has acted.. 

Now, sir, the question has been raised as to 
whether this House has the power to rescind this 
resolution; and upon that point, I am not here to 
charge fraud upon the Secretary of War as a 
cause of rescindment. I do not here undertake to 
charge fraud against anybody who has had con- 
nection with the case; but I do undertake to say 
that it is outside of this House and of Congress 
that this case has been managed; and I do ùn- 
dertake to say that, if this resolution should .be 
permitted to fail, and the award under the legis- 
lation of the last session permitted to be carried . 
into effect, the Treasury of this Government will, 
in my judgment, be plundered of an amount of 
more than $60,000. And I say further, that if 
the Secretary of War was honest in making the 
award which he has made; if. everybody con- 
cerned in procuring the award has been honest; 
they have been strangely misled, and have en- 
tirely misunderstood the purpose of the resolu- 
tion and the facts of the case. They could. not 
otherwise have sanctioned this claim to anything 
like the amount of the award. i 

Now, sir, in relation to the exercise of the power 
of this House to rescind and nullify the action of 
the Secretary. It has been said that there is a 
vested right, that Congress cannot rescind this 
resolution under which the Secretary has acted, 
so as to divest this claimant of his right to the 
payment of the amount of the award from the 
Treasury. Well, sir, I do not propose to argue 
that question here; but I undertake to say, thatno 
case can be found in which a claim has been en- 
forced against the Treasury in -the face of a law 
of Congress prohibiting the payment, .. And: let 
me say further, thatin the opinion‘of the commit- 
tee, aS a suit cannot be maintained against the 
Government, and inasmuch as the claimant would 
have no remedy for the payment of this money, 
if he still insisted upon its payment against a posi- 
tive law of Congress, except by a mandamus from 
the court, and that, before that writ would be al- 
lowed, the court would sec to it that its effect would 
be to promote justice and not injustice—the com- 
mittee thought this repealing act should be passed, 
and turn the claimant over to the chances of a 
legal-enforcement, if he should persist. The only 
case that has been referred to as presenting the 
action of the courts having any similarity to this, 
was the issuing of a writ to compel an officer of 
the Government to discharge an official duty de- 
volving upon him under an existing law of Con- 
gress. But that was nota case similar to this, 
inasmuch as this would be a case of commanding 
an officer to do an act which was virwally against 
an express law of Congress. 

Now, sir, | know that the House is always 
impatient under debate upon these matters. of a 
private nature, and I have, therefore, endeavored, 
to be as brief as possible, Ihave not adverted 
with any minuteness to the testimony if the case. 
{have not adverted perhaps with sufficient clear- 
ness to all the details of the history of the case; 
but I have made statements which I think, in 
connection with the fact that this measure recelyes 
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the unanimous support. of the committee in whose 
behalf I have presented it, will be sufficient to 
satisfy any candid man that it should receive the 
unanimous support of the House. Itinvolves the 
defeatofaclaim for more than $60,000. Itis true, 
this may not be regarded as a large amount in com- 
parison with many that pass under the consider- 
ation of this House, or with that of some other 
private claims even which have been allowed by 
Congress without any semblance of justice or 
right; but it is surely a large sum in the present 
state of the Treasury to put into the pocket of 
any claimaiit, against equity and against right, 
by any agency of this House. 

Beyond this, sir, this measure has another and 
a higher purpose than merely protecting the 
Treasury in this single case, important as this is. 
Tt is intended ag a discouragement to all that class 
of persons who are lying around this Capitol 
with specious, plausible, but substantially ground- 
less claims, waiting their opportunities to secure 
for them by schemes, inventions, management, 
and appliances, the sanction of Congress. 

Sir, while I would have the Government dis- 
charge scrupulously and promptly all its just ob- 
ligations, L would have it meet with a uniform and 
stern denial all fictitious and fabricated claims, 
and all exaggerations of just claims, by whom- 
soever they might be preferred, or by whatsoever 
combination they might be attempted to be sus- 
tained. 

Mr. VALLANDIGHAM. Mr. Speaker, hav- 
ing had occasion to examine this case with some 
carc, I desire to say that, in my judgment, a more 
groundless claim or reckless allowance was never 
presented to or made by any Department since 
the beginning of the Government. Therefore, I 
shall vote for the adoption of the resolution. 

_Mr. BARR. I should like to hear the resolu- 
tion that it is proposed to repeal; I want to know 
what we are doing. 

Mr. EDWARDS. I demand the previous ques- 
tion on the adoption of the resolution. 

Mr. BARR. Let the resolution be read which 
it is now proposed to repeal. 

Mr. EDWARDS. Then I ask the Clerk to 
read what I have marked. The first is an extract 
from the Congressional Globe, relating to proceed- 
ings in the Senate. 

‘The Clerk read, as follows: 

« The joint resolution (S. No, 8) relating to the claim of 
George Fisher, late of Florida, deceased, was read a second 
vime, and considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 
provides that the joint resolution approved June 3, 1885, 

devolving upon the Secretary of War the exccution of the 
nét of Congress enutled “ An act suppicmental to an act 
therein mentioned, approved December 22, 1854,”? ? shall be 
xo construed as to require the Seeretary of War to reéxam- 
fne and settle the account therein referred to, and to admit 
the depositions formerly rejected for want of authentica- 
tion, It they are now duly authenticated by the executive 
of Alabama, and to allow such {tems and valuations in the 
necounts aa are proved to be due, and are anywise affected 
by that testimony, without disturbing thosc not so affected; 
and to facilitate the adjustment, the Secretary of War is so 
to constrite the joint resolution as to require that the chaim- 
ants shall be credited with the items and valuations con- 
tatned or specified in the oflicial communication and state- 
ment of the Second Auditor of the Treasury, under date 
of January 20, 1858; but ifany portion of ute items or val- 
ustiona Rave been heretofore allowed, they are to be de- 
ducted, and the excess or remainder only be accounted for. 

“Mr. TrembuLy. I should like to hear the report. I 
eannot understand this from the reading of the resolution.” 


Mr. EDWARDS. The Clerk willnow read the 
second extract, being the resolution substituted 
for the Senate resolution, and being the resolu- 
tion now proposed to ‘be rescinded. 

The Clerk read, as follows: 


«The joint: resolution of 1860 provides that the Secre- 
tary of War is hereby authorized and required to revise 
ils execution of the act of Congress, entitled ‘An act sup- 
plemental toanact thercin mentioned,’ approved Decem- 
ber 22, 1854, required of him by a joint resolution of Con- 
gress, approved June 3, 1858, and on said revision to 
consider and give effect to all the testimony filed in said 
ease, including certain depositions formerly rejected by the 
Second Auditor of the Treasury forthe want of authentica- 
tion, but now duly authenticated, and to restate and settle 
the necount heretoiore stated and setted by him under said 
resolution, and to make such corrections in his said former 


statement and settlement, and such further allowances, if į 


any, on account of said claim, beyond what has heretofore 
been allowed and paid, as, in his opinion, justice to the 
gjaimant shall require.’ 


Mr. KUNKEL. I think we had better have 
the whole report of the Committee on Indian Af- 
fairs read to the House. Iam not familiar enough 
with the merits of this case to vote on itat this time. 
I am not permitted to propound any question, the 
previous question having been demanded. Ifthe 
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entleman from New Hampshire withdraws his 
emand for the previous question, perhaps he can 
enlighten me on some points. 

Mr. EDWARDS. 1am ready to answer any 
question the gentleman may propound to me. 

Mr. KUNKEL. I understood the gentleman 
toadmit that this claim has some foundation, and 
that it was ascertained by the First or Second 
Auditor, after three or four specific examinations, 
that there was something due to this claimant. 

Mr. EDWARDS. That has all been paid. 
Sixty-six thousand dollars has already been paid 
on this claim, while the original claim, for all dam- 
ages, was only for $15,000. 

‘The demand for the previous question was sec- 
onded, and the main question ordered; and under 
the operation thereof, the joint resolution was 
ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; 
and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the 
third time, and passed. 

Mr. EDWARDS moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the resolution was adopted; and also 
moved that the motion to reconsider be laid upon 
the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

LIVINGSTON, KINCAID & CO. 

Mr. ALDRICH, from the Committee on In- 
dian Affairs, reported back House resolution No. 
44, authorizing the Secretary of the Interior to 
adjust the claim of Livingston, Kincaid & Co., 
with the recommendation that it do pass; which 
was referred to a Committee of the Whole House 
on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompa- 
nying report, ordered to be printed. 

ARMY APPROPRIATION BILL. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I move that the rules be 
suspended, and the House resolve itself into the 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union. 

The question was taken; and the motion was 
agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into the 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union, (Mr. Wasusurne, of Illinois, in the 
chair. 


fore the committee was the Army appropriation 
bill; and that on that business the gentleman from 
Obio [Mr. Penpteron] was entitled to the floor. 

Mr. PENDLETON addressed the committee 


foran hour. [Hisspeech will be published in the | 


Appendix. 
Mr.SHERMAN. Mr. Chairman, I have list- 
ened with respect and attention to all that has 
fallen from my colleague, [Mr. Penpieton.} 
Much that he has said I approve; but it seems to 
me that instead of appealing to this side of the 
House for conciliation, kindness, and forbearg 
he should appeal to those around him, who Alone 
provoke the excitement now prevailing Zn this 
country. : 
He says the Army should not be used fo coerce 
aState. Troy this he means that the Army should 
not be used to conquer a State, to compel her to 
be represented, to maintain the courts or post 
offices within her limits, to burn her cities or des- 
olate her fields, he is entirely correct. I do not 
believe that any Administration will pursue such 
a policy. But, sir, we have a Government, a 
great Government, to maintain. It is supreme 
within the powers delegated to it; and it is pro- 
vided with ampleauthority to protectitself against 
foreign or domestic enemies. It has the exclusive 
right to collect duties on imports. Itis the ex- 
clusive owner of forts, arsenals, navy-yards, ves- 
sels, and munitions of war. It has a flag, the 
symbol of its nationality, the emblem of its power 
and determination to protect all those who may 
of right gather under its folds. Itisour duty, as 
the representatives of this Government, to main- 
tain and defend it in the exercise of its just 
powers. Has it trespassed upon the rights of a 
single individual? Does any citizen of South 
Carolina complain that this Government has done 
him wrong? Noman can say that. The Gov- 
ernment for years has been in the hands of the 
Democratic party, controlled chiefly by southern 
citizens. They have controlled its power and 
atronage; and now, when the Republican party 
is about to assume the reins, they seek to subvert 
it. They organize revolution under the name of 
secession. 
What have they done? 


The people of the 


) 
The CHAIRMAN stated that the business be- | 


State of South Carolina have seized the custom- 
house in the city of Charleston; they have closed 
that port, and prevented the United States from 
the exercise of its conceded exclusive power of 
collecting the revenue from imports. They have 
taken, by force, money from the Treasury of the, 
United States, and applied if to their own use. 
They have seized the arms and munitions of 
war of the United States deposited in arsenals 
within the conceded exclusive jurisdiction of the 
United States, and turned them against the Army 
of the United States. They have seized the rev- 
enue and the property of the United States. They 
have seized a loyal citizen of the United States 
engaged in the discharge of his duty, imprisoned 
him, and threatened his life, for the exercise of a 
plain constitutional duty, charging him with trea- 
son against the State of South Carolina. They 
have taken citizens of different States, rightfully 
and peacefully attending to their business, insulted 
them, inflicted the most degrading indignities 
upon ‘them, and then forcibly expelled them. . 
They have raised a military force of artillery, cav- 
i alry, and infantry, with the avowed purpose of 
expelling, or, to use their own chosen word, co- 
ercing, the United States from the forts, arsenals, 
and other property still in the possession of the 
United States. When Major Anderson, for the 
safety of his small force, removed it from Fort 
Moultrie to Fort Sumter, they seized Fort Moul- 
trie, Fort Pinckney, and other property. 

More recently they fired upon a vessel in the 
employ of the United States, conveying reinforce- 
ments and provisions to our troops. In this act 
of war, they used the cannon and munitions of 
war paid for out of our ‘Treasury. Forts ceded 
by the State of South Carolina to the United 
States were used to expel a vessel of the United 
States in the pursuit of its lawful commerce. 
When the “star-spangled banner’? was hoisted to 
her mast-head, as a sign of nationality, appealing 
to all the patriotic recollections which cluster 
around it—your flag, my flag, the flag of Virginia, 
of Ohio, of Kentucky, of Massachusetts, the flag 
of every State and of the whole Union, the rustle 
of whose folds has so often excited the pride and 
patriotic ardor of Americans in every part of the 
habitable globe—that flag, invoked for the protec- 
|| tion of an unarmed vessel, carrying provisions to 
our own troops, was fired upon and dishonored. 
Anact of war by citizens of the United States, and 
therefore an act of treason, was applauded by offi- 
cers and citizens of that State, and perhaps by these 
of other States. It was notan act of war against 
you and me merely, but against every loyal and 
patriotic citizen of this great Republic. Up to that 
moment we had done nothing. This Government 
has been more forbearing, more quiet, more com- 
placent, under this series of offenses, than any 
Government instituted since the foundation of 
governments. 

And now, Mr. Chairman, the same lawless vio- 
lence is breaking out in other parts of the coun- 
try. Forts, arsenals, navy-yards, and vessels of 

war, intrusted without defense to the patriotism 
of the people, have, upon one pretext or another, 
been seized, and are now held by lawless force. - 
Upon the recommendation of members of Con- 
gress, Fort Pulaski was seized by troops, under 
an order from the Governor of Georgia. I sup- 
pose there is nota member upon the other side 
who will declare that it would be given up peace- 
fully to the troops of the United States if it were 
demanded by our national authoritics. More re- 
cently still, the navy-yard at Pensacola was taken 
by an armed force, under the order of the Gov- 
ernor of Florida. I have here a telegraphic dis- 
‘patch sent to this Government: 

“ January 12, 1861.—Commissioners appointed by the 
Gavernor of Florida, with a regiment of armed men at the 
gate, demanded the surrender of this navy-yard, having pre- 
ok taken possession of one of the magazines. J sur- 
rendered the place and struck my flag at half past one 
o’elock, p. m., this day.” 

Here, then, is the Governor of one State, the 
weakest ofall, with a regiment ofarmed men, who 
goes to a navy-yard of the United States, having 
first seized the magazine containing gunpowder 
and muniments of war—who goes with this armed 
force to a navy-yard in the charge of a captain of 
the United States Navy, and demands possession. 
Then the flag of your country and of mine is low- 
ered to lawless force. N 

Mr. Chairman, suppose Great Britain, suppose 
France, suppose all the Powers of the world com- 
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bined, had thus outraged the flag of the United 
States: would not every one of us have demanded 
menand: money. to wipe out the indignity, and to 
repel further like assaults, at whatever hazard? 
Yet, sir, the Governor of Florida, before the State 
of Florida had seceded, goes with an armed force, 
seizes upon our property, and turns the guns of 
the people of the United States against the Army 
and the Navy of the United States. Iam also 
told—with what truth Ido not know—that can- 
non are planted upon the banks of the Mississippi 
river, at or near the city of Vicksburg, in the State 
of Mississippi, and that our steamboats are now 
compelled to land there and to give an account of 
themselves. We do not know at what moment 
they may be subject to tribute and seizure. To 
whom? To the State of Mississippi? I agree with 
all my colleagues from the State of Ohio, from 
both sides of this House, that there is one thing 
immutable—a law that is a higher law. It is, that 
the Mississippi river, gathering all the rivulets of 
the Northwest into one current, must be permit- 
ted to float our commerce uninterrupted and un- 
trammeled to the sea, or thousands of men will 
float down upon its waters and make it free. © 

Mr. BRANCH. Phe gentleman from Ohio will 
allow me to ask him whether the statement he has 
just made is founded upon any good authority ? 
Can he inform this House authoritatively that 
cannon have been planted upon the banks of the 
Mississippi, to control the navigation of that 
river? 

Mr. SHERMAN. I can only respond, that 
what I have stated [ saw in the newspapers of the 
day. Ihave already declared that I have no of- 
ficial information upon the subject. I know from 

rivate information that citizens of Ohio, engag da 
in lawfal commeree—men of political opinions 
like those professed by you, [Mr. Brancu]—have 
been detained in the State of Louisiana until the y 
could send back to Ohio for proof that they had 
not voted for Mr. Lincoln. As this was an act 
of lawless violence, not sanctioned by a State, I 
arraign no one for it. 

Mr. BRANCH. The gentleman will allow me 
still farther. Iwill tell the gentleman from Ohio, 
what we all know very well, that there are many 
things in the newspapers which afterwards turn out 
to be untrue. There is now no gentleman upon 
this floor from the State of Mississippi who can 
give accurate and reliable information as to the 
circumstances referred to by the gentleman from 
Ohio; and I wish simply to say to him that the 
gentlemen around me, those who are in the best 
position to know whether this fact is true or not, 
are of the opinion that it is without foundation, 
and entively untrue. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Lhope that it may not be 
true. I trust to find that it is entirely without 
foundation. 

Mr. CRAWFORD. Let me saya word to the 
gentleman from Ohio. I presume that the whole 
of this statement which has gone out into the press 
of the country about cannon having been planted 
upon the banks of the Mississippi river may have 
hoe out of the fact that there was some appre- 

ension on the part of the people dwelling upon 
that river that General Scott was preparing to 
send down a large force for the purpose of com- 
mencing an invasion into the southern States from 
some point in the State of Mississippi. Ido not 
know that cannon have been planted; but if there 
has been, then it has been done for their protection 
and defense. { would do so were I in their place, 
apprehending such an invasion. 

Mr. SHERMAN. [I stated that I found the 
fact in the newspapers of the day; and upon the 
newspapers we have to rely until we are fur- 
nished with official information. It is certain that 
our flag has been fired into; that the property of 
the United States has been seized; and that the 
guns of the United States have been turned against 
the people and the shipping of the United States. 
It is certain that acts of war have been committed 
by the State of South Carolina. No one doubts, 
I suppose, that the forts at the mouth of the Mis- 
sissippi are in the possession, not of the troops 
of the United States, but troops that will resist 
the troops of the United States. There is no doubt 
that. Baton Rouge has been seized; no doubt, sir, 
that act after act of war has been repeated. I ask 
you, as the. Representatives of a brave people, 
what shall we do? The question is not, shall we 
coerce a State? but shall we not defend the prop- 


erty of the United States against all enemies, at 
home or abroad, here or wherever the flag of our 
country floats? 

Must this Government submit to insult and in- 
dignity? Must it surrender its property, its flag, 
its nationality? Do you, gentlemen from Vir- 
ginia, whose great statesmen had so large a share 
in laying the foundations of our Government, de- 
sire to see it thus dishonored? Are you ready to 
join excited men, who will not listen to reason; 
who even spurn your patriotism as timidity; who 
reject your councils, and who would drag you as 
unwilling victims at the heel of their car of Jug- 
gernaut, crushing under its weight all hope of 
civil liberty for ages to come? Are you aroused 
into madness by political defeat? 

Mr. HILL. “ Will the gentleman allow me a 
moment? 

Mr. SHERMAN, [never decline to yield. 

Mr. HILL. I think I know the feelings of the 
honorable gentleman well enough to know that 
the question I am about to ask will not be deemed 
offensive. I desire to ask him whether he thinks 
that it is wholly incompatible with the dignity 
of our great country that conciliation should be 
had with these parties that have so grievously 
offended, according to his argument, by the cap- 
ture of these forts? Must these acts be expiated 
by blood, before any terms of accommodation can 
be had? 

Mr. SHERMAN, My friend from Georgia, 
whose patriotic feelings I know and appreciate, 
well knows that Ido not bring this matter for- 
ward for the purpose of adding to the excitement, 
but for the purpose of showing that the argument 
was not stated correctly by my colleague, {Mr. 
Penpieron.] He said that we threatened to 
coerce a State; that we were about to inaugurate 
civil war; that we were devising means to march 
down upon and conquer South Carolina. My 
argument is, that South Carolina is not coerced; 
but that she is coercing this great Government; 
that she is coercing all the border slave States; 
that she is leading them by wild fanaticism, and 
by the community of interests, to take a step 
which I do not believe Virginia, or North Caro- 
lina, or Maryland, or any of the border States, 
would take, in the light of calm and cool reason. 
I do not wish to be misapprehended. I do not 
wish to have it supposed that L would make war 
upon any people of common blood and common 
heritage afd common name; but I do say that it 
is your duty, gentlemen of the southern States, 
your duty, my friend from Georgia, to see to it 
that if this Government is to be dissolved, atleast 
we should preserve the honor of our flag until 
hostile sections—not insignificant States—lead 
the van. 

Mr. CLEMENS. Will the gentleman allow 
me one word? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Certainly. 

Mr. CLEMENS. I want to say a few words 
only. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Very well; go on. 

Mr. CLEMENS. The course of South Car- 
olina toward Virginia has not only been marked 
as the gentleman from Ohio has characterized it, 
but her Governor declared in his message that 
Virginia must be dispensed with; that South Car- 
olina must act without her, because she holds the 
Union above the Constitution; and now Virginia 
is called upon to interpose to save a State from 
the just indignation of the people of the United 
States, which, in the inauguration of a revolution 
like this, could fix a stigma such as that upona 
sister State of the Confederacy! 

Mr. LEAKE. Will the gentleman from Ohio 

ermit me for one moment? ; 

Mr. SHERMAN. [trust the gentleman will 
not consider me discourteous if I decline to do so 
at this point. 

Sir, it was but the other day that I was told by 
a distinguished citizen of an absolute monarchy— 
and the remark made a deep impression upon my 
mind—that he deplored the events now transpir- 
ing around us; that he deplored what he consid- 
ered the inevitable fall of this Republics but, said 
he, one good will result from it: it will stop for- 
ever the struggle for free institutions in Europe; 
it will establish upon a secure basis the existing 
Governments of the Oid World. {felt that the 
remark was true, If this Government cannotsur- 
vive a constitutional election; if we cannot defend 
our property and protect our flag; if this Govern- 
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ment crumbles before the first sign of disaffection, . 
what. hope is there for free institutions. in cot 
tries where kings and nobles and marshals anc 
hereditary institutions and laws of primogenitur 
have existed fur ages? Sir, when in modern times. 
the love to liberty has inspired the mass: y 
people to demand the right of self-govern 
they have been, pointed to the Frenc “revolut 

of 1798, and to South America, where ing. 


Republics rise and disappear so rapidly’ Ta 


not, 
ten men in this House can tell me their names. 
They have been pointed also to Mexico. God 
forbid thal the despots of the Old World should 
ever adorn their infernal logic by pointing to.a 
disrupted Union here! It was said, with a poet’s 
license, that— oe 
“Freedom shrieked as Kosciusko fell? — 

Sir, freedom will. die with the fall of this Re- 
public. Those who survive the first calamity, will 
find springing into existence military despotisms 
North, South, East, and West. Instead of two 
divisions, there will be many divisions.: The-con-. 
dition of this country will be worse than. that of 
Mexico, because we are a braver; a stronger, a 
more powerful people, and shall fight each other 
with pene tenacity. If this Government is dis- 
solved, the man now lives who will be the Na- 
poleon of some section of this Republic. All his- 
tory teaches us that a free Government is never 
broken up and disrupted unless a military des- 
potism of force is substituted for the will of the 
people; and we have no right to suppose that our 
country will be an exception to the general rule, 

Mr. Chairman, I appeal in all candor to the 
Representatives of the border States to arrest the 
tide that, but for you, will in a few days place 
us in hostile array with each other. I know that 
the movements in the cotton States have gone so 
far that we cannot arrest them. I appeal to, the 
Representatives of the border States to arrest the 
progresa of this storm for a little time, at least, 

et us see whether there is any hope for peace 
and conciliation. If there is not, then, if we can- 
not agree, let us fight; but if we can agree, let us 
do it like men, and not be hurried off by wild and 
insane feelings of rage and disappointment by the 
weakest State in this Confederacy. Sirs, if you 
do, peace will again smile upon our country, . If 

ou do not, I sce nothing bat civil war before us. 

Ay colleague may paint in beautiful language the 
blessings of peace; and cry “ peace! peace ! when 
there is no peace;” but, Mr. Chairman, you arid 
I see already rising in the West, where militar 
fecling is so rife, a spirit which will not broo 
much longer the insults already cast upon the flag 
of our country. Ido not threaten; for I dread— 
not for you and me, or the members of this House, 
for I suppose we have the ordinary courage of 
our race; we are but atoms in the storm—but 
thousands and millions of men, like us, will re- 
gret the day when this Government was hurried 
into revolution, without opportunity for parley 
or delay. If your people will not aid. the Gov- 
ernment in maintaining the public property in the 
seceding States, then we must.do it in spite of 
you, or perish in the attempt, We must not- 
allow the Government to crumble at our feet., You 
can arrest this movement, and you alone can do 
it. Lask you, gentlemen from Virginia and the 
South, does not your blood boil with indignation 
when you read of the surrender of our forts and 
the dishonor of our flag? Are they not yours as 
well as mine? Has the fecling of sectionalism 
become stronger than the love of country ? I ask 
if the same patriotism which brought your fathers 
and mine into common battle-fields, amid all the 
storms of the Revolution, does not now rebel 
when you are forced into a civil war by the mad- 
ness of a few men in the southern States? Sir, I 
do not believe it. For the moment, under the 
smart of imaginary wrongs, under the disappoint- 
ment of political defeat, your people may be hur- 
ried into acts of madness; but when returning 
reason comes, woe be to those who have led them 
astray! Then a single wave of the star-spangled 
banner will silence the miserable party cries with 
which you have misled them. 

Let us not deceive ourselves with the idea that 
this Government can be broken up on Masonand 
Dixon’s line, or upon any other line, without in- 
volving us in all we dread. There is no man, with 
a head to reason and a heart to feel, who does not 
shudder at the idea of civil war.: Do you suppose 
that this Government can be divided in two, 
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according to the plan of the gentleman from Vir- 
ginia, (Mr. Garnett, ] with this Capitol, with the 
mouth of the Mississippi, with the Territories, 
and the thousand things that divide us, without 
provoking civil war? Why, sir, we may do all 
we can to prevent it; we may throw ourselves into 
the breach; we may stand up and yield every- 
thing, or cringe down and yield everything; but 
I teli you that will not stop the surging Waves. 
If this Government is divided, though we may 
agree to separate in peace—though every man here 
may sign the bond—we know that events hur- 
riedly running forward will bring these two sec- 
tious in hostile array against each other; andthen, 
what a war is there, my countrymen! I know 
that your southern people are brave, spirited, ac- 
tive, quick; no man doubts that; but if you have 
kad any misapprehension about the northern peo- 
pear you suppose that, because they are cold, 
vecause they are not fired by your hot blood, they 
will not perform their duty everywhere, you are 
very much mistaken, We are the equals of each 
other; we are of the same blood, the same parent- 
age, the same character; your warm sun has quick- 
ened your blood, but our colderclimate hassteadied 
the intellects and braced the cnergies of our peo- 
jle. 
l I again repeat, Mr. Chairman, that we should 
not allow ourselves to be deceived by words. 
The question is not whether the United States 
will coerce a State, but whether a State shall co- 
erce the Government; whether this noble fabric, 
devised by our fathers, shall fall without a blow. 
I appeal to you again; I appeal to the Represent- 
atives of all the States, whether we shall allow 
Fort Sumter, the only place where our flag floats 
in the harbor of Charleston, to be surrendered at 
discretion. Forone,{say, Never! never! Even 
if to-morrow | should vote to give South Caro- 
lina license to leave the Confederacy, if I had 
the power; yet, while that flag floats, it is the 
bounden and sacred duty of this Government to 
rotect it against all enemies, and at all hazards, 
p had fondly hoped, while we disagreed, and 


while I knew that our disagreement was marked j 


and decided, that you, gentlemen of the South, 
would yourselves take the lead in the defense 
of our property and gur honor; therefore l sat 
silent. | had hoped that, while we were discuss- 
ing, you would insist upon the protection of the 
property of the United States, and that our flag 
should not be dishonored until we separated, in 
peace or in war. I was much struck by a remark 
made the other day by the honorable Senator 
from Mississippi, (Mr. Davts,] that if we could 
not agree with cach other, we ought to separate 
in peace—that we should take this old flag, and 
fold itaway,and keep it as a much-loved me- 
mento for us all. But, sir, we cannot do that 
now, I hasbeen lowered and tarnished, and we 
all know and feel it. 

L was surprised that my colleague (Mr. Pex- 
preron] did not vote for the resolution offered by 
the gentleman from New Jersey, in regard to Ma- 
jor Anderson. I hoped that the Ohio delegation 
would unite in favor of that resolution. There 
were but two exceptions. [think my colleague 
from the Dayton district [Mr. Vatianpienan] 
voted in the negative; and my colleague who 
made such an eloquent speech for peace to-day 
did not vote on the passage of the resolution, but 
voted againstsuspending the rules. I was surprised 
that any one from Ohio should vote against it. 
{ was still more surprised, allow me to say to the 
Representatives of Kentucky, that when their 
own gallant son had but performed his bounden 
duty they should have refused to vote to sustain 
him in his removal from Fort Moultrie to the 
strongest pomt in his command, 

Mr. STEVENSON. Will the gentleman allow 
me to say a word? 


Mr. SHERMAN. Oh, yes. 


Mr. STEVENSON. Mr. Chairman, do not | 


suppose that there is a man of any party, or from 
any section, who holds in higher estimation the 
gallant services and noble character of Major An- 
derson than the delegation now upon this floor 


from Kentucky; and it is surpassingly strange | 


that the gentleman from Ohio should now ques- 
tion it, or allude to. the failure of a portion of that 
delegation to support the resolation of the gentle- 
man from New Jersey, since most of my col- 


leagues stated at the time, that, while they were | 


disposed to honor Major Anderson, and would 


cheerfully vote for a part of that resolution, they 
could not sustain the last part of it, which they 
feared committed them to measures of coercion 
by the Federal Government against sovereign 
States of this Confederacy. The Kentucky del- 
egation—at least a portion of them, including my- 
self—differ from the gentleman of Ohio as to the 
structure of this Government, and as to the foun- 
dation upon which it was erected; and hence we 
may well differ fundamentally as to what it may 
become the duty of the Government, under a 
given state of the case, to pursue towards seced- 
ing States; but, so far as Major Anderson is con- 
cerned, uninformed as he was of any agreed 
status between South Carolina and the Federal 
Government, we not only approved of his course 
in removing to Sumter, but we honored and ad- 
mired in him even still more that calm states- 
manship and patriotism which allowed him not 
to return the fire when South Carolina opened 
her batteries upon the Star of the West. Wehonor 
that noble forbearance upon the part of the brave 
soldier, and consider ita sparkling gem in his bril- 
liant coronet of valor and fidelity. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Iam very glad, indeed, Mr. 
Chairman, to hear the gentleman from Kentucky 
say even as much as he has done. Butif he main- 
tains the course of Major Anderson -in removing 
to Fort Sumter, L ask him now what will he do 
with Major Anderson there? Will he allow him 
to be girdled around with forts and barricades 
till he is starved out like a rat? 7 

Mr. STEVENSON. No, sir. The State of 
South Carolina has, I rejoice to learn, opened her 
markets, and given to Major Anderson his postal 
facilities. So far as courtesies go, they have been 
restored to Major Anderson. No reinforcements 
are necessary for his comfort or safety now. It 
was by the foresight, the prudence, the states- 
manship of Major Anderson, which kept him from 
firing, in order to prevent civil war, that even the 
bare hope of preserving this Union under the Con- 
stitution, and with its guarantees, is now left us. 
But if the course intimated by the gentleman from 
Ohio had been pursued, and if Major Anderson 
had—as the gentleman’s argument would seem 
to imply he shonid have done—fired on Charles- 
ton, we should have had at this moment civil 
war, without the least hope of preserving the 
Union, or even reconstructing it under our blessed 
Constitution. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. Chairman, Ì have not 
said, and the gentleman from Kentucky cannot 
make me say, that Major Anderson should have 
fired upon Charleston. The gentleman ought 
not to have done me that injustice, especially 
while he was speaking by my courtesy. Ido not 
know what Major Anderson should have done. 
1 will not give my opinion on it until I sce what 
the facts were. Imay say that my impulse would 
have been to return the fire of Fort Morris, or 
Fort Moultric, orany other fort, or any other can- 
non that fired upon the flag of the United States. 
But I did not give any opinion on this point; and 
certainly I would nothave required Major Ander- 
son, in vindicating the honor of his flag, to have 
fired on the men, women, and children ofthe city of 
Charleston. The very resolution referred to by the 
gentleman from Kentucky, an extract from which 
I have now before me, expresses only those plain 
axioms against which E do not see how any mem- 
ber could have voted. My friend says he would 
have voted for that partof the resolution approv- 
ing the conduct of Major Anderson, but that he 
could not vote for other portions of it. What por- 
tions? Is it that point in which we express four 
determination to maintain that fearless officer in 
his present position, and in all constitutional 
measures to enforce the laws and preserve the 
Union??? Why could not the gentleman vote for 
that? 

Mr. STEVENSON. For the simple reason 
that I do not know what might be, in these stir- 
ring and startling times, regarded by any Adminis- 


tration asconstitutional measures. The gentleman | 


from Ohio thinks, for example, that the Consti- 
tution authorizes the military power of this Gov- 
ernment to be exercised against ten sovereign 
States, with the avowed purpose of coercing them 
back into this Confederacy? I do not believe it; 
and therefore Í cannot commit myself blindly to a 
doctrine I solemnly believe to be subversive of the 
very fo undation stones on which this Government 
rests. 


Again, sir, the gentleman has applauded Major 
Anderson. Major Anderson saw that flag so 
eloquently eulogized by the gentleman and so dear 
to us all struck down. He saw the Star of the 
West, with thatensigh unfurled, fired upon. Why 
did he not return the fire? It was not that he 
loved the flag less, but his country more. His 
patriotic heart was big enough to brook the as- 
sumed indignity rathér than involve his country 
in civilwar. By sucha course he differed wholly 
with the gentleman from Ohio. I honor the gal- 
lant soldier for it. His native Commonwealth 
honors him; and good and patriotic men must 
always honor him for a prudence excelled only 
by his valor, which saved his whole country 
from civil war. No man will go farther than [ 
will to preserve this Union. It mast be a Union 
of equals. I will join hands with any man, of 
any party and from any section, in efforts to pre- 
serve sucha Union. And I believe Major Ander- 
son would do his part in so holy a work. He 
knows, as we all know, it can only be preserved 
by compromise and concession; and this can only 
be reached by peace. But if it is to be preserved, 
it can only be achieved by a full and clear recog- 
nition of the rights and equality of the States. 
There are no disunionists in Kentucky. Her gal- 
lantand distinguished Senator tenders, in hername, 
the olive branch of peace in the propositions he 
has presented. Why will notthe gentleman and 
his friends accept them, and restore peace toa 
distracted country? Let them not be deceived! 
Muchas Kentucky is devoted to the Confederacy, 
great as are the sacrifices she is prepared to 
make and has nrade for it, she will cling to no 
Union upheld by force, and in which she is not a 
recognized equal. [Applause from the galleries, 
mingled with hisses.] 

The CHAIRMAN. The galleries will preserve 
order. The Chairman of the committce is in- 
vested by the rales with authority to order the 
galleries to be cleared, and if this disturbance be 
repeated the Chair will exercise its authority. 

Mr, SHERMAN. Lam happy to say that I 
approve the last phrase in the remarks of the gen- 
tleman from Kentucky. F believe in the equality 
of the States; I believe in the equality of the cit- 
izens of the several States. I would not deprive 
any State of its equality in the Union, This is 
one of those expressions that are commonly used 
on the stump, and often without meaning. ‘There 
is nota man within the sound of my voice who 
does not believe that one State is equal to another; 
that one citizen isequal to another; that a south- 
ern citizen has the same right every where, where 
ever our flag floats, that a northern citizen has- 
No man denies that. Indeed, 1 might say that, 
in practice, southern men have hada great many 
more rights than northern men have had. 

I am glad to know that the gentleman from 
Kentucky does not disagree with me so much as 
to the views declared in the resolution, as he does 
in regard to some inferences which he feared 
somebody else might, in these constitutional times, 
draw from the resolution. The resolution simply 
expresses a desire to enforce the laws and to pre- 
serve the Union—no more. I am willing to stand 
on this platform. I canjoin heartily with all those 
who made that pledge, whatever else they may 
think or believe about the questions that divide 
our people. If we can stand by each other, if 
our constituents will stand by us in that emphatic 
declaration, I do believe the good ship that has 
borne us thus far on a prosperous voyage will 
outlive the storm. But, sir, if we yield too far to 
the fury of the waves; if we now surrender with- 
out resistance the forts, arsenals, dock-yards, and 
other property of the Government, we ogly dem- 
onstrate that we arc not fit for the duties assigned 
us; and,if our names survive our times, they will 
only be recorded as those of a degenerate rage, 
who had not the manhood to preserve what their 
fathers won. Gentlemen cannot come here and 
say, We demand this; or we demand that; stand 
and deliver.” That is the language of the high- 
wayman. This isa great tribunal, where men 
reason and judge and weigh and doubt and hesi- 
tate and talk—and we have a good deal of that. 
No section and no State can, because the presi- 
dential election has gone against it, say, “ We 
will have this change inthe Constitution, or we 
will fire upon your flag; we will have that change 
in the Constitution, or we will seize upon your 
forts.” That is not the principle upon whieh this 
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is 


Government was founded. Mr. Jefferson, when 
elected President in 1801, declared the true prin- 
ciple. He said it was the duty of al! good citizens 
to obey the Constitution; to submit to a constitu- 
tional election; and he congratulated the country 
that the Federalists were willing to give the Dem- 
ocrats a fair trial. 

Mr. LEAKE. ‘Will the gentleman permit me 
to ask him a question? f 

Mr. SHERMAN. I trust the gentleman will 
notask me. I have been already led from the 
course of my remarks through interruptions. I 
do not mean any discourtesy to the gentleman. 

Mr. LEAKE. Then the gentleman from Ohio 
denies me the courtesy which I ask, and denies 
such courtesy to nobody else. 

Mr. SHERMAN. TFrepeatthat Ido not want 
to be discourteous to the gentleman, and I will 
allow him to proceed. 

Mr. LEAKE. The gentleman from Ohio quotes 
not the language exactly, but substantially the 
language of a man who lived in the county in 
which Í was born, who died there, and is buried 
there—Thomas Jefferson. His language was, 
that it was the duty of all parties to the compact 
to obey the Constitution and the laws of the land. 
And now I demand to know of the gentleman from 
Ohio, whose high character and bigh intelligence 
will enable him to answer me, whether Ohio, his 
own State, is not now in open rebellion against 
the Constitution and laws of the United States? I 
demand to know whether she has not passed a 
law which violates the Constitution and laws of 
the United States in undertaking to violate the 
fugitive slave law; and whether her Governor has 
not, on solemn requisition of the Governor of 
Virginia, refused to surrender a man, not be- 

` cause he stole a negro, but because he was con- 
cerned in the John Brown Harper’s Ferry riot? 
Has not Governor Dennison refused to surrender 
that man on the requisition of the Governor of 
Virginia? Who, then, is amendable to the charge 
which he is making against the South? 

Mr. SHERMAN. I will answer the gentle- 
man from Virginia; and Í trust then Le will not 
further interrupt me. Ohio is true to all her con- 
stitutional obligations, ft is said that Ohio has 
a personal liberty bill, as you call it. It is not 
true; there is no such law upon her statute-book. 
Her Jaw against kidnapping is similar to the law 
of Virginia, and she has no other. Her Legisla- 
ture is now carefully examining all our laws to | 
see if there is, by possibility, any clause orsection | 
which invades the constitutional right of any 
State. 

The gentleman says Ohio has refused to sur- 
render up fugitives from’justice. Iam here to de- 
fend my native State. Isay itis not so. Onthe 
contrary, Governor Dennison refused to respond | 
to the requisition in the case alluded to simply 
because the papers showed on their face that the 
alleged criminal never was in Virginia. They 
were based upon a mere constructive presence, a 
doctrine under which a citizen of Ohio, in Ohio, | 
may be dragged to Virginia for trial for an act 
lawfulinOhio. Governor Dennison gave the same 
decision that has been sanctioned by tne courts 
of the southern States; and in strict acccordance 
with the common-law principle that an accused | 
shall be tried where the offense is committed. | 

Neither in the case alluded to of the difficulty | 
between Ohio and Kentucky, has any right of 
Kentucky been violated. Governor Dennison fol- 
lowed the decision of the Governor of Kentucky, | 
who held that no man could be taken from Ken- 
tucky into Ohio, and delivered. up on a charge of | 
stealing or kidnapping negroes, or other offenses 
not recognized as criminal by the laws of Ken- 
tucky. Governor Dennison followed the recorded | 
opinion of a distinguished attorney gencral of | 
Ohio, now a citizen of Kentucky. T now and | 
here fully justify him in the course he pursued. | 
But, sir, Udo not propose to argue this question, | 

I have merely alluded to it for the purpose of 


showing that Ohio is true to all herconstitutional |! 


obligations; and that her example cannot be in- | 
voked to justify nullification or treason. 

Mr. STEVENSON. If the gentleman from 
Ohio will permit me, I desire his authority for 
stating that any Governor of Kentucky ever re- 


fused to surrender a fugitive, on the ground that i 


stealing negroes was not a crime, 


| 
Í 
i 


Mr. SHERMAN. I understand that in the 
case I refer to he decided that unless the offense | 


! 
1 
I 
| 


charged in the requisition isan offenseat common 
law, it is not covered by the Constitution. - 

Mr. STEVENSON. I beg leave to differ with 
the gentleman, and I must ask his authority even 
for that statement. The official records of my 
State will show no such case. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. Chairman, the Gov- 
ernor of Ohio has himself spoken in his. recent 
message, and I can only refer to that message. 
He has fully maintained, justified, and defended 
his action in this matter. Now, I trust, as so 
much of my time has already been taken up by 
these interruptions, that I shall be permitted to go 
on without giving way to any gentleman further. 

Mr. BRANCH. I propose that, by unanimous 
consent, the gentleman’s time shall be extended. 
It is due to him, on account of these interrup- 
tions, that it should be. 

Mr. LEAKE. I move that the gentleman’s 
time be extended. 

The CHAIRMAN. If there be no objection, 
the time of the gentleman will be extended beyond 
his hour. 

Mr. VALLANDIGHAM. Before thatisdone, 
inasmuch as the chairma ` of the Ways and Means 
has, as [am informed, made an allusion to myself, 
which I did not hear, I ask a moment first to 
reply, and then I will make no objection, under 
the circumstances, to the proposed extension of 
time. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Iam perfectly willing to 
yield to my colleague, if my time may be extended. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. I object. 

Mr. VALLANDIGHAM. 1 wish only to 
make a single remark. I said l did not hear the 
allusion my colleague made to me. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Ifthe objection to exterd- 
ing my time is withdrawn, I will repeat what I 
said, and my colleague can reply toit. I simply 
said I regretted that Ohio was not unanimous upon 
the subject of the resolution indorsing Major An- 
derson’s conduct; and that one of my colleagues, 
the gentleman from the Dayton district, [Mr. 
VALLANDIGHAM, | votedagainstit, and thatanother 
colleague was not present to vote. 

Mr. VALLANDIGHAM. I voted against 
that resolution in the form in which it stands 
upon your Journal—an indorsement in blank of 
the then present and future policy of the Admin- 
istration. I ghould so vote again; but if the res- 
olution had been divided, and if I had known 
what Lam now informed to be true—that the Ex- 
ecutive of the Federal Government did not dis- 
close to Major Anderson, as he ought to have 
done, the agreement or understanding between 
him and the authorities ofSouth Carolina, or with 
members of Congress from that State—L would 
have most cheerfully voted to indorse the wise 
act of Major Anderson; wise and prudent, cer- 
tainly, judging of it from a military point of view, 
and acting as he did act, without knowledge of 
the agreement to which I have referred. He vio- 
lated no faith by his act. 

One thing further. It is true that Ohio has 
no personal liberty bills; but she did have three 
years ago, and enacted by a Republican Legisla- 
ture—what wascquivalenttoa personal liberty bill 
—an act of personal replevin, under which, in 
1857, actual armed resistance to Federal author- 
ity in a fugitive slave case occurred; which bill, 
along with others of a similar character and intent, 
was repealed two years ago by a unanimous vote 
of the Democratic members of the Legislature of 
that State, pen Democratic, against the unani- 
mous vote of the Republican members in both the 
Senate and the House. This thunder is not Re- 
publican thunder, and the gentleman cannot be 
allowed to steal it. | 

Mr. SICKLES. With the indulgence of the | 
gentleman from Ohio, I desire to correct a state- | 
ment just made. 

Mr. SHERMAN. 1 cannot yicld further. 

Mr. SICKLES. Morely to correct an error. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Very well. i cannot re- | 
fuse to yield. 


Mr. SICKLES, I merely desire to state that 


| the agreement which the gentleman from Ohio, | 
i (Mr, VaLtawpianaMm,] who has just taken his 
i seat, hasassumed to have existed, never did cx- | 


ist. The Executive has distinctly declared that 
no such agreement or understanding was ever 
entered intoon nis part, and that if any suchagree- 


ment was made, it was done by some officer not || 


authorized to make it. 


Mr. VALLANDIGHAM... J leave tho gues- 
tion of accuracy or veracity, as the case may be, 
to be settled by those who were. presentat: he 
conference, and who affirm that there: was s 


an understanding.. = -= + oe E ee 
Mr, BRANCH. I now renew my proposition 
that the time of the gentleman. from Ohio. be ex- 
A O RE 


tended, mi i $ 
' Mr. LOVEJOY. I will not object, if the 
tleman from Ohio will use his time, and not give 
it to others. 2 

Mr. SHERMAN. Iwill. fag 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. objected to the prop- 
osition when it was before made; but I am‘ will- 
ing to withdraw my objection if the gendeman 
from Ohio will. go on, and not suffer himself to 
be interrupted. > i 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair hears no ob- 
jection, and- will consider it the sense of the com- 
mittec that the gentleman’s time be extended, be- 
yond. the hour allowed him under the rules, - ; 

Mr. SHERMAN. Now; trust, that. gentle- 
men will-see that I cannot extend to.them further 
indulgence, but that I shall be permitted.to go on 
and finish what I have to say. edn 

Under the grave responsibility upon which we 
are acting, 1 feel it to be my duty to you, to m 
fellow-members, and to my countrymen, North 
and South, to say frankly, that in voting for this 
Army bill, L vote with the expectation that the 
Army will be used in protecting the acknowl- 
edged property of the United States, in recover- 
ing that which has been unlawfully taken, and in 
maintaining the Union. 

Lt may be said that the gravity of the events 
that surround us demands a greater force than is 
provided by this: bill. The regular Army isva 
mere skeleton. The present force will scarcely 
defend our frontier from Indian incursions;, but 
it forms a nucleus capable of any reinforcement 
demanded by the exigencies of the times. I do 
not contemplate, in any event, hostile invasions 
of the soil of any State, unless demanded for the 
defense of the acknowledged property of the Uni- 
ted States. It is the duty of the Government to 
suppress insurrection ina State; but in this event 
the military power can only be used in strict sub- 
ordination to the civil authority. 1f the civil au- 
thority refuse to call for such aid, or suppress the 
courts, the military power cannot interfere. If 
the courts are closed, the duties of postmasters 
cannot be enforced, or the mails protected, and 
therefore the postal service must necessarily be 
suspended. No doubt this measure will soon be 
adopted. Lf the revenue is refused, or cannot be 
collected, then goods cannot be imported, and 
ports must be closed. If a State shall, in violation 
of the Constitution, undertake to regulate com- 
merce, then her commerce must be suspended. 
No doubt other measures can be devised thàt will 
preserve the peace of the country until the people 
of the States may confer in a constitutional way, 
unless one or more of the seceding States shall, 
by military force, shed the blood of their fellow- 
citizens, or refuse to surrender to,the proper aù- 
thorities the acknowledged property of the-Gov- 
ernment, I know that all the gentlemen around 
me must decply deplore a civil war, especially if 
that war shall involve the fate of this capital and 
the disruption of the Government. No man with 
a head to reason ora heart to feel can contemplate 
the inevitable results of such a war without the 
most serious desire to avert it. Itis our duty as 
members of this House, itis the duty of Congress, 
lam happy to say it is now the acknowledged 
duty of the President, as it is of the incoming Ad- 
ministration, to use forbearance to the cxtremest 
point. Let not physical force be arrayed in civil 
war until the last hope of peace and conciliation 
has been exhausted; then let each branch of the 
Government, acting in concert with cach other, 
perena thcir respective duties, though the heavens 
fall! 

What can we do for peace and conciliation? 
I anticipate at once yourreply; you say, ** let us 
compromise; yield what we demand: of you.” 
Let us compromise, and we will preserve the 
Union; civil war will be averted. ‘This I’know 
is the carnest appeal of patriotic men in the south- 
ern States, who would gladly give their lives to 
stop the march of treason in those States. How 
useless it is to talk about. compromises, conces- 
sions, conciliation, adjustment, when, if every- 
thing was conceded, the integrity of the Govern- 
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“ment may be broken up by a majority of a single 
State. If we hold this Union, and all the rights 
` it secures to us, and all the hopes we base upon 
‘ity upon the whim or will of a single State, then 
indeed it is the weakest Government ever devised 
“by man. If a single State may destroy our na- 
tionality,then indeed is the wisdom of our fathers 
the wisdom of babes. We can no longer talk 
about the weakness of the old confederacy or 
anarchy of Mexico. ; 

Sir, we owe it as the most sacred of duties to 
par down this heresy. If it now fortifies itself 

y sectional animosities, if it rises from party 
rebellion to sectional and civil war, still it must 
and will be met with determined resistance. Upon 
this point, I am glad to say, the people of Ohio 
are united, if the unanimous voice of the Legisla- 
ture of that State is a true indication. 

Again, I say, what is the use of concession, 
conciliation, or compromise, when, if we yield 
everything you demand, you cannot say to us: 
“Jt will save us from disunion’’ or war? Are 
we not in danger of quarreling about terms of 
conciliation, when traitors are overthrowing the 
Government we wish to preserve? Are we not 
dividing ourselves for their benefit? What will 
satisfy South Carolina and Florida and Missis- 
sippi and Alabama? They want disunion, and 
not compromise or conciliation. The Democratic 
party would not agreé to their terms, and they 
seceded from the Charleston and Baltimore con- 
ventions. Is it likely that we will yield what 
our northern Democratic friends could not yield? 
Can you expect that this ‘Black Republican 
party,” as you please to call it, wil yield to you 
what your northern Democratic associates dare 
not? It is utterly idle to talk about any such 
terms of concession. 

Mr. STEVENSON, Will the 
me to ask him a question? 

Mr. SHERMAN. I cannot yield. 

Mr. STEVENSON. I just want to ask the 
gentleman whether, if he can be assured the cot- 
ton States will accept it, he will yicld the Crit- 
tenden proposition. [Cries of * Order a 

Mr. SHERMAN. Í cannot yield the floor. I 
ask you again, Mr. Chairman, what terms will 
satisfy South Carolina, Florida, Mississippi, and 
Alabama? I have no doubt Georgia is a much 
more conservative State, as well as a much more 
powerful State. Would you, gentlemen, accept 
any terms we could give you? 

Mr. HILL, 1 do not desire to interrupt the 
gentleman; but I wish to make this one remark. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I really cannot yield the 
floor further. 

_ Mr. HILL. I propose simply to ask a ques- 
tion. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Ohio 
declines to yield, and the gentleman from Geor- 
gia is out of order. 

Mr. SHERMAN. There is no gentleman on 
this floor to whom 1 would sooner yield than to 
the gentleman from Georgia; but Iam under ob- 
ligations not to allow myself to be intertupted. 
` Mr. HILL. ‘The gentleman asked a question 
and I desire to answer it, if I can get the oppor- 
tunity. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The gentleman will have 
an opportunity, 

Mr. VALLANDIGHAM. These interrup- 
tions are objected to by a dozen geritiemen, and 
I hope my colleague will proceed. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I say again to the gentle- 
man from Georgia, that I hold the floor by unan- 
imous consent, upon the terms that I should not 
yield. I say again, Mr. Chairman, that Ido not 
believe any terms which our people could yield 
and preserve their own self-respect would satisfy 
South Carolina, Florida, or some of the other 
southern States, because they are bent upon dis- 
union, 

We know that gentlemen who represented 
South Carolina on this floor, if the newspapers 
correctly report them, declared in the Charleston 
convention, held recently, that they had brooded 
over this matter for long years, and that they 
only sought an opportunity, an occasion—or, if I 


gentleman allow 


may use the word, a pretext—for the secession | 


of the State of South Carolina and the disruption 
of the Union, Some stated that they had brooded 
over disunion aad prayed for its consummation 
since boyhood. We know, sir, that the seeds 


drew Jackson and-John C. Calhoun. We know 
that, in 1832, the doctrines upon which this revo- 
lution is going forward were initiated, and from 
that time the young men of South Carolina have 
been educated in the school of disunion. They 
have cherished those doctrines in their innermost 
hearts. All the concessions we might make, all 
the compromises we could agree to, all the offer- 
ings of peace we could make for the salvation of 
this Union, would not be able to secure that de- 
sired end, if South Carolina could prevent it. 

Again: we might on this side properly say we 
have done nothing to impair any constitutional 
right. We propose to do nothing to infringe 
yours. We have succeeded in a constitutional 
way in electing a President of the United States. 
All we ask is that he may be inaugurated in peace, 
and may develop his policy in the usual manner. 
We can add that this is the demand of all our 
people, not only of those who voted for Mr. Lin- 
coln, butof every loyal citizen. You tellus your 
pore are excited and alarmed, that they appre- 
hend that an overwhelming anti-siavcry element 
is about to be inaugurated in power that will di- 
rectly or indirectly affect the constitu tional rights 
of your States. 

Perhaps you will confess, what you know to 
be true; that for political purposes, in the strug- 
gle of partisans for ascendency, both parties in 
the South have united to fire the southern mind 
against the hated Black Republicans of the North. 
Speeches have been distorted, single sentences 
have been torn from their context and made to 
deceive and mislead. Garrison, Wendell Phil- 
lips, Seward, Lincoln, and latterly Douglas, have 
been mixed in ahated conglomerate, and used to 
excite your people. A philosophic opinion of Mr. 
Seward has been construed as the statement of a 
settled purpose to overthrow slavery in the States, 
although in the very paragraph itself all idea of 
interference by the people of the free States with 
slavery in the slave States is expressly excluded. 
It is but a year since you inflamed your constitu- 
ents because some of your fellow-members rec- 
ommended, without reading, a book written by 
one of your own citizens, containing obnoxious 
opinions about slavery. Nearly all of you gave 
birth, vitality, and victory, to the Republican 
party, by adopting a policy you now join in con- 
demning. Some of you broke down the only 
political organization that could compete with us, 
and thus gave us an easy victory. You have all 
contributed, more or less, in perverting the pub- 
lic mind as to our principles and purposes. And 
I tell you, gentlemen, that when you call the Re- 
publican party an Abolition party in the sense in 
which you use the word abolition; when you 
quote from Garrison, Wendell Phillips, and from 
like extreme men, and circulate their opinions all 
over the Sonth, telling the people of your States 
that the people of the North have been educated 
in these sentiments, profess them, and are going 
to put down slavery in the States, you do a great 
injustice to the intelligence and the safety of your 
people. 

E have heard here, over and over again, this 
course of agitation, pursued only the other day in 
the Senate of the United States. Mr. Dovaras— 
I beg pardon, the Senator from Ilinois—quoted 
from one of the speeches of Mr. Lincoln that pas- 
sage so familiar to us all, that, in his opinion, the 
States would at some day be all slave or all free. 
Sir, in this time when the people of the southern 
States are in a storm of excitementg@lhat speech of 
the Senator from Ilinois is sent over those States 
as tending to show that Mr. Lincoln would in 
some way interfere with slavery intheStates. Mr. 
Lincoln answered this inference witha solemn dis- 
claimer over and overagain on the same “ stump” 
with that Senator. [ask whether it was just to 
quote the opinion without giving the disclaimer? 
lt certainly was not. We might answer all you 
say by declaring that the Republican party does 
not propose to interfere with your constitutional 
rights. I have no doubt that the administration 
of Mr. Lincoln will carry out the doctrines of the 
Chicago platform; but not the platform as you 
present it. Sir, it will convinee the southern peo- 
ple that all the things said about us are unfounded. 
What, then, will be the fate of hundreds of poli- 
ticians in the southern States who have stirred 
their people up to the present intense excitement ? 

Mr. MeCLERNAND. Will the gentleman be 


of this revolution were sowed in the time of An- |i good enough to show wherein the speech of Mr. 


Lincoln differs from the statement of- it by my 
distinguished colleague in the Senate? i 
. The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from 
Ohio yield to the gentleman from Illinois? 

Mr. SHERMAN. I prefer not. 

Mr. McCLERNAND.. The gentleman from 
Ohio is mistaken when he says that the Senator 
from Illinois misquoted the speech of Mr. Lincoln. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I have not said that Mr. 
Doveras misquoted Mr. Lincoln—I only said 
that he had not given Mr. Lincoln the benefit of 
his disclaimer and explanation. 

Mr. McCLERNAND. Will the gentleman 
say that what Mr. Dovexas did quote misrep- 
resented Mr. Lincoln? 

Mr. SHERMAN. That is a matter for others 
to judge of. 

Mr. HILL. I hope the gentleman from Ohio 
will yield to the gentleman from Illinois. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I decline to yield any fur- 
ther. I would yicld were it not that I have given 
my word to go on without further interruption. 

Sir, the baptism of misrepresentation through 
which this Republican party has thus far ad- 
vanced, does not excuse us from doing all in our 
power to produce conciliation, harmony, peace, 
quiet, a fair and honest adjustment of all the dif- 
ficulties that surround us. 

Let us sce where we stand, Slavery is either 
the cause, or is made the pretext, for all our differ- 
ences. Slavery of the African race is recognized 
in fifteen of the southern States. It is prohibited 
in eighteen northern States. Congress 1s the rep- 
resentative of the people of all these States. All 
parties affirm that Congress has no power to 
abolish slavery in any of the fifteen States, nor to 
establish it in either of the eighteen States; and 
that it has no right to interfere with that subject 
directly or indirectly in either of the States. ` So 
far we are agreed. At an early day of this ses- 
sion, I was surprised at the request of a fellow- 
member from a southern State, that we should 
insert, as an amendment to the Constitution, that 
Congress shall never interfere with slavery in the 
States. Why? Who claims such power? Its 
denial is in the platform of every political party, 
and in none more clearly stated than in the Chi- 
cago platform, Every prominent politician has 
stated it as an axiom of American polities. But 
I was told there was such an apprehension in the 
southern mind, to remove which would tend to 
reconciliation. In other words, a constitutional 
amendment is wanted to convince the South that 
what has been so often stated to their people was 
not truly stated. Very well; let the Constitution 
be so amended. Declare in your own language, 
in the clearest manner, that each State shall make, 
change, modify, its domestic institutions in its 
own way. Asa matter of convenience, I prefer 
such an amendment, as it will save us forever, 1 
trust, from answering the oft-repeated assertion 
that we intend to interfere with slavery in the 
States. : 

In connection with this subject, I can cordially 
approve the fourth proposition stated by Mr. 
Sewarp. Itis as follows: 

“I hold myself ready now, as always heretofore, to vote 
for any properly guarded laws which shall be deemed ne- 
cessary to prevent mutual invasions of States by citizens of 


other States, and punish those who shall aid and abet 
them.” 


Fortunately, in our history, we have had bat 
two such invasions, both calamitous to those who 
sct them on foot. The one was the armed inva- 
sion of Kansas by citizens of Missouri; the other 
was the conspiracy andarmed foray of John Brown 
on the soil of Virginia. These examples are not 
likely to encourage similar attempts; but when- 
ever they occur, they should be promptly and 
severely punished. 

Our people in the North have the right to ex- 
press their opinions aboutslavery; to write them, 
to speak them, to preach them. Freedom of 
speech, freedom of the press, and frecdom of 
opinion, are essential to the preservation of repub- 
ean institutions; and they never can be, and 
never will be surrendered, Theirconvictions that 
slavery is a social, moral, and political evil, are 
fixed and immutable. They are now shared by 
the great body of the civilized world. They are 
not likely to be weakened by time or reason, and 
surely they will not be weakened by threats of 
disunion. They have a right to their opinions; 
you havea right to yours. You can write them, 
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print them, speak them, preach.them. The prov- 
adence.of God will, in-due time and in His own 
way, determine this difference of opinion. Opin- 
ions may freely be left to test their strength be- 
fore the Great Arbitrator. We go a step further. 


We invite you. inte our midst. You can discuss | 


your peculiar opinions and views in any town or 
city in the northern States. It would be far bet- 
ter for you to invite a similar discussion of our 
opinions rather than confess your weakness by 
mob violence, and excite alarm among your cit- 
izens, and unfounded hopes among your slaves, 
by misrepresentations. 

Your right to recapture fugitive slaves, under 
the words “ persons held to service,” is not dis- 

fited by any considerable number of persons. 
By some itis heldto bea right to be enforced 
wholly by State authority; but it is settled by a 
series of decisions, both in the Federal and State 
courts, that it may be enforced by congressional 
enactment. We insist that the present law upon 
that subject is unjust, harsh, and unconstitutional 
in some of its provisions; that it may be used to 
kidnap free men as readily as recapture fugitives; 
and that its practical effect is to excite resistance. 
it ought to be and will be modified. The laws of 
the States to preventabuses under it will then fall, 
or be promptly repealed. 

The complaint is made by gentlemen that fugi- 
tives from justice have not been surrendered. I 
‘have already referred to this matter in reply to 
the gentleman from Kentucky, [Mr. Srevenson. | 
This grows out of the construction given to the 
clause of the Constitution providing for such sar- 
render in these words: ‘‘ treason, felony, or other 
crimes?’ include all prohibited offenses by State 
law, or only crimes recognized by common law. 
The Governors of Kentucky and Ohio have lim- 
ited these words to crimes at common law; but 
no doubt they would follow a legislative construc- 
tion when given. Let us declare that the sur- 
render shall be made for all offenses committed in 
person, within a State, and guard against con- 
structive crimes or a constructive presence. - Ifa 
citizen of Ohio enters within the jurisdiction of 
Kentucky and violates her laws, he should not 
escape from punishment by fleeing to Ohio; nor 
shoulda citizen of Kentucky so escape. Good 
neighborhood and comity demand respect for even 
police regulations. 

The only remaining question, then, is in regard 
to slavery in the Territories. As to Kansas, I 
trust she may this day be admitted. I understand 
the bill is now under consideration in the Senate. 
How can gentlemen, without blushing for very 
shame, say to us anything about slavery in the 
Territories, when they seck to prevent the admis- 
sion of Kansas? They attempted to drag her 
unwillingly into the Union under the Lecompton 
constitution, and yet the Senate delay her admis- 
sion when she has an ample population, and pre- 
sents a constitution approved by the people. Why, 
then, not appeal to your political friends to do 
promptly an act of justice by clothing her with 
State sovereignty ? 

In regard to the balance of the territory north 
of 360 30’, I believe no sane man thinks, after the 
experience we have had in Kansas, that slavery is 
going into any territory north of that line. Indeed, 
itis yielded thatslavery may be prohibited in that 
territory by constitutional amendment. I know 
that slavery can never be planted there. I care 
not if Congress, I care not if the Supreme Court, 
should so decide, yet I know that slavery cannot 
by any rule, by any law, or any decision, or by 
any act, be carried into the territory north of 36° 
30’. The attempt to carry it has Icen properly 
met. The contest between freedom and slavery 
was fought in Kansas. We won the victory; and 
you ought to yield at once, and gracefully. The 
victory was won two years ago, and not at the 
last election. 

The political power of slavery was settled in 
the contest unhappily invoked by you. If the 
slave States will fairly read the logic of events, 
they would no longer seek to be the central sun 
around which all the other States must revolve. 
They will seek no longer the delusion of a united 
South, thus inviting a united North; but as sep- 
arate States and as separate communities of south- 
ern States, as cotton States, as border States, as 
western States, they will take their proper places 
in this great community of States. Who thinks 


of oppressing New England because New Eng- il 
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land is in the minority? Who thinks of oppress- 


ing the Pacific States because they arc in the 
minority? If the southern States will be but sat- 
isfied with equality, and not thrust their local 
institution upon us as a great national institution, 
the contest about slavery will dic away. Then 
peace will be restored; harmony and quiet will 
come. We will love each other better for the 
strife that was between us. The declaration of 
the Chicago platform, that freedom is the natural 
condition of the Territories, will not then obstruct 
your growth, expansion, power, or prosperity. 

There is a Territory west of Arkansas covered 
by treaty stipulations with the Indians. By our 
treaties with the Indian tribes this Territory can- 
not be admitted as a State or included: within the 
jurisdiction of a State; and therefore it is idle to 
talk about it. The only Territory, then, which 
remains is the Territory bounded on the south by 
Mexico, on the north by-Kansas and Utah, and 
on the west by California, containing about two 
hundred and seven thousand square miles—a nar- 
row, thinly-populated country, When you an- 
alyze all this controversy, the whole results in a 
contest about a territory, of but little value. Shall 
New Mexico be free or slave? This is the ques- 
tion upon which this Government is to be dis- 
rupted, our flag dishonored, and upon which State 
after State goes out of the Union. The question 
is, whether New Mexico, with its peons, with its 
wild lands, with its half-breeds and Mexicans, 
its mixed population, shall be free or slavehold- 
ing Territory. 

Mr.OTERO, Mr. Chairman, [laughter,] surely 
the gentleman will permit me to interrupt him. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I cannot yicld. I shall 
soon be through; and the gentleman will have an 
opportunity to reply. 

Mr. OTERO. The gentleman should yield to 
a reply against so infamous and malicious a libel 
against the character of the people I represent. 

A Voice. He must yield. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Thegentleman says I must; 
I say I wont; and this is the end of it. I will, 
however, say L wish no disrespect to the gentle- 
man from New Mexico. I desired to speak 
frankly of the character of that population; of its 
sparseness; of the aridness of its soil. 

There are three propositions made in reference 
to that Territory. The first is to leave it alone. 
By the act organizing New Mexico, the people 
of that Territory have à right to form themselves 
into a State; to frame their institutions, not incon- 
sistent with the Constitution of the United States, 
and to apply for admission into the Union with 
or without slavery, as their constitution may ap- 
prove. The same organic law provides that their 
Tergitorial Legislature may pass laws not incon- 
sistent with the Constitution; but it provides also 
that these laws may’be sent here for our approval; 
and if we disapprove them, they shall tothe laws. 
My colleague [Mr. Bincuam] last session intro- 
duced a bill to declare our disapproval of some 
provisions of those Jaws. The Senate did not 
agree to the biil, and that Territory still stands, 
nominally, a slaveholding Territory. I am told 
that there is one negro slave man there and eleven 
negro slave women, and a large number of peons. 

Mr. OTERO. The peonsare the gentleman’s 

eers. 
k Mr. SHERMAN. The peons, too, are the 
gentleman’s peers, for they elected him. They 
are made citizens of the United States, and are 
voters, and they have sent the gentleman here. _ 

The next proposition is, that we shall admit 
New Mexico as a State at once. She has one 
hundred and six thousand inhabitants. It is pro- 
posed to admit heras a State; and, of course, that 
would allow her to frame, regulate, change, and 
modify her own constitution. I must confess it 
struck me favorably, and J gavé my assent to It. 
There are, however,serious objections to it—not 
in regard to slavery, but in regard to other ques- 
tions which I might mention. 1 doubt very much 
whether their people want a State government; 
indeed I think 4 may say that the people are not 
able to pay the expenses of a State government. 
believe I can say, from the best information, that 
they do not desire a State Government. They 
prefer to remain in a territorial condition. Their 
population is sparse, and their settlements remote 
from each other. Under these circumstances, the 
difficulty in the admission of New Mexico does 


nol grow out of the slavery question, but out of 


other questions, and especially.out of their syster 
of peoniage. Yet am willingto. stand by the dec: 
laration which: I made to my constituents; - 
I will vote for the introduction of, New, Mexico 
asa State; and. ihat-is the ultima thule to: which I 
will go. : w ; PED as 
„We have another proposition, offered: by: the 
distinguished Senator from: Kentucky, [Mr;Cair- 
TENDEN.]. It has been'variously modified, Etan- 
not vote for that proposition; and: Twill state 
frankly the reason. In that proposition F find 
this clause: gee i oat 

«Tn all the territory south of sald line of latitude, alavery 
of the African race is hereby recognized as existing, and 
shall not be interfered with by Congress ; but shall be pro- 
tected as property by all the departments.of ‘the territorial 
government during its continuance.” ~ ë 
_ This provision, protecting slavery in New Mex- 
ico by constitutional enactment, is extended toall 
the territory hereafterto be acquired.: Why, sir, 
ona recent occasion L proposed..to amend this 
section by providing that in. future no.territery 
should be acquired except by treaty, requiring a 
concurrence of two thirds of the States; and that 
the act of acquisition should form it into a State. 
Gentlemen from „the South voted against it; and 
they frankly confess they do not look to the ex- 
tension of slavery in New Mexico, but look to 
fatureacquisition. I think wehave had experience 
enough in this matter, and I trust in God that, if 
this country hangs together, we will acquire no 
more territory; and that we may live in peace and 
quict. Not that I am opposed to the acquisition 
of territory, per se; but rather than have a family 
quarrel over the territory, rather than have this 
quarrel between the North-and the South over 
again, I would forego to the end of time the ac- 
quisition of a single foot of territory.. . 

I cannot. vote for the proposition of the Senator 
from Kentucky, simply because it protects the 
institution of slavery in the Territory of New 
Mexico; it takes away from Congress all power, 
over the subject; it takes away from the people 
of the Territory all power over the subject; it 
makes this Government establish, protect, and 
uphold slu very in that Territory. { believe that 
slavery is a local institution, municipal in its 
character, protected by State laws, having rights 
exclusively within those States, and having no 
rights beyond those States except the right to 
recapture fugitives who escape from service. Be- 
lieving, as I do, that that is the correct construc- 
tion of the Constitution, I never will, whatever 
may be the consequences, vote for a proposition 
to establish, protect, and uphold slavery any- 
where on God’s earth. And in doing this; I only 
usc the language of the greatest statesman that 
Kentucky ever produced. And hered might end 
what I have to say. The proposition of the gen- 
tléman from Tennessee (Mr. Ernermer] modi- 
fies to some extent the proposition of the Senator 
from Kentucky; but even that does not meet the 
difficulty; it still leaves substantially the provis- 
ions of the Crittenden amendment, although he 
has ingrafied upon it a provision against the fu- 
ture acquisition of territory. I could not, there- 
fore, vote for it; and I would not, the other day, 
vote to suspend the rules to admit it, for the reason 
that I will never vote to suspend the rules to admit 
a resolution that I am not willing to vote for. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I have gone over the 
whole field. I have given my views, speaking 
for no other man, frankly and fearlessly, as I will 
stand by them now and in the future. I have 
given you my opinion upon all these points. I 
tell you that this whole controversy was fought 
and won by us two years ago, and all you have 
to do now is to admit Kansas. That is the only 
act of powernow needed. Thereletitstand. Let 
us live together like a band of brothers. If we 
cannot agree with you about slavery, why, you 
do not agree with us, I know there has been a 
great deal of intemperance of language on this 
subject; but I ask, 1f it has been used upon our 
side, has it not been used upon yours? If there 
have been harsh and violent words used, I -have 
not uttered them, that I know of.. If Lhavey! 
beg every man’s pardon; because I think thet 
violent language, calculated to stir upexcitement 
and agitation, ought not to be used ina deliberative 
assembly. Iask you if you have notsins to re- 
pent of, if we have? Let us beat peace. > Let us 

o on with the administration of the Government 
cindly, harmoniously, hopefully, trusting in that 
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guided and guardéd us, until this nation has be- 
come a marvel to the world. Can we not go on 
in the samé way in which we have gone on in the 
past? Why notlet the Republican Administration 
be inaugurated in pease and quiet? Try it, in the 
name of God! . Are you cowards, that you would 
flee from an apprehension? £ know you are not. 
Stand by the old ship of State! Give the Repub- 
‘Jican Administration a fair chance. Ff itdoes not 
do right, you will find thousands—ay, millions— 
in the northern States who will stand by you. I 
believe it will do right. Give it atrial” That is 
Alwe ask, and what we will demand at all haz- 
ards. ; 

The CHAIRMAN. General debate is now 
closed upon this bill. 

Mr. CRAWFORD. By what authority has 
the debate been closed ? 

The CHAIRMAN. By authority of the com- 
mittee. It was the gencral understanding of the 
committee. There was no objection to it. 

Mr. CRAWFORD. I am not aware that the 
committee had any authority to fix the time at 
which the debate should close; and, as we can 

robably make no great advance in the bill to- 
day, 1 would ask the indulgence of the committec 
for a few moments only, to reply to the speech 
which has just been made by the member from 
Ohio. ; 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state to 
the gentleman from Georgia that he presumes the 
committee has really no authority to close the 
debate; but that the committee can make an agree- 
ment which it will stand to. It was the under- 
standing of the committee that the debate upon 
this bill should be closed last evening; but a fur- 
ther understanding was made, by unanimous con- 
sent, that it should close to-day, after the two 

rentemen from Ohio should have been heard. 

Mr. SHERMAN. 1 hope the gentleman from 


Georgia will forego his remarks until Monday or | 


Tuesday, when he will no doubt have an oppor- 


tunity of being heard, and that we may pass the | 


Army bill to-night, or at least consider any 
amendments that may be offered to it. That was 
the understanding. 

Mr.CRAWFORD, I will state that this may 
be the last opportunity I may have of replying 
to the gentleman’s speech, and I beg leave to do 
so to-duy I have no disposition tosay anything 
intemperate. 

Mr. LOVEJOY. 
the gentleman from Georgia if he approves of the 

` act of citizens of his State in taking possession of 
the torts of the United States? 

Mr. CRAWFORD: 1 will explain that to the 
member from llinois, 

TheCHAIRMAN, The gentleman from Gegor- 
gia asks the unanimous consent of the committee 
that he be ailowed a few minutes before the de- 
bate closes. Is there any objection? 

No objection was made. 

Mr. CRAWFORD. Ehad not the most remote 
idea of mingling in this diseussion, or again ad- 
dressing the Flouse upon any subject whatever 


during the brief space of time in which I should be | 


onc of its members. But, sir, the very extraordi- 
nary speech which has just fallen from the honor- 


able member from Ohio demands a reply. That | 


gentleman no doubt reflects the opinions and pur- 
poses of a majority of the party to which he be- 
longs; and as his position here and in the country 
will secure for his remarksa general perusal, they 
must not go unanswered. Itis with feelings of 


great distrust that I undertake the vindication of {| 


South Carolina and the other seceding States, 
from the charges made by the gentleman from 
Ohio; but its very necessity leaves me no other 


alternative. His speech, without correction, will | 


have the effect of producing upon the public mind 
of the North, the impression that South Carolina, 
Georgia, Florida, Alabama, Mississippi, and Lou- 
isiana, have commenced an aggressive war upon 
the Government of the United States. Itis not 
just either to ourselves or to them, that they should 
believe, for one moment, that we had, or intended 
to commence, an aggressive war upon this Gov- 
ernment or the people of the North. All thatthey 
ever intended, was to protect and defend them- 
selves against encroachments upon their rights 
and liberties, come from what quarter they might. 
Permit us now to examine the facts upon which 
“the honorable member and myself have arrived 


L would like to inquire of | 


$ 
i 
| 
| 


at such: opposite conclusions. South Carolina 
knew os well, Mr. Chairman, on the 6th day of 
November. last that she intended to resume her 
sovereignty as she did on the 20th day of De- 
cember thereafter; and yet nothing was further 
from her purpose, than an act which might be 
construed by this Government into an act of war, 
or a breach of their friendly relations with the 
remaining States. It was her especial wish and 
desire to preserve the fullest faith and confidence 
between herself and the Federal Government. 
And I stand here to-day to defend her, and to 
maintain, in her name, that she has not at any 
time violated her plighted faith, or committed any 
act inconsistent with her honor or her rights. 
Up to the very day of the adoption of her ordi- 
nance, her course towards this Government was 
as it ever had been; she made no assaults upon 
the public property; she made noattack upon the 
forts within her harbor; she did nothing that 
could by possibility have been construed into a 
purpose of offensive war upon the United States. 
Upon the contrary, sir, she quietly selected the 
members of her convention, and discharged every 
duty which was required of her by your Consti- 
tution. Her members appeared upon this floor; 
they brought to you and to the executive gov- 
ernment cvery assurance of their friendly inten- 
tions, they pledged their State against any act of 
hostility to your rights, upon condition that you 
were to observe and keep the same on your part 
towards them. This assurance was made to your 
Executive; and he asked a written memorandum 
of the substance of the assurance from the Rep- 
resentatives of South Carolina, which they gave 
him, and it is as follows: 
To His Excellency James Buchanan, 
President of the United States: 

In compl tance with our statement to you yesterday, we 

now express to you our strong convictions that neither the 


constituted authorities, nor any body of the people of the 
State of South Carolina, will either attack or molest the 


United States forts iu tae harbor of Charleston, previously | 


to the action of the convention, and we hope and believe 
not until an offer has n made through an accredited 
representative, to negotiate for au amicable arrangement of 
all matters between the State and Federal Government, 
provided that no reintoreements shall be sent into those 
forts, and their relative military status shall remain as at 


present, 
JOHN McQUEEN, 
WM. PORCHER MILES, 
M. L. BONHAM, 
W. W. BOYCE, 
LAWRENCE M. KEITT. 
WASHINGTON, December 9, 1860. 
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Hore we have a written statement as to the pur- 
poses and objects of South Carolina, which met 
the approval and sanction of the Executive, and 
heacerpted the memorandum, and with it, ofneces- 
sity, its terms. For, to have received it with no 
intent to act upon it, would have been a piece of 
treachery that no man of decent respectability 
would for a moment have countenaneed. It is 
true, sir, that objection was made to the word 
provided, but remember that it was “ because it 
looked as if the Representatives were binding 
him, while avowing no authority to commit the 
econvention.’? And, Mr. Chairman, this inter- 


view was ciosed by the President saying, in sub- | 


stance, ‘ After all, this isa matter of honor among 
gentlemen; [do not know that any paper writing 
is necessary; we understand cach other.” And 


this, too, after a distinct statement as to their | 


meaning of the words “relative military status,” 
used in the memorandum, which was, among 
other things, that Major Anderson should con- 
tinue to occupy his then position at Fort Moul- 
trie, and not to throw himself into Fort Sumter, 
This transpired carly in December, and South 
Carolina, true to her word, permitted nothing by 
her people looking to a change of the military 
status between her government and yours. There 
was not an hour from the day of the interview 
between those gentemen and your Exceutive, 
that the people of the city of Charleston might 
not have taken possession of all the forts within 


her harbor; yet she forbore in consideration of her | 


plighted faiths she restrained an impatient and a 
brave people, because it would have sacrificed her 
honor; and with them that is a point which ad- 
mits of no debate. Nothing was done on the part 
of South Carolina but to go forward quietly and 
prepare for her separation from this Confederacy. 
Her convention met, passed the ordinance of se- 
cession, Violating no right of the Government of 
the United States, violating no right of the peo- 
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providence of Almighty God which has thus far | 


z 
ple of the North, simply declaring that her con- 
nection with these United States was dissolved. 
This being done, did she order the forts and de- 
fenses to be taken? Did she order the arsenal to 
be seized? No, sir; upon the contrary, she ap- 
pointed three of her ablest statesmen a commis- 
sion to your Government for the purpose of set- 
tling all questionsarising out of her new relations 
with you. They did not 
“Come with banner, brand, and bow, 
As a leader seeks his mortal foe.’? 

They came as friends, to negotiate with you 
as peace commissioners. If war or aggression 
upon your rights were their purpose, why thus 
come to your Government? War commencegin 
a different way from this, and aggression seeks 
no such means to encompass its ends. Now, 
mark you, Mr. Chairman, the course of action 
pursued by this Government. Scarcely had these 
commissioners passed beyond the limits of their 
State, on their way to the Federal capital, when 
hostilities were actually commenced by this Gov- 
ernment upon the people of South Carolina. 
Major Anderson, who had theretofore been sta- 
tioned at Fort Moultrie, evacuated it by night, and 
fortified himself and his command in Fort Sum- 
ter, a more impregnable fortress, and one which 
commanded not only the entrance into the harbor, 
but the city of Charleston itself, with a hostile 
intent upon his part. This was an act of war. But 
to make it beyond question, and show that he 
considered it war, he did that which no sane man 
would do in peace, which was to destroy as far 
as possible Fort Moultrie, and render it unfit for 
use or service asa fortification; add to this the 
burning of the gun carriages and the spiking of 
the cannon, and then tell me, cither that your 
Government has kept its faith, or that South 
Carolina was guilty of the first act of hostility. 
Up to that moment, nothing had been done by 
South Carolina inconsistent with the good faith 
pledged for her by her Representatives; yet when 
they saw these things done, and were chafing 
diler the mala fides of your Government, and 
losing all hope of any other result than war, they 
seized-such defenses as were within their reach, 
and have held them since for purposes of protec- 
tion and safety. 

Why these acts of war by the Government? 
Why this change of position by Major Anderson, 
but to command the harborand reduce Charleston 
to submission or to ashes ? We have done nothing 
to warrant or justify his course; and when F sa 
“we,” I mean those other States which, through 
weal or woe, will stand by the palmetto flag till 
the last man perish. lask the honorable mem- 
ber from Ohio where, up to that hour, had any 
act of hostility been committed by any of the se- 
ceding States; where had the flag been struck and 
forts surrendered? He can name no place. And I 
assert upon southern honor, that no fort would 
have been taken, no arsenals seized, and no hos- 
tile attitude assumed by a single State, had it not 
been for the action of Major Anderson at Charles- 
ton; and upon him rests whatsoever of blame 
may attach to the subsequent conduct of South 
Carolina, Georgia, and the other States, They 
all felt that their only security against perfidy 
was that it should not be in the power of the en- 
emy to turn our own guns upon us. South Caro- 
lina had been lulled into a false security, and we 
could only profit by her misfortunes, 

Mr. BARR. Will the gentleman allow me to 
interrupt him ? 

Mr. CRAWFORD. Excuse me. I had rather 
not. 

Mr. BARR. There is a misunderstanding; and 
I want to set the gentleman from Georgia right. 

Mr. CRAWFORD. I ask the gentleman from 
New York whether I have said anything that 
bears on him or on his State ? 

Mr. BARR. Yes, sir; because my State isa 
part of the United States. If there was any agree- 
ment between the Government and South Caro- 
lina, it would put an entirely different face upon 
the matter. If there was such a written agrec- 
ment as the gentleman says, then the President 
was entirely to blame, and I would not stand here 
to uphold him in the course he has pursued. On 
the contrary, ] think he should be impeached and 
condemned for it. But I do not so understand it. 

Mr. SICKLES. Let me say tq my colleague 
that it takes two to make a bargain. 

Mr. CRAWFORD. If the gentleman had lis- 
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olina; 

Mr. CRAWFORD. I said no such thing. I 
said there was a written communication from the 
South Carolina Representatives on this floor at 
that time to the President of the United States, 
making certain propositions, which communica- 
tion he accepted and kept as binding upon South 
Carolina. 

Mr. BARR. Did he agree to it? 

Mr. CRAWFORD. His very acceptance of 
it, and holding South Carolina bound, of neces- 
sity involved an agreement upon his part; and I 
again repeat, that if the gentleman from New 

ork had paid attention [Mr. Barr. 1 did pay 
attention] his interruption would have been un- 
neecssary. I stated the facts, drawing my own 
conclusions, and leaving the country to do the 
same. Imay be in error; if I am, the Repre- 
sentatives from South Carolina were in error, 
and, more than that, the head of your War De- 
partment was in error. Why, sir, if I am not 
mistaken, he puts his resignation of the high office 
which he held upon the ground that, as the first 
officer in the War Department, he had, according 
to his understanding with the Administration, 
pledged the people of Carolina that no reinforec- 
ments should be sent to Charleston, and that the 
status quo should be maintained; and when the 
President refused to order Major Anderson back, 
he retired from the Government, as he was in 
honor bound to have done. This is the evidence 
of one of your own Government officials, and one, 
too, who refused to continue in office at the sacri- 
fice of his personal honor. 

Mr. SICKLES. I ask the gentleman from 
Georgia to allow me a word. 

Mr.CRAWFORD. Icannot. I beg the gen- 
tleman to excuse me. I prefer to go through with- 
out exciting any bad temper in any quarter; and 
as I have not alluded to him, he must excuse me. 
I say to the House that whatsoever I say will be 
in no spirit to provoke replies and stir up strife; 
for how willing soever | might be to engage in 
a personal collision, or settle by wager of battle 
these difficulties, [would notutter one word which 
would unnecessarily plunge our country into civil 
war. 

To return: every act committed by a seceding 
State inconsistent with its former relations towards 
you, was the result of the acts of this Government 
at Charleston. We believe that the seizing of 
Fort Sumter was the first of a series ofacts look- 
ing to our subjugation. This we did not, and do 
not, intend to allow, so long as you leave us one 
man to resist your oppression and make war upon 
your invaders, Georgia believed that her forts 
were to be garrisoned by your troops; that guns 
which had been placed at Pulaski were to be turned 
against her own citizens; and thus her only means 
of protection to Savannah was to be in the hands 
of an enemy. Is there in this Republic one man 
who does not know that this fort was put there 
but for one purpose, and that to defend the city? 
Admit that it was ceded to the United States: for 
what purpose, let me ask? Certainly never, in 
any contingency, to be used by the trustec, the 
mere creature of our will, for the purposes of de- 
struction to our people and our property. It 
would be, on your part, a wicked and unjustifi- 
able abuse-of the trusts reposed in you, were you 
ever to attempt such a thing; and believing such 
to be your object, our Governor, knowing that 
it would be taken by the citizens, ordered it to be 
taken by the State troops. 
Georgia shail retire from this Confederacy, we 
will holdit with ourlives; if she does not, we will 
deliver itup to the authorities of the United States. 

Mr. GROW. ldo not rise to interrupt the 
gentleman from Georgia, but merely to remind 
him that the courtesy of the House was extended, 
him to speak forsa few minutes, and a half hour 
has already elapsed. I say,1 do not desire to 
interfere with his remarks, but if it is intended to 
finish this bill to-night I think we had better close 
this debate as soon as possible. 

Mr. CRAWFORD. 1 will be very brief. 

Mr, GROW. If this bill is not to be finished 
to-night, I will make no objection to the gentle- 
man’s proceeding as long as he pleases. 


If, sir, the State of 


Mr. CRAWFORD. Isay that, in view ofthese 
things, believing that this creature of ours had no 
right to use these fortifications erected for our 
defense, for our destruction, we seized them 
under the universally recognized principle of law 
that the rights of the agent are always subordi- 
nate to the rights of the principal; and your rights 
within the limits of our State must be subordinate 
to ours whenever you violate the compact between 
us. That is the principle upon which we have 
acted, and,as I have said before, which we intend 
to maintain to the very utmost of our men and 
means. 

Now, then, as the gentleman from Pennsylva- 
nia desires that 1 should not extend my remarks 
to any great length, I desire to say, in conclusion, 
that [ understand very fully the purpose of Mr. 
Lincoln and his party. The majority of that 
party to-day, when they talk of enforcing the 
laws over seceding States, mean war; and we 
know it. There is no use in undertaking to dis- 
guise the fact, that when you say you will enforce 
the laws, that means war. We have no idea of 
violating a single right of the Government of the 
United States. We intend to declare our inde- 
pendence. We intend to resume the powers del- 
egated tothe Federal Government; and we intend 
to maintain them to the best of our ability. We 
understand fully that to submit to the adminis- 
tration of the Government by your p2rty, would 
be to submit to the destruction of our rights. We 
know that such will be the effect, though you 
may deny such to be your purpose. A mancan 
trust himself when others might not be willing to 
trust him. You have more confidence in the jus- 
tice and fairness with which you will administer 
the Government than you can induce us to believe. 
I do not say this to wound your feelings. I only 
say it because justice and fair dealing demand that 
I should speak plainly. I say that our pcople 
believe that this Government, administered by the 
Republican party, cannot be otherwise than de- 
structive of their rights; and hence we intend to 
protect ourselves against that administration. 

We do not invite your hostility, but we say it is 
our duty to be prepared to meet war if it is forced 
upon us. We will not violate the rights of any 
citizen of the United States; but we will protect 
ourselves againstany violation of our own rights— 
markthat. What is the collection of the revenue 
within our limits but war? What is the enforce- 
ment of the law against the citizens: of Georgia 
and South Carolina but war? 

The gentleman from Ohio who has just taken 
his seat [Mr. Suerman] said that, at the North, 
they intended to write and speak their opinions 
freely and fully upon all subjects; and of course 
they intend to claim the night to have what they 
write and speak sent to any portion of the coun- 
try. Now I desire to say, in reference to that, 
that under this degree of freedom of speech, if we 
were to remain in the Union, we might be com- 


pelled to have sent into every hamletin the South | 


incendiary speeches and writings, calculated to 
do us infinite harm and bring good to none. 

Mr. HOARD. JI desire to call the gentleman’s 
attention to the fact that it was the right of speech 
which the gentleman from Ohio claimed, and not 
the right to circulate what he pleased. 

Mr. CRAWFORD. I understand the position 
to be, to speak what they please; and of course 
they will claim the right to print and circulate 
what they please. 

Mr. HOARD. J only state what I understood 
to be the declaration of the gentleman from Ohio. 
The gentleman from Georgia has put into the 
mouth of the gentleman from Ohio what I think 
he did notsay. He only said that the Repub- 
lican party would hold to their right to write and 
utter and publish the sentiments which they pro- 
fessed. He did not claim the right to circulate 
them anywhere and everywhere. 

Mr. CRAWFORD. He said that his party 
would write what it pleased, and publish what it 
pleased, and that those rights they never would 
surrender. Of course, they would not desire to 
speak and publish without circulating. ' 

Mr. CURTIS. The gentleman from Ohio is 
not now in his place. I can state my recollec- 
tion of what he did say, and I will do so very 
fairly. 

Mr. CRAWFORD. Itis with the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania to say whether I shall be in- 
terrupted any further. : 


Mr. GROW. If weare to‘closethis debate; and 
pass this Army appropriation billte-night, Lthink: ` 
that the gentleman from Georgia should, keep. 
within the time: granted to him: by the courtesy. 
of the House, and not allow himself to be further. 
interrupted. His few. minutes.have extended into: 
half an hour. eee 

Mr. CRAWFORD, The gentleman must be 
mistaken. : : : 

Mr. GROW. Members speaking are not 
always aware of the time that they occupy. 

Mr. CURTIS. I have only a word to say; and 
I would long ago have said it, if I had not been 
interrupted. The gentleman from Ohio stated that 
the people of the North would speak and write 
and print their sentiments on slavery, and all 
other questions; and that the people of the South 
would speak and write and print whatever.they 
saw proper. He claimed that those rights could 
not be interfered with; but by that, as I under- 
stand him, he did not mean that-he claiméd the 
right to carry any of the incendiary documents, 
spoken of by the gentleman, into the: South, or 
that he denied the right of the South to prevent 
the circulation of incendiary documents: within 
their limits. 

Mr. CRAWFORD. I think that I understand 
the position of the Republican party; and I would 
ask the gentleman from Iowa whether he would 
not feel that the Postmaster General would be 
bound to send into the southern States anything 
mailed in Boston or Buffalo, Chicago or Cincin- 
nati, whatever it might be? 

Mr. CURTIS. We would have the right to 
have our mail matter carried in the United States 
mails; but that, sir, would not prevent a sover- 
eign State from interfering with 1, so far as their 
police regulations made it necessary. ‘The south- 
ern States would have a right to prevent the cir- 
culation of anything likely to produce insurrec- 
tion in their midst. og i 

Mr. CRAWFORD. When we did that, while 
Abraham Lincoln was President, and General 
Scott was his Licutenant General and Secretary 
of War, you would say that your rights under 
the Constitution of the United States were denied 
to fous that the liberty of speech was suppressed; 
and that you would spili the last drop of blood in 
the Northeast and in- tbe Northwest to regain 
your rights. That is what you would say. 

Mr CURTIS. Let me interrupt the gentleman 
for a moment. 

Mr. GROW. While I am willing to hear the 
entleman from Georgia, still, sir, Lam not will- 
ing to let this colloquy go on to an indefinite ex- 
tent. I do not believe that the colloquy has any- 
thing to do with the remarks which the gentleman 
from Georgia was granted the courtesy of the 
House to submit. And again, I would eall his 
attention to the time he has already consumed. 

Mr. CRAWFORD. I will go on with my re- 
marks. I reiterate, Mr. Chairman, that if we 
did prevent the circulation of their documents in 
our midst, they would then declare that we had 
violated the freedom of the:press, and force us to 
pena their circulation, or submitto be overrun. 

hey would insist that the Constitution. of the 
United States secured the freedom of speech and 
of the press, and that it was denied to them in the 
South. Then they would declare that they would 
come upon us with their armies and their navies 
to enforce the laws. These are inevitable conclu- 
sions growing out of the positions and platforms 
of the Republican party, and,as 1 think, the argu- 
ment of the honorable member just submitted. 

A few more words, Mr. Chairman, and I will 
yield the floor. Allow me to ask these northern 
men if we had eighteen slave States; and’ popula- 
tion great enough to control all the Tergitories, a 
majority in every branch of the Government, and 
were to declare that freedom, as you use the term, 
was contrary to the laws of God and man, that it 
was a crime, and, being the sum ofall villainies, 
the Congress of the United States should declare 
the Territories to be slave Territories; that all 
the powers of the Federal Government must þe- 
used to extend it, and establish it in your fifteen 
States, and then elect a President with two mil- * 
lion men and a hundred million of Federal patron- 
age to enforce slavery upon you, would you per- 
mit such a President, representing such a party, 
to be inaugurated, and impose. upon your necks 
such a yoke, without resistance? >: 


Mr. LOVEJOY. We have done it 


for years 
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‘{Laughter.] Pro-slavery Presidents and Con- 
gresses have always ruled us heretofore. 

Mr. CRAWFORD. Mr. Chairman, the an- 
nouncement made by the gentleman from Mlinois 
jg not true in one solitary particular. We have 
never elected a President of the United States by 
the people of the slave States alone. 

Mr: LOVEJOY. ‘No, sir; but we have elected 
pro-slavery men, . ’ 

Mr. CRAWFORD. ‘We have elected men. 
according to the provisions of the Constitution of 
the United States, by the aid of a portion of the 
‘northern Democracy, from the commencement of 
the Government. until now. We have always 
gotten some northern States to support our candi- 
daté for the Presidency, and very frequently elected 
northern men Presidents of the United States. 
This being the case, the statement made by the 

entleman from Illinois is untrue. We say that 
if wehad eighteen States, with a controlling power 
in every branch of the Government, and had 
elected our candidate for President, and with a 
party of two million voters to carry out every 
thing I have said, then I appeal to men of the 
North to say whether they would submit fora 
solitary hour? I know that the New England 
States; I know that Ohio and Illinois and Indi- 
ana and Michigan, and even Minnesota—ay, not 
a single one of the northern States would submit 
a solitary hour to the administration of this Gov- 
ernment by a pro-slavery party, for the purpose 
of establishing slavery within its borders. 

Mr. GROW. I wish to say that next Monday 
we shall have general debate again upon this same 

subject, arising upon the report of the select com- 
mittee of thirty-three. I hope the gentleman will 
understand that | am very anxious to have this 
-bill passed to-night, or else I would not have in- 
 terfered. 

Mr. HILL. The gentleman from Pennsylva- 
nia should frudecsiand that time is very precious 
to the Georgians. {Laughter.] 

Mr. CRAWFORD. Mr. Chairman, I desire 
to say that, believing as [ do, and believing as 
the people of the States which have seceded or are 
about to secede do, that their safety depends 
upon the withdrawal of the powers they form- 
erly gave to this Government, and resuming them 
for their protection, it is with that view alone 
they have called their conventions. Believing 
that you intend to violate our rights, we have 
taken this course for the purpose of giving se- | 
curity and safety to the lives of our citizens and 
protection to our property; and while we seck 
not to violate your rights, or the rights of the 
Government of the United States, we ask you 
not, under the flag of the Union, to come for 
the purpose of subjugating any portion of the 
people of the southern States, and we ask you to 
allow them to retire in peace. That isall that we 
ask of the North. Weask the fair men of the 
Worth, the just men of the North, to allow us , 
to retire from this Confederacy without doing in- , 
justice to them. If they desire to make war, we | 
say they ought to makca declaration of war, and 
ought not, under pretense of enforcing the laws 
of the United States over territory which has 
withdrawn itself from your jurisdiction and au- 
thority, attempt to enslave us. Weask you not, : 
under pretense that the flag has been struck in 
some of the southern States and others raised, 
that you must call your men to come down upon 
us to protect the American flag from disgrace and 
dishonor, and thus delude the masses of your 
countrymen into the belief that they arc battling to | 
sustain the stars and stripes. Under that banner we 
won our liberties; and it would be an unholy using 
thatit should lead armies to crush and destroy the 
rightsand liberties achieved undcrits ample folds. 
If youdo, I can only say that three million people 
once before, upon this continent, declared their 
independence amidst the jeers and taunts of those 
who felt that it would be but a holiday pleasure 
to reduce them to subjection. History proves the 
folly of suchan attempt. Wenumber eight mil- 
lion; we shall declare our independence of this 
Government; and if you choose to put us to the 
test of maintaining it by arms, then the battle- 
shock between our contending forces will be such 
as the carth has never seen; the beginning we 
can see, the end no mortal man can tell; but what- 
soever it be, I prefer it to the vassalage you are 


soon to inaugurate for us and our posterity. The | 


the powers of British rule are only changed to the 
eighteen northern States. I would rather see the 
broad lands from the Potomac to the Rio Grande 
one grand charnel-house, filled with the bones 
of brave and gallant men, than-submit to such 
degradation for one hour. I ask the God of our 
fathers to avert this civil strife; butif itcome, my 
life upon it, we will meet it as patriots ought to 
‘meet the oppressor’s march, and drive him back, 
or give to the attempt the last blood that flows in 
southern breasts. 

The CHAIRMAN. Thegeneral debate upon 
this bill is closed, and the Clerk will read the first 
section of the bill. 

Mr. QUARLES. 
do now rise. 

Mr. GROW. Ihopenot. There isnot much 
courtesy in that arrangement. ` 

Mr. HILL. I desire to ask the House to allow 
me to make a few remarks. 

The CHAIRMAN. The pending motion is 
that the committee rise. 

Mr. MAYNARD. I hope my colleague will 
withdraw that motion. 

Mr. BURCH. I wish to remind the gentleman 
from Georgia that an agreement was made in com- 
mittee yesterday that this bill should be disposed 
of this evening; and I, for one, upon this side of 
the House, am willing to carry out that agree- 
ment in good faith. The gentleman from Georgia 
will have an opportunity on Monday, or on any 
day for a week thereafter, to make the remarks 
he wishes to present to the House. 

Mr. HILL. That may or may not be so: it 
depends very much upon circumstances. I ask 
only a few minutes. 

Mr. LONGNECKER. I object. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state to 
the gentleman from Georgia that debate upon this 
bill is closed, and the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania upon the left of the Chair objects to the 
gentleman trom Georgia proceeding. 

Mr. HILL. I trust the gentleman will with- 
draw his objection. 

Mr. BURNETT. I desire to make an inquiry 
of the Chair. When the first section of the bill 
is read, will it not be open to amendment and 
debate under the five-minutes rule? 

The CHAIRMAN, It will be. 

Mr. BURNETT. Then, as the gentleman 
from Georgia wants to speak but a few minttes, 
I hope he will avail himself of that mode of do- 
ing it. 

Mr. HILL. It will not be very agrecable to 
be so confined. 

Mr. MORRILL. I move that the gentleman 
from Georgia be allowed to proceed for ten min- 
utes, fi 

Noobjection being made, the motion wasagreed 


I move that the committee 


to. ` 
Mr. HILL. Mr. Chairman, I beg to assure 
the committee, since they have allowed me a few 
moments, that it was not my purpose, since I 
have not sought the floor before, to say a word 
to-day. I have watched with interest the course 
of this debate, and it is not my design, in the few 
remarks I propose to submit, to animad vert upon 
anything which has been said, or toeulogize that 
which has been so wiscly and so prudently said 
by some who have participated in this debate; 
and I would particularize the eloquent gentleman 
from the city of Cincinnati, (Mr. PENDLETON.] 
I was desirous to have an opportunity to answer 
the inquiry put by the honorable gentleman from 
Ohio, [Mr. Surrman.] 1 wished to say to him, 
when declaring so emphatically that the South, 
in its enraged state, would hear no proposition of 
conciliation, that he spoke, in my judgment, with- 
out authority. I feel assured that he did so, so 
far as my own State is concerned; and I believe 


| it to be true so far as the entire southern States 


are concerned. 

Despite the attitude of South Carolina herself, 
I believe to-day she is approachable with reason 
and words of kindness, and that she will listen 


to the voice of conciliation if it came in so gentle 
| 


a form as it could be tendered by gentlemen upon 
the other side of this House. I beg, I invoke it 


for her, as-my mother, who cherished me in the | 


early part of my life, and upon whose bosom 
sleep my honored parents, and where dwell to- 
day my near kindred; and I ask you to present 
to her, far gone as you may consider her, the olive 


Revolution, indeed, was fought in vain for us, if ij branch. Teniler it gracefully; you can afford to 


do it, as guardians of this great and powerful Gov- 
ernment. South Carolina may be, and, in my 
judgment, she is, extreme in her precipitancy. I 
have regretted it; I have remonstrated against it, 
and I have implored the people of my own State, 
notwithstanding her example, to delay their ac- 
tion, and never to follow her example, until as- 
sured that it would meet a hearty and undivided 
response from the people of Georgia. Will you, 
under these circumstances, urged and entreated 
as you are by men who are as much and as faith- 
fully attached to the Union of these States as you 
yourselves are, refuse to make this last effort in 
behalf of conciliation between these distracted sec- 
tions of our common country? I hope not. hope 
the door to conciliation is not yet closed. There 
are good men yet from the North in this House. 
There are good men yet in the other wing of the 
Capitol; and I mistake, if they do not yet send 
forth words of love and kindness to soothe an 
exasperated people, and thus give quiet to an 
afflicted nation. J regret not to find a greater de- 
gree of it in my honorable friend from Ohio. 
Surely the time has not yet arrived to determine, 
as positively as he does, that if there can be no 
reconciliation, there must be a resort to the stern 
arbitrament of war. Surely he does not mean 
what he says: that there must be an accommoda- 
tion ora fight. Not yet—not yet, sir, I would 
hope. Let him, let every man who feels that 
there is an inevitable result, wait for the accumu- 
lated voice of American patriots to come up and 
determine this question. Iabide that result with 
confidence and hope. [trust that the convention 
of my own State—which is sitting to-day, and in 
which is assembled a large amount of the best 
intelligence and the best patriotism of that State— 
will give time to the people of the United States to 
confess their conservatism, their attachment to 
the Union, and their devotion to the interests of 
the several States. I believe it will do it; and I 
trust, if my State shall resolve to secede in this 
the hour of her extremity, as she believes, that 
she will make her secession prospective, so as to 
afford ample time to intervene, and still save the 
grcat structure under which we live, and which 
has blessed us solong. 
Sir, I make this appeal. I wish that I had had 
time to prepare it in some shape that would be 
more worthy the great theme; but í can only 
speak the outgushing of my heart when I ap- 
peal to every man in this Hall to throw aside 
the miserable shackles of party, to rise superior 
to the vindictive feelings that may control them, 
and to remember, whether they be unionists or 
disunionists, that they strike at a mighty people 
when they level this blow at the people of Geor- 
gia. Let them pause before they do it. A great 
and dominant party should not allow itself to be 
influenced for a single moment by the wild and 
crazy fanatics who form a part of its members, 
and who fancy, I believe, like the fly upon the 
*wheel, that they direct its motions. inaw, sir, 
that this is a mistake; and I believe the day is 
approaching when justice and prudence shall 
guide the American people, and when fanaticism 
and ultraism, wherever it may show its head, will 
be crushed out by the good sense and patriotism 
of the nation. God grant that day may be near 
at hand! Can there be a nobler task for the pa- 
triot than to forget for the nonce that South Car- 
olina may have erred in seizing the Government 
forts and arsenal, and that the Governor of my 
ggwn State may have erred—as I think he did—in 
seizing Fort Pulaski? 1should have been better 
content for the great State of Georgia to have 
bided her time, and not for him who has assumed 
the peculiar guardianship of her defense to have 
gone, without authority of her Legislature, or of 
her convention, and while she was not even men- 
aced, and done this deed. s 
Georgia, if I understand her people, has no fear 
of any other people, and no dread of any Gov- 
ernment upon earth, When the time shall come, 
if it ever does come, when she shall demand the 
allegiance and fidelity of her sons, though shall 
regret in extreme sorrow the necessity, I say to 
every one who hears me here to-day, she shall not 
have a more faithful and devoted adherent to her 
fortunes than I shall be, despite my pleadings to 
her now to delay her action. Let there be no 
mistake upon this head. I go further, and J say 
here—and I wish it to be borne in mind, if it is 


worth being remembered—that I belong not to 
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that class of men who desire to dismember this 
Confederacy for the purpose of. reconstructing it 
and making it more solid and enduring, and more 
valuable to all its constituent parts. I would as 
soon take a glass vessel and crush it to pieces in 
the vain and delusive hope of making it better 
than it ever had been, as to attempt to make a 
better Government than this, by first breaking it 
to atoms, Jf my own State, acting through the 
~ deliberate judgment of her people, should proceed 
to this extremity, I beg her, for her honor’s sake; 
I beseech her children for their own sakes; I im- 
plore her Senators and Representatives, to have 
the manliness, after the act is done, to refuse to 
take part in any reconstruction of this Union, and 
to stand out an isolated nation in the world. There 
is dignity in that position, if there be not safety. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman’s ten min- 
utes have expired. [General cries of ‘Go on!”’ 
“ Go on!) 

Mr. HINDMAN. Tobject. [Cries of Oh, 
no!?? and ‘t Withdraw the objection 1] 

Mr. McCLERNAND. I hope the gentleman 
from Georgia will be allowed to proceed. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from 
Georgia will be allowed to proceed, if there be no 
objection. 

No objection was made. 

Mr. HILL. I thank the committee, and will 
only say a few words in conclusion. I desire the 
gentleman from Ohio, who has been so courtcous 
togday, to make some distinct effort at concilia- 
tion; to present some plan, such an one, for ex- 
ample, as that offered by the venerable Senator 
from Kentucky, about which so much has been 
said. And let me say here, that there is a vast 
amount of abstraction about this whole affair; 
the North puts too much value on mere abstrac- 
tions; and 1 do not hesitate to say that I think 
the South has also attached too much importance 
to some things of no practical value. 

Mr. DAWES. Will the gentleman from Geor- 
‘gia agree to take the platform of the party with 
which he acted during the late presidential can- 
vass—‘* The Union, the Constitution, and the 
enforcement of the laws?” 

Mr. HILL. I understand it very well. I hap- 
pened to be one of the committee that made that 
platform; or rather, that refused to make a plat- 
form. i 

Mr. DAWES. I propose that you shall hold 

ourself to it now. 

Mr. HILL. Ifthe gentleman has seen any 
disposition upon my part to be a violator, either of 
the Constitution or of the laws, be may then, 
with great propriety, insist that I shall be held 
down to a rigid observance of the platform of the 
Constitutional Union party. I abide by it; but 
it will not do asa basis of settlement. It is not 
definite enough. We want something that will 
meet all of the exigencies that are presented to the 
country, and that are regarded as grievances by 
the southern people. bd 

I will ask the gentleman from Massachusetts 
if he himself advocated the platform which he 
wishes me now to reindorse? 

Mr. DAWES. Yes, sir; every letter of the 
Constitution, every obligation of the Union, and 
every feature of the law. 

Mr. HILL. Iam glad, Mr. Chairman, to hear 
the gentleman say so. I take it for granted that 
he will administer a severe rebuke to the newly 
elected Governor of Massachusetts for not con- 
curring in those views. [Laughter.] 

Mr. DAWES. No State in this Union has a 
son more true to the Union, the Constitution, and 
the law, than that Governor. 

A Memser. This debate is all out of order. 

Mr. HINDMAN. LI trust the gentleman from 
Massachusetts will be permitted to define his po- 
sition. I wantto hear him. 

Mr. HILL. F do not want to be drawn into 
aconflict of this kind with the gentleman from 
Massachusetts; but I join issue with him, and 
insist that the retiring Governor of his State— 
Nathaniel P. Banks—stands before the American 
people as a better observer of the obligations of 
the Constitution of the United States—I will add, 
of the peace and happiness of the country—than 
docs, in my humble judgment, his successor. 
That is, however, a matter of opinion. 

A Memzer. Do you indorse Governor Banks? 

Mr. HILL. No, 1 do not; but I think that 
Mr. Banks did himself great credit in his retiring 


speech, and I am always willing to acknowledge 
merit. ` 

I will conclude these desultory remarks, Mr. 
Chairman, by inviting. prominent gentlemen on 
the other side of the Chamber to consider gravely, 
as time flies, and as every moment is precious in 
the excited state of the country, whether they 
cannot, as a triumphant party, afford to be mag- 
nanimous; take hold of this Government, and 
tender, almost at the same time, the earnest of a 
faithful observance of the Constitution by offer- 
ing to the southern people their indorsement of 
the propositions presented by the Senator from 
Kentucky, [Mr. Crirrenpren.] Ifnot, come as 
near those propositions as you can. 

Mr. HINDMAN. How near? 

Mr. HILL. We will see how near they will 
come first. Make your appgoaches. I state here 
that Į listened with pleasure—southern gentlemen 
may be surprised, but nevertheless it is true—to 
some of the sentiments expressed the other day 
by the Senator from New York, [Mr. Sewarp,] 
because I knew that they were modifications of 
his former opinions; and to that extent they cer- 
tainly were agrecable to me. Let other gentle- 
men here, of the same school, go about modifying 
their opinions. Thatis the only proper way to 
approach a compromise. It may: be, if you do, 
you will mect on this side of the House a corre- 
sponding disposition. Jow else can you, as sen- 
sible men,accommodate this matter? You can do 
itinno other way. Ifyou stand out pertinaciously 
on what you call your national principles, or the 
principles of the Republican party; and if the ultra 
and extreme men of South Carolina, and other 
southern States adhere to theirs, it is as manifest 
as that weare now enjoying daylight, [laughter, 
as the Hall was already lighted with gas,] that we 
will come to no desirable end of these troubles, 
Well, say rather, gas light. [Laughter.] Iam 
glad to sce the House in such a good humor; but 
the question—whether I can give it gravity or not— 
is, in my judgment, deserving of the most serious 
attention and consideration. I beg gentlemen to 
regard it in all seriousness, because while we jest 
about it the great tabernacle of our liberties, which 
we all affect to cherish so much, is actually being 
consumed. Let every man go to’ work, and try 
to extinguish the flames that threaten its destruc- 
tion. 

The CHAIRMAN. Debate is now closed, 
and the Clerk will proceed to read the bill by 
clauses for amendment. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Unlesssome gentlemen de- 
sire to offer amendments to the bill, I move that 
the committee risc and report it to the House. 

Mr. QUARLES. I object to that. I have 
amendments to offer. 

Mr. JOHN COCHRANE. Then, I propose 
thatthe gentleman from Tennessee offer hisamend- 
ments at once., 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will proceed 
to read the bill. 

Mr. HARDEMAN. I move to amend, by 
striking out the eighteenth and nineteenth lines, 
as follows: 

For payment to discharged soldiers for clothing not 
drawn, $50,000, 

I offer that amendment, Mr. Chairman, in order 
to reply to a question, 

Mr. VALLANDIGHAM. Is it the purpose 
of the chairman of the Committee of Ways and 
Means to dispose of this bill to-night? 

Mr. SHERMAN. I should like to do so. 
This is the last of the general appropriation bills, 
and to-morrow there is a special order. 

Mr. VALLANDIGHAM. If the bill is not | 
to be got through to-night, I would move that 
the committee do now rise. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I would state to my col- 
league that there is nothing in this bill but the 
ordinary appropriations; and I hope it will pass 
without objection. 

Mr. HARDEMAN. In offering this amend- 
ment, I merely desire to reply to a question asked i 
by the gentleman from Massachusetts, (Mr. 
Dawes,] which was this—— = 4 


The CHAIRMAN. The Chair would suggest 
to the gentleman from Georgia that he must speak | 
to his amendment. ~ | 

Mr. HARDEMAN. Yes, sir; I will speak to | 
the amendment before I close—when I get to that | 
point. This is a wayward subject we are on. i 
wish to state distinctly to the honorable gentle- į 


man, as.a representative on this floor of tho-party 
to which he alluded, that I, for one; will-take that 
platform.as a settlement or basis of every existing 
difficulty. [Cries of “Agreed >” from the Repub- 
lican side of the House | That ‘platform recoge 
nizes the Constitution, the Union, and the laws; 
Mr. GARTRELL. Do I understand the gen 
cman from Massachusetts to agree to that?” 
Mr. DAWES. To every particle of it. [want 
no other platform. ` : ate 
Mr. GROW. Irise to a point of order... We 
may as well begin the five minutes’ discussion 
understandingly. The rule permits a gentleman 
who offers an amendment to have five minutes to 
explain, and allows any other gentleman five 
minutes to oppose it. Now, I make the point of 
order that gentlemen shall be confined to their 
amendments. Next week this whole debate will 
be up again, and gentlemen can discuss the matte: 
as much as they choose. ; 
-The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania states the rule correctly. The gentleman 


‘from Georgia must confine himself to his amend- 


ment, 

Mr. HARDEMAN, I willdo so thus: = We 
in Georgia who are expecting to. secede, will be 
considered as one of these discharged soldiers; 
but before we are discharged, we want to state , 
the grounds on which we think we are entitled to 
an honorable discharge—-[laughter]—that is, be- 
cause our platform has not been recognized by 
the gentlemen of the opposite party. ‘That plat- 
form recognizes the Supreme Courtas the tribunal 
that interprets the laws of the land. That Su- 
preme Court has decided that the people of the 
South have a right to carry slaves into the Terri- 
tories of the United States. Therefore, as one, 
of the discharged soldiers, I say that we are will- 
ing to take the Bell and Everett’ platform aga 
basis of settlement for the existing difficulties.’ 

{Here the hammer fell.] 

The question beingon Mr. Hanpeman’s amend- 
ment, ; 

Mr. HARDEMAN asked leave to withdraw it. 

Mr. JOHN COCHRANE. 1 object to its with- 
drawal. I wanta vote on the amendment after 
that argument. [Laughter.] 

The amendment was not agrecd to. . 


Mr. FLORENCE moved to amend line one 
hundred and sixteen, by adding, aftcr the words 
‘garrison purposes,’ as follows: 

“ To enable the Secretary of War—if he may consider 
it for the advantage of the Government to doso, under the 
supervision of or through the aid of the officers having in 
charge the quartermaster’s, ordnance, or engineer’s depart- 
ment, or any other head of any or either of the Executive 
Departments of the Government—to test the practicability, 
utility, and economy, of a combined wroughtand cast-iron 
wheel, for use upon transportation wagons and other sim- 
ilar vehicles, or upon gun carriages adapted for artillery 
use, or other purposes, as they in their discretion may de- 
termine, and to be subject to their selection.” 

Before the reading of the amendment was com- 
leted, 
Š Mr. SHERMAN said: There has been enough - 
of, that amendment read to show its character, 
and I submit that it is out of order. ; 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the 
point of order. 

Mr. FLORENCE.. Let the amendment be 
read. It will show for itself that itis in order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chairis of the opin- 
ion that it changes the existing law. 

Mr. FLORENCE. It does not change exist- 
ing Jaw. It is for an economical purpose, to en- 
able the Secretary of War to make experiments 
which, in my opinion, will save the Government 
millions of dollars. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state that 
the point of order is not debatable. Enough of 
the amendment has been read to show that it 
changes existing law. 

Mr. FLORENCE. It does not change the law. 

The CHAIRMAN. If it does not, it is not ne- 
cessary. [Laughter.] 

Mr. FLORENCE. Very well, I submit to the 
ruling of the Chair; but Lask that theamendment 
may be inserted in the official report, and gentle- 
men will see, when they come to read itjto-mor- 
row, that I have stated its effect correctly: 

Mr. BOTELER. I move to amend in the one 
hundred and forty-cigbth line by- striking out 
“$360,000,” and inserting * $400,000.” The pata- 
graph would then read: ae : 

Fot-the manufacture of arms at-the national armorles, 


§400,000. 
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Mr. Chairman, I shall not consume the time of 
the committee at this late hour, by making an ar- 
gument in favor of that amendment. The House 
may probably remember that, at the last session, 
I made an earnest appeal to them to increase the 
appropria on to the same extent for that year. 

he argument for increasing the appropriation 


‘applies with greater force now than then, I 


hope the committee will adopt the amendment I 
have proposed, and give the two national arm- 
ories the amount they require, which ought not to 
be less than $200,000 for each of them. 

Mr.STANTON. I hope the amendment will 
be adopted. 

Mr. QUARLES. I rise to a question of order. 
I submit that, uniess the gentleman from Ohio 
speaks in opposition to the amendment of the 
gentleman from Virginia, his remarks are not in 
order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the 
question of order. 

Mr. STANTON. Very well; I will move an 
amendment to the amendment, then. I move to 
strike out **$400,000,’’ and to substitute therefor 
“ 450,000.” 

Now, Mr. Chairman, this letter of the Secre- 
tary of War, and of the Ordnance bureau, says 
that the capacity ofthe armories at Harper’s Ferry 
and at Springfield, for the manufacture of arms, 
is about four hundred thousand dollars in the ag- 
gregate, or $200,000 each, when they are worked 
to their full capacity. The appropriations for a 
year or two past have fallen short of that amount, 
and they have not been worked to their full ca- 
pacity. A larger number of men could have been 
employed. > : 

Now, Mr. Chairman, some how or other, for 
some reason which I do not comprehend, one 
hundred and fifteen thousand stand of arms have 
been taken from those armories and transferred 
to the southern fronticr; and one half of them to- 
day are in the hands of the enemies of the Re- 
public, ready to be turned against the Army of 
the Republic. Fask for this increase of appro- 
priation, therefore, for the purpose of enabling us 
to supply that deficiency. 

Mr. BOTELER. I offered my amendment in 

‘ood faith, to enable the Government to manu- 
facture the usual quantity of arms; but I must 
say that if the increase of the appropriation is to 
be based upon the argument that arms taken south 
are in the hands of the * enemies of the Repub- 
lic,” I would rather sce the armory in my district 
sunk, than that the imputation cast upon our sec- 
tion of the Union by the remark of the gentleman 
from Ohio should be justified by the conduct of 
its people. 

Mr. Chairman, I regret that we cannot consider 
any matter of ordinary legislation in this House 
without having these sectional difficultics thrust 
uponus. Whatnecessity was there that the gen- 
tleman from Ohio should spring this issue upon 
us while considering this item of appropriation? 
If Lam not mistaken, the information upon this 
subject in the hands of the Committee on Military 
Affairs is not full, and the chairman of that com- 
mittee promised me that when he brought the 
matter to the attention of the House, he would 
accompany it with all the facts connected with 
the transfer of arms to the different sections of our 
country. 

A Mempcr. How many have gone north? 

Mr. BOTELER. I do not know how many 
have gone north, and I do not care; for I am 
willing to trust arms in the hands of our citizens 
north as well as south; and shall not stigmatize 
those who have them “ enemies of the Republic.” 

Mr. STANTON. I merely said that a layge 
proportion of the arms on hand in those armories 

had gone out of the custody and control of the 
Government altogether. I suppose that it will 
not be denied. . 

Mr. QUARLES. Funderstand that this debate 
is notin order. £ object. 

Mr. BOTELER. [should like to ask the gen- 
tleman from Ohio what that information has to 
do with the regular manufacture of arms at the 
national armories, 

Mr. STANTON. 
ment. 

Mr. FLORENCE. ThopelI may be permitted 
to make a single remark in this connection. I 
desire to state an important matter of fact. 


The CHAIRMAN. No debate is in order. 


I withdraw my amend- 


The debate has been exhausted upon.the amend- 
ment pending. A 

Mr. FLORENCE. I will move, then, to in- 
crease the appropriation one dollar. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I will state that, upon ap- 
plication to the Secretary of War for an additional 
number of arms for a volunteer force in Penn- 
sylvania, the Secretary of War granted quite a 
large number, if I mistake not, a thousand stand 
of arms—more than the quota supplied by the 
General Government under their regulations. 

Mr. HINDMAN. When was that? 

Mr. FLORENCE, Only a few months ago. 
There was a very large volunteer force in the city 
of Philadelphia without arms. 1 represented that 


fact to the Secretary of War, and he provided | 


them with the Minić arm. He did it without 
hesitation, and remarked that it would give him 
great pleasure if #c were permitted, under the 
law, to increase the number. 

Mr. DELANO. I shall oppose the amendment 
of the gentleman from Pennsylvania; and I shall 
ask some fifteen minutes upon it, with the indul- 
gence of the committee. If 1 had time to show 
the condition of these armories, I could make it 
appear that there is a necessity, not merely foran 
appropriation of $200,000 in the item of manufac- 


ture, but for $200,000 in the item of repairs and | 
i l apprehend that even the Mili- | 


improvements 
tary Committee of this House cannot answer all 
the questions upon this subject which are most per- 
tinent to be answered. I apprehend they are not 
able to tell you at this moment how many stand 
of arms there are in the twenty-four depots estab- 
lished at different points—! mean arms of that 
character which any one of these gentlemen would 
intrust in the hands of infantry in the field. Now, 
sir, I have made it a matter of investigation to 
some extent; and questionable as the propricty 
may be of stating it at this time, in the threaten- 
ing aspect of affairs, I have been led to believe— 
and I state it here upon my responsibility—that 
there are not in the arsenals of the country, at 
this time, thirty thousand stand of arms which 
would pass the Government standard. Yes, sir, 
not thirty thousand stand of arms. They have 
been disposed ofevery where. Anythingandevery- 


thing has been done with them except to retain | 


them for the use of the General Government, 
Ido not say that now is the time for the Gen- 
eral Government to consider more seriously than 
heretofore this question, which I now call to the 
attention of members. I brought it upat the last 
session of Congress; and it was my intention, at 
the adjournment of the last session, to urge it at 
this session. I press the matter now, not because 
of the threatening aspect of our affairs, but be- 
cause I decm it to be a disgrace to the country 
that a people professing to be among the first Pow- 
ers of the world should be without a proper equip- 
ment in a military point of view. We have now 
an impoverished equipment that is disgraceful to 
any nation pretending to any position. I can very 
readily demonstrate, from the reports of the War 
Deparunent, the position which I now assume. In 
1855 the smeoth-bore muskets were superseded by 
the Miniérifle. Since then we have manufactured 
none of the old model. We have manufactured, 
in all, seventy thousand of the new model; of that 
number we have distributed over twenty-five thou- 


sand to the different States. What were left have i 


been distributed to the twenty-four depots through- 
out the length and breadth of the land. Iappcal 
to the House to say whether we have a proper 
equipment, or whether weare ina proper condition 
to meet any crisis or any exigency that may arise? 
Ido not refer to any crisis which may impend 
now; for, sir, God forbid that we should ever see 
the time when any arm manufactured at the na- 


tional armorics should be imbrued with the blood | 


of any of the citizens of this glorious Union of 
States. I repeat, that it is a disgrace for us, pre- 
tending to be one of the first nationsin the world, 
to be dismantled and disarmed, so far as respects 
the arm now in question. 

I oppose the pending amendment, Mr. Chair- 
man, because I design at the proper time to move 
to increase the amount of this appropriation 
$200,000, and to add, for the repairs and improve- 
ments for the manufacture.of machinery at the 
armories, the further sum of $200,000. 

Mr. FLORENCE, by unanimous consent, 
withdrew his ameudment to the amendment of 
the gentleman from Virginia. 


Mr. SHERMAN. Iam perfectly willing that 
these amendments in reference to the national 
armories should come in, and that a vote should 
be taken upon them in the House. 

Mr. CURTIS. I move to increase the appro- 
priation to $500,000. 

Mr. Chairman, while T would go as far as any 
man to settle this question, yet I think it would 
be extremely foolish if we did not look at things 
as they are. That there is great danger, every. 
one admits. That there isa probability the United 
States will need arms, is so obvious that it does 
not require controversy. I know that the United 
States is very strong. All it wants is to exert its 
power whenever that is necessary. I hope that 
necessity will never arrive. But, sir, in time of 
peace we should prepare for war. I am anxious 
thatthe amount asked for by the gentleman from 
Massachusetts shall be putinto this bill. Either in 

neace or war, we want more arms than we have. 
Ve want more arms of the new pattern. We have 
a great many of the old pattern, which I know 
will answer our purposes in cage of necessity. 
Certainly at this time, when our affairs are threat- 
ening, we cannot expect our constituents will look 
on and see us indifferent to the existing condition 
of the country without rebuking us, however 
much we may all desire peace. Jt is the duty of 
the men who still stand by the honor of their 
flag, to sec that the Union has ample means of 
protection and defense. I trust, then, that my 
amendment for half a million will be agreed to. 

Mr. GARNETT. I do not rise to express 
any opinion as to the propricty of the amend- 
ment moved by my colleague, or of the amend- 
ment proposed by the gentleman from Towa, but 
for the purpose of expressing my hope that the 
chairman of the Committee of Ways and Means 
will inform the House why the estimate of the 
Secretary of War was reduced to $50,000. I 
never knew before an amendment of this magni- 
tude—it being proposed to increase the appropri- 
ation to $400,000—to a bill reported from the 
Committee of Ways and Means, to pass without 
some defense from that committee for its action. 
I hope that the chairman of that committee will 
give us the reasons which influenced the Com- 
mittee of Ways and*Mcans to recommend an ap- 
propriation of only $50,000. A 

Mr. STANTON. The Secretary of War says 
that he cannot work more than $400,000 a year 
—that that is the capacity of the armories. 

The question was taken; and the amendment 
of Mr. Gone was disagreed to. 

The amendment of Mr. Borerer was then 
adopted. 

Mr. DELANO. I now move to increase the 
appropriation to $500,001. 

ir. QUARLES. Is that in order? 
~The CHAIRMAN. It is not; the paragraph 
having been already acted on. 
Mr. DELANO. I move, then, to add as fol- 
ows: 


For new workshops and machinery at the Springfield 
armory, for working that armory up to its fu)! capacity, 
the further sum of $100,000; and on the completion and 
readiness for operation of such pew workshops and ma- 
chinery within the year now provided for, the further sum 
of $100,009, for the manufacture of arms. 


Mr. QUARLES. I risc to a point of orderon 
that amendment. The amendment provides for 
the manufacture of arms, which question has 
already been settled in a preceding paragraph. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair does not ex- 
actly understand the point of order raised by the 
gentleman from Tennessee. 

Mr. QUARLES. We have already settled 
upon an appropriation for the manufacture of ` 
arms, and the amendment of the gentleman from 
Massachusetts is notin order in proposing to add 
$100,000 for the same purpose. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair does not un- 
derstand the amendment as the gentleman from 
Tennessee. It is an amendment in relation to the 
Springfield armory, and not in relation to the 
manufacture of arms. 

Mr.DELANO. I desire to answer, under this 
amendment, the gentleman from Virginia, [Mr. 
Garnett,] who inquired of the chairman of the 
Committee of Ways and Means, what he had 
to say on this subject, to explain why this large 
appropriation was now made. I do not know 
whether the gentleman from Obio [Mr. Suen- 
MAN] is aware of it or not; but the proposition 
of the gentleman from lowa [Mr, Curtis] did 
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not cover the deficiencies in’ the appropriations 
which have been made for this purpose, if we run 
through the last half dozen years. In 1855-56, 
the Government having adopted a new model, 
there was no appropriation. In 1856-57, there 
wasasmallappropriation of $250,000. In 1857-58, 
when the model became established, there was an 
appropriation of $400,000. At that time that was 
considered necessary in order to make up the de- 
ficiency in the appropriations while the new model 
was brought to perfection. 

From 1858 up to the present time, in conse- 
quence of the embarrassed condition of the Treas- 
ury, Congress hag cut down the Secretary’s esti- 
mates from $400,000 to $250,000, so that, if we 
are to make up this deficiency, we should add the 
present year $300,000, which would increase the 
appropriation beyond the sam which the gentle- 
man from lowa [Mr. Curris] named in his amend- 
ment. We have actually, for the last two years, 
been working upon an appropriation of $250,000, 
when, two years ago, the Secretary of War 
estimated the appropriation for this purpose at 
$400,000. If, then, there were nothing in the 
present state of the times to require an increase of 
appropriatio®, and if we were merely intent upon 
making up the deficiency of the last few years, 
it would “be due to the armories of the country 
that we should add $300,000to make up the dimin- 
ished appropriations of the last two years. The 
chairman of the Committee of Ways and Means 
speaks of the Secretary of War. I confess that I 
do not know whom the chairman means by the 
Sccretary of War. He says the Secretary of War 
says we can get along with thissum. If he refers 
to the estimates sent us by the late Secretary of 
War, I must confess that, to my mind, that is 
not a satisfactory statement of what should be 
estimated, when we see and know how that de- 
partment of the service has beea managed within 
the last year. 

{Here the hammer fell.] 

Mr.STANTON. The way in which I under- 
stand the question is briefly this: the armories 
havea capacity to work hands which will exhaust 
the sum of $400,000 per annum. They have not 
the means and appliances te work up and use, in 
the gourse of a year, a larger sum. Itis no mat- 
ter. Therefore; what may have been the failure to 
make appropriations in the past year; and you 
cannot, by supplying the deficiency, add anything 
to the annual products of the armories in the 
coming year. At the instance of the gentleman 
from Massachusetts, a communication was sent 
to the War Department requesting information 
as to the capacity of the armories; and the answer 
conveyed to us the information that the armo- 
ries could work up, with their present capacity, 
$400,000 per annum, and no more. Then it mat- 
ters not what is the deficiency of appropriations 
in past years, or what the surplus. You cannot 
inerease the amount of manufacture beyond the 
capacity of production of the armories. Hence, 
it is of no use to appropriate more than $400,000. 
It would answer no useful purpose, and hence I 
propose that the appropriation shall remain at 
$400,000. ; : 

As to repairs, I suppose they can be dispensed 
with in the present embarrassed condition of the 
Treasury. I know that the Secretary of War 
says that the buildings at the Springfield armory 
ought to be replaced by larger and more commo- 
dious ones. But I apprehend that the House will 
not, in the present condition of the country, au- 
thorize the tearing down and rebuilding of the 
Springfield armory. 

Mr. DELANO. I desire to know of the gen- 
tleman from Ohio, whether he has any informa- 
tion from the Department as to the capacity of the 
armories? Also, whether he does not know that 
they can manufacture forty thousand muskets per 

car, whereas they have, during the last few years, 

cen manufacturing only eighteen thousand? 1 
do not know who communicated to him the in- 


formation of which he speaks; but I know this— | 


and I can show it from the debates of last year— 
that the Scnator from Mississippi, who is as 


familiar with the necessities and wants of this ser- | 


vice as any man, said that the present working 
capacity of the two armories is equal to the man- 
ufacture of forty thousand stand of arms per year, 
whereas, at the present time, they manufacture 
only eighteen thousand. 


Mr. STANTON made a reply as to the source 
of his information, which was entirely inaudible 
to the reporters. . 

Mr. HILL. I know enough of the nature of 
the amendments which will be offered to this bill 
to satisfy me that we should not dispose of it to- 
night; and, therefore, I move that the committee 
rise. : 

Mr. SHERMAN, I hope not. We are within 
a few sections of the end of the bill already. 

Mr. HILL. I withdraw my motion. 

Mr. BURNETT. I am ready to vote uponall 
amendments which may be offered to the bill, arid 
I am anxious to get through with it; but if this 
debate is to be continued, | say let us rise: 

Theamendmentof Mr. DeLano was not agreed 
to. 

Mr. QUARLES. I move.to strike out lines 
one hundred and eighty-four and one hundred 
and eighty-six inclusive, as follows: 

& For continuing the survey of the northern and north- 
western lakes, including Lake Superior, $75,000.” 

I see that this work is estimated for by the 
Department; but the estimate was made in No- 
vember last, and I presume that when the esti- 
mate was made, the present contingency of the 
country was not upon us. The Treasury is now 
bankrupt, and we are borrowing money at twelve 
per cent. interest. Now, this work is not actu- 
ally necessary for the purposes of the Army. It 
is a mere survey of a lake, which may be made at 
some other time as wellas the present. We would 
all like to have the information which this survey 
will give us; but it is not actually necessary to 
the efficiency of the Army; and I propose to strike 
out the $75,000. I think wherever we can pos- 
sibly retrench our expenditures in the present 
financial condition of the country, we ought to 
do so; and this is one of the cases where we can 
safcly do it. It will not take away a single dol- 
lar from the actual troops; and it will not dimtn- 
ish the efficiency of the corps atall. My amend- 
ment will only suspend this work for the time 
being, and until we are in a better condition for 
prosecuting the work. 

Mr. HOWARD, of Michigan. The gentleman 
seems to be under a total misapprehension of the | 
character of the great work which is going on. 
The whole of the lakes are being surveyed, and 
the work has been prosecuted for several years. 
This work is under the direction of the War De- 
partment; and hence appropriations for it have 
always been made in the Army bill. The gentle- 
man, in opposing the appropriation, speaks of the 
financial embarrassments of the Government. 
The gentleman ought to know that there isa large 
amount of material on hand for the prosecution 
of th®s work, which it is good economy, to say 
the least, to keep employed. Two steamers are 
employed all the while, and there are materials 
enough tocarry on the work; and to suspend the 
work would be worse than paying twenty-five per 
cent. for money tocarry it on. The necessity for 
its completion is the same as that of the Coust 
Survey. The work has always been prosecuted 
with great economy, and at a much cheaper rate 
than any other work of the kind. We cannot 
suspend it without tying up these steamers to 
rot; and it would cost more to resume the work 
than to go on with it now. 

The amendment of Mr. QuaRLes was not 
agreed to, 

Mr. JENKINS. I desire to offer the following 
amendment, to come in at the end of the bill: 

Provided, That no part of any of the foregoing appropria- 
tions shall be expended direetly or indirectly for the pur- 
pose of recapturing any forts, arsenals, navy-yards, or other 
property of like description in possession of any States 
which have seceded, or may hereafter secede, from this 
Confederacy. 

By the unanimous consent of the committee, I 
will consent to have a vote taken upon this amend- 
ment in the House, and will not discuss it here. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Iam perfectly willing. 

Mr. CURTIS. I object. I want it discussed. 

Mr. JENKINS. Very well. I have a word or 
two to say about it. I desire to say that this 
amendment is not offered as a pretext for saying 


i anything; but in good faith, and with a desire to 


procure a practical amendment to the bill before 
the committee. I think itis nothing more than | 
fair that, for the purpose of construing this bill, | 
the remarks of the chairman of the Committee of 


Ways and Means, who reported it, may be con- 
sidered as a ¢ontext. “And taking his vematke as. 
a context, I remember distinetly that he declared: 
that this bill was forthe ordinary purposes of the 
Government, and for the recapture. of the forts 
and arsenals, and other property of that descrip- 
tion, within the limits of the seceding States. If: 
I do the gentleman injustice in my statement, L 
hope he will correct me. ` A 

Mr. SHERMAN. For thedefense of the prop- 
erty of the United States, and for the recovery of 
that which is unlawfully withheld. 

Mr. JENKINS. Then I understand the gen- 
tleman to mean to recover it by military force, as 
this is a military bill. That, sir, is precisely the 
remark to which I alluded. Now, Ihave to say 
that this bill, construed by the context of the gen- 
tleman’s remark, is nothing more or Jess than a 
force bill; and its purpose nothing more or less 
than to put into practical execution the plan of 
asserting military supremacy over’ the States 
which have seceded from this Confederacy. This: 
bill means war upon those States; and it means 
nothing else; and I appeal to every member upon 
this floor from the slaveholding States, when this 
bill shall be reported to the House, and shall be 
voted upon, to know if any one of them will give 
his vote for a bill upon which the construction 
has been fixed which I have mentioned, by the 
chairman of the Committee of Ways and Means, 
who reported it. 

Now, sir, I have one other remark to make, 
and then I shall have done. When the gentleman 
who reported this bill was declaiming so elo- 
quently for peace—that is, peace from the South 
towards the North—he should have remembered 
that the very proposition which he interpolated 
into his remarks of using the funds appropriated 
by this bill for the purpose of recovering, by mil- 
itary force, the occupancy of. the forts and arse- 
nals in the seceding States, was of itself a: propo- 
sition which, ifmaintained by the dominant section: 
of the Confederacy, would dissolve the Union and 
dismember the Republic, if there was no other 
question of dispute between us. If we are to un- 
derstand that, at ariy time hereafter, under any 
circumstances, however pressing the emergency, 
or however gréat the necessity, no portion of the 
States of this Confederacy, however many they 
may be in number, shall be allowed quietly to act 
upon the great principle of self-government and 
confederate together, but that the strong arm of 
the Army and Navy will be used by the old Gov- 
ernmentto bring them into subjection—I say even 
if the slavery question were dead to-day, the fact 
that the dominant section stand upon a proposi- 
tion of that sort, and are ready hereafter at any 
time to put it into execution, is enough to make 
any southern man desire to get out of the Con- 
federacy as soon as possible. 

Mr. CURTIS. Lam here a Representative of 
the United States—that is, I am Representative 
of a certain district in the State of Iowa, in: the, 
United States—and while I am in the United 
States, I expect to stand up, by all honorable 
means, for the honor, the safety, and the petpe-~ 
tuity of the whole of the United States, North and 
South. When the forts of the Government are 
taken by lawless mobs, I deem it my duty to 
vote for their recovery. I will do 1t if they be by 
a large force, or by a State, or by a section of 
States. I would adopt every means of concilia- 
tion, exhaust all other means, before I would re- 
sort to force; but, as a Representative of the 
United States, I could never consent to vote for 
a proposition like that now offered by the gentle- 
man from Virginia. Why, sir, we have pur- 
chased angles of this continent in view of their 
defensive positions. We have attempted to round 
off this great continent, so to speak, not for the 
purpose of establishing new States, but for the 
purpose of defending States which alread y formed 
a portion of this great Confederacy. One of these 
salient points is the Florida reef; it is like the 
bastion ofa fortress. It defends the whole of the 
Gulf of Mexico. Florida was purchased by the 
United States for defensive purposes, and we paid 
$5,000,000 for it. Does the gentleman from Vir- 
ginia, as a statesman, pretend to establish the idea 
here that Florida, as a State, can go out of the 
Union, and we thereby lose our $5,000,000 and 
our defensive point also? Suppose we parchase 
Cuba—a circumstance which may happen some 
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day, in allhuman probability—it would beaState. 
We may pay, as was proposed by the Demo- 
cratic Administration, $200,000,000 for it, and 
we may do.so wisely at some period of our his- 
tory; can it be possible that the moment we 
have acquired Cuba for military purposes, she 
will have a right to secede? What would be- 


come of our money: What would become ofthe. 


military power that we would. gain by the pur- 
chase. What becomes of the statesmanship of 
gentlemen who argue in support of such a doc- 
trine? : 

[Here the Hammer fell-] 

Mr. BURNETT. Lhope now that the sugges- 
tion of the gentleman from Ohio that we shall 
have a vote in the House on this amendment will 
be agreed to by unanimous consent. 

Mr. JOHN COCHRANE, Ido not belicvein 
so much expenditure of debate here merely to 
take the yeas and nays in the House. 

Mr. BURNETT.” We do not wish to debate 
the amendmentfurther. We merely wish to have 
a vote upon it in the House. 

Mr. CURTIS. I object to that. 
upon it here, . 

Mr. JENKINS. I rise to a question of order. 
The committee gave unanimous consent, at the 
suggestion of the chairman of the Committec of 
‘Waysand Means, thata vote should be had upon 
this amendment in the House; and the objection 
comes too late. 

Mr. CURTIS. The gentleman is mistaken. I 
objected to the arrangement. 

Mr. JENKINS. Notat the time, 

Mr. CURTIS. Certainly; I objected at the 
time the suggestion was made. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Oh, yes; objection was 
made. . 

The question was then taken on the amend- 
ment; and it was disagreed to. 

Mr. HAMILTON. | offer the following amend- 
ment, as an additional section to the bill: 

Sec. 2 And be it further enacted, That the sum of 
$1,580,318 06 be, and the same is hereby, appropriated out 
of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, 
for the support and maintenance of a regiment of mounted 
volunteers for the detense of the frontier of Texas, to be 
raised in pursuance of an act approved April 7, 1858, en- 
tlued “An net to provide for the organization of a regiment 
of mounted volunteers for the defense of the frontier of 
Texas, and to authorize the President to call into the ser- 
view of the United States two additional régiments of vol- 
unteers.? 

Mr. Chairman, in the brief time allotted to me 
under the rules, I wish to call the attention of 
mombers upon both sides of the House to the fact 
that this is the identical amendment that was 
made by the Senate last session to the appropria- 
tion bill for the Military Academy at West Point, 
and which was defeated by the action of this 
House. My colleague and myself presented then 
to the attention of the House the facts which, in 
our judgment, entitled ‘Texas to favorable coun- 
sideration in regard to the proposed expenditure 
of public money. I do not propose on this occa- 
sion to recapitulate what we then said. But I 
assure gentlemen on both sides of the House, that 
every word uttered by us on that occasion was 
not only true then, but is equally true to-day. 
In fact, there is an increased necessity for it now 
on account of the increase of depredations on 
our northern frontier. The truth is, that the evil 
has gone onso long, and the people have endured 
so much, that they have almost ceased to look to 
this Government for any additional protection 
whatever. This day, and for the last twelve 
months, companics of Texas citizens, at their 
own immediate expensc—looking, of course, to 
their own Government for remuneration hereafter 
—have becn in the saddle, and have been defend- 
ing, as best they may, the frontier of that coun- 

try. 

{am sure that gentlemen on this side of the 
House will do as they did last year—vote gener- 
ally for this proposition; and to gentlemen on the 
other side of the House I have this to say: I 
called the attention of the chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs this day to the act of 
Congress of 1858, which provided for calling out 
this regiment. By the terms of that act, the 
authority to call out the regiment is given to the 
President; and he may also, at any time, when in 
his judgment it is proper that its existence should 
cease, disband it. I say, therefore, to gentlemen 
onthe other side of the House, that it will be 


Let us vote 


within the control of the President chosen by their 
own party, and certainly they cannot. object to 
depend upon his judgment and integrity in the 
matter If he believes that the condition of the 
country requires this regiment to be called into 
service, he will order it to be called into service; 
otherwise he will not. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Iwill say to the gentleman 
from ‘Texas that I have no objection to offer to 
his amendment, and hope it will be sustained by 
this side of the House. 

The question was taken; and the amendment 
was agreed to. 


Mr. BURNETT. offer the following amend- 
ment as an additional section to the bill, in the 
shape of a proviso: 

Provided, That no part of the appropriations made in 
this bill shall be used by the Federal Government in mak- 
ing war, or in any attempt to subject any State which has 
or may hereatter secede from the United States. 

I do not desire to debate the amendment at all; 
byt I ask the other side of the House to give us 
a vote upon it in the House. 

Mr.STANTON. Ifthe gentleman from Ken- 
tucky will put his proposition in fair and square 
terms—that the Army will not be used in the 
execution of the laws—we will give him a vote 
upon it. 

Mr. BURNETT. Iput itas I want it—that 
no part of the appropriations made by this bill 
shall be used for the purpose of making war, or 
in any attempt at the subjugation of a State. 

Mr. OLIN. I rise toa question of order. The 
amendment is out of ordcr, as it changes existing 
laws. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair overrules the 
question of order. The amendment only proposes 
a limitation on the money appropriated. 

Mr. BURNETT. It provides that no part of 
it shall be used for the purpose of making war 
upon, or in an attempt to subjugate, any of the 
States. Ido not desire to go into any discussion 
of the question; but I want the sense of the louse 
on the proviso. [want that the country shall 
understand, and that we on this side of the House 
shall understand, distinctly from gentlemen on the 
other side whether it is their purpose to wage war 
or not. 

Mr. VANDEVER. [rise toa point of order. 
Thisamendment isalimitation on the war-making 
power of the Government; and I do not under- 
stand that this House has anything to do with 
that power. ` ; 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair overrulcs the 
point of order, 

Mr VALLANDIGHAM. No other depart- 
ment of the Government has anything to do with 
declaring war. 

Mr. BURNETT. Under the terms of 
forcing the law,” and “the execution of the law,” 
gentlemen cover up their purposes to make war. 
[Cries of “Oh, no!” from the Republican side 
of the House.} It must result in war, gentlemen. 
You may blockade the port of Charleston to- 
morrow; send down your floating custom-house, 
and undertake to collect the revenue, and the first 
gan that is fired results in civil war. 

A Memper on the Republican side. We did 
not fire the first gun. 

Mr. BURNETT. It must do that. We all 
so understand it, Idonot want gentlemen, under 
the term of ‘enforcing the law,” to shrink from 
the announcement of their purpose, which is to 
make war. Itis nothingelse. The mere block- 
ading of the port of Charleston is, in my judg- 
ment, an act of war. F believe, whether gentle- 
men so regard it or not, that the President has 
no power to use the Army and Navy of this 
country, except as subservient to the civil author- 
ity. South Carolina,as has been before remarked 
on this floor, has no Federal officers. She has 
no Federal judiciary there. None of the powers 
in that State recognize the authority of the Fed- 
eral Government, or can enforce obedience to any 
of the laws of Congress. 
to send an army down there, under the name of 
enforcing laws, to make war upon South Caro- 
lina. It is nothing else; and there is not a sensi- 
ble man on that side of the Chamber who does 
not so understand it. That fact, taken in con- 


£ en- 


| nection with the statement made in his speech 


this morning by the chairman of the Committee 


of Ways and Means, is pregnant with meaning. | 


And yet you propose | 


If that be your purpose, come up like men, and 
say so. Do not shrink from it. Do not under- 
take to carry on war under a specious pretext of 
enforcing law. : 

Mr. STANTON. The gentleman from Ken- 
tucky claims that every attempt to execute the 
laws of the country where military force may be 
demanded is of necessity war. 

Mr. BURNETT. I occupy no such position 

Mr. STANTON. Then {cannot comprehend 

our position. 

Mr. BURNETT. 
that. 

Mr. STANTON. Mr. Chairman, I do not 
apprehend that anybody on this side of the House 
contemplates making war on any State ofthisCon- 
federacy, unless war is first made by that State 
on the Federal Government. There is no war 
contemplated by this Government, or by any gen- 
tleman on this side of the House, except a de- 
fensive war, for the protection of its executive 
officers, and of the men engaged in the discharge 
of executive and ministerial duties. 

Mr. BURNETT. May Task the gentleman 
from Ohio one question? 

Mr. STANTON. Yes, sir. 

Mr. BURNETT. If you do not intend to 
make war, why do you object to my amendment? 

Mr. STANTON. Mr, Chairman, I- will tell 
the gentleman why. If, in the execution of those 
laws, the officer of the law is resisted by a mili- 
tary power, by State authority; and if it become 
necessary for his protection, and for the discharge 
of his duties, that the United States shall defend 
itself, protect itself, protect its property, its ar- 
senals, its forts, its executive and ministerial 
officers; if it becomes necessary to make defens- 
ive war, then I suppose the money appropriated 
by this act will be used in that war. That is what 
I understand. 

Mr. JENKINS. I ask the gentleman this 
question: whether two Governments, cach claim- 
ing to be supreme, can carry on government 
within the same sphere? [Voices from the Re- 
publican side of the Hall, * Not very well,” and 
laughter.] 

Mr. STANTON. Not very well. That is an 
idea that [had myself. But there are some things 
settled. There will be no war between these Uni- 
ted States and any State, or any number of States 
of this Confederacy, unless the aggression come 
from the seceding State or States. 

Mr. BURNETT. I want to know precisely 
what is intended by gentlemen, 

Mr. STANTON. Ido not think I can have 
been misunderstood. . 

Mr. BURNETT. Well, to comé right to the 
point, would you gentlemen hold it to be the daty 
of the Federal Government to use the Army and 
Navy for the purpose of retaking Fort Sumter? 

Mr. STANTON. Weare still, thank God, in 
possession of Fort Sumter, and I understand it to 
be the duty of the Government to use the Army 
and Navy, if necessary, to protect that fort. 

Mr.BURNETT. ‘The gentleman understands, 
of course, that it was a mere slip of the tongue. 
What I want to ask is, whether you would use 
the Army and Navy for the purpose of retaking 
Fort Moultrie? 

Mr. STANTON. When we come to that, I 
will discuss the question with the gentleman. I 
was going on to say that the Executive of this 
Governmenthas certain duties to perform. Among 
these is the collection of the revenues. So long 
as cities in any of the States are continued ports 
of entry, it will be the duty of the Government of 
the United States to collect the revenues of such 
ships as may enter there, either at the custom- 
house or at such other point in the harbor as the 
Government may designate. And if a military 
force or any force isemployed to prevent the col- 
lector from discharging his duties at the custom- 
house, orany other appropriate place at the option 
ofthe Government, it is the duty of the Govern- 
ment to use the Army and Navy, if necessary, to 
protect the collector inthe discharge of his duties, 

Now, J presume that no gentleman appreheads 
that military force is to be used for the purpose 
of protecting the custom-house in Charleston or 
New Orleans; but I apprehend that it is intended 
that some collector for those ports shall be pro- 
tected in the collection of the revenues; and if 
military force is used to prevent the collector from 
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discharging his duties, it will, be-an act of war, 
which the Goyernment may use the military and 
naval forces in repelling. 

Mr. DAWES. _1 offer the following amend- 
ment to the amendment: 

Strike out the amendment, and insert, in tieu thereof, as 
follows: y : 

That it is the duty of the President to so use the appro- 
priations hercin made as to protect the flag of the country, 
and regain and defend the possession of the forts, arsenals, 
and other property of the United States. 


Mr. SHERMAN. Irise to a point of order. 
I think that amendment is out of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair decides the 
amendment to be out of order. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I move that the committee 
rise and report the bill to the House. 

The motion was agreed to. 

So the committee rose; and the Speaker having 
resumed the chair, Mr. Wasupurne, of Illinois, 
reported that the Committee of the Whole on the 
State of the Union had, according to order, had 
the Union generally under consideration, and 
particularly the bill of the House making appro- 
priations for the support of the Army, for the 
yent ending the 30th June, 1862, and had directed 
him to report the same back to the House, with 
anamendment, in which he asked the concurrence 
of the House. 

Mr. SHERMAN moved the previous question 
upon the bill. 

The previous question was seconded, and the 
main question ordered to be put. 

Mr. JOHN COCHRANE, I ask the unani- 
mous consent of the House that a certain bill, re- 
ported on adversely by the Committee on Com- 
merce, may be referred back to that committee, 

No objection being madc, the order was given. 

JOHN WILSON. 

Mr. HUTCHINS, by unanimous consent, re- 
ported, from the Committee of Claims, a joint 
resolution for the relief of John Wilson; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to a 
Committee of the Whole House, and, with the 
accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

And then, on motion of Mr. BURNETT, (at 
ten minutes to six o’clock, p. m.,) the House 
adjourned. 


IN SENATE. 
SATURDAY, January 19, 1861. _ 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Dr. Guriey. 

The Journal of yesterday was read. 

Mr. TEN EYCK. I wish to move to correct 
the Journal. I yesterday presented a petition from 
citizens of Rockaway, Morris county, New Jer- 
sey; and I also presented certain resolutions 
passed by a public meeting at Trenton. If I heard 
the Journal correctly, it states that the petition 
came from citizens of Trenton, and the resolutions 
from a public meeting at Rockaway. As the pe- 
tition and resolutions refer to separate and distinct 


matters, 1 make a motion that the Journal be cor- | 


rected in that respect: : ; 

The Secretary read the following portion of the 
Journal: 

“Mr. Ten Eycx presenteda memorial of citizens of New 
Jersey, praying that a national convention may be held at 
Independence Hall, Philadelphia, on 4th of March next, 
to promote the general welfare and restore peace and har- 
mony to the coustry ; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on the Judiciary. 

“ Mr. Tan Dycx presented resolutions adopted by a meet- 
ing of citizens of Rockaway, New Jersey, in relation to the 
present disturbed condition of the country. 

“ Ordered, That they lie on the table.” 

Mr. TEN EYCK. It should be Trenton in- 
stead of Rockaway. . 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Journal will 
be so corrected. j 

The Journal was then approved. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 
Mr. THOMSON. 


I present three memorials, | 


very numerously and most respeetably signed by | 


citizens of the State of New Jersey without re- 
gard to past political or party attachments, in 
favor of a national convention, to be held in In- 
dependence Hall, in the city of Philadelphia, to 
promote the general welfare, to devise and adopt 
such measures as may tend to restore peace aud 
harmony, and to restore tu each State and section 
of the Union those rights, privileges, and immu- 
nities, to which they are justly entitled. I ask 
that these memorials be laid on the table. 


7 : 7 
The memorials were ordered to lie on the table. 
Mr. THOMSON also presented a petition of 

soldiers of the war of 1812, dated at Freehold, 

New Jersey, praying that pensions may be granted 

to the surviving soldiers of that.war, and to the 

widows of those deceased; which was referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. : 

He also presented resolutions passed at a meet- 
ing of citizens at Trenton, New Jersey, held on 
the 15th of January, 1861, relative to the disturbed 
condition of the country; which were ordered to 
lie on the table. 

He also presented proceedings of a meeting of 
mechanics and workingmen of Newark, New 
Jersey, held on the 9th of January, 1861, in favor 
of the adoption of the compromise measures pro- 
posed by Hon. J. J. Critrenpen; which were 
ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas, presented a 
petition of citizens of Ashley county, Arkansas, 
praying the confirmaticn of titles to all lands in 
township nineteen, range nine west, that have 
been heretofore entered in good faith, and for 
which patents have been issued, and certificates 
for patents; which was referred to the Committee 
on Public Lands. . 

Mr. BENJAMIN. I present the petition of 
W. C. Jewett, of Pike’s Peak, protesting against 
the passage of a bill for a national railroad com- 
pany, on the ground that the Union question is 
paramount; and setting forth the injustice of in- 
curring a debt of $100,000,000 in the midst of a- 
revolution, because the road will be of no use if 
the Union be broken up. 

The petition was ordered to lic on the table. 

Mr. BIGLER presented a memorial of John 
Mini, of Philadelphia, praying an extension ofhis 
patent for the invention of a new mode of- burn- 
ing lamp-black; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Patents and the Patent Office. 

He also presented a petition of citizens of Dan- 
ville, Pennsylvania, praying the adoption of the 
compromise measures proposed by Hon. J. J. 
CRITTENDEN; which was ordered to lie on the 
table. 

Mr. LATHAM presented a petition of John 
Fischer, and others, residents of Anaheim and its 


vicinity, in the county of Los Angelos, Califor- | 


nia, praying the establishment of a post route by 
land between the towns of Los Angelos and San 
Diego, through the towns of Los Nietos, Anaheim, 
and San Juan Capistrano; which was referred to 


: the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 


Mr. POLK. Iam requested by the president 
of a meeting held in the city of St. Louis, on the 
8th of January, 1861, to present the resolutions 
there adopted. If it be properthat such resolutions 
should be presented to the Senate, on the request 
of the presiding officer of the meeting, I submit 
them, and ask that they lie on the table. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The resolutions 
are not in the form of a memorial. The question 
was raised the other day in the Senate as to the 
propriety of receiving resolutions of public meet- 
ings, and at that time it was decided adversely by 
the Senate. 

Mr. SEWARD. What arc the resolutions? 

Mr. POLK. They are resolutions of a meet- 
ing held on the state of the Union; and I will 
state that they express thcir willingness to adjust 
the difficulties on the basis of the Crittenden com- 
promise. That is the substance of them. I will 
state, before the Senator from New York pro- 
ceeds, that I did not distinctly catch the prece- 
dent that was set by the Senate in a case similar 
to this the other day, ona presentation of similar 
resolutions by the junior Senator from the State 
of Kentucky. My impression was that the res- 
lutions then presented were received and laid on 
the table. 

Mr.SEWARD. Mr. President, I was here in 
1850, and the question about receiving proceed- | 
ings of public meetings was then discussed; and I | 
think it was settled in this way: that if the pro- 
ceedings of the meeting were in favor of the views 
of a majority of the Senate, they ought to be re- 
ceived; and if they were adverse, they ought not 
to be received. IL think that has been the law of 
the Senate; butas it is not yet ascertained, the 
motion for reconsideration lying on the table, 
that these views agree with those of a majority of 
the Senate, | am Inclined to think the best way 
is to continue the old practice, and receive the 
proceedings of all respectable publie assemblies, 


and lay them-upon the table, or give thema re 
erence, as may be thought. proper, 
will. be done now. . It-is: something: for ment 
sunon, and very proper. that they: should be 
heard. beauties 
Mr. POLK. ` I will state, in reference to. one 
adjective the Senator used in regard to. this. m 
ing, that lam satisfied it. was-one of ‘the larges 


that has ever been holden in the State of Mis- 


souri. lt was heldin the city of St. Louis, where 
there is a population of upwards of one hundred 
and sixty thousand, and held in ‘the day time, 


Thope. ‘that — 


when the men who attended had to make some; 


sacrifice M order to do so. As to their respecta- 


bility, Lean say, that the officers of the meeting, 


who are personally known to me, are gentlemen 
of the highest respectability in the community, 
andas respectable as can be found anywhere. 
Mr. SEWARD. I hope they will be received, 
Mr. HALE. I do not like to let this thing go 
in this way, because my recollection is entirely 
different from that of the Senator from New York, 


I was here in 1850, and I have been here when . 


such resolutions have been presented, and: the 
ground has been taken over and over again; that 


-it was not proper forthe Senate to lumber its files 


with the proceedings of meetingsall over the coun- 


try, that were not addressed to the Senate, what-- 


ever might be their character. I took exception 
the other day to those presented by the -honora- 


ble Senator from Kentucky, and the Senate rez: 


fused to receive them, not from any want of cour- 
tesy or respect to the meeting or the members of 
it, or the sentiments expressed; but because the 
files of the Senate are not the proper place where 
the reports of meetings all over the country should 
be piled up. 


The VICE PRESIDENT. Shall the resolu 


tions be received, and lie on the table? 
The question was decided in the negative. 


WEST POINT ACADEMY. 

‘Mr. FOOT. I ask leave to introduce a bill for 
the reorganization of the United States Militar 
Academy at West Point. I will state that this 
bill has been prepared by the West Point Com-. 
mission instituted at the last session of Congress. 
I ask that it have its first and second reading, be 
panied and go- upon the Calendar. After it shalt 
rave been printed, if any member of the Senate 
desires its reference to the Committee on Military. 
Affairs, I shall interpose no objection. 

Leave was granted; and the bill (S. No. 540) 
for the reorganization of the United States Mili- 
tary Academy at West Point, was read twice by 
its title. 

Mr. MASON, 
should go to a committee. 
portance. 

Mr. FOOT. I stated that after it shall have 
been printed, I shall have no objection to that. 

The bill was ordered to be printed. : 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from 
Vermont moves that the bill be placed on the 
Calendar. : š 

Mr. FOOT. For the time being; but after it. 
shall have been printed, it can be referred, if that 
be desired. 


I take it for granted that Bill 
It is one of great im- 


` Mr. MASON. A bill on the Calendar is for . 


consideration. I see no reason why it should not 
go to the committee at once. I have no doubt the 
Senator would be willing to do what he says; 
but if it be placed on the Calendar, the fact that 
it has not been referred may eacape observation. 
It is very common to move to refer and print. at 
the same time.. Let it be printed and referred. 

Mr. FOOT. 1 will not resist, 

Mr. MASON. I move its reference to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs and Militia. 

The motion was agreed to. 


GUN BOATS. 

Mr. GRIMES. 1 desire to offer a resolution, 
to which I presume there will be no objection; 
and I therefore ask for its immediate considera- 
tion: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Navy be, and he is 
hereby, directed to furnish to the Senate a detailed estimate 
of the expense of building and equipping a steel or iron 
eased gun-boat of the capacity and armament of the United 
States gun-boat Iroquois. 

There being no objection, the Senate 
to consider the resolution. ee. 

Mr. BIGLER. I suggest to: the Senator from 
Towa to put the resolution inthe usual. form—to 
“ request,” instead of “ direct.” f 


proceedè: 
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Mr. GRIMES. I understand it to be in the 
usual form. There have been several debates on 
thig question, since I have been a member of the 
body, as to what was the proper mode of address- 
ing the executive department. I believe it has 
been the uniform opinion that it should be ‘ di- 
rected’ when it relates to one of the Secretaries, 
and “requested”? when it relates to the President. 

The resolution was adopted. 


PORT OF CHARLESTON. 


Mr. SUMNER. | I now ask the Senate to take 
up the resolution which I offered yesterday. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Sefiate pro- 
ceeded to consider the following resolution, and 
it was agreed tox 


Resolved, That the President of the United States be re- 
quested, if not incompatible with the public interests, to 
furnish to the Senate a copy of all recent correspondence 
between the Department of State and any ministers of for- 
eign Powers at Washington, with reference to foreign 
vessels in the port of Charleston. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, 
by Mr. Hays, Chief Clerk, announced that the 
House had passed the following bills and joint 
resolution; in which the concurrence of the Sen- 
ate was requested: 

A bill (No. 833) for the relief of Eben Adams; 

A bill (No. 899) making appropriations for the 
support of the Army for the year ending the 30th 
of June, 1862; 

A bill (No. 275) for the relief of the children 
of Lieutenant Nathaniel Smith, deceased; 

A bill (No. 299) for the payment of expenses 
incurred in the suppression of Indian hostilities in 
California; and 


A joint resolution (No. 51) repealing a joint 


resolution relating to the claim of George Fisher, 
late of Florida, deceased, approved June 1, 1860. 


PUBLIC PRINTING. 


Mr. SLIDELL. I hold in my hand a resolu- 
tion which [intended to offer the other day, ex- 
pressing the dissent of the Senate from the doc- 
trines enunciated by the President in his message, 
I think of the 16th instant, in response to a certain 
resolution of inquiry presented byme. The mes- 
sage was sent to the Public Printer three days 
since, and Lask the attention of the chairman of 
the Committee on Public Printing to thatfact. It 
is a yery short document; and yet the Public 
Printer has neglected to send it to the Senate, 
I think some inquiry ought to be made into the 
circumstances of the case, and the reason why his 
duty is not more promptly discharged. It isa 
shdtt document; it was sent tothe Public Printer 
three daysago,and Lhave not been able to obtain 
u copy, so that I might peruse the President’s 
message with the attention it deserves.» I do not 
know what is the proper course to be taken. 

Mr. FITCH. p know of no reason why it 
should be delayed, Perhaps other public printing 
may have delayed it. I assure the Senator that 
inquiry will be made to-day into the cause of the 
delay. 


SUSPENSION OF LAWS IN SECEDING STATES. 


Mr. MASON. [ask leave to offer a resolution, 
and ask that it be printed and laid on the table, 
with the intention of calling it up hereafter. Ido 
not mean to make a speech. It is a resolution 
that is intended to meet onc of the exigencies that 
has arisen in the present condition of public af- 
fairs; and which, in my judgment, is the best cal- 
culated to avert that civil war which seems to be 
impending. Task thatit be read and printed. 

The joint resolution (S. No. 60) in relation to 
a suspension of certain laws in States separating 
from the Union, was read the first time. 

Mr. MASON. Ido not entertaina doubt my- 
self of the perfect and unquestioned right of any 
State in this Union, in the exercise of its own 
discretion alone, upon its own responsibility, to 
separate itself from the United States. 

Mr. HALE. If the Senator will allow me, is 
this resolution under consideration ? 

Mr. MASON. I offer it. I do not mean to 
discuss it; but only to account for the phraseol- 


ogy. 
eM: HALE. I want it to lie over. 

Mr. MASON. Ido notask its present consid- 
eration, but only to put myself nght in reference 
to the language used init. 

Mr. HALE. No objection. 
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Mr. MASON. But really desiring, as far as I 
can, to bé instrumental in averting what seems to 
be impending—a civil war from the use of force 
under the existing law—I have endeavored, in the 
language of the resolution, to avoid as many points 
of controversy as would be likely to arise by the 
expression of the sense of Congress upon the act 
of separation. I have therefore only recited it as 
a declaration on the part of South Carolina. I 
move that the resolution be printed > 

The motion was agreed to. 


MITCHELL AND RAMMILSBURG AND OTHERS. 


Mr. PUGH. I move to take up House bill 
No. 428, directing the Secretary of the Interior 
to liquidate the accounts of Mitchell & Rammils- 
burg and Baker & Von Phul. 

The motion was agreed to; and the bill was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 
proposes to require the Secretary of the Interior 
to pay to Mitchell & Rammilsburg, their survivor 
or lawful assignee, for furnishing the United States 
court-rooms in Cincinnati, Ohio, $552 17, in full 
of their claim against the Government; and to 
Baker & Von Phul, their survivor or assignee, 
$161 20, in full of their account against the Gov- 
ernment for furniture for the same court-room, 
and all other claims. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, and ordered to a third reading. 

Mr. KING. I ask if there is a report in that 
case, that we may know what the bill is about? 

Mr. PUGH. ‘There was probably a report in 
the House of Representatives, which the Secre- 
tary can read. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Thatisa small account, 
amounting to about six hundred dollars in all, for 
furnishing the court-rooms at Cincinnati, which 
was before the Judiciary Committee; and I think 
it is substantially right. 

Mr. KING. Lia no objection to the bill. I 
simply desired to know something about it, be- 
cause indefinite bills always have more in them 
than appears. 

Mr. PUGH. I can explain. 
have been audited —— 

Mr. KING. I waive the call for the reading of 
the report. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 


RAFT OF RED RIVER. 
Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas. I ask the per- 


mission of the Senate to take up a joint resolution 
relating to the Red river raft, in Arkansas, which 
has passed the House of Representatives, and put 
it on its passage. i 

The joint resolution (H. R. No. 43) giving the 
assent of Congress to certain acts passed, or to be 
passed, by the Legislatures of Arkansas, Louis- 
lana, and Texas, or any two of them, in relation 
to the raft of Red river, and for other purposes, 
was read by its title. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. 


The accounts 


I trust that will not be 
taken up. It involves very important principles, 
and we have a special order at one o’clock. I feel 
quite sure that this joint resolution can hardly 
pass between now and one o’clock. It involves 
the question of the collection of tonnage duties on 
the western waters, and I hope we shall not go 
into the consideration of so important a subject 
during the morning hour. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas. I wish tosay, 
as the Senator opposes the taking up of this joint 
resolution, that I concur with him entirely in the 
idea that it cannot be passed by one o’clock. 1 
have no idea and no hope that the resolution will | 

ass by one o’clock, if the Senator seeks to make | 
it an object of serious opposition; but I will state 
to the Senate that this resolution passed this body 
at a previous session of Congress—the Congress 
before this—and was sent to the House of Rep- 
resentatives, where it failed to receive consider- 
ation, and of course fell by the expiration of the 
Congress. Now, however, it has passed the 
House of Representatives and come to this body, 
and now it meets this opposition. f cannot but 
think that the Senator from Illinois is somewhat 
in error in regard to the principles upon which 
he relies, and which induce him to oppose it. 
There are none concerned in this matter other 
than those who live above, below, and around the 
raft of Red river. There are not less than fifty | 
thousand people above that raft whoareconstant | 


sufferers in consequence of this obstruction. They 


have been petitioning Congress for forty or fifty 
years for its removal, and Congress has appro- 
priated, from time to time, thousands and hundreds 
of thousands of dollars to remove the Red river 
raft. These people, however, have now given up 
all hope that Congress ever will do anything ade- 
quate to relieve them in the premises. In this 
condition, compelled to look to themselves alone 
for any hope whatever, they have proposed that 
the Legislatures of their own States may be au- 
thorized to provide companies, so that the citizens, 
with their own means, may proceed to remove the 
raft and relieve themselves from the worst incubus 
there is on any people in any State within the 
whole United States; and still the Senator from 
Illinois, for some slight cause, that I cannot but 
believe is utterly unreasonable, and is entirely 
without any real foundation, pertinaciously op- 
poses this measure; and this is not the first time 
he has done it. 

Those who live above that raft cannot receive 
a barrel of four without a tax of five dollars upon 
it. They cannot secure its transportation thirty 
or forty miles without a tax of five dollars a bar- 
rel for freight; and everything else is in propor- 
tion. I simply name that one article as being one 
in regard to which the unreasonable character of 
the charge will be easily understood by every 
member here. The whole cost of the barrel itself 
would only be about five dollars, ordinarily, and 
absolutely the cost of transporting it some twen- 
ty-five or thirty miles comes to some five dollars 
more. There 1s no such thing as getting articles 
that are of any weight for less than double the 
real value of the articles themselves, on account 
of the increased price of transportation; still, the 
Senator from Illinois is averse to taking up this 
measure, which simply authorizes the States them- 
selves to form companies, and allow the people 
out of their own pockets to pay for, govern, and 
direct the removal of that raft, and give them an 
opportunity to bring. in and carry out produce 
such as their necessities require. 

I think that the opposition to this measure is 
of the most unreasonable character that I ever 
knew. I hope the Senate will take up the joint 
resolution, and dispose of it. [have with patience 
sat here and listened to others, and have allowed 
the time to be devoted to other matters, hoping 
and supposing that the Senate would at some time 
give me an opportunity of taking up this joint 
resolution, and having it disposed of. I ask the 
Senate to consider it and dispose of it; cither kill 
it at once, and tell these people that they shall 
continue to suffer, or give them relief, and let them 
out of their own pockets pay the expense of the 
Improvement. 

Mr.DOUGLAS. I would ask the Senator from 
Arkansas whether, if we take up this joint reso- 
lution now, he will waive it in case it shall not be 
disposed of by the time the special order shall be 
called up? X 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas. Exactly. 

_ Mr. DOUGLAS. Then! hope we may take 
t up now, and proceed with it untilthat time, at 
east. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Mr. President, Iam not 
opposing this proposition, as the Senator from 
Arkansas would seem to suppose, from any feel- 
ing I have in regard to the particular measure at 
all. But it involves, in my judgment, constitu- 
tional principles of some importance. Ido not 
believe that we have authority to pass such a bill, 
I do not think we have authority to grant this 
power in advance. I will not go into a discussion 
of the provisions of this bill now; but I think it 
conflicts with the Constitution; it certainly in- 
volves very important constitutional questions. I 
have no objection to taking it up at any proper 
time. Iam entirely willing, so far as I am con- 
cerned, thatthe Senator from Arkansas shall name 
some day to take it up, when we can have time 
to investigate it and discuss it; but to call up a bill 
of this importance in the morning hour, when we 
have but twelve minutes to act upon it, would 
manifestly amount to nothing; and [ would sug- 
gest, as the Senator from Arkansas seems to think 
that I have some design in keeping this bill back, 
that he name his time-—I do not care when itis— 
so that we may know that it is coming up, and 
there will be sufficient time to considerit. Then, 
if the Senate understands that it is to come up, E 

resume Senators will come prepared to discuss 
it, if they think proper to do so, or to vote upon 
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it without discussion. The-only reason I had for | 


objecting to its coming up now was the one which 
I suggested, that there is very little time to con- 
sider it; and I am not prepared myself atthis mo- 
ment to discuss it. Ido not know that I shall do 
so at any length at any time; but I should desire 
to state briefly, at any rate, unless some other 
Senator does it, what Í regard to be fatal objec- 
tions to this bill. 

Mr. WILSON. I hope the Senator from Ark- 
ansas will consent to fix a day for the consider- 
ation of the bill, We have not time certainly 
now. I would suggest that it be put off until some 
day next week—say Thursday, at halfpast twelve 
 o’clock, 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas. If the Senate 
will make it a special order for that time, I will 
assent to it. `% 

Mr. WILSON. Iam in favor of this bil. E 
believe it to be a righteous measure, vne that 
ought to pass Congress, and I am in favor of 
taking it up and considering it at the earliest day; 
and I move that Thursday next, at half past 
twelve o’clock, be assigned for its consideration. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas. I should be 
glad to inquire whether a subsequent special 
order at one o’clock would cut it off? Would an 
order made after this for Thursday next, at one 
o’clock, cut off the consideration of this bill when 
that hour arrived on that day? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair would 
have to call up the special order for one o’clock, 
at that hour, 

Mr. DOUGLAS, I suggest, then, that the Sen- 
ator from Massachusetts fix it at one o’clock, 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas. I move that it 
be fixed at one o’clock on Thursday next. 

Mr. WILSON. Very well. ; 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Itis moved and 
seconded that the joint resolution be-taken up, 
and made the special order for Thursday next at 
one o’clock. 

The motion was agreed to. 


CONSTITUTIONAL? CONVENTIONS. 


The VICE PRESIDENT. If there be no fur- 
ther petitions and reports, the Chair will call up 
the unfinished business of the morning hour yes- 
terday, which is the motion to refer the joint 
resolution of the Senator from Missouri [Mr. 
Green] to the select committec of thirteen. 

Mr. GREEN. By general consent, I ask for 
the printing of the resolution, and let it lie on the 
table. . 

The motion was agreed to. 


ST. LOUIS ARSENAL. 

Mr. SEWARD. I propose, if there be no fur- 
ther morning business, that we now take up the 
special order for one o’clock, the unfinished bus- 
iness of yesterday; and I make that motion. 

Mr. POLK. I should like to call up, for con- 
sideration by the Senate, a bill which was passed 
by the House of Representatives at the last ses- 
sion, and has been reported by the Committceon 
Military Affairs of the Senate, with amendments, 
at this session, for the salcof the grounds on which 
the St. Louis arsenal is erected. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator 
from ‘New York withdraw his motion, or insist 
upon it? . 

Mr. SEWARD. I withdraw it. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The questionison 
the motion of the Senator from Missouri to take 
ùp the bill (H. R. No. 132) to remove the Uni- 
ted States arsenal from the city of St. Louis, and 
to provide for the sale of the lands on which the 
same is located. 

The motion was agreed to; and the bill was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 
proposes to require the Secretary of War to pro- 
ceed at once to have the grounds now used for 
the purposes of an arsenal in the city of St. Louis 
laid off into blocks, according to the present plan 
of that portion of the city, and to have them sub- 
divided into lots of a convenient size for build- 
ing purposes, and subjectthem to sale to the high- 
est bidder, at public vendue, on such terms as to 
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him may scem most advantageous, first giving 
sixty days’ notice, by advertisement. in at least 
three newspapers, published in St. Louis, of the 
time, place, and terms of sale, with a description 
of the property to be sold. It also proposes to 
authorize the Secretary of War to cause the busi- 
ness heretofore carried on at the St. Louis arse- 
nal, to be transferred to the military reservation 
known as Jefferson barracks, in the county of 
St. Louis, and also to cause all the tools, imple- 
ments, machinery, and materials now at the ar- 
senal to be removed to that reservation. ; 

The first amendment of the Committee on Mil- 
itary Affairs and Militia was, in section one, line 
nine, after the word “‘ subject,” to insert the words 
“ the western unoccupied portion of;’’ so as to 
make it read: 

And subject the western unoccupied portion of the same 
to sale to the highest bidder, &c. : 

The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was to add, at the end of 
the first section, the following: 


The proceeds of such sale to be applied to the erection 
at Jefferson Barracks, in the State of Missouri, of suitable 
buildings for containing all the tools, implements, machine- 
ry, arms, and materials now at said St. Louis arsenal. 


Mr. GRIMES. I should like to be informed 
by some member of the Military Committee, if 
they believe that the whole amount of the value 
of these lands will be necessary to be expended in 
the construction of any such building. 

Mr. KING. I will reply that, by the amend- 
ments, the Senator from Iowa will perceive that 
only a part of these lands are to be sold. When 
the buildings are completed at Jefferson barracks, 
the residue is to be sold, and the balance to go 
into the Treasury. J ask that the amendment be 


‘read providing for that. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Foster 
in the chair.) The amendment will be read again. 

The Secretary again read it. 

Mr. KING. There is another clause. I think 
there is another amendment which provides for 
the suggestions which F madc to the Senator from 
Towa. 

Mr. GRIMES. That provides for the expend- 
iture of the whole of it. 

Mr. KING. [ask that the whole bill be read, 
from which these facts will appear. 

The Secretary read the bill and amendments. 

Mr. KING. I do not see by the reading of 
the bill, so far as the Secretary read it, that the 
sale is first confined to a part. That, J know, 
was the conclusion at which the committee ar- 
rived—that a part should first be sold, and then 
the residue. As it has been read, it does not pre- 
sent my recollection of the bill. 

Mr. POLK. My recollection is—I cannot lay 
my fingers upon it now, but I read it when it was 


reported from the committee—that it provides for | 


the sale at once on the western portion of the 
land. 

Mr. WILSON. The unoccupied portion. 

Mr. POLK. Theunoccupied western portion, 
f should say, first; and then, when that sale has 
been made and they have got the Jefferson bar- 
rack for the purpose of placing the machinery, 
the tools, and the munitions there that are on the 
eastern portion, they are to be removed there, and 
then the eastern portion is to be sold. 

Mr. KING. 


were made to it. The amendments were passed 

upon, and drawn up by the clerk of the commit- 

tee. I have no doubt the bill carries out the pur- 
oses of the committce. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. There seems to be a mis- 
understanding about this bill; and as the hour has 
arrived for the consideration of the special order, 
l call for that. This bill can be examined here- 
after. 

Mr. GREEN. 

Mr. KING, 
this bill. 


Tt will not take five minutes. 
I think there is no objection to 
Itis very brief. ; 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The hour of | 


one o'clock having arrived, it is the duty of the | 


Chair to call up the special order. 


ask that the bill itself be read, į 
because I do not perceive the amendments that | 


‘to the Land Committee. 


Nov 


Mr. POLK. Then let this bill be passed over 
as the unfinished: business of the morning hour. 
ADMISSION OF KANSAS. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
resumed the consideration of the bill (H.R. No. 
23) forthe admission of Kansas into-the Union; 
the pending question being: on -thé amendment 
offered. by Mr. Frren, to add at the end of the 
bill the following additional sections: : 

Sec. 4. And be it further enacted, That from and afterthe 
admission of the State of Kansas, as hereinbefore provided, 
ali the laws of the United States, which are not locally 
inapplicable, shall have the same force and. effect within 
that State asin other States of the Union; and the -State 
is hereby constituted a judicial district of the United States, 
within which a district court, with the like powers and ju- 
risdiction as the district court. of the. United: States for the 
district of Minnesota, shall be established ; the judge, at- 
torney, and marshal of the United States for the ‘said dis- 
trict of Kansas shall reside within the sime, and shati be 
entitled to the same compensation as the judge, attorney, 
and marshal of the district of Minnesota; and in all cases 
of appeal or writ of error heretofore prosecuted, and now 
pending in the Supreme Court of the United States, upon 
any record from the supreme court of Kansas Territory, the 
mandate of execution or order of further proceedings shall 
be directed by the Supreme Court of the United States to 
the district court of the United States for the district of 
Kansas, or to the supreme court of the State of Kansas, as 
the nature of such appeal or writ ef error may require; 
aud each of those courts shall be the successor of the su- 
preme court of Kansas Territory, as to all such eases, with 
full power to hear and determine the same, and to award 
mesne or final process therein. tet 

Sec. 5. And be it further enacted, That the judge of the 
district court for the district of Kansas shall hold two Yeg- 
ular terms of the said court annually, at the seat of gov- 
ernment of the said State, to commencé on the second 
Monday ot — and ——— in each year. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. I would ask whether’ that 
amendment comes from a committee, or is offered 
by an individual Senator? I doubt the propriety 
of amending the billon the motion of an individ- 
ual Senator in a matter so important as this. If 
any Senator wil take the trouble to examine the 
practice of the two Houses of Congress on the 
admission of new States, he will find that it-has 
been almost uniform, with one or two exceptions, 
perhaps, to admit the State unconditionally, and 
subsequently to prepare the judicial acts necessary 
to its new condition. That hasbeen the practice, 
and it is founded upona good reason. The reason 
is this: the act for the admission of a Territory as 
a State comes from the Territorial Committee; itis 
matured by the Territorial Committee; ithas ref- 
erence to its boundaries, and those matters that 
appropriaicly belong to that committee; but the 
‘maturing of a judicial system, rendered necessary 
by the admission of a State, is purcly a judicial 
matter, and invariably comes frow the Judiciary 
Committee. So the admission of a State often 
carries with it other legislation in respect to lands, 
sometimes in regard to the surveyor general ’s 
office, and the surveys of lands. Those invaria- 
bly come from the Committee on. Pablic Lands. 
The Territorial Commiitee do not think it proper 
to interfere with what more appropriately belongs 
Hence the practice has 
been—and I think ita safe one—that the Territo- 
rial Committee should confine its bills to the 
simple act of admission. Such was the case when 
Tennessee was admitted, and when most of the 
other States were admitted. Such was the caso 
in the admission of Oregon and California; and 
it has been almost uniform, The Senator from 
Vermont [Mr. CoLLamer] ‘says he has a list of 
them. 

Now, in regard to the judiciary clauses that are 
necessary in Kansas, } take it for granted tho 
Senator from Indiana has prepared Urem with 
carc; but yet I would not be willing to vote: for 
any one thathad not been carefully considered by 
the Committee on the Judiciary. When. you 
bring a new State in, it occupies an anomalous 
condition with reference to its judiciary. The 
United States are divided into nine circuits. | The 
new States are not-within any circuit., It becomes 
necessary, therefore, to give powers to the district 
court, corresponding not only to a district court, 
but a circuitcourtalso. Generally, peculiar pro- 
visions are necessary, &nd thé use of technical 
terms. ft requires great precision, and the Com- 
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mittee on the Judiciary is the law organ of the 
Senate. Iam unwilling; therefore, to encumber 
this bill with any provision upon that subject, but 
shall be willing to unite with the Senator from 
Indiana in passing a proper judiciary bill, to fol- 
low this one, and immediately after it, if it shall 
be necessary, when Kansas shall have been ad- 
mitted; but I do not wish to encumber this bill 
with these provisions. Ido not think it is safe 
to do so, no matter how carcfully they have been 
prepared, and no matter how competent the Sen- 
ator may be to prepare them, without their un- 
dergoing the investigation of the Judiciary Com- 
mittee. 

Mr. FITCH. Mr. President, it is anew rule, 
an unwritten one of the Senate, which I give the 
Senator from Illinois the credit of having discov- 
ered, that an amendment to a bill, not involving 
an appropriation, must necessarily come from a 
committee, or that it is not worthy of considera- 
tion if it does not. That it may have been the 

ractice to pass supplementary bills, creating ju- 
Kicia] districts in new States, at one period of our 
history as a Government, I admit; but the Sen- 
ator, Į think, has the further credit of having been 
among the first to sanction a departure from that 
practice. The Senator,as chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Territories, was the channel through 
which the bill for the admission of Minnesota 
came tothe Senate. This amendment was copied 
from that bill, Therefore, if the language of that 
bill is carefully guarded, thisisequally so. I give 
him the credit that it is so, taking nonc to myself, 
He first depatted from what he informs us has 
been the practice; or at least the departure met 
with his approbation. I have followed his ex- 
ample. Ifhe was right, then this amendment is 
right, 

need not now, Mr, President, give reasons in 
favor of the amendment. Its language carries the 
reasons fop its necessity, I should think, to the 
conviction of every Senator. The only real rea- 
son for opposition to -it must be political. No 
opposition can be based upon sound, legal, con- 
stitutional ground, or grounds of right. There 


‘may be political reasons for such opposition. 
es 


Unless those reasons are developed by the vote 
upon the proposed amendment, or in the course 
of the debate elsewhere, I shall not go into any 
discussion of them. If they are, I may do so. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. Mr. President, the Senator 
happens to be mistaken, 1 believe, in his suppo- 
sition that I prepared a judiciary bill for Minne- 
sota, or that portion of the bill for the admission 
of Minnesota relating to the judiciary. That bill 
came from the House of Representatives. I was 
informed that it had received the approbation and 
report of the Judiciary Committee there. When 
it came here, no objection being made, it having 
come from the Judiciary Committee of the Louse, 
it is very probable 1 did not move to strike it out; 
and if this provision had come with a carefully 
prepared bill from the House of Representatives, 
and from their Judiciary Committec, Ido not think 
I should move to strike it out. That is one of the 
exceptions to the general practice of the Govern- 
ment in regard to these bills. [sce no necessity, 
therefore, for adopting this provision asan amend- 
ment, although I do not, perhaps, deem it such 
a departure as would have rendered it necessary 
to strike it outif it had come from the House of 
Representatives in the bill. It involves the ne- 
cessity of sending this bill back to the House of 
Representatives. If the bill itself were defective, 
and required amendment, I should be willing to 
amend it, and send it back to the House of Rep- 
resentatives; but as the bill itself is complete for 
the purposes for which it was introduced, with- 
out amendment, and as the general practice has 
been that the judiciary bill should come from the 
Judiciary Committee, and be passed in a separate 
form, I choose to conform to that practice rather 
than put this amendment on this bill. The case 
that the Senator states is not in point. 

Mr. PUGH. Will my friend from Illinois 
allow me to make a suggestion? 

Mr. DOUGLAS. Certainly. 

Mr. PUGH. The clause in the Minnesota bill 
was added in the Senate on my motion. It was 
not in the bill first prepared for the admission of 
Kansas under the Lecompton constitution; but 
after conference with the members of the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary, it was moved by me in 
the Senate, and was then debated at some length 


and added to that bill. Afterwards, at the request 
of the Senators clect from Minnesota, I moved it, 
with a mere change of the name of the State, to 
the Minnesota bill, ag an amendment to a House 
bill, just precisely as the Senator from Indiana 
has done to-day. After my friend has finished 
his argument, Ishall show to him, I think, the 
absolute necessity of its being put here now, to 

revyent a failure of the administration of justice. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. Iunderstand, then, from the 
Senator, that he was a member of the Judiciary 
Committee when he offered it; that he consulted 
and had the approval of the Judiciary Commit- 
tee, 'and announced that fact at the time to the 
Senate. 

- Mr. PUGH. I did not announce it; but I 
showed the necessity of the amendment; and 1 
think I shall show it now, after the Senator has 
finished. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. There is a solitary excep- 
tion—perhaps there may be one more—in the 
whole history of the Government, to a general 
rule. Now, this amendment is to delay the bill. 
What necessity is there for it? We can pass this 
provision to-day, or next week, in a subsequent 
bill, according to the usual practice, and send it 
promptly to the House of Representatives. Ihave 
not made the objection the Senator from Indiana 
seems to suppose, that an amendment to a bill 
cannot properly come from an individual Senator; 
but I do say, that an amendment embracing the 
whole subject of the judiciary of a State ought to 
come from the Judiciary Committee, ought to be 
matured by them, and ought to be offered with 
their sanction. The Senator from Indiana thinks 
there can be no opposition to this amendment 
except it is political. I believe Iam the only man 

et who has evinced any disposition to oppose 
it, and it is difficult for me to understand how the 
Senator thinks my objection can be political. I 
do not understand what political motive I can 
have cither for opposing or supporting it. My 
position forbids that I should have any political 
motive whatever in this matter; nor am I in the 
habit of suspecting Senators of different motives. 
foran act from thatwhich they assign in.the dis- 
charge of their duty, and especially when they 
are in the discharge of their duties according to 
the usual practice of the Senate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Foster.) 
There are certain blanks in this amendment, the 
filling of which would first be in order before 
taking the question on the amendment. 

Mr. FITCH. Notremembering all the details 
ofthe legislation of the period when Minnesota was 
admitted, although at the time a member of this 
body, I took it for granted thatthe bill for the ad- 
mission of that Territory as a State had passed 
through the ordeal of the committee over which the 
Senator from Illinois then presided. It appears, 
however, that the amendment to that bill, from 
which I have copied this one, was introduced pre- 
ciscly as this has been, by an individual Senator, 
on his individual responsibility, and that it metthe 
sanction of the Senator from Illinois, at that time. 
That sanction he is disposcd to withhold now. 
That is his right. I have no word of complaint 
at this apparent change in his views. The Sen- 
ator erred when he supposed I was attributing to 
him any political object. I supposed it would 
strike every gentleman who heard the remark, 
that my supposition that the opposition to this 
amendment grew out of political considerations 
could not apply to this side of the Chamber, I 
desire, however, not to go into that discussion, 
for really I flatter myself that the necessity of the 
amendment is too apparent to require any such 
discussion, or to admit of any opposition, based 
onany such consideration. Such necessity, how- 
ever, I shall leave to the Senator from Ohio to 
explain, he having already indicated his intention 
to do so. A 

Mr. DOUGLAS. I have only a word to add 
to what I have already said. As the Senator did 
not allude to me, when he referred to political 


i; motives for opposing the amendment, I can only 


say that since it has been disclosed that: this 
amendment, as offered to this bill, is in the form 
of the Minnesota bill, as it was approved by the 
Judiciary Committee, at that day, the only ob- 
jection 1 now have to its being added to this bill 
is that it involves the necessity of sending this 
bill back to the House of Represcntatives, for 
which I think there is no necessity, because a | 
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separate bill can easily be passed in the. usual 
form to accomplish the object. 

Mr. GREEN. I should like to ask the Sena- 
tor a question. If a separate bill would pass, why 
would not the Kansas admission bill pass with # 
this amendment? 

Mr. DOUGLAS. I take it for granted that a 
separate bill will pass. 

Mr. GREEN. Very well; why not this, then? 
Mr. DOUGLAS. There is no necessity for 
delaying this bill as it would be delayed by the 
adoption of the amendment. The Senator from 
Missouri well knows that this Kansas question 
has been here for years,.and no consideration on 
garth could suffice to stop it in this body three 
years ago, when it came under the Lecompton 
constitution. It was notstopped then to beamended 
for the want of judiciary or any other clauses; 
but it was forced through. We are told, first, that 
Kansas must be kept out because her northern- 
boundary is not right, when it is the same now 
as it was then; next, that she must be kept out 
because the southern boundary isnot right, though 
it is the same now it was then; again, she must 
be kept out because of the Indian treaties, though 
the same objection existed then as now; again, 
she must be kept out because she has not popu- 
lation enough, though she has three times asmany 
people as were there then; and, finally, this bill 
must be delayed now because it does not contain 
a judiciary clause. Ido not understand why these 
constant objections are being interposed to the 
admission of Kansas now, when none of them 
were presented in regard to the Lecompton con- 
stitution, three years ago, nor in regard to the 
admission of Oregon, which has since taken place. 
It seems to me that the fate of Kansas is a hard 
one; and it is necessary for these Senators to ex- 
piain why they make the distinction in their açtion 

etween Kansas and Oregon, instead of my ex- 
plsicing why I do not makea distinction between 
them. 

Mr. PUGH. Mr. President, it seems to me 
that my friend from Illinois is disposed-to sus- 
pect something where nothing ought to be sus- 
pected. The Lecompton bill did have this very 
proposition in it, lt was moved in the Senate, 
and added to the bill; it was in the bill which 
passed the Senate. The Oregon bill was a Senate 
bill, and to that I was prepared to offer the same 
amendment; but J happened to be out of my seat 
when the bill passed the Senate. Everybody re- 
collects the struggle over that bill in the House 
of Representatives, and that, instead of adding it 
to that, a separate bill was brought in. I ac- 
knowledge that the early practice was to have two 
bills; not for the reason given by the Senator 
from Illinois, because there was no Committee on 
Territories till a late period in the history of Con- 
gress, and all questions as to the admission of 
new States were referred to the standing Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary; but why they reported 
two bills instead of one bill on the same subject, 
is a matter which we cannot now explain. . Per- 
haps itwas because, in the early times, the powers 
and jurisdiction of the district courts in the new 
States varicd somewhat; but at a very carly pe- 
riod, in regard to the district court of Kentucky, 
the power and jurisdiction given under the gen- 
eral judiciary act of 1789 was assumed, and it has 
been followed from State to State. Therefore, 
when the Senator from Indiana refers us, as his 
amendment does, to the district court of Minne- 
sota, that refers to the district court of Iowa, and 
that act refers back to a fornter district court, and 
at last you get back to the old district court for 
the State of Kentucky; and hence there is no ne- 
cessity except to refer back, for the jurisdiction 
of the courts is settled. 

Now suppose we do not put this amendment 
on this bill: what then? If it were early in the 
session, if it were the first session of the Con- 
gress, | should care little about it. We might 
prepare a separate bill, as we did in the case of 
Oregon; and be certain of its. passage in both 
Houses; butsuppose there be no such proposition: 
what is the condition of affairs? Are not the 
couris of the State of Kansas, when she is ad- 
mitted, incompetent to entertain any prosecutions 
for offenses against the laws of the United States? 
Are not the citizens of every other State pre- 
vented from bringing their actions, as the Consti- 
tution of the United States gives them a right to 
do, in the Federal court? More than that, as the 
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Supreme Court has decided that the mere admis- 
sion of a Territory into the United States as a 
State, without legislative provision, dismisses in 
fact every pending appeal and writ of error in the 
Supreme Court Ge the United States, the question 
is one of great importance. The Supreme Court 
have so decided; and it was that very thing which 
induced me, two years ago, to supply that defect. 
J did it after consultation with the Senator from 
Louisiana (Mr. Bensamin] and the Senator from 
Delaware [Mr. Bayarp] and other members of 
the committee on the Judiciary. We thought it 
was a wise practice, to prevent parties coming 
here to get special acts to restore their causes now 
pending on appeal or writ of error. Therefore, 
to admit the State of Kansas, or any other State, 
without this provision, is to pass an imperfect act. 
If the session were yet long enough for us to fecl 
certain that a new bill could be matured here by 
our committee, called up in the Senate and passed, 
and go to the [louse of Representatives, be ex- 
amined and passed there, and become a law, I 
should care very little about it; but what assur- 
ance have we of that? If we admit the State of 
Kansas, with no provision fer the administration 
of justice, as I say, itis an imperfectact. Now, 
who is afraid that this bill will not become a 


law, merely because we putin it a proper and just. 


amendment? ‘The bill has passed the House of 
Representatives heretofore, and passed by a large 
majority. Our amendment does not require that 
it shall go to any committce of the House for ex- 
amination; it does not require thatit shall go toa 
Committee of the Whole House. Itis simply to 
prevent a failure in the admihistration of justice; 
and therefore, as I said, it having been put upon 
the Lecompton bill, it having been made as a 
Senate amendment to a House bill in the case of 
Minnesota, it seems to me that the suggestion of 
the Senator from Illinois is suspecting evil where 
certainly no evil is intended. I shall, therefore, 
vote for the amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If no proposi- 
tion be made to fill the blanks in the proposed 
amendment, the question will be taken on the 
amendment without filling them. 

Mr TRUMBULL. I think the Senator from 
Ohio is entirely mistaken as to the effect which 
he apprehends will be produced upon suits.. lam 
not aware of any such decision as that of which 
he speaks. 

Ar. PUGH. I tell the Senator there are three 
or four such decisions. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. If there be such a decis- 
ion, it would be in the teeth of the statute, which, 
I apprehend, would be overruled in this case, at 
any rate. The schedule of this constitution pro- 
vides, in order that no inconveniences may arise: 

“Phat all suits, rights, actions, prosecutions, recogni- 
zances, contracts, judgments, and claims, both as respects 
individuals and bodies corporate, shall continue as if no 
change had taken place.” 

Mr. PUGH. Is the Senator reading the con- 
stitution of the State? 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I am reading from the 
schedule of the constitution of the State. 

Mr. PUGH. What has that to do with the 
Supreme Court of the United States in regard to 
a writ of error pending there? 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I suppose the Supreme 
Court of the United States is as much bound by 
the action of Congress in admitting this State 
with this clause in its constitution, as if it were 
in a separate statute, Congress ratifies this con- 
stitution by admitting the State with it; and I am 
not aware of any such decisions as those of which 
the gentleman speaks; but a general law would 
reach them, if there were such decisions. It seems 
to me the only effect of thisamendment is to delay 
the bill by sending it back to the House of Repre- 
sentatives. As my colleague well remarked, we 


have had this Kansas question before us long | 


enough. Now let us admit Kansas as a State; 
and if there is any trouble, it will be very easy to 
correct it by subsequent legislation, without en- 
cumbering the admission of the State with these 
details. 

Mr. GREEN. I think this amendment emi- 
nently proper. There will be no Federal judge 
there, and no Federal marshal, and no means of 
enforcing Federal authority. Iam not willing to 
trust Kansas by herself, under Kansas laws, and 
Kansas rulers, and Kansas judges, and Kansas 
exccutive officers, without some Icderal author- 


i had; an 


ity so far as the Constitution gives us the right; 
and when the Senator from Illinois says we can, 
by a supplemental bill, pass it, I ask, why not put 
it on here? It is just, it is right, it is proper; and 
he says it will pass in another bill. It can get 
through on this bill better than on any other bill; 
and why? All who are in favor of the proposi- 
tion will go for it; and the friends of Kansas will 
go for it, because it will not hurt Kansas in any 
manner, shape, or form, unless it be simply this 
one point: that they desire to delay the organiza- 
tion of a judicial district, and the appointment of 


a judge, until the next President comes in. : Let. 


us call things by their right names. [f that be the 
object, speak it out in meeting; let us understand 
it. Are we to have a judicial district there or not? 
If not, why? Ifso, let us go to work; make it— 
for it can be done in five minutes—and the House 
of Representatives will agree to the amendment 
thus proposed more readily than they would agree 
to a separate bill. , 

Mr. DOUGLAS. I now find out what the im- 
portance of this question is. It seems it is a ques- 
tion whether the present or the next Executive 
shall appoint the judge. 

Mr. FITCH. 1 trust the Senator from Illinois 
will not do me the injustice to sapposc that that 
is the sole reason which governed me. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. No, certainly not; because 
you have not avowed it. 

Mr. GREEN. I avowed the motive of the 
opposition, not of the movement. 

Mr. FITCH. There is another reason, inti- 
mately connected with politics, of much more 
importance. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. AlI have to say to that is, 
bring up your bill to-morrow, next day, any day, 
to create a judicial district, allawing the President 
of the United States to make the appointment 
under the Constitution, and I shall vote’for it 
under this Administration, under the next Ad- 
ministration, under any Administration. I will 
neither postpone the bill for the benefit of the next 
Administration, nor will I amend it here for fear 
of the next Administration. I will perform my 
duties as the occasion arises, and let each Admin- 
istration take the patronage as it may fall to it; 
but Ido think we ought to pass a bill during this 
Administration, before the 4th of March, in the 


usual form, for Kansas; and unquestionably Iy 


should resist any attempt to postpone merely for 
the purpose of giving a Republican President the 
opportunity of making the appointment. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. So would I. 

Mr. FITCH. That is all very good declama- 
tion. The Senator from Illinois may introduce 
his judicial bill to-morrow; buthe has yet to learn 
that it will not pass this Congress until about the 
time of the inauguration of another President. If 
he does not know it now, time will show that my 
prediction that such will be the fact is correct. 
But I said there was another reason, intimately 
connected with politics, aside from thé appoint- 
ment. That reason I shall now proceed to state; 
and I will leave it for the Senator from Hlinois 
to say whether it operates at all upon him, or 
not. - 

It-is an admitted fact, as the Senator from Ohig¢ 
has said, that unless there is a judicial disti 
created, all cases pending upon writ of erret 
appeal to the Supreme Court of the United States, 
fall. There is an important case supposed to be 
in that condition now in the Territory of Kansas, 
involving the question for which the Senator from 
Illinois has contended—the right of a Territorial 
Legislature to abolish slavery. Itis there. The 
decision in the territorial court has been adverse to 
that right; and if this amendment be not adopted, 
that case upon appeal falls, and there will be no 
decision on it by the Supreme Court. F trust we 
are all anxious for a decision; at least, we all 
should be. Let this specific case go to the court, 
and a specific decision on that precise point be 

d that I apprehend cannot be done, unless 
there is a judicial district created simultaneously 
with the passage of the bill. The pendency of 
this case was doubtless known whewthis bill was 


i introduced, I will not say that a knowledge of 


this fact led to the omission to insert a provision 
in the bill for the creation of a judicial district. 
If there were any political considerations con- 
nected with the neglect to make that insertion at 
that time, those considerations were probably 
connected with a desire to obtain the political 


power which a new State would give, the Dppobi- i 
tion, and the political representation here; but I 


-trust that no such consideration operated. ‘That 


the other consideration to which [have alluded, 
connected with this amendment; did operate, Ts. 


have good reason to believe; hot, however, fiom. ` 


anything said by members of this body,and I. 
trust it will not be found operative here. : 
Mr. DOUGLAS. I was not aware; sir, that 
there was any such case as the one të which:the 
Senator has referred, If I had ever heard of it, 
I had forgotten it, and was not aware that any~ 
thing of the kind was pending. : 
Mr. FITCH. An appeal was taken to the 
Supreme Court... ` : 
Mr. DOUGLAS... As I said, I was not aware 
such a case was pending. If it had been decided, 
therefore, I was not aware that any such decision 
was made. If it were so, I take it for granted 
the right of appeal to the Supreme.Court is not. 
takenaway. If there is any doubt on that point, 
I will agree to insert a clause in. the judicial bill 
that it shall not be taken away, and that. will put 
an end to all apprehension in that respect. | The 
right can be reserved in the judicial bill, and there 
will then be no difference about it. No man is 
more anxious than I am to have the question to 
which the Senator refers decided in the Supreme 
Court. I desire to have it decided at the earliest 
period at which it can be brought regularly before 
the court; and I will go for inserting in the judi- 
ciary bill all the provisions necessary to secure not 
only that, but every other case that can arise. 
That will certainly obviate all the difficulty, and 
disposes of all the objections except the one about 
the patronage involved in the appointment of the 
judge of the court; and in regard to that, it may. 
be possible—I should not be at all surprised, from 
my knowledge of the other side of the House, if 
it were so—that they would like to reserve the 
appointment of the judge for the next Adminis- 
tration. If they do, they will, have power to do 
it. Before this bill becomes a law there will be 
absentees enough on this side of the Senate to 
give them a majority; and if they are going to be 
governed by political: considerations in the ap- 
pointment of a judge, they will refuse to confirm 
your appointee and suspend the appointment, as 
the Senate has often suspended the appointment 
of judges of the Supreme Court’ just as an Ad- 
ministration was going out, in order to postpone 
it until the next one came in. If that side of the 


difficulties, weoughtto be very cautious. A wrong 
done now can never be rectified, so faras the State is 
concerned. Iam not willing to have the freedom 
of speech interrupted by these constant repeti- 
tions of ‘* question,” ‘* question,’’ question.” 
We have no previous question here. Ifwechoose 
to change our rule so as to have it, I will submit to 
it; but we should not be insulted by Senators saying 
* question,” *question,’’ ‘ question,” when we 
desire to debate aquestion. J cannot understand 
it. IT want it to cease, and I want order preserved 
and decorum observed. [* Question t?) 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question 
is on the adoption of the amendment now before 
the Senate. There are two blanks init, however, 
which it will be in order to fill before the taking 
of the question on the amendment. If no motion 
be made to fijl those blanks, the Chair will put 
the question on the amendment offered’ by. the 
Senator from Indiana. : 

Mr. PUGH. Isimply wish to set myselfvight, 
asthe Senator from Ihinois[Mr. Dovenas secmed 
to suppose that I had misstated the decisions of 
the Supreme Court. I found one of them upon 
the instant, in the tenth volume. of Howard ’s 
Reports, page 302, McNulty, plaintiff in error, 


468 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


January 19, 


vs. John Batty and others, the case of the State 
of Wisconsin: i 

«A writ of error to the supreme court of the Territory of 
Wisconsin was pending in this court when the State of 
consin was admitted into the Union, and no provision 
was made by any act of Congress for the execution of the 
mandate of this court, in sucha case, by any inferior court; 
Held, 1. That as tbe territorial court bad ceased to exist, 
and no court bad. been empowered to execute the mandate 
of this court, the writ must be dismissed; 2. That.as the 
subject of the suit was a matter not within the judicial 
power of the United States within a State, Congress could 
empower any court therein to execute the mandate of this 
court after the admission of Wisconsin into the Union.” 


There are several others, but I happened to lay 
my hand upon that first. This amendment was 
drawn two years ago, as I- said, upon a careful 
examination of this decision, and to meet that 
very difficulty. 


Mr. COLLAMER. Mr. President, in relation | 


to that, it is not entirely true that the mandate of 
the Supreme Court must be authorized by law to 
go to some other tribunal if the one from which 
the judgment came has ceased to exist. That 
requires legislation, and it has received it. Ihave 
here a list of the acts for the admission of alarge 
number of States for the lastthirty years, and not 
one of them, with the exception of the single in- 
stance of Minnesota, had in the act which admit- 
ted the State any such provision as this. I can 
go as far back as Indiana, Arkansas, and Illinois. 
They were always, except in that single instance 
of Minnesota, and for the very purpose which the 
gentleman mentions, fully provided for in this 
judicial arrangement after the State was admitted 
in every case, and even since the Minnesota case, 
in the case of Oregon. 

For myself, Mr. President, I never entertained 
an idea that the question about this amendment 
had any porte character attached to it in the 
world. J should be as free to vote to-morrow for 
this arrangement for the judicial necessitics arising 
out of the admission of a new State, in relation to 
the State of Kansas as any other State. I shall 
be willing to do it at any time, to-morrow, or 
whenever it is a proper subject for consideration. 
There is no necessity to vote iton this bill. With 
a single exception, the whole experience of the 
Governmentis the other way. All the cases have 
been the other way for a great many years; and 
how it makes any sort of difference with the de- 


cision quoted, Lam sure I cannot conceive. That |i 


decision has been already made; and therefore 
anything that could be done here about making 
judges and courts for the States of Kansas never 
could, by any possibility, have any effect upon 
that judgment in any way. The citing of that 
as a case, which calis for this being done in this 
bill, has’no force whatever. Ido not wish to take 
up time about it. 

Mr. GREEN. I want to ask the Senator one 
question: does not the admission of the State 
aboiish the present Federal courts there? 


Mr. COLLAMER. There is no Federal court, i 


as he calls it, there, in the sense in which I use 
the term “ Pederal”? 
if he means that. 

Mr. GREEN. By Federal authority. 

Mr. COLLAMER. By congressional author- 
ity. You know that has been decided not to be 
like a Pederal court. The territorial courts, those 
created hy Congress, are not constitutional courts, 

Mr. GREEN. 1 understand. Does it not term- 
inate the existence of that court ? 

Mr. COLLAMER. Oh, yes; it terminates the 
jurisdiction of the territorial court. 

Mr.GREEN. And although an appeal is taken 


in that court, and notice of the appeal given, how | 
If that į 
court then ends, how are you going to get from | 
that court to the Supreme Court? ‘The moment || 
you abolish the court, can you send a writ of | 
error there? There is nobody to serve a writ on, i 


is a case to be brought up to this court? 


gy to bring up the record, 
Mr. COLLAMER, 


when the State was admitted; and in that case of 
Wisconsin, whichcame beforethe Supreme Court, 
they decided that inasmuch as the case came np 
from the territorial court, they could not send a 
mandate to any State court to execute the judg- 
ment of the Snpreme Court, They said it re- 
quired an act of Congress to invest them with the 
power to do that, 
have in them this very arrangement to meet that 


jurisdiction as in a State. 


There is a territorial court, | 


My, President, in every ií 
one of the cases I have mentioned-—the list of | 
which I have—-the territorial courts always ended | 


1 
i 


Now, all these judicial acts | 


contingency. They ave all made thatway. They 
provide for it; and so it will be here. Whenever 
this State is admitted, and an act is brought for- 
ward for the purpose of covering these cases, that 
will be just the way here. 

Mr. GREEN. ‘Will the Senator vote for it? 

Mr. COLLAMER., Certainly I will; to-mor- 
row or any day. 

Mr. GREEN. Why not do it to-day as well 
as to-morrow? 

Me. COLLAMER. Thereasonissimply this— 
and that has been answered two or three times— 
it-will embarrass the admission of the State, and 
send the bill back to the House of Representa- 
tives, and we shall have another quarrel about it. 
That is the reason. 

Mr. GREEN. There will be no difficulty about 
the bill. 

Mr. COLLAMER. There will be no trouble 
if the bill be passed, and the State admitted. 

Mr. GREEN. The only mattér that can come 
before the House of Representatives will be the 
amendment put on the bill; and if they will pass 
the amendment in a separate bill, they can pass it 
attached to this one, so that the whole objection 
falls. There is some other purpose which I can- 
not devise except as I have explained. The House 
of Representatives cannot consider a bill after 
they have passed it. The rules do not allow it. 
They cannot amend or alter one single word in the 
bill as they passed it; and when the bill goes back 
to them, the only question is: will you agree to 
the Senate’s amendment or not? If they would 
agree to this amendment in a separate bill, will 
they not agree to it added to this bill, when a 
majority of the House are so warmly attached to 
the bill? 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Mr. President, the case 
referred to by the Senator from @hio by no means 
establishesthe principle which has been contended 
for. That decision goes this length: that no mat- 
ter what acts of Congress may be passed—that is 
the point of the decision, although they place it 
upon two grounds—it is not competent for Con- 
gress to give the Supreme Court jurisdiction ofa 
case when the court to which their mandate would 
be directed is gone, and the subject-matter of the 
suit is not one of which the court would have 
Now, take the case 
suggested by the Senator from Indiana, and the 
very case. which has necessitated the occasion for 
offering this amendment. ‘That is a case of which 
the Supreme Court of the United States would 
not have jurisdiction if it came from a State, It 
is not one of that class of cases of which the 
Supreme Court has jurisdiction, except in the 
Territories. Now, what does this court decide ? 
They say: 

©}, That as the territorial court had ceased to exist, and 
no court had been empowered to execute the mandate of 
this court, the writ must be dismissed. 2. That as the sub- 
ject of the suit was a matter not within the judicial power 
of the United States within a State, Congress could not 
empower any court therein to execute the mandate of this 
court after the admission of Wisconsin into the Union.” 

And after going over the statutes—for this was 
a case where there was an express Statute to give 
the Supreme Court jurisdiction—the court say— 


| I read now from the opinion of the c&urt: 


“ In placing the want of jurisdiction, however, upon this 
ground??— 


they decided that it did not come within the 


| statute, and there wasustatute of the United States 
! intended to cover it— 


‘we must not be understood as admitting that, if the 
provisions of the Florida act of the 22d of February, 1847, 
applied to the ease, the jurisdiction could be upheld. For, 
if we are right in the conclusion that, even assuming the 
record in the case had been transferred from the territorial 


‘to the district court of the State, our jurisdiction would 
still be incomplete and ineffectual, inasinuch as that court | 
possessed no power to carry the maudate into execution, | 


the case not being one of Federal jurisdiction, the resnit 
would be the same as that at which we have arrived. 

“In every view. therefore, we have bern able to take of 
the case, we are satisfied that our jurisdiction over iteccased 
with the termination of the territorial government and laws; 
and that it has not been revived or preserved, if, indeed, it 
could have been, by any act or authority of Congress on the 


iL subject; and Wat the writ of error must be abated.” 


In a previous part of the opinion the court say: 


The section was drawn, doubtless, under the supposi- 
tion that, if the suit was pending here at the time of the 
admission of a Territory into the Union as a State, on ap- 
peal or writ of error, no legislation was necessary to pre- 
serve or give effect to the jurisdiction of the court over it: 
an opinion, as we have seen, founded in error.” 


Then, the point of that case is, (and that is 


what is decided in it; placed, it is true, upon two 
grounds; first, that the act of Congress did not 
embrace the particular case; and, if itdid,it would 
have made no difference,) that it is not m the 
power of Congress to give the jurisdiction—un- 
Jess it is such a case as the Supreme Court of the 
United States would have jurisdiction of, if com- 
ing from a State after the State is admitted; and 
you would not help it by forty bills ander that 
decision. 

Mr. PUGH. Well, Mr, President, there are 
more than forty lawyers in the Senate; here is the 
book, and they may all read it, but this attempt 
to make back-water around the case will not oyer- 
throw it. The jurisdiction of the Suprent Court 
of the United States in all writs of error and in 
all appeals taken from the supreme court of Kan- 
sas will determine, unless Congress passes some 
act of legislation. Now, whether the Florida act 
in that case was sufficient or not, I do not know; 
but I know that this provision is; because, since 
it was putinto the Minnesota act, cases continucd 
in the Supreme Court under it have been decided 
and reported. Caseg pending in the Supreme Court 
of the United States*on an appeal and writ of error, 
from the supreme court of the Territory of Min- 
nesota, have been pendingin that court under that 
provision, and decided; so that, if that statute is 
not sufficient, we know this is, because it has 
passed under adjudication. I do not care to pro- 
long the controversy. As I say, any lawycr in 
the Senate may read the case. 

Mr. FITCH. Mr. President, E desire to call 
attention for a moment to the circumstances under 
which this bill is about to be forced to a passage, 
as compared with the circumstances attendant 
upon the passage of the Minnesota bill. The bill 
for the admission of the latter State passed in 1858. 
Then the present Executive having some two years 
to serve, it was not thought possible upon the 
part of his opponents to defer the admission of 
the new State long enough to prevent his having 
the appointment of the Federal offices within its 
limits, even if such postponement had been de- 
sirable; and I do not know that it was deemed so 
by any Senator on the opposite side. But here 
comes another bill for the admission of another 
State upon the eve of an outgoing Administration, 
and when one is about to be inaugurated into 
power with their political proctivities. There was 
no objection on their part, in 1858, to the adoption 
of the amendment offered by the Senator from 
Ohio, [Mr. Pueu,] to the House bill for thead- 
mission of Minnesota in the precise language of 
the amendment I have offered to this Kansas bill. 
Then every Senator on that side of the Chamber, 
without an exception, voted for it. Here are the 
yeas and nays in the Journal F hold in my hand. 
But now, suddenly, there isa conscientious desire 
on their part to have the bill for the admission of 
aState not hampered with any extraneous matter. 
Their now professions are the reverse of their 
then acts. 

_ They pledge themselves that they will vote im- 
mediately for a judicial bill. Why did they not 
make the same objection to the attachment of the 
same feature to the Minnesota bill? I know, you 
know, sir, the anxicty they felt—an anxicty par- 
taken in common, J believe, on the part of all the 
North, and indecd many of the Senators of the 
South—for the early admission of that State. We 
thought it but an act of justice; but we thought 
it equally just to attach a provision similar to this ° 
to the bill. No voice among them was raised 
against the proposition then. Upon acall of the 
yeas and nays, their names—including that of 
the Senator from Illinois who sits behind me, 
[Mr. Dovaias]—are all recorded in the affirma- 
tive. But now, undef a new phase of political 
parties, and in view of the fact that there is a cer- 
tain question connected with the great sectiona 
agitation which is at this moment almost uproot- 
ing the Government of the country from its found- 
ations—and which question they areapprehensive 
may, through this amendment, be decided adverse 
to their political tenets—they desire to prevent 
the attachment of the amendment to the bill in 
order to prevent the decision. Instead of frankly 
acknowledging that these considerations influ- 
ence their views—and I cannot believe that the 
views of all on that side are thus influenced—they 
base their opposition to this proposition upon & 
desire to admit the State without clogging the bill 


i| for that parpose with any matter which can be 
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omitted. No- such desire was expressed under 
other circumstances in relation to-another bill for 
the admission of another State in the same sec- 
tion. 

Mr.. CLARK. I want to call the attention of 
the Senator from Indiana to one or two consider- 
ations in answer to what he has just said. They 
are thèse: At the last séssion of Congress, this 
bill was reported to the Senate. The Senators on 
this side have been continually anxious to pass 
it. if it had not been for the opposition on the 
other side, it might have passed months ago; and 
the gentlemen on the other side might have had 
their judiciary bill, and their appointments also. 
We have not delayed it. You, on that side, have 
delayed it; and because now we want to pass it 
at the close of the session, you arc trying to de- 
feat it, on the pica that we want to get the appoint- 
ment. You might have had it six or eight months 
ago, if you had chosen to pass the bill; and it is 
not fair to make such an imputation upon this 
side of the Chamber. You can have it now by 
passing the bill. 

Mr. FITCH. That is very true. I think there 
was opposition on this side of the Chamber. I 
confess I opposed it, as I shall do again, unless 
this amendment is adopted. Then, as now, there 
was no disposition manifested upon that side of 
the Chamber to agree to this amendment. 

Mr. CLARK. Did the Senator offer it then ? 

Mr. FITCH. It was pending then; but there 
were other amendments which had precedence; 
and this is the first opportunity, although it was 
printed at the last session, that L have had to call 

t up. 

Mr. COLLAMER. Did the Senator endeavor 
to get it acted on at that time? 

Mr, FITCH. I tried to get it before the Senate 
at that time, as the Senator must recollect and the 
amendment will show; for I offered it, it was 
printed, and notice given by me that whenever 
the bill should come up it would be offered. An- 
other amendment, however, having been intro- 
duced prior to it, precluded the possibility of my 
taking it up then. I never met with any encour- 
agement on tlie opposite side of the Chamber rel- 
ative to its adoption. I was not disposed to pre- 
vent the admission of Kansas upon political 
grounds, and do not believe now, so faras myself 
and those associated with me politically are con- 
cerned, that we have anything to expect, politi- 
ically, from the adoption of this amendment; for, 
judging from the recently-manifested proclivities 
of the Executive, he is quite likely to appoint to 
the offices created by the amendment applicants 
recommended by those of the opposite side of the 
Chamber, especially if those recommended can 
claim to be from Pennsylvania. 

Mr. WILSON Mr. President, this question 
of the admission of Kansas has been pending be- 
fore us for a long time. We are anxious to carry 
the bill through; and I take it that is the only 
motive that governs us in opposing the amend- 
ment of the Senator from Indiana. It is in the 
power of that Senator, and of his friends, to intro- 
duce a bill, after we pass this act for the admis- 
sion of Kansas, to secure the judge in the new 
State, if they desire it. I know of no Senator on 
this side of the Chamber who will oppose any bill 
of that kind. Now, sir, if this provision had been 
in the origin&l bill as it came from the House of 

Representatives, | do not believe there is a Sen- 
ator in this body who would vote to strike it out; 
but the bill comes to us from the House of Rep- 
resentatives in its present form; we want to admit 
Kansas; we want to close that case; and we say 
to the Senator from Indiana and his friends: bring 
in your bill, and pass it promptly, if you desire 
to do so; and if you want the appointment of a 
judge inthe Territory, take.it. We want to close 
this question to-day, and admit Kansas into the 
Union as a sovereign State. 

Mr.GREEN. ‘This question cannot be closed 
to-day. | know that this amendment is just and 
proper in itself,and it is conceded to be so on all 
sides. Notasingle Senator saysit is wrong; but 
they say: “This is the wrong place; it embar- 
rasses the admission of Kansas.” I happen to 
know thecontrarye Itinsures the passage of this 
amendment. 

Mr. WILSON. How is that? 

Mr. GREEN. I say I happen to know the 
contrary. Itwillinsure the passage of this amend- 
ment. 


The bill will not be delayed five minutes | 


in the House of Representatives, in consequence 
of this amendment. Itis necessary. Yousaya 


supplemental bill can be passed. Well, if a sup- jj 


plemental bill will pass so quickly and so easily, 
why not let it pass with this bill, and go to the 
House of Representatives? Can any one assign 
areason for it? I believe J have heard no reason. 
l shall urge no reason for its necessity, for that 
strikes every Senator who listens to the reading 
of the amendment; but there is a reason for put- 
ting itin this bill, and that is, to insure its pas- 
sage. Ina separate bill it will not pass, in my 
opinion. If put on this bill, I know the bill and 
amendment will pass, and that is the reason I 
want it put on the bill. 

Mr. FITCH. Mr. President, were I willing to 
accept the pledge of the Senator from Massachu- 
setts, (and certainly, so far as he is concerned, I 
would accept it cheerfully,) he cannot pledge him- 
self for his political friends at the other end of the 
Capitol; and if any Democrat—I beg pardon for 
alluding to political parties by name here ;thenames 
by which they are designated should be excluded 
altogether from this Chamber—but if any gen- 
tleman professing the politics entertained by a 
majority of those on this side of the Chamber is 
sufficiently verdant to act on that pledge, he will 
find himself most woefully disappointed; not from 
any indisposition on the part of the honorable 
Senator who makes the pledge to carry it out, but 
on account of his utter inability to control the ac- 
tion of others of his party. {s it fair for them to 
urge an objection to an amendment to this partic- 
ular bill, when the same provision—this being a 
copy—has received their assent in another bill 
under very similar circumstances, except those 
connected with the incoming and outgoing of 
Administrations? The Senator himself I see is 
recorded in favor of the passage of the Minnesota 
bill. So are both the Senators from Vermont, and 
indced all, without exception, upon that side of 
the Chamber, who then held seats here. This 
regard for the prompt admission ofa State, with- 
out clogging that admission with what they now 
call extraneous questions, then was not breathed. 
Minnesota, according to their present logic, was 
a State of minor consideration compared with that 
which they are disposed to give to Kansas. I 
look upon them both alike. I voted for the admis- 
sion of Minnesota with that provision. I shall 
sustain the provision in the present biH, and skall 
most assuredly not vote for the bill unless the 
provision is inserted. . 

‘The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question 
is on the amendment offered by the Senator from 
Indiana, 

Mr. FITCH. There are one or two blanks in 
the amendment, which I apprehend it would be 
proper to fill first. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair 
suggested that fact to the Senate on several occa- 
sions. No motion has yct been made to fill the 
blanks. 

Mr. FITCH. The blanks were left with the 
intention, on my part, to have the amounts with 
which they should be filled—I believe they relate 
only to the compensation of officers—stated by 
some Senator who is a member of the Judiciary 
Committee, who are better judges than myself of 
the value of the services to be rendered. 

Mr.GREEN. I move to fill the blank for the 
salary of the judge at $2,500. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair is 
informed, on an examanation of the amendment 
by the Secretary, that the blanks only relate to 
the time of holding the courts, not to the salaries 
of officers. 

Mr. PUGH. I willsuggest to the Senator from 
Indiana to fill the blanks with ‘April’? and 
t“ October,” so that the courts will be held on the 
first Mondays of April and October in each year. 
Do I understand that to be acceptable? 

Mr. FITCH. Very well; I will agree to that. | 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It is moved 
that the blanks be filled with the words ‘* April”’ 
and **October.’’ If there be no objection, the 
blanks will be filled in that manner. The Chair | 
hears none. Is the Senate ready for the question | 
on the amendment of the Senator from Indiana? 

Mr. FITCH. I desire to have the yeas and 
nays on the amendment. i 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and being | 
taken, resulted—ycas 26, nays 27; as follows: | 

YEAS—Messrs. Bayard, Benjamin, Bigter, Bragg, Bright, 


Clingman, Crittenden, Fitch, Grecii; Gwin, Hemphill; Hun: 
ter, Iverson, Johnson of Arkansas, Johnson; of, Tennesste; » 
Lane, Mason, Nicholson, Potk, Powell, Puch, Rice, Sauls- 
bury, Sebastian, Thomson, and Wigfall—26. o 0 
NAYS—Messrs. Anthony, Baker, Bingham, Camcrong © 
Chandler, Clark, Collamer, Dixon, Doolittle; Douglas, Dare : 
kee, Fessenden, Foot, Foster, Grimes,Hale, Harlan, Kings, | 
Morrill, Seward, Simmons, Sumner, Fen Eyck, Trumbull, 


Wade, Wilkinson, and Wilson—27. - 
So the amendment. was rejected, : ae 
Mr. GREEN. I wish to inquire whether tiy 

name is recorded;.and if so, upon which side? i 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator’s 

name is recorded in the affirmative. 

Mr. GREEN. Then. I will change my: vote 
for the purpose of moving a reconsideration. -E 
am satisfied thattheamendmentis right, and ought 
to be adopted. I change my vote. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. It is too late, I appre- 
hend, to change the vote now after: the result ‘is 
declared. I object. eee 
. Mr. GREEN. It has not been declared...) 

Mr. TRUMBULL. It has beens 00 

Mr. GREEN. Vnever heard it. ` 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Tdid. cae 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair had 
declared that the yeas were 26, and the nays 
27; so the amendment was not agreed to. The 
Chair then caught the cye of the Senator froni 
Missouri, and recognized him as addressing. the 
Chair. : 

Mr. GREEN. 
ment. 

Several Sewarors. It was announced. g 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The following 
amendment, proposed by the Senator from Mis- 
souri, [Mr. Green, ]} to the preamble of the bill, 
is now pending. It will be read by the Secre- 
tary. ; i 

The Secretary read the amendment; which was, 
in the fifth line of the preamble, between -the 
words “ which” and “was,” to insert the words 
“ by order of the convention, was submitted to a 
vote of the people for their approval or disap- 
proval, and by them;’’ and in the sixth line to 
strike out the words “by the people; and in 
the ninth line, between the words “behalf” and 
“ asked,” to insert the words ‘before the rati- 
fication as aforesaid;”’ so that the preamble will 
read: F 

Whereas the people of the Territory of Kansas, by their 
representatives in convention assembled at Wyandotte, in 
said Territory, on the 29th day of July, 1859, did form for 
themselves a constitution and State government, republican, 
in form, whieh, by order of the convention, was subinitted 
to a vote of the people for their approval or disapproval, 
and by them was ratified and adopted at an election held 
for that purpose, on Tuesday, the 4th day of October, 1859, 
and the said convention has, in their name and behalf, be- 
fore the ratification as aforesaid, asked the Congress of the 
United States to admit the said Territory into the Union as 
R State, on an equal Looting with the other States: There- 

Ore. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Will Sénators 
please come to order? So many Senators are 
passing upon the floor, and there is so much con- 
fusion, that it is impossible for the:businessof the 
Senate to proceed understandingly. Thequestion 
is upon the adoption of the amendment: to the 
preamble, which has just been read. 

Mr. GREEN. There are two amendments. 
I will explain the first one, and let the vote be 
taken upon that. I shall then explain the second 
one, and let the vote be taken upon that, Neither 
will giye riseto much debate. The first one isto 
insert, in the fifth line of the preamble, between 
the words “ which” and *“ was,” the words, “by 
order of the convention, was submitted to the 
vote of the people for their approval or disap- 

% ” H o 
proval,and by them.” The object of this amend- 
ment I will siate to the Senate. The preamble, 
as it now stands, reads thus: 

Whereas the people of the Territory of Kansas, by their 
representatives in convention assembled at Wyandotte, in 
said Territory, on the 29th day of July, 1859, did torm for 
themselves a censtitution and State government, repyib- 
lican in form, which was ratified and accepted by the peó- 
ple at the election heid for that purpose, &c. 

I donot wish Congress to sanction the idea that 
it is necessary that it should be ratified and 
adopted by the people, unless the convention of 
the people directs that course; that is all, I do's 
not wish to be committed. F hold that it is:com- 
petent for the convention either to submit it toa 
vote of the people or not, unless thie vote of the 
people, when they make the convention, decide 
otherwise. Itis merely an-exclusion of author- 
ity. I think it had better ‘be done, because, so 


I did not hear the announce- 
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far as I am concerned, I think all action of Con- 
gress amounts to precedent, to some extent, and 
we see Senators every day referring to what was 
done at the last session, and at other sessions, 
and the votes that were given. Letus, therefore, 
be correct. a 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is the Sonate 
ready for the question on the first amendment to 
the preamble, which has just been read ? 

The amendment was rejected. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question 
rectirs upon the second amendment to the pream- 
ble; to strike out, in the sixth line of the preamble, 

“the words “ by the people;” so that it will read: 

A constitution and State government, republican in form, 
which was ratified and adopted at an election, &c. 

The amendment was rejected. 


Mr.GREEN. Now, Mr. President, I have an 
amendment to offer, of a substantial character. 
The other two were not. . 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair 
will state that there is a third amendment pending 
to the preamble, $ 

Mr. GREEN, I have not moved that. I took it 
back yesterday, in order to correct it. But I move 
this one, to come inafter the word “ schools,” in 
the fourteenth line of the third section. As soon 
as it is read I will explain it. 

The Secretary read the amendment; to insert, 
after the word * schools,” in the fourteenth line 
of the third section, the following: 


Provided, ‘That in all cases where lands which were re- 
served for the use of schools inthe Territory of Kansas by 
the thirty-fourth section of the act providing for the organi- 
zation of said ‘Territory, have been cntered under the provis- 
tova of an act of the Legislative Assembly of such Ferri- 
tory, entitled  Auact to grant p ption to school lands 
in certain cases,” passed at its fir sion, and other acts 
in relation to such Jands, and patents for the same have 
been issued by the Governor of said Territory, such sales 
shall be deemed vatid, and the titles to the lands so sald 
shall be, and are hereby, confirmed to the patentees, their 
heirs and legal representatives: Provided, ‘That this pro- 
vision shall be construed merely as a quit-eluim of any title 
now remaining in the United States, and shall notin any 
way affect or impair any legaj or equitable interest vested 
in any third persons, or claimed by virtue of any preémption 
laws of the United States: And provided, That any lands 
lawfully taken under this grant shall be excepted from the 
lands granted under this act. 


Mr. GREEN. I willexplain the amendment. 
The section to which it is offered is the onc mak- 
ing a grant of two sections of land in each town- 
ship, for the support of schools. It says that the 
sixteenthand thirty-sixth sections shall be granted 
to the State. It reads thus: 

Sections numbered sixteen and thirty-six in every town- 
ship of public Jands in said State; and where either of said 
sections, or any part thereof, las been sold or otherwise 
been disposed of, other lands equivalent thereto and as con- 
tiguous as may be, shall be granted to said State, for the 
use of schools. 


Now, that provision is right; but I must give a 
little history. In the organic act of Kansas there 
was a similar provision, that sections sixteen and 
thirty-six should be reserved for schools, to be 
disposed of by the ‘Territory or future State. 
Under that grant, the Territory went to work and 
did dispose of them. Now, if this bill passes 
without my qualification, they will get four scc- 
tions out of every thirty-six, which no State in 
the Union ever did receive. All the old new States 
(which looks like a solecism)—the first admitted 
new States—reecived but one scetion in thirty-six. 
‘To the latter we have given two sections in thirty- 
six, Ido not object to that; but, undor the pe- 
culiar phrascology of the Kansas bill, it being 
reserved for the use of the Territory, the Terti- 
tory went to work and sold the land; and itis now 
occupied, and the people have paid for it, and the 
money isin the territorial treasury, and the schools 
enjoy the benefit of it this day and this hour. I 
wish, therefore, this amendment simply to quit- 
claim, so far as the Government of the United 
States is concerned, to that extent, and as far as 
théy have sold, to reserve it from the sections we 
hereby grant. Otherwise you will grant four scc- 
tions out of thirty-six, and ruin a policy which 
the Government of the United States has uniformly 
pursued. 

I submitto the Senate whether that is not right. 
T shall not raise the legal question as to the right 
of the Territory to sell the land under the terri- 
torial bill; but it has been given as a legal opin- 
ion, by the highest legal authority in the United 
States, that it was legal. It was reserved for the 
‘use of the Territory or future State”? In all the 


territorial bills which I have drawn and reported 


to the Senate since my attention was called to that ! 


point, I have specially stricken out ‘the Terri- 
tory” in thatclause. I do not allow the Territory 
to sell and dispose of the land; but in Kansas they 
had the power; they exercised the power, and 
have sold the lands. Now, having sold them, 
and the Territory having the benefit of the sale, 
Iam not willing that the State should have an 
additional benefit equivalent to it; because the 
State, as the administrator or heir, will take all 
that the Territory had; and to let them have the 
two sections which the Territory has already sold, 
and then two more sections under this bill, would 
be very unjust. I am willing to confirm the sales 
that were made that were legal. Wherever they 
were legal, I say confirm them. They have given 
the benefit of the money, the interest of which is 
applicd now tothe public schools of the Territory; 
but except that out from the amount to be granted 
on the face of the bill as it now stands. I submit 
whether that is not right. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. . 1 will ask the Senator 
whether there has been any land sold except one 
section of a township in the county of Atchison ? 
Have not the sales been confined to that one town- 
ship? 

Mr. GREEN. Notat all. 
thirds of the school sections in the Territory have 
been sold. That is my information. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. My information is, that these 
sales have been confined to that one township; 
and also, I am very clear (but on that point 1 want 
to turn to the language of the law) that the Ter- 
ritorial Legislature had no power to sell the land 
at all. There was a reservation to the United 
States of the Jands, for the purpose of being ap- 
plied to schools. There was no grant of land to 
the ‘Territory—no grant to the State. They were 
reserved in order to be granted; but it required 
future legislation for the purpose. I think the 
language in this bill must be considered to mean 
sales by the United States, because a reservation 
was made to the United States; and unless sold 
by the United States, it strikes me that no land 
could be selected in lieu of that which the territo- 
rial government itself has sold. Task my friend 
from Ohio to read the original rescrvation. 

Mr. PUGH read, as follows, from the act to 
organize the Territories of Kansas and Nebraska: 

“ Sr. 16.. And be it further enacted, That when the lands 
in the said ‘Territory shall be surveyed under the direction 
of the Government of the United States, preparatory to 
bringing the same into market, sections numbered six- 
teen and thirty-six in each township in said Territory shall 
be, and the same are hereby, reserved for the purpose of 
being applied to schools in said Territory, and in the States 
and ‘Territories hereafter to be erected out of the same.?*— 
Statutes at Large, vol. 10, p. 283. ` 

Mr. DOUGLAS. Yes, sir, they were ‘ re- 
served’? for a special purpose. There was no 
grant made, and it was improper for the Territory 
to sell the land, because the title remained in the 
United States. They were reserved for school 
purposes; and my object was expressly to reserve 


them, so that the ‘Territory never could have 


power to sell the lands atall. Tnever thought that 
the territorial government could sell these lands; 
and I am unwilling to make any law, or do any 
act, that will recognize the right of a Territorial 
Legislature to sell them, or that will confirm a 
tithe that they pretended to sell. It was a sacred 
fund for schools. They had no business to touch 
it, in my opinion, and I have had great doubt 


whether I would permit them to sell it, even after | 
became a State; but I was willing to con- j 


they 
sider that question when we came to make the 
grant. When we come to admit States, we then 
usually insert the grant; but the grant is only 


made when they become a State. This wasa res- | 


ervation, the title being in the United States, so 
that they should not touch it at all. 

Mr. GREEN. When the original grants were 
first madc to the first new States, the question was 
raised whether they were not compelled to lease 
the lands and hold the title in perpetuity; and the 
question that the Senator from Illinois now raises 
was then discussed in all the courts, It was de- 
bated whether the righi to sell existed in the State; 


or whether it was not a trust, so that they had to | 


exercise their power as a trastee in leasing the 
land in perpetuity, and holding the title forever, 
That question was discussed and decided ad- 
versely to the Senator’s view. Thecourt decided 
that it carried the right to dispose of, to sell, and 


Tam told thattwo | 


convey. I will not argue the legal question here, 
for I can get a bigger fee for doing it somewhere 
else. In the territorial bill, this land was reserved 
from the United States: for whose use? Not the 
future State alone. Now,mark: the language of 
the bill is“ for the Territory and the future State.’? 
Tf his construction be true, how can the Territory 
have the benefit of it for schools if they have not 
the power of sale? The use, according to the con- 
struction and decision of the courts, carries with 
it the power to convey. The Territory of Kansas 
has exercised this power; and there is high judi- 
cial authority for it. I shall neither decide one 
way or the other, for I do not care about it; bat 
if it should be finally decided that the title thus 
conveyed is valid, I want to except out of this 
grant an equivalent. Whatever they have sold 
and conveyed, which may be determined by legal 
authority to be valid, I propose to except out of 
the grant hereby made; fdo not propose to affirm 
the sale to be just or unjust; I do not propose to 
say that the sale was right or wrong; but 1 do 
propose to confirm the title of these men who, in 
good faith, have paid their money, and the Ter- 
ritory has loaned it dut, and has had the interest 
to support the schools to educate the children, 

This proposition of mine is a bill of the House 
of Representatives for that very purpose, with a 
litleamendment I put on to this effect: that what- 
ever passes under it shall be excepted out of the 
grant made to the State. This amendment isa 
separate bill which passed the House, and I move 
ithere as anamendment to this bill, The House, 
therefore, have already said they will confirm it. 
If the House confirm it, and the Senate agree tor 
the bill, are you going to grant the State two more 
additional scctions? Yet the language here em- 
ployed would carry two more additional sections. 
lt says: ‘And where either of said sections, or 
any part thereof, has been sold or otherwise dis- 
posed of, other lands equivalent thereto shall be 
given.” Ifthe Territory has sold them and dis- 
posed of them, or the United States gave them to 
the Territory and they have sold and disposed of 
them, we have got to give them two more sections 
in lieu thereof. 'They are disposed of by the 
United States, if they are given to the Territory, 
and the Territory sells them. So I say nothing 
but an exception or a proviso can save this from 
having that double operation. There is nobody 
who desires that. All that anybody desires would 
be that two sections in cach township should be 
given to public schools; and if the Territory has 
sold them, and has the money in the county treas- 
ury, bearing interest, supporting schools, educat- 
ing children, that ought to meet that branch of 
the case us far as it goes. 

Mr. PUGH. Task the Senator from Missouri 
whether there are any sales or grants made of 
either of these sections, sixteen or thirty-six, 
beyond those embraced in this joint resolution, 
approved March 3, 1857: 

A resolution relative to sections sixteen and thirty-six in 
the Territories of Minnesota, Kansas, and Nebraska. 


Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives of 
the United States of America in Congress assembled, "That 
where any settlements, by the erection of a dwelling-house 
or the cultivation of any portion of the land, shall have 
been, or shall be, made upon the sixteenth or thirty-sixth 
sections (which sections have been reserved by law for the 
purpose of being applied to the support of schools in the 
Territories of Minnesota, Kansas, and Nebraska, and in 
the States and ‘Territories hereafter to be erected out of the 
same) hefore the said sections shall have been, or shalt 
be, surveyed ; or when such sections have been, ormay be, 
selected or occupied as town sites, under and by virtue of 
the act of Congress approved 23d of May, 1844, or reserved 
for publie uses before the survey, then other landsshall be 
selected by the proper authorities, in lieu thereof, agree- 
ably to the provisions of the act of Congress approved 20th 
May, 1826, entitled “ An act to appropriate lands for the 
support of schools in certain townships and fractional town- 
ships not before provided for;” and if such settler can 
bring himself or herself within the provisions of the act of 
4th September, 1841, or the occupants of the town site be 
enabled to show a conipliance with the provisions of the 
law of 23d of May, 1844, then the right of preference granted 
by the said ac n the purchase of such portion of the six- 
teenth or thirty-sixth sections, so settled and occupied, 
shall be in them, respectively, as if such sections had not 
been previously reserved for school purposes.— Statutes at 
Large, vol. 11, p. 254. 


Now I understand from the Delegate that, un- 
der this joint resolution, where section thirty-six 
or section sixtcen had been oċeupied by a pre- 
emptor, or occupied by a town site, other selee- 
tions were made according to the Kansas-Ne- 
braska act, and that only sections sixteen and 
thirty-six were sold where they were thus occu- 
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pied; and in that case the proceeds of the sale 
came into the ‘Treasury of the United States, and 
not into the treasury of the Territory. The dif- 
ficulty which my friend from Missouri suggests, 
therefore, cannot exist. 

_Mr. GREEN, The Senator from Ohio is en- 
tirely mistaken. It docs not reach the case at all. 
I recollect that act. ` 

Mr. PUGH. I willask the Senator, does he 
know of any sale except of that character? 
Mr. COLLAMER. The case of Atchison. 
Mr. PUGH. The case of Atchison was the 
case of a town site covering a section before the 
survey. 
Mr. GREEN. [answer thus: I do not know. 
“Knowledge dwells 
Tn heads replete with thoughts of other men; 
Wisdom, in minds attentive to their own.” 
Mr. PUGH. I do not understand the remark. 
Mr. GREEN. Well, I have no actual knowl- 
edec, but I have information. : 
T did not 


Mr. PUGH. Thatis satisfactory. 
understand the other remark. 

Mr. GREEN. But here is the point 1 make: 
the Territory has sold two thirds of all the school 
Jands. Whether that title will be sustained or 
not, I am not going to argue; but when they have 
recejved the money~—and it is now in their treas- 
ury, or loaned out and bearing interest, or applied 
to the support of schools—I am not going to give 
them additional lands, The language of this bill 
will give them additional lands in all such cases. 

Mr. COLLAMER. Allow me to ask the gen- 
tleman whether the provision to which he alludes 
in relation to these lands would give them any 
lands except those disposed of by this Govern- 
ment? 

Mr. GREEN. Yes, sir; I will answer: any 
land disposed of legally is disposed of by this 
Government; because this Government made the 
grant to the Territory: the Territory sold it; and 
the lord paramount is responsible for the title; so 
that that does not meet the case at all. We must 
not give this State any more than we gave Min- 
nesota. We gave hera superabundance. What 
harm can it be to put in a qualification that when 
any portion has been disposed of legally, it shall 
be excepted out of the grant hereby made? Can 
there be‘any harm in that; or do you want to give 
them more? It is true they are a very poor, starv- 
ing people, sending around and begging alms all 
over the United States; but land will not support 
life without labor. It is the production of land 
that supports life; and it is not the land itself. 
Hence 1 am not disposed to give them any more 
than L give other people, 


and, if you please, running over. No other Ter- 
ritory ever sold the land. if they have done so, 


and the sale is good for nothing, then the quali- į 


fication will do no harm; but good legal opinion 
has been given that sale by the Territory is bind- 
ing and valid; and why? They paid their money; 
they have occupied the land; they have put im- 

rovements upon it; and the Senator from New 

ork [Mr. Sewarp] said he was astonished to 
find fine buildings and expensive farms and culti- 
vated fields, many of which are on the sixteenth 
and thirty-sixth sections bought from the Terri- 
tory under this grant, which said they were re- 
served for the use of the schools in the Territory. 

Now, as{ before remarked, i shall not debate the 
legal question. I do not choose to do it. Ileave 
that for thecourtsand the lawyers; butif the courts 
should decide that these sales are legal, are you 
going to give additional land for the sixteenth and 
thirty-sixth sections which they have sold, the 
money for which they now have, and thus give 
them four sections in each township? Will you 


1 will give them just | 
the same measure, pressed down, shaken together, | 


do it? If you do not intend to do it, put in your || 


reservation and your exception. 
intend to do it, vote it down. 
Mr. DOUGLAS. The Senate has already a 


bill, as I understand, confirming these lands that |) 


have been sold by the territorial government, and 
that bill is unacted upon in the House of Repre- 


it. The House of Representatives can either 
concur in that bill, and confirm those sales, or not. 


d 
i 
i 


If you do not |! 


i 


If not confirmed, those lands still belong to the 
Territory. It shows that they think so, other- 
wise they would not be asking an act of confirm- 
ation. It is very clear to my mind that the title 
to these schoo! lands is yet in the United States. 
They were not granted in the territorial bill. 
They were reserved. To whom? To the United 
States,to be applied according to the language of 
the law. ‘They wege reserved for that purpose. 
The judicial decision which the Senator from 
Missouri cites in regard to the sales of the lands 
in the States does not apply here, for in that case 
the lands had not only been reserved in the ter- 
ritorial bill, but when the States were admitted 
into the Union the lands were then granted to the 
States; and the question before the courts in- his 


State and mine was whether, in a case where we | 


had granted the lands to the State, after having 
reserved them in the Territory, the grant conveyed 
the power to sell or simply the power to lease. 
Our courts decided that a grant, being an uncon- 
stitutional grant by the State, conferred the power 
to sell: But the court very clearly would not 
have decided that a reservation by the United 
States for the purpose of being subsequently ap- 
plied was a grant that authorized the sale. The 
effect of the Senator’s proposition would seem to 
be to confirm what the Tcrritorial Legislature has 
doné, and allow the confirmation of those titles. I 
do not choose to do it. H the State of Kansas, 
after it is admitted, sees proper to pass an act of 
confirmatinn of those previoussales, she may doit. 

I am more unwilling to confirm this now, even 
by inference, for the reason that it will seem to 
be a license to other Territories to go on and sell 
theirs. Ido not think the territorial government 
should be permitted to sell; and I think we ought 
to rebuke it in the first instance that comes before 
us. Therefore, for one, I am for making the 
grant in conformity with the territorial acts to 
the State, and leave the persons wha have pur- 
chased under the State law to apply to the sense 
of justice of the State to confirm the act of the 
territorial government. If it be true that there 
are valuable improvements on any section, as 
supposed by the Senator from Missouri, it will 
be a good claim upon the justice of the State for 
confirmation, But I am unwilling to sanction 
this principle that territorial governments can go 
on and sell lands that have been reserved, the 
title of which is in the United States, and which 
they could not dispose of until they procured a 
subsequent grant from the United States Govern- 
ment. J think itis unnecessary and improper to 
give any such sanction to that territorial sale; 
but if the House of Representatives choose, they 
can make such an amendment to the bill the Sen- 
ate has passed as will reach the point, if they 
desire to reach it, 

Mr. COLLAMER. Ido not know but that, 
from my want of acquaintance with the particular 
details of the public lands and matters connected 
with them, I may be somewhat mistaken on this 
subject; but itseems to me, on the reading of the 
bill, to be a very clear affair. There is reserved 
in the case of Kansas, as in all the other Terri- 
tories, certain lands for school purposes; and 
when we come to make a grant to the States, we 
always grant those lands to the States. It is 
donc precisely in the same manner in this bill, | 
and in the same words, in which it hasbeen done 
in other bills, and in all other cases, I believe, in 
which, when the State is admitted, the grant is | 
made to the State of that which was reserved be- 
fore, when the Territory was formed. That same 
thing precisely is done here, and in the very same 
words in which it has been done in all the other 
new States. But for greater caution, itis insisted 
now that this provision ghould be inserted on ac- 
count of the Territory having taken some of these 
school lands, and sold them. Ido not know how 
the fact is. I am clear that they had no power 
to doit. The Senator says some counsel have 
advised them that they had the right. Ido not | 
know who they are. In the first place, E do not 
know the fact; and in the second place, I do not 
believe anything about the power. But if the | 
Territory had the power to dispose ofthose lands— 
if that was the legal effect of it—I refer the gen- 
tleman to the last proviso in this present bill: 

Provided, however, That in case any of the Jands hercin 


granted to the State of Kansas have heretofore been con- 
firmed to the Territory of Kansas for the purposes specified 
in this act, the amount so confirmed shali be deducted 
from the quantity specified in this act. 


Now, it seems to. me; that. this: is the clearest, 
case imaginable. . If the Territory of Kansas has 
used any of the lands granted for schools, and. 
disposed of them, they are to’ be expressly dè- 
ducted from the grant made: in‘this bill’ “That 
seems to me to be ‘all there. is*of it.I- havéno. 
more to say. : OL SEES 

Mr. GREEN. That’ is just: exactly what E 
want. I want it confirmed; and that ends the 
question... Thatis precisely what I desire. I' was. 
aware of that provision; but I want it confirmed, 
and end the question, so that they shall not take 
double sections in any case, bat justtake exactly 
what is granted, and end the question forever.” 

Mr. COLLAMER.: I consider that this does’ 
say, if they take the sections they shall have no 
more, but they shall be deducted. : 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question 
is on the amendment offered.by the Senator from 
Missouri, to insert in line fourteen, of the third 
clause, after the word ‘‘ schools,’ the words which 
have been read. j : 

The amendment was rejected; <- > : : 

Mr. PUGH. I believe there isno amendment 
pending. i : 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, There is none 
pending. | 

Mr. PUGH. I move to reconsider the vote by: 
which the first amendment of the Senator from 
Missouri, yesterday, was rejected. I cannot vote 
for the amendment in its original shape; but I am 
not satisfied with these boundaries. So far as that 
neutral tract is concerned, I am apprehensive that 
if we allow that to be included within the limits 
of the State, we shall have to pay the Indians for 
it. It will be the old case of the Cherokees and 
the State of Georgia over again, It will be im- 
possible for us, by aay power: of this Goyern- 
ment, to keep the people there from settling upon’ 
that land; and backed by the power of the State 
government, they will Socet in making us pay 
the Indians for the land, and they will have ikar 
title perfected either under the preémption law or 
some other, It is a very valuable tract of land, 
granted to the Indians by treaty, with treaty stip- 
ulations that it shall never be included within the 
limits of a Territory or State. Now, it may be, 
under the very peculiar language: of this bul 

Mr. DOUGLAS. I will ask the Senator from 
Ohio if he is certain this is one of the tracts that 
came with those treaty stipulations? My im- 
pression was, this was not one of them. 

Mr. PUGH. Itis the neutral tract. I think 
there is no question about that. 

Mr. GREEN.. I am certain of it. 

Mr. PUGH. It was so stated two years ago, 
and stated during this debate. I think T have 
read the treaty stipulations. 

Mr. GREEN. It is the Dry Woods tract. 

Mr. PUGH. [have heard it called the neutral 
tract, and this is what I understand it was. 

Mr. GREEN. There is no doubt about it. 

Mr. PUGH. It may be that we do not impair 
the obligation of the treaty by the peculiar lan- 
guage of this bill; and I must: say that it ‘is 
borrowed: from a former bill; and therefore, in 
speaking of that language, I must censure myself 
somewhat for having formerly voted for a similar 
provision. But this thing of putting the tract in 
the State, and then putting it out in the same pro- 
vision, seems to me hardly the form of legislation 
which a grave body like this ought to adopt. It 
is put within the geographical limits of the State 
and it is excluded from its jurisdiction within the 
same words. But we shall assuredly have a con- 
troversy with the State of Kansas about that 
tract; and, as I said, our former experience ad- 
monishes us what the result will be. The squat- 
ters will get the land; they will drive the Indians 
off, and we shall have to pay for it That is what 
Texpect. Now, f think that ought to be left out. 
We ought to make.our treaty faith whole. 

As to the upper boundary, I was in favor;two 
years ago, at the time of the Lecompton contro- 
versy, and urged it upon Senators constantly, of 
carrying the northern boundary of Kansas to the 
Platte river. That is the natural boundary. Feis; 
the proper boundary. It will be the source of con 
troversy hereafter when we come to form.a State 
north of Kansas. I understand that, at the time 
the bill authorizing this convention toassemble at 
Wyandotte was passed by the Legislature, there 
was some provision made whereby the people of 
that part of Nebraska, if they chose, might elect 
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delegates tó attend the convention, and thus unite 
themselves to the proposed. State. I understand 
that they did elect delegates; and- I understand, 
furthermore, that they were not admitted in the 
convention for fear they would change its political 
character. Still, as there has been so much bad 
conduct of all parties in Kansas, I suppose that 
might be put in the general account. 

Ido not wish to delay the admission of Kan- 
sas., I shall vote for the bill withoutamendment, 
though I would prefer it with amendments. I 
think we. ought to strike off that neutral tract— 
that we can do without any trouble—and makea 

rovision, not in the language of the Senator from 

Jissouri, but to authorize the Legislature of Kan- 
sas, at its first session, to speak for the people of 
Kansas, if they choose, and add this part of Ne- 
braska to them, provided the people of that por- 
tion of Nebraska, cither upon a former vote, or 
upon a vote hereafter to be taken, desire it. The 
Constitution of the United States authorizes Con- 
gress to consent to the agreement of two States 
to change their boundaries. Here we have one 
State and a Territory. It will not delay the bill; 
and I hope it will be acceptable to the people of 
Kansas, It will prevent difficulty hereafter. I 
had such an amendment at the last session; but 
it has gone out of my possession, I &now not 
whither. ; 

In moving to reconsider this vote, it is not for 
the purpose of voting for the proposition of the 
Senator from Missouri in its whole length and 
breadth; but it is in the. hope that we may be 
able to arrive at that result: strike off the neutral 
tract from the southern portion of Kansas and 
make some provision whereby this part may be 
added on the north, with the consent of the Le- 
gislature of Kansas and of the people of that por- 
tion of Nebraska, without delaying the admission 
of the State beyond the presentsession. Ofcourse, 
if the Senate will make no amendment in these 
particulars, or in any other, it would be idle for 
me, or any one else, to attempt to draw it. There- 
fore, in making my motion to reconsider, I shall 
call for the yeas and nays; for if the Senate does 
not agree to tha reconsideration, it will be useless 
for me to offer the provision. 

Mr, DOUGLAS. If it be true, as supposed 
by the Senator from Ohio, that the mere fact of 
running the boundary line around these Indian 
reservations, and aftenwards excepting them from 
the State, will impose upon us the obligation to 
pay the Indians afterwards, that obligation is 
already incurred. 

Mr. PUGH. =I do not say it will impose an 
obligation; but I say we know what will become 
of it. Backed by a State government, the people 
will take the land away from the Indians, as they 
did in the State of Georgia. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. On that point, I was going 
to remark, that the boundary Rae of Kansas by 
the Kansas-Nebraska act extended around all 
these, and many other reservations. 

Mr. PUGSI. ‘Phen it was a Territory. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. ‘Then they were excepted 
out of it. It makes no difference whether it was 
a Territory or a State, for the reason that if one 
conflicted with the treaty the other conflicted with 
the treaty, So if the treaty will be violated by 
this bill, it has already been violated, and what- 
ever obligation we incur has already been in- 
curred. 

Mr. PUGH. My friend will allow me to make 
a suggestion here. I understand that the Gov- 
ernment itself, or its officers, backed by the terri- 
torial authority, at least the Governor, have driven 
the settlers off once; but we shall have no Gov- 
ernor there, and no t¥oops, if they get to be a 
State, and the influence of the State government 
will be against us; whereas the influence of the 
territorial government now is with us in preserv- 
ing that tract. A 

Mr. DOUGLAS. All Lhave to say on that 
point is this: if a treaty, which is the paramount 
law over a State constitation, will not protect the 
Indians, 1 do not see how an inferior law is going 


to doit, They are protected now by a treaty of | 


the United States which is declared to be the su- 
preme law of the land, anything in the constitu- 
uons or the Jaws of the States to the contrary 
notwithstanding; and if that paramount law will 
not protect them, I do not see how any inferior 
one, that must yield to the other law, is going to 
protect them. If the United States will not use 


| included, it does make a difference, 


its military power_to protect them in the enjoy- 
ment of their rights under the treaty, what other 
guarantees can you give them? Excepting that 
out, therefore, by further legislation, will do no 
good; because the State has no right to interfere 
now any more than if it was not within her limits. 
She is prohibited now by the paramount law, b 
the supreme law of the land; and if she will not 
be bound by that, we cannot expect her to obey 
anything of less validity. All the United States 
have got to do, isto enforce the paramount law, 
and execute its treaty stipulations with the In- 
dians. I do not think there is any necessity for 
this. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It is moved 
and seconded that the Senate reconsider its vote 
passed yesterday, rejecting an amendment pro- 
posed to this bill, whjch amendment has been 
designated by the Senator from Ohio. Is the 
Senate ready for the question on the motion to 
reconsider ? 

MrvGREEN. Iask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. GREEN. Twin read the treaty itself. It 
must be remembered that this is not land reserved. 
It is land belonging to the Cherokees, who moved 
there from Tennessee, North Alabama, and Geor- 
gia. They paid $500,000 for it, and they have not 
merely an Indian claim, such as is ordinarily un- 
derstood of Indian tribes; but they have a fee-sim- 
ple title resulting from the actual purchase, with 
this stipulation: s 

“The United States hereby covenaht and agree that the 
Jands ceded to the Cherokee nation in the foregoing article 
shall, in no future time, without their consent, be included 
within the territorial limits or jurisdiction of any State or 
‘Territory. But they shall secure to the Cherokee nation 
the right by their national councils to make and carry into 
effeet all such Jaws as they may deem necessary for the 
government and protection of the persons and property 
within their own country, belonging to their people, or such 
persons as have connected themselves with them: Provided 
always, That they shail not be inconsistent with the Con- 
stitution of the United States and such acts of Congress 
as have been, or may be, passed regulating trade and inter- 
course with the Indians; and also, that they shall not be 
considered as extending to such citizens and army of the 
United States as may travel or reside in the Indian coun- 
try by permission, according to the laws and regulations 
established by the Government of the same.” 

Now, it will be observed that this is a treaty 
stipulation. The faith of the nation is pledged 
toit. This bill admits Kansas with her present 
constitution, but excepts this country out; and 
Senators seem to overlook the fact that we can 
not change a Stateconstitution. We can propose 
a change In conformity with treaty stipulations, 
but the people of Kansas must ratify that change. 
I say we cannot except it out, and make that ex- 
ception valid and binding on the people of Kan- 
sas. We could except it out of the territorial 
bill, because that all depended upon our individ- 
ual actions; but when it depends upon the State 
action of Kansas, we cannot except it out. It is 
either included in the State, or it is not. The 
Senator from [Illinois says a treaty stipulation is 
the supreme law of the land; and therefore the 
inclusion of this land within the State of Kansas 
will be simply null and void. How would he like 
to give the bounds of Kansas including the island 
of Cuba? Would that be sensible legistation ? 
Would he say, ‘‘ well, itis simply null and void, 
because Cuba docs not belong to the United 
States??* Isthat the way to legislate? Suppose we 
proposed to admit the State with certain bounds, 
including Great Britain, France, and Freland: 
would he vote forit? It is an insult; and it is an 
insult to the Cherokee nation; and as I stated 
yesterday, I repeat to-day, the evil effects of it 
are very many. Our people suppose the bound 
ary to be where the outside line runs, and they 
will go in and occupy the ands in spite of every 
thing you can bring to bear. There are three 
thousand people now on these lands, and they 
went in because of the loose phraseology of the 
Kansas-Nebraska bill on that subject; including 
the lands and then excepting them out. With 
most of the Indian lands, where there is nothing 
but a mere Indian claim, a usufruct; it does not 
make any difference; but where there is a fee-sim- 
ple and a treaty stipulation that they shall not be 
Take the 
Comanches, the Navajoes, the Arrapahoes, the 
Sioux, or the Yanctons; it makes no difference 
atall in organizing your Territories, for they have 
nothing but a usufruct to the land, 3 

But take the Cherokee nation in these Dry 


‘Woods and in these neutral lands, where they 

aid $500,000, with a special stipulation that no- 
Boag. should ever put his foot there without their 
consent: to undertake to include them within a 
State makes a different question entirely. You 
have no right to do it; and, if you do it, you com- 
mit a wrong against the Cherokee nation, and 
violate a treaty stipulation. The constitution of 
Kansas does include it, and it makes no excep- 
tion. It does not put in this qualifying clause: 
t provided, however, no jurisdiction shall be ex- 
ercised over the Indian lands until the title has 
been extinguished by treaty.’ It includes the 
whole of it. You propose to admit; but you say 
Kansas shall not exercise any jurisdiction over 
them, and it shall not include the Indian lands. 
Do you change the boundary. You cither do, or 

ou do not. If you do not, it is nonsense to put 
it in, and it ought to be stricken out; and if you 
do,it eught to be resubmitted to the people of Kan- 
sas, or else you are choking down their throats, 
a constitution to which that people never con- 
sented. Which horn of the dilemma will you 
take? I leave Senators to answer. 

Here isa constitution without any qualification; 
here is the bill saying, “come in; we take you 
with yourconstitution, but your constitution shall 
not be so and so.” Missouri adopted her consti- 
tution, and there was a free negro clause, and 
Congress were so particular that they said the 
State should not come in until she declared, by a 
solemn public act, that that should not be con-.- 
strued to include free negroes; and they said she 
must go back and wait onaccountof free negroes; 
but when I propose to protect the rights of the 
Cherokee nation, now being civilized and christ- 
ianized and educated, under treat stipulation, 
being property that they have paid their money 
for, we are to disregard all that, and let Kansas in 
without sending back the constitution. Is that 
dealing with them as you dealt with Missouri? 
And here let me throw in, by way of episode, that 
although Congress was so tenacious on that point 
with reference to Missouri, Hiinois has laws to 
this day to exclude free negroes; but Missouri 
could not get in, and had to be sent back and pass 
a solemn public act that she did not mean to ex- 
clude free negroes. Here, where there isa serious 
matter, where there is one affecting the plighted 
faith of this nation, where there is one that looks 
to the honor of the people who represent this na- 
tion, we say ‘* we will let you in, butat thesame 
time your constitution is in conflict with the 
treaty.” I know it may be said that you did the 
same thing years ago in your propositions and in 
your votes. Thank God there is a locus peni- 
tenliæ—there is a time and place for repentance; 
but besides that, no man’s attention was called to 
the subject, else the same objection would have 
been made by me, for everybody can see that I 
would have done it. It had to go back and be re- 
submitted anyhow, and why not resubmit it with 
that as with anything else; and if our attention 
had been called to it,it would have been done. 

Now, Mr. President, I hope this reconsidera- 
tion will take place. I want this bill put in such 
a shape that we shall not be ashamed of our- 
selves, and blush when the chiefs of the Cherokee 
nation come up and demand of us to know why we 
violated a treaty and included within a State their 
lands, which it was specially stipulated should 
be excluded from every State. This attempted 
explanation, that the territorial bill did the same, 
-is an entire misapprehension. The territorial bill 
nominally ran the boundary around it, but ex- 
cepted it out. We had the right to make that 
exception. Do you say we have the same right 
now? I answer, yes, we have; but Kansas in 
her constitution has not excepted it out; and if 
we except it out and she does not, ought it not to 
go back to Kansas for ratification, or will you 
not be forcing upon tlrem that to which they have 
neverassented, and choking it down thcir throats? 
If not, will there not be a conflict of jurisdiction, 
a collision, as the Senator from Ohio has well re- 
marked, between the Federal and State authori- 
ties? 

Mr.DOUGLAS. The Senator now thinks we 
ought to treat Kansas as Congress treated Mis- 
souri when she was sent back to strike outa cer- 
tain clause from her constitution. 

Mr.GREEN. That is not exactly represent- 
ing me as | expressed myself. I did not say we 
ought to treat Kansas as Missouri was treated; E 


1861. 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE: 


did not intimate any such thing; and how the | 
Senator got the impression is a little surprising 
to me; but referred to the fact that, on a smaller 
matter, Missouri was sent back, and on a greater 
matter, Kansas is to be forced in. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. Ifthe Missouri case was not 
cited as an example for us to follow, I do not 
know for what purpose it was brought to our at- 
tention. I know Missouri was sent back for the 
purpose of having a declaratory act passed, that 
certain clauses of her constitution should never 
be executed. I always thought it was wrong, 
and I think so yet; and an example that [ thought 
was a bad one, one that should never have been 
set, one that stands as an exception in the whole 
history of the country, ought not to be cited by a 
Senator from Missouri for us to follow in Kansas. 
Certainly, it being an example which he repudi- 
ates and thinks unjust, it ought not to be cited 
upon us as worthy of being followed now. 

But, sir, why the necessity of striking out that 
provision, if it has no legal effect to the injury of 
the indians? He does not pretend it has; but he 
says if we do not do that, we ought to strike out 
the declaratory part of the act of admission in 
which by law the Indian country is excepted. 
Why strike that out? What harm doesit do in? 
He says it is not necessary there, for the treaty 
protects the Indians. Suppose it is not necessary, 
docs it do harm merely because itis unnecessary? 
Do we not often insert, in an act for the admis- 
sion of a State, certain declaratory clauses of rights 
which would exist if the declaration were not 
made? Look intu the act admitting California 
into the Union. It was then contended that, inas- 
much as the constitution of California did not 
make any recognition of the right of the United 
States to the Jandy within its limits, an uncondi- 
tional admission would operate as a surrender of 
all the lands within that State to the State itself, 
We argued against it. I madea speech to argue 
down the objection. Those of much higher au- 
thority than I, made speeches—Mr. Webster and 
Mr. Clay—io show that the objection was not 
well taken; but yet, for greater caution, weadded 
an amendment to the act, declaring that the ad- 
mission of the State of California should nat be 
construed as a relinquishment of the right of the 
United States to the soil within the limits of Cali- 
fornia. Then it was objected on this side of the 
Chamber that the declaration was not binding on | 
the people of California, unless we sent it back to 
them to agree to it. We said ‘no; that objec- 
tion is not well taken; the declaration itself was 
not necessary; but to show our understanding, we | 
choge to make it; we are not going to send the 
constitution back for them to agree to it, because 
we have made the declaration.” So it is in this | 
bill, Ido not deem any clause necessary in re- | 
spect to these Indian lands, for the reason that 
the treaty protects them; but the fact that it is put 
in is no Objection; it is merely declaratory—show- 
ing our understanding of the meaning of the treaty 
—so that no man hereafter, in court or before any | 
other tribunal, shail ever cite the act of admission 
as evidence thatthe United States Congress under- | 
stood at the time that the State could take juris- 
diction over these Indian lands. 

I do not wash to prolong the debate. It seems 
to me that the objection has been shown conclu- | 
sively to have no legal binding effect injurious to 
the Indians. Nominally, they are inside of the 
boundaries, but by treaty they are not. But here | 
let me say, that if this objection is valid, it was a | 
conclusive objection to organizing any Territory 
west of the Missouri river, either in Kansas or 
Nebraska, for the stipulation that the Indians 
should never be embraced within the limits of any 
Territory or State extended to lands as high up | 
as the Nebraska river. When the Kansas-Ne- | 
braska act was passed, the Indians were dotted 
all around through Kansasand through Nebraska, 
under stipulations; and if they were to be con- | 
strued technically, that we could not run a bound- | 
ary around them and exempt them from the State 
or Territory, we could never have opened that 
country to settlement at all. We encountered all 
these difficulties when the Kansas-Nebraska bill 
was passed, and we adopted this mode of except- 
ing them out to answer the objection; and unless 
we succeeded in avoiding the objection by that 
act, we have violated these treaty stipulations 
from the beginning. It is rather late in the day || 


for us to ascertain that, after we have thrown open |; 


the country for settlement, after we have surveyed 
and sold a large portion of the land, and when the 
people are ready to become a State. It is rather 
late in the day to find out that this objection is 
conclusive. Inasmuch as no man pretends that 
the treaty is not the paramount law of the land, it 
is clear that no harm can come to the Indians by 
this bill. 

Mr. GREEN. I merely wish, in a very few 
words, to call attention to the difference In the 
cases. Nobody denies the right of Congress, in 
organizing a Territory, to give an outside bound- 
ary, and except out of it certain tracts or districts, 
because that depends alone upon the action of 
Congress. But the point the Senator overlooks 
is, that whilst we can do that in the organization 
of a State Government, the State must also do it, 
to make it binding or valid. Suppose we put in 
a thousand different provisions in this bill con- 
flicting with the constitution of Kansas, and still 
admit her, are they binding on Kansas? Nobody 
will contend it, Is this proviso binding on Kan- 
sas? Nobody pretends it. How can it be made 
binding on Kansas? By the assent of Kansas, 
either by her delegates in convention assembled, 
or by the people on a direct vote; and to under- 
take to say that we will make it binding of our- 
selves, is to force on an unwilling people a pro- 
viso that they have never assented to. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. Does the Senator undertake 
to say that the treaty, which the Constitution of 
the United States says is the supreme law of the 
land, is not binding on Kansas? 

Mr. GREEN. I undertake to say that they 
have made their constitution notwithstanding the 
treaty. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. But is it not subordinate to 
the treaty? 

Mr. GREEN. I do not say it is. By no 
means. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. But the Constitution of the 
United States says it is. ` 

Mr. GREEN.” It does not. . : 

Mr. DOUGLAS. The Constitution ofthe Uni- 
ted States declares that this Constitution, and all 
laws and treaties made in pursuance of it, shall 
be the supreme law of the land, anything in the 
constitution or laws of any State to the contrary 
notwithstanding. 

Mr. GREEN. Ineed not be reminded of what 
the Constitution says, for I read it when I was a 
school-boy. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. That is the reason you have 
not since. (Laughter.] 

Mr. GREEN. 1 have quoted it often on the 
Senator since, to his heart’s content. [Laughter.] 
If the Constitution makes the treaty the supreme 
law of the land, it proves to us the absurdity of 
our present action. We are undertaking to do 
what the Constitution says is null and void. Sup- 
pose we were undertaking to passa personal lib- 
erty bill to set free every negro that crosses the 
line: would the Senator say “ the Supreme Court 
will decide that that cannot be done, and there- 
fore we will vote for it, it being simply null and 
void??? Would not the public hold us up to scorn 
and indignation if we were to go upon the prin- 
ciple that ** we will do what we know is null and 
void; we will sanction what we know is uncon- 
stitutional?” Is that to be the mode of procedure 
in the Senate of the United States? Here isa sol- 
emn treaty made, which Lam glad the Senator 
has reminded me is the supreme law of the land.- 
Here a body of men, living on our territory, in- 
clude a portion of that land in their jurisdiction, 
without exception or qualification. ‘We propose 
to admit them with those same boundaries which 
they have marked out for themselves. Now, if 
it is the supreme law ef the land, and it makes 
their constitution null and void to that extent, 
why is this proviso put in? 

Provided, That nothing contained in the said constitu- 
tion respecting the boundary of said State shail be construed 
to impair the rights of person or property now pertaining to 
the Indians in said Territory, so Jong as such rights shall 
remain unextinguished by treaty between the United States 
and such: Indians, or to include any territory which, by 
treaty with such Indian tribe, is not, without the consent 
of said tribe, to be included within the territorial limits or 
jurisdiction of any State or Territory. 

Now, this either means something or nothing. 
If it means nothing, we are acting very foolishly. 


If it means something, the people of Kansas ought |! 


to assent toit. Lshould like to know, does it 
mean anything or does it mean nothing? I shall 


go for striking this proviso out, or I.shall go for 


‘resubmitting. the constitution to: the people: of. 


Kansas on the terms upon which we consent to: 
it, and: that is, not to includes the Indian’ tribes: 
Now, lask, are they included in the presentoound- 
aries of Kansas? . They eitherare or they arenot 
If they are, it is in violation.of the fundam 
law. ‘If they are not, then Fask, this question: 
suppose we extinguish the title, and purchase the 
lands from the. Indians: will their boundary. be. 
extended by that. purchase?. ‘Will the mere fact 
that we makea treaty with Indians, extend: the 
boundary of Kansas? Everybody knows it can- 
not. Ifitdoes not, then these neutral lands never 
can be in Kansas without the consent of Congress, 
even if we extinguish the Indian title, The pres- 
ent boundary either excludes it or does not ex- 
clude it; if it does include it, it violates the fgn- 
damental law; and if it does ‘not include it, our 
extinguishment of the title will not make it in- 
clude it. ; : aoe 

But, Mr. President, [ do not wish. to waste any- 
time on this bill. I am pressing these’ as real 
and substantial objections; and I am doing it'for 
a good purpose, and not to delay the passage: of 
the bill. I-know there is strength’ enough ‘here: 
to pass the bill at any moment you ‘choose. ` I, 
however, fust discharge my duty in pressing 
these prominent, palpable objections, which must 
strike cvery man the moment he turns his atten- 
tion to them; and which, in my opinion, but for 
political considerations, would secure the unani- 
mous consent of the Senate. But for these con- - 
siderations, I do not believe there would be one 
dissenting voice to my amendments. And is it 
possible, in these trying times; in these times 
when so much ought to be done for conciliation; 
in these times, when the hearts of: patriots are 
beginning to fail them, lest catastrophes may. 
overtake the country and plunge usin ruin, that 
the Senate will rush with such hot haste, and 
almost forbid the freedom of debate, for the pur- 
pose of voting down proper amendments, pro- 
posed on a measure where a little delay. cannot 
possibly injure anything, but where. hot haste 
and inconsiderate action may plunge us into diffi- 
culties with the Indian tribes, and occasion other 
difficulties? There is something in honors; there 
is something in plighted faith; there is something 
in a solemn pledge given to a weak people, a 
people whom we should foster and protect and 
cherish, for they are advancing with rapid strides 
towards greatness as an infant appendage to the 
United States. I trust, sir, that we shall pause 
and reflect and act in conformity with the prin- 
ciples of justice and equity. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question 
is, “ Will the Senate reconsider its vote of yester- 
day rejecting an amendment proposed to this 
bill? 

Mr. HALE. Before the vote is taken, I desire to 
say that I have paired off with the senior Senator 
from California [Mr..Gwix] until half past three 
o’clock; and if the Secretary does not get through 
calling the roll by that time, Lmay record my vote. 

[The calling of the roll commenced at twenty- 
five minutes past three o’clock.] 

The question being taken by yeas and nays, 
resulted—yeas 22, nays 29; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Bayard, Benjamin, Bragg, Bright, Cling- 
man, Fitch, Green, Hemphill, Hunter, Johnson of Ark- 
ansas, Johnson of Tennessee, Kennedy, Lane, Mason, 
Nicholson, Polk, Powell, Pugh, Rice, Saulsbury, Sebastian, 
and Wigtail—22. 

NAYS—Messrs. Anthony, Baker, Bigler, Bingham, Cam- 
eron, Chandler, Clark, Collamer, Crittenden, Dixon, Doo- 
little, Douglas, Durkee, Fessenden, Foot, Foster, Grimes, 
Harian, King, Latham, Morrill, Seward, Simmons, Sum- 
ner, Ten Eyck, ‘Trumbull, Wade, Wilkinson, and Wilson 


So the motion to reconsider did not prevail. 


Mr. SAULSBURY. I move that the Senate 
adjourn; and on that motion I ask for the yeas 
and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and being 
taken, resulted—yeas 20, nays 33; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Bayard, Benjamin, Bragg, Bright, Cling- 


man, Fitch, Green Hemphill, Hunter, Johnson of Arkan- 
sas, Lane, Mason, Nicholson, Polk, Powell, Rice, Sauls- 
bury, Sebastian, Thomson, and Wigfahi—20. - tae 
NAYS—Messrs. Anthony, Baker, Bigler, Bingham) Cam- 
eron, Chandler, Clark, Collamer, Crittenden, Dixon, Doo- 
little, Douglas, Durkee, Fessenden, Foot, Fuster, Grimes, 
Hale, Harlan, Johnson of Tennessee, Kennedy, King, 
Latham, Morrill, Pugh, Seward, Simmons Sumner, Ten 
Eyck, Trumbull, Wade, Wilkinson; and V ils on—33./ 


So the Senate refused to adjourn. 
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Mr. GREEN. I now call up the amendment 
that lies on the Secretary’s desk, which was’ 
printed. . 

- - The Secretary read the amendment; which was, 
to add at the end of the bill the following: 


And be it further enacted, That before this act shall take 
effect, the people of Kansas shall, by vote at such times 
and places as the Legislature by law shall order, assent to 
the provisions of this act, or until a convention of delegates 
shali thus assent, which delegates may be elected by the 
qualified electors as the Territorial Legislature directs, in- 
eluding, however, the whole of the territory embraced in 
the limits herein prescribed as the boundaries of the State 
of Kansas. 


_ Mr. GREEN. A very few words of explana- 
tion; I do not intend to repeat what I have said. 
This is to carry out in an effective form the views 
Ihave previously advanced, that this bill does 
makea change; that the people of Kansas ought 
to assent to it in some legal form; and if they do 
not, it will not be binding upon them; and I do not 
care whether itis a direct vote of the people or of 
‘delegates selected by them for that purpose. They 
may choose their own manner; they may select 
their own mode, and I shall be content; but put- 
ting in here a qualification to which they have 
never assented, I think makes it imperative on us 
to resubmit the question to them, out of abundant 
caution, to prevent any collision béween the 
Federal and State authorities. I ask forthe yeas 
and nays on the amendment. f 

The yeas and. nays were ordered; and being 

taken, resulted—yeas 21, nays 32; as follows: n 

YEAS—Messrs. Benjamin, Bragg, Bright, Clingman, 
Fitch, Green. Gwin, Hemphill, Runter, Iverson, Johnson 
of Arkansas, Johnson of 'Tennessec, Kennedy, Lane, Ma- 
son, Nicholson, Polk, Powell, Saulsbury, Sebastian, and 
Wigfall—2l. 

NAYS—Messrs. Anthony, Baker, Bigler, Bingham, 
Cameron, Chandler, Clark, Collamer, Crittenden, Dixon, 
Doolittle, Douglas, Durkee, Fessenden, Foot, Foster, 
Grimes, Wale, Harlan, King, Latham, Morrill, Pugh, Rice, 
Seward, Simmons, Sumner, Ten Eyck, Trumbull, Wade, 
Wilkinson, and Wilson—32. 


So the amendment was rejected. 


Mr. GREEN. Ihave one more amendment, 
which I ask the Scerctary to read. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the amend- 
ment: 


Beit further enacted, That all that part of the Territory of 
the United States included within the following limits, viz: 
Commencing on the tirty-seventh parallel of north latitude 
where the twenty-fifth meridian of longitude west from 
Washington crosses thesame 5 thence north on said meri- 
dian to the forty-second paralicl of north latitude ; thence 
along sald parallel west to the thirty-third meridian of longi- 
tde west from Washington; thence south on said meri- 
dian to Green river; thence down the center of the main 
channel of Green river to the northern boundary tine of 
New Mexico; thence along said boundary line of New Mex- 
ico to the point of intersection of its easterly part with the 
thirty-seventh parallel; thence easterly on said parallel to 
the place of beginning, be, and the same is hereby, erected 
into a temporary government by the name of the ‘Territory 
of Jefferson: Provided, ‘That nothing in this act contained 
shall be construed to impair the rights of persons or prop- 
erty now pertaining tothe Indians in said "Territory, so 
Jong as such rights shail remain uncxtinguished by treaty 
between the United States and sneh Indians, or to include 
any territory which, by treaty with any Indian tribe, is not, 
without the consent of said tribe, to be included within the 
territorial limits or jurisdiction of any State or Territory ; 
but all such territory shall be excepted out of the bounda- 
ries and constitute no part of the Territory of Jefferson, 
until said tribe shall signify their assent to the Presidentof 
the United States to be included within said Territory, or 
to affect the authority of the Government of the United 
States to make any regulations respeeting such Indians, 
thelr lands, property, or other rights, by treaty, law, or other- 
wise, which it would have been competent tor the Govern- 
ment to make if this act had never passed: Provided fur- 
ther, That nothing in thisact coutained shall be construed 
to inhibitthe Government of the United States from divid- 
ing said Territory into two or more ‘Territories, in such 
manner and at such times as Congress shall deem conveni- 
ent and proper, or from attaching any portion thereof to 
any other Territory or State: And provided further, That 
when admitted as a State, the said ‘Territory, or any por- 
tion of the same, shall be received into the Union with or 
without slavery, as their constitution may prescribe at the 
time of their admission. 


Mr. PUGH. I hope the Senator from Mis- 
souri will not require all that long proposition to 
be read. We understand it sufficiently. It is to 
create a territorial government for Pilke’s Peak. 
I should be willing to vote for it separately, in 
all human probability; but I do not see any rea- 
son why we should add an entircly new subject 
to this bill. 

Mr. GREEN. 

Mr. PUGH. 
ther reading. 

Mr. GREEN. [ask for its reading. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The reading 


I wish it read. 
I move to dispense with its fur- 


of the amendment is called for. It must be read | 


through, unless dispensed with by unanimous 
consent. y 

The Secretary continued the reading of the 
amendment: ; 

Sec. 2. And be it further enacted, That the executive 
power and authority in and over said Territory of. Jeffer- 
son shall be vested in a Governor, who shall hold his office 
for four years, and until his successor shall be appointed 
and qualified, unless sooner removed by the President of the 
United States. The Governor shall reside within said Ter- 
ritory, shall be commander-in-chief of the militia thereof, 
shail perform the duties and receive the emoluments of 
superintendent of Indian affairs, and shall approve all laws 
passed by the Legislative Assembly before they shall take 
effect; hé may grant pardons for offenses against the laws 
of said Territory, and reprieves for offenses against the 
laws of the United States, until the decision of the Presi- 
dent can be made known thereon; he shall commission all 
officers who shall be appointed to office under the laws of 
said territory, and shall take care that the laws be faith- 
fully executed. 

Sec. 3. And be it further enacted, That there shall be a 
seeretary of said Territory, who shall reside therein, and 
bold his office for four years, unless sooner removed by the 
President of the United States ; he shall record and preserve 
all the laws and proceedings of the Legislative Assembly 
hereinafter constituted, and all the acts and proceedings of 
the Governor, in his executive department; he shall trans- 
mit one copy of the laws, and one copy of the executive 
proceedings, on or before the Istday of December in cach 
year, to the President of the United States, and, at the same 
time, two copies of the laws to the Speaker of the House 
of Representatives and the President of the Senate, for the 
use of Congress. And in case of the death, removal, or 
resignation, or other necessary absence of the Governor 
from the Territory, tlre secretary shall have, and he is 
bereby authorized and required to execute and perform, all 
the powers and duties of the Governor during such vacancy 
or necessary absence, or until another Governor shall be 
duly appointed to fill such vacancy. 

Sec. 4. And be it further enacted, That the legislative 
power and authority of said ‘Territory shall be vested in the 
Governor and Legislative Assembly. The Legislative As- 
sembly shall consist of a Council and [louse of Represent- 
atives. The Council shall consist of nine members, which 
may be increased to thirteen, having the qualifications ot 
voters as hereinafter prescribed, whose term of service shall 
continue two years. ‘The House of Representatives shall 
consist of thirteen members, which may be increased to 
twenty-six, possessing the same qualifications as prescribed 
for members of the Council, and whose term of service 
shal continue one year. Anapportionmentshall be made, 
y egual as practicable, among the several counties 
ricts for the election of the Council and House of 
Representatives, giving to each scetion of the ‘Territory 
representation in the ratio of its population, (Indians ex 
cepted,) as nearly as may be; and the members of the 
Council and of the House of Representatives shall reside 
in, and be inhabitants of, the districts for which they may 
be elected, respectively. Previous to the first clection, the 
Governor shall cause a census or enumeration of the inhab- 
itants of the several counties and districts of the Territory 
to be taken; and the first clection shall be held at such time 
and places, snd be conducted in such manner, as the Gov- 
ernor shall appoint and direet; and he shall, at the same 
time, dbelare ihe number of the members of the Council 
and House of Representatives to which each ofthe counties 
or districts shall be entitled under this act. 


Mr. JOHNSON, of Tennessee. Let the Sec- 
retary suspend the reading fora moment. I do 
not intend to throw any obstacles in the way of the 
amendment, for I intend to vote for it; but I do 
not think it is worth while to consume time by 
readingitnow; and I move thatthe Senate adjourn. 

The motion was not agreed to. 


The Secretary continued the reading of the 
amendment: 

The number of persons authorized to be clected having 
the highest number of votes in each of said conncil districts 
for members of the council shall be declared by the Gov- 
ernor to be duly elected to the council; and the person or 
persons authorized to be elected having the greatest num- 
ber of votes for the House of Representatives, equal to the 
number to which cach county or district shall be entitled, 
shall be declared by the Governor to be clected members of 
the House of Representatives: Provided, That in ease of a 
tie between two or more persons voted for, the Governor 
shall order a new election to supply the vacancy made by 
such tic. And the persons thus elected to the Legislative 
Assembly shall meet at such place and on such day as the 
Governor shall appoint; but thereafter, the time, piace, and 
manner of holding and conducting all elections by the peo- 
ple, and the apportioning the representation in the several 
counties or districts to the Council and House of Represent- 
atives, according to the population, shall be prescribed by 
jaw, as well as the day of the commencement of the reg- 
ular sessions of the Legislative Assembly: Provided, That 
no one session shall exceed the term of forty days, except 
the first, which may be extended to sixty days, but no 
longer. 


Mr. WADE. [ move that the further reading 
be dispensed with. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The further 
reading may be dispensed with by unanimous 


| consent. 


Mr. POLK. I object. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, Objection being 
made, the reading will proceed. 

The Secretary continued, and concluded the 
reading of the amendment, as follows: 

Sec. 5. And be it further enacted, That every free white 


male citizen of the United States above the age of twenty- 
one years, who shali have been a resident of said Territory 
at the time of the passage of this act, including those 
recognized as citizens by the treaty with the Republic of 
Mexico, concluded February 2, 1848, and the treaty ne- 
gotiated with the same country on the 30th day of De~ 
cember, 1853, shall be entitled to vote at the first election, 
and shall be eligible to any office within the said Terri- 
tory; but the qualifications of voters and of holding office 
at all subsequent elections shall be such as shall be pre~ 
scribed by the Legislative Assembly. 

Sec. 6. And be it further enacted, That the legislative 
power of the Territory shall extend to all rightful subjects 
of legislation consistent with the Constitution of the United 
States and the provisions of this act ; but no law shall be 
passed interfering with the primary disposal of the soil; 
no tax shall be imposed upon the property of the United 
States; nor shail the lands or other property of non-resi- 
dents be taxed higher than the lands or other property of 
residents; nor shal! any law be passed impairing the rights 
of private property; nor shall any discrimination be made 
in taxing different kinds of property; but all taxation shall 
be in proportion to the. value of the property taxed. 

Sec. 7. And be it further enacted, That aU township, 
district, and county officers, not herein otherwise provided 
for, shallebe appointed or elected, as the case may be, in 
such manner as shall be provided by the Governor and 
Legislative Assembly of the Territory. The Governor shall 
nominate and, by and with the advice and consent of the 
Legislative Council, appoint all officers not herein other- 
wise provided for; and, in the first instance, the Governor 
alone may appoint all said officers, who shail hold their 
offices until the end òf the first session of the Legislative 
Assembly, and shall lay off the necessary districts for mem- 
bers of the Council and House of Representatives, and all 
other officers. 


Sec. 8. And be it further enacted, That no member of 
the Legislative Assembly shail hold or be appointed to any 
office which shall have been created, or the salary or emol- 
uments of which shal] have been increased, while he was 
a member, during the term for which he was elected, and 
for one year after the expiration of such term ; and no per- 
son holding a commission or appointment under the United 
States, except postmasters, shall be a member of the Legis- 
lative Assembly, or shall hold any office under the govern~ 
ment of said Territory. 


Sec. 9. And beit further enacted, That the judicial power 
of said ‘Territory shall be vested in a supreme court, district 
courts, probate courts, and in justices of the peace. ‘fhe 
supreme court shall consist of a chief justice and two asso- 
ciate justices, any two of whom shall constitute a quorum, 
and who shall hold aterm at the seat of government of said 
Territory annually, and they shall hold their offices during 
the period of four years. The said Territory shall be di- 
vided into three judicial districts, and a district court shall 
be held in each of said districts by one of the justices of 
the supreme court, at such time and place as may be pre- 
scribed by law; and the said judges shall, after thoir ap- 
pointments, respectively reside in the districts which shall 
be assigned them. ‘The jurisdiction of the several courts 
herein provided for, both appellate and original, and that 
of the probate courts and of the justices of the peace, shall 
be as limited by law: Provided, hat justices of the peace 
and probate courts shall not have jurisdiction of any mat- 
ter in controversy when the title or boundaries of and may 
be in dispute, or where the debt or sum elaimed shall ex- 
eced $100; and the said supreme and district courts, re- 
spectively, shall possess chancery us well as common law 
jurisdiction, and authority for redress of all wrongs com- 
mitted against the Constitution or laws of the United States, 
orof the Territory, alfecting persons or property. Each dis- 
trict court, or the judge thereof, shall appoint its clerk, who 
shall also be the register in chancery, and shall keep his 
office at the place where the court may be held. Writs of 
error, bills of exception, and appeals, shall be allawed in 
all cases from the final decisions of said district courts to 
the supreme court, under such regulations as may be pre- 
seribed by law; but in no case removed to the supreme 
court shall trial by jary be allowed in said court. The su- 
preme court, or the justices thereof, shall appoint its own 
clerk; and every clerk shall hold his office at the pleasure 
of the court for which he shall have been appointed. Writs 
of error and appeals from the final decisions of said supreme 
court shall be allowed; and may be taken to the Supreme 

tourt of the United States, in the same manner and under 
the same regulations as from the circuit carts of the Uni- 
ted States, where the value of the property, or the amount 
in controversy, to be ascertained by the oath or affirmation 
of cither party, or other competent witness, shall cxeeed 
$1,000; except only that, in all eases involving title to 
slaves, the said writs of error or appeals shall be allowed 
and decided by the said supreme court, withqut regard to 
the value of the matter, property, or title in controversy 3 
and except, also, that a writ of error or appeal shall also be 
allowed to the Supreme Court of the United States from the 
decision of the said supreme court created by this act, or 
of any judge thereof, or of the district courts created by this 
act, or of any judge thereof, upon any writ of habeas corpus 
involving the question of personal freedom; and cach of 
the said district courts shall have and exercise the same 
jurisdiction in all cases arising under the Constitution and 
laws of the United States as is vested in the circuit and 
district courts of the United States; and the said supreme 
and district courts of the said Territory, and the respective 
judges thereof, shall and may grant writs of habeas corpus 
in ali cases in which the same are grantable by the judges 
of the United States in the District of Columbia; and the 
first six days of every term of said courts, or so much thereof 
as shall be necessary, shall be appropriated to the trial of 
causes arising under the said constitution and laws; and 
writs of crror and appeals in all such cases shall be made 
to the supreme court of said Territory the same as in other 
eases, ‘The said clerk shall receive, in all such cases, the 
same fees which the clerks of the district courts of Oregon 
Territory now receive for similar services. 

Sec. 10, And be it further enacted, That there shal} be 
appointed an attorney for said ‘Territory, who shall con- 
tinue in office for four years, unless sooner removed by the 
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President, and who shall receive the same fees and salary 
as the attorney of the United States for the present Terri- 
tory of Oregon. There shail also be a marshal for the Ter- 
ritory appointed, who shall hold his office for four years, 
unless sooner removed by the President, and who shall 
execute all processes issuing from the said courts when 
exercising their jurisdiction as circuit and district couris of 
the United States; he shall perforin the duties, be subject 
to the same regulations and penalties, and be entitled to 
the same fees, as the marshai of the district court of the 
United States for the present territory of Oregon, and shall, 
in addition, be paid $200 annually as a compensation for 
extra services. 

Sec. 11. And be it further enacted, That the Governor, 
secretary, chief justice and associate justices, attorney, 
and marshal, shall be nominated, and, by and with the ad- 
vice and cousent of the Senate, appointed by the President 
of the United States. The Governor and secretary to be 
appointed as aforesaid shall, before they act as such, re- 
spectively take an oath or affirmation before the district 
judge, or some justice of the peace in the limits of said 
‘Territory duly authorized to administer oaths and affirma- 
tions by the laws now in force therein, or before the Chief 
Justice or some associate justice of the Supreme Court of 
the United States, to support the Constitution of the Uni- 
ted States and faithfully to discharge the duties of their 
respective offices; which said oaths, when so taken, shall 
be certified by the person by whom the same shall have 
been taken; and such certificates shall be received and re- 
corded by the secretary among the executive proceedings ; 
and the chief justice and associate justices, and all other 
civil officers in said Territory, before they actas such, shall 
take a like oath or affirmation before the said Governor or 
secretary, or some judge or justice of the peace of the ‘I'er- 
ritory who may be duly commissioned and qualified, which 
said oath or affirmation shall be certified and transmitted 
by the person taking the same to the secretary, to be by 
him recorded as aforesaid; and afterwards the like oath or 
affirmation shall be taken, certified, and recorded in such 
manner and form as may be prescribed by law. T'he Gov- 
ernor shall receive an annual salary of $1,500 as Governor, 
and $1,000 as superintendent of Indian affairs; the chief 
justice and associate justices shall each receive an annual 
salary of $1,800; the secretary shall receive an annual 
salary of $1,800. The said salaries shall be paid quarter 
yearly at the ‘l'reasury of the United States. The members 

- of the Legislative Asscinbly shall be entitled to receive 
three dollars each per day during their attendance at the 
session thereof, and three dollars for every twenty miles?’ 
travel in going to and returning from the said sessions, 
estimated according to the nearest usually traveled route. 
There shall be appropriated annually the sum of $1,000, 
to be expended by the Governor, to defray the contingent 
expenses of the ‘Territory. There shall also be appropri- 
ated annually a sufficient sum, to be expended by the sec- 
retary of the Territory, and upon an estimate to be made 
by the Secretary of the Treasury of the United States, to 
defray the expenses of the Legislative Assembly, the print- 
ing of the laws, and other incidental expenses; and the 
secretary of the Territory shall annually account to the 
Secretary of the Treasury of the United States for the man- 
ner in which the aforesaid sum shall have been expended. 

BEC. 12, And be it further enacted, That the Legislative 
Assembly of the Territory of Jefferson shall hold its first 
session at such time and place in said Territory as the Gov- 
emor thereof shall appoint and direct ; and at said first ses- 
sion, or as soon thereafter as they shall deem expedient, 
the Governor and Legislative Assembly shall proceed to 
tocate and establish the seat of government for said Terri- 
tory at such place as they may deem eligible: which place, 
hotvever, shall thereatter be subject to be changed by the 
said Governor and Legislative Assembly. 

Sec. 13. And be it further enacted, Thata Delegate to the 
House of Representatives of the United States, to serve 
during each Congress of the United States, may be elected 
by the voters qualified to clect members of the Legislative 
Assembly, who shall be entitled to the same rights and priv- 
ileges as are exercised and enjoyed by the Delegates trom 
the several other Territories of the United States to the said 
House of Representatives. The first clection shall be held 
atsuch time and places, and be conducted in such manner, 
as the Governor shall appoint and direct ; and at all subse- 
quent elections, the tines, places, and manner of holding 
elections shall be prescribed by law. “The person having 
the greatest number of votes shall be declared by the Gov- 
emor to'be duly elected, and a certificate thereof shall be 
given accordingly. 

Sec. 14, And he it further enacted, That when the land 
in said ‘Territory shall be surveyed, under the direction of 
the Government of the United States, preparatory to bring- 
ing the same into market, sections numbered sixteen and 
thirty-six in each township in said Territory shall be, and 
the same is hereby, reserved for the purpose of being ap- 
plied to schools in the States hereafter to be erected out of 
the same. A 

Sec. 15. Andbe it further enacted, That temporarily, and 
until otherwise provided by law, the Governor of said Ter- 
ritory may define the judicial districts of said Territory, 
and assign the judges who may be appointed for said Ter- 
ritory to the several districts, and also appoint the times | 
and places for holding courts in the several counties or į 
subdivisions in cach of said judicial districts by proclama- : 
tion to be issued by him; but the Legislative Assembly, at | 
their first or any subsequent session, may organize, alter, 
or modify such judicial districts, and assign the judges, 
and alter the times and places of holding the courts, as to | 

am shall seem proper and convenient. nN 
men sig! And ib ie further enacted, That the Constitution | 
and all laws of the United States which are not locally in- | 
applicable shall have the same force and effect within the 
said Territory of Jefferson as elsewhere within the United 


States. ; $ 
Sec, 17. And be it further enacted, That the Presidentof 


tbe United States, by and with the advice and consent of 
the Senate, shall be, and he is hereby, authorized to ap- 
point a surveyor gencral for Jefferson, who shall locate his 
office at such place as the Seeretary of the Interior shall 
from time to time direct, and whose duties, powers, obli- 


| may renew this scence. 
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gations, responsibilities, compensation, and allowances for | 


elerk hire, office rent, fuel, and incidental expenses, shall 
be the same as those of the surveyor general of New Mex- 
ico, under the direction of the Secretary of the Interior, 
and such instructions as he may from time to time deem it 
advisable to give him. 


Mr. DOUGLAS. Irise simply to say that I 
am ready to give a territorial government to the 
inhabitants of Pike’s Peak whenever that propo- 
sition shall come up on its own merits.. 1 think 
they are entitled to it. They have people enough 
to constitute a government; a much larger num- 
ber than most of the Territories had when they 
were first organized; but I cannot vote to put it 
on this bill; and I think the Senator from Mis- 
souri is endangering the interests of the people of 
Pike’s Peak by trying to force iton a bill where he 
compels those who are most anxious to do jus- 
tice to those people to vote against it. He cer- 
tainly must rely on the friends of Kansas to pass 
a bill for Pike’s Peak when it is to be passed. 
When he brings it up in its order, as a territorial 
measure, I have no doubt he can have it passed. 
Certainly I shall take great pleasure in giving it 
all the support I can; but I will not now encum- 
ber this bill with it. 

Mr. POWELL. I move that the Senate ad- 
journ, and ask for the yeas and nays on the mo- 
tion. 

Mr. CAMERON. 1 hope the Senator from 
Kentucky will withdraw his motion for a minute. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. CAMERON. F desire to sa 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
adjourn is not debatable. 

Mr. CAMERON. I hope the Senator will 
withdraw it for a moment. i 

Mr. POWELL. I withdraw it. 

Mr. CAMERON. I desire to make a sugges- 
tion, only because T think we had better adjourn. 
‘To continue here to-day will only irritate each 
other; and J am satisfied that if we adjourn now, 
and meet òn Monday, this bill will go through 
the Senate then withoutany trouble, Iam assured 
of that from gentlemen on both sides. 

Mr. BIGLER. It can go through in the morn- 
ing hoar on Monday. : 

Mr. GREEN. I give assurance if it be made 
the special order for half past twelve o’clock, not 
one word shall be said, and not an amendment 
be proposed by me. 

Mr. CAMERON. I felt sure of that; and I 
was in hopes this bill would be got out of the 
troubles of the country at this time. I think it 
would do a great deal of good to remove it out of 
the way. I want it removed out of the way; but 
in order to have it removed peacefully and cour- 
teously and properly, let us adjourn now; and 
we have assurance that it will be got through on 
Monday. 

Mr. POWELL. 


“he motion to 


I renew the motion to ad- 


journ. 


Mr. GRIMES. Mr. President 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
to adjourn withdrawn ? 

Mr. POWELL. If the Senator from Iowa 
wishes to make a remark, very well. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The motionis 
that the Senate adjourn. 

Mr. GRIMES. On that the 
have been called, I understand. 
them. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I want to make a sug- 
gestion, by permission. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
to adjourn withdrawn? 

Mr.POWELL. _I withdraw it for the present. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. The suggestion I want to 
make is in reply to what was said by the Senator 
from Missouri. He agrees not to move any 


Is the motion 


eas and nays 
f not, I ask for 


Is the motion 


i| amendments on Monday; but he cannotagree for 


others, and will not undertake to do so. Others 
Now, if there were an 
understanding in the Senate that this bill shall 
pass to-day to its third reading, so as to take the 
vote on Monday simply on the final passage of 
the bill, without amendment, at a particular hour, 
I, for one, would be willing to agree to it; but we 
cannot make that agreement, as Í understand. If 
we can; if gentlemen will suffer this bill to be 


; reported out of the Committee of the Whole to- 


day, takeits third reading, and stand for the vote 
on its passage simply, so that there can be no 
amendment offered, and an understanding that 


there will be no discussion on Monday 
shali be willing to assent to Hn" t 

Mr. GREEN. ‘Siich an understanding 
behad. - a ee 

Mr. WADE, and others. © Weil, thi 

Mr. GREEN. I desire to state expr 
explicitly, that I do not: intend! to` offer 3 
amendment to this bill—except one, ifcompeélled 
to remain to-night. If yow postpone it on apree- 
ment, I shall not move a single one, nor: 
open my mouth except to vote; but to pass i 
its third reading. is equivalent to its passage. 
There is one amendment that'will be proposed 
when the bill comes out of the Committee of the 
Whole into the Senate, and that is by the Senator 
from Indiana, [Mr. Frrcn,] and that is the only 
one. No Senator shall be deceived by anything 
Isay. If-we are going on now, and not going to 
adjourn, I have a four hours’ speech to. make, all 
prepared. eae ee: ee 

Several Senators on the Republican gidé. Go 
ahead. We shall be ha to herit | onos 

Mr. CLINGMAN. ‘May I take the liberty of 

making a suggestion. to; Senators on both sides? 
There is but a single amendment to be voted upon 
on Monday; and then, without discussion, we ` 
may take the final vote. Let that be understood, 
and it may relieve us from some inconvenience. 
1 shall myself offer no amendment, and F propose 
to make no speech; but if there could be that 
understanding, perhaps it might serve our per- 
sonal convenience somewhat. 

Mr. FITCH. The amendment which I have 
offered, the Senator from Missouri has stated, will 
be renewed in the Senate. Such is the case; but 
there is no disposition on my part to debate it. 
[f the Senate willadjourn until Monday morning, 
F shall simply content myself with offering the 
amendment without two minutes’ remark on the 
subject; and Iam willing that the vote shail then 
be taken on that and on the bill. Bre 

Mr. POWELL. I now renew my motion’ to 
adjourn. ae 

Mr. GRIMES called for the yeas and nays; 
and:they were ordered. . 

Mr. MASON. I have paired off with the Sen- 
ator from Kentucky [Mr. CRITTENDEN] on every 
‘vote that is to bè given on this bill. ia 

The question being taken by yeas and nays, 
resulted—yeas 18, nays 30; as follows: © 

YEAS—Messrs. Bayard, Benjamin, Bigle ag righ 
Clingman, Pitch, ana a aver. J shea yi a hak 
Kennedy, Nicholson, Polk, Powell, Saulsbury, Sebastian, 
Thomson, and Wigiall—18. 

NAYS—Messrs. Anthony, Baker, Bingham, Chandler, 
Clark, Collamer, Dixon, Doolittle, Douglas, Durkee, Pes- 
senden, Foot, Foster, Grimes, Gwin, Hale, Harlan, King, 
Latham, Morrill, Pugh, Rice, Seward, Simmons, Sumner, 
Ten Eyck, Trumbull, Wade, Wilkinson, and Wilson—30. 


So the motion to adjourn was not agreed to. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question 
is on the amendment of the Senator from Mis- 
souri. . 

Mr. GREEN. Mr. President, it is proper that 
I should explain the amendment a’ little; and’ I 
will do soas briefly as the circumstances will well 
admit. The residue of my remarks will’ be ofa 
more general character, and how far they may 
extend I cannot at present foresee. Bvery Sen- 
ator who looks at the constitution of Kansas will 
see that it cuts off one third of the territory lying 
beyond the twenty-fifth meridian from Washing- 
ton, and leaves it without a government. I pro- 
pose in this amendment to organize that territory; 
and while it is true that I include a portion of 
other territory—— 

Mr. CAMERON. Will the Senator from Mis- 
souri listen to me for a moment? I am one of 
those people who think we had better look at 
everything practically. I want to come to results; 
speeches will do no good; and I have made up 
my mind that the Senator from Missouri is going 
to make a very long speech. [* Let us hear 
him.’’] No, I do not want to hear him. Heis a 
very cloquent gentleman, and sometimes I should 
be very proud and, of course, very much ‘edified 
to hear him; but when he makes up his mind_to 


i make a speech only to consume time, and thereby 


prevents me from going home not only tovattend 
to dinner, but to other duties, I do:not ‘want to 
listen; and then the probability is that my friend, 
the Senator from Maryland over there, {Mr. 
Kewnepy,] will make a speech, and my friend 
from Kentucky, [Mr. Powert,] and the silent 


| member from ‘Texas: {Mr: WieraLt] may also 
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make a speech. .{[Laughter.]. I do not want to 
listen to all of them; and I think we had better 
take the word of these gentlemen that they will 
let us pass this bill on Monday without any 
debate and without offering amendments. 

Mr. BIGLER. We can take it up on Monday 
at half past twelve o’clock. i 

Mr. CAMERON. They only propose, then, 
to offer. a single amendment, and. to have no de- 
bate: ‘think itis.wiser we should go away to- 
day.. I was very much instructed yesterday by 
what I learned in the Senate, and to-day I want 
to digest what I- heard yesterday about the Ad- 
ministration; and if we are kept here I am afraid 
I shall lose the thread of the story. I believe it 
is a great deal better for us and for the country 
that-we should adjourn now, and let this matter 
be decided on Monday. I therefore move again 
that we adjourn. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator 
from Missouri is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. CAMERON. He has given way. 

Mr. GREEN. I did. not give way, except to 
hear what the Senator had to say. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator 
from Missouri is entitled to the floor, if it is not 
taken from him by his permission fora motion to 
adjourn. 

Mr. HALE. I ask the permission of the Sen- 
ator from Missouri, and I should like unanimous 
consent, to offer a resolution of inquiry, directed 
to the Secretary of the Navy, relative to a matter 
that is now bebre Congress. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
unanimous consent. 

Mr. DOUGLAS, Mr. GREEN, and others, 
objected. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The resolution 
cannot be reecived. 

Mr. GREEN. No motion to adjourn has yet 
been made in order. [* Yes.”] I merely wish 
to make one explanation; and then, if the Senate 
consents to adjourn, I shall agree that none of my 
amendments shall be renewed in the Senate, cither 
by myself or anybody else. The Senator from 
Indiana has stated that bis proposition will be 
offered, and we shall come to a direct vote; but | 
do not waht to vote to-night, because you see the 
condition in which the Senate is placed. Fair- 
ness cannot be done by voting now, and the vote 
cannot be taken until I have made my long speech. 
Would it not be better for us, therefore, at once 
to come to a common understanding? If we can- 
not, let us proceed, As I remarked before, this 
bill cuts off a portion of the Territory west, and 
leaves it without government; and the necessity 
for this amendment exists, to all intents and pur- 
poses——- 

Mr. CAMERON. Will my friend from Mis- 
souri allow me to interrupt him again? 

Mr. GREEN. 1 will hear what the Senator | 
has to say. 

Mr. CAMERON. I desire to vote on this ques- 
tion. Tam very well satisfied that if we do not 
adjourn, the Senator from Missouri will tuk— 
mike a speech—and eloquent and able it will be; 
bat he may die under theexcitementofit. [Laugh- 
ter.] I want to preserve his services to the coun- 
try; and for his sake I hope we shall now adjourn, 
with the understanding that neither he nor any 
of his friends will make any speeches in the Sen- 
ate on Monday. : 

Mr.GREEN. Agreed. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. A motion to 
adjourn cannot be made without the consent of | 
the Senator from Missouri, unless he gives way 
for that motion, 

Mr. GREEN. I will give way if the Senator | 
will make the motion to adjourn, with the posi- 
tive understanding of what I have said. 

Mr. BRAGG and others. That is enough. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair un- 
stands the Senator from Pennsylvania to move | 
that the Senate adjourn. | 

Mr. CAMERON, I move that we adjourn. 

Mr. WADE. Mr. President 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The motion to 
adjourn is not debatable. 

Mr. WADE. I know it; but I demand the 
yeas and nays. I want to see whether one man 
is to control the Senate or not. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; ‘and being 
taken, resulted—yeas 21, nays 28; as follows: 


It requires 


YEAS—Messrs. Bayard, Benjamin, Bigler, Bragg, Bright, i 


Cameron, Clingman, Fitch, Green, Gwin, Hemphill, Hun- 
ter, Johnson of Arkansas, Johnson of Tennessee, Kennedy, 
Nichoison, Polk, Powell, Saulsbury, Sebastian, and Wig- 
fall—2). 

NAYS—Messrs. Anthony, Baker, Bingham, Chandler, 
Clark, Collamer, Dixon, Doolittle, Douglas, Durkee, Fes- 
senden, Foot, Foster, Grimes, Hale, Harlan, King, Latham, 
Push, Rice, Seward, Simmons, Sumner, Ten Eyck, Trum- 
buli, Wade, Wilkinson, and Wilson—28. 

So the Senate refused to adjourn. 


Mr. GREEN. I will proceed to explain the 
amendment which was read at the Clerk’s desk. 
As I before remarked, a portion of the territory 
west of the proposed boundary of the State of 
Kansas was included inthe Territory of Kansas. 
Being now cut off, it leaves it without any law, 
and without any organization. There is, there- 
fore, a manifest necessity for putting on this 
amendment, organizing that Territory, and giv- 
ing them law and order. Gold has been discov- 
ered there; population has been rushing in; im- 
provements are being made; and I am informed, 
on reliable authority, that more than sixty thou- 
sand people are now living in that region. I wish 
to give them government; and the friends of Kan- 
sas may know this: it docs not delay the admis- 
sion of the State at all. In that proposition, I 
have no ‘nigger;” I have no anti-slavery clause 
or pro-slavery clause. I have drawn it with seru- 
puious care, for the purpose of avoiding all con- 
troversy on a subject like that. 

Mr. BIGLER. Will the Senator from Mis- 
souri allow me amoment? If I understand the 
Senator rightly, he commences his speech now 
under a threat that he will not stop for four 
hours. 

Mr. GREEN. No, sir. 

Mr. CAMERON. How long are you going 
to speak? 

Mr. GREEN. When I make pledges, I al- 
ways fulfill them. I said E had a four hours’ 
speech within me; but how much I shall deliver 
depends on circumstances. 

Mr. CLARK. L hope the Senator from Mis- 
souri will allow me to make a remark to the gen- 
tlemen around him; and that is, that I hope no- 
body will interrupt him. { had a good time two 
or three years ago in making a speech all night, 
and [ was interrupted by others several times, 
and it annoyed meagood deal. I hope they will 
allow him to goon without interruption. I think 
he will get on much better in that way. 

Mr. FITCH. I think the Senator from New 
Hampshire is under a misapprehension. No- 
body interrupted him on the occasion to which 
he refers. He interrupted himself to take a sand- 
wich and a cup of tea. [Laughter.] 

Mr. CLARK. I was interrupted some way; 
I do not know how. I hope the Senator from 
Missouri will be allowed to go on. 

Mr. GREEN. IJ hope I shall not desire to take 
acup of tea, as he did. 

Mr. CLARK. Perhaps you will want it more 
than f did. [Laughter.} 

Mr. BAKER made a remark in an undertone. 

Mr. GREEN. Iam notso hungry as to desire 
or need the aid ofa baker. [Laughter.] 

Mr. President, I was talking in good faith, not 
for delay; for while I have offered a number of 
amendments here, I have offercd every single one 


of them because I believed it was right; and I have į 


not opened my mouth to consume time. I have 
not occupied the floor for the parpose of delay; 
and the only single delay which I caused by de- 
sign was when I called for the reading of the last 
amendment which I proposed, and I did that in 
order to give time for friends to come in and have 
a fair vote. To press a vote to-night, in the ab- 
sence of so many Senators, is not fair, Itis true, 
you may say they had an opportunity to be here; 
but I told you yesterday they would not be here. 
I knew it; and I hoped, therefore, you would let 
the subject go over to Monday, and we could 
have a vote then without any ecavil, excuse, or 
delay. It is pressed on us to-night. Every effort 
to pass necessary amendments proves abortive. 
Every effort to get time for Senators to come in, 
in order to vote, fails. Underthese circumstances, 
I must speak to this amendment. 

Mr. PUGH. Will the Senator give way to 
me? I have never known any good from a night 
session in the Senate. Although I am in favor of 
the passage of this bill, and desire it should be 
passed before the adjournment, I see that nothing 
creditable to ourselves can come from a longer 


persistence now. Imove, therefore, that the Sen- 


ate adjourn. 
The PRESIDING OFFCER. 
ator from Missouri give way? 
Mr. GREEN. 1 give way for that motion. 
Mr. PUGH. Iwill call up the bili myself at 
have past twelve o’clock on Monday. 


CHIRIQUI IMPROVEMENT COMPANY. 


Mr. HALE. I want to throw myself on the 
indulgence of the Senate once more, to pass a 
resolution of inquiry before we adjourn. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The resolu- 
tion can be received only by unanimous consent, 
The Chair hears no objection. The resolution 
will be read. 

The Secretary tead it, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Navy be instructed 
to inform the Senate whether he has accepted, either with 
or without condition, any dratts, or orders, or requests, 10 
pay money to the Chiriqui Improvement Company and 
Ambrose W. Thompson, or either of them ; and if so, the 
dates and amounts of such acceptances. 

The resolution was considered, by unanimous 
consent, and agreed to. ° 

Mr. PUGH. I move that the Senate do now 
adjourn. 

Mr. ANTHONY. Task for the yeas and nays 
on that motion. [*Oh,no!?’] I withdraw the 
call. 

The motion was agrecd to; and the Senate 
adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Sarurnay, January 19, 1861. 


The House met at twelve o’clock, m. 

TheJournal of yesterday was read and approved. 

STATE OF THN UNION. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Maryland, by unanimous 
consent, presented memorials, numerously signed 
by citizens of Baltimore, in favor of the adoption 
of what is known as the border State resolutions; 


which were laid on the table. 
Mr. LEACH, of North Carolina, asked and 


Does the Sen- 


| obtained unanimous consent to present to the 


House the proceedings and action of a very large 
meeting, irrespective of party, held in the town 
of Lexington, North Carolina, upon the present 
alarming crisis. The series of resolutions passed 
at that meeting, with the view and hope of lead- 
ing to a settlement of our national troubles, were 
based upon the Crittenden propositions of adjust- 
ment, with some slight modifications, and he be- 
lieved they reflected the sentiments of nine tenths 
of the people of North Carolina, who were patri- 
otic, Union-loving men, but who desired a final 
settlement of the issues now agitating the public 
mind. He invoked members to read, and give a 
respectful consideration to said resolutions, with 
the hope that the voice of North Carolina might 
be, in some degrce, instrumental in effecting an 
adjustment of our difficulties. 

T'he resolutions were referred to the select com- 
mittec of five. 

Mr. FLORENCE, Ihave in my hand several 
memorials numerously signed by citizens of Phil- 
adelphia, asking Congress to pass the Crittenden 
propositions, 1 am daily in the receipt of memo- 
rials signed by thousands of the citizens of Phil- 
adelphia and the people of my State; and I desire 
this fact to go out to the country to show that the 
people of Philadelphia are in favor of scttling this 
difficulty upon a proper basis. 

I desire to say further, that I intend an Monday 
to offer a proposition in the nature of an amend- 
ment to the propositions coming from the com- 
mittee of thirty-three. And inasmuch as all the 
propositions coming from that committee have 
been printed, with the consent of the House I will 
present my proposition now and have it printed. 

I also take occasion to say, that on last Monday 
I submitted a motion to suspend the rules for the 
purpose of giving the House an opportunity of 
considering the Crittenden propositions, which 
motion will, I suppose, come up on Monday 
next. Task if there be objection to having the 
propositions I have mentioned printed. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Ilinois. Oh, yes; I 
object. 

Mr. FLORENCE. Very well. J shall try to 
get them in next. Monday, and I hope all the 
members will be here to vote upon them. 

Mr. BARRET. I have been furnished with the 
proceedings of a meeting held in the city of St 
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Louis, on the 12th instant, and I beg leave to pre- 
sent them to the House. The meeting was called, 
irrespective of party, to take into consideration 
the unfortunate condition of the country. it was 
composed of the very best men of the city, and 
the series of resolutions passed are able, eminently 
conservative, and in every way worthy of such 
a people. They heartily approve of the princi- 
ples of adjustment proposed by Mr. CRITTENDEN. 
That the other positions taken by this meeting 
maybe better understood, t will read the follow- 
ing extracts from the resolutions: 


«“ That the possession of slave property is a constitutional 
right, and, as such, ought to be ever recognized by the Fed- 
eral Government. ‘Chat, if the Federal Government shall 
fail and refuse to secure this right, the southern States 
should be found united in its defense—in which event Mis- 
souri will share the common dudes and common danger of 
the Sonti 

«That the discord prevailing for forty years between the 
people of the northern and southern States, touching the 
relation of the Federal Government to slavery, affords suf- 
ficient reason for ali sections of the Union to require a clear 
and final settlement of all matters in dispute, by amend- 
ments to the Constitution, so that the slavery question may 
never again distarb the public peace or impair the national 
harmony. -+ 

«That, holding these views, we are not prepared to aban- 
don the Union, with ali its blessings, while any hope of ad- 
justment remains. Untilthen, we will maintain our place 
in the Union, and contend for.and demand our equal and 
constitutional rights, and will not be content with less. 

«That, in the opinion of this meeting, the employment 
of the military forces of the Government to enforce sub- 
mission fromthe citizens of the seceding States, will in- 
evitably plunge the country in civil war, and will imini- 
nently endanger, if it do not entirely extinguish, all hopes 
ofa settlement of the fearful issues now pending before the 
country. We theretore earnestly entreat, as well the Fed- 
eral Government as the seceding States, to withhold and 
stay the arin of military power, and on no pretext what- 
ever to bring on the nation the horrors of civil war, until 
the pcople themselves can take such action as our troubles 
demand.” 


Tlie proceedings were laid on the table. 


Mr. CLEMENS, by unanimous consent, pre- 
sented the proceedings of a meeting of the citi- 
zens of Fairmont, Virginia, in favor of settling 
the present difficulties of the country upon the 
basis of the Crittenden propositions; which were 
laid on the table. 

Mr. HOLMAN asked the unanimous consent 
of the House to introduce resolutions adopted by 
conventions of the people in various counties of 
Indiana, held without distinction of party, in 
favor of the propositions submitted to the Senate 
by Senator CRITTENDEN, of Kentucky. 

The resolutions were received by general con- 
sent, and laid on the table. 


PENNSYLVANIA JUDICIAL DISTRICTS. 


Mr. BABBITT offered the following resolu- 
tion: 

Resolved, That the Committee of the Whole be dis- 
charged from the further consideration of bill No. 33, enti- 
tied “A bil} to divide the State of Pennsylvania into three 
judicial districts, and to establish a district court to be 
holden in the city of Brie;” and that the same be made 
the special order for Thursday next, and from day to day 
thereatter until finally disposed of. 


Mr. BABBITT. I desire simply to say, that 
this is a bill of merely local importance, in which 
my constituents are interested. It will occupy 
but a few moments when it comes up. If there be 
no opposition to it, I hope the resolution will be 
adopted. . : 

The resolution was received by unanimous 

- consent, and adopted. 


NATHANIEL SMITH. 


Mr. HAMILTON. Iask leave of the House 
to take from the Private Calendar bill No. 275, 
for the relief of the children of Lieutenant Na- 
thaniel Smith, deceased. 

I will state to the House that the report of the 
committee upon thatclaim was unanimous. Lieu- 
tenant Smith was an old soldier of the war of 
4819-14. He wasin the battle of the Horse Shoe; 
“and was borne from the field by Gencral Hous- 
ton, of Texas. He received a pension from the 
Government, which ran for several years. He 
subsequently removed to Texas, and his pension 
was discontinued. The proof is abundant that 
he died in Texas of his wounds. His children 
now claim the amount of his pension from the 
time it was discontinued. It involvesa very small 
amount; and I hope there will be no objection to 
taking up and passing the bill. 


The Clerk read the bill in extenso. It directs 


the Secretary of the Interior to place the name of | 


Lieutenant Nathaniel Smith, late of Tennessee, 
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lieutenant in the battle of the Horse Shoe, upon 
the pension roll, at the rate of $12 75 per month, 
to commence on the 4th of March, 1822, and to 
terminate on the 14th of July, 1834, the'amount 
to be paid to the surviving children of said Lieu- 
tenant Nathaniel Smith. ` 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed, and read 
a third time; and being engrossed, it was accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed. - 
r. HAMILTON moved to reconsider the 
vote by which the bill was passed; and also 


moved that the motion to reconsider be laid upon 
the table. 
The latter motion was agreed to. 


ARMY APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. I ask the 
unanimous consent of the House for leave to take 
upand act on a bill for the relief of a poor widow. 

Mr. QUARLES. I object; and call for the 
regular order of business. 

‘The SPEAKER. The business before the 
House is the consideration of the amendments of 
the Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union to House bill No. 899, making appropria- 
tions for the support of the Army for the year 
ending June 30, 1862. If there be no objection, 
the question will be taken on the amendments en 
masse. ` 

There was no objection, and the amendments 
were concurred in. 

Mr. THOMAS demanded the yeas and nays 
on the passage of the bill. 

The yeas and nays were not ordered. 

The bill, as amended, was then ordered to be 
engrossed, and read a third time; and being en- 
grossed, it was accordingly read the third time, 
and passed. 

Mr. SHERMAN moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed; and also moved 
har the motion to reconsider be laid upon the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


INDIAN HOSTILITIES. 


Mr. BURCH. I move that the rules be sus- 
pended, and the House resolve itself into the 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union 
on the special order. 

The motion was agrecd to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into the 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union, 
(Mr. Miuison in the chair.) 

The CHAIRMAN. The question before the 
committee is House bill No. 299, for payment of 
expenses incurred in the suppression of Indian 
hostilities by the State of California, 

Mr. BURCH. lask that the original bill be 
read which { introduced; also, that the Clerk read 
the substitute reported from the Committee on 
Military Affairs, and the report which accompa- 
nies it. 

The Clerk read the original bill, the substitute, 
and the report of the Committee on Military Af- 
fairs in extenso. 

Mr. BURCH. Mr. Chairman, there is a dis- 
crepancy between the substitute and the original 
bill, as introduced by myself. My bill appropri- 
ated $500,000 for the payment of expenses in- 
curred by the State of California in the suppres- 
sion of Indian hostilities. My State paid out of 
her treasury thirty to fifty dollars a month forthe 
men she engaged in her service in the suppression 
of those hostilities. The Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs reduced that araount of $500,000 to 
$400,000. Insiead of allowing the amount paid 
by the State of California to the soldiers in her 
service, they only allowed the amount paid by 
the Government to United States soldiers engaged 
at the same time in similar services. The com- 
mittee came to the conclusion that $400,080 would H 
cover all of these expenses. Believing that it is 
the best I can get for my State in payment of the 
expenses she incurred in the suppression of these 
Indian hostilities, I am willing to accept the sub- | 
stitute of the Committee on Military Affairs. Of 
course I would prefer the adoption of my own 
bill. F 
- Mr. MeCLERNAND. Will the substitute | 
be open to amendment after the question is taken 


on it? N 
The CHAIRMAN. It will not. Itisnow in | 
order to move amendments to the original bili or | 


Mr. McCLERNAN. 
substitute the following: provist : 
Provided, That the acceptance of the indemnity hereby 
provided shall operate as a fiat and complete. discharge and... 
satisfaction of all claims or matters hereinbefore d 

Mr. BURCH. I do not see the ne 
that amendment. E be 

Mr. McCLERNAND. .: If.we:pass:this: 
I want it tobe a finality. Members: knoy 
often claims have been continued, even afte 
have been paid once or.twice. If. this ig all-tha 
is due to Calfornia, Jet us say so in thé bills.” 

Mr. BURCH. I do not object to the amend- 
ment. : ape 

. The question was taken; and the amendment 
was agreed to, ; 

Mr. STANTON.. This isaclaim of consider- 
able importance, so far.as the amount involved is 
cofcerned; and coming as it does from the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs; perhaps I. ought to 
say a word in relation to it. It is a claim for re- 
jimbursement to the State of California forex- 
penses incurred in the suppression of Indian: hos- 
tilities at sundry times during the years 1954, 
1855, and 1856; itis a claim founded upòn prin- 
ciple so often recognized: and settled, that the 
committee did not feel at-liberty to reject-it, how- 
ever much the amount might be. Similarclaims 
for suppressing Indian hostilities have: been. paid 
to lowa, Missouri, and other States. This claim 
has this guarantee of its integrity and. honesty 
which a good many other similar claims have not. 
The State of California, sir, has paid-out of its 
State treasury more than the amount that is pro- 
posed to be appropriated in the substitute, It 
may beassumed thatthe State of California would 
not take upon herself the payment of unnecessary 
expenses, or expenses that were unnecessarily 
incurred. i : ; sie 

But, sir, the Committee on Military Affairs 
have not rested on the idea that the expenses 
incurred by California are to fix the amount for 
which this Government is. responsible. That 
committee two years ago investigated the claim 
of Washington and Oregon for peymens of ex- 
penses incurred in suppressing Indian depreda- 


„tions, andon that occasion they settled upon some 


general principles, which they have: adhered to 
from that time to this. These. principles are 
mainly these: that this Government shall pay no 
more upon claims for expenses incurred in the 
suppression of Indian hostilitics than it paid far 
the regular service of the Army of the United 
States—that is, that volunteers shall receive no 
higher pay—that transportation. and supplies 
should be paid for at no higher prices, than are 
paid to the regular Army of the United States, in 
service at the same time, in the same locality. 
The Third Auditor of the Treasury, a gentleman 
whose integrity and industry have become known 
to the House for his services in auditing claims 
of this description, is authorized by thie. bill to 
overhaul these claims of the State of Califotnia, 
to investigate.the evidence of service and of trans- 
portation and supplies furnished, and toi satisfy 
himself, before any payment is made, that they 
are reasonable in amount, and. that the servicesand 
supplies have been fairly and honestly rendered. 

The committee have provided in this bill what 
has not been provided in any other, and that is, 
that the Third Auditor shall not be required to 
audit and pay any claim for the suppression of 
Indian hostilities, which, in the opinion of the 
Secretary of War, was not necessarily and. prop- 
erly incurred. The commitice have acted upon 
the idea that the executive department is the only 
proper department of the Government to determ- 
ine when the necessity arrives for hostilities to 
suppress Indian depredations, and that Congress 
ig incompetent, from its very constitution, to In- 
quire into the facts connected with the necessity 
for any such hostilities. It is properly an cxecu- 
tive duty devolving upon the Department having 
in charge the Army of the United States. There- 
fore the committee have provided that if, inthe 
opinion of the Secretary of War, any of these 
expeditions were unnecessary, that there was- no 
exigency requiring*the service of any volunteers 
for the protection of the settlers, then, the ‘Third 
Auditor shall reject the claim for expenses 1n- 
curred in such expeditions... E see no reason why 
this bill reported from the Committee on Miti- 
tary Affairs, as it is founded ùpon welt recog- 


to the substitute. 


nized principles, should not be passed. The Sen- 


e 
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ate bill appropriates $500,090 for these claims in 
the aggregate. The Committee on Military Af- 
fairs believed that the expenses could properly be 
reduced $100,000 by the investigation of the Third 
Auditor, and they therefore have provided only 


“for the appropriation of $400,000. 


Mr. BURCH. Does the gentleman understand 
that this bill has passed the Senate ? 


Mr. STANTON: Lunderstand that it did pass 
tho Senate. 
-Mr. BURCH. It has not passed the Senate. 


The bill was introduced by me, and referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. STANTON. The gentleman is right, and 
for his bill.the Committee on Military Affairs 
have reported this substitute. 

Mr, MAYNARD.. Mr. Chairman, I have rea- 
son to believe that in our intercourse with the In- 
dians we have Indian wars which are gotten up 
utinecessarily—or worse, from motives of spec- 
ulation, in order that large claims may be made 
against the Government. I believe that the In- 
dians are often causelessly aggravated into con- 
flicts. I would inquire of the chairman of the 
Committee on Military Affairs whether, in the 
investigations of these claims, anything of that 
kind has appeared to have been the case in Cal- 


“fornia? 


Mr. STANTON. The Committce on Military 
Affairs did not make any inquiry into the cause 
of these Indian hostilities. 1f you make that a 
„question in every bill which comes before the 

Louse for reimbursement, I think it is likely one 
half of the claims would be rejected; for, sir, I 
believe that in all our Indian wars, from the or- 
ganization of the Government, Indian hostilities 
have quite as frequently resulted from depreda- 
tions of reckless white men as from any other 
cause. However, Congress has never regarded 
that as sufficient reason for refusing reimburse- 
ments for expenses incurred by a State or Terri- 
tory for military expeditions, rendercd necessary 
for the protection of frontier settlements and the 
safety of thclives of women and children, although 
the alleged cause of the war may have been the 
acts of reckless white men, with a view possibly 
to speculation. 

The committee have done the only thing which 
they think is practicable in this or in any other 
State. Théy have required the Secretary of War 
—-the proper Executive Department—to institute 
that inquiry in every case; and if, in his judg- 
ment, these expeditions were unnecessary and 
unauthorized, then the committee have directed 
that no payment shall be made for such disburse- 
ments. ‘That is all the committee thought they 
could do. 

Mr. CURTIS. It seems to me that the impu- 
tation which has been cast upon the frontier men 
by my friend from Tennessee, [Mr. Maynarn,]} 
ought to be responded to. I have before heard 
the same imputation enst upon them. The charge 
is, that the people of the frontier are in the habit 
of getting up Indian wars mercly for purposes 
of speculation. That has been charged to be the 
case in regard to the Oregon and Washington 
war, for which claims are now before Congress. 
And it seems to be conceded, by common con- 
sent, that such a thing is possible. Reflect one 
moment upon the circumstances on which such a 
belief is founded. The frontiers are very exposed; 
settlements and homes are isolated, and always 
liable to incursions from the Indians. What pos- 
sible pecuniary motive could induce the isolated 
settlers to try to draw upon themselves the cruel- 
ties of a savage warfare? The thing is so absurd 
in theory that I should think rational men and 
statesmen would at once see its improbability. 
I have lived in the West most of my life, and 
have been in almost every frontier State of the 
Union, and in the Indian territories west of every 
State of the Union. {have been on the plains, 
in the huts of the settlers, and partook of their 
hospitalities, their firesides, and united in their 
protection and defense. I know their anxiety and 
their fearful apprehension in regard to the Indian 
warfare. From my own experience and obser- 
vation, I can attest, and I hee protest, that none 
of the settlers, and none of the traders among the 
Indians, desire war. On the contrary, itis their 
desire and their interest always to cultivate peace. 
True, there are those on the fronticrs—lawless and 
wicked men—who do sometimes encroach upon 
the rights of the Indians; stir up difficulties be- 


tween. themselves and the savages with whom 
they associate; and then the Indians, incensed 
at individual acts of wickedness, retaliate with 
depredations upon the whites. Such was the case 
in Nebraska, a year ago last summer, when J 
happened accidentally to be in that Territory; and 
L found twenty or thirty miles of settlement had 
been laid waste by the Indians, and the whole 
country in a panic of fear and trepidation. 

The settlements of the frontiers are scattered; 
the settlers are not surrounded by their friends; 
and when their homes are desolated, they have 
no relief, and can receive no assistance from their 
friends. Of all the people on the earth, the fron- 
tier people are the last to seek and desire dificul- 
ties with the Indians. When their homes are 
destroyed, there is no neighbor’s door open to 
receive and shelter them; for their neighbors may 
be very remote, and they are not prepared to 
shelter the destitute. Indian wars ought not to 
be charged to States or to communities. They 
grow out of those accidents which will occur 
among savages, and which you cannot avoid. 
There are men everywhere, reckless of conse- 
quences, who have no interest at stake, and who 
would. not hesitate to create troubles with the In- 
dians. They engage in any strife; and where it 
occurs with Indians, they, of course, retaliate by 
war upon the whites. These men prow! about 
the frontiers and settlements, as they also live 
among us. Such men stir up difficulties every- 
where; but I beg Congress to cease to charge 
these things upon communities and states, as if 
speculation and profit would be the result of a 
bloody war with the Indians, which would inure 
so much to their pecuniary profit that they would 
involve themselves in the sanguinary hazard. 

Mr. MAYNARD. J would like to ask the 
gentleman a question. The gentleman from Iowa 
has had a much better opportunity to become 
acquainted with these matters than I have, and I 
ask him whether he does not know that, within 
the last year, there have been incursions and en- 
croachments made by the settlers in Kansas upon 
the lands belonging to the various Indian tribes, 
and, among others, those belonging to the Chero- 
kee Indians; whether they were not notified that 
they would have to be removed, by the Commis- 
sioner of Indian Affairs; and whether they did 
not remain there, in defiance of the notice from the 
Government, until the Government was obliged, 
by force, to remove them; and whether that re- 
moval has not been made the pretext for the raids, 
incursions, and depredations of Montgomery and 
his gang of lawless men? Fask whether these 
facts are not so? It is so reported to us, and so 
believed. We have this very morning furnished 
the gentleman from Texas, in the Army bill, with 
a regiment of troops to repress Indian hostilitics 
upon the part of the Government. The settlers 
were not doing it; and I thought the appropria- 
tion right, and [ voted for it. 

Mr. CURTIS. Mr. Speaker, I will answer the 
gentleman with great pleasure. I do know that 
avarice and cupidity have induced incursions into 
Indian territory, as it sometimes does in neigh- 
borhoods. I know this disposition of fillibuster- 
ing is one of the most fruitful causes of contro- 
versies in regard to the rights of whites and In- 
dians. I know that the Cherokee Indians have 
been often obliged to expel those who have en- 
croached upon their peaceful and well-defined ter- 
ritory. I have beenaresident upon their frontier; 
and I know they are a very peaceable, worthy, 
and quiet people. Of course, there will be intru- 
sions in all countries. They exist between In- 
dians and whites,as well as between whitcs them- 
selves. But that is not a question of speculation, 


buta question of right between the whites and | 


Indians. 
ent question, and often leads to difficulties be- 
tween whites, as well as whites and Indians. 

In reference to the Montgomery raid, 1 do not 


understand that it has any reference toencroach- | 


ments made upon the Cherokee Indians. That 
is a race of civilized Indians, settled and estab- 
lished under their own laws and institutions; and 


The right of dominion is a very differ- | 


they exhibit a deerce of forbearance and civiliza- | 
D 


tion which many of us might very well profit by. 


Mr. CLARK, of Missouri. I desire to answer || 


the question propounded by the gentleman from 
Tennessee in reference to the settlements upon 
the Indian territory of Kansas. I will not say 
that the settlements of the whites upon the terri- 


tory of the Indians in Kansas were legal, because i 
think they were illegal; but they were made under 
a misapprehension; and the difficulty of the Fed- 
eval Government with the citizens of Kansas who 
settled upon that territory grew out of that mis- 
apprehension. i i 

Í hope this bill for the payment to California 
of what has been paid by that State to repress 
Indian hostilities will not be prejudiced by any 
collateral matter drawn in in this way. This 
is an honest debt, which we owe to a sister State; 
and it was incurred by that State in suppressing 
Indian hostilities when they came down upon 
the frontier settlers, and would have destroyed 
them but for the efforts of the State. I feel an in- 
terest in this matter, because I have experience, 
to some extent, in pioneer life. I appreciate the 
difficulties in settling Indian hostilities, having 
had some such in my own State. As was well 
said by the gentleman from Iowa, [Mr. Curris,} 
I know it is believed, by men who have had no 
experience of practical life upon the frontiers, 
that the white citizens encroach upon the rights 
of the Indians, and commit depredations upon 
them. There is a belief of that sort; but the pio- 
neer settlers in all countries with which I have 
any acquaintance are the most honest, the bravest, 
the most hospitable, the most generous, the most 
peaceable, and the most law-abiding people it has 
ever been my lot to be acquainted with. i 

California is filled with many of my own ac- 
quaintances from the State of Missouri; and Lask 
upon this occasion to vindicate their bravery, in- 
tegrity,and honesty; and I say this claim should 
be allowed. without hesitation. 

Mr. BURCH. I desire to make onc remark in 
reference to the objection of the gentleman from 
Tennessee, and I must say I am surprised that 
such an objection should come from him. 

Mr. MAYNARD. I desire to disabuse the 
gentleman from California. I did not interpose 
ay objection; I only made an inquiry. 

Sr. BURCH. His inquiry was, whether these 
wars were not got up for the purposes of specu- 
lation. In this particular instance I know that 
was notthe case. These wars were instituted by 
the Governor of our State, after repeated applica- 
tions to the officers of the General Government, 
to suppress these depredations. Our State author- 
ities have had no disposition to entail unnecessary 
expenses on our General Government; but have in- 
variably acted on the defensive, and only to afford 
necessary protection to our citizens. Wearethe 
most remote of all our States save one. We are 
constantly subjected to harasses and disturbances, 
towhich you of the older States arc total strangers. 
I hope, for your own sakes, you may ever remain 
so. But, since I havea personal acquaintance with 
these hardships, and know the propriety of this 
appropriation, I hope I shall be pardoned for this 
eu on your time,in urging the passage of 
the bill. Iwas present when many of these ap- 
plications were made, and was instrumental, as a 
member of the Senate of our State, in the passage 
of an appropriation bill, paying a portion of this 
war debt out of our own treasury, and issuing 
bonds for the rest of it. 

I was more surprised that.this objection should 
have come from the gentleman from Tennessee 
than I should have been had it come from any 
other member of the Honse; because I believe that - 
this policy of paying far the suppression of Indian 
hostilities by the States originated with a Senator 
from his own State—General Jackson; it was in- 
augurated in 1828, and has been continued down 
to the present time. At the last session of Con- 
gress we appropriated $90,000 to the State of 
Towa for moneys expended by her in similar ex- 
peditions. We have this morning voted over a 
million dollars to Texas, another fronticr State. 
Why has the gentleman permitted all these mat- 
ters to pass by without objection? I presume he 
must have some special information of the fact 
that these wars have been got up by the people 
of California for the purpose of speculation. As 
was said by the gentleman from toa, I do not 
think we should have discharged our duty, if we 
had remained quiet, and permitted these insinua- 
tions to pass unnoticed. One of these wars oc- 
curred in my own senatorial district; and I am 
well acquainted with the character of the Indians 
in thatcountry. We have two mountain ranges 
of eight hundred miles in extent, which were filled 


with hostile Indians. I believe that we have now 
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sufficiently subdued the hostile Indians in the 
State, and I doubt very much if there will ever 
again be any application from our’ State for the 
payment of expenses of suppressing Indian wars. 

believe the Indians have been thoroughly sub- 
dued, so far as we are concerned. I do not know 
how it may be in the neighboring Territories and 
State, because last winter there was an Indian 
war going on in Washoe; but I believe that, so 
far as our State is concerned, we are entirely rid 
of the hostile Indians who have been infesting 
the country. 

I hope there will be no further objection urged 
to this bill. The substitute has been reported 
unanimously, I believe, from the Committee on 
Military Affairs. Ihave a letter from the Third 
Auditor of the Treasury, written this winter, rec- 
ommending the principle of settlement which has 
been adopted by the committee. The Treasury 
is thoroughly guarded by the substitute; and it 
is impossible for us to get a dollar unless we have 
expended it, or incurred it necessarily, in the 
opinion of the Secretary of War. I hope there 
will be no further objection to the bill. 

Mr. STOUT. Mr. Chairman, I do not desire 
to detain the committee more than a moment in 
relation to this matter; and I would not say a word 
but for the fact that I know something in relation 
to this claim from my own observation. In 1856 
a portion-of this debt was incurred. Atthat time 
IT was a citizen of the State of California; and as 
a member of the Legislature of that State, I voted 
for and assisted in the passage of an appropria- 


tion of the sum of $15,000 towards carrying on | 


this war of which it is now proposed to pay the 
expenses. That $15,000 was put under the con- 
trol of the officers prosecuting the war, and only 
some six or seven thousand dollars of it was ex- 
pended. Tallude to that fact to show that there 
was no unnecessary extravagarice in the carrying 
on of the war, and only what was necessary was 
used at the time. 

I know, also, that during that time the Gov- 
ernor of the State of California applied to the 
commander of the military division upon that 
coast for assistance, and his answer was, that he 
could not furnish troops for the suppression of 
these hostilities. Hence it was absolutely ne- 
cessary that a volunteer force should be called 
into the field; and I trust that, in justice to those 
people, the debt will be paid. ; 

Iwill not attempt to reply to the suggestions 
made by the gentleman from Tennessee in rela- 
tion to these Indian wars being got up for purposes 
of speculation, and that such things are often dane 
by the frontier people, That has been properly 
responded to by the gentleman from Iowa. 

Mr. MAYNARD. I would ask the gentleman 
from California if it is intended to pay interest on 
these disbursements? . 

Mr. BURCH. No, sir; the bill will not even 
reimburse the State the amount she has abso- 
lutely expended or incurred. A 

Mr. MAYNARD. The bill is silent as to in- 
terest. 

Mr. BURCH. I will state to the gentleman 
that the amount paid under this bill will not come 
within $100,000 of the amount which the State 
has absolutely paid out or incurred; but I was 
willing to accept it as the best that we could ob- 
tain from the Committee on Military Affairs. 
We paid our common soldiers from thirty to fifty 
dollars a month, our captains $100 a month, and 
our other officers from $100 a month down to fifty 
dollars. But,this bill reduces the pay of our officers 
aud soldiers to what is paid by the General Gov- 
ernmentto the regular Army in California; so that 
we lose, in that one thing, about one hundred 
thousand dollars. 

Mr. MAYNARD. Whenever States have been 
paid the money they have expended in the prose- 
cution of Indian wars, in which they have been 
engaged, the policy of the Government has been 
not to allow interest excepting where it has been 
shown affirmatively that the State had itself paid 
interest or uscd an intercst-bearing fund. Iwas 
about to offer a proviso to bring this case within 
that rule; but, as the gentleman from California 
assures me that the payment of interest is not 
contemplated, I will not offer the amendment. 

Mr. SPINNER. I move to amend the second 
section of the substitute by striking out, in lines 
five and twenty-six, the words ‘and so forth,’ 
and in line forty, the words ‘ or otherwise;”’ and 


by inserting, in lines five and twenty-six, before 
the word “ personal, the word “and,” and in. 
line thirty-nine, before the word “transportation,” 
the word ‘‘and;’’ so that the section will read: 
Sac. 2. And beit further enacted, That the Third Auditor 
of the Treasury be, and he hereby is, authorized and re- 
quired to audit the accounts of the said State of California 
for payments for the services of volunteers, and for supplies, 
transportation, and personal services, furnished or rendered 
to said volunteers in the Shasta expedition of 1854, in the 
Siskiyou expedition of 1855, in the Klamath and Humboldt 
expedition of 1855, in the San Bernadino expedition of 
1855, in the Klamath expedition of 1856, in the Modoc ex- 
pedition of 1856, in the Tulare expedition of 1856, in the 
Klamath and Humboldt expedition of 1858-59, and in the 
Pitt river expedition of 1859: Provided, That uo higher 
rate shall be allowed or paid for the services of said volun- 
tcers than was paid for the services in the same grade and 


for the same time in the United States Army serving in 


California; nor shall payment be made for the services of 
any such volunteers except for the time during whieh-they 
shall be shown by satisfactory evidence to have been en- 
gaged in actual service in- the field: And provided further, 
‘That no allowance shall be made for the services of any 
person in more than one capacity for the same time. And 
in auditing the said claims for supplies, transportation, and 


personal services, the same shall be computed at prices |] 


corresponding, as near as can be ascertained, to the rates 
paid for similar supplies, transportation, &c., furnished or 
rendered to the United States Army in the same country, 
at the same time; and the Third Auditor, as to all principles 
not expressly settled by this act, shall be governed in au- 
diting and settling said claims by the principles adopted in 
his report upon the claims of the ‘Territories of Washing- 
ton and Oregon, of the 7th of February 1860, in pursuance 
ofa resolution of the House of Representatives, passed the 
Sth of February, 1859: Provided, Thathe be, and he hereby 
is, authorized and directed, whenever in his opinion the 
evidence in support of-avy claim for services, supplies, and 
transportation, is not suflicient to establish such claim, or 
where be may have doubts as to the genuineness thereof, 
to require additional and satisfactory proof touching such 
claim, or the value of the services rendered, or supplies 
furnished, before reporting such claim for settlement and 
payment as herein directed: And provided further, That 
no payment shall be made for the expenses of any expedi- 
tion hereinbefore mentioned, if the Secretary of War shall 
be of opinion that there was not a necessity for calling out 
said troops, 

l think the words ‘so forth” in a statute are 
altogether too loose. 

Mr. BURCH. The effect of the gentleman’s 
amendment would be to make the rule of pay- 
ment imposed upon the Third Auditor apply ouly 
to transportation, supplics, and personal services. 

Mr. SPINNER. Precisely so. What else 
should there be? i 

Mr. BURCH. We have hired horses and pur- 
chased them; but I wili not object, 

Mr. STANTON. 1 have no objection to the 
amendment. Ido not think it changes the sub- 
stance of the bill. 

Mr. Seinner’s amendment was agreed to. 

The substitute, as amended, was then adopted. 

Mr. BARR. I move to add the following to 
the bill: 

And provided, That said State of California does not secede 
from the Union and set up a separate government. 


Mr. BURCH. I must raise a point of order 
upon that amendment. It is an imputation that 
I have a disposition to go out of the Union, 
whereas my State has, as yet, no cause for so 
doing. [Laughter] : 

Mr. LOVEJOY. Itis very appropriate, as the 
genticman from California voted against the roso- 
lution to sustain Major Anderson. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair does not see 
that the amendment is out of order. 

Mr. BARR. I withdraw the amendment, 

Mr BURCH. I move that the committee do 
now rise and report the bill to the House. 

The motion was agreed to. . 

So the committee rose; and the Speaker having 
resumed the chair, Mr. Mitison reported that 
the Committce of the Whole on the state of the 
Union had, according to order, had under consid- 
eration the bill (H. R. No. 299) for the payment 
of expenses incurred in the suppression of Indian 
hostilities in the State of California, and had in- 
structed him to report the same to the House with 
an amendment in the nature of a substitute, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was then ordered to be engrossed, and 
read a third time; and, being engrossed, it was 
accordingly read the third time. 

Mr. MAYNARD demanded the yeas and nays 
on the passage of the bill. : 

The yeas and nays were not ordered. 

The bill was passed. 

Mr. BURCH moved to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill was passed; and also moved to lay 
tho motion to reconsider upon the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


» COMPROMISE PROP 
Mr. FLORENCE. -“f ask'th 
sent of the House to. have printet 
ments which J intend to propose toithe 
made by the committee of thirty-three 
with the view that gentlemen: may have an 
tunity of reading them, © 0 5 : 
There being no objection, it was so ord 
The amendments are as follows: . : 
Arricte {. Persons held to service or labor for 
State, under the laws thereof, may be taken intolany 
ritory Of the United States south of latitude 36° 30, and the 
right to such service or Jabor-shall notbe impaired thereby, 
And any Territorial Legistature ‘shall. have the exelusive. 
right to make all needful rules and regulations. for the. pros 
tection of such right, and of' such persons, dnd-for the main- 
tenance and treatment of such persons and their descend- 
ants, in their domestic relations. But Congress or any Ter. 
ritorial Legislature shall. not. have the power to impair or 
abolish such right of service in the said Territory; nordn 
any other place within the jurisdiction of the United States, 
without the consent of all the States whichmaintaii euch 
service. 7 3 i 
Art. II. When.any Territory of the United States shall 
have a population ¢qual to the ratio of represantitian’ for 
one member of Congress, and the people shal have tornied 
a constitution for a republican form of government, i€shalt 
be admitted as a sovereign State into the: Union, oman 
equal footing with the other States, by the proclamation of 
the President of the United States; and the people may, in: 
the constitution for such State; elther prohibit or regulate 
the right to labor or service, and alter and amend: the con- 
stitution at their will. Andit the President refuges toad- 
mit such Territory as a State, this article shall not dëprive 
Congress of the power to adinit such State. | ; 
ART. IIT. The present right of representation in section 
two, article one, of tbe Constitution of the United States, 
shall never be altered, without the consent of all the States 
maintaining the right to service or labor for life And the 
regulation of the right to labor or service in any of the States, 
is hereby recognized to be exclusively the right of each 
State within its own limits; and this ‘Constitution: shall 
never be altered or amended to impair this right of each 
State without its consent: Provided, That this article shall 
not be construed to absolve the United States Goveriment 
from rendering assistance to:suppress ‘insurrections ordo- 
mestie violence, as provided in section four, article four, 
of this Constitution. : > : ? 
Art. IV. The cxelusive power to regulate or abolish the 
right to tabor or service for life in the District of Columbia 


is hereby ceded to. the State of Maryland; to be exercises 

in common with such rightin that State, subject, never. 

thelesks to the judicial jurisdiction of the Districtof Colum- 
in. : 

Arr. V. No State shall pass any law in any way inter- 
fering with, or obstructing the recovery of fugitives from 
justice, or from labor or service; or any jaw: of Congress 
made under article four, section two, of this Constitutions 
and all laws in violation of this article may be declared 
void by the Supreme Court of the United States, at the sult 
of any State. ne Bee 

ART. VI. Asa right of comity between the citizens of 
the several States, the right of transit with persons held 
to labor or service for life, or for years, from one State to 
another, shal} not be interfered with without the consent of 
all the States maintaining such service. 

Arr. VII, Whenever any State shall grant by law to 

itizens of other States the right of sojourn for a limited 
pe with persons held to service or labor, if such per- 
sons escape, they shal] be subject to recovery as fugitives 
under the provisions of this Constitution, and shall be rè- 
turned to the State from which they were brought. ; 

Ant. VIN. The traffic in slaves with Africa is hereby 
forever prohibited; and the descendants of Africans ‘shall’ 
not be made citizens. i 

Agr. IX. Al acts of any inhabitant of the United: States 
tending to incite persons held to service:or labor to insur- 
rection or acts of domestice violence, or. to abscond, shall be . 
considered and prohibited as contrary to law and a penal 
offense. k 

ArT. X. The county ofany State wherein a person owing 
service or labor is rescued from the custody of the owner, 
agent, or officer, shall be bound to pay the full valie of 
such person, for the use of spe owner, at the suit of the 
United States. 

Ant. XI. Persons held to service or labor for life, under 
the jaws of any State or Territory, shall not be taken into 
any Territory of the United States while in a territorial 
condition north of latitnde 36° 30%. 

ART. XII. Alleged fugitives from labor or service, on re- 
quest, shall have a trial by jury at the place to which they 
may be returned. 

ART. XILI Allalleged fugitives charged with erime com- 
mitted in violation of the Jaws of the State from which they 
fled, shall, on demand, be returned to such State, and shalt 
havet he right of trial by jury; and, if such person claims 
to be a citizen of another State, shali have aright of appeal, 
or of writ of error, to the Supreme Court of the United States. 

ART. XIV. Citizens of any State sojourning in another 
State shall not be subject to violence or punishment, nor 
injured in their persons or property, without trial by jury 
and due process of Jaw. 

ART. AV. No State, or the people thereof, shall retire 
from this Union without the consent of three fourths ofall 
the States. E 

Arr. XVI. The reserved powcr of the people in three 
fourths of the States to call and form a national convention 
to alter, amend, or abolish this Constitution, according to 
its provisions, shall never be questioned, notwithstanding 
the directions in article five of the Constitution 5 

Aur. XVII. The articles eight, nine, and ten, of these 
amendments, shall not be altered without, the consent of 
all the States maintaining service or labor for Ufe. ` 


Mr. QUARLES. I call forthe regular order : 
of business. x mt 
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The SPEAKER, as the regular order of busi- 
ness, proceeded to call. the committees for reports 
of a private character. 


HUGH FERGUSON AND JAMES ROBB. 


“Mr. BUFFINTON, from the Committee on 
Military Affairs, made an adverse report on the 
petition of Hugh Ferguson and James Robb, 
praying an amendment of the bounty land laws; 
which was laid on the table, and ordered to be 
printed. 


HENRY WENTLING. 


Mr. STANTON, from the same committee, 
made an adverse report on the petition of Henry 
‘Wentling; which was laid on the table, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

MAJOR BENJAMIN ALVORD. 

Mr. CURTIS, from the same committee, re- 
ported back, with a recommendation that it do 

ass, Senate bill No. 376, for the relief of Major 
Benjamin Alvord, paymaster in the United States 
Army; and asked that it be put upon its passage. 

The bill was read. It authorizes and directs 
the accounting officers of the Treasury, in settling 
the accounts of Major Benjamin Alvord, pay- 
master in the United States Army, to credit him 
with the sum of $14,000, being the amount of 
public money for which he was accountable, and 
which was lost by the shipwreck of the steamship 
Northerner, in January, 1860, near Cape Mendo- 
cino, California, it having been fogwarded him in 
that ship by the assistant quartermaster in San 
Francisco. 

The bill was, read the third time, and passed . 

Mr. CURTIS moved to reconsider the vate by 
which the bill was passed; and also moved to lay 
the motion to reconsider on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


SAMUEL R. FRANKLIN. 


Mr. MORSE, from the Committee on Naval 
Affairs, roported back, with a recommendation 
that it do pass, Senate bill No. 398, for the relief 
of Samuel R. Franklin; and asked that it be put 
upon its passage, 

The bill was read. It authorizes and instructs 
the accounting officers of the ‘Treasury to allow 
to Lieutenant Samuel R. Franklin, of the United 
States Navy, in the settlement of his accounts, 
the difference between the pay he received as lieu- 
tenant and the pay that a purser would have re- 
ceived on board of the United States sloop-of- 
war Falmouth, during the period in which he 
discharged the duties of purser on board said 
vesscl, provided the sum shall not execed $598 63. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed: 

Mr. MORSE moved to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill was passed; and also moved to lay 
the motion to reconsider on the table. 

‘The latter motion was agreed to. 


COMMODORE II. PAULDING. 


Mr. POTTLE, from the Committee on Naval 
Affairs, reported back, with a recommendation 
that it do pass, a joint resolution (S. No, 59) au- 
thorizing Commodore HH. Paulding to accept a 
sword and land from the Government of Nica- 
ragua. 

Mr. QUARLES. That is not of a private na- 
ture, and I suppose is therefore not in order. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks the case 
comes within the definition of private. 

The joint resolution was read. It authorizes 
Commodore H. Paulding, of the United States 
Navy, to accept the grant of land and the sword 
presented to him by the Republic of Nicaragua. 

Mr. POTTLE moved the previous question on 
the third reading of the bill. 

The previous question was seconded, and the 
main question ordered; and, under its operation, 
he ee resolution was read the third time, and 

assed. 

Mr. POTTLE moved to reconsider the vote by 
which the por resolution was passed; and also 
moved to lay the motion to reconsider on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

LIEUTENANT JOHN C. CARTER. 

Mr. POTTLE also, from the Committee on 
Naval Affairs, reported back, with a recommend- 
ation thatit do pass, a joint resolution (S. No. 1) | 
for the relief of Lieutenant John C. Carter; and 


asked that it be put upon its passage. 


; 
The joint resolution was read. It authorizes | 


and directs the proper accounting officers of the | 
Treasury, in the settlement of the accounts of 
Lieutenant John C. Carter, of the United States | 
Navy, to allow him the sum provided in the joint 
resolution of Congress approved February 13, 
1855, for such expenses as were incurred by hin 
while acting as purser on board the ship Massa- 
chusetts, while undergoing repairs at San Fran- 
cisco, California, deducting therefrom the sum 
paid or allowed him on account of the same since 
the daté of the passage of the aforésaid joint 
resolution; provided the sum shall not exceed 
$955 36. . i 

The joint resolution was read the third time, 
and passed. 

Mr. POTTLE moved to reconsider the vote by 
which the joint resolation was passed; and also 
moved to lay the motion to reconsider on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


CAPTAIN JOHN FAUNCE AND OTIIERS. 


Mr. POTTLE, from the Committee on Naval 
Affairs, reported back, with a recommendation 
that it do pass, the joint resolution in the case of 
Captain John Faunce, and other officers of the 
revenue cutter Harriet Lane; and asked that it be 
put upon its passage. 

The joint resolution was read. It authorizes 
and directs the Secretary of the Treasury to pay 
to the officers of the revenue cutter Harriet Lane, 
and to the heir or heirs of suchas may have died 
since the transfer of that vessel to the Secretary 
of the Navy for the purpose of the Paraguay cx- 
pedition, the difference of pay between officers of 
the United States Navy and the officers of said 
cee same grade, while they were so em- 

oyed, 

P Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. [hope there 
will be some explanation of this matter, because 
it opens a very wide door. 

Mr. POTTLE. The facts are all stated in the 
report; but I can explain the matter in a few 
words. The revenue cutter Harriet Lane 

A Memser. Let the report be read. 

The report was read. It appears therefrom that 
when the late expedition to Paraguay was set on 
foot, the Secretary of the Navy, not having a 
sufficient number of vessels at his disposal, called 
upon the Seeretary of the ‘Treasury for the tem- 
porary use of a revenue cutter; and accordingly 
the Harrict Lane and her officers were transferred 
to the Navy Department, and were for nearly 
twelve months under the control of the flag-officer 
of that expedition. Captain Faunce asks for him- 
selfand his assistant officers the same pay, while 
thus engaged, as was received by the officers of 
the Navy who were assimilated in grade. The 
Committee on Naval Affairs decmed the request 
to be reasonable; and, finding that it is not with- 
out precedent, they recommend the passage of the 
joint resolution. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. [think that 
that joint resolution ought to be referred to a Com- 
mittee of the Whole House. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from 
Hlinois object to its consideration at this time ? 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. Ido, as it 
makes an appropriation. I move that it be rc- 
ferred to a Committce of the Whole House. 

It was so referred. 


OTWAY If. BERRYMAN. 
Mr. SEDG WICK, from the Committee on Na- 


val Affairs, reported back, with a recommenda- 
tion that it do pass, a bill (S. No. 145) for the 
relief of Otway H. Berryman; which was referred 
to a Committee of the Whole House, and ordered 
to be printed. 

OWNERS OF SHIP JUNIOR. 


Mr. ELIOT, from the Committee on Commerce, 
reported a bill for the relief of D. R. Green and 
others, owners of ship Junior, of New Bedford; 
which was read a first and second time, referred 
to a Committce of the Whole House, and ordered 
to be printed. 

ADAMS, M KINNEY AND ADAMS. 

Mr. JOHN COCHRANE, from the same com- 
mittee, reported a bill for the relief of James M. 
Adams, Henry D. McKinney, and William D. 
Adams; which was read a first and second time. 

Mr. JOHN COCHRANE. Iask that the bill ; 


be put upon its passage. 


The bill was read. Ft provides for releasing the 
parties named in the bill from two several bonds 
for transportation, dated October 27, 1859, on con- 
dition that the parties shall pay to the collector of 
the United Siates the amount of the duties on the 
goods mentioned, with interest at the rate of six 
per cent., with all the costs which may have been 
incurred in any proceedings which may have been 
instituted in the matter. 

Mr.MAYNARD. Without some explanation 
of that bill, E shall object. 

Mr JOHN COCHRANE. J intended to give 
the House an explanation which will unquestion- 
ably be satisfactory to every gentleman. On the 
7th of October, 1859, these parties entered into 
bonds to transport twenty quarter casks of brandy 
to New Orleans. A warehousing entry was made, 
and the transportation bonds given to deliver the 
casks to the collector at New Orleans. Instead 
of being delivered to him, however, they were de- 
livered to the consignee, which was a breach of 
the law, and the bonds were therefore forfeited; 
but the act having been committed out of the ig- 
norance of the parties, and the Government losing 
nothing by the operation, the parties paying the 
duties on the goods, with six per cent. interest, it 


' ig evident and clear that the bonds should be can- 


celed. The recommendation of the Secretary of 
the Treasury is that this relief shall be given by 
Congress, because he is assured and believes that 
the transaction was one in good faith, although 


| it was a violation of the law. 


Mr. McCLERNAND. I wish to inquire of 
the gentleman from New York whether the proof 
is clear that these parties have discharged their 
obligations by the payment of the duties on the 
goods? 

? Mr. JOHN COCHRANE, That is a condi- 
tion contained in the bill. 

There being nd objection, the bill was ordered 
to be engrossed, and read a third time; and was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. JOHN COCHRANE moved to reconsider 
the vote by which the bill was passed; and also 
move to lay the motion to reconsider on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


AARON Il. PALMER. 


Mr. TAPPAN. J ask the unanimous consent 
of the House to discharge the Committee of the 
Whole House on the Private Calendar from the 
further consideration of Senate bill No. 111, for 
the relief of Aaron H. Palmer; and that the bill be 
put on its passage. 

The bill was read. 

Mr. TAPPAN. 1 desire merely to say that 
this matter has undergone a thorough investiga- 
tion in the committce of the Senate, and in the 
committee, of the House. The compensation is 
deemed to be very inadequate for the labor per- 
formed; but I hope there will be no objection to 
the passage of the bill. 

Mr. BRANCH. I think I remember that 
claim, and that it is a very old and litigated one. 
ido not think the House ought to pass it with- 
out further consideration. 

Mr. TAPPAN. Will the gentleman from 
North Carolina allow the report to be read? Per- 
haps that may remove any objections he may 
have. 

Mr. BRANCH. I have no objection to hear- 
ing the report read. 

The report was read. 

Mr. BRANCH. I must still object to the con- 
sideration of that bill. 


GABRIEL J. JOHNSTON. 
Mr. NOELL. Task: the unanimous consent 


| of the House to discharge the Committee of the 


Whole House on the Private Calendar from the 
further consideration of the bill (H. R. No. 876) 
for the benefit of Gabriel J. Johnston. 

I will state to the House that the object of this 
bill is simply to authorize the Land Office to issue 


| a.patent for one hundred and forty-odd acres of 


Jand, which he entered more than thirty years 
ago. Atthe time the entry was made the tract 
was technically reserved from sale as mineral land. 
The President had been authorized by Congress 


|| to expose all lands of that class to sale as other 


lands, but this entry had been made a short time 
before it had been offered for sale. In consequence 
of this fact, the commissioner declined to issue a 
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patent; but suggests, in his letter accompanying 
the bill and this report, that Congress shall give 
relief. Mr. Johnston has been living on the land 
ever since it was entered, being over thirty-one 
years, and still lives on it. 

The bill was read. It provides that the entry 
made by Gabriel J. Johnston, of Jefferson county, 
Missouri, on the 2d of November, 1829, of the 
northeast quarter of section No. 11, in township 
forty-one north, of range foureast, in the district of 
lands subject to sale at St. Louis, Missouri, be 
confirmed and declared valid, notwithstanding the 
tract of land was at the time of entry reserved 
from sale as mineral lands. And the Commis- 
sioner of the General Land Office is authorized 
and required to issue to Johnston a patent for the 
tract, as in ordinary cases of the entry of public 
lands subject to sale at private entry. It is pro- 
vided that the act shall not be construed to inter- 
fere with any existing rights of third persons, 
but shall only oncrate as a relinquishment of the 
title of the United States. 

There being no objection, the Committee of the 
Whole was discharged from the further consid- 
eration of the bill, and it was brought before the 
House for consideration. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed, and read 
a third time; and being engrossed, it was accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 

r. NOELL moved to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill was passed; and also moved to lay 
the motion to reconsider on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


THOMAS BOODLE. 


Mr. FENTON. Task the unanimous consent 
of the House to discharge the Committee of the 
Whole House on the Private Calendar from the 
further consideration of House bill No. 654, 
granting a pension to Thomas Boodle. 

The bill was read. It directs the Secretary of 
the Interior to place the name of Thomas Boodle 
on the invalid pension roll of the United States, 
at the rate of four dollars per month from Sep- 
tember 2, 1858, and to continue during his natural 
life. The report states that he is sixty-nine years 
of age, and a resident of the county of Chau- | 
tauque, State of New York; that he enlisted in 
the United States service as a private, June 12, 
1812, in a company commanded by Asa Morgan, 
in the war with Great Britain; that while in the 
line of his duty he received a wound a short dis- 
tance above the ankle bone by a musket ball from 
the enemy, while actually engaged in the battle 
of Williamsburg, in Lower Canada. The ball 
partially fractured the bone and lodged in his leg, 
but was afterwards extracted. The veins of his 
leg have become varicose, and the tendons so 
contracted that he cannot straighten his leg, which 
causes him to halt in his gait. After receiving 
the wound he remained in the Army, though un- 
able to perform field duty. He was cmployed 
mostly in the recruiting service, and was honor- 
ably discharged. He failed to receive the sur- | 
geon’s certificate for a pension, when he left the 
Army’, from the surgeon’s neglect of duty, or other 
cause unknown. Very few of the wounded who 
it was supposed might recover received such cer- 
tificates. ‘The petitioner has been one half dis- 
abled ever since he received the wound. 

There being no objection, the bill was brought 
before the Hause for consideration. 

The bill was ordered to be etigrossed, and read 
a third time; and being engrossed, it wasaccord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed, 

Mr. FENTON moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed; and also moved to 
lay the motion to reconsider on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

PETER NAVARRE, g 

Mr. ASHLEY. [ask the unanimous consent 
of the TIouse to discharge the Committee of the 
Whole House on the Private Calendar from the 
further consideration of House bill No. 926, grant- 
ing an invalid pension to Peter Navarre. 


The bill was read. It directs the Secretary of 
the Interior to place the name of Peter Navarre, | 
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the United States, at the rate of eight dollars per 
month, from January 1, 1861, to continue during 
his natural life. 

The report states that the petitioner isa grand- 
son of Robert De Navarre, intendant and sub- 
dSl3gus of Detroit, in the present State of Michi- 
gan, during thereign of Louis KV. The petitioner 
volunteered to serve under General Hull, on the 
northwestern frontier, in the capacity of a scout. 
Atthe time of Hull’s surrender, at Detroit, he 
was among the prisoners, and was sent home on 
parole. Afterwards he broke his parole and ten- 
dered his services to General Winchester; served 
him at River Raisin; gave him early information 
of the approach of the British army; and took 
part in both actions of Colonel Lewis on the 18th 
January, 1812, and the engagement of the next 
day, whieh resulted in the defeat of the Ameri- 
cans. Atthe time of the surrender of Major Mad- 
ison, finding himsclf in a position where his life 
was forfeited by a violation of his parole, he 
escaped from the British and Indians, incurring 
great hardship for many days in mid-winter, in 
traveling through the wilderness returning to his 
home. When General Harrison came into the 
Northwest with his army, he sent for the peti- 
tioner, and engaged with him to serve as a scout, 
for the sum of one dollar per day, until the close 
of the war. The petitioner was frequently sent 
by General Harrison, while in this service, with 
messages from one point to another; on one oc- 
casion going on foot to Urbana, in southern Ohio, 
through the wilderness, with a message to Gov- 
ernor Meigs; and again, on the day preceding the 
battle of Lake Erie, carrying a message from 
General Harrison, at Fort Seneca, to Commodore 
Perry, at Put-in bay; he was present and aided 
in the defense of Fort Stephenson, under Colonel 
Croghan, and accompanied the army on its march 
in pursuit.of Proctor, and took part in the battle 
of the Thames. He is now poor and old, (being 
in his seventy-seventh year,) and, in consequence 
of disabilities occasioned by long exposure while 
engaged in the arduous and exposed service, is 


‘and has been fora number of years unable to 


procure a livelihood for himself and family. 

There being no objection, the bill was brought 
before the House for consideration. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed, and read 
a third time; and being engrossed, was accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. ASHLEY moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed; and also moved to 
lay the motion to reconsider on the table. 

The latter potion was agreed to. 

JANE W. MKEBE. 

Mr. SIMMS. Lask the unanimous consent of 
the House todisebarge the Committee ofthe Whole 
House on the Private Calendar from the further 
consideration of House bill No. 740, granting 
an increase of pension to Jane W. McKee, widow 
of Colonel William R. McKee, of the second 
regiment of Kentucky volunteers. 

Mr. LOVEJOY. I call for the regular order 
of business. 

Mr. SIMMS. I just want to say that T have 
objected to nothing which any genticman has 


desired to bring up; and I think it is hardly fair |! 


to begin the objections upon this bill. 

Mr. LOVEJOY. T will not object. 

The bill was read. It directs the Secretary of 
the Interior to place the nameof Jane W. McKee, 
widow of Colonel William R. McKee, late of the 
second regiment of Kentucky volunteers, on the 
pension roll of the United States, at the rate of 
fifty dollars per month, in licu of the pension she 
now receives. 

Mr. KUNKEL, I object; and call for the reg- 
ular order’ of business. 

Mr. SIMMS. fask that the report may, at 
least, be read. 

Mr. KUNKEL. Very well. 

The report was read. It states that the gallant 
services and sacrifices of Colonel Wilham R. 
McKee, of the second regiment, Kentucky vol- 


of Lucas county, Ohio, on the pension rolls of 


unteers, at the battle of Buena Vista, isp t 
the history of the Republic. Atthe last Congress 
an act was passed granting a pension to.the peti- 
tioner of thirty dollars per month, to supportheér 
and six infant children. She now applies to have 
this pension increased; and, in viéw of the gallant 
services of her husband and the sacrifice of “his... 
life,and the dependence of his family, for hiscoun- 
try’s good, the committeeare of the opinion that 
her prayer should be granted. : 
There being no objection, the bill was brought 
before the House for consideration.. i 
The bill was-ordered to be engrossed, and read 
a third time; and being engrossed, it was accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed... 00". 
Mr. SIMMS moved to reconsider the vote by, 
which the bill was passed; and also moved to lay 
the motion to reconsider on the table. 
The latter motion was agreed to. 


ORISIS MEETING IN NORTH CAROLINA. 


Mr. BRANCH. Mr. Speaker, I ask leave of 
the House to present the proceedings of a public 
meeting, irrespective of party, held in Warren 
county, North Carolina, in regard to the present 
condition of public affairs. 

The SPEAKER. If there be no objection, the 
paper will be received. : 

There was no objection; and the paper was laid 
upon the table. : 

Mr. BARR. The gentleman from North Car- 
olina has not stated the result of the méeting. I 
should like to know what it is. aN ea 

Mr. BRANCH. I should be very glad to have 
the proceedings read for the information of the 
House. They express sound doctrines, which 
may have a good cffect upon the House, : 

The SPEAKER, The proceedings have been 
laid upon the table, and any gentleman who de- 
sires it can know what they are. 


DANIEL B. VONDERSMITH.: 

Mr. FLORENCE. Task the unanimous con- 
sent of the House that the Committec’ of the 
Whole Elouse on the Private Calendar be dis- 
charged from the further consideration of House 


| bill No. 356, for the relief of the creditors of Dan- 


iel B. Vondersmith, in order that it may be put on 
its passage. j 

There was no objection; and it was ordered 
accordingly. 

Thebill, which wasread, providesthatthe claim 
of the United States, as assignee of the judgment 
of John F. Shroder against Daniel B. Vonder- 
smith, in the court of common pleas of Lancaster, 
Pennsylvania, shall be postponed in favor of the 
other judgment creditors of Vondersmith,.so far 
as regards the proceeds of salė of his ‘realestate 
under execution, amounting to $6,000, or there~ 
abouts, and now in court for distribution. 

Mr. FLORENCE = That bill was reported from 
the Committee on the Judiciary, and I ask that 
the report be read. It was made by my colleague, 
and fully explains this case. Vondersmith has 
been arrested, tried, and convicted of the charge 
brought against him, and he is now imprisoned, 
serving out hissentence. This bill only suspends 
the judgment referred to, in order that his cred- 
itors may have what is due to them, It doesnot 
take one dollar out of the Treasury. 

The Clerk read the report. It states that on 
the 7th of February, 1854, Daniel B. Vondersmith 
was arrested at Lancaster, Pennsylvania, upona 
charge of forging pension papers, with intent to 
defraud the United States. He gave bail before 
Hon. Henry G. Long, president judge of. the 
State court at Lancaster, in the sum of $2,000 for 


| his appearance at the next term of the district 


court of the United States for the eastern district 
of Pennsylvania, to answer the charges to be there 
preferred against him. The district attorney of 
the United States deeming the bail inadequate; * 
had him rearrested February 10, 1854, when he 
gave bail in a similar manner in the further sum 
of $5,000. In both the recognizances, together 
amounting to.§7,000, John I, Shroderbecame the 
security. -Vondersmith fled“ before: the session of 
the court, and on the first day of the term, Feb- 
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ruary 21, 1854, the recognizance of Shroder was 
declared: to be forfeited. -At the time that Shroder 
became bail, he obtained. from Vondersmith a 
confession of judgment in the sum of $7,000, 
to indemnify him against any loss by reason of 
his suretyship. This judgment was entered in 
the office of the prothonotary of the court of com- 
mon pleas of Lancaster on February 27, 1854, 
and subsequently Shroder assigned this judgment 
to the United States. Vondersmith returned in 
the year 1857, was again arrested and put into 
prison in default of bail, While there his wife 
died, leaving four children; and some friends were 
induced to enter bail for him in the sum of $15,000 
for his appearance at court to take his trial, which 
recognizance was fulfilled without delay or for- 
feiture. His means appeared to have been ex- 
hausted, and to prepare the necessary means. of 
defense, as well ag to provide support for his fam- 
ily, he gave judgments to several other creditors, 
amounting, altogether, to $7,165, which were 
entered, in like manner as Shroder’s judgment, 
at the respective dates mentioned in the prothon- 
otary’s certificate. Vondersmith’s trial took place 
at Philadelphia, in April, 1859, when he was ac- 
quitted upon four indictments, wasconvicted upon 
two, and on May 7, 1859, he was sentenced to 
undergo an imprisonment in the penitentiary for 
twenty years; which sentence he is now under- 
going. The only property owned by him at the 
time of the conviction seems to have been certain 
real estate in Lancaster, which was levied upon 
and sold under an execution issued upon one of 
the judgments, and the proceeds, amounting to 
$6,101, have been paid into and are now in court 
for distribution according to law. No proceed- 
ings were taken against Shroder, and he has not 
paid anything by reason of his suretyship. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed, and read 
a third time; and being engrossed, it was accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed 

r. FLORENCE moved to reconsider the vote 

by which the bill was passed; and also moved 
that the motion to reconsider be laid upon the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


RUFUS L. HARVY. 


Mr. VALLANDIGHAM. [I ask the unani- 
mous consent of the House that the Committee of 
the Whole House on the Private Calendar be dis- 
charged from the further consideration of House 
bill No. 858, granting a pension to Rufus L. 
Harvy, in order that it may be taken up and put 
on its passage. 

There was no objection, and it was ordered 
accordingly. i 

The bill, which was read, provides that the name 
of Rufus L. Harvy be placed upon the pension 
roll at the rate of cight dollars a month, to com- 
mence from the Ist of January, 1860, and tocon- 
tinue during his life. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed, and read 
a third time; and being engrossed, it was accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr, VALLANDIGHAM moved to reconsider 
the vote by which the bill was passed; and also 
moved that the motion to reconsider be laid upon 
the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


JOHN JOHNSON. 


Mr. VALLANDIGHAM. I ask the unani- 
mous consént of the House to discharge the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the Private Calen- 
der from House bill No. 263, for the relief of John 
Johnson; and that the same be recommitted to the 
Committee on Indian Affairs. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 


SALLIE C. NORTHUP. 


Mr. LOVEJOY , from the Committee on Public 
Lands, reported a bill for the relief of Sallie C. 
Northup; which was read a first and second time 
by its title, 

Mr. BURNETT. 
of land warrants? 3 

Mr. WASHBURN, of Wisconsin. This bill 
is reported from the Committee on Public Lands 

‘unanimously. It confirms the tide in certain land 


Js that a billfor the reissue 


warrants to Sallie C. Northup. She came into the | 


possession of them by the death of her brother, 
who was formerly a citizen of Mobile, Alabama. 
Itis a case like that passed at the last session in 
favor of Robert Johnson, of Philadelphia. 


_Mr. LOVEJOY demanded the previous ques- 
tion, 2 a Ee ae 

The previous question was seconded, and the 
main question ordered. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed, and read 
a third time; and being engrossed, it was accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. LOVEJOY moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed; and also moved that 
the motion to reconsider be laid upon the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


OLYMPIA LAND OFFICE. 


Mr. DAVIS, of Indiana, from the Committee 
on Public Lands, reported a bill to provide for 
bringing up the arrearages of work in the land 
office at Olympia, Washington Territory; which 
was read a first and second time by its title. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Indiana. I move that the bill 
be put on its passage. It is reported unanimously 
from the Committee on Public Lands, and it is 
recommended by the Land Office. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed, and read 
a third time; and being engrossed, it was accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Indiana, moved to reconsider 
the vote by which the bill was passed, and also 
moved that the motion to reconsider be laid upon 
the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


SAMPSON STANFILL. 


Mr. MAYNARD. [ask the unanimous con- 
sentof the House that the Committee of the Whole 
House on the Private Calendar be discharged 
from the consideration of House bill No. 724, for 
the relief of Sampson Stanfill, and that it be now 
put on its passage. 

There was no objection, and it was ordered 
accordingly. 

The bill, which was read in extenso, provides 
that Sampson Stanfill shall be released and dis- 
charged from all claim and demand of the United 
States to the balance of money now remaining due 
upon a certain judgment recovered against him in 
favor of theeUnited States before the circuit court 
of the United States of Tennessee, holdenat Knox- 
ville, which was recovered on a recognizance en- 
tered into by him as surety for Lewis G. Stanfill. 

It appears, from the report, that Lewis J. Stan- 
fill, at the term of the United States circuit court 
holden at Knoxville, Tennessee, in November, 
1858, was charged with having passed counterfeit 
coin, purporting to be a Mexican silver dollar, 
and upon this charge an indictment was found 
against him. Stanfill and his father, Sampson 
Stanfill, entered into a recognizance in the penal 
sum of $2,000, conditioned for the appearance of 
Lewis J. Stanfill, to appear before the court to 
answer the complaint, and not to depart the court 
without leave. Stanfill did appear to answer the 
indictment, and the same was called for trial. 
The court, upon examination of the law, decided 
that the offense was not within its, jurisdiction, 
but no formal judgment of discharge was ren- 
dered. The respondent left the court, and subse- 
quently a default was obtained upon the recog- 
nizance, and a judgment subsequently rendered in 
favor of the United States against Sampson Stanfill, 
the father of the original respondent, for the sum 
of $2,000 and costs. Upon this judgment, Samp- 
son Stanfill has paid to the United States $1,000 
and costs, leaving the balance of the judgment 
unpaid. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed, and read 
a third time; and being engrossed, it was accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. MAYNARD moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed; and also moved that 
the motion to reconsider be laid upon the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

Mr. FENTON. I move that by unanimous 
consent this be made an objection day in the 
oe of the Whole on the Private Calen- 
dar. 


Mr. THOMAS. 


JACOB WEAD. 


Mr. TAPPAN, from the Committee of Claims, 
reported a bill for the relicf of the adrainistrators 
of Jacob Wead; whieh was read a first and see- 
ond time by its title, referred to a Committee of 
the Whole on the Private Calendar, and, with the 
accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 


I object. 


WILLIAM COWING. 


Mr. TAPPAN. I move that the Committee 
of the Whole House on the Private. Calendar 
be discharged from the further consideration of 
House bill No. 623, for the relief of William 
Cowing, and that it be put on its passage. 

The bill, which was read, directs the Secretary 
of the Treasury to pay William Cowing $126, in 
full for additional allowance as clerk, under the 
provisions of the second section of an act making 
appropriations for the civil and diplomatic ex- 
penses ofthe Government, approved August 31, 
1852. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed, and read 
a third time; and being engrossed, it was accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. TAPPAN moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed ; and also moved that 
the motion to reconsider be laid upon the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


CASE OF WILLIAMSON AND SICKLES. 


Mr. GURLEY. Yesterday a resolution was 
referred to the Committee on Printing, for the 
printing of the evidence in the case of Williamson 
vs. Sickles. The document is already printed, 
and in the document-room, 

_ Mr. VANDEVER moved that the House ad- 
ourn. 
: Mr. LONGNECKER demanded tellers. 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. Barr and 
McKyienr were appointed. 

The House divided; and the tellers reported— 
ayes 30, noes 32. 

Mr. VANDEVER withdrew his motion to 
adjourn. 

STEPHEN BUNNELL. 


Mr. COLFAX.. Task the unanimous consent 
of the House to discharge the Committee of the 
Whole House on the Private Calendar from the 
further considcration of House bill No. 390, for 
the relief of Stephen Bunnell, and to put it on its 
passage. The bill only failed last session for want 
of time. 

The bill, which was read, provides thatthe name 
of Stephen Bunnell, of Indiana, a sergeant of the 
war of 1812, be placed upon the list of pensioners 
of the United States, for and during his natural 
life, at the rate of fifteen dollars per month, com- 
mencing from 18th January, 1853. 

It appears from the report that Mr. Bunnell, 
who served as quartermaster’s sergeant in the 
artillery corps of the United States Army for five 
years, from March, 1812, to March, 1817, testifies, 
under oath, that he entered the Army in robust 
health; that his physical powers were broken 
down by arduous service and exposure in his 
specially hazardous line of duty; and that now, 
in his old age, with his constitution broken down, 
being unable, from his failure to claim a discharge, 
when sick, and, from the death of his captain and 
comrades since, to furnish the evidence required 
at the Pension Bureau, he applies to Congress for 
its recognition. He was the first who landed at 
the taking of Fort George, shared in the capture 
of Queenstown Heights, participated in the bat- 
tle of Stony Creek, lying on the wet ground at 
nights with the rest of the army, on their march 
thither, which caused him such sickness as to 
confine him for many months in the hospital at 
Youngstown. Although this sickness has im- 
paired his system ever since, he recovered sufi- 
ciently to again join the Army, and to man the 
gun under his charge at the battle of Chippewa. 
At Lundy’s Lane, his captain being slain and 
his lieutenant wounded, he took command, under 
direction of General Scott, of the last gun left to 
his company, and kept it in operation till he had 
but one man left; and his ammunition was cx- 
hausted, when he succeeded in getting the gun 
from the field of battle. At Fort Erie, he was 
honored with acommand above his rank, namely, 
of a battery in a specially exposed condition, m 
front of the gate of the fort ; and by its discharges, 
after the fort had been taken by the enemy, blew 
it up, discomfiting the whole British detachment. 
He was wounded in the wrist at Chippewa, and 
at Fort Shelby was badly injured in the shoulder 
by a fall occasioned by rotten timber ina bridge, 
but had never claimed a pension on account of 
these injuries, not deeming at the time that he 
would ever need it. 

The bill wag ordered to be engrossed, and read 
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a third time; and being engrossed, it was accord- 
ingly read the third ume, and passed. 

Mr. COLFAX moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed; and also moved that 
the motion to reconsider be laid upon the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


` ELIPHALET BROWN, JR. 


Mr. BARR. Task the unanimous consent of 
the House to take up the bill (H. R. No. 439) 
for the relief of Eliphalet Brown, jr. 

The bill, which was read, directs the Secretary 
of the Treasury to allow and pay to Eliphalet 
Brown, jr., for services as artist and master’s 
mate in the Japan expedition, at the rate of $1,500 
per annum, from the time of enlisting until the 
time of his discharge, deducting from thatamount 
the sum already paid him as master’s mate. 


Mr. QUARLES objected. 
AUGUSTUS H. EVANS. 


Mr. McCLERNAND. Task the unanimous 
consent of the House to take up and put upon its 
passage Court of Claims bill No. 94, for the re- 
lief of Augustus H. Evans. 

The bill, which was read, directs the Secretary 
ofthe’Treasury, out ofany moneysin the Treasury 
not otherwise appropriated, to pay to Augustus 
H. Evans the sum of 4800, in full for his services 
as clerk in the State of Missouri during the years 
1835 and 1836. 

Mr. THOMAS. What was he clerk of? 

Mr. McCLERNAND. He was clerk in the 
surveyor general’sland office at St. Louis. Itis the 
balance of an amount due him, and in reference 
to which, I understand, there is no dispute at all. 
Thesimple fact is, that the matter has been over- 
looked. 

No objection being made, the bill was taken up, 
read a first and second time, ordered to be en- 
grossed, and read athirdtime;and beingengrossed, 
it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. McCLERNAND moved to reconsider the 
vote by which the bill was passed; and also moved 
to lay the motion to reconsider on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


Mr. BRANCH. I call for the regular order of 
business. 

Mr. BURNETT. 
now adjourn. 

Mr. LOVEJOY called for the yeas and nays. 

The ycas and nays were not ordered. 

The motion to adjourn was not agreed to. 

Mr. BLAIR. The gentleman from Tennessee 
withdraws his objection to my bill. 

Mr. BURNETT. [call for the regular order 
of business. 

Mr. COX. What is the regular order? 

The SPEAKER. The call of committees for 
reports. 

he call of committces for reports was then 

concluded. 


I move that the House do 


TAXES IN KANSAS. 


On motion of Mr. ROBINSON, of Rhode 
Island, the Committee on the Judiciary was dis- 
charged from the further consideration of the pe- 
tition of one hundred and eleven citizens of Law- 
rence, Kansas Territory, for the remission of 
taxes; and the same was laid on the table. 

Mr. LONGNECKER. lask the unanimous 
consent. of the House to take up a bill (H.R. No. 
73) of great merit, providing for the payment of 
certain companies of volunteers in the Mexican 
war, and in the war against the Navajo and other 
tribes of Indians. 

Mr. BRANCH. I must object to any more 
business being done to-day by unanimous consent. 
I make the objection from a sense of duty; and 
hope no gentleman will insist upon doing so. I 
move that the rules be suspended, and that the 
House resolve itself into the Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union. 

Mr. COX. iI move that the House do now 
adjourn. 

Mr. BURNETT demanded tellers. 

Tellers were ordered; and. Messrs. BURNETT 
and ELY were appointed. 

The House divided; and the tellers reported— 
ayes 51, nays 27. 

So. the motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly (at two o’clock and 
twenty-five minutes, p. m.) adjourned until Mon- 
day next. : ; : 
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IN SENATE. 
Monpay, January 21, 1861. 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Dr. Gurey. 
The Journal of Saturday last was read and 
approved. £ 
INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. HUNTER, from the Committee on Fi- 
nance, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. No. 
865) making appropriations for the current and 
contingent expenses of the Indian Department 
and for fulfilling treaty stipulations with various 
Indian tribes for the year ending June 30, 1862, 
reported it with amendments. 

Mr. FITCH. In the absence of the Chairman 
of the Committee on Indian Affairs, I move that 
the appropriation bill just reported He on the table 
for the time being. There isa matter, I believe, 
before that committee, which it is desirous to act 
upon. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. 
table without any motion. 


COMMITTEE SERVICE. 


Mr. HUNTER. While I have the floor, Ide- 
sire to make a request personal to myself, Iask 
that I may be excused from further service upon 
the Finance Committee. I do so because it is 
obvious that the party majority in the Senate will 
soon change, and I believe that justice to myself 
and justice to the Senate both require that I should 
make the request to be excused from further ser- 
vice on that committee. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from 
Virginia asks to be excused from further service 
on the Committee on Finance. 

The question being put, it was agreed to. 

Mr. LATHAM. lask to be excused fromany 
further service upon the Committee on Territo- 
rics. Ihave attended promptly all the mectings 
of the committec; but its business is not one in 
which my constituency are at all interested, and 
I ask that 1 may be excused from further serfice. 

The motion was agreed to. 


FINANCE REPORT. 
Mr. FITCH. The Committce on Printing, to 


whom was referred a resolution for printing ex- 
tra numbers of the Finance Report, have directed 
me to report it back, with amendments. The ori- 
ginal resolution contemplated printing ten thou- 
sand extra copies of the Finance Report, and five 
hundred besides for the use of the Department. 
We merely strike out the extra five hundred ,and 
propose to print ten thousand, giving five hundred 
of those to the Department, 

The resolution, as amended, was agreed to, as 
follows: 

Resolved, That there be printed, for the use ofthe Senate, 
ten thousand additional copies of the annual report of the 
Seeretary of the Treasury on the finances, five hundred of 
the same for the use of the Treasury Department. 


COAST SURVEY REPORT. 


Mr. FITCH, from the Committee on Printing, 
to whom was referred a resolution submitted by 
Mr. Pearce to print extra copies of the Coast 
Survey report, communicated to the Senate on 
the 20th of December, 1860, reported it without 
amendment; and it was agreed to, as follows: 

Resolved, That Were be printed, in addition to the usual 
number, six thousand two hundred copies of the report of 
the Superintendent of the Coast Survey for the year 1860, 
twelve hundred of which for the use of the Senate, and five 
thousand for distribution by said superintendent; that the 
same be printed and bound, with the charts and sketehes, 
in quarto form; and that the printing of said eharts and 
sketches shall be done to the satisfaction of the Superin- 
tendent of the Coast Survey. 


: GEORGE P. KANE. 

Mr. PEARCE. There wasa report gent to the 
Senate in response to a call of the Senate of last 
session, by the Secretary of the Treasury, in rela- 
tion to the claim of George P. Kane, of Baltimore. 
I move that it be taken from the table, where it 
was laid the other day in consequence of my ab- 
sence from the Senate, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Finance. 

The motion was agreed to. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS, 


Mr. PEARCE, I present three petitiongnumer- 
ously signed, two from Hartford county, and one 
from Cecil county, Maryland, praying Congress 
to adopt the compromise recommended by the 


It will lie on the 


- 


| committee of the border States, which they think 


will restore peace and harmony to the cogn 
I move that they lie on the table.’ 

The motion was agreed to. o 30 ien ni 

Mr. SIMMONS presented. ‘the memoriala 
Daniel W. Shaw; son’ of Daniel We Shaw; d 
ceased, of Whitestown, in the State of Ney 
York, praying payment of his father’s pension: 
from the time of his. dischargé to the time when 
the pension which he received commenced; which 
was referred to the Committee on Pensions. ©. 

Mr. BIGLER presented a petition of. citizens 
of Upper Mount Bethel, Pennsylvania, praying 
the adoption of the compromise measures. pro- 
posed by Hon. J. J. Crirrenpen; which was 
f ordered to lie on the table. : 

He also presented a petition of citizens of Che- 
nango. county, New York, praying the adoption 
of the. compromise measures ‘proposed by Mr 
Crittenpen; which was ordered to lie.on the: . 
table. x 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. I have a petition, sir, 
which I am requested to present to the. Senate, 
from certain citizens of Michigan. Iask that it 
may be read. ni 
è The Secretary read it, as follows: 

To the Senate and House of Representatives of the United 
States: 

The undersigned citizens of Michigan, without distinc- 
tion of party, respectfully memorialize the Congress of the 
United States to adopt, as a reasonable and just basis‘ of 
adjustment of the national difficulties which now distract. 
impoverish, and demoralize the country ; or, congressiona 
adjustment proving impracticable, then to refer directly to 
the people of all the States, for their action, the Crittenden 
propositions, so-called, as modified and agreed. to by the 
committee on behalf of the border States, which ure sub- 
stantially as follows: i 

1. The amendment of the fugitive slave law, so as to 
prevenit kidnapping, and to equalize the commissioner’s 

ee. j : 

2. The repeal of the personal liberty laws of ‘the several 
States. eo 

3. Non-interference by Congress with slavery in the slave 
States, or southern dock-yards and arsenals, or with ‘the ` 
inter-State slave trade. A 

4. The non-abolition of slavery by Congress in the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, except with the consent of Virginia aud 
Marylatid, and of the people of the District, and compen- 
sation to the owners. * 

5. The perpetual prohibition of the African slave trade. 

6. The division of the territories by the line of 36° 30’, 
all north of which shall be free, and all south of it to be 
free from interference on the subject pralavory by any au- 
thority, until admitted as a State or States with or without 
slavery, as its people may choose. ; af 

The memorial was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. POLK. I am requested to present a paper 
in the nature of a petition from the city of St. 
Louis, expressing the belief that the passage by 
Congress of the Crittenden resolutions will give 
peace to the public ming, and asking that those 
resolutions be passed, or the substance of them. 
The petition consists of between ninety-five and 
one hundred leaves of foolscap paper, enveloped . 
in the American flag, inscribed, ‘‘ We love the 
North, we love the East, we love the West, we 
love the South intensely.’ I beg to present the 
petition, and ask that it lie on the table.: 5. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. I hope that the petition 
will be read. f i f 

The VICE PRESIDENT, The Senator from 
Kentucky asks that the petition be read. The 
Secretary will read it. -_ 

The Secretary proceeded to read the petition. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I should like to inquire 
how long the petition is? It is not according to 
the rules of the Senate, I belicve, to read peti- 
| tions. 

Mr. POLK. I will say to the Senator, that the 
petition itself is only five or six lines. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. No objection. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. Ishould like to know 
where you learn itis not usual to read petitions? 

Mr. TRUMBULL. The rule does not per- 
mit it. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. 
against it. 7 : 
The Secretary resumed and concluded the read- 

ing of the petition, as follows: ~ : 

We, the undersigned, citizens of the city of St: Louis, 
believing that the adoption of the proposition for settling 
the issues now disturbing our country, introduced into the 
Senate by Senator CRITTENDEN, of Kentucky, would haves : 
the effect of giving peace to the public mind, respectfolly 
ask the Congress of the United States to accept of said prop- 
ositions, and to offer articles of amendment to the Consti- 
tution to the peopie and the States for'their acceptance: 

The petition was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. CAMERON. I have been requested by 
citizens of Pennsylvania to present a petition, 

|| signed by several hundred persons residing in the 
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county.of Montgomery, most of them farmers 
and mechanics, friends of the Union, who pray 
that Congress will adopt the resolutions of the 
honorable Senator from Kentucky, [Mr. Crir- 
TENDEN,] or something like them. I move that 
it lie on the table. 

., The motion was agreed to. 


BILE. INTRODUCED. 


‘Mr: BIGLER asked, and by unanimous con- 
sent obtained, leave to ‘introduce ‘a bill (S. No. 
541) in relation to the liabilities of the collectors 
of customs; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Commerce. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, 
by: Mr: Hays, Chief Clerk, announced that the 
House had passed the following bills and joint 
resolution; in which the concurrence of the Senate 
was requested: . 

Avbill (C. C. No. 94) for the reliefof Augustus 
H. Evans; 

A bill (No. 263) for the relief of John Johnson, 
of Ohio; 

A bill (No. 356) for the relief of the creditors 
of Daniel B. Vondersmith; 

A bill (No. 390) for the relief of Stephen Bun- 
nell; 

A bill (No. 623) for the relief of William Cow- 
ing; 

i oN bill (No. 654) granting a pension to Thomas 
Bootle; 
~ A bill (No. 724) for the relief of Sampson 
Stan’; 

A bill (No. 740) granting an increase of pension 
to Jane W. McKee, widow of Colonel William 
R. McKee, of the second regiment of Kentucky 
volunteers; 

A bill (No. 858) granting a pension to Rufus 
L. Harveys 

A bill (No. 876) for the benefit of Gabriel J. 
Johnston; 

A bill (No. 926) granting an invalid pension to 
Peter Navarre; 

A bill (No. 941) for the relief of James M. 
Adams, Henry D. McKinney, and William D. 
Adams; 

A bill (No. 942) for the relief of Sallie C. 
Northrup; 

A bill (No..943) to provide for bringing up the 
arrearages of the land office at Olympia, Wash- 
ington Territory; and 

A joint resolution (No. 59) authorizing Com- 
modore H. Paulding to reccive a sword anda 
geant of land awarded to him by the Republic of 

icaragua, 

The message further announced that the House 
had passed the following bills and joint resolution 
of the Senate: 

A bill (No. 376) for the relief of Benjamin Al- 
vord, pay master United States Army; 

A bill (No. 398) for the relief of Samuel R. 


Franklin; and 


A joint resolution (No. 15) for the relief of | 


Lieutenant John C. Carter. 
SECRETARY OF WAR. 


Mr. SLIDELL. Task that the message of the 
President, communicated to the Senate on the 
16th of January, be ‘now taken up for the pur- 
pose of referring it the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary, with certain resolutions that I will offer. 
I presume, as it is mere question of reference, it 
will lead to no debate. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from 
Louisiana moves that the message of the Presi- 
dent, in answer to acertain resolution introduced 
by that Senator, be now taken up. 

Mr. BIGLER. I should like to know from the 
Senator from Louisiana, before I vote for taking 
up this message, whether it is intended to discuss | 
it? ° 

Mr. SLIDELL. No; to refer it. 

Mr. BIGLER. Well, Mr. President, I will 
not object, to taking it up; but, when it is taken 
up, I hope the Senate will refuse to refer it to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. I think the subject 
has had quite importance enough already. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. What is the question? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The motion is to 
take up the message of the President of the Uni- 
ted States in answer to a resolution of the Sen- 
ator from Louisiana, touching the appointment | 


Mr. SLIDELL. I will suggest to Senators that 
it appears to me to be paying very little deference 
{to a grave communication from the President to 
lay it upon the table, where it is not even to be 
considered. The Senator from Pennsylvania, per- 


ident—— : 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. Mr. President 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator 
from Louisiana yield? 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. I will state, frankly, the 
reason why I am opposed to taking it up at the 
present time; and it is, that, by general under- 
standing, at half past twelve o’clock, the bill for 
the admission of Kansas was to come up, for the 
purpose of voting upon the amendment offered by 
the Senator from Indiana. I think that was the 


urda 


can be any discussion on this question. I, at any 
rate, have a right to offer my resolutions; and I 
trust that that courtesy will be conceded to me. 
1 now ask leave to present the resolutions. 

| The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator 
withdraw the motion to take up the message ? 

Mr. SLIDELL. Temporarily. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The resolutions 
which the Senator from Louisiana presents will 
be read. 

The Secretary read the resolutions, as follows: 


Resolved, That, in the opinion of the Senate, the reasons 
given by the President, in his message of the 16th instant, 
for not communicating to the Senate at an earlier day the 
fact of his having appointed, on the 31st of December jast, 
Joseph Holt as acting Secretary of War, are not satisfac- 
tory. 

Resolved, That, in the opinion of the Senate, the grounds 
assumed by the President in his aforesaid message in sup- 
port of his views of the executive authority to make, during 
the session of the Senate, an appoiutment of an acting Sec- 
| retary of War for a period not exceeding six monihs, lim- 
| ited by his own discretion, are at variance, not only with the 
letter gnd spirit of the Constitution, but with the trus intent 
and meaning of the act of 13th February, 1795, to which he 
has referred, and, if suffered to pass by without express dis 
sent, would establish a precedent alike dangerous to the 
principles on whieh our system of Government was estab- 
fished, and in derogation of the constitutional rights and 
privileges of the Senate. 


ask for the present consideration of the resolu- 
tions? 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Let them lie over. 

Mr. SLIDELL. Very well; then I give notice 
that to-morrow 1 will call up the resolutions. 
make the motion now to take up the President’s 
message, for the purpose of considering it. If the 
resolutions cannot be entertained to-day, I shall 
call them up to-morrow, and every day until the 
subject is disposed of. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from 
Louisiana moves to take up the message of the 
|| President of the United States, in answer to the 
resolution of the Senate in regard to the vacancy 
in the office of Secretary of War. 

Mr. COLLAMER. I believe the time fixed 
| for taking up the bill for the admission of Kansas 
has now arrived. J move that it be taken up. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Hearing a sug- 
gestion of thatkind from some Senator, the Chair 
inquired of the Seerctary if there had been any 
order of the Senate totakeitup athalf past twelve 
o’clock, and is informed there is none; but it is 
unfinished business, and will take precedence at 
one o’clock, 

Mr. GREEN. The Kansas question was not 
made a special order for half past twelve o’clock. 
An offer was made for an understanding of that 
kind, but it was not accepted; but still I am will- 
ing to take it up and dispose of it; and if taken 


more. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is 
on the motion of the Senator from Louisiana. 
Mr. TRUMBULL. Would it be in order to 
move to postpone all other prior orders, and pro- 
ceed to the consideration of the bill for the ad- 
mission of Kansas? 


i fore the Senate, I understand. 
WITHDRAWAL OF SENATORS. 


to the Senate—if there is no order 


of an acting Secretary of War. . i 


| pressing before 
| the Senate——— i 


haps, may not exactly understand what I mean. f 
|| It may be my disposition to compliment the Pres- 


understanding when the Senate adjourned on Sat- |; 


Mr. SLIDELL. I do not anticipate that there | 


The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator į 


I; 


up, I wish to speak just two minutes, and no j 


Mr. COLLAMER. That is the question be- | 


Mr. YULEE. Mr. President, if itis agreeable, 


+ 

| he VICE PRESIDENT. There is a motion 
now pending to take up a certain message of the 
President. 

Mr. YULEE. Iwas about to state that I was 
| desirous during the morning hour (though if it be 
preferred by the Senate I can take some other 
time) to make an announcement to the Senate of 
a purpose which my colleague and myself enter- 
tain, and which I think might be appropriately 
made during the morning hour, We shall, how- 
ever, of course, submit ourselves to the pleasufe 
of the Senate. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator 
! ask unanimous consent to make his remarks? 
| Mr. KING. To do what? 

i} Mr. COLLAMER. We do not understand 
i what the purpose is. Perhaps I did not hear. 
|| Mr. WADE. We did not hear what the Sen- 


| ator from Florida did say. 
i) Mr. YULEE. We desire to. make a commu- 
{i nication to the Senate, which we suppose to be of 
| a privileged nature, and having reference to our 
connection with this body. 

Mr. BAKER and others. Certainly. 

Mr.COLLAMER. lLunderstand this is a per- 
sonal matter to the gentlemen that they wish to 
be heard about. f 

The VICE PRESIDEN 
from Florida ask unanimo 
hears no objection. 

Mr. YULEE. Mr. President, I rise to make 
known to the Senate that in consequence of cer- 
tain proceedings which bave lately taken place in 
the State of Florida, my colleague and myself are 
of the opinion that our connection with this body 
is legally terminated. ¢ 

The State of Florida has, through a convention 
of her people duly assembled, decided to recall 
| the powers delegated to this Government, and to 
; assume the full exercise of all her sovereign rights 
as an independent and separate community. 

Tam sure I truly represent her when I say that 
| her people have not been insensible to the many 
blessings they have enjoyed under the Constitu- 
tion of the United States, nor to the proper ad- 
vantages of a Union directed to the great purposes 
of “establishing justice, insuring domestic tran- 
quillity, promoting the general welfare, and secur- 
ing the blessings of liberty to themselves and their 
posterity.” ‘They have heldin patriotic reverence 
the memories that belong to the Union of Amer- 
ican States in its origin and progress, and have 
clung with a fond assurance to the hope that its 
wise plan, and the just principles upon which it 
was based, would secure for it a perpetual endur- 
ance and transcendent usefulness. 

They have decided that their social tranquillity 
and civil security are jeoparded by a longer con- 
tinuance in the Union, not from the contemplated 
or necessary operation of the Constitution, but 
from the consequences, as they conceive, of an 
unjust exercise of the powers it conferred, and a 
persistent disregard of the spirit of fraternity and 
equality in which it was founded. Recent events 
have impressed them with the belief that the peace 
of their homes ang the preservation of their com- 
munity interests can only be secured by an im- 
mediate withdrawal from the dangers of a per- 
verted and hostile employment of the powers of 
the Federal Government. They are not willing to 
disturb the peace of their associates by aninflamed 
and protracted struggle within the Union, for 
rightsthey could never, with self-respect or safety, 
surrender, and against a policy of administration 
which, although sanctioned and authorized by the 
late decision of a majority of the States, they re- 
gard to be hostile to their best interests, and vio- 
lative of the legitimate duty and trusts of the Gov- 
ernment. They have preferred to abandon all the 
hopes they rested upon the common growth and 
common power of the Union, and to assume the 
serious responsibilities of a separate existence and 
new and untried relations, It is only under a deep 
sense of duty to themselves and their posterity that 
so important a step hasbeen taken. I am sure that 
the people of Florida will ever preserve agrateful 
memory of their past connection with this Gov- 
ernment, and a just pride in the continued devel- 
opment of American society. They will also 
remember that although, to their regret, a major- . 
ity of the people in the States of the northern sec- 
tion of the Union have seen their duty to lie ina 
li path fatal to the safety of southern society, they 
j hive had the sympathies of alarge array of noble 


Does the Senator 
The Chair 


consent? 
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spirits in all those States, whose sense of justice, 
and whose brave efforts to uphold the right, have 
been not the less appreciated, nor will be the less 
remembered, because unsuccessful. 

We have not been wanting in timely warning 
to our associates of the unhappy tendency of their 
policy. It was in the unhallowed pursuit, as we 
thought, of sectional aggrandizement, and the in- 
dulgence of unregulated sentiments of moral duty, 
that the equilibrium of power betweenthesections, 

which had been maintained until then, was ruth- 

lessly and unwisely destroyed by the legislation 
of 1850. The injustice and danger of those pro- 
ceedings was considered by a large portion of the 
South to be so flagrant, that we resorted to an 
unusual formality in bringing our views and 
apprehensions to the attention of the country. 
Upon our official responsibility, a number of the 
Senators, those of Florida among them, giving 
expression to the opinions of their constituents, 
presented a written protest against the wrong to 
which our section was subjected, and a fraternal 
warning against the dangerous tendency of the 
policy which incited to that wrong. That pro- 
test was refused a place in the Journals of this 
body, contrary, as we thought, to the express 
duty enjoined by the Constitution; but it went 
before the public, and I think it proper to recall 
the attention of this body to its contents, in the 
hour when the apprehensions it cxpressed are 
fatally realized.* 

Let me be pardoned, Mr. President, for detain- 
ing the Senate with a further remark. The cir- 
cumstance that the State of Florida was formed 
upon territory acquired by the United States, and 
the paucity of her numbers, has been occasion- 
ally remarked upon. Owing to causes she could 
not contrdl, her settlement has been, until rc- 


cently, comparatively slow. But her population 
exceeds that of seven of the sixteen States. that 
composed the Union when the census of 1790 was 
taken under the new Constitution; and six of the 
thirteen original States had fewer numbers when 
they formed the Constitution, Rights of sover- 
eignty and liberty depend not upon numbers, 

Ít is quite true that her limits comprehend a 
part of the territory to which the title was ac- 
quired by the United States from Spain. Bat it 
is also true that a part of the consideration, for the 
cession was a reservation to the inhabitants of 
the right to admission into the Federal Union 
upon terms of cquality; and it was in view of this 


right that most of the Inhabitants remained there, i 


If their number has been increased by subsequent 
immigration, it was mostly of citizens from others 
of the United States, who were lineal inheritors 
of the glories and fruits of the American Revo- 
lution. 

In pursuance of this stipulation, and of the es- 
tablished policy of the country, they were admit- 
ted into the Union; and, in the act of admission, 
Florida was expressly recognized and ‘$ declared 
to beaSrare,’’and ‘admitted into the Union on 
an EQquaL footing with the original States IN ALL 
RESPECTS WIIATEVER.”” 

In the exercise of her equal rightin the Union, 
and moved by a common sympathy with the peo- 
ple of the section of which her territory forms the 
extreme southern part, and with whose fate her 
destiny isindissolubly bound, Florida has resolved 
to withdraw from the present Union. Fler course 
derives sanction from the important fact that she 
is preceded in it by the chivalrous State which, 
by a spirited act in 1765, became, by acknowl- 
edgment of a Massachusetts historian, “THE 
POUNDER oF THE Union.” And her resolution is 


* The following is the protest referred to in Mr. YULEE’s 
remarks, and which was presented in the Senate by Mr. 
Hunter onthe 14th of August, 1850, with a motion for 
Jeave to have it spread upon the Journal of the Senate: 

We, the undersigned Senators, deeply impressed with the 
importance of the occasion, and with a solemn sense of the 
responsibility under which we are acting, respectiully sub- 
mit the following protest against the bill admitting Califor- 
nia as a State into this Union, and request that it may be 
entercd upon the Journal of the Senate. We feel that it is 
not enough to have resisted in debate alone a bill so fraught 
with mischief to the Union and the States which we rep- 
resent, with all the resources of argument which we pos- 
sessed, but that it is also duc to ourselves, the people whose 
interests have becn intrusted to our care, and to posterity, 
which, even in its most distant gencrations, may feclits con- 
sequences, to leave, in whatever form may be most solemn 
and enduring, a memorial of the opposition which we have 
made to this measure, and of the reasons by which we have 
been governed. Upon the pages ofa Journal which the Con- 
stitution requires to be kept so long as the Senate may have 
an cxistence, we desire to place the reasons upon whieh 
we are willing to be judged by gencrations living and yet 
to come, for our opposition to a bill whose consequences 
may be so durable and portentous as to make it an object 
of decp interest to all who may come after us. 

We have dissented from this bill because it gives the 
sanetion of haw, and thus imparts validity to the unauthor- 
ized action of a portion of the inbabitants of California, by 
which an odious discrimination is made against the prop- 
erty of the fifteen slaveholding States of the Union, who 
are thus deprived of that position of equality which the 
Constitution so manifestly designs, and which constitutes 
the only sure and stable foundation upon which this Union 
can repose. 

Because the right of the slaveholding States to a com- 
mon and equal enjoyment of the territory of the Union 
has been deteated by a system of measures which, without 
the authority of precedent, of law, or of the Constitution, 
were manifestly contrived for that purpose, and which Con- 
gress must sanction and adopt, should this bill become a 
law. In sanctioning this system of measures, this Gov- 
ernment will admit that the inhabitants of its Territories, 
whether permanent or transieut, and whether lawfully or 
unlawfully occupying the same, may¥orm a State without 
the previous authority of jaw; without even the partial 
security of a territorial organization formed by Congress 5 
without any legal census or otber sufficient evidence of 
their possessing the number of citizens necessary to author- 
ize the representation which they may claim; and without 
any of those safeguards about the ballot-box which can 
only be provided by law, and which are necessary to ascer- 
tain the true sense of a people. It will admit, too, that 
Congress, having refused to provide a government except 
upon the condition of excluding slavery by law, the exec- 
utive branch of this Government may, atits own diseretion, 
invite such inhabitants to meet in convention under such 
rules as itor its agents may prescribe, and to form acon- 
stitution affecting not only their own tights, but those also 
of fifteen States of the Confederacy, by including territory 
with the purpose of excluding those States from its enjoy- 
ment, and without regard to the natural fitness of boundary, 
or any of the considerations which should properly deterin- 
ine the limits of a State. [t will also admit that the con- 
vention thus called into existence by the Executive may 
be paid by him out of the funds of the United States with- 

-out the sanetion of Congress, in violation not only of the 


plain provisions of the Constitution, but of those principles 
of obvious prepriety which would forbid any act caiculated į) 


to make that convention dependent upon it; and last, but 
not least, in the series of measures which thisGovernment 
must adopt and sanetion in passing this bill, is the release 
of the authority of the United States by the Executive alone 
to a goversunent thus formed, and not presenting evéa guf- 
ficient evidence of its having the assent of a majority of the 
people for whom it was designed. With avigw of all these 
considerations, the undersigned are constrained to believe 
that thisGovernment could never be brought toadmita State 
presenting itself under such circumstances, if It were not 
for the purpose of excluding the people of the staveholding 
States from all opportunity of settling with their property 
in that Territory. 

Because, to vote for a bill passed under such circum- 
stances, would be to agree toa principle which may exclude 
forever hereatter, as it does now, the States which we rep- 
resent, from all enjoyment of the common territory of the 
Union—a principle which destroys the equal rights of their 
constituents, the equality of their States in the Confed- 
cracy, the equal dignity of those whom they represent as 
men and as citizens in the eye of the law, and their equal 
title to the protection of the Government and tic Consti- 
tution. 

Because the admission of California as a State into the 
Union without any previous reservation assented to by her 
of the publie domain, might involve an actual surrender 
of that domain to, or at all events places its future disposal] 
atthe merey of, that State, as no rese: vation in the bill can 
be binding upon her until she assets to it, and as her dis- 
sent “hereafter? would in no manner affect or impair the 
act of her admission. $ 

Because all the propositions have been rejected which 
have been made to obtain either a recognition of the right 
of the slavcholding States to a common cnjoyment of all 
the territory of the United States, or toa fair division of that 
territory between the slavcholding and non-siaveholding 
States of the Union; every effort having failed which has 
been made to obtain a fair division of the territory proposed 
to be brought in as the State of California. 

But lastly, we dissent from this bil, and solemnly protest 
against its passage, because, in sanctioning measures sO 
contrary to former precedent, to obvious policy, to the spirit 
and intent of the Constitution of the United States, for the 
purpose of excluding the slaveholding States from the ter- 
ritory thus to be erected into a State, this Government in 
effect declares that the exclusion of slavery from the terri- 
tory of the United States is an object so high and important 
as to justify a disregard, not only of all the prineiples of 
sound policy, but also of the Constitution itself. Against 
this conclusion we must now and forever protest, as it is 
destructive of the safety and liberties of those whose rights 
have been committed to our care, fatal to the peace and 
equality of the States which we represent, and must tead, 
if persisted in, to the dissolution of that Confederacy in 
which the slaveholding States have never sought more than 
equality, and in which they will not be content to remain 
with less. 


J. M. MASON, 
R. M. de HUNTER, 
. P. BUTLE A 
R. B. BARNWELL, § South Carolina. 
H. L. TURNEY, Tennggsee, 
PIERRE SOULE, LodBiana. 
JEFE°N DAVIS, Mississippi. s 
DAVID R. ATCHISON, Missouri. 
JACKSON MORTON 
D. L. YULEE, 3 i} Florida. 
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Virginia. 


a 


rendered more fixed by the develop fe 
movement began, of a general 1 
public mind of the majority sectio. 


the Constitution, and to-principles of con 


in such an issue she is prepared to devote th 
and fortunes of all her people. © =. i 
Although the present means of Florida are'a 
knowledged to be limited, yet, having oncé a 
sumed the rank of a State, she asstimed wi 3 
rights its duties also, and its responsibilities to 
her people and their posterity. “hese she must 
fulfill, according to her best judgment, with all the 
more jealousy of control because weak, but with- 
none the less claim on that account to the respect 
ofall true men. : bs Sea sien es 
Acknowledging, Mr. President, with: grateful 
emotions, my obligations for the many courtesies I 
have enjoyed in my intercourse with the gentlemen 
of this body, and with most cordial good wishes 
for their personal welfare, | retire from their midst 
in willing loyalty to the mandate of my State, and 
with full approval of her act. : et) 
Mr. MALLORY. Concurring, as. I do, with 
all that my colleague has said, I ask but a-brief 
moment to add a word or two further. : 
In retiring from this body, I cannot but feel, 
and I will not forbear the expression of, profound 
regret that existing causes imperatively impel. us 
tothisscparation, When reason and justice shall 
have asserted ascendency over party and passion, 
they will be justly appreciated; and thissouthern . 
movement, demanded by considerations dear to 
freemen in every age, will stand proudly vi 
cated. OM ae 
Throughout her Jong and patient endurance ¢ 
insult and wrong, the South haselungto the Union 
with unfaltering fidelity; a fidelity which, while 
nourishing irritation in the hearts of her own sons, 
has butgerved to nerve the arms of her adversaries. 
Florida came into the Union fifteen years ago; 
upon an equality. with the original States, and 
their gghts in the Confederacy-are equally her 
rights’ She could not, if she would, separate her 
action from her southern sisters; and, demanded 
as her action is, by those considerations which 
a free people can never ignore, she would notif 
she could. From the Union, governed by the 
Constitution as our fathers made it, there breathes 
not a secessionist upon her soil; but a deep sense 
of injustice, inequality, and insecurity, produced 
by the causes to which I have adverted, is brought 
home to the reason and patriotism of her peoples 
and to secure and maintain those rights which 
the Constitution ho longer accords them, they 
have placed the State of Florida out of the Con- 
federacy. a 
In thus turning from the Union tọ the vailed 
and unknown future, we are neither ignorant nor. 
reckless of the lions in our path. . We know that 
the prompt and peaceful organization of a prac- 
tical republican government, securing liberty, 
equality, and justice to every citizen, is one of 
the most difficult, as it is one of the most mo- 
mentous duties devolving upon men; and nowhere 
perhaps upon the earth, beyond our own country, 
could this great work be achieved. But so well 
are human rights and national liberty understood 
by our people; so deeply are ey imbued with 
the spirit of freedom and knowledge of govern- 
ment, that wore this Republic utterly broken and 
destroyed, like the shattered vase of the poct, to 
whose very fragments the scent of the roses still 
clang, its very ruins breathing the true spirit of 
civil and religious liberty, would plead for and 
demand a wise and noble reconstruction. 
Whatever may be the immediate results, there- 
fore, of the momentous crisis now upon us, [ have 
no fears for the freedom of my countrymen. - Nor: 
do I admit for a moment that the great American: 
experiment of government has proved or can prove. 
afailure; but] maintain, onthe contrary, that passz: 
ing events should inspire in the hearts of the pa- 
triotand statesman, not only hone, but co nee. 
Five States have already dissoly 


tion with the Union; and through ut t 
stages by which their people, in their 
capacity, have reached secession, th 


hibited a calmness and. delibera ion which find: 
no parallel in the history’of mankind. This is 


y 
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entirely thearesult of our admirable system of 
independent State governments. And, sir, were 
this Federal District, with Presidents, Congress, 
Departments, and courts, and all the machinery 
of Federal Government, suddenly sunk athousand 
fathoms deep, under the admirable working of 
these State governments the rights and liberties of 
their people would receive no shock or detriment. 
- Th thus severing our connection with sister 
States, we desire to go in peace, to maintain to- 
wards them an attitude not only of peace, but, if 
ossible, of kindness; and itis for them to determ- 
ine. whether we shall do so or not; and whether | 
commerce, the: great pacificator of earth, is to 
connect us as producers, manufacturers, and con- 
sumers, in fature friendly relations. If folly, 
wickedness, or pride, shall preclude the hope of 
peace, they may at once rear up difficulties in our 
path, Icading at once to what I confess I regard 
and dread as one of the greatest calamitics that 
can befalla nation—civil war; acivil war embrac- 
ing equally North and South. But, sir, be our 
difficulties what they may, we stand forth a uni- 
ted people to grapple with and to conquer them. 
Our willingness to shed our blood in this cause is 
the- highest proof we can offer of the sincerity of 
our connections; and I warn, nay, I implore you, 
not to repeat the fatal folly of the Bourbons, and 
.. mistake a nation for a faction; for the people of 
the South, as one man, declare that, sink or swim, 
live or die, they will not, as freemen, submit to 
the degradation of a constrained existence under 
a violated Constitution. But, sir, we desire to 
part from youin peace. From the establishment 
of the Anglo-Saxons upon this continent to this 
hour, they have never, as colonies or States, shed 
the blood of each other; and I trust we shall be 
spared this great calamity. We seck not to war 
upon, or to conquer you; and we know that you 
cannot conquer us. Imbrue your hands in our 
blood, and the rains of a century will not wash 
from them the stain, while coming generations | 
will weep for your wickedness and folly. 

In thus leaving the Senate, and returning to my 
own State, to pursue with unfaltering head and 
heart that path, be it gloomy or bright, to which 
her honor and interest may lead, I cannot forbear 
the acknowledgment of the kindnessand coartesy 
which | have ever received from many of the 

gentlemen of the Opposition; Senators to whom 

am indebted for much that I shall cherish 
through life with pleasure, and toward whom I 
entertain none but sentiments of kindness and re- 
spect. And J trust, sirs, that when we next con- 
front each other, whether at this bar or that of 
the just God, who knows the hearts of all, our 
lips shall not have uttered a word, our hands 
shall not have committed an act, directed against 
the blood of our people ` 

On this side of ihe Chamber, we leave, with 
profound regret, those whom we will cherish in 
our hearts, and whose names will be hallowed 
by our children. One by one, we have seen the | 
representatives of the truc and fearless friends of 
the Constitution fall at our side, until hardly a 
forlorn hope remains; and whatever may be our 
destiny, the future, with all of life’s darker mem- 
ories, will be brightencd by the recollection of 
their devotion to the true principles of our Gov- 
ernment, and of that wealth of head and heart in 
their intercourse with us which has endeared them 
to us and to ours forever. _ 

Mr. CLAY. Frise to announce, in behalf of 
my colleague and myself, that the people of Ala- 
bama, assembled in convention at their capitol on 
the 11th of this month, have adopted an ordinance 
whereby they withdraw from the Union, formed 
under acompact styled the Constitution of the Uni- 
ted States, resume the powers delegated to it, and | 
assume their separate station as a sovereign and || 
independent people. This is the act, not of faction 
or of party, but of the people. Truc, there isa | 
respectable minority of that convention who op- 
posed this act, not because they desired to pre- 
serve the Union, but because they wished to se- 
cure the codperation of all, or of a majority, of 
the southern or of the planting States. There are 
many coéperationists, but I think not one union- 

ist in the convention; allare in favor of withdraw- 
ing from the Union. I am therefore warranted in 
saying that this is the act of the freemen of Ala- 
bama. 


this momentous step, they have not 
y or unadvisédly. It isnot the crup- |; 


Tn taking 
acted hastil 


tion of sudden, spasmodic, and violent passion. 
It is the conclusion they have reached after years 
of bitter experience of enmity, injustice, and in- 
jury, at the hands of their northern brethren; after 
long and painful reflection; after anxious debate 
and solemn deliberation; and after argument, per- 
suasion, and entreaty have failed to secure them 
their constitutional rights. Instead of causing 
surprise and incurring censure, it is rather matter 
of amazement, if not reproach, that they have 
endured so much and so long, and have deferred 
this act of self-defense until to-day. 

It is now nearly forty-two years since Alabama 
was admitted into the Union. She entered it, as 
she goes out of it, while the Confederacy was in 
convulsions, caused by the hostility of the North 
to the domestic slavery of the South. Nota de- 
cade, nor scarce a lustrum, has elapsed, since her 
birth, that has not been strongly marked by proofs 
of the growth and power ofthat anti-slavery spirit 
of the northern people which seeks the overthrow 
of that domestic institution of the South, which is 
not only the chief source of her prosperity, but 
the very basis of her social order and State polity. 
It is to-day the master spirit of the northern States, 
and had, before the secession of Alabama, of Mis- 
sissippi, of Florida, or of South Carolina, severed 
most of the bonds of the Union. It denied us 
Christian communion, because it could not endure 
what it styles the moral leprosy of slaveholding; 
it refused us permission to sojourn, or even to pass 
through the North, with our property; it claimed 
freedom for the slave if brought by his master into 
a northern State; it:violated the Constitution and 
treaties and laws of Congress, because designed 
to protect that property; it refused us any share 
of Jands acquired mainly by our diplomacy and 
blood and treasure; it refused our property any 
shelter or security beneath the flag of a common 
Government; it robbed us of our property, and 
refused to restore it; it refused to deive: criminals 
against our laws, who fled to the North with our 
property or our blood upon their hands; it threat- 
ened us, by solemn legislative acts, with igno- 
minious punishment if we pursued our property 
into a northern State; it murdered southern men 
when secking the recovery of their property on 
northern soil; it invaded the borders of southern 
States, poisoned their wells, burnt their dwellings, 
and murdered their people; it denounced us by de- 
liberate resolves of popular meetings, ofparty con- 
ventions, and of religious and even'legislative as- 
semblies, as habitual violators of the laws of God 
and the rights of humanity; it exerted all the 
moral and physical agencies that human ingenu- 
ity can devise or diabolical malice can employ to 
heap odium and infamy upon us, and to make 
us a by-word of hissing and of scorn throughout 
the civilized world. Yet we bore allthis for many 
years, and. might have borne it for many more, 
under the oft-repeated assurance of our northern 
friends, and the too fondly cherished hope that 
these wrongs and injurics were committed by a 
minority party, and had not the sanction of the 
majority of the people, who would, in time, rebuke 
our enemies, and redress our grievances, 

But the fallacy of these promises and folly of 
our hopes have been too clearly and conclusively 
proved in late elections, especially the last two 
presidential elections, to permitus to indulge longer 
in such pleasing delusions. The platform of the 
Republican party of 1856 and 1860 we regard as 
a libel upon the character and a declaration of war 


| against the lives and property of the southern peo- 
No bitterer or more offensivecalumny could | 


le. 
be uttered against them than is expressed in de- 
nouncing their system of slavery and polygamy 
as ‘twin relies of barbarism.” It not only re- 
roaches us as unchristian and heathenish, but 


imputes a sin and a crime deserving universal | 


scorn and universal enmity. No sentiment is 
more insulting or more hostile to our domestic 
tranquillity, to our social order, and our social ex- 
istence, than is contained.in the declaration that 
our negroes are entitled to liberty and cquality 
with the white man. It isin spirit, if not effect, 
as strong an incitement and invocation to servile 
insurrection, to murder, arson, and other crimes, 
as any to be found in abolition literature. 

And to aggr@¥ate the insult which is offered us 
in demanding equality with us for our slaves, the 
same platform denies us equality with northern 
white men or free negroes, and brands us as an 
inferior race, by pledging the Republican party 


to resist our entrance into the Territories with our 
slaves, or the extension of slavery, which—as its 
founders and leaders truly assert—must and will 
effect its extermination. To crown the climax of 
insult to our feelings and menace of our rights, 
this party nominated to the Presidency a man 
who not only indorses the platform, but promises, 
in-his zealous support of its principles, to disre- 
gard the judgments of your courts, the obliga- 
tions of your Constitution, and the requirements 
of his official oath, by approving any bill prohibit- 
ing slavery in thé Territories of the United States. 

A large majority of the northern people have 
declared at the ballot-box their approval of the 
eile and the candidates of that party in the 
ate presidential election. Thus, by the solemn 
verdict of the people of the North, the slavchold- 
ing communities of the South are “ outlawed, 
branded with ignominy, consigned to execration, 
and ultimate destruction.”’ g 

Sir, are we looked upon as more or less than 
men? Is it expected that we will or can exercise 
that godlike virtue which ‘‘ beareth all things, 
believeth all things, hopeth all things, endureth 
all things;’’which teaches us to love our enemies, and 
bless them that curse us? Are we devoid of the 
sensibilities, the sentiments, the passions, the 
reason, and the instincts of mankind? Have we 
no pride of honor, no sense of shame, no rever- 
ence of our ancestors, no care of our posterity, 
no love of home, or family, or friends? Mustwe 
confess our baseness, discredit the fame of our 
sires, dishonor ourselves, degrade our posterity, 
abandon our homes, and flee from our country, 
all for the sake of the Union? Must we agree to 
live under the ban of our own Government? Must 
we acquiesce in the inauguration of a President, 
chosen by confederate, but unfriendly, States, 
whose political faith constrains him, for his con- 
science and country’s sake, to deny us our con- 
stitutional rights, because’elected according to the 
forms of the Constitution? Must we consent to 
live under a Government which we believe will 
henceforth be controlled and administered by 
those who not only deny us justice and equality, 
and brand usas inferiors, but whose avowed prin- 
ciples and policy must destroy our domestic tran- 
quillity, imperil the lives of our wives and chil- 
dren, degrade and dwarf, and ultimately destroy, 
our State? Must we live, by choice or compul- 
sion, under the rule of those who present us the 
dire alternative ofan “ irrepressibie conflict” with 
the northern people in defense of our altars and 
our fireside, or the mamumission of our siaves, 
and the admission of them to social and political 
equality? No,sir, no! The freemen of Alabama 
have proclaimed to the world that they will not; 
and have proved their sincerity by seceding from 
the Union, and hazarding all the dangers and dif- 
ficulties of a separate and independent station 
among the nations of the earth, 

They have learned from history the admoni- 
tory truth, that the people who live under gov- 
ernors appointed against their consent by un- 
friendly foreign or confederate States, will not 
long enjoy the blessings of liberty, or have the 
courage to claim them. They feel that were they 
to consent to do so, they would lose the respect 
of their foes and the sympathy of their friends. 

hey are resolved not to trust to the hands of 
their enemies the measure of their rights. The 
intend to preserve for themselves, and to transmit 
to their posterity, the freedom they received from 
their ancestors, or perish in the attempt. Cor- 
dially approving jaisact of my mother State, and 
acknowledging no other allegiance, I shall return, 
like a true and loyal son, to her bosom, to defend 
n honor, maintain her rights, and share her 
ate, 

Mr. FITZPATRICK. Mr. President, I rise 
merely to add, that having had an opportunity of 
knowing beforehand the sentiments which my 
colleague has expressed; and believing that they 
fairly represent the feelings, opinions, and pur- 
poses of our constituents, and correctly explain 
the reason and causes of their late action, he was 
fully warranted in saying he had my full concur- 
rence in the views which he has just submitted. 
I therefore deem it unnecessary, if not Improper, 
to abuse the privilege which ihe courtesy of the 
Senate accords to me, by further remarks. I feel 
that I am bound by the act of Alabama, and can- 
not claim the rights and privileges of a member 
ofthis body. LTaecknowledge no loyalty to any 
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ether Power than that of my sovereign State; and 
shall return to her with the purpose to sustain 
her action and to share her fortunes, for weal or 
woe. : 

_ Mr. DAVIS. I rise, Mr. President, for the 
purpose of announcing to the Senate that I have 
satisfactory evidence that the State of Mississippi, 
by a solemn ordinance of her people in conven- 
tion assembled, has declared her separation from 
the United States. Under these circumstances, 
of course my functions are terminated here. It 
has seemed to me proper, however, that I should 
appear in the Senate to announce that fact tomy 
associates, and I will say but very little more. 
The occasion does not invite me to go into argu- 
ment; and my physical condition would not per- 
mit me to do so if it were otherwise; and yet it 
seems to become me to say something on the part 
of the State I here represent, on an occasion so 
solenin as this. : 

It is known to Senators who have served with 
me here, that I have for many years advocated, 
as an essential attribute of State sovereignty, the 
right of a State to secede from the Union. There- 
fore, if I had not believed there was justifiable 
cause; if I had thought that Mississippi was act- 
ing without sufficient provocation, or without an 
existing necessity, I should still, under my theory 
of the Government, because of my allegiance to 
the State of which I ama citizen, have been bound 
by her action. I, however, ma be permitted to 
say that I do think she has justifiable cause, and 
T approve ofher act. Iconferred with her people 
before that act was taken, counscled them then 
thatif the state of things which they apprehended 
should exist when the convention met, they should 
take the action which they have now adopted. 

I hope none who hear me will confound this 
expression of mine with the advocacy of the right 
of a State to remain in the Union, ahd to disre- 
gard its constitutional obligations by the nullifica~ 
tion of the law. Such is not my theory. Nulli- 
fication and secession, so often confounded, are 
indced antagonistic principles. Nullification’is a 
remedy which it is sought to apply within the 
Union, and against the agent of the States. It is 
only to be justified when the agent_has violated 
his constitutional obligation, and a State, assum- 
ing to judge for itself, denies the right of the agent 
thus to act, and appeals to the other States of the 
Union for a decision; but when the States them- 
selves, and when the people of the States, have 
so acted as to convince us that they will not re- 

ard our constitutional rights, then, and then for 
the first time, arises the doctrine of secession in 
its practical application. 

A great man who now reposes with his fathers, 
and who has been often arraigned for a want of 
fealty to the Union, advocated the doctrine of nul- 
lifcation, because it preserved the Union, It was 
because ofhisdeep-seatedattachmentto the Union, 
his determination to find some remedy for exist- 
ing ills short of a severance of the ties which 
bound South Carolina to the other States, that 
Mr. Calhoun advocated the doctrine of nullifica- 
tion, which he proclaimed to be peaceful, to be 
within the limits of State power, not to disturb 
the Union, butonly to be a means of bringing the 
agent before the tribunal of the States for their 
judgment, 

Secession belongs to a different class of rem- 
edies. It is to be justified upon the basis that the 
States are sovereign. There wasa time when 
none denicd it. Lhope the time may come again, 
when a better comprehension of the theory of our 
Government, and tho inalienable rights of the 
people of the States, will prevent any one from 
denying that each State is a sovereign, and thus 
may reclaim the grants which it has made to any 
agent whomsoever, 

I therefore say I concur in the action of the 
people of Mississippi, believing itto be necessary 
and proper, and should have been bound by their 
action if my belief had been otherwise; and this 
brings me to the important point which I wish on 
this last occasion to present to the Senate. It is 
by this confounding of nullification and secession 
that the name of a great man, whose ashes now 
mingle with his mother earth, has been invoked 
to justify coercion against a seceded State. The 
phrase “ to execute the laws,” was an expression 
which General Jackson applied to the case of a 
State refusing to obey the laws while yet a mem- 
ber of the Union. That is not the case which is 


now presented. The laws are to be executed 
over the United States, and upon the people of 
the United States. They haveno relation to any 
foreign country. Itis a perversion of terms, at 
least it is a great misapprehension of the case, 
which cites that. expression for application to a 
State which has withdrawn from the Union. You 
may make war on a foreign State. . If it be the 
purpose of gentlemen, they may make war against 
a State which has withdrawn from the. Union; 
but there are no laws of the United States to be 
exccuted within the limits of a seceded State. A 
State finding herself in the condition in. which 
Missishippi has judged sheis, in which her safety 
requires that she should provide for the mainte- 
nance of her rights out of the Union, surrenders 
all the benefits, (and they are known to be many,) 
deprives herself oftheadvantages, (they are known 
to be great,) severs all the ties of affection, (and 
they are close and enduring,) which have bound 
her to the Union; and thus divesting herself of 
every benefit, taking upon herself every burden, 
she claims to be exempt from any power to ex- 
ecute the laws of the United States within her 
limits. 

I well remember an occasion when Massachu- 
setts was arraigned before the bar of the Senate, 
and when then the doctrine of coercion was rife 
and to be applied against her because of the res- 
cuc of a fugitive slave in Boston. My opinion 
then was the same that itis now. Notin a spirit 


of egotism, but to show that I am not influenced 
in my opinion because the case is my own, I 
refer to that time and that occasion as containing 
the opinion which I then entertained, and on 
which my present conduct is based. I then said, 
if Massachusetts, following her through a stated 
line of conduct, chooses to take the last step which 
separates her from the Union, it is her right to go, 
and I will neither vote one dollar nor one man to 
coerce her back; but will say to her, God speed, 
in memory of the kind associations which once 
existed between her and the other States. 

It has been a conviction of pressing necessity, 
it has beena belief that we are to be deprived in the 
Union of the rights which our fathers bequeathed 
to us, which has brought Mississippi into her 
present decision. She has heard proclaimed the 
theory that all men are created free and equal,and 
this made the basis of an attack upon her social 
institutions; and the sacred Declaration of Inde- 
pendence has been invoked to maintain the posi- 
tion of the equality of the races. That Declara- 
tion of Independence is to be construed by the 
circumstances and purposes for which it was 
made. The communities were declaring theirin- 
dependence; the people of those communities were 
asserting that no man was born—to use the lan- 
guage of Mr. Jefferson—booted and spurred to 
tide over the rest of mankind; that mon were 
created equal—meaning the men of the political 
community; that there was no divine right to rule; 
that no man inherited the right to govern; that 
that there were no classes by which power and 
place descended to families, but that all stations 
were equally within the grasp of cach member of 
the body-politic. These were the great princi- } 
ples they announced; these were the purposes for 
which they made their declaration; these were 
the ends to which their enunciation was directed. 
They have no reference to the slave; else, how 
happened it that among the items of arraignment 
made against George HI was that he endeavored 
to do just what the North has been endeavoring 
of late to do—to stir up insurrection among our 
slaves? Had the Declaration announced that the 
negroes were free and equal, how was the Prince 
to be arraigned for stirring up insurrection among 
them? And how was this to be enumerated among 
the high crimes which caused the colonies to sever 
their connection with the mother country? When 
our Constitution was formed, the same idea was 
rendered more palpable, for there we find pro- 
vision made for that very class of persons as prop- 
erty; they were not putupon the footing of equality 
with white men—not even upon that of paupers | 
and convicts; but, so far as representation was 
concerned, were discriminated against as a lower 
caste, only to be represented in the numerical | 
proportion of three fifths. | 

Then, Senators, we recur to the compact which | 
binds us together; we recur to the principles upon 
which our Government. was founded; and when 
you deny them, and when you deny to us the | 


not even for ot : 
rom: the- high-and 


rights we inherited, and which-it'is: our sacred 
duty to transmit unshorn to- our childrens: € s 

L find in myself, perhaps, a typeof the gene: 
feeling of my constituents towards yours. Tany 
sure I feel no hostility: to you; Senators from. the 
North. J am sure there is not one of you, what- 
ever sharp discussion ‘there may have been be- 
tween us, to whom I cannot now say, in the pres- 
ence of my God, I wish you well; and such, fam 
sure, is the feeling of the people whom F represent 
towards those whom you represent. . I therefore 


feel that I but express their. desire when I say 1 


hope, and they hope, for peaceful relations with 
you, though we must part.. They may be mu- 
tually beneficial to us in the future, as they: have 
been in the past, if-you so will it. “The reverse 
may bring disaster on every portion of the country. 
andif you will have it thus, we willinvoke the God 
of ourfathers, who delivered them from the power 
of the lion, to protect us from the ravages of the 
bear; and thug, putting our trust in God, andjin 
our own firm hearts and strong arms, we will vin- 
dicate the right as best we may. 7 ; 
In the course of my service here, associated at 
different times with a great variety of Senators, I 
sec now around me some with whom Ihave served ` 
long; there have been points of collision; but 
whatever of offense there has been to me, I leave 
here; I carry with me no hostile remembrance. 
‘Whatever offense I have given which has not been 
redressed, or for which satisfaction has-not been 
demanded, I have, Senators, in this hour of our. 
parting, to offer you my apology. for any ‘pain 
which, in heat of discussion, L have inflicted. -1 
go hence unencumbered of the: remembrance of 
any injury received, and having discharged the 
duty of making the only reparation in my power 
for any injury offered. : 
Mr. President, and Senators, having made the 
announcement which the occasion seemed to me ~ 
to require, it only remains for me to ‘bid A 


final adieu. 


ADMISSION OF KANSAS. 


The VICE PRESIDENT. The special order 
fixed for one o’clock is the joint resolution of the 
Senator from Kentucky, (S. No. 545) but the bill 
for the admission of Kansas being the unfinished 
business of Saturday, takes precedence. 

Mr. SEWARD. ` I move that the Senate pro- 


| ceed to the consideration of the unfinished busi- 


ness. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. 
so without a motion. . 
Mr. SEWARD. Very well. € 
The Senate, as. in Committee of. the Whole, 
resumed the consideration of the bill (I. R. No. « 
23) for the admission of. Kansas into the Union; 
the pending question being on the amendment of 
Mr. Green, to add to the billadditional sections 
for the organization of the Territory of Jefferson. 
Mr. GREEN. Mr. President, I had a fair 
hearing on Saturday of all the amendments I pro- 
posed, and I shall not renew them. Į see it is 
the settled judgment of a majority of the Senate 
to pass this bill without amendment; but I must 
take this occasion to say that I moved these 
amendments in good faith; I thought they would 
improve the bill and better promote the public in- 
terests, and especially the interests of Kansas. 
They, however, failed; and while under the rules 


It proceeds to do 


| of the body I should have a right to renew them 


when we get out of the Committee of the: Whole 
and get into the Senate, I shall not do-so, for lam 
satisfied the judgment of a majority of the Senate. 
is against them. I had intended, on Saturday, to 
make a general speech on the questions of the: 
day. Iwill not now do that. 1 will postpone it 


i to some other, perhaps more suitable, oceasion; 


but I must be permitted to make this remark: 
that the only object I had on Saturdays in: aesir- 
ing a postponement, was to have a mote fall Sen- 
ate, so as to give every Senator ar opportunity 


to vote upon the question this morning. : NOW; 


as the bill comes-up with the amendment pend: 


‘ing, if the Senate will give me leave, Ewik with- 
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draw theamendment. [" Leave!” “* Leave!’’] Ido 
nat'wish to prejudice the question itself. Jeffer- 
son. Territory ought to be organized; but many 
of the Senators in favor of the bill advise me that 
they will, at the proper time, vote for it, if I bring 
it up as a separate measure. For that purpose, 
ï withdraw the amendment, with the leave of the 
Senate. - : ; 

. The VICE PRESIDENT. The yeas and nays 
have not been ordered, nor has any amendment 
been moved to.the amendment; and therefore the 
Senator-hasaright to withdraw it. If no amend- 
ment be offered, the bill will be reported to the 
Senate. 

The dill was re 
amendment. 

Mr. FITCH. I shall renew the amendment 
which I offered to this bill on Saturday. The vote 
was then too close to satisfy me that a majority 
of the Senate were determined not to adopt it. It 
is well known, Mr. President, that nearly all of our 
present lamentable sectional difficulties are con- 
nected with the disposition of our Territories, and 
particularly with two questions in relation to those 
Territories. One of these is the right of a Terri- 
torial Legislature to abolish slavery. Another, 
the existence. or non-existence of that institution 
within the Territories, by virtue, as it has been 
claimed by some of the Representatives of the 
southern States, of the Constitution. Both of 
these questions are now pending before appropri- 
ate judicial tribunals; and unless the refusal upon 
the part of the members of the Senate on the op- 
posite side ofthe Chamber toadopttheamendment 
which 1 have offered iets one of these questions 
fail, they will both be before the Supreme Court 
in a short time. Certainly, sir, it is desirable 
they should both be finally adjudicated; for, not- 
withstanding the deciaration of Senators upon the 
opposite side of the Chamber that, in the Dred 
Scott case, these questions were not decided, and 
only an opinion—an obiter dictum—of the court 
given in relation to them, I can but hope those 
Senators are as willing they should be decided as 
are Senators upon this side, and wili be equally 
loyal to the decision whenever it shall be made. 

One of these points has been decided bya Uni- 
ted States court in Kansas Territory, and I may 
be excused for feeling some interest in having 
that case decided in the highest court, because 
Were is stili another point involved in it which 

as the subject of cólloqúy during the jast ses- 
sion between the Senator from Mississippi, who 
then sat on my right, [Mr. Brown,] ond myself, 
That Senator, it wili be remembered, asked for 
congressional protection of slavery in the Terri- 
tories. ln common with the Senator from Louis- 
jana, [Mr. Bensamin,] l took the position that no 
such congressional protection was required; that 
if slavery existed, as he claimed, by virtue of the 
Constitution, in the Territories, the common law 
afforded all the remedies he ought to desire. The 
case in the Kansas territorial court was a suit at 
common law, The Territorial Legislature hav- 
ing prohibited slavery, a slave escaped from her 
owner, and was reclaimed upon a common law 
writ—a writ of replevin, as I think the legal pro- 


ported to the Senate without 


fession calls it. The defense was, that, the Terri- | 


torial Legislature having abolished slavery, no 
such property existed within that Territory. The 
judgment of the court was, that the action of the 
Territorial Legislature was unconstitutional. If 
this case goes to the Supreme Court, then one of 
these controverted points which, at this moment, 
are shaking-the Government to its foundation, 
will be finally decided one way or the other. 
There is at this time, Iam informed, in Chi- 
cago, another case in which is involved the ques- 
tion of the existence or non-existence, theoreti- 
cally, of slavery in a common Territory by virtue 
of the Constitation, or of common ownership. 
There a fugitive has been rescued, and the de- 


fense is that she escaped from Nebraska, a Ter- | 


ritory in which there was no local law recogniz- 
ing or protecting slavery, and that therefore no 


such property existed within that Territory. The | 


bill, of course, now before the Senate for the ad- 


mission of Kansas, does not affect this latter case; | 


but it does the former, and a very vital one. 
Now, when Senators over the way see only on 
one side the wishes of a population as limited as 
that of Kansas, and upon the othera Union about 
to crumble to fragments, because, perhaps, of a 


want, mainly, of decision on these specific points,” 


will they hesitate?. Which is of the most import- 
ance, to procure an early decision of this question, 
or to hurry the admission of Kansas two, three, 
or four. days earlier, at the expense, perhaps, of 


1s involved in the amendment: on the one side, 
a prompt appeal.to the Supreme Court, and an 
early decision of an important controverted point; 
on the other side, a delay in according the wishes 
of a limited population in a remote Territory— 
upon the one side, a mere blecding Kansas; on the 
other, a bleeding Union. I have nothing further 
to say on this subject. I promised Saturday 
that I would not debate it. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. I have only to remark that 
there is no such question involved asa delay in 
the settlement of this judicial question to which 
the Senator refers. No one proposes to do any 
act by which the suit pending shall be delayed. 
On both sides it is proposed that there shall be 
such legislation as shall preserve that casc in its 
order. If the case shall continue in the United 
States court, there is no probability that it can be 
reached in onc, two, or three years, in the due 
order of proceeding in that court; hence, all the 
arguments made about delay full to the ground, 
for it does not involve a delay of one instant of 
time, It is only a question whether this bill shall 
be sent back to the House of Representatives by 
an amendment that will delay the admission of 
the State. I understand gentlemen on the other 
side of the Chamber to say that they intend to 
bring ina bill at once to establish the United States 
judiciary for thatnew State, and to make provision 
for the preservation of all the cases. 

Mr. COLLAMER. That can be preserved. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. All that can be preserved 
under the Constitution of the United States. I 
think we can trust those assurances, especially 
when they have as much interest in that line of 
policy, in my opinion, as any men in the world. 
They certainly do not desire to leave that State 
without a judiciary system for twelve months; 
j and, unless they pass it, and have itapproved be- 
| fore the 4th of March, there can be no judiciary 
| system there until next winter. 

Mr. COLLAMER. Of the United States cases. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. Of the United States cases. 
I take it for granted there is no question of delay- 
ing the judicial décision; but the question is as 
to delaying the act of admission. For that rea- 
son I am utterly opposed to an 
the bill; but I renew the pledge fie heretofore 
made: bring up your bill to-morrow, or to-day, 
for establishing a judicial system, and I will vote 
to put W right through, without the slightest de- 
lay, and I shall think that gentlemen on the other 
side act very strangely after what they have said, 
if they do not vote so too. : 

Mr. SEWARD. Mr. President, I respond 
entirely to what has been said by the honorable 
Senator from Ilinois. I want to meet this qucs- 
tion of the admission of Kansas upon its merits; 
and I do not want to meet collateral or incidental 
questions any longer in connection with Kansas. 
If there is any community in this country which 
is entitled to any right at the hands of the Con- 
gress of the United States, it is the people of 
Kansas to be admitted into this Union now, and 
to be admitted after complying,as they have done, 
in good faith and fully, with all the customary 
requirements to which the people of the Territo- 
ries are subjected when they apply to Congress 
to allow them to change their condition from a 
Territory to that of one of the States of the Union. 

This proceeding is sought to be embarrassed 
by connecting with it a proposition to organize a 
judicial district in the State. It is unusual; it is 
unnecessary; it can be done separately and dis- 
tinctly; and thatis the prevailing custom which 
has been applied in such cases. If we depart now 
from that custom, and incorporate that provision 
into this bill, it sends Kansas back to the House 
of Representatives, after we have kept her wait- 
ing here one whole year for admission. A year 
ago the Flouse of Representatives sent us a bill to 
admit Kansas, If we had conditions to annex; 
if we had incidents to take care of, it ought to 
have been done a year ago and not now. 

The proposition to organize this judicial dis- 
trict is magnified by the circumstance that there 
are suits which may fall. Those suits practically 
have just exactly the value which every suit be- 


tween individuals has in the Territories. Stand- 


> 


preventing a decision altogether? This is what ! 


amendment of | 
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ing upon personal rights, it is our duty to save 
all that can bè saved of judicial rights and reme- 
dies. Iam prepared to do that. I am not pre- 
pared to make an exception from the customary 
practice for the purpose of sustaining this partic- 
ular interest of a public nature, which is supposed 
to depend upon the result of private litigation in 
these cases. Asthe honorable Senator from Illi- 
nois has said, I respond, you may. bring in your 
bill to-day for the organization of a judicial dis- 
trict in Kansas, and I will vote for it; and I will 
vote to save every remedy which can be saved, 
regardless of the consequences, whether the judg- 
ment which is to be pronounced be for or against 
the principles which I maintain in the adminis- 
tration of the Government, 

Mr. FITCH. Mr. President, the Senator from 
New York says that any proposition—any extra- 
neous one, as I believe he designates this—in con- 
nection with this bill, should have been brought 
in a yearago. The Senator’s memory is very 


| treacherous, unless he recollects that this was 


brought in a year ago, or whenever the bill came 
before the Senate, and has been pending from that 
hour to this. It was printed simultaneously with 
other amendments to the bill. 

Mr.SEWARD. Mr. President, the honorable 
Senator from Indiana 

Mr. FITCH. I had not finished. 

Mr.SEWARD. I beg pardon. 

Mr. FITCH. I yield, of course. 

Mr. SEWARD. The honorable Senator from 
Indiana misunderstands me, or else I fail to ex- 
plain myself. Ido not complain that this isa new 
proposition. What I say is, that Kansas was 
entitled to admission last year, and that all these 
questions ought to have been made last year, and 
disposed of, and not have delayed the whole ques- 
tion until this time, and now send the bill back to 
the House of Representatives for the purpose of 
securing conditions which ought to have been 
considered, together with the bill itself, upon its 
merits, and acted upon then. 

Mr. FITCH. And, Mr. President, as to the 
other cause for opposition mentioned by the Sen- 
ator from Hlinois, that the amendment will delay 
the passage of the bill by rendering it necessary 
to send it back to the House of Representatives, 
do Senators distrust their own political associates 
in that wing of the Capitol, now in an overwhelm- 
ing majority? With this amendment, the bill 
will not necessarily be delayed two days. The 
only question would be about bringing it up in 
the order of business, If Senators on tbe oppo- 
site side of the Chamber and the Senator from 
Illinois are so willing that a judicial district shall 
be created in Kansas, and pending suits kept alive, 
why not do it now, when we know the passage 
of this billis beyond the possibility of doubt, and 
there is doubt about the passage of any scparate 
judiciary bill? I do not doubt the sincerity of the 
Senator from Ilinois or of the Senators on the 
other side of this Chamber in their expression of 
willingness to pass such bill; but they cannot 
pledge themselves for the action ofthe other House; 


‘and while they are unable to thus pledge them- 


selves, they well know the importance attached to 
the early admission of Kansas by their political 
associates in that end of the Capitol is such that 
an amendment of this reasonable character will 
not delay its passage, as l have already said, be- 
yond a day or two. 

Then, if there is a willingness to keep the im- 
portant suit to which I bave alluded alive, that it 
may fifally be decided in the Supreme Court, if 
there is that willingness to create a judicial dis- 
trict, why not evince that willingness by adopt- 
ing the amendment? I certainly had a right to 
expect that the Senator from Illinois would assent 
to it; but I do not know that I have any right to 
expect that Senators on the opposite side of the 
Chamber will. They have manifested so little 
disposition of a conciliatory character in relation 
to our sectional troubles, that I have little expecta- 
tion they will, by act or vote, keep alive a suit 
in which a great question, against which they 
have contended, is involved,and which is likely, 
through this amendment, to be decided contrary 
to their views. 

Mr. GREEN. There is this other considera- 
tion: the trouble is in regard to the order of busi- 
ness in the House of Representatives, We know 
what their rules are; and we know the difficulty 
of bringing a question up for consideration. I 
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believe that a separate bill to organize that State 
into a judicial district would pass, if it could get 
a hearing, not only in this Chamber, but in the 
House of Representatives, We can get a hear- 
ing. in this body; but there is great difficulty in 
getting.a hearing in that body. You cannot move 
to.suspend the rules, except òn gne day; and it 
takes two thirds to carry that Wspension. If we 
pass the bill, it will never be reached in the House 
of Representatives; but if we put this amendment 
in this bill, itof necessity comes up asa disagree- 
ing vote between the two Houses, and has to be 
passed upon by it; and thus it insures the passage 
of it, if it meets the concurrence of a majorit 
there; whereas a judiciary bill cannot be passed, 
unless two thirds agree to suspend the rules for 
the purpose; and then only on Monday, when a 
motion to suspend the rules would be in order. 
There is, therefore, manifest propriety, as the 
thing itself is right, and as all concede it to be 
right, to put iton this bill; forthat insures its con- 
sideration in the House of Representatives. 

Again: it cannot possibly delay the bill. Talk 
about keeping Kansas out of the Union! It is 
not done to keep Kansas out of the Union. Itis 
atotal misapprehension of the design of the mover. 
Nota single amendment has been proposed for 
the purpose of keeping Kansas out of the Union. 
Suppose it shall delay it until to-morrow morn- 
ing: how much harm will be done? We pro- 
mote a great public good by providing means to 
enforce the laws; and then we may, with propri- 
ety, say, “the Union, the Constitution, and the 
enforcement of the laws.” 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Foster 
in the chair.) 1s the Senate ready for the ques- 
tion on the proposed amendment? 

Mr. FITCH. [ask for the yeas and nays 
upon it. f 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and being 
taken, resulted—yeas 29, nays 28; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Bayard, Benjamin, Bigler, Bragg, Bright, 
Clingman, Fitch, Green, Gwin, Nemphill, Hunter, Iverson, 
Johnson of Arkansas, Johnson of Tennessee, Kennedy, 
Lane, Latham, Mason, Nichotson, Pearee, Polk, Powell, 
Pugh, Rice, Saulsbury, Sebastian, Slidell, Thomson, and 
Wigtal—29. 

NAYS—Messrs. Anthony, Baker, Bingham, Cameron, 
Chandler, Clark, Collamer, Crittenden, Dixon, Doolittle, 
Douglas, Durkee, Fessenden, Foot, Foster, Grimes, Hale, 
Harlan, King, Morrill, Seward, Simmons, Sumner, Ten 
Eyck, Trumbull, Wade, Wilkinson, and Wilson—28. 

So the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed, 
and the bill to be read a third time. It was read 
the third time; and on the question, ‘ Shall the 
bill pass??? 

Mr. BINGHAM called for the yeas and nays; 
and they were ordered. 

-The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. KENNEDY. I wish to say, before the 
vote is announecd, that I was desirous of explain- 
ing my vote on this bill. 1 do not rise to do so 
now. I only wish to say, as I voted against the 
admission of Kansas and Minnesota on the same 
ground that I object to this, it was on that point 
that I desired to make some remarks, 

The result was then announced—yeas 36, nays 
16; as follows: 


YEAS — Messrs. Anthony, Baker, Bigler, Bingham, 
Bright, Cameron, Chandler, Clark, Collamer, Crittenden, 
Dixon, Doolittle, Douglas, Durkee, Fessenden, Fitch, Foot, 
Foster, Grimes, Hale, Harlan, Johnson of Tennessee, King, 
Latham, Morrill. Pugh, Rice, Seward, Simmons, Sumner, 
Ten Eyck, Thomson, Trumbull, Wade, Wilkinson, and 
Wilson—36. p 

NAYS—Messrs. Benjamin, Bragg, Clingman, Green, 
Hemphill, Hunter, Iverson, Johnson of Arkansas, Ken- 
nedy, Mason, Nicholson, Polk, Powell, Sebastian, Slidell, 
and Wigfai—16. 


So the bill was passed. 

BILLS BECOME LAWS. 

A message from the President of the United 
States, by Mr. GLOSSBRENNER, his Secretary, an- 
nounced that the President had approved and 
signed, on the 19th instant, the following bill and 
joint resolution: , 

A bill (S. No. 539) to continue in force an act 
therein mentioned relating to the port of Balti- 
more; and D, 

A joint resolution (S. No. 57) authorizing the 
Secretary of the Treasury to permit the owners 
of the steamboat John C: Frémont to change the 
name of the same to that of Horizon. 


SLAVERY QUESTION. . 
Mr. BIGLER. 1 desire to inquire what is the 
next special order? 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The next busi- 
ness before the Senate is the joint resolution (S. 
No. 54) proposing certain amendments to the 
Constitution of the United States, introduced by 
the Senator from Kentucky, [Mr. CRITTENDEN,] 
the question pending being on the amendment of 
the Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. Bien 
the amendment of the Senator from New 
shire, [Mr.Ciarx.] r 

Mr. BIGLER. After the solemn stene pre- 
sented here this morning, I confess I scarcely have 
the heart to approach the consideration of this 
subject. The solicitude—the universal and sol- 
emn solicitude, not to say alarm, that pervades 
the popular mind in my State, touching the pres- 
ent distracted and imperiled condition of the 
country, and the importunities which reach me 
daily on that absorbing topic, must plead my apol- 
ogy to the Senate for the expression of my opin- 
ions and feelings at this time. I shall probably 
never claim their attention again, and I shall be 
as brief as I properly can. It is mainly my pur- 
pose to deal with the eventful and inauspicious 
present, and, as far as that is possible, with the 
mysterious and gloomy future of our country and 
Government. ; 

I shall not repeat at length the oft-told and fa- 
miliar storics of the establishment- of colonies on 
thiscontinent; of their carly history; their doings 
and sufferings, their progress and prosperity; of 
the means by which they were induced toembrace 
the institution now the subjectof unhappy, if not 
fatal, controversy between the States of the Con- 
federacy; nor how those colonics in the course of 
time threw off their allegiance to the mother coun- 
try; how their representatives assembled at Inde- 
pendence Fall, at Philadelphia, in 1776, and ab- 
solved themselves from their former allegiance to 
Great Britain; how the people of all the States, 
north and south, made common cause in the pri- 
vations and sufferings that followed; how, after a 
struggle of seven years, their independence was 
fully established; how they formed a Confederacy 
of States for the mutual benefit of all; how and 
why that Confederacy fuiled to answer the pur- 
poses for which it was designed; and how, in 1787, 
these thirteen separate and independent States, by 
their representatives, assembled in convention at 
Philadelphia, in order to ‘ form a more perfect 
Union, establish justice, insure domestictranguil- 
lity, provide for the common defense, promote 
the gencral welfare, and secure the blessings of 
liberty;” nor how, in that work, Madison, Ran- 
dolph, Pinckney, Rutledge, and others of the 
South, and Franklin, Sherman, Gerry, Paterson, 
and others of the North, sat side by side, day 
after day, in solemn conclave over the affairs of 
the nation; how the individuality of the States 
was preserved and distinguished; how each ex- 
pressed its views, by a single vote, the smallest 
being equal to the greatest; and how it was agreed 
that when nine out of the thirteen should unite on 
conditions of a more perfect Union, that that 
Union should supersede the old form of Govern- 
ment, and be binding on those States only who 
might adopt it, leaving the opportunity for four 
of those independent parties to remain as separate 
States or sovereignties outside of the new Union. 

Nor need I relate the history of the acceptance 
of those new conditions, or call attention to the 
extreme caution and qualification with which they 
were accepted by New York, Virginia, and other 
States, and how Rhode Island and North Caro- 
lina remained out of the new Confederacy for two 
years or more, and were noticed by Congress as 
separate and independent Powers; nor more than 
state the political problem about amending the 
Constitution, to show what care was taken to re- 
tain power in the States over the popular will of 
the whole mass of people of all the States, con- 
sisting in the fact that amendments to the Consti- 
tution can be defeated by the votes of one thirti- 
eth of the electors of the United’States, and at the 
same time thatamendments can be carried against 
the will ofthe majority. This would beby thesmall 
States, to the numberof one fourth, uniting against 
the large States, and by a close vote within each 
State; on the other hand, the united vote of one 
fourth of the largest States, cast together, would 
make more than a majority of all the votes, whilst 
the remaining three fourths would carry the 
amendment, 

Nor, sir, need I tell the story of the subsequent 
career of our country under this new compact; 
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how it has grown, asit -were, by ic, from, 
thirteen feeble. colonies, with: 
habitants, to thirty-three independen 


States, embracing a population of ove 


three million. i 


federacy, and the people, North:and Sap de. 
common cause, in 1812, against a. foreign foe, 
contributing, with unsurpassed zeal and gener=, 
osity, money for the common Treasury, and men 

for the field of battles and how those men stood 

or fell together. Nor ‘how, at a later date in the. 
history of the country, in the war with Mexico, 

northern and southern men rushed with unsure 

assed zeal to the flag of the country, and fol- 

owed it, and planted it wherever the rights and 

the honor of the nation required. Then there was. 
no talk of North and South, of East and West; 
none of slaveocracy, and none of sectionalism, 
All was forgotton in the common cause of the 
country. Away downat Vera Cruz, beneath the 
rays of a tropical sun, were beheld the northern 
and the southern soldier and sailor. in.cordial fel- 
lowship and coöperation. And. then, again, on 
the rugged highways toward the City of Mexico, 
was heard the steady tread of the Palmetto’ boy, 
and the Pennsylvania volunteer, side by side and 
shoulder to shoulder, moving against_a foreign 
foe with unfaltering zeal and courage. No thou; cht 
of domestic feud or geographical distinctions dis: 
turbed that harmonious band. Their thoughts 
turned to the triumph and glory of the arms of a 
common country. Nor, sir, need I callto mind 
the distinguished heroes and patriots of the Revo- 
lution, and of the subsequent struggles, to show 
that the South equally with the North, and the 
North equally with the South, have contributed to 
establish our independence, and to build up our 
great country and Government, 

Nor, Mr. President, is it m urpose to trace 
in minute and elaborate detail the inauspicious 
events of the last fifteen years, which have brought 
our once happy’country to the very verge of civil 
war and its countless horrors and ravages, A 
glance at each of these is enough for my pur- 
pose. One after another they have followed: so 
closely down the current of time that the popular 
mind has seldom had time to become composed, 
whilst it has often been so agitated and maddened 
that reason and judgment have yielded to passion. 
and prejudice. . 

Nor, sir, shall I attempt to trace the history of 
these events with the view of fastening the re- 
sponsibility on this party or on that, by an elab- 
orate array of historical facts? I shall only look 
at these things so far as it may seem necessary to 
impress men with a sense of their full responsibil- 
ities to the country in the present critical epoch, and 
for this purpose only. On these points the pop- 
ular judgment is too far matured to be disturbed 
by any argument of mine. Nor is it essential to 
my purpose to know what that judgmentis.. ‘The 
Union must be saved, no matter whose measures 
and policy have endangered it. The country must 
be rescued from the disasters of civil warand‘an- 
archy, no matter whose folly and madness have 
produced the impending peril.. History. will take 
care of this. And as for the public men of the: 
present day, it were wiser for them to think of 
what history is to say of them, than to indulge in 
dreamy anticipations about the White House, 
first class missions, and Cabinet places. They 
have a chance for glorious or inglorious history, 
but none, none, sir, to gain the great prize of 
American ambition. If the statesmen of the pres- 
ent day, the men of these presents, should prove 
themselves incapable of performing the great mis- 
sion of preserving the institutions transmitted to 
them by the fathers, the sooner their names are 
forgotten the brighter will be their country’s his- 


tory. 

Tho fundamental cause of the imperiled condi- 
tion of the country is the institution of African 
servitude, or rather the unnecessary hostility to 
that institution on the part of those who have no 
connection with it, no duties to perform about it, 
and no responsibilities to bear as to the right or 
wrong of it. Each event, touching the extension, 
contraction, or control of this institution, ag it has: 
presented itself, has added to the mutual exasper- 
ation and strife between the North and the South, 
until men have become convinced that to have 
peace, as to all things else, the North and the 


South must be completely separated as to this in- 


stitution of slavery. - From 1820 te 1845 we had 
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comparative peace, except only the agitation kept 
up by asmall band of Abolitionists, in the North, 
who wrote and harangued against colonization, 
and in favorof immediate and unconditional eman- 
cipation of African slaves everywhere. But the 
annexation of Texas—they say she will need an- 
nexingagainsoon—the consequent war with Mex- 
ico, and the acquisition of new territory, renewed 
the strife in Congress once more; and by 1850 
the country witnessed ascene not entirely dissim- 
ilar to that which now-surrounds us. The first 
attempt at'adjustment was that of the Senator from 
Hiinots, [Mr. Douetas,] on the basis of the plan 
which had given the country peace in 1820; but 
itis matter of history that this proposition was 
voted against by the northern members of both 
branches of Congress, with few exceptions, and 
defeated. The anti-slavery men opposed its adop- 
tion in 1820; resisted its extension to the Pacific 
ocean in 1848; and contended against its repeal in 
1854. This means of adjustment being rejected, 
another was absolutely necessary ; and the com- 
promise measures of 1850 were the offspring of 
the wisest heads and the purest hearts in the 
land. But the peace that followed was brief. 
The legislation of 1854 in some measure renewed 
the excitement; and the cotemporaneous organ- 
ization of a sectional, anti-slavery party, since 
known as the Republican party, gave embodiment 
and force to the new agitation. Next came the 
struggle between the North and the South for as~ 
cendency in Kansas, with its countless excesses, 
outrages, usurpations, sedilions, and crimes; next 
the struggle about the admission of the State of 
Kansas; and in 1858 came the era of the dogma 
of an “irrepressible conflict”? between the insti- 
tutions of the States, enunciated by the President 
elect, Mr. Lincoln, and the distinguished Senator 
from New York, [Mr. Sewarp.] Then followed 
the John Brown raid on the State of Virginia; and 
next the developments of the mischievous doc- 
trines of the Hel 
members of Congress; and the vote of sixty Re- 
publican members of Congress for the Blake res- 
olution, to say nothing of the unjust and highly 
offensive attack made on southern men and south- 
ern institutions, in this body, by the Senator from 
Massachusetts, [Mr. Sumver.] Since then the 
sectional party of whose origin I have spoken 
have carried the elections in the North like a tor- 
nado; and now their President elect, with the dog- 
mas of his party as his guide, is awaiting the 4th 
of March to take possession of the Government; 
and though a million of men more voted against 
than for him, he is constitutionally elected, and 
must hold the office. 

The southern people, to a great extent, believe 
that those dogmas are to be carried out by the in- 


coming Administration, and that they are incon- | 


sistent with the constitutional rights of tl 


t te peo- 
ple of fifteen of the sovercign 


States of the Union; 


that those fifteen States are to be deprived of their | 


just rights under the Constitution, and thereby 
rendered less than equals in the Confederacy, 
which constitutes, in their opinion, a degree of 
dishonor and humiliation to which tbey will not 
submit, preferring the dissolution of tlic Union, 
and some say, even civil war, pestilence, and 
famine. South Carolina already denies her alle- 
giance to the United States; and Florida, Ala- 
bama, Mississippi, and Georgia, have also in sol- 
eran convention declared their determination to 
throw off their allegiance to this Government, and 
resist its authority; and the ten vacant seats on 
this side tell the story of the progress of the rev- 
olution in terms more significant than any I can 
em loy. Meanwhile, mutual jealousy, discord, 
and strife, are inflaming the whole land. So stand 
parties arrayed, and so stand the affairs of our 
distracted country at this hour. 

Our mission—a holy and sacred one—is to avert 
the impending calamities. Our task is to perpet- 
uate the institutions left us by the fathers. Are 
we equal to it? Can it be performed? Will it 
be performed? What sacrifices will it require? 
Must countless treasure be expended, and rivers 
of blood be shed? No, si 
none of the priceless sacrifices made for its estab- 
lishment are necessary—none, sir. It only re- 
quires that opinion, party, and prejudice should 
be mutually abandoned to attain the priceless end. 
No man’s honor or conscience need be harmed in 
this sacred work. 

I have previously declared the opinion that the 


per book, indorsed by sixty-nine | 


ir; none of these things; | 


proper and safe mode of doing this, could that be 
brought about with sufficient promptitude to meet 
the exigencies of the times, would be a conven- 
tion of the States—I mean all the States—io meet 
as our fathers met in Philadelphia in 1787. A 
body thus constituted would reflect the real sen- 
timents of the people, and the cool judgment and 
patriotism of the land; and I cannot doubt that 
the resukgivould be the adoption of new bonds of 
Union, under which all the States could live for 
many generations in harmony, if not till the end 
of time. But the crisis is upon us; the exigencies 
admit of no delay. The dissatisfied States demand 
immediate assurance of justice and equality within 
the Union, and the return of good will and frater- 
nity among the people, else they separate at once, 
and possibly forever, from the Government of the 
United States, whatever the hazards or sacrifices 
may be. Action—prompt action and thorough, 
is imperatively demanded on all sides. The prop- 


sense of the people immediately on measures of 
adjustment, which, it is believed, would arrest the 
progress of dissolution, and ultimately restore 
peace and good will, is, to my mind, the most 
auspicious step we can take. I'am of those who 
believe his measures will be accepted by the north- 
ern people, whatever the politicians may say or 
do to the contrary; and why should they not be 
submitted? Why should we not make at least 
this effort to save the Union? In God’s name, 
are we to stand idly by and see this great Gov- 
ernment broken into fragments, and possibly the 
whole nation plunged into an internecine war? If 
there be not statesmanship, love of country, mag- 
nanimity, and justice enough in Congress to save 
the Government, let us say so to the people, and 
call upon them to come to the rescue. But why 
should any man object to the reference of this 
question to the popular will in the several States; 


whatever it may be? Certainly no Senator will | 
assume ground so untenable. T can readily sce 
why Senators might be unwilling to accept these 
propositions for the people; but I can see no just 
reason for refusing the people the opportunity to 
accept them for themselves and for their repre- | 
sentatives. Does any man doubt the intelligence 
and patriotism of the people; or will any one say 
he does not seek the counsel and advice of his 
constituents in these times of trouble? It scems H 
to me that Senators on the other side, whether | 
the propositions of the Senator from Kentueky | 
or those proposed by myself be acceptable or not, | 


osition of the Senator from Kentucky to take the | 


or who will say that he will not obey that will, | 


side, or that either is blameless. Were the sacred 
challenge invoked in this body, ‘ whosoever is 
without sin amongst you, let him cast the first 
stone,” I should havefAo fear of whizzing mis- 
siles from the other gle of the Chamber; nor do 
I believe there woyfd be many discharged from 
this. 

Asthave said béfore, I consider the war of crim- 
ination and recrimination about slavery the root 
of the evil that besets our country; and the or- 
ganization of a sectional party based on thatissue, 
deriving its vital cnergies from that question, as 
the effective means by which the country has been 
brought to the brink of destruction; and of these 
things I shall speak more at length hereafter. 
This is my view, expressed in no unkind spirit, 
and only because I would impress upon Senators 
on the other side, and upon the men they repre- 
sent, the duty of concession at their hands. ‘The 
proposition of the Senator from Kentucky pre- 
sents the means of doing this without much sac- 
rifice of feeling or pride or principle. It is a 
proposition, so far as the Territories are con- 
cerned, simply to divide—to give all north of 360 
30’ to the North, excluding slavery, and to give 
all south of that line to the South, for her insti- 
tutions, during the territorial condition; and on 
either side of the line, aseverybody knows, when 
the Territories become sovereign States, they can 
have slavery or not, as they please. Is there 
anything unreasonable in the scheme? Can any- 
thing be more simple and just? It involves no 
dishonor, and the sacrifice of no admitted right, 
nor does it extend slavery one foot, or add one 
slave tothe number now in bondage. It is an 
adjustment on terms that must commend them- 
selves to all fair-minded men. We cannot agree 
about the management of this joint estate. We 
have kept up a protracted and angry controversy 
about its management; and the Senator from Ken- 
tucky proposes to divide it on the parallel of 360 
30', giving the free States about nine hundred 
thousand square miles, and the slavcholding States 
about two hundred and eighty thousand square 
miles. Surely the North should not complain of 
a division so generous to her. If we were about 
to makca peaceable division, no one would offer the 
South less, and no umpire would award them less, 
| But there seems to be peculiar sensitiveness on 
the other side about the terms to be employed in 
expressing this division. Why should that be 
so? Ig it not intended to be a division in good 
faith, and that cach section shal! have its share 
during the continuance of the territorial condition? 


should not hesitate to trust them to the people. I 
am quite sure, under similar circumstances, I 
should be very willing to take and abide the judg- | 
; ment of those I represent. Were it the question | 
of adopting the resolutions as amendments to the 
į Constitution, to be referred to the States for rat- 
| ification, members might well insist on having | 


If so, why not say so? -There is a perfect will- 
ingness to interdict slavery on the north side. 
Then why not recognize and maintain it on the 
south? Surely no honorable man will seek to 
have both sides of the bargain. 

If it be said that by this division, according to 
yourdoctrine, you yieldthe righttoexclude slavery 


just such propositions as met their own judgment; | 
but if they believe any measure of peace neces- 
sary, I cannot see why they should refuse to refer 
the propositions to the people, although they them- 
|| selves might be unwilling to accept them. 

|) This may bo called an extraordinary step; it 
i| may be said it is irregular; that it is without war- | 
;| rant in the Constitution, My answer toall this is, 
‘| that the times are irregular; the nature of the case 
| requires extraordinary measures; and certainly 
I there is nothing in the Constitution denying the 
|| right to Congress to submit propositions to the 
| 

i 

i 

! 


decision of the people—the power that created the 
Constitution. Did it propose the exercise of a 
final and binding action by Congress, then the 
‘questions of power and propriety might well be | 
raised, But as it is a proposition to consult the | 
power that makes constitutions, I do not see that | 
it can be regarded as the exercise of a dangerous | 
authority. But perhaps gentlemen on the other | 
side may be flatigring themselves with the idea i 
i| that there is no real danger to the stability of the | 
| Government, nor the peace of the nation. Or, | 
|| perhaps, they have concluded that even if it sa | 
i be that the country is in peril, they have had no | 
i| hand in producing that State of affairs,and should | 
|| make no sacrifices to avert the danger. Both | 
conclusions would be alike fallacious. The Union | 
sinimminent danger of permanentand disastrous 
disruption, and the country of civil war; and the | 
men on the other side have a large share, I say ; 
much the Jargest share, of the responsibility to | 
Lbear. Ido not say that the fault is all on onc 


i 
i 
} 


from two hundred and eighty thousand square 
miles south of the line, southern men reply that, 


| according to their doctrine—and, in my judgment, 


the true doctrinc—they yield the right to go into 
nine hundred thousand square miles north of the 
line. As for the question of future acquisitions, 
I would notstand upon that point, though I think 
it the part of wisdom to make the settlement final. 
‘The junior Senator from California [Mr. Lariam] 
fears that this feature of the adjustment may re- 
strain future acquisitions, Beitso. I think expe- 
rience is demonstrating that we have quite as 
much country as we are capable of governing, 
But he bases his opinion on the hypothesis that 
the present state of feeling between’ the North and 
the South is to continue, and that as men and par- 
ties now stand arrayed, so they are to stand for 
centuries to come. ‘The experience of the world, 
and especially that of our own country, is against 
the assumption. Could I believe this, then in- 
deed would I despair of the Republic. But I trust 
that the slavery agitation will soon culminate and 
recede, and that the American people will embrace 
other ideas and topics. But the North need not 


i| object to this provision: for if ever the question 
| 


should be presented in a sectional point of view, 
that section would have control of it, and in no 
way could new domain be foreed upon it. Could 
this territorial point be gained, Mr. President, I 
feel confident that all else in the programme would 
follow. The interdiction against the right of Con- 
gress to interfere with slavery in the places under 
us exclusive jurisdiction, and iñ this District, and 
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against any future right to. interfere with slavery 
within the States, seems less ‘objectionable. As 
for the rendition of fugitive slaves, the Constitu- 
tion is sufficient as it is; and if amended at all, in 
my. judgment it should impose the duty of re- 
turning fugitives on the States as well as on Con- 
gress; and surely all will agree that the service of 
the President should be limited to a single term, 
and that the slave trade should be forever inter- 
dicted. 

But the territorial question is the great obstacle 
in the way of peace; for it is through that feature 
of the adjustment that the South is to have that 
recognition of their rights and equality necessary 
to relieve their honor and allay their apprehen- 
sions. For myself, Mr. President, I hold that the 
people of the southern States, with their slaves, 
have a just and constitutional right to go into the 
common Territories, there to hold, use, and enjoy 
all property of whatsoever kind known to the 
Jaws of the State whence they emigrated. This 
principle was clearly laid down by the Supreme 
Courtin the case of Dred Scott. ButI do not rest 
my plea for the South on that decision alone. I 
found it on the broad principles of equity and 
justice. The Territories were acquired by the 
expenditure of common blood and treasure, and 
are, therefore, the common property of all; and 
so long as they so remain, if open to occupancy 
at all, they must be open to all. The States are 
equals by the express language of the Constitu- 
tion, and that principle of equality must prevail 
in the enjoyment of acommon estate. The right 
rests on the great principle of equity, as old as 
human government, and almost as sacred as di- 
vine truth. How palpably unjust it would be for 
the two great States of New York and Pennsyl- 
vania to seize upon a large district of this common 
estate, and then prescribe onerous conditions for 
emigrants from the small States of New Jerscy 
and Delaware; and yet this is precisely the right 
claimed in the Republican platform, to wit: that 
thenorthern States, having a majority in Congress, 
shall lay down the law to the effect that the emi- 


grant from a slaveholding State shall not go into | 


the common Territories unless he leaves his slave 
property behind. To my mind, Mr. President, 
this is the point at which the Republican creed is 
` fatally at fault, and at which their gravest respons- 
ibilities begin; and at which the work of saving 
the Union must begin. Here their creed encoun- 
ters both justice and law. The justice of the case 
is apparent to everybody; and the law is found in 
the Dred Scott decision. In that case the effect 
of an act of Congress interdicting slavery neces- 


sarily arose ;and the decision is clear and emphatic | 


that Congress has no right to pass such a law, 
and it was therefore null and void. 


and so familiar to Senators. 
But it is said that the court was divided. What 
of that, sir? A majority make the court, and 


when the majority speak the law is declared. | 


Congress is divided about the passage of laws; 
but when the majority speaks, though that ma- 
jority consists of one vote only, the law is enacted, 
and none but a madman would for that reason 
doubt its validity. Sad will be the day, and deep 
the demoralization, when men go behind the face 
of the law to inquire how legislators were divided, 
and behind decisions to see how the judges dif- 
fered, in order to find pretexts to evade or violate 
the law. But, notwithstanding this decision, it 
isan article of the Republican faith, that this un- 


constitutional and unjust thing shall be done; and || 


more: when almost ready to grasp the power to 
do this thing, you flatter yourselves that you have 
had no partin imperiling the Union; express sur- 
prise at the clamor thatis raised in the South, 
and talk freely about rebellion and treason; about 
the execution of the laws, and fidelity to the Con- 
stitution, and about the chastisement due to the 
seditious and disobedient. That is all very right 
and proper; but it would be well for them to put 


themselves right before they attempt to punish | 


others. Let them take the beam out of their own 
eye, and then they will see more clearly to re- 
move the mote out of their brother’s eye, - Your 
members of Congress, with scarce an exception, 
are pledged to deny to the slavcholder the right 


to gointo the common Territories, unless he leave i] 
roperty behind him, notwithstanding | 


his slave 
the Constitution, as defined by the court, and the 


equity so manifestly in his favor. Even your: 


Twill not pa- : 
rade the language of the court, so often presented, j| 


President elect has said that, were he a member 

of Congress, he would vote for such a-law, the 

decision of the court to the contrary. This is the 

worst part of his record, and I regret its existence; 
for he is the President elect, according to the 
Constitution, and must hold the office. My logic, 
Mr. President, is, that if we are for the Consti- 
tution at all, we must sustain every feature of it; 
and we must accept its meaning at the’ hands of: 
those who have the right to expound it; and I 
say further, that you might as well discuss the 
principles of the Christian religion with the in- 
fidel who denies the Bible, as American politics 
with the man who will not take the Constitution 
for his guide. I talk thus plainly, because I would 
have men realize the responsibilities of their teach- 
ings, and ponder on their consequences. Let them 

take warning from the voice of Webster, at Ca- 
pon Springs, in 1851: ‘a bargain broken on one 

side, is broken on all sides,” A solution for the 

awkward dilemma of the Republican party is fur- 

nished in the resolutions now pending before the 

Senate. Will they accept relicfin that way? Will 

Senators on the other side permit the people to 

decide? If not, the issue must be with them and 

their constituents; and let them be prepared for the 

consequences. 

The unfaithful execution of the fugitive slave 
law, though at times greatly exaggerated in its 
extent, is cause of grievous complaint on the part 
of our southern friends. It is said in extenua- 
tion of this wrong, that so far as State laws are 
inconsistent with the Constitution, they are null 
and void; and can, therefore, do no harm. 
my mind, Mr. President, this 4s no answer, and 
no amend for the wrong. It may be some kind 
of law; but it is bad morals, and enmity ra- 
ther than comity. Any attempt to embarrass the 
execution of the Constitution is bad faith, and 
betrays an unfriendly spirit, well calculated to 
awaken distrust and retaliation at the hands of 
the injured parties; and I hesitate not to say that 
all statutes wearing even an unfriendly appear- 
ance to the Constitution should be promptly re- 
pealed. Butsome of those statutes are manifestly 
in clear conflict with the letter and spirit of the 
Constitution; while others, less offensive in ap- 
pearance, are liable to be perverted into means of 
mischief and wrong. For instance: the Supreme 
Court has held that the owner of a fugitive slave 
has a right, by virtue of the Constitution, to pos- 
sess himself of his slave wherever he can find 
him; and yet nearly all the personal liberty bills 
in the North punish the owner for arresting his 


į slave in a manner to produce tumult or riot. All 


agree that tumult and riot should be prevented; 
but who does not know that half a dozen of abo- 
litionists, and an equal nuinber of free negroes, 
can get upa riot anywhere on the occasion of the 
arrest of a fugitive, and thus give the owner pen- 
alties instead of property? My own State has 
been arraigned on this point; and candor requires 
me to say that she is not entirely blameless. A 
part of her statute of 1847 has been the means of 
mischief and wrong, and ought to be repealed. 
But justice to her requires that I should also say, 
that so long as she was left to the performance of 
this duty of returning fugitives in her own way, 
there was little, if any, cause of complaint. More 
than one hundred and fifty years ago, the provin- 
cial authoritics of Pennsylvania recognized the 
right of the owner to the service of his slave; and 
in the law of 1780, abolishing slavery, she pro- 
vided for the return of fugitive slaves, and mani- 
fested her high spirit of comity by providing for 
the transit of slaves through her limits, and fora 
temporary sojourn of the owners with their slaves 
and servants, fora term not exceeding six months. 
Her law of 1826 was passed at the instance of the 
slaveholding State of Maryland, and under the 
auspices of commissioners appointed on the part 
of that State; and, singularly enough, that law 
contains some of the provisions complained of at 
this day. It punished kidnapping, and forbade 
State officers to execute the fugitive slave law of 
1793; but its own provisions for the return of 
fugitives were simple and direct, and convenient 
ofexecution; and the State officers and magistrates 
were required to execute itunder heavy penalties. 
From that time down to 1842, when the decision 
of the case of Prigg against the Commonwealth of 
Pennsylvania was announced, there was but little 
cause of complaint. But that decision released 
State officers from all obligation to execute the law | 


-of Congress; and held: that the State lawson that. 


To} 


subject were’ null and void, though- adopted in 
good faith to secure the return of fugitive slaves; 
that the. jurisdiction of the subject was not 
current, but belonged exclusively to Congress} or. 
rather that Congress, having legislated for the ex* 
ecution of that partof the Constitution, State legis. 
lation was inadmissible. It was held in addition,» 
that the owner hada perfect right to possess him=' 
self of his fugitive without process, and in disre+ 


gard of all State statutes. E 

The effect of this decision was felt immediately- 
in the States of Maryland and Virginia. It threw: 
about the law of 1793 the utmost: inconvenience 
of execution. In the State of Pennsylvania, for 
instance, Federal process could only be had at 
Pittsburg or. Philadelphia, with an intervening 
distance, bordering. on slave States, of four hun- 
dred miles; and hence claimants of fugitives, in- 
stead of applying for process, made arrangements 
for discovering and recapturing their fugitives 
without process and without trial. This. was 
done by the establishment of agencies, and alléged ’ 
slaves were picked up everywhere with impunity, 
and carried off without the presentation of the 
slightest evidence that the persons were slaves, 
or if slaves, that they were to be returned to their. 
real owners. This proceeding became :exceed+ 
ingly distasteful to the people, and a subject of 
general clamor even among those who were most 
desirous to execute the Constitution and keep 
faith with the slave States. Nor, sir, will it do 
to say that there are no instances in which free 
negroes were carried off. As I have before inti» ` 
mated on this floor, I know that one was carried 
from my own county, well known to be free, 
through the agency of a base man in a neighbor- 
ing county. The consequence of these things 
was the law of 1847, enacted in pursuance of a 
very gencral public sentiment. This law punishes 
kidnapping; and that is right. No slave State 
will object to that. It relieves State officers from 
the duty of executing the law of Congress.: That « 
can be no subject of complaint, because the Su- 
preme Court says such was the intention of the 
Constitution. It denied the use of the count 
prisons for the detention of fugitives during trial. 
After the adoption of the fugitive slave Jaw. of 
1850, this provision was repealed, and the use of 
prisons permitted to facilitate the execution of the 
law of Congress. The worst feature of it in exist- 
ence at present is that which punishes the owner 
who may arrest his fugitive without process under 
the law, and thereby producing tumult and riot; 
and this, I say, ought to be promptly repealed, 
for the reason that it is liable to abuse. But, sir, 
it is not true that there isany want, of disposition 
with the great mass of people that constitute that 
State to observe, in good faith, every obligation 
imposed upon them by the Constitution. They 
intend to perform their part. Nay, more, sir; 
they desire to avoid even the appearance of wrong; 
and had the State been permitted to follow:her 
own just policy, no man ever: would: have had 
sufficient ground for complaint against her. 

But, Mr. President, the organization of a geo- 
graphical party; that organization against which 
George Washington warned his country, was the 
fatal day for this Republic. -F have been in the 
habit of saying, sir, everywhere on the stump, 
that such an organization was inconsistent with 
the peace of the nation; that a political associa- 
tion so hostile to the institutions of another sec- 
tion of the country that it could have no recogni- 
tion and no members in the assaulted section, 
must necessarily be an agent of alienation and 
hostility among the people. George Washing- 
ton and Andrew Jackson both foresaw this, and 
men on the other side should have heeded. their 
warnings. It willnot do to say that it never was 
intended to bea sectional party; that it is based.on 
great truths that can be and ought to be univer- 
sal. Sir, disguise it as we may, the Republican 
organization has had, and has now, but one vital 
spark of existence, and that is prejudice and hos- 


i tility to admitted rights—to the institution of 


slavery—an institution recognized by the fathers: 
I know, sir, it is said, in mitigation, that they 
never intend to exercise any- anconstitutional 
right; that its purpose is not to interfere with 
slavery in the States. But, Mr. President, tell 
me when or where a Republican meeting has been 
held, since the dawn of that party, where the im- 
pression was not left, either by its proceedings or 
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in the language of the orators, that in some way 
or other ‘the Republican organization was the 
agency through which slavery was to be abolished 
everywhere? This was not always done directly 
and in plain. terms; men occupying the position 
of statesmen dare not do this; but they would 
talk about an irrepressible conflict between the 
local institutions of the States. They would say 
they did not expect the house to fall, but they 
did.expect it to become all one thing or all the 
other—all slave or all free; and who could im- 
agine that they intended to intimate that the States 
should all become slave? Then, sir, they would 
talk about hemming slavery in with a cordon of 
fire, so that it might perish by its own blasting 
effects. 3 

It is idle, Mr. President, it would be unmanly, 
ata time like this, to close our eyes to the mani- 
fest effects of what men have said and done. This 
kind of mysterious teaching of the Republican 
leaders was necessary to draw to them the sup- 

ort of the old anti-slavery party of the North. 
“Without that support, they could not succeed; 
and they could not get that support, without, to 
a greater or less extent, identifying themselves 
with the doctrines of abolitionism, and of aggres- 
sion upon slavery everywhere. Now, sir, if these 
doctrines are not to be carried out, why not say 


so? Cannot men rise above the ordinary posi- 
tion of partisans, and say frankly and emphati- 
cally that they do not intend, either by direct or 
indirect means, to interfere with the rights of the 
southern States, or attempt to deny to them per- 
fect equality—not only as members of the Con- 
federacy, but in the use and enjoyment of our 
common Territories? Let the Presidentelect say 
this, and the skies will brighten. Come, Sena- 
tors, ‘flet justice be done though the heavens 
fall;”’ let the South have her share of the common 
estate; and as she is the weaker party, give her 
prompt and efficient guarantees against future jn- 


terference and against future aggression, as far 
as that can be done; and we shall have peace 
again, Without it, without concession and com- 
promise, our destiny is inevitable—dissolution, 
civil war, and anarchy are before us. . 
Tomy.own mind, Mr. President, a still greate 
source of evil, of alienation, and hostility, than all 
these, is the habit which prevails in the North of 
branding slavery and slaveholders with opprobri- 
ous epithet, and denouncing slaveholders as bar- 
barians and criminals, for doing that which it was 
agreed they might do. This ts the exhaustless 
fountain from which flaw the bitter waters of 
discord, which are poisoning all the channels of 
intercourse, commercial, political, and social, 
between the northern and the southern States, 
wielding an influence more poisonous and blight- 
ing than the shades of the deadly upas., Southern 
men, from notions of pride and dignity, give less 
prominence to this idea; but no man who has as- 
sociated with them as I have, could fail-to dis- 
cover its effect upon their feclings. A southern 
man, once a member of this body, but not now 
here, because his State claims to be out of the 
Union, touchingly remarked to me on this floor: 
“ Look at our case; look at my State,” said he; 
“the present generation there have had nothing 
to do with establishing slavery; we inherited it; 
we believe it to be right; we do just what it was 
agreed we might do at the time the Confederacy 
was made, and what the northern States were 
mainly doing at that time; and yet, sir, for doing 
this thing, we find ourselves branded as barbarians, 
and our institution talked about as a twin relic of 
barbarism and polygamy, and we as men favor- 
ing a lower order of civilization than that enjoyed 
in the North, and as living in the daily practice 
of oppression and wrong. Now, sir,” said he, 
“F care litte about your territorial question; we 
have aclear constitutional right in the Territo- 
rics, and it ought to be recognized, but it is nota 
valuable right; nor have I any fear of violence at 
the hands of northern people; with me it is the 
wear and tear of feeling; it is the attempt at hu- 
miliation and inequality in the Government that i 
hasalienated me. I would rather have,” said he, | 
“relations with any other men on the faceof the 
earth, than with those claiming to he my brethren f 
and part of the same common Government, who | 


disease which is exhausting the vitals of our Re- 
public. How to remove it, God only knows. ‘The 
expression of sentiment, under our institutions, 
cannot be suppressed, and can be butslightly re- 
strained; and J had reference to this feeling mainly 
when I remarked, on the 11th of December, that 
whatever remedies were adopted ought to be com- 
plete and final, reaching the root of the disease, 
and separating the question of slavery entirely 
from popular elections in-the North, in order that 
the public mind may be at rest, and that those 
men who are sincere, conscientious enemics of 
slavery—for a large body of them are so—should 
feel themselves entirely separated from the institu- 
tion; that they have no connection with it; no 
responsibility to bear, and no duties to perform. 
‘Thus separated, possibly they would cease their 
aggressions on their southern friends; or, per- 
haps, they would turn their attention to a wider 
field, and look to the elevation of the condition of 
the African in Cuba, wherethey could wage war, if 
war they must have, without making it upon their 
kindred and their brethren; where there would 
be no compacts to violate, and no fraternal blood 
to shed; or to the still wider field presented in the 
native land of the African, and where they would 
find a still lower grade of degradation. Surely, 
when they shall have occupied those fields, and 
elevated the native African to the condition of the 
descendants of that country in the southern States, 
no one will object to their efforts to elevate and 
relieve the condition of the African slave in Amer- 
ica. But it scems to me that true philanthropy 
and humanity require that they should take hold 
of the disease where it is worst. The skillful 
physician would do this. The philanthropist 
ought to exert himself in the ficld where suffer- 
ing humanity needs hig aid most. Then let them 
labor to bring the Afffcan in his native country 
or in Cuba up to the condition of the southern 
slave; and when they shall have done that, then 
let them turn their attention to the descendants 
of Africa in the North—the free negroes, a de- 
graded and suffering race, and see what they can 
do for them. 

Sir, I do not wish to be understood as an advo- 
eate for African slavery. Iam not; but I cannot 
see the cruelty or the political or moral evil in it 
that men on the other side attribute to it. They 
do not intend to give the negro political equality 
in this country. They will not dare sa they do; 
nor do they intend him to have socia equality. 
What then remains to him? Physical existence, 
and nothing else. Such liberty is a delusion and 
a fraud—the word of promise to the ear, to be 
broken to the hope. Suppose the proposition 
were submitted, at pointsin the North, where large 
numbers of free negroes are found, to appoint re- 
spectable and responsible white men as guardians 
for each family, to direct their physical efforts for 
an animal existence; to see that their labor was 
properly directed, so that their earnings might be 
applied to the use of the family; to take care of 
the aged, and feed and clothe the young: would 
that be a very cruel proposition? Certainly not; 
and yet, stripped of occasional abuses of the in- 
stitution by the violent separation of families, and 
the recognition of an unpleasant principle, and 
this is about all there is in the institution of sla- 
very in the South. Itis the application of a su- 
perior intellectual ability to direct the muscular 
efforts of these men to secure subsistence, 

But in God’s name, if this agitation is to go on, 
if a party in one section of the country is to be 
organized and derive its vital spark of existence 
from this agitation, let us know what is to be ac- 
complished; what good end is to result from its 
what can be done for the white or the black race 
by it? In what possible way is the condition of 
either to be improved? Would you make the 
slaves free men? Unless you mean this, you mean 
nothing. If free men, how, when, and where? 
You acknowledge the restrictions of the Consti- 
tution as to the slave States. But suppose this 
were removed, and the southern people were to 
say, here are our slaves; we set them free; they 
must be clothed and fed; come and take them: 
then what would you do? Nothing, gentlemen; 
absolutely nothing. The most abolitionized State 
in the Union would not agree to receive her quota 


thus outrage my feelings and estimate me politi- 
cally and morally as beneath thcir position.” 


Unhappily, Mr. President, this feeling is too | 
I say it is the seat of the į; 


wide and too general, 


of slaves in order to give them freedom. They 
could not be brought North; and if such a thing 
were possible, evcry sane man must know that 
their condition would be infinitely worse. They 


would not only be slaves, but miserable, starving, 
degraded slaves. As was wel! remarked by the 
Senator from Virginia the other day, in tracing 
the consequences of war between the two sections, 
and justly denying the right and possibility of 
subduing the South, if you had the South sub- 
dued, what would you do with the slaves? He 
said,asI say, you would have to retain them 
there; and if the South were congucted provinces 
of the North, the institution of slavery would 
have to be maintained and the right of property 
in slaves recognized. Whata hazard we are run- 
ning, then, Mr. President, foran idle abstraction 
or a vain delusion! 

I have no pleasure, sir, in this kind of talk. 
As God is my judge, my heart is not in it at all. 
Iam in no spirit of crimination. I-stand between 
the extremes here of the North and the South, 
getting but little countenance or sympathy from 
either side. But I stand for my country, for the 
Union of these States, for the cause of justice and 
humanity, for the right, for duty and fidelity onall 
hands, and against a fratricidal war at all times 
and in every contingency. 

I have already said that I do not hold southern 
men blameless on this subject. They have in- 
dulged a spirit of reerimination and retaliation 
towards the North neither wise nor philosophical; 
and it cannot be denied that a vexatious system 
of espionage has been kept up in some southern 
States as to northern men visiting that region, 
and in some instances cruel and condign punish- 
ment inflicted upon them in a manner disgraceful 
| to the age, and well-calculated to provoke aggres- 
| sion and hostility. ‘They have, in addition, been 
unnecessarily sensitive and exacting on unim- 
portant points, and at times have Jeft the impres- 
sion that nothing that the northern people could 
do or say would relieve their apprehensions or 
assuage their feelings. As for secession, I am. 
utterly against it. I deny the right, and I abhor 
the consequences; but I shall indulge in no argu- 
ment on that point, Jt is no remedy for any one 
of the evils lamented; and in my judgment, it will 
aggravate rather than remove them; and, in addi- 
tion, superinduce countless others of a more dis- 
tressing and destructive character. ‘It were 
wiser to bear the ilis we have, than fly to others 
we know not of.’? Will dissolution arrest aggres- 
sions upon the rights of the South? Willit ex- 
tend the area of their peculiar institution? Will 
it break up the machinations of those who con- 
spire to carry off slave property? Will itassuage 
the popular feeling in the North as to slavery? 
Will it give additional security to thé holders of 
slaves? and will it prevent insurrection? In my 
judgment, it will do none of these things. Nor 
can it by any possibility improve the material 
interests of either section of the Union; and I do 
not intend to dwell upon the question of material 
interests in considering the value of the Union. 
If we could have two republics of equal size, and 
live in harmony and in unrestrained commercial 
and political intercourse, the national growth 
might not be seriously affected. But would this 
revolution stop with two republics; and can peace- 
ful relations be maintained? Both is possible; 
but neither the one nor the other is probable. If 
once disruption becomes permanent, the history 
of the world would seem to teach that subdivisions 
would follow until the American Union would be 
divided into a score or more of petty, wrangling, 
and demoralized republics, exciting only the pity 
and contempt of the world. 

Acknowledging the justice of the complaints of 
the southern States to no inconsiderable extent, I 
deprecate with all my heart the remedy they pur- 
sue, and am prepared to resist it by all properand 
peaceful means in my power. Even if the right 
of secession were clear, Mr, President, I maintain 
that justice and good faith to the other States 
require that redress for alleged grievances to the 
South should first be sought at the hands of the 
people, the fountain of political authority, and in 
the forms prescribed in the Constitution. The 
southern States should have petitioned Congress 
for a convention of States to revise the Consti- 
tution and remove the grievances of which they 
complain. Inthis way they could have ascertained 
the real sentiments and intentions of the northern 
people towards them, and the great alternatives 


| of continued Union or peaceful separation could 


have been determined upon. This was the course 
of our fathers in reference to the old Confedera- 
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tion, which-was intended to be perpetual, but 
was changed because it did not answer the pur- 
pose for which it was created. Let our southern 
friends follow this cxample, even at this late day, 
andall may be yet saved. Better counsels will pre- 


vail in such a body than in Congress. Men will | 


come fresh from the people, unembarrassed by 
party politicsand party platforms. This refused by 


the North, and then, and not till then, could vid- | 


lent remedies with any show of justice be invoked. 
The Constitution was intended to meet just such 
exigencies as now surround us; and hence, no 

rovision was made for the separation of the 

tates, and none for the coercion of States into 
obedience to the fundamental law of the Union. 
The men who made the Constitution were in the 
practice of that peaceful remedy at the time, and 
doubtless intended to leave the ve remedy and 
noneotherto posterity. This remedy should still 
be embraced, unless Congresy’should promptly 
submit to the States some megSure of pacification 
and reunion. 

No one pretends that the¥right of secession is 
given in the Constitution; and no one can seriously 
pretend that, if practiced by a State, the act is not, 
to some extent, a violent one, and in derogation 
of the rights and interests of the other States. 
The right or wrong of it in the estimation of the 
world, like the rightor wrong of revolution, must 
depend in no inconsiderable degree upon the suf- 
ficiency or insufficiency of the reasons that in- 
duced it, and the consequences resulting there- 
from. l think the reasons insufficient, and the 
remedy not only futile, but unjust to others. I 
deplore it, I deprecate the movement with all my 
heart; and I would be willing to wield any proper 
power in the Government, any peaceful means, 


to arrest the movement, so that men might be in- | 


duced to look before they leap. But it is said, 
.on the other side, that the authority of the Gov- 
ernment of the United States must be vindicated ; 
that rebellion, sedition, and instirrection must be 
put down, the Union saved, and the laws executed 
at all hazards. On these points, ‘and as to the 
duty and powers of the Government, I concur 
miuinly in what was said by the Senator from HH- 
hnois, No man denies that the laws should be 
exccuted; butif the people of a sovercign State, 
by a common voice, and in authoritative form, 
threw off their allegiance to the Federal Govern- 
ment, and acknowledged another, how are you to 
execute the laws within such a State, or carry 
out any one of the functions of the Federal Gov- 
ernment? To exceute the laws, suppress insur- 
rection, and put down rebellion, is a nice theory, 
and pleasant talk; but will gentlemen tell us how 
it can be done against the united voice of a sov- 
ercign State? When the people have thrown off 
their allegiance to the General Government, and 
acknowledge only that of the State, the Federal 
Government may command the citizen to do 
one thing, but his allegiance to the State would 
require him to do another; and so heis bound hand 
and foot. You cannot carry mails, hold courts, 
or collect revenues with the Army, even if you 
had a large one; but with all the Army this Gov- 
ernment has at present, such a work would be 
idle, What then? Shall we recognize the States 
now claimirg to be out of the Union as de facto 
Governments, and wage war against them, to re- 
gain the jurisdiction of the United States within 
their respective limits? 

Before we do this, let us look at the fearful 
alternatives. Such a war would not involve a 
contest with five States only, but with twelve or 
fifteen. Fe is a madman who closes hes cyes to 
this fact, However much the border States may 
deprecate the action of the cotton States, and how- 
ever bitterly they may lament that action ard de- 
nounce it, if you please, they have, with scarce an 
exception, declared secession to be the right ofany 
State, and that no war shall be made oma sister 
State for the exercise of that right, however un- 
wise that exercise may seem. Then, sir, it would 
be a war with fifteen States on one sideand eighteen 
on the other. Let Senators who talk of war study 
the picture! Nothing in all the sad consequences 
of dissolution can be so blasting and horrible, as 
stich a war, even though it presented the hope of 
reéstablishing the Union. But how fallacious and 
delusive must be the idea of union through such 
means! Itinvolves the practice of disunion of the 
most fatal type. Let war once commence, and the 
Union is gone forever. What would be the pur- 


pose of the war? It must either be to chastise the 
offending States, to gratify feelings of hostility 
against them, to vindicate the honor and dignity 
of the Government, or reconstruct the Union; but 
it would fail to accomplish the one or the other. 
What good end then will it subserve to shed the 
blood ofour raceand kindred, who separate from us 
politically, because they have believed they were 
not treated as equals? States cannot be brought 
back into the Union, or kept in the Union, by the 
sword. Itis impossible. Ours isa Government 
of consent, and must be sustained by good will and 
fraternal affection. By what earthly means can 
you compel a sovereign State to perform the fanc- 
tions of a member of this Confederacy against her 
will? Can you make her ditizens hold office? Can 
you make them regard your laws? Can you com- 
pel them to elect members of Congress, and can 
members of Congress be forced to serve? Can 
you collect revenues or taxes where no man will 
perform the office of tax-gatherer? Itisidle. 1 
say, therefore, that coercion is a mere phrase, a 
sheer delusion. The idea of thirty-three States, 
that failed to live in fraternal union, being reunited 
by a long and bloody war, is startling. No, sir, 
this never can be, And in saying this, I do not 
mean to say that I would not force all the States 
to remain, if I believed it possible; for no greater 
service could be rendered them. 

In my opinion, secession is the worst possible 
remedy for the evils complained of by the south- 
ern States, and coercion the maddest of all the 
remedies suggested for secession. The States 
ought to live in fraternal bonds; but if they will 
noty shall one half put the other to the sword? 
Such a war would be one ofextermination. Neither 
side could ever conquer; and if the northern States 
could conquer, what would they do with the 
southern States as provinces? The Senator from 
Virginia met that point the other day so com- 
pletely that I need not discuss it? But God for- 
bid that war should ever begin! I amagainst it. 
Lam for peace; and Lam ready to grant anything 
in reason to reconcile the discontented States an 
the offended people. [am ready to implore them 
to remain in the Union; Lam ready to fight for 
their constitutional rights to the last hour; but to 
shed a brother’s blood in a fratricidal war, I shall 
be ready—never! never! 

But still I have an abiding faith that the nation 
can be saved; not by mere hosannas to the Union, 
though f like them exceedingly. It will require 
works as well as faith. When Rome was in the 
full tide of ber decline, it was the boast of the 
Romans that, while the Colliseum stands, Rome 
will stand. ‘The boast was vain; for “ time’s effac- 
ing finger” ever points to the fallacy of the expect- 
ation. The humbled pride and departed grandeur 
of the once mistress of the world area fitting com- 
mentary upon worldly ambition. Still, the Amer- 
ican boast, that while the Union stands, America 
will stand, is far more wise and rational. But 
means must be used. Then, boasts may be in- 
dulged. ‘The adoption of the resolutions of the 
Senator from Kentucky, by the vote of all parties 
in Congress, would at once give assurance of re- 
union and continued union, and would be the 
voice of peace and good will throughout the land. 
What a blessed message it would he to go trem- 
bling over the wires from State to State, from city 
to city, from town to town, hill to valley, and 
house to house, throughout this broad land; and 
how many hearts would impulsively thank God 
for his mercies! Our Government is too young 
to end now. Comparatively speaking, it is in its 
infancy. It has only seen the years of a very old 
man; and some there are still alive who lived be- 
fore independence. Can it be that its existence 
isto beso limited, so fleeting? asky-rocketamong 


the nations, to rise and shine for a brief period, | 
thy peo 


and then sink to rise no more? I do not believe 
this. God has more in store for America than 
this. lt required the Roman empire about five 
hundred years to reach the climax of its great- 
ness, and about an equal period to decline and 
fall, Babylon had existed sixteen centuries when 
the mysterious characters on the wall gave the 
affrighted king notice that the time of its down- 
fall wasathand. The Athenian Government ex- 
isted more than twelve times the period which 
ours has been in existence. The English Govern- 
ment has seen over six centuries since the days 


of Magna Charta; the American Union has not ! 


seen one. Could it be now saved and recon- 


structed, as far as broken, might we not hope 
that its foundations were to: be deeper and firmer 


than ever; thatthe ordeal through which‘itis now 


passing would root its foundation 
ively and completely in the affection: he people? 

But Senators talk of war; and it disturbs no 
man’s nerves that widely separated ‘States and 
communities should do so. The men of the arctic 
regions of the United States, away up in Maine 
and Vermont and Massachusetts, can shake their 
gory locks at those inhabiting.a neck of land in 
the tropics of America, known as Florida; and 
the FYoridians, in turn, may manifesta belligerent 
design. Sucha fight will be bloodless; but it will 
be far otherwise with the free and slave States, 
bordering on each othtr, should that be the line 
of division. They will be within striking dis- 
tance, and to them this war will be no idte bravado, 
It will be a matter of life and death.. Look atthe’ 
position of my own glorious old State... No broad 
river; or high mountain, or deep chasm, or high 
wall, divides her from the slaveliolding States 
From the waters of the Ohio to those of the Del- 
aware, her broad side lies nestling close up againgt 
the sides of her slaveholding sisters, First, on 
the west, comes Virginia, then Maryland, and 
then, full up in. her generous bosom, rests her 
little sister Delaware, with the heads of both re- 
clining on the banks of the river where, at the 
same moment, the rays of the morning sun may 
kiss the brow of both. For four hundred miles, 
from the Ohio to the Delaware, her south side re- 
clinesagainst the north side of slaveholding States; 
mountain to mountain, hill to hill, valley to val- 
ley, farm to farm, neighborhood to neighborhood, 
brother to brother, sister to sister, hand to hand, 
and heart to heart. The line has been, to. frater- 
nal citizens on either side, imaginary; they have 
passed from the North to the South, and from the 
South to the North, without even a thought that 
it marked the beginning of a people strangers to 
each other, much less aliens and enemies. All 
along this line there has been marrying and giv- 
ing in marriage. The sons of Virginia have mar- 
ried the daughters of Pennsylvania, and the sons 
of Pennsylvania have married the daughters of 
Virginia, and so has it been with Maryland and 
Delaware. That line is sanctified by all the ties 
that can endear men to each other—political and 
commercial ties; ties of interest and custom; ties 
of consanguinity and affection. 

Great God! Are all these to be severed? Is this 
line to mark the boundaries of enemies? Impos- 
sible! Humanity and justice forbid it. Penn- 
sylvania will never become the enemy of Virginia. 
Pennsylvania will never draw the sword on Vir- 
ginia; and she is no less affectionate to her other 
sisters. In good faith she has performed her part 
in peace and in war, For many long years she 
has endeavored to stay the tide of disaffection and 
alienation between the two sections. She has 
been truly the keystone of the Federal arch, and 
the bulwark of the rights of her sisters. Like 
some mighty peninsula between two heaving 
seas, she has resisted and rolled back the waves 
of discord and strife; but alas! the waves have 
risen higher and higher, and she is quite sub- 
merged, until her counsels of peace are powerless. 

For myself, I have but a few days longer to 
serve here, when I shall return to share her fate. 
She is my mother, and I love her with filial affec- 
tion. She has made me what little I am; and 
though at times she has cherished and caressed, 
and then frowned—whether smiling or frowning— 
I love her still. Frowning though last she has 
been just and generous; and come what may— 
peace or war, weal or woe—her, cause will be my 
cause. I say to her in this presence, in the touch- 
ing language of ineffable love: ‘Whither thou 
goest I will go; where thou lodgest I will lodge; 
ple shall be my people; and thy God my 


ore effect- 


God.” 

Mr. WILSON. I move that the further con- 
sideration of this question be postponed. until 
Wednesday, at half past twelve o’clock. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. 1 hope that these res- 
olutions will not be made to give way to the 
Pacific railroad. I will not repeat remarks I 
have heretofore made on this question, The sub- 
jects are both well understood by the Senate, and 
Í hope that that which relates to the nation and 
the Union will not be postponed for a railroad 
I do not wish to underrate, nor do T underrate, 


the importance of that bill. 
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Mr, POWELL. Mr. President, I desire to 
address the Senate to-morrow on the resolutions 
of my colleague, now under consideration. : 

Mr. CORLAMER, . To-morrow is fixed for 
the Pacific'railroad bill. 

Mr.GREEN. What day does the Senator from 
Massachusetts propose? 

‘Mr. WILSON. Wednesday, athalf past twelve 
o'clock. í 

Mr. GRIMES. There is a special order for 
Wednesday, on. the motion of the Senator from 
Pennsylvania, [Mr: Cameron.] 

Mr. POWELL. I move to postpone tife fur- 
ther consideration of the resolutions of my col- 
league till to-morrow, at one o’clock. 

Mr. LATHAM, The Pacific railroad bill is 
the special order for to-morrow, at one o’clock; 
and l hope that will not be interfered with. 

Mr. CAMERON. I should like to say a single 
word before the questionis taken. Ofcourse, I will 
not occupy the time of the Senate, because I never 
make a speech. I never had any ambition to 
make speeches; and if I had, it would be all driven 
eut of my mind by the little attention that has 
been paid to the able, the eloquent, and the proper 
speech of my colleague. T'he whole world, it 
seems to me, are now taken up with this question 
of separation or union; and yet, out of this whole 
Senate of sixty-six members, there were not a 
dozen men at any one time listening to the spcech 
made by my colleague, representing one of the 
greatest States in the Union. He came here to 
offer the olive branch of peace; he came to save 
the Union; and yet he was not listened to. Cer- 
tainly, after seeing that demonstration, I shall not 
make a speech; but I desire to state for the great 
State of Pennsylvania, (and I say great, because 
I believe her position makes her great,) thatevery- 
body there, I believe—certainly a very large ma- 
jority of her people—will do anything consistent 
with honor to save this Union. Daily I reccive 
letters innumerable, and I receive petitions signed 
by the thousand, asking me to do something to 
save this country. I desire to say that anything 
I can do by my vote here as a Senator, I will do, 
to prevent the separation of the South from the 
North, or the North from the South. What we 
can do, I do not know. Lam very much inclined: 
to vote for the propositions of my colleague. 
They appear to me to be sensible and proper. I 
only say now, that everything I can do will be 
done to save this Union from separation; for I 
consider its benefits. to the human race far above 
every other political consideration which can in- 
terest the human race. 

Mr. GREEN. Mr. President— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Potx in 
the chair.) Does the Senator from Pennsylvania 
give way? 

Mr. CAMERON. Certainly. 

Mr. GREEN. Then I desire to say this: there 
were a number of absentees on this side, for this 
reason; we had so much confidence in the honor, 
the patriotism, the integrity, and the good sense 
of the Senator from Pennsylvania, [Mr. ee 
that we did not think it necessary to sit still an 
watch. As for the other side, they knew that they 
were so adverse that it would do no good to wait; 
and therefore there were but few members pres- 
ent, Itresulted from these two causes. We have 
unlimited confidence in the Senator from Pennsyl- 
vania, (Mr. Bieten,] in his honor, integrity, pa- 
triotism, ability, and love of the Union. On the 
other, side, they did not want to hear words of 
honor, of patriotism, of true devotion to the Con- 
stitution, out of which the Union has grown, and 
without which there is no Union. This is the 
reason why there was a very thin Senate. 

Now, one other word. The speech has been 
made, well received, and I hope there will be no 
unjast insinaation cast now to prejudice it. Let 
it be read and considered by the public. If the 
pe will not approve it, they will condemn it. 

f they do approve it, the Senator’s insinuation 
against it will react against himself. I think we 
had better adjourn, and let the Senator from Ken- 
tucky speak the next day this subject comes up. 
As a motion is made to postpone it until to-mor- 
row, I shall vote for it. 

Mr. CAMERON. Mr. President, it was not 
kind in the Senator from Missouri to talk about 
insinuations. He knows lama plain man. I 
make no insinuations. I speak out even worse 
than I think; and certainly in regard to this great 


question of the Union, I have nothing to conceal. 
i want this Union preserved in its whole integ- 
rity. F wish the gentlemen from the South who 
left us this morning had waited until my colleague 
made his speech. I wish they had only waited 
until Pennsylvania had spoken before they left us. 
Certainly, if they are sincere in their devotion to 
the country, to the Union, and to the preservation 
of peace, they would have done so; and all Lask 
of the gentlemen who are still here, is to wait 
until we act. 

Mr. IVERSON... Will the Senator allow me 
to ask him a question? f 

Mr. CAMERON. Certainly. 

Mr. IVERSON. As he seems, from the few 
remarks he has made, to approve of the senti- 
ments uttered by his colleague, I will ask the gen- 
tleman, does he approve of what his colleague has 
said? 

Mr. CAMERON. Very much, Mr. President. 
Tam very much inclined to go with my colleague; 
and if that will save the country, I will say to the 
gentleman from Georgia, positively, I will go 
with him. I will go for that, and further still, to 
save this great country from commotion and from 
ruin. Has the Senatorany more questions to ask? 

Mr. SAULSBURY. Mr. President, I hope I 
shall be allowed one word. F wish to make this 
remark, as a member of the Democratic side of 
this Chamber: I think the words which have 
fallen from the lips of the Senator from Pennsyl- 
vania, [Mr. Cameron,] instead of meeting with 
opposition here, should be cherished by us. I 
think he has manifested a spirit of patriotism and 
of devotion to his country and to the Unioh of 
these States that we all may well imitate. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. [ think so too, 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President 

Mr. CAMERON. I have just one word more 
to say. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Docs the Sen- 
ator from New Hampshire give way? 

Mr. CAMERON. Oh, I know he will. I say 
to the Senator from Georgia, and to all gentlemen 
here, if they will take the proposition of my col- 
league, I will vote for it, and we will pass it, if 
that will give us peace and preserve the Union, 

Mr. IVERSON. TheSenator misunderstands 
the objectof my question, It was not whether he 
approved the proposition of settlement which his 
colleague has presented to the Senateand the coun- 
try; but whether heapproved the sentiments which 
the Senator from Pennsylvania uttered against the 
coercion of the seceding States.. That is the point 
to which I wanted to call the attention of the Sen- 
ator. I asked him whether he approved of it or 
not? 

Mr. CAMERON. Mr. President, I will answer 
even that. Coercion is the last remedy to which 
I would resort, Ishould dislike, above all things 
in the world, to raise my hand against my brother. 

Mr. GREEN. Is it a remedy at all? 

Mr. CAMERON. Itisa bad remedy. 

Mr. GREEN. Is it a remedy at all? 

Mr. CAMERON. I do not know that I should 
ever resort to it; but certainly it is the lastremedy 
that I would resort to, to keep my brethren in my 
family. I love them too much to imagine it would 
ever be necessary to resort to coercion to make 
them do their duty, 

Mr. GREEN. As between the States of the 
Federal Government, is it any remedy at all? 

Mr. GRIMES. I desire to ask what is the 
question before the Senate? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question 
is on the motion made by the Senator from Mas- 
sachusetts, that the subject now before the Senate 
be postponed until Wednesday next, at half past 
twelve o’clock. 

Mr. MASON. On that question I want to say 
aword. If I recollect aright, some two or three 
days ago the resolutions offered by the Senator 
from Kentucky were rejected by this Senate, and 
resolutions offered by the Senator fronr New 
Hampshire [Mr. CLarx] were substituted in their 
place; and if I recollect aright, the Senator from 
Pennsylvania (Mr. Cameroy] voted to reject the 
propositions of the Senator from Kentucky, and 
voted to substitute for them the resolution of the 
Senator from New Hampshire. 

Mr. CAMERON. I will answer that, if the 
Senator wants me to do so. 

Mr. MASON. I have not fimshed. 

Mr.CAMERON, Well, when youare through. 


Mr. MASON. IfI recollect aright, the tenor 
of the resolutions of.the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire was, that the Constitution needed no amend- 
ment; that what were spoken of in the resolutions, 
if I remember correctly, as demands of the south- 
ern States, were unreasonable; and if I recollect 
aright, further, that the only remedy for the dif- 
ficulties or the dangers now before the countr 
was to enforce the laws and the Constitution. If 
I remember correctly, the Senator from Pennsyl- 
vania [Mr. Cameron] voted to reject the resolu- 
tions of the Senator from Kentucky, and to sub- 
stitute for them those of the Senator from New 
Hampshire. If I remember further, aright, the 
Senator from Pennsylvania, as he stated, at the 
request of some gentleman, I know not who, 
moved a reconsideration of that vote. The re- 
consideratiows was had; but if I remember. cor- 
rectly, the Senator from Pennsylvania, who moved 
the reconsideration, voted against it. 

Mr. CAMERON, Allright. Mr. President 

Mr. MASON. [pave not done. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator 
from Virginia is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. MASON. [advert to these facts only to 
present them as a type of the condition of things 
between the North and the South to my people, 
and strongly to exemplify what I saw recently 
in the newspapers, to which I call attention. The 
Senator from Ohio, (Mr. Wanz,] whom Ido not 
now sce in his seat, presented, a few days ago, 
resolutions of his State. In the sixth resolution, 
it was declared, as the sense of the Legislature of 
Ohio, that all laws—or, I think, as the resolutions 
expressed it, all enactments—upon the statute- 
books of the States which were intended in any 
manner to impede, or delay, or frustrate any laws 
of Congress that were intended to execute the 
provisions of the Constitution, should be repealed. 

do not remember the exact language; but it was 
a clause that was, ointed at what are called per- 
sonal liberty billan many of these States. It was 
a declaration that they should be repealed. ‘lhe 
same mail that brought us those resolutions 
brought information that the House of Delegates, 
the lower House, in the State of Ohio, had rejected 
a bill to repeal a law of that character. 

Now, sir, I want to show to my people the dif- 
ference between professions and practice, I illus- 
trate it by what has fallen from the Senator from 
Pennsylvania, [Mr. Cameron,] who has professed 
here an entire coincidence of opinion with the 
sentiments that have fallen from his colleague, 
and the purposes of his speech. E understand that 
the purpose of the speech of his colleague [Mr. 
Bieter] is this: to recommend resolutions that 
he had offered, exactly of a character with those 
offered by the Senator from Kentucky, as a sub- 
stitute for the resolutions of the Senator from New 
Hampshire; which resolutions have been adopted 
by the Senator from Pensylvania, [Mr. Came- 
RON,] in preference to the resolutions of the Sena- 
tor from Kentucky. I want to present it to the 
people of my country as the difference between 
professions and practice, with those with whom 
we have to deal here. 

Mr. CAMERON. Mr. President, it seems to 
me the only difference between myself and the 
very distinguished Senator from Virginia is, that 
he seeks for some excuse for getting out of this 
Unon, while I desire to preserve it by any sacri- 
fice of feeling, and, I may say, of principle. To 
me, this Union is above all things in the Govern- 
ment. It seems to me that, for some reason or 
other, he wants to go out, and to put the blame 
on somebody else. J, on the contrary, am will- 
ing to save the Union which his fathers ahd mine 
cemented with their blood, at any sacrifice becom- 
ing honorable and patriotic men. 

The history of my connection with the resolu- 
tions of the Senator from Kentucky is this: while 
my State desires to make any sacrifice to save this 
Union, and while I am willing to sacrifice my- 
self, if necessary, to preserve the Union, I took 
no part in that subject until after the resolutions 
were lost, and the venerable and distinguished 
Senator from Kentucky came to me, and asked 
me to move a reconsideration, which I did to 
gratify him, and to give another chance for a set- 
tlcment of this question. After I had done so, I 
found there was no inclination on that side of the 
House to make any compromise at all, but to put 
us on this side on our bended knees, to ask for- ; 
giveness from them. Ihave no forgiveness to ` 
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ask. I have done no wrong. My. section of the 
country has done no wrong. While I will not 
beg them to forgive me, I am willing magnani- 
mously to forgive all their backslidings, and do 
anything-I can to save this Union. 

Now, Mr. President, this Union to me, as an 
individual, is perhaps of little consequence; but 
itis of great importance to this country and to the 
world, and to those who are to follow us hereaf- 


ter in the world; and, therefore, I am willing to | 
With that | 
spirit I said to-day, and I say it in private circles | 
everywhere, I will go for the proposition of my | 


do anything a man can do to save it. 


colleague, or for any othcr proposition to save the 
country; but I will not be dragooned into this. 
As a proud man, and a man representing a great 
and proud State, these gentlemen cannot come 
here, and talk to me as they would talk to one of 
those beneath them: Iam their equal. Iam the 


peer of the Senator from Virginia, and I will ; 


maintain my equality with him here and celse- 
where. In the State of Pennsylvania, we have 
interests which have been injured by the votes of 
that gentleman, and of gentlemen from his sec- 
tion of the country; but we are willing to overlook 
all that for the sake of this country. As I said in 
the beginning, the folly of making speeches is illus- 
trated by the little attention which that gentleman 
and other persons on his side gave to my colleague 
when he came here with the olive branch; and I 
therefore greatly prefer to let my action speak for 
me. 

Mr. MASON. Mr. President, I am utterly un- 
conscious of having said anything in the world 
to excite the wrath of the Senator from Pennsyl- 
vania. I was reciting facts. 

Mr. CAMERON. No, sir. 

Mr. MASON. I understood the Senator to 
agree with me that they were facts. F was recit- 
ing the course which his judgment dictated to 
him upon these measures before the Senate. I 
understood him to admit they were true, every 
one of them; and I was only expressing the sur- 
prise which I felt, that after having followed that 


course in reference to the resolutions of the Sen- ; 


ator from Kentucky, when they were brought in 
opposition to resolutions offered by the Senator 
from New Hampshire very recently, when he 
had gone so far as to move a reconsideration of 
the vote by which the Kentucky resolutions had 
been rejected, that there should 
den a conversion as that we are called upon to 


infer from what fell from him in reference to the | 


speech of his colleague. I can only say to the 
Senator that I meant nothing personally unkind 
whatever; but I thought there was a probability 


that in the report of proceedings here—not by | 
hit gets into | 


our reporter, but in the way in whi 
the atmospherc—possibly the couse of the Sen- 
ator from Pennsylvania might Pe mistaken by 


my people; and | desired that At should not be | 
Cai 


sa. 

Now, one word more, sii? 
Senator says that I seem to be seeking an excuse 
to get out of this Union. 
that day has passed, If I felt it necessary to find 
an excuse, it would be to remain in the Union; 


no excuse for going out of the Union, the Senator 
I confess, from what I have 


may rely upon it. 
scen here around me, and the votes that have been 
taken, I am utterly at a loss ta know whatexcuse 
I could assign to my people for remaining in this 
Union. An excuse to getout of the Union is not 
necessary. 


Sir, whata spectacle have we seen to-day! Six 


Senators, representing three States, taking 
formal leave of the Senate, bringing here officially 
to the notice of the Senate that their States were 
no longer members of this Union. One State, 
their predecessor, has had no Senators here during 
the whole session. Another State, as we learn 
from the telegraphic news, has already dissolved 
its connection with this Union—five of them gone 
—five States holding a homogencous interest with 
that which I represent. There is sympathy, in- 
timate sympathy, necessary sympathy, between 
my honored State and those in 
bind us together. That Senator talk to me of my 
wanting an excuse to go out of this Union! Itel 
the Senator, if he will look at it with the consid- 
eration and calmness that becomes his position, 
he would ask himself, as I would ask myself, can 
f find an excuse in any way for remaining in the 


2 à Sal 
Union? Can I assign any excuse to my honored ;| gone. 


havo been so sud- | 


That honorable 


Ah, Mr. President, | 


all those ties which ; 


| aration of five, so far as we have gone at present 


| cannot enforce the laws against one of these seced- 


| which the southern States repose, I say, let the 


| exeuse for remaining in it! 


| forus, that I know of. ‘The Union is dissolved— 


State for remaining in this Union—not ask for 
an excuse to get out of it? 

I may speak, perhaps, Mr. President, with the 
temperament that belongs to my constitution, and 
with some appearance of warmth, when I do not 
mean it. Earnestness, I mean. I mean nota 
word of unkindness.to any one here. I know if 
there be any man that can shut up his intellect and 
close his ears or his eyes to the facts around us, 
Iam not one of them. I know this Union is at 
this day dissolved, absolutely dissolved. The 
separation of one State is as much a dissolution 
of the Union as the separation of ten. The sep- | 


—and it is but a work of time to add to the list— 
does no more, as far as the dissolution of the 
Union is concerned, than to confirm the fact that 
the Union is dissolved. 

Honorable Senators on the other side of the 
Chamber at least, I know, say the Union is not 
dissolved; that the act of these States in separating 
themselves from it isa void act. They do not 
recognize it. The fact that the names of their 
Senators remain here upon your list and are called 
every day to vote, is evidence that in the sense of 
Senators on that side at least, now in a majority, 
they do not recognize the fact of separation. 
Their recognition, or their refusal to recognize, | 
does not change the fact in any form or shape | 
whatever. The States are gone; the chairs here 
are vacant, never again to be filled under the ex- 
isting state of things. What is the remedy? 
Force? Coercion? The discipline that a peda- 
gogue inflicts upon a village urchin at school? 
Honorable Senators entertain that idea in relation 
to asovercign State. They tell us we have but 
to enforce the laws; that the Constitution is im- 
perative upon the Executive head of enforcing the 
laws; and that the Constitution is imperative upon 
Congress, if any additional legislation is required 
to give it, that the laws may be enforced. Sir, 
the theory of the Government is against it. ‘The 
voice of humanity at this civilized age is against 
it. You cannot enforce your laws against the 
State that is no longer ander your dominion bya 
barbarous war, the last resort of the tyrant. 

The theory of the Government unquestionably 
is this: the laws are to be administered through 
the courts; and resistance to the law is not known 
to the Constitution unless it is resistance to the 
law as expounded and administered in the courts. 
Such is the whole tenor of our legislation. The 
President has no power on carth to use a ship or | 
a soldier unless he is first admonished by the 
civil tribunals of the country that there is a resist- 
ance which the civil power of the country is un- 
equal to overcome. Are you to change that, and 
give to the President the power of making war 
by what you call enforcing the laws? Sir, you 


ing States unless you do change the law, and you 
eannot change the law unless you violate the 
Constitution. You cannot work out the problem 
in any other way on carth that you fix it. 

Well, sir, what remains? Iam one of those 
who have venerated this Government for the good | 
that it did, and for the hopes ef the future, as 
much as any man who hears me. I saw a people 
increasing from three to thirty million in a period 
of history so small as not to be appreciated in the 
history of nations. I saw them increasing in 
strength, in all the resources that belong to na- 
tions—in intellect, wealth, power, respectability, 
and knowledge. I saw that it was the fruit of 
that Union which our fathers devised; and if there 
be any man in this broad continent who valucd 
that Union more than I did, I have yet to know | 
who he is. But when the preservation of that 
Union is required of us at the expense of our do- 
mestie safety and our domestic peace; when it is 
required of us at the expense of our self-respect; 
when it is required of us at the risk of destroy- 
ing the very foundations of the social fabric upon | 


Union go, with whatever regret, with whatever 
coneern there may be—no remorse. I tell the 
honorable Senator from Pennsylvania, for whom 
I really entertain kind personal feclings, while 
this thing lasts 1 want no excuse for leaving this 
Union. Would to God he would give me an 


S 


Mr. President, there is but one thing remaining 


it is no longer a Union of thirty-three | 


States, as it was when this: Congress commenced 
its session. How many States will remain. here: 
in the next month I wil not undertake to sayy 
how many States will. remain. here-on'the 4th. of. 
March next, when the present Congress expires, 
I will not undertake to say; but I will undertake 
to say this: that we shall not have, by many, the. 
States that are now here. Now; sir, we are ina 
minority on this side, certainly as far as the South 
is concerned. There are officially eight Senators 
from the southern States absent, never to return. 
Others are to follow necessarily, backed by their 
States. If it is proposed to pass laws: to. coerce 
those States, what will be the result? I need not 
say to honorable Senators here, who themselves 
are brave men, men conscious of their manhood, 
of the honor of their States, and prepared to meet, 
any emergency that may present itself, that this 
idea of coercion has no terrors for them. Muchas 
they would deplore it, they would deplore it from 
the consequences that must follow, and not from. 
any personal fear to themselves or to those com- 
nected with them. They must deploreit from the 
consequences that must follow. And what are 
those consequences? Why, sir, you make a war. 
Call it enforcing the laws, if you please; call it 
whippingachild who has been refractory ;itis war; 
the exercise of public force on one side against 
public force on the other. Well, what is the end 
of war? Peace. Whathas been the consequence 
of war? An unnecessary, barbarous, and indecent 
effusion of human blood as a sacrifice to human 
passion; the impoverishment of the societies 
around you; the load of debt that is to be accu- 
mulated; and more than all, the breaking up of all 
those foundations upon which concord, or [should 
rather say amity and good will and kindness, 
should have rested among the inhabitants of the 
States of North America. Itis gone, sir, and you 
havedone it. You have placed it out of the power 
of the southern States to confederate with you 
any longer. You have not only declared your- 
selves enemies, but you have made them feel that 
you are cnemies. : 

You may pursuc a sentiment, or a vague idea, 
that you are enforcing the laws when you are 
making war; war that the civilized world will 
acknowledge as such; war to be governed by all 
the rules of war; and your idea of hanging for 
treason is nonsense. According to my recollec- 
tion, there was no man hung for treason during 
the Revolution. Threats were abundant enough; 
but in that war, made by dependent colonics upon 
astrongand able maternal power, all their threats 
of execution for treason vanished into thin air. 
It was war. If it is instituted now, it will be 
followed by a peace. That peace will restore 
what treaties call amity; but it will be only that 
amity that is spoken of on the cold pages of his- 
tory. We shall stand, I should fear, for genera- 
tions in a hostile relation to each other, which it 
will take more than generations to remove and 
bring about actual peace. 

I say to honorable Senators on the other:side, or. 
to the section which they represent, that peace or 
war is in their hands. ‘The issue of war is not; 
but the fact of peace or. war is in your hands, or 
those whom you represent. We have no voice 
init. If war comes, it is to be made upon us; 
we are to accept it, not to institute it. The whole 
responsibility will be with you, and you will 
have to answer to the generations which are to 
follow for all the consequences of that war. 

Why have a war? Realize existing facts, and 
you have no war. Realize the existing fact that 
the constituents of this Government are sovereign 
powers, and that those sovereign powers are not 
mere component parts of a common empire. Re- 
monstrate with them, reason with them as you 
will, about the exercise of their sovereignty, but 
concede it. When those States who have leftus, . 
and those States that are to follow, shall have 
assumed their condition of independence, they 
will say to you—mark my word for it—we are 
ready either for war or negotiation. Deride itif 
you please; plume yourselves upon the numerical 
| strength which you possess; talk of your eigh- 

teen million against eight or nine million; bring 
he barbaric force of numbers to bear upon the 
southern States, and you will have a war such 
as the world has seldom, if ever, seen—a war that 
must terminate in a peace or extermination. But 
what is the opposite? Let them go; regret it, 
remonstrate, denounce it if you will; but let them 
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go... ‘Then the good sense of nations will return, 
when. passion has subsided, and a union may be 
restored or reconstructed, which never can be 
done ifthe mad passions of the day prevail which 
seem now to prevail at the North. I am sorry 
to: detain the Senate thus long; but I confess that 
I felt anxious to expose to the constituents ofthe 
honorable Senator from Pennsylvania, as wellas 
to my own, that in the present posture of the 
country, | and those with whom | stand ask no 
excuse for leaving this Union; but we shall be 
deeply grateful, as after ages will be, to him, if he 
will give us an excuse to remain. 

Mr. HALE obtained the floor. 

Mr. CAMERON. Mr. President 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator 
from: New Hampshire is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. CAMERON. I hope he will give way to 
allow me to say another word, 

Mr. HALE. I have already given way once, 
and half the Senate has spoken on that leave. 

Mr. CAMERON. I hope I shall be allowed to 
say a word. If Lam interrupted now in the thread 
of my discourse, I shall forget all about it, and 
not be able to say anything at all. 

Mr. HALE. Go on. i 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Sen- 
ator from New Mampshire give way? 

Mr. HALE. Yes, sir. 

Mr. CAMERON. Mr. President, I am very 
sorry that the Senator from Virginia took the 
trouble to tell us what will be the results of a sep- 
aration of this Union. The discussion between 
him and me is a very small affair, which I thought 
would have passed with a word or two from him; 
but when he goes on to talk about the North, 
charging them with treason, bloodshed, and war, 
i must be compelled to say a word. 

Mr. MASON. [ charged no treason. 

Mr..CAMERON. [think you talked about 
treason. I took down the word at the time. I 
have paid earnest attention to this discussion from 
the commencement of our mecting here. F have 
never heard in this Senate, on this side of it, a 
single man talk about treason in regard to this 
question. No man here on this side has ever 
talked about eighteen million against nine million. 
On the contrary, everybody on this side has been 
for peace, and particularly desirous that nobody 
here should give offense to the other side. That 
is the feeling of my State, and that is the feeling 
here. 

Now, if there is to be war, the gentlemen on 
the other side, and especially the gentleman from 
Virginia, bring upon us this war Virginia has 
been looked up to as the mother of States and 
statesmen. 
ples, have loved her and her principles; and when 
she becomes recreant to her principles and to the 
Constitution of the country, then we may look 
for trouble. I tell you that no one in Pennsylva- 
nia—and I only speak for her—ever thinks of war; 
but if war must come, we will meet it as becomes 
men, But, sir, we will give up not only our pre- 
judices, but our feelings; and, as I said before, 
even a portion of our principles on this subject of 
slavery,to gratify the South. 

This country has been controlled for seventy 
years by the slaveholding interest. I have never 
desired, and no man of common sense in my State 
has ever desired, to bring the negro into equality 
with the white man. No man ever dreamed of 
liberating the staves in the southern States. We 

» object to southern statesmen and southern poli- 
ticlans and southern intriguants working upon the 
Peace of their people, so as to make them be- 
heve the whole North were combined against their 
interests, for the purpose of elevating their men 
to high places in this Union. That is the fecling 
we have. Why, sir, upon every oceasion, in the 
last thirty years, the mterests of Pennsylvania 
have been stricken down by the South’ every- 
where. When the interests of Pennsylvania came 
up for discussion, southern men voted againstus; 
and yet we have stood by the South and by the 
Union; because we loved the Union, and because 
we had our ancient feelings for the South, and a 
fraternal love for southern men. 

The Senator from Virginia knows I am no 
speaker, He said so much in reply to me that I 
have forgotten what he did say; but I desire to 
say now, in short, that if this Unien falls, it will 
be no act of ours: it will be no act of the North. 
We have committed no aggressions. I believe 


“come in and sustain it. 


We, who profess democratic princi-’ 


their wrongs are imaginary; and as a proof of it, 
if they will bring forward any projet upon which 
they will call this question settled, the North will 
i Tell us what you want; 
tell us what your wrongs are; and then ask us to 
redress them. You cannot.drive us to madness 
by bullying us; because we are your equals. We 
do not undertake coercion, nor war, because we 
believe you are as brave as we are; but if you 
want this Union preserved, let us know wherein 
we have done wrong, and we will try to cor- 
rect it. 

Mr: SAULSBURY. I think, sir, if the Sena- 
tors on this side of the Chamber, and the Sena- 
tors on the other side, would imitate the very 
laudable spirit manifested by the Senator from 
Pennsylvania, who has just taken his seat, cer- 
tainly this Government would suffer no detri- 
ment, but I think great good might result to our 
common country. I see nothing in the remarks 
of the Senator from Pennsylvania, [Mr. CAm- 
ERON,] that justifies the spirit of this debate. I 
look at it asan omen of good. It comes from the 
Senator of a great State; a State which, perhaps, 
can do as much as any other to quiet the public 
mind, and restore peace and harmony to a now 
distracted country. Sir, I believe that the Sena- 
tor from Pennsylvania was sincere when he de- 
clared his willingness to do everything in his 
power tosave the Union ofthese States; and though 
it may be true that four or five States may have 
declared themselves out of this Union, if the other 
side of the Chamber will meet this question in the 
same spirit in which it has been met by the Sen- 
ator from Pennsylvania, the Union will not be 
permanently dissolved, but it will continue in the 
future, as it has been in the past, not only— 


t A union of lakes, and a union of lands, 
A union which none shalt sever? 


But it will be— 


* A union of hearts, and a union of hands, 
And a union of States forever.” 


I therefore invoke Senators on both sides to 
imitate the very laudable spirit manifested by the 
Senator from Peunsylvania. Let us raise our- 


selves to the height of this great argument, and | 


the people of the whole country, North and South, 
East and West, will say, not only that we have 
manifested the right disposition, but that dispo- 
sition which will inure not only to our own ben- 
efit, but to the benefit of all ages to come. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN, What is the question? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Pox in 
the chair.) The question is on the motion of the 
Senator from Massachusetts, that this subject be 
postponed until Wednesday, at half past twelve 
o’clock. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. And the reason as- 
signed is, that the Pacific railroad bill is set for 
to-morrow. Sir, I do not intend to continue this 
debate. The question probably is in the hands 


of the fricnds who sit on my left, [alluding to the | 
Whether this great sub- | 
ject shall be postponed, and a preference given to | 
the railroad bill, Lhope gentlemen will think upon | 


Republican Senators. ] 


as it is and as it Must be viewed by the country. 
Do you intend, gentlemen, do you desire—I am 
sure you do not—to manifest to the country your 
indifference to the great question of the settlement 
of our national difficulties? Is it indifference to 
the Union? That is the question. I hope you 
will decide it. Lshall be content to see every 
question of this sort in your hands, and to be de- 
cided by you. Notwithstanding all the votes 
that have been given, I, gentlemen, have confi- 
dence in you. I think I can answer the question 
of my honorable friend from Virginia when 
he makes the question of who is here for the 


Union. I hope we who are now here, and every | 


one of us, will continue to the end of the session; 
and I hope that in the mean time we shall have 
reéstablished the bonds of national and fraternal 
brotherhood. I hope that we shall see returning 
those who have gone out of this Chamber, and 
that we shall mect rejoiced in that reunion which 


fs to take place. This must be by some action | 


done on the part of Congress, to satisfy, it may 
be, the susceptibilities, to satisfy the apprehen- 
sions, to satisfy the claims, of those who have 
gone. I think it will cost nothing to grant this. 
Í think it will be granted, notwithstanding all the 
inauspicious appearances here presented. “J think 


| We shall reunite here again. After more separa- 


tion and more disunion, I trust we shall come to- 
gether in peace and brotherhood as we have here- 
tofore. 

‘I do not intend to continue this discussion: I 
hope that the motion to postpone will not pre- 
vail. Sir, it may be of very little consequence 
whether it does or not; it may be in reality of but 
very little significance; but it will strike the pub- 
lic mind as inauspicious. It will harden public 
feeling North and South, to see this manner of 
treatment of the subject. I hope we shall con- 
tinue at it until we shall arrive at some decision; 
and I trust that that decision will be one of a con- 
ciliatory and compromising character. With this 
hope, I oppose this motion to postpone. 

Mr. POWELL. I move that the Senate ad- 

ourn. 

J The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Pork in 
the chair.) Will the Senator withdraw that mo- 
tion for a few moments? The Chair would like 
to present a number of House bills which have 
been brought in, that they may be read a first 
and second time, and appropriately referred. 
[“ Agreed !?"} 


HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 


The following bills and joint resolutions from 
the House of Representatives were severally read 
twice by their titles, and referred as indicated 
below: 

A bill (No. 833) for the relief of Eben Adams 
—to the Committee on the Post Office and Post 
Roads. 

A bill (No. 899) making appropriations for the 
support of the Army for the year ending June 30, 
1862—to the Committee on Finance. 

A bill (No. 275) for the relief of the children 
of Lieutenant Nathaniel Smith, deceased—to the 
Committee on Pensions. _ 

A bill (No. 299) for the payment of expenses 


| incurred in the suppression of Indian hostilities in 


California—to the Committee on Military Affairs 
and Militia. ; 

A bill (No. 94) for the relief of Augustus H. 
Evans—to the Committee on Claims. 

A bill (No. 263) for the relief of John John- 
ston, of Ohio—to the Committee on Indian 
Affairs. 

A bill (No. 356) for the relief of the creditors 
of Daniel B. Vondersmith—to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

A bill (No. 390) forthe relief of Stephen Bun- 
nell—to the Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (No. 623) for the relicf of William Cow- 
ing—to the Committee on Claims, 

A bill (No. 654) granting a pension to Thomas 
Boodle—to the Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (No. 724) for the relief of Sampson Stan- 
fill—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

A bill (No. 740) granting an increase of pension 
to Jane W. McKee, widow of Colona William 
R. McKee, of the ggcond regiment of Kentucky 
volunteers—to the Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (No. 858) granting a pension to Rufus 
L. Harvey—to the Committee on Pensions, 

A bill (No, 876) for the benefit of Gabriel J. 


j Jolinston—to the Committee on Private Land 


Claims. 

A bill (No. 926) granting an invalid pension 
to Peter Navarre—to the Committee on Pen- 
SIONS. ` 

A bill (No. 941) for the relief of James M. 
Adams, Henry D. McKinney, and William D. 
Adams—to the Committee on Claims. 

A bill (No.942) for the relief of Sallie C. North- 
rup—to the Committee on Public Lands. 

A biil (No. 943) to provide for bringing up the 
arrearages of the land office at Olympia, Wash- 
ington Territory—to the Committee on Public 


! Lands. 


A joint resolution (No. 51) repealing a joint 
resolution relating to the claim of George Fisher, 
deceased, late of Florida, approved June 1, 1860 
—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

A joint resolution (No. 59) authorizing Com- 
modore H. Paulding to receive a sword and a 
grant of land awarded to him by the Republic of 
Nicaragua—to the Committee on Foreign Rela- 
tions, 

_ The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question 
is now on the motion of the Senator from Ken- 
tucky, that the Senate adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate 
adjourned. 
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New Serres... No: 32. : 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Monpay, January 21, 1861. 


The House met at twelve o’clock, m. 
The Journal of Saturday last was read and 
approved. 
EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATION. 


The SPEAKER, by unanimous consent, laid 
before the House a communication from the Sec- 
retary of State, stating that the Secretary of State, 
in obedience to the act to regulate and fix the com- 
pensation of clerks in the different offices, ap- 
proved April 20, 1818, and to the eleventh section 
of «An act legalizing and making appropriations 
for such necessary objects as have usually been 
included in the general appropriation bills, with- 
out authority of law, and to fix and_provide for 
certain incidental expenses of the Departments 
and officers, and for other purposes,” approved 
August 26, 1852, respectfully reports the accom- 
panying statements (A, B, and C) containing, in 
addition to the information required by those acts, 
that called for by a resolution of the House of 
Representatives, of January 13, 1846; which com- 
munication was laid on the table, and ordered to 
be printed. 

COMMUNICATION FROM CERTAIN MEMBERS. 


The SPEAKER, by unanimous consent, laid 
before the House the following communication: 


WASHINGTON Crry, January 21, 1861. 
Sır: Having received information that the State of Ala- 
bama, through a convention representing her sovereignty, 
has adopted and ratified an ordinance, by which she © with- 
draws from the Union of the United States of America,”’ 
and resumes the powers heretofore delegated to the Fed- 
eral Government, it is proper that we should communicate 
the same to you, and through you to the Fouse of Repre- 
sentatives, over which you preside, and announce our 
withdrawal! from the further deliberations of that body. 
The causes which, inthe judgmentof our State, rendered 
such action necessary, we need notrelate. It is sufficient 
to say, that duty requires our obedience to her sovereign 
will, and that we shail return to our homes, sustain her 
action, and share the fortunes of her people. 
We have the honor to be, very respectfully, your obedient 
servants, GEORGE S. HOUSTON, 
SYDENHAM MOORE, 
DAVID CLOPTON, 
JAMES L. PUGH, 
J. L. M. CURRY, 
JAMES A. STALLWORTH. 
Hon. WILLIAM PENNINGTON, 
Speaker of the House of Representatives. 


The communication was laid on the table. 
STATE OF THE UNION. 


Mr. WINSLOW, by unanimous consent, pre- 
sented to the House the proceedings of a meeting 
held by the citizens of Columbus, North Caro- 
lina, in reference to the condition of the country; 
which were laid on the table. 


SOLDIERS OF 1812. 


Mr. WINSLOW presented the memorials of 
John Atkinson and others, citizens of North Car- 
olina, in relation to the granting of pensions to 
soldiers engaged in the war of 1812; which were 
referred to the Committee on Claims. 


JOHN E. BARROW AND OTHERS. 


Mr. WOODSON. I move that the Committee 
of the Whole [Louse be discharged from the fur- 
ther consideration of the bill of the House No. 
813, for the relief of John E. Barrow and others. 

The bill, which was read, directed that there 
be paid, out of any money in the Treasury not 
otherwiseappropriated , to John E. Barrow, James 
Porter, and Aaron A. L. H. Crenshaw, contract- 
ors on mail route 1550, from Kansas city, Mis- 
souri, to Stockton, California, the sum of 
$42,616 29, for the actual losses sustained by 
them by the annulment of contract for service on 
said route. 

Mr. THOMAS. I object. 

Mr. WOODSON. The gentleman will bear in 
mind that the motion was received by unanimous 
consent. 

The SPEAKER. The bill was only read for 
information. 

Mr. WOODSON. I ask the gentleman from 
Tennessee to withdraw his objection and hear the 
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report read. J am satisfied that if he will hear 
that, and also the statement of the gentleman from 
California, who made ihe report, he will with- 
draw his objection. i 

Mr. THOMAS. There isno gentleman in the 
House whom I would sooner accommodate than 
the gentleman from Missouri; but I intend to 
make an objection to this kind of legislation, and 
to the passage of all bills, unless they are regu- 
larly reached. : 


PRESENTATION OF A MEMORIAL. 


Mr. LOVEJOY. I ask leave to present to the 
House the memorial of certain Methodist clergy- 
men of my State, and ask that it be read. 

Mr. BURNETT. I object. Clergymen should 
attend to their own duties, without interfering 
with the legislation of the country. 

The SPEAKER. It will be laid on the table. 

Mr. LOVEJOY. And be printed. 

Mr.BURNETT. Tobject to its being printed. 

Mr. FLORENCE. The gentleman might state 
the nature of the proposition. 

Mr. LOVEJOY. kt is a memorial, setting 
forth certain facts. 

Mr. BURNETT. I object to the reception of 
the memorial. A 

The SPEAKER. If objection is made to its 
reception, it cannot be received. 

Mr. LOVEJOY. The memorial is couched in 
respectful language, and is from certain Method- 
ist clergymen of my State; and to the presenta- 
tion of that memorial the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky objects. 

Mr. BURNETT. Inasmuch as the gentleman 
from Ilinois has made a statement, I desire to 
say that I think the House of Representatives 
capable of managing the legislation of the coun- 
try; and, with all due respect to the clergymen 
of the country, I must say that, if they would 
attend to their duties in their own sphere, 1t would 
be more proper than to interfere with the legisla- 
tion of Congress. For that reason, 1 object to 
the reception of the memorial. 

Mr. LOVEJOY. I will say that the memorial 
isin relation to religious persecutions, from which 
those clergymen are suffering; one of their num- 
ber having béen hung for his religious opinions, 
and they ask for protection. 

Mr. BURNETT. I have no objection, if the 
memorial be in relation to religious persecution, 
to its being received, and laid on the table. 

Mr. LOVEJOY. And printed? 

Mr.MAYNARD. I object to the printing. 

The memorial was laid on the table. 

Mr. FLORENCE, by unanimous consent, pre- 
sented to the House the memorial of sundry cit- 
izens of Philadelphia, in reference to the condi- 
tion of the country, many of which memorialists 
voted for the President elect. 

The memorial was laid on the table. 


PRINTING OF EXTRA DOCUMENTS. 


Mr. MORSE, by unanimous consent, offered 
the following resolution: 

Resolved, That there be printed for the use of this House 
three thousand extra copies of the report from the execu- 
tive department on the subject of the African slave trade, 
laid before the House during the present session, in answer 
toaresolution passed at the first session of the present 
Congress. 

Mr. MAYNARD. In that connection I would 
like to know whether the documentitself has been 
rinted; that is, the original number of copies? 

Mr. MORSE. Itis now in the hands of the 
Printer. It was sent in three weeks since, I have 
numerous letters from the presidents of coloniza- 
tion societies, and from others, asking for copies 
of that report; and, unless we print extra copies, 
we cannot supply the demand. 

The resolation was referred, under the rule, to 
the Committce on Printing. 

Mr. BURNETT. I call for the regular order 
of business. 

The SPEAKER. The regular order of busi- 
ness is the call of committces for reports of bills 
for reference. 

The list of committees was then called. 


Mr. BINGHAM. A week or ten days ago: Í 
agree from thé Committee on the Judiciary, 
a joint resolution for the relief of Logan Hunton, 
of Louisiana. I now ask the unanimous:consent 
of the House to put that joint resolution upon. its 
passage. The relief which the resolution grants 
the claimant is recommended bythe Secretary of 
the Interior and by the Comptroller of the Treas- 
ury. There can be-no doubt about its: propriety ; 
and I ask-that the resolution be put upon its pas- 
sage. 

Ar. BURNETT. Is that the regular order of 
business? en 2 i 

The SPEAKER. It is not. : ; 

Mr. BURNETT. Then I insist upon the reg~ 
ular order. pigi 

JAMES O'BRIEN. i 


‘Mr. HUGHES, from the Committee on Mili 
ary Affairs, reported a bill for the relief of James 
O’Brien, late licutenant of company E of the Dis- 
trict of Columbia and Maryland regiment of vol- 
unteers in the Mexican war, and others; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to a Commit- 
tee of the Whole House, and, with theaccompany- 
ing report, ordered to be printed. 

GENERAL A. HENDERSON. 


Mr. HARRIS, of Maryland, from the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs, reported a bill for the 
settlement of the accounts of General A. Hen- 
derson; which was read a first and second time, 
referred toa Committee of the Whole House, and, 
with the accompanying report, ordered to be 
printed. 

PUBLIC BUILDINGS IN NEBRASKA. 


Mr. WALDRON, from the Committee on Ter- 
ritories reported a bill appropriating money for 
the redemption of the outstanding scrip issued by 
the city of Omaha applied to the erection of. the 
capital in Nebraska; which was read_a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union, and ordered to 
be printed, 

PUBLIC BUILDINGS IN WASHINGTON. 


Mr. PERRY, from the same committee, re- 
ported a bill appropriating money for the erection 
of public buildings in the Territory of Washing- 
ton; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred:to the Committec of the Whole on the state 
of the Union, and ordered to be printed. 


MARY BLATTENBURGER. : 


_ Mr. FENTON, from the Committee on Inva 
lid Pensions, reported a bill granting a: pension 
to Mary Blattenburger, widow of John Blatten- 


| burger; which was read a first and second time, 


referred to a Committee of the Whole House, 
and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 
printed. . 

MARY W. KINDER. 


On motion of Mr. FENTON, the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions was discharged from the far- 
ther consideration of a bill for the relief of Mary | 
W. Kinder; and the same was referred to the 
Committee on Public Lands. 


LARKIN TALLY. 


On motion of Mr. STOKES, by the unanimous 
consent of the House, the Committee of the 
Whole House was discharged from. the further 
consideration of House. bill No. 925, granting 
an invalid pension to Larkin Dally, of Tennessee; 
and the same was referred back to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 


PATENT OFFICE REPORT. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. ITmove that 
the Committee on Printing report to- this House 
the reasons why the mechanical portion. of the 
Patent Office Report has not been printed and 
delivered, f Kot 

The motion was agreed to. 

SELECT COMMITTEE. 


Mr. HOW ARD, of Michigan. I am instructed 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE, 


January 21, 


by the select committee of which T am ‘chairman 
to offer the following resolution: > 
Resolved, That the special committee, to whom was re- 
ferred the President’s message of the Sth instant have leave 
to sit diring the sessions of this House ; and that they have 
leave to report from time to time, in their discretion. 


“ Mr. WINSLOW. TI object to that resolution, 
sir. : aN . 
_, THOMAS ĻAURENT.. SEN 
_- On motion of Mr. WALTON, the Committee 
of Claims. was discharged from the farther con- 
sideration of the petition of Thomas Laurent; 
and the.same was referred to the Committee on 
Military. Affairs. 
` š HENRY BRAGG. 


Mr. WALTON, fromthe Committeeof Claims, 
made an adverse report on the memorial of Henry 
Bragg; which was laid upon the table, and ordered 
to be printed. i 


HARRIS AND BUTTERWORTH. 


Mr. CRAIG, of Missouri, from the Committee 
on the Post Office and Post Roads, reported back 
Senate bill No. 23, for the relief of Arnold Har- 
ris & Samuel F, Butterworth, and asked that the 
same be put upon its passage. 

Mr. THOMAS. I must object to that. 
` Mr, CRAIG, of Missouri. “The bill is unani- 
mously reported from the Committee on the Post 
Office and Post Roads; it passed the Senate unan- 
imously last session. 

Mr. ‘THOMAS. I have no objection to hearing 
the report read. 

The Clerk read the bill. - 

Mr. CRAIG, of Missouri. If the gentleman 
from Tennessee will give me his attention fora 
moment, I think I can satisfy him that he ought 
to vote for this bill. 

Mr. THOMAS. Let the report be read first, 
and then I will listen to the gentleman. 

The Clerk proceeded to read a report made in 
the Senate. 

Mr. HICKMAN. That is not the House 
report. There is a report from the Judiciary 
Committee of the House. 

Mr. CRAIG, of Missouri. If the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania will allow me to make a state- 
ment one minute long, I will satisfy him thatthe 
bill ought to pass. 

Mr. SHERMAN. 
of business. 

Mr. CRAIG, of Missouri. I wish to inquire 
if it isin order for me to move to suspend the 
rules? 

TheSPEAKER, Not now. 

Mr. CRAIG, of Missouri.” Then I beg the 
gentleman from Ohio to let me make a statement 
about a minute long. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The gentleman ought not 
to intrude this business upon the hour expressly 
reserved, under the rules, for other business. 

The SPEAKER then proceeded to call the 
States and Territories for bills and resolutions, 
beginning, where the call was last left off, with the 
State of Indiana. 


POSTAL SERVICE. 


Mr. COLFAX introduced a bill in relation to 
posial service; which was read a first and second 
time, 

Mr. COLFAX. I move that the bill be referred 
to.the Committee on the Post Office and Post 
Roads. Itis a bill of a great deal of importance, 
and will probably be called up at an early day, if 
the committee shall agree to report it back. It is 
very brief, and I hope that it will be read, so that 
gentlemen may understand it. i 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Whereas in severa) States of the Union, the judges, dis- 
trict attorneys, and marshals, commissioned by the Gov- 
ernment of the United States for said States, have resigned 
their offices, and it appears impracticable, in consequence 


of revolutionary proceedings therein, fo fill the vacancies 
thus ereated ; and whereas the Government of the United 


I call for the regular order 


States is thus withont any means of collecting or enforcing | 


in such States te payment of the postal revenues from the 
officers collecting the same, or of punishing violations of 


the postal laws, committed by robberies of the mails, or | 


otherwise, or of enforcing the performance of mail con- 
tracts: Therefore, 


Be it enacted, That in all States which are or may here- 
after be situated as above, the Postmaster General is hereby 
directed to discontinus the postal service for such period 
of tite as, in his! nent, the public interest may require, 
and shail report }ł ction to Congress. 

Mr. CRAIGE, of North Carolina. How does 
that bill come here? ` 


The SPEAKER. It is introduced upon'a reg- 


į ular, eall in the regular order of business. 


Mr. BRANCH. J think it would be better to 
refer that bill to the select committee of five, to 
whom this whole class of subjects has been re- 
ferred by an order of the House. | think incon: 
venience will result from distributing them out to 
the standing committees, when the whole subject 
has been referred to a select committee. 1 think 
the gentleman from Indiana had better move to 
refor his bill to the select committee. 

Mr. COLFAX. I prefer its reference to the 
standing committee; and I assure the gentleman 
that, if it shall be favorably reported on, he shall 
have on opportunity to be heard. The reason 
why it is introduced is simply because we have 
no means of protecting our mails in those regions. 
Linsist on my motion that the bill be referred to 
the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

Mr. BRANCH. Well, Mr. Speaker, I cannot, 
perhaps, give fully the reasons why I desire that 
the bill shall go to the select committee of five; 
but this whole class of subjects has been referred 
to that committee. I submit the motion that the 
bill be referred to the select committee of five. 

Mr. COLFAX. By the rules, when two mo- 
tions to refer are made, a motion to refer toa 
standing committee takes precedence. 

The SPEAKER. That is so. 

The question was taken on Mr. Co.rax’s mo- 
tion; and it was agreed to. ` 

So the bill was referred to the Committee on the 
Post Office and Post Roads. ; 

Mr. COLFAX moved to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill was so referred; and also moved to 
lay the motion to reconsider upon the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


THE CRITTENDEN ADJUSTMENT. 


Mr. ENGLISH offered the following resolu- 
tion, and moved the previous question on its adop- 
tion: 


Resolved, 'That the present alarming condition of the 
country imperatively demands that Congress should take 
immediate steps to preserve the peace and inaintain the 
Union, by removing, as far as possible, all causes of irrita- 
tion and division; and tothat end patriotism should prompt 
a cheerful surrender of all partisan prejudices and minor 
differcnees of opiuion ; and this House, believing the plan 
of adjustment proposed by Hon, Join J. CRITTENDEN, in 
the Senate, December 16, 1860, would be an equitable and 
honorable compromise, involving no sacrifice to any party 
or section that should not promptly be made for the sake 
of the inestimable blessings of peace and a united country, 
hereby instruct the committee of thirty-three heretofore ap- 
pointed by the House to report, without delay, the neces- 
sary measures to carry that plan into practical effect. 


Mr. SHERMAN. I presume that resolution 
is introduced simply for reference. 

Mr. ENGLISH. It is an expression of opin- 
ion by this House,and I wish to have it voted on 
now, 

Mr. SHERMAN. Is ita joint resolution or 
a simple resolution of this House? 

Mr. ENGLISH. It is a simple resolution in- 
dorsing the CrirrexpeNn compromise, the pointsof 
which are well known to all men in the country. 

The SPEAKER. We are now calling on 
States for resolutions, under the following rule of 
the House: 

“Reports from conmittees having been presented and 
disposed ot, the Speaker shall call for resolutions from the 
members of cach State and Delegates from each Territory, 
beginning with Maine and the Territory last organized al- 
ternately; and they shail not be debated on the very day of 
their being presented; nor on any day assigned by the 
House for the reecipt of resolutions, unless where the 
House shall direct otherwise, but shall lic on the table to 
be taken up in the order in which they were presented; 
and ifon any day the whole of the States and ‘Territories 
shall not be called, the Speaker shall begin on the nextday 
where he lett off the previous ¢ 3 provided that na mem- 
ber shall offer more than one ution, or one series of 
resolutions, all relating to the same sabjeet, until all the 
States and ‘Territories shall have been called. 

Mr. WASH BURNE, of Ilinois. 
lution open for discussion ? 

The SPEAKER. No, sir. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of illinois. If the House 
refuse to second the previous question, I propose 
to discuss the resolution. 

_Mr, ENGLISH. Lhope the other side of the į 
House will give us an opportunity of voting on | 
this proposition, 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. Craic, of 
Missouri, and Seryxer were appointed. 

The House divided; and the tellers reported— 
ayes 60, noes 92. i 

So the previous question was not seconded. 


Is the reso- 


Mr. GROW. 
over. i 

The SPEAKER. If any gentleman propose 
to debate the resolution, it lies over. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Hlinois. I propose to 

-discuss it. ` 

The SPEAKER. Then the resolution lies 
over. 

Mr. ENGLISH. I wish to call the attention 
of the country to the fact that the Republican side 
of the House will not even allow us to havea 
vote upon the proposition. . , 

Mr. GROW. The Republican side of the 
House will vote when it pleases them. 


RESOLUTIONS OF A CONVENTION IN ILLINOIS. 


Mr. FOUKE. Task leave to present a series 
of resolutions, adopted in a convention in the State 
of Ilinois. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. 
their reception. . 

The SPEAKER. They cannot be received if 
objected to. 


SUPPRESSION OF HOSTILE EXPEDITIONS. 


Mr. MORRIS, of Ilinois, offered the follow- 
ing resolution; which was read, considered, and 
agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Judiciary be, and 
are hereby, specially instructed to inquire into the expe- 
diency and necessity of reporting a bill amendatory of the 
laws now in force, providing for the suppression of hostile 
expeditions within the limits of the United States against 
friendly or neutral Powers, so as to make it a penal offense 
for any person or persons Within the United States to fit 
out such expeditions within such States to aid or abet the 
people of a State which has declared itself out of the Union, 
and occupying a position outside of or hostile to the right- 
ful authorities and Jaws thercof, 


RAILROAD GRANT IN MISSOURI. 


Mr. PHELPS, by unanimous consent, intro- 
duced a bill to amend the act entitled “An act 
granting the right of way in the State of Missouri, 
and a portion of the public lands, to aid in the 
construction of certain railroads in said State;’’ 
which was read a first and second time. ` 

Mr. PHELPS. I desire the attention of the 
House for one moment to a statement of the ob- 
ject of this bill. If there be objection to its con- 
sideration now, I will, as a matter of course, let 
it go to the Committee on Public Lands. The 
object of this bill is to extend the time within 
which a railroad company in Missouri may claim 
a grant of land made to aid in its construction. 
The time limited in the act was ten years, It is 
proposed now to extend the time for five years 
more. That is all that is in the bill, and it is im- 
portant that it should be passed. 

Mr. STANTON. This subject of extending 
the time of railroad grants is a very important 

uestion,and I think this bill had better go to the 

ommittee on Public Lands. 

Mr, PHELPS. I will merely remark to the 
gentleman from Ohio that the bill expressly de- 
clares that it shall have the same effect as if the 
term of fifteen years had been originally inserted. 

Mr. STANTON There may be no objection 
to the hill itself; but I prefer that it should go to 
the Committee on Publie Lands. 


The bill was referred to the Committee on Public 
Lands, 


POWERS OF THE FEDERAL GOVERNMENT. 
Mr. VANDEVER offered the following reso- 


lutions: 


Resolved, That the Constitution confers upon the Gen- 
eral Government no power to interfere with the condition 
of persons held to service or labor in the several States of 
this Union under the Jaws thereof. 

Resolved, ‘hat whatever may be the power of the Gen- 
eral. Government, or of a territorial government over sla- 
very, or involuntary servitude in the territories, forts, ar- 
senals, and dock-yards of the Union, or in the District of 
Columbia, the exercise of such power can afford no just 
ground for a dissolution of this Union, 

Resolved, That the Constitution of the United States, 
and the laws made in pursuance thereof, are paramount to 
any State legislation. 

Resolved, That it is not expedient to propose amend- 
ments to the Federal Constitution at this time. 

Resolved, That a government designed without power 
to maintain its authority, execute its laws, and protect its 
property, is not fitto be maintained. 


Mr. BRANCH. I hope those resolutions will 
be put upon their passage now. 

Mr. HINDMAN. I would be glad to have 
the resolutions read again. 1 am anxious to have 
a vote taken on all these propositions. 


I suppose. the resolution goes 


I object to 


Mr. VANDEVER. I desire to say, in regard 


1861. 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


409 


to these resolutions, that I prepared them some 
time ago, and had intended, when. I should offer 
them, to move the previous. question on their 
adoption. Butin consequence of the report from 
the committee of thirty-three being pending to- 
day, and as it embraces the identical questions 
involved in these resolutions, I am, for my own 
part, willing that they should lic on the table. 

Mr. RUFFIN. Let us have a vote on them. 

Mr. BURNETT. L[ believe, Mr. Speaker, that 
these resolutions are now before the House. 

The SPEAKER. They are before the House. 

Mr. BURNETT. Then I demand the pre- 
vious question on the resolutions. [am willing 
to give the gentleman a vote upon them. We 
on this side are anxious to vote upon them. 

Mr. SICKLES. I call for a division of the 
resolutions. 

Mr. VANDEVER. I desire to state that Ido 
not wish to interfere with the consideration of the 
report of the committec of thirty-three, and I am 
therefore willing to withdraw the resolutions. 

Mr. KILLINGER. Will notan objection to 
the resolutions prevent them from coming toa 
vote in the House? 

The SPEAKER. The resolutions have been 
withdrawn. 

Mr. BRANCH. Can a resolution be with- 
drawn after the previous question has been called? 

The SPEAKER. Irtis competent for the gen- 
tleman to withdraw the resolutions. 

Mr. BURNETT. Well, sir, I am very sorry 
that gentlemen upon the other side of the House 
have become afraid of their own propositions. 

Mr. WASEIBURNE, of Hlinois. Weare fol- 
lowing the example set us by your side of the 
House. 

PAY OF A CLERK. 


_ Mr. CURTIS. I present the following resolu- 
tion: 


Resolved, That the Committee of Accounts be author- 
ized to audit, and the Clerk of the House to pay, for the 
services of the clerk of the select committee of this House 
on the Pacific railroad, at the usual rate of compensation 
paid to clerks of the committees of this House. 


Mr. BURNETT. I have no objection to that, 
ifa pronis shall be inserted that the compensation 
shall be paid upon the certificate of the chairman 
of the committee as to the services which have 
been performed. 

Mr. CURTIS. Ihave no objection to that. I 
accept the amendment. 

There being no objection, the resolution, as 
modified, was adopted. 


THE UNION. 

Mr. NIBLACK. I ask the unanimous con- 
sent of the House to present the resolutions of a 
meeting of the workingmen of Kvansville, Indi- 
ana, recommending, among other things, the adop- 
tion of the Crittenden amendment. ‘The resolu- 
tions meet with my warmest approbation; and I 
am prepared, so far as I am concerned, to do all 
I can to carry their recommendations into prac- 
tical effect. 

The resolutions were laid on the table, and 
ordered to be printed. ® 


WATROUS CASE. 


Mr. HAMILTON. I offer the following res- 
olution, and call the previous question upon it: 


Resolved, ‘That the consideration of the report of the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary, in the case of J. C. Watrous, dis- 
trict judge of the United States for the castern district of 
Texas, be made the special order for Monday, the 28th in- 
stant, immediately after the expiration of the morning hour; 
and that the consideration of the same be continued from 
day to day until disposed of. 


Mr. MAYNARD. I object. ~ 

Mr. HAMILTON. Is not the resolution regu- 
larly before the House? 

The SPEAKER. It requires the unanimous 
consent of the House to make a special order. 
The hour of one having arrived, the special order | 
is the report of the committee of thirty-three, upon 
which the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Corwin] is 
entitled to the floor. 


DISTRICT MILITIA. 


Mr. STANTON. I ask my colleague to allow 
me to introduce a bill to amend anactentitled “An 
act more effectually to provide for the organiza- 
tion of the militia of the District,” approved 
March 3, 1803. I will ask that the bill may be | 
read, and Lam sure there will be no objection toit. | 

Mr. BURNETT. I object. 


| 


Mr. STANTON. Ihope the gentleman will 
allow the bill to be read. : 

Mr. BURNETT. Lobject. The laws now on 
your statute-books are sufficient in reference to 
that subject. j 

Mr. STANTON. I move to suspend the rules. 

The SPEAKER. The motion is not in order 
at this time. 


CRITTENDEN PROPOSITIONS. 


Mr. FLORENCE. Idesire to raise a question 
of order in relation to that very thing. On-last 
Monday I submitted a certain resolution embod y- 
ing substantially what are known as the Critten- 
den propositions, and moved to suspend the rules 
to enable me to introduce it. ‘In my judgment, 
that is the first thing in order after the expiration 
of the morning hour to-day. I will defer to the 
decision of the Chair on that subject, Iwill not 
appeal from his decision; but I desire, before the 
consideration of the special order begins, thatthe 
House shall vote upon a suspension of the rules, 
for the purpose of ascertaining the opinion of 
members upon the subject of the Crittenden prop- 
ositions, which, as I have said, is, in my judg- 
ment, now the matter proper before the House. 

Mr. PHELPS. If the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania, on last Monday, submitted a motion to 
suspend the rules, which motion was pending 
when the House adjourned on that day, I think 
the motion is now before the House first in order. 
I do not know what may be the fact; but if it be 
such, that motion must come up in order now. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair supposes the 
special order must override everything clse. 

Mr. FLORENCE. Well, sir, 1 desire to say 
that I hope we may have soon an opportunity of 
voting upon what the country have determined 
is the proper basis of settlement of the difficulties 
with which we are now surrounded, 

Mr. GROW. That is the question we are just 
about to consider in the special order. 

Mr. FLORENCE. Very well. I only say 
that this proposition ought to be presented, and 
shall be presented, to the House, whenever I can 
have the opportunity of presenting it. 


DISTURBED CONDITION OF THE COUNTRY. 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohio 
is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. VALLANDIGHAM. If my colleague 
will yield to me for a moment, I propose to offer 
asregnlution to suspend the hour rule so far as it 
roles to this question. I gave notice in the last 
session of a motion to amend the rules in this 
particular; and J bring the matter up now to avoid 
difficulty. I offer the following resolution: 

Resolved, That during the present session the rule limit- 
ing debate to one hour shall not, except in the Committee 
of the Whole on the state of the Union, apply to the debate 
upon bills or joint resolutions proposing action by Congress 
in relation to the present crisis of the country. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. I object. 

Mr. VALLANDIGHAM. [prefer to abolish 
the hour rule altogether; but in deference to the 
objections of gentlemen to so sweeping a propo- 
sition, I confine it only to the debate upon the 
pending propositions. I hope there will be no 
objection to it. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. _ I object. 

Mr. VALLANDIGHAM. I give notice, then, 
that I shall object to any exception being made 
to the rule. 

Mr. STOUT. Task the unanimous consent of 
the House to introduce the following resolution: 

Resolved, That the Military Committee have leave to 
report Senate bill No. 11, providing for the payment of the 
Washington and Oregon war debt, and that said bill be the 
special order for Thursday of next weck. 

Mr. ELY. 1 object. 

Mr, FLORENCE, Before the gentleman from 
Ohio proceeds, 1 desire to ask when we can have 
a vote upon the motion to suspend the rules which 
I made on last Monday. 

The SPEAKER. Whenever it is in order to 
move to suspend the rules, That is as definite 
information as the Chair is able to give. | 

Mr, CORWIN and Mr. MILLSON addressed 
the House for overanhourcach, [Their speeches 
will be published in the Appendix.] 

Mr. BINGHAM obtained the floor, but yield- | 
ed to 

Mr. HARRIS, of Maryland, who moved that 
the House adjourn. 


Mr. SICKLES. I ask the gentleman. from 


Maryland to withdraw his motion, to enable me 
simply to present a proposition asan amendment 
to the propositions reported by thegenUeman from 
Ohio, [Mr. Conwiy.] . I.do.not propose that they 
shall be voted on to-night. I merely desire to 
have the motion entered. i i 

_ Mr. FLORENCE. Why, Mi. Speaker, there 
is nothing before the House which the gentleman 
from New York can move to amend. aoe 

The SPEAKER. The motion of the gentle- 
man from New York, the Chair thinks, cannot 
be entertained at this time. 

Mr. HOWARD, of Michigan. I desire to offer 
again the resolution which I proposed this morn- 
ing. : : 

Mr. BURNETT. ‘T object. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE, 


A message was received from the Senate, by 
Mr. Hicxey, their Chief Clerk, informing the 
House that the Senate have ordered to be printed: 

Memorial of the representatives of the Choctaw 
nation of Indians, for payment of an amount du 
under treaty of June, 1855; i 

Memorial of the Chamber of Commerce, of New 
York, relative to the establishment of a line of 
mail steamers on the Pacific ocean; s 

Message from the President, relative to the ap- 
pointment of an acting Secretary of War; 

Resolutions of the Legislature of Ohio, on the 
disturbed state of the country; and 

Report of the Secretary of the Senate, showing 
the names and compensation of the persons. em- 
ployed in his office during the year 1860. 

Also, that the President of the United States has 
notified the Senate of his approval of a joint reso- 
lution (S. No. 57) authorizing the Seeretary ofthe 
Treasury to permit the owners of the steamboat, 
John C. Frémont, to change the name of the same 
to that of [lorizon. 

Also, that the Senate have passed a joint reso- 
lation and a bill, of the following titles; in which 
he was directed to ask the concurrence of the 
House: $ ; 

A joint resolution (S. No. 58) authorizing Lieu- 
tenant T. A. M. Craven, United States Navy, to 
receive marks of distinction tendered him by the 
Spanish Government; and 

An act (S. No. 321) for the relief of Robert A. 
Matthews. z 

Also, that tho Senate have passed a bill (H. R. 
No. 23) for the admission of Kansas into the 
Union, with amendments; in which he was di- 
rected to ask the concurrence of the House. 

Also, that the Senate have passed without 
amendment, bills of the following titles: 

An act (H. R. No. 447) for the relief of the ehil- 
dren of the late Captain E. A. Capron; 

An act (H. R. No. 428) directing the Secretary 
of the Interior to liquidate the accounts of Mitch- 
ell & Rammilsburg and Baker & Von Phul; and 

An act (H. R. No 127) for the relief of O. F. 
D. Fairbanks, Frederick Dodge, and the Pacific 
Mail Steamship Company. i 

ENROLLED BILLS. 

Mr THEAKER from the Committee on En- 
rolled Bills, reported that the Committee had 
examined, and found truly enrolled, bills of the 
following titles; which thereupon received the 
signature of the Speaker: 

An act (H.R. No. 447) for the relief of the 
children of the late Captain E. A. Capron. 

An act (H. R. No. 428) directing the Secretary 
of the Interior to liquidate the accounts of Mitchell 
& Rammilsburg, and Baker & Von Phul. 

An act (H. R. No. 127) for the reliefof O. F. P. 
Fairbanks, Frederick Dodge, and the Pacific Mail 
Steamship Company. 

The motion of Mr. Harris, of Maryland, was 
then agreed to; and thereupon (atten minutes after 
four o’clock, p. m.) the House adjourned. 


IN SENATE. 
Tuespay, January 22, 1861. 

Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Dr. Gunter. 

The Journal of yesterday was read. 

COMMITTEE SERVICE. 

Mr. FITCH. I move that the Vice President 
be authorized to fill the existing vacancies in the 
committees of the Senate. ; r 

Mr. HALE. Jobjectto that. It requires unan- 
imous consent, I believe. 
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“The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator is 
right in supposing that it requires unanimous cón- 


sent. 
Mr. HALE. Very well. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr, SEWARD presented a petition of soldiers 
of the war of 1812, praying the passage, during 
the present session .of Congress, of. a law grant- 
ing pensions to the soldiers of that war, ard to 
the widows of those deceased; which was referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. SEWARD. l present the petition of Ed- 
„ward ©; Delavan, of Albany, in the State of New 
York, who states that he has, for more than thirty 
‘years, devoted time: and attentién to the evils re- 
suiting from the use of deleterious liquors, as a 
beverage, especially drugged liquors; and having 
recently ascertained, by an examination of the 
liquors manufactured for the American market, 
and shipped to the United States from wine-pro- 
ducing countries, that they are for the most part 
drugged, and thus rendered doubly deleterious, 
he begs to suggest the propriety of protecting the 
people of this country from the disease and pre- 
mature death thus occasioned, by instituting in 
each of our ports of entry, a competent chemical 
tribunal for the examination of all imported li- 

uors, which, if found adulterated, should be con- 
denies and destroyed. {f move the reference of 
the memorial to the Committee on Finance, 

It was so referred. 

Mr.SEWARD. I present a memorial of seven 
hundred and forty-six citizens of the United States, 
residing in the city of New York, submitting their 
views upon the crisis of the country, and their 
appeal to Congress to provide, in some compe- 
tent way, for the restoration of peace and har- 
mony, and the establishment of the Union. I 
also present a like petition of citizens of the State 
of New York, residing in the city of New York, 
signed by eighteen thousand; and I move that 
these two petitions lie on the table. 

The motion was Agreed to. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. I submit to the Senate 
joint resolutions of the Legislature of Delaware, 
in favor of the compromise measures introduced 
by the honorable Senator from Kentucky, [Mr. 

RITTENDEN.] | will state to the Senate that the 
Legislature of my State, as now composed, con- 
sists of Democrats, Constitutional Union men, 
and Republicans. 1 believe these resolutions 
passed unanimously, with one exception. I 
move that they be rend, laid on the table, and 
“ordered to be printed. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. BIGLER presented proceedings of a meet- 
ing of the friends of the Union, held at Newville, 
Pennsylvania, on the 12th of January, 1861, in 
favor of the adoption of the compromise meas- 
ures proposed by Mr. Crirrenpen; which were 
ordered ta lie on the table. 

He also presented the proceedings of a meet- 
ing of the borough of Berlin, Pennsylvania, held 
on the 8th of January, 1861, approving of the 
compromise measures recommended by the com- 
mittee of the border States; which were ordered 
to lie on the table. 

He also presented two petitions of residents of 
the county of Philadelphia, Pennsylvania, pray- 
ing that pensions may be granted tothe su rviving 
soldiers of the war of 1812, and to the widows o1 
those who may hereafter die; which were ordered 
to lic on the table. i 

REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 

Mr. THOMSON, from the Committee on Pen- | 
sions, to whom was referred the petition of Abby 
S. Chaplin, widow of Colonel J. Snelling, of the 
Army, praying a pension, asked to be discharged 
fram its further consideration; which was agreed 
to. | 

He also, from the same committee, to whom | 


j 
i 


i 


Thomas W. Wyman, post captain in the naval 
service of the United States, reported it without 
amendment, with a recommendation that it do 
not pass. i 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas, from the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands, to whom was referred 
the bill (H. R. No. 50) to construe the word 
‘ minimum” price of the public lands, and for 
other purpéses, reported it without amendment, 
and recommended its passage... 

He also, from the same committee, to whom 
was referred the bill (H. R. No. 806) to confirm 
certain entries of land in the State of Missouri, 
reported it withoutamendment, and recommended 
its passage. i . 

He also, from the same committee, to whom 
was referred the bill (H. R. No. 918) for the re- 
lief of the heirs of Noah Wiswall, reported it 
without amendment, with a recommendation that 
it do pass. 

Mr. SAULSBURY, from the Committee on 
Pensions, to whom was referred the petition of 
Joseph W. Knife, praying an increase of pension, 
submitted an adverse report; which was ordered 
to be printed, 

ELIZA REEVES. 


Mr. THOMSON. The Committeeon Pensions, 
to whom was referred the bill (H. R. No. 467) 
granting an invalid pension to Eliza Reeves, have 
instructed me to report it back, without amend- 
ment, and with a recommendation that it do pass; 
and also to ask the indulgence of the Senate to 
consider it at this time. : 

Mr. HALE. What is the case? 

Mr. THOMSON. It isa bill granting a pen- 
sion to Eliza Reeves, of nine dollars a month. | 
The cascis a very meritorious one; and the woman | 
is in great suffering at this time, to my knowl- 
edge. 

Mr. HALE. I hope it will be passed. 

There being no objection, the bill (H. R. No. 
467) granting a pension to Eliza Reeves, was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It directs 
the Secretary of the Interior to place the name of 
Eliza Reeves on the invalid pension rolls of the 
United States, at the rate of nine dollars per 
month, to commence on the Ist of January, 1860, 
and to continue during her widowhood. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 

WITHDRAWAL OF SENATORS. 

Mr. HALE. {withdraw the objection Which 
I interposed this morning to the suggestion made 
by the Senator from Indiana, that the Vice Pres- 
ident be authorized to fill the vacancies on the 
committees. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. TheSenator from 
Indiana moves that the Presiding Officer fill ex- 
isting vacancies upon tho committees. 

The motion was agreed to by unanimous con- 
sent. 


like some instruction from the Senate as to what 
vacancies exist; and at this point would take the 
liberty to make a remark. 


yesterday. No paper was filed with the Presid- 
ing Officer by them; it was an act of withdrawal | 


Fhe VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair would || 


No notice has been | 
taken on the Journal this morning of the with- 
| drawal of certain Senators from the Chamber | 


did not understand whether his remarks were 
addressed to the want of official information on 
his part relative to the vacancies on the commit- 
tees or the absence of members from the Senate. 
I make this suggestion to obviate the difficulty in 
regard to the committees. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. There are one or 
two vacancies caused by the resignation of Sen- 
ators on the’ committees. Thore are a number of 
additional vacancies, if the act of those gentlemen 
yesterday is recognized by the Senate. 

Mr. HALE. I think the suggestion that is 
made by the honorable Senator from Indiana is 
a very pertinent one: that if the acting chairmen 
of the several committees will notify the Vice 
President of the vacancies actually existing, it 
will be enough for his guidance. - 1 believe that 
the best way is for the Senate and the Vice Presi- 
dent to recognize things as they are, regardless 
of how they would wish to have them; and I 
think the suggestion of the Senator from Indiana 
is highly proper. 

Mr.COLLAMER. Some of the chairmen have 
gone away. 

Mr. HALE. The acting chairmen can notify 
the Vice President. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. I do not think there is any 
difficulty in this question, We have been notified 
that certain Senators have retired, and do not 
intend to be here during this session; and hence, 
there are vacancies on those committees of which 
they were members. It is known to the Senate, 
for each of the Senators who has withdrawn has 
risen and taken his leave of the body. Taking 
their leave of the Senate is a withdrawal from the 
committees of the Senate. Whether their States 
are out of the Union or not, is a very different 
question; but that those Senators did represent 
those States, and that they have formally, offi- 
cially, dissolved their connection with this body 
and gone away, is within our knowledge; it has 
been done in our presence. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I think my colleague is 
clearly right. Whatever dispute there may beas 
to the right of a State to withdraw from the Union, 
no one, l apprehend, denies the right of a Senator 
to withdraw from the Senate, to resign, to dis- 
solve his connection with the body. 

Several Sewarors. They have not resigned. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Ido not know that there 
is any constitutional provision, or any law, or any 
rule of the Senate, which requires a resignation 
to be in writing. I understand that certain Sen- 
ators yesterday did dissolve their connection with 
the Senate; stated so in its presence. Whenever 
that was done, in my judgment, their names 
should be stricken from the roll, and they should 
be no longer treated as members of the Senate, 
That is an individual act which they had a right 
to perform. 

Mr. WILSON. Ido not understand that the 
gentlemen who withdrew from the Senate yester- 
day have resigned their places as Senators of 
the United States. The Senators from South 
Carolina did resign to their State formally; but 
the org Senators that have withdrawn have not 
resigned their places here, and are now members 
of this Senate. They have simply withdrawn 
themselves, in obedience’ to the wishes of their 
States. It is well enough, I think, for the Senate 
to recognize the fact to this extent so far as regards 


notified to the Senate. Upon that subject, it will 
be for the Senate to determine whether the Journal 
shall note the factof their withdrawal, and whether 
their names shall continue to be called when votes ! 
are taken by yeas and nays. ‘The Chair would 
likewise be glad to have the instruction of the 
Senate as to whether he is to consider vacancies | 
as existing on the committees of which those gen- 
tlemen were members. He will execute the wishes 
of the Senate, and of course his authority ends | 
there. 


was referred the bill (H.R. No. 451) grantingan | 
invalid pension to William Burns, of Ohio, re- 
ported it without amendment, with a recommend- 
ation that it do not pass. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom 
was referred the bill (H. R. No. 909) for the re- 
lief of Thomas Chittenden, reported it without 
amendment, with a recommendation 

ass, 

He also, from the same committee, to whom 
was referred the bill (H. R. No. 559) granting a | 


Mr. FITCH. I did not understand the Chair 
as saying whether he had no official knowledge 
of the vacancies on the committees, or simply of 
vacancies on the floor of the Senate. The difi- 
culty, as far as the committees are concerned, can 
very easily be obviated by the acting chairmen 
of the respective committees notifying the Vice 
President that there are certain vacancies upon | 
their respective committees, owing to the absence | 
of certain members. That does not imply, of | 


pension to Harriet S. Wyman, widow of Captain | 


course, other than temporary absence, if that be 
desired. I did not distinetly hear the Chair, and | 


the committees, that they are temporarily absent, 
and that their placcs should be filled up by other 
Senators; and there no difficulty, it seems to me, 
if the committees inform the Wice President that 
these Senators are not able to attend, or do not 
attend, the meetings of the committees, in having 
their places filled But I understand that the 
gentlemen who withdrew from the Senate yester- 
day are to-day members of the Senate of the 
United States, and have not resigned their seats. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. I dissent entirely from the 
Senator from Massachusetts. I hold that the act 
of yesterday was a resignation that is irrevocable 
on their part. If I come into this body and an- 
nounce to you that I am going to quit the coun- 
| try, go to foreign lands, and dissolve my con- 
nection with this body, I think it is your right to 
notify the Governor of Illinois that a vacancy 
exists. Any act that announces a final separation 
from the body as a Senator, no matter whether 
it is because his State has said so, or because he 
chooses to do it voluntarily, or from any other 
motive—the act of separation is a resignation so 


i 
| 
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far as the individual is concerned. I have no 
hesitation, therefore, in treating each one of these 
seats as vacant by resignation, by the Senators 
having given notice to the body that they have 
finally withdrawn, and never intend to return. It 
does.not reach the question at all as to whether 
the States have withdrawn. That is a very dif- 
ferent question. We recognize the right of a 
Senator to withdraw, to resign, and in resigning, 
it is not necessary that he should use the word 
“resign.” Ile may say, ‘‘I decline to act asa 
Senator any longer,” and there is an end of his 
connection with the body, or ‘I withdraw from 
the Senate forever;”’ that dissolves his connection 
with the body; or ‘Iam going to remove beyond 
the limits of the United States, and live in a for- 
eign country; that is a resignation. I hold, 
therefore, that they have resigned their seats here, 
and we can take cognizance of that fact, and act 
upon it. Whether the States have separated their 
connection with us or not isa very different ques- 
tion. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. To test the correctness 
of the views of the Senator from Illinois, suppose 
that any of those Senators who took leave of the 
Senate yesterday were to appear here this morn- 
ing and undertake to vote, would there be any 
power in the Senate to prevent their voting upon 
any question that arose in this body? To whom 
have they resigned? Have you any evidence that 
they have resigned to the Governor, or to any 
proper authority of their own State? None, at 
all. They came into the Senate, and declared 
that they should not in future act as members of 
this body. Suppose, however, that they have 
changed their minds, and that they present them- 
selves this morning, and the yeas and nays are 
called, and they wish to record their votes; can 
this Senate prevent them from recording their 
votes? I hold that they are members of the Sen- 
ate of the United States, until they have resigned 
to some other authority than the Senate of the 
United States. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. There is nothing more com- 
mon than for a Senator to resign to the body of 
which he is a member, and nothing more com- 
mon than for us to communicate the fact of a va- 
cancy to the Governor of a State. I hold that, if 
they have done an act which amounts to a resig- 
nation, they cannot withdraw it the next day. 
They have no power to doit. If one of them 
comes in here, and takes a seat, of course we will 
permit him to do so by courtesy, as an ex-Sena- 
tor; but I apprehend he would not vote as an cx- 
Senator. I cannot recognize the doctrine thata 
man may -dissolve his connection with the body, 
and withdraw from the obligations of a Senator, 
and come back when he hasa mind to do so, and 
give the casting vote in a tight struggle, and then 
slip out again. They are either members of the 
body, or they are not. If they are members of 
the body, they are subject to the rules of the 
body. They should be required to attend the 
body, and tovote; not when they chose, but when 
the body requires them to do so, according to its 
rules. But { hold if they have done that which 
amounts, in fact and in law, to a resignation, 
their seats being vacant, whether they will be 
filled or not will depend upon the States that they 
formerly represented. 

Mr. ITCH. Mr. President, the very object 
of the suggestion I made was to avoid this de- 
bate. I supposed it would do so. The praposi- 
tion suggested was so fair on its face,and so man- 
ifestly designed to avoid this discussion relative 
to the manner in which cettain Senators have left 
their seats, and their right to do so, or the right 
to recognize that act on our part, that I supposed 
it would meet with no objection from any source. 
Tam sorry it has not escaped the criticism of the 
Senator from Hlinois. Thereare Senators to whom 
his remarks willnet apply. One of the Senators 
from Georgia is absent. He has never notified 
us of hig intention to absent himself. Two Sen- 
ators from South Carolina, and one from Missis- 
sippialso, are absent, without notifying us of their 
absence; but the fact that they are absentis known 
to the respective committees; and if the acting 
chairman of those committees should notify the 
Vice President of that fact, I do not see why those 
vacancies could not be filled without raising a 


question relative to the manner in which they | 
left, or the right of a State to secede. Thatis not į 


involved in the question at all. 


nection with the Union, that there should be a 
question as to the fact. However, that factis dis- 
puted, it seems. Although certain States have 
declared themselves independent States; although, 
in point of fact, they are organized as independ- 
ent nations; although, in point of fact, there is 
not a Federal officer within their limits perform- 
ing Federal duties, except with their express con- 
sent, in certain exceptional cases; although the 
Governmentis utterly without possession of those 
States, or the power to enforce its laws there by 
tribunals; yet gentlemen persist in saying that 
the fact is, they are still members of the Union. 

Mr. FITCH. Will the Senator from Louisi- 
ana permit me to make a remark? The object of 
my suggestion was to avoid all allusion to the 
fact, one way or the other. 

Mr. BENJAMIN, 1} understood it perfectly 
well, 

Mr. FITCH. It was to avoid any recognition 
of that; but the fact of their absence we propose 
to recognize, of course. 

Mr. BENJAMIN. I premised my remarks by 
stating that such had been the Senator’s intention, 
and informing him that, in my judgment, we can- 
not avoid the discussion, for there are other things 
to be taken into consideration, as will very soon 
be obvious to the Senate. 

Now, sir, in the first place, there was one sug- 
gestion from the Chair which, it strikes me, re- 
quires the immediate action of the Senate. If I 
understand the Chair aright, we were informed 
that there was no entry upon the Journals of the 
occurrence which took place in open Senate yes- 
terday, vital inthe constitution of this body. Did 
I understand the Chair aright? Then I will begin 
by moving that the Journals of our proceedings 
state the facts. They form the official record of 
what occurs in this Senate—of everything of a 
public character requiring to be preserved; and in 
order to test the sense of the Senate, so faras that 
is concerned, (I suppose there can be no objection 
to that,) I move tbat it be ordered to be stated 
upon the Journal, among the proceedings of 
yesterday, that certain Senators arose in their 
places and communicated to the Senate that their 
States had assumed the right of withdrawing from 
the Union—had passed ordinances of secession, 
declaring themselves independent of all Federal 
ties, and of all allegiance to the Constitution of 
the United States, and thereupon took leave of the 
Senate, and retired. That fact ought to appear 
upon our Journals. It is a fact.in the history of 
the country, in the proceedings of the Senate, 
which can by no possibility be passed over in 
silence. I move, therefore, as a preliminary mo- 
tion, that the Journals be ordered to be so cor- 
rected as to state that fact. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. I should like to ask the 
Senator from Louisiana a question, ifhe willallow 
me to do so. 

Mr. BENJAMIN. With pleasure. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. I would ask him whether, 
in his judgment, after making that annunciation 
with reference to their seats yesterday, and the 
fact being so that the States had passed these or- 
dinances of secession, these gentlemen would have 
had a legal, constitutional right to remain here, 
had they choser to do so and act as Senators? 

Mr. BENJAMIN. Inmy opinion, very clearly 
not, 

‘Mr. SEWARD. Mr. President, it seems to 
me if we are going to make up a record of the 
transaction of yesterday, it ought to be either a 
full one or none atall. I think it will be doing 
vey great discourtesy to our associates who have 
withdrawn under very peculiar circumstances, 
and probably very disrespectful to their States, 
that the fact should be stated that they rose in 
their seats and made thatannouncement, and then 
withdrew, without spreading upon the records 
the reasons and the arguments which they ad- 
dressed to the Senate ih support of the position 


j 
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which they and their States had assumed 
tainly it would be contrary to all manner of 1 
ing records to enter speeches of this:kind. < 


Keeps 


utterly opposed, however, Mr. President, to-any 
entry of this transaction. I think ‘the Jess there“ 


is said about it, the sooner it, will be mended 
am for leaving these seats here'forthose Senators, : 
or for other Senators from the States which they 
represent, to be resumed at their own time angin’ 
their good pleasure. I hope that the time will not 

be long before they will be here again. “If our 

records shall only be kept for the instruction ot 
posterity, in failing to record the’ transaction of 
yesterday, in that respect, it will be an omission 

that I think will be more honored than would be 

the observance and a statement of the facts. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. Mr. President, there are 
some difficulties about this question, in my judg- 
ment, which all gentlemen. probably have per- 
ceived. F hold most decidedly and decisively, 
without any question, or any reservation or any 
limitation of any kind whatever, that no State has 
a right to secede, as the language is, from’ ‘the 
Union; and that consequently all these acts that 
have been performed by these four States are 
withoutany constitutional right, contrary to their 
duty, and of no sort of effect whatever, so far as 
we are concerned. I do not propose now to go 
into an argument to show the grounds of my 
opinion; but that is my opinion, as gentlemen: 
probably very well understand, Therefore, when 
these gentlemen announced yesterday that they 
withdrew from the Senate in consequence of this 
act, I did not consider that the act itself had any 
sortof connection constitutionally with what they 
themselves saw fit to do upon the floor—not ‘in 
the slightest possible degree. It might be a suf- 
ficient reason to justify them to their own minds, 
and in their own minds, for what they did; but to 
me, the reason for the act had no sort of signifi- 
cance. 

Then, sir, we. stand precisely in this attitude: 
we, I say, on this side of the Senate—I, speaking 
for myself—do not. recognize in any way the act 
that has been performed by these States. I can- 
not help recognizing, however, what was done by 
the Senators themselves. They made a certain 
announcement; and the question for us to settle 
as it is brought up now is, how far that announce- 
ment has any legal effect whatever, They did 
not say that they resigned their seats upon this 
floor. I suppose it would be perfectly competent 
for them to say it without putting it in writing, 
and that we might accept the notice. It is accord- 
ing to the usual form. The ordinary course of 
proceedings, as I understand it, is for the resigna- 
tion to be made to the bodies that elected them, 
and for us to be notified of the fact. Ido not 
understand that any resignation has been made 
in the case of these gentlemen. In the case of 
the South Carolina Senators, there was a formal 
resignation of their offices, as we learned from 
the newspapers; but we have not been notified of 
the fact at all. i : 

Now, suppose that the State of Mississippi, for 
instance, should to-morrow elect, if their Legis- 
lature was in session, other Senators, other gen- 
tlemen than those who retired yesterday, and 
they should come here and present certificates of 
their election; and suppose, at the same time, that 
the old Senators who retired yesterday should 
return and claim their seats upon this floor: how 
are we to settle that question? Who are the Sen- 
ators to be admitted? It comes back to the fact 
whether they had ever resigned their seats or not. 
That is the question: whether they had ever le- 
gally ceased to be members of this body. We do 
not admit that they ceased to be so by the act of 
their States in withdrawing, at all. We do ad- 
mit, however, the right of a Senator to resign, of 
course. Have those Senators resigned their seats 
or not? j 

Now, [ agree in part with my friend from New 
York, that so far as the act of these seceding 
States is concerned with reference to withdrawing 
themselves from the Union, I would not take any 
notice whatever on the record of a notification to 
that purport if it was given here. I agree with 
him. I think it is of no consequence, so ‘far as 
the record is concerned, although of very great 
consequence in its effect upon the Union. But, 
sir, we are compelled tu take notice of the act of 


| the Senators themselves here. If it is a resigna- 


tion, we must take notice of if upon the record, 
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and it must be entered there. Otherwise, we do 
not know the fact that they have resigned in an} 
way except as it may be in the minds of individ- 
uals. Now, what did they say? They said that 
in consequence of the act of their States in seced- 
ing from the Union, they were no longer mem- 
bers.of this Senate, and withdrew frem it—va- 
cated their seats. 

The reason is their own; the actis ours. What 
might have been their own reasoning is for them- 
selves to settle. What they did here, and the 
notice ‘they gave us, are matters for us to under- 
stand.. I take it that no particular form of words 
is necessary to a resignation of an office. A man 
need not say that he resigns, in order to make a 
resignation. Any. words that he uses, which are 
equivalent to that, are sufficient to convey the 
idea. Now, sir, when a gentleman rises in his 
place in this body and says, ‘“ For certain reasons 
satisfactory to me’’—giving no reason at all, if 
he pleases—I am no longera member of this 
Senate, and I so notify the Senate, and withdraw 
from it;’’ that is a resignation, so far as we are 
concerned. The only question that comes back 
is, is it necessary for him to give notice to the 
bodies that elected him? That is the form; but 
is it the substance? May he not resign here in 
this place, and leave us to notify his State that 
he has resigned his place, instead of resigning 
there and then notifying us that he has sent his 
resignation to the bodies that elected him? 

Again, I say when a Senator rises in his place 
here and says, ‘‘ For reasons satisfactory to me, 
Tam no longer a member of this Senate; I so no- 
tify the Senate, and withdraw,” in my judgment 
he has resigned his seat in the Senate. That is 
my opinion; and it is the same thing if he gives 
a reason the validity of which we do not recog- 
nize in any way. e have nothing to do with 
his reasons. They are of no consequence what- 
ever to us. T do not recognize the validity of the 
reason in this case—I care not for it in a consti- 
tutional sense—but I do think that those Sena- 
tors resigned their seats, and are no longer mem- 
bers of this body; and cannot become so without 
a reélection. 

Mr. HUNTER. Mr. President, I do not un- 
derstand that those Senators resigned their seats 
yesterday. I do not believe that a resignation 
could be made otherwise than in writing; and the 
very fact of a debate in regard to the effect of their 
specches -yesterday, shows the importance of 
requiring that all such acts should be in writing. 
Those Senators declared that their States had 
seceded from this Union; and that, as a necessary 
result of that act, in their opinion, they were 
bound to withdraw. They did not resign their 
seats. There is not one of them, I presume, who 
would not tell you that if he believed his State 
had a right to a seat in the Senate, he was the 
man entitled to it; but he acted upon the opinion 
that the secession of the State withdrew his powers 
asa Senator. He did not resign; he withdrew 
from this body, as a conclusion from that propo- 
sition. 

Now, sir, it seems to me that we have no right 
to treat it as a resignation. I believe they are 
no longer Senators, because I think their States 
have seceded, and thus they have lost their au- 
thority to sit here; but if I believed their States 
had no right to secede, I could not treat the act 
of yesterday as a resignation, and I should feel 
bound to insist that they still were Senators; sub- 
ject to the process of the Senate; subject to be 
recalled through the Sergeant-at-Arms; subject, 
if there were a call of the Senate, to be brought 
here into the Senate ag any other Senators; and 
the only reason which I could give for excusing 
them from the service of such process, would be 
that they had retired because their States had 
withdrawn the authority under which they were 
sitting here. Believing that, I am of the opinion 
that they are not Senators; but I do not agree 
that they have resigned, or that a resignation 


could be made in any other way than in writing. | 


It is, however, a different affair in regard to the 
committees. The Senate has a right to fill vacan- 
cies, If they absent themselves, Their State has 
no particular right in that regard; that is an au- 
thority which they derive through the Senate, and 
not from their State; and the Senate has a perfect 
right to treat every absence as a vacancy ona 
committee, and to fill it. 


Mr. GREEN. I do not think that this pre- 


liminary question ought to give rise to a debate 
on the general question. hen that comes up, 
it will be a very serious and a very important de- 
bate. It will then involve the relation of the 
States to each other, and to the Federal Govern- 
ment; but, on a mere question of this character, 
I do not see the necessity for that debate. think 
it is perfectly competent to fill up the committees, 
even in the temporary absence of members. It 
was done three years ago in consequence of the 
sickness of one of the members on the Territo- 
rial Committee. The Senate then, on my mo- 
tion, added another member to the committee, to 
serve during the sickness of that member. Al- 
though I have said that this is not the time to 
debate the general question, I will take this occa- 
sion to add, that we need not seek to avoid it. 
The Senate will be forced to pass its judgment 
upon that question at some time, and it ought to 
be done after mature reflection, deliberation, and 
investigation. For the present, we had better 
let it pass, merely fill the committees; and when 
that question does come up in its proper shape, it 
will bethoroughly discussed. We cannot avoid it. 

Mr. COLLAMER. Will the Chair state the 
question pending? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. There is no ques- 
tion now pending in reference to vacancies on the 
committees. The Chair considers himself suffi- 
ciently instructed by the remarks made by Sena- 
tors on that point. There is, however, a motion 
pending to correct the Journal, made by the Sen- 
ator from Louisiana, 

Mr. BENJAMIN. I have reduced my motion 
to writing in this form: I move that the Journal 
of the proceedings of the Senate be so corrected 
as to record the fact that the Senators from the 
States of Florida and Alabama, and Hon. Jer- 
rerson Davis, Senator of the State of Mississippi, 
madc announcement that the said States of Flor- 
ida, Alabama, and Mississippi had seceded from 
the Union, had resumed the powers delegated by 
the said several States to the United States of 
America, and that they, the said Senators, con- 
sidered themselves, by reason of said action of 
said States, as being no longer entitled to retain 
their seats as Senators, and accordingly, there- 
upon withdrew from the Senate. 

Mr. SEWARD. Let us have the yeas and 
nays upon that. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. I desire to offer a substitute 
for the motion of the Senator from Louisiana. I 
move to strike out all after the word *‘ that,” and 
insert: 

Mr. Davis of Mississippi, Messrs. FITZPATRICK and 
Cray of Alabama, and Messrs. Yuner and MALLORY of 
Florida, having announced that they were no longer mem- 
bers of this body, the vacancies on the committees of which 
they were members be filled. 

Mr. GREEN. The question of vacancies has 
been settled. This is a motion to correct the 
Journal. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. I wish to put it upon the 
Journal that they announced their resignation. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Will the Senator 
from Illinois reduce his proposition to writing? 

Mr. DOUGLAS. Certainly; but I must first 
see the amendment of the Senator from Louisiana. 

Mr. GWIN. Is this a privileged question? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair thinks 
so, as it is-a question in reference to a correction 
of the Journal. 

Mr. GWIN. I wished to call attention to the 
fact that the hour has arrived for the special 
order—the Pacific railroad bill. 

Mr. HUNTER. While we are waiting for 
the substitute to be reduced to writing, I will make 
a suggestion to the Senate. It secms to me that 
the Journal was made "p correctly. Itisthe prac- 
tice, in making up the Journal, to record nothing 
but propositions which have been voted upon. 
No proposition was made to the Senate, in this 
respect, yesterday, and there would be great dif- 
ficulty in attempting to state what those gentle- 
men said. They are not here to correctus. We 
find here, already, a difference as to the facts. 
The Senator from Illinois says, that they stated 
that they were no longer members of this body. 
Others of us think they said that their States had 
withdrawn their powers, and therefore they with- 
drew. 


as a withdrawal because of this act of their States. 
There is an important difference between the two; 


The onc would state it as a resignation of | 
their seats in this body; the other would state it | 


but here we are making up a statement for them 
without having a copy of what they did say. I 
think, therefore, it is better that it should not ap- 
pearon the Journal; but if anything is to appear, 
we should at least have the report of what they 
did say, that we may be accurate in regard to it. 
We have no right to undertake. to say, for them, 
what they meant to say, and to present the case 
according to our own view of the principle in- 
volved in the subject. 

I think, therefore, it would be better to with- 
draw all propositions for the amendment of the 
Journal for the present. The question will not 
arise practically until we come to the point of 
what constitutes a quorum. ` Then it may be that 
we may have to consider whether they are mem- 
bers or not, when we come to ascertain how many 
it requires to make a quorum: Otherwise, } do 
not see the practical effect of deciding the ques- 
tion. Ido not see how it is to come up except 
in order to ascertain how many Senators there 
are, that we may know what makes a quorum. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. Under the peculiar cir- 
cumstances of the case, I should be quite willing 
to leave the matter without any notice at all. The 
Senator from Louisiana, however, makes his mo- 
tion; but I am very glad to see that Senators on 
the other side of the House, who have so much 
to say on this matter of secession, wish to retain 
a kind of locus penitentie for these gentlemen— 
to let them come back when they get ready. Tam 
perfectly willing to leave the whole matter open. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. Ifa vote is asked for by the 
Senator from Louisiana upon his proposition, I 
move to substitute for it the following: 

Mr. Davis of Mississippi, Messrs. Firzrarrick and 
Cray of Alabama, and Messrs. Yuuee and MALLORY of 
Florida, announced that they were no Jonger members of 
the Senate, and withdrew. 

Mr. SEWARD. I move to lay the subject on 
the table? 

Mr. FESSENDEN. What subject? 

Mr. SEWARD. The whole subject which we 
have been debating. Andon that I ask for the 

eas and nays. 

Mr. BENJAMIN. I will observe to the Sen- 
ator that the question must come up to-morrow 
morning again, or can be taken up at any time; 
and therefore it is idle to lay it on the table now. 

Mr. SEWARD. I think it is an unprofitable 
subject at any time, and to-day it is premature. 
We are not prepared to consider it in all its as- 
pects; and I believe the time has arrived for the 
special order. 

Mr. BENJAMIN. Iraise the question whether 
it is in order to move to lay upon the table a mo- 
tion to correct the Journal of the Senate of yester- 
day. It strikes me that the proper keeping of the 
Journal of each day is required, from the very 
nature of the case, to be determined on the follow- 
ing morning; and that that question cannot be 
pretermitted by the Senate. The Senate is bound 
by the Constitution to keep a correct Journal of 
its proceedings; and when, on the reading, each 
morning, of the Journal of the preceding day, the 

uestion arises as to the accuracy of the Journal, 
that question must be determined before we can 
proceed in our business. Itis obvious that, other- 
wise, by this system of laying on the table, the 
whole ae as to the accuracy of the Journal 
might be kept open until the memory of what 
had occurred would be lost, think it is a ques- 
tion of privilege which requires immediate decis- 
ion, from its very nature. 

Mr. FITCH. Mr. President-—— 

The VICE PRESIDENT. In the opinion of 
the Chair, the motion may be made to lay it upon 
the table. 

Mr. FITCH. Then I have nothing to say. I 
think the Journal is right as it is. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. I desire to make one remark. 
I think we may as well determine the pointnow, 
for the reason that it is more than probable that, 


i before we adjourn to-day, the question will arise 


as to whether there is a quorum in the body. It 
will interrupt us in the business that we are pro- 
ceeding with then, to determine the question of a 
quorum, If we do not decide itnow. Et was about 
to arise on Saturday evening, and perhaps would 
have arisen, if those gentlemen had then retired, 
on the question how many it takes for a quorum? 
It may arise in various ways; and I think we 
may as well settle it now, as to try to avoid it for 
a few hours. 
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Mr. BAKER. Mr. President, for one, I am 
prepared to voté now, because the sooncr the 
question is settled the better. 1 will give my opin- 
ion in a very few words. J understand that gen- 
tlemen rose in their seats yesterday and declared 
that they were about permanently to withdraw 
from this body. They did so. I think a perma- 
nent withdrawal is a resignation; and I think it 
is equally a resignation whether it is offered in 
writing, or whether it is offered verbally in their 
places on this floor. In my judgment, itis quite 
as much a resignation whether they understand 
clearly for themselves the reasons which induce 
them to resign, or not. If a Senator resigns his 

lace here, believing that his State has recalled 
him, whether by a vote of the Legislature, or a 
vote of a convention, or a vote of the people, or 
no vote atall, still, ifhe believes that he is recalled, 
and acts upon that belief and docs resign, the res- 
ignation should take effect and be so held, whether 
he be mistaken or otherwise as to the reasons 
which influence him. A 

Now, Iam one of those who do not believe that 
South Carolina has seceded, or Mississippi, or 
Alabama; because I do not believe they have the 
power or the right to do so; but I believe they 
intend to do that, and I believe their Senators are 
acting upon that intention. I believe that they 
have, in the most formal way possible, perhaps, 
certainly the most solemn, offered their resigna- 
tions to this body. Edo not think it becomes me to 
object that they could not resign because I do not 
think they ought to have resigned. F accept what 
they have done,as a permanent withdrawal from 
this body; and I propose so to treat it. The con- 
sequences I may argue hereafter. 

If those States, to-morrow, should propose to 
send other Senators here, 1 should be glad and 
happy to receive them, but 1 would not be will- 
ing to receive these gentlemen ugain, unless they 
were re@lected; because, in my judgment, they 
resigned, and having resigned, 1 do not think their 
resignation can be recalled; and therefore, I am 

uite willing to vote either for the amendment to 
the Journal proposed by the honorable Senator 
from Louisiana, or the amendment to that prop- 
osition, offered by the honorable Senator from 
Illinois, though I beg leave to state that I prefer 
the mode of expression of the Senator from Ili- 
mois, because I think it is more in accordance 
with the fact. 

Beyond that, I may add another word. Iam 
not anxious to acknowledge, upon this floor, 
secession in any way, if I can avoid it. Certainly 
Imay be forced to it. It may become a fact so 
patent, so notorious, so dangerous, that I shall be 
so compelled. But while 1 think that the resig- 
nation of these Senators as a matter of fact ought 
to be here recorded, 1 do not know that their 
reasons for it, or the condition of public affairs in 
their States, are necessary to be mentioned on 
the Journal; and therefore it is that I prefer the 
wording of the amendment of the Senator from 
Illinois, as { understand it—a simple statement 
that certain gentleman, Senators upon this floor, 
rose in their places in this body and declared 
their permanent withdrawal from it as Senators. 
That is the fact; and in my judgment, facts ought 
always to be stated. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. The Senator will allow me 
to suggest that I have modificd my amendment 
by adding, “and that their names be dropped 
from the list.”’ 

Mr. BAKER. Thatis a consequence that will 
inevitably follow. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair will 
suggest to Senators that the motion to lay on the 
table is not debatable. 

Mr. MASON. Allow me to saya word. I 
understand the question was made by the Sen- 
ator from Louisiana, and, I think, correctly taken, 
that it cannot be laid on the table so as to defer 
action on it. The Journal of the day must be 
corrected to the satisfaction of the Senate, I should 
think, before the Senate cen proceed.with busi- 
ness. Thatis my view. I should like to say a 
few words in reply to what has been said on the 
other side. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator 
desire to address the Chair onthe point of order? 

Mr. MASON. No, sir; no more than I have 
said. I want to say a few words on the propo- 
sition itself. 


The VICE PRESIDENT. If there be no 


objection, the Chair will hear the Senator from 
Virginia. i aa 

Mr. SEWARD. I withdraw the motion, 

The VICE PRESIDENT. TheSenator from 
Virginia, then, can proceed. 

Mr. MASON. Mr. President, there are four 
States claiming to be out of the Union, and their 
representatives here, the Senators, have officially 
informed the Senate of the fact that their States 
have withdrawn from the Union; and, in pursu- 
ance of it, as they have informed the Senate, they 
have withdrawn also, considering themselves. no 
longer members of this body. These are thè 
facts. Honorable Senators on the other side, 
more especially the very able Senator from Maine, 
(Mr. Fessenpen,] have said that these are not 
facts; that the States have not withdrawn; that 
they are as much members of this Union as they 
were at the commencement of the session; and 
that it is not competent for those States to with- 
draw, unless the concurrence of their-confederates 
is given in some way, as I understand. 

Now, Mr. President, it is a matter of very little 
moment to those States that have withdrawn, 
what the decision of the Senatemay be. It will 
not affect their action in the slightest degree, and 
will not affect their position. ‘They have under- 
taken to decide that question for themselves. It 
is perfectly immaterial what the action of this 
Senate may be upon it, they and their people no 
longer being under the jurisdiction of the Senate. 
But it would scem to me to be a matter of some 


| moment for the Senate to determine; because, 


whether they are or are not members of the Union, 
affects at once the condition of this body, and its 
competency to act. If they are not members of 
the Union, those four States being out, there are 
but twenty-nine States in the Union; and there 
being but two Senators from each State of those 
in the Union, the quorum willbe governed thereby. 

My colleague suggested just now that the ques- 
tion did affect the quorum, and, perhaps, had bet- 
ter not be decided now, if Í understand correctly; 
whence the honorable Senator from Maine in- 
forred that there was a design here to reserve 
what he called a locus pænitentiw to those States. 
I am utterly unaware that there is any such de- 
sire on this side of the Chamber, because, if there 
were, it would be but doing a vain act; the act 
would be void if we attempted to reserve a place 
for those Senators, or Senators from those States, 
on this floor, non obstante the action of the States 
themselves. It is not in our power to do it if we 
desired it. But I think he does my colleague in- 


justice in the construction of his remarks, because | 
our sympathies are with those States in whatthey | 


have done. We believe they had a right to do it; 
and we believe their act is perfected, and requires 
nothing more from any body of men whatever to 
place those States as they claim to be, entirely 
out of the jurisdiction of this Union, as utterly 
disconnected with itas the Government of France 
or of England. 

Well, now, sir, as to this question, in my judg- 
ment, the only propriety and the only necessity 


of determining it is to determine the condition of | 


the Senate. If honorable Senators on the other 
side are disposed to give an advantage to the mi- 
nority on this side, by refusing to recognize the 
act of secession, be it so—let them do it; but let 
them please to understand that it is their act, and 
not the act of any southern representative, that I 
am aware of, upon this floor. If they choose to 
disable their majority, and to increase the power 
of the minority here, by so treating the subject, 
be it so; itis their act, not ours. 

Mr. HUNTER. I wish to say that my col- 
league certainly interpreted mearight. {did not 
reply to that remark about the locus penitentia, 
because I thought it was a mere sportive allusion 
which did not require reply. Of course, every- 
body knows that these gentlemen desire no op- 


portunity for repentance, but believe themselves į 


to be in the right. I will say, though, while lam 
up, just one word in regard to the proposed amend- 
ment of the Journal. It will be found that my 


suggestion in regard to the practical mode of meet- | 


ing the question is the right one, E think. Ona 
question of quorum, each man will vote, whether 
these States are in or out, upon his own reasons. 
Now we are required to vote upon certain state- 
ments of what these gentlemen said, when they 
are not here present to correct us themselves. 
My own opinion is, however, that it will makea 


precedent which will read | 
when'we refer to the Cong 


day, that they only asserted that their States had 
seceded, and that, as a consequence; théy were 
bound to withdraw. The effect of striking then 
off the rolls will be to treat their States as having 
seceded, no matter what statements may be måde 
here.as to what they said; because, when posterity. 
shall come to look to this case as'a precedent, they 
will go to the Globe, and see what they did say; 
and when they come to ascertain what they did 
say, they will find that they said. nothing like 
resigning; but, on the contrary, merely stated it 
as an act which was necessary upon’ the with- 
drawal of their States from this Union. 

Mr. BENJAMIN. 1 disagrée, sir, with the 
Senator from Virginia [Mr. Hunter] in toto, and 
I wish to say a few words in opposition to the 
amendment suggested by the Senator from Hli- 
nois. ‘ 

Mr. President, it will be remembered by, all 
Senators that on the question ofthe right ofa 
State to recall its Senators, there were long de- 
bates in the Federal convention. ` Under. the old 
Confederation, each State was entitled to one vote; 
sent its delegations to the Congress of the’ Con- 
federation; withdrew them at pleasure; changed 
them at will. When the Constitution was framed, 
repeated efforts were made to vest in the States 
the right to recall their Senators at will. These 
attempts failed; and the Legislatures of the States, 
having once exercised their functions of electing 
a Senator, elect him for his entire term, and pre- 
serve no control over him. They have no power 
of recall. 

Now, sir, yesterday anumber of Senators made 
a statement of fact; and it is precisely that state- 
ment of fact officially made to the Senate by the 
Senators themselves, which the Senator from FMi- 
nois proposes, by this amendment, to leave out 
of the record. The first thing done by those Sen- 
ators yesterday—none contest that—was to make 
an official statement that their States had passed 
ordinances of secession, and had withdrawn from 
the Union. My motion requires that fact to be 
stated upon the Journal of the Senateas a part of 
the official record of the proceedings of the Senate: 
the official announcement made by members of 
the Senate to the body, that their States had passed 
ordinances of secession. If that was a proceed- 
ing which took place in the Senate yesterday, 
(and none deny it,) by whatauthority shallit be 
kept out of the Journal? The Constitution re~- 
quires us to keep a Journal of the proceedings of 
the Senate; and whether a Senator makes official 
communication to the Senate of the action of his 
State verbally, or in writing, I think it will be 
found vain to search fora precedent by which the 
fact of that official communication had been omit- 
ted in. the Journal. It is one. of the proceedings 
of the Senate which, by the Constitution, is to be 
recorded. ae 

That was one fact. Another fact was, that these 
Senators thereupon withdrew. That, al admit. 
That is another portion of the proceedings of the 
Senate, which, under the Constitution, is required 
to be put down in the Journal; and I totally dis- 
sent from the suggestion of the honorable Senator 
from New York, that we are to put in the Jour- 
nal such things as please us, and that there are 


certain omissions which would be better honored 


than the observance of the requirements of the 
Constitution. We have no right to leave out of 
the Journal any part of the public official proceed- 
ings of the Senate. 

Now, sir, these two points all admit: first, the 
official announcement of the withdrawal of the 
States; no Senator objected to that being made by 
parol instead of in writing. If that point of 
order had been raised it would have been determ- 
ined. It was not raised. The announcement 
was made by parol; but it was made by the Sen- 
ators officially in the names of theirStates. Next, 
these Senators withdrew. There are two facts 
that must certainly go upon the Journal. We 
have no discretion upon that subject... Then re- 
mains one other question; and what is that ques- 
tion? The Scnator from Illinois, and the Senator 
from Maine following him, say that what these 
gentlemen said was in their opinion equivalent to 


i} a resignation; but the Senator from Virginia is 


mistaken in supposing thatany of them say it wes 
a resignation, that they resigned in terms. No- 
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body has pretended that here. Everybody knows 
the contrary. . We all know that those Senators 
said that they withdrew from the Senate, as being, 
in their judgment, no longer entitled to hold seats 
here, in.consequence of the passage of the ordi- 
tane of secession. What we are discussing here 
How is not. the fact, but the legal significance of 
the fact. Now J differ with the Senator from 
Illinois in drawing the conclusion of the resigna- 
tion. Thatis his conclusion from what occurred. 
Idid not understand him as stating that the Sen- 
ators said they had resigned, nordo I understand 

Senator from Maine as saying so; but they 
say, that these Senators, having stated that they 
withdrew from: the Senate, that, in theirjudgment, 
amounts toaresignation, Thatisa fair argument 
to use, and to be supported as gentlemen best ean. 

ut the proposition now before the Senate is 
to have the record of its proceedings correct. Does 
any man question Here that the statement made 
by me in writing, in my motion to have the Jour- 
nal corrected, does contain a true statement of 
what occurred; first, a suggestion, or rather an 
official communication of the fact of the passage 
of the ordinance of secession; and, secondly, the 
withdrawal of the Senators upon their statement 
that they believed that, by reasori of that seces- 
sidri, they Were no longer entitled to seats? No- 
body disputes these facts. Therefore, the Sena- 
tor from Virginia is mistaken in saying that we 
are making upa récord in the absence of these 
gentlemen about disputed facts. The dispute that 
has. arisen here is upon the legal significance of 
these facts. I think no Senator has suggested a 
doubt as to the statemerit of the withdrawing Sen- 
ators, that they considered theaction of their States 
such as deprived them of the right to a seat in this 
body; and it was upon that ground that they with- 

rew. 

As, under the Constitution of the United States, 
States within the Union have no right to recall 
their Senators, it is eminently proper that the fact 
that the withdrawal of these Senators, through 
the action of their States, occurred by reason of 
a secession should appear. Otherwise it would 
apponi upon the face of the proceedings, that the 

tates had assumed to recall Senators without 
‘authority under the Constitution so todo. We 
know they have nosuchright. The record, then, 
according to the motion I submit, will present the 
propositions just as they occurred, and the pre- 
cise grounds taken by the States, and by the 
withdrawing Senators. They are not recalled by 
their States, äs States within the Union. That 
ought not to appear upon the record. It is not 
ao. Jt ought not to seem possible, on the face 
of the record, that those Senators were recalled 
by their States while their States were in the 

nion. That would be an admission of a directly 
unconstitutional act, and one which they them- 
selves would admit. to be unconstitutional. When, 
then, the Senators declare that they withdraw by 
reason of the action of their States, as those States 
would have no right to cause such withdrawal 
by their recall, ifthat State remained in the Union, 
the necessity is urgent that it should be stated that 
the Senators first declared that their States had 
gone out of the Union by ordinances of seces- 
sion, and therefore that act constituted the reason 
for their withdrawal. I think, sir, that is the 
necessary statement of the constitutional question 
on the Journal. | : 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President, I rise to a ques- 
tion of order, 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from 
New Hampshire rises to a question of order. He 
will state it, 

Mr. HALE. A motion was made to lay this 
a he on the table; and that is not debatable. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. That has been 
withdrawn, ` 

Mr. HALE. I did not know it. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. lagree with the Senator from 
Louisiana, that we must énter all of our proceed- 
ings upon the Journal; and that his criticism upon 
the remark of the Senator from New York, if that 
was intended as serious, that. you could omit no 
part of our proceedings, is well taken. The dif- 
ference between the Senator from Louisiana and 
myself is as to what was the proceeding yester- 
day. He understands the proceeding yesterday 
as the announcement to this body of the secession 
of certain States of this Union. I do not under- 
stand that any such preceeding washad. Lunder- 


stand that certam Senators yesterday withdrew 
from this body as no longer being members of it, 
and gave certain reasons for their withdrawal. 
The fact of their withdrawal, and dissolving their 
connection with the body, was the only proceed- 
ing that took place. The reasons they assigned 
for the act are no part of our proceedings. It is 
true they assigned various reasons. One was, 
that their States had passed certain ordinances. 
Another was, that their States were justifiable in 
passing them, because their equality in the Union 
had been violated, becausé of certain unkind 
and ungenerous conduct on the part.of northern 
States, and because they had not such protection 
for a certain class of property as they claimed; 
and various other reasons, some of which I think 
were well founded, and some of which I think 
were untrue; and I should have combated them 


at the time but for the fact that I should have | 


been replying to retiring Senators who could not 
have replied tome. I never would have permit- 
ted those reasons to go on the record uncontra- 
dicted, because I think they do violence to the 
history of the country, and to the truth of the 
case, if they were to be spread upon the Journal 
asapart of our proceeding; but, inasmuch as they 
only constituted some of the reasons upon which 
they had acted, I was willing that their reasons 
should go to the world, so long as they did not 
constitute a part of our proceedings, and history 
would give them such weight, and the people of 
the country would award them such credit, as 
they were entitled to. 

The only fact to be recorded upon our Journal 
is, that thesc gentlemen dissolved their connection 
with the body and withdrew. Their reasons for 
that proceeding are not entitled to be put upon the 
record. The Journal is not to containa transcript 
of our debates. I deny that it is proper to take 
one of the reasons and detach it from the rest and 
put that upon the record. The Senator from Lou- 
isiana proposes to record the fact, and give one 
among several reasons. He is hound to give the 
whole of the reasons or to give none of them. 

Mr. BENJAMIN. If the Senator will permit 
me, I never understood that any other but one 
was given by these gentlemen. They gave agreat 
many reasons why their States had seceded; but 
I heard them give no other reason for their own 
withdrawal than the official announcement that 
their States had seceded, and that that deprived 
them of a right toa seat on this floor. They then 
went on, in parting remarks, to give an opinion 
why it was their States had seceded, and to jus- 
tify the act of secession; but they never gave them 
for withdrawing from the Senate. They gave but 
a solitary ground for withdrawing from the 
Senate. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. They gave the reason that 
the State had seceded. Then they gave, as another 
reason, that they believed the State had a right to 
secede, and that, therefore, they were no longer 
entitled to seats here. I think that was part of the 
argument. 

Mr. BENJAMIN. I think the Senator is en- 
tirely mistaken. They never gave that the State 
had a right to secede as a ground for withdrawal, 
because they all admitted that, whether the State 
had the right or had not the right, ithad seceded, 
and they considered the fact of secession as a with- 
drawal of their powers. They argued about the 
reasons for the secession. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. Mr. President, I hold that 
unless they considered the States had first seceded, 
and secondly, they had a right to do it, they were 
not bound to withdraw. Suppose 

Mr. MASON. Will the Senator allow me to 
interrupt him for a moment to present a fact? 

Mr. DOUGLAS. Yes, sir. 

Mr. MASON. The President of the United 
States, in his late message to Congress, transmit- 
ted to Congress the certified copy, or, properly, 
the exemplified copy, of the act of secession by the 
convention of South Carolina. Therefore, as to 
that State, the fact that she has seceded is officially 
communicated to Congress by the President. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. No one isdenying thatthose 
States have passed ordinances of the kind stated 
by various Senators; but the point is, in order to 


vacate their seats here, first, the States must have |: 


seceded; and, next, they must have had a right 
to do so; otherwise the Senator is not compelled 
to retire. I was going to illustrate that proposi- 
tion by supposing that a State should pass reso- 


those resolutions were presented here should say, 
*¢ Believing that the State has a right to recall me, 
I therefore yield obedience and retire:’ that 
vacates his seat, because it is a resignation in fact. 
Suppose, on the other hand, he should say, 
“ Having no right to recall me, I refuse to obey 
it:” then he remains a member of the body. 
Whether he shall retire or not, depends upon 
whether he recognizes the right of a State to with- 
draw him or not. These Senators, therefore, 
having determined to retire, assigned certain rea- 
sons. I am not going to inquire whether the 
reasons were well-founded or not. It is enough 
for me that they retired and dissolved their con- 
nection with the body, that they had a right thus 
to retire, and that too for bad reasons; and I can 
recognize the fact that they are no longer meñ- 
bers of the body, without indorsing their réasons. 
Suppose one of those Senators in extremely del- 
icate health had said, ‘I retire from this body 
never to return again, because my physician ad- 
vises me that my health requires it’ —— 

Mr. BAKER. Will the honorable Senator 
allow me a moment to get the fact before the 
Senate? The opening remark of Mr. YuLeg, is 
before me, which I will read: 

“Mr. President, I rise to make known to the Senate that 
in consequence of certain proceedings which have lately 
taken place in the State of Florida, my colleague and my- 
self are of the opinion that our connection with this body is 
legally terminated.” 

That is the whole thing. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. Precisely; and then they an- 
nounce the fact that they have terminated their 
connection with the Senate. But I was just making 
a supposition that, in assigning the reasons which 
were given, one of them had said, in consequence 
of his health and the advice of his physician, his 
life depended upon his retiring from the body, 
and therefore he retired. Is it necessary for us 
to inquire whether his physician had given him 
sound advice or not; whether he was as sick as 
he thought he was? Is it not enough for us to 
recognize the fact that he has dissolved his con- 
nection with the body, and leave his reasons to 
stand for what they are worth? Now, I deny that 
the Senate can properly enter on its Journal any 
other fact than the one that they had withdrawn 
from the body, amounting to resignation, and 
leaving the reasons out of consideration. 

r. HUNTER, I never denied that the Sen- 
ate had a right, if it chose, to enter a statement of 
facts upon its Journal. I merely spoke of what 
was usual in making up the Journal. Itis usual, 
in making up the Journal, as you very well know, 
sir, to put nothing upon it but propositions made 
for the action of the Senate. If a resolution is 
offered and withdrawn, without the action of the 
Senate, that does not appear upon the Journal. 
That is the fact in regard to the mode of making 


j itup. Of course, the Senate, if it chooses, can 


put other facts upon it. 

Neither did I mean to say that the Senator from 
Maine and the Senator from Illinois had declared 
that the seceding Senators had resigned, in so 
many words. My object was to show that the 
legal effect of declaring their seats vacant and en- 
tering it on the Journal must be to acknowledge 
that the State did terminate their authority to sit 
here when it seceded from the Union. My object 
was to show that when you come to enter that 
fact, unless you declare that they have actuall 
resigned, it will be taken as a conclusion at which 
the Senate arrived, from the action of the States, ` 
that the Senators were no longer allowed to sit 
here; and what I desired was, that the entry 
should not be made, if they determine to correct 
the Journal, in such terms as will leave the infer- 
ence that those Senators had, in so many words, 
undertaken to resign their seats; for that is not 
according to the facts of the case. They said they 
withdrew, as is stated in the extract. from the 
paper just read by the Senator from Oregon, be- 
cause of certain proceedings in their States; which 
proceedings had terminated their legal connection 
with this body. Now, sir, all I ask is, if the Sen- 
ate undertakes to make theentry upon the Journal, 
that it enter the facts as they occurred; because, 
if they do, it will be found that the declaration 
that those seats are vacant can only be justified 
on the ground that they were vacant because the 
secession of the States had terminated their legal 


| authority to sit here. 
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Mr. SEWARD: I-move, sir 

Mr. BENJAMIN: Mr, President-— 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator 
from New York yield to the Senator from Louis- 
jana? 

Mr. BENJAMIN. I desire to make a quota- 
tion from the record to correct the Senator from 
Oregon. 

Mr. SEWARD. If he will allow me to have 
the floor again, for the purpose of renewing my 
motion to lay this subject on the table, 1 will hear 
what the honorable Senator has to say. 

Mr. BENJAMIN. Mr. President, the Sena- 
tor from Oregon is unfortunate in his statement, 
reading a preliminary remark from the Senator 
from Florida, and saying that is the whole of it. 
The Senator from Florida went immediately into 
a statement, officially, of the fact. Just as he 


closed’ the sentence read by the Senator from | 


Oregon, he went on to say: 


The State of Flogida has, through a convention of her 
people duly assembled, decided to recall the powers dele- 
gated to this Government, and to assume the full exercise 
of all her sovereign rights as an independent and separate 
community.” 


The announcement of. Mr. Cray, in behalf of 
himself and his colleague, is in these words: 

J rige to announce, in behalf of my colleague and my- 
self, that the people of Alabama, assembled in convention 
at their Capitol on the 11th of this month, have adopted an 
ordinance whereby they withdraw from the Union formed 
ander a compact styled the Constitution of the United 
States, resume the powers delegated to it, and assume 
Weir separate station as a sovereign and independent peo- 
ple. 

Mr. Davis, the Senator from Mississippi, rose 
officially to announce the fact also of the action 
of his State. Mr. Davis said: 

s I rise, Mr. President, for the purpose of announcing to 
the Senate that I have satisfactory evidence that the State 
of Mississippi, by a solemn ordinance of her people in con- 
vention assembled, has declared her separation from the 
United States.” 

Now, sir, my proposition is simply a statement 
of fact, to be put upon the Journal, that the Sen- 
ators from those States announced secession, and 
announced their withdrawal from the Senate in 
consequence of the secession. It docs not an- 
nounce the fact. 1t makes no conclusion such as 
the Senator from Virginia has asserted. Every 
man.will draw his own conclusion from the facts, 

The Senator from Hlinois. was certainly incor- 
rect in stating that these gentlemen gave any num- 
ber of reasons for their withdrawal. They gave 
not one but the one I have just stated, They 
announced the fact of what, in their opinion, was | 
a recall of their powers. Now, as that recall of 
powers as Senators could not exist if the States 
were in the Union, they were bound, in announc- 
ing that their powers were recalled, to state that 
they were recalled because the States were out of 
the Union; to make official announcement of the 
two facts: first, that their States had gone out of 
the Union; and secondly, that they withdrew 
their powers; because, if the State had remained 
in the Union, it had no power to change their 
commission as Senators. That statement they 
made to the Senate. I draw no conclusion from 
that. I leave every Senator to draw his own; but 
I do say that, in a crisis in our national history 
like the present, when events that will form his- 
tory—somebody said, the other day, we were 
making history every moment—when events like 
these are occurring, it will be unpardonable in us, 
in keeping the Journal of the official proceedings 
of the Senate;in conformity with constitutional 
duty, to omit a fag so pregnant in. consequences, 
so interesting t@future ages, as that which oc- 
curred yesterday. Itis the first official announce- | 
ment on the floor of the Senate that has occurred 
in history of the withdrawal of a State from the | 
Union and the withdrawal of the Senators from 
this body and from all participation in the pro- į 
ceedings of the Senate, on the ground that their 
powers were withdrawn because their States had 
gone out of the Union. That fact I desire to re- 
main recorded, Itis history. You cannot blot 
it out of history. It is recorded in the papers of 
the day. Itis recorded in the Globe. Why ought 
it not to appear on the Journal of the proceedings 
of the Senate? The facts may be agreeable or 
disagreeable to us. Whether agreeable or dis- 

agreeable, whether portentous or not in conse- 
quences, one thing is very certain; 1t sour duty, 
our sworn duty, under the Constitution, to keep 


t 


our Journal a ful! record. Isay that Journal is no 
full record. I say that Journal will convey a false- 
hood to posterity, if it omits a statement of what 
occurred in this Senate yesterday. 

Mr. SEWARD. I move to lay this subject 
on the table. 


Mr. SIMMONS. Allow me to make just one |] 


statement of facts. Ido not want to argue it. 

Mr. SEWARD. Three gentlemen are wish- 
ing to make statements of fact. I wish to say, 
Mr. President, I have no desire to avoid a full 
discussion of this subject. It will probably come 
up necessarily and legitimately when we come to 
the question of what constitutes a quorum. I 
think “sufficient unto the day is the evil thereof.” 
I do not wish to anticipate the question. I want 
time to consider it in all its bearings. The debate 
will be protracted. The Pacific railroad bill, 
which I think is of vast importance, is lying neg- 
lected for want of a hearing; and I hope my 
friends on both sides of the Chamber will excuse 
me, after having waived my motion two or three 
times, for now insisting upon it. It is, that this 
subject be laid on the table. 

Mr. SIMMONS. I should like to ask the fa- 
vor of the Senator to make onc statement of fact. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair will 
state to the Senator from Rhode Island that this 
motion must be put without debate. 

Mr. SIMMONS. lask the Senator to with- 
draw it for one minute. 

Mr. SEWARD. I will do so if I can have an 
understanding that the debate will stop with the 
Senator. I could not claim the attention of the 
House again, for I have three times withdrawn it. 

Mr. SIMMONS. I can renew the motion to 
lay on the table. 

Mr. SEWARD. My honorable friend will 
excuse me for insisting on my motion, and ask- 
ing him to vote for it, to lay the subject on the 
table. We can hear him to-morrow. 

Mr. SIMMONS. I think those who do not 
make many speeches, like myself, should have 
the privilege of saying a word. 

Mr. MASON, I rise to a question of order. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from 
Virginia will state his question of order. 

Mr, MASON. I make asa question of order 
that the Senate must proceed at once to determine 
upon the correctness of its Journal; and therefore 
the motion to lay on the table, which involves 
delay, cannot be in order. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. That question was 
made by the Senator from Louisiana; and the 
Chair expressed the opinion that the motion was 
in order,» 

Mr. MASON. 
the Chair. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair under- 
stood the Senator from New York to ask for the 
yeas and nays, when the motion was made be- 
fore. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is 
onthe motion of the Senator from New York, 
that the motion of the Senator from Louisiana, 
and the amendment of the Senator from Hlinois, 
do lie on the table. 

The question being taken by yeas and nays, 
resulted—ycus 32, nays 22; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Anthony, Baker, Bigler, Bingham, 
Chandler, Clark, Collamer, Crittenden, Dixon, Doolittle, 
Durkee, Fessenden, Fitch, Foot, Foster, Grimes, Gwin, 
Hale, Hata g Johnson of Tennessee, King, Latham, Mor- 
rill, Saulsitiry, Seward, Simmons, Sumner, Ten Eyck, 
Thomson, Wade, Wilkinson, and Wilson—22. 

NAYS—Messrs. Benjamin, Bragg, Bright, Clingman, 
Douglas, Green, Hemphill, Hunter, Iverson, Johnson of 


Arkansas, Kennedy, Lanc, Mason, Nicholson, Pearce, 
Polk, Powell, Rice, Sebastian, Slidell, Trambull, and 


1 did not hear the opinion of 


i Wigtall—22. 


So the motion to lay the subject on the table 
was agreed to. 
MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, 
by Mr. Hays, Chief Clerk, announced that the 


House had passed a resolution requesting the | 


Senate to return to the House the bill (H. R, No. 
963) for the relief of John Johnston, of Ohio, 
passed by the House, and sent to the Senate for 
concurrence. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


The message further announced thatthe Speaker 
had signed the following bills and joint resolu- 


tion; which. thereupon: recéived:the signature,of ; 
the Vice President: EE es 

A bill. (S..No..376) for the relief of Benjamin 
Alvord, paymaster United States: Arm ee 

A bill (S. No. 398) for the relicf-o: 
Franklin; was eo 

A bill (H. R. No. 428) directing the Secretary of 
the Treasury to liquidate the accounts of Mitchell 
& Rammilsburg and Baker & Von Phul: 2: 

A bill (H. R. No. 127) for the relief of 0. F: D. 
Fairbanks, Frederick Dodge, and the: Pacifie Mail 
Steamship Company; ch OG 

A bill (H.R. No. 447) for the relief 
a ere A. Capron; and 


muck R: 


of the Jate 
A joint resolution (S. No. 15) for'the relief of ` 
Lieutenant John C. Carter. : 


PRINTING OF DOCUMENTS. 


The message further announced that the House 
had ordered, on the 21st instant, the printing ofa 
letter from the Secretary of State, transmitting 
a list of the clerks, &c., employed in that: Depart- 
ment—ordered: at twelve o’clock afd “seventeen 
minutes. : : 

Also, that. the House had ordered. to-day. the 
printing of a letter from the Secretary of the Treas- 
uy, addressed to the chairman of the Committee 
of Waysand Means, on the condition of the Treas- 
ury—ordered at twelve o’clock and fifteen minutes. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


The VICE PRESIDENT. At the hour of one 
o’clock, to-day, the Pacific railroad bill was the 
special order; but the joint resolutions of the Sen- 
ator from Kentucky (Mr. Critrenpen] being the 
unfinished business of yesterday, take precedence 
of it, and are now the business before the Senate. 

Mr. HALE. As the morning hour was taken 
up with this discussion, I ask leave to makea 


report. ; 

The VICEPRESIDENT. The Senator from 
New Hampshire asks unanimous consent to make 
a report from a committee The Chair hears no 
objection. 


REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 


Mr. HALE. Iam directed by the Committee 
on the Post Office and Post Roads, to whom was 
referred the memorial of Marshall O. Roberts, and 
others, trastces of A. G. Sloo, contractor for car- 
rying the mail between New York, New Orleans, 
Havana, and Chagres, praying additional com- i 
pensation for extra mai facilitics on that route, 
to submit a report, accompanied by a bill (S. Nov 
542) for the relief of the trustees of A. G. Sloo. 

In presenting the report in this case, 1 wish to 
say that it was drawn by the late chairman of 
the committee; and while lam in favor of the bill, 


| I do not agree to all the reasons of the report. I 


ask that the bill be read, and the report printed. 

The bill was read a first time, and ordered toa 
second reading; and the report was ordered to be 
printed, 

Mr. WIGFALL, from the Committee on the 
Post Office and Post Roads, to whom was referred 
the joint resolution (H. R. No. 62) for the benefit 
of George H. Giddings, reported it with ameng- 
ments. a 

Mr. MASON, from the Committee on Foreign 
Relations, reported a bill (S. No. 543) to carry 
into effect a convention between the United States 
and the Republic of New Granada; which was 
read, and passed to a second reading. He also 
submitted a report on the subject; which was or- 
dered to be printed. 


PETITIONS. 


Mr. CRITTENDEN presented a petition of 
citizens of Kentucky, praying the speedy passage 
of the Pacific railroad bill now before the Senate; 


' which was ordered to He on the table. 


He also presented a petition of citizens of Mich- 
igan, praying the adoption of the compromise 
measures proposed by him; which was ordered 
to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of citizens of De- 
troit, Michigan, praying the adoption of the com- 
promise measures proposed by him; which was 
ordered to lie on the table. 

SLAVERY QUESTION. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The:Chair would 
state that the unfinished business of yesterday 
is the special order; and the Senator from Ken- 
tucky (Mr. Powers] is entitled. to the floor; and 


i 
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except by unanimous consent, these proceedings 
cannot.go on. 

Mr. GWIN. I move that the Senate proceed 
to the consideration of the Pacific railroad bill.. I 
have no objection to the consideration of the res- 
olutions of the Senator from Kentucky; but there 
is a special order for to-morrow—the tariff ques- 
tion, To-day was assigned for the: Pacific rail- 
road bill, and if it loses its position, it may be 
jeopardized. f 

Mr. GREEN. -There is no danger. 

Mr. GWIN. That is my opinion about it; 
and therefore I'feel bound to make the motion to 
proceed to the consideration of that question. 

` = The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair is of 
opinion that it is only by the consent of the Sen- 
ator from Kentucky that the Senator from Cali- 
fornia can make his motion. 

Mr. GREEN. The Senator from Kentucky 
docs not yield the floor. Heis prepared to make 
his remarks, and I thinkit is hardly fair to inter- 
rupt him. 

Mr. GWIN. I had no intention to interfere 
with the Senator from Kentucky, who is entitled 
to the floor, if he wished to proceed this morning 
on that question. 

` Mr. POWELL. Certainly, I desire to proceed. 
‘Mr. GWIN. Ofcourse, then, I will yield. I 
was not aware of it. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
resumed the consideration of the joint resolution 
(S. No. 54) proposing certain amendments to 
the Constitution of the United States; the pend- 
ing question being on the amendment offered by 
Mr. Bieter to the amendment offered by Mr. 
CLARK, 

Mr. POWELL addressed the Senate at some 
length. [His speech will be published in the 
Appendix. : 

Mr. HALE and Mr. WADE both addressed 
the Chair. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator 
from New Hampshire js entitled to the floor. 

Mr. HALE. I desire to address the Senate 
very briefly on this subject; but I will give way 
to the Senator from Ohio. 

Mr. WADE; Mr. President, I do not rise for 
the purpose of making any very lengthy remarks 
at the present time; but more especially to answer 
something that was said by the Senator from Vir- 
ginia, [Mr. Mason,] yesterday. I intended to 
answer him then, but some one else got the floor, 

and | had not an opportunity to do it. Having 
formerly said nearly all that I wish to say on this 
subject, I do not propose to go into any extended 
remarks in answer to what has fallen from the 
Senator from Kentucky on the present occasion; 
but the Senator from Virginia yesterday arraigned 
the State of Ohio for passing resolutions through 
her Legislature which I presented here; among 

` other things asserting that, if there were any laws 
upon her statute-book that were unconstitutional, 
they ought to be repealed. I do not state the 
language, but I believe that was the substance of 
‘one of the resolutions. He said that this was 
very well; but that when a bill was introduced 
into the House of Representatives of Ohio for 
the purpose of repealing some of those laws, it 
was postponed indefinitely, or something to that 
effect. Idonotgive the Senator’s words, because 
I have not the paper before me; and I am sorry 
the Senator is not in his seat now to correct me, 
if I am wrong. 

I know the Senator did not intend to misrepre- 
sent anything, or state it differently from what it 
was. Now, Ï wish to say to that Senator, and to 
all Senators, that I do not believe the statute-book 
of Ohio contains any law thatis unconstitutional. 
I do not believe that it contains upon its pages 
any law that the Senator from Virginia himself 
would call unconstitutional. We have nothing 
that you call personal liberty bills upon our stat- 
ute-book. We have a law to prevent the kid- 
napping of free people, almost parallel with, I 
believe, and of the same effect as that upon the 
statute-book of Virginia, from which, Viste. 
think, it was copied. It does not anywhere im- 
pinge upon the Constitution of the United States, 
orany law made under it. We have no such law; 
and I suppose the Senator was mistaken in that. 
He said that, as he understood it, there was a bill 
introduccd inte the House of Representatives of 
my State for the purpose of repealing some law 
of this kind, which was postponed, if I under- 


| impinge the Constitution of the United States or 


‘stood himaright. I think the Senator was entirely 
mistaken about that. : Isaw what I suppose to be 
the same proceeding that he alluded to. A. bill 
was introduced, I believe, at the last session of 
the Legislature, for the further security of free 
persons against kidnapping. That was taken up 
at this session, and a motion to postpone it pre- 
vailed. The Senator supposed that was a bill for 
the purpose of repealing some personal liberty 
law. In that, I think he was entirely mistaken; 
the effect of it was precisely the opposite to what 
he supposed it was. It was a bill to give further 
security to free people; but, under the circum- 
stances, it was thought undoubtedly, by the House 
of Representatives, that it was not necessary to 
pass it, and therefore it was postponed. But the 
object of the bill was different from what the Sen- 
ator presumes it to have been, if I have a right 
understanding of it. I wish the Senator were 
here, that he might explain what information he 
had upon the subject, for it is entirely different 
from mine; but this E think I know: that upon the 
statute-book of Ohio there is no law even that he 
would say infringes any portion of the Constitu- 
tion or any of the laws of the United States made 
in pursuance of it. 

Iam glad the Senator is now present; and I 
will say again, that I believe he was mistaken in 
saying that the House of Representatives of Ohio 
had postponed a bill, the object of which was to 
repeal some personal liberty law of that State. 
First, I have asserted that, according to the best 
of my information, upon an inspection of our 
laws now in force, there is no personal liberty 
law on the statute-book of Ohio. If the Senator 
is aware of such a law, of course he will ex- 
hibit it. 

Mr. MASON. Mr. President 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Poxx in 
the chair.) Does the Senator from Ohio give way? 

Mr. WADE. Certainly. 

Mr. MASON. I will repeat what I said yes- 
terday in the absence of the Senator from Ohio. 
I did not know that he was absent at the time I 
made allusion to his State. Among the resolu- 
tions of the Legislature of Ohio, presented to the 
Senate some two or three days since by the Sen- 
ator from Ohio, in the sixth resolution was this 
clause: 

“Tt is incumbent upon any States having enactments on 
their statute-books conflicting with, or rendering less cffi- 
cient, the Constitution or Jaws of the United States, to re- 
peal them,” 

I said, yesterday, in alluding to this, that the 
mail of the day on which the Senator presented 
the resolutions, brought me the Baltimore Sun yin 
which I saw a paragraph stating that the House 
of Representatives of the Legislature of Ohio had, 
by a vote, I think, of fifty-eight to thirty-one, 
rejected a bill that was introduced there to repeal 
a law which was called, in the report,a law 
against Kidnapping. It was said, also, in the 
same statement, that, under that law, a deputy 
marshal of the United States, and onc or two of 
his assistants, had been imprisoned when they 
had arrested a fugitive slave, I think, at Cleve- 
land, and had been subjected to a trial for an ig- 
nominious offense. Under that law these pro- 
ceedings took place; and that was the law which 
the Legislature, by its lower branch, had refused 
to repeal, after having passed these resolytions 
declaring it should be repealed. That wag what 
I said; and I regret that the Senator was ot pres- 
ent when I made the statement. 

Mr. WADE. In answer to that, I think I may 
say there is no Jaw, in Ohio, contrary to the Con- 
stitution of the United States, or any Iaw under 
it; for I have looked over our statute-books. This 
same question was up last winter, when the Sen- 
ator from Georgia [Mr. Toons] was arraigning || 
the personal liberty bills in all the States; and 
among others he said he thought the State of 
Ohio had such a law. On that occasion I pro- 
cured the law and read it and commented upon 
it, and showed its provisions to be such as ren- 
dered it impossible that it could conflict with the 
Constitution or laws of the United States, be- 
cause, after providing for the security of free per- 
sons who were kidnapped, it went on to say that 
the law should be so construed that it should not 


any law made under it. I asked that Senator |} 
then, ‘* Were you judge, sir, would you suppose 
that it was incumbent on you, in administering | 


i State. 


thislaw, togiveitsuch aconstruction ,rightagainst 
its provisions, as to overthrow the laws of Con- 
gress and the Constitution of the United States??? 
Esupposed that the Senator gave up Ohio as not 
being within his category. I think, sir, if it was 
true that a bill was introduced in the House of 
Representatives of that State, to repeal that law, 
it ought to have been postponed. I think the 
Senator from Virginia would have thought so too; 
because I believe upon the statute-book of his 
State there is a law running almost on all fours 
with this, for the security of free persons who 
may be kidnapped. That is the explanation I 
have to make. re have no law that impinges the 
Constitution of the United States or the laws made 
in accordance with it. As to the repealing bill 
that the Senator spoke of, as I understand it, (and 
I have already stated it once, and only state it 
again because the Senator is in his placd,) that 
bill was postponed. Well, it is no matter about 
that. What I have said will go on the record; 
and if lam wrong, anybody iftspecting our laws 
can find it out well enough. I have said all that 
it is necessary to say on that subject, and more. 

But while I am up, being one of those who have 
constantly, from the commencement of this ses- 
sion, stated that, in my judgment, under the con- 
dition in which the country is now, I was entirely 
opposed toall those measures called compromise 
measures, I wish very briefly to state, more in 
detail than I have heretoforé done, the reasons 
which bring me to that conclusion, [have argued 
this question in view of all the difficulties under 
which we are now laboring, and I sce no reason 
to alter anything that I have already said on that 
subject; and, therefore, shall not go minutely 
into it again. Buthere are attempts made to com- 
promise, as it is called, with somebody for some- 
thing. Now, sir, I do not know what legitimate 
controversy we have to compromise with any- 
body. Ihave heard and listened attentively to 
the speech of the honorable Senator from Kene 
tucky, the chairman of the committee of thirteen, 
who had this subject under consideration. He 
has attempted to arraign the State which I in part 
represent, for some delinquency; but I say to him 
that he has done it inso.general and inconclusive 
a manner that no man can make a defense to such 
charges. We are delinquent, he says; we have 
organizations in our State, the purpose of which 
is to obstruct the execution of your laws. I plead 
the general issue to it, and tell you there is no 
such organization in our State, and there never 
was one. How do you answer it? Why, sir, he 
has heard a Representative from Ohio, [Mr. Cox,] 
say that somebody told somebody else, and 
through some Republican it came to him, that 
there was such a thing as slaves escaping by some 
kind of process called the underground railroad, 
by which they got to Canada. I do not doubt 
that slaves do escape. What I deny is, that there 
is any organized company in the State of Ohio for 
that purpose. When suchacharge is made against 
a State, they that make itought to be ready with 
the proof to make it at least probable. You have 
no proof. I have listened to these general dec- 
larations during this session, and I may say also 
for the ten years that I have had aseat here; but 
good old Lord Coke said that * fraud lurketh in 
generalities;’’ and it does lurk in generalities. I 
ask gentlemen, when they prefer charges against 
individuals or States of being derelict in their con- 
Stitutional duties, to tell me wherein, and bring 
the evidence that should call for a yeply. 

_ Mr. MASON. Will the Senatg’ allow me to 
interrupt him? : 

Mr. WADE. Yes, sir. 

Mr. MASON. I will suggest one in his own 
It has occurred between the State of Ohio 
and the State of Virginia, and is now pending. 
The Governor of Virginia made a demand upon 
the Governor of Ohio, for the surrender of a fugi- 
tive who had committed treason and murder in 
the State of Virginia, in the case of the John 
Brown raid, at Harper’s Ferry. The Governor 
of Ohio replied that, under the laws of Ohio, that 
was not an offense, and therefore, in his construc- 
tion, he was not te be surrendered under the pro- 
vision of the Constitution. That is a case now 
pending. 

Mr. WADE. Now, Mr. President, I willask 
that honorable Senator, if he does not know that 
this particular construction of that act is not pe- 


culiar to the Governor of the State of Ohio. Has 
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it not been a vexed or.-mooted question, from the 
foundation of our Government until now, whether 
a person is to be surrendered on the demand of 
another State, as a fugitive from justice, who had 
not violated the law of the State in which he was? 
I know that the decisions of the courts have been 
contradictory on this subject; and here I will an- 
swer over again the Senator from Kentucky, who | 
made the same charge against our Governor. 
will say now, what I was not prepared to say when 
we had it up before—for after all, when I call for 
specifications, they allrun right back there—there 
is little delinquency they can fasten upon us, I 
have said, give us specifications. He has hada 
month to consider upon it, and has come here to- 
day with a deliberate, premeditated speech; and | 
when I ask him to specify, he runs right back to 
the same old chargeagain. There isno new spe- 
cification; but it is said Governor Dennison re- 
fused to deliver a man who was said to be en- 
gaged somehow inenticing slaves from Kentucky. 
T can state to that'Senator now, what I intimated 
before, and he said he did not know, that our 
Governor, in making this decision, whether it 
was right or wrong, (for I do not know; itis a 
law question, which the courts will decide,) had 
at least the merit or demerit of going to Ken- 
tueky and to a Kentucky, Governor for his pre- 
cedent. He grounded it upon that; and I think 
that, atall events, ought to have excused him from 
the severity of the charge the Senator has made 
against him. I say to the Senator from Virginia, 
I do not know-—— 

Mr. POWELL. I hope the Senator will allow 
me a word, as he has frequently alluded to a 
precedent of the Governor of Kentucky. 

Mr. WADE. Yes, sir. 

Mr. POWELL. I should like to know the 
case. If there is such a case, I confess I am not 
aware of it. I should like to have the Senator 
state the grounds on which the Governor of Ken- 
tucky refused to deliver a person up. . 

Mr. WADE. Because it was not a crime in 
Kentucky. 

Mr. POWELL. Inreply to that, I have stated 
before, when that case has been alluded to, that 
I was not aware of it; but I will state tothe Sen- 
ator now thatI do not think it was, though it 
might have been, for the reason he assigns; be- 
cause, from. the very organization of our govern- 
ment, we have had aws on our statute-book 
against kidnapping. Kidnap ing has ever been 
an offense in Kentucky. We passed a law, I 
think, as carly as 1800, and Ido not doubt we 
incorporated it into our code of laws from Vir- 
einia, for 1 suppose she had laws on the subject. 
{have not examined. Our Governor, then, could 
not have refused because kidnapping was not an 
offense in Kentucky. It now is, and I believe 
has been from the very organization of Kentucky. 
If our Governor did refuse, he did wrong. I be- 
lieve itis a principle well established in law, as 
well asin morals, that no man can adduce a right 
from another’s wrong. 1 know that persons have 
been uniformly delivered up of late years for of- 
fenscs that are not criminal under the statutes of 
Kentucky. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. Will the Senator allow me 
to make an explanation on this point? 

Mr. WADE. Yes, sir. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. I have heard a great deal of 
crimination and recrimination upon this question 
of Governors of States refusing to deliver up per- 
sons where the offense charged was not criminal 
in the State in which the offender was found. I 
have taken some little pains to trace it. I find it 
is not confined to our northern States, nor to the 
southern States; perhaps there have been as many | 
cases of refusal in the one as in the other. The 
earliest case that I have been able to find—the one 
that seems to have been the precedent on which 
all the others were founded—occurred, I think, 
in 1791, in which certain persons were indicted in 
the State of Pennsylvania for running away some 
free negroes; and being found in the State of Vir- 


ginia, the Governor of Pennsylvania demanded | 
of the Governor of Virginia their surrender. The 
Governor of Virginia referred the case to the | 
attorney general of that State, to take his legal | 
opinion whether or not it was his duty to surren- i 
der persons that were charged with offenses that | 
were criminal in the place where they were com- | 
mitted, but were not criminal in the State of Vir- į 
ginia, The attorney gencral of Virginia gave his |i 


written opinion that such cases would not be-cov- 
ered by the Constitution of the United States; 
whereupon the Governor of Virginia refused to 
make the surrender, and notified the Governor of 
Pennsylvania of that fact, and accompanied his 
reply with the written opinion of the attorney 
general of Virginia. Thereupon the Governor of 
Pennsylvania communicated these papers to Gen- 
eral Washington, as President ofthe United States, 
and he delivered or communicated them to the 
Senate of the United States, and asked for legis- 
lation on the subject. The response to that com- 
munication of General Washington was the law 
of 1793, providing for the surrender of fugitive 
slaves and fugitives from justice. That-I believe 
to be the first case that ever occurred in which a 
Governor refused to deliver up criminals upon the 

round that the offenses charged were not crim- 
inal in the States where the offenders were found. 
Since then it has occurred in other States. It has 
been the subject of crimination and recrimination. 
My own opinion is, that the practice initiated b 
Virginia, and followed by the other States, is 
wrong; but { do not think it forms a proper sub- 
ject of crimination on the slavery question. 

Mr. MASON. If the Senator from Ohio will 
give me the floor an instant, I shall be indebted 
to him very much. 

Mr. WADE. Certainly. 

Mr. MASON. The case introduced by the Sen- 
ator from Illinois wasas he states it, and he states 
itcorrectly, I presume; but that originated before 
any law had been passed by Congress for the sur- 
render of fugitives from justice. He adduces that 
for the purpose of impressing upon the mind of 
our people that the first delinquency under the 
Constitution arose in Virginia. Now, Í remem- 
ber that case as a fact existing. It isan incident 
I do not recollect; but it was a case, according to 
my apprehension, in which the authorities in Vir- 
ginia considered it necessary that the Jaw should 
define what the Constitution required; and until 
the law did define it, the authorities of Virginia 
had a difficulty in determining to what extent the 
constitutional obligation went. But {understand 
the Senator from {linois presents it as the first 
case that arose as a delinquency of the State of 
Virginia. Now, sir, I am indebted to the Senator 
from Ohio for giving me the floor; but if Sena- 
tors on that side of the Chamber, or the Senator 
from Illinois, [Mr. Dovenas,] supposes that the 
wrongs, the injuries, the contumelies, the insults 
that for the last twenty years have been practiced 
upon the slavcholding States, and those which 
have now brought them under the responsibility 
of dissolving this Union, are to be appeased bya 
clamor that the first wrong was on our part, or 
bya pretension that we have sustained no wrongs, 
let them have the benefit of their argument. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. I have only one word to 


say. 

Mr. MASON. lam notyet through. Letthem 
have the benefit of theirargument. These slave- 
holding States are capable of determining for them- 
selves whether it is their interest, whether their 
safety, whether their honor will permitthem longer 
to remain in confederation with these non-slave- 
holding States. They will determine that for 
themselves and by themselves; and it is perfectly 
idle for gentlemen to say, ‘ Present your bill of 
indictment; letus know wherein we have wronged 
you;” and it is perfectly vain, perfectly idle, for 
gentlemen to endeavor to convict the slaveholding 
States of having committed the original error. 

I did not intend to go into thisargument. I beg 
the pardon of the honorable Senator from Ohio 
who has kindly given me the floor; but I confess 
that I feel it difficult to repress the feelings that 
belong to me as a southern man, when Senators | 
here tell me, “ You arcin the wrong; present your 
bill of indictment; let us know what you complain 
of;’? and upon an occasion when the disintegra- 
tion of this Union is going on by a power that 
cannot be arrested; the States declaring them- | 
selves absolved from all obligation to any farther 
obedience to the laws or the Constitution of the 


|| United States. We are not going to presenta bill 


of indictment in any shape orform. The history 
of the country presents it. The political experi- 
ence of these non-slaveholding States for more 
than twenty years presents it. If honorable Sen- 
ators suppose that this great movement of disrup- | 
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tion, which has begun and is advancing, is to be 
arrested by any clamor here that we must present ; 


|| ing the Constitution: 


our list of grievances‘and have them *redressed ;: 
they are mistaken. we one md 

Now, Mr. President, perhaps it isthe misfor- 
tune of my manner to appear to be angry orif- 
tempered, when Lam really not. sovery. far from: 
it. . [f any Senator supposes that I have said any=~ 
thing here, or intended to bé personally offensive: 
towards him, I do not so intend it. T wish now: 
only to call the attention of the Senator from Ohio: 
to what I had in hand, about what is called inthe 
paragraph, “the kidnapping Jaw,”’ which is some- 
times called the personal liberty law. It is this, 
published in the Constitution of the 19th of Jan- 
wary and taken, as it is said, from the Baltimore 

un: » 

“The Ohio House of Representatives, by a. vote of fifty- 
cight to thirty-one, has indefinitely postponed a bill to 
repeal the ‘act to prevent kidnapping.’ ¢ Under. this act,? 
says the Cleveland Democrat, ‘during the Wellington res- 
eue trials in the United States court in this city, three per- 
sohs, oue a deputy United States marshal and the other 
two Kentuckians, acting for the owner, were arrested. and 
indicted for a penitentiary offense, for arresting a fugitive 
slave under the law of Congress for the rendition of fugi- 
tives from service.’ It was framed, and has the efféct, to 
nullify the fugitive slave law of Congress.” 

That was the law, as I understood it, that the 
House of Representatives of Ohio refused to re+ 
peal, after sending us these resolutions. 

Mr. WADE. Yes, sir. Well, Mr. Presi- 
dent-—— i 

Mr. DOUGLAS. Will the Senator allow me 
one word? 

Mr. WADE. Yes, sir. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. I must apologize to the Sen- 
ator for interjecting these remarks into his speech; 
but I have heard these accusations so often brought 
against the non-slaveholding Statesas the justifi- 
cation of the present revolutionary movements, 
that I,as a representative from one of those States, 
have been restive under them, when I knew that 

robably some cases have occurred in slavehold- 
Ing as well as in non-slaveholding States; and 
when I knew by the history of the country that 
the first construction of the Constitution, on this 
point—which I believe to have been erroncous—- 
originated in a slaveholding State, in the State of 
Virginia, to which we look with great respect 
and veneration for a true construction of the Con- 
stitution. I have here the message of General 
Washington and of the Governor of Pennsylva- 
nia, communicating these facts, showing that this 
construction was first put upon the Constitution 
by the Governor and the attorney general of the 
State of Virginia, J admit it to be erroneous. I 
think it was; but it shows that itis not so clear 
a case of a violation of the Constitution, for a 
great many States have adopted that construction. 

Mr. FOSTER. Will the Senator from Minois 
state who was the Governor, and who was the 
attorney general, of Virginia at that time? 

Mr. DOUGLAS. I have not looked through 
the papers to refresh my memory, and T cannot 
now recall to mind who they were. The message 
of Washington bears date October 27, 1791; and 
that of the Governor of Pennsylvania July 18, 
1791. Ihave not gone carefully over them this 
time, although I have done so ona previous occa- 
sion. 

Mr. BIGLER. . Randolph was attorney gen- 
eral. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. The Senator from Pennsyl- 
vania says Randolph was attorney general. The 
Senator from Virginia makes an excuse in this 
case, because it occurred before the law of Con- 
gress was passed upon the subject. That being 
granted, it shows that the case arose under the 
Constitution itself; and hence, ifit be a violation 
of the Constitution not to surrender up a person 
in a case of this kind, the first offense occurred 
in Virginia clearly; for he said that, under the 
Constitution, there was no such obligation; and 
if the obligation did not exist under the Consti- 
tution, it was incumbent upon Congress to im- 
pose an obligation. Hence this covers the whole 
case. 

Now, I am willing to grant that the Governor 
of Virginia made a mistake in construing the Con- 
stitution; and that the Governor of New York, 
following his example, made a mistake; and that 
the Governor of Kentucky, following theirexam~ 
ple, made a mistake, and thatthe Governor of Ohio 
hag made a mistake, and that many northern and 
southern States have made a mistake in constru- 
What does all this prove? 
Not that it should be the subject of crimination 
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and recrimination, or pretexts for dissolving the- 
Union; but that we ought to give the Constitution 
its true construction. ` | am prepared to doit; but 
I hope we are not to bandy’these little cases back- 
wards and forwards for the purpose of sectional 
irritation. Let'us rather meet the question, and 
give the Constitutiow the true-construction, and 
allow all criminals.to: be surrendered according to 
the'law of the State where the offense was com- 
mitted; ; $ 

Mr. WADE. Mr. President, Iam very hap- 


PY POWELL. Will the Senator allow me 
to correcta slight mistakein the statement I made 
before? " 

oMr.WADE, Yes, sir. I hope you will cor- 
rect all your mistakes. 

Mr. POWELL. I stated that I knew nothing 
of the case in Kentucky referred to; and that, as 
early as 1800, Kentucky had passed a statute to 
prevent kidnapping. i was mistaken in that in 
one year. I have here a memorandum made by 
me, after having a controversy with the Senator 
on that point before; and I find that, on Decem- 
ber 19, 1801, the Legislature of Kentucky passed 
a law punishing ‘‘any person who shall be guilty 
of stealing or selling any free person for a slave, 
his or her aiders, abettors, or counselors, with 
confinement in the penitentiary for a term not less 
than five years, nor more than ten years, I-said 
it was in 1800. It should be 1801. By the con- 
stitution of Kentucky, in 1799, it was. provided 
that “all acts in force in Virginia, of a general 
nature, shall bein force in Kentucky, until re- 
pealed by the General Assembly.” Hence I in- 
ferred that Virginia had laws against kidnapping, 
and that they had been in force in Kentucky from 
the organization of our State government. I re- 
gret, on an occasion like this, to hear Senators 
mdulge in crimination and recrimination, In the 
remarks I had the honor to make to the Senate 
this morning, I distinctly said that it was not my 
purpose to criminate or recriminate, I merely 
assigned the grievances under which we labored 
to show that our people did have just cause of 
apprehension; and that those grievances properly 
required constitutional guarantees. 

r. WADE. have not criminated or recrim- 
inated; but, as Senators had alluded to great de- 
linquencies of constitutional duty in the State that 
I represent, I supposed it was very proper that I 
should correct those that I thought had fallen into 
an error, on that subject. Sir, I stand here to 
defend the State of Ohio against any charge of 
delinquency in her constitutional duty anywhere. 
Lam exceedingly happy to find that, after more 
than one month’s deliberation, after the question 
had been agitated here whether she had been 
guilty anywhere of any coming short of her whole 
duty to the Union, the Senator has gone back 
again upon the one old specification that he made 
before. The Senator from Virginia also has 
brought forward a like case; and now what does 
it all turn out to be? Why, sir, if there is any 
error committed by the Governor of Ohio, he has 
the merit, at all events, of having grounded it 
upon decisions made by old Virginia herself; and 
yet her representatives stand forth here and ac- 
cuse us of some great constitutional delinquency. 


They tell us that the Union is about to be broken || 


up and destroyed, and that it depends upon us 
. to say whether it shall stand or fall; they can do 
nothing about it. You that seek to overturn 
the institutions of your country; you who tell 
us you are about to rebel against its constituted 
authorities, and wage war upon us, ought to be 
able to specify 


consequences, 

The Senator from Virginia tells us he will not 
specify at all; that it is a course of events that has 
been accumulating 
Why is it brought up now allat once for the first 
time? Why does he not find something else to 
accuse the free States of? When he makes his 


believe, is the third time that the Senator from 
Kentucky has accused Ohio; and when I have 


asked for specifications, he has gone back to ade- | 


linquency of Governor Dennison; and it turns out 
that Governor Dennison, if he has erred at all, 
has erred in company of which neither of the Sen- 
ators should complain. Now, sir, Ido not pro- 


pose to say this decision of Governor Dennison | 


} and tell us wherein we have com- | 
mitted an offense that is to be visited by these | 


for twenty or thirty years. | 


| 
i 
i 
l 
i 
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was right or wrong. I only saythat this isa vexed 
law question, that has been. decided in different 
ways in different States, from the time the Con- 
stitution was framed until now, and is not settled 
to-day. Why, therefore, is thisaccusation brought 
up and poured on our heads constantly, as being a 
great delinquency of our people and our State? 
Sir, you are hard run foraccusations, or you would 
have cited some new specification. 

Mr.MASON. Will the Senator allow me to 
vindicate Virginia? $ 

Mr. WADE Yes, sir; I hope you will be 
able to do so. 

Mr. MASON. I wish to. vindicate Virginia 
from the suggestion made by the Senator from Hli- 
nois. I know the case to which he refers; but I 
have not read it. I know it was-a case that arose 
before any law had been passed by Congress on 
the subject. Now, the opinion of the attorney 
general places it upon this ground as shown by 
the opinion: no man can be arrested in Virginia 
or in any other State, no coércion can be placed 
upon his person, unless it is authorized by law. 
Everybody knows that. That is the case in the 
Senator’s own State. The attorney gencral] of 
Virginia said there was no law by which the State 
could place its hand upon the person for the pur- 
pose of surrendering him. In the opinion given 
by the attorney general, as lawyers are very-apt 
to do, he discussed other questions, as to whether 
it would or would not be within the contempla- 
tion of the Constitution. His advice to the Gov- 
ernor of Virginia, that the man could not be de- 
livered up, was placed distinctly and solely upon 
the ground that there was no law in Virginia, and 
no law of the United States, by which they could 
arrest the person. His language is this: 

“There must be a legal control over the persons de- 
manded, before they can be delivered or removed. That 
delivery ought not to be acquired by any force not specified 
and delegated by positive law. Neither the constitution 
of this, or of the United States, nor the laws made under 
them, direct the mode, or delegate an authority, by which 
the magistracy of this State can acquire such a cuntrol. 

“ It therefore can only be acquired by force.. And that 
such an exercise of undelegated power over the liberties of 
freemen would not be justifiable, I am sure I need not add. 

“It is therefore my opinion, that the directions of the 
General Government, under which the Governor of Penn- 
sylvania has made a demand for the delivery and removal 
of the persons mentioned in his letter, cannot be complied 
with by the Governor of this State without some provis- 
ions by law to enable it to do so.” 


That is the gist of the opinion. 

Mr. WADE. That is precisely the ground 
upon which I suppose Governor Dennison placed 
it. There was no law making the offense crim- 
inal in his own State, and it was not one of those 
offenses that was cognizable as an offense at com- 
mon law. 

Mr. MASON. If the Senator will indulge-me 
~—I beg his pardon for again interrupting him— 
it was placed on no such ground, that there was 
no law making that an offense in the limits of 
Virginia. lt was placed distinctly on the ground 
that there was no law authorizing the arrest of 
the person, to use force. 

Mr. GRIMES, Mr. President, I think it very 
desirable that the question of fact should be de- 
termined between the Senator from Virginia and 
the Senator from Ohio, and I therefore move that 
the Senate do now adjourn. 

Mr. WADE. Ido not care; justas you please. 

Mr. HALE, I want to inquire, as ‘a matter of 
practice, whether, if the Senate adjourns in that 
condition, the Senator from Ohio or the Senator 
from New Hampshire is entitled to the floor. I 
gave way, as a matter of courtesy, to the Senator 
from Ohio; but he let in all the other side after 
that. [{Laughter.] 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Porx in 
the chair.) The Chair will state to the Senator 
from New Hampshire that, in his opinion, the 
Senator from Ohio will be entitled to the floor. 


Mr. BIGLER. Before the motion to adjourn H 


is put, I desire to suggest that there is some 


s € . i| executive business that should be disposed of, 
specification, we see how it turns out. This, 1 | 


and which will take but a few minutes. {© Oh, 
no!”"] They are not contested cases. I there- 
fore move that the Senate proceed to the consider- 
ation of executive business. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question 
will first be put on the motion to adjourn. 

Mr. BIGLER. I hope we shall have an exec- 
utive session. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question 


is on the motion of the Senator from Iowa, that 
the Senate do now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to;-there being, on a 
division—ayes: 16, noes 13; and the Senate then 
adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
Turspay, January 22, 1861. 


The House met at twelve o’clock, m. 
TheJournal of yesterday wasread and approved. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, 


The SPEAKER laid before the House a com- 
munication from the Treasury Department, trans- 
mitting a statement of the contingent fund of the 
Treasury for the year ending June 30, 1860; which 
was referred to the Committee of Ways and 
Means, and ordered to be printed. . r 

Mr. SHERMAN presented, from the Commit- 
tee of Ways and Means, a communication from 
the Treasury Department; which was referred to 
that committee, and ordered to be printed. 

The SPEAKER laid before the House a com- 
munication from the Treasury Department trans- 
mitting a list of the balances remaining unsettled 
for periods of one and three years upon the books 
the Treasury; which was laid on the table, and 
ordered to be printed. . 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a 
communication from the Interior Department, 
inclosing an estimate of $72,500, submitted by 
Sylvester Mowry, commissioner of the United 
States upon the California boundary. survey, for 
the service of that work for the year ending June 
30, 1862, and recommending the appropriation of 
that amount of money; which was referred to the 
Committee of Ways and Means, and ordered to 
be printed. 


CORRECTION OF THE JOURNAL. 


Mr. SICKLES. I rise to a question of priv- 
ilege. I desire to make a motion to correct the 
Journal of yesterday. On yesterday, while the 
report of the select committee of thirty-three was 
under consideration, as a special order, I moved 
an amendment in the nature of a substitute, being 
in substance the proposition known as the Crit- 
tenden compromise. Toenable me to make that 
motion, I will explain that, by the courtesy of a 
pene upon the other side of the House, who 

ad made a motion that the House adjourn, and 
who, at my request, withdrew his motion, I rose, 
was recognized by the Speaker, made my motion, 
| and sent my amendment to the Clerk’s desk. I 
was under the impression—and that was the im- 
pression of gentlemen round me—that the motion 
was legitimately in order, and had been received 
by the Speaker. I thereupon relinquished the 
floor, which was resumed by the gentleman from 
Maryland, (Mr. Harris,] who renewed the mo- 
tion that the House adjourn. The motion was 
put by the Speaker, and the House adjourned. 
Afterwards, the paper was brought back to my 
desk by the page who had taken it to the Clerks 
desk. I think, therefore, that, inasmuch as the 
Journal omits all mention of the proceeding, and 
inasmuch asthe amendment was offered ata proper 
time, when I had the floor regularly, and as it 
; was an amendment legitimately in order, itought 
to appearon the Journal. Ifany question of order 
is intended to be made upon the admissibility of 
the amendment, that can only be properly done 
when the amendment is upon the record as in the 
| possession of the House. I make the motion to 
amend the Journal, and-the House can dispose 
of it as they may see proper. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair desires to state 
upon this subject, as the reason for the omission 
of the proceeding to which the gentleman refers 
from the Journal, that the floor was assigned to 
| the gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. Bineuam,] who 
| yielded it for a motion that the House adjourn, 
and for that purpose alone. The gentleman from 
New York could therefore not take the floor for 


i the purpose of offering an amendment, while, 


| under the rules of the House, the gentleman from 
Ohio was entitled to the floor. 

Mr. SICKLES. A single word upon that 
point. The gentleman from Ohio was assigned 
the floor in debate. “That is undoubtedly accu- 
rate; but the gentleman from Ohio relinquished 
the floor, which was assigned to the gentleman 
from Maryland, [Mr. Harris,] who moved an 


adjournment. But the gentleman from Maryland, 
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at my request, withdrew temporarily the motion 
to adjourn, and yielded to me to enable me to 
make a motion which I stated would not lead to 
debate or call for a vote that evening. The gen- 
tleman from Maryland clearly and distinctly re- 
linquished the floor to me, and I was recognized 
by the Speaker. No objection was’ offered by 
the gentleman from Ohio or by any other gentle- 
man. In my place I offered the amendment. 
There was no point of order raised upon it. It 
was not ruled out of order by the Speaker upon 
any objection made, and I insist that, under the 
rules of the House—and I call special attention 
to the 43d rule—my amendment was inorder. If 
the gentleman from Ohio had claimed the floor, 
or the gentleman from Maryland had not relin- 
guished it to me, I could not have offered it. 

ut the gentleman from Ohio did not claim it, 
and no objection was made on the part of the 
gentleman from Maryland, who courteously ex- 
tended the floor to me, 

Mr. GROW. The gentleman from Ohio ex- 
pressly yielded the floor for a motion to adjourn, 
and for no other purpose. 

Mr. SICKLES. That may be true; but nev- 
ertheless it does not alter the state of the case. 

Mr. GROW. Yesit does. 

Mr. RUST. What is the question before the 
House? 

The SPEAKER. If the gentleman from New 
York insists on his point of order, the Chair feels 
constrained to overrule it. 

Mr. RUST. Does the gentleman from New 
York take an appeal from the decision of the 
Chair? 1f he does not, then I object to further 
debate. 

Mr.SICKLES. My motion is, and thatis the 
question now before the House, to correct the 
Journal. Is it in order for me to move to correct 
the Journal? 

The SPEAKER. It is, 

Mr. SICKLES. I supposed so; and I have 
therefore submitted a motion for the correction of 
the Journal. I move to correct the Journal, so 
that it will show the proceedings I have stated. 

. The question was taken on Mr. Srcxues’ mo- 
tion; and it was disagreed to. 


RESOLUTIONS OF DELAWARE. 

Mr. WHITELEY. I ask the unanimous con- 
sent of the House for leave to present certain res- 
olutions of the Legislature of the State of Dela- 
ware, urging the adoption of the resolutions 
introduced into the Senate by Hon. Joun J. Crit- 
TENDEN, and to move that they be referred to the 
select committee of five, and ordered to be printed. 

There was no objection, and it was ordered 
accordingly 


BORDER STATE PROPOSITION. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Maryland. I ask the unani- 
mous consent of the House for leave to present, 
and to have read and printed, a series of resolu- 
tions agreed upon by the majority of the border 
State committee in connection with the pending 
troubles. I give notice that at the proper time I 
will move them as an amendment to the majority 
report of the select committee of thirty-three, 
which is now the special order before the House. 

Mr. SHERMAN, I presume there will be no 
objection to the resolutions being received, laid 
upon the table, and ordered to be printed; but I 
do not see any reason for having them read, as 
every member of the House is already acquainted 
with them. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Maryland. 
to that. 

Mr. BURNETT. Are the resolutions 
order? 

The SPEAKER. Only by unanimous con- 
sent. 

Mr. BURNETT. Then I object to their re- 
ception; and call for the regular order of busi- 
ness. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Maryland. [hope my friend 
will withdraw his objection, and let the resolu- 
tions come in, 

Mr. McCLERNAND. I make the point of 
order that the objection came too late. The gen- 
tleman from Maryland got the floor, and had 
introduced the resolutions before objection was 
made. 

The SPEAKER. Ifthe gentleman from Ken- | 
tucky insists, he is entitled to his objection, and 


I do not object 


in 


the resolutions cannot be received. 


. their offices, and it appears impracticable, in consequence 


i States is thus without any means of collecting or enforcing 


Mr. BURNETT. Ido not care particularly 
about this matter; but my friend from Hlnois is 
mistaken, for I did object as soon as the res- 
olutions were offered.- F do not object to their 
bang introduced, provided they be laid upon the 
table. 

The resolutions were then laid upon the table, 
and ordered to be printed. 


MEMORIALS FROM MARYLAND. 


Mr. HARRIS, of Maryland. Task the unan- 
imous consent of the House for leave to present 
memorials signed by seventeen thousand citizens 
of the State of Maryland, representing every 
county in the State, in favor of the border State 
propositions. 

Mr.GROW. 1 rise toa pointoforder. The 
rules cf the House provide for the reception of 
petitions and memorials by presentation to the 
Clerk; and I object to the rules being broken by 
publicly presenting these memorials inthe House, 
and in that way unnecessarily consuming the 
time of the House. I object to the reception of 
the memorials offered by the gentleman from 
Maryland. He can introduce them as other 
petitions and memorials are introduced-——under 
the rules. 

Mr. HINDMAN. Mr. Speaker, I desire to 
know whether it is in order for me now to pro- 
pose an amendment to the report of the select 
committee of thirty-three? My object in making 
the inquiry isto submita statement that I am one 
of those not willing to be committed to the sup- 
port either of the emasculated Crittenden-or bor- 
der State propositions. I approve of neither of 
them, and I will vote for neither of them. I wish 
an opportunity to present amendments which set 
forth the position of those who agree with me. 

Mr. GROW. Irise toa point of order. De- 
bate is notin order, the regular order of business 
having been called for, except on the proposition 
before the House. 

Mr. HINDMAN. Irise for the purpose of 
gathering information from the Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. The regul:r order of busi- 
ness being called for, the gentleman from Arkan- 
sas is notin order. The regular order of business 
is the call of committees for reports, beginning 
with the Committee on the Post Office and Pos 
Roads. 


POSTAL SERVICE IN SECEDING STATES. 


Mr. COLFAX. Iam instructed by the Com- 
mittee on the Post Office and Post Roads to report 
back the bill introduced by myself yesterday, in 
relation to the postal service, with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. The Clerk will read 
it; as I propose, unless debate is desired on it, to 

ut it on its passage at this time. 

The bill was read in extenso. It provides that— 

Whereas, in several States of the Union, the judges, dis- 


trict attorneys, and marshals, commissioned by the Gov- 
ernmentof the United States for said States, have resigned 


of revolutionary proceedings therein, to fill the vacancies 
thus created; and whercas the Government of the United 


in such States the payment of the postal revenues fromm the 
officers collecting the same, or of punishing violations of 
the postal laws, committed by robberies of the mails, or 
otherwise, or of enforcing the performance of mail con- 
tracts: Therefore, 

Be it enacted, That, in all States which are or may here 
after be situated as above, the Postmaster General is hereby 
directed to discontinue the postal service for such period 
of timeas, in his judgment, the public interest may require, 
and shall report his action to Congress. 


Mr. PHELPS. Has that bill been printed? 

The SPEAKER. It has not. It has just been 
reported. 

Mr. COLFAX, 
recommit the bill. 

Mr. Speaker, I will make a few remarks in 
regard to this subject. We should not have rec- 
ommended the suspension of the postal-service in 
the States called the seceding States, if the Uni- 
ted States courts had been allowed to remain in- 
tact; Lut the condition of our postal service in 
those States now is this: the people there are 
privileged, if they choose, to open the mails pub- 
licly; to rifle them; to destroy them; and there 
is no method provided under the law by which 
they can be brought to justice, as such offenders 
must be tried before a United States court. A 
postmaster, who collects the revenue, may refuse 
to honor drafts of the Department, and there is 


I enter the usual motion to 


‘in-case of suth refusals 


j to perform their contract. 


ne means by which the revenue can be eollected | 


Tho contractors forcat- 
rying the mails in those States may’of: course 
hold us to the letter of our contract; by if they 
choose, they can refuse: to perform ‘thetr part:of 
it, and there‘is:no legal remedy to comipel ‘therm 
In ‘this: condition “of 
affairs it becomes, as it sectns to me, the impera- 
tive duty of the Government, if there bë ho means 
for protecting its postal ‘service, to discontinue 
that service. 

I stated, yesterday, that I would yield to the 

entleman ‘from North Carolina, [Mr. Branesy] 
if he desired to speak on this subject; and Istat 
to him now, if he or his friends are not prepared 
to vote on the bill at:this time, I will agree to a 
postponement-of its further consideration for a 
few days, if they will name the time. 

Mr. PHELPS. I desire that the ‘bill may ‘be 
printed, before it'is called up for action. 

Mr. BRANCH. I stated yesterday, when ‘I 
moved the reference of this bill. to the select: com- 
mittee of five, that my-reason for doing so ‘was 
that subjects of a similar character were then 
pending before thatcommittee. Thereisno more _ 
reason, looking to the action of that committee, ~ 
why we should be prepared, or why I should be 
prepared, to speak or act on this bill, than there 
was yesterday. I therefore do not desire to act 
on itor to discuss it to-day. If, however, it shall 
be postponed to some future day, I may desire to 
discuss it. Ido not now mean either to discuss 
or to act on this bill if I can avoid it; but i will, 
however, avail myself of the courtesy tendered 
to me by the honorable gentleman from Indiana, 
so far as to submit an amendment, in the nature 
of a substitute for the bill which he has reported, 
and on which I desire to vote, if his bill shall ever 
come up foraction. Itisthe only extent to which 
I propose to avail myself of the courtesy tendered 
to me by the chairman of the Committee on the 
Post Office and Post Roads. 

Mr. COLFAX. In answer to the gentleman, 
I desire to say this: if the committee of five are `, 
investigating this matter, it nag not been especially + 
referred to them, Ihave no objection to their ex- 
amining it. But, sir, the postal system of the 
ountry is placed, by our rules, under the super- 
vision of the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post ‘Roads. We have considered this matter, 
and felt it to be our duty to move-in the manner 
I have indicated. If the gentleman from North 
Carolina be not prepared now to name the time 
when he will be ready to vote on this bill, I must 
insist on calling for the previous question on the 
passage of the bill. Iam perfectly willing that 
the amendment of the gentleman shall be read; 
but, at the same time, I cannot waive my motion 
to recommit to permit his amendment to come in. 
I cannot, for onc, recognize as true what has been 
held in regard to seceding States being out of the 
Union. The bill is not placed upon that ground 
at all. I stated, at the outset, that if the United 
States courts had been allowed to remain inex- 
istence in the seceding States, we would not have 
felt it to be our duty to report this bill. 

Mr. BRANCH. I hope the. gentleman from 
Indiana will hear my proposed amendment read. 
He will find it-so relevant to the measure pro- 
posed by him—and, indeed, it only differs by 
making the provision broader and coveringa little 
more ground—that he will not ebjectto it. The 
President ofthe United Stateshascommunicated to 
Congress that, owing to the fact that we have no 
Federal officers in at least one State of the Union, 
that heis unable to execute the laws of the United 
States. The whole subject-matter of that mes- 
sage has been referred by the House to the select 
committee of five members. ‘The message which 
the President communicated to us is not that we 
are unable solely to execute the post office laws; 
but that all the laws of the United States in one 
of the seceding States of the Union—South Caro- 
lina—are in the same condition, so far as their 
execution goes, as the post office laws. Now, 
the gentleman from Indiana proposes to select out 
one class of laws, one branch only of the public 
service, and make a special arrangement in regard 
to that in the States which have seceded, while I 
propose, by my substitute, to extend the opera- 
tion of the bill to all the laws of the United States 
which, according to the information given to us 
by the President, cannot -be executed in those 
States. I simply propose:to make the provision 
whieh he desires to make in refereneg to the post 
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office laws -general and applicable to all laws of 
the United States. 

Mr. COLFAX. I cannot consent that this 
matter shal! be complicated with other matters. 
Gentleman upon that side of the House have pro- 
tested against coercion. There is no coercion in 
this bill. It is.a measure of. peace, and, at the 
same time, a measure of economy. No gentle- 
man: can- complain of this being an attempt to 
coerce a State. It simply states that, inasmuch 
as the postal. laws cannot be executed, the postal 
service shall, in such cases, be withdrawn. 

Mr. BRANCH. Willthe gentleman allow my 
amendment to be read? 

Mr. COLFAX. I have no objection to that. 

Mr. PHELPS. lask the gentleman from In- 
diana to postpone the consideration of this bill to 
some other time. 

Mr. BRANCH. 
amendment. 

Mr. JOHN COCHRANE. I ask that the 
Clerk also read the original bill at the same time. 


JOHN JOHNSON, 


Mr. VALLANDIGHAM. Before that isdone, 
I desire to have an error corrected which occurred 
yesterday. It will occupy but a moment. On 
my motion, the Committee of the Whole House 
was discharged from the further consideration of 
House bill No. 263, for the relief of John John- 
son, and the bill was referred to the Committee 
on Indian Affairs. Ry mistake the bill was en- 
grossed, and sent to the Senate as passed. I am 
sorry that that is not the fact. I submit the fol- 
lowing resolution: 

Resolved, That the Clerk of this House be directed to 


request the Senate to return House bit No. 263, entitled 
ét An act tor the relief of John Johnson, of Ohio.” 


The resolution was agreed to. 


POSTAL SERVICE——-AGAIN. 


The original bill offered by Mr. Courax was 
again read. 

The amendment offered by Mr. Brancu was 
read, as follows: 

Strike out all after the enacting clause, and insert: 


To the end that all occasion tor the use of force imay 
be removed, and to prevent the breaking out of civil war 


I call for the reading of the 


pending the deliberations of Congress on the existing erisis,, 


n public aflairs, be it enacted that alt the laws of the Uni- 
ted States be, and hereby are, suspended until the lst day 
of January, 1862,in and over those States which have here- 
tofore adopted, or which may previous to said day adopt, 
ordinances of secession, 

Mr. COLFAX. Icannotconsentto that amend- 
ment, because if South Carolina chooses to send 
members of Congress back here, I should be glad 
to sce them, and would throw no hinderance in 
the way of their coming. Indeed, they evidently 
consider themselves members yet, for atleast one 
of them, a gentleman whom I respect sincerely, 
was, up to the 16th of the present month, frank- 
ing letters under the act of Congress bestowing 
that power upon members of the Congress of the 
United States, and I do not desire to deprive them 
of that right. 

Mr. DAWES. I would inquire of the gentle- 
man from Indiana whether it is his intention, 
when he calls up the bill, to put it under the op- 
eration of the previous question, or does he intend 
to give some time for discussion? 

Mr. COLFAX. It is my intention to put it 
underthe operation of the previous question, when 
it is called up for passage. 

Mr. DAWES. I hope the gentleman will re- 
consider that determination. The bill is of so 
much importance, and involves so many matters 
of principle, that 1 trust he will at least permit 
some little time for its consideration. 

Mr. COLFAX. I will only say that if the 
House does not think the bill ought to pass in that 
way they can vote down the previous question, 
and the bill will go over for general debate. 

Mr. PHELPS. 
man from Indiana that he do not insist that we 
shall proceed to the consideration of that bill at 
this time. Let it be printed and its consideration 
postponed until some future day. It will then be 
under the control of the House. 

Mr. COLFAX. The billis brief, and every 
gentleman understands it thoroughly. I waited 
one month after the so-called act of secession was 
passed in South Carolina, supposing that they 
would inaugurate some postal system of their 
own, if they were, as they claim to be, independ- 


I would suggest to the gentle- į 


Ni 
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ent. Seeing no such thing probable, and our 
postal matters being in the condition they are, I 
considered it my duty to introduce this bill. 

Mr. BRANCH. I desire toask the gentleman 
whether the laws in reference to the Post Office 
Department, and those in reference to the collec- 
tion of the revenues from postages, are not the 
only Federal laws in operation in South Carolina? 

Mr. COLFAX. I cannot say what laws, if 
any, are in operation in that State. 

Mr. BRANCH. And whether that is not the 
only branch: of the service in South Carolina to 
which the gentleman’s bill is unnecessary? 

Mr. STEVENS, of Pennsylvania. I wish to 
have an amendment read, which I shall offer at 
the proper time. Ido not know whether it will 
be allowed to be printed; but I would like to have 
it printed, so that I can move it as a substitute 
when the time arrives. 

Mr. JOHN COCHRANE, I wish to suggest 
to my friend from Indiana, that this, most cer- 
tainly, is an improper season to press this meas- 
ure upon the attention of the House. The special 
committee to which all this subject has been re- 
ferred, as wisely said by the gentleman from North 
Carolina, has had, and has, this, among other sub- 
jects, under consideration. It is certainly a grave 
question whether all the laws of the land can be 
constitutionally suspended over any portion of the 
land, or whether any portion of these laws can be 
suspended, and if so, what portion. Itis a matter 
of grave inquiry now, whether this is,as the gen- 
tleman terms it, a measure of peace or a piece of 
a measure. [Laughter.]. This is the question 
before the House, whether it will inure, in its 
catholic sense, to the correction entirely of the 
abuses or the evils under which we are suffering, 
or whether it is only partial in its operation. 
Now, it is proper that this House should have 
time to consider under the benefit of all the lights 
which it proposes to itself by virtue of the labors, 
the diligence, and the application of the commit- 
tee, and to judge and determine whether the meas- 
ures proposed, in one or more of them, are com- 
petent and applicable to the exigency which this 
1s intended to meet. I therefore hope, and hope 
in view of the dangerous crisis in which we are, 
in view of the revolution into which we are pre- 
cipitated, that my friend from Indiana will, in his 
ligcretion and wisdom, give this bill another day 
p consideration. 

Mr. COLFAX. Iwill now hear the amend- 
ment of the genileman from Pennsylvania read. 

The proposed amendment was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, That the President is hereby authorized 
and empowered, when, in his judgment, he shall deem it 
necessary, to suspend all Jaws and parts of Jaws establish- 
ing ports of entry, collection districts or other means of 
collecting revenues, iu the States of South Carolina, Flor- 
ida, Alabama, Mississippi, or any other State that has now 
or may hereafter secede from the Union, or be in rebellion 
against the United States, and continue such suspension 
until said State or States shal! return to their loyalty to the 
United States. The Presidentshall give notice of such sus- 
pension by proclamation, which shail take effect inten days 
thereatter. ‘ 

Sec. 2, And beit further enacted, That during the con- 
tinuance of such suspension, it shall not be lawful for any 
vessel, foreign or domestic, except such as belong to the 
United States, to enter or leave any port of said State or 
States, either for foreign ports or coastwise. 

Sec. 3. And beit further enacted, Thatifany vessel should 
be found violating the provisions of this act, the said ves- 
sel and cargo shall be forfeited—the one half to the captors, 
and the other half to the United States, to be tried in any 
court of admiralty jurisdiction in the United States. 

Sec. 4. And be it further enacted, That the President 
shall have power in like manner to suspend all laws estab- 
lishing post offices or post routes within any such State or 
States; and the mails of the United States shall thereafter 
be carried only to the line of said State or States, except 
where it may be necessary to pass through such State to 
reach a loyal State, but then it shall not be-opened ina 
seceding or rebellious State. R 
- Sec. 5. And be it further enacted, That the President 
shall have power to use the Army and Navy to execute 
this law. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Indiana. I desire to propound 
a question’ to my colleague. I desire to know of 
him whether this bill has been recommended by 
the Postmaster General, and whether it meets 
with the approbation of the Post Office Depart- 
ment? 

Mr. COLFAX. There is no Postmaster Gen- 
eral now. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Indiana. Somebody is at the 
head of the Post Office Department; and I desire 
to know whether it is recommended by that De- 
partment? 


Mr. HINDMAN. 


I desire to know whether 


the late Postmaster General—the present Secre- 
tary of War—approves it? 

Mr. COLFAX. I decline to be questioned by 
the gentleman from Arkansas at present. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Is a motion to recommit 
pending ? 

The SPEAKER. There is. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Then I move to postpone 
its considcration one week. 

Mr. BRANCH.. How did the gentleman get 
the floor to make that motion? 

Mr. COLFAX. I yielded to the gentleman 
from Ohio. I am always willing to carry out the 
wishes of the House. { yielded to the gentleman 
from North Carolina, and to the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania. I now yield to the gentleman from 
Ohio. E will say that I am willing to postpone: 
the consideration of this bill to a day certain. 

Mr. PHELPS. Postpone it two weeks from 
to-day. $ 

Mr. HINDMAN. Before the vote is taken, I 
desire to make an inquiry of the gentleman from 
Indiana. He remarked a while ago that, to his 
knowledge, some of the members of Congress 
from South Carolina were franking documents up 
to the 16th of the present month. What is the 
ground of the gentleman’s statement? 

Mr. DAVIS, of Indiana. If I can get the ear 
of my colleague, I desire an answer to the ques- 
tion l propounded to him a moment ago. 

Mr. COLFAX. I wish first to answer the 
question of the gentleman from Arkansas. A 
gentleman informed me yesterday that he had 
received a letter postmarked the 16th instant, that 
was franked by a member of the House from 
South Carolina. 

Mr. HINDMAN. Who was it? 

Mr. COLFAX. I decline answering that ques- 
tion; but am perfectly convinced of its truth. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Indiana. I respectfully request 
my colleague to answer the question which I pro- 
pounded to him a moment ago, whether this bill 
a been recommended by the Postmaster Gen- 
eral? 

Mr. COLFAX. I offered the bill upon my 
responsibility as ‘a member of Congress, and as 
chairman of the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads. Further than that, I decline answer- 
ing the question of my colleague, with all respect, 
except to say that Mr. Holt is not responsible 
for the introduction of this bill, though 1 hope he 
will approve of it. The bill is recommended by 
the Post Office Committee. 

Mr. Speaker, I have yielded the floor to the 
gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Surrmay] at the re- 
quest of gentlemen upon the other side of the 
House, as well as upon this, to move to postpone 
the consideration of this bill until Thursday week; 
and to make it a special order for that day. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Itis not necessary to make 
the bill a special order. The motion to recommit 
may be called up any time during the morning 
hour; but if it be postponed, it cannot be called 
up until the day to which it is postponed. 

The motion to postpone was agreed to. 

Mr. PHELPS. Let the bill be printed. 

Mr. COLFAX. Lhave no objection to that, 
and to the printing of all the amendments. 

The bill and amendments were ordered to be 
printed. 

Mr. JOHN COCHRANE. Were those amend-~ 
ments received? | 

The SPEAKER. No; sir. 

Mr. BRANCH. I do not think the amend- 
ments ought to be printed. I think itisa very 
irregular proceeding. 

Mr. COLFAX. If the gentleman objects to 
the printing of the amendments, let the bill alone 
be printed. 

Mr. BRANCH. I withdraw my objection to 
the printing of the amendments. 

Mr. GROW. I take it that, if the bill is printed, 
that is all which is necessary. There are no 
amendments pending. 

The SPEAKER. It was distinctly understood 
that the amendments were not received. They 
were only proposed; but they were all ordered to 
be printed. 


MAIL SERVICE IN WASHINGTON TERRITORY. 


Mr. COLFAX, from the Committee on the 
Post Office and Post Roads, reported back, with 
a recommendation that it do pass, joint resolution 
(H. R. No. 48) in relation to mail service in Wash- 
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ington Territory,and asked that the same be put 
upon its passage. à 

The joimt resolution was read. 

Mr. COLFAX. Mr. Speaker, after this reso- 
lution is explained, l think no member will object 
to it... At the last session of Congress, a law was 
passed authorizing the withdrawal of the steam- 
ship service between San Francisco and Olympia, 
in Washington Territory, performed semi-month- 
ly, at $122,500 a year, and substituting a daily 
service, in four-horse coaches, through the inte- 
rior to the same points, at $90,000 a year. This 
effected a saving of $32,500; and gave also daily 
service, instead of semi-monthly, through the in- 
terior of California, Oregon, and Washington 
Territory, to Olympia, its capital and center. 

We have now a weckly service by steamer 
through Puget Sound, Admiralty Inlet, and the 
Straits of Fuca, from Olympia, via Steilacoom, 
Seattle, Port Madison, Port Ludlow, Port Town- 
send, New Dungeness, Whatcom, and Fort Bel- 
lingham, to Semiahmoo, touching also at Victo- 
ria, on Vaneouver’s Island, and Camp Pickett, 
on San Juan Island, about two hundred and fifty 
miles of inland navigation on that remarkable in- 
land sea, at a cost of $24,000 per year. 

The proposition now is to appropriate a por- 
tion of the amount saved by the retrenchment 
effected by the substitution of the inland for the 
steamship service to the improvement of the 
interior service in Washington Territory from 
weekly to semi-weekly, at pro rata increase of 
pay—a service which reaches all our forts on that 
exposed frontier, lying opposite to the island of 
San Juan, about which we have, at present, some 
difficulty with Great Britain, who claims it, and 
the only service by which we can reach those 
forts. “Phe Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads unanimously recommend the passage 
of the resolution. If any gentleman desires fur- 
ther information on the subject, 1 presume the 
Delegate from Washington Territory can give it; 
if not, I will move the previous question. 

Mr.PHELPS. 1 would inquire of the gentle- 
man from Indiana, when this contract will expire 
in the Territory of Washington? 

Mr. COLFAX. The regular contract? 

Mr. PHELPS. Yes, sir. 

Mr. COLFAX. In less than two years from 
this time. 

Mr. PHELPS. Why, then, do the commit- 
tee propose to make this an exception to all other 
postal contracts by prolonging the term of ser- 
vice for two years?) My impression is that the 
contract will expire one year from the 30th of 
June next. In other words, this is an extension 
of a contract made under the former high prices, 
when, perhaps, the prices may be reduced. Why, 
then, is this contract to be exempted from the 
rule applied to all other contracts, and to be ex- 
fended . 

Mr. COLFAX. This was originally a con- 
gressional contract. Besides that, the putting on 
of additional steamships, making two trips per 
week, involves, of course, a great expense to the 
contractors. 

Mr. PHELPS. I understand the proposition 
is, to discontinue the steamship serviceand have 
a land one. 

Mr. COLFAX. My friend is mistaken. It 
enlarges the steamship service from weekly to 
semi-weekly, communicating on each side of Puget 
Sound and the upper part of the Straits of Fuca. 

Mr. PHELPS. Why, then, extend it beyond 
the ordinary contracts? 

Mr. COLFAX. Because it involves the ex- 
pense of additional steamers, and a contractor 
might object to this unless he had a contract for 
aterm of years. R 

Mr. PHELPS. Has not the Postmaster Gen- 
eral a right to increase the service on paying an 
increased ro rata? 

Mr.COLFAX. The Postmaster General stated, 
as I understand it, to the Delegate from Wash- 
ington Territory, that he had no objection to ex- 
tending this contract if Congress saw fit to order 
it; but, being a congressional contract, he did not 
see fit to increase the service except by theaction 
of Congress. 

Mr. STEVENS, of Washington. I will state 
to the gentleman from Missouri, that I had an 
interview with the Postmaster General, who said 
to me that he had no objection to have this ser- 


vice put on the same footing with the originai |i 


service. I will state, furthermore, that when the 
original service was ordered, it was puton a par- 
ity with ocean service, bids for a ten years’ con- 
tract having been invited The Postmaster Gen- 
eral made the contract for four years, intimating 
that he would renew it. The contractors pur- 
chased a suitable steamer, and entered on the 

erformance of the service. The compensation 
has been low; but the service has been performed, 
though with difficulty, from the fact that it is in 
a country where there are neither founderies nor 
ship-yards. In order now to change it into.a 
semi-weekly service, it is necessary, as the chair- 
man of the Post Office Committee has observed, 
to put on another steamer at considerable expense. 
The service is certainly a very important one; 
and it is but reasonable that it should be asked 
for, seeing that we have been deprived of the ad- 
ditional service through Puget Sound. 

My. PHELPS. I willsay tothe gentlemenfrom 
Indiana and Washington Territory, that I am 
willing the increased service should be extended 
during the continuance of the present contract. 
But we have heard much of the high prices of 
contracts in these distant Territories, and we find 
that they are being gradually reduced. I think, 
therefore, that when this contractexpires; it should 
be thrown open to public competition, when all 
the other mail routes in that Territory shall be also 
open to public competition. I think, therefore, 
that if itis desired to increase service on this route, 
the best policy would be to increase it during the 


continuance of the present contract, and no longer. |j 


‘When proposals are invited for mail service in 
Washington Territory, they may be invited not 
only for other contracts, but for this one. | de- 
sire, therefore, to submit an amendment, to con- 
fine this increased service to the continuance of 
the presentcontract. If I am correctly informed, 
that contract expires in a year from the 30th of 
June next. 

Mr. COLFAX. This year, I am informed, this 
particular contract expires. 

Mr PHELPS. Are the general lettings for 
the Territory of Washington to be made this 

ear? ; ` 
7 Mr. STEVENS, of Washington. The con- 
tracts for the other routes do not expire till the 
30th of June, 1862; but this one expires June, 
1861. 

Mr. PHELPS. Then I am willing that this 
increased service shall continue till the other con- 
tracts expire, and then let all be advertised forat 
once. 

Mr.COLFAX. Iconsentthat the amendment 
shall come in, although I shall vote against it, 

Mr. PHELPS. Very well. I move that 
amendment. 

Mr. COLFAX. The recommendation of the 
Post Office Committee is based, among other 
things, on a joint resolution of the Territorial 
Legislature of Washington Territory. I think, 
myself, there is a very grave doubt as to whether, 
if the amendment of the gentleman from Mis- 
souri prevails, the contractor will be willing to 
build an additional steamer for the purpose of 
carrying the mail a single year. But 1 will let 
the amendment be offered; and now I move the 
previous question. 

The previous question was seconded and the 
main question ordered; and under its operation 
the amendment was agreed to, and the joint res- 
olution read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. COLFAX moved to reconsider the vote by 
which the joint resolution was passed; and also 
moved to lay the motion to reconsider on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


TELEGRAPH TO THE PACIFIC. 


t 

Mr. COLFAX. Iam instructed by the Com- 
mittee on the Post Office and Post Roads to re- 
port back House bill No. 891, supplementary to 
“An act to facilitate communication between the 
Atlantic and Pacific States by electric telegraph,” 
with a recommendation that the second and fourth 
sections shall be stricken out, and the bill as 
amended passed. f 


STATE OF THE UNION. 


The SPEAKER. The hour of one o’clock ; 


having arrived, the House will now proceed to 
the consideration of the report of the special com- 
mittee of thirty-three. 

Mr.COLFAX. Lunderstood that the order in 


regard to.that-was,:that the special order should 
be taken up after the morning hour. =c: 

"Phe SPEAKER. -The hour of one'o’élock was 
the time named. 3 fe LON 

Mr. COLFAX. The morning hour commencad 
at twenty-five minutes past twelve.. à : 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from. hidi-~ 
ana labors under a mistake. The hour of: one 
o’clock was fixed for the special order. A 

Mr. COLFAX. I heard the motion distinétly, 
as it was made by the gentleman from.Ohio, [Mr. 
SHerman.} It was at my suggestion he made 
the motion to except the morning hour. : The re- 
port of the committee was to be made the special 
order for one o’clock on Monday, and from day 
to day, afterthe morning hour, until disposed of. 

The SPEAKER. The Journal does not so 
read, and the officers-do not so understand it. 
The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Bineuam} is en- 
titled to the floor. 

Mr. WINSLOW. Before the gentleman from 
Ohio proceeds, let me make -an. inquiry of the 
Chair, When this debate sprung up yesterday, 
nothing was read, and the debate commenced, I 
presume, on the report of the committee. I would 
liketo know now fromthe Chair whatis the distinct 
proposition before the House? - There are no less 
than four joint resolutions before the body, and it 
is desirable we should know which isthe distinct 
one to be voted on first? 

Mr. PHELPS. I suppose the one proposing 
an amendment to the Constitution. 

The SPEAKER. The chairman of the com- 
mittee will indicate which will have the prece- 
dence. 

Mr. CORWIN. I am not particularly con- 
cerned as to the priority of any of the resolutions 
recommended, I consider the whole subject ag 
being before the House. : 

Mr. WINSLOW. The whole subject is be- 
fore the House, so faras the range of debate is 
concerned. Butall the bills and amendments can- 
not be before the House at the same time for its 
action. On which of them does the chairman of 
the committee propose first to take the vote of the 
House? 

Mr. CORWIN. I suppose the first resolution 
proposed by the committee should be taken up 
and disposed of, and so consecutively in the order 
in which they stand on the report. 

Mr. WINSLOW. The:first resolution is one 
reported for the action of the committee. I pre- 
sume the Chair does not mean that. 

Mr. CORWIN. No. I find that the first res- 
olution was put there by a mistake of the Clerk. 
It is not before the House. 

Mr. WINSLOW. There is a series of seven 
resolutions before the House. {ask for a divis- 
ion of the question upon them. i 

The SPEAKER. The Chair supposes that 
that will be in order after the previous question is 
demanded. ? 

Mr. WINSLOW. Yes, sir; I only give notice, 
now, of my desire to have'a separate vote. on 
these resolutions. f i 

Mr. JOHN COCHRANE. | Task whetherany 
substitute offered to the resolutions reported by 
the committee is now pending? 

The SPEAKER. Nothing is pending but the 
resolutions. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I should like to have extra 
copies of the report printed, so that they can be 
communicated to the Printer. I move that ten 
thousand extra copies be printed. 

Mr. WINSLOW. I think they should. be 

rinted, including the minority reports and the 
journal of the committee. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Certainly. 
the reports. 

The SPEAKER. The motion will be referred 
to the Committee on Printing; the suggestion be- 


I mean all of 


| ing that the majority and minority reports shall 


be all printed together. 

Mr. TAPPAN. The gentleman from New 
York inquires whether there is to be any substi- 
tute reported for the resolutions reported by the 
majority of the committee of thirty-three. : I 
desire to say that at the proper time 1 propose to 
offer, as a substitute for those resolutions,.the 
propositions reported by a minority of the com- 
mittee, signed = Mr. Wasusurn, of Wiscon- 
sin, and myself. - 

Mr. WINSLOW. I take it for granted that 
an opportunity will be afforded to all of us to 
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present. our propositions as amendments ito the 
propositions. now under consideration. 

Mr. FLORENCE.. Do I understand that the 
report of the select committee of thirty-three is 
now under consideration? 

The SPEAKER. Itis. 

Mr. FLORENCE. ‘Wouldit be in order now 
for me to offer.a substitute for the amendment to 
the Constitution reported by the committee? 

The SPEAKER.. No amendments in order 
at this time, forthe reason that the gentleman 
from Ohio (Mr. Bivenam] is entitled to. the floor. 

Mr. FLORENCE... Ihave an amendment 
which I desire to offer whenever it:shall be in or- 
der. I merely asked for information. 

Mr. MORSE. I-wish to make an-inquiry. I 
understand that an extra number of the report of 
this committee is to be printed. Now, I will state 
that the journal of the committee was ordered to 
be reported to the House, with the request to have 
it printed with the report. I wish to inquire of 
the chairman of the committee, or of anybody 
who can answer, why the journal was not reported 
and ordered to be printed with the report of the 
committee. 

Mr. JOHN COCHRANE. The journal of 
the committee is-among the papers ordered to be 
printed. 

Mr. MORSE. It does not appear among the 
papers printed with the report. 

Mr. LORENCE. Idesire that the number 
of copies, in addition to the usual number, shall 
‘be twenty thousand. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The Committee on Print- 
ing will determine upon the number of copies to 
-be reported to the House to be printed. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state that the 
journal of the committee has not been ordered to 

e printed; and he supposed it had not been re- 

orted. 

Mr. MORSE. As I understood it, the chairman 
of the committee was directed to report to the 
House the several propositions agreed upon by 
the committee, with the journal of the committee. 

Mr. CORWIN. The journal was included in 
the report of the committee; but it has not been 
presented to. me by the clerk as yet for my signa- 
ture. ; 

Mr. MORSE. Has it not been made out? 

Mr. CORWIN. Ido not know. I suppose so. 

Mr. MORSE. I hope the gentleman from Ohio, 
as the organ of the committee, will see that the 
journal is incorporated in the report of the com- 
mittec,-so that it may be printed with it. 

Mr. CORWIN. It shall beso incorporated. I 
suppose the gentleman does not wish it printed 
except in the'regular numbers. 

Mr. MORSE. No; I do not care about that. 

Mr. CORWIN. Then it will be understood 
that the extra copies to be printed do not include 
the journal, 

ENROLLED BILLS. 

Mr. DAVIDSON, from the Committee on En- 
rolled Bills, reported that the committee had exam- 
ined and found truly enrolled bills of the following 
titles; when the Speaker signed the same: 

An act for the relief of Samuel R. Franklin; 

An act for the reliefof Lieutenant John C, Car- 
ter; and i 

An act for the relief of Major Benjamin Alvord, 
eee in the United States mmy. 

r. BINGHAM addressed the House for an 
hour upon the state of the Union. [His remarks 
will be published in the Appendix.} 

Mr. CLEMENS obtained the floor. 

Mr. BURCH. Lask the gentleman from Vir- 
ae [Mr. Cremens] to yield me the floor in or- 

er that { may offer the resolution proposed by 
the gentleman from Oregon [Mr. Srout] and my- 
self, as a minority of the committee of thirty- 
three, as an amendment to the propositions 
reported by the gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. Cor- 
win.] I shall not ask to discuss or have action 
on the resolution at this time; but with the in- 
dulgence of the House, at an early day, shall ad- 
dress myselfto the present dangerous condition of 
affairs. 

Mr. CLEMENS. I yield for that purpose. 

Mr. BURCH. 


Mr. GROW. I object to the introduction of 
amendments of this kind. 
Mr. BURCH. An objection cannot prevent 


my introducing this resolution.as an amend- 
ment. 


Then | offer this amendment. | 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


Mr. GROW. -Has it not been printed? 

Mr. BURCH. It has been printed with the 
report of the committee. 

r. GROW. Then I do not object. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The amendment 
is received. g 

Mr. SICKLES. I now ask:my friend from 
Virginia to yield to me for a moment. 

Mr. CLEMENS. Iyieldtothegentleman. 

Mr. SICKLES. I now offerasanamendment 
the proposition which Fsend to the Clerk’s desk, 
and which I state is in substance what is known 
as the Crittenden propositions. 

Mr. GROW. I object to the gentleman from 
Virginia yielding the floor for the purpose of 
offering any more amendments. 

Mr. WINSLOW. The gentleman from New 
York has the floor, and is entitled to offer his 
amendment. 

Mr. GROW. I can object to the gentleman 
from Virginia yielding the floor, unless he yields 
it unconditionally; and F do object. 

Mr. SICKLES. The gentleman’s objection 
comes too late. The gentleman from Virginia 
has yielded the floor, and I have submitted my 
amendment. 

Mr. GROW. It is not too late. I have the 
right to object to the gentleman from Virginia 
yielding the floor for the purpose of allowing an 
amendment to be offered, and I made the objec- 
tion as soon as I could ascertain the purpose of 
the-gentleman from New York. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair de- 
cides that the objection comestoolate. The gen- 
tleman from Virginia had yielded the floor, and 
the gentleman from New York offered his amend- 
ment before the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
objected. 

é Mr.GROW. Iappeal from the decision of the 
hair. 

Mr. SICKLES. Ihave the floor, and the gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania cannot take it from me. 

Mr. GROW. I can take the floor from any 
member upon a question of order. 

Mr. WINSLOW. The Chair hasassigned the 
floor to the gentleman from New York, and it can- 
not be taken from him. 


Mr. GROW. I have appealed from the decis- 
ion of the Chair. I can take the floor for that 
purpose. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will 


state that the gentleman from Virginia yielded 


the floor, and it was assigned to the gentleman 
from New York, who is now entitled to it. 

Mr. GROW. I objected to its being yielded. 

Mr. SICKLES. Irise to a point of order. 

Mr. GROW. Ihave raised one point of order, 
which is as much as can be entertained at one 
time. 

Mr. SICKLES. My point of order is, that the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania has made no point 
of order. When the Speaker assigns a gentleman 
the floor, the point that he is entitled to the floor 
is a matter of fact, and not a point of order. The 
act of the Speaker in assigning a gentleman the 
floor is a declaration of fact, and not a decision 
which is subject to an appeal to the House. You 
can appeal from a decision of the Speaker, but 
you cannot appeal from a declaration of fact. 1 
submit, therefore, that the gentleman has not 
raised a question of order, nor has he raised any 
appeal which can be entertained. 

r. GROW. Ihave raised a question of order, 
and I ask the Chair to decide it by putting the 
question to the House. 

Mr. SICKLES, I insist that the gentleman 
has not raised any point of order which can be 
entertained, 

Mr. CLEMENS. If thisis to come out of my 
time I must resume the floor. 

Mr. GROW. The first question is upon the 
appeal I have taken from the decision of the 


Chair. : 

Mr. SICKLES. I repeat that it is not an ap- 
pealable question. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman 


from Pennsylvania has the right to rise toa ques- || 


tion of order, and the gentleman from New York 
will suspend until he has stated it. 

Mr. GROW. My point of order is, that when 
a gentleman is assigned the floor, he is entitled to 
it for an hour without interruption. He cannot 
yield the floor if there be objection; and in respect 
to my objection being too late, I submit that when 


a gentleman has the floor, and another gentleman 
asks him to yield it, itis not time to object until 
we can know for what purpose he asks it. I 
objected to the gentleman from Virginia yielding 
the floor as soon as the gentleman from New 
York had announced that his purpose was to offer 
an amendment. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will 
state that the gentleman from Virginia yiclded the 
floor unconditionally, so far as the Chair can 
know. The Chair-then assigned the floor to the 
gentleman from New York. 

Mr. GROW. And I objected as soon as the 
gentleman from New York announced what his 
purpose was, 

r. SICKLES. The objection of the gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania was not made until after 
I had obtained the floor, and offered my amend- 
ment. 

Mr. CLEMENS. I must insist upon my right 
to the floor. 

Mr. GROW. Very well; I will withdraw my 
question of order, if the gentleman from Virginia 
will go on with his remarks. i . 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Does the gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania withdraw his appeal ? 

Mr.GROW. Certainly; if the gentleman from 
Virginia is going on with his remarks, I do. 

Mr. BURNETT. I desire to inquire, before 
the gentleman from Virginia proceeds, whether 
the amendment of the gentleman from New York 
has been received ? 

Mr. GROW. I take it that the amendment is 
not received. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair de- 
cides that the amendment is before the House. 

Mr. GROW. Then the gentleman from Vir- 
ginia cannot resume the floor until my point o° 
order has been decided. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair de- 
cides that the gentleman’s objection came too late. 

Mr. GROW. I appeal from the decision. 

Mr. SICKLES. IT insist. that the gentleman 
from Virginia is entitled to the floor, and shall be 
permitted to proceed. 

Mr. CLEMENS. I desire to go on with my 
remarks. I hope the gentleman will give me my 
rights as a member of this House. 

Mr. GROW. Certainly, the gentleman shall 
have his rights; but I also wish to claim my right 
to appeal from the decision of the Chair. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman 
from Pennsylvania could not take the floor from 
the gentleman from Virginia. 

Mr. GROW. I have the right to take the floor 
at any time upon a question of order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will 
put the question to the House. 

Mr. BURCH. I hope all this will not come 
out of the time of the gentleman from Virginia. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. It will not. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Iwill suggest to the gen- 
tleman from New York, that he will have ample 
opportunity to offer his amendment in future. 

r. SICKLES. Why not let it come in now? 

Mr. GROW. I insist upon my question of 
order, I have no objection to the gentleman offer- 
ing his amendment at the proper time, but it has 
not been properly received now; and I appeal 
from the decision of the Chair. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. I hope the 
Chair will put the question, and have it decided. 

Mr. WINSLOW. I wish to ask whether it was 
not the understanding that gentlemen representing 
the minority of the committee were to have the 
opportunity of presenting their propositions? 

Mr. GROW. Certainly; and every gentleman, 
I suppose, will have an opportunity; but the gen- 
tleman from New York is not a member.of the 
committee at all. 

Mr. SICKLES. The country is calling upon 
us to vote upon this proposition in this House. 
Millions of people are looking tous. [Shoutsof 
“Order? “Order!?*] [thas been twice presented. 
[ Order! “Order!”?] Iam now entitled to the 
floor to present it. [Cries of ‘Order!’ and great 
confusion.] I willinsist upon my rights, as long 
as I have a seat upon this floor. [Deafening 
shouts of ‘‘Order!”’ continuing for some time, in 
which the remaining sentences uttered by the 
speaker could not be heard by the reporter.] 

The SPEAKER, pro tempore. The gentleman 
from New York is out of order, and will take his 
seat, 


THE OFFICIAL PROCEEDINGS OF CONGRESS, PUBLISHED BY JOHN C. RIVES, WASHINGTON, D. C. 


Tuinry-Sixtu Conaress, 2p Session. 


hour, upon thestate of the Union. [His remarks 
wiil be published in the Appendix. ] 

Mr. WASHBURN, of Wisconsin, obtained 
the floor. 

Mr. LOGAN. LT hope the time of the gentle- 
man from Virginia will be extended. 

Mr. HINDMAN. I object. 

Mr. CLEMENS. I only desire about three 
minutes to finish. 

Mr. HINDMAN. I would object if you only 
wanted half a minute. : 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman 
can only proceed by unanimous consent. 

Mr. LOGAN. I move that the rules be sus- 
pended, and that the gentleman be permitted to 
proceed. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. It isnot in order 
to suspend the rules to-day. 

Mr. LOGAN. Lhope, thea: the gentleman will 
be permitted to print the balance of his speech. 

Mr. MARTIN, of Virginia. I hope the gen- 
tleman will be allowed to go on and finish his 
traitorous remarks. [Cries of ‘ Order!’ and 
great confusion, in which the further remark of 
Mr. Marvin was not heard. ] 

Mr. COX. I call the gentleman from Virginia 
to order. 

Mr. JOHN COCHRANE. I move that the 
gentleman from Virginia have liberty to print the 
remainder of his speech. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman 
will have leave if there be no objection. 

Mr. THOMAS. I object. 

Mr. FOUKE. The courtesy of this House has 
been extended to gentlemen on both sides in per- 
mitting them to proceed beyond the hour to which 
they are limited under the rules, and I hope it 
will not be denied to the gentleman from Virginia. 

Mr. RUST. How did the gentleman from Hi- 
nois obtain the floor? I object. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentlem 
from Wisconsiw is entitled to the floor, and 

receed, 

Mr. WASHBURN. After the cloquentspetch of 
the gentleman from Virginia (Mr. Granin] who 
has just taken his seat, and the equally cloquent 
remarks of the gentleman from Ohio {Mr. Bine- 
nam] who preceded him, I can hardly expect to 


interest the House during the brief time allowed | 


me under the rules. But, sir, having, in connce- 
tion with another gentleman, presented to the 
House the views of a minority of the committee 
of thirty-three, I feel it my duty to stand up here 
and defend the positions assumed in that report. 
At the proper time I shall propose, as a substi- 
tute for the propositions now before the House, 
the following resolution: i 

Resolved, 'That the provisions of the Constitution are 
ample for the preservation of the Unien, and the protection 
of alt the material interests of the country ; that it needs to 
be obeyed rathgr than amended; and our extrieation from 
present difficulties is to be looked tor in efforts to preserve 
and protect the public property and enforce the Jaws, rather 
than in new guarantees for particular interests, or compro- 
mises or concessions to unreasonable demands. 

This resolution expresses the conclusion of the 
small minority of the committee to which I be- 
long. The majority of the committee have re- 
ported various propositions, butonly four of them 
contemplate definite action. All of these propo- 
sitions, Mr. Speaker, although not sanctioned at 
the final adoption of the report, were adopted 
singly during the sessions of the committee. I 
do not wish to place any one in a false position 
by saying that these propositions are the opinion 
of the majority of the select committee. They 


were adopted, as I have already stated, one by | 


one, by a majority then present, as they came up 
for consideration. 

Now, sir, the prepositions looking to definite 
action reported from the select committee are: a 
joint resolution to amend the Constitution of the 
United States; an act for the admission of New 
Mexico into the Union as a State; and an amend- 
ment to the fugitive slave law and the law relating 
to fugitives from justice. These propositions have 
been reported with sundry resolutions expressive 
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merely of the opinions of members. Having been 
unable to concur in any one of these propositions, 
and not wishing to be regarded as an ultra or un- 
reasonable man, I wish at this time to state the 
reasons why I could not concur with the measures 
here proposed for the consideration of the House. 
I will take the propositions in their order; and if 
I shall succeed in showing that all of the com- 
plaints which the propositions now offered are 
intended to remedy are groundless, and that their 
adoption will only subject the people of the North 
to further derision and contempt, then, sir, J shall 
have accomplished all thatI desire. I think I shall 
be enabled to show very clearly to the members 
of this House that the measures now submitted 
are wholly powerless for good, even if they were 
all to be adopted. 

Thave been a patient attendant on all the sittings 
of this committee; and it has been my desire to 
learn what were the troubles, what the difficulties, 
what the grievances which were complained of, 
and which required the remedial action of Con- 
gress. Although no two members could concur 
exactly in regard to the grievances complained of, 
yet upon being grouped together they amount to 
about this: first, it is complained that the North 
does not faithfully execute the fugitive slave law; 
second, it is complained that some of the non- 


| slaveholding States have passed personal liberty 


bills; third, it is complained on the part of the 
South that the people of the southern States are 
deprived of equal rights with the people of the 
North in the Territories of the United States; and 
itisalleged also, as acomplaint against the North, 
that fagitives from justice are not delivered up in 
accordance with our obligations under the Con- 
stitution of the United States. These constitute 
the principal causes of complaint, except the fur- 
ther one that we have elected a President who, it 
is claimed, is hostile to slavery. This last is be- 
lieved to be the occasion for existing treason and 
impending civil war; and as the committee pro- 
pose no remedy whereby the minority shall rule 
athe majority, E am justified in saying that the 
measures that they do propose will have no effect 
towards restoring peace to the country. 

Sir, it isnot pretended, it has never been pre- 
tended, that the Federal Government has legis- 
lated to the prejudice of the people of ihe South. 
it has never been said, and with truth it cannot 
be said, that they have not had all their rights in 
this Government. Never, in a single instance, can 
it be maintained that Congress has refused to pass 
laws necessary for the security of their rights. 
For sixty outof seventy-two years since tlie Gov- 
ernment was formed, they have controlled the 
Federal Government in all its departments—legis- 
lative, exceutive, and judicial. They have so 
long been accustomed to regard themselves as 
specially appointed to rule this country, that they 
have forgotten how to obey, claiming to be ex- 
clusively the ruling class; and, grown haughty, 
proud, and insolent, from the posscssion of power, 
they cannot brook the idea that aman who is 
peculiarly the representative of the great labor- 
ing classes should be at the head of the execu- 
tive department of the Government. 

We know full well, Mr. Speaker, what will 
restore peace. If we will yield up for all time to 
come the control of the Government to those who, 
with small exceptions, have ruled it heretofore; 
give them the Exccutive; allow them to retain the 
legislative and judicial departments, and dictate 
our foreign and domestic policy, they will no 
doubt return to theirallegiance and save the Union. 
Sir, their terms of salvage are enormous, and 
cannot be acceded to. 'To show that they mean 
to control the Government or destroy it, L beg to 
read the following extract from a letter from a 
United States Senator from the State of Alabama, 
[Mr. Ciay,} to friends in South Carolina, writ- 
ten a short time since. He says, speaking of the 
people of the North: 

“They are the most bitter, relentless, and vindictive 
enemies we have on carta.” * * * * “Of 
course, wo cannot live under the same Government with 
these pouple, unless we could control it”? 
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There, sir, you have the conclusion of the whole 
matter expressed in concise language. The wholè 
thing is in a nutshell. ‘We must control the 
Government, or we will not live under it.”? -The 
question, then, stares the people of the North full 
in the face. Will they pass their too obedient 
necks beneath the southern yoke, or will they as- 
sert their manhood, and refuse to purchase either 
continued union or peace at any such price? No, 
sir; let us have disunion, ands if need be, civil 
war, rather than dishonor. 

The first ground of complaint against the North, 
for which a remedy is sought in the disruption of 
the Union, is that the people of the North do not 
faithfully execute the fugitive slave law. Is the 
complaint true? It is not. That law is executed 
with surprising fidelity. That it is a most odious 
law to the pcople of the North, and justly so, I 
will not dispute; neverthcless, itis executed with 
great certainty. Mr. Iverson, in the Senate, has 
recently borne testimony in regard to the law, in 
the following language: 

“ We have a fugitive slave law of which the South does 
notcomplain. Itis sufficiently guarded to accomplish all 
the objects for which it was designed, if there was a proper 
publie sentiment in the northern States. No better fugitive 
slave law could be devised by this Congress or any other. 
It clothes the judiciary and Executive of this Government 
with ample powers to execute the laws. We do not com- 
plain that any Executive has ever been derelict in his duty 
in the discharge of this law. Mr. Fillmore was President 
when this law was passed, and it received his sanction; 
and I am ready to say, that so far as he was. concerned, he 
carried it out. General Pierce carried it out, and the pres- 
ent Executive. So far as they have the power, they have 
done their duty faithfully.?? i : : 

Messrs. Doveras and Puen, Democratic Sene 
ators, have also borne recent testimony to the 
faithful observance of that law. Instances where 
a fugitive has been rescued under it are very rare; 
and ten northern men are hung without judge or 
jury at the South, for the commission of no crime, 
to every fugitive that is rescued. In the State of 
Wisconsin, I have known but one instance where 
a fugitive was attempted to be reseued; and in 
that case the Government has pursued the alleged 
rescuer with a malignity unheard of in a civil- 
ized Government; and, from inability to pay the 
fine imposed upon him, he is now wearing out the 
remnantof his existence in the common jail of the 
city of Milwaukee. 

it is not, then, Mr. Speaker, the non-execu- 
tion of the fugitive slave law that is cause for 
secession. 

But, sir, your committee proposed to amend its 
and I may as well here notice the proposed amend- 
ment. The design of this amendment is to make 
the law more efficient, and at the same time render 
it less odious to the people of the North. ‘They 
have succeeded admirably in the former. Pass it, 
and what hope is there left for the colored man 
who is claimed as a slave? The whole power of 
the Government of the United States is to be in- 
voked against him; and at the sole expense of that 
Government, which should be a shield and pro- 
tection to the weak, he is seized and transported 
toa southern State, where, after remaining per- 
haps in prison for six, eight, or ten months, he 
is to have a jury trial before the United States 
district judge. Nota jury trial of the vicinage 
from which he is alleged to have escaped; but of 
the vicinage of the residence of the judge, which 
may be perhaps hundreds of miles from where 
he was alleged to have escaped. If adjudged a 
free man, no penalty is imposed upon the man 
who falsely claimed him; and after a loss of many 
months’ time, perhaps, he finally has the satisfac- 
tion of being returned to the place of seizure at 
the expense of the United States. They have 
attempted to sugar the thing over by attaching a 
second section, which only authorizes the mar- 
shal to call for assistance to execute the law in 
case he thinks he shall need help. Ihave looked 
at the provisions of the old law in this regard, 
and I find the difference between that and the 
; amendment is about the same as between twee- 
dledum and tweedledee. The idea being held out 
that an amendment to the Jaw would be made 
| making it more acceptable tothe people of the 
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North, I sought in committee to amend this 
amendment, so as to give the fugitive a trial by 
jury in the State where he was seized. Such an 
‘amendment would be substantial in its character 
and would dispense with personal liberty bills; 
but, I regret to say, it was voted down. 

For these reasons I am opposed to this amend- 
ment. T regard it as no improvement on the old 
law; which, God knows, is bad enough. 

If you will give us no amendment which is an 
improvement on the old law, then let that stand 
as a memorial of the barbarous age that passed it. 

But, Mr. Speaker, it is said that the North has 
passed personal liberty bills, which give causeto 
the Southern States to secede. ‘The committee 
do not propose any legislative action in regard to 
these bills any further than to request the States 
that have passed them to repeal them. I am op- 

osed to the resolution reported on this subject. 

regard it as an unwarrantable interference with 
the rights of the States. I have been pleascd to 
notice that the southern gentlemen on this com- 
mittee who have joined in making reports are very 
careful to say nothing about these personal lib- 
erty bills. They are too smart to put themselves 
on paper as advocating that Congress should in- 
terfere with what strictly belongs to a State. They 
do not even speak of them as grounds of com- 
plaint. Tdo not oppose this resolution because I 
would recommend to any State to pass unconsti- 
tutional laws, or laws which will in effect impair 
the rights of any State in this Union, or the citi- 
zens of any State; but because it is the province 
of the States themselves to judge, and that with- 
out any outside interference, as to what they owe 
to their own citizens, and what to other States of 
the Confederacy. Iam willing that it should be 
left to the States themselves to determine what 
laws it is necessary to pass, and what they ought 
to forbear to pass. If they pass unconstitutional 
laws, they are merely as so much blank paper, 
and can harm no one. If they pass unconstitu- 
tional laws, the Constitution itself provides a way 
to determine that question; and it does not coufer 
upon Congress the right to decide what laws are 
constitutional and what are not. When the con- 
stitutional tribunal shall decide what laws are un- 
constitutional, I have no doubt that any State in 
the Union which has passed such laws will repeal 
them, or make them conform to the Constitution. 

But, sir, these gentlemen of the South have 
been so long in the habit of controlling the Fed- 
eral Government, that they now desire to go into 
the States, and indicate to them what laws they 

must pass and what they must not pass. And 
though they are careful in their reports to say 
nothing in advocacy ofthis idea, yet such is 
shown to be their desire by the resolutions they 
report, Sir, it is an interference which the States 
may very properly resent. 

The committee have also recommended the 
passage of a resolation requesting the southern 


States to revise their laws, and if necessary to | 
pass laws to protect northern citizens from mobs, 


I am opposed to this resolution for the same rea- 
son that I refuse to vote for the resolution relating 
to the personal liberty bills. I will do no south- 
ern State the injustice to suppose that they have 
not passed all the laws necessary to protect our 
citizens from the action of mobs. If the laws are 
not executed, it is because the public sentiment 
there overrides the law; and it is in vain to pass 
laws, or recommend their passage, unless there 
isa public sentiment to sustain them. 

But the committee have not called attention of 
southern States specially to laws which are oppres- 
sive to citizens of the northern States; laws in ex- 
istence in several States ofthe Union which author- 
ize the seizure and imprisonment of persons who 
are recognized as citizens of the northern States— | 
the constitutionality of which they have, by their | 
local laws and their mobs, refused to allow to be 
tested in the courts of the United States. 

And while upon this point, I desire to notice | 
the further proposition to amend the laws in ref- 
erence to the surrender of fugitives from justice. 
It is proposed to take from the executive of the 
States the obligations which they now have to 
surrender up fugitives, and to confer those obli- 
gations upon the Federal judges. I regard this į 


as the most obnoxious proposition reported by | 
the committee, and one which will be received } 
with more disfavor by the people than any other. | 
The people of the northern States are jealous of | 
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the power of the Federal courts; and well they 
may be, from their usurpation of power hereto- 
fore. Any additional power which Congress may 
propose to confer upon them, will not be sanc- 
tioned. The reason assigned for this proposed 
amendment is, that the question whether a fagi- 
tive should or should not be delivered up, should 
be-a judicial question, and that the court should 
decide it, in order that there may bea uniformity 
of decision upon the subject. There is now a 
cause pending before the Supreme Court of the 
United States involving this very question; and 
when decided, if the court shall decide that to be 
acrime under the Constitution which is nota 
crime under the common law, or the laws of the 
State where the fugitive takes refuge, I presume 
the Governors of States will conform to that de- 
cision. Ido not feel inclined to comment upon 
this amendment at any great length; but I will 
particularly call the attention of Jawyers to it. 
f I am not very much mistaken, the effect of it 
will be, that requisitions will be made under it 
for persons who were never in the State from 
which the requisition comes. It is provided that 
the judge shall deliver up the fugitive on being 
satisfied that the person is the person charged, 
and that he was within the jurisdiction of such 
State at the time such crime was committed; and 
such charge is made prima fucie evidence that he 
was within the State. The very fact that a per- 
son is charged with a crime committed in a cer- 
tain State is to be received as prima facie evi- 
dence that he was within the State, no matter 
whether he was there or not. Itis not contem- 
plated that the judge shall inquire into the fact as 
to whether he was there or not. Nor is an in- 
dictment required in the State from which the 
fagitive is alleged to have fled; but other evidence 
may be received, and is all that is necessary. 
But, sir, these are matters of minor importance. 
I now come to the question which is of some real 
importance, and that is, the proposed amendment 
to the Constitution. There is no gentleman upon 
that committee from the seceding States who will 
say that this amendment will have any effect to- 
wards allaying our unfortunate difficulties, What 
is the proposed amendment? It proposes that we 
shall never interfere with the institution of slavery 
in the States; never until a certain contingency 
arises, which never can arise until all the States 
shall sanction such a proposition. Now, sir, I 
listened to the argument of the gentleman from 
Ohio [Mr. Corwen] yesterday upon that propo- 
sition;and his argument demonstrated to my mind 
most conclusively that such an amendment ought 
not to pass. He demonstrated that there was no 
necessity whatever for any such provision in the 
Constitution. 
It is well known that neither the Republican 
party, nor any party at the North proposes to 
interfere with the institution of slavery in the 
States.” They do not claim to have any such 
power. Under the Constitution, as it now is, 
the people of the North have no right to interfere 
with the institution of slavery in the States, and 
they have no desire to do it. But southern gen- 


| tlemen say that we shall acquire the power and 


alter the Constitution in that regard. The argu- 
ment of the gentleman from Ohio (Mr. Corwin] 
was conclusive that that time cannot arrive for 
fifty years, and, perhaps, never. He showed that 
we could not take the first step towards amending 
the Constitution, on the subject of slavery, until 
we had forty-five States in the Union, and that 
such an amendment could not be ratified unul we 
had sixty States in the Union—an event which 
can hardly be anticipated. 1 say, then, that he 
demonstrated conclusively that there is no neces- 
sity for this amendment of the Constitution; and 
every gentleman who listened to him must be 
satisfied that there is no such necessity even 
though any party desired to interfere with slavery 
in the States. Jt is useless to submit such an 
amendment to the people, not only because it is 
unnecessary, but because itisa humiliating prop- 
osition to the people of the North. It is equiva- 
lent to declaring that you do not believe what they 
say, and that you think they do design to inter- 
fere with the question of slavery in the States, 
although you know full well the time is far dis- 
tant when they could do it, even if they had the 
disposition. 

The people of the North will not accept such 
an amendment. Why, then, do you want to agi- 
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tate the question further, when you know no good 
can come of it? In my judgment, such an amend- 
ment of thé Constitution will not be adopted by 
the people of the North—not because they have 
any desire, or claim that they have any right, to 
interfere with the institution of slavery in the 
States, but because they believe you have no right 
to demand from them any such bonds for their good 
behavior;andforthatreason they will voteitdown. 
They feel in regard to it, nodoubt,asIdo, Teer- 
tainly shall vote against any such amendment 
here orelsewhere, and yet [have not the slightest 
design or desire to interfere with slavery in the 
States. I protest against the possession of any 
such power by the people of the North. Why, 
then, do you wish to keep the country 1n an angry 
discussion for the next one or two years over this 


| amendment, when no possible good can grow out 
of it, but absolute evil? 


The next proposition is to admit New Mexico 
asa State, The committee propose to get rid of 
this territorial question by the admission of New 
Mexico as a State. Well, sir, gentlemen who 


| suppose that they can get rid of the territorial 


question in any such way, have, in my opinion, 
a very poor jdea of what that territorial question 


iis. The territorial question, so far as it relates 


to the territory that we now have, is a question 
of no consequence whatever to the people of the 
South. Itisa territorial question lying far be- 
yond New Mexico that excites the attention of 
these gentlemen. Gentlemen may as well make 
up their minds to meet the real territorial ques- 
tion; for they will be called upon to meet it and to 
vote uponit hetore this Congress adjourns. ‘The 
proposition is to adopt a constitutional amend- 
ment that shall recognize and guarantee slavery 
in territory hereafter to be acquired. It is use- 
less to be trifling about these little matters. The 
question you have to mect is, whether you will 
guarantee slavery in all territory hereafter to be 
acquired. Southern gentlemen will in a moment 
yield up everything else that they clamor about, 
if we will only consent to that, ‘The question is 
of no consequence to them so far as the existing 
territory is concerned. Gentlemen who suppose 
that they can take this territorial question out of 
Congress by admitting New Mexico, entirely mis- 
judge what the territorial questionis. The question 
we have got to meet is commended to the people 
becat it proceeds from a gentleman whose mod- 
eration, intelligence, and patriotism have always 
been recognized heretofore at the North; and he 
weight of his great name is relied upon to carry it 
through. The dearest and most trusted friend of 
the immortal Clay now signalizes his departure 
from the councils of the nation by submitting a 
proposition that of all others would have been 
most distasteful to that great man, who declared, 
shortly before his death, that “so long as the 
vital current flowed in his veins, he never could, 
he never would, by thought, word, or action, 
consent to the extension of the institution of sla- 
yery into territory then free.”? 

But, sir, I ań opposed to this proposition to 
admit New Mexico as a State, in the first place, 
because I regard it as nothing more nor less than 
a proposition to admit two pro-slavery Senators 
into the United States Senate who have no con- 
stituency to back them. Gentlemen who differ 
from me, and propose to vote for the admission 
of New Mexico, doubtless will do so in the cx- 


| pectation that it will come in as a free State; but 


I do not agree with them. Just when the Repub- 
lican party is about to obtain a majority in the 
Senate of the United States, and to have an op- 
portunity of developing its policy, it is proposed 
to bring in two pro-slavery Senators from Now 
Mexico. Sir, I am opposed to it. I feel that 
there is no obligation upon me to vote for the 
admission of a slave State because, as some gen- 
tlemen have said, in the organic law there is a 
provision that they may come in with or without 
slavery. ‘The same provision may be found in 
the organic laws of Kansas, Nebraska, and Utah; 
and will gentlemen say that they would have felt 
themselves bound to have voted’for the admission 
of Kansas as a slave State, had she presented 
herself with a pro-slavery constitution? Or will 
they say that because of that provision in the or- 
ganic act of Nebraska, if she should present her- 
self with a pro-slavery constitution, they would 
vote to admit her? I think not, sir. This ques- 


tion of admitting new States is one of discretion 
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entirely. {tis so recognized by the best consti- 
tutional lawyers; and so long, sir, as I have that 
discretion, I intend to vote against the admission 
of more slave States. 

Gentlemen say that perhaps New Mexico will 
be afree State. Ido notbelieveit, sir. I believe 
that the same power and the same party which 
has adopted in that Territory a slave code of the 
most barbarous character, and which has been 
fidy characterized by the gentleman from Ohio 


[Mr. Bivenam] to-day, will adopt a pro-slavery | 


constitution. Those laws’are in force there now; 
and the gentleman from Ohio (Mr. Corwiy] 
showed you, yesterday, that it is not likely they 
will be repealed. This House, to be sure, has 
disapproved of them; but it is not likely that, for 
years, the Senate of the United States will be so 
constituted that they can be repealed. 

‘The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Corwin] said 
yesterday—and I thank him for his candor, and 
commend what he said to the members on this 
side of the House—that New Mexico was more 
likely to come inasa slave State, if admitted now, 
thanif heradmission was delayed for a few years. 
I commend that to members upon this side of the 
House, If they want to admit a slave State, let 
them do it now; because, if they delay afew years, 
New Mexico will come in asa free State, says 
the gentleman from Ohio. Bat, sir, if I knew 
that New Mexico would come with a free-State 
constitution, I should be no less opposed to her 
admission than Lam now. I believe thatit would 
be unjust to the people of the old States to admit 
New Mexico now as a State. And, sir, E am 
not prepared to say that it would be cntirely just 
to the people of the South to admit her now as a 
free State, even if I thought she would come in asa 
free State. [think they might then say, with per- 
fect propriety, that it was our design to hem them 
in, and crush them out; to draw a cordon of free 
States around them; and, in the language which 
the gentleman from New York [Mr. Joun Cocu- 
RANE] made use of when he stood on the Buffalo 
platform, “surround them with an atmosphere of 
freedom, and compel them to breathe it or die. ”? 


. . 4 H 
Sir, New Mexico has not the population that 


would entitle her to come in as a State. She has 
not the ability to maintain a State government. 
I have said in the minority report that she has 
but seventy-five thousand inhabitants. I wish to 


correct that statement, The majority report gives | 
her population at one hundred and five thousand, | 


At the time I got that information at the census 
bureau, they showed me a table giving the num- 
ber of the population at seventy-five thousand, 
but I was told there to-day that, from further 
returns and estimates, they made it ninety-two 
thousand. 
appears that there are but a very small number 
of that population who are not natives of New 


Mexico—persons speaking the Spanish, and not | 
our language. The supposition is, as I gather 


from gentlemen who have been in New Mexico, 
that there are but seven hundred people in that 
whole country—thirty times as large as Massa- 
chusctts—who are not natives of it. I have here 
a slip, which I cut from the New York Times 
of the 18th instant, being from its New Mexico 


correspondent. The letter is dated Tucson, New | 


Mexico, January 1, 1861, and the writer says: 


“If the census-takers report correctly, their statistics 
will disclose some important facts which will open the eyes 
of our grave and sapient Legislators. Ido not believe they 
will report more than one thousand, native born and nat- 
uralizcd, white citizens in all New Mexico and Arizona.” 


Mr. OTERO. Where does the gentleman get | 


that from? 


Mr. WASHBURN, of Wisconsin. From a 


letter which I find in the New York Times of the | 


18th instant, dated Tucson, January 1, 1861. 

Mr. OTERO. Well, that statement is not cor- 
rect. 

Mr. WASHBURN, of Wisconsin. I give the 
gentleman my authority for what E say. At all 
events, I say this: I have examined the rolls in 
the Census Bureau, and I find that there are few 
persons entered on those rolls who are notnatives 
of New Mexico. 


Mr. OTERO. I desire to refer the gentleman 


from Wisconsin to a report in a work written ; 
nearly thirty years ago, when the Territory of | 


New Mexico was under the control of Mexico. 
It gives the statistics of the white population who 


From the best evidence we have, it | 


were entitled to vote, and whoare now, under the : 


| my report. 


j slave population; it is not, 


Constitution, free white citizens of the United 
States. 

Mr. WASHBURN, of Wisconsin. What was 
their number ? 

Mr. OTERO. Sixty thousand. 

Mr. WASHBURN, of Wisconsin. Then, ac- 
cording to the statement of the Delegate, there 
was a larger white population in New Mexico 
thirty years ago than there is to-day. But I ap- 
prehend there may be some misunderstanding as 
to what the word white means, as applied to the 
people of that Territory. The population has 
fallen off; and, from the best information I have 
been able to get, I find thatthe population of that 
Territory has not increased within the last ten 
years, notwithstanding that the Territory has 
been puffed into notice most assiduously. . There 
is nothing in the country to invite emigration 
You may create a State there, if you please; but 
there is nothing there to sustain it. The people 
of New Mexico cannot sustain a State govern- 
ment. They have not the power or the wealth to 
do so. The chairman of the committee of thirty- 
three, indeed, indicated that we might give them 
some help, as we have done in othcr cases. I do 
not know of any instance where assistance has 
been given to a people of a Territory to enable 
them to sustain a State government. It is true 
that Jand grants have been made to different States 
to enable them to develap their resources; but I 
take it thatif you were to make New Mexico a 
grant of all the public lands within her limits, she 
would be still quite as unable to support a State 
government as she is now. Poor as she is, she 
is not so poor as to own the lands of that Terri- 
tory, some descriptions of which you will find in 
From the best information I have, I 
believe that her people do not desire a State gov- 
ernment; and yet itis by no means certain that 
if you pass an enabling act, she will not apply 
for admission. I believe they will apply imme- 
diately, and come into the Union asa State. I 
believe there are ambitious men enough there to 
control the people on that point. My friend from 
New Mexico shakes his head negatively. Iex- 
pect, if she be admitted as a State, that he will 
come here next December as Senator from New 
Mexico. I believe he is sound on the slavery 
question; for, if I mistake not, he had something 
to do with getting up the existing slave code in 
that Territory; a code which the gentleman from 
Ohio (Mr. Biyenan] declared would mantle with 
blushes the face of Caligula. 

Mr. OTERO. Lam sound on all questions that 
are just, 


Mr. WASHBURN, of Wisconsin. The gen- 


| tleman says he is sound on all questions that are 
| just. 


If we are to judge of the ideas of justice or 
injustice held by the people of New Mexico by 
that code of Jaws, I think that few would be found 
who would say that they were a people capable 


of sustaining a republican form of government. | 


But, sir, if admitted, they will send here pro- 
slavery Senators, and we may, perhaps, consider 
ourselves fortunate if they send no worse men 


| than the present Delegate. 


Mr. OTERO. I do not own a slave, and have 
nothing to do with slavery. 


Mr. WASHBURN, of Wisconsin. I do not 


mean to say it is a country that will sustain a | 


It is not a country 
that will sustain either a free or a slave popula- 
tion. But it will be a State that will give all its 
influence in favor of the institutions of slavery; 
and that is what 1 mean in saying that it will be 
a slave State. 


Mr. Speaker, we are invited to adopt the prop- | 


osition of Mr. Crirrenven, or of the border-State, 
sclf-constituted committee—which I regard as vir- 
tually the same thing, and equally objectionable. 
Weare invited to abandon the Republican plat- 
form, to abandon all our principles, and take our 
position ona platform which shall guaranty that we 
will protect slavery in all the territory south of the 
line of 360 30'. Ido not know that I fally under 


stand your border-State proposition. I think itdoes | 


not apply to territory to be acquired in the fature 
ĮI care not. Adopt that proposition; and if you 


acquire territory hereafter, it will be contended |! 


and maintained, and truthfully, that the intention : 


was that all the country south of the Missouri line 
should be given up to slavery. 
Democratic side. ‘ Certainly.’’] We are ap- 


proached very plausibly in this regard. Gentle- |: 


[A Voice on the ; 


men say that, under the decision of the Supreme 
Court of the United States, they have now the 
right to go with their slaves into all the Territo- 
ries of the United States, whether north or south 
of the Missouri line. The Supreme Court has 
decided that they have that right. But they say 
that we of the Republican party dispute that right; 
and that, therefore, they want it pat in the Con- 
stitution. They say that, although it is their right 
to go with their slaves into the territory north of 
the Missouri line, yet they are willing to be mag- 
nanimous, and to give up to freedom the country 
north of that line. We do not thank them for 
their liberality, We have vindicated our right to 
the country north of the Missouri line; so that, 
in conceding that to us, they really concede us 
nothing. I will say to these gentlemen, “ Timeo 
Danaos et dona ferentes.” I fear you when bearing 

ifts. 
5 I have, then, sir, I think, examined all the pro- 
jects and propositions of thé majority of the com- 
mittee that propose definite action, and I believe” 
they are powerless for good. Southern gentlemen 
say they are all powerless except one, and that 
is the proposition to amend the Constitution. 
That proposition, as I have endeavored to show, 
is unnecessary, as the Constitution cannot be 
changed in that particular until we have at Jeast 
sixty States admitted into the Union. I see, there- 
fore, no reason for it, nor can I give my sanction 
to turning the North upside down in discussing 
this amendment of the Constitution. 

Sir, nothing will do any good that does not al- 


i low these gentlemen of the South to control the 


Government. You can make up your minds to 
that point. If you are willing to concede that, 
you will have peace at once, and South Carolina, 
which has gone out of the Union never to return, 
will come right straight back again. It is not 
claimed by these southern States—by these cot- 
ton States—that they are compelled to contribute 
an undue proportion for the support of the Gen- 
eral Government. The truth is, they have been 
so long in the habit of believing that ‘cotton is 
king ” that they have come to entertain the idea 
that the world could not get along without them; 
that they control the destinies of the world. 
„Mr. Speaker, we may as well dispel that de- 
lusion first as last. If cotton has been king, it is 
king no longer. Great Britain is not willing that 


| her destinies shall depend upon the uncertain 
| supply of cotton that depends on the culture of 


slaves. She has been exploring the cotton fields 
of the world, in which she may raise her own 
supply, and in that enterprise this very move- 


' ment at the South is going to set her ahead fifty 


years in the matter of the production of her own 
cotton. Her attempts at opening new cotton fields 
in the last few years have been eminently suc- 
cessful. She is now receiving nearly one million 
bales annually from India, though the develop- 
ment of that country for the growth of cotton 
has just commenced. With a view of bringing 
the cotton regions of India into connection with 
the ports of the sea, she has largely lent her aid to 
railroad companies, which are penetrating the in- 
terior, and within a few months some eleven hun- 
dred miles ofrailway will be opened to the best cot- 
ton growing regions of that country. But Great 
Britain does not confine herself to India and the 


|, United States. Dr. Livingston, under the patron- 


age of the British Government, with his steam- 
launch, is now exploring Africa, and reports the 
finest cotton growing fields*in the world, where 
that staple of the finest quality can be grown for 
one or two pence per pound. Yes, gentlemen of 
the South, you will one day wake up and find 
that, instead of Great Britain being dependent 
upon you for cotton, the dependence will be alto- 
gether in another direction. Besides, the inge- 
nuity of the North is at work, and you will find 
that there are textiles in that region which will 
be made to answer the purpose of a substitute 
for cotton, and you will find that the North is 
not so dependent upon you as you suppose. 
Now, sir, if I had time, I would go somewhat 
into the matterofstatistics, showing thatthe South, 
so far from having been oppressed, has received 
nothing but blessings and benefits from. her con- 
nection with the Union. I could show.that she 
has not contributed her just proportion ‘towards 
the maintenance of this Government. I have de- 
tails before me showing beyond a doubt that, in 
that respect, she is far in arrears. Take, for in- 
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Stance, the Post Office Department. I have fig- 
ures before me showing the relative condition of 
the ‘six New England States to the six States 
which have seceded, or are, I suppose, about to 
secede. The State of Louisiana receives annu- 
ally, in the way of protection on sugar, not less 
than four or five million dollars from the Govern- 
ment, while the revenues of the Post Office De- 
partment from that State aré only about one fourth 
of theexpenditures. Without going into details, 
F will say that New England largely overpays 
the Government for her postal expenses. ‘The 
Governmént receives from her, in the shape of 
postages, $1,224,280, while the expenditures of 
the Government for her are but $1,156,000, being 
quite a large surplus to the Government, above 
being self-sustaining. Now, take these cotton 
States, including Louisiana, and you will find 
that the Government has received, in the last year, 
$722,987, while it has paid out $2,289,000, leav- 
e ing an excess of expenditure over receipts of more 
than one million five hundred thousand dollars 
for carrying the mails in those States. But I will 
not pursue this branch of the subject further; but 
will simply append the following table, showing 
how the postal system works in the different 
States. It is taken from the Postmaster Genc- 
ral’s last report: 
Post Orrice RECEIPTS AND Expenpirures, 1859. 


New England. Receipts. Expenditures, 
Maine scccecesccceeeseeeeses $154,523 21 $208,884 83 
New Hampshire.. +» 103,819 27 110,902 93 
Vermont.cisceveres ++ 103,218 30 197,742 34 
Connecticut....+.+s see. 189,806 61 202,392 95 
Massachusetts. isses eree 601,249 40 449,626 89 
Rhode Island...csccseseeseeee 06,665 69 47,175 47 


$1,156,725 41 


$1,224,281 43 


Sir Cotton States. Receipts. 


Expenditures. 
South Carolinil, esses eses. $107,536 12 


‘$319,068 10 


GCOrgia e esaseseassueeseeeseo 168,064 73 358,180 03 
Florida By 95,932 44 171,184 76 
Alabama . 129,103 23 393,623 90 
Mississippl..... 101,549 12 88 


196,201 63 
$722,087 24 


LOwWSlaNdecseeecrecraceeenes 


Now, Mr. Speaker, what remedy ought to be 
roposed? I wag very glad that my friend from 
ndiana [Mr. Courax] came in this morning with 

his proposition, It is astep in the right direction. 
It is well for these people to feel the loss of some 
of the benefits they are now deriving from the 
General Government, It is very obliging on their 
part to allow us to carry their mails at an expend- 
iture of more than $1,500,000 a year to ourselves, 
while they are in open rebellion and refuse to ac- 
knowledge the authority of the General Govern- 
ment; but so far as Tam concerned, while they 
continue in rebellion, the Government will not 
have my consent to do so in the future, until they 
return to their allegiance. 

Sir, I have no special dread in regard to the 
future ofthis Republic. Civil war may come, dis- 
union and dissolution may comce—but I pray God 
to deliver us from both; but, sir, whatever ma 
come, I have an abiding faith in a kind Provi- 
dence that has ever watched over us, that passing 
events will be all overruled for good and for the 
welfare of mankind in this and other lands. Gen- 
tlemen may talk about reconstructing this Gov- 
ernment after it shall have been broken up and 
destroyed—I tell them no. H this Government 
is destroyed, it will not be reconstructed on the 
basis on which it nef stands. Gentlemen may as 
well understand right here that if the Government 
is to be reconstructed, the people of the North will 
have a word to say as to the basis of that recon- 
struction, and no new union will be formed that 
does not give them terms of perfect equality. If 
this Union must be dissolved, whether by peace- 
able secession or through fire and blood and civil 
war, we shall have the consolation of knowing 
that when the conflict is over, those who survive 
it will be, what they never have been, inhabitants 
of & FREE COUNTRY. 

Mr. ETHERIDGE obtained the floor; but 
yielded to Mr. Wixstow, who moved that the 
House adjourn. 

CHIRIQUI EXPEDITION. 

Mr. MORSE. I ask the gentleman to with- 
draw the motion for a moment, to enable me to 
have the message from the President upon the 
Speaker’s table taken up and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs. 


| the compromise measures recommended by the 


Mr. WINSLOW. I withdraw the motion for 
that purpose. 

The message of the President was then read, 
transmitting a report of the Secretary of the Navy, 
giving the details of the late Chiriqui expedition. 

Mr. MORSE. I move that the message, with 
the accompanying documents, be referred to the 
Committee on Naval Affairs, and ordered to be 
printed. 

Mr. PHELPS. I hope the gentleman will also 
embrace, in his order to print, the contract made 
by the Secretary of the Navy with the Chiriqui 
Navigation Company. That document has not 
been printed, I believe. I understand that the 
Committee on Naval Affairs has a copy of it in 
their possession; and I ask that it may be printed 
along with this message, together with any other 
documents which may be in possession of the 
Naval Committee relating to this subject. 

Mr. MORSE. Iam willing to accept the gen- 
tleman’s proposition, so far as I am concerned. 

There being no objection, the order to print 
was made as suggested. 

And then, on motion of Mr. WINSLOW, (at 
five minutes past four o’clock, p.m.,) the House 
adjourned. 


IN SENATE. 
Wenpnespay, January 23, 1861. 


Prayer by Rev. W. C. Srirt, of Georgetown, 
District of Columbia. 
The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 


BILL RETURNED TO THE HOUSE. 


The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Sen- 
ate the following resolution, received from the 
House of Representatives yesterday: 

in THE House OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
January %2, 1861. 


22, 

Resolved, That the Clerk of this House be directed to 
request the Senate to return House bill (No. 263) entitled 
“© An act for the relief of Jolm Johnston, of Ohio.” 


„Mr. GRIMES. I move that the Secretary be 
directed to return that bill, in compliance with the 
request of the House of Representatives. 

The motion was agreed to. 

CREDENTIALS. 


Mr. DOOLITTLE presented the credentials of 
Tion. Lyman Trumputt, clected a Senator of the 
United States by the Legislature of the State of 
lllinois, for the term of six years, commencing 
on the 4th of March, 1861; which were read, and 
ordered to be placed on the files. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 

Mr. GRIMES presented the petition of J. W. 
Stevens, and others, citizens of Iowa, praying 
the passage of a bill to provide for the setulement 
of the claims of the officers and soldiers of the 
revolutionary army; which was referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. BIGLEER presented two petitions of citi- 
zens of Baston, Pennsylvania, praying the adop- 
tion of the compromise measures proposed by 
Hon. J. J. Crirrenpen; which were ordered to 
lie on the table. 

Mr. CHANDLER presented the petition of | 
Longford G. Berry and others, citizens of Adrian, 
Michigan, praying that no attempt be made to 
amend the Constitution during the present unu- 
sual excitement; which was ordered to lic on the 
table. 

Mr. TRUMBULL presented the memorial of 
J. M. Richards and others, citizens of Chicago, 
Illinois, expressing their satisfaction with a set- 
tlement of the present political controversies by 
prohibiting slavery in Territories north of 360 30’, 
and recognizing it south of that line; which was 
ordered to lic on the table. 

Mr. KING presented a memorial of citizens of 
the State of New York, praying the adoption of 


committee of the border States; which was or- 
dered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of manufacturers 
of cutlery, edge-tools, machinery, &c., in New 
York, Connecticut, and Vermont, praying that 
the duty on steel may not be fnereased; which 
was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of ship-owners and 
others interested in vessels, praying that no alter- 
ation may be made in the pilot laws of March 2, | 
1837, and August 30, 1852; which was referred 


to the Commaiitee on Commerce. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 

Mr. LANE asked, and by unanimous consent 
obtained, leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 544) 
for the defense of Puget Sound and the mouth of 
the Columbia river; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs and Militia. 

Mr. COLLAMER asked, and by unanimous 
consent obtained, leave to introduce a bill (S. No, 
545) in relation to the collection of duties on im- 
ports, and for other purposes; which was reag 
twice by its title, referred to the Committee on 
Finance, and ordered to be printed. 


REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 


Mr. GWIN, from the Committee on the Post 
Office and Post Roads, to whom was referred the 
memorial of Dexter R. Crocker, praying com- 
pensation for transporting the mail from Canyon- 
ville, Oregon, to Yreka, California, submitted a 
report, accompanied by a bill (S. No. 546) for 
the relief of Dexter R. Crocker. The bill was 
read, and passed to a second reading; and the 
report was ordered to be printed. 

Mr. BAYARD, from the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
No. 488) authorizing the holding of circuit and 
district courts of the United States for the south- 
ern district of Mlinoisat the city of Cairo, reported 
it without amendment, with a recommendation 
that it do pass. 

Mr. KENNEDY, from the Committee on the 
District of Columbia, to whom was referred the 
petition of Rev. Charles J. White, parish priest 
of St. Matthew’s church, in the city of Wash- 
ington, praying authority to sell certain city lots 
now held by the proper ecclesiastical authority, 
for the benefit of the congregation of that church, 
reported a bill (S. No. 547) for the relief of the 
parish of St. Matthew’s church, of the city of 

ashington; which was read, and passed toa 
second reading. 

INDIAN TRUST FUNDS. 

Mr. GREEN. I ask leave to introduce a joint 
resolution; and, if there be no objection, to have 
it put on its passage now. 

cave was granted to introduce the joint reso- 
lution (S. No. 61) making provision for the re- 
covery of cdrtain bonds belonging to the Indian 
trast fund, and for other purposes; and it was 
read the first time by its title. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Shall the joint res- 
olution be read at length? 

Mr. SEWARD and others. Yes; let us hear it. 

The Secretary read it, as follows: 


Beit resolved, §c., That A. B. Greenwood, Commissioner 
of Indian Atthirs, Reverdy Johnson, and Montgomery Blair, 
of the District of Columbia, be, and they are hereby, ap- 
pointed commissioners on the part of the United States, to 
make a fuh and equitable sctilementand adjustment of any 
aud ail claims and accounts between the United States and 
Wiliam H. Rassell, of the State of Missouri, or any busi- 
firms or companies now or heretofore engaged in the 
service of the United States, with whieh the said William 
H. Russell is or has been connected; and if, upon such set- 
tiement by said commissioners, any sum or balance shall 
be ascertained to be due to thesaid William Il. Russell, as 
aforesaid, the same shall be withheld by the Secretary of 
the proper Department until the said WiHirm Il. Russell 
shall have restored tothe Secretary of the Interior, to the 
fwi amount of such sum or balance, any bonds or stocks 
belonging to or held in trust for the Indians by the United 
States that may be ascertained to have come to his hands, 
in any manner whatever; and upon the restoration of said 
bonds, as herein provided, such sum or balance shall, after 
deducting the expenses of this commission, be paid to the 
order of the said William H. Russell, out of any. money in 
the ‘Treasury not otherwise appropriated. 

Several Senators. Let it lie over. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. It will receive its 
second reading, if there be no objection. 

The joint resolution was read the second time 
by its title. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Docs the Senator 
propose to refer it to any committee? 

Mr. GREEN. No, sir; let it lie on the table. 
It is understood, I think. 

Mr. CLARK. I move that it be printed. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. HALE. I[ think that the joint resolution 
ought to go to a committee. 

Phe VICE PRESIDENT. No motion was 
made to refer it. 

Mr. TALE. I move to refer it to the Com- 
mittee on Finance. 

It was so referred. 

SAMPSON STANFILL. 
Mr. BAYARD. I am directed by the Com- 
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mittee on the Judiciary, to whom was referred 
the bill <H. R. No. 794) for the relief of Samp- 
son Stan fill, to report itback, without amendment, 
with a recommendation that it pass; and I am 
also instructed to ask for its present considera- 
tion. If the Senate will indulge me for three min- 
utes, I think they will pass it without hesitation. 

It ig a case of hardship, amounting almost to 
oppression. It appears that Stanfill, the father, 
became security for the son, who was arrested on 
the charge of counterfeiting a Mexican dollar. A 
trial was had; and, at the trial, the court expressed 
the opinion, without entering judgment, that they 
had no jurisdiction in the case. The traverser 
naturally left the court. Subsequently to that the 
recognizance was estreated, suit brought upon it, 
and judgment recorded; and the father, who is 
represented by the statements of citizens of Ten- 
nessee to bea highly respectable and honest man, 
in no way connected with the misdeed of the son, 
has paid a thousand dollars on this bond, which 
covers everything to the United States; and all 
that he asks is, that he shall be released from the 
residue. If the evidence had been judicial to show 
the facts with sufficient certainty, the committee 
would have gone further, and have recommended 
that the sum paid should be refunded; because, on 
the face of the facts as stated, had they been ju- 
dicially authenticated to that extent, it would be 
a case of gross oppression. The bill, as it stands, 
as it is to relieve the party from further execu- 
tion, I trust will be passed by the Senate at once. 

There being no abjection, the bill (E. R. No. 
724) for the relief of Sampson Stanfill, was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. it pro- 
poses to release Sampson Stanfill, from all claim 
and demand of the United States, to the balance of 
money now remaining due upon a certain judg- 
ment, recovered against him, in favor ofthe United 
States, before the circuit court of the United States, 
holden at Knoxville, which judgment was re- 
covered on a recognizance entered into by him, as 
surety for one Lewis G. Stanfll. 

‘The bill was reported to the Senate, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


PACIFIC RAILROAD REPORT. 


Mr. ANTHONY, from the Committee on 
Printing, to whom was referred a motion to print 
extra copies of the eleventh volume of the Pacific 
railroad report, reported it without amendment; 
and it was agreed to, as follows: 


Ordered, That the same number of the eleventh volume 
of the Pacific railroad report, containing the maps and 
eharts of the surveys for a railroad from the Mississippi 
river to the Pacific ocean, as of the preceding volumes, be 
published for the use of the Senate. 

JOSEPH CLYMER. 

Mr. SLIDELL. I belicve itis in order now to 
call up, for consideration, some resolutions that I 
introduced a few days since, referriug——— 

Mr. SIMMONS.” Will the Senator allow me 
to make a report? 

Mr. SLIDELL. Certainly. 

Mr. SIMMONS. The Committec on Claims, 
to whom was referred the opinion of the Court 
of Claims on the claim of Joseph Clymer, have 
dircoted me to submit a report, accompanied by 
a bill, (S. No. 548,) for the relief of Joseph Cly- 
mer. The bill is very short, and the committce 
were unanimous in recommending its passage: I 
should like to have it considered now. 

The bill (S. No. 548) for the relief of Joseph 
Clymer was read, and passed toa second reading. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. If there be no ob- 
jection, the Secretary will read the bill at length 
for the information of the Senate. 

The Secretary read the bill. 

Mr. HALE. Is there a report? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objection 
to the present consideration of the bill? 

Mr. HALE. Yes, sir. 

Mr. SIMMONS. The committee were unani- 
mous upon it; and I hope the Senator will with- 
draw the objection. 

SECRETARY OF WAR. 

Mr. SLIDELL. I renew my motion to take 

up the resolutions I offered a few days since, re- 


ferring the President’s message to the Committee | 


on the Judiciary. 
The motion was agreed to. 
Mr. SLIDELL. 
sage and the resolutions together; and I suppose 
they may be considered together. 


I intended to include the mes- | 


The VICE PRESIDENT. Thatis the under- 
standing of the Chair. 

The Secretary read the resolutions submitted 
by Mr. SLIDELL, on the 2ist instant: 

Resolved, That in the opinion of the Senate, the reasons 
given by the President, in his message of the 16th instant, 
for not communicating to the Senate at an earlicr day the 
fact of his having appointed, on the 3istof December last, 
Joseph Holt as acting Secretary of War, are not satisfac- 
tory. 

Resolved, That in the opinion of the Senate, the grounds 
assumed by the President in his aforesaid message in sup- 
port of his views of the executive authority to make, during 
the session of the Senate, an appointment of an acting Sec- 
retary of War for a period not exceeding six montis, tim- 
ited by his own discretion, arc at variance, not only with 
the letter and spirit of the Constitution, but with the true 
intent and meaning of the act of 13th of February, 1795, to 
which he has referred, and, if suffered to pass by without 
express dissent, would establish a precedent alike danger- 
ous to the principles on which our system of Government 


| was established, and in derogation of the constitutional 


rights and privileges of the Senate. 

Mr. SLIDELL. I think it proper to say that 
I do not present these resolutions in a factious 
spirit, but with very sincere regret to differ from 
the President in his views of executive power. I 
have read his message with great attention, and 
am compelled to say that it has failed to shake 
in any degree the strong convictions I entertained 
on the subject when I offered the resolution to 
which it responds; nor after a careful examina- 
tion of the long list of appointments to which 
it refers as establishing an uninterrupted usage 
of sixty-five years, do I find one solitary case 
which can be quoted as a precedent for the ap- 
pointment of Mr. Holt as acting Secretary of 
‘War, when the Senate was in session, and the 
office vacant by the resignation of Mr. Floyd. 
All the appointments—one hundred and seventy- 
six in number—having been (with the exception 
of Mr. Toucey as acting Secretary of the Treas- 
ury on 12th December last) made during the re- 
cess of the Senate, or when from illness, absence, 
or other causc—other than death or resignation— 
the duties of the office could not be discharged 
by the regularly appointed functionary. Ido not 
intend to argue the question now; but considering 
it one of very great interest, I only desire to place 
on record my dissent from the opinions of the 
President, and to bring the matter before the ap- 
propriate committee. I move that the message 
and resolutions be referred to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

Mr. BIGLER. I shall offer no further objec- 
tion to the reference of this subject to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. I only desire to say to 
the Scnator from Louisiana that he must be per- 
fectly aware I made no objection ina spirit of in- 
justice or opposition to him; nor have I any de- 
sire to avoid a full and thorough examination of 
the subject. That could not be done, if I desired 
it. But, sir, at the moment the Senator from 
Louisiana made the motion the other morning, it 


| occurred to me that it might be a very serious 


matter. He seemed to be exceedingly confident 
that there was no authority, under the Constitu- 


| tion, for what the President of the United States 


had done, and for that reason desired a reference 
of the message to the Committee on the Judiciary. 
The first impression on my mind was, that this 
might involve a very serious question and very 
serious consequences to our public affairs. For 
that reason, I suggested the propriety of allow- 
ing it to lie over, and for that reason only; and I 
therefore have no objection whatever, this morn- 
ing, to the reference. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The motion of the 
Senator from Louisiana is, to refer the President’s 
message to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. SLIDELL. And the resolutions. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. It is moved and 
seconded that the message of the President of the 
United States, and the resolutions submitted by 
the Senator from Louisiana, be referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

The motion was agreed to. 


UNITED STATES COURTS AT CAIRO. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. If there is no objection, I 
should like to have the Senate consider now the 
bill providing for a separate term of the courts of 
the United States, in the southern district of HH- 
nois, at Cairo, which has been reported from the 
Committee on the Judiciary this morning. I pre- 
sume there will beno objection to it. Tt willtake 
but an instant. 

No objection being made, the bill (H. R. No. 


€ 


488) authorizing the holding of circuit pnd dis- 
trict courts of the United States for the southern 
district of Tinois at the city of Cairo, wás coh- 
sidered as in Commitiee of the Whole. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. There are some details 
in that bill that } have not looked at; and I should 
like to have it lie over and not be passed this 
morning. I do not know that 1 have any objet- 
tion to it; but I should like to Jook into some of 
ihe details in regard to pending suits which I have 
not observed before. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. It can lie over for a day, 
until my colleague has an opportunity to exam- 
ine it. 

The VICE. PRESIDENT. The bill will be 
passed over. 


COMMITTEE SERVICE. 


Mr. IVERSON. I rise, sir, for the purpose 
of asking to be discharged from any further ser- 
vice upon the Committee on Claims. I was dis- 
charged some time since fromservice as chairman 
of that committee, but I understand that that did, 
not carry with it a discharge as a member of the 
committee. Yesterday, there was some contro- 
versy and difficulty about filling places on the 
committees, in consequence of Senators having’ 
retired from the Chamber. In order to obviate 
that difficulty in my own case, while I ama mem- 
ber of the Senate, Task to be discharged from the 
committee, and that the Vice President fill the 
vacancy. The committee, I understand, have 
already clected a chairman, and the only thing 
necessary is simply to supply one committee-man . 
in my place. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from 
Georgia asks to be discharged from further ser- 
vice upon the Committee on Claims. 

The motion was agreed to. ` 


The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator moves 
also that the Presiding Officer fill the vacancy 
upon that committee. 

The motion was agreed to. 


- ST. LOUIS ARSENAL. 


Mr. POLK. A few days ago when the morn- 
ing hour closed, the Senate had under considera- 
tion a bill for the sale and removal of the arsenal 
in the city of St. Louis. I desire that the Senate 
shall go on with that unfinished business during 
the residue of the morning hour, 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator must 
move to take it up; it fell. 

Mr. POLK. If it requiresa motion, I move to 
take it up. ; 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as 
in Committee of the Whole, resumed the consid- 
eration of the bill (H. R. No. 182) to remove the 
United States arsenal from the city of St. Louis, 
and to provide for the sale of the lands on which 
the same is located; the pending question being 
on the amendment of the Committee on Military 
Affairs and Militia, to add at the end of the first 
section the following: 

The proceeds of such sale to be applied to the erection 
at Jefferson barracks, in the State of Missouri, of suitable 
buildings for containing all the tools, implements, machine- 
ry, arms, and materials, now at said St. Louis arsenal. 

Mr. KING. Iask that the bill itself, with the 
amendments, be read. It passed unanimously 
through the Committee on Military Affairs of the 
Senate, with the amendments; and I think there 
will be no objection to it, if the whole case ap- 
pears to the Senate. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Secretary will 
read the bill, with the amendments of the Senate 
Committee on Military Affairs and Militia. 

The bill and amendments were read. 

Mr. GRIMES. As I understand the bill now 
before the Senate, it provides that the whole of 
the land belonging to the United States, and used 
for the purpose of an arsenal at St. Louis, shall 
be divided up into lots and sold; and the eastern 
half—that which is nearest to the city of St. Louis, 
and the more valuable—is to be appropriated ex- 
clusively to the construction of a new arsenal, or 
the ercciion of new buildings at Jefferson barracks. 

Mr. POLK. I will state to the Senator that he 
is just exactly mistaken. It is the western, un- 
occupied portion; and F will state to the Senator 
that on inquiry since he and myself had a con- 
versation on the subject, Í am satisfied that the 
proceeds of the unoccupied western half will not 
be more than is necessary for the purpose of mak- 
ing necessary repairs. f, however, the Senator 
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is disposed to put in an amendment to limit the 
amount to what is necessary, Í have no objection 
to it at all. : 

Mr. GRIMES. Why say that one half the 
value of this land shall be expended in the erec- 
tion of a building, when we do not know what 
the value of the landis? If it is necessary for 
us to have an arsenal or new buildings erected at 
the Jefferson barracks, let'us appropriate the ne- 
cessary amount to doit. But this land, if J know 
anything about its value, if I have a proper ap- 
preciation of it, is worth three times as much as 
the amount that ought to be expended in the con- 
struction of buildings at Jefferson barracks. 

Mr. POLK. ‘The Senator is mistaken in sup- 
posing that it requires the expenditure of one 
half of the value. That is not the provision of 
the bill. 

Mr. GRIMES. One half the proceeds. 

Mr. POLK. It requires the sale of the west- 
ern half first. The western half is that part of 
the tract on which there are no improvements. 
The improved portion, and most valuable portion, 
is on the eastern half, that lies next the river. 
The proceeds of that are not to be applied to 
‘building an arsenal at Jefferson barracks. The 
Senator, therefore, is under a mistake in that re- 
spect; but the object of the bill is, as I under- 
stand from the Committce on Military Affairs, to 
appropriate these procceds to the building of an 
arsenal, so that there shall be a place to which 
the munitions and the materials and the ma- 
chinery that are now used at the St. Louis arse- 
nal, can be taken, and that they shall not be 
moved until there is a place to take them to. If 
the Senator, however, wishes to limit the amount, 
an amendment to that effect will meet with no 
opposition, I suppose, on the part of any mem- 
ber of the committee; certainly it will not on my 

art. 

j Mr. GRIMES. We do not know how much 
this western half, this unoccupied half of the land, 
may bring. lt may bring $50,000; it may bring 
$400,000. In this first section il is proposed that 
the whole of the value of that land, no matter how 
much it may bring, shall be expended in the erce- 
tion of buildings at Jefferson barracks. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. Iwill make a suggestion 
which L hope may obviate the difficulties on this 
point. My suggestion is to strike out all about 
one half of the proceeds, and say that the sum of 
$50,000, from the first proceeds, be appropriated 
for the construction of an arsenal: at Jefferson 
barracks. 

Mr. GRIMES. That will be all right. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. J understand that will be 
acceptable to the Senators from Missouri. 

Mr, GREEN. Yes, sir. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Bmenr 
in the chair.) ‘Lhe question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the committee. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment of the committee was in 
section two, after the word “authorized,” to in- 
sert, “as soon as the buildings above provided 
for shall be in readiness for that purpose;’”’ and, 
after the word “machinery,” to insert “arms,” 
so as to make the second section read: 

Sre.2. Beit further enacted by the authority aforesaid, 
That the Secretary of War be, and hereby is, authorized, 
as soon as the buildings above provided for shall be in read- 
iness for that purpose, to cause the business heretofore ear- 
ried onatsaid St. Louis arsenal, to be transferred to the mili- 
tary reservation known as JetYerson barracks, in the county 
of St. Louis, and State of Missouri, and also to cause all 
the tools, implements, machinery, arms, and materials now 
av said arsenal, to be removed to said reservation. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


_ The next amendment of the committee was to 
insert as a new section: 

Bec, 3. And be it further enacted, ‘That as soon as pos- 
sible after the removal of the arsenal from St. Louis to Jef- 
ferson barracks, the Seerctary of War shall sell, in the 
manner directed in the first section of this act, all the res- 
idue of the grounds attached to the said St. Louis arsenal, 
and the buildings thereupon; the proceeds of such sale 
ghall be paid into the United States ‘Treasury. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


The bill was reported to the Senate asamended, 
and the amendments were concurred in and or- 
dered to be engrossed, and the bit to be read a 
third time. It was read the third time, and passed. 


DANIEL DAVIS. 


Mr. KING. I move to take up House bill No. 


507. 


-t 


| of General Wayne. 


Mr. HALE. What is it? 
Mr. KING.. It is a bill to grant a land war- 
rant. 


The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as | 


in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to consider 
the bill (H. R. No. 507) authorizing the Secretary 
of the Interior to issue a land warrant to Daniel 
Davis. It proposes to direct the Secretary of the 
Interior to issue a land warrant for one hundred 
and sixty acres to Daniel Davis, for his services 
asa teamster in Wayne’s war in 1795, 

Mr. HALE. Is there a report on that case? 
It Seems to be rather an old affair—sixty-six years 
old. 

Mr. KING. Iask that the report be read. 

The Secretary read a report made in the House 
of Representatives by Mr. Wasunurn, of Wis- 
consin, from the Committee on Private Land 
Claims, from which it appeared that Daniel Davis 
was a teamster in Captain Farrow’s company of 
teamsters, under the command of Quartermaster 
John Matthews. He entered the service of the 
quartermaster on or about the 20th day of May, 
1795, for the term of three months, and continued 
in the service for that period of time, when he 
was honorable discharged by the quartermaster 
at Greenville. While in the service he was cr- 
gaged in hauling supplies from Fort Hamilton to 
Fort Greenville, which was then the headquarters 
The discharge of Daniel 
Davis is lost; but Sylvanus Olney and Lucena 
Mann testify under oath that they knew Davis at 
the time he was in the service. They had very 
often seen him performing duty as a soldier and 
teamster. The witnesses are certified to be cred- 
ible persons. The recerds containing the names 
of those who performed service during Wayne’s 
war arc notoriously imperfect. But the commit- 
tee believe that the evidence accompanying the 
memorial is amply sufficient to justify them in 
reporting a bill granting one hundred and sixty 
acres of land. 

The bill was reported to the Senate, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


MESSAGE FROM TOE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, 
by Mr. Forxey, its Clerk, announced that the 
House had passed a joint resolution (No. 48) in 
relation to mail service in Washington Territory; 
in which the concurrence of the Senate was re- 
quested. 

PRINTING OF DOCUMENTS. 


The message further announced that the House | 
ordered, on the 22d instant, the printing of the 
following documents: 

A letter from the Treasury Department, trans- 
mitting a statement of the contingent fund of the 
Troasury for the year ending June 30, 1860— 
ordered at twelve o’clock and twelve minutes. 

A letter from the Treasury Department trans- 
Mitting a list of the balances remaining unsettled 
for periods of one and three years upon the books 
of the Treasury—ordered at twelve o’clock and 


‘fourteen minutes. 


A letter from the Interior Department, inclosing 
an estimate of $72,500, submitted by Sylvester 
Mowry, commissioner of the United States upon 
the California boundary survey, for the service of 
that work for the year ending June 30, 1862, and 
recommending the appropriation of that amount 
of money—ordered at twelve o’clock and fifteen 
minutes. 

A message from the President of the Ufiited 
States, transmitting reports from the Chiriqui 
commissioners—ordered at four o’clock and six 
minutes. 

Joint resolutions of the Legislature of Dela- 
ware, approving the Crittenden resolutions— 
ordered at twelve o’clock and thirty minutes. 


BILLS BECOME LAWS. 


A message from the President of the United 
States, by Mr. GLossprenner, his Secretary, 
announced that the President had approved and 
signed, this day, the following acts and joint reso- 
lution: 

An act (S. No. 376) for the relief of Benjamin 
Alvord, paymaster United States Army; 

An act (S. No. 398) for the relief of Samuel R. 
Franklin; and 

A joint resolution (S. No. 15) for the relief of | 
Lieutenant John C. Carter. 


PRIVATE BILL DAY. 


Mr. BRAGG. I have been requested by a 
number of Senators to move that a day be set 
aside, according to the usage of the Senate here- 
tofore, for the purpose of taking up private bills. 
In accordance with the suggestion made to me, I 
move that next Friday, after one o’clock, be set 
aside for that purpose. 

The motion was agreed to. 


CHARLES MCCORMICK. 


Mr.LANE. I have been directed by the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs and Militia, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. No. 38) for the relief of 
Charles McCormick, assistant surgeon in the 
United States Army, to report it back without 
amendment, and request that it be put on its pas- 
sage now. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair 
hears no objection to the consideration of the bill, 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill, which proposes to 
direct the Secretary of War to allow and pay to 
Charles McCormick, assistant surgeon in the 
United States Army, an allowance of $2,500, to 
be in full compensation for all extra services ren- 
dered, expenses incurred, and losses sustained by 
him in consequence of being called on to execute 
the law of March 2, 1847, and for the perform- 
ance of extra duty at New Orleans, Louisiana, in 
the years 1847, 1848, and 1849. 

Mr. COLLAMER. Is there a report in that 
case? If there is, let it be read. 

Mr. LANE. There is a report. 

The Secretary read the report of the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs and Militia. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Brieur 
in the chair.) The hour for the special order has 
arrived, and it must be taken up, unless the Sen- 
ate direct otherwise. 

Mr. LANE. | will not ask that the special 
order be suspended at all; but this bill may he 
over. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Thereare two 
special orders. The first is Senate bill No. 230-— 
a bill declaratory of the acts for carrying into 
effect the ninth article of the treaty between the 
United States and Spain, 

Mr. CAMERON. I thought the first order for 
to-day was House bill No, 338. 

The PRESIDING OFTICER. The second 
special order appointed for to-day is House bill 
No. 388, entitled ** An act to provide for the pay- 
ment of outstanding Treasury notes, to authorize 
a loan, to regulate and fix the duties on imports, 
and for other purposes.” 

Mr. HUNTER. Are not the resolutions of 
the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. seat 
the unfinished business on which we adjourne 
yesterday evening? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Brieut.) 
They are the unfinished business. 

Mr. HUNTER. Then, of course, they come 
up first. 

Mr. POLK. I will state to the Chair that that 
is not only so, but the Senator from Ohio [Mr. 
Wae] was on the floor in the midst of a speech 
at the moment the adjournment was moved. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair was 
going on to remark that the unfinished business 
of yesterday was the joint resolution of the Sen- 
ator from Kentucky; and on that question the 
Chair is advised that the Senator from Ohio is 
entitled to the floor. 

Mr. CAMERON. Wil the President allow 
me to ask, what is the state of the House bill to 
which I have alluded; and if it be passed over 
now, when will it come up? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. When taken 
up, it will be before the Senate as in Committee 
of the Whole, and open to amendment. 

: Mr. CAMERON. I propose to fix some day 
or it. 

Mr. SEWARD. Let the Senator from Ohio 
go on now, and that can be fixed afterwards. 

Mr. CAMERON. Very well. 

Mr. WADE. Ifthe Senate is inclined to take 
up the bill referred to by the Senator from Penn- 
sylvania—which I deem one of the most import- 
ant that is before us—I will yield the floor for 
that purpose, trusting to luck to get it some other 
ume, 
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Mr. CAMERON. Iam much obliged to the 
Senator from Ohio, and would prefer that a great 
deal. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. Icannot consent to it. 

Mr. CAMERON. I hope the Senator from 
Kentucky will not object. His resolutions have 
taken precedence of everything else; but this bill 
is very important to the country just now. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. I wish to say one word 
on this subject. If I remember aright, the bill 
about which the Senator from Pennsylvania 
speaks came from the Committee on Finance, 
with a recommendation that it be postponed until 
the 4th of March next, and was laid upon the 
table with the understanding that at some carly 
day, when the Senate was full, it should be taken 
up and a day fixed for its consideration. Now, 
I suppose the first vote to be taken must be taken 
upon the question of postponement to the 4th of 
March. itis with reference to that that we want 
a vote. Docs the Senator from Pennsylvania 
want that vote to-day? 

Mr. CAMERON. I do not think that is the 
state of the question, 

Mr. FESSENDEN, I want to know what 
the situation of the bill is. 

Mr. CAMERON. There was a report of the 
Committee on Finance, as the Senator from Maine 
states, on which there was no action; but during 
the last weck, I moved that this day should be set 
aside for the consideration of this bill, and that it 
should be the first special order for this day, and 
that was agreed to by a large vote of the Senate. 
I take it, therefore, the bill is now before the 
Senate. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. I will suggest to the Senator 
from Pennsylvania that his measure is not now 
before the Senate. The first special order is the 
resolutions of the Senator from Kentucky; the 
nextis on another subject. When the Senator 
from Ohio gets through his remarks, ifnobody else 
follows him, it will bein order for the Senator to 
make his motion; but while these resolutions are 
pending, it is certainly notin order, unless by the 
unanimous consent of the Senate; and I see that 
several gentlemen intend to insist on other bills, 
particulari? the Pacific railroad bill; they are now 
ready to object. 

Mr. BIGLER. With the permission of my 
colleague, I will suggest to him, in order to get 
out of this difficulty, to name a ee day, 
say Friday or Saturday, for the consideration of 
this question. 

Mr. POLK. Friday is already given to private 
Is. 

Mr. BIGLER. Let us say to-morrow. 

Mr. CAMERON. Ido not sce that I shall be 
a bit better off by fixing it for to-morrow or any 
otherday, than 1am now. The Senator from Ohio 
has agreed to waive his right to the floor. 

Mr. GRIMES. I move to postpone all other 
special orders, in order to take up this bill. 

Mr. CAMERON. Very well. If that is ne- 
cessary to accomplish my object I will do so; 
although 1 do not think it is. 

Mr. GRIMES. That will accomplish it. 

Mr. CAMERON. Then I move that all other 
orders be postponed for the purpose of taking up 
House bill No. 338. 

Mr. BIGLER. On that proposition [desire to 
say a word. I represent a State that is deeply 
interested in this question of the tariff. Iam com- 
mitted to this policy; indeed, I am instrucied by 
my Legislature, and I am anxious for the consid- 
erationofthebill. But have repeatedly expressed 
my great desire for action on the resolutions of the 
Senator from Kentucky, as being more important 
than anything else; and my colleague will put me 
in the position of voting in favor of the postpone- 
ment of the resolutions of the Senator from Ken- 
tucky, or voting to defer the consideration of the 
tariff. Ibelieve we shall have ample time to con- 
sider the tariff bill fully and thoroughly after we 
have voted on these resolutions, and I shall there- 
fore vote against the motion to postpone, 

Mr. FESSENDEN. I wish to inquire what 
the report of the committee accompanying that 
bill was. I want to know whether I am right or | 
wrong about it. . . 

Mr. GWIN. The Senator is right about it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. ‘TheSecretary | 
will read the order that is indorsed on the report. | 


bi 


The Secretary read, as follows: 
December 20, 1860. Reported without amendment, and | 


with a recommendation that it be postponed to the 4th day 
of March next. 

January 18, 1851. Resumed and postponed to, and made 
the special order for Wednesday, the 23d instant, at one 
@elock. 


Mr. FESSENDEN. What I wish to inquire | 


is, whether that overrides the report of the com- 
mittee. If it does, it is all very well. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. ‘The special 
order now before the Senate is the joint resolutions 
offered by the Senator from Kentucky, being the 
unfinished business of yesterday. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. That I understand; but 
Iwas inquiring what the effect of that reference of 
this bill was. A motion has been made to post- 
pone all prior orders, and take up this bill; and I 
wish to inquire whether the action of the Senate 
already upon that bill, supersedes the report of 
the Committee on Finance, so that when the proper 
time arrives, the bill itself is before the Scnate, 
free from the recommendation of the committee. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair 
understands that the order made on the 18th, 
which makes the bill the special order for this 
morning, continues the bill before the Senate. It 
is here a special order, if there were no other bus- 
iness interfering with it. The question is on the 
motion of the Senator from Pennsylvania, to post- 
pone the joint resolutions of the Senator from Ken- 
tucky, for the purpose of taking up House bill 
No. 338. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. [hope that will not be 
done. The gentleman from Pennsylvania has 
perhaps given very good reasons why his bill 
ought be taken up and considered, but he has 
given no reason why these resolutions ought to 
he postponed. f think he can hardly contend 
that the subject to which the bill relates 1s of more 
importance than that to which the resolutions re- 
late. There is no reason, and there can be none, 
1 think, why these resolutions ought to be post- 
poned for any business before the Senate. He 
proposes the tariff. Well, sir, itis a melancholy 
question to ask, but we are compelled to ask it: 
to what part of the United States would this tariff 
apply; what ports and whatharbors? These are 
important questions, sir. Let us, therefore, settle 
and determine the questions that relate to the 
Union, and its stability, and then adopt a policy 
on the tariff. I hope the resolutions will not be 
postponed. 

Mr. HALE. Before the motion is put, I want 
to ask a question of the Committee on Finance. 
I believe the Senator from Virginia has withdrawn 
from it; and J should like to have an answer from 
the Senator from Maine, if I can getit. There 


was some discussion upon this bill when it was | 


up at the last session; but I wish to ask whether 
this tariff bill from the House was ever examined 
in detail by the Committee on Finance of this 
body? 

Mr. FESSENDEN. I can only say, in reply 
to the Senator, if it has been, I know nothing 
about it. I have never been able to give it any 
examination whatever; and indeed, I may say 
that there has been no examination whatever given 
to the details of the bill in the Committee on Fi- 
nance. It was reported back with the recommend- 
ation of the committee that it should be post- 
poned until the 4th of March; and thisis the way 
it stands before the Senate. How much signifi- 
cance that has, one way or the other, I do not 
know. 

Mr. HALE. Then I want to say a single word 
right here. Lamas willing, as everybody knows, 
to follow leaders as any man in this body; and I 
am as desirous fora tariff as anybody; but I be- 
lieve this tariff affects very essentially the inter- 
ests of the people whom Í represent; and] am 
not willing to vote upon it in the dark, until it has 
had the intelligent examination of a committee of 


į this body; and that will govern my vote when it | 


comes up, party or no party. : 

Mr. BIGLER, My colleague seems desirous 
of keeping the position of this bill; and I am quite 
disposed to allow him to have his way about it. 
My own judgment is that it is not politic to press | 
this measure this morning; but I believe I shall 
vote with him to take the bill up, expecting that | 
after some discussion we shall fix a day for its 
final disposition. I do not expect it to be dis- 
posed of to-day. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. Mr. President, I wish to 
have the position of this matter fully understood. 
This bill was first scat to the Committee on Fi- 


nance, I believed it to. be properly sent. there, 
because it had never been examined;and my wish 
and hope were that when it went to. that commit- 
tee it should be thoroughly examined, so:that if 
we were disposed to pass it, we should pass it 
understandingly and. with proper amendments. 
{have no doubt it requires some amendment. 
But the majority of that committee thought proper 
to bring it back to the Senate with a recom- 
mendation equivalent to its rejection entirely. 
Now, sir, my opinion is, that before this. body 
acts upon it, it ought to go through the hands 
of a committee and be examined.. My opinion 
further is, that when it is taken up in this body, 
if the recommendation. of the Committee on 
Finance to postpone it to the 4th of March is 
rejected, it should then go back to the committce 
for examination and be reported atan carly day. 
That is my notion about it, although I will not 
press it against the wishes of the Senators from 

ennsylvania. If they are disposed to take it 
up and examine it here, and run the risk of ita 
passage without such a previous examination, 
and a thorough one, Iam perfectly willing that 
that should be donc; but I do think that-it ought 
to be taken up immediately, and I am surprised 
that it has not been called up before. I did not 
consider it my business to do it, -I hope it will 
be taken up immediately, and, if this reeommend- 
ation of the Committee on Finance is rejected, a 
day fixed when it shall be acted upon, and that 
adhered to. 

Mr. CAMERON. What has been said by the 
Senator from Maine makes it my duty to say some- 
thing about the course of the Committee on Fi- 
nance in reference to this bill. It will be remem- 
bered that this bill passed the House carly in the 
last session; and when it came here, it was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Finance. Perhaps 1 
cannot with propriety speak of the proceedings 
of the committee; but on every day that I had an 
opportunity, I urged upon the committee the in- 
vestigation of the bill. The whole session was 
wasted, and the bill was not examined. Again it 
was referred to the Committee on Finance by the 
Senator from Maine, when I brought the bill up 
this session. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. Oh, no. 

Mr. CAMERON. Yes, sir; on your vote. 

Mr. fF ESSENDEN. No, sir; the Senator is 
entirely mistaken. The report will show it, 

Mr. CAMERON. Very well; I will not con- 
tradict the Senator. He ought to know better 
than I do. But it was referred again to the com- 
mittee, and there was no action had upon it, until 
at last a resolution was adopted there, which is 
tantamount to its destruction, recommending that 
it lie over until the 4th of March. Now, bam 
tired of that. Lf gentlemen on this side, who are 
in favor of protection or some alteration in the 
tariff, will vote with us for this bill, we shall get 
what we desire; but we shall never obtain it if 
this thing is to continue all the session, of post- 
poning for some frivolous reason or other, or re- 
ferring the bill back to a committee who! will not 
investigate it. There is not a member of that 
committee who will look at it, except the Sena- 
tor from Maine. What have we to gain by their 
looking at it? The truth is, such motions are 
only intended to destroy the bill. Now, I am 
perfectly willing when this bill shall come up that 
a day certain shall be fixed to dispose of it; but 
I have no desire to trust it again to that commit- 
tee for an examination. 

Mr.GWIN. [hope this bill will not come up 
to-day for consideration. It is well known to the 
members of the Committee on Finance—I sup- 
pose there is no objection to referring to the opin- 
ions of the members of the committee—that a 
majority of the committee were opposed to this 
bill; and that a report was made more than a 
monthago, with the object of ascertaining whether 
the majority of the Senate would consider this 
question during the present session. 

As the Senator from Maine said, I expected it 
to come up long ago; but, being opposed to the 
bill, I was of the opinion that those members of 
the Senate who were in favor of it, were waiting 
for the happening of certain events which have 
happened here, by which a large vote against the 
bill has been thrown out, giving them a better 
prospect of passing it. Now, a word as to the 
delay. If the bill had been takenup one month 
ago, I have no doubt it would have been post- 
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poned to the 4th of March. If it now comes up, 
and that postponement is decided against, the 
Senator from Maine certainly has indicated the 
roper course, for the bill has not been examined. 
twas not examined by the Committee on Fi- 
nance, because they believed a majority of the 
Senate were opposed to the bill, and we wanted 
a test vote. Why go into the labor of preparing 
amendments to this bill, or examining it at all, if 
a majority of the Senate were against it? Ifit had 
been voted on one month ago, it would have been 
seen that such was the fact; but the vote was 
postponed for the purpose of having a full Senate 
to ascertain whether the subject should be con- 
sidered at all. That motion has been postponed 
for upwards of a month; and, in the mean time, 
six or eight Senators, who are opposed to the 
bill, have retired from the Senate. Now, the first 
question is: shall the bill be considered during 
this session, or postponed to the 4th of March, 
which is equivalent to its rejection. After thatis 
decided, if the Senate will entertain the bill, it 
ought certainly to be examined by some commit- 
tee; for it is, in my judgment, one of the crudest 
bills that ever was presented to the Senate of the 
United States, although it is on one of the most 
important subjects. ‘Therefore, I hope it will not 
be taken up now. 
Mr. DOUGLAS. The statement cf the Sena- 
tor from Maine, that this bill has not been ex- 
amined in detail by the Committee on Finance, I 
think, demonstrates the necessity of a recommittal 
of the bill for the purpose of its undergoing such 
an investigation. It is very clear that of all the 
measures upon which we have to act, a tariff bill 
is the one that should be examined in its details 
critically by a committee, who are presumed to 
understand the subject, and have been appointed 
for that purpose. Now, since the events of the 
last fow weeks, there has been, or isto be, a change 
in the position of the Committee on Finance. The 
chairman of that committee, (Mr. Hunrer,] who 
has served the Senate and the country in that 
poson with so much ability for many ycars, 
has deemed it his duty to retire; and I understand 
that he places his withdrawal from the committee 
on the ground that he no longer represents a ma- 
jority of the body, These cvents, changing the 
character of the Senate, transfer the power in this 
pody from this side of the Chamber to the other 
side. 
Mr. FESSENDEN. Oh, no; we have not 
ot it. 
J Mr. DOUGLAS. Well, you have got it so 
nearly that two or three days will give it to you 
conclusively ;and the resignation of the chairman 
of the Committee on Finance is predicated, as 1 
understand, on that fact. From this time out, 
the other side of the Chamber have the respons- 
ibility of the action of this body, and are entitled 
to their representation in the committees. It 


strikes me, therefore, that the first course is for | 


them to proceed to the clection of a chairman of 
the Committee on Finance who represents their 
views, and to fill the other vacancies, so that that 
important committee will reflect the policy of a 
majority of the Senate, and then recommit this 
bill to the committee as thus organized; and when 
they make a report upon it, we shall be ready to 
act upon it. I think that is the true mode of 

roceeding. It does not follow that after the 
Senate shall have appointed a new chairman of 
the Committee on Finance, and filled the vacan- 
cies on that committee, there will be the same 
report on this bill; there may bea different report 
from that made by the committee who recom- 
mended its postponement to the 4thof March. It 
does follow that this bill ought not to be passed 
until it has been examined by a committee in de- 
tail. We must, therefore, either recommit it to 
the Committee on Finance, or create a special 
committee to make the necessary investigation, 
before we act upon it. Inasmuch as the objec- 
tion in the way of an investigation by the Com- 
mittee on Finance has been removed by the resig- 
nations on that committee, all you have to do is 
to proceed to elect a chairman of that committee, 
and fill up your vacancies in a manner that will 
be satisfactory to a majority of the Senate, and 
then recommit the bill, and have a report on its 
details; and then I shall be ready to vote upon 
the measure. 

Mr. WILSON. It seems to me, sir, that we 
have no time to lose, if it be the purpose of the 


Senate to consider this bill at the present session. 
This bill was got up in the House of Representa- 
tives with a great deal of Jabor and investigation. 


| I doubt whether any bill connected with the tariff, 


ar any other question, has passed the House of 
Representatives for years, to which so much time 
and labor have been devoted. It comes here. I 
do not think it perfect. It proposesgreat changes. 
I think the Senate ought to take time to examine 
it, and examine it with care. ‘Therefore, we 
should act upon it to-day; and if itis to go back 
to the Committee on Finance, let us send it back 
at once, and give that committee time to act upon 
it. But there are, I understand, now before that 
committee several appropriation bills from the 
House of Representatives for their consideration; 
and I do not know whether they will have time 
enough to devote to this bill that attention which 
ought to be devoted to it for the next few days. 
If they cannot do it, I think the Senate should 
appoint a special committee, and send this bill to 
that special committee, and let them devote the 
days and nights to its consideration, for it is a 
question of great importance to the country. 

Sir, there has been a pressure here for nearly 
four years to modify the revenue laws of this 
country. The President has repeatedly recom- 
mended these changes; the late Secretary of the 
Treasury resisted them. The chairman of the 
Committee on Finance has resisted a modification 
of the revenue laws. Now, all the reliances that 
have been put by the Senate and the country 
upon the estimates of these officers have failed. 
We have been incurring debts; we have borrowed 
vast sums of money; and we are now told that 
we want $20,000,000 more to carry us through, I 
think, to the close of the fiscal year. The time 
has come for action; and this Congress should 
not adjourn without passing a well-devised reve- 
nue law for the country. We have no time to 
lose. We should take up the bill, I think, and 
act upon it to-day, and send it to the Committee 
on Finance to be thoroughly examined; or, what 
perhaps may be better, if that committee be over- 
burdened with labor, as they may be, with the 
numerous appropriation bills from the House of 
Representatives, to a special committee, that can 
give their days to the consideration of the details 
of a measure so important to the country. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I desire simply to correct 
a misapprehension which 1 have noticed in the 
newspapers, and have heard in the Senate this 
morning, in regard to the political condition of 
parties in this body. I am quite willing to take 
my share of responsibility, but I am very un- 
willing that the Republican party should be held 
responsible for what passes this Senate, or for the 
non-action of the Senate, in regard to important 
matters, when they have no power whatever here. 
We have been told this morning that we should 
elect a chairman ofthe Finance Committee. Why, 
sir, there isa majority of six against us here in the 
Senate. There are fifty-cight persons here, bolding 
seats, and there are but twenty-six Republicans. 
There are thirty-two against us. We can carry 
no measure; we can elect no man upon any com- 
mittee. I should be very glad to find that Sena- 
tors upon the other side, satisfied of the errors of 
their ways, were joining with us and giving usa 
majority; and then I should be willing to share 
my proportion of the responsibility; and I think 
we should see a different class of legislation from 
what has been witnessed in the Senate for some 
time past, if we had that majority. 

J rose simply to correct that misapprehension, 
so that the country should not suppose that the 
responsibility for non-action, or action cither, 
was upon the Republican organization in this 
body. Ithas been repeated often; it has been said 
that we could settle everything in the country; 
but we have no power to pass anything. There 
is a working majority against us upon every ques- 
tion. 

Mr. BIGLER. Ido not know, Mr, President, 
that I have ever witnessed an instance in which 
an effort was made to pass a bill by one body be- 
cause it had passed another, and in the precise 
terms in which it had been passcd by the other, 
that did not lead to delay and danger. I have all 
the while been of the opinion that, however thor- 
oughly this proposition may have been examined 
in the House of Representatives, Senators would 
feel that it was due to the magnitude of the sub- 
ject and the obligations that rest upon them, that 


they should examine it, or some committee for 
them, in order that when it came up here for final 
disposition, some Senator, or some two or three 
Senators, should be able to meet every question 
presented in reference to it, not only as to the 
general. theory upon which it is based, but its 
practical operation; and I therefore concur mainly 
in what the Senator from Massachusetts has said, 
that now we had better take up this bill and com- 
mit it toacommittee. Ido not mean a committee 
against it, as would be the Committee on Finance 
as heretofore constituted, but a committee of those 
who are willing to strike the proper medium on 
this question, and to act promptly. I think that 
can be more safely done by a select committee of 
three or five Senators; and if the Senator from 
Rhode Island, (Mr. Simmons,] who is evidently 
more familiar with this subject, who, from his long 
experienceand practical connection with the whole 
question, better understands it than any other 
member of this body, will indicate his willingness 


` to commit this bill to a select committee, with the 


understanding thatit shall act promptly and thor- 
oughly, I shall vote for that; belicving that in 
doing so Í act the part of a true friend of that just 
policy which my constituents desire. 

Mr. SIMMONS. Iam not one of those who 
choose to commit themselves to anything to get 
a question up. Itis my intention, if we can get 
this question up, to make a motion; but until it 
comes up, I do not suppose it is necessary to in- 
dicate what the motion will be. 

Mr. BIGLER. Thatisenough. Let us take 
it up, and then let the Senator make his motion. 

Mr. HUNTER. I will only say, in regard to 
the action of the Committee on Finance upon 
this bill while I was a member of that commit- 
tee, that it will be found that it was sent to that 
committee on the 11th and returned on the 20th 
of December, being in the possession of the com- 
mittee only nine days, and it was returned be- 
cause a majority believed that we could not at 
this session pass any proper revenue measure. 
For one, I did not believe that the other system 
had had a fair trial. We were getting a larger 
revenue than we had done for many years, up to 
the period of these political troubles, and I have 
no idea that any tariff that you can pass will pro- 
duce revenue cnough until they can be settled or 
pass away in some mode. 1 did not believe, for 
one, therefore, that this was the proper time to 
act upon it, and that was reason enough for me, 
without a particular examination of the bill, to 
vote for its postponement until the 4th of March. 
So far as the bill is concerned, I myself did ex- 
amine it last session, and Ido not believe itaffords 
foundation even for a proper revenue measure; 
but I know that there is a majority in the Senate 
of a different opinion. I dare say a special com- 
mittee may be a very good one to consider it. 
Perhaps that is the proper direction, and I shall 
not resist it, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Brier.) 
The question is on postponing the unfinished 
business of yesterday, for the purpose of taking 
up House bill No. 338. 

Mr. BIGLER. Perhaps we can take up this 
bill now by common consent. 

Mr. CLINGMAN. I would rather go on with 
the resolutions. ` 

Mr. BIGLER. Very well; let the question be 

ut. 

Mr. CLINGMAN called for the ycas and 
nays; and they were ordered. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. I desire to have the 
question very distinctly on the postponement of 
the resolutions. The motion is, I believe, to post- 
pone all the preceding orders of the day, to take 
up this bill. Cannot I askto divide the question, 
and have it first on the postponement? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question 
is susceptible of division, and the first vote then 
will be on postponing the special order. That 
leaves it in the power of the Senate to take upany 
other business. ` 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. Cannot! divide the spe- 
cial orders to be postponed? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair 
states that the question will be divided in that 
form. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. I want the question on 
my resolutions, if I can have it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair 
States that he will put the question in that form, 
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first on postponing the special order, being the 
resolutions of the Senator from Kentucky; and 
then the question will come up as to what shall 
be the business before the Senate. 

Mr. BIGLER. Iam aware of that; but I de- 
sire to say that, notwithstanding the division, I 
vote to postpone the resolutions, with the under- 
standing and expectation that the tariff bill will be 
immediately taken up and committed, and then 
the consideration of the resolutions resumed. I 
do not consent to occupy the attitude of interfer- 
ing with the consideration of the resolutions. 

-The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator 
from Kentucky calls for a division of the ques- 
tion. He is entitled to it, and the Chair will con- 
sider the yeas and naysas ordered upon the post- 
ponement of the special order, leaving it open then 
to take up any other business. The Secretary 
will call the roll on postponing the special order. 

The question being taken by yeas and nays, 
resulted—yeas 27, nays 21; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Anthony, Baker, Bigler, Bingham, Cam- 
cron, Chandler, Clark, Collamer, Dixon, Doolitiic, Durkee, 
Fessenden, Foot, Foster, Grimes, Hale, King, Morrill, 
Seward, Simmons, Sumner, Ten Eyck, Thomson, Trum- 
bull, Wade, Wilkinson, and Wilson—-27. 

NAYS ssrs. Bayard, Benjamin, Bragg, Bright, Cling- 
man, Crittenden, Fitch, Hemphill, Hunter, Fverson, John- 
son of Arkansas, Johnson of Tennessee, Kennedy, Lathan, 
Mason, Nicholson, Pearce, Polk, Powell, Rice, and Sebas- 
tian—21. 

So the motion to postpone was agreed to. 

Mr. HALE. Now the question is on taking 
up the tariff bill. 

FLORIDA CLAIMS. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The first spe- 


30, declaratory 


cial order now is the bill S. No. 23 
of the acts for carrying into effect the ninth ar- 
ticle of the treaty between the United States and 
Spain. 

Mr, FOOT. I move to postpone the consider- 
ation of that bill to Monday week next, the 4th 
of February, and make it the special order for 
that day, at onc o’clock. 

The motion was agreed to. 


THE TARIFF BILL. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The next bill 
in order is House bill No. 388, entitled “An act 
to provide for the payment of outstanding Treas- 
ury notes, to authorize a loan, to regulate and fix 
the duties on imports, and for other purposcs.’’ 
The Chair understands that there is an amend- 
ment pending, which was offered by the Senator 
from Gregon, (Mr. Lane.]} 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Is not the question on the 
postponement? 

Mr. GWIN. I hope the Senator from Rhode 
Island will make the motion for a'select commit- 
tee. 

Mr. SIMMONS. I want to get at the precise 
state of the bill. Some of my friends say that 
the proper vote now is against postponing it to 
the 4th of March. 

Mr. HUNTER. Ido not understand that that 
motion is pending. The committee recommended 
it, but there was no motion made in pursuance of 
that recommendation. There is nothing in the 
way of amotion to commit, ifthe Senator moves it. 
` The PRESIDING OFFICER. There has been 
no action on the report of the Committee on Fi- 
nance; but since that report was made, the bill 
has been taken up and made a special order, and 
it is now before the Senate, as in Committee of 
the Whole, and may be referred either to a stand- 
ing or to a select committee. 

Mr. SIMMONS. I suggest, and will make 
tho motion, if the Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
Cameron] is willing, that the bill be referred to 
a select committee consisting of five Senators, and 
that they report on Tuesday next, or as early as 
practicable. 

Mr. GWIN. Ifthe Senator from Rhode Island 
wishes a select committee to examine this ques- 
tion, he had better give them until this day week. 
It is an important question. 

Mr. SIMMONS. Iam content, 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Itis moved to 


refer the bill to a select committee of five mem- 


bers. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. GWIN. I move that the committee be 
appointed by the Vice President. f 

The motion was agreed to by unanimous con- 
sent. 


Mr. BIGLER. I now move that the Senate 


resume the consideration of the resolutions of the 
Senator from Kentucky. 

Mr. GWIN. One word. It was proposed to 
instruct the committee to report the tariff bill 
within a week. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Sen- 
ator from California move that? 

Mr. GWIN. That is the motion of the Sen- 
ator from Rhode Island. 

Mr. SIMMONS. I thought that was included 
in the motion to refer. : 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It is a sepa- 
rate motion. It is moved that the select commit- 
tee be instructed to report back the bill on this 
day week. - : 

Mr. COLLAMER. I wish to amend that mo- 
tion, by adding, “ and that it be made the special 
order for that day at one o’clock.”’ [‘ Oh, no.”’] 

Mr. GWIN. It ought to be printed first, so 
that we may examine it. 

Mr. COLLAMER. Very well. 
insist on my suggestion, 

Mr. CAMERON. I renew the motion of the 
Senator from Vermont. 

Mr. BIGLER. That cannot be done. 

Mr. GWIN. When the bill is reported, it must 
be printed as amended; and we ought to have the 
printed bill before us before taking it up for action. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question 
is on instructing the committee to report the bill 
back this day week. 

The motion was agreed to. 


SLAVERY QUESTION. 


Mr. BIGLER. Now, I move to take up the 
resolutions of the Senator from Kentucky. 

Mr. WILSON. Will the Senator give way to 
allow me to make a motion? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will 
hear the Senator from Massachusetts. 

Mr. WILSON. I wanted to make a motion to 
fix some day for the consideration of the Pacific 
railroad bill, which has been thrown over. 

Mr. BIGLER. I cannot yield for a motion so 
important as that. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question 
is on the motion of the Senator from Pennsylva- 
nia. 

Mr. GW1I I am going to make a point on 
this very motion of the Senator from Pennsylva- 
nia. The question before the Senate is, what shall 
come up? If the resolutions of the Senator from 
Kentucky do not come up, the Pacific railroad bill 
comes up, as a matter of course, as the unfinished 
business; does it not? 


Mr. WILSON. I think the Pacific railroad bill 


i bas lost its place. 


Mr. BIGLER. Ihave submitted a motion to 
resume the consideration of the resolutions of the 
Senator from Kentucky. 

Mr. GWIN. Iam going to give a reason why 
I shall vote against the motion. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question 


is on the motion of the Senator from Pennsylva- | 


nia to take up for consideration the resolutions 
offered by the Senator from Kentucky. 

Mr. GWIN. Can I make a motion to amend 
that? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will 
hear the proposition of the Senator. 

Mr. GWIN. 


I shall not- 


I want to take up the Pacific | 


railroad bill and have it considered and acted on į 
finally. There are no speeches to be made on that, | 


to go to the country or cisewhere. We are going 
to consider the details of it; and I think if we 
take it up we can soon get through with it. 


Mr. TRUMBULL. Will the Senator from į 


California allow me to inquire what is the busi- | 


ness before the Senate? 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The motion of || 


the Senator from Pennsylvania. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. But what would be the 
business regularly in order if that motion was not 
made? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. There is no 
special order now. The Pacific railroad bill, as 
the Chair understands, has lost its position as a 


special order. The question now is on the motion | 
of the Senator from Pennsylvania to take up the | 


resolutions offered by the Senator from Kentucky. ;; 


Mr. GWIN. I move to amend the motion by 
substituting the Pacific railroad bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will 
remark to the Senator that the motion is-not 


| mento, Rogue river, Umpqua, and Willamette, 


amendable. If it is voted down, the Senator’s 
motion will be in order. ce : 

Mr. WILSON and Mr. GWIN: called forthe 
yeas and nays; and they were ordered;.and being 
taken, resulted—yeas 24, nays 27; as follows: 

YEAS — Messrs. Bayard, Benjamin, Bigler,. Bragg, 
Bright, Clingman, Crittenden, Douglas, Fitch, Hemphill, 
Hunter, Iverson, Johnson of Tennessee, Kennedy, Lane, 
Mason, Nicholson, Pearce, Polk, Powell, Rice, Sebastian, 
Thomson, and Wigftl—24. 

NAYS—Messrs. Anthony, Baker, Bingham, Cameron, 
Chander, Clark ,Collamer, Doolittle, Durkee, Fessenden, 
Foot, Foster, Grimes, Gwin, Hale, Harlan, King, Latham, 
Morrill, Seward, Simmons, Sumner, Ten Eyek, *trumbull, 
Wade, Wilkinson, and Wilson—Q7, ` 


So the motion was not agreed to. 
RAILROAD TO TILE PACIFIC. 


On motion of Mr. GWIN, the Senate, as in 
Committee of the Whole, resumed the consider- 
ation of the bill (H. R. No. 701) to secure con- 
tracts, and make provision for the safe, certain, 
and more speedy transportation, by railroad, of 
mails, troops, munitions of war,and military and 
naval stores, between the Atlantic States.and those 
of the Pacific, and for other purposes; the pend- 
ing question being on the amendment offered by 
Mr. LANE. 

Mr. GWIN. There are some amendments to 
the bill, which are rendered necessary in order to 
conform to the amendment which was adopted on 
the motion of the Senator from North Carolina, 
(Mr. Brage.} Ihave indicated to the Secretary 
of the Senate what those amendments are. If the 
Secretary will read those amendments, the Sena- 
tor from North Carolina will see the appropriate- 
ness of passing them. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The pending 
amendment is the one offered by the Senator from 
Oregon. Will the Senate have it read? 

Mr. GWIN. I hope the Senator from Oregon 
will permit me to perfect the bill in the manner I 
have indicated, in order to make the bill conform 
to the amendments that have already been adopted 
by the Senate, before the vote is taken on his 
amendment. According to the amendment, the 
acts of incorporation by the States and Territo- 
rics are to be reported back to Congress for action, 
and a provision of the bill says that the road must 
be commenced in twelve months from the passage 
of the act, which is impossible. 

Mr. LANE. I have no objection to the time 
being extended, and I will waive my amendment 
for the present for that purpose. 

Mr. GWIN. There is no objection, I suppose, 
to the amendment that I propose. I hope the 
Secretary will read it. 

The Secretary read it. In line five of section five 
of the bill to strike out the words “ approval of 
the act by the President,” and to insert the words 
“time at which the acts of incorporation shall 
have been approved, according to the first section 
of this act;” and in the tenth line to strike out the 
words ‘ passage and approval of this act,” and 
insert the words, ** time at which the acts of in- 
corporation shall have been approved, according 
to the first section of this act;’’ so that the section 
will read: 

Sec. 5. And be it further enacted, That if the corpora- 
tion or corporations procecding under the provisions of this 
act in the construction of said road shail fail to commence 
the work upon said road within one year from the time at 
which the acts of incorporation shall have been approved, 
according to the firstsection of this act, or fali ta complete 
one hundred (100) miles per year alter the first year, or 
shall fail to complete the whole of said line and furnish the 
nilroad transportation contenspiated and contracted for by 
this act along the entire Jine within fifteen years after the 
time at which the acts of incorporation shall have been 
approved, according to the first section of this act, the 
corporation or corporations contracting or owning the same 
shall forfeit all the rights and privileges hereby granted, 
either in respectto aid, right of way, orlands not yet disposed 
of by them; and it shall be the right and duty of Congress 
to provide for the construction or completion of the same 
by other corporation or corporations; and to this end, all 
the property, rights, franchi: or improvements, belonging 
to or connected with this road, so far as completed or in 
progress, shall inure to and become the property of such 
second corporation or corporations herein referred to, upon 
the same conditions as it belonged to the corporation or 
corporations thus failing. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question 
now is on the amendment offered by the Senator 
from Oregon, whieh will be read. 

The Secretary read it; to- insert, in Hine thirteen 
of the first section, after the word “ California,’* 
the following: 

Thence, branching 


north through the valleys of Sacra- 
to Portland, 
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in Oregon; and for the construction of this branch, a grant 
of alternate sections of land for six miles on each side of 
said road is hereby made, to be selected in odd numbers 
from the nearest unoccupied and unappropriated agricul- 
tural land. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. GWIN. The amendment offered by the 
Senator from Louisiana [Mr. Bensamin] the other 
day, and adopted by the Senate, in regard to the 
corporation, as it is called, making it merely a 
board of commissioners, makes it a matter of not 
so much importance whose names are inserted. 
Several Senators have suggested the names of 
gentlemen of capital and experience in their sec- 
tions of the country, whose names, as commis- 
sioners, as I may now call them, would be of great 
consequence in the organization of this great work. 
I sent up those names, at the suggestion of those 
Senators, and hope they will be inserted in the 
proper place. | 

The Secretary read the amendment; to insert, 
at the end of the thirty-fourth line of the first sec- 
tion, the following: 

Edward Learned, James M. Cook, Erastus Corning, 
James ‘I’. Souter, F. P. James, Samuel F. Butterworth, 
and $. L. M. Barlow, of New York; Watts Sherman and 
Thomas A. Scott, of Pennsylvania; and Daniel P. Rhodes, 
of Ohio. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Do these names come from 
any committee? I should like to inquire of the 
Senator from California whether this is a mere 
preference of his? 

Mr. GWIN. No, sir. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I understand the commit- 
tee of the House of Representatives have consid- 
ered this subject, and certain names have been in- 
serted as corporators. I know nothing mysclf of 
tho selection of these names. I know nothing of 
the names now proposed; butthere ought, it seems 
to me, to be some reason given for adding a list of 
names at this time. 

Mr. GWIN. Ifthe Senator had listened to me 
when | offtred the amendment, he would have un- 
derstood the reason why J did offer it. T'he amend- 
ment of the Senator from Louisiana having left 
this matter open entirely, and changed the char- 
acter of the billas it came from the House, anum- 
ber of Senators have suggested the namos of other 

arties, inasmuch as it was open to subscription. 

hey are the names of parties whom it would be 
important to have in originating and starting this 
great enterprise, men of large wealth and experi- 
ence in railroad matters. They were suggested 
to me by members of the Senate. I bave no name 
myself to propose at all from any portion of the 
country; certainly, none from my own country; 
but it was supposed that these names would aid 
in organizing and starting this great enterprise. 
That was my reason for offering them. Ishould 
not have offered any name, if it had not been that 
the amendment of the Senator from Louisiana left 
iL an open question for every person to subscribe 
that chooses to do it. ` 

Mr. BAKER. Will the Senator from Califor- 
nia have the names of the States designated, so 
that we may see from what States they come? 

Mr.GWIN. The personsare named, and the 
States from which they come—New York, Ohio, 
and Pennsylvania. I intended to offer some from 
the State of Illinois; but, as the Senators from 
that State did not agree on the names, and nobody 
had objected to these, I have offered them sepa- 
rately. Those that come from Illinois I will name 
afterwards, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Foster 
in the chair.) Is the Senate ready for the ques- 
tion on the amendment proposed by the Senator 
from California, to insert the names that have been 
mentioned? 

The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr.GWIN. Now, Mr. President, I offer two 
names from the State of Ilinois. I will state in 
advance that, as the Senators from that State do 
not agree about these names, I offer them with- 
outany feeling on the subject as to the partics 
named. I want to get the names of individuals 
who will aid in this great enterprise. I would 
not have offered any name, as the Senators from 
the State did not agree upon them; but it was dc- 


sired by one of the Senators that at least one of | 


the names presented should be offered; the other 
Senator did not object to that; and I have offered 
both of them. I move to add at the end of the 
lastamendment the names of Virgil Hickox and 
C. L. Higbee, of Hinois. 


Mr. TRUMBULL. I move to amend the 
amendment by adding the names of William B. 
Ogden and Henry Farnham. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. I may as well state very 
frankly the point of difference of opinion on this 
question. At the last session, I think it was, 
when this bill was pending in the House of Rep- 
resentatives, a member of the House, having it in 
charge, came to me and told me that they wanted 
a man from Illinois. They had selected one who 
was a Republican and they wanted one who was 
a Democrat, so as to deprive it of any partisan 
character. They said they had selected the name 
of William B. Ogden, who wasa Republican, and 
wanted the name of a Democrat. I considered 
William B. Ogden a very proper gentleman, and 
there was no objection to him. I gave them the 
name of John Moore, a Democrat, who is a re- 
tired politician and has now no connection with 
politics, and who eminently possesses the con- 
fidence of the people of the State of Illinois. When 
the billcame in here, I found they had stricken out 
William B. Ogden and put in the names of three 
very active politicians—John Wentworth, N. B. 
Judd, and Mr. Hammond. There were three 
against one, who was not an active politician. I 
suggested to my colleaguc that I thought this ought 
to be stripped of its partisan character, either by 
striking out thetwoactive politicians—Mr. Went- 
worthand Mr. Judd—and let it stand John Moore 
and Charles G. Hammond; or by putting in two 
others, so that if there were three onone side there 
would be three on the other,and thus it would be 
divested of any appearance of political partisan- 
ship. Iam willing now to strike them all out but 
one oneach side; or I am willing to make it two 
or three on a side; but Iam unwilling thatit shall 
be made a partisan concern by carrying partisan 
polities into it. My colleague does not object 
when he hasin the bill three Republicans, who are 
very violent partisans, and only one Democrat. 
He docs not object to the addition of two Demo- 
crats to make it even; but he wants to put in two 
more Republicans, so as again to get the prepon- 
derance. I protest against party polities coming 
into this question; and for that reason [I insist 
either on striking out all but one on each side— 
one Democratand one Republican—or leaving two 
Democrats and two Republicans, or three Demo- 
erats and three Republicans, just as you please, 
to keep it even on each side, 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Mr. President, my col- 
league has had the advantage of me so far as being 
consulted in regard to these names is concerned, 
I was never consulted, and I did not know what 
names were inserted in the bill until it came to the 
Senate and I saw them here. I supposed those 
names were selected without reference to party; 
and though my colleague says they are very active 
partisans, I did not know the politics of Mr. 
Hammond. 


In regard to another, Mr. Wentworth, I may | 


say that he is quite as much of a party man on 
the side of my colleague as he is upon ours. We 
do not claim him asa party man. Ido not. I 
am quite willing, if the Senator objects to himon 
party grounds, that he shall have somebody else. 
fIccertainly is not selected in consideration of his 
party politics. [had nothing to do with his se- 
lection. If I were selecting men on that ground, 
certainly I should not have selected him. ‘I am 
quite satisfied to let the names remain as they 
came from the House of Representatives; but 
when the names of four gentlemen from Hlinois 
have been put into the bill without any reference 
whatever to politics, so far as I know—for I was 
not consulted on the subject—I am not quite will- 
ing that my colleagucshall come into theSenateand 
ask that two party men shall be put in—the chair- 
man of the Democratic committee of Illinois, and 
another violent partisan. That looks to me a lit- 


-tle like bringing party into the bill. Ido not sup- 


pose that either of the four names in the bill ori- 
ginally were selected with a view to party; but it 
shows that there is some party feeling about it, 
when it is insisted that they must be divided 
equally between the parties. “I wish no party to 
enter into this bill, I have not been consulted; 
and I had nothing to do with the selection of the 
four names from Illinois; but they are not parti- 
san, so far as I know, with the exception of one. 
Mr. Judd is a party man, and known asa Re- 
publican. Mr. Wentworth, perhaps, may be re- 


garded as a party man; but my colleague knows į 


very well that he has been quite as much of a 
party man in hostility to Republicanism as he has 
been in its favor. Therefore, if he proposes to 
add two names, I propose two other gentlemen. 
They are not party men. I have named those 
gentlemen. Mr. Ogden isa gentleman largely in- 
terested in railroads—more so, perhaps, than any 
man in the State of Illinois; a man of large means, 
who has had a good deal to do with the railroad 
interests of the West; and he isa very proper per- 
son, independent of any party feeling, as I pre- 
sume my colleague will agree at once, to be one 
of the corporators in this railroad bill. The other 
gentleman named, Mr. Farnham, is also a rail- 
road man. Neither of these gentlemen, | pre- 
sume, would be called an active partisan; although 
one of them is at this time a member of the Ili- 
nois State central committee. Itis because they 
are interested in the object of this bill that 1 have 
named them; and not in consideration of any par- 
tisan feelings which either of them may have. The 
persons named by the gentlemen are, as individ- 
uals, unexceptionable, so far as I know; but they 
are not so exclusively connected with the railroad 
interests of the West as are Mr. Ogden and Mr. 
Farnham. I have no objection to the names of 
Mr. Hickox and Mr. Higbee being inserted; but 
if they are about to be put in on the ground of 
their being partisans, then I ask to insert two 
other names of persons who are not partisans, 
but very worthy men. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. Mr. President, I am aston- 
ished at the statement of my colleague that Mr. 
Wentworth is not a Republican and a partisan. 
1 regard him as the most powerful and formidable 
partisan in [linois. In northern Hlinois, he is 
the very soul of your party, by far the most in- 
fluential and powerful adversary that I have per- 
sonally, or that the Democratic party has. Ido 
not object to his name in this bill on that ground. 
He is nota railroad man. He is a partisan; but 
I do not object to it. 

My colleague has said that Mr. Hickox was 
chairman of the State Democratic central com- 
mittee. If he wished to have been candid, he 
would have said that Mr. Judd was the chairman 
of the Republican State central committee in the 
battle fighting me. I think the one balances the 
other. 1 do not object to Mr. Judd on that ground; 
butifhe is sineere in his objection to Mr. Hickox, 
because he was chairman of the Democratic com- 
mittee, as an honest man he is bound to object to 
his own man for the same reason. One will coun- 
terbalance the other. 

As to Mr. Hammond, he says he does not 
know that he is a partisan. Ido not object to 
Mr. Hammond; fam willing to leave him in the 
bill; but he is a partisan. Ihave reason to know 
that he not only was a partisan, but that his rail- 
road was a partisan railroad. In the contest of 
1856 I had to witness the fact with my own eyes, 
that Democrats could not ride home from a mass 
meeting by his railroad unless they rode under 
the Frémont flag; and hundreds of men were com- 
pelled to go home in another way, rather than 
submit to the humiliation of riding on a partisan 
railroad, carrying partisan flags on its cars. He 
does not know that these men are partisans! 
Why, you would not have had a party but for 
the money and the power of these men. [donot 


| object to them on thatground; but I want the bill 


stripped of its partisan character by equalizing it. 

I say to my colleague, strike out all the names 
but one on each side. He may choose one, and 
I will designate John Moore as the Democrat, If 
he objects to him, I will take another. He may 
designate a Republican, and if he is not personally 
objectionable, he may come in. I will put in no 
man to whom he objects. He may have a veto 
on my man, and I will have one òn his. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. Then you will never get 
anybody in. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. Yes, I will. He may take 
William B. Odgen, the man whom he eulogizes 
so much. Ido not objectto him. He may take 
Mr. Hammond, whose politics he does not know. 
I donotobjectto him. He may take the partisan 
chairman of his committee, Mr. Judd. I will not 


| object to him, but will just offset another man 


againsthim. Ifhe takes the chairman of his com- 
mittee, I will take the chairman of ours. If he 
leaves off the chairman of his committee, I will 
leave off the chairman of ours. I want the bill 
stripped of its party character. F never dreamed 
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of putting a party man into the board; and when 
1 suggested old John Moore, I did so because he 
is not an active politician, and because, having 
retired from politics, he was selected by the unan- 
imous vote of the State, as the trustee to hold the 
Illinois Central road trust. I wantno party char- 
acter in the bill. I will agree to strike out ail the 
names from Illinois, or I will agree to put in a 
man on each side, or two on a side, or three ona 
side, equalizing it; that isall I ask. The Senate 
now can vote on the first two names. Then, if 
these are put in, he can renew the others; but I 
give notice that I shall renew name for name, 
until they are equalized, cither by striking out, or 
by adding to the names in the bill. 

Mr. WILSON. Mr. President, I regret that 
we should have anything said here about Ilinois 
party politics, or the party politics of any other 
State, in regard to this railroad. The Senator 
from Louisiana [Mr. Bensamin] offered an amend- 
ment the other day, which was adopted, to throw 
this matter open to everybody in the country who 
chose to come in. I must confess I do not see 
any particular reason to change that provision; 
but ifit is thought best to change it, and to con- 
fine it to certain persons named in the bill, I do 
not care a fig what the politics of the men are who 
are to go init. IfI could have ten, ora hundred, 
or a thousand, or ten thousand good names of 
men who are ready to put their money into that 
road, and use their influence to construct it, I 
would never ask whether they were of one polit- 
ical party or the other. The great point is to get 
men of talent, of influence, men of money, to take 
hold of and build this road; and with all the in- 
ducernents that are in this bill, Lam not sure that 
that class of men wil! invest their money or give 
their time to the construction of this road. 

Dut, sir, if we arc to put names in the bill, I 
hope we shall have no wrangling here about their 
party politics; but shall select men of influence; 
men who have means; men who can command 
means; men who can command influences to bring 
money for the construction of the road. Now, 
there are three names from my State mentioned 
in the bill, and I never stop to ask what their pol- 
itics are. In looking over them, I have the im- 

ression that one of them belongs to the Repub- 
fan party. There are other names that I would 
be glad to see in that bill; and if we are to put 
names in, I propose to put some there. I would 

ropose Mr. John M. Forbes, a gentleman who 
1s one of the largest owners of railroads in the 
country; he is interested in the Michigan, the St. 
Joseph, and other roads; he is a man of great 
ability, of business character, of wealth, and of 
position in every other respect. ‘There is Mr, 
Chester W. Chapin, president of the Western rail- 
road of my own State, a Democrat of Democrats. 
I care nothing about his politics. Then there is 
Mr. Gennery Twitchell, president of the Wor- 
cester road, aman of great vigor and great cn- 
ergy; and E. Hasket Derby, who has written 
more in regard to this Pacific railroad, and rail- 
roads in this country, and who understands the 
whole railroad interest of this country perhaps 
better than any man in it, or as well as any, un- 
less it be Mr. Poor, of New York. Then there 
is Mr. Samuel Hooper, an eminent merchant of 
Boston, a man largely engaged in railroads. I 
should like to see such names go into the bill. I 
could pick them out in my own State and section 
of country by the hundred; and I would not stop 
to ask what their politics are. All I wantto know 
is, will these men give their time; will they con- 
tribute their means; will they use their influence 
to gct the means to construct this Pacific railroad? 
That is all the question I ask, and it is all any of 
us ought to ask here. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. LT agree with the Senator 
from Massachusetts entirely, that the party pol- 
ities of the gentlemen named here should have 
nothing to do with the bill, and they had not, so 
far as 1 know anything about it, until my col- 
league came in and asked us to putin men as party 
men, 

Mr. DOUGLAS. 1 bee pardon—— 

Mr. TRUMBULL. That is the reason. He 
put it on the ground that there were not as many 
Democrats there as Republicans, and he made his 
proposition for the purpose of having party men. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. I beg pardon; | have not 
proposed them as partisans. I stated that I pro- 
posed to my colleague privately the objection that 


men here as party men. 
to strike them all out but two, but he wants man 
for man as partisans. That is the very object of 
thismotion, the very burden of it, and nothingelse. 
Why object to the bill as it came from the House, 
when one man is named in regard to whose pol- 
itics I never heard, if it is not for party consider- 
ations? Whatis his speech? Who has dragged 
parties into the Senate here and urged that man 
for man should go into the bill as corporators, 
because of party feeling, as if men could not build 
a railroad unless they were Democrats? I stated 
that I had nothing to do with the names that were 
putin this bill, and never knew who they were 
until the bill came here. 

But the most extraordinary statement is made 
here, that Mr. John Moore is not a partisan. 
Why, sir, E know Mr. John Moore very well; 
and a bitterer partisan there is notin the State. 
He used to be Lieutenant Governor of the State. 
Heisa good man. I have no objection to his 
going into this railroad company; but you will 
find that he was atall your party meetings for the 
lasttwenty years. Asthe men who have already 
been selected have been selected without reference 
to party, certainly, so far as I know anything 
about it—and my colleague was consulted, and I 
was not—if men are to be added because of polit- 
ical considerations, I have named two gentlemen, 
because my colleague has named two; but I am 
well cnough satisfied with the bill. 

But he gets up a dispute as to Mr. Wentworth’s 
politics; and he says he is the champion of Re- 
yublicanism. Well, I am notdisposed to discuss 
Mr. Wentworth’s politics, nor do I care whether 
he is in the bill or not. John Moore is a Demo- 
crat. Thereare but four names there; and if Mr. 
Wentworth is such a partisan that you are afraid 
of him, take him out, and put in somebody else. 
I prefer, however, that the Senator from Hlinvis 
should not select party men for me. 

But he says that Mr. Hamiltonis a party man; 
and he speaks of the railroads. To a person in 
{linois, who knows its politics as I do, who has 
traveled all over the State, and on all the railroads, 
and has seen the influence of the railroads in clec- 
tions, operating against the Republican party 
everywhere; who has seen the Democrats carried | 
on free tickets all over the State, when Republi- 
cans have been paying their fare, it is, to me,a | 
most astonishing accusation. 

But I do not want to go into these partisan 
questions; and I am sorry they are dragged in 
here in reference to a great measure like this for 
the building a Pacific railroad. I look upon it 
ag avery small matter; and I was quite willing 
that the names should remain as they were. The 
names were selected, I presume, without any 
reference to party; and | am willing they shall 
stand as they are now. Butsince my colleague 
has talked about party and putting in partisans, 
if there is any importance to be attached to it, 
when he puts in his two party men, to whom I 
do not object; if others are to go in let. his two 
men go in; but let Mr. Ogden and Mr. Farnham 
also go in, who are men that ought to be in the 
bill irrespective of any partisan considerations 
whatever. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. Mr. President, I do not | 
wish to prolong this debate. There is nothing 
more objectionable to me than a debate of this 
kind upon party politics on a bill of this descrip- | 


tion. I went to my colleague and told him that | 
this looked as if was a party machine, so far as | 
IHinois was concerned; and I proposed to him, 
privately, not to have a word in the Senate; to: 
strike out all but two men, or clse put in two on | 
a side, or three on a side; and pledged him that | 
I would not name a man that he objected to; that 
he might veto any man that was named. My | 
object was to get those that had no politics, or to | 
neutralize the politics; but he would not consent į 
to it. ` i 

He talks about these men being selected with- l 


was consulted, it was stated that they had selected 
William B. Ogden on the one side and wàñted a 
man on the other. 1 gave them John Moore. 
He is just as unobjectionable as Mr. Ogden. He 
isa Democrat; Mr. Ogden isa Republican. John 
Moore is out of office; Mr. Ogden is a Republi- 
can member of the Legislature now, the nominee 
of his party at the last election.. Lreckon he is 
not without. politics. He was selected for the 
purpose of voting for my colleague, and he dis- 
charged the duty. Then they want to put in two 
men who have no claim on earth but as partisans 
—John Wentworth and N. P. Judd, men that I 
have reason to believe would never allow an engi- 
neer or a contractor, or a subordinate, to work on 
a railroad they had control of, if they did not 
agree with them in politics, if they could prevent 
it. J have never known more unscrupulous men 
in politics than they are. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Why nottake Wentworth 
out, if you want to do so? 

Mr. DOUGLAS. Ah! now he says that Went- 
worth is not a good Republican of his stamp, and 
Juddis. He is willing to take Wentworth out. 
Why is he not willing that I should take Judd. 
out? If he is notgoverned by politics, why not 
let Judd come out as well as Wentworth? The 
reason is this: Wentworth is as good a Republi- 
can as my colleague; but he is the enemy of my 
colleague, and Judd and Wentworth both are 
mortal enemiesof myself. Thatis the difference. 
My colleague wishes to get Wentworth outasa 
matter of personal revenge on Wentworth because 
he cannot control him in his party. I scorn all 
this. Strike them all out; leave the State without 
any, and I shall be satisfied. Putin a man that 
is not objectionable on the score of politics, and 
I shall be satisfied. I repeat, I will not vote to 
put ina man that my colleague says is an im- 
properone. Iwill take Mr. Ogden, or Mr. Fam- 
ilton, or Mr. Farnham. They are Republicans, 
but they are railroad men as well as Republicans; 
or I will take men on the other side. I consider 
this effort to keep the preponderance in that State 
asa deliberate attempt to turn the Pacific railroad 
into a partisan scheme. I felt bound to protest 
against this party scheme in the beginning. I 
did it privately to my colleague, because I did 
not wantitto come publicly into the Senate. But 
the tenacity with which my colleague insists upon 


| a Republican majority in that board shows me 


that the information I reccived was right; shows 
me thatit is a scheme to make a party machine 
out of the Pacific railroad, and that the interests 
of the road are to be sacrificed for partisan pur- 
poses. 1 will vote for equalizing it, and if there 
is any suspicion of party politics in reference to 
the names in other States, I will vote to equalize 
them in every instance, so that thcy cannot be 
used for party purposes. It is not accidental that 
this thing has been done. T havea reason to be- 
lieve that itisa design. It has more init than 
appears upon the face ofit. And yet my aversion 
to uttering a word on party politics in connection 
with the railroad induced me to go my colleague 
and point out this objection, and ask him quietly 
to consult with his Republican friends and adjust 
the matter. I hope the Senate now will strip this 
bill of a party character. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Foster 
in the chair.) Is the Senate ready for the ques- 
tion on the arnendment proposed by the Senator 
from California ? 

Mr. BENJAMIN. I am at a loss in voting 
upon this amendment; and FI desire to know 
whether it would be in order to move fora special 
committee, with power to send for persons and 
papers, to cxamine this question that has arisen 
between the two Senators from Hlinois. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair 
thinks not, without committing the bill to them at 
the same time. 

Mr. BENJAMIN. I have not the information 
to enable me to vote. The Senators disagree with 
each other in relation to some of these individ- 
uals. If we could get at the facts of the case by 
a proper and thorough investigation, it would be 
probably a very profitable use of the powers of 
the Senate. The bill, as it now stands, provides 
for certain commissioners to receive subserip~ 
tions, and allows anybody that chooses to join 
them. As the bill originally stood, before the 
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amendment that I had the honor to offer was 
adopted, it seemed to me very much like a job; it 
had all the features of a job; and if I had wanted 
a personal interest in the bill, I do not know that 
1 could have deviscd a better scheme than draw- 
ing up the bill just as it was drawn, by which | 
would name friends to whom all these grants were 
to be made by Congress, and then give them the 
power to let in such parties as they should pick 
out. IfI had a direct personal interest in getting 
into a job of this kind, { think I should consider 
that a very ingenious and satisfactory mode of 
accomplishing the object. The bill looked to me 
exactly that. way; and I therefore offered the 
amendment which the Senate thought proper to 
adopt. But now, since that amendment hasbeen 
adopted, of what earthly consequence is it if you 
have any names in the bill at all, or have them 
all Demoeraticorall Republican? Everybody now 
has a right to join the scheme. The only ques- 
tion that will ever be asked of a man who wishes 
to subscribe is, whether he has got the money to 
ut up; and hence I cannot for my life conceive 
in what way this party question can come up. 
But as the Senators from Ilinois do seem to at- 
tach importance to it, and there is something prob- 
ably concealed under it which the rest of the Sen- 
“ate cannot see, and upon which I, for one, am 
totally unable to vote without further investiga- 
tion, I wish some gentleman skilled in the rules 
of the Senate would provide the means by which 
we can have a full report on the subject before 
being called on to vote, arming the committee, of 
course, with full powers to get this important in- 
formation, and spread it before us. For myself,” 
i shall have to decline to vote. Ido not under- 
gtand the subject sufficiently. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. Iam satisfied the Senator 
from Louisiana does not understand it; and not 
understanding it, it might have been proper for 
him to have remained silent, or to have come out 
openly, instead of making insinuations. There 
are other subjects that committees might as well 
investigate as the one to which he refers. [scorn 
the imputation that there is anything under this 
beyond what has been stated in open Senate; and 
that is the design of stripping the bill of its party 
character, I scorn the imputation; and I would 
scorn myself, if 1 was base enough to make such 
a one. i say it had the appearance of party; and 
I wish to strip it of that appearance, by equaliz- 
ingit. Ie says he cannot conceive how a man 
could possibly fel any interest since his amend- 
ment was adopted. | voted for his amendment, 
to open it to the whole world, so that it should 
not be 

Mr. BENJAMIN. TheSenator from Nlinois 
certainly did not hear what I said, or his remarks 
are very extraordinary. 

The PRESIDING 
ator froin lilinois give way to the Senator from 
Louisiana. 

Mr. DOUGLAS, Certainly. 

Mr. BENJAMIN, Isaid that, since the amend- 
ment had been adopted, I could conceive of no 
earthly motive for inquiring into the names of 
persons to be inserted in this bill, There might 
de an interest that no man could conceive. I said 
thai, prior to the adoption of the amendment, I 
could conceive of some motive Senators might 
have in loolsing into the names. I never said that, 
since the bill has been changed in that respect, 


y | 
OFFICER. Does 'the Sen- || 


any Senator possibly could have any dishonest 
motive, {do not know whether the Senator un- 
derstood me or not; but the line of his remarks 
indicate either a misapprehension or—I will not 
saw what, sir. I desire to hear the Senator fur- 
ther before J say anything more. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. Well, sir, all I have to say 
av that point is, that I have avowed my purpose 
to be to strip it of its partisan character. I drew 
that inference from the face of the bill itself. I 
had approached my colleague and asked him pri- 
vately to correct it, so as not to have the matter 
brought before the Senate. I thought that the 
Senator from Louisiana intimated that there was 
an interest somewhere 

Mr. BENJAMIN. Not so. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. Then, of course, I have 
nothing to say on that point; but I supposed him 
to make the insinuation. I voted for the ameni 
ment of that Senator so that it should be imposs 
ble for any Senator or man of wealth to have an 
interest which was not equally open to every man 


that chose to engage in it. I wish to strip this 
bill of every provision that makes a job for any- 
body, and strip it of every feature that makes it 


a political machine, and put it into the hands of 


railroad men to manage it upon railroad princi- 
ples, and not with a view to politics, and then we 
can have a Pacific railroad. I protest against 
every partisan feature, every private feature, that 
makes a monopoly of it. ‘Throw it open to all 
the people of the United States, and I am satisfied. 
I am willing now that the Senate shall vote on the 


proposition to insert the two additional names of 


corporators offered by the Senator from California 
having the bill in charge—that will equalize it— 
or to equalize it in any other way, for the sole 
purpose of depriving it of politics. If my col- 
league says that any one of the men offered is 
objectionable, I will waive him. This is all l have 
to say. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER put the question 
on the amendment, and a division was called for. 

Mr. BENJAMIN. Ido not understand that 
any objection was made to the motion of the Sen- 
ator from California by anybody. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. Will the Senator indulge me 
an instant? A friend suggests to me that, after 
the axplanation of the Senator from Louisiana, I 
owe it to him to say that the imputation which 
I made was unwarranted. Having misappre- 
hended the tenor of his remarks, a friend suggests 
that that statement is duc to him; and whatever 
is due under the circumstances, of course I take 
pleasure in tendering. 

Mr. GWIN. Is the question on inserting the 
names I offered ? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That is the 
question before the Senate, 

Mr. POLK. I should like to know what the 
names arc. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amend- 
ment is to insert the names of Virgil Hickox and 
C. L. Higbee, of Ilinois. 

The question being taken, on a division, the 
ayes were thirteen; and when the noes were 
called for, several Senators said, “ Give it up P? 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amend- 


ment is agreed to. 
Mr. TRUMBULL. How can it be adopted by 


thirteen votes? 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair un- 


derstood that the negative side gave it up. 
Mr. TRUMBULL. I did not give it up. 
Mr. DOUGLAS, My colleague will cither give 
it up or vote, I protest against his right to sit in 


his seat and destroy a quorum, and then say he 


doves not give it up. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. There is man- 
ifystly a quorum present; but there were only | 
Those all voted in the 
affirmative, and the Chair understood from what | 
was said, that the negative side gaveitup. Sill, 
the amendment is not carried by a majority of a 


thirteen Senators voting. 


quorum, and the question must be put again. 


Mr. SIMMONS. Istherea dispute about these 


other names? 

Mr. TRUMBULL. 
motion of the Scnator from California, to add the 
names of two party gentlemen to those already in 
the bill, from the State of Hlinois. 


as party men, but as very proper persons to go 
into the bill, The vote is now on the amendment 
of the Senator from California, to add the names 
of these two partisans to the bill. } think the bill 
is well enough as itis. There are names enough 
in it; and the names were inscrted without any 
party intent, as far as I know anything about it. 
In fact, I did not know whose names were in it, 
until I saw the bill, afterit had been brought here 
from the House of Representatives. I think it 
would be justas well to leave the billas it is; but 
if these two names be put in, then I insist on two 
others going in. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. Mr. President-—— 

Mr. GWIN. Will the Senator permit me? I 
wish to ask the Senator from Illinois, on the other 
side, does he say that I propose these two names 
as party men? 

Mr. TRUMBULL. No, not that the Senator 
from California proposes the amendment for that 
reason; but the speech of my colleague shows the 


Mr. GWIN. I will say, in order to show that, 
so far as I am concerned, my name ought not to 


J will state that this isa 


Talso madea 
| motion toadd two other gentlemen, not, however, 


7 
be brought into consideration in this matter, that 
I consulted both the Senators from Ilinois, and I 
stated, when I offered the amendment, that they 
had differed in opinion, and I left it to the Senate. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Undoubtedly the Senator 
from California had no such design. [amspeak-~- 
ing merely of the effect of the speech 

Mr. DOUGLAS. I willtry to harmonize this 
matter, I will ask the Senator from California to 
withdraw his motion to insert those names, and 
substitute for it a motion to strike out the two 
partisans named in the bill, to wit: John Went- 
worth and N. B. Judd, leaving in two railroad 
men for Illinois. 

Mr. GWIN. I am rather afraid I shall get 
into a scrape if I make any motion of that kind. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. If the Senator withdraws 
his amendment I will make it. i 

Mr. GWIN. I withdraw the amendment. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. I move to strike out “John 
Wentworth” and ‘N. B. Judd,” so thatit will 
stand then with two gentlemen from Ilinois—Mr. 
Hammond and Mr. Moore, to whom nobody 
objects. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. 
done. 

Mr. LANE. I believe it is in order to move to 
amend the amendment. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. Oh, no. 

Mr. LANE. F want to strike out another 
name. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. That can be done after- 
wards. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question 
is on the amendment of the Senator from Hlinois 
to strike out the two names mentioned by him. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. On that I ask for the yeas 
and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. WILSON. ‘I wish to make a suggestion 
to the Senator from California, who takes so much 
interest in this bill. As the Senate has adopted 
an amendment that lets every man in the United 
States into this enterprise who chooses to engage 
in it, why is It necessary to put anybody’s name 
lin the bill? The suggestion I want to make is 
| this: had not the Senate better order the vote put- 
iting in those gentlemen from the State of New 
| York to be reconsidered, drop this whole question, 
and let the names stand as they came from the 
House of Representatives in the bill? 

Mr. DOUGLAS. No, sir; Lam satisfied that 
| those names were packed for partisan purposes, 
and I do not mean that this shall be a party ma- 
i chine. 

Mr. BRAGG. Tean give agood reason, í think, 
to the Senator from Massachusetts, why some 
[names ought to go there, and why the names 
| ought to be those of proper persons, The reason, 
which E gave to the Senate the other day sub- 
i stantially, and I beg to be excused for repeating 
1, it, is this: the title to the property and the bonds 
; set aside by this bill for the building of the rail- 
| road docs not vest until certain acts of incorpo- 
| ration arc passed, and until the partics are incor- 
porated; and, in the mean time, they go on and 
select the lands on the whole line of the railroad, 
locate the line, and report it to the President, and 
when they become incorporated and build fifty 
i miles of railroad, then they get the right to the 
: bonds and the lands. So the Senator will see that 
i itis very important to have proper persons named 
iin the bill. 

Mr. WILSON. Well, then, I think the Sen- 
| ator from Hiinois had better not move to strike 
| out these names, but to add some other names. 
| Do not let vs strike out names that the House of 
i Representatives have putin. However, I care 
nothing about it, and shall not consume the time 
of the Senate upon it. 

| Mr. DOUGLAS. If the other side of the 
H! House will add proper names to equalize it, so 
as to deprive the measure of a party character, I 
will agree to it. 

Mr. GWIN. [have a word to say in reply to 
what the Senator from Massachusetts stated. So 
| far as Tam concerned, I have never suggested one 
|name in either House, and I only offered the 
j amendment at the suggestion of other Senators. 
|I should have taken the bill as it came from the 
! House of Representatives if I could getit; but at 
the suggestion of Senators, Í proposed to insert 
the names of men who it was supposed would be 
eminently useful in starting this great enterprise. 


I trust that will not be 
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I would adopt the suggestion of the Senator from 
Massachusetts, if, in my judgment, it did not 
probably interfere with and jeopardize the bill. 

Mr. FITCH. There is some force in what the 
Senator from Massachusetts says. Wecan well 
insert additional names. The very object sought 
for by the Senator from Ilinois [Mr. Doveras] 
would not be attained by striking out names. If 
these gentlemen have entered into an association, 
and understand each other, there is a clause of 
the bill which permits them to let in other corpo- 
rators; but they cannot vote out those whose 
names we insert. That course, therefore, will be 
the only one which will attain the object sought 
by the Senator from Hlinois. 

Mr. WILSON. I would suggest, then, to the 
Senator from Ilinois, or to the Senators from Il- 
linois, that they drop this matter, and that they 
arrange such names as they can agree upon to go 
into the bill, and present them here, and we will 
take whoever they want. f 

Mr. DOUGLAS. Ihave stated to the Senate, 
and repeat again, that I have proposed to my col- 
league that he and his Republican friends may 
agree upon one name, two names, or three names, 
as few or as many as they please, and submit 


them to us, and if they are not objectionable we | 


will takcthem; and we, in turn, will submit names 
to them, and they may reject any that are objec- 
tionable; and they may either have one man that 
is not obnoxious, or two, or three, as they please, 
or none atall. Tam willing to leave out the State 
entirely. AlI ask is that it shall be equalized or 
all stricken out. I proposed this privately to my 
colleague, because I did not want to bring it be- 
fore the Senate. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I think there was great 
force in what the Senator from Louisiana said a 
few minutes ago. I thought his remarks were 
very appropriate on this attempt to bring in con- 
siderations of a party character upon a bill of this 
kind; but now it is proposed here—and Iam sorry 
to sce the Senator from Massachusetts proposing 
it—that we enter into a bargain, one Democrat 
and one Republican—— 

Mr. WILSON. I did not say so. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I want nothing to do with 
such a thing. I want good men in this bill. Who 
ever talked about the politics of these men until 
my colleague dragged it in here? Iam willing 
that the bill should stay as it is. That is not sat- 
isfactory to my colleague. He says some of these 
men are party men. | disagree with him as to 
their being Republicans; but he wants to select 
for us Republicans. We have got men in there 
that he says are Republicans. Strike out whom 
you please; but if you want a sclection of Re- 


publicans, I suppose you are not going to select | 


for us, onthe other side. I have told him if he 
wants to strike out the name of Wentworth, to 


name his man and put him in his place; and then | 
you will have an equal number of Democrats and | 


Republicans. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. I will try to agree on this: 
I now move to strike out both of the partisans in 
the bill from Illinois, and then leave it a man on 
each side. 

Mr. SIMMONS, I wish to suggest the impro- 
priety of having the yeas and nays on striking 
out men’s names, which were put in here proba- 
bly without any design, and putting them on trial 
here and voting them out of an Incorporation, 
when they know nothing about it, and have no 
chance to defend themsclves. You propose to 
select out here some men whose names have been 
inserted in this railroad bill as fit to attend to the 
starting of the road, to try them, and tarn them 
out on the yeasand nays, when they are not here 
to defend themselves. I think it is improper; and 
I hope the Senator from Hlinois will not pursue 
it. 1 do not know the men. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. Ifthe Senator will help me 
to vote in two men, so as to deprive it of its par- 
tisan character, I shall be content. I do not want 
to strike outany names; but this refusing to strike 
out partisans when the motion is made, and then 
refusing to add men to balance it when tha 
tion is made, and talking against party, will not 
do. Every man who wil not go for equalizing 
it, and thereby stripping it of its partisan charac- 
ter, makes a record in favor of a political machine 
for this railroad. There is no use in trying to 
disguise it. It is an attempt to make this a polit- 
ical machine, to prostitute the revenues of this 


t mo- į 


| 
fi 
i 
i 


| 
j} 


i 
{ 
{ 
I 


Government for party purposes in regard to the 
Pacific railroad. You have either got to equalize 
it, or leave it with a party character. 

Mr. SIMMONS. I never ran for a very high 


| office, and Ido not know the politics of people all 


over this country. I supposed this bill was made 
up of railroad men and capitalists, in the House 
of Representatives, to give character to the enter- 
prise, and confidence to those who are to put it 
in operation. I have got four names here that, 
at the request of the Senator from California, I 
was going to propose, so as to have somebody in 
each State togive character and to start the thing. 
That is all the reason U have for it. I hope, of 
all things, that we shall not engage in this busi- 
ness of picking out names and reflecting upon 
men who have been selected, perhaps without 
their knowledge, though I do not know anything 
about that. Why shall we make reflections upon 
them because they happen to be on one side or 
the other of politics? would not give acent for 
aman’s politicsin this bill. If this stockis to be 
opened toeverybody, to be subscribed for all over 
the country, how are you going to prevent men 
of both parties from going into it? If they have 
the money to pay, they will come in if they want 
to do so. Itis very unpleasant to talk about the 
party polities of men whose names are in a bill 
like this, and especially to have a vote about it, 
and an effort to drive them out of the concern, 
when perhaps they have been written to to have 
their names putin, without any particular desire 
on their part; and all this because they do not 
happen to suit somebody’s politics. If they had 
not been in, E should not have cared anything 
about it; but I do not want to turn them out. 
Mr, WILSON. T understand the motion to 
be to strike out two names, on which the yeas 
and nays have been ordered. Ihope the Senator 
from Minois will not put itin that form, and that 
we shall not strike out anybody’s name, be his 
party politics what they may; and if he wants 
the ‘yeas and nays upon the admission of the 
names proposed by the Senator from California, 
let the question be taken in that way. I will vote 
for tho admission of any respectable man in 
America, be his polities what they may, into this 
bill, that any Senator desires to have inserted. 
Now, a single word in regard to the advice I 
gave, which is not taken: that the two Senators į 
from Illinois should arrange this matter. I do 
not mean that they should arrange it on political 
grounds; but that they might have some consult- 
ation, and mention sech names from Illinois as 


| they thought would contribute to the building of 


this road; and I will vote cheerfully for whoever 
they propose. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. I wish the Senator to un- 
derstand that l have made that proposition tomy 
colleague two or three times before the bill came 


up, and urged him to agree to some mode of | 


arranging it so as to avoid a controversy in the 
Senate. He would not do it. 

The question being taken, by yeas and nays, 
upon the amendment of Mr. Doveras to strike 
out the names of John Wentworth and N. B. 
Judd, the result was—yeas 20, nays 25; as fol- 
lows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Rigler, Bragg, Clingman, Douglas, Fitch, 
Green, Hemphill, Hunter, Iverson, Jolmson of Arkansas, 
Johnson of ‘Tennessee, Kennedy, Lane, Latham, Nichol- 
son, Pearce, Polk, Powell, Slidell, and Wiefall—Q0. 

NAYS—Messrs. Anthony, Bingham, Bright, € 
Chandler, Clark, Collamer, Doolittle, Durkee, T 
Foot, Foster, Grimes, Hale, Harjan, King, Morrill, S rd, 
Simmons, Summer, Ten Eyck, Trumbull, Wade, Wikin- 
son, and Wilson—2. 

So the amendment was rejected. 


Mr. DOUGLAS. I now renew the amendment 
of the Senator from California, to insert the names 
of Virgil Hickox and C. L. Highce, of Illinois, 
to see whether the Senate is willing to equalize the 
matter by this addition. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I am very sorry to take 
up any more time in regard to this matter; but I| 
trust those names will not be inserted, after the | 
scene we have had in the Senate to-day. No- | 
body thought of making a party bill out of this 
that I am aware of, until my colleague dragged it | 
inhere; and I think, when namesare broughtin for | 

| 
! 


in 
the purpose of having one Democrat and one Re- | 


| publican on each side, we had better discounte- 


j 


nance the whole thing, and leave the bill as it į 
came from the House of Representatives in that i 
respect. 1 trust these names will not be inserted. | 


1 
| 
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Mr. BENJAMIN, ‘Will the Senator permit 
me to ask hima question ? E i 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Certainly. ene 

Mr. BENJAMIN. It is, whether he has any 
objection to these names? EE 

r. TRUMBULL. None to thè individuals 
as men; but if yow put these in, I must propose 
to insert others. I think we had better leave the 
bill as it is. 

Mr. FITCH. I think the remarks of the Sen- 
ator from [inois [Mr. TrumBULL] are ofa very 
refreshingly disinterested character, politically. 
He objects to the proposition of his colleague to. 
insert two other names, because, as he alleges, 
they are partisan politicians; in other words, be- 
cause they are opposed to himself; when a perusal 
of the names already in the bill will satisfy any 
gentleman that partisan politics has had an over- 
whelming influence in the selection of these names 
from beginning to end. 

Mr. GRIMES. Will the Senator tell me the 
politics of any one of the four from the State of 
Iowa? : 

Mr. FITCH. I do not pretend to know any- 
thing about Iowa; but I presume, if the Senator 
himself was consulted, he took good: care to in- 
sert staunch Republicans. 

Mr. GRIMES. The Senator from Iowa was 
not consulted, nor any man in the Senate, so far 
as he knows, m regard to the Lowa names which 
are in the bill. I know the present polities of 
only one of the men; and he is a Democrat. 

Mr. FITCH. So far as those in Indiana are 
concerned, they are all Republicans; and yet I 
recognize the propricty of the names of three of 
them being there, because they are railroad men, 
and I believe them to be very fair men. I hardf 
think they would permit their partisan posities to 
control their action in the management of this con- 
cern. ‘There is another who is certainly not the 
man for the place, unless he is put there as a par- 
tisan politician. If the motion of the Senator from 
Illinois is carried, I shall move to strike out his 
name and insert another. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Isitin order to move to 
amend the amendment by adding two names more? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair 
thinks not. He thinks it is in order to move the 
addition of any other names as an amendment to 
the bill, but not by way of amendment to the 
amendment, 

Mr. TRUMBULL. If the vote can be takon 
upon these two names, may it not be taken upon 
halfa dozen? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It may be. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Then I move to amend 
the amendment by adding the names of William 
B. Ogden and Fenry Farnham—the names I men- 
tioned before. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. Iask whether you can go 
on indefinitely adding names in that way. Ifso, 
I can keep on adding names to those proposed by 
my colleague, and so on. Certainty, if his amend- 
ment is in order, we can amend that by adding 
other names. The vote must be taken, it seems 
to me, on adding the two names which I have pro- 
posed, and then on the two names proposed by 
him. You cannot vote on the four at once. The 
question now is, whether the two names proposed 
by me shall be inserted. 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. I want to inquire of the 
Senator from Hlinois, [Mr. Doveras,] whether 
the two men he has named are railroad men, cap- 
italists in linois? I do not know the men myself; 
but the other two names, suggested by his col- 
league, 1 do know. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. They are both very respect- 
able gentlemen. They are not obnoxious, like 


| the two I move to strike out, but very respecta- 


ble gentlemen; and if my colleague had proposed 
to insert the. two named by him, I should agree 
to itatonce. The only point is, that I object, 
not to the men themselves, but to the attempt to 
give this measure a partisan character as far as 
Ilinois is concerned. I have reason to believe . 
that they were putin, and selected, and conned 
over for that express purpose; and I cannot con- 
ceive why there is such pertinacity in my col- 
league’s adherence to them unless itis fora party 
purpose. is 
Mr. TRUMBULL. I know my colleague's 
persistency, determined to have the last word, 
and to state things in a way that‘creales a wrong 
impression upon the country. He has been told 
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repeatedly to-day, and I tell him now again for 
. the last time, that if he desiresto have two Dem- 
ocrats there and two Republicans, he may take 
outa man that he says is a Republican, and equal- 
ize it; and let him hold his peace about partisan 
feeling if he is not willing to do it. He can make 
them equal, two and two, at any moment he de- 
sires to do so.. He can put either of his men in 
place of Mr. Wentworth, so far as I am con- 
cerned, and I have told him so half a dozen times. 
Then it is not to equalize; that is not what you 
want; put it upon some other ground. If you 
want to make them equal, you can make them 
equal so far as I am concerned at any moment. 
But he wants to add two persons. 1 make no ob- 
jection to Mr. Hickox, or Mr. Higbec, as gen- 
tlemen, but neither of them is a capitalist. They 
are both politicians. One of them used to have 
some connection with a railroad, I believe as a 


sortof freight agent; but they are respectable men, 
and I have no objection to them as individuals. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. Ido not wish to move to 
strike out; } was willing to leave in the names 
that were in the bill, and to add a sufficient num- 
ber to equalize them between the two parties. If 
my colleague now will move to strike out an 
one, or will designate which one of the Republi- 
cans may be stricken out, then, if that will satisfy 
him, I will move to strike him out, and put a 
Democrat in his place. Let him designate the 
man ofthe three who shall be stricken out, and I 
will make the motion, 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Ihave told Jon repeat- 
edly that you might strike out Mr. Wentworth, 
if you wished. 

Mr. DOUGLAS, Then I withdraw the pre- 
véous amendment; and move to strike out John 
Wentworth,” and insert “ Virgil Hickox.” 

The question being put on the amendment, a 
division was called for. 

Mr. GREEN I want to know if the question 
is vot divisible, so as to give Wentworth prior- 
ity? I believe the rule is, in filling blanks, that 
the question shall first be taken on the “ longest 
time,” or the most distant day. Wentworth cer- 
tainly is the “ longest man.” {Laughter.] « 

Mr. DOUGLAS. I supposed that this would 
be taken as a compromise, in which all would 
acquiesce. I want to put an end to the contro- 
versy. 

Mr. HALE. J have not been in during the 
whole of this debate; but it strikes me that this 
is the smallest fight Lever knew in the Senate 
over a great measure. Jt looks to me to be in- 
vidious to strike out Mr. Wentworth’s name—to 
single him out, Now, I know nothing about who 
these gentlemen are, and I do not care; but it 
acems to me to be rather a small business for the 


Senate of the United States to single out one of 


these gentlemen, and strike out his name from 
the bil. Jt would seem to imply that there was 
something about him that was so infamous that 
he was not fit to be named in an act of incorpo- 
ration. Therefore I shall vote in the negative. 
Mr. GREEN. I sheuld like to know, if it 
would be invidious to single them out, how they 
ever got singled in. [Laughter.} Who did it? 


Mr. HALE. Well, Mr. President, I do not 
know. [plead not guilty to anything about it. 


Mr. GREEN. Lacquithim; the Senator is not 
guilty; but] say if we have to affirm them by 


voting for them, we have a right to pass them out | 


by voting against them, and we ought to pass our 
judgment upon it. 
_ The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question 
is on the amendment to strike out the name of 
‘John Wentworth, ’and insert the name of © Vir- 
gil Hiekox.”? 

The question being taken, there were, on a 
division—ayes 22, noes 11. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. There is not 
a quorum voting. 

r. HALE. That brings up the old question 

of what is a quorum. 

Mr. RICE. Count me. : 

Mr. LATHAM. There are three or four more 
standing up now. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. There arc now 
thirteen Senators voting in the negative. 

Mr. GREEN and others. That makes aquo- 
rum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
ment is agreed to. 

Mr. LATHAM. 


The amend- 


I want to have a name in- 


; time, 


serted. In looking over the list I find that the 
State of Arkansas has no representative what- 
ever. There is one branch of the road terminat- 
ing on the western border of that State; and I 
wish to present the name of Albert Pike. I do 
not know what his politics are; but I know that 
he is a gentleman of great intelligence, and large 
views. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas. If the Senator 
will allow me, I shall object to that on this ground: 
Iam very certain that Arkansas does not desire 
such a provision, and the man himself would 
object to it. 

Mr. LATHAM. I never consulted him. I 
only suggested hisname. Of course, if the rep- 
resentative from that State objects, I withdraw 1t. 

Mr. WILSON. I should like to propose five 
names of eminent men fit for the place, in my 
State. I move to insert in line fifteen of the first 
section, after “John Bartram,” the following: 

John M. Forbes, Chester W. Chapin, Gennery Twitchell, 
E. Hasket Derby, and Samuel Hooper. 

Mr. LANE. I am for that amendment, and 
will vote for it; but I want also to give notice that 
I shall move to amend the bill by striking out the 
name of B. F. Harding, of Oregon, and inserting 
J. H. Reed, who is a practical man, has much 
experience, and will add very much, I think, to 
the suecess of the measure. 

The amendment of Mr. Wiison was agrecd to. 


Mr. FESSENDEN. I have five names from 
Maine to insert; all very good men: 

St. John Smith, Joseph Eaton, Samuel T. Hersey, Wil- 
liam Moulton, Rufus Dwinel. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. HALE. [propose to add the names of 
George Stark and Joseph A. Gilmore, of New 
Hampshire. They are two of the most practical 
railroad men in the United States, One of them 
is a Republican and the other is a Democrat. 

‘The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. FOOT. I propose the following three 
names from the State of Vermont: “ H. Henry 
Baxter, George W. Collamer, and Henry Keyes;” 
all gentlemen of character and capital, and all con- 
nected with the railroad enterprise of the country. 

Mr. FITCH. Is it in order to offer a substi- 
tute for the amendment? If so, I propose that 
every Senator be permitted to go to the Clerk’s 
desk and insert whatever names he sees proper. 
{Laughter.] That will facilitate the passage of 
the measure, perhaps. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair 
thinks that motion, as a substitute, would not be 
in order. 


Mr. FITCH. 


Then strike out all the names, 


| and insert the Congressional Directory. (Laugh- 


ter. 
"The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair 
thinks that motion would not be in order. 
The amendment of Mr. Foor was agreed to. 
Mr. SIMMONS. At the request of the friends 
of this bill, asthere are no names init from Rhode 


Island, I move to insert four names that Í think | 


will be known without my telling about them, I 
propose to insert in line fiftecn: 

From Rhode Island.—Joln Carter Brown, Alexander 
Duncan, William Sprague, and Karl P. Mason. 

As to one them, I do not know his politics cx- 
actly; but I know what he used to be. 
Governor of the State; another one was at the 
head of the Democratic ticket for clectors last 
They have got as much money asanybody 
I know in our State. 

The amendment was agreed to, 

Mr. CHANDLER. I should like to add the 
names now ofa few practical men; a few railroad 
men; a few men accustomed to build and who 


have built more railroads than the same number | 


of men in the United States. Ido not know their 
politics, and I do not care. I offer the following 
list. 

Mr. GREEN. Would it be in order to move 
to amend the amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Notuntilitis 
read. 

The Secretary read the amendment, as follows: 

J. W. Brooks of Michigan, Erastus Corning of New 
York, Azariah Boody of New York, S. M. Felton of Penn- 
sylvania, Edward L. Baker of Massachusetts, John F.W ins- 
low of New York, J. S. Barbour of Virginia, John A. 
Graham of Maryland, and James F. Joy of Michigan. 


Mr. GREEN. Ifit were in order to move an 


One is į 


amendment to the amendment, I would move one; 
but as it is not, I shall make a suggestion. Ir 
seems to be the desire of Senators here to get ex- 
perienced railroad men. Iwill merely suggest— 
I will not move it—the names of two thorough 
railroad men—John Brown, jr., and Wendell Phil- 
lips—I mean experienced in the underground rail- 
road. {Laughter.} 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question 
is on the amendment of the Senator from Michi- 

an. 
: Mr. BIGLER. Thope that proposition will be 
defeated. I want to terminate this. We have 
had enough of it. f 

Mr. GRIMES. I desire to say to the Senator 
from Michigan that some of the persons named 
in hig amendment are not residents of the State 
of Michigan, although they purport to be in the 
amendment, as I heard it read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. There is so 
much disturbance on the floor of the Senate that 
business cannot proceed. 

Mr. GRIMES. I merely wish to say that the 
proposition of the Senator from Michigan em- 
braces the directors of the Michigan Central rail- 
road, I believe. 

Mr. CHANDLER. One of them. 

Mr. GRIMES. More than that. Mr. Corn- 
ing is; Mr. Baker is; Mr. Joy is; Mr. Brooks is; 
and I think that nearly, if not all, are directors of 
the Michigan Central Railroad Company. Per- 
haps the gentleman would accomplish his object 
by inserting at the end of it, “and the other cor- 
porators in the Michigan Central railroad;’’.so 
as to Jet them all go in—directors and stockholders 
both, 

Mr. RICE. I move that the Senate adjourn. 

The question being taken, there were, on a 
division—aycs 15, noes 11; no quorum voting. ` 

Mr. LATHAM. [ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and being 
taken, resulted—yeas 21, nays 19; as follows: 

YEAS — Messrs. Bingham, Bragg, Bright, Chandler, 


DOD 
Clark, Doolitile, Fessenden, Foot, Grimes, Harlan, Jobn- 
son of Tennessee, Kennedy, King, Mason, Morrill, Nich- 
olson, Pearce, Powell, Rice, Sumner, and ‘Trumbull—2l. 

NAYS—Messrs. Anthony, Bigler, Cameron, Clingman, 
Coluner, Dixon, Douglas, Fitch, Foster, Gwin, Hemphill, 
Lane, Latham, Seward, Simmons, Ten Eyek, Wade, Wil- 
kinson, and Wilson—1l9. 


‘So the motion was agreed to; and the Senate 
adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Wennespay, January 23, 1861. 

The House met at twelve o’clock, m. Prayer 
by Rev. Mr. Burer, of the English Lutheran 
Church, of this city. 

The Journal of yesterday was read and approved 

MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT, 

A message was received from the President of 
the United States, by Mr. Grosssrenner, his 
Private Secretary, informing the House that he 
had approved and signed the following bills: 

An act (H. R. No. 447) for the relief of the 
children of the late Captain E. A. Capron; 

An act (H. R. No, 127) for the reliefof 0. F. D. 
Fairbanks, Frederick Dodge, and the Pacific Mail 
Steamship Company; and 

An act (H. R. No. 428) directing the Secretary 
of the Interior to liquidate the accounts of Mitch- 
ell & Rammillsburg and Baker & Von Phul. 


CRISIS MEMORIALS. 


Mr. DAVIS, of Indiana. I ask the unanimous 
consent of the House to present the proceedings 


j of a meeting of the citizens of Vigo county, In- 


diana, without distinction of party, held at the 
city of Terre Flaute, on Saturday last, for the 
purpose of considering, and giving expression to 
their views, in reference to the present perilous 
condition of the country. This meeting was com- 
posed of the solid,substantial men of the county, 
and of all political parties, the names of some of 
whom are familiar to many gentlemen on this 
floor, They recommend, unanimously, the adop- 
tion of the report of the border Statcs committee, 
or some other fair and just plan for the settlement 
of the present agitating question. 

There being no objection, the proccedings were 
reccived, laid on the table, and ordered to be 
printed. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Indiana, also asked leave to 
present the proceedings of a similar meeting held 
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in Sullivan, Sullivan county, Indiana, without 
distinction of party, composed of the most intel- 
ligent and substantial citizens. They recommend 
the adoption by Congress of the Crittenden prop- 
osition, or some similar and just plan, as a final 
settlement of the present alarming question. 

The resolutions were laid on the table, and 
ordered to be printed. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Missouri. I wish to pre- 
sent to the House a memorial signed by a num- 
ber of citizens of Hannibal, Missouri, formerly 
residents of New England, praying the adoption 
of the Crittenden propositions by Congress, ne- 
cessary to the peace of the country. 

Mr. GROW. Yesterday I gave notice that I 
would object to the presentation, in open House, 
of any more of these petitions. The rules pro- 
vide that all such papers shall be filed, under the 
rule. 

The SPEAKER. If there be no objection, the 
memorial will be received, and laid on the table. 

Mr. GROW. I must object. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Missouri. This is the 
etition of a number of respectable citizens. I 
hope there will be no objection to its being re- 
ceived. 

Mr. GROW. I have no special objection to 
this paper. I only object in pursuance of the gen- 
eral notice I gave yesterday. 


CORRECTION OF THE JOURNAL. 


Mr. BURCH. Irise to ask thata correction 
may be made in the Journal of yesterday. The 
Journal reads that I moved to strike out of the 
resolutions before the House, reported by the 
committee of thirty-three, all after the word ‘* re- 
solved.” My amendment was by way ofaddition. 
I moved to strike out nothing. I move that the 
Journal be corrected accordingly. 

The motion was agreed to. 


COMPROMISE PROPOSITION. 


Mr. MORRIS, of Pennsylvania, Mr. Speaker, 
I desire to give notice that I wiil, at the proper 
time, move, as an amendment to the report of the 
select committee of thirty-three, what I send to 
the Clerk’s desk. Iask now that it be ordered to 
be printed. 

The amendment is as follows: 

Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives, 
(two thirds of both Houses concurring,) That the following 
article be, and is hereby, proposed and submited as an 
amendment to the Constitution of the United States, which 
shall be valid to all intents and purposes, as part of said 
Constitution, when ratified by conventions or three fourths 
of the several States: 

Arr. —. Neither Congress nor a Territorial Legistature 
shall make any law respecting slavery or involuntary s 
vitude, except as a punishment for crime; but Congress 
may piss laws for the suppression of the Atrican slave trade, 
and the rendition of fugitives from service or labor in the 
States. 

Mr. BURNETT. It is not in order to move to 
print a proposition that is not before the House, 

The SPEAKER, Itis not; but the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania asks unanimous consent to 
have it printed. 

There was no objection; and the proposed 
amendment was ordered to be printed. 


COURT-ROOM IN WESTERN PENNSYLVANIA. 


Mr. HALE. Iask the unanimous consent of 
the House for leave to discharge the Committee 
of the Whole on the state of the Union from the 
further consideration of House bill Ne. 505, 


ns 


making an appropriation of $10,000 for court- į 


room and marshal’s office for the district court 
of the United States for the western district of 
Pennsylvania, in order that it may be put on its 
passage. ‘ 

Mr. CRAIGE, of North Carolina. I object, 
and call for the regular order of business. 


TELEGRAPH TO CALIFORNIA. 


The SPEAKER. The first question before 
the House is the unfinished business of yesterday, 
which is House bill No. 891, supplementary to 
“ An act to facilitate communication between the 
Atlantic and Pacific States by electric telegraph,” 
reported back from the Committee on the Post 
Office and Post Roads. 

Mr. BURNETT. Ihope the gentleman from 
Indiana [Mr. Corax] will not insist on consid- į 
ering this bill at this time. I desire to submit 
some reason in opposition, but I am not phys- 
ically in condition to do so this morning. 


Mr. COLFAX. I am willing to enter any 


motion which will give the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky the privilege he asks. 

Mr. ELY. Say to-morrow morning. 

The SPEAKER. lt will come up in its regu- 
Jar order as the unfinished business, withoutany 
motion. 

Mr. COLFAX. Very well, then; letit go over, 

The bill was then informally passed over. 


POST ROUTE BILL. 


Mr. COLFAX. I nowcall up the amendments 
of the Senate to House bill No. 714, establishing 
certain post routes. 

Mr. Speaker, these are amendments offered by 
the Senate which are merely for the establishment 
of postroutes, and I presume it is needless to have 
them read. Most of them are for post routes in 
the frontier States. Theamendment of the Com- 
mittee on the Post Office and Post Roads to those 
amendments is of thesame character. They are 
not for any overland service, but entirely for in- 
terior post routes, and routes local in their char- 
acter. I move that those amendments be con- 
curred in, together with the amendment of the 
House. 

There was no objection, and it was ordered 
accordingly. 

Second amendment of the Senate: 

Sec. 2. And be it further enacted, That the Postmaster 
General shall be, and he is hereby, authorized to procure 
and furnish letter sheets with postage stamps impressed 
thercon, (combining in one both a sheet and envelope,) 
aud to adopt such other improvements as may be deemed 
advisable, trom time to time, in connection with postage 
stamps or stamped envelopes for letters or newspapers, 
subject to the provision that such stumps or cnyelopes shall 
be Sold at the cost of procuring and furnishing the same, as 
near as may be, and to all other provisions of the eighth 
section of an act of Congress entitled “ An act to establish 
certain post roads, and for other purposes,” approved 
August 31, 1852. : 

Mr. COLFAX. Thatamendment of the Sen- 
ate authorizes the Postmaster General to estab- 


| lish a new system of envelope, by which letter 


sheets shall have a postage stamp impressed upon 
them. [tis desired by commercial men in com- 
mercial cities, and is recommended by the Post- 
master General and the Committee on the Post 
Office and Post Roads. 

The amendment was concurred in. 


Third amendment of the Senate: 

Sec. 3. And be it further enacted, That the penalty of 
fifty dollars, provided by section cight of an act of Con- 
gross entitled “ An act to establish certain post roads, and 
for other purposes, approved Mareh 3, 185 
as Well to the using of a stamp cut from a stamped letter 
or newspaper envelope, as to the reuse of the envelope 
entire. 


Mr. COLFAX. This is to correct an omission 


be . . = . 
in the present law, and its necessity is obvious. 


The amendment was concurred in. 


Fourth amendment of the Senate: 

Sec. 4. And be it further enacted, That the fourth sec- 
tion of the act of Congress, approved Sth August, 1854, en- 
titted * An act making appropriations for the service of the 
Post Office Department during the fiscal year ending the 
30th Jane, 1855,” be, and the same is hereby, continued 
from the 5th day of August, 1358, to the 5th day of August, 
1860). 


Mr. COLFAX. That relates to the clerks in 
the Washington City post office. I send up the 
letter of the chief clerk in that office, which will 
afford.a_full explanation. 

The Clerk read, as follows: . 

Post OFFICE, WASHINGTON, D. C., 
December 10, 1860. 

Sm: The object of the provisions of the act of Congress, 
approved 5th August, 1854, so far as the granting this office 
a mill a pound on public documents tr nsmitted through 
the mail, was to put, the clerks of this office on a footing, 
as to salaries, of clerks in the other Departments of the Gov- 
ernment. The section making this provision was made by 
the suggestion of the late Mr. Rusk, of the Senate, then 
chairman of the Committee on Post Roads in that body. Jt 
was continaed from year to ycar by subsequent enactments, 
and only failed in 1858 in the omission to pass the Post OF 
fice bill, and last year, as you are aware, for want of time. 

Very respectfully, your obedient servant, 

L. TREE. 


Hon. SCHUYLER COLFAX. 


Mr. COLFAX. This refers to an amendment 
adopted in 1854, on motion of the late Senator 
Rusk, then chairman of the Committee on the 
Post Office and Post Roads of the Senate. It was 
enacted in consequence of the enormous quantity 
of documents mailed in this city, and the large 


shall apply | 


number of clerks required over and above the usual | 


number of a post office of this size, that the post- 
master should be allowed one miil per pound on 
that matter to pay these clerks. Thatamendment 


was continued over. until ‘two years ago, when 

the Post Office appropriation bill- failed.: Subse-. 
quently that-bill was passed ‘‘naked,’’asit is 

called, and without any of these. provisions, ‘or 

any others of a legislative character. 

The amendment was concurred in. 

Fifth amendment of the Senate: 3 

_Sec. 5. And be it further enacted, That the joint resolu- 
tion of Congress of 18th August, 1856, which provides that 
there shali be “one Principal messenger in each of the 
bureaus of the several Executive Departments, atan annual 
salary of $840 cach,’ shall be understood to cmibrace within 
its true scope and meaning the offices of the three Assist- 
ant Postmasters General, entitling cach to a messenger, at 
an annual salary of $840. 

Mr. COLFAX. That carries out the intention 
of the law that all bureau officers receiving a sal- 
ary of $3,000 per year shall have a messenger 
As these Assistant Postmasters General are now 
confirmed by the Senate, they rank with the heads 
of bureaus. 

The amendment was concurred in. 


Sixth amendment of the Senate: 

Sec. 6. And be it further enacted, That lettera which 
have been advertised under existing laws, (vide section 
twenty-six, act of March 3, 1825, and section five, of March 
3, 1851,) shall be returned to the Post Oflice Department as 
dead totters, if unclaimed two, months after the date of the 
advertisement: Provided, That letters at sea-ports intended 
for persons on hoard of certain designated vessels expected 
to arrive, and letters specially marked to be retained a 
longer period, shall be excepted trom the operation of this 
act: And provided further, That said letters shall bo re- 
turned under regulations to be prescribed by the Postmaster 
General. 

Mr. COLFAX. Statistics that have been col- 
lected by the Post Office Department show that 
of the advertised letters that are called for at all, 
over ninety per cent. are taken out the first month, 
and but very few the succeeding two months that 
they are retained, This provision diminishes the 
time that they are to be kept before being sent to 
the dead letter office from three months to two 
months. 

The amendment was concurred in. 


Seventh amendment of the Senate: 

Sec. 7. And be it further enacted, That the unclaimed 
money from dead leiters, now appropriated to the use of the 
Department, under section twenty-six of act of March 3, 
1823, may be exclusively applied in future to promote the 
efficiency of the dead letter office, by providing for a more 
careful examination of letters, and the retumi of a larger 
number to the writers, (whether with or without valuable 
inclosures:) Provided, ‘hat said officer shall make a de- 
tailed report of his proceedings to Congress during the next 
session thereof. 

Mr. COLFAX. This amounts to about six 
thousand dollars per year, and is now paid into 
the oy of the United States. This section 
allows it to be used to promote the efficiency of 
the dead letter office, from the operations of which 
it accrues. 

The amendment was concurred in. 

Eighth amendment of the Senate: 

Sec. 8. And be it further enacted, That upon all letters 
returned from the dead letter office there shall be charged 
the usual rates of postage, to be collected on delivery, and 
accounted for by postmasters in the same manner as other 
postages. 

Mr. COLFAX. The obviousnecessity for this 
amendment will be apparent when I state, that 


| when dead letters are returned no postage is 


charged for that return, although, in addition to 
their carriage in the mails, the postmasters are 
subjected to much trouble in hunting up the send- 
ers of these letters. 


The amendment was concurred in. 

Ninth amendment of the Senate: 

Sec. 9. Ani beit further enacted, That every letter or 
packet brought into the United States, or carried from one 
port therein to another, in any private ship or vessel, shall be 
charged witb five cents, if delivered atthe post office where 
the same shall arrive; and if destined to be conveyed by 
post to any place, with two cents added to the ordinary 
rates of postage: Provided, That upon all letters or packets 
conveyed in whole orin part by steamers or steamships over 
any route upon which, or between ports and places between 
which, the mail isregularly conveyed in other vessels under 
contract with the Post Office Department, the same charge 
shall be levied, with the addition of two cents a jetter or 
packet, as would have been levied if such letter or packet 
had been transmitted regularly through the mail. 


Mr. COLFAX. In consequence of the law of 
1825 not having been amended when cheap post- 
age was authorized, it follows that, as ship letters, 
when delivered at the port where the vessel: ar- 
rives, are charged six cents, and when transported 
thence inland, two cents (for the captain) in addi- 
tion to the inland postage, (now three cents,) the 
postage is less to carry a letter twenty-five hun- 
dred miles inland, than to deliver it-at: the very 
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city where: the vessel bringing it has touched. 
This section corrects this anomaly. 
The amendment was concurred in. 


Tenth amendment of the Senate: 


Sec. 10. And be it further enacted, That all acts or parts 
of acts inconsistent with the provisions of the preceding 
section of this act be, andthe same are hereby, repealed. 


The amendment was concurred in. 


Eleventh amendment of the Senate: 


Sec. 11. And be it further enacted, That so much of the 
act entitled “ An act regulating the pay of deputy postmas- 
ters,” approved June 22, 1854, as authorizes the Postmaster 
Gencral to make quarterly allowances out of the postages 
collected at separating post offices, for extra labor employed 
in separating and dispatching the mails, be, and the same 
is hereby, repealed: Provided, He shall pay such allowances 
as may have been authorized under existing laws to the 
date of this repeal. 


Mr. COLFAX. The House at the last ses- 
sion, on a test vote, after debate, refused to concur 
in that amendment. It is an amendment repeal- 
ing the law authorizing the Postmaster General 
to pay extra pay to postmasters of separating 
offices which arc intermediate between distributing 
offices and ordinary offices. 
member the debate of the last session. The House 
voted it down at that time. 

Mr. PHELPS. Let us do so again. 

Mr.COLFAX. Iam still in favor of the amend- 
ment, but feel it due to the House to state these 
facts, so as not to surprise them. 

The amendment was non-concurred in, 


Twelfth and thirteenth amendments of the Sen- 
ate: 

Sec. 13. And be it further enacted, That the Postmaster 
General shall not, on any railroad of the first class, allow 
an average rate of speed of less than twenty miles an hour, 
including stoppages 5 nor on any railroad of the second class, 
an average rate ef speed of less than seventcen miles an 
hour, including stoppages; nor on any railroad of the third 
elasss, less than twelve miles an hour, including stoppages 5 
and no greater interval than forty-five minutes shall be al- 
lowed between connecting routes, of either class, to effect 
the transfer of the mails. 

Sec, 14. And be it further enacted, 'Vhat, for the con- 
veyance of the mail on any railroad of the first class, the 
Postmaster General shall not pay a higher rate of compen- 
sation than 8200 per mile per anunum z nor Upon any railroad 
of the second class a bigher rate than eighty dotlars per 
mile per annum ; nor upon any railroad of the third class 
a higher rate than forty dollars per mile per annum, 

Mr. COLTAX. ‘These provisions were recom- 
mended by the late Postmaster General, Mr. Holt. 
They would save to the Treasury of the United 

es $355, cr annum. But after co er- 
States $355,000 yum. But aft nsider 
ation of the matter by the Post Office Committee 
of the Flouse, Lam instructed by them to say that 
they do not feel at liberty to recommend to the 
House a concurrence in the amendments, De- 
sirous as they are to make retrenchment in this 
department, they fear the provisions might have 
the effect to disarrange the entire postal service 
ofthe country. They reduce the rates of com- 
pensation on first class railroads from $300 to $200 
per mile—a reduction of thirty-three per cent.; on 
second class roads from $100 to $80 per mile—a 
reduction of twenty per cent.; and on third class 


roads from $50 to $40 per mile—a like reduction ; 


oftwenty per cent. If it were certain that the 
mails would be carried by all these roads, andthat 
the mail system would not be deranged, we would 
have cordially recommended a concurrence; but 
there is very great doubt, with the presentamount 
of mails, and the state of the railroads at the 
present time, whether sucha sweeping reduction 
might not lead to a state of affairs which the 
House would dislike to sce inaugurated. 

Mr. STOUT. 1 would inquire of the gentle- 
man from Indiana whether it is not in the power 
of the Postmaster General to make these reduc- 
tions without any authority of law? 

Mr. COLFAX. It is not, except by changing 
the classes into which the railroads are divided. 

Mr, HOARD. ‘Will the gentleman tell me the 
distinction between a first and second class rail- 
road? 

Mr. COLFAX. The distinction is somewhat 
anarbitrary one. The Postmaster General makes 
the distinction, founded upon the bulk of the mails 
and the rate of speed. ? 

Mr. SHERMAN. I hope the amendments 
will be concurred in. Tthink they are very good 
ones. 

Mr. BRANCH, I understood the gentleman 
from Indiana to say that the commitice recom- 
mend a non-concurrence, F shall not, therefore, 
enter as fully into a discussion of the subject as 
I intended when it was first read. I will simply 


Gentlemen will re-- 


express my conviction that, if this amendment is 
adopted and becomes a law, Congress will have 
to make some other provision for carrying its 
mails than over at least a portion of the railroads. 
It not only reduces them toa compensation totally 
inadequate to the services rendered, and for which 
they could not afford to render those services, but 
it totally changes the whole policy of the Gov- 
ernment in relation to the classification of rail- 
roads. Heretofore the classification has been not 
according to the quality of the railroad, nor ac- 
cording to the speed of its trains, but with sole 
reference to the bulk and importance of the mails 
carricd. It is something new, so far as I under- 
stand our legislation, for us to undertake to con- 
form the rates of speed to the classification. 

In addition, no one can read the proposition and 
not be convinced that if we adopt speed as the 
basis of classification, the distinction it proposes 
to make in the rates of pay is altogether unjust 
and unequal. To the first class of roads it pro- 
poses to pay $200 per mile per annum for a speed 
of twenty miles an hour; to sccond class roads, 
eighty dollars for seventeen miles an hour; and, 
to third class, forty dollars for twelve miles an 
hour. If we pay $200 a mile to roads which ran 
twenty miles an hour, I submit that cighty dol- 
lars a mile is altogether inadequate for a road 
that runs seventeen miles an hour. 

I have some practical acquaintance with this 
subject; and I assure the chairman of the Com- 
mittec on the Post Office and Post Roads that if 
this amendment is adopted, in my opinion, all 
the roads which are now carrying the mails as 
second and third class roads, will throw down 
the mails and refuse to perform the seryice. 
Whether they do so or not, they ought to do so, 
if they have any regard for their own interest. 

Mr. BURNETT. 1 desire to ask the gentle- 
mana question. [wish to know the difference 
between the price now paid to railroads carrying 
the mails, and other first class transportation ? 

Mr. BRANCH. [am not able to answer the 
interrogatory of the gentleman. It can be an- 
swered, no doubt, by the chairman of the Com- 
mittee on the Post Office and Post Roads. {I have 
some acquaintance with the rates paid to railroad 
companies, but no practical acquaintance with the 
rates paid for any other mode of transportation. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I can answer the gentle- 
man’s question. I expressed a desire that this 
amendment should be concurred in, and 1 will 
state the reason for such concurrence. The pres- 
ent rates paid to railroad companics for transport- 
ing the mails are about seven times the rates paid 
for ordinary transportation, and they are about 
three times the rates paid for express transpor- 
tation; and they are totally out of all proportion 
to any other kind of transportation, The Gov- 
ernment has uniformly paid to railroad compa- 
nies, as wel as to everybody else, a higher rate 
than is paid to individuals, It is said that these 
railroad companies will refuse to carry the mails 
unless they get their own price. I will leave them 
to the public opinion of their own neighborhoods, 
and there is nota railroad company in the United 
States which will not be compelled to carry the 
mails at the rates fixed by law. Public opinion 
will compel them to carry the mails at reasonable 
and fair rates. The rates fixed by this amend- 
ment, which was prepared by the Postmaster 
Gencral, is considerably in excess of the ordinary | 
express transportation rates; and even at the rates 
prescribed by this amendment, these railroads 
geta larger amount than is paid to Adams’s or 
any other express company. If we fix the com- į 
pensation ata reasonable rate, public opinion will 
compel the railroads to carry the mailsata reason- 
able rate. 

Mr. EDWARDS was recognized by the Chair. | 

Mr. MAYNARD. I desire to make a single 
suggestion. > 

Mr. EDWARDS. F have the floor. 

Mr. BRANCH. I think I have the floor. I 
yielded to the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. 
Burnett] to ask u question, and to the gentle- | 
man from Ohio [Mr. Syermay] to answer it. I | 
now resume the floor. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair supposed that || 
the gentleman from North Carolina had yielded | 
the floor. Being in that mistaken, the gentleman 
will proceed. 

Mr. MAYNARD. I desire to make a single | 
remark in reference to what was said by the gen- || 


tleman from Ohio. But I will not violate the spirit 
of the remark in respect to driving a free horse, 
and will not persist in it now. 

Mr. BRANCH. In a few moments I ghall 


| yield the floor. The gentleman from Ohio, I ap- 


rehend, will find himself very much mistaken if 

e supposes that public sentiment in any State 
where railroads have been built, not out of-the 
Federal Treasury, nor by grants made to them 
by Congress out of the common property, but 
where they have been built by the private means 
of the citizens, or out of money contributed by 
the treasuries of those States=-I say he is very 
much mistaken if he supposes that m any such 
case as that, public sentiment will compel them 
to carry the mails for an inadequate compensa- 
tion. Where we have built railroads out of the 
common means of the United States, there may 
be some reasons for attempting to reduce them to 
those low rates. In many of the older States of 
the Union we have built railroads out of our own 
means. We expect our railroad companies will 
demand of the Government an adequate and fair 
compensation for carrying the mails; and we will 
not countenance them in demanding anything 
more. But if you undertake to confine them to 
the rates in this bill for second and third class ser- 
vice, I assure the gentleman from Ohio that there 
is not a single State among those of which I have 
spoken, where the public opinion will compel 
them to carry the mail at these rates. 

It has long been a matter of complaint among 
railroad companies that your firstand second class 
pay is unequal and unfair. Under the existing 
law, the first class pay is $200 a mile, and the sec- 
ond class pay is $100a mile. You might, perhaps, 
appropriately take something from those receiv- 
ing $200 a mile and give it to those heretofore re- 
ceiving $100 a mile. But instead of doing that, 
you go 1n the opposite direction, and propose to 
leave those who are now receiving the highest 
price in the receipt of what they now get, but to 
reduce still lower the compensation of those who 
are already receiving too little proportionately. 

Another point in the case, Mr. Speaker, is, that 
this amendment proposes to regulate the rate of 
speed on all the railroads in the United States, Tt 
may appear to gentlemen who are not familiar 
with the subject, that the rate prescribed isa very 
low one. Twenty miles an hour, including stop- 
pages, is regarded in the region of country with 
which I am acquainted as a high rate of speed. 
Twenty miles an hour, including stoppages, is 
equal to between twenty-five and thirty miles ac- 
tual running speed. We regard twenty-five miles 
an hour as very rapid running. So far from au- 
thorizing the Postmaster General to require rail- 
road companies to run twenty-five miles an hour, 
l would, if Í had the power, make a law in every 
State that no railroad company should exceed that 
speed in any case with trains bearing human life 
upon them, without special license from a board 
or officer specially appointed for that duty. It is 
wrong in principle for Congress to undertake to 
control the running speed of railroads all over the 
United States. There is no propriety in it; but 
if you do undertake to control it, you ought not 
to require so high a rate of speed as is required 
for first class roads by this amendment. 

Mr. CURTIS. What is that speed ? 

Mr. BRANCH. The speed is twenty miles an 
hour, including stoppages; the actual running 
specd being at least twenty-five miles an hour, in 


| order to fulfill these conditions. 


I would say more upon this subject but for the 
fact that the chairman of the Committee on the 
Post Office and Post Roads states to the House 
that the committee recommend a non-concurrence 
in the amendment. I hope it will be non-con- 
curred in; and I should not have made these re- 
marks but for the fact that I feared one of those 
common occurrences in regard to the bill—that 
we, upon careful consideration, should reject the 
amendment, andin a week or ten days we should 
find it put back in the bill by some committee of 
conference, without the knowledge of the House. 
I hope that the amendment will be rejected, and 
that the chairman of the Committee on the Post 
Office and Post Roads will watch it hereafter and 
see that it is not putin the bill by a committee of 
conference, without at least calling the attention 
of the House to the fact. 

Mr. EDWARDS. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman 
from North Carolina [Mr. Braxen] has so fully 
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discussed this amendment that any remarks from 
me seem to be almost unnecessary ; but, sir, hav- 
ing had some experience in relation to railroad 
contracts, and this amendment having been sus- 
tained by the high authority of the gentleman 
from Ohio, [Mr. Supaman,| I feel disposed to 
make a remark or two upon the subject. Iam 
opposed to the first part of this amendment. It 
proposes to regulate the speed of railroads, and 
to fix a minimum speed. 1 believe that the Post- 
master General has sufficient authority upon that 
point already; and I concur with the gentleman 
from North Carolina in saying that I do not be- 
lieve it is expedient to compel the Postmaster 
General to require a rate of speed of at least 
twenty-five miles an hour on any road which is 
receiving first-class pay. I think we may well 
leave that subject to the Postmaster General, 
under the powers that he now has. 

Then, sir, in relation to the second part of the 
amendment, the compensation for carrying the 
mails, l believe, with the gentleman from North 
Carolina, who speaks for the South, as it is 
termed, while I speak for the North, that the rail- 
roads will decline to carry the mails on every 
route where you reduce their compensation to 
eighty dollars and forty dollars where they are 
now receiving one hundred dollars and fifty dol- 
lars, ‘Take a railroad twenty-five miles long, 
and what is the compensation proposed by this 
bill? One thousand dollars a year. This is an 
unimportant item in the business of railroads. 
When you compel them to observe all the regula- 
tions of the Post Office Department; to carry the 
messengers of the Post Office Department free of 
charge; and to runatsuch times as the Postmaster 
General may preseribe;—when you subject them 
to all these regulations, $1,000 a year for carry- 
ing the mails on twenty-five miles of road is an 
unimportant matter compared with the other in- 
terests of the road. The present compensation 
has been fixed after a- controversy between the 
Post Office Department and the railroad compa- 
nies, and has been acquiesced in after much diffi- 
culty; and it seems to me that it is altogether 
inex pedient to attempt to disturb those arrange- 
ments, at this time, by new legislation. { hope, 
therefore, that this amendment will not be con- 
curred in. 

Mr. MAYNARD. The remarks of the gen- 
tleman from New Hampshire have superscded 
the necessity of about all I intended tosay. It is 
very manifest that this isa subject which he has 
investigated and understands. It may be that, 
in the part of the country where the gentleman 
from Ohio (Mr. Snerman} lives, twenty-five miles, 
or even thirty or forty miles, an hour, may not 
be an excessive rate of railroad speed, built, as 
the roads are, for the most part, over level coun- 
try, where they can be made straight, and are not 
subject to the effects of the obstructions that 
occur in the mountainous parts of the country. 
This is not the case in the part of the country 
from which I come, where the railroads are built 
through the gorges and chasms of the mountains, 
and winding among the hills, and wheresuch arate 
of running would, at least at the present season 
of the year, be extremely hazardous. The char- 
acter of the roads obliged to be built, the charac- 
ter of the soil through which they are built, the 
effect of the season, loosening the foundations of 
the earth without being cold cnough to solidify 
them by freezing, make the rapid speed contem- 
plated in this amendment not only unsafe, not 
only perilous, but at times impracticable, 

he effect of thesc amendments upon the great 
thoroughfare leading from this city to New Or- 
leans in almost a direct geographical line, would 
be for a large portion of the year to reduce the 
compensation to cighty dollars, and probably 
forty dollars, per mile. Ashas been well remarked 
by the gentleman from New Hampshire, this 
amount of compensation is a matter of no sort of 
consequence in the business of the more import- 
ant railroads, compared with the travel and trans- 
portation. Itis a mere bagatelle; a mere incon- 
siderable item. It has been well said that the 
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transportation of the mails does not rest on the 
same footing as any other kind of transportation. 
The railroad companics now carry Adams’s ex- 
press. If the trains come up in time, very well; 
if not, there are no penalties nor forfeitures in- 
curred. So of the carriage of passengers, and 
their baggage. But if,in transporting the mails, 
there be a failure to come up to the time specified 
in the schedules, then penalties are incurred, 
which not only take away all compensation for the 
service performed, but may extend beyond that. 

Again: as has been well said. also by the gen- 
tleman who has preceded me, the railroad com- 
pany are obliged to provide a post office in their 
cars—to set it apart for the business of the mail, 
and for that alone—to exclude all other matter, and 
all persons, excepting those who are immediately 
connected with the transportation of the mail. 
These are expenses that are incurred by no other 
sort of business done on the railroad. I have 
some knowledge of the subject; for it has been my 
fortune to be more or less connected with rail- 
road operations through my own section of the 
country for several years, and to be interested to 
asmall extent in more than one of them asa stock- 
holder; and I do not hesitate to declare it as my 
opinion that, with the rates of compensation and 
the rates of specd prescribed in these proposed 
amendments, you will have your mails thrown 
out by the roadside; and the postmaster will be 
left to get them along by horse service, by mule 
service, by ox service, or, as a matter of fact, by 
no service at all. 

Therefore, without multiplying words on this 
subject, I will say that I am utterly opposed to 
the proposed amendments. I consider them to 
be unwise, injadicious, a sortof Procrustean bed 
which is to leave the Postmaster General no dis- 
cretion in making his contracts in different por- 
tions of the country, but to compel him to bring 
the postal service, all over the country, through 
the mountains, and across the prairies, to one 
common standard, This is not only impractica- 
ble, but, in my opinion, in the highest degree 
absurd. 

Mr, COLFAX. Ido not wish to occupy the 
morning hour to-morrow as well as to-day, with 
this bill, and therefore I move the previous ques- 
tion. 

Mr. WASELIBURNE, of Illinois. 1 hope the 
gentloman from Indiana will not persevere in his 
demand for the previous question on this section 
of the bill. It certainly involves a very important 
principle. The section may be right in itself; but 
yet there is a very serious question which arises: 
whether or not the railroad companies will do the 
service for the sums proposed. I do not want to 
delay the matter, but L should like a little time to 
examine it; and there are but five minutes left 
now till the special order comes up. F desire to 
give notice, also, that I propose to offer, as an 
amendment to onc of the sections, a proposition 
which the House passed upon half a dozen dif- 
ferent times last session, to restore the mail ser- 
vice that was cut down by the late Postmaster 
General. 

Mr. COLFAX. If the gentleman from Illinois 
had listened to my remarks, he would have found 
that the Post Office Committee concurred with 
him in recommending a non-concurrence with the 
Senate in this section. It has been argued on both 
sides ably. I think the argument is well nigh 
exhausted. I trust the previous question will be 
sustained. 

Mr. BURNETT. I hope the gentleman will 
not insist on the demand for the previous ques- 
tion. I think the amendment of the Senate ought 
to be concurred in. I think there are reasons, for 
it. Under the law under which we are now act- 
ing, the Postmaster General has no diserction— 
none whatever; and it is highly important there 
should be some regulation by which he can con- 


trol the transportation of the mails on railroads. | 
The matter is of deep interest. to the country; and į 


as we are within a few minutes of the expiration 
of the morning hour, I do not see any reason for 
the previous question. 


Mr. COLFAX. If the House wants to have. 
any further debate, it can vote down the previous 
question. I think the questionis well understood , 
on both sides. 

The SPEAKER ordered tellers on the previous 
question; and Messrs, Maynar and: VANDEVER 
were appointed. Ta 

The House divided; and the tellers reported— 
ayes 94, noes 32. ; 

So the previous question was seconded, and the 
main question ordered. : 

Mr. BURNETT. | I believe we are entitled to 
a separate vote on this section. I call for a divi- 
sion of the question. ; 

The SPEAKER. Theamendment will be di- 
vided. The question will be first taken on. the! 
first section. ; : 

The question was taken; and the first part of 
the amendment was non-concurred in, : 

The question was then taken on the second 
part of the amendment; and it was non-concurred 
in. 

Fourteenth ainendment of the Senate: 

Sec. 15. Ana be it further enacted, Tharit shall be law- 
ful for persons known as regular dealers in newspapers and 
periodicals, to receive by mail such quantities of cither as 
they may require, and to pay the postage thereon as they 
may be received, at the same rates as regular subscribers 
to such publications. 

Mr. COLFAX. I desire to give a brief expla- 
nation of thisamendment. Itisrecommended on 
the petition of newspaper dealers, and it will-tend 
to increase the revenue of the Department. The 
Post Office Committees of both Houses recom- 
mend concurrence; in which the Post Office De- 
partment agrees. ` 


Mr. SICKLES. I offer the following, as an 
amendment to the amendment: f 

Provided, That the Pastmaster General be authorized to 
establish a daily or semi-daily delivery of letters and news- 
papers by carriers throughout a circuit of nine miles from 
the City Hal) of the cityof New York, under the supervis- 
iou of the postmaster of New York, whenever, in his judg- 
ment, the revenue from such service shall defray the ex- 
penses thereof. ` 

Mr. PHELPS. Thave nothing to say in regard 
to ine pending amendment to the amendment; but 
{ desire to inquire of the gentleman from Indiana 
the necessity of the fiftcenth section? Cannot 
your regular newspaper dealers receive their pack- 
ages now at the same rates as regular subscribers, 
provided they do not exceed a certain weight? 

uch Į understand to be the law now. — 

Mr. COLFAX. Iwill explain ina moment the 
necessity for this section. Foranewspaper dealer 
to obtain the advantages of the present postage 
law, he must subscribe for the same number of 
papers, weekly, for the entire quarter. He might 
desire to take, for instance, a hundred copies of 
the New York Ledger one week, two hundred 
copies another weck, three hundred the next weck, 
and but one hundred.the fourth week; but he is 
unable to do so under the present law. The con- 
sequence is, that this kind of business is thrown 
outside of the mails into the hands of the express 
companies. This provision, which meets the cor- ` 
dial approval of the Post Office Committee, is that 
all newspaper dealers shall receive their packages, 
paying pro rata for cach package at the time, at 
the same rate as regular subscribers. 

Mr. PHELPS. The explanation of the gen- 
tleman from Indiana convinces me that the amend- 
ment should not be adopted. The proposition 
is to permit newspaper dealers to receive what- 
ever quantity of papers and magazines they may 
desire, each day or each week, by paying pro 
rata at a reduction of fifty per cent. The gen- 
tleman remarks that the packages of the news- 
paper dealers are now carried by express compa- 
nies, Lask him whether the postage on magazines 
actually pays the cost of transportation at this 
time? Í understand that it does not. I understand 
that the actual amount of postage collected from 
subscribers for any one of the magazines of the 
United States does not really pay the cost of trans- 
portation. We have reduced the rates of postage, 
and made them extremely low, for the purpose of 
encouraging thecirculation of magazinesand news- 
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papers. A letter which weighs less than half an 
ounce pays thrée cents postage; while a maga- 
zine, which weighs, perhaps, six or eight. ounces, 
pays less than the letter does. - Now, the post- 
ages upon the letter, newspaper, and magazine 
mail, combined, do not meet the expenditures of 
the Post Office Department by three or four mil- 
lion dollars per annum. { prefer, therefore, my- 
self, that the newspaper and. periodical dealers 
shall obtain their papers and periodicals in future 
as they now receive them, by express, rather than 
lumber up the mails with matter which does not 
pay the cost of transportation. : . 

My.COLFAX. The gentleman from Missouri 
has not, 1 think, perfectly comprehended the facts 
on which the amendment is founded. Under the 
contracts now existing, entered into by the De- 
partment, for carrying the mails, the contractors 
are required to carry the mails, whatever they 
may be. This requirement is included in what 
are called “star bids.” Under the old system of 
carrying the mails in two-horse coaches, or four- 
horse coaches, the contractors were not required 
to carry more than twelve hundred pounds in 
each four-horse coach. Under the present sys- 
tem, however, they are required to carry the 
mails, whatever they may be; so that if they are 
required to carry these newspaper and periodical 
mails, as they will be, without any extra pay, the 
postages received will add so much to the revenues 
of the Department. 

Mr. PHELPS. Let me make one inquiry of 
the gentleman from Indiana. Does notthis amend- 
ment reduce the rates of postage upon this class of 
mail matter? 

Mr. COLFAX. It does not. 

Mr. PHELPS. Then the gentleman from In- 
diana and myself have misunderstood each other 
in that respect. 

Mr. COLFAX. We have; orl have been mis- 
understood, at least, 

Mr. PHELPS. The newspaper and maga- 
zine which now go through the mails, pay a dif- 
ferent rate of postage. ‘This amendment, as I 
understand it, reduces them to a uniform rate, 
and will enable the dealer in magazines to receive 
them at a rate of fifty per cent. less than they now 


pay. 

Mr. COLFAX. He does not now pay postage 
upon them at all, for the reason that he can re- 
ceive them at a cheaper rate through the express. 
Upon this subject the Postmaster Gencral says: 

“It is proposed to permit regular dealers in newspapers 
and periodicals to receive by malt such quantities of either 
as they may require, and to pay the postage on receipt, at 
the same rates as regular subscribers to such publications. 
The object and propriety of this will be readily perceived.” 


Mr. JOHN COCHRANE, I desire to say a 
word at this point. It seems to me that the rea- 
son applicable to the support of this amendment 
is the rcason which as properly applies to the re- 
duction of the postages to subscribers. It seems 
that the subscriber now frequently procures his 
paper through a different avenue than that pro- 
vided in the Post Office Department. Ishould have 
said “consumers,” rather than “subscribers.” 
The consumer finds that he can obtain better fa- 
cilities for procuring his paper through the dealer 
than through the post office. This amendment 
provides simply that the dealer shall be able to 
obtain his papers and periodicals through the mail 
at a cheaper rate than they have heretofore been 
able to obtain them. It provides that, instead of 
being compelled to relinquish to.the express com- 
panies the office of conveying the reading matcrial 
over the country, this amendmentis to provide, 
as I believe, a cheaper rate of transportation for 
reading matter than can be furnished by the ex- 
press companies. It is certainly clear that the 
reason 18 quite as good for the adoption of this 
amendment as applied to the subscriber as when 
applied to the dealer of periodicals; and 1 think, 
therefore, that the amendment should be adopted 
by the House, as well as the amendment proposed 
by my colleague [Mr. Sickies] in regard to the 
carrying of the mails within nine miles circuit in 
the city of New York. 

Theamendmentto the amendment was adopted. 

The amendment, as amended, was agreed to. 

Fifteenth amendment: ; i 

Bec. 16. And be it further enacted, That maps, engra- 
vings, lithographs, or photographie prints on rollers or in 
paper covers; books, bound or unbound; phonographic 
paper, and jetter envelopes, sbail be deemed mailable mat- į 


| was made with the understanding that the Califor- 
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ter, and charged with postage by the weight of the pack- 
age, not in any case to exceed four pounds, at the rate of 
one-eent an ounce. or fraction of an ounce, to any place in 
the United States under fifteen hundred miles, and at the 
rate of two cents an ounce, or fraction of an ounce, over 
fifteen hundred miles, to be prepaid by postage stamps. 


The amendment was agreed to. _ 


Sixteenth amendment: 


Sec. 17. And be it further enacted, That cards, blank or 
printed bianks, in packages weighing at least eight ounces, 
and seeds or cuttings, in packages not exceeding eight 
ounces in weight, shall also be deemed mailable matter, and 
charged with postage at the rate of one cent an ounce, or 
fraction of an ounce, to any place in the United States un- 
der fifteen hundred mies, and at the rate of two cents an 
ounce, or fraction of an ounce, over fifteen hundred miles, 
to be prepaid hy postage stamps.” 


The amendment was agreed to. 
Seventeenth amendment: 


Sec. 18. And be it further enacted, That the act of 3d 
March, 1855, entitled “ An act further to amend the acten- 
titled “An act to reduce and modify the rates of postage in 
the United States, and for other purposes,’ ” passed March 
3, 185], be, and the same is hereby, so modified as to re- 
quire the ten cent rate of postage to be prepaid on Fetters 
conveyed in the mail from any point in the United States 
cast of the Rocky Mountains to any State or ferritory on 
the Pacific, and from any State or ‘Territory on the Pacific 
to any point in the United States east of the Rocky Moun- 
tains. And all drop Ietters shall be prepaid by postage 
stamps. 


Mr. PHELPS. Thatis, I believe, a proposi- 
tion to increase the rates of postage to the Pacific, 
designed, I suppose, to meet the additional ex- 
pense of the overland service. 

Mr. COLFAX. I will state to the gentleman 
from Missouri that this amendment 1s recom- 
mended by the Post Office Department, and by the 
Post Office Committee. The present postage law 


nia mail was to be carried by the Isthmus, and it 
was therefore ond that all letters carried a 
distance over three thousand miles shall pay ten 
cents postage. But we have now in existence am 
overland mail by what is known as the central 
route from St. Louis or St. Joseph to Placerville, 
California. Many of the letters carried over 
that route, going a distance of less than three 
thousand miles, only pay three cents postage. 
This amendment designs merely to provide that 
all California letters shall pay ten cents. I will 
merely add that the amendment meets the concur- 
rence of the members from California. 

Mr. WASHBORNE, of Illinois. 1 desire to 
know at what time the morning hour expires. 

ae SPEAKER. The morning hour has ex- 

ired. 
j Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. If the House 
will indulge me for a moment, I desire to give 
notice of anamendment which I shall offer to this 
amendment, 


PERSONAL EXPLANATION. 


Mr. CLEMENS. Irise to a privileged ques- 
tion. 1 desire to make a personal explanation. 
I find that a fact in the proceedings of the House 
of yesterday has been entirely overlooked, It 
will be recollected by those who were present 
yesterday, that the gentleman from New York 
(Mr. Siektes] desired to makea motion, in which 
1¢ was for some time prevented, not having the 
floor. 1 moved the amendment which the gen- 
tleman from New York sought to introduce— | 
which was the ‘Crittenden proposition.” No 
reference seems to have been made, in the report 
of the Globe, to that proceeding. I desire to call 
the attention of the House to this fact, so that if 
the omission occurs also in the Journal it may be 
corrected. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair understands that 
the Journal shows the gentleman’s amendment 
to have been received. 

Mr. CLEMENS. One further remark. IT find 
that my colleague from the Abingdon district, | 
{Mr. Marrin,] yesterday, is reported in the Globe 
to have expressed the wish that I might be al- 
lowed to go on and finish my “traitorous re- 
marks.” 

I understand, Mr. Speaker, that he used some 
other expression, the purport of which did not | 
reach me at the time. It is as well for me to say, | 
first as last, that all the positions which I have |! 
conceived it my duty to take in this exigency of 
public affairs have been taken deliberately, and 
with the expectation that I must, for a time, be 
subjected to personal defamation. -If, therefore, | 


| so, sir, for the reason that Iam at this instant 
laboring under physical infirmity—suffering from 
a reeking wound not yet healed, from one per- 
sonal cncounter. If he will shoot himself in the 
thigh, and have a comminuted fracture of the 
bone, and be forced to linger in anguish for two 
years, as I have done, he will, I think, find this 
thing of a bullet shot to give a not very comfort- 
able sensation. [Laughter.] It is one that, so 
faras Lam concerned, I do not desire to be re- 
peated upon me. Above all, Ido not desire either 
to submit to a travesty in Punch, Vanity Fair, 
or the Illustrated News, of standing on one leg, 
with a cane in one hand, anda pistol in the other, 
[langhter,] to give my colleague 

Mr. HINDMAN. I call to the attention of 
the gentleman from Virginia the fact that his col- 
leaguc is not present in the House. 

Mr. CLEMENS. Iwas not before aware of 
the fact; and I regret I have said what I have 
during his absence. But, sir, I would have stated 
what [ have if my colleague had been here. 

Mr. HINDMAN. LT hope the gentleman will 
not understand me as supposing that he has said 
anything which might be construed as offensive 
to his colleague, 

Mr. CLEMENS. Ido not intend to be offens- 
ive. 

Now, sir, if anybody be desirous of obtaining 
the cheap notoriety of casting any imputation upon 
me or indulging in any personal animadversions, 
they can do so. They are welcome to it. Tecan 
concede that to those who, unable to win reputa- 
tion in any other way, would be unknown in this 
or any other Congress if, through the providence 
of God, there were not some special interposi- 
tion to lift them out of the obscurity where they 
would otherwise forever have remained. 


CRISIS MEETING. 


Mr. PRYOR. Task the unanimous consent 
of the House for leave to present resolutions of a 
meeting of citizens of Charlottesville, Virginia, 
in reference to the present condition of the coun- 
try. 

The resolutions were received, and laid upon 
the table. 

PRINTING OF CRISIS REPORT. 


Mr. GURLEY, from the Committee on Print- 
ing, reported back the following resolution, with 
the recommendation that it do pass; which was 
read, considered, and adopted: 

Resolved, That there be printed for the use of tbe House 
ten thousand extra copies of the reports from the select 
committee of thirty-three, the majority and minority re- 
ports to be included in the same document. 


Mr. JOHN COCHRANE. I ask the unan- 
mous consent of the House for leave to present 
certain memorials. 

Mr. GROW. I object to the presentation of 
memorials and petitions in open House. They 
can be introduced under the rules by being handed 
in to the Clerk. I want my objection to be a 
standing one. 

POST ROUTE BILL. 


Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. I desire, Mr. 
| Speaker, to call the attention of the House to a 
| matter of a practical character. To-morrow, dur- 
ing the morning hour, the House will be called 
on to resume the consideration of the amendments 
of the Senate to the post route bill, There is one 
| of those amendments in reference to the trans- 
portation of the mails. F propose to introduce an 
amendment, directing the Postmaster Gencral to 
examine into all cases of a discontinuance of mail 
service, and to restore such service as he may 
think proper. It isa matter of great importance 
to our constituents, All of them are interested in 
j it. I therefore have given this notice, that mem- 
| bers may be here when the vote is taken. 
AMENDMENT TO SELECT COMMITTEE REPORT. 

| Mr. HINDMAN. [ask the unanimous con- 
sent of the House for leave to present amendnients 
which I design offering to the report of the select 
committee of thirty-three at the proper time, in 
order that they may be laid upon the table, and 
| ordered to be printed. 


There was no objection; and it was ordered 
accordingly. 


REPORT OF COMMITTEE OF THIRTY-THREE, 


my colleague threw out his remark for the pur- | 
pose of giving me offense, I pardon him. I do | 


The SPEAKER stated that the question before 
the House, the morning hour having expired, 


1861. 


was the special order, being the report of the se- 
leet committee of thirty-three, on which the gen- 
tleman from Tennessee [Mr. EraeRmer] was 
entitled to the floor. 

Mr. ETHERIDGE addressed the House for 
an hour on the state of the Union. [Hisremarks 
will be published in the Appendix.] 

Mr. LOVEJOY obtained the floor. 


WITHDRAWAL AND RESIGNATION OF MEMBERS. 


The SPEAKER, I desire tostate to the House 
that several of the members from the State of 
Georgia have addressed a letter to me, with the 
request that, at the close of the speech of the gen- 
tleman from Tennessce, I would present it to the 
House. In obedience to their wish, I now pre- 
sent it. 

The Clerk read the letter, as follows: 


WASHINGTON Ciry, January 23, 1861. 

Six: We have received official information that the peo- 
ple of the State of Georgia, in convention assembled, on 
the 19th day of January, 1861, adopted and passed an ordi- 
nance, of which the following is a copy: 

“We, the people of the Sta‘e of Georgia, in convention 
assembled, do declare and orda.n, and it is hereby declared 
and ordained, that the ordinance adopted by the people of 
Georgia, in convention, in the year 1788, whereby the Con- 
stitution of the United States was assented to, ratified, and 
adopted, and also all acts and parts of acts of the General 
Assembly ratifying and adopting amendments to the said 
Constitution, are hereby repealed, rescinded, and abro- 
gated; and we do farther declare and ordain that the union 
now subsisting between the State of Georgia and the other 
States, under the name of the United States of America, 
is hereby di 
full possession and exercise of all those rights of sover- 
eignty which belong and appertain to a free and independ- 
ent State,” 

The sovercign State of Georgia, of which we are Repre- 
sentatives in this House, having thereby dissolved the po- 
litical connection between that State and the Government 
of the United States, and having thereby repealed the ordi- 
nance of 1788, by which the Constitution of the United 
States was ratified, and having resumedall the powers del- 
egated to the Federal Government, we hereby announce to 
you that we are no longer members of the House of Repre- 
sentatives of the United States Congress. 

PETER E. LOVE, 
MARTIN J. CRAWFORD 
THOMAS HARDEMAN, Jr., 
LUCIUS J. GARTRELL, 
JOHN W. H. UNDERWOOD, 
JAMES JACKSON, 
3 JOHN J. JONES. 
Flon. WILLIAM PENNINGTON, 
Speaker House of Representatives of the United States. 


The letter was laid upon the table. 

The SPEAKER. I desire also to lay before 
the House, a letter which I have received from 
another Representative of Georgia. 

The Clerk read the letter, as follows: 

WASHINGTON Crry, January 23, 1861. 

Sm: Satisfied, as] am, thata majority of the convention 
ofthe people of Georgia, now sitting, desire that the State 
should no longer be represented upon this floor, 1, in obe- 
dience to this wish of the people's representatives, hereby 
resign the seat I hold as a member of this House. 

Tan, respectfully, your obedient servant, 

JOSUUA MLE. 


Hon. WILLIAM PENNINGTON, Speaker of the House of Rep- | 


resentatives of the United States. 
The letter was laid upon the table. 


Mr. LOVEJOY addressed the House for an 
hour. [His remarks will be published in the 
Appendix.} 

Mr. McPHERSON obtained the floor. 

Mr. MONTGOMERY. JI appeal to my col- 
league to yield me the floor for about three min- 
utes, 

Mr. McPHERSON. I will do it, with pleas- 
ure. > 

Mr. MONTGOMERY. Mr. Speaker, I have 
a proposal to make to this House. . I think that 
every impartial observer, who has witnessed our 
deliberations since the commencement of the ses- 
sion, will admit that there is nothing like unity 


of sentiment nor concurrence of opinion among j 


us. The votes had on the various propositions 
of compromise presented to us from time to time, 
abundantly prove that there is not the slightest 
probability that a constitutional majority can be 
obtained for any proposition which will restore 
harmony and peace to our distracted country. 


Day after day isspentin the delivery of specches, | 
many of which only tend to increase our troubles, | 


and add fuel to the flame of public discord. While 
we are engaged in this profitless controversy—for 
I doubt whether any speech that has been made, 
or that will be made, will change the opision or 
vote of a single member—Siate after State is se- 
ceding from this Union, and delegation after gel- 
gationis bidding us farewell, and vacating the seats 
around us. While these things are being done, 


solved, and that the State of Georgia is in the | 
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what are we doing to avert this dreadful calamity? 
Revolution is swecping over the land. We can 
| feel the temple of our country’s liberty tremble, 
yet we stand here idle. 
| I think it is obvious to every man of us that we 
are more controlled by political prejudice and 
preconceived opinions, than by a proper sense of 
our fearful responsibility. In devotiqn to our 
party we seem to forget that we have a country. 
We serve the Democratic and Republican organ- 
izations, and forget that we have a Union anda 
Constitution in peril of destruction. While we 
stand here idle, the people weep, and the nations 
look upon us with scorn and contempt. FE cannot 
pick up a paper in which our tardy action is not 
denounced as treason to the cause of human liberty. 
Convinced, as I am, that we are not likely to con- 
centrate on any reasonable proposition now before 
us a constitutional majority, and bearing in mind 
that not one of us was elected in view of the ad- 
justment of these unforeseen troubles, and im- 
ressed with the importance of compromise, and 
clieving that it is our duty to refer this question, 
which we cannot settle, to the people whom we 
represent, I propose that every man of us agree 
to resign his place here, to take effect on the 21st 
of February next; and that we immediately pass 
a special Jaw to provide for the clection of our 
successors, who shall meet here on the 22d day 
of February, (that day consecrated and hallowed 
by the birth of the Father of his Country,) and 
that to these Representatives, fresh from the hands 
of the people, and bearing the peoples’ instruc- 
tions, the various proposals of compromise now 
pending, and hercafter to be made, shall be re- 
ferred. Inthe mean time, between this and the 
22d of February, we can go on and dispatch the 
public business demanding our attention. 

This is not a party proposition. I made it in 
good faith, and carnestly ask its consideration. 
The man on this floor who knows he has been 
misrepresenting the wishes of his people need 
alone fear it. ‘Those who have been faithful and 
true to the people, to the Union, and the Constitu- 
tion, will be indorsed and reélected. ‘The respons- 
ibility will then be with the people; and I know 
the result will be peace, conciliation, and a return 
to the Union. We cannot agree; why then shall 
we stand in the way of the expression of the will 
of the people? If we are right, our people will 
sustain us; if we are wrong, we owe it to our- 
selves and them to give them an opportunity to 
select others in our stead. Adopt this measure, 
and you will arrest precipitate action in the south- 
ern States which yet remain with us. I believe, 
if this measure were adopted, some of those States 
which have already seceded would send their | 
Representatives back to lend their aid in this great 
work of compromise. Evenif it were for no other 
purpose, we should consult our people on the 
question of the course to be pursued against the 
seceding States. Before we begin a bloody civil 
war, let us consult the people, and hear their 
voice and carry out their determination. For 
myself, I have voted uniformly for the consider- 
ation of almost every proposition for compromise 
which has been offered. I am willing my people 
should pass on my acts. I lovemy country, and 
I am ready to make any sacrifice which will pre- 
serve that glorious Union which has made us the 
| greatest and freest nation on the earth. I speak 
| by the indulgence of my colleague, and I cannot 
f now elaborate this proposition. I submitit for the 
consideration of the House as a peace-offering | 
which requires no sacrifice of principle from any | 
one. I thank the House for itsattention and my | 
colleague for his kind indulgence. . 

Mr. GROW. I ask my collcague whether his 
successor is not already elected? . 

Mr. MONTGOMERY. Certainly; and he is 
a good Union man and a conservative Democrat. | 
But my proposition has nothing to do with my 
successor; my proposal relates to my own term. 

Mr. McPHERSON resumed the floor. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. With the 
permission of my friend from Pennsylvania, I de- 
sire to propound an inquiry to the chairman of the 
committee of thirty-three. I wish to ask him how 
long he proposes this debate shall be run before 


we are brought to vote upon the report. 
A Member. The chairman is not here. 


| 
i 
1 
{ 
i 


Mr.McPHERSON. Three monthsagoalleyts | 
were turned to behold, and all hearts to welcome, ! 
| the free nation rising out of the Italian sea. Her | 


release from long-wornfetters, coincident withthe » 
emancipation of Russia’s serfs; the unheralded: 
concessions of the French Emperor; the alleviat- 
ing tendencies of the continental Powers; andthe 

evey-widening sweep of England’s: civilization, , 
marked the period as an cra in the. progress ‘of 

humanity, - Over its pleasing realizations, what: 
nature was not joyous? Of its magnificent prom- 

isings, who was not gladly hopeful? To-us, of 

America, the picture was the brighter because, 

with pardonable pride, we saw ourselves reflected 

in it; our principles recognized, though not wholly 

adopted; and our example and institutions meas- 

urably followed and reproduced. The throes of 

that classic and suffering people, as in agony and 

blood they disowned the despot, and claimed and 

won their freedom, awakened our warmest sym- 

pathies; and our brother-feeling strengthened as 

we saw in their heroic leader rare virtues, which 

place him near the side of Washington. 

Externally, all was well. Within.ourselves, how 
much to call forth thankfulness !»The nation was 
never richer, stronger, or more prosperous... A 
bountiful crop had filled our garners, relieved in- 
debtedness, and driven away the shadow of former 
revulsion. Trade wasactive. Our matchless land 
and water ways were crowded. Our population 
were busy. Wealth flowed infrom Europe as it 
had rarely done before, and labor, in every occu- 
pation, was adequately paid. Under such circum- 
stances, on the 6th day of November last, nearly 
five million American voters, in the exercise of 
the most precious right of citizenship, cast their 
ballots for the Chief Executive of the nation. 

A night passes, and another day. The flashing 
wires announce the choice, and good citizens re- 
sume their duties. With the next rising sun, come 
mutterings and threatenings~dissonant_ and un- 
natural. Gradually they swell higher and higher, 
until they arrest and absorb attention as the 
shrilly penetrate the remotest corners of the land. 
Crossing the Atlantic, and reaching alike ancient 
friends and ancient enemies, there comes back a 
united and beseeching remonstrance against so 
horrible a purpose, so monstrous a crime, as the 
disruption of this Government. Two weeks pass 
around, and on all sides business is paralyzed, 
crops remain unmoved, banks suspend, exchange 
is practically stopped, securities, even those of 
the Government, reach nominal prices, and the 
whole fabric of trade totters—every citizen being 
more or Jess a loser. Patriots within the country” 
combine to check the maddening torrent of feel- 
ing; but it rolls an. One, two, three, four, five, 
States havealready yielded to the storm, and others 
stand tremblingly before it. It threatens to en- 
gulf a whole section of the Republic. Such a 
phenomenon, so threatening and wide-reaching, 
should concentrate all thought upon itself. 

It has been said, we are in the midst of a revo- 
lution. It is more accurate to say, that we are in 
the presence of a vast conspiracy, which has at 
length assumed the proportions of revolution. : I 
propose to examine and try to understand it. 

hence comes it? By what means? Whither 
docs it tend? Three pregnant questions. 


THE CONSPIRACY. 


The blows come from conspirators, who admit 
that long ago they laid the plan, that carefully. 
they have prepared the means, and that such has 
been their life-labor. Turning to the proceedings 
of the Legislature of the State of South Carolina 
in 1850, in a debate upon a proposition for a 
southern Congress, we find that one member (Mr. 
W.S. Lyles) said thatthe remedy for their wrongs 
was the union of the South and the formation of a 
southern confederacy. Several members declared 
their purpose so to vote on the pending bill as to 
hasten the dissolution of the Union. Mr. Keitt said 
he would sustain the bill providing for the elec- 
tion of delegates to a southern Congress, because 
he thought it would bring about a more speedy dis- 
solution of the Union. In the “sovereign conven- 
tion” of South Carolina, recently in session, one 
member (Mr. Parker) said, in the debate. upon: 
thg secession ordinance, ‘This is no spasmodic 
ort that has come suddenly upon us; butithas 
een gradually culminating for a long series of years, 
until, at last, it has come to that point when we 
may say the matter is entirely right.” Another 
member (Mr. Inglis) said: ‘¢ Most of us have had 
this matter under consideration: for the last twenty 
| years.” Another membér, (Mr. Keitt,) recently 
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a wiember of this House; said he ‘thad been en- 
gaged in this movement ever since he entered po- 
litical life.” Herejoicingly pronounced the Union 
buried, and dropped its flag on the grave. An- 
other member, (Mr. Rhett,) once a member of 
this House, and afterwards a Senator of the Uni- 
ted States, said that ‘* the secession of South Car- 
olina is not an event of a day, is not produced by 
Mr. Lincoln’s election, or by the non-execution 
of the fugitive slave law, but ìs a matter which has 
been gathering head for thirty years: Thus the 
conspitacy is confessed. Exx-Representatives, ex- 
Senators, in the face of the world, declare that the 
overthrow of the Government was their great ob- 
ject of desire and effort, while they were sworn 
officers of that Government, receiving compensa- 
tion from it, and intrusted with the care of its 
vast interests. 

‘Had it not been confessed, it could easily have 
been proved. As far back as 1844, Mr. Clay 
wrote to a citizen of Alabama: 

* From developments now being made in South Carolina, 
it is perfectly manifest that a party exists in that State, 
seeking a dissolution of the Union, and for that purpose 
employ the pretext of the rejection of Mr. ‘I'yler’s abomina- 
ble treaty.” 

In May, 1833, General Jackson, in his letter to 
Rev. Andrew J. Crawford, aftcr congratulating 
himself on the death of nullification, and the de- 
fext and dishonor of its advocates, remarked as 

_ follows: ` 

t The tarlff, it is now known, wasa mere pretext.” * 
* y x " © Tnerefore, the tariff was only the pretext, 

and disunion and a southern confederacy the real object.’ 

He then adds the prophetic words: 

“The next pretext will be the negro orsiavery question.” 

How accurately the sagacious patriot measured 
the conspirators; how thoroughly he compre- 
hended them; how clearly he foresaw their net- 
work of devices! 

How firmly they seized the pretext, how per- 
severingly they have handled it, let their ever- 
increasing agitation, their ever-rising exactions, 
their destruction of men and parties for infidelity 
to it, and their more and more unreasonable de- 
mands, give answer. Do you need further evi- 
dence? Recall the secession excitement of 1850, 
the Nashville convention of 185], the frequent 
Ceo- called) southern commercial conventions, the 
repeated fillibustering expeditions, the secession 


demonstrations of 1857-58, and the organization | 


of United Southerners,” described and recom- 
mended by Mr. Yancey, in his Slaughter letter 
of June 15, 1858, whose purpose was to * estab- 
lish committees of safety ” all over the cotton 
States, to ‘fire the southern heart, instruct the 
southern mind, give courage to each other, and, 
atthe proper moment, by one organized, concerted 
action, to precipitate the cotton States into a rev- 
olution.” This league included men of all par- 
ties who, (such is the description,) “keeping up 
their oid party relations on all other questions, 
will hold the southern issue paramount, and will 
influence parties, Legislatures, and statesmen.” 
What fearful, if not fatal, measure of success has 
crowned their ceascless endeavors to rouse, excite, 
inflame the southern mind to the desired point of 


revolution, the seditious condition of the Gulf! 


States demonstrates, 
ITS CHARACTERISTICS. 


The conspiracy was wide-spread, combined 
many powerful influences, and appropriated the 
apt agency of a secret, and probably oath-bound, 
organization.* lt apparently invaded the Cabi- 


*« Pre K., G. C.—A secret and oath-bound association 
the members of which call themselves the Knights of the 
Golden Circle, has existed for many mouths throughout the 
cotton Buttes. We are informed that, as at present organ- 
ized, it originated in Alabama, under the auspices of Mr. 
Yancey, the whole purpose being the dismemberment of 
the Union. 

«We are now prepared to say, upon authority which we 
consider entirely unquestionabic, that when Mr. Yancey 
was in Kentucky last October, he made the esmblishment 
of the order of the Knights of the Golden Cirele in Ken- 
tucky a part of his special business, ifnot his chief business. 
He spoke at Lebanon, in Marion county, and remaining 
there a day, organized a lodge, or branch, or whatever else 


the name may be. We have positive evidence that, last |; 


month, alodge or branch was established in Barron county 
we prestie at Glasgow. ï 


tide ofuctive operation almost everywhere throughout our 
State, 

* That the object of the establishment of the order of the 
Snights of the Golden Circle is the destruction of the Union 
is certain, absolutely certain. We are told that the mem- 
bers, at their admission, are solemnly sworn to the disso- 


t s Moreover we are assured that i 
there is a lodge in this city, and that lodges are in the full | 


P-the gallant services of his deceased father, General John i 
| Coffee, in the late Indian and British war, under my com- 


ii Whether foreign foes or intestine traitors.” 


net, making executive officers connivers at, if not 
participants in, its atrocious policy. It penctrated 
the Departments, and used their machinery for its 
nefarious purposes. And it has been suggested, 
not improbably, that the House and Senate Cham- 
bers have not escaped defilement. At its touch, 
privacy was penetrated, secret doors opened, all 
information gained, and all desirable dispositions 
effecied. So intelligent were the guiding spirits, 
and so perfect their arrangements, that when, ata 
given signal, treason lifted its head in a thousand 
quarters, few supposed that the sudden and simul- 
taneous movement was the result of foresight and 
preparation. A conspiracy so wide, complete, 
and extensive never before threatened the over- 
throw of the national Constitution, and the de- 
struction of human hopes and rights. 

If judged by its causes, real or pretended, it must 
be pronounced unjustified; if by its characteris- 
tics, wicked and diabolical.* In every element, | 
itis hateful and despicable. It was conceived in 
disappointed personal ambition, und born of cun- 
ning and calculating malignity. It has fed and 
thrived upon the worst of passions, and its very 
grossness betrays the hideousness of its life. Its 
footprints are plainly traceable upon the nation’s 
pathway for a quarter of acentury; and now into 
this magnificent but uncompleted Capitol hascome 
its ghastly and horrid form, its scowling face and 
wrathfal words and hating heart. ‘To many, un- 
suspicious of such depravity, it has come una- 
wares. Others have long observed its, stealthy 
creep. lt has been here before. A ycar ago it 
moved angrily through these nfarble Halls. It has 
returned, tenfold more violent and vicious. As it 
is, we must meet it—either succumb to it, parry 
it, or maintain the contest necessary to destroy it. 

ITS HISTORY. 

This suggests the second point: What means 
have brought it? These conspirators live in 
southern States, but have, or have bad, allies in 
northern, Their first attempt upon the Govern- 
ment was made in 1832, when they met the iron 
will and sterling patriotism of Andrew Jackson, 
whose Roman virtue no bribes could sway or 
threats subdue. They retired vanquished, fleeing 
to the sand hills of the Palmetto State, where, 
nursing their wrath, they kept it warm. While 
the hero lived, he checked and thwarted them. 
Dying, he, with wonderful significance, enjoined 
his family to use the memorials of his bravery in 
defending the Union from ‘DOMESTIC TRAITORS,”” 
as well as foreign enemics.| From 1840 to 1848 
they labored assiduously to corrupt the popular 
heart, using artfully the agitation consequent upon 
Texan annexation. In 1851 they took steps 
towards the overtact; but the southern heart had 


Jution of the Onion at the risk of blood. We have not the 
means of proving this to the public, but we have not a doubt 
ofit. [fitis truc, tho factis indeed a most shocking one.??— 
Louisville Journal. 

Receut information, from numerous sources, confirms 
this. $ 


* Read this paragraph from the Charleston Mercury, of 
December 17, 1860: 
“ Already comes from the North, by every mail, the mut- 
tering of the approaching storm—the ery of starving men. 
In a few brief weeks, the unknown dread will have become 
astern reality. And then, when gaunt and shivering men, 
women, and children, shall watk their streets, not alone or 

in pairs, but in desperate and savage crowds; and when 
the shout shalt break upon the ear for ‘bread or blood ;? 
and when there shali be blood, but litte bread ; when starv- 
ing tabor shall strike the props from under capital; and 
when, finally, that gilded temple, the North, built up from į 
robbery upon the South, shail fall, and rapine among the 
ruins shall supply to the Jaborer the means of subsistence, 
then shail they realize our wrongs and our might, and at 
that day may they call upon God, for He alone will heed | 
them. Our car will be deaf to their solicitations. The debt 


between us will be canceled.” } 


} In June, 1843, General Jackson wrote his will with his 
own hand. Here are two provisions: 

* Seventh. I bequeath to iny beloved nephew, Andrew 
J. Donelson, son of Samuel Donelson, deceased, the ele- 
gant sword presented tu me by the State of Tennessee, with 
this injunction: that he fail notto use it when necessary 
in support and protection of our glorious Union, and for the 
protection of the constitutional rights of our beloved eoun- 
try, should they be assailed by foreign enemies or domestie 
traitors. K 

“ Eighth. To my grand-nephew, Andrew Jackson Coffee, 
I bequeath the elegant sword presented to me by the rifle | 
company of New Orleans, commanded by Captain Beale, 
as a memento of my regard, and to bring to his recollection | 


= 


mand, and his gallant conduct in defense of New Orleans | 
infl8id—-15, with this injunction: that he wield itin the | 
protection of the rights secured to the American citizen 
under our glorious Constitution against all invaders, 


not yet been fired, and the cotton States would 
not be precipitated into revolution. Crafty in the 
use of pretexts—as observed by Jackson, Clay, 
and Benton, and now by all—thoroughly intent 
upon their single purpose, watchful of and eager 
for opportunity,and gathering energy from defeat, 
they have labored relentlessly the last ten years; 
and, aided by the excitement created by the ruth- 
less repeal of the Missouri compromise, and the 
subsequent despotic Kansas policy of two Dem- 
ocratic Administrations, they are now, in 1861, as 
if to prove the continuity of their life, executing 
the programme marked out in 185], as most effi- 
cient for the destructive work.* 

For years they suffered for want of a suitable 
agency through which, unsuspected, to reach the 

ublic. For atime they were excluded from the 

emocratic party; but they at length reéntered 


it, afd at once its decay began. By a gradual 


process they changed both its ereed and policy. 
They reversed, as a necessary preliminary, the 
theory of the very nature of the Government, and 
the source of its power. Jackson, following the 
fathers, taught that— 

“This isa Government in which all the people are repre- 
sented; which operates directly on the people individually, 
not upon the States ; they retain all the power they did not 
grant. But each State, having expressly parted with so 
many powers as to constitute, jointly with the other States, 
a single nation, cannot, from that period, possess any right 
to secede; because such secession does not break a league, 
but destroys the unity of a nation; and any injury to that 
unity is not only a breach which would result from the 
contravention ofa compact, but it is an offense against the 
whole Union. To say that any State may at pleasure se- 
cede from the Union, is to say that the United States are 
nota nation; because it would be a solecisin to contend 
that any part of a nation might dissolve its connection with 
the other parts, to their injury or ruin, without committing 
any offense.” 

The southern Democracy of this day, almost 
with unanimity, assert and maintain this “right 
of secession;’’ while many northern (especially 
Breckinridge) Democrats, mildly denying it, give 
them “aid and comfort,” by skillfully prating of 
the unconstitutionality of coercion. To jusufy 
this form of reasoning, they deny the popular 
character of the Government, and rest it upon the 
States, defining the relations between the States 
as a league, and the General Government as an 
agent, which cach onc is at liberty to discard at 
pleasure, and which, as recently expressed, the 
seceders are about to hand over to the remaining 
partners—themselves retiring! Largely depriv- 
ing the national Government of vitality, they have 
proportionably exaggerated the State governments 
—allegiance to which, in violation of the precise 
language and the entire theory of the Constitu- 
tion, they have placed first in the scale of obliga- 
tion, From defacing the creed of the party, they 
proceeded, by an irresistible logic, to denational- 
ize its policy, destroying its nobler features, and 
supplanting them with either the shadows of 
former substance or the denial of former attri- 
butes. They have denied the rightand paralyzed 
the power of the Government to protect the labor 
of the country. They have made of no effect its 
power to constructriverand harborimprovements, 
or aid internal commerce. They have destroyed 
its efficiency for many important, practical, and 
useful purposes, not now necessary to be named, 
and have limited its agency tothe narrowest fields 


* & J feel convinced that no effective measures will be 
taken by the States separately. The time and energy of 
the States would be wasted in fruitless contest abour the 
proper remedy, and differences of opinion on this point 
would defeat any action at all, even thongh all the consult- 
ing States should favor some remedy. If, therefore, the 
people of South Carolina have made np their minds to with- 
draw from the Union at all events, whether joined by other 
States or not, my advice would be to do so without wait- 


j ing for the action of anyother State; as i believe there would 


be more probahility of favorable action on the part of other 
southern States after her secession than before. So long 
as the several aggrieved States wait for one another, their 
action will be over-cautious and timid. Great political 
movements, to be successful, must be bold, and must pre- 
sent practical and simple issues. There is, therefore, is my 
opinion, greater probability of the dissatisfied States uniting 
with a seceding State than of theirunion for the purpose of 
secession. The secession of a southern State would star- 
te the whole South, and force the other States to meet the 
issue plainly; itwould present practical issues, and exhibit 
every where a wider spread discontent than politicians bave 
imagined. fu less than two years all the States south of 
you would unite their destiny to yours. Should the Fed- 
eral Government attempt to employ foree, an active and 
cordial union of the whole Seuth would be instantly ef- 
fected, and a complete southern confederacy organized. 
All these results are problems which the future alone can 
solve.”’—Extract from General Quitman’s letter to Colonel 
John §. Preston, of South Carolina, in 1851. 
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—ihus removing it, as far as possible, from the 
people; and whilst, by numerous means, destroy- 
ing the centripetal tendencies in our system, they 
have intensified the centrifugal, already increased 
by our widened territory and its diverse interests, 
by unduly elevating the claims and rights of the 
Slates, to whose “ peculiar system,” as contrasted 
with the nation’s, they are now, by natural conse- 
quence, attempting to give extra-territorial vitality 
in derogation of the general weal. The necessary 
resultof this policy,embraced by many with that 
view, has been to weaken the bonds of the Union, 
and, by a gradual but certain process, to prepare 
the people sought to be enticed for the rebellious 
and revolutionary purposes now avowed. On 
every occasion, in every mode, andon every sub- 
ject save one, they have dwarfed the policy of the 

emocratic party, and left it a husk without life- 
giving or life-sustaining quality. 

I have said, on every subject save one. Irefer, 
of course, to that which is their chiefest pretext, 
On all questions affecting slavery, they treat the 
Constitution with violence; stretching it far be- 
yond its letter or spirit, To this end they have 
adapted themselves successively, with amazing 
readiness, to every necessity of the hour. Anx- 
ious to break down the doctrine of congressional 
prohibition, they adopted the theory of lcaving 
to the Terfitorial Legislatures the control of the 
‘domestic institutions’? of the people. ‘That 
passing purpose sufficiently secured, they denied 
the power of the Territorial Legislatures hostilcly 
to touch slavery. Using this doctrine for a tem- 
porary purpose, they threw it aside as worthless, 
setting up in its place the dogma that, asthe Con- 
stitution recognizes slavery, neither Congress nor 
the Territorial Legislature can prohibit it, and 
both must protect it against a hostile local senti- 
ment. Proclaiming the sanctity of compromises 
until that of 1850 is accepted, they repudiate all 
such notions in 1854, and destroy the Missouri 
compromise of 1820, which, while not in their 
way, was esteemed well nigh sacred, and fit to be 
extended to the Pacific. in their cagerness for 
the admission of slave States, they sought, in 
1858, to drag Kansas into the Union against the 
will of her people under a fraudulent slavery con- 
stitution which did notembody the popular wish, 
and was known to be in opposition to it—a measure 
of wrong repudiated by the Territory, condemned 
by the conscience of the country, and, after the 
act, confessed, by a distinguished supporter, to 
have been a disgraceful measure, which ‘should 
have been kicked out of Congress;” while, in 
1860 and 1861, they resisted to the last point the 
admission of Kansas with free institutions con- 
formable to the popular will. So wholly have 
the conspirators wielded the Democratic organiza- 
tion in their destruction of the old land-marks 
set up by great men to be preserved forever. 

As the conspirators debauched the creed and 
poney of the Democratic party, so they manipu- 

ated the men of that party, or discarded those 
they could not manipulate. In 1844, when Van 
Buren promised to be unyielding, they prevented 
his nomination by establishing in the convention 
a novel and arbitrary rule, till then unknown, 
which transferred control of the party from the 
majority to the minority, who have held it ever 
since, and through it have ruled the country. In 
1847, they threatened the “crushing out” pro- 
cess against all who advocated the Wilmot pro- 
viso. In 1848, General Cass gained their support 
by abandoning former opinions, and adopting 
new ones, couched, however, in such Delphic 
words that they were interpreted oppositely in 
different sections. In 1849-50, a sagacious and 
patriotic southern President, when resisting their 
machinations, wasstruck downby death. In 1852, 
they nominated General Pierce, whoseantecedents 
and surroundings were satisfactory. During his 
administration vast evil was done, and vastly more 
prepared. In 1856, they gracefully yielded to the 
necessity of the nomination of Mr. Buchanan, 
who did not falter in their service until it would 
have been treasonable to go further. In 1860, their 
real character and purpose were disclosed. Fear- 
ing and hating Mr. Douglas for one act of dis- 
obedience, they expended every effort to prevent 
his nomination. The two-thirds rule and other 
appliances failing, they kept the Charleston con- 
vention several weeks in session, forced an ad- 
journment to Baltimore, where, failing to defeat 
“Mr. Douglas, they seceded, broke the convention 


in twain, nominated a second candidate, bope- 
lessly divided the Democratic party, and com- 
pelled a Republican victory. 

Thus, the Democratic party divided, the Re- 
publican party triumphant, the whole southern 
people purposely misled as to its opinions and 
policy, and the fitting occasion supposed to have 
arrived for placing tie match to the magazine, 
the conspiracy was unvailed. To-day it stands 
before the American people the most hideous de- 
velopment in their history or that of any other 
nation. . 

ITS PURPOSE AND PATH. 


I proceed to the third question: whither does 
it tend, and by what path? The path is the as- 
serted right of secession; the end, the dissolution 
of the present Union. On the other question, at 
least equally important—what shall follow disso- 
lution? there is great difference of opinion. Some 
prefer a southern confederacy, with a constitution 
much like the present; others propose a recon- 
struction of this Government, with new guaran- 
tees and conditions, on the extent of which they 
again differ. All, however, I believe, agree in 
“sloughing off’? New England. Others incline 
to a constitutional monarchy; others again, as 
foreshadowed by Governor Pickens, of South 
Carolina, to a strong military government. There 
is this much method in their madness: they agree 
upon the destructive partof their policy, butlargely 
ciffer upon the constructive; no new experience, 
since to pull down requires only brute force, to 
build up requires great qualities. I have heard 
it lately said that three things were necessary in 
governmental construction: wise men, money, 
and the favor of God. If this be true, this south- 
ern movement must have disastrous termination. 

The path chosen is by the alleged right pos- 
sessed by each State to secede at pleasure from 
the Union. It is scarcely necessary to say that 
thisisadoctrine wholly withoutauthority, against 
common sense, and repudiated in terms by the 
most eminent of our statesmen. Mr. Madison, 
in the recently published letters to N. P. Trist, 
Esq., written in 1832, says: 

c f partake of the wonder that the men you name should 
view secession in the light mentioned. ‘The essential differ- 
ence between a frec governmentand a government not free 
is, that the former is founded in compact, the parties. to 
which are mutually and equally bound by it. Neither of 
them, therefore, can have a greater right to break off from 
the bargain than the other or others have to hold him to it. 
And certainly there is nothing in the Virginia resolutions 
of 1798 adverse to this principle, whieh is that of common 
sense and common justice. The fallacy which draws a 
different conclusion from them lies in confounding a single 
party with the parties to the constitutional compact of the 
United States. The latter, having made the compact, may 
do what they will with it. The former, as one of the par- 
ties, owes fidelity to it till released by consent, or absolved 
by an intolerable abuse of the power created.?? 

In the same letter Mr, Madison alludes to Mr. 
Jefferson’s opinions as expressed in his letters to 
Monroe and Carrington, to the effect that it was 
not necessary to find a ‘‘right to coerce in the 
Federal articles, that being inherent in the nature 
of a compact.’ : 

Mr. Madison again says: 

“ Many seem to have lost sight of the great principle, 
that compact is the basis and essence of free government; 
and that no right to disregard it belongs to a party till re- 
leased from it by causes of which the other parties have 
an equal right to judge. Fn the event of an irreconcilable 
conflict, not of rights, but of opinions and claims of right, 
force becomes the arbiter.” 

Again: he called upon all real friends of the 
Union to “ finally rally against those speculative 
arrors, which, assuming a practical character, must 
subvert it.” . f 

The same views are found in his correspond- 


ence with Mr. Webster, and, at an earlier date, | 


with Alexander Hamilton, to whom, pending the 
ratification of the Constitution by the State of 
New York, he said: 

«& My opinion is, that a reservation of the right to with- 
draw if amendments be not decided on under the form of 
the Constitution, within a certain time, isa conditional 
ratification; that it does not make New York a member of 
the Union; and consequently, that she should not be re- 
ceived on that plan. Compacts must be reciprocal; this 
principle would not, in such case, be preserved. The 
Constitution requires an adoption in toto AND FOREVER.” 


General Jackson is repeatedly on record; and 
in his message to Congress on the 16th of Janu- 
ary, 1833, declared that— 

“The right of the people of a single State to absolve 


themselyes at will, and without the consent of the other 
States, from their most solemn obligations, and hazard the 


libertizs and happiness of the millions composing this !! 


Union, cannot. be. acknowledged; and such. authority. is 
utterly repugnant both to the principles upon whieh the 
General Government is constituted and. the objects 
it was expressly formed-to attain.” =- = -5 : ‘ 

The doctrine has never been cotintenanced by 
the Supreine Court, or by such ‘statesmen as John 
Quincy Adams, Clay, Benton, or Webster: “It is 
a doctrine unknown in history,* ancient of 
ern, and especially in those confederacies whose 
frames were so carefully studicd by the fathers 
ofour Government. In 1833, the Legislature of 
Kentucky declared, by resolution, that “the right 
of secession is not only unauthorized by the Con- 
stitution, but is repugnant to its letter and spirit.’’ 
In. 1851, the State convention of Mississippi, called 
to consider the compromise measures of 1850, 
resolved that— 

“The asserted right of secession from the Union on the 
part of a State is utterly unsanctioned by the Federal 
Constitution.” ` 

Mississippi is now a seceding State—so read- 
ily are discarded opinions assumed when suited 
to a supposed emergency. G 

So much for the path, which has been hewn by 
force, and does not legally exist. j 


ITS JUSTIFICATION, i 


Now for the justifying reasons. Mr. Madison 
says a people may be absolved from allegiance 
when there is, on the part of Government, ‘an 
intolerable abuse of the power created.’ Does 
that abuse exist? 

I propose to examine this point fairly—waiv- 
ing all technical points—and therefore to con- 
dense from the papers issued by the convention 
of South Carolina a statement of their grievances 
in justification of their action. Those papersare 
two in number-—the address to the slaveholdin 
States, and the declaration of iodependence, tach 
prepared by a separate committee; the former 
reported by Mr. Memminger, the latter by Mr. 
Rhett—both gentlemen in harmony with the sen- 
timent of their State, and thoroughly familiar with 
the causes of complaint. £ : 

The former paper is the more elaborate. It 
opens with a statement “ that the one great evil, 
from which all other evils have flowed, is the over- 
throw of the Constitution of the United States;* 
the Government being no longer free, but a des- 
potism, such a Government as our fathers resisted 
in 1776. It assumes a parallelism between the 


* c Now, L have taken the pains of examining all confed- 
cracics of which we have any knowledge. fn none of the 
many Greek confederacies did the right of sccession exist, 
so far as we can trace their fundamental principles. In 
some rare cases an unfaithful member may have been ex- 
pulsed. But in the most important of all these contedera- 
cies, and in that which received the most complete organiza- 
tion, resembling, in many points, our own, in the Achæan 
League there existed no right of secession ; and this is proved 
by the following case: when the Romans had obtained 
the supremacy over Hellas, and Greece was lite more 
than a province of Rome, the Ætolians respectrully waited 
upon the Roman commissioner, Gallus, to solicit permis- 
sion to secede from the League. ‘He sent them tothe Sen- 
ate, and. the secessionists obtained at Rome the permission 
to withdraw—no ‘leading case,’ Lsuppose, for Americans. 
The Amphictyonic Council allowed of no secession, — It 
was Pan-FHellenic, and never meant tobe otherwise, “The 
medieval leagues of the Lombard cities, of the Swabian 
cities, and of the Rhenish cities, permitted no spontaneous 
withdrawal; but the fortunes of the fiercest wars waged 
against thein by the nobility would oceasionally wrench off 
a member, and produce disruptions. The great Hanscatic 
League, which, by its powertul union of distant cities, be- 
came one of the most efficient agents in civilizing Europe, 
and which, as Mr. Huskisson stated in Parliament, carried 
trade and manutacture into England, knew nothing ofseces- 
sion until the year 1630, when the princes, greedy for the 
treasures of her cities, had decreed her destruction, and 
forced many members to secede. This is no leading case 
either. 

“The Swiss Confederacy, the Germanic Federation, 
knew and know nothing of secession; nor did the United 
States of the Netherlands, so much studied by some of our 
framers, and by Washington among them, admit the with- 
drawal of any single State. 

“ Alt these confederacies consisted of a far looser web 
than ours. None hada federal government comparable 
to ours, yet they never contemplated such a right. And 
should we do so—we, with a firmer union, a better under- 
standing of polities, a nobler consciousness of our mission 
asa nation, and greater blessings at stake? Should we, 
indeed, of alf men that ever united into federations, treat 
our Government, by which we excel all other united: gov- 
ernments, as a sortof political picnic to which the invited 
guest may go and carry his share of viands or nol, 88 he 
thinks fit, or the hurnor may move him? Are all the rights 
on the side of the States—that is, the individuals, and all 
the obligations, and obligations only, on the side of the 
confederaey-—that is, the whole?. This doctrine ts the 
French theory of excessive individual right and personal 
sovereignty applied to States, and naught else. ce ane 
Lieber, L.L, D., Address July 4, 1951, at Greenville, South 
Carolina. 2 
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complaints of South Carolina and the colonies, 
and sustains it by asserting that the northern 
States, “having the majority in Congress, claim 
the same power of omnipotence in legislation as 
the British Parliament’’—the ** general welfare”? 
being the only limit to te legislation of either; 
that the southern States are taxed for the benefit 
of the North, and that the representation of the 
southern States in one is useless to protect 
them against taxation. Italso complains that, for 
the last forty years, the people of the South have 
been taxed by duties on imports, not for revenue, 
but for an object inconsistent with revenue—to 
promote, by prohibitions, northern interests, in 
the promotion of their mines and manufactures; 
and that of the taxes collected from them, three 
fourths are expended at the North, thus impover- 


ishing the former and enriching the latter, This 
exhausts one branch of the argument. To all 


which it may be answered 

First. That the Constitution, so far from being 
overthrown, has been administered upon sub- 
stantially the same principles, ‘ making due al- 
lowance for the imperfection and crrors incident 
to all human affairs,’ from the organization of 
the Government to the present time. During it, 
the Supreme Court has changed less frequently 
than any other department of the Government; 
and for many years a majority of its judges have 
been from the southern States. The tendency of 
its decisions, also, has, within the last thirty 
years, been more and more narrowing down to- 
wards the standard of the South Carolina school, 
as is known by every student of our politics. Be- 
sides, the gencral legislation of the country has 
been closely confined, and in repeated instances 
hag been nullified, by the interposition of the ex- 
ecutive power, which has, without material excep- 
tion, been in the hands, or under the control, of 
the southern States. 

Second. Theattempted parallel fails, because the 
colonies were vot represented in Parliament; and 
the southern States are represented in Congress 
precisely in proportion to their claims and in ac- 
cordance with the provisions of the Constitution 
ratified by all and binding all. It fails, also, bc- 
cause the British Parliament is omnipotent; and 
the Congress is limited, as all admit, by the grants 
of the Constitution, which the Supreme Court has 
interpreted with much severity and uniformity. 
Neither is the parallel more happy as to results 
than as to the principle; for, although it is asserted 
that the * representation of the southern States is 
useless to protect them against taxation,” J chal- 
lenge any one to point outa casein which a meas- 
ure of taxation has been resisted by the South 
and enforced by the North. There is no such case. 
But if there were, it would not necessarily relieve 
the southern States from their allegiance; for, to 
be justified, they must be able to point out an 


intolerable abuse’? That is impossible. The 
claimed parallelism not existing, it is casy to sce 
wherein the two parties essentially diffe The 


colonists planted themselves upon their principle, 
without regard to the amount; the South Car- 
olinians, chiefly upon the amount, subordinately 
upon the principle, and erroneously upon both, 
Third. The allusion to the tariff question is 
wisely restricted to the last forty years, since, 
prior to that time, South Carolina Representatives 
voted for protective tariffs. Mr. Calhoun made 
an able speech, in this House, in favor of the tariff 
act of 1816; and South Carolina and other south- 
ern members supported it against the protest of 
New England. Neither is this the complaint 
which the people of the South can make, for they 
have never been united in favor of a purely reve- 
nue tariff. No protective tariff bill ever passed 
without southern support; and that of 1842, which 
had a majority of but one vote in each House, 
received thirteen southern votes in the House* and 
five in the Senate. The tariff policy was inau- 
gurated under Washington, and bas continued 
with various modifications up to the present time; 
and it is a remarkable, and for the authors of the 
address a humiliating fact, that the present tariff 


*Veas—Measrs. Rodney, of Delaware; Kenuedy, Pearce, 
Randall, and, Soilers, of Maryland; Barton, Powell, and 
Taliaferro, of Virginia; Andrews, Davis, and Pope, of Ken- 
tneky; Joseph L. Williams, of Tennessee; and Moore, of 
Louisiana—l3. Total vote—yeas 104, nays 103. 


+¥ras—Messrs. Bayard, of Delaware; Crittenden and 


Moorehead, of Kentucky; Conrad and Barrow, of Louis- } 
jana—5. ‘otal voto—s eas 24, nays 28. 


law was voted for by the whole South Carolina 
delegation in Congress, of whom one is known 
to have declared himself opposed to all tariffs, 
revenue or protective, and in favor of direct tax- 
ation. Furthermore, for the last fourteen years, 
the changes in our tariff system have been from 
one reduction to another, and complaint is less 
justified on this point now than at any former 
period. Besides, it is not true that northern in- 
terests have been solely protected by our tariffs; 
for in all, the southern interests of sugar, tobacco, 
and hemp, to say nothing of the iron interest of 
the South, have been largely protected. Thus 
this petulant complaint disappears—being, if an 
offense, not exclusively a northern one; if a ben- 
efit to any interests, not exclusively to northern. 

Fourth. It is complained that the taxes col- 
lected among them are not expended among them. 
I have no means of knowing what amount of 
money has been expended by Government for 
various purposes in the southern States; but I do 
not recall a single instance in which aid was re- 
fused to an important work because located in a 
southern State. As to the fortifications erected 
by Government, most of which are now in the 
possession of seceding States, a report made a few 
years ago showed that $13,366,000 had been ex- 
pended upon them; and it is known that these 
works were completed and strengthened, others 
commenced, and that in the last three years large 
sums have been spent upon public buildings in 
Charleston, New Orleans, and other southern 
cities. As to the other phases of this petty com- 
plaint, I commend attention to the subjoined ex- 
tract from a speech made in the convention of 
South Carolina: 

& When we complain in the aggregate, or in gencral terms, 
when we say that the grievances of South Carolina are 
fonud in the fact that the ‘Treasury has been depleted by 
iNegal means, and in undue proportion administered to the 
North, I question whether we are quite safe in alleging 
that as a gricvance of South Carolina, without qualifica- 
tion. There has been an unfaithlul execution of the Con- 
stitution on tbe part of its own general agent in that re- 
spect. But let us not forget to confess the truth under 
any and all circumstances. What have we ourselves been 
doing? And in the city of Charleston, too, where have 
you bought your supplies, and with whom do you trade? 
Where has the great surplus of your money been necessa- 
rilyspent? Where has it gose to? Has it not gone to 
these people who have sived the Federal money? Gov- 
erhment and individuals have sought the same market. 
Why? Because nobody else could furnish the articles 
each wanted. Can yousay, therefore, that the Fedral Gov- 
ernment is to be blamed for spending a large amount of 
money iu the non-slaveholding States? Where was the 
Federal Government obliged to get its necessary support 
for the Army and Navy? Where could the Federal Gov- 
ernment fill up the ranks of its Army and Navy? Will you 
not allow the Government to buy of its own citizens, as we 
have all done? ff by the cunning of these men in the non- 
slavchotding States they have been able to present to the 
Government inducements to obtain their supplies, can we 
complain? Where clse could they have been procured ? 
So far, the Government has been obliged to spend its money 
among the people of the North and Northwest for bacon, 
lard, and all the supplies of the Army and Navy. [submit 
these views for the purpose of drawing the attention of the 
convention to the faet that we may go too far in this doc- 
ument, and use assertions too strong.” 


Their last grievance has reference to the slave 
question While complaining of the congressional 
prohibition of slavery from the Territories—a 
policy inaugurated by the consent of Virginia and 
other slavcholding States, at the beginning of the 
Government, and now only contemplated to a 
limited extent by any party—the address charges 
that the purpose of the Republican party is, the 
interference with slavery in the slawcholding States; 
acomplaint also prospective, but made in spite 
of the distinct and emphatic declarations to the 
contrary, in the Chicago platform, and by Re- 
publicans everywhere. Indeed, it is safe to say, 
that the Republican members of Congress will 
consent, with substantial unanimity, to initiate 

roceedings by which such a prohibition shall 

e inserted in the Constitution, should it appear 
that this complaint is sincerely, ‘and not hypo- 
critically made. The declaration of independence 
of South Carolina touches this subject in detail, 
alleging: 

First. That the laws of the General Government 
fail to make effective and valuable the fugitive 
clause of the Constitution. 

Second. That fiftcen States have enacted laws 
which cither nullify the laws of Congress or 
prevent their execution. 

i Third. ‘That Mr. Lincoln has been chosen Pres- 
ident. 


Fourth. That certain States have elevated to | 


citizenship certain persons who, by the supreme 
law of the jand, are incapable of becoming citi- 
zens. 

Fifth. That after the 4th of March next, the 
equal rights of the States will be lost, and the 
slaveholding States will no longer have the power 
of self-preservation. 

To all these it is easily answered: 

In not a single case has the fugitive slave law 
been rendered inoperative; butinevery case ithas 
been executed, and generally without disorder; 
that it has been more faithfully executed than cer- 
tain corresponding laws in the southern States; 
and that in no case has an alleged slave escaped 
except when adjudged free by the commissioner. 

That the legislation of the fifteen States named 
proves the imputations cast upon them false; or if 
they have the appearance of truth, there is no 
reason to doubt that the laws will be revised, and 
placed in proper shape; but if this were not so, 
there is a remedy for the case in the Union, and 
under the Constitution. That the election of an 
adverse President has always hitherto been peace- 
fully acquiesced in by those now victoricus; that 
the mere election is not an offense; that the opin- 
ions of the President elect are grossly misrepre- 
sented and perverted in the State papers before 
named; that if disposed, he could not do what is 
wrongfully attributed to him; and that, as the 
next Congress would be constituted, the President 
would be powerless to control legislation. That 
the question of citizenship is one of constitutional 
Jaw, which tribunals have been specially erected 
to decide. And that the last complaint is a pre- 
diction—not a fact—a prediction not founded on 
a true statement of past or present occurrences, 
and with no probability or possibility of realiza- 
tion. 

Such are their proclaimed grievances and com- 
plaints; such also, in brief, the facts which prove 
them groundless; or, if to any extent real, reme- 
diable within the Union. Never did rebel people 
so flimsily justify themselves. It would be won- 
derful if any one believed their reasons satis- 
factory or defending so grave a step. Indeed, I 
think it demonstrable that the members of the 
convention felt the weakness of the statements 
and their cause. Jn the debate upon the declara- 
tion, Mr. Maxcy Gregg objected that it was silent 
on the tariff and the unauthorized expenditures 
of Government, while it laid “the main stress upon 
the incomparably unimportant point relative to 
fugitive slaves,’? and the laws of northern States 
in relation thereto. He further protested against 
weakening their cause by ‘ confining themselves 
to these miserable fugitive slave laws.’’ Mr. Keitt, 
defending the address and its omission of the 
tariff, reminded Mr. Gregg that all of South Car- 
olina’s Representatives in Congress had voted for 
the present tariff! With regard to the fugitive 
slave law, of whose non-execution complaint is 
made, Mr. Kcitt said he had “ very great doubts 
about the propriety of the fugitive slave law;’’ 
and Mr. Rhett said he had doubt of its constitu- 
tionality, and had expressed it when a member of 
the Senate. Touching the (so-called) “ personal 
liberty bills,” Mr. Wardlaw thought the stress 
laid upon them gave the address ‘too much the 
appearance of special pleading.” Judge Withers 
intimated very distinctly that the causes stated 
were not sufficient to secure his name to the act 
of secession; but he signed it by reason of other 
causes, not stated, which were controlling. 

Looking over the proceedings of the convention 
and the Legislature, I can find but the following 
additional causes stated anywhere; and } present 
them, so as to make their case complete. One is 
named in the report of a committee of the Senate 
of the State, namely: that the people of the slave- 
holding States pay two thirds of the revenue of 
the country. In the same spirit, the Mayor of 
New York, in his late message, claims for that 
city that it «contributes in revenue two thirds of 
the expenses of the United States.’? These two 
self-exaggerating authorities thus account for 
one third more revenue than is received, and re- 
lieve the bulk of the population of the country 
from all agency in supporting the Government. 

Another is stated by Judge Withers, and is to 
the effect that a jury in Pennsylvania, about thir- 
teen years ago, failed to find a true verdict in a 
case of death arising out of the recapture of slaves, 
And another he states thus, in his report from the 
committee on the relations of the slaveholding 
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States. The dissatisfaction with the Government 
is not attributable to ‘‘anything in its structure, 
but to the false glosses and dangerous misinter- 

retations and perversion of sundry of its provis- 
ions, even to the extent, in one particular, of so 
covering up the real purposes of certain legisla- 
tion (meant to protect domestic manufactures 
in one section) as to estop the Supreme Court, in 
its opinion, from judicially perceiving its real 
design,” 

This completes the ‘dreary catalogue,” as 
made by the champions of disunion. How piti- 
ful the list! But it was the best possible. Not 
one has the ring of reality; not one will bear the 
test of fact. Several members expressed dis- 
satisfaction with the papers; but none could 
strengthen them, and they were adopted. Thus 
they stand upon the page of history, challenging 
criticism aud judgment, being as remarkable for 
sophistry in argument as inaccuracy in statement. 
What the verdiet of mankind will be, who can 
doubt upon reading this paragraph from the speech 
of Judge Withers, uttered immediately before 
signing the ordinance of secession: 

“I think if every member of the convention should draw 
up an indictment against the people of the unfaithful con- 
federate States, and you might have any number of ad- 
dresses upon that subject, you would probably find no two very 
nearly alike. Since, therefore, every one’s taste and judg- 
ment cannot be answered, if there be no substantial objec- 
tion to the addresses before us, as I think there is not, itis 
proper to vote for them, and shall do so.” 

Surely, those grievances cannot be very actual 
or welldefined which no two of one hundred and 
fifty-five members of a convention elected for the 
purpose did or could agree instating. Such con- 
fession is, itself, complete as an arraignment and 
condemnation of South Carolina, and a defense 
of the Government sought to be overthrown, 

I turn willingly from this mortifying exhibition 
of maddened men sceking to pull down the pillars 
of the Republic. I say maddened, for what else 
induced this passage in their address? 

“Jt is now too late to reform or restore the Government 
of the United States. All confidence in the North is lost 
inthe South. ‘Ihe faithiessness ofhaifa century bas opened 
aguif of separation between them which no promises or 
engagements can fill.’ 

Thus has South Carolina shut the door against 
reconciliation, asserted independence, and begun 
the attempt to establish, upon reactionary princi- 
plesa new government, with a basis antagonizing 
it to all European Powers, whose recognition they 
expect to purchase by promises of profitable trade. 
Let us, for the sake’of the past, if not the possi- 
ble future, and more in sorrow than in anger, 
screen from further view the petulance, projudice, 
and hatred, the unholy ambition and headlong 
desperation of the present masters of South Caro- 
lina, whose is the anomalous position of having 
complaints without foundation, grievances with- 
out actuality, suffering without wounds, oppres- 
sion without burdens, and apprehensions with- 
out reason. 

The other seceding States, wisely profiting by 
the example of South Carolina, held their con- 
ventions with closed doors—having published no 
report of the debates on the adoption of their or- 
dinances of secession—anu have, prudently, re- 
frained from attempting to give a detailed state- 
ment oftheir grievances. This, also, is significant. 
Every step in this treasonable movement betrays 
the conscious guilt of its participants. 


ITS INEVITABLE FAILURE. 

As, Mr. Speaker, I have thought of the possi- 
ble-destruction of this Union, and forecasted the 
manifold and terrible afflictions which must en- 
sue, I have been overwhelmed with dismay at the 
depth and darkness of the abyss toward whose 
brink we have been tending. It is unfathomed 


and unfathomable. By none of us or ours be the | 


attempted measurement cver made! But will this 
calamity overtake us? I hope—yea, 1 believe it 
will not. 

Such self-destruction isin the highest degree 
unnatural and criminal. 
of every instinct, but destructive of every valua- 
ble interest, immediate and prospective. Not only 
would dissolution result in several subdivisions, 
with endless complications, cach a fruitful source 
of irritation; not only would it subject the weaker 
to the stronger, and open us to the demoralizing 
diplomacy of the contending factions, families, 
and houses of Europe, thus committing a crime 
against republicanism ;but it would destroy Amer- 


It is not only violative | 


i 
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ican unity, which is one of the great facts of his- 
tory; thus committing a crime against humanity. 
All races feel this yearning for union; and many 
have strugglingly, and for years vainly, sought it. 
To us it came carly and without difficulty, for 
we encountered few or no disturbing causes; and 
hence we value it too lightly. What the home- 
feeling is to the individual, national unity is toa 
people. The former unlocks his soul, leads him 
in paths of perennial beauty, fills him with noble 
emotions, and fits him for higher life. The latter, 
by a mysterious but powerful attraction, clasping 
in brotherhood those who are one in lineage and 
language, consolidates their energies, intensifies 
their powers, multiplies their capacities, and drives 
them, with cver-renewing vigor, to the fulfillment 
of their mission. Tyrants cannot crush this. 
Even Napoleon, in the pride of his power and the 
flush of brilliant victory—his heel on the neck of 
nationalities whose empires he had mastercd— 
could not reconstruct the map of Europe. Ages 
cannot dim it; for at this moment the world thrills 
with the spectacle of the long-lost italian nation 
reasserting its unity, and, after weary and fearful 
oppression, gathering up its life-elements for con- 
solidation into a liberal and powerful government. 

How differently we appear! The events trans- 
piring on our Gulf coast proclaim a revolution 
threatened without just or adequate cause, not so 
much by open as sceret means; not in a spirit of 
thoughfalness, but madness; not in deliberation, 
but rashness; not in manliness, but covertness; its 
purpose to disunite men of one race long united 
under the freest and best institutions, enjoying 
and having enjoyed uncqualed civil, political, so- 
cial, family, and personal blessings. Can such a 
movement, thus initiated, carried on, and aimed, 
be successful? Surely, no. it contains within 
itself the causes of inevitable failure. It ought to 
fail. It will fail. Mankind cannot afford its suc- 
cess. The American people will not allow it. 
God (I speak it with reverence) will not permit 
the sacrilegious overthrow. Every instinct revolts 
at it. Every principle rebels against it, Every in- 
terest cries aloud in earnest protest. States may 
reel and fall; communities may forget their duties; 
majorities may be misled; citizens may neglect 
their trust; folly, terrorism, and treason, may rule 
the hour; but the storm will pass, the calm come, 
and peace be again within our borders, It may 
not be very soon. The virus is not thus casily 
expelled from the body-politic. Blows are not so 
soon forgottcn. Gashes do not at once heal up; 
and when they do, sears are left. But this much 
is certain: THIS UNION WILL NOT BE DESTROYED. 
Youask, what willsave it? I answer: that ever-liv- 
ing, ever-thinking mass—THE PEOPLE—will save 
it. Buthow? Through the agencies within their 
reach—their popular assemblics, and the myriad 
forms of their organized life; their local Legisla- 
tures, State conventions, congressional represent- 
ation and executive head, upon each devolving a 
share of the labor and responsibility. lt may not 
be doneinaday; and gentlemen should not demand 


original construction, and time is now needed 
to dissipate passion, reveal truth, and induce ra- 
tional views of duty. Complaints must be exam- 
ined, opinions compared, and a policy. determined. 
Whatever can fairly be asked of me, I am ready 
to do, as my votes will show. : 

Meanwhile, whatever be the precipitate or craven 
conduct of complaining States, the Government 
should preserve its position—giving up no right, 
escaping from no duty, and conceding no release 
from allegiance to itself, Combining the mag- 
nanimity of the powerful with the tenderness of 
the loving, while asserting and maintaining its au- 
‘thority, it should exhaust all peaceful agencies to 
restore the frenzied to soundness of mind and 
| sobriety of judgment. But if conciliation should 
notawaken dormant patriotism, nor kindness pro- 
duce consideration; if, in dire infatuation, all 
honorable adjustment be spurned, all peaceful 
accommodation be refused, then will have arrived 
thetime to ** test the strength of the Government.” 
Sir, I both dread and reprobate collision; but if, 
| to maintain this Government against vile conspir- 
| acy, and save ourselves from anarchy and the re- 
| publican system from contempt; if, to protect our 
| property from spoliation and our flag from dis- 
| honor; if, to keep from the page of history the 


such precipitancy. Years were required for the. 


| scoroful sentence, ‘free institutions areafailurc,”? į 
| collision must come, let it come, and upon the = 


aggressors rest, the responsibility; . It has been 
remarked by a profound thinker, with as much 
force as freshness: ** Blood is not the worst thing 
in history.” Ladd, neither is itthe-weakest. I 
have always hoped that, at least in this country, 
we had advanced beyond the necessity for an ap- 
peal to force. I sincerely hope we have.: [yet 
cherish the belief that we have. . But if we have 
not, woe to those whose wickedness, in mislead- 
ing, deceiving, and “ firing”. the people, makes 
such a probability within ordinary range. : 

But daring every danger, bearing every burden, 
submitting to every sacrifice, and meeting every . 
consequence, the AMERICAN PEOPLE will preserve 
this Government, because they love its liberal 
institutions which, in their compactness, vigor, 
efficiency, and power, are fitting monuments of 
the towering men who made them; because every 
dear association, every tie of interest, every pres- 
ent and prospective good, isinvolved in the main- 
tenance of the Union; because, justly measuring 
their history, which has been one of great achieve- 
ment, and their future, which abounds with bril- 
liant promise, they know that union has made 
our pathway radiantly bright, and is the bow 
of promise which flushes the coming years; be- 
cause they appreciate the importance to man- 
kind of the manly qualitics of the Anglo-Saxon 
race, which requires a home anda becoming thea- 
ter of action, and whose choicest seat is this fer- 
tile, expansive, and central empires and because, 
their souls reverently mindful of the centuries of 
toil, privation, and suffering, of which modern 
civilization is the product, they would esteem it 
impicty to throw away their precious privileges, 
whose fruits are peace, prosperity, and happi- 
ness. Having thus determined, and from so ex~ 
alied motives, the self-reliant American people 
will address themselves—yea, are now addressing 
themselves—to this patriotic and Christian. act; 
and they will patiently perform the duty, whether 
it leads them through sunshine or storm, the 
plenty of peace or the perils of war; never ceas- 
ing from their labor until, their-nation saved, 
mankind assured an asylum, and liberty a coun- 
try, their work shall be fully, honorably, nobl 
Hote: Sir, in this faith E have lived; in it] wish 
to die. 

Mr. WINSLOW, Mr. NELSON, and others, 
addressed the Chair. . 

The SPEAKER pro tempore, (Mr. Dawgs in 
the chair,) recognized Mr. WinsLow. 

Mr. MARTIN, of Virginia. I hope the gen- 
tleman from North Carolina will yield me the floor 
for a few moments. 

Mr. WINSLOW. Certainly, sir. 

Mr. NELSON. I think I addressed the Chair 
before the gentleman from North Carolina did, 
and that I am entitled to the floor. 

Mr. MARTIN, of Virginia. Then 1 hope the 
gentleman from Tennessee will yicld to me for a 
moment, ` 

Mr. NELSON. I will if I get my right. I 
claim my right to the floor, 5 : 

The SPEAKER pro tempore.. When two gen- 
tlemen address the Chair at the same time, it is 
customary for the Chair to declare which shali 
speak first. 

Mr. NELSON. But I addressed the Chair first. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman 
from North Carolina [Mr. Winsiow] has been 
assigned the floor. 

Mr. NELSON. Yes, sir; but the Chair as- 
signed it to him with the knowledge that I had 
spoken first. F did address the Chair first. I 
spoke before the gentleman from North Carolina, 
and I therefore demand the floor. Task the Chair 
whether he did not hear me speak in the first in- 
stance. 

Mr. WINSLOW. I could settle the question 
in a moment if the gentleman alludes to me, when 
he says he demands the floor. 

Mr. NELSON. I demand it, because I spoke 
before the gentleman from North Carolina. 

Mr. WINSLOW. Then the Speaker must 
settle the question; but there is no use in showing 
any temper about it, : 

Mr.NELSON. Well, let the Speaker settle it. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Does the gentle- 
man from Tennessee appeal from the decision of 
the Chair? . 

Mr. NELSON. Ido appeal, because 
gentlemen here around me who know 
the floor first. x 


there are 
Fsought 
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The SPEAKER pro tempore. The questionis, 
* Shall the decision of. the Chair stand as the 
judgement of the House?’ 

* Mr. NELSON. I call for the yeas and nays. 
I want to know whether there is a quorum pres- 
ent to decide this question. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore stated that the yeas 
and nays were not ordered—only eight members 
voting therefor, 

Mr. NELSON. Task fora counton theother 
side. l want to see how many members are 
present. ` 

Tellers were ordered;and Messrs. ALpRICHAand 
Spinwer were appointed. 

Mr. BOCOCK. There is, I am very sure, a 
misunderstanding in regard to thissubject, which, 
if removed, there would be no need of having a 
vote on the appeal taken by the honorable gen- 
tleman from Tennessee. The gentleman rose, and 
said he demanded the floor on the ground that he 
had addressed the Chair first. The gentleman 
from North Carolina was under the impression 
that that demand implied some constraint upon 
him—that it required him to yield the floor. Now, 
I am very sure that the gentleman from Tennes- 
sce meant nothing of that sort. 

Mr. NELSON. No, sir, 

Mr. BOCOCK, The gentleman from Tennessee 
could not bave prevented the geneman from 
North Carolina from getting the floor, and if the 
floor were awarded to him, from taking it. Lam 
sure, therefore, that the gentleman from North Car- 
olina and the gentleman from Tennessee misun- 
derstood each other. The gentleman from Tennes- 
see did not mean to put the gentleman from North 
Carolina under any constraint in the matter, The 

entieman from North Carolina thought he did. 

ow, if the gentleman from Tennessee did not 
mean anything of the sort, I am very certain the 
gentleman from North Carolina will yield him the 
floor withouta word. 

Mr. NELSON, Of course, I did not mean any 
reflection on the gentleman from North Carolina. 
I demanded the floor because I noticed the gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania when he concluded his 
speech, and addressed the Chair before the gen- 
tleman from North Carolina did. I mean no dis- 
respect to him. J demanded to be recognized, 
because I was entitled to the floor. 

Mr. BOCOCK. 1 have had some little expe- 
rience serving in the chair for other Speakers, 
and for the present Speaker, and if the gentleman 
from Tennessee had had the same experience in 
this House, he would know that it is almost im- 
possible for a Speaker to ascertain precisely which 
member addresses him first. A presiding officer, 
in consequence perhaps of a desire to alternate the 
floor between both sides, has his eye directed to 
a particular part of the House, and may very in- 
nocently award the floor to a gentleman on one 
side of the House, while, in fact, a gentleman on 
the dther side did actually address him first. 

Mr. NELSON. I have no objection to the 
gentleman from North Carolina, who is my senior 
in years and my senior on this floor, speaking 
before me; and if the Speaker will assign me the 
floor after the gentleman from North Carolina 
shall have addressed the House, I will yield my 
claim. 

Mr. WINSLOW. When the gentleman rose 
I was on the point of doing, perhaps, a rash 
thing. Waiving my right tothe floor would have 
been, perhaps, inconsistent with my duty in rc- 
gard to some matters which I desire to explain. 

Allow me now to confirm what the gentleman 
from Virginia (Mr. Bococr} has said in regard 
to recognizing members. There is no more em- 
barrassing part of the Speaker’s duties than that 
of assigning the floor. ‘he gentleman from Ten- 
nessee ought to know that, in these cases, the 
Chair must decide which gentleman has the floor. 
Gentlemen want to know what time they are go- 
ing to speak, and the matter is generally arranged 
beforehand, and assented to on both sides. 

I presume the Speaker did not hear the gentle- 
man from Tennessee when headdressed the Chair. 
It is natural that the Speaker should look in the 
dircetion where the mamber who was next to 
speak sat. 1 think that five minutes’ private con- 
versation with the gentleman from Tennessee 
would setile this question. 

Mr. NELSON. Itis not my design to reflect 
on the Speaker; not at all. I had no desire to 
cast any reflection on the gentleman who is occu- 
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pying the chair. I merely insisted on my right, 
because I thought I spoke before’ the gentleman 
from North Carolina. 

Mr. WINSLOW. Iam sure, if the gentleman 
from Tennessee will let the matter pass over, two 
words from me will satisfy him. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Does the gen- 
tleman from Tennessee withdraw his appeal? 

Mr. NELSON. I do withdraw the appeal. 

Mr. JOHN COCHRANE. If the gentleman 
from North Carolina will give way, I will move 
that the House do now adjourn. 

Mr. MARTIN, of Virginia. I have the floor 
by the courtesy of the gentleman from North 
Carolina. 

Mr. JOHN COCHRANE. Then I withdraw 
the motion. 


CHILDREN OF WILLIAM HUMPHREY. 


Mr. MARTIN, of Virginia. I move that the 
Committee of the Whole House be discharged 
from the further consideration of House bill No. 
590, for the relief of the children of William Hum- 
phrey, a soldier of the Revolution. 

The bill was read. It directs the Secretary of 
the Treasury to pay to the surviving legitimate 
children of William Humphrey, a revolutionary 
soldier, late of Virginia, the sum of four dollars 
per month, to commence from March 4, 1831, up 
to March 22, 1850, the date of his death. 

Mr. McKNIGHT. Is there any report ac- 
companying that bill? 

Mr. MARTIN, of Virginia. Yes, sir; there is. 

Mr. ALLEY. I object. 

Mr.MARTIN, of Virginia. Oh, no; I hope not. 

Mr, ALLEY. There are not a dozen members 
here. 1 know nothing about the merits of the 
gentleman’s bill; but it is my duty, as a repre- 
sentative of the people, to see that no business 
is done when there are not a dozen members 


present. . 

Mr. COLFAX. I will suggest to the gentle- 
man from Massachusetts, that he may acommo- 
date the gentleman from Virginia, and at the same 
time not violate the principle he has stated, by al- 
lowing the bill to come before the House, and the 
previous question to be ordered on it before we 
adjourn. It can then be acted on in the morning, 
when a full House is present. 

Mr. ALLEY. Iwill not object to that, 

The bill was then taken up. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore declared the ques- 
tion to be upon ordering the main question. 

Mr. PHELPS. I must object. There is no 
quorum here, and the House has no right to 
transact business without. It may be a merito- 
rious case; if so, I will vote for it to-morrow; but 
I will not give my consent that it shall be taken 
up now. 

Mr. ALLEY. 
adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and thereupon (at 
half past four o’clock, p.m.) the House adjourned. 


I move, then, that the House 


IN SENATE. 
THourspay, January 24, 1861. 
The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 
COMMITTEES OF THE SENATE. 


The VICE PRESIDENT announced the ap- 
pointment of members of the Senate to fiul vacan- 
cies im the standing committees, in conformity 
with the order of the Senate, as follows: 

Committee on Finance—Mr. Hemphill and Mr. 
Simmons. 

Committee on Military Affairs and the Militia— 
Mr. Latham and Mr. Bragg. k 

Committee on Naval Affairs—Mr. Kennedy and 
Mr. Grimes. 

Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads—Mr. 
Wade. 

Committee on Pensions—Mr. Morrill. 

Committee on Revolutionary Claims—Mr, Lane 
and Mr. Wilkinson. 

Committee on Claims—Mr. Polk and Mr. King. 

Committee on ihe District of Columbia—Mr. 
Johnson of Arkansas, Mr. Powell, and Mr. 
Clark. 

Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds— 
Mr. Johnson, of Tennessee. 

Committee on Territories—Mr. Hunter and Mr. 
Foster. $ 

Committee on Printing—Mr. Cameron. 


The committees are now constituted as follows: 

On Foreign Relations—-Messrs. Mason, (chair- 
man,) Douglas, Slidell, Polk, Crittenden, Seward, 
and Sumner. 

On Finance~-Messrs. Pearce, (chairman,) 
Gwin, Bright, Fessenden, Cameron, Hemphill, 
and Simmons. 

On Commerce—Messrs. Bigler, (chairman,) 
Clingman, Saulsbury, Chandler, Baker, and Nich- 
olson. 

On Military Affairs and Militia—Messrs. John- 
son of Arkansas, (chairman,) Lane, Wilson, 
King, Riee, Latham, and Bragg. 

On Naval Affairs—Messrs. Thomson, (chair- 
man,) Slidell, Nicholson, Hale, Anthony, Ken- 
nedy, and Grimes. 

On the Judiciary—Messrs. Bayard, (chairman,) 
Pugh, Benjamin, Green, Powell, Trumbull, and 
Foster. 

On Post Offices and Post Roads—-Messrs. Gwin, 
(chairman,) Rice, Bright, Wigfall, Hale, Dixon, 
and Wade. 

On Public Lands—Messrs. Johnson of Arkan- 
sas, (chairman,) Pugh, Johnson of Tennessee, 
Lane, Bragg, Harlan, and Bingham. 

On Private Land Claims—Messrs. Benjamin, 
(chairman,) Polk, Wigfall, Ten Eyck, and Fes- 
senden. 

On Indian Affairs—Messrs. Sebastian, (chair- 
man,) Fitch, Rice, Hemphill, Doolittle, Clark, 
and Latham. 

On Pensions—Messrs, Thomson, (chairman,) 
Saulsbury, Powell, Durkee, Grimes, Wilkinson, 
and Morrill. 

On Revolutionary Claims—Messrs. Nicholson, 
(chairman,) Durkee, Ten Eyck, Lane, and Wil- 
kinson. 

On Claims—Messrs. Bragg, (chairman,) Sim- 
mons; Foot, Hemphill, Wilkinson, Polk, and 

ing. 

On the District of Columbia—Messrs. Johnson 
of Tennessee, (chairman,) Kennedy, Wilson, 
Clingman; Johnson of Arkansas, Powell, and 
Clark. 

On Patents and the Patent Office—Messrs. Big- 
ler, (chairman,) Thomson, Hemphill, Simmons, 
and ‘Trumbull. 

On Public Buildings and Grounds—Messrs. 
Bright, (chairmav,) Kennedy, Clark, Doolittle, 
and Johnson of Tennessee. 

On Territories—Messrs. Green, (chairman,) 
Douglas, Sebastian, Collamer, Wade, Hunter, 
and Foster. 

To Audit and Control the Contingent Expenses 
of the Senate—Messrs. Johnson of Tennessee, 
(chairman,) Powell, and Dixon. 

On Printing—Messrs. Fitch, (chairman,) An- 
thony, and Cameron. 

On Engrossed Bills—Messrs. Lane, (chairman,) 
Bigler, and Harlan. 

On Enrolled Bills~Messrs. Saulsbury, (chair- 
man,) Bingham, and Latham. 

On the Library—Messrs. Pearce, (chairman,) 
Bayard, and Collamer. 


THE TARIFF BILL. 


The VICE PRESIDENT also announced the 
appointment of Mr. Simmons, Mr. Hunter, Mr. 
Biever, Mr. Fessenven, and Mr. Gwin, as the 
sclect committee on the bill (H. R. No. 338) to 
provide forthe payment of outstanding Treasury 
notes, to authorize a loan, to regulate and fix the 
duties on imports, and for other purposes. 

On motion of Mr. KING, it was 


Ordered, That the petition of manufacturers of cutlery, 
edge-tools, and machinery, presented by him yesterday, be 
referred to the select committee on the bill (E. R. No. 338) 
to provide for the payment of outstanding Treasury notes, 
to authorize a loan, to regulate and fix the duties on im- 
ports, and for other purposes. 

On motion of Mr. HUNTER, it was 

Ordered, That the petitions of hardware dealers, and 
manufacturers of edge-tools and machinery, and other arti- 
cles of steel or iron, heretofore presented to the Senate, be 
referred to the select committee on the bill (H. R. No. 338) 
to provide for the payment of outstanding Treasury notes, 
to authorize a loan, to regulate and fix the duties on im- 
ports, and for other purposes. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 

Mr. SEWARD presented additional papers in 
support of the claim of Samuel F. B. Morse, for 
an extension of his patent; which were referred 
to the Committee on Patents and the Patent Office. 

Mr. WILSON presented the petition of manu- 
facturers of steel tools and fire-arms in Massachu- 
setts, Maine, Connecticut, and New Hampshire, 
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praying that the duty on steel may not be in- 
creased; which was referred to the select commit- 
. tee on the bill (H. R. No. 338) to provide for the 


payment of outstanding Treasury notes, to au- į 


thorize a loan, to regulate and*fix the duties on 
imports, and for other purposes. 

Mr. LATHAM presented a petition of citizens 
of New York, praying the adoption of the com- 
promiso measures proposed by Hon. Mr. Rice, of 

innesota; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. KING presented a petition of ship-owners 
and others interested in vessels, praying that no 
alteration may be made in the pilot laws of March 
2, 1837, and August 30, 1852; which'was referred 
to the Committee on Commerce. 


Mr, CLINGMAN presented a petition of im- | 


porters of window-glass in the city of New York, 
praying such a modification of the tariff bill now 
before the Senate as will make the duty on glass 
more equal and just; which was referred to the 
select committee on the bill (H. R. No. 338) to 
provide for the payment of outstanding Treasury 
notes, to authorize a loan, to regulate and fix the 
duties on imports, and for other purposes. 

Mr. BIGLER presented the petition of Charles 
W. Welsh, praying to be allowed the difference 
between the compensation of chief clerk of the 
Navy Department and that of Secretary of the 
Navy, during the time he acted in the latter ca- 
pacity; which was referred to the Committee on 
Claims. 

He also presented a petition of citizens of the 
county of Philadelphia, Pennsylvania, praying 
that pensions may be granted to the survivors of 
the war of 1812, and to the widows of those who 
have died, or may hereafter die; which was or- 
dered to lie on the table. 

Mr. FESSENDEN presented a petition of cit- 
izens of New York, praying Congress to aid the 
People’s Pacific Railroad Company, established 
under a charter obtained from the Losislaturó of 


the State of Maine, by a liberal donation of the | 
public lands, and such other assistance as a wise | 


and just policy may suggest; which was ordered 
to lie on the table. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. I am charged with the 
duty of presenting to the Senatea memorial from 
a number of citizens of Guernsey county, Ohio, 
praying for the passage of the resolutions which 

introduced some time since. I ask that the 
memorial be read. I think it is but a proper 
respect to the memorialists, 

The Secretary read it, as follows: 

To the honorable members of the Senate of the United States 
and House of Representatives together convened : 

The undersigned, citizens of Guernsey county, in the 
State of Ohio, without respect to party, believing the time 
has come that something must be done, and that speedily, 
to save our country from eternal rnin: 

We therefore respectfully ask your honorable body to 
pass the Crittenden resolutions, or some other plan that will 
be satisfatory to a majority of the American citizensyaml 
forever put to rest all grounds of dispute between the North 
and South on the slavery queston. 


The memorial was ordered to lie on thefable. 


RED RIVER RAFT. 


Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas. I call the atten- 
tion of the Senate to the fact that, a few days 
since, at my earnest solicitation, they fixed upon 
to-day for the consideration of the House resolu- 
tion in relation to the raftof the Red river. Itis 
a joint resolution which has been here for some 
considerable time. I have, on several occasions, 
sought to get it up. It was made the special order 
for tu-day, at one o’clock; but as there are other 
matters of very great importance that gentlemen 
will wish to bring up at that hour, I should be 
glad if the Senate would consent that the joint 
resolution be taken up now, and disposed of. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as 
in Committee of the Whole, resumed the consid- 
eration of the joint resolution (H. R. No. 43) 
giving the assent of Congress to certain acts 

assed, orto be passed, by the Legislatures of the 
Bratca of Arkansas, Louisiana, and Texas, or of 
any two of them, in relation to the raft of Red 
river, and for other purposes; the pending ques- 
tion being on the amendment of the Senate Com- 
mittee on Commerce, to add, at the end of the 
joint resolution, the following: 


And provided further, That the United States shall havé 
the right, at any time after the expiration of ten years, to 
take possession of the work by paying to the company the 
amount of the expenditure, with seven per cent. interest. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
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Mr. TRUMBULL. Mr. President, when this 
joint resolution was up the other day, I stated 
that if no one else did so, I should call the atten- 
tion of the Senate briefly to some of its features. 
I regard it as an unconstitutional measure.. Ido 
not think that the Congress of the United States 
has authority to pass a bill of this character, It 
is, in my judgment, a bill authorizing companies 
to tax the commerce of the country upon one of 
its navigable streams. When the State of Ark- 
ansas, and the other States bordering upon the 
Mississippi river, were admitted into the Union, 
and even in the treaty which we made when we 
acquired that country, it was expressly provided 
that the Mississippi river and all the navigable 
streams flowing into it should be forever free to 
the citizens of all the States, without any tax, 
duty, or impost of any kind. The navigation of 
all these streams was to be free; and yet here is 
a provision to allow the levying of duties upon 
vessels which shall navigate one of these streams. 
I think that alone farnishes an unanswerable 
objection to the passage of this bill. 

The Constitution of the United States does 
authorize States, with the consent of Congress, 
to fay duties on tonnage. The language is this: 

“No State shall, without the consent of Congress, lay 
any duty of tonnage, Keep troops or ships-of-war in time of 
peace, enter into any agreement or compact with another 
State, or witha foreign Power,” 

The first section of this joint resolution pro- 
vides— 

That the assent of Congress be, and the same is hereby, 
given to any acts that bave been or may be passed by the 
Legislatures of the States of Arkansas, Louisiana, and 
Texas, or of any two of them, having for their object the im- 
provement of the navigation of Red river, by the removal 
of the * raft? therefroin. 

I do not think it was in the contemplation of the 
framers of the Constitution to give in advance an 
unlimited authority to the States to pass any law 
which they might think proper in regard to tonnage 
duties. The next section provides forthecollection 
of the tonnage duties; but the first section provides 
that the assent of Congress ‘*be, and the same is 
hereby, given to any acts that have becn or may 
be passed.” Now, does this Senate know what 
acts have been passed by these Legislatures in 
regard to the improvement of this river? Or if 
you do know what acts have been passed, have 
you any knowledge as to what acts may be here- 
after passed? Are you prepared to give your 
assent to any acts which these States, or any two 
of them, may pass in regard to this river? I sup- 
pose that the Constitution, if it means anything, 
means that the assent of Congress is to be given 
understandingly. That would be after these three 
Legislatures, or any two of them, had passed acts 
for the improvement of this river, and submitted 
them to Congress; and then Congress could, 
under the Constitution, give its assent. 

I have only read the first section of the joint 
resolution. The next section provides that— 

Sosoon as any company incorporated by the States afore- 
said, or any two of them, for the purpose, shall have re- 
moved the obstructions to navigation in Red river, caused 
by the “raft,” and have rendered the same navigable, and 
not before, the said States, or any two of them, may, through 
the said company, under and in accordance with, and in 
the mode provided by, the acts incorporating the same, for 
the benefit of the company, and to reimburse to it its ex- 
penditures in removing said “raft,” levy and collect, by 
way of commutation for duties of tonnage, tolls upon all 
boats or other water crafts, ascending or descending said 
river, and passing through the portion thereof that shall 
so have been improved and rendered navigable, not to ex- 
ceed the following suins: that is to say, filly centson and 
for each bale of cotton, and twenty-five cents on and for 
each barrel of goods, wares, and merchandise, wherewith 
such boats or craft may be laden; and that this privilege 
mav continue until the expiration of thirty years from the 
9th day of March, anno Domini 1860. 

Thus it is proposed to give the assent of Con- 
gress, in advance, to any acts which may be 
passed by these States for the improvement of 
this river, and to the collection of tonnage duties 
under the acts incorporating these companies, 
about which we know nothing. It seems to me 
it would, if constitutional, be a very dangerous 
species of legislation. I think it was never in- 
tended, when the Constitution was framed, to give 
the assent in advance in this way. What does 
the Constitution amount to? Why should we not 
insert in the Constitution itself a clause that the 
States may collect tonnage duties, if we are pre- 
pared to give this authority without knowing what 
we give, to what extent, or anything about it? _ 

Now, sir, I am not willing to pass a bill of this 
character without knowing what the acts of the 


Legislature: may. be, and’ without knowing what: 
the terms of incorporation.of this company arei 
I donot know that I should be wiling topassit: 
atali. a X E 

This presents briefly the objection T have‘ to: 
the bill. Tt is setting a precedent-which may ‘be 
applied to any of our rivers. The Statecof Hi- 
nots and the State of lowa may ask next year, or 
this year, to improve the Mississippi river around 
the rapids. Would the citizens of Minnesota be 
willing that we should tax every barrel of flour- 
and every bale of goods that went up and down 
that river, to reimburse some company that would 
undertake to improve it under an act of incorpo- 
ration from Ilinois or lowa? Would ilinois.and 
Towa be willing to pay toll to Tennessee and 
Arkansas for any improvements that they might 
make, or to Louisiana for any improvements 
which a company authorized by her Legislature 
might make, at the mouth of the Mississippi river? 
And is all the commerce of the Northwest. to be 
taxed by each State past which the Mississippi 
runs? Í think such provisions would bein: the 
very teeth of all the acts under which the States 
bordering on the Mississippi river have been ad- 
mitted into the Union, and all the treaties made 
with foreign Powers when we acquired jurisdic- 
tion over that river. Iam not willing, for one, 
to establish this precedent. Having called the_ 
attention of the Senate to the matter, I do not 
wish to delay theiraction, or to take up their time 
in discussing it. . 

Mr. DOUGLAS. Mr. President, I have not 
been able to examine, critically, the joint resolu- 
tion before us, with a view to its phraseology, to 
sec whether, in its details, it is precisely what it 
should be; but, upon the general principles in- 
volved, I have no doubt of the propriety of the 
measure. My mind has been directed to this sub- 
ject for many years, and this I believe to be the 
true policy upon which our rivers should be im- 
proved, and the only mode in which they can be 
economically and properly improved. The prop- 
osition is simply to pllawihe States through which 
the navigable part of the Red river passes, to im- 
prove its navigation, and to assess such tolls as 
are necessary topay the cost of the improvement. 
No other States are interested in it except Lou- 
isiana, Arkansas, and Texas, and they desire to 
improve it for their own benefit. For many years 
they have been waiting for Congress. to remove 
the Red river raft and other obstructions to the 
navigation of that river. We have appropriated 
a good deal of money; but our system of appro- 
priation has been to give an amount of money 
that will enable the Department to commence the 
work, pay the salaries of the engineers, and buy 
the implements necessary for the removal of the 
raft; and when they have fairly begun the work, 
the appropriation becomes exhausted, and the 
work is abandoned until another appropriation 
can be obtained. I have often had reason to say—- 
and I believe it to be true—thatin this way every 
dollar’s worth of work we have. done costs usten 
dollars in money. Now, if these States are will- 
ing to take the Improvement of these rivers into 
their own hands, why not let them do it? 

The illustration that my colleague gives, by 
way of objection to the measure, does not hold 
good. He says, suppose INinois and lowa should, 
by joint action, attempt to improve the Missis- 
sippi, and levy a tax upon the commerce either 
of Minnesota above or Tennessee below: would 
the people there be satisfied? Sir, I never would 
give consent to the improvement of the Missis- 
sippi unless we joined in that assent each one of 
the States bordering on the Mississippi. My 
proposition for the improvement of that river has 
been to allow each one of the States bordering 
upon it to appoint a commissioner, and let the 
whole of the commissioners constitute a board, 
having charge of the improvement. So upon the 
Ohio river. There being six States bordering 
upon that, I am willing that each of the six 
should appoint a commissioner; that the six com- 
missioners should constitute a board, and let them 
make the improvements and collect the tolls ne- 
cessary to pay for them. So the Hlinois river, 
being wholly within one State, 1 hold: that the 
State of Hlinois is the most competent power on 
earth to improve it; and so in every other case 
where a river is wholly within the limits of a 
State, let that State take charge of it. Where 
there are two States bordering upon it, let the 
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two-act in concert; and where there are more 
than two, let all those bordering on the river be 
associated together for that purpose. You will | 
then have just such regulations as are suited to 
the navigation of the river. You will have it in 
the hands of practical men, interested in steam- | 
boats and navigation, who will manage it. You 
will have the money expended by men whose 
capital isat stake, and who have a pecuniary in- 
terest in having it correctly managed. believe, 
if we adopted this system, we should get rid of 
the vexed question of appropriations from: the | 
public Treasury for the improvement of rivers. 

The principle is not a new one. It was intro- 
duced at the beginning of this Government; it has 
been applied in many of the States: Ihave not 
now before me a list; but I once collected a list of 
the States for whom Congress had passed laws, 
giving the assent of the United States to the im- 
provement of their harbors and rivers by the im- 

osition of tonnage duties. Massachusetts once 
had laws of this kind; Pennsylvania, Maryland, 
Virginia, South Carolina, and Alabama, and prob- 
ably other States, have had the assent of Con- 
gress given them from time to time for the im- | 
position of tonnage duties for the improvement of | 
their rivers and the entrance of their harbors. 

Mr. BENJAMIN. If the Senator from Hli- 
nois will excuse me, | wish to recall to his mem- 
ory that it is only three or four days since we 
passed a similar bill for the port of Baltimore, 
at the suggestion of the Senator from Maryland, 
(My. Pearce. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. I am obliged to the Senator 
for calling my attention to it. J came in just as 
that bill was being read, and thought it was a re- 
newal of the old law, but was not certain. Early 
in the history of this Government, probably in 
the last century, a bill was passed to enable the 
State of Maryland to levy tonnage duties in the 
portof Baltimore. {t was renewed from time to | 
time up to 1850 or 1851. F think that was the 
last renewal, when it was continued, perhaps, for 
ten years; and the other day, as I am now in- 
formed, the bill was again renewed. 

Mr. BENJAMIN. And passed both Elouses. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. Why cannot we give the 
assent of this Government to the improvement of 
Red river for the bencfit of the people residing 
upon it, as well as to the improvement of the en- 
trance of Baltimore harbor for the benefit of the 
commerce and the people interested in that har- 
bor? [tis a simple proposition, and I think it is 
a correct onc. It comes within the very Ictter of 
the Constitution; and if gentlemen will look into | 
the debates of the convention that framed the Con- 
stitution, they will find that this clause giving the 
right to levy tonnage duties with the assent of the 
United States was incorporated for the express 
purpose of making improvements of rivers and 
harbors. According to my recollection of the de- į 
bates, the clause was first suggested by George | 
Mason, of Virginia; and he stated that the neces- | 
sity of incorporating the provision would be found 
in the absolute necessity for the improvement of 
the harbors and rivers in Chesapeake bay. He 
wanted the power given to Virginia to levy ton- | 
nage duties for these improvements. He offered a 
provision unconditionally giving this power, even 
without the consent of Congress. Mr. Madison, 
according to my recollection—and I speak only 
from a recollection of many years—objected that 
the unconditional power of a State to levy tonnage 
duties for the improvement of rivers and harbors 
would be liable to abuse, inasmuch as it might in- 
terfere with the general power of Congress to regu- 
Jate commerce throughout the whole country; and 
he said that while it was proper to give the power 
to each State to improve its rivers and harbors by 
tonnage duties, the exercise of that power should 
be in subordination to the general power of the | 
regulation of commerce. The result of the dis- | 
cussions between these two eminent men and 
others who participated in them was, that the 
power was to be given by the assent of Congress; | 
so that, the paramount authority to regulate com- | 
merce being this Government, the States must | 
exercise the right to collect tonnage duties for | 
river and harbor improvements in subordination | 
to that paramount authority. ! 

Now, sir, Iam glad to see this question arise. | 

| 
t 
if 


= 


l believe that the States most interested in in- 
ternal navigation, whether upon the lakes or the 


| 
i 
rivers and bays, ought to apply for this system || 


of improvements, rather than for expenditures 
from the national Treasury. Whenever such ap- 
propriations are made from. the national Treas- 
ury, you make simply a job for Government 
officers, under the charge of men well qualified for 
other duties, but very poorly qualified for these. 
I would rather have one dollar of money ex- 
pended under the direction of an old steamboat 
captain or pilot, or a man interested in the steam- 
boat business, who is watching the expenditure, 
than ten dollars expended under the Government 
engineer, who feels that it is a hardship to take 
him out of the regular line of his profession, and 
assign him to a business which he knows noth- 
ing about. 

i trust, as a matter of economy, that we may 
resort to this system, get it out of the Federal 
Government, and get it into the hands of those 
who are immediately interested in it; and I hope, 
as a matter of peace among the people interested 
in these local improvements, that we shall allow 
them to make them. It is well known that this 
Government will never remove the Red river raft. 
Is şt then fair or just that we should withhold our 
consent that the people themselves may improve 
it at their own expense, while we refuse to im- 
prove it ourselves? The improvement should be 
made; the raft should be removed. Have we a 
moral right to refuse to remove it ourselves and 
at the same time refuse to permit those who are 
interested in it to remove it? I will not go into 
an argument to show the importance of this work. 
The Senator from Arkansas, [Mr. Jounson,] the 
other day, in a few brief remarks, made it so 
plain that no man can fail to°’comprehend its im- 
portance. He showed that the cost of transport- 
ation over the few miles of this raft was about 
twice as much as it would be from Boston by 
way of New Orleans up to the raft. The cost of 
transportation across the few miles of this raft is 
nearly as much as it would be from New Orleans 
to Liverpool. 

Mr. BENJAMIN. Five times as much. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. Five times as much, I am 
told. Is it right that they should be compelled 
perpetually to submit to these burdens mercly 
because we have the arbitrary power, and will 
neither permit them to do it themselves, nor do it 
from the Federal Treasury ? 

I do not go into a discussion of the details. I 
merely vindicate the general principle involved in 
giving our assent to tonnage duties on these local 
works, which are to be done by those who are 
interested in them; relieving the Federal Treasury 
to that extent, and benefiting the people interested 
to the same extent. 

Mr. BENJAMIN. Mr. President, I wish to 
say a few words in relation to one or two of the 
points made by the Senator from Ilinois, [Mr. 

RUMBULL,] which his colleaguchasnotanswered. 

In the first place, sir, the objection is made that 
the passage of this bill would be an interference 
with that free navigation of the Red river which, 
under the laws of the United States, is accorded 
to all its citizens. The answer to that is simple 
and obvious. There is no navigation in Red river, 
at the place where this improvementis to be made. 
The point is precisely in the same condition, and 
subject to the same rules and principles which 
govern Congress in relation to the falls of the 
Ohio at Louisville. The Ohio river is free to all 
citizens of the Union for its navigation; but there 
was no navigation at the falls, and Congress pro- 
vided means for creating a navigation there, and 
charged the vessels that used this artificial means 
of navigation, and has done so for a long series 
of years. 

Mr. CLARK. Will the Senator permit mea 
moment, to make an inquiry? I understood the 
honorable Senator from Illinois to state that we 
were prohibited from doing this by some treaty 
stipulation, J do not find any such stipulation, 
I want to inquire of the honorable Senator from 
Louisiana if he knows of any? 

Mr. BENJAMIN. The treaty of cession of 
Louisiana provided that the navigation of the Mis- 
sissippi river should be forever free. 

Mr. CLARK. Ido not find any such provis- 
ion in the treaty.. I may have overlooked it. 

Mr. BENJAMIN. It certainly, however, was 
in the acts for the admission of Louisianaand the 
other States bordering on the river. 

Mr. CLARK. I understand it to be in these 
acts, and not in the treaty, ` 


Mr. HEMPHILL. I think there was some 
peeve treaty between Spain and the United 
States—not the treaty of cession—providing for 
free navigation. 

Mr. CLARK. 4 had the treaty of cession be- 
fore me, but I did not see it. 

Mr. BENJAMIN. This is providing for still 
freer navigation of rivers leading into the Missis- 
sippi, instead of obstructing it. Itis providing for 
the citizens larger privileges of navigation than 
those that they now enjoy. The canal around 
the falls of the Ohio was not an infringement on 
the right of the citizens to the free navigation of 

‘the Ohio, butit gave them further navigation than 
that which they had before. 

Mr. COLLAMER. And they paid tolls for it. 

Mr. BENJAMIN. And they paid tolls. Con- 
gress has, from time immemorial, gathered tolls 
from those vessels that used that precise improve- 
ment, and none others. This bill provides for 
the levying of tolls on such commerce as uses this 
particular improvement, andnone other. Nobody 
is bound to use this improvement that does not 
choose to doso. Nobody has any power of navi- 
gation there now, because there is none. This 
bill proposes to create a navigation where none 
preéxists, and to charge those who use this new 
means of navigation for the use of the improve- 
ment thus created. 

There was another point made by the Senator 
from Hlinois, and that is, that by the first section 
of the bill Congress is called upon to assent in 
advance to any laws passed by these different 
Legislatures, without examination. To that I 
reply that Congress has no interest whatever in 
thatquestion. The first section of the bill simply 
points to the measures to be used for removing 
the raft; the second section provides for that which 
touches the toll. Now so far as the removal of 
the raft is concerned, certainly the three States 
bordering upon the stream, havinga direct interest 
in the removal of the raft, having the best knowl- 
edge of the difficulties and the best means of ob- 
viating those difficulties, are the parties who should 
be intrusted with the devising of the necessary 
and proper means for the removal. Why could 
you notintrust the Legislatures of the three States 
with the same discretion, as to devising means of 
removing this raft, that you would be willing to 
trust to a board of engincers? When Congress 
provides for the removal of an obstacle to naviga- 
tion, it does not direct what means are to be em- 
ployed. It leaves that toa board of engineers, or 
to the War Department. Now, the first seetion 
of this bill does nothing more than confer that 
discretion on the Legislatures of the States. It 
provides that, under the acts of the States, they 
may use such means as they may deem proper 
for removing the obstacle. 

Next comes the question upon which Congress 
has a right and an interestin intervening. It is as 
to the levying of the toll. What does the second 
section provide? Jt provides sufficient guards to 

enable Congress to see that the diseretion vested 
in the hes shall not be abused. It provides 
that thé Legislatures of the States, who are best 
competent to judge of the cost of this work and 
the burden which commerce will bear, for the pur- 
pose of carrying it out, may levy such tolls as are 
necessary for that purpose; but it does not give 
them unlimited power. It limits the toll, Itlimits 
the toll to an amount not excecding fifty cents per 
bale of cotton, and twenty-five cents per barrel of 
merchandise. The States will notgo to this limit 
if the work will be done cheaper; and Congress 
says, by the bill, that it is not willing to let any- 
body go higher, if the work cannot be done for 
that. Weare, therefore, precisely, under the terms 
of the bill, exercising that discretion which we 
ought to exercise in all legislation of this character. 
- The Senator from Illinois [Mr. Doveras] sug- 
gested, with conclusive force, that there must be 
somewhere in this Government a power to exer- 
cise the functions which are required for the pros- 
perity of the people. All powers that do not lie 
in the General Government are certainly vested 
in the States or in the people. There has been, 
for a long series of years, a powerful party in this 
country opposed on principle to the exercise by 
the General Government of a power over naviga- 
ble streams, of improving tfem, of appropriating 
from the Federal Treasury; and many who believe . 


|| in the power, believe it, however, extremely inju- 


| dicious to exercise it. Now, none can deny that 


1861. 


a 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE: 


under the Constitution Congress has a right to 
permit two or more States to make a compact upon 
any legitimate subject; and none can deny that a 
toll imposed for the use of an improvement is not 
a tax; a duty, or an impost. That distinction is 
as old as the language. A tax, duty, or impost, 
means acontribution exacted by the Government 
for its revenue purposes. It is a sum imposed 
upon the people to be paid into the commen Treas- 
ury for common purposes. A toll is a contribu- 
tion imposed upon a party who makes.use of a 
particular improvement, intended to reimburse 
the cost of making that improvement. There is 
the clear distinction inherent in the very terms 
themselves, and familiar to all who ever think on 
the subject. 

This, then, is not a tax, nor a duty, nor an 
impost. Ht isa toll; a toll for the use of an im- 
provement, intended to reimburse the cost of the 
improvement, levied only upon those who choose 
to use the improvement, the proceeds not going 
into a common treasury for the revenue purpose, 
but appropriated exclusively to the direct im- 
provement for which the toll is levied. It is 
exactly like a tax for wharfage for the use of a 
wharf. No man ever contended that the price 
paid in a harbor for fastening a vessel toa wharf 
was a tax, ora duty, or an impost; or that the 
contribution levicd upon a bale of merchandise, 
or a barrel of goods, for transportation across a 
wharf in a harbor, was a tax, or a duty, or an 
impost. It is in its nature a toll; a toll imposed 
upon the article for the use of the improvement, 
paid only by those who choose to usc it; the pro- 
ceeds going not into a common treasury for com- 
mon purposes, but exclusively appropriated to 
the particular object. 

So, then, we do not, by authorizing this legis- 
lation, trench in any degree on that principle of 
the Constitution which prohibits the levying of a 
tax, duty, or impost, either on exports or im- 
ports. It is no such thing. It is, in legal, tech- 
nical language, a toll; no more, no less The 
levying of a contribution of that kind for that pur- 
pose is as old as the foundations of the Govern- 
ment. I have never heard it before disputed, and 
I trust that the equity of this case is such as will 
recommend it to the favorable consideration of 
the Senate, and sccure the immediate passage of 
the bill. 

Mr. BAKER. I shall be very happy, Mr. 
President, to support this measure. It has long 
been my opinion that the General Government 
should have improved Red river; and in the fail- 
ure to do that, | am quite willing to do the next 
bestthing. E understand that this is really a meas- 
ure, with the consent of all the States whose in- 


terests can be affected, to improve the navigation j 


of Red river, now so impeded by the raft as to 
render it comparatively useless, if not entirely so, 
above that point. That it proposes a duty, a 
tax, an impost, a toll—[ do not care which—on 
those who use the improvement, and nobody else, 
I suppose is the factin the case. There are no 
States to be interested execpt those who agree; 
there ig no commerce to be interfered with except 
the commerce belonging to these States; and, as 
I understand it, nobody else can by possibility 
complain. I am very happy, therefore, to yield 
my assent to such a proposition. Ido not think 
there can be any constitutional objection in the 
way; but if it were not quite so certain, in the 
light of the instructive, though brief, debate which 
has been had, f should still yield my assent to 
the measure. Iam one of those who do not be- 
lieve very much in these doubtful and difficult 
constructions of the Constitution to prevent its 
being a great instrument of good, rather than.of 
restraint upon the enterprise and energy of the 
people. Ihave been unwilling, so far as the Pa- 
cific railroad is concerned, to yield any sort of con- 
fidence to the class of objections made of a con- 
stitutional character, which would limit the power 
of the Government to construct the greatest work 
ever conceived in the world for the benefit of the 
whole people governed; and acting, as I suppose, 
upon that principle, and applying it as far as | 
can, Iam not disposed to seek for restraints in 
the Constitution against a measure so obviously 
wise, and tending to the benefit of great States. 
I am very glad that there is a measure of this 
kind to which 1 can give my assent; and I do it 
now, expressing the reason why Ido it as an 
evidence that I am disposed to do so not only in 


this case, but in all others where I can, in-my 
poor way, wield the Constitution as a beneficent, 
| broad instrument of good, stimulating the energy 
and enterprise of our people in every section of 
the country; and I fondly hope that the assent 
which I trust Congress will yield now to meas- 
ures for the benefit of Arkansas and Louisiana, 
may be only one of a series of assents which Con- 
gress may give to measures for the benefit of these 
States to a thousand coming generations. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. President, the Sen- 
ator from Louisiana says this isa toll. Now, 
sir, I am opposed to establishing toll-gates on the 


navigable waters of these United States. Iam 


opposed to this toll. Ifyou may establish a toll- 
gate on the Red river, you may establish a toll- 
gate at the mouth of the Mississippi river; indeed, 
a bill has already passed through the committee 
of the Senate, and through this body, authorizing 
the establishment of a toll-gate at the mouth of 
the Mississippi river. I am opposed to this whole 
system of toll-gates upon our navigable waters. 
Sir, if you may establish a toll-gate at the mouth 
of the Mississippi river, you may establish a toH- 
gate wherever there is a snag or a sawyer from 
there to the falls of St. Anthony. How do we 
know but that the State of Mississippi may to- 
day have established a toll-gate upon her borders, 
and established a battery to enforce her tolls? 
Such, sir, is the report of our newspapers: that 
a battery has absolutely been established above 
Vicksburg on the Mississippi river, and that ves- 
sels are absolutely there brought to and required 
to pay toll. Sir, Lam opposed to this: 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from 
Michigan will pause. The Chair must call up the 
unfinished business of yesterday at this hour, one 
o’clock having arrived. The unfinished business 
is the Pacific railroad bill. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas. I beg to sug- 
gest that this is a prior order to that, and it was 
taken up before the hour of one, for the purpose, 
if possible, of disposing of the subject-matter, 

he VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair is aware 
that this joint resolution was a special order for 
one o'clock; but the Pacific railroad bill, being 
the unfinished business of yesterday, takes pre- 
cedence. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas. Then, I move 
to postpone that order. 

Mr. GWIN. I hope the Senator will not make 
| that motion; but will propose to pass over the 
railroad bill informally, and go on with this fora 
few minutes. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. If there be gencral 
| consent, the present business can be continued. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I object, unless the Sen- 
ate vote to proceed with it. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas. Did I under- 
į stand the Senator from Mlinois to object? 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I am in favor of taking 
up the Pacific railroad bill at one o’clock, and 
therefore object to the continuance of this meas- 
ure to put the railroad bill out of the way. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas. I submit the 
motion that the Pacific railroad bill be passed by 
informally until this matter be disposed of, which 
I have reason to think, from the expression of 


consume much time—I think not over halfan hour. 
Mr. CLARK. Will the Senator from Arkan- 
sas allow me to inquire if it will not answer his 
purpose to fix it for half past twelve o’clock to- 
morrow. 
Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas. I assure the 
Senator thatat half past twelve o’clock to-morrow 


and we shall have to go over all this debate again. 
Mr. CLARK. I am desirous to help the Sen- 
ator from Arkansas, and only want to take that 
course which will lead to the least difficulty. 
shall go for his measure. 
- Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas. 
much, for I am far less fortunate with others—at 
least with the Senator from Hlinois. F can stand 
his opposition very well as long as it is based on 
questions of conscience. Through the six years 
of his service here, I think I have never brought 
forward a measure connected with the interests 
of my State, that [ have not been so unfortunate 
as to come in conflict with some special feeling or 
conscientious view of his, and in this Instance 


[! 


opinion that I find around the Senate, will not | 


we shall have to encounter the same difficulties, | 


I am aware of | 
that, and] thank the Senator. Lappreciate it very j 


1 


chance to make a technical objection which throws. 
it off, and compels me necessarily:to: appeal, to 
the Senate to go on with the consideration;.of 
what is a matterin behalf of fifty thousand people: : 
who ask of you no-expenditure whatever. Ehope 
the Senate will postponetheconsiderationofevery- 
thing clse and go on with this joist resolution, 
which was the prior order for to-day. ee 

Mr. HEMPHILL. Texas:has’a greater in- 
terest in this measure than any other State, and 
I hope the Senator from Ilinois will. withdraw 
his objection. It will take but a very short-time 
to dispose of this measure, I think.” I believe a 
majority of the Senate are in favor of it. 

r. TRUMBULL. © A majority of the Senate 
can certainly settle it. If they prefer to continue 
this subject, instead of taking up the Pacific rail- 
road bill, I have no. other, objection to offer, ex- 
cept that I think the railroad bill is more import- 
ant. s 

I will make pne remark, as I am up,in reply 
to what the Senator from Arkansas has said. £ 
do not know why he should have made. those 
remarks: There was certainly no occasion for 
them. R 
Me JOHNSON, of Arkansas. I only made 
them 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator. 
from Ilinois yield to the Senator from Arkansas? 

Mr. TRUMBULL. After I have made a state- 
ment, I will. I certainly have never opposed any- 
thing that came from Arkansas, or the Senator from 
Arkansas, because it came from there. I made 
no opposition of that kind. I stated very briefly 
the points that struck me as objectionable. They 
did not apply to the Red river particularly: They 
applied to the general improvement of any of 
these rivers by States in this way. I think the 
inference which+he drew, that 1 had any’ other 
motive than the public good, was wholly unwar- 
ranted, 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas. I will consume 
no time in replying to that. I merely allude to 
it as a misfortune that belongs to me. {will say 
no more about it. There was no disposition on 
my part to wound the feelings of the Senator. 

Mr. WILSON. The Pacific railroad bill, I 
believe, is the subject now before us; is it not? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Tho Senator from 
Arkansas has moved that its consideration be 
postponed, in order to continue this subject. 

Mr. WILSON. I move that it be postponed 
until two o’clock. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. It is moved that 
the consideration of the Pacific railroad bill be 
postponed until two o’clock. 

Mr. BAKER. Unless this subject be sooner 
disposed of. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. President, it was the 
system to which I was more opposed than to this 

articular case. This may be an exceptional case; 

do not know but it is; but Iam totally opposed 
to the system of establishing such toll-gates-and 
tonnage duties. Tt will be evident to. every per- 
son at all acquainted with the navigation of the 
Mississippi river, that there are obstacles to that 
navigation all the way up from its mouth, even 
as far as the Falls of St. Anthony; and wherever 
there is an obstacle, an attempt, of course, will be 
made to establish a toll-gate, and to collect large 
| revenues, $ 

And, sir, the case is similar upon the lakes. | 
am opposed to the adoption there of a system of 
port duties and tonnage dues and toll-gates, In 
conversation the other day with the largest ship- 
owner upon the lakes, he told me that the estab- 
lishment of this system was cquivalent to the 
passage ofa law in these words: ‘ Resolved, That 
from now henceforth no navigation of these waters 
shall be permitted; that all the commerce of those 
great lakes shall be done by rail.” That wasa 
remark made by the heaviest ship-owner on the 
lakes to-day. It is impossible, in the nature. of 
things, that commerce can be hampered by this 
system of tonnage duties. Why, sir, take a 
single case : 

Mr. BENJAMIN. ‘Will the Senator permit 
me to ask him » question? š 


| Mr. CHANDLER. Certainly. — 


Mr. BENJAMIN. I will ask him whether 
ithe Congress of the United States did not only 


|| authorize, in his own-State, the construction. ofa 
| that Senator will not even consent to waive the i| canal around the falls of the St. Mary’s river, 
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which isa public navigable stream, but give seven 
hundred and fifty thousand acres of land to his 
State to make the canal, and authorize it to levy 
tolls besides? 

Mr. CHANDLER. Certainly it did, sir. That 
was not a navigable place at all. It was similar 
tothe canal around the Niagara falls. 

Mr. BENJAMIN. Is notthat river navigable? 

Mr. CHANDLER. lt is a different case en- 
tirely. Ido not wish to make any factious oppo- 
sition to this joint resolution; it may be an excep- 
tional case; but | am opposed to the whole system 
of-port.and tonnage dues and toli-gates. 

Mr. WILSON. I agree with the Senator from 
Michigan in regard to the system as a general 
system; and I regret that the Senator from Illinois 
(Mr. Deveras] should have advocated it to-day. 
JT believe it is a system to which he is very much 
wedded. Ido not believe in it as a general sys- 
tem; and, therefore, in voting for this measure, I 
do not give-my assent to that system. But here 
is a navigable stream that has been obstructed by 
araft, There is no navigation there now, and 
every year is adding to the impossibility of re- 
moving that raft. If something of this kind had 
been done years ago, perhaps the raft might have 
been removed and the river be now clear. But 
the navigation of this river has been destroyed; 
and the question arises, how can the navigation 
be opened? Congress will not do it. We all 
know that. We therefore propose to authorize 
these States to do it through acompany. I believe 
we owe it to the people who reside in that section 
of the country to have this river made navigable, 
if they can do it. I shall vote for it as a just 
measure. It stands, in my judgment, alone; there 
is no other case like it in any other part of the 
country. 4 

Mr. DOUGLAS. Mr. Presi@ent, I regret that 
any remark I made onthe general system should 
operate against this particular bill, I was induced 
tomake those remarks in reply to my colleague, 
who had illustrated his position by a reference 
to the Mississippi river, and thereby seemed to 
render itnecessary for me to answer his objection. 
The point involved is simply whether we shall 
allow the local authorities to make an improve- 
ment so as to render the river navigable where it 
is not now navigable. It is navigable up to the 
raft and above the raft, but there is no navigation 
across the raft. We might grant land for a rail- 
road around the raft, or we` might authorize the 
removal of the raft, and the building of locks and 
dams, orany other mode by which it can be done. 
The question is simply, in what manner shall we 
overcome the obstacle of this portage? Now, I 
am not willing to recognize the principle that the 
States may not connect the navigable waters above 
and below a portage, either by a canal, and im- 
pose a tax or tolls, or in any other mode. My 
own State is interested in that question. The HNH- 
nois river is navigable to a point within one hun- 
dred miles of Chicago. The lakes are navigable 
to within one hundred miles of that same point. 
Hore is a portage; and across that navigation used 
to be carried in small boats up the [mois river, 
and through Desplains, Mud Lake, into Chicago 
harbor, That is one of the portages that is de- 
clared by the ordinance of 1787, and the compact 
admitting Illinois into the Union, to be forever 
free. Yet we have spent $10,000,000 in making 
a canal across that very portage, which, by the 
terms of the compact, is to be forever free of toll, 
and have collected tolls upon it. If we have not 
a right to do that, then we are to lose the sum of 
$10,000,000. I hold that a canal, and the impo- 
sition of tolls to improve navigation, is not in 
conflict with the provision that you shall notlevy 
taxcs or duties upon the navigation. 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. If the honorable Senator 
will allow me, it has been decided in the courts 
again and again, in all those north western States, 
that such tolis are not in violation of the compact 
nor of the Constitution. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. Iam very well aware of that; 
but yet the objection is being urged here notwith- 
standing that decision. A similar ease has been 
cited by the Senator from Louisiana. There the 
navigation of the lake is complete up to the foot 
of the rapids. It is complete in Lake Superior. 
Here is a mile or two of a rapid that is notnav- 
igable. We have authorized a canal around it; 
and the taxing of tolls by which a ship now can go 
from Buffalo to the head of Lake Superior and 


back. It pays notol where the water was nav- 
igable by nature. It pays toll on the artificial im- 
provement to connect them. The same is true 
of all the canals of Ohio, between the lakes and 
the Mississippi. Those were portages free by 
the compact, and yet we have got canals on them. 
The one connecting the Wabash and Maumee 
rivers was a portage free by compact; yet we have 
canals over 1t. This is only giving our assent 
to do what has been done in Ohio, Indiana, and Hl- 
inois, in regard to improvements that have fifty 
or a hundred million of capital involved. Lam not 
willing to acquiesce in an argument that declares 


that that was wrongfully done, and that that cap- 


ital is not secure; nor am I willing to withhold 
from the States of Arkansas, Texas, and Louisi- 
ana, the same privileges that we have exercised 
with so much usefulness to ourselves in our own 
States. I will notsprolong the debate, because a 
vote is more important than a speech. 

Mr. CLARK. Mr. President, it seems to me 
that the objection to this bill arises from a con- 
flict between the two systems. Here is one party 
in the Senate who assert that Congress has alone 
the power to remove these obstructions, and an- 
other party that assert that the States alone should 
do it; and between the two this bill is in danger; 
one contending that it shall not be done by the 
States, because Congress ought to do it, and the 
other that the States ought to do it, and that Con- 
gress ought not to doit. Now, sir, I am in favor 
of both of these systemsin different cases. I think 
there are some improvements which Congress 
ought to make to rivers and harbors, and I would 
cheerfully vote for them. I think there are other 
improvements that, when the States are willing, 
they may be permitted to make; and this is one of 
those, because here Congress has once attempted 
it, and has failed to do it. Now, Congress failing 
to do it, ought we to prohibit the States from doing 
it? Notatall. 


I want to suggest to my friend from Michigan | 


this inquiry: I want to ask him which he would 
rather have, a toll-gate on the Red river, permit- 
ting vessels to get through on paying toll, or a 
perpetual obstruction of twelve miles in length, 
which will never let a vessel through? He says 
he does not want to hamper commerce. How 
can he effectually hamper it more than by letting 


' this raft lie there ? 


Now, sir, I am entirely agreed that this is one 
of the cases, if ever a case could arise, where we 
ought to permit the States to do it. Here isa raft, 
twelve miles in length, which obstructs the navi- 
gation to a very great degree. The river is an 
important one to these States; and now the ques- 
tion is, whether we shall forever. put a barrier 
across that river, twelve miles in length, or let 
these States remove it. I am entirely in favor of 
letting the States do it; and I do not find any pro- 
vision in any of the treaties of the United States 
with any other Government, which preventsit. I 
have examined the treaty with Great Britain, of 
1783; 1 have examined the treaty with Spain, of 
1795; and { have examined the treaty of cession, of 
1803; and I do not find anything in either of these 
treaties that prohibits us in any way from grant- 
ing this privilege to the States. It seems to me, 
that if these States desire this improvement in the 
river—an improvement ata point so remote from 
the mouth of the river, where foreign commerce 
would notbelikely to go—we ought to allow them 
to make that improvement. It may be suggested 
that the commerce of another State will be taxed. 
Perhaps that would be so; butas the raft now is, 
the commerce of other States is absolutely pro- 
hibited from passing there; and hence I go for 
removing the raft, or permitting these States to 
remove it, and open the commerce to these States. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I am notsurprised that 
the Senator from New Hampshire should call me 
to account for my views upon commerce. He 
lives upon a river which is navigable for canoes 
at high water, and terminates, I think, about 
twenty-four miles above where he lives. His 
views of navigation are evidently confined to the 
Merrimac river. He evidently does not under- 
stand that there are two thousand miles of navi- 
gation above the Red river raft; that there is a 
country capable of making nineteen or twenty 
States, largerthan the one he represents; thatthere 
is to be a commerce there greater than the present 


commerce ofall New England, before many years } 
shall have passed. He is not aware of the fact f 


that the toll that is allowed to-day by this bill 
which perhaps would be only sufficient to pay a 
fair interest upon the expense at this time—may 
amount, even in ten years, to $10,000,000. Why, 
sir, when I first removed to Michigan—I do not 
like to say how long ago, for it is a good while, 
twenty-seven years ago—the same tonnage duty 
that you allow in this bill on the Red river raft, 
would not have made itan object to clear out the 
St. Clair flats, and to deepen the channel; but to- 
day that same tax would amount to more than 
fifteen million dollars per annum. The Senator 
cannot understand these figures, because they 
cannot be based upon the river where he lives, 
What does he know about the commerce of the 
Northwest? Why, sir, itis the commerce of the 
Merrimac river that he is describing. Iam not 
surprised. : 

Mr. CLARK and Mr. HALE both addressed 
the Chair. j 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Fosterin 
the chair.) The Senator from New Hampshire. 

Mr. HALE. Which one? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The one fur- 
thest from the Chair. 
Mr. HALE. Mr. President- 
Mr. CLARK. Allow me one moment. 
Mr. HALE. Oh, no. 
Mr. CLARK. I think you should allow me. 
Mr. HALE. After me. I think I understand 


this case. 
Mr. CLARK. I think I do too. 
Mr. HALE. Mr. President, I want to recon- 


cile all these views, if I can; and J think we can 
enlist the Senator from Michigan by an amend- 
ment which I propose to send to the Chair, includ- 
ing the St. Clair flats. {Eaughter | 1 think if 
that were put in, it would silence him. I confess, 
sir, l am sorry, very sorry, to hear these belittling 
remarks made upon the State of New Hampshire, 
in regard to New Hampshire and her rivers, and 
particularly the Merrimac river. But, sir, let New - 
Hampshire be belittled as much as she may in 
that respect, I will place her before the world, 
and challenge admiration for her over all the other 
States of the Union, by announcing that, though 
her streams are small, she produced the Senator 
from Michigan. [Laughter.] 

Mr. CLARK. {í doagree, sir, that I live upon 
the side of a small river on which they pay toll. 
Right by the side of that river the Senator from 
Michigan was born—within a stone’s throw of it, 
Tunderstand very well his objection to tolls. They 
built dams across the river in early times, and 
prevented him from catching shad; and ever since 
he has been opposed to toll. [Laughter.] 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Mr. President, for the ben- 
efit of my friend from Wisconsin, [Mr. Doout- 
TLE,] and also for the benefit of the Senator from 
New Hampshire, [Mr. Ciarx,] I desire to call 
their attention to the condition on which these 
States were admitted inte the Union. f under- 
stand the Senator from Wisconsin to say that the 
courts have decided that the levying of tonnage 
duties is a different thing from the collecting of 
tolls. Iewonder if the courts have ever decided 
that this language does not include toll—I read 
from the act of Congress 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. Perhaps the Senator from 
Illinois was not in his seat when I made the re- 
mark, and he may have misapprehended me. My 
remark was, that the Federal courts in the north- 
western States had decided that where improve- 
ments have been allowed upon those rivers which, 
by the ordinance of 1787, were made free—im- 
provements upon falls or over portages—and tolls 
have been allowed to be collected, it is not a vio- 
lation of the compact, nor of the constitutions of 
those States. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I can very well conceive 
that the building of a canal around the falls of a 
river would not be an interference with the navi- 
gation of the river. It would be a very different 
thing from this, I apprehend. 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. Allow me to inquire of 
my friend, what is the difference between building 
a canal around the falls and cutting a canal through 
a raft of logs twelve miles long? 

Mr. TRUMBULL. One, I think, isan improve- 
ment made upon the land; ghe other is an attempt 
to make an improvement in the river itself, and 
to charge tolls for it. But I will read, for the in- 
formation of the Senator from Wisconsin and his 
courts, the condition on which these States came 
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into the Union; and I should like to hear his an- 
swer to that, or the answer of the Senator from 
New Hampshire either. Louisiana was admit- 
ted into the Union upon this condition: 

“Provided, That it sbalit be taken as a condition upon 
which the said State is incorporated in the Union, that the 
river Mississippi, and the navigable rivers and waters lead- 
ing into the same, and into the Gulf of Mexico, shall be 
common highways, and forever free, as well to the inhabit- 
ants of the said State-as tu the inhabitants of other States 
and the Territories of the United States, without any tax, 
duty, impost, or oll therefor, imposed by the said State.” 

It was on this condition that Louisiana came 
into the Union; and Arkansas came in on a sim- 
ilar condition. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. Are you certain that Ark- 
ansas came in on that condition? 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Yes, sir; Arkansas came 
in on similar conditions. I have not the Arkan- 
sas act before me, but I think you will finda sim- 
ilar provision in the act for the admission of Ark- 
ansas. Now what is this bill? It provides that 
“ the assent of Congress be, and is hereby, given 
to any acts that have been or may be passed. by 
the Legislatures of the States of Arkansas, Lou- 
isiana, and Texas, or of any two of them.” Any 
two of these States may make a provision for the 
collection of tulls on this river, without the con- 
sentof the other. Texasand Arkansas can make 
a provision for the collection of tolls on this river 
without the consent of Louisiana; and Louisiana 
came into this Union on condition that no tolls 
should ever be imposed upon any of these nav- 
igable waters. Louisiana and Texas can pass 
the act and collect tolls without the consent of 
Arkansas, or without the consent of the people 
of Wisconsin, or the consent of the people of 
Ilinois, or of any other State. Are you going to 
violate these conditions? Is the Senatorfrom New 
Hampshire, who says he cannot find it in the 
treaty, prepared to violate this condition as to 
these States? I think, sir, you will find by ref- 
erence to the treaties that they do make provision. 
l have looked to the treaty with Great Britain, 
and I find that there a provision is made in regard 
to the Mississippi river; and the condition on 
which Louisiana came in is now to be violated, 
and violated without the consent of Louisiana; 
for Arkansas and Texas may pass an act of in- 
corporation, and collect these tolls without her 
consent. 

But, sir, the substantial and as I think unan- 
swerable objection to this bill is, that itis man- 
ifestly unconstitutional. The bill is framed, I 
presume, so as to meet this clause of the Consti- 
tution, which I will again read: 

“No State shall, without the consent of Congress, lay 
any duty of tonnage, keep troops or ships-of-war in times 
of peaee, enter into any agreement or compact with another 
State or with a foreign Power, or engage in war unless 


actually or in such imminent danger as will not admit of | 


delay.’? 

Now what do you propose here? You propose, 
not after having seen the logislation of these three 
States, or of any two them, or any one of them, 
to pass an act granting your consent; but you 
propose to repeal this clause of the Constitution 
in advance, and to declare your assent in advance 
to any act they may pass. Would you be will- 
ing to vote for a law to-day to allow one of these 
States to enter into treaties with a foreign nation? 
It is all in the same clause: 

“ No State shall, without the consent of Congress, enter 
into an agreement or compact with any other State or with 
a foreign Power.” 

Would you give that consent in adyance to 
enter into a compact with another State or with 
a foreign Power, or would you first see what the 
compact was, and then give your assent? We 
have no evidence here as to what acts of incor- 
poration may have been passed by these States, 
and surely we do not know what may hereafter 
be passed. 

I find that this objection was so well expressed 
ina debate which took place in this body in 1852, 
by the Senator from Delaware, [Mr. Bayarn,] 
the chairman of the Committee on the Judiciary, 
that I beg leave to read a few sentences from 
what he said upon that occasion. He placed it, 


as it seems to me, in an unanswerable hght; and | 


I am sorry not to sec him in his seat to-day, for £ 
am sure this bill could not pass this body with his 
assent, entertaining the views which he did when 


a measure involving the same principle was up. | 


He then said: 
© The objection which I entertain to the constitutionality 


i 
i 


of this measure is this : to give a common-sense, or a legal-— 
whichever you please——construction to that provision, se 
as to carry out its object and intent, you must necessarily 
require that the act to be done, whether it is the imposition 
of a duty, or the entering into a compact with a State of 
this Union, or the entering into a compact with a foreign 
State, or the raising of troops in time of peace.or of a navy 
in time of peace, the act to be done must be done by the 
State, and be submitted to Congress for its ratification, be- 
fore any authority can be given.” 

That is the point. The act “ must be done by 
the State, and be submitted to Congress for its 
ratification, before any authority can be given.” 
Why? 

« Otherwise the principle of this amendment implies this 
authority on the part of Congress that, at its will, by a mere 
majority, it can dispense with a general! restraining clause 
in tbe Constitution, disabling the States fromm the exercise 
of these powers. f cannot conceive that to be the con- 


struction of this clause of the Constitution.” 
* * * * * * E * * * 


“need not detain the Senate further; because every 
gentleman, when the point is presented, ean make up his 
own mind uponit. To me it seems perfectly clear; and 
could f take time to compare this with other provisions of 
the Constitution, I think t could make it perfectly clear to 
others, that the effect of the amendment would bethis: by 
a simple legislative act you attenipt to alter the Federal 
Constitution by removing generally, as to the Stites, a re- 
striction which is placed upon them. All the authority 
given to you is only to assent to the act of the States when 
they have acted.” 

Here you propose to remove, generally, as to 
these States, a restriction placed upon them by 
the Constitution, without knowing what their acts 
of legislation are to be. I think, therefore, that 
the bill is unconstitutional. Besides, it is a vio- 
lation of the conditions on which Louisiana came 
into the Union, and without the consent of Louis- 
iana, because you do not require her consent to 
this improvement; for any two of these States 
may make it. It isa violation of the compact on 
which Arkansas came into the Union, because 
you do not require her consent. Texas and Lou- 
isiana may make the improvement under the pro- 
visions of this bill. ‘True, it may be said that 
their consent will be given. Iam speaking of the 
legal effect of the measure; not as to the fact, 1 
amarguing the constitutional question—the power 
of Congress to pass such an act as this, It may 
be true that all these States would assent to it, 
hut that does not alter the constitutionality of the 
measure at all. 

I have said all that I desire to say upon this 
point. I have called the attention of the Senate 
to it. Ifthey think proper to pass the bill under 
the circumstances, it passes against my vote, and 
I have nothing further to say in regard to it. 

Mr. CLARK. I desire to make a suggestion 
in regard to the act admitting Louisiana, as the 
Senator from Illinois has called my attention par- 
ticularly to that. I have no difficulty at all with 
that act. There the condition is imposed upon 
Louisiana that she shall not lay any toll upon a 
navigable stream within her limits, Who imposed 
that condition ? The Congvess of the United States. 
Now the State of Louisiana, jointly with Arkan- 
sasand Texas, comes to Congress and asks Con- 
gress to release that condition for this particular 
purpose. If Congress agrees to release the con- 
dition, what objection can there be? Is it a vio- 
lation ofa condition to release it, to give permis- 
sion? That, it seems to me, is a full answer to 
that point. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Let me ask the Senator 
from New Hampshire, if he gives no force to the 
language in that condition which guarantics a 
right to all the people in every other State, and if, 
without having Louisiana’s consent to release it, 
he is willing to impose these tolls? We have not 
the consent of Louisiana; Louisiana has not asked 
for it. He assumes that. The provisions of the 
bill he is about to vote for allow it to be done in 
spite of Louisiana. That is my objection. 

Mr. CLARK. I have not looked at the details 
of the bill; but I have no difficulty in dealing with 
the suggestion the Senator makes in regard to the 
other States, in this way: here is a river entirely 
shut up by this raft, closed to all the other States, 
and itis for the benefit of the other States that it 
should be opened, and their assent may be pre- 
sumed to have it opened for the benefit of their 
commerce. 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. Itissoseldom that I have 
occasion to differ with my honorable friend from 
Illinois, that perhaps, as I go differ with him upon 
this question, it will be respectful to him, and a 
duty to myself, that I should state the grounds on 
which I do differ from him, and give my support 


to this measure. The Mississippi river is one 
thing; the Red river is another. the Mississippi 
river is a great navigable stream, in which very ` 
many States are interested. . Itis national. in iis 
character throughout. The Red river is onein 
which two or three States are more specially in- 
terested; and, therefore, in consenting that the 
States of Arkansas, Texas, and Louisiana, may: 
join in the improvement of the Red: river, I by 
no means commit myself to the doctrine ‘that 
Congress has no power to improve a river which 
is national in its character, like the Mississippi, 
or the St. Clair flats, in which my honorable friend 
here [Mr. Cuanprer] feels so deep an interest, as 
well as the citizens of the State which I in part 
represent. 

l make no distinction, sir, between tolls and 
duties to be imposed upon any such improve- 
ment; but the point which I makeis, that the tolls 
which are proposed to be levied are not tolls upon 
the navigable waters of Red river at all. ‘The 
proposition is to levy atoll. upon an artificial. nav- 
igation to be created, and which does not now 
exist. All the navigable waters of the Red river 


-which now exist may be used by all the citizens 


of the United States, and when they come down 
to this raft, if they choose not to employ the arti- 
ficial navigation, they can make their portages 
around it, as they now do. They can navigate 
the waters above and navigate the waters below, 
but the toll which we consent by this act to have 
imposed upon any navigation, is not upon the 
navigable waters of this river in their natural 
state, but upon the artificial navigation to be cre- 
ated. ‘There is no distinction, in my judgment, 
between a canal which shall be cut around a raft 
of logs, or a canal which may be cut directly 
through a raft of logs, or a canal around the falls 
of a river, so faras the right to levy tolls is con- 
cerned. There is no violation of the treaty with 
France or Spain; no violation of the Constitution 
of the United States; no violation of the acts con- 
senting to the admission of these States into the 
Union; for the language of those treaties, the lan- 
guage of the ordinance of 1787, and the language 
of the act consenting to the admission of these 
States, is substantially the same. I will read the 
language which is used in the ordinance of 1787: 

“The navigable waters leading into the Mississippi and 
St. Lawrence, and the carrying places between the same, 
shall be common highways, and forever free, as well to the 
inhabitants of the said Territory as to the citizens of the 
United States, and those of any other States that may be 
admitted into the Confederacy, without any tax, impost, or 
duty therefor.” 

Mr. President, this was fundamental upon the 
admission of Ohio as a State into the Union, and 
so of Illinois, Indiana, and Wisconsin. Since this 
debate has arisen, I have not had time to send for 
many authorities bearing on this question, but I 
have one to which I will refer the Senator from 
Hlinois. [tis in the third volume of McLean’s 
reports, the case of Palmer vs. Commissioners of 
Cuyahoga county, arising in the State of Ohio. 
The point decided by the court was, that— 

“The provision in the ordinance of 1787, that ‘certain 
navigable waters ‘shall be common. highways and forever 
free,’ &c., does not prevent the improvement of the nayi- 
gation of said waters by a State. ‘The ordinance referred 
to these waters in their natural state. If they shall be im- 
proved by slack-water navigation or otherwise, a reason- 
able toll for the increased facility wuld not violate the 
ordinance.” 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I hope the Senator from 
Wisconsin will allow me to make an answer to 
that at once, as he is reading it The answer is 
this——— 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. - I was going to read one 
or two sentences further, 

Mr. TRUMBULL. The answer is this: that 
case refers to an improvement made by a State 
without authority from Congress, as I understand 
it, and of course that is not what the Senator from 
Arkansas is seeking by this bill. He is seeking 
to do something that a State could not do without 
authority from Congress. 


Mr. DOOLITTLE. The answer to that is 


; Simply this: if the Red river ran through the State 


of Arkansas and the raft was within the State of 
Arkansas, I undertake to say Arkansas could do 
it, and without the consent of Congress. either; 
but because the river is bounded by several States, 
and &rkansas cannot do this alone, and Arkansas 
desires to enter into an arrangement: with two 
other States, by which they can do it. jointly, 
therefore it is necessary that the consent of Con- 


542 


January 24, 


gress should be given; because, without the con- 
sent of Congress, Arkansas could not agrée with 
Texas, or with Louisiana, to expend the mone 
in this joint work of cutting a channel through 
this raft. 

I have read all that is necessary to show that 
the imposing a duty upon artificial navigation 
created by a State is not an interference with the 
navigable waters of the Mississippi or the nav- 
igable waters flowing into the lakes. 

I suggest, in answer to one objection which is 
made by the Senator from Illinois, (Mr. Trum- 
BULL, Jand in which, perhaps, there is some force, 
that we propose to consent now to any acts of 
incorporation which may hereafter be passed by 
these States, that it may be proper to insert a pro- 
viso in addition to the one which has already been 
inserted, providing that no discrimination shall be 
made among the ‘citizens of the United States; 
which would be a limitation upon any Supposed 
power that might be exercised by those States 
against the interests of other citizens; and we 
should all stand precisely upon the same footing. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas. I will suggest 
to the Senator, in whose views I concur in every 
respect, (and I am very glad he has expressed 
them,) that I would wish, if it will mect with his 
own approval, that the resolution might not be 
embarrassed by further amendment. Itis utterly 
impossible that these three States can ever be 
brought to such a step as that of drawing a dis- 

- crimination either against one class of persons, or 
one class of States, or one class of goods that are 
to be carried there. There are not less than fifty 
thousand people who are dependent upon this 
improvement, and they are now suffering for the 
want of it; and I assume that it is impossible 
there can be any partial legislation in reference to 
this matter. ‘The existence of the corporation 

which it ig designed shall be in force to remove 
the raft is already limited to thirty years. By an 
amendment already adopted, the power is con- 
ferred on the President, at the expiration of ten 
years, if the Government of the United States 
shall choose to do so, to take possession of the 
work upon simply paying the expenditures that 
have been made, and seven per cent. interest. All 
these provisions would protect the interest to 
which the Senator alludes. 

But I do not rise for the purpose of entering into 

any debate upon the resolution. F have so often 
seen in this Chamber those who are extremely 
‘anxious to pass measures that affect their constit- 
uents, destroy them, by themselves entering ex- 
tensively into the debate, and thus provoking it 
from others, that Lam forwarned against it; and 
am not inclined, and will not consent, to go into 
the debate, the more particularly as I conceive it 
to be now entirely unnecessary. The question 
has been debated by those who are against the 
measure, at some length, and certainly at greater 
length than by any one that advocates the pas- 
sage of the joint resolution. We have now the as- 
surance of the Senator from Illinois, [Mr. Trost 
BULL,] who chiefly opposes this measure, that he 
has said all that he wishes to say on the subject; 
and of his sincerity I have no doubt. F trustand 
hope he will adhere to it, and give to the meas- 
ure itself a fair opportunity to be passed or to be 
rejected. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Iam willing to vote. 

_Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas. Under these 
circumstances, E appeal—and I think I have some 
right to appeal—to those who are in favor of the 
measure itself to permit a vote to be taken, since | 
there remains but a few miiutes more of the time to 
which this measure is limited by order of the Sen- 
ate. Lask that the sense of the Senate be taken. 
Į think, feeling such an interest as I do in this 
measure, that I have forborne and have consumed 
as little time as any one I have ever known on this 
floor. I beg that we may have a vote. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. I merely wish to say that 
my constituents are very deeply interested in this 
improvement, and I would express some views | 


on the subject, if it were not that it would per- į! 


haps embarrass the passage of the joint resolu- 
tion; and I prefer to keep silent, rather than that | 


the resolution should be embarrassed. | 


The joint resolution was reported to the Senate | 


as amended, and the amendment was conc¥rred 
in, and ordered to be engrossed, and the joint res- 
olution to be read a thirdtime. It was read the 


REPORT ON PUBLIC LANDS. 


Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas, submitted the 
following resolution; which was referred to the 
Committee on Printing: 


Resolved, That there be printed —— copies of the report 
of the Commissioner of Public Lands, ——- thousand for 
the use of the Senate, and one thousand for the use of the 
General Land Office. 


ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 


A message from the House of Representatives, 
by Mr. Hays, Chief Clerk, announced that the 
Speaker had signed an enrolled bill (H. R. No. 
467) granting a pension to Eliza Reeves; which 
thereupon received the signature of the Vice Pres- 
ident. 

COMMITTEE SERVICE. 


Mr. FESSENDEN. I desire toask the Senate 
to excuse me from serving on the special com- 
mittee which was raised upon the subject of the 
tariff. I learned this morning that I was named 
on that committee. I wish to be excuscd from 
serving on it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr, Foster in 
the chair.) The Senator from Maine requests to 
be excused from serving on the special committee 
on the tariff bill. 

The question being put, the Presiding Officer 
stated that there was no vote in the affirmative. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. I move that the Vice 
President fill the vacancy. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair 
heard no response in the affirmative on the vote, 

Mr. DOUGLAS, I voted “ay.” That was 
the response. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. Perhaps I ought to state 
the reason. Ido not wish to avoid any labor that 
is properly to be imposed upon me; but I am on 
the Committec on Finance, which requires a great 
deal of my attention at the present time, and must 
necessarily do so; and my health is really so poor 
that I am “unable to do the additional labor. I 
would do it with great pleasure if I could, but I 
am unable to do so. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. I move that the Vice 
President be authorized to fill the vacancy. 

The motion was agreed to; and Mr. COLLAMER 
was appointed. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. GWIN. I move that the Senate proceed 
to the consideration of the Pacific railroad bill. It 
was laid aside for the purpose of disposing of the 
joint resolution which has just been passed. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. ‘The motion, I believe, 
is to take up the railroad bill? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That is the 
motion before the Senate. It was postponed until 
two o’clock; but the Senator from California 
moves to take it up at the presént time. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. I do not know much 
about the order of business, and of course I have 
no dispute on that subject; but I would inquire if 
the resolutions which I some time ago had the 
honor to submit, and which were the subject of 
our proceedings on the day. before yesterday, are 
not unfinished business also, and prior, in point 
of time, to the railroad bill? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will 
state that those resolutions were the special order; 
but that the Pacific railroad bill, being the unfin- 
ished business yesterday, takes precedence of that 
asa special order, and was in orderat one o’clock; 
but, by a vote of the Senate, was postponed until 
two o'clock, in order that the discussion might 
proceed upon the joint resolution which has just 

assed. ` 
3 Mr. CRITTENDEN. I am satisficd, then, 
with the decision of the Chair; and I now move 
that that bill be postponed, in order that the Sen- 


which I have referred. Mr. President, I think 
that those resolutions, considering the subject to 
which they refer, and considering the condition 
of the country, are entitled, before all other sub- 
jects, to the consideration of the Senate. Ido not 
| wish to be importunate about this matter. I feel 
it my duty to be urgent; and it is for that reason, 


pleasant to gentlemen who have favorite meas- 
ures by continually asking for the consideration 
of this subject. Ido it asa matter of duty. I 
hope the railroad bill will be postponed, and those 


third time, and passed. 


resolutions taken up and acted upon. 


ate may proceed to take up the resolutions to | 


I have no doubt, that I often make myself un- | 


THE: CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


While lam up, sir, [desire to say another word. 
On a former day in the Senate, while we were in 
secret or executive session, E made some remarks 
on subjects then before the Senate. It was in se- 
cret session. I understand that something pur- 
porting to be a speech of mine, delivered on that 
occasion, was published a day or two afterwards 
as the speech delivered by me on that occasion. 
Į do not know that anybody would be so fairly 
the object of suspicion as I would be myself for 
having connived ator authorized it, or assisted in 
its publication. Ido not think any of my brother 
Senators would suspect that I*had any agency in 
this publication. I, however, take this occasion, 
and feel it, perhaps, a duty to myself, to say that 
I not only had no part or agency whatever in it, 
but I consider it a violation of the rules of the Sen- 
ate; and the publication ought to be looked upon 
as spurious. I have not seen it. I have not read 
it, and never intend to read it, nor willingly to 
hear a repetition of its contents. I will give no. 
countenance to anything published so spuriously, 
and in violation of all the rules of the Senate, I 
do notknow whatit contains. I disavow itall. It 
is not made by any authority that is entitled to 
credit or belief. 

I have heard, casually, that I am represented 
with having, in that speech, advocated strongly, 
indeed fiercely, the policy of coercion in respect 
to the seceding States. Mr. President, I did no 
such thing; and you knowit. I did say that, in my 
judgment, the Congress of the United States had 
the Power, but the exercise of it was always a 
question of expediency, and that there might be 
cases to which that power was plainly applicable, 
and where it ought to be exercised; and nobody 
can be ata loss to imagine such cases, arising in 
either States or Territories. 

If the District of Columbia were to undertake 
to secede, and give us notice that, having resumed 
her ancient sovereignty, she desired us to aban- 
don the Capitol, does any man suppuse that the 
Government could acquiesce in such a proceed- 
ing; or that, if persisted in, it should not employ 
force to put it down? Certainly not. Texpressly 
said that now was not the occasion or the time 
for the application of any doctrine or policy of 
coercion; but by some misunderstanding or other 


| of the publisher of this supposed speech of mine, 


I am represented as a determined and fierce ad- 
vocate of coercion now upon the seceding States. 
I said the direct contrary. 

_ Sir, this is all I have now to say on the sub- 
ect. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It is moved 
that the Pacific railroad bill, and all other special 
orders, be postponed for the purpose of taking up 
for consideration the resolutions introduced by 
the Senator from Kentucky. 

Mr. GWIN. It is most unpleasant to me to 
be opposing this motion whenever the Senator 
makes it; but, unfortunately, there is a conflict in 
the order of business between those resolutions 
and a measure which is of such consequence to 
the State that I in part represent, that I am com- 
pelled always to give it precedence over any other 
business that comes before the Senate, if I do 
justice to the public sentiment of my State. Iam 
in favor of the Senator’s resolutions. I believe 
that is generally well understood, for I think J 
have said so about a dozen times; but I hope he 
will letus go on to-day and see if we cannot dis- 
pose of the question now before the Senate. I 


| think we can, and then J shall be willing to give 


his resolutions precedence, if my vote will do so, 
until they are disposed of. I think if we get 
through with one thing ata time, we shall make 
more progress. I hope, therefore, that the rail- 
road bill will not be postponed. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. It was buta few daysago 
that my friend’s bill, after occupying a great deal 
of the time of the Senate, lost its place among the 
regular orders of the Senate. We were then con- 
sidering these resolutions, discussing and debating 
them. Instead of pursuing his own maxim, and 
doing one thing at a time, those resolutions were 
put aside, and somehow or other the railroad bill, 
on account of its great superiority to any con- 
sideration that attached to the safety of the Union, 
has taken precedence. : 

Mr. GWIN. The Senator will permit me to 
say that his resolutions were put aside in order to 
take up the tariff—another question entirely 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. 1 am speaking of a 
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time antecedent. to that. The Senator inquired 
of the Chair if the railroad bill was aspecial order, 
and was told it was not; that it had lost its place; 
but I say somehow or other, by some parliament- 
ary proceeding, all very proper, no doubt, it is 
again the special order. I donot complain of it; 
but the gentleman is speaking of precedence in 
the order of business. The resolutions were pre- 
cedent to his bill, but they have somehow lost 
it. However, | have said all I desire to say on 
this matter. 

Mr. GWIN. The way the Pacific railroad bill 
got precedence, was by a majority of the Senate 
voting to take it up. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. Let us find out now whether 
there is a majority to take it up. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is the Senate 
ready for the question on the motion of the Sen- 
ator from Kentucky? 

Mr. WILSON. [ask for the yeas and nays 
on that question. 

he yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. LANE. Mr. President, | have nothing to 
say upon this subject. Iam in favor of a Pacific 
railroad, and have always been in favor of a Pa- 
cific railroad bill. Thatis well understood; but 
my opinion is, that it is very much more import- 
ant, at this time, to consider the resolutions of 
the Senator from Kentucky. They relate to the 
welfare of the country. Something must be done, 
or we shall have no country, and a railroad will be 
of no consequence. It can never be made, T fear, 
unless something can be done to stop the spirit of 
dissolution that is now in the country. 
like very much to see the railroad bill considered 
to-day; but I trust it will be postponed for a day 
or two, until it can be ascertained whether the 
Senate intend to do anything on the important 
subject of which I have spoken. If they can do 
anything, they ought to do it quickly. That is 
the way I look at it; and, though a Pacific rail- 
road man, I shall vote in favor of postponing the 
consideration of that subject, and to take up the 
resolutions of the Senator from Kentucky, 

The Secretary proceeded to cal the roll. 

Mr. FOOT (when his name was called) said: I 
desire to say that f have paired off upon all these 
questions for the residue of this week, with the 
Senator from North Carolina, [Mr. Brace,] who 
has been called home by sickness in his family. 
I yielded to that request, I may say, the more 
readily from the fact of his having himself but 
recently extended a like courtesy to the absent 
Senater from Maine, [Mr. Hamuin.] 

The resuli was then announced—ycas 20, nays 
26; as follows: 

YEAS--Messrs. Benjamin, Bigler, Bright, Clingman, 
Crittenden, Douglas, Fiteh, Green, Hunter, Johnson of 
Tennessee, Kennedy, Lane, Nicholson, Powel, Rice, 
Saulsbury, Sebastian, Slidetl, Thomson, and Wigtall—~20, 

NAYS—Messrs. Anthony, Baker, Bingham, Chandler, 
Clark, Collamer, Dixon, Doolittle, Durkee, Fessenden, 
Foster, Grimes, Gwin, Hale, Harlan, King, Latham. Mor- 
rill, Seward, Simmons, Samuer, Ten Eyck, Trumbull, 
Wade, Wilkinson, and Wilson—26. 


So the motion was not agreed to. 


* RAILROAD TO THE PACIFIC. 4° 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The hour hav- 
ing arrived for the consideration of the Pacific 
railroad bill, it is now before the Senate. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, re- 
sumed the consideration of the bill (H. R. No. 
701) to secure contracts, and make provision for 


the safe, certain, and more speedy transportation, | 


by railroad, of mails, troops, munitions of war, 
military and naval stores, between the Atlantic 
States and those of the Pacific, and for other pur- 
poses; the pending question being on the amend- 


ment of Mr. Cuaxpver, to insert the following | 


names in the bill: 


J. W. Brooks of Michigan, Erastus Corning of New 
York, Azariah Boody of New York, S. M. Felton of Penn- 
sylvania, Edward L. Baker of Massachusetts, John F. 
Winslow of New York, J. 8. Barbour of Virginia, John A. 
Graham of Maryland, and James F. Joy of Michigan. 


Mr. CILANDLER. I desire to withdraw that ! 


amendment, and offer another in its place. I wish 
to substitute, instead of those, the names of James 


F. Joy and Eber B. Ward, of Michigan. Lask | 


that the names of those gentlemen be inserted in 
the bill. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question 


is on the amendment offered by the Senator from | 


i should | 


| thinks this question has not been put. 


| would not have otherwise, in the getting of sub- 


Michigan, to insert. the names of James F. Joy 
and Eber B. Ward, of Michigan. - 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. WADE. I move to amend the bill, in the 
first section, by inserting the name of A. Stone, 
jr., of Ohio; and I will say that he is one of the 
most experienced and able railroad men in the 
State of Ohio. He has great experience in the 
business; he is a man of great wealth, and js re- 
garded as one of the best men we have. 

‘The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. GWIN. Now I hope the bill will be re- 
ported to the Senate. . 

Mr. BENJAMIN. Ihave a short amendment 
to offer to the second section. 

Mr. FITCH. I desire to offer one to the first 
section, which is in advance of that; though I do 
not know that it makes any difference in the Sen- 
ate whether we amend the sections in regular 
order or not. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Foster.) 
Does the Senator from Louisiana give way to the 
Senator from Indiana? 

Mr. BENJAMIN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. FITCH. I wish to add to the names of 
the corporators residing within the State of Indi- 
ana, ** Dillard Ricketts, James Johnson, and Wil- 
liam L. Brown.” 

The amendment was agreed to, 

Mr. POLK. I move to amend by adding, after 
the gentlemen named in the bill from Missouri, 
s William M. McPherson and Thomas P. Hud- 
son. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. WADE. Ionly proposed just now one 
name from Ohio; but Í sce that most gentlemen 
propose two names from their States; and there- 
fore 1 propose now to add the name of William 
Case, of Ohio—a most excellent man. 

Mr. WILSON. I suggest to the Senator that 
that name is in the bill already. 

Mr. WADE. Then I withdraw the motion. 

Mr. FOOT. I offer the following names, to be 
added to those already in the bill, from the State 
of New York: ‘ Martin V. B. Wilcoxson and 
Nathaniel Niles.” 

The amendment was agrecd to. 


Mr. LANE. I now move toamend by striking 
out from the list of names from Oregon the name 
of **B. F. Harding,” and inserting the name of 
“J. H. Reed,” 

Mr. LATHAM. 
terday. 

Mr. LANE. I inquire of the Chair, whether 
this motion was put yesterday? 

Mr. LATHAM. I know the Senator made it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair 


I think that was done yes- 


Mr. LANE. That is my recollection. 

Mr. CLARK. 1 desire to ask the Senator, if 
the man whose name is already in the bill is not 
a proper man to be there? 

Mr. LANE. I will say to the Senator that I 
do not think he is. 

„Mr. CLARK. I have no objection to striking 
ouf.any unfit man; but I.wag very sorry yester- 
day that we got into the debate which took place, 
and that any names were stricken out, because it 
seemed to be an imputation on the gentlemen 
whose names were stricken out. I would rather 
add half a dozen than strike out any, if that will 
satisfy the Senator. 

Mr. LANE. 1 willsay to the Senator, that I 
was not consulted about the names that shouldbe 
included as the corporatorsin Oregon. I cansee 
no advantage that the name of Harding can be to 
this bill, or to the road. He has had, I believe, 
no experience in railroad making. He has no 
reputation that would give any strength to the | 
bill. Besides that, I will remark, that the three 
gentlemen now mentioned in the bill are taken 
from the northern portion of the State. As the 
bill now stands, it provides for extending the road 
from the Sacramento valley to Portland, in Ore- 
gon. With the name that I propose to insert in 
place of Mr. Harding, we shall have two corpo- 
rators living at the terminus of that road, and we 
shall have one at Jacksonville, in the southern | 
eñd of the State. That will give strength to the ; 
bill; that will give the road an advantage that it | 


scribers and having the stock taken; and will, I 
think, greatly promote the work.. As Mr. Hard- i 


ing is objectionable tome, for reasons: that 1 do. 
not choose to say anything about here, and as E 
had nothing whatevér to do with presenting these: 
names, I think, when I ay one man is objection- 
abie, that I should have the privilege of naming 
another, who. shall be’ one of the corporators. 
For these reasons, briefly given, I hope the Sen- 
ate will not hesitate to strike out the name of 
Harding, and insert the name of Reed. : 
Mr. BAKER, I regret that itis incambent on 
me to say two or three words as to this motion 
to strike out the name of Mr. Harding. It so 
happened that, when I came here, | found the 
railroad bill upon its passage through the other 
House. I neither inquired, up to that moment, 
nor did I know, what gentlemen from Oregon 
had their names inserted in the bill. I had reason 
to believe, and I do believe, that the names which 
were in the bill were inserted there by the consent” 
of my colleague. 1 believe them all to be his 
friends. I therefore did not think it improper to 
suggest the name of one gentleman from the State 
of Oregon; and I apprehend the Senate will think: 
it. very improper to strike him out; he having 
been put there at my suggestion, unless there be 
some good reason for it. Iam very far from ob- 
jecting to the names that are already in the bill 
y the wish of my colleague; and if, among. the 
three names that my colleague, or the Represent- 
ative in the lower House, putin the bill, there are 
any displeasing to him, or if he would desire to 
substitute another name for any of them, or to 
add an additional name, far be it from me to raise 
a controversy in the Senate upon that point. But 
the gentleman whom J thought it not improper to 
suggest myself, Mr. Harding, against whom the 
endeavor is now made, I deem it proper to say, 
is a citizen of the highest standing. Fle was the 
Secretary of the territorial organization appointed 
by the present Administration, He is now the 


| Speaker of the House of Representatives of the 


State of Oregon, “He is a man of as much char- 
acter as any there or elsewhere: a man of indom- 
itable energy, and of the highest qualities among 
the men of our State. 

I do not seek to inquire—I am not quite sure 
that I know—the reasons that prompt my col- 
league to move his rejection from the bill. Tam 
sure they must be other than mere personal ones 
before the Senate will do that gentleman—or if © 
may be allowed the ep ression, myself—that dis- 
respect. Ido notthink I have intruded upon the i 
Senate any personal wish or view of my own; 
but I confess that I should feel it as an indignity 
offered to him, my friend, and to me, which f 
think neither of us deserves; and 1 hope, there- 
fore, the Senate will not agree to the amendmen’ 
to strike out his name. 

I deem it proper to remark, that whether the 
other three remaining in the bill are gentleman 
that 1 would have selected is not now the ques- 
tion, I find them there. They are there by the 
selection+of the gentlemen’who represented thé 
State before I came here. Far be it from më to 
inquire into their personal or political relations 
to me or to my friends, or to endeavor to remove 
them; and if my colleague chooses to add the 
name of Mr. Reed, although I confess it would 
not be my choice, I shall not interfere in any wise 
with that. 

Mr. LANE. It is not my wish, Mr, President, 
to consume the time of the Senate over a matter 
so small as this; but I differ very much from my 
colicague in relation to the character of this man. 
Ido not look upon himas standing fair in Oregon 
at all; and outside of the county where he lives, 
he has no reputation that would assist this work. 
I shall not take the trouble to read, from many. 
newspapers that 1 have in my drawer, comments 
on this man, Mr. Harding; I would not give ad- 
ditional publicity to them, but I will say that he 
is objectionable tome. The Senator can name 


| no man in Oregon, of any political party, in place 


of this man, that I would not cheerfully acecde 
to. He says this man was appointed to the sec- 
retaryship of the Territory by the present Ad- 
ministration, asa Democrat. He wasso appointed 


i by the last Administration, and, I believe, reap- ” 


pointed by the present Administration, at my 10- 
stange. He was then recognized as a Democrat; 
but his conduct recently as a politician has been 
such as to bring down upon. him the odium of all 
good men in the State; and if the gentleman wants 
to hear the reasons as set forth, as I do not wish 
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to read them myself, I will place themin his hands. 


In place of Mr. Harding, if he does not like Mr. 
Reed, let him take any other man; let him take 
Mr. Dryer, of Portland, an editor of a Republican 
paper, who has made more noise about a railroad 

roject than any other man in the State; or at 
east, he has taken a more active interest in at- 
tending railroad meetings, and in presenting the 
importance of this work, than any other man in 
that State, I believe. He is opposed to me in 

olitics; he has fought against me in every polit- 
ical battle; but he has done it openly, in a manly 
way. I have no objéction to his name, or to the 
name of any other Republican; but this man is a 
Republican claiming to be a Democrat. He is, in 
my opinion, a dishonest man, a dishonest poli- 
tician, dishonest in all things, unreliable, and not 
worthy of a place in this bill. His name ought 
to be stricken out of the bill, for it is objectionable, 
and some other name put in. I am willing to 
agree to any other man that the Senator will se- 
lect. Iam willing to leave it to him to say who 
shall fill the place. I have presented the name of 
Mr. Reed; but £ am willing to take any other man 


-in the State, and I do not want a Democrat pat- 


. 


ticularly. I would just as soon havea gentleman 
of the opposite party as a Democrat, if he is only 
an honest man, and in favor of the work; but I 
ask it as a favor of the Senate to me that this 
name shall be stricken out, and the name of any 
other person inserted that the Senator from Ore- 
gon may suggest, I care not who that other person 
may be. 

Mr. BAKER. Mr. President, it is quite im- 
possible for me to enter into a detail of the diffi- 
culties which it is obvious exist between the gen- 
tleman whose name itis proposed to strike out, 
and my colleague. They are matters of our own 
local history there—which I do notthink posterity 
will be much concerned about—which [do not 


ae by any word of mine to put on record 
h 


ere, So far as the attack upon the character of 
an absent gentleman is concerned, J only reply to 
it so far as it affects this measure. L repeat, the 
gentleman whose name is selected is a man of 
unblemished reputation; he is as honest as my 
colleague or myself; he is as much respected 
wherever he is known. He was a member of the 
last Legislature, and is now the Speaker of its 
House of Representatives. He has been in the 
mostresponsible office in the State for many years. 
He is the leader of the Douglas Democracy of the 
State, and is the most efficient leader that my dis- 
tinguished friend from Illinois has had in that 
State. He isa man of pure moral character—a 
character against which f have hitherto heard no 
word ever spoken, He isa resident of the county 
in which I live, and | know him intimately. That 
his modern political relations are not, those off 
friendShip with my colleague, I know, and (if l 

could say so) 1 would say I regret it; but that 
he has personal relations unkindly to the distin- 
gubshitd SMhator fromWrgron is more thay i know 
from any word of his; hd I hop my colleague 
and myself will both live long enough to regret 
that the mere question of a name, a form in a bill 
of this kind, should lead to a discussion, which I 
think is unworthy of the place. If his name had 
not been put there, and I had supposed that the 
Senator would endeavor to reject it, I should, for 
the sake of peace, not have offered it; but I submit 
to every gentleman of right feeling on this floor, 
that now, when this gentleman is sought to be 
rejected upon an attack on his moral characteras 


a man and as a gentleman, and considering it | 


was through my motion that his name was placed 
there, and considering that the rejection would 
be an attack repeated here and indorsed by the 
Senate, and spread wherever his name is known, 
it would be a measure so unkind to him, and so 
unjust to me, that I believe scarcely any Senator 
upon this foor will be found to do it. 

I close by repeating, that far from objecting to 
anybody the Senator has introduced, I will yield 
toanybody he may yet introduce; and if, indeed, 
he does in his heart believe that the gentleman 
from Jacksonville, Mr. Reed, whom he proposes, 
weuldaid in getting any stock in Oregon—I doubt 
very much, in the state of our present finances, 
whether anybody will get any—but if he really 
believes that that gentleman would add any weight 
to the bill, or any efficiency to the measure, I will 
gladly agree to ‘his introduction. I beg the pardon 
of the Senate for detaining them for a momenton 


a personal matter, and shall say no more on the 
subject. — 

Mr. LANE, Ido not intend to say another 
word. Lleave it to the Senate. I know this gen- 
tleman better than the Senator from Oregon knows 
him. I have known him very much longer. I 
say that he is not trustworthy; he ought not to 
be in the bill; and I ask for the yeas and nays 
upon the motion. 

Mr: CLARK. This question, I believe, is divis- 
ible. The question may be taken first on striking 
out the name. 

Mr. LANE. I donot care who is inserted. 

Mr. CLARK. Ihave no objection to putting 
in any name that may be proposed. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. In the opinion 
of the Chair, the motion is not divisible. A mo- 
tion to strike out and insert being made as one 
motion, it must be put as one. 

The question being put on Mr. Lane’s amend- 
ment, it was declared to be rejected. 

Mr. WADE. I have caused a name to be in- 
serted in this bill from Ohio 

Mr. LANE. I had asked for the yeas and nays 
on my amendment. ` 

Mr. BAKER. I second that. I have no objec- 
tion to the yeas and nays. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair an- 
nounced the decision; but, by common consent, 
the yeas and nays may be taken. [“ Oh, no!’] 

Mr. LANE. . Very well. Ido not care any- 
thing about it. 

Mr. WADE. My colleague is not here; and 
as L have caused the name of a person in the north- 
ern part of the State of Ohio to be inserted, it is 
suggested to mè that there is a mostexcellent man 
in the southern part of the State, whom it would 
be well to put inthe bill. IT move to insert the 
name of Thomas Sherlock, of Cincinnati. He is 
an excellent man, and acquainted with this busi- 
ness. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. SEBASTIAN. E move to amend the bill 
by inserting, in the proper place among the names 
of the corporators, the name of Arnold Harris, of 
the DistrictofColumbia. This District, I believe, 
has no representative among the corporators now 
in the bill. He isa gentleman in every way qual- 
ified for the trust, and competent to meet the re- 
sponsible duties which this position will impose 
upon him. Therefore I submit his name by way 
of amendment. : 

The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. CRITTENDEN. There are some gen- 
tlemen in Kentucky Jargely interested in railroad 
matters; and I beg leave to offer the names of the 
following five to be added to this bill as corpora- 
tors: Jacob Swigert; John S. Robinson, Benjamin 
J, Adams, John T. Bunch, William B. Wall, and 
John W. Finnell, of Kentucky. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. THOMSON. I move to amend the bill, 
“by adding.to the piSt of corporators,the name of 
William Wright, of New Jersey. ; 
The amendment was agreed to. 
ar: WILSON: |g any amendment ngine 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. An amend- 
ment was sent up by the Senator from Louisiana, 
which was not read, because he gave way for 
amendments to add names. If there are no fur- 
ther amendments of that description to be now 
offered, the amendment proposed by the Senator 
from Louisiana will be read. 

The Secretary read Mr. Bensamin’s amend- 
ment; which is, in line fifteen, of section two, after 
the word ‘ manufactured,” to insert: “ provided 
the same can be obtained as cheaply as imported 
rails and iron work of equal quality;” so as to 
make the section read: 

Such railroad to be supplied with all necessary drains, 
culverts, viaducts, crossings, sidings, bridges, turnouts, 
watering- places, depots, and all other equipments, Turni- 


ture, and appurtenances of a first-class railroad, with rails 
of a good quality and size, which rails, and all other iron 


work of equal quality. 

Mr. CAMERON. Thope that amendment will 
not be agreed to. It destroys the feature requir 
ing the rails to be of American iron, 

Mr. BENJAMIN. I did not suppose there 
could be a possible objection to the amendment. 
i It certainly is not intended that we shall pay 


work, shall be of American manufacture: Provided, The |) 
zame can be obtained as cheaply as imported rails and iron |) 
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the money of the Government for the construction 
of the road, and provide that American rails and 
American work shall be employed for it, even if 
they cannot be got at the same price as imported 
articles of equal quality; or in other words, that 
we shall give, out of the Treasury,a sum ofmone 
asadirect protection to American work and Ameri- 
can iron. I do not suppose.a proposition of that 
kind was ever made before. I supposed this 
proviso had been omitted by mistake in draw- 
ing up the bill. I had no idea that it was inten- 
tional. 

Mr. CAMERON. I suppose it is just as fair 
that we should buy American iron, betause of its 
better quality, instead of European iron, as it is 
that we should pay a tax on all the sugar we use 
from other countries, for the benefit of the State 
of Louisiana. | think the gentleman’s State has 
about as much benefit from this Government as 
any State in the Union; and I think he is the last 
person to talk about protection to the manufac- 
turers óf this country. The reason why the road 
should be made of American iron is, that Amer- 
ican rails are better, last longer—much longer than 
any iron which is sent here from Europe. Our 
warchouses are full now of foreign railroad iron 
which has been condemned in every quarter of 
the world. Only the other day, an acquaintance 
of mine visited some of the public warehouses in 
New York, and saw railroad iron there which had 
been manufactured in England, sent into India 
and there rejected, and then sent to America to be 
sold here, because we buy any kind of worthless 
iron provided it can be got at a cheap rate. 

Mr. BENJAMIN. The Senator probably did 
not hear the amendment read. 

Mr. CAMERON. I heard it. 

Mr. BENJAMIN. The proviso is, that it shall 
be obtained at the same price if of equal quality. 

Mr. CAMERON. I heard it read. 

Mr. BENJAMIN. Then what has the quality 
to do with it? 

Mr. CAMERON. I will meet the gentleman 
there. Neither he nor any other man unaccus- 
tomed to the article can tell, until the iron is laid 
down, whether it is of equal quality. Iron is 
brought here, just as that | mentioned as coming 
from India, looking quite as good as our own iron; 
and if the gentleman were a purchaser, he would 
probably buy it, because he could getit some ten, 
or fifteen, or twenty dollars a ton less than our 
own iron; but he would find directly after he got 
it into use that it was worthless. The better way, 
1 think, is to leave this provision as it was origin- 
ally in the bill as passed by the other House, 

Mr. GREEN. I would suggest the propriety 
ofstriking out the word ‘¢ American,” and insert- 
ing “ United States.” There is Canada, there 
are the Russian possessions, there is Mexico, 
there is Central America, and there is South 
America, allin America; andif we intend to con- 
fine it to iron manufactured by our own people, 
‘ American” ought to be strickewout and ‘ Uni- 
ted States” ifserted,. ar 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. *The motion 
of the Senator from Missouri cannot now be 
entertained. 

Mig GREEN» 
motion, + 

The amendment of Mr. Bensamin was re- 
jected. 

Mr. GREEN. I now. move to amend the clause 
by striking out the word ** American’’ and insert- 
ing ** United States.” 

The amendment was rejected. 


Mr. TEN EYCK. I propose the name of Dud- 
ley S. Gregory to be added to the bill as one of 
the corporators from New Jersey. He is aman 
of great respectability and intellirence and wealth, 
and although I did not-propose to offer to amend 
the bill in this particular at all, yet, since my col- 
league has proposed the name cf a very worthy 
and excellent corporator from our State, I offer 
this name for the purpose of making a balance. 

Mr. THOMSON. I second the amendment 
with all my heart. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. DOOLITTLE. 1 offer, as an amendment, 
the names of Alexander Mitchell Charles D. Rob- 
inson, Benjamin E. Hutchinson, Marshall M. 
Strong, and John Hackett, from the State of Wis- 
consin. : 


Mr. POLK. 


> 
ali 
#iMine.was a suggesfion, nota 


~ 


I should like to ask the Senator 
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from Wisconsin how many names that will make 
for Wisconsin? 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. Five. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. WILKINSON. I propose the names of. 
William H. Dike, Charles D. Gillfillan, and Clark 
W. Thompson, of Minnesota. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. RICE. I wish to make a remark in regard 
to the amendment of my colleague. The gentle- 
men proposed by him are all Republicans, but 
they are very good men; and therefore my col- 
league and myselfagree upon the selection of those 
names. 

Mr. CAMERON. I think we have about names 
enough; and yet I am going to offer one more. I 
propose to add the name of General J. K. Jack- 
man, of Pennsylvania, a most excellent man. As 
the Senator from Minnesota has said his list was 
all made up of Republicans, I will say that this 
gentleman happens to be a Democrat. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. GREEN. At theend of the list of names 
I move to add these words, ‘*and the rest of man- 
kind.” (Laughter.] 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Sen- 
ator request the Chair to put the question on that 
motion? {** Oh, no.’’] i 

Mr. DOUGLAS. If there are no more names 
to be added, I have a substantial amendment to 
propose. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. Will the Senator excuse 
meamoment? I believe my State is not repre- 
sented; and I therefore move to add the names of 
Charles 1. Dupont, William Sharp, and James 
ae ee of Delaware. 

‘he amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. In line twelve, of section thir- 
teen, I move to strike out the words ‘‘is hereby,” 
and insert shall be.” The point of the amend- 
ment will be understood when I state that the bi 
now reads: 


“Phere is hereby granted, on the terms and conditions 
hereinafter mentioned, to the Southern Pacifie Railroad 
Company, chartered by the State of Texas, of which com- 


pany Vernon K. Stevenson is president, and to the assignees 
of said company, every alternate section of land, to the 
amount of ten alternate sections per mile, on each side of 
such railroad line as said company may adopt, from the 
western border of Texas, on the most eligible route, to the 
eastern border of California,” &e. 

The language there is that the land ‘is hereby 
granted.” I apprehend that that would vest the 
title to all the Jand from the passage of the act, 
although the road might never be made. Lam 
sure such is not the intention of the framers of 
the bill; but Lam apprehensive that such would 
be its legal effect. 

Mr. COLLAMER. Has thegentleman looked 
to see that there is no qualifying clause? 

Mr. DOUGLAS. Ihave been searching through 
the bill, and I cannot find any provision changing 
that legal construction of it. At any rate, there 
can be no objection, I think, to making the bill 
clear and specific on this point. 1am not willing 
that the land shall be granted on either road any 
faster than the road shall be completed in sections 
of fifty miles. When the contractors shall have 
completed fifty miles on cither road through the 
public lands, I am willing that lands shall be 
granted for the section so completed, and not be- 
yond that until they make another section of fifty 
miles. Iam notwilling, for instance, to provide 
for a road that is six or cight hundred miles long 
before it reaches any public lands, and make the 
grant applicable to that part of the road where | 
there are no public lands, thus consuming the land 
grant before it reaches the public domain at all. 
My object, therefore, is to strike out the words, 
is “hereby granted,’’and insert, “t shall be grant- 
ed,” and then to add at the end of the bill a pro- 
viso to this effect: i 

Provided, That the lands appropriated in this act to aid | 
in the construction of said roads, respectively, shall be held 
in trust by the United States, and not conveyed, or the title | 
vested in either of said companies, until said roads, respect- | 
i shall have been comple from their starting points j 

he publie lands are situdted, nor until at least | 


tow! 


fiity miles shall have hear constructed through the publie | 
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domain ; and then such lands only shall be conveyed as are 
situated on either side of the fifty miles so completed, and 
on the completion of each fifty miles the lands on either 
side of that part of the road so completed shall be conveyed, 
as aforesaid, 

{fit is the intention of the framers of this bill 
that the lands shall not be vested until so much 
of the road is finished as is situated through the 
public lands, then this amendment is necessary 
and proper. _If the inteytion of the bill is to vest 
the title to the Jand from the passage of the act, 
whether the road is ever made or not, I cannot 
support it. 

Mr. COLLAMER. Permit me to suggest to 
the gentleman that perhaps the better word to use 
pee speaking of the land, would be ‘‘seques- 
tered. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. Instead of ‘* appropriated?” 

Mr.COLLAMER. Yes,sir. I merely make 
the suggestion. ` 

Mr. CLINGMAN. While the honorable Sen- 
ator from Illinois is preparing his amendment, 
with his permission, I desire to add a name to the 
list. The only gentleman that I know in my State 
who is an ardent advocate of this road, and who 
takes great interest in internal improvements, is 
a gentleman who is a member of our present Le- 
gislature. [ask that his name be inserted. Pos- 
sibly something or other may'some day come out 
of it. | move to insert the uame.of William H. 
Thomas, of North Carolina. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. Now I move to strike out 
the words “ is hereby granted,” as to both roads, 
and insert “shall be granted;’’ and then I will add 
the proviso. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. DOUGLAS. Now, [I move to add, at the 
end of the bill, this proviso: 

Provided, That the lands sequestered in this act to aid 
in the construction of said roads, respectively, shall be held 
in trust by the United States, and not conveyed, or the title 
vested in cither of said companies, until said roads, respect- 
ively, shall have been completed from their starting points 
to where the public lands are situated, nor until at least 
fifty miles shall have been completed through the publie 
domain; and then such lands only shall be conveyed as are 
situated on either side of the fifty miles so completed ; and 
on the completion ot each fifty miles, the lands on either 
side of that part of the road so completed shall be conveyed, 
as aforesaid. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. WILSON. I propose to amend the fourth 
section of the bill, in the forty-seventh line, by 
inserting, after “ United States,” the words: 

And vo mortgage or construction bonds shall ever be 
issued by said company on said road, or mortgage or Hen 
made in any way, except to the United States. 

So as to make the clause read: 

And as the work proceeds, after the completion of fifty 
consecutive mile sections, and they are approved as afore- 
said, bonds shat! be issued for cach mile so completed ac- 
cording to the above rates; and the issue of said bonds, 
and the receipt thereof by the corporation or corporations 
aforesaid shall operate as a first mortgage Hen to the Uni- 
ted States on the road-bed, road, roling-stock, iron, and all 
the buildings and appurtenances belonging to said road, and 
all the purchases made of materiats or outfits, to secure Lo 
the United States the reimbursement of the sums so ad- 
vanced, and interest thereon, by the United States; and no 
mortgage or construction bonds shall ever be issued by said 
company on said road, or mortgage or lien made in any 
way except to the United States. 

I hope the Senate will adopt this amendment. 
I think it will contribute to the building of the 
road. We propose in this bill to grant money 
and lands. We hold out inducements to capital- 
ists to go on and construct this road. Now, sir, 
Tam exceedingly desirous that the road shall be 
built; and I am desirous that the persons yho 
undertake to construct it shall invest their means 
in it, and that it shall not be a stock-jobbing con- 
cern. Ihave no doubt that the railroads of the 
United States have cost hundreds of millions of 
dollars more than they would have cost if the 
proper system had been adopted, to commence 
with, in their construction; but the plan has been 
too often to go into these roads, issue mortgage 
bonds, then second-class, and then third-class* 
bonds, borrowing money at extravagant rates, j 


ruining the roads, and ruining the persons who j 
originally subscribed the stock. 


This amendment is against that. “We lend'the 
credit of this Goveniment to a large amount to 
this company; we give them lands} and wë want 
the persons that go into this road to pay their 
money into it, and not to incur debts and getup 
stock speculations and issue bonds, then fail; and 
throw the whole thing back on the Government. 
I believe that, if this amendment be adopted, all 
the persons who take hold of this road, will-un- ` 
derstand that they must put their money init; and 
they will go in it with caution, with care, know- 
ing what they are about; and it will keep mere 
speculators, mere jobbers, that class of men who 
have ruined so many railroadsin the United States, 
and destroyed the property of so many men, out 
of this concern, and bring into it men of experi- 
ence, of capital, and of character: I hope the 
amendment will be adopted; for I believe that if it 
be adopted, it will be a safeguard, and contribute 
towards the building of the road; and if it be not 
adopted, and we are to have first and second and 
third and fourth and, perhaps, fifth-class mort: 
gage bonds issued on this railroad, the jobbers and 
Speculators will get into it, the’ road will never be 
finished; but will break down, and be thrown upon 
Government of the country. 

Mr. HALE. I entirely agree with the object 


‘thatthe Senatorfrom Massachusetts aims at; but 


I confess the amendment is new to me, and I very 
much doubt the wisdom of thé means that he pro- 
poses to effect the object. The United States are 
to be the first mortgagees of this road, and they 
will have all the security which that first mort- 
gage gives them. T think the interests of this cor- 
poration had better be left in the hands of those 
who manage it. They will be more interested in 
it than anybody else. This country has been 
educated, and has a great deal of experience in 
this matter of building railroads, and the people 
have learned by the errors of the past, and | think 
this had better be left with them. Besides, as a 
question between the United States and all the 
rest of the world, this would be bad policy, be- 
cause the United States, being the holders of the 
first mortgage, every subsequent expenditure of 
money upon the road is for their benefit as the 
first mortgagee, and tends toinerease the security 
of the United States, and to render more valuable 
thatupon which they have alien. For that reason, 
speaking in behalf of the Government of the Uni- 
ted States, and for the security which they hold, 
I should be opposed to such a proposition as this, 

Besides, if, after the corporators have gone on 
and demonstrated to the capitalists of the world 
that, by the aid of the Government of the United 
States, they are enabled to build this railroad, 
which, of course, will be subject: to the first lien 
of the United States, if capitalists will put confi- 
dence in the direction of the road, and advance 
money to enable them to build it, it bein subject 
to the lien which the United States already have, 
where is the objection to it? I confess that I can- 
not see it. Now, while I entirely sympathize 
with the object which the honorable Senator from 
Massachusetts has in view, and which he desires 
to effectuate by his amendment, I confess that, 
to my mind, his amendment does not strike me 
as being likely to produce the particular’ effect 
which he desires, but the contrary one. 

Mr. WILSON. I am very glad the Senator 
from New Hampshire agrees in the object I have 
in view; but I regret very much that he dissents 
from the position | have taken. Now, sir, let me 
say that if this amendment be adopted, the men 
who put their money into the road will have some 
security that their rights are not to be sacrificed 
by the managers of the road by giving mortgages 
and going into stock-jobbing operations, whic 
have ruined so many roads and brought such. de- 
moralization upon the country. The proposition 
of this amendment is the result of thé experience 
of the last fifteen years. The men who have been 
engaged in constructing railroads, and understand 
this whole subject, have advocated this policys 
and it has substantially been adopted in- my State 
by cheeks and guards against the old course that 
has rained and robbed so many of the families‘ of 
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the country who took’ stock in roads ‘when they 
were first started, and afterwards found that first, 
second, and third mortgage bonds were put upon 
them, so that their property was entirely lost, 
while the managers contrived to make something 
out of them. ow, Sir, there is not a man in the 
Senate who would not rather take stock in the 
road if this amendment be adopted, thanif it were 
to be left entirely to the management of the men 
who may have control of it to issue first, second, | 
and third-class mortgage bends as they please. 

The Government grants $60,000,000 in money, 
and a large quantity of land, to build a railroad 
that is to, cost about a hundred million dollars; 
and, by adopting this amendment, we ask the per- 
sons who go into it to pay their money. 1 be- 

-lieve the United States will be much more secured 
by the adoption of the amendment than they will 
he by having a set of men brought into the road 
who never intend to pay any money, and who 
comein simply to get what the Government offers, 
to get the Government bonds and lands, and then 
to issue mortgage bonds, and borrow money, and 
cheat everybody that puts money into the work 
honestly. 1 tell you, sir, the good of this road, 
if we are in sober earnest about it, requires these 

uards and checks. The one will draw capital- 
ists; it will ‘draw honest men; it will draw men 
of the right stamp. But if you leave it open to 
that. class of men who have been the jobbers in 
therailroads of thig country, men without fortune, 
and too many of them without character, you will 
never secure the completion of the road. [believe 
this amendment to be of vital importance to the 
road, and l hope it will be adopted. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. I desire to offer one or 
two amendments to this bill. In the thirteenth 
section, after the word “ uniting,” in the seventh 
line, | move to strike out the words ‘* west of 
longitude 970,” and insert “at or near the ninety- 
seventh degree of west longitude.” In regard to 
the southern route, one branch of which starts 
from the west line of Arkansas, and the other 
from the west line of Louisiana, the bill provides 
that they are to meet by converging lines some- 
where west of the ninety-seventh degree of lon- 
gitude; but they may not meet until they get to 
the Gulf of California or the Pacific ocean. 

Mr, GWIN. There is no objection to that 
amendment, It makes it more specific. 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. I suppose there is no 
objection, for it makes it definite, that the point 
of meeting be at or near tlic ninety-seventh degre 
of longitude. 3 

Mr. HALE. I wish my friend from Wiscon- 
sin, if he undertakes to make it more definite, 
would really do so. We cannot tell what ‘at or | 
near” Le means somewhere about there, 


* means. 
somewhere in the neighborhood. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas. Say © notto 
exceed two degrees in either direction.”? 

Mr. HALE. That will do; but ‘at or near” 
is very indefinite. 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. A degree allows a pretty 
large latitude—sixty miles. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas, 
not so much as ‘tat or near,” 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. Say “between the ninety- 
seventh and ninety-eighth degrees.” 

Mr. HALE.. ‘There was some experience in | 
the State of Hlinois about the Central road. I think 
they found out what ‘at or near’? meant there. | 
They took in about the whole length of the State. 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. I move to amend then, so 
as to say, “between the ninety-seventh and 
ninety-eighth degrees of west longitude.” 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It is moved to 
amend the bill, by striking out inline cight of the 
thirteenth section, the words “ west of longitude 
ninety-seven degrees,” and inserting the words 
‘t between the ninety-seventh and ninety-cighth 


It does; but 


es of west longitude.” 
Mr, GWIN., I suggest to the Senator to say | 
‘t not west of the ninety-cighth degree.” They | 
may wish to come together before they get to the | 
ninety-seventh degree, - | 
Mr. DOOLITTLE. That would defeat what } 
I understand to be the purpose of mentioning the | 
ninety-seventh degree at all; forif you leave them | 
to meet anywhere east of the ninety-seventh de- | 
gree, they may start at Fort Smith and run south 
through the Indian territory. That does not effect 
the:purpose at all. 


Mr- GWIN. Very well. I have no objection 
to the Senator’s amendment. 
The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr: DOOLITTLE. The language of the first 
section of the bill, as to the central road, now is, 
“uniting within two hundred miles of the Mis- 
souri river.” I desire to insert an amendment 
there, to make the point of union a little more 
definite. I have no personal interest in the ques- 
tion as to the precise point where the two branches 
should meet; butthe great city of Chicago, on the 
one hand, and the city of St. Louis, on the other, 
may. have an interest in it; and I desire that a 
point at or near Fort Kearny should be mentioned, 
which makes just about the proper point of junc- 
tion as between St. Louis and Chicago. I suppose 
the Senator from California has no objection to 
that. 

Mr. GWIN. Notat all. 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. Then I move, inthe ninth 
line, after the word ‘* river,” to inseri the words, 
“at or near Fort Kearny;’’ so that it will read: 

With two converging lines bearing westward, and unit- 
ing within two huudred miles of the Missouri river, at or 
near Fort Kearny. 

Mr. POLK. There has been an amendment 
adopted there. I ask the Secretary to read it as 
it was amended then, 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. That was in regard to the 
branch at the mouth of the Kansas river. 

Mr. POLK. I should like to hear the whole 
section read as it now stands. 

The Secretary read it, as follows: 

That to insure the safe, certain, and speedy transporta- 
tion of mails, troops, and public stores irom the western 
border of what is called our western States, by railroad, to 
wit: starting from two points, one on the western border 
of the State of Missouri, at the mouth of the Kansas river, 
proeceding thence up the valley of said river to the vicin- 


ity of Fort Riley, and the other on the western border of | 


Towa, with two converging lines bearing westward and 
uniting within two hundred miles of the Missouri river, and 
thence proceeding by a single trunk line. 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. My amendment is to in- 
sert at or near Fort Kearny ” after ‘ Missouri 
river.” ; 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. I desire to offer another 
amendment, which is more important, perhaps, 
in its provisions, and to which I desire to call the 
attention of the Senate; my purpose being, if we 
enter on this railroad policy, that we have a rail- 
road completed through. Ido not wish to put 
into the hands of whoever may get interested in 
this project, the power tocommence the road and 


go on where the lands are good and it is easy to } 


build the road, receiving the bonds of the Gov- 
ernment, finish the railroad a certain distance, and 
then, when they come to a point where it requires 
an expenditure of money to a large amount, there 
let the road stop, and throw it back on our hands. 
I therefore offer this amendment: after the words 
“ $60,000,000," in the forty-ninth line of the 
fourth section, insert: 

nd provided, That thirty per cent. of the whole amount 
of bonds of the United States to be advanced as aforesaid, 
shall be retained by the Sceretary of the Treasury until said 
road shall be fully completed throughout the whole line, as 
above provided. 

I want thirty per cent. to remain in the Treas- 
ury to insure that the work will go through. 

Mr. LATHAM. I ask the Senator whether 
it is understood that these bonds are to be kept 
in the shape of a guarantee, and that, in ease of a 
failure on the part of the first company, as pro- 
vided in the bill, they are to be forfeited and can- 


celed by the Government; because, if the title to | 


them is vested in the company as the work pro- 
gresses, it scems to me that the amendment really 
amounts to nothing at all. 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. The object of my provis- 
ion is, that the bonds shall be retained by the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury, and not delivered over to 
these corporators until the road is fully completed 
throughout. 

Mr. LATHAM. Suppose the road is not com- 
pleted: what then? 

i Mr. DOOLITTLE. Then they will not get the 
onds, 

Mr. LATHAM, Your amendment does not 
state that, That is exactly what I wanted to call 
attention to. 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. If it is objectionable in 
that respect, I will make it certain, 

Mr. LATHAM. I suggest the addition of the 


words ‘* that in case of failure the bonds retained 
shall be canceled by the Government.” 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. I will insert at the end, 
“and in case the road is not completed, the bonds 
so retained in ‘the hands of the Secretary of the 
Treasury shall. become forfeited to the United 
States.” ; 

Mr. LATHAM. That will make it complete. 


The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. HALE. I move that the consideration of 
this bill be postponed until to-morrow, and that 
the Senate go into executive session. x 

Mr. LATHAM. 1 hope not. 

Mr. HALE. lam told that it is competent to 
move to go into executive session, and leave this 
as unfinished business. I am willing to put it in 
that form. I move that the Senate proceed to the 
consideration of executive business. 

Mr. LATHAM. I call for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and being 
taken, resulted—ycas 34, nays 10; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Anthony, Benjamin, Bigler, Bingham, 
Bright, Cameron, Chandler, Clark, Collamer, Doolittle, 
Fitch, Foot, Foster, Green, Grimes, Hale, Harlan, Hemp- 
hill, Hunter, Johnson of Arkansas, Johnson of Tennessee, 
King, Mason, Morrill, Nicholson, Polk, Powell, Rice, 
Saulsbury, Slidell, Suinner, Thomson, Trumbull, and Wil- 
kinson—34. 

NAYS — Messrs. Baker, Clingman, Douglas, Gwin, 
Lane, Latham, Seward, Wade, Wigfall, and Wilson—10. 

Mr. GWIN. Before the vote is announced, I 
wish to make a motion, to which I presume there 
will be no objection. This railroad bill has been 
amended in various respects, and Lask the Senate 
to agree to print it as it has been amended, so 
that we can have it before us in its present shape 
when the subject comes up again. ‘To-morrow 
is private bill day, and it cannot come up then. 
Į want it printed as amended, so that when it next 
comes up, we can have it before us precisely as 
itnow is. {** Agreed,” 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will 
entertain the motion to print the bill as amended, 
by common consent. 

The motion was agreed to. 


EXECUTIVE SESSION. 


The Senate proceeded to the consideration of 
executive business; and after some time spent 
therein, the doors were reopened, and the Senate 


aNjourned $ 
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The House met at twelve o’clock, m. 
by Rev. J. G. BurLer. 
TheJournal of yesterday was read and approved. 


CRISIS MEMORIALS. 
Mr. McCLERNAND. Mr. Speaker, I ask 


the unanimous consent of the House to present 
a serics of resolves, adopted at a late publie meet- 
ing in the county. of Macoupin, one of the most 
populous and wealthy counties of my district. 
‘These resolves express the sense of the members 
of the meeting upon the present national crisis; 
and, I may add, that the members of the meeting 
are among the most intelligent and respectable 
gentlemen of my district. They appeal, by the 
resolves adopted, to the conservative sentiment of 
the country in favor of peace, order, the Consti- 
tution, and the integrity of the Union; and express 
their willingness to accept the Crittenden plan, 
or any other fair and reasonable plan, as the basis 
for an adjustment of the existing controversy be- 
tween the North and the South. I move, sir, that 
they be received, and laid on the table. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. MOORE, of Kentucky, by unanimous con- 
sent, presented the proceedings of a meeting of 
the citizens of Mason county, Kentucky, relative 
to the present disturbed state, of the country; 
which were referred to the select committee of 
five. 

Mr. STRATTON presented a petition, numer- 
ously signed by citizens of New Jersey, in rela- 
tion tothe present conditionof the country; which 
was laid on the table, 

Mr. HOLMAN asked the unanimous consent 
of the House for permission to introduce the res- 
olutions of an immense meeting of the citizens of 
Brown county, Indiana, without distinction of 
party, in favor of conciliation, and the adoption 
of the plan of adjustment laid before the Senate 
by Senator Cairrenpen, of Kentucky. 


Prayer 
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__ No objection being made, the resolutions were 
introduced, and laid on the table. 

Mr. CURTIS. I desire to know why it is ne- 
cessary to present all these petitions in the House. 
The rules provide.a mode by which they may be 

resented without taking up the time of the House. 
They are noticed in the Globe, and every object 
is.accomplished that can be accomplished by pre- 
senting thém in open House. 

The SPEAKER. The petitions must be pre- 
sented under. the rule, if any one objects. 

Mr. CURTIS. ‘Well, sir, I shall in future ob- 
ject. I see no reason why the time of the House 
shall be taken up with it. 


OREGON WAR DEBT. 


Mr. STEVENS, of Washington. I ask the 
consent of the House to offer the following reso- 
lution: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Military Affairs have 
leave to bring in their report on Senate bill No. i1, making 
an appropriation for the payment ef the war expenses in- 
curred by the people of the Territories of Oregan and Wash- 
ington, in the suppression of Indian hostilities in the years 
1855 and 1856; and that it may be made the special order | 
for Thursday, February 7. : 

Mr. KILLINGER. I object. 

J. L. GARDNER. 


Mr. ELY, by unanimous consent, reported back 
from the Committee of Claims, a bill for the re- 
lief of Colonel J. L. Gardner; which was referred 
to a Committee of the Whole House, and ordered | 
to he printed. j 


ENROLLED BILL. 


Mr. THEAKER, from the Committee on En- 
rolied Bills, reported that the committee had ex- 
amined and found truly enrolled a bill grantin 
a pension to Eliza Reeves; when the Spea 
signed the same. 

POST ROUTE BILL. 

_ The SPEAKER stated the business regularly 

- in order to be the consideration of the bill (H. R. 

No. 714) to establish certain postroutes, with the 

amendments of the Senate thereto; the pending 

amendment being the consideration of the seven- 
teenth amendment of the Senate, as follows: 

Sec. 18. And he it further enacted, That the act of 3d 
March, 1855, entitled An act further toamend the act en- 
titled “An act to reduce and modify the rates of postage in 
the United States, and for other purposes,’ ” passed March 
3, 1851, be, and the same is hereby, so modified as to re- 
quire the ten cent rate of postage to be prepaid on letters 
conveyed in the mail from any point in the United States 
east of the Rocky Mountains to any State or Territory on 
the Pacific, and from any State or Territory on the Pacific 
to any point in the United States east of the Rocky Mount- 
ains. ‘And ali drop letters shall be prepaid by postage 
stamps. 

Mr. COLFAX. This amendment simply pro- 
vides that the California letters, or letters for the 
Pacific coast, whether carried by the Isthmus 
route or whether carried overland, shall pay a 
uniform rate of ten cents postage. Upon this sub- 
ject the Postmaster General says: 

“ Under the act of 1855, the dumestic rate of postage for 
letters is three cents under three thousand miles, and ten 
cents when the distance exceeds three thousand miles. The 
intention of this limitation was to secure the higher rate 
upon all letters transmitted to and from the Pacific States. 


7; 


As 
But since the establishment of the overland mail, the di 
tance from the valley of the Mississippi to California being 
less than three thousand miles, much of this correspond- 
ence pays only the lower rate of three cents; and in order 
to maintain the original purpose of the Jaw, it is recom- 
mended that said act be so modified as to require the ten 
cent rate to be prepaid on all letters conveyed in the mail 
from any point in the United States cast of the Rocky 
Mountains to any State or Territory on the Pacific, and 
vice versa. In view of the expensive character of the mail 
service to the Pacific, this rate is sutficiently low. From 
1848 to 185], it was forty cents the single letter.” 


As I said yesterday, this amendment meets the 
concurrence of the Post Office Department. 

The amendment was concurred in. 

Eighteenth amendment: 


Sec. 19. And he it further enacted, That the Postmaster 
General be, and he is hereby, authorized and dirceted to 


advertise for proposals for the daily transportation of the 
entire mail, overland, between St. Louis, Missouri, and 
San Francisco, California, over the central route, in twenty 
days’ time, the bids to be received untii the Ist day of De- 
cember next ensuing, and the service to commence on the 
Ist day of July, 1861, and the Postmaster General is hereby 
directed to award the contract to the lowest responsible 
bidder. 

Mr. COLFAX. I now move to amend that | 
amendment of the Senate, by striking it out, and | 
inserting, as a substitute, the following: | 

Sec. —. And be it further enacted, That the Postmaster | 
General is hereby authorized and directed to advertise for 
proposals for the daily transportation of the entire mail, | 


overland, between St. Joseph, Missouri; or some other- 
point on the Missouri river, connected by railroad with the 

East, which may be selected by the contractor, and Placer- 

ville, Caiifornia, over the central route, the bids to be re- 

ceived till the first Monday of April, 1861, and the service 

to commence July 1, 1861, oras soon thereafter as possible, 

and to terminate Jnly 1, 1865. And the Postmaster Gen- 
eral is hereby directed to award the contract to the lowest 
responsible bidder, furnishing ample guarantees of his abil- 
ity and disposition to perform his contract: Provided, That 
the amount of his bid shall not exceed $800,000 per year: 
Provided, ‘That the contractor shali supply Denver City and 
Great Salt Lake City at least semi-weekly without extra 
charge: And provided further, That the letter and news- 
paper mail shall be carried through in twenty days, and the 
pamphlet, magazine, periodical, and public document mail 
in thirty-five days. But the Postmaster General may au- 
thorize the carrying of said pamphlet, magazine, periodical, 
and public document portion ofthe mail by steamship route, 
at least semi-mouthly, to San Francisco, if desired by the 
contractor, and if said service is performed at the contract- 
ors expense: And provided further, That the contractor 
shall not be required, in addition to the letter mail, to carry 
morc of the newspaper mail by the twenty-day schedule 

than will make the average weight of the whole mail one 

thousand poinds per day; and the remainder, if any, of 
the newspaper-mail shall be carried on the thirty-five day 

schedule above provided for. 


Mr. COLFAX. This is to provide for a daily 
central overland mail. ‘ 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Ninois.. I wish to 
know whether. it is now in order to move an 
amendment te the amendment of the gentleman 
from Indiana. 

The SPEAKER. Anamendment to the amend- 
ene would be in order, in the opinion of the 

hair. 

Mr. COLFAX. I believe I am entitled to the 
floor; and 1 do not yield it at this time. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Ilinois. I do notde- 
sire to take the floor from the gentleman from In- 
diana. I merely inquired as a question of order 
whether an amendment could be received. 

Mr. COLFAX. Ido not propose to take up 
the time of the House with any extended remarks, 
This amendment brings before the House again 
the question of a daily overland mail, upon which, 
I presume, every member has made up his mind, 
and is ready to vote. 

For many years the people who live on the 
Pacific coast lere been waiting and have been 
hoping for a daily communication by mail with 
the States on the Atlantic coast. It is well known 
that ourmailsto the Pacificare now carried through 
the territory of a foreign Government, exposed to 
the dangers of two oceans—the Atlantic on this 
side and the Pacific on the other—and to the dan- 
gersof the transit through Central America, where 
the Government has no power to protect the mails 
if they should be attacked. I know itis to be met, 
and I regret that it is to be met by my friend on 
my right, [Mr. Suerman,] by an objection as to 
its expense. But I will say, in antjgipation of his 
argument, that the Post Office Committee have 
endeavored to make the establishment of a daily 
overland mail on as cheapa basis as possible. The 
propositions which were before the House and 
before the Senate, at the last session, for estab- 
lishing a daily overland mail, contemplated. an 
expenditure of something like two million dollars 
per annum; while, in this amendment, it is lim- 
ited to $800,000. By the Senate proposition, the 
overland mail is to run from St. Louis to San Fran- 
cisco; and is not limited as to its maximum cost. 

The Committee.on the Post Office and Post 
Roads, desiring to compromise, have cut off on 
this side the portion between St. Louis and the 
Missouri frontier, as we have railroads completed 
to the western frontier of that State, while others 
are in progress of construction; and on the Pacific 
side we have daily mail service as far cast as Pla- 
cerville, just on the other side of Sierra Nevada, 
and a railroad from Sacramento completed nearly 
up to that town, and therefore we have cut off 
that portion for the purpose of limiting and saving 
expense, thereby saving at least $200,000 addi- 
tional cost per year. We also provide in this that 
Salt Lake City, in Utah, and Denver City, the 
headquarters of the emigration to the Pike’s Peak 
region, shall be supplied with a semi-weekly mail 
by these contractors without extra expense. 

It may be stated, and, indeed, has been urged, 
that it is impossible, on account of their weight, 
to carry the mails overland to California. Now, 
sir, the mails have been weighed, not only during 
the last session of Congress, but during the pres- 
ent session, by the postmaster at New York city. 
I can state to the House exactly what is the 


weight of California mails, carried by the way of | 


the Isthmus.. It amounts: tocabout fifty thousand: 
pounds ‘per month, or six hundred: thousand: 
pounds per year, divided: into. dbout two thou-1 
sand pounds of letters, thirty thousand pounds of: 
papers, fifteen thousand ‘pounds of magazines and. 
other periodicals and. books, aswell: as franked: 
documents, and three thousand miscellaneous, 
such as stamps, post office blanks, envelopes, Ge: | 
The amendment requires that the contractors shall. 
carry through one thousand pounds every. dày on 
the fast schedule of twenty days’ sérvice. "This 
will take through the entire letter and newspaper: 
mail, or very nearly the entire newspaper ‘mail; 
and I am free to say that I will vote for. no daily 
overland mail to the Pacific that ‘will not provide 
for carrying the newspaper mail, to the extent.of : 
one thousand pounds per day, on the fast sched- 
ule time of twenty days. It1s the mail that takes 
to.the new homes:of the emigrants full news from 
the firesides whence they came... ; 

As magazines, periodicals, and public docu- 
ments do not contain the news of the day like the 
daily papers, they are not required to- be trans- 
mitted with the same rapidity; it is provided that 
the contractors may take them through in the 
slower schedule time of thirty-five days. It fuar- 
ther provides that they shall be allowed the priv- 
ilege at their own expense of carrying that mail 
of magazines, periodicals, and public documents 
by water, at leastsemi-monthly from New York 
sity to San Francisco. : 

he total cost of this overland service under. 

this amendment will be $800,000. We say nothing 
about the Butterfield contract, running around by 
the way of El Paso. That is a congressional con- 
tract, limited to letters. Itis a wasteful and ex- 
travagant contract, which the Attorney General 
has decided we cannot impair during the term for: 
which it was made. Nor, sir, can we compel 
them to carry the newspaper mail, or any portion: 
of it. They have the contract, and they have the 
power to hold us to its provisions while it remains - 
unexpired. ` : i 

Mr. Speaker, in anticipation of the argumentin 
opposition to the establishment of a daily over- 
land mail as a matter of expense, I wish to say to 
those who design opposing the proposition on that 
ground, that they will find the increased amount 
of expense is comparatively a mere bagatelle. The 
cheapest cost of the postal service by steamer.and 
through a foreign country, and which is only tri- 
monthly instead of daily, is $350,000 per year. 
The cost of the semi-monthly mail from San Fran- 
cisco to Placerville, and across the central route, 
which has been increased by order of the Depart- 
ment, for mails to Fort Kearny on this side, and 
to Washoe and Carson Valley on the other, ia 
$208,000 per year; and as the weekly service to the 
Pike’s Peak region, now costing $19,000 per year, 
must be eventually still further increased to semi- 
weekly, making nearly-forty thousand dollars per 
year, then you have $600,000 paid out (exclu- 
sive of Butterfield) per year, for the service we 
have now to California and Pike’s Peak; wher 
we have only a tri-monthly service around by the 
Isthmus, exposed to all ‘the dangers of going 
through a foreign country, exposed to dangers 
of war, in comparison with $800,000 for a daily 
service each way across the center of the conti- 
nent, thirty times a month instead of three, and 
five days quicker. F 

There is still another reason, We are receiv- 
ing $50,000,000 a year in specie from California. 
It comes now by the way of the Isthmus. I need 
not say, if we should be involved in war with a. . 
forcign country, that that specie and the mails 
could not be safely carried by the way of the 
Isthmus. The Government of the United States 
would be compelled to do what the Government 
of Great Britain does now in Australia, where it 
furnishes a military escort for the gold which 
comes down from the mountains some five or six 
hundred miles to Melbourne, on the coast, for 
shipment. We would need to have this gold.of 
the country. The country could not do without 
it. It has already saved us from one ruinous 
revulsion, and mitigated the evils of another. We 
would have to protect its transit across the cen- 
ter of the continent, if we were in war witha for- 
eign nation, by a military escort. If we establish 
a daily overland mail to California, it will follow 
that the contractors will build stations all the way __ 
through for their stock, and for’ the drivers and 
others in their employ, as well-as for the protec- - 
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tion of the mail itself against any attempt that 
may be made by savages or robbers for its cap- 
ture. You will by this peaceful proposition es- 
tablish a cordon of posts across the continent, 
without one cent of expense added to your mili- 
tary appropriations. Aad if, unfortunately and 
unhappily, the country should be involved in war, 
this treasure would be compelled to come across 
the.center of the continent, and for that purpose 
we will have these stations already prepared to 
our hands. We will have daily transit: across 
the continent,and these posts provided in advance, 
by which, in a few days, we could provide pro- 
tection for the safety of this treasure. 

Mr. Speaker, the people of California and the 
popie the Pacific coast have waited for this 

eneficent proposition long. They have waited 
hopefully.. I grant that the Treasury is in a 
straitened condition; but if you wish to bind the 
Pacific States more closely to the Union and the 
Atlantic States—to make them faithful ġo the 

Union-loving members of this Confederacy — 
there is nothing you can do that will incite and 
increase their patriotism more than to give them 
what they have a right to demand—a daily con- 
nection with the States on the Atlantic coast, from 
which they are so widely separated. It will be 
moro potential than any bands of either iron or 

old. 

j Mri WASHBURNE, of Illinois. I have an 
amendment which I move to come in after the 
amendment of the Committee on the Post Office 
and Post Roads. 

“Mr. COLFAX. Let me say, before the gen- 
tleman.from Ilinois introduces his amendment, 
that 1 am authorized by the Committee on the 
Post Office and Post Roads to accept, as a modi- 
fication of the amendment of the committee, an 
amendment to be offered by the gentleman from 
Texas, (Mr. HamiLTON,] increasing the service 
upon the southern route ata cost of $80,000, so 
as to give a semi-weekly service through that 
State from California to New Orleans; provided, 
of course, the States of Louisiana and ‘Texas re- 
main in the Union, as l sincerely trust they may. 
Can the gentleman answer whether they will? 

Mr. HAMILTON. The gentleman would 
seem to require me to declare here what would 
involve a heavy responsibility upon me; but in 
unswer to his question, I can only say, as one of 
the citizens of ‘Texas, and one of her Representa- 
tives upon this floor, that I hope she is not going 
to withdraw herself from the Union. I believe, 
since Congresshas shown a disposition to treat her 
fairly asa member of this Confederacy, we have 
gone far toward keeping her in the Union; and I 
will take great pleasure, when I return to my peo- 
ple, in saying that so long as Texas is treated in 
the manner she has been by this Congress, it will 
be much to her advantage to remain where she 
is. I trast she will, If she should withdraw 
from the Union, I take it she could get no advant- 
age under the amendment I am about to offer, 
even if there were no proviso attached to it. For 
one, I declare, if Texas withdraws from the Union, 
she has no right to have mail facilities at the ex- 
pense of the General Government. 

Mr. COLFAX. I want, if she secedes, that 
the Postmaster General shall have the same right 
to strike down that service that he has exercised 
with regard to the service near Pensacola. 

The Clerk read Mr. Hamitron’s amendment, 
as follows: 

That the Postmaster General ts hereby directed to extend 
the existing mail contract on route No. 8076, in the State of 
‘Toxas, so that it will expire with connecting route No. 
8, known as the Butterfield route, provided it can be 
done at an additional expense not exeveding $80,000 per 
annuun, and provide for a semi-weckly connection with the 
city of New Orleans. 

Mr. COLFAX. I accept thatas a modification 


of the pending amendment, adding to it these 
words: 


But the Postmaster General shall have the same author- | 


itv over this as over all other routes. 


Mr. WASHBURNE, of Hlinois. 
following amendment: 


And the Postmaster General is hereby directed to reéx- 
amine the causes for discontinuance or curtailment of the 
postal service on intind routes since the 4th day of Mareh 
1859, and 16 restore all such parts of said service as can be 
restored with a due regard to the publie interest and the 
circumstances of each case, whether such discontinuance 
Gr curtailment. was upon contracts then in foree, or were 
taking cfeet on the making of new contracts: Provided, 
howéver; Thar the restoration or inereaged seryice hereby 


I offer the 


| thinks ought to be restored? 


contemplated shill be with the assent of the contractor in 
each case, or in pursuance of his contract. 

Mr. Speaker, thatamendment brings up, to some 
extent; the question which was before Congress | 
at the last session, in reference to the reéstablish- 
ment of the mail service which had been discon- 
tinued by the Postmaster Gencral. It will be recol- 
lected that this House, by many votes—nearly 
two thirds—passed an amendment to one of the 
appropriation bills, directing the reéstablishment 
of the mail service which had been discontinued. 
‘The Senate persistently refused to concur in that 
amendment; and upon the last day of the session, 
for the purpose of preventing the bill being fost, 
the IIouse finally receded. Now, sir, the amend- 
ment which I have sent to the Clerk’s desk, and 
which has been read, does not propose a per- 
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this matter until I hear objection made to it; but 
if objection shall be made, I will take occasion to 
answer it. 

Mr. COLFAX. I coöperated with my friend 
from Ilinois during the last session, as he very 
well knows, for amendments of this character; 
but I must say to him that I cannot continue that 
contest during this session. We found that the 
Senate were hostile to our proposition, and that 
it almost resulted in the defeat of the Post Office 
appropriation bill. Upon the bill now under con- 
sideration we have anaccumulation of post routes 
for the last three years. This post route bill has 
been killed year after year by amendments placed 
upon it; once by a proposition for the increase of 
postage being placed upon it, and on another oc- 
casion for want of time. Now, Lam desirous that 


emptory reéstablishment of the mail service; but 
in view of the action of the Post Office Depart- 
ment, it directs the Postmaster General to reopen 


all of the cases, and in his discretion to reéstab- || 


lish the postal service where the public interest 
requires it. That is the whole extent of this 
amendment; and I do not believe it will be objected 
to by a single member of this House. 

Mr. BURCH. I do not believe that the amend- 
ment of the gentleman from Illinois is in order to 
this post route bill which we have now under con- 
sideration; and, inasmuch as I cannot see why the 
gentleman should desire to load down that section 
of this bill which refers to the overland mail route, 
to which his amendment is offered, I raise the 
point of order that the amendment is not germane, 
and also that it is new legislation. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Ilinois. It is entirely 
germane to this post route bill, for that is the sub- 
ject we are legislating about. 

Mr. CRAIG, of Missouri. Allow me to ask 
the gentleman from Illinois, whether the existing 
law does not confer upon the Postmaster General 
that authority ? 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. No sir. 

Mr. BURCH. I will say to the gentleman, 
that 1 have no objection to his amendment per se, 
but I object to its being attached to this bill. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Ilinois. Would the 
gentleman from California raise a point of order 
for the purpose of preventing the Postmaster 
General from reéstablishing these routes? 

Mr. BURCH. AsI said before, I have no ob- 
jection to the passage of the gentleman’s amend- 
ment in the proper place. On frequent occasions, 
last winter, I voted for amendments similar to 
this; and also as a member on the Committce on 
the Post Office and Post Roads. I codperated with 
them in all efforts to restore and reéstablish the 
mail service in all sections of the United States; 
but I object tojt now, because I do not believe 
that we should load down the provision for an 
overland mail route to California with this prop- 
osition. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Hiinois. [differ with 
the gentleman from California; for instead of load- 
ing down the overland mail proposition, I think 
this amendment will do more than anything else 
to help it along. 

Mr. BURNETT. Allow me to ask the gen- 
Ueman from Hlinois a question. I desire to know 
whether the Postmaster General has not now the 
discretion necessary to enable him to restore any 
of the mail service which, in his judgment, he 


Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. That is the 
very question propounded by the gentleman from 
Missouri, and which { desire to answer. The 
Postmaster General has made his decisions upon 
all of these cases. They are matters upon which 
the Department has already acted; and according 
to the rules which have always governed the De- | 
partment, the question is now res adjudicata; and 
the present Postmaster General, or any subse- 
quent one, would say, should you go to him and 
ask him to restore this service, that his prede- 
cessor had already acted upon the matter, and i| 
refused to restore thé routes, and he must be} 
governed by that action of his predecessor. 

And this is one of the reasons why I desire that | 
this discretion shall be vested in the Postmaster 
General, in order that he may take-up all these | 
cases anew, examine them, and wherever he be- | 
leves the public interest required that additional 


mail service should be put on or restored, that he 
may have the power to do it. 
Twill not consume the time of the House upon 


all the members of this House who have post 
i routes in their interior regions, and who desire, 
where settlements have gone, to have the mails 
follow them, should have this bill pass. The Sen- 
ate have putona number of amendments,and we 
have concurred in them,insubstance. The only 
material amendment to this bill is that which re- 
laies to the overland mail; which the Senate pre- 
sented in one way, and which the Post Office 
Committee of this House have this morning, in a 


i modified form, presented to the House. I fear 


that if we put into this bill the amendment of the 
gentleman from Illinois, it will tend to break 
down this bill in the Senate. 

Further than that. I will say to the gentleman 
that what he proposes now can be done by the 
Postmaster General. 1 understood him, and I 
have understood other gentlemen, to take the 
ground that the Postmaster General has once 
taken up these cases, and that his successor cannot 
yeéxamine them. I grant that that is true in some 
respecg’, as in cases of claims under contracts, 
ene a settlement of postmasters’ accounts, 
&c.; butit is not true in regard to the enlargement 
or curtailment of the mail service upon any exist- 
ing post routes of the country. That is within 
the power of the present Postmaster General, and 
| it will be within the power of his successor. 

think we ought to have confidence that the incom- 
ing Administration will do what justice requires, 
and that the wants of the people will be attend- 


| ed to. 


Mr. PHELPS. I have merely a word to say. 
We find ourselves oftentimes involved in diffi- 
culty, because of amendments, which are added 
to our bills by the Senate, which ought not to be 
added. I am of opinion that policy requires that 
upon a bill establishing post routes through the 
country no other or further legislation should be 
placed upon it; thatit should stand very much like 
appropriation bills. In those bills we propose to 
appropriate so much moncy as is required by ex- 
isting laws. So, in bills establishing post roads, 
we purpose to establish by law such post roads as 
we belicve are now necessary, in addition to those 
already established. But the misfortune is, that 
upon this bill you have provisions relating to the 
postal system, for providing for the rate of speed 
at which the service shall be performed, the rates 
of postage, the mode of conveyance, and you 
have other provisions which are entirely incon- 
gruous to the subject-matter of the bill. Thatin- 
| volves us in difficulties, and oftentimes it has led 
to the defeat of the post route bill. ` 

These are reasons which present themselves to 
me, and which dispose me to oppose much of the 
legislation in this bill, while T might feel disposed 
to sustain the same measures were they independ- 
ently presented to me. In a bill relating to post- 
ages, and to the regulation of the Post Office 
Department exclusively, I might have been dis- 
posed to agree to them. The proposition sub- 
mitted by the gentleman from Illinois, and which 
is now the proposition immediately under discus- 
sion, was one considered during the last session 
of Congress, and because of the defeat of the Post 
Office appropriation bill, the Postmaster General 
was compelled to reduce the service in many por- 
tions of the country. Still, as he possessed the 
power to restore it whenever there was money 
placed at his disposal without our authorizing him 
to do so, I was unwilling then, as I am now, by a 
mandatory act, to direct him to.restore the service 
where he does not consider it his duty to do so, 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. What does 
the gentleman mean by “ mandatory act?” 

Mr. PHELPS. If understand the amendment 


1861. 


of the gentleman from Illinois, it directs the Post- 
master General to restore the service wherever he 
had discontinued it. Ido not know the exact 
language of the amendment. 

‘Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. The gen- 
tleman is mistaken. It merely directs him to ex- 
‘amine those cases; and in cases where the public 
interest requires it, he is permitted to restore the 
service. 

Mr. PHELPS. I have sated the spirit of the 
amendment. It is the duty of the Postmaster 
General, without any such provision, to examine 
‘and see whether an increased maul service should 
be performed in any section of the country ;‘and 
if he believes that the mail service of any portior 
of the Union should be increased, it is his du 
to increase it, provided he has the means at his 
disposal to pay forthat service. I say, then, that 
the provision of the amendment submitted by 
the gentleman from Illinois is, in its nature, mand- 
atory. It is mandatory: it requires him to restore 
the mail service which he has discontinued; and 
it can receive no other construction if it shall be- 
come a law. 

Wehave, Mr.Speaker, otheramendments upon 
this bill. I have not had time to examine them, 
nor shall Lexpress any opinion in relation to them, 
except this: that it becomes the duty ef the mem- 
bers of this House and of the other branch of 
Congress, to look well to the expenditures they 
are about to authorize. You must first inquire 
as to your means. Are you willing to increase 
the mail service of the country beyond its present 
limits when you have to go into the market and 
borrow money at ten and twelve per cent. per 
annum? Already the expense of the mail service 
of the United States exceeds, by some four or five 
million dollars, the revenue derived from that 
branch of the public service. When we adhered 
to the old rule, that the expenditures of the De- 
partmentshould not exceed the receipts, the postal 
service of the country was gradually extended 
according to the wants and necessities of the com- 
munity. 1 cannot sanction the provisions con- 
tained in these amendments; and before the bill 
is disposed of, 1 may, perhaps, present my views 
in regard to some of them, 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. Speaker, I regret very 
much to be compelled to oppose the amendment 
proposed by the gentleman from Indiana; but a 
sense of duty compels me to doso, Tamas much 
in favor of postal service to California, and daily 
mail routes, of railroads and telegraphs, as any 
man living. And yet itis utterly idle, itis erim- 
inal, for us now to be considering subjects of this 
character, when we are borrowing money at the 
rate of twelve per cent. We have to provide 
$23,000,000 for deficiencies by the ist of July. 
We have to pass, before this session closes, loan 
bills to the amount of near fifty: million dollars. 
It seems to me to be idle and criminal to talk about 
increasing the postal service of the country under 
such circumstances. iJ 

Now, l would be willing to extend to Califor- 
nia al] the service that is needed. She now has 
tri-monthly service by the Isthmus of Panama and 
semi-weekly on the southern and northern routes. 

Mr. BURCH. The gentleman will find that 
the ocean service is to be discontinued. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I do not desire to be inter- 

ted P 

ir. COLFAX. The gentleman ought to let 
me correct him about a question of fact. There 
is no semi-weekly service on the central route. 

Mr. SHERMAN. 1f the gentleman had lis- 
tened to me, he would have found that I was not 
mistaken. There is tri-monthly service by the 
Panama route; there is weekly service on the 
northern route, and weekly service on the south- 
ern route-—making semi-weekly service overland; 
and we have other routes. Now, it seems to me 
that our fellow-citizens in California can get along 
a little while longer, in the strait in which we are 
involved, and that we should not now embark in 
new adventures, which will cost not less than 
$300,000 year additional. Until esterday, there 
were lying on the desk of the Secretary of the 
Treasury between two and three million dollars of 
drafts which had not been paid, because there was 
no money inthe Treasury to pay them,and which 
are only how being paid by selling Treasury notes 
at a rate of interest of nine per cent. He sent 
you a communication yesterday, which has been 
printed, showing that he will want a ioan before 


ra 


the Ist of next July of $21,677,524, to supply 


deficiencies. In addition to that, you havealready i 


passed a deficiency bill of nearly two million, 


! which makes it $23,000,000. The Committee of 


Ways and Means will have, within a week, to 
reporta bill to borrow $23,060,000, unless the 
tariff bill shall pass, which itself authorizes a loan. 
Shall we, under such circumstances, provide for 
increasing the expenditures of the Government? 
Let gentlemen remember, once for all, that for 
expenditures after the Ist of July, we have to pro- 
vide for $30,000,000 more, evenif all the political 
troubles which now overhang us should passaway 
in peace. And, sir, if war should come, we do 
not know how much more we should require: I 
trust, then, that my friends will not press these 
propositions to increase the expenditures. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. I will with- 
draw my amendment to the amendment of the 
gentleman from Indiana. Ido not wish to link 
its fate with the fate of thatamendment; but will 
offer it to some other part of the bill. 

Mr.GROW. Proposing to vote for this over- 
land route, } desire to say a word or two in ex- 
planation of my vote. I deprecate the practice 
which has grown up within the last two or three 
years, of attaching Icgislation of all sorts to the 
general post route bill by the Senate, thus com- 
pelling us to legislate upon a bill that no one has 
any substantial objection to, in the first instance, 
on all kinds of contreverted questions. While 
I am opposed to that system, we are compelled 
now to act on these amendments, 

It costs the Government, at present, as I under- 
stand it, aside from the Butterfield route, about 
six hundred thousand doilars for mail service to 
the Pacific coast. The Butterficld route is fixed 
by law, and need not enter into the consideration 
of this question, one way or the other, Six hun- 
dred thousand dollars are spent now, nearly one 
half on the sea service, and the other half on the 
overland route. 

Mr. Speaker, I am opposed to spending one 
cent of money for water communication between 
the Atlantic and Pacific coasts, so long as we have 
a vast interior continent to develop. "When we 
send mail facilities through that wilderness, we 
are opening up emigrant lines of travel, and pro- 
viding them with better protection than forts and 
armics can give the settlers. Then, why send 
ships over two oceans to carry the mails to the 
people who inhabit the Pacific coast, when, by 
carrying the mails overland, you furnish facilities 
for the development of the interior and the pro- 
tection of emigrants and of the hardy pioneers, 
who are, day by day, filling up our vast wilder- 
nesses? Two hundred thousand dollars a year 
additional is required to furnish a daily mail ser- 
vice to the Pacific overland, and thus secure these 
desirable ends. Why should we hesitate to give 
$200,000 for a necessary purpose when benefits, 
of this kind are to result from it? Is it not the 
duty of the Government to furnish the same fa- 
cilities to an equal number of people, with cqual 
business, with equal attachment to the country, 
wherever their homes may be? Because a great 
wilderness intervenes between the settlements on 
the Adantic and the half million people on the 
Pacific slepe—a wilderness inhabited only by sav- 
ages and wild beasts—is not the obligation of the 
Government to those people the same as to any 
other half million of our people living on the At- 
lantic coast or the Gulf of Mexico? Jy 

Well, then, Mr. Speaker, $200,000 additional 
expenditure will give to the Pacific slope, with 
its half million people paying annually not less 


than $2,000,000 of revenue to the Government | 


from customs alone, daily mail facilities such as 
we furnish the people elsewhere. And while doing 
that, what else shall we accomplish? By placing 
mail stations along the emigrant routes between 
the Atlantic and the Pacific, you will guard the 
hardy pioneers seeking new homes better than it 
could be done in any other way; fora mail sta- 
tion, established and guarded by private enter- 
prise, is worth more, as a shield and protection 
to settlements and to emigrants, than fortifications 
and soldiers. ; 

Mr. MAYNARD. I would ask the gentleman 
whether it would not be better to postpone the 
abolition of this water communication with Cali- 
fornia for two or three years, until we can have 
the beneficent operations of the homestead bill to 
carry the settlers into this interior region £ 
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i stone vf the gentleman from Tennessee.) 3 


Mr. GROW : Mv: Speaker, itis the duty ofthe 
Government to protect the ‘pioneérs' who's 

the wilderness even: under ‘the homedt “F 
as much itsduty to guard thei againstt 
and the wild beast, as-it is to protect th 


ter what it may cost the Government 
ican citizen'and his fireside must be secure 


his home on the frontier or in one of the original 
States of the Union. : Wes 8 ERE 

Mr. HINDMAN. Does thé gentleman; ih 
speaking of protection by the Government, pro- 
pose to extend it to property as well as persons? 


Mr. GROW. Tdo, certainly. I know. no dis- 
tinction between them. But n suppose the gen» 
tleman meant to bring the ‘nigger?’ into’ this 
controversy. - There is hardly any subject that 
comes up here in which the“ nigger’? does not 
appear; and certain men are now trying to break 
up the Union, because they. care imoye for: the 
‘s rights of property,” as they call it, than they 
do for the rights of man. I wantthe Government 
to protect the rights of men, the hearthstones arid 
firesides of those who have gone forth to‘people 
the wilderness, and build up the great empires 
which to-day span the continent, abd has made ` 
this country the wonder: and admiration of the 
world. I do not see why this Government ‘is 
not as much bound to give tothe people:ion’ the 
Pacific the same benefits and facilities as it gives 
toan cqual number of people living in the old 
portions of the country. ` 

Mr. CRAIG, of Missouri. I ask the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania whether the establishment of . 
these mail stations all the way across the conti- 
nent, at every fifteen miles, will not lessen our 
actual annual Indian expenses enough to make it 
a matter of economy ? i ances 

Mr. GROW. 1 am afraid the gentleman from 
Missouri has not listened to my remarks, unless, 
indeed, he wished me to repeat what'l have said 
on that point, thinking, perhaps, that that: was 
the only thing L have said ofany consequence? So 
I repeat it. I said, Mr. Speaker, that these sta- 
tions along the mail routes were worth more to 
protect the emigrant lines of travel than forts.and 
armies, the protection of which the Government 
is bound to give, and does give. ` For ten years 

ast, I have seen Army appropriation bills passed 

y this House, appropriating from ten to fifteen 
million dollars—part of which was to build. forts 
along the frontiers—and nobody objected to: the 
amount for Army expenses. And appeals have 
been made for years past to increase the Army, 
For what? To protect the emigrant lines of travel. 
And yet, one regiment costs the Government more 
money than the entire overland mail service would; 
and when you have raised that regiment, it is 
worth but little, in comparison with the mail route, 
for the protection of emigrants and pioneers, 

I wanted to state the point of my argument 
over again for the benefit of the gentleman from 
Missouri, and because I think that he appreciates 
that portion of my statement. ` It costs ‘now 
$600,000 to send the mails to California~leavin: 
out the Butterfield route- altogether; $200,0 
more will give a daily overland mailto the Pacific 
coast, carrying all the mail matter in less time 
than it is carried now by water. The only ques- 
tion is, shali we appropriate $200,000 a year more 
for the purpose of furnishing these daily mail 
facilities to the Pacific coast, and abandon water 
communication, thus accomplishing three things 
which it is the duty of the Government to furnish 
to the people: first, to give mail facilities alike te 
an equal number of pcople, of equal business; 
second, to defend the settlements in the wilder- 
ness by planting all through it those mail stations 
as nuclei of defense; and third, to give protection 
to the emigrant on his lines of emigration against 
the savages? The Government is bound in good. 
faith to the people, everywhere to protect their 
lives and homes, whether ‘on the spot where they 
are born, or in their new hómes in the western 
wilderness. g 

Mr. MOORE, of Kentucky. I move toamend, 
by striking out of the proviso, at line:seventeen, 


| the words, “at least semi-weekly,”” and-inserting 
| in lieu thereof the words ‘daily ;’’ so that Jt will 


read: - 


go 
Provided, That the contractor shall supply Denver City 
and Great Salt Lake City daily without ‘extra charges’. 


I have no speech to make by way of enforcing 
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my amendment; and I only ask permission to 
apply to it the speech made by the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania, [Mr. Grow.) It applies as 
imuch to Denver City and Salt Lake City ag it does 
to California. 

Mr. STEVENS, of Pennsylvania. As I intend 
to vote against. this. amendment, just as- my col- 
league [Mr. Grow] intends to vote for it, Idesire 
to say a word or.two about it. I admire the elo- 
quence which my colleague always displays in 
grouping together these ‘* glittering generalities ”’ 
about the hardy pioncer when it comes to a ques- 
tion of barren lands. Does. my colleague mean 
to say that, when this overland mail route isestab- 
lished, the post boys at the stations are to fight 
the battles of the nation against the savage, and 
to protect the emigrant? Why, sir, wherever 
you have established a post route, you have, so 
far, been obliged to send soldicrs to protect them. 
Wherever through those barren wilds you send 
your mails, you have to send your troops to guard 
them. The very fact of cstablishing stations for 
adaily mail line will increase the necessity of 
sending soldiers there to guard them also. Cali- 
fornia and Oregon are now pretty well provided 
with postal facilities, considering their distance 
and the newness of the country, both overland 
and by sea. I do not know what gentlemen mean 
by speaking of the Butterfield route as if that were 
ignored altogether. { suppose itgoes somewhere. 
I know we pay. largely for it, And I think it 
better to wait till that service is done away with 
before we begin to incur any more expense in 
this way. S 

_ „J agree with the chairman of the Committee of 
Ways ‘and Means, that to be now increasing the 
expenditures of the Government $200,000 in one 
place, $300,000 in another, and an indefinite sum 
to establish postal routes, with an army to guard 
them, is madness on the part of those who look 
to retrenchment and reform, and who look to 
carrying onthe administration with the money of 
the Government for the next year. If our debt 
now were all collected together—outstanding cer- 
tificates and all] doubt not that it would amount 
to $100,000,000. There are $63,000,000 now regis- 
tered. Weare asked for $20,000,000 more imme- 
diately. Before nextJuly, if we provide properly 
for the grave exigencies of the country, we shall 
be in debt to the amount of $150,000,000. And 
yet we see, on the part of members on this side of 
the House, who are to have the responsibility, 
even more recklessness in extravagance than is 
seen on the other side, where members are, I 
must say, more cconomical, if left to themselves, 
and if the Executive were not to interfere with 
them. 

. Gentlemen on this side—and, perhaps, 1 ought 
to reproach myself among others—sit here with 
indifference, while $1,500,000 is voted to Texas 
one day to establish a new army, to be turned 
against ourselves the moment Texas chooses to 
find cause tosccede; while $300,000 for moonshine 
privileges will come up in the House before long. 

ere 18 $200,000 more; and God knows how 
much more we will vote away. This Government 
is now overwhelmed in debt; and if you go onat 
the present rate, you will not be able to carry on 
the Government for another year without bank- 
ruptcy and protest. I am amazed that the party 
which has the organization of this House, and 
which is, in some measure, responsible to the 
country for the business of iegislation, should be 
still, at this particular crisis, asking to increase 
expenses. My colleague calls onus to give facil- 
ities to our hardy pioneers. Our pioneers are in- 
dustrious and meritorious men, and ought to have 
proper mail facilities. They now have them. If 
the country were in a condition to spend money 
rather for ornament than use; rather to traverse 
a wilderness of two thousand miles than to sup- 

ly mail facilities in the old parts of the country— 
if you had the money to do that, I should not 
have so much objection to the gentleman squan- 
dering it. i 

Yet gentlemen talk about accomplishing this 
object without regard to expense, when the coun- 
try is a beggar; when you have not a dollar for 

our common necessaries; when you have not a 

arthing to pay the debts that you owe. It looks 
to me more like a liberal expenditure with the 
view of a more inevitable bunkruptcy of the Gov- 
ernment than anything else. But Udo hope that 
the suggestions of the chairman of the Committee 


of Ways and Means, who has looked seriously 
into, and is well informed upon, the condition of 
the finances of the country—I say I hope the sug- 
gestions of the gentleman from Ohio will be taken 
into consideration when a further enlargement of 
the expenses of the Government is to be made. 

Mr. QUARLES. I will inquire, whether the 
morning hour has expired ? 

The SPEAKER. It has not. 

Mr. CURTIS. When I first came to Congress, 
four winters ago, I found that the overland mail, 
and the mails via Panama to California, were 
being carri¢d on at an expenditure of some two 
million two hundred thousand dollars. Since 
that time we have been constantly reducing the 
expenses of that service until the present time, it 
has been cut down to an extent which, including 
the Butterfield contract, will amount in the aggre- 
gate to something less than two million dollars. 
I am informed that it reaches only $1,400,000. 
So that all this talk about increased drafts upon 
the Treasury cannot apply to this California mail 
service; for, as | have said, we have been con- 
stantly reducing the expense of that service for 
the last three years. This, therefore, cannot be 
included in the process by which the gentleman 
from Ohio says we are bringing the Government 
$150,000,000 in debt. 

But there is another point of view to which I 
wish to call attention. ‘The settlements along the 
line of this central route have been greatly in- 
creased since I first came to Congress. The gold 
mines of the Rocky Mountains have been discov- 
ered; and it is due to the people who are there that 
mail facilities shall be furnished to them. The 
settlements have been extended up the Black river 
some two hundred miles, and they receive their 
mails from this central route. It also furnishes 
mail facilities to the settlers at the Washoe mines, 
which have been discovered since I first came to 
Congress; so that there is a necessity for a daily 
overland mail to California existing now which 
did not exist formerly. This, then, is a question 
between the Panama mail contractors and the 
overland mail contractors. Itis a question whether 
we shall build up the ocean line by Panama, or 
whether we shall build up a great overland route 
through the heart of our own country. It is a 
strife between two great lincs—one a water line 
and the other a land line. It is a strife between 
capital and the pioneers of the West. That is what 
the strife is. It is a strife which commenced here 
last year, and which is going on now. Shall we 
decide it in favor of the parties who will carry the 
mail through a foreign country, or in favor of 
those who will carry it through the center of our 
country? I am for building up the interior of our 
country. Iam for the central route. As shown 
by the gentleman from Pennsylvania, [Mr.Grow,] 
this is a mere question whether we shall pay this 
money to Vanderbilt, of New York, or to the 
thousands of our citizens who will be benefited 
by its being carricd by the overland route. { have 
watched the progress of this California mail ser- 
vice for years, with interest; and [assert that the 
change which is now proposed, instead of increas- 
ing the expenses of the Government, will reduce 
those expenses. 

The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Sre- 
vens] speaks of this overland route being through 
a wilderness of two thousand miles, which it will 
require the Army of the United States to protect. 
Why, sir, we have a mail service there already, 
and it requires no army to protect it. The people 
of the various posts are able to protectthemselves. 

Mr. MAYNARD. IJ desire for myself to enter 
a disclaimer to the remarks of the gentleman from 
lowa. ‘The remark of the gentleman, whether so 
intended or not, would bear the construction, that 
those of us who have expressed an opposition to 
the discontinuance of the ocean mail service to 
California, were in some way interested in secur- 
ing from the Government certain benefits, perqui- 
sites, or advantages, to Commodore Vanderbilt. 
I will not speak for the other gentlemen who have 
expressed their opposition to that discontinuance. 
It may be that this is the case with the venerable 
gentleman from Pennsylvania, [Mr. Srevenss] it 


may be that this was the motive of the gentleman | 


from Ohio, the chairman of the Committee of 
Waysand Means, (Mr. Suernman;] it may be that 
such was the fact with my friend from Missouri, 
(Mr. Pueirs.] They can speak for themselves; 
but for myself, I desire to disclaim any interest in 


any contract for carrying the mail overland or by 
Panama. 

Mr. CURTIS. I am glad the honorable gentle- 
man from Tennessee has called my attention to 
the remark to which he refers, if it will bear any 
such construction as he has given to it. Cer- 
tainly nothing was further from my purpose than 
to impute any such motives to the gentleman from 
Tennessee; and I here enter the same disclaimer 
in respect to all the other gentlemen. I merely 
desired to express my hope that this House will 
not continue a system which I believe to be 
wropg. I prefer that our mails for the Pacific 
shall be carried through our own territory. 


DISTURBED STATE OF THE COUNTRY. 


The SPEAKER. The morning hour having 
expired, the Chair states that the report of the 
committee of thirty-three comes up for consider- 
ation as a special order; upon which the gentle- 
man from North Carolina [Mr. Winsiow] is 
entitled to the floor. 

Mr. WINSLOW. Ihave not sufficiently re- 
covered my voice to be able to address the House 
to-day; and I shall have to throw myself upon 
the indulgence of gentlemen to afford me an op- 
portunity of addressing them at some subsequent 

eriod. . 
5 Mr. RUST addressed the House an hour. [His 
remarks, and other proceedings connected there- 
with, will be published in the Appendix.] 

Mr. FERRY. Mr. Speaker, T Tecesuize to- 
day, but two parties in thiscountry: the party of 
Jaw and order, and the party of revolution; the 
party which would preserve the Federal Govern- 
ment and the party which would destroy that 
Government; the unionists and the disunionists. 
The rapid growth of the latter organization, which, 
£merging from the Jurking-places of conspiracy 
a little more than two months ago, has in that 
short space of time, become dominant in several 
of the States, and has led thousands of citizens 
into open rebellion against the Government, re- 
quires of us a.careful scrutiny into the avowed 
reasons for so unnatural a revolt, and an impar- 
tial investigation of its origin, of the objects of ita 
leaders, and of the results to which it tends. On 
the other hand, the absolute necessity which ex- 
ists for the maintenance of social order, demands 
of us that we ascertain and adopt the most effect- 
ive methods for the preservation of the social fab- 
ric. The consideration of the measures reported 
by the majority and minority of the committee, 
necessarily involves the inquiries which I have 
just indicated. 

In the manifestoes published by the disunion- 
ists for their own justification, I find various cir- 
cumstances assigned as furnishing sufficient rea- 
sons for rebellion. The first is, that Abraham 
Lincoln and Hannibal Hamlin have been elected 
Presidentand Vice President of the United States. 
Was there any violation of the Constitution, any 
infringement of the law, in the mode of accom- 
plishing that result? None whatever. ‘The result, 
then, is not, in itself, sufficient causé for disunion. 

But it is said that Abraham Lincoln dislikes 
slavery, and is of opinion that it will ultimately 
disappear from the Republic. George Washing- 
ton, the first President of the United States, held 
the same views. So did John Adams; so did 
Thomas Jefferson; so did James Madison; so did 
James Monroe, Clearly, then, this is not cause 
for disunion. . 

It is urged, however, that Mr. Lincoln thinks 
that slavery ought not to expand into free terri- 
tory. So did President Jefferson, when he ap- 
proved the act to enable the people of Ohio to form 
a State constitution with an express provision to 


| prevent the expansion of slavery into the future 


State. So did President Madison, when he ap- 
proved the act to enable the people of Indiana to 
form a State constitution with the same restric- 
tion. So did President Monroe, when, with his 
approval, the same conditions were imposed upon 
the admission of the State of Ilinois. So did Pres- 
ident Jackson, when he approved the act organ- 
izing the Territory of Wisconsin, including the 
present States of Wisconsin and Iowa, with an 
express prohibition of the existence of slavery 
therein. So did President Polk, when he signed 
the act ‘to establish the territorial government of 
Oregon” with the same wise prohibition imposed 
upon “ the inhabitants and future States” of that 
Territory. How, then, can the opinions of Pres- 


ident Lincoln upon this subject justify a dissolu- 
tion of the Union? 3 

But we are told that the number of the free 
States is increasing more rapidly than that of the 
slave States; that, in process of time, the former 
will-compose three fourths of all the members of 
the Union, and will then so amend the Constitu- 
tion as to secure the abolition of slavery. What 
if liberty is outstripping slavery in the march of 
empire? Will you fetter the indomitable ener- 
gies of freedom, till tt shall limp and halt along 
at the slow pace of bondage? How can the free 
States acquire the apprehended preponderance? 
When all our territory is organized into States; 
when Kansas, Nebraska, Dacotah, Washington, 
Pike’s Poak, New Mexico, Arizona, Utah, and 
the Indian reservation, shall be members of the 
Union, with constitutions such as Jefferson would 
approve, there will be but twenty-seven States 
against your fifteen, and you are already author- 
ized to add to yournumber four more from Texas. 
Unless you extend our dominions by foreign ac- 
quisition, it is impossible, with the States that 
will be formed out of our present territory, to ac- 
quire the three fourths requisite to amend the Con- 
stitutionin thisrespect. This apprehension ceases, 
then, to be a cause for rebellion. 

We are told, however, that the free States will 
not hesitate, when they are strong cnough, to vio- 
late the Constitution. 
simple insult; itis the bald pretense of a traitor 
seeking a cover for his treason. If it proves any- 
thing, it demonstrates that no concession that can 
be made will reach the root of the difficulty. 

It is urged, finally, that the people of the north- 
ern States have enacted laws, which are termed 
personal liberty bills, and which interfere with 
the effective operation of the s:atute for the ren- 
dition of fugitives from service. I inquire into the 
fact, and L discover that in order to prevent abuse 
of process under the rendition act, which is so 
constructed as to be peculiarly liable tosuch abuse, 
the Legislatures of some of the northern States 
have thrown guards around the freedom of their 
people; but, with only two or three possible ex- 
ceptions, without in any wise contravening the 
Constitution or the laws of the United States. My 
own State is arraigned. I look at her statute, and 
find an act, whose purpose scems to be to prevent 
abuse of process and the reduction of freemen to 
bondage, and which, in no degree, impairs the. 
rights of claimants under the rendition law. Lask 
ifany case has occurred, in any State, where a 

claimant has lost the services of a fugitive through 
the intervention of process under a personal lib- 
erty bill; and I learn that not a single instance of 
the kind has happened. 

But, it is added that northern ministers preach, 
northern editors write, and northern orators speak 
against slavery to the-people of the North; and 
that thus the northern mind has become so de- 


moralized as to prefer freedom to bondage. Let, | 


then, southern ministers, editors, and orators, 
come and answer those of the North; no mob 
shall tar and feather, hang, or shoot them; if their 
efforts shall prove fruitless, the evils of free speech 
and a free press are beyond remedy. 

Lhave now considered the avowed reasons for 
this rebellion; and, ona fair examination of them, 
Lam constrained to say that they are utterly friv- 
olous, and such as, in themselves, could never 
have moved the people of any State to sedition 
and revolt. The causes lie deeper; and 1 now 
proceed to unfold them. 

Disunion, in its present shape, is of thirty years 
growth, although, until the Gth of November last, 
it expanded in the dark. It may be traced to the 
workings of a single mind, disappointed of a 
cherished. ambition—when John C. Calhoun lost 
the hope of being the successor of Andrew Jack- 
son. Though destitute of the highest qualities of 
statesmanship, Mr. Calhoun had, nevertheless, 
the sagacity to perceive the yet unconscious 
strength of what has since been called *‘ the slave 
power”? in our complex system of government; 
how existing compactly in one section of the 
country, and embracing a pecuniary interest so 
vast that the mind is unable to grasp it, if its 
political capacities could be brought to act as a 
unit, in connection wi 
in the other section, it would be potent to rule, 
and how, if severed from all parties, it might be 
able to ruin the Republie. All the years of his life, 
after the disappointment of his ambitious cX- 


Such an argument is a | 


th either of the great parties | 


pectations, were spent in ceascless and successful 
efforts to unite the slaveholding interest asa single 
combatant in the political arena. Is was neces- 
sary, first of all, to defy the sentiment of the 
civilized world, and to overturn all the convic- 
tions of the people of the South, in order to 
establish among them the dogma that slavery, iv 
itself, is right, a moral, social, and political good. 
He made the effort, and the result has been ac- 
complished, while the nations have stood aghast 
as they listened to this new gospel of bondage 
proclaimed from the very temples of liberty. 
Fearful sacrifices have been made in the course 
of this revolution of opinion. It was a. philo- 
sophical necessity that its success should over- 
throw the liberties ef those who participated in 


it; and, in accordance with that necessity, freedom’ 


of specch, freedom of the press, and freedom of 
elections, the very elements of civil liberty, were, 
one after the other, given up. -H was desirable, in 
the second place, to imbue the southern mind with 
theories of government by which treason might 
be made honorable and rebellion cease to bea 
crime. The mischievous heresy of secession was 
revived, and, after many years of denial and dis- 
pute, adopted as a fundamental axiom in south- 
ern politics. 

To combine the clements of political power in 
the slaveholding States was a more difficult task. 
The genius, patriotism, and popularity of Mr. 
Clay, were the chief obstacles to be overcome. 
They were overcome in the presidential election 
of 1844; and the first act in the drama of disunion 
was accomplished by the annexation of Texas, 
under the immediate auspices of Mr. Calhoun. 
Additional strength was guined by the slavehold- 
ing interest in the General Government, and a 
vast territory acquired for the expected southern 
confederacy. The war with Mexico for the cx- 
tension of that territory to the Rio Grande, and 
for still further acquisitions to the westward, was 
the second act. lt accomplished both purposes; 
but the expected advantage to the slaveholding 
interest in the regions beyond the Rio Grande was 
frustrated by the genius of Clay and the firmness 
of Taylor. Enough, however, had been accom- 
plished to hasten the purposes of the disunionists. 
They were to be found in both *he political par- 
ties of that day. The time had arrived for con- 
centrating their energies. They chose the Dem- 
ocratic party as their instrament; and between 
1850 and 1852 the forces of disunion were gathered 
into that organization. In the latter year, the 
total destruction of the Whig party was accom- 
plished. It was necessary, further, to break up 
the unity of the Democracy. There was one 
statute which was, more than any other, dear 
to the country. The Missouri compromise was 
second only to the Constitution in the affections 
of the people. A proposition for its repeal was 
suggested. The disunionists eagerly seized upon 
the project, and the outrage was consummated. 
Thousands of Democrats in the free States left 
their party ranks forever. A sceming indorse- 
ment of the legislation of 1854 was obtaincd by 
the union of the combined South with a few of 
the border northern States, in the election of Mr. 
Buchanan. But it had become evident that the 
young and vigorous party which had sprung into 
existence upon the repeal of the Missouri com- 
promise—a party which combined all the best ele- 
ments of the old political organizations of the 
North, and would have speedily taken a power- 
ful position at the South but for the despotism 
which had destroyed all freedom of elections there 
—would be likely to suecced in 1860. A made-up 
case was smuggled into the Supreme Court, which 
proceeded to expound the Constitution in a man- 
ner that compelled every patriotic jurist in the 
land to blush for very shame. Slavery was made 
national by judicial construction; and that con- 
struction was enforced in the Federal territory at 
the pofnt of the bayonet. The disunionists, mean- 
while, had been busily at work. They had pre- 
pared a scheme of sedition and revolt, to be car- 
ried into effect in the eventof the election of Colonel 
Frémont. That event having failed to occur, they 
now took complete possession of President Buch- 
anan. A wild saturnalia followed, unsurpassed 
since the worst days of the worst.emperors of 
Rome. Treason lurked in every department of 
the Government, and struck hands with grand 
and petty larceny for the accomplishment of its 
purposes. Lverybody stole. Cabinet officers,- 
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clerks; custom-louse: officials, -postmastersy 
cled in-theft.- Even: the restraints of. the Spar 
law were not applied; forthe criminals were ne 
punished upon detection, but danced gaily. AE 
with their spoil, to plot rebellion against the Goy- 
ernment which they- had . first robbed abd, then 
betrayed. Disunion was: preparing for, its con- 
summation... The infamy. of the Dred Scott 
decision had destroyed the coufidence of -thena 
tion in-the Supreme Court, The infamy. of the. 
Lecompton bill, and the boundless corruption 
which was everywhere. revealing itself, had-de- 
stroyed the confidence ofthe nationin theexecutive 
administration.. ‘The Republican party had, from 
the beginning, been mobbed and shot and stran- 
gled out of the southern States. The same. fate 
must be got ready for the Union portion of the 
Democratic party. ‘The great political conven- | 
tions, to make nominations for the Presidency, 
were coming on. That of the Democratic party 
was to be held in Charleston, the very hotbed of 
treason. The leaders.of disunion contrived ‘to be 
appointed delegatestoit. They demanded theadop~ 
tion of principles which no northern: Democrat 
could sanction without betraying his constitu- 
ency, defiling his own conscience, and dishonor- 
ing himself, As was expected and desired; the 
convention. was broken into. fragments... The 
Democrats who stood by the Union were driven 
to nominate a candidate from the northern section 
of the Republic, while the disunionists formed 
themselves into a compact party, prepared ‘to 
sweep the Southern States. Then followed: a 
political canvass such as the country had never 
before witnessed. The action of the disunionists 
in the convention had insured the success of the 
Republican party. They had now four months 
before them, in which, under the pretense, of 
opposing that result, they might. inflame. the pop- 
ular mind up to the pitch of wreason.and dismem- 
berment of the Union. No manin all the South, 
with here and there an exception along the north- 
erp borders, could open his lips in explanation 
of Republican principles. No man could defend 
them there without the certainty ofa violent death. 
The disunionists thus had the field to themselves, 
so far ag the accomplisirment of their immediate 
purposes was concerned. The whole South was 
inundated with one foul, reeking deluge. of false- 
hood. The objects, the principles, the very per- 
sons of Republicans were libeled, day by day, 
for four long months. Men who had sat in Con- 
gress with the Republican candidate for Vice 
President as fellow-Democrats, and who there- 
fore knew the falsity of what they said, inflamed 
the worst passions of the southern mob by the 
assertion that Mr. Hamlin was a mulatto. ‘The 
poison of asps was under their lips; their tongues 
would sct on fire the course of nature, and were 
themselves set on fire of hell.” The loyal men of 
the South who perceived the tendency of events 
stood aghast at what was occurring around them. 
They could not deny these aspersions without be- 
ing denounced as the apologists ofabolition, "The 
ignorant populace wondered, believed, were in- 
famed, and thus made fit for the designs of the 
conspirators. The election took place, and re- 
sulted as everybody knew itmust do. Forthwith 
“the revolution was: precipitated.’? While. the 
minds of men were thus heated by passion engen- 
dered by misrepresentation, the issue was forced 
upon them in the seceding States, with no time 
allowed for reflection, and with an indecent haste 
that demonstrates both the insincerity and the 
incapacity of the managers. 

What, now, are the objects of those who have 
led this movement to its. present condition? | an- 
swer: in part, the complete overthrow of demo- 
cratic institutions, and the establishment of an 
aristocratic, or even monarchical government, 
The disciples of the Calhoun school have learned 
to distrust the people, to hate universal suffrage, 
and to believe in aristocracy. Among the leaders 
of disunion may be found’ the victims, of disap- 
pointed ambition, who, in the reconstruction of 
society, seek opportunities of personal advance- 
ment; the bold and reckless, who look forward te 
scenes of adventure; the broken infortune; who 
see the avenues to wealth opening tothem; wil 
theorists, who fancy that their schemes will be re- 
alized; and martial spirits, who long for conquest 
and military glory. Behind all these stands the 
mob, just beginning to beconscious of ita strength, 
and ready for any desperate enterprise, Loyal 
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citizens are silenced by fear. Men of property 
éither join the ranks of the insurgents, in hope. 
of saving something: from the wreck, or stand 
despairingly aloof, hopeless of the future. Let 
but the ties which bind the States to the Federal 
Government’be broken, andthe leaders of the re- 
hellion see glittering before them the prizes of a 
slaveholding empire, which, grasping Cuba with 
one hand, and Mexico with the other, shall diš- 
tribute titles, fame, and: fortune, to the foremost 
in the ‘strife: a i 
Such, in ry opinion, is the- real origin of the 
resent revolt,and such are the motives which 
inspiré its leaders. I do not say that all who are 
participating in the rebellion share these feelings. 
"Thousands of honest men have been deceived by 
the promoters of revolution, and verily think that 
they are striking for endangered rights. And what 
is the result to which all this tends? The first 
thing which it proposes to accomplish is the dis- 
memberment of the Republic; and this it claims 
the right to do, without the consent of the Fed- 
eral Government or of the loyal States, but as an 
exercise of the plain constitutional powers of the 
disloyal States. The advocates of this dogma 
would hide the guilt of rebellion, and the blood 
and tears of revolution, under the soft-spoken 
phraseology of secession. They have dug the 
rotting bones of nullification out of its dishonored 
grave, and clothing them with the mask and robes 
of a false legality, have endeavored sto conceal 
from the world the grinning skeleton within, I 
shall not spend time in exposing the imposture. 
The Government of the United States is a delu- 
sion, the Union asham, and the Constitution a lie, 
if secession be true. I can add nothing to the 
reasoning which has already been brought to bear 
upon it. Daniel Webster smote it with his Thor’s 
hammer a generation since; and no man of this 
generation can add to the weight of that blow. , 

What results may be expected after the dismem- 
berment of the Republic? The southern empire 
will seek to coalesce, and may fora time succeed; 
but it will find in the ambition of rival chiefs, in 

_ the conflict of rival interests, and in the pernicious 
example of successful rebellion, sources of dis- 
cord more serious than ever prevailed in the old 
Union. Without diversity of industry, and with 
‘Jabor enslaved, aristocracy will continue to ex- 
pand until the necessity of armies for defense, 
armies for attempted conquest, and forces to watch 
the first symptoms of insurrection, will superin- 
duce a military despotism. The expansion, now 
so much sought for, will notbe obtained, Neither 
the Powers of the old world cv of the new will per- 
mit Mexico or Cuba to pass into the hands of the 
empire of the South. The slave trade will be 
reopened, at first clandestinely, at last openly. 
Taxation will fall with crushing weight upon the 
property interests. Thousands will fly from a 
country given over to destruction, to regions where 
liberty and social order will still prevail, The 
preponderance of the black over the white race 
will begin and will increase with fearful rapidity. 
I close my eyes in horror, and look no further, 
for the far horizon is growing lurid with the fires 
of St. Domingo. 

Meanwhile, the United States of America re- 
mains among the-foremost of the nations of the 
eth. Sull being the continent with its vast 
domain, possessed of an-industry the most diver- 
sified of that of any people, retaining agricultural, 
commercial, manufacturing, and mining interests 
unsurpassed anywhere in extent and in capacity 
of development, bound together with iron bonds 
by the great highway of nations whose termini 
shalt be the Atlantic and Pacific shores, and oc- 
cupied bya people as free, as virtuous, as happy, 
and as contented asany on the globe—the grandeur 
of the Republic will remain unimpaired by the 
madness of those who have rejected its blessings. 
Over every sea the stars and stripes will still 
wave, not as “the ensign of one of the little 
North American Republics,’ but as the flag of 
the United States, feared for the Power whose | 
symbol itis, honored by a thousand recollections, 
endeared by a thousand associations, and, per- 
naps, not less glorious in the sight of the civilized 
world when slavery shall have ceased to recog- 
nize that banner as ifs emblem. 

It has been said, indeed, that the dismember- 
ment which I have been considering is not the 
only one that may occur; and sundry gentlemen, 
whose homesare to the northward of Mason and 


Dixon’s line, but*whose principles would seem 
to have sprung from a more congenial southern 
soil, have expressed an anxiety to escape from a 
further union with New England. Idonot won- 
der when such expressions fall from the lips of 
any one who, in this age of the world, and bred 
amid free institutions, has nevertheless consented 
to become the apologist of slavery. But, sir, 
what would this nation be without the New. Eng- 
land influence which has permeated its whole hfe? 
Go out from her borders, and follow the parallels 
of latitude westward to the Pacific. Wherever 
along your. pathway you find, mingled in their 
justest proportions, reverence for law and love of 
civil liberty; wherever you find the highest social 
order resting securely upon the broadest democ- 
racy; wherever industry is most prevalent, and 
reaps the most ample rewards; wherever villages 
cluster thickest, and churches most abound, and 
school-houses stand most frequent; wherever 
Christianity assumes her purest form, and edu- 
cation is most widely disseminated, there, sir, 
everywhere there, you behold the foot-prints of 
New England. Andat home,among her mount- 
ains and along her valleys, dwells to-day a people 
unsurpassed, in everything that makes a nation 
great, by any peopleonthisearth. Cast byaccident 
upona bleak and comparatively sterile region, they 
found themselves confronted by the hostile ele- 
ments of nature, and defied and conquered them. 
They have turned the rocky hill-sides into smooth 
pasture fields, and the desolate swamps into fair 
meadows. They have chained the rushing rivers, 
and compelled them to drive the machinery of a 
thousand manufactories, whose product is borne 
by their commerce to the farthest regions of the 
globe. They have dotted the land all over with 
villages, where the hum of industry never ceases 
except for the old New England Sabbath rest. 
Their government is the purest democracy the 
world ever saw; their social order as perfect as 
any that ever prevailed inhuman society. From 
every hill-top you can count the spires of many 
churches; in every hamlet the school-house, free 
to all, has its place. The people who dwell there 
are quiet, loyal, law-abiding men, pursuing their 
avocations in peace, and dreading commotion and 
civil strife. But the blood of the-old fronsides is 
in their veins, and in their minds the memories 
of Marston Moor mingle with those of Lexington 
and Bunker’s Hill. The impulse which lies deep- 
est in their heartsis not the miserable fiction mis- 
called honor, but the living and eternal verity of 
duty, at whose call they will, if need be, lay down 
the implements of peace, and walk as calmly up 
to the cannon’s mouth as they now do to their 
daily toil. Sir, the United States of America can- 
not afford to lose New England, and the sons of 
New England, scattered all over the broad North 
aud West, cannot sunder the tie which binds 
them to the hearth-stone of civil liberty on this 
western continent. 

But I am wandering from my purpose. I have 
now considered the avowed reasons for this re- 
volt, its real origin, the object of its authors, and 
the results to which it tends. It remains for me 
to ascertain, if I can, the most effective methods 
for its suppression. Great changes in the con- 
dition of affairs have occurred since the early 
sessions of the committee. When we first met, 
no State had attempted to withdraw from the 
Unio; no Federal property had been seized and 
confisdated; no Federal forts captured; no rebel 
cannon fired upon the national flag. Six weeks 
ago, we might properly have discussed alleged 
grievances; it may now be appropriate that pre- 
liminary measures ofa different character be taken. 
if I have correctly judged of the origin and char- 
acter of this sedition, it may well be doubted 
whether there is not more need of the intervention 
of the judicial and executive departments—to 
which alone belong the trial and punishment of 
crimes—than of the legislative. 

But the subject is before Congress, and we are 
asked to compromise. And to compromise what? 
Not questions of financial, commercial, or indus- 
trial policy, but our convictions of moral recti- 
tude, our Jove of liberty, our reverence for duty. 
This is what constitutes the grave character of the 
issue now before us. In matters of revenue, in 
matters of finance, in all matters of mere expedi- 
ency, concessions and compromises may safely 
enough be made; but I know of only one ruie of 
civil conduct when moral duties are necessarily | 


brought into the field of political action, and that 
rule is, to do right. To ingraft upon the Consti- 
tution an express recognition of property in man, 
and to pledge the power of this Government un- 
alterably for the preservation and protection of 
that property in all the Federal Territories where 
slave labor can be profitably employed, would be, 
in my judgment, a monstrous iniquity, abborred 
of God, and deserving the execration of the civ- 
ilized world. 

The gentleman from Virginia [Mr. MiLLson] 
reprobates. the phrase ‘property in man,” and, 
in the next breath, claims to have won a victory 
by the decision in the Dred Scott. case, whose 
cardinal principle is the recognition of this very 
“property in man.” I turn to the laws of hisown 
State; 1 find there that a slave is a chattel per- 
sonal; a thing to be sold atauction, to be devised 
by will, to descend by inheritance, to be bought 
and sold, to be levied upon in execution; and I 
am asked to consent that the Constitution of the 
United States shall be so changed—I will not say 
amended—as to go on unalterably forever, foster- 
ing, nourishing, and protecting this system in 
Territories which, by the organic law of a Span- 
ish Repubiic, were to be always free. Such isthe 
proposition of the venerable Senator from Ken- 
tucky, substantially reproduced in the resolution 
suggested by the gentleman from Louisiana. Sir, 
I cannot accede to it. Theauthority of that Sen- 
ator is of no avail in a question of this character; 
and nothing that has occurred since my associa- 
tion with Congress, has filled me with such pro- 
found regret, as this last act of his long, useful, 
and honorable publie life. 

Why, sir, do gentlemen think that the freemen 
of the North are all knaves and hypocrites, as 
well as cowards? For six years have the sup- 
porters of Mr. Douglas been denouncing this idea 
of protection to slave property in the Territories. 
Because their leader deserts them, do you expect 
that they, too, will repudiate the principles which 
have grown to be a part of their intellectual be- 
ing? For six years have the supporters of Mr. 
Lincoln been striving to secure those Territories 
from the pernicious influences of the system of 
bondage. They have been doing this because 
they thought it best for the whole country that 
such a result should be attained; best for the Ter- 
ritories, best for posterity; they have been doing 
this because they thought that the extension of 
siavery by the national authority would bring 
down the vengeance of Heaven upon a guilty land; 
because they saw that wherever the institution 
was most powerful, civil liberty, whose elements, 
as I have before said, are freedom of speech, free- 
dom of the press, and freedom of elections, could 
not exist. And in all this they have been ex- 
ceedingly in earnest. They have won a great 
victory; they have elected:a President of like po- 
litical faith with themselves; and now you gravely 
ask them to turn their backs upon all their past 
professions, to renouuce the principles by whose 
utterance they have obtained power, and to make 
themselves a mockery and a hissing to the whole 
civilized world, because the defeated party threat- 
ens aresort to arms! When they comply with 
that request, sir, the time will have come to level 
down Bunker’s Hill, 

The chairman of the select committee of this 
House has reported a series of measures, the first 
of which is a joint resolution for an amendment 
to the Constitution, of asomewhat different char- 
acter. I will read it, as reported: 

ART. XII. No amendment of this Constitution having 
for its object any interfgrence within the States with the 
relation between their citizens and those described in sec- 
tion second of the first article of the Constitution as ‘all 
other persons,” shall originate with any State that does not 
recognize that relation within its own limits, or shali be 
valid without the assent of every one of the States compos- 
ing the Union. 

Is it possible to listen to these words without a 
feeling that we are ashamed of what we are doing? 
Observe the circumlocution, the awkwardness of 
construction, the involutionsof meaning. What 
is it all for? Sir, itis because you are putting 
slavery into the Constitution beyond what the 
fathers did. Do you say that they, too, described 
bondage by a circumlocution? I answer, they 
did no such thing. They intended that their Con- 
stitution should contain no Federal recognition of 
slavery; and they went directly to the accom- 
plishment of that intention by designating every 
human being in the land asa person. Why put 
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this piece of patch-work upon-the sober fabric of 
their construction? 

I am told that it is only intended to prohibit 
a future amendment of the Constitution, having 
for its object any interference with slavery in the 
States; and then Iam asked, do you wish to in- 
terfere with slavery in the States; or do you wish 
to amend the Constitution so as to accomplish 
that result? I do not; neither do I intend to es- 
tablish a national bank, ov initiate direct taxation; 
but T cannot see that it follows therefrom that I 
should amend the Constitution so as to forbid 
such enactments. Is there no other subject of 
concern in this Republic but slavery? Shall the 
organic law be liable to change in its bearing upon 
the great commercial, manufacturing, aud agri- 
cultural interests, upon matters of peace and war, 
upon the relations of Government to the people; 
and yet we now erect slavery into the one great, 
overshadowing principle, which we purpose to 
declare, before God and man, shall be immutable 
and eternal? Slavery, which the fathers laid out 
of sight as an unholy thing, we drag from its de- 
cent concealment, and, placing it upon the pedi- 
ment of the Constitution, take mutual oaths that 
there it shail stand forever. In doing this, we 
overthrow that equality of the States of which we 
have. heard so much; for we deny to a majority of 
the members of the Union even the capacity of 
suggesting amendments upon so sacred a subject. 

Sir, the Constitution of the United States needs 
no change in favorof slavery. I will stand by it 
as itis; I willaccord to every interest all its rights; 
and I am amazed that the very parties who have 
been loudest in their lip-devotion to the funda- 
mental law, should be the very first to demand 
its radical alteration. The existence in the south- 
ern States of groundless fears, engendered by will- 
ful falsehood, is no reason for a change in the 
Constitution. Every precedent of change is dan- 
gerous; doubly dangerous when occurring in times 
of high political excitement, or amid the turmoil 
of civil commotion, or offered toappease the wrath 
of armed rebels against all government and all 
social order. 1 shall not vote for the amendment. 

The next proposition is ** An act for the admis- 
sion of New Mexico into the United States of 
America.” When the preparation of this bill 
was first suggested in the committee, some weeks 
ago, I assented to it. When the bill itself was 
reported to the committee, I withheld my assent. 
Nearly every southern gentleman had repudiated 
it, and we were Mesure that, instead of being a 
measure of peace, it would add to the existing 
irritation. Pam therefore left to decide whether, 
as an act of ordinary legislation, it ought to re- 
ceive my support. I have, until very recently, 
believed that a fair convention of the people of 
that Territory would frame a constitution pro- 
hibiting the existence of slavery within the future 
State. But the report of the chairman of the 
committee proceeds entirely upon the supposition 
that New Mexico is of course to be a slave State; 
and his remarkable speech in the House, the 
other day, is of the same tenor. An extract from 
his report will exhibit my meaning: 

4 This Territory was organized in 1850. By its organic 
law the Territorial Legislature was authorized to enact laws 
and report them to Congress. It was provided in the same 
act that if Congress should disapprove the laws thus made 
they should be null and void. 

t in the year 1859 the Territoria} Legislature of New 
Mexico established slavery in that Territory. This Jaw was 
disapproved at the last session of Congress by a vote of the 
House, but the Senate have not yet acted on the bill, and 
so the law of the Territory, not having been annulled by 
both Houses of Congress, remains in full force, and slavery 
now exists by law in New Mexico. 

4< It is further provided by the act of 1850 that New Mex- 
ico, when she is admitted into the Union, shall be admitted 
with or without slavery, as her constitution may ordain. 
The committee now propose to adinit New Mexico into the 
Union as a State on an equa! footing with the original 
States. By this course the faith of the nation pledged in 
the act of 1850 will be preserved, and the Territory lying 
south of the parallel of 36° 30' will be disposed of, and the 
subject-matter of controversy removed from the jurisdiction 
of the Federal Gove?’nment. Thusal claimed by the South 
will be obtained, while the northern portion of our remain- 
ing Territory will be subject to such law asthe Constitution 
and Congress may furnish for its government. ‘ 

« By thisadjustmentof the present territory of the Union, 
including the territory of ali the States, it will be found that 
the area of the tree States and Territories, including all 
north of the line 36° 30’, contains 1,648,779 square miles, 
and a population of 19,036.739, making a population of about 
eleven and five tenths to the square mite. i 

“The area of the slaveholding States, including New 
Mexico, is 1,094,504 square miles, with a federal population 
of about nine and seven tenths tothe square mile. By this 
arrangement of all the territory now possessed by the Uni- 


ted States, when New Mexico is admitted, if admitted asa 
slave Staite, that possessed by the slaveholding States. will 
be greater, in proportion. to federal population, than that 
occupied by the non-slaveholding States and Territories. 
‘The committee are at a loss to conceive what more than 
this can be demanded or desired by the South.” 

The import of this language is unmistakable, 
and it indicates purposes which are wholly foreign 
to my settled convictions of duty. Mr. Speaker, 
we acquired this territory from Mexico. . That 
Republic, feeble and distracted though she was, 
had yet had the wisdom to prohibit the existence 
of bondage throughout all her possessions. It 
would be a great wrong and an undying disgrace 
for the Government of the United States, either 
by conquest or by purchase, to obtain free terri- 
tory to be carved into slave States. The people 
intended, by the recent election, to be secure 
against the accomplishment of such a purpose. 
The mode in which this measure is presented to 
us, seems calculated to frustrate that intention. It 
is true that no one, in voting for the bill, votes for 
the report; but the report, nevertheless, is justly 
received by the country as explaining the bill and 
foreshadowing its results. If those results should 
fail of accomplishment; if the constitutional con- 
vention should, after all, prohibit the existence 
of slavery, may not the South, with some reason, 
say that your scheme of conciliation was a juggle 
and a cheat, and fan the fires of revolution into a 
still wider flame? 

The objections to the bill, as a measure of or- 


‘dinary legislation, are insuperable. I learn from 


very high authority that the-people’of New Mex- 
ico do not wish its passage; that they are a sparse 
population, scattered over an immense area, five 
times as large as the State of New York; that 
they are separated from communication with each 
other by waterless deserts and vast mountain 
ranges; that they are poor, and unable to bear 
the expense of aState government; and that they 
prefer, for the present, to remain under the fos- 
tering care of the Federal power. I learn, more- 
over, that the population of American origin does 
not amount to a thousand in numbers; that of the 
remainder there are but three or four thousand 
freemen of unmixed Spanish descent, while the 
residue is made up of peons and Indians of more 
or less mixed blood. To compel such a people, 
so situated, to form a constitution and come into 
the Union, would be eminently unwise. I shall 
vote against the bill. - 

The committee have reported an amendment to 
the present law for the rendition of fugitives from 
service. The President, in his message, had em- 
phatically condemned the statutes known as per- 
sonal liberty bills, and had even declared that, 
without their repeal, “no human power could 
save the Union.” It was very plain that the Pres- 
ident had never read the laws of which he was 
speaking; but, so far as my own State is con- 
cerned, Í have always been willing to repeal the 
particular statute alluded to, whenever the Fed- 
eral Government should take away the evil which 
that statute was wisely enacted to guard against. 
lam happy to say that the bill reported by the 
committee will, in my judgment, accomplish that 
purpose. The act of 1850 was peculiarly liable 
to abuse of process of the worst description, even 
that whereby a freeman might be deprived of his 
liberty; against this cvila portion of the free States 
have legislated in the manner complained of. The 
present amendment, though not so perfect as I 
could have wished, does yet contain such pro- 
visions as to create a moral impossibility thatany 
freeman can be reduced to bondage under its op- 
eration. The question is not, however, whether 
I would vote for it as an original proposition, but 
whether I will consent to the amelioration, so far, 
of the existing law. Ishall cheerfully give itm 
support, and upon its passage by Congress, will 
join in the recommendation to the people of my 
State for the repeal of a statute whose longer con- 
tinuance will have become unnecessary. 

The committee has reported one other measure 
of ‘specific legislation. It is as follows: 

“ Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives 
of the United States of America in Congress assembled, That 
every person charged, by indictment or other satisfactory 
evidence, in any State, with treason, felony, ox other crime, 
committed within the jurisdiction of such State, who shall 
flee or shall have fied from justice and be found in another 
State, shall, on the demand of the executive authority of 
the State from which he fled upon the district judge of the 
United States of the distriet in which he may be found, be 


arrested and brought before such judge, who, on being sat- 
isfied that he is the person charged, and that he was within 
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the jurisdiction of such Staté at the time such crime was 
committed, of which such charge shall be grma fant sevi 
dence, shall deliver him up-to be removed to the-State. : 
ing jurisdiction of the crime 3 and if any question of. law | 
shall arise during such examination, dt may be taken 
exceptions by writ of error to the circuit court. 

There is no ‘action of the committee which I 
more deeply regret than the report of this bill 
regard it as an attempt at flagrant usurpation by 
the-Feteral Government of powers that properly 
belong only to the States. By the theory of our 
system, the highest duty of the State authority is 
to protect the person of the citizen. “The bill 


` before the Elouse strikes down the very capacity 


to perform that duty.’ Its jegal effect is to sus- 
pend the writ of habeas corpus frem the State jū- 

iciary in all cases of requisition for the surrender 
of alleged criminals; and to wrench from the Siate 
executive functions which have been exercised 
thereby for sixty-four years, in order to devolve 
those functions upon a Federal judge appointed 
by the President of the United States, and hold- 
ing office for life. I believe its practical opera- 
tion will be disastrous; for instead of the trifling 
differences which now exist between certain Göt- 
ernors, it tends to collision between the Federal 
and State authorities, which ought, if possible, to 
be carefully avoided. 

Nor do I approve the object: of the bill. It has 
been very generally held by the Governors, that 
no surrender shouid be made upon a requisition 
for the commission of an act which was nota 
crime by the laws of the State on whose execu- 
tive the requisition was made. I believe that dè- 
cision to be right. It is expected to reverse it by 
the judgment of the Federal courts as now consti- 
tuted. The object for which the reversal is sought 
is, mainly, that requisitions upon indictments for 
what are called offenses against slave property, 
and for the publication of such printed matter ag 
the laws of certain States may denominate incen- 
diary, shall be made effective by the surrender, 
through the Federal judges, of the persons ac- 
cused. Indictments have been found against cit- 
izens who had never been in the jurisdiction where 
the crime was alleged to have been committed at 
all; the only presence therein being such as was 
derived, by construction, from the mailing by the 
accused of a newspaper in the State of New York 
to a friend or subscriber south of Mason and 
Dixon’s line; and the bill, as far as possible, 
sanctions this infamous practice, by providing 
that the mere finding of the indictment shall be — 
prima facie evidence before the Federal judge of 
the presence of the accused atthe place where the 
crime is alleged to have been committed. Ever 
man shall be presumed to be innocent till his guilt 
is proved, is the maxim of the common law; the 
bill reverses it squarely. 1 have nothing to say 
of the laws which the citizens of the slaveholding 
States may choose to make for the preservation 
of their system of society; but I must: protest 
against the practical extension of those: laws. all 
over the Republic, through the intervention of the 
Federal courts. s ` 

Mr. Speaker, I have now stated very fully the 
course which I intend to pursue regarding the 
propositions submitted by the chairman of the 
committee. It remains for me to consider what 
ought to be done for the preservation of the Re~ 
public. Itis a question involving, at this hour, 
terrible responsibilities. Good men, brave men, 
wise men, may well hesitate and doubt. But, sir, 
there is a principle which will guide us safely in 
the darkest hour. Itis simply to do right. ‘The 
one great revelation of history, which, above all 
others, exhibits its awful presence amid the 
changes of rising and of falling nations, is, that 
God governs in the affairs of men, and that the 
pepe who aeliborarely trample upon His eternal 
aw cannot prosper. Itis because I have learned 
this, that I dare not make another compromise 
with slavery. And why should we compromise? 
The people have elected a President of signal in- 
tegrity, and holding just and constitutional opin- 
ions. Forthwith armed rebellion springs up all 
along the Gulf, and with saber brandished in our 
faces, and bayonet pointed at our breasts, demands 
compromise. Other States, catching the infection, 
threaten to join the insurgent ranks ‘unless we 
compromise. Compromise what, sir? Nota pe- 
tition for redress of grievances has been laid upon 
our table, but the soft appliances that are brought 
to bear upon this great Government are drilled 
troops and loaded cannon 
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.-The. venerable Senator from Rhode Island re- 
marked in-his place the other day: ‘‘ lam afraid to 
compromise, lest I demoralize the Government.” 
I share in that fear. . Suppose we yield; sacrifice 
the moral convictions of the North, and the re- 
volted States return to their allegiance: the tariff 
bill. of the gentleman from Vermontis taken from 
the table of the Senate and passed; forthwith 
the hosts of sedition are rallied, secession again 
raises its hideous front, and amid the clangor of 
arms. sounding from the Gulf, the industrial inter- 
ests of the nation are immolated upon the altars 
of treason. Will Pennsylvania stand halting and 
trembling then? After peace has been restored by 
the new surrender, the homestead bill is reached 
upon.the Calendar of the Senate, guns roar from 

‘ort Moultrie, bayonets bristle at Pensacola, bat- 
teries are planted on the banks of the Mississippi, 
and amid shouts of ‘‘ compromise” the Govern- 
ment yields once more, and the free emigrant of 
every section is sacrificed to the plantation. On 
which side will the Northwest be then? 

A compromise now is but the establishment of 
sedition as an clementary principle in our system. 
Let the slaveholding States renounce their mis- 
chievons heresy of secession; let them return to 
their allegiance; let them propose, as the only use- 
ful amendment to the Constitution, an express 
provision therein that no State shall withdraw 
from the Union without the consent of all its mem- 
bers; let them then make known, in the respect- 
ful manner due to every Government, what are 
their desires; and I have no doubt that ample secu- 
rity will be given for all their rights and even in- 
terests. . But so long as open rebellion on the one 
hand, and threatened rebellion on the other, are 
the means of redress relied on, there is no course 
left for the Government but the vindication of its 
dignity by an exhibition ofitsstrength. Sir, there 
never was so wicked a rebellion since the angels 
revolted as that which now threatens to devastate 
this fair land. A country such as God never be- 
fore gave to any people; a Constitution the envy 
and the admiration of the world; a freedom com- 
bined in such just measure with civil order as no 
other nation was ever blessed withal; a past full 
of glorious recollections; a present wherein plenty 
is pouring her richest bounty into the lap of peace; 
a future glowing with immortal hopes: these, all 
these, are to be thrown away, and the hell-fires of 
civil war to be kindled up, that a Toombs may 
be lord of the ascendant in Georgia, or a Rhett 
realize his visions of ambition in South Carolina. 
Others may do as they choose; I, for one, dare not 
sompound with a treason so full of unnatural 

uilt. 

Mr. NELSON obtained the floor, but yielded to 

Mr. QUARLES, who moved that the House 
adjourn. 

r. SHERMAN. Thope we shall not adjourn, 
There are several gentlemen who are prepared to 
speak this evening. 

Mr. VALLANDIGHAM. Before the motion 
to adjourn is put, I desire to say that [ have an 
amendment which I propose, at the proper time, 
to offer to the first section of the proposed amend- 
ment to the fugitive slave law. I ask that it be 
printed. 

No objection being made, the proposed amend- 
ment was ordered to be printed. 

Mr. QUARLES. I suppose it is not intended 
to limit this debate, and all gentlemen will have 
an opportunity to speak. I insist upon my mo- 
tion. 

Mr, NELSON. I have no prepared speech, 
and I am willing to yield the floor to any one who 
desires it, provided lon have the floor after him, 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Does the gentle- 
man withdraw his motion to adjourn ? 

Mr. QUARLES,. I do. 

_ Mr. MAYNARD. [do not understand my 
colleague to withdraw the motion to adjourn, ex- 
cept upon the terms suggested by my colleague, 
[Mr. Nutson,] who has been assigned the floor. 
His statement was, that inasmuch as he had pre- 
pared no speech, as he understood other gentle- 
men had, he would resign the floor for the time 
being in favor of such gentlemen, he being al- 
lowed to speak to-morrow. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair would 
not feel at liberty to enter into any eXpress ar- 
rangement. 

Mr. MAYNARD, It can be done by unani- 
mous consent, 


Mr. CLARK, of Missouri. I insist that the | 
entieman from Tennessee shall proceed now; or 
if he yields the floor, he shall yield it uncondi- 
tionally. - . 

Mr. QUARLES. Then I renew my motion to 
adjourn, if there can be no understanding. 

Mr. MAYNARD called for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were refused. 

The motion to adjourn was not agreed to. 

Mr. NELSON resumed the floor and com- 
menced his remarks, but was interrupted imme- 
diately b 

Mr. CURTIS, who moved that the House 
adjourn. -` 

‘The motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly (at twenty minutes to 
five o’clock, p. m.) adjourned. 


IN SENATE. 
Frivay, January 25, 1861. 


` Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Dr. GURLEY. 
The Journal ofyesterday was read and approved. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATION. 


The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Sen- 
ate a report of the Secretary of War, submitting, 
in obedience to law, plans and an estimate for 
completing the public buildings at Fort Aber- 
crombie; which was referred to the Committee 
on Military Affairs and. Militia. 


HOUSE BILL REFERRED. 


The joint resolutién from the House of Repre- 
sentatives (No. 48) in relation to mail service in 
Washington Territory, was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on the Post Office 
and Post Roads. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr. BIGLER presented a petition of citizens 
of Lehigh county, Pennsylvania, praying the 
adoption of the compromise measures proposed 
by Hon. Mr. Crittenpen; which was ordered to 
lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of citizens of 
Wayne county, Pennsylvania, praying the adop- 
tion of the compromise measures proposed by 
Hon. Mr. Crittennen; which was ordered to lie 
on the table. 

Mr. PEARCE presented the memorial of Lieu- 
tenant J. M. Gillis, superintendent of the naval 
astrovomicalexpedition, praying that the account- 
ing officers of the Treasury may be directed to 
allow him the pay for that office, established by 
the act approved March 3, 1851; which was 
referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. POLK. Mr. President, } wish to present 
a memorial from citizens of St. Louis, who rep- 
resent that they believe the adjustment of the dif- 
ficulties of the country might be made upon the 
basis of the Crittenden resolutions, and praying 
that those resolutions may pass. I will state that 
this petition and its signatures occupy some ninety- 
eight or one hundred sheets of foolscap. To the 
petition are appended a large number of names; 
as many, I think, as were signed to the petition E 
presented a few days ago, which, I am told, con- 
tained upwards of seventy-seven hundred names. 

The petition was laid on the table. 

Mr. POLK. While I am up, I also wish to 
present a petition of like import, signed by citi- 
zens of the city and county of St. Charles, in the 
State of Missouri. On this petition I see the 
names of a great many Germans. 

The petition was ordered to lie on the table. 


DAVID V. WHITING. | 


Mr. GREEN. The Committee on Territories 
have had before them a bill for the relief of Da- 
vid V. Whiting, and they unanimously recom- 
mend the passage of the bill, and instruct me to 
request the Senate to put it on its passage now. 

No objection was made;and the bill (H. R. No. 
377) for the reliefof David V. Whiting was read a 
second time, and considered asin Committee ofthe 
Whole. It proposes to direct that the Secretary 
of the Treasury shall pay to David V. Whiting, 
$3,040 for his services as translator for the territo- | 
rial government of New Mexico, from March 28, | 
1851, to September 21, 1852, out of any moneys 
remaining unexpended of the sums appropriated 
by Congress for the incidental expenses of the 
Legislative Assembly of that Territory; if there 
should be no surplus of such moneys, then the 


amountis to be paid out of any moneys in the Uni- 
ted States Treasury not otherwise appropriated. 

Mr. GRIMES. I should like to hear the re- 
port in that case, if there is one accompanying it. 

Mr. GREEN. I will make a brief statement, 
which will be equal toa report. Mr. Whiting 
was appointed by the Governor, the Legislature 
having passed a law creating the office of trans- 
lator. -It is necessary to have a translator there; 
and the price paid is $500 a year less than is now 
being paid under the law. As he was appointed 
three months before a law was passed, it is neces- 
sary, according to Mr. Whittlesey’s report, that 
Congress passa law for the payment of this money. 

Mr. GRIMES. . How long did he serve? 

Mr. GREEN. Eighteen months. 

Mr. GRIMES. Three thousand dollars for 
eighteen months? . 

Mr. GREEN. At the rate of $2,000 a year. 

The bill was reported to the Senate, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed 


JEREMIAH PENDERGAST. 
On motion of Mr. LATHAM, it was 


Ordered, That the Sceretary of the Senate be directed to 
furnish to Jeremiah Pendergast certified copies of his papers 
on the files of the Senate. 


PAPERS WITHDRAWN AND REFERRED. 
On motion of Mr. HEMPHILL, it was 


Ordered, That the memorial and the petition of citizeps 
of Texas, in relation to the erection of a light-house and 
light-vessel in and near Galveston harbor, on the files of the 
Senate, be referred to the Committee on Commerce. 


ADJOURNMENT TO MONDAY. 
On motion of Mr. SLIDELL, it was 


Ordered, ‘Chat when the Senate adjourns to-day it be to 
meet on Monday next. 
SURVEYOR GENERAL OF WASHINGTON. 


Mr. BRIGHT. I offer the following resolu- 
tion, and ask for its consideration now: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Public Lands be in- 
structed to inqnire into the expediency of restoring the 
salary of the surveyor general of Washington Territory, 
reduced by the act of March 3, 1835, said restoration to take 
effect from the Ist July, 1855, and to report by bill or other- 
wise. 

I wish to call the attention of the chairman of 
the Committee on Public Lands to this resolu- 
tion. There was a reduction of the salary of the 
surveyor gencral of Washington Territory made 
some four years since, by an amendment offered 
by the Senator from Arkansas, and so construed 
as to reduce the salary of the surveyor general 
when it was not intended. The Senator from 
Arkansas recollects the case, I believe, 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas. Is it matter 
that is reported here? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
tion of inquiry. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas. 
be read again. J did not hear it, 

The Secretary again read the resolution. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas. I can give no 
answer In regard to it now, or as te the propriety 
of any step in relation to it. 

Mr. BRIGHT. 1 do not ask any answer 
now, but simply that the committee investigate 
the matter. 

The resolution was agreed to. 


GEORGE H. GIDDINGS. 


Mr. WIGFALL. I wish to call up a joint 
resolution which the Post Office Committee re- 
ported a few days ago. It is House joint resolu- 
tion No. 62, for the benefit of George H. Giddings. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I should like to hear it 
read, that I may know what it is. 

The Secretary read the joint resolution, with the 
amendment of the Committce on the Post Office 
and Post Roads. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Ido not know that I have 
any objection to the passage of this joint resolu- 
tion. [do not know anything about it; but I 
would suggest that, as to-day has been assigned 
for the consideration of private’ bills, whether it 
is not proper and right that we should take them 
in their order, and not call them up in this way 
out of their place. Let every person having a 
private claim on the Calendar have a fair chance. 

Mr.GREEN. Let me suggest to the Sena- 
tor ren Ilinois, that this is net on the Calendar 
at all, 

Mr. FESSENDEN. It ought to be, 

Mr. WIGFALL. This isa joint resolution 
that was passed by the House of Representatives 


It is a resolu- 


I ask thatit 
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and referred to the Committee on the Post Office 
and Post Roads of the Senate, and by that com- 
mittee reported back some two or three days ago, 
with a recommendation that it be adopted. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Then, of course, it is on 
the Calendar. If it is not on the Calendar, it is 
amuch later case than a great many others. There 
‘are a great many. private claims here which were 
reported upon favorably some time ago, but upon 
which we have never acted; and I ask the Senator 
from Texas if he thinks it is quite fair thus to 
take recent cases out of their place to the preju- 
dice of those that have been long ready for con- 
sideration? 

Mr. WIGFALL. - If it gives rise to debate, I 
withdraw it. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I suppose this case must 
be on the Calendar. I have not looked at the Cal- 
endar to ascertain; and, indeed, I know nothing 
about the case 1am making no opposition to 
it on its merits but, in justice to other claimants, 
Linsist that we ought to proceed with the Calen- 
dar in order. I think that is fair to all claimants. 

Mr. GWIN. We cannot get to the Calendar 
until one o’clock. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. The Senator from Cali- 
fornia says we cannot get to the Calendar until 
one o’clock. We are now in the morning hour, 
which is often devoted in part to such business. 
It is not usual to object to the consideration of 
such a joint resolution in the morning hour, and 
I do not see any reason why this resolution should 
be made an exception. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. It is on the Calendar, and 
I object to making an exception, as this day has 
been assigned to private bills. I understand it is 
on the Calendar. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. But it can be discussed in 
the morning hour, and then the Calendar will 


come up. 
Mr. TRUMBULL. If we commence the call- 
ing up of private cases in the morning hour, I sup- 
ose every Senator will try to get the floor to have 
hia articular case taken up. f 
r, WIGFALL. Is there anything else to be 
done in the morning hour? If there is anything 
that it stands in the way of— 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Let me inquire if it would 
be in order to move to proceed to the considera- 
tion of the Private Calendar at this hour? If it 
would, I make that motion, that we proceed to 
the consideration of the Private Calendar. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The opinion of 
the Chair is, that no motion of that kind can take 
precedence of a motion to take up this joint res- 
olution until one o’clock. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. I object to this mode of 
proceeding. I have had bills on the Private Cal- 
endar during the session which I had a desire to 
bring up, but I refrained from doing so because I 
thought it should ‘take its course; and other gen- 
tlemen have done the same. 


Mr. WIGFALL. I withdraw my motion. 
PRIVATE CALENDAR. 


Mr. TRUMBULL. I renew my motion, un- 
less there be other morning business, that we 
proceed at once to the consideration of the Private 
Calendar. 

Mr. LANE. 
or the business that has precedence, if I recollect 
aright, is the bill reported from the Committee on 
Military Affairs the other morning, for the relief 
of Dr. McCormick. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. That is on the Private 
Calendar. 

Mr. LANE.. Itwas being considered when the 
hour for the special order arrived some days ago, 
and it was passed over. If taken up now, it can 
be disposed of before one o’clock. I think it will 
not take five minutes. The committee were unan- 
imous in the opinion that the bill ought to pass. 
They directed it to be reported with a recom- 
mendation that it do pass; and I trust there will 
be no objection to its being taken up, for it can be 
passed in two minutes; and then we can proceed 
with the Calendar. . 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I suppose the bill referred 
toby the Senator from Oregon is on the Calendar, 
and we shall reach it in its order. I know noth- 
ing of the bill. : 

Mr. LANE. Howare we to get at the Privaie 
Calendar before one o’clock? . 

Mr. HALE. The Senate can take it up 


I believe the unfinished business, | 


Mr. TRUMBULL. 1 insistson my motion, 
that we proceed at once to the consideration of the 
Private Calendar. 

Mr. LANE. Ifthe Senate choose to take up 
the Private Calendar now, I will -withdraw my 


motion. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator 
from Oregon can insist on his motion, if it is his 
pleasure so todo. The bill he refers to is unfin- 
ished business of the morning hour; but as he 
withdraws that motion, the question now before 
the Senate is, “Shall the Private Calendar be 
taken up at this time?” 

The motion was agreed to. 


ROBERT STOCKTON. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Fircn in 
the chair.) The Chair will state to the Senate 
that there are sundry. bills and joint resolutions 
upon the table which have had their third read- 
ing, and the question now is upon their passage. 
The first is the joint resolution (H. R. No. 39) 
directing the accounting officers of the Treasury 
to settle the accounts of the late Robert Stockton, 
quartermaster, &c. On the 19th of June, 1860, it 
was read the third time, and postponed. The 
question now is upon its passage. 

The joint resolution directs the proper account- 
ing officers of the Treasury Department to settle 
the accounts of the late Robert Stockton, of New 
Jersey, an assistant quartermaster and forage- 
master in the war of the Revolution, and pay to 
his legal heirs and representatives such sum as 
may be shown due upon sufficient proof of his 
service as quartermaster, and for damages done 
his property by the American Army. 

Mr. TEN EYCK. At the last session of Con- 
gress that resolution was amended by the Senate, 
striking outan allowance for certain property that 
had been destroyed, which the heirs of this officer 
claimed to be satisfied for. The resolution was 
put upon its final passage thus amended, simply 
providing for the settlement of the accounts of 
this officer, It seems that very recently, among 
his papers in the garret of his former residence, 
there were some accounts found showing, as the 
committee that reported the bill supposed, some 
few thousand dollars, perhaps not excecding 
three or four thousand dollars, due to him from 
the Government. The claim was not presented 
in consequence of these papers never having been 
discovered by his family until a late period. The 
resolution, as F said, was put upon its final pas- 
sage; and it was discovered upon the call of the 
yeas and nays that there was not a quorum pres- 
ent; butof the Senators voting for that resolution 
a large majority were in favor of its passage, and 
it would have passed had there been a quorum 
present- The Senator from New York [Mr. 
Kine] interposed some objections to the resolu- 
i tion, and upon his motion it was amended; and 
I then understood his objections were waived. 

Mr. KING. I remember the case as it was 
presented last year; and in its present shape I 
certainly think the resolution ought to pass. The 
amendments were adopted, I think. 

Mr. TEN EYCK. Yes, sir. 

The joint resolution was passed 

JOHN ERICCSON. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill (S. 
į No. 132) from the Court of Claims, for the relief 
of John Ericcson, was, on the 4th of May, 1860, 
read the third time, and the question now is upon 
its passage. 

Mr. HALE. This bill has been heretofore 
before the Senate, and the papers in the case are 
very voluminous. I hold them in my hand. I 
examined them once, and I was satisfied that the 
bill ought not to pass; and I submitted my views 
to the Senate, and the honorable Senator from 
Louisiana [Mr. Sumexx] also had something to 
say upon it; and upon that the matter was post- 
poned. Iam perfectly satisfied the bill ought not 
to pass, and Į wish it to go over until I can have 
| time to examine the papers. I move to postpone 
its consideration. 

The motion was agreed to. 


0. Il. BERRYMAN. S 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill (S. 
No. 205) from the Court of Claims, for the relief 
of O. H. Berryman and others, was, on the 4th 
of May, 1860, read the third time, and the ques- 


| tion now is on its passage. 


It directs the Secretary of the Treasuty to pay 
to Otway H. Berryman, and'the othér officers and. . 
crew. of the. United. States ‘schooner’ Onkabye, 
$20,664 69, being the balance of the prize-money 
obtained by the capture of the bark Laurens by | 
that schooner in 1848; the money to be distrib- 
uted among the officers and crew in such propor-: 
tion as shall be designated by the Secretary of the 
Navy, according to the provisions of the sixth 
section of the act of April 23, 1800; entitled “An 
ae for the government of the Navy of the United 
ates. S 
Mr. SLIDELL. Let us hear the report in that 
case. eee 
The Secretary. On the Ist of ‘February’, 1858, 


Mr. Pox made the following adverse report 

Mr. POLK. There is an adverse report in that 
case. Is that'the last report? ‘ 

Mr. GRIMES. I move that the bill be pošt- 
poned indefinitely. AETA 

Mr. POLK. If that adverse report is the last 
tepòrt, I think the best way is to cöncur init 

r. GRIMES. Any way to get rid of it.) T 
do not want to hear that long report read. °°" 

Mr. POLK. I will say to Senators that I rec- 
ollect investigating the claim two or three years | 
ago, when F was upon the Committee on Clainis; 
and.I was satisfied that it was one which Congress 
ought not to pass. I move, therefore, that the 
bill be indefinitely postponed; or perhaps it would 
be better to concur in the adverse report. 

Mr. HALE. That would be better. 

Mr. POLK. Then I move that the adverse 
report be concurred in. ; 

r. IVERSON. I will suggest to the Senator 
that perhaps this report of the committee may not 
be the report to which he refers. There is an 
impression on my mind that the Committee on 
Claims, since the Senator from ‘Missouri was a 
member of the committee, have probably made 
a favorable report; and if that report be concurred 
in, of course the bill will be passed, and the Sen- 
ator will not accomplish his object. 2 

Mr. POLK. I will state that‘ l asked if that 
was the last report; and [ understood it was. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. There was no 
response to the Senator’s inquiry from the Clerk’s 
desk. The Chair, however, understands that the 
report which the Clerk was about’to read is the 
last report. The question is on the motion of the 
Senator from Missouri, to concur in the report of 
the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. HALE. Before that question is taken, I 
wish that the conclusion to which the committee 
came may be read by the Secretary. I do not 
ask that the whole report be read. 

The Secretary read, as follows: 

“The committee, after a careful consideration ofthe case, 
concur substantially in the opinion delivered by Mr. Jus- 
lice Blackford, that the claimants have no right against the 
Government, and they recommend that the bill for the re- 
lief of O. H. Berryman and others do not pass. The opinion 
of Judge Biacktord is hereto annexed as part of this report.” 

Mr.HALE. Then the question willbe, Shall 
the bill pass??? ae one 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That is the 
question, unless there be some special motion. 

Mr. HALE. Let it be put: : 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question 
is on the passage of the bill. ; 

The bill was rejected. 

ae SAMUEL V. NILES. 

TM PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill. (8. 
No. 94) for the relicf of Samuel V. Niles was, on 
the 4th of May, 1860, read the third time; and 
the question now is on its passage. 

The Secretary read the bill, which directs the 
Secretary of the Treasury to cause to be paid to 
Samuel V. Niles $360, for services asa temporar 
clerk in the General Land Office in 1849and 1850. 

Mr. KING. Is there a report in that case? 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I see by the Calendar that 
that bill was postponed. 

The Secretary read the report; from which it 
appears that the claim is for ninety days’ services 
as a clerk in the General Land Office, from March 
9, 1849, to June 30, 1850, being the number of 
Sundays between those periods, at four dollars 
per diem, amounting to $360. Mr. Niles appears 
to have been appointed a temporary clerk inthe 
General Land Office on the 9th of March, 1849, 
under the provisions of theact of August 26, 1842, 
which provides that **no extra’ clerk, for. copy- 
ing, shall receive more than three dollars per day, 
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or-for any other service more than. four dollars 
per day, for the time actually and necessarily 
employed.” Under this provision, as appears 
from a letter of the late Commissioner Wilson, the 
accounting officers rejected the per diem for Sun- 
days. This construction of the law, the Commis- 
sioner thinks, is. entirely erroneous. By the act 
of March 3, 1849, the Commissioner of the Gen- 
eral Land Office was “authorized. to continue 
three temporary clerks during the recess of Con- 

ress, until the patents for bounty lands should 

e issued, the clerks to be paid out of the contin- 
gent fund.” -On the 8th of March, 1849, the day 
preceding the appointment of Mr. Niles, three 
clerks were appointed, in accordance with that 
próvision, at the same rate of pay, (namely, four 

ollats. per day,) and to perform like duties as 
those performed by Niles. These three clerks, 
as is stated, received the per diem for Sundays. 
Judge Young, then Commissioner, and who made 
all the appointments referred to, says: ‘* The 
facts, as to the services of Mr. Niles, are correctly 
set forth. J-appointed him a clerk in the Land 
Office, at the time stated, at the same rate of com- 
pensation promised to Messrs. Whitney, Brega, 
and Lucas, and fully intended that no distinction 
should be made between them, and that he should 
receive the same emoluments, in every particu- 
lar, granted them, including the Sunday perdiem.”” 
The ground of distinction taken by the Comp- 
troller.seems to have been, that the three clerks 
named were. appointed under the special provis- 
ions of the act of 1849, which relieved them from 
the operation of the act of 1842, and that the Com- 
SIRS ONE had promised them the Sunday per 

jem. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question 
is, “ Shall the bill pass?” 

The question being put, there were twelve 
votes in the affirmative, and several Senators said, 
ti Give it up.” ` 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill does 
not pass. 

Mr. IVERSON. 
side gave it up. 

Mr, HALE. No, no; you gave it up. 

‘Mr. IVERSON. I believe the Senator from 
Rhode Island [Mr. Simmons] reported the bill. 
He is not in the Chamber at present; and I sug- 

est, out of consideration to him, that it be not 

ecided now. 

Mr. KING. The proper disposition has been 
made of. it, 

„Mr. GREEN. The twelve who voted did not 
give it up. 

Mr. CLINGMAN. I hope, by common con- 
sent, the biil will lie over until the Senator from 
Rhode Island comes in. [“ Oh, no!??] Then I 
will make a motion to reconsider. 

Mr. HALE. You voted with the minority. 

Mr. SLIDELL, I move to reconsider. 

Mr. HALE. I voted with the majority; and 
if Mr. Simmons wants it reconsidered when he 
comes in, I shall make the motion. 

Mr. SLIDELL. I move the reconsideration 
now. 

Mr. HALE. Let us vote on it at once. 

Mr. HUNTER. I desire the motion to recen- 
sider to be entered. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
entered. > 


JOHN H. WHEELER. 


The next bill on the Calendar was the bill (S. 
No. 270) for the relief of John H. Wheeler, which 
on the 4th of May last was read the third time, 
the question now being on its passage. It pro- 
poses to direct the Secretary of the Treasury to 
pay to John H. Wheeler, late minister resident 
of the United States at Nicaragua, $5,715 20, in 
full for losses by exchange; for property destroyed 
at Granada; expenses incurred in taking testi- 
mony at San Juan del Norte; and for relief ex- 
tended to distressed American citizens crossing 
the Isthmus during the interval between October, 
1854, and October, 1856. g 

Mr. KING _ Is there a report in that case? 

Mr. MASON. Thereisareport accompanying 
the bill, which can be read if any Senator asks it. 
I reported the bill myself. 

The Secretary read the report; from which it 
appears that a party of American citizens, while 
crossing the Isthmus, en roude from California to 
New York, were attacked by the natives at Virgin 


I understood that the other 


It wil} be 


Bay, on- the Lake of Nicaragua, on the 19th of 
October, 1855, some of whom were killed, and 
others wounded and robbed, while at the.same 
time another party of hostile natives, strongly 
armed, were collected at San Carlos, on the other 
side of the lake. Thus hemmed in by hostile 
forces on both sides, and cut off from access to 
either ocean, they applied to the memorialist, then 
minister resident of the United States at that place, 
for protection and relief, which was promptly af- 
forded; comfortable quarters procured and food 
supplied them (two hundred and fifty in number) 
for twodaysand nights. Itfurtherappears, that 
under instructions from the Department of State, 
dated October 23, 1854, the memorialist was re- 
quired to aid Joseph W. Fabens, Esq., a commis- 
sioner appointed for that purpose, In collecting 
information and taking testimony at San Juan, 
<Greytown,) in relation to the conduct of the per- 
sons who assumed political control over San Juan 
del Norte, and also with regard to theclaimsagainst 
our Government on account of property destroyed 
by the late bombardment of that place by Captain 

ollins, of the United States Navy; that in the 
performance of this service he wag engaged for 
more than two months, away from his proper res- 
idence, and necessarily subjected to great incon- 
venience and additional expenses, amounting to 
the sum of $273 98. 

In the fall of 1856, by recall from the Depart- 
ment of State, Mr. Wheeler returned to the Uni- 
ted States, as was then supposed, on a temporary 
visit’ On that occasion, he left at the legation 
pérsonal property to the value of over two tbou- 
sand dollars; this property was destroyed by the 
allied forces of Guatemala, Honduras, San Sal- 
vador, Costa Rica, and a part of Nicaragua. On 
his departure for Central America, he was in- 
structed by the Department of State to draw upon 
London for his salary and the contingentexpenses 
of the legation, and for that purpose a credit was 
opened for him with Messrs. Baring Brothers. 
On his arrival in Nicaragua, it was found imprac- 
ticable to negotiate drafts on London; he had, 
therefore, to make an agent here, who drew on 
London, and for a time deposited in New York 
or Washington; in Nicaragua these drafts could 
only be negotiated at the reduced value of the cur- 
rency of the country, in which the peso, or dol- 
Jar, was worth only eighty cents for each real dol- 
lar drawn for. The amount of his drafts, from 
October, 1854, to October, 1856, was $14,706; 
and consequently the loss incurred by him was 
$2,941 20. These statements are supported by 
testimony filed with the memorial, and may be 
summed up thus: 1. Reimbursement for amount 
expended in the maintenance and protection of 
distressed American citizens crossing the Isth- 
mus, $500; 2. Amount of expenses incurred while 
taking testimony at'San Juan del Norte, $273 98; 
3. Value of property destroyed at Granada, $2,000; 
4. Loss in exchanges, $2,941 20; total, $5,715 18. 

Mr. MASON. The testimony accompanying 
the report, I suppose, nced not be read, unless 
some gentleman desires it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Then, the ques- 
tion will be on the passage of the bill. 

Mr. MASON. The testimony is there; and 1 
suppose the testimony which satisfied the com- 
mittee would satisfy the Senate. Any Senator 
can call for the reading of it, if he wishes to hear 
it read. n 

Mr. HALE. Will not the Senator from Vir- 
ginia be kind enough to state the principle of pub- 
lic law upon which we are to pay for the property 
the minister left there during his absence? Fun- 
derstand, by the report, there was $2,000 worth 
of property destroyed by the revolutionary gov- 
ernment during his absence. 

Mr. CLINGMAN. If the Senator will allow 
me, I will make a statement. I know that Mr. 
Wheeler came here. I saw the correspondence, 
for I once had occasion to investigate this claim 
in the other House as chairman of the Committee 
on Foreign Affairs; and I was cognizant of it pre- 
viously. He was called here by letter for consult- 
ation with the State Department. After he came 
here, and had been here for some time, (there were 
matters going on that were Supposed to require 
his presence,) they suddenly concluded to recall 
him. He had no more idea of being recalled, at 


the time he came here, than I have of being re- 


called from the Senate to-day. He left his prop- 


J erty in that condition, and after being here some 


two, three, four, or five months, perhaps, Mr. 
Marcy and President Pierce concluded that he 
might be withdrawn, that the existing condition 
of the country did not require his return; and he 
was recalled in that way; and inthe mean time his 
property left there was destroyed. 1 know that 
fact; and I may say further that I think the claim 
is well founded. f was investigated by a:com- 
mittee in the other House, and the committee 
were unanimously of the opinion that it ought to 
pass. I was thena member of the committee. 

Mr. HALE. I am not answered. It is not 
stated whether the property was destroyed by ihe 
Government, by a revolution, or by a mob; and I 
wish to know if itis within the principle of public 
law laid down by the authorities. 

Mr. MASON. Iam not aware of any prin- 
ciple of public law by that technical name, under 
which this claim, as a demand, would be paid; 
but the committee places it og, the principle of 
public justice and public right. “he facts stated 
in the report show that this minister, under the 
guarantee which always belongs to a minister in 
a foreign country, and which he carries from his 
own Government, that he will be protected in his 
right of person and property while he is abroad 
as their minister, left his propérty in Nicaragua, 
and the revolutionary forces in Nicaragua—I do 
not know whether I should call them revolution- 
ary forces—but the Government of Nicaragua,in 
union with the public authorities of the adjacent 
Central American States, in puttingdown Walker, 
committed this depredation‘on the property of 
the minister, destroyed his house, and burned his 
property. Now, the principle upon which the 
committee allowed it was, that it was incumbent 
upon the United States always to provide for the 
safety of the persons and property of their min- 
isters abroad, by a reclamation, if it is destroyed, 
upon the Government that makes it; nota recla- 
mation by the minister, but a reclamation made 
by theGovernment. Underthese considerations, 
the committee thought, if there was no written 
public law which would authorize it, it was a 
principle and duty resulting from the relations 
subsisting between the minister and the Govern- 
ment. 

Mr. HALE. IT have looked over this report 
somewhat hastily. I do not see any evidence in 
the report of that loss at all. 

Mr. MASON. The evidence was before the 
committee; and I presume it will be found in the 


report I have not seen the report since it was 
made, 
Mr. HALE. I have looked over it, and have 


not seen it. 

Mr. MASON. The evidence is there, I can as- 
sure the Senator, in the form of proof taken in the 
town of Granada, where the depredation wascom- 
mitted. I have not seen the report since it was 
made, which was at the last session. I can only 
vouch forits‘accuracy now from knowing that it 
was carefully made. Here is a statement of Mr. 
R.J. Darden made under oath, and a certificate of 
John Granger, recorder of the land Office, that 
Mr. Darden is a man of truth. 

Mr. HALE. What does he say? 

Mr. MASON. He says this: 


“On the attack of the allicd forces of Guatemala, San 
Salvador, and Honduras, on the city of Granada, on the 19th 
October, 1856, the plunder, burning of houses, and murder 
ofall Americans was proclaimed. Many fell victims 3 amoug 
them two preachers of the Gospel, a young chid of Mr. 
Smith of New York, Mr. Lawless, a merchant, and others. 
The legation house, over which the American flag waved, 
where the wives of Americans had fled for salety, was 
assaulted. The house, being strongly barricaded, resisted 
the attack, while a severe, active, and destructive fire from 
a few of the Nicaraguan army was very fatal to the assail- 
ants. Had they succeeded in effecting an entrance, no age, 
sex, or condition could have escaped. The door was per- 
forated with balls, and the fiag riddled by their shots. Col- 
onel Wheeler, though prostrated by Sickness, was enabled 
to preserve quiet among his numerous guests, and discoun- 
tenanced every offensive effort, except in self-preservation. 
On his leaving Granada, his house was destroyed, all his 
furniture, stores, and library were burnt up, entailing a loss 
ane than two thousand dollars, to the knowledge of this 
affiant. 

“The health of Colonel Wheeler, by the diseases of this 
climate and exposure of his position, completely failed, and 
I was compelled to accompany him home.” 


This is not the whole of the evidence in the 
case. 
_ The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question 
is: “ Shall the bill pass?” 


Mr. HALE. Iam notwillingthatit shall. I 
do not want to interpose any factious opposition 
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to this bill; but Ido not-want to introduce a new 
panei here. Ifit is by the law of nations, or 

y public law, the duty of the Government to 
protect the private property of its minister, I am 
willing to-go to that extent in this ease. I under- 
stand the chairman of the Committee on Foreign 
Relations not to affirm that to be the case. . But, 
sir, it will lead to anotherthing. Is notthe Gov- 
ernment bound to protect all its citizens, just ex- 
actly as much as it is bound to protect its public 
ministers and their property? There were min- 
isters of the Gospel there. This was a minister 
plenipotentiary. Can there be a discrimination 
made between ministers plenipotentiary and min- 
isters of the Gospel, between ministers of State 
and ministers of religion? If this sum is due this 
gentleman now, according to the practice of the 
Government, I am willing to pay it; but if it is 
not, I am not willing. Ido not want anew prin- 
ciple in this Government nor an invidious distinc- 
tion introduced. : 

I will state further: I remember that within a 
year or two-I do not kow but it was a year 
ago—a very keen and very interesting discussion 
occurred here between the venerable Senator from 
Rhode Island [Mr. Simmons] and a Senator from 
Georgia, not now on the floor, [Mr. Toomns,] in 
relation to this subject of exchanges. Ido not 
remember what the facts elicited at that time were; 
but I know there was a good deal of discussion 
as to what the duty of Government to its foreign 
ministers was in relaticn to this very question of 
exchange; whether they were obliged to mect all 
that loss, or whether a portion or any part of it 
should fall upon the minister; and whether that 
was taken into consideration in paying him his 
salary. The venerable Senator from Rhode Island 
—of course I give way when he gets up, and shall 
be glad to hear him on the subject, 

Mr. SIMMONS. I was paying no attention 
to this subject; but I will state that there was a 
report made by the Secretary of the Treasury, 
Mr. Guthrie, some five or six years ago, making 
bitter complaints in relation to this enormous 
charge for exchanges; and, when on another sub- 
ject at one time, I ventured to allude to the ex- 
change paid to ministers, and consuls at China, 
which was about two fifths. They could invest 
their money at three dollars for the pound ster- 
ling, and I suppose do so to-day. The last time 
I saw a quotation, it was at six and seven. That 
was within a penny of whatit was then. I never 
believed they were entitled to it; but there was a 
Senator sitting near me then who had a particular 
friend in China, and whose salary, I understood 
afterwards, was promised to be raised, but the? 
did not raise it, and he concluded to hold on to 
this exchange to make the salary good. That is 
all, as far as that subject went. 

Mr. HALE. The honorable Senator from 


Rhode Island says he was not in his place, and | 


does not know exactly the position in which the 
question of exchange has presented itself; and if 
I may be allowed a moment or two, I will state 
it to him. 


bill proposes to pay him between two and three 
thousand dollars for exchange. p 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Two thousand nine hun- 
dred dollars. 

Mr. HALE. ‘Two thousand nine hundred 


dollars—$3,000 exchange on $14,000 of drafts on | 


London. 

Mr. SIMMONS. Did he draw the drafts for 
his pay on London? That is very strange, that 
he should. go to London to get his.pay, when he 
was so much nearer home. 
that is all I can say. Ag 

Mr. GREEN. Thereis i 
ple of international law more firmly and expli- 
citly fixed and understood than this: that the 
domicile of the minister constitutes by relation a 
part of the domain of the nation from which he 
hails. It necessarily results that there is an im- 
munity; and the more fact that there is a flag-staff, 
and a flag, with the stars and stripes floating from 
it, makes it a part of the United States; and itis 
as much the duty of the United States to protect 
the property thus situated asif it were in the city 
of Washington. ete 

Mr. HALE. But they would not pay for it if 
the public enemy destroyéd it. f 

Mr. GREEN. They would pay for it. 


This is a bill to remunerate the min- | 
ister at Nicaragua for exchange on London. He | 
was paid some $14,000 in drafts, and I think the 


I would not pay it— | 


no one single princi- 


ii 
i! 


| 


| 


Mr. HALE. Itake issue there. x 

Mr. GREEN. They would pay forthat. What 
respect will be shown to any of your foreign min- 
isters if, by revolutionary action, or governmental 
action, you permit their -houses to be pillaged at 
pleasure? What sort of a Government will we 
be, and what sort of representatives can we have, 
subject to be imposed upon, insulted, and pil- 
laged at the pleasure of any Government? If 
that Government receives your minister, that Gov- 
ernment receives your minister under the guaran- 
tees of international law, and the minister’s house 
is to be sacred. If the Government does wrong, 
our Government must hold it to a proper account- 
ability and responsibility; and if it fails to do it, 
it must still protect the minister, and make good 
what it failed | to exact from the other Government. 

On the other point about this exchange: that 
has been settled. The Attorney General gave an 
opinion upon that not long since; and the Gov- 
ernment has been acting upon it all the time. 
When a minister goes abroad, the insteuctions 
generally say to him, ‘* You may draw on the Sec- 
retary of State for your quarter’s salary, or you 
may draw on London,” or some place where the 
Secretary of State has made arrangements to meet 
these drafts. If you get a prefRium, you have to 
pay it into the Treasury; if you sustain a loss, 
the Treasury is to make it up to you, This is the 
uniform practice of the Government; and if you 
will go to the accounts of Mr. Robert C. Schenck, 
from Brazil, you will find that hesustained a heavy 
peony and that the Government made it up to 

nm. 

Mr. HALE. And a great deal more besides. 

Mr. GREEN. That was on a different account; 
for a new mission up the Paraguay. 1 understand 
that. It depends upon the instructions of the 
Secretary of State as to the point where a minis- 
ter draws; but wherever he sustains a loss the 
Government always makes itup. If he gets a 
nremium, the Government always deducts that 
premium. It is equitable, it is fair, and it is just. 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President, 1 am obliged to 
the Senator from Missouri for the information he 
gives me; but I am not convinced.. I do not un- 
derstand the principle of public law to be what 
he states it to be. He says that the flag protects 
the minister’s house just as much as if it was in 
the city of Washington. Iam not going to con- 
trovert that; but 1 deny utterly the other posi- 
tion: that the Government is bound to protect the 
property of its citizens in the city of Washington 
or anywhere else, when itis destroyed by a pub- 
lic enemy. The only principle that this Govern- 
ment has ever acted on upon that point since I 
have been a member of this body is this: that 
where property is destroyed because of, or on 
account of, its use by the forces of the country, 
then it shall be paid for. For instance: if the 
army goes and takes possession of a man’s dweil- 
ing-house, and soldiers are quartered in it, or mu- 
nitions of war are deposited there, and in conse- 
quence of such occupation of it the enemy destroy 
it, then the Government pays for it. That is 
just as far as they ever have gone; and I think 
that the citizens of northwestern New York who 
lived at Buffalo, and a great many other places on 
the northwestern frontier, during the last war with 
Great Britain, know very well that that is the 
extent to which the Government has gone. 

Mr, GREEN. Let me ask the Senator a ques- 
tion. 

Mr. HALE. Certainly. 

Mr. GREEN. Was this a public cnemy of the 
United States? Was it at war with the United 
States? Was Nicaragua at war with the United 
States? I ask further if the city of Baltimore tears 
down the house of Mr. Reverdy Johnson, is not 
that corporation bound to pay for it, and has it 
not done it? ; 

Mr. HALE. [will tell you. If the Legisla- 
ture of Maryland passes a law requiring them to 
doit, theyarc bound; butif there isno such statute 
as that, they are not bound. 1 tried to get Con- 
gress to recognize that doctrine, by a bill which 
Í introduced into the Senate years ago;and I tried 
the whole session, but could not get the Senate to 
consider it. Thatis nota principle of national law, 
it is not a principle of publie law, nor of the com- 
mon law, nor of any other law, except the particu- 
lar local statute. Maryland has made such a law 
as that, and Iam glad of it; but there is no such? 


principle of public law, or of any other law, ex- i 


_THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


cept-the local laws‘adopted by the Legislatures of 
the States. pee. E a os 
Will the honorable Sen 


Mr. CLINGMAN, 
ator allow me to referto a precedent not unl 
this? ` : 

Mr. HALE. Certainly.: ee i 

Mr. CLINGMAN.. Some years ago, citizens: 
of New Orleans destroyed. the property. of the: 
Spanish consul and some:other Spanish subjects ! 
residing there. This Government made redress: 
to Span, gpd paid for all the property destroyed: 
In the case now. before us, which was not very: 
unlike that, there was a civil war prevailing in! 
Nicaragua. That country was not at war with the. 
United States. If Nicaragua had been at war with, 


the United States, the case would have been like 


that which the Senator cites as having occurred 
during the. war with Great Britain on the Canada 
side; but there was no war with Nicaragua; and 
nevertheless, this injury was; sustained. by. an: 
American citizen. We had good cause.of com~. 
plaint against that Government; but having failed: 
to obtain redress from. it, I think it is now our: 
duty to make compensation... I know it hasbeen: 
dene in some cases during my time in Congress; ' 
Where we have had a claim against a foreign Gov- 
ernment for an accidental or other injury to our, 
citizens, and have demanded redress, we have:in 
some instances paid the claims ourselves. I think, 
perhaps, the case of the brig General Armstrong 
was not unlike it, where we had a claim against 
Portugal; and because we lost it, as was alleged, 
by reason of the reference of itto the French Em- 
peror, this Government was called upon and did» 
pay a considerable bill. [‘ Oh, not”) 

Mr. FESSENDEN. It went to the Court: of 
Claims, and the court said they had.noclaimatall.: 

Mr. CLINGMAN.. That at least: illustrates’. 
this distinction. It was there contended that; as: 
the Government had.acted honestly and fairly, 
and endeavored to get the money in that case, it 


i 
} 
i 


| 
l 
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was not bound to do anything more. It had the; 
claim arbitrated, and the decision was against us; 
and that, it was said, released us. That was the 
ground, I know, on which it was resisted by my- 
self and others. There is no such state of facts 
here. The case simply is, that, in the civil wars. 
in Nicaragua, the property of our minister was de~. 
stroyed by those who were in fact acting under the 
authority of the Government. . If Nicaragua had: 
been at war with the United States, and we had ` 
been.at war with her, and property had been de- 
stroyed, the principle would apply which says, 
that when the Government has gone to war and 
done all it can to protect the citizen and failed, it 
will not make redress; but nothing of ‘the sort 
occurred; there was not a war between the Uni- 
ted Statesand Nicaragua; and therefore this stands 
on the same footing with the case that I referred 
to at New Orleans, where citizens destroyed the | 
property of the Spanish consul, and we made 
compensation, I think this is an equitable claim. 

Mr. HALE. . If the Government of Spain had: 
made remuneration, it would be analogous to this: 
case; butas it was not Spain, but this Govern- 
ment, that made it ona principle of comity, feeling 
bound in honor to do it, it is exactly different from 
this case. If this were an appeal made by the 
honorable Senator to the Government of Nica- 
ragua, the case he cites would be a case in point 
exactly. But, sir, E do not want to discuss the 

uestion any longer, and I am not going to do so. 
move to strike out this clause, leaving it as a. 
matter of future consideration, and then he can 
have his exchange and everything else, so far as 
I am concerned; and, if it shall turn out that this 
clause can be sustained on principle and prece- 
dent, I will go for it; otherwise, not. I move to 
strike out that part of the bill providing for prop 
erty destroyed. . 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill being 
on its passage, the Senator must move to recon- 
sider the vote ordering it to a third reading, before- 
an amendment can be entertained. 

Mr. HALE. Then I move to reconsider the 
vote ordering the bill to be engrossed for -a third” 
reading, for the purpose of offering an amendment. 

Mr. MASON. The object of the Senator, I 
understand, is to strike from the bill so much äs’ 


| allows compensation for the loss of property: 


Mr. HALE. Yes, sir. eee : 

Mr. MASON. The committee, in their report, 
state in regard to the item for,loss of property: 

“The third item should also be allowed; for it is obvi- 
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ously.the- duty of Government to protect its public officers 
engaged in its service in the full and unrestrained enjoy- 
ment of ail:their personal and property rights, at least 


against all acts of public force, while so engaged; and on 


failure to do so, to make good any losses he may have sus- 
tained.” 

The Senator asks if there is any principle of 
public law which devolves upon this Government 
the duty. of that payment. I suppose he means, 
by public law, the Jaw of nations. Well, the law 
of nations is no written law atall. There are no 
statutes passed by nations to regulate their inter- 
course. The law of nations consists of nothing 
but the usages that have grown. up between na- 
tions ‘in their international intercourse, which, by 
comity, from the intercourse among civilized na- 
tions, is called law. The position of a foreign 
minister in the Government to which he is ac- 

> credited is a position recognized by the public law, 
or law of nations, and his privileges and immu- 
nities, which are very great, are accorded to him 
by this public law, as itis called; butthe relations 
which subsist between him and his Government 
are not regulated by public law at all. I doubt 
not that the public law and the municipal law of 
the nation to which the minister is accredited, if 
it is a civilized nation and capable of making its 
authority respected, would remunerate any min- 
ister who had his property destroyed, or his per- 
son injured, by a force greater than the Govern- 
ment could overcome—far more if he had incurred 
those losses by any act of the Government, in a 
revolutionary or insurgent condition, to which he 
was accredited. But the relations between him- 
self and his own Government are not regulated 
by any public law; and the committee did not put 
it upon that ground; but the committee placed it 
upon the ground of policy and public justice, as 
a duty which, in their judgment, devolved upon 
the Government sending a minister abroad, and 
subjecting him to the incidents that pertain toa 
foreign residence when he is under the immediate 
pretection of his Government. The committee 
considered that there isa duty devolving upon the 
Government to protect their minister: first, be- 
cause he is a public functionary; and secondly, 
because that public functionary is sent by the act 
of the Government, under the protection of the 
Government, and subjected to the perils of his 
mission. My own judgment is very clear, that 
when it is shown that he sustained these losses by 
insurrection, or by Government power, or by a 
revolution which the Government was not able to 
quell, although this Government would have a 
reclamation against the offending Government, 
yet the duty devolves immediately on this Gov- 
ernment to make the loss good. That was the 
pee of the committee when they reported the 

ill. : 

Then, as to the next item—the claim for the loss 
of exchange: there is a report made by the ac- 
counting officer, Murray McConnell, the Fifth 
Auditor, which places it upon its true ground. 
The Fifth Auditor states what is the universal 
practice of the Government; never doubted, that 

know of. The Government engages to pay the 
minister his salary in the country to which he is 
sent; that is to say, the salary of this minister 
probably was ¢7,000—I do not remember its 
amount, but the law provided the salary—and the 
Government undertook, of course, to pay him 
that $7,000 a year in the country where he was. 

Si HALE. Understand, I do not object to 
that. 

Mr. MASON. Other Senators, I think, did 
object. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. The Senator from Vir- 
ginia will allow me to ask him a question right 
there. Why the necessity of coming to Congress, 
if that is the practice of the Department? 

Mr. MASON. 1 will show the Senator, from 
the report of the Auditor, the necessity for it. That 
has been the uniform practice of the Government, 
never departed from. The Government thus un- 
dertook to pay this gentleman’s salary —say $7,000 
—in Nicaragua. The Auditor, in speaking of why 
it was not allowed, says that— 


“The Government was bound to pay Mr. Wheeler, in 
Nicaragua, one hundred eents to the dollar, United States 
eoin; butas the Government sent no money to Nicaragua to 
pay his salary and expenses, he was forced to sell his drafts 
there, and take such money and at such price as he could 
get. If be had refused to take eight United States dimes 
to ihe dollar, he would have been forced to take a Niea- 
raguan dollar, which would only have been worth seventy- 
gix cents; and thus his loss wouid haye been twenty-four 
certs to the dollar.” 


rea 


The Auditor goes on to say: 

«Mr. Wheeler was authorized to draw upon ‘ Baring 
Brothers,’ of London, for his salary, and, of course, to get 
his money, he was forced to sell his drafts in Nicaragua for 
the highest price he could get. Those drafts were nomi- 
nally worth par in that country, and were not selling at a 
discount; but to enable him to sell his drafts at par, he was 
forced to take the currency of that country also at par. 
This currency was composed of two kinds: one kind was 
a coin passing currently in Nicaragua called a dollar, which 
contained thirty-three per cent. alloy and sixty-seven per 
cent. of pure silver, compared with the United States coin 5 
and consequently a dollar of that currency was only worth, 
commercially, seventy-six cents. The other currency of 
that country consisted of United States ten cent pieces, 
eight of which was of greater intrinsic value than a local 
doilar ofthat country ; and thus, by common consent, eight 
United States dimes passed for a dolar. It appeared that 
Mr. Wheeler sold his drafts at par; but todo so, was forced 
to and did take cight dimes, or cighty eents United States 
coin, for each dollar of his drafts, thus losing, upon each 
dollar drawn for, twenty cents.” 

The Auditor goes on to say, admitting the duty 
of the Government to pay a hundred cents for 
each dollar of the minister’s salary in Nicaragua, 
when heavas allowed to draw on Baring Brothers, 
if he sold his drafts at par, as he did, but was 
obliged to take in payment the local currency, 
which was only seventy-six cents in the dollar, 
if he took the dollar of Nicaragua, or eighty cents 
in the dollar if he “took the United States dimes, 
he was forced to do so; and the Government hav- 
ing failed to send money there, the Auditor says 
that, according to the usage of the Department, 
they treated that as a loss of exchange, and where 
he sold his drafts upon London, they allowed it. 
But it is further shown in the report that, during 
the first year, ‘the drafts of Mr. Wheeler were 
drawn on Messrs. Baring Brothers, of London; 
and subsequently, by instructions of the State 
Department, the place of payment was made at 
the Treasury Department; and then Mr. Wheeler 
drew. upon the United States,” and he suffered no 
loss of exchange; but he suffered exactly the loss 
which he had suffered when he drew upon Lon- 
don, to wit: that he was obliged to take eighty. 
cents on the dollar. The Auditor, however, upon 
the strict technicalities of his office, says thus he 
was allowed twenty per cent. loss of exchange on 
all his drafts sold in that country, (Nicaragua,) 
but on all his drafts drawn and sold on the Uni- 
ted States he was not allowed any loss. Itre- 
sulted the same way to Mr. Wheeler, that he lost 
twenty cents on the dollar, not as exchange, but 
because of the condition of the currency of the 
country to which he was accredited, and the fail- 
ure of the United States to do what the United 
States always undertake to do—to pay the money 
to. the minister in the country to which he is 
accredited, 

I will not detain the Senate longer; and I trust, 
the motion being to strike out the payment for 


the loss of his property, that the report of the’ 


committee will be sustained as to the duty of the 

United States to make that loss good. The 

United States can reclaim it again, if they think 
roper, from the Government of Nicaragua. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question 
is on reconsidering the vote by which the bill was 
ordered to a third reading. 

The question being put, there were, on a di- 
vision—ayes 16, noes 14; no quorum voting. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I think there is a quorum 
here, and I hope we shall have a recount, as many 
Senators did not vote. ‘he motion is only to 
reconsider for the purpose of offering an amend- 
ment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Another count 
is called for, and the Chair will again put the 
question. 

The motion to reconsider was agreed to—ayes 
19, noes 17. . 

Mr. HALE. Now I move to amend by striking 
out the item of $2,000 for loss of property; and I 
will state, in about a minute and a half, the reason 
why I doit. Tagree entirely with the Senator 
from Virginia, that the Government are bound to 
protect their ministers, and bound to protect their 
property; but I go further than that, and say, 
they are equally bound to protect every citizen 
that is there on lawful business, just exactly as 
much as they are the minister; and if you sanc- 
tion this principle of paying for the property of a 
minister destroyed by a mob or an army, I say 
itis utterly impossible to put your finger on any 
ground that will deter you from making the same 
compensation to a citizen when he is there pur- 
suing lawful commerce. The Government are 


bound to protect them alike; and J think this will 
be introducing a novel principle, and it is for that 
reason that I move to strike it out, [am willing 
that the rest shall be paid; and if, at any subse- 
quent time, it can be shown that there is any prin= 
ciple of public law sanctioning it—— 

Mr. FESSENDEN. There is, and there is a 
distinction. 

Mr. HALE: I wish Senators would show 
wherein I am wrong. 

Mr. FESSENDEN, I merely say this: if we 
send a man abroad,and accredit him to a for- 
eign Government, heis our agent, on our business, 
and maintains a very peculiar relation to us; and 
I think we are bound to see that heis protected 
in all his rights as our agent. I do not know in 
regard to this particular case; and I am only ee 
ing of the distinction in point of principle. If, on 
the contrary, one of our citizens goes abroad upon 
his own business, and establishes himself, he 
takes, I suppose, common luck with other people 
who are about him, and can expect no better than 
they have. He voluntarily subjects himself to 
foreign laws, and he is no better off than a citizen 
ot the place where he is; not more particularly 
entitled to our protection, if he chooses to put him- 
self outside of it. I have never agreed to that; but 
with regard to our minister, I think he stands on 
anentirely different footing. How far, under the 
obligations of national law, we are compelled to 
sustain him because he is our minister, is a dif- 
ferent question; but I think there is a manifest 
difference between the two cases. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question 
is on the amendment of the Senator from New 
Hampshire, to strike out, in lines eight and nine, 
the words ‘‘ for property destroyed at Granada.” 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Will it not be necessary 
to strike out ‘five thousand,” and insert “three 
thousand ?”? 

Mr. MASON. That should be part of the 
amendment. The amount is $5,715 20; and the 
proposition of the Senator should include a motion 
to strike out ‘ five,” and insert ¢* three.” 

Mr. HALE. Very well. ' 

Mr. MASON. I hope it will not be done. 

Mr. HALE. 1 hope it will. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Sen- 
ator from New Hampshire modify his amendment 
as suggested by the Senator from Virginia? 

Mr. HALE. Yes, sir. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I am inclined to think, 
upon reflection, that, assuming the bona fides of 
this, it is a fair transaction, and I have no right 
to impeach it. I suppose that the Committee on 
F6reign Relations have examined into the ques- 
tion; and I am inclined to think it would be proper 
to pay for the destruction of that property. 

Several Senarors. He came home. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. His coming home did not 
alter it at all, because he was called home tempo- 
rarily, and then was superseded in some way. 

Mr. MASON. The Senator will allow me. He 
was called back for consultation as to the con- 
dition of that countr Everybody knows its 
unsettled condition. While he was here the minis- 
ter, the country continued in that unsettled con- 
dition, and there was, in fact, no Government, and 
the President thought it best to discontinue the 
mission. He was here four or five months, 

Mr. TRUMBULL. That does not alter the 
fact at all. 

Mr. MASON. Certainly not. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Hecame home, as he sup- 
posed, temporarily, and not with a view to leave 
the country, and left his property there; and if 
that was destroyed, I think it ought to be paid for 
by somebody; and although we certainly havea 
claim upon that Government for it, it is pretty 
hard, perhaps, to turn the individual over to that 
Government. 

Mr. BAYARD. Mr. President, I do not know 
that I understand distinctly the character of the 
present amendment; but, as I understand it, I 
confess that I have some doubts in regard to it. 
The proposition is to strike out “ $2,000,” which 
it is proposed in the bill to allow to Mr. Wheeler, 
for property destroyed in Nicaragua while he was 
the American minister there. The inclination of 
my mind is—though the subject is one which I 
have not referred to for some time, and I do not 
speak upon it with perfect confidence—that there 
is a broad distinction between the duty of a Gov- 
ernment, as regards the protection which it owes 
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to its minister oragent resident in a foreign coun- 
try, and to the citizen who goes there of his own 
volition. 

The duty of protection to the minister, it seems 
to me, is absolute in all cases. He is there repre- 
senting. the sovereignty of his country. He is 
there as your agent. The insult is to the nation; 
the wrong is to the nation. His just cause of war 
if-his property is despoiled in a foreign country 
while he is minister, His person is protected by 
all nations, under general principles of interna- 
uonal law. He is exempted even from the con- 
sequences of crime committed in a forcign juris- 
diction as personal to himself, because he stands 
as the representative of the country; and surely, 
standing in that relation, he is entitled to the fall 
measure of protection. In one sense, you may 
say that it is his own volition that he is there; but 
itis at your command, and as your agent that he 
goes. There must be greater sanctity, therefore, 
in this relation, and a greater obligation in the 
Government to protect the minister while there on 
its own account, on account of the dignity and 
character of the nation, than it can possibly owe 
to every citizen that goes abroad merely on his 
own volition, for the transaction of his own pri- 
vate business, The duty of the Government is 
to protect him abroad; to enforce his rights, no 
doubt; but that duty cannot go to the extent of 
involving the country in war, or, at all hazards, 
redressing him, if the Government is unable to 
obtain redress from the Government which inflicts 
the injury. But, as regards the public minister, 
I think itis. That is my present impression. I 
speak not with certainty. I think that the usages 
of nations, that the precedents of nations, would 
show that in all cases where a foreign minister | 
representing his Government in another country, |] 
has his property despoiled in that country, you 
have the undoubted right of reclamation upon that 
Government; for his personand his property ought | 
to be sacred in theireyes. They are bound to 
protect him, because he stands there as the rep- 
resentative of the United States of America; their 
sovereignty is represented in his person; and if 
that be so, then, it seems to me, you unquestion- 
ably, in all cases of that kind, ought to remunerate 
your minister, and look to the foreign country for 
redress; because, when he is there, in his person 
you are there. k 

That is the view I take of it. I may be mis- 
taken; but I think that is the general principle of 
law as applied to the usages of nations. I am, 
therefore, disposed to vote against a motion to 
strike out that part of the bill; but I confess that | 
there are parts of this bill which strike me with 
surprise, although the evidence may be all cor- 
rect. Tam unable to understand on what prin- 
ciple it could be, if the currency of Nicaragua was 
so depreciated as to occasion a loss to the party 
there, eight dimes passing fora dollar, that a bill 
of the United States minister on Baring Brothers 
would not sell above par. I cannot understand 
it. Itseems to me the depreciation of the cur- | 
rency there would necessarily cause the bill to 
command a premium when it was drawn upon a | 
country where the currency was higher. I can- | 
not understand the transaction, though it appears | 
that the testimony certifies the fact; but it is con- | 
trary to all the ordinary results in such cases. 

The amendment was rejected; there being on a 
division—ayes 15, noes 20. , 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading, and was read the third ume. | 

Mr. FOSTER. J ask for the yeas and nays |} 
on the passage of the bill. : 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and on being 
taken, resulted—yeas 21, nays 20; as follows: 

. YEAS—Messrs. Bayard, Bright, Clingman, Fitch, Green, 
Gwin, Hemphill, Iverson, Johnson of Arkansas, Kennedy, 
Lane, Latham, Mason, Nicholson, Polk, Rice, Saulsbury, 
Sebastian, Sumner, Thomson, and Wigfall—2!. | 

NAYS—Messrs. Anthony, Bingham, Cameron, Chan- 
dier, Clark, Dixon, Doolittle, Durkee, Fessenden, Foot, 
Foster, Grimes, Hale, Harlan, Johnson of Tennessee, King, | 
Pearce, Trumbuil, Wade, and Wilson—20. 

So the bill was passed. 

CHARLES E. ANDERSON. 


T'he next bill on the Calendar was the bill (S. | 
No. 272) for the relicf of Charles E. Anderson; 
which was read the third time on the 4t of May | 
last, the question now being on lis passage. 

The Secretary read the bul, which directs the 
Secretary of the Treasury to pay to Charies BE: 


| against claims of this sort. Why, sir, there is | 


Anderson, late acting chargé d'affaires of the Uni- 
ted States at Paris, $1,657 60, the amount of the 
difference between the salary received by him as 
secretary of legation at Paris, from April 1 to 
November 29, 1837, and that allowed to a chargé 
d’affaires. f 

Mr. HALE. Thatis outlawed. 
three years old. Read the report. 

The Secretary read the report, from which it 
appears that Mr. Anderson was appointed secre- 
tary of the legation of the United States at Paris 
in 1836, under General Cass, our minister at that 
Court; that in March, 1837, on the departure of 
the minister for the Mediterranean and the Holy 
Land, he was presented to the Court of Louis 
Philippe, as chargé d’affaires of the United States 
ad interim, and that from that time till the return of | 
General Cass to his post, a period of eight or nine 
months, the entire duties, responsibilitics, and 
expenses of he legation devolved upon him. 
These statements of the memorial are substan- 
tially sustained by a letter from the Secretary of 
State, dated Febraary 20, 1855, which says: “It 
appears from the records and files of this Depart- 
ment that Mr. Anderson acted as chargé d’affaires 
of the United States at Paris, from the Ist of April 
until the 29th of November, 1837.” Regarding 
this claim as being fully within the principle here- 
tofore established in similar cases, the Committee | 
on Foreign Relations reported a bill for the relief 
of the claimant. 

Mr. HALE. ‘Will the chairman tell us when 
this claim was first presented? It is twenty-three 
years old. 

Mr. MASON. It was presented within the 
last three or four years, according to my recol- 
lection. But I will tell the Senator the reason 
why it was not presented before. I do not know 
the gentleman who is the claimant at all. He is 
a gentleman in New York, I think; but it was 
made known to me by his friends, that during 
the time he was representing our country abroad, 
and for many years afterwards, he was a man in 
very affluent circumstances, which subsequent 
misfortunes of one kind or another changed, and 
reduced him almost to destitution; and knowing, 
as I am informed by his friends, that this allow- 
ance was always made, he made the claim. 

Mr. HALE. I do not know whether itis worth 
while to oppose this bill. The facts, as I under- 
stand, are something like these: twenty-three or 
twenty-four years ago, General Cass was the 
minister of this country to the Government of | 
France. Some of our national vessels were there, 
and the General took a pleasure-trip in the Med- 
iterrancan. It was highly proper, and I do not 
want to be understood as throwing any censure | 
upon that. But, probably as a matter of favor to 
his secretary, he let him play minister while he 
was on his tour. That is the whole of it, sir. 
After the thing had slumbered over twenty years, 
or twenty years at least, it was found out that 
there has been a practice of paying claims of this 
sort; but that practice has not been uniform. ` If 
I have understood the action of the Government 
latterly, the Government have set their faces 


It is twenty- 


upon your Calendar a bill of a similar character į 
to compensate your Secretary of the Senate, Mr. 
Dickens, for services of precisely similar charac- 
ter, and there is a report of the Court of Claims 
in favor of it; but the Government have refused 
to pay it. Ido not mean while he was foreign 
minister; but while he was clerk in the office of 
one of the Departments, he discharged the duties 
of the Sccretary for a time,and he has had a 
claim before this body for years for compensation, 
There are a great number of claims of that sort 
which the Government latterly have refused. 1 | 
grant that there are some that have been paid; |! 
but I think a claim of this sort ought not to be, 
paid. However, I do not want to take up time 
about it. I suppose it will be. 

Mr. MASON. I think the Senator will find, if 
he will look at the precedents, that the distinction j 
was this: where a secretary of legation is in- 
structed by his government to present himself as | 
a chargé d’affaires—that is to say, as one who 
holds the functions of minister ad interim, in the 
absence of the minister—the practice, so far as Í 
know, has been invariable to make that allowance 
of the difference between the pay of a seeretary of 
legation and achargé d’affaires. We have now no |! 
charge d'affaires. That grade has been aboushed i 


by recent statute. The secretary of legation waa 
allowed-a salary of: $2,000; the: chargé: d'affaires 
was allowed a salary of $4,000; andthe: practice 
has been , where the secretary wasappointed chargé. 
d’affaires ad interim, and was accredited: to the 
court to. discharge the duties of such, to allow him 
the salary of chargé d’affaires for the time-he per 
formed those duties, deducting fronvit his $2,000. 

Mr. HALE, And deducting the excess from 
the salary of the minister? i 

Mr. MASON. Not that 
presume not. A 

Mr. HALE. It-ought to be. BO ey 

Mr. MASON. Now, this letter of the Secre- 
tary of State says: f C 

“ Ttappears from the records and files of this Department 
that Mr. Anderson acted as chargé d’affaires of the United 
States, at Paris, from the Ist of April until the 29th of No- 
vember, 1837.” : 

‘The reason for it is very manifest. ..A secre- 
tary of legation has no position whatever. in the 
country to which a minister is accredited... He 
holds no intercourse with the Government, and is 
subject to no heavy expenses in''consequence “of 
his place there; but a chargé d'affaires is ina very 
different position. The records of the Depart 
ment are full of instances of necessary. expenses 
devolved on him which, in the humbler character 
of secretary, he would not have to méet; and it has 
always been usual with the Government to allow 
them. 

Mr. HALE. ‘This report does not state that 
he was appointed by the Government, and 1 do 
not think he was, but was presented by General 
Cass—a mere complimentary thing, undoubtedly. ” 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question 
is on the passage of the bill. 

_ The question being put, there were, on a divis- 
ion—ayes two. = eee $ 

Mr. MASON. Ethink it is manifest, from the 
condition of. the Senate, that we can only pass 
upon these claims intelligibly by the yeas and 
nays. I ask for the yeas and nays. ; 

he yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. ANTHONY. What is the amount of the 
bill? 

Mr, HALE. Itis not much. There is a 
ciplłe-in it, though. 

The question being taken by yeas and nays, 
resultcd—yeas 15, nays 20; as follows: ` 

YEAS—Messts. Anthony, Clingman, Crittenden, Fitch, 
Poster, Green, Iverson, Johnson of Arkansas, Johnson of 
‘Tennessee, Kennedy, Lathan, Mason, Pearce, Polk, and 
Wigtatl—15. 

NAYS—Messrs. Bingham, Cameron, Clark, Dixon, 
Doolittle, Durkee, Fessenden, Foot, Grimes, Hale, Har- 
tan, King, Lane, Rice, Saulsbury, Sumner, Ten Eyck, 
Trumbull, Wade, and Wilson-—20. 

So the bill was rejected. 


Mr. HALE. I move that the Senate adjourn. 
[4 Oh, no!) What is the use of sitting here, 
when we have to send the boys out for members 
whenever we have a vote? ' 

The motion was not agreed to. 


LAND CLAIMS IN WISCONSIN. 


The next bill on the Calendar was the bili (S. 
No. 472) for the relicfof certain claimants to farm 
lots at Prairie du Chien, in the State of Wiscon+ 
sin. The bill was read three times, and passed, 
on May 28, 1860; but a motion to reconsider was 
entered by Mr. DooLITTLE. 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. A question has arisen be- 
tween the State of Wisconsin and certain grantees, 
in relation to those lands, the State of Wisconsin 
claiming that they are overflowed lands and be- 
long to Wisconsin. Certain grantees under the 
State claim them, and certain other persons claim 
them under the grants given of their title deeds 
from the United States. The matter is in litiga- 
tion, as I am informed by persons residing at 
Prairie Du Chien; and my opinion is, that it is 
best that it should be decided by the courts.  ł 
ask that the bili be reconsidered. ; 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question 
is on reconsidering the vote by which the bili waa 
passed. 

The motion wasagreed to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, The question 
now recurs on the passage of the bili, . 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. Í move that the bill be 
laid on the table. i 

The motion was agreed to. ` 

JOHN. PEEBLES. 
The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 


I am aware of. I 


prin- 
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proceeded to consider the bill (S. No. 125) from 
the Court of Claims, for the relief of John Pee- 
“bles, Itdirects the Secretary of the Treasury to 
pay.to John Peebles twenty-five dollars, in full 
for his services as surveyor, performed under the 
direction of John Cuthbert, timber agent for the 
southern district of Alabama. : 
‘The: bill was reported’ to the. Senate without 
amendment, ordered. to be. engrossed for a third 
reading, read the third time, and passed. 


NAHUM WARD. 


The next bill on the Calendar was the bill (S. 
No. 137) from the Court of Claims, for the relief 
of Nahum Ward. 

The Secretary read the bill, which directs the 
Secretary of the Treasury to pay to Nahum 
‘Ward, of Marietta, Ohio, the sum of $67,668 27, 
being in full for the amount due on forty-three 
loan office certificates of the United States, dated 
December 23, 1777. 

Mr. POLK. My impression is that there was 
a report made against that claim. 

Mr. GRIMES. The Senator from Ohio, [Mr. 
Puen,] who is now absent, took some interest in 
the matter. 

Mr. POLK. Yes, sir; and I was going to sug- 
gest that it lie over. 

Mr. GRIMES. 1 think that would be proper. 

Mr. WADE. I will inquire whether this bill 
is not from the Court of Claims? 

Mr. POLK. Yes, sir. 1t involves the whole 
question of back pay. The Senator from Ohio, 
who is absent, submitted a motion in regard to 

“this bill when it was under consideration at the 
last session, and I suggest that it be postponed. 

Mr. WADE. I know he did, and I will con- 
sent to its postponement, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill, by 
general consent, will be passed over if there be no 
objection. The Chair hears no objection, and 
the bill will lie over. 

ERNEST FIEDLER. 


The next bill on the Calendar was the bill (S. 
No. 138) from the Court of Claims, for the relief 
of Ernest Fiedler. 

The Secretary read the bill, which directs the 
Secretary of the Treasury to pay to Ernest Fied- 
ler the sum of $392 90,in full for excess of duties 

aid by him on importations of ammonia made 
y him into the port of New York in the years 
1846, 1847, 1849, 1851, and 1852. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. There is a large number 
of these claims about which there has becn a great 
deal of dispute. They have been very earnestly 
objected to here; and I think we may as well pass 
over the whole of them. I move to pass them all 


over, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Will the Sen- 
ator indicate the number? 

Mr. FESSENDEN. Down to bill No. 204, 
for the relief of George Ashley, on the next page 
of the Calendar. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bills indi- 
cated by the Senator from Maine will be passed 
over, if there be no objection. ‘Ihe Chair hears 


none. 
GEORGE ASIILEY. 


The bill (S. No. 204) from the Court of Claims, 
for the relief of George Ashley, administrator de 
bonis non of Samuel Holgate, deceased, was read 
by its title. 

Mr. FOOT. Iaskthatthat case may lie over. 
My colleague takes some interest in it, and is at 
present absent. 

Mr. FESSENDEN, If there is no objection 
to it, the Senator had better let it be passed. 

Mr. GREEN. There is no objection. 

Mr. FOOT. If there be no objection, it can 
be passed. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, re- 
sumed the consideration of the bill, which directs 
the Secretary of the Treasury to pay to George 
Ashley, administrator de bonis non of Samuel 
Holgate, deceased, $996 01, being in full for cer- 
tain planks and boards and other property of 
his, seized by Commodore MeDonough on Lake 
Champlain, in 1814. 

Mr. KING. That bill has been opposed in the 
Senate; I do not remember by whom; but I know 
there was a discussion and controversy about it. 
ĮI think it had better lie over. 

Mr. FOOT. The bill can be passed over if 
there is any Opposition to it. 


“The PRESIDING OFFICER... The bill will 
lie overif there be no objection. The Chair hears 
none. 

JAMES CROOKS. 


The bill (S. No. 213) from the Court of Claims, 
for the relief of James Crooks, was read a second 
time, and considered as. in Committee of the 
Whole. It directs the Secretary of the Treasury 
to pay to James Crooks, surviving partner of the 
firm of James and William Crooks, in full for all 
claim he has against the United States, for the 
seizure and sale of the schooner Lord Nelson, on 
Lake Ontario, on the 5th of June, 1812, by Lieu- 
tenant Melancthon T. Woolsey, of the United 
States Navy, and her condemnation and sale, with 
her cargo, under a decree of the United States dis- 
trict court for the district of New York, the sum 
of $183 50. 

Mr. KING. Is there a report in that case? 

Mr. TRUMBULL. The bill is from the Court 
of Claims, and is only for $183. 

Mr. KING. Well, I should like to hear the 


report: 
he PRESIDING OFFICER. Isthe reading 
of the report called for? 

Mr. KING. Yes, sir. 

Mr. LANE. 1 was about to suggest that the 
bill lie over. 

Mr. KING. I have no objection to that. 

Mr. LANE. Then I move thatthe bill lie over 
for the present. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there be no 
objection, the bill will lie over. “The Chair hears 
none. 

REVOLUTIONARY CLAIMS OF GEORGIA. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
resumed the consideration of the bill (S. No. 231) 
to refund to the State of Georgia certain moneys 
paid by said State to Peter Trezvant, the legal 
representative of Robert Farquhar. It directs the 
Secretary of the Treasury to pay to the State 
of Georgia, or its lawfully authorized agent, the 
sum of $35,555 42, with interest upon the sum 
of $22,222 22, from the Ist of January, 1858, so 
far as the State of Georgia has paid or lost that 
interest, this payment being for moneys paid by 
Georgia to Peter Trezvant, on account of supplies 
parehased by the agents of Georgia of Robert 
Farquhar, for the troops of Georgia, in 1777, then 

uartered near Savannah, in a state of great des- 
titution, under the command of General James 
Jackson. 

Mr. KING. Is there a report accompanying 

the bill? 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. There is. Is 
the reading of the report called for? 
Mr. KING. Yes, sir. M 


Mr. GRIMES. Let the bill lie over. 

Mr. KING. Ihave no objection to that; but 
if the bill is to be considered, Í should like to hear 
the report. 

Mr. IVERSON. If the Senator will allow me, 
I can make a very brief explanation of the case, 
During the revolutionary war the continental 
troops, then besieging Savannah—Savannah then 
being in the posscssion of the British Govern- 
ment—were in a great state of destitution, and 
by an order of the Governor of Georgia, the com- 
missary or quartermaster general of that State 
was authorized to purchase supplies for those 
troops. Under that authority he entered into a 
contract with Robert Farquhar, who was a Scotch 
merchant, residing in the city of Charleston, and 
he purchased from Robert Farquhar a large num- 
ber of supplies, consisting of provisions and cloth- 
ing for the troops then stationed near Savannah, 
under the command of General James Jackson, af- 
terwards Governor ofthat State. After the war was 
ended, Farquhar presented his claim to the State 
of Georgia. A difficulty occurred, and he brought 
his action in the Federal courts against the State 
of Georgia. Pending that action in the Federal 
courts, the State of Georgia passed a joint reso- 
lution pledging itself to pay the judgment that 
might be recovered, if any should be recovered, 
in the action. The case finally went to the Su- 
preme Courtof the United States—as every lawyer 
will remember the case of Chisholm, executor of 
Farquhar, against the State of Georgia, and the 


| question as to the jurisdiction of the Supreme 


Court to bring a sovercign State before the Fed- 
eral tribunal—was there debated at great length, 


l| and decided by the Supreme Court in favor of 


the jurisdiction of the court, and judgment against 
the State of Georgia was affirmed. 

That case, as Senators will remember, gave rise 
to the eleventh amendment of the Constitution. 
After this judgment, however, the State of Geor- 
gia still declined to pay the debt. She, however, 
under a resolution, issued certificates to Robert 
Farquhar, or the executor of Farquhar, for the 
amount of this claim—what were called Govern- 
ment certificates—I think, in sums of £1,000 each. 
Some of them were taken. up; others remained 
unpaid until a very lat® period. Within the last 
ten years, the State of Georgia, by a bill, agreed 
to pay the balance of that claim, and paid to this 
man, Trezvant, (the subsequent executor of Far- 
quhar, Chisholm having died,)the whole amount 
of the claim. The evidence shown among the 
papers is, that the State has paid the claim, and 
at the time of payment it amounted to $35,000, or 
about that sum. The State of Georgia paid the 
claim in bonds running up to ten years. She has 
not entered a claim against the Federal Govern- 
ment until she paid the lastof the bonds. All the 
bonds have been extinguished, with interest; and 
now she comes upon the Federal Government, 
or did come upon the Federal Governmentat the 
last session, and asked that this amount be re- 
funded back to her. That is the simple state- 
ment of the case. 

Mr. KING. There isconsiderable disturbance 
and irregulatity in the State of Georgia, I under- 
stand, and there might be some difficulty in de- 
termining to whom this money should be paid. 
I think fis proposition had better lie over. I 
move that it be postponed. 

Mr. IVERSON. I have not a word to say on 
that subject. It is for the Senate to say whether 
they will acknowledge this debt, and pay it to the 
State of Georgia or not. 1 do not know that the 
circumstances under which the State of Georgia 
is now placed make any difference whatever as 
to the obligation of the Federal Government to 
pay; butif the Senator, and Senators on the other 
side, think that makes a difference, the State of 
Georgia docs not come here to beg for the money. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question 
ig on the motion to postpone the further consid- 
eration of the bill. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. 
adjourn. 

he. motion was agreed to; 
adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Fripar, January 25, 1861. 
The House met at twelve o’clock, m. Prayer 


by Eoy J. George BUTLER. 
he Journalof yesterday was read and approved, 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATION. 


The SPEAKER, by unanimous consent, laid 
before the House a communication from the act- 
ing Secretary of the Interior, presenting the ac- 
count of E. A. Deslonde, for clerk hire, under act 
of August 18, 1856; which was referred to the 
Committee of Ways and Means, and ordered to 
be printed. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a 
communication from the Secretary of the Navy, 
transmitting, in compliance with a resolution of 
the House of Representatives of the 3d January, 
1861, the report of the superintendent of ordnance 
at the Washington navy-yard, on rifled cannon 
and the armament of ships-of-war; which was 
referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs, and 
ordered to be printed. 


REPORT OF JOIN MULLAN. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House the - 
report of Lieutenant John Mullan, called for by 
the resolution of the House of Representatives of 
the 18th of December, 1860; which was laid on the 
table, and ordered to be printed. 


äi J. J. LINTS. 


Mr. BABBITT. 1 ask the unanimous con- 
sent of the House to discharge the Committee of 
the Whole from the farther consideration of the 
bill (S. No. 223) for the relief of J. J. Lints, and 
that the same be put on its passage. 

The bill, which was read, directs the Secretary 
of the Treasury, out of any money in the Treas- 
ury not otherwise appropriated. io pay to J. J. 

u 


Lints $1,236, being in for his services as cus- 


I move that the Senate 


and the Senate 


, 
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todian of the public property at Erie, Pennsy!- 


vania, from April 8, 1857, to December 16, 1858, 
inclusive. 

From the report, which was read, it appears 
that, in 1853, the memorialist was appointed local 
agent and engineer for the improvement of the 
harbor at Eric, Pennsylvania, at a compensation 
of $120 per month, by Colonel Abert, corps topo- 
graphical engineers, with the approval of the Sec- 
_ retary of War. When the appropriation for the 
work became so far exhausted as to render it 
necessary to suspend operations, Mr. Lints was 
continued in service as custodian of the public 
property pertaining to the harbor, at a reduced 
compensation of two dollars per day. He now 
claims $1,236 compensation for his services as 
custodian, from the 8th of April, 1857, to the 
16th December, 1858, inclusive, no partof which, 
he avers, has ever been paid him. The correct- 
ness of the account is admitted by the officer in 
charge of harbor improvements on the lakes, but 
an offset is made to the amount of $815 14, being 
the value of a certain amount of timber which dis- 
appeared or was lost, whilst in charge of Mr. 
Lints. The memorialist prays that this shall not 
be charged against him, inasmuch as the timber 
was carried away and lost by storms, in part, and 
in part was stolen, neither of which he was able 
to control. He received no pay after the 8th of 
April, 1857, because the appropriation for the im- 
Po of the harbor at Erie had been ex- 

austed previous to that date. 

Mr. BURNETT. I would inquire whether 


there is any communication from the Department |; 


in reference to this claim? 

The SPEAKER. Nothing has been presented 
to the House. 

Mr. BABBITT. I desire to state that this claim 


underwent the investigation of the committee of 


the Senate, and passed the Senate upon their re- 
port. The claim has also undergone an investi- 
ation of the Committee on Naval Affairs of the 
ouse. It passed both committees unanimously. 

Mr. BURNETT. I think, in all cases of this 
character, where a party has been acting under the 
authority of any one Department of this Govern- 
ment, there ought always to be furnished from 
that Department a letter showing the character of 
the service, and the reason why the Department 
could not audit and pay the account. 

Mr. BABBITT. All these documents were 
before the committee. 

Mr. BURNETT. I must object to the request 
of the gentleman; and I call for the regular order 
of business. 

The SPEAKER. The first business in order 
is the call of committces for the report of bills of 
a private character. 

‘The SPEAKER then proceeded to call the com- 
mittees, commencing where the call last left off. 


THEODORE ADAMS. 


Mr. WALTON, from the Committee of Claims, 
reported back Court of Claims bill No. 102, for 
the relief of Theodore Adams; which, upon his 
request, was ordered to be printed, and recom- 
mitted to the Committee of Claims. 


JONAS P. LEVY. 

Mr. WALTON. Iam directed by the Com- 
mittee of Claims to report a joint resolution for 
the relief of Jonas P. Levy, s 
to putthe same upon its passage. I will state that, 
in 1854, the claim was referred to the accounting 
officers of the Treasury for settlement, and was 
allowed by the First Auditor, but disallowed by 
the First Comptroller. It has since been before 
the Court of Claims, and rejected for want of evi- 
dence. The petitioner alleges that thereisevidence 
in the Department to sustain the claim, and the 
Court of Claims have intimated that the defect in 
one item of the claim was proof that he was ille- 
gally expelled by any law orauthority of Mex- 
co. The committee think the claimant should 
have the privilege of presenting proof. 

Mr. BRANCH. There has been heretofore, I 
believe—probably during the last session of Con- 
gress—a claim from this party, and, I imagine, 
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and to ask permission | 


this same claim, which was referred to the Com- 


mittee on Foreign Affairs, and received no favor | 


before that committee. I do not know how this 
bill comes now. to be reported from the Commit- 
tee of Claims. I presume that it must have’ been 
reported back from the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs, and referred to the Committee of Claims. 

The claim is a very large one, indeed; and has 
some features about it that render it eminently 
proper that it should be carefully considered be- 
fore it is passed upon by the House. If I am not 
mistaken, it involves as much as $100,000, and 
probably more; and, under these circumstances, 
T move that the bill be referred toa Committee of 
the Whole House. 

Mr. WALTON. I wish to say that, had the 
Committee of Claims undertaken to report upon 
the merits of the claim on the evidence now in the 
case, we should have concurred with the Commit- 
tee on Foreign Affairs; but we simply propose to 
give him an opportunity of producing additional 
evidence, which he says is in the Departments, 
and which heean produce. That is all we propose. 
We do not allow the claim. 

Mr. BRANCH. I understand the gentleman 
from Vermont to state that this claim was before 
the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

Mr. HUTCHINS. It was. 

Mr. BRANCH. I have no hesitation, then, in 
saying that the bill ought to go to a Committee 
of the Whole House on the Private Calendar. I 
believe that one of the grounds upon which the 
Committee on Forcign Affairs rejected the claim 
was, that it had been time and again rejected: by 
committees of this House; and no further state- 
ment, I think, would be necessary to convince the 
House that it would be improper to put the bill 
on its passage without consideration in a Com- 
mittee of the Whole House. 

Mr. PHELPS. The resolution under consid- 
eration contains an appropriation, and must ne- 
cessarily go to a Committee of the Whole House. 
I object to its consideration now. 

Mr. WALTON. The gentleman is mistaken. 
The appropriation was made in 1854. The res- 
olution provides for a reéxamination. 

Mr. PHELPS. Let the joint resolution be 
read. If I understand it, it directs the accounts 
to be settled and paid at the Treasury, according 
to the provisions of a certain act of Congress 
therein named. 

Mr, WALTON. Let the resolution be read. 

The Clerk read the jointresolution. Ft requires 
the accounting officers of the Treasury to exam- 
ine, adjust, and settle the claim of Jonas P. Levy, 
for indemnity against the Government of Mex- 
ico; which claim was presented to the late board 
of commissioners on claims against Mexico; and 
that the amount, if any, which said accounting 
officers shall find to bedue tosaid Jonas P, Levy, 
shall be paid to him as per act of Congress of 
August 3, 1854. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Thatisthesame claim which 
Mr. Whittlesey pronounced a fraud, after full ex- 
amination. : 

Mr.PHELPS. I express no opinion in refer- 
ence to the claim. 5 

The SPEAKER. There is no question that 
the joint resolution contains an appropriation, 
and the resolution must go to a Committee of the 
Whole House, and will be printed with the report. 

Mr. BRANCH. Is the report ordered to be 
printed? 

The SPEAKER. Yes, sir. oS 

Mr. BRANCH. I wouldobject to its printing 
if it ig not too late. I donot think that Congress 
ought to put the Government to any further ex- 

ense in examining this claim. 

The SPEAKER. The objection comes too late. 

JOSEPH P. MOORE. 

Mr. MAYNARD, from the Committce of 
Claims, reported a bill for the relief of Joseph P: 
Moore; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to a Committce of the Whole House, 
and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 
printed. 


: THOMAS ALLEN. |” 

Mr. MAYNARD. I ask the unanimous con- : 
sent of the House that the Committee ofthe Whole 
House on the Private Calendar be discharged-fram > 
the further consideration of Senate bill No. 209, 
for the relief of Thomas Allen. Itisa claim which 
originated in the Court of Claims. Itwas there ex- 
amined, and passed that court, and a bill was pre- 
pared which has passed the Senate.’ It was unan- 
imously reported by the Gommiitee of Claims of 
this House at the last session of Congress; and 
if the House desires information in regard to the , 
claim; I beg that the opinion of the Court. of 
Claims may be read. ae . 

The Clerk read the bill., It directs the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury to pay, out of any money. 
not otherwise appropriated, to. Thomas Allen, 
$27,730 03, in full for printing twenty thousand 
copies of the Compendium of the Sixth Census 
of the United States, and furnishing materials for 
the same. : _ 

Mr. BURNETT. I desire toknow if that bill 
is in accordance with the opinion of the Court of 
Claims? ae 

Mr. MAYNARD. Yes; the bill was reported. 
by the Court of Claims. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I think this bill ought to 
be considered. This is a large sum of money to 
be appropriated without any information. 

Me AYNARD. I think so, too; and it has 
been most carefully and attentively considered. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I think the bill had better 
be taken up in its order. Before voting $27,000 
for an old claim, fifteen or twenty years old, I 
should Jke to read the report. ‘i : 

Mr. MAYNARD. Itis that old because it has 
been under consideration. to 

The SPEAKER. Is objection made to the 
request of the gentleman from Tennessee? © 

r. SHERMAN. Yes, sir; 1 object. 


PURCHASERS OF SCHOOL LANDS IN KANSAS. 


Mr. NOELL. I ask the unanimous consent 
of the House that the Committee of the Whole 
House be discharged from the further considera- 
tion of Senate bill No. 107, to confirm the title of 
certain purchasers of schoo! lands in Kansas Ter- 
ritory. The bill has passed the Senate, and has 
been’ unanimously reported by the Committee on 
Private Land Claims of this House. It ought to 


pass. 
Mr. BRANCH. 1 call for the regular order of 
business. 
BRIGADIER GENERAL TOTTEN. 


Mr. TAPPAN, from the Committee of Claims, 
reported a bill for the relief of Brigadier General 
Joseph G. Totten; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to a Committee of the Whole 
House, and, with the accompanying report, or- 
dered to be printed. k 


FRAUDS ON TRADE MARKS. 


Mr. MOORHEAD. lask the unanimous con- 
sent of the House thatthe Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union be discharged from the 
further consideration of House bill No. 330, and 
that it be put upon its passage. It is a bill to 
punish frauds on trade marks. 

Mr. PHELPS. That is not a private bill. It 
is a public one. £ 

Mr. BRANCH. I would ask the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania if he has been instructed by 
the Committee on Commerce to make that mo- 
tion? ` 

Mr. MOORHEAD. No, sir. i 

Mr. BRANCH. Thenitis notin order on the 
call of committees for reports, and I object to it. 


ADVERSE REPORTS. 


‘Mr. NIXON, from the Committee on Com- 
merce, made adverse reports on the memorials of 
J. H. Bits and Hiram L. Meeker; which were 
laid upon the table, and ordered to be printed. 


HARRIS AND BUTTERWORTH. 


Mr. CRAIG, of Missouri, from the Committes 
of the Post Office and Post Roads, reported back, 


i 
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with’ a recommendation that it do pass, Senate 
bill (No. 23) for the relief of Arnold Harris and 
Samuel F. Butterworth; and asked that it be put 
upon its passage. - ; . 

The bill was read. It provides that Arnold 
Harrisand Samuel F. Butterworth, sureties of 
Wiliam E. Kendall, late deputy postmaster at 
New Orleans, shall be released from all claims 
the United States have against them, or either of 
them, as such sureties; and it directs the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury to causeany judgment which 
may have been rendered against said parties, or 
either of them, as sureties of said Kendall, to be 
canceled and satisfied of record as to such sure- 
ties, or cither of them. 

Mr, PALMER. I object to the consideration 
of that bill. I understand that the Judiciary Com- 
mittee had it under consideration at the last ses- 

- sion, and reported against it. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New 
York will understand that this is the regular order 
of business, and a single objection cannot defeat 
its consideration. It makes no appropriation. 

Mr. CRAIG, of Missouri. I desire to explain 
the bill in one word to the House. 

Mr. PALMER. 1 understand the bill does 
make an appropriation, and I ask that it shall be 
read. [ask further that the report made last ses- 
sion by the Judiciary Committee unanimously 
against the bill be also read. 

Mr. CRAIG, of Missouri. If I am entitled to 
the floor, I think I can satisfy the gentleman from 
New York that the bill should be passed. 

The SPEAKER. Let the bill be read, so that 
the House may understand it. 

The bill was read. It releases Harris and 
Butterworth, sureties of Kendall, from all claims 
which the United States may have against them, 
or either of them, as such sureties, and directs the 
Secretary of the ‘Treasury to cause any judgment 
rendered against Harris and Butterworth, or either 
of them, as sureties of said Kendall, to be can- 
celed and satisfied of record. 

Mr. CRAIG, of Missouri. If the gentleman 
from New York will now allow me to speak for 
a moment, I will then yield the floor to him. 
This bill was passed unanimously, or nearly so, 
by the Senate last session. It was reported unani- 
mously from the Post Office Committee at this 

. session. [understand that it was before the Judi- 
ciary Committee at the last session, and that that 
committee reported that there was no law in ex- 
istence for releasing this judgment. ‘They there- 
fore, as the gentleman states, reported adversely. 
The fact are these, Mr. Speaker: these parties 
became the sureties of the postmaster at New Or- 
leans. That postmaster was charged with embez- 
zlement, was indicted, and removed from office. 
After he had been removed, these parties called 
at the Post Office Department, and demanded to 
know the amount of their liability. 

Mr. HICKMAN. 1 should like to make an 
inquiry of the Chair. I desire simply to know 
how it happens that, after this bill was properly 
referred to the Judiciary Committee at the last 
session, and returned with an adverse report, it 
has been referred this session to the Committee 
on the Post Office and Post Roads? I wish to 
know whether that is a regular way of reaching 
business of this kind? 

Mr. CRAIG, of Missouri. I will state to the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania that it was referred, 

~ on motion, by order of the House, to the Post 
Office Committee. These parties were informed 
at the Post Office Department that the defaulting 
postmaster at New Orleans had made them liable 
for, I believe, $11,000. They paid it in cash. 
Afterwards, and after the defaulting postmaster 
had absconded from the country, and taken up his 
abode in Mexico, it was discovered at the Post 
Office Department that there was a further lia- 
bility of about six thousand dollars. For that 
further liability these parties have been sued, and 
judgment recovered againstthem. This bill is to 
release the sureties from this judgment. 

When I attempted to call up this bill the other 
day, the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. Tuomas] 
objected to it; and I believe I am anthorized by 
that gentleman to say that he has since investi- 
gated this matter, and that he not only withdraws | 
objection, but believes the bill ought to pass, and 

ass at once. i 

Mr. PALMER. Fam not disposed to discuss į 


the merits of the bill now; and if the gentleman 


who reports thebill will consent to have the report 
which was made unanimously by the Judiciarye; 
Committee at the last session read, I will leave 
the matter to the determination of the House. 
Otherwise, I shall feel compelled to move that the 
bill be rereferred to the Judiciary Committee. 
Mr. CRAIG, of Missouri. I will not object to 
the reading.of the report ; 
Mr. COX. Let the report that was made in 
favor of it in the Senate be also read, and then 
both sides of the case will have been presented. 
Mr. PALMER. I have no objection to that. 
Mr. THOMAS. I desire to make one remark. 
The gentleman from Missouri [Mr. Crate] is 
entirely correct in what he says about my opin- 
ion. T objected to this bill the other day, not be- 
cause I was opposed to it, for I really did not 
know anything about the case. Being determined, 
however, to inform myself about it, | read not 
only the reports, but the evidence, and I came to 
the conclusion that the bill ought to pass. I shall 
therefore vote in favor of it. 
The report of the Senate Committee on the Post 
Office and Post Roads of last session was read, as 
follows: 


The Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads, to 
whom was referred the memorial of Arnold Harris and 
Samuel F. Butterworth, respectfully report: 

That the committce refer to the report (No. 15], first 
session, Thirty- Fifth Congress) upon the same memorial, 
and recommend the passage of the same bill for the relief 
of the memorialists which was passed by the Senate dur- 
ing its last session. They accordingly report a bill. 


IN THE SENATE OF THE Unirep States, April 5, 1858. 

Ihe Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads, to 
whom was referred the memorial of Arnold Harris and 
Samuel F. Butterworth, respectfully report: 

That the petitioners ask relief feom a penalty they have 
incurred as sureties of William G. Kendall, late a deputy 
postmaster at New Orleans. ‘I'ie memorial is as follows: 


To the Senate and House of Representatives of the United 
. States in Congress assembled : 

‘rhe memorial of Arnold Harris and Samuel F. Butter- 
worth respectfully showeth : 

That on the lth of April, A. D, 1853, they signed the offi- 
cial bond of William G. Kendall, late postmaster of New 
Orleans, as his sureties in the penal sum of $60,000. On 
the 7th May, 1835, Kendall was dismissed from the office 
of postmaster at New Orleans; was arrested, charged with 
having robbed the mails ; was indicted, tried, and acquitted. 
After his arrest, aud before his trial, his account was stated 
by the Post Office Department, showing a balance against 
him, as postinaster at New Orleans, of $10,839 19. ‘This 
account was presented to Kendall; he failed to pay any 
partofit. Early in January, 1856, your memorialists were 
called upon by the Post Office Department to pay up the 
sum of $10,839 19, as sureties for Kendall. On the 7th Jan- 
uary, 1856, your memorialist, S. F. Butterworth, deposited 
with the United States assistant treasurer at New York the 
sum of $5,000 to the credit of thisaccount; on the 19th of 
Januaty,, 1856, he deposited, in like manner, the further 
sum of $1,950 ; and on the 21st January, 1856, your mema- 
rialist, Arnold Harris, deposited with the Auditor of the 
Post Office Department at Washington the sum of $3,889 19, 
being the balanee claimed by said account to be due from 
Kendall, as postmaster at New Orleans, to the United a 
States. Soon after this, Kendall was tried by a jury at 
New Orleans, and acquitted. He immediately left the 
United States and went to Mexico, where he now resides. 
After he had thus left the United States, on the 18th day 
of September, 1856, your memorialist, Samuel F. Butter- 
worth, received a letter from the Auditor of the Post Office 
Department, (see copy annexed,) informing him that in 
making out the account against Kendall an error had been 
made, and that there was still due the Department, from 

Kendall, the sum of $5,365 47. 

When the account was first stated by the Department, 
showing a balance against Kendall of $10,839 19, he (Ken- 
dall) insisted that there was no such amount due trom him, 
and that the claim was made merely to present him asa . 
defaulter, and thus prejudice his case before the jury. Your 
memorialists, not doubting his statements, and certain of 
his innocence, paid the claim without investigation as soon 
as it was presented to them, and they did this to insure 
Kendall a fair trial, and because they knew that all of his 
available means were required by him to prepare for his 
defense ; but your memoriajists distinctly state that if the 
Department had at first claimed a balance of $16,204 66 as 
due from Kendall, they certainly would not have paid that 
large sum without investigation and legal resistance, unless 
first indemnified by Kendall or his relatives. 

By direction of the Government, suit was instituted 
against Kendall (whose last known place of residence was 
in Missouri) and your memorialists, in the United States 
circuit court of Missouri, to recover this Jast claimed bal- 
ance of $5,365 47; process was served atthe late residence 
of Kendall; your memorialists appeared by attorney, and 
suficred judgment to be obtained against them by default. | 

‘Ihe only explanation, or rather excuse, given by the 
Post Office Department for the “ grave error” in rendering | 
the first account against Kenaall for a sum of $5,365 47 less |! 
than was really due the Government, was the fact that the |! 
elerk who made out the account was intemperate? i 

Your meimorialists ask the Congress of the United States 
to release them from the payment of the judgment rendered | 
against them as above stated, and they assign as a sufficient 
reason for such request the fact that, by the action of an 
intemperate clerk in the Post Office Department—since 


dismissed—they have been deprived of all remedy against | 
Kendall, who had departed from the country before the last 


ii 


claim of $5,365 47 was made known to either of your me- , 


| morialists. 


A farther fact your memorialists present: Kendall, 
charged with a high crime, was vigorously prosecuted 5 
extraordinary means were used to procure his conviction p 
the United States district attorney at New Orleans was not 
deemcd equal to the occasion ; other distinguished counsel 


| was employed, who boasted that he was to receive a fee of 


$5,000 from the Government in the event of Kendall’s con- 
viction. ‘To meet this unjust persecution and monstrous 
procecding on the part-of the United States, Kendall was 
compelled to expend large sums of money to retain the ser- 
vices of Senator Bens amin and other eminent lawyers; to 
procure the atteudance of important witnesses y and to 
conduct his defense to a successfal issue, more than his 
life—his honor and his liberty were involved in the con~ 
test; not a particle of proof of guilt was produced ; he was: 
acquitted. * 

The moneys thus expended by Kendall, but for the action 
of the Government, would have constituted a means of 
paying any real balanees due from him as postmaster. By 
the oppressive action of the Government he was deprived. 
of these means. Under these circumstances, your memo- 
rialists submit that his sureties ought not to be called on to: 
make good the moneys thus expended. 

The above facts considered, your memoriatists ask such 
relief as the Congress of the United States may deem just. 


and proper. 
S. F. BUTTERWORTH, 
ARNOLD HARRIS.» 
Subsequently aletter from one of the petitioners, in reply 
to an inguiry from the committee, was submitted, which is 


as follows: 
New York, March 20, 1858. 

Dear Sir: A memorial from Arnold Harris and myself, 
as sureties of William G. Kendall, fate postmaster at New 
Orleans, has been referred to the Committee on the Post 
Office and Post Roads, of which you are chairman., We 
omitted to state in that memorial anything in rejJation to the 
capacity of Mr. Kendall, at the time of his aequital, to pay 
or secure the amount claimed as due the Post Office De- 
partment from him. It may be said that unless we can 
show that Mr. Kendall could have been forced to pay, we 
lost nothing by his departure from the country. The fact 
is, that Mr. Kendal} possessed a valuable property at Biloxi, 
Mississippi, (represented to be worth over twelve thousand 
dollars) which property he settled upon his wife before he 
left the country, and proceedings are now pending in the 
United States circuit court, in behalf of the United States, 
to set aside this settlement, and to subject ‘this property to 
the satisfaction of the judgment rendered against Kendall. 
Had we known of the existence of this large claim against 
us, as sureties of Kendall, before his departure from the 
country, we certainly could, by the application of the sub- 
Treasury l'w, have compelled Mr. Kendall to apply this 
property to the payment of this claim, instead of settling it 
on his wife. There can be no doubt of this, Mr. Kendall 
would have exhausted his own property not only, but also 
that of his relatives, rather than have sutfered the penalties 
of the law as a defaulter. 

Lam, with great respect, your obedient servant, 

SAMUEL F. BUTTERWORTH. 

The facts alleged by the memorialists are sustained upon 
inquiry. 

The parties appeal to the equity of the Government to 
protect them from a Joss caused by the laches of one of its 
officers. 

When these parties became sureties they reasonably 
looked with reliance upon the guards which the laws ere- 
ated against default of its officials for their protection. 
They had a right to expect correct and accurate accounts 
to be kept by the Government, quarterly settlements, and 
such prompt resort to the vigorous and sufficient means of 
enforcing payment of balances as the sub-Treasury law pro- 
vided. They had aright also to expect early and accurate 
notice of any default, that they might employ the usual 
means of securing themselves from damages. 

it appears that through the fauit of the Government, no 
matter from what cause, they were deceived as to the 
amount due to the Government by Mr. Kendall, and were 
not apprised of a different state of the account, and of a 
further balance claimed, until the principal had disposed of 
his property, and left the jurisdiction of the United States. 
If the Government had used the proper care and diligence, 
his departure would have been prevented, and in all reason- 
able probability the amount recovered. The Government 
was the custodian of the accounts. Italone could know the 
true state of indebtedness; the sureties could only know 
through the Government. When, upon being informed by 
the Government of the balance owing, they generously came 
forward and paid the amount from their own private means, 
they had a right to regard their obligation as diseharged, 
and to discharge their minds from any further vigilance in 
the transactions of Mr. Kendall. Thus, by the default of 
the Government, they have suffered a damage, and although 
the case is not one which would secure them immunity in 
a court of law, yet it presents a fair case for tlie clemency 
and consideration of the Government. 

The committee think that the Government may properly 
relax its strict legal claim, and in consideration of the large 
amount already voluntarily paid by these sureties, and the 
injury caused to them by the laches of its own officers, re- 
Tease them from further liability. They accordingly report a 
bill for the relief of the petitioners. 


Mr. PALMER. The report just read is one 
that was made by the Post Office Committee of the 
Senate. I now ask for the reading of the report 
of the Judiciary Committee of this House, made 
at a subsequent date. I hope the House will give 
its attention to the reading of the report. After 
that, I shall feel it my duty to call for the yeas 
and nays on the passage of the bill, 

Mr. HICKMAN. Idesire to make an inquiry 
ofthe Chair. Does this matter now come up prop- 
erly before the House? Is the report presented 
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at this time by the Post Office Committee, or was 
it made some time since? 

The SPEAKER. The report is made on the 
regular call to-day. 

Mr. HICKMAN. I understood this matter to 
have been called up some days since. 

The SPEAKER. It was objected to then and 
returned. It is regularly before the House. 

The adverse report of the Judiciary Committee 
of last session was read. 

Mr. COLFAX. I wish simply to vindicate the 
Post Office Committee for the report which it has 
made on this subject. I desire to state in advance 
that it was referred to the Post Office Committee 
without my knowledge. I'knew nothing of the 
bill being before the committee until it was handed 
to us by our clerk. I desire also to state that I 
understand that both these claimants differ from 
me in politics very widely indeed. But I have 
never been governed in my public course by per- 
sonal or political considerations, nor do I intend 
to be. I therefore approached the consideration 
of the bill as a matter of equity, understanding 
that the Judiciary Committee reported that, as a 
matter of law, these parties were liable. There 
is no question, I believe, that, as a matter of law, 
they are liable; but, as a matter of equity, the 
Post Office Committee recommend the passage of 
ofthis bill, Andwhy? The Post Office Depart- 
ment instituted two suits against the postmaster 
at New Orleans, for whom these partics were se- 
curities, one for robbing the mails, the other for 
alleged defalcation. The sureties came at once 
and paid every cent which the Post Office Depart- 
ment demanded. The postmaster was tried for 
the crime charged upon him, and was acquitted. 

All that the Post Office Department demanded 
from the sureties was $10,538, and that sum the 
sureties paid. The principal afterwards went to 
Mexico, where he now resides—at Tehuantepec, 
I believe. There was a little account for $2 38 
for stamps, in regard to which there was some 
little difficulty; but that was all. Subsequently, 
however, the Post Office Department stated that 
the clerk who made up these accounts was intem- 
perate, and had madea mistake; and after the post- 
master had left the country, the sureties were in- 
formed that there was a further sum of five or six 
thousand dollars due. Suit was entered against 
them for the recovery of that sum: and on that 
suit the judgment was rendered which it is now 
proposed by this bill to cancel. 

_” Now, I say that if the Government does not 
employ competent officers, it ought not to make 
innocent parties suffer for their incompetency. I 
ask whether it is just for the Government, after 
these sureties had paid in gold all that we de- 
manded of them, and after the principal has gone 
off, to come forward a year or two afterwards, 
and ask them to pay an additional sum? It strikes 
me that it is not; and therefore I concurred in the 
report of the Post Office Committee, although I 
do not doubt that as a legal proposition these par- 
ties are, of course, liable to the Government. 

Mr.PALMER. The gentleman from Indiana 
says something about personal and political con- 
siderations, as though he supposed such consid- 
erations influenced me in my course in regard to 
this bill. 

Mr. COLFAX. Not atall. 

Mr. PALMER. I know nothing of the per- 
sonnel or the politics of the claimants in this bill, 
nor do I want to know anything about them. To 
me, it is enough to know that, in my judgment, 
this claim is unjust and illegal. The Judiciary 
Committee, the proper tribunal before which the 
claim should properly come, have reported that 
it is unjust and illegal. 

Mr. Speaker, there are hundreds and thousands 
of claims coming before the House which arc, be- 
yond all question, meritorious in their character, 
against which no man can raiseany objection what- 
ever; yet they cannot obtain the ear of the House 
at all; while we find this bill, surreptitiously smug- 
gled from the proper committee to which it had 
been referred, and passed to another committee, 
and brought up here in advance of the hundreds 
and thousands of just and legal claims now pend- 
ing on your Calendar, but which cannot be passed 
because the House has not time for their consid- 
eration. Sir, 1 call the yeas and nays upon the 
passage of the bill. If it is to pass, I want my 
vote recorded against it; and if other gentlemen 
are in favor of passing such a bill as this, and 


| disposed of adversely to their prayer. 


especially in advance of just and legal claims, let 

them come up and place themselves on record, 
Mr. CRAIG, of Missouri. I desire to ask the 

gentleman from New York whether he intends the 


language ‘‘surreptitiously smuggled” as applying 


to any member of the Post Office Committee? 

Mr. PALMER. Oh, no; I did not intend to 
apply it to anybody in particular. I used it be- 
cause I cannot find that anybody knows how it 
came before the Post Office Committee. 

Mr. CRAIG, of Missouri. It came regularly 
before the committee. 

Mr. PALMER. The chairman of the com- 
mittee just stated he did not know how it came 
there. 

Mr. JOHN COCHRANE. If the gentleman 
from New York will suspend a moment, F think 
a single explanation will show how this bill has 
reached its present stage of progress. As I un- 
derstood it, the bill originally came from the Sen- 
ate through the action of the Post Office Com- 
mittee in the Senate. It was placed upon your 
table here; and upon the House going to the busi- 
ness on the Speaker’s table, it was taken from the 
Speaker’s table and referred, as I supposed, to 
the Post Office Committee. That, however, did 
not prove to be the fact. It was, in fact, referred 
to the Judiciary Committee. The Judiciary Com- 
mittee acted upon the bill, and reported adversely. 
That report was laid upon the table. 

At a subsequent period of time, one of the gen- 
tleman interested in the claim, and whom I be- 
lieved to beentirely reliable, stated to me that there 
was newly discovered evidence which would give 
a new aspect to the claim, and asked me to have 
the adverse report taken from the table and re- 
ferred to the Post Office Committee. I consented 
to do so; and in open House I made the motion, 
which was acceded to by the House; and the 
bill was taken from the table and referred to the 
Post Office Committee, upon the allegation that 
newly-discovered testimony would be produced. 
Whether there has been any new testimony pro- 
duced before the Post Office Committee or not, I 
am not aware. I simply state, in addition, that 
I have not conferred with any member of the Post 
Office Committee upon the subject. 

Mr. MORRIS, of Illinois. 1 had almost made 
up my mind to oppose, at this stage of our pro- 
ceedings, any bill for private relief; but, looking 
to the one now under consideration, I merely wish 
to state that it seems to me eminently just, and 
it will receive, my sanction and cordial support. 

Mr. HICKMAN. Without undertaking to en- 
ter into the merits of this bill, itis suficient for 
me to say that l object to this kind of practice in 
the House. This bill was disposed of by the Ju- 
diciary Committee, so far as that committee could 
dispose of it. And if the gentleman from New 

ork, or any other gentleman, was dissatisfied 
with the action of that committec in the case, the 
proper course, inmy judgment, would have been 
to have brought the matter before the House for 
the final action which they invoked. Itis not 
necessary for me to designate the steps taken in 
transferring the jurisdiction of the case to another 
committee in this House as surreptitious; it is 
enough to say they were new, unusual, and unfair. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, there is no bill of a private 
nature, which has come before the Judiciary for 
their consideration, which has received more de- 
liberation or careful investigation than this very 
bill. It has been considered, according to my 
recollection, at least three or four times upon the 
application of the gentlemen themselves who are 
interested in this bill, and in every instance it was 
The bill 
has been taken from the Speaker’s table, as I am 
now told, under the pretext—or, if that be too harsh 
a word, under the allegation—that new evidence 
has been discovered which will go to the relief of 
the petitioners. What the nature of that newly- 
discovered evidence may be, the gentleman from 
New York [Mr. Cocurane] has not condescended 
to inform us. Nay, I think he has admitted, this 
morning, that he knows of no such evidence. 

Mr. JOHN COCHRANE. If the gentleman 
will permit me, I will say that I did not state the 
nature of the newly-discovered evidence, for the 
reason that I was not then, and am not now, 


aware of its nature. I stated, most distinctly, that | 


I received it upon the credibility of the gentleman 
who informed me. 
Mr. HICKMAN. Then, Mr. Speaker, no new 


evidence has been discovered, and the case stands 


at this moment precisely as itstood: when. it was . 


considered these different times: by the Judiciary 


Committec, and received the judgment of. that. 


committee. Ido not speak of my own opinion, 
but-in. the judgment of that commitice-—and I 
might say, perhaps, in the-view of each individ- 
ual member of the committee—it was a case en> 
tirely devoid of all merit, without legal defense and 
standing, devoid of equity. Tsay-this case, hay- 
ing been over and over again before the Commit- 
tee on the Judiciary, is brought up in violation 
of all the proper precedents of this House, and 
put before another committee, because the per- 
sons favorable to the bill knew beforehand what 
the action of that committee would be upon the 
claim. I do not state this recklessly, because our 
committee were implored, time and again, when 
these different actions were had upon the claim, 
to report it back to the House, and have it re- 
ferred to the Committee.on the Post Office and 
Post Roads, because they would report.favorably 
upon the bill, Di 
Now, sir, if that is to be the standard: of legis- 
lation in this House upon private bills, all. thatis 
necessary to do is to find some committee which 
will report favorably upon them, and then pass 


them through the House. Sir, I enter my decided . 


protest against this manner of doing business. 

The SPEAKER, The morning hour has ex- 
pired, and the special order being the report of the 
committee of thirty-three 

Mr. CRAIG, of Missouri. Task the House 
to indulge me in reply to the gentleman who was 
last upon the floor. He has aspersed the com- 
mittee of which I am a member. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will have an 
opportunity in the morning. 

Mr. SPINNER, Is not this private bill day? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair supposes the 
special order will override the general order of the 
day, which is the consideration of private bills. 
The special order was made by a two-thirds vote, 
and does not except private bill days. 

Mr. CRAIG, of Missouri. I must again ask 
the indulgence of the House for two or three min- 
utes, to reply to the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania, who has made a charge against my com- 
mittee. 

Mr. STEVENS, of Pennsylvania. 

REUBEN ROWLYY. 

Mr.COX, by unanimous consent, reported back 
the claim of Reuben Rowley, and moved that it 
be referred to the Committee on Revolutionary 
Pensions. 

It was so ordered. 


SOLDIERS AT FORT SUMTER. 


Mr. CURTIS. I ask the unanimous consent 
of the House to report, from the Committee on 
Military Affairs, a bill for the relief of the soldiers 
at Fort Sumter,and that it be printed and recom- 
mitted to the committee., 

Mr. STEVENS, of Pennsylvania. I hope that 
the regular order of business will be observed. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair hasalready stated 
that the regular order of business is the special 
order, being the report of the select committee 
of thirty-three. ‘That is the question now before 
the House; and the gentleman from Tennessee 
(Mr. Nexson] is entited to the floor. 

Mr. NELSON. I have consented to yield the 
floor for five minutes to the gentleman from Mis- 
souri, [Mr. Crare;] but F will not yield to any 
other person. 

Mr. STEVENS, of Pennsylvania. I object to 
the gentleman’s yielding to anybody. 

Mr. CRAIG, of Missouri. Gentlemen on the 
other side are willing, then, to let slander go out 
against one of the standing committees of the 
House unrebuked—without an opportunity af- 
forded for even a brief defense of the committee. 
I want the cure to go out with the poison. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman cannot pro- 
ceed, objection being made. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

A message was received from the Senate, by 
one of its clerks, Mr. Parron, informing. the 
House that that body had passed an act (H. R. 
No. 507) authorizing the Secretary of the Interior 
to issue a land warrant to Daniel Davis; and an 
act (H. R. No. 724) for tlie relief of Sampson 
Stanfill, without amendment; and 


I object. 


ea 
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> An act (H. R. No. 132) to remove the United 
States arsenal from the city of St. Louis, and to 
rovide for the sale of the lands on which the same 
is located; and a joint resolution (H.-R. No. 43) 
giving the assent of Congressto certainacts passed, 
or to be passed, by the Legislatures of the States 
of Arkansas, Louisiana, and ‘Texas, orany two 
of them, in relation to the raft of Red river, and 
for other purposes; severally, with amendments, 
in which he was directed to ask the concurrence 
of the House. i 
Also, informing the House that the President 
had notified that body that he had approved and 
signed bills of the following titles: 
An act (S. No. 376) for the relief of Major Ben- 
jamin Alvord, paymaster United States Army; 
‘and an act (S. No. 398) for the relief of Samuel 


R. Franklin. 
ee THE CRISIS. 


`The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ten- 
nessee [Mr. Nerson] is entitled to the floor on 
the special order; and he will now proceed with 
his remarks. ` 

-Mr. NELSON addressed the House foran hour. 
[His speech will be published in the Appendix.] 

Mr. LEAKE obtained the floor. 

Mr. GROW. I think the gentleman’s time has 
not expired. He has been interrupted. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 'The Chair has 
allowed the gentleman five minutes’ ¢xtension of 
time. 

Mr. GROW. 
more than that. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
does not claim any more time. 

Mr. CURTIS. The gentleman will claim it, 
if it is accorded to him. J ask that he may have 
ten minutes more. 

Mr. VALLANDIGHAM. I think the inter- 
age extended over more than ten minutes. 
© The SPEAKER pro tempore. ‘The gentleman 
will proceed, if there be no objection. 

Mr. NIELSON. 1 had intended to address the 
House some little time longer; but L will not press 
my remarks upon the House at this time. And 
while I thank those gentlemen who have been 
willing to accord me the privilege of proceeding, 
Twill forego making those remarks 1 so much 
desired to make in regard to the preservation of 
the Union of the States 

Mr. LEAKE. We have fallen upon evil times. 
But yesterday, as it were, and there was not a 
solitary gentleman, a member of this House, 
not a citizen of the then United States of Amer- 
ica, who could not have boasted that, in the face 
of the world, he belonged toa country whose flag 
was an ample guarantee of all his rights; and 
that, in all sections of the world, that flag carried 
with it a passport to respect in the eyes of all for- 
eignoflicials. But yesterday, and our country was 
floating in the full tide of successful experiment. 
In all branches of its industry, it was unusually 
prosperous and extraordinarily happy. There 
was nothing, as far as human ken could see, to 
mar the prospect which a brilliant fature seemed 
to offer to the history of this great and this glo- 
rious country. But now, Mr. Speaker, how 
‘changed the picture! We are no longer sailing 
upon this great ocean of prosperity to a haven of 
successful repose and an eminent prosperity. We 
are involved in the horrors of a revolution, and 
eivil convulsion, which, whatever may be its re- 
sult, portends mischief, permanent, enduring, 


I think he has been interrupted 


The gentleman 


and irreparable, to one section or the other, orto į 
one of the many sections of this glorious Confed- | 


eracy. 

It becomes us, then, surrounded by these difi- 
culties, to pause, in order to inquire, for a single 
moment at least, why it is that this blight has so 
suddenly come over all the prospects of this coun- 
try; that we should pause to inquire, for a mo- 
ment, what causes are we to look to for results so 
unexpected but a brief year since? I know we 
shall differ in the different sections of the Con- 
federacy. 1 know well that, on the one section or 
the other will be charged the evils which have 
fallen upon us, } know well thatthatevil is upon 
us; and I, for one, am accepting it as a fact, 
and dealing with it as such, whoever may be to 
blame, Bat whenee comes it? Peannot say, nor 
can any man upon this floor; least of all canany 
member of the Republican party of this Heéuse, 
or of this country, say that he has not had pre- 
monitions of the storm which has now burst in 


all its fury upon the devoted head of this country. 
Warning upon warning has been given. States- 
man after. statesman, for long years, has raised 
his voice and told you that there were dangers, 
deep, serious, and irreparable, ahead, which, if 
not warded off, would ultimately result in pre- 


cisely the state of things which we are now in. 
y: Zs W 


They have been unheeded. The Republican 
party—that party which has lately swept into 
power, overriding all that was dear and sacred in 
the Constitution, the laws, and history—that party 
has seen the breakers ahead for long years past; 
nay, more, not only did these breakers lift their 
heads above the surrounding waters, but we, of 
the South, had erected our light-houses to warn 
you of the dangers. You heeded not the warn- 
ing; you headed your ship upon the rocks; and 
now, when the old ship of State has gone to pieces 
upon therocks, and is floating in broken fragments 
upon the dread ocean of public opinion, you de- 
mand that we shall gather them up, and recon- 
struct her in allher fair and majestic proportions. 
Sir, it cannot be done. You have wrecked the 
ship, and you are entitled to no salvage; at least, 
we of the South are unwilling to pay it. 

Now, sir, upon what ground isi that I come to 
this conclusion?) Mr. Speaker, there have been 
criminationand recrimination uponall sides of this 
Hall. -Gentlemen from the non-slaveholding 
States have charged upon the South that we are 
the cause of all the mischief which has come upon 
us. We, of the South, have charged back upon 
them that the true source of all the evil is in the 
very organization which now constitutes the dom- 
inant party of this country, so far as the popular 
will seems to be concerned. Where lies the truth? 
Sirs, our Government, in its earlier, its purer, its 
happier, and its better days, did encounter ques- 
tions which were in conflict with the very insti- 
tutions under which we live, and which it was 
necessary to settle in order to secure the peace, 
the prosperity, and the happiness of the country. 
We had the alien and sedition laws; we had the 
question of war with Great Britain when one whole 
section arrayed itself against the Union; we had 
the tariff acts of 1828 and 1833. All those ques- 
tions we settled; not, perhaps, in the manner 
which my conscience approved; and yet, they 
were so settled as to secure the peace, if not the 
prosperity of the country. Whence sprung this 
difficulty? Where was its origin? From 1788 
down to 1819-20, we had no controversy upon 
this subject of slavery. There was no serious 
difficulty. Itis very true that, in 1797, a member 
from Massachusetts proposed to restrict slavery 
in the Territory of Mississippi; but another mem- 
ber, long since gone to his reward, (Mr. Ouis,) 
opposed it; and the proposition was rejected. We 
had no serious difficulty, I repeat, until Missouri 
applied for admission into the Confederacy, as a 
free, sovercign, and equal member of this glorious 
galaxy of States. How, then, did this difficulty 
originate? ‘ 

Sir, let me premise, at this point, by saying— 
what has often been said upon this floor as a part 
of the history of the country, and is therefore not 
to be controverted—that, at the formation of this 
Government, every State but one was a slavehold- 
ing State; and that, at the time of the Declaration 
of Independence, every State was a slaveholding 
State. “And yet, in 1820, owing to the magna- 
nimity and liberality of the. South, and partien- 
larly of Virginia, you had gathered strength 
enough upon the floor of this very body to in- 
terpose a restriction, not only upon southern 
rights, but equally upon the rights of sovercign 
States which might thereafter be admitted into the 
Union, Mr, Jefferson declared that the ‘* Mis- 
souri restriction came upon him like a fire-bell ia 
the dead of night’’—-language expressive of the 


profound peace, calm, and repose in which the į 


country then was, when the North sprang this 
question of iH omen upon the people of the South, 
There is the source of all the mischief under 
which this country now labors, 

Sir, my colleague from the Norfolk district, [Mr. 
Mixrsox,] whom I do not see now in his seat, 
declared, in the able and cloquent speech which 
he delivered two or three days since, that every 
question between the North and the South had 
been settled in favor of the South; although, he 
added, that while we got the principie, they got 
the substance. My friend from Missouri, here, 
says we got the shadow. 


! what I mean. 


shadow. We got the principle? When did we get 
it? Inthe Missouri question? 1 know that when 
it was proposed to interpose an anti-slavery qual- 
ification as a condition of the admission of Mis- 
souri, it was compromised. But how compro- 
mised? By agreeing to draw an imaginary line 
through the then territory of the United States, 
and positively prohibiting slavery in all that part 
of the territory north of that line, while that part 
south might come in with or without slavery, as 
the people of the Territory themselves might pre- 
scribe when they applied for admission into the 
Union. How was that controversy settled in fa- 
vor of the South? On the contrary, it was, as { 
said just now, the source ofall the ills under which 
this country labors. It was settled against the 
South; because then the right of Congress to in- 
terdict slavery in the Territories was conceded by 
an act of this body. You assumed jurisdiction 
over the question at that time, and have recognized 
it since, whenever it has been necessary, in your 
opinion, to exercise it. 

But, Mr. Speaker, I appeal to my colleague 
again upon a point on which Iam inclined to 
think he will agree with me when he understands 
Tam willing to take this question 
upon his own basis, and to argue it upon the 
idea that, so far as the action of this Government 
is concerned, every question has been settled in 
favor of the South; and I am forced to come toa 
conclusion diametrically opposite to the one at 
which my distinguished and respected colleague 
arrived in hisargument. Admit that we have all 
the guarantees that the Constitution can give us, 
and that we have settled every controversy that 
has risen, so far as this Government can settle it, 
in favor of the South: and yet we know that the 
South is now the oppressed section, and that we 
have not derived one solitary jot or tittle of ben- 
efit from the settlements of which my colleague 
so proudly boasts. ‘The question has been settled 
practically and morally against us. ‘The Govern- 
ment has utterly failed in the great end and object 
of its creation; and the southern people have been 
entirely deprived of those rights which I know 
my colleague wants, which I want, and which the 
South demands. It has failed—utterly failed; 
your legislation is worthless; your compromises 
are not worth the paper upon which they are 
written. I repeat, that the experimentisa failure; 
and when the people of my section of this coun- 
try wish to derive adequate protection for their 
rights from the Government and the Constitution, 
and the laws made in pursuance thereof, then, sir, 
Virginia holds the remedy in the hollow of her 
hand; and I tell you that she will apply it in the 
manner she may deem best for her own good. 

Mr. MILLSON. Will my colleague allow me 
to interrupt him? 

Mr. LEAKE. Certainly, sir. 

Mr. MILLSON. I want to correct an error. 
He is answering an argument I never made. I 
never did say that every question had been set- 
tled in favor of the South. I said that the present 
territorial question, involving the right to carry 
slaves into the Territories, had been settled in 
favor of the South; settled by the repeal of the 
Missouri restriction, to which my colleague has 
referred; settled by the Constitution and by the 
Supreme Court; and if we have derived no benefit 
from it, itis only because we have no slaves to 
carry into the Territories, and no territory suita- 
ble for them. . 

Mr. LEAKE. I think that if my colleague 
will read the written report of his speech, which 
I read very carefully last night—and | may say 
that I heard every word he uttered—he will find 


i there excuses for the misapprehension (for I 


doubt not there is misapprehension) into which 
I bave fallen. I know he will not suspect me of 
a disposition to misrepresent him. 

Mr. MILLSON. Certainly not. 

Mr. LEAKE. The argument comes back to 
the same point; but I must pass rapidly from it, 
because I have other matters to deal with. Let 
me say here thatit strikes me that this whole con- 
troversy is even now not well understood by the 
people of either section of the country. I know 
well that certain legislation on the part of northern 
States is constantly referred to, and certain action 
upon the part of this Government; and I know 
also that the question has been again and again 


/asked—a question which was answered in his 
It was less than the j| 


way by my colleague from the Nerfolk district— 
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whether the election of Lincoln was a casus belli, 
for which we ought to sever the relations existing 
between .the different sections? Sir, I pause to 
remark that the election of Lincoln was no cause 
of a dissolution of the Union. I tell you that the 
mere election of a President of the United States, 
under the forms of the Constitution, never can be 
a justifiable cause of a dissolution of this Confed- 
eracy. I say, however, at the same time, that 
whilst the constitutional form is there, you have 
to “create a soul under the ribs of death.” You 
have furnished us with the ribs of death; itis for 
you to inquire whethér you have given us the soul 
under those ribs. What T believe, and what I 
believe the whole South thinks, is, that the elec- 
tion of Lincoln is evidence that cause for the dis- 
solution of the Union exists. {tis not causeitself; 
but it is evidence that that cause exists. That 
cause underlies it; it reaches far behind it—so far 
behind that very few, perhaps, have taken the 
pains to look into it. 4 
Another colleague of mine, whom I see in his 
seat, [Mr. Cuemens]—and he will pardon me for 
observing that he seemed to take especial pleas- 
ure in administering to the delectation of his 
northern friends upon the other side of the House 
—thought proper, in the course of the remarkable 
speech which he delivered, to quote from the fare- 
well address of the father of Virginia’s liberties. 
In that address he warned us against sectional 
controversies. As though he possessed the power 
of omniscience, of looking into the human heart, 
of penetrating that darkest and most mysterious 
of all labyrinths, and subjecting its motives to 
the test of infallible analysis, that immortal man 
warned you, in the language quoted by my col- 
league, against the dangers of sectional strife. I 
wonder that the member from Virginia should 
apply the quotation to the people of the southern 
section of this Confederacy. I wonder that he 
should have attempted to draw us within the ad- 
monition of that great, good, and illustrious man. 
Sir, had he attempted then to describe, with more 
than prophetic vision, the present position, aims, 
and objects of the Republican party, he could not 
have better done it. Who have created this sec- 
tional controversy? Who are its authors? Who 
have prosecuted it until there is, perhaps, no hope 
left for the South but in the ultima ratio of nations? 
The North. Did the South begin the fight? I 
appeal to my colleague to know whether Virginia 
ever attempted to create sectional strife within the 
limits of this Confederacy? He shakes his head. 
Lam glad he does it. Even that slight assent to 
the southern view of the question will be gratify- 
ing to his constituents. Where did it begin? I 
have alluded to the Missouri compromise. What 
next. You. may go back to the history of this 
Confederacy from 1821-22 down to this day, and 
you will find that history but the history of a 
series of aggressions upon the part of the North 
on the just constitutional rights of the South; 
new agitations in both branches of Congress, 
and attempts to interfere with the relations be- 
teen master and slave. You need not talk to me 
about legislation, when you have organized your 
societies and set the machinery at work to sap the 
foundations upon which our whole society rests. 
‘What have the North done? You have sanctified 
crime; you have canonized murder; you have of- 
fered a premium upon perjury; and you have made 
it a bigh crime and misdemeanor to obey the 
Constitution of the United States, and the laws 
passed in pursuance thereof, Lexcept, of course, 
„from this statement, the gallant Democracy of the 
North. Sir, if you wanted to find the man within 
the broad limits of this Confederacy who has 
done more to sap the foundations upon which the 
Government has, until of late y€ars, reposed in 
peace and quiet; who has laid the foundation of 
this whole controversy, broadly and deeply; who 
has done it in a way that shows that he would not 


comply with his own constitutional obligations, 


put would punish all who complied with theirs, | 


those who violate the Constitution 
you will find him, I thank God, 
limits of the sunny South. | 
cannot allude, I believe, to anything which has 
been said in the Senate of the United States. It 
would be unparliamentary to do so, and J mean 
to violate no parliamentary law if I can avoid it 
But that man is now in the Senate of the United 
States, representing the greatest State of this Con- 
federacy. I allude, sir, to William H. Seward, 


and protect 
and the laws, 
not within the 


| allegation that he ever was in Virgin 
nowhere, save in the indictment. 


who, as Governor of New York, as far back as 
1839, asserted doctrines fatal to the rights ofsall 
the States of this Confederacy. | : 

At that time, three men went to the city of Nor- 
folk, in Virginia, and stole three negroes. The 
escaped with them to New York.- William H. 
Seward. was then Governor of the State of New 
York. The proofs were made out, the evidence 
filed, every requirement of the law complied with, 
and the acting Governor of Virginia made his 
requisition in solemn form for the surrender of the 
criminals; but the Governor of the State of New 
York refused to comply with the obligations of 
the Constitution. And on what ground? On the 
naked ground that, according to the laws of New 
York, there could be no property in slaves. Sir, 
would it not be a novelty, in a system of govern” 
ment constituted as ours is, if every State of the 
Confederacy had a right to supervise the laws of 
every other State of the Confederacy? Would it 
not be a novelty, if net only the State, through 
her regularly constituted legislative authorities, 
but that the Governor of each State, should have 
aright to supervise those laws? Yet Mr. Seward 
did it. The crime was nota felony in New York, 
and therefore he was not bound to surrender a 
fugitive accused of committing that crime. Now 
let us examine that for a moment. 

Not long ago, the State of New York came very 
near abolishing the law inflicting the punishment 
of death for murder; and itis contended by some 
that she did absolutely make it impossible to pun- 


ish murder in the first degree. Suppose she had 
said by her legislation that murder should not be 
acrime within the limits of the State of New York; 
and suppose a man committed a murder in the 
State of Virginia and escaped to New York: would 
the Governor of New York be justified in saying, 
in response to a requisition made upon him, “ No, 
sir; we do not regard murder as a crime in New 
York,and therefore we are not bound to surrender 
this person??? Now, is that law? 

I am merely giving a rapid sketch of these 
things. What bas the Governor of Ohio donc? 
Whathas the Governor of Iowa done? Governor 
Dennison refused to surrender a man accused of 
aiding and abetting others to commit murder. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Will the gentleman allow 
me to make a statement about this matter? 

Mr. LEAKE. Certainly, sir. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I simply desire to state that 
whenever anv citizen of Ohio goes within the 
limits of the State of Virginia, and there commits 
a crime against. her laws and fices to Ohio, no 
Governor of Ohio has ever refused to surrender |! 
such person. ‘The case referred to was a case 
where a citizen of Ohio was accused of having 
committed a crime, not within the limits of Vir- 
ginia, but of Ohio. The papers showed on their 
face that the presence alleged in Virginia was a 
mere constructive presence, and not an actual 
presence. I knowthe Governor of Virginia very 
well; and I verily believe that he himself would 
not surrender a citizen of Virginia to the Execu- 
tive of Ohio when that citizen of Virginia had not 
left the soil of his native State. 

Mr. COX. I think this matter ought to be 
correctly understood. Tunderstood my colleague 
[Mr. Sierman] to say, the other day, that in the 
case referred to—the case of Mirriam and Brown— 
there was no evidence before Governor Dennison 
that the offense charged against these men was | 
committed in the State of Virginia. THe has re- | 
peated it now. I do not believe, Mr. Speaker, | 
that this statement 1s correct. ‘The fact is, that 
the indictment, certified by the great seal of Vir- 

inia, was before the Governor of Ohio. In that 
“idictment there wasa statement, that Brown and 
Mirriam were in the county of Jefferson, and State 
of Virginia, while engaged in the John Brown 
transaction. Where else should such an allega- 
tion be found? ‘The indictment is the place for į! 
such an allegation. In his message, Governor 
Letcher stated, that the Attorney General of Ohio ; 
objects that ‘there is nothing to show that Mir- 
riam ever was in the State of Virginia, save the || 
allegation in the indictment, that the offense of 
which he is accused was there committed.” The || 
first objection was, that there was not one word |} 
in the indictment to show that Mirriam had fled || 
frora justice; and now the objection is, that the || 
ia, is found | 
Where clse į 
should it be found? The act of Congress pro- 


vides, that the fugitives aré to be demanded, on 
the certified copy of au indictment, because the 
indictment sets forth.the offense formally.» In this 
case, it is expressly stated.in the indictment, that 
‘ said Francis Mirriam being a. free person, on 
the 16th and 17th days of the mpith of October, 
in the year 1859, in the county of Jefferson, ard 
commonwealth of Virginia, and within the juris- 
diction of this court,” did committhe offense with 
which he wascharged. ‘What language could be 
used to express the thought more fully and more 
explicitly? f : 
And yet itis urged here. that the Governor of. 
Ohio went outside of the papers in thë requisition 
to find out the fact that Mirriam and Brown were 
not in Virginia, but were really m Ohio. “Who 
will pretend that the Governor of Ohio hada 
right to go behind the papers, and get up testi- 
mony to show the fact that these criminals wcre 
in Virginia only constructively ? Nor is there any 
evidence here to show that that is the truth. “All 
the evidence shows, that, on the! very. day the 
Governor of Ohio refused to surrender the slave- 
stealing vagabond Lago, to the Governor of the 


| Commonwealth of Kentucky, this subterfuge was 
| found for the purpose of violating the Constitu- 


tion, in this very important particular, with ref- 
erence to the Virginia cases. ear ` 
Yes, sir; authorities are sometimes quoted. My 
colleague referred, the other day, to a case in Koen- 
tucky. Thatauthority has been called for a ain 
and again, but never introduced as a precedent 
for this action of Ohio. Flere is a case where the 
Governor of Ohio, for the very purpose of screen- 
ing these men from punishment for their insur- 
rection in Virginia, actually made proclamation 
in the State of the fact of the reclamation and re- 
fusal to deliver, so that they might escapeand be 
free from arrest. Everybody knew that the requi- 
sition was made. The fact was published’in the 
newspapers. Efe did not act as the Governor of 
Pennsylvania did, when Hazlett fled there; and 
when it appeared that there was a mistake about 
his name; that Governor held the scoundrel till 
the mistake was corrected, and then delivered him 
up. But our Governor—the Governor of Ohio- 
God bless you! (this man whom my colleague 
undertakes to defend for his Constitution-loving 
attributes,) gave notice to all the world that these 
men were sent for; and they were therefore never 
surrendered up to receive their proper punish- 
ment. Proud ag I am of the State of Ohio, Ihave 
no pride, as I have said again and again, in her 
wrong-doing. And I applaud the course of my 
collenguc, [Mr. Corwin,] the chairman of the 
committee of thirty-three, for reporting a provis- 
ion whereby this wrong can be remedied; which 
never could have been remedicd but for the fact 
that the national Congress has observed this very 
wrong to which I have called the attention of the 
Tonse. 5 j f 
Mr. SHERMAN. I desire to say a word in 
reply to my colleague. : : 
Mr. LEAKE. Tam perfectly willing that the 
gentleman shall take five or ten minutes, provided 
I be allowed it in my ume. i ek 
Mr. SHERMAN. I will not take two min- 


‘utes of the gentleman’s time. 


Mr. LEAKE. Very well; then I am perfectly 
willing this explanation should be made.” ` 

Mr. SHERMAN. I do not wish to say any- 
thing further about the Governor of Ohio. Gov- 
ernor Dennison is able to take care of himself. 
We are now discussing a matter between States; 
between the State of Ohio and the State of Vir- 
ginia; and Į repeat my assertion, that where it 
appears that a citizen of Ohio has gone into the 
State of Virginia, and committed a crime in that 
State, if he flees back to Ohio, the Governor of 
Ohio will surrender him. 

I did not anticipate the technical plea now made 
by my colleague, that the indictment alleges that 
these defendants were in Virginia. As a matter 
of course the indictment would so allege. Indict- 
ments always allege a great many things, having 
little to do with the offense charged. If I were to 
read an indictment now to these crowded galler- 
ics, many would not know what it meant. An 
indictment is a formal accusation couched in legal 
phraseology. This indictment, of course, alleged 
that these defendants were within the jurisdiction 
of Virginia; but from the papers accompanying 
the indictment it appears that these men were not 
within the State of Virginia, and had not been. 
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The fact that young Brown and Mirriam were not 
in Virginia when it is alleged they committed the 
crime, is admitted. They were and had been in 
Ohio. Their alleged presence is merely a con- 
structive presence. The evidence was, that they 
had never left the soil of Ohio. Sir, this claim 
of constructive presence, when attempted to be 
carried out as in this case, is one of the most in- 
human and barbarous practices that ever was ori- 
ginated. There is not a civilized code in the world 
that would recognize the right of a State to pun- 
ish a man for a crime not committed within its 
jurisdiction, the person himself never having been 
within its jurisdiction. No State would allow a 
man to be punished outside of its jurisdiction, if 
‘the crime was committed within it. Yet, this is 
the very case about which so much trouble has 
been made. 

Mr. CLEMENS. I desire to ask the gentle- 
man from Ohio this question: whether there was 
not, in the case referred to, accompanying the in- 
dictment, the affidavit of Andrew Hunter and 
others, of the county of Jefferson, in the State of 
Virginia, swearing that these two men for whom 
the requisition was given were at Harper’s Ferry 
at the time John Brown invaded the State of Vir- 

inia? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Ido not think so. 

Mr. COX. That was the fact. 

Mr. CLEMENS. Yes, sir; there accompanied 
that indictment the affidavits of the prosecuting 
attorney of Virginia for the county of Jefferson, 
and of others, that these men were at Harper’s 
Ferry at the time of the John Brown raid. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Then I can only say that 
the affidavit was certainly untrue, because it was 
admitted on all hands that these men had not been 
within the jurisdictidn of Virginia. 

Mr. FOUKE. Ifthe gentleman will allow me, 
I will state right here that I have before me the 
statute governing the case under which this requi- 
sition was drawn, by which it appears that all 
that is necessary is to present a certified copy of 
the indictment, or an affidavit taken before some 
court of competent jurisdiction in the State from 
which the fugitive has escaped, to require the sur- 
render of the fugitive from justice by the Governor 
of the State to which he has escaped. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Onc more remark. Ide- 
sire to say that Virginia shall have no cause to 
dissolve the Union in regard to the surrender of 
fugitives from justice. I will only repeat what I 
said the other day: that when a citizen of Ohio 
goes into the State of Virginia, that citizen must 
obey the laws, and even the police regulations of 
Virginia; but I, for one, am not willing to see 
citizens of Ohio carried out of their own State, 
charged with constructive presence and construe- 
tive crimes within the jurisdiction of another 
State. Ifa citizen of one State goes into another, 
he must obey the laws; and if he violates them, 
he ought to be punished. 

Mr. COX. lam very glad this discussion has 
arisen, because I believe it has shown that there 
will be considerable unanimity on both sides of 
the House in voting for one of the propositions 
of the committee of thirty-three. | was about 
to remark that the act of Congress only provided 
for a copy of the indictment to accompany the 
requisition, or, as an alternative, for an affidavit 
to accompany it. In the Iowa casc, there was 
an affidavit; in this case there was a copy of the 
indictment; and I am assured, and I assure gen- 
tlemen of the fact, that these men were actually, 
notconstructively, in the State of Virginia. How 
any other evidence got before the Executive of the 
State of Ohio, I do not know. This discussion 
tends to bring these things to light, and to provide 
a remedy for such difficulties in future. I believe 
there was cause of complaint on the part of Vir- | 
ginia against Ohio. For one, lam for a remedy; 
and I am glad that my colleague is also for a 
remedy. 

Mr. LEAKE, Mr. Speaker, I have only two 
replies to make to the gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. | 
SHerMan.] One is simply to read the first section | 
of the statute upon this subject, which I will now | 
proceed to do, and show you that I have the law 
and the testimony upon my side: 

& Be it enacted, §c., That whenever the executive author- | 
ity of any State in the Union, or of either of the Territories 
northwest or south of the river Ohio, shall demand any per- 
son as a fugitive from justice, of the executive authority of f 
such State or Territory to which such person shall have 
sand shall moreover produce the copy of an indietment \ 


‘copy of the indictment was presented. 


found, or an affidavit made before a magistrate of any State 
or Territory aforesaid, charging the person so demanded 
with having committed treason, felony, or other erime, cer- 
tified as authentic by the Governor or chief magistrate of 
the State or Territory from whence the person so eharged 
fied, it shall be the duty of the exeeutive authority of the 
State or Territory to which such person shal] have fled, to 
cause him or her to be arrested and secured; and notice of 
the arrest to be given to the executive authority making 
such demand, or to the agent of such authority appointed 
to receive the fugitive, and to cause the fugitive to be de- 
livered to such agent when he shall appear : but if no such 
agent shall appear within six months from the time of the 
arrest, the prisoner may be discharged. And all costs or 
expenses incurred in the apprehending, securing, and trans- 
mitting such fugitive to the State or Territory making such 
demand, shall be paid by such State or Territory.” 


Now, sir, I say, that itappears that a eee 
at 
have another reply to make to the gentleman from 
Ohio, to which [ invite his especial attention. 1 
understand him to take the position—and I do not 
undertake to argue this point, for I was merely 
putting together certain facts as the basis of the 
conclusion I am trying to get to—I invite his at- 
tention to this consideration. He thinks that these 
men must, undoubtedly, have been in Virginia 
where the crime was perpetrated, before the Gov- 
ernor of Virginia would be authorized to make a 
requisition on the Governor of Ohio to deliver the 
men up. I demand of that gentleman, if he means 
to state that a man in the State of Ohio may plot 
the murder of a family in Virginia by poison, may 
rocure that poison himself, send by his agent to 

irginia, and administer it to the family, whereby 
the death of all takes place. Does he dare say 
that, under the comity of the States and the laws 
of the United States, that man in Ohio isnot to be 
delivered up to Virginia to answer for his offense? 

Mr. SHERMAN. I take pleasure in saying 
that, in such a case as that, Ohio would punish 
the miscreant who should dare conspire against 
the life of any man in Virginia. 

Mr. LEAKE. I would to God that Ohio 
would punish her miscreants; but when we have 
upon our own record the evidence that two crim- 
inals concerned in the Harper’s Ferry raid, prima 
facie evidence, at least, and sufficient for all the 
purposes of the Constitution and laws, who have 

cen by the action of that State shiclded from 
punishment, the gentleman will pardon me if, 
after that, we have some hesitation in trusting 
the State of Ohio. 

Mr. VALLANDIGHAM. I agree with the 
gentleman from the Mansfield district ofmy State, 
{Mr. Snermay,] that Ohio would punish, and 
severely punish, the miscreant who would be 
guilty Of the offense to which he has alluded; but 
it is true, also, thatthe Republican party of Ohio, 
in the Senate, did last winter vote down the bill 
drawn up by the most eminent lawyer of the State 
to punish parties to just such conspiracies. 

Mr. MAYNARD. If my friend will permit 
me, I will give an example, illustrating the posi- 
tion which he has taken. 

Mr. LEAKE I yield to the gentleman, with 
the understanding that the time he takes up shall 
beallowed me. [Cries of “ Agreed !’’} 

Mr. MAYNARD. A band of miscreants con- 
spired to go over into Virginia a few years since, 
to rob a poor widow of a few hundred dollars of 
money, the price of a small picce of land—all the 
property she had. A portion of them wentover, 

erpetrated the crime, got the money, and brought 
it with them into Tennessee. They divided it 
among themselves. The larger and more guilty 


portion had never been in the State of Virginia at | 


all; and yet, 1 need not say that upon the de- 
mand of Virginia they were all promptly surren- 
dered up for punishment to that State. 

Mr. LEAKE. Of course, we all know that 
Tennessee has done and will do her duty. 

Let us pass for a moment to the State of Iowa. 
I must pause one instant to remind the House why 
itis that I indulge in this course of remarks. I 
want to show you, Mr. Speaker, and the House, 
what underlies the controversy now going on. 
The Governor of the State of lowa—lI forget his 
name, and I would not know it for one dollar—the 
Governor of the State of Iowa- 

Mr. VANDEVER. I willask the gentleman 
to yield to me fora moment, 

Mr. LEAKE. I will yicld to the gentleman, 
of course, if I have misrepresented him; but I 
am not aware that I have referred to him at all. 

Mr. VANDEVER. I have no doubt the gen- 
tleman from Virginia has not desired, and does 


| tion of the State of Virginia. 


| them—where ? 


not desire now, to do injustice to the Governor of 
the State of lowa, or the Governor of any other 
State, notwithstanding he may not care to know 
the name of the Governor of lowa. He proposes, 
as I understand him, to refer to Iowa in connec- 
tion with a casc similar to that which he has stated 
against the State of Ohio. If he will permit me, 
J wish to state at the threshold of his remarks, 
before he may be betrayed into a mistaken theory 
of the case he proposes to bring forward, what I 
understand to be the real facts involved. 

Mr. LEAKE. Why, my dear sir, I have not 
stated the faets of the case myself yet, and I would 
like to know how the gentleman can correct what 
has not yet been said. [hanghter] If] misun- 
derstand or misrepresent the facts, Í promise the 
gentleman cheerfully to yield to him to make 
whatever correction may benecessary. The House 
know that { have never denied the privilege to any 
member during the progress of any remarks I may 
have submitted of making an explanation, and [ 
never will. I utterly abhor the hour rule, because 
it destroys the legitimate ends and objects of debate 


| on this floor. 


I was about to say this: that on a requisition 
from the State of Virginia, the Governor of the 
State of lowa refused in a similar manner to the 
Governor of the State of Ohio. His refusal was 
based upon the merest, meanest, most pitiable, 
and contemptible technicality—a technicality such 
as even a petifogger in a county court would not 
rest a case upon. He alleged some informality 
in the authentication of the affidavit, and then 
gave the criminal notice ‘ to escape for his life— 
to tarry notin all the plain, but flee to the mount- 
ains’’—before the Governor of Virginia could 
provide a remedy. 

Mr. VANDEVER. T understand that the gen- 
tleman charges against the Governor of Iowa that 
he refused to surrender a criminal upon the mere 
pretext that the affidavit made before the notary 
public was not duly authenticated. I admit that 
that was one of the reasons assigned. Whether 
it is frivolous or not, it is for this House and the 
world to judge. I believe itis admitted by every 
lawyer that the manner in which a notary public 
authenticates bis acts is by his seal; and that, in 
the absence of his seal, there is no authentication 
whatever. If this is frivolous, then let the gen- 
tleman so regard it. Another reason assigned by 
the Governor of the State of lowa in reference to 
this matter was this: thatthe requisition was not 
accompanied by the copy of any indictment or 
by an affidavit made before a magistrate. That 
may be involved in the first objection; but another 
and still more fatal objection existed in the fact 
that the affidavit which accompanied the requisi- 
tion of the Governor of Virginia did not even 
indirectly charge that any offense had been com- 
mitted by the alleged criminal within the jurisdic- 
In that it was sim- 
ilar to the case of Ohio. The requisition was 
issucd upon the affidavit of one Andrew Hunter, 
of the State of Virginia, representing, upon in- 


| formation derived from persons in that State, who 


had been tried, convicted, and executed for the 
commission of great crimes, that this man in Iowa 
had aided and abetted them.. Aided and abetted 
In the State of Virginia? That 
is not charged even inferentially. There is no 
charge that the man had committed any offense 
in the State of Virginia. 

The gentleman charges another thing, and I do 
not know upon whatauthority he makes the dec- 
laration. He charges that the Governor of Iowa 
gave the alleged criminal notice, so that he might 
escape, Now Governor Kirkwood has himself 
expressly decl&red that he gave no such notice 
whatever; but it has been ascertained, beyond 
the possibility of a doubt, that the messenger sent 
with the requisition from the Governor of Vir- 
ginia into Iowa, himself voluntarily gave inform- 
ation publicly in regard to the nature of his errand. 
He did that, sir, before he stated his mission to 
the Governor of Iowa. 

Mr. LEAKE. I do not want to take the floor 


| from the gentleman. I have yielded it to him, and 


now ask him to permit me to make a statement, 
that it may go in connection with the statement he 
has just made. Doesnotthe gentleman know that, 
when the Governor of Virginia made the requisi- 
tion upon the Governor of Iowa, the Governor of 
Iowa published his letter in reply to Governor 
Letcher before sending that reply to the latter? In 
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that way the news of what was going on reached 
the criminal’s cars, and enabled him to escape. 
if the gentleman does not know the fact, I tell him 
that it is so, and J assert it upon the authority of 
the Governor, John Letcher Pimself. 

Mr. VANDEVER. If the gentleman from Vir- 
ginia means to have the idea go out that Governor 
Kirkwood, by the publication of his correspond- 
‘ence with Governor Letcher, first gave the in- 
formation to the alleged criminal and the world 
of what was going on, then 1 take issue with him. 
I deny that Governor Kirkwood gave such in- 
formation. I have the declaration of Governor 
Kirkwood, in the message he sent to the Legisla- 
ture of Iowa, that he did not, directly or indi- 
rectly, give notice, as charged. Governor Kirk- 
wood is incapable of such an act. The messenger 
from Virginie himself published the object of his 
‘errand before he arrived at the capital of Towa. 
‘The alleged criminal was notified of it from that 
publication, and made his escape. 

Now, sir, we in the State of Iowa hold, in ref- 
‘erence to these criminal matters—certainly where 
the liberty of a white man, anda citizen of the 
‘State, is concerned—that there should bean adher- 
ence to the ordinary formsof the law. Whether 
itis right or not to dispense with those forms in 
‘reference to ‘other persons, we never adopt such 
‘a rule of proceeding in Iowa with respect to our 
own citizens, whether at the suggestion of Vir- 
ginia or any other State. 

And ict me say another word. The want of 
form, or neglect to meet the well-known require- 
mentsof law, raised the presumption in the minds 
‘of many that it was the desire of Virginia that the 
alleged criminal shouldescape. Ihave heard the 
‘opinion expressed by men of all parties in my 
‘State, that it was not the intention or the wish of 
those who made the requisition that it should be 
‘complied with. We do not recognize, however, 
the right of the State of Virginia, of any other 
‘State, to adopt such a loose course of proceeding 

in regard to matters of this kind. The papers 
were so defective that they would scarcely be tol- 
erated ina justice’s courtinany district throughout 
the length and breadth of the land, Iowa, to-day, 
‘is true to her constitutional obligations. Demand 
‘of her ‘the surrender of any fugitive for a crime 
‘committed in Virginia, or elsewhere, and she will 
comply with it. But this man was not charged 
with having cominitted any crime in Virginia, and 
the papers were not authenticated, If the mes- 
senger from Virginia had kept his counsels, the 
fugitive could not have escaped; and when the 
defects were supplied in the requisition, he would 
have been delivered up. 

Mr. LEAKE. The gentleman’s explanation 
reminds me of the account found in Falstaff’s 
pocket—one penny worth of bread to five shillings 
“of sack, 

Mr. COX. Will the gentleman give me a mo- 
ment? 

Mr. LEAKE. Iwill, upon the same terms of 
extension of my time. 

Objection was made. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman 
from Virginia will proceed, as objection is made. 

Mr. COX. I did not see any one rise in his 
seat and object. Such is the rule, and therefore 

I will proceed. All I wish to say in answer to 
the gentleman from Iowa, (Mr. Vanprver,] when 
he undertakes to show good faith upon the part 
of the Governor of Iowa, is that he does not come 
up fully to the facts. I happen to be informed of 
the facts in this very case. That very Governor 
of Iowa himself sets out the facts in his corre- 
spondence. The reason which the gentleman from 
Jowa gives for the non-delivezy of Coppic is a 
technical reason. Itis, that there was no authen- 
ticated seal upon the requisition and affidavit be- 
fore the notary public. I will say to the gentle- 
man that the decisions of ourcourts have gone so 
far as to hold thatno such seal is required to such 
papers. All that isnecessary, as our courts have 
decided again and again, is a scroll, which shall 
have thesameeffectasaseal. Buthere there was 
the seal of Virginia, authenticating the notarial offi- 


cerand certificate. These factsshow thatthis requi- | 


sition for a murderer was rejected on the smallest 
sort of a technicality,to commence with. 
Again, says the gentleman, the affidavit was 
made before a notary public, while the law of 
1793 requires that a copy of the indictment or af- 


fidavit shall be made before a magistrate; that a i 


i and become the accuser of his own State, I beg he 


| taken place; for these facts show that there isa 


notary public is not a magistrate; and therefore 
the requisition is defective. But the gentleman 

has forgotten that a law was passed in 1850 by 

Congress, which declares that the affidavit may 

also be made before a notary public. This is in 

the very terms of the law itself.. Whether the 

Governor of Iowa was ignorant or captious, it is 
not for me to say. One thing is sure: that he had 
not read the law of 1850, which permitted notaries 
public’also to take testimony for requisitions. 

` There is still another quibble resorted to by the 
Republican Governor of Iowa to avoid the Con- 
stitution. I am glad that this discussion has 


necessity for some measure to settle the practice 
in these cases. 

Again: the gentleman from Iowa says-there 
was no evidence that this man Coppie, who. fled 
into Iowa, where his mother RTH i was ever in 
the State of Virginia. He says there was no such 
evidence furnished to the Governor. Now, the 
evidence of Mr. Hunter, which the gentleman 
will fùd peferred to in Governor Letcher’s mes- 
sage, sh¥ws the fact that the defendant “on sun- 
dry days was in Virginia, aiding and abetting 
John Brown,” &c. 

Mr. VANDEVER. There is no such fact 
stated. 

Mr. COX. I have made the exact quotation. 

Mr. VANDEVER. The gentleman’s mem- 
ory is false. 

Mr. COX. Ido notrely upon recollection. I 
quote from the papers, which are before me. 

Mr. VANDEVER. What papers? 

Mr. COX. luse the exact language, quoted 
from Hunter’s affidavit. As the gentleman from 
Massachusetts [Mr. Apams] said yesterday, lam 
a precise man; and it is well, Mr. Spea ker, in 
these matters, to have precise information. 

All that 1 haye got to say further is: let Repub- 
lican Governors of the northern States only emu- 
late Governor Packer, of Pennsylvania. When 
a criminal like this man Coppice fled to Pennsyl- 
vania, what did he do? Discharge him upon a 
technicality; get up a quibble upon a scroll-seal, 
or something similar? No, sir; he held the man 
in custody, because he was a great public crimi- 
nal, who had outraged social order and the sov- 
ercignty of a State, remanded him to prison, and 
sent notice to the Governor of Virginia, and in the 
end had him remanded to Virginia. If the Repub- 
lican Governors had acted in that spirit, we would 
not now have been in this perilous condition, 
caused, in part, by the infraction of this peculiar 
provision of the Constitution. 

Mr. VANDEVER. I would ask the gentle- 
man from Ohio if, in the statement he has 
Mr. LEAKE. I cannot yield any further, 

unless my time is extended. 

Mr. VANDEVER. I will occupy but a few 
minutes. The gentleman from Ohio deprecates 
technicalities, and still he himself has fallen into 
a gross technicality in reference to the powers of 
a notary public. A notary public is not a judi- 
cial officer; and I presume the Governor of lowa 
is just as conversant with the facts of this case as 
the gentleman from Ohio. As to the alteration in 
the law of 1850, he knew it, and we all know it. 
Although that law was changed in 1850, yet, if it 
conferred any judicial powers upon notaries pub- 
lic, it conferred them to be exercised in strict ac- 
cordance with the law. The Jatitude allowed by 
law or custom to notaries in the discharge of the 
functions pertaining to their peculiar and appro- 
priate duties, does not extend to their acts when 
exercising the powers conferred by the act of 1850, 
which are judicial, rather than ministerial, Ifa 
scroll is lawful in Virginia, it does not necessa- 
rily follow that it is lawful in Iowa. 

ut here is a question of fact between the gen- 
tleman and myself, as to what was in that affida- 
vit; and I allege again, as Í did in the outset, that 
the affidavit of Hunter contains no specific allega- 
tion that this man Coppic was within the junis- | 
diction of Virginia, Italleges that certain persons 
who had been condemned, and had been executed, 
were within the State of Virginia, performing cer- 
tain unlawfulacts,and then states, disconnectedly, 
that they had been aided and abetted by Coppic. 
I have the message of Governor Letcher in my 
hands, and it corroborates that view of the case. 
Though the gentleman from Ohio may volunteer 


will tet Jowa alone; she ean take care of herself ii 


Mr. LEAKE. I must.interruptthe gentleman, 
and resume my remarks: 9" o ano S 
_ L may be pardoned here if, while upon this - 
issue in regard to the repudiatiofi of the fugitive 
slave law, I allude to the conduct of Virginiaupon 
a question of a similar character. Ina question . 
between New York and Virginia, in 1839 and 
1840, when the Governor of New York was, as T 
think, plotting against the Constitution, and the 
whole tone of our fraternal system. of Govern- 
ment, by refusing to surrender-up.men who had 
stolen negroes, a man, who had committed ah of- 
fense in New York, escaped into Virginia; T. M. 
Gilmer, my own trusted and honored friend, was 
then the Governor of that State. Mr. Seward, 
then Governor of New York, made a requisition 
upon him for the man, and Governor Gilmer im- 
mediately notified him that he would hold the man 
in custody for.six months, to see whether New 
York would comply with her constitutional obli- 
gations. He wanted to show that he thought this 
compact between the States ought to be carried 
out. When the fact came to the nowledge of the 
Legislature of Virginia, they, with great unaniin- 
ity, passed a resolution in which they declared 
that the State of Virginia would comply with the 
constitutional obligation to surrender fugitives, 
although New York had refused to do so. That 
is but a specimen of the mode in which Virginia 
complies with her obligations under the Consti- 
tution and the laws of the land. ants 

Again: 1 refer to the action of a foreign Gov- 
ernment—Canada—and the mode in which they 
execute their extradition treaties, which are not 
of as high solemnity and sanction as the Consti- 
tution of the United States. The courts of Can- 
ada, instead of imitating the example of the Gov- 
ernors of New York, Ohio, and Iowa, have, upon 
solemn deliberation, remanded a slave who had 
committed murder and fled to Canada. ` 

But I pass to another point. I want to show 
northern men where it is that this cohtroversy 
finds its truc origin and source. Hence my allu- 
sion to this difficulty. You have broken up the 
comity of States. You have refused compliance 
with constitutional obligations, in the cases to 
which I have alluded, and many others. And I 
have alluded to them for the purpose of turning 
again to the fact of the passage of your personal 
liberty bills. I said at the outset of my desultory 
specch—made more desultory than I thought it 
would be, by repeated interruptions——thatthey had 
sanctified crime at the North. You have done it 
through the instrumentality of your State author- 
ities, by declaring that what we in the South re- 
gard as crime, is entitled to immunity, if not to 
protection, at the North. What more have you 
done? Why, you have offered a premium on 
perjury, by declaring, in your personal liberty 
laws, that you will make it a high crime and mis- 
demeanor to obey the Constitution and the laws 
of the land. Eleven, if not twelve, of your States 
have imposed pains and penalties upon the man 
who undertakes. to execute the law of Congress 
for the recovery of fugitive slaves, passed in pur- 
suance of the precise terms of the Constitution, 
That is the amount of your personal liberty bills, 
and they amount to nothing more and nothing 
less. The whole six New England States have 
passed suchlaws. Ohio hasakindred measure, but 
not so strong. New York has a pretty strong one; 
and Pennsylvania, too, has an enactment upon her 
statute-book looking to the same results. While 
these eleven or ‘twelve States thus come forward 
and solemnly nullify that law, and the Constitu- 
tion which they are sworn to support, and refuse 
compliance with its obligations, gentlemen get up 
here and prate about South Carolina and Georgia 
and Florida and Alabama and Mississippi and 
Louisiana very soon, and old Virginia before the 
4th of March, not consenting longer to be subject 
toa Government toall the burdens of which they 
are bound to submit without deriving any of its 
benefits. 

As I told you in the outset, it is not the elec- 
tion of Lincoln which is the cause of the dissolu- 
tion of this Union. There is evidence, and ĉon- 
clusive evidence, to my mind, that the cause exists 
behind Lincoln’selection. It isthe sectional party 
of which my colleague spoke. Where is it, and 
what is it? Itis easy for you now to repudiate 
the Garrisons and Giddingses and Phillipses, and 
the old Abolition organization; but history proves 
that those old Abolitionists were the sappers and 
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Miners of the Black Republican party, and pre- 
pared the way for that tremendous organization 
which has at last marched into power, strewing 
its pathway with the broken columns and crum- 
bling pillars of the Union. This sectional party 
has got into power... You have the control of this 
Government. . Your organization is based upon 
the one idea of hostility to the South and to her 
institutions. But, being forewarned, we should 
be worse than fools not to be forearmed. We 
are armed; and if there shall be any mad attempt 
to coerce.us, may God defend the right! But we 
‘Want no war or bloodshed. You have got the 
control of the Government; you have won your 
victory; but L warn you now that upon the 4th of 
March next, instead of inaugurating the President 
‘of a mighty Republic, you will instal a miserable 
king of shreds and patches; and when installed, 
instead of standing like a conquerer exultant upon 
the field ofhis victory, he will sitlike Caius Marius, 
brooding amid the ruins of Carthage. He will 
have exchanged the laurel for the cypress. In- 
stead of shouting Io triumpe, you will chant your 
jeremiads. 

Mr. Speaker, time was when! looked forward to 
a continuance of this Union—this glorious Union 
as we call it—as the only means to preserve, to 
perpetuate, to conserve the liberties of the great 
and imperious people of these States. I did think 
that the very mountains which grasp in their giant 
embrace the sister States of this Confederacy 
would to-day, in the eloquent and expressive lan- 
guage of nature, have proclaimed, that what God 

imself had joined together should not be sun- 
dered. by petty politicians. But, it has been done; 
the ruin has been brought about; the mischicf has 
been consummated, and upon your heads, as well 
as ours, be the consequences. What is the rem- 
edy? Sir, the gentleman from Tennessee, [Mr. 
Nexson,] if I understood him correctly, almost 
ridiculed the idea of secession. Did it occur to that 
amiable, most excellent, and talented gentleman, 
that in denying the right of secession 

Mr. NELSON. Will the gentleman give way 
to me for a moment? 

Mr. LEAKE. I will, sir, if I can have my 
time extended. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. I object to that. 

Mr. NELSON. I gave way, I think, to the 
gentleman from Virginia, and it was not taken 
out of my time. 

Mr. LEAKE. If itis anything personal, he 
shall have the rest of my time. I yield to the 
gentleman from ‘Tennessce. 

Mr. NELSON. Lam obliged to the gentleman 
from Virginia for his kindness in yielding the 
floor to me, and I shall cndeavor not to abuse his 
courtesy. WhatI have to say in regard to seces- 
gion is this: it was condemned by Madison; it 
was condemned by Jackson; it has been repudi- 
ated by the fathers of the Republic. The doc- 
trine of peaccable secession is inconsistent with 
the Constitution, for the Constitution is in the 
nature of a partnership between equal States; and 
no one State has a right to destroy its obligation 
without the consent of the others. Mr. Howell 
Cobb, if Iam not mistaken, also sustains the 
doctrine which I have advocated here to-day. 

Mr. LEAKE. The gentleman refers to the 
venerated name of Madison, whose bones repose 
quietly within twenty-five miles of my own res- 
idence, but whose bones, I doubt not, would turn 
over in the very grave at the use now made of 
his authority. His language has been quoted 
again and again on the other side of the House. 
Sir, I will do no injustice to the memory of that 
pure patriot. A better man, a nobler statesman, 
this country has never produced. 

Mr. POTTLE obtained the floor. 

Mr. LEAKE. My time is not up. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The time of the 
gentleman (rom Virginia has expired. 

Mr. McCLERNAND. The gentleman from 
Virginia yielded to interruptions with the under- 
standing that the time occupied by those interrup- 
tions would be deducted from his hour. I would 
inquire if that deduction has been made? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman 
from Virginia has been allowed twenty-five min- 
utes extra time. His hour expired twenty-five 
minutes ago. 


Mr. LEAKE. Will the House allow me ten | 


minutes more? I have voted to extend the time 
of every gentleman who has desired it. 


Mr. VANDEVER. [trust no gentleman on 
this side of the House will object. Oe bo 

Mr. BURNETT. As the gentleman only asks 
ten minutes, I hope there will be no objection to 
allowing him that time. à 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Does the Chair 
hearany objection to the gentleman from Virginia 
proceeding? f : 

Mr. POTTLE. I desire to say that I obtained 
the floor upon the condition that I should not 
yield it for an adjournment, but should go on 
to-night. The gentleman from Virginia will see, 
therefore, that I must either give way entirely, 
and abandon the purpose of. speaking, or go on 
now. 

Mr. LEAKE. I will agree that the gentleman 
shall have the floor in the morning. I will vote 
to adjourn for his accommodation. 

Mr. POTTLE. That would be inconsistent 
with the understanding upon which I obtained the 


floor. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The ggitleman 
from New York will proceed. 

Mr. POTTLE. Mr. Speaker, in time like 


this, when the foundations of the Government are 
shaken, and the spirit of revolution already em- 
braces so large a portion of our country, I shall 
try and avoid any and every expression calculated 
to add to the madness of the hour. But in speak- 
ing of the condition of the country, and of the 
remedies brought before us to restore peace and 
harmony, I believe it to be the duty of a member 
of Congress to speak frankly, and in no double or 
doubtful sense. The march of events which has 
brought the country to its present position has 
beenso rapid thatthereis no time for dalliance with 
smooth words. Sternly, and with a full sense of 
the weight of his responsibility, each man now 
takes his position, prepared to abide its conse- 
quences, whatever they may be. 

Five States have already, by their State author- 
ities, severed their connection with the Govern- 
ment and declared themselves out of the Union. 
While active preparations are making by other 
States to follow their example, and the claim is 
daily put forward here that unless the members 
from the free States shall offer terms which shall 
be acceptable to the southern or slave States, the 
example of secession will, before the 4th of March, 
be followed by allof these States. Nor have these 
States stopped with the declaration of their seces- 
sion from the Union. 'These declarations have 
been followed, and in some cases preceded, by 
armed defiance of the General Government. And 
overt acts of war, in the closing of their ports to 
vessels bearing our flag; in seizing the property 
of the Government; in firing upon a vessel bear- 
ing troops and stores toa Government fort; and in 
the arrest and imprisonment of a citizen for trea- 
gon because he remained faithful to the Govern- 
ment of the United States, Icave no doubt of the 
fact that, in open rebellion, they offer the plain 
and straightforward alternative of war or com- 
pliance with their demands. . 

Sir, I need hardly add, that citizens in this at- 
titude, menacing the Government, with arms in 
their hands, seem hardly to have left usin a posi- 
tion—considering our obligations, by our oaths, 
to support the Constitution of the United States— 
to choose as to our course of action. They would 
seem fairly to have forced upon us the issuc of 
successful rebellion on their part, or on ours such 
a manifestation of the power of the Government 
as shall recall them to their allegiance, and com- 


| pel them to seek for redress of grievances in the 


ordinary way under the Constitution. 

But, waiving all questions as to the propriety of 
listening to terms from those whose bayonets are 
leveled at our breasts, and whose cannon are 
threatening the very Capitol in which we hold our 
deliberations, I am willing to listen attentively to 
all the complaints they have to make, and vote 
for every redress to which they shall be enti- 
tled. 

Before attempting to satisfy our southern breth- 
ren, we must first try and ascertain what these 

rievances are of which they complain. 

I have listened patiently from day today; have 
read the debates of this House and of the Senate; 
and have also carefully read the reasons assigned 
by the seceding States for these grievances; and 
it appears to me that they all unite substantially 
on one ground, and that was stated by the hon- 
orable member from Missouri [Mr. ANDERSON] 


in his speech the other day, in the following 
words, which I quote: 

« My section of the Unión has never asked nor demanded 
more than its constitutional rights. You surely do not en- 
tertain so contemptible an opinion of us as to suppose that 
we will surrender them at your bidding. and thereby make 
ourselves inferiors in this Government. The majority of the 
people of the free States have presumptuously, to say the 
least of it, by the election of Mr. Lincoln, with the indorse- 
ment of his views and principles, decided, as we believe, 
that we shall not have them; the sonthern people are un- 
alterably determined that they will; if not in the Union, 
then out of it.”” s 

This, then, is the cause for breaking up a great 
and successful Government, ingulfing the for- 
tunes and Jives of millions, and wiping out in 
blood the history of the most favored nation upon 
the globe. It is all put into one little sentence: 
‘©The majority of the people of the free States 
have presumptuously, to say the least of it,” laid 
down their platform of principles, and elected a 
President. 

If this means that a majority of the people of 
the free States have been guilty of an infringe- 
ment upon the rights of the South, because, in a 
peaceful and strictly constitutional manner, they 
elected a President from their own section, then 
the argumentcomes substantially to this: the South 
will remain in the Union so long as it is allowed 
to rule it; nolonger. And the North will be con- 
sidered as conceding to it its constitutional rights, 
so long only as it consents to be thus governed. 

Even in this view, I think the gentleman upon 
reflection will agree that, one way or another, the 
South has had this right, with but few and brief 
interruptions, from the beginning of the Govern- 
ment until the present time. 

If the gentleman means, as I think he does, 
that there is something in the principles of the 
Republican party calculated to work a denial to 
the South of its rights, it would have been fair, as 
it certainly would have been mote satisfactory, if 
he had referred us to the dangerous plank in our 
platform. As he bases all his arguments upon 
matters growing outof the slavery question, I shall 
take it for granted that it must be found, if any- 
where, in that part of the creed of the Republican 
party which relates to that institution. As the 
four propositions contained in our platform upon 
that subject are brief and explicit, I beg leave to 
read them: i 

“That the maintenance, inviolate, of the rights of the 
States, and especially the right of each State to order and 
contro} its own domestic institutions according to its own 
judgment exctusively, is essential to that balance of power 
on which the perfection and endurance of our political fab- 
ric depends; and we denounce the Jawless invasion by 
armed force of the soil of any State or Territory, no matter 
under what pretext, as among the gravest of crimes. 

“That the new dogma that the Constitution of its own 
force carries slavery into any or all of the Territories of the 
United States, is a dangerous political heresy, at variance 
with the explicit provisions of that instrument itself, with 
cotemporancous exposition, and with legislative and judi- 
cial precedent; is revolutionary in its tendency, and sub- 
versive of the peace and harmony of the country. 

& That the normal condition of all the territory of the 
United States is that of freedom; thatas our republican 
fathers, when they had abolished slavery in all our national 
territory, ordained that ‘no person should be deprived of 
life, liberty, or property, without due process of jaw,’ it 
becomes our duty, by legislation, whenever such legisla- 
tion is necessary, to maintain this provision of the Consti- 
tution against all attempts to violate it; and we deny the 
authority of Congress, of a Territorial Legislature, or of any 
individuals, to give legal existence to slavery in any Terri- 
tory of the United States. 

“That we brand the recent reopening of the African 
slave trade, under the cover of our national flag, aided by 
perversions of judicial power, as a crime against humanity, 
and a burning shame to our country and age ; and we cail 
upon Congress to take prompt and efficient measures for 
the total and final suppression of that execrable trafie.” 

That is all. The first, in favor of maintaining 
the rights of the States inviolate, and of preventing 
invasion of any’State or Territory. Second: that 
the dogma that the Constitution, of its own force, 
carries slavery into any Territory, is at variance 
with the Constitution, with cotemporaneous ex- 
position, and with legislative and judicial prece- 
dent. Third: thatslavery not existingin a Ter- 
ritory by force of the Constitution, it is not in the 
power of Congress or of a Territorial Legislature 
to give legal existence to it there. Fourth; op- 
position to the reopening of the African slave 
trade. 

“The very head and front of our offending 
Hath this extent, no more.” 

For the assertion of which of these is it that this 
Government is to be broken into hostile sections, 
and all the horrors of civil (perhaps servile). 


| war superadded? 


1861. 


It cannot be because we maintain the rights of 
the States, or because we oppose the reopening of 
the African slave trade. T believe the honorable 
member as much in favor of the one and opposed 
to. the other as any Republican can be. Nor do I 
think he will dispute what our platform asserts in 
regard to cotemporaneous construction of the Con- 
stitution, or of legislative and judicial precedent. 
But the gentleman says: 

“Phe Supreme Court of the United States—the ablest 
and most impartial tribunal known to the country—unin- 
fluenced by party clamor and party feeling, have decided 
that we have the right, under the Constitution, to go toall 
the Territories of the United States with our slave prop- 
erty, and have it protected.” 

And the charge 1s, that we deny to them the 
right thus affirmed by the court. In this he has 
hardly stated fairly the position of the Repub- 
lican party. We deny to no section an estab- 
lished right. What we do deny is, that any such 
right as that put forth by the gentleman has been 
estublished. We say, first, that the court has not 
so decided; that, in the case referred to, it only 
decided that Dred Scott was, by the record, ad- 
mitted to be of African descent, and, by the laws 
of the State of Missouri, not a citizen of that 
State, and therefore not entitled to sue; and the 
cause was dismissed for want of jurisdiction. But 
we say, further, that, if what the court, after 
having thus dismissed the cause, took upon itself 
to say upon the constitutional question is to be 
takenas a part of its decision, still, itis at variance 
with contemporaneous construction, and legisla- 
tive and judicial precedent, and does not, there- 
fore, establish a right which is beyond question. 

But, sir, suppose this decision to have been all 
that the gentleman claims; what then? Are not the 
same judges still on the bench? Have we a ma- 
jority in either branch of Congress to excite fears 
that we will attempt to override it by legislation? 
No. But with every advantage upon the part of 
the South in sustaining this dictum of the court, 
and making it the established construction of the 
Constitution, gentlemen, speaking for States, say 
they can no longer stay in the Union unless we 
will stop doubting the correctness of the court in 
this case. 

Surely, sir, nothing short of mental madness 
could lead one to the conclusion that it was good 
ground for breaking up a Government, that there 
exists "among itsgcitizens differences of opinion 
upon constitutional questions; questions, too, 
upon which the decisions of the court have been 
by no means uniform. 

Fromacareful perusal of the speech ofmy friend, 
and of other speeches from his section, I have 
been forced to the conclusion that itis not the 
principles of the Republican party which are ob- 
jected to by our friends of the South so much as 
the belief which they hold that the great mass of 
the northern people believe that slavery is wrong. 
Sir, for one, | cannot deny that such is the opin- 
ion of the northern people. I think a very large 
majority of them do honestly, earnestly so think. 
And he must have read American history to litte 
purpose who does not find that once that opinion 
was shared by nearly all of the leading men of 
the South. T do not intend to quote the great 
names of southern statesmen, either dead or liv- 
ing, who have expressed this opinion; for their 
opinions and great names seem now to have no 
influence and small respect in that section of the 
Union. f 

The gentleman says that we of the North ‘‘ are 
opposed to the institution of slavery; that we 
speak of it as a relic of barbarism.” 1 again say 
that I believe the gentleman fairly states the north- 
ern feeling. But I deny that, because such is our 
opinion and such our feeling in regard to negro 
slavery, we want to deny to any State absolute 
control of its domestic institutions, or its full 
rights under the Constitution. ; 

When this Constitution was formed there was 
nothing expressed or implied that the citizens of 
the several States should surrender their opinions 
upon any subject to the General Government: 
What they did agree was, to observe faithfully 
all the reserved rights of the States; and I say 
to gentlemen of the South: we will observe your 
rights; but you cannot compel us to suppress our 
opinions, nor do I believe you will, by your pres- 
ent attitude, induce us to modify them in regard 
to slavery. You have a right, clearly, to insist 
that slavery in the States is a matter belonging 


exclusively to you, and to be left to manage it 
within State limits as you think best; you have 
the right, also, to expect, nay, to demand, a faith- 
ful observance on our part of that provision in the 
Constitution in relation to the rendition of “ fagi- 
tives from Service.”’ 

I do not say that you have the right to avail 
yourselves of party power, and make a law pur- 
posely obnoxiousand of doubtful constitutionality, 
even in the opinion of South Carolina statesmen, 
and demand of us to execute it with alacrity and 
with expressions of pleasure. Yet the presentlaw, 
subject as it is to both of these objections, and 
although rorthern men feel the shame which you 
put upon them in the execution of it “sting hkea 
wound’’—feel that you call upon them to do what 
gentlemen from the South would hardly do for 
themselves—we do still execute with fidelity. Few 
State laws were ever executed with more, and 
none in my State which was repugnant to public 
sentiment was ever executed with so much, asthis 
has been. And morethanthis, sir, the weight of 
public sentiment has always been, that, oppressive 
as the law is, and believed to be quite as efficient 
for kidnapping as for returning fugitives, it was 
better to execute itand trust to Congress and the 
magnanimity of the South to modify its more 
offensive features. And such I believe to have 
been the feeling generally in the other free States, 

No considerable body of menat the North have 
ever denied the right of the South to have sucha 
fugitive slave law as the Constitution contem- 
plates, or that it should be faithfully executed. I 
admit that occasionally there have been cases, like 
the “Jerry rescue case’? in my own State, where 
the officers of the law have been interfered with. 
But there is good reason to believe that for every 
slave rescued, two free negroes have been kid- 
napped under the law. If the law was what it 
should be, neither of these cases would occur 
again in New York; and if the committee of thirty- 
three have succeeded in making such recommend- 
ationsas shall accomplish this purpose, they have 
to that extent done good service, and ought to be 
sustained. 

I know, sir, that two wrongs do not make a 
right, and that a disregard of the rights of one 
section is never atoned for by a corresponding dis- 
regard by the other section. But, sir, while we 
are talking of “ compromises,” while we are pre- 
paring to have all things putrightand everybody 
satisfied, would it not be wel] to inquire some- 
thing in regard to the observance of that portion 
of section two, article four, of the Constitution, 
which provides that ‘ the citizens of each State 
shall be entitled to the privileges and immunities 
of citizens in the several States.’? Sir, is it ask- 
ing too much of gentlemen who speak so warmly 
of our faults, to sometimes think of our rights. 
Gentlemen of the South talk of our aversion to 
negro slavery, of our personal liberty bills, (bills 
to prevent kidnapping,) and of the escape of an 
occasional fugitive slave, as things which are sub- 
versive of their rights. But since I have been in 
Congress, I do not remember to have ever heard 
them allude to southern statutes in derogation to 
northern rights; nor of the hanging, drowning, 
and scourging of northern men in the southern 
States, simply because they were northern men, 
holding principles in common with the, majority 
of northern men; nor of citizens of southern States 
driven from their States because they exercised 
the right which the Constitution gave them, of 
voting for whom they pleased. Ifa catalogue were 
fairly made, I think it would be found that there 
were wrongs to be redressed on both sides. And, 
sir, I regret that the distinguished chairman of the 
committee of thirty-three did not, in his able re- 
port, make some allusion to facts like those re- 
ferred to—facts of world-wide notoriety. That 
report is ample in suggestions to guard southern 
rights; and to restrain the northern press and 
northern speech; but I have looked in vain through 
it for one single suggestion in defense of northern 
rights. 

As the North seldom complains, perhaps the 
committee did not feel called upon to look in that 
direction, although I think Tam not mistaken in 
saying that a resolution calling their attention to 
this subject was referred to them. Upon this 
point I have but a word more to say; and that is, 
that no compromise that does not look to the pro- 
tection of the rights of the citizens of all the States 
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under the Constitution, can receive my vote; and 
one that dees, by whomsoever broughtforivard, 
I will vote for. ‘It is all-that is needed to-day. to 
give peace to the country. Ev ge es mi 

But, sir, the gentlemen from Missouri makes 
another complaint. I quoteagain from-his speech: 

“Many of our slaves are now impressed with the idea 
that, after the inauguration of Mr, Lincoln, they areto be 
free. This impression makes. them restless and discon- 
tented; renders our homes, our wives, and our chidren 
unsafe. Surely no rational man expects us to live with 
euch 2 state of things in our midst. We cannot; we will 

I can understand this; I canimagine something 
of the horrors of life when servile wer hangs over 
one’s State, one’s family, one’s self. . The sword 
of Damocles was nothing to a condition like this. 
But, sir, who “impressed the minds.of the slaves 
with the idea that after the inauguration of Lin- 
coln they were to be free ?’? Surely this. was' not 
occasioned by the ‘‘licentiousness of. the press” 
spoken of inthe report of the committee; for slaves 
do not read, and if they did, the whole South is 
as hermetically sealed against the northern press 
as the Barbary States ever were. Neither was: it 
the licentiousness of speech on the part of north- 
ern men; for you have long steadily refused them 
a hearing within your borders, No, gentlemen 
of the South, this was not our work, but your 
own. In your eagerness to secure all the non- 
slaveholding votes in your States, and preventthe 
spread of Republican principles there, you tra- 
duced us. Instead of telling, or allowing us to tell, 
frankly to your people what were our principles, 
and thereby showing that we were as loyal to the 
Constitution, and as true to the rights of the sev- 
eral States as any party that ever existed in the 

Republic, you denounced us as Black Republi- 
cans; as Abolitionists; as advocating social equal- 
ity with the negroes, and the mixing of the races; 
as armed with fire and sword against the rights- 
of the South, and only waiting success in the elec- 
tion of our President to march down to the south- 
ern States and make the white man subordinate 
to the black. Yourservant behind your chair, as 
he waited at-your table; your field hand, as he plied 
the hoe; and the lounger, after work hours—with 
open ears took in your words, and, but half com- 
prehending them, yet fully alive to the fact that 
they were of freedom—freedom to him and to his 
race—spread them through your negro quarters, 
and over your plantations; and if the curse which 
you meant for us comes home upon yourselves, 
it will not be. the first instance of the kind, but 
only another instance of the vindication of that 
higher law, ‘that those who want justice, must 
do it to others,” . 

Sir, I believe, before God, that the best guaran- 
tee which the South could have to-day for future 
safety would be to frankly tell its citizens and its 
slaves that the aims and objects of the Republican 
party had been misunderstood and misrepresented ; 
that it has nothing to do with slavery in the States; 
that it intends to uphold the rights of every man 
and every State under the Constitution, so far:as 
ithas power so todo. Publish this trath—as truth 
it is—and in much less time than your ‘€ compro- 
mise committee’? has been. deliberating how to 
perform impossibilities, you would find peace and 
prosperity returning. to you again; and, instead 
of a broken Union and warlike preparations to 
imbrue our hands in each others’ blood, we could 
again show the world that we were not only a 
great, but a united nation. Men, brethren of the 
South, this wrong has been one which you have 
brought upon yourselves; you have taken the 
path of wrong instead of that of right. And no 
committee, no congressional or constitutional 
compromise will ever make the former lead into 
the latter. Isay it with all deference, you must 
either retrace your steps or follow out the wrong 
to its bitter but inevitable consequences. 

The gentleman from Missouriasks us to amend 
the Constitution. I quote from his speech: 

“ I now appeal to the Representatives of the non-slave- 
holding States to propose amendinents to the Constitution 
that will secure to the South her just and equal rights; that 
will stop forever all agitation upon the subject of slavery. 5 
give to the country quiet and repose.’ 


Amend the Constitution to give to the slave- 
holding States their just and equal rights! Why, 
sir, is not this the Constitution made by your 
fathers as well as ours? Wasitnot-made by men 
who were nearly all slaveholders, and at a time 
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when all the States but one were slave States? 
And now, after more than three quarters of a cen- 
tury of domestic peace and unrivaled prosperity; 
increasing our population from four to thirty-one 
million, extending our commerce to every sea, 
and making our name. respected by every people, 
we are told that unless we will change the Con- 
stitution which has wrought such results, ay, 
and change it, too, so as to make it more pro- 
slavery than. slaveholders who were making it for 
slave States made it, all this prosperity shall melt 
away, and the great American Republic, “ like the 
baseless fabric of a dream dissolve into thin air,” 
or exit only for the purpose of illustrating the 
world’s history with the red horrors of civil and 
servile war. 

Did youask us not to take from you your rights 
under this Constitution, then I could stand here 
and assure you of one, at least, who would heed 
your request. I would defend yourrightsas my 
own, and as I would my own. But never, sir, 
never, while I have a voice ora vote to protest 
against it, will I consent to a change of the Con- 
stitution for such a purpose. If you wring this 
compromise from the fears or the love of Union of 
the North, it will not bring you peace. It will 
only be. the beginning of violence. The Govern- 
ment once demoralized by yielding to menace 
what, in sober judgment, it had just refused at 
the ballot-box, every dissatisfied State or section 
would in turn threaten the Union, and rightafter 
right would be yielded,until weaknessand anarchy 
would at length compel us to change the name of 
Republic for the substance of a government strong 
enough to protect itself against the clamor of 
jarring sections. , 

But, sir, were we to submit to the people an 
amendment of the Constitution which would satis- 
fy the gentleman from Missouri, would it satisfy 
all other demands, and bring peace? No. 

The Senator from Texas (Mr. WircraLL] makes 
exactions far beyond the power of any amend- 
ment, even if you would allow him to draw it 
himself. And the honorable member from the 
same State, (Mr. Reacan,] in his speech the 
other day, said: 

“You all know that we cannot, and dare not, live in 
this Union, with our rights denied by the Republican party. 


tts ascendency is our destruction; and, sir, its destruction 
this day is the only salvation for the Union.” 


Well, sir, it would be asking much of a great 
party, which had canvassed the country for six 
years, and finally received a verdict of indorse- 
mont for principles as well understood as any 
ever subjected to the ordeal of the ballot-box, to 
give up its success, and lay its victorious banner 
at the fect of the vanquished, submitting itself to 
utter destruction, its name never heard except 
when uttered with scorn and contempt. 

But, although I have deemed it a privilege to 
contribute my humble labors to the success of this 
party, | would, for one, consent to all this, if I 
thought it would restore peace and prosperity to 
this distracted land. It is because Í believe the 
only chance of the Union rests to-day upon the 
principles of this party, it 1s because U believe its 
only salvation depends upon the maintenance of 


those principles, and that the rights of all sections | 
can only be secured by administering the Gov- 


ernment upon them, that I cannot consent to aid 
in the destruction of the Republican party. But 
even the destruction of this party would not sat- 
isfy our southern brethren, unless accompanied 
by guarantees that no other party should interfere 
with southern domination. The Senator from 
Alabama, (Mr. Cxray,] in a recent letter, says of 
the free States: 

“They are the most bitter, relentless, vindictive 
enemies we have on earth? = * + A “Of 


course, we cannot live under the same Government with 
these people, unless we could control it.” 


and 
* 


Allow the South to govern this country, and 
you would reach the real difficulty. And I respect- 
fully submit to the compromise committee that, 
unless their propositions willaccomplish this, they 
have failed, I fear, to offer such a compromise or 
concession—for it is all on one side—as will be 
found satisfactory. 

Sir, for one, I shall vote against all propositions 
changing the status of slavery under the Consti- 
tution. I voted against the raising of the commit- 


tee; and believe to-day that movement has con- | 


tributed more to the present excitement in the 


border slaves States than any and all others. I 
looked upon it as inviting bids for terms upon 
which they would stay in the Union; and I think 
subsequent events have shown. that they so un- 
derstood it; and no compromise man should feel 
disappointed at finding what they demand beyond 
his power to give. The only question now seems 
to be whether you can induce them to lower their 
demands. 

Sir, I shalt leave this whole matter to be settled 
by ‘those who opened proposals, and I wash my 
hands of all part or lot in the matter. lamready 
to give any and all guarantees that are within our 
power that the constitutional rights of all sections 
shall be observed, not merely in the letter, but in 
the spirit; also, I seek no evasion of them myself, 
nor dothe people for whom I speak. We have been 
compromising for forty years, and what has it 
availed? Shall we continue to try remedies that 
have only aggravated the disease? 

It is said, “if we vote against compromises, 
we vote for war. Isayno. We vote for peace; 
we want peace; we offer you your rights under 
the Constitution as it is—rights which secure you 
greater blessings than you will ever find under 
any other constitution or in any other union. 
And we beg of you, in God’s name, to accept of 
peace now, while we can offer it. We beg of you, 
by all the memories of the past, by all the hopes 
of the future, by your reverence for the memories 
of the dead, and your love of your children, to 
reconsider your hasty and rash resolves, and to 
unite with us again, your hands around the Con- 
stitution of our country, and join in renewed 
oaths to maintain it forever. We can even now, 


f by our common devotion, wipe out or forget the 


stain which our broils have brought upon our 


j flag. 


It is idle to shut our cyes to the fact that we are 
fast drifting beyond the point of reconciliation. 
It would be worse than idle, it would be cowardly, 


not to prepare to meet this question squarcly. | 


Let no man deccive himself with the idea that this 
Government will die and make no sign;” that 
it will be broken upand no struggle made to pre- 
serve it. Itis no summer cloud that hangs over 
us to-day. Thegentleman from Texas [Mr. Rea- 
GAN] tells us that if war comes they “ will show 
us how brave men can die.” Ido not doubt it; 
and I tell the gentleman, in reply, that he knows 
little of the North if he thinks the example will 
be thrown away upon us. Sirs, you do injustice 
to our common ancestry if you doubt that we too 
can meet the shock of battle upon equal terms 
with you in this respect. "Who doubts the cour- 
age of either section? 

Surely we do not need to plunge the country in 
war to settle this question. Are we not the sons of 
those who, in the old days, upon a hundred battle- 
fields, proved their common valor upon a common 
foe? Do not the bones of our brothers lie bleach- 
ing together upon the frontier and upon the plains 
of Mexico? Nay, are not many of those among 
us who escaped death on those fields, and who not 
only belong to both sections, but whose valor is 
the pride of both sections? But if war must come, 
we must mectit. And when the roused millions 
shall once have been marshalled, and the havoc 
begun, there will be slight care for the nice dis- 
tinctions in regard to ‘* State rights,” or whether 
a “sovereign State can be coerced; the honor 
of that flag which never yet was lowered will be 
maintained, and the Government of the United 
States will, I trust, be sustained, though millions 
should perish in the conflict. 

My position, sir, first and last, is the Constitu- 
tion as it is, and a just and impartial enforcement 
of the laws. 

When I say that in the event of war all nice 
distinctions in regard to State rights would be lost 
sight of, I speak of it as a consequence, and not 
asa thing which I would advise, either in peace 
or war. Ido not think, as our Government is 
constituted, it is either the province or the right 
of the General Government to coerce, or in any 
manner interfere with States, as such. The al- 
legiance due to the General Government is not 
that of States, but of the people of the United 
States; and it either has the power to enforce 
obedience of the people who constitute the Gov- 
ernment of the United States to all the laws of the 
United States, or it ceases to be a Government. 


And the argument thata State can absolve its cit- | 


izens—citizens also of the United States—from 
their obligations to the General Government, is 
but another way of denying the existence of such 
Government. 

It looks to me like an absurdity to say that the 
General Government is bound inall events to pro- 
tect the rights of its citizens but can in no event 
exact obedience from them to those laws when a 
State chooses to intervene. And I therefore re- 
peat, that I have no doubt, after all the ingenious- 
discussions in regard to State rights shall have 
been exhausted, the practical result will be, that ~ 
the General Government will exact obedience to 
its laws from all its citizens, in whatever State 
they may be; and that ‘* coercion” of States, of 
interference with States, will only happen when 
a State shall attempt to place itself between the 
offender against law, and his Government. 

In the present attitude of the seceding States, 
such a conflict may be expected in every case 
where the General Government attempts to pun- 
ish an offender against its laws within their bound- 
aries. And we are thus at once brought to the 
alternativeofadmitting that these States have been 
successful in their revolution, and that their cit- 
izens are no longer citizens of the General Gov- 
ernment, or we are compelled to attempt to enforce 
obedience to our laws. 

That we shall accept the first, and acquiesce in 
a peaceful separation of such States, few or many, 
as choose to withdraw from the Union, I do not 
expect. 

Whether such a course would be for the best, 
considering the diversity of our institutions, and 
the exasperated state of the public mind in the dif- 
ferent sections, if proper arrangements for bound- 
aries and intercourse between the sections thus 
divided could be agreed upon, or if we could 
know where to find a limit to secession, it is hardly 
worth while now to inquire. It is sufficient to 
know that the temper of our people is such that 
these questions can never be settled peaceably. 
Their interests arc so interwoven with every State 
and every section, that I am satisfied they will 
| neverconsent to a dissolution of the Union of these 
States until years of conflict shall have severed 
| these interests, and fixed boundaries between us 

as hostile nations. 

And, sir, I wish I could add that I had good 
grounds to hope that these States would not com- 
pel us to the other alternative of attempting to 
enforce obedience to our laws. But when that 
attempt is made—as made it must be—I expect it 
will be made to the uttermostextent of the power 
and resources of the Government; and that the 
Government, at whatever cost, will enforce obe- 
dience to its laws, or break down in the attempt. 

Sir, we cannot escape this alternative. We 
may shrink from the horrors of civil war, as who 

docs not? We may carry our imaginations for- 
ward until every State is seen drenched in blood, 
every business interest laid in ruins, cities smoul- 
dering in ashes, widows and orphans filling the 
land with their wailings, and whole districts, once 
populous, the homes of happy millions, turned 
into deserts by the demon of war; and yet-we are 
compelled to come back tothe same point. The 
citizens of this Government must yield obedience 
to the laws, or the Government must compel that 
obedience, even though all these imaginings shall 
become realities; even though we know they must 
"become realities. 

Men of the South, why will you force this alter- 
native upon the Government? You have received 
every assurance which northern Representatives 
in Congress can give you, that every northern 
statute (if any such there be) which obstructs 
your constitutional rights shall be swept away. 
Ihe powers of the Government are so balanced 
that you can receive no injury at the hand of the 
incoming Administration; and you have had every 
assurance that men can have or give that none is 
intended. Should all these fail, will it not be time 
to make the attempt to break up such a Govern- 
ment ag this, when the administration of Mr. 
Lincoln shall have evinced an intention of over- 
stepping the bounds ofthe Constitution? Should 
such an attempt ever be made, you would find 
thousands, yes, millions of northern men, who, 
shoulder to shoulder with you, would resist the 
attempt and vindicate not only your rights, but 
their own. f 

But if, deaf to reason and to all the assurances 
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of your rights which we tender you, you will rush 
upon war—will compel the Government to enforce 
obedience to its laws—neither you nor history can 
place the responsibility for he consequences of 
such madness upon the free States. It will be all 
your own. 

And, after all, what is it that you propose to 
gain, even by a successful revolution? You leave 
us because we do not like your institution of sla- 
very. Do you think it will increase our love for 
it to make it the cause of destroying the Govern- 
ment, bankrupting our business, and slaughtering 
our people? ‘These are not the incentives to love, 
but to fierce, uncompromising, unrelenting hatred 
incentives which will lead to the determination 
to wipe out utterly and forever an_ institution 
which brings such evils upon us. That such is 
the expectation of those who scek the overthrow 
of slavery in the States will be seen by an extract 
which [read from a late address of Mr. Wendell 
Phillips, at Boston: 

“ Disuntonisin is abolitionism. That is all I care for it. 
I care not for forms of government, but for its essence. 
The music of disunion to me is, that at its touch the slave 
breaks forth in jubilee. Disunion leaves God’s natural 
laws to work outtheirsolution. insurrection is the tyrant’s 
check, Letus stand out of God’s way, and His divine laws 
will have free course. The ways of the Government are 


just as much permoated with slavery as are those of China 
and Japan with idolatry.” 


You complain that we do not return your fugi- 
tive slaves. I have already said that Í believed 
the complaintsubstantially groundless; butiftrue, 
what then? lf war docs not break the shackles 
ofevery slave in the Government, do you expect, 
when we are your enemies and released from all 
obligations which the Constitution imposes upon 
us, that we shall voluntarily turn negro-catchers 
for you? You cannot, you do not expect this. 
What, then, are you to gain? You have answered 
this question many times here by replying, “ that 
you intended to gain your independence.” In- 
dependence from whom? From those who are 
ready at any and all times to shed their blood in 
your defense; from those only upon the face of 
God’s earth who do or will guaranty protection 
to your institution of slavery. 

Mr. Speaker, J should, in common with millions 
in this country and elsewhere, hail the day when 
this subject Gh contention should no longer exist 
among us; when we could with truth adopt the 
boast of England, and say that slaves could no 
longer breathe our atmosphere, and freedom, uni- 
versal freedom, in the broadest sense of our Dec- 
laration of Independence, be the right and condi- 
tion of every human being. But, sir, I love my 
country and have sworn to support its Constitu- 
tion, and will do it; and I have no sympathy in 
common with those who would seek a realization 
of universal freedom over the ruins of that Con- 
stitution. 

Lam willing to take the institutions of my coun- 
try as I find them. Under them we have been 
prosperous and happy; and although the storm 
which threatens us seems charged with destruc- 
tion, I will not despair, but trust that the Prov- 
idence which has thus far watched over and pro- 
tected us will still protect us, and that we shall 
continue one Government, one people, challeng- 
ing admiration and respect everywhere by the 
working of our system of self-government. 

I have heard it said here and elsewhere, by 
southern men, that the North was divided; that 
there were thousands there who would take sides 
with the South against the Government. Do not 
deceive yourselves upon this point. The North 
is to-day a unit—not against you, but for the en- 
forcement of the laws. 

If they have the power, £ ave 
the flag which you have insulted will be vindi- 
cated; the property which you have wrested from 
the Government will be restored, and the Union 
which you spurn will be maintained. 


as I think they have, | 


Andall this will cause no drop of blood, unless | 


you will it. But cost what it may, you will find 
in the end that the free States, and I trust many 
of the slave States, and many citizens in all the 
slave States, will, through all this struggle, feel 
but one impulse,and know but one motto—* the 
Union must and shall be preserved.”” 

Mr. CLARK, of Missouri, obtained the floor, 
but yielded to ; 

Mr. BINGHAM, who moved that the House 
do now adjourn. 


Mr. GROW. Will the gentleman from Ohio 


withdraw that motion fora moment? I desire to 
ask the consent of the House to offer a tesolution. 
Mr. BINGHAM. I yield for that purpose. 


HOSTILE ORGANIZATION IN WASHINGTON. 
Mr. GROW. I ask Icave to offer the following 


resolution: 


Resolved, That the select committee of five be instructed 
to inquire whether any secret organization hostile to the 
Government of the United States exists in the District of 
Columbia; andif so, whether any official or employé of the 
city of Washington, or any employés or officers of the Fed- 
eral Government, in the executive or judicial departments, 
are members thereof.” 


Mr. MAYNARD. I must object to the intro- 
duction of the resolution. The resolution may 
possibly be right in itself, but I would prefer to 
have it introduced when there is a quorum pres- 
ent, 

Mr. GROW. Very well; I will bring it up 
to-morrow. 

Mr. MAYNARD. Yes; bring it up then, and 
I will not object. 

Mr: BINGHAM. 
adjournment. 

The motion was agreed to; and thereupon 
(at half past four o’clock, p. m.) the House 
adjourned. : 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Sarurpay, January 26, 1861. 


The House met at twelve o’clock, m. Prayer 
by Rev. J. G. BUTLER. 
The Journal of yesterday wasread and approved. 


AMANDA BATTS AND OTHERS. 

Mr. FENTON asked the unanimous consent 
of the House to discharge the Committee of the 
Whole House from the further consideration of 
a bill (H. R. No. 828) for he relief of Amanda 
Batts, Laura P. W. Young, and Betsey Murdock, 
heirs of Barbara Walker. 

There being no objection, the Committee of the 
Whole House was discharged from the consider- 
ation of the bill; and the bill was taken up for 
consideration. It instructs the Secretary of the 
Treasury of the United States to pay, out of any 
moneys not otherwise appropriated, to Amanda 
Batts, Laura P. W. Young, and Betsey Murdock, 
heirs of Barbara Walker, the deceased widow of 
Gideon Walker, the sum of $510, being the amount 
of a pension granted on Barbara Walker’s appli- 
cation, and remaining unpaid. 

Mr. THOMAS. This is a proposition to take 
the case out of its usual order; and there is nota 
quorum of the House present. I think thatboth 
these reasons are good for objecting to legislation. 
I call for the regular order of business. 

Mr. FENTON. | trust the gentleman will allow 
the report to be read. 

Mr. THOMAS. Ihave no objection ¢o that, 
if we have got time to investigate it. 

The report of the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions was read. It appears therefrom that Bar- 
bara Walker was the widow, now deceased, of 
Gideon Walker, who died in the service of the 
United States during the war of 1812; that the 
mother of the petitioners was entitled toa half-pay | 
pension by the laws of the United States, and 
made her application before Allen D. Scott, Esq., 
surrogate of the county of Cattaraugus, New 
York, about February, 1859, which was mme- 
diately forwarded to the Departmentat Washing- | 
ton, and remained on file until May 9, 1859, when 
a certificate was issued granting a pension to Bar- 
bara Walker of $8 50 per month from the 3d of 
February, 1853, to the 3d of February, 1858. On 
the certificate is indorsed: “ Amount duc on this 
certificate, por Pension Office calculation $510.” 


I renew my motion for an 


3 H 

T'he evidence further shows that Barbara Walker, 
after making her application, died on the 7th of 
March, 1859, leaving the petitioners her only | 
children and heirs; that they applied to the Pen- | 
sion Office for the pension, and were informed | 
that the payment was refused, on the ground that 
the widow died before herapplication wasgranted. 
The petitionersallege that the pension was all due 
when the application was made; that the appli- 
cant had then complied with all the law required_| 
her to do, and the pension certificate was granted 

upon that application; that the pension was due | 
the applicant, and was in the nature of a vested 


| right to the amount granted, which, on her death, | 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed, and. read 
a third time; and being engrossed, it:was accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed. o0 o niso 
r. FENTON moved to reconsider, the: vote 
by which the bill was passed; and also moved. to 
lay the motion to reconsider on the table. ++: 
The latter motion was agreed tos ; 


ROBERT A. MATTILEWS. - 


Mr. MALLORY. I move to take up from the 
Speaker’s table, with a view to haye it put upon 
its passage, Senate bill No. 321, for the relief of 
Robert A. Matthews. The bill is a very short 
one, and will explain itself; and I know that if 
the House will allow it to be read, it will pass it 
without a moment’s hesitation. 

There being no objection, the bill was taken up 
for consideration. It directs the Commissioner 
of the General Land. Office to pay to Robert A. 
Matthews, attorney of Charles W. Tosh, the 
amount of the price received from Tosh for one 
hundred and fifty-five and sixty-two. hundredths 
acres of land, entered by him at the land office, at 
Sioux City, Iowa, on the 2d October, 1856, as 

er register’s certificate and receiver’s receipt, 

o. 455, the entry having since been canceled as 
embracing land within the limits of the railroad 
grants made by Congress by act of May 15, 1856. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. MALLORY moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed; and also moved to 
lay the motion to reconsider on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


JACOB GATES. 

Mr. BLAIR. Task that the Committee of the 
Whole House be discharged from the further con- 
sideration of Ilouse bill No. 752, granting an 
invalid pension to Jacob Gates. ; 

There being no objection, the Committee of the 
Whole House was discharged from the further 
consideration of the bill; and the House proceeded 
to consider it. The bill instructs the Secretary of 
the Interior to place the name of Jacob Gates on 
the invalid pension rolls of the United States, at 
the rate of cight dollars per month, from the first 
of January, 1860, and to continue during his 
natural life. 

It appears from the report that Jacob Gates en- 
listed in the United States service in the war of 
1812, August 17, 1812, in a company commanded 
by Captain John A. Burd, second regiment light 
dragoons, Pennsylvania militia, He was marched 
to the northern frontier; was in the skirmishes by 
the river Coal; was at the battles of Fort George, 
Stony Creek, and Beaver Dams. At the latter 
place he was taken prisoner. Fe was first taken 
to the jail of Little York, thence taken to Kings- 
ton, thence to Montreal, then to Quebec, and to 
Halifax, in Nova Scotia, and was imprisoned on 
Melvin Island; remained there till the last of Feb- 
ruary, and was exchanged and sent to Boston. 
He again joined his regiment, and went to Platts- 
burg; there was transferred to a rifle company, 
and marched toSackctt’s Harbor; thence to Black 
Rock, and crossed into Canada and joined Gen- 
eral Brown’s army. He was atthe battle of Chip- 
vewa, and next day was engaged in the battle at 

undy’s Lane; then, on the 25th of the same 
month, was in the battle of Bridgewater, and re- 
ceived a ballin his hip, and was removed next day 
to the hospital at Buffalo, where he remained six 
weeks, and then again joined his company. He 
remained’ in Canada, and was engaged in several 
skirmishes, and crossed back into New York in 
the fall of 1814, and went to Genessee river into 
winter quarters; and, while cutting timber to build 
stable and barracks, cut his foot badly with an ax, 
and was confined for some time. In the spring 
he joined a company of volunteers, and went to 
Mackinaw Island, under command of Colonel 
McNeal, and remained with him till the summer 
of 1817, and was honorably discharged, having 
served five years. He is now old and infirm, and 
as age increases, he suffers more and more from 
the effects of the wounds received. He is sixty- 
six years of age. Doctors J. A Landis and R. 
W. Christy, certified by the proper authorities to 
be respectable physicians, in good standing in 
Huntingdon county, Pennsylvania, say, “ that, 
from satisfactory evidence and from accurate ex- 
amination, the above statement seems to be true. 
The Third Auditor of the Treasury Department 


was equitably due to her heirs. 
Mr. THOMAS. 


: des i 
T withdraw my objection. li 


| certifies to the five years’service of petitioner and 
his honorable discharge; but states that the rec- 
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ords.of the Department do not show that he was i 


wounded ọr injured in the service, and on this 
ground the Pension Office refused his application 
for a pension. . 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed, and read 
a third time; and being engrossed, it was accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. BLAIR moved to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill was passed; and also moved to lay 
the motion to reconsider on the table. 

‘The latter motion was agreed to. 


HOSTILE ORGANIZATION IN WASHINGTON. 


Mr. GROW. I ask unanimous consent to 
introduce the following resolution: 

Resolved, That the select comniittec of five be instructed 
to inquire whether any secret organization hostile to the 
Government of the United States exists in the District of 
Columbia; and if so, whether any official or employé of the 
city of Washington, or any emptoyés or officers of the Fed- 
eral Government, in the executive or judicial departments, 
are meinbers thereof. 

Mr. BURNETT. I have no disposition to 
object to the introduction of the resolution, but I 
desire to know from the gentleman, and it is cer- 
tainly due to the House that he should state, 
whether there is any fact within his knowledge 
which would warrant the House in putting on foot 
any such investigation. Theadoption of this res- 
olution would be a reflection on the authorities of 
the city of Washington which we ought not to 
make unless the gentleman will state, on his own 
responsibility as a member of the House, that he 
has reason to believe there is such a conspiracy 
on foot. ve 

As for myself, I do not believe that there is. I 
do not believe there ever was any purpose con- 
templated, either on the part of the citizens of this 
District or of the adjoining States, to make any 
foray or raid on this city, or to interfere with the 
peaceful inauguration of the President of the party 
of the gentleman who has offered this resolution. 
It seems to me to be right and just and proper 
that the reasons for offering this resolution should 
be stated to the House before we inaugurate a 
proceeding which is a direct reflection upon the 
patriotism and faithfulness to the government of 
the people of this District. Itis,in my judgment, 
a most miserable, contemptible mode of engen- 
dering bad feeling, and making the excitement 
throughout the country worse than it is. 

Mr. GROW. I should not have offered a reso- 
lution of this kind in the FLouse if I had not sup- 
posed there was something to base it on 

Mr. COX. I rise to a question of order. Is 
debate in order on this resolution in its present 
position? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair did not under- 
stand the gentleman from Kentucky as objecting 
to the resolution. If not, the debate is in order, 

Mr. BRANCH. As a member of that com- 
mittee, I feel obliged to object to this resolution 
till the chairman of the committce be present. 
When he comes in, I shall, if he be satished with 
it, withdraw my objection, 

Mr. GROW. I spoke to the chairman about 
it yesterday, and it was satisfactory to him. In 
reply to the gentleman from Kentucky, Esay that 
I have reason to believe that such idea has been 
entertained by some individuals. To what extent 
it has gonc, I do not know. That is what I want 
the committee to inquire into. It was for that 
reason I offered the resolution. If gentlemen on 
the other side do not want the investigation, they 
have it in their power to defeat it by simply ob- 
jecting; and that would be evidence that there 
was something in it. 

_ Mr. BURNETT. I have not objected to the 
introduction of the resolution. Let the investi- 
gation be as thorough as the member desires to 
have it, I shall certainly not object. But, sir, 
before I resume my seat, I repel as it deserves, 
the intimation of the gentleman from Pennsylva- 
nia, that objection coming from this side is an 
indication that there is such a conspiracy on 
. foot. 

Mr. MAYNARD. Iclaim the right, after the 
remark of the gentleman from Pennsylvania, to 
say a word personal to myself. If I understood 
his remark he said, that objection from this side 


was an indication there was such a conspiracy on 
1 


foot. 

Mr. GROW. Iwill say a word in respect of 
the gentleman from Tennessee, that perhaps I 
ought to have said before. The gentleman ob- 


jected last night, but he did so upon the ground 
that there was no quorum present. At the time, 
he stated he would withdraw his objection if the 
resolution were presented this morning. 1 call 
for the previous question on the adoption of the 
resolution. 

Mr. KUNKEL. _I object to the resolution. 

Mr. GROW. I have demanded the previous 
question on the resolution. 

Mr. KUNKEL. 1 announced my purpose to 
object to the resolution from the first. The gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania has indulged in threaten- 
ing remarks against this side of the House; and he 
desires some one on this side of the House to take 
the responsibility of objecting to his miserable res- 

| olution in favor of establishing an inquisition upon 
some of the people of Maryland. If there be none 
other, I tell him and the House that here is one 
man who dares take just such a responsibility. 
I object to the resolution. 

Mr. GROW. I have called for the previous 
question, and the gentleman’s objection comes 
too late. 

The SPEAKER. Objection comes too late, 
unless the gentleman from North Carolina per- 
sists in his objection made when the resolution 
was submitted. 

Mr. BRANCH. I stated that I would object 
until the chairman of the select committee of five 
came in. I have since been informed by the 
mover of the resolution that it was agreeable to 
the chairman of that committee, and, of course, 
I do not persist in my objection. 

The SPEAKER. Then objection comes too 
late, and the resolution must be put on its passage. 

Mr. KUNKEL. When was the previous ques- 
tion demanded? Certainly not before I gave no- 
tice of my objection. I was upon the floor when 
the gentleman from Kentucky, [Mr. Burnerr,] 
the gentleman from Tennessee, [Mr. Maynann,]} 
and the gentleman from North Carolina, (Mr. 
Brancu,] were addressing the House. Idid not 
abe them, because it was not courteous to 

0 60. 

The SPEAKER. The previous question was 
demanded by the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
before the Chair recognized the gentleman from 
Maryland. 

Mr, KUNKEL. “I have the right, under the 
rules, as one of the members of this House, to 
prevent a resolution like this being rushed through 
suddenly, and without notice and examination; 
and that right shall not, with my consent, be arbi- 
trarily taken fromme. Ihad aright to objectto the 
introduction of the resolution, and that right I 
have exercised. I made objection just as soon as 
it was ere for me to do so. Ihave never re- 
linquished that right. It was my design, from the 
beginning, to make objection at the proper mo- 
ment. l waited patiently, not desiring to inter- 
rupt the gentleman who addressed the House, 
including the Speaker himself. I waited in a cour- 
teous and parliamentary manner to submit my 
objection at the proper moment, 

Mr. GROW. [rise to a point of order. 

Mr. KUNKEL. I do not withdraw my ob- 
jection. 

The SPEAKER. Itis not the purpose of the 
Chair, and it never has been, to deprive the gen- 
tleman from Maryland, or any other gentleman, 
of his rights upon this floor. However unpleas- 
ant It may be at times, he must enforce the rules 
of the House. He has done so on this occasion, 
and heis disposed to donomore. The gentleman 
from Pennsylvania demanded the previous ques- 
tion before the gentleman from Maryland was 
recognized by the Chair, and was in a condition 
to make his objection. Under the circumstances, 
the Chair must decide that objection came too 
late, and the resolution is before the House. 

Mr. KUNKEL. I was upon the floor before 
the previous question was called. 

The SPEAKER. But the gentleman was not 
recognized by the Chair; and until recognized, he 
was not in a condition to object. 

Mr. KUNKEL. Iam aware that the gentle- 
man who octupies the chair is never very well 
disposed to recognize me at any time when I claim 
to be heard in this House. That, however, is no 
reason why I should be divested of my rights 
here. 

Mr. VANDEVER. I call the gentleman to 
order. Iis remarks are indecorous, and reflect 
upon the Speaker. 


ar: MALLORY. I also call the gentleman to 
order. 

Mr. KUNKEL. What for? 

Mr. MALLORY. Because the gentleman is 
out of order. 

Mr. CRAIGE, of North Carolina. Iask the 
gentleman to allow me to move an amendment, 
enlarging the powers of the committee. 

Mr. GROW. I cannot yield. I ask that the 
question be put on seconding the call for the pre- 
vious question. 

Mr. CRAIGE, of North Carolina. I would be 
glad to have the committee instructed to inquits 
by what authority troops are now stationed im- 
mediately to the east of the Capitol. Is this Con- 
gress to act hereafter at the point of the bayonet, 
without protest, and in silence? [Cries of ‘* Or- 
der? “Order !?’] 

The previous question was seconded, and the 
main question ordered; and, under the operation 
thereof, the resolution was adopted. 

Mr. GROW moved to reconsider the vote by 
which the resolution was adopted; and also moved 
that the motion to reconsider be laid upon the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


RESOLUTIONS OF TENNESSEE. 


Mr. THOMAS. Mr. Speaker, I ask the unan- 
imous consent of the House for leave to present 
joint resolutions of the State of Tennessee. I ask 
thatthey beread, and ordered to be printed. There 
have been no resolutions presented here which 
meet with a more hearty concurrence from my 
people than these I now send up to the Clerk’s 
desk. 

There was no objection, and the Clerk read the 
resolutions, as follows: 


Resolved by the General Assembly of the State of Tennes- 
see, That this General Assembly has heard with profound 
regret of the resolutions recently adopted by the State of 
New York, tendering men and money to the President of 
the United States, to be used in coercing certain sovereign 
States of the South into obedience to the Federal Govern- 
ment. 

Resolved, That this General Assembly receives the action 
of the Legislature of New York as the indieation of a pur- 
pose upon the part of the people of that State to further 
complicate existing difficulties, by forcing the people of the 
South tothe extremity of submission or resistance ; and so 
regarding it, the Governor of the State of Tennessee is here- 
by requested to inform the Executive of the State of New 
York that it is the opinion of this General Assembly that 
whenever the anthorities of that State shall send armed 
forces to the South for the purposé indicated in said res- 
olutions, the people of Tennessee, uniting with their breth- 
ren of the South, will, as one man, resist such invasion of 
the soil of the South, at all hazards, and tothe last extrem- 
ty. 

Adopted, January 18, 1861. 
W. C. WHITTHORNE, 
Speaker of the House of Representatives, 
TAZ. W. NEWMAN, 
Speaker of the Senate. 
The resolutions were laid upon the table, and 


ordered to be printed. 


PETER VAN BUSKIRK. 


Mr. THOMAS. Task the unanimous consent 
of the House that leave be granted for the with- 
drawal from the files of the House of the papers 
in the case of Peter Van Buskirk, in order that 
they may be referred to the Pension Office. 

There was no objection, and it was ordered 
accordingly. 

HOCKADAY AND LIGGIT. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House a mes- 
sage from the President of the United States, re- 
turning, with his objections, to the House in which 
it originated, a bill entitled ‘An act for the relief 
of Hockaday & Liggit. 

Mr. SHERMAN. As that message relates to 
a private and not a public matter, I hope that time 
will not be consumed with its reading, but that it 
will be referred to the proper committee. 1 think 
that is the usual course. l inow that it is courte- 
ous to have read veto messages on public matters. 

Mr. BURNETT. Theusual course is, I think, 
to have read all messages from the President of 
the United States. The House, after the reading 
of a veto message, proceeds at once to the ques- 
tion of reconsideration. I have had time only to 
look to the provision of the Constitution on the 
subject. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The Houseis compelled to 
reconsider the case, and it may reconsider it by 
referring it to one of the standing committees. It 
is a private claim, and I think it ought to be re- 
ferred. 
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Mr. BURNETT. Iwill say that this claim 
has been twice considered by the committee of 
this House and the committee of the Senate, and 
surcly we arc in as good condition to judge of its 
merits now as we will be at any future time. 

Mr. SHERMAN. What committee did the 
bill come from? 

.Mr. BURNETT. The Committee on the Post 
Office and Post Roads. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Then I submit the motion 
that the message be now referred to the same 
committee, 

Mr. BURNETT. I hope that motion will be 
voted down, and that the House will now dispose 
of this case. 

Mr. SHERMAN. There is no reason why the 
message should be read. 1 know that it is respect- 
ful to the President to have his messages on pub- 
lic matters read to the House; but there is no want 
of courtesy toward him if messages on private 
claims are referred without reading. 

The SPEAKER. The messages of the Presi- 
dent ought to be read, as they are spread upon the 
Journal. 

The Clerk read the message, as follows: 

To the House of Representatives 
of the United States: 

I return, with my objections, to the House in 
which it originated, the bill entitled ‘* An act for 
the relief of Hockaday & Liggit,”’ presented to 
me on the 15th instant. 

This bill appropriates $59,576 “ to Hockaday 
& Liggit, in full payment for damages sustained 
by them in reduction of pay for carrying the mails 
on route No. 8911, and that said amount be paid 
to William Liggit for and on account of Hocka- 
day & Liggit, and for their benefit.” 

A bill containing the same language, with the 
single exception that the sum appropriated therein 
was$40,000instead of $59,576, passed both Houses 
of Congress at their last session; but it was pre- 
sented to me at so late a period of the session that 
Į could not examine its merits before the time 
fixed for the adjournment, and it therefore, under 
the Constitution, failed to become a law. The 
increase of the sum appropriated, in the present 
bill, over that in the bill of the last session, being 
within a fraction of twenty thousand dollars, has 
induced me to examine the question with some 
attention; and I find that the bill involves an im- 
portant principle, which, if established by Con- 
gress, may take large sums out of the Treasury. 

It appears that, on the Ist day of April, 1858, 
John M. Hockaday entered into a contract with 
the Postmaater General for transporting the mail 
on route No. 8911, from St. Joseph, Missouri, 
by Fort Kearny, Nebraska Territory, and Fort 
Leavenworth, to Salt Lake City, for the sum of 
$190,000 per annum for a weekly service. The 
service was to commence on the Ist day of May, 
1858, and to terminate on the 30th November, 1860. 
By this contract the Postmaster General reserved 
to himself the right * to reduce the service to semi- 
monthly whenever the necessities of the public 
and the condition of affairs in the Territory of 
Utah may not require it more frequently.” And 
again, ‘‘ that the Postmaster General may discon- 
tinue or curtail the service, in whole or in part, 
in order to place on the route a greater degree of 
service, or whenever the public interests require 
such discontinuance for any other cause, he allow- 
ing one month’s extra pay on the amount of ser- 
vice dispensed with.” 

On the 11th April, 1859, the Postmaster General 
curtailed the service, which he had a clear right 
to do under the contract, to semi-monthly, withan 
annual deduction of $65,000, leaving the compen- 
sation $125,000 for twenty-four trips per year, 
instead of $190,000 for fifty-two trips. This cur- 
tailment was not to take effect till the Ist of July, 
1859. ; 

‘At the time the contract was made, it was ex- 
pected that the army in Utah might be engaged in 
active operations; and hence the necessity of fre- | 
quent communications between the War Depart- 
ment andthat Territory. The reservation of the 
power to curtail the service to semi-monthly trips 
itself proves that the parties had in view the con- 
tingency of such curtailment “< whenever the ne- 
cessitics of the public and the condition of affairs 
in the Territory of Utah may not require it more 
frequently.” i 

Before the Postmaster General ordered this cur- 
tailment, he had an interview with the Secretary i 


of War upon the subject, in the course of which, 
the Secretary agreed that a weekly mail to St. 
Joseph and Salt Lake City was no longer needed 
for the purposes of the Government. This, evi- 
dently, because the trouble in Utah had ended. 

Mr. Hockaday faithfully complied with his con- 
tract, and the full compensation was paid, at the 
rate of $190,009 per annum, up to the Ist July, 
1859, and ** one month’s extra pay on the amount 
of service dispensed with,” according to the con- 
tract. 

Previous to that date, as has been already stated, 
on the Mth April, 1859, the Postmaster General 
curtailed the service to twice per month; and on 
the llth May, 1859, Messrs. Hockaday & Co. 
assigned the contract to Jones, Russell & Co., 
for a bonus of $50,000. Their property connected 
with the route was to be appraised, which was 
effected, and they received on this account about 
ninety-four thousand dollars, making the whole 
amount about one hundred and forty-four thou- 
sand dollars. : 

There is no doubt that the contractors have 
sustained considerable loss in the whole transac- 
tion. The amount I shall not pretend to decide, 
whether $40,000, or $59,476, or any other sum. 

It will be for Congress to consider whether the 
precedent established by this bill will not, in effect, 
annul all restrictions contained in the mail con- 
tracts enabling the Postmaster General to reduce 
or curtail the postal service according to the pub- 
lic exigencies as they may arise. I have no other 


solicitude upon the subject. fam informed that 

there are many cases in the Post Office Depart- 

ment depending upon the same principle. 
JAMES BUCHANAN. 

Wasuineron City, January 25, 1861. 

Mr. BURNETT. I hope the gentleman from 
Ohio will withdraw his motion to refer the mes- 
sage to the Committee on the Post Office and Post 
Roads, in order that we may act on the question 
at once, 

Mr. SHERMAN. I am willing to take a vote 
on the reconsideration, and I therefore withdraw 
the motion to refer. 

Mr. MAYNARD. _ I trust that the members of 
the House will have that message in print before 
they are called upon toact onit. fories of **No!’’] 
[ think we ought to have such an opportuni y, in 
order that we may vote understandingly on it. 
It will be recollected in what difficulty we were 
put by hasty legislation at the last session, in a 
similar case. 

Mr. BURNETT. [have the floor. I do not 
propose to detain the House with anything like a 
speech on the merits of this veto message. 
statement of the reasons why it ought not to 
change our former action can briefly be given. 

Mr. Speaker, under all the circumstances sur- 
rounding this case, this veto message must be 
regarded as an extraordinary one. The President 
concedes the loss of these parties, but adds that, 
notwithstanding they have been seriously dam- 
aged by the action of the Postmaster General, it 
is improper for the House of Representatives to 
do them justice. He declares that we ought not 
to pay them the losses they have actually sus- 
tained, because then a precedent would be estab- 
lished for doing justice to other contractors who 
had been damaged by the action of the Federal 
Government. 

This House will remember that in 1858-59, by 
the failure of the Congress of the United States 
to make appropriations for the service of the Post 
Office Department, that then the Postmaster Gen- 
eral, having no money asareason for it, issued his 
orders curtailing the service upon various mail 
contracts in this country, in some instances fifty 
per cent., and in others forty and thirty per cent. 
This House will remember that, on the 14th day 
of April, 1859, the question involved in the Presi- 
dent’s message was fully discussed by gentlemen 
in this House. The gentleman from North Caro 
lina, (Mr. Brancn]—and I do not say it with 
any disrespect to the President of the United 
States—presented the reasons much more forcibly | 
and much more clearly, in reference to the prin- 
ciple involved in this bill, than they are presented 
in the message of the President. The whole | 
question passed in review before the House, and | 
the House refused to order the yeas and nays | 
upon its passage, only twenty-one members vot- 


ing at the time for the yeas and nays. i 
Well, sir, after able discussion, as I have stated, li 


the bill passed the. House upon’ the unanimous 
report of the Post Office Committee—all the mem: 
bers of that committee ‘concurring in the report 
which was made, It went to the other end of the 
Capitol, and was referred to the Post Office Com- 
mittee of the Senate. The whole question was 
there reviewed in one of the most elaborate reports 
I have ever read, discussing at length all the ques~ 
tions involved in the message of the President of 
the United States to the House. In the Senate the 
question was again claborately discussed, and all 
the objections which the President has urged were 
presented. Butit was held that where a contractor 
under the Government has complied faithfully 
with his contract, and in consequence of the action 
of one of the Departments of the Government he 
has suffered loss under his contract, the Govern- 
ment ought, under these circumstances, to reim- 
burse the contractor to the extent of his losses. 

This principle was settleđ in both ends of the 
Capitol after a very full and thorough discussion, 
both upon the floor of. the House and Senate. 

Well, sir, what occurred during the present 
session? This bill was taken up, and reported 
again unanimously by the same committce which 
first reported it. “The same amount wag again 
reported; and upon their unanimous ‘report the 
bill passed. the House without'a single objection. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I wish to ask the gentleman 
from Kentucky why the Post Office Committee 
in the present session increased the amount some 
twenty thousand dollars? 

Mr. BURNETT. If the gentleman will hear 
me through, he will find that the amount has not 
been increased during the present session. The 
bill reported by the committee this session was 
identically the ‘same bill. reported by them and 
passed by the House in the last session. The 
amount was reduced in the Senate, I believe upon 
the motion of Senator Yulee, of Florida, from 
459,000 to 440,000. But when it came back to 
the House, the Post Office Committee reported 
the same amount contained in the original bill. 

Now, sir, I wish the House also to consider 
another fact in connection with this thing. ‘T'he 
Postmaster General, in his correspondence with 
these parties when he curtailed the service, him- 
self admitted the justice of this claim, and sug~ 
gested the precise remedy which the parties have 
sought at the hands of Congress. He said: 

«The Department cannot but regret any losses that you 
may sustain by the annulment of your contracts Dut, as 
the course adopted-by the Postmaster General was forced 
upon him by Congress, that body will, no doubt, indeny 
nify all who have sustained damage through its action,’ 

Now, sir, when this bill was under discussion 
in the House, my friend from North Carolina 
made this point: that, in every contract made with 
every contractor for carrying the mail, the Post- 
master General reserves ihe right of reducing the 
service, or of changing the contract, as the wants 
of the Department may require. Grant it, That 
provision was in the contract with these, parties, 
as itis in all such contracts. But that is a mere 
formal condition. I undertake to say. that itis a 
condition which was never attempted to be en- 
forced until after the action of the last Congress 
failing to pass the Post Office appropriation bill. 
I will state, also—and every gentleman who will 
examine the statute will agree with me—that the 
Postmaster General has, under the law, no power 
to alter or change any contract made for carrying 
the mail, except under certain conditions, which 
were not complied with in this instance. 1 hold 
that the Postmaster General had no power, under 
the law, to insert any such condition into the con- 
tract; and that any such provision, if inserted, is 
in violation of the law, and therefore nulland void. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, the Presidentof the United 
States, in his message, ignores the law; he pays 
no attention to the statute; he makes no mention 
of the fact that there is now upon the statute-book 
a law which regulates and controls this matter. 
Before E conclude, I will read the law, so that 
there may be no mistake about it. ; 

These parties entered into a contract to carry 
the mail over a certain route, once a week, for 
the sum of $190,000. They went on to carry out 
their contract faithfully until the Postmaster Gen- 
eral—Congress having failed to pass’ the usual 
appropriations—reduced the service to a semi- 
monthly mail. The proof is abundant in the case, 
embodying the certificate of every postmaster 
from St. Joseph to Salt Lake City, from Fort 
Leavenworth to Pike’s Peak, that the servicc was 
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faithfully performed up to the time it was changed 
from a weekly to a semi-monthly service. The 
proof in the case is abundant that the reduction 
of the service, instead of reducing the expenses 
of the contractors, increased them. How? The 
entire mail, if carried once a week, could be car- 
ried by one team; but if carried only once in two 
weeks, two teams were required. They remon- 
strated against the reduction of the service; they 
remonstrated against this violation of their con- 
tract in derogation of their rights, entailing upon 
them heavy losses. Their remonstrances were 
disregarded; they were told that in consequence 
of the failure upon the part of Congress to pass 
the usual appropriations, and the crippled condi- 
tion of the Department, the service must be cur- 
tailed, and they must look to Congress for relief. 
They continued to carry the mail and to perform 
their duty faithfully; and, in accordance with the 
recommendation of the Postmaster General, came 
to Congress, and asked them to reimburse them 
for the damages actually sustained. 

Well, sir, as I have said, after mature deliber- 
ation, this House passed the bill in one session, 
and again passed it in another. The President of 
the United States now returns the bill with his 
objections; not that the bill violates the Constitu- 
tion; not that it is hasty and inconsiderate legisla- 
tion, or that it involves some great political ques- 
tion, upon which, I believe, veto messages have 
genefally been founded; but the President of the 
‘United States undertakes to step in between these 
private parties and this House, and tells us that 
if we undertake to do justice to these parties, it 
will open the door by which other parties, who 
have also sustained wrong, may come in and ask 
Congress also for relief, and money may be thus 
taken from the Treasury to a large amount. For 
myself, I do. not propose to actin this House 
upon such considerations. 

Mr. LOVEJOY. I wish to ask the gentleman 
from Kentucky whether we have not, during the 
present session, repealed an act passed in the last 
session, and whether the mere fact that the House 
passed a bill is a reason for our not reconsidering 
that action if wrong? 

Mr. BURNETT. Not at all. I have not stated 
that as a reason. I only say that this bill having 
twice passed this House upon mature deliberation, 
all the objections urged by the President in his 
message having been fully stated and considered, 
it does scem to me a most extraordinary proceed- 
ing, that it should be vetoed under such circum- 
stances. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Nlinois. I do not 
know whether I understood the gentleman from 
Kentucky or not, I understood him to take the 
ea that this provision in the contract of the 

Postmaster General with these parties, giving him 
the right to change the contract, was in violation 
of law. : 

Mr. BURNETT. Yes, sir; and a nullity. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Ilinois. l am very 
glad to hear it, for that is precisely the ground 
which I assumed in the last session in respect to 
all the changes of contract which took place after 
the close of the last Congress. 

Mr. BURNETT. I have never taken issue 
witlrthe gentleman upon that point I state that 
such is the fact. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Ilinois. I merely de- 
sired to know if I understood the gentleman cor- 
rectly. 

Mr. BURNETT. I stated, in my argument of 
this case last session, that that clause was in vio- 
lation of express law. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. I always 
contended so; and the gentleman from Missouri 
[Mr. Crate} made a specch upon that subject. I 
believed then that he had the right of the matter, 
and I believe so now. $ 

Mr. BURNETT. Now, Iwill refer gentlemen 
to the twenty-third section of the act of July 2, 
1836, in reference to the Post Office Department. 
It is as follows: 


“ Aud whenever it shall become necessary to change the 
terms of any existing contract in any other manner than 


that designated in this act, or to enter into a contract for | 


the transportation of the mail at any other time than at the 
annual Jetting, the Postmaster General shall give notice in 
one newspaper published at Washington city, and in one 
newspaper published as near as may be to the route in 
which the services are to be performed, for at least four 
s before changing or making such contract, inviting 
proposals therefor 5 which proposals shall be received and 
opened, and such proceedings thereon had, in all things, as 


at the annual lettings: Provided, however, That the Post- 
master General may make temporary contracts, until a reg- 
ular letting can take place.” 


Mr. LOVEJOY. Does not that provision refer 
to cases where it is proposed to take a contract 
from one party and give it to another? 

Mr BURNETT. No, sir; it refers to all 
changes. I have examined all the statutes thor- 
oughly: Ihave examined the whole matter in 
regard to changes, and there is no such provision. 
It 1s not contended that, in this case, the law was 
complied with. There was no advertisement 
whatever in accordance with the law; but the 
Postmaster General, acting upon the clause in the 
contract giving him the power to alter, change, 
and amend it, and against the remonstrance of 
the contractors, changed this contract withoutany 
advertisement, and without conforming at all to 
the law. And now the President sends in his 
message, in which he concedes the fact that these 
pemes have sustained heavy losses, These men, 

y a life of honest toil and industry, have accumu- 
lated a competence for themselves and their fami- 
lies; and by the action of the Postmaster General 
this is all swept away by our annulment of -the 
contract. They come to this Congress for relief, 
and we agree to give to them what they claim and 
establish as their damages for such action of the 
Department. The bill was reported twice unani- 
mously by a committee of this House. It passed 
the House, and was sent to the Senate; and it 
passed twice there. The President sends backa 
message vetoing the bill, and tells us that this 
precedent would open the door by which the 
Treasury will have to pay a very large sum to 
contractors. Icare not how much we have to pay 
if.the claims are right and just. If the Govern- 
mengof the United States, in equity and justice, 
owe these parties, we ought to pay, and relieve 
these men, who are not in fault themselves. The 
Government first violated the contract, and in 
doing so they also violated the law of the United 
States; and now we are asked to turn these par- 
tiesout of this House, after they have been broken 
up--a fact which is conceded—without paying 
what they are entitled to, and after we have twice 

assed bills for their relief. 

Mr. ALLEY. Idesire to say aword upon this 
question, in behalf of the committee which first 
reported the bill. The facts have been so clearly 
stated by the gentleman from Kentucky, that there 
is but little left for me to say. 

In my judgment there never was a case pre- 
sented to the Congress of the United States that 
excited more discussion or investigation than this 
casc. It has undergone a most thorough investi- 
gation by a committee of this House on two oc- 
casions. It was also thoroughly examined and 
investigated by a committee on the part of the 
Senate; and I do think thatit is, as the gentleman 
from Kentucky has justly observed, a most ex- 
traordinary proceeding upon the part of the Pres- 
ident. Buti will not join in any denunciation of 
the President for exercising a clear constitutional 
right; because, ifhe considers thata private claim 
is passed by Congress under extraordinary cir- 
cumstances, which would establish a bad prece- 
dent, it is not only his constitutional right, but it 
is, I hold, his imperative duty, to interpose an 
executive veto. 

This matter has been so thoroughly discussed 
in this case, and all the facts are so fully under- 
stood, that I will not detain the House now by 
recapitulating the statements which have been 
heretofore made. I will only briefly examine the 
objections which are made by the President to the 
bill. 

The President has made but three points against 
this bill. The first, and the one on which he 
seems to me to lay more stress than any other is, 
that this bill passed Congress at the last session 
for the sum of $40,000, while it is passed now in 
precisely the same terms, with the exeeption that 
for $40,000 is substituted $59,500. Now, Mr. 
Speaker, it seems to me that that is not a reason 
which should operate upon this House at all 
against the bill. This House passed the bill for 
$59,500, after the most thorough examination by 
the Post Office Committee, and after a most thor- 
ough and exhaustive discussion upon the part of 
this House at the last session of Congress. It 
was then sent to the Senate, and at the close of 
the session, as I understand, as a matter of com- 
promise, it was reduced to the sum of $40,000 in 


that body. It then came back to the House, and 
it being so near the close of the session, and there 
being no time to consider it in full, it received the 
sanction of this House, 4s amended by the Sen- 
ate, and the bill passed in that form. It failed to 
receive the sanction of the President. 

At this session, the petition was again referred 
to the Post Office Committee of this House. That 
committee, after another examination and invest- 
igation, as it had done previously, by an unani- 
mous vote, reported this bill-to the House in the 
same form precisely as it was passed in this House 
at the last session of Congress; and it passed the 
House by a very large vote. It was sent to the 
Senate, and there, after another examination by 
that body, the action of the House was concurred 
in. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I put it to the House to 
say, if, under such circumstances, that is any 
reason at all why this bill should be vetoed. It 
seems to me not. 

The next and second point of the veto message 
is, that the contract allows the Postmaster Gen- 
eral to reduce the service, and that he has so re- 
duced it in accordance with the provision of the 
contract. Mr. Speaker, that matter was fully ex- 
amined at the last session of Congress by this 
House, and was fully discussed; and, while the 
legality of that question was in great doubt, the 
House decided by a very large vote—and it seems 
to me, judging from the discussion, the almost 
unanimous feeling of the House was—that this 
case ought to be settled upon principles of equity, 
and not according to its legal bearings; although 
it does seem to me that, upon legal grounds alone, 
it presents a case not by any means devoid of 
strength. As has been remarked by the gentle- 
man from Kentucky, that question was thoroughly 
discussed, and he haa read from the law what he 
conceives to be a proper interpretation. y 

And in this connection allow me to call the at- 
tention of the House to a letter written by the 
Attorney General upon this very subject, when 
the Postmaster General called his attention to the 
Butterfield contract. That is the only contract, I 
believe, in which that provision was never inserted, 
although, it seems to me, it is a contract, of all 
others, in which it should have been inserted. In 
every other contract it has been inserted; and it is 
inserted merely for the protection of the Govern- 
ment. I do not believe that any contractor ever 
signed a contract containing that provision, with 
the expectation or thought that he would ever be 
taken advantage of in consequence of it; and I 
think that advantage has never been taken of that 
provision since it was first inserted by a former 
Postmaster General, many years since. I say that 
provision was never taken advantage of until the 
appropriation bill failed, which made it neces- 
sary, 1n the judgment of the Postmaster General, 
to reduce nearly all this kind of service. And 
this was one of the cases in which the service was 
reduced; and the Postmaster General gave that 
as areason to the contractors why the service was 
reduced. Now, after this matter was investigated 
and thoroughly discussed, it was decided by the 
last Congress that, that provision in the contract 
ought not to affect a clear case of equity. I wish 
to call the attention of the House, as I was say- 
ing, to a letter of the Attorney General covering 
this ground in the Butterfield case, in reply to the 
Postmaster General. He holds this language: 

“Iam not at liberty, nor do ! think you are, to inquire 
whether it was well, or ill, for the Government to make 
this contract. The unfortunate condition in which the De- 
partment has unexpectedly found itself might make us wish 
to get rid of as many burdens as possible; but the peca- 
niary interests of the country are not the most important. 
It has a far deeper stake in doing justice and maintaining 
the laws.” 

That is the reply of the Attorney General; and 
it seems to me the reply was eminently worthy of 
that distinguished jurist. I therefore, Mr. Speaker, 
think that that objection is not a valid one, so far 
as this bill is concerned. 

The other point which the President makes is, 
that this case will open the door to other cases 
of a similar character, and establish a bad pre- 
cedent. 

Mr. Speaker, that was the very ground of ob- 
jection which was urged in this House at the last 
session of Congress by the opponents of tbe bill. 
It was thoroughly, and I think successfully, an- 
swered at that time. If the claim presents a clear 
case of equity, no matter how many cases there 
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may be of the same character, it ought to be favor- 
ably acted on. I think that is clear; and after the 
strong verdict which the House gave upon that 
point at the last session of Congress, I certainly 
will not urge any more considerations in regard 
to it at the present time. 

I will only say, in regard to the veto of the 
President, that he has exercised his constitutional 
right; and that it was his duty, if he regarded this 
as an extraordinary case, to veto the bill. I wish 
he could have time and opportunity to examine 
more cases of private claims that come before him, 
for I am free to say that I believe a majority of 
all the private claims presented for the considera- 
tion of Congress are but so many schemes to 
plunder the Treasury, and I am afraid that many 
are sanctioned by Congress that do not receive 
that close examination and attention which they 
ought to receive. If, then, the President’s objec- 
tions were such as commended themselves to my 
judgment, I would certainly vote to sustain his 
veto; but I believe thatevery consideration of jus- 
tice, every principle of equity, and every feeling 
of humanity in this case demands that the veto 
message should not be sustained, and I hope and 
trust the House will not sustain it. I now move 
the previous question. 

Mr. BRANCH. J hope the gentleman from 
Massachusetts will withdraw the demand for the 
previous question fora few minutes, to enable me 
to make a few remarks in regard to this bill. 

Mr. ALLEY. I will withdraw it, if the gen- 
tleman will agree to renew it. 

Mr. BRANCH. I do not want to renew it; 
but I will give the floor to the gentleman to do it 
when Iam through. 

Mr. ALLEY. Then I withdraw it. 

Mr. BRANCH. Mr. Speaker, the most disa- 
gteeable duty that a public officer under this Gov- 
ernment has to discharge is, to stand up in resist- 
ance to private claims; and when I find a public 
officer disposed faithfully and fairly and consci- 
entiously to guard the public Treasury, I feel it 
my duty to give him whatever support is in my 
power. I think that in the present case the Pres- 
ident has discharged his duty, and only discharged 
his duty, in vetoing this bill. I thought when it 
passed the Housé that it ought not to pass; and I 
thought then that the President ought to veto it, 
if it did pass both branches of Congress. 

The facts of this case, Mr. Speaker, are very. 
simple, and may be stated in very brief terms. 
These parties entered into a contract withsthe 
Postmaster General to carry the mailsto Salt Lake 
City oncea weekforagivensum. Itwasstipulated 
inthat contract, inexpresstcrms, thatthe Postmas- 
ter General should have the privilege, whenever he 
thought the public interest demanded it, to reduce 
the service,and proratato reduce the compensation, 
or to increase the service and increase the compen- 
sation pro rata. That the contract was signed by 
these parties, with a distinct knowledge that 1t 
reserved to the Postmaster General this privilege 
of altering its terms at his pleasure, or of altering 
the nature of the service at his pleasure; and that 
they reserved to themselves, on the other hand, 
theright, if they did not choose to continue the ser- 
vicc on the new terms, to throw up the contract 
and cease to discharge any duties under its terms, 
is not denied by anybody. All admit that that 
reservation was made in express terms in the con- 
tract, and that, in consideration of its being put 
in, it was stipulated ‘that, if the parties should 
choose to throw up the cqagtract when the Post- 
master General thought proper to make a change 
in it, they should be paid one month’s extra com- 
pensation, or about sixteen theusand dollars ex- 
tra. That was the bonus given to these parties 
for the privilege reserved to the Department of 
changing the conttact whenever the public ser- 
vice required it to be changed. Gentlemen, l 
say, do not deny that these are the terms of the 
contract; but they say that the contract was ille- 
gal; that the contract wasin violation oflaw. Well, 
now, Ihave two things to say about that. In the 
first place, if the contract was in violation of law, 
these parties, equally with the Postmaster Gen- 
eral, participated in that violation of law. They 
signed the contract. They agreed to abide by the 
terms of the contract; and if it was void on the 
one side, it was equally void on the other. If 
the contractors were authorized to disregard its 
terms, the Post Office Department was equally 
authorized to disregard its terms. 


Mr. BURNETT. Wil the gentleman permit 
me to ask him a question ? 

Mr. BRANCH. I would prefer to go through 
with my statement, and then I will answer any 
question. 

Mr. BURNETT. Just one question. 

Mr. BRANCH. - Very well; go on. : 

Mr. BURNETT. ` I understand the gentleman 
from North Carolina to say that if the provision 
in the contract authorizing the Postmater General 
to change its terms was in violation of the law, 
then both parties were equally in fault—the Post- 
master General and the contractors. Now, I de- 
sire tv put this question to him: if the Govern- 
ment violated that contract first by a failure to 
comply with the stipulations of the contract, ought 
not the parties contracting with the Government 
to be relieved from any damages they may have 
sustained by reason of the fault of the Govern- 
ment? 

Mr. BRANCH. Well, sir, I do not think it 
essential to inquire which party violated the con- 
tract first. I do not admit that the Department 
violated it, either first, or last, or at all. But if 
we were to go into an inquiry as to which vio- 
lated it first, and I were to admit that the Post- 
master General had violated it at all, I would hold 


| that the contractors had violated it first in point of 


time, when they refused to comply with the order 
that the Postmaster General gave them in the 
express terms of the contract. But I pass from 
that point. 

I contend, Mr. Speaker, that the terms of this 
contract were in express accordance with the 
terms of the law, and that the statute, or that 
portion of it which has been read by my honor- 
able friend from Kentucky, [Mr. Burnerr,] does 
not prove to the contrary. Here is the language 
of that statute: 

s And whenever it shall become necessary to change the 
terms of any existing contract in any other manner than 
that designated in this act,” &c. 

That does not apply to the present case. The 
Postmaster General in this case has not changed 
the terms of the contract; he has only given an 
order which he was expressly authorized by the 
very terms and letter of the contract to give. He 
has not attempted to change the contract. He 
has only attempted to carry it out himself, and to 
require the contractors to carry out every letter 
and syllable of the contract that they themselves 
signed. I admit, sir, thatif he had undertaken 
to change that contract, he was compelled, by the 
statute which has been read by the gentleman 
from Kentucky, to advertise and give it out anew 
to the lowest bidder; but he has not attempted 
any such thing. The contract reserved to him the 
right to change the service from weekly to semi- 
monthly; and all that he has done was to exercise 
his right under that contract, and required the par- 
ties to reduce the service. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, suppose such were not the 
case. We have heard here to-day, from the mes- 
sage of the President, that inasmuch as this con- 
tract had been entered into to a large extent, in 
order to supply our troops in that country with 
mail matter, and inasmuch as the troops had been 
withdrawn, it had, therefore, become unnecessary 
to perform the service so often. The statement 
of that fact in the message proves to us that it is 
indispensably necessary to the public interests 
that there should be reserved in every mail con- 
tract the privilege which was reserved in this one, 
of changing, not the contract, but the service un- 
der the contract. Why, you enter into your mail 
contracts for four years. Long before the expi- 
ration of the four years, great changes may take 
place in the physical features of the country, and 
in the means of transportation. You may make 
a contract to have the mail carried by a stage 
coach, over a given route. Before the expiration 
of the contract,a railroad may have been builton a 
much nearer route, and one that can furnish the 
public with mails far better, and more conve- 
niently and satisfactorily. Isit to be established, 
that in such a case as that, the Postmaster Gen- 
eral has not the right to put an end to the mail 
coach contract,and have the mail sent by railroad? 

Again: you may have been sending your mail 
by railroad on a very round-about route. A nearer 
and more direct railroad may be completed within 
the four years. Can you not getrid of the former 
contract, and put the mail on the nearest route? 
The gentlemen who sustain this bill say you can- 
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not; that the only way you. can get-rid of suck 
contracts is by paying large sums of money, ang 
buying them off. But, Mr. Speaker, neither Con- 
gress nor the executive department has:ever herë- 
tofore held any such idea, or acted on sacha prin- 
ciple. Every mail contract that has been’ entered: 
into by the Government, with one ‘solitary excép- 
tion—-and that exception is one of which the gen- 
tleman himself [Mr. ALLEY] has informed us— 
reserves to the Postmaster General, as this con- 
tract reserved to him, the privilege of changing 
the nature of the service at his pleasure, on his 
paying a pro rata increase or deduction, as the 
case might be, of compensation. ‘I call the atten- 
tion of the House to the fact that, without such 
reservation, the public interest might suffer seri- 
ously in a large number of cases. The public 
Treasury might suffer; and, far worse than that, 
the convenience of our citizens might saffer also. 

The gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. AL- 
LEY] Says that this reservation, which he admits 
is embraced in this contract, asin all other mail 
contracts of the Government, was never taken ad- 
vantage of until after the failure of the Post Office 
appropriation bill last Congress. Inthat the gen- 
tleman is totally mistaken. From time imme-~ 
morial, the Post Office Department has been in 
the habit ae its pleasure, and frequently, of chang- 
ing the nature of the service under these contracts. 
itis not that thisis the first time that the Depgrt- 
ment has ever attempted to exercise that power, 
but itis the first time fever heard ofany contractor 
claiming the right to disregard the order, and to 
ask indemnity from Congress, The gentleman 
will find upon inquiry among his experienced 
friends, or at the Department, that nota year, not 


| a month, not a week, perhaps not- a day, passes 


without the Postmaster General sending orders 
changing the nature of the service under these con- 
tracts; and I do not think he will find one single 
instance in which compliance with such order has 
been ever refused, and where the contractor has 
ever come to Congress to claim compensation. ` 

Mr. ALLEY. Will the gentleman from North 
Carolina allow me to explain ? 

Mr. BRANCH. Certainly. 

Mr. ALLEY. I do not mean to be understood 
as saying this right had never been exercised. I 
said that ithad never before been taken advantage 
of. The provision is, that the Postmaster Gen- 
eral shall have the privilege of changing the ser» 
vice when the public exigencies require a change; 
and, of course, it is undestood that when causes 
arise, such as the gentleman has been narrating, 
this power would be exercised. E know that it 
has often been exercised in that way; but never 
before have contractors been injured by taking 
advantage of it. That is to say, the provision 
has not been resorted to to strike down the inter- 
ests of contractors against what was fair and 
right, just, and equitable. As I understand it, 
the provision is put in there to cover just such 
contingencies as the gentleman has alluded to.’ Of 
course, I understand perfectly well that such 
causes frequently arise, and that the Postmaster 
General has exercised his power in that way. 
But I undertake to say that never in the history 
of the Government has advantage becn taken of 
that provision from the failure of an appropriation 
bill. That was made an excuse by the Postmaster 
General for striking down hundreds ofcontractors, 
and destroying the validity of their contracts, 
made in good faith, with the understanding that 
if they carried out all the stipulations of their 
contract, the Government would do the same on 
its part. Now, I undertake to say, that in this 
casc, as well as in many other cases, the Govern- 
ment did not perform its duty, and its obligations 
to the contractors, but made use of an excuse 
which was no proper excuse at all. 

Mr. BRANCH. I desire that this bill shall be 
disposed of during the morning hour. - I havea 
few more remarks to make, and then I will close. 

Mr. CRAIG, of Missouri. Willthe gentleman 
yield to me for a moment? 

Mr. BRANCH. Certainly I will. 

Mr. CRAIG, of Missouri.” F only ask the geh- 
tleman to yield that he may make a point ona 
question which I desire to ask him. I would not 
do so but that the argument of the gentleman from 
North Carolina is scarcely as fair as is usually 
characteristic of his speeches, He puts the case 
of a contract being entered into forfour years to 
have the mail earried over a certain route by stage 
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coach, and‘of a railroad being built there at.the 
énd of two years, and says that the friends of this 
bill contend there is no power to make a new 
contract with the railroad company, and dispense 
with the slow coach. I tell the gentleman that 
neither the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. Bur- 
NETT] nor thegentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. 
ALLEY] has held any such doctrine. They admit 
the right of the Postmaster General, within a day, 
or a month, or a year after he has made a con- 
tract, to change its terms; but they deny the right 
of the Postmaster General to take the bid into 
his own mouth, and when he reduces the ser- 
vice on a route, to say how much less the pay 
shall be. ‘The law points out how he shall do it; 
and all that the friends of this bill claim is, that 
the Postmaster General shall follow the law. In 
this instance he reduced the service, and reduced 
the pay a certain per centage. We say that it 
was his duty under the law to have advertised four 
weeks in the newspapers, and to have given to 
these parties the poor privilege of competing with 
other bidders, and seeing how much the service 
was worth. 

Mr. BRANCH. In reply to the gentleman 
from Missouri, I desire to say that I have not 
heard before that there was any complaint made, 
that the reduction made by Postmasjcr General 
was not pro rata, and in strict accordance with the 
contract. Is there any such complaint? 

Mr. CRAIG, of Missouri. It was not pro rata. 
He reduced some contracts thirty per cent., and 
some forty-five per cent. 

Mr. BRANCH. My question is, whether the 
reduction made in the case of Hockaday & Liggit 
was not pro rata with the reduction of service? 

Mr. CRAIG, of Missouri. No, sir. 

Mr. BRANCH. Thatisa matter ofarithmetic 
and calculation. Anybody may make the calcu- 
lation, and show whether it is not precisely pro 
raiatoadime. Ifnot, we will pay the difference. 

But, Mr. Speaker, to pass on—as I wish to get 
through what I have to say within the morning 
hour, and not to defeat the bill by talking against 
time and throwing it over~I will close with this 
remark: that the contract entered into with those 
partics was in the same form in which such con- 
tracts have been entered into from timc immemo- 
rial. Every contract for carrying the mail, on a 
railroad, in a steamboat, in a stage-coach, in a 
buggy, or on horseback, contains precisely the 
same provision, couched in the same language, 
giving the Post Office Department the right to re- 
duce the service as he may please. And I never 
knew, in any single instance, any contractor, 
whose service was so reduced, disregard the or- 
der, and then come here and claim compensation 
at the hands of Congress, until this claim was pre- 
scented to Congress. I say, then, that the Post- 
master General has the right, and that there is no 
law to prohibit it, to insert in every mail contract 
such a provision as was inserted in this contract; 
and that the contractor has no right to expect 
compensation if itis acted on by the Postmaster 
General. 

Mr. STEVENS, of Pennsylvania. I was not 
in the House when the message of the President 
wasread, andam not certain whether I understand 
the facts connected with this case or not. I desire 
to ask the gentleman whether this contract con- 
tained the usual clause, that if the Postmaster Gen- 
eral reduced the service or changed the contract, 
they were entitled, as damages, to one month’s 


pay ‘ 
Mr. BRANCH. Yes, sir; they are entitled 
to it. 

Mr. STEVENS, of Pennsylvania. Have they 
received it? 

Mr. BRANCH. I do not know. If they-have 
not, the money is at their credit and they can take 
it when they please. 

Mr. STEVENS, of Pennsylvania. Thenthey 
have liquidated their own damages. 

Mr. BRANCH. Certainly they have. Now, 
Mr. Speaker, in obedience to my promise to the 
gentleman from Massachusetts, I yield the floor 
to him to move the previous question, if he de- 
sires to do so. 

Mr. BURNETT. With the consent of the 
gentieman from Massachusetts, I desire to say a 
single word in addition. The gentleman from 
Worth Carolina says there was no violation of 
contract in this case. Now, sir, I want to put 
a question to him as a lawyer, and then ask him 


to decide whether there has been any violation 
of contract or not. The Post Office Department 
makes a contract with me to carry the mail six 
times a week, from Louisville, Kentucky, for in- 
stance, to Lexington. The law says the Post- 
master General shall not make any change inthe 
terms of the contract—the law passed by Con- 
gress, and now on your statute-book—without 
first advertising for at least four weeks in some 
newspaper in the city of Washington, and in some 
newspaper nearest the route of the mail contract. 
Now, when the Postmaster General, without no- 
tice, and without any advertisement, orders that 
service of six times a week to be reduced to three 
times a weck, and when I remonstrate with him, 
and tell him that, relying upon carrying out the 
contract as entered into, I have incurred great 
expense in stock and other preparations for carry- 
ing it into effect, and he replies that he bas been 
compelled to do it by the action of Congress in 
refusing to make the necessary appropriations, 
and that Congress will no doubt reimburse me, 
I ask whether I have not good reason to expect 
reimbursement for the damages I have incurred ? 
Yet that is precisely a parallel case with the one 
before us. 

The Postmaster General, as I read this morn- 
ing, told these contractors in effect: “ I am com- 
pelled to reduce the service on this route in con- 
sequence of the action of Congress, and I have no 
doubt Congress will reimburse you for the losses 
you may sustain.” Now, I put it to every fair- 
minded man in this House, whether, in a case of 
this description, when it has been ascertained be- 

ond a doubt that the damages sustained were at 

east as great as the amount provided in this bill; 
when the bill, with all the questions involved, has 
been fully and fairly discussed in both branches 
of Congress, and has passed both branches of 
Congress twice with great unanimity—no hasty 
or inconsiderate action—I say, under these cir- 
cumstances, is it not just and proper that this bill 
for the reliefof these parties shall become a law? 

Mr. BRANCH. I would like to ask my friend 
from Kentucky one question. I wish to ask him 
if he can satisfy the House that the Postmaster 
General, in this instance, attempted to change the 
contract? Inmy judgment, hedid not. He merely 
attempted to exercise a power which the contract 
gave him; and if that provision of the contract 
was in violation of the law, the parties themselves 
who signed it violated the law equally with the 
Postmaster General. 

Mr. BURNETT. Then I state to the gentle- 
man from North Carolina, as a lawyer, that if 
this action of the Postmaster General was in pur- 
suance of a provision in the contract, still any 
action upon his part to change the contract was 
null and vcid. Why? Because it was in violation 
of existing law. ‘That is the reason why I state 
it. I say, and I repeat, that the Postmaster Gen- 
eral had no power to change the character of the 
service, except in accordance with the provisions 
of law requiring that the proposed change should 
be advertised at least four weeks. 

The gentleman from North Carolina says I can- 
not produce a single instance where the Postmas- 
ter General has changed the character of mail 
service and the parties have sought relief at the 
hands of Congress, up to this time. Why, sir, 
we have time and again passed joint resolutions, 
referring such cases to the Postmaster General, 
to be settled upon principles of equity and justice. 
We have paid out hundreds of thousands of dol- 
lars in just such cases. A case occurs to me just 
at this moment, in which a contract was entered 
into for a daily mail by river from Louisville, 
Kentucky, to Cairo. The boats were built for 
the full servicc, and afterwards the service was 
reduced. Congress passed a joint resolution re- 
imbursing them for the losses they sustained in 
consequence of the change of contract. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I submit whether it is not 
right that this great Government, possessing ag it 
does arbitrary power over all contracts made by 
it, when it violates them shall pay to the con- 
tractors the losses sustained by them in conse- 
quence of such violation, even though it should 
result in taking millions from the Treasury. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I think the gentleman from 
Massachusetts stated correctly that this clause 
which is inserted into all mail contracts, has never 
been enforced in any instance up to the failure of 
Congress to pass the annual Post Office appro- 


priation. In that instance, the Postmaster Gen- 
eral reduced the mail service all over the country, 
and especially in the northwestern States, from 
thirty to fifty per cent. Had Congress performed 
its duty, there would have been no necessity for 


| reducing the service. The cause of the reduction 


was not, therefore, that the wants of the service 
did not demand the full service, but because of the 
failure of Congress to discharge its duty. And 
inasmuch as the contracts were violated by the 
act of the Government itself, I ask whether these 
contractors may not fairly claim of us that we 
shall reimburse them for the damages they have 
sustained ? 

Mr. BRANCH. I wish to correct the gentle- 
man, as to a matter of fact. Iunderstand him to 
say that the Postmaster General never attempted 
to act under this provision in the mail contracts 
until the failure of the last Congress to pass the 
usual appropriation bill. I think the gentleman 
is mistaken in that. 

Mr. BURNETT. I did not intend to say that 
such a power had never been exercised by the 
Postmaster General. What I said was, that res- 
olutions for the relief of those who have sustained 
damages under such change of contract have fre- 
quently been passed by Congress. I now move 
the previous question, 

Mr. HOWARD, of Michigan. 
morning hour expired? 

The SPEAKER. Ithas; but the Chair thinks 
this is a question of a nature which ought to be 
decided. 

The previous question was seconded, and the 
main question ordered to be put. x 

The SPEAKER. The question before the 
House is this: “Shall the bill be passed, notwith- 
standing the objections of the President?” It is 
provided that that question shall be taken by ycas 
and nays. 

The question was then taken; and it was de- 
cided in the negative—yeas 81, nays 67; as 
follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Green Adams, Adrain, Aldrich, Alley, 
Thomas L. Anderson, William C. Anderson, Barret, Bing- 
ham, Botcler, Bouligny, Brabson, Brayton, Briggs, Bristow, 
Brown, Buffinton, Burch, Burlingame, Burnett, Case, John 
B. Clark, John Cochrane, Colfax, Cox, James Craig, Cur- 
tis, Dawes, Delano, Eliot, Etheridge, Farnsworth, Foster, 
Fouke, Frank, French, Gilmer, Gooch, Grow, Hamilton, 
J. Morrison Harris, John 'T. Harris, Heliick, William 
Howard, Irvine, Junkin, Kenyon, Kilgore, Leake, Lee, 
Maclay, Mallory, Marston, Elbert S. Martin, Montgomery, 
Laban ‘I’. Moore, Moorhead, Morrill, Edward Joy Morris, 
Morse, Nixon, Noell, Perry, Peyton, Phelps, Potter, Chris- 
toper Robinson, Royce, Scott, Scranton, Stout, Theaker, 
Tompkins, Vance, Van Wyck, Wade, Walton, Cadwala-~ 
der C. Washburn, Elihu B. Washburne, Windom, Wood, 
and Woodruff—él. 

NAYS—Messrs. Charles F. Adams, Ashley, Babbitt, 
Beale, Blair, Blake, Burnham, Campbell, Carey, Coburn, 
Conkling, John G. Davis, Dunn, Edgerton, Edwards, Eng- 
lish, Florence, Garnett, Hall, Haskin, Hatton, Hickman, 
Hoard, Holman, William A. Howard, Humphrey, Huteh- 
ins, Francis W. Kellogg, Killinger, Kunkel, Larrabee, De- 
Witt C. Leach, James M. Leach, Loomis, Lovejoy, May- 
nard, McKenty, McPherson, Millson, Niblack, Olin, Pal- 
mer, Pendleton, Porter, Pottle, Quarles, John H. Reynolds, 
Riggs, James C. Robinson, Sedgwick, Sherman, William 
N. H. Smith, Spaulding, Spinner, Stanton, Stevens, Wil- 
liam Stewart, Stokes, Stratton, Thomas, Vallandigham, 
ee Waldron, Wells, Whiteley, Wilson, aud Wins- 

ow—67. 


So the House refused to pass the bill notwith- 
standing the objections of the President, (two 
thirds not voting in favor thereof.) 

During the vote, 

Mr. BRANCH said: The gentleman from Mis- 
souri, Mr. Woonson, who feels a decp interest 
in this case, is detained in his room by indisposi- 
tion, and I have con#nted to pair with him. 

Mr. HUMPHREY stated that his colleague, 
Mr. CARTER, had peen called home by the death 
of one of the members of his family. 

Mr. THOMAS stated he had come to the House 
prepared to pair on this case with Mr. Woop- 
son; but as that gentleman was paired with Mr. 
Brancu, he would vote. He voted in the negative. 

Mr. COX stated that his colleague, Mr. ALLEN, 
called home by the death of his child, had not yet 
returned. ; 

_Mr. LOGAN, not being within the bar when 
his name was called, asked leave to vote. 

Objection was made. 

Mr. FLORENCE. I think that as the Con- 
stitution provides for the decision of this question 
by the yeas and nays, that the gentleman has a 
right to vote. 

_ The SPEAKER. The gentleman cannot vote 
if objection be made. 


Has not the 
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Mr. PENDLETON stated that his colleague, 
Mr. Martin, was confined to his room by in- 
disposition, 

The vote was announced as above recorded. 

SPEAKER'S TABLE. 

Mr SHERMAN. Has the morning hour ex- 

ired ? 

k The SPEAKER. It has. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I move that the special 
order be postponed for an hour, in order that we 
may procced to the consideration of the business 
upon the Spealcer’s table. 

Mr. GARNETT. I object. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Have I not the right to 
make the motion? 

The SPEAKER. Not without the consent of 
the gentleman from Missouri, [Mr. CLarx,] who 
is entitled to the floor on the special order. 

Mr. SHERMAN. [ ask the gentleman from 
Missouri to yield to me for the motion to go to 
the business upon the Speaker’s table. 

Mr. CLARK, of Missouri. How much time 
will the gentleman take? 

Mr. SHERMAN. I do not think it will take 
up more than ten minutes. 

Mr. GARNETT. I hope the gentleman will 
not yield. 

Mr. CLARK, of Missouri. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I give notice that I will try/ 
to get the floor during the day to submit the m 
tion Ihave indicated. The bills upon the Speaker’s 
table from the Senate ought to be referred. 


THE CRISIS. 


The SPEAKER, The hour has arrived for 
resuming the consideration of the special order, 
which is the report of the select committee of 
thirty-three on the disturbed condition of the 
country. Onthat question the gentleman from 
Missouri [Mr. Ciarx] is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. CLARK, of Missouri. From all quarters 
of our country appeals come up to us to preserve, 
if possible, the Union as made by our fathers. 
There is not a member who is not daily implored 
by his constituents to exert every effort within his 
power to preserve the rich legacy left us by our 
fathers, in order thatit may be handed down intact 
toourdescendants. Wesee distinguished citizens, 
men who have served their country in war and in 
peace, inthe councils of the nation and upon battle- 
fields which crowned our flag with victory—wesee 
these men in every section appealing that the Con- 
stitution may be fully carnea Gut) yielding toevery 
section the rights which they are entitled to under 
it, and that the national banner may pass through 
the storm and the darkness which surround us 
with all the power and all the glory that have 
heretofore rendered it respected in every section 
of the globe. With a view to that grand result, 
I will do all I can; and in its behalf I speak this 
day. 

Siate after State, whether rightfully or wrong- 
fully, has withdrawn from the Union. They 
have seceded; and we cannot shut our eyes, if we 
would, to the fact that we are now in the midst 
of agreat revolution. Coming froma State which 
has always been loyal to the Union, and justly 
estimated the blessings it has conferred, { beg the 
attention of the House while I discuss the causes 
which have led to the present difficulty, and the 
remedies which, in my judgment, are demanded 
for the peace, the integrity, and the honor.of the 
Government. In the remarks { shall submit, Ido 
not wish to be understood as intending to be per- 
sonally offensive to any gentleman of the Repub- 
lican party when I take occasion to refer to that 
party. I will, in stating the course of policy on 
the part of the North which has brought the 
country to its present distracted and excited con- 
dition, adhere closely to the history of the times. 


Witheundeviating veracity I will lay before the | 


House the acts, on the part of the different sections 
of the Union, which have culminated in the ex- 
isting secession movement. | À 

Mr. Speaker, all parties will admit that, up to 
the year 1820, there was no serious disturbance 


I decline to yield. |} 


between the States of this Confederacy, in refer- 
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ence to slave property and the rights of the south- 
ern people to emigrate to the Territories with 
their domestic institutions. In that year, Mis- 
souri sought admission into the Union asa State. 
Her people met in convention and_ framed a con- 
stitution and State government. It was brought 
here and presented to Congress.. Missouri asked 
thatshe might be admitted into the Union as other 
States had been before. She asked. admission 
upon ancqual footing with the other States. Then, 
for the first time in the history of the country, an 
attempt was made to deny to the people the right 
of self-government, the right to form their own 
government in their own way. The constitution 
of Missouri recognized the institution of slavery, 
and was admitted to be republican in form. It 
complied with all the requirements of the Consti- 
tution of the United States. 

‘The objection to the admission of Misouri was 
placed solely upon the ground that her constitu- 
tion recognized slavery.” The consequent excite- 
ment on that occasion is recorded in vivid colors 
in the history of the country. The Union was 
threatened with dissolution. An agitation like it 
had not previously been seen. Missouri was 
denied admission into the Union for one session 
of Congress. That great patriot and statesman, 
Henry Clay, was then in Congress, and it was 
because of his eloquence, his patriotism, and his 
personal influence, that the Missouri compromise 
was effected. He it was who led the movement 
which restored quiet to the country, and peace, 
harmony, and prosperity tothe Union. Missouri 
was admitted under that famous bill which estab- 
lished the Missouri compromise line of 360 30. 
We were forced to accept that compromise; the 
South did accept it, not because they believed it 
constitutional, or as granting them all of their 
rights; but because of their love for the Union, 
and their dread of the evils which would have 
resulted from a dissolution. They sacrificed’ at 
that time upon the altar of their country’s peace 
the rights which the Supreme Court of the United 
States has since, in the Dred Scott case, fully ac- 
knowledged. 

Lask the Republicans of this House whether, 
up to that time, there had been any disturbance 
on the slavery question? Had we not lived in 
fraternal concord? We had fought together north 
and south,contending with cach other only to show 
which should most enhance the glory of the Re- 
public. All was loyalty and devotion to the Union 
up to the nullification movement of South Caro- 
lina in 1832. 

In the course of events, when the question grew 
up in reference to the acquisition of Texas, there 
was opposition to that acquisition. Where did 
it come from? What was the reason alleged for 
that opposition? The gentleman from Massa- 
chusetts [Mr. Apams] yesterday read some reso- 
lutions which were introduced into the Legisla- 
ture of Massachusetts; and those resolutions are 
a true exponent of the sentiment of that State in 
reference to the annexation of Texas, Upon that 
acquisition, the House will bear in mind, the Mis- 
souri compromise line wasextended. Texas was 
admitted upon the express condition that that line 
should be extended in good faith to the extent of 
our then possessions. ‘That was in 1845, if lam 
not mistaken in the date. Sir, the annexation ot 
Texas produced the Mexican war. During that 
war Mr. Polk was President; and I ask the House 
to remember that the people of the South, without 
respect to party, furnished men and means for 
that war, where we met northern as well as south- 
ern men upon the battle-field. In that war, we 
lost many of our distinguished men. A Clay,a 
McKee, a Butler, and a Yell, from the slavehold- 


mingled their blood together and died sustaining 
the flag of their common country in the acquist- 
tion of common territory. 

When that war was about to close, and before 
the treaty of peace was signed, there was intro- 
duced into Congress the Wilmot proviso: In view 


of the acquisition of territory, the Wilmot pro- 


ing States, as well as a Hardin, and many others | 
from the border States, met on the battle-field, and 


viso was introduced, and an attempt madé i 
restrictions on that territory even before it was Ac- 
quired, to the prejudice ofthe South.: While our 
armies were fighting, our best and noblest men 
dying, our blood being shed, our money paid to 
acquire territory, therc'was a party in this House 
engaged in placing a restriction upon that -terri- 
tory, and endeavoring to make a discrimination 
to the prejudice of the Soutli. ` At that partidular 
time, after the treaty was made, and New Mexico 
and California and our possessions upon the Paci- 
fic coast were acquired, and the country, which 
had been enraged at the efforts to discriminate to 
our prejudice, was again: turning to, peace, the 
country was again threatened with dissolution; 
and the same great man who calmed the storm 
in 1820, Henry Clay, found his way again into 
the Senate of the United States, and, in conjunc- 
tion with patriots and members of ‘all parties, 
made the compromise of 1850. A Clay, a Cass, 
a Webster, a Douglas, and many other distin- 
guished members of various parties, then acted 
together; not as we are acting’ now, but they 
calmed the storm which was lowering over us. 
There was no question with them about platforms, 
or whether they belonged toone party or the other. 
The only question was, what measures were né- 
cessary to sustain and preserve our common coun- 
try from disruption and ruin. They rose above 
the propositions of mere partisans to that ofstates* 
men and patriots, to save a sinking aiid bleeding 
country. l a pay L 
Atthat particular time, when the question ‘of 
the Wilmot proviso and the disposition of the 
Territories were under discussion, Mr. Doveras, 
then a member of the United States Senate, in- 
troduced a proposition to extend the Missouri 
compromise to the Pacific ocean, on the line of 
360 30', as it had been extended to our borders 
before. Where were our northern friends then? 
Did they vote forit? Ihave the proposition made 
by Mr. Doveras upon that occasion, It is as 
follows: i D 


“ On motion by Mr. Douaas, to amend the, bill, section 
fourtecn, line one, by inserting after the word ‘ enacted,” 

“That the line of 386° 30/ of north latitude, known. as the 
Missouri compromise line, as defined by the eighth section 
of an act entitled ‘An act to authorize the people of the 
Missouri Territory to forin a constitution and state govern- 
ment, and for the admission of such State into the Union 
on an equal footing with the original States, and to prohibit 
slavery in ecrtain ‘l'erritories, approved March 6, 1820,’ he, 
and the same is hereby, declared to’ extend to the Pacific 
ocean; and the said eighth section, together with tlre cony- 
promise therein effected, is hereby revived, and declared 
to be in full forec and binding, for the future organization 
of the 'Ferritories of the United States, in the same sense, 
and withthe same understanding, with which it was origin- 
ally adopted: a ae i ‘ 

& tt was determined in the affirmative—yeas 33, nays QI, 

«On motion by Mr. BaALpwin, the yeas and nays-being 
desired by one fifth of the Senators present, those who voted 
in the afirmative are: < 

« Messrs: Atchison, Badger, Bell, Benton, Berrien, Bor- 
land, Bright, Butler, Calhoun, Cameron, Davis of Missis- 
sippi, Dickinson, Douglas, Downs, Fitzgerald, Foote, Han- 
negan, Houston, Hunter, Johnson of Maryland, Johnson 
of Louisiana, Johnson of Georgia, King, Lewis, Mangum, 
Mason, Mctealf, Pearce, Sebastian, Spruance, Sturgeon, 
Turney, Underwood. 

“Those who voted in the negative are: 

« Messrs. Alen, Atherton, Baldwin, Bradbury, Breese, 
Clark, Corwin, Davis of Massachusetts, Dayton, Dix, 
Dodge, Felch, Green, Hale, Hamlin, Miller, Niles, Phelps, 
Upham, Walker, Webster. £ aat 

“ So the proposed amendment was agreed to.?? 


Mr. Dovexas made the proposition in the Sen- 
ate; and every northern Senator, except a few 
Democrats, voted against the extension of the 
compromise line; while every southern Senator, 
and every Democrat in that body, except one, 
voted for it. The bill extending this line passed 
the Senate, and was sent to the House; and when 
the question came to a vote, after an exciting 
debate, it was rejected by a sectional vote—the 
South all voting to extend it, and the North all 
voting against the extension. K 

The compromise of 1850 being made, we again 
had repose until the time of the Kansas and Ne- 
braska act. When Kansas and. Nebraska. were 
about to be organized into Territories, a motion 
was made and carried to repeal the Missouri com- 
promise line, which the North had refused to 
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extend, and which they had, up to that. hour, 
denounced by their orators here and elsewhere. 
The South, by the repeal of the Missouri com- 

romise, was only put. upon the original ground 
she occupied before the establishment of the Mis- 
souri line, and which the Supreme Court has de- 
cided to have been unconstitutional. Then it was 
that the Republican party commenced weeping 
and wailing over what they were pleased to call 
the ruins of that compromise, which they had 
refused to extend, and which they had denounced 
until it was repealed. But, as soon as it was re- 
pealed, they declared that it was a compromise 
canonized in the hearts of the people, and that its 
repéal was ä breach of good faith. And Mr. Dova- 
LAS, who hds looked through the future ofall these 
troubles, and’ made a record for himself which 
would do honor to any living statesman, was par- 
ticularly assailed for his advocacy of that measure. 
Then came also, pouring into this House, the pe- 
titions of the clergymen of the North, denounc- 
ing the repeal of the Missouricompromise. Then 
the Republican party was formed, which has so 
rapidly increased, that now they have elected 
their candidate for the Presidency. ` 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I ask this House, is it any 
wonder that the South is excited? We are equals 
in this Union; and we claim the same constitu- 
tional rights, and claim to be entitled to the same 
constitutional guarantees, that any other portion 
of the Confederacy possesses. From the time 
that the Republican party was formed, as I have 
told you, we have had no peace. The country 
has been excited continually from that time until 
now. These evils have increased until they have 
reached a culminating point; and it now depends 
upon the action of this party whether this Gov- 
ernment is to continue and this Union be pre- 
served, or whether it is to be destroyed. State 
after State has seceded and withdrawn; their Rep- 
resentatives have vacated their seats in this Hall 
Sir, those empty seats speak with an eloquence 
which should command the attention of patriots 
of all parties. 

What has produced this state of things? Who 
have produced it? Have the South ever imposed 
upon the North? Have they ever initiated any 
proceedings to take from the North their political 
rights in the Territories, or their rights of person 
and property anywhere? 1 deny that anything 
can be produced to show that any portion of the 
southern States have made encroachments, in any 
respect; upon thè northern section of the Union. 

gainst all these encroachments of the North 
apon the South, the South have complained. 
Sometimes they have threatened; but for the 
greater part they have held up the Constitution, 
and have shown the structure and framework of 
the Government, and under them have asked the 
North to give them the equality to which they 
are entitled under the Constitution. They have 
asked the North not to trespass upon the consti- 
tutional rights of their section. But, notwith- 
standing, the North have persisted in their course 
of wrong and oppression. 
_ Sir, ithas been asked by some if the election of 
Mr. Lincoln was any cause for a dissolution of 
the Union? Isay emphatically, that I do not con- 
sider that it is a sufficient cause of itself. The 
election of a President is in no case a sufficient 
cause. I believe in the power, the intelligence, 
and the integrity of the American people. I rec- 
ognize the Constitution of my country as a bond 
of union; and when I take the oath to support 
that Constitution, I take an oath, in my judg- 
ment, to bow to the majority and will of the peo- 
ple constitutionally expressed. But while I make 
this admission, I want to tell my northern friends 
of the Republican party, that itis not the election 
of Mr. Lincoln alone which has created this alarm 
inthe South. The facts which I have named; the 


history which I have given; the encroachments } 


which I have alluded to, connected with the opin- 
ions which Mr. Lincoln is known to entertain; 
the platform of principles upon which he was 
elected; the construction which he gives to the 
Constitution and to the decision of the Supreme 
Court, looking to the use of the executive arm 
of this Government, and of the power of the party 
which has, in years gone by, trespassed, as we 
think, upon our constitutional rights;—these, all 
these, are what give us alarm, and admonish the 
South to look out in time to secure additional 
constitutional guarantees for their safety, peace, 


ji 


į publican party had done? 


and happiness. When we had theexecutive.and 
judicial arm, and the legislative power of the 
Governnient, although these encroachments were 
advancing upon us, we had the power; and that 
power we could exercise to secure our safety, 
having the fortress of the Constitution. The dif- 
ferent departments of the Federal Government 
upon our side gave us safety and repose. When 
we lost the executive power of the Government, 
and it was transferred to the Republican party, 


the South began to look around for means to 


strengthen their fortress, or to change their posi- 
tion. 

In this connection I wish to say, that whether 
a State has a constitutional right to secede, or 
whether the action of a State in seceding is rev- 
olutionary, I shall not consume the time of the 
House to discuss. I consider that no State, and 
no citizens of a State, will ever secede from the 
Federal Government until their grievances are 
too heavy to be borne; and when that is the case, 
all admit that they have the right of revolution, 
and can change their form of government when- 
ever they please. Whether, then, it be secession 
or revolution, it is useless now to inquire or dis- 
cuss. We have to deal with the facts before us; 
and, if we can, to arrest the progress of that rev- 
olution, save the country, and keep the stars and 
stripes of this blessed Union fioating. Nothing 
now remains for the patriot but to address him- 
self to the work of healing the breach between 
the two sections of this Confederacy. Five States 
have gone out of the Union; whether rightfully 
or wrongfully, they have denied the Federal au- 
thority, and have set up their own jurisdiction. 
We have to deal with this fact. i 

We were asked, the other day, by the gentle- 
man from Ohio, [Mr. Srerman,] what the Re- 
Said he: “ what have 
we done, except to elect our President??? We 
claim that they have done a great deal; and when 
I answer the gentleman’s question, I want it dis- 
tinctly understood that I do not impugn the mo- 
tives of any onc, nor do I design to make a per- 
sonal application of my remarks toany particular 
member of the Republican party. The question 
asked was: what has been done giving the South 
cause of complaint? I answer that the Abolition- 
ists and Free-Soilers of the free States have, for 
more than thirty years, assailed the institution of 
slavery in the southern States. They deny to us 
a common property in the Territories; those Ter- 
ritories acquired equally by our blood and treas- 
ure as by yours, making it a condition that we 
shall migrate to them only with such property 
as is recognized in the free States. A gentleman 
on the other side of the House said the other day 
that they imposed no restrictions upon the South; 
that when the citizens of the free States moved 
into the Territories they carried no slaves with 
them, and that they were willing to permit the 
slave States to carry there all they carried. The 


doctrine of the Constitution is, that each State | 


has a right to regulate its domestic affairs in its 
own way, to establish its own institutions, and 
to recognize as property whatever its citizens see 
proper, in the formation of their fundamental law; 
the doctrine of the Constitution is, that the citi- 
zens of each State shall have the same rights and 
privileges as the citizens of the several States. 
The Territories were acquired by the several 
States; and it is, therefore, a violation of good 
faith, and of our constitutional rights, to restrict 


our citizens from carrying into the common Ter- | 


ritories whatever is regarded as property in the 
States whence they emigrate. 

The Worth have enacted laws in many of their 
States nullifying the provision of the Constitution 


of the United States for the rendition of fugitive | 


slaves, refusing the use of their jails for the cus- 
tody of the prisoners, and making it a penal of- 
fense for any one to aid in the execution of the 
fugitive slave law. Justice requires that I should 
say here, that there seems to be a disposition in 


many of the free States to repeal those obnoxious | 


laws. Théy have not yet, however, been re- 
pealed in more than one or two States. I hope 
they will all be repealed without delay. 

Mr. McKENTY. I would say to the gentle- 
man from Missouri that there is a bill before the 
Legislature of Pennsylvania at this time, to repeal 
the obnoxious sections of the act to which he re- 
fers. If the Republican party, who are now in 


other obstacle that may be in the way of adjusting 
our present difficulties, the honest, Union-loving 
masses of Pennsylvania will, when the opportu- 
nity first presents itself, consign the leaders of 
that party to their political graves, from which 
they will not rise until the day of resurrection. 
It shall not be said that any act of Pennsylvania 
ig a thorn in the side of the South, irritating that 
portion of the Confederacy to secession. 

Mr. FLORENCE, . I think my colleague can- 
not have as much hope of the Legislature as he 
has of the people of Pennsylvania. He ought to 
have said that. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. I give notice that I shall 
object to these interruptions being taken out of 
the time of the gentleman from Missouri. 

Mr. KILGORE, 1 would ask the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania [Mr. McKenry] if the per- 
sonal liberty laws of his State were not passed by 
a Democratic Legislature? 

Mr. CLARK, of Missouri. I was gladto hear 
the remark of the gentleman from Pennsylvania, 
who interrupted me. The gentleman from Indi- 
ana asks him if a Democratic Legislature did not 
pass the laws of which we complain. Icare not, 
sir, whether it was a Democratic Legislature or 
otherwise. I am not now dealing with parties. 
I am dealing with the causes which produce the 
disruption of our Government, and which it is in 
the power of the Republican party to remove. 

Mr. McPHERSON. With the permission of 
the gentleman from Missouri, I will state; for his 
information, that, no matter what was the com- 
plexion of the Legislatures that passed those en- 
actments, both the Governors who signed them 
belonged to the Democratic party. 

Mr. FLORENCE. The gentleman ought in 
justice to add, that the Governor who signed the 
bilkto repeal one of them was also a Democratic 
Governor. 

Mr:JUNKIN. I understood the gentleman 
from Missouri to state that in Pennsylvania we 
have a law which forbids the use of our jails for 
the purpose of securing fugitive slaves? 

Mr. CLARK, of Missouri. I did not say that. 

Mr. JUNKIN. Ihave no doubt that that im- 

ression has prevailed, however, for I have seen 
it stated as afact inthenewspapers. Suchalaw 
was made in 1847, but it was repealed in 1852, 
and is not now upon our statute-book. 

Mr. CLARK, of Missouri. I never said that 
Pennsylvania had sucha law, and I never thought 
so; for I am in the habit of reading the statutes of 
Pennsylvania and of most of the other States, and 
L never supposed that Pennsylvania had such a 

aw. 

The Republican party of the North have de- 
clared in their national convention, as a solution 
of the slavery question—and they have elected a 
President pledged to thatdoctrine—thatall men are 
free and equal; and this doctrine of negro equality 
is carried into practical effect in the States of New 
York, Massachusetts, and Ohio, where negroes 
are allowed to vote for President and members of 
Congress. Associations have been organized in 
many of the free States, without rebuke from the 
Republican party in any organized form, to steal 
our slaves and to prevent their recapture. To 


|, show that such associations are countenanced in 


high places, I have only to instance the refusal of 
the Governor of Ohio, upon a late occasion, to give 
up persons charged with negro stealing, on the 
requisitions of the Governors of Kentucky and 
Tennessee, on the ground that negro stealing is 
nota crime in the State of Ohio. Citizens from 
your States have invaded southern soil for the 
purpose of liberating slaves, and have murdered 
unoffending citizens; and the people in many local- 
ities in your States have, in public meetings and 
otherwise, bestowed praise and culoginm upon 
the assassins; and the Executives of several States 
have refused to deliver up parties implicated in 
thetreason. Many distinguished members of the 
Republican party have declared their intention to 
remodel the Supreme Court, and to put it on the 
side of freedom. They have declared that their 
party power shall be used for the expansion of 
freedom and the contraction of slavery; affd that 
with Lincoln’s clection American slavery is at an 
end. They have, in many of the free States, ar- 
rayed the schools, churches, and presses with 
great unanimity against the South; and the idea 


|| is inculcated by them that it is the duty of the 


power there, do not repeal them, or remove any i] people to exterminate slavery at any sacrifice and 
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at all hazards. They have flooded the South with 
seditious anti-slavery pamphlets and papers cal- 
culated to create servile insurrection, and to en- 
danger the safety of our homes and families. By 
the fanaticism of the North, we have been forced 
to separate from you in some of our churches and 
other religious institutions. 

These are things of which the South complains, 
whether truthfully or otherwise history will re- 
cord. In addition to all this, Mr. Lincoln has been 
elected to the Presidency with his sentiment that 
he was opposed to the exclusion of the negro from 
the polls; with the sentiment that the Union, part 
slave and part free, was like a house divided 
against itself, which could not stand; with the 
sentiment proclaimed by him that those who deny 


freedom to others cannot long, in the providence | 


ofGod, retainitthemselves. Allthese things, taken 
in conneetion with the past history of the party, 
have alarmed the South. These are the things 
that have culminated in producing the disruption 


which now exists in the withdrawal of the south- | 


ern States. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. I desire to correct the 
gentleman from Missouri. I do not think he can 
find any passage in any speech of Mr. Lincoln 
where he ever declared himself in favor of negro 
suffrage. 

Mr. CLARK, of Missouri. Oh yes; I can find 
that he has said what amounts to the same thing. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. I think the gentleman 
is mistaken. 

Mr. CLARK, of Missouri. I will incorporate 
itin my remarks. 
but I know that I am right. Mr. Lincoln, ina 

‘ specch at Chicago, in September, 1856, spoke as 
follows: 

“ My friends, I have detained you as long as I desired'to 


‘do; and L have only to say, let us discard all this quibbling | 


about this man and the other man—tbis race and that race 
and the other race being inferior, and therefore they must 
be placed in an inferior position—discarding our standard 
that we have left us. 


more stand up declaring that all men are created equal. 

“ My friends, I could not, without launching off upon 
some new topic, which would detain you too Jong, con- 
tinuc to-night. J thank you for this most extensive au- 
dience that you have furnished me to-night. [leave you, 
hoping that the lamp of liberty will burn in your bosoms 
until there shall no longer be a doubt that all men are created 
free and equal.” 


Mr. Lincoln, in a speech at Chicago, on the 
10th of July, 1858, used the following language: 
“Tf were in Congress, and a vote should come upona 
uestion whether slavery should be prohibited in a new 
erritory, in spite of the Dred Scott decision, | would vote 
that it should. >? > > 
Mr. Lincoln, in a letter addressed to the Repub- 
licans of Boston, in answer to an invitation to par- 
ticipate in the celebration of Jefferson’s birthday, 
April 13, 1860, used the following language: 


“ Thisisa world of compensation, and he who would 
be no slave must consent to have no slave. Those who 


deny freedom to others deserve it not for themselves, and | 


under a just God cannot long retain it.” 


Now, Mr. Speaker, notwithstanding all these | 


things, Missouri has ever been loyal to the Union. 


Missouri and the border slave States have been | 


ever true to the flag of our common country. In 


addition to all these things, raids are continually | 


made within our borders; our slave property is 
taken; our citizens are murdered; and to-day, in 
the State of Missouri, we are compelled to keep 
three companies of militia stationed on our bor- 
ders to protect the lives and property of our fel- 
low-citizens. Still these States have been ever 
true. They have not seceded. They have not 
defied the Federal authorities; but they have come 
here with petitions and applications. 

They ask the dominant party here, and they 
have always asked the North, to give them their 
constitutional righis. We ask nothing else, and 
intend to submit to nothing less. 

Mr. STANTON. Will the gentleman from 
Missouri permit me to ask him a question? He 
says his State will submit to nothing less than her 
constitutional rights. I desire to know whether 
they will constitute themselves the sole judges of 
what is to be the construction of the Constitution. 

Mr. CLARK, of Missouri. The gentleman 
from Ohio asks me if we will constitute ourselves 
the sole jadges as to our constitutional rights. My 
answer to thegentleman isthis: the Governmentis 


legislative department enacts the laws, the judicial | 


I have not time to read itnow; | 


Let us discard all these things, and ; 
unite as one people throughout this land, until we shailonee | 


i He could quiet the fears of the country, or pre- 


department expounds them, and the executive de- 

partment executes them. When thereis a conflict | 
of opinion as to the construction of a law, itis for | 
the court to declare the proper construction; and 

the decisions of the courts in cases properly before 

them become, until reversed, part of the law of 

the land, and every citizen must yield obedience 

to them. Then, in regard to a State being the sole 

judge of its political rights, my opinion is, that it 

is the duty of all States, and of all communities, 

to assert their rights; to demand them; to peti- 

tion for them; and it is the like duty of all the 

other sections of the Union to accord those righis 

willingly and promptly. But when all constitu- 

tional remedies are exhausted, and fail to secure 

these constitutional rights, then the citizens of a 

sovereign State are justified in asserting, by force, 

if necessary, the rights which -belong to them 

under the Constitution. That is my answer. 

Mr.STANTON. Then, I understand that the 
gentleman’s claim is, that whenever there is a 
difference of constitutional construction in differ- 
ent sections of the Confederacy, it is the consti- | 
tutional right of cach State to maintain its own 
construction, even by a dissolution of the Con- | 
federacy and civil war. i . 

Mr. CLARK, of Missouri. No. I believeno 
such thing; and the gentleman could certainly 
have not so understood me. I say, again, that | 
it is the duty of good citizens to submit to the | 
courts of the country. When the courts make a 
decision, it is the duty, not only of States, but of 
citizens, to obey that decision. 

Mr. STANTON. If that be so 

Mr. CLARK, of Missouri. I cannot consent 
to be interrupted any further; but I will make a 
personal application of the point. The Supreme 
Court, in the Dred Scott decision, delivered its 
opinion as to the constitutional rights of my sec- 
tion of the Union; and yet the gentleman’s party 
refuses to submit to that decision. They de- | 
nounce the Supreme Court for making it, and 
threaten to reconstruct that court and to put iton 
the,side of freedom. I say, then, that it is time 
for the citizens of the section whose rights have 
beer sustained in that decision to prepare them- 
selves for the worst, against a section which re- 
pudiates the Supreme Court and denounces its 
decision. 

Mr. STANTON. Will the gentleman allow 
me a moment of his time? 

Mr. CLARK, of Missouri. I cannot. 

Mr. STANTON. All I ask is to state my 
position on this point. 

Mr. CLARK, of Missouri. One complaint 
against the Republican party, and against Mr. 
Lincoln’s elevation to the Presidency, is founded 
on that very objection. 

Mr. STANTON. That is what I want to cor- 
rect, i 

Mr. CLARK, of Missouri. Mr. Lincoln stated, 
in a speech, that, notwithstanding the decision of 
the Supreme Court in the Dred Scott case, he 
would, if he were in Congress, still vote to pro- 
hibit slavery in the Territories, while the court | 
had said that it was unconstitutional to pass that 
restriction. Mr. Lincoln avowed that, notwith- 
standing the decision of the courts, if he had the j 


power, he would still vote to prohibit slavery in 4} 


the Territorics of the United States. ‘That gen- 
tleman is now the President elect of the United 
States, elected by the Republican party, having 
power to remodel the Supreme Courtas occasion 
may present itself. That is one cause of alarm. 

Mr. STANTON. If the gentleman willallow 


tain their loyalty to the Union 


honor in part tò represent still continue tomain- 
f these: States. 
The question to which I wishnow te‘address niy- 
self is, what will relieve the apprehensions of the. . 
people of the South? - What will restore peace to” 
the country? What willgive strength to the Unioif? 
What will calm these troubles? What will sivi 
peace and repose and confidence and’ safety 
again reunite our once prosperous. country? 9°) 

In this connection, Mr: peaker, without" ad- 
verting to any particular argument, permit nie to 
say it here—-to announce it from my*place=-that I 
believe the measures called the Crittenden prop- 


| osition ‘would give peace to the ‘country. That 


roposition, sir, establishes nothing more than the 
Missouri compromise, as originally understood. 
It docs nothing more than to give protection to 
persons and property in the territory lying south 
of the line of 360 30". ; If gentlemén. are sincere 
in desiring the Union tobe preserved; if they are 
sincere in saying they are willing the South should 
have equal constitutional rights in the Union; if 
they are siicere in saying they would do nothing 
in derogation of the rights of the South, here’ is 
an opportunity, by adopting that proposition, ‘to 
carry into effect their promises, and to'immedi- 
atcly produce a state of feeling that would cul- 
minate in the safety and reunion of thé whole 
country, in my humble judgment. I ask gentle- 
men of the Republican party, why can you’ not 
consent to submit that proposition to the peaple? 
Are you afraid of the people? I believe, that if 
this proposition were to be submitted to the sov- 
erecign people of this country, it would be carried 
by acclamation. But, if the people of the country 
are with the Republicans of this Flouse, and op- 
posed to that proposition, you then ruñ no risk 
by submitting it. : : f 
Mr. HOARD. Suppose it is‘submitted to the 
people, and they vote it down: would the gentle- 
man then be satisfied? ` ae ' 
Mr. KILGORE. Tunderstand the gentleman 


me to interpose a word on that point, to go out i 
with his speech, it may have a tendency to quiet | 


the apprehensions of his constituents upon that | 
point. | 
! Mr, CLARK, of Missouri. If Mr. Lincoln | 
would say a word upon that point himself, he ; 
could quiet the apprehensions of the people on | 
the subject in a moment; provided what he said ; 
was in favor of obeying the decision of the court 


pare them for what inevitably would come. | 
Mr. STANTON. Now, if the gentleman wil 
allow me, I will take but a moment of his time. 
Mr. CLARK, of Missouri. No, sir; I canno 
yield further. Mr. Speaker, I was going on to re- 


from Missouri to'say that the Crittenden proposi- 
tion is nothing more nor Jess than the Missouri 
compromise. I wish to ask thegenitleman whethe: 
that proposition does not constitutionalize slavery 
south of that linc, and wlicther the Missouri com- 
promise did? 

Mr. CLARK, of Missouri. I will answer the 
gentleman from Indiana. : 

Mr. HOARD. As my question was asked 
first, I hope you will answer it first. 

Mr. CLARK, of Missouri. Iwill. The gen- 
tleman from New York asks whether, if the Crit- 
tenden proposition be submitted to the people, and 
they refuse to adopt it, I will then be content to 
remain in the Union. Lanswer the gentleman, that 
Lam willing to submit that proposition asthe basis 
of compromise; and I state to the gentleman from 
New York that, so far as I am concerned, and so 
far as my State is concerned, or at least so far as 
that portion of the State which I represents con- 
cerned—for I have the right to speak for my con- 
stituents—we are in favor of remaining In’ the 
Union so Jong as We can remain with honor and 
safety. We love the Union. We love the stars 


; and stripes. We look upon its monuments, upon 


its past glories, upon its present greatness; and 
when this Congress met we looked forward to a 
bright future. No light cause will ever make 
Missouri leave the Union. But I tell you, in that 


| connection, that we must be equal; we must have 


our constitutional rights; we must be upon terms 
of equality in all the departments of the Govern- 


' ment; for we will remain with no people,and in 


no Union, or in any Confederation, as inferiors. 

Mr. HOARD. ‘Then I understand the gentle- 
man from Missouri to say his constituents are 
willing to assert their constitutional rights in a 


| constitutional way ? 


Mr. CLARK, of Missouri. That is what I 
say. I stated before what my doctrine was, in 


| answer to the gentleman from Ohio. We will ex- 


haust all constitutional means first. Our doctrine 
is, that it is the duty of every citizen to make his 
application in a constitutional manner, and ‘to 
make his resistance in a constitutional manner, 
as long as that Constitution furnishes a remedy 
for the evils that are done him; but when they 
are exhausted; when our applications not heard; 


| when our constitutional guaranteesare violated ; 

when the departments of the Government will not 
hear our request or grant us whatis our due under 
the Constitution, then we have our remedy; then, 


= $ - ii 
composed of three departments—the executive, ju- || mark that, notwithstanding all these complaints, I, 
dicial and legislative. Lunderstand the first duty of | i 


a good citizen is to obey the laws of the land. The | 


which, in our judgment, we have abundant cause | 
to make, the people of the State which 1 have the į 
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as a matter of course, we must fall back upon first 
principles, and preserve our rights the best way 
we can. > . r 

Į was proceeding to ask the Republican party 
why they will not consent to submit the Critten- 
den proposition to the people. f 

Mr. KILGORE. I hope the gentleman from 
Missouri will not forget to answer my question. 

Mr. CLARK; of Missouri. The gentleman 
from Indiana wants his proposition answered; and 
Lwillanswerit, Sir, we wantnothing more than 
what is- just and proper. The Crittenden prop- 
osition, we contend, is nothing more or less than 
carrying out the. principle embodied in the Mis- 
souri compromise. The gentleman says that the 
Crittenden proposition gives constitutional pro- 
tection to slave property south of the line of 360 
30.. Well, sir, I ask any Republican, I ask any 
member of any party in this House, if you pro- 
pose to grant that line, if you are willing to ac- 
knowledge slavery to exist south of that line, does 
not the Constitution of the country demand that 
property shall’ be protected there? If you are 
willing to grant that line, is there anything incon- 
sistent on the part of any Republican in voting for 
the Crittenden proposition, and thus giving peace 
to the country? You acknowledge that slavery 
exists there; and all that we ask is, that we may 
have protection for the property which you have 
said may exist there. 

Mr. KILGORE. One word further. 

Mr. CLARK, of Missouri. I cannot yield 
again. f : 

_.. Mr, KILGORE. I merely wish to put the 
gentleman right. I merely want to say that the 
proposed restoration of the Missouri line embraces 
much more than that. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman 
from Missouri declines to yield; and the gentle- 
man from Indiana is out of order. 

Mr. CLARK, of Missouri. I tell gentlemen 
upon the Republican side of the House that now 
is the time, if they desire to prevent the hopeless 
dissolution of thig Confederacy. Missouri, Ken- 
tucky, Tennessee, Arkansas, Virginia, Maryland, 
Delaware—we are the border slave States; we 
claim to be the conservative portion of this Union; 
and we not only claim to be the conservative por- 
tion of this Union, but we are the sufferers as 
border States, We have borne our sufferings with 
patience, but the people of these States are now 
moving. My own State has provided for a con- 
vention to tale into consideration what remedy 
they shall provide, I have confidence in the peo- 
ple of the State of Missouri, I have known them 

ong. Ihave lived among them all my life, and I 
know them to be a brave and loyal people, under- 
standing what are their rights, and possessing the 
nerve to maintain them. 1 have fall confidence 
that the convention soon to assemble there will 
protect the honor, the safety, and the interests of 
my State. It does not become me to point out 
the course of policy they ought to pursue, But, 
sir, f tell the Republican party that, unless some- 
thing be done soon to allay the existing excite- 
ment, and to restore harmony to the country— 
unless, sir, they evince some spirit of conciliation 
and compromise, and pass some measure of ad- 
justmentlike the Crittenden proposition, the Union 
will be severed. Unless something is done, the 
border States, when they assemble by their com- 
missioners in convention, will codperate with their 
southern brethren, unless they can have secured 
to them the rights guarantied by the Constitu- 
tion—the right of protection to our peculiar prop- 
erty in slaves—without which we cannot live 
with. you, 

The border States are not in favor of precipi- 
tate action. They have already shown that they 
are not.. We have made no threats; but, sir, we 
are not the less determined to act at the proper 
time, as becomes a free and a brave people. Mis- 
souri will not shrink from the responsibility im- 
poseduponher. If our constitutional rights shall 
be resisted and denied to us, and the Union be 
dissolved, let gentlemen of the North be not mis- 
taken or deceived: the border States will confed- 
erate with the States with which they are homo- 
geneous in population and institutions. But we 
beg to be relieved from such a dire alternative. 
We implore the party in power to adjust the pres- 
ent difficulties by granting the South her consti- 
tutional rights. ‘Now is the accepted time; now 
peace may be secured with honor; now the Union 


H be extended, 


may be preserved; and it is with you, gentlemen 


of ihe Republican party, to do it. Delay, put it | 


off longer, quibble over thése technicalitics, and 
it may be too late. i : 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman’s hour has 


expired. 


Mr. GILMER obtained the floor. R 
Mr. CLARK, of Missouri. Lask that my time 
I have not yet finished all I have 
to say. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection. There 
was no objection, and it was ordered accordingly. 

Mr. CLARK, of Missouri. 1 thank the House 
for its kindness. 7 

Mr. Speaker, I want to remark that it is, in 
my opinion, the duty of the border States— Vir- 
ginia, Kentucky, Tennessee, Missouri, and Ark- 
ansas—to consult together, We have the same 
population and the same interests, and our des- 
tiny is inseparable. Missouri is pledged by res- 
olutions, known as the Jackson resolutions—their 
author being our present Governgr—passed in 
1849, that she would be found codperating with 
the slavcholding States if the constitutional rights 
of the South were denied by Congress. F under- 
stand that our first duty, the first duty of the bor- 
der States, is codperation. Their ultimate destiny 
will be determined by the action of their respect- 
ive conventions about to assemble. It is in the 
power of this Congress to save the Union. 

While I love the Union; while f avow my de- 
votion to it; while my constituents are devoted to 
it; while they all deprecate disunion, and would 
do everything not dishonorable to avoid pesti- 
lence, famine, anarchy, fratricidal war, indeed, all 
the horrors of civil war; yet, sir, we are resolved 
to have our rights. We are resolved to have all 
the rights guarantied to us by our forefathers. 
We are resolved not to be placed upon terms of 
inequality and inferiority. If we cannot secure 
our rights in the present confederation, we will 
be compelled to confederate where they can be 
secured, 

Mr.GILMER. The storm that now ragesin the 
South threatened before I left my home. It has 
increased, and still is increasing. It is near at 
hand, and is all around uş. It hasbeen my hope 
that some action of the two Houses of Congress 
would, ere this, have allayed this threatening 
tempest. ] regret that it has not been done. l 
think, I trust, that it is not yet too late for some- 
thing to be done by this Congress by which this 
Government may be preserved, and peace and 
harmony restored to the greatest nation and the 
greatest people upon the carth, I must confess I 
feel discouraged by the fact that our northern 
friends have, up to this hour, made no demonstra- 
tion. Whether they intend to do so ornot, Lam 
not assured; but appearances indicate a cold, icy, 
stoical, indifference to this raging storm in the 
southern States, A final effort, a desperate strug- 
gle, is now being made in all the southern States 
to consummate that which South Carolina now 
avows she has had at heart for the last thirty or 
forty years, When I was a boy, in that gallant 
State the doctrine of nullification was preached. 
It was said to be a peaceful remedy. It was said to 
be the only constitutional remedy by which differ- 
ences between a State and the General Govern- 
ment, in relation to power, could be safely settled. 
But when that heresy was crushed out during the 
administration of Gencral Jackson, the next resort 
was to secession. In order to give that some 
plausibility, it was said to be most peaceful in its 
character. Nullification never could have had 
many friends—secession never could have had 


many friends, were it not that their advocates gave - 


the most solemn assurances that they were con- 
stitutional Union men, and excelled all others in 
attachment to the Constitution and the Union; and 
that the direction which they led was the better 
for the preservation of both. These pills were 
made acceptable with the most seductive assur- 
ances of good designs and peaceful purposes. 

I pass, sir, over many points of history in rela- 
tion to this matter, which go to show that this 
conspiring for disunion has been at work for many 
years, to come down to a day within the last 
twelve montbs. When the Democratic party per- 
mitted itself to be disrupted by the nullifiers and 
the seceders at Charleston and Baltimore, and our 
nullifying and seceding friends rallied under a 
nomination of Union men, they held up that nom- 
ination of Union candidates to the southern peo- 


ple as a reason why they were not for disrupting 
this Government, in case Lincoln was elected- 
They insisted vociferously that they had made 
Union nominations; that they. had put atthe head 
of their ticket men who were Union men, as show- 
ing they had no design of disrupting the Govern- 
ment, In case they were defeated and Lincoln 
was elected. ‘When they were accused of look- 
ing to disunion in case of defeat, they uniformly, 
in the South—almost without exception in the 
border southern States—denied it most manfully. 
What is the result?) The men who regulated and 
controlled that disruption of the Democratic party; 
the men who enlisted under the Breckinridge 
ticket; the men who have maintained nullification 
as being peaceful in its character—who have advo- 
cated secession as a peaceful remedy: where are 
they? Doing all they can, everywhere, to destroy 
this Union. : 

Mr. BURNETT. Will the gentleman permit 
me to interrupt him? 

Mr. GILMER. I decline to yield. "What is 
said now? What is the course pursued by them 
now? To give the country time for reflection ? 
To give the country time to consider? Are the 

eople allowed to consider what they shall do? 

Vhen Georgia was calling her convention, when 
Alabama was calling her convention, when Mis- 
sissippi was calling her convention, what did we 
see? We found telegram after telegram going 
from this place; not for peace, not for reason, not 
for reflection, but still further to inflame the south~ 
ern mind; still further to fire the southern heart; 


| still further to run into madness, into inconsid- 


ate action, the whole southern people. North, 
Carolina and Virginia are now calling conven- 
tions; and what is the course pursued by men pro- 
fessing to want to preserve this Union? I will 
only call attention to what was published in yes- 
terday’s Globe. Here itis: ` ; 


“A dispatch from Richmond says: ‘Ten Virginia Con- 
gressmen have sent outan address to the people of Virginia, 
giving a review of the congressional proceedings in refer- 
ence to the great question of the day, and the probable ac- 


tion of Congress, saying that it is vain to hope for any 
measures of conciliation or adjustment from Congress 
which the people of the South could accept. ‘They also 
say that they are satisfied that the Republican party designs 
by civil war alone to coerce the southern States under the 
pretext of enforcing the laws, unless it shall become speed- 
ily apparent that the seceding States are so numerous, de- 
termined, and united, as to make such an attempt hopeless. 
The address concludes by expressing the solemn conviction 
that prompt and decided action by the people of Virginia, 
in convention, will afford the surest means, under the prov- 
idence of God, in averting the impending civil war, and 
preserving a hope of reconstructing a Union already dis» 
solved? ? 

Here are two ideas, particularly dangerous in 
their character, prominent in this address. ‘The 
first is, that Virginia’s only safety is in leaving 
this Union. And the second is equally fallacious, 
equally dangerous; and it is, that that is the only 
way to reconstruct this Government. I notice also 
the following in the North Carolina Standard, a 
Democratic paper, but witha Union standard, re- 
ferring to a letter sent from here by a Senator 
from North Carolina in the other House: 

“ Among other things, Mr. Cuineman charges that the 
‘hesitation or division’ in the South, and the ‘delay in 
the State’ are encouraging the Black Republicans; that the 
Black Republicans only want an opportunity to ¢ compe} 
the South to submit to their domination, to the extent even 


of abolishing slavery, should civil war afford them a toler- 
able pretext.’ > 


Why, Mr. Speaker, this idea of a reconstruc- 
tion of the Union is only a part and parcel of the 
fruitful expedients by which the popular mind is 
to be lulled, until the people, deceived by it, are 
drifted into the terrible consequences of the disrup- 
tionofthis Government. What, sir; getthe fifteen 
slave States of this Union separated from the cigh- 
teen free States as the proper mode to be pursued 
to procure a reconstruction of this Government! 
There is a purpose and a design inall this, You 
meet the plain and honest-hearted Democrat, or 
an old Whig cither, of North “Carolina, or Vir- 
ginia, or Kentucky, or Missouri, and tell him that 
the ultimate design and purpose of the movement 
is to sever finally and forever these slave States 
from the free, and break up this Union, and he 
would shudder at the idea, as the men who voted 
for Breckinridge would have shuddered had they 
known the truth—had they been told that, on the 
failure of that ticket, its friends intended to dis- 
solve the Union. The true intention or purpose 
is not made known to them. Should the honest 
farmers, mechanics, and merchants of the South 
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be told the truth, that the object is the final dis- 
ruption of the Government, they would shudder 
at the idea.’ When you throw outa decoy duck, 
and. tell them this deception, this syren song, that 
this is only a movement of the southern States to 
procure a reconstruction of this Government, I 
submit, with great deference, that you deceive 
them. Reconstruction! You might as well tell 
me, after you had taken a delicate watch, and put 
it under the ponderous blows of a forge hammer, 
that you only did it that you might reconstruct, 
with perfection, its complex machinery. T have 
no hope that they will ever come to the work of 
reconstruction. But if they should, E fear they 
will fail, and I should not, J confess, be much 
surprised if it were to turn out that their first step 
had been to break the main-spring. I honor 
Virginia and North Carolina, and all the south- 
ern States that have notseceded; and I desire that 
they shall understand what is really covered up 
in this cry of a readjustment of the Govern- 
ment. 

I would say to my northern friends, to the 
members*of the Republican party, that you have 
itin your power, and that too, I conceive, with- 
out any material sacrifice of any principle valu- 
able to you or any one else, to crush this thing 
out in one hour. You have the power, and you 
ought, to quict the minds of all reasonable men in 
the slave States. You have it--and I say it with 
great respect—you have itin your power to crush 
out the enemies of this greatand glorious Govern- 
ment. Why, sirs, do you think these ultra men 
insist on what they call protection, because it is of 
any value tothem? Whenever yousay to them, 
takeitas you want it, then you hand over to them 
what will be to them their political winding-sheet. 
It is not because itisa thing which is really valu- 
able to the South that they desire protection, nor 
isit because it would be any injury to the North if 
yougrantit. They demand it because they think 
you will refuse it; and by your refusal, they hope 
the South will be inflamed to the extent of break- 
ing up this Government—the very thing the leaders 
desire. 

Let meask you, northern gentlemen—I beg par 
don when I address you as northern men, but you 
are the men to whom I want to appeal—let me 
ask you one question. Suppose the Congress of 
the United States were to passa law that no Gov- 
ernor of a Territory, that no member of a Terri- 
torial Legislature, that no man of any prominence 
in the Government, should give a vole, make a 
speech, or utter a word against the right of a 
slaveholder to settle and remain with his slaves in 
any Territory belonging to this Government, 
north or south: do you think it would make a sol- 
itary slave State more than otherwise would nat- 
urally be, provided the North had an equal chance 
toemigrateand settle in those Territories? Would 
it make one more slave? There is not a man in 
this House who can now put bis hand upon his 
breastand say that he believes that it would make 
one slave State more or less, or one free State 
more or less, or one slave more or less. And if 
you want effectually to break up this disunion 
movement, all you have to do is to rise in your 
might in this Congress, and say, ‘Gentlemen of | 
the South, just fix it so that there shall be equal 
xights of immigration and settlement in the Ter- 
ritories given toall the States; and when the peo- 
ple have the power to form a State constitution, 
which, as things now stand, will be a very short | 
time, they shall be permitted to come in with a 
free or a slave constitution, as they desire.”” Do 
this, and you could do notbing that would disap- 
point the disunionists more, or which would so 
speedily prove their downfall. There would be 
joy and gladness among all the industrious masses; 
but weeping, mourning,and wailing,anda speedy 
end to the ambitious schemes of disunion poli- 
ticlans. Why, gentlemen of the North, let me 
remind you of the Kansas-Lecompton troubles, 
frauds, and swindles. The manner in which they 
were settled was net of your device. Asyouknow, 
a few conservatives of the South had to struggle for 
along time to prevailupon some of you to vote with 
us upon the Crittenden amendment, because itsaid 
that the peopleof Kansas, a Territory north of the | 
dine of 36030’, mightor might nothave slavery ,just 
as they pleased. Many of you were committed 
against there being any slave State north of the 


parallel of 36030. We prevailed on you to join 
us in making a settlement. Atlast you came up į 


and voted with a few conservative men of the 
South, to settle the question by allowing the peo- 
ple of Kansas to take the matter into their own 
hands, and say whether there should be slavery 
there or not. You did that; and I ask you what 
was the result? The result in Kansas shows that 
there is no harm to-you in that course. On that 
principle you triumphed. On that principle main- 
ly, for adopting itin that case, has your strength 
grown up in your section; and I believe there are 
not now, in any section of this Union, many who 
have courage enough to denounce the course then 
taken to settle that difficulty. You triumphed then. 
But, as I think, on a correct, fair principle, all 
you ought to desire is the maintenance of that 
principle, whether it runs out for you or against 
you. You have it in your power to maintain it. 
You have elected the President and Vice: Presi- 
dent. You have secured the appointing power. 
Then I ask you to consider it again. I ask you 
to go home and think about it. If you will say to 
these fire-eaters of the South, ‘Give us free em- 
igration and*free settlement, and then a fair vote 
on the formation ofa Stateconstitution, ** you will 
sec aset of men die off quicker than you cver saw 
a set of men die off before. You will send them 
home to hide their heads, mourning and disap- 
pointed. Task you to do it; I implore you, for 
the sake of the peace, the quiet, and the happi- 
ness of the greatest people on the face of the earth. 
Do it, and to many millions of anxious and ach- 
ing hearts it will give ease. Do it, and you will 
save the greatest people on the face of the earth 
from utter bankruptcy and ruin, and you will put 
an end to the race of a set of men who are acting, 
as I verily believe, like madmen. You will lose 
nothing for your section or your party. You will 
gain immeasurably to both, and to the whole coun- 
try. 

But you say there was no such issue as this in 
the canvass; that you did not come here under 
any instructions upon such an issueas this. Nor 
did you when Lecomptoncame here. Yourelec- 
tion took place before that swindle was perpe- 
trated and presented to you. You acted then 
withoutinstructions. You acted under the advice 
of southern conservative men, and you got clear 
ofthat great wrong. You acted under the solemn 
sanction of your oaths, and met that crisis. Do 
so now, and your constituents will approve and 
rejoice in your course. I tell you, if you will only 
be advised by me, who live in the heart of the 
South—a man in whom I believe you have some 
confidence as a fair-minded man—just now be ad- 
vised by me, and your country will say that you 
acted like noble patriots in a crisis which was 
forced upon you. You will have the praises of 
all your countrymen, and thousands and millions 
of unborn souls will rise up to say, ** Blessed be 
the men who stood in this crisis and saved this 
great country.” Why, sirs, you tell me Con- 
gress can make slavery go, or not go, wherever 
it pleases. Just as well might you tell me that 
any law that Congress might pass would stop 
the waters of the Mississippi from flowing into 
the Gulf of Mexico, as to tell me that Congress 
could legislate slavery out of or into any Terri- 
tory. It cannot be done. 

More than that, gentlemen, when is this con- 
gressional legislation to be invoked? When will 
it be asked for? Only when the people of a Ter- 
ritory indicate their hostility to slavery, and in- 
vade the right. So long as the people get along 
without slavery, or peacefully with it, such le- 
gislation is not asked for. It is only when the 
people are determined not to have it, that Con- 
gress could be asked tointerfere. How long will 
such legislation be effective ? The people, as in the 
casc of Kansas, will soon decide. Congressional 
action would not make a slave more or a slave 
less. I ask the members of this House to con- 
sider. Let by-gones and past differences pass. 
Let us come up to the great work of the peace, 


|| happiness, and prosperity of our great and be- 


loved country. 

I say to gentlemen here from the North, con- 
sider well Mr. Crirrenpen’s proposition; not 
because it is so much better than some others as 
to become an ultimatum, or that it should have 
less favor with the North by reason of this indi- 
vidual opinion candidly expressed for myself, 
but because it seems to be acceptable to our south- 
ern friends. Disconnect it, if you choose, from 
territory hereafter to be acquired. Give us that 


at least. “Think of iftill Monday. H you will 
not give us thé Crittenden proposition, give us 
the border-States proposition. 4f notithaty then 
give us the proposition of the conimittes of thir- 
ty-three, modified, if -you: please, to:conformyin 
substance and in effect to'‘the two -first+named 
propositions; but let us all go together, every man 
who loves his country and this Union; for somè- 
thing that will certainly give peace to our distracted 
and distressed countrymen of all sections. i 

Sir, I am free to say that I-have given the most 
careful examination to these various:propositions; 
and J am cheered to find them all verging so nearly 
to the same ends.. They do not differ so widely 
as to justify Union men in falling out by the-way, 
and failing to agree... Theeffects expected by:the 
-adoption of any one of them ought not to be lost 
by the adoption of either ofthe others. In many 
particulars, and for reasons which I have nat time 
now to assign, I think wall of the report-of the 
committee of thirty-three. ` Under all the-cireum- 
stances, I incline to. the opinion: that. their prop- 
osition to adjust the territorial question ‘should. be 
well considered, because it shows'a feeling onthe 
pr of northern gentlemen thatI had notexpected. 

he objection to the proposition, so far as it relates 
to the Territories, cannot consist in the proposi- 
tion itself; but it must be somewhere-else than in 
what I can sec on its face. It must be because it 
does not come from what gentlemen considera 
desirable source. I read it as it is written. I 
give it, | think, a fair and impartial construction. 
And if I do, it means much, and goes a long way 
to adjust and settle all territorial quarrels as to 
the ‘Yerritories we now have, or may hereafter 
have. 

I prefer Mr. CrirrenpEn’s: proposition. so. far 
as it relates to slavery in the District of: Columbia, 
and in the forts, arsenals, and dock-yards. But 
northern gentlemen say, thatif you submit: all 
these little questions of constitutional amendment 
to the people, and some of them are voted down, 
you will be worse off than you were before, and 
that these are all small and unimportant questions 
compared with the question ofslavery inthe States. 
The question as to the interference with slavery in 
these places has only had importance.in the South 
as settling a principle which they feared would 
lead to an interference with slavery in the States. 
Whether slavery shall beemployed in these places 
or not, is aquestion small compared with the ques- 
tion of slavery in the States; but it becomes an 
important one in the South, because if that power 
were exercised by Congress, our people take it 
for granted that the next step would be to attack 
slavery in the States, But if, as gentlemen pro- 
pose, they will give us a congressional pledge 
upon these subjects, and then give us, as they 
propose, a perpetual guarantee against the inter- 
ference of Congress with slavery in the States— 
the great area or field where it exists—for all time 
to come, by a constitutional amendment, never to 
be altered or disturbed except by the consent of 
all the States of this Union,—if ‘you will:do this, 
then I conceive the apprehensions-of my people 
will, in a great degree, be removed ag to theso 
diminutive localities. When the people of the 
free States have given them a guarantee for the 
perpetual enjoyment of their institutions in these 
glorious fifteen States, having nine hundred and 
fifty thousand square miles of territory, the best 
rivers in the world, the most valuable produc- 
tionsof the earth, and the most desirable climate, 
and also give them a reasonable chance in the 
Territories wherever climate, soil, and produc- 
tions will invite their settlement, then I would | 
address my people, and say that they should stay 
in the Union. With this constitutional, perpetual 
guarantee as to slavery in the States, and a con- 
gressional pledge as to the District, arsenals, and 
dock-yards, I should consider all inducements to 
interfere with slavery in these very small locali- 
ties removed. 

Gentlemen say that this is altogether unneces- 
sary; that you never intend to interfere with sla- 
very in the States; and that you have no power 
now to abolish it in the States. I have repeat- 
edly heard that said here. I do not gainsay it. 
But I tell you, gentlemen from the North, that 
the item of a letter which I have read to you to- 
day, sent by the Senator to the capital of my 
State, is only a specimen-of what is preached all 
over the South in every neighborhood; and the 


southern people do, whether justly or not, hon- 
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estly believe that the Republican party—a great 
and powerful party at the North—do intend to 
interfere with slavery where it exists in the States; 
and if the North will come up in this solemn man- 
ner, and put this perpetual guarantee in the Con- 
stitution against the power of Congress, then the 
men who distract the South with this jdea will be 
contradicted by you in the most positive and in- 
dubitable manner for all tine to come, And here 
let me make a remark. to northern gentiemen, in 
all kindness, and without meaning any offense to 
any one. . You say you have elected your Presi- 
dent constitutionally. . I ađmit it. You express 
wonder and:surprise that the South should be 
alarmed at this... Now, let me reason with you. 
The presentation of the converse of a proposi- 
tion sometimes puts the question itself in a dif- 
ferent light. Suppose the position of the two 
sections of the Union was reversed; suppose the 
slave States were eighteen, and the free States fif- 
teen; suppose the slave States had a majority in 
this House, a majority in the Senate, and a ma- 
jority in the electoral college; suppose the slave 
States were to hold a convention, and appoint the 
place of meeting as far South as they could, say 
at Mobile; that there should be no delegates in 
that convention from the free States; that they 
should nominate two candidates, one from Flor- 
ida and the other from Texas, and should wind 
up their*proceedings by the adoption of a resolu- 
tion intimating that it is in the power of Con- 
gress, as well as the duty of Congress, to pro- 
vide that no more free States shall be admitted 
into the Union, and should elect their candidates 
nominated by the slave States alone; suppose all 
these things were to happen, and then speeches, 
assurances, and telegrams, should be freely cir- 
culated through your country, that the South in- 
tend to make all the States slavcholding States: I 
submit to you, my northern friends, would you 
not be very much warmed up against that south- 
ern movement, and begin to feel that you were 
but small folks in this Government? Would you 
not feel like looking out for yourselves, at least 
‘to the extent of asking for some guarantee? I 
throw out this idea by way of some excuse or 
extenuation of these ravings and threatenings to 
the peace and quiet of this country. 
lt is my honest opinion—and in that I agree 
with the gentleman from Virginia [Mr. Miuison] 
—that our present territorial question is substan- 
tially settled, and that it is rather an excuse for 
agitation. I incline‘to the opinion that in the 
future, as heretofore, soil, climate, and produc- 
tions would settle this question of slavery in the 
Territories, if peace and quiet were restored. 
After all that has been said and done, Congress 
has never made a free State outof any Territory 
that nature intended for a slave State, and has 
never made a slave State out of territory where 
free Jaber could be profitably employed. You 
cannot, by your Wilmot proviso, prevent the cs- 
tablishinent of slavery in any territory where the 
people can use compulsory labor better and with 
more profit than any other, and where they can 
cultivate rice, tobacco, cotton, indigo, and sugar, 
better than anything else. When such a terri- 
tory has gota population large enough for the | 
establishment of a government, and you tender | 
them a territorial government, with the Wilmot 
proviso in it, they will throw it back in your faces; ! 
and when they have sufficient population for a 
State, they will organize a government of their 
own, republican in form, and apply for admission, 
and, according to your own principle, you will 
be bound toadmitthem. Iam only showing you 
what a very little thing it is that we have got this 
country so much by the ears about, and if we get 
in a proper humor, how casy it would be for sen- 
sible gentlemen to get together and settle it. 
Why, gentlemen, pray what is this territorial 
question? It is one that has only assumed its im- | 
portance within a short time, because ultra par- | 
tisans have magnified and misrepresented it for | 
the purpose of inflaming the public mind North | 
and South. In this they have succeeded toa most | 
fearful and alarming extent. This is the true | 
complaint with which we are afflicted. This is || 
the disease which has brought us to the verge of |; 
the grave. 
Why, sir, I find in the newspapers of the day | 


that our northern friends say we have got the Dred || 


- publican party has got the power, and has determ- 


| But suppose an honest, impartial neighbor should 


Scott decision; that that decision makes slavery | 
the normal condition of the Territories; and that ii 


the same principle there established, ifcarried out, | 
would carry slavery into the free States. Who can | 
wonder that that idea, when presented to north- 
ern audiences, should excite them against the 
South, and set them railing against us? And so, 
when a Democrat gets up before a southern audi- 
ence and tells them that the great sectional Re- 


ined to set all the slaves free, who can wonder 
that they become excited? Who can wonder that | 
the man who owns slaves looks up his old rifle, 
and thathe and his sons are for fighting when thus 
assured? Partisansand demagogues have wrought 
all this mischief. The Supreme Court, as T un- 
derstand it, has not decided that the normal con- 
dition of the Territory is cither slave or free. No, 
sir. I used to think that the Missouri compromise 
was constitutional. Looking to the men who 
passed it, and the long acquiescence of the coun- 
try and of all parties under it, J so concluded. I 
thought that partners in land could divide their 
land as legally and as constitutionally as they can 
sell it or jointly occupy it. 

I can illustrate, in a few words, how I under- 
stand this decision, and the extent to which it has 
gone. Pardon me if I do so by example. Sup- 
pose two old farmers, Mr. North and Mr. South, 
have bought, and cach.owns, a large tract of land | 
under a Government which permits slavery. Mr. 
North says he does not want to have slaves on 
his plantation; he will do without them, and makes 
a family law that all slaves brought over into his 
lands shall be free, if they come by the consent of 
the owner. The common Government says this 
homestead law you may make. But Mr. South 
owns slaves, and says that he will and does make 
his family Jaw, making it legal to command the 
obedience and service of his slaves. This right 
the Government aforesaid, common to them both, 
recognizes. These old gentlemen, after awhile, 
conclude to buy, for the joint benefit of themselves 
and their families, a large body of new woodland 
adjoining or near to their said farm and fami- 
lies, and take a common deed to the land, join in 
the payment of the purchase-money, and the deed 
ig made to them and their heirs. All this being 
completed, in the course of a few weeks Mr. 
North goes, with his sons and apprentices, oxen 
and carts, out into this newly purchased land to 
cut timber, and Mr. South sends his sons and į 
slaves, with horses and wagons, to do the same. 
When these parties meet on these newly pur- 
chased lands, and a quarrel begins, Mr. North 
addresses the sons of Mr. South, and says that, 
although the land is common to both families, 
Mr. South had no right to send his slaves into 
this new purchase; and in consequence of this, 
and his (Mr. North’s) homestead law, the slaves 
arc free. No, str, reply the sons; these slaves, by 
law common to us both, belonged tœ our father 
on the old place. We have a joint right anda 
joint possession tothisland with you. We have 
not left our possession. We areas much at home 
with these slaves and these horses, as: you are 
with your oxen andapprentices. Mr. North re- 
plies, if you want your negroes to work on.this 
land, you must set them free, or I will set them 
free. The sons of Mr. South say, if you do, we 
will do as muchharm to you. So here arises the 
question. ; 

The Supreme Court decides that neither of these 

arties have gone from home; they are tenants 
in common; and the same rights of property that 
each had at and in their first homes, they retain 
when they meet on the new purchase, the con- 
dition of which, after the said joint purchase, must 
be mixed, and must assimilate itself to the con- | 
dition, rights, and interests of its joint owners. 


come up while the quarrel progressed between the 
parties, and they would agree to leave the matter 
m dispute to him: he would not likely decide 
that the negroes were free; he would more likely | 
advise them to divide their new lands as nearly 
equal between them as they could, and cach stay 
with his own persons and things on his own side. 
But if told the court common to both parties had 
decided that this cannot be done consututionally, 
the neighbor would then likely advise the parties 
to make friends, get on friendly and peaceably 
with their persons and things, until the members 
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of the family marry, and settle new farms or plan- 
tations on these newly-purchased lands, and then 
let these new families determine each for itself | 


about these slaves, just as Mr. North and Mr. 
South originally did for themselves and their fam- 
ilies. The question then comes to this: can we 
agree? Is it possible that the sons of American 


| fathers cannot agree in this trifling matter? Ifnot, 


then we have lost the spirit of our fathers. What 
did they do? When they framed the Constitu- 
tion, nearly all the States owned slaves; some did 
net. They recognized and generously provided 
for the rights of all in these then States as to sla- 
very and every other matter. They provided in 
their common organic law thatifaslave ran away 
from his master into a free State, he should be 
returned. More than that, they agreed, by way 
of compromise, and to form a Union with slave 
States, to let the African slave trade be kept open 
for twenty-one years. That is what they did. 
When North Carolina granted to you Tennessee, 
it was put expressly in the bond that slavery 
should not be abolished by Congress in that Ter- 
ritory. That is what our fathers did. What, 
pray you, would they do if they were here in our 
places to-day? Why, they would settle,this ques- 
tion immediately. They would not go to dinner 
before they had settled it. They never would have 
broken up this Union rather than do what I re- 
quest of you to do; never! When the country 
comes to understand this, and looks back upon 
what our fathers did, this Congress will be dis- 
graced for not having settled this question satis- 
factorily, and that, too, speedily. Strip it.of all 
the misrepresentations and exaggerations which 
have been so improperly crowded around it to 
create sectional jealousy and hatred, and it be- 
comes one so simple and plain, that were the 
plain, honest masses here that we assume to rep- 
resent, they would settle it before the going down 
of another sun. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I want to refer to the prop- 
osition of the committee of thirty-three. Iam not 
disposed to look behind their action to see what 
this member or that member of the committee 
may have said. The country will make up its 
judgment on the report itself, What do they rec- 
ommend? To let the Dred Scott decision alone. 
They say in silence to the South, you have got 
that Dred Scott decision in your favor; it gives to 


! you your slaves and your right to hold them in 


all the Territories North and South; but we have 
got the power to secure free settlements and fair 
decisions in the Territories, and we will take care 
of the northern territory ourselves. We leave 
you the southern territory under circumstances 


; which will enable you to establish slavery there, 


if you ever could do it under any circumstances, 
We leave the Dred Scott decision untouched, 
uncontradicted,and without criticism, by making 
no reference to itin the compromise. Take your 
southern territory, under the compromise of 1850, 
and under the Dred Scott decision, and with the 
protection and the right to sue for your slaves, 
which it declares, and do just what you please 
with it; and we will take the territory north of the 
Missouri line just in the same way; we ask no 
prohibition anywhere in any territory. You can- 
not make that north of 36930’ slave territory; and 
therefore we care nothing for the Dred Scott de- 
cision. But do you take the southern territory, 
with the Dred Scott decision; take itnow, whilst 
the status of slavery is upon it, fixed by territo- 
rial law, and make a slave State out of it if you 
can. We ask no prohibition of slavery north of 
the line. We trust to climate, soil, and produc- 
tions. Ifany of your negroes come over into our 
territory, the few that come, or are brought, may 
remain until the people of the Territory, in form- 
ing aState constitution, shall otherwise determine. 
Tf I am not mistaken, and I think I cannot be, in 
my construction there is no other on its face. I 
think this proposition may be safely accepted by 
the South. Itnotonly applies to the territory that 


.we now have, but it applies also to what we ever 


may have. 
think of it. 

But it is said that there are men in the North 
who make war upon the Dred Scott decision, I 
ask, is this the first decision of the Supreme Court 
that was ever denounced by a political party? Our 
Democratic friends talk now much about stand- 
ing by the decisions of the Supreme Court. I 
think I noticed that at Charleston a little resolu- 
tion was offercd committing the Democratic party 
to be bound by the decisions of the Supreme Court 
on all constitutional questions; but it did not get 


I would have southern gentlemen 


1861. 
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many votes.. It comes with ill grace, I respect- 
fully submit, from the Democratic party, to be 
preaching about standing up to the Dred Scott de- 
cision, when you cannot to-day get them to pledge 
themsclves that the Supreme Court, even the pres- 
ènt court, is to be the arbiter on all questions 
arising under the Constitution. They never have 
done so. They denounced the decision of the 
Supreme Court in the case of the United States 
Bank; and although they had General Jackson in 
the Presidency, other Presidents of the same faith, 
and had the control of almost every State govern- 
ment, they never tried to amend the Constitution 
in that respect, or to take away the effect of that 
decision; never! The Republican party very im- 
properly follow a bad example which was set for 
them; but, I imagine, with no better success. 
Experience, under the decision, will not require 
its reversal. I tell you it never will be done. I 
tell you, gentlemen, that, in my opinion, the more 
thatis understood by gentlemen of the North and 
South, the less inclined will they be to disturb it. 
Lt was well said by the gentleman from Virginia, 
(Mr. Minis on]—it wasa decison, mark you, con- 
nected with this Kansas trouble—that it gave to 
the North the kerncl, and to the South the hull; 
and that is about the whole of it. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I have presented these con- 
siderations, hoping thereby to get us in proper 
frame of mind and disposition to work for the 
peace of this country, because I desire to do my 
duty, and my whole duty, while I am in the 
Union; and if I am forced to go out of it, I may 
be also enabled to do my duty then. I tell gen- 
demen that if, in spite of all the efforts of wise 
and good men, the State from which I come de- 
cides to dissolve her connection with this Gov- 
ernment, my destinies are, and will be, with her. 
} know that when that event occurs peace cannot 
long continue. A war, a terrible war, will ensue. 
‘Whenever the people of the North and South 
have once appealed to the God of battles, for 
which I look with most fearful apprehension, a 
civil war will follow that will end only in the de- 
struction of all the great interests of all sections of 
the country. Whenever that event comes, I know 
my duty; and whether I have the nerve to be there 
myself or not, I know that such will be my duty, 
and that it willalso be my duty to devote to the ser- 
vice my means, myself, and my children. When- 
ever that struggle comes, you will find, North and 
South, that the men who have sought most to 
preserve the Union, who have been the last to 
give it up, will be the first men to be found in the 
rank and file on both sides of the bloody contest, 
their means most liberally and freely be devoted 
to helping and maintaining the great, terrific, and 
bloody struggle, and they will enter it on either 
side for victory or death; and if they fail in their 
efforts for the first, they will be found with their 
back to the field, and their feet to the foe. 

I want gentlemen North and South to mark my 
words: when these things come, when this bloody 
strife ensues, as it certainly will unless this spirit 
of disunion can be checked; when, mark you, this 
country shall be laid waste; when all our channels 
and communications of trade shall be broken up; 
when the shipping in our ports shall be destroyed; 
when our institutions of learning and religion shall 
wither away or be torn down; when your cities 
shall be given up for plunder and for slaughter; 
when your sons and my sons, your neighborsand 
my neighbors, shall be carried from this bloody 
field of strife; and our mothers, our sisters, our 
wives, and our daughters, shall assemble around 
us, and, with weeping eyes and aching hearts, 
say: ‘Could not you have done something, could 
not you have said something, that would have 
averted this dreadful calamity??? TI want to feel in 
my conscience and in my soul that I have done my 
duty. (Suppressed applause. ] Iwantyou, fellow- 
menofthe North, to be ableto say that, upona mere 
abstraction, that upon a question of no practical 
importance, you have not held out and refused to 
yield for the sake of giving peace to the country? 
Lask you, again, if you cannot give up this mere 
abstraction? For, with all due respect, I can never 
envy the feelings of the man, North orSouth, who, 
when that day of butchery and destruction shall 
come, will feel in his heart that he stood ont on a 
mere point of etiquette; that if he had yielded a 
matter of no practical importance to him, or his con- 
stituents, all trouble could have been avoided. I 
ask gentlemen, North and South, if they will not 


unite in settling these abstract questions, and give 
peace to the country? 

Mr. ALLEY obtained the floor. 

Mr. DAWES. Will my colleague yield fora 
motion to adjourn? 2 

Mr. ALLEY. I yield for that purpose. 

Mr. DAWES moved that the 

The motion was disagreed to. 

Mr. ALLEY. Mr. Speaker, itis said we are 
in the midst of a revolution. We are told that 
this mighty political fabric of ours, erected and 
bequeathed to us by our fathers, consecrated by 
their prayers, and cemented by their blood, is to 
be overthrown. I have ever believed that this 
could never occur; for I have had too much faith 
in the wisdom of man to believe that a Union of 
such inestimable value to all the material, social, 
and political interests of that section which is the 
only one that has ever seriously threatened its 
destruction, could be dissolved by the action of 
those whose interests, aboveall others’, that Union 
alone could defend and preserve. History, either 
ancient or modern, furnishes no parallel to such 
political suicide. z 

But we must deal with facts as they are. Un- 
accountably strange as it may appear, itis no less 
true than strange, that several sovereign States of 
this Union have dissolved, so. far as they could, 
all allegiance to this Government, and declared 
themselves independent. Sir, a responsibility 
rests Upon us in this emergency weightier than 
any ever before placed upon the Representatives 
of the people since the foundation of the Govern- 
ment. 

In order that we may discharge our duty to our 
constituents, to the country, and to mankind, it 
may be well to inquire what are the causes of this 
commotion, what will be the effect of disruption, 
and where is the remedy to be found which is to 
alldy its aggravation, if not to cure this overshad- 
owing evil? In order to do this, we should be calm 
and dispassionate, and investigate, not as heated 
partisans, but in the spiritof patriotism and states- 
manship. For one, I would subordinate every 
consideration of party triumph to the salvation 
of this Government, and the establishment of fra- 
ternal relations between the different sections of 
this great Confederacy. But I would never sac- 
rifice and trample upon the eternal principles of 
right to save this Government or any other. 

As to the causes of the troubles that are upon 
us, the history of the world shows that no shght 
causes can ever produce revolution in national 
Governments, witha reasonably intelligent people. 
The seeds of the first French revolution were 

lanted, and almost in full fruition, long before 

ouis XVI was born. That revolution culmi- 
nated in the establishment of a despotism; which 
was, however, preferable to the rule of that great- 
est of French Kings, Louis XIV, the usurpations, 
aggressions, and crimes of whose reign paled into 
utter insignificance the errorsand misdeeds of him 
whom France beheaded. Soit was with the Amer- 
ican Revolution, which resulted in the establish- 
ment of our independence. The people bore and 
forebore, for a long scries of years, the aggres- 
sions of the mother country, rather than resort to 
the arbitrament of the sword. And it may not be 
unprofitable to remember, that previous to the 
battle of Lexington, on the 19th of April, 1775, 
there was a strong reaction in the public mind, 
which rendered it extremely doubtful whether the 
measures inaugurated by the Continental Con- 
gress of 1774 would be sustained by the people. 
But that conflict of arms on the plains of Lexing- 
ton settled the question. So, Lapprelend, it may 
be with us. The first drop of blood that is shed 
will be the signal, l fear, for a sanguinary con- 
flict, that must end in a war of devastation, if not 
extermination, of one section of this country, 
which the soul sickens to contemplate. 

The South tells us that the North hasbeen ag- 
gressive upon their rights and interests, and deny 
to them equal privileges under the Constitution. 
Let us examine this charge; and God forbid that 
I should say or do anything to aggravate existing 
evils atthe presentmoment. Nobody denies that 
the faihers of the Republic were opposed to the cx- 
tension ofsiavery,and believed itbea moral, social, 
and political evil, to be tolerated upon no other 
ground than that of uncontrollable necessity. One 
of their first acts was to limit and circumscribe 
slavery by prohibiting its introduction into all the 
territory belonging to the United States. Their 


ouse adjourn. | 


} 


avowed and determined policy. was to make 
dom national, and slavery sectional.”’. Thi 
pose of òur republican fathers with litile 
opposition North or South. ‘The: United 
ushered into being by the heroes and patri 
the Revolution, started upon a career of pi 
and glory, with a success unparalleled in tl 
tory of the world, ‘with the sentiment of oppo 
tion to the extension of slavery inscribed upon its 
banner in words of liying light. ; 0-0 o o 
When we look at the prosperity of the teeming 
millions who now inhabit that vast. western terri- 
tory. from which slavery was excluded by. he 
wisdom, the sagacity, and humanity of our rèvo- 
lutionary fathers, should we not be degenerate 
sons of most noble. sires, if we could look with 
indifference upon the extension of the blight and 
curse-of slavery? Virginia’snoblest'gon, and the 
world’s greatest man, stood where the Republican. 
party stand to-day upon this question of slavery. 
So with all her eminent statesmen up to a very 
recent period. Nearly all the gifted statesmen of 
the South have. left upon record their testimony 
against the extension of slavery. And are we to 
be accused of a want of fidelity to our constitu- 
tional obligations for merely reéchoing these sen- 
timents of the most honored sons of the South? ` 
Is this Government to be overthrown because we 
cherish the sentiments of Washington, Henry, 
Jefferson, Madison, Monroe, Pinckney, ‘and 
Clay ? all of them men whom the South delighted 
to honor? Who ever heard of such madness and 
folly? i 
Casting aside all considerations of the question 
of slavery in its moral aspect, is there anything 
to commend it to our favorable regard as a ques- 
tion of political economy? Contrast the slave 
States with the free States, not invidiously, but 
candidly, fairly, and pores Take them sep- 
arately or collectively, and how will the. slave 
States compare with the free States? Whether 
you take those that are as old as the Constitution, 
or those which have been admitted since, all bear 
evidence of the fact that slavery is butan Incubus 
upon the growth and prosperity of every State 
that tolerates it within its borders; a curse. that 
paralyzes its energies, and hinders its develop- 
ment. How is it with the free States? The least 
prosperous of the free States, whether you take 
the old or the new, is more flourishing than the 
best of the slave States; whether you regard their 
material interests or their general intelligence. 
Now, is there a candid man outside of this con- 
troversy that will not say that these statements 
are exactly true; that the policy of the fathers of 
the Republic was to favor freedom and prevent 
the extension of slavery; that the growth and 
prosperity of the free States, and the languishing 
condition of many of the slave States, prove con- 
clusively that freedom favors growth and pros- 
perity; while slavery, on the other hand, prevents 
expansion and development? If this be so, and 
such was the practice of our fathers, whose mem- 
ory we cherish with enthusiastic reverence, why 
blame us for practicing upon their precepts. and 
profiting by their example? f : 
Butitis said by southern men now, that Wash- 
ington, Henry, Jefferson, Madison, and others of 
the past were mistaken. Mistaken! Does the 
growth prosperity, and power of the mighty 
Vest—which was a howling wilderness, almost 
untrod bythe step of civilized man, when they 
ordained that slavery should never exist upon 
that virgin soil—prove that they were mistaken? 
Is there anything in the present condition of their 
own beloved Virginia, whom one of her own elo- 
quent sons whom she delights to honor, now rep- 
resenting this country at the Court of France, said 
of her buta few years ago, in contrasting her con- 
dition with that of Ohio, ‘she was barren, deso- 
late, and’ seared, as it were, by the avenging hand 
of Heaven.” “And to what,” he exclaimed, “is 
all this ascribable?”? “Alone to the withering, 
blasting effects of slavery.” Is there anything, I 
say, in this, to prove they were mistaken? Not 
by any means. Experience has shown their al- 


| most superhuman wisdom in that ordinance of 


1787. No! Sooner than condemn the great and 
good men of the early days of the Republic, should 
we not rather say, with a great southern states- 
man, now no more, “‘nerveless be. the arm, and 
palsied forever be the tongue, that should talk and 
vote in favor of the extension of human slavery?” 


Notwithstanding we show the position of the Re- 
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‘publican party, upon the question of slavery, is the 
same as that occupied by all the great statesmen 
‘of the past, both North and South, and with the 
indisputable facts staring us in the face, that the 
material interests of this great country can only 
be fully developed by a system of free labor—we 
are dalled upon to stifle our convictions of right, 
‘to élose our cars to the calls of humanity, to cease 
writing and speaking against slavery, and to give 
it free license for its extension throughout God’s 
heritage. I have heard men of the South say that 
we must do all this and more; we must change the 
hearts of our people, and make them believe, with 
the South, that slavery is right, and not, as we 
think now, a curse and a crime, but a blessing to 
the ‘master and a mercy to the slave. This, of 
course, we can never do. 
“The freemen of the North believe slavery to be 
_Wrorg—a sin against God and a crime against 
man—and they cannot and they will not be re- 
sponsible for its farther extension. So far as I am 
concerned, by no word or deed of mine shall sla- 
very obtain any new constitutional guarantees. 
The people of the North believe they have no 
power, and they have no desire, to meddle with 
_ the institution of slavery in the States. They do 
not feel that they are atall responsible for it there; 
and therefore it is no burden upon thcir con- 
science. But not so with the Territories. There 
they regard themselves as responsible for it; and 
no power on earth could compel my constituents 
to consent to its protection there. 

The people of the South greatly mistake the 
sentiment of the North. They think this oppo- 
sition to slavery is grounded upon prejudice and 
ill-will to the South; that their tated of the South 
and its institutions is incffacable and implacable; 
that this slavery question is a mere question of 
property. Would to God that the southern mind 
could be disabused of this false impression! I 
believe there is no sacrifice that could be named, 
involving mere pecuniary considerations, that the 
North would not cheerfully make to restore peace 
and harmony to our distracted country. But to 
be called upon to sacrifice their long-cherished 
convictions of right and duty, is more than they 
can consent to, be the consequences what they 
may. To accuse us of hating the South, because 
we cannot in conscience be responsible for any 
further guarantees for slavery, is no more reason- 
able than it would be for Quakers to accuse Bap- 
tists of hating them because they could not In 
conscience become Baptists, or for Baptists to ac- 
cuse Quakers of hating them because they would 
not abandon their conscientious convictions, and 
believe as thoy do. No, indecd; if it was a ques- 
tion of mere property it could be specail settled, 
be the amount never so large. y constituents 
are willing to live upto and fulfill all their consti- 
cutional obligations, and will be quite content to 
live on in the future as in the past, leaving slavery 
where it belongs, unmolested in the States. If the 
Union can be preserved upon this basis, God be 
praised; if not, then they are ready to take the 
consequences. 

Ithink [haveshown that the action ofthe North 
furnishes no reasonable ground of complaint. 
How has it been with the action of the South? 
Let us see how far she has been just to the North. 
For half a century or morc, the South has vir- 
tually had possession of the national Government; 
and during that whole period, a very large ma- 
jority of the revenues for the support of the Gov- 
ernment have been paid by the people ofthe North; 
and during a greater portion of that time, more 
than three quarters of the whole revenue has been 
taken from the pockets of the people of the North. 
Any man who has bestowed much thought upon 
this matter, and who will take the trouble to in- 
vestigate it thoroughly, will be convinced of the 
truth of these declarations. Now, so far as offices 
and appropriations are concerned, the South has 
always had thelion’s share. Her sons have mo- 
nopolized, toa very great extent, all the best offices 
of the Government. Its honors and emoluments 
have been lavished upon the men of the South, 
with an unsparing hand. Of all this, the North 
have never seriously complained; and it results 
from two causes: the jealousy of the South of 
northern influence generally; and the fact that 
almost the only avenue to distinction in the South 
is in connection with the Government. 

There are few men of distinction in the South, 
in science, in literature, or in mercantile pursuits; 


because the condition and institutions of the South 
are not conducive to the growth and development 
of such minds. Therefore it is that almostevery 
southern mind, in whose bosom glows the fires 
of ambition, turns“ his attention to the glittering 
prizes and high honors of the Government. Not 
so with the North. While she has furnished to 
the Government many eminent statesmen, of great 
ability, vast attainments, and liberal culture, I 
think it but fair to say, that, as a general propo- 
sition, her highest type of mind is not to be found 
in administering the Government. Therefore it 
is, that in all political contests, notwithstanding 
the acknowledged superior power of the North, 
and her greater numbers, the South has almost 
always been victorious. 

Had the South used her power prudently and 
acted wiscly, she would have controlled the des- 
tinies of this Government for generations yet to 
come. Had she even administered the Govern- 
ment as she always had done, with but little re- 
gard to the development of the material interests 
of the North, and with an eye single to the inter- 
ests of the South only, but refrained from attempt- 
ing to coerce the North into a surrender of their 
deep-rooted conscientious convictions of rightand 
duty, Abraham Lincoln would not have been to- 
day President elect of these United States. But, 
flushed with victories so constant and thorough, 
and maddened by every expression of opposition 
to their peculiar institution, they commenced a 
work of proscription and aggression upon the 
rights of the people of the North, which has 
finally foreed them to rise in their might and drive 
them from power. They commenced their ag- 
gressions upon the North in some of the south- 
ern States by the enactment of unconstitutional 
laws, imprisoning colored seamen, and refusing to 
allow those laws to be tested before the praper 
tribunals. They trampled upon the sacred right 
of petition; they rifled and burnt our mails, if 


they suspected they contained anything in con-, 


demnation of slavery. They proscribed every 
northern man from office who would not smother 
and deny his honest convictions upon slavery, 
and barter his manhood for place. They an- 
nexed foreign territory avowedly to extend and 
sticngthen their peculiar institution, and made 
war in defense and support of that policy. They 
refused admission into the Union of States with 
free constitutions, unless they could have, as an 
equivalent, new guarantees for slavery. They 
passed a fugitive slave bill, some of the provisions 
of which were so merciless, and unnecessary as 
they were inhuman, that they would have dis- 
graced the worst despotism of Europe. They 
repealed that “€ Missouri compromise act,” which 
they had themselves foreed upon the North, 
against their wishes and their votes; and after 
having attained all their share of the benefit, they 
struck it down, against the indignant and almost 
unanimous protest of the whole North, for the 
purpose of forcing slavery upon an unwilling peo- 
people. ‘They undertook to prevent, by violent 
means, the settlement of Kansas by free-State 
men. They invaded that Territory, and plundered 
and murdered its citizens by armed force, with 
arms belonging to, and taken from, the National 
Government, They imposed upon its people ar- 
bitrary, wicked, and bogus legislation by a fraud- 
ulent Legislature. They were left to the tender 
mercies of border ruffians, unprotected by the 
Federal Government. ‘These peaceable inhabit- 
ants were subjected to fire, pillage, and murder, 
by these invaders, at the instigation of southern 
counsels. Not satisfied with all this, they tried 
to force upon them, against their consent, a con- 
stitution permitting and protecting slavery; and 
for “ spurning the bribe,” they have been kept 
out of the Union, and made to suffer all manner 
of indignities. Every new triumph of the South 
and every concession by the North has only 
whetted their appetite for still more, and encour- 
aged them in making greater claims and more un- 
reasonable demands, until to-day they are threat- 
ening the overthrow of the Government if we do 
not give them additional guarantees for protection 
io their slave property in territory which we do 
not now own. If this has been the action of the 
South, and such are her monstrous and unreason- 
able demands upon the North, is it not well to 
inquire the value of this connection with the 
South, and the consequences to us andto her of 
severing the tie which now binds us together? 


In a speech which I made in this House on the 
30th day of April last, I used the following lan- 
guage: 

«“ But we of the North are not only threatened with a 
dissefution of the Union, in the event of a contingency, 
which i think is sure to happen, namely, the elcction of a 
Republican President ; but weare told that non-intercourse 
is to be established immediately with the North, and the 
South will purchase no more.of her products. This is, in- 
deed, alarming ; but let us inquire how this is to be effected. 
Everything that the South has tose}, her poverty compels 
her to sell for cash only ; while everything we dispose of to 
the South, we give her a liberal credit upon. The South 
to-day cannot, in my opinion, pay its debts; and it has not 
property enough, in my judgment—not what we of the 
North cali property—to pay seventy-five cents on the dollar 
of what it owes. And shall they talk of non-intercourse ? 
Why, if you except the last few years, in which the South 
has been remarkably prosperous, owing to the high price 
of her products—a state of things which it is impossible 
should last; and the North has jost more money at the 
South a great deal than she has ‘ever made by the trade of 
the South ; and there is scarcely a northern merchant who 
has not been obliged to depend upon his profits from custom 
received from the middie and western States to meet his 
losses suffered in trade at the South. I remember well 
that in the great commercial revulsion that swept over this 
country like a tornado in 1837, every northern merchant 
that 1 knew in all the northern cities that dealt exclusively 
with the South failed and was ruined. The same thing 
again oceurred in 1842—the year in which the United States 
bankrupt law was passed, which wiped out untold millions 
of southern indebtedness ; more, in fact, than the profits of 
the whole trade of the South would then amount to for half 
a score of years. The only houses that survived those two 
storms were those which had kept clear of trading with the 
South.” 


Mr. Speaker, what I then said I fully believed, 
and thoughtl knew. Ithasnow become history, 
which no one thinks of denying. I have traded 
much with the South, and my own experience is 
corroborative of these views. I have bestowed 
much thought and investigation upon the subject, 
and I am willing to stake my reputation as a mer- 
chant upon the record of the declaration that, 
commercially and financially, if you take into view 
only the business interests of the two sections, the 
North would be better off if this Union should be 
dissolved to-morrow. Evon if this Union is to be 
perpetuated, in my opinion the South never will, 
and never can, pay one half of its indebtedness to 
the North without congracting new debts to help 
meet its old obligations. The whole property of 
all the cotton States, if you except slaves, will 
not equal, by many milióna, in my judgment, 
that of the State of Massachusetts, The great 
staple of the South, about which she boasts so 
much, and with which she is to move the world, 
does notamount to one half as mach as the annual 
products of Massachusetts. And I will venture 
the prediction, that within eight years American 
cotton will not be of one half the relative import- 
ance to manufactures that it is to-day, from 
causes which I have not time now to enumerate; 
and the introduction of flax will diminish the use 
of it very materially. 

I have spoken of the property of the South, if 
you except slaves. But why except slaves? Be- 
cause they are not property, only ina conventional 
sense. They are not good for anything to pay 
debts with beyond the community where slavery 
is legalized; and they add nothing to the aggre- 
gate wealth of a country or a community. They 
are no more property, so far as the wealth of the 
community is concerned, than our population at 
the North is property. All labor adds to the pro- 
ductive wealth of a country; and the only differ- 
ence between slave labor and free labor, in this 
connection, is, that our laborer owns his own 
labor, and the slave’s labor is owned by another; 
and being forced labor, is less productive than the 
other; consequently less valuable as a source of 
wealth than the free labor. There is no better 
illustration; perhaps, that can be given than in 
peon slavery. Peons are held to sqrvice, and can- 
not control their own labor, because it is owned 
by another; and yet they are not property; but 
they are quite as much property, so far us the 
State is concerned, as slaves. If, therefore, you 
deduct the estimated value of the slaves from the 
aggregate property of the South, the balance pre- 
sents but a meager show; not much more than 
enough, certainly, to pay its indebtedness to 
others. 

But I think I hear the question asked, how will 
the trade of the North be improved by a separa- 
tion from the South? Because the want of thrift 
at the South is such, and the system of long and 
loose eredits prevails to such an extent there, that 
a large portion of the southern trade is not worth 
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having, the losses upon it being greater to the 
merchant than the profits. The credits are almost 
all upon one side; consequently the losses are also. 
There is no reciprocity in the credit system be- 
tween the North and the South. There is scarcely 
any thing of northern manufacture that the South 
wil not want as much after disunion as it does 
now. There is hardly any. product or manufac- 
ture of. the North that the South now purchases 
of herthat she cannot furnish against the markets 
‘of the world; therefore free trade, so far as the 
South is concerned, could make but little difference 
to the commercial or manufacturing interests of 
the North. i i 

If we should havea peaceable division—-which 
I conceive next to impossible; but if it were pos- 
sible, the trade of the South would be more valu- 
able to the North than it isnow. Credit would 
be much more restricted than now, and our losses 
would be comparatively light. Our Government 
would also be relieved from an cnormous expend- 
iture, which we have been, are now, and prob- 
ably will be, obliged to incur for the benefit of 
the South, if we continue together, most of which 
is drawn from the pockets of the northern peo- 
ple. The persons and property of our citizens 
would be much better protected then than now. 
A united North, under one Government, would 
then, as now, be masters of this continent; and 
all other Powers here would have to bow in hum- 
ble submission to our will. We should be three 
times as great in numbers, very much larger in 
inhabited territory, and in wealth, power, and 
material resources, incalculably superior to the 
United States when she waged a successful war 
against Great Britain, no longer ago than 1812; a 
nation of freemen, with resources so vast, with an 
intelligence so great, with a mission so important, 
what a spectacle we should present to the civil- 
ized world! 

When I reflect upon it, I see so clearly such a 
bright future before me that Lam more than half 
reconciled to the separation of these States, if, in 
the providence of God, it is destined to take place. 
In chat event Canada would rush to our embrate, 

and give us a trade which would be of great and 
increasing value. Our trade and commerce with 
Central America and Mexico would be no longer 
hampered and obstructed by the jealousies of the 
South. Before the close of Mr. Lincoln’s admin- 
istration, we should find our trade extended, and 
our commercial and financial prosperity (perme- 
ating every industrial interest of the country) ex- | 
ceeding that of any other period in our history, 
But suppose the South should make war upon 
us: what will be our situation as compared with 
hers? This, I allow, would be a serious matter | 
for us, but complete destruction to them; and may 
Heaven, in its infinite mercy, save us from such į 


an impending calamity! Butif it must come, we |; 


have the power and the means, such as the South | 
could not cope with fora moment. In such acon- 

test, she would have but little money, and no 

ercdit; fewer in numbers, with a servile popula- 

tion at home requiring a large force to keep in 

subjection. With us, cither one of several of our 

old States could raise, equip, and maintain a con- 

siderable army upon its own resources; and all 

combined, could defy the world in arms. This is 

no exaggerated picture, as every thoughtful man 

knows. Is it for us, then, to humiliate ourselves, 

sacrifice our principles, and be bound hand and | 
foot by this arrogant slave. power, to save these | 
southern States from rushing upon their own 

destruction? Never! Never! 

But they are our brethren; and we would not | 
forget, if we could, that they are descendants of 
the same heroicancestry, and thus far have shared | 
with us a common destiny. And let us remem- | 
ber, ‘ that they know not what they do.” They 
have been deceived and imposed upon, as to our 
purposes and views, by our opponents at the 
North, and, by a venal press, as no people ever | 
were before; and their own orators at home, for 
selfish and unworthy ends, have purposely de- | 


ji 


They have no realizing sense of their own weak- | 
ness, or of the immense resources and mighty 
power of the North. Therefore we should have 
charity for them. ‘hey are as brave a people, I 
believe, as ever lived. They are not averse to ; 
fighting, and much less forbearing than the peo- | 
ple ofthe North. The northern peopleare equally į 
brave, with cooler heads and better judgment, and | 
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| lution. 
| Pitts that the colonists were right in resisting, and 


| policy to let some of the refractory States go, 


| dom will die with the destruction of this Repub- | 


i and free constitutions can never exist upon any | 


| driven into exile. 


so much greater in numbers, with almost infinite 
resources, that such an unequal contest could only 
excite feelings of pity for them with every reflect- 
ing mind. We can afford to be magnanimous and 
forbearing; and let us do nothing which will put 
us in the wrong, in any particular, in the eyes of 
the civilized world. 

If we do not yield, we are told by the advocates 
of compromise, we are like the Government and 
tories of Great Britain in the days of theRevo-. 
They were told by the Burkes and the 


the King would lose the colonies if the Govern- 
ment did not recede. So we were told now that 
this Government shall be overthrown, if we do 
not cease to hate slavery and love freedom. It 
seems to me this parallel should be reversed. The 
colonists were struggling against usurpation and 
aggressions on the part of those in power. They 
would not yield,.and they overthrew their power. 
Just so with us. . We have resisted the usurpa- 
tions and aggressions of the slave power, and they 
would notlisten to our appeals; and we have risen 
in our strength, and overthrown them. 

„I heard the distinguished Senator from Missis- 
sippi say, the other day, that it would soon be 
too late, if it was not already, to tender the olive 
branch of peace; that obstinacy and refusal to 
make concessions in season cost one king of Eng- 
land his head, and drove another, his successor, 
into exile. And he compared us to King James, 
who refused to listen to all complaints until he 
saw his kingly scepter passing from him, when 
he would gladly have made all the concessions 
demanded of him; but it was too late, and he was 
1 Here, again, is the mistake of 
misapplication. The parallel should be reversed. 
James came into power under most favorable aus- 
pices, with a Parliament devoted to his interests, 
which, if he had been moderate and wise, he could 
have kept to the close of his reign. The Church 
was strong in its attachmentto him, and the judges 
were completely subservient to his will. But he 
was a Roman Catholic. The Church, however, 
had no disposition to meddle with his religion 
and encroach upon his prerogative. 

But James was a propagandist, and was determ- 
ined to make others think as he did. He trampled 
upon the laws; he violated the Constitution; he 
set at defiance the will of the people; he corrupted 
the courts; he bribed the Parliament;and had no 
respect for the rights of conscience. He could 
not believe that Protestants could have conscien- 
tiousconvictions; they were, in hisestimation, but 
foolish whims. His propagandism, and his ar- 
hitrary exercise of power, cost him his throne. 
Is it not precisely so with those who have had 
possession of our national Government. In their 
propagandism ofslavery, they have trampledupon 
the laws, violated the Constitution, bribed Con- 
gress, corrupted courts, and set at defiance the will 
of the people, who have risen in their might and 
driven them into exile—an exile, F trust, as return- 
less as was that of their old prototype James IT; 
and if this political revolution of ours should be 
as bloodless, and as beneficent in its results as | 
that of 1688, then, indeed, may the people well į 
rejoice. . 

This Government, in my judgment, will never 
be overthrown. We may have secession, tem- 
porary, perhaps permanent; and it may be wise 


peaceablyif they must; but they will never repent 
it but once, and that will bealways. If they can 
afford to go, we can certainly afford to lose them. 
But deeply as I should deplore it, ł should feel 
that much worse political evils could befall us; 
and, for one, I should try to be content. 

I do not believe, with some of those who are 
imploring us to submit to any demand to save | 
the Union that may be made upon us, that free- 


lic, and who point to the experience of Europe 
and the Republics of South America in confirma- || 
tion of their prophecy. Freedom and free insti- || 
tutions rest upon the intelligence of the people, [i 
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other basis. Our American Constitution and our | 
free institutions are but the evidence of the intel- | 
ligence of the American people; not the cause, H 
but the effect of that intelligence; and if this Con- i 
stitution and Government are overthrown, it will i 
be by one section of the Confederacy, because its 
people were notsufficiently mteliigentto appreciate 


i 


their blessings or comprehend their-value an 

them a‘military déspotism may be demandéd by 
the necessities of ‘their condition. But. the free- 
men of the North could no mote be. subjected ‘ta 
despotic rule than could: the lightning of: heaven 


i be curbed. Such a rule would-be as pack+threads 
upon the arms of an unshorn Samsony Ba 


Before I close, I wish to-say a werd in reply to 
the aspersions so frequently cast upon the fair 
fame of Massachusetts and her distinguished chief 
magistrate. I will say now, what I have: said 
before in this place, that Massachusetts “(needs 
no eulogy from any of her sons.” » * Her works 
pane her; and envy or malice may occasion 
her-disparagement; but she stands forth to-day, 
in the estimation of all enlightened men through- 
out the world, as: the model State of ‘this Union. 
Her achievements in science, in literature, in arts, 
inindustrial pursuits,and in works of benevolence, 
and her intellectual: and: moral standard, are‘alto-- 
gether unsurpassed by any section of equal terri- 
torial extent upon this continent. «Equally. pre- 
eminent. is her historic greatness; ‘and ‘so .well 
settled is this by the general judgment ofall :man- 
kind, that no one whose opinion is worth quoting 
dares to deny her historic supremacy. Herde- 
votion to the interests of freedom is but the record 
of her history. She ever has been, and ever will 
be, true to her plighted faith. She will observe 
every constitutional obligation. As she made 
greater sacrifices of the treasures of her coffers 
and the blood of her sons than any other State, 
to secure constitutional liberty, so she will always 
stand by the flag of the Union, as the symbol of 
its power and the type of its continuity. 

Her excellent Governor has been most basely 
slandered, not only by the Opposition press, but 
within the walls of this Capitol, by those who 
should have known better, as a defender. of. the 
invasion of Virginia by John Brown. “The record 
of his testimony, given under the solemnitics of 
an oath, not long after the occurrence, in this very 
Capitol, before the ** Harper’s Ferry investigating 
committee,” stamps the declaration as false: “He 
has often declared in public and private that John 
Brown’s invasion of Virginia was. without justi- 
fication or warrant. 

Mr. MAYNARD. Ifthe gentleman from Mas- 
sachusetts will allow me, I desire to say.a single 
word in explanation of his remark that the Gov- 
ernor of Massachusetts has been grossly slandered 
in respect to his favoring the John Brown ‘raid. 
I suppose it is proper that the fact should be 
known, that the statement of the supposed sen- 
timent of the Governor of Massachusetts origin- 
ated in a reported speech, delivered in Tremont 
Temple,if i mistake not, about the 19th of Novem- 
ber, 1859, on taking the chair to preside over a 
meeting called for the purpose of sympathizing 
with the family of John Brown, perhaps, or with 
some persons connected with that. unfortunate 
affair. 

Mr. ALLEY. I will say to the gentleman from 
Tennessee that I desire not to be. understood as 
imputing to any one in this House, or in the Sen- 
ate, an intentional misrepresentation of the posi- 
tion of Governor Andrew. I stated that he has 
been basely slandered by the Opposition press at 
the North, and that thé report which has been 
made of his remarks on the occasion to which the 
gentleman refers was a garbled report; that he has 
since contradicted it; and that his testimony given 
before the investigating committee of the Senate 
proves the declaration to have been false. I will 
state to the gentleman farther, that I have heard 
Governor Andrew, both in private and in public, 
say that the invasion of John Brown was without 

justification or excuse; that he never had the 
slightest sympathy with his raid whatever, and 
that he.never said in his life that he would justify 


| or tolerate any such conduct. 


Massachusetts has had twenty-one Governors 
since theadoption of her first constitution, ty.1780, 
all of them able and distinguished, most of sbem 
eminent, and some of them illustrious; butin every 
thing that constitutes true greatness of character 
and mind, not one among them all was the supe- 
rior of John A. Andrew. 


Sir, we must stand upon the Constitution and 
a just and faithful execution of the laws,.as our 
fathers framed and as they administered ‘them. 
There is no one that does “not deplore civil war; 
and he is a madman and fool that~would not exert 
every nerve and exhaust every honorable means 
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to avertit. But “there is a point beyond which 
forbearance ceases to be a virtue;’’ and. when the 
dread alternative comes, if come it must, every 
patriot will say that the integrity of the Govern- 
ment must be maintained, and the flag of our 


- country defended at any cost and every hazard. | 


The decendants of those who fought at Lexington 

and Concord, Bunker Hill and Saratoga, will 

Hades see our star-spangled banner trailing in the 
ust: 

Mr. Speaker, whether this Government is to 
stand or fallin its. present entirety, is known but 
to Him whose eye alone penetrates the future; 
but whether it stand or fall, I have faith in the 
wisdom and patriotism of the American people; 
and.if. we are only true to our convictions, we 
have a future most hopeful, a mission most im- 
portant, and a destiny most glorious. 

‘Mr. PRYOR obtained the floor, but yielded to 

Mr. GARNETT, who moved that the House 
adjourn. 

he motion was agreed to; and thereupon (at 
‘a quarter before five o’clock) the House adjourned 
until Monday next. 


IN SENATE. 
Monpay, January 28, 1861. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Dr. Guruey. 

The Journal of Friday last was read and ap- 
proved. 

A message, in writing, was received from the 
President of the United States, by Mr. Gross- 
BRENNER, his Secretary. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 


The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Sen- 
ate a report of the-Seerctary of the Navy, in an- 
swer toa resolution of the 19th instant, instructing 
the Sceretary of the Navy to inform the Senate 
whether he hes accepted, cither with or without 
condition, any drafts, or orders, or requests, to 
pay money to the Chiriqui Improvement Com- 
pany and Ambrose W. Thompson, or cither of 
them, or any one else for them, or cither of them; 
and if so, the dates and amounts of such accept- 
ances, 

Mr. HALE. I move that the communication 
be laid on the table, and_be printed. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The motion to print 
will go to the Committee on Printing. 
~ Mr. HALE. Must a motion to print a com- 
munication from an Executive Department go to 
the Committce on Printing? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair thinks 


s0. 

The VICE PRESIDENT also laid before the 
Senate a report of the Secretary of State, com- 
municating, in obedience to law, a list of clerks 
and other employés of that Department for the 
year 1860; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Lc also laid before the Senate a report of the 
Seerctary of War, communicating, in obedience 
to law, statements showing the contracts made 
under the authority of that Department during 
the year 1860; which,.on motion of Mr. WILSON, 
was referred to the Committee on Military Affairs 
and Militia. 

He also laid before the Senate a report of the 
Secretary of War, in answer to a resolution of 
the Senate calling for the report of Major Carle- 
ton, relative to the Mountain Meadows massacre; 
which, on motion of Mr. Witson, was referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs and Militia. 


MESSAGE FROM THE MOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, 
by Mr. Hays, Chief Clerk, announced that the 
House had passed the following bills; in which 
the concurrence of the Senate was requested: 

A bill (No. 752) granting an invalid pension to 
Jacob Gates; and 

A bill (No. 828) for the relief of Amanda Batts, 
Laura P, W. Young, and Betscy Murdock, heirs 
of Barbara Walker. i 


PRINTING OF DOCUMENTS. 

The message further announced that the House 
had ordered, on the 25th instant, the printing of 
the following documents: 

Letter from the acting Secretary of the Interior, 
presenting the account of E. A. Deslonde, for 


clerk hire, under act of August 18, 1855—ordered | 


at twelve o’clock and nine minutes. 
Letter from the Secretary of the Navy, trans- 


mitting, in compliance. with a resolution of the 
House of Representatives of the 3d January, 1861, 
the report of the superintendent of ordnance at the 
Washington navy-yard on rifled cannon and the 
armament of ships-of-war—ordered at twelve 
o’clock and ten minutes. 

Report of Lieutenant John Mullan, called for 
by the resolution of the House of Representatives 
of the 18th of December, 1860—ordered at twelve 
o’clock and eleven minutes. 


BILL BECOME A LAW. 


A message from the President of the United 
States, by Mr. Grossprennen, his Secretary, 
announced that the President had approved and 
signed, on the 26th instant, an act (S. No. 97) to 
authorize the institution of a suit against the Uni- 
ted States, to test the title to lots Nos. 5 and 6, 
in the Hospital square, in San Francisco. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr. SEWARD presented a petition of citizens 
of Oswego county, New York, remonstrating 
against any legislation under or by which the 
local institiation of slavery may be extended into 
any Territories of the United States, whether 
north or south of the old Missouri compromise 
line; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented the petition of Daniel D. 
Foote, of Dobb’s Ferry, New York, asking that 
the rights of the people in all the States and Ter- 
ritories be recognized; which was ordered to lie 
on the table. 

He also presented a memorial of seven hundred 
citizens of the State of New York, praying the 
speedy adoption of such measures as will restore 
peace and harmony to the country; which was 
ordered to lie on the table. 

Ee also presented a petition of citizens of Ge- 
neva, Ontario county, New York, praying the 
passage, during the present session of Congress, 
of a law to allow pensions to the militia and other 
soldiers and officers of the war of 1812, and their 
widows; which was referred to the Committee 
on Pensions. 

Mr. HUNTER presented a memorial of im- 
porters of hardware, at Philadelphia, in relation 
to the duty on articles manufactured of iron and 
steel; which was referred to the select committee 
on the tariff bill of the House of Representa- 
tives. 

Mr. WILSON. I present the petition of Moses 
Davenport and others, citizens of Newburyport, 
Massachusetts, asking for the passage ofthe com- 
promise resolutions of Mr. Carrrenven. Lunder- 
stand that these petitioners ask for an amendment 
to the Constitution of the United States recogniz- 
ing and protecting slavery south of 360 30' in ex- 
isting territory, and in territory not yct purchased, 
conquered, orstolen. They ask that the Consti- 
tution may be amended so as to prevent the Gen- 
eral Government from abolishing slavery in the 
District of Columbia while it exists in Virginia; 
and to have the Constitution amended so that the 
citizens of Massachusetts of the African race, 
who have had the right of suffrage since 1780, 
shall be denied that right; and the consideration, 
I believe, is the equalization of the fecs of the com- 
missioners under the fugitive slave law. I move 
that it lie on the table. E 

It was so ordered. 

Mr. BIGLER presented a petition of citizens 
of Snyder county, Pennsylvania, praying the 
adoption of the compromise measures proposed 
by Hon. Mr. Crirtenpen; which was ordered to 
lic on the table. 

He also presented a petition of citizens of Car- 
bon county, Pennsylvania, praying the adoption 
of the compromise measures proposed by Hon. 
Mr. Crirrenven; which was ordered to lie on the 
table. 

Mr. GWIN. I present the petition of Wil- 
liam Rabg, secretary of the Pacific railroad con- 
ventions held in the citics of San Francisco and 
Sacramento, in the State of California, in the years 
1858 and 1859, praying the passage of the Pacific 
railroad bill. I move that it lie on the table, and 
be printed. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The memorial will 
lic on the table; and the motion to print will be 
referred to the Committee on Printing. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. Mr. President, I have 
been charged with several petitions, which I take 
pleasure in presenting to the Senate. Here is 2 


petition from citizens of the State of Massachu- 
setts: 

The undersigned, citizens of the State of Massachusetts, 
believing that the proposition of Hon. JOHN J. CRITTENDEN, 
of Kentucky, presents a practical ‘basis for the settlement 
of the questions now disturbing the peace of the country, 
respectfully pray that the same may be adopted. 

Here is a petition on the same subject from 
citizens of Grand Rapids, in the State of Michi- 
gan, without distinction of party, presenting the, 
same appeal and prayer to the Senate. Here is 
another, addressed to the Senate and House of 
Representatives: 

The undersigned, citizens and voters, residents of Her- 
kimer county, in the State of New York, solemnly beg and 
entreat that Congress will pass the Crittenden resolutions, 
and give us the opportunity to vote on and decide at the 
ballot-box the constitutional amendments in those resolu- 
tions embraced ; and your memorialists will ever pray. 

Next is a petition of citizens of the State of 
Michigan, who, without distinction of party, re- 
spectfully memorialize the Congress of the United 
States to adopt my resolutions, as a reasonable 
and just basis for the adjustment of the national 
difficulties which now distract, impoverish, and 
demoralize the country; or, congressional adjust- 
ment proving impracticable, then to refer directly 
to the people of all the States, for their action, the 
Crittenden propositions, so called. 

I have another petition from citizens of the 
State of Michigan, to the same effect precisely. 
Here is another, also from citizens of Michigan, 
in the same language; another from citizens of the 
same State, to the same effect; another from cit- 
izens of the same State, to the same effect; an- 
other from citizens of the same State, to the same 
effect. It is a very patriotic State that is coming 
up, Mr. President. I move that all these peti- 
tions lie on the table. 

The motion was agreed to. 


BILL INTRODUCED. 


Mr. DOUGLAS. Iask the unanimous consent 
of the Senate to introduce a bill of which notice 
has not been given, for the purpose of having it 
pyinted and laid on the tables of Senators. 
*Lcave was granted; and the bill (S. No. 549) 
amendatory of, and supplemental to, the acts 
approved February 12, 1793, and September 18, 
1850, in respect to fugitives from justice, and 
from service, was read the first and second times 

Mr. DOUGLAS. f move that it lie on the 
table, and be printed. 

Mr. MASON. Does the Senator propose to 
refer it? 

Mr. DOUGLAS. 1 shall be prepared to refer 
it, if any Senator wants it referred, after it shall 
have been printed. 

Mr. MASON. I think it ought to be referred. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. I am willing to refer it now, 
if Senators wish it. Let it bereferred to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

The bill was referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. ` 


REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES, 


Mr. HALE, from the Committee on the Post 
Office and Post Roads, to whom was referred the 
bill (H. R. No. 811) for the relief of H. Bledsoe, 
William Bryson, William C. Scott, William Doty, 
and others, reported it with an amendment, and 
recommended its passage. 

Mr. WADE, from the Committee on the Post 
Office and Post Roads, to whom was referred the 
bill (H. R. No. 920) for the relief of Marvin M. 
Hickox and A.M. Pettingill, of Vigo county, 
Indiana, reported it without amendment, and rec- 
ommended its passage. 


MRS. E. A. LINN. 


Mr. HALE submitted the following resolution; 
which was considered, by unanimous consent, 
and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Senate be instructed 
to inform the Senate if he has executed the order of the 
Senate in favor of Mrs. E. A. Linn, widow of the late 
Lewis F. Linn, formerly a member of this body, passed 
March 20, 1860, and if he has not, the reason why. 


LAND OFFICE REPORT. 


Mr. FITCH. The Committee on Printing, to 
whom was referred the following resolution, rê- 
port it back, having filled the blanks, and recom- 
mend its adoption: 

Resolved, That there be printed six thousand copies of 
the report of the Commissioner of Public Lands—five thou- 


sand for the use of the Senate and one thousand for the use 
of the General Land Office. 
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Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas. I wilt say to | 
the Senate that this resolution originated with the 
Committee on Public Lands. It is a resolution 
that. is designed to distribute the Land Office 
report to the extent of the order proposed here. 
The information which is communicated in the 
report of the Commissioner of Public Lands, at 
this session of Congress, is very valuable. The 
great reputation of the officer at the head of that 
Bureau, and his extraordinary abilities, are famil- 
iar, I believe, to every member ofthe Senate. I ill 
state that I have caused to be prepared a synop- 
sis that is perhaps too long to be read now, calle 
ing especially the attention of the Senate to the 
contents of the report. There never has been 
made a report so full and so entirely satisfactory 
from that bureau, from the day of its origin to 
the present time. It is a report of unequaled 
ability; it is a report unequaled in the extent and 
the accuracy and the ‘satisfactory character of 
the information that it gives. JI hope and trust 
that this resolution from the Committee on Pub- 
lic Printing, which was put on foot at the instance 
of the Committee on Public Lands, willbe adopted 
at once, and this order given by the Senate. The 
report itself is, from this time forward, I have no 
question, to become the hand-book of every stu- 
dent of our system of public lands, and every 
student of the geographical character and history 
of the United States. I can have no question 
that it will be adopted. I hope that it may. 

‘The resolution was agreed to. 


PROCEEDINGS OF MEETINGS. + 


Mr. CRITTENDEN. Iam requested to pre- 
sent an appeal to the Senate by the presidents of 
a great amount and extent of railroad property 
in this country, who met here recently on busi- 
ness connected with those railroads; and, having 
finished that business, thought that they might, 
without impropriety, venture to express their | 
opinions on the great subject of the day. They 
did also unanimously pass resolutions declaratory 
of their opinion, and a resolution requesting thoin 
I should present them to the Senate, which 
now do, and ask that they be read. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Secretary will 
read the memorial. 

The Secretary read, as follows: | 


WILLARD’S HOTEL, 
WASHINGTON CITY, January 23, 1861, 

Ata meeting of the representatives of the four great East 
and West railroad lines, and their principal connections, 
held in this city, the following named persons being pres- 
ent: 

J. Edgar Thomson, president Pennsylvania Central Rail- 
road Company ; Erastus Corning, president New York Cen- 
tra) Railroad Company; C. Vibbard, general superintendent 
New York Central Railroad Company; Nathaniel Marsh, re- 
eciver New York and Eric railroad; S. M. Felton, president 
Philadelphia, Wilmington, and Baltimore Railroad Com- 
pany; Thomas L. Jewett, president Pittsburg, Columbus, | 
and Cincinnati Railroad Company; John W. Garrett, pres- 
ident Baltimore and Obio Railroad Company; 8.8. L'Hom- 
medieu, president Cincinnati, Hamilton, and Dayton Rail- 
road Company 3 Warren Colburn, vice president Toledo and 
Wabash Railroad Company; J. J. Houston, general agent 
Pittsburg, Fort Wayne, and Chicago Railroad Company 3 
John S. Barbour, president Orange and Alexandria Railroad 
Company; S. M. L. Barlow, president of the Ohio and 
Mississippi Railroad Company; John R. Thomson, secre- 
tary Camden and Amboy Railroad Company; C. S. Tap- 
pan, general agent Philadelphia and Elmira line; Larz An- 
derson, director Litte Miami Railroad—— 

Mr. HALE. i rise toa question of order. | 

The VICEPRESIDENT. The Secretary will 
suspend the reading of the paper. , g 

Mr. HALE. I want to know if that is a, peti- 
tion or a memorial addressed to the Senate. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. Yes. 

The VICEPRESIDENT. The Chair under- 
stocd the Senator from Kentucky to say that it 
was. peel . 

Mr. HALE. Ifit is what I saw in the news- | 
papers, purporting to be the proceedings of that 
meeting, it is not of that kind. Of course, Ido 
rot want to question the Senator’s word— zg! 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair will ; 
ask the Senator from Kentucky whether it is a 
memorial addressed to the Senate? | 

Mr. CRITTENDEN, I stated exactly what | 
it was. The gentleman need not question my | 
word. 


tion as to the propriety of receiving the paper. 

Mr. HALE. I! beg the Senator’s pardon. — 
should be the last man entirely to question hi 
word. 


Mr. CRITTENDEN. stated exactly what 
it was; that they had passed the resolutions ex- 
pressive of their views; and, byan additional res- 
olution, declared that they should be presented to 
the Senate, and that I should present them. I 
take that to be, in substance, an address to the 
Senate. 

Mr. HALE. I object to its reception. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. Well, sir 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is, 
** Shall the paper be read ?”’ 

Mr. HALE, Ido not object to its reading, but 
to its reception. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. I suppose that is a 
question of order to be decided by the Presiding 

Jffcer. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Then the Presid- 
ing Officer, upon the statement of the Senator 
from Kentucky, and upon the action of the Sen- 
ate on two occasions within the last week, must 
decide that, not being a memorial, it. cannot be 
received. 

Mr. HALE. Very well, sir. . . 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senate so 
decided. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. Cannot a citizen ap- 
peal to Congress in the language of resolution as 
well as any other form of petition? There is no 
form of petition given. The Constitution only 
guaranties to citizens the right of petitioning Con- 
gress. I do not sce the distinction. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair would 
call the attention of the Senator from Kentucky 
to the fact that his colleague the other day pre- 
sented resolutions passed by a convention in the 
State of Kentucky, which were sent to him with 
the request that they should be laid before the 
Senate; and on the vote of the Senate, the paper 
was not received, because it was not a memorial. 
The other day, afterwards, a similar resolution 
was presented by some other Senator, and by a 
vote of the Senate not received upon the same 
ground. The Senator from Missouri, I think, 
offered resolutions adopted at a great meeting at 
St. Louis. 

Mr. POLK. Yes, sir. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. This seems to be 
of the same character, and the Chair feels himself 
bound by the action of the Senate on those oc- 
casions. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. Mr. President—— 

Mr. MASON. Will the Senator allow me to 
say a word? I was aware of that action of the 
Senate on the cases alluded to by the Chair, and 
therefore declined the request of a public meeting 
in my State to present their proceedings to the 
Senate, and informed them that the Senate had 
declined to receive papers of that character. I 
conformed my action to it. Ido not know any- 
thing about this paper. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. Will the Secretary be 
pleased to read, for my information, the last reso- 
lution informally? or if he will hand it to me, I 
will read it myself. 

The Secretary read, as follows: 

“Resolved, That the chairman be requested to commu- 
nicate the action of this meeting to Hon. Joun J. Crit- 
'TENDEN, Of the Senate, and Hon, Tuomas Corwin, Rep- 


resentative in Congtess, for the purpose of presentation to 
the Senate and the House of Representatives.” 


Mr. POWELL. If my colleague will allow 
me, I will state that the resolutions which I pre- 
sented from Kentucky were different from these 
now before the Senate, in this: The mass meeting 
in Kentucky did notadopt any resolution request- 
ing their proceedings to be presented to the 
Senate. I was requested by a letter from the offi- 
cers of the meeting to present them. The reso- 
lutions presented a moment since by my colleague 
distinctly declare that they desire them to be pre- 
sented to the Senate. I think there is a very 
marked difference between the cases. ; 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. I think so, Mr. Presi- 
dent; and, with all proper regard to the decision jj 
of the Chair, which seems to conform to similar | 
cases as it is supposed, I desire, from a clear con- | 
viction that this does come within the privilege | 
secured by the Constitution, of petitioning Con- | 
gress, to take an appeal from the decision of the 
Chair, and do so in order that the question may 
be settled by the Senate. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. If agreeable to the | 
Senator from Kentucky, the Chair will submit |) 
the question to the Senate, which will bring about ii 


i; treated. 


the same result.. The question is; 
paper shall be received." SAn Etk 
r. CRITTENDEN. ‘Certainly 
Mr. GRIMES. ` í think & case preg 


ilar to this occurred in the Senate'at its last-sés~. ° 
sion. A meeting was held somewhere in the State |” 


of New York, if I remember rightly, and resolu= 
tions were submitted to that meeting, and adopted,’ 
requesting the Senator from Oregon (Mr. LANE] 
to present the proceedings of that meeting to the 
Senate. When they were presented’ here, the 
Senator from Mississippi, the chairman’ ofthe 
Committee on Military Affairs and Militia, [Mr. 
Davis,] objected to their consideration, and they 
weré not received at that time; and that action of 
the Senate was universally concurred in by all 
the members of this body. I think the case is 
exactly similar. 2 

_Mr. HALE. As T raised this question, I wish 
simply to state, in a very few words, the reason: 
of it. I, of course, have no want of réspcct to 
the gentlemen composing the meeting, nor to the 
Senator who presents these proceedings; but my 
recellection, after a somewhat protracted service 
in the Senate, is, that the Senate have uniformly, 
whenever the question has been raised, refused’ 
to receive the proceedings of meetings on various 
subjects, unless they ended with a prayer or’a 
memorial to the Senate. This was a meeting of 
gentlemen whom I understand to be superintend- 
ents and presidents of railroads—a very import- 
ant class of people—held at Willard’s hotel; and 
I think the proper course would have been for 
them to request some gentleman that boards at 
Willard’s to hand them to Willard, and ask him 
to keep them there as a record of what was done 
at his house; but they are certainly not a record 


| of the Senate—not proceedings for its.considera- 


tion. That is my view. i 

Mr. POLK. Ido not know what has been the 
course of the Senate on this subject; but on a se- 
ries of resolutions presented by myself afew days 
since from the city of St. Louis, the Senate voted 
to reject them. J thought at the time it was not 
exactly right. I suppose that any single citizen 
of the United Statgs has a right to petition Con- 
gress for a redress of grievances, or for any meas- 
ure that he deems ‘proper for the action of that 
body, if, indeed, the action be such as the body 
should take. Now, sir, here is a series of rešo- 
lution passed by gentlemen, all admitted to be 
respectable, and in the resolutions themselves 
there is a request that they be presented to Con- 
gress. Each onc of these gentlemen might have 
presented these resolutions as an individual citi- 
zen. If he had presented them in the shape of à 
petition to Congress, as an individual citizen, this 
body would undoubtedly receive them. Here are 
a number of gentlemen that unite in the paper a 
request that it shall be presented to Congress. It 
seems to me thatit isa petition of amuch stronger 
character than the sort to which I have just re- 
ferred. I admit that in the: case which was re- 
ferred to by the Presiding Officer, from Missouri, 
the action of the Senate was adverse to the recep- 
tion of the resolutions passed by the meeting. I 
thought myself at the time that it was a:bad pre- 
cedent, and if we follow that precedent, it will be 
following a bad line of precedents. I shall my- 
self vote for the reception of the resolutions pre- 
sented by the Senator from Kentucky. 

Mr. LANE. In the case alluded to by the 
Senator from Iowa, [Mr. Grimes,}] which I rec- 
ollect very well, the proceedings there had were 
at one of the largest meetings, perhaps, ever held 
in the State of New York. At that mecting res- 
olutions were adopted, and the proceedings were 
forwarded to me, with a request in the last reso- 
lution that I would present them to the Senate. I 
did it, and recollect very well that the course pur- 
sued by the Senate was just as stated by the Sen- 
ator from lowa. With the proceedings of the 
Senate then, I felt satisfied. heard the. state- 
ment of the Senator from Mississippi, who recol+ 
lected well the course of the Senate upon such 


| Matters, and was satisfied that the proper action 


was had then. I shall treat all other proceedings 
of any meeting in the same manner that they were 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. Mr. President, in the 
days when the Constitution was made, the right 
of petition, which is nothing more than the right 
of a popular appeal to the representative body of 
the Government, was thought to be of some value. 
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Perhapsit was, in that day, of some value. In 
the days of our ancestors, before the Parliament 
of Great Britain, it had occasionally exercised a 
reat-influence. I believe that it has very much 
fost that power now; but still it is a privilege and 
a right secured by the Constitution. The people 
have aright to petition Congress-according to the 
Constitution. . What is the meaning of that, Mr. 
President? Was this right deemed a matter of 
substance, or was it intended as a mere formula, 
to'be exercised in a particular mode or in a par- 
ticular phraseology—‘*1 pray the honorable Sen- 
ate; “L beg the honorable Senate; ‘+I desire 
to make known to the honorable Senate ?”’ Will 
all these forms be embraced by the general lan- 
guage of the Constitution under the right of peti- 
tion? We know that this right of petition is 
frequently exercised in the most positive and man- 
datory language that is consistent with respect to 
the body, and it may well be so. Itis the lan- 
uage not of supplicants. The Constitution never 
intended that our people should become suppli- 
cants, before they could have the privilege of ex- 
ressing their opinion to their representatives. 
tintended that the doors should be kept open, by 
which the people might speak in what language 
they pleased, provided it was respectful to their 
representatives, to let them know what the pub- 
lic voice was. This is the substance of the right 
of petition. It is the right of freemen, to be ex- 
excised like freemen, and not the language of mere 
supplicants who come with formal prayers in their 
mouths. Well, sir, if this is the true sense and 
understanding of the constitutional right of peti- 
tion—an appeal to their representatives in Con- 
gress—I ask what more effective, what more brief 
mode can be adopted than that which these per- 
sone have adopted? There is a great measure 
depending before Congress. They express their 
opinions upon, that great subject, and they ask 
that that expression of their opinion may be pre- 
sented to the Senate of their country, and to the 
House of Representatives. 

Now, sir, is not that a petition in the sense of 
the Constitution? Elow are you to distinguish 
between this and any other mode of appeal to 
the Senate, in writing, by ‘the citizen? They 
ask me to present it to the Senate. They ask in 
effect and impliedly, if the Senate will receive 
this expression of their opinion. You can make 
nothing more of it, sir; and unless we intend, by 
technical constructions and rigorous prescriptions 
of the rules, to confine the people to as precise a 
mode of coming before the Senate as possible, to 
make it a narrow and a difficult road, we shall 
never be very careful about the form or language 
in which the people express themselves. They 
have aright to be heard when they express a de- 
sire to be heard. Have they not here expressed 
a desire to be heard? Unquestionably they have. 

Itis said that there has been a case like this 
which has been decided otherwise. Perhaps that 
may have been. I recollect nothing of the casc. 
Į take it for granted that it is just exactly as gen- 
tlemen have stated. That is one case, Another 
case was supposed to exist, of resolutions of a 
conventionin Kentucky. Theirresolutions, how- 
ever, did not express any wish that they should 
be presented to the Senate of the United States; 
had not that in contemplation. Certainly that is 
no expression of any wish or of any petition, It 
could not therefore be heard by the Senate under 
the right of petition, or presented to the Senate. 

But here is the contrary; here is the express 


wish and opinion that it shall be presented; and | 


I leave it to the Senate—now that it is brought up 
again, and perhaps has received somewhat more 
consideration from Senators than it did on a former 
occasion—to say whether the right of the people 
shall be constrained and diminished, and cut down 
toa particular form or mode of expression, before 
they can be allowed to be heard by their own 
Senators or their own Representatives. I think, 
instead of contracting, we should enlarge and keep 
open all sorts of communication with the people; 
and that the Constitution of the United States so 
intended, when it regarded thisas a matter of con- 
sequence enough to be made a constitutional pro- 
vision, that the people should be heard upon their 
petitions, i 
‘The right of petition” is but parliamentary 
language. It is the right of the people to appeal 
to, and make known their opinions to their rep- 
yesentatives in writing. That isthe whole amount 
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of it; and if it does dyfamount to that, it is the 
poor, miserable, pitiful right of supplicants to 
come with. folded arms, and bowed heads, and 
bated breath, before Congress, and beg and sup- 
plicate. I hope no such doctrine will prevail here; 
and if ever such a decision has been given as has 
been alluded to, that it will never be repeated in 
the Senate. Sir, Edo not wish to occupy the time 
of the Senate longer. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question to 
be determined is,“ Will the Senate receive the 
paper; and shall it be read?’” + 

Mr. HALE called for the yeas and nays; and 
they were ordered. 

Mr. MASON. I agree with the honorable Sen- 
ator from Kentucky, as far as I have bad the good 
fortune to hear him, that the right of the citizen 
to petition Congress for a redress of grievances, 
taken from the old laws securing civil liberty in 
England, is one that is to be jealously guarded 
and preserved; yet I do not see the propriety, but 
I see great impropriety, in setting a precedent by 
which any citizens of any of the United States, 
expressing their opinions, as opinions, either by a 
separate meeting, as was done by these gentle- 
men, or otherwise, may send communications to 
the Senate or to the House of Representatives 
as expressive of the individual opinions of the 
citizens who express them. If that course were 
pursued, it seems to me that it would lead. and 
invite into a degeneration of this sacred right of 
petition, which is secured by our Constitution, 
and which we should ever cherish. 

It seems from the paper, as far as I heard it 
read, and from the newspapers out of doors, that 
these gentlemen, whoare certainly very respectable 
gentlemen, assembled at Washington to determ- 
Ime upon matters pertaining to the trusts com- 
mitted to them respectively by these railroad com- 
panies. They came here on no public errand 
whatever. They came here to consider their 
mutual interests in reference to the railroad trusts 
that had been committed to their charge; and 
being here, departing from the purpose of their 
mission to Washington, they organized them- 
selves into a mecting in onc of the parlors of one 
of the hotels and expressed their individual opin- 
ions, undoubtedly entitled to weight and consid- 
eration by those who know the gentlemen and 
know the value of their opinions. [do not know 
any of them, except one; I think I know one, 
personally. I doubt not their opinions are enti- 
tled to respect, but as the opinions of individual 
men. I might as well, asa citizen of Virginia, 
address a note to a member of Congress, and say, 
“ Such are my opinions; will you be good enough 
to lay them before the House of Representatives 
or the Senate?” [think it is a departure from 
ihe rule which protects the right of petition. The 
Senate has acted on this view. The other day, 
as I said just now, I received from one of the 
counties of my State, information that a meeting 
had been held there, and that the opinions of the 
mecting had been expressed on matters of great 
publicinterest. Whether aresolution wasad opted 
asking that they should be presented to the Sen- 
ate or not, I do not know; but I reecived a letter 
from a member of that mecting—I think the chair- 
man—asking me to present them to the Senate. I 
replicd to him, that L should do so with pleasure, 
but that the Senate at this session had declined 
receiving papers of that kind. I should not feel 
at liberty, therefore, to vote for this, having my- 
self declined to run counter to the action of the 
Senate. 

Mr. LIALE. Mr. President, I look upon this 


aga question of some importance. Sanction this 


| precedent, receive these proceedings, and my 


word for it your files will be encumbered with the 
proceedings of every little caucus that is holden 
from one end of this Union to the other. They 
will come here by the dozen from New Engiand, 
and from the great West, and everywhere else. 
This is not the place for them. Our rulesare cx- 
plicit. I think 
Kentucky in favor of the right of petition, or the 
right of instruction, or any other right, but as a 
matter of public convenience to the body, J ask 
that the Senate adhere to the rule it has always 
acted upon. I think I can say, without fear of 
contradiction, that this question has been raised 
every year that I have been a member of the Sen- 
ate, and that whenever the attention of the Senate 
has been called to it, they have uniformly refused 


will go as far as the Senator from | 
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to receiye the proceedings, not from any want of 
respectto the gentlemen that express the opinions, 
or hold the meeting; and certainly the honorable 
Senator from Kentucky does not want me to dis- 
claim that itis from no want of respect to him; for 
if I have any error towards him, it is that I re- 
spect him too much, and have so profound a rev- 
erence for his character, that sometimes the win- 
ning tones of his voice make me vote as he would, 
contrary to the convictions of my own under- 
standing. Thatis the danger. But, sir, I do want, 
while the Senate lasts, that it shall conduct its 
business upon the principle thatitalways has pur- 
sued, and that is, to receive petitions, memorials, 
addresses, or anything of that sort, respectfully 
addressed to it; butif youare going to go further 
than that, and let every meeting that is got up 
anywhere, pass a resolution requesting its pro- 
ceedings to be laid before the Senate and receive 
them, you will have to make new accommo- 
dations to pile away your papers, Every time 
you gointo the Secretary’s office, you sec a pretty 
large space that is reserved for the files, taken up 
by a mammoth petition of three thousand clergy- 
men, remonstrating against the passage of the Ne- 
braska bill. Adopt this principle, and you wil 
have the proceedings of every little caucus from 
one end of the Union to the other sent here, and 
the Senate, in short, will be made a sort of pile 
of the records of the caucuses of different parties 
holden from one end of the Union to the other. 
It seems to me the only rule of safety is for the 
Senate of the United States to persevere in the 
course*it has heretofore adopted, without any 
regard to the parties or sections, or whether the 
meeting be composed of railroad presidents, or 
superintendents, or any other class, You will get 
yourselves into difficulty by receiving them. The 
next thing will be that the railroad conductors 
will come on here, and they will have a meeting, 
and they will ask that their proceedings may be 
ut on your files; and if you have taken the pres- 
idents and superintendents, you must take the 
rocecdings of the conductors, and next, of the 
asscngers. How often is it, in every presiden- 
| tial contest, that a car full of passengers take a 
vote and express their opinions on the Presidency? 
The next thing will be that they will pass a res- 
olution that that vote be sent to the Senate and 
placed on its files. Now, let me assure the bon- 


| orable Senator from Kentucky that the zeal of his 


patriotism has outrun his judgment on this ques- 

tion, in my humble opinion, and that the course 

for us to pursue isto keep on as we have always 
one. 

Mr. SEWARD. I understand the yeas and 
nays have been called for on this question. . 

The VICE PRESIDENT. They have been 
ordered. 

Mr. SEWARD. I will barely state that on 
this occasion, as on every other since I have been 
in legislative life, I think, I shall vote for the re- 
ception of this paper. It isa maxim with me, 
derived from an old song, I think: 

“A health to him that would read 5 
A health to him that would write 5 


None ever fears that the wath be told, 
But him that the truth would indict.” 


I do not care in what way they come, whether 
they come as petitioners, or whether they come 
in publicassemblages. I do not remember exactly 
the language of the Constitution; but I believe the 
Constitution guaranties the right of the people to 
assembleand consider public affairs; and if that isa 
right valuable for anything, to be used foranything, 
itis toenable them to prescntthelr Representatives, 
their delegates, their agents, their reflections upon 
public affairs. I should, perhaps, feel some deli- 
cacy about this matter, if it were not that I have 
always acted upon the same principle, and on 
both the occasions referred to within the present 
session, I was in favor of receiving the papers 
presented. It does not make any difference to 
me whether they come from presidents of railroads 
or directors of railroads, or conductors of railroads, 
or passengers of railroads, or workmen of rail- 
roads; I think that it is respectful, it is consistent 
with the genius of our Government, and it will 
tend to public harmony, and to the best results, to 
allow the people always to address thetwo Houses 
of Congress whenever they do so in language of 
respect and consideration. f 

Mr. FESSENDEN. Mr. President, the yeas 
and nays having been ordered, it seems the fash- 
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ion, when a man is to answer yes or-no, that he 
should give his reason for it, for fear he may be 
misconstrued. I do not know thatitis of any very 
great consequence; but I cannot agree with the 
Senator from New York in relation to this matter, 
that because this is a representation to Congress 
we are therefore to pay no sort of attention to our 
own rules and our own convenience. If there was 
any sort of reason for this thing —if a refusal to 


receive this paper could be construed, in any shape | 


or form, into rejecting, or even disregarding in the 
slightest degree the right of petition, sacred as it 
is, and as we all admit it to be—{ should have no 
hesitation on the subject, nor should I be partic- 
ular about the form; but, sir, it is perfectly ob- 
vious that the Senator from Virginia is right: 
there is a very great difference between the right of 
petitioning alogislative body and the right of freely 
publishing and speaking your sentiments 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator will 
pause Itis the duty of the Chair to call up the 
list of special orders at this hour. 

Mr. MASON. There isa message on the table 
from the President of the United States, which is 
of great public interest, and I ask that it be read. 
if itis necessary, in order to have it read, that I 
should move to postpone the special order for the 

resent, I will make that motion. 

Mr. IVERSON. ‘Will the Senator from Vir- 
ginia withdraw his motion for a few moments 
unn lcan make a few remarks personal to my- 
self? 

Mr. MASON. Certainly. 


WITHDRAWAL OF A SENATOR. 


Mr. IVERSON. I send to the Secretary a com- 
munication addressed to the Senate, which 1 ask 
to have read, and then I propose to submit a few 
remarks. 

, The Secretary read the following communica- 
tion: 


Wasineron Orry, January 28, 1861. 
To the Senate of the United States: 


The undersigned has received official Information that, | 


on the 19th instant, a convention of the people of Georgia, 
recently assembled, and now in session, passed the follow 
ing ordinance: 

& An ordinance to dissolve the union between the State 
of Georgia and other States united with her under a com- 
pact of government, entitled the ‘ Constitution of the Uni- 
ted States of America.’ 

“ We, the people of the State of Georgia, in convention 
assembled, do declare and ordain, and it is hereby declared 
and ordained, that the ordinance adopted by the people of 
the State of Georgia in convention on the 2d day of Janu- 
ary, in the year of our Lord 1788, when the Constitution of 
the United States of America was assented to, ratified, and 
adopted ; and also all acts and parts of acts of the General 
Assembly of this State, ratifying and adopting amendments 
of the said Constitution, are hereby repealed, rescinded, 
and abrogated. : . 

« We do further declare and ordain, that the Union now 
subsisting between the State of Georgia and other States, 
under the name of the United States of America, is hereby 
dissolved; and that the State of Georgia is in the full pos- 
session and exercise of all those rights of sovereignty which 
belong and appertain to a tree and independent State.” 

The undersigned, recognizing the validity of said ordi- 
nance, and the fact that the State whieh be, in part, repre- 
sents in the Senate of the United States, has withdrawn 
from the Federal Union, and is now a separate, sovereign, 
and independent State, docs not feel at liberty any longer 
to take part in the proceedings of the Senate, and shall this 
day withdraw from the body. 

Very respectfully, ALFRED IVERSON. 

Mr. IVERSON. The paper just read by the 
Clerk informs the Senate of what has already been 
announced to the public in unofficial form, that 
the State of Georgia, by the solemn act of her sov- 
ereign convention, has withdrawn from the Fed- 
eral Union. She is no longer one of the United 
States of America, but has resumed all the pow- 
ers heretofore granted by her to the Federal Gov- 
ernment, and asserted her independence as a sep- 
arate und sovereign State. In performing this 
important and solemn act, she has been influenced 
by a deliberate and firm conviction that her safety, 


her interest, and her honor, demanded it. The 


opinion of her people has been gradually tending | 


the last ten years, and recent 
events have strengthened and confirmed it. An 
overwhelming majority of her people have, under 
the sanction of regularity and law, elected dele- 
gates to a convention, and 
tion a determination to withdraw from the Fed- 
eral Union; and the convention, by a like decisive 
majority, and in conformity with the popular will, 


to this point for 


has passed an ordinance of secession. Georgia is | 


one of six States which, within less than sixty 
days, have dissolved their connection with the 


d expressed in that elce- | 


| States to form a confederacy of their own: 


Federal Union, and declared their. separate inde- 
pendence. An election for delegates toa conven- 
tion now in session of another State, is known to 
have resulted in favor of the same fixed determ- 
ination, and steps are now in progress by all these 
Ina 
few weeks at furthest, a provisional government 
will be formed by them, with ample powers for 
their own defense—with power to enter into nego- 
tiations with other nations, to make war, conclude 


| peace, form treaties, and generally to do all other 


things which independent nations may of right 
do. Provision will be made for the admission of 
other States into the new Union; and it is confi- 
dently believed that, within a few.months, all the 
slaveholding States of the late Confederacy of the 
United States, will be united together in a bond 
of union far more homogeneous, and therefore 
more stable, than the one now being dissolved. 

I content myself, Mr. President, with a state- 
ment of these facts and these conclusions without” 
making an ‘argument to justify or defend them. 
I have only to say, that this action of my own 
State, and of her immediate southern neighbors 
and sisters, meets the approval of my well-con- 
sidered and deliberate judgment; and as one of her 
native sons and loyal subjects, I shall cheerfully 
and joyously cast my lot with her and ‘them, and 
sink or swim, live or die, I shal! be of and with 
her and them to the last. Sir, with the secession 
of the southern States, cither in whole or in part, 
and the formation of a southern confederacy, two 
grave and momentous alternatives will devolve 
upon the Federal Government and the remaining 
States which shall compose the Federal Union. 
You may acquiesce in the revolution, and acknowl- 
edge the independence of the new confederacy, or 
you may make war upon the seceding States and 
attempt to force them back into a Union with you. 
If you acknowledge our independence, and treat 
us as one of the nations of the earth, you can have 
friendly intercourse with us; you can have an 
equitable division of the public property and of 
the existing public debt of the United States. If 
you make war upon us, we will scize and hold all 
ihe public property within our borders or within 
our reach, and we will never pay one dollar of the 
public debt. War, by the laws of nations, extin- 
guishes all public and private obligations between 
the contending States, and the individual citizens 
who compose them. The first Federal gun fired 
upon the seceding States; the first drop of blood 
of any of their people shed by Federal troops, 
will cancel every public and private obligation of 
the South which may be duc cither to the Federal 
Government or to the northern people. 

We care not in what shape or form, or under 
whut pretexts, you attempt coercion. We shall 
consider and treat all and every effort to assert 
your authority over us as acts of war, and shall 
mectand resistthem. You may send your armies 
to invade us by land; your ships to blockade our 
ports, and desiroy our trade and commerce with 
other nations. You may abolish our ports of 
entry by act of Congress, and attempt to collect 
your Federal revenues by ships of war. You 
may do all or any of these or similar acts. They 
will be acts of war, and will be so understood 
and treated; and in whatever shape you attack | 
us, we will fight you. You beast of your supe- 


| rior numbers and your greater strength. Remem- 


ber that ‘ the race is not always to the swift, nor 


| the battle tothe strong.” You have your hundreds 


of thousands of fighting men. So have we; and, 
fighting upon our own soil, to preserve our rights, 
vindicate our honor, and defend our homes and 
firesides, our wives and children, from the inva- 


. t 
der, we shall not be easily conquered. You may | 


possibly overrun us, desolate our fields, burn our 
dwellings, lay our cities in ruins, murder our 


people, and reduce usto beggary; but you cannot i! 


subdue or subjugate us to yourgovernmentor your 
will. Your conquest, if you gain one, will cost you 
a hundred thousand lives, and morethanabundred | 
million dollars. Nay, more, it will take a stand- | 
ing arm nil- | 
lions of money annually, to keep us in subjec- | 
tion. You may whip us, but we will not stay | 
whipped. We 
cate our right 
oppressive and accursed yoke, and never ccase | 
the mortal strife until our whole white race is ex- 
tinguished and our fair land given over to desola- 
tion. You will have ships-of-war, and we may 


y of a hundred thousand men, and mil- || 


will rise again and again.to vindi- | 
to liberty, and to throw off your | 


king,” and it will find means to raise 


have none. ‘Youmay-blockade our ports and lock 
up our commerce. We. can live, if need be; with- 
outcommerce. But when youshutout our cotton 
from the looms of Europe, we shall‘see whether 
other nations will not have something tò 'sayand 
something to do ‘on that subject. .** Cotton is 
t 1 your block~ 
ade and disperse your ships. spegni piis 
Mr. President, I know: that. hopes -aveventer~ 
tained, and great efforts'are being made to retain 
the border slaveholding States in'thepresent Fed- 
eralUnion. Let coercive measures be commenced 
against the: southern confederacy, or any (of the 
seceding States, no matter in what form they ma 
be adopted, and all.such hopes and:efforts will 
vanish into thin air. The first act of Rederal le- 
gislation looking to coercion—the first Federal 
gun fired—the first Federal ship which takes her 
station off a southern: port to enforce the collec- 
tion of the Federal revenues—will-bring all. the 
other southern States, including even Maryland 
—laggard as she seems to be in the vindicatiorof 
southern independence-into an immediate ‘alli- 
ance and union with: their more.southern ‘sisters; 
and thus united, they will resist anddefy:all your 
efforts to subdue them. There are those, Mr. 
President, who, surrendering all hope of prevent» 
ing adisruption of the Union, and recognizing the 
existing fact of its dissolution, yet hope to see it 
reconstructed. Sir, war between the two sections 
will forever close the door to such a project. -E 
will not say, sir, that the southern States, if let 
alone, even after they have formed a separate con- 
federacy, will not listen respectfully to proposi- 
tionsof reconstruction. Let the North makethem, 
and we will consider them. The southern people 
have heretofore cherished a warm. and sincere 
attachment and reverence for the Union, and noth- 
ing but a stern conviction of the necessity and 
propriety of leaving it, and forming a safer:and 
more perfect Union, would have driven them to 
the alternative of separation fromit. When they 
see (if it shall not be too long deferred) a return-, 
ing sense of justice and fraternal feelings in the 
northern mind and heart, and can. find sufficient 
and reliable guarantees for the protection and per- 
manent enjoyment of their cquality and rights in 
the Union, they may, perhaps, reconsider their 
present action, and rejoin their former confeder~ 
ates. j : 
For myself, sir, fam free to declare that, unless 
my opinions shall be greatly changed, I shall 
never agree to the reconstruction of the Federal 
Union. fhe Rubicon is passed; and it shall never, 
with my consent, be recrossed. But in this sen- 
timent I may be overruled by the people of my 
State, and of the other southern States. I may 
safely say, however, that nothing will satisfy them 
or bring them back, short of a full and explicit rec- 
ognition and guarantee of the safety of their in- 
stitution of domestic slavery and the: protection 
of the constitutional rights for which in the Union 
they have been so long contending, and a denial 
of which, by their northern ‘confederates, has 
forced them into their present attitude of separate 


| independence. 


And now, Mr. President, it remains for me only 
to express my grateful acknowledgments and 
thanks for the uniform .courtesy and kindness 
with which I have been treated by all those Sen- 
ators with whom I have had official or social re- 
lations during my service in this body; and wish- 
ing them cach and all long life, prosperity, and 
happiness, I bid them farewell. 


RESOLUTIONS OF PENNSYLVANIA. 


Mr. BIGLER. Before proceeding to the read- 
ing of the message 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The motion of the 
Senator from Virginia was ‘to postpone all prior 
orders, and take up the message. 

Mr. BIGLER. Iam aware of that. 

Mr. MASON. I desire to retain that motion 
before the Senate. 

Mr. BIGLER. Iask the unanimous consent 
of the Senate to introduce a series of resolutions 
adopted by the Legislature of Pennsylvania on 
the 24th instant, in reference to the present con- 
dition of the country. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair hears 
no objection to the reception of the resolutions: 

Mr. BIGLER. lask that they be read printed, 
and laid on the table. i 

The Secretary read them. : 
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The resolutions were laid on the- table; and 
ordered to be printed. : 


MISSION OF PEACE FROM,VIRGINIA. 


Mr. MASON.. I now renew my motion. 
Mr. WILSON. ‘Will the Senator allow me to 
„present a petition 2 ; 

Mr. MASON. I: would cheerfully yield, but 
i suppose there are many other petitions. I ask 
that the message be read. 

The Secretary read the President’s message. 

Mr. MASON. The resolutions of the Legis- 
lature; I believe, accompany the message. [ask 
that they also may-be read. 

The Sceretary read them. 

Mr. MASON. Mr. President, I move thatthe 
message, together with the accompanying docu- 
“ments, be: printed. I make the motion in order 

. to enable me, with the permission of the Senate, 
to say a few words upon the message. I shall 
subsequently ask that they be laid upon the table 
as well as printed. 

The message of the President communicates to 
the Senate certain resolutions adopted by the Gen- 
eral Assembly of Virginia, now in session, ex- 

ressive of the sense and earnest desire of that 

tate, so far as that sense can be expressed by the 
legislative body, in regard to the great move- 
ment. which bas already separated the States of 
this Union. ‘They were not communicated to the 
‘Senate by the General Assembly of Virginia; but, 
as shown by one of the resolutions, they were 
communicated officially and formally to the Pres- 
ident of the United States by the General Assem- 
bly of Virginia. Asan evidence of what Virginia 
conceives to be the magnitude and importance of 
the occasion, as well expressed by the President 
in his message, Virginia thought it an occasion 
to bring from a dignified and honored retirement 
one of her sons, who had enjoyed not the conti- 
dence of Virginia alone, by being clevated to the 
highest posts in the public service of that State, 
but who subsequently became, through the vote 
of all the States, the President of the United 
States; an houorable mission confided to honora- 
ble hands. 

The purpose of the resolutions, Mr. President, 
is twofold: first, to inform the President that Vir- 
ginia has undertaken the office of mediating be- 
tween the two great sections of the country, in 
the hope that measures might be devised which, if 
they could not avert that which had already hap- 
pened—-the dissolution of the Union of the States— 
might be the means of healing that rupture, and 
of restoring the Union under guarantees and pro- 
visions that might be satisfactory to both sections. 
The next object of the resolutions was, to induce 
the President of the United States, as the execu- 
tive department of this Government, so far as lay 
with him, to refrain from any act which might 
bring into collision the public power of the United 
States with the public power of the States that 
have seceded, froma knowledge that, if such col- 
lision once ensued, it would be beyond the power 
of any mortal man to avert that greatest of all 
catastrophes to this country and to mankind— 
civil war between the States of this Union and the 
people of those other States, It was a great mis- 
sion which Virginia has thus instituted in the hope 
expressed by the resolutions: that this existing 
rupture of the States might be healed, and that 
every effort should be made in the mean time to 
avoid that greatest catastrophe—civil war. The 
President, in communicating those resolutions to 
Congress, has responded to the spirit of the Gen- 
eral Assembly, and has expressed the earnest 
hope that the objects of the General Assembly 
may be attained by Congress refraining from any 
act which would tend to lead to that collision. 

Mr. President, it is known that Virginia has 
participated in this movementas one of the States 
affected. Her General Assembly was called into | 
special session immediately after Congress met, | 
and the first act of that General Assembly was to 
summon the people of the: State in convention. 
That convention is to mect within three weeks 
from this tine—I chink the day is the 13th of Feb- 
ruary—and the great purpose of Virginia in the 
mission that she has instituted now, to Washing- 
ton, is to induce the Federal authorities to refrain 
from anyact which shall complicate and irretrieva- 
bly complicate the existing issues between the 


North and the South. How is that. to be donc? 
The President has said in his message that very | 


| itnow, sir, certainly not in anger; but I should 


little power rests with him; that he considers it 
his duty, a duty incumbent upon his office, to pro- 
vide for the security of the public property so far 
as it may be within his power; he has no author- 
ity. to initiate any act of hostility, and disclaims 
any purpose of doingsoif it were within his power. 

Í trust, sir, that this great object of Virginia in 
preserving the public peace between the opposing 
sections, for the time'being at least, may be suc- 
cessful. We know the Senate has been officially 
informed that, of the thirty-three States that con- 
stituted this Union, six have separated themselves 
from it by formal acts of the political community 
in each State, transacted asa political. commu- ! 
nity. That isa factaccomplished. Those States 
declare that they are now no longer members of 
this Confederacy. None can doubt, I presume, 
from the evidences before our senses almost, that 
other States are to follow. Tlie great object of 
Virginia in the mission instituted by these reso- | 
lutions to Congress, or to the President more prop- i 
erly—for they were addressed only to him—is to į 
preserve the public peace, in the hope, as cx- 
pressed in the resolutions, that if it be the pleas- 
ure of the other States to send commissioners 
here to mect those delegated by Virginia, they 
may devise some additional amendment to the 
Constitution in some form that will guaranty the 
rights of the minority section , which will be found 
acceptable to all the southern States,and may even 
win back those who have separated themselves ! 
from the Union; or if that cannot be done, and if, 
in the providence of the Almighty, it should be 
decreed that the existing confederation is to be 
permanently dissolved, still that the peace of this 
great continent shall be preserved notwithstand- 
ing; and if it shall result that these controverted 
questions are of a character which will admit of 
no solution satisfactory to the minority section, | 
still that the peace of the continant shal] be pre- 
served notwithstanding, and opportunity allowed 
for that great fund of good sense which is found 
in every section to interpose and take up the sub- 
ject as it may be found by events, and see if the | 
existing Union cannot be restored, or if some | 
other form of union, inthe nature ofa reconstruc- 
tion, cannot he devised, which, while it would in- ! 
sure the security of all, majorities and minorities, | 
would conduce to the great interests, the perma- 
nent interests, the abiding interests of the great 
people who are diffused all over the States. ‘That 
is the ulterior end. 

It is a great and an honorable office which my | 
honored and venerated State has undertaken. 
Should it unfortunately occur, however, cither 
from impatience in the States that have separated, 
or from any undue and over zeal in any department 
of the Federal Government, that the two sections 
should be brought into collision, there is an end 
of all negotiation. Men never negotiate in war. 
There must be a peace first. If there be any hon- 
able Senator on this floor, or any citizen of any 
one of the States, who, under existing events, yet 
indulges the belief that an attempt to enforce the 
Fedoral laws in the States that have declared them- 
selves beyond the Federal jurisdiction is not an 
act which leads to war,and to waralone, never was 
such a Senator or such a citizen more deluded. I 
have had occasion to say so heretofore. I speak 


speak it in sorrow, if I could be brought to con- 
template such an event. 

1 think too, Mr. President, that we have evi- 
dences—daily evidences—from that section of the | 
country which has separated itselffrom this Union, 
that, while the authorities there have thought it | 
necessary, as measures of precaution, to possess 
themselves, in the several States, of the forts, ar- 
scnals, navy-yards, and military materials found 
within their limits, acknowledging them to bea 
portion of the public property all the time, they 
have done so with no Intenton their partto make 
war; they have done so, as they conceived, only 
as measures of necessary, prudent precaution, in 
the event thatany war should unhappily be waged 
on them. And I think honorable Senators on the 
other side will respond to the declaration, when 
I say that there is not one of those States, when 
they shall be restored to the Union, if they shall 
be restored, or when the Government shall bere- | 
constructed, if it shall be reconstructed, or when |! 
peace shall be concluded. if war shall now follow, | 
who will not account for every dollar of the pub- 
lic property that they have taken. 


I think, Mr. President, we all see evidences 
from that quarter of tht country that there is no 
purpose on their part to break the peace. I think 
it is very natural, in such a state of things as ex- 
ists in the disordered condition of the times there, 
that the public mind should be very much inflamed 
and aroused, almost from its foundations. There 
may be a difficulty in regulating or moderating 
public sentiment; but I think we have seen evi- 
dences that the authorities there have done it; and 
we have seen—at least I have seen—nothing but 
an earnest desire on their part to be allowed to 
keep the public peace. 

Nor, Mr. President, have they been actuated 
in this by anything like fear. They would meet 
a like disposition on the part of the Federal Gov- 
ernment with joy; but, in the language of the old 
Indian chief, which has becn immortalized by the 

en of one of Virginia’s statesmen: ** Do not har- 

or athought that that would be the joy of fear.” 
I say, sir, I believe those States are actuated at 
this moment by an carnest desire to refrain from 
every act which would break the public peace. 
The State of Virginia has invoked a like dispo- 
sition on the part of this Government. I hope 
it will be successful. Tt is the only mode now 
left, under the direction of the Supreme Being, 
by which the people of this country can be saved 
from a civil war, and restored to Government re- 
lations, in some form, under auspices that may 
yet lead a united country back to that great path 
of prosperity and strength and honor from which 
they have been diverted from the present (as I 
coùsider it) necessary movement on the part of 
thog States. 

I have deemed it incumbent upon me, Mr. 
President, as this mediation originated with my 
State, to respond to the sentiments expressed in 
the message, in an earnest desire that the public 
peace may be preserved until events work out in 
their own way, the great revolution which is im- 
pending, or rather which is perfected in six of the 
States of this Union. I move that the papers be 
printed, and laid on the table. 

» Mr. HALE. Lhave listened to the Senator 
from Virginia, and to the message of the Presi- 
dent transmitting the resolutions of the State of 
Virginia, I trust with all the respect and solici- 
tude which they demand of a man occupying the 
place which I do; but I want to ask the Senator 
from Virginia a single question. and I can assure 
him I do it in no captious spirit, but with a sim- 
cere desire that the country may know everything 
that is going on. Itis this: whether the State of 
Virginia, in the solemn and deliberate action she 
has taken in her appeal to the Federal Govern- 
ment not to make war, she nothaving as yet fired 
a single gun, also, at the same time, thought it 
necessary to appeal to any State of the Union 
that has put herself in a warlike attitude, to re- 


| frain and keep hands off until the question is set- 


tled? Task for information. 

Mr. MASON. The object of Virginia would 
have been very imperfectly attempted, had Vir- 
ginia not done exactly what the honorable Sen- 
ator has inquired. Virginia sent a commissioner 
here, one of her most distinguished and honored 
citizens, to bear the communication to the Pres- 
ident asking forbearance of the Federal Govern- 
ment; and the resolutions show that at the same 
time she sent John Robertson, a gentleman who 
also shares the unbounded confidence of the State, 
as he has shared its honors, as a commissioner 
to all the States that have yet separated, or that 
may separate, upon the same mission, entreating 
them to forbear from any hostile act. 

Mr, CLINGMAN. I wish to offer a few ob- 
servations upon this subject; but I understand 
the honorable Senator from California desires to 
have the Pacific railroad bill taken up. Ido not 
wish to interfere with that or other special orders. 
[**Goon.”} Ido not desire to do so at this time. 
I shall not occupy more than half an hour of the 
time of the Senate possibly; but if it is agreeable 
to the Senator from California, as I understand 
itis, for this subject to go over until to-morrow 
or the next day, [am perfectly satisfied; and if 
it does not interfere with any other Senator, I 
ask him to designate any later day than to-mor- 
row, when I might occupy the floor for a short. 
time on this subject. 

Mr.GWIN. Say one o'clock on Wednesday. 

Mr. CLINGMAN. Iassent to that, that it 
be postponed until one o'clock on Wednesday, 


1861. 


and then, if agreeable to.the Senate, I desire to | 
offer a few observations on this subject. 

. The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Foor in 
the chair.) The Senator from North Carolina 
moves that the further consideration of this subject | 
be postponed until Wednesday next, and made 
the special order for that day at one o’clock. 

. Mr. MASON. That order does not include 
the motion to print I suppose ? 

Mr. CLINGMAN. My object is merely to 
discuss the subject briefly, not to make an elab- 
orate speech. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. Let it pass over, then. 

Mr. CLINGMAN. I prefer its going over. 
That will not interfere with the motion to print. 

Mr. MASON. We can settle it in this way: 
let the motion to print be put, and I hope carried; 
and then move to print an additional number, and 
let that go over. 

Mr. CLINGMAN. Well, sir, I am willing it 
should take that course, and will make the motion 
in that form. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The first ques- i 
tion is on the motion to print the usual number. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It is further 
moved to print an extra number of this commu- 
nication. 

Mr. CLINGMAN. I move that that be post- 
poned until Wednesday next. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. I wish to address the Sen- 
ate, and have desired to do so for some days, I 
do not know that a better opportunity will offer 
than the present, and particularly as my time will 
be short here. i ~ 

Mr. CLINGMAN. Then I will give way. I 
made that motion on conference with the Senator 
from California; but I yield to the Senator be- 
cause I am well aware of the condition of things 
existing in his own State. I hope that, after he 
has concluded, the subject may be disposed of in 
the way I indicated. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Sen- 
ator from North Carolina withdraw the motion 
to postpone? 

Mr. CLINGMAN. Yes, sir. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The motion is 
withdrawn. 

Mr. CLINGMAN. I ask the Senator, when 
he concludes, to move to postpone it in the man~- 
ner I have indicated. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. Yes, sir. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question 
now is on ordering an extra number of copies of 
the communication to be printed. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. Mr. President, the right 
of a State to withdraw from the Union is the 
transcendent issue before the country, and I pro- 

ose to give ita brief discussion. If it be legal, it 
should be peaceful; if not—if but a right of rebel- 
lion—it involves war and subjugation, unless the 
rebellion becomes successful revolution. 

Whether the secession of a State be the exer- 
cise of a legal or revolutionary right, must depend 
ultimately upon the question of sovereignty. 
Where is that paramount power vested? It must 
exist in every nation, and as perfectly in one form 
of government as another. i 

In 1 Blackstone’s Commentaries, pp. 48, 49, it 
ig said that— 

«“ However the several formsof government we now see 
in the world at first actually began, is matter of great un- 
certainty and has occasioned infinite disputes. Itis not 
my business or intention to enter into any of them. How- 
ever they began, or by what right soever they subsist, tbere 
is and must be in all of them a supreme, irresistible, abso- 
lute, and uncontrolled authority, in which jura summi tm- 
perii, or the rights of sovereignty, reside.” 

In a despotism, the monarch is sovereign. In 
Great Britain the sovercignty is lodged in the 
King, Lords,and Commons. These are the sov- 
creigns; because the acts of the despot and of the 
legislative authority of Great Britain control all 
individuals and all other powers of the State, and 
are subject to no revision or reversal. In Amor- 
ica itis an undisputed political axiom that sov- 
ereignty resides in the people. Governments, in 
this country, are not sovereigns; they are re- 
strained by constitutions, which are mere charts 
or grants of power from the people, who can ab- 
rogate these charts, revoke their grants, inst 


itute 
new governmenis, and in whom only can reside 
the nights of sovereignty, that sum of all civil and 
political power, which controls all authorities, 
and is controlled bynone. Sovereignty 1s not in | 


the people as a mass of individuals, but as.a po- 
litical body or community; and the issue is, does 
it reside in the whole people of the United States 
as a political community, or does it remain in the 
people of the several States, forming distinct, sep- 


| arate communities, though united for special pur- 


poses ina Federal Union? This is a practical 
issue, and depends on historical facts. 

That the colonies were distinet and separate 
from each other, having the same executive head, 
but no political connection, is as indubitable as 
any fact upon the records of history. That the 
delegates in the Continental Congress did not rep- 
resent the whole people of the colonies as one 
political body, but that each delegation was chosen 
and appointed severally, by each several colony, 
to attend the ‘* Congress of delegates’’ from the 
other colonies, and assist in devising means for the 
perpetuation of their liberties, isa fact attested by 
the Journals of the Congress. Each delegation 
presented its credentials from the respective col- 
ony or province from which it had been deputed. 
The vote was by colonies; each colony having 
but one vote. No question could be determined 
on the day of its debate if ‘any colony” desired 
its postponement. (Journals of Congress, vol- 
ume 1, page 7.) Their first declaration was in 
the name of the ** good people”’ of the several colo- 
nies of New Hampshire, Massachusetts Bay, &c., 
enumerating the thirteen who had, in the language 
ofthe declaration, ‘* severally elected, constituted, 
and appointed deputies to mect and sit in General 
Congress,” &c., and who, in vindication of their 
rights and liberties, resolved— 

“That the foundation of English liberty, and of all free 


| government, is a right in the people to participate in their 


legislative council; and as the English colonists are not rep- 
resented, and, from their local and other circumstances, 
cannot properly be represented in the British Parliament, 
they are entitled to a free and exclusive power of legisla- 
tion in their several provincial Legislatures,where their right 
of representation can alone be preserved in all cases of 
taxation and internal polity, subject only to the negative 
of the sovereign, in such manner as has been heretofore 
used and accustomed. But, from the necessity of the case, 
and a regard to the mutual interests of both countries, we 
cheerfully consent to the operation of such acts of the 
British Parliament as are bona fide restrained to the regu- 
lation of our external commerce, for the purpose of secur- 
ing the commercial advantages of the whole empire to the 
mother comitry, and the commercial benefits of its respect- 
ive members, excluding every idea of taxation, internal 
or external, for raising a revenue on the subjects in Amer- 
ica without their consent.” 

Here is an unequivocal declaration that the col- 
onists were entitled to a free and exclusive power 
of legislation—not in any gencral Congress or 
Legislature of the colonies, for there had been no 
such Legislature, but in their several, provincial 
Legislatures—showing that the provinces werc, 
from the beginning, totally distinct and separate 
from each other. ‘I'he style of the proceedings 
in Congress was, in some instances, by the title 
of the United Colonies; in others, by that of the 
United Colonies of New Hampshire, Massachu- 
setts Bay ,&c., cnumerating the whole—these titles 
being the equivalents of each other. 

The United Colonies, dissolving all political 
connection between themselves and Great Britain, 
declared themselves to be free and independent 
States, and not a single free and independent State 
or nation. This act, though done by the colonies 
united in Congress, was in fact the act of each 
one of the colonies. Each of the colonies had 
instructed, expressly or virtually, their respective 
delegates to unite in such declaration. It was 
upon the instructions from Virginia that the mo- 
tion was offered in convention, and those instruc- 
tions expressly reserved the right of self-govern- 
ment to the States. The several colonies were— 
and had been for some period—in a de facto state 
of independence. Hostilities commencing at Lex- 
ington in April, 1775, had been vigorously pros- 
ecuted. Massachusetts, in the same month, voted 
to raise thirteen thousand six hundred men; Rhode 
Island, fifteen hundred; Connecticut, six regi- 


ments; New Hampshire, in May, three regiments. | 


In March, 1776, South Carolina established a 
constitution; Virginia had her bill of rights and 


frame of government; the allegiance of the citi- | 


zens of the different colonies was claimed as due 
to each colony, and not to Great Britain. Such 
was the opinion and declaration of Congress on 
the 24th June, 1776, to the effect thai— 

« AJl persons, members of, or owing allegiance to, any of 
the United Colonies, who shall levy war against any of the 


said colonies within the same, or be adherent to the King 
of Great Britain, or other encmies of the said colonies, or 
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giving to hini or them aid 
f Pa x 


any of them, within the same, 
and comfort, are guilty: of treason: against: such colo: 


purpose, cannot affect the great truth that“thë 


the Confederacy was the United States of Amer- 
ica, and, by the stipulation of the second article, 
each State expressly retained its sovereignty, free- 
dom, and independence, and every power, juris- 
diction, and right, which is not by this Conteder- 
ation expressly delegated to the United States in 
Congress assembled. In the treaty of peace the 
thirteen United States, by their respective titles, 
were acknowledged by Great Britain to be free 
and independent States. ` 
These facts are conclusive that thè colonies were 
separate and distinct from each other; that they 
were represented as distinct bodies in Congress 
—voted as such; that, as. States, they remained 
separate and distinct; that there was rio such'com- 
munity known or recognized as the people of the 
United Colonies or the people of the United States; 
but the political communities were the people of - 
the several colonies—afterwards the people of the 
several States—it being expressly declared intheir 
compact that each State retained its sovereignty, 
and every power not granted to the Confederacy. 
The several States being sovercign members of 
this the first Confederacy, did they cease to be 
sovereign by their act in the adoption of the Fed- 
eral Constitution? Did they become a single na- 
tion, ora consolidated political unity, or did they 
remain a Confederacy of States? That they acted — 
as States, as separate sovercign communities; in the 
framing and ratification of the Constitution, is un- 
deniable. The vote inconvention was by States, 
each State by its delegates having but one vote. 
The Constitution was transmitted through the 
Congressof the Confederation to the Legislatures 
of the several States, and was by them respect- 
ively submitted to State conventions clected and 
assembled under the law of each State. . It was 
ratified by conventions severally of each. State 
acting for itself, and became obligatory: by the 
article declaring that “the ratifications of the con- 
ventions of nine Statcs shall be sufficient-for. the 
establishment of this Constitution between. the 
States so ratifying the same.” The first State in 
the process of ratification was Delaware, on the 
12th December, 1787; the ninth, New Hampshire, 
on the Qlst June, 1788.. The Constitution was 
then established as a chart of Government be- 
tween the nine ratifying States, and had it gone 
into immediate operation, Virginia, New York, 
North Carolina, and Rhode Island would have 
been forcign States, separate anid independent: of 
the Confederacy and of each other. And when the 
new Government went into operation in March, 
1789, North Carolina and Rhode Island having 
declined to ratify, were foreign States, and were 
treated as such in the act of July 31, 1789.. The 
ratifications of the eleven States could not impose 


| the Constitution on North Carolina and Rhode 


Island ;and the ratifications of twelve could notim- 
poseiton Rhode Island, and had shenever acceded 
to the Constitution she would have remained to this 
day as separate and independent as France, Eng- 
land, orany other foreign Power. Fach Stateacted 
for itself, and was bound by its own act, and that 


| alone, in the adoption of the Constitution. 


But the States, though sovereign, had, it may 
be said, the power to abandon their sovereignty; 
to annihilate themselves, and créate.a new nation; 
and it is insisted that this has-been effected, and 
that the grants and prohibitions of the Constitu- 
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tion extinguish, at least pro tanto, the sovereignty 
itself of the States. But this proposition is a mis- 
conception, confounding the distinction between 
sovereignty and the functions and. powers of sov- 
ereignty.. The latter, in representative Govern- 
ments, must be exercised by agents; but the sov- 
ercignty itself remains in the principal, namely, 
the people from whom the powers are derived, 

and by whom they may. be recalled. 
. Itrsgenerally conceded that the grants of powers 
in the constitution of a State do not affect the 
sovereignty which remains in the political body, 
namely, the people, who can alter, modify, and 
revoke such constitution. ‘This being admitted, 
can, itbe contended that the delegation, by several 
States, of certain powers of sovereignty to be ex- 
ercised conjointly by a Federal Government or 
common agency, instituted by them for that pur- 
pose, impairs ‘the sovereignty of each of the 
tates? These powers being delegated, remain 
the powers of the principal. By the delegation 
of a portion of its powers, the State is not anni- 
hilated, Shestillretains her separate organization; 
her existence asa distinct political community; 
her independent Legislatare; her control over the 
roperty, social and domestic relations, and crim- 
inal jurisdiction of the country, every right and 
power not delegated, and, in fact, her body politic 
in every respect; and has not lost that sovereignty 
residing as an active, regulated, recognized, and 
all-controlling power in the people of the State. 
And such is theauthoritative opinion of most dis- 
tinguished publicists on the sovereignty of States 
„in confederation, Vattel (Book 1, chap. 184) says: 
« Every nation that governs itself, under what form so- 


ever, without dependence on any foreign Power, is a sov- 
ereign State.” 


And section ten: 


“Several sovereign and Independent States may unite 
themselves by a perpetual confederacy without ceasing to 
be each, individually, a perfect State. They will together 
constitute a federalrepublie. ‘Theirjoint deliberations will 
not impair the sovereignty of each member, though they 
may, in certain respects, put some restraint on the exercise 
of it, in virtue of voluntary engagements. A person does 
not cease to be free and independent when he is obliged to 
fulfill engagements which he has voluntarily contracted. 

“ Such were formerly the cities of Greece; such are at 
present the seven United Provinces of the Netherlands ; 
and such the members of the [Helvetic body,” 


Judge Tucker, the distinguished commentator 
on Blackstone, treats this subject in a very lucid 
manner, as follows: 


“his independency of States, and their being distinct 
political bodies from each other, is not obstructed by any 
alliance ‘or confederacics whatsoever, about exercising 
jointly any parts of the supreme power; such as those of 
peace and war, in leagues offensive and defensive. Two 
States, notwithstanding such treaties, are separate bodies 
and independent. 

«They are, then, only deemed politically united when 
some one person or council is constituted with a right to 
exercise some essential powers for both, and to hinder 
either from exercising them separately. If any person or 
council is empowered to exercise all these essential pow- 
ers for both, they are then one State: such is the state of 
England and Scotland, since the act of union made at the 
beginning of the eighteenth century, whereby the two king- 
doms were incorporated into one, all parts of the supreme 
power of both kingdoms being thenecforward united and 
vested in thea three estates of the realm of Great Britain; 
by which entire coalition, though both kingdoms retain 
their ancient laws aud usages in many respects, they are 
as effectually united and incorporated as the several petty 
Kingdoms which composed the Heptarchy were betore that 
period. 

“But when only a portion of the supreme civil power is 
vested in one person or council for both, such as that of 
peace and war, or of deciding controversies between dif- 
ferent States, or their subjects, whilst cach State within 
itself exercises other parts of the supreme power, independ- 
ently of all the others; in this case they are called systems 
of States, which Burlamaqui defines to be an assemblage 
of perfect governments, strictly united by some common 
bond, so that they seem to make but a single body with re- 
spect to those affairs which interest them in common, 
though euch preserves its sovereignty fulland entire, inde- 
pendently of all the others.” £ * ia * And 
in this case, he adds, the confederate States engage to cach 
other only to exercise with common consent certain parts 
of the sovereignty, especially those which relate to their 
mutual defense against foreign enemies. But each of the 
confederates retains an entire liberty of exercising as it 
thinks proper those parts of the sovereignty which are not 
mentioned in the treaty of union as parts that ought to be 
exercised in common. And of this nature is the American 
Confederacy, in which cach State has resigned the exer- 
cise of certain parts of the supreme civil power which they 
possessed before—except in common with the other States 
included in the Confederacy—reserving to themselves alt 
their former powers, which are not delegated to the United 
States by the common bond of Union. 

* A visible distinction, and not less important than ob- 
vious, cecurs to our observation in comparing these differ- 
ent kinds of union. The kingdoms of England and Scot- 
laud are united into one kingdom; and the two contracting 
States by such an incorporate union are, in the opinion of 


Judge Blackstone, totally annihijated, without any power 
of revival; anda third arises from their conjunction, in 
which all the rights of sovereignty, and particularly that of 
legislation, are vested. From whence he expresses a doubt 
whether any infringements of the fundamental and essen- 
tial conditions of the union would, of itself, dissolve the 
union of those kingdoms; though he readily admits that in 
the case of a federate alliance such an infringement would 
certainly rescind. the compact between the confederate 
States. In the United States of America, on the contrary, 
each State retains its own antecedent form of government ; 
its own laws, subject to the alteration and control of its 
own Legislature only ; its own executive officers and coun- 
cil of State ; its own courts of judicature ; its own judges 5 
its own magistrates, civil officers, and officers of the mil- 
itia; and, in short, its own civil State, or body politic, in 
every respect whatsoever. And by the express declaration 
of the twelfth article to the amendments to the Constitu- 
tion, the powers not delegated tosthe United States by the 
Constitution, nor prohibited by it to the States, are reserved 
to the States respectively, or to the people. In Great Britain, 
a new civil State is created by the annihilation of two an- 
tecedent civil States; in the American States, a general 


federal council, and administrative, is provided, for the 


‘joint exercise of such of their several powergas can be more 
conveniently exercised in that mode than any other, leav- 
ing their civil State unaltered, and all the other powers 
which the States antecedently possessed to be exercised by 
them respectively as if no Union or connection were estab- 
lishesl between them.”? 

Some of the higher powers of sovereignty arc 
delegated to the Gencral Government; but this has 
no greater efficiency in transferring sovereignty 
itself than the grant of its most insignificant func- 
tion or attribute. When Texas was a separate 
Republic, she exercised all those grand powers 
of peace and war, of alliances and the regulation 
of foreign commerce, which throw such dazzling 
luster over the Government of the United States. 
She had intrusted these and other powers under 


her constitution to a single agent, namely, the, 


Government of the Republic. By virtue of her 


| sovereignty, which she had not relinquished or 


impaired, she, at the period of annexation, dis- 
tributed these powers between two agents—one 
the Federal and the other her present State Gov- 
ernment. Ig she not as sovereign now as she was 
before this distribution? Is not the General Gov- 
ernment, to which she has delegated some of her 
powers, just as much her trustee as was the Gov- 
ernmentof the Republic to which she had formerly 
intrusted them? And has she not the same right 
and power to resume them now that she had to 


recall them from her former trustee and vest them | 


in her present agent or attorney? She has not 
abandoned the powers ceded to the Federal Gov- 
ernment; she has only delegated them. She is 
still a State, a political body, with control over 
the lives, the liberties, and property of her people. 
She entered the Confederacy by compact; and the 
cession of some of her powers does not detract 
from her sovereignty. The deliberations in com- 
mon, says Vattel, offer no violence to the sov- 
ereignty of each member of a confederacy. 

The power of the Gencral Government to pun- 
ish individuals for crimes, to collect taxes and im- 
posts from individuals without the direct consent 
of the State, is relied on as an argument that the 
Union is not a Confederacy of States, butis a 
consolidated Government over the people of the 
United States. Itis generally conceded that the 
States were parties to the old Confederacy, that 
they were sovereign; and yet, postage under that 
Confederacy was collected from individuals; mili- 
tary and naval officers were appointed with juris- 
diction over life, and men were executed under 
that jurisdiction; and courts of admiralty had ju- 
risdiction over persons and property. Jurisdic- 
tion over individuals, then, does not destroy the 
federative character of the Union. In the forty- 
fifth number of the Federalist, Mr. Madison says 
that the new Constitution— 

& Consists much less in the addition of new powers to the 
Union than in the invigoration of its original powers. The 
regulation of commerce, it is true, is anew power. The 
powers relating to war and peace, armies and ficets, treat- 
ies and finance, with the other more considerable powers, 
are all vested in the existing Congress, by the Articles of 
Contederation. The proposed change does not enlarge these 
powers; it only substitutes a more effective method of ad- 
ministering them. The change relating to taxation may be 
regarded as the most important; and yet, the present Con- 


gress have as compicte authority to require of the States 
indefinite supplies of money, for the common defense and 


general welfare, as the future Congress will have to re- | 


quire them of individual citizens; and the latter will be no 
more bound than the States themselves have been to pay 
the quotas respectively taxed on them.” 

I have shown that in certain particulars there 
was, under the confederation, a direct connection 
between the Governmentand individuals; and the 
only effect of extending this direct action to the 
operations of the Government generally, was to 
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impart energy and vigor, but not to change the 


| ratification. 


federative character of the Union. Had the States 
paid their quotas, or could the payment have been 
enforced by the like peaceable processes which 
are.successful against single persons, there would 
have been little or no necessity for the adoption 
of a new Constitution. But the action of the 
Federal Government, whether upon the State gov- 
ernments or on single persons, has force ina State 
by its assent only; and whether the State collects 
the taxes and pays them over to the General Gov- 
ernment, or whether, by her concurrence, the func- 
tionaries of that Government collect them from 
individuals, can be of no importance, nor can it 
detract from the sovereignty of the State, or con- 
vert a confederacy of States into a consolida- 
tion. 

The phraseology of the preamble—* We, the 
people of the United States’’—is often relied upon 
in support of the position that the Constitution 
was framed by the whole people of the United 
States, and not by the people of the several 
States, as distinct communities. The preamble, 
as reported by the committee ofdetails, was: ** We, 
the people of the States of New Hampshire, Mas- 
sachusetts, Rhode Island,” &c., through the 
thirteen. This was altered by the committee of 
style and arrangement to, ‘¢ We, the people of the 
United States,” without assigning any reason for 
the change. But the phrases are the equivalents 
ofeach other. The States were there, in confed- 
eracy. The Articles of Confederation were in 
terms between New Hampshire, Massachusetts, 
&c.; and the style of the Confederation was * the 
United States of America;”’ and the terms, ‘ the 
people of New Hampshire,” &c., (specifying the 
whole of them,) and, ‘the people of the United 
States,” were identically the same thing in mean- 
ing and substance. There was, however, a sub- 
stantial reason for the change in this instance. 
The Constitution was to be binding between those 
States only that ratified the same, and the States 
which would accede to this new Union could not 
be known or enumerated until after the acts of 
If the old Union was but a Confed- 
eracy—and that is admitted—the new cannot be 
a consolidation from the use of the phrase ** Uni- 
ted States,” which was, in fact, the style and title 
of the old Confederacy, and which was expressly 
between the thirteen States by specification and 
title, or between the people of those States; for 
the people of a State, as a political body, is the 
State itself. 

The sixth.article of the Constitution, declaring 
the Constitution and laws made in pursuance there- 
of, and treaties, to be the supreme law of the land, 
is supposed to give the General Government spe- 
cial supremacy beyond the control of the States, 
and, in fact, subject to no control, except the will 
of a majority of the people of the United States. 
This is not so much a new power, as a more spe- 
cific expression of the intent of the stipulation in 
the Articles of Confederation, that— 

“& Every State shall abide by the determination of the 
United States in Congress assembled, on all questions 
which, by this confederation, is submitted to them.” 

The grant of such authority expressly or by 
implication wag a necessity to the operation of the 
General Government. Its powers are limited. 
Those of the State governments general. The Con- 
stitution and laws of the United States, if not su- 
preme, would have been in constant collision with 
those of the States. The constitution and laws of 
one State vary from those of other States; and 
unless those of the United States were paramount, 
they might be valid.in some States, and without 
effect in others. It was proper that laws made by 
the authority of all the States should be superior 
to those of a single State; otherwisc, they would 
have been almost nugatory and inoperative. 
This supremacy of the laws of the United States 
within the limits ofa State arises from the assent 
of the people of that State to the Constitution. ‘To 
that extent it may be regarded as the constitution 
of the State; and the Federal officers, but the func- 
tionaries of the State. If the State of South Car- 
olina were now to form two governments within 
the limits of that State, one with the powers that 
had been delegated to the Federal Government, 
and the other with the ordinary powers of her 
former State government, with the delcaration that 
the laws of the former should be supreme when 
they came in conflict with those of the latter, this 
would not impair the sovereignty of the people 
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that. had delegated the powers 
governments. 

Another argument against the sovereignty of 
the States is, that treason may be committed 
against the United States; that treason is a breach 


of allegiance; that allegiance is due toa sovereign; | 


and that, therefore, the United States are sover- 
eign. Itis certainly competent for a number of 
sovereigns to stipulate that war levied against 
them in their united capacity should be defined 
and punished as treason. Would the United 
States have had the power to define and punish 
the crime of treason without express grant in the 
Constitution? Certainly not. In 1832, a ques- 
tion was raised whether the German confedera- 
tion was a State, ana consequently the object of 
treason. The Diet, for future cases, decreed to 
the effect that since every State was part and par- 
cel of the confederation, crimes committed against 
the Confederation should be punished as treason 
against every particular State. (Westminster 
Review, July, 1860.) Legislation was required in 
Germany before the crime against the confedera- 
tion could be punished; and had it been determined 
that the crime should be punished as treason 
against the State where committed, its soundness 
could not have been disputed. 

But if the Constitution had not defined the 
crime of levying war as treason against the Uni- 
ted States, would not the offense have been trea- 
son against the State where committed ? The Con- 
stitution and laws of the United Statesare in fact 
the laws and constitution of the State, and the 
crime might have been regarded as a, breach of 
allegiance to the State. 

But nothing can be inferred against the federa- 
tive character of the Union from the fact that a 
crime against the common Government is defined 
and is to be punished as treason. 

This is the stipulation and agreement of the 
several sovereign parties. They were under no 
compulsion to adhere strictly to the technicality 
that treason was the breach of allegiance. They 
had the power to define any crime against them 
jointly to be treason. If war against the old Con- 
federacy had been defined treason against the Uni- 
ted States, this would not have impugned its 
character as a federation, nor the sovercignty of 
the constituent States; nor can it derogate from 
the sovereignty of these parties that, in the new 
compact, they defined the crime of levying war 
against them jointly to be treason, and provided 
for its punishment. 

From the facts and considerations detailed, the 
conclusion is irresistible that the States were, each 
one of them, sovereign, prior to the adoption of 
the Federal Constitution; that the Constitution 
is a compact between these sovereign States, by 
which they delegated a portion of the powers of 
sovereignty to be exercised conjointly by a Gen- 
eral Government; that they reserved to themselves 
all the powers not delegated; that they still con- 
tinued as States; that they ratified the Constitu- 
tion, each State for itself, in its highest sovereign 
capacity, in convention Assembled i each State, 
under the law thereof; that it became binding on 
the people of each State by the act of the State, 
and not by the ratification of any or of all the 
other States; that the people of the several States, 
acting as distinct political communities, were the 


parties to the compact; that no such politica] body | 


has existed as the people of the United States, 
nor were they a party to the compact in a politi- 
cal capacity, or otherwise, except as the people 
of thirteen separate and distinct States; that, 
though high and important powers of sovereignty 
were delegated, yet soverelgnty itself remained 
in the people severally of the States, that they 
have only delegated powers, not sovereignty. 
Each State, or the people of each State, as a 
political body, being sovereign, has the unques- 
tioned power to modify, change, control, and sub- 
vert their State government and establish another; 


to both of these 


or, whatis equivalent, they can revoke their grants | 


of power, and adopt a new constitution or chart 
of grants. This principle of sovereignty is so well 
recognized, that, generally, the mode of its exer- 
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cise is prescribed. 
all authorities and-citizens must submit to its de- 
cision. But the State is, in every respect, as much 
a sovereign, with regard to the powers it hasdel- 
egated to the general agency or Government, as 
to those which it delegated ‘to its State. govern- 
ment. It has control over all those powers, be- 
cause they are only delegated, not surrendered or 
abandoned, to either of these governments. If 
they were relinquished, the State would no longer 
exist as a body-politic; the sovereignty would be 
in the Government to which it was transferred; 
and to the people would be left, not that regulated 
right, acknowledged and recognized by Ameriean 
theory and practice, but that imaginary sover- 
eighty which is supposed to exist even under a 
despotic monarchy, A 

The States, and they alone, being parties to the 
Constitution, it is as between them a compact, or 
league, although it is a frame of Government for 
those upon whom it operates; and the States being 
sovereign members of this league, or confeder- 
acy, have a right, as stable as the foundations of 
international law, to renounce the league at any 
time, and withdraw from the federation. They 
are bound to their confederates by the ties of good 
faith. The tranquillity and security of mankind 
depend upon a due regard to the rights of others. 
But each State can, with or without cause, sepa- 
rate from the others, being answerable as one 
nation is to another. Ifa treaty has been already 
violated by the other parties, her separation is no 
just cause of war. Each party or nation must 
judge for itself; and if her confederates will make 
war upon aseceding State, with or without cause, 
she must abide the issue. The right of secession 
depends on international law. It is above and 
independent of the Constitution. If, however, 
sovereignty itself was but a right, then it exists 
in the State, among the reserved rights under the 
Constitution. Such right has not been prohibited 
to the States. But sovereignty is the creator, 
not the creature of constitutions. The Constitu- 
tion does not deal with sovereignty in any other 
manner except as receiving all its grants and au- 
thority from that source. 

If the States be sovereign, the act of withdrawal 
cannot, without an utter misconception and con- 


fusion of terms, be pronounced rebellion. This | 


is the open renunciation of the authority of the 
Government to which one owes allegiance. The 


distinction between a rebel and an enemy is, that | 


the former owes allegiance to the Government he 
attacks. Now, a sovereign State owés no alle- 
giance to any power. Its citizen owes obedience 
to the Government of the United States as long 
as the State remains a member of the Union, ac- 
knowledging its jurisdiction, and claiming the 
benefit of its protection. Heowes this obedience 
solely from the act and consent of his State to the 
Constitution. When this consent is recalled by 
a State; when, in the like sovereign capacity in 
which she gave her assent, it is revoked, ‘she 
dissevers the ties between her citizens and the 
General Government, and expunges their obliga- 
tion to obey the Constitution or laws of the United 
Statés. 

The act of a sovereign, declaring a compact, 
league, or treaty, no longer binding on him, has 
neverbcen defined or treated asrebellion. Whether 
there be or not just cause for such declaration, it 
is no violation of his allegiance, for he owes none 
to the cosovereign parties in the league; and the 
act of the sovereign binds the citizen, and absol ves 
him from obedience to the compact. The citizen 
is not individually responsible for the acts of the 
State to which his allegiance is due. The State is 
responsible. The citizen owes his allegiance to 
the State, and is bound to obey her acts; and these 
are a justification in law of his refusal to obey the 
laws of the United States. It would be to extin- 
guish all the lights ofinternational law, to hold that 
the withdrawal of a sovereign State from a con- 


federacy, and her mandate that the laws of such | 


confederacy should no longer have force within 
the limits of her territory, are of no higher au- 
thority than the declaration of the people of a 


Its acts are paramount, and 


county. that.the laws of the State should no 
executed within the limits.6f that county; 
would be rebellion; a -violatian ofithe allegia 
owing to the State. "The county is but a part ofa. 
consolidated political unity; hag no sovereigntyy? 
ands entitled tononé.of its rights or powers, or 
But -the act of a sovereign ‘State, declaring: a’ 
compact at an end; revoking all the powérs Sha. 
may have delegated, is not only no-re ellion, but 
no cause of war on the part of other confederates; 
unless such:withdrawal menace: the safety or'the 
existence of the other States. © Itisóf the dtepest 
importance to the peace and:tranquillity of these 
States, to. the cause of. humanity itgelf, that the.. 
legal principlés applicable to the act of secession’ be 
clearly understood aiid. conclusively ‘establishe: 
If secession be rebellion, and coercive measures. 
be used for. its suppression, the citizens of the 
State, act as they may, would be treated ag’ tral-. 
tors on the one hand to the United States, and on. 
the other tothe State. ‘This may be said to be an 
ordinary, though cruel, contingency of rebellion. 
But if no coercion be used, (although the act: be, 
proclaimed rebellion,) then the citizens who stip- 
port the State, though proclaimed traitors, pass 
unmolested; but how unhappy and miserable the 
fate of those who exhibit fidelity and attachment 
to the United States. Deceived and ensnared by 
the denunciations of the Federal authorities that 
secession is unlawful, seditious, and. rebellious, 
they might, to maintain the Union, be induced to 
oppose this denounced rebellion’ by force of aria. 
Their “t fidelity ”? would receive no support froi 
the Government to which they had devoted their 
lives; they would be abandoned to the mercy of 
those who had been denounced traitors by the Fe 


„eral Government, and would be laughed to ‘scori : 


for their folly in putting their trustin the words of 
this great and powerful Government. But this 
confusion, this monstrous incongruity, thefruitfal 
source of mischief and civil internecine war, would. 
vanish if the fundamental principles of the Union, 
as a compact between sovereign parties, weré recs 
ognized and appreciated. The withdrawal by a` 
State for just cause would be peaceful. Pee 
Before secession, the_citizeps of the State may.: 
oppose the separation, if the deem itimpolitic or. 
inex pedient, by all lawful means. But after sepa-’ 
ration, which ipso facto releases them from obe- 
dience to the Federal authority, it becomes their- 
duty to support the State in the operation of its 
independence, and as the sovereign to whom they 
owe their allegiance. On these plain and con- 
clusive principles there would, if war supervened,. 
be no rebellion, no treason.. There-would be en- 
emies, but no rebels, hovno 
I shall notenumeratethe violations.of the com- 
pact, the wrongs inflicted on the South,:and the: 
dangers with which she is menaced.’ ‘These have : 
engendered discord, little less calamitous than ac- 
tual hostilities, They have been often depicted 
in the glowing language of eloquence and truth; - 
and I shall not repeat them. Senators are familiar 
with the gloomy details of the insults and wrongs 
to the South, and of the causes which are rending 
this vast Confederacy into fragments. I may 
remind Senators, however, that a most-powerful 
consideration inducing the consent of Texas to 
annexation was the apprehension of hazard to . 
the institution of slavery from the diplomacy of 
Great Britain; and now, when she discovers that 
instead of finding security she has encountered 
peril, when dangersare thickening around, threat- 
ening the safety of the institution which lies at 
the foundation of her social organization, and is 
the life-blood of her existence, it cannot be sur 
prising that she should secure herselfagainstthese. 
instant and pressing evils, by abandoningt. he 
Confederacy, and adopting. such measures-as will 
effectually protect her rights, and the tranquil en» 
joyment of her liberties. : E 
But the controversy about the causes of sepas 
ration is no.longer the question of primary. inter- : 
est. It has passed that stage in its progress: The 
process of disintegration has beguw;and is mak- 
ing rapid advances; and theabsorbing issue 1s: 
shall this separation be effected in peace; or result 
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in war? Several. of the States have, by solemn 
o¥dinancés of conventions acting in their highest 
sovercign capacity; resumed their delegated pow- 
ers, withdrawn from the Confederacy, and de- 
clared themselves scparate and independentStates. 
Has this Government the power under the Con- 
stitution to reduce; by military force, a seceding’ 
State. or. her-citizens to obedience? That such 
power: is: not expressly: granted in-the Constitu- 
tion, isadmitted. That itwasdeliberately refused, 
is shown by the journals of the convention. In 
the plans: submitted by Mr. Randolph and Mr. 
Paterson, there was provision to employ the 
power: ofthe Union: to efiforce obedience to the 
laws of the United States, In the discussion, Mr. 
Madison observed :that— 

«The more he reflected on the use of force, the more he 

doubted the practicability, the justice and efficiency of it, 

When applicd to people collectively and not individually. 
A Union of States, containing such an ingredient, seemed 
to provide for its own destruction. The usc of foree against | 
a. State would look more like a declaration, of war than an 
infliction of punishment, and would probably be consid- 
ered, by the party attacked, a dissolution of all the previous 
contracts by which it might be bound.”—Madison Papers, 
p- 761.- 

The. clause was then postponed, and never 
resumed, : 

“Mr. Mason denounced the plan of military 
coercion in very emphatic terms, as follows: 

* The most jarring elements of nature—fire and water— 
themselves are not more incompatible than such a mixture 
of civil liberty and military execution? = * + 2 k | * 
& Ihr one point of view he was strack-with horror at the 
prospect of recurring to this expedient. ‘No punish the non- 
payment of taxes with death, was a severity not yet adopted 

y despotism itsel’; yet this unexampled cruelty would be | 
mercy, compared to a military. collection of revenue, in 
which the bayonet coald make no discrimination between 
the innocent. and the guilty.”— Madison Papers, p. 914. 

Mr. Hamilton, on more than one oceasion, rep- 
robated the scheme of employing force against 
States. In a speech in the New York convention, 
he insisted that the radical vice of the old confed- į 
eration was, that the laws of the Union applied to 
the States in their corporate capacity; that States 
executed requisitions only as suited their conve- 
nience or advantage; and, in reference to the coer- 
cion of delinquent States, he said: 

To coerce the States is one of the maddest projects that 
wis ever devised. A failure of compliance will never be 
confined to a single State. 'Fhis being the case, can we 
suppose it wise to bagard a civil war? Suppose Massa- 
ehusetts, or any large ‘State, should refuse, and Congress 
should attemptto compel them: would they not have influ- 
ence to procure assistance, especially from: those States 
who are in the same situation as themselves? What pic- 
ture does this idea presept to our view, Congress marching 
the troops of one StateWnto the bosom of auother—this 
State, collecting auxiliaries, and forming, perhaps, a ma 
jority against: its Federal head? Here isa nation at war 
with itself. Can any reasonable man he well disposed to- 
wards u Government which makes war and carmage the 
only means of supporting itself—a Government that can 
exist only by the sword??? 

The plan of the coercion of a State by force of 
arms was no new scheme, upon which the mem- 
bers of the convention expressed hasty and ill- 
digested opinions, As the laws applied to States 
under the old Confederacy, and not generally to 
individuals, it was not necessary for a State to 
approve a law. {f the State did not act, the law 
was defeated. If coercion by force against States 
was necessary or admissible under any federative 
Union, it was under the old Confederation. The 
States were often delinquent, and the Government 
of the Union reduced to a shadow; and yet the 
United States could not obtain power to compel the 
States to fulfill their Federal engagements. 

‘The proposition for military force against | 

States had been discussed for years; and the op- 
position of the convention,and the refusal to grant 
such: power in the new Constitution, was the re- 
sult of mature deliberation. 
i But it may be said that the denunciation of mil- 
itary force was to induce and commend to popular 
favor the change by which the Federal laws were 
made to operate immediately on individuals, and 
not, as formerly, on the States in their corporate 
capacity. ‘That this consideration had its influ- 
ence, appears from the debates themselves. One 
scheme was called the coercion of foree; the other, 
the coercion of law.. Mr. Ellsworth, in the Con- 
necticut convention, after painting in strong colors 
the imbecility of the Confederacy from the want 
of a coercion of force-—that without coercion there 
could be no Government—said: 

« The only question is, shall it be a coercion of law ora 
eoercion of arms? There is no other possible alternative. 
Where will those who oppose a coercion of law come out? 


| was, that it would involve war and bloodshed. 
| this be valid, even when a State is in the Union, 


Where will they ond? A necessary consequence of their | 


principles is a war of the States, one against the other. I 


i 4 prei rene a Bre aig 
am for coercion by laiw+-that coercion which acts on de- 


Hnguent individuals. This Constitution does- not attempt 
to-coerce sovereign bodies—States in their political capa- 


| city. No coercion is applicable to such bodies but that of 


an armed force.. If we should attempt to execute the laws 
of the-Union by sending an armed force against a delin- 
quent State, it would involve the good and bad, the inno- 
cent and the guilty, in the same calamity.”—2 Elliot’s De- 
bates, p. 199. ` as k 

Can it be imagined that the framers of the Con- 
stitution, denouncing as they did the cgercion of 
arms against a State in the strongest terms, in- 
tended that the power to enforce the laws against 
individuals, through peaceable processes before 
the ordinary magistracy, should be so perverted 
as to authorize the tse of force against States; 
thus effecting, by fraud and stratagem, that which 
they openly denounced and solemnly refused? 
The very statement of the case confutes the sup- 
position. Every argument which had been urged 
for ycars against force to coerce States, was as 
potent under the new Union as the old Confeder- 
ation. 
on States to individuals infused, it is true, vast 
energy into the Government. Under the laws of 
Congress, the Government may, in aid of civil 
tribunals, resort to force to suppress insurrections 
of disorderly and refractory individuals against its 
authority. The insurrection may be wide-spread, 
embracing vast masses of individuals; but if the 
resistance be not organized under the authority of 
a State, it is but an insurrection or rebellion, and 
may be suppressed by the whole force of the 
United States. ; R 

But this power against insurgents was never to 
be used against States. Our fathers suffered the 
Confederacy to fall into total impotency rather 
than allow military force against States. Torem- 
edy this, they granted, in substance, power, civil 
and military, against individuals; but never to be 
converted into an instrument against the States in 
the cases which would very rarely occur of active 
organized resistance by them against the laws of 
the Federal Union. Mr. Hamilton, in the six- 
teenth number of the Federalist, denounces the 
use of military force against the sovereign States 
of a Confederacy, declares the effect to be civil 
and bloody wars; commends the Constitution, on 
the ground that it carries its agency to the persons 
of the citizens, and can employ the arm of the 
ordinary magistracy to execute its resolutions; 
and in answer to the objection that a State, dis- 
affected to the authority of the Union, could at 
any time obstruct the execution of its laws, does 
not recommend the employment of force against 
the State; disapproves of the experiment; but ex- 
presses, in substance, that through the concur- 
renee of the majority of the Legislature, of the 
courts of justice, and of the body of the people, 
such resistance would meet with success, and, 
that attempts ofthe kind would not be often made. 

In the twenty-cighth number of the Federalist, 
Mr. Hamilton says: `- 


tingencies, afford complete security against invasions of 
public liberty by the national authority. Projects of usurp- 
ation cannot be masked under pretenses so likely to 
the penetration ot select bodies of men, as of the peop! 
large. The Legisiature will have better means of intorma- 
tion; they can discover the danger at a distance 3 and pos- 
sessing all the organs of civil power, and the confidence of 
the people, they can at once adopt a regular plan of oppo- 
sition, in which they can combiue all the resources of the 
community. They can readily communicate with cach 
other in the different States, and unite their common forces 
for the protection of their common liberty.” 3 


But, if military force was denied to the old Con- 
federacy for the execution ofany ofits laws; if the 
grant for the like purpose was refused under the 
present Constitution; and if there be no pretext 
that, under the plea of enforcing laws a 


ka] 


individuals, coercion of arms may be employed | 
against a sovereign State,—can there be a shadow | 


of claim in the General Government to coerce a 
State into submission, that has by solemn ordi- 


| nanee dissolved allconnection with the Union, and 
i resumed its separate sovereignty and independ- 


ence? 
The objection toa military force against a State 
If 


it acquires prodigious power against any attempt 


i to employ force against a State which has as- 
| sumed separate sovereignty, claiming no advant- 


age from the Union and owing it no duties. or 
obligations. The true ground of objection to force 


The change from the action of the laavs | 


sainst | 
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against a State is its sovereignty. If this is a, 
consolidated Government, if the States are pro- 
vinces or depariments—if they hold the position 
to the Union that a district or county does to a 
Stage, then the denunciations of military force are 
unmeaning. England and Scotland were inde- 
pendent kingdoms. They were united into the 
kingdom of Great Britain. Neither Madison, 
Hamilton, or any statesman or publicist, would 
denounce the use of force against Scotland were 
she to. resist the laws of Great Britain or attempt 
to secede, for the reason that Scotland had relin- 
quished her sovereign character, andis but a pro- 
vince or territorial division of the new kingdom, 
Will any one contend that the States hold the 
relative position to the Union that Scotland does 
to the kingdom of Great Britain? Scotland has 
no independent Legislature, no civil state, no con- 
trol over life, liberty, or property;:no reserved 
powers, as has each State of this Union; and mili- 
tary coercion which may be applied to the first as 
a rebellious province, a part of a political unity, 
cannot, at least without express grant, be used 
against the latter, which is a sovereignty, not a 
part of a political unity, but a political unit itself, 
which, with other units, make the multiple of the 
Union, or, out of the Union, a complete and inde- 
pendent sovereignty. S 

As the question of force against a seceding State 
depends mainly upon the character of the Gov- 
ernment, whether consolidated or a confederation 
by compact of sovereign States, and as the sov- 
ereignty of the States and the right of seces- 
sion were never asserted with more felicity and 
cogency than in the resolutions offered by Mr. 
Randolph, at Charlotte, in 1852, I will read them 
as a part of my argument: 

“Resolved, That Virginia is, and ought to be, a frec, sov- 
ereign, and independent State; that she became so by her 
separate act, which has since been recognized by the civ- 
ilized world, and bas never been disavowed, retracted, or 
i anywe impaired or weakened by any subsequent act 
of hers, 

“Resolved, That when, for common defense and com- 
mon wellare, Virginia. entered into a strict. league of am- 
ity with the other twelve colonies of British North Amer- 
ica, she parted with no portion of her sovereignty, although, 
from the necessity of the case, the authority to enforee obe- 
dience thereto was, in certain cases, and for certain pur- 
poses, delegated to the common agents of the whole con- 
federacy. 

“Resolved, That Virginia has never parted with the right 
to recall the authority so delegated, for good and sufficient 
cause, nor with the right to judge of the sufliciency of such 
cause, and tosecede trom the Confederacy whengoever she 
shall find the benefits of Union exceeded by its evils— 
union being the means of securing liberty and happiness, 
and not an end to which these should be sacrificed. 

‘Resolved, That the allegiance of the people of Virginia 
is due to ber; that to her their allegiance is duc, while to 
them she owes the protection against the consequences of 
such obedience.” 

In the language of the resolution, Virginia has 
not parted with the authority to recall her dele- ` 
gated powers. She expressly reserved her right 
in her act of ratification, declaring that powers 
granted under the Constitution, being derived from 
the people of the United States, may be resumed by 
them whenever the same shall be perverted to 
their injury or oppression, and that every power 
not granted thereby remains with them, and at 
their wil, The language is wanting in precision, 
but its meaning cannot be mistaken. It speaks of 
the people of the United States. But as they did 
not collectively, or as a political body, grant any 
powers, so none can be resumed by them. The 
people of each State granted powers; and they can 
be resumed only by the people of each State. Vir- 
ginia was acting for her own people, and could 
speak only for them. 

In the ratification by New York, the delegation 
of power by the people of the State, and their 
right of resumption, are expressed in terms of 
great clearness: 

“Phat all power is originally vested in, and consequently 
deriyed from, the people, and that government is instituted 
by them for their common interest, protection, and security. 
That the powers of Government may be reassumed by the 


| people, whensoever it shall become necessary to their hap- 
| Piness; that every power, jurisdiction, and right, which is 


not by the said constitution clearly delegated to the Con- 
gress of the United States, or the departments of the Qov- 
ernment thereof, remains to the people of the several States, 
or to their respective State governments, to whom they 
may have granted the same.” 

Rhode Island also declared: 

“ That all power is naturally vested'in, and consequently 
derived from the people; that magistrates, therefore, are 
their trustees and agents, andatall times amenable to them. 
That the powers of government may be reasswmed by the 
people whensoever it shall become necessary to theirhap- 
piness.? 
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What would these provisions mean if inserted 
in the constitution of a State? That the powers of 
Government could be resumed, but only through 
war and blood? . Certainly not. They affirm in 
American political science a recognized, peaceful 
right of resumption by the people of the several 
States, the grantors, whether the grant were to the 
government of the State or the Government of a 
confederated Republic. Small would have been 
our advance in the paths of liberty, in vain would 
the blood of the Revolution have been shed, if 
this be but the assertion of a right which a down- 
trodden serf may claim, with a halter round his 
neck and the gallows as his doom, if his resist- 
ance through blood and carnage be unsuccessful. 

Having established the positions that the States 
relinquished no portion of sovereignty, and that 
their right to resume their delegated powers is per- 
fect, the act of secession furnishes no legal or justi- 
fiable ground for war against a State by its former 
confederates. The compact was broken by the 
North, and it is no cause of hostility thatitshould 
now be treatedas broken'by the South. -We are 
at peace with all the world, and the scparation of 
one or more States from the Confederacy does 
not endanger the safety or the existence of others. 
Batadmitthatsecession is rebellion, will you make 
war on five States, five million people, increased 
probably to fifteen Statesand twelve million? Can 
you possibly dream of conquest in a war of this 
character? You cannot employ the forces of the 
United States unless in aid of judicial processes; 
and how can these be obtained when among the 
millions you are attempting to coerce none can be 
found who would hold office under your Govern- 
ment? But should you disregard the provisions 
of the Constitution, declare martial law, and at- 
tempt to crush out the spirit of liberty, be not 
deceived with the delusion that you will triumph 
in this wicked warfare, nor that the war would 
spend all its fury in the South. Assaults can be 
best repelled by assuming the offensive. 

If for peace we are to have desolation, the butch- 
ery of our finest youths, the mangled limbs of men, 
the shrieks of the virgin, the smoke and ashes of 
consumed habitations, think you that these secnes 
of horror will not be enacted in your opulent and 
magnificent cities, your great towns, and beautiful 
hamlets? If war should come, its calamities will 
be inflicted on the whole country, and blood will 
redden the streams of the North and the South. 
Let no countenance be given the delusion that 
slavery is an clement of weakness, or that the 
South would be endangered from slave insurrec- 
tions. The heroes and conquering nations of 
antiquity were slavcholders. I was born in the 
South, have lived long upon the earth, and have 
never witnessed even an attempt at an insurrec- 
tion. Of the rumors of this character, but very 
few have any foundation other than the causeless 
alarm, or, though rarely, a spirit of mischief. 
The phantasm that there is no sense of security 
in the South, is utterly groundless and superla- 
tively absurd, Many of the slaves, raised with 
their masters, joining with them in all the sports 
of boyhood, the constant recipients of their kind- 
ness in sickness and health, would eagerly sacri- 
fice their lives in their defense. And allof them, 
regarding their masters very justly as their guard- 
ians and protectors, would most willingly en- 
counter danger and render service to secure their 
triumph. But this would not be necessary; the 
slaves would continue their agricultural labors, 
while the war would rage in a sphere above them. 
The food and supplies of the country would thus 
be constantly produced, while these would be very 
much endangered in the free-labor sections, where 
every inhabitant may be dragged from his field to 
the camp. 


Such very few insurrections as have occurred, 


and the plans of risings that have been detected, 
have invariably been partial—limited to a neigh- 
borhood, county, or small district. The alarms 
have been partial, and very. quickly subside; and 
the idea that the South would be required to em- 
ploy part of its forces to prevent insurrection 
could have originated only in the disordered brain 
of a fanatic; and [ dismiss it as unworthy of con- 
sideration. Bad men may attempt excitement, 
and may create irritation; but they will have no 
more success in disturbing the loyalty of the slave 
es than did John Brown in. his-raid at 
darper’s Ferry. f 
Why should there be war between the United 


States of the North and the United States'of the 
South. If the United States of Mexico-and the 
States of America now live in peace tothe mutual 
advantage of both countries, why should not the 
confederacies that are now springing into life be 
at peace? The dissolution of this Union is not 
an end of free government.. Its power gives 
security and repose to the people; and this is the 
cause of their rapid advancement in all the ele- 
ments of prosperity-and greatness. But this devel- 
opment and prosperity will flow on in increased 
volume. and grandeur under any free Govern- 
ments strong enough to repel foreign aggression 
and repress domestic dissension. The two cen- 
federacies would, in a few years, be cach of them 
more powerful than the existing Government; 
and if there be amity between them, (there being 
no internal elements of discord in either confed- 
eracy,) the progress.and improvement of. each 
would attain a height and greatness: of which 
history furnishes no example. ee 

I will notice but very briefly the charge of in- 
gratitude against. the State of Texas, should she 
attempt a separation from the United States. It 
must be remembered that: the United States did 
not, by the annexation of Texas, propose exclu- 
sively or mainly the benefit of the latter. 

The official records show that the honor, peace, 
and safety of the United States were the principal 
considerations. Among other proofs of this, I 
refer to the inaugural message of President Poll. 
He said: 

“ None can fail to sce the danger to our safety and future 
peace if Texas remains an independent State, or becomes 
an ally or dependency of some foreign nation more pow- 
erful than herself. ls there one among our citizens who 
would not prefer perpetual peace with Texas to occasional 
wars, which so often occur between bordering independent 
nations? Is there one who would not prefer free intercourse 
with her, to bigh duties on all our products and manufac- 
tures which enter her ports or cross her frontiers? Is there 
one who would not prefer an unrestricted communication 
with her citizens, to the frontier obstructions which must 
occur ifshe remains out of the Union ?”? 

I will recur very briefly to the conditions of 
annexation. The United States demanded the 
unconditional surrender of the arms and forts of 
Texas, and all the means of public defense; al- 
though now, when their own arms and forts are 
in question, the savage cry of the swarming mil- 
lions of the North is, “€ we will have the forts or we 
will have blood.’? I willnot comment on the terms 
in relation to slavery. The statement of them 
would be their condemnation. This vast acces- 
sion to the United States of fertile territory, in a 
delightful climate, was characterized in the Pres- 
ident’s message of December 2, 1845, asa “ blood- 
less achievement.” The sword had no part, nor 
did the purse have any in the victory. 

True, Texas retained her public lands; but 
those, after the surrender of the revenue from cus- 
toms, were her principal resource for the extin- 
guishment of the sacred debt of the war of inde- 
pendence, and for the support of the government 
and the existence of the Republic. But Texas is 
charged—at least indirectly—with being the cause 
of the war with Mexico, with its enormous ex- 
penditures of money, and of the blood and lives 
of thousands who fell upon the battle-ficld, covered 
with imperishable honors. Can it be possible that 
all these vast expenditures were incurred, that 
State after State of Mexico was overrun, that its 
proud Capital was occupied by our victorious 
armjes—and all this: for the defense of Texas, and 
the integrity of her soil? Let us examine the 
facts. 

Mr. Polk, in his message of December, 1846, 
declares that the war with Mexico was not pro- 
voked by the United Statés; that— 


“ After years of endurance of aggravated aud unredressed 
wrongs on our part, Mexico, in violation of solenm treaty 
stipulations, and of every principle of justice recognized 


by civilized nations, commenced hostilities; and thus, by |! 


her own act, forced the war upon us. Long before the 
advance of our Army to the left bank of the Rio Grande, 
we had ample cause of war against Mexico.” 

He presents a gloomy list of the insults and 
spoliations, the wrongs and outrages, committed 
by Mexico against the citizens of the United States 
for a period of more than twenty years; that if 
these had been resented, the war would have been 
avoided; that the annexation of Texas was‘ no 


just cause of offense to Mexico; that Texas had | 


been an independent State for more ‘than ten 
years; that the threats of Mexico to invade the 
territory of Texas became more: imposing as it 
became more apparent that Texas would decide 


in favor of annexation; thatit a 
a violation of good faith.to: thé: people: 

to have refused aid: against: a thre 
to which they had been exposed by the 
ination to dunex themselves: to our Union. 

<The war has not been waged with a view. toe 

but having been commenced by Mexico, it haa been carr 
into the enemy’s country, and willbe vigorously. progeçi 
there, with a view to obtain an honorable peace, and th 


ited 
to seeure an ample indemnity for the expenses of thé war’ 
as well as to our much injurad citizens, ‘who hold: large: 
pecuniary demands against Mexico? 7. ee gS 
Itis apparent, from the message, that ‘the ins: 
vasion by Mexico of the territory: of Texas was 
occasioned by the acceptance of thè terms: ofans 
nexation by the latter; that though Mexico struck 
the first blow, yet 'the United States immediately 
assumed the aggressive;—extended her conquests, 
not for the defense of Texas, butto secure indem=- 
nity for the expenses of. the war,:and: the losses 
and wrongs of the injured citizens. These griey- 
ances had been'set forth in.the previous. message 
of the President, of May 11, 1846; and Congress 
responded by ‘the act of May 13, 1846, authoriz- 
ing fifty thousand volunteers and ten million áp- 
propriation.. The proclamation: from “the: War 
Department, issued by General Taylor, of June 
4, 1846, shows that the United States wereipros- 
ecuting the war for causes other thani the defense 
of Texas. Here is the proclamation of General. 
Taylor: i eee 
“To the people of Mexico: After many years of patient 
endurance, the United States are at length constrained to 
acknowledge that a war now exists between our Govern- 
ment and the Government of Mexico. For many years our 
citizens have been subjected to repeated insults and inju- 
ries, our vessels and cargoes have heen seized and config- 
cated, our merchants have been plundered, maimed, im- 
prisoned, without cause and without reparation, Atlength 
your Government acknowledged the justice of our claims, 
and agreed, by treaty, to make satisfaction, by payment of 
several million dollars; but this treaty has been violated by 
your rulers, and the stipulated payments have been with- 
held. Our late effort tó terminate all difficulties. by peace- 
ful negotiation has been rejected by the Dictator Paredes’; 
and our minister of peace, whom your rulers had agreed to 
receive, has been refused a hearing: He-has been treated 
with indignity and insult, and Paredes has announced that. 
war exists between us,” o aa. 
And here are the purposes for which the war is 
waged: i ee 
“ We come to obtain reparation for repeated wrongs and 
injuries; we come to obtain indemnity for the past and se- 
curity for the future.” f e LA 
The only indemnity for the long-deferred claima 
of our citizens, and the reimbursement of the ex- 
penses of the war, was stated in the message of 
December, 1847, to be a cession of a portion of 
the territory of Mexico to the United States; 
that the doctrine of “ no territory.was no indem- 
nity,” and if sanctioned, would be a public ac- 
knowledgment that our country was wrong, that 
the war declared by Congress with extraordinar 
unanimity was unjust, and should be abandoned; 
‘an admission unfounded in fact, and degrading 
to thé national character.’’ This isian unequivos 
cal acknowledgment, that no matter with what in- 
tent. Mexico may have stricken the first blow, or 
in other words, shed ‘American blodd’an Ameti- 
can soil,” yet the United States prosecuted the war 
to obtain indemnity for the grievous and-aceumu- 
lated wrongs of their citizens. © > hoe Sete 
Texas is surely not responsible, morally. or 
otherwise—or at least to but a limited extent—for 
the vast expenditures of money, or forthe lives of 
so many valiant and heroic men sacrificed in the 
prosecution of this war of conquest, to indemnify 
citizens. of the United States, and secure them 
against future wrongs. One effect of the war was 
to secure Texas against foreigh aggression; and 
for that she has not been wanting in gratitude. 
Another ‘result was the cession of New Mexico 
and California to the United States, or five hun- 
dred and twenty-six thousand and scventy-eight 
square miles west of the Rio Grande. Théelatter, 
namely, California, has supplied the world-with 
$500,000,000 of its circulation, all drawn from 
the rich mineral lands of the United States.” If 
the gold be extracted by squatters without right 
or ttle, it is the misfortune of the Government, 


| but does not impair the value of the acquisition. 


The fortifications and the arms and- military 
stores of the United States in Texas are :too ut- 
terly insignificant to deserve notice. Of the more 
than thirty million dollars. expended for. fortifica- 
tions in the United -States, but: g500 have been 
laid out in Texas. There is but a beggarly ác- 
count of small arms in the United States arsenals 


E 
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in Texas—a few more, perhaps, than five thou- 
sand, including the serviceable and unserviceable. 
# The sale, four years.after annexation, of a large 
portion of the territory of Texas to the United 
States has frequently been made. the subject of 
reproach. The.cry that, our.title was not good, 
insulting and-groundless.as itis; has becomestale 
from ‘repetition. The boundary of Texas, from 
the mouth of the Rio Grande to its source, was 
proclaimed by Texas from. the commencement of 
ner revolution, and was recognized in the firstlaw 
on herstatute-book,in-1836..-.Lhat this was the 
boundary ‘af. Texas,-fixed by legislation, was 
known. to Mexico; .it was known to the United 
States, and tothe great Powers of Europe, among 
whomwe:took rank asa nation. The war be- 
tween-Texas and Mexico was not about bound- 
ary.: Mexico claimed the whole country; and so 
did Texas; though during the progress of annex- 
ation, Mexico proposed to acknowledge the in- 
dependence of Texas, leaving the boundary to 
future negotiations. i 
By the articles of annexation, Texas author- 
ized the United States to adjust all questions of 
boundary that might arise with Mexico. The 
title of Texas to the whole of her territory was 
founded upon thesword. She wasunder no moral, 
legal, or international obligation to restrict the 
limits of the Republic to the. lines of the old prov- 
ince of Texas; nor did the validity of her title, at 
least with. respect to the United States, depend 
upon the.actual possession and jurisdiction over 
every foot of her territory. And such was the 
opinion öf tbe United States in sending troops to 
the lower Rio Grande. The country in the im- 
mediate vicinity of that river had been and was 
then in the occupation of the Mexican authorities; 
and all the acts of that de facto Government rela- 
tive to private rights, up to possession by the 
Ameriean troops, have been recognized by the 
judicial tribunals as valid and binding. But yet 
the United States asserted the right of Texas, and 
declared that the blood of her soldiers poured out 
on the battle-fields of Palo Alto and Resaca de la 
Palma was “ American blood shed upon Ameri- 
can soll. et 
The United States, from annexation, in 1846, 
to 1850, recognized the validity of our title to the 
country cast of the upper Rio Grande. . General 
Kearny, in taking possession of New Mexico, 
in August, 1846, speaking in the name of his Gov- 
ernment, declared to the people that he considered, 
and had for some time considered, the country as 
‘a part of the territory of the United States. This 
was an assertion of the title of Texas. It could 
not possibly have been a part of the United States 
unless by being a part of Texas. The President, 
in February, 1847, admitted that the possession 
of the country by the United States was held in 
subserviency to the title of Texas. This will be 
seen by reference to his special message of July 
24, 1848.. Here is the message of Mr. Polk: 
“Under the circumstances existing during the pendency 
of the war, and while the whole of New Mexico, as 
claimed by our cnemy, was in our military occupation, I 
was not unmindful of the rights of Texas to that portion 
of it whieh she claimed to be within her limits. fn answer 
to a letter from the Governor of Texas, dated on the Ath 
of January, 1847, the Secretary of State, by my direction, 
informed him,.in a letter of the 12th of February, 1847, that, 
in the President’s annual message of December, 1846, ¢ you 
have already perceived that New Mexico is at present in 
the temporary occupation of the troops of the United States, 
and the government over it is military in its character. It 
is merely such a government as must exist under the laws 
of nations and of war, to preserve order, and protect the 
rights of the inhabitants, and will cease on the conclusion 
‘of a treaty of peace with Mexico. Nothing, therefore, can 
de more certain than that this temporary government, Te 
‘sulting from necessity, can never injuriously affeet the right 
which the President believes to be justly asserted by Texas 
to the whole territory on this side of the Rio Grande when- 
ever the Mexican claim to it shall have been extinguished 
to it by treaty. But this is a subject which more properly 


belongs to the legislative than the executive branch of the 
Government.’ 


"Phe result of the whole is, that Texas had asserted a 
right to that-part of New Mexico east of the Rio Grande, 
which is believed, under the acts of Congress for the an- 
nexation and admission of Texas into the Union as a State, 
and under the constitution and laws of Texas, to be well 
founded.” 


Pending the negotiations, Mr. Trist, our com- 
missioner, asserted the obligation of the United 


States to defend the title of Texas. He said that— j 
“ Until aseertained by a compact or agreement berween j 


the United States and Mexico, the boundary between. the 
two Republics, when considered with reference te the na- 
dional obligation to protect their territory from invasion, 
could be none other than that very boundary which had 
been asserted by Texas herself” 


| the Rio Grande to the Pacific, with its countless 


On the 12th of October, 1848, the Secretary of 
War, Governor Marcy, in his instructions to the 
commanding officer at Santa Fé, declared that— 

“In regard to that part of what. the Mexicans call. New 
Mexico, lying east of the Rio Grande, the civil authority. 
which ‘T'exas has established, or may establish there, is to 
be respected, and inno manner to be interfered with by 
the military force in that department, otherwise than to 
lend aid on proper occasions in enforcing it.” 

These extracts are evidence of the opinions of 
the Administration atthe time of the annexation of 
Texas,that prosecuted the waragainst Mexico, ne- 
gotiated the treaty,and hada thorough knowledge 
of all questions growing out of the annexation pol- 
icy and the war with Mexico. But the impregna- 
ble basis of the title of Texas was, thatshe was ad- 
mitted as a State with boundaries which were not 
changed, modified, or restricted by the treaty with 
Mexico; that the boundary of the United States 
was so extended as to embrace the utmost limits of 
Texas. On these facts the United States became 
utterly powerless with regard to the title of Texas. 
The boundary of Texascould no more be disturbed 
by the United States than could the boundary of 
any other State, or of even any foreign nation. 
It/has been settled since the-foundation of the 
Government that Congress has no power over the 
boundaries of a State; and the United States ad- 
mitted the doctrine for years after the annexation 
of Texas. The United States was the trustee of 
Texas in settling the boundary question, and 
could not have acquired the subject-matter in op- 
position to the right of the principal. - The act 
would bea fraud of ineffable baseness, void in all 
courts and countries where right and equity are 
recognized. She was in one sense the umpire; 
and could she end the controversy by tortiously 
converting the property to her own use? 

But, notwithstanding the acts and admissions 
through the four years of Mr. Polk’s adminis- 
tration, and the indisputable validity of the title 
of Texas, the succeeding Administration evinced 
hostility, which culminated in the message of 
August 6, 1850, menacing punishment against all 
attempts to enforce the laws of Texas; that the 
troops under the command of the State of Texas 
should be treated as intruders and trespassers, 
and that the forces of the United States would be 
employed to coerce a sovereign State, punish her 
citizens acting in obedience to her command as 
criminals, and eject her authorities and laws from 
a large portion of her prescribed and defined lim- 
its. Under such circumstances, with the uplifted 
sword in the one hand and the purse in the other, 
the United States proposed a purchase of the Ter- 
ritory. 

Texas was in no condition to accept hostilities. 
She had, prior to annexation, been exhausted by 
the troubles with Mexico and the savage. She 
was hourly acquiring strength by repose and tran- 
quillity. She chose the alternative that true policy 
dictated. Peace was everything to her. War 
would have blasted her prosperity. She determ- 
ined to disregard the offensive circumstances of 
the proposal to purchase and accept itas most 
conducive to her highest interest, and solid and 
permanent advantage. The alternative was pain- 
ful. The dismemberment of a nation’s territory 
pierces the heartof every citizen. itis never sub- 
mitted to unless to avoid still greater evil. And 
shall the United States, who extorted this terri- 
tory from Texas at almost literally the point of 
bayonet, in order to conceal the odium of the out- 
rage, be suffered to pervert the whole transaction, 
and even invoke sympathy as a purchaser of a 
defective title? Will the despoiler fill theair with 
his cries and complaints asif he himsclf had been 
the victim? Baut 1 forbear. [have said enough 
to vindicate the title of Texas. And whether her 
title were good or bad, the United States ought to 
be forever silent; orif she spoke, to pray thatthe 
angel of mercy might expunge the whole act from 
the pages of history. 

I have spoken to repel assault; but in no cap- | 
tious or querulous spirit. On the behalf of Texas, | 
I disdain the language of complaint. I vindicate | 
the truth of history; nothing more. 

Freely, without price, Texas brought an em- 
pire to the United States. Her admission was |! 
the instrumentality by reason of which there was |! 
acquired to the United States the vast region from || 

t 


mineral, agricultural, and commereial riches. In 
the wide domain of Texas the Government has 
constructed no forts, no court-houses, finished no 


ii 


! Daniel Davis; and 


arsenals, nocustom-houses,and stored buta very 
limited supply of arms. Thirty million people 
cannot be drawn into war for the defense of any 
miserable forts on the coastof Texas. Wehave 
none. $ 

The United States have expended large amounts 
annually in maintaining the troops in Texas. 
Troops, in well organized military arrangements, 
are stationed on the frontiers of a country; these 
frontiers have been desolated by the savage, One 
hundred lives wére sacrificed last year; and within 
a month or two thirty were massacred with the 
most shocking barbatities. The troops must be 
supported, let them be stationed where they will. 
Texas will-never forget the benefits she has de- 
rived from the Union. She has received none 
from direct legislation. But she has had peace 
and tranquillity. She has had a sense of security; 
and she has increased from one hundred thousand 
to six hundred thousand persons, and advanced 
rapidly in all the elements of wealth and power. 
Texasappreciated the advantages she derived from 
Mexico, the immense grants of land, exemption 
from taxation, the mild ad ministration of her laws. 
But for causes justified by the world, Texas was 
impelled to a scparation; and now, on grounds 
deemed essential to her security and happiness, 
she will feel herself constrained to dissolve con- 
nection with this Confederacy; fling again her 
glorious and triumphant banner to the breeze, 
and establish on a secure basis the rights, the lib- 
erties, and the happiness of her people. 

Mr. CLINGMAN. I move now to postpone 
the further consideration of this subject until 
Wednesday next at one o’clock, and make it the 
special order for that time, 

The motion was agreed to. 


JOHN H. WHEELER. 


Mr. SUMNER. If move a reconsideration of 
the vote by which the bill passed the Senate on 
Friday for the relief of John H. Wheeler. I 
voted inthe majority. If the bill has been sent 
to the House of Representatives, I wish it to be 
reclaimed, so that we may act upon it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Porx in 
the chair.) Does the Senator mercly desire that 
the motion be entered, or that it be acted upon 
now? 

Mr. SUMNER. Let the motion be entered; 
that is enough. 

ae PRESIDING OFFICER. It will be en- 
tered. 

Mr. SUMNER. I would ask if the bill has 
been sent to the House of Representatives ? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary 
says it has not been sent. 

Mr. SUMNER. Very well. 


CHARLES E. ANDERSON. 

Mr. WILSON. I desire to move to reconsider 
the vote by which the bill (S. No. 272) for the 
relief of Charles E. Anderson was rejected. I 
only ask now to have the motion entered, 

ae PRESIDING OFFICER. It will be en- 
tered. 


PETITIONS. 


Mr. WILSON presenteda petition ofmerchants 
and ship-owners of Boston, praying that the 
twenty-ninth section of the tariff bill now before 
Congress may be so amended as to protect their 
interests; and that tea and coffee, when imported 
from any place cast of the Cape of Good Hope, 
may be admitted free of duty; which was referred 
to the select committee on the tariff. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN presented a petition of 
citizens of Ann Arbor, Michigan, praying the 
adoption of the compromise measures proposed 
by him which was ordered to lie on the table. > 


ADMISSION OF KANSAS. 


A message from the House of Representatives, 
by Mr. Forney, its Clerk, announced that the 
House of Representatives had agreed to the amend- 
ment of the Senate to the bill (H. R. No. 23) for 
the admission of Kansas into the Union. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


The message furtherannounced that the Speaker 


| had signed the following enrolled bills; which 
| thereupon received the signature of the Vice Presi- 


dent: 
A bill (H. R. No. 507) authorizing the Secre- 
tary of the Interior to is8ue a land warrant to 
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A bill (H. R- No. 724) for the relief of Samp- 
son Stanfill. : 
` HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 


The following bills from the House of Repre- 
sentatives were read twice by their titles, and re- 
ferréd to the Committee on Pensions: 

<A bill (No. 752) granting an invalid pension to 
Jacob Gates; and : . 

A bill (No. 828) for the relief of Amanda Batts, 
Laura P. W. Young,and Betsey Murdock, heirs 
of.Barbara Walker. 


GABRIEL J. JOHNSTON. 


Mr. POLK. I am directed by the Committee 
on Private Land Claims, to whom was referred 
the bill (H. R. No. 876) for the benefit of Gabriel 
J. Johnston, to report it back without amendment, 
and if the Senate will consent to it, I ask for the 
immediate consideration of the bill. 

Mr. KING. Lit it be read for information. 

The Secretary read the bill, which proposes to 
confirm the entry made by Gabriel J. Johnston, 
of Jefferson county, Missouri, on the 2] of No- 
vember, 1829, of the northeast quarter of section 
eleven, in township forty-one north, of range four 
east, in the district of lands subject to sale at St. 
Louis, Missouri, notwithstanding that. tract of 
land was at the time of entry reserved from sale 
as mineral lands; and the Commissioner of the 
General Land Office is required to issue to Ga- 
briel J. Johnston a patent for the tract, as in or- 
dinary cases of the entry of public lands subject 
to sale at private entry. This act is not to be 
construed to interfere with any existing rights of 
third persons, but is only to operate as a relin- 
quishment of the title of the United States. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. This is a biil that has 
passed our committee—has it not? * 

Mr. POLK. Yes,sir. There will be no ob- 
jection to it, The man has paid his moncy since 
1829. The land was reserved for mineral land, 
but turned out not to be so. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole, proceeded to consider the 
bill. It was reported to the Senate without amend- 
ment, ordered to a third reading, read the thirfl 
time, and passed. 


CHARLES M’CORMICK. 


Mr. LANE. I move to take up the bill reported 
by me the other day from the Committee on Mil- 
itary Affairs, for the relief of Doctor McCormick. 
I believe there is no objection to the bill. 

Mr. GRIMES. I object to it at this time, be- 
cause I think the Senate ìs exhausted; and I there- 
fore move that the Senate do now adjourn. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. ‘The Senator from 
Oregon moves to take up the bill (S. No. 38) for 
the relief of Charlies McCormick, assistant sur- 

eon United States Army. The Senator from 
owa moves that the Sonate do now adjourn, and 
that motion will take precedence. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate 
adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
$ Moxpay, January 28, 1861. 
The House met at twelve o’clock, m. 


by Rev. J. G. BurLer. 
The Journal of Saturday was read andapproved. 


ENROLLED BILLS. 


Mr. DAVIDSON, from the Committee on En- 
rolled Bills, reported that the Committce had ex- 
amined and found truly cnrolicd bills of the fol- 
lowing titles; and the Speaker thereupon signed the 
same: g 

An act (H. R. No. 507) authorizing the Sec- 

` retary of the Interior to issue a land warrant to 
Danicl Davis; and 

An act (H. R. No. 724) for the relief of Samp- 

son Stanfill, 


UXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House a com- 
munication from the Interior Department, in com- 
pliance with the provisions of the eleventh section 
of the act of August 26, 1842, transmitting a state- 
ment showing the names of clerks and other per- 
sons employed by the Interior Department for the 
year ending December 31, 1861, the time they 
wercemployed, and the amounts they respectively 
received. ‘The communication states that a very 
considerable reduction in the clerical force of the | 


Prayer 


i 
i 
i 


il consider it at this time. 


Department may be made without detriment.to 
the public service. : f : 

It was laid’on the table, and ordered to be 
printed. ; i f 

Aiso, a communication from the same Depart- 
ment, in response to a resolution of the House, 
directing the Secretary of the Interior, in conjunc- 
tion with the Secretary of War, to report any 
information in their Departments in’ relation to 
depredations committed by Indians, &e.; which 
was referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, 
and ordered to be printed. can 

Also, a communication 
ment, respecting contracts with that Department 
for the year 1860, in compliance with acts of 1808 
and 1809; which was laid on the table, and or- 


| dered to be printed. 


BOSTON. PETITION. 


Mr. RICE. I have before me a memorial, pur- 
porting to be-signed by upwards of fourteen thou- 
sand citizens of Boston, of various political opin- 
ions, asking for the speedy adoption of measures 


| for the peaceable adjustment of the difficulties 


which now distract the country. I will merely 
remark that I have been requested, by the com- 
mittee to which the memorial was intrusted, to 
present it to the House, and ask.that it be read, 
laid on the table, and be printed. 

Mr. LOVEJOY. I object to the printing. 

The memorial was carricd to the Speaker’s 
table, enveloped in the stars and stripes, and was 
received with considerable applause. 

The Clerk read the memorial, as follows: 

Lo the Senate and House of Representatives of the United 
States in Congress. 

The memorial of the subscribers, citizens of Boston, 
respectfully showeth : 

That while sharing, in common with their fellow-citi- 
zens, tue general solicitude at the dangers which arc now 
threatening the peace and unity of our country, they desire 
to give their urgent and emphatic expression of the neces- 
sity which seeins to exist for mutual conciliation and com- 
promise; and therefore, without discussion of the merits 
ol the various questions at issue, your memorialists hum- 
bly pray that such measures may be specdily adopted by 
Congress for the pacific settlement of our present difficul- 
ties as shall embrace, substantially, sueb a plan of compro- 
mise as may be deemed expedient to restore tranquillity 
and peace to our now distracted country. ; 

The memorial was laid upon the table, and 
ordered to be printed. 


NATIANIEL HBARD. 


Mr. MALLORY. I ask the unanimous con- 
sent of the House for leave to discharge the Com- 
mittee of the Whole Houscon the Private Calendar 
from the further consideration of Fouse bill No. 
631, for the relief of the heirs of Nathaniel Heard, 
in order that it may now be put on its passage: 
The report of the committee, which accompanies 
the bill, if read, will explain the object of the bill; 


‘and there will be, I think, no objection to its 


assage. 
ý Mr. LOVEJOY. Has my objection. to: the 
printing of the Boston memorial been regarded? 

The SPEAKER.. The Chair heard no objec- 
tion. . [Laughter.] 

Mr. LOVEJOY. I insist on the objection 
which I made. [Cries of “ Too late!”] No, it 
is not too late. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks the objec- 
tion comes too late. The petition has beer laid 
upon the table and ordered to be printed, and 


| another subject has been called up. 


Mr. MALLORY. [ask that the bill for the 
relief of the heirs of Nathaniel Heard be read. 

The bill was read. ; 

Mr. THOMAS. I object to discharging the 
Committee of the Whole House from that bill. 

Mr. McCLERNAND and Mr. BURNETT 
called for the tegular order of business. 

Mr. MALLORY. I understood it was agreed 
that the Committee of the Whole House on the 
Private Calendar should be discharged from the 
further consideration of the bill. I heard no ob- 
jection to my motion when I made it, and the bill 
was read through. ; 

The SPEAKER. The bill was read for infor- 
mation. Such is the practice of the House. 

Mr. MALLORY. I hope that the gentleman 
from Tennessee will withdraw his objection. Itis 
a meritorious bill. I hope that the House will 
t has been here for five 
years, and these parties are in necd of the relief 
proposed to be extended to them. Iam sure that 
the gentleman’s sense of justice will induce him 


from the War Depart- J 


Mr. MALLORY. ‘Letthe gentleman withdi 
his objection and hear the report. 2" : 
The SPEAKER. There has been a demand 
for the régular order-of business, whieh in: itself 
is an-objection. to all other business...) <0) 002.5%. 
RESOLUTIONS OF MAINE: 


: Mr. FOSTER, by unanimousconsent, presented 
ċint resolutions of thë Legislature of the State of 


Taine. ae : ee! ; 
The Clerk réad-the resolutions, as follows: 
i STATE OF MAINE. ALSE 
Resolve relating to existinig Nation i 
Whereas, by advices received from Washingt 
information received iit many other ways, itap] 
extensive combination exists of évil-disposed 
effect the dissolution of the Federal ‘Union: and ti 
throw of the Government; and whereas the peopl 
State are deeply attached to the Union and thoroughly, 
to the Government, and are heartily devoted to thelr pres 
ervation and protection: Therefore, faa Hee Log 
Resolved, Thatthe Governor be, and hereby is, authorized 
and requested to assure the President of the United States 
of the loyalty of the péople- of Maing to the Union and the 
Government thereof; and that the entire resources. of the 
State in men and money are hereby pledged to the Admin- 
istration in defense and support of the Constitution and the 
nion. . 


IN THE Flouse oF REPRESENTATIVES, | 
> ` u January, 17,1861 


Read and passed. : WETS 
J. G; BLAINE; Speaker 


Is Senare, January 18, 1861, 


WILLIAM ©. HAMMATT; | 
| President pro tempore... 


Read and passed. 


Approved January 18, 1861. : eC ee 
Fp TR ISRAEL: WASHBURN, Jt: 


OFFICE or SECRETARY OF STATE; ae 

Avavsta, Jahuary 28, 18616: 

I hereby certify that the foregoing is a true. copy of the 
Ly 


original as deposited in this office. 


JOSEPH B. HALL, Seoretary:of Stat 

The resolutions were laid upon the table; and 

ordered to be printed. moe as 
C. W. C. DUNNINGTON. y 


The SPEAKER then proceeded, as the regular 
order of business, to call the States and Territo- 
ries for bills and resolutions for reference. 
Mr. TAPPAN, from the Committee of Claims, 
reported a bill for the relief of C. W. C. Dunning 
ton; which was read a first and second time by its 
title, referred toa Committee of the Whole House 
on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompa- 
nying report, ordered to be printed. JE bia 
CHILDREN OF REVOLUTIONARY SOLDIERS 
My. ELIOT introduced ‘a joint resolution 
tending certain acts of Congress.to the surviving 
children of the officers and soldiers of the Revo- 
lution; which was read a first and second time by 
its title, and referred to the Committee ‘on Revo- 
lutionary Pensions. .. . wes eee) 
ANN ELIZA PLATT, : 


Mr. FENTON, from the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, reported ‘a bill granting a pension ‘to 
Ann Eliza Platt, widow of Commander Charles 
T. Platt, late of the United States. Navy; which 
was read a first and second time by its title, re+ 
ferred toa Committee of the Whole House on the 
Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying 
report, ordered to be printed. 

BIGLER PROPOSITION. 


Mr. JOHN COCHRANE. Task leave to in- 
troduce a bill. Ido not propose to consume: the 
time of the House by asking that it be read. It 
embraces the proposition of compromise offered 
in the Senate by Senator Bieler, of Pennsylva- 
nia. I want some mode adopted by which itsvilLbe 
graces to the people. { move that its reading 

e dispensed with, and that it be-referred to'any 
committee of this House where it: will not be 
strangled. It is entitled a bill to provide for taking 
the sense of the people of sthe several: States. on 
certain proposed amendmentsto the Constitution 
of the United States. ; E 


oe 
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January 28, 


“The bill was read a first and second time, and 
referred to the select committee of five. 


PETITION FROM NEW JERSEY ON THE CRISIS. 


Mr. RIGGS, by unanimous consent, presented 
a memorial signed by S. R. White and others, 
of the fourth congressional district of. New Jer- 
sey, asking that’a national convention may be 
called to settle éxisting difficulties; which was 
laid-upon‘the table. 5 ; 


RESOLUTIONS OF PENNSYLVANIA. 


Mr. COVODE. «I submit: resolutions of the 
State of Pennsylvania. © |. 
i The Clerk read the resolutions, as follows: 


Joint resolutions relative to the maintenance of the Consti- 
tution and the. Union, adopted by the Legislature of Penn- 
syloania, January 24, 1861: 

Whereas a-convention of delegates assembled in the city 
of Charleston, in the State of South Carolina, did, on the 
20th day of December, in the year of our Lord 1860, adopt 
an ordinance, entitled “An ordinance to dissolve the Union 
between the State of South Carolina and other States uni- 
ted with. her, under the compact entitled the ‘ Constitution 
of the United States of America,’ ” whereby it is declared 
that the said Union is dissolved; and whereas it becomes 
the duty of the people of Pennsylvania, through their rep- 
resentatives in this General Assembly, to make known 
what ‘they consider.to be the objects sought, and the obli- 
gations and duties imposed by the Constitution: 
_ Beit therefore resolved, by the Senate and House of Rep- 
resentatives of the Commonwealth of Pennsylvania in Gen- 
eral Assembiy met, and it is hereby resolved, ‘That the Con- 
stitution of the United States of America was ordained and 
established, as’ set forth in its preamble, by the people of 
‘the United States, in order to form.a more perfect union, 
‘establish justice, insure domestic tranquillity, provide for 
the common defense, promote the general welfare, and se- 
cure the blessings of liberty to themselves and their poster- 
ity; and ifthe people of any State in this Union are notin 
the full enjoyment or .all the benefits intended to be secured 
to them hy the said Constitution ; if their rights under it 
are disregarded, their tranquillity disturbed, their prosperity 
retarded, or their liberties imperiled, by the people of any 
other State, full and adequate redress can, and ought to be, 
provided for such grievances through the action of Con- 
gress, and other proper departments of the national Gov- 
ernment. 


2, Resolved, That the people of Pennsylvania entertain | 


and desire.to cherish the most fraternal sentiments for their 
brethren of other States, and are ready now, as they have 
ever been, to codperate inyall measures needful for their 
weifare, security, and happiness, under the Constitution 
which makes us one people. That while they cannot sur- 


render their love of liberty inherited from the founders of | 


their-State, sealtd with the blood of the Revolution, and 
witnessed in the history of their legislation; and while they 
elaim the observance of all their rights under the Constitu- 
tion, they nevertheless maintain now, as they have ever 
done, the constitutional rights of the people of the slave- 
holding States, to the uninterrupted enjoyment of their 
own domestic institutions. 


3. Resolved, That we adopt the sentiment and language | 


of President Andrew Jackson, expressed in his message 
to Congress on the 16th day of January, 1833: ‘That the 
right of the people of a single State to absolve themselves 
at will, and without the consent of the other States, from 
their most solemn obligations, and hazard the liberties 
happiriess of the millions composing this Union, cam 
acknowledged; and that such authority is utterly repug- 
nant both to the principles upon which the General Gov- 
ernment is coustitnted and the objects which it was cs- 
pressly formed to attain.” 


4, Resolved, That the Constitution of the United States | 


of America contains al) the powers necessary to the main- 
tenance of its authority, and it is the solemn and most im- 
perative duty of the Government to adopt and carry iuto 
effect whatever measures may be necessary to thatend; and 
the faithand the power of Pennsylvania are hereby pledged 
tothe support of such measures, in any manner aud to any 
extent that may be required of her by the constituted author- 
ities of the United States. 

5. Resolved, That all plots, conspiracies, and warlike 
demonstrations against the United States, iu any section of 
the country, are treasonable in their character; and what- 
ever power of the Government is necessary to their sup- 
pression should be applied to that purpose without hesita- 
tion or delay. 

6. Resolved, That the Governor be, and he is hereby, re- 
quested to transmit a copy of these resolutions to the Pres-~ 
ident of the United States, properly attested under the great 
seal of the Commonwealth, aad like attested copies to the 
Governors of the several States of this Union, and also to 
our Senators and Representatives in Congress, who are 
hereby requested to present the same to the Senate and 
House of Representatives of the United States. 

E. W. DAVIS; 
Speaker of the House of Representatives. 
ROBERT M. PALMER, 
Speaker of the Senate. 


A. G. CURTIN. 


OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY OF THE COMMONWEALTH, 
HARRISBURG, January 24, 1861. 


Approved January 24, 1861. 


Pennsylvania, ss: 

I do hereby certify that the foregoing is a full and true 
copy of the original resolutions of the General Assembly, 
entitled “Joint resolutions relative to the maintenance of 
the Constitution and the Union,” as the same remains on 
fle in this office. } 

Tn testimony whereof, I have hereunto set my hand and 

fus.] affixed the seal of the Secretary’s office, the day 

S39 and year above written. — S.B. THOMAS, 

Deputy Secretary of the Commonwealth, 


In the name and by the authority of the Commonwealth of 
Pennsylvania. “Andrew G: Curtin, Governor of the said 
Commonwealth, to all to whom these presents shall come, 

vosends greeting: 5 f $ 

Pennsylvania, ss: ; $ 
Know ye, that the attestation hereunto annexed isin due 

form, and made by the proper officer, and that Samuel B. 

Thomas, whose name is subscribed thereto, was at the time 

of ‘subscribing the same, and now is, deputy secretary of 

the Commonwealth of Pennsylvania, duly appointed and 
commissioned, and ful] faith and eredit-are due and ought 

to be given to his official acts accordingly. j 
Given under my hand and the great seal of the State, at 

Harrisburg, the 24th diy of January, in the year 
{u. s.] of our Lord 1861, and of the Commonwealth the 
è eighty-fifth..” A. G. CURTIN. 
By the Governor: ‘ 
Ext SLIFER, Secretary of the Commonwealth. 


` Mr. COVODE moved that they be laid upon 
the table, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. Let me say that the res- 
olutions just read express the sentiments of the 
people of tho State of Pennsylvania. They are 
just in sentiment, and firm in tone. 

The SPEAKER. Debate is not in order. 

The question was then taken on Mr. CovopE’s 
motion; and it was agreed to. 


CRITTENDEN RESOLUTIONS. 
Mr. CAMPBELL, by unanimous consent, pre- 


sented a memorial from citizens of his district, in 
favor of the Crittenden resolutions; which were 
laid upon the table. 


AMENDMENTS TO THE CONSTITUTION. 


Mr. FLORENCE. I submita joint resolution 
proposing certain amendments to the Constitution 
of the United States. 

The resolution was read a first and second time 
by its title. 

Mr. FLORENCE. 


must be apparent to us all, that the people of the 
country are anxious for the adoption of some 
measure of compromise. I desire to bring peace 
and harmony to a distracted nation. For that 
urpose I hold out this olive branch. Will the 
Jouse accept it? I trust they will. Task that 
the resolution be read. 
Objection was made. j 
Mr. FLORENCE. Does an objection prevent 


: me from having the resolution read? 


TheSPEAKER. It docs. The resolution can 


only be received for reference. 
Mr. FLORENCE. [Ihave submitted the joint 


resolution, and it has been read only by its title. 
1 propoge to put it on its passage; and I think 
that I have the right to have it read through 
before it is put on its passage. 

The SPEAKER. Objection being made, the 
gentleman cannot put his resolution on its pas- 
sage. It can only be received for reference. 

Mr. FLORENCE. Very well, then. I now 
offer amendments to the Constitution of the Uni- 
ted States, and ask that they be read. 


Mr. BURNETT. This call is for the reception | 


of bills and resolutions for reference only, and I 
hope that it will be proceeded with. ‘I'he gentle- 


| man cannot put hisamendments on their passage 


now; and I hope he will not consume time in hav- 
ing them read. 

Mr. FLORENCE. My object is to get the 
propositions before the House for action. I gave 
notice, the other day, that I would move them as 
amendments to the report of the select committee 
of thirty-three. I will withhold my amendments 
to the Constitution of the United States, and move 
that the joint resolution be referred to the select 
committee of five. 

The question was taken; and the motion was 
agreed to. 

Mr. Fiorence’s joint resolution is as follows: 


Joint resolution proposing certain amendments to the Con- 
stitution of the United States. 

Whereas serious and alarming dissensions have arisen 
between the northern and southern States concerning the 
rights and security of the rights of the slaveholding States, 
and expecially their rights in the common territory of the 
United States; and whereas it is eminently desirable and 
proper that those dissensions, which now threaten the very 
existence of this Union, should be permanently quieted and 
settled by constitutional provisions, which shall do equal 
justice to all sections, and thereby restore to the people that 
peace and good will which ought to prevail between all the 
citizens of the United States: Therefore, 

Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives of 
the United States of America in Congress assembled, (two 
thirds of both Houses concurring,) That the following arti- 
eles be, and are hereby, proposed and submitted as amend- 
ments to the Constitution of the United States, which shall 
be valid to all intents and purposes as part of said Consti- 


Task that the resolution | 
be read, with a view to put it on its passage. It | 


| 
i 


tution, when ratified by conventions of three fourths of the 
several States: ` 

Arrictr l. Persons held to service or Fahor for life in 

any State under the laws thereof may be taken into any Ter- 
ritory of the United States south of latitude 36° 36’, and the 
right to such service or laborshall not be impaired thereby. 
And any Territorial Legislature shali have the exclusive 
right to make àli needful rules and regulations for the pro- 
tection of such right, and ofsuch persons, and for the main- 
tenance and treatment of such persons and their descend- 
ants, in their domestic relations. But Congress or any 
Territorial Legislature shall. not have power to impair or 
abolish such right of service in the said Territory, nor in 
any other place within the jurisdiction of the United: States, 
without the consent of all the States which maintain such 
service. - 
ART. 2. When any Territory of the United States shall 
have a population equal to the ratio of representation for 
one member of Congress, and the people eball have formed 
a constitution for a republican form of government, it shall 
be admitted as a sovereign State into the Union, on an 
equal footing with the other States, by the proclamation of 
the President of the United States ; andthe people may, in 
the constitution for such State, either probibit or regulate 
the right to labor or service, and alter or amend the consti- 
tution at their will. And ifthe President refuses to admit 
such Territory as a State, this article shall not deprive Con- 
gress of the power to admit such State. 

ART. 3. The present right of representation, in the section 
two, article one of the Constitution of the United States, 
shall never be altered without the consent of all the States 
maintaining the right to service or labor for jife. And the 
regulation of the right to labor or service in any of the States 
is hereby recognized to be exclusively the right of each 
State within ifs own limits; and this constitution shall 
never be altered or amended to impair this right of each 
State withoutits consent: Provided, Thatthis article shali 
not be construed to absolve the United States Government 
from rendcring assistance to suppress insurrections or do- 
mestic violence, as provided in the section four, article four 
of this Constitution. 

Arr. 4. The exclusive power to regulate or abolish the 
right to labor or service for tife in the District of Columbia 
is hereby ceded to the State of Maryland, to be exercised 
in common with such right in that State, subject, never- 
theless, to the judicial jurisdiction of the District of Co- 
lumbia. 

Art. 5. No State shall pass any law in any way inter- 
fering with or obstructing the recovery of fugitives from 
justice, or from labor or service, or any law of Congress 
made under article four, section two of this Constitution 5 
and all laws in violation of this article may be declared 
void by the Supreme Court of the United States at the suit 
of any State. 

ART. 6. As a right of comity between the citizens of the 
several States, the right of transit with persons held to 
labor or service for life, or for years, from one State to an- 
other, shall not be interfered with, without the consent of 
all the States maintaining such service. 

ART. 7. Whenever any State shall grant by iaw to citi- 
zens of other States the right to sojourn fora limited period 
with persons held to service or labor, if such persons escape 
they shall be subject to recovery as fugitives, under the pro- 
visions of this Constitution, and shall be returned to the 
State fram which they were brought. 

Arr. 8. The trafficiin slaves with Africa is hereby for- 
ever prohibited. And. the descendants of Africans shalt 
not be madercitizens. 

Arr. 9. All acts of any inhabitant of the United States 
tending to incite persans held to service or labor, to insur- 
rection or acts of domestic violence, or to abscond, shall 
be considered and prohibited as contrary to Jaw, and a 
penal offense. 

Arr. 10. The county of any State, wherein a person 
owing service or labor is rescued from the custody of the 
owner, agent, or officer, shall be bound to pay the full value 
of such person, for the use of the owner, at the suit of the 
United States. 

ART. 11. Persons held to service or labor for life, under 
the laws of any State or Territory, shall not be taken into 
any Territory of the United States, while in a territorial 
condition, north of latitude 36° 30. 

Arr. 12. Alleged fugitives trom labor or service, on re- 
quest, shall havea trial by jury at the place to which they 
may be returned. , 

Arr. 13. AN alleged fugitives charged with crime com- 
mitted iu violation of the laws of the State from whieh 
they fied shall, on demand, be returned to such State, and 
shall have the right of trial by jury, and, if such person 
claims to be a citizen of another State, shall havea right of 
appeal, or of writ of error, to the Supreme Court of the Uni- 
ted States. 

ART. 14. Citizens of any State sojonming in another 
State shal} not be subject to violence or punishment, nor 
injured in their persons or property, without trial by jury 
and duc process of law. 

Arr. 15. No State, or the people thereof, shall retire 
from this Union without the consent of three fourths of all 
the States. 

ART. 16. The reserved power of the people in three 
fonrths of the States to call and form anational convention 
to alter, amend, or abolish this Constitution, according to 
its provisions, shall never be questioned, notwithstanding 
the directions in article five of the Constitution. 

Arr. 17. The artieles eight, nine, and ten of these amend- 
ments shall not be altered without the consent of all the 
States maintaining service or labor for life. 


ELIZABETH MONTGOMERY. 


Mr. WHITELEY. I ask the unanimous con- 
sent of the House to take up, and put upon its 


| passage, Senate bill No. 95. lask forthe reading 


of the bill. 
The bill, which was read, directs the Secretary 


| of the Treasury, out of any money in the Treas- 


ury not otherwise appropriated, to pay to Eliza- 


1861. 
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beth Montgomery, daughter. and ‘sole -heir of 
Captain Hugh Montgomery, of the ship Nancy, 
of Wilmington, Delaware, $5,000, in full compen- 
sation for his. successful effort to prevent the pow- 
der and munitions of war belonging to the United 
States on board said ship, and for his interest in 
the value of said ship, which he blew up to pre- 
vent her cargo from falling into the hands of the 
enemy during the war of the Revolution. 

Mr. BURNETT. I prefer that the bill should 
be referred; and therefore I object. I have called 
for the regular order of business, and I insist 
upon it. f 

DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 


_ Mr. HUGHES introduced the following reso- 
tion: 

Resolved, That the Committee for the District of Colum- 
bia be instructed to inquire into the expediency of retro- 
ceding to the State of Maryland that portion of the District 
of Columbia not necessary to the wants of the Federal 
Government and adjacent to said State, separated from the 
main portion of the District of Columbia by the eastern 
branch of the Potomac river. 


Mr. HINDMAN. Cannot that resolution be 
soamended as to instruct the committee to inquire 
into the expediency of retroceding the entire Dis- 
trict to Maryland ? 

The resolution was agreed to. 


MESSAGES FROM THE PRESIDENT. 


A message, in writing, was received from the 
President of the United States, by J. G. GLoss- 
BRENNER, his Private Secretary; also, a message 
notifying the House that he had approved and 
signed a bill (H. R. No. 467) granting a pension 
to Eliza Reeves. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Hiinois. Task unan- 
imous consent that the message of the President 
be read. 

Mr. BURNETT. It can be read at some other 
time. 

UNION RESOLUTION. 


Mr. BOTELER, I desire to present to the 
House a resolution adopted at a meeting of the 
conservative Union men of Jefferson county, Vir- 
ginia, held at Charlestown, on Monday last. The 
resolution is as follows: 

Resolved, That, in the opinion of this meeting of dele- 
gates, the present condition of this country is such as re- 
quires the pending difficulties between the slave and free 
States to be permanently settled, and that the convention 
of the people of this State should not finally adjourn before 
such permanent settlement is had; and further, that the 
convention, before taking any such action as would sep- 
arate this State from the existing. Federal Government, 
should use every exertion to preserve the Union upon a 
basis of justice to all the seetions—such, for instance, as 
that known as the Crittenden resolutions. 

The resolution was referred to the select com- 


mittee of five. 
TROOPS IN WASHINGTON. 


Mr. CRAIGE, of North Carolina, asked unan- 
imous consent to introduce the following resolu- 
tion: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of War be requested to re- 
port to this House how many troops have been ordered to 
this city since the lst day of December last; whence they 
have been drawn; the nature and character of the same; 
and for what purpose they are quartered here in a time of 

_ profound peace. 
Objection being made, the resolution was not 


received. 

Mr. LEACH, of North Carolina. [am not 
well versed in the rules of order. I have sought 
the floor at least one dozen times during this ses- 
sion to move to take up two important bills, as I 
consider, introduced by me last session—one to 
reduce the mileage and'compensation of members, 
and the other a pension bill. I believe thata large 
majority of the people desire that those billsshould 
pass; and I ask if, by the rules of the Housc, I 


can—availing myself of the call for resolutionsand | 
bills from North Carolina—call up the pension 


bill, with the view of asking for it to be putupon 
its passage ? 
The SPEAKER, It cannothe done, except by 


unanimous consent. ; 
Mr. LEACH. Jask the unanimous consent 


of the House. k 
Objection being made, the bill was not taken up 
MILITIA OF THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 
Mr. STANTON introduced and asked leave to 
put on its passage a bill to amend an act entitled 
“An act more effectually to provide for the organ- 
ization of the militia of the District of Columbia, 
approved March 3, 1803. 


} as exis 


Mr. BURNETT. I object and call -for the: 
regular order of business. k : 

Mr. STANTON... Will it be in order to move 
to suspénd the rules? > ae een 

The SPEAKER. Not at this time. `` 

The bill was read a first and second. time. 

Mr. STANTON.: I move that the bill bere- 
ferred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. BURNETT. I move to refer it to ‘the 
Committee for the District of Columbia. =: 3. 

The question was first put upon the motion o 
Mr. Sranron; and it was not agreed:to. 


The bill was then referred to the Committee for |} 


the District of Columbia. 
AMENDMENTS TO THE CONSTITUTION. 


Mr. VALLANDIGHAM. [havea resolution 
which, at the proper time, I propose to submitas 
an amendment to the joint resolution introduced 
by the gentleman from New York, [Mr. Jonn 
Cochrane, ] in reference to a vote of the people of 
the several States on propositions to amend the 
Constitution of the United States. Task that it 
be referred to the select committee of five. 

The joint resolution was received, read a first 
and second time, and referred accordingly. 


WATER-WORKS IN WASHINGTON, 


Mr. BURNETT introduced a bill amendatory 
of an act approved March 3, 1859, entitled “An 
act to provide for the care and preservation of the 
water-works constructed by the United States for 
bringing the Potomac water into the city of Wash- 
ington and Georgetown, for the supply of water 
for all Government purposes, and for the uses and 
benefits of the inhabitants of said cities; which 
was read a first and second time, and referred to 


the Committee for the District of Columbia. l 


SAMUEL ROACH. 

Mr. QUARLES introduced a bill for the ben- 
efit of Samuel Roach; which was read a first and 
second time, and referred to the Committee of 
Claims. 

COURT OF CLAIMS, 


Mr. QUARLES also introduced a bill to amend 
“An act to establish a court for the investigation 
of claims against the United States,” approved 
February 24, 1855; which was read a first and 
second time, and referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

RAILROADS—POSL ROADS. 


Mr. QUARLES also introduced a bill to de- 
clare the railroad bridges across the Cumberland 
river, at Nashville, ‘Tennessee, and at Clarkes- 
ville, Tennessee, and the railroad bridge across 
the Tennessee river near the mouth of Cane creck, 
in Stewart county, Tennessee, post roads; which 


| was read a first and second time, and referred to 
| the Committee on Post Offices and Post Roads. 


| RESOLUTIONS OF THE TENNESSEE LEGISLATURE. 


Mr. QUARLES presented the resolutions of 


| the Tennessee Legislature; which were read, and 
| laid on the table. ; 


The resolutions were as follows: 

1. Resolved by the General Assembly of Tennessee, That 
a convention of delegates from ail the slaveholding States 
should assemble at hvile, Tennessee, or such other 
place as a majority of the States coiiperating may designate, 
on the 4th day of February, to digest. and define bases upon 
whieh, if possible, the Federal Union and the constitu- 
tional rights of the slave States may be preserved and per- 

netuated, 

! 2. Resolved, That the General Assembly of Tennessee 
appoint a number of delegates to said convention, of our 
ablest and wisest men, equal to our whole delegation in 
Congr and that the Governor of Tennessee immediately 
furnish copies of these resolutions tu the Governors of the 
slaveholding States, and urge the participation of such 
States in said convention. 

3. Resolved, That in the opinion of the General Assem- 
bly of Tennessee, such pian of adjustment should embrace 
the following propositions as amendments te the Constitu- 
tion of the Unvted States: 

First. A declaratory amendment that African slaves, as 
held under the institutions of the slaveholding States, shall | 
be recognized as property, and entitled to the status of other 
property, in the States where slavery exists, in all places 
Within the exchizive jurisdiction of Congress in the slave 
States, in all the Territories south of 36° 30 , in the District 
of Columbia, in transit, and while temporarily. sojourning 
with the owner in the non-slaveholding States and Terri- 
tories north of 36° 30’; and, when fugitives from the owner, 
in the severa! places above named, as well as in ail places | 
in the exclusive juyisdiction of Congress, in the non-slave 
holding States. ie 

Second. That in all the territory now owned, or which | 
may be hereafter acquired by the United States, south of 
the pa 


jel of 36° 30’, African slavery shall be recognized ii 
ng, and be protected by all the depurtinents of the |} 


Federal.and territorial gaverti 
line, now owned. or tò be acq 
nized as existing. Aud wheneve, 
anv of said territory southi-of said | 
equal to that of a congressional district, ; 
admission:-into the Union, the sameshal® be aimi 
slave States ;, while Staies-nortl-of Abe lime, forme 
said territory and “having 4 population equal’ 
sional’ district, shall’ be’ admitted “witho it: 
the States formed out of said territory; nort an athi; 
having been admitted ag meibers of the Union; shall Hare 
all the powers over the institution of. slavery. possi by 
the other States of the Union. Bou eg x : 


` Third. Congress shall have ‘no power to abolish slavery 
in places under its exclusive jurisdiction, and situate within 
the limits of States that permit the holding’ of slaves: > yy 
Fourth. Congress shail have no power to abolish slavery: 
within the District of Columbia, as long as it exists in the 
adjoining States of Virginia and- Maryland, or either, nor 
without the consent of the inhabitants, nor without just 
colnpensatioi made to.such .owners of slaves: ds ‘do not 
consent to such. abolishment: ` Nor shali Congress.at any 
time prohibit officers of the Federal Government, or mèm- 
bers of Congress, whose duties require them to be in.said 
District, fron: bringing with them. their- slaves, and holding 
them as such, during.the time their ‘duties may tequire 
tremito remain there; and afterwards taking them: from the 
strict. Eeen dup atat Se Baba 
Fifth:. Congress shall have no power to prohibit orhinder 
the transportation of'slaves from one State to another; or to. 
a Territory in which slaves are by law permitted to-be held, 
whether that transportation be by land, navigable tivers, or 
by the sea. f Aa APERE 
Siath. In addition to the fugitive slave clause, provide 
that when a slave has been demanded of the-executive 
authority of the State to which he bas fled, if.he.is not de- 
livered, and the owner permitted to carry him outof the 
State in peace, that the State so failing to deliversiiall pay 
to the owner the value of such slave,and such damages as 
he may have sustained in attempting to reclaim his slave, 
and secure bis right of action in the Supreme Court of the 
United States, with execution against the property of such 
State, and of the individual members thereof. ` 
Seventh. No further amendment of the Constitution 
shall affect the five preceding articles, nor the third para- 
graph of the.second section of the first article of the. Con- 
stitution, nor the third paragraph of the second section’ of 
the fourth article of said Constitution ; and tto’'amendments 
shall be made to the Constitution: which will authorize or, 


| give to Congress any power to abolish or interfere with sla~ 


very in any of the: States by whose. laws it is or may be 
allowed or permitted. ; yee eae 
~Bighth. hat slave property shall be rendered secure in 
transit through, or while temporarily sojourning in, thé non 
slaveholding States, or Territories, or in the Distric 
Coiumbia. be ree ae eee 

Ninth. An amendment to the effect that all fugitives are 
to be deemed those offending the laws within the jurisdic- 
tion of the State, and who escape therefrom to other States 5 
and that it is the duty of each State to suppress armed 
invasions of another State. : Bee cn ak tt Mok 

4, Resolved, That-said ‘convention of the ‘slaveholding 
States, having agreed upon a basis ofadjustment satisfactory 
to themselves, should, in the opinion of this General Assem~ 
bly, refer it 10 a convention of all the States, slaveholding 
and non-slavcholding, in the manner following: H should 
invite all the States friendly tosuch plan of adjustment to 
clect delegates, in such manner as to reflect the popular 
will, to assemble in a constitutional convention of all the 
States, north and south, to be held at Richmond, Virginia, 
on the — day of February, 1861, to revise and perfect said 
plan of adjustment for its reterence for final ratification and 
adoption by conventions of the States respectively. 

5. Resolved, That shoulda plan of adjustment satisfactory. 
to the South, not be acceded to by the requisite number of 
States to perfect amendments to the Constitution ofthe 
United States, it is the opinion of this General Assembly 
that the slaveholding States should adopt forthemselves the 
Constitution of the United States, with such amendinents 
as may be satisfactory to the slaveholding States, and that 
they should invite into a Union with them all ‘States of the 
North which are willing to abide such ameaded-Constitu- 
tion and frame of Government, severing at ouce all connec~ 
lion with States refusing such reasonable guarantees to our 
future saféty—such renewed ‘conditions of Federal. Union 
being first submitted for ratification to conventions of all the 
States respectively. : ` 

6. Resolved, That the Governor of Tennessee furnish 
copies of these resolutions immediately to the Governors of 
the slaveholding and non-slaveholding States. 


COST OF MAIL SERVICE, 


Mr.COLFAX. Thavein my hand a commu- 
nication from the Post Office Department in ref- 
erence to the cost of the mail service, Task. that 
it be referred to the Committee on the Post Office 
and Post Roads, and that it be printed. f 

No objection being made, it was so ordered. 


POST ROUTES. 


Mr. FARNSWORTH introduced a bill declar- 
ing all railroad bridges post routes; which was 
read a first and second time, and referred to the 
Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads.” 


JOHN C. WATROUS. 


Mr. HAMILTON asked the unanimous con 
sent to introduce the following resolution: =; 


Resolved, That the consideration of the report from the 
Committee on the Judiciary in the case of Joiir€, Watrous, 
disiriet judge of the United States for: the eastern district 
of Pexas, be made the special order of the day for Monday, 
the 4th of February next, after the expiration of the.mor- 
ing hour, and that the consideration of the sane be contin. 
ued from day to day untirit shali be. ‘disposed of 
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Mr. KILLINGER objected; and the resolution 
‘was not received. © : 
.. SOLDIERS IN FORT SUMTER. . 
Mr: CURTIS introduced a bill for the relief of 

certain musicians and’ soldiers stationed at Fort 
Sumter, in South Carolina; which was read a first 
and second. time. a ee 
Mr. CURTIS.: Task thatthe bill may be put 
upon its passage now. : 

„Mr. BURNETT objecting, the bill was referred 
to-the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered 
to be printed: : é ; 


THE HERMITAGE.. 


» Mr. CURTIS, from the Committee on Military 

Affairs, made an adverse report on thé matter re- 
lating to the propriety of accepting the Hermitage 
asa branch of the Military Academy, or for some 
other school or purpose; which was laid on the 
table, and ordered to be printed. 


STATE OF THE UNION. 


Mr. VANDEVER introduced a joint resolu- 
tion in reference to the political difficulties of the 
country; which was read a first and second time, 
and referred to the select committee of five. 

Mr. BOCOCK. I would like to have a vote 
upon all these resolutions. The time has come 
when we should show hands all around, and let 
the country know what we are going to do. 

Mr. KILLINGER.. I object. 

Mr. BURNETT. Would it be in order to vote 
upon these resolutions by unanimous consent? 

The SPEAKER. It would be. 

Mr. JUNKIN. I object. 

Mr. VANDEVER. I would like to say a word 
in reference to those resolutions. 

The SPEAKER. Debate is not in order. 

DUTY ON SUGAR. 

Mr. ALDRICH introduced the following res- 
olution: 

Resolved, That the Committee of Ways and Means be, 
and are hereby, instructed to inquire into the expediency 
and propricty of repealing the laws, or parts of laws, im- 
posing & duty or tariff on sugar imported into the United 
States; and thatsaid committee report by bill or otherwise. 


‘Mr. HINDMAN. Will the gentleman allow 
that resolution to be so amended as to include the 
repeal of duties upon iron, and also the fishing 
bounties? 

The resolution was agreed to. 


SURVEYING DISTRICTS. 


Mr. ALDRICH introduced a bill for the con- 
solidation of surveying districts; which was read 
a first and second time, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands. 

CILARLES THOMPSON. 


Mr. STEVENS, of Washington, introduced a 
bill for the relief of Charles ‘Thompson; which 
was read a first and second time, and referred to 
the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 


HALF-BREED RESERVATION. 

Mr. DAILY introduced a bill declaring the 
Indian half-breed reservation to be a part of the 
Territory of Nebraska; which was read a first 
and second time, and referred to the Committee 
on Territories. 

STATE OF THE UNION. 


Mr. McKEAN. I beg leave to present the 
roceedings of a large and, unanimous meeting, 
held without distinction of party, at Sandy Hill, 
New York, declaring their approbation of the 
President’s late special message to Congress; that 
Major Anderson is entitled to their warmest 
thanksand gratitude,and shall be sustained, what- 
ever may be the consequences; that no State has 
the right to dissolve its connection with this Gov- 
ment, and every attempt to do so must be pre- 
vented at every. hazard; that every man, North 
or South, who sets the Government at defiance, 
and aids in secession or disunion, is guilty of 
treason; calling on the Government to promptly 
reinforce Fort Sumter with men and supplies; to 
retake, without reference to consequences, every 
fort, arsenal, custom-house, or other publie prop- 
erty, seized by southern traitors; to immediately 
blockade every harbor of every seceding State, 
and stop all postal communication with them. 

I also present a memorial, folded in the Ameri- 

can flag, signed by five hundred and fifty-three 
legal voters, without distinction of party, of 


‘Whitehall, New York, with preamble and reso- 
lutions attached, deploring the distracted condi- 
tion of the country, and requesting their Senators 
and instructing their Representatives in Congress 
to urge the immediate- passage of the Crittenden 
compromise, or, without delay, adopt some other 
mode of adjustment which may be satisfactory to 
all sections of the Union, and forever settle this 
unwise controversy and agitation... 

The proceedings and memorial were laid upon 
the table. os 


WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 


On motion of Mr. PHELPS, leave was granted 
for the withdrawal from the files of the House of 
the memorial and accompanying papers of Wil- 
liam D. Nutt. 


CRITTENDEN PROPOSITION. 


Mr. DAVIS, of Indiana, presented the- pro- 
ceedings of a public meeting held at Gosport, in 
his congressional district, recommending the adop- 
tion of the Crittenden proposition; which were 
laid upon the table. 


BORDER SLAVE STATES. 


Mr. MORRIS, of Illinois. I offer the follow- 
mg resolution: 

Resolved, That the members of this House from the bor- 
der slave States be respectfully requested to submit fo this 
House an ultimatum proposition, embracing their views 
upon the questions now dividing the Union, and by which 
they are willing tostand, and pledge their respective States 
to stand, now and hereafter, as a final setticment of said 
questions. 


Mr. GROW. I object to that resolution. 

Mr. MORRIS, of Illinois. I move the previous 
question upon the resolution. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Itis objected to. 


1 The SPEAKER. The resolution isin order 


under the call of the States; and the call for the 
previous question by the gentleman from Mlinois 
cuts off debate. 

Mr. GROW. If the gentleman from Illinois 
had the floor when I made the objection, I sup- 
pose he could move the previous question. 

The SPEAKER. He was on the floor and 
moved the previous question. 

Mr, WASHBURNE, of Illinois. If the pre- 
vious question be not sustained, the resolution 
must go over, if any gentleman proposes to de- 
bate it. I call for tellers on seconding the demand 
for the previous question. 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. Somes, and 
Craig of Missouri, were appointed. 

Mr. MORRIS, of Illinois. I modify my res- 
olution by striking out the word ‘border,’ so 
as to make it read * the slave States.” 

The House divided; and the tellers reported — 
ayes 29; noes not counted. 

So the previous question was not seconded. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. I propose 
to debate the resolution. 

The SPEAKER. Then the resolution must 
lie over. : 

Mr. MORRIS, of Ilinois. I move a suspen- 
sion of the rules, so that the resolution may be 
considered now. 

Mr. HINDMAN. [believe the morning hour 
has expired; and that the motion of the gentleman 
from Illinois is not in order. 

The SPEAKER. The morning hour has ex- 
pired; and nothing is in order but to proceed to 
the consideration of the special order, upon which 
the gentleman from Virginia [Mr. Pryor] has 
the floor by assignment. 

Mr. SICKLES. The gentleman from Virginia 
is not here to claim the floor. 

Mr. BURNETT. Ihave sent for him, and he 
will be here in a moment, 

Mr. NOELL. As the gentleman from Vir- 
ginia is not present, I ask the unanimous consent 
of the House to take up Senate bill No 7, which 
I attempted to get up the other day. 

Mr. GROW. I object. 

Mr. FLORENCE. [ notice that a number of 
propositions referred to the committee of five this 
morning have been ordered to be printed. I hope 
that, by unanimous consent, all such propositions 
Lwillbe printed. =. 

Mr. BOCOCK. My colleague [Mr. Pryor] is 
now in his place. > 


COLLECTION OF THE REVENUE, ETC. 


Mr. SICKLES. With the permission of the 
gentleman from Virginia, I desire to offer a reso- 


lution calling for information. It will give riseto 
no debate. i 
The Clerk read the resolution, as follows: 


Resolved, Thatthe Secretary ofthe Treasury be requested 
to inform this House whether the duties on imports con- 
tinué to be collected in the ports of entry established by 
law in the States of South Carolina, Georgia, Alabama, 
Louisiana, and Florida; and whether any hindrances exist 
to the lawful entry and clearing of vessels therein. Also, 
the present condition of the light-houses, beacons, and 
buoys in the said harbors and adjacent waters. Also, what 
measures, if any, have been taken to secure the revenue 
vessels in the service of the Department from seizure, or 
to recover possession of such as have been seized. Also, 
what measures have been adopted for the security of the 
public moneys in the hands of depositaries in the aforesaid 
States, and whether they are available to the Treasury. 
Also, whether the use and control of any of the marine 
hospitals, permanent or temporary, have been interfered 
with, and what proceedings have been adopted with refer- 
ence thereto. 


Mr. CRAIGE, 
to that resolution. 


ADMISSION OF KANSAS. 


Mr. GROW. With the permission of the gen- 
tleman from Virginia, I desire to give notice to 
the House that if I can get the floor when the 
gentleman from Virginia has concluded, I shall 
endeavor to call up the bill for the admission of 
Kansas into the Union, which has been returned 
from the Senate with amendments. 


MESSAGE FROM TUE PRESIDENT. 


Mr. STANTON. Will the gentleman. from 
Virginia permit a message from the President 
which was received this morning, and lies upon 
the Speaker’s table, to be read before he com- 
menccs his remarks? It ought to be referred. 

Mr. PRYOR. I will yield for, that purpose, 
provided it will not come out of my time. 

Mr. STANTON. Of course not. 

The SPEAKER then laid before the House a 
message from the President of the United States; 
which was read by the Clerk, as follows: 


To the Senate and 
House of Representatives of the United States: 

I decm itmy duty to submit to Congress a series 
of resolutions adopted by the Legislature of Vir- 
ginia, on the 19th instant, having in view a peace- 
ful settlement of the exciting questions which now 
threaten the Union. They were delivered to me 
on Thursday, the 24th instant, by ex-President 
Tyler, who has left his dignified and honored re- 
tirement in the hope that he may render service 
to his country in this its hour of peril. These res- 
olutions, it will be perceived, extend an invitation 
‘£ to all such States, whether slaveholding or non- 
slaveholding, as are willing to unite with Virginia 
in an earnest effort to adjust the present unhappy 
controversies in the spirit in which the Constitu- 
tion was originally formed, and consistently with 
its principles, so as to afford to the people of the 
slaveholding States adequate guarantees for the 
security of their rights, to appoint commission- 
ers to meet, on the 4th day of february next, in 
the city of Washington, similar commissioners 
appointed by Virginia, to consider, and, if prac- 
ticable, agree upon some suitable adjustment.” 

I confess I hail this movement, on the part of 
Virginia, with great satisfaction. From the past 
history of this ancient and renowned Common- 
wealth, we have the fullest assurance that what 
she has undertaken she will accomplish, if it can 
be done by able, enlightened, and persevering 
efforts. It is highly gratifying to know that other 
patriotic States have appointed, and are appoint- 
ing, commissioners to mect those of Virginia in 
council. When assembled, they will constitute a 
body entitled, in an eminent degree, to the confi- 
dence of the country. 

The General Assembly of Virginia have also 
resolved ‘ thatex-President John Tyler is hereby 
appointed, by the concurrent vote of each branch 
of the General Assembly, a commissioner to the 
President of the United States; and Judge John 
Robertson is hereby appointed, by a like vote, a 
commissioner to the State of South Carolina and 
the other States that have seceded or shall seccde, 
with instructions respectfully to request the Pres- 
ident of the United States and the authorities of 
such States to agree to abstain, pending the pro- 
ceedings contemplated by the action of this Gen- 
eral Assembly, from any and all acts calculated 
to produce a collision of arms between the States 
and the Government of the United States.” 

However strong may be my desire to enter into 
such an agreement, I am convinced that I do not 


of North Carolina. I object 
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possess the power. -Congress,and Congress alone, 
under the war-making power, can- exercise the 
discretion of agreeing to abstain ‘* from any and 
all acts calculated to produce a collision of arms”? 
between this and any other Government. It 
would, therefore, be a usurpation for the Execu- 
tive to attempt to restrain their hands by an agree- 
ment in regard to matters over which he has no 
constitutional control. ‘If he were thus to act, 
they might pass laws which he should be bound 
to obey, though in conflict with his agreement. 
Under existing circumstances, my present ac- 
tual power is confined within narrow limits. It 
is my duty at all times to defend and_protect the 
public property within the seceding States so far 
as this may be practicable, and especially to em- 
ploy all constitutional means to protect the prop- 
erty of the United States, and to preserve the 
public peace at this the seat of the Federal Gov- 
ernment. If the seceding States abstain ‘from 
any and all acts calculated to produce a collision 
of arms,” then the danger so much to be depre- 
cated will no longer exist. Defense, and not 
aggression, has been the policy of the Adminis- 
tration from the beginning. i 
But whilst I can enter into no engagement such 
as that proposed, I cordially commend to Con- 
gress, with much confidence that it will meet their 
approbation, to abstain from passing any law cal- 
culated to produce a collision of arms pending the 
proceedings contemplated by the action of the 
General Assembly of Virginia. [am one of those 
who will never despair of the Republic. I yet 
cherish the belief that the American people will 
perpetuate the Union of the States on some terms 
justand honorable for all sections of the country. 
trust that the mediation of Virginia may be the 
destined means, under Providence, of accomplish- 
ing this inestimable benefit. Glorious as are the 
memories of her past history, such an achieve- 
ment, both in relation to her own fame and the 
welfare of the whole country, would surpass them 
all. JAMES BUCHANAN. 
MWasuinetron Ciry, January 28, 1861. 


EXECUTIVE DEPARTMENT, RICHMOND, 
January 20, 1861. 
SIR: {have the honor to transmit herewith resolutions 
adopted by the General Assembly of Virginia yesterday. 
Very respectfully, — JOHN LETCHER. 


Preamble and Resolutions adopted by the General Assembly 
of Virginia, January 19, 1861. 

Whereas it is the deliberate opinion of the General As- 
sembly of Virginia, that unless the unhappy controversy 
which now divides the States of this Confederacy shall be 
satisfactorily adjusted,a permanent dissolution of the Union 
is inevitable; and the General Assembly, representing the 
wishes of the people of the Commonwealth, is desirous of 
employing every reasonable means to avert so dire a calam- 
ity, and determined to make a final effort to restore the 
Union and the Constitution, in the spirit in which they 
were established by the fathers of the Republic: Therefore, 

Resolved, That on behalf of the Commonwealth of Vir 
ginia, an invitation is hereby extended to all such States, 
whether slaveholding or non-slaveholding, as are willing to 
unite with Virginia in an carnest effort to agjust the present 
unhappy controversies in the spirit in which the Constitu- 
tion was originally formed, and consistently with its prin- 
ciples, so as to afford to the people of the slavehoiding 
States adequate guarantees for the security of their rights, 
to appoint commissioners to meet, on the 4th day of Feb- 
ruary next, in the city of Washington, similar commission- 
ers appointed by Virginia, to consider, and, if practicable, 
agree upon some suitable adjustment. P 

Resolved, That ex-President John Tyler, William C. 
Rives, Judge John W. Brockenbrough, George W. Sum- 
mers, and James A. Seddon, are hereby appointed commis- 
sioners, whose duty it shall be to repair to the city of Wash- 
ington, on the day designated in the foregoing resolution, to 
meet such commissioners as may be appointed by any of 
the said States, in accordance with the foregoing resolu- 
tion. 

Resolved, That if said commissioners, after full and free 
conference, shall agree upon any plan of adjustment requir- 
ing amendments of the Federal Constitution, for the further 
security of the rights of the people ofthe slaveholding States, 
they be requested to communicate the proposed amend- 
ments to Congress, for the purpose of having the same sub- 
mitted by that body, according to the forms of the Consti- 
tution, to the several States for ratification. 

Resolved, Thar if said commissioners cannot agree on 
such adjustment, or, if agreeing, Congress shall refuse to 
submit for ratification such amendments as may be pro- 
posed, then the commissioners of this State shall imme- 
diately communicate the result to the Executive of this 
Commonwealth, to be by him laid before the convention of 
the people of Virginia and the General Assembly : Pro vided, 
that the said commissioners be subject at all times to the 
control of the General Assembly, or, if in session, to that 
of the State convention. 7 ; 

Resolved, That in the opinion of the General Assembly 
of Virginia, the propositions embraced in the resolutions 
presented to the Senate of the United States by Hon. Joun 
J. Crirrexpex—so modified as that the first article pro- 
posed as an amendment to the Constitution of the United 


States. shall apply.to all-the territory of the United States 
now held or hereafter acquired south of latitude 36° 30’, and | 
provide that slavery of the African race shall be effectually 
protected as property therein during the continuance of the 
territorial government, and the fourth article shall secure 
to the owners of slaves the right of transit with theirslaves 
between and through the non-slaveholding States and Ter- 
ritories—constitute the basis of such an adjustment of the 
unhappy controversy which now divides the States of this 
Confederacy, as would be accepted by the people of. this 
Commonwealth. : 

Resolved, That ex-President John Tyler is hereby appoint- 
ed, by the concurrent vote of each branch of the General 
Assembly, a commissioner to the President of the United 
States; and Judge John Robertson is hereby appointed, by a 
like vote, a commissioner to the State of South Carolina, 
and the other States that bave seceded, or sliali secede, 
with instructions respectfally to request the President of 
the United States and the authorities of such States to agree 
to abstain, pending the proceedings contemplated by. the 
action of this General Assembly, from any and all acts cal- 
culated to praduce a collision of arms between the States 
and the Government of the United States. 

Resolved, That copies of the foregoing resolutions be 
forthwith telegraphed to the Executives of the several 
States, and also to the President of the United States; and 
that the Governor be requested to inform, without delay, 
the commissioners of their appointment by the foregoing 
resolutions. 

A copy from the rolls. 

WILLIAM F. GORDON, Jr., 
C. H. D. and K. R. of Virginia. 


The Commonwealth of Virginia, to all to whom these 
presents shall come, greeting : 

Know you, that the General Assembly of the Common- 
wealth of Virginia, having, by joint resolution, adopted on 
the 19th instant, and hereto attached, appointed ex-Presi- 
dent Jobn Tyler a commissioner to the President of the 
United States to carry out the instructions conveyed in said 


į resolution : therefore 1, John Letcher, Governor, do hereby 


announce the said appointment, and authenticate the same, 
In testimony whereof, 1 have hercunto set my hand and 
caused the great seal of the State to be affixed, in 

{u. s.] the city of Richmond, this 20th day of January, 


anno Domini, 1861. 
JOHN LETCHER. 
By the Governor: 
Grorce W. Muxrorp, 
Secretary of the Commonwealth. 


Mr. STANTON. I moye that that message be 
printed, and referred to the standing Committee 
on Military Affairs. > 

Mr. JOHN COCHRANE. I move as an 
amendment to that motion, that it be referred to 
the special committee of five. 

Mr. HOWARD, of Michigan. I would sug- 
gest that whatever committee the message is re- 
ferred to, ought to have power to report it back 
at any time; otherwise it will be locked up where 
the House cannot control it. 

Mr. BURCH. The gentleman from Virginia 
only yielded the floor for the reading of the mes- 
sage, and is now entitled to the floor. 

The SPEAKER. Itis proper that the mes- 
sage should be disposed of in some way. 

Mr. STANTON. Ifthe House will allow me, 
I will move that the message be referred to the 
standing Committee on Military Affairs, with 
power to report on it at any time. 

The SPEAKER. That motion is not in order. 
A motion has been made to refer the message to 
the Committee on Military Affairs; and the gen- 
tleman from New York moves, as an amendment, 
that it be referred to the special committee of five. 

Mr. BOCOCK. If there is to be any debate on 
this motion, it should be allowed to go over until 
my colleague [Mr. Pryor] makes his speech. 

Mr. STANTON. I movethe previous question. 

Mr. CURTIS. The question should first be 
taken on the motion to refer to the Committee on 
Military Affairs, 

The SPEAKER. That statement is correct. 
The question ison referring the message to the 
Military Committee. 

Mr. BOCOCK. I am bound to interpose on 
behalf of my colleague, who says he only yielded 
to have the message read. ae 

Mr. STANTON. The previous question is 
demanded, and that will put an end to the matter 
at once. 

Mr. MILLSON, I think the question deserves 
some little consideration. f thercfore move to 
postpone the further consideration of the Presi- 
dent’s message till to-morrow. 

Mr. STANTON. Very well; let that course 
be taken. 

The motion was agreed to. 


STATE OF THE UNION. 


The House resumed the consideration of the 
special order, being the report of the special com- 
mittee of thirty-three, on which Mr. Pryor was 
entitled to tlre floor. Í 


Mr. PRYOR: Mii Speaker;, 
before the House invite discussion 
involved in the present: unhappy: contrd ver 
The rapid march of events, outstrip: dilas 
tory movements of. procrastinating yo 
leaves us no question to consider butt 
tive of peace .or war. -While yourscom 
of compromise have been’ painfully elaborating 
plans of adjustment—all “< mean. reparations upon 
mighty ruins”’—the dispute has become incapa- 
ble of accommodation; and the results their. wiss 
dom was to intercept are now accomplished and . 
irrevocable facts.: Of the thirty-three States: which: 
composed the Confederacy, at- the beginning.of 
this session, six are no longer - members of the 
Union. Not many days will elapse before others 
will follow their. example. Sir, it is anidle and 
unmeaning’ mockery ‘to. talk .of preserving: the 
Union; and they.who. indulge. in: this strain of 
declamation. betray little of the candor demanded 
by the urgency of the otcasion.... Inthe presence 
of so tremendous a catastrophe às that which now 
oppresses us—the overthrow of Government, {he 
partition of a great empire, and ithe imminent 
hazard of civil war—-we owe it to ourselves and 
to the country to be done with the expedients 
of a timidand temporizing policy, and to address 
ourselves to the emergency. without reserve and 
without equivocation. ; 

The issue before the country, I repeat; sir,is 
the simple question of peace or war, Acting as 
they conceive, from the impulse of abundant prov- 
ocation, and exerting a power which they. derive 
from the fundamental principles of this Govern- 
ment, the States of South Carolina, Mississippi, 
Florida, Alabama, Georgia, and Louisiana, have 
renounced the Confederacy and assumed the atti- 
tude of independent republics.: The party. into 
whose hands the control of the Administration: is 
passing, so far froma recourse to conciliatory 
measures and a recognition of the right of seces- 
sion, obdurately reject all overtures of compro- 
mise, and avow a purpose. to employ all the re- 
sources of Government for the subjugation of the 
retiring States. And so itis that the calamities 
of civil war are about to be precipitated upon the 
country. 

Mr. Speaker, in the suspense of this dreadful 
expectation, the people of the South are sustained 
by the conviction that, after the passions and: pre- 
judices of the moment have passed away; im- 
partial history will acquit them of responsibility 
for the consequences of the impending conflict. 
Whenever, in after times, men shall revert to the 
events of this period, they will curse the madness 
of those by whom humanity, was so deeply 
wounded; but not upon us will fall their maledic- 
tions. In what obligation of confederate duty, 
I demand, have we of the South been found de- 
Jinquent? Do we not contribute more than an 
equal proportion to the support of your Govern- 
ment? Has not southern statesmanshipsuccess~ 
fully guided the councils of the Republic in peace? 
Has not southern valor gloriously illustrated its 
arms on the field of battle? To what. pledge of 
confederate faith have we been recreant? Noris 
it only in a literal compliance with the obligations 
of the constitutional compact thatthe South has 
exhibited its patriotic fidelity.. In our conception, 
something more wasexacted by the association of 
fellow-citizenship; and we have denied the people 
of the North no facility in trade, and no advant- 
age of policy which might promote their pros- 
perity. With whose acquiescence, and to whose 
detriment, were measures. of: protection enacted 
for the aggrandizement of your manufacturing 
interest? Upon the productions of whose indus- 
try does your splendid commerce subsist? Until 
the demon of sectional discord was roused by 
your invasion of our rights, we willingly bore 
the burden of uncqual tariffs and exclusive boun- 
ties, to assist the development of your resources; 
and your marvelous opulence we contemplated 
with the pride of fraternal sympathy: In this 
spirit of unselfish patriotism, Virginia. contrib- 
uted a princely domain to tg agcendency ofthe 
North, little dreaming that the States to- be born 
of her bounty would repay her munificence with 
more than the ingratitude of Lear's unnateral 
offspring. 6 eae 

Sir, in what manner have the loyalty and: de- 
votion of the South been: requited: by our. con- 
federates of the Nortli? +I propound the inquiry 
in no spirit of vindictive: aecusition. Indeed, 
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sir; 1 would despise myself no less than: the 
public would: reproach me, if, at this august: mo- 
ment, I should contribute anything’ to the exas- 
peration of passions already too much inflamed. 
Ladvert to the wrongs which the South has en- 
dured, with no other view than to vindicate the 

osition she has-assumed in this controversy. 
n-what manner, I repeat, has the North repaid 
the fidelity with which the South has: redeemed 
all the pledges of confederate faith and discharged 
all the duties of common citizenship ? 

At the- epoch of the Revolution, and, indeed, 
when the Federal Government was organized, 
slavery prevailed in the North as well asin the 
South. If not the chief, it was at least conspicu- 
ous among the. interests for the protection of 
which our: present system of Government was 
established. The Constitution distinguishes it by 
expresy and repeated recognition, in each case 
fortifying it by particular guarantees. 

Now, sir, against this great and vital interest 
an interest of which the pecuniary value is in- 
dicated by countless millions, and the importance 
of which, in the more essential aspect of social 
and political relation, no form of expression 
can adequately represent; an interest on which 
subsists the material prosperity of the southern 
States, and with which their security and inde- 
pendence are inseparably associated ,—this inter- 
est, so vast and so vital, 1s the object of organized 
and ittecssant assault by those who are bound by 
every obligation of written covenant and confed- 
erate faith to protect it. They have launched 
against it the anathemas of moral and legal out- 
lawry, and have. canvassed Christendom for re- 
cruits in the crusade of Abolitionism. They have 
burdened it with iniquitous and oppressive impo- 
sitions. They have denied it the development 
without which it cannot long endure. They have 
attacked it in detail by every variety of criminal 
expedient, And, finally, they have cssayed, 
through the instrumentality of servile insurrec- 
tion, to involve the South in total and irreparable 
ruin. 

These wrongs, I know, appeal in vain to the 

- men by whom they are inflicted; but I can im- 
agine a case analogous in all essential particulars, 
in the contemplation of which they will not be 
likely to exhibit so much of insensibility. The 
manufacturing interest, if not the main, is among 
the most important of the industrial pursuits of 
New England. Now, sir, suppos the other 
States of the Confederacy should combine for the 
spoliation of this interest, and to that end should 
hold it up to universal execration, should invoke 
wpon it the vengeance of Heaven, and proclaim it 
beyond the protection of society; suppose they 
should employ the agency of Government for its 
destruction, should organize conspiracies to rav- 
age it,.and, to impart the last. touch of enormity 
to the outrage, should inflame the passions of your 
operatives to bloody and incendiary revolt; who 
believes the people of New England would pa- 
tiently endure this accumulation of injuries? If 
they be capable of so abject a submission, they 
possess not the spivit.of those ancestors of theirs, 
with whom the most trivial exaction of illegal 
power was an insufferable oppression. Yet these 
and greater grievances are endured by the people 
of the slaveholding States; but you only mock our 
complaints and tighten the grasp of oppression. 
Why marvel, thon, that the day of resistance and 
retribution is come at last? 

Bat, sir, we do not rest the vindication of the 
South on the slavery issue alone, nor mainly. Our 
adversaries, availing themselves of the prevalent 
prejudice against slavery, have diligently repre- 
sented that the secession of the South has no other 
object than the perpetuation of bondage; and the 
effect of the misstatement is visible already in the 
unfriendly criticism of the foreign press. It is 
time our cause were placed upon the true grounds 
of defense; upon principles which, instead of in- 
sulating it from the sympathies of the world, will 


command respect wherever justice rules and the | 


maxims of republiagm liberty are revered. True 
it is that the grievances of which the South com- 


plain affect chiefly the interests of slavery; but | 


it is a narrow and unphilosophical view of the 
controversy to represent the South as protesting 
only against these gricvances, There, indeed, the 
weight of the oppression is most heavily felt; but 
its source must be sought elsewhere. . We com- 


mit an error in reasoning, and what is more, a! 


blunder in policy, when we confound the practical 
effect with the radical principle of tyranny. If 
we mean to apply the resources of true statesman- 
ship to. the disorders of the country, we must dis~ 
cover and correct the organic derangements of the 


. system; otherwise, all our pretentious prescription 


is but the quackery of the empiric. 

Sir, for fifty years the interests of the South re- 
posed and prospered under the sacred safeguards 
ofthe Constitution. By that compact the equality 
of the States was guarantied, their right of self- 
government recognized, and each member of the 
Confederacy mutually. pledged to the others in a 
spirit ‘of fraternal alliance. The States of the 
South.acceded to the Union on these conditions: 
on the conditions that they were to be the peers 
of their sovereign associates, that their rights were 
to be inviolable, and their property secure under 
the protection of thecommon Government. This 
sacred covenant was the bond of union between 
the confederate Republics. The Constitution im- 
posed reciprocal obligations on the States, and 
pledged them to mutual offices of good-will. In 
what manner are these pledges redeemed, and 
these obligations fulfilled, by the northern States? 

Foremost in the catalogue of southern griev- 
ance is the complaint that the fundamental prin- 
ciple of the Confederacy, the equality of the States, 
is subverted by a combination between a majority 
of States to exclude other States from an equal 
participation in the common domain, and so to 
deny them equal advantages of expansion and 
development under the operation of the Federal 
Government. Nay, this Government itself is 
abused to the consummation of that iniquity. 

To all candid men I appeal, if this single fact 
of the exclusion of the South from any share and 
enjoyment of the joint territory of the States, 
doesnotinvolve every circumstance that can rouse 
the indignation of freemen—a breach of constitu- 
tional compact; a stigma of inferiority; a princi- 
ple of civil disability; and a measure of practical 
oppression, {n private life, individuals resent no 
grievance sooner than an invasion of their rights 
of property. Among nations, an encroachment on 
their territorial possessions js an affront which 
war alone can redress. But the exclusion of the 
South from the common domain of the Cenfeder- 
acy, besides these circumstances of insult and ag- 
gression, implies a breach of the most solemn stip- 
ulation, and a reflection the most offensive on the 
southern character. For you cannot deny the 
South equal rights in the Territories, without sub- 
verting the principles of the Constitution; and in 
justification of this wrong, the social system of 
the South is denounced as the “ sum of all vil- 
lainies.”? Whatother orgreater grievance need the 
South urge in vindication of its conduct? 

But thisis notall. In respect of another essen- 
tial condition of Federal Union—the guarantee of 
State sovereignty, the right reserved by each State 
to administer its own affairs and to develop its 
own destinies, iu harmony with the general in- 
terests of the Confederacy,—whatsoever of this 
right may bave survived the systematic encroach- 
ments of Federal usurpation, has vanished before 
the threat of military coercion. Already sover- 
eign States are reduced, in contemplation, to the 
condition of provincial dependencies; and that 
doom they would speedily realize, but for the 
indomitable spirit which quails not before all the 
“pomp and circumstance” of your martial prep- 
aration. 

Perhaps even these radical violations of the 
Constitution, in its spirit and essence, you may 
repel as the vague refinements of a temper alert 
to discover material of sectional crimination. Let 
us descend, then, for a moment, to a single in- 
stance in illustration of the perfidy by which the 
South is defrauded of its covenanted rights. An 
explicit provision of the constitutional compact 
exacts the restitution of fugitive slaves; yet that 
provision, albeit so essential that without it the 
South originally refused to join the Confederacy, 
is shamefully annulled by the northern States; and 
by the default millions of southern property have 
been, confiscated. So flagrantly has the South 
been ‘chggted of its constitutional rights and de- 
nied thgfadvantages of the Union, all the burdens 
of which, however, it bears in enormous dispro- 
portion! 

What stronger argument than this, of violated 
faith and broken engagements, of the invasion cof 
chartered rights and the usurpation of forbidden 


z 
power, can be required in vindication, if you please; 
of revolutionary measures? AH writers, except 
the partisans of divine right and passive obedi- 
ence, are agreed that an infraction of the implied 
contract between sovereign and subject absolves 
the latter from his allegiance. Itis this principle 
of constitutional liberty which distinguishes the 
great rebellion and the revolution of 1688 as: the 
most glorious epochs in British history.: Say, 
then, is there less obligation in a solemnly rati- 
fied and written compact, than in a tacit and dis- 
puted engagement; and are sovereign States denied 
a redress which the genius of free government 
guaranties to individuals? f F 

But, the defense of the South rests upon still 
stronger grounds; and her secession from the Con- 
federacy is justified by even higher principles than 
the right to vindicate a violated covenant. Abso- 
lute power is the essence of tyranny, whether the 
power be wielded by a monarch or a multitude. 
The dominant section in this Confederacy claims 
and exercises absolute power—power without 
limitation and without. responsibility: without 
limitation, since all the restrictions of the Consti- 
tution are broken down; and without responsi- 
bility, because, in the nature of thing's, the weaker 
interest cannot control the majority. Ofall species 
of tyranny, the South is subjected. to the most in- 
tolerable. Under the rule of a despot, we might 
hope something of his impartial indifference be- 
tween the sections; but to be exposed to the un- 
bridled sway of a majority adverse in interest, 
inimical in fecling, and ambitious of domination, 
is to be reduced to a condition more abject than 
that of the slaves whose emancipation is the pre- 
text of all this controversy. 

It is against this sectional domination, this rule 
of the majority without law and without limit— 
a rule asserted in subversion of the Constitution, 
and established on the ruins of the Confederacy 
it is in resistance to this despotic and detestable 
rule, that the people of the South have taken up 
arms. This, ir, sis the cause of the South; an 
icll me if cause more just ever consecrated revo- 
lution? It is the cause of self-governmentagainst 
the domination of foreign power—the very cause 
for which ourfathers foughtin 1776. Sooner than 
submit to the irresponsible rule of alien interests, 
they tore themselves from the embrace of the 
mother country, and staked all in the triumph of 
secession. Washington and Jefferson were the 
most illustrious of secessionists; and we of to- 
day are but walking in the light of their glorious 
example. . They held it unworthy of freemen to 


| bear the burden of arbitrary imposition; and they 


were not conciliated by the deceptive tender of 
partial representation in the British Parliament. 
The South has her Representatives in this Capi- 
tol; butthceir voice is of no avail against the north- 
ern majority. She is taxed not with her own 
consent, but by the votes of delegates whom she 
cannot control. 

I repeat, itis against the rule of a sectional des- 
potism that the South demands protection; and 
it is to assert the cause of civil, liberty, that she 
declares her independence. You of the North 
lavished your sympathy on the people of Hun- 
gary in their revolt against Austrian absolutism; 


; but our cause is identical in principle and in pur- 


pose. At this moment, while you bestow admi- 
ration and applause en the revolutionists of Italy, 
I would remind you that the people of the South 
are moved by the same impatience of alien ascend- 


| ency, and the same aspiration for self-govern- 
| ment, which, after ages of slumber, have at last 


awakened the Italians to a recollection of their 
long-lost liberties. 

The cause of the South solicits recognition and 
regard by yet another consideration, by a con- 
sideration which appeals to the interest of every 
section. 

To-day, it is slavery which suffers from the 
overthow of constitutional guarantees, and the 
irresponsible reign of the majority. But, the prin- 
ciple of absclute power once ascendant in the 
Government, no interest is secure; and circum- 
stances will determine against what object it may 
be directed. If, in contravention of the compact 
of Union, slavery may.be oppressed by Federal 
action, the navigation of New England, or the 
iron interest of Pennsylvania, will be exposed to 
the same ruin, whenever they shall incur the dis- 
pleasure or invite the rapacity of other sections. 
Lhe only safeguard of American liberty is in 
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maintaining the integrity of the Constitution, and 
preserving intact the limitations of the Govern- 
ment. For that the South contends; and all are 
alike concerned in the success-of her cause: 

If, after the endurance of so many wrongs,and 
the menace of others still more intolerable, any- 
thing were wanting to justify the South in the 
panic opinion of the world, it would be supplied 

yher solicitude to avoid violence; and redress 
her grievances within the Union. We are rc- 
proached, I know, with precipitaney in. not 
awaiting an overt act of hostility from the sectional 
Administration. Sir, in our judgment, a procla- 
mation of waris an overt act; and such proclama- 
tion we find in the election, by an exclusively 
sectional vote, of a President pledged to put our 
rights and our property “in. course of ultimate 
exXtinction’’—a President who admonishes us in 
advance of his aggressive designs by the senten- 
tious but significant declaration, that * they who 
deny freedom to others do not deserve it them- 
selvées, and, under a just God, cannot long retain 
it.” We could not agree to await inactively the 
development of the disposition of the President 
elect; for we claim to hold our rights by some 
higher and more solid tenure than the capri- 
cious temper of any individual. Indeed, the argu- 
ment of our opponents involves a concession of 
our case, inasmuch as it implies that the rights of 
the South are no longer sccured by constitutional 
guarantees, but are suspended on the accident of 
an unfriendly Administration, 

A more imperative consideration still determ- 
ined the South to act at once, and to act deci- 
sively, If negotiation might avail, we thought to 
strengthen negotiation by a demonstration of our 
spirit. Ifthe sword alone can reclaim our rights, 
we were resolved not to be unprepared for the 
issue, ‘ 

Mr. Speaker, since the fatal 6th of November 
to the present hour, the Representatives of the 
South have invariably exhibited an accommodat- 
ing disposition. The first day of our session was 
signalized M a proposition from a colleague of 
my own, [Mr. BoreLerR,] which contemplated a 
pacific adjustment of our difficulties. A similar 
movement, likewise originating with a southern 
man, was initiated in the Senate. Meanwhile 
various schemes of settlement have been submit- 
ted in one or the other House of Congress, of 
which, without much regard to their intrinsic 
efficacy, we have uniformly avowed our support; 
while on the other side they have been as uni- 
formly rejected with a contemptuous disdain of 
compromise. Thus, while the South are willing 
to remain in the Union with an assurance of their 
rights, the North declare, by a refusal of ail con- 
cession, that they will destroy the Union rather 
than renounce their aggressive designs. In the 
perverted patriotism of the dominant party, the 
Constitution of Washington is substituted by the 
platform of Lincoln; and rather than be reproached 
with iogical inconsistency, they choose to incur 
the guilt of civil war. , 

And not in the negative sense of rejected com- 
promise only, do this party betray a purpose to 

ush the dispute to the arbitrament of the sword. 

nstead of a,proclamation of conservative policy | 
that should give assurance of peace to a distracted | 
country, their leader announces that his Adminis- 
tration is to be directed by the counsels of the 
champion of the ‘irrepressible conflict,” Instead 
of the sense of justice and patriotic spirit which, 
we were told, still animate the masses of the north- 
ern people, northern Legislatures vote men and 
munitions of war to chastise the resistance roused | 
by their own perfidious violations of a consti- | 
tutional covenant. And here, while with the 
one hand Republican Representatives spurn ali 
overtures of peace, with the other they grasp the 
sword. No measure of conciliation will they pass; 
their energies are engrossed in contriving schemes 
of coercion. Day after day developes the com- 

leteness of their system of force. Now itisa 
bil denying South Caroling the facilities of postal 
communication; anon a bill for the compulsory 
collection of the revenue at Charleston. In the 
South, frowning fortresses threaten the subjuga- 
tion of sovereign States; in this District a hire- 
ling soldiery are concentrated to impose an ob- 
noxious ruler on an unwilling people. Auspicious 
inauguration of a Republican President! Happy 
presage ofa liberal Administration ! If the con- 
clusion be but consistent with this encouraging | 


commencement, no doubt the next four years will 

reconcile the South to the rule of the dominant 

party. | 
- In aggravation of circumstances, themselves 

sufficiently exasperating, the rumor, too mon: 

strous for belief, that all these measures of coer- 
cion against the South are stimulated and directed: 
by ason whom the South has delighted to honor, 

in proportion even to his own conceit of his own 
merit, imparts a tone of deeper indignation to the 
murmurs of an outraged people. 

Thus; Mr. Speaker, by a series of aggressigns, | 
of which I have attempted nothing more than an 
imperfect sketch, the dominant party in the North 
have effected that which the world in arms could 
not haveaccomplished—the overthrow of this once 
glorious Confederacy. And not content with an 
achievement that will burden their memory 
through all coming ages, they now propose to 
consummate their work by afflicting the country 
with the calamities of civil war. 

Mr. Speaker, we of the South maintain that 
among the fundamental and essential articles of 
the Republican faith is the doctrine that the States, 
having subscribed the constitutional compact on 
their own independent volition and in the exer- 
cise of an inherent sovereignty, have the right, 
perfect and inviolable, to renounce the Union 
whenever, in their judgment, the Constitution is 
annulled and the Union abused to their oppres- 
sion. Nay, inthe very act of assent to the league 
of confederation, Virginia and other States, by 
express stipulation, reserved to themselves the 
right to resume their original sovereignty when- 
ever, in their opinion, the conditions of alliance 
might be violated. As we understand it, this is 
an association of coequal sovercignties, held in 


i fraternal embrace by the sweet influences of re- 
| Ciprocal confidence and regard; nota system of 


reluctant and oppressive connection, bound to- 
gether by the fetters of Federal force. Nor have 
the people of the South contemplated the right of 


| secession as a vain speculative proposition, but 


have cherished it as an actual and inestimable 
muniment of republican liberty. It is precisely 
in this particular that the citizens of the United 
States have the advantage of the people of. all 
other countries; in that, when the checks and bal- 
ances of the central Government are overthrown, 
there remains the rampart of State sovereignty, 
behind which they may rally and maintain their 
rights; and in the still more important particular, 
that, through the instrumentality of secession, 
they may recover their liberties by the organic 
operation of the system, without recourse to the 
dreadful extremity of revolution. 

These principles, itappears by too many distress- 
ing indications, are not prevalent in the councils 
of the dominant party. Their cry is for coercion. 
They present the South no other alternative than | 
submission or subjugation. Sir, it is no easy 
effort to debate an issue of this sort; and the im- 
pulse of a gallant people is to answer menace by 
defiance. But we owe it to the solemnity of the 
occasion to repress every ebullition of resentment, 
and to discuss even an offensive topic in a spirit 
of moderation. 

What, then, I would entreat of gentlemen on 
the other side, do they propose by kindling the 
flame of civil war? No matter what may be the | 
issue, liberty cannot survive the conflict. The | 
frail fabric of a system constructed for the abode 
of peace, would perish under the shocks and con- 
cussions of intestine strife. Anarmed encounter 
between the States would be fatal toa Constitution | 
designed to hold them in amicable association; and 
your Union would go down with the principle of 
mutual affection on which it reposes.. He must be 
inattentive to the plainest lessons of history who | 
does not foresce that from a bloody struggle among 


the States—bellum plus-quam civile—either anar- |i 


chy would emerge to brood over the land with des- 
olating presence, or else military violence would | 
assertits iron sway. What though the fortune of | 
war be propitious to your arms? You must be | 
content with nothing less than the annihilation of | 
the South; for while she breathes, the impulse of 
honor will throb in her bosom, and urge her to 
still further resistance. Recollect the story of 
Ireland’s wrongs and Ircland’s emancipation. 
The remorseless conqueror doomed her to deso- 
lation; but fate reserved her as a dependent prov- į 
ince of the British Empire. How, as a thorn in 


England’s side, sho avenged herself on the tyrant, ii 


f 
i 
| 
i 


i 


and atlastoxiorted from his foars t 
of her vights, -ydui intelligence ‘needs not to be 
instructed.” And so would your diffe be our 
opportunity. ; ee 
_ Imagine, then, fora moment, the complet 
jugation of the South; after every spark of y 
1s extinguished, and herinanimaté form lie 
trate before you, tell me, whatrecompense di 
gain for all your sacrifices, or what consolation: 
in the tormenting memory.of your fratricidal deed? 
_ But I dismiss the humiliating. thought. “No 
matter what her inferiority of force; you cannot 
subjugate the South. Smitten’ she may be, but 
not subdued; defeated, but never dismayed.. Al- 
ready, by her determined and ‘defiant ‘attitude, - 
she gives you earnest of the spirit ‘that. will’ani- 
mate her sons in the hour of trial. From many 
memorable examples ofheroicresistance to wrong, . 
they. derive the consolatory assurance thata brave 
people battling for the right are invincible against 
any odds. Nine million of freemen--and -heed 
not, admonish you, the treacherous suggestion 
that the South will not oppose a united front to 
the foe—nine million of freemen, of a. race the 
most energetic. and indomitable recorded in. his- 
tory, glorying in traditions of ancestral prowess, 
and attached to the cause of liberty with, a chiy- 
alric devotion—this people, themselves: distin- 
guished for valor and the genius of war, contend- 
ing on their own soil for whatever imparts a 
felicity to life—this people will laugh to scorn, atl 
the imposing array of your military prepara- 
tion. 

Not for themselves, then, do they deprecate a 
conflict of arms; but from respect to the memory 
of our common ancestry; for thé sake of a land 
to be torn by the cruel lacerations of the sword; 
and in reverence of virtues a benign religion in- 
structs them toadore. By the persuasion of these 
pious and pathetic importunities we would soothe 
in every breast the spirit of strife, and invoke the 
pacific intervention of reason for. the adjustment 
of our disputes. i ` O EE E 

And what, I pray you, is the dictate of reason? 
Not, surely, that a free people should be held in 
subjection to a Government they detest; not that 
the sword be employed to coerce sovereign States, 
and constrain them to wear the yoke of an odious 
and oppressive association; but rather that dis- 
tinct communities be permitted to follow the bent. 
of their peculiar nationality, and to realize the 
destiny indicated by their own interests and their 
own aspirations. You of the North hold in your 
grasp the elements of a great empire—a teeming 
population, immense resources, and a daring en- 
ergy of genius which surmounts all obstacles, and 
dazzles the world with its exploits. For our part, 
in slight esteem as you affect to hold the South, 
we are content with our portion. Whensoever 
occasion shall require—and occasion. does now 
demand it—we are prepared to assert our equality 
among the sovereigns of the earth, and to-make 
good the claim against all comers. 00) pa 

Instead, then, of vainly essaying to counteract 
the designs of nature, let us heed the voice of rea- 
son; instead of lamenting the ruptare of an arti- 
ficial. tie, as involving the ruin of all our-hopes, 
letus lean on the wisdom of Providence, persuaded 


| that as He has already distinguished the epoch of 


revolution as the most glorious in the annals of 
America, He intends still farther.to advance the 
cause of frecdom and civilization by means of 
another dissevered nationality. 


MESSAGE FROM TITE SENATE. 


A message was received from the Senate by 
Mr. Hickey, its Chief Clerk, notifying the House 
that the Senate had passed, with an amendment, 
a joint resolution (Hi, R. No. 39) directing the 
accounting officers of the Treasury to settle the 
accounts of the late Robert Stockton, quarter- 
master, &c; and an act (S. No. 125) for the relief 
of John Peebles; in which act and amendment he 
was directed to ask the concurrence of the House. 


ADMISSION OF KANSAS. 


Mr. CURTIS obtained the floor. ss 
Mr. GROW. Will the gentleman yield me 
the floor to move to take up the Kansag-bill?. + 
Mr. CURTIS. [yield for that- purposes. < 
Mr. BURNETT. `I object to the gentleman 
yielding the floor for any such purpose. Tt can 
only be done by unanimous consent, — i 
Mr. GROW: Tonlyask thegentleman to yield 
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me the floor that I may move to postpone. this 


‘debate for a short time, in order to have the Kan- | 


gas bill taken up, and the Senate amendment con- 
eurred in. . f 

Mr: BURNETT. I submit that the gentleman 
from Iowa cannot yield the floor for any purpose, 
except by unanimous consent of the House. 

The SPEAKER pro”tempore, (Mr. KELLOGG, 
‘of Tilinois, in the chair.) The Chair understands 
that-to be the rule. ee 

Mr. BURNETT. Then I object. 

~The SPEAKER pro. tempore. 
the gentleman from lowa can yield the floor if he 
desires. 

Mr, CURTIS.’ I gave way for the purpose of 
facilitating the business of the House. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. If the gentleman 
from Iowa yields the floor, he must do so with- 
out the right to resume it. 
< Mr. GROW. Certainly; but courtesy will give 
it to him again. I now move to postpone the 
special order, in order to take up the Kansas bill 
from, the Speaker’s table, and have the Scnate 
amendment concurred in. I call the previous 
question on the motion to postpone. 

Mr. MAYNARD. Is the motion to postpone 
‘in order? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair un- 
derstands that it is. 

The previous question was seconded, and the 
main question ordered. 

Mr. BURNETT. Lask for the yeas and nays 
on the motion to postpone. 1 think we ought to 
dispose of this. subject while we have it under 
consideration. 

The yeas and nays were not ordered. 

The motion to postpone was agreed to. 

Mr.GROW. Inow move to suspend the rules, 
in order to take up the Kansas bill. My colleague 
(Mr. Frorence] fas a motion to suspend the rules 

ending; and if he withdraws it, my motion will 

e in order. 

Mr. FLORENCE. My colleague asks me to 
withdraw the motion made by me to suspend the 
rules. 
not, I apprehend, make the motion, Now, Ihave 
no objection to withdraw my motion to suspend 
‘the rules. I submitted that motion two weeks 
ago, in order that the House might consider the 

rittenden proposition, which I believe to be a 
measure of peace, and for the adoption of which 
the country is asking. 

Mr, WASHBURNE, of Illinois. What is the 
question before the House? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. On suspending 
the rules. Debate is not in order. 

Mr. FLORENCE, I withdraw my motion, as 
I have no opportunity of getting a vote on that 

roposition. I do so in order to permit my col- 

eague to go on with business, and trusting to a 
future opportunity of getting a vote on it. 

Mr. QUARLES called for the yeas and nays 
on the motion to suspend the rules. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and it was decided in 
the affrmative—yeus 119, nays 41; as follows: 

YueAS—Messrs. Charles F. Adams, Adrain, Aldrich, 
Alley, Ashley, Babbitt, Beale, Bingham, Blair, Blake, 
Briggs, Buffinton, Burch, Burlingame, Burnham, Butter- 
field, Campbell, Carey, Case, Horace P. Clark, Cobum, 
John Cochrane, Colfax, Conkling, Covede, Cox, Curtis, 
H. Wimer Davis, John G. Davis, Dawes, Delano, Duell, 
Edgerton, Eliot, Engiish, Etheridge, Farnsworth, Fenton, 
Florence, Foster, Frank, French, Gooch, Grow, Gurley, 
Hale, J. Morrison Harris, Haskin, Wickman, Hoard, Wil- 
liam Howard, William A. Howard, Humphrey, Hutchins, 


Irvine, Junkin, Francis W. Kellogg, William Kellogg, Ken- 


yon, Killinger, Lee, Logan, Longuecker, Loomis, Lovejoy, 
Marston, Charles D. Martin, MeKean, McKenty, Me- 
Knight, McPherson, Montgomery, Moorhead, Morrill, Ed- 
ward Joy Morris, isaac N. Morris, Morse, Niblack, Nixon, 
Olin, Palmer, Pendleton, Perry, Porter, Potter, John H. 
Reynolds, Rice, Riggs, James C. Robinson, Royce, Seran- 
ton, Sedgwick, Sherman, Somes, Spaulding, Spinner, 
Stanton, Stevens, William Stewart, Stratton, Tappan, 
Thayer, Theaker, Tompkins, Train, Vallandigham, Van- 
dever, Van Wyck, Wade, Waldron, Walton, Cadwalader 
C. Washburn, Elihu B. Washburne, Webster, Wilson, 
Windom, and Wood—119. 

NAYS—Messrs. Green Adams, Thomas L. Anderson, 
William ©. Anderson, Avery, Bocock, Boteler, Brabson, 
Branch, Bristow, Brown, Burnett, Joba B. Clark, Burton 
Craige, De Jarnette, Garnett, John T. Harris, Hatton, 
Hughes, Jenkins, Kunkel, James M. Leach, Leake, Ma- 
clay, Mallory, Maynard, Millson, Laban T. Moore, Nelson, 
Noell, Peyton, Quarles, Sickles, Simms, William N. H. 
Smith, Stevenson, Stokes, Thomas, Vance, Whiteley, 
Winslow, and Wright—4I. 


So (two thirds voting in favor thereof) the rules 
were suspended; and the House proceeded to the 


Nevertheless, 


Until it be withdrawn, my colleague can- p 


consideration of the Senate amendment to the bill 
for the admission of Kansas into the Union. 

During the vote, | - 

Mr. ENGLISH said: As the late census shows 
that there is the requisite population in Kansas to 
entitle her to admission under the Kansas confer- 
ence bill, I see no reason why she should not now 
be admitted as a State; and therefore vote “ay.” 
_ Mr. WOODRUFF stated that his colleague, 
Mr. Ferry, had gone home on account of sick- 
ness in his family. 

Mr. McKNIGHT stated. that his colleague, 
My. Haru, had been called home, and had paired 
with Mr. HINDMAN. i 

Mr. HUMPHREY stated that his colleague, 
Mr. Carrer, was still detained at home on ac- 
count of the death of a member of his family. 

Mr. MAYNARD (when his name was called) 
said: As this bill, in my opinion, impairs directly 
the rights of certain Indian tribes, I vote “no. ’”? 

Mr. SMITH, of North Carolina, (when_his 
name was called,) said: As I understand that Kan- 
sas has a sufficient population, under the appor- 
tionment of 1850, to entitle her to a Represent- 
ative on this floor, but will not have under the 
apportionment of 1860, for this, among other rea- 
sons, I vote ‘€ no.” 

Mr. McCLERNAND stated that he had paired 
with Mr. Pryor. 

Mr. MOORHEAD stated that his colleague, 
Mr. Miiwarp, was paired with Mr. CLEMENS. 

Mr. MARTIN, of Virginia, asked leave to 
vote. 

Objection was made. 

Mr. MARTIN, of Virginia, stated that he 
would have voted in the negative. 

The vote was announced as above recorded. 


Mr. GROW. Ido not propose to debate this 
bill at all. It is now five years almost since ə. 
bill first passed for the admission of Kansas into 
the Union. I only wish to express my dissent 
to this system of attaching independent legisla- 
tion to bills for the admission of States into the 
Union; but, under the circumstances of this bill, 
{ move to concur in the amendment of the Sen- 
ate, and demand the previous question upon It. 

The previous question was seconded, and the 
main question ordered to be put. 

The amendment of the Senate was read, and is 
as follows: 

Sec. 4. And be it further enacted, That from and after 
the admission of the State of Kansas, as hereinbefore pro- 
vided, all the laws of the United States, which are not lo- 
cally inapplicable, shal) have the same force and effect 
within that State as in other States of the Union; and the 
State is hereby constituted a judicial district of the United 
States, within which a district court, with the like powers 
and jurisdiction as the district court of the United States 
for the district of Minuesota, shall he established : the judge, 
attorney, and marshal of the United States for the said dis- 
trict of Kansas shall reside within the same, and shall be 
cntitied to the same compensation as the judge, attorney, 
and marshal of the district of Minnesota; and in all cases 
of appeal or writ of error heretotore prosecuted, and now 
pending in the Supreme Court of the United States, upon 
any record from the supreme cout of Kansas Territory, the 
mandate of execution or order of further proceedings shall 
be direeted by the Sapreme Court of the United States to 
the district court of the United States for the district of 
Kansas, or to the supreme court of the State of Kansas, as 
the nature of such appeal or writ of error may require; and 
each of those courts shall be the successor of the supreme 
court of Kansas Territory, as to all sueh cases, with full 
power to hear and determine the same, and to award mesne 
or finaj process therein, 

5. And be it further enacted, That the judge of the 
district court for the district of Kansas shall hold two reg- 
ular terms of the said court annually, at the seat of gov- 
ernment of the said State, to commence on the second Mon- 
day of and in each year. 

The amendment was concurred in. 

Mr. GROW moved to reconsider the vote by 
which the amendment was concurred in; and also 
moved to lay the motion to reconsider on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


DISTURBED STATE OF TIE COUNTRY. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore announced that the 
special order, the report of the special committee 
of thirty-three, again came up for consideration. 
7 Mr. STEVENS, of Pennsylvania, obtained the 

oor. 

Mr. HOWARD, of Michigan. I ask the gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania to give way to enable 
me to submita motion that the special order be 
postponed until to-morrow after the morning 
hour. 

Mr. BURNETT. I rise to a question of order. 
Lobject to thegentieman from Pennsylvania yield- 


ing the floor, except upon the same. conditions 
that were imposed upon the gentleman from Towa, 
{Mr. Cuntis- ; 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will 
not reverse-the rule in this case. 

Mr. STEVENS, of Pennsylvania. Ihave un- 
derstood that the chairmen of. one or two com- 
mitiees have reports which they think it is im- 
portantthey should make to-day. Lam not willin; 
that the little speech I propose to make shoul 
interfere with the.transaction of necessary busi- 
ness; and thereforé, if it be the pleasure. of the 
House to postpone the special order, I shall not 
object. PENG 

Mr. HOWARD, of Michigan. I now move to 
postpone the- special order until to-morrow after 
the morning hour. : 

Mr. BURNETT.. Now, Mr. Speaker 

Mr. HOWARD, of Michigan. I have not 
yielded the floor. 

Mr. BURNETT. The gentleman made his 
motion and relinquished the floor. : 

Mr. HOWARD, of Michigan. No, sir; I am 
rather slow, but I will finish my motions if gen- 
tlemen will give me time. I demand the previous 
question upon the motion I have submitted. 

Mr. BURNETT. I ask the yeas and nays 
upon that motion. I hope our friends will insist 
upon enforcing the special order until it has been 
disposed of, 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. I hope the 
gentleman from Michigan will state his reason for 
moving to postpone the special order. 

Mr. HOWARD, of Michigan. The special 
committee of five wishes to report back the Pres- 
ident’s message. 

Mr. MAYNARD. lask the gentleman from 
Michigan to modify his motion, so as to postpone 


„the special order until after the special committee 


has made its report. 

Mr. HOWARD, of Michigan. We willreport 
to-day, I suppose, if I can get the floor. 

Mr. MAYNARD. And then I propose to go 
on with the special order. I see no reason for 
postponing*it until to-morrow. 

Mr. HOWARD, of Michigan. I prefer to hold 
on to my motion. x 

The previous question was seconded; and the 
main question was ordered. 

. The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken on Mr. Howarb’s 
motion; and it.was decided in the affirmative— 
yeas 112, nays 53; as follows: , 

YEAS—Messrs. Charles F. Adams, Green Adams, Ad- 
rain, Aldrich, Alley, William C. Anderson, Ashley, Bab- 
bitt, Beale, Bingham, Blair, Blake, Brayton, Briggs, Butin- 
ton, Burlingame, Burnham, Butterfield, Campbell, Carey, 
Case, Coburn, John Cochrane, Colfax, Conkling, Covode, 
Curtis, H. Winter Davis, Dawes, Duell, Edgerton, Eliot, 
Farnsworth, Fenton, Foster, Prank, French, Gooch, Grow, 
Gurley, Hale, (askin, Hickman, Hoard, William Howard, 
William A. Howard, Humphrey, Hutchins, Irvine, Junkin, 
Francis W. Kellogg, William Kellogg, Kenyon, Killinger, 
DeWitt C. Leach, Lee, Longnecker, Loomis, Lovejoy, 
Marston, McClernand, McKean, McKenty, McKnight, 
McPherson, Moorhead, Morrill, Edward Joy Morris, Morse, 
Nixon, Noell, Olin, Paner, Perry, Porter, Potter, Pottle, 
Edwin R. Reynolds, John H. Reynolds, Rice, Riggs, Chris- 
topher Robinson, Royce, Scranton, Sedgwick, Sherman, 
Somes, Spaulding, Spinner, Stanton, Stevens, William 
Stewart, Stratton, Tappan, Thayer, Theaker, Tompkins, 
‘train, Trimble, Vandever, Van Wyck, Wade, Waldron, 
Walton, Cadwalader U. Washburn, Ellibu B. Washburne, 
Wells, Wilson, Windom, Wood, and Woodruff—112. 

NAYS—Messrs. Avery, Barret, Bocock, Brabson, Branch, 
Bristow, Brown, Burch, Burnett, Horace P. Clark, Cox, 
James Craig, John G. Davis, De Jarnette, English, Eth- 
eridge, Florence, Fouke, Garnett, Gilmer, John T. Harris, 
Hatton, Holman, Hughes, Jenkins, Kunkel, James M. 
Leach, Leake, Logan, Maclay, Elbert S. Martin, Maynard, 
Miltson, Montgomery, Laban T. Moore, Isaac N. Morris, 
Niblack, Pendleton, Peyton, Pryor, Quarles, James C. 
Robinson, Simms, William N.H. Smith, Stevenson, Stokes, 
Thomas, Vallandigham, Vance, Webster, Whiteley, Wins- 
low, and Wright—53. 


So the special order was postponed. 
PRIVILEGE TO SELECT COMMITTEE. 
Mr. HOWARD, of Michigan. I ask the 
consent of the House to offer the following res- 
olution: 


Resolved, That the special committee of five, to whom 
was referred the message of the President of the 9th in- 
stant, have leave to sit during the sessions of the House, 
and to report from time to lime, as the importance of busi- 
ness in their hands inay require. 

Mr. WINSLOW. I object. 

Mr. HOWARD, of Michigan. 
suspend the rules. 

Mr. WINSLOW. I call for the yeas and nays 
on that motion. 


I move to 
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Mr. BURNETT called. for tellers on the yeas 
and nays. en 
~- Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. Jenkins and 
Somes were.appointed. i 

The House divided; and the tellers reported— 
twenty-two in the affirmative. ` 

So the yeas and nays were not ordered. 

The rules were suspended, (two thirds having 
voted therefor.) 

Mr. HOWARD, of Michigan. I would state 
that the committee have been unable to complete 
their business as yet; but they believe it is their 
duty to report back the message at as early aday 
as possible. That is the motive for asking an 
enlargement of their powers. I submit the res- 
olution, and ask the previous question upon it. 
> The previous question was seconded, and the 
main question ordered to be put. 

The resolution was adopted. 


Mr. HOWARD, of Michigan, moved to recon- 
siderthe vote by which the resolution wasadopted; 
and also moved to lay the motion to reconsider on 
the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


MILITIA OF THE DISTRICT. 


Mr. STANTON. I ask the unanimous con- 
sent of the House to permit the Committee on 
Military Affairs to report back the bill this morn- 
ing referred to them in relation to the militia of 
the District of Columbia. 

Mr. BURNETT. I object. 

Mr. STANTON. I move to suspend the rules. 

Mr. RURNETT. It isa little disheartening; 
but I again ask for the yeas and nays. 
`. Mr. STANTON. Ifthe gentleman from Ken- 
tucky will listen to me for-an instant, he will 
know exactly what this bill means, It is simply 
to require the militia of the District of Columbia 
to take the oath which is required of the militia 
in all the States when in the service of the United 
States. 

Mr. BURNETT. I wish to ask the gentleman 
whether the militia of the District are not already 
required to take the oath under the existing laws? 

r. STANTON. Lunderstand not. 

The bill was read. It provides that every offi- 
cer, non-commissioned officer, musician, and pri- 
vate of the militia of the District of Columbia, shall 
take and subscribe to the oath required by the 
eighteenth section of the act approved January 11, 
1812; and ifany officer, nou-commissoned officer, 
musician, or private, shall, upon the requirement 
of the major general commanding, refuse to take 
such oath, his name shall be stricken from the 
roll; and if commissioned, his commission shall 
be forfeited. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. patted 

The question was taken; and it was decided in 
the affirmative—yeas 116, nays 41; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Green Adams, Adrain, Aldrich, Alley, 
William C. Anderson, Ashley, Babbitt, Beale, Bingham, 
Blair, Blake, Brayton, Briggs, Bristow, Baffinton, Burlin- 
game, Burnham, Campbell, Carey, Case, Coburn, Colfax, 
Conkling, Covode, Curtis, John G, Davis, Dawes, Delano, 
Duell, Edgerton, Eliot, Etheridge, Foster, Frank, French, 
Gilmer, Gooch, Grow, Gurley, Hale, Haskin, Helmick, 
Hickman, UWoard, Holman, William Howard, William A. 
Howard, Humphrey, Hutchins, Irvine, Junkin, Francis 
W, Kellogg, William Kellogg, Killinger, De Witt C. Leach, 
Lee, Longnecker, Loomis, Lovejoy, Mallory, Marston, 
Charles D. Martin, McClernand, McKean, McKenty, Me- 
Knight, McPherson, Montgomery, Laban T. Moore, Moor- 
head, Morrill, Edward Joy Morris, Morse, Nelson, Nixon, 
Olin, Palmer, Perry, Potter, Pottle, Edwin R. Reynolds, 
John. H. Reynolds, Rice, Christopher Robinson, Royce, 
Scranton, Sedgwick, Sherman, Somes, Spaulding, Spin- 
ner, Stanton, Stevens, William Stewart, Stokes, Stratton, 
Tappan, Thayer, Theaker, Tompkins, Train, Trimble, Van- 
dever, Van Wyek, Wade, Waldron, Walton, Cadwalader 
C. Washburn, Ellinu B. Washburne, Webster, Wells, Wil- 
son, Windom, Wood, and Woodruff —116. 

NAYS—Messrs. Avery, Barret, Bocock, Boteler, Brab- 
son, Branch, Brown, Burch, Burnett, John B. Clark, 
James Craig, Burton Craige, DeJarnette, Florence, Fouke, 
Jonn t. Harris, Hughes, Jenkins, Kunkel, James M. Leach, 
Leake, Logan, Maclay, Maynard, Millson, Niblack, Noell, 
Pendleton, Peyton, Pryor, Quarles, Riggs, James C. Rob- 
inson, Scott, Simms, William N. H. Smith, Stevenson, 
Thomas, Vance, Winslow, and Wright—41. 

So the rules were suspended, (two thirds having 
voted therefor.) 


Before the vote was announced, 

My. MORRIS, of Illinois, said, that if he had 
been within the bar when his name was called, 
he would have voted “ay.” 

Mr. EDMUNDSON, not being within the bar 
when his name was called, asked leave to vote. 

Mr. KILLINGER objected. 


Mr. COX stated that he had paired with Mr. 
PORTER. EE 

Mr. HINDMAN stated that some conversa- 
tion occurred with Mr. Hare before that gentle- 
man left the city in reference to pairing with him, 
(Mr. Hixpmay.] He did not know that such was 
Mr. Hatu’s understanding, or -he should not have 
voted upon the Kansas bill. Learning that such 
was his understanding, however, he asked leave 
to withdraw his vote upon that bill. 

Leave was granted. : 

Mr. STANTON. I now move that the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs be discharged from the 
further consideration of the bill, and that it be 
put on its passage; on which I demand the pre- 
vious. question, * 

Mr. HUGHES. I appeal to the courtesy of 
the chairman of the Committee on Military Af- 
fairg to let the bill remain open to amendment, and 
not to insist on his demand for the previous ques- 
tion. s 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
before the House. 

Mr. STANTON. The bill isa very short one, 
consisting of only one section. 

Mr. HUGHES. All I ask is that the House 
may have an opportunity to amend the bill if it 
be necessary. 

Mr. STANTON. If the gertleman has an 
amendment to offer, I will hear it now. 

Mr. McCLERNAND. I hope that the chair- 
man of the Committee on Military Affairs, if 
there be anything intricate or complicated in the 
bill, will make the proper explanation. 

Mr. STANTON. There is nothing in the 
world in the bill except a provision authorizing 
the officers of the Army to administer the usual 
oath to the militia of this District, which is ad- 
ministered in the military service elsewhere. That 
is all there is in the bill. 

Mr. BRANCH. While the gentleman is an- 
swering questions in regard to the bill, I would 
like to propound one to him. Does this bill re- 
quire any oath to be administered to the militia 
of this District different from that administered to 
the militia of the several States? 

Mr. STANTON. No, sir; thatis, when they 
are in the service of the United States. i 

Mr. BRANCH. Ah! Does it require any oath 
to be administered to them different from that ad- 
ministered to the militia of the several States when 
they are not in the service of the United States? 

Mr. STANTON. Upon my word T am not 
prepared to answer the gentleman’s question. If 
the gentleman wants to know what the oath cx- 
actly is, he can consult the statutes. What the 
oath administered in the Statesis, I presume will 
be shown by the laws of the States; but I can 
assure the gentleman that, when the militia of the 
States are in the service of the United States, the 
same oath is administered to them that this bill 
proposes—authorizing the Army oflicers to ad- 
minister to the militia of this District. That is 
all there is in it. 

Mr. BRANCH. Does the bill propose that 
that oath shall only be administered to them while 
they are in the service of the United States? 

Mr. STANTON. Certainly. 

Mr. CLARK, of Missouri, (amid much con- 
fasion.) All I have to say is, that, for one, I 
never will consent to enact the odious test oath 
proposed by this bill. : 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of IMinois. All this de- 
bate is out oforder. The gentleman from Ohio 
has demanded the previous question on the mo- 
tion to discharge the Committee on Military Af- 
fairs. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
order. 

The previous question was scconded, and the 
main question ordered; and under the operation 
thereof, Mr. Sraxrox’s motion was agreed to. 

Mr. STANTON demanded the previous ques- 
tion on the engrossment and third reading of the 
bill. 

Mr. PHELPS. 
and then I want the House informed exactly of 
the terms of the proposed oath. 

The bill was again read. 

Mr. PHELPS. Letus know what it is we are 
doing; let the oath be read. 

Mr. STANTON. 
I will make no objection to the reading of the oath. 

Mr. CURTIS. I can tell the gentleman from 


Debate is notin 


The bill is not. 


I desire to have the bill read; į 


If the statutes arc at hand, ¿| 


Missouri. what: it: is 
Order 1°] oe consis is 

Mr. PHELPS. | Let it be read. 

Mr. BURNETT. The- gentleman from: Ohio 
stated, in response to the. inquiry of the gentleman’ 
from North Carolina; that this oath was only to: 
be administered when these volunteers were F 
tered into the service of the United States? 
bill does not say so... He also stated that-h 
not know the difference between this.oath and t 
one administered to the militia of the several: 
States. If the gentleman will examine the oath: 
provided by the act.of 1812 he will find! no such 
oath is administered by a single State of which Fi 
have any knowledge. I know that it is not ad-: 
ministered. to the militiaof Kentucky. The gen-: 
tleman’s bill ought to. be- amended so asto make it: 
applicable to the militia when mustered into th 
service of the United States...) >. Ror eee 

Mr. McOLERNAND. ‘The militia of this. Dis-: 
trict are now in the service ‘of the United States: 
The SPEAKER pro tempore: <: Debate is notin 
order, NE a 

Mr. PHELPS. Read the oath. want 

The SPEAKER pro tempore: - The Clerk can- 
not find any form of oath.in the cighteenth section 
of the law to which he was referred. pots eae 

Mr. PHELPS. Are we acting'so rapidly, then, 
that nobody can tell us anything of the bill, and: 
the reference to a former law is incorrect? 

Mr. HINDMAN. If there beno form of oath. 
in the eighteenth section, I hope that the bill will 
be puton its passage. [Laughter. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is 
on the demand for the previous question. 

Mr. HINDMAN. As there seems to be great 
difficulty to find the oath, I move that the Chicago 
platform be inserted. [Laughiter.} oit Ts 

The Crerx. The law is-entitled)* An ‘act to 
raise an additional military force; approved Jans. 
uary 11, 1812. In the eighteenth section is the 
following oath: : : ee 

“I, A B, do solemnly swear or affirm (as the case may” 
be) that I will bear true faith and allegiance tothe United 
States of America, and that t will serve them bonestly and 
faithfully against their enemies or opposérs whosoever 5 
and that I will observe and obey the orders of the President 


of the United States, and the orders of the officers ap-' 
pointed over me, according to the rules andartieles of war? 


Mr. BRANCH. Ican settle this whole mat- 
ter, if the gentleman from Ohio will hear me for: 
a moment. Efe intends that this oath shall be ad- 
ministered to the militia of this District when they. 
are in the service of the United States. His bill, : 
nevertheless, is unlimited in that respect; and I 
suggest to him that he accept an amendment to’ 
this effect: “when called into the service of the 
United States.” No such oath as that which has 
just been read ever has becn administered to the 
militia of any part of these United States. 

Mr. HICKMAN. Is discussion in order? 

Mr. STANTON. The militia of this District 
are now in the service of the United States. : 

Mr. BRANCH. The gentleman is mistaken, 
The people of this District are no more under mar- . 
tial law than the people of the States. [Cries of 

1 : 


‘© Order!” “Order”? i : 
This debate is 


, substantially; -fG 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
all out of order, 

The previous question was seconded, and the 
main question ordered; and, under the operation 
thereof, the bill was ordered to be engrossed, and 
read a third time, 

Mr. QUARLES. 
engrossed bill, 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The bill is not 
engrossed. i 

Mr. STANTON. I demand the previous ques- 


T call forthe reading of the 


| tion on the passage of the bill; and I demand the 


yeas and nays on ordering the main question to 
be pat. By that time the bill will be engrossed. 
Mr. WINSLOW. I move that the House do 


| now adjourn. 


Mr. PHELPS demanded the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were not ordered. 

The House refused to adjourn. 

Mr. STANTON. I move to reconsider the 
vote by which the bill was ordered to be.engrossed 
and read a third time; and on that motion Ide- — 
mand the previous question and the yeas and 
nays. E 

Mr. BRANCH. 
the majority ? ee 

Mr. STANTON. | Certainly I did... - 

The SPEAKER. pro tempore. One. previous 


# 


Did the gentleman vote with 
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question still operates, and there is no‘use of the 


demand for the previous question. 

Mr.GARNETT. hope my friend from Ten- 
nessée will not insist on ‘the reading of the bill. 
It.is obvious that it will pass by a large majority; 
and the reading will only consume time. -For my 
part, I desire, if it has to pass, that: it: shall -be 
acted on intimeto be known in Virginia at once. 
Let her people understand, at.their election next 
Monday, that a Pretorian guard and’a military 
dictatorship are among the issues to be decided. 
[Cries:of Order'!??] a ‘ 

Mr. QUARLES. T cannot comply. with the 
request. of the gentleman from Virginia, [Mr. 
Garnetr.] Lam interposing every parliamentary 
obstacle to the passage of every measure through 
this House which looks to the use of force against 
any of the States of this Union. It has the effect 
still more to excite the people of the South, already 
too much excited. I insist, sir, upon my motion, 
that the engrossed bill be read. 

Mr. MAYNARD. That is the very reason 
why we are trying to defeat the passage of the 
bill. 

The call of the roll was then commenced. 

Mr. BOTELER (when his name was called) 
said: I desire to say a word———- 

Mr. GROW. I rise to a point of order. It is, 
that debate is not in order during a call of the roll. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair sus- 
tains the point:of order, f 

Mr. BOTELER, Cannot I give the reason for 
my vote? x i 

Ar.: GARNETT. That courtesy has never 
been refused before. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair has 
no control over that matter. 

Mr. HINDMAN, Will not the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania withdraw his point of order 
for once? 

Mr. SICKLES (when his name was called) 
gave the reasons for his vote; but owing to loud 
cries of order, his remarks were entirely inaudi- 
ble to the reporter. 

Mr. PENDLETON announced that Mr. VaL- 
LANDIGHAM was out of the House, and was paired 
off with Mr. Epwanns. 

The callof the yeas and nays having been con- 
cluded, the result was announced—yeas 44, nays 
119; as follows: 


YEAS— Messrs. Avery, Bocock, Branch, Bristow, 
Brown, Burch, Burnett, John B. Clark, James Craig, Bur- 
ton Craige, De Jarnette, Edmundson, English, Florence, 

: Fouke, Garnett, Johnt: Harris, Hatton, Hindman, Jenkins, 
Kunkel, James M, Leach, Leake, Logan, Maclay, Sibert 
S: Martin, Maynard, Milson, Pendleton, Peyton, Phelps, 
Pryor, Quarles, James Q. Robinson, Scott, Sickles, Simins, 
William N. H. Smith, Stevenson, Thomas, Vance, White- 
ley, Winslow, and Wright—44, 

NAYS—Messrs. Charles F. Adams, Green Adams, Ad- 
rain, Aldrich, Alley, William C. Anderson, Ashley, Bab- 
bitt, Beale, Bingham, Blair, Blake, Brayton, Briggs, Butlin- 
ton, Burlingame, Burnham, Butterfield, Campbell, Carey, 
Case, Coburn, Colfax, Conkling, Covode, Curtis, H. Win- 
ter Davis, Johu G. Davis, Dawes, Delano, Duell, Edgerton, 
Eliot, Etheridge, fenton, Koster, Frank, French, Gilmer, 
Gooch, Grow, Gurley, Hale, J. Morrison Harris, Haskin, 
Helmiek, Hickman, Moard, William Howard, William A. 
Howard, Hughes, Humphrey, Hutchins, Irvine, dunkin, 
Francis W. Kellogg, William Kellogg, Kenyon, DeWitt C. 
Leach, Lee, Longnecker, Loomis, Lovejoy, Mallory, Mars- 
ton, Charles D. Martin, MeClernand, Mekean, MeKenty, 
McKnight, McPherson, Montgomery, 
Morrill, Edward Joy Morris, Isane N. Morris, Morse ,Nel- 
son, Niblack, Nixon, Palmer, Perry, Potter, Pottle, Edwin 
R. Reynolds, John IL Reynolds, Rice, Riggs, Christopher 

Robinson, Royee, Scranton, Sedgwick, Sherman, Somes, 
Spaulding, Spinner, Stanton, Stevens, William Stewart, 
Stokes, Stratton, Tappan, ‘Cheaker, Tompkins; ‘Train, 
Trimble, Vandever, Van Wyck, Wade,Waldrou, Walton, 
Cadwalader ©. Washburn, Hibu B. Washburne, Webster, 

Wells, Wilson, Windom, Wood, and Woodruff—L12. 


So the House refused to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill was ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time. 

The bill being engrossed, it was then read a 
third time. Í 

Mr. STANTON called the previous question 
upon the passage of the bill. 

The previous question was seconded; and the 
main question ordered to be put. 

Mr. LEACH, of North Carolina, called for 
the yeas and nays upon the passage of the bill. 

‘The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was put; and it was decided in 
the affirmativc—yeas 120, nays 42; as follows: 

XYEAS—Messrs. Charles F., Adams, Green Adams, Ad- 
rain, Aldrich, AHey, William U. Anderson, Ash} 
bitt, Beale, Bingham, Blair, Blake, Brayton, Briggs, Bris- 
tow, Buflinton, Burnham, Butterfield, Campbell, Carey, 
Case, Coburn, Colfax, Conkling, Covode, Curtis, H. Win- 


ar 


> Bab- | 


Laban ‘2’. Moore, | 


ter Davis, John G. Davis, Dawes, Delano, Duell, Edger- 
ton, Eliot, Etheridge, Fenton, Foster, Frank, French, Git 
mer, Gooch, Grow, Gurley, Hale, J: Morrison. Harris, 
Hetmick, Hoard, Holman, William Howard, William A. 
Howard, Humphrey, Hutchins, Irvine, Iunkin, Francis 
W. Kellogg; William Kellogg, Kenyon, Killinger, DeWitt 
C.. Leach, Lee, Longnecker, Loomis, Lovejoy, Mallory, 
Marston, Charles D. Martin, McClernand, MeKean, Me- 
Knight, McPherson, Montgomery, Laban ‘I’. Moore, Moor- 
head, Morrill, Edward Joy Morris, Isaac N. Morris, Morse, 
Nelson, Niblack, Nixon, Olin, Palmer, Perry, Potier, Pot- 
ue, Edwin R. Reynolds, John H. Reynolds, Rice, Riggs, 
Christopher Robinson, Royce, Scranton, Sedgwick, Sher- 
man, Somes, Spaulding, Spinner, Stanton, Stevens, Wil- 
liam Stewart, Stokes, Stratton, Tappan, Thayer, Theaker, 
Tompkins, Train, Trimble, Vandever, Van Wyck, Wade, 
Waldron, Walton, Cadwalader C. Washburn, Elihu B. 
Washburne, Webster, Wells, Wilson, Windom, Wood, 
aud Woodruff—119. 

NAYS—Messrs. Avery, Bocock, Boteler, Branch, Brown, 
Burnett, Horace F. Ciark, John B. Clark, James Craig, 
Burton Craige, De Jarnette, Edmundson, Florence, Fouke, 
Garnett, John T. Harris, Hatton, Hindman, Haghes, Kun- 
kel, James M. Leach, Leake, Logan, Maclay, Elbert $. 
Martin, Maynard, McKenty, Millson, Pendleton, Peyton, 
Pryor, Quarles, James C. Robinson, Scott, Simms, Wil- 
liam N. H. Smith, Stevenson, Thomas, Vance, Whiteley, 
Winslow, and Wright—42. 

So the bill was passed. 

During the call of the yeas and nays, 

Mr. DEJARNETTE said: I shall voteagainst 

this bill, because it foists into the service of the 
United States an army of six thousand men to 
constitute a Pretorian guard to overawe the South. 
I vote ** no.” 
_ Mr. LEACH, of North Carolina, (in announc- 
ing his vote in the negative,) said: My voice is 
still for peace; and I persist in the determination 
heretofore formed, to give no vote which will 
increase sectional excitement. 

Mr. SHERMAN stated that Mr. Porter had 
paired off with Mr. Cox. 

The result was announced as above stated. 

Mr. STANTON moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed; and also moved to 
lay the motion to reconsider. on the table. 


The latter motion was agreed to. 
DANIEL C. BATES. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Hlinois. I ask the 
unanimous consent of the Elouse to put upon its 
passage a little private bill. I will send it to the 
Clerk’s table to be read. Itis a bill for the relief 
of the legal representatives of Danicl C. Bates. 

Mr. BRANCH. As thatis onlya private bill, 
and it is now near dinner time, I move that the 
TLlouse adjourn. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. Before that 
motion is put, I will move that the rules be sus- 
pended to enable me to make my proposition. 

The motion was entered. 

Thereupon the House (at fifteen minutes past 
four o’clock, p. m.) adjourned. 


IN SENATE. 
Tuespay, January 29, 1861. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Dr. Guriey. 
The Journal of yesterday was rcad and approved. 


MRS. E. A. LINN, 

The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Sen- 
ate a report of the Secretary of the Senate, inan- 
swer to a resolution of the Senate adopted yes- 
terday, respecting an order of the Senate directing 
the payment of certain mileage to Mrs. E. A. 
Linn, widow of the late Senator Lewis F. Linn. 

Mr. HALE. The resolution to which the com- 
munication is an answer was submitted by me, 
and I wish that the communication may be laid 
upon the table, and printed. As this is a ques- 
tion that relates to the privileges of the body, I 
think it requires the attention of the body; and I 
will call it up ata very early day, and express 
what I think is due to the occasion. I think there 
is an attempt to institute a sort of guardianship 
over the Senate in the disbursement of their con- 
tingent fand, which the Senate will not submitto. 
They certainly will not, without a remonstrance 
on my part. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The communica- 
tion will lie on the table, and the motion to print 
will go to the Committee on Printing. 

Mr. HALE subsequently asked unanimous 
consent to have the order to print the document 
made, without reference to the committee; which 
was agreed to. í 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


i lation: to the application of H. T. Bacon, for a 


Mr. KING presented additional papers in re- | 


register tothe schooner Perseverance; which were 
referred to the Committee on Commerce: i 

Mr. KENNEDY presented the memorial of 
Philip T. Voorhees, a captain in the Navy, who 
was placed on the reserved list by the board of 
officers appointed under the act of February 28, 
1855, praying to be restored to the active service 
list; which -was referred to the Committee on 
Naval Affairs. f 

Mr. CAMERON presented the resolutions of 
the Legislature of Pennsylvania, relative to the 
maintenance of the Constitution and .the Union; 
which were ordered to lie'on the table. 

Mr. BINGHAM presented four petitions of 
citizens of Michigan, praying the immediate re- 
peal of the fugitive slave law, as being unjust, 
cruel, and unconstitutional; which were ordered 
to lie on the table. = k 7 

Mr. WADE presented a petition of inhabitants 
of the counties of Huntingdon and Fulton, Penn- 
sylvania, praying the establishment ofamail route 
from Orbisonia, (a point on the stage route from 
Mount Union to Chambersburg,) via Meadow 
Gap, Maddensville, Fort Littleton, and Knobbs- 
ville, to McConnellsburg, a distance of twenty- 
three miles; which was referred to the Committee 
on the Post Office and Post Roads. me 

_Mr. CRITTENDEN presented a petition of 
ciuzens of Massachusetts, praying that the com- 
promises proposed by Hon. J. J. CRITTENDEN: 
may be adopted; which was ordered to lie on the 
table. š 

Mr.LATHAM. Ipresent a memorial, signed 
by several thousand people living in western 

tah praying for increased mail facilities between 
the Silver Diggings, known as the Washoe Dig- 
gings,and California. Itisa-véry short memorial, 
and I ask that it be read. f 

The Secretary read it, as follows: 

To the honorable the Senators and Representatives of the 
United States in Congress assembled : 

We, your petitioners, would most respectfally represent 
to your honorable bodies, that the citizens of western Utah 
are entirely destitute of the mail facilities which our import- 
ance as à community demands. Our mining and agricul- 
tural resources, as yet but very imperfectly developed, are 
already the astonishment of the world. 

We have now a population of ten thousand souls in this 
portion of Utah Territory, and, judging by our past inerease, 
the inference is fair that by next year our population will 
be quadrupled. The amount of business transacted here 
makes the transmission ofa vast amount of correspondence. 
by some mode of conveyance a positive necessity, The 
mail is now carried daily by Louis McLane’s stage line 
to Placerville, California; but we have no guaranty of its 
continuance. To this gentleman’s courtesy alone we are 
indebted for our present mail facilities. We would there- 
fore most earnestly request that your honorahle bodies 
wil} establish a daily mail between Placerville, California, 
and Genoa, Carson City, Silver City, and Virginia City, in 
Utah Territory ; and thata semi-weekly mail be established 
between Virginia City, Silver City, Carson City, and Ge- 
noa, to the Esmeralda mining district, and Monoville, in 
the Walker river mincs. And your petitioners will ever 
pray, &c. 

Mr. LATHAM. I move that the memorial 
be referred to the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads. 


It was so referred. 
PAPERS WITHDRAWN AND REFERRED. 
On motion of Mr. CLARK, it was 


Ordered, That the papers in the casc of Peter Van Bus- 
kirk, on the files of the Senate, be referred to the Commit- 
tee on Pensions. 

BILLS INTRODUCED. 

Mr. KING asked, and by unanimous consent 
obtained, leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 550) to 
authorize the employment of volunteers to aid in 
enforcing the laws and protecting public property; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs and Militia. 

Mr. HALE asked, and by unanimous consent 
obtained, leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 551) 
for the relief of Hockaday & Liggit; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

Mr. FITCH asked, and by unanimous consent 
obtained, leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 552) 
relative to printing extra numbers of messages, 
reports, and documents; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Print- 
ing. 

Mr. WILSON asked, and by unanimous côn- 
sent obtained, leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 
353) for the better organization of the militia of 


| the District of Columbia; which was read twice 


by its title and referred to the Committee on Mil- 
itary Affairs and Militia. 


1861. 


REPORT FROM A- COMMITTER. 


Mr. RICE, from the Committee on. the Post | 


Office and Post Roads, to whom was referred the 
bill (H. R. No. 919) for the relief of F. M. 
Beauchamp and Betsy D. Townsend, reported it 
without amendment. 


LOUIS ROBERTS. 


Mr. RICE submitted the following resolution; 
which was. considered by unanimous consent, and 
agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Court of Claims be requested to return 
to ibe Senate the papers relating to the claim of Louis Rob- 
erts for indemnity for losses sustained by him by the burn- 
ing’of certain supplies, while being transported to the Indian 
country in November, 1855. 

ADMISSION TO TILE FLOOR. 


_Mr. FOSTER. I offer the following resolu- 
tion; and if there be no objection, I ask for its 
present consideration: 

Resolved, That, in addition to those now entitled to that 
privilege, Governors and ex-Governors of States be admitted 
to the flour of the Senate. 

_ Mr. POLK objécted to its consideration, and 
it lies over, under the rule. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, 
by Mr. Forney, its Clerk, announced that the 
House had passed the bill of the Senate (No. 321) 
for the relief of Robert A. Matthews. 


DISTRICT MILITIA, 


The message further announced that the [louse 
had passed a bill (No. 958). to amend an act en- 
titled «* An act more effectually to provide for the 
organization of the militia of the District of Co- 
lumbia,”’ approved March 3, 1803; in which the 
concurrence of the Senate was requested. 

On motion of Mr. WILSON, the bill was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Military Affairs and Militia, 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


The message further announced that the Speak- 
er had signed the following enrolled bills; which, 
thereupon, received the signature of the Vice 
President: 

_A bill (H. R. No. 23) for the admission of Kan- 
sas into the Union; 

A bill (HI. R. No. 377) for the relief of David 
"C. Whiting; and 

A bill (S. No. 321) for the relief of Robert A. 
Matthews. 

WILLIAM @. BERNARD. 


The VICE PRESIDENT. 
further petitions or reports, the Chair will call 
the attention of the Senate to the unfinished morn- 
ing business of yesterday, being certain resolu- 
tions presented by the Senator from Kentucky, 
[Mr. Crirrenpen.] On the question of the re- 
ception of the resolutions, the yeas and nays have 
been ordered, : 

Mr. DURKEE, Iask the indulgence of the 
Senate to take up a private bill on the Calendar. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator 
move to postpone the prior orders? 

Mr. DURKEE. Yes, sir; and take up this 
bill, which will lead to no debate. It is House 
bill No. 670, granting an increase of pension to 
William G. Bernard, late a soldier in the United 
States Army. 

Mr. LANE. If the present order of business 
shall be suspended, will not my motion be inor- 
der, to take up the bill for the relief of Dr. Mce- 
Cormick? Will not that be the first thing? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair thinks 
not, unless the Senator gets the floor and makes 
the motion. 

Mr. LANE. That bill ought to come up. It 
was reported unanimously by the Committee on 
Military Affairs. T will not say anything about 
it; but if the regular order of business 1s sus- 
pended, I shall endeavor to get itup. 2 

Mr. DURKEE. Ido not think this bill will 
lead to debate. It grants only a small sam; and 
the person seeking relief is in distressed circum- 
stances. If it should lead to debate, or encounter 
opposition, { shall withdraw. it, 

The VICE PRESIDENT. It is moved and 
seconded that the resolutions offered yesterday 


If there be no! 


by the Senator from Kentucky be postponed, with | 


a view to take up the bill granting an increase of 
pension fo William G. Bernard. 


| His case, therefore, forms an exception to-the 


i that the question of printing extra numbers be re- 


‘The motion was agreed to; and the bill (H. R., 
No. 670) granting an increase of pension to Wij- 
liam G. Bernard, late a soldier in the United States 
Army, was considered as in Committee of the 
Whole. It is intended to require the Secretar 
of the Interior to place the name of William G. 
Bernard, of New York, on the roll of invalid pen- 
sioners, at the rate of twenty-five dollars per 
month, commencing on the 11th of June, 1859, in 
lieu of the pension he now receives. i 

Mr. FESSENDEN. I should like to know 
what that.isfor. Twenty-five dollars a month is 
rather a high pension. ; 

Mr. DURKEE. Thereis avery short report. 

Mr. KING. Iask that the report be read. It 
is the case of a man who has been about here, 
whose arm and a part of his face were sawed off. 

The Secretary read the report of the Commit- 
tee on Invalid Pensions of the House of Repre- 
sentatives, from which it appeared that William 
G. Bernard, on the 16th day of November, 1857, 
at Boston, enlisted in company B, first regiment 
of dragoons; that he was, with his company, or- 
dered to Fort Buchanan, New Mexico, and from 
thence to Fort Tejon, California. At the latter 
place, there being an occasion for the use of lum- 
ber for the garrison, he was ordered by the com- 
manding officer of the post, Lieutenant Colonel 
Beall, to work in the Government saw-mill; and 
while so employed, as his certificate of discharge 
states, he was accidently thrown upon a circular 
saw while feeding it, by which casualty his right 
arm was so severely mutilated that he entirely 
lost the use of his right hand. He was also se- 
verely wounded in the head and face, part of 
which is sawed off, losing portions of the left 
molar and lower maxillary and right superciliary 
ridge, leaving but the wreck of a man, who is | 
totally disabled from obtaining his subsistence by 
labor. He performed all his duties faithfully. 
These facts are fully proven by the certificate of 
discharge, and by the certificate of the United 
States surgeon. The petitioner has been allowed 
a pension of cight dollars per month by the Com- 
missioner of Pensions, being the extent permitted 
by law to be allowed by him. He appeared be- 
fore the committee, and they are unanimously of 
opinion that he cannot perform manual labor, nor 
even use his hand to write, and that he is wholly 
disabled from obtaining his subsistence. Heen- 
listed to perform military duty as a dragroon in 
the Army, and not as an operator in a saw-mill; 
but having been ordered by bis commanding of- 
ficer to perform this mill work, the requirements 
of strict discipline rendered it necessary that he 
should obey. When the Government induces a 
soldier to enlist in its Army, a material part of 
the contract is that he shall, among other things, 
receive proper medical treatment, attention, and 
skill, in the event of casualty. In this instance, 

proper surgical skill and aid were not given the‘ 
petitioner; and this is supported by eminent sur- 
geons, who have since examined the wounds. 


general rule. 

The bill was reported to the Senate, ordered to 

a third reading, read the third time, und passed. į 
PATENT OFFICE REPORT. 

The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Sen- 
ate a letter of the acting Commissioner of Pat- 
ents, communicating the annual report of that 
oflice for the year 1860. , f i 

Mr. FITCH. I move that it be printed; and 


ferred to the Committee on Printing. 

The motion to print was agreed to; and the fol- 
lowing resolution was referred to the Commitice 
on Printing: f 

Resolved, That there be printed of the annual report of 
the Commissioner of the Patent Office on mechanics $! 
thousand cxtra copics for the use of the Senate, and —— | 
thousand for the use of the Patent Office. ! 


' CHARLES M’CORMICK. 


The VICE PRESIDENT. The resolutions || 
presented by the Senator from Kentucky are now | 
before the Senate. : 

Mr. LANE. 1 move that the consideration of lI 
the business regularly in order be postponed, for | 
the purpose of taking up the bill for the relief of | 
Dr. McCormick. i 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate re- ! 
sumed, as in Committee of the Whole, the con- |! 
sideration of the bill (S. No, 38) for the relief of |i 


Chales McCorm 
United Statés Army ee oe 
Mr. HALE. . Is theres report-in. 
If there is, let it’be read; io 09 
The Secretary read the report of 
tee on Military Affairs and) Militia; w 
indorsement of the’ petition of Dr. MeCor 
and of the letter of the Surgeon General: 
are as follows: f EE 


To the honorable the House of Representatives of thet 
‘States of Americar? o's wet 
The undersigned begs leave respectfilly to represent that. 
he is, and has béen for the last seventeen years, an assiste: 
ant surgeon in. the. Army of the United States: thatduring - 
the greatest part of the period of the war with Mexico.be 
was on duty in the city of New Orleans, Louisiana y that; 
in addition to the ordinary duties of an assistant surgeon, 
(which, at such a time and such a place, were very labori- 
ous,) he was called on to perform other duties,.involving 
far greater pecuniary responsibility, and of a nature that 
rendered’ it next to impossible to avoid losses; that these 
extra duties were as follows: sak dhs $ es 
Special duty asa disbursing agent of the medical depart- 
ment of the Army at New Orleans, Lotisiina.; pureliasing, 
receiving, and issuing large quantities of medicinés, instru» © 
ments, hospital stores, &c., far the Army in Mexico, and 
to regiments, detachments, and companies of the regular |). 
and volunteer troops passing through New Orleans, "Chis 
was @ responsible duty, and involved the disbursement of 
a considerable sum of money. : ; fe Ae eRe 
Special duty in making disbursements under the clause + 
“ For providing for the comfort of discharged soldiers who 
may be Janded in New Orleans, or other places within-the 
United States, so disabled by disease or wounds received 
in the service as to be unable to proceed to their he 


‘This was a most perplexing and responsible duty 3. it 
crowded my office alinost constantly with applicants for 
relict, ‘ h 

Joining this to the other numerous duties had to per- 
form, all requiring my own special attention, it eaused me 
to be almost constantly surrounded, by hurry, bustle, and 
confusion, thus rendering it almost a matter of necessity 
that J should sustain Iosses. ' : : : 

Under this act, also, I had to purchase and issue in de~ 
tail large quantities of clothing to men under all eireum- 
stances—sick, dying, and often dead men, to have them 
decently buried. ‘For this duty alone, discharged to. men’ 
of one company only, captains in:the Army are allowed 
ten dollars per month. T issued clothing to men of nearly 
cvery regiment aud company, both volunteer and regular, 
in service, and under circumstances where the clothing 
responsibility was more than a hundredfold greater, > 

{had also pecuniary responsibility and considerable Joss. 
in making out the final statements of great numbers.of-in- 
valid soldiers discharged in the city of New Orleans. o5 

Under an act of Congress, all paymiasters. in the Army 
were allowed a percentage for payments made to volun- 
teers. (See act of Congress approved Angust 12, 1848.) Tne 
usmuch, therefore, as Congr in allowing ten dollars per 
month to captains of companies for clothing responsibility, 
and a percentage to all paymasters for payments to volun- 
teers, has though? it just and proper to make such allow- 
ances to officers of the Army for responsible and -extradu- 
ties, to cover unavoidable losses; and as | have sustained 
losses and performed for two or three years arduous extra 
duties, as above enumerated, I therefore respectfully pray 
Congress may allow me a two and a half percentage onthe 
amount of public money disbursed by me under the act ap- 
proved March. 2, 1847. CHARLES McCORMIOK. 


SURGEON GENERAL’S. OFFICE; January 31, 18516 

Sin: Your communication of the 28th instant; iclos-- 
ing to me a memorial from Assistant Surgeon Charles Mé- 
Cormick, of the United States Army, and asking my.,opin-, 
ion upon the merits of the petition, I have had the honor to 
receive. N ` ; 

The memorial sets forth that, in addition to a full meaa- 
ure of dutyin his own proper department, Dr. MeCorimick 
was called on to disbūrse the money appropriated by the 
act of Congress, approved the 2d of Mareh, 1847, * provid- 
ing for the comfort of discharged soldiers who’may be 
landed at New Oricans, or other places in the United 
States,” &c., &e.5 and be asks that, in consideration-of the 
extra labor performed, and the heavy responsibilities ‘as- 
sumed, an allowance of per centum be made to-hina, 
in the final settlement of his accounts at the Treasury, out 
of the balance of the appropriation. remaining ou hand. 

Upon the subject-matter of this memorial, I beg leave to. 
submit the following remarks : $ 

Assistant Surgeon McCormick was, ir 1846, stationed in. 
the city of New Orleans to act as medical purveyor, the 
duties of which office were not only to reecive and keep in 
depot a large amount of medical stores. from New York for 
reissuc, but also to purchase medical supplies at New Or- 
leans, and forward them upon special requisitions to the: 
different Army corps employed on the theater of war. 

in addition to these duties as medical purveyor, be had 
necessarily to give his professional services to the officers,:- 
soldiers, and Government eniployés, stationary and tran- 
sient, in New Orieans;, the whole giving as full employment 
as coufd justly be requiredtrom one individual. Wille thus 
engaged in the discharge. of bis legitimate functions. Dre: 
McCormick was called upon by General George M. Brooke,.: 
the military commander at New Orleans, to give his-atten: ” 
tions te the numerous invalided discharged soldiers arrivi i, 
in New Oricans from Mexico and other places, anig to dis- 
appropriated for'their benets: 
of collecting together and providing for the 

ge jers coming in from various divisions ofthe 

Army was altogether extraneous or foreign tohis legitimate 
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duties, a service | above ' pote A 
legally exacted- or reasonably required of him, without the 
prospect of remuneration for. extraordinary responsibility 
andactual toss sustained in the disbursement of the money 
intrusted to his care and management. 

By an extraordinary effort of mind and of body; involving 
much labor by day and by night, however, Dr. McCormick 
accomplished all that was required of-him and, as far as 
i can learn, to the satisfaction of all concerned. : 

Having witnessed, during a portion of. the time, his active 
and untiring devotion to the relief of all who came within 
the provisions of the act of Congress above cited, I can speak 
undérstandingly ofthe nature and extent ofthe duties which 
were thrown-upon Dr. McCormick; and I am free to say 
that, if remuneration for extra labor: performed, heavy 
responsibility assumed, or actual loss sustained, can in any 
instance be accorded to a public agent, the prayer of the 
memorialist is entitled to the most favorable consideration. 

With sentiments of very high respect, I am your obedi- 
ent servant, THOMAS LAWSON, 

Surgeon General. 


Hon. Janes Suretys, United States Senate. 


Mr. FESSENDEN. Mr. President, I believe 
that report was read the other day. I listened to 
it then, and did not get a very favorable impres- 
sion with regard to the claim itself. I have now 
listened to it again with attention, and my previous 
impressions, those which I derived from the first 
reading,are confirmed. 1 seeno reasonable ground 
upon which the allowance here proposed, or any 
allowance, should be made to Dr. McCormick, 
from the reading of the report. {wish to call the 
attention of the Senators, and of everybody en- 
gaged in the disbursement of public moneys by 
Jegislative action, (if that may be called disburse- 
ment,) to the fact that there is hardly an officer in 
our employment, in any grade, of any condition, 
connected with any. department, who, if accident- 
ally called upon to render a service not exactly in 
the strict line of the place in which he is located, 
does not come here and ask for an allowance in 
consideration-of that extra service. Why, sir, it 
has got to be the fact, with regard to the public 
service gencrally here among us, that no man 
thinks he is under the slightest obligation to do 
any thing that is not precisely marked out for him 
by the rules and regulations, wherever he may be, 
in any particular branch of the service, without 
being entitled to come here for extra pay. The 
thing is not creditable. We have such applica- 
tions from clerks in the Departments almostevery 
day; we have them from other quarters, officers 
of the Army, officers ofyhe Navy, officers in every 
branch of the public service everywhere. 

Now, sir, what did this man do? I hold that 
he did not do any thing out of his proper line. 
He was an assistant surgeon in the Army, sta- 
tioned at New Orleans. The particular duty of 
a surgeon in the Army, ora surgeon in the Navy, 
is defined by no law; and J am not aware that it 
is defincd by any particular regulation. What 
was he called upon to do? Ele was called upon 
to purchase stores peculiarly appropriate to his 
own department—medicines, medical stores, and 
things of that kind—tor the Government. While 
he was engaged in that business, he was not en- 
guged in attending the sick; and certainly it was 
no more disagreeable business. It was a service 
that he well might render. They were to be pur- 
chased by somebody. Their vaiue, their quality, 
was to be tested. Why should it not be left toa 
surgeon to make these purchases for the Govern- 
ment? and why should he charge us for the time 
that was taken from other duties, which he might 
have been called upon to perform, to devote to 
that? The Government was entitled to his advice 
and his aid in reference to these matters. To be 
sure, he might have been engaged in attending 
the sick; but while engaged in this, he was not 
attending to the sick; and, {Í take it, it was no loss 
to him. 

_ What was the other duty? Certain invalid sol- 
diers, sick soldiers, were landed there; and it 
seems an appropriation was made for their ben- 
efit; and an assistant surgeon being present, he 
was called upon tó attend to them, and see that 
they were.furnished with necessary clothing and 
attendance, and made'comfortable. That would 
scem to be in the line of his duty particularly and 
peculiarly. But for these services he calls for ex- 
tra compensation, as services out of the line of his 
particular business that he was engaged in, in ad- 
dition to his salary. Does he give the Govern- 
ment any credit for the time that he was not en- 
gaged in business peculiar to his profession? Not 
atall. There are many seasons of the year when 
these gentlemen have nothing to do of any eon- 
sequence; when they are at perfect leisure. They 


over and-above what could have been: 


do not think of suggesting to the Government that 


a deduction’ be made from -thelr pay on account 
of the light duties which they perform at a par- 
ticular time; but if, at a time of pressure, their 


advice and aid is called for in matters notexactly || 


in their line, but connected with it, then there is 
an application for additional pay. 1tcomes from 
your clerks when employed a little out of office 
hours; and so on. Sir, it is discreditable to every 
branch of the service. 

This man talks aboutlosses. He does not say 
that he has sustained any losses. He exhibits 
no evidence that he lost anything. The committee 
do not say that he lost anything. Nobody says 
that he lostanythingin any way, although he talks’ 
about the losses that he might have experienced. 
If he lost anything which was not occasioned by 
his own carelessness, or lost anything in conse- 
quence of being employed inthis business, I would 
pay it; but because some portion of his time was 
taken up for the benefit of the Government ina 
service which he might well render in this line, I 
see no reason why we should give him the sum 
of $2,500, or any other sum whatever. I should 
like to hear better grounds for it than have been 
given in the report or memorial, before it can com- 
mand my vote, atany rate. 

Mr. LANE. Mr. President, I will briefly state 
this case, and nothing more. Dr. McCormick, 
then an assistant surgeon in the Army, was or- 
dered to duty at New Orleans, at the commence- 
ment of the war with Mexico, and was continued 
on duty there for two yearsand a half. The duty 
of an assistant surgeon in the Army is to attend 
to the sick and wounded; and these are all the 
dutics pertaining to the office of assistantsurgeon; 
but this man was required to perform other duties, 
and duties that did not belong to an assistant sur- 
geon. He was made the medical purveyor. It 
was made his duty to take care of allthe sick and 
wounded on their return from Mexico, as well as 
those going to Mexico; and he was busy every 
day, almost every hour, during that whole time. 
Well, sir, that was not all He was also madc a 
paymaster, and he disbursed and paid out over 
$180,000. He discharged the duty of paymaster 
in paying the soldiers. He was directed to do it, 
as an examination of the papers will show. He 
paid moncy for medicines, paid for attendance, 
and disbursed an amount of money that, if it had 
been disbursed by a regular paymaster, would 
have given an allowance of $2,500; and for that 
reason the original bill, that proposed to pay over 
$7,000, was reduced, on the motion of the Senator 


‘from New York, a member of the Committee on 


Military Affairs, [Mr. Kine,] to that sum of 
money; for the law allows, in addition to the reg- 
ular salary of a paymaster, $1,000 a year when 
employed in paying volunteers. It was so through 
the war with Mexico. Now, sir, we propose to 
pay this man, not what, in my judgment, he ought 
to have; nor what the committee heretofore be- 
lieved that he ought to have; for this body twice 
passed a bill allowing him over $7,000, giving 
him the regular percentage on the amount dis- 
bursed; butit has been reduced to precisely the 
amount thata paymaster would have received in 
addition to his salary, if he had disbursed the 
money. 

With this statement of facts, and with the unani- 
mous report of the committee after careful inves- 
tigation, 1 hope the Senate will not reject this 
claim; for I look upon it as just; and if {did not 
I should not have given my consent to this report. 
{ examined it, and so did the whole committee. 
They believe it just; and my judgment is that it 
ought to pass. | do not intend to consume time. 

Mr. FOSTER. I am satisfied, Mr. President, 
from what I have heard, that this bill ought not 
to pass. If these services were rendered by this 
man in the regular performance of his duty, I 
understand that the compensation provided by 
law is his proper compensation, and that he has 
no further demand upon the Government. It is 


; claimed that these were extra services, and be- 


yond those which belonged to his proper duty. 
Under the circumstances, and considering the re- 


Jation, or rather the office, which this man held, | 


I should be opposed to paying him even if these 
services were eXtra services, quite as much as 
though they were his own proper services, and 
falling within the line of his appropriate duty; 
and for this reason: here is a surgeon, or assistant 
surgeon, of the Army, in time of war, voluntarily— 


for we must assume that this service was volun- 
tary, if it was outside of the line of his duty—as- 
suming and discharging duties which do noibilong 
to-him as a surgeon or assistant surgeon. Of 
course, he can perform these services.only by the 
neglect of his appropriate duties; and a surgeon 
of the Army or Navy, in time of war, has no bus- 
iness to neglect his appropriate: duty, which the 
Senator from Oregon very properly observed is 
devotion.to the wounded and the sick; anda sur- 
geon who steps aside from that duty to perform 
any other service not belonging to his profession, 
ought not to be paid, but ought to be reprimanded. 
I speak, sir, for the sick and the wounded; and I 
am astonished that the Senator from Oregon, him- 
self a soldicr, knowing much more about this 
than I do, should be willing to pay a surgeon for 
departing from the line of his proper duty, and 
doing other duty, no matter how well he per- 
formed it. He had a higher duty, and that was 
to attend to the sick and the wounded; and if he 
neglected that, I repeat, I would not pay him one 
penny for it—not one penny. I would frown 
indignantly on a surgeon in time of war doing 
any other than his appropriate duty; and I should 
feel that I was not speaking for those who can- 
not speak for themselves—the sick and wounded 
soldiers—if I did not take this ground onall such 
applications. I hope that the bill will not pass. 

Mr. GWIN rose. * 

Mr. LANE. Only a word, and I will yield the 
floor to the Senator from California, for I want to 
hear his opinion in relation to this matter. I will 
say to the Senator from Connecticut that neither 
he nor the Senator from Maine expressed any 
surprise, or astonishment, or remorse, or regret, 
at the last session of this Congress, in voting to 
increase a man’s pay that had been fixed by law, 
to the amount of seven thousand dollars and over, 
though he had only rendered eighteen months’ 
service, and had received $2,500 a year for nearly 
four years. They found no objection in the world 
to voting to increase it to $4,500 a year. 

Mr. FOSTER. I would ask the Senator from 
Oregon whether that was the case of a surgeon 
who had departed from his duty? 

Mr. LANE. No, sir. It was the case of a 
superintendent of Indian affairs. That gentle- 
man was appointed uffder a law that fixed his sal- 
ary at $2,500. He rendered eighteen months’ ser- 
vice only, and that was established here in the 
Senate; and notwithstanding that, the Senator 
voted to increase his pay forfour years, or nearly 
that. There was no difficulty in getting that 
through on the yeas and nays; and every gentle~ 
man on the other side voted forit. Now, when 
aman has rendered service, and was every day 
on duty for two years and a half, and performed 
such service that entitles him to pay—to the com- 
pensation provided for in this bill, at Jeast—the 
Senator finds objection toit. I leave it to the Sen- 
ator and to hisconscience,and to others, toact as 
they please in this matter, and reconcile theiraction 
in that case with their action in this. 

Mr. GWIN. The Senator from Connecticut 
has said that Dr. McCormick neglected his duty. 
It is the first time I ever heard the charge made. 
He is an eminent surgeon 

Mr. FOSTER. ‘Phe Senator will excuse me. 
| I did not by any means intend to charge Dr. 
McCormick with neglect of his duty. He isa 
perfect stranger to me, and, for aught I know, a 
very valuable and meritorious officer. 1 spoke 
merely of the necessary result of encouraging sur- 
geons to disregard their duty and attend to other 
service, which they could only do by neglecting 
their duty. 

Mr. GWIN. He was ordered by his superiors 
to perform this additional service, not to neglect 
his duties as assistant surgeon. No man can 
charge that upon him, because there never was a 
more faithful public servant than Dr. McCormick. 
I was residing in New Orleans at the time, and I 
know that he performed the services that have 
been stated. He also performed his own regular 
services, as an assistant surgeon, to the satisfac- 
tion of everybody. Nobody was neglected. No 
duties of his office, as assistant surgeon, were neg- 
lected during the time he performed these other 
services, by order of his superiors, involving him 
in heavy responsibilities. Any loss which he 
might have sustained; any robbery committed on 


hima; any mistake, would have involved him in 
| very large pecuniary liabilities. He was required 
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by his superiors to do these duties, and he did 
them well. [think there never was a more meri- 
torious claim brought before the Senate than this. 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President, I am opposed to 
this bill, and I have heard the remarks of the Sen- 
ator from Maine witha great deal of satisfac- 
tion. 
. The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair must 
interrupt the Senator from New Hampshire. The 
hour of one o’clock having arrived, it is the duty 
of the Chair to call up the special order. There 
is upon the Calendar a long list of special orders, 
some of them made at the last session, and in 
which the Senate seems to take no interest. 

Mr. HALE. I move that we begin with the 
Calendar, because I have been a member of the 
Senate for twelve years, and the Senate never took 
up the Calendar a day since I have been in the 
body; and as they say the Union is going to be 
dissolved, I want to have it to say that one day, 
while I was in the Senate, it went on with the 
Calendar in order. 

Mr. GWIN. I have been here twelve years 
very nearly, and I never saw the Calendar taken 
up regularly once; and, as my time here is short, 
{do not want it taken up now. I think there is 
something more important before us now; and I 
move to suspend all prior orders to take up House 
bill No. 701. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is gn 
the motion of the Senator from California. 


RAILROAD TO TIIE PACIFIC. 


The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as 
in Committee of the Whole, resumed the consid- 
eration of the bill (H.R. No. 701) to secure con- 
tracts and make provision for the safe, certain, 
and more speedy transportation, by railroad, of 
mails, troops, munitions of war, military, and 
naval stores, between the Atlantic States aha hoe 
of the Pacific, and for other purposes. 

Mr. FOSTER. I have a slight amendment to 
this bill, which I think has been made necessary 
by the previous amendments. I move, in the 
sixty-third line of the fourth section, to strike out 
the words ‘* passage of this act,” and insert in 
fieu thereof, ‘‘ approval by the Congress of the 
United States of the said acts of incorporation.” 
I think that it is necessary in order to make the 
bill consistent with itself. 

Mr. GWIN. I think that is already in the 
bil. 

Mr. FOSTER. Not at this point, at all events. 
I think the Senator is right in reference to its being 
in the bill elsewhere, but it ought to be in here in 
order to make the bill consistent with itself, 

Mr. GWIN. Itis right to put in the amend- 
ment, if it is left out there. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. I observe that in the 
printed bill, as amended, an amendment which I 
offered when the measure was last under consid- 
eration by the Senate, is not included; and, on 
conversation with the Clerk, I ascertain that his 
impression is, that the question was not put to the 
Senate upon that amendment. I therefore desire 
to call it up, that the vote may be put to the Sen- 
ate, so that there may be ne mistake about it. 

Mr. LATHAM. The vote was put, and the 
amendment was declared by the Presiding Officer 
to be carried. I recollect it distinctly. 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. That is my recollection; 
but on looking to the Journal of the Senate it does 
not appear so, and the Clerk was of a different 
impression. : 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Sceretary will 
read the amendment. 

The Secretary read Mr. Doovirriz’s amend- 
ment, which is in section four, line fifty-one, after 
the word “ dollars,” to insert: 


Provided, That thirty per cent. of the whole amount of 
bonds of the United States to be advanced as aforesaid, 
shall be retained by the Secretary of the Treasury until said 
road shall be fully completed throughout the whole dine; 
and in case the road shall not be completed, the bonds in 
the hands of the Secretary of the Treasury shall be forfeited 
to the United States. 


Mr. GWIN. Is that under consideration now °? 
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i ury enough to secure the buildin 


the.chair.) Itis called up by the Senator from 
‘Wisconsin. 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. My recollection is that 
this amendment was put to a vote of the Senate 
when the bill was last under consideration, and 
that it was adopted; but the Journal does not 
state the fact, and it is not printed in the bill as 
amended. 

Mr.GWIN. And therefore, as I understand, 
it is now under consideration, as the Journal does 
not show that it has been adopted. 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. Yes, sir. 

Mr.GWIN. Ihave been exceedingly anxious 
not to say a word that would postpone immediate 
action-on this bill; but I am very much opposed 
to this amendment. I think it will jcopardize 
the whole enterprise. The bill now is sccurely 
guarded to prevent exactly what the Senator 
from Wisconsin wishes to guard against by this 
amendment, so that the road shall be completed 
throughout. The great compensation is in the 
center. The great profits of this great enterprise 
will be in building the road entirely through; and 
the withdrawal of a large amount of the credit of 
the Government of the United States, in my judg- 
ment, will jeopardize the whole enterprise. If 
the Senator will look with attention through the 
whole bill, he will find that it is particularly 
guarded so as to force the corporators to build the 
whole road. The great compensation is in the 
center; and they are to forfeit all the moneys they 
have put in it if they do not complete it. I know 
that the Senator is a friend of this great measure; 
but I believe he will jeopardize it by pressing his 
amendment. Fam, however, so anxious to get 
the bill out of committee and into the Senate, that 
I shall say nothing more on the subject, than that 
I hope the amendment will not be adopted. 

Mr. DOOLITTLE I shall not detain the Sen- 
ate. Lregard this amendment as essential; and 
without some further security in the bill, I doubt 
exceedingly whether I could bring my mind to 
vote for itatall. Looking through the bill, I see 
there may be a chance for speculators to go on 
with the road to a certain distance, and when they 
come to some mountain that will involve a large 
expenditure, or when they come to crossa desert 
country, where it will involve a large expendi- 


ture, they may abandon the contract and pocket | 


very large profits in the speculation, without going 
through with the work, and throw it back on our 
hands. I therefore desire to retain in the Treas- 


© of the road, and 
the building of it through; hence I desire that this 
amendment shall be adopted. 

Mr. CHANDLER. i hope that amendment 
will be agreed to. Iam very anxious to vote for 
any measure which will secure the building of a 
Pacific railroad. I will state that I intend to offer 
another amendment, after this one shall have been 
adopted, which will, perhaps: obviate to some 
extent the objection which the Senator from Cal- 
ifornia makes. I shall offer an amendment atthe 
proper time, increasing the quantity of land to be 
given to the road from one to six sections per 
mile. I think that will, perhaps, be more than 
compensation for this thirly percent. which will 
be reserved to insure the final completion of the 
road. I think it a very proper amendment. Any 
company that will take hold of this ‘great enter- 
prise, with the intention of completing it, would 


certainly not object to a sufficient guarantee re- || 


maining in the hands of the Government for its 
completion; and I think thirty per cent. a reason- 
able amount for that guarantee. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question | 


is on the amendment propesed by the Senator 
fram Wisconsin. 

‘The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I now move to strike out, 
in line sixty-nine of the first section, the words 
“one mile,” and insert “six miles;’’ so that it 
will read: 

Every alternate section of land within six miles of such 
railroad line, &c. 

Likewise, in line eighty-six, I move to strike 


The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Foster in 


No. 39. 


out the word “six,” and to insert. twenty 3?? $0 
that it will read: . . i : : 
_ The deficiency shalt be made-up by selections made with- 
in twenty miles froni said road from lands of the United 
States, &c. x 

And in line ninety-two, I move to strike out 
the word “ six,” and to insert “twenty 3’? so that 
it will read: 

To cause the public lands for twenty miles on each side 
| of so much of such road as the parties may indicate to be 
i withheld, &c. i 


Mr. BRAGG. I would like to hear the Sena- 
tor explain the effect of this amendment. Itseems 
to me it increases the quantity of public land that 
| is to be given to this company, vastly. 

Mr. CHANDLER. the effect of the amend- 
ment will be to allow six sections per mile instead 
of one. The amendment which has just been 
adopted by the Senate reserves thirty per cent. of 
the bonds which are to be issued to the road, asa 
guarantee for its final completion; this amend- 
ment proposes to increase the quantity of land 
throughout the Territories to the extent of five 
sections per mile. ‘That is the whole of it. 

Mr. BRAGG. Then, if] understand it, it makes 
the quantity of land to be given to the corpora- 
tors about five or six times as great as the bill 
| proposed to give originally. J 

Mr. CHANDLER. Vos, sir; but we reserve 
thirty per cent, for its final completion through 
the more difficult portions of the route. 

Mr. BRAGG. I can only say that. I cannot 
vote for that amendment. Idonotthink it ought 
to pass. y f 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. lam not altogether sat- 
isfied with the amendment.offered by the Senator 
from Michigan, so far as the lands are concerned, 
within the limits of the States, certainly. I do 
not know but I would consent to give’ six sec- 
tions per mile through the Territories; but to give 
six sections per mile, commencing on the Mis- 
souri river, and going through the good lands for 
two, three, or four hundred miles from there, with 
the moncy proposed to be given, I think is more 
than ought to be given. y 

Mr. GWIN. [ am willing to strike out the 
| State of California, That is the only State af- 
fected. It will not give a foot of land there any- 

i how; for it is all mineral region, 

Mr. CHANDLER. Iam willingstosaccept an 
amendment that the sixth section shall be confined 
to the Territories. 
| Mr. DOOLITTLE. Say one section per mile 
| in the States, and six sections per mile in the Ter- 
ritories. As Kansas is now admitted, this amend- 
| ment would exclude Kansas and California. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question 
li is on the amendment as modified by the mover. 

| Mr. BRAGG. Let us see how it would read 
i as modified. 

| The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amend- 
| ment will be read. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. 
| this proposition. 
| Mr, DOOLITTLE I will state to the Senator 
from Hlinois that the bill, as it now stands, pro- 
poses to give one section per mile throughout, 
i besides bonds. The Senator from Michigan pro- 
| poses to amend it so as to give six sections per 
mile through the Territories, and one section per 
mile through the States. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. Iam content with that. 

Mr: GREEN. As the bill now stands, I think 
i the amendment ought to be adopted. I think the 
| construction put on the bill is a mistake. My 
| reading of it makes ita half section per mile. It 
i says, “the odd section within a mile;’? and you 
‘| cannot make that amount to more than a half - 
| section. 
| Mr. GWIN. Well, it will be six sections now 
Mr. GREEN. Iam in favor of that; but I say 
| the bill, as it stands, without the amendment, 1s 


I should like to understand 


not right, Lam for the amendment, : 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The reading 
of the amendmentas modified was called for, and 
it will be read. 


The Secretary read it: In line sixty-nine, to 
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strike out the words “one mile,” and to insert 
“ gix-miles;’? and after the word * line,”’ to insert 
the words “ within the Territories of the United 
States;”? and in line cighty-six, to strike out the 
word ‘six, and to insert ‘twenty; and after 


the words “ United States,” in the same line, to | 


insert the words * within the Territories thereof;”’ 
and in line ninety-two, to strike out the word 
“ six, and to insert “twenty;’’ and in line ninety- 
three, after the word ** road,” to insert the words 
“as fies within the Territories of the United 
States,” so that the section will read: 

- Every alternate section of land witbin six miles of such 
railroad line within the Territories of the United States, 
as sheh persons may adopt, said sections to be those desig- 
nated by odd numbers: Provided, That in any incorpora- 
tion of themselves, or with others as stockholders or part- 
ners, to carry out the provisions of this act, no person shall 
be permitted to subscribe stock to a greater amount than 
the cash value of his estate, to be determined by the par- 
ties herein named, and their associates, by oath or other- 
wise. And when the United States have disposed of any 
such sections, or for any other reason cannot convey title 
thereto, or when the same shall be condemned by the United 
States surveyor as worthless, (and his decision be ap- 
proved by the Secretary of the Iuterior,) or when the same 
shall be mineral lands, or if the same shall be occupied at 
the date of the application to the President to withhold 
them from settlement and sale, as hereinafter provided, the 
deficiency shall be made up by selections made within 
twenty miles from said road trom lands of the United States 
within the Territories thereof to which nonce of the atore- 
said objections apply: Provided, That so soon as the terms 
of this act are accepted by the parties undertaking to per- 
form the services herein provided for, it shall be the duty 
of the President of the United States, upon the application 
of said parties, to cause the public lands, for twenty miles 
on each side of so much of such road as lies within the 
Territories of the United States as the parties may indi- 
gate, to be withheld from settlement, sale, and ocerpation, 
until the lands shall have been surveyed and the alternate 
sections selected, as provided in this act. 


The amendment was agreed to, 
Mr. CLARK. Ihave an amendment which I 
propose as an additional section to the bill: 


And be it further enacted, That the grant of lands and 
bonds herein made shail be, and is, upon the express con- 
dition that Cong hal have the power, atany time bere- 


after, to amend the provisions of this act, for the purpose of | 


restraining abuses and protecting the public inter Pro- 
vided, however, That Congress shall uot be empowered to 
piss any laws diminishing the specified amount of contri- 
mation jn lands and bonds of the United States; but the 
conditions herein imposed, and the provisions that may 
hereafter be made, shall be complied With, 

T understand that there is no objection to this 
amendment on the part of the friends of the bill; 
and I hope it will be made. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. WILKINSON. I move to amend section 


four of this bill, by striking out, in line forty-nine, | 


the word ‘sixty,’ and inserting in licu thereof 
“fifty; so as to mako it read: 

Provided, That the sum so advanced as aforesaid shall 
f 450,000,000. 

This is for the central route; and if this amend- 
ment shall be adopted, F propose to follow it up 
by moving to strike out $36,000,000, in the section 
in relation to the southern route, and substituting 
$25,000,000. The object which I have is to so alter 
this bill that we may provide for a road on u 


northern route, and make provision for the pay- ; 


ment of $25,000,000 for that, which is the same 
amount that I propose to give to the southern 
route. By adopting the amendment which I now 
offer, and those with which I propose to follow 


i 


it, the bill will provide an advance in bonds of | 


$50,000,000 for the centrai route, $25,000,000 for 
the southern route, and $25,000,000 for the north- 
ern route, 
ment is necessary aud essential to make a fair 
and honest bill. It will only increase the whole 
amount $4,000,000; raising it up from $96,000,000 
to $100,000,000. 1 offer this amendment prepara- 
tory to the others which I have indicated. 

Mr. GWIN. Lhope this amendment will not 
be adopted. It is the commencement of a third 
line to the Pacific. My own judgment always has 
been, that the whole power of this Government 
should be devoted to the construction of one line; 
but I have given up my preferences for that plan, 
and yielded to the bill that has been sent to us 


from the House of Representatives providing for | 


two lines. ‘There bas already been adopted an 


amendment that will give a railroad connection to | 
the Pacific coast at Puget sound, on the motion | 


of the Senator from Oregon, (Mr. Lawe.] ‘The 
bill as it now stands will give all the military pro 
tection that is desired by any portion of the Uni 
ted States; and all that the bul, if amended as the 
Senator from Minnesota proposes, can give. We 


I believe the adoption of this amend- | 


i 
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i you are cs 


have a railroad connection to Puget sound now. 
provided for by the present bill as it has been 
amended. I hope, therefore, the bill will not be 
encumbered by putting on a third route to the 
Pacific ocean. 1 have no objection to giving to 
our friends in the northern section of our posses- 
sions on the Pacific coast all the facilities and all 
the military advantages of this measure. Indeed, 
they have themas the bill now stands. In Wash- 
ington Territory there are only sixty thousand in- 
habitants; and the branch from the Sacramento 
valley to Portland and to Puget sound will give 
all the protection that is wanted there. I hope 
this amendment will not be adopted. 

Mr. LATHAM. I call for the yeas and nays 
on this amendment. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. SEWARD. I wish to say, rather by way 
of repetition than otherwise, that I shall vote 
against this amendment. I have already ex- 
pressed the reasons why I am opposed to any 
amendment to this bill; and having kept my faith, 
and voted against every amendment which has 
becn offered in the Senate, I shail vote against this. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I shall vote for this amend- 
ment, the effect and object of which are, as the 
Senator from New York will sec, by reducing 
the amount appropriated for the central and south- 
ern routes, to create a fund for a northern route. 
Like the Senator from California, Iam in favor 
of one railroad to the Pacific; I think there should 
be one great central route; but if you are to have 
a central and a southern road, I think the upper 
portion of the northwestern States are entitled to 
a northern route; and as this amendment is to 
reduce the amount appropriated to the central 
route $10,000,009, and the amount to the southern 
route $11,008,000, andappropriate these two sums, 
with an additional sam of $4,000,000, to a north- 
ern route, increasing the whole amount appro- 
priated by the bill only $4,000,000, I shall vote for 
the amendment, though holding mysclfat liberty 
afierwards to vote to strike out the provision for 
the southern route and confine the bill to one rail- 
road to the Pacific ocean. If an opportunity can 
be given to pursue that course, I should prefer it; 
otherwise, I shall vote for this amendment. 

Mr. BAKER. I deem it proper, sir, to remind 
the Senate of tlre effect of this amendment, com- 
bined with others already offered. Upon the mo- 
tion ofsome gentleman—I believe the Senator from 
Oregon, [Mr. Lane]—there hasalready been added 


to the line of road provided for in this billa road | 


from the valley of the Sacramento through the 
valleys of Rogue river, Umpqua, and Willamette, 
a railroad not far from six hundred miles long— 
a new burden upon the bill as it came from the 
House of Representatives. It is proposed now, 
adding only in amount $4,000,000, to direct the 
construction of another road, the length of which 
would be measured by thousands of miles—the 


| Senator from Minnesota will correct me if I am 


wronug—on what is called the northern route. 

I believe that every real friend of the measure, 
who has long and patiently entertained the hope 
that a bill might pass and a read be built, is op- 
posed to cither of these amendments; not because 
we do not desire them; not because, if I may be 
allowed to repeat it, l, representing the most 
northerly State in the Union, would not emphat- 
ically desire it if it were practicable; but because 
we see, and feel, and think we know, that to add 
twenty-five hundred or three thousand miles of 
road, with an increase of $4,000,000 only, will be 
so to cause the road to stagger that it will fall. 
We cannot doit. Twill vote with all the cheer- 
fulness in the world,as the distinguished Senator 
from New York said he would, for a northern 


road; I will vote more than cheerfully, I will vote | 
gladly, for any road from California through Or- | 


egon. It would be my duty and my pride; but 


1 cannot be tempted—I was about to say bribed— | 


by a road going through my State or near it. I 
do not feel myself at liberty to forego the only 
opportunity [ have had, or ever may have, to lend 
my aid to the practical completion of the greatest 


: work of the age; and I desire, if my poor word 


will pass for anything, to say to every gentleman 
who really does desire the building of a road, that 
sing it to stagger under amend ments 
until it will fall. 

Sixty million dollars is a good deal of money; 
but the road is very long; and when, in addition 
to the length as at present prescribed, and in ad- 
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‘by standing by amendments to this bill, tbat a 
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dition to two roads you make three, by a branch 
from the valley of the Sacramento to Portland; 
and in addition to three you make four, by a great 
northern route, which, as the Senator from Cali- 
fornia has well said, is not, in his judgment, nor 
isitin mine, necessary for public military defense; 
and when, to do all that, you only add $4,000,000 
as compensation to the corporators who are to. 
make these roads, it strikes me that these are 
measures which the enemies of the bill may de- 
sire, but which the friends of the bill can in no 
wise approve. While I do not complain of the 
Senator from Minnesota—it is his duty and his 
interest and his pride to do it—I do add the last 
words which I propose to say upon this measure 
to the friends of the bill, asking them if they be- 
lieve it possible that they can provide successfully 
for any road at all, if they add what is not far 
from twenty-five hundred miles of road, and then 
increase the money advance of the Government, 
by the poor, pitiful sum of $4,000,000? I hope, 
therefore, that those of us who do really love the 
road will, in its last agony, vote against any 
amendments. 

Mr. GWIN. 1 will only add one word; for I 
am anxious to have action on this bill. What 
the Senator from Oregon has said, is literally true. 
It is not in order to speak of what will occur else- 
where; but it is very doubtful whether we can 
get enacted into a law, by the sanction of all the 
departments of the Government, such a bill even 
as came to us from the other House, covering the 
amount which it proposed toadvance. Now, we 
shall crush down and destroy this measure en- 
tircly, in my honest judgment, if we add another 
road—destroy it either between the two Houses, 
oy elsewhere. There are many friends of the 
central road who believe it cannot be built with 
the gid which this bill proposes that the Govern- 
ment shall give. If you weaken it at all; if you 
weaken the confidence of capitalists, who have to 
put their money in it, aside from the credit of the 
Government that is given, and the land that is 
granted, the whole measure may be destroyed, 
and the road may never start. As I have fre- 
quently stated before, I will vote for what the 
Senator from Minnesota brings forward, as a sep~ 
arate measure. Let it stand on its own merits. 
If the bill had come to us from the House of Rep- 
resentatives with this other road in it, I should 
havesustainedit. Now, I hope every friend of the 
Pacific railroad bill will vote against this amend- 
ment. Perhaps I ought not to say that; it may 
be a reflection on those who are its friends, I 
know that there are local interests which gentle- 
men must respect; but I wish to remind them of 
the fact that they may destroy the whole measure 
re 
urged on account of the effect they will have on 
their localities. I want it to be understood by the 
Senate, that this particular amendment, striking 
out $10,000,000 from the central road, does not 
diminish the whole amount to be appropriated, 
but will tend to increase it, This amount isto be 
stricken from the central route,and a like sum ig 
to be stricken from the southern route, and both 
amounts, with an additional sum, are to be given 
for a northern route. The result of this amend- 
ment, therefore, will be to increase the amount of 
bonds to be issued, and to add to the lands granted 
to the extent of millions of acres; for, of course, 
this northern route will have its six sections to 
the mile also. 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. I desire to say a single 
word in relation this amendment. I believe that 
there are three railroads already in process of be- 
ing built from the castern to the western slopes of 
the Rocky Mountains. ‘There is a road in pro- 
cess of construction on the central line. There is 
one across Texas which is to reach El Paso, and 
some day will reach to the waters of the Gulf of 
California, either at Fort Yuma or perhaps at 
some lower point down upon the Gulf; but it is 
very doubtful, in my judgment, whether it will 
ever go from Fort Yuma across the Colorado des- 
ert, and from there up to San Francisco. There 
is a road in process of construction wpon the cen- 
tral line, as E have said, and it is bound to go 
through. The people of Pike’s Peak, and those 
who have settled and are settling in that neigh- 


i berhood, are bound to have a railroad communi- 


cation; the people of the Washoe mines are bound 
to have a railroad communication with California. 
So, too, with or without legislation, there isa rail- 
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road route reaching towards Puget Sound, near 
the northern part of the United States of Amer- 
ica, and that road is bound to be built. What we 
ask at the hands of the Government issimply fair 
play. if the Government of the United State 
chooses to favor these routes by grants of public 
lands, or grants of the procecds of the publiclands, 
we are willing to take such a grant, and build this 
northern road. Butif moncy grants are to be given 
by the Government of the United States upon the 
- ceñtral live and upon the southern line, it is bat 
just that the Governmeut should be pledged to 
favor also the northern road iu the same way, 
whenever that shall be in process of construction. 
We do not ask the money now; we do not ask it 


S 


next year; but when the railroad isin process of | 


construction; and as fast as it shall be built—and 


we do not propose to build the railroad on the | 


northern route faster than the country shall be 
settled up—we shall ask for a grantof land or the 
proceeds of land, andthen, with some money grant 
‘by the Government of the United States, we shall 
reach the Pacific coast almost as soon as it will b 
reached upon any other route. : 
Mr. President, I say this not to object to the 
building of the central road, nor to object to the 


building of the southern road where it is practi- | 


cable to be built. I desire to look upon this whale 


railroad scheme as a practicable thing; and I say | 


there are three grand lines going across this con- 
tinent, and they are being settled up, and the one 


which is settled up first will have a railroad first; | 


and I suppose it will be the central line. To the 
central line the most money is proposed to be 
given by this bill—the sum of $60,000,090 to aid 
in its construction, in addition to the additional 
grant of lands which has been given by theamend- 
ment of the Senator from Michigan. F under- 


stand that an amendment which ‘will be offered by | 


the Senator from Minnesota proposes to give a 
grant of lands on the northern route, or the | 
ceeds of lands, which, with this money grant which 
is asked for of $25,000,090 only, will secure the 
building of that road some time or other. I do 
not know but that the friends of the northern road 
would be satisfied if you would give them nothing 
but the proceeds of the public lands. If you 
would only give us the proceeds of sections enough 
per mile, we might run the risk of the building our 
road for the value of the lands themselves. But 
as this amendment does not ask, I belicve, more 
than six sections per mile upon the route, and but 
425,000,000, not now, but some years hence, it 
seems to me that it is not asking anything unrea- 
sonable at the hands of the friends ofa Pacific rail- 
road. Wenecd communication with PugetSound, 
as well as with San Francisco. ‘The truth is that 
the great majority of the American people have no 


idea of the value of the country which lics around | 


our northern border, north of Minnesota even, in 
the British possessions, and the value of that 
portion of this continent which we threw away 


when we came down from ‘540 40' or fight,’ to į 


499, at thesame time that we tools Texas into the 
Union, although * 540 40! or fight ? was the battle- 
ery in the same canvass which broughtitin. I 
say that that country demands and must have, and 
will have, communication, and the proper time to 
pass upon that question is when the railroad ques- 
tion is up, and to pass upon it now. 
Mr.GWIN. I willsuggest to the friends of a 
Pacific railroad that this amendment is of a char- 
acter well calculated to deceive. There are gen- 


tlemen here who will not vote for any Pacific | 


railroad, who will vote to reduce the credit on the 


central route down to $50,000,000; and then they 


will reduce it on the other road; and thga they will 


vote against the third road, and those of us who 


think a third road should not be put on, with 


these votes will defeat it; and then the bill will | 


come before us with the credits reduced on both 
the roads to a point which it is supposed will not 
do. Therefore, I merely wish to say, that the 


striking down of this credit here will jeopardize |, 


the bill. 


Mr. SAULSBURY. I believe, Mr. President, | 
that the friends of a Pacific railroad ask for its 


construction because itis necessary for the public 
defense. They have departed from the original 
scheme of one road, and now they propose to make 
three. I should like'to hear the friends of this bill 
explain how it is that three Pacific railroads are 
necessary, in a military point of view, for the de- 
fense of the country; how it comes that exactly 
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| paywent upon the contract authorized by this act. 


į wise, shall be filled by the President of the United States. 


three, no more and no less, are necessary for this | 
purpose. I think, sir, that the proposition to con- | 
struct three roads shows, most conclusively, that 
the real object of building this road is not for any 
such purpose, but for purposes of Jocal, sectional 


convenience; therefore I shall vote against the |) 


whole bill. At the same time [ shal] not vote for | 
anything to make the bill worse, and shall vote | 
against this amendment. 

The question being taken by yeas and nays, | 
resuitcd—yeas 19, nays 24; as follows: 

“ YHAS—Messrs. Anthony, B , Bright, Chandler, | 
Clark, Clingnian, Dovolite, Durkee, Foot, 
Powell, è, Simunons, Ten ‘fhomson, ‘Trumbull, 
Wigtall, i Wiikinson—t9. 

NAYS—Moessrs. Baker, Bigler, Cameron, Dixon, Dong- 
las, Fessenden, Fitch, Foster, Green, Gwin, Harlan, Hemp- 
hill, Johnson of Arkansas, Johnson of Tennessee, King, 
Lane, Latham, Pearce, Polk, Saulsbury, Sebastian, Sew- 
ard, Sumner, and Wilsen—24. $ : 

So the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. GWIN. Now, I hope the bill will be 
reported to the Senate. 

Mr. WILKINSON. I move to strike out sec- 
tion thirteen, and all after that section relating to 
the southern route, and to insert what I-send to 
the Chair, providing for a northern route. 

The Secretary read the amendment, to strike 
out from section thirteen to the end of the bill, 
and to insert the following in lieu thereof: 

Seco. —. And be it further enacted, That to insure the 
safe, certain, and speedy transportation of mails, troops, and 
publie stores, iny legaland duly organized company incor- 
porated by any of the States or Territories through which 
the same shail pass, shall have power to lay out, locate, 
construct, furnish, maintain, and enjoy, a continuous rail- 
road from a point at Superior, in the State of Wisconsin, 
to the western border of Minnesota, at or near Breckin- 
ridge, on the Red River of the North; thence westerly, Cross- 
ing the Rocky Monntains north of the forty-fitth parallel of 
north latitude, op the inost cligible route to some point on 
Puget Sound, with a branch diverging southerly within 
three huudred miles of Puget Sound, asd via the valleys of 
the Columbia and Willamette rivers, to Portland, Oregon, 
andto be called the Northern Pacific railroad ; and said com- 
pany undertaking to build said road, snail consolidate, con- 
federate, and associate with any other Iegal and duly or- 
sd companies, incorporated by any of the States or 
ories for the purpose, which may wish to aid in the 
construction of the road upon joint and equitable terms; 
and there is granted to said company undertaking to build 
said road, six alternate sections of land per mile on each 
side of such railroad line as said company may adopt, from 
Lake Superior to the western border of Minnesota, and 
from thence, to the amount of ten alternate sections per 
mile, on each side of such railway linc as said company 
may adopt, to the northern border of California; thence to 
the amount of six alternate seetions per mile, on each side 
of said railway line, as said compiny may adopt, to the 
Pacific ocean, ator near San Francisco. And said company 
shall also construct a telegraph line along said line of rail- 
way, in the most approved and workmanlike manner. 

Sec. —. Aad be it further enacted, ‘That whenever said 
company undertaking to construct said railway from Lake 
Superior to San Francisco shall have fiity miles of said 
railroad and tele ine ready for the st e contem- 
plated, commen ke Superior, Charles D., Gil- 
fillen of Min 1 P. Banksof Massachusetts, 
(but soon to be zen oF IHinois,) and [saae F. Stevens 
at Washington " tory, are hereby constituted a board 
of commissioners to examine the same, and report to the i 
President of the United States; and if it shall appear hy 
said report that fifty miles of said railroad and telegraph 
line have been completed in a good, substantial, and work- 
manlike manner, and in all respects as required by this act, 
and supplied with all necessary rolling-stock, buildings, i 
and depots for the use of said road, as a first-class railway, 
and that the same are in good working order, then it shall 
be the duty of the Secretary of the Treasury, under the di- 
rection of the President, to issue to said company the bonds 
of the United States for the sum of $10,000 per mile on said 
fifly wiles for the use of said company, as an ue yanece 
An 
for each and every fifty miles of said railroad and telegraph 
line ready for service, in running order, the Secretary of 
the Treasury shall issue to said company the like sum of | 
$10,000 per mite in bonds of the United States, until said 
road shal reach the western border of Minnesota; and 
after that the sum of $15,000 per mile for every fifty miles 
completed on any part of said road to Puget Sound, until 
bonds shall have been issucd to the amount of $25,000,000, 
when no more bonds shall be iss by the United States; 
but said company shail have the right to contract with the 
British Government tor a loan of money or bouds, giving a 
mortgage lien to said British Government for security, sub- i 
ject to the mortgage Jien of the United States, but, with the 
exception to the United States and the British Govern- 
ment, no Mortgage or construction bonds shall ever in any 
way be put upon said road. Any vacancies in said board 
of commissioners, causcd by death, resignation, or other- 
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Sec. —. And be ié further enacted, That said company 
shall commence the work on said road within three years 
from the approval of this act by the President of the Uni- 
ted States, and complete one hundred miles per year after 
the fourth year; and every provision, condition, limitation, 
or restriction in this act contained, shall be, and the same 
are hereby, applied to and imposed on the company under- į 
taking to huiid the Northern Pacific railroad from Lake 3u- 
perior to Puget Sound. 

Seo. —. And beit further enacted, That whenever any 
railroad cowpany embraced in this act shall, under the pro- | 
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visions thereof, be ‘entitled to demand any instatiment of 
the bonds hereinbefore mentioned; tobe issued and:deliv= 
ered in aid of the constraction of any. or either-of the lines 
of railway contemplated by this act, such railroad compa, 
ny, its asseciates, successors, or assigns, shall, acthe same 
time, as a security for the amount of such bends and inter- 
est to accrue thereon, exceute to the United Statés amort-- 
gage on such portion of railway as shall trom time.ta time 
be completed; on the completion of which all installments 
| of bonds shall be due and demandable, covering the appur- 

tenances, fixtures, roliing-stock, motive power, and ma- 
chinery, und telegraph line ; which mortgage shall remain 
and continue a lien and charge thereon ull the whole 
; amount of bounds thatshall be issued gn aid of the construc- 
tion of the entire fine of such railroad shall be repaid, pur- 
suant to the provisions of this act; and in casc.of the failure 
ofany such railroad company, its a: i successors, or 
assigns, to complete the entite line of railroad and tele- 
graph, the said mortgage shall contain a clause of forfeiture, 
rignt of foreclosure, or appropriation by the United States of 
the said property; which clause or condition, as to form 
and sufficiency, shall be approved by the Attorney General 
of the United States. 

Suc. —. And be it further enacted, That no donation of 
lands, nor appropriation or loan of bonds, for the objects 
and purposes specified in this act, shall be granted to‘any 
railroad corporation, its associates, successors, or assigns, 
for or on account of aay railroad or tine of telegraph that 
has been, or may hereafter be constructed, or in course of 
construction, by any other corporation or parties, i} any 
State or Territory, which shall form a portion of either line 
of railway or telegraph contemplated in this act. : 
—. And be it further enacted, ‘That the acceptance 
ofthe terms, conditions, and impositions of this ret by any 
railroad corporation, shall bo signified iu writing under the 
corporate seal of such corporation, duly executed pursuant 
to the direction of its board uf directors, first had and ob- 
tained; which acceptance shall be made within eighteen 
months after the passage of this act, aud not attorwards, 
and shall be served on the President of the United States, 
which notice shall state which of the three lines of railroad 
contemplated in this aet such corporation undertakes to 
construct and maintains and all acts of incorporation, or 
other acts from any State or Territorial Legislature to carry 
out the provisions of this bill, shall be submitted to Con- 
for approval before any lands or bouds shall be re- 
1d by any of the companies undertaking to build the 

several lines of railway contemplated by this act. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, |The question 
is on striking ont the sections specified, and in- 
serting those which have just been read. 

Mr. WILKINSON. Atthesuggestion of some 
friends of this measure, 1 wish to modify my 
motion, so as to offer these as additional sections 
to the original bill. $ 

Mr. SAULSBURY. I am not certain about 
it; but, according to my recollection, I think this 
line will bring us within from thirty to fifty miles 
of the British possessions. I suggest to the hon- 
orable mover of this amendment whether it would 
not be well enough to carry this road a little 
higher, and put it on the line between us and the 
British possessions? Every friend of the bill 
proposes simply to construct the road for the pur- 
poses of military defense; and then, perhaps, by 
treaty with Great Britain, she would join us in 
constructing it, and both sides could agree that it 
should remain unobstructed both in times of peace 
and war. 

Mr. WILKINSON. If Lunderstood the Sen- 
ator correctly, he is laboring under a very great 
mistake. The line of this road does not go. into 
the British possessions at all, or near thera. < If 
the Senator will examine carefully the map that 
has been laid on the tables of Senators, he will 
find that it. does not touch the British posses- 
sions. : 

Now, the objection which was urged to my 
other amendmeat by the Senator from Oregon, 
[Mr. Baxer,] certainly cannot apply to. this 
amendment. [tis very evident to any one who 
has examined this matter at all, that the best route 
altogether of either of the three which are men- 
tioned, is the northern route. 1 should like to 
understand how it is that Senators on this side of 
the Chamber, at least, can vote $36,000,000 fora - 
southern route, going through the entire length of 
the State of Texas, now in the act of sccession; 
now about to go out of this Union. I should like, 
I say,to hear some person get upand explain the 
reason and the propriety of voting $36,000,0000ut 
ofthe Treasury for that route, while they stand up 
here and oppose a northern route? [do notatall 
accede to the doctrine that we arc to reward a 
State which is in arms against the Federal Gov- 
ernment, by voting the Federal moncy into their 
hands, and at the same uime withholding it from 
that portion of the Union which is true and loyal 
to the Constitution. If, however, this act of in- 

justice can be done under the pretext of saving 
the Union, I am perfectly willing that Benators 
shalldoit. As for myself, I will never sustain a 
wrong like this for the sake of rewarding the 
State of Texas, or the State of Arkansas, or any 
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other. State, or to keep them in the Union, If 
they cannot be held loyal to the Constitution and 
laws of the land without voting this great wrong, 
I, for one, will not keep them in at all; let them 
go. 


of this measure to vote for the proposition which 
is the best calculated to promote the interests of 
the whole country, then they will come forward 
and vote for this northern route; for it has been 
demonstrated by Governor Stevens in his survey, 
and by others who have carefully investigated it, 
that it is, beyond all question,.the most. feasible 
route. I should like to hear the Senator from Ore- 
gov [Mr. Lave] express his views upon it. He 
is acquainted with the military bearing of this 
question, and I do not pretend to understand any- 
thing about those matters. If the friends of a Pa- 
cific railroad wish to do justice, and wish to pass 
an honest and fair measure for the interests of the 
whole country, I apprehend they will come for- 
ward and vote for this amendment. 

It has been customary for some gentlemen on 
the Pacific coast to get up in this Chamber and 
denounce every man who did not support their 
particular measure, as being opposed to the whole 
scheme of the Pacific railroad. Now, sir, I do 
not admit that those men are the especial guard- 
ians of this measure at all. 

Mr.GWIN. Does the Senator allude to meas 
one of those Senators? 

Mr. WILKINSON. I referred more particu- 
larly to the Senator from Oregon and the remarks 
he made the other day. 

Mr. GWIN. All Thave got to say is, that if 
the Senator referred to me, he is entirely mistaken. 
Many friends of the Pacific railroad differ with me 
on this and other points; but I do not pretend to 
throw any imputation on gentlemen who inter- 
pose their measures, because I believe they are just 
as good friends as I am to the Pacific railroad. 

Mr. WILKINSON. I had in my mind, at the 
time, more particularly, some remarks made by 
the Senator from Oregon, the other day. Now, 
sir, I deny that those gentlemen, or anyuoiy else, 
have any right to charge us with being enemies of 
this measure because we do not favor the partic- 
ular bill that has been introduced. Sir, this bill, 
that has come to us from the House of Repre- 
sentatives, isa bill of abominations. Itis fraught 
with manifest injastice and wrong; and, instead 
of producing the results which some gentlemen 
expect, I believe these Texan secessionists will 
laugh at you. [fmen are not bound to this Union 
by any stronger ties than those furnished by this 
railroad scheme, then the quicker they get out of 
the Union, in my humble judgment, the better, 

Mr. DOUGLAS. Mr. President, so long as 
we were proposing to set apart the public lands 
for the construction of a Pacific railroad, I was 
always in favor of making a grant to three routes, 
putting them on terms of exact equality, and al- 


lowing cach of them to make the road as fast as | 
they could; but if we are to make large appro- į 


priations from the Federal Treasury under the war 
power, or any other specific power, it is hard to 
say that three are necessary, or that we could not 
ect alongeven with one. Lam afraid we are going 
to defeat any Pacific railroad bill by encumbering 
it with too many roads, too many branches, and 
too large an amount of moncy, so that it will fall 
of its own weight. Now we'have inserted a 
branch, I believe, from Sacramento, in California, 
over to Puget Sound. 

Mr. LANE. To Portland, Oregon. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. To Portland, Oregon. A road 
there would be of great service. I would be will- 
ing to give any amount of land there to aid in the 
construction of a road, as we have done in other 
States; but really I cannot say that that is one of 
the essential works of national defense that comes 
within the ronte of the main stem across the Rock 
Mountains. It willbe a very expensive road. It 
will run over various ranges of mountains where 
there is very little travel, It will be very conve- 
nient to those people. Ishould be glad to exer- 
cise the powers of this Government as far as I 
could, to promote their interests and their conve- 
nience; but sir, we are adding greatly to the diffi- 
culties surrounding the bill by putting in that 
clause. 

The same is true of the branches on this side. 
Wo begin this southern route on the western bor- 
der of Louisiana, and also at Fort Smith, Arkan- 


But if itis the object and purpose of the friends | 


| the country to build these railroads. Under that | 


sas, and run several hundred miles on each branch. 
It is very convenient to those neighborhoods to 
have those branches; but I am not prepared to say 
that the public interests of this nation are to be 
very materially affected by them. Youare delay- | 
ing the main line by having so many branches. 
Then, on the central route, asit iscalled, you make | 
two branches—one to the western border of Mis- 
souri, and one to the western border of lowa—to 
come together after several hundred miles. It is | 
very convenient for the railroad interests in Mis- | 
souri and in Iowa to have those branches made | 
for them, with a view to connect with the main 
trunk; but they would make them themselves very 
soon, if we would make the main trunk, without | 
the Federal Government making the branches. 

Now, after having put on those, the proposition 
is for a third road from Lake Superior to Puget 
Sound. That is a very good route for a railroad. 
No doubt it is entirely practicable. I have often | 
pointed out the route as a practicable one, and as į 
one to which we ought to make a grant of land, 
setting apart alternate sections for many miles on 
each side to create a fund to make that road; but, 
sir, if we are going to put it upon this bill, I am 
afraid we are taking upon our shoulders a little 
more weight than we can carry. I am afraid we 
are imposing on the Federal Treasury a larger 
demand than we can supply. I fear we are going 
to make them all useless, by dividing our sub- 
scriptions between so many that we shall either 
defeat the whole, or postpone the construction of 
all for an indefinite time. 

I would much rather make but one road, so 
situated as to be fair to all sections, and so that 
all roads on this side could connect with it. I be- 
lieve if we could set aside all these local interests, 
and start one road atthe city of Sacramento, Cal- 
ifornin, and then over to the Washoe mines, and 
keep due east until you strike the head of the 
Arkansas, you would find a good route and a 
practicable road, When you get to the head of 
the Arkansas, one branch should ran down to 
Louisiana in the direction of New Orleans, and 
the other to Iowa, in the direction of the north- 
western States; and thus you would accommo- 
date the whole country quite as well, perhaps 
better, by one road with two branches, than you 
would with all these roads. I would rather do 
that,sir. It would require very little change in this 
bill, This Texas company, incorporatedin Texas, 
would only have to bend their road a little to con- 
nect, As to our central road, as you call it, I 
believe the head of the Arkansas the best pass for 
it to go through the mountains, I do not think we 
should find as good a routenorth of itas we should 
find there. 

] do not pretend to make a motion to this effect, 
I desire to see the bill passed. I was prepared 
to vote for the two routes, even with these ob- 
noxious branches upon them under protest, and 
without any disposition to quarrel with the Sen- 
ator from Minnesota for saying itis a billofabom- 
inations. There is too much truth in that remark. 
There are too many provisions in it that cannot 
well be defended, for us to say it is not liable to 
very strong and very serious objection, ł have 


made up my mind to vote for it, after such mod- | 


ifications as we can get; but it is about as strong | 
a pull upon my conscience as I am prepared to 
endure. If we are going still to accumulate more 
and more, branch after branch, and a new road, 
I will give no guarantees that I shall vote for the 
bill in the shape it may finally assume. I would 
rather lop off than increase. T would rather con- | 
centrate upon one central route, with only one | 
branch to the southwest, and the other to the 
northwest, than to add to it; and yet I cannot say 
that the people on this northern route have not 
just as high a claim as they have upon either of 
the other routes, if we are going beyond what is 
really essential for military purposes. i 

I suggest to the friends of the bill, that we must 
vote upon the various propositions with a view 
to national interests, and not witha view to mere | 
local interests that may be protected by the va- 
rious amendments. 


Mr. LANE. IfI understood the Senator from 
Minnesota. he said he should like to hear my: 
views on this subject. The discussion, the other 
day, on the amendment of the Senator from Lou- 
isiana, [Mr. Bensaun,] satisfied me that the Sen- 
ate believed it was necessary for the defense of | 


| power, £ have no doubt Congress can make roads 
for that purpose. If it is necessary for the de- 
fense of the country,a road along the border near 
| Mexico, it appears to me, would be proper; that 
is, the southern road. If these roads should be 
necessary for military purposes, it must be by an 
interruption of the relations between our Govern- 
|! ment and Mexico on thé one side, and our Gov- 
| ernment and Great Britain on the other, or with 
| foreign Powers that would attempt to blockade 
| our coast. I look upon the southern route as, 
| necessary for military defense in the event of war 
i from that side, or an attempt to blockade that 


coast. The route is a good one. I have traveled 
over it; and 1 believe every gentleman who has 
traveled over it will join me in saying that there 
is very little obstruction—-scarcely any impedi- 
mentat all. You may drive in a buggy, on a 
trot, over every mile of the country that I passed 
over on that route. 

Then, sir, the northern route, I am sure, is a 
very practicable one, and would terminate, as pro- 
vided by this amendment, at Puget Sound, the 
finest sheet of water on the face of the earth. The 
country east of the mountains and up the Mis- 
souri river is generally level; and until you strike 
the Rocky Mountains, it presents very little ob- 
struction to the building of a road. From Fort 
Benton, on the navigable waters of the Missouri, 
to Fort Walla-Walla, on the Columbia river, 
upon the border of Oregon and Washington, and 
only a short distance from Puget Sound, it is only 
six hundred miles. By this statement you see, 
Mr. President, that a railroad on that route is 
practicable, and would be necessary for the de- 
fense of the country. 

The central route is the great route; and I look 
upon it as the route for the defense of San Fran- 
cisco, and all that portion of California—of which 
it may be said to be the center—and for the de- 
fense of the Salt Lake and the Pike’s Peak coun- 
try. It would be the business route, atany rate, 
for many years. ‘The distance from the contem- 
plated southern route to the northern route pro- 
vided for by the amendment, is some fifteen 
degrees of latitude—a rough country to travel over 
—and neither one road nor the other would an- 
swer the purpose. The southern road would not 
answer the purpose of the defense of our north- 
ern fronticr, nor would the northern road answer 
for the defense of the southern frontier, 

When this bill was first presented here, I was 
very much opposed to it; and I doubted, as I do 
yet, very seriously our right to pass it; certainly 
we cannot do so unless it is necessary for the de- 
fense of the country. I put iton that ground, and 
on that ground alone can IJ vote for it, Since the 
bill came here, it has been amended and very 
much changed; many guards have been thrown 
around it, It isa much safer bill than it was when 
it came from the House of Representatives. Be- 
sides, a provision is now made for a branch from 
the central Hne to Portland in the State of Oregon, 
very near to the line dividing Oregon from Wash- 
ington Territory. Eshallfeelit my duty, therefore, 
to vote for the bill without this amendment; but 
| believing that these extreme portions of the coun- 
try ought to be provided for, the North as well 
as the South, and the South as well asthe North, 
I feel inclined to vote for the amendment offered 
by the Senator from Minnesota, knowing that his 
route is practicable, and seeing that that road will 
be needed, inthe event of a war with Great Brit- 
ain, for the protection of that portion of your coast 
bordering on Puget Sound, and for all the country 
lying on the line. 

Tonly make these remarks to give my views 
about the practicability of the several routes. The 
northern route is very practicable, and so is the 
southern. The central route will bea pretty heavy 
one, but itis practicable; and the road ean be made, 
and will be very useful. 

Mr. CLINGMAN. If I understand this mo- 
tion, it is to strike out the Texas line and insert— 
[4 Oh, no t” 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Asthe amend- 
ment has been modified, it is simply to add the 
sections which have been read; not to strike out 
any portion of the bill. 

Mr. CLINGMAN. Then the explanation 
which I was about to make iw not necessary. 

Mr. SIMMONS, Ihave not had an opportu- 
nity to examine the details of this bill; but Jam 
perfectly clear that it would add greatly to the 
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popularity and strength of the measure in the 
country to put on this northern road. JT intend, 
if I can get an opportunity before this bill passes, 
if the provision is not already in it, to propose 


that separate books be opened for subscriptions | 


for each of these three roads; and that whenever 
there shall be half money enough subscribed by 
individuals to build either one of them, the Gov- 
ernment of the United States shall subscribe the 


other half. That will test the sincerity of the | 


stockholders. ` I have no idea, myself, of voting 
$100,000,000 to any corporation for any road, 
and then not have any control over it after they 
have expended our money. It is a great deal of 
money; but I believe it will be a valuable invest- 
ment, if we have any legislative power over the 
road, to prevent it from being made a monopoly 
and a corporation for taxing the rest of us through 
ourlives. I would give no corporation that power; 
but I would be willing to make provision in the 
bill that a fair toll shall be charged, so as to allow, 
say, an income of twelve per cent. upon each 
road, and when they gotit to that, the Government 
should have power to reduce the tolls. The Gov- 
ernment having some interest in the dividends, 
there would be some motive for us to Ict them 
make that much; but this offering of $100,000,000 
to people to make a road, and then to let them 
manage it and ingraft their projects upon it, with- 
out any control on our part, I think is the most 
unwise measure to which this Government could 
give its sanction. I should be not only willing to 
take one half the stock, as we did in the Louis- 
ville and Portland canal, but I should be willing, 
when they had paid in $1,000,000 in cash, and 
expended it, to loan them another million upon 
a mortgage of their half of the road, so that the 
road itself would be three quarters of it built upon 
the credit of the United States, who can raise 
money at one half the rate of interest that any in- 
dividual corporation can. In that way, one fourth 
of the money coming out of the pockets of indi- 
viduals would give them a sufficient individual in- 
terest in each road to secure good management 
and economy, and the Government would have 


interest enough to participate and to see to this | 


road; see that the tolls are not too high; see that 
the public are not imposed upon. 

I believe that this central road, if it costs 
$100,000,000, will pay twelve per cent. the first 
year it starts, without the travel that now goes 

etween the States on the western side and those 
on the eastern side of the Rocky Mountains. I 
wentover these figures a year or two ago, and I 
satisfied myself that, according to the bill then 
proposed, and the rates of fare there allowed, it 
would pay $15,000,000 a year; and I have no 


doubt of it. Take the Pike’s Peak country, where | 


there are said to be sixty thousand people now. 
If there was a railroad, there would be a hundred 
thousand at work there every summer, and every 
one of them would come home to live in winter. 
They cannot do anything there in winter until 
they build comfortable homes, and raise some- 
thing to live on, and the miners would all return 
when the weather was so that they could not sub- 
sist comfortably there; but it is nearly a two 
months’ journey, I am told, or a journey of over 


a month, at any rate, and therefore they have to | 


winter there. But if this railroad went through 
that country, the travel would be increased four- 
fold. There is no kind of doubt about that. I 


hope a road will be provided for, and proper pro- ! 
visions made to secure individual stockholders, | 
and responsible stockholders, to build at least half | 
of it; and I would not start a road unless it got | 


them.. 1 have no doubt, with that security, we 
shall insure abundant caution on the part of the 
subscribers, and care and economy in the manage- 
ment of these roads; and with that I think they 
will be profitable. > 

Mr. TEN EYCK. Irise simply for the pur- 

ose of making an explanation, as Lintend to vote 
in favor of thisamendment, in view of the remarks 
which I made one day last week, when I stated 
that I would only vote for one road. I decm it 
desirable to say, that I think the central route is 
the preferable one, and that the Governmentshould 
only undertake to lend its aid in the construction 
of ihe main trunk; but if more than one road is 
to be constructed—or an opportunity is to be al- 
lowed for the construction of more than one road 
—I see no reason why there should not be an op- 


portunity afforded for the construction of three— | 


f 
| 


| 
| 
| 


it 


| thirty-fourth line of the fourteenth section. 
| doing this, we shall give to the central road 


ii they will want to come out at Guayamas, or some | 


a northern, a central, and a southern road. Inas: | 


is amendment, I think it proper 
that I should make this explanation. i 
Mr. SIMMONS called for the yeas and nays; 
and they were ordered, and taken. 
Mr. CLARK, (who at first voted in the nega- 


tive.) I misapprehended the question. I thought | 


the vote was simply upon striking out the south- 
ern route, and therefore voted in the negative. I 
understand now it is to add a northern read. F 
change my vote. 

The result was announced—yeas 22, nays 19; 


| as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Anthony, Bingham, Bright, Chandler, 
Clark, Collamer, Doolittle, Durkee, Fessenden, Foot, King, 
Lane, Morrill, Powell, Rice, Simmons, Sumner, Ten Eyck, 
Trumbull, Wade, Wilkinson, and Wilson—22. 

NAYS—Messrs. Baker, Bigler, Bragg, Cameron, Cling- 
man, Crittenden, Dixon, Foster, Green, Grimes, Gwin, 
Harlan, Hemphill, Johnson of ’fennessee, Latham, Nich- 
olson, Polk, Saulsbury, and Wigfall—19. 

So the amendment was adopted. 


Mr. WILSON. Imovetoamend the thirteenth 
section of the bill, which relates to the southern 
route, in the eleventh and twelfth lines, by strik- 
ing out, ‘at or near San Francisco,” so that the 
section wilkread: 

And by the nearest and best route to the Pacific ocean. 

I propose, also, to strike out ‘at or near San 
Francisco,” in the thirty-third line of the four- 
teenth section; and as we have amended the bill 
by adding another road to it which will costa 
very large sum of money, I move to strike out 
“thirty-six ’? and insert “twenty-five” in the 
By 


$60,000,000; to the southern road $25,000,000; 
and to the northern road $25,000,000; which will 
make the whole sum $110,000,000. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Foster 
in the chair.) The question is on the amend- 
ment to the thirteenth section, proposed by the 
Senator from Massachusetts, 

Mr. WILSON. I will briefly explain this 
amendment. The central route goes to San Fran- 
cisco, and in reality, I think myself, itis the only 
road we ought to undertake to build at this time. 
Still, I understand we cannot get a bill through of 
that kind, simple and alone. We propose to 
grant a certain quantity of land, and $60,000,000 
for that road. Llook upon itas the great road. 
It goes to San Francisco, across the central regions 
of the continent. The southern route is alto- 
gether through the Territories and through Texas, 
and a portion of California, to San Francisco, and 
the bill gives for that, $36,000,000 and a certain 
amount of land. I propose that, instead of going 


l to San Francisco, that road shall go to the Pacific 


ocean, wherever the company choose to carry it 
across the country, coming outat San Diego or 
anywhere else they choose, and that they shall 
have the sum of $25,000,000 to build the southern 
route. 
adds the northern route, from Lake Superior to 

Puget Sound, witha branch, I think, and we pro- 

pose to give to that road $25,000,000. Now, if 

my amendment be adopted, we shall give the ; 
southern road $25,000,000, and the northern road | 
$25,000,000, and the central road $60,000,000, 
making $110,000,000, and it is a pretty large sum į 
of money for us to vote at thistime. ‘Therefore, 
I propose the amendment in this way, leaving the 
central route to go to San Francisco, and the 
southern route to touch the Pacific osean, where- 
ever the company choose to go, say at San Diego, 
or perhaps by the time they get the road built, ; 


other point on the coast. 
Mr. GWIN. I hope the. Senator from Mas- 


strike out of the bill all but the central road. I 
have heard a great many Senators express a pref- | 
erence in favor of one road. If there are really | 
enough friends of the Pacific railroad to pass : 
through a bill providing for but one road, let us | 
try that. Instead of packing this bill down, and | 
destroying it, let us see if we cannot get clear of Í 
encumbrances. If the motion be made, I will vote | 
to strike out all but one route. | 
Mr. GRIMES. I make that motion. | 
Mr. BAKER. I will second it. | 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. 


amendment pending. 


i 
| sachusetts will so modify his amendment as to` 
i 
f 
H 


There is an į 


We have adopted an amendment which | 


Mr. GWIN. Ifthe Senator from Maasachu- 
setts will withdraw his amendment, we can try it. 
Mr. WILSON. I withdraw my amendment 
for the purpose of liavinga motion made which 
| will limit the bill to a provision for the great een- 
| tral road across the continent, giving land: and 
j! $60,000,000 for that road, arid let the northernand 
i| southern roads go. D 
| Mr. GWIN. That strikes out all of the bill 
ii after the ninth section, E think, : 
ij} Mr. GRIMES, I make that motion. 
i Mr. BRAGG. All after the twelfth section: 

Mr. GWIN. Strike out all from the thirteenth 
section. 

Mr. BRAGG. What will become of thé branch 
to Oregon? 

Mr. CLARK. Docs that get rid of the amend- 
ment which I proposed to the last section? f 
| Mr. GWIN. No, sir; tbat is an additional 
i section, which was puton as an amendment. The 
| motion is to strike out all of the original billäfter 
i the twelfth section, leaving only provision for a 
| road on one route—the central route. ` 

Mr. FESSENDEN, That does not deliver 
you from the northern route which has just been 
added. 
| Mr. GWIN. Yes, it does. ` y ` 
| The PRESIDING OFFICER. The motion is 
! to strike out all after the twelfth section of the 
original bill. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. That would strike out the 
| amendment which has just been adopted, provid- 
ing for a northern route. Lapprehend it is notin 
i order to make that motion. I should be very 
! glad to have an opportunity of voting for the one 
route, but, it seems to me, it cannot be reached 
in this way; we must wait until we get into the 
i Senate. We have just adopted. an amendment 
for a northern route. Now, is it competent to 
turn round and move to strike that out? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Not by itself, 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Can you couple some- 
thing else with it, and move to strike it out? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair is 
of opinion that that can be done. The question 
is on striking out all after the twelfth section of 
the original bill, A 

Mr. WILKINSON called “for the yeas and 
naya; and they were ordered. r> 

Ir. LATHAM. I cannot give my consent to 
this amendment, for the reason that from the 
commencement of the discussion upon this biil 
I have consistently advocated the construction 
of two roads, and Í am unwilling now to depart 
from that policy. It is immaterial to me, as I 
stated ona previous occasion, where these routes 
commence and where they end. Icare not where 
they start on the respective sides. Iam unwill- 
ing, at this time, to depart from the course I have 
ji heretofore adopted on this measure. If I was 
satisfied that it was utterly impossible to pass a 
bill which would please all the sections, (which I 
am notas yet,) I certainly would vote for but one 
route, because the people of the State ‘that T rep- 
! resent want a road, and not roads; and the only 

reason why, heretofore, I haveadvocated theestab- 
lishment of two roads, as I before stated, is that 
it better reconciled all conflicting interests than 
any other scheme which could possibly be pro- 


i 
i| posed. Whenever I am satisfied that cannot be 
t 


done, I shall be prepared to give a vote for a sin- 
gle route. ; 

he question being taken by yes and nays, 
resulted—ycas 22, nays 25; as follows: 
| YUAS—Messrs. Anthony, Baker, Bingham, Chandler, 
Clark, Collamer, Durkee, Fessenden, Foot, Foster, Grimes, 
Gwin, Haran, King, Morrill, Polk, Simmons, Sumner, Ten 
Eyck, Truinbull, Wade, and Wilson—22. 

NAYS- Messrs. Bigler, Bragg, Bright, Clingman, Crit- 
tenden, Dixon, Doolitte, Douglas, Green, Hempbill, Hun- 
te ohnson of Tennessee, Lane, Latham, Nicholson, 
Pearce, Powell, Pugh, Rice, Saulsbury, Sebastian, Seward, 
Thomson, Wigfall, and Wilkinson—25. 

So the motion to strike out did not prevail. 

Mr. WILSON. I now renew the amendment 
which I before offered. 

; The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amend- 

ment will be read. i 

The Secretary read the amendment: In section 
thirteen, lines eleven and twelve, strike out at 
or near San Francisco;’’ so that the clause will 
i read: 
| And by the nearest and best route to the Pacific ocean. 

; And in section fourteen, line thirty-two, strike 
j out “at or rear San Francisco;”’ and in line thir- 


t 
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ty-four, strike out “thirty-six,” and insert “twen- 
ty-five;’’ so that the clause will read: 

And from that point, the sum of $12,090 per mile for each 
fitty miles of railway and telegraph line so completed to the 


western term until bonds shall have been issued to the 
„000, when nomore bonds shail be issued. 


Mr. DOUGLAS. I should like to have the 
question on each one of those amendments sep- 
arately, for I do not understand exactly the effect 
of them all. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The first amend- 
ment will be voted on by itself. It isin section 
thirteen, lines eleven and twelve, to strike out the 
words “at or near San Francisco.” 

Mr. GWIN. How will it read then? 

The Secretary read: 

And thence proceeding by a single trunk Hine, and by the 
nearest and best route to the Pacific ocean. 

Mr. GWIN. Is that the southern or the north- 
ern route? 

Mr. WILSON. The southern route. 

The amendment was rejected; there being, on 
a division—aycs 18, nays 22. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I should like to have the 
yeas and nays ou that amendment, for I think it 
very important. [t Teo late.”] Weil, we can 
have a vote on itin the Senate. I withdraw the 


motion; and 1 shall ask for a vote upon it when į 


the bill is reported to the Senate. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The next 


amendment, proposed by the Senator from Mas- | 


sachusetts will be read. ; 

The Secretary read it: In line thirty-three of the 
fourteenth section, after the word *‘ terminus,” 
to strike out the words ‘ator neay San Fran- 
cisco;’? so that the clause will read: 

And from that point, the sum of 812,000 per mile for each 


filly miles of railway and telegraph line so completed to | 


the western terminus, until bonds shalt have been i `d 


to the amount of $86,000,000, when no more bonds shall | 


he issued. 


Mr. WILSON. Iwill suggest that that amend- 


ment involves the same principle; and therefore a | 


vote need not be taken upon it. l withdraw it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amend- 
ment is withdrawn, and the next amendment will 
be read. , 

The Secretary pead the amendment: In line 
thirty-four of the fourteenth section, to strike out 
thirty-six,’ and insert “twenty-five; so that 
it will read: 

Until bonds shall have been issued to the amount of 
$25,090,0005 wheu no more bonds shall be issued. 


Mr. WILSON. Mr, President, my object is, 


to give $25,000,000 to the southern, $25,009,000 | 


to the northern, and $69,000,000 to the central 
route. I propose to reduce the amount for the 
southern route from $36,000,008 to $25,000,000. 
My intention was, to cut off quite a number of 
miles in California, running up to San Francisco; 
but the Senate have decided otherwise, on a vote. 
Jam afraid, with the amendments that have been 
adopted adding $2 

if we retain these large sums on the other the 
whole will be lost, I propose, therefore, to limit 
it to $25,000,000 for the southern and $25,000,000 
for the northern route, and the whole of it will 
make $110,600,000. I offer the amendment be- 
cause | think it will have a tendency to carry the 
bill through, 

Mr. WILKINSON called for the yeas and 
nays on the amendment; and they were ordered. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. The object of the amend- 
ment is to reduce the appropriation for the south- 
ern route, as I understand, from $36,000,000 to 
$25,000,000. 

Mr. WILSON. Yes, sir. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. That would involve a further 
amendment, l suppose, so as to reduce the rate 
per mile in the other parts of the bill; otherwise 
you will give so much per mile on the road, which 


would, perhaps, amount to more than $25,000,000, | 
and then limit it to $25,000,000; which, I suppose, | 
would render a supplemental bill necessary te | 


carry it out. 


Mr, WILSON. The same difficulty is involved l 


in the other. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. I think the rates per mile 
should be so adjusted that they will correspond 
with the sum total we are to pay from the Treas- 
ury; otherwise a restriction that it shall not go 
over $25,000,000, oraay othersum,willnotamount 
to anything. 


Mr. BAKER. Let me suggest to the Senator 


ing $25,000,000 for the northern route, | 


| fully. 


l 


from Hinois that if this amendment prevail, some 
other gentleman will undoubtedly move. corre- 
sponding amendments to make the bill suit; and 
those propositions wiil be adopted afterwards. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. IJ have no objection to that, 
provided the assurance can be given that the rate 
will be enough to make the road. I suppose the 
bill gives just so much per mile on the idea that 
it required that amount to make the road. 

Mr. GREEN. If the Senator will allow me, I 
will make a suggestion. The same difficulty ap- 
plies to the bill in its original shape. Nobody 
knows what it willamount to. It will depend upon 
the location of the route, the curves, and various 
other things. 

The question being taken by yeas and nays, 
resulted—yeas 19, nays 283.as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs, Anthony, Bingham, Chandler, Clark, 
Doolittle, Dur Fessenden, Foot, Grimes, Harlan, 
Morrill, Pugh, Rice, Simmons, Trumbull, Wade, Wilh 
son, nud Wilson—19. 

NAYS—Messrs. Baker, Bigler, Bragg, Bright, Cameron, 
Clingman, Crittenden, Dixon, Douglas, Fitch, Foster, 
Green, Gwin, Hemphill, Hunter, Johnson of Arkansas, 
Johnson of Tennessee, Kennedy, Lane, Latham, Nichol- 
son, Pearee, Polk, Powell, Scbastian, Seward, Thomson, 
and Wigfall—2s. 


So the amendment was rejected. 


Mr. CHANDLER. I desire to offey an amend- 
ment, in line eight of section five, after the word 
‘* year,” to insert the words ‘* or shall fail to make 
such progress during any portion of the first two 
years as shall satisfy the President that the one 
hundred miles required will be completed by the 
end of that time;’’ so that the section will read: 

Src. 5. And be it further enacted, That ifthe corporation 
or corporations procecding under the provisions of this act 
in the construction of said road shall fail to commence the 
work upon said road within onc year from the time at which 
the acts of incorporation shall have been approved, accord- 
ing to the first section of this act, or fail to complete one 
hundred miles per year after the first year, or shall fail to 
make such progress during any portion of the first two years 
as shall satisfy the President that the one hundred miles 
required will be completed by the end of that time, or shal) 
fail to complete the whole of said line and furnish the rail- 
road transportation contemplated and contracted for by this 
act along the entire line within fifteen years, &c. 

The object of thatamendmentis, to place it ab- 
solutely under the control ofthe President, so that 
there shall be no needless delay; that in case the 
President is satisfied itis in the hands of specu- 
lators, and the work has not been done, he shall 
have the power to take it from their hands. 


Mr. PUGH. It scems to me, if there should | 


be any road under this bill—of which I have not 
the slightest expectation—that this would be aym- 
ing the President of the United States with a most 
extraordinary authority; and for that reason I 
shall vote against it. As I said, I do not expect 
any road will be made by the bill; but if there is 
to be a road, Lam not for the President owning it. 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. GWIN. Now, I hope the bill will be 
reported to the Senate. $ 

Mr. BRAGG. I bave an amendment or two 
to offer. I move, in line twelve, section three, 
after the word ‘‘reimbursed,’’ to strike out the 
words ‘by service so rendered.” My purpose 
in this amendmentis not to confine the claim of 
the United States upon this corporation simply to 
reimbursement by services rendered. I shall fol- 
low it up by a motion to strike out the same 
words in relation to the mortgage which it is pro- 
posed to make; so that the mortgage shall be a 
full lien upon the whole road without its being 
limited to reimbursements in any particular way. 
IT move to suike out these words, ‘by services 
so rendered.” ; 

Mr. JOLILNSON, of Arkansas. The Senator 
from North Carolina has fought this bill faith- 
There is no question about that; and I 
compliment him and those who have acted with 
him, on the success with which the battle has been 
waged. Iam satisfied that under the amendments 
that have already been adopted, the bill itself will 
never build the road. Iam also satisfied that all 
that the billcan or will do is to establish the lines 
of the road; and that future legislation alone will 


ever reach the object which Congress has in view. | 


Hereafter, those who will be intrusted with this 
matter can, perhaps, proceed, under this bill, so 
far as to fix the line of the road. To that extent, 
the bill may be effective. No further do I believe 
itean ever be effective. Under these circumstances, 
future legislation must carry it out, and complete 


vote for the bill as it stands, and leave it to that 
future legislation; for I am satisfied that the lines 
and directions marked out by the bill are the best 
that we shall ever make. Under these circum- 
stances, disposed as I am to vote for it, feeling 
that the bill has become an annoyance to the 
Senate, and such a one that we should no longer 
trifle with it by petty amendments, believing that 
we should, as a matter of self-protection, vote 
down any further amendments, | prefer to make 
this protest on the presentamendment introduced 
by one whom I esteem sohighly as E do the Senator 
from North Carolina, rather than on an amend- 
ment introduced by a Senator who it might be 
supposed I could oppose asa matter of feeling. I 
therefore earnestly ask the Senate to show plainly 
that they mean to consider this matter no longer; 
but to take the bill as it stands, vote upon it, pass 
it, send it to the other House, and have done with 
it in this body, in order that we may go on with 
whatever else has to be considered by the Senate. 

Mr. BRAGG. I admit the force of a great deal 
that my friend has said about this matter; but I 
had intended to offer these amendments hereto- 
fore, but was prevented by an absence from the 
Senate, necessarily, for several days. I think, 
while we are amending the bill—whcther it is to 
have any effect or not, I will not undertake to 
say—it requires amendment in the particulars Í 
have indicated. I have heretofore stated, notwith- 
standing what my friend says, that Ihave not 
fought this bill in any factious spirit at all. The 
amendments I have offered, I think, have. been 
proper ones; and while Lam opposed to the meas- 
ure, I have admitted that candidly. If itis to pass 
in any shape, I want to see it passed in a shape 
in which the interests of the country will be pro- 
tected, 

As I said before, as I understand this bill, it 
looks to- a reimbursement of the Government 
solely by services to be rendered by the corpora- 
tion; and I call the attention of the Senate to the 
words which I propose to strike out from line 
twelve, page 7. ‘The clause would then read: 

Until the whole amount of money and accruing interest 
advanced by the United States to said corporation or cor- 
porations shall be reimbursed. 

The bill, as itnow stands, adds the words “ by 
services so rendered.’’ Ifitis to confine the re- 
imbursement to the service to be rendered, I want 
to get clear of those words.. By referring to line’ 
seventy-eight, on page 10 of the bill—the section 
wherein there is a provision fora mortgage upon 
the whole road, which it is provided, I admit, 
shall bea first mortgage, and, I suppose, intended 
by the Senate to be a full lien for ‘the security of 
the United States for the wholeamount advanced— 
it will be seen that that section ends thus: 

As security that the amount of the bonds and interest 
thereon advanced by the United States, as aforesaid, shaji 
be reimbursed in mati and other service, according to the 
provisions of this act. 

I wish to strike out the words, ‘in mail and 
other service, according to the provisions of this 
act;’’ so that the mortgage shall remain and be a 
security that the full amount “ of the bonds and 
interest thereon, advanced by the United States 
as aforesaid, shall be reimbursed.” It will give 
the Government a control, to some extent, over 
the corporation; a control which they ought to 
have the power toexcrcise. I therefore move to 
strike out those words in both the sections. I 
think they ought to come out. 

Mr. WILSON, Mr. President, the Senator 
from North Carolina who avows that he is op- 
posed to the bill, moves this amendment, and I 
certainly can bear testimony that he has not 
attempted to thwart the bill in any unfair way. 
He has moved amendments, and I consider some 
of them very good, but in this amendment I think 
the Senate should not concur. 1 do not believe 
that there are too many inducements in this bill 
now to get this road built, and especially to build 
what I regard as the gredtest of all, the great 
central road. Ido not believe that these roads 
will ever be able to pay back this money; and I 
do not think we ought to amend the bill in the 
manner proposed. The bill provides that the 
money and accruing interest shall be paid back 
by certain services—by carrying troops and mails. 
If we can get our troops and our mails carried 
over these roads at fair rates, and insomuch 
reduce the interest on the bonds, or the amount 


and perfect the measure. I am willing now to į! of the bonds themselves, and extinguish these 
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amounts, I certainly shall be glad to sce it; but I 
have no idea that in any other mode or in any 
other way will these companies he able to pay 
back these sums to the Government. We must 


remember that, these roads will pass over barren || 


sections of the country, where there can never be 
many inhabitants. They pass over sections of 
the country in which it must cost a vast deal of 
moncy to finish and construct the roads. | 

Sir, I repeat what I have before said, that in 
voting for this bill and this appropriation of 
116,000,000, I vote with the conviction that this 
sum of money is to go for the gencral interests of 
the country, and that we never can expect it back 
in the Treasury. ‘If the interest on these bonds, 
from the time the road commences, forever, can | 
be paid by the services the road renders the coun- 
try, it is as much, certainly, as I can expect, I 
vote for the road with that expectation and that 
understanding. If these three roads could be com- 
pleted within the next three or four years, I should 
feel that they had added to the country hundreds 
of millions of dollars, and added to its security and 
its safety; and that $116,000,000 or §120,000,000 
for objects so great, and so much for the interests 
of the country, would be the merest trifle in the 
world to this nation. I have no doubt that the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from North 
Carolina is honestly moved for the best of pur- 
poses; but I hope it will not be sustained by the 
Senate, for I believe the inducements in the bill 
in the aggregate, considering the whole of these 
liens, are hardly sufficient now to induce men to 
put their capital into the roads and complete them, 
and I would not take out this inducement. 

Mr. BRAGG. Ihave but a word or two to 
say, sir; I will not detain the Senate. Iwas fully 
aware that the Senator from Massachusetts enter- 
tained the opinion which he has just expressed, 
that the Government of the United States never į 
would be reimbursed the amount which it was 
proposed to expend'in the building of these roads, 
while the Senator from California, [Mr. Gwiy,] | 
who has this bill so much at heart, avowed the 
other day a very different opinion. He thought 
the enterprise would be one that would remuner- 
ate these companies, and be a paying one. 

Mr. GWIN. But I said at the same time, that 
if it never paid a dollar, but would take the sum 
of $100,000,000 to build it, I would vote for it, 
because it ought to be built. 

Mr. BRAGG. Ihave no doubt of that. The 
Senator would vote ten times that amount, or ten 
times that, in order to carry through the bill. 

Mr. GWIN. The Senator is very much mis- 
taken. I would not vote ten times that, if it would 
not be for the benefit of the country. 

Mr. BRAGG. There is not the least doubt 
of it. The Senator has very enlarged views on 
that subject, especially when anything concerns 
California. We all know that here from expe- 
rience. ‘ 

Well, sir, various amendments have been put 
upon this bill for the purpose of securing some 
control on the partof the Government of the Uni- 
ted States over these corporations. Ft has been 
found a very difficult thing so to arrange the bill 
as to keep what Senators consider a salutary con- 
trol on the part of this Government. I agree with 
the Senator from Massachusetts; I do not believe 
that the interest of this investment will ever be 
paid by the service to be rendered; but itdoes not 
necessarily follow, as the Senator says, that these 
roads are to be sold out under the mortgage that 
the United Siates is to take; that those morigages 
are to be foreclosed, and the roads put up in mar- 
ket, and sold to the highest bidder, if they do not 
pay. But the effect of the amendment which I 
propose will be, to give the United States a hen 
upon the whole property, to be satisfied as other } 
liens are to be satisfied, according to the ordinary 
laws of the land; not to be confined to the mere 
amount which the Government may owe to these 
corporations for transportation, but to be a mort- 
gage and a lien on the whole work, to be put in į 
operation at any time, should the Government 
find it necessary to do it. 

Ido not know what may-eccur when those roads | 
ave built, I think this amendment will be found 
necessary in theend, though, ifoneormore of thera | 
“is built. If this Government has not, and cannot 
have, the control, even under the amendments now | 
to be put in the bill, then it ought to have. A- 
mortgage unrestricted, in the way I have stated, | 


would puta bit in the mouth of these corpora- 
tions, and the Government would be able to hold- 
them down to it. That is the reason | offer it— 
not that I expect it would ever be foreclosed. | 
do not believe it. Ifthey are works of great pub- 
lic interestand great public benefit, I am very sure 
the Government would never foreclose them, pro- 
vided the parties having the control do their duty 
to the Governmentand to the public. ButI wish 
to hold a rein upon them, and not to give up any 
advantage of that kind to which the Governmentis 
justly entitled. Hence it is that I move to strike 
out the words as to reimbursing the Government 
in this peculiar way. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question 
is on the amendment offered by the Senator from 
North Carolina, in the twelfth line of the third 
section of the bill, to strike out the words ‘by 
services so rendered.” 

Mr. BRAGG. I ask for the yeasand nays on 
the amendment. There seems to be a very thin 
Senate. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and being 
taken, resulted—yeas 9, nays 35; as follows: 

YEAS—Mesers. Bragg, Clingman, Green, Hunter, Johnson 
of Tennessee, Kennedy, Mason, Powell, and Thomson—9, 

NAYS—Messrs. Anthony, Baker, Bigler, Bright, Cam- 
erou, Chandler, Clark, Collamer, Dixon, Doolittle, Fessen- 
den, Fitch, Foot, Poster, Grimes, Gwin, Hate, Marian, 
Hemphill, Johnsen of Arkansas, Lane, Lathan, Morrill, 
Nicholson, Polk, Rice, Saulsbury, Seward, Simmons, Bum- 
ner, Ten Eyck, Wade, Wigfall, Wilkinson, aud Wilson—35. 


So the amendment was rejected. 


Mr. BRAGG. I have one more amendment 
to offer, and I will trouble the Senate no farther. 
I move to strike out the proviso at the end of the 
fifth scction, to this effect: 

Provided, That 2,000,009 in like bonds shall be added to 
the gross sun for every year’s reduction of the time of com- 
pleting the work, payable as the bonds before named. 

I suppose that that provision applies to both 
the northern and the southern routes, as now 
incorporated in the bill; for by a portion of sec- 
tion fifteen, relating to the southern route, it is 
“ provided, that cach and every provision, condi- 
tion, limitation, and restriction therein before ap- 
plied to or imposéd on the company or corpora: 
tion undertaking the construction of the railway 
and telegraph lines, starting,” as the first part of 
the bill specifies, shall apply to this other line. I 
suppose, ofcourse, itapplies to the northern route, 
as inserted hy the amendment of the Senator from 
Minnesota. I move to strike out that proviso. 

The amendment was rejected. 


Mr. MASON. I move to strike from the bill 
all that part of it that contains appropriations by 
the Federal Government to éither of the roads; 
and Ido it, not from any idea that the motion will ; 
prevail, but that it may remain upon record to 
show that, on the part of Virginia, as‘one of her 
representatives, I put it there as a memorial and j 
a protest against the State heing responsible for 
any portion of this new debt thus made. There 
is a possibility—perhaps a probability—that the 
time may occur, may be nearly at hand, when it 
may be necessary for the several States to ascer- į 
tain and take upon themselves a portion of the |; 
public debt. This is a public debt now to bein- | 
curred; and I move to strike it out, in order that |! 
ata future day the State that I represent, if the || 
occasion should occur, may not be charged with |; 
any portion of that debt. ; | 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Itismoved that 
the bill be amended by striking out all that por- i 
tion whieh makes an appropriation out of the jj 


just offered we should have the yeas and nays.. 1 
ask that the yeas and nays may be taken upon it. 

Several Sewarors. ‘Phe bil is now, an. the 
Senate. cans Ses 

Mr. MASON. I understand the bill-is now. 
reported to the Senate. oe 

The PRESIDING OFFICER... The question, 
now is on concurring in the amendments adopted 
| as in Committee of the Whole. The Senator 

can renew the amendment as soon as the question: 
is taken on them. À : 

Mr. GWIN. The Senator can renew: his 
amendment in a moment, after this question is dis~ 
posed of, . 

Mr. MASON. Task that that amendment may 
be excepted, so that we may have the yeas and 
nays on it in the Senate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That amend- 
ment not having been adopted, the question will 
not be taken on it; but the Senator can move it 
again, and may have the yeas and nays upon it, 
if he requests it. + : 

Mr. GWIN. I hope there will be no objection 
to taking the question on all the amendments that 
are not excepted. Senators can except those on 
which they wish to have a separate vote. I want 
to except the amendment offered by the Senator 
from North Carolina {Mr. Brace] in line one 
hundred and four, page 5. I desire to propose 
an amendment to it, and therefore I except it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, Itis moved 
that the question be taken collectively on concur 
ring in the amendments made as in Committee of 
the Whole, withthe exception of those that Sen- 
ators shall except, so that the vote may be taken 
on them separately, and upon the others collect- 
ively. That will be considered the sense of the 
Senate, unless objected to. The Senator, from 
California indicates one that he wishes to be ex- 
cepted. 

Mr. GWIN. I will indicate another. It is on 
page 9, commencing with line forty-seven. It is 
the amendment offered by the Senator from Mas- 
sachusetts, [Mr. Witson,] that no second bonds 
shall ever be issued by the company. 

Mr.SEWARD. Iwish you to except also the 
amendment by which the third road was added. 

Mr. GWIN. 1 will except Mat also. 

Mr. SEWARD. I had not an opportunity to ` 
vote on it. ‘ 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. I desire to have excepted 
the amendment offered by the Senator from Orc- 
gon [Mr. Laxe] for the building of a road from 
Sacramento to Portland. Ido not know the pre- 
cise terms of the amendment. 

Mr. GWIN. Now, I hope the question will 
| be taken on all the other amendments in the ag- 
| gregate, - 

i The PRESIDING OFFICER. | Those excep- 
| tions will be noted by the Secretary. ' 
Mr. LATHAM. Is the vote to be taken sep- 
| arately on the amendments excepted ? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The vote will: 
| be first taken on the amendments that are. not ex- 


|| cepted collectively, and then the vote will be taken 


on each of the excepted amendments by itself. 
Mr. LATHAM. I wish to except all the ad- 
ditional names that have been put in the first sec- 


| tion of the bill; I want a separate vote on that 
| amendment. There are one hundred and sixteen 


names mentioned there as corporators; and I de~ 


! sire the Senate to indicate whether that number 


shall constitute the company, or whether they will 
leave the company as it was originally in the bill 
as sent to us from the House of Representatives. 


Treasury for either of the roads. l 
Mr. MASON. The Secretary can indicate pre- 
cisely the portions that will be stricken out. 

The amendment was rejected. 
Mr. GWIN. Now, I hope the bill will be}: 
reported to the Senate. | 
The bill was reported to the Senate as amended. | 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question |; 
is, will the Senate concur in the amendmentsmade || 
as in Committee of the Whole? i 
Mr. GWIN. I hope we shall concur in all the || 
amendments but those that Senators may except. || 
i 
! 
i 
| 
| 
1 
i 
t 


Senators can indicate suchas they wish to be ex- 
cepted, on which they want a separate vote; and | 
then the Senate can concur in all the rest. I sup- : 
ose there will be no objection to that course. | 
Mr. MASON. Perhaps it may be as well for 
future use, as the final vote is about to be taken | 
in the Senate, that upon the amendment which I; 


i¢ 
$ 


Į wanta separate vote on that. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
ment wiil also be excepted. 
Mr. TRUMBULL. 1 desire to inquire whether 
it will be in order, after we have passed upon the 


That amend- 


| amendments made asin Committee of the Whole, 


to move to strike from the bill all but the central 
route, so as to have a distinct vote upon that? 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair 
hinks it would. 
Mr. HALE. Ido not 


d want to raise any ques- 
tion; but I desire to suggest to the Presid 


ing Of- 


i ficer, before he decides that, whether it will be in 
i order to strike out that which the Senate have 
| ordered to be inserted. Senators propose amend- 


ments, and they are adopted in committee, ane 
the Senate order them to be inserted in the ill. 
Will it be in order to move, to strike them out 


| afterwards? 
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. Notseparately; 
but, in the opinion of the Chair, a motiän to strike 
out those with other.matter would be in order. 

Mr. HALE. I think the Chair is right. 

Mr. GREEN. A separate vote is reserved on 
the northern route, and you have a right to strike 
out the southern route; and that will accomplish 
what theSenator from Illinois wants. 

Mr. CHANDLER. J wish to ask whether 
the first amendment has been excepted? It is in 
line seven, of the first section, after the word 
“ Missouri,” to insert the words: 

At the mouth of the Kansas river; and proceeding 
thence ‘up the valley of said. river, to the vicinity of Fort 
Riley?” 

Mr. GWIN. That has not been excepted. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I wish to except it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That willalso 
be noted. 

Mr. POLK. There was another amendment 
offered by the Senator from Wisconsin, [Mr. 
DoorirrLe,} in consequence of the adoption of 
that amendment. F suppose the two will go to- 


gether. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Where was that amend- 
ment? 

Mr. POLK. In the same section; it requires 


the road to pass ‘at or near Fort Kearny.” 

Mr. CHANDLER. I except that likewise. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary 
will note that atso. 

Mr. LATHAM. Ido not wish to be under- 
stood as excepting that portion of the first section 
which refers to the associates of the subscribers 
and corporators. It is merely the additional 
names that I wish to except. 

The amendments not excepted were concurred 
in; there being, ona division—ayes twenty-seven, 
noes not counted. 

Mr. GWIN. Now let us take separate votes 
on the excepted amendments in their order. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will 
suggest, to save time, that the amendments be 
taken up in their order. The first amendment 
excepted will be read, 

The, Seeretary read it: To insert after the word 
“ Missouri,” in line seven of the first section, the 
words “at the mguth of the Kansas river, and 
proceeding thence up the valley of said river to 
the vicinity of Fort Riley:” so that the section 
will read: 

That to insure the safe, certain, and speedy transporta- 
tion of mails, troops, and public stores from the western 
border of what is called our western States, by railroad, to 
wit: starting from two points, one on the western border 
ofthe State of Missouri, at the mouth of the Kansas river, 
and proceeding thence up the valley of said river to the vicin- 
ity of Fort Riley, and the other on the western border of 
fowa, with two converging lines bearing westward and 
uniting within two hundred miles of the Missouri river, &c. 

Mr. POLK. That takes in the amendment in 
line eleven, to insert “at or near Fort Kearny.” 

Mr. CHANDLER. I hope the Senate will not 
concur in that amendment, I think it should be 
left to the company to select their route, and to 
say where it shall commence. There is already 
a railroad communication open to St. Joseph, 
which is, I think, some forty or fifty miles fur- 
ther west than the point here named; and by going 
to St, Joseph, the building of some forty or fifty 
miles of railroad may be saved. That may not be 
the best terminus, or it may; I think it should be 
left open to the contractors to decide whether they 
will terminate their road at St. Joseph, or at Kan- 
sas City, where there is no connecting road, or 
wherever it is for their interests and the interests 
of the country to locate it. So far_as the Fort 


Kearny amendment is concerned, I can see no. 


reason whatever for that. There is simply a 
wagon road there, that costs nothing or next to 
nothing to build; and I sec no reason at all for 
taking this railroad there. 

Mr. POLK. 1 do not propose to discuss this 
matter now. I merely wish to correcta misa iad 
prehension that I think the Senator from Mich 
agan is under. | have already said, when the Sen- 
ate was in Committee of the Whole, on this 
amendment all that L propose to say, except that 
I think the Senator is mistaken in the distance; 
and he is also mistaken when he gives the Senate 
the impression, as } think he does, that starting 
itatornear the mouth of the Kansas would not 
give ita railroad connection. lt connects there 
with the Pacific railroad of Missouri, now nearly 


finished, and on which the State of Missouri has |} 


spent not only hundreds of thousands, but mil- 
lions of dollars, which will be complete very soon 
to the city of St. Louis. 

Se CHANDLER, That road is not yetcom- 

eted. 

Mr. POLK. It will be completed before the 
other is begun. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Then I was mistaken in 
that regard. I supposed there was no railroad 


| connection there, and hence this terminus would 


be of no use. But, though there may be railroad 
connection at this point, it is better that it should 


4 be left to the option of this company to terminate 


it where it is to their best interest, cither at St. 
Joseph, or at Kansas City, as they may see fit. A 
railroad is already completed from St. Joseph to 
Philadelphia, Baltimore, New York, and all the 
great citics; and J think it should be left to the 
discretion of the company to terminate their road 
where it is for their interest to do so. I hope the 
amendment will not be concurred in. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question 
is: ** Will the Senate concur in the amendment?’ 

The amendment was concurred in. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The next 
amendment is in section one, in line eleven, after 
‘Missouri river,” to insert “at or near Fort 
Kearny.”’ 

Mr. POLK and Mr. LATHAM. That was 
included in the last. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, It will be con- 
sidered as included in the other vote, unless a sep- 
arate vote is asked. [** Agreed.”] The next 
amendment is to insert after + California,” in the 
fifteenth line of the first section: 


Thence branching north through the valleys of Sacra- 
mento and Rogue rivers, Umpqua and Willamette, to Port- 
land, in Oregon ; and for the construction of this branch a 
grant of alternate sections of land for six miles on each 
side of said road is hereby made, to be selected, in odd num- 


| bers, from the nearest unoccupied and unappropriated ag- 


ricustural lands. 

Mr. LANE. I suppose no one will have any 
objection to changing the word ‘north’? to 
“northerly” in that amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That change 
will be made by common consent. 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. That is an amendment to 
the bill, which I desired to have excepted. 1 will 
state, ina single word, my objection to it. By 
an amendment which has been made to the bill, 
a route has been added from Lake Superior to 
Puget Sound, with a branch to Portland, this 
same point. Thisisa railroad, in fact, in the State 
of California and in the State of Oregon, running 
parallel with the coast of the Pacific ocean, about 
four hundred miles in length. It is a railroad en- 
tirely within the States, an addition to the length 
of the line of some four hundred miles. If there 
were simply a grantof land to the States of Cali- 
fornia and Oregon to aid in the construction of 
that road, I would freely vote for such a grant; 
but as it comes in as a part of this bill, the money 
grant also, as I suppose, goes with it; and there- 
fore I cannot vote for it. 

Mr. GREEN. Theaggregate amount of money 
appropriated is not increased one dollar by this 
amendment. Therefore they can get nothing but 
the land. The limitation still continues. 

Mr. LANE. Iwill not discuss the importance 
of this extension—I did that before—but I will 
simply ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. PUGH. Ishall vote for this amendment, 
because the Senate have refused to agree to the 
motion of the Senator from Louisiana, [Mr. BeN- 
JAMIN, ] to strike out so much of the bill as pro- 
vides for the construction of railroads within the 
States of Texas and California. F can sce no 
reason why we should not extend an equal ge- 
gree of favor to Oregon. 
whole of it. Ido not intend to vote for the bill 


as long as any provision is made for the construc- | 
tion of any road in any State; but still, the bill | 


containing provisions for the construction of roads 
in Texas and California, I see no reason why 
Oregon should not have equal favor; and there- 


fore, while I am against the whole system, I shall | 


vote for this amendment. 

The question being taken by yeas and nays, 
resulted—yeas 28, nays 22; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Baker, Bayard, Bragg, Bright, Cling- 
man, Douglas, Fitch, Foot, Green, Gwin, Hemphill, Itun- 
ter, Johnson of Arkansas, Kennedy, Lane, Latham, Mason, 
Nicholson, Pearce, Polk, Powell, Pugh, Rice, Saulsbury, 
Sebastian, Thomson, Wigfal, and Wilkinson—28. 


I am opposed to the | 


| 


t 


i| they wish to investigate them. 


į to gct them here I do not know. 


NAYS—Messrs. Anthony, Chandler, Clark, Collamer; 
Crittenden, Dixon, Doolittle, Durkee, Fessenden, Foster; 
Grimes, Hale, Harlan, King, Morrill, Seward, Simmons, 
Sumner, Ten Eyck, Trumbull, Wade, and Wilson—22. 


So the amendment was concurred in. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary 
will read the next amendment. 

Mr.GWIN. I hope that the reading of the 
next amendment will be dispensed with. It is 
merely as to the insertion of names. It 18 un- 
necessary to read them. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question 
is on concurring in the amendment made as in 
Committee of the Whole, inserting the names of 
individuals in the first section of the bill. ; 

Mr. CHANDLER. Is it in order to move to 
insert another name before that is acted on? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair 
thinks not. 

The amendment was concurred in. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The next 
amendment is in section one, line one hundred 
and four, after the word *constructed,’’ to insert 
“nor until said acts of incorporation shalt have 
been submitted toand approved by the Congress. 
of the United States.” . 

Mr. GWIN. I propose to amend that amend- 
ment, by striking it all out except the word “ nor,’” 
and inserting ‘if said act of incorporation shalt 
be disapproved by the Congress of the United 
States at the ensuing session.” My object is to 
give the next session of Congress the control of 
this question. That is to say, if they disapprove 
of these acts of incorporation, let Congress say so, 
and nullify the action that may be taken under 
this law up to that time; but I want to make the 
legislation positive on the part of the next Con- 
gress, and not give the power of delaying the 
work, putting it off for years, and thereby defeat- 
ing the object of the bill. 

Mr. BRAGG. I hope the Senate will not agree 
to the amendment of the Senator from California, 
I think it completely emasculates the amendment 
which I offered, and which was adopted in Com- 
mittee of the Whole, and makes it virtually 
amount to nothing. It will be observed that the 
amendment offered by the Senator from Califor- 
nia does not even require these acts of incorpora- 
tion to be submitted to Congress. How we are 
2 The amend- 
ment, instead of requiring these acts of incorpora- 
tion to be submitted to Congress, and approved by 
Congress at its next session, only provides that 
the title to the landsand the bonds granted to the 
company shall not vest until they are incorpo- 
rated, “nor if said acts of incorporation shall be 
disapproved by the Congress of the United States 
at the ensuing session;”’ but it does not require 
them to be submitted to Congress at all; there is 
no provision in the amendment offered by the 
Senator from California to that effect. It is a 
very ingenious way, it seems to me,of completely 
emasculating the amendment which I offered,and 
making it amount to nothing. The acts of incor- 
poration never will be submitted here under this 
amendment, and we shall hardly know what they 
are, certainly not officially; and it seems to me 
that in that shape it will amount to just nothing 
atali. If there is anything in the argument the 
Senator has urged, that the gentlemen who under- 
take to build this road will not know what to be 
at, it applies with just as much force to hisamend- 
ment as to mine, if his amendment amounts to 
anything; because Congress still has control, and 


; has the right to disapprove all these acts of incor- 


poration. How, in what way, they are to signify 
their disapproval; how much or what part of these 
acts, if they disapprove of them, is to be effectual, 
and what part is to be ineffectual, the amendment 
does not provide. In other words, ag I said just 
now, in my humble judgment, it is a very inge- 
nious way of getting rid of the amendment which 
the Senate, after full consideration, incorporated 
into the bill when acting as in Committee of the 
Whole. 

Mr. GWIN. My only object is to have this 
question definitively settled at the next session. 
Certainly the Congress of the United States can 
command all these acts of incorporation to be 
placed before them, and no doubt will do it, if 
It puts a kind of 
guard over the matter, and fixes a time for the law 
to go into operation in the event that Congress 
does not disapprove the acts of incorporation, 
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Mr. BAKER. I hope the amendment of the 
Senator from California will be adopted. Ihave | 
examined it carefully, and it is just as he says. | 
As the amendment stands now in the bill, any | 
delay on the part of Congress, at its next session 
would entirely defeat the road. This amendment 
merely changes what a lawyer would call the bur- 
den of proof. It requires Congress to dissent 
from the act of incorporation in a certain time, or 
else the road goes on. 

Mr. SIMMONS. 
not prevail. 


| 
! 
{ 


I hope that amendment will ! 
) If these people cannot come here i 
withsuch acts of incorporation as will beapproved | 
by Congress, they ought not to have the road, or f 
to have the money. | 
| 
{ 
1 
t 


Mr. BRAGG. 
the amendment. 
The yeas and nays were ordercd. 

Mr. FESSENDEN and others. 
question ? 

_ The PRESIDING OFFICER, The question | 
is on the amendment proposed by the Senator 

from California to the amendment which was | 
adopted in Committee of the Whole. The amend- 
ment which was adopted in Committee of the 
Whole was to add to the proviso, at the end of 
the first section of the bill, ‘nor until said acts 
of incorporation shall have been submitted to, and 
approved by, the Congress of the United States.” 
The Senator from California proposes so to amend 
it as to make it read, ‘nor 1f said acts of incor- 
poration shall be disapproved by the Congress of 
the United States at its ensuing session.” The 
question is on the amendment to the amendment, 
on which the yeas and nays have been ordered. 

Mr. HUNTER. I have paired off with the 
Senator from Pennsylvania, [Mr. Bieier.] 

The question being taken by yeas and nays, | 
resulted—yeas 19, nays 25; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Baker, Cameron, Douglas, Fitch, Foot, 
Foster, Grimes, Gwin, Hemphiil, Johuson of Arkansas, | 
Lane, Latham, Nicholson, Powell, Rice, Sebastian, Sew- | 
ard, Wigtall, and Wilkinson—19. i 

NAYS—Messrs. Anthony, Bayard, Bragg, Bright, Chan- | 
dler, Clark, Clingman, Collamer, Dixon, Doolittle, Durkee, | 
Fessenden, Green, King, Morrill, Polk, Pugh, Saulsbury, 
Simmons, Sumner, Ten Eyck, Thomson, Trumbull, Wade, į 
and Wilson—25. ; | 

So the amendment to the amendment was re- 
jected ; and the question recurring upon the amend- 
ment made as in Committee of the Whole, it was 
concurred in. 

The question was next stated to be on concur- 
ring in the amendment made in the fourth section, 
by inserting after “ United States,” in the forty- 
seventh line, the words: 


And no mortgage, or construction bonds, shall ever be 
issued by said company on said road, or mortgage or lion | 
made in any way except to the United States. j 


Mr. GWIN. Idonot want to occupy the time 
of the Senate, but I look on this as a matter of | 
vital consequence. A vastamount of money will | 
have to be raised by the subscribers. The first | 
mortgage will secure the United States. The | 
Government is to have the first lien on the road, 
which is a sufficient guarantee to the United States 
for the payment of the indebtedness of the com- 
pany to them, if it shall ever be able to pay any 
debt at all. Then the amendment offered this 
morning by the Senator from New Hampshire, 
giving the control to the Congress of the United 
States, and giving them a supervision over this 
work, if there is any abuse in it, it seems to me 
answers the purpose which the Senator from | 
Massachusetts had when he offered this amend- 
ment. Iam afraid this would so cripple the work 
on both routes, that it might prevent anything 
effective in building either of the roads, ånd there- | 


I ask for the yeas and nays on 


What is the 


fore I hope it will not be adopted. ji 


Mr. CHANDLER. I hope this amendment 
will not be adopted. If moncyed men sec fit to 
take second mortgage bonds of this company, I 
sce no reason why we should undertake to inter- 
fere between the company and those who are will- 
ing to advance money to carry on the road. Iti 
looks to me like a necdless interference with the | 
progress of the work, and I hope the amendment 
will not he adopted. 

Mr. WILSON. Ido not wish to take up the 
time of the Senate, but think we had better stand 
by the vote adopting this amendment, and adhere 
to this policy, for the reason that if it stands in 
the bill it will induce mento gointo the measure, 
and men only who are willing to put their money | 
intoit. 1 think it will tend to secure the construc- | 


| 
i 
j 
t 
i 
i 
| 


li lion, or three million dollars more, and other men 


i| very object of the bill will be clearly defeated by | 


| who are willing to invest something in it. 


| upon it. 


| loss with their eyes open. If you prohibit them 


tion of the road. If we do not do it we shall fol- 
low theexample set in other parts of the country |! 
heretofore, and we shall have a set of speculators | 
and stock-gamblers brought into the road, and | 
they will not put their money init; they will come 
in to make money out of it, to make a job of it, 
to cheat the honest men who put their money in 
the read, as has been done heretofore, and mort- 
gage the road, and before we get through, the 
whole thing will be thrown on our hands. 

hatis my deliberate judgment; and the history 
of railroad building in this country for twenty 
years Sustains me in this policy. This tends to 
honesty; the other, I believe, will invite dishonest 
men into the road—stock-gamblers, a class of men 
that I do not wish to sec in it in any way what- 
ever. I want to offer inducements to bring into 
this road men of talent, men of cliaracien men 

be- 
lieve the good of the country requites it; and I 
say here to-day, that if thisamendment be stricken 
out, the time will come when we shall wish, and 
the country will wish, we had kept this check 
That is my judgment. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Itis men of capital who 
build railroads anywhere and everywhere. If 
those men of capital, after having placed, as they 
supposed, the requisite amount in the road to com- 
plete it, discover that it takes a million, or two mil- 


stand ready to take their bonds, and they have 
advanced all they are willing to advance for the 
completion of the road, why should we prohibit 
them from raising money in that way? I ap- 
preciate the argument of the Senator from Mas- 
sachusetts, for I ama sufferer in that way myself, 
I have sacrificed stock and bonds; but the roads 
have been built, and I have been benefited in the 
building of the roads. I want this road built, 
and whether it be built on stock or not is imma- 
terjal to me, so that the road itself be built, and 
I believe the only way to insure its completion, 
is to enable the stockholders to raise money in any 
Icgitimate way they can. I do not believe that 
you can get the enormous amount of stock sub- 
scribed by bona fide men of capital which it will 
take to complete this road; but I do believe that 
these men of capital, after having subscribed all 
they are willing to subscribe, will be enabled to 
raise money upon bonds that moneyed men con- 
sider to be good securities. I think the insertion 
of pas amendment wili be a fatal clause in the 
bill. 

The question being taken, there were, on a 
division—ayes twenty-five. 

Mr. GWIN. I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. FITCH. It is so manifest to me that the 
adoption of this amendment will defeat the object 
of the bill, and effectually prevent the construc- 
tion of the road or roads, that if the amendment 
be adopted, I shall feel constrained to vote against 
the bill in all its phases. Ifthe stockholders are 
willing, after subscribing and paying to the ex- 
tent of their ability, to mortgage their own credit, 
(and the amount they have subscribed is the basis 
of the loan.) it is their loss, and they incur the 


from borrowing after expending all their own 
means, the road falls, necessarily falls, and the 


the passage of the amendment. 

Mr. WILSON. Allow me to state this poin 
to the Senator from Indiana: if the managers of | 
this road are allowed to mortgage the road, they 
can do so, and the original stockholders will be 
cheated altogether. Has not this been the cxpert- 
ence of thecountry? The result hasbeen that the 


. 
Se 


God’s sake, do not Jet us make this concern acor- 
rupt jobbing- concern; do. not: let men. without 
character and without money take control of it, 
in the hope of making some money out of :the 
United States and out of these lands, putting ùo 
money in themselves, but cheating the: honest 
man who is induced to contribute to build the 
road from high considerations. : 

Mr. FITCH. The mortgage can in no. way 
affect the interest of the United States—that is 
very certain—exceptit may be the means of more 
quickly completing the road; and ‘therefore may 
affect the interest of the United States beneficially, 
not prejudicially.. The stockholders, under an 
amendment to the bill adopted at the suggestion 
of one of the Senators from Louisiana, can, if they 
will, have control of the road; for any man, citi- 
zen or foreigner, can subscribe to this stock, and 
make himself a party in the directory of the road. 
If, then, after having subscribed and expended 
their own means to the extent either of their abil- 
ity or their willingness, they consént, through 
their representatives in the board of directory, to 
mortgage what they have expended, and procure 
money for the completion of the road, it is their 
lookout, not ours. Itonly expedites and secures 
the completion of the road, instead of retarding 
it. Ifthey are cheated, they are cheated by their 
own agents; and the prospect that they may be 
cheated will probably induce them to be extremely 
cautious in the selection of a board of directors. 
But to prohibit that mode of using the capitel 
which those men may subscribe, is to prohibit 
them from making the stock valuable to the very 
men who themselves have taken it. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Ido not believe there has 
been a railroad built in the United States ten miles 
in length without the issue of bonds. I never 
heard of one. Certainly there has not been ‘one 
built of fifty miles in length without issuing bonds. 
The projectors of a railroad obtain subscriptions 
to an amount sufficient, as they suppose, to com- 

lete the road; but when they come to construct 
It, they encounter a granite hill or, as in my own 
State, an almost bottomless lake. The expense. 
of building the road is, thereby, enormously in- 
creased, unexpectedly increased. Does the Sen- 
ator from Massachusetts suppose that when they 
have come to an obstacle ofthat kind, they are to 
obtain a new subscription to complete the road ? 
They never can doit. Up to that point their road 
is uscless; while if they can complete it through, 
it is valuable. By the issuing of bonds or evi- 
dences of debt, they can raise money to complete 
the road. It may cost more; it may sink the cap- 
ital of the original subscribers to the stock; but it 
was sunk any way if the road stopped there, and 
it is not worth a farthing on the dollar if you stop 
ithalf way. Then, if you raise money, I care not 
if it be at a usurious rate of interest, to carry the 
road through, something may be made, whereas 
nothing will be made if you stop there. That is 
precisely the case here. You propose to build a 
railroad across the Rocky Mountains, but do you 
know how much moneyit will taketocarry the road 
through thoseguiches? You know nothing aboutit. 
After you get subscriptions sufficient, as you sup- 
pose, to complete the road, you get up into one of 
the passes of the mountains, and you find that 
you lack $2,000,000, (the Senator from Massachu- 
setts says you shall not borrow this §2,000,000;) 
who will come in and supply the money, unless 
you can borrow it? Your security isample. You 
have already invested, as you suppose, money 
enough to build the road. It will not do it. You 
offer bonds that are satisfactory tomoneyed men; 
your stockholders have exhausted themselves; 
they have paid up all their stock; they have in- 
vested all the money they are willing to invest; 
and now they come forward with securities thatare 
perfoctly satisfactory to moncyed men, to carry 
the road through the pass; and the Senator from 
Massachusetts says it shall not be done, Sir, 
this proposition is an absurdity upon its face. 
No railroad ever was built or, in my judgment, 
ever will be completed, without the power of bor-. 
rowing moncy. i 

Mr. SIMMONS. I would suggest to the Sen- 


i ator from Michigan that, in just such a case as 


he puts, they can apply to Congress to get liberty 
to berrow. Let cane put their.money in and 
give some security, before you authorize them to 
hire money. It is for the very purpose of pre- 
venting stock-jobbing that this amen ment ought 
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to be put in. If there is enough money subscribed 
to complete the road to the Rocky Mountains, 
and they met with an unexpected obstacle, cannot 
they apply to Congress saying, “ We have now 
spent $50,009,000, and cannotgetthrough; author- 
ize us to borrow $25,000,000,” and Congress 
would do it in a minute; but by holding out the 
idea that they are. going to start on paper, and 
rrothing but paper, except with what we give them, 
you spoil the measure at once, and you cannot 
geta road atal. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. I move thatthe Senate 
do now adjourn. {“ Oh, no!”] Itisnearly half 
past four o’clock. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas. Task for the 
yeas and nays. [1 Oh, no!t’’] Let us sce who 
votes to kill the bill after all this fuss. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and being 
taken, resulted—yeas 26, nays 23; as follows: 

YEAS — Messrs. Bayard, Bingham, Bragg, Cameron, 


itd 
Chandler, Clark, Clingman, Crittenden, Dixon, Durkce, 
Fessenden, Fitch, Foot, Grimes, Hunter, King, Mason, 
Morrill, Nicholson, Pugh, Saulsbury, Simmons, Sumner, 
Thomson, Wade, and Wilkinson—2é. 

NAYS-- Messrs. Anthony, Baker, Bright, Doolittle, 


Douglas, Foster, Green, Gwin, Harlan, Hemphill, Johnson j 


of Arkansas, Jonson of Tennessee, Lane, Latham, Polk, 
Powell, Rice, Sebastian, Seward, ‘Ten Eyck, Trumbull, 
Wigtal, and Wilson—23. 
So the motion was agreed to; and the Senate 
adjourned. 
HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Turspay, January 29, 1861. 

~ The House met at twelve o’clock, m. 
by Rev. J. G. Burien. 

“Lhe Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 


ENROLLED BILLS. 


Mr. THEAKIR, from the Committee on En- 
rolled Bills, reported as truly enrolled the follow- 
ing bills; when the Speaker signed the same: 

An act (H. R. No. 377) for the relief of David 
Cc. Whiting; 

An act (I. R. No. 321) for the relief of Robert 
A. Mathews; and 

Anact (H.R. No. 28) for the admission of Kan- 
sas into the Union. 

PATENT OFFICH REPORT. 

“The SPEAKER, by unanimous consent, laid 
before the House a communication from the act- 
ing Commissioner of Patents, transmitting, agrec- 
ably to the design of Congress, as indicated by 
the appropriation of June 25, 1860, ‘for the col- 
lection of agricultural statistics, investigations 
for promoting agriculture and rural economy, 
and the procuring of cuttings and seeds ’’—the 
agricultural portion of the Patent Oilice report; 
which was laid upon the table, and ordered to be 
printed, 

On motion of Mr. GURLEY, it was 

Ordered, ‘hat it be referred to the Committee on Print- 
ing, to inquire into the expediency of printing extra num- 
Ders of suid report. 

NEW JERSEY RESOLUTIONS, 

Mr. ADRAIN. Task leave to present to the 
House the joint resolutions adopted recently by 
the Legislature of New Jersey, Lask that they 
be read, laid on the table, and printed. 

Mr. COLFAX. I have no objection to the re- 
ception of the resolutions; butif the gentleman 
insists upon their being read, I must call for the: 
regular order of business. Í 

Mr. AÐRAIN. Itis but showing proper re- 
spect to the Legislature of New Jersey, that the 
resolutions be read. 

Mr. MAYNARD. I believe that it has been 
the uniform custom, whenever the resolutions of 
a State Legislature have been presented, to re- 
ceive them as a privileged question, and to have 
them read, as a matter of course, j 

Mr. WASHBURNG, of Minois. Is that an 
official copy of the resolutions, certified by the 
proper officers of the Legislature? 

Mr. ADRAIN. The resolutions adopted by 
the Legislature of Pennsylvania were read yes- 
terday, and F can see no reason why these should 
not be read, ; 

Mr. SHERMAN. Those resolutions are cut 
froma newspaper and sent up to the Speaker. 
‘They ought not to be presented in thatway. They 
should come properly authenticated. 

The SPEAKER. Fs there any objection to 
reading the resolutions ? 


Prayer 


read. They are as follows: : 


No objection being made, the resolutions were 


Joint Resolutions on the state of the Union, passed by the 
Legislature of New Jersey. 

Whereas the people of New Jersey, conforming to the 
opinion of “ the Father of his Country,” consider the unity 
of the Government, which constitutes the people of the 
United States one people, a main pillar in the edifiee of 
their independence, the support of their tranquillity at home 
and peace abroad, of their prosperity, and of that liberty 
which they so highly prize; and properly estimating the 
immense value of their national Union to their individual 
happiness, they cherish a cordial, habitual, and immova- 
ble attachment to it as the palladium of their political 
safety and prosperity: Therefore, 

1. Be it resolved by the Senate and General Assembly of 
the State of New Jersey, That it is the duty of every good 
citizen, inal suitable and proper ways, to stand by and sus- 
tain the Union of the States as transmitted to us by our 
fathers. : 

2. And be it resolved, That the Government of the United 
States is a National Government, and the union it was 
designed to pesfect isnota mere compact or league; and 
that the Constitution was adopted in a spirit of mutual 
compromise and concession by the people of the United 
States, and can only be preserved by the constant recogni- 
tion of that spirit. 

3. And be it resolved, That however uudoubted may be 
the right of the Geueral Government to maintain its au- 
thority and enforce its laws over al) parts of the country, 
it is equally certain that forbearance and compromise are 
indispensabic at this crisis to the perpetuity of the Unions 
and that it is the dietate of reason, wisdom, and patriotism, 
peacefully to adjust whatever differences cxist between the 
different sections of our country. 

4, And be it resolved, Thatthe resolutions and proposi- 
tions submitted to the Senate of the United States by Lon. 
Joun J. Grirrenpen, of Kentucky, forthe compromise of 
the questions in dispute between the people of the northern 
and of the southern States, or any other constitutional 
methot of settling the slave question permanently, will be 
acceptable to the peopic of the Siate of New Jersey, and 
the Senators and Reprosentutives in Congress from New 
Jersey be requested, and earnestly urged, to support these 
resolutions and propositio 
5. And be it resolved, That as the union of these States 
is in imminent dangerunless the remedies before suggested 
be speedily adopted, then, as a last resort, the State of New 
Jersey hereby makes application, according to the terms of | 
the Constitution, of the Cong of the United States, to | 
call a convention (of the States) to propose amendments 
to said Constitution. 

6. And Le it resaived, That such of the States as have in į 
foree laws whieh interiere with the constitutional rights of 
citizens of the other States either in regardto their persons 
or property, or whieh militate agaiast te just construction 
ofthat part of the Constitution that provides t 1e “ eit- 
izens of cach State shail be eatited toatl the pr i 
immunities of citize veral States,” are Ds 
urged and requested, for the sake of peace and the Union, 
to repeal all such laws. 

7. And be it resolved, That his Exectlency, Charles S. 
Olden, Peter D. Vroom, Robert F. Stockton, Benjamin 
Williamson, Joseph F. Randolph, Frederick T. Freting- 
huysen, Rodman M. Price, Phoma Stryker, aad Wiliain 
©, Alexander, be appointed comt oners to confer with 
Congress and our sister States, and urge upon then the im- 
portanec of carrying into effect the principles and objects 
of the foregoing resolutions. 

8. And be it resolved, ‘That the commissioners above 
named, in addition to their other powers, be authorized to 
meet with those now or hereafter to be appoiated by our 
sister State of Virginia, and such commissioners of other 
States as have been or may hereafter bei inted, to nect 
at Washington on the 4th day of February next. 

9. And be it resolved, That copies of the foregoing reso- 
lations be sent to the President of the Senate and Speaker 
ofthe House of Representatives of the United States, and 
to the Senators and Representatives in Congress trom New 


Jersey, and to the Governors of the several States. 


The resolutions were then laid on the table, and 
ordered to be printed. 


CIIARLES GORDON. 


Mr. ELIOT, by unanimous consent, introduced 
the following resolution; which was read, consid- 
ered, and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the Court of Claims be requested to re- 
turn to this House the papers in the case of Charles Gordon, 
heretofore referred to said court by the House of Repre- 
sentatives. 


LAWS OF NEW MEXICO. 


The SPEAKER, by unanimous consent, laid 
before the House acopy of the laws of New Mex- | 
ico, passed during the session of 1859 and 1860; 
which was referred to the Committee on Territo- 
ries. 


HULL AND COZZENS. 


Mr. BURNHAM. Task the unanimous con- 
sent of the House to discharge the Committee of 
the Whole from the further consideration of the 
bill (HI. R. No. 624) for the relief of Hull & Coz- 
zens and John Naylor & Co., in order that it 
may be put upon its passage, 

The bil was read for information. 

Mr. THOMAS, I call for the regular order of 
business. ` 

Mr. BURNHAM. Ithink the gentleman will ji 


allow meto have this bill put upon its passage 
if he will listen to me for about a minute. It is 
a matter of considerable interest to the parties. 
Will the gentleman withdraw his objection, and 
allow me to make a statement? 

Mr. THOMAS. I have no objection to the 
gentleman’s making an explanation, ifi shall still 
have a right to object. 

Mr. BURNETT. Itis unnecessary to do that. 
Tam thoroughly satisfied that all bills referring 
accounts of this character to the heads of Depart- 
ments are wrong, and that the amount to be paid 
ought to be specifically set forth. I speak feel- 
ingly upon this subject, because I got such a bill 
passed once which Í regret very much; and I do 
not intend that any more such bills shall pass, if 
I can help it. 

POST ROUTE BILL. 


The SPEAKER. The Chair is called upon to 
proceed-with the regular order of business. The 
regular orger of business is the consideration of 
the ameyfments of the Senate to the post route 
bill. 

Mr. COLFAX. Mr. Speaker, [am instructed 
by the Committee on the Post Office and Post 
Roads to obviate, as far as possible, the objections 
made by the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Suer- 
man] and the gentleman from Pennsylvayia, [Mr. 
Srevens,] the other day, in regard to the expense 
of this daily overland ‘route to the Pacific, by 


| offering a modification of the amendmentto come 


in at the end of the section, Itis in reference to 
the rates of newspaper postage between the At- 
lantic and the Pacific coast. By the law of 30th 
of August, 1852, it was enacted that the newspa- 
per postage of the United States should be one 
cent upon each newspaper (cxcept in the State 
where published) weighing less than three ounces, 
and one cent for cach additional ounce. But sub- 
sequently a proviso was passed, by which it was 
declared that ahy person who paid a quarter’s 
postage in advance should have a reduction of half 
the postage, although the law requires them to 
pay the postage on newspapers in advance any 
way. [am unanimously instructed by the Post 
Oftice Committee to present this modification, that 
the newspaper postage between the States and 
Torritorics east of the Rocky Mountains, and the 
States and Territories on the Pacific shall be one 
cent for cach paper—the rate established by the 
law of 1852—without the reduction provided for 
in the proviso to which I have alluded. 

The Representatives from the Pacific coast, { 
understand, are satisfied with this, on condition 
that a daily overland mail is granted by Congress. 
Upon conference with the Post Office Department, 
I am informed that this will increase the revenue 
from thirty to forty thousand dollars. The pro- 
vision we have already adopted, making the post- 
age to California and the Pacific upon letters uni- 
form at ten cents the half ounce, whether it passes 
over three thousand miles or not, will also increase 
the revenue from the California mails toan amount 
not definitely ascertained; but probably twenty or 
twenty-five thousand dollars, Saying nothing 
about the increase in correspondence, that will 
certainly result from these daily facilities, these 
two provisions will reduce the expense of this 
daily route over the present service to about one 
hundred and forty thousand dollars a year; and 
for this additional expense we shall receive thirty 
mails a month each way between the Atlantic and 
the Pacific coasts, instead of five, and we shall also 
have the mails carried through five days quicker 
than at present. 

I therefore, by the direction of the Post Office 
Committee, submit what I send to the Clerk’s 
desk, as a modification, to come in at the end of 
the section herctofore reported by the committee. 

The Clerk read, as follows: 

After the said daily overland mail has gone iuto opera- 
tion, the postage between any State or Territory east of the 
Rocky Mountains and any State or Territory on the Pa- 
cific, on each newspaper, periodical, unsealed circular, or 
other article of printed matter, nut execeding three ounces 
in weight, shall be one cent; and forevery additional ounce, 
or traction of an-ounce, one cent additional. 

, s PHELPS. What is the amendment pend- 
ing? 

The SPEAKER. The amendment of the gen- 
tileman from Kentucky, [Mr. Moore,] which is 
as follows: in line seventeen of the amendment 


i offered by the gentleman from Indiana, [Mr. 


Coirax,] strike out “at least semi-weekly,” and 
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insert in lieu. thereof ‘‘daily;’? so that it will 
read: 

Provided, That the contractor shall supply Denver City 
and Salt Lake City daily without extra charge. 


Mr. PHELPS. Mr. Speaker, the condition of 


the Treasury admonishes us to endeavor to re- 


duce the expenditures of the Government, instead 
of increasing them. If there was sufficient moncy 


in the Treasury to defray the ordinary expenses | 


of the Government without resorting to the aid of 
a loan, I should desire to see a daily overland 
mail to the Pacific coast established; but in the 
present condition of affairs, [ am constrained to 
oppose the proposition which is pending here. 
The Secretary of the Treasury has communi- 
‘cated to this House that, in addition to the reve- 
nue derived from customs, from the sale of the 
public lands, and from misccllancous sources, and 
in addition to the $5,000,000 of Treasury notes 


recently negotiated, he will need between this time | 


and the 36th of June next, $21,090,000 and up- 
wards, in order to meet demands upon the Treas- 
ury authorized by existing laws. 

1s correct, as far ag it goes, and wos correct at the 
time it was made; but the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury has not embraced in that estimate the items 


of expenditure which are proposed in the defi- | 


ciency bill, which has not yet becomealaw. The 


amount of money appropriated in the deficiency | 
bill, as it passed the House of Representatives, ij 


was the sum of $1,293,000. The Senate has added 
to that, propositions involving $813,000. 
House of Representatives has recently passed a 
bill appropriating the sum of $400,690 to defray 
the expenses of Indian wars in the State of Cali- 
fornia. In addition to that, we have an estimated 
deficiency of $437,000 for defraying the expenses 
of taking the census, which has to be met between 
this and the Ist of July next. In other words, 
then, if the deficiency bill shall become a law, and 
if the House shall concur in the amendments 
which the Senate has placed upon the bill, and if 
the Senate shall pass the California war debt bill, 
which passed this House without objection, and 
which I presume will receive the sanction of the 
Senate; and if we provide for this deficiency for 
paying the marshals for making the enumeration 
of the people of the United States, now due to 
them, and which must be paid before the Ist of 
July next, you will have added to the present lia- 
bilities of the Government a sum of more than 
two million five hundred thousand dollars. 
stead, therefore, of being compelled by loans to 
provide for the sum of $21,677,000, as estimated 
by the Secretary of the Treasury, we must add 
to that sum more than two million five hundred 
thousand dollars; thus making it necessary for 
the Government to borrow nearly twenty-four 
million five hundred thousand dollars. 

1 submit to the members of this Fouse whether 
they expect, in the present posture of affairs, that 
an additional loan will be negotiated upon any 
better terms than the late loan? Perhaps it may 
be negotiated at the same rate of interest which 


the last issue of Treasury notes bears, but cer- | 


tainly not at a rate of interest more than one or 
one and a half per cent. less. Those notes were 
negotiated at a rate of nearly cleven per cent, 
But it is now proposed to provide for this in- 
creased postal service, to commence on the Ist of 


Julynext, which is to be attended with an expeuse j 
You have already in- |) 


of $800,009 per annum. ; 
curred an expense of $1,500,000 for the calling 
into service, some time during the ensuing sum- 
mer and fail, of a regiment of mounted troops in 
the State of Texas. 

Then, again: on the $10,000,000 of Treasury 
notes lately issued, there will be over a million 
dollars of interest, payable in January or Febru- 
ary next. The House of Representatives, it ap- 


y i 
pears to me, has proceeded rather recklessly in i 
heaping up expenditures during this session of | 


Congress. I was pleased the other day to hear 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania, [Mr. Sre- 
vexs,] when he was discussing this question, ad- 
monishing his own political friends that they were 
not exercising that economy and that care In re- 
gard toexpenditures that are exercised on this side 
of the Elouse. There was need of that advice, 
and I hope it will bereccived and acted on. Im- 
mediately on the assembling of Congress, this 
House passed a bill granting homesteads to actual 
settlers. 1 know that it was in accordance with 


the Chieago platform. If that bill shall become 
j + 


This statement | 


The | 


In- ! 


| daily overland mail between the Atlantic and Pa-, 


il the gentleman from Pennsylvania, [Mr. Grow.] i 


| live up to the doctrines enunciated in regard to the 


! a right to require of them, also, to live up to that 
| portion of it in relation to a daily ovetland mail 


a law, the Government will receive nomoney next 
year on account of the sales of public lands; 


| whercas, if the present land system had been con- 
| tinued, it was estimated by the Secretary of the 


Treasury that the receipts from the sales of pub- 
lic Jands during the next fiscal year would have 
amounted to $3,000,000. N 

This Hoase has already passed a tariff bill, 
which is being considered in the other branch of 


| Congress; and E predict that, under that tariff | 


bill, if it should pass in the form in which it 
passed the House cf Representatives, there will 
not be as much revenue received as is received 
under the existing tariff bill. You must remem- 
ber that, at the present time, trade and commerce 
in every portion of the United States is depressed. 
The estimates for receipts from customs, up to 
the Ist July next, are but $16,000,000; and if the 
political troubles are not quicted, the amount of 
revenue received will be less than the Secretary 
of the Treasury has estimated. 

I say, then, that every measure thus far taken | 
in the ELouse has had a tendency to depreciate the 
public credit, instead of strengthening it. Instead 


“of retrenching you are actually launehing out into 


new expenditures, and such as are not justified 
by the exigencics of the Treasury Department, or 
the necessitics of the country. 

Again, Mr. Speaker, at this very session of 
Congress—as if the public credit of the Govern- | 
ment was not sunk suficiently low—this House 


must pass a Pacific railroad bill, burdening the 
nation with an additional debt of $91,000,000. 
The effect of all this is to depreciate the credit of 
the Government, while we all know that the Gov- 
ernment must borrow $24,000,000 between now 
and the Istof July next. These are the reasons 
why I am constrained to oppose the propositions 
submitted from the Committce on the Post Office 
and Post Roads. The same objections extend to 
the amendments which the Senate has put upon 
this bill. 

One word ndi in regard to the last amendment 
submitted by the chairman of the Post Office 


Committee, proposing increased rates of postage || A 7 
j| intimate that the Treasury is not in a bankrupt 


on newspapers between the Atlantic and Pacific 
coasts. I invite the attention of members to the 
fact, that as lines of telegraph are extended 
throughout the country, the circulation of news- 
papers diminishes. At the last session of Con- 
gress a bill was passed making provision for the 
establishment of a line of telegraph from the Mis- | 
souri river to San Francisco. 
egraph is now in process of construction. By it | 
all important information and news will be com- 
municated to the people of the Pacific coast; and 


that will necessarily lead to the cartailment of the | 


circulation of newspapers published in the Atlantic 


| States. People will not have the same desire to 
| receive those newspapers, because all the import- 
| ant news contained in them will have been antici- 
| pated by fifteen or twenty days, and will have 


been already published by the local press on the 


| Pacific coast. Therefore Í say that while we pro- 


pose to increase the rates of postage on newspapers 
between the Atlantic and Pacific States, the circu- 
lation on the Pacific coast of newspapers published 
east of the Rocky Mountains will be diminished 


by the constraction of the line of telegraph now | 


being built. Lexpect to sce no increase of revenue 
from that source, or, if any, avery inconsiderable | 
sum. So far as that proposition Is concerned, It | 
does not relieve the Senate amendment from the 


| objection to the increase of expenditures at this || 


time. f 
Mr. SCOTT. Mr. Speaker, this matter of a 


cific coasts has been fully and amply discussed 
by the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Corrax] and 


I do not propose to take a financial view of this 
matter; but I would respeetfully call the attention 
of the Republican side of the House toa portion of | 
the Chicago platform. Gentlemen say they intend 
to live up to that platform; that they intend to 


question of slavery ; that they intend to yicld noth- 
ing embodied in that platform; and now, I have | 


to California. Young.as fam, | never expected 


| to live long enough to see the day when the State | 


of California would have given her vote for the 
Republican nominee. But it is a significant fact 


i be so understood, 


That line of tel- |: 


| 


| that the State ‘of California was carried: for Abras 
i ham Lincoln. It was forthe simple®reason that. 
the Republican party advocated a daily overland 
; mail, and were the open and avowed. friends. of 
ithe Pacific railroad. On every stump and every 
; hustings it was proclaimed by their. orators that; 
| in the event of the Republican party getting con- 
i trol of the Government, a daily overland mail 
| wouid be given to California,” On behalf of that 
i State, E now respeetfally, in ali kindness and 
frankness, ask the Republican members’ of this 
House to carry out the plighted faith-of their 
party. : ; 

As far as the expense is concerned, the gentle- 
man from Missouri [Mr. Puexps] has gone fully 
and elaborately into that matter. T-believe that 
the revenues to be derived from a daily overland 
mail, after it has got fairly into operation, will re- 
i pay the expenditares necessarily incurred in car- 
rying it out. Believing thatthe Republican party 
will stand by its platform, and redeem itsplighted 
faith to the people and State of California, L have 
nothing more to say. i 

Mr. CRAIG, of Missouri. I haveonly a word 
to say to the House on this subject, and that word 
will be in reply to my friend and colleague, [Mr. 


| Pue.ps.}] Ithinkit hardly fair that my colleague, 


who has already an overland mail running right 
through thecenter of his district—an overland mail 
that carries nothing but letters; a mail line that 


|i has proved itself unequal to the wants of the peo~ 


| ple; a mail line costing the Government $600,000 
a year, and fastened on the people more by the 
influence of my colcague than of any other ten 
| members—I say it is hardly generous in him to 
i get up here now, when we ask but the pitiful sam 
of $200,000 in addition, to send to the people of 
| the Pacifie States thirty mails a month, laying 
down the mails of the United States every evening 
| in San Francisco, and réceiving them every evens 
ing in the Atlantic States—and, on the pretext 
that the Treasury is not in a condition to draw 
upon, to try to defcat this overland mail bill, and 
to prevent a daily mail to the Pacific coast, 

Mr. PHELPS. Does my colleague mean to 


condition, and that that statement isa mere pte- 
| text? : 
Mr. CRAIG, of Missouri. I did not mean to 
I admit the condition of the 


Treasury; but I could prove to any gentleman of 


rival line running through his district, that this 
is a matter of economy, and that it would save 


| 
| 
i the intelligence of my colleague, who has not a 
| 


ii $250,000a year. Lean show any man, who knows 


| as much as my colleague knows, that the reduc- 
{tion which would be effected in our Indian ex- 
i penses for the first year, will more than cover the 


il additional expenses this bill provides for incur- 


| ring beyond the present cost of the overland mail. 
| Wesend now a mail going through my colleagne’s 
| district, and which, after it leaves the western bor- 
| derof Missouri and Arkansas, never secsanybody 
and never serves anybody. We propose to send 
‘this mail along the whole line of United States 


|| forts, and, in fact, to supply the forts and army. 


We propose to supply fifty or sixty thousand 
American citizens m the region of Pike’s Peak. 
We propose to supply sixty or seventy thousand 
f people in Utah; and, we propose to supply one 
hundred thousand American citizens in the Carson 
valley region. 


than one bundred thousand dollars beyond what 
| we are now paying for the overland service; but 


1 

i eae aed : z 

SO This line, itis truc, will cost a fraction mere. 
| 
i 


' it sends the mail daily, and it will prevent Indian 


hostilities and Indian troubles. It will curtail the 


: expenses of the Indian department more than 


three hundred thousand dollars the first year. I 
ask my colleague to take the history of the coun- 
try in respect to its Indian relations since he has 
been in Congress; I ask him*to consider the fact 
that no United States mail wagon has ever been 
attacked by the Indians. He may point me tothe 
act that the great Salt Lake mail was once at- 
tacked by the Sioux Indians;-but I reply to bim 
hat the curtains of that mail wagon did not have 


| upon them the magic letters “ Ü. S. M.,”? or it 


never would havc beenattacked, My friendknows 
that private gentlemen traveling over the plains 
are in the habit of placing those jetters upon their 
wagons or carriages, knowing that It is a sure 
protection from atiack by the Indians on the route. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, Í say to my friend from 
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Ohio, [Mr..Saenman,] and tomy friend from the 
Lancaster district of Pennsylvania, (Mr. STE- 
vews,] one of whom, I believe, went to Chicago, 
and there solemnly vledged the American people 
that his party would send a daily overland mail 
to the Pacific coast, that I ask him now to redeem 
that pledge; and I ask the gentleman from Ohio 


torremember that four years anda half ago, the- 


Democratic party made a pledge, at the Cincin- 
nati convention, that they would build a Pacific 
railroad. ‘They did not stand to that pledge; and 
I now warn my Republican friends to remember 
the fate of that party in the last election, and see 
what will become of them if they also fail to redeem 
their pledges. [Laughter.]} ; 

Now; if gentlemen will figure up the cost of 
this proposed daily mail, and the cost of the pres- 
ent service; if they will take into consideration 


the fact that the proposcd line is nine hundred | 
miles shorter than the line passing through the į 


district of my colleague; if they will take into 
consideration the fact that we are compelled to 
send the mail overland to Utah; that we are com- 
pelled to send the mail overland from one coast 
to the other, to Carson Valley; and that we are 
compelled to send the mail overland to Pike’s 


Peak; and then take into consideration the incon- | 


siderable additional expense of sending the mails 
daily, not only to them, but to all our people on 
the Pacific, I imagine they cannot look at this ad- 
ditional expense as any very great scare-crow. 
When you take into consideration the fact that, 
a very short time ago, $600,000 was considered 
by Congress as a very small sum for carrying the 
mail, consisting of nothing but letters, to Pike’s 
Peak, and that it is now proposed to carry all the 
mail-—letters, newspapers, books, and all—forless 
than two hundred thousand dollars additional 
expense, this must certainly be admitted by every: 
gentleman to be an economical provision. I will 
not detain the House longer on this subject. 

Mr. COLFAX. Mr. Speaker, I believe the 
House now fully understands this matter. I will 
say that I cannot support the amendment pro- 
posed to my amendment by the gentleman from 
Kentucky, requiring a daily mail to be carried to 
Pike’s Peak without additional expense, because 
I fear it would so increase the expense the con- 
tractor would have to incur that we should not 
be able to secure a contract within the limits fixed 
by this bill. Lnow move the previous question. 

Mr. PHELPS. On what do you move the 
previous question ? 


Mr. COLFAX. On the pending amendment. | 


Mr. BURCH. If the gentleman from Indiana 
will allow me, I desire to make a single remark 
in reply to the objection urged by the Committee 
of Ways and Mcans, against concurring in this 
amendment. I will say that the people of Cali- 
fornia already pay one hundred per cent. more 
on their newspaper mails than the other people 
of the country. It is now proposed still further 
to increase their rate of newspaper postage, and 


they are willing to submit to that if you will give | 


them a daily mail. 

Mr. SHERMAN. There have been already 
two or three speeches in favor of this amendment 
since there has been one against it, and if the gen- 


tleman from California is to go, on with his re- | 


marks, I hope the previous question will be with- 
drawn altogether. 

Mr. COLFAX. I call the previous question 
upon the Senate amendment, and all pending 
amendments to it. 

Mr,PHELPS. I hope the previous question 
will not be called upon the entire amendment. I 
desire to submit, as an amendment, a provision for 
continuing the ocean mail steamship service until 
the Ist of July, 1862. 


Mr. COLFAX. The amendment which is | 


printed upon that subject has not been offered. 


lates solely to the central overland mail route. 
The succeeding amendment is the one to which 
the gentleman from Missouri alludes. The Senate 
amend mentestablishesa daily overland mail. The 
amendment of the Post Office Committee to that 
amendment limits the amount to be paid to 
$800,000; and the amendment to that extends a 
daily mail to Pike’s Peak. The steamer service 
has hothing to do with it. 

Mr. PHELPS. 


I hope the previous question | 


i 


| N. Morris, Morse, Nixon, Olin, Palmer, Pendleton, Perry, 


i] G. Davis, De Jarnette, Dunn, Edmundson, Etheridge, Gar- 


| ton, Webster, Wells, Whiteley, Winslow, and Wright—64, 


| as follows: 
Mr. PHELPS. What isin the amendment? ii 


Let us understand the subject we are acting upon. | 
Mr. COLFAX. The pending amendment re- | 
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will not be sustained at this time, after two or 
three speeches in favor and none against It. 

Mr. COLFAX. I think the gentleman from 
Missouri made the most elaborate speech which 
has been made upon the subject against the amend- 
ment. x 

Mr. PHELPS called for tellers upon seconding 
the demand for the previous question. 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. Puerrs and 
Curtis were appointed. : 

The House divided; and the tellers reported— 
ayes 77, noes 45. . 

So the previous question was seconded, 

The main question was ordered to be put. 

The amendment to the amendment was dis- 
agreed to. -= 

The amendment offered by Mr. Corrax to the 
Senate amendment was agrecd to. 

The question recurred on the amendment of the 
Senate as amended. | 
Mr. PHELPS demanded the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and it was decided in 
the affirmative—ycas 101, nays 64; as follows: | 

YEAS—Messrs. Green Adams, Adrain, Aldrich, Alley, į 
Thomas L. Anderson, Wiiliam C. Anderson, Ashley, ji 
Bingham, Blair, Blake, Brayton, Briggs, Bristow, Butfin- 
ton, Burch, Burlingame, Burnham, Carey, Case, John B. |} 
Clark, Coburn, John Cochrane, Colfax, Conkling, Corwin, } 
Covode, James Craig, Curtis, Davidson, Dawes, Delano, 
Dueli, Edgerton, Eliot, Fenton, Florence, Foster, French, |; 
Gilmer, Gooch, Grow, Hale, Hamilton, J. Morrison Harris, 
Helmick, Hickman, lolman, William A. Howard, Hughes, i} 
Irvine, Francis W. Kellogg, William Kellogg, Kenyon, Kil- 
gore, Larrabee, DeWitt C. Leach, Lec, Loomis, Marston, i 
Charles Ð. Martin, McKean, McKenty, McKnight, Mili- 
ward, Montgomery, Moorhead, Edward Joy Morris, fsaac 


Potter, Pottle, Rice, ‘Christopher Robinson, Scott, Sedg- 
wick, Sickles, Stanton, William: Stewart, Stratton, Tap- 
pan, Thayer, Theaker, Tompkins, Train, Trimble, Val- 
landighain, Vandever, Van Wyck, Wade, Cadwalader C. 
Washburn, Elihu B. Washburne, Wilson, Windom, Wood, 
and Woodrut}—101. 

NAYS—Messrs. Charles F. Adams, Avery, Babbitt, 
Bocock, Boteler, Branch, Brown, Burnett, Campbell, 
Horace F. Clark, Burton Craige, H. Winter Davis, Johu 


nett, Gurley, John T. Harris, Hatton, Hindman, Hoard, 
Hutchins, Jenkins, Killinger, Kunkel, James M. Leach, 
Leake, Logan, Longnecker, Lovejoy, Elbert 8. Martin, 
Maynard, McClernand, MePherson, Mitlson, Laban TY. 
Moore, Morrill, Niblack, Peyton, Phelps, Porter, Pryor, 
Quarles, Edwin R. Reynolds, Riggs, Jaines C. Robinson, 
Royce, Sherman, William N. H. Smith, Spaulding, Spin- 
ner, Stevens, Stevenson, Stokes, Thomas, Vanee, Wal- 


So the amendment, as amended, was agreed to. 


Before the vote was announced, 

Mr. BEALE stated that he had paired with Mr. 
Strout upon this question. 

Mr. COX stated that his colleague, Mr. ALLEN, 
was absent from the House in consequence of 
sickness in his family. 

Mr. MALLORY, not being within the bar 
when his name was called, asked leave to vote. 

Objection was made. 


Mr. NOELL stated that he would have voted |} °? 


in the affirmative if he had been within the bar |: 
when his name was called. 

Mr. HOWARD, of Ohio, not being within the 
bar when his name was called, asked leave to 
vote. 

Objection was made. i 

Mr. CASE said his colleague, Mr. Perri, had || 

i 


indisposition, S 
Mr. FRANK said, if he had been within the :! 
bar when his name was called, he would have |i 
voted “ ay.” ji 
Mr.COLFAX moved to reconsider the vote by |} 
which the Senate amendment, as amended, was i! 
concurred in; and also moved that the motion to ʻi 
reconsider be laid upon the table. i 
The latter notion was agreed to. | 


The next amendment of the Senate was read 


Sec. 20. And be it further enacted, That the Postmaster [| 
General is authorized to provide temporary steamship ser- | 
vice, by the nearest and most expeditious route, between ji 
New York and San Francisco, at a cost not exceeding 'j 
$100,000 a year, reserving to the Government the privilege 
of annulling the contract, after the commencement of the 4 
overland service, upon ninety days? notice. 

Mr. COLFAX. I move concurrence in that i, 
amendment of the Senate, with the following |! 
amendment: i 

Strike ont ‘ $409,000,” and, in lien thereof, insert || 


“ $350,000," and reduce the length of notice from ninety to 
sixty days. 


This section provides only for carrying the mail ! 


i 
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until the overland mail service goes into opera- 
tion. I demand the previous question om- the 
amendment to the amendment. 

The previous question was seconded, and the 
main question ordered; and, under the operation 
thereof, the amendment to the amendment was 
agreed to. f 

Mr. PHELPS. I propose to submit an amend- 
ment to the amendment of the Senate. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. When does 
the morning hour expire? 

The SPEAKER. In three minutes. 

Mr.PHELPS. I move to strike out the words: 
“ reserving to the Government the privilege of 
annulling the contract, after the commencement 
of the overland service, upon ninety days’ notice,” 
and, in licu thereof, to insert a proviso that the 
service shall end on the 80th of June next. 

Mr. Speaker, the effect of the amendment I 
propose will be to terminate this service by steam- 
ships at the time of the commencement of the ovet- 
land mail service. You already have one over- 
land mail route at a cost of $600,000 per annum, 
and you propose to establish another at a cost of 
$800,000 per annum, and your steamship service 
amounts to $350,000 per annum—in all, making 
$1,750,000 per annum for supplying the Pacific 
coast with mail matter. J desire, therefore, that 
this steamship service shall cease at the time the 
overland mail service, provided by the nineteenth 
section of this bill, shall go into effect. 

My amendment is this: strike out the words I 
have already stated, and in lieu thereof insert 
these words: ` 

Which shall terminate on the 30th of June next; and 
if the mail service in the last preceding section should not 
commence on the day therein named, then said contract 
shall be annulled; but the Postmaster General may then 
provide for the continuance of said steamship service for 
another year. 

The SPEAKER. The morning hour has now 
expired, 

Mr. PHELPS. I have some remarks to sub- 
mit on my amendment. As the morning hour 
has expired, I will defer them till to-morrow. 

Mr. COLFAX. [hope that, as we can finish 
the billin the next ten minutes, the considcration 
of the special order will not be insisted on, 

Objection was made. 


PATENT OFFICE REPORT. 


The SPEAKER, by unanimous consent, laid 
before the Housea communication from S. T, 
Shugert, acting Commissioner of Patents, trans- 
mitting the annual report of the Patent Office for 


| the year 1860; which was laid upon the table and 


ordered to be printed. 

Mr. FLORENCE. I move that one hundred 
thousand extra copics of that report be ordered 
to be printed. 

The SPEAKER. That motion, under the law, 

goes to the Committee on Printing. 
Mr. BURNETT. The special order ig the 
question before the House; and I hope, therefore, 
that the motion for the printing of extra copies 
wil not now be entertained. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair presented the 
communication, there being no objection; and the 
motion of the gentleman from Pennsylvania is in 


: | order. 
| been detained for several days from the House by |} 


Mr. FLORENCE. My motion goes to the 
Committce on Printing, under the rules. I do 
not propose to take any action on it now. Itis 
a matter of surprise to me that there should be 
objection to my motion. It is the motion usual 
on the presentation of the Patent Office report. 

Mr. Frorence’s motion was received, and 
referred to the Committce on Printing. 


JOURNAL OF CRISIS COMMITTEE. 


Mr. WINSLOW. Mr. Speaker, there has 
been a misappreliension in reference to the order 
to print the journal of the select committee of 
thirty-three. On Tuesday of last week, the chair- 
man of the Committee of Ways and Means [Mr. 
Suermay] moved the printing of additional copies 
of the reports of the select committee of thirty- 
three; which motion was agreed to. It was under- 
stood at the time, that in that order to print was 
included the journal ofthe committee. However, 


| it appears that on the same day the gentleman 


from Maine [Mr. Morse] made some objection 

to the printing of that journal. I did not hear it. 

In order that there may be no mistake, I make the 

motion that the journal of the select committee of 
x 
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thirty-three be printed, with the reports which 
have already been ordered to be printed. 
Mr. CORWIN. It was the understanding that 
the journal of the committee should be printed. 
There was no objection; and it was ordergd ac- 
cordingly. 


STATE OF THE UNION. 


The House then resumed the consideration of 
the special order, being the report of the special 
committee of thirty-three. $ 

Mr. STEVENS, of Pennsylvania. I do not! 
expect to be heard in all parts of the Hall, owing 
to the bad state of my health and voice; but I! 
will present some views on the pending ques- 
tion, which I may not have another opportunity 
to do. 

I regret, sir, that lam compelled to concur in the 
belief stated yesterday by the gentleman from Vir- | 
ginia, [M@ Pryor,]} that no compromise which 
can be made will have any effect in averting the 
present difficulty. Iconcur in that belief, because 
itis my belief, although I regret the fact; for when 
I sce these States in open and declared rebellion 
against the Union, seizing upon her public forts 
and arsenals, and robbing her of millions of the 
public property; when I see the batteries of seced- 
ing States blockading the highway of the nation, 
and their armies in battle array against the flag of 
the Union; when I see, sir, our flag insulted, and 
that insult submitted to, I have no hope that con- 
cession, humiliation, and compromise, can have 
any effect whatever. And what confirms me—if 
confirmation were necessary——and what confirms 
the remark of the gentleman from Virginia, (Mr. 
Pryor,] is a piece of news contained in the paper 
just laid upon the desks of members. Virginia 
sends embassadors to the head and front of the 
empire that is proposed to be erected upon the 
ruins of this Government, for the purpose of get- 
ting South Carolina to appoint commissioners for 
the purpose of proposing amendments to the 
Constitution of the United States, to secure their 
rights, as they say; and that kingdom of South 
Carolina peremptorily refuses to appointany such 
commissioners, for the reason that it has no de- 
sire or design of promoting the ultimate object set 
forth in the joint resolutions of the State of Vir- 
ginia—that is, the procurement of amendments 
to, or new guarantees in, the Constitution of the 
United States. Thus ends negotiation; thus ends 
concession; thus ends compromise, by the solemn 
declaration of the seceding party that they will 
not listen to concession or compromise. 

Mr. Speaker, following close upon the belliger- 
entspeech of the gentleman from Virginia yester- 
day, I saw the contribution toward compromise 
which the slavcholding States are willing to make 
to the North—for compromise means some con- 
cession from both sides. Immediately after that 
speech a bill came up to admit Kansas into the 
Union; and I am sorry to say that almost every | 
southern man—men who had just been appealing 
to us to furnish them ground to stand upon— 
almost in a solid body the southern men voted 
against cven the consideration of the question of | 
admitting Kansas, that source of all our woes. I 
leave the inference to the country. | 

I have no expcetation that anything that we 
could say or do, or that could be said or done, in 
Congress, would have the least effect in retarding 
or accelerating the onward career of the secession 
movement which already pervades this land. Ido 
not believe that words now will have any effect; 
yet it is right that the effort should be made. Itis 
right that upon this floor we should enunciate our 
views; that from this Hall, sacred to freedom and 
free debate, we should inform our constituents of 
the condition of things, that they may well con- 
sider them; so that, if we are wrong, they may 
correctus;and if we are right, they may strengthen 
our hands. : 

Sir, I will touch but briefly upon the question 
of secession which is claimed by the gentleman 
from Virginia, [Mr Prror,] and upon the rightof 
coercion, which is denied by him, and the kind 
of coercion which, in my judgment, will prove 
effectual to bring them back into this Union 
without humiliation, and make that Union per- 
manent, . 

Į regret to be obliged to concur with the gen- 
tleman from Virginia, that no compromise can be 
oifered that will avert the present evils. This 
morning’s papers contain conclusive confirmation | 


of that in the resolutions of the leading seceding 
State, South Carolina, which are as follows: 

* Resolved unanimously, That the General Assembly of 
South Carolina tenders to the Legislature of Virginia their 
acknowledgments of the friendly motives which inspired 
the mission intrusted to Hou. Judge Robertson, her com- 
missioner. 

Resolved unanimously, That candor, which is due to 


| the long-continucd sympathy and respect which has sub- 


sisted between Virginia and South Carolina, induces the 
Assembly to declare with frankness that they do not deem 
it advisable to initiate negotiations when they have no de- 
sire or intention to promote the ultimate object in view— 
that object which is declared in the resolution of the Vir- 
ginia Legislature to be the procurement of amendments or 
new guarantees to the Constitution of the United States. . 

“ Resolved unanimously, That the separation of South 
Carolina from the Federal Union is final, and she has no 
further interest in-the Constitution of the United States; 
and that the only appropriate negotiations between her and 
the Federal Government are as to their mutual relations as 
foreign States.” 

ButI have not heretofore expected that anything 
that has been done, or could be said or done here, 
could have any effect in retarding or accelerating 
the headlong career of treason and rebellion that 
now frighten the land. This I deeply regret; as 
L should be willing to go to the verge of principle 
to avert this catastrophe. 

The question of the dissolution of the Union 
is a grave onc, and should be approached with- 
out excitement, or passion, or fear. Difficulties 
have surrounded all nations in their inception, in 
their progress to greatness, and in their stability. 
Much of their success has depended on the abil- 
ity and the firmness of the statesmen who had 
the management of affairs in the days of their 
trouble. ‘The virtue most needed in times of peril 
is courage, calm, unwavering courage, which no 
danger can appal, and which will not be excited 
to action by indignation or revenge. 

If such statesmen, governed by such qualities, 
should he found at the head of this nation when 
danger comes, there can be no fear for the result, 
The Union will overcome all difficulties, and last 
through unnumbered ages to bless millions of 
happy freemen. Homilies upon the Union, and 
jeremiads over its destruction, can be of no use, 
except to display fine rhetoric and pathetic elo- 
quence. The southern States will not be turned 
from their deliberate and stern purpose by soft 
words and touching lamentations. After the 
extent to which they have gone, it would do them 
no credit; condemnation which is now felt for 
their conduct, would degenerate into contempt. 

The annual message of the President contains 
some wholesome truths mixed with atrocious cal- 
umnics. It states that— 

“The iong continued and intemperate interference of 


the northern people with the question of slavery in the | 


southern. States has at length produced its natural effects,” 


The President well knew that the anti-slavery 
party of the North never interfered, or claimed 
the right to interfere, or expressed a desire to in- 
termeddle, with slavery in the States. Search 
the proceedings of their Legislatures, their con- 
ventions, and their party creeds, and you will find 
them always disclaiming the right or the intention 
to touch slavery in the States where it existed. 

3ut this calumny on the freemen of the North, 


so often repeated by a man who, during his whole 


has been the slave of slavery, is not 


political life, 
He makes a 


worth a moment’s consideration. 


very able and conclusive argument against the | 


right of secession; and had he followed it out to 
its legitimate results, he would have deserved the 
gratitude of his country. 

Butafter denouncing secession asa great wrong, 
he came to the impotent conclusion that there is 


no power in the Government to prevent or pun- | 


ish it. : 


It is time that this important question were | 
| solved. 


I do not perceiye when any better oc- 
casion can present itself to decide whether this 


i Union exists by the sufferance of individual 
; States, or whether it requires a constitutional i 
majority to absolve them from their allegiance. į 
If it should be determined that secession isa right- | 
ful act, or that there is no power tu prevent it, | 


then the Union is not worth preserving fora single 
day; for whatever disposition shall be made of 
the present difficulty, fancied wrongs will con- 
stantly arise, and induce State after State to with- 
draw from the Confederacy. If; on the other hand, 


itshouldit be decided that weare oxe PEOPLE, and | 


that the Government possesses sufficient power 
to coerce obedience, the public mind will be 


quieted, plotters of disunion will be regarded as | 


traitors, and we shall long remain a: united and 
happy. people. a E 

It did not require the present: Constitution: to 
make our Union perpetual intheory. <The Articles 
of Confederation declared in express terms: © 

“That the Articles of Confederation shall be inviolably 
observed by every State, and the Union shall be perpetual.’ 

If the force of moral suasion and patriotism 
were alone to be relied on to jnsure its perpetuity; 
the convention which substituted the present for 
the old Constitution was but little needed. “True, 
there were other defects in the old Articles. © The 
several States had conflicting laws with regard to 
the revenue, taxation, and other subjects. As 
Congress could operate only on the States if they 
refused to comply with their requisitions, it was 
difficult to enforce them. But the great defect in 
the preceding Government was the want of au- 
thority; and the main motive for the change was 
to clothe the central Government. with sufficient 
power to perpetuate its own existence. The res- 
olutions of the several States appointing delegates 
to the convention, and the act of Congress rec- 
ommending it, show that. The act of Congress of 
| May, 1787, recommended a convention sotoalter 
the Articles of Confederation as shall be necessar 
to the preservation and support of the Union.” 
Massachusetts instructed her delegatesso toamend 
as to render the Federal Constitution ‘ adequate 
to the preservation of the Union.” Connecticut 
instructed hers in the same words. New York 
instructed, so to amend as to render the Federal 
Government “adequate to the exigencies of Gov- 
ernment and the preservation of the Union.” 

As to coercion, General Washington, in a let- 
ter to Mr. Madison, dated before the convention, 
(March 31, 1787,) in discussing the necessity for 
a stronger Federal Government, says: f 

& I confess, however, that my opinion of publie virtue is 
so far changed, that I have my doubts whether any system 
without the means of coercion in the sovercign, will en- 
force due obedience to the requirements of the General Gov- 
emment; without which everything else fuils.”? 

These quotations might be fortified by similar 
ones from many States and leading statesmen 
They prove, beyond all doubt, that the Constitu- 
tion was intended and supposed to confer on the 
Government sufficient power to defend and per- 
petuate the Union; if necessary, to “ coerce” a 
rebel State, or, to reach the same point by a surer 
road, to coerce the people of the State to obey all 
laws of the General Government. 

The Congress of the Confederation could act 
only on States. If they were refractory, it was 
found difficult to enforce the laws. The Consti- 
tution ismade to operate directly on the individuals 
—on the people, without resorting to State au- 
| thorities or asking State aid. The Constitution 
being ordained by the people, and operating di- 
rectly on them, does not permit the States to 
| thwart its operations any more than it invokes 
their aid. It is a self-sustaining, independent 
power, and absolutely sovereign within its sphere. 
if a State pass laws or ordinances hostile to the 
| Constitution, no citizen is bound to obey, them. 
Nay, he is bound not to obey them. If, in obe- 
dicnce to them, he violates the Constitution, he 
cannot plead such laws in his defense. It be- 
hoovesevery citizen, at his peril, to decide whether 
l| he will obey the higher or the lower power—the 
Constitution of the United States or the void en- 
actment of States. If he commit treason against 
i the United States, he will not be excused, like a 
soldier who obeys his commander, on the ground 
i of obedience to higher authority. 
| In order to clothe the central Government with 
| power to defend the Union and make it perpetual, 

the Constitution provides that— 


{| * Congress shall have power to lay and collect taxes, du- 
ii ties, imposts, and excises, to provide for the common de~ 
fi fense and general welfare of the United States; to regulate 
‘| commerce; to declare war, and make peace; to raise and 
i} support armies; to provide and maintain a navy; to call 
|| out the militia ; to suppress insurrection,” &e. 
i 
| 
i 


It provides that the President shall take care 
that all the laws shall be faithfully executed; and 
| to enable him to do it, makes him commander-in- 
hief of the Army and Navy. To leave nothing 
| in doubt, it gives Congress power to make all 
ii laws which shall be necessary and proper for car- 
i rying into execution all powers vested b this 
d 
i 
| 


Constitution in the Government, of the United 
States. After theseample provisions, giving Army 
‘land Navy, revenue, and power for all necdgul 
| legislation, it seems strange to hear that a great 
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wrong may be committed against the Constitu- 
tion, and no power exist to prevent or punishit. 
Posterity will wonder whether the statesmen of 
this age were fools or traitors. To take away all 
power from the States to weaken or resist the 
General Government, the Constitution declares 
that ‘ no State shali enter into any treaty, alliance, 
or confederation; grant letters of marque or repri- 
sal; coin money or emit. bills of credits”? it de- 
prives them of all hope of foreign succor, of all 
means of raising funds by coining money or emit 
ting bills of credit. Such obligations would be 
as worthless as waste paper. 

‘The Constitution wisely deprives rebellious 
States of the means of doing harm. In the Union, 
and with the Union, they are powerful; out of it, 
and against it, they are contemptible. They may 
not be conscious of their weakness until they 
arise from their fever and find themselves stag- 
gering. Bat, in all their movements, they will 
find the strong arm of the Constitution reach and 
control them. No respectable authority can be 
found to show the right of secession. All our 
great statesmen, Washington, Madison, Jeffer- 
son, Adams, Jackson, Webster, Clay, and Buch- 
anan, agree that the Constitution is a bond of 
perfect and perpetual Union; and that no power 
exists in the Constitution to absolve a State or 
individual from allegiance to the Gencral Govern- 
ment. ‘Lhe only way in which aState can with- 
draw from the Union—in other words, destroy it 
—is by an amendment to the Constitution, or by 
revolution. It is not likely that three fourths of 
the States will so amend the Constitution as to 
atlow any State to break up the Government at 
pleasure. The road by revolution lies through a 
sca of blood, and nothing can justify it but intol- 
erable oppression, That is never likely to be 
practiced by a republican Government. 

The pretexts used to justify the present move- 
ment are very unimportant; some of them ridicu- 
lous, It is said that people in the North have 
violated compacts in the Constitution. Bad men 
exist inall sections, It is impossible to form any 
system of government perfect enough to prevent 
all crime, The northern States are no exception; 
but E believe there are but few instances in which 
citizens of the South have just cause of complaint 
against the North. ‘They visit our States and j 
cities, whether in pursuit of business or pleasure, 
with perfect safety. Her orators deliver lectures 
and speeches in which they propagate the doc- 
trines of slavery, not only with impunity, but they 
are listened to with respect and silence. They 
exercise entire liberty of speech, without being 
molested cither by. officer or mob. 

[believe they chiefly complain of the non-execu- | 
tion of the fugitive slave law. There have been a | 
few instances of resistance to that law by ardent 
individuals; but I know of no instance in which 
punishment has not followed the offense. When- | 
ever suit has been brought, juries have given full | 
damages in their verdicts, Whereindictments have || 
heen presented, upan just grounds, conviction and || 
sentence and punishment have followed. ‘This is || 
all that a just people would require. They can- : 
not expect to make us love slavery, or withhold | 
the utterance of our just abhorrence of it. ‘They | 
cannot hope to make the honest masses of the | 
people adopt the blasphemy of some of their cler- , 
gymen, and call ita divine mstitution. They have 
too much respect for their temporal character, aud 
their eternal salvation. If recrimination were ad- 
visable, E think the list of grievances by south- 
ern men against northern citizens would be much 
more formidable. For twenty years past it has 
been unsafe for northern men to travel or settle 
in the South, unless they would avow their belief 
that slavery was a good institution. Every da 
brings news of unoffending citizens being seized, l 
mobbed, tarred and feathered, and hanged by 
scores, without any trial by legal tribunals, or 
evidence of guilt. 

Mr. RUST. [did not hear the gentleman dis 
tinctly. If E understood him, he said that for | 
many years it was not safe for northern men to |; 
go into the southern States. i 

Mr. STEVENS, of Pennsylvania, 
been my statement. 

Mr. RUST. On what facts is it predicated ? 

Mr. STEVENS, of Pennsyivania. On the facts ; 
of the hangings, burnings, tarrings and feather- | 
ings that northern men have been subjected to in | 
the South. 


That has |} 


Mr. RUST. I think the gentleman said a mo- 
ment ago that they were hanged by scores. J 
never witnessed or heard of one being hanged in 
my State. i : 

Mr. STEVENS, of Pennsylvania. I do not 
speak of any particalar locality. 

Mr. RUST. There are a good many, how- 
ever, who deserve hanging. 

Mr. STEVENS, of Pennsylvania. I know that 
there were four Methodist preachers hanged last 
year in one State. I sce it stated also that, in the 
State of Maryland, a meeting of citizens recently 
gave warning to twelve men, who voted for Lin- 
coln, to leave the place—all except one, whom 
they thought to be an out and out, incorrigible 
Republican; and him they kept*to see whether 


j they would hang him or not. 


Mr. KUNKEL. The gentleman refers to an 
incident which occurred in my own county. 

Mr. STEVENS, of Pennsylvania. I have seen 
it in the papers. 

Mr. KUNKEL. The incident which the gen- 
tlemen refers to is said to have taken place within 
eight miles of my residence. I should like to see 
the authority for that statement. To my knowl- 
edge, no such thing ever occurred, although I live 
within eight miles of the locality. 

Mr, WINSLOW. Oh, if the gentleman saw 
it in the newspapers, of course it must be true. 
The newspapers cannot lie. i 

Mr. HARRIS, of Virginia. Will the gentle- 
man allow me to interrupt him for a moment? I 
want to ask him one question. F understood him 
to say that the people of the South hung northern 
men by scores. In behalf of Virginia I wish to 
say that her people never hung a northern man 
except John Brown and his friends; and then 
they hung, not by scores, but by law. 

Mr. STEVENS, of Pennsylvania. You hung 
them exactly right, sir. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Virginia. Yes; they were 
well hung. 

Mr. STEVENS, of Pennsylvania. They were 
hung after trial by jury for a crime for which 
they deserved death. 

Mr. MAYNARD. Will the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania allow me to say a word here,as he 
seems to be passing from the topic of the unkind 
treatment of northern persons in the southern 
States. I should be very unjust, and very un- 
grateful to the people among whom I have lived 
now for a quarter of a century, if I were to sit by 
and hear these general remarks pass uncontra- 
dicted. It is a fact known to every one who lives 
there, that the South is full of men of northern 
birth. Jtis known that such persons are welland 
kindly treated. Itis known that many southern 
firesides are graced with wives of northern birth. 
They also are honored, and are the mothers of 
honored children. 

it is trac, however, that persons from the North 
are sometimes roughly treated at the South; but 
in those cases their own conductis generally such 
as to bring this treatment upon themselves. Let 
me give the gentleman a single instance of this 
kind, which occurred in my district. 

Mr. STEVENS, of Pennsylvania. Iam sat- 
isfied with the gentleman’s word, without any 
illustration, 

Mr. MAYNARD. I can give the gentleman an 
example of a young man in a law office, who so 


far forgot the propricties of life as to assail, in | 


opprobrious language, the virtuc and reputation 
of the female portion of the community in which 
he lived. He carried his conduct to such adegree 
of indiscretion that he was at last seized upon by 
a company of young men and—in common par- 


; lanee—ridden on a rail, and driven from the place. 


He has brought a suit for damages against those 
who so treated him. The suit has not yet been 
tried; but he will doubtless recover such an 
amount of damages as the jury may think that, 
under the circumstances, he deserves. Never, 
since Sancho Panza was tossed in the blanket, in 
any part of the world, either north or south, have 
men been permitted, with impunity, to outrage 
the sentiments and feclings of communities into 
which they have obtruded themselves unbidden. 


i Lt is one of the fundamental laws of hospitality, 
that good manners alone insure to a stranger a 


civil treatment. 
Mr. STEVENS, of Pennsylvania. Ido not 
refer to that sort of public opinion. I refer to 


į another topic altogether, 
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Mr. WEBSTER. lask the gentleman toallow 
me one minute. : 

Mr. STEVENS, of Pennsylvania, I do not 
like to say ‘*no;”’ but my time is passing rapidly. 

Mr. WEBSTER. Well, sir, our districts run 
together for some distance, and as the gentleman 
has referred to what he says occurred in Chester 
county in respect to kidnapping, I desire to state 
one or two circumstances which I know to be 
facts. 

Mr. STEVENS, of Pennsylvania. I have 
stated nothing that I do not know to be facts. 

Mr. WEBSTER. Well, sir, the gentleman 
has referred to certain events which he says hap- 
pened in my district. Now, Mr. Speaker, [have 
no wish to enter upon crimination and recrimina- 
tion. . 

Mr. STEVENS, of Pennsylvania. If the ob- 
ject of the gentleman be recrimination, I cannot 
yield the floor for that purpose. = : 

Mr. WEBSTER. Well, sir, I desire only to 
refer to an occurrence which took place in Car- 
lisle, Pennsylvania. ` A man from my State went 
to Carlisle to reclaim a slave who had fled from 
him, and was murdered in his attempt to arrest 
his own slave. Another gentleman went from 
Baltimore county, in my district, to the gentle- 
man’s State to reclaim his slave who had escaped, 
and he was murdered at Christiana while endeav- 
oring to effect the reclamation; and no man in 
either case was ever brought to justice for the act. 

Mr. STEVENS, of Pennsylvania. I know 
something about that myself; but I do not see the 
necessity of bringing it in here. 

Mr. WEBSTER. The gentleman should not 
make charges against the people of Maryland, if 
he does not expect a reply. 

Mr. STEVENS, of Pennsylvania. Thave not 
made any charges that are not true. The fact to 
which the gentleman now refers, is simply that a 
man from Maryland came into Pennsylvania to 
reclaim his slave, and in attempting to carry out 
that purpose, his own slave took his life. : 

Mr. WEBSTER. There was a great crowd 
of persons aiding and abetting. 

Mr. STEVENS, of Pennsylvania. No, sir; 
there were only two white persons present, the 
rest were negroes. 

Mr. WEBSTER. It was shown before the 
court, that there was a great crowd of whitemen 
and negroes, all together there. 

Mr. JUNKIN. No, sir; no white man had 
any hand in the matter. 

Mr. STEVENS, of Pennsylvania. The rights 
of conscience and freedom of speech are forbidden 
to northern men. They are not allowed to re- 
ceive or read documents which deny the justice 
of slavery. A citizen of Virginia, at the late clec- 
tion, voted for the man of his choice, Mr. Lin- 
coln, and was: seized in broad daylight, in the 
midst of the respectable people of the place, his 
face blacked, and he expelled from his home. 
Sir, the South, at this moment, is a hideous des- 
potism, so far as northern citizens are concerned. 
Their courts are inaccessible to secure redress. 
The slave trade is openly justified. Whena sla- 
ving pirate is sent them for trial, with the fullest 
proof of guilt, the bills are either ignored or juries 
acquit. 

l have omitted the real aggression which one 
of the States frankly assigns as the reason of seces- 
sion, The North has taken from them the power 
of the Government, which they have held so long. 
According to the strictest forms and principles of 
the Constitution, they have clected the man of 
their choice President of the United States. No 
violence was used; no malpractice is charged; but 
the American people dared to disobey the com- 
mands of slavery; and this is proclaimed as just 
cause of secession and civil war. Sir, has itcome 
to this? Cannot the people of the United States 
choose whom they please President, without stir- 
ring up rebellion, and requiring humiliation, con- 
cessions, and compromises to appease the insur- 
gents? Sir, I would take no steps to propitiate 
such a feeling. Rather than show repentance for 
the election of Mr. Lincoln, with all its conse- 
quences, I would see this Government crumble 
intoa thousand atoms. If I cannot be a freeman, 
let me cease to exist. 

The committee of thirty-three have shown their 
estimate of the magnitude of southern grievances 
by a most delicate piece of satire. As a cure 
for their wrongs, and to seduce back rebellious 
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States, they offer. to admit as a State about two 
hundred and fifty thousand square miles of vol- 
canie desert, with less than a thousand white An- 
glo-Saxon inhabitants, and some forty or fifty 
thousand Indians, Mustees, and Mexicans, who 
do not ask admission, and who have shown their 
capacity for self-government by the infamous slave 
code which they have passed, which establishes 
the most crucl kind of black and white slavery. 
To be sure, the distinguished chairman of that 
committee [Mr. Corwix] seems to have become 
enamored of peonage. He looks upon itas a be- 
nevolent institution, which saves the poor man’s 
cow to furnish milk for his children, by sellin 
the father instead of the cow. 

Mr. OTERO. Will the gentleman allow me to 
explain that peon law? 

Mr. STEVENS, of Pennsylvania. Certainly; 
if it does not come out of my time. 

Mr. OTERO. 1 have got the law here. 

Mr. STEVENS, of Pennsylvania. Ah, the 
gentleman is going to make an argument. 

Mr, OTERO. Oh, no; Iam only going to refer 
to the law. I have here the law to which, I pre- 
sume, the gentleman has reference. Itis the one 
which was attempted to be repealed by the bill of 


g 
> 


the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Bryenam] last, 


Session, 

Mr. STEVENS, of Pennsylvania. The same 
one. 

Mr. OTERO. 
the law read. 

The Clerk read, as follows: 

“No court of this Territory shall have jurisdiction, nor 


I want to have this portion of 


shall take cognizance of any cause for the parental correc- | 


tion that masters may give their servants for neglect of their 
duties as servants, for they are considered as domestic serv- 
ants to their masters, and they should correct their neglects 
and faults; for as soldiers are punished by ti chiefs 
without the intervention of the civil authority, by reaso 
the salary they enjoy, an equal right should be granted those 
persons who pay their moucy to be served in the protection 
of their property: Provided, that such correction shall not 
` be inflicted in a cruel manner with clubs or stripes.” 

Mr. STEVENS, of Pennsylvania. Oh, no; 
the punishment, as I understand, is to be inflicted 
with cat-o’-nine-tails. [Laughter.] 5 

Mr. OTERO. I hope the gentleman will act 
fairly in presenting this case. 

Mr. STEVENS, of Pennsylvania. There isa 
clause in the law which provides that anybody 
can take up a servant if he is found out after dark, 
and have him lashed thirty-nine times on the bare 
back, 

Mr. OTERO. Is that in this law? 

Mr. STEVENS, of Pennsylvania. Yes. 

Mr. OTERO. The gentleman may read the 
entire law, and he will not find it. 

Mr. STEVENS, of Pennsylvania. 4 isin the 
laws of New Mexica. 

Mr. OTERO. These are the Jaws of New 
Mexico. “ 

Mr. STEVENS, of Pennsylvania. 
know whether that is in your edition. 

Mr. OTERO. I desire to make an explanation 
of this subject just here, and at this time. ‘This 
law is translated from the Spanish, it having been 
originally introduced and passed in that language. 
I want to read now the Spanish version of it. 
{Laughter.] I hope this matter will not be treated 
with levity. The term in the original law is so 
different in its significance, and so foreible, thatit 
will even attract the attention of the gentleman 
himself, notwithstanding it is in the Spanish lan- 
guage. The translation of the act, as read, isen- 
tirely incorrect. The word ‘ correction” should 
be qualified by the adjective ‘ parental,” as it is 
in the original Spanish. The law would then 


read, that no court in the Territory should have | 


jurisdiction nor cognizance of any cause for the 
“* parental correction” that a master may give to 
his servant, Now the word “ correction” is not 


even the term used in the original law, as passed | 


by the Legislature. The terms used in the act 
are *reconvencionesfamiliares,’? which do noteven 
mean parental correction. The correct transla- 
tion of these words is, “a familiar or parental re- 


primand,” which cverybody will admit is a very į 


mild correction indeed. And again, the proviso 
of the law positively forbids that such correction 
shall be inflicted in a cruel manner with clubs and 
stripes. Now, they cannot be shut up in a room 
or deprived of food, for that would be considered 
cruci. Al that the law says, when correctly trans- 
lated, is, that “ no court shall have jurisdiction, 
nor shall take cognizance of any cause for the pa- 


Is, 
of 


| 
| 
it 
Í 
| 


I do not! 


rental reprimand that masters may give their ser- 
| vants for neglect of their duties as servants. That 
is the correct translation, and such is tlie mean- 
ing of the words ‘* reconvenciones familiares.” 

Mr. STEVENS, of Pennsylvania. Then I take 
it for granted that slavery in New Mexico means 
nothing more than parental admonition. [Laugh- 
ter.] : 

The secession and rebellion of the South have 
been inculcated as a doctrine for twenty years 
past among slaveholding communities. At one 
time the tariff was deemed asufficient cause; then 
the exclusion of slavery from free Territories; 


Now the culminating cause is the election of a 
President who does not believe in the benefits of 
slavery, or approve of that great missionary en- 
terprise, the slave trade. The truth is, all these 
things are mere pretenses. The restless spirits of 
| the South desire to have a slave empire, and they 
| use these things as excuses. Some of them desire 
j a more brilliant and stronger government than a 
Republic. Their domestic institutions, and the so- 
| cial inequality of their free people, naturally pre- 
pare them for a monarchy surrounded by a lordly 
nobility—for a throne founded on the neck of 
labor. 

The men now on the stage of action must de- 

termine whether they have courage enough to 
maintain the institutions which their fathers gave 
i them. 
This is a great responsibility, but in my judg- 
| ment not a difficult one. 1 would certainly not 
advise the shedding of American blood, except as 
a last resort. If it should become necessary, F 
sce no difficulty, with the ordinary forces of the 
United States, to dissipate the rebels, whether of 
high or low degree. 

But before a resort to arms, the ordinary tribu- 
nals of the country should be tried. There are 
| laws against treason, misprision of treason, mur- 

der, and sedition. Many citizens will inquire, 
i Dare we violate these laws? Dare we commit 
these crimes? Shall we not finally be overtaken 
by vengeance? 

I do not say that a State can commit treason. 
Corporations cannot be hanged. But if a State 
pass treasonable acts, and individuals attempt to 
execuic them, and thus come in armed collision 
with the Government, they will be guilty of trea- 
son, and the State enactments will be no shield, 
for they will be nullities. 


most likely to eseape the proper punishment. 
The legislators who decrecd the conflict and or- 


at the overt act. The civilians would be in coun- 


laws merely, and ordering others to execute them 
—although moral treason and misprision of trea- 


against the United States consists only in levying 


li giving them aid and comfort.” In England, 
|| even after her great conservative act, the statute 
of treason, it was not necessary to be present 
at the overt act, or so near as to be able to give 
| physical aid. Conspiring, plotting, and counsel- 


|! made them principals in treason; for by the com- 


l mon law, those who encouraged, advised, or 
contrived the act, or who gave aid to the felon ji 


Í after the act, were accessories in felonies; but as 


i sories in felonies into principals in treason. Butwe 
| have no common Jaw; and those only are traitors 
who potentially committed the overt act. Under 
our Constitution there is neither constructive nor 
accessorial treason. k 

I am aware that a judge of the district court of 
the United States in Pennsylvania laid down a 
different doctrine, in a charge to the grand jury. 
| He held that those abolition lecturers who incited 
| Slaves to escape would be guilty of any treason 
which anywhere was perpetrated by armed resist- 
| ance to the fugitive slave law. But I think he 
| said it in ignorance of the law. Ido not think that 
even the northern men who encourage the South 
in rebellion can be made criminally guilty of the 


regret to see the respectable members of the late 
Union meetingin Philadelphia (ineluding alearned 


L judge of the supreme court) placed in that un- 


then some violations of the fugitive. slave law. | 


I am aware that the most guilty would be the | 


dered the rebcllion would not be apt to be present | 


cil; the soldiers in battle. ‘The passing seditious | 


son—is not, in my judgment, treason. *‘ Treason jj 


|i war against them, or in adhering to their enemies, | 


| ing others to do the act, although at a distance, |! i ] 
| would sit heavy on bis soul forever, 


| there could be no accessories in treason, the com- | 
mon law converted such as would have been acces- 


treasonable conflict which they stimulate. [should | 


pleasant position. But if it-should:beimpossible, 
as it may be, to execute the criminal laws in the 
midst of an infected population, E think there are 
other means which will prove effecttialy 0° 

South Carolina (and-when I speak of South 
Carolina,’ I mean to include under that name all 
seceding States, to avoid prolixity, and thas what 
I say of her shall apply to all that have secéded or 
may secede) has, with others, declared herselfout 
of the Union; and no doubt fancies that she is'#d: 
What ought to be done? Send no arnties there 
to wage civil war, as alarmists pretend.’ ‘The’ 
Gencral Government should annul alt postal laws 
within her Ferritory, and stop the mails at the 
line of the State. Who will suffer by that For 
the last year, the revenue derived from postage in 
South Carolina was $107,536; the expense of trans- 
portation $319,068; leaving a deficit of $911,532 
to be paid by the Government. This saving.could 
be borne by the United States. How it will affect 
South Carolina, her citizens will soon discover. 

There are but a few other Federal laws which 
it will be important to enforce. The regulations 
of commerce and the collection of the revenue by 
the General Government is the strong arm whicli 
will hold the Union together and punish refrace 
tory members witheut bloodshed. The reve- 
nue collected at Charleston for the last fiscal year 
is $379,875 97; the expense of collection was 
$70,542 97; leaving a net surplus of $309,333. 
Let the revenue laws be executed, and the money 
paid into the Treasury; it will help to pay the 
expenses caused by the refractory member, and 
leave the new empire to direct taxation to sup- 
port their great burden. Flow long the people 
will submit to this cannot be told to a mathemati- 
eal certainty. Not long, I predict. 

But it may be that this mixed empire, consist- 
ing of a little over one third whites, and alittle 
less than two thirds colored persons, may attempt 
to collect the revenue within the district of South 
Carolina. This, of course, would be a direct vió- 
lation of the Constitution, and would justify 
armed resistance. Ifthe present Administration 
had done its duty there would have been no neces- 
sity for shedding blood. Within the collection 
district of South Carolina the Government had 
several formidable forts. Had they been prop- 
erly garrisoned and supplied when it became evi- 
dent that South Carolina would secede and seize 
them, they could have been impregnable. No 
ships could enter the harbor of Charleston with- 
out the consent of those who held those forts. 
The revenues might "have been collected any- 
where in the harbor or district. If necessary, an 


| armed vessel or two might have been stationed 
|! there, and the revenue laws would have been easily 


enforced. 

One fort still remains to us there, with less than 
one eighth of the proper garrison, or provisions, 
or munitions of war. 

I know it has been suggested that the President 
intentionally left those forts in a defenseless con- 
dition, that South Carolina might seize them be- 


! fore his successor had time to take means for their 


safety. cannot bring myself to believe it; I will 
not believe it; for it would make Mr. Buchanan a 


| more odious traitor than Benedict Arnold. Every 


drop of blood that shall be shed in the conflict 
The charge 
seems to receive some countenance from the fact 
that but a handful of men are in the remaining 
fort, without any effectual attempt to reinforce 
them; while the rebels are inclosing them with 
formidable works, and openly declare the inten- 
tion to take it. An effort was made to send men 


i and provisions there, itis trae. But our flag was 


insulted, and the unarmed vessel driven off; and 
no effort has been made toavenge theinsalt. Tame, 
spiriticss Administration! Were the traitor Floyd 
still at the head of the War Department, we could 
understand it. It looks as if those few soldiers 
were predestined victims. I have full confidence 
that the gallant officer in command will success- 


i fully defend the stars and stripes, or gloriously 
| descend, with bis last soldier, to his gory bed. 


If they should be sacrificed, how wretched must 
be the miserable man who permits it!.. The fires 
of remorse will forever burn in his bosom as 


| fiercely as the.infernal fires of Phiegethon ! 


According to my view, as our operations in 
coercion will be by sea, blood need not be shed. 
If it should be, on the heads of the malefactors 
let it rest. 


Will South Carolina attempt to build a fleet to 
drive off our Navy? She bas neither money nor | 
ercdit to buy one. Let us examine her capacity 
for ship-building. When high-swelling words are 
used, itis well to look at the size of the animal 
that cmits them. There have been such things 

as “ mighty voices, and nothing celse.” I know |! 
that some small States have a large capacity for 
ship-building, like Tyre, Venice, Holland, or 
England. In 1859 Maine built about forty thou- 
sand tons of registered vessels. Even Vermont, | 
© who from none of her highest mountains can see | 
the ocean with a spy-glass, built for tonnage 
one hundred and nineteen tons, The same year 
South Carolina built sixty-four tons! This fleet, 

I jearn from the register, consisted of a small 

steamer and a canal boat! So of the other rebel- 

lious States. 

But she proposes to enter into treaty stipula- 
tions with Europe, and, by granting free trade, 
attract the direct trade of commercial nations. But 
she cannot do that without a direct violation of 
the Constitution. ‘* No State shall enter into any 
treaty, alliance,” &c. Although she may disre- 
gard that provision, being in rebellion, yet no 
foreign nation, being warned that it is a violation 
of the supreme law of the nation, will venture to 
negotiate. Her embassadors will not be received 
ina single Court in Europe—it would be just cause 
of war. Nor can she negotiate witha State. The 
Constitution is careful to prohibit treaties with 
foreign nations; and it adds: ‘Alliance or con- 
federation.” Shecould not confederate, even with 
the independent, free trading island of Manhattan. 

If the revenue could not be thus collected, and 
smuggling prevented, the Government should 
abolish all laws establishing ports of entry and 
collection districts within the seceding States, and 
prevent all vesscls, foreign or domestic, from en- 
tering or leaving any of their ports. How will 
she send her cotton and other surplus products 
abroad? She cannot load a vessel in her own 
harbors, for there are no national officers to give | 
her a clearance. The vessel would be without | 
papers, without nationality, and a prize to the! 
first captors. How forlorn must be her condition! 
Without commerce, without industry, her sea- 
ports wouid be barren wastes, With a flag recog- 
nized by no civilized nation; with no vessel en- 
tering her ports, exeept now and then a low black 
schoonerscudding in from the river Congo; with no 
ally or sympathizer exeeptthe King of Dahomey. 

tr these States will have war, who is to protect 

them against their own domestic foes? They 
now tremble when a madman and a score of fol- 
lowers invade them, Ifa citizen declare his oppo- 
sition to slavery, they hang him; and declare, as 
a justification, that it is necessary for their per- 
sonal safety; because they say they are standing 
on the thin crust of a raging voleano, which the 
least jar will crack, and plunge them in. How, 
then, will it withstand the booming of cannon 
and the clash of arms? 

Sir, the attempt of one or more of these cotton 
States to force this Government to dissolve the 
Union is absurd. Those who counsel *he Gov- 
ernment to lct them go, and destroy the national 
Union, are preaching moral treason. T ean un- 
derstand such doctrine from those who conscien- | 
tiously dislike a partnership in slavcholding,— 
who desire to see this empire severed along the ' 
Dlack line, so that they could live in a free Re- 
public, 

Let no slave State flatter itself that it can 
dissolve the Union now and then reconstruct it 
on better terms. The present Constitution was 
formed in our weakness. Some of its compromises 
were odious, and have become more so by the 
unexpected increase of slaves, who were expected i 
soon torun out. But now, in our strength, the con- 
science of the North would not allow them to 
enter mto such partnership with slaveholding. If 
this Union should be dissolved, its reconstruction | 
would embrace one empire wholl slaveholding, í 
and one republic wholly free. While we will 
religiously observe the present compact, nor at- 
tempt to be absolved from it, yet if it should be 
torn to pieces by rebels, our next United States 
will contain no foot of ground on which a slave 
ean tread, no breath of air which a slave can 
breathe. Then we can boast of liberty. Then 
we can rise and expand to the full stature of un- 
trammieled freemen, and hope for God's blessings. 
Then the bondmen who break their chains will j. 


| of Pennsylvania, us represented b 


never be rebuilt. Let there be no blood shed until 
the last moment; but let no cowardly counsels į 
unnerve the people; and then, at last, if needs be, 
let every one be ready to gird on his armor, and 
do his duty. 

Sir, I am reminded that this is not the language 
a the united 
voice of her two Senators. I know it is not. But 
I do not believe that either of them represented 
the principles of any considerable portion of the 
people of that State. While Pennsylvania would 
go, as I would, to the verge of the Constitution 
and of her principles, to maintain peace, I believe 
it is a libel on the good name of her virtuous peo- 
ple, to say that she would sacrifice her principles 
to obtain the favor of rebels. I believe it to be a 
libel on her manhood to say that she will pur- 
chase peace by unprincipled concessions to insur- 
gents with arms in their hands. If I thought such 
was her character, I would expatriate myself. I 
would leave the land where I have spent my life 
from early manhood to declining age, and would 
seek some spot untainted by the coward breath 
of servility and meanness. To her pleasant val- 
leys I would prefer the rugged, bold State of my 
nativity; nay, any spot in the most barren Arc- 
tic regions, amid whose pure icicles dwells manly 
freedom. ; 

At the close of Mr. Srrvens’s hour, 

Mr. GROW said: I move that the time of my 
colleague be extended to the extent of the time 
occupied by the interruptions of his speech. 

Mr. BURNETT. Tobject. Thesame request 
was made the other day in favor of the gentleman 
from Virginia, [Mr. Luake,] and it was objected 
to by gentlemen on the other side, I want the 
rule to operate alike upon all. 

Mr. GROW. [f the gentleman from Kentucky 
will listen to an explanation, Lam sure he will 
withdraw his objection. Lt was agreed that my 
colleague should not have the time occupied by 
interruptions counted in his hour. 

Mr. BURNETT. Up to the denial of the re- 
quest made in behalf of the gentleman from Vir- 
ginia, leave had been granted to gentlemen on both 
sides of the House to finish their remarks, when 
they could not do so in their hour, by the neces- 
sary extension of time. But the gentleman from 
Virginia, after he had been interrupted by a large 
number of the members on the other side, was 
denied the privilege which had before been ac- 
corded to all other gentlemen who had accupicd 
the floor. He was not permitted to conclude his 
remarks; and I now feel it to be my duty to per- 
sist in my objection. 

Mr. BOCOCK. I think that the gentleman 
from Kentucky is mistaken; and that my col- 
league was allowed some twenty minutes for the 
interruptions of his speech. 

Mr. BURNETT. If it be the pleasure of the 
ELouse, I withdraw my objection. 

Mr. BOTELER. Trenewit. I made an ap- 
peal to be allowed to explain a vote I was about 
to give, and the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
objected to me. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Maryland, obtained the floor. 

Mr. CAREY. As much cgnfusion is created 
by interruptions of gentlem@ upon the floor, I 
give notice that I will objegt to any such inter- 
ruptions hereafter. 

Mr. TIARRIS, of May 
the House. [His apeeg 
the Appendix.] 

Mr. WINSLOW. hen I took service upon | 
the committee of the States, to which position you 
had kindly assigned me, 1 confess I did so with but 
slight hope that its efforts would avail to the res- | 
toration of peace and concord among our people. 

J had said, in my place in the Thirty-Fourth | 
Congress, looking at the then existing condition 
of things, and painfully apprehensive of the very 
consequences that now threaten the country, that 
touching what I deemed the wrongs to my sec- | 


land, then addressed 
h will be published in 


tion, I would forbear until forbearance itself would 


might be preserved, harmony restored, our insti- 
tutions strengthened and perpetuated, and the 
slaveholding States reconciled to the continuance 
of a Union which was fast losing its hold upon 
their affections. 

I was not indifferent to the Union of these 
States; nay, to preserve it was, with me, a labor 


of love, But, in my judgment, no patched-up 
compromise, no alleviating and palliating remedy 
was either just or prudent; nor did I subscribe to 
the dogma of its preservation at all hazards. A 
Union which did not effectually provide for the 


; common defense and the general welfare, which 


did notestablish peace and procure domestic tran- 
quillity, T would have none of. ; 

I have nothing with which to reproach myself; 
nothing with which to reproach my State, as to 
fomenting the agitation of the slavery question, 
either in its inception or in its continuance. Re- 
lactant, originally, to enter into this confedera- 


| tion with you—from the fears of her statesmen as 


to its consequences, which have sadly been real- 
ized—when she did come, she came with loyal 
purposes to adhere to her obligations; and true 
as the steel embosomed in her lofty mountains, 
she has performed those duties with admitted 
fidelity. She will take, in this crisis, the course 
which her honor and her interest and her obli- 
gation to other States justify; and if she leaves 
you now, it will be with no spasmodic passion, 
but with that coolness, delay, and deliberation— 
her natural characteristies—which have, with fip- 
pant witlings, been mistaken for apathy and in- 
sensibility. She will tell you ere she goes; like 
the serpent that emblazoned her colonial flag, she 
will warn you ere she strikes. , 

During my service in Congress, now rapidly 
drawing to the close of a third term, I have never 
addressed you—no colleague of mine has ever ad- 
dressed you—on the exciting subject of slavery. 
Perfectly satisficd ourselves with the morality of 
slavery, its lawfulness and expediency, regarding 
it in no light whatever as a moral, social, or po- 
litical evil; looking upon itas, if not an essential, at 
least a desirable feature in a Government founded 
upon universal suffrage, we needed no discussion 
to confirm our judgment or our opinions; nor 
were we disposed to become propagandists of that 
or any other system among our neighbors. We 
looked upon ourselvesas trustees, under a higher 
power; into our hands, certainly by no direct 
agency of ours, had been confided the care and 
nurture and Christianizing ofa heathen and an im- 
provident race, fitted only for compulsory labor; 
we had no right to thrust from us that’ charge, 


; or to cry craven and refuse its administration. 


How we have performed that duty, their vast in- 
crease in number—an increase which, according 
to the well known laws which govern population, 
incontestably proves them to have been well fed, 
well clothed, humanely. worked, and well cared 
for—suficiently testifies. 

Your fathers violently tore them from their na- 
tive homes, the bush and the lagoons of that in- 
hospitable clime upon whose soil the sun never 


; ceases to pour down his direct and burning rays, 


and transferred them, for a pecuniary considera- 
tion, to our fathers. We have nurtured and cared 
for them. We found them idolaters; we taught 
them the benign religion of the meck and lowly 
peasant of Palestine. We have so ameliorated 
their condition that no laboring population of any 
part of the world compares with them in point of 
comfort. They have alike shared our good and 
adverse fortunes. When Providence smiled upon 


| us, and wealth accumulated, they have partaken 


of its benefits, and in periods of distress they have 
cheerfully submitted to like sacrifices as ourselves, 
You have been participants in the fruit of their 
labors. It drives the looms of Lowell, and estab- 
lishes the manufactures of Lynn and Natick. It 
furnishes the cargoes of your shipping, and sup- 
ports your trade ip ali parts of the seas. Gradu- 
ally, as they were elevated in intellect, our law has 
been modified, and moderated in its relations to- 


| wards them, and its broad shield has been thrown 
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before them for their protection.. If their priv- 
ileges have been at any time curtailed, that has 
been the consequence of your own mad fanaticism, 
which sought with a falseand sickly philanthropy 
to interfere with institutions about which you 
knew nothing, and would inquire into, from no 
higher sources than the catch-penny productions 
of renegades from our country, who sought to 
play upon your prejudices, to their own ageran- 
dizements. The miserable vipers who drew their 
existence from our soil, and sought to sting their 
benefactors, you took instantly to your bosom, 
forgetting that the wretch who was false to the 
land of his birth could never be true to that of 
his adoption. Or if you advanced a step further, 
for higher sources, you found them in the senti- 
mental productions of your strong-minded women, 
who, rashly abandoning the proper sphere of their 
gex, and rudely seizing the habiliments of the 
other, undertook to instruct their superiors in 
matters of polity and economy. 

We cared not then, at’any time, to open that 
subject before you; though we felt conscious, and 
so repeatedly warned you, that your interference 
with our rights; your denial of our constitutional 
privileges; your offensive assaults upon us; your 
failure to respond to your constitutional obliga- 
tions; your assertion of the doctrines of a higher 
law and an irrepressible conflict; the wicked and 
inflammatory appeals to your passions by your 
leaders; your provocation to our slaves to rebel 
against us; your approbation of the armed foray 
in the State of Virginia; your denial of our equal- 
ity in the Territories; your threats to reorganize 
the supreme judicial tribunal, so as to mect your 
vicws and opinions; your declared purpose to’ 
interfere with the future status of our peculiar in- 
stitution, as foreshadowed by the repeated decla- 
rations of the great Corypheus of your party, 
who, if report speaks truly, is to shape for the 
next four years its policy, would finally result in 
‘disruption of the Union. You would not heed 
us. One by one the ligaments of the Union have 
been snapping asunder; but you turned a deaf ear 
to the ominous sounds. One by one those sym- 
pathies and attachments which sprang from the 
remembrance of past trials and common sorrows 
and sufferings, from the recollection of past glo- 
ries and triumphs, have fallen off and been for- 
gotten, like the leaves of the oak in your forest 
resigning themselves to the winds of Heaven; but 
you failed to see it. Having eyes you would not 
see, and having cars you would not hear. 

At last your efforts culminated to a point be- 
yond toleration. By your denial to us of equality 
in the Territories, you sought to reduce us to the 
conditiog of a degraded people; and presenting 
before the country a ticket strictly sectional, avail- 
ing yourselves of unhappy differences, you suc- 
ceeded in establishing an Administration, a sub- 
mission to which, without further guarantees, 
would leave usa conquered people, under foreign 
domination. 

You threatened us with constitutional modes by 
which you could, and hereafter meant to, extin- 
guish slavery—a system which had in the mean 
time become so interlocked and interwoven with 
our institutions that the destruction of the para- 
site would be death to the tree it clings to. 

It was in vain to say that the ends and aims of 
the Republican party were directed to the over- 
throw of the great Democratic party, which had 
so long wielded the power of the Government. 
You were tendered, by the other great party op- 
posed to you, a ticket headed by constitutional 
statesmen, in whose patriotism you professed con- 
fidence. Amid all this, we asked for nothing, no 
concession, butourrights: ‘‘The Constitution and | 
the equality of the States; the symbols of ever- į 
lasting union.” 

The time had come when we were called upon 
to speak right out, and in view of threatened dan- 
gers to provide new guards for our future safety. 

Under these circumstances it was we met you 
at the assembling of the Congress; under these 
circumstances that a member from Virginia took 
the initiative in proposing a peace conference, and | 

40 


| a committee of the States, to take counsel to- 
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that southern members consented to meet you in 


gether of the common perils and the appropriate 
remedies. You may judge of our astonishment 
when, at the very first day of the meeting of that 
committee, silence was broken by a northern mem- 
ber, representing a large and populous district, 
with professions of utter ignorance of the exist- 
ence of any causes of complaint, and with the 
mild request that southern gentlemen would be 
kind enough to furnish a bill of particulars. 

Meeting that committee in a spirit of frankness, 
determined to speak right out on the difficult ques- 
tions which embarrassed the country, we could 
not but be astonished at what we looked uponas 
a species of diplomacy out of place, in bad taste, 
and ill suited to the momentous occasion. 

It did not at all provoke a like conduct on our 
part; but at once declaring that we looked upon 
the territorial policy as the question of perplex- 
ity, and that, if that were properly adjusted, we 
thought minor matters would arrange themselves, 
we proposed, through the member from Arkan- 
sas, a proposition of adjustment which, while a 
large concession on our part, was one the North 
might accede to with honor, and the pride of all 
sections be saved. 

It was gratifying to find that the venerable and 
distinguished Senator from Kentucky had, in the 
series of resolutions offered by him in the Senate, 
fallen upon the same plan of adjustment. It was 
especially gratifying to find that the sentiment of 
the whole country rapidly concentrated upon it. 
It was proposed in committee on the 10th day of 
December. Although,we pressed a vote upon it; 
although we urged the rapid approximation of the 
crisis upon the country, and declared that the 
anxiety and solicitude of our constituents were 
great and urgent, and that, for many reasons, it 
was desirable to have upon it speedy action, for 
some cause or other-—] will not say pretext or pre- 
tense—day after day dragged their weary length 
along; the time of the committee, preciousas it was, 
was consumed in the discussion of abstract prop- 
ositions, or in the arrangement of another matter, 
about which there was no insuperable difference of 
opinion. It was not until the 27th day of Decem- 
ber that a vote was forced upon it, resulting in 
the negativing of the proposition by the unani- 
mous voices of the Republican members. 

Sir, we deemed this a great concession of our 
legal and constitutional rights. Under the decision 
of the Supreme Court in the Dred Scott case, we 
were assured of our right to take our slaves into 
all of the common territory of the States. We 
proposed to surrender that right above the par- 
allel of 36° 30’, by an absolute constitutional pro- 
hibition, reserving only protection to our property 
below—such protection as would be afforded to 
yours, and that, too, in a section in which you 
yourselves thought the institution of slavery could 
never obtain a permanent footing. You say this 
was no concession, for that slavery, by the law 
of nature and of climate, could never exist above 
that parallel. Be it so. Why, then, refuse acon- 
cession, if you choose so to callit, or if we choose 
so to call it, that could never, according to your 
own declared opinions, contribute to that state of 
things which you so much deprecate—the exten- 
sion of the area of slavery? Would you refuse to 
heal the wounds from which the bod y-politic now 
suffers? Would yourefuse to maintain the Union, 
to which you sing daily peans? Would you refuse 
to your brethren of the South, mad, insane, and 
excited as you deem them, the poor pittance of an 
abstraction which might soothe them into quiet? 
Not so. You are eminently a practical people. 
The cause lies deeper than that. 

On the other hand, you say slavery can never 
go to New Mexico, and that we stand. upon an 
abstraction. Butconsider. We maintain our right 
to carry our slaves there. It isa fancied or real |: 
right. Ifthe former, you admit it can do you no |; 
harm; cannot affect your policy or effect ours. If |j 
real, then the deprivation of it is to us a great |! 
wrong; and, according to our nations, the surren- 


der of it on our part, and the prohibition of it upon 


yours, would reduce us tò the condition o 
graded people, and work.a forfeiture of our: 
self-respect. Nay, to make this proposition 
distasteful to you, we consulted your prejudices, 
and proposed to clothe the amend ment te the Con- 
stitution in the language that the instrument now 
uses. This view of it was forcibly. pressed upon 
you by the distinguished. gentleman. from Vir- 
ginia, but without avail. It shared ‘the like fate 
with the orginal. proposition, : 

I may add, Mr. Speaker, before passing away: 
from the subject of the action of the committee, 
that, failing in the proposition of Mr. Rust, and 
successively in those of the patriotic member from 
Tennessee [Mr. Nevsony} ahd of Mr. Crirren- 
DEN, all the southern members, with a single-ex- 
ception, sustained the movement of the member 
from California (Mr. Buren] for calling a‘eon= 
vention of the States. It met no favor from the 
Republican members; but, on the other hand, 
after an incubation of some six weeks, the'con- 
sultations of the committee ushered into existence 
this miserable abortion which you are now conh- 
sidering. I may safely say that perhaps no single 
proposition reccived the majority vote of thé come 
mittee; and, strange tosay,a motion torecommend 
theseries to the House for adoption signally failed. 
Upon the whole, when these proceedings come 
to be reviewed hereafter, it will be pronounced 
that every fair, liberal, and enlarged concession 
had been tendered by southern Representatives, 
not one of which was met in a corresponding spirit 
of liberality. ; i 

The Republican members declared their settled, 
purpose to refuse any adjustment of this question 
by constitutional amendment, and some wonder 
was expressed at our persistence in demanding 
that mode. Could we do otherwise, when we re- 
membered that the Dred Scott decision was held 
not to be law by you? And that from high quai- 
ters, there had been announced in high places the 
determination to seize available opportunities to 
reorganize the Supreme Court, so as to secure a 
reversal of its judgments and restrictions. Besides, 
our constituents demanded, and rightly demanded, 
a settlement, final, forever, and irreversible, of 
this vexed question; one that would remove itfrom 
the halls of this Capitol, and from the political 
arena, to the end that peace hereafter might reign 
within our borders. E, 

To the objection urged, that the resolutions of 
amendment professed to cover not only the pres- 
ent, but all future acquisitions, it was offered on 
our part to accompany it with the prohibition of 
any future acquisition, unless by treaty confirmed 
by a two-thirds vote in both Houses of Congress. 
As the northern section of the Union has in both 
branches a decided and rapidly increasing pre- 
ponderancy, that subject necessarily, for all time, 
would be under your control. : 

But you proposed the erection of all the terri- 
tory intotwo States. Without stopping to show 
that as an original proposition, totally discon- 
nected with the political question, expediency and 
justice to the great States should forbid the intro- 
duction of anew State with a population ofninety- 
two thousand, and an area of more than. three 
hundred thousand square miles, its inhabitants 
generally ignorant of our laws and our language, 
upon an equal footing with them, it is sufficient 
to say that the proposition, in the opinion of a 
majority of the southern members, was wholly 
inadmissible. There are about a score of slaves 
in New Mexico. You had no assurance that she 
would make a constitution recognizing slavery, 
much less could you impose such constitution 
upon her, You called upon us to surrender our 
right to the whole of the Territories, upon the 
barren condition of permitting, byea fresh enact- 
ment, New Mexico to do that which, by her or- 
ganic law, you already assured to her; and. the 


Nen 
own 


i security to us for the concession we were called 
: upon to make, was the bare possibility that she 


might, by her constitution, permit that to be done, 

against which you declared nature and climate 

and soil and cireamstances had pronounced. | : 
Believing the question of equality in the Terri- 


ao 
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txlessein other words, the recognition of the right 
of property in slaves-—to. be the question at issue, 
we declared that other matters, in our judgment, 
would regulate themselves when peace and har- 
mony should be restored among-us. The per- 


sona liberty. bills Were offensive to us in à degree, 
tion of the causes which had 


from the conside 
promnted tlieir enactment.” Perhaps really they 
had inflicted no very great amount’ of ‘injustice; 
but we felt them more poignantly from the reflec- 
tion that they were intended asevidences óf temper 
and resentment. Even little Vermont—away up 
in the hyperborean regions of the North, where 
an African was scarcely éver seen save the few that 
strayed thither in the summer, as certain of your 
poets had said, =- 

_ © Like the sweet south, stealing and giving odor?’— 
had thought proper to take. measures to prevent 
our. kidnapping her free citizens into slavery. 

You deny us.the right of transit and temporary 
sojourn with our slaves in all your territory, save 
in New Jersey—that people who, while ever 
ready to maintain their own rights, are so gen- 
erously forbearing of the rights ofothers, and who 
are justly entitled, and ever receive, the respect 
and veneration of their southern kindred. 

These things are all irritating. They spring 
from the one idea, hostility to slavery, and indi- 
cate, what I solemnly believe, a settled purpose 
ultimately to extinguish our institutions. do 
not charge you with any intention to interfere 
with slavery in the States directly. You dare 
not do it. You dare not. Ido not, Mr. Speaker, 
mean this in the way of threat or ménace to the 
North. 

I have no idea that that great people, for indeed 
they are'a great people, could be frightened from 
their propriety by any such base sentiment as 
fear; and if they could, I would scorn to extort 
from their fears what [ had a right to expect 
from their sense of justice. But they dare not do 
it; for such an interference would be an overt act, 
and unite our people in resistance, and disrupt 
the Union. I cannot call to mind that [have ever 
heard an intelligent man in my State express the 
opinion that you meditated such direct interfer- 
ence, But there is a future tous; and that future 
we would look to and provide for. Youlook upon 
slavery as a great evil; you will continue to war 
upon it so long as it remains a political element; 
and it, will so remain so long as you deny to us 
equality in the Territories, Settle this question 
now, fully, finally, forever, f 

Tam free to say, for my part, that I deem this 
concession, this proposed amendment as to the 
Territories, the ultimatum of a settlement. In 
honor, the South can take no less. Arrange that, 
and peace may possibly come to our country. 1 
know not, indeed, if it be possible, under any 
terms, to win back the seceding States, But let 
us do justice and perform right, and trust the con- 
sequences. Secure to us the Constitution and the 
equality of the States. These are the symbols of 
everlasting Union. Gentlemen of the North, in 
view of the dangers which threaten our yet com- 
mon country, can you rise to the height of this 
great argument, Ifyou can, now is the accepted 
time; come with us to the altar of our common 


country, and let us make there our contmon sac- | 


rifices, 

The gentleman from Massachusetts, [Mr. An- 
ams,| for whom J need hardly say I lave sincere 
respect, made a proposition which he supposed 
to be a very great concession; and coming from 
that quarter, Í look so upon it, indeed. . He pro- 
posed to amend the Constitution so that no con- 
vention hereafter called shall have the privilege 
of abolishing slavery in the States unless by unan- 
imous consent. I repeat here what [havealready 
said—T never yet met with an intelligent man in 
my State who thought for a moment that the views 
and purposes of the Republican party were to 
interfere with slavery directly in the States. We 
hold that you have no power, under the Consti- 
tution as 1t now stands, to abolish slavery. We 
will neyer yidld to any such construction; and to 
vote for that proposition as a single one, discon- 
nected with some real concession, would be to 
admit of a doubt on that point, Taken in con- 
nection with the original propositions of my 
friend from Arkansas, and those of the Senator 
from Kentucky, Tam ready to acknowledge that 
we should take it usa grateful offering from our 
brethren at the North. 


enforcement of the fugitive slave law, which has 
been made by many gentlemen from the extreme 
South. I am free to admit that, perhaps in nine- 
teen out.of twenty. cases, it has been fully and 
fairly-administered. But itis also true, that for 
every slave who has been rendered back to us 
under that law, twenty have escaped from bond- 
age,and have not been returned. Nor do I com- 
plain of your State governments for the non- 
execution of the law. I grant that noGovernment 
on earth’ can exccute a law against the wishes of 
its people. Your people, from the continued ex- 
citement which has taken place on the subject 
of slavery, have come to entertain the desire for 
its extinguishment, and that it shall be abolished 
wherever they have the power to abolish it. I 
grant that they would not resist the enforcement 
of the law; they would not do it, because such 
disturbances cost large sums of money. But, sir, 
you are under constitutional obligations to re- 
turn our slaves tous when they leave our coun- 
try and take refuge in yours; you know it; you 
cannot deny it. Your abolition orators, your 
pulpits, your forums, and your strongminded 


year afier year, to resist these constitutional 
obligations; and it is through their efforts that 
you have placed these unconstitutional laws upon 
your statute-books. They stand there, monu- 
ments of a faith worse than Punic, among north- 
ern men. When I use that expression, I refer to 
the class of men who predominate there. I know 
that you have other men, patriotic and true. 
When I look before me and behind me, or on 
either side, here in my place in this House, I see 
gallant sons of the North, who have stood up and 
battled, not for our rights, but the rights of the 
Constitution. If we are to part from them, it will 
be to us a source of unfeigned regret. They have 
had a harder task in maintaining their position 
than we have had to perform. Ours has been the 
easy task to run with public‘opinion, while they 
have had to run adverse to it, and to stem fanat- 
icism while they endured contumely. Around 
their memories shall cluster our richestaffections. 
We shall always remember them with grateful 
feelings. 

Now, sir, upon these great questions at issue 
between the North and the South, posterity will 
have to judge. We shall all of us have to sub- 
mit to the tribunal of time, a tribunal whose 
decrees are irreversible, because they are just. 
When men come to review these questions, after 
the lapse of long years, when passion has sub- 
sided and party spirit has passed away, they 
will look back with amazement at the madness 
and excitement that rules the hour. Sir, pos- 
terity will do us of the South justice. Have 
we had no cause to complain? We are here 
thirty-three States, which everybody admits to be 
sovereign; and Task whether, as sovereign States, 
confederated with you, we have not the right to 
demand at least the security which is awarded to 
foreign nations? But have we received it? Iwill 
simply refer to two or three among numerous 
instances, directly in point: An embassador of 
the United States, accredited to a foreign nation, 
isin the city of Washington. In order to reach 
the armed vessel which is to carry him to the 
ii court to whiclr he is accredited, he necegsarily 
has to pass through the great State of Pennsy!- 
|l vania. During his transit across that State; his 
slaves, held as property under the laws ofhis own 
State, are rudely and forcibly seized, The Ped- 
eral judge, an honest judge, whose name will al- 
ways occupy an honorable position in the records 
of his country, desiring to do ample justice and 


|| stole the slaves. The staves were not returned, 
and yet the great State of Pennsylvania lras never, 
by any legislative act, deplored this transaction, 
much less has attempted reparation. 

‘|| A gentleman from Virginia on his way to a 
i| distant portion of the country, passing through 
li New York, while in transitu had his slaves seized 
Il and taken from him, and to this day no redress 
| has been made by that great State, 

H. An embassador of the United States ina distant 
} country died, and his wife in bringing home his 


j 
i body to her native country, with a single domestic 


j asa nurse for an infant child, with whose services 
she could ily dispense, landed in New York, 


Ho I do.not:make the complaint in.regard to-.the. 


women, have been urgent to induce you, for || 


repair the wrong, was himself sued in the courts j 
of Pennsylvania, by the very individual who | 


when-her property was. stolen from-her, and she. 


| was left to.return to her own State of Kentucky 


as she ‘might. Kind reception to the bereaved 
matron, returning in sorrow to her native land! 
Comity, indeed, from a confederated State! 

Now, sir, if these things had occurred to Amer- 
ican citizens in any other country, either instance 
would have been cause for war. k 

Mr. HALE. ‘As the gentleman has referred to 
a transaction which took ‘place ‘in the State of 
Pennsylvania, I beg leave to correct, in one or two 
points, the statement he has made. Judge Kane, 
alleging that Mr.Williamson had made an incom- 
plete return to a writ of habeas corpus, imprisoned 
him;after which, a suit was brought againstJudge 
Kane for false imprisonment. It was a matter 
which had nothing whatever to do with the slave 
question. í f 

Mr. WINSLOW. The gentleman has stated’ 
the facts correctly, and not materially differed 


-from my statement. 


Mr. JUNKIN. I ask the gentleman’ from 
North Carolina if he is not aware that the decis- 
ion in that case was affirmed by the supreme 
court of the State of Pennsylvania ? 

Mr. WINSLOW. [did not know the fact; but. 
it is one I am glad to hear, The principal point, 
however, to which [ desired to call attention in 
that case was that the owner of the Iost negro has 
never received a dollar of reparation to this day. 
Now, sir, if we had sentan embassador to France, 
and in passing through Great Britain his slave had 
been seized and retained, and Great Britain had 
refused to make reparation, why even you at the 
North, you gentlemen, to defend whose right to 
catch codfish away down on the banks of New- 
foundland, for whose commercial privileges, we 
went to war in 1812, would have considered thisa 
matter sufficient to go to war upon with Great 
Britain. And for us, who are nations kindred to 
you in blood, when you refuse us what even the 
comity of foreign nations demands, can you, un- 
der these circumstances, expect us to remain in 
union with you? 

Mr, CURTIS. I wish to ask the gentleman 
whether he supposes that a slave taken from here 
to Great Britain would be recognized as property, 
and if taken away restored to his owner? 

Mr. WINSLOW. Isay to the gentleman that, 
if a minister was sent from the United States to 
France, and he had necessarily to pass through 
Great Britain on his way, whatever was recog- 
nized as property belonging to him under the laws 
of his country would be recognized by Great 
Britain under the laws of nations. It has been so 
recognized in numerous instances; do you doubtit? 

Mr. CURTIS. I certainly do. The British 

courts go upon the principle that every man is free 
who touches the English soil and breathes the 
English air. 
_ Mr. WINSLOW. I repeatmy proposition. If 
1t were necessary for the minister to France to 
pass through England in transitu to Russia or 
Persia, or any other Power, the seizure of his 
property, no matter what, by the Government of 
Great Britain, would be a cesus belli. It would be 
so considered by my friend trom Iowa, or any 
other who entertains like political sentiments. 

Mr. SICKLES. If the gentleman from North 
Carolina will permit me, I will state the well- 
known fact that Mr. King, of Alabama, took two 
slaves with him when he went to Paris as the 
minister of the United States. Other instances 
have occurred. I believe there is nota Government 
in Europe which would hesitate for an instant to 
protect, with all the necessary power, the prop- 
erty of any minister of the United States, or of any 
member of the legation., Ihave heard the ques- 
tion frequently discussed; and the public law is 
admitted as it is stated by the gentleman ‘from 
North Carolina. 

Mr. TAYLOR. It is a part of the public law 
of nations; and it extends so far, that a member 
of an embassy from Turkey to a Christian coun- 
try is protected in the enjoymenteven of his right 
to a plurality of wives. (Laughter.} 

Mr. WINSLOW. That has been so held 
arguendo by the court of my own State—I mean 
with reference to the plurality of wives. 

Mr, CURTIS. F know the sacred character 
and the rights of a minister; but, sir, I know of 
no instance where aman who asserted his frec- 
dom unon English ground has failed to secure it. 


! The gentleman hag referred to the case of France. 
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Mr. SICKLES, Let me make a suggestion to 
the gentleman from Towa. ‘It stands upon a prin- 
ciple; and that principle is this: that the sover- 
eignty of a nation always covers and protects the 
legation of that nation, and every member of the 
legation. In contemplation of public law, the 
minister and his legation are always under the 
flag of their nation. i 
#Mr. CURTIS. Ofcourse I understand that. 

Mr. SICKLES. Itis a violation of the flag 
and the laws and the comity of nations, to inter- 
fere with a member of an embassy. 

Mr. WINSLOW. Was there ever an embassy 
from Persia, or Turkey, or any other country in 
the world, to England, that was refused the exer- 
cise of the privileges and the use of such servants 
as they had at home? Never. To carry the doc- 
trine further, I will refer to the case of the Queen 
of Denmark, who murdered a man in her own 
building in Paris, and who was not held to answer 
for the murder. f 

Now, Mr. Speaker, let us see how we stand. 
The gentlemen on the other side deny that sla- 
very exists except by force of municipal law. 
That, I believe, is the doctrine. Here are thirty- 
three States banded together; for what ? For the 
common benefit and the general welfare; to estab- 
lish peace and domestic tranquillity at home. The 
affirmation on that side of the Housc is that sla- 
very exists only by force of municipallaw. Iso 
understand them. Suppose a vessel, going from 
my own port of Wilmington, North Carolina, to 
Charleston, South Carolina, with slavesamongst 
other cargo, is overhauled by a cruiser of the cn- 
emy; suppose the-English to be thatenemy; and 
suppose our Government makes a remonstrance 
to the English Government,and that Government 
responds that ** my officer did wrong, and I am 
willing to make reparation. I apologize for the 


insult, and I will pay for the cargo, except what | 


was in slaves; and as to them, I am informed 
there is a great party in your country calling itself 
the Republican party par excellence, and headed 
by aman named Abraham Lincoln, which party 
asserts that slaves are not property.” If that re- 
fusal were made by the English Government, what 
then would a Republican Congress do? Logi- 
cally, could, or would they, insist upon repara- 
tion? Can we stand that? Is not our property 
upon the high seas to be as much secured and 
protected by the country as your property? Yet, 
sir, by your doctrine, that slavery is only a local 
institution, having its origin only in the municipal 
law, we should be perfectly powerless, and with- 
out protection. Do you think we can stand a 
Union of thatkind? No, sir; never! never! never! 
Unless you come down from your doctrine, and 
agree that upon the highseas, wherever your star- 
spangled banner waves, and if not in all the ter- 
ritory, at least South of the line fixed for the ex- 
tension of our institutions, our property shall have 
equal rights with yours, you ought not expect us 
to remain with you. 

History must judge us in other respects. Isay 
that the position of the Republican party threat- 
ens the rights of slavery. There have been, in 
these Halls, five distinct plans pronounced b 
which slavery can be eradicated from the land. 
Mr. John Quincy Adams himself affirmed, upon 
this floor, that Congress has the power to abolish 
slavery under the treaty-making power. ‘That 
is one. 

“LT would not be understood as desiring a servile insur- 
rection; but E say to southern gentiemen, that there are Dun- 
dreds of thousands of honest and patriotie men who ¢ will 
jaugh at your calamity, and willimock when your fear coni- 
eth? F would intimidate no man ;'but J tell you there is a 
spirit in the North which will sct at defiance all the low 
and unworthy machinations of this Executive, and the 
minions of ita power. When the contest shall come; when 
the thunder shall roll, and the lightning shall flash; when 
the slave shall rise in the South; when, in imitation of 
the Cuban bundmen, the southerislaves of the South shall | 
feel that they are men; when they feel the stirring emo- 
tions of immortality; when the slaves shall feel that, the 
masters shall turn pale and tremble; when their dwellings 
shail smoke, the lovers of freedom shali stand forth and 
exert the legitimate powers of this Goverument for free- | 
dom. We shall then have constitutional power to act for | 
the good of our country, and do justice to the slave. Then | 
we shall strike off the shackles from the hands of the 
slaves”? 

This plan was through insurrection, availing | 
the General Government of the power of inter- 
ference. 

Mr. Sewarp, if the reports cf the day are to 
be believed, says that, in the settlement of this | 


Mr. Giddings, of Ohio, said: | 


question, slavery is not to be regarded; in other 
words, he draws back from. his denunciations, 
and sinks his doctrine of an irrepressible conflict. 

He has also his peculiar plans. In his Roches- 
ter speech he declares, if reported correctly, and 
I am not aware of any contradiction of the pop- 
ular version, what may be called the corollary to 
his remarks at Lansing: 

*< { will favor as long as I ean, within the limits of con- 
Stitutionai action, the decrease and diminution of African 
slavery in all the States.” i 

At Rochester: 


‘Tt is true that they [the fathers] necessarily and wisely 
modified this policy of freedom, by leaving it to the sev- 
crai States, affected as they were by different circum- 
stances, to abolish slavery in their own way, and at their 
own pleasure, instead of confiding that duty to Congress.” 
* x w * * aes * * * 


“ Rut the very nature of these modifications fortifies my 
position that the fathers knew that the two systems could 
not endure within the Union, and expected that within a 
short period slavery would disappear forever. Moreover, 
in order that these modifications might not altogether de- 
feat their grand design of a republic maintaining universal 
equality, they provided that two thirds of the States might 
amend the Coustitution,’? 


But even for him there is still a lower deep. 

In his Lansing speech he is reported as having 
said that it was his “ duty as a patriot’? to go for 
having “no Army and Navy” of the Union, be- 
cause their‘ whole object” was ‘ that slaves may 
not escape from the slave States into the free, and 
that freed or emancipated negroes in the free States 
may not enter and introduce civil war into the 
slave States, and because that, if we provoke a 
foreign enemy, the southern frontier is exposed 
to invasion from England, France, and Spain.” 
Here is an invocation of the war-making power. 

It remained for the President elect to cap the 
climax by presenting a fifth mode, reaching, in as- 
sumption of power by the General Government, 
far beyond the most dreamy conception of the 
most ultra disciple of the latitudinarian school. 
He speaks of ‘the further spread of slavery,” 
the restrictions of which will, he predicts, ‘ place 
it where the public mind will rest in the belief that 
it is in the course of ultimate extinction.” “We 
know,” says he, ‘the opening of new countries 
tends to the perpetuation of the institution, and so 
does keep men in slavery who would otherwise 
be free.”’ “ Nothing,” he again says, ** will make 
you successful, but setting up apolicy which shall 
treat the thing as wrong.” ‘This Government 
is expressly charged with the duty of providing 
for the gencral welfare. We believe that the 
spreading out and perpetuity of the institution of 
slavery impairs the general welfare. <“ To re- 
press this thing, we think, is providing for the | 
general welfare.” 

Now, will any unprejudiced mind fail to con- 
cede that here exist causes of alarm; that pru- 
dence, indeed, would dictate demands for new 
guards for our future security, and that if these 
are refused, if every effort to secure them is ex- 
hausted, if the cool, unimpassioned judgment of 
the North should refuse us reparation, we should 
be justified in the ultimate measure—secession. 
Let us listen to a voice from your own section, | 
Mr. Speaker. Mr. Fillmore said: 

« We see a political party presenting candidates for the 
Presidency and Viee Presidency setected, for the first time, 
from the free States alone, with the avowed purpose of 
electing these candidates by the suffrages of one part of the 
Union only, to rule over the whole United States. Can it 
be possible that those who are engaged in such a measure 
ean have seriously reflected upon the consequences which 
must inevitably follow in case of success? Can they have 
the madness or the folly to betieve that our southern breth- 
ren would submit to be governed by such a Chief Magis- 

? 

Ee RuppoKe that the South, having a majority of the elee- 
toral vote, should declare that they would have only slave- 
holders for President and Vice President, and should elect 
such by their exclusive suffrage to rule over us atthe North: 
do you think you would subinit to it? No; not for a mo- 
ment. And do you believe that yoursouthern brethren are 
less sensitive on this subject than you are; or less jealous 
of their rights? Ifyou do, let me tell you that you are mis- 
taken; and therefore you must see that if this sectional | 
payy succeeds, it leads inevitably to the destruction of this 
beautiful fabric, reared by our forefathers? * * *  * 
& i tell you, we are treading on the brink of a voleano, that 
is Hable, at any moment, to burst forth, and overwhelm the 
nation.” 

It will be scen, sir, that Mr. Fillmore, whose | 
career ag the Chief Executive of these States had 
given large opportunities to sound the depths of 


i public opinion, to ascertain the temper and dis- | 


entitled to great weight, took i 


day, solemnly to warn bis o 
sequences likely to flow from tl 
clares that the election of such ¢ : 
| cause the South. to’resist. “He declares: such a 

resistance would. be natural, and argues it would: - 
be justifiable. Nay, he goés further, and asserts 

boldly that, mutatis mutandis, the North would do 
that very thing the doing of which calls di 
upon the heads of the southern people'‘thé anath 
emas of the North, cager to brand a gencrous atid 
impulsive people with the’ terms’ of ‘reproach, 
so flippantly indulged in, of rebels and: traitors, 
There was a time when Warren and: Hancock 
and Adams. and Quincy were branded as trai- 
tors, and when North Carolina and South Garo- 
lina, themseives unoppressed, without cause of 
complaint against the parent Government, drew 
their swords and leaped to the defense of their 
sister. 3 PaF. Bl 

I have neither time: nor: inclination ‘to discuss 
this much mooted point of secession. “My opin- 
ions upon it are embraced ina letter from Macon, 
the good, my own countryman, written more than 
twenty-five years ago, which I take the liberty of 
incorporating in my remarks: : i 

Buck SPRING, February 9, 1933." 

Sir: J have received your lettet of the 24th ultimo. 
There can be na doubt that the United States are in a de- 
plorable situation, and that the publication of the opinion 
you desire would be useless. [thas never becu a secret, 
and always stated to those who wanted to know it. In‘the 
year 1824, the Constitution was buried in the Senate—the 
Senators who were then present will, it is believed, recal- 
lect the fact—and never afterwards quoted by me while. 
remained in the Senate. The opinions of General Wash- 
ington, Mr. Jefferson, and Governor Clinton, are known, 
but not respected. J have never believed that a State could 
nullify and remain in the Union; but I have always believed 
that a State might secede when she pleased, provided that she 
would pay her proportion of the public debt; and this right 
I have considered the best guard to publi¢ liberty and to 
public justice that could be desired, and it ought to: have 
prevented what is now felt in the South-—oppressian, ; 

The proclamation contains principles as contrary to what 
was the Constitution as nullification. . Tt is the great error 
of the Administration; which, except that, has been satis- 
factory in a high degree to the people who elected the Pres- 
ident. : 

When confederacios begin to fight, liberty is soon lost, 
and the Government as soon changed. A Government of 
Opinion, established by sovereign States for special pur- 
poses, cannot be maintained by force. The use of force 
makes enemies, and enemies eannot live in peace under 
such a Government. ; ; 

‘Lhe case of South Carolina is as different from that of 
Pennsylvania as any two eases can be. In 1816; the sys- 
tem which now oppresses the South was begun. It was 
then opposed. In 1824 the Constitution was buried. Sen- 
ators who were then in the Senate will no doubt recollect. 
(Repetition—old age will tell.) Time to quit. 

Yours very truly, NATHANIEL MACON. 
Hon. SAMUEL P. Carson. 

With six of the States it is an accomplished 
fact; and it would more avail to endeavor to ren- 
i der its further progress unnecessary, than to en- 
gage itrnice discussion as to its nature and effect, 

Bat you, as the great remedy, suggest coercion, 
Coercion! Can you for a minute suppose you 
ean force upon the South a foreign domination ? 
Do you think twelve million people, should they 
think fit to assert their independence, can be forced 
to pay tribute to you, or any other earthly power? 
You mistake the temper and the character of our 
people. Sir, history is said to be philosophy 
teaching by example. Have you read the story 
of the struggles of our fathers? Have you not 
heard how an obstinate Prince and an infatuated 
minister lost to England the priceless gem with 
which her diadem was studded ? 

Pass back to the times of the great Revolution. 
I would I had time to quote at length the able, 
common-sense view of this question of coercion, 
as expounded by the enlightened Cruger, in 1774, 
in the British Parliament—a man who, I am proud 
to say, drew his existence from the soil of Mas- 
sachusetts. I have time to quote but a single 
paragraph: : 

“ The expediency of coercive measures is much insisted 
upon by some, who, I am sorry to say, seem to ‘consider 
more the distress and difficulty into which they may involve 
the South, than the benefit they can procure from sach vin- 
dictive conduct in this country. Humanity, however, will 
prompt the generous mind to weep over severities even 
when they are necessary, And the prudent statesman will 
refiect that the South cannot suffer without injury, to the 
North. They are your customers;they consume your man- 
ufactures ; and by disturbing them, if you dy not drive them 
| out to foreign markets, you will at least disable them from 
taking your commodizies, and from inaking you adequate 
returns for what they have taken: 


| positions of the southern people,and whose opin- | 
| ions, from these causes, as well as from his ad- 


mitted intellect, prudence, and patriotism, were 


But suppose you pushed your coercion to sub- 
jegation. Supposeyour arms to have triumphed. 
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*What.ihen? “Héar, upon that point, the words 
of wisdom which fell from the lips of the patriot 
Jackson, in his Farewell Address. to our people: 

` kgf sucha struggle is once begun, and the citizens-of 
one section of the country arrayed in arms against those of 
another in doubtful conflict, let the battle result as it may, 
there will bean end-of the Union, and with it au end of 


die hopes of freedom. . The victory of the injured would ` 


not secure to them the'blessings of liberty; it would avenge 
their wrongs, but they themselves would share in the com- 


non ruin.?? . 


F cite these remarks to show.the opinion of a 
great mind:as to the probability of a reconstruc- 
tion of the Union. if blood be shed in conflict... It 
was natural that this great.man, the every pul- 
sation.of whose heart was for his. country, and 
his whole. country, should have taken a strong 
and gloomy view of the condition of things beyond 
a disruption, and-that especially upon-the occa- 
sion which led him to address the country. 
Sir, if blood be unjustly shed in this quarrel, 
believe me, all hope of reconciliation is gone. 

_. This Union, after such catastrophe, can never 
be reconstructed. Like one of those beautiful 
vases from Etruria, which has descended to us 
from remote antiquity, once broken into frag- 
ments, all the craft of the potter cannot restore it 
toits pristine integrity. No, sir; this Union can- 
not be held together by foree—by any other cohe- 
sion than that of affection. Do not rely in such 
contest upon your admitted superiority in wealth 
and population. : 

But you will have to come to invade us upon 
oursoil, Perhaps, it has been said, no instance 
ig to be found in the civilized world where a nation 
was conquered at its own door, unless betrayed 
by traitors at home, or by their own abject sub- 
mission. The southern States have not reached 
either of these points, You may come among us 
with the star-spangled banner of our once happy 
Union, around which gather rich recollections; 
hut no piece of bunting, star-and-stripe it all over 
as you may, can make us untrue to the home of 
our birth and affection. Let there be no strife 
between us, I pray you. Bat if you persist in it, 
come. on. Mut cita mors, aut læta victoria. 

Mr. Speaker, let me say a word for South Car- 
olina. Her people are our kindred in blood, 
and bear the same honored name which we do, 
She is without representation on this floor, or in 
the Senate; and L cannot suffer to pass over the 
unkind reflections upon her, the studied misrep- 
resentation of all her acts and doings, without a 
word in her defense. It is easy to accuse our 
neighbor of acts done under excitement. ‘The 
charitable mind would indeed search for excuse 
and apology for rash conducton the partof friends. 
You accuse her of precipitancy. The wrongs 
she has suffered, in common with her sisters, I 
have endcavored to portray to you. Posterity 
must judge. 

You accuse her of perfidy in seizing the forts 
in herharbor. Massachusetts revolted during the 
war of 1812. She sent embassadors here to treat 
of partition, She declared the annexation of Tex- 
as cause of dissolution; and in 1837, because the 
Governmentthought proper to collect the postages 
in change, she in solemn meeting debated, in Fan- 
euil Hall, resolutions of resistance, peaceably if 
she could, forcibly if necessary—resistance at all 
hazards. : The papers of the day treat the excite- 
Ment as fearful, threatening revolution. Indeed, 
Mr. Abbot Lawrence declared that possibly in a 
week the crew might. have to rise and forcibly 
seize the ship. Bat this was in loyal Massachu- 
setts, notin rebellious South Carolina. 

Now, ict me reverse the case. Supposea party 
came into existence upon a platform something 
like the Chicago platform, which, instead of re- 
pressing slavery in any State, should: impose it 
upon certain others, Suppose that party had tri- 
umphed s had elected its President, and hada pros- 
pernye possession of the Senate .and of this 

Touse; and suppose its forts, which command 
the city of Boston, were to be reinforeed and gar- 
yisoned by mercenary soldiers, whose intention 
was to overawe the State of Massachusetts, how 
long atime do you think would elapse before the 
people of Massachusetts would take possession 
and garrison those forts? Before you could walk 


over the Long Bridge they would take those forts; | 


and they would do right. If they did not, they 
would be unworthy of the name of those who 
threw the tea gyerboard in Boston harbor, in the 
days of the Revolution. Let me say thus much 
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in-behalf of South —a State which. has 
illustrated your political history, andgivento you 
great. statesmen, ‘‘ immortal names which were 
not korn to die,” and which has on the field of 
| arms, when the national honor was to be vindi- 
-eated, poured out-her biood like water. 

I ask you to take warning from the events 
which are rapidly occurring. [acknowledge my- 
šelf anxious to save the Union. I do not know 
that it ean be saved. Perhaps it cannot be. The 
probabilities are that it cannot be, in its former 
integrity. If it can be, it is only by securing the 
border States to you, and availing yourself of 
their influence and their example upon the Gulf 
States. I know that the apprehensive faculties 
of the North have scarcely been awakened to the 
real condition of things. 

Bat, look around you and observe these vacant 
seats. From the fretted roof which adorns this 
hall, are suspended the shields of the seceding 
States. There are glassed their emblems and 
their ensigns. I see the green palmetto of South 
Carolina, but under its shadow sits no son of 
hers. Isee the Georgian temple of liberty, but 
no son of hers guards its sacred portals. Do not 
push us too far. Do not flatter yourselves that 
we shall succumb from weakness. Much as I 
might value the honorable maintenance of the 
Union, Ihave no fears for a southern confederacy. 
The tempest may indeed howl, and the red light- 
ning glare; there may be strife and commotion in 
the political element. Occasionally, dark clouds 
may overcast the political heavens, but in the 
intervals of succession shall brightly burn those 
fifteen stars which form the Southern constella- 
tion, signs and tokens forever. 

Mr. VAN WYCK obtained the floor. 

Mr. BRANCH. Irise to a privileged motion. 
I move that the House do now adjourn. 

Mr. BOCOCK. It is nota privileged motion 
when the gentleman from New York has the 
floor. 

Mr. BRANCH. But itis a privileged motion 
before he has the floor. 

Mr. ASHLEY. Lask the gentleman from New 
York to yield to me a moment? 

Mr. CRAIGE, of North Carolina. I object. 

Mr. JOHN COCHRANE. I would, with great 

leasure, under ordinary circumstances, be will- 
ing to adjourn; but I would much rather now 
listen to the tones of my friend from New York. 

Mr. BRANCH. As gentlemen around me seem 
desirous to have the gentleman go on this even- 
ing, I will withdraw the motion to adjourn. 

r. ASHLEY. Lask the gentleman from New 
York to yield a moment? All I want is to intro- 
duce an amendment which I shall offer to the re- 
| port of the select committee of thirty-three, that 
it may be printed. 

No objection being made, 

Mr. ASHLEY introduced an amendment; which 
which was ordered to be printed. 

Mr. DAWES. Will the gentleman yield me 
the floor? 

Mr. VAN WYCK. I yield to the gentleman. 

Mr. DAWES. Imove that the House do now 
adjourn, as there is no quorum present. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore, (Mr. Bricos in 
the chair.) The gentleman from New York is 
upon the floor. 

Mr. DAWES. The gentleman from New 
York has yielded to me; and I have the floor. 

Mr. SICKLES. I object to the gentleman 
j yielding the floor. 

Mr. DAWES. The gentleman from New 
York has already yielded to me. 

The SPEAKER protempore. Docs the gentle- 
man from New York yield the floor? 

Mr. GOOCH. [rise to a point of order. The 
gentleman from New York yielded the floor to 
i my colleague without objection, and you recog- 
nized my colleague as having the floor. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair gid 
not understand the gentleman from New York 
as yielding the floor; and I now propound the 
question to him. 

Mr. SICKLES. I object. 

Mr. GOOCH. LTappeal from the decision of 
the Chair. 
| The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman 

from New York is entitled to the floor, unless he 
| yields it, 


Mr. SICKLES. I rise toa point of order. It 


Lis not competent for the gentleman from New 


York to yield the floor, unless by the unanimous 
consent ofthe House. That point was made upon 
me the other day. . 

Mr. GOOCH.. I had appealed from the de- 
cision of the Chair. X 

Mr. COX. The gentleman has not the floor 
to make an appeal: 

Mr. CONKLING. 
upon the table. . 

: Mr. COX. The gentleman from New York 
has not the floor to make that motion. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will 
recognize no gentleman, and put no motion, until 
order is restored. 

Mr. SICKLES. Irise to a point of order. 

Mr. GOOCH.. I have appealed from the de- 
cision of the Chair, [cries of “ Order 1” “Order!” 
from the Democratic side;] and I want that de- 
cided. : mes, 

Mr. SICKLES. Iraised[* Order!” “*Order!”* 
from the Republican side} the first quéstion of 
order; and I claim the attention of the Chair. I 
want to know who has the floor. 

Mr. GOOCH. Mr. Speaker-— 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. One at a time, 
gentlemen. 

Mr. GOOCH. I want my point of’ order de- 
cided before anything else is done. 

Mr, SICKLES. F call the gentleman from 
Massachusetts to order. 

Mr. GOOCH. The gentlenian himself is not 
in order. d . 

Mr.SICKLES. Iamnow calling you to order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair calle 
gentlemen to order, : : 

Mr.GOOCH. An appeal has been taken front 
the decision of the Chair; and I want that appeal 
decided. : 

Mr. SICKLES. F call the gentleman from 
Massachusetts to order. I have the floor. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair wishes 
to dispose of the question of order raised by the 
gentleman from Massachusetts. 

Mr. SICKLES. Itisto that very point I rise. 
The gentleman from Massachusetts could not 
raise a point of order when there was one already 
pending. 

Mr. GOOCH. My question was raised before 
the gentleman from New York rose at all. I took 
an appeal from the decision of the Chair, anda 
motion has been made to lay that appeal upon the 
table; and that motion has been entertained by 
the Chair. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will 
endeavor to dispose of the question of order. 
vies the gentleman from New York yield the 

oor? 

Mr. VAN WYCK. I 
from Massachusetts. 

Mr. CONKLING. I object. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The. gentleman 
from New York has a right to yield the floor; but 
the Chair does not understand whether he yields 
it or not. 

Mr. DAWES. The gentleman from New York 
has twice yielded the floor to me; and I have made 
a motion to adjourn. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will 
put the question on the motion fo adjourn. 

Mr.CONKLING. Objection was made to the 
gentleman yielding the floor. 

Mr. SICKLES. I rise to a point of order. 
The Chair having decided that my colleague had 
the floor, the gentleman from Massachusetts asked 
him to give way for a motion toadjourn. Objec- 
tion was made to my colleague yielding for that 
purpose; and I maintain that, without unanimous 
consent, my colleague cannot yield the floor for 
any motion. I cite, asa precedent for that ob- 
jection, the objection made by the other side of 
the House, the other day, to the gentleman from 
Virginia [Mr. Cuemens] yielding the floor to me, 
under similar circumstances, to offer an amend- 
ment. The whole of the other side of the House 
objected to that, and now I insist on the applica- 
tion of the same rule to them, I cite their author- 
ity as conclusive, and I object to my colleague 
yielding the floor. ` 

Mr.DAWES. I wantto know whether I have 
any rights upon this fleor, on this occasion, or 
not. [Laughter.} 

The SPEAKER. pro tempore. The Chair de- 
cides that it is competent fora member to yield 
i the floor; and if the gentleman from New York, 


_T move to lay that appeal 


yield it to the gentleman 


1861. 


_THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE: 


who is entitled to the floor, yields it, it is compe- 
tent for any member to move an adjournment. 

Mr. SICKLES. “If my colleague yields the 
floor, does he not yield it absolutely? 

The SPEAKER protempore. The Chairunder- 
Stands thatithas been the practice of the House for 
gentlemen to yield the floor for motions to adjourn. 

Mr. CURTIS. I was told yesterday that, if T 
yielded the floor to the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania, [Mr. qno must yield it absolutely. 

Mr. DAWES. The motion to adjourn is ‘not 
debatable. 

Mr.McKEAN. My colleague yielded the floor; 
and before any objection was made, the gentle- 
man from Massachusetts moved an adjournment. 
{Shouts of. Order!” * Order !??] 

Mr. McCLERNAND. I rise to a point of 
order. Itis this: it is competent for the gentle- 
man from New York to yield the floor, but he 
cannot yield it upon a contract or bargain en- 
tiling him to resume it in the morning. If he 
yields it at all, he must yield it absolutely. 

Mr. DAWES. He did not yield the floor upon 
any intimation from me that It was my purpose 
to move to adjourn. I asked him to yield the 
floor to me fora moment, observing that there 
was no quorum here. I conceived it to be my 
right to call the attention of the Chair to that fact. 
{ did call the attention of the Chair to it, and then 
I moved to adjourn. 

Mr. McCLisRNAND, There is no disagree- 
ment, then, between the gentleman from Massa- 
chusctts and myself. According to his own state- 
ment, the gentleman from New York has yielded 
the floor absolutely. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair de- 
sires to state that the fact has not yet come to the 
knowledge of the Chair that the gentleman from 
New York yields the floor. The Chair propounds 
the question to the gentleman from New York: 
does he yield the floor? 

Mr, JOHN COCHRANE. And now weenter 
an objection to his yielding it, unless he yields it 

unconditionally. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. Idid not yield the floor 
unconditionally by any means. f yielded it to 
the gentleman from Massachusetts. 


The SPEAKER protempore. According to the | 


rules, the floor cannot be yielded conditionally. 
Tt has been the practice of the House, however, 
for a gentleman having the floor at a late hour of 
the day, to yield it for the purpose of an adjourn- 
ment. But if objection is made to a gentleman 
yielding the floor, the rule is, that if he does so, 
he does it unconditionally, and waives his right 
to the floor. 

Mr. GOOCH. Now, I want the point of order 
which I raised decided. tis this: that my col- 
league asked the gentleman from New York to 


yield the floor; he did yield it; no objection was | 


made; and my colleague moved to adjourn. 

Mr. JOHN COCHRANE, Oh, wehaverubbed 
all that out, and begun again. [Laughter.] 

Mr. MeCLERNAND. We plead the statute 
of limitations against that. : 

Mr. GOOCH. Such is the fact. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair was 
not aware that that was the fact. f 

Mr. DAWES. I stated it to the Chair more 
than once. JI want to know of the Chair now 
whether I can be recognized by the Chair when 
I make a motion in order? If the House does not 
wanj toadjourn, they need not adjourn; but [have 
aright to make a motion to adjourn, and to have 
that motion put. [Cries of ‘Order t”? “ Order!?7} 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Not when an- 
other gentleman has the floor. 

Mr, DAWES. The gentleman from New York 
yielded the floor to me at the outset, and I made 
the motion. . 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Does the gentle- 
man from New York [Mr. Van Wycx] yield the 
floor? 

Mr. JOHN COCHRANE. 
yielding. i 

Mr. VAN WYCK. I have already yielded 
the floor. . ; 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Then, if the gen- 
tleman says he does not yield the floor, he will 

roceed. , 

Mr. GOOCH. He says no such thing. . 

Mr. VAN WYCK. I did not say that. 

Mr. DAWES. Is such a thing as an appeal 


I object, to his 


from the decision of the Chair in order? [Shouts 
of “Order!’?] I appeal from the decision of the 
Chair.: : ` ` 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Iam not aware 
that the Chair has made any decision. 

Mr. JOHN COCHRANE. I hope my col- 
league will be allowed to go on now. 

Mr. COX. H the gentleman from New York 
does not desire to go on now, my coffeague [Mr. 
Howarp] is willing to proceed. 

Mr. HOWARD, of Ohio. Iam willing to go 
on now, for the rcason that I desire to leave the 
ay to-morrow. : . 

‘The SPEAKER pro tempore. Does the gentle- 
man from New York yield to the gentleman from 
Ohio? we oe 

Mr. JOHN COCHRANE. I shall object to 
his yielding the floor. ~ i 

Mr. GOOCH. [rise to the point that there is 
no quorum present. 

Mr. BRANCH. The gentleman has not the 
floor to make any such point. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gghtleman 
from New York will proceed. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. This week completes the 
nineteenth anniversary of ene of the most exciting 
scenes witnessed in the American Congress. On 
the 25th day of January, 1842, John Quincy Ad- 
ams introduced the petition of forty-five citizens 
of Haverhill, Massachusetts, praying for a peace- 
able dissolution of the United States. Desiring 
that the right of petition should be recognized, he 
moved its reference to a committee, with instruc- 
tions to reportagainst its prayer. He, with nearly 
the entire North and South, was opposed to dis- 
solution. Fora few years previous to that time, 
by reason of the excitement with England and 
her colonies, and other causes, the slavery agita- 
tion was deeper and more intense than atany pe- 
riod in the history of our country. The very men 
who then could not find words sufficiently strong 
to anathematize those they called traitors, now 
seem to be courting a traitor’s doom, and madly 
rioting in a traitor’s saturnalia. The folly of 
Abolitionists did not force the South into treason 
against God and man. Efforts were then being 
made to abolish slavery in the dock-yards, arse- 
nals, and District of Columbia. Personal liber- 
ty bills existed in many of the States; New York 
had passed one in 1840. Henry A. Wise then pre- 
dicted, with as much hope of fulfillment as most 
of your prophesies at this time, that in ten years 
ablack Representative would appear in the na- 
tional Legislature. All the evils which you now 
lament existed then, and the permanency of your 
institutions in more jeopardy. Since that time, 
Florida has been added to the galaxy; Texas has 
been bought and acquired and surrendered to sla- 
very; California was obtained, and the consti- 
tution of a sovereign people placed on her mount- 
ains and valleys the royal robe of free labor, and 
planted on her brow the diadem of liberty; New 
Mexico has been acquired, and that immense 
Territory, larger than the original thirteen States, 
you have been suffered to dedicate to the ‘* pecu- 
liar institution.’? Three fourths of the territory 
acquired since 1842 has been surrendered to sla- 
very; and slave property has been steadily in- 
creasing in numbers and value. In 1850, amore 
stringent slave law was given to appcase your 
growing demands. $ 

Why, with no greater cause of complaint, were 
your people then so strongly attached to the 
Union? Woy did you then deny the power in 
Congress or the States to dissolve it? If the 
Union was an indissoluble bond then, why not 
now? 

The position we occupy on the slavery ques- 
tion, and the policy of the Government as to the 
Territories, is the same held by the fathers of the 
Republic, nearly all the statesmen of the South, 
and the Democratie party down to 1848. Because 
we entertain those views and believe in that pol- 
icy, and for no other reason, political incendiaries 
would trample upon the flag and burn the temple 
of freedom. 

On the question of dissolution we now stand 
where the people of the South and the Democratic 
party stood in 1842. Shall we now hesitate to 
stand like men where they proudly stood? And 
if fall we must, will it not be some consolation to 
fall amid such splendid ruins, because it will be 
amid the wreck of your fathers’ policy and your | 


own. we. will be ingulfed 
the North claimed to “be opp: in 
cause Congress had spurned the right 
Did you propose'a great national c 
bargain a uruce with traitors, bya barter a’ 
trayal of principle? “To some of the men whóar 
now recking with treason and conspiring. 
the freedom of man, a réference to their pastai 
and declarations might be of : pa 

When the petition referred presen 
Mr. Hopkins, of Virginia, asked “If it was 
order to burn the petition in’ presence’ of | the 
House.” ; > oe ae 

Mr. Wise, of Virginia, asked “ If it was 
order to move to censure any member présénting 
such a petition, and to move that the House do 
now proceed to inquire whether a member. has 
offered such a petition to this body, and to proceed 
accordingly, ”? ‘ oe te ie, oN 
` Mr. Merriwether, of Georgia, “Did not think 
that sucha petition should be allowed. to comè 
within the walls of this House.” 000S S00 e 

Mr. Campbell, of South Carolina,“ Did. net 
think that a petition of such « character should Ve 
thus lightly passed over.” 7” a 

Mr. Gilmer, of Virginia, resolved: 

“That, in presenting to the cousideration of this House 
a petition for a dissolution of the Union, the member from 
Massachusetts (Mr. Adams) has justly incurred: the ‘cen: 
sure of this House.” : 

Mr. Marshall, of Kentucky, moved the follow-~ 
ing resolution: 

“ Whereas the Federal Constitution is a permanent form 
of Government and of perpetual obligation, until altéred or 
modified in the mode pointed outin that instrument.” . ;* 
* * * “ A proposition, therefore, to dissolve the 
organic Jaw, is a direct proposition to each member to com- 
mit perjury, and involves the crime of high tréason 32?» * 
: > + “is a wound at the Constitution, the:ex- 
istence of the country, and the Jiberties of the people-of 
these States.” ‘ eA a 

“Tt struck him with horror, it stupefied him; 
he had not believed it possible that there could be 
men wild enough in the country, and mad enough, 
to make a proposition that the Governmentof the 
United States should terminate its own existence, 
and then to submit it to the members of ‘that 
House, inviting them to commit perjury or moral 
treason.” “Coming from any quarter, it was 
sacrilege. The Union was the only. means of 
safety and liberty.” ae 

Mr. Wise asked for a voice from. the tombs— 
that the Farewell Address of Washington might 
beheard. Afterextracts were read, he said ‘that 
the anti-slavery party was against the Govern- 
ment; was an English party. “Yes, while the Eng- 
lish Abolitionists were moving on Jamaica, and 
contemplating to make their next demonstration 
on Cuba; while they were establishing lines of a 
commercial marine, connecting England and the 
West Indies with this country, and thus opening 
the way for a military marine to follow, which, 
at the first sound of the toscin, would pour in 
armies of trained free blacks upon the whole 
South, this proposition to dissolve the Union was 
simultaneously broughtforward.”’ Canany ardent 
southerner present so formidable.a list of griev- 
ances now? ‘And how happened it that men, 
who held these sentiments, should be found bring- 
ing forward Tory plans for upturning the Gov- 
ernment?” * Tt was a British abolition disunion 
party.” Speaking of Mr Adams’s motion to re- 
port against the petition, he adds: “ What did 
that amount to? o more than this, that it was 
not expedient to dissolve the Union just at this 
time; not yet; not now. They had not yet lost 
all their love for that Union seeoumiendea by the 
Father of his Country.” “ This very ex-Pres- 
ident was the v@y man who, for the first time, 
invited the Congress of the United States to re- 
ceive, discuss, deliberate upon, a proposition to 
break the union of the States. It pointed to that 
which, should God spare his life, he expected. to 
witness before ten years passed over his head— 
the election of a black Representative to a seat on 
that floor. English influence at home and abroad 
was in league to dissolve this Union.” ** Go on; 
you shall have your reward. Go on with this, 
your moral treason, and carry it so far as to. come 
within Chief Justice Marshall’s decision in. Burt’s 
case; and you shall get your hemp... There were 
no dissolutionists in his section of the country. 
If they dared to show their faces in his section, 
they would mect with a very speedy and a very 
summary disposal.” So spoke Henry A. Wise, 
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how one of the leaders of this organized armed 
rebellion. : z 

“Mr: Underwood, of Kentucky, said: “They 
had no right to dissolve this Union; but were 
bound to sustain.it. Because he knew that to dis- 
solve the bonds of this Union, and separate the 
different States com posing this Confederacy, mak- 
ing the Ohio river the linc, and Mason and Dix- 
on’s line the boundary, he knew, as-soon as that 
was done, slavery. was done in Kentucky, Mary- 
land, anda large portion of Virginia, and it would 
extend to all the States south of this line. The 
dissolution of the Union was. the dissolution of 
slavery”. : f 

«Mr. Botts, in his remarks, stated that a similar 
resolution, some three or four years ago, was pro- 
pared bý a member from South Carolina. r 

ilam Butler, of that State, desired to know to 
whom he referred; he replicd Mr. Rhett, Mr. 
Rhett then disclaimed any serious intention inthe 
resolution, that “ he only proposed itas an amend- 
ment toa proposition to abolish slavery in. the 
District ofČolumbia; that he had no expectation 
of passing it or taking a vote on it.” 
outh Carolina talks very much of status quo 

just now. What was her status quo in 1842? 

Mr. Marshall further said: ‘You may dissolve 
—God in his mercy forfend that you ever should. 
But you will never do it but by foree. Never! 
Never!” “ Will they tell the American people 
that the people of Massachusetts have a right to 
dissolve their Union? lt is the detestation of the 
South to abolition that makesher a unionist. And 
it is the love of the North for abolition that has 
brought her in favor ofdissolution.”’ ** It goes be- 
yondsouthern nullifiers. The convention that sat 
at Columbia never took the ground that Congress 
had power to dissolve the Union.” 

Our case is here fully made out, and the argu- 
ment exhausted. Your own men have proved 
that neither Congress nor the States can dissolve 
this Union, save by force; and when you have 
already commenced that process, you leave us 
only one course—to oppose force by force. You 
have driven us to the wall; and we will not, we 
cannot, surrender. We are told that a removal 
_of the cause of danger will produce peace. But 
what is the cause? You say slavery agitation, 
In that you stop one degree short of the real cause 
which is slavery itself. Now, will you exer- 
cise an enlarged patriotism by removing the cause 
of danger? You may have an open powder mag- 
azine on a public thoroughfare of the world. Will 

ou quarrel with every traveler who carries a 
Eghte taper whenever his convenience or wants 
require? Better close your deadly magazine, and 
remove it from the tread of men. Wedo not ask 
this. We only insist that you shall not with it 
curse the common Territories of the nation. You 
do not pretend that your institution is endangered 
in the States. True, you sometimes lament about 
personal liberty bills, and the tardy execution of 
the fugitive slave law. $ 

The attempted prohibition of slavery in the Ter- 
ritories is the real cause of complaint. The con- 
dition ofall the Territories we now own is settled, 
and we had hoped the inordinate desire to plun- 
der our weak neighbors was subdued. But, mark 
what the Vice President, and one of the defeated 
candidates for the Presidency, in a letter to the 
Governor of Kentucky, January 6, 1861, says: 
“The Southern States cannot afford to be shut 
off from all possibility of expansion_towards the 
tropies by the hostile action of the Federal Gov- 
ernment.” Let us not be deceived; this key un- 
locks the southern mind and passions. Dreams 
of Cuba, Mexico, the Central and South American 
States, festoon the bloody machinations of south- 
ern traitors, as they rendered gorgeous the un- 
holy schemes of Burr and his confederates. In one 
breath you groan at the evils suffered from the 
Union and the Federal Government, although 
nearly the whole time from its existence it has 
been in your hands or subject to your control. 
In the next, you boast of your great wealth and 
power; of the spread of your dominions; the in- 
crease in the number and value ‘of your slaves; 
the great overshadowing omnipotence of cotton. 
A few days since, you sought to demonstrate that 
northern wealth and commerce, French industry, 
and British enterprise, depended upon a few slave- 
holders. The gentleman from Virginia [Mr. Gar- 
NETT] boastingly pointed to the time, in a few 


; you stop, coldl 


decades, when.the slave population would number 
thirty million. i f 

I stop not here to prove the divinity of freedom 
or the Sespotisin of slavery. With your cannon 
pointed at the Capitol, and your bayonets almost 
at our breasts, it is no time to argue abstract prin- 
ciples, neither on our knees to supplicate for life. 
Atall timeggon a question of freedom, man should 
be right from instinct. Would you take a man 
by the sounding sea to hear the sullen roar of its 
waters, or stand himupon the yawning gulf, down 
which volcanic fires madly rage, or dart their sul- 
phureous fumes and hissing front into the vale be- 
ow? Would you place him in the smiling val- 
ley, teeming with the fruits of autumn, radiating 
the cheering sunshine of mid-day or the mellow 
moonbeams of evening; or from the bold mount- 
ain. summit, beyond the reach of culture’s hand 
or nature’s growth, where the dew of evening or 
the rain of morning only gives life to the stunted 
pine and oak, where the cagle builds his eyrie, 
and thacrest wreathed in perpetual snow? Would 
to reason with such aman the 
existence of a divine Creator? So, when you take 
aman, and stand him by the great ocean of hu- 
manity, where he bends his ear to catch the surg- 
ing wail of oppression and want; when he stañds 
over the yawning volcanic fires which despotism 
has created and is endeavoring to conceal; or in 
the little valley of human happiness, full of sun- 
shine and peace; or high up on the dreary mount- 
tain of oppression, where scarce a green thing 
may grow, where the sunshine of life, its dews 
and rains, make desolation more desolate; will 
you pause to argue the divinity of man’s free- 
dom, or prove his inherent right to himself? 

But we have now to deal with facts, not fancies; 
realitics, not theory. We supposed that we lived 
in a Republic where free white men regulated its 
action and controlled its destiny; that it was a 
Government of the people for the people. For 
three fourths of a century we have grown in 
wealth, numbers, and power, although you claim 
to have suffered from multiplicd wrongs. South 
Carolina, in one of her many declarations of in- 


‘dependence, says it has been going on for seventy- 


four years. Quite likely; our fathers commenced 
acrusadcagainst slavery even inthe colonial state; 
they renewed it in the Declaration of Independ- 
ence, and continued it after the adoption of the 
Constitution, in its almost immediate abolition in 
one half the States of the Union. And now you 
scandalize the memory of the revolutionary pa- 
triots, who hewed the pathway to national great- 
ness through rivers of blood, with fireand sword, 
by charging that the only motive for unchaining 
the slave was the sordid and base consideration 
that slavery would not pay. | 

Grant, if you please, that slavoryis right: what 
then? You say that the Territories belong to the 
people of the whole country. Shall not they who 
own it control it? Isitunsafe to intrust their des- 
tiny with the sovereign people of the Republic? 
The majority, constitutionally expressed, must 
govern. What do you mean when you talk of 
the brute force of majorities, which is manifested 
without force, and exercised without violence? 
Is that not safer than the brute force of a minority? 

You say you are excluded from settling in the 
Territories. Notso. Ofyour eight million pop- 
ulation, scarce three hundred thousand are owners 
of slaves. The hearthstones of many solitary 
cabins, far away towards the light of the setting 
sun, are cheered by the songs which the emigrant 
learned in his southern home. Your seven mil- 
lion five bundred thousand population who have 
nat the advantages of negro property can cross 
the dark line which slavery rears, and not be com- 
pelled to work in the furrow wet with the sweat 
of the slave. ‘This very day, is not a fair propor- 
tion of the population of that country—of which 

sT was said, that far through the forest wild, 
And over the mountains bold, 
Wasa land whose rivers and darkening cares 
Were gem’d with the purest gold”— 

men reared in a southern clime? Let me illus- 
trate: a poor boy was born in Kentucky; not to 
an inheritance of wealth and slaves, but entitled 
to the privileges of that immense territory over 
which your fathers said the dark wing of slavery 
should never be spread. He removed to Iliinois; 
by industry carved out for himself reputation, 
honor, and greatness; and now stands a living 
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embodiment of the principles. we .profess—the 
lawfully elected President of the. United States. 
Will Kentucky this day say that the ordinance 
of Jefferson, excluding slavery from the great 
Northwest, prevented her citizens from enjoying 
its benefits, or aspiring to the highest offices in 
the gift of a free people? : 

The policy of the dominant party must pre- 
vail. In 1820, the policy of the dominant and 
slaveholding party said slavery should not go 
north of 360 30°; in 1854, you reversed that pol- 
icy, and the dominant party said that slavery 
should have a struggle with freedom north of that 
line, and that free labor or slave labor should be 
baptized in fire and blood on the plains of Kansas. 
We submitted to the brute force of majorities 
then, In 1856, you claimed that your Nebraska 
bill was sustained by the people; and the whole 
patronage of the Government, the Treasury and 
sword of the nation unsheathed to subdue us, we 
submitted to the brute force of majorities then, 
Mr. Doveras told you that by his theory of pop- 
ular sovereignty you had acquited New Mexico 
to slavery; we submitted to the brute force of 
majorities then. We never made any ruffian’s 
threat or braggart’s boast; only waiting for an- 
other expression of the will of the American pco- 
ple. And now, in the same spirit with which you 
demand the right to convert men into merchan- 
dise, you talk of dismembering a great Republic 
and establishing empires. Do gentlemen so scri- 
ously mistake the nature of our Union? The 
Amphyctionic council, the Achæan and Ionian 
league, the Swiss and Italian Republics, like the 
first Confederation of our fathers, were but States 
in alliance; ours is a Union of the people. The 
Constitution itself shows by whom Made and for 
what purpose. We, the people, not the States, 
for the purpose of a more perfect union. The 
power that created can alone destroy. 

The question is not now, shall the African be 
a slave? but, shall the white freemen of the nation 
control the Government? Shall I, my constit- 
uents, my State, my section, pass under the yoke, 
and grant a willing submission to a power which 
yields to no reason, is controlled by no Consti- 
tution, guided by no laws? 

Weare told that we must submit because we 
have been misrepresented at home and abroad; 
because southern people, in their blind infatuation, 
believe that we intend to overrun, devastate, and 
destroy, the southern States, and liberate their 
slaves by force. Jam not disposed to humiliate 
myself to excuse or atone for another’s folly. 
We are not responsible for the ignorance of your 
people. We have neither created nor contributed 
to it.” You suffer papers filled with the ultra doc- 
trines of Garrison to be circulated, while those 
which are exponents of Republican principles are 
consigned to the flames. Southern and northern 
orators have willfully and wickedly misrepresent- 
ed our purposesand objects. You have been arous- 
ing and alarming the worst passions of your peo- 
ple, and now you say you cannot control them. 

ou have sown the wind; now yourselves reap 
the whirlwind. You have created the storm; now 
bend yourselves before its fury, or break. While 
you have lashed the angry waves into threatening 
billows, you ask us to cut away our masts and 
scuttle our ship, so that you may enjoy one wide- 
spread ruin. You are now cxultant over the 
destruction you are hoping to produce. 

“ Like the moonbeams on the blasted heath 7 
Mocking its desolation ?-— 
you are striving to prevent the fulfillment of the 
prediction made by the Bishop of Cloyne more 
than a century ago, when speaking of this vast 
continent: 
“ Time’s noblest empire is the last.” 

You have been shorn of your strength by your 
own Delilah; and now in your blindness would 
wrap your arms around the pillars of the Repub- 
lic and perish in its ruins. 

But four northern allies are atoning for their 
work of folly by branding their own falsehoods, 
Ought not this to remove apprehension from the 
minds of your people? You trusted them to be- 
lieve their falsehoods.. Why not believe them 
when the dangers they have produced and the 
fears they have excited are extorting from them 
an honest confession? If you will not hear Moses 
and the Prophets, you would not be convinced 
though one rose from the dead. 
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This hour witnesses the fulfillment ofall we have 
predicted as to the-encroachments and demands 
ofslavery. From coercing the labor of one race, 
at places its hand on our. throat, and, in the lan- 
guage of the highwayman, demands our money 
or our life, our Government or dur principles. Do 
they. fail to see that, when this institution is car- 
ried to the Territories, the freemen of the North 
are driven from it? 

Whata commentary upon this institution, that, 
like the Upas tree, every green leaf and flower of 
those rights which exalt man and dignify his ex- 
istence, must perish beneath its shadow. A few 
days since, when the gentleman from Georgia 
was delivering his valedictory, and presenting his 
grievances to the world, he said they could not tol- 
erate that white men like Sumner should address 
southern audiences; and that freedom of the press 
and circulation of printed matter could not be al- 
lowed in his State; and, for fear the incoming Ad- 
ministration should exercise its power to prevent 
the rifling of the mails in southern States, where 
we pay from the Treasury $2,500,000 for their 
transportation, he gave notice, in advance, that 
they would commit treason and destroy the Union. 
Can the enormity of the slave power be presented 
in any stronger light? This very day, beneath 
the shadow of hoary oppression, and at the foot 
of thrones covered with the dust of centuries, free 
speech and free press begins to grow and flourish. 
Yet the American Republic, at the peril of its ex- 
istence, is forced to extend a system more des- 
potic than tyranny: and more dogmatical than 
priestcraft. 

The popular sovereignty candidate for the 
Presidency, after the humiliating boast that he 
could travel through the South unharmed, adds 
that Abraham Lincoln was born in Kentucky— 
the graves of his parents were there—but he dare 
not visit them. Dare not! Is that the language 
to address to American citizens? ‘That little sen- 
tence contributed more to the election of Lincoln 
than the speeches of all his friends. If that were 
true, freemen could feel and understand its force; 
and the quiet, though stern, men of the nation 
would naturally inquire upon what principles the 
Government was being administered. Dare not 
go by the graves of his fathers! A man born in 
Kentucky, with no brand on his brow, and no 
stain on his soul, pure and upright in all the 
relations of life, charged with no crime against 
the laws of God and man, darenot travel through 
what he boasts to call his country, to plant flow- 
ers or shed tears upon the graves of his ances- 
tors! And you coolly say we must have no Gov- 
ernment to protect such men. Kentucky has 
spurned the demagogue, and now she repudiates 
his libel. 

Now, you ask us to compromise. What have 
we to concede? We have done you no wrong, 
and propose none. You have been compromising 
for years, until you yourselves have often told us 
the day for compromise was past. You com- 
promised in 1850, and called it a finality. You 
compromised in 1854 by violating a sacred com- 
promise, called that a finality, and said yor had 
removed the agitation out of Congress. T'he only 
finality we have had for years, we had at the 
ballot-box the 6th day of November last. True 
to your instincts, you are trying to set aside that 
finality that you may renew agitation. You pro- 
pose now to lay your hands upon the ark of the 
covenant our fathers set up; to amend the Con- 
stitution; to give you greater guarantees for sla- 


very than the States exacted when each held | 


slaves. You have suggested no compromise that 
does not involve submission and surrender on our 
part. You have proposed no plan which concedes 
anything to the North. You ask us to admit the 
truth of your charges against us, by a declaration 
in the Constitution, that we will never steal your 
slaves or deprive you of your rights. Of what 
avail would that be if your present position 1s 
correct, that one State, however insignificant, can 
destroy the whole fabric? You who have vio- 
lated the Constitution and set the laws at defiance, 
are demanding constitutional guarantees that we 
will do neither! Will you tell what concessions 
you propose tothe North? Do you propose any 
additional security for the protection of the life 
and liberty of the northern man in the slave States? 
Additional security for the sacred right of. prop- 
erty, when that property consisis in books on 


i ity for the freedom of speech and press, already 
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j we may acquire north of that line. 


| cision of the Supreme Court to that effect, when | 
j you suddenly discover that the Constitution is | 


i establish sectional lines. Jn 1820 you establish || 


| victims will rise before them, and not down at 


j million human beings to have no hearthstones 
| around which the affections may cluster. 


| wherein Delaware and Florida can equal New 
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political, moral, or religious subjects not. having 
your approbation? That you will not banish the 
cottage Bible from your realm because, its com- 
piler may be opposed to slavery? Any secur- 


supposed to be secured by the Constitution? 

You say you concede to freedom north of 360 
30’: thatisno concession. We bought thatright 
in 1820, when we received Missouri as a slave 
State-intothe Union. You forced that right from 
us in 1854, and then we conquered it through the 
strife and blood of a civil war; so that we have 
already a double title—first by purchase, and then 
by conquest. But you yield to freedom all that 
We never 
can obtain any more. Canada and the British 
possessions will never be ours. All our future 
acquisitions, if any, must be south of that line in 
the direction of the tropics, and you demand its 
unconditional surrender to slavery. Under the de- 
lusion of a compromise you seek to betray us into 
a surrender to the very men who -are compact- 
breakers, and who claim that a compromise, to 
which the faith of the nation was pledged, had no 
sacredness beyond an ordinary act for the collec- 
tion of the revenue or the establishment of a post 
route. You have for years been telling us that 
all geographical lines were sectional and danger- 
ous to the peace and stability of the Union, en- 
tirely unconstitutional; finally, you obtained a de- 


unconstitutional, and you seck its amendment to 


the Missouri Jine to save the Union; in 1854 you || 
destroy it to save the Union; and now, in 1861, 
you can see the salvation of the Republic only 
through its reéstablishment and perpetuity, with | 


the new and startling condition annexed, that i! 


slavery must be forever protected in all our future 
acquisitions. No wondergentlemen are regretting 
its destruction; no wonder ghosts of murdered 


their bidding; no wonder, they should strive to 


banish the apparition of the bloody hand, and men |, 
| Jike the Senator from I}inois should desire to act 
| as though they had never uttered a word or cast 


a vote. 

Your unholy crusade, therefore, against the 
Union, is to extend the area of slavery. For that 
purpose you invoke the God of battles, when your 
system ignores all His attributes and defies the 
spirit of His teachings. You talk of the sacredness 
of your homes, when for years you have been 
despoiling the homes of thousands, and suffer four 


You 
talk about the recollection of wives and children | 
to nerve your arm, when your system destroys 
the relation of husband and wife, and violates the 
holiest tie of parent and child. You talk of re- 
construction. Believe it not. The compromises of 
the present Constitution once lost, you never can 
regain. Think you another Senate can be formed 


York and Pennsylvania? Another House of Rep- 
resentatives wherein you will be allowed twenty 
Representatives on account of your property in 
man? You are now opposed to the Army and 
Navy, because you boldly assert that an enforce- 
ment of the laws means a coercion of the States. 
You were willing to vote millions to transport 
troops and provisions two thousand miles, over 
prairie and desert, to coerce our brethren in Utah 
when you said they were in rebellion to the Gov- 
ernment. You sent the Army into Kansas to 
subdue the freemen inthe North. You have used 
the Federal troops to enforce the fugitive slave 
law. When John Brown, with as much authority 
to seize the property of the nation as you possess, 
took the arsenal at Harper’s Ferry, the marines of 
the United States were sent to its rescue. You 
dreaded not then its despotic power. The camp 
had no terrors. The plume of the soldier and the 
gilded trappings of the officer did not fill you with | 
disgust. You oppose coercion; yet, by force of 
armed men, you seize the forts and navy-yards 
of the United States, and trample the stars and 
stripes in the dust. oH 
I desire not to preserve this Union at the point jj 
of the bayonet; but we do not mean to be driven |j 
from it by force. If you desire a peaceable seces- || 
sion, why do you not seek it? A convention of li 


the: pall of desolation over the Jand; strike down 
the last home-of the oppressed; the'last hope of 
freedom, for the purpose of extending,in thename 
of liberty, and under the ‘shield of: religion, the 
institution of slavery. Phe gentleman:from Ma- 
ryland, [Mr. Harris,} who has- just taken ‘his 
seat, appeals tous most earnestly to make some 
compromise to save the Union. Why not appeal 
tothe men who are laboring for its destruction?’ As 
well stop the bold fireman who isheroically strug- 
egling with the flames, instead of seizing the incen- 
diary who applied the torch to the temple. We 
desire not the destruction even of South Carolina. 
Jewish history, which you so much venerate, ad- 
monishes us that they had a. South Carolina in 
their confederacy, and she seceded... After three 
severe battles, the disunionists were exterminated. 
The conquerorsindulged in no shouts of victor 
but ‘came to the house of God, and abode there 
till even, before God, and lifted up their voices. and. 
wept sore; and said: O Lord God of dsrael, why 
is thiscome to pass in Israel, that there should be 
to-day one tribe lacking in Israel?” ; 

If the people consent, let the cotton States de- 
part. Then let us vote millions to purchase the 
slaves of the border States as fast as either. of them 
may desire to sell; then, let us purchase for them 
a home in Central America, where, by our foster- 
ing care, we may rear them to habits of industry 
and good government, and, in a measure, atone 
for the injury and injustice ages of oppression 
| have heaped upon them. i 

An intelligent correspondent of the New York 
Herald furnishes that paper the following figures: 
Slavery in Maryland has decreased 6,0U0.m the 
last decade. There are in that State 80,000 slaves; 
which, at $500 per head, would only amount to 
$40,000,000. A duty of ten per cent, on the 
$400,000,000 of annual imports would pay for 
them in a single year. Baltimore would soon rivat 
Philadelphia as a manufacturing city, and Mary- 
land would be converted into a garden to šuoply 
the wants of northern cities. Delaware has only 
2,000 slaves. One million dollars would indem- 
nify the owners, and make her a free State. Mis- 
souri has but 100,000 slaves. Fifty million dollars 
would pay for them, and make her rival Hlinois 
in wealth, population, and improvement. Thus 
i less than §100,000,000 would rid them all of an 
| institution for which neither their climate. nor 
| products are suited, and bestow on them the ad- 
vantages of free labor. 

You also insist upon dissolving the Union be- 
cause some men believe that slavery will finally 
| pass from the earth. Who that has faith in God 
| does not believe that in the end all forms of op- 
pression willdisappear? Continued struggles for 
| thousands of years, offering up millions :of lives 
and oceans of blood, have not yet solved ‘the 
problem of the white man’s deliverance. :-Man 
for ages was as blind as the unthinking horses 
the mind in its crude development revealed not 
to him the secret of his power, nor hisrightdivine 
| to a free manhood, as of stern justice, uprising 
from the innate intelligence within him.. Had it 
been otherwise, the throne and he who sat on it 
would have been powdered in the dust; nor longer 
would the. body have submitted to stripes: and 
chains, nor the spirit flapped its wings against 
bonds and prison walls in its soarings to be free. 
The wild democracies of Greece would have made 
liberty calm and tranquil as a summer sea, and the 
turbulent republics of the Swiss cantons would 
have humbled the proud palaces of Europe before 
the stern and steady tramp of enlightened. frec- 
men. Everywhere we sympathize for the op- 

ressed, and hope for. their deliverance. Mr. 

Yancey, in a pper in New York city, last Octo- 
ber, said the Russian serf had the right to revo- 
lution, Every man can run. the parallels. .In 
the late heroic struggle for Italian nationality and 
unity, were we not allowed to breathe the prayer 
that from her baptism of blood the sun of ani- 
versal freedom might break forth and light man’s 
pathway with a brightness as clear and beautiful 
and free ag that which tinged her mellow: waves, 
beamed in beauty upon her valleys,and fringed 
the brown summits of her towermg mountains: 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


January 29, 


>: We believe the time must comé when the white 
Face will be free and the African no longer a slave. 
Do-you now: propose to- retard the civilization of 
the world for centuries and to turn back the hands 
on: the dial-of -liberty ? Would ‘you inaugurate 
the time when beneath shadows of the monuments 
reared in freedoms cause the -watch-fres will 
ease to burns € when the patriot mother; nursing 
her half-famished infant, will startle at the hoot 
of ‘the owl-or the rustling of the raven’s wing?” 
God grant you: may never accomplish s0 much. 
I. would-rather hope for returning reason, or even 
avenging: justice, and patiently await the time 
when s ; 
“Freedom, hand in hand with labor, 
Walketh strong and. brave; 
“On the forehead of his neighbor 

. : No man writeth, ‘slave P» 

`“Fsaid last winter, I repeat now: Iwill institute 
no-comparison between the North and the South 
‘as to numbers or natural courage. Read the les- 
sons of history, and learn from them of those who 
have been reared: ** where nature’s heart beats 
strong and high amid the hills.” You may widen 
and deepen the gulf between freedom and slavery; 
but can you vainly hope to bridge the Hellespont 
or canal Mount Athos? 

The principles of our fathers we will everadore 
as “ tokens upon our hands” and as “ frontlets 
between our eyes,” You may shatter the Union; 
but the holiest association for ages to come will 
gather around and ‘garnish its ruins. . The travel- 
stained pilgrim in liberty’s cause will, through all 
time, weep its overthrow. 

“Like the vase in which roses have once been distilled; 
You may break, you may ruin, the vase, it you will ; 
But the scent of the roses will hang round it still.” 

You may destroy our temple, but, like the sacred 
oltve on the Acropolis, the burnt stump will im- 
mediately put forth a “fresh shoot, a cubit in 
length.” 
which periodically you will cxact a tribute of 
prineiple? Can you not be satisfied with the 

olden fleece; but will you carry off some Medea 
Besides? Pursue not so far that, like Aristome- 
nes, you may lose your shield, and there may 
be no case of Trophonius in which to find it. 

Let us be true to the Constitution, the Union, 
and the laws; let us no longer sepulcher dreams 
that are dead; and the rainbow of promise will 
arch again for us, and the visions of night once 
more be gilded with glory. 

I think I can sce the ‘finger of the Almighty 
moving on the troubled waters. Men and nations 
will do but Jittle in warring against His decrees, 
orcompromising His judgments. Reckless threats 
or idle boasts of your power and courage will 
avail nothing. The gentleman from Virginia ex- 
ulted that Leonidas and his three hundred Spar- 
tans were slavcholders. He may yet learn that 
a people can possess the vices and evils of one 
generation without attaining to their valor and 
greatness. Remember that his armis strong whose 
cause is just. The slaves of the Greeks were of 
the white races, of those captured in war, with 
whom they compromised by giving slavery instead 
of death. At that period of the world, the Ethio- 
pian was highly csteemed. The Grecian said 
‘the was of swarthy complexion from his neigh- 
borhood to the sun, was a favorite of the gods, 
and sometimes honored by visits from the celes- 
tials.” Peter fultered in the path of duty, and fell. 
Christ refused to compromise, and established His 
divinity. Like Peter, weare erring. If anything 
could seduce us from the integrity of our faith, 
it would be to strike hands over the altar of our 
common liberties with noble patriots at the South 
and-on this floor, who, feeling that they have a 
country to save and aGod to serve, have rebuked 
disunion. and. branded treason. 

All hail the gallant State of Kentucky, peering 
like a rock in mid-ocean, unshaken by wind and 
wave, beating back the mad, tempestuous billows! 
Your gallant Holt unmasked treason at the capi- 
tal, and your noble Anderson sustained your honor 
and ours at FortSumter. Land of the dark and 
bloody.ground,” whose name kindles glorious 
associations and holy memories! Brave, loyal 
men of Kentucky; you of the “lion. heart and 
eagle eye” havegivena new augury thatthe Union 
must be preserved in fadeless immortality. Come 
not as supphants, nor with arms in your hands, 
but as you are coming, with the simple garland 
of olive on your brows, and hearts glowing with 


Have you some modern Minotaur, for | 


love for the Constitution and laws of your coun- 
try; make known your grievances;and the nation 
will rise. up with one accord to-do you justice. 
Do such a people wrong? Never! Southern men 
-who: have made this charge against us will bethe 
first to renounce it.. No, sir; the least of the rights 
of Kentucky under the Constitution can never be 
taken or attempted to be taken from her. Should 
her rights be invaded, thousands of northern 
swords would leap from their scabbards, and 
every free State would feel proud to furnish men 
and treasure in her defense. 

The great commoner sleeps wellon yourbosom, 
and you are determined that his grave shal] never 
be moistened with brothers’ blood, and over his 
tomb. shall never be heard the battle-shock of 
brothers in conflict. You venerate his memory, 
and cherish the sentiments he uttered-in the Senate 
Chamber in 1850, when Georgia was threatening 
to secede from the Union; when he said: 

“Now Istand here in my place, meaning to be unawed 
by any threats, whether. they come from individuals or from 
States. 1 should deplore as much as any man that arms 
Should be raised against the authority of the Union, either 
by individuals or by States. But after all thathas occurred, 
if any one State, ora portion of the people of any State, 
choose to place themselves in miliary array against the 
Government of the Union, I am for trying the strength of 
the Government; I am for ascertaining whether we have a 
Government or not—practical, efficient, capable of main- 
taining its authority and upholding the powers and interests 
which belong toa Government. Nor, str, am I to be alarmed 
or dissuaded from any such course by intimations of the 
spilling of blood. If blood isto be spilt, by whose fault is 
it? {t will be the fault of those who choose to raise the 
standard of disunion and endeavor to prostrate this Govern- 
ment. And, sir, when that is done, so long as it pleases 
God to give me a voice to express my sentiments, oranarm, 
weak and enfeebled as it may be by age, that voice and 
that arm will be on the side of my country, for the support 
of the general authority, and for the maintenance of the 
powers Of this Union.” 


The true men of Kentucky need have no fears of 
their brethren in the North; but had they, to their 
devotion and nobility almost any concessions 
would be yielded thata brave, loyal people ought 
to ask of brave, loyal brethren. 

We have been told by Senators that some of 
thesouthern States are on the war path, and, while 
they are brandishing the tomahawk and scalping- 
knife, about converting the warfare of opinion into 
a contest of blood; while the Catalines of the na- 
tion are conspiring in the Capitol to destroy the 
liberties of the people and the powers of the Gov- 
ernment; while treason has been flaunting in the 
departments of the Administration,and our proud 
ensign, which has commanded the fear of hostile 
nations and the respect of all the world, defiantly 
insulted, we are called upon to compromise with 
rebels, with cannon pointed at us stolen from the 
nationalarsenals. For myself,sir,never! Iwould 
rather perish on the threshold of this Capitol, 
defending the stars and stripes which float over 
it, than vote, at such a time, for any compromise 
involving a sacrifice of principle. You your- 
selves would despise a people who would exhibit 
the cowardice to retreat in the face of an armed 
and threatening foc. The true men of the North 
and South. will rally round that standard shect, 
determined to defend and protect it from enemies 
without and foes within. Some stars on its glit- 
tering fold may dart off into a comet’s wandering 
or a meteor’s flight, but they will find they shine 
not so brightly in any other constellation. 

In the madness of the hour, you sing no more 
our national ballads. ‘*'The Star-Spangled Ban- 
ner” and ‘ Hail Columbia,” which for years have 


inspired glowing patriotism, no longer kindle in | 


your hearts the holy emotion of freedom. You 
sing now the more incendiary Marseilles. Be- 


ware lest, while you sing, your slaves may learn 
to act its poetry— 
“But man is man, and who is more? 
Then sball they longer lash and goad us? 
` O, Liberty! can man resign thee, 
Once having felt thy generous flame? 
Can dungeon bolts and bars confine thee, 
Or whips thy noble spirit tame 2? 


No loyal American, whatever his individual or 
sectional grievances, can wantonly dishonor the 
flag of his fathers. His heart will cling to itin the 
spiritof Ruth, when she said to Naomi, Whither 
thou goest, I will go; and where thou lodgest; 1 
will lodge; thy people shall be my people, and 
thy God my God. Where thou diest will Í die; 
and there will I be buried.’’ 

When the passion of the hour subsides, and 


ł 


reason leads to a calm reflection, you will say, 
with us: 


‘eis the flag of America, it floats over the brave; 
*Tis the fairest unfurled on the land or the wave 5 
But, though brightest in story and matchless in fight, 
Tis the herald of mercy as well as of might. 


‘In tho cause of the wronged may it ever he first, 
Where tyrants are humbled, and fetters are burst; 
Be justice the war shout, and dastard is he 
Who would scruple to die neath the flag of the free. 


During the delivery of Mr. Van Wycn’s speech, 


‘the following proceedings took place: 


At the close of the first sentence, 

Mr. GOOCH said: I-risé to'a point-of order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Does the gen- 
tleman from New York yield? 

Mr, GOOCH. Irise to a point of order. 1 
submit that the gentleman from New York is not 
in order. 

Mr. BURNETT. You cannot get the floor for 
that purpose, 

Mr. GOOCH. 
point of order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman 
will state his point of order. 

Mr. GOOCH. The sentence just uttered is 
gisrespectful to the House. [Laughter.] That 
1s my point of order. 

Mr. BRANCH. The objectionable words must 
be reduced to writing, 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman 
from Massachusetts:raises the question of order, 
that the remarks of the gentleman from New York 
are disrespectful to the House. 

Mr. GOOCH. And the ota {Laughter.} 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair over- 
rules the point of order. 

Mr. GOOCH. I appeal from that decision. 

Mr. BRANCH. Let us understand this. If 
the gentleman from New York is out of order, 
then he cannot proceed without unanimous con- 
sent, 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman 
from New York has not yielded the floor. 

Mr. LEACH, of Michigan. I move to lay the 
appeal on the table. 

Mr.GOOCH. On that I call for the yeas and 
nays. 

Mr. DAWES. 
and nays. 

Mr. LOGAN. I would like to make a sugges- 
tion to the House. [Cries of “ Too late wj If 
the gentleman from New York doesnot desire to 
speak to-night, there are other gentlemen who are 
willing to deliver a speech without an audience. 
[Cries of «Name them!”} I could name many 
of them. 

Mr. DAWES. ‘That is a question for the gen- 
tleman from New York. But what I propose to 
know is, whether I can be recognized by the 


I have it; and I submit the 


I call for tellers on the yeas 


Chair. 

_ Mr. LOGAN. I have got the floor, and I 
inform the gentleman that he cannot take it from 
me. 


Mr. DAWES. Ido not suppose I càn take it 
from the Chair either. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Does the Chair 
understand the gentleman from Illinois to raise 
the question of order? 

Mr. LOGAN. No, sir. I only wanted to make 
a suggestion, that, ifthe gentleman from New York 
docs not desire to speak to-night, there are other 
gentlemen who are willing to speak without an 
audience, 

Mr. JOHN COCHRANE. 
for a little while. 

Tellers were not ordered. 

The yeas and nays were not ordered. 

The question was taken; and the appeal was 
laid on the table. 

Mr. VANDEVER. I would like to makea 
suggestion. [Cries of “ Too late 1°] 

The SPEAKER pro tempore The gentleman 
from New York will proceed with his speech. 

Mr. BOULIGNY. It is evident that there is 
no quorum present, and that no business: should 
be transacted without a quorum . [Cries of “ Ob- 
ject !’"] I therefore move that the Sergeant-at- 
Arms be sent after the absentees. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman 
from New York is entitled tothe floor. 

Mr. VAN WYCK resumed the delivery of his 
speech, but was interrupted by 


I desire to speak 


1861. 
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Mr. DAWES. “I rise to a question of order. 

Mr. JOHN COCHRANE, [object to the gen- 
tleman interrupting my colleague. ` 

Mr. DAWES. My point of order is, that the 
language just uttered by the gentleman from New 
York is out of order. 

Mr. BRANCH. I require the gentleman to 
reduce the language to writing. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair re- 
gards the point of order as entirely frivolous, and 
rules it out. . 

Mr. DAWES. I appeal from the decision of 
the Chair. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair has 
made no decision. 

Mr. DAWES. [appeal from that decision of 
the Chair. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman 
from New York is in order, and will proceed with 
his remarks. 

Mr. DAWES. I desire to know whether I can 
appeal from the decision of the Chair. 

Mr. BRANCH. The Chair refused to enter- 
tain the point.of order. : 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. ‘The gentleman 
cannot appeal from the decision of the Chair. The 
Chair did not entertain the-point of order on ac- 
count of its frivolousness. 

Mr. DAWES. Then I appeal from the decis- 
ion of the Chair in refusing to entertain that point 
of order. ; 

Mr. COX. IT hope the Chair will protect the 
gentleman from New York in his right to proceed 
with his speech. 

Mr. DAWES. Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Does the gentle- 
man from New York yield to the gentleman from 
Massachusetts? 

Several Mempers. I object. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. I decline to yield. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Then the gentle- 
man will proceed with his remarks. 

Mr. VAN WYCK resumed; but was again in- 
terrupted by 

Mr. HUTCHINS, who said: I understand, 
Mr. Speaker, that my colleague, Mr. Howarp, 
wants to leave the city to-morrow for Virginia, 
and is willing to make a speech to-night. Hecan 
do so now, and letthe gentleman from New York 
finish his speech in the morning, if there be no 
objection. $ 

Several Memsers objected. 

A message was here received from the Senate 
by Mr. Hicker, its Chief Clerk, notifying the 
House that the Senate had ordered the printing of 
certain documents, and, had passed the House bill 
authorizing the bringing of a suit against the 
United States to test the title to the hospital square 
in San Francisco. 

Mr. HUTCHINS. 
my proposition? 

Mr. PEYTON. I object. I hope the gentle- 
man from New York will be allowed to go on and 
close his specch. He has been detained too long 
already. . 

Mr. DAWES. Mr. Speaker-—— 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Does the gen- 
tleman from New York yield to the gentleman 
from Massachusetts? 

Mr. DAWES. Fora motion to adjourn. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. I yield for the purpose of 
adiournment. 

Mr. STEVENSON. I object. 

Mr. DAWES. Does the Speaker decide that 
this motion cannot be entertained ? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair de- 
cides that the gentleman from New York can yield 
the floor unconditionally, but not otherwise, if 
there be objection. The Chair hears objection; 
and so he decides that the motion is not in order. 

Mr. DAWES. “Will the Chair entertain an 
appeal from its own decision? A 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair would 
most cheerfully do so. 

Mr. DAWES. Then I take an appeal from 
the decision of the Chair; and on that 1 call for 
tellers. 

Mr. JOHN COCHRANE. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
has a perfect right to take an appeal, 

Mr. BURNETT. Would it not satisfy the 

entleman from New York to publish his speech? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair hopes 
there will be no objection to that. 


Is there any objection to 


I object to that. 


The gentleman 
H 


Mr. JOHN COCHRANE. None whatever. 

Mr. DAWES. I might as well have gentlemen 
understand at once what my purpose is.. Iwant 
to understand whether it is a fact or not, that the 
floor is farmed out so that gentlemen on the other 
side are to have it in the morning and gentlemen 
on this side to have it late in the afternoon? 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair knows 


of no such arrangement. 

Mr. STEVENSON. A gentleman from New 
York [Mr. Conxuive] is to have the floor after 
his colleague. 

Mr. MAYNARD. It will be recollected that 
the first member who had the floor this morning 
on this debate was the very ultra gentleman from 
Pennsylvania, (Mr. Srevens.] i 

Mr. DAWES. I have observed that neither the 
ordinary parliamentary rule, which requires that 
the member-who addresses the Chair first is to be 
recognized first, nor any arrangement known be- 
forehand, is observed in farming out the floor. 
I am only desirous to-know by what right the 
floor is farmed’out? Thatis all. I have no in- 
terest in the matter myself. I had just as lief 
hear the gentleman from New York as the gen- 
tleman from Kentucky, or any other man. I have 
no other interest. I am acting in concert with 
nobody. 

Mr. SICKLES. Is debate in order? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman 
from New York is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. DAWES. I insist that I am entitled to 
the floor. The gentleman from New York yielded 
the floor to me. 

Mr. BURNETT. Ifmy memory ıs not en- 
tirely at fault, in the last Congress the gentleman 
from Massachusetts [Mr. Dawes] himself, when 
in the chair, made pretty much the same decision 
which the gentleman who now occupies the chair 
has made. If Iam not mistaken, he refused to 
recognize points of order on theground that they 
were frivolous. . And in respect to the farming 
out the floor, I will say that I. understand the 
gentleman from New York is to be followed by 
one of his colleagues. 

Mr: DAWES. Willthe gentleman from Ken- 
tuckyMigten to me for one moment? 

Mr. SICKLES. I object to any further debate, 
except by the gentleman from New York, who 
is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. DAWES. Lhope the gentleman from New 
York will allow me to reply to the gentleman from 
Kentucky. 

Mr. SICKLES. I object only because the gen- 
tleman from Massachusetts made his comment, 
which was replied to by the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky. Tinsist, now that both sides have been 
heard, that the gentleman from New York, whois 
entitled to the floor, shall be permitted to proceed. 

Mr. DAWES. [I rose to correct the statement 
of the gentleman from Kentucky; andif I am pre- 
vented from doing that by an objection, I only 
want it to appear who the objection comes from. 

Mr. SICKLES. I insist that my colleague 
shall make his speech or print it, one of the two. 

Mr. PEYTON. Irise to make an inquiry of 
the gentleman from New York. i 

Mr. DAWES. Let the appeal first be decided. 

Mr. SICKLES. There is no appeal pending. 

Mr. DAWES. There is an appeal. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair un- 
derstands that; but if there be no objection, the 
gentleman from Kentucky will be allowed to ask 
a question. . i 

Mr. PEYTON. The question I desired to pro- 

ound is, whether, if the gentleman from New 
York submits to these interruptions, they are not 
to come out of his time? 

Mr. SICKLES. Ofcourse they are. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. : 
be the judge of that when the gentleman ’s time has 
expired. 

Mr. PEYTON. I think itis no more than jus- 
tice, if the gentleman from New York allows 
these proceedings to take place with his consent, 
that in an hour from the time he commenced the 
floor shall be awarded to another gentleman. 

Mr. DAWES. I now ask for the question on 
my appeal. 

.The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
put the question. 

Mr. STEVENSON. I move to lay the appeal 
on the table. i 

Mr. DAWES. I call for tellers on that motion. 


The Chair will 


The Chair will 


The SPEAKER pro tempore divided the House, | 
mi announced ‘that only ten mevibers voted for- 
tellers. MEE eae § 

_Mr. DAWES. I insist on a countof the other 


side. : 
` The SPEAKER pro tempore. It requires‘one 


fifth ofa quorum to order tellers. En 
Mr. McKEAN. Does the Chair assume ‘that 
a quorum is present? : KOO DRT AG at 
he SPEAKER pro tempore. If the Chair wers 
called upon to say whether there were a quorunt 
present, he would decide that no quorum was 
present. i ae ; 

Mr. LEACH, of Michigan.” I make the point 
that there is no quorum present, and that no busi- 
ness can be done. 

TheSPEAKER pro tempore. The appeal must 
first be settled. 

The question was put; and the appeal was laid 
on the table. f 

Mr. SICKLES. I insist now that-my-col- 
league shall be allowed to proceed in order. ©“ 

Mr. GOOCH. The Chair just now decided 
that there was no quorum in the Hall. The gen- 
tleman from New York cannot therefore proceed. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair would» 
decide that there is no quorum present. : 

Mr. SICKLES. Debate may proceed if there 
is no quorum present. a i 

Mr. LEACH, of Michigan. No business can 
be transacted when there is no quorum present. 

Mr. JOHN COCHRANE. q protest against 
these persistent efforts to interrupt my- colleague. 
I hope he willbe allowed to go on. (Laughter.] 

Mr. GOOCH. I understand the Speaker has 
decided that there is no quorum present. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair may 
be of opinion that there is no quorum present; but 
that will only be shown by a vote of the House. 

Mr. GOOCH. Can a point of order be de- 
cided without a quorum being present? 

Mr.SICKLES. I call the gentleman from Mas- 
sachusetts to order. There is no question before 
the House. 

Mr. GOOCH. Irise to a point of order. 

Mr. BURNETT. Icall the gentleman from 
Massachusetts to order. He can only rise toa 
question of order from his seat. He is not in his 
seat, nor has he been for some time past. 

Mr. GOOCH. Thegentlemanfrom Kentucky 
is himself not in his seat; and I hope the Chair 
will first set him down. (Laughter.] f 

Mr.BURNETT. There is no objection to my 
calling the gentleman to order away from my scat. 

Mr.GOOCH. The gentleman from New York 
yields me the floor for a motion to adjourn. 

Mr. BURNETT. I want it understood, that 
if the gentleman from New York yields the floor, 
he does it unconditionally. 

Mr. GOOCH. The gentleman from New York 
yields me the floor; and I move that the House 
adjourn. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore.. The gentleman 
from New York will proceed with his speech. 

Mr. GOOCH. Ihave made the motion ‘that 
the House adjourn. i ` 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman 
from New York has not yielded the floor, às the 
Chair understands, objection being made. 

Mr. GOOCH. Does the gentleman from New 
York yield me the floor for a motion to adjourn ? 

Mr. VAN WYCK. Ido. 

’' The SPEAKER pro tempore. Does the gentle- 
man from New York yield it unconditionally ? 

Mr. VAN WYCK. I do not. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
tleman does not yield the floor. 

Mr. GOOCH. From that decision I appeal. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair de- 
cides that the gentleman from New York cannot 
yield the floor unless he yields it unconditionally, 
and that the gentleman from Massachusetts can- 
not take it from him upon a point of order. 

Mr. GOOCH. [appeal from that decision. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thinks 
the question of order is irregular, and he will not 
entertain it. The gentleman from New York will 
proceed with his speech. 

Mr. GOOCH. Have I not the right to take an 
appeal from the decision of the Chair? 

Mr. SICKLES. All these questions of order 
and appeals are frivolous; and I insist that the 
Speaker shall adhere to his former ruling, and not 
entertain such questions and appeals 


Then the gen- 
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The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman 
from: New York is entitled to the floor, and will 
proceed with his speech. con 

: Mr. GOOCH. I rise toa question of order. 
T have. taken an appeal from the decision of the 
Chair; and therulesrequire that that appeal shall 
be submitted to the House. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore.- The Chair. un- 
derstands that it is not competent for the gentle- 
manfrom New York to.takean appeal, inasmuch 
as he is not entitled to thefloor. Phe gentleman 
from New York will proceed. ; 

Mr. GOOCH. I rose to a question of order; 
and I was therefore entitled to the floor. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman 
from New York will proceed. 

Mr. GOOCH. I want to know whether the 
rules of this House are to be broken down or 
not? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair re- 
rards these interruptions of the gentleman from 

ew York and these questions of order as frivol- 
ous, and cannot entertain them any longer. [Cries 
of © Good !?’} 

Mr, STEVENSON. The gentleman from 

+Massachusctts has been decided to be out of or- 
der, and he must resume his seat. If bie does not, 
then it is the duty of the Chair to call him by 
name. [Cries of * Order !??] 

Mr. GOOCH. Does the Chair entertain my 
point of order ?.. [Loud cries of * Order t’) 

Mr. SICKLES. I insist that order shall be 
preserved. The Chair has decided this matter, 
and I insist that he shall enforce that decision 
upon the gentleman from Massachusetts. That 
gentleman is bound to take his seat, inasmuch as 
his point of order has been overruled. 

Mr. GOOCH. Itake an appeal from the de- 
cision of the Chair. 

Mr. SICKLES. The Chair has made no decis- 
ion from which the gentleman can take an appeal. 
It is the command—the order of the Chair; and 
if the gentleman can appeal atall, it is from the 
custody ofthe Sergeant-at-Arms, where he ought 
to be for persisting in being out of order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman 
from New York has the floor, and he will proceed 
with his remarks. 

Mr. GOOCH. I have appealed from the de- 
cision of the Chair, and I understood the Chair 
to entertain my appeal. 

Mr. SICKLES. No decision has been made 
from which an appeal canbe taken. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Tho gentleman 
from Massachusetts is not in order, and he will 
therefore take his seat. [Cries of **Good !] 

Mr. DAWES. Which gentleman from New 
York is Speaker, the one in ov the one out of the 
chair? [Cries of * Order”? «Order !?’] 

Mr. VAN WYCK proceeded with his remarks 
for a few minutes, 

Mr.GOOCEL, The gentleman from New York 
(Mr. Van Wyex] yields the floor to me, and t 
move that the House do now adjourn. 

Mr. BURNETT. I object to his yielding for 
the motion to adjourn. 

Mr. BLAKE. The gentleman from New York 
has the right to yield to a motion to adjourn, The 
rule provides that ‘a motion to adjourn cannot 
be made while anotheris speaking;”’ butaccording 
to practice, a member speaking may yield to a 
motion to adjourn, or that the committee rise, 
without losing his right when the subject is re- 
sumed. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. That has been 
the practice, the Chair knows; but objection being 
made to the gentleman from New York yielding the 
floor, unloss he does so unconditionally, the Chair 
must refuse to entertain the motion to adjourn, 
and the gentleman from New York will therefore 
proceed with his speech. 

Mr. BLAKE. There is the rule; and I think 
that the gentleman has. the right to move to 
adjourn under the circumstances. 

Mr. GOOCH, I appeal from- the decision of 
the Chair. [Cries of « Order” 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. ‘The Chair has 
made no decision from which an appeal can be 
taken. 

Mr. LOGAN. I notify the other side of the 
House that if these interruptions and factious 
proceedings be continued, 1 shall object to the 
gentleman from New York proceeding beyond his 
hour, which is now running on. 


Mr. DAWES. That will not:-make any. dif- 
ference... i peer 

Mr: LOGAN. -I will see whether it will or 
not. i 
Mr. DAWES. If we have the consent of the 
gentleman from New York, [Mr. SiczLEs,] we 
can get an extension of time for his colleague. 
” Mr. LOGAN. Careless of any side, I am here 
to do my duty. - : 

“Mr. CURTIS. I object to all this colloquy. 

Mr. DAWES. I do not complain of the gen- 
tleman from Illinois at all. 

Mr. VAN WYCK then concluded his speech. 

Mr. CONKLING obtained the floor and yielded 
to 

Mr. BURNETT, who moved that the House 
adjourn. 

‘The motion was agreed to. 

And thereupon (at half past five o’clock, p. m.) 


the House adjourned. 


IN SENATE. * 
Wennespay, January 30, 1861. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Dr. GURLEY. 
The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 


PATENT OFFICE AGRICULTURAL REPORT. 


The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Sen- 
ate a letter of theacting Commissioner of Patents, 
communicating the agricultural portion of his 
annual report. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I move that the usual 
number and ten thousand additional copies be 
printed for the use of the Senate. I suppose that 
will go to the Committee on Printing. 

The motion was referred to the Committee on 
Printing. 

LOUIS ROBERTS. 


The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Sen- 
ate a letter of the chicf clerk of the Court Jf 
Claims, returning, in compliance with a resolu- 
tion of the Senate, the papers in the case of LAuis 
Roberts; which, on motion of Mr. Rice,/was 
referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs 

STATE OF TIIE UNION. 

Mr. BIGLER. I present a petition of citizens 
of the county of Chester, in the State of Pennsyl- 
vania, praying the adoption of the compromise 
measures proposed by the Senator from Ken- 
tucky, (Mr. Crirrenpen.]_ £ also presenta sim- 
ilar petition of citizens of Montour county, in the 
State of Pennsylvania. I move that these peti- 
tions lie on the table. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. BIGLER. Valso present the memorial of 
a committee of thirty-three, appointed at a great 
mass meeting of workingmen, held in Philadel- 
phia, in Independence square, on Saturday even- 
ing last. In presenting this memorial, Mr. Pres- 
ident, I desire to state that itis one of far more 
than ordinary importance, and I feel required to 
present briefly to the Senate and the country, its 
character and significance. It was handed to me 
this morning by a committee of thirty-three gen- 
tlemen, with the request that I present it to the 
Senate. These gentlemen, Mr. President, rep- 
resent fifty thousand citizens of Philadelphia, the 
boneand sinew of that community, the real work- 
ingmen, that class of men upon whom the whole 
stracture of society and the Government rests. 
They have been moved to this by no politicians, 
nor by the motives that ordinarily move politi- 
cians. They have been actuated by their deep 
solicitude for the unhappy condition of the coun- 
try, and they come here to make known their will 
totheir representatives. Afterconsidering various 
propositions presented, through a delegate meet- 
ing representing all the great industrial interests 
of Philadelphia, the vast mechanical pursuits of 
thatcity, and subsequently in alarge mass meeting, 
they agreed, by a common voice, to recommend 
to their representatives in Congress, without dis- 
tinction of party, the programme of peace of the 
Senator trom Kentucky, [Mr. Cnirrenven.] 

I should have remarked, Mr. President, that 
these men were composed of all parties, Demo- 
crats, Republicans, and Americans, as are the 
working classes which they represent. They are 


exceedingly anxious to be regarded in no party 
sense, but simply as speaking for the class which | 


they represent, in reference to the present im- i 
periled condition of the country. 4 


Mr.. President, the -proceedings which:-they 
have submitted to me. are of a truly interesting 
and patriotic character. They breathe a sentie 
ment-of loyalty: to. the Constitution, of devotion 
to the rights and interests of all the States, at the 
same time that they manifest an earnest desire to 
make every reasonable and honorable concession 
in order to reconcile the discontented States,and 
to maintain this Union as a whole; In doing. all 
this, it.is just to say of them. that. they do not 
wish to be understood as countenancing, to any 
extenl whatever, the recent movements of disso- 
lation of this Union. Upon these movements 
they look with deep displeasure, and are deeply 
grieved with the spirit in which these movements 
are pursued; but they go on to say, in a spirit of 
candor and devotion to the country, that they will 
yield anything and everything which their duty 
to the Constitution requires; that they regard the 
southern States as equals in this Confederacy; 
that they are prepared to maintain them in every 
right which is enjoyed by the northern States 
or the northern people, not only as members of 
the Confederacy, but in the enjoymentand use of 
the common territories. They regard the proposi- 
tion of the honorable Senator from Kentucky as 
amounting simply to an equitable division of the 
Territories and a guaranty to the weaker section 
of the Confederacy against aggressions in the fu- 
ture, the most effective mode of adjustment, and, 
at the same time, involves the least sacrifice of 
position and prejudice on the part of any one. of 
the great parties that now control the ‘political 
affairs of the country. 

Mr. President, with these few remarks, I pre- 
sent the memorial and proceedings; and I. ask 
that the memorial be printed. 

Mr. CAMERON. ‘J, also, have been charged 
with a petition similar to the one just presented 
by my colleague, by a committee of thirty-three 
workingmen, representing, as they say, a meeting 
of four thousand workingmen held at Independ- 
ence square in Philadelphia, on Saturday evening 
last. have no doubt the men were there, and 
I have no doubt that they represent, to a great 
extent, the feeling of Pennsylvania; but that feel- 
ing is not as represented by my colleague, as I 
understand him here now. The other day, when 
this subject was up, I had oceasion to pay a com- 
pliment to my colleague for the speech delivered 
by him. I wished to say to the country that 
although that speech was conciliatory, although 
it went yery far to conciliate the South, none of 
the gentlemen on the other side of the House 
paid any attention to it. On account of what I 
said then, I am charged with having indorsed the 
specch and the whole speech of my colleague. 
said it was an able and a patriotic and a proper 
speech—I think those were my words—but I did 
not say that I indorsed it, for I never indorsed all 
his sentiments, and certainly I could not have in- 
dorsed the reasoning of this speech. I agreed. 
with him thus far: I said that I indorsed his sen- 
timents in favor of the preservation of the Union. 
I say so now; I say everywhere, that I will make 
all reasonable concessions to save this Union from 
separation, with a hope thata proper response will 
be met with in the South. 

I look upon the question differently from my 
colleague in this respect: I do not think that there 
are any offending States, Iam sure the State of 
Pennsylvania has not offended her sister States, 
She has done nothing but what she would do again 
in the exercise of her constitutional rights, [look 
upon itin this way: the North have won the bat- 
tle on the great question of free and slave labor; 
they are the strong party, and they can afford to 
make concessions to the weaker, if concessions be 
desired; and all my remarks the other day, and 
all I shall say now, and all I shall continue to say 
upon this question, have been and will be based 
upon the idea that I am content to do anything 
that could honoraby be expected of me that will 
bring peace to this country and preventa separa- 
tion of the States; but before I act, I desire to 
know that whatever concessions 1 and my. con- 
stituents may be disposed to make, will be received 
in the spirit in which brothers should receive 
kindly.treatment from their brothers. [want to 
know from the South whether anything that we 
can do will bring back to.their duty in the Union 
those who are leading this great rebellion south; 
for Llook upon it as a rebellion. Lam willing to 
take the resolutions offered by the Senator from 
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Kentucky as a basis of settlement. I‘said that 
the other day, [-believe; at least T have said every- 
where in my conversations: that, while there are 
some’ points in his proposition which I cannot 
adopt, Iwill go far, very far, further, perhaps, 
thau a majority of my constituents would go, to 
take away all cause of complaint on~the part of 
the southern people. Especially do I desire to 
hold out hope to the Union-loving men in the 
South, who are now battling with those who are 
disposed to dissever the Union. I want tóen- 
courage them, and I will go as far as any man 
can be expected to go to enable them to put them- 
selves rightat homeand among their constituents, 
After having said this, I haye the honor of pre- 
senting the petition of these workingmen of Phil- 
adelphia. 

Mr. MASON. Mr. President, 

Mr. BIGLER. Will the Senator from Vir- 

inia allow mea single word? 

Mr. MASON. One moment. The Senators 
from Pennsylvania have spoken of a disposition 
on the partof their State to make any concessions | 
to the South which they can make with proper 
regard to the Constitution or to themselves, Now, 
I do not understand what those Senators, or oth- 
ers who use that term, mean by concessions. I 
am not aware that the southern States haveasked 
for any concessions of any kind, in any form. 
Yet that term is in as familiar use here as a house- 
hold word, that the South asks for concessions 
from the North, and that the North is willing to 
make them! We would never ask for conces- 
sions in any form, It has been the uniform lan- 
guage of the southern States here, through their 
representatives, so far as I know, that they are 
perfectly satisfied with the Constitution; they 
have no complaint to make of the Constitution, 
Their complaint is, that the Constitution has been 
violated and disregarded, to the prejudice of the 
rights secured to them by the Constitution. They 
ask for no concession in any form or shape. It 
would be unworthy in them to ask it, and derog- 
atory in the other States to yicld it. What are 
concessions? The idea is that the North are to | 
give to the South something that the Constitution 
does not entitle them to. ‘Phat is the only idea 
of concession. We have neverasked for itin any 

_ form or shape. We have asked only that the 
Constitution be regarded, fulfilled, carried out, as 
the makers of the Constitution designed itshould 
be, for the protection of those rights under the 
Constitution that we say have been outraged and 
violated. We ask for no concession. Weshould 
be humiliated if we did ask it; and they would be 
humiliated if they granted it. We ask for no con- 
cession; we ask only for right. We are asking 
for no new provisions whatever. We are asking 
for a security, not a concession. 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President 

Mr. BIGLER. 1Lhope the Senator from New 
Hampshire will allow me a moment. 

Mr. HALE. Ihave got the floor about four 
times within the last fortnight, to say a very few 
words, and on each occasion there has been some 
other member of the Senate so well convinced that 
he could address the Senate better than I could, | 
that he has appealed to me, and I, yielding to the 
impression, have given way; and the Senator 
from Illinois [Mr. Doveras] says that I did not 
hear a better speech than I should probably have 
made myself. That will do for bhim to say; not 
for me. [Laughter.] Ido not,mean to occupy 
long; I desire to state that I wish to address the 
Senate upon this subject, not at great length sand I 
desire some convenient opportunity to do it; but 
while Tam up now, permit me to say that I have 
been listening from the first day of the session 
until to-day, this moment, to hear from the other | 
side of the Chamber just exactly so sensible a 
speech asthe Senator from Virginia has just made. 
That, together with thetelegraphic report which I 
saw in the newspapers, signed by the illustrious 
Senator from H]inois—no ‘disparagement to my | 
friend yonder, (Mr. Trumputv,]} andthe venerable | 


a 


Senator from Kentucky; no disparagement to my || 


young friend yonder, [Mr. Powexry{|—makes me | 
think there is something inthe announcement they | 
have made; that there is a good prospect of umon | 


upon this subject, when 1 hear the remarks that į 


have just.been made by the honorable Senators) 


from Virginia. They express, in better language | 
than I could possibly utter, (because, however | 
correctly I may think, the Senator is more fluent | 


j 


| could not. But 1 will say that I was much grat- 
; ences which are dividing and breaking up the | 


| mated that my colleague could or would indorse | 
! all the sentiments of my sfpeech; nor had I any 


| Senator from Virginia through all his remarks. 


and eloquent than I am,) the sentiments and con- 

victions that I entertain. As an individua} Sen- 

ator, looking upon myself as the humblest mém- 

ber of the body, but sull feeling that responsibil-- 
ity which was imposed upon me when I took the 

oath to support the Constitution of the United 

States, and feeling something of the responsibil- 
ity which the extraordinary position of public” 
affairs at present imposes-upon everbody, I desire 
to acquit myself, so far as I may, of any patriotic 
obligations that rest upon me as a member of this 
body. Not taking up the hour of the Senate, nor 
keeping the impaticnt ears of the Senate from 
hearing the dulcet tones of the Senator from Penn- 
sylvania, (Mr. Brener,] who is waiting for me 
to sit down, I shail yield the floor, with the an- 
nouncement that, at some time which will be con- 
venient to the Senate, and when there is nobody 
who thinks he can address the Senate better than 

I can—if such a time ever arrives—I hope to ad- 
dress a few remarks upon this subject to the Sen- 
ate, and to that portion of the country that takes 

any interest in what we are doing here. 

Mr. BIGLER. Mr. President—— 

Mr. FOSTER. {ask what question is before 
the Senate? 

Mr. BIGLER. The motion which I made, to 

rint the memorial, 

Mr. GRIMES. I think there was no such mo- 
tion made. 

Mr. FOSTER. I did not heat any motion. 
There was no business before the Senate that I 
saw. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Porr.) 
The Chair did not hear the motion, but the Sen- 
ator from Pennsylvania says he made it. 

Mr. BIGLER. Mr. President 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator 
from Pennsylvania is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. GRIMES. On what motion? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. On the motion 
to print the memorial he offered. 

Mr. BIGLER. I regret exceedingly that my 
impatience has abbreviated the speech of the Sen- 
ator from New Hampshire, for I am very sure | 
we are always glad to hear his musical voice; but 
that regret is relieved by the announcement that 
we shall hear him soon again. But enough of that, 
sir. Nor do I intend to go into this general sub- 
ject. My object is simply to say a word to my 
colleague, which I know he will veceive in all 
kindness. Ele certainly docs not intend to inti- 
mate that I had any agency in creating the impres- | 
sion that he intended to indorse all that I said in ; 
my speech of the 21st instant. I certainly had 
not. Idid not so understand him. I knew he 


ified with the manifestation of a desire—which I 
know he fcels—to reconcile the unbappy differ- | 


country. For that I thank him. And I have | 
never, so faras I am concerned, anywhere inti- 


reason to believe that he was satisfied with all the 
features of the proposition of the Senator from 
Kentucky, or that submitted by myself; but he 
did say, substantially, that he was willing to make | 
those propositions a basis of adjustment, and to | 
go to any reasonable length to accomplish the 
desired end. But enough of that point. 

‘Now, sir, I shall not follow the distinguished | 


When he announced the fact that the expression 

« concession,” the making of concessions, had 

become as familiar as household words, he offered | 
a sufficient apology for the use I made of iton this | 
occasion. But, sir, I say more: we may as well | 
look at this question practically. Everybody 
knows that there are very decided differences of 
opinion, which seriously involve the peace of the 
country. The Senator says very justly that Vir- 
ginia only claims her constitutional rights; that l 
she asks no concession. The Senator knows that | 
there are differences of opinion as to what those 

constitutional rights are. The other side of the 
Chamber claim the right to interdict slavery in 
the Territories. Virginians claim that they have 
a constitutional right to go into the Territories, 
and take theirslaves with them. That is the point | 
of difference, and I suppose that when Senators | 
talk about concessions jn the pressing exigencies | 
which surround us, they mean that they will yield | 
a portion of their own peculiar opinions, not only |! 


i 
i 
| 
i 
H 
H 
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as to policy; but as to matt of constittitional 
law; in-order'that the country-may be saved. H 
was in that sense that Lusedthe term concession, 
i certainly did not mean, ‘and J never should ims 
pute to Virginia, or any other sovereign State, the 
purpose of conéeding a right——a clearly acknowl 
edged constitutional right; but, si, a concession 
of party position, a concession of party organi- 
zation, a concession of prejudice, if you ‘please, 

is a concession at this time on which T think every 
man might well pride himself: Ido not hesitate 

to say that I am perfectly ready to abandon party 
organization and party prejudice, andactas though 

I had never participated in polities, if by that Tean 

procure the adoption of a measure that will: secure 
to any extent the peace of the country. ‘Sir, itis 
no ordinary time. State after State is, by solemn 

ordinance, claiming to be out of this Union; the 
whole fabrics going to pieces; and yet gentlemen 
express astonishment that termsare used in these 
extraordinary times which seem to imply an undue 
anxiety or feeling on the part-of some.’ _Lconfess 
to deep, heartfelt anxiety, perhaps to undue zeal. 
What I express comes from a strong conviction 
that never, since the organization of this Govern+ 
ment, was there devolved upon.the Senators of. 
the United States such an imperative, high, holy, 

and momentous duty as devolves upon it just at 
this day and this hour. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Mr. President, I desire to 
present the remonstrance of Murry Nelson and 
one hundred and sixty-three others, citizens of 
Chicago, Ilinois, who express themselves as Be- 
ing in favor of the Constitution and laws as they 
are, and against any concessions to the people of 
the South while arrayed in rebellion against the 
Union and the laws; but in favor of hearing their 
grievances after they shall have returned to their 
allegiance, and redressing them so far as may be 
in their power. This remonstrance is signed, as 
I said, by over one hundred and.sixty citizens of 
Chicago, and takes the same view which I. am 
glad to hear that the Senator from Virginia takes, 
that the Constitution is good enough. I believe, 
sir, that the Constitution is good cnough; and the 
difficulty is, that we do not live up to the Consti- 
tution; that there is rebellion against it, E think 
our first duty, and the first duty of the Senator 
from Pennsylvania, if he wants to preserve this 
Union, is to defend the Constitution and laws as 
they are. Itisnotby making concessions to men 
who ask no concessions, but spurn them; who 
say they want nothing to do with the Union; who 
stand with arms in their hands; who fire into your 
vessels; who capture your soldiers; who seize 
your property; who rob your Treasury, that you 
are to have peace; andif this country has received 
a shock from which it will not recover in genera~ 
tions, it is because of a craven spirit on the part 
of this great Government. Let it put itself in a 
position to be respected and obeyed, and it will 
have the respect of the world and the obedience 
of its citizens. 

I am also charged with. the presentation : of 
another petition front Jobn Van Cleve, William 
Cliffe, and N. Hawley, citizensof the United 
States, who were appointed, at a meeting of the 
Southern Ilinois Conference of the Methodist 
Episcopal Church to memorialize Congress, which 
they have done, setting forth various grievances 
to which members of that religious persuasion 
have been subjected; and, among other things, 
they state that a conference of their Church in 
Texas, presided over by a bishop, was broken up 
by a mob on the Lord’s day, and that a gentle- 
man, by the name of Anthony Bewley, was hung 
at Fort Worth, * his only crime being his connec- 
tion with our church as one of its ministers.’’ 


| They go on to ask that, in any compromise which 


may be made for the preservation of the Union, 
it may be adopted, as a part of the basis of such 
compromise, that no person shall be proscribed 
for his religious opinions; and that when violent 
persecutions for opinion’s sake shall be prac- 
ticed, the person or persons so offending shall be 
punished; and they ask that their rights may be 
protected, as wellasthe rights ofthe Church which 
they represent. They ask simply for toleration 
and protection throughout the United States. 
move that these petitions lie on the table. 

The motion was agreed to, -> z; 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Poux in 
the chair.) The motion made. by the Senator 
from Pennsylvania [Mr Brenyr] to print the me- 
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morial that: was presented by himself has not been 
putto the Senate; and inasmuch.as a good deal 
that.has been said by Senators has been on other 
topics, the Chair submits that it would be better 
to put that motion. : 

Mr: COLLAMER. . I believe. the Senate. has 
not printed a memorial since I have been a mem- 
ber ofthe Senate. Li 

Mr.. FITCH. The question should go to the 
Committee on. Printing, under the rule. 

. The PRESIDING ORBICER. It will take 
_ that direction. 

Mr.. CRITTENDEN. Mr. President, I am 
honored by the request. to present to the Senate 
a petition signed, as 1am informed, by thirty-four 
hundred citizens of the State of Massachusetts, 
recommending the proposition which I have sub- 
mitted for the settlement of the difficulties which 
are-now impending over the country. When I 
came in justnow, Mr. President, I heard my friend 
from New Hampshire—who was on the floor, in 
his usual pleasant and agreeable style, addressing 
the Senate—allude.to a dispatch which he had seen 
published, signed by myself and others, express- 
ing a hope and a belief that these difficulties would 
in some manner or other be adjusted by the pres- 
ent Congress. I do entertain that hope, sir; and 
that hope is encouraged and cherished in me, not 
only by the anticipation which I have that that 
patriotic gentleman himself may give assistance 
to such a settlement before the conclusion vf the 
session, but I find a further and a higher exhor- 
tation to that faith in the various petitions from 
the people that are coming upto this body. The 
heart of the country desiresa settlement. I hope 
it will be made; and I hope, as we met here, so 
we shall part, in peace, and with an adjustment 
that will send a thrill of joy throughout all this 
country. I move that the petition be read and 
laid on the table. It is very short. 

The Secretary read the petition, as follows» 
To the honorable the Senate and 

House of Representatives in Congress assembled: 


The undersigned, citizens of the State of Massachusetts, 
believing that the proposition of Hon. J. J. CRITTENDEN, 
of Kentugky, presents a practical basis for the settlement 
of the questions now disturbing the peace of the country, 
respecttully pray that the same may be adopted. 


The petition was ordered to lie on the table. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr. SIMMONS presented a petition of im- 
porting merchants of the city of New York, pray- 
Ing that the tariff bill may be postponed until the 
next session of Congress; which was referred to 
the select committee on the tariff. 

` Mr. RICE presented a petition of citizens of 
Stearns and Todd counties, in Minnesota, pray- 
ing the establishment of a mail route from St. 
Cloud, Minnesota, to Janesville, Wisconsin; 
which was referred to the Committee on the Post 
Office and Post Roads. 

He also presented a petition of citizens of St. 
Cloud, praying the establishment of a mail route 
from St. Cloud, Minnesota, to Superior City, 
Wisconsin; which was referred to the Committee 
on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

. He also presented a petition of citizens of Su- 
perior City, Wisconsin, praying the establish- 
ment of a weekly mail route from St. Cloud, Min- 
nesota, to Superior City, Wisconsin; which was 
referred to the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads. 

Mr. FOSTER. Mr. President, I present the 
petition of William Fitch, a master of the fishing 
vessel William A. Wilbur. The petition is also 
signed by four other masters of fishing vessels, 
and by divers of their crews, all citizens of Con- 
necticut, engaged in fishing on the southern coast, 
along the Gulf of Mexico and the coast of Flor- 
ida, setting forth that their vessels have been 
seized, and that they have been compelled to pay 
from two hundred to three hundred dollars, or 
suffer imprisonment, in order to obtain a license 
from the State of Florida. They say that they 
have been engaged in this business for many 
years; they have a license under the laws of the 
United States; and are pursuing, as they suppose, 
a lawful and proper business. hey have caught 
no fish, and have not fished in the avaters of 
Florida, nor have they fished within.a marine 
league of the coast of Florida. Under these cir- 
cumstances, they ask the protection of the Con- 
stitution and laws of the United States. I move 
that the petition, together with the affidavits ac- 


companying ‘it, be referred to.the Committee on 
the Judigiary. © ©. 
The motion was agreed to. 


PRINTING OF BILLS. 


On motion of Mr. KING, it was 

Ordered, That the bill (S. No. 550) to authorize the.em- 
ployment of volunteers, to aid in enforcing the laws, and 
protecting the public property, referred to the Committee 
on Military Affairs and Milltia yesterday, be printed. 

On motion of Mr. WILSON, it was 

Ordered, That the bill (S. No. 553) for the better organi- 
zation of the militia of the District of Columbia be printed. 

REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES, 


Mr. GRIMES, from the Committee on Naval 
Affairs, to whom was referred a report of the Sec- 
retary of the Navy, made in compliance with a 
resolution of the Senate of June 23, 1860, calling 
for information upon various subjects pertaining 
to the naval establishment, submitted a motion to 
print the report; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Printing. 

Mr. BAYARD, from the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary, to whom was referred the bill (H.R. No. 
356) for the relief of the creditors of Daniel B. 
Vondersmith, reported it without amendment, and 
submitted an adverse report; which was ordered 
to be printed. 

Mr. PEARCE, from the Committee on Finance, 
to whom was referred the bill (H. R. No. 864) 
making appropriations for the consular and diplo- 
matic expenses of the Government for the year 
ending June 30, 1862, reported it with amend- 
ments; which were ordered to be printed. 

He also, from the same committec, to whom 
was referred the bill (H. R. No. 892) making ap- 
propriations for the le islative, executive, and 
Judicial expenses of the Governnent for the year 
ending June 30, 1862, reported it withamendments; 
which were ordered to be printed. 

Mr. WILSON, from the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs and Militia, to whom was referred a 
report of the Secretary of War, communicating, 
in obedience to law, statements showing the con- 
tracts made under the authority of that Depart- 
ment during the year 1860, submitted a motion to 
print the report; which was agreed to. 

Mr. HALE, from the Committec on the Post 
Office and Post Roads, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. No. 551) for the relief of Hockaday & 
Liggit, reported it without amendment. 


CAPTAIN SIMPSON’S REPORT. 


Mr. LATHAM submitted the following reso- 
lution; which was considered by unanimous con- 
sent, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of War be requested to 
transmit to this body, a copy of the report of Captain H. 
Simpson, of the Topographical Engineers, United States 
Army, on his explorations across the Great Basin of Utah 
Territory, for a direct wagon route from Camp Floyd to 
Genoa, in Carson Valley, in 1859, 


INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. PEARCE. I wish to give notice, that 
to-morrow, I shall ask the Senate to take up the 
Indian appropriation bill. 

Mr. FESSENDEN At what hour? 

Mr. PEARCE. Atone o’clock. 


F. M. BEAUCHAMP AND BETSY D. TOWNSEND. 


Mr. POWELL. I move to take up the bill for | 


the reliefof F. M. Beauchamp and Betsy D. Town- 
send. . 
The motion was agreed to; and the bill (H.R. 
No. 919) for the relief of F. M. Beauchamp and 
Betsy D. Townsend, was considered as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole. It proposes to release F. 
M. Beauchampand Betsy D. Townsend from the 
payment of the sum of $4,000, and all interest 
thereon, being the principal of a replevin bond ex- 


ecuted by Beauchamp, as principal, and Town- | 
send, as his security, on the 21st of November, | 


1860, payable to the United States. : 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Is there a reportin that 
case. 

Mr. POWELL. There is no report; but I can 
state to the Senate in a very few words the merits 
ofthiscase. A sonof Mr. Beauchamp, for whose 
benefit this act is proposed, a lad of sixteen and 
a half years old, was placed ina little country 
store near the residence of his father in Kentucky, 
in which store there was kept a post office. This 
boy was charged with having taken from a letter 
in the post. office twenty-six dollars, He was 
indicted.. in the United States:court for the Ken- 


tucky district, and his father went his security. in 
a bail bond in the. penalty of $4,000. The boy. 
did not make his’ appearance, the bail bond was‘ 
forfeited, and judgment was entered against the 
father for the penalty of $4,000.. Execution is- 
sued upon the judgment; and it was replevied by 
his mother-in-law, Betsy Townsend, going the 
| security. Execution, I think, has now issued. 
upon that replevin bond, and is levied upon all 
the property that is owned by this person, 

The House of Representatives passed the bill 
unanimously; and the Committee on the Post 
Office and Post Roads of the Senate have recom- 
mended its passage here, If that bond.is collected, 
it will utterly beggar and bankrupt this old gen- 
tleman, who is a most worthy citizen... In con- 
sequence of the extreme youth of his son, and 
the excessive bail, I think it a most meritorious 
case. The committee in the other House nnani- 
mously reported in favor of its passage, the House 
unanimously passed it, and the Committee on the 
Post Office and Post Roads of the Senate recom- 
mend its passage. Without further remark, I 
hope the bill will be passed. ` 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I have listened to the Sen- 
ator from Kentucky, and, if I understand the 
ground upon which he puts this case, it will do 
away with the necessity of taking recognizances 
or bail bonds in the future. It seems thata per- 
son was indicted for a criminal offense; he gave 
security for his appearance to answer for that 
criminal offense; he failed to comply; he did not 
appear; his recognizance was forfeited; and now 
his security asks to be relieved —upon what 
ground? Upon the ground that the security is 
poor, and it will be a hardship for him to pay the 
bond. Thatis all, except you may add one other 
circumstance, that the person committing the 
offense, or charged with the commission of the 
offense, was a young man; and the son of the per- 
son who gave the bail.bond. It seems to me it 
is a most extraordinary case. I know the Sena- 
tor from Kentucky said that the amount of the 
bond was large, and he proposes to release the 
party from the whole of it. If there was any ex- 
cessive bail required, the most that could be done 
would be to reduce the amount to a reasonable 
sum, if we were better capable of judging whata 
reasonable sum was, than the court in Kentucky 
which fixed the amount. It seems to me there ig 
no reason in the world given for releasing these 
securities, except the simple one appealing to our 
sympathy; and if securities are to be released on 
that ground, there will be no use hereafter in tak- 
ing bonds. ‘Thatis all there is inthis case. There 
are no special facts here, I have sent for the pa- 

ers, but have not had time to read them all; but 

understand from the Senator from Kentucky, 
who advocates the claim, that that is all there is 
of it, 

I wish to call the attention of the Senate to the 
casc, without making an argument. If they are 
prepared to vote to release parties from their bail 
bonds on the ground that it is a hardship for the 
securities to pay them when the principals escape, 
be it so. The presumption would be that this 
young man was within the control of his father, 
and he can get a release from the bail bond by 
surrendering his son to answer the offense with 
which he is charged. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair feels 
it to be his duty to call up the special order at this 
hour. 7 

Mr. POWELL. I move that the special order 
be postponed until this bill be disposed of. It will 
take but a few minutes. 

Mr. GWIN. 1 am willing that the special 
order shall go over informally. 


Mr. POWELL. That is all I ask. 


MISSION OF PEACE FROM VIRGINIA. 


Mr. CLINGMAN. What is the special order 
at this time? 3 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. There are two 
special orders. One is the Pacific railroad bill, 
which is the unfinished business and has prece- 
dence. The other is the motion to print the Pres- 
ident’s message communicating the resolutions of 
the Virginia Legislature, on which the Senator 
from North Carolina is entitled to the floor. 
. Mr. CLINGMAN. As I understand from the 
chair that the Pacific railroad bill now takes pre- 
cedence, I do not wish to interfere with the anx- 
iety of the. Senator from California to dispose of 
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that important measure, and I shall not make any 
motion ‘by which it willlose its precedence, if I 
can have some.other opportunity of being heard 
briefly on the questions involved in the message. 
Ido not know what is the wish of the Senator 
from California. i 

Mr. GWIN. _ Al I have to say is, that I sup- 
pose the whole Senate want to dispose of the Pa- 
cific railroad bill to-day. I shall be, for one, and 
Jsuppose the whole Senate will be, greatly obliged 
to the Senator from North Carolina, if he will 
postpone his remarks toa future day. I thinkif 
we get at the railroad question at once, we can 
dispose of it very soon. I shall not interfere with 
him if he wishes to go on to-day; but if he will 
name some other day, I shall be greatly obliged 
to him. 

Mr. CLINGMAN. I would suggest this: If 
Ican have an opportunity of being heard even on 
Monday, I shall be willing to give way now. I 
will either give way, as is desired by the Senator 
from California, or go on whenever I get an op- 
portunity; but I prefer knowing now when I can 

e heard. If I can be heard on Monday, I shall 
be perfectly content. 

Mr. GWIN and others. Certainly. 

Mr. LATHAM. With the permission of the 
Senator from North Carolina, I will move to post- 
pone the consideration of the President’s message 
until to-morrow at one o’clock, at which time, if 
the Senator from -North Carolina is not ready to 
go on, I have a few remarks that I should like to 
submit to the consideration of the Senate. Of 
course, if he be prepared to proceed then, I shall 
give way to him. I will also state, that if the Pa- 
cific railroad bill, or any other bill, shall then be 
unfinished, I will give way, of course; for I do 
not want to interfere with the regular discharge 
of the business of this body. 

Mr. CLINGMAN. I shall not interfere with 
the wishes of the Senator from California, if he 
desires to be heard to-morrow; but if itis agree- 
able to the Senate, I will move to postpone the 
President’s message until Monday, with the un- 
derstanding that I shall then be heard. 

Mr. LATHAM. I will state to the Senator 
that, if he shall not be in a condition to speak to- 
morrow when I conclude my remarks, I will 
move to postpone the subject until Monday, and 
give him an opportunity to be heard then. 

Mr. CLINGMAN, I do not wish to inter- 
fere with the honorable Senator to-morrow, if he 
comes here prepared to speak then, if there can 
be an understanding that I can occupy the floor 
on Monday. If that will not interfere with any 
Senator, I hope that will be the understanding, 
and that on Monday at one o’clock I may speak 
on the subject, 

Mr. LATHAM. I move, then, to postpone 
the message until to-morrow, at one o’clock; and 
I will say to the, Senator, that if he does not feel 
like speaking, when T finish, I will move, then, 
to postpone it until Monday, at one o’clock. 

Mr.CRITFENDEN. Now, if gentlemen have 
made their private arrangements, 1 wish to make 
a few remarks—and they shall be very few—on 
the bill which was brought before the Senate upon 
the motion of my colleague. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question 
now ison postponing until to-mortow the motion 
to print the President’s message. 

Mr. CLINGMAN. Ido not wish to lose the 
floor. { donot desire to press myself on the Sen- 
ate now. I know the Senator from California 
desires to speak to-morrow, and I will give way 
to him; but I hope there will be no objection to 
my occupying the floor on Monday, at one o’clock, 
if I give way now. [* Certainly not.”’] 

The motion to postpone was agreed to. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. Mr. President, 1 only 
wish to say a word or two in reply to my friend 


from Illinois. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator 
from Kentucky will allow the Chair a moment. 


The Chair has not yet put the question to the | 


Senate, whether they will postpone the other or- 
ders for the purpose of disposing of this bill, 
There is another prior-order to be disposed of, 

Mr. GWIN. Letitbe passed over informally. 
It can be taken up when the bill is through. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, That will be 
considered as. the sense of the Senate, unless ob- 
jected to. 


|| but carried my heart. 


BEAUCHAMP AND TOWNSEND. 


Mr. CRITTENDEN. Mr. President, there 
never was a case for charity, or for benevolence, 
or for softening the rigor of justice, that did not 
admit of exactly the argument which my friend 
from Illinois has made here. General principtes 
and theories will cut down all this beneficence on 
the part of society or on the part of legislation. 
The general theory, upon which the gencral rule 
is made, of course is sustained, theoretically, 
upon all these grounds. The application for par- 
ticular redress, or for particular indulgence, is 
founded upon the particular circumstances of the 
case, and are not in conflict with the generaPprin- 
ciples. Itis easy to say, “If you grant the re- 
quest here, you may set aside all your laws upon 
the subject.” There is no soundness in the argu- 
ment, at all. 

Now, sir, here is an old man—I know him— 
an honest, worthy, plain old farmer, whose ex- 
perience in the world has been pretty much lim- 
ited to his few acres of ground and the cultivation 
ofthem. A son of his is unfortunately betrayed 
into crime. -The father, by his natural feelings 
governing above and beyond all reason, becomes 
his bail. The son absconds. The father is left 
to the penalty of his bond. My friend says, let 
the penalty of the Government be exacted. If 
you exact it, as the petition shows, beside the 
mortification that has visited the honest household 
of the old man for the crime of his son, his wife 
and his other children are turned out of doors, 
and he is reduced to poverty. 


acter which I have described this old man to be, 
could do otherwise? Nature herself betrays him 
into it. The criminality of the son renders doubly 
severe this penalty upon him. The question is 
now, whether you, under these circumstances, 
will not rather that this petty offense, so far as 
regards this old man, should go even unpunished 
than that he should be entirely and utterly ruined. 
That is the question. Let the Senate decide it. 
Mr. CLARK. Willthe honorable Senator from 
Kentucky allow me to inquire whether the court 
had any power over this bail bond, to relieve it? 
Mr. CRITTENDEN. No,sir. The court had 
no power, and the President has no power. I was 
privy to the old man’s visit all the way to this 
city. He came this winter all the way from the 
uttermost part of Kentucky, to apply for mercy 
to the President of the United States. He made 
his appeal to him. I can tell the gentleman the 
court had no power, and J can say to him that the 
President declined to interfere, because he was 


| informed by the Attorney General that he had no 
It is for that reason that the subject is |! 


power. bjec 
brought before you. Let the Senate decide it. 
Mr. HALE. I was on the committee that re- 


ported this bill, or rather, I consented to the re- | 


ort. Lagree with the honorable Senator from 
llinois, that there is no general principle upon 
which this bill can be placed. 


case that has deen passed. lunderstand this man 

has the sympathies and the recommendations of 
the Governor of Kentucky and of the Legislature | 
of Kentucky, and he has the warm sympathies of | 


| both the venerable and the youthful Senators from 
| Kentucky, and they have made such representa- 


tions to me, not as have convinced my judgment, 
I shall. put it on the same 
ground that I should the case of an old man beg- 
ging for the pardon of his son, who had been be- 
trayed intocrime, except that in this case the con- 
sequences of his iniquity, if you insist upon this 
bond, will be visited upon the head of the old man 
instead of the offender. Therefore, though I con- | 
fess,as a gencral principle, it cannot be defended, | 
I shall put it as an exceptional case, and give it | 
my vote, and hope the Senate will pass it. 

Mr. POWELL. I will state that the Governor 
of Kentucky has written a letter, which is with 
the papers, in which he states that he has exam- 
ined the whole case, and were it within his juris- 


diction, he would remit the whole of the fine. I 


. . .4l 
| will further state that this old geneman has paid || 
| all the costs, which were quite heavy. | 


Mr. WADE. Iwas on the committee that re- | 
ported this bill, and looked into this case a little. 
Perhaps upon strict, rigid, legal grounds, we could | 
not release this obligation; but, sir, it is an ad-/ 
dress to the equity of the Senate. Irt is nota sin-! 


Sir, what father, || 
under such circumstances, particularly ofthe char- |! 


Itisan exceptional , 
case, and rests upon the same ground as another 


i 
if 
j 


gular case. I know that únder yery similar cir- 
cumstances, I once procured .the-release-of bail 
fora person named Hintoh, who robbed the mai 
of some very large sum and ran away, and left 
his sureties udder circumstances that would have 
ruined them utterly. A- petition was presented. 
here, and that case went through, andthe ‘bail 
were released. It was not à more equitable case 
than the present one. This is just such a case 
that there is not a Senator on: this floor, if the 
amount of this penalty was to go to:him,'that 
would put it in his pocket. I would not do. it; I 
do not believe there is a man here who would: do 
it. I will not exact that for the Government which 
an honorable man would not exact for himself: I 
therefore think it is a case in which we ought to 
grant relief. Ido not think it is a precedent that 
would be abused. For one, I would be willing, 
in any other case as equitable as this appears to 
be, to do just the same as I would here; and I 
would treat every case according to its intrinsi 
merits. I hope the bill will be passed... cucus 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, and ordered to.a third reading. = 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I should like to have the 
-yeas and nays on the bill. I think it does seta 
precedent, : 

Mr. GWIN. Letushave them on its passage. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Very well. While Lam 
up, I will say a word in reply to the Senator from 
Ohio. He says he would not exact the collection 
i of a claim of this character, unless he would put 
it in his own pocket. 

Mr. WADE. I did not say that. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. He asks, who would take 
it and put it in his own pocket? None of us, 1 
i suppose. Can he imagine a case where he would 

take the money from a security, even of a mur- 

derer or anybody elsé sand put itin his OW ocket? 
But public justice has something to do with. this 
question. You may imagine the most infamous 
crime possible, and suppose the criminal has given 
security for his appearance at court; are you go- 
ing to release those securities? If you are, àsa 
matter of course, in every case where, if the 
money was to be paid you would not take it your- 
self, I think we had better repeal the laws under 
which security is taken in such cases. I do not 
wish the yeas and nays to be taken more than 
once, and Tam entirely willing that they should 
be taken on the passage of the bill. 

The bill was read the third time. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. On the pas- 
sage of the bill the yeas and nays are demanded 
by the Senator from Illinois. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I wish'to state one other 
fact in connection with this subject. There is no 
report whatever. Weare passing a bill on the 
statement of a Senator here that it isa hardship 
to the party. Ido not question the statement; 
but no report has been read, and there are no facts. 
| in regard to it. It seems to me the most extraor- 
dinary case that I have ever seen passed in the 
Senate. j 

Mr. POWELL. I will say to the honorable 
Senator, that this bill has passed the lower House | 
unanimously, and that there was a report made 
by the committce of the House of Representa- 
tives, which is with the bill. I have stated sub- 
stantially the facts, however, and thought it un- 
| necessary to call for the reading of the report. 
| Mr. BAKER. Allow me to ask the Senator 
from Kentucky a question. I see that it is a re- 
plevin bond. Is it according to the practice of 

our State to take a recognizance ora bail bond ? 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. The execution had is- 
sued. upon the forfeited recognizance, and the 


property taken was replevied. 
Mr. BAKER. There is no foundation for the 


debt, as I understand it, except the obligation of 
securityship on the criminal prosecution ? 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. No, sir. 

The question being taken by ycas and nays, 
resulted—yeas 40, nays 2; as follows: 

Y£AS—Messrs. Anthony, Baker, Bragg, Bright, Cam- 
eron, Chandler, Clark, Clingman, Crittenden, Dixon, Doug- 
; jas, Durkee, Fessenden, Fitch, Foot, Foster, Green,Grimes, | 
i Gwin, Hale, Harlan, Hemphill, Johnson of Arkansas, John- 
; son ot'lennessee, Kennedy, Lane, Latham,Mason, Nichol- 


ji son, Polk, Powell, Rice, Saulsbury, Sebastian, Seward, 


' Ten Eyek, Thomson, Wade, Wilkinson, and Wilson—40, 
NAYS—Messrs. King, and Trambull—2. 


So the bill was passed. 
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RAILROAD TO THE PACIFIC. 


‘On motion of Mr. GWIN, the Senate resumed 
the consideration of the bill (H. R. No.-701) to 
secure contracts, and make provision for the safe, 
certain, and more speedy transportation, by rail- 
road, of mails, troops, munitions of war, military 
and naval stores, between the Atlantic States and 
those of the Pacific, and for other purposes, the 
pending question being on concurring. in the 
amendment made as in Committee of the Whole, 
‘in section four, line forty-seven, after the word 
* States,” to insert: ' 

And no mortgage or construction bonds shall ever be is- 

sued iby said: company on said road, or mortgage or lien 
made:in any way, except to the United States. 
Mr. SIMMONS. I would like to: suggest to 
the Senator from Massachusetts to put in “with- 
out the consent of Congress.” I think that would 
improve it. Let them make no lien or mortgage 
without the consent of Congress, 

Mr. WILSON. Iwill say to the Senator from 
Rhode Island, that I have reflected upon that 
point somewhat, and I fear that if that should be 
inserted, Congress would be overrun with persons 
asking our consent to enable them to make. such 
a mortgage. Ifitis to be amended, if the Senate 
believes that it ought not to stand in the forth in 
which it is, 1 think that instead of bringing it to 
‘Congress, it should provide that no mortgage shall 
be made“‘without the consent of a majority of 
the stockholders, innumberand amount,”’ so that 
the matter will be, after ‘all, in the hands of the 
masses of the stockholders, d 

Mr GWIN. Twill move that amendment, if 
nobody else will. My object is not to put an in- 
surmountable obstacle in the way of negotiating 
loans. I believe a majority of the stockholders 
themselves would agree to a loan, if it was neces- 
sary. 

Mr. CHANDLER. The action of the board 
of directors is the action of the stockholders, be- 
cause the directors represent them, and the direct- 
ors are renewed from year to year. The stock- 
holders in this road will he scattered from Texas to 
Maine, and from California to New York. It is 
almost a prohibition to require it to be submitted 
to the stockholders themselves, It seems to me 
that this would be a uscless obstacle in the way 
of negotiations. I think the proposition had better 
be rejected, for T think a proviso of this kind will 
be a fatal obstacle to the building of the road, 

Mr. SIMMONS. I hope this proposition wiil 
not be rejected. I do not want to have a propo- 
sition there that will embarrass the road at all, 
What I desire is, either that the cangent of Con- 
gress shall be had, authorizing the issue of bonds 
and the giving of a mortgage, or- that a certain 
amount of money shall be actually paid in and 
expended by the stockholders on the road, before 
they can make a mortgage. At least $30,000,000 
clear money should be paid in and expended on 
this road, before they should be allowed to make 
any mortgage. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Ifthe Senator will accept 
a proposition that twenty or thirty millions of 
their money shall be expended first, Twill move it. 

Mr. SIMMONS. Then I propose that no loan 
shall be made by the directors of this company 
and secured by mortgage on the road, unless 
$30,000,000 of private subscriptions of the stock 
have been actually paid in and expended on the 
road; and then I will agrec to let them borrow. 

Mr. WILSON. On each line? 

Mr. SIMMONS. Yes, on any one road. If 

“there are three to be built, make that provision 
for all; and then we have some security for the 
money we lend them. 

_ The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question 
is on the amendment of the Senator from Califor- 
nin to the amendment. 

Mr. SIMMONS. I suppose the Senator from 
Massachusetts will accept the amendment I offer. 

Mr WILSON. Certainly. J want the money 

aid in. k 

The PRESIDINGOFFICER, Theamendment 
of the Senator from California is to add to the 
amendment made in Committee of the Whole, 

_ the words ‘* without the consent of a majority of i 
the stockholders in numberand amount of stock.?? | 

Mr. CHANDLER. It should be: ‘unless 


$30,000,000 have been subscribed and paid in and | 
expended”? . | 


Mr. SIMMONS. Letitread:** until$30,000,000 | 


shallzhave been paid in on each of the roads, of 
the stockholders’ money.” = 0 EE 

Mr. CHANDLER. ` I propose to amend it so 
as to read: $ : i : 

No mortgage or construction bonds shall ever be issued 
by said company onsaid road, until $30,000,000 shall. have 
been subscribed and expended. , E i 

Mr. GWIN. I believe I called for the yeas 
and nays; but I will not ask for them on the 
amendment in that form. . 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question 
is on the amendment to the amendment. 

Mr. GWIN. I believe that is accepted by the 
Senator from Massachusetts. ¢ 

Mf. WILSON. Yes, sir. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. It cannot be 


accepted without a vote of the Senate. ‘The ques- 
tion must be put. 

Mr. GWIN. I withdraw the call forthe yeas 
and nays. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The yeasand 
nays have not been ordered on the amendment to 
the amendment. . 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed 
to. 

Mr. LANE. I should like to hear the amend- 
ment read as it has been amended. 

The Secretary read it, as follows: 

And no mortgage or construction bonds shall ever be 
issued. by said company on said road, until $30,060,000 
shall have been subscribed and expended. 

Mr. LANE. That is right. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The yeas and 
nays have been ordered on the amendment. 

Mr. GWIN. 1 ask leave to withdraw the call. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. By unanimous 
consent the call for the yeas and nays may be 
dispensed with. [‘ No objection.”’] 

The amendment as amended was concurred in. 


Mr. GWIN. The next amendment, I believe, 
is as to the northern route. I think that is the 
only one remaining. 

Mr. WILSON. I move a reconsideration of 
the vote adopting the last amendment, for the pur- 
pose simply of making a slight change to reach 
the object which was intended. It ought to read 
in this form: 

And no mortgage or construction bonds shall ever be 
issued by said company on said road, or mortgage or lien 
made in any way except to the United States, until 
$30,000,000 shall have been subscribed and expended on 
each of the roads provided fur by this act. 

That applies to thecentral, southern, and north- 
ern routes. 

Mr. GWIN. There is no objection to it in 
that form. : 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there be no 
objection, the vote will be regarded as reconsid- 
ered,and theamendment concurred in, in the mod- 
ified form now proposed by the Senator frum 
Massachusetts. [‘* Agreed ve 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, The question 
now before the Senate is on concurring in the 
amendment submitted by the Senator from Min- 
nesota, [Mr. Witxinson.] 

Mr. GWIN. That is the amendment provid- 
ing for the northern road. 1 will simply ask for 
the yeas and nays on that amendment. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and being 
taken, resulted—yeas 27, nays 19; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Anthony, Bingham, Bright, Chandler, 
Clark, Collamer, Doolittle, Douglas, Durkee, Fessenden, 
Fitch, Foot, Hale, Johnson of Arkansas, King, Lane, Mor- 
rill, Powell, Rice, Sebastian, Simmons, Sumner, Ten Eyck, 
Trumbull, Wade, Wilkinson, and Wilson—97. 

NAYS—Messrs. Baker, Bigler, Bragg, Clingman, Crit- 
tenden, Dixon, Poster, Grimes, Gwin, Ilarian, Hemphith, 
Johnson of Tennessee, Kennedy, Latham, Nicholson, Polk, 


| Saulsbury, Seward, and Wigtall—19. 


So the amendment was concurred in. 


Mr.GWIN. I believe we have now gotthrough 
with all the amendments; and I hope the bill will 
be put on its passage. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill is 
still open to amendment. 

Mr. RICE. I am informed that, in order to 
perfeet the bill, one or two verbal amendments 
should be made to it. I hope my colleague will 
have an opportunity to offer them. 

Mr. GWIN. I hope he will do it at once. 

Mr. RICE. He is prepared to do so. 

Mr. SIMMONS. I should like to know if this 
bill has been printed as amended? 

Mr. GWIN. Yes, sir; except the last amend- 


-Ments that have been added to it. . 


Mr. SIMMONS. I should like to have it He 
over until to-morrow, in order to have an oppor- 
tunity to exantiric it. 

Mr. WILKINSON. I want to make one or - 
two verbal amendments to that portion of the bill 
which was inserted on my motion. « 

Mr. BAKER. As the amendments are merely 
verbal, I presume it will not be necessary to read 
them. = i , 

Mr. GWIN. I suppose there is no objection 
to them. ; ee 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amend- 
ments will be read. : 

The Secretary read. the ‘first amendment: To 
strike out, in the first section of the amendment 
offered by Mr. Witkinson; providing for a north- 
ern route, the words: f 

“To the northern border of Californias. thence to the 
amount of six alternate sections per mile, on each side of 
said railway line, as said company may adopt, to the Pa- 
cifie shore at or near San Francisco.” i 

And to insert, in lieu thereof, the words: 

To the western termination of said road. 

So that the clause will read: 

And there is granted to said company undertaking to 
build said road, six alternate sections of land per mile on 
each side of such railroad line as said company may adopt 
from Lake Superior to the western border of Minnesota, 
and from thence to the amount of ten alternate sections 
per mile on each side of such railway line as said company 
may adopt to the western termination of said road. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in the next section 
of the amendment, to strike out the words ‘“ San 
Francisco,” and to insert ‘*Puget Sound and 


| Portland, Oregon;”’ so that it will read: 


That whenever said company, undertaking to construct 
said railway from Lake Superior to Puget Sound and Port- 
land, Oregon, shall have fifty miles ‘of said railroad and 
telegraph ling ready for the service contemplated, &e. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

‘The amendments were ordered to be engrossed, 
and the bill to be read a third time. It was read 
the third time. 

Mr. WILSON. Task for the yeas and nays 
on the final passage of the bill. 

The ydas and nays were ordered. 

The A eerelar proceeded to call the roll on the 
passage of the bill. 

Mr. BIGLER. Mr. President, I desire to be 
indulged in a single remark before casting my 
vote on this bill. Etis well known that I have 
favored the construction of a railroad to the Pa- 
cific. Lam now in favor ofany reasonable measure 
to accomplish that end; but, under all the circum- 
stances, and in the eondition of the country, } 
cannot vote for a bill contemplating the construc- 
tion of three roads. I therefore vote in the nega- 
tive. 

Mr. TEN EYCK. Ido not know that it ig 
usual, but I ask to be excused from voting. I am 
in favor, as I have already said, of a Pacilic rail- 
road; but I think it is improper to pass a bill, to 
pledge the aid of the Government to the construc- 
tion of three roads, Nor do I wish to have the 
appearance of avoiding voting upon it. I there- 
fore ask to be excused from voting. 

Mr, FESSENDEN. I wish simply to say that 
I am in favor of one railroad to the Pacific, and 
am ready to vote for it at any time that a reason- 
able bill can be presented. Iam not in favor, at 
the present time, of the Government engaging in 
the construction of two or three roads. I think 
it is more than the Government can undertake in 
the present position of things, and more than it 
ought to undertake; consequently, 1 shall vote 
in the negative. 

Mr. SEBASTIAN. I beg leave merely to say, 
in explanation of my vote in favor of the passage 
of this bill, that I do so in compliance with in- 
structions from the Legislature of my State, to 
which J always yicld a respectful obedience. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas. As I do not 
expect any appropriation to be made hereafter for 
the southern road, and | do expect the northern 
road to be built, F think there is good ground for 
changing my vote for the passage of the bill; but 
as I am instructed by my Legislature to vote for 
the bill, 1 shall vote for it simply for that reason, 
and no other. 

The result was then announced—yeas 37, nays 
14; as follows: ' 

YEAS—Messrs. Anthony, Baker, Bingham, Bright, Cam- 
eron, Chandler, Clark, Collamer, Crittenden, Dixon, Doo- 
little, Douglas, Durkee, Fitch, Foot, Foster, Grimes, Gwin, 
Hale, Harlan, Hemphill, Johnson of Arkansas, Kennedy, 
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Lane, Latham, Mortill, Polk, Rice,. Sebastian, Seward, 
Simmons, Sumner, Trumbull, Wade, Wigfall, Wilkinson, 
and Wilson—37. : 

NAYS—Messrs. Bayard, Bigler, Bragg, Clingman, Fes- 
senden, Green; Hunter, Johnson. of Tennessee, Kin , Ma- 
son; Nicholson, Powell, Saulsbury, and Thomson—}4. . 

So the bill was passed. i 

TERRITORY OF IDAHO. 


Mr. GREEN. I move to take up the bill tg 
provide a temporary government for the Terr 
tory of Jefferson, merely for the purpose of mak- 
ing it a special order. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. GREEN. There is a special order for 
to-morrow; private bills will come up on Friday; 
perhaps the Senate will not sit on Saturday; there 
is a special order for Monday; and I therefore 
move to make this bill the special order for Tues- 
day at one o’clock. 

Mr. COLLAMER and Mr. WILSON. Why 
not go on with it now? 

Mr. GREEN. Ifthe Senate will indulge me 
five minutes, I think they will take it up now. - 

Mr. SEWARD. Take your five minutes. 

Mr. GREEN. J have conferred with a gen- 
tleman from there who desires a change of the 
boundaries. 

Mr. COLLAMER. Ihave that in writing here. 

Mr. GREEN. I ask for the reading of the bill. | 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill (S. 
No. 366) to provide a temporary government for | 
the Territory of Colorado, is now before the Sen- 
ate as in Committee of the Whole. 

Several Senarors. That is not it. 

Mr. GREEN. That was the way it was re- 
ported last session, This session we agreed to 
change the'name to Jefferson. Now there is an 
intention to move a different name. I care noth- 
ing about the name. 

Mr.COLLAMER, Willthe gentleman allow 
me to move that change now? 

Mr. GREEN. I wish to propose a substitute 
to the bill. J offer what I hold in my hand as a | 
substitute, because 1 think it is more simple, and 
I have made some little changes; one in the boun- 
dary, and one ina clause, which I will name to 
the Senate, so that they may understand it, ‘This 
change isto strike out the words, “ when admitted 
as a State, they may come in with or without | 
slavery.” 

Mr. COLLAMER. In all other respects is it 
the same? 

Mr. GREEN. I think it is; but it may be read 
and compared. I think it ought to be read; for | 
we ought to legislate understandingly. 1 send to 
the Chair a substitute for the whole bill, 

Mr. COLLAMER. I desire to amend that | 
substitute merely in the name. I move, at the } 
request of the people of that country, that where- i 


Noe 


ever the name of Jefferson occurs, Ldaho be sub- || 
stituted for it. i 


Mr. GREEN. Several citizens from there came | 
to me; and desired the name to be Jefferson; and 
that was the reagon I inserted that name; but i 
care nothing at all aboutthe name. Inasmuch as 
I promised them to propose the name of Jefferson, 
I must vote against the Senator’s amendment. 
Idaho is a very good name. In the Indian lan- 
guage it signifies “gem of the mountains.”? We 
proposed the name of Jefferson for this Pike’s 
Peak region. Some had proposed the name of 
Colorado, because the Colorado river is in that 
region; but Idaho being an Indian name, and its | 
meaning being “gem of the mountains,” as so | 
much mineral is found there, it may be very appro- 

riate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question 
is on the amendment offered by the Senator from 
Vermont, to strike out “ Jefferson ’’ wherever it 
occurs in the substitute proposed by the Senator 
from Missouri, and insert “ Idaho.” 

"he question being taken, there were, on a 
division—ayes 14, noes 7; no quorum voting. 

Mr. FOSTER. Lask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas. I move that 
the Senate proceed to the consideration of execu- } 
‘tive business. TE 

Mr. COLLAMER. If gentlemen will insist 
on having the yeas and nays, I desire to be heard. 
I have reasons to give for this change of name. 
It is by the desire of the people of that quarter. 
Itis not a mere matter of fancy. But if there is 


another question before the Senate, I must desist. 


-ident of the 


The PRESIDING OFFICER.. The Senator 
from Arkansas moves that the Senate proceed to 
the consideration of executive business, 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas. There area 
good many nominations that ought to be disposed 
of; I know of at least one of importance that 
ought to be referred promptly. . 

Mr. GREEN. The motion is not debatable; 
but I will say that | think we can get through 
with this bill in half an hour, and there will be 
no difficulty then in going into executive session. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question 
is on the motion of the Senator from Arkansas. 

The motion was not agreed to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The quéstion 
is on the amendment of the Senator from Vermont 
to the amendment offered by the Senator from 
Missouri, and upon that question the yeas and 
nays have been ordered. 

‘The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. Ido not like either name. 
I prefer to call it Jeffersonia to either. I vote 
against this amendment. 

Mr. LANE. Iam sorry that any motion was 
made to change the name. If it had been Idaho 
originally, perhaps I should never have objected 
toit. That is said to be an Indian word, and to 
have a signification—gem of the mountains. Ido 
not believe itis an Indian word. Itis a corrup- 
tion. No Indian tribe in this nation has that word, 
in my opinion, 

Mr. COLLAMER, Ido notunderstand Indian. 

Mr. LANE. It is a corruption certainly, a 
counterfeit, and ought not to be adopted. I vote 
nay. 
Mr. CAMERON, (who at first voted in the 
negative.) I change my vote to gratify my friend 
from Vermont, who understands this subject a 
great deal better than I do. I have great faith in 

im. 

The result was announced—yeas 24, nays 13; 
as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Anthony, Bingham, Bragg, Cameron, 
Chandler, Clark, Collamer, Dixon, Doolittie, Durkee, Pes- 
enden, Foster, Grimes, Latham, Morrill, Peatce, Polk, 
Seward, Sumner, ‘Pen Eyck, Trumbull, Wade, Wigtall, and 


NAYS—Messrs. Bayard, Bigler, Douglas, Fitch, Green, 
Hunter, Johnson of Arkansas, Lane, Mason, Powell, Rice, 
Sauisbury, and ‘Thomson—13. ` 

So the amendment to the amendment was 
agreed to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question 
now is on the substitute offered by the Senator 
from Missouri, which will be read. 

‘The Secretary proceeded to read the substitute, 
to strike out all of the bill after the enacting clause, 
and to insert in lieu thereof: 

‘That all that part of the territory of the United States 
included within the following limits, to wit: commencing 
on the thirty-seventh parallel of north latitude, where the 
twenty-fifth meridian of longitude west from Wasbington 
crosses the same; thence north, on said meridian, to the 
forty-first parallel of north latitude ; thence along said par- 
allel west to the thirty-third meridian of longitude west 
from Washington ; thence south, on said meridian, to he 
north line of New Mexico; thence along said boundary line 
of New Mexico to the point of intersection of its easterly 
part with the thirty-seventh parallel ; thence easterly, on 
said parallel, to the place of beginning, be, and the same is 
hereby, erected into a temporary government by the name 
of the Territory of Idaho: Provided, ‘I'hat nothing in this 


act contained shail be construed to impair the rights of per- | 


son or property now pertaining to the Indians in said Ter- 
ritory, so longas such rights shall re 
treaty between the United States and such Indians, or to 
include any territory which, by treaty with any Indian tribe, 
is not, without the consent of said tribe, to be included 
within the territorial limits or jurisdiction of any State or, 
‘Territory, but all sueh territory shall be excepted out of 
the boundaries and constitute no part of the Territory of 
Idaho, until said tribe shall signity their assent to the Pres- 
United States to be included within the said 
‘Territory ; or to affect the authority of the Government of 
the United States to make any regulations respecting such 
Indians, their lands, property, or other rights, by treaty, 
law, or otherwise, which it would have been competent 
for the Government to make if this act had never passed : 
Provided further, That nothing in this act eontained shail 
be construed to inhibit the Government of the United States 
from dividing said Territory into two or more ‘Territories, 
in sueh ranner and at such times as Congress sball decm 
convenientand proper, or from attaching any portion thereof 
to any other Territory or State: And provided further, That 
when admitted as a State, the said Territory, or any por- 
tion of the same, shall be received into the Union with or 
without sla as their constitution may prescribe at the 
time of their admission. 

Suc. 2. Jind be it further enacted, That the executive 
power and authority in and over said Territory of fdano 
shall be vested in a Governor, whe shall bold his ofäce for 
four years, and until his successor shall be appointed and 
qualified, unless sooner removed by the President of the 
United States. 


The Governor shail reside within said Ter- : 


main unextinguished by | 


ritory, shall be commanéer-in-chlef of. the militia thereof... 
shall perform. the duties and receiv emoluments óf 
superintendent of Indian affairs, and sbal approve alllaws ` 
passed by the’Legislative Assembly before they shall take 


| effeet; he may grant pardons for offenses agalust the laws. 


of said Térritory, and reprieves for offeases against.ihe laws, 
of the United States until. the decision of the President can 
be made known thereon; he shall: commission ‘all officers 
who shall be appointed to office undet the laws of said Per: 
ritorys and:shali take care that the:laws: be faitbfally exe- 
uted. ee 
Sec. 3. And be it further enacted, That there shall be a 
secretary of said Territory, who shalt reside therein, and 
hold Ais office for four years, unless sooner removed by the 
President of the United States ; he shall record and preserve 
all-the laws. and proceedings of the Legislative Assembly 
hereinafter constituted, and all the acts and. proceedings of 
the Governor, in his executive department; be shall trans= 
mit one copy of the laws, and one copy'ot the exeeutive 
proceedings, on or before the Ist day of December in each 
year, to the President of the United States, and, at the same 
time, two-copies of the laws to the Speaker of the House 
of Representatives and the President of. the Senate, for the 
use of Congress. And in case of the death, removal, or ress 
ignation, or other necessary absence of the Governor froma 
the Territory, the secretary shall have power, and he. is . 
hereby authorized and required, to execute and perform ali 
the powers and duties of the Governor during such vacancy 
or necessary absence, or until another Governor shall be 
duly appointed to fill such vacancy. ‘ “Ne 
SEC. 4. Jind be it further enacted, That the legislative 
power and authority of said Territory shall be vestedin the 
Governor and a Legislative Assembly. ‘The Legislative: As- 
sembly shall consist of a Council and House of Represents 
atives, The Council shall consist of nine members, which 
may be inereased to thirteen, having the qualifications of 
voters as hereinafter prescribed, whose term. of service 
shall continue two years. The House of Representatives 
shall consist of thirteen members, which may be increased 
to twenty-six, possessing the same qualifications as pre- 
scribed for members of the Council, and whose term of ser- 
vice shall continue one year. An apportionment shall be 
made, as nearly equal as practicable, among the several 
counties or districts for the election of the Council and 
Fouse of Representatives, giving to each section of the 
Territory representation in the ratio of its population, (n= 
dians excepted,) as nearly as may be; and the membersof 
the Council and of the House of Representatives shall re- 
side in, and be inhabitants of, the district for which they 
way be elected, respectively. Previous to the first election, 
the Governor. shall cause a census or enumeration of the 


| inhabitants of the several counties and districts of the Ter- 


ritory to be taken; and the first election shall be, held at 
sach time and places, and be conducted in such manner, 
as the Governor shall appoint and direct; and he shall, at 
the same time, declare the number of thé members.of the 
Council ard House of Representatives to which cach of the 
counties or districts shall be entitled under this act. ‘The 
number of persons authorized to be elected having the bigh- 
est number of votes in each of said council districts for 
members of the Council shall be declared by tac Governor 
to be duly elected to the Council; and the pogon or persons 
authorized to be elected having the greatest number of votes 


‘for the House of Representatives, equal to the number to 


which each county or district shall be entitled, shall be de- 
clared by the Governor to be elected members ofthe House 
of Representatives: Provided, That in case of a tie be- 
tween two or more persons voted for, the Governor shall 
order a new election to supply the vacancy made by such 
tie. And the persons thus elected to the Legislative As- 
sembly shall meet at such place and on such day as the 
Governor shall appoint; but thereafter, the time, place, and 
manner of holding and conducting all elections by the peo- 
ple, and the apportioning the representation in the several 
counties or districts to the Council and House of Repre- 
sentatives, according to the population, shall be, prescribed 
by law, as well as the day of the commencement of the 
regular sessions of the Legislative Assembly : Provided, 
That no one session shall exceed the term of forty days, 
except the first, which may be extended to sixty days, but 
no longer. è y Å 

Sec. 5. And be it further enacted, That every free white 
male citizen of the United States above the age of twenty- 
one years, who shall have been a resident of said Territory 
at the time of the passage of this act, including those rec- 
ognized as citizens by the treaty with. the Republic of Mex- 
ico, concluded February 2, 1848, and tbe treaty negotiated 
with the same conntry on the 30th day of December, 1853, 
shall be entitled to vote at the first election, and shall be 
eligible to any office within the said Territory; but the 
qualifications of voters and of holding office. at all subse- 
quent elections shall be such as shall be prescribed by the 
Legislative Assembly. 

Sec. 6. And be it further enacted, That the legislative 
power of the Territory shail extend to ail rightful subjecta 
of legislation consistent with the Constitution of the United 
States and the provisions of this act; but no law shall be 
passed interfering with tle primary disposal of the soil; no 
tax shall be imposed upon the property of the United States ; 
nor shall lands or other property of non-residents be taxed 
higher than the lands or other property of residents 5 nor 


| shallany law be passed impairing the rights of private prop- 


erty ; nor shall any discrimination be made in taxing difer- 
ent kinds of property ; but all taxation shall bein propor- 
tion to the value of tbe property tuxed. 

Sec. 7. And be it further enacted, That all township, dis- 
trict, and county officers, not herein otherwise provided 
for, shall be appointed or elected, as the ease may be, in 
such manner as shall be provided by the Governor and Le- 
gislative Assembly of the Territory. The Governor shall 
nominate and, by the advice and corsentof the Legislative 
Council, appoint all officers not herein otherwise provided 
for; and, in the first instance, the Goyernor alone may 
appoint all said officers, who shail hold.thcir offices untilthe 
end of tie first session of the Legislative Assembly, and 
shail lay oilibe necessary districts for members ofthe Coun- 
cil and [House of Representatives, and aH other officers. 

Sec. & And.be it further enacted, That no member of the 


* - Jégislative'Assembly-shall tiold- or be appointed to any office 
which shall have been created or the ‘salary or emolt- 
ments of which shalt have been increased: while -he-was a 
ynember, during the térra for which he was elected, and for 
oné year after the expiration of such ternit; and no person 
holding. & commission or appointment under-the United 
States, except postmasters, shall be'a member of the Légis- 
Jative Assembly, ‘or’shal} hotd any office understhe govern- 
ment of said Territory.” - : ws 3 

“SEo.9. And beit- further enacted, Thatthe judicial power 
of said’ Territory shall be vested in a supreme court, dis- 
trict courts, probate courts, and'in justices:of the peace. 
The supteme court shall consistof.a chief justice and two 
associdte justices, any two of whom shall constitute a quo- 
tüm, and who shall hold a termat the seat of government 
of said Territory annually, and they shall hold their offices 
during. tho period of four years. ‘The said ‘Perritory shall 
Wedivided-into three judicial districts, arid-a-district court 
shall be held in each of said ‘districts by one of the justices 
of the supreme court, atsuch time and place as may be pre- 
gétibed bylaws and the said judges shall, after their appoint- 
ywents, respectively; reside in the distriets which shall be 
assigned them. ‘Che jarisdiction of the several courts 
hietein provided for, both appellate and original, and that 
of the probate courts and of the justices of the peace, shall 
be as Iimited by law: Provided, That justices of the peace 
and probate courts shall not have jurisdiction of any matter 
in controversy when the title or boundaries of Jand may be 
in dispute, or where the debt or sum claimed shall exceed 
$100; and the said supreme and district courts, respect- 
ively, shall possess chancery as well as common-law juris- 
diction ; and authority for redress of all wrongs committed 
against the Constitution or Jaws of the United States, or.of 
the Territory, affecting persons or property. Each district 
‘court, of the judge thereof, shall appoint its clerk; who shall 
also bé the register in chancery, and shall keep his office 
at the place where the court may be held. Writs of error, 
bills of éxecption, and appeals, shall be allowed in all cases 
from: the final decisions of said district courts to the sn- 
réme court, under such regulations as may he prescribed 
¥y law 3 but in no case removed to the supreme court shall 
trial by jury be-allowed-in said court. The supreme court, 
or the justices thereof, shall appoint its own clerk, and 
every clerk shail hold his office at the pleasure of the court 
for which be'shalt have been appointed. Writs of error, 
and appeals from the final decisions of said supreme court, 
shall be allowed, and may be taken to the Supreme Court 
of the United States, in the same manner and under the 
same regulations as from the circuit courts of the United 
States, where the value of the property, or the amount in 
controversy, to be ascertained by the oath or affirmation 
of either party, or other competent witness, shall execed 
$1,000; except only that, in all cases involying title.to 
slaves, the said writs of error or appeals shall be allowed 
‘and decided by the said supreme court, without regard to 
the value of the matter, property; or title in controversy 5 
and except, also, that a writ of error òr appeal shall also be 
alowed to the Supreme Court of the United States from 
the decision of the said suprente court created by this act, 
or of any judge thereot, or of the district courts created by 
this’ act, or of any judge thereof, upon any writ of habeas 
corpus involving the question of personal freedom; and 
eich of the said district courts shall have and exercise the 
same jurisdiction in all cases arising under the Constitu- 
tion and laws of the United States as is vested in the cir- 
venit and district courts of the United States; and the said 
supreme and distriet courts of the said ‘Territory, and the 
respective judges thereof, shall and may grant writs of 
habeas corpus in all cases in which the same are grantable 
by the judges of the United States inthe District of Co- 
lumbia; and the first six days of évety term of said courts, 
-orso much ther¢ot as shall be necessary, shall be appro- 
priated to the trial of causes arising under the suid Consti- 
tution and laws; and writs of error and appeals in all such 
eases shall be made to the supreme court of said Territory 
the same as in other cases. ‘I'he said cork shall receive, 
in all such cases, the same fees which the clerks of the dis- 
trict courts of Oregon Territory now receive for similar ser- 
vices, 

Sac. 10. And be it further enacted, 'That there shall be ap- 
pointed an attorney for said Territory, who shall continuc in 
office fur four years, unless sooner removed by the President, 
and who shall receive the same fees and salary as the at~ 
torney of the United States for the present Territory of Ore- 
gon. There shall also be å marshal for the ‘Territory ap- 
pointed, who shall hold his office for four years, unless 
Boner removed by the President, and who shall exec 
all processes issuing from the said courts when exc 
their jurisdiction as cireuit and district courts of the Uni 
States ; -he-shall perform the duties, be subject to the same 
regulations and penaltics, and be entitled to the same fees 
as the marshal of the district court of the United States for 
the present Territory of Oregon, and shall, in addition, be 
paid $200 annually, as a compensation for extra services. 

See. H. And be it further enacted, That the Governor, 
“secretary, chief justice and associate justices, attorney, and 
marshal, shall be nominated and, by and with the advice 
and’ consent of ‘the Senate, appointed by the President of 
the United States. The Governor and secretary to be ap- 
pointed as aforesaid shall, before they act as such, respect- 
ively take an oath: or affirmation before the district judge, 
or some justice? of the peace in the limits of said Territory 
duly authorized to administer oaths and affirmations by the 
laws now in force therein, or before the chief justice or 
some associate justice of the Supreme Court of the United 
States, to support the Constitution of the United States and 
faithfully to discharge the duties of their respective offices 5 
which said oaths, when so taken, shall be certified by the 
person hy whom the same shall have been taken, and such 
certificates shall be received and recorded by the secretary 
among the excentive proceedings; and the chief justice 

“and associate justices, and all other civil officers in said 
Territory, before they act as such, shall take a like oath or 
aflirmation before the said Governor or secretary, or some 
judge or justice of the peace of the Territory who may be 
duly commissioned and qualified, which said oath or affirm- 
atión shali be certified and transmitted by the person taking 
the same to the secretary, to be by him recorded as afore- 


| the secretary shall receive an annual salary of $1,800.: The 


| ritory may define the judicial districts of said Territory, and 


| modify such judicial districts, and assign the judges, and 


} said;-and afterwards. {he ‘like -oath or: affirmation shall be 


taken, certified; and recorded: in such. manner and form as 
may be prescribed: by daw.. The Governor shall receive an 
annual salary of $1,500 as Governor, and $1,000 as Súper- 
intendent of Indian affairs; the chief justice and asso- 
late justices shall each receive an annual salary of $1,800; 


said salaries shall be paid quarter-yearly, at the Treasury 
of the United States. The members of the Legislative As- 
sembly shall be entitled to receive three dollars each per 
day during their attendance at the session thereof, and three 
dollars for every twenty miles’ travel in going to.and re- 
turning from the said sessions, estimated according to the 
nearest usually traveled route. There shali bg appropriated 
annually the sum of $1,000, to be expended by the Gov- 
crnor, to defray the contingent expenses of the Territory. 
There shall also be appropriated annually a sufficient sum, 
to be expended by the seeretaty of the Territory, and upon 
an estimate to be made by the Secretary of the Treasury of 
the United States, to defray the expenses of the Legislative 
Assembly, the printing of the laws, and other incidental 
expenses ; and the secretary of the Territory shall annually 
account to the Secretary of the Treasury of the United 
States for the manner in which the aforesaid sum shail have 
been expended. 

Sec. 12. And be it further enacted, That the Legislative 
Assembly of the Territory of Idaho shall hold its first ses- 
sion at such time and place in said Territory as the Gov- 
ernor thereof shall appoint and direct; and at said first 
session, or as soon thereafter as they shall decm expedient, 
the Governor and Legislative Assembly shall proceed to 
locate and establish the seat of government for said Terri- 
tory at such place as they may deem eligible ; which place, 
however, shall thereafter be subject to be changed by the 
said Governor and Legislative Assembly. 

Sec. 13. And be it further enacted, That a Delegate to 
the House of Representatives of the United States, to serve 
during each Congress of the United States, may be elected 
by the voters qualified to clect members of the Legislative 
Assembly, whoshail be entitled to the same rights and priv- 
ileges as are exercised and enjoyed by the Delegates from 
the several other Territories of the United States to the said 
House of Representatives. ‘The first election shalt be held 
at such time and places, and be conducted in such manner, 
as the Governor shal) appoint and direct; and atall subse- 
quent elections, the times, places, and manner of holding 
elections shall be prescribed by law. The person having 
the greatest number of votes shall be declared by the Gov- 
ernor to be duly elected, and a certificate thereof shall be 
given accordingly. , 

Sec. 14. And be it further enacted, That when the land 
in said Territory shall be surveyed, under the dircetion of 
the Government of the United States, preparatory to bring- 
ing the same into market, sections numbered sixteen and 
thirty-six in each township in said Territory shall be, and 
the same is hereby, reserved for the purpose of being ap- 
plied to schools in the States hereafter to be erected outof 
the same. 

Src. 15. And be it further enacted, That temporarily, and 
until otherwise provided by law, the Governor of said Ter- 


assign tue judges who may be appointed for said ‘Territory 
to the several districts, and also appoint the times and 
places for holding courts in the several counties or subdi- 
visions in each of said judicial districts by proclamation to 
bo issued by him; but the Legislative Assembly, at their | 
first or any. subsequent session, may organize, alter, or 


alter the times and places of holding the courts, as to them 
shalt seem proper and convenient. 

Sec. 16. And be it further enacted, That the Constitution 
and all laws of the United States, which are not locally 
inapplicable, shall have the same force and effect within 
tne said Territory of Idaho as elsewhere within the United 
States. 

Sec. 17. And be it further enacted, That the President of 
the United States, by and with the advice and consent of 
the Senate, shall be, and he is hereby, authorized to ap- 
point a surveyor general for tdaho, who shall locate his 
office at such place as the Seeretary of the Interior shall 
from time to time direct, and whose duties, powers, obli- 
gations, responsibilities, compensation, and allowances for 
clerk bire, office rent, fucl, aud incidental expenses, shall 
be the same as those of the surveyor general of New Mex- 
ico, under the direction of the Secretary of the Interior, 
and such instructions as he may from time to time deem 
it advisable to give him. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question 
is on adopting tht amendment as a substitute for 
the bill. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I should like to inquire 
if the substitute will be open to amendment after 
it has been adopted? 

Mr. GREEN. It will; in the Senate. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. But not in committee. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. It will in the Senate, I 
understand. 

Mr. GREEN. Certainly. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. If that is so, I will not 
object. 

T'he amendment was agreed to. 

The bill wasreported to the Senate,as amended. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Ido not know that I have 
any objection to this bill; but, it seems to me, we 
ought, at least, to have it read. I have been try- 
ing to get a copy of it, and have sent twice for it. 
Ifit is printed, I am unable to get it. 

Mr. GREEN. It has been read. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I should like to inquire 
ifit is the same as the printed bill. 

Mr. GREEN. It is not. The boundaries were 


“see no necessity for it. 
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changed; the name has been changed)and there 
has been one proviso stricken out. Et canbe read, 
if the Senator wishes to hear it. _ ; 

My. TRUMBULL. | I do not wish to take up 
img in asking it to be read at the Secretary’s 

1 should like to. see it. It is a very im- 
rtant bill, and it seems to me is receiving very 
ttle consideration. * 
Mr. DOUGLAS. Mr. President, I will call 
e attention of the Senator from Missouri to a 
rovision here that strikes me as being peculiar. 

t is among the powers of the Legislature: 

“Nor shall any discrimination ve made in taxing different 
kinds of property.” : g 

We all see what that is aiming: at. I think it 
will be attended with consequences very incon- 
venient. I have never known of any legislature 
of any civilized country that would not discrim- 
inate in taxation between different kinds of prop- 
erty. Usually, property for schools and edu- 
cational purposes, and charitable purposes, is 
exempted from taxation. It is usual to exempt 
mechanics’ tools, libraries, cemeteries, and various 
kinds of property, from taxation. Here is a pro- 
vision that there shall be no discrimination, and 
that all must be taxed alike. It strikes me it is 
very peculiar. I do not think it is founded upon 

rinciples of justice, or upon sound public policy. 

f these people are capable of self-government, 
and capable of levying taxes on property to sup- 
port their government, I presume they are just ag 
capable of discriminating on those subjects as they 
would be if they lived ina State. Ido not know 
why they should not be. I suppose they were 
capable of self-government before they went there; 
and if they were, I do not know why they are 
less so when they get there. I am willing to have 
no provision on this subject; but this is a peculiar 
provision that is introduced in the bill, I only 
call attention to it. No argument is made about it. 

Mr. GREEN. The Senator misconstrues the 
provision. Nearly every State constitution has’ 
a similar provision, that all property subject to . 
taxation shall be taxed in proportion to its value; 
but that does not say what sort of property shall 
be subject to taxation, You may tax one kind 
of property or one person’s property, but-——~ 

Mr.COLLAMER. Let that provision be read. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. Iwill call for the reading of 
the whole sixth section, and then the Senate will 
observe the bearing of it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The sixth sec- 
tion will be read. 

The Secretary read it. 

Mr. GREEN. My recollection is, that that 
provision was in the Kansas-Nebraska bill; and 
{ think this is copied from that. It does not mean 
what the Senator from Hlinois imagines, All 
States say that property subject to taxation must 
be taxed according to its value. This is intended 
to make no discrimination between different kinds 
of property.. You may exempt your school- 
houses, you may exempt various other property, 
but whatever property is subjected to taxation 
must be taxed alike. That is all it means, 

Mr. DOUGLAS. I think the Senator is mis- 
taken in supposing that this was copied from the 
Kansas-Nebraska bill. Lf it was, I should not 
have deemed it necessary to call the attention of 
the Senate to it, because it would not have been 
an unusual provision. I think he will find that 
there are two provisions here that are not to be 
found in any other territorial bill. One is, “nor 
shall any law be passed impairing the rights of 
private property ;’’ and the other, “f nor shall any 
discrimination be made in taxing different kinds 
of property.’ I think he will find that these pro- 
visions are peculiar, and now proposed to be in- 
troduced into the territorial system for the first 
time. As to the first provision, ‘‘nor shall any 
law be passed impairing the rights of private prop- 
erty,” I suppose there is no objection to it; but I 
I presume any court 
would declare void a law impairing the rights of 
private property; but it is to have a peculiar sig- 
nificance from the connection that it has here. 
We all see what it is aimed at. I merely call 
attention to it, and let the Senate vote upon it. I 
have my own opinions on the question. 

Mr. GREEN. If anybody thinks that pro- 
vision is wrong, he may vote against it. . If any 
one wishes to invest: them with authority to im- 
pair the rights of property, let him move to strike 
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itout; and if the Senator from Illinois desires that, 
he ought to vote against it. For myself, I think 
it just and proper. The last clause, I think, was 
copied from his own bill with this additional pro- 
vision. The latter one to which he has called the 
attention of the Senate, in my opinion, is copied 
from his bill; but I shall not be positive about it 
until the bill is brought here. I have sent to the 
Library for it. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. The answer of the Senator 
from Missouri, it strikes me, does not meet the 
point. Ifanybody wants to vote against such a 
clause, the Senator says let him move to strike it 
out. I suppose thatis a liberty we have on every 
provision; but itis unusual to put itin. Ido not 
suppose you have got a limitation in the bill that 
there shall be no law passed impairing the obliga- 
tion of contracts; and still you might say, if any- 
body wanted to vote for such a provision, let him 
vote against the bill. There is no provision in the 
bill that there shall not be an established Church. 
There is no provision that trial by jury shall pre- 
vail. There are a great many omissions to putin 
provisions on thatters which the Constitution itself 
would regulate if they were not inserted. I sup- 

ose these words, ‘¢ Nor shall any law be passed 
impairing the rights of priváte property,” have 
peculiar reference to some matters of dispute in 
pary politics as to territorial power. Ido not 

old that a Territorial Legislature can impair any 
rights of property atall. The question is, what 
provisions do impair rights of property, and what 
the rights of property are? What are rights of 
property, I suppose the Constitution will protect. 

shall not object to those words, for I think the 
courts would give them a reasonable construc- 
tion; the same construction I now give, and I have 
no objection to that. But, when you come to the 
provision that they shall not discriminate in taxa- 
ation in different kinds of property, it is saying 
that all kinds of property shall be taxed at the 
same rate, and that there shall be no exemption 
from taxation of any description of property. I 
do not know a legislative body in the world that 
does not discriminate. Every one of the States 
discriminates; they put low taxes upon some arti- 
cles, high taxes upon others, and none at all upon 
others. 

If that is a correct system in the States, I do 
not know why we should not leave the Territo- 
ries free to adopt it. It strikes me that there are 
palpable necessities for it. There are descriptions 
of property that require encouragement, and that 
the States do encourage. I should be Joth to sec 
them compelled to tax the property belonging to 
agricultural societies—the fair grounds, for in- 
stance—at the same rate as other property. I 
should be sorry to compel them to tax cemeteries, 
churches, school-houses,and school-books, at the 
same rate as other property. But here you com- 
pel them to say that all these shall be taxed, and 
that asylums for the insane and for the unfortu- 
nate shall be taxed; that mechanics’ tools shall 
be taxed; that these descriptions of property shall 
all be taxed the same as property in land and in 
town lots—the same as property in ardent spirits, 
and in other articles that we might think 1t not 
wise to encourage. I think we ought to leave a 
wise and just discretion in every legislative body 
to discriminate between the various kinds of prop- 
erty. Ihave always held that opinion. These 
are my ideas. I merely call the attention of the 
Senate to the matter, 

Mr. WILSON. Mr. President-— 

Mr. COLLAMER. I inquire what is the 
question ? 


Mr. WILSON. I propose to make one. I 


propose to strike out all of the sixth section after | 


the word “ residents,” inthe ninth line. Ido not 
see the necessity of having those words there. I 
agree with the Senator from Illinois in regard to 
them. I think they are Hable to misconstruction, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The words 
proposed to be stricken out will be read. 

The Secretary read, as follows: 

Nor shall any law be passed impairing the rights of prl- 
vate property; nor shall any discrimination be made in 
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taxing different kinds of property; but all taxation shall be 
in proportion to the value of the property taxed. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. If those words be stricken 
out, it will-stand as the Kansas and Nebraska bill 
stood. That section in the Kansas-Nebraska bill 
stopped at the word ‘ residents.” By striking 
out this clause, we leave it in the same words 
precisely; and in that respect there was nothing 
peculiar in the Kansas-Nebraska bill. It was 
according to the acts of 1850, and the acts that 
preceded those of 1850, from the foundation of 
the Government. 

Mr. GREEN. I see the design of the Senator 
from Illinois. It is to introduce a subject of con- 
troversy, when there is no occasion for it. Are 
these provisiens right, or are they wrong, in the’ 
judgment of the Senate? If they are wrong, they 
should be stricken out; if they are right, they 
should be retained. Is there a Senator here who 
will say they are wrong? Ought the legislative 

ower ofa Territory to be invested with author- 
ity to impair the rights of private property? Ido 
not say what is property; Tao not say thata slave 
is property in the Territory; I do not touch the 
question of slavery in any respect whatever; I 
purposcly left it out to avoid controversy; and I 
am sorry to sce it introduced, unadvisedly, when 
there is no occasion for it. ‘he latter provision, 
T am satisfied, was copied either from the Kansas- 
Nebraska bill, or some other territorial law on the 
statute-book—I mean the clause prohibiting dis- 
crimination in the taxation of different kinds of 
property. It simply establishes a rule that they 
shall not tax A at fifty per cent. and B at one per 
cent.; but that property shall be taxed according 
to its value, whether it be a mule, a horse, or real 
estate, the ad valorem system, not per capita, on the 
head; nor doesit prohibit them from having a cap- 
itation tax; it leaves them to assess that. It sim- 
ply says property shall be taxed alike; butit docs 
not say all property shall be taxed; it does not 
say school-books shall be taxed; it does not say 
school-houses shall be taxed; it does not say 
churches shall be taxed; it does not say public 
property shall be taxed; butit says that whatever 
property is taxed shall be taxed alike, and there 
shall be no discrimination. The same provision is 
in the constitution of the State of Missouri and yet 
we exempt churches, for we are a church-going 
people; we exemptschool-houses, because we love 
learning, and fecl the need of it; we exempt pub- 
lic libraries, because we wish to encourage read- 
ing. A provision is in the constitution of Mis- 
souri thatall property shall be taxed in proportion 
to its value, no discriminations being made; and 
yet we make these exceptions. 

Now, sir, if I had introduced.a clause saying 
they should protect slaves, I should have expected 
controversy; but when I have simply proposed a 
provision which secures the people, and the whole 
people, who may settle there, in the enjoyment of 
their rights, it seems to me that it ought to piss 
without any controversy. 

While I'am up, I will name another change 
which I have made, to which I will call the atten- 
tion of the Senator from Ilinois. F have struck 
out that proviso which says, that when admitted 
as a State, they shall be admitted with or without 
slavery, as their constitution at the time may 
prescribe. I take that to be a truism, too; I take 


that to be a constitutional thing, too; and yet he | 


deemed it important to put that into the Kansas- 
Nebraska bill. If it bea constitutional right, and 
in accordance with the practice of the Govern- 
ment, why put that in? The question may be 
asked, why strike it out? I will tell you: to avoid 
controversy. Everybody knows that this is not 


a country adapted to slavery as a permanent in- | 
Everybody knows there never will be | 


stitution, 
a slave therc. Hence, I deemed it unnecessary to 
put it there to irritate, when it could do no good. 
The provisions which F have put in do not irri- 
tate; they hurt nobody’s feelings; and the Sena- 
tor from Illinois, I think, was unnecessarily sen- 
sitive on the subject. He supposed that was 
striking at some peculiar dogma of his own, when 
itis not. Itis simply to establish a rule of jus- 
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tice in the taxation of property, and in the exer- 
cise of the powers of the Territory. If that be 
wrong, then the provision should be stricken out. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. Itis entirely gratuitous on 
the part of the Senator from Missouri, to talk 
about my having a design when T simply called 
attention to an unusual provision in a territorial 
bill. Ido not know that I should have deemed 
that necessary but for the fact that he had stated 
that the bill was in the usual form and language. 
I happened, by accident, to let my eye fall upon 
two very unusual provisions, that are not to be 
found in other bills, and I thought it was due, in 
fairness, to call the attention of the Senate to 
those provisions, and let them judge of them. I 
did not intend to make any point upon the sub- 
ject, except that it might control my vote. I did 
not object to the one that he argues about impair- 
ing the rights of private property; for I have no 
idea that a Territorial Legislature has any such 
power, whether you thus restrict them or not; 
but I did call especial attention to the provision 
that they shall not discriminate between different 
kinds of property in taxation. Now, the Sena- 
tor asks whether or not anybody objects to that 
provision that they shall not discriminate? J re- 
peat, there is nota legislative body on earth under 
the direction of Christian people, so far as I know, 
that does not discriminate, 

Mr. GREEN. If the Senator willallow me— 
for I do not desire to consume any time in reply 
—I will read from the Washington territorial 
bill: 

“See. 6. And be it further enacted, That the legistative 
power of the Territory shall extend to ail rightful subjects 
of legislation not inconsistent with the Constitution and 
laws of the United States; butno Jaw shall be passed inter- 
fering with the primary disposal of the soil; no tax shall be 
imposed upon the property of the United States; nor shall 
the lands or other property of non-residents be taxed higher 
than the lands or other property of residents. All the laws 
passed by the Legislative Assembly shall be subiniited to 
the Congress of the United States, and if disapproved, shall 
be null and of no effect: Provided, That nothing in this 
act shall be construed to give power to incorporate a bank, 
or any institution with banking powers, or to borrow money 
in the name of the ‘Territory, or to pledge the faith of the 
people of the same for any Joan whatever, cither direetly 
or indirectly. No charter granting any privilege of making, 
issuing, or putting into circulation, any notes or Lills in 
the likeness of bank notes, or any bonds, serip, drafts, bills 
of exchange, or obligations, or granting any other banking 
powers or privileges, shall be passed by the Legislative 
Assembly; nor shall the establishment of any branch or 
agency of any such corporation, derived from other author- 
ity, be allowed in said ‘Territory; norshall said Legislative 
Assembly authorize the issue of any obligation, scrip, or 
evidence of debt by said Territory, in any mode or manner 
whatever, exeept certificates for services to said Territory ; 
and all such laws, or any law or laws inconsistent with the 
provisions of this act, shall be utterly null and void; and 
all taxes shall be eyual and uniform; and no distinction 
shail be made in the assessments between different kinds 
of property, but the assessments shall be according to the 
value thereof, To avoid improper influences, which may 
result from the intermixing in the one and the saine act 
such things as have no proper relation toeach other, every 
law sha embrace but one object, and that shall be express 
in the title.”—Acts of the United States, first session Thir- 
tieth Congress. z 

Mr. DOUGLAS The Senator has found, in 
the whole range of territorial organization, one 
instance of the kind, The general rule is the other 
way. I called attention to it because it was a de- 
parture from the general rule on that subject-—I 
think, an unwise departure. I have shown that 
in a large class of cases, it is usual in the States, 
for wise purposes, to discriminate between differ- 
ent kinds of property. 

The Senator has now introduced the subject of 
the slavery question, and says that we want to 
discriminate on that subject. I propose to leave 
that, so far as the power of taxation is concerned, 
where I leave every other kind of property; but 
I must be permitted to tell that Senator that, in a 
discrimination on that question, if the Territorial 
Legislature saw fit to make it, it would follow the 
example of nearly every slaveholding State in 
this Union, if not every one. It is not usual in 
the slaveholding States to tax slave property ac- 
cording tothe same ratio that they tax other prop- 
erty. In Virginia there is that discrimination, 
Slave property is not taxed on the same rule, and 
according to the same ratio, as other property. I 
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understand that.to be one of the questions some- 
times raised between eastern and western Vir- 
ginia. In North Carolina slave property is com- 
paratively exempt from taxation. Itis not taxed 
according to the same rule and the same manner 
asother property; and the question of ad valorem, 
that divided that State last ycar, involved this very 
principle. The Senator from Missouri is now 
incorporating into this territorial bill the very 
principle that a majority of the people of North 
Carolina repudiated in the contest that took place 
last August in that State. I understand this same 
discrimination between slave property and other 

roperty is made in nearly every slavcholding 

tate, if notin every one; and now we are told 
that the Territories may not make that discrimi- 
nation which the slaveholding States themselves 
make for the benefit of that institution. 

I feél no interest in this question. I merely call 
attention to it to show that it is a departure from 
the principles of legislation both in the free States 
and the slaveholding States; a restriction which 
neither class of States imposes upon their Legis- 
lature. If the Senate, then, choose to put this 
restriction on the power of the Territorial Legis- 
lature, let it be done. 

Mr. GREEN. I understand itis the part of 
the age to progress, to improve as we advance. 
On the original territorial bills, perhaps such a 


rovision was not found; but the Senator from 
INinois, while chairman of that committee, made 
rapid strides, and he was the first to introduce 
that identical provision. {ask the Secretary to 
read the provision in the bill making distinctions 
between different kinds of property. 
The Secretary read, as follows: 


Nor shall any Jaw be passed impairing the rights of pri- 
vate property; nor shall any diserimination be made in 
taxing different kinds of property. 

Mr. GREEN. Now, here, in the Oregon bill, 
is this provision: 

“Suc. 6. And be it further enacted, That the Legislative 
power of the ‘Territory shall extend to all rightful subjects 
of legislation not incousistent with the Constitution and 
Jaws of the United States 5 but no law shall be passed in- 
terfering with the primary disposal of the soil; no tax shall 
be imposed upon the property of the United States; nor 
shalt the lands or other property of non-residents be taxed 
higher than the lands or other property ot residents. All the 
laws pissed by the Legislative Assembly shall be submitted 
to the Congress of the United States, and if disapproved, 
shall be vull and of no effect: Provided, That nothing in 
this act shall be construed to give powcr to incorporate a 
bank orany institution with banking powers, or to borrow 
money in the name of the Territory, or to pledge the faith 
of the people of the same for any loan whatever, direetly 
or indireetly. No charter granting any privilege of making, 
issuing, or putting into circulation any notes or bills in 
the.Jikeness of bank notes, or any bonds, serip, drafts, bills 
of exchange, or obligations, or granting any other banking 
powers or privileges, shall be passed by the Legislative As- 
sembly ; nor shall the establishment of any branch orageney 
of any such corporation, derived from other authority, be 
allowed in said Territory; nor shall said Legislative As- 
sembly authorize the © of any obligation, serip, or evi- 
dence of debt, by said ‘lerritory, in any mode ar manner 
whatever, except certificates for service Lo said ‘Territory. 
And all such laws, or avy law or laws inconsistent with 
the provisions of this act, shall be utterly null and void. 
And all taxes shall be equal and uniform, and no distine- 
tions shall be made in the assessments between different 
kinds of property, but the ments shall be according 
to the value thereof. ‘l'o avoid improper influences, which 
may result from intermixing in one and the same act such 
things as have no proper relation to each other, every law 
shall embrace bat one object, and that shall be expressed 
in the title??—Statutes at Large, Thirty-Second Congress, 
second session, p. 175. 


That is in the Oregon bill. In the Washington 
territorial bill there is the same provision, which 
Tread, and the same principle precisely which is 
in this bill now, and to which the Senator takes 
exception. I followed the wise example of my 
predecessor; and if it be wrong now, the tutor is 
to be blamed, and not the pupil. hold the prin- 
ciple to be right and just. It is in our State con- 
stitution, whether it is in the constitution of Vir- 
ginia or not. I do not intend to imitate a wrong 
simply beeause it may be found in the policy of 
the State of Virginia. F do not suppose that this 
provision will ever affect slavery in any manner 
whatever; and when the Senator put it in the 
Washington bill, and the Oregon bill, it was not 
to affect slavery, but to protect the rights of the 
peopic, and not to exclude any species of prop- 
erty recognized by the law and Constitution gov- 
erning the Territory. tt is for that purpose: to 
establish a rule of justice in taxation, not to per- 
mit an arbitrary power to build up one at the 
expense of another. Hence, I think the excep- 
tion, or the attention which the Senator called to 


THE 


that point, was unnecessary; for it was not de- 
signed, as he will see by comparing it with his 
own bills, to introduce any subject of controversy. 
I can say, on my honor, it was not designed to 
introduce any subject of controversy. It was 
copied from the Oregon bill and from the Wash- 
ington territorial bill. It was designed simply to 
carry outexactly the principles which the Senator 
had incorporated in those bills. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. The pledge of thegentleman’s 
honor is abundantly sufficient. I do not impeach 
it. Ihad not attacked him, nor attributed any 
design to him. I think there is a better mode of 
legislation than making a personal point on the 
consistency ofa Scnator, and talking about a de- 
sign of a Senator, when he calls the attention of 
the body to a peculiar provision in a bill, Sup- 
pose it was true that I wrote the Washington bill, 
and that that provision was in it, does that have 
anything to do with this question? 1 do not 
charge the Senator with inconsistency. Would 
that-prove that this was wise? It so happens I 
did not write the Washington bill. It so happens 
it was a House bill, It secms that provision 
passed, as we were about to pass this, because 
we were told: it isin the usual form. These bills 
had not been so thoroughly matured and exam- 
ined with regard to the powers of the Territorial 
Legislature, until 1850. In that great controversy, 
in which Mr. Clay took the lead in this body, 
there was substituted a new principle of legisla- 
tion as applicable to the Territories, in licu of the 
geographical line that had been abandoned; and 
then the questionarose specially as to what should 
be the powers of a Territorial Legislature. From 
that time, in every bill I have written, I have 
copied the compromise measures of 1850, so far 
as the powers of a Territorial Legislature were 
concerned. The Kansas-Nebraska bill I copied, 
word for word, from those measures, with the ex- 
ception of the amendment afterwards in regard to 
the Missouri line, which did not affect the terri- 
torial powers on any of these questions, 

If the Senate wish now to depart from that prac- 
tice, and to put im this provision, {have no ob- 
jection; but I deny that it is a proper system of 
legislation that you shall not discriminate in tax- 
ation. 1 hold that it is proper that the people of 
a Territory should puta higher tax upon brandy, 
whisky, and other ardent spirits, than they do 
upon school books or dry-goods, if they choose. 
It is proper for the people of a Territory to dis- 
criminate with the view of improving agriculture; 
and they may puta higher tax upon inferior breeds 
of cattle than they do upon blooded cattle. It is 

roper for Territorial Legislatures to exempt 
importations of blooded stock, with aview of im- 
proving their breeds, from taxation, for a limited 
time. It is proper to so exercise the taxing power 
as to encourage those branches of industry which 
are for the good of the people; and, to the same 
extent, restraining those that they believe are not, 
These are powers that are exercised by all the 
States, with reference to their local and domestic 
concerns. [ think it is a wise and just power to 
be exercised in the Territories. 

There would be no difficulty on this question, 
Be slavery; and in order to answer the objec- 
tidi on that point, I have shown that, in the slave- 
holding States, they make this same discrimina- 
tion. I do not believe there is a State in this 
Union, free or slave, that docs not make the iden- 
tical discrimination that is authorized by this bill. 
But, I repeat, Ido not take interest enough in it 
to occupy further the attention of the Senate. I 


| thought it was proper, without impeaching any 


gentleman’s motive, and without attributing any 
designs, to call attention to it, because it was not 
a usual provision. 

Mr.GREEN. One word only. I hope the Sen- 
ator does not suppose that } brought the subject 
here in order to show any inconsistency in him. I 
had no such object. But when the Senator said it 
was an nasaal provision, it became my duty to 
vindicate myself; and I therefore referred to two 
bills—the Oregon bill and the Washington bill— 
containing exactly the same provisions. But he 


says the territorial question was discussed in 1850 | 


onthe compromise measures; and the greatleader, 
Mr. Clay, settled the great principle upon which 
the Kansas-Nebraska bill was passed. Very well. 
The Washington bill was passed in 1853, and still 
contains the same provision. That was after the 
compromise measures of 1850. ‘The Oregon bill 


was passed in 1848, and no exception was taken. 
to that provision. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. I stated at the timéthat it 
was a House bill, passed without being particu- 
larly scrutinized. The question was not made. 
But I do assert that every bill, since 1850, that I 
ever wrote, or that originated in this body, hag 
been upon this basis, and that the only isolated 
exception is the one that he pants himself upon. 

Mr. GREEN. Will the Scnator tell me what 
Territory has been organized since 1853? 

Mr. DOUGLAS. 1 tell him I suppose Kansas 
has been organized; I suppose Nebraska hasbeen 
organized since that time. But I am not referring 
to precedents. The Senator attributes to me a 
design because I point out an unusual provis- 
ion. In all the territorial governments, from the 
beginning of the Government down, perhaps, he 
can find two examples. Iam willing the Senate 
shall vote upon the question. I take no interest 
in it, only I want them to understand what they 
are voting on. 

Mr. GREEN. Mr. President, 1 do not like 
this way of the Senator taking the floor without 
my consent, and without addressing the Chair. 
I make that explanation in vindication of the 
propriety of retaining that provision in the bill; 
because it is in accordance with usage, and be- 
cause itis just and proper in itself. When the 
Senator said I had departed from the usual order, 
I thought he was doing me injustice, as he had 
put itin his own bill. But he says he did not, 
draw the bill; it was a House bill. Fcare not; it 
had to undergo his supervision. He was chair- 
man of the Committee on Territories, and it was 
his duty, if it was not the duty of the Senate, to 
read the whole bill to know what it contained. I 
know he generally discharges his duty, and I had 
a right to presume that he did so in that instance 
Hence, he is as much chargeable with undertak- 
ing to make these discriminations and distinctions 
as I am. 

But in point of fact he misapprehends the whole 
question, when he says we cannot discriminate in 
granting licenses for the sale of spirituous liquors. 
That is a different question. ‘Taxation is one 
thing, and the selling of a privilege to pursue a 
vocation is another and an entirely different thing. 
You may tax a profession; you may tax lawyers 
and doctors; you may tax retailers of spirits; you 
may tax various other vocations in hfe, consist- 
ently with the principle which says, whatever 
property is taxed must be taxed in proportion to 
its value. That has been determined by the Su- 
preme Court, that taxation is one thing, and the 
selling of a privilege to pursuc a vocation another 
and a different thing. So it is in this ease. They 
may put their Heenses on tippling houses so high 
in the Territory of Idaho as to utterly exclude 
them, notwithstanding the existence of that pro- 
vision; but whatever property is taxed, must be 
taxed according to its value. That is the prin- 
ciple in the Oregon bill; that is the principle in the 
Washington territorial bill; it is the principle of 
justice, and ought to pervade the institutions of 
every State and every Territory. If some States 
have departed from it, that is no reason why we 
should follow a bad example. I shall not detain 
the Senate. There is no motion to strike it out, 
I belicvé. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. Yes there is. 

Mr. GREEN. Very well. As there isa mo- 
tion to strike out, Ishall resist it; and t shall con- 
tend for following the example of the Washingtor 
bill and of the Oregon territorial bill. 

Mr. MASON. Call for the yeas and nays on it 

Mr. GREEN. Ewill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
ready for the question? 

Mr. MASON. Task for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. FITCH. hope the Secretary will read 
the proposecamendment. 1donotknow whatitis. 

The Secretary read it. 

Mr. RICE. “Is an amendment to the amend- 
ment now in order? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Not after the 
yeas and nays have been ordered. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. J think it is as much in 
order after as before. 

Mr. RICE. Ithinkif the motion were changed 
so as to strike out all after the word “ property,” 
in the tenth line, it would change the aspect of 
the vote that might be given. : 
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Mr. DOUGLAS. Iwill suggest to the Sen- 
ator from Massachusetts to strike out all after 
the word ‘‘ property,” in the tenth line, instead 
of that which he has included in his motion. The 
other portion is merely a judicial question. 

Mr. WILSON. I make that modification. 

Mr. GREEN. I will simply explain that the 
proposition as now made is to strike out the last 
clause, which requires them to tax all property 
equally. I say that that isin the Washington 
bill; it is in the Oregon bill; it is just and proper, 
and ought not to be stricken out. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amend- 
ment, as modified, will be read. 

The Secretary read it: In line ten, after the 
word “ property,” to strike out the following 
words: 

* Nor shall any discrimination be made in taxing differ- 
ent kinds of property; but all taxation shail be in propor- 
tion to the value of the property taxed.?? 

Mr. GREEN. Now, Mr. President, one word 
only. Why should we permit them to tax prop- 
erty not in proportion to its value? The same 

rovision is in all the new constitutions made 
in the most enlightened age. The old constitu- 
tions have overlooked it. Whena necessity arose, 
when favoritism was being indulged in, it was 
found necessary to insert a provision like this in 
the fundamental law to prevent an accidental cor- 
rupt Legislature from oppressing one class of peo- 
‘ple for the benefit of another or themselves. We 
ought to throw guards around the rights of the 
people and the property of the people, and not 
permit a few, who happen to be in office exer- 
cising legislative power, to make these discrim- 
inations which will break down one man to build 
up another. Make them equal. Equality is the 
beauty of our institutions; and when you once 
turn the scale and destroy that principle of cqual- 
ity, the Government ceases to accomplish the 
great end for which it was instituted. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. Oneword in reply. The Sen- 
ator is now for equality. He wants to have every 
thing taxed alike; yet he says, under his pro- 
vision, they may exempt any property they have 
amind to exempt; but all they do tax is to be 
taxed alike. What becomes of his beautiful equal- 
ity? They can leave out everything but slaves, 
but must tax the slaves alike. That is the way 
he applies the principle of equality. You allow 
them to make a free list just as big as they please, 
or just as little as they please; but after making 
a free list, big of little, the balance must be taxed 
exactly alike. That is his principle of equality. 

Mr. GREEN. Itisthe ad valorem tax. It is 
surprising the Senator does not understand that. 
I say that under this provision it is compctent to 
exempt certain poreny belonging to religious 
associations, and school-houses, because that is 
public property; but whatever property is subject 
to taxation, must be taxed according to its value. 
That is all. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. Then, according to his ex- 
planation, under his bill the Territorial Legisla- 
ture may excmpt everything from taxation but 
negroes; and then they must tax all slaves ad 
valorem, whgther they are under twelve years of 


age ornot. Thatis the provision of the bill, as 
he explains it. : 
Mr. GREEN. Under the Senator’s Washing- 


ton bill the same thing exists. If mine is wrong, 
he is guilty of setting the example. . 

Mr. DOUGLAS. Yes, sir. Thatexplanation 
has been made before. 

Mr. FITCH. It appears to me, thisis simply 
an attempt to interjecta little squatter sovereignty 
into this bill, is it not? 

Mr. DOUGLAS. Yes, sir; and I want them 
all to have popular sovereignty. | 

Mr. FITCH. How else does this negro ques- 
tion happen to be connected with a bill for the 
organization of a Territory where such a thing as 
a negro in bondage probably never can be seen? 
I think that is all there is of the amendment of the 
Senator from Illinois. It is more in regard, per- 


haps, to the political bearing of the question than | 


as to its right or wrong. | : a 
Mr. DOUGLAS. ‘That is not a just criticism 


on the motion of the Senator from Massachu- | 
setts to strike out this clause. Ifwe had attempted {i 
to insert new provisions, it would have been a | 


just criticism; but the motion is to strike it out, 
so as to bring it back to the usual territorial or- 


ganization, to the organization to which the Sen- 
ator from Indiana and myself are both pledged 
by the compromise measures of 1850 and the 
Kansas-Nebraska bill. Let us bring it back to 
that. Iam not trying to introduce any new pro- 
vision. But, sir, Í do not wish to introduce any 
politics on this subject; I do not wish to revive the 
question touching slavery. I only desire simply 
to leave the Territorial Legislature competent to 
discriminate as the States do, if they sec fit. 

Mr. GREEN. If this be a departure from the 
compromise measures of 1850, the Washington 
bill of 1853 was a departure. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. I have heard that six times, 

Mr. GREEN. The Senator says he has heard 
that six times; but he does not seem to compre- 
hend it. Some minds are so dull when a thing 
conflicts with their feelings, that they will not hear; 
and when they do hear, will not understand. I 
repeatagain, itis no departure... Iam introducing 
no new provision. [ am not sccking to innovate. 
I am only seeking to carry out a well-recognized 
rule of taxation according to the value of the vrop- 
erty assessed. 

I ought to make one other word of explanation. 
When I said that this was in the usual form, I 
remarked that I had shown the only changes I 
made to the Senator from New York two weeks 
ago, so that nobody should be surprised at them. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. Isan amendment to the 
amendment in order? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will 
hear it. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. 
amendment read. 

The Secretary read it. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. I intended to move as an 
amendment to that, ‘and that $250 of household 
and kitchen furniture, and mechanics’ tools, and 
books of professional men, shall be exempt from 
taxation.’’ 

Mr. DOUGLAS. That amendment will be in 
order when this clause is stricken out. 

‘The PRESIDING OFFICER. This is amo- 
tion to strike out. Should the Senator annex that 
as an amendment to the amendment, and then the 
question be taken on striking out theamendment, 
of course his amendment would be stricken out 
with the original amehdment. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. I will not offer it now. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question 
is on the motion of the Senator from Massachu- 
setts, to strike out the words which have been 
read, 

The question being taken by yeas and nays, 
resulted—yeas 19, nays 23; as follows: 

YLAS—Messrs. Anthony, Bingham, Cameron, Chand- 
ler, Clark, Douglas, Durkee, Fessenden, Foot, Foster, 
Grimes, Morrill, Rice, Simmons, Sumner, ‘fen Eyck, 
Wade, Wiikinson, and Wilson—19, 

NAYS—Messrs. Bayard, Bigler, Bragg, Clingman, Col- 
lamer, Crittenden, Dixon, Doolittle, Fitch, Green, Hale, 
Harlan, Uemphiil, Hunter, Johnson of Tennessee, Lanc, 
Mason, Pearee, Polk, Powell, Pugh, Saulsbury, and Sew- 
ard—23. 

So the amendment was rejected. 


Mr. HEMPHILL. I offer as an amendment 
to insert at the end of the section the following: 

And that $250 of household and kitchen furniture, the 
tools of the mechanic, and the books of persons in-any 
profession, be exempt from taxation. 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. I will move to add as an 
amendment to the amendment, that any public 
houses erected for the purpose of schools or for 
religious worship be also exempted, . 

Mr. GREEN, There is no objection to that. 

Mr. LATHAM. [suggest to the Senator to 
make his amendment general, so as to include all 


Let me hear the original 


houses of a public nature for the benefit of schools į 


and churches. 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. It was general in its terms: 
that all houses for schools and for public religious 
worship be exempted. 

Mr. LATHAM. Very well. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The proposed | 


amendment to the amendment will be read. 
The Sceretary read it, as follows: Insert at the 


_end of the amendment, “and any public houses 


erected for public schools or public religious wor- 
ship.” 
Mr. RICE. Ihave no objection to these amend- 


; ments in themselves; but it certainly seems to me 


that we should have confidence enough in the 


| intelligeuce and honesty of the Territorial Legis- ! 


| which 


| property. 


i that no such exemption shall be made. 


| lature to leave these matters to them. If they 


cannot legislate so as to promote their own inter- 
est, why permit them to legislate at all? If we 
are to go into these little matters, we might- as 


į well do all the legislation for them at once, 


Mr. HEMPHILL. The provision which 1 


! have offered I know is inserted in the constitu- 


tion of Texas, exempting household and kitchen 
furniture; and I think in some other constitu- 
tions, where the taxation is ad valorem, as in that 


! State. 


Mr. RICE. That is a State matter, and Con- 
gress has nothing to do. with it. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. This is the organic act 
of a Territory, similar to the constitution of. a 


| State. 


The amendment to the amendment was agreed 
to; and the question recurred on the amendment 
as amended. 

Mr. PUGH. I concur in what has been said 
by the Senator from Minnesota. I think it is a 
very small business for us to be interfering with 
the efemptions from taxation in the Territories. 
The general proposition contained in the’ bill I 
entirely approve, establishing a general principle 
for the equality of taxation, and taxation accord- 
ing to the true value of the property. I regard 
that as a proper provision to be putin any funda- 
mental law. Itis in the constitution of my State; 
and | think it is the only just and proper rule of 
taxation; but as to the particular exemptions of 
this or that article of property, it seems to me we 
had better leave that to the Territorial Legisla- 
ture, if we are going to have any Territorial Le- 
gislature, The Senator from Texas says that the 
constitution of his State contains a provision of 
this character. That may be so; but other con- 
stitutions do not. In most of the States these 
things are left to the wisdom of the Legislature 


| trom time to time. It secms to me that we, who 
are not the representatives of these peoples we 
É 


who bear none of the burdens of their local taxa- 
tion, should at least be very carefulin dealing with 
the subject-matter of their revenue; and therefore 


| I rise to concur in the suggestion of my friend 


from Minnesota, that this amendment ought to 
be defeated. Letus stand upon the original bill, 
rescribes the fundamental principles 
which give equality of taxation on all forms of 


Mr. BAYARD. I am opposed to the amend- 


| ment, because I think it is a useless interference 
; with a matter of purely local legislation. I think 


the people of the Territory can judge of the mat- 
ter a great deal better than we can; and I do not 
see any absolute necessity for it; though it might 
be that, were La citizen of the Territory, I should 


: be in favor of exempting property to a greater 
| amount, Perhaps I might carry the matter of ex- 
'emption, as regards the sale of property, to a 
| greater extent than other gentlemen in this Cham- 
i ber; but I do not think itis appropriate for us to 
! fettera Territorial Legislature to thatextent. The 
i only fetters I would undertake to impose upon 


them would be gencral principles, guarding against 


| any legislation which should affect the rights of 
i the citizens of the States of this Union; but as re- 


gards their own local affairs, their own purely 
local legislation, as to whether they deem it ex- 
pedient to exempt certain property from taxation 


lor not, I think itis a matter which had better be 


left to themselves. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. The Senator from Delaware 
is under a misapprehension in supposing that this 
amendment is to fetter the discretion of the Legis- 
lature. ‘The fetter has already been imposed by 
refusing to vote for the amendment of the Senator 
from Massachusetts. By that vote you have de- 
clared that they shall not exempt mechanics’ tools; 
that they shall not exempt the homestead from 
taxation; that they shall not exempt schools and 
churches and places of public worship; that they 
shall not make any of these exemptions what- 
ever of household furniture or the necessaries 
of life. You have put on the fetter, and declared 
In order 
to obviate the hard bearing and injurious effects 
of that vote of the Senate, the proposition is 
made to say now they may do it to this extent. 
The fetter is already imposed. You must recon- 
sider and strike out that restriction, if you want 
to liberalize the bill, and leave this matter to the 
discretion and wisdom of the people of the Terri- 
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tory. 1 hold that the ad valorem rule of taxation 

is correct; but I hold that there must necessarily 
be exceptions to it, and that those exceptions 
may be better left to the wisdom and virtue and 
discretion of the people to be affected by them, 
than to the Congress of the United States. 

Mr. BAYARD. I think that there is a fetter, 
notwithstanding the remarks of the honorable 
Senator. If he will put the amendment in the 
shape of an exception to the general principle 
which he objects to—that is, of leaving it at the 
discretion of the Legislature as to whether they 
will, or will not, exempt this particular species of 
property, so as to free them from the restriction 
which he supposes is embodied in the previous 
clause—I have no objection to that; but as I read 
the amendment, it is mandatory; they are com- 
pelled to exempt these articles. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. Thatis very true; but you 
Rave already said in the bill that they shall not 
exempt any property. My proposition is, to 
leave the discretion with that people to exempt or 
not, ag they please. The Senate has decided 
against that discretion; the Senate has decided 
that this body is to determine what shall be the 
rule of taxation there, and that there shall be no 
exemption from taxation, no matter what the 
property may be; and, acting upon the principle 
that the Senate is to determine for these people, 
instead of allowing them to determine for them- 
selves, those favorable to exempting a homestead 
have proposed to put in that exemption very 
properly. It would not be necessary to put in the 
amendment offered by the Senator from Texas, 
if you were going to leave it discretionary with 
the people of the Territory. Since you have de- 
prived them of all discretion, if you want them 
to have a homestead secure, you must put in the 
exception, 

Mr. BAYARD. I still cannot see the force of 
the honorable Senator’sargument. I am in favor 
of general restrictions upon the grant of legisla- 
tive powers to the people of a Territory on prin- 
ciple; but when you come to the question of de- 
tail, I am willing to leave the details to their 
discretion, but not to make it mandatory upon 
them. The amendment undertakes to interfere 
“with details,and say they shall exemptfrom tax- 
ation certain property. That is a question of 
detail which I would rather leave to the local Le- 
gislature, though Iam not prepared to go to the 
extent of leaving them (where they have no writ- 
ten constitution, as the States have) unrestricted 
by any species of general principles. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. I think the provision con- 
tained in the bill, requiring all property to be as- 
sessed for taxation, and for taxation ad valorem, 
has been generally construed in constitutions and 
bills of this character, to extend to all property, 
so as not to give the Legislature the power to ex- 
empt any property from taxation; and therefore, 
in constitutions and in organic acts, the rule has 
been, I think, to make express exception, where 
the taxation by the ad valorem principle has been 
established, if it is intended to allow any exemp- 
tion. For that reason I have offered an excep- 
tion, which I think is a very moderate one. It 
only exempts houschold and kitchen furniture, 
tools of the mechanic, and so on, It might have 
been extended much further. 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. 
from Texas to amend his proposition, so as to 
say that the Legislature of the Territory shall 
have power to exempt these articles. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. I will accept that. 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. And then allow me to say 
one word, I understand that we now, in sub- 
stance, are forming the organic act for the people 
of this Territory, which is to them a constitution. 
They have not formed any constitution; we are 
forming it for them. I am unwilling that the 
constitution, which is to control the legislation of 
the Territory, shall give unlimited power to the 
Legislature. We want constitutions for the pur- 


I suggest to the Senator | 


pose of binding the power of Legislatures, and | 


not giving them unlimited diserction. Therefore 
it is that, in the constitution of every State—so 
far as I know—in this country, there is a provis- 
ion which requires that property shall be sub- 
jected to a uniform system of taxation, and that 
the Legislature shall not have the discretionary 
power to tax this property or the other property 
at its pleasure. At the sametime those constitu- 


i the entire Union. 


| for different kinds of property- 


tions do provide that the Legislature shall have the 
power to except certain species of property from 
taxation. It seems to me that these two provis- 
ions—the one contained in the bill that there shall 
be a uniform system of taxation upon property, 
and the exception which is proposed by the Sen- 
ator from Texas in his amendment—perfectly 
harmonize; and harmonize with the constitutions 
of most of the States, so far as I know. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. I wish to move to amend 
the amendment of the gentleman from Texas, as 
he has accepted the amendment of the Senator 
from Wisconsin, providing only that the Legisla- 
ture may exempt the homestead from taxation. I 
wish to add, “and such other property as they 
shall think ought to be extention! g 

Mr. HEMPHILL. I will accept that also. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Foster 
in the chair.) That will be incorporated as a part 
of the amendment of the Senator from Texas. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. Then, as the amendment 
now stands, taxes are to be ad valorem, except 
that the Legislature may exempt from taxation 
such property as they may deem proper; but all 
they do tax, they must tax alike. 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. Do I understand the Sen- 
ator from Texas to accept that as an amendment? 

Mr HEMPHILL. I did accept it; but Ido 
not know that I ought to do so. 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. I object to that going in 
as part of the amendment. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. Ido not know what right 
the Senator from Wisconsin has to object to its 
going in asa part of the amendment of the Sena- 
tor from Texas. 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. I object to its going in, as 
having been sanctioned by me. . 

Mr. DOUGLAS. Of course. I am merely 
getting the Senator from Texas toaccept it. The 
Senator from Wisconsin may vote as he pleases 
after he has accepted it. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. [believe I shall withdraw 
my acceptance. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. Then I have something to 
say aboutit, and I must object to the Senator’s 
accepting the other proposition. His amendment 
having been amended by the vote of the Senate, 
he has norightto acceptan amendment toit, unless 
by unanimous consent. Linterpose objection; and 
I desire a vote upon it. Now, the question is, 
whether you are going to prescribe the rule of tax- 
ation for that people in their own local affairs, or 
will allow them to prescribe it for themselves. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. Let them do it in their 
own way. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. That is precisely what I am 
for. I agree with the venerable Senator from 
Kentucky that they ought to do it in their own 
way. The Senator from Wisconsin is mistaken 
in supposing itis a rule of taxation throughout 
this country that all taxes shall be according to 
the value of the property. It is so in his State; 
but Wisconsin is not the whole world; itis not 
I have shown that, in nearly 
every State of this Union, if not in every one, 
there are exceptions, there are exemptions, and 
not only is particular property exempted from 
taxation, but there are different rules of taxation 
I have shown 
that, in Virginia, slaves under a certain age, twelve 
years I think, are exempt, and over that age are 
not taxed like other property. In North Caro- 
lina slaves under twelve years are exempt, and 
perhaps those over sixty are exempt, and be- 
tween those ages they are not taxed in the same 
ratio as other property. So it is in nearly every 
other State, I have reason to know that in some 
States slaves are taxed as persons, and in others 
they are taxed as property, in some pro rate and 
in some per capita. So it is with other kinds of 
property. 

Now, the simple question is: will you allow 
the people of the Territory to tax themselves, or 
will you impose taxes on them? Ido not know 
what you are going to give them a government 
for, if you are not going to allow them to prescribe 
their own taxation. If there is any system of 
legislation that affects the rights and feelings, and 
excites the jealousies of any community on earth, 
more than all others, it is the rate of taxation and 
the system of taxation; andif the people of a 
Territory are not capable of prescribing their own 
system of taxation for the support of their own 


domestic and local institutions, why give them a 
government at all? It is no argument to say that 
in some States the rule of taxation ad valorem has 
been adopted, for it was adopted by the people- 
themselves. I am willing to let the people of the 
Territory adopt the ad valorem system, if they 
prefer it. [should be for the ad valorem system 
with some slight exceptions; I think it is a just 
system. Inasmuch, however, as this isa matter 
affecting their pockets and not mine, taxing their 
own property and not mine, I am willing that 
they shall prescribe the rulc, instead of my pre- 
scribing it for them. I know of no purpose for 
which a territorial government is to be granted 
legislative power, if you are not going to allow 
them to say whether their people shall be taxed 
or not, and how much, and in what manner. 
“Mr. GRIMES. This bill, I understand, pro- 
poses a territorial government for a remote Ter- 
ritory, some three thousand miles away from us. 
A part of that Territory is an agricultural coun- 
try; a part of itis a mineral country; and we, men 


| who have not been selected for this purpose, as I 


apprehend—for such a thing never was attempted 
to be incorporated into any territorial organization 
before—we are sitting here and gravely attempt- 
ing to determine for the pcople of that remote 
Territory, three thousand miles away, without 
knowing anything about the resources or gcogra- 
phy ofthe country, the method in which they sball 
levy their taxes. Now, I undertake to say that 
the Senator from Wisconsin is most egregiously 
mistaken when he says that in all the territorial 
bills before this, or in many of them, or, indeed, 
in any of them, there have been any exceptions 
of this kind, such as have been submitted by him 
and by the Senator from Texas. I happen to 
have lived in three Territories—— 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. I think the Senator from 
Iowa misunderstood me. I referred to the con- 
stitutions of several States which contain this pro- 
vision for uniform taxation, and allowed the Le- 
gislature the power to except certain species of 
property from taxation, as school-houses and 
churches. 

Mr. GRIMES. I understood the Senator to 
include in his remarks, not only the States that 
had constitutions, but the Territories that had or- 
ganic laws, and to speak of those organic laws as 
being the constitutions of the Territories. [am 
very well aware that no such exceptions have 
hitherto been made. I know that the people of 
the Territories are better able to judge as to the 
method in which their taxes should be laid and 
collected than we are here and | think that this 
matter had better be left to them. I therefore 
trust that the whole amendment which has been 
proposed by the Senator from Wisconsin and the 
Senator from Texas will be voted down, and that 
we shall let the bill stand in this respect as it came 
from the committee, We are not in a condition 
to determine this question so well as the people of 
the Territories. 

Mr. GREEN. I hope we shall take the vote, 
and get this bill through. Ido not think it needs 
any further explanation. 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. HALE. I move that the Senate adjourn. 

Mr. GREEN. 1 hope not. The bill can be 
through in ten minutes. 

The motion was not agreed to. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. I dislilce to prolong this de- 
bate, but J must call the attention of the Senate 
to the injustice which is being done these people 
by these restrictions, in order to confirm what 
has been said by the Senator from Iowa, Now, 
what is to be taxed in this Territory of Jefferson, 
or Idaho, or whatever you call it?) The mines, 
under the bill asit now stands, cannot be taxed 
at all, All mines are public property, belonging 


| to the United States, and all your mining opera- 


tions are conducted on that public property. The 
large miners that go and erect their machinery for 
the purpose of grinding out quartz-rock and sepa- 
rating it, are to be exempt. ‘The Territory can 
tax no land until the Indian title is extinguished, 
is brought into market, and sold. Tt can then 
tax the homestcad that the settler gets under the 
homestead bill. Thus, the homestead of the miner 
is taxed, while the machinery and property of the 
capitalist, who constructs his works on the pub- 
lic lands, where he cannot buy the mine, are cx- 
empt. That is going to be the effect. Nearly all 
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the mining operations in California are carried 


on upon Government lands. The Governmen- 
is the owner of those mines; and under this syst 
tem of taxation, the Territory cannot tax the 
men who have the wealth, because it is required 
to tax in proportion to the value of the property, 
andto make no discrimination among property, 
and it cannot tax the property of the United States, 

The mining operations arc conducted on the 
property of the United States. Whatever ma- 
chinery is put upon the property of the United 
States must be considered a part of the realty and 
exempt. Then the only property which the Ter- 
ritory can tax under this bill will be the horse, the 
mule, the shovel, and the spade of the mincr, ex- 
empting the capitalist that employs him, because 
his machinery is on Government property. Then 
they can tax the few farmers who may raise grain; 
and tax the homesteads that they may get under 
the homestead law, and sell them; but they cannot 
tax the machinery and the large establishments 
thatare conducting these mining operations. ‘That 
is going to be the effect. There never wasa sys- 
tem of hardships so grievous as the one you would 
impose by the system of taxation provided for in 
this bill. 

Mr. GREEN and Mr. HALE addressed the 
Chair. : 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senato 
from Missouri. ° $ 

Mr. GREEN. As I sec that the debate may 
be prolonged, I yield to the Senator from New 
Hampshire, to make his usual motion. 

Mr. HALE. I move that the Senate do now 
adjourn. 

The motion was agrecd to; and the Senate 
adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Wepnespay, January 30, 1861. 


The Honse met at twelve o’clock, m. 
by Rev. J. Q. BUTLER. 
The Journal of yesterday wasreadandapproved. 


CONSULAR SERVICE OF THE UNITED STATES. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House a com- 
munication from the Secretary of State, trans- 
mitting, in compliance with the provisions of the 
eighteenth section of an act entitled “ An act to 
regulate the diptomatic and consular systems of 
the United States,” approved August 18, 1856, a 
statement of the fees received by the consular 
officers of the United States for the vear 1859, the 
tariff of consular fees, and a list of all consular 
officers on the 31st of December, 1860, with cer- 
tain other papers; which was laid upon the table, 
and ordered to be printed 


MILITIA OF THE UNITED STATES. 


Mr. JOHN H.REYNOLDS. Iam instructed 
by the select committce of five to report a bill 
further to provide for calling forth the militia of 
the United States in certain cases. 

Mr. BURNETT. I desire to know how that 
bill can get before the House at this time, unless 
by unanimous consent? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair understands that 
unanimous consent isasked for the introduction 
of the bill. 

Mr. BURNETT. I object to it. 

Mr, JOHN H. REYNOLDS. [I report the bill 
now, as I have the right to do, under the privilege 
conferred upon the selectcommittee of five by res- 
olution a few days since. That committce has 
the right to report at any time. 

Mr. BURNETT. I make a point of order on 
the gentleman from New York. He claims the 
right for the select committee of five to report at 
any time, I deny that any such right has been 


Prayer 


conferred upon that committee. ‘The resolution | 
which was offered by the gentleman from Mich- 


igan, (Mr. Howarp,] chairman of that commit- 
tee, and adopted by the House, does not, undcra 
fair construction, authorize the committee to re- 
port at any 
attention o 
resolution, and I hope he will give it a close ex- 
amination. If he does, I think he will find that 
the resolution does not, by its terms, confer upon 
the committee of five the power to report at any 
time. I make the point of order that that com- 
mittee has not the right to report at any ume. 
The SPEAKER. This matter will be inform- 


ally passed over until the resolution adopted on | 


time. I desire particularly to call the | 
f the Speaker to the wording of the | 


| United States of America, by a sectional party, avowediy 


| left some days ago. 


| from the Clerk’s table. Yet, since the withdrawal | 


. mous consent. 


motion of the gentleman from Michigan can be 
sent for. 
Mr. BURNETT. That is what I desire, 


WITHDRAWAL OF MR. COBB. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House the fol- 
lowing communication, addressed to him: 


WASHINGTON, January 30, 1861. 
Dear Sir: Having just received the following: 

An ordinance to dissolve the Union between the State of Ala- 
hama and other States united under the compact styled ** the 
Constitution of the United States of America”? 

Whereas the election of Abraham Lincoln and Hannibal 

Hamlin to the offices of President and Vice President of the 


hostile to the domestic institutious and to the peace and 
security of the people of the State of Alabama, preceded by 
many and dangerous infractions of the Constitution of the 
United States by many of the States and people of the north- 
ern section, is a political wrong of so insulting and men- 
acing a character as to justify the people of the State of 
Alabama in the adoption of prompt and decided measures 
for their future peace and security: Therefore, 

Be it declared and ordained ly the people of the State of 
Alabama in convention assembled, That the State of Ala- 
bama now withdraws, and is hereby withdrawn, from the 
Union known as “the United States of America,” and 
henceforth ceases to be one of said United States, and is, 
and of right ought to be, a soverciga and independent State, 

Sec. 2. Beit further declared and ordained by the people 
of the State of Alabama in convention assembled, ‘Vat all 
the powers over the territory of said State, and over the 
people thercof, heretofor ated to the Government of 
the United States of America be, and they arc hereby, with- 
drawn from said Government, and are hereby resuned and 
vested in the people of the State of Alabama. 

And as it is the desire and purpose of the people of Ala- 
bama to meet the slaveholding States of the South, who 
may approve such purpose, in order to frame a provisional 
as well as permanent government, upon the principles of 
the Constitution of the United States, 

Be it resolved by the people of Alabama in convention as- 
sembled, That the people of the States of Delaware, Mary- 
land, Virginia, North Carolina, South Carolina, Florida, 
Georgia, Mis pi, Lor 
nexssee, Kentucky, and Missouri, be, and are hereby, invited 
to meet the people of the State of Alabama, by their dele- 
gates, in convention, on the 4th day of February, A. D. 
1861, at the city of Montgomery, in the State of Alabama, 
for the purpose of consulting with cach other as to the most 
effectual mode of securing coneeried and harmonious ac- 
tion in whatever measures may be deemed most desirable 
for our common peace and seeurity. 

And beit further resolved, That the president of this con- 
vention be, and is hereby, instructed to transmit forthwith 
a copy of the foregoing preamble, ordinance, and resolu- į 
tious to the Governors of the several States named in said 
resolutions. 

Done by the people of the State of Alabama in conven- 
tion assembled, at Montgomery, on this, the Uth day of 
January, A. D. 1861. WILLIAM M. BROOKS, 

President of the Convention. 

J feel it my duty to decHneany further participation in the 
business of the United States House of Representatives 5 
and in doing this, I need not express my deep regret that 
causes exist that renders it necessary. God save the coun- 
try? 

T have the honor to be, your obedient servant, 

W. R. W. COBB. 


Hon. WILLIAM PENNINGTON, 
Speaker of the House of Representatives. 

Mr. COBB. Mr. Speaker, I beg the House to 
indulge me for a few moments before I leave my 
scat in this Hall. [Cries of “ Agreed!?’] 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman has unani- 


Mr. COBB. Mr. Speaker and gentlemen of 
the House of Representatives, I feel it due to my 
country and my constituents, to this House and 
myself, before taking my departure, to give some 
reasons which have dictated the act which I now 
take. I have declined taking it before, resolved 
upon first receiving in form the ordinance of seces- 
sion from the State of Alabama. My colleagues 
I did not go with them, be- 
lieving it to be my duty to wait for the copy of 
the ordinance of secession of Alabama, which I 
have embraced in the communication just read 


of my colleagues, 1 haveabsented myself from the 
dcliberations and business of this body; and from 
that time I have not drawn one cent of pay. 
Under the action of my State, under that ordi- | 
nance, which I received yesterday, Lam, in my 
judgment, compelled to retin to the land which 
gave me birth, to share its fate through weal and 
woe, through good and evil fortune. Profound, 
sir, is my feeling in leaving this House of Repre- 
sentatives of the United States, where 1 have 
served for the last fourteen years. Those with 
whom I have served, and with whom have been 
associated, will bear witness with what fidelity I 
have ever endeavored to discharge my duties as 
one of the Representatives of the people. It has 
ever been my desire to do justice by all, and never į 


ana, Texas, Arkansas, Ten- | 


characterize the intercourse of the members of the 
House. I depart from this presence. reluctantly; 
because I had hoped from the beginning that 
something would have been done to preserve the 
integrity of this Union. Day after day, week af- 
ter week, I have waited for something to be done 
by the Senate and this House in the way of com- 
promise, predicated. upon the Constitution and 
equitable principles, such as we have a right to 
expect; which would, sir, have been received by 
my constituents with gladness of heart. 

{t will be remembered that on the 11th of last 
month I advised members that Alabama would 
withdraw herself from the Union by the 15th of this 
month of January, unless something was done to 
restore peace and harmony to the country. My 
prediction has been fulfilled. Now, sir, when I 
return home, let me not go without hope. Let 
me have it within my power to say to my people 
that there is hope, however faint it may appear 
now. But my appeal to the House is that there 
shall be action; something done to restore con- 
fidence between the different sections of the Union, 
that there shall be peace, harmony, and prosper- 
ity once more restored to this now divided and 
distracted couvtry. [Applause.] 

Let me briefly recount some of the events which 
have transpired since my service here, I have 
seen acquisition after acquisition of territory by 
war and purchase. While I have been a mem- 
ber,men from the North and men from the South 
have fought together upon the same battle-fields, 
in defense of the standard of the Union. I have 
scen the cagles of the Republic sweep with proud 
wing across the snow-clad Rocky Mountains, 
and I have seen the stars and stripes planted upon 
the Gulf of California, and upon the shores of the 
far Pacific. I have seen more: I have seen our 
flag break down the selfish barriers of oriental 
nations, and fly in triumph in China and Japan, 
a shield and a guard of protection for American 
citizens and American commerce. How grand 
a future had the Union only a few years back! 
With the planting interests of the South, and the 
manufacturing and shipping interests of the North, 
I looked to sce our ourselves the masters of the 
world. But, sir, in that I have been mistaken. 
I have scen savage nation after nation yield to 
the civilization of the white man. I bave seen 
State after State, and Territory after Territory, 
constructed out of country annexed since I have 
been a member of this House. Yes, sir; and I 
have seen star after star fall from the galaxy of the 
brightest names in our country’s history—a Clay, 
a Webster, a Calhoun, and others. Oh, that to- 
day some of those bright luminaries could raise 
théir voices from the grave, and speak to those 
they have left behind, and tell them what their 
duty is! If we had them with us to-day, prob- 
ably we might save this great and once happy 
country, by a settlement of these present difi- 
culties. But they are not with us. Yet cannot 
we find others who, if not equal in ability, are as 
anxious to settle these unhappy difficulties, and 
to restore peace and harmony to our distracted 
country? I trust we shall find many such. 

Sir, you. must be well aware of the depth of 
my feeling when I take my leave of the councils 
of a country which has been a great country 
during the brief period of its existence, and which 
was destined to be the greatestcountry upon earth. 
You can imagine that a man of ordinary ability 
and feeling must feel deeply, when he sees a coun- 
try, greater than any other the sun ever shone 
upon, distracted, and perhaps severed forever. I 
feel deeply; and I am not ashamed to confess it. 
Isay, with uplifted hands, God save my coun- 
uy! Who will say the same? How many will 
say that they are anxious to save the country? I 
trust, all. f have to leave the matter In your 
hands. When you send your messengers to us 
of the South, I trust you will not send messen- 
gers to coerce and subjugate us; but send us mes- 
sengers of peace, and we will receive them with 
open arms and warm hearts. But, if you should 
deem it your duty to send persons to coerce and 
subjugate us, we must defend our rights, and pro- 
tect our wives and little ones. We may not be 
able to erect a monument of victory to bequeath 
to them; though we can, and I trust we will, in 
such an emergency, erect a monument to our 
memory, with the inscription thereon, written in 
letters of blood, we have faithfully defended our 
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‘And now, let me appeal to you to do something 
after I shall have gone, to satisfy the anxious mind 


of this nation; for I believe-that prayer is going” 


forth continually, from one end of tho country to 
the other, that something may be done before the 
Ath of next month. On that day a convention of 
southern States assembles at Montgomery for the 

urpose of forming a provisional government. I 

eg you to do that which will make it unneces- 
sary for them to take that step, and which will 
restore the country to a condition of peace and 
happiness. : 

Mr. Speaker, I ought not to trespass upon the 
courtesy: of. the House, nor consume its time 
longer; but I must say onc word more. As I look 
around me, I see many vacant seats. What has 
beeome of those who have heretofore occupied 
them? The-seats once occupied by my colleagues 
are vacant. And are not the seats occupied by 
the South Carolina delegation vacant? Yes. Do 
I not sec the seats of the Georgiadelegation vacant? 
*Yes. And that of the member from Florida? 
Yes; all, all are vacant: and what does it mean? 
The rapidly occurring events of the day give us 
an answer not to be misunderstood. ill you 
not heed the warning contained in these portent- 
ous events? 

And now, before I take leave of you, my north- 
ern friends, allow me, with a throbbing heart, to 
return to you my warmest thanks for the man 
efforts you have made to save the country. c 
have differed upon some minor matters—matters 
of Jess importance than the great question we have 
fought our battles upon; but when I leave you, 
I bear with me only fond recollections, and the 
consciousness that { leave behind me brave and 
patriotic hearts, able and willing to battle for our 
constitutional and equal rights, and the safety of 
our common country. And now, gentlemen of 
the Republican party, let me say that you have 
this question in your own hands, and that you 
can still this storm before the sun shall set to-day. 
Will you not do it, and allow your President to 
come into power as the President of the whole 
country, North, South, East, and West? I trust 
that you will do something; that peace and har- 
mony may be restored; that your families and our 
familics, that have mingled so long in social har- 
mony, may not be called upon toshed each others’ 
blood; and that peace may reign from the rising 
to the setting sun,and from the Lakes to the Gulf 
of Mexico, Stand upon your assumed dignity 
and platform nolonger; but come patriotically up 
to the call of your distracted country, and coming 
millions shall pronounce you blessed. ïI now 
thank the House for the many courtesies extended 
to me and the aid they have often given me in 
passing many important measures, and bid you 
adieu, to return, as L have said, to my dear Ala- 
bama, where the bones of my father and my 
mother rest; to defend their ashes, and to share 
the fate of those to whom I am closely bound, be 
it for weal orforwoe. [Applause in the gallerics.] 


COMPROMISH RESOLUTIONS. 


The SPEAKER, by unanimous consent, pre- 
sented, by request, the proceedings of the Demo- 
cratie State convention of Ohio, as follows: 


DEMOCRATIC STATE CONVENTION OF OHIO, 

A delegate convention of the Democratic party of Ohio 
was held in the city of Columbus, on Wednesday, January 
23, 1863, “to do something definite and practical to avert 
the terrible evils of civil war, and the calamity of a perma- 
nentsepiaration of these States.” 

Leading representative men of the Democracy composed 
the convention, and nearly every county in the State was 
represented. 

‘fhe convention was organized by the election of Hugh 
J. Jewett as president. 

Judge Ranny, chairman of the committec, reported the 
following resolations : , 

t Resolved, That since the admission of Ohio as one of 
the United States, the Democratic party of the State has 
uniformly shown devotion to the Union, allegiance to the 
Constitution, obedience to the Federal laws, and respect 
for the constitutional rights, and regard for the interests of 
cach of her sister States; and that the same views and 
sentiments now animate the Democrats of Ohio. 

2. Resolved, ‘That while we gratefully acknowledge the 
services of those of our public men in Congress, who are 
striving to preserve the Union, and thus to protect the best 
interests of our nation, and the cause of constitutional lib- 
erty among mankind; and while we would accept with joy 
the compromise measures known as the Crittenden resu- 
lutions, or the propositions of Senators BicLer or Dova- 
Las, or those Known as the “border States” resolutions, 
as a basis of settlement of our national difficulties ; or any 
other settlement of our affairs, honorable to us all, which 
can be effected by conciliation and compromise, and mu- 
tual coneessions of all concerned, to secure tae safety and 
perpetuity of the Union ; yet we believe that the questions 


that disturb the country are uf such a character, and have 
existed for so long a period, that the time has arrived when 
the people of the whole country should avail themselves of 
that provision of the Coustitution which requires Congress, 
upon the Application of the Legislatures of two thirds of 
the seveigi States, to calla convention of all the States, for 
proposing amendments thereto. 

3. Resolved, ‘That this convention does recommend and 
request the General Assembly of this State, now in session, 
to make application to Congress to call a convention, pur- 
suant to the fifth article of the Constitution of the United 
States, for the purpose of proposing amendments thereto. 

4. Resolved, That the president of this convention be in- 
structed to communicate the foregoing third resolution to 
the presiding officers of the General Assembly, with the 
request that they present the same to their respective 
Houses. 

5. Resolved, That the two hundred thousand Democrats 
of Ohio send to the people of the United States, both North 
and South, greeting: and when the people of the North 
shall have fulfilled their duties to the Constitution and the 
South, then, and not until then, will it be proper for them 
to take into consideration the question of the right and pro- 
pricty of coercion. 

These resolutions were adopted by the convention with 
great unanimity. 

"The following resolution was then adopted: 

Resolved, That the presiding officer of this convention 
be directed to send to the President of the Senate and 
Speaker of the House of Representatives in Congress, and 
to the Governors of the several States of the Union, the 
resolutions adopted by the convention. 


Mr. COX. I hope those resolutions will be 
laid on the table, and printed. They are the ex- 
pression of two hundred thousand as good patriots 
as are in the Republic. ; 

The resolutions were laid on the table. 


IMPROVEMENT OF TILE MISSISSIPPI. 


Mr. ALDRICH, by unanimous consent, pre- 
sented to the House the memorial of the Legisla- 
ture of Minnesota, for the improvement of the 
navigation of the Mississippi river, from the 
mouth of the Minnesota river to the Sauk rapids; 
which was referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce, and ordered to be printed. 


OREGON AND WASHINGTON WAR DEBT. 


Mr. STEVENS, of Washington, asked unan- 
imous consent to introduce the following resolu- 
tion: a 

Resolved, That the Committee on Military Affairs have 
leave to bring in their report on Senate bill No. 11, making 
an appropriation for the payment of the expenses incurred 
by the people of the ‘T'crsitories of Oregon and Washington 
in the suppression of Indian hostilities in the years 1855 and 
1856 rand that it be made the special order for Thursday, 
February 7. 


Objection being made, the resolution was not 


received, 
RANS ULL AND COZZENS. 


Mir. BURNHAM. I yesterday asked the unan- 
imous consent of the House to discharge the 
Committee of the Whole from the further consid- 
eration of the bill (H. R. No. 624) for the relief 
of Hull & Cozzens and John Naylor & Co., in 
order that it may be putupon its passage; to which 
the gentlemen from Kentucky and Tennessee ob- 
jected. Upon my assuring them that } would 
offer to the Lill an amendment which they sug- 


| gested, I understand that they will not object to 


its being taken up at this time. 
The bill was read. 
Mr. BURNETT. I do not see any amend- 
ment which covers the objection I made. 
Mr. BURNHAM. I was going to propose it. 
Mr. HICKMAN. I object, as it is out of 
order to take up the bill. “There is already un- 
finished business before the House. 
Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. 


regular order of business. 
CALLING FORTH THE MILITIA, ETC. 


The SPEAKER. The regular order of busi- 
ness is the bill presented by the gentleman from 
New York, upon which a question was raised by 
the gentleman from Kentucky. The resolution 
to which the gentleman referred will be read. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 


Resolved, That theselect committee of five, to which was 
referred the message of the President of the 9th instant, 
have leave to sit during the sessions of the House, and to 
report from time to time, as the importance of the business 
in their bands may require. 


Mr. BURNETT. I submit that the resolution 
confers upon that committee the right to report 
from time to time, but it does not give them the 
right to report at any time; the object of the res- 
olution, according to my construction, being to 
permit those gentlemen to divide the business in- 
volved in the President’s message referred to them, 
and to report it, not to this House whenever they 
saw proper, but thatthey might not be discharged 


I call for the 


when they had made a report, asin ordinary cases 
they would be. 

TheSPEAKER. Upon an examination of the 
resolution, the Chair is compelled to overrule the 
point of order, and rule that the report of the bill 
is in order. 

‘The bill was then read a second time. 

Mr. BRANCH presented to the House his rea- 
sons in writing for his non-concurrence in the bill. 

Mr. JOHN H. REYNOLDS moved that the bill 
and reports, majority and minority, be printed, 
and made the special order for Wednesday, the 
Gth of February, after the morning hour. 

Mr. BRANCH. Unless the gentleman from 
New York can give us some assurances that b 
that time we can get the bill and reports printed, 
I must oppose the fixing of so early a day. 

Mr. JOHN H.REYNOLDS. Let mesay tomy 
friend that, inasmuch as objection is made to mak~ 
ing this bill a special order, 1 will modify my mo- 
tion, and move that the bill and reports be printed 
and recommitted to the select committec. 

The SPEAKER. That motion is in order. 

Mr. CURTIS. If it is the purpose of the gen- 
tleman to postpone this bill, E would suggest that 
it be referred to the Committee on Military Af- 
fairs. That committee have the same subject un- 
der consideration, and are in conference with the 
Secretary of War and the commanding general. 
We Ifave had it before us for some time. 

The SPEAKER. The motion now is to re- 
commit and print. 

The question was taken on Mr. Joun H. Rev- 
Noips’s motion; and it was agreed to. 

So the bill was recommitied to the select com- 
mittee, and, with the report, ordered to be printed, 


DUTIES ON IMPORTS. 


Mr. JOHN COCHRANE. Irise to a privil- 
cged question. Iam authorized by the commit- 
tee of five to report a bill further to provide for 
the collection of duties on imports. {submit it; 
together with a report expressive of the views of 
the members of the committee who report the bill. 

The bill was read a first and second time. 

Mr. JOHN COCHRANE. I have not signed 
the minority report in reference to the bill re- 
ported by my colleague from New York [Mr. Joun 
1. Reynowps] from the same committee; but I 
beg to express my dissent from that measure at 
this particolar time. Iam contènt, in regard to 
this bill, that the same direction shall be given to 
it that has been given to the last bill. The gen- 
tleman from North Carolina, L believe, intends to 
present a minority report. 

Mr. BRANCH. 1 ask Icave of the House to 
present my views in writing on this bill. 

The bill was then recommitted to the special 
committee, and, with the reports, ordered to be 
printed. 

MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT. 


A message was received from the President of 
the United States, by A. J. GLOSSBRENNER, his 
Private Secretary, informing the House that he 
had approved and signed bills of the following 
titles: 

An act for the relief of Sampson Stanfill; 

An act authorizing the Secretary of the Interior 
to issue a jand warrant to Daniel Davis; 

An act for the relief of D. C. Whiting; and 

An act for the admission of Kansas. 

The announcement of the approval of the bill 
for the admission of Kansas was received with 
slight applause on the floor and in the galleries. 


EXTENSION OF RAILROAD. 


Mr. BOTELER. Iask the permission of the 
House to bring up a matter of local importance 
and that requires no appropriation. I ask that 
the Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union be discharged from the further considera- 
tion of an act (S. No. 64) to authorize the exten- 
sion and use of a branch of the Alexandria, Lou- 
don, and Hampshire railroad within the city of 


2 Georgetown. 


Mr. HUTCHINS. 
of business. 

The SPEAKER. The regular order of busi- 
ness is the consideration of the amend ments of 
the Senate to the post route bill. 

Mr. BOTELER. Had I not the consent of the 
House to bring up this matter before the regular 
order of business was called for? 

The SPEAKER. The objection was made in 


I call for the regular order 


1861. 
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time. 
hour is now running. 

Mr. COLFAX. If the morning hour is run- 
ning, I must enter my protest against everything 
but the regular order of business. I have not 
heretofore objected; but I cannot consent that the 
morning hour shall be occupied in this way. 

The SPEAKER. Is there any objection to 
the consideration of the bill of the gentleman from 
Virginia? 

Mr. SHERMAN. 


I I think we ought to scttle 
this matter. 


Immediately after the Journal is 


announce the regular order of business; and they 
the morning hour commences. It is very uy- 
pleasant to have to make these objections.” 

POST ROUTE BILL. 

The House then procecded to the consideration 
of the regular order of business, being the consid- 
eration of the amendments of the Senate to the 

ost route bill. s 

The SPEAKER stated the pending question to 
be on the amendment offered yesterday, by Mr. 
Pures, to the twentieth section of the Senate 
amendment. 

Mr. PHELPS. Ihave availed myself of my 
right, under the rule, to modify my amendment 
in some particulars I therefore desire that it be 
read. 

The Clerk read the amendment as modified, 
as follows: 

After the word “ year,” in line five of section twenty of 
the Senate amendments, strike out the words “ reserving 
to the Government the privilege of annulling the contract 
after the commencement ofthe overland service upon sixty 
days’ notice,” and insert, “ which shall terminate on the 
first day of August next; but if the mail service in the last 
preceding section shall not commence on the day above 
named, then said contract shall be annulled, and the Post- 
master General may then provide for the continuance of 
said steamship service for another year.” 

Mr, PHELPS. Iwill state the object of the 
amendment. The House has already decided to 
provide for the establishinent of a daily overland 
mail to the Pacific ocean. Itis expected that the 
service will commence by the Ist of July next. 
My amendment provides that the service ma 
commence by the Ist of August; and that if it 
does not commence at that timc, whatever con- 
tract the Postmaster General may have entered 
into, shall be annulled by reason of the failure of 
the contractors to enter on the service at thateime. 
1 have also provided in the amendment that I sub- 
mit, that the present mail steamship service from 


New York to San Francisco shall be continued | 


until the Ist of August next; and in the event the 
daily mail service shall not commence on the Ist 
of August next, then, the contract being annulled, 
the Postmaster General shall have the right to cx- 
tend his contract for twelve months with the mail 
steamship company for the performance of this 
ocean service. 

Tn connection with this matter, I desire to make 
an inquiry of the chairman of the Committee on 
the Post Office and Post Roads, upon another 
branch of this subject. There are many interior 
post routes provided for in this bill, besides the 
overland mail routes. 
che gentleman from Indiana, if he can give me the 
information, what is the estimate cost of the scr- 
vice to be performed upon the new routes pro- 
posed to be established? . 4 

Mr. COLFAX. Ladmire the pertinacity with 
which the gentleman from Missouri fights this 
entire bill; although my rule always is, when out- 
voted, to give inas gracefully as possible. He asks 
me a question ia regard to the interior post routes 
that have becn put into this bill at the request of 
members all over the country. Ido not know 
what they will cost. I know that they cannot be 
put in operation until Congress sces fit to appro- 
priate moncy for them; but I take pleasure in tell- 
ing the gentleman that the most costly of the in- 
terior mail routes are those which have been put 
into the bill by the Committee on the Post Office 
and Post Roads at his request. 

Mr. PHELPS. I am much obliged to the gen- 


The Chair would state that the morning 


I desire to be informed by ! 


tleman for that information; for those routes are | 


principally in my own State, with one exception, 
which extends to a Territory. But the gentleman 
is not very well posted as to the cost of the mail 
service of the country, when he declares that the 
cost of the mail service in Missouri pro rata ex- 
cecds that of the other States of the Confederacy; 
on the contrary, it is less. 


1 
t 
t 


} 


read, it is the duty of the Speaker, I believe, to/ 


The object of my inquiry was to ascertain the 
probableexpenditure which will be incurred under 
this bill. I should dislike very much to sce no 
service put by the Postmaster General upon post 
routes which are important and necessary, where 
the country is now inhabited, in order that this 
overland mail service may be established from the 
fronticr States to the Pacific. Such a state of 
things may exist that, in the anxiety of the Post- 
master General to carry out the principles of the 
Chicago platform, he may be willing to establish 
a daily overland mail route at the expense of 
$800,000; and that, in consequence, he will not 
be able to establish the inland routes now re- 
quired. : 

Mr. COLFAX. Mr. Speaker, a large portion 
of-the remarks of my friend from Missouri were 
not very germane to his amendment, which is in 
regard to the steamship service. I can only say 
what he knows, that the routes put in the last 
post route bill, passed in 1858, were not put into 
operation till 1860. The routes in this bill can- 
not be putinto operation until Congress appro- 
priates for them. We perform our duty in estab- 
lishing routes. Subsequently, on ascertaining 
the cost of the service from the Postmaster Gen- 
eral, Congress may make appropriations to put 
service upon them. One word now in relation 
to the amendment offered by the gentleman from 
Missouri, to which, however, his speech did not 
relate. We provide in the section, thatthe Post- 
master General shal! be authorized to provide 
temporary steamship service, at a cost not ex- 
eceding $350,000, which is to be stopped after 
sixty days’ notice, upon the commencement of 
the overland mail contract. The gentleman did 
not yesterday quote that section exactly. We 
say that the daily overland mail service shall com- 
mence on the Ist of July, “oras soon thereafter as 
possible.” If the gentleman from Missouri would 
be consistent with the argument which he made 
yesterday, the Jatest moment at which this daily 
overland service should go into operation, even as 
late as October, would be acceptable to him, be- 
cause that would effect a saving to the Govern- 
ment. He ought to endeavor to let the overland 
mail service go into operation at as late a day as 

ossible. The gentleman’s amendmentof to-day 
is right in the tecth of his argument of yesterday. 


| This explanation is, I think, sufficient. With it 


I move the previous question. 

The previous question was seconded, and the 
main question ordered. 

The question was first taken on Mr. Puexps’s 
amendment to the amendment; and it was not 
agreed to. 

The question recurred on the Senate amend- 
ment, as amended; and it was concurred in 

Mr. COLFAX moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the amendment was concurred in; and 
also moved to lay the motion to reconsider on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

DEFICIENCY BILL. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I am directed by the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means to report back the 
act to supply deficiencies in the appropriations 
for the service of the fiscal year ending June 30, 
Jo61, with the Senate amendments thereto, and 
to ask that it be printed, and postponed till to- 
morrow. 

It was so ordered. 


POST ROUTE BILL—AGAIN. 


The House again resumed the consideration of 
the post ronte bill; the question being on the fol- 
lowing Senate amendment: 


Add the following as an additional section : 

Sec. 1. And be it further enacted, That the Postmaster 
General be, and he is hereby, authorized and directed to 
provide for the conveyance of the entire United States mail 
weekly from St. Paul, Minnesota, via St. Cloud, and from 
Superior, Wisconsin, via Crow Wing, to the Dalles, in 
Oregon, with a branch to Seattle, on Puget Sound, with the 
usual preémption right, not to exceed one quarter section 


| of land for each station, provided that this grant of pre- 


i 


emption shall not extend beyond six years from the pas- i 


sage of this act, and said preémption shall not exceed one 
quarter section for each twenty miles of said route: Pro- 
vided, That service can be obtained at an annual cost not 
execeding $200,000, and the trip to be performed in twenty 
days; the service to expire on the Ist day of July, 1866. 
Mr. COLFAX. With the most earnest desire 
on the part of the committee to accommodate our 
friends in Minnesota and on the Pacific coast, 
yet in the present condition of the Treasury, I 


i 


am instracted by the. committee to recommend 
nen-concurrence in the amendment. ; i 

Mr. STEVENS, of Washington. ` I have been 
aware, Mr. Speaker, that that would be the re- 
port of the Committee on the Post Office and Post 
Roads; but 1 would still urge on. the House:the 
importance of making this. appropriation and of 
establishing this route. Those who are in favor of 
the route have not objected to improving the car- 
rying of the mails on the central route; although 
that measure had much opposition in consequence 
of there being an existing route—to wit, the But- 
terfield routc. It seems to me that the idca of 
providing mail service for the north of our coun- 
try, from Lake Superior to the western terminus 
proposed in this section, by a road running four 

hundred miles south, is not equal to the magni- 
tude of the subject; nor does it show a proper 
appreciation of our growing interests in that quar- 
ter. But, Mr. Speaker, granted that we have no 
northern mail route; granted that the effort is 
made to supply Oregon and Washington, and the . 
country castward to Nebraska by the central 
route. I find that, by that route, it will require 
some twenty-nine or thirty days to reach Puget 
Sound; while, by the northern route proposed in 
this section, it will require but from twenty to 
twenty-six days. To supply the northern por- 
tion of Oregon, by the central route, it, will re- 
quire twenty-seven days; by the northern route 
rom twenty-one to twenty-seven days. Take 
the large and flourishing settlements of the inte- 
rior of Washington Territory. By the central 
route it will require thirty-nine days; while, by 
the northern route, it would but require twenty 
days to supply Colville. The territory on the 
Walla-Walla—the center of army operations of 
the department of Oregon—would require by the 
central route thirty-four days, and by the north- 
ern route eighteen days. : 

But I call the attention of the House to another 
fact. When the mail matter exceeds one thou- 
sand poundsin weight, thirty-five days is allowed 
by the central route, whereas by this scction, all 
the mail matter is required to be carried through 
in twenty days; so that we could get mail matter 
to the several points of Washington and northern 
Oregon mentioned, from fifteen to thirty days 
quicker by the northern than by the central route. 

I call the attention of the House also to the 
fact, that on this northern route we have large 
publicinterests—interests connected with the man- 
agement of the Indian tribes, interests connected 
with the service of the troops. We have along 
this routel arge military posts. There are posts 
on the Red River of the North, at Colville, and 
the Walla-Walla. There are several Indian res- 
ervations in the interior, in the immediate vicinity 
of the route, besides many settlements. If, there- 
fore, you give the communications required to 
carry on the public service, this northern mail 

route is of the greatest consequence. 

But I call the attention of the House to another 
consideration. By the northern route, mails can 
be sent to Colville in twenty days, while by the 
central route it requires thirty-nine days. Col- 
ville is the great center of northern Washington, 
connected with the growing regions of British 
Columbia. It is a point whence men and sup- 
plies for British Columbia are sent, and is a nat- 
ural center of its trade and commerce. By the 
northern overland mail route, reaching to Puget 
Sound, connection is made with Vancouver’s Isl- 
and; and this is an additional reason, showing 
the importance of the northern overland mail 
route. 

I will briefly advert to another consideration. 
We who are living on that route fecl that we can 
appeal with confidence to Congress for its estab- 
lishment as a measure simply of justice to us. 
Every one is perfectly well aware of the influence 
of overland mail routes in the way of developing 
the resources and extending the settlements of the 
country. On that idea, in part, these routes are 
supported and advocated in Congress. The refu- 
sal, to the northern portion of the country, ofa 
mail line, is not only a refusal to assist us in the 
development of our region of country, but is ab- 
solutely an injury and oppression. ‘The granting 
the northern overland mail route will lead to em- 
igration from the Lakes to Puget Sound, and will 
tend to develop the whole intermediate region. 
Deny us this route, and emigration will be diverted 
to the central route, tending to the development of 
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that portion, and to the discouragement of our 
section of country. 

With one other consideration I willclose. I will 
remind gentlemen that there is a growing interest 
on Lake Superior—an interest that is rapidly 
extending. westward. The commerce on Lake 
Superior for last year amounted to the sum of | 
$10,000,000. The manufacture of iron in that 
region has more than doubled within the year; 
the mining of copper has nearly doubled. Iltisa 
good country westward. 

For these reasons, as a matter of justice, and 
as amaitter of right, I trust the House will concur 
in the amendment of the Senate. 

Mr. ALDRICH. 1 regret extremely that the 
Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads 
should have felt bound to reportagainst thisamend- 
ment of the Senate, for the reason that I believe—in 
fact I know—that itis nothing more than we of the 
Northwest ave entitled to at the hands of this Gov- 
ernment. For four successive winters have the 
Senate appropriated this amount of $200,000 for 
the establishment of an overland mail from the 
Mississippi river to Puget Sound. They have 
done it because they thought it was duc to us who 
live in that part of the country. Mr. Speaker, I 
now make an earnest and anxiofis appeal to this 
House to come forward and grant us this act of 
justice. Weask for nothing more than justice; | 
and we are not willing to submit to anything less. 

Mr, Speaker, it may not be improper for me | 
to say to you, whom l know to be a just and truc 
man—it may not be improper for me to say to the 
honorable chairman of the Committee of Ways 
and Means, to the honorable chairman of the Com- 
mittee on the Post Office and Post Roads, and to 
the honorable chairman of the select committee 
on the Pacific railroad—that they must not pre- 
sume too much upon our loyalty. (Laughter.] 
Whenever gentlemen upon that side of the Louse 
ask anything at the hands of this Congress, it 
would,scem that all that is necessary for them to 
do is to threaten a little. Now, sir, I do not say 
that our people will slough off—go down the Red 
River of the North, and unite with the British 
‘possessions; but I want gentlemen here to ponder 
over it. Ido not say that they will do it; but they 
may do it, if they do not receive justice at your 
hands. I do not throw this out as a threat, 
{Laughter.] Thry are true and loyal now; Lhope 
they may continue so, We,as I said before, ask 
for nothing that we are not entitled to; and I now 
respectfully ask that the amendment of the Scnate 
may be concurred in, 

Mr. COLFAX obtained the floor. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Minois. Lask the gen- 
tleman from Indiana to permit me for a moment. 
Tam strongly in favor of this section, and I desire 
to put it in the ae in which it will command 
the most strength. [hope the clause which pro- 
vides for the branch mail from Superior, Wiscon- 
sin, to Crow Wing, which is entirely unnecessary, 
will not be adopted, 

Mr. WASHBURN, of Wisconsin. I must ob- 
ject to that, Wisconsin will have something to 
say on that subject. ‘ 

r. COLFAX. Mr. Speaker, I must now re- 
sume the floor. I desire to say tomy friend from 
Minnesota, and my friend from Washington Ter- 
ritory, that I regret, as much as cither of them can, 
that we did not feel at liberty to recommend a 
concurrence in this amendment of the Senate; but 
we could not do it consistently with the present 
condition of the Treasury. We have provided 


for one daily overland mail by the central route i 


to the Pacific. The gentleman will recollect that, | 
in the last session of Congress, we provided for 
a daily mail along the Pacific coast; so that the 
people of Oregon and Washington will now have, 
bya somewhat circuitous route, a daily mail from 
the Atlantic States. During the present session, 
also, we have, at the request of the gentleman 
from Washington Territory, increased the ser- 
vice on Puget Sound from a weekly to a semi- 
weekly mail. 

_Now, Mr. Speaker, I have briefly responded 
to the gentlemen from Washington and Minne- 
sota; and, as Lam desirous of finishing up this 
bill as soon as possible, | move to non-coneur in | 
the amendment of the Senate, and call the pre- 
vious question. : 

Mr. ALDRICH. I desire to say asingle word, | 
in addition, with the gentleman’s permission. 1 | 


line of forts; it passes Fort Abercrombie; it passes 


ply them all with mail matter. And I will say 
further that the route is one of great importance 
to England, to Europe, and Canada. It is im- 
portant, in this point of view, that that portion of 
our country shall be opened up. 


over the northern route to the Pacific; yet they 
are ready to grant to the Southwest $30,000,000 
fora railroad, and they are ready to grant $800,000 
fora mail over the central route. W hèn my friend 


objection;’’ ‘unanimous consent.” But when we 
| ask for the small pittance of $200,000, the gentle- 
man says he is very sorry that he cannot recom- 
mend it; very sorry, indecd; but in the present 


thought of. 
Mr. COLFAX. [assure the gentleman that I 
regret to have to differ with him, for Lam for mail 


as our finances will justify. 

The previous question was seconded, and the 
main question ordered. 

Mr. ALDRICH called for the yeas and nays 
upon concurring in the amendment of the Senate. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and it was decided in 
the negative—ycas 60, nays 102; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Aldrich, Thomas L. Anderson, William 
C. Anderson, Ashley, Brown, Burch, Burlingame, Case, 
Duell, English, Florence, Foster, Frank, Grow, Hale, Ham- 
ihon, William Howard, Hughes, Irvine, Francis W. Kel- 
logg, William Kelogg, Kenyon, Kilgore, Kunkel, Larra- 
hee, DeWitt C. Leach, Maclay, Charles D. Martin, Mc- 
Kean, MckKenty, Millward, Moorhead, Morse, Nixon, 
Palmer, Potter, Edwin R. Reynolds, Royce, Scott, Seran- 
ton, Sedgwick, Sickles, Spinner, William Stewart, Strat- 


walader C. Washburn, Elihu B. Washburne, Wilson, 
Windom, and Wood—60. 

NAYS—Messrs. Charles F. Adams, Green Adams, Ad- 
rain, Aey, Avery, Babbitt, Barret, Beale, Blair, Blake, 
Bocoek, Brabson, Branch, Brayton, Bristow, Buffinton, 
Burnett, Burnham, Butterfield, Campbell, Carey, Coburn, 
Colfax, Conkling, Covode, Cox, James Craig, Burton 
Craige, Curtis, H. Winter Davis, John G. Davis, Dawes, 
De Jarnette, Delano, Dunn, Edgerton, Edmundson, Ed- 
wards, Eliot, Gilmer, Gooch, Gurley, J. Morrison Harris, 


liam A. Howard, Hutchins, Jenkins, Junkin, Killinger, 


James M. Leach, Leake, Lee, Logan, Longnecker, Love- 


nand, MeKnight, McPherson, Millson, Montgomery, Laban 
T. Moore, Isaac N. Morris, Nelson, Niblack, Noell, Olin, 
Perry, Peyton, Phelps, Porter, Pottle, Pryor, Quarles, John 
I. Reynolds, Riggs, Christopher Robinson, Rust, Sherman, 
Simms, William N. H. Smith, Somes, Stevens, Stevenson, 
Stokes, Thomas, Trimble, Vance, Verree, Walton, Web- 
ster, Wells, Whiteley, Woodruff, and Wright—102. 

So the amendment was non-concurred in. 

Before the vote was announced, 

Mr. BURCH stated that he had allowed the 
action of the Post Office Committee against this 
amendment to go without objection; but, afler the 
remarks of the gentleman from Minnesota, being 


State, he would vote “tay.” [Laughter.] 

Mr. NOELL said that Mr. Woopson was de- 
tained from the House by sickness. 

Mr. KUNKEL said Mr. Stewart, of Mary- 
land, had paired with Mr. Haskin. 

The next amendment was reported, as follows: 

SEC 
servic 
act, and that now performing on the inland routes mun- 
bered 8911, 12891, 12578, and 8076, shall be paid, after an- 
nual appropriation, by the Secretary of the Treasury, upon 
the certificate of service from the Postmaster General, ex- 
cept so fa appropriations may already have been made 
for such service. 

Mr. COLFAX. This amendment is recom- 
i mended by the Postmaster General, and b 
Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 
move the previous question upon it. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Ilinois. 
offer the following amendment 

Mr. COLFAX. 
ment to this section. 


Mr. WASHBURNE, of Mlinois. 


I desire to 


was under consideration, I withdrew an amend- 


beg leave to say that this route passes a whole 


The gentleman says he is very sorry they can- i 
not grant us this small pittance of $200,000 which | 
we ask for the establishment of a mail service | 


from Texas asks for $80,000 to increase the mail | 
facilities of that State, they reply, ‘Oh, yes; “no | 


| state of the Treasury, this mail service cannot be | 


facilities for the Northwest to as large an extent | 


ton, Tappan, Thayer, Theaker, Tompkins, Train, Val- | 
landigham, Vandever, Van Wyck, Wade, Waldron, Cad- 


Joho F. Harris, Hatton, Hindman, Hoard, Holman, Wil- i 


joy, Mallory, Marston, Elbert 5. Martin, Maynard, MeCler- | 


willing to do any thing to strengthen the bonds | 
between the United States Government and that j 


22. And be it further enacted, That the cost of the i 
authorized in the three preceding sections of this : 


the | 
IT: 


I cannot yield for an amend- | 


I trust the | 
gentlemanfrom Indiana will withdraw thedemand į 
for the previous question for a moment, The gen- | 
tleman will recollect that when a former section | 


ment, with the notice that I wouid offer it to a i 


7 


Fort Union; it passes Fort Benton; and will sup- |! 


succeeding section. I send up the amendment, 
and ask to have it read. 

Mr.COLFAX. [have no objection to hearing 
it read; but I do not withdraw the demand for the 
previous question, 

The amendment was read, as follows: 


And the Postmaster Genera! is hereby directed to reéx- 
amine the causes for discontinuance or curtailment of the 
posta! service on inland routes since the 4th day of March, 
1859, and to restore all such parts of the said service as can 
be restored with due regard to the public interest, and the 
circumstances of each ease; whether such discontinuance 
or curtaifment was upon contracts yet in force, or have 
taken effect upon the making of new contracts: Provided, 
however, That the restoration or increase of service hereby 
contemplated shall be with the assent of the contractor in 
each case, or in pursuance of his contract. 

I demand 


Mr. WASHBURNE, of Hlinois. 
the previous question on theamendment just read, 

Mr. COLFAX. The gentleman from Illinois 
cannot take the floor from mc. I stated distinctly, 
that while I had no objection to the reading of the 
amendment, I did object to its being received. I 
stated the reasons for my non-concurrence in it 
the other day. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Ilinois. When I 
withdrew my amendment the other day, I gave 
notice I would again offer it to this section; and I 
did not understand that the gentleman from In- 
diana would call for the previous question, so as 
to cut me off. I want the House to have an op- 
portunity to vote on this proposition. 

Mr. MAYNARD. 1 object to debate. 

Mr. WASHIBURNE, of Hlinois. Lhope, then, 
that the demand for the previous question will be 
voted down. 

Mr. COLFAX. This bill provides for neces- 
sary post routes in all parts of the country; and 
I have endeavored to exclude from it all disputed 
subjects which may load it down and defeat it. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Ulinois. Unless the 
demand for the previous question be voted down, 
I want the House to know that, my amendment 
being excluded, they cannot get any mail route 
restored. I demand tellers on seconding the call 
for the previous question, 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. WASHBURNE 
of Illinois, and Burcu were appointed. 

The House divided; and the tellers reported— 
ayes 68, noes 49. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Ilinois. There is no 
quorpm voting. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair votes in the af- 
firmative; and the demand for the previous ques- 
tion is seconded. 

The main question was then ordered. 

Mr. PHELPS. I move that the amendment 
of the Senate be laid upon the table; and on that 
motion I demand the yeas and nays. ‘The effect 
of my motion wili be to put the amendment and 
the bill itself upon the table, which result I am 
desirous of seeing accomplished. I call for tellers 
on ordering the yeas and nays. 

Tellers were not ordered. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

aa PHELPS. Has the morning hour ex- 

rea? a 

The SPEAKER. Ithas. The business now 
before the House is the special order. 


WORKINGMEN OF PNILADELPHIA. 


Mr. VERREE. I ask the unanimous consent 
of the House for leave to present the petition of 
a committee of thirty-three, appointed at the 
workingmen’s mass meeting, held in Independ- 
ence square, in the city of Philadelphia, on Sat- 
urday evening, January 26, 1861. As that com- 
mittee are present, I hope the petition will be read 
at the Clerk’s desk. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. RUST. What is it? 

My. VERREE. Itis in favor of the Critten- 
den proposition of compromise. 

The Clerk read, as follows: 

To the House of Representatives of the United States: 

The petition of the undersigned committee of Philadel- 
phia workingmen, without distinction of party, respect- 
fully showeth: 

That they earnestly pray your honorable body to pass the 
resolutions introduced by Hon. Mr. CRITTENDEN, of Ken- 
tucky, a copy of which is hereunto annexed, or resolutions 
cmbodying the same principles and measures, believing 
that this course will be acceptable to your constituents in 
ail sections of our country, and will bave the effeet of 
allaying the present unhappy excitement. 

Mr. FLORENCE. I trust, Mr. Speaker, that 
that petition will be referred to the select commit- 
tee of five. It will convince them of the anxicty 
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of the people for some measure of adjustment of 
the existing troubles in the country; and I trust 
most sincerely that it will be productive of bene- 
ficial results, 

_ Mr. GROW. When you speak for the work- 
ing men, it seems you come on our side. 

Mr. FLORENCE. This Hall is the proper 
place to speak for compromise and conciliation, 
whether on the one side or the other; and I shall 
be glad to know that this side will listen to the 
teachings of moderation and justice. 

The petition was referred to the select commit- 
tee of five. 

CONTESTED ELECTION CASES. 

_Mr. GILMER, from the Committee on Elec- 
tions, submitted a report in the case of William- 
son vs. Sickles; which was laid upon the table, 
and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. GILMER, from the same committee, also 
reported back the evidence in the case of Wil- 
liam D. Harrison vs. H. Winter Davis; which was 
laid upon the table, and ordered to be printed. 


CRITTENDEN RESOLUTIONS. 
Mr. HALE, by unanimous consent, presented 
a petition of citizens of Centre county, Pennsyl- 
vania, in favor of the Crittenden resolutions of 
compromise; which was laid upon the table. 


RESTORATION OF MAIL SERVICE. 


Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. I give notice 
that I will to-morrow move to reconsider the vote 
by which the main question was ordered on the 
pending Senate amendment to the post route bill, 
so as to get before the Flouse my amendment au- 
thorizing the Postmaster General to restore mail 
service where it is wanted. 

Mr. COLFAX. And I give notice that I will 
move that that motion be laid upon the table 


STATE OF TIE UNION. 

The House then resumed the consideration of 
the special order, being the report of the sclect 
committe of thirty-three, on which the gentleman 
from New York [Mr. Conx.ine] was entitled to 
the floor. 

Mr. CONKLING. Mr. Speaker, from the out- 
set of this session, I have had little hope that any- 
thing could be done here or in the other end of the 
Capitol to arrest the revolution now prevailing in 
some portions of the country. I was long ago con- 
vinced that the turbulence now festered to rebellion 
along the Gulfof Mexico had its origin in causes 
which Congress could not remove, nor even di- 
minish orretard. Yet I have never doubted that a 
very numerous class of persons in the'slavehold- 
ing States—persons whose patriotism might safely 
challenge comparison with that of any other citi- 
zens of the country—were controlled in their polit- 
ical sentiments and action by misapprehensions 
as to the designs of the masses of the non-slave- 
holding States; misapprehensions which all good 
men would gladly unite in dispelling. It would 
be strange, indeed, if this were not so. For years 
past, gentlemen representing slaveholding constit- 
uencies on this floor, have not hesitated to dignify 
with the language of solemn assertion, aspersions 
upon the political integrity of the northern peo- 
ple, the wildest, the most preposterous, that have 
come outof the fury and licentiousness of partisan 
contests. 

It has been ceaselessly proclaimed here, that 
the Republican party had for its chief mission the 
intentional subversion of the acknowledged con- 
stitutional rights of one portion of the country; | 
that Republicanism was but another name for 
abolition; and that the accession to power of a 
Republican Administration would be signalized 
by attempts to liberate slaves by the armed inter- 
vention of the General Government. Speeches 
made up of these and other like allegations, have 
been sent like snow storms or locusts, to cover 
the entire South. They have becn eked out with 
corroborations more pernicious than even the state- 
ments they contained. They have been garnished 
with rhetorical flourishes torn here and there from | 
the sayings of Republican politicians. And, sir, | 
there is not in this world a greater temptation to 
men to exagerate and lie than ambition to excel in 
rhetoric. These speeches, I say, have abounded 
with rhetorical flourishes of Republican politi- 
cians, severed from the context, and represent- | 
ing the original meaning aboutas truly asa thread | 
of canvas, raveled from a picture, would present 
the conception of a painter 


They have abounded, sir, in another thing, 
which I do not want to forget, infinitely more 
detrimental stili. They have bristled with scraps 
cut from northern newspapers, newspapers which, 
in assailing Republican principles and candidates, 
have impeached the motives and character of their 
opponents; have called us Abolitionists; have 
aimed at us arrows of falsehood, intended to take 
only local and temporary effect, but which, picked 
up where they fell, have been brought here into 
Committee of the Whole, feathered with the frank- 
ing privilege,and shot with far-reaching and wide- 
spreading destructiveness. Ten thousand springs 
of falsehood and perversion have filled the very 
atmosphere with noxious vapors, and, turned per- 
sistently for years by politicians into one and the 
same channel, have at length swollen into a cur- 
rent so mighty as to bear away whole communi- 
ties into utter disbelief in the patriotism of, atleast, 
one great party in the North, and convince them 
that, throughout the non-slaveholding States, the 
lovers of constitutional liberty are reduced to a 
minority so hopeless as to be almost utterly ex- 
tinct. 

Todispel this monstrous delusion, and strike the 
scales of prejudice and misconception from every 
innocent and honest eye, would be well worthy 
the best efforts of the best minds in any Congress. 
But, sir, lam saddened to believe the task is hope- 
less—hopcless as regards the Gulf States atleast. 
I am constrained to believe that there the avenues 
ta the public apprehension are closed—closed to 
all save those who have misguided it and lashed 
it into blind and boisterous excitement. Even if 
the southern mind were accessikle, and every man 
and woman could be completely undeceived, I be- 
lieve that, so far as regards the lower slaveholding 
States, no cause would be subserved except the 
cause of abstract truth. The cause of Union, I 
do not believe, would be perceptibly affected. 
Dupes are never leaders. The men in the South 
who have been imposed upon and become infat- 
uated in regard to their brethren at the North, are 
not the men who head rebellions or instigate re- 
volt. The men who ride on the whirlwind and 
direct the storm, those who have succeeded to the 
powers of Æolus, at least so far as to let loose the 
south wind, are not the victims of any such delu- 
sions, They know better. They know that the 
party which has recently prevailed in the country, 
meditates no innovation upon the Constitution of 
the United States, nor any novel application of its 
principles to slavery or to any other subject. 
They know the mission and purpose of that party 
is simply to restore the ancient policy of the Re- 
public—the policy which began with Washington, 
and carried the Government in safety’ down the 
stream of time for seventy years-—seventy pure, 
prosperous, and peaceful years. They know that 
if the fact were otherwise, the newly-clected Pres- 
ident would be powerless to do wrong to the 
South; as powerless as a child, with a majority 
against him in both Houses of Congress, if south- 
ern Senators and Representatives remain faithful 
at their posts. These breeders of sedition under- 
stand, as wellasany man who hears me, the need- 
lessness of all these schemes of compromise. They 
know how harmless a thing is a personal liberty 
bill, if it conflicts with the Constitution of the 
United States. They are lawyers, some of them, 
and they have learncd—certainly they learned long 
ago in South Carolina—how puny a thing is legis- 
lative usurpation ina State, before the beak and 
claws of Federal power. They know that no Re- 
publican, nor any political party mustering force 
enough to elect a constable in a town anywhere, 
pretends to aright to interfere with slavery in the 
slavehoiding States.. They know that by the 
declarations of all political parties such a right is 
repudiated and denounced | They know that an 
amendment to the Constitution to enable the Fed- 


cral Government to reach slavery in the States j 


could never be effected within any period of time l 
which present prophecy can cover. They ery out j 
about territorial injustice and usurpation, and yet 
they know that we have but one Territory where 
slavery could thrive, and there slavery exists 
already, not—as was said the other day, inadver- 
tently no doubt, by the distinguished gentleman 
from Tennessee, [Mr. Nevson]—by the law of 
Mexico, but by territorial laws, adopted under an 
organic act, passed here, in this Capitol, ard 
passed by the votes of men from the Northas well 
as men from the South. The slave code of New į 


Mexico had its origin in the compromise meas- 
ures of 1850. It covers a vast area of territory 
theretofore free by the law of Mexico and by the 
law of nations; and the North have not the nu- 
merical power in this Congress or the next. to 
repeal or disturb it. These causes of complaint 
are frivolous; clearly and manifestly frivolous. 
Yet such are the considerations upon which apos- 
tate Americans are plotting the ruin of their coun- 
try; such are the avowed reasons why this bright 
vision of constitutional liberty, which fills Christ- 
endom with light and hope, should shrivel like a 


| parched scroll; such the apology for attempting to 


bury free institutions in the waves of revolution, 
and leave the annals of self-government, like a 
bloody buoy on the sea of time, warning the na- 
tions of the earth to keep aloof from the mighty 
ruin. 

Mr. HINDMAN. Will the gentleman yield a 
moment? 

Mr. CONKLING. For what purpose? 

Mr. HINDMAN. For the purpose of making 
a point of order apon the language which has been 
used by yourself. 

Mr. CONKLING. That I must yield to, of 
course. 

Mr. HINDMAN. The gentleman from New 
York used the term “apostate American.” I 
wish to inquire of the Chair if it is intended to 
allow, now and hereafter, the application of any 
such term as that to any members of this House, 
orto any portion of their constituents, who believe 
that the time has come for a dissolution of this 
Union and fora secession of the States of the South 
fromit? Lask if itis in order to stigmatize them 
by the application of the term ‘apostate Ameri- 
cans??? {ask the Chair now to decide whether 
such a thing’ is in order? 

Mr. GROW. Isa point of order debatable ? 

Mr. HINDMAN. I was making a point of 
order, and it is statable, is it not? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will merely sa 
upon that subject, that itis a matter which will 
be regulated, he hus no doubt, by every gentieman 
who speaks to the House. The application of 
that term to any gentleman present, or to any por- 
tion of his constituents, will not be correct; but 
the application might be made without any refer- 
ence to avy gentleman present, or to any particu- 
lar person he is interested in, for all the Chair sees, 
if the gentleman thinks proper to make it, - 

Mr. HINDMAN. Then Task the Chair if the 
qualifying remark should not go with the phrase 
itself when used? 

Mr. CONKLING. I desire no difficulty with 
the gentleman from Arkansas, or with any other 
gentleman, with regard to this debate. If that 
gentleman knew me better, he would understand 
that I would not select an occasion like this to say 
anything personally offensive, in the slightest de- 
| gree, to any member of this House. But this is 
| a time which I think imposes upon every man the 
duty, as I shall assume it gives me the privilege, 
of speaking with absolute unreserve. 

r. HINDMAN. The gentleman will allow 
me one moment. I have no disposition to con- 
sume one minute of his time unnecessarily. 

Mr. CONKLING. If these interruptions do 
not come out of my time, I will give way. 

Mr. HINDMAN. My point is this: that while 
it is a period when every member—— 

Mr. CASE. I object to this interruption. 

Mr. HINDMAN. Whether the gentleman 
object or not, f intend to sa y—~ 

Mr. CONKLING. I hope the gentleman will 
have regard to the fact that his interruption may 
come out of my time, by the requirement of the 
House, at the end of the hour. 

Mr. HINDMAN. It does not come out of 
your time. 

Mr. CASE. I call the gentleman to order. 

Mr. HINDMAN. Thegentleman’s own friends 
are compelling me to consume more of his time 
than I would, and they cannot prevent me from 
saying what | shall say, at all events. 

Mr. GROW. [call the gentleman to order; 
and I object in good faith. 

Mr. CONKLING. I must decline to yield 
further; and if the gentleman persists, he: must 
occupy the floor upon a point of order, or my 
brief huur will be too far frittered away. 

Mr. HINDMAN. The term ‘apostate Amer- 
ican,’’ was applied by the gentleman from New 
York to some persons, and all I desire to know is, 
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“to whom the epithet was applied; whether it was 
proper to apply it, and whether it is the intention 
of the gentleman, in the exercise of that right 
which he claims to belong to him, to use the lan- 
guage contained in the after part of his remarks, 
as applicable to any portion of the southern peo- 
ple? Ifissues of that sort are to be raised, they 
may as well be made now asat any time. ` 

Mr. CONKLING. 
tion of this interruption being taken out of my 
time, 

The SPEAKER. It must come out of the 
gentleman’s time, except by unanimous consent. 

Mr. VALLANDIGHAM. Thequestion raised 
is a point of order, and therefore it cannot come 

out of the gentleman’s time. 

Mr. HINDMAN. Itscemsto me that a point 
of order raised upon the gentleman, and all re- 
marks connected therewith, would not come out 
of the gentleman’s time. 

Mr. McKEAN. If itdoes not come out of the 
gentleman’s time, the interruption might consume 
the whole day. 

Mr. SPINNER. 
settled? f 

Mr. HINDMAN. The decision of the Chair 
was thai such remarks were not in order. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair stated that it 
would be the duty of the Chair to arrest any 
personal remarks; but the particular language a 
speaker uses the Chair never can control. 

Mr. HINDMAN. Ishall continue to raise the 
point of order from time to time, and I hope the 
gentleman from New York will bear that determ- 
ination in mind, 

Mr. GROW. We have set here the whole 
session, hearing ourselves denounced as traitors 
and everything else. Free speech ought to be 
tolerated upon this floor. 

Mr. CONKLING. Mr. Speaker, I was pro- 
ceeding to say when interrupted, that the alleged 
grievances I have enumerated are the avowed oc- 
casion of this revolt, and I say now that they are 
not reasons, but excuses, sad, pitiful excuses of 
designing and desperate men; the subterfuges and 
male-shifts of unholy and baffled ambition. The 
true cxplanation lies deeper. The true reason is, 
that by the sentiment of an overwhelming major- 
ity of the people of the Republic, slaveholding, 
as a moral proposition, is outlawed and abhorred; 
that assent to slavery, as a policy to be fostered, 
has forever ceased to be national in this country. 
It is charged upon the. North, sir—and I am go- 
ing to continue to speak with great frankness 
upon this subject—it is charged upon the North 
that at the fireside, on the pavement, in the school 
house, slavery is held to be a moral, social, and 
political evil. The charge is true, sir; every word 
of it. A large majority of the people of the 
North, no matter of what political party, look 
upon slavery as an insatiate master. “They do 
not see it in its patriarchal aspects; but they sec 
an iron-hecled, marble-hearted oppressor, de- 
manding always three victims—the slave, the 
master, and the land. In this regard, the people 
of the North agree exactly with the whole Chris- 
tian world, the slavcholding States of this blood- 
bought, liberty-founded Republic, alone excepted. 
Why, sir, the jurisprudence of the world is against 
slavery; the literature of the world is against sla- 
very; the civilization of the world is against sla- 
very. Mr. Webster once said, speaking of an- 
other subject: 

“ The lightning is strong ; the tornado is strong ; the earth- 
quake is strong; but there is something stronger than alj of 
these: it is the enlightened judgment of mankind.” 

That, too, is against slavery. A great man 
has said, “ Let me write the songs of a people, 
and I care not who makes their laws;”? and the 
songs, the poetry, and even the fine arts of the 
world, are against slavery. 

_ Isany free State to blame for that? No, sir; 
it is one of the enactments of that *‘ higher law” 
which my gifted friend from Ohio (Mr. Binenam] 
spoke of the other day, and which he said was 
announced as a fact in legal and political science 
as far back as the days of Madison. He might 
have gone much further back, certainly as far as 
Elizabeth’s Attorney General, that gifted jurist 
who, atthe age of twenty-seven, was the greatest 
commen lawyerin the world. Sir Edward Coke 
proclaimed, when the name of Coke bore great 
sway in Britain, as it has done since in the world 
—I quote the substance of his language from rec- 


Is not the point of order 


I protest against any por- |; 


- ollection—-that laws of Parliament conflicting with 


the laws of God were to be held utterly for naught. 
I am not affirming or denying this doctrine now, 
sir; but I do affirm that the love of liberty, the 
detestation of oppression, the unquenchable ha- 


‘tred of tyranny, which lies at the foundation of the 


anti-slavery sentiment of the North, isa law which 
cannot be suspended by congressional compro- 
mises, nor repealed except by that great Legisla- 
tor whose enactments quicken and still the pulses, 
and grasp and regulate the subtile essences of hu- 
man life. 1 repeat, sir, that this anti-slavery sen- 
timent lies at the bottom of southern discontent; 
not that had it lain dormant, asleep, like ‘the 
passions in infancy’s breast,” or found expression 
only in words, it would have provoked this angry 
quarrel, but it has found a voice in the politics of 
the country. 

It is charged with having accomplished uncan- 
stitutional ends or grasped at unconstitutional 
powers. I deny it. It has controlled popular 
clections—ay, sir, there’s the rub; it has come 
like achilling frost to nip in the bud darling schemes 
of personal ambition and far-reaching plots of 
sectional aggrandizement. It has changed the 
balance of ‘political power in this country. Its 
mission is not to do, but to prevent; and yet, sir, 
I do not deny that it ushers in a mighty reform- 
ation. It callsa halt in a swift-moving proces- 
sion of great events. There shall be no more 
Mexican wars now, that slavery or ambition may 
travel on the crimson wings of military conquest. 
The armies of the Republic shall not now go forth 
tochange realms to deserts, nor even tosack cities, 
or subduc Territories in order to people them with 
slaves, and endow them with slave represent- 
ation. Ambassadors of the American Republic 
at the Courts of Europe will not dare assem- 
ble at the tomb of Charlemagne and proclaim the 
Ostend manifesto. Henceforth American slavery 
shall be no more the favored, pampered child of 
American destiny—a thing for Government to 
fondle and caress—but an interest having definite 
constitutional rights, and having nothing more. 

All this, sir, was long ago forcscen by the picre- 
ing eyes of southern politicians, and the very year 
predicted in which it should come to pass. In that 
same hour in which the horoscope foretold the 
political reverses of 1860, a child was born which 

as grown to armed rebellion. From that hour 
revolution has been premeditated and prepared, 
and that, too,by men who, as officers of the Gov- 
ernment, had sworn to maintain it; but who have 
at last torn off their masks and revealed them- 
selves as conspirators against it, and spurned it 
in its own Capital, with the very blasphemy of 
treason. i 

Mr. SIMMS. Will the gentleman allow me 
to ask him a question ? 

Mr. CONKLING. Only upon the condition 
that the interruption does not come out of my 
time. 

Mr. SIMMS. I concur with the gentleman that 
we should be very frank in these times, and I 
want to ask him a question. 

Several Memnens objected. 

Mr. CONKLING, Objection is made, but not 
by me; and [am sorry I cannot yield to the gen- 
tleman. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state that, if 
a gentleman yields for interruptions, his time can- 
not be extended except by unanimous consent. 

Mr. SIMMS. Then! do not press my request. 

Mr.CONKLING. Mr.Speaker, with this view 


of our predicament, its origin, its history, and | 


its authors, I saw little, from the outset, that we 
could do, except td abide the issue. On the Presi- 
dentof the United States and his Cabinet, grave re- 
sponsibilities were cast; responsibilities for which 
they will be held deeply answerable in more than 
one tribunal. By the Constitution, it was the duty 
of the President to see that the laws were faithfully 
executed; but hecomplains in his message that, by 
the act of 1795, giving effect to this provision, his 
action is merely auxiliary to that of the courts, and 
that, inasmuch as in South Carolina the judicial 
and ministerial officers had resigned, his power to 
enforce the laws was practically paralyzed. That, 
sir, would bea proposition worthy of more search- 
ing discussion than it has yet received, if it were 
not swallowed up in one of far vaster magnitude. 
By the Constitution, the President is commander- 
in-chief of the Army and Navy, and is charged 
with the duty, and vested with the power, of pre- 


i 


serving, on the landand on the sea, ournational de- 
fenses. For the complete exercise of this power, hie 
needed no courts to issue process and no marshal 
to execute it. Nothing was needed but firmness 
and integrity. Either one alone would have been 
sufficient; buthechosetoleavethe country ‘naked 
to its enemies.” He chose to imperil the lives of 
brave men, mewed up, treason-bound, in ungar- 
risoned fortresses, and to refuse them succor and 
reinforcement. If it be said that the movement 
southward of ships or men would have precipi- 
tated a bloody outbreak, itis answer enough to 
say that the forts should have been garrisoned 
before the first mutterings of the storm. Itshould 
have been done early; done gradually; done when 
sagacious and patriotic citizens of both sections 
advised and implored it. 

But, sir, it was not done; and the President of 
this mighty Republic stood petrified by fear, or 
vacillating between determination and doubt, 
while rebels snatched from his nerveless grasp 
the ensign of the Republic, and waved before his 
eyes the banner of secession and rebellion. 

With all this we had nothing to do. We were 
powerless to control it. The Constitution gave us 
no such power; and I wish with all my heart the 
whole people of the country knew as well as we 
know, how utterly impotent we were—we, the 
Union party of this House—to control and influ- 
ence the course the Administration has scen fit to 
pursue, or to trammel up the infinite mischief 
which has resulted from it. 

It was our duty to vole money to carry on the 
Government. Besides this duty what had we? 
Nothing, I fear, except our share in the great 
issue of the hour, the ultimatum of this contro- 
versy—the question whether the people will con- 
sent to a disintegration of the Government, or 
unite to maintain it. That any State could go out 
of the Union at will, 1 did not at all believe. The 
history of the convention which framed the Con- 
stitution shows that no such right exists. I do 
not desire to be drawn into a discussion of it; 
this hour rule denies me opportunity; but I want 
to remind gentlemen of a fact which I have not 
heard mentioned here, and which should not be 
entirely forgotten. An attempt was made in the 
convention to introduce into the Constitution a 
provision giving this very right of secession 
which now isclaimed. The proposition came from 
a distinguished quarter, and was urged by the 
mover to protect men, as he said, from the halter, 
who should do precisely what has been going on 
in the South for weeks past. The provision was 
voted down—voted down by men who thought 
that, in launching a great Government upon the 
tide of time, they were bringing into existence 
something with more longevity than a partner- 
ship; with more cohesion than a club of thirteen 
members; and more lasting durability than a sew- 
ing society of women. It was spurned by states- 
men who believed they were making, not a con- 
tract to arrange a voluntary affiliation of Statcs, 
but a Constitution to solemnize an eternal wed- 
lock of the people. 

Mr. Speaker, since I have turned aside from my 
purpose to speak of the subject, I want to make 
another remark or two upon this nondescript, par- 
adoxical thing called “the right of secession.” 
A constitutional right to violate the Constitution. 
A peaccable right to put half the country onawar 
footing, toarm men, and plantcannon everywhere, 
to sieze the Federal property, expel the Govern- 
ment, and fire upon unarmed vessels bearing its 
flag. I believe there are three ways in which the 
people of a State can cut themselves loose from 
their Federal allegiance. The firstis by an amend- 
ment of the Constitution, as provided for in the 
Constitution itself. The second is, by the consent, 
not of the remaining States, but of the people— 
to use a phrase of Mr. Madison’s—‘ by the uni- 
versalacquiescence of the American people.” The 
third is, by that right or power which, as the gen- 
tleman from Ohio well said, inheres in men and 
not in States, the option which all men have to 
defy their Government, and, if they succeed, to 
live, and live perhaps as patriots and heroes; but 
if they fail, to die, and die as rebels and as trai- 
tors. We have heard a greal deal said about co- 
ercing States. I never heard of any one who pro- 
posed todo it. States do not commit murder, nor 
rob, nor steal, nor take oaths and break them. 
He do such things; and men are punishable, not 
states. 
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It was asked here the other day whether laws 
were to be enforced if the people of a dozen States 
resisted them. Ah, Mr. Speaker, that is the old 
puzzle which has been presented to all Govern- 
ments, Thats the old problem which has been 
solved by every Government that ever existed 
long enough to demonstrate the power of self-per- 
petuation. If one man commits murder in the 
State of Virginia, there is no difficulty in indicting 
and exccuting him. But if ten thousand men par- 
ticipate in that murder, all are indictable, and all 
are guilty; but they are not all punishable practi- 
cally, because the wheels of justice would roll 
axle-deep'in blood, and so would stop for very 
clogging. The principle, however, remains the 
same. 

In this connection there is one remark I want 
to make about war—war, whether it be waged in 
resistance of laws or for any other purpose. In 
this material age, war is a very humdrum thing. 
The battles known to the crusaders, and sung by 
the Troubadours, have all been fought. War is 
no longer a question of personal valor or indi- 
vidual prowess; buta mere question of money—a 
question who can throw the most projectiles, who 
can indulge in the most iron and lead. It is no 
longer regulated by the laws of honor and chiv- 
alry, but entirely by the laws of trade. 

But, sir, had I that bad heart, that malevolence, 
which is supposed to exist among the northern 
people toward their brothers in the South—and 
which God knows I do not feel, nor do those I 


represent—did I desire to see secession drowned in || 


itsown blood, or witherand famish, I wouldcrown 
every discontented: State with instantaneous inde- 
pendence. There would be no more rendition of 
fugitives then; there would be no General Gov- 
ernment to quell slave insurrections then; there 
would be no more Monroe doctrine then; no more 
national views that European nationalities shall 
never interfere upon this continent; but hostility 
to slavery, death rather than cxpansion, would 
become a leading policy of all nations, whether 
transatlantic or adjacent. A slaveholding con- 
federacy would cast out its shoe at its peril over 
one foot of land beyond its present limits capable 
of yielding any product that man can eat or any 
fabric that man can wear. I say beyond its pres- 
ent limits. I will come nearer home, and say, 
that whoever shall attempt to hold even the mouth 
of the Mississippi, or to control it even so far as 
to assume to dispense the right of free navigation, 
may have reason to exclaim— 


“To be thus is nothing, but to be safely thus.” 


The cotton statistics of the world are full of 
instructive meaning to those who base their calcu- 
lations on the supposition that American slave- 
raised cotton is to be perpetually king. The 
figures point to atime when this restless monarch, 
goaded to new usutpations by the * weird sis- 
ters’? avarice, ambition, and secession, may have 
reason to groan in the soliloquy of a guilty king: 

“ Upon my head they placed a fruitless crown, 

And put a barren scepter in my gripe, 
Thence to be wrenched with an unlineal band, 
No son of mine succeeding.” 


But, Mr. Speaker, in consequence of interrup- 
tions, and of the crowd of topics which press upon 
me, I have wandered far from the line I intended 
to pursue. 

I desire to inquire what can be done, what we 
ought to do, with the various propositions im- 
mediately before us? Believing, as I do, that a 
more unjustifiable revoli—and I must be permit- 
ted to add, one more perfidious, so far as regards 
the relationships of men—was never led against 
an established Government, one difficulty has 
been, all along, to see how any branch of the Gov- 
ernment could, with safety or propricty, enter 
upon negotiations at all. To agree under a threat 
to what is right and just, is a very humiliating 
and unmanly thing, even in an individual, But 
for a greai Government to do it—a Government 
that acknowledges no superior among the Powers 
of the earth—what shall be said of that? In such 
a case it must be justified, if justified at all, either 
by a necessity entirely desperate or a magnanim- 
ity entirely sublime. 

Can there be a doubt thatto change laws at the 
violent behest of those who are engaged in resist- 
ing them would demoralize and jeopard any Gov- 
ernment? Can there be a doubt that for civil 
authorities to propose terms of arrangement to 


insurgents standing with arms in their hands 
would be not only to confess impotency, but to 


tion? I have heard such concessions called tubs 
thrownto the whale; I call them planks thrown to 
the mob, and I never heard of a mob less deserv- 
ing to be dallied with, according to my apprehen- 
sion, than that which has seized the possessions 
of the Government, snatched its property and its 
money, and fired upon its flag. [have no desire 
to wound the feelings of any man; but I must be 
permitted to say, thatif speaking with bated breath 
of such despicable marauders is any part of any- 
body’s compromise, I want, for one, to be counted 
out, all the way out to the last act in the drama. 
No, sir, confining my view to the State execu- 
tives who have become actors in treason, and to 
the people, be they many or few, who have raised 
the standard of rebellion, I care not in what State, 
I have no compromise to offer, no terms to talk 
about; none, until they return to their allegiance, 
haul down their palmettos and pelicans, doff their 
cockades, and wear, as we wear, fot the livery of 
treason, but the garb of citizenship and submis- 
sion to the laws. 

But, sir, fortunately there are true and: loyal 
men in all the States; and, unfortunately, public 
tranquillity in none of the States of the Confed- 
eracy. Distraction and excitement reign in States 
whose exccutives and a majority of whose peo- 
ple are loyal to the Union and the Constitution. 
These are the more northerly slaveholding States. 
They are represented here, in part at least, by 
men whose patriotism and character entitle them 
and their opinions to the highest consideration. 
The people of these States have obvious and pow- 
erful incentives to launch upon the tide of seces- 
sion. They have the closest affinities, political, 
social, geographical, and commercial, with regions 
and communities in which irreverence for the Con- 
stitution and hostility to the Union has gone so 
far, that fealty to the General Government has 
been made punishable with death. In all of these 
States two parties exist: one in favor of dis- 
union, the other persistently opposed to it. Was 
this otherwise, were the people of these States 
indiscriminately affected, indiscriminately only 
hesitating, halting between two conclusions, not 
ready to declare themselves out of the Confeder- 
acy, but waiting to be induced to stay in; was 
there an average public sentiment demanding to 
be addressed and persuaded not to disown the 
Government, the case would be widely different. 
If the people of any State were thus up to be 
raffled for, by the Government on one side and 
traitors on the other, I would decline the compe- 
tition. I would not see the Government a bid- 
der atan auction where allegiance and patriotism 
were to be sold. I would rather commend toa 
sister, thus waiting to be coaxcd into wedlock, 
the assurance which the poct says an old warrior 
gave his daughter: 

« A hero shall thy bridegroom be, 
Sinee maids are best in battle wooed 
And won with shouts of victory.’? 

But, sir, no such degeneracy exists in Dela- 
ware, Maryland, Virginia, North Carolina, Ken- 
tucky, Tennessec, and Missouri, and I hope not 
in other States. In all these States at least, public 
virtue stilllives, robust and unawed. This debate 
will preserve brightand enduring traces of the patri- 
otism, the genius, and the loyalty of their sons. To 
these brave men, struggling to maintain their own 
foothold in the storm, and laboring to inspire 
others with their own spirit, I will give all the 
help I can to enable them to stem the current of 
revolution, and roll back the tide of sectional mad- 
ness and egotism. {Applause in the gallcries.] 
Not that I believe it will avert the issue of dis- 
union; butstill] will make concessions. Conces- 
sions which will show that we do not, as the gen- 
tleman from Virginia [Mr. Garxert] said the 
other day, stand “idle spectators while the ship 
drifts upon the rocks,” unconcerned observers of 
the approach of the harpies of the shore to pluck 
the eagle of the sea. Concessions which, if sus- 
tained on this side of the House, will show the 
magnanimous pceoplgof the North that their Rep- 
resentatives struck hands with Union men of all 
sections and all parties, and went in kindness 
! and conciliation to the very verge of debatable 
propositions; concessions which will show that 
we abandoned the effort toavert disunion and civil 


ł 


|i war, only when we had exhausted the last argu- 


offer bounty for popular clamor and insubordina- || 


x 
ment, held out the last offer, and resorted to the. 
last expedient we- were warranted in employing. 

Mr. Speaker, I see I must be very brief, which I 
regret, because my design was to.discuss the differe 
ent propositions before us with some particulars” 
ity. I will say hastily what, for one, [ propose 
to do with regard to them. Gentlemen complain 
that their constituents feel aggrieved with regard 
m al territorial policy; and I will begin with 

hat. : 

The line of 360 30 long ago became a conse- 
crated line upon the political chart of our country. 
It was ruthlessly blotted out; but it is the better 
remembered for the stupendous crime and folly 
which erased it. Though not an isothermal line, 
gentlemen all virtually start with the idea that 
north of it slavery cannot subsist. On the south 
of it, a distinguished Senator from Kentucky [Mr. 
CRITTENDEN] has proposed to license and protect 
slavery by an amendment of the Constitution— 
an amendment which shall embrace not only près- 
ent possessions, but extend to future acquisitions. 
The same proposition is here, as an amendment 
to the pending report offered by the distinguished 
gentleman from the Wheeling district of Virginia, 
[Mr. Cremens.] No matter in what guise, or 
from what quarter it comes, for one, f cannot vote 
for it; and for anumber of reasons, two of which 
I will state. In the first place, I will not vote to 
establish slavery anywhere. The eighth section 
of the act admitting Missouri, commonly called 
the Missouri compromise, did not establish, or 
even recognize, slavery atall. It merely fixed a 
certain bound, and dedicated to perpetual free- 
dom all territory north ofit, saying nothing about 
territory on the south. In that respect, there isa 
world-wide difference between the old proposition 
and the new. 

But, sir, passing over this objection, as applied 
to territory now held, who shall count the conse- 
quences or compute the folly and disaster of guar- 
antying to slavery all possessions hereafter to be 
acquired? Whatcalamity might not spring from 
making to slavery this golden promise of a shad- 
owy and eternal by-and-by? Why, sir, it would 
amount to a perpetual covenant of war against 
every peoples tribe, and State owning a foot of land 
between here and Terra del Fuego. It would 
make the Government the armed missionary of 
slavery. Eternal quarrels would be picked across 
the frontier lines, the Government must protect its 
citizens and demand indemnity for hostilities; 
and thus, for purposes of land-stealing and slave~ 
planting, we should be launched upon a shoreless 
and starless sea of war and fillibustering. I de- 
sired to make some further suggestions about this 
proposition; but I pass it by. 

Of territory already acquired, there is none 
below 36° 30’, aside from that devoted to Indian 
tribes, save New Mexico and Arizona. Unfit as 
these Territories must be conceded to be—I beg 
pardon of my friend the Delegate, [Mr. Orero] 
—to enter this Union as a State, no matter what 
constitution they bring, I will vote for the enabling 
act brought in by the distinguished gentleman at 
the head of the committee of thirty-three. But, 
sir, in supporting this bill I will practice no de- 
ception, even by silence. No suggestio falsi, or 
even suppressio veri, shall lurk about my vote. I 
will not hold out the idea to the South that New 
Mexico willcome in as a slave State, for I do not 
believe it. I believe that if she does not come 
free from the start, she will never be in any prac- 
tical sense a slaveholding State. ‘There are twelve 
slaves there now, as I understand it, and situa- 
tion, soil, climate, and surroundings, will baffle 
slavery, now or hereafter, This is my belicf; and 
I will vote to carry out the compromises of 1850, 
declaring, as they do, that New Mexico may 
come in with or without slavery, as her constitu- 
tion shall provide. : 

I will vote for all the resolutions appended to 
the report of the chairman, declaratory of the 
duty of everybody to observe constitutional obli- 
gations. I would gladly vary the language of two 
of these resolutions, but only to express more un- 
mistakably, if possible, the meaning they are, no 
doubt, intended to convey. 

I will vote for the bill amendatory of the fugitive 
slave law of 1850, provided it canbe amended in 
two particulars. In the first place, I would strike 
out the provision for a retrial, upon the mere tpse 
dixit of a judge, of the freedom of the alleged fu- 
gitive, after it has been once found by a jury. If 
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twelve men, selected by lot from a slaveholding 

opulation in the vicinage where the claimant 

ives, pronounce a negro free, I would not, simply i 
because the judge is notsatisfied with the verdict, 
remand him to be put in peril. a second time, the 
jury to be met at the threshold by a certificate 
that the conclusion arrived at by the preceding 
jury was not satisfactory to the court. Ifthe pro- 
vision. igs intended for the benefit of the alleged 
fugitive, and to give him a second trial in case the 
first results adversely to him, say so in the bill, 
and Ict the provision follow the reasonable doubt, 
in faworem vite; or, if this is too much to ask, then 
give both claimant and defendant the same rights 
of exception and review allowed in criminal cases. 

Secondly, I would provide redress for those 
who, after being arrested and transported for 
trial, are found not to be fugitives at all, nor to į 
owe service to any one. I would not invade cs- 
tablished maxims so far as to subject men to ma- 
licious or mistaken arrests, and leave any doubt 
about their remedy. The remedy, in this case, 
it seems to me, isa right of action in the State 
where the arrestis made. It should be so guarded 
that, in case of a false arrest by mistake, and not 
from malice, the bona fides of those making it 
should avail them in mitigation of damages, so as | 
to confine the verdict to strict compensation and | 
prevent a recovery of smart money. With these 
changes made, the statute will not be very taste- 
ful to gentlemen on this side of the House; but I 
will vote for it, and find my justification in the 
anxious, earnest wish t feel, in common with the 
poepie I represent, to do everything which can 

c fairly asked to preserve the Union and ħar- 
mony of the States. 

An act is reported, transferring from the Gov- 
ernors of States to Federal judges the duty of 
surrendering, upon requisition, persons charged 
with crime. It seems to mean importance has 
been given to this subject, by gentlemen here, 
which it does not deserve. A good deal of law 
respecting it has been put forth on both sides of 
the House, from which I respectfully dissent, and 
it appears to me u great strain to drag the matter 
into tho vortex of sectional strife and slave agi- 
tation. 

The courts and Executives must be able to 
settle the practice for the rendition of criminals 
upon a basis as little obnoxious to one portion of 
the country as another, and avoiding some, at 
Ath of the practical objections applicable to this 

ill. 

Thus, Mr. Speaker, I have referred to every 
proposition proceeding from the committee of 
thirty-three save onc; that one is to submit to the 
Legislatures of the States a constitutional amend- 
ment—an amendment placing it forever outof the 
power ofany number of States less than the whole 
number to amend the Constitution respecting 
slavery in the slaveholding States. 

I regret, sir, that such a proposition ishere. 1 
regret that it was deemed necessary, especially 
after the resolution on the same point—the third 
of the series, I think. For the resolution, E pre- 
sume every gentleman on this side of the House |: 
will cordially vote; the proposal to amend the į 
Constitution presents very different considera- } 
tions. Ihave been unable to discover any adc- | 
quate motive for it, or any object to be gained. 
Gentlemen of the South have heretofore repelled 
the insinuation that the Constitution was not sat- | 
isfactory to them precisely as it is. The com- | 
plaint has been, not that constitutional guaran- | 
tees were insufficient; but that the people of the | 
North did not or would not observe them. This 
is the sole complaint about the Constitution at | 
present, as l understand it. If, then, we do not ob- | 
serve it now, what hope is there that we shall ob- | 
serve it after it has been altered? I say,none; no 
hope that any one will revere it as much then 
as they do now, while it remains as our fathers 
made it. 

Itis said, however, that the object of thisamend- | 
ment is so to rivet the fastenings as to provide |! 
against our bad faith. Passing over the insult of : 
this proposition, the argument is bad; bad, be- | 
cause amendments as dangerous to the South as j 
that thussought to be guarded against, will stillre- | 
main accessible,to the Punic faith of the free States | 
when they shall multiply to the needed number— | 
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those forty-five free States, conceived, in the prat- 


tle of to-day, to be brought forth of the throes of | 
centuries themseives unborn. But, sir, I cannot |; 


reconcile myself to the idea of disturbing the Con- 
stitution: in the least of its particulars. It may be 
a superstitious feeling, but I fear you will unset- 
tle the nation’s faith on the day when you admit 
that a time has arrived when the Constitution is 
no longer equal to the emergency. It came as it 
is now from the heroic age of the Republic; its 
origin and its antiquity enhance its sacredness and 
supremacy. Men do not think of it as a machine 
to be regulated; but they trust to it as a benefi- 
cent overruling provision, having a providence in 
it to order all things well. 

Let us keep the Constitution as it is and obey 
it as itis, even to the uttermost. If degenerate 
Americans shall hawk at and tear it, freedom will 
provide a Gibbon, or better yet, a Dante, to im- 
mortalize the crime—some limner, with infernal 
pencil, to group the assassins in a picture horrid 
with resemblance, and hang it up to sicken and 
affright the gaze of those who shall hereafter tread 
the corridors of time. 

Now, sir, before the hammer falls, one word 
of conclusion.® The people l represent are a gen- 
crous, brave, and peace-loving people. They 
cling to the institutions of their country with an 
carncstand almost idolatrous attachment. So does 
the great State of New York, with her four mil- 
lion people. So her Legislature has testified with 
impressive unanimity. While Commonwealths 
of the South are embracing the pillars of the Re- 
public, determined to destroy it, New York offers 
men and money to assert the supremacy of the 
Government, and defend it against all comers. 

The people of the State of New York believe 
in this Governmentas their fathers made it. They 
believe in it not as a mere commercial league, 
whose material advantages they can calculate, and 
whose value they can weigh in golden scales. To 
them it is something more. They cherish it for 
its memories of martyrs, of herocs, and of states- 
men; they cherish it for its wisdom, grand with 
the revelations and pregnant with the experience 
of buried centuries and epochs; they cherish it 
for the shelter it affords against the tempest, 
which, without it, would burst upon this continent 
in an hour; above all, they cherish it for its prom- 
ises unredeemed, its mission uncompleted, its des- 
tiny unfulfilled. In the world-trod streets of our 
great metropolis sixty four languages and dialects 
are spoken. In this chaos of voices are breathed 
the prayers and muttered the curses of the exile, 
the refugee, the emancipated of all Governments 
and all climes. Of this motley group of tongues 
there is not one—no, not one—without an anath- 
ema to blast the man who would overthrow free 
institutions in this continent of ours. Among the 
vocabularies of them all, in which shall be found 
the word whereby to call so infinite a crime? It is 
a deed without a known name. 

Mr. STEVENSON obtained the floor. 


NEW MEMBER SWORN IN. 
Mr. GROW. The member from the State of 


Kansas is present, and ready to be sworn in. 

Martin F. Conway, Representative from the 
State of Kansas, then appeared and took the usual 
oath to support the Constitution of the United 
States. 

STATE OF THE UNION-——AGAIN. 

Mr. VALLANDIGHAM. Before the gentle- 
man from Kentucky proceeds with his remarks, 
T would be glad to know what is the pending 
question. In what order do the various propo- 
sitions stand? 

The SPEAKER. The question before the 
House is the report of the select committee of 
thirty-three. Two amendments to that report are 

ending—one moved hy the gentleman from Cal- 
ifornia, [Mr. Burcu,] and one by the gentleman : 
from Virginia, [Mr. CLemens.] 

Mr. VALLANDIGHAM. The amendment 
of the gentleman from Virginia is what is known 
asthe Crittenden resolutions, andisthe oneimme- ! 
diately pending before the House? 

The SPEAKER. Itis. ; 

Mr. STEVENSON then addrgssed the House 
for an hour. [Elis speech wilfbe published in 
the Appendix. 

Mr. HOWARD, of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, we 
have arrived at a period in the history of our 
country which was never even dreamed of by 
the gallant and far-secing men who signed the 
Declaration of Independence, and the statesmen i 
who framed the national Constitution. They 


never conceived the idea that, in the short space 
of eighty-four years, our population would have 
inereased from three to thirty million; that our 
territory would have occupied a geographical 
area of three million three hundred thousand 
square miles; and that the taxable property of our 
prosperous and industrious people would have 
increased to the enormous sum of $40,000,000,000; 
that our foreign trade would have advanced from 
$8,000,000 to $800,000,000 annually; that the 
States of the Union would have numbered thirty- 
three; and that all civilized nations would have 
bowed in humble reverence before the supremacy 
of our power. Such, at this day, is the position 
that the North American Republic occupies in the 
great family of nations. i . 

But could they again have lifted the vail of that 
mysterious future, and have seen that, in 1860and 
1861, in the very midst of such unparalleled pros- 
perity, we should have been falling to pieces, and 
crushed ovt of existence by the weight of our own 
power, they would have shrunk from the im- 
portance and responsibility of their work, and left 
us to struggle on in our oppression to a foreign 
yoke; and their pens would have fallen powerless 
and paralyzed from their hands, could they have 
imagined for a moment that, at this day, sur- 
rounded by such exalted advantages, commanding 
such profound respect, we should, for such light 
andtrifling causes, and by our own overtacts, have 
placed ourselves upon the very verge of destruc- 
tion and dissolution; could they have thoughtthat, 
at so early a period of our country’s history, we 
should have brought upon ourselves the contempt 
of other nations, and that they would be laughing 
at our calamities, and mocking when our fear 
cometh, and that they would be smiling the de- 
moniac smile of delight because our destruction 
is coming upon us like a whirlwind. Even with 
all the defects that çan be traced out by the most 
fervid imagination, do we not owe all that we are, 
that we have been, or that we will be in all future 
time, to the Union, as we have received it from 
our noble ancestry ? We, sir, are responsible for 
its safe transmission to our immediate successors; 
and they again to theirs, until it reaches, by lin- 
cal and collateral descents, the most distant futu- 
rity. We have in it no other title than a life-es- 
tate, and have no right to lay upon it violent 
hands, and break the chain that is to carry it to 
our children and our children’s children, to the 
remotest period of time. 

Mr. Speaker, the day has gone by when we 
may manufacture political capital from passing 
events; for the time has fairly arrived when all true 
patriots must throw aside ali political distinction 
and difference, and meet together upon a common 
platform, and exert our whole energies to the ut- 
most tension to save our sinking country from 
utter ruin and desolation. He who now refuses 
to do so is recreant in his duty to his country, to 
his God, and fo all posterity; for the mysterious 
Mover of nature, the universal Lord of being, 
that God that in the immensity of his works di- 
rects the movements of all nations, will hold this 
people responsible for the preservation of our na- 
tional privileges. We pray God tbat in this case, 
as in all others, He may make the wrath of man 
to praise Him, and that the remainder of wrath 
He may restrain; and that future generations 


-may be spared the pain of serious contemplation 


over the ruined splendor of our achievements and 
the memory of our fallen greatness. We know 
that all human power cannot prevent the dictates 
of destiny, which is the voice of Divinity. Sir, 
every lover of his country should humble himself 
in sackcloth and ashes, that our doom, which 
seemingly is sealed, may be averted, as was an- 
cient Nineveh, even after the prophet of God, by 
his express commands, had proclaimed her im- 
mediate and terrible destruction. 

If we allow this nation to be destroyed, when 
we have the powcr within our own hands to per- 
petuate it, history will hold us responsible; and 
no argument that we can now place upon record 
will be sufficient to hush to silence the voice and 
judgment of an outraged and defrauded posterity. 
And though, under the heat and excitement of the 
hour, we may think the cause sufficient to justify 
the effect, yet, in the estimation of a cool and col- 
lected posterity, the cause will be considered but 
as the dust of the balance; and they will justly 
consign to perpetual infamy the memory, not only 
of those who did the act, but of all those who did 
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not exert all the energies conferred upon them in 
its prevention. Upon the members of the Thirty- 
Sixth Congress of the United States rests the des- 
tiny of this Republic; and to you the future his- 
torian will point perpetually either the finger of 
scorn and contempt, or will deeply inscribe your 
names upon the dial-plate of our country’s records 
as the sure gnomon that is to indicate upon its 
face its perpetual motions through the annals of 
time. g 

You cannot sereen yourselves behind the flimsy 
gauze ofa wantof example; for the last eighteen 
hundred years have borne down before them the 
wreck of empires, kingdoms, and republics. They 
have risen, culminated, and fallen; and can we close 
our eyes against the causes which have brought 
about such fatal revolutions; and can we fail to 
profit by their precept,and evade the rock upon 
which they split? And do they not stand as buoys 
and beacon lights even in their darkness and deso- 
lation to point us toa surer harbor of safety? Six 
stars of various magnitude have glided solemnly, 
though certainly, from our constellation, where, 
but a few days since, they reposed in peaceful se- 
curity in their places; and nine others are sho-v- 
ing evident signs of the disturbance of the center of 
their system; and yet, we are merely disinterested 
and deliberate spectators of this disruption, while 
the whole civilized world is looking with horror 
and astonishment upon our inactivity and indif- 
ference. And again, sir; heretofore the genius of 
the nation has always been sufficient for every 
emergency; and this can be successfully met, if 
we present before it but a bold front. I have tried 
to study the destiny of the Republic. I have tried 
to examine, carefully and candidly, the causes of 
the present discontent and distrust; and I now 
believe that none that have yet transpired have 
been sufficient to justify secession and separation. 
And I believe the national Government possesses 
the inherent power, by the Jaws and Constitution 
of the United States, to prevent a State or States 
from seceding, and to bring any State back into 
the Union, even after its separation. But I be- 
lieve, algo, that every means should be resorted to, 
within the grasp of our power, to bring back the 
erring member into the family of States before 
an appeal to force. Itis the duty of the states- 
man and patriot to examine thoroughly the causes 
of the existing evils, whether they are either real 
or imaginary, and to act at once, without hesita- 
tion or delay, and remove and correct them. 

I would understand that this Union is a con- 
tract; that no State can come into the Union with- 
out the consent of the other States; and once she 
takes her stand as one of the parties of this Con- 
federacy, she cannot leave it without the consent 
of the other States; and any attempt to do so is 
a violation of the contract. And, as we under- 
stand it, every wrong has its remedy; and if that 
be so, the only question is, how that remedy shall 
be enforced? ` Now, Ladmit to the fullest extent 
the sovereignty of the people, and the rights of 
the States; yet, when they come into the Union, 
and give in their adherence to the Federal Govern- 
ment, they yicld up certain rights for the benefit 
of the whole; and one of those rights given away, 
is their right, by their own consent, to resolve 
themselves back into their original clement at any 
time, and at their own pleasure. Then, sir, every 
individual, yes, every State, should be held to 
strict obedience to the Constitution and laws of 
the United States, while the legislative enactments 
ofthe national Government are in accordance with 
her own Constitution. 

Sir, it would be futile to attempt to close our 
eyes against the danger to which we are this day 
exposed. But what has Jed us to our present per- 
ilous position? Why are we this day standing, 
as it were, upon the very verge of our national 
ruin? It can all be traced to the direct violation 
of the lawsand Constitution of our national Union. 

Now, the Constitution of the United States 
makes express provision for the recapture of fu- 


gitives from labor; and in pursuance of that pro- | 


vision of the Constitution, the national Legisla- 
ture, in 1793, passeda fugitive slave law; and that 
act, for the purpose of making it more effective, 
was amended or reconstructed in 1850. In every 
case in which that act has come before any court 
of competent jurisdiction they have always pro- 
nounced it constitutional; and even before the 
President would place his signature to that act, 
he presented the question of its constituiionality 
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to his Attorney General, (Mr. Crittenden,) at that 
day, as now, one of the most masterly statesmen 
and best lawyers in the Union; and he, after due 
reflection, pronounced the act constitutional, The 
Supreme Court of the United States have again 
and again pronounced the same judgment upon 
the same act. 

Sir, itis an undeniable fact that the execution 
of this law has been obstructed in every manner 
that could be devised by the most masterly intel- 
lects in the Republican party. And again, sir, 
twelve sovereign States of this Unioy have inter- 
posed their legislative authority to prevent and 
obstruct the execution of that law. Now, this is 
nullification to the very fullest extent; and these 
States areas guilty as was South Carolina in 1833. 
They have set an example of the violation of law 
that is returning upon their own heads with an 
irresistible fury. ‘They have opened the flood- 

ates of disobedience, that is about to sweep before 
it to certain destruction all the elements of a well- 
organized Government. 

f a State reserved to herself the right to secede 
from the Confederacy, the conditions upon which 
she intended to secede should have been clearly 
defined at the time she entered the compact; and 
then each State would ungerstand upon what con- 
ditions each of the other members of the family 
occupied their positions within the common circle. 
And if a State comes into the Union reserving to 
herself the tacit right to withdraw from the com- 
pact whenever her rights, in her own estimation, 
have been violated, it isa fraud upon the other 
contracting parties. Now, admit the right of a 
State to secede at pleasure, or even allow her to 
be the judge of the causes sufficient to warrant her 
separation, and itis the end of all government, 
and system ‘and order are thrown into chaos and 
confusion. The Constitution of the United States 
provides for the admission of new States into the 
compact, but nowhere, cither by word or even 
implication, does that instrument make provision 
for the secession of a State or States; and hence 
any attempt at the same isa direct violation of that 
article. That instrument was intended to bind to- 

ether the States, and each one is an additional link 
in the great chain. All civilized society is based 
upon strict obedience to law, and hence the ne- 
cessity of establishing proper tribunals to which 
individual citizens can resort to have their rights 
established and their wrongs redressed. And no 
single individual can be allowed to avenge his 
own supposed injuries, for, in such a case, society 
could have no guarantee for‘its safety a single 
day, and courts and juries would become a nul- 
lity lfa State within the Confederacy supposes 
that the peace and safety of herself and the peace 
and safety of her institutions are endangered by 
remaining longer within the Union, she should, at 
least, submit her causes of complaint before some 
disinterested umpire, and leave itto the judgment 
of the same, after full examination of all the evi- 
dence in the case. This Union, under our Con- 
stitution and laws, was intended to be perpetual, 
and hence their silence upon all questions involv- 
ing the right of separation. 


Now, sir, it was the design of the framers of | 


our national Government that we should live to- 
gether in perfect peace and harmony. And how- 
ever obnoxious the peculiar institutions of one 
section may be to the particular training and edu- 
cation of the others, it is no just excuse for com- 
plaint; but, upon the other hand, they are, under 


that tacit allegiance they owe to the laws and |! 
Government of the nation, not only bound to tol- | 


erate their existence, but to preserve and protect 
them in their fall use and occupation. And had 
this idea been kept steadily before the public 
mind, and had it always been faithfully and fer 
vently obeyed and adhered to, we should this day 
have been occupying that proud position which 
has heretofore so emphatically characterized us as 
a nation; and we would have still been living in 


that harmonious union which was intended for | 
us by our ancestors even before the foundation of} 


our free and enlightened institutions. That great 


statesman, Andrew Jackson, says, in his cele- j 
brated proclamation in the case of South Carolina, : 


that— 
“Jn cur colonial state, although dependent on another 


| Power, we very carly considered ourselves as connected |} 


by common interest with each other. Leagues were formed 
for common defense ; and before the Declaration of Inde- 
pendence, we were Known in our aggregate character as 
THE UNITED COLONIES OF AMERICA, 
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That decisive and : 
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important step was taken jointly: We. declared ourselves 
a nation bya joint, pot by several acts; and when theterms 
of our Confederation were reduced to form, ft was. in that 
of a solemn league of several States, by which they agreed 
thal they would collectively form one nation for the pur- 
pose of conducting some certain domestic concerns and au 
forcign relations. In the instrument forming that Union, is 
found an article which declares that ‘every State shall 
abide by the determinations of Congress on all questions 
which, by that Confederation, should be submitted to 


them.?”? 

But it is now too late to reason upon these im- 
portant questions, for I fear that the armless hand 
of destiny is tracing our inevitable destruction 
upon the wall in legible characters, too plain to be 
misunderstood, and that it will require no Daniel 
to be brought forth from his prison to the palace 
to give them their true interpretation. 

But, Mr. Speaker, let us examine the history 
of the past to see if we can discover the causes 
which have contributed to bring about the dan- 
gers which now threaten to mingle in one pro- 
miscuous ruin our happy and prosperous coun- 
try. Let the question be seriously asked, why it 
is that States are seceding from the Union, and 
that this great Confederacy—the masterpiece of 
the most illustrious men that ever graced or hon- 
ored this or any other nation—has been torn asun- 
der? These present difficulties are not the spon- 
taneous production of a day, but of the unceasing 
and untiring threats, taunts, and insults of years. 
Bad faith, disobedience of Jaw, anda host of other 
evils, have brought upon us our present alarm- 
ing and truly appalling condition. In pursuance 
of that provision of the Constitution for the re- 
capture of fugitives from labor, Congress, in 1793, 
defined the mode, manner, and means of recapture; 
and, in 1850, passed an act, amendatory of that 
act, making it more effective in its operations. 

Then I ask, has this Jaw been obeyed and en- 
forced in the northern States? Every one who 
is acquainted with the history of the country, is 
ready to answer in the negative. It is these acts 
of disobedience upon the part of the northern 
States, that are so rapidly alienating the two sec- 
tions from each other, and digging an impassa-~ 
ble gulf between people that. should have always 
been one, and which demands at the hands of all 
loyal and law-abiding citizens an open condem- 
nation and reproach. Twelve of the northern 
States have not only refused to enforce its pro- 
visions, but have actually passed laws in direct 
violation of its spirit and letter, and in hinderance 
of its execution. When a State interposcs its 
legislative authority to obstruct the due execution 
and enforcement of one of the constitutional acts 
of our National Legislature, she is as guilty of 
nullification as was South Carolina in 1833, when 
she interposed her legislative authority in obstruc- 


| tion of the revenue laws of the United States. 


However obnoxious a law may be to our own 
sense of right and wrong, we, for the peace and 
safety of the nation, should strictly obey until the 
same is repealed, or its obnoxious features are 
removed by the power that created it. If wein- 
tend to set at naught the laws of the State and 
nation to which we look for protection and safety 
because they do not meet our preconceived and 
predetermined notions of justice, let us cease to 
condemn the pirates thatinfest our high seas, plun- 
der our vessels, murder the crews and unoffending 
passengers; let us cease to condemn the midnight 
assassin that plunges his dagger to your heart 
merely to get possession of your purse; let us cease 
to condemn the whole catalogue of erime; for it is 
only a violation of law, without which it would 
cease to be criminal. When we place ourselves 
in such a situation, we are upona political sea 
without compass or polar star. Listen to what 
the hero of New Orleans says upon that question, 
in the same proclamation: 

« I consider, then, the power to annul a law of the Uni- 
ted States, assumed by one State, incompatible with the 
2xistenee of the Union, contradicted expressly by the jetter 
of the Constitution, unauthorized by its spirit, inconsistent 


| with every principle on which it was founded, and destruc- 


tive of the great object for which it was formed.” : 
Such was the opinion of Andrew Jackson at that 


| day, and that attempted nullification of the laws 


of the United States he fearlessly and promptly 


| suppressed; aud for thatact, more than any other 
| of his life, he has received the applause and ap- 


probation of the people of the whole Union. 
Then, sir, in this case, it is very evident that 
the northern States were the aggressors; and, if 


| they really, at heart, desire the preservation of 
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the Union, let them first correct the errors at home. 

Let them do equity before they demand equity at 

the hands of others. Let them come into court 

_ with clean hands and pure hearts; for they laid the 
foundation. of the present difficulties and dangers 
that now beset us, by the nullifying acts of their 
own Legislatures. “Let the northern States im- 
mediately and without delay repeal the obnoxious 

.Jaws that now are on their statute-books. Let 
them cease to obstruct the enforcement of the 
fugitive slave law. Let the executives of those 
States respond promptly to the legal demand of 
the southern States, and yield up the fleeing crim- 
inal to justice to be tried by the laws of the States 
which he has violated, and not undertake to ob- 
struct the settled comity of States by the inter- 
position of pettifogging technicality. Let them 
cease their incessant abuse, vilification, and mis- 
representation of their southern brethren. Let 
them cease to make crime honorable by holding 
out rewards and inducements for its commission. 
Let them cease to commission and send forth 
their emissaries to stir up the unsuspecting slave 
to insurrection, to murder, rape, arson, and all 
other crimes known and recognized by the calen- 
dar, notthat they have the slightest interest in the 
happiness and welfare of the slave, but that they 
may use hiscondition for political effect. Let them 
cease to entice the slave from his master, and to 
remove him beyond his reach and control. Let 
them cease to endanger the liberty and happiness 
of twenty-six million people to obtain that of four. 
Let them not stand up in the Halls of the national 
Legislature and boast that they are eighteen mil- 
lion strong, and they are prepared in their strength 
for their southern brethren if they do not submit 
to such terms as they may dictate. Let them 
themselves be loyal to the laws, the Constitution, 
and Union, before they demand and enforce loy- 
alty at the hands of others. Let them do these 
things; for every evil which I have enumerated is 
in existence among them, and not one has, in the 
slightest degree, been exaggerated. 

We have attempted thus honestly and fairly to 
portray to the public mind the undeniable evils 
that exist inthe northern States; and for the safety 
and preservation of the Union, we are decidedly 
in favor of bringing to bear upon them all the legal 
and constitutional powers of the national Govern- 
ment for their suppression. There are two little 
States of this Union whose incessant disloyalty 
has disturbed the harmony of the whole, more 
than all the others combined. They are always 
imagining that the hand of the oppressor is upon 
them, and that their rights and liberties are always 
endangered unless they separate themselves from 
the Confederacy, place themselves in a posture of 
defensc,and protect themsclves against the assaults 
and tyranny of the whole force of the Union. 
Now, sir, there is no man who could havea more 
exalted opinion of their bravery and independence 
than myself; but it seems to me they too fre- 
quently consider themselves insulted to have some 
plausible pretext upon which they may have the 

rivilege of insulting the whole balance of the 

nion. From 1808, at the time of the embargo, 
up to 1815, the close of the last English and A mer- 
ican war, Massachusetts exhibited so much dis- 
loyalty, and so frequently threatened to separate 
herself from the Confederacy, that the English 
nation, presuming that she was in earnest, actu- 
ally sent a fleet to her assistance, and offered to 
take her in charge; but as soon as she beheld the 
flag of her ancient enemy, she immediately re- 
turned to her allegiance under the national flag, 
which is always the safest and most exalted po- 
sition thatany State can possibly occupy. During 
the war of 1812, the whole New England States 
rejoiced at the success of the British arms, and 
again and again mourned over American victo- 
nes. Their journals were loud in their applause 


of the cause of the enemy, and bold and open in | 
condemnation of the success of their own country- | 


men; and the battles of New Orleans and the 
lakes were hailed by them as harbingers of evil 
and iniquity, simply because they drove from the 
nation its enemies, which they had become tore- 


gard their special friends. And again: Massachu- | 


setts placed upon her records a resolution at that 


time, which we will not quote here, for it wasex- | 
punged in 1824, but which has placed upon her fair | 


escutchcona stain which cannotbe effaced through 
the annals of time. | . 
Mr. Speaker, again, at the time the great State 


of Texas was taken into the Union, this little 
State became so exasperated because she was not 
exclusively consulted upon the question, that, 
while that great State was coming in upon one 
side, and swelling to a vast extent this mighty 
empire, she was threatening to leave upon the 
other side, and break up the equilibrium of the 
Union. And to make a full exhibition of her ob- 
stinacy in the case, she actually placed upon her 
State records these resolutions: 

«1, Resolved, That Massachusetts has never delegated the 
power to admit into the Union States or ‘Territories with- 
out or beyon@ the original Territories of the States and Ter- 
ritories belonging to the Union at the adoption of the Con- 
stitution of the United States ; and thatin whatever manner 
the consent of Massachusetts may have been given or 
inferred to the admission of the States already, by gen- 
eralconsent, forming part of the Union, from such territory, 
the admission of States, in the judgment of Massachusetts, 
forms no precedent for the admission of Texas, and can 
never be interpreted to rest on powers granted in the Con- 
stitution. 

«2. Resolved, That there has hitherto been no precedent 
of an admission of a foreign State or foreign territory into 
the Union by legislation; and as the powers of legislation 
granted in the Constitution of the United States to Con- 
gress do not embrace a case of the admission ofa foreign 
State or foreign territory, by legislation, into the Union, such 
an act of admission would have no binding force whatever 
on the people of Massachusetts.’? 

And, again: on another occasion, they passed 
the following: 

t Resolved, ‘hat Massachusetts hereby refuses to ac- 
knowledge the act of the Government of the United States 
authorizing the admission of Texas, as a legal act in any 
way binding her from using her utmost exertions in couper- 
ation with other States, by every lawful and constitutional 
measure, to annul its conditions and defeat its accomplish- 
ment.” 

Now, sir, docs she not expressly state there 
that she will not be bound by the acts of the na- 
tional Congress? That although passed by the 
people’s representatives in Congress assembled, 
which was presumed to be the voice of the people 
themselves, and although it received the signature 
of the President of the Union, yet she takes upon 
herself the responsibility of repudiating the whole 
thing, simply Becuuns it does not happen to meet 
her views of national policy? 

Mr. Speaker, is not this a direct disobedience 
of law, and are we not this day witnessing the 
fearful results of such destructive disloyalty, in the 
breaking up of the mightiest nation upon heaven’s 
footstool? 

But, sir, we would suppose that these New 
England States, with the great State of New York, 
think that the whole moral and political condi- 
tion of the nation was intrusted exclusively to 
them; and in all the Pharasaical sympathy of their 
souls, take upon themselves the responsibility of 
the same, without even the slightest idea that they 
themselves have a single moral evil among them, 
ora single political sin to answer for. Did they 
ever think that‘their own common prisons are 
crowded to overflowing with criminals, and that 
the State prisons of New York contain more con- 
victs than all the penitentiaries of all the southern 
States? ; 

Mr. SICKLES. Mr. Speaker, let me say to 
my friend from Ohio, that I have not examined the 
statistics of the prisons; but if it be as he states 
it, I have to say they do not all come from the 
State of New York. 

Mr. HOWARD, of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, I 
will admit that my friend, or the people of his 
State, have never stopped to study the moral con- 
dition of their own State; but they are very care- 
ful in the exhibition of the sins of other people; 
for, in the self-righteousness of thcir souls, they 
have never supposed there was any iniquity at 
their own doors. 

Mr. GOOCH. Mr. Speaker, let me say tomy 
friend from Ohio, that the reason why there are 
so many convicts in the State prison of Massa- 
chusetts is because all persons that ought to be 
there are there; while [ cannot say the same for 
other States. 

Mr. HOWARD, of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, do I 
understand my friend from Massachusetts to say 
that all persons are in prison in his State who 
ought to be there? If that be the case, allow me 
to ask him if there is not a great part of his pop- 
ulation there, then? [Laughter.} But, Mr. 
Speaker, it isnot my province to cover up the 


evils of the people of any part of this Union; for | 


I would warn these seceding southern States to 
be careful and thoroughly examine the whole 
question, to see if the case will justify the effects, 
not in their own estimation, but in the estimation 


of posterity, who is to be your judge; for recol- 
lect that Massachusetts and other disloyal States 
might have thought at the time that their injuries 
were sufficient, and that they were suffering un- 
bearable injustice at the hands of their country; 
but they now feel that they have placed upon 
themselves a stain that cannot be effaced and 
washed out by time and a faithful repentance. 

And such will be the fate of these seceding 
States; and such will be the imputation cast upon 
all who contribute the smallest iota in the break- 
ing up of this glorious Union of States. Look, 
sir, at their prosperity since the beginning of the 
Government; their trade has increased from 
$3,000,000 to $350,000,000; their wealth has ad- 
‘vanced to $20,000,000,000; their population from 
one and one half to twelve million; her geograph- 
ical area is nine hundred thousand square miles, 
and her prosperity has been unparalleled; her na- 
tional position unequaled for natural advantages, 
and her political greatness is unrivaled. And 
how has she thus swelled to such magnificent 
magnitude? All under the benign influence of the 
national Government, and all under the protec- 
tion of the national flag; and can she thus break 
up the one and insult the other? 

Thisis the best Governmeniupon the face of the 
earth; and we do not believe that any State can find 
a justand sufficient cause to separate herself from 
it. South Carolina, Alabama, Mississippi, Geor- 
gia, Louisiana, and Florida, have recently, in sol- 
emn convention assembled, passed ordinances of 
secession, and no longer consider themselves as 
partand parcel of this great Confederacy of States. 
‘The whole nation seemsto be agitated and appalled 
from center to circumference; and a revolution 
solemnly, though certainly, seems to be making 
rapid strides in our midst. Now, sir, what has 
either one of these seceding States suffered at the 
hands of the Federal Government, to thus, with- 
out cause or provocation, break up a union of 
States that gives protection, not only to every 
State, but every citizen of every State? 

What is the reason assigned by each one of 
those States for the fatal and important step so 
hastily taken? The election of Lincoln to the 
Presidency of the United States, whois a Repub- 
lican. And we must say that, however much we 
regret the occurrence of that fact, yet itis no just 
cause for the step thus taken. ow, no citizen 
even of those States can deny that Mr. Lincoin 
was legally and constitutionally elected to that 
high position; and that being the case, it is not 
only the duty of every law-abiding citizen to 
tacitly submit, but to lend all aid in his solemn in- 
auguration according to the due forms oflaw, and 
then to await patiently the development of his 
administration. And then, if it does not, like the 
dews of heaven, fall alike upon all classes, then, 


and not till then, let our voices be heard. And if 


that is‘done, and the President should ever at- 
tempt any overt act by which he should even 
attempt to interfere with the established institu- 
tions ofany section, we pledge the sympathy and 
support of a half million of freemen to their pro- 
tection and support from the Northwest. We 
think that it is going a step too far to presume, in 
the advance of taking his seat, that the Executive 
will take any measures to apply to practice the i re- 
pressible conflict doctrine, and under that violent 
presumption to lay violent hands upon the Union 
of the States. We regret sincerely the success of 
the Republican party in the recent presidential 
campaign; but we must acknowledge that it has 
all the forms of law to support it. 

We belicve the seceding States do not pretend 
to be acting upon anything which has already 
transpired, but upon that which is to occur; and 
they are only fearful that the incoming Admin- 
istration will do something which will operate 
deleteriously upon their peculiar institution, and 
which is to result in its ‘final extinction, ‘The 
President elect has said that slave and free States 
cannot exist together; that they must all become 
one or the other; that they were incompatible in 
principle; and must one or the other yield. But, 
sir, every intelligent man must know that, al- 
though that assertion was made by Mr. Lincoln, 
and that upon that assertion the Republican party 
seized upon him, and, under the excitement of the 
hour, elected him President of the United States, 
yet it is false, and the whole experience of our 
constitutional existence proves it to be false; for 
there are at this day more slave States than the 
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whole Union contained, both free and slave, in 
its inception, besides a greater number of free 
States even than slave. ‘Then, sir, no region of 
this nation, whatever may be its peculiar insti- 
tutions, has anything to apprehend from a politi- 
cal principle based upon an untruth. 

Mr. Speaker, I am truly rejoiced to know that 
my colleague [Mr. Sucrman] has at last come to 
the conclusion that, for the safety and preserva- 
tion of this Union, the Constitution must be ob- 
served and the laws must be enforced. And I 
regret that the whole Republican party had not 
discovered that important fact long since, for it 
would have saved this nation from its present per- 
ilous crisis. Then, sir, E cannot believe that any 
of these seceding States had a just, or at least 
stifficient, cause for so hastily and abruptly break- 
ing off their connection with this Confederacy; 
for we consider it as a self-cvident proposition 
that ours is the best system of Government ever 
produced by human ingenuity for the happiness 
and prosperity of any people, and all who cannot 
live within its pale and precincts do not deserve 
to havea Government. And those who stand 
upon this floorand talk so loudly about its oppres- 
sion, its tyranny, its corruption, and its unequal 
working, are only acting under the misguided and 
uncertain effects ofa heated imagination. Condemn 
not our institutions—for they offer equal rights to 
all, and monopoly and oppression to none—for 
by so doing you are casting an imputation upon 
your own ancestry, and offering an insult to the 
spirit that conceived and the genius that brought 
forth the most complete plan of popular rights 
that has ever been devised; and which, like a 
political earthquake, is shaking -the solid foun- 


dation of European thrones. Let our glorious sun | 


be extinguished in the political firmament, and 


it will be succeeded by a long political night, the | 


darkness of which will only be dispelled by the 
splendid dawn of the morn of that grand millen- 
nium that is to renovate the world. 

Sir, there are no conditions upon which F, or 
the constituency which I have the honor to rep- 
resent, can give up this Union; and I would be 
recreant to the duty which I owe to myself, to 
them, and to all posterity, if I were in the slight- 
est degree to favor such-an idea. And in order 
that I may be clearly understood, I believe that 
this Government possesses the power within itself 
to perpetuate its own existence; forif it does not, 
or if it never did, or if the salt has lost its savor, 
the sooner it is known the better; the sooner it 
is thrown out and trodden under foot of men, of 
aspirants, of demogogues, the better. We ought 
not for another day to be thus placing our exalted 
hopes of empire upon the baseless fabric of this 
vision. 

What is our condition to-day? The credit of 
our nation sacrificed and destroyed by the spirit 
of faction; and whereas but three months-ago we 
could have commanded the confidence and coffers 
of Europe to the extent of $100, (90,000, at the 
very smallest rate of interest, we cannot to-day 
keep up our current expenses, in loans from our 
own citizens, at the heavy rate of twelve percent, 
Her trade is paralyzed, her industry checked, her 
citizens thrown out of employment, her manufac- 
turing establishments stopped, her merchants and 
business men clamoring, and her agricultural in- 
terests, the certain source of her real wealth, com- 
pletely prostrated. Her States seceding, her ports, 
arsenals, forts, castles, and dock-yards seized, her 
vessels taken and fired into, her flag torn from Its 
place, insulted, and hurled to the dust; and all by- 
the madness of faction, and our people seemingly 
bent upon their own ruin. 

Mr. Speaker, are we thus suddenly to be cut 
off without hope, and destroyed without remedy? 
I believe, for the present, it is the duty of the 
Government to protect her property, to keep open 
her ports and collect her revenue; and, if that is 
coercion, we are for coercion to that extent. My 
colleague, (Mr. Pexpieron,] in his masterly and 
eloquent speech and his most ingenious and able 
argument, mistook the whole cause of the Amer- 
ican Revolution upon which he based his elegant 
and eloquentremarks. Did the American people 
refuse to pay their taxes? Did they refuse to pay 
the revenue? Did they refuse to pay their duties? 
Did they refuse these obligations to the English 
Government? They did. But what was the cause? 
It was because these things were imposed upon 
them without their consent, and it was taxation 


without representation. They had laws put upon 
them which they had no say in making, and the 
enforcement of which was undertaken against a 
free and independent people without their consent; 
and they did just what they ought to have done; 
they resisted; and in that bold resistance they re- 
ceived the sympathy of all civilized nations and 
the support of the empire of France. 

But, sir, has not every State an equal represent- 
ation in the national Legislature? Is the people of 
any section taxed without representation; and 
have not all the revenue laws found upon our 
statute-books been passed by this Congress, and 
received the signature of the Executive of the 
Union? Why, sir, so jealous is this Government 
of the rights of the whole people, that the Terri- 
tories, which in reality are our colonies, and 
occupy about the same position to us that we in 
our colonial condition sustained to the English 
Government, are exempt from the obligations of 
taxation; and, because they have not a full repre- 
sentation upon this floor, the whole expenses of 
the government of a Territory are defrayed by 
the national Government. nd, with all due 
deference to the opinions of my distinguished 
colleague, I must consider it as unjust to this 
magnificent Government, and to the constituents 
of every Representative upon this floor, to even 
compare the workings of our free institutions to 
the tyranny and oppression of the English Gov- 
ernment, which aroused the outraged and insulted 
colonics to a successful resistance. The Ameri- 
can Revolution is the most brilliant and glorious 
in history, simply because it was founded upon 
right and justice and resistance to tyrants. The 
present secession movement is beneath the dig- 
nity of the Amcrican people, because it presents 
the humiliating spectacle to the world of the 
bravest and most chivalrous: people upon carth 
flecing in the advance of a mere ghost of tyranny, 
a specter painted upon the imaginary map of a 
distant future, Sir, did the American colonies 
act upon the unreal imagery of fancy, or the cer- 
tain earnestness of a devoted truth? 

Sir, in the present position of the crisis, I am 
opposed to coercing any of these seceding States, 
because I believe the tramp and tread of hostile 
armies would in reality place cur people at a re- 
turnless distance from each other. And I believe 
that the whole question is yet within the reach 
and arrangements of the arts of peace. I believe 
that concession and compromise is now, as it has 
been on many occasions heretofore, potent in the 
full adjustment of every difficulty that now besets 
us. ‘The satisfactory adjustment of this whole 
question is yet within the hands of the Republi- 
can party; they hold in their hands the destiny 
of this mighty empire, and it yet remains to be 
demonstrated to the country and to the world 
whether they will hold on to their platform at the 
expense of the Republic,—whether they will hold 
on to the shadow at the expense of the substance. 
The eagle eye of a distracted and disturbed na- 
tion is upon them; and will they pour oil upon 
its troubled waters? And though the General Gov- 
ernment may possess the full right to coercea 
State, in the present disturbed condition of the 
southern mind, it would be ruinous in its results, 
for this seceding movement has the sympathy, 
and, in case of war, would have the support, of 
every southern State; and it would be bringing 
twelve million determined and brave people in 
collision with eighteen, and God only knows what 
would be the end of such a contest; but there is 
one thing certain, it would be the end of the 
American Republic. ; 

Now, sir, there are propositions upon which 
these questions can be fully settled; and it is the 
duty of all parties to throw aside all platforms 
and come forward to the rescuc. Let us resort 
to concession and compromise; for in this we 
have the precept and example of Clay and Web- 
ster, Calhoun, Cass, and Jackson, and all others 
of the great statesmen who have graced our halls 
of legislation. But, sir, we cannot pursue this 
all-absorbing question any farther, but mustturn 
out attention to the great West, the region which 
we more immediately represent. We cannothave 
secession; we cannot tolerate separation; we can- 
not listen to dissolution, for, in that event, we are 
ruined. And I say here to-day, that there are i 
eight million people loyal to the Constitution and | 
faithful to the Union, occupying that vast valley, 
who will never suffer the mouth of the Missis- 


sippi river to go beyond their control without the 
utmost strife. We are told here by gentlemen 
that the southern confederacy, when formed, do 
not design to close that natural highway against 
the great West. But stop, gentlemen, and listen 
to reason: when that southern confederacy: is 
formed, it will be as much a foreign Power, as 
far as we are concerned, as France was at the 
time we made our purchase; it was then closed, 
against us; and if it falls into the hands of a for- 
eign Power, it will be again. But again: we are 
told that the necessities of trade will keep it per- 
petually open to the enterprising of all that mighty 
region which it drains. That may do for. the sún- 
shine of peace; but the clouds of war may over- 
shadow, and then will you allow the free naviga- 
tion of the Mississippi river? No, sir; our trade 
will be cut off; our products will rot upon our 
hands; and our whole commercial and agricul- 
tural interests will be ruined. j 

_ Again: we are asked if we doubt the honor and 
integrity of our southern brethren.. We do not, 
while you remain part and parcel of us, but as 


i soon as you separate without cause or provoca- 


tion from us, we will have to regard you, as we 
regard all other foreigners, enemies in war, in 
peace, friends. And why are you this day refus- 
ing to trust the Republican party, upon a legal 
and constitutional election, with the reins of this 
Government? It is because it is sectional in its 
feelings and forms, and pledged to the doctrine of 
the irrepressible conflict, and to the final exterm- 
ination of your own peculiar institution. Now, 
sir, there is no power upon earth to which we 
will silently yield to take peaceable possession of 
that river; for, gentlemen, at any hour, with a 
very slight expense of blood and treasure, you 
can close that stream against us, and ruin our 
peculiar institutions. 

Mr. Speaker, it was at the urgent demand of 
the people of the Northwest that the mouth of 
the Mississippi was purchased. When we were 
but one half million people, we soon discovered 
that the products of that vast region must find an 
outlet at some point; and naturally turning our 
eyes upon the Mississippi, we saw at once that 
that was the outlet to that whole productive coun- 
try; butitwasin the hands of aforcign Power. We 
demanded its acquisition at the hands of Mr. Jef- 
ferson, who was then President of the United 
States. He examined the Constitution, and was 
led to the conclusion that that instrument did not 
vest the power in the General Government to make 
such a purchase. Sir, he was told that there was 
a power above the Constitution; and that was the 
voice of the people; and he looked again to that 
article, and he found that it was inserted there 
that “ all powers not delegated by this Constitu- 
tion are reserved to the States and people; and 
finding nothing there prohibiting such an arrange- 
ment, he concluded he had the authority; and, 
under that supposition, he added to the Union 
that grand and fertile region, and thereby ob- 
tained for us the mouth of the Mississippi; and 
can it be imagined for amoment that, at this day, 
we will give it over to seceders to satisfy their in- 
satiable thirst for power? We are now nine mil- 
lion people; our wealth has amounted to the sum 
of $700,000,000; we have advanced more rapidly 
than any other region; we have the most loyal 
population in the country; we are for the Union 
of these States, the whole Union as it is; we are 
for each and every right of cach and every citizen, 
And do they suppose that we will give up our 
right to that mighty stream? If they do, they are 
miserably mistaken. 

Then, sir, let these vexed questions be settled 
at every hazard; for, viewing them in their most 
favorable light, they will bring upon the nation all 
the terrible consequences of civil war, bloodshed, 
and rapine. And are you willing, to-day, to have 


| Lincoln, like the ancient emperors of Mexico, 


installed into the Chief Magistracy of the Ameri- 
can Republic over a hecatomb of human sacri- 
fices? Recollect that but a few months ago you 
were asserting that the election of your candidate 
would give peace and prosperity and de trad 
to the nation, and that confidence would be fally 
restored; and in the short space of three months 
after that event, are you demanding at the hands 
of the nation the powers of the Army and Navy, 
not to repel foreign aggression, but to butcher and 
destroy your own citizens. Sir, I do not believe 


| that this can be; I do not believe that the end of 
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the Republic is-yet; but I believe there is yet suf- 
ficient moral force to repel all physical force, and 
that the nation will again be restored to its ori- 
ginal exalted position among the nations of the 
earth, and yet remain as an evidence of the capa- 
city of this people for self-government. 

There are men yet living who were present at 
the birth of the Republic; and shall they surviveas | 
mourners around its grave? Shall the soldiers 
‘of the Revolution survive to see the splendid fab- 
ric erected. by themselves totter to its fall? fora 
few of them remain as the last rays of the set- 
ting sun upon the loftiest mountain peak. I be- 
lieve that the nations demand at our hand, to set- 
tle this question in harmony and peace; and he 
who fails to do it, or determines to do otherwise, 
will bring upon himself the perpetual infamy of 
an injured and outraged people. The question is 
not, shall we adhere to our own political notions? 
but the question is, shall we be plunged in a civil 
war, or shall our nation still continue to shed 
forth the benign influences of peace? 

Recollect that from the smallest causes some- | 
times flow the mightiest results. A princess of | 
the house of Austria once carelessly remarked, 
that kings and potentates should pay no more 
attention to the voice of the people than to the 
barking of dogs; and this single observation so 
inflamed the public mind in France that that same 
princess, in the short space of a few years, saw 
the heads of kings and princes rolling from be- 
neath the ax of the guillotine like autumn leaves 
after a desolate storm; and that storm did not cease 
till ivhad driven religion from its sanctuary, virtue 
from her empire, and government from existence, 
and finally brought about those terrible campaigns 
that desolated every division of Europe, and one 
million one hundred thousand men were at one 
time arrayed in hostile combatagainst each other, 
Then, I believe that this day this national Legis- 
lature holds within its control the destiny of thirty 
million people. Allow it to slip unimproved be- 
yond your power; allow the American people an 
appeal to arms in the adjustmept of their imagined 
rights, and you will be responsible for its results; 
for you hold in your hands the olive branch of 

AACE. . 

What American citizen does not feel a glow of 
pride thrill his very soul to see the present Exec- 
utive, in the declining days of his administration, 
standing by the Constitution and Union, enforcing 
the national laws, elevating our flag, and showing 
a determination atall hazards to preserve and per- 
petuate our national honor? ho docs not ad- 
mire the brave and chivalrous Major Anderson, 
who, in the integrity of his heart, with an iron 
will, a patriotic spirit, and a firm resolution, is 
standing by his own and his nation’s glory? He 
will never allow that flag that he has been sent to 
protect to trail in the dust, Let him, as a gallant 
soldier, be firm and unwavering in the discharge 
of his duty; for the burning focus of the nation’s 
eye is upon him as one of her noblest sons. The 
indelible expression of human gratitude is coming 
up from every part of an injured nation; and the 
ceaseless homage of all posterity will identify his 
name with the history of his country. 

fam willing to go for the Crittenden proposition, | 
not that it meets my own political views—for they 
are in direct opposition to many of my notions of | 
policy—but I believe that it will settle the present į 
difficulties more fully and satisfactorily than any | 
other before this body and the country. It comes 
from a statesman whose experience reaches 
through three fourths of our constitutional exist- 
ence, and who certainly understands, as wel! as | 
any other man living, the spirit of our institutions, | 
and the theory of our Government. It comes | 
from a statesman who is not ultra, but conserva- | 

tive, in his whole political policy, and in favor of 
the Constitution and Union, and the enforcement 
of the laws. It comes froma patriot who, like 
myself, docs not believe that there is any question 
upon which he could consentto give up this Union; 
but who believes that all national questions are |; 


within the reach and adjustment of the arts of || 
eace. 

Mr. Speaker, we believe that if the patriots who 
lived in the past could speak from their last rest- 
ing place, they would say to the national Legis- | 
jJature, settle that all-absorbing question, for it is 
incompatible in principle for people of the same 
blood to be disputing over a mere abstraction. If 
we could listen to the voice of the thirty million 


H 


freemen who inhabit this great and growing coun- 
try, it would fall like thunder tones on this Con- 
gress, commanding it to arrange this detestable 
question, for it is only uselessly disturbing the 
peace of a people that should live together in har- 
monious unison. If we could listen to the two 
hundred million oppressed and downtrodden Eu- 
ropeans, they would say to us, perpetuate the 
American Republic in peace, for itis a terrible 
example to trembling tyrants upon their erum- 
bling thrones. If we could hear the language of 
the oppressed ef the whole civilized earth, they 
would say to this Congress, keep the American flag 
waving in triumph over your whole nation; for 
among whatever people itis seen, over whatever 
ocean it is flying, in whatever port it makes its 
appearance, all people are pointing toiit, and cx- 
claiming, Behold the flag of liberty, thatis taking 
away the slavery and oppression of the world! 

Mr. ADAMS, of Massachusetts, obtained the 
floor. 

Mr. MORRIS, of Pennsylvania. If the gen- 
tleman from Massachusetts does not desire to go 
on this evening, I desire to submit some remarks 
to the House. J am afraid I shall have no other 
opportunity; and if the House will permit me, I 
will,take advantage of the present occasion. 

Mr. ADAMS, of Massachusetts. I will very 
cheerfully yield to the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania, if it be understood that I shal} have the 
floor to-morrow. 

Mr. LOGAN. I object to any such under- 
standing. 

Mr. MAYNARD. I desire, for reasons, to ad- 
dress the House, and through the House, my 
constituents, upon this subject. I applied to the 
Speaker last week, and I wasassured by him that 
his policy would be, first come first served. I 
therefore have not negotiated for the floor or made 


. any arrangement, relying upon the promise I re- 


ceived in reference to the order which would be 
observed in assigning the floor. 

Mr. MORRIS, of Pennsylvania. The gentle- 
man from Massachusetts has the floor, and if he 
yields it, I claim it. 

Mr. MAYNARD. If that rule is not to be 
observed, there should be some understanding 
between those gentlemen who desire to speak 
and the Speaker, so that we may know when we 
can speak, or know the fact that we cannot speak. 

Mr. ADAMS, of Massachusetts. I yield the 
floor to the gentleman from Pennsylvania. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. I object to any ar- 
rangement in reference to the floor. Ifthe gentle- 
man yields the floor, he must yield it uncondi- 
tionally. 

Mr. VALLANDIGHAM. I would propose 
that, by unanimous consent, to-night and to-mor- 
row we take a recess from half past four to seven 
o’clock. 

Objection was made. , 

Mr. MORRIS, of Pennsylvania. I will take 
advantage of this opportunity, unfavorable as it 
is, to present such views as I desire to the House 
upon the questions before it. 

Mr. LOGAN. Will the gentleman 

Mr. MORRIS, of Pennsylvania. The gentle- 
man cannot be heard now, because I am upon the 
floor. 

Mr. LOGAN. Then I rise to a point of order. 
The gentleman from Massachusetts obtained the 
floor, but yielded it to the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania to goon to-night, with the understanding 
that he should have the floor to-morrow morning. 
I objected to that arrangement. 

Mr. MORRIS, of Pennsylvania, The gentle- 
man from Massachusetts yielded the floor to me. 

Mr. LOGAN. If the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania will not allow me to ask a single ques- 
tion, I shall insist upon my objection. 

Mr. MORRIS, of Pennsylvania. I do not see 
why the gentleman should object to my going on 
to-night. 

Mr. LOGAN. Ihave remained here, with other 
gentlemen, several evenings, for the purpose of 
obtaining the floor, and I want the Speaker now 
to tell me how many names are registered as en- 
titled, in order, to the floor to speak, so that I 
may know on what evening I shall come here to 
obtain the floor, by acting decently and respect- 
fully to the Speaker? 

be SPEAKER pro tempore, (Mr. Bixenamin 
the chair.) The present occupant of the chair 
cannot auswer that question. 


| 
| 
| 


.Mr. LOGAN. I desire to say, that this practice 


of farming out the floor in advance is infamous, 
and ought not to be tolerated in any body. I want 
the country to know that such perfidy as this is 
practiced by the Speaker of this House, to the ex- 
clusion of other members. I now withdraw my 
objection. 

Mr. COLFAX. The Speaker is absent, and I 
feel it due to him to say that, during this discus- 


‘ sion, two members from Hlinois have had the floor 
' upon that side, and only one from this side. 


Mr. LOGAN. 
but for myself. 

Mr. McCLERNAND. The Speaker of the 
House did not give me the floor; and I doubt 
whether he would have given itto me, had he been 
in the chair.. And besides that, I did not get the 
floor upon this question, but upon another. 

Mr. LOGAN. I do not object to the gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania going on. All I wanted 
was to denounce this practice as detestable and 
abominable. 

Mr. MORRIS, of Pennsylvania, thenaddressed 
the House for an hour. [His speech will be 
published in the Appendix] 

Mr. FARNSWORTH obtained the floor, but 
yielded to ` 

Mr. LEACH, of Michigan, who moved that 
the House adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to. 

And thereupon (at forty minutes past five 
o’clock, p. m.) the House adjourned. 


Iam not speaking for Illinois, 


IN SENATE. 
Tuurspay, January 31, 1861. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Dr. Guruey. 
The Journal of yesterday wasread and approved. 


ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 


A message from the House of Representatives, 
by Mr. Foryey, its Clerk, announced that the 
Speaker had signed an enrolled bill (H.R. No. 
876) for the benefit of Gabriel J. Johnston; which 
thereupon received the signature of the Vice Presi- 

ent. 
BILLS BECOME LAWS. 


The message further announced that the Pres- 
identof the United States had approved andsigned, 
on the 19th instant, the following bill and joint 
resolution: 

A bill (H. R. No. 935) for the relief of Frank- 
lin Torrey; and 

A joint resolution (H. R. No. 55) authorizing 
the Secretary of the Treasury to change the name 
of the schooner Spring Hill to that of the United 
States. 

Also, that the President had approved and 
signed, on the 23d instant, the following bills: 

A bill (H. R. No. 127) for the relief of O. F. 
D. Fairbanks, Frederick Dodge, and the Pacific 
Mail Steamship Company; 

A bill (H. R. No. 447) for the relief of the chil- 
dren of Captain E. A. Capron; and 

A bill (H. R. No. 428) directing the Secretary 
of the Interior to liquidate the accounts of Mitch- 
ell & Rammilsburg and Baker & Von Phul. 

Also, that the President had approved and 
signed, on the 26th instant, the following bills: 

A bill (H. R. No. 23) for, the admission of 
Kansas into the Union; 

A bill (H. R. No. 377) for the relief David C. 
Whiting; 

A bill (H. R. N. 507) authorizing the Secre- 
tary of the Interior to issue a land warrant to 
Daniel Davis; and 

A bill (H. R. No. 724) for the relief of Samp- 
son Stanfill. 

PRINTING OF DOCUMENTS. 


The message further announced that the House 
had ordered, on the 26th instant, the printing of 
resolutions of the Legislature of the State of Ten- 
nessce in regard to the tender of men and money 
to the General Government by the State of New 
York. 

_ Also, that the House had ordered, on the 28th 
instant, the printing of the following documents: 

Memorial of citizens of Boston, in favor of a 
pacific. settlement of the pending difficulties be- 
tween the North and the South. 

Resolutions of the Legislature of Pennsylvania, 
in favor of the maintenance of the Constitution 
and the Union. 
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FRIDAY, FEBRUARY 1, 1861. 


Resolutions of the State of Maine, in reference 
to national affairs. 

Resolutions of the State of Tennessee, in regard 
to the pending national difficulties. 

Resolutions of the State of New Jersey, on the 
state of the Union. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Interior, 
transmitting a list of clerks, and other employés 
of that Department—ordered at twelve o’clock 
and twelve minutes. 

A letter transmitting information in regard to 
depredations committed by the Snake River In- 
dians—ordered at twelve o’clock and thirteen min- 
uies. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmit- 
ting copics of contracts with the War Depart- 
ment for 1860—ordered at twelve o’clock and thir- 
teen minutes. 

Also, that the House had ordered, on the 29th 
instant, the printing of the following documents: 

A memorial of the Legislature of Minnesota, 
for the improvement of the navigation of the Mis- 
sissippi river, from the mouth of the Minnesota | 
river to the Sauk rapids—ordered attwelve o’clock 
and twenty-eight minutes. 

A letter from the acting Commissioner of Pat- 
ents, transmitting, agreeably to the design of Con- | 
gress, as indicated by the appropriation of June 
25, 1860, * for the collection of agricultural sta- 
tistics, investigations for promoting agriculture 
and rural economy, and the procuring of cuttings 
and seeds;”’ the agricultural portion of the Patent | 
Office report—orderedat twelve o’clockand twenty | 
minutes. 

A letter from the acting Commissioner of Pat- 
ents, transmitting the mechanical portion of the 
Patent Office report—ordered at one o'clock and | 
twenty-eight minutes. 

Also, that the House had ordered, on the 30th 
of January, the printing of a memorial of a com- 
mittee of workingmen of Philadelphia, asking the 
adoption of Mr. Crirrenpen’s resolutions. 


STATE OF THE UNION. 


Mr. SEWARD. Mr. President, I have re- 
ceived a communication from Mr. A. A. Low, 
James A. Gallatin, Peter Cooper, and others, who 
are a committee of twenty-five citizens of New 
York, who are charged with the duty of present- 
ing to the Senate of the United States the petition | 
of the inhabitants of that city, praying for the 
exercise of the best wisdom of Congress in find- 
ing some plan for the adjustment of the troubles 
which disturb the peace and happiness and en- | 
danger the safety of the nation. In compliance 
with their request, J waive the reading of the me- 
morial, and ask that the Senate will indulge me 
with allowing to be read at the Secretary’s desk, 
the resolutions the committee have adopted in 
regard to the views they desire to present. Itis 
very short. 

The Secretary read, as follows: 

Report of the special committee to a meeting at the rooms of 
the Chamber of Commerce, Saturday, January 26, 1851. 
The special committee to whom was assigned the duty 

of digesting and presenting a proper basis of action for the 

committee charged with the presentation to Congress of 
the memorial of citizens of New York, praying that such 
measures may be adopted by Congress as will restore tran- 
quillity and peace to our now distracted country, beg leave 

respectfully to report: i 
That, since the last meeting of the memorial committee, 

a legislative printed document has been received, stated 
to embrace propositions for an adjustment of pending dif- 
ficulties between the northern and southern States, agreed 
upoa by a committee of the border States including Dela- 
ware, Maryland, Virginia, Kentucky, Mi ouri, and North 
Carolina, from the South; and New Jersey, Pen sylvania, 
Ohio, Indiana, and Illinois, from the Norta. ‘These prop- 
ositions contemplate both acts of | ation and amend- 
ments of the Constitution, and which, with some modif 
cations and additions, are as follows, and which the special 
committee adopt as part of this their report, which they 
submit for the consideration of the memorial committee, 
and respectfully recommend for their adoption as the basis 

of their action under the memorial, and in furtherance of i 

its objects. 

Mr. SEWARD. Mr. President, excepting the | 
House of Representatives, this Senate Chamber | 
is the Jargest hall that is, or ever has been, occu- 


| public. The interest of commerce is but one. The 


| other interests and all other sentiments, by speak- 


pied by a legislative assembly since the world 


began. The memorial which I am charged to pre- 
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sent is of such a length that, if exteaded, it would 
cross the Senate Chamber, in its extremest length, 
eighteen times. I have already presented memo- 
rials from the city of New York signed by citi- 
zens of that place to the number of twenty-five 
thousand. This memorial bears the signatures of 
thirty-eight thousand more, making, in the whole, 
sixty-three thousand of the inhabitants of that 
city who have signed this appeal to the Senate. 
The committee who have charge of this memorial 
are a fair representation+I might almost say an 
embodiment—of the citizens who direct and wield 
the commerce of the great emporium of our coun- 
ny the commerce of a continent, and a commerce 
which this present year, owing to the distractions 
of the times, is put, for the first time, in the con- 
dition of proving itself to be the controlling com- 
merce of the world. The memorial which they 
present may be regarded as a fair expression of 
the interest which is felt by that great commer- 
cial community, and probably a fair exponent of 
the interest in the same great subject which is 
felt by the whole commercial interest of the Uni- 
ted States. In any other part of the world, such 
a communication would command obedience. In 
England, France, Russia, Prussia, or Germany, 
a demonstration of the will of the commerce of the 
country decides the questions of war or of peace. 
Happily, sir, that is not the case in this great Re- 


interest of agriculture, manufactures, and mining, 
each of them, is another. Each is entitled to, and 
each secures, equal respect; and the consideration 
which they obtain is duc, not to their number, not 
to their wealth, but is due to the circumstances 
under which they lend their advice to the Govern- 
ment, But I do not hesitate to say that the char- 
acter of these petitioners entitles them to the re- 
spectfal attention and consideration of Congress. 

They have asked me to support this petition. 
Lhave not yet found, though I have anxiously 
waited for and hoped for, that manifestation of | 
temper on the part of the people of the country | 
and their representatives which would justify me 
in saying that the seceding States, or those who | 
sympathize with them, have made propositions į 
which the citizens of the adhering States could | 
accept; or, as 1 desire to speak with impartiality 
upon this as on all other occasions, to put the | 
proposition in another form, that this or any other 
of the various propositions which have come from 
citizens of the adhering States, or those who de- 
sire to adhere to the Union, wontd not be accept- 
able and satisfactory to the other party. F have 
thought it my duty to hold myselfopen and ready 
for the best adjastment which could be practi- 
cally made; and I have therefore been obliged to 
ask this committee to be content with the assur- ; 
ance that I would express to the public and to | 
the Senate that the spirit in which they come is 
perfectly commendable and perfectly satisfactory. | 
It is gratifying to me to sec that the proper spirit, 
the spirit of fraternal kindness, of conciliation and 
affection, is adopted by so large a portion of my 
fellow-citizens of the State to which I belong. 

I have asked them, also,in return for perform- 
ing my duty on this occasion, that when they have 
arrived at home, they will act in the same spirit 
and manifest their devotion to the Union above al 


ing for the Union, by voting for the Union, and | 
ifit should be demanded, by lending and even giv- | 
ing their money for the Union, and fighting tn the | 
last resort for the Union, taking care always that | 
speaking goes before voting, voting goes before | 
giving money,and all go before a battle, which I} 
should regard as hazardous and dangerous, and 
Dovetors the last, as it would be the most painfu 
measure to be resorted to for the salvation of the 
Union. : 

This is the spirit in which I have determined | 
for myself to come up to this great question, and || 
to pass through it, as I sinecrely believe we shal | 
pass through it. For, although this great con- || 
troversy has not been already settled, 1 do not, | 
therefore, any the less calculate upon and hope | 


and expect that it will be peacefully settled, and | 


New Ssruss.....No, 42. 


settled for the Union. I have not been so rash 
as to expect that in sixty days, which have been 
allowed to us since the meeting of Congress—and 
E will be frank, sir, in saying that I have not 
expected that in the ninety days which are the 
allotted term of Congress—this great controversy 
would certainly be adjusted, peace restored, and 
the Union firmly reéstablished. I knew, sir, that 
sixty days, or ninety days, was the term that was 
fixed with definite objects and purposes by that 
portion of my fellow-citizens who have thought 
that it would consult the interests of the States 
to which they belonged to dissever the Union. 
I have not expected that reason and judgment 
would come back to the people and become so 
pervading, so universal, as that they would ap- 
preciate the danger and be able to agree on the 
remedies. Still, [have been willing that it should 
be tried, though unsuccessfully; but my confi- 
dence has remained the same, for this simple rea- 
son: that as I have not believed that the passion 
and frenzy of the hour could overturn this great 
fabric of constitutional liberty andempirein ninety 
days, so I have felt sure that there would be time, 
even after the expiration of ninety days, for the 
restoration of all that had been lost, and for the 
reéstablishment of all that was in danger. 

A great many and very various interests and 
elements are brought into conflict in this sudden 
crisis; a great many personal ambitions; a great 
many sectional interests; and it would be strange 
if they could all be accommodated and arranged 
and harmonized, so as to admit and give full effect 
to the one profoundest, strongest, and most en- 
during sentiment or passion of the United States 
—that of devotion to the Union. These, whether 
you call them secession or revolution on the one 
side, or coercion or defiance on the other, are all 
to subside and pass away before the Union is to 
become the grand absorbing object of interest, 
affection, and duty, upon the part of the citizens 
of the United States. A great many partisan in- 
terests are to be repressed, suppressed, and to 
give place—partisan interests expressed by the 
Charleston platform, by the Baltimore platiorm, 
by the Chicago platform, and by the popular sov- 
ereiguty platform—if indeed the Union is in dan- 
ger and is to be saved; and with these interests, 
and with these platforms, everybody standing 
upon them or connected with them is to pass 
away, if the Union is in danger and is to be saved, 
before the Union can be saved. But it will require 
a very short time, if this Union is in danger and 
does ‘require to be saved, for all these interests 
and all these platforms and all these men to dis- 
appear. You and I, and everybody who shall 
oppose, resist, stand in the way of the preserva- 
tion of this Union, will appear but as moths on 
a summer eve, when the whirlwind of popular 
indignation arises that shall be excited at the full 
discovery that this Union is endangered through 
faction, or even impracticability on our part. 

I have hope, confidence, that all this is te come 
around justas I have said, and quite soon enough; 
because I perceive, although we may shut our 
eyes to it, that the country avd mankind cannot 
ae their eyes to the true nature of this crisis. 
There has been a real, a vital question in this 
country for twelve years at least—a question of 
slavery in the Territories of the Unitcd States. 
It was strongest in its development in 1850, when 
all the Pacific coast, and all the territory interven- 
ing between it and the Louisiana purchase, was 
thrown upon our hands all of a sudden for the 
purpose of our organizing in them free and inde- 
pendent republican governments as a basis of 
future States. It has been an earnest, and, I regret 
to say, an angry controversy; but the admission 
of Kansasinto the Union yesterday settled at least 
all that was vital or important in the question, 
leaving behind nothing but the passions which 
the contest had engendered. Kansas is in the 
Union; California and Oregon are in the Union; 
and now the same contest divides and distracts 
this Union for freedom and slavery in the Terri- 
tories of the United States, just as before. ` 
What is the extent of the Territories which 
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remain after the admission of Minnesoia, of Ore- 
gon, of California, and of Kansas? One million 
sixty-three thousand five hundred and seven 
square miles, an area twenty-four times that of 
the State of New York, the largest of the old and 
fully developed States. Twenty-four such States 
as this of New York are yet to be organized 
within the remaining Territories of the United 
States. Now, under what is accepted by the 
Administration of the Government as a judicial 
decree, upheld by it, putin practical operation by 
it, every inch of that territory is slave territory 
—I speak of that decision, not as I acecpt it, but 
as it is accepted and enforeed by the existing 
Administration—every foot of it slave territory 
as much as South Carolina. Over a considerable 
portion of ita slave code, made by a government 
created by the Congress of the United States, is 
enforced; so that, according to the claims of those 
who insist upon a right in the territory of the 
United States for slavery, the whole of this onc 
million sixty-three thousand square miles is slave 
territory. How many slaves are there in it? 
How many have been brought into it during 
these twelve years in which it has been not 
only relinquished to slavery, but in which the 
court and the Legislature and the Administration 
have maintained, protected, defended, and guar- 
antied slavery there? Twenty-four African slaves; 
one slave for every forty-four thousand square 
miles, one slave for every one of the twenty-four 
States which, supposing them each to be of the 
dimensions of New York, or Pennsylvania, or In- 
diana, are to cover that portion of the area of our 
Republic, Sir, I have followed this thing in good 
faith, with zeal and energy; but I confess that I 
have no fears of slavery now, where, in the pecu- 
liar condition of things which has existed, slavery 
has succecded in planting only one slave upon 
every forty-four thousand square miles of terri- 
tory. | 

This, then, has ceased to be a practical ques- 
tion. In lieu of it comes up a great and vital and 
fearful question—the question of Union or of dis- 
solution of the Union; the question of country or 
of no country; the question of hope, the question 
of greatness, or the question of sinking forever 
under the contempt of mankind. Why, then, 
should I despair that a great people of thirty 
million will be able to meet this crisis? I have 
no fear. This is a Confederacy. It is not an 
imperial Government, nor the government of a 
single State; it is a Confederacy; and itis, as it 
ought to be, dependent upon the continued assent 
of all the members of the Confederacy to its ex- 
istence, and subject to dissolution by their action; 
but that assent is to be always taken by virtue of 
the original assent, and held until, in the form pre- 
scribed by the Constitution itself, and in the time 
and inthe manner and withall the conditions which 
the Constitution prescribes, those who constitute 
the Union shall declare that it shall be no longer. 
The thirty days and sixty days and ninety days 
given us by the disunionists may not be enough 
for their policy and their purposes. I hope and 
trust that it may be time enough for the policy 
and purposes of the lovers of the Union. God 
grant that it may be so! But if this term shall 
turn out not to be enough, then I see how and 
when all these great controversies will be settled, 
just as our forefathers foresaw when they framed 
the Constitution. They provided, seventy years 
ago, that this present controversy, this whole con- 
troversy, shall be submitted to the people of the 
United States in convention, called according to 
the forms of the Constitution, and acting in the 
manner prescribed by it. Then, sir, this coun- 
try will find sudden relief in the promptand unan- 
imous adoption of the measures necessary for its 
salvation, and the world will see how well and 
how wisely a great, enlightened, educated, Chris- 
tian people, consisting of thirty-four sovereign 
States, can adjast difficulties which had scemed, 
even to themselves as well as to mankind, to be 
insurmountable. i 

Mr. MASON FESSENDEN ad- 
dressed the Chair. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Firen in 
the chair.) What disposition will the Senator 
make of the petition? 

Mr. SEWARD. I move that the petition be 
laid on the table. | 

Mr. MASON. I move that it be printed, I 


and Mr. 


believe I have the floor. 


Mr. FESSENDEN. I should like to know 
who has the floor? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator 
from Virginia. The motion to print will neces- 
sarily go to the Committee on Printing. 

Mr. MASON. I move that the petition be 
printed—a motion that I shall probably withdraw 
after I have concluded the very few remarks that 
I desire to make. 

The petition, as I understand, Mr. President, 
has not been read, and so far as I heard the hon- 
orable Senator who introduced it, lam not aware 
that he stated what the substance of the petition 
was. We have been told, however, through the 
public journals, that such a petition was to be pre- 
sented, the substance being to recommend to the 
Coneress of the United States such amendments 
to the Constitution as might preserve the Union, 
or restore it, somewhat upon the basis of those 
offered by the Senator from Kentucky. In the 
remarks made by the honorable Senator who in- 
troduced it—if I am wrong, he will correct me— 
he did not advert to these recommendations of the 
petitioners. 

Mr. SEWARD. Ithink the honorable Senator 
was not in his place when J rose to present the 
petition. I sentit to the Clerk’s desk, and the 
Clerk read a paper which was submitted by the 
committee who have charge of the memorial, in 
which they recommended, with some modifica- 
tions, what are called the bordcr-State proposi- 
tions, 

Mr. MASON. Iwas not in the Chamber at 
the moment the petition was presented, but I in- 
quired of one near me whether the petition had 
been read. It seems I was not at fault; the res- 
olations, I understand, that were adopted at the 
mecting of the committce, were read. 

But what I was about to remark, Mr. Presi- 
dent, was, that at this time, when the Govern- 
ment is in process of disintegration, when there 
are six States which have separated themselves 
from the Union, as they say finally and forever; 
when other States, not yet separated, are arming 
themselves—arming upon a large scale; when my 
own State appropriated, twelve months ago, in 
expectation of what seems now to be occurring, 
the very large sum from a State treasury, in ad- 
vance, of $500,000 to purchase arms to arm her 
people; when here, within a few days, another 
appropriation was made of $1,000,000 for the same 
purpose, to arm her people; when we find that 
other States have done the same thing; when we 
find, in my own State and in other States, also, 
that the people are arming themselves, that the 
counties and the towns, exercising their municipal 
authority, are raising money upon the credit of 
the counties and the towns to arm the people; 
when that state of things is going on and the pub- 
lic mind is engaged, in those of the slave States 
that have not yet separated, and in some of the 
free States, in devising a possible mode by which 
the American mind can again be united in a com- 
mon Government, what do we hear from the hon- 
orable Senator from New York? What do we 
hear from that Senator who occupies the position 
before the country which is occupied by that 
Senator, acknowledged at the head of the political 
combinations which are to bring into power the 
incoming Administration, said, through the news- 
paper press, to be the probable right hand of the 
new Administration? What do we hear from 
that honorable Senator? Any suggestions from 
such a quarter, a quarter of such weight, as to 
what he will recommend to the majority of the 
States, in order to meet the demands, be they just 
or unjust, of the slave States? None. Any re- 
mark approving or disapproving of propositions 
that are before the country, and are before Con- 
gress, for amending the Constitution in this re- 
gard? None. We know what his opinions are 
upon the resolution offered by the venerable 
gentleman from Kentucky, [Mr. CRITTENDEN, ] 
who sits before me; not by his declarations, but 
by his votes—his votes uniform and continuous: 
We know what his views are in the negative. 
What are his views in the affirmative? We know 
them. He gave an affirmative vote a few days 
since, in this Chamber, rejecting the propositions 
of the honorable Senator from Kentucky, and 
substituting in their place those presented by the 
honorable Senator from New Hampshire, [Mr. 
Crarx;}] and what were they? Propositions de- 
claring, in substance, that the Constitution needed 


no amendment; that the demands of the southern 
States were, in the language of the resolution, 
“ unreasonable,” and that the only remedy for 
the condition of things in the country was to en- 
force the Constitution and the laws. ‘That is the 
affirmative view of the honorable Senator from 
New York. 

Now, sir, how is it elaborated ? Why, the hon- 
orable Senator, amidst the maze of generalities 
which marked his speech—and it was a maze, and 
a misty one—in that general haze of generalities, 
did march up to the line and tell us what his pol- 
icy was; and I assume it is to be the policy of 
those whom he has so aided to bring into power. 
What was it? His recommendation to those gen- 
tlemen who have sent this enormous petition here, 
notadopting their views, not looking to any amend- 
ment to the Constitution whatsoever, is given in 
four distinct propositions of what is to be the pol- 
icy of those whom he is to lead, if history docs 
not misuniform us, after the 4th of March next. 
What is it? He recommends them, when they 
go home, to employ themselves in the great work 
of restoring the breaches that have been made in 
the Government. How? Why, said he, speak 
for the Union. That is the first. Next, vote for 
the Union. That isthe second great measure. 
What is the third? Give money for the Union. 
And the last? Fight for the Union. These are 
the four measures proposed by the honorable Sen- 
ator from New York to heal this gaping breach 
in the Government. 

I can understand, Mr. President, what the Sen- 
ator means when he recommends to his constitu- 
ents to speak for the Union; we have had a great 
deal of that; I can understand what he means 
when he recommends them to vote for the Union, 
because he coupled it with a recommendation that 
they should go into State convention; but I de- 
mand to know what he means by their contrib- 
uting money for the Union. 

Mr.SEWARD. I willexplain to the honorable 
Senator, if he wishes. During the present ses- 
sion of Congress, the Government ofthis Union has 
seen a sudden depreciation of its credit. From one 
condition of things which existed a year or twoago, 
when all the stocks of the Union were at a pre- 
mium, they have fallen until recently, at one time, 
the credit of the Union was at a discount of thirty 
per cent., while the credit of the State of New 

ork, on her six per cent. stock, all the while 
commands a premium. The commercial com- 
munity, who to-day petition Congress, have the 
treasure of the commercial city in their keeping. 
I have recommended to these gentlemen here pub- 


| licly, as I have heretofore recommended to them 


privately, that they should advance to the Union 
money on loans and on Treasury notes, as they 
are now furnishing in that way to the Union the 
funds with which the President of the United 
States, the Departments, the Congress, the courts, 
yourself and myself, the Senator from Virginia, 
the Army, Navy, and every other branch of the 
Government, is actually sustained. I have rec- 
ommended to them, in this crisis, that they sus- 
tain the Government of their country with the 
credit to which it is entitled at their hands. 

Mr. MASON. JI presumed that that was the 
use intended to be made of the money which the 
Senator advised his constituents to contribute to 
the Union. I did not, in my own mind, do the 
honorable Senator the injustice to believe that he 
proposed, with the money which was to be con- 
tributed, to subsidize or to debauch the southern 
States. Thad no such view. I took it for granted 
that the money was to sustain the Army which 
was to conduct the fight that he recommends to 
his people. 

Mr. SEWARD. Mr. President, the honorable 
Senator, lamsure,doesnot mean to do me injustice. 

Mr. MASON. Certainly not; and if the hon- 
orable Senator wishes to correct me, I yield with 
great pleasure. ; 

Mr. SEWARD. I contemplated, sir, after the 
expiration of all the multitudinous trials that are 


| making to save this Union by compromise, a con- 
-vention of the people of the United States, called 


ra constitutional form; and when that shall have 
been ield, or refused to be held, and found to be 
imBossible to obtain; ifthen, this Union is to stand 
or fall by the force of arms, I have advised my 
people to do, as I shall be ready to do myself: 
stand in the breach, and stand with it or perish 
with it. [Applause in the galleries.] 
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Mr, MASON. Then we have it definite, Mr. 
President. I want to bring the honorable Sena- 
tor, the exponent of the new Administration, to 
the policy which is to beadopted. I understand 
from him now, that remedies failing through the 
Constitution by the conventions of the States, his 
recommendation is battle and bloodshed to pre- 
serve the Union; and his recommendation to his 
people is that they shall contribute the moncy 
which shall march the Army upon the South; for 
what? To preserve the Union? Itis gone; itis 
broken; there is no Union now in this country. 
Those States that are out of the Union have broken 
it as completely as if, instead of six or seven, 
there were now all the fifteen slave States with 
them; and if this battle is to be fought, it isto be 
fought against them upon their own soil, for the 
purpose of reducing them to colonics and depend- 
encies. It cannot mean anything clse. The hon- 
orable Scnator is too wise and experienced a 
statesman, the honorable Senator knows too weli 
the construction and theory of this Government, 
to think for one moment that when you have sub- 
jugated the people of the States you have restored 
the Union. No, sir-—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Fyren in 
the chair.) The hour of one having arrived, it 
becomes the duty of the Chair to announce the 
special order. 

Mr. MASON. [hope it will be postponed a 
few minutes, to allow me to proceed. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Jt requires 
unanimous consent. [** No objection. ”] 

Mr. MASON. I want to speak of that. I want 
to let my people in Virginia, who have offered 
themselves as mediators to restore, if they could, 
this broken Union, know what they are to expect 
from the councils of those with whom the Sena- 
tor from New York acts, as now developed. 

Mr. SEWARD. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Docs the Sen- 
ator from Virginia yield? 

Mr. MASON. Certainly. 

Mr. SEWARD. LI look, sir, to no such- con- 
tingency as seceded States and adissevered Union. 
I look to no such condition of things. The hon- 
orable Senator and J differ in regard to the future. 
He, with an earnest will and ardent imagination, 
sees this country hereafter rent and dissevered, 
and then recombined into separate confederacies. 
I see no such thing in the future; but I do sec, 
through the return of reason and judgment to the 
American people, a return of public harmony, 
and the consolidation of the Union firmer than 
ever before. The honorable Senator from Vir- 
ginia can very easily see that we may differ in our 
anticipations and expectations of the future, be- 
cause we differ so much in regard to the actual, 
living present. Here I am, sir, in the Union of 
the United States, this same blessed, glorious, 
nobly-inherited, God-given Union, in the Senate 
Chamber of the United States, pleading for it, 
maintaining it, and defending it. z 

The honorable Senator from Virginia says it is 
gone, there is no Union; and yet he is here on 
this same floor with me. Where, then, is he? In 
the Union or out of the Union? He is actually 
present here; and in spite of himself, I hold him 
to be still with myself in this glorious old Union, 
I will not strain the remark, which he means to 
put forth with candor and frankness. I therefore 
assume that he infers that, because some other 
Senators were here a short time ago, his asso- 
ciates and mine, and are not here now, but have 
withdrawn, under cireumstances known to the 
world, and which, for obvious reasons, I refrained 
from commenting on, therefore their States are 
vone and the Union is gone with them. Sir, the 
Senate Chamber is here; the States are herc; the 
Union is here still. Here they will all be—and 
IL expect that they will be in the exercise of public 
reason, the frec choice of these States — these 
places all filled. If I contemplate in ony case that 
it may be necessary to fight for this Union, it is 
because treason and sedition may arise, not alone 
or only ina : 
North, anywhere and everywhere, be excited 
and armed, so as to assail the Union; and when- 
ever it shall come to that, whether it isin my own 
State or in any other State of the Union, then 
I expect that whatever can be done—as I have 
already indicated that all shall be done which 
reason can do—then Iexpect that what is right to 
be done shall be done in the way in which treason 


State of the South, but in States of the | 


in the last resort is necessarily as well as lawfully 
met. 

Mr. MASON. Mr. President, giving the hon- 
orable Senator the full advantage of his present 
commentary upon the speech that preceded it, I 
yet place before the American people the fact that 
he proposes but one remedy, either to preserve 
this Union or to restore it, and that is the ultima 
ratio regum. 

Mr. SEWARD. Not to restore—preserve. 

Mr. MASON. I will take his own language. 
Let the facts be what they may, he presents but 
one remedy—the argument of the tyrant—force, 
compulsion, power. This is the only resort that 
the honorable Senator has evinced, either in his 
specch or in his commentary. He says he isfor 

unishing sedition and treason, whether itis found 
in the South or in the North. That is the only 
remedy thathe proposes upon the existing facts. 
He takes no account of there being organized 
political communities, claiming to be sovereign, 
claiming to have resumed all sovereign power that 
they had once delegated to this Confederacy, now 
out of the Union; actually, completely outside, 
with not a Federal officer within their limits; with 
all Federal authority denied, abrogated; withlaws 
punishing as treason at home any obedience to 
authority abroad; and the honorable Senator still 
says we know nothing of all that. It is the pur- 

ose of the Government, as I understand him, to 
ignore all that, as though it did not exist; and be 
it one man or a local combination that are resist- 


ing the laws, or be it three, or five, or ten mil- 
lion people, who are resisting the law, still it is 
treason and sedition, and he knows of no remedy 
but force! 

Sir, I wanted to bring him to that point. I 
wanted, of all others, that the people of my hon- 
ored State of Virginia should know it, that the 
scales should fall from their eyes, if any there are 
there. lam aware of the miserable, puny, pusil- 
lanimous attempt to hoodwink the minds and 
judgment of that people by crying, ‘Peace, 
peace,” when there is no peace. I point them now 
to the remedies proposed by the most potent in the 
councils of the new Government, when it is to 
comein. Ipoint them to the four great remedies 
that are to heal these breaches in the Union and 
preserve it, to use the language of the honorable 

enator. Speaking forit will not do; voting will 
not do; because those men who are to be parties 
to the voting are ontside of the Union, and will 
not vote. Money! money! How is moncy to 
doit? The honorable Senator has disclosed it. 
Not by demoralizing and subsidizing by bribery, 
but using it as the sinews of war. Money is to 
do it, and is to be contributed by the great com- 
mercial city of New York, under the counsels of 
the honorable Senator who represents them. Mon- 
ey is to be contributed as the sinews of war, be- 
cause the very next in the four acts of the drama 
that is to be enacted is battle, battle! 

Now, sir, let my people understand this. If 
there be any among them so puny as to be de- 
luded by the idle efforts to circulate papersamong 
them, stating that there are propositions for con- 
stitutional amendment which will be carried— 

ropositions that will secure your rights in the 
Enton—be patient, like good children, and wait 

our time”—if there be any among the man- 
hood of the whole South, puny enough to be de- 
ceived by such contrivances as those, I point them 
to the words of the honorable Senator, showing 
that money and war are looked to to reduce them, 
and these alone. : 

I know, Mr. President, it is, perhaps, an im- 
firmity of my temperament to appear to exhibit 
something lie angry emotion, when I do not feel 
it. Ihave none, sir; none. Men who are upon 
the eve of measuring swords conduct themselves 
in a gentle mood to cach other, and use no lan- 
guage of menace, or of threat, far less terms of 
indignity. 

Sir, I trust we may avoid the ultima ratio of the 
Senator from New York. If it be in the provi- 
dence of the speedy future that these slave States 
are to confederate, and to form an independent 
Government, with a nationality and a flag, an or- | 
ganization and an army anda navy and credit— 
if that be reserved in the unspoken specdy future— 
I trust that the good sense, the humanity, the 
civilization, the regard for unborn posterity, will 


lead the people, both North and South, to repu- 
diate the counsels of the honorable Senator from || 


New York. I shall look to their good sense, their 
humanity, their civilization, to interpose the broad 
egis of the popular will to avoid the only resort 
that the honorable Senator looks to—that of force 
and subjugation. 

Sir, I have told gentlemen whom I have met 
here from other States—honored and honorable 
men, who have come as volunteers really upon a 
mission of peaceand tranquillity—thatit was man- 
ifest, in the state of facts now existing, there was 
great and imminent danger of a collision between 
the sections, and that all those who desired to 

reserve the Union, in my judgment, should make 
it the first and great work to avoid that collision, 
and to avoid the civil war that must ensue when 
men’s minds really are heated to madness, when 
passion usurps the throne of reason, and when 
negotiation and deliberation are ended. Those 
have been my counsels. What are those of the 
honorable Senator from New York? Here with 
hostile fleets and armiesarrayed against each other 
in two of the southern States; here when we are 
in momentary expectation of hearing of a collis- 
ion between them, what are the counsels. of the 
honorable Senator from New York? Speak for 
the Union; vote for the Union; contribute money 
for the Union; and, last of all, fight for the Union. 
I repeat it, sir, I trust the good sense, the wis- 
dom, the civilization, the humanity of the age, 
will rescue this country from the counsels of the 
honorable Senator from New York. 

But, Mr. President, they will have this effect 
at least: if that potency which is ascribed to the 
opinions of that honorable Senator, delivered and 
pronounced in his place here as a Senator, belong 
to him, it will admonish the people now meeting 
in their sovercign capacity in convention in al 
the southern States, to let the delusion pass—the 
idle delusion that they are to have any security 
in this Government by amendments to the Con- 
stitution. They are not only not proposed, but 
they are denied and derided. We have now for, 
the first time distinctly shadowed forth that which 
I confess, among others, I had seriously appre- 
hended, that the counsels of the leaders would be 
force, force. We have it now avowed—openly 
avowed. I trust the scales will fall from their eyes. 
I trust that in the free States, the non-slavehold- 
ing States, there is a body of good men, of wise 
and enlightened patriotism, freed sufficiently from 
the shackles of party obligations to see the con- 
sequences to which such counsels must Icad—a 
war to restore this Union, or to preserve it, and 
that they, men of sensc in their generation, shalt 
be deluded into a war under the idle pretext that 
they are only enforcing the laws and punishing 
treason and sedition. appeal to the free States, 
the non-slaveholding States, to repudiate the coun- 
sels of the Senator from New York and disown 
them. If in the providence of God it is to result 
that we are to separate into two confederacics, L 
trust that not the counsels of the honorable Sen- 
ator from New York, but the counsels of peace 
will prevail as the only counsels which can avert 
that greatest of all calamities, a war between 
brother and brother; a war which could conquer 
a peace only in oceans of blood and countless mil- 
lions of treasure. When the peace came, would 
you find a free people? Would you finda people 
capable of reconstructing the Government? No. 
You would find a people subjugated and crouching 
under the tread of the despot, and you would fin 
the warrior clad in arms with the money contrib- 
uted under the counsels of the honorable Senator 
from New York. That would be the result of 
war, and that is the only result to which such 
counsels would lead. 

Mr. Pesident, I earnestly trust, if, in despite of 
those counsels and those efforts that are now mak- 
ing, under the mediation of the honored State 


; which I am here to represent, to restore harmony 


and to restore agovernment, should fail, that there 
is an enlightened patriotism in this country and 
inall the States that will agree to a separation in 
peace, and repudiate the counsels of the Senator 
from New York. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. Mr. President 

Mr. SEWARD. I hope the honorable Sena- 
tor will indulge me in one word. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It is the duty 
of the Chair to call up the special order at this 
hour, being the message of the President, trans- 
mitting to the Senate certain resolutions of the 
State of Virginia. 
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Mr. DOUGLAS. I understood that that sub- 
ject was to go over by common consent until this 
petition was disposed of. i 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. On this special 
order the Senator from California [Mr, Laruam] 
has the floor. Does the Senator from Hlinois 
make a motion in regard to it? 

Mr. LATHAM. t will certainly yield any 
right I have to the floor; but I wish it understood 
that I do not waive the right to speak after this 
debate shall have been concluded. 

Mr. SEWARD. Certainly not. . 

Mr. DOUGLAS. I yield to the Senator from 
New York.: 

Mr. SEWARD. 
a moment, 

Mr. DOUGLAS. Very weil. 

Mr. SEWARD. Mr. President, I have been 
surprised at the delusion which the honorable 
Senator from Virginia has been able to practice 
upon himself, and to make out ofa speech, peace- 
ful, fraternal, cordial, such as I have made, a dec- 
laration of war. I caxnot account for it, how it 
is that, while his sense of honor remains so clear 
and bright, as I confess with pleasure it does— 
he avoids by design personalities which might 
irritate—his judgment is, somehow or other, so 
under the influence of his passion that he can see 
nothing but war in a speech which proposes sim- 
ply this: that since this Union is in danger, every 
other question shall be subordinate to the consid- 
eration and the removal of that danger by the 
pacific, constitutional action of the American 
people; by speech first, by vote, by consultation, 
by supplying and maintaining the credit of the 
Government, and, in the last alternative, after 
having exhausted all the existing means of set- 
tlement, and all others that might be suggested; 
and, finally, after a constitutional convention of 
the United States, called in the forms of the Con- 
stitution, then ta stand by this good old flag, and, 
if itis to fall from its eminence, be wrapped in its 
folds. 

Sir, that honorable Senator could have recol- 
lected that I came into the committee of thirteen; 
that I listened to every proposition that was made; 
that I gave it deliberate—will any one say it was 
not fraternal? consideration, Willany one say 
that I offered no prejudices, no concessions, to pro- 
pitiatean arrangement? Which onc ofall the prop- 
ositions that have been made have I refused to 
consider? None. When I have voted to substi- 
tute a coustitutional provision for the settlement 
of this question, such as that which was offered 
by the honorable Senator from New Hampshire, 
(Mr. Cuarx,} in preference to the proposition 
which requires us to take, in an unconstitutional 
and ineffectual way, the sentiments of the people 
on the proposition of the honorable Senator from 
Kentucky, did I do it in a spirit otherwise than 
that which belongs to a representative of the peo- 
ple who seeks concessions? Tb regard to this very 
proceeding of the honorable Senator’s State which 
he so proudly commends, and in terms to which 
I respond, have } not recommended to my own 
State, and is it not acting, in sending commis- 
sioners to meet the other States in that conven- 
tion? Does not the honorable Senator know that 
the State of New York stands ready to hear and 
consider every plan, whether within the forms of 
the Constitution or without them, to settle this 
question peacefully. and without resort to the 
sword, and that I am with the State of New York 
in thataction? Itis simply because I have learned 
from the interest in which—the honorable Senator 
will excuse me for saying—I understood him to 
speak, that neither any suggestion that has been 
made yet and considered, nor any that that con- 
vention can make and consider and submit, orany 
other that has yet been projected, will be satis- 
factory to that interest of secession or disunion in 
which interest he speaks. I then have submitted 
alone that further one: that when all these have 
failed, then the States of this Union, according to 
the forms of the Constitution, and in the spirit 
in which it was made, shall take up this contro- 
versy about twenty-four negro slaves scattered 
over a tervitory of one million fifty thousand 
square miles, and say whether, with the honor- 
able Senator from Virginia, they are willing to 
sacrifice all this liberty, all this greatness, all this 
happiness, and all this hope, because they have not 
intelligence, wisdom, and virtue enough to adjust 
a controversy so frivolous and contemptible. 


I shall detain the Senate but 


‘ginia, so far as they can speak the sentiments of 


Mr. MASON. I will yield the floor in an in- 
stant to the Senator from Illinois. I do not know | 


by what authority the Senator from New York || 


says that I speak in a certain interest. f 


Mr. SEWARD. 1 certainly should be very || 


sorry if I have said anything unkind or disre- | 
spectful to the honorable Senator—[Mr. Mason. 
“ Notatall.’’]}—because the relations between him | 
and myself, especially his bearing on this occa- 
sion, forbid me to do so. { understand the hon- 
orable Senator to speak in the interest, thatis, in 
behalf of—I will withdraw the word *interest?’— 
but in behalf of, sympathy for, those citizens in 
several of the States who have availed themselves 
of the power of the States to pass ordinances of 
secession, with the intention not again to come 
into the Union of the United States, if they can 

revent it. I beg the honorable Senator’s pardon 
if [ have misunderstood him. I hope he will not 
be excited by that. 

Mr. MASON. There is nothing at all to ex- 
cite in what the honorable Senator meant, or in 
his language. I only wanted to know how he 
ascribed to me the position of speakiag in any par- 
ticular interest. Now, the honorable Senator, as 
I understand him, means to assume that there are 
those who desire, as a preferable condition of the 
country, a separation of these States; butthe hon- 
orable Senator has no authority on earth to class 
me among them. lam speaking, sir, in the in- 
terests of the State of Virginia, as I understand 
them as her Senator; and Lam speaking upon that 
class of opinions which Í know belong to Virginia, 
and certatnly belong to me, that we will never re- 
main as constituents of this Confederacy unless 
there are provided, in some mode, guarantees that 
shall be effectual, beyond doubt, for the preser- 
vation of those rights that are necessary to our 
safety and to our honor. 

Why, sir, the honorable Senator knows that 
the State of Virginia, upon a great and most dis- 
turbing cause of difference between the States, has 
made a distinct proposition, and has said in lan- 
guage, repudiating anything like diplomacy, that 
itis one which Virginia would accept. hat is 
her language. She has made a distinct proposi- 
tion upon this question of slavery in the Territo- 
ries, so that Senators are not uninformed of what 
one of the States, at least, would be satisfied with 
in reference to this disputed question of slavery 
in the Territories. 

Mr. CAMERON. Will the Senator from Vir- 
ginia allow me to ask what proposition they have 
put forward to scttle this question? 

Mr. MASON. Why, sir, it is in the resolu- 
tions, submitted here the other day with the Pres- 
ident’s message, of the General Assembly of Vir- 


Virginia, in the present crisis. Virginia has said, 
in reference to this question of dispute and of 
difference in the Territories, that she would accept 
of guarantees in some proper form, providing for 
this dividing line, eastand west, of 369 30’, to ran 
through all ‘Territories now possessed ,and all sub- 
sequently acquired; and would agree—and I think 
itis a very great concession on her part—that in- 
voluntary servitude should be prohibited north of | 
the line, upon condition that slavery should be 
recognized south of that line, and protected by 
Federallaw. Thatis her proposition, withanother 
condition: that persons from the slaveholding 
States should have the right of transit through the į 
States not holding slaves, under guarantees of se- | 
curity for their property while in them, Those 
are distinct propositions, 

Mr. CAMERON. I think I understood the 
honorable Senator to say the other day, he would 
not accept the propositions of the honorable Sen- | 
ator from Kentucky, with a proviso that they 
should be submitted to the people. | 

Mr. MASON. Ido not know what the hon- | 
orable Senator understood me to say; but I will 
tell you, sir, what Idid say: that I should be 
truant to my duty were I to accept any proposi- 
tion to be submitted to the American people, as a 
homogeneous mass, for amendment of the Con- | 
stitution in any way, either as recommendatory 
oras final. The Constitution recognizes no Amer- 
ican people. Ht recognizes the people of the 


States as separate, independent, sovereign polit- |; 


ical communities; and when you come to amend 
the Constitution, doubtless the honorable Senator 
from Pennsylvania knows that the State of Penn- 


sylvania, with all her population, will have one } 
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vote and one only; the State of Rhode Island and 
the State of Delaware will each have one vote. 
That is the way the Constitution provides for 
amendment—no popular vote; and if the Senator 
understood me to say that I never would submit 
anamendment to the Constitution to the popular 
vote as a mass, he understood me correctly. 

Mr. President, I desired only to disclaim speak- 


| ing for any interest, or in any interest at all, cx- 
| ceptin the interest of my State, and witha know- 


ledge of her opinions, which Lam here to uphold; 
and those undoubtedly are, that unless those rights 
pertaining to this condition of slavery which she 
is entitled to under this Constitution, which sbe 
knows have been violated and outraged—unless 
those rights are guarantied under securities that 
cannot be doubted—she will not remain in the 
Union. That is the interest in which I speak. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. Mr. President 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair an- 
nounced the special order at one o’clock: the un- 
finished business of yesterday, however, takes 
precedence of it; which is a bill to create a terri- 
torial government for the Territory of Jefferson. 

Mr. FOOT. Let that go over by common 
consent. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. I have but a word to say, 
and then Senators may arrange the order of busi- 
ness to suit themselves. 

Mr. GREEN. I move that it be informally 
passed over. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That will be 
considered the sense of the Senate, unless ob- 
jected to. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. I do not rise to address the 
Senate on this subject of debate any further than 
to notice one or two points that I feel bound to 
say a word upon. The Senator from Virginia 
has spoken of the puny efforts of persons express- 
ing the hope, while sending communications into 
that State, that the Union might be saved. Of 
course, I cannot fail to take cognizance of what 
that might be construed to mean. 

Mr. MASON. If the Senator will allow, I will 
explain. [meant only in the sense—and perhaps 
used the wrong word—that they were efforts that 
were unsuited and unfitted for the time, and would 
be ineffectual. 1 certainly meant nothing of dis- 
paragement to the Senator. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. I comment upon them in that 
I suppose he did not mean anything dis- 
paraging when J had the illustrious Senator from 
Kentucky associated with me in whatever was 
done, T have sent no communication into Vir- 
ginia upon this subject now agitating the coun- 
try, except to reply to individual citizens of that 
State when they bad written to me to know 
whether there was hope. When that inquiry was 
put to me, I pronounced my belief that there 
was hope; and Ihave not yet abandoned the hope 
that this Union may be saved. This very morn- 
ing I replied to a citizen of Virginia, who made 
that inquiry of me, by saying that J entertained 
strong hope that this matter might be satisfactorily 
adjusted, peace preserved, and the Union main- 
tained. I said to him, also, that, in my opinion, 
all depended upon the action of Virginia and the 
border States; that if the friends of the Union 
could save Virginia, we could save the Union. 

I should not have even said this much but for 
the remarks of the Senator from Virginia. I think 
it is very clear that that Scnator has one object 
in view, and I a very different one. I desire to 
see peace maintained and the Union preserved by 
an honorable, fair adjustment of the questions in 
dispute. I have failed to see anything in the 
action of that Senator which encouraged me to 
hope that he had the same desire. The other day, 
when the Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. Cam- 
ERON] made a very large advance towards concil- 
iation, and intimated his willingness to accept the 
substance of the proposition of the Senator from 
Kentucky, or any other fair adjustment, Į was 
pained that his advances seemed to be repelled by 
the Senator from Virginia; and I was amazed 
yesterday, when a question arose here about con- 


ciliation, and concession, and compromise, that 


the Senator from Virginia said, ‘* We want ne 
concession;’’ and it was applauded by the Sena- 
ior from New Hampshire (Mr. Har] and those 


| who I understand to be uncompromising on the 


other side of the Chamber. He thought it an 
admirable speech; he was delighted to get the 
admission of the Senator from Virginia that he 
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wanted no concession. Itpresented to me a pairi- 
ful, and yet not anusual, illustration of the fact 
that extremes often meet. Extremes North and 
South often meet, and unite in resisting the efforts 
of the friends of Union, of concession, of concil- 
lation, and of harmony, when their joint efforts, | 
though prompted by different motives, lead to the 
same end—inevitable disunion, now and forever. 
£ was pained again this morning when the hon- 
orable Senator from New York made a speech, 
conciliatory and patriotic, showing every desire 
to have these maiters amicably arranged, if pos- 
sible, that, instead of being met in the spirit in 
which it was offered, his advance was again re- 
pelled, as if there was alarm and fear lest reason, 
moderation, and justice might return, and the 
Union men, north and south—the conservative 
men—might possibly agree upon some basis of 
settlement. 1 have not been able to conceal from 
my eyes that there are gentlemen on this side of 
the Chamber who do not want any settlement. 
Il saw it the other day when the vote was taken 
on substituting the proposition of the Senator from 
New Hampslire {Mr. CLarr] for that of the Sen- 
ator from Kentucky. The extremists on the other 
side received some aid from extreme men on this 
side by affirmative votes, and still more assist- 
ance by men on this side retaining their seats and 
refusing to vote, thus permitting the proposition 
of the Senator trom New Hampsiire to be adopted 
in consequence of their refusal to vote against it, 
and instantly sitting down at their tables and 
wriding and sending off telegraphic dispatches that 
there was no hope, because the Black Republicans 
had voted down the proposition of the Senator 
from Kentucky! 1 have witnessed these things 
here with pain; but it is no longer worth while to 
conceal from ourselves the fact that the extremists 
on this side and on the other side are in concert, 
from different motives, to defeat a settlement. 

Mr. MASON. Wili the Senator allow me to 
ask whether, when he says ** concert,” he means 
consultation ? 

Mr. DOUGLAS. Notatall. I mean that both 
desire to defeat an adjustment; and, in my opin- 
ion, each side know or believe that if they defeat 
an adjustment, disunion is inevitable, and both 
desire disunion in preference to a compromise; 
and hence, when one sees that he can accomplish 
his object by acting auxiliary to the other, we 

erceive united action, although they are governed 
by different motives, and act without express con- 
siltation. That is what 1 mean. I impugn no 
man’s motives. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas. Will the Sen- 
ator allow me to ask him a question? 

Mr. DOUGLAS, Certainly. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas. F think the 
Senator is egregiously misrepresenting those Sen- 
tors who declined to vote upon that proposition, 
and | am not disposed to sit here and listen to 
what he says without asking for another explan- 
ation. The Senator himscif, when a member of 
the committee of thirteen, was one of those who 
were instrumental in adopting the rule under | 
which they acwd,and by which it was, undoubt- 
edly, required that, in order to adopt any propo- 
sition, it should sceure the votes of those who 
were divided in opinion, representing the differ- 
ent sections of the Senate; that represented the 
different parties in this country. Was there con- 
cert of action there? The Senator says there was 
concert of acter on the part of those Senators 
here who refused to vote upon the amendment to 
the proposiuon of the Senator from Kentucky— 
that is his statement—and allowed the Republican 
party, by their own votes, to carry the proposi- 
tion of the Senator from New Hampshire, (Mr. 
Crianx.] The Senator notes not the fact that there 
was exhibited on that occasion a unanimous vote 
of the Republican party, showing the drift of the 
whole of them, nor does he allude to the after 
votes that were cast on the reconsideration, when 
two of them changed their position; but, finding it 
unnecessary, went back to their original ground, | 
and there they have stood, and there they intend 
to stand as long they can over the wreck of the 
South. (Manifestations of applause in the galle- 
rics.} Js that the‘ concert’ he alludes to? The! 
Senator appears to have national views, and l 
hope he wiil place no one ina false postion. Is 
the Senator himself going to pass this over under i 
this guise, and throw @ deceptive view, and a de- | 
cepuye conception of the whole matter out upon 


the public mind, and do it under the plea of at- 
tacking four or five Senators bere who declined to 
vote, and declined for the distinct reason that they 
intended to know the sentiment of the other side; 
and as that sentiment could be triumphant out- 
side, to permit them to take the consequences of 
success inside of this Chamber? Does not the 
Senator know that? And does the Senator give a 
fair consideration to this side in the view which 
he is now submitting? He does not. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. Mr. President, I did not 
know—of course l had no means of knowing— 
what may have been the motives of each individ- 
ual Senator who retained his seat and declined to 
vote; but I did know, and was bound to take cog- 
nizance of the fact, that their declining to vote 
caused the proposition of the Senator from New 
Hampshire to be adopted by the Senate asa sub- 
stitute for that of the Senator from Kentucky, 
and that it never could have passed but by their 
refusal to vote; and I do know that the substitu- 
tion of that amendment was telegraphed all over 


the country as evidence that there was no hope j 


of concession or of settlement in this body. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas. Will the Sen- 
ator again allow me? 

Mr. DOUGLAS. Certainly. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas. Therecan have 
been no deception there, I humbly submit. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. Iam notcharging deception, 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas. No deception 
was there practiced. The impression that there 
is no hope of an adjustment, has been derived 
from the action in this Chamber, and there is not 
a man here who is not conscious of the fact. - 

Mr. DOUGLAS. The Senator is entirely mis- 
taken if he thinks there is no hope arising from 
this Chamber. 

Mr. JOUNSON, of Arkansas. None, sir. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. The Senator may have none. 
I have hope; and I trust that hope will never de- 
sert my heart. J never intend to give up the hope 
of saving this Union as long as there is a ray left. 
I believe that I see indications now which are be- 
coming stronger every day, of a desire to preserve 
the peace of this country, and thereby save the 
Union. I think no man proposes to save it by 
war. I suppose that every Senator feels that war, 
no matter how long it may continue, or how bricf 
it may be, must result, whenever the war ceases, 
in disunion, and in final separation. 

Now, sir, why should we not settle this ques- 
tion? The Senator from New York has shown 
us that the contest has gone on for twelve years; 
he has assumed that during those twelve years 
the South have had control of the Government, 


and given every possible protection to slavery in | 


the Territories;and yet they have only succeeded 
in planting twenty-four slaves in all the Terri- 
tories—Territories twenty-four times as Jarge as 
the State of New York. Do not these facts show 
the utter fallacy of this Government attempting to 
plant slavery where the climate is adverse and the 
people do not want it; and the utter folly of the 
other side of the Chamber bringing this country 
to the very verge of disunion in order to prohibit 
slavery where the power of the Government could 
not make it exist? 

This statement of facts shows conclusively that 
there isnothing practical in the question; that the 
demand for prohibition is unnecessary for the pur- 
poses for which it is set forth; that, the demand 
for protection by this Government is utterly un- 
availing, even when you have the power in your 
own hands to carry it to the extreme. Why 
break up the Union upov an abstraction that has 
no practical results in it? Why cannot the one 
side give up its demand for prohibition, and the 
other for protection, and adopt an amendment to 
the Constitution in these words: ‘ Congress shall 
have no power to legislate upon the subject of do- 
mestic servitude anywhere, except to perform its 
duties under the Constitution in respect to fugi- 
tives from service, and the prohibition of the Af 
rican slave trade?”? Do that, and you will have į 
peace; do that, and the Union will last forever; 
do that, and you do not extend slavery one inch, 
nor circumscribe it one inch; you do not emanci- | 
pate a slave, and do not enslave a freeman. The 
practical result will be the same, so far as the sla- 
very question is concerned, and this Union will | 
last forever, i 

Mr. President, I will not occupy the time of the 
Senate; but lask the usanimous consent of the 


Senate to lay on the table.an amendment, which 
I shall hereafter propose to the: territorial. bill 
which the Senator. from Missouri (Mr. Green] 
called up yesterday, and that an order be made to 
prist it. I presume there will be no objection to 
that. i 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill to . 
which the Senator from Hlinois offers an amend- 
ment is now the unfinished business, : 

Mr. DOUGLAS. I ask unanimous consent t 
have the amendment printed. ; 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is unanimous 
consent given? [‘*Yes.’?] What disposition will 
the Senate make of the bill? 

Mr. GREEN. Let it pass over. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
passed over informally. 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President—— 
y Mr. LATHAM. I think l am entitled to the 

oor. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator 
from New Hampshire is entitled to the floor. 
Does the Senator from New Hampshire: yield to 
the Senator from California ? 

Mr. LATHAM. I want to make a motion—— 

Mr. HALE. Iam willing to give it up fora 
minute. 

Mr. LATHAM. Yesterday, I made a motion 
to make the President’s special message on the 
Virginia resolutions the special order for to-day, 
at one o’clock; on which I was entitled to the 
floor. Of course, I gave way cheerfully to hear 
the distinguished Senators who have addressed 
this body to-day. I now move, because I sec that 
this disgussion Is going to be protracted—the Sen- 
ator from New Hampshire [Mr. Have] and the 
Senator from Texas [Mr. Wicraxi] both want 
to address the Senate in immediate connection 
with what has been said—that the special order, 
on which I expected to address the Senate, be 
postponed until to-morrow at one o’clock. I think 
it is proper that I should have that courtesy ex- 
tended to me. 

Mr. BRAGG. To-morrow is private bill day. 

Mr. LATHAM. Then say Saturday at one 
o’clock. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It is moved 
that the President’s message transmitting the res- 
olutions of the General Assembly of Virginia be 
taken up. 

Mr. LATHAM. I withdraw that motion. 
Senators around me think I had better go on to- 
day; and I may as well speak to-day as to-mior- 
row. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. 1 must then make the point 
whether the Senator from California is notentitled 
to the floor. He yielded to me. I was called to 
order, and the floor refused to me until he yielded 
it. He yielded to me only; and if the Chair was 
right in denying the floor to me without his con- 
sent, he will be right in denying it to the Senator 
from New Hampshire without the consent of the 
Senator from California. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will 
state that he announced the special order, as was 
his duty, at one o’clock, There was unfinished 
business which took precedence; and unless some 
motion was made and carried to postpone the un- 
finished business, that, of course, was before the 
Senate. No such motion was made. The Sen- 
ator from California could not, therefore, take the 
floor upon the special order without a motion to 
postpone the unfinished business. 

Mr.GREEN. 1 suggested that the unfinished 
business—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will 
state further, that he understands, by unanimous 
consent, the unfinished business has been inform- 
ally passed by. The special order, therefore, is 
now before the Senate; and upon that the Senator 
from California has the floor. The Chair, how- 
ever, recognized the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire, supposing he was about to make some 
motion in relation to the order of business. 

Mr. HALE. Well, sir F 

Mr. MASON. I thought the Chair decided 
that the special order was up. : 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The special 
order is before the Senate, unless some other dis- 


it will be 


| position of business be made, 


Mr. HALE. What isthe special order? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, The Presi- 
dent’s message, transmitting the Virginia resolu- 
tions. 
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Mr. HALE. I would as lief speak on that as 
on anything. [Laughter.] 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. On that ques- 
tion the Senator from California has the floor. 

Mr. MASON. I hope both the Senators will 
allow me to repair an error into which I fell by 
inadvertence. [ said that I would withdraw the 
motion to print the petition presented by the Sen- 
ator from New York. Task leave to withdraw 
that motion. I promised to do so. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The motion 
is withdrawn. 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Unless the 
Senator from New Hampshire has some motion 
to make, the Chair will again announce that the 
Senator from California is entitled to the floor on 
the special order. 

Mr. LATHAM. I desire to say, sir, that the 
Senator from New Hampshire, and other Sena- 
tors who want to claim the floor, are more imme- 


diately connected with this question than the cony 


stituency whom I represent; and I do not feel 
that it is proper for me to submit what I have to 
say against what they wish to lay before the coun- 
try; and therefore I renew the motion which I 
previously made, that I may be allowed to speak 
to-morrow atone o’clock. [‘ Yes.”] So far as 
the Private Calendar is concerned, I will state to 
the Senate that I do not expect to occupy an hour 
when I do speak, and then they can go on with 
the Private Calendar. I therefore move to make 
the Presidcnt’s message the special order for one 
o’clock to-morrow. . 

Mr. WILSON. Why do that, when the Sen- 
ator from New Hampshire can go on now? 

Mr. LATHAM. Well. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It is moved 
that the special order, the President’s message, 
be deferred until to-morrow, at one o’clock, and 
made the special order for that hour, 

Mr. HALE. On that motion I desire to— 

Mr. GWIN, (to Mr. Hare.) Let it go over, 
and you have the floor now. 

Mr. HALE. Very well; I want the floor to- 


day. 

Several Senatons addressed the Chair. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator 
from New Hampshire has the floor, the Senator 
from California having yielded. 

Mr. WILSON. I want to ask the Senator from 
California—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Sen- 
ator from New Hampshire yield to the Senator 
from Massachusetts? 

Mr. HALE. No, sir; I do not. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, The Senator 
from New Hampshire is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President, I confess that I 
was a good deal surprised at a remark which fell 
from the honorable Senator from Illinois, [Mr. 
Dovaras,] in relation to alittle passage that took 
place between the honorable Senator from Vir- 
ginia [Mr. Mason] and myself yesterday. He 
said he was pained at the announcement made by 
the Senator from Virginia, and he was pained at 
the approbation expressed by the Senator from 
New Hampshire at the utterance of the senti- 
ments that the Senator from Virginia pronounced. 
Now, Mr. President, I desire to call the attention 
of the Senate, and of that portion of the country 
that cares anything about what we say here, to 
what did take place yesterday, because I stand by 
it, and I think if E could induce every member of 
this body, and every voter in this country, to 
stand by it, the difficulties that now envelop and 
surround us and the country would vanish like 
mist before the morning sun. I do not know, sir, 
what private interpretation the Senator from Vir- 
ginia may have had, if he had any, upon the sen- 
timent which he expressed; but the sentiment 
which he did express, and to which I gave my 
cordial assent, was, that with the Constitution of 
the United States he and the people that he rep- 
resented were satisfied; that they asked no con- 
cession. Ido not remember his’ precise phrase- 
ology; but I think he said it would be dishonora- 
ble in them to ask, and degrading in us to make, 
any concession: what they wanted was the Con- 
stitution. 

Mr. MASON. Will the Senator allow me an 
instant? 

Mr. HALE. Yes, sir. : 

Mr.MASON WhatI said, Mr. President, was 


not what was repeated by the Senator from Hli- 
nois. I understood the Senator from Illinois to 
say that I had disclaimed any demand on the part 
of thesouthern States for conciliation, or conces- 
sion, or compromise. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. For concession. 

Mr. MASON. It waslimited to the word ‘‘con- 
cession.” 

Mr. HALE. So it was. 

Mr. MASON. And it was because that was 
the only term that had been used by either of the 
Senators from Pennsylvafia, and it was a term I 
said that had become familiar as a household 
word. The newspapers and letter writers speak 
of the non-slaveholding States, or some of them, 
being ready to make concessions. What I meant 
to say was this—applied to that term, which has 
its own specific meaning: so far as I know, the 
South ask no concession, because a concession 
wouid imply a gratuity or a benevolence to which 
they were not entitled. I said that the South were 
sausficd with the Constitution as it stood, if its 
guarantees had been respected; but not being re- 
spected, we should demand such securities, in 
place of existing guarantees, as would be beyond 
dispute. Now I will instance one—one of the 
class presented in the speech of my honorable 
colleague. Thereisa security, leaving to the mi- 
nority section its own protection by a concurrent 
vote on all questions affecting its interests. Ein- 
stance that only as one of a class which might be 
resorted to ; but my remarks were confined to that 
word ‘‘concession,”’ and J did say that if we could 
ask concessions, it would be humiliating in us to 
ask them, and derogatory to the other side to grant 
them. 

Mr. HALE. My recollection and the record 
concur entirely with the exposition which the 
honorable Senator from Virginia has now given 
of what he said, with a single exception. I will 
read what the Senator said :. 


“We would never ask for concessions in any form, Ithas 
been the uniform fanguage of the southern States here, 
through their representatives, so faras I know, that they 
are perfectly satisfied with the Constitution ; they have no 
complaint to make of the Constitution. Their complaint 
is, that the Constitution has been violated and disregarded, 
to the prejudice of the rights secured to them by the Con- 
stitution.” 


That is what the Senator said. He was satis- 
fied with the Constitution yesterday, without an 
“if; and Iam sorry—perhaps it was owing to 
the hurry with which the Senator spoke—that he 
put in the “if” to-day. Again, he said: 

* We ask for no concession. We should be humiliated 
ifwe did ask it; and they would be humiliated if they 
granted it. We ask for no concession; we ask ouly for 
right. We are asking for no new provisions whatever.” 


That is what pleased me yesterday; it pleases 
me to-day; and I think the honorable Senator 
from Illinois cannot have his moral and physical 
nature in a normal condition if it gives him pain 
to hear this expression of reverence for the Con- 
stitution, and of satisfaction with its provisions, 
pronounced by the honorable Senator from Vir- 
ginia, and accorded to by myself. 

Sir, from the very announcement of this con- 
troversy, one thing has struck me, and I will now 
state it to the Senate. We meet together here, | 
and it is agreed upon all hands that something is 
out of joint. I have been met by volunteer com- 
mittees on the street, that tell me they come to 
appeal to me, and to ask that I will give my hum- 
ble aid to settle the question. ‘* Well,” 1 say, 
“my friends, if you wilt tell me what the ques- 
tion is, I will help you with all my heart;’? and 
Task what the question is now? [Ít is not dis- 
satisfaction with the Constitution. The honor- 
able Senator from Missouri [Mr. Green] made 
thesameavowal some days, possibly some weeks, 
since. The Constitution is well enough; and yet, 
sir, this Congress meets; the country is distracted, 
and you all go to work to patch up amendments 
to that which you agree is now perfect. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. If the Senator will allow me, 
I will show the misapprehension he is laboring 
under as to the point I made 

Mr. HALE. Show it after I get through. 
You will have the whole ground to yourself, and 
can do it then. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. I supposed it would be more 
agreeable to the Senator to be corrected than to be 
allowed to put me ina false position. 

Mr. HALE. Isay we present a curious spec- 


tacle. Everybody—no,noteverybody, buta great 


many people are finding fault. We come together, 
and men want to cure the evil by mending and 
patching that which they all agree needs no mend- 
ing, and which is in itself perfect. 

Again, sir: of what do you complain? For 
what are you going to break up this Government? 
Do you complain of its administration here by 
the two Houses of Congress and the Federal 
President?) Why, sir, it was the declaration of 
one of the representatives of the seceding States, 
(Mr. Toomss,] on this floor last session, that in 
the main, from the time of the adoption of the 
Federal Constitution to the present time, the Fed- 
eral Government had been honestly administered 
according to the purposes of the Constitution; and 
never more so than at the present time. ` 

Then, sir, you have got a'perfect Constitution, 
and a perfect administration of it by its organs, 
How is its judiciary? Do you find any fault with 
them? Has there been any exposition of the 
Federal Constitution by the chosen arbiters that 
are to decide what the Constitution is, that dis- 
pleases you? Is there any fault found with that? 
None that I have ever heard of. Well, then, sir, 
the Constitution perfect, the legislation perfect, 
and the judiciary perfect, what do you find fault 
with? Is there anything in the constitution of 
any one of the States? [have not heard it sug- 
gested. It was stated by the same authority to 
which I have just referred, that the judiciary of 
all the States, with the solitary exception of the 
State of Wisconsin, had been sound and faithful 
in their construction of the fugitive slave law. 

Then, sir, if you have got a perfect Constitu- 
tion, a perfect administration of it by the Federal 
Government, and a perfect (as you regard it) con- 
struction of it by the Federal and State judiciary, 
what do you want? If you want anything fur- 
ther in a judicial line, 1 have no doubt you can 
have it when you make a case. The honorable 
Senator from Oregon [Mr. Lane] the other day 
said he had no doubt—I do not know whether he 
meant it as a compliment or a reproach to the Su- 
preme Court of the United States—that if a proper 
case could be made out and submitted to that 
court, they would decide that the election of Mr, 
Lincoln was unconstitutional. 

Mr. LANE. Or any other honest court. 

Mr. HALE. No matter about that; I am not 
dealing with ‘any other honest court’’-—only 
with one. I speak of that only to show what the 
honorable Senator from Oregon thinks on this 
mattcr, and no Senator rose in his place to ques- 
tion his statement. It may have been meant for 
a compliment to that court: I confess I think it a 
reproach. I remember hearing a piquant ance- 
dote related by an honorable gentleman from New 
York, once a member of this body—IJ will give 
his name—Mr. Dickinson. Mr. Dickinson said 
that, on a certain occasion, there was a minister 
settled in one of the small towns of the State of 
New York, and the terms of his payment were 
so many bushels of rye, provided his preaching 
suited. He preached some time without getting 
any substantial evidence that his preaching was 
satisfactory; and he went to some of the brethren, 
and said, ‘ Brethren, does my preaching suit? 
Tf it don’t, I can alter it, for I am determined to 
have that rye anyhow.” (Laughter.] Weil, sir, 
I think if you have not got any judicial decision 
that suits yet you can have it. The Senator from 
Oregon thinks so. We agree there. 

Then what is the matter? I know it is a very 
easy thing to repent of other men’s sins, and to 
make confessions for other men’s faults, and we 
have hada great deal of that piety on the other 
side of the Chamber 

Mr. SAULSBURY. [ask the honorable Sen- 
atot from New Hampshire how he knows that 
act? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Sen- 
ator from New Hampshire yield the floor? 

Mr. HALE. Ido not yet. I have yielded too 
often. I have no more concessions to make on 
that subject. [Laughter.] I say, Mr. President, 
we have hada great many confessions made upon 
the other side of the Chamber of moral and polit- 
ical delinquencies that have been committed, but 
they have been Democrats confessing Republican 
sins! We have not hcard a word of any of their 
own shortcomings from their lips. They have 
been all pointing out wherein we have erred and 
sinned, and have never given the slightest atten- 
tion, nor made the least inquiry, so far as any 
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public manifestation is concerned, nor expressed |i 
a doubt as to the propriety, the perfect propriety, i 
of their own conduct, 

Now, in regard to this matter of amending the 
Constitution, I appeal to you, Senators; I ask 
you if, in the present state of public opinion, sur- | 
rounded as you are by all the excitements and 
passions of the hour, you believe that this Con- 
gress, this Senate, constituted as it is, made up as 
itis, operated upon by these edverse and extra- 
neous influences as it is, is more competent and 
better able to build a Constitution that shall en- 
dure, and that shall promote the interest, the 
honor, and the welfare of this great country, than 
was the convention that formed the Federal Con- 
stitution?. I ask the wise men who sitaround me, 
and whose patriot hearts are now beating with 
so much anxiety for the welfare of their country, 
how much do you think your wisdom cxcceds 
that of the sages who formed this great charter of 
your Government, under which you live? How 
much wiser are you than Madison and Hamil- 
ton and Jay; or how much more patriotic than 
Washington and his compatriots, that you under- 
take, in your madness and folly, to rebuild and 
reconstruct that great result of their picty and 
their wisdom, which has come to usas the richest 
inheritance that we haveenjoyed? Sir, ĮI confess 
for myself that I am willing to abide with the old 
men of the Constitution; I am willing to take my 
lot with those who, when the wounds of the Rev- 
olution were not yet healed, met in solemn coun- 
cil, with patriotic hearts and pious purposes came 
together to form a constitution for this country. 
I venerate their wisdom above that of the wisdom 
by which Lam surrounded. I have not yct be- 
come a convert to the doctrine that we (if we ever 
could) are now in a situation to mend what they 
made. And, sir, if this sentiment gives pain to 
anybody, I regret it; but I tell you I think it is a 
wholesome pain that will work out a regenera- 
tion of the body that feels it. 

Mr. President, there is another mistake, and itis 
a great mistake. Men speak of this Constitution 
and this Union as something separate from the 
battle by which our liberties were won. I have 
heard it said on this floor this session, that it is 
alla mistake to say that this Constitution cost 
any blood or any treasure. I tell you, sir, the 
Revolution itself was worth nothing without the 
constitutional Union that followed it, and you can- 
not separate the one from the other, They are the 
necessary consequences, all confected by one great 
chain, and the experience of the men of the Revo- 
lution between the peace of 1783 and the adoption 
of the Constitution in 1789, the history of that 
time stands where all nations may read, and all 
time cannot efface the eternal truth that they found 
that the Revolution itself was but a bootless effort, 
unless its fruits were cemented and consolidated 
in a Federal Union; and the Federal Union was 
the necessary complernent to the successful Revo- 
lution; and the man that raised a parricidal hand 
against the Constitution of his country aims it 
not at the Constitution alone, but upon the revo- 
lutionary and ante-revolutionary spirit that pre- 
ceded in the councils of the country years and 
years age. 

Sir, the Constitution was no thing of a day. It 
was not a hot-bed plant, growing up, like Jonah’s 
gourd, in the night; but it was the result of influ- 
ences that had been operating in nearly the two 
centuries of colonial history that preceded it, and 
centuries back in the history of the country from 
which we emigrated; and to undertake to sepa- 
rate the Constitution from the Revolution, the 
Union from the independence, whatever you may 
say aboutit theoretically, is a practical absurdity. 

Sir, the best hopes of mankind are freighted in 
this ship of the Constitution. All that was se- 
cured by the war of the Revolution is periled by 
every blow that is aimed at the Constitution, I 
have sometimes thought, when I have heard the 
recklessness with which men speak of breaking 
up this Confederacy, of an incident that E have 
ecn recorded in some magazine, respecting an 
aeronaut who ventured to rise to the blue ether 
above in a balloon. When he had ascended to ; 
where the earth faded in the distance to a mere 
point, he found that his companion was a maniac. 
Carried away by the giddy excitement of the | 
hour, the unhappy man began to throw over the 
hallast, and cut the guys and the ropes by which 
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the balloon was guided through its course; and 


the acronaut found that his destinies were linked 
with those of a madman. Sir, that is our condi- 
tion to-day. We are sailing over tempestuous 
seas; and all of human hope for ourselves, for our 
posterity, or for the world, is with us; for the men 
that will destroy the vessel in which so much is 
embarked are no better than the madman sailing 
in mid air, who would lose all direction and con- 
trol of the balloon which bore him. 

But, sir, perhaps I ought not to speak; T am 
trespassing; I have no business to speak. New 
England is to be sloughed off anyhow; she is a 
sere; and even the kind and benignant Senator 
from Missouri, [Mr. Gruxx,] whose heart is all 
benevolence, so full that it beams out in every 
expression of his countenance, could not give 
utterance to his sentiments without expressing the 
hope that, whatever reconstruction might take 
place, New England would be left out anyhow. 


| ‘Well, sir, I will tell you this: I never will beg 


for myself, nor for my State, nor for New Eng- 
Jand, for admission to any communion exceptthe 
communion of the just made perfect in Heaven; 
and if there be on this earth a State, or a confed- 
cracy, now existing or hereaficr to be formed, that 
can dispense with New England, I say “ God 
bless you.” Tf you can afford it, I think we can. 


| Why; sir, these gentlemen do not know anything 


about New England except that there are ice and 
rocks there; that, I think, is the extent, the prac- 
tical extent, of the knowledge of a great many of 
those men who talk about New England. I hope 
my colleagues from New England, who sit all 
around me, will forgive me if I say a word for 
her. Do you know anything of her history? 
Her cradle was the bark, rocked on the tempest, 
that finally landed amid the ice and rocks of Ply- 
mouth harbor. Her home was amid the savages 
and the rocks and the ice;and when she found 
the soil too sterile for sustenance, she plowed the 
ocean, and thence dug the means of support. She 
has grown up against opposition; on her side she 
has had nothing but God. The mother country, 
from which she emigrated, oppressed her; she 
contended with savages, with wild beasts, with 
a sterile soil and severe climate; death took half 
the numbers of the little company of emigrants 
that landed on thatice and rock-bound shore; yet, 
amid all these discouragements, and against all 
these odds, she has gone on every da and every 
year, prospering and to prosper, Cut her off, 
throw her away, and then she may look over this 
whole continent-——nay, sir, she may go to your 
cotton ficlds and point to the means by which she 
has been instrumental in so highly elevating cot- 
ton, that, from the giddy height, you proclaim him 
king. She may tcll you that without the genius 
of New England, King Cotton would be a beggar. 
She may point the continent over, and with more 
than poctic truth ask, Qua regio in terris non 
nostri plena laboris ? 

What land is there on this continent that has 
not been enlightened by her civilization? What 
institution of learning 1s there that does not re- 
ceive culture from her sons? What is the great 
Northwest, from which she is to be separated? 
Nothing on carth but New England spread out. 
I suppose, sir, that if you are going to cut her off 
and send her home, you will cast away every- 
thing thatshc hasdone. Well, sir, letthe magician, 
with his talismanic wand, go forth; let him touch 
this Union; let him touch this confederation; 
nay, sir, let him touch that other confederation, 
who think they are beginning to sce the light; 
and let him make everything that New England 
genius and New England enterprise has done for 
them vanish from their presence, and they will 
find themselves but little advanced from the sav- 
age state. You are going to cut us off from the 
Northwest! Good-by, my friends; but ere you 
ve us back our jewels; and when you take 
Illinois into your embrace, let us have the illus- 
trious Senator [Mr. Doveras] and his “great 
principle,” for he came from New England, and 
his colleague also. Sir, when you turn out Ohio, 
the empire of the West, give us back her thun- 
dering orator who sits before me, [Mr. Wape] 
and her more than orator, sage, and patriot, that 
is to be his colleague in the next Congress, (Mr. 
Chase,) if sucha Congress isto be. Youare totake 
Michigan, too! Sir, 1 have been many years a 
member on this floor, and Lhave always been able 
to recognize a son of New Hampshire in the repre- 
sentation of the State of Michigan. Look all over 
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the West, and I tell you, sir, until the sons of the 
West have forgotten to reverence the graves of 
their fathers; until they have forgotten to cherish 
with affection the memory of the mothers that 
nourished them, you cannot sever New England 
from the West. Buildup as many confederacies 
as you may; and I tell you, sir, that when the 
politicians come to deal with this matter, they will 
find that the people of this country have gota heart, 
which very few politicians have, [laughter;] and 
the great heart of.the great West will be felt. 
Now, sir, another word in this connection. The 
honorable Senator from Virginia said the other 
day that this Union is already dissolved, and we 
cannot help it. I tell him the Union is not dis- 
solved, and he cannot dissolve it. I am not going 
to discuss cither the right or the fact of secession. 
The British empire existed after the American 
colonics were severed from it; and when you have 
cut off from this Union every State that wants to 
go, and everybody that is not satisfied with the 
Constitution forswears his allegiance to it and 
Icaves it, there will be left then a Union stretch- 


| ing from the Atlantic to the Pacific, strong enough 


to bid defiance to the world in arms, and deal with 
any question that presents itself just exactly as 
their own sense of patriotism and duty shall re- 
quire of them. A man that has his leg amputated 
is a man notwithstanding; and the Union still 


| remains, though some members of it may be 


cut off. 

{ have in my hand adocument to which I want 
to call the attention of some gentlemen. It has 
been the constant effort of very many gentlemen 
who have spoken upon this subject to represent 
that there isa very deep-rooted hatred between 
the North and the South; and that this manifests 
I hold in my 
hand a most significant report made by the city 
of Norfolk, in the State of Virginia, giving the 
history of the pestilence that visited that unhappy 
city in the year 1855. I will not stop to read that 
report; but in it the committee of the city of Nor- 
folk say that, when the terrible pestilence visited 
Virginia, and death was holding such a festival 
there as had rarely been witnessed on this conti- 
nent or anywhere else, the inhabitants of that 
stricken city made an appeal notto the South, nor 
to the North, but to the country, the whole coun- 
try; and it was responded to in a manner most 
honorable to humanity, and most honorable to 
the character of the political institutions under 
which we live. Physicians, who knew that they 
were traveling the highway of death, where pest- 
ilence was to be their entertainment and death 
their reward, flocked in numbers from the North 
to minister relief to the inhabitants of that city; 
contributions came in from every quarter; and 
they specially mention, among those who had 
been foremost in their deeds of benevolence, Phil- 
adelphia, Boston, and other places in the northern 
States, whose people, it has been said on this floor 
this session, hate the South witha hatred deep as 
hell. According to a table which [ have here of 
the contributions which they received upon this 
appeal, amounting to nearly ninety thousand dol- 
lars, $6,000 of which’ was contributed by the Dis- 
trictof Columbia; of the remaining $80,000, more 
than one half of it was contributed by the citizens 
of these very free States who, you say, entertain 
such deep-rooted hatred for you! 

Sir, when the angel of pestilence spread his 
wing over your land; when the young men were 
falling, and the Macedonian ery for help went up, 
did the North hold back? No, sir; but witha 
generosity and devotion, uncalculating as the ini- 
pulses of humanity ever arc, they went to the 
rescue of this very Virginia, and left their ashes 
upon its soil, eternal mementoes of the sympa- 
thy, the humanity, and the affection which they 
cherished for the citizens of a common country. 
And, sir, whenever an oceasion like that shall 
come again; whenever war, pestilence, or any- 


| thing else, shall indicate to your fellow-men, and 


citizens of the northern States, that a call is made 
upon them for sympathy, for aid, for money, for 
life, it will be poured out with as uncalculating a 
devotion as ever humanity laid its offering upon 
the altar of charity. 

And now, sir, while I am up, let_me say that 
when I declare myself to be for the Constitution, 
I speak it in no sense that would indicate that 1 
mean by that to invoke, or evoke, its strong arm, 
to put down by force any of the manifestations 
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of disaffection which have been exhibited in any 
quarter of this country. No, sir: I am for it in 


the spirit in which it was formed; I am for the | 


whole of it, in every part; and let me here say a 
word or two in regard to those special matters 
which have obtruded themselves upon our atten- 
tion. 

What is it that you want? You want a guar- 
antce that this General Government never will in- 
terfere in any manner with slavery in the States. 
Sir, it is not in human language to give it to you 
stronger than youhave itnow. You may make it 
just as strong as you please, and I defy the phi- 
lology of the most learned and the most astute to 
put any guarantee in the Constitution so strong 
as you have it now in that provision which says 
that everything that is not given and granted by 
the Constitution is reserved to the people and the 
States. The right to abolish slavery in the States 
not being given, it is expressly reserved by this 
very provision. 

And, sir, you want the Missouri compromise 
restored. That Missouri compromise is a very 
curious measure. Itsaved the Union in 1820 by 
being passed; it saved it in 1854 by being repealed; 
and now it has to save it again by being passed 
again. How long it will be before it will have to be 
reversed, I do not know; but this Missouri com- 
promise is the eternal, unfailing medicine that is 
to cure all the diseases to which the body politic is 
subject. I remembera quack doctor in my neigh- 
borhood that had but one medicine, and he used 
it just as you propose to use this Missouri com- 
promise. When he wanted a medicine to produce 
one effect, he scraped it down the tree, and when 
he wanted it to produce another, he scraped it up. 
[Laughter.] That is just exactly the case in 
which you put this Missouri compromise. Some- 
times the Union is in danger, and you must pass 


it. Then it is in danger again, and it must be 
repealed. Six years hence it may be in danger 


again, and you must pass it. How long do you 
suppose the Union will last patched up in this 
manner, if the Missouri compromise, first up and 
then down, is the only medicine that it is ever to 
have? 

Again, sir, I ask, what do you want? Do you 
want anything more than what you have got? 
You have got the whole, and we have not asked 

ou togive anything back. The Supreme Court, 
in the Dred Scott decision, have decided all that 

ou want, | will tell you what they say; per- 
kaps you have forgotten. They sayin so many 
words—I do not know that I can read it; but you 
will find it there—that the only power that is con- 
ferred on this Federal Government in relation to 
slavery in the Territories, is the power, coupled 
with the duty, to protect it in the Territories. 
That is the supreme law of the Jand, pronounced 
by the Suprenie Court of the United States, for 
which you all have so much reverence. Gentle- 
men, I appeal to you 

Mr. CLINGMAN, Will the Senator allow 
me toask him a single question in this connection ? 

Mr. HALE. Not now. The Senator can get 
the floor right after me. 

Mr, CLINGMAN. Will the honorable Sen- 
ator adopt that construction of the law and the 
Constitution? 

Mr. HALE, Mr. President, I will say this: 
there is a vacancy on the bench of the Supreme 
Court; and if Mr. Lincoln should nominate me 
to that place, and the Senate should confirm me, 
ther I will tell you, [laughter;] and then my opin- 
ion will be worth something. But, sir, the opin- 
ions of the Supreme Court do not depend on the 
question whether Ladopt them or not; and I think 
the honorable Senator from North Carolina never 
would go home and tell his people, “My friends, 
this is all a sham, This Dred Scott decision is 
not worth a straw. {t does not protect your prop- 
erty worth acent;for I, myself, putit to Mr. Hare 
in the Senate, and he would not tell whether he 
considered it binding or not.” Now, sir, that is 
the law. I know thatis the judgment pronounced; 
and | tell you, gentlemen—I am talking plainly, 
and [trust not unkindly—you are not backing 
your friends as you ought to dô, by intimating 
that the decisions of the Supreme Court want any 
bolstering up here by acts of Congress. If any 
member of the bar of that Supreme Court should 
be found in the court giving utterance to the ex- 
pression of such an opinion as that, that one of 
their decisions needed the sanction of this Con- 
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gress, Lam not sure that he would not be dealt 
with for a contempt. He certainly ought to be. 

Then, sir, you do not want them, Do you 
want to give us anything? We do not want it. 
Do you want to concede to us anything? Do 
you want to give anything that you have got? 
‘You have got the whole. Keep it. Make the 
most ofit. You have gotit in the most solemn 
form in which you ever can get it; and ifyou are 
to get it by an act of Congress on the top of that 
decision of the Supreme Court, I tell you, you 
weaken rather than strengthen your title. Then 
you have got the General Government; you have 
got Congress; you have got the Supreme Court; 
you have got every State court except the court 
of Wisconsin; and you have got everything on 
earth that you want, except one thing; and that 
you are trying to get. It has come to that at last. 
You are trying to bring the majority under the 
minority; and I do not know but you will do that. 
If you do, it will be done by way of compromise. 

Now, sir, let me say that I think, when I ex- 
press my reverence for the Constitution,and my 
willingness to abide by it, and the whole of it, in 
every part and particle of it, Ido, at least prima 
facie, give some evidence to the world that Lam 
a Union-loving man. I tell the Senator from Hli- 
nois, he ought not to be shocked—and I think he 
does violence to his moral nature in allowing him- 
self to be shocked—when the honorable Senator 
from Virginia gets up and speaks in commenda- 
tion of the Constitution; and I give it my assent. 
‘So fur from being shocked, I was rejoiced at it. I 
was rejoiced that the Senator from Virginia gave 
utterance to those sentiments; and I accord with 
them to the fullest extent. 

Rut, now, as I sce I have—what L do not often 
have—the car of the honorable Senators from the 
State of Virginia, I would, if it be not arrogant, 
speaking here for my country, address a single 
word to-day to the great State of Virginia. 
Against the advice of some friends with whom I 
usually sympathize and generally follow, I was 
pleased that the State of Virginia had instituted 
and organized a meeting of commissioncrs to 
meet in this Federal Capital, on the 4th of the 
next month, to advise about matters relating to 
the common welfare. I should have been a little 
better pleased—but I was not consulted about 
that—if the time had been put off a little longer, a 
few days, so that we might have had a little more 
time for consultation. I was pleased, too, that 
Virginia had not yet forgotten all the ties that 
bound the old thirteen States together. I was 
pleased that her mission was sent out not only 
to the slaveholding but to the non-slaveholding 
States, and that they were all invited to come. 
1 will say here, what has not yet transpired to the 
public, and perhaps is of very little interest to the 
public, that when the announcement was made on 
this floor that the State of Virginia had initiated 
this measure, L, in consultation with my colleague, 
and our colleagues in the other House, joined in 
an carnest recommendation to the Governor of 
the State of New Hampshire, asking him to send 
commissioners to meet those who would be sent 
from the other States, telling him it was our opin- 
ion, upon the best consultation we could have in 
the short time allowed us, that such a measure 
as that would be salutary in its consequences, 
What effect that advice may have upon his ex- 
cellency, the Governor of New Hampshire, I 
know not. Perhaps he may not feel authorized 
to take that responsibility in the absence of the 
Legislature. 

But, sir, if there be a State in this Union that 
has more than any other State at issue, in the 
discussions which are passing to-day on the ques- 
tion which now agitates this country, it is the 
State of Virginia. Lam willing todo justice every- 
where, to everybody; and I recognize that it was 
Virginia whose philosophic statesmen portrayed 
to the eyes of heaven and earth the story of our 
rights and wrongs in the Declaration of indepen- 
dence with an eloquence rarely equaled, never 
equaled since He spake as never man spake. I 
recognize that it was a chosen son of Virginia 
who, by his patience, his prudence, and his valor, 
led our armies through the war of the Revolution; 
and after all the victories which he had gained 
over the foes of his country had given him a place 
in the annals of time second to no man, he won 
a greater victory than all that, over himself, when 
he laid down the insignia of military authority 


i Union will be preserved nevertheless. 


and bowed in humble submission to the foot of 
the civil power. Lrecognize alli that; and I know 
further, that among the illustrious men whose 
valor won and whose wisdom preserved, by the 
consolidation of the Constitution, the liberties of 
this country, there is another honored name, an 
ancestor of the honorable Senator from Virginia. 
Sir, I wish, as long as time lasts, thatthe fame of 
Virginia may be illustrated by no less illustrious 
names than that which is worn by the distin- 
guished Senator from Virginia, [Mr. Mason.] If 
he does not always speak the scntiments which 
best accord with my own, if his manner to an un- 
sophisticated man, not accustomed to it, some- 
times savors a litile~I will say of plantation man- 
ners, because | was ona plantation once, and I 
know the kindness of their manner—but if his 


į manner does sometimes indicate to an unsophis- 


ticated observer that Virginia is not a State, but 
THE State of the Union, L forgive it all, because 
I can never obliterate from my heart the recollec- 


| tion of that debtof gratitude which I, in common 


with all of us, owe to Virginia. 

But I tell you, Senators from Virginia, if I am 
not trespassing on the propricties of this place, 
all the fame that your glorious ancestors have 
won for your glorious State; all the glorious mem- 
ories of the great men that have illustrated your 
history, will go out in that eternal darkness which 
shall shroud the liberties of this Republic, if Vir- 
ginia leads in this raid of secession. I tell you, 
sir, the liberties of this country, for weal or for 
woe, depend upon the conservation of this Union. 
The very preservation of its libertics depends upon 
the conservation of this Union; and that great 
sentiment, so eloquently and so ably pronounced. 
by a distinguished Senator from Massachusetts— 
not now on this floor, or among the living—of 
“ Liberty and Union, one and inseparable, now 
and forever,’’ is as true now as it was then., It 
was true then; itis true in the present; and it will 
be true in the coming future. 

I have trespassed upon the Senate longer than 
I meant to do; but I cannot close without making 
one more appeal—an appeal to every man that 
values liberty, to dispel from his imagination for- 
ever the idea that liberty is to be sought in the 
separation and secession of these States. I see 
the impatience of my friend from Texas, [Mr. 
Wicrauu.] He is impatient that my poor voice 
may be hushed, and that he may be permitted to 
illuminate this Chamber with the radiance of the 
Lone Star from Texas. He shall have the floor 
soon. But I tell you, gentemen of the seceding 
States, your history is written. It wants no 
prophet to proclaim it. Itis written. Do you 
ask where? In the history of the Republics of 
Mexico and South America. Go there, sir, and 
you will read it to-day. Ten years hence, you 
may read it, rewritten, on other pages; the story 
the same, the name only changed. 

Now, sir, let me say a word in behalf of my- 
self personally, in regard to this matter. I fecla 
degree of personal responsibility in connection 
with this subject. { am ready to concede every- 
thing that is consistent; and if ‘concede’? is not 
the word, give me the word and I will use it. I 
am willing to do everything that is consistent 
with my moral duty and with a patriotic desire 
to serve my country, and serve it faithfully: bat 
I tell you, sir, the difficulty does not lie there. 
Madness rules the hour. Reason is subverted; 
passion triumphant. What do we want, then? 
‘We want time, that isal. We wanta little of 
the healing influences of time, and we want to ap- 
peal to that sober second thought of the people of 
this whole Union, which a distinguished states- 
man of other days said was always right. We 
want to wait for that, and let that come in, and 
settle that which we, in this hour of passion, are 
not competent to do. If there are those of these 
States that cannot, and will not, be satisfied, in 
God’s name, let them go. I tell you, sir, the 
Its stars 
and stripes shall still float in the valleys and over 
the mountain tops. True hearts shall rally around 
it. It shall preserve the literature, the learning, 
the liberty, and the religion of the land; and when 
you that have gone off, like the prodigal son, in 
the far country, filling your belly with the busks 


| which the swine did eat, turn at last to this Union, 


then, sir, and not until then, will we kill the fatted 


i calf, and rejoice that the lost is found and the dead 


alive again. [Applause in the galleries.] 


1861. 


665 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


Mr. WIGFALL. Mr. President, I desire to 
say a few words, and but very few, in reference 
to the matters that have been under discussion 
this morning; and I obtrude upon the Senate for 
the reason that I and my colleague, I believe, are 
the only remaining Senators from those States 
which have seceded, or certainly will. 

Two months have elapsed since the Congress 
of the United States met; since it was proposed 
that the Union should be saved; since committees 
were raised in both Houses; since propositions 
were referred to them; and we have not progressed 
one hair’s breadth. The distinguished Senator 
from New York, [Mr. Srwarp,] who is not pres- 
ent, who was advertised to make a Union speech 
some two weeks ago, discussed matters and things 
generally; and when he came to the practical ques- 
tion, said that, as to the secession of these cotton 
States, it was so trivial a matter that he really did 
not think it was worth his while to stop and dis- 
cuss it. He passed that over as one of the inci- 
dents that was worthy barcly of an allusion, but 
of nothing more. I did not hear his speech to- 
day, and therefore cannot speak as to that. 

I am a plain, blunt spoken man. I usually say 
precisely what I mean, and I always mean pre- 
cisely what I say. I am for the Union and the 
Constitution of 1787, according to my under- 
standing of it. If this Government could be ad- 
ministered in gecordance with the principles of 
the Union that was ratified by the old thirteen 
States, that became binding between them as 
States, and my advice could be heard in the State 
which I in part represent upon this floor, Texas 
would not now be considering the question as to 
the propriety of withdrawing from this Confed- 
eration. But that is not so. 
difference of opinion as to the very forms of Gov- 
ernment under which we are living. ‘The man 
who administers the Government differs from his 
party. It is said that we have had the Govern- 
ment in our hands; that the Democratic party 
have it in their hands now. Every onc—as this 
is a day in which platforms are discussed—who 
has ever read the platform of the Democratic 
party, knows that the President of the United 
States does not stand upon it. He denies flatly 
and unqualifiedly that the Constitution is a com- 
pact binding between States. So says the plat- 
form upon which he was elected; and if he ever 
read the Kentucky and Virginia resolutions, and 
uhderstood them, I would say, if it were an in- 
dictable offense to-day, that he could be indicted 
for obtaining office under false pretenses. He 
regards this as a consolidated Government, in 
which the withdrawal of a State is a matter of 
not the slightest consequence, and that the only 
duty that devolves upon him is to enforce the 


laws of the United States as well out of the Uni- | 


ted States as init. That is his high sworn duty, 
and he is going on that road rapidly driving us 
into war; and the other Elouse, and those who sit 
in this Chamber, are sitting idly and listlessly 
gazing on, when every man within the sound of 
my voice knows that the very next news that may 
be flashed upon the lightning from Pensacola or 
Charleston may be that the Federal troops and 
the troops of Florida and South Carolina are in 
deadly conflict. And yet Senators getuphereand 
talk about the Union, and desire that there should 
be peace, and their wish to preserve it; and they 
laugh and jest upon the subject. : 

l rose specially and particularly to reply to the 
Senator from Hlinvis, [Mr. Douazas,] and to ex- 
plain in perfect good temper that he has done me, 
and those who voted with me, the grossest injus- 
tice. He alluded to our vote upon the Clark res- 
olutions, as they are called. What were the Clark 
resolutions? They were resolutions asserting that 
no amendments to the Constitution were neces- 
sary; and that the only matter of importance was 
that coercion should be used upon the sovereign 
States that had declared themselves out of this 
Union. 
substitute for the resolutions of the Scnator from 


Kentucky, every single Senator who belongs to | 
the dominant party—the party that is to be in- | 


trusted with the reins of Government on the 4th 
of March next—every single Senator, from the 
Union-loving Senator from New York [Mr. Sew- 
aro} down to the most impracticable, voted for 
the Clark resolutions as a substitute for the Crit- 
tendenresolutions. They happen temporarily to 
be in a minority; butthey have the Government; 


There is a radical | 


When those resolutions came up as a | 


‘den resolutions and the Clark resolutions? 


they represent the majority party. Without their 


assent, without their cordial aid and coöperation, | 
we know thatthe Constitution cannotbe amended; | 


that no compromise can be made. What, then, 
was the use of our stultifying ourselves? What 
was the use of our sitting here, and voting down 
resolutions which expressed the opinion of the 
dominant party of the country, in order that the 
Senator from Illinois might write letters, or teje- 
graph to different States, thatthe Union was about 
to be saved; that the Crittenden resolutions had 
been passed through the Senate. I did not intend 
to make myself a party to the fraud; and there- 
fore, when the question came up between the Crit- 
tenden and Clark resolutions, I, for one, forbore 
to vote. J knew that the Senators upon that side 
of the Chamber had the majority. We had ap- 
pealed to them; we had begged them, in God’s 
mercy, and for the good of their own people, and 
for the peace of the country, to interposc, and to 
settle this question upon some safe basis. 

The Senator from New York, [Mr. Sewarp,] 
to my utter astonishment, to-day said that he had 
been for compromise all the time, and defied any- 
body to say that he had opposed any single one 
of the resolutions that were referred to the com- 
mittee of thirteen. Now 1 was not a member of 
that committee, but it was published in the news- 
papers, it was asserted upon this floor, it was as- 
serted in his presence timeand again, that he voted 
against every single proposition. lf the Senator 
—I see him now in his seat—desires to make an 
explanation of this, if I have misunderstood, I 
will give way with pleasure. He does not wish 
to make the explanation, and therefore it must 
go. How, then, the Senator from New York could 
say to-day that he had not opposed these adjust- 
ments,and yet had persistently voted in the com- 
mittee of thirteen against every proposition of 
peace, isone of the problems which I cannotsolve. 
What was his vote upon the floor of the Senate, 
when the question came up between the ae 

e 
voted for the Clark resolutions as a substitute. 
One of the Senators on that side, the Senator from 
Pennsylvania, [Mr. Cameron,] moved to recon- 
sider. My name was one of the last that was 
called. I listened, and I heard the roll called 
through, and from the first to the last, from Alpha 
to Omega, they answered no. The Senator from 
Pennsylvania himself moved to reconsider, and it 
was flashed upon the telegraphic wires over the 
country, all hope is not gone; the Senator from 
Pennsylvania has relented; he has moved to re- 
consider; and yet, when his motion came up to 
be considered, the Pennsylvania Senator was one 


of the first men to vote against his own motion, | 


Therefore, when my name was called, I voted 
against. reconsidering also,and I would doitagain. 
I shall vote for no resolution that is brought here 
to compromise, which does not receive the sup- 
port of the Republican party. What use is there, 
what sense is there in voting to proposc a question 
to the people when the dominant party, the party 


that is coming into power, will oppose the com- | 


promise which we propose to make? 

Iam not silly enough to suppose that those 
Senators are not representative men. I believe 
none of this twaddle which I hear every day that 
the Representatives are on one side, and their 
people on the other. I know that the vice of our 
Government is, that men too closely represent 


the passions, the opinions, and the prejudices of j 


their constituents, and that it is only here and 
there you finda man who can raise himself above 
the low demagoguism of the country, stand for 
himself, think for himself, speak for himself, and 
go back to his constituents, and trusting to their 
wisdom, to their intelligence, and to their virtue, 
explain to them that he had voted against their 
instructions for their own good. My experience 
in life has been, that those men who talk most 


ple, are those who least believe it. Therefore, I 
say that I am myself entirely satisfied that those 
Senators represent their constituents, as I know 
and feel that I represent the feclings of the people 
amongst whom I live. 

Under these circumstances, I am not willing to 
mislead those who have intrusted me here as one 
of the guardians of their safety and of their honor. 
I therefore vote for no resolutions which do not 
receive the sanction of the Republican party. I 
vote for no unmeaning paper which is to be left 


| 


j amendments to the States for ratification. 


to the people to vote. What, inthe name of God, 
is it that the Crittenden resolutions propose ? ~ It 
is that the people of the United States, as a single 
political community, shall be allowed the. priv- 
lege of voting upon the proposition as to whether 
they would like to vote at some subsequent time 
upon some propositions. If those resolutions be 
more or less than that, then I have read them in 
vain. The Senator from Kentucky. himself does 
not pretend that they mean more than that. He 
does not introduce resolutions here to amend 
the Constitution specifically, and submit those 
If, on 
the first day that Congress assembled, some one 
who desired to save the Union had introduced 
proper amendments in this Senate or in the other 


| House, and the Republican party had relented; 


had been willing to abandon their platform and 
their principles; had voted for those resolutions; 
had submitted them to their Legislatures, and 
written private letters to their Governors to as- 
semble their Legislatures, and three fourths of 
those States had ratified them, then we would 


| have seen something like earnestness in the effort 


to save the Union. But no such thing was done. 
It is only last night that I saw in a leading Repub- 
lican paper what purported to be an extract from 
Mr. Lincoln’s own writing, declaring that he was 
utterly and wholly opposed to any compromise. 
Under these circumstances, what 1s there to be 
gained by this tampering with the question? I 
will tell you what. It was hoped that the people 
of the South would be amused; that the action of 
the secession party would be defeated; that Abra- 
ham Lincoln would be inaugurated; that the Pres- , 
ident of the United States would hold the forts and 
keep the arms and munitions of this Government; 
that with a full Treasury, with a well-disciplined 
Army, a well-manned Navy, Mr. Abraham Lin- 
coln would be inaugurated President of these 
United States, and then we would be told, you 
have to submit or be overrun. But, in the provi- 
dence of God, the people took this thing in their 
own hands. South Carolina was the first to move. 
The Government pledged itself to non-action, 
The Government violated its pledge. They saved 
one fort, but they lost their honor. South Car- 
olina lost one fort, but she saved herhonor. Un- 
derstanding the party they were to deal with, the 
flag of truce having been soiled, the other States 
seized upon the forts and the arms within them, 
and were prepared, even before secession, to de- 
fend the right. 

So stands the thing now. What, then, is the 
use of getting up here and making speeches about 
the Union? Does any Senator on the other side 
intend to save it except with the bayonet? If so, 
let him get up and tell us how. The Senator from 
Hlinois has this morning again suggested to us 
his ‘ great principle.” Itis aspecificfor all things. 
I do not know whether he has a patent for it or 
not; but really Doctor Townsend’s sarsaparilla 
pales when it comes within the Jight of the ‘great 
principle” of non-intervention, That is the ques- 
tion: amend the Constitution so as to say that 
Congress shall not ever hereafter have the right 
to interfere with slavery in any manner, shape, 
or form, either to abolish or to protect. Why, I 


| tell the Senator that that great principle of his dis- 


rupted the Democratic party, and has now dis- 
rupted the Union; and but for him and his great 
principle, this day a Democrat would have been 
President of the United States, and the Union 
saved. Thatis the fact about the matter; and 
when a Senator who has contributed more than 
any man in the Union, according to his ability, 
to the destruction of the country, comes here and 
charges me with complicity in dissolving the 


; Union, and charges in terms that extremes meet, 


and that Land my friends, and the Free-Soilers on 
the other side, are codperating for the same pur- 
pose; that we are voting together, and that we 


about the wisdom and the intelligence of the pco- i take great comfort in all these exhibitions of the 


impossibility of saving the Union, I tell him that 
he is notthe man to come here and preach to any- 
body. 

From my youth upwards, I have been in favor 
of this Union. Iam in favor of it now; and be- 
cause 1 am in favor of it, I am, to use a paradox, 
in favor of disrupting it. It is to preserve itthat 
I would destroy it. The Constitation has been 
trampled under foot, the principles of the Consti- 
tution have been misunderstood, and a Constitu- 
tion and Union have been substituted which were 
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never ordained and established. A compact has 
been entered into by individuals which the States 
never agreed to; and asa party which disregards 
the Constitution, which has a higher law than the 
oaths which they swear upon this floor, has pos- 
session of this Government; as our rights, our 
lives, and our liberties are unsafe; and because I 
believe this Union to be the best form of Govern- 
ment that the ingenuity of man ever established, 
Lam in favor of the States withdrawing as they 
came into the Union, one after the other, each for 
itself and by itself, and taking this same Consti- 
tution and establishing it between partners, who 
will observe their faith and their oaths. 

When I talk about being for the Union, I do 
not use senseless and meaningless terms. I mean 
just what I say: that I am fora Government that 
is established, not by individuals, not by social 
compacts, but by States or political communities 
in which each State or political community keeps 
control of its own domestic affairs, but intrusts 
to a common Government or agency the manage- 
ment of its foreign affairs. That is the Govern- 
ment that was formed in 1787; and that sort of 
government Iam fornow. For that sort of Gov- 
ernment I shall always hereafter be. That sort 
of government, I trustin God, will be formed next 
Monday at Montgomery; and I only regret that 
the State of Texas will not be in a condition on 
that day to become one of the parties to that com- 

act. If that be treason, if being in favor of the 

nion and wishing to preserve that Union be a 
sin, then have I sinned most grievously. But I 
do not bear with much patience that men whose 
conduct, politically, whose votes, and whose 
speeches, have created most of the antagonism 
and irritation between the two sections of the coun- 
ny, shall come here and taunt meas being in favor 
of the destruction of the country which I am sworn 
to preserve as long as my State lives in it. 

Now let us sec whether the Senator’s specific, 
whether his sarsaparilla, will cure whatis the diffi- 
culty. I have always understood that it was a 
well settled principle, Jong before the days of the 
Declaration of Independence, that Governments 
were instituted for the benefit of the governed; 
and that the purpose of organizing Governments 
was the protection of life, liberty, and property. 
That I have understood to be the case. The Sen- 
ator from Ilinois wishes us to establish a Federal 
Government that does not protect property. That 
is the proposition after you have bolted it to the 
bran—a Government that is not to protect prop- 
erty. If he would say that as to all species and 
kinds of property, that when a cargo of goods 
left Massachusetts to sail for Louisiana, and got 
three marine Jeagues upon the high scas, any 
pirate, or cruiser, sailing even under a regular 
flag, could seize upon that vessel and confiscate 
the goods; if he will say that, then I understand 
that, while bis rule is a bad one, it works equally 
to’all sections. But neither he nor any other man 
has ever proposed that. Itis only onc species of 
property that is to have the ban pat upon it. 

“hat species of property is the sort that we in 
the southern States own—negro property, That 
is to be branded; that is to be tabooed; that is not 
to be protected: and we are asked then to be 
satisfied. 1 say to the Senator from Ilinois, I 
say to the Senator from New York, and to the 
Senator from New Hampshire, and to all those 
sitting upon that side, that we will never be con- 
tented with any such adjustment as that. 

The Union is now dissolved. Six States are 
out of the Union. One more is probably out, or 
certainly will be within a few days. Other States 
may or may not secede. JI am no prophet, nor 
the son of a prophet. But those States will never 
come back and confederate with you, except upon 
equal terms. You have denounced us upon the 
stump; you have denounced us in your pulpits; 
you have, following the instructions and sugges- 
tions of the Senator from New York, educated 
yonr children to hate us. We have been tabooed. 

e have been treated worse than that. You have 
used savage practices, and then brought in all the 
cruelties of the Church. We have been marched, 
with your Dominicans before and behind us, to the 
auto-da-fë. You bave gone back, and you have 
unburied the dead; and you have put the Father 
of his Country, as you call him, the immortal 
Washington, in a coffin painted with devils; and 

ou have marched us, the living and the dead, 

efore the civilized world thus branded, and be- 
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cause of our institutions. These are facts. Wash- 
ington has been denounced in the northern States 
from one end to the other as a scoundrel by your 
free-negro free-soiler. 

You expect that we will come back under these 
circumstances because the ‘ great principle” is to 
be carried out. I say to you, Senators, on both 
sides, so far as the State and the people, which I 
in part represent, are concerned, that they come 
back not upon any such terms as those. We say 
that man has the right to own property in man. 
We say that our slaves are our property. We 
say that it is the duty of every Government to 
protect property everywhere. While we refuse 
protection to your property nowhere, we claim 
protection to our property everywhere. The hon- 
orable Senator from Virginia spoke truly when he 
said, we ask no concessions. Weask nothing but 
that which is inthe compact. We ask nothing but 
that which is in the Constitution itself. The Con- 
stitution of the United States recognizes slaves as 
property. Iam not going to argue it. You all 
know that the Constitution kept the slave trade 
open for twenty years. The Constitution could 
not be altered during that period by the consent, 
even, of every State. For twenty years the slave 
trade was kept open by the Constitution, and if 
that was not a clear recognition of the right to 
traffic in human flesh, and buy and sell men and 
women, then I would like to know what would 
be. 

The Declaration of Independence acknowledges 
the right of man to own property in man, per- 
verted and misconstrued as it is and has been by 
you. One of the gravest charges that is made 
against King George, in the Declaration of In- 
dependence is that he is a John Brown Wide- 
Awake. They charge, as one of their reasons for 
dissolving their connection with the British Gov- 
ernment, that George HI was stirring up ingur- 
rection among their slaves. And yet you say 
that the Declaration of Independence declares that 
all men are free and equal. It does use that gen- 
eral phrascology; but if they meant by all men, 
negroes as woll as whites, Indians as well as 
whites, those who had no political rights as well 
as those who had; if that was their meaning, with 
what sort of consistency could they have stated, 
as a ground for dissolving their connection with 
the British Government, that the British Crown 
was stirring up insurrection among their slaves? 
And yet that is what they say. 

Why,Senators, you do not deceive yourselves. 
You have been attempting to deceive your con- 
stituents, and you have reaped the reward. You 
have dissolved. the Union. The Declaration of 
Independence declares that when one people dis- 
solve their connection with another people, it is 
but proper that they should give the reasons for 
their separation. It then indulges in some general 
remark as to all men being created free and equal, 
and having the inalienable right to life, liberty, 
and the pursuit of happiness. It then declares, 
specifically, that inciting insurrection in the coun- 
try was one of the causes of difficulty. What is 
the fact as to Massachusetts? I sec one of the 
Senators from that State [Mr. Wruson] listening 
tome. What is the fact as to Massachusetts? 
Why, on the 18th of July, 1776, they published 
the Declaration of Independence in the Boston 
Gazette; and, before God, they published an ad- 
vertisement for a runaway negro, and offered 
another for sale. [Laughter.] 1 can produce the 
record, if you deny it. If you doubt it, on some 
other day, I will. Did the people of Massachu- 
setts then believe that ‘all men’? meant negroes 
and Indians? Subsequently to that time, or about 
simultaneously with that, they passed a law by 
their Legislature fining and imprisoning any white 
man or woman who would intermarry with a 
negro, imposing heavy pains and penalties upon 
those who would solemnize the marriage. Was 
that treating negroes as their equals? Ifa negro 
was one of that class of the human family spoken 
of in the Declaration of Independence under the 
general term “all men,” and had his happiness 
involved in contracting marriage with one of the 
fair sex of another color, were you permitting 
him the pursuit of his happiness by putting him 
inthe pillory or penitentiary, if, with her consent, 

the marriage? The thing is too 
absurd to talk about. The men of the Revolution 
were white men. They intended to assert that 
political communities had the right of self-govern- 


ment, to live under such form of government as 
suited them. They made that declaration; and 
they made that declaration only. It was all they 
meant; it was all they intended; it was all that 
was understood by any man then living to have 
been intended by it. k is what we understand 
now. 

Then, if you wish to settle this matter, declare 
that slaves are property, and, like all other prop- 
erty, entitled to be protected on every quarter of 
the globe, on land and on sea. Say that to us, 
and then one difficulty is settled. 'Then say to 
us that we are not to be enslaved; that we have 
the right of self-government; we have, within 
the last two months, ceased to consider this ques- 
tion of abolishing slavery; a question of more 
vital importance has been presented to us, and 
that is, not whether our slaves shall be freemen, 
but whether freemen shall be made slaves? Not 
whether you will liberate our slaves, but whether 
you will enslave their masters? I say we havea 
right to live under such a form of government as 
we see fit. Six States have asserted that right. 
You deny it; and until you admit, in unmistaka- 
ble language, the right ofa State to withdraw from 
this Union; in other words, until you admit that 
white men living south of Mason and Dixon’s 
line have the inalienable right to live under such 
a governmentas they see fit; until you admit that, 
and withdraw your forces and cease your men- 
aces, we are not disposed to consider any other 
question. When we are told that we have aright 
to live under such a form of government as' we 
see fit, then we will counsel with you as to what 
sort of government will suit us, but not till then. 

This is the programme, as I understand it, on 
the part of the seceding States. I have spoken 
thus plainly and'explicitly because my colleague 
and myself are the last representatives of those 
States upon this floor. How long it will be be- 
fore the office that we hold shall be abolished, I 
know not. I shall not resign my place while my 
State remains in the Union. While there is a 
Senatorship to be filled, I shall fll it. When she 
has repealed the law, when she has abolished the 
office, when it ceases to exist, 1 shal] take my 
departure, and then you can call it a resignation 
if you wish. 

The honorable Senator from New Hampshire, 
after felicitating himself and his section of the 
country upon having all the decency, intelligence, 
virtue, and religion in the country, tells us that 
our history will be written in the history of Mex- 
ico. Isay to that Senator, the history of Texas 
is already upon the pages of Mexican history. It 
is written there in blood. It was written there in 
defense of liberty. You have attempted to do what 
the Dictator in Texas did—to trample upon the 
Constitution of your country; to consolidate and 
centralize a Federal Republic; to trample liberty 
in the dust. Texas took arms in her hands and 
vindicated her right; and she will do it again. It 
has been written upon two pages of Mexican his- 
tory. It was written when we achieved our inde- 
pendence, and when this country became involved 
in a war with Mexico for wrongs unredressed, of 
twenty years’ standing, including the question of 
the Texas boundary. When this country became 
involved in that war with Mexico, Texas again 
wrote on another page of Mexican history, hers 
also, in blood. ‘The military achievements of 
New England, I believe, the Senator did not say 
anything of. It happens to be a singular fact, that 
while New England has been claiming all the 
Territory, she fought for very little of it. The 
entire New England States had only abouta thou- 
sand men, from first to last, in the Mexican war 
out of sixty thousand. General Cushing, I be- 
lieve, managed to get a regiment of Irishmen out 
of Boston. ‘Texas, upon the bloody fields of Mex- 
ico, carried seven thousand men, all told. That 
State, with less than one hundred thousand in- 
habitants, carried into the battle-fields of Mexico 
seven thousand men, and all New England one. 
But when it came to dividing the Territory, you 
thanked God you were not like us poor publi- 
cans, and yousaid that freedom must be extended; 
that you were entitled to the Territory which, 
with our blood, we had won; and because we are 
not satisfied, you consider us very unreasonable. 

These are the facts; and I say to the Senator 
that, having our history written upon two pages 
of Mexican history, we are not emulous of hav- 
ing further connection with that country. He 
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will find that the men who live in these States 
upon the Gulf are neither Indians, nor negroes, 
nor mulattoes; but they are white men with red 
blood in their veins, who draw their descent from 
the best Huguenot blood that was ever shed in 
defense of religious liberty in France, and from 
the cavalier blood that never quailed in England; 
that those men do the voting and fighting; that 
they do the legislating; that they administer the 
laws and sit on juries; and that they-are entirely 
capable of self-government. Whether you will 
be able to maintain your institutions is a matter 
that I forbear to discuss, because it is a matter 
that concerns you, and not me. 

Having said thus much, Mr. President, and 
having been induced to say it because my vote, 
and the votes of Senators who are now not mem- 
bers of this body were commented upon by the 
Senator from Illinois; and having explained the 
principles by which I was actuated, I have no 
disposition to trespass longer on the patience of 
the body. If at the beginning of this session any 
one had really and sincerely desired to save the 
Union, if any one here had risen and said there 
were States that were in all probability about to 
leave the Union; that the right of self-government 
was a great right which had been fought for and 
achieved by a seven years’ war, and therefore, if 
any State withdrew from this Union, the Federal 


Government had no power to coerce her; had | 


protested and implored against the dissolution of 
the Union of the thirty-three States, and had pro- 
posed that the Constitution should be so amended 
that slaves should be considered as property, and 
be entitled to its protection everywhere—had these 
two simple propositions been introduced in this 
Chamber, and been voted for by Senators on the 
other side, all these difficulties would have been 
settled, the Union would have been safe, and we 
again a band of brothers, 

But instead of that, one parcel of resolutions 
is brought in, and another. The Senator from 
Tennessee, whom do not see, [Mr. Jounson,] 
brought in some resolutions which, if they had 
been adopted, would have dissolved the Union, 
proposing to elect judges of the Supreme Court 
by the people, and to destroy our form of Gov- 
ernment by having Senators elected by a popu- 
lar vote, and having some Union-saving, miser- 
able renegade and traitor, who lived south of 
Mason and Dixon’s line, secured in perpetuity, 
every other four ycars, the Presidency. These 
propositions of his would have been cause for a 
dissolution of the Union ifthey had been adopted; 
but they have never been discussed or considered. 
Then there was the proposition of the Senator 
from Kentucky, which, as I said, proposes sim- 
ply to let the people vote as to whether they would 
like to vote. Then there was a proposition to 
divide ali the territory by an imaginary line, and 
admit two States into the Union, one with sla- 
very and the other without it; which proposition 
has been defeated now by admitting Kansas—a 
portion of one of these Territorics—into the Union 
alrcady the other day. ‘These propositions were 
brought in; they were carried before a commit- 
tee; that committee considered them; every Re- 
publican voted against every single proposition 
that was brought in, and it was so announced 
here. From that time to this, the distinguished 
Senator from Kentucky has, morning after morn- 
ing, raised his voice here and pleaded in vain to 
have his resolutions considered; yet they have not 
been considered. A Senator from one of the New 
England States moves a substitute, and co instant? 
that is considered, and voted upon and accepted 
as a substitute,in preference to the resolutions of 
the Senator from Kentucky. Then a motion is 
made to reconsider, and the entire Republican 
party vote against that. Now, at this day, within 
one month of the adjournment of this Congress, 
not the first step has been made towards any rec- 
onciliation, any concession—not the first step has 
been taken in that direction—and yct persons are 
telegraphing and writing all over the country that 
they have hopos that the Union isgoing to he saved. 

Six States are out of the Union. It is known 
to myself, it is known to everybody, that next 
Monday they meet in solemn convention, as the 
old thirteen originally met, to form a new Federal 
Government. It is known that they will do it. 
it is known that they will have a President, a 
Vice President, a Congress, an Army, a Navy, a 
Treasury, and treaties with foreign Governments. 


That is known; and yet Senators rise here and 
say they do not think the Union is in any danger. 
Do you want Virginia to remain in the Union? 
God knows I do not want her to go out of it; it 
does not concern me in the least. If you want to 
carry Virginia and make her the tail-end of a 
Black Republican confederation, and the descend- 
antsof**light-horse Harry,’’and Lightfoot Lee, of 
George Mason and the Pendletons and Randolphs 
and Washingtons of that day, wish that position, 
they certainly are entitled to it; it does not disturb 
us. But is it fair for gentlemen, is it honest, I 
ask—-I do not use the term in an offensive sense 
if it can be used in any other; I certainly do not 
mean to be any more offensive than I can possibly 
avoid—but can they say that there is no danger, 
or that there is any hope now of a compromise 
being made, with the facts before them? I donot 
know how men write. I always mean what I 
say, and say precisely what I mean; and when I 
and another person have a difficulty, and for two 
months we kave been trying to adjust it, and 
every time I talk to him he says “sir, I have not 
one word to say,” I cannot in my conscience 
declare that I believe there is a prospect of that 
matter being adjusted amicably, unless I back out. 
What evidence of relenting has there been on the 
other side? The President clect has just pub- 
lished under his own signature a declaration that 
he is utterly and wholly opposed to every com- 
promise. Į will state my authority. I saw it last 
night in the New York Tribune, printed in quo- 
tation marks from Abraham Lincoln, that he is 
utterly and wholly opposed to compromise. He 
says he is entitled to the office of President; it is 
his; and to yield a single inch would be buying 
whathe already owns, J havenot the paper here; 
I do not carry itin my pocket; but that is the sub- 
stance of what he said. 

Under these circumstances, I chose to vote 
against reconsidering the vote on Mr. Crarx’s 
resolution; because the entire Republican party 
had voted against reconsidering; because the Re- 
publican who had moveda reconsideration himself 
voted against it; because I saw not the slightest 
evidence of relenting; because I had heard from 
that side nothing which looked to compromise or 
concession, or a recognition of our rights—noth- 
ing that looked to anything that was practical. 
Hence, I voted in that way; and because I so 
voted, I am held up here as one who is confed- 
erating with free-soilers in an endeavor to dis- 
solve the Union. I say that I would dissolve 
this Union-——no, not dissolve it; but I would burst 
it; I would fracture it, splinter it into more frag- 
ments than gunpowder would blow glass, before 
I would live in a Government in which I was not 
the equal of any other white man in the country, 
before I would have my State confederated with | 
States that declare that her institutions, the con- 
dition of her men, and of the wives, the mothers, 
and the sisters of her men, is upon a footing with 
the condition of the miscrable wretches whom 
they herd like cattle in Utah, when they say that 
polygamy and slavery are twin relics of barbar- 
ism. That is the declaration of the Republican 
party. It was the declaration in your platform 
in 1856; and above thirteen hundred thousand 
men voted that sentiment, that our wives and our 
mothers and Brigham Young’s women occupy, 
socially and morally, the same position. Here a 
party in this country, that is elected to power, 
tells us that we shall live under their authority or 
be trampled with the iron heel of war. 

«That drop of blood that’s calm, proclaims us bastard ; 

Cries, cuckold, to our father ; brands the harlot 

Even here, between the chaste unsmirched brows 

Of our true mothers.”? 

You denounce us, degrade us, deride us, tell us 
we shall live under a Government that we say is | 
not tasteful to us; you tell us that we are de- | 
graded, that we are not your equals. That is 
what you tell us; and when we say to you, if we 
cannot live together in peace, we will separate, | 
you say we shail not; and then, because I do not | 
choose to make a ninny of mysclf, because I do 
not choose to stultify mysclf, and vote for reso- 
lutions that mean nothing, in order that Senators 
may telegraph over the country that all is peace 
and quiet—because I do not choose to do that, or 
to be led by the nose as tenderly as asses are, | 
am charged with a conspiracy with the Black 
Republicans to dissolve the Union, to prevent | 
any compromise. 


If the Senator from Illinois wants a: compro» 
mise, let him abandon his squatter sovereignty; 
let him get up here and introduce a resolution de- 
claring that slaves are property, and thatthe Gov- 
ernment is bound to protect. them everywhere. 
Say that; Jet him say to us, ‘I will go home and 
advocate this doctrine before my people, and try. 
to induce the State of Ilinois (not the American 
people) to elect delegates to a convention that will 
ratify this amendment to the Constitution;’’ let 
him go to his Black Republican friends, and say 
to them, ‘ You must declare that slaves are prop- 
erty, and that the Government shall protect this 
property everywhere; that all white men shall 

ave the right to live under such form of Govern- 
ment as they see fit;” let him say that, and get 
his Black Republican friends to get up and say it 
here, and give us assurances that they will do 
that; and, in the mean time, turn your guns to sea, 
withdraw your troops, cease insanely attempting 
to collect revenue outside of the United States; 
tell us that we can live under such a form of Gov- 
ernment as we see fit; do these things, and the 
country will have some peace, repose, and quiet, 
to consider these matters; an appeal to arms may 
be avoided; and the Government and the Union 
may be reconstructed—I do not know whether it 
can be or not; I speak for nobody but myself. I 
say that, so faras I am concerned, if these things 
were done, if this was recognized and acknowl- 
edged to be a Federal Government, if we had our 
right to govern ourselves recognized and acknowl- 
edged, and if the ban was removed from our prop- 
erty, I would advise a calm, fair consideration 
of the propositions, and a reconstruction of the 
Union. I think the Union is a great blessing-—— 

Mr. WILKINSON. Mr. President 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Sen- 
ator from Texas yield ? 

Mr. WILKINSON. I desire to ask the Sen- 
ator from Texas if he wishes to have the Gov- 
ernment troops withdrawn from Texas? 

Mr. WIGFALL. Just wait a moment; I can- 
not hear you. 

Mr. WILKINSON. I understood the Senator 
to say that the Government should withdraw their 
troops. J wish to ask him if he wants the Gov- 
ernment troops withdrawn from Texas. 

Mr. WIGFALL. It is a matter of perfect in- 
difference to us. Probably we shall have the arms 
they have there before your orders to withdraw 
them could be carried. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. Mr. President-—— 

Mr. WIGFALL. Not just this minute. As to 
the matter of withdrawing the troops from Texas, 
I say to the Senator from Minnesota that it is a 
matter of no sort of consequence to me, or to the 
people I represent here, whether they are with- 
drawn or not. They have never rendered any 
service there. Ourborder has been devastated by 
war ever since, and long before, I took my seat 
on this floor. Last year I asked, in the name of 
mercy, to save the lives of women and children, 
that a regiment of rangers should be put in the 
field who could and who would defend that fron- 
tier; and the Senator who asks me the question 
voted against it, I apprehend, as almost every 
Senator on that side did. The bill was voted 


| down, the women and children were left to the 


tender mercies of the scalping knife and toma- 
hawk upon our entire border; the war has been 
going on from that time to this, and we have artil- 
lery and infantry companies there, sent to fight 
Comanches. ithdraw them when you please. 
I trust in God that they will leave their guns, 
though, before their departure; and if my advice 
is followed, I have no hesitation in saying that 
they will. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. Ihave buta very few words 
to say in reply to the Senator from Texas; and 
as he assured the Senate he was going to reply 
to me in very good temper, I shall endcavor to 
preserve my good temper as well as he, Ido not 
deem it necessary to take any notice of his very 
funny illustration about the sarsaparilla. I was 


; a member of the Senate when that was first used 


in the body; and I think it was so much better 
told by Colonel Benton, when he applied it to Mr. 
Clay, than the gentleman has told it to-day, that 
I jet that stand for what it is worth. 

Then, sir, Lcome to the charge that he makes 
against mc, that I have done gross injustice to him 
and to others by the reference that I have made to 
the vote, and the omission to vote, on the adop- 
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tion of the Clark amendment to the Crittenden 
resolutions. I certainly did not intend to do any 
injustice to him or any other Senator. I merely 
recited the facts. Those are not denied. The 
facts are, that when the vote was first taken, it | 
disclosed that the resolutions would be carried, if 
this side of the Chamber had voted against the 
Clark amendment. Someon the other side voted į 
at firstagainst the amendment, but changed their 
votes after they found that the Senators from the | 
cotton States would not accept the proposition. | 
Falso stated that telegraphic dispatches were sent 

off immediately, that there was no hope of pass- 

ing the Crittenden resolutions, because they had 

been voted down. That fact is notdenied. The 

excuse for that fact is, that the Senator voted as 

he did on the reconsideration, and refused to vote 

on the original proposition, in order that I should 

nothave an opportunity of sending off a telegraphic 

dispatch to the country that the Union was safe, 

and that the Crittenden resolutions would be | 
adopted. Whatright had he to assume that I 

would send any such dispatch? 

Mr. WIGKALL. I will not interrupt the cur- | 
rent of your argument; but, that we may under- | 
stand each other, I just wish to ask the Senator | 
if he has any information as to whether any dis- 
patch was sent from the Senate as to that vote, |} 
and what the character of the dispatch was; be- |! 
cause he asserted it broadly. 1 want to putmyself | 
right. He has asserted broadly that we voted in || 
a certain way, and thatthe object of it was to send |} 
these dispatches, and that the dispatches were 
sent. 1 have not seen any of those dispatches 
published myself, and am not aware of the fact. | 
{suppose that the Senator from Georgia [Mr. 
Iverson] sent a dispatch, and the only one that 
was sent, l expect; but Edo not know. F want 
to understand whether the Senator knows what || 
was the character of those dispatches. My reply || 
about his sending dispatches was legitimate. ‘1 || 
regarded it as a reply to that point. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. In regard to that, I will say | 
that E saw gentlemen here writing what I sup- |! 
posed to be dispatches— but that, of course, I did 
not inquire into—and in a day or two I saw dis- | 
patches in southern papers, purporting to be from 
those Senators, and 1 presumed they were gen- 
uine. T think I have seen three or four notices of 
them in different papers. That is all the inform- 
ation I had on that subject. 

Mr. WIGFALL. Precisely. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. Now, sir, I have sent no 
dispatch upon this subject, except one signed 
jointly by the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. Crit- 
TENDEN] and myself, in reply to a committee of 
very prominent and distinguished persons, asking 
ouropinion;and we simply expressed our opinion. 
We said, We have hopes” and added, “ Don’t 
give up the ship; don’t despair of the Republic.” 
That was all, 1 could not have sent a dispatch, 
if the Clark proposition had been defeated, to the 
effect that the Crittenden proposition was adopted, | 
because it left that unacted upon. The effect of 
all the gentlemen on this side voting in opposition | 
to the Republican side, on that amendment, would. 
have been to leave the Crittenden proposition be- 
fore the Senate to be acted upon; would have given | 
ita chance to be adopted; and would have de- 
prived them of the opportunity of telegraphing to | 


the country that there was no hope, in order to 
expedite secession in the States where the vote 
was about to be taken. Such use was made of 
that vote; and it was legitimate, therefore, for me 
to refer to it as an evidence that there was an un- 
willingness among some on this side of the Cham- 
ber, as well as on the other side, to adjust and 
settle these questions. 

But the Senator has to refer, by way of ridi- 
cule, as he supposes—and it is very fine wit, no 
doubt—to my * great principle” of non-interven- 
tion by Cougress with slavery in the States and 
Territories. Sir, if that principle had been car- 
ried out, there would have been peace in this coun- 
try now; and yet the Senator says that it is the |j 
principle of non-intervention that has produced 
all these troubles in the land. He says that the 
fault ts that of the advocates of non-intervention 
for bringing this disturbance; not upon southern ‘| 
interventionisis; not upon northern intervention- | 
ists; that the Republicansare not at all to blame; ; 
and that the southern extremists are not at all to! 
blame. The Republicans are in favor of inter- | 
vention with slavery ‘Ihe Senator and his friends | 


are in favor of intervention, too. They both agree 
that Congress must intervene and control the sla- 
very question. They both agree as to the power 
and duty of Congrtss to intervene and control the 
slave question. He does not think that the Union 
is in danger in consequence of the Republicans 
asserting the right and duty of this Government 
to prohibit slavery in the Territories, and in the 
dock-yards, and navy-yards, and the District of 
Columbia. He sees no danger from that, and 
none from the counter demand, that the Federal 
Government shall interfere to maintain and pro- 
tect slavery everywhere. ‘I do sec that this whole 
trouble arises from the conflict between interven- 
tionists north and interventionists south. The 
whole trouble arises from the conflict between 
those who demand that Congress shall intervene 
for the purpose of prohibiting on the one side, 
and those who demand that Congress shall inter- 
vene for the purpose of protecting and maintain- 
ing on the other side. 

‘The Senator from Texas cannot vindicate him- 
self and those that act with him, unless he vin- 
dicates the Republicans also; and they cannot 
vindicate their position without vindicating his. 
Hence they unite in denouncing non-intervention; 
they agree in denouncing the great principle of 
non-interference, which alone can puta stop to 
the slavery agitation. 


tween the extremists north and the extremists 


j south, than this unity of purpose to keep the 


slavery agitation in Congress, and thus produce 
an “€ irrepressible conflict?’ between the two sec- 
tions. All l have ever asked was, that the Re- 
publicans, on their side, should give up their al- 
leged right to interfere against slavery, and that 
the extreme South should give up their claim to 
interfere for slavery. Let the question alone, and 
there will be peace in this country. 

But the Senator says that, to adopt the princi- 
ple of non-intervention on the subject of slavery, 


would be equivalent to the abandonment of the | 


right of protection to property; that every Gov- 
ernment must protect property everywhere, That 
Senator had better read the Constitution again, 


and then let him tell me where he finds the power | 
| given to this Government to protect horses, or cat- 


tle, or merchandise, or slaves, or any species of 
property inany State or Territory of this Union. 
I do not propose to make a distinction between 
them; but } deny the right of this Federal Gov- 
ernment to interfere with either of them. The 
Constitution gives no power to do so in the States; 
and Ict him show me a clause of the Constitution 
that gives greater power on domestic questions in 
the ‘Territories than in the States. 

I repeat that I sec no hope of peace, except for 
the extremists north and the extremists south to 
yield to the adoption of the principle that the 
Federal Government shall not legislate upon the 
subject of slavery anywhere. This question can 
be taken out of Congress, can be withdrawn from 
the arena of Federal politics in various ways. 
One is an equitable partition of the territory be- 
tween the two sections, with clauses in the Con- 


stitution securing the enjoyment to the North and |! 


to the South of the share of each. Another is, 
a provision that Congress shall not legislate on 
the subject anywhere, except in the two cases 
specificd, Either of these provisions takes it out 


; of Congress; and Iam willing, as I have said, to | 


meet gentlemen half way in accommodating this 
difficulty, Ido not ask them to come to any the- 
ory of mine. I think itis the best one; but I am 


| willing, for the sake of the peace of the country, 


for the sake of this Union, to meet gentlemen half 
way and accommodate this question, as our fath- 


i ers did in the convention which framed the Con- 
: stitution. : 


But the Senator does not see how honest men 
can have any hope of this Union. He must par- 
don me for clinging to the hope with as much 
tenacity as I would to my life, that this Union may 
be maintained forever, I do not expect to con- 
vince that class of Union men who propose to 
destroy the Union in order to preserve it; to break 
it up in order to maintain it. Ido not expect to 
convince those northern Abolitionists who believe 
that the Constitution is a league with hell, and 
get them to meet us and save the Union. I do 
hope that there is patriotism enough left in Sen- 
ators of various partics to unite and put down 


‘The Senator could not | 
have given a more striking illustration of the jus- 
tice of my first comments of the sympathy be- | 


these two extremes, and save the Union. [Ap- 
plause in the galleries.] FI hope that there isa 
Union sentiment left in the southern States. I 
believe that if we shall do justice by depriving 
ourselves of the power to commit those ageres- 
sions on the slaveholding States which we say 
we donot intend to commit, adopt a constitutional 
amendment rendering it impossible for us to do 
what they think we mean to do, and what we say 
we do not intend to do, there will be Union men 
enough in Virginia, in Maryland, and North Car- 
olina, and in all the border States, and in all the 
cotton States too, who will outvote the secession- 
ists and preserve this Union. 

I desire, sir, to make my appeal to the Union 
men of the country, North and South; to the con- 
servative feeling of the country; to the great pa- 
triotic héart of the people; and to ask them to arise 
in their might, and overthrow any party that will 
combine to destroy this Union for any purpose. 
I do not desire any section, or any State, to give 
up any right under the Constitution. In one 
sense, the remark of the Senator from Virginia, 
‘and the indorsement of the Senator from New 
Hampshire, was just. The Senator from Vir- 
ginia wants no concessions; he is satisfied with 
the Constitution as it is,as he understands it. 
The Senator from New Hampshire wants no 
change. He is satisfied with the Constitution, as 
he understands it. But itso happens that these 
two Senators do not understand the Constitution 
in the same way; and each of them will break 
up the Union before he will accept the construc- 
tion of theother. In that isthe trouble; and how 
are you going to reconcile it? The Senator from 
Virginia cannot argue the Senator from New 
Hampshire out of his construction; nor can the 
| Senator from New Hampshire argue the Senator 
from Virginia out of his. How, then, is it to be 
settled? You must cither adhere to your two 
extreme positions and dissolve the Union, be- 
cause you each think you are right, or you must 
agree to such an amendment’of the Constitution 
as will settle and fix the constraction of it in all 
future time, Hence it comes to the single point, 
that cither we must amend the Constitution so as 
to settle the points in dispute, or prosecute the 
“irrepressible conflict” between the intervention- 
ists north and the interventionists south, destroy 
the Government, and cach charge it on the other. 

Under these circumstances, I do not understand 
how any man can be a friend of the Union who 
is opposed to such a compromise of the matters 
in dispute as will preserve it. I hear the Repub- 
licans, the extreme men—for there are Union 
men, I find, on that side of the Chamber; but the 
uncompromising men on that side of the Chamber 
are loud in their professions of attachment to the 
Union; just as loud in those professions as the 
| Senator from Texas, just as sincere, just as patri- 
otic, and yet rushing with the same rapidity to the 
destruction of the very Union they profess to 
revere. The man that will not compromise by 
settling the construction on this disputed point, 
has no right to claim that he is a Union man. 

I fear there are disunionists, north and south, 
| in the sense in which I understand the term; not 
in the sense in which the Senator from Texas, or 
the gentlemen on the other side understand it. I 
fear there are men in both sections of the Union, 
who think it is better for their section to have the 
Union dissolved; I fear there are men in both sec- 
tions of the Union who, for political reasons, would 
like to have it dissolved; I fear there are men 
in both sections, who think that their party could 
control one half of the country, when they could 
not hope to govern the whole. I fear that these 
considerations are restraining patriotic men from 
making those concessions which are essential to 
the salvation, the peace, and the perpetuity of 
this Union. It is not agreeable to me to express 
this conviction. I have attempted to express it 
in terms as mild and aslittle offensive as possible; 
but I now say before high Heaven—and let it go 
upon the wires, to the four corners of the Re- 
public—that in my opinion, there are disunionists 
on this side of the Chamber and on that; disunion- 
ists south and north, and as many north as 
south, in both Halls of Congress; and I think it 
is time that the Union men of both Houses begin 
to come together, and act in concert, and let the 
uncompromising men of both sections, who pre- 
fer the dissolution of the Union to the dissolution 
| of their party, who prefer the destruction of the 
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Government to the destruction of their party or- 
ganization, be separated from the Union men of | 


the country. 

The people will understand these professions 
of love while the dagger is being used; these pro- 
fessichs of devotion to the Union while there is 
a refusal to meet the question, to consider it in a 
spirit of conciliation, and to adjust it upon terms 
of fair compromise. Neither party is exclusively 
responsible for these disasters. Neither can evade 
the responsibility, if it docs not meet this question 
ab=ave the Union by compromise. I am ready 
to‘act with any man who will show his devotion 
to the Union by his willingness to make the con- 
cessions of pride and of party policy which are 
necessary to save it. £ will extend the right hand 
of fellowship in this emergency to a personal en- 
emy. I would meet him in patriotic council as a 
brother, even if I did not speak to him in the open 
street. 1 will make any concession that is just 
and fair—alike just to the North and the South, 
to the free States and the slave States—that will 
put an end to all this controversy; and my confi- 
dence in the patriotism of Senators is one of the 
chief sources of hope that some adjustment will 
yet be effected here. If I fail in that expectation, 
my confidence in the patriotism of the American 
people, North and South, even in New England 
and in the cotton States, justifies me in the hope 
that the spirit that animated the fathers has not yet 
become extinct in their posterity. I do hope, and 
hope with a stout heart. I believe that by the 
expression of that hope I do an act of justice; 
and certainly pay a high compliment to those in 
whom E repose that confidence. I did notexpect 


to be called to account in these Halls for express- | 


ing a hope that this Government was not to be 
destroyed, that this Union was not to be severed, 


I have seen the time when men were expelled | 


from the Halls of Congress for introducing aboli- 
tion petitions; and now I have lived to see the day 
when a Senator is rebuked for expressing his own 
silent hope that the Union may still last. 

Mr. WiGFALL. Mr. President, I have but 
very few words to say in reply to the Senator from 
Tiitnois, Efe is hopeful. t did not object to his 
hope, nor to his being hopeful, nor to his wish- 
ing that the Union mightbe preserved. 1 was so 
unhappy in my remarks as to make myself en- 
tirely misunderstood. It was not that he hoped 
“his glorious Union’? would be preserved; but 
he believed it would be, and had reasons for be- 
lieving it. Now, [say that a man who believes 
that this Union fs going to be preserved by any 
amendment being made to the Constitution 


Mr. DOUGLAS. Allow metocorrect the Sen- | 


ator? 

Mr. WIGFALL. Certainly. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. Ineach one of the lettersand 
telegraphic dispatches to which he refers, the word 
“hope” was used, uot * beliefs’? but 1 will say 
now t 
upon which to predicate that firm hope that the 
Union will be preserved. [Applause in the gal- 


leries.” 
Mr. WIGFALL. Iwill give way to the Sen- 
ator to state—and I am sure the country will be 


greatly obliged to him for stating, and the cause 


which he has so much at heart will be greatly 
aided if he will state—the reason upon which this 


hope and belief is founded. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. 
doing so. 1 see indications every day of a dis- 
position to meet this question now and consider 
what is necessary to save the Union; and if those 
advances in that direction were met in a spirit of 
kindness and courtesy, instead of being repelled, 
we should see more ofthem;and I believe that, as 
the crisis approaches, as the time of salvation be- 


comes short, all men will become convinced that | 


their duty to themselves, to their country, and to 
their God, requires them to make concessions, 1n 
order to save the country; and I see the evidences 
of it here every day. If the Senator will just fol- 


vat I have reasons satisfactory to myself ; 


I will take great pleasure in | 


low me, instead of going off to Texas; sit here, į 
and act in concert with us Union men, we will 


ung 


make him a very efficient agent in accomplis} 
the object. [Applause in the galleries.] f 

Mr. MASON. Mr. President, [shall be obliged 
to move again that the galleries be cleared, to pre- 
serve the dignity and repose of the Senate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Fireu.] 
The Chair has expected that motion for half an 
hour past. 


| Illinois to give us-the ground on which he 


loft 


Mr. WIGFALL. They will not be kept here 
much longer by me. I asked the Senator from 
g re- 
dicated his hope. He answers me that he Medi 
cates it on the demonstrations made here every 
day. Ihave not seen them. I call for specifica- 
tions. What is it that has been proposed? What 


| Senator has proposed a practical measure which 


will be voted for by a single Republican? Now, 
give me the facts. I ask for facts, not for words. 
{ want bread, not stones. ; 

Mr. DOUGLAS. I do not ask the Senator 
what occurs in his consultations about Fort Sum- 
ter or Pensacola; and he does not.ask me, of 
course, for the details of the consultations that 
we Union menare having with a view to save the 
Union. 

Mr. WIGFALL. Ah! 

Mr. DOUGLAS. If he will just wait till we 
bring in our proposition from day to day, he will 
see that there is more hope than he now supposes. 

Mr. WIGFALL. Iam satisfied. I have no 
objection to answering as to any of my corre- 
spondence as to Pensacola or Fort Sumter. The 
Senator fecls some hesitancy in disclosing. There 
is no treason certainly in endeavoring to save the 
Union. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. Nor in the other. 

Mr. WIGFALL., There may be some toryism 
in some of those States that have withdrawn. If 
their citizens dare take up arms against their sov- 
ercigns—and there may be toryism—they may 
call it treason there; but certainly there can be no 
treason in disclosing a patriotic effort which the 
Senator from Illinois is making. I hope that he 
will not go off, because I may want to ask him 
something else. I merely want the Union saved 
now; and if the Senator from Ilinois would only 
tell the country, so that we could Jet it go on the 
wires, what it is he predicates his hopes upon, 
who it is thatis relenting, what the proposition 1s 


that is going to be made, who is going to vote for | 


it—if he would only do that, the country would 
be greatly relieved; but bis vague belicf that some- 
thing or other will be done after the Micawber 
style, will not do. I do not know but that it was 
General Cass that used the illustration about the 
sarsaparilla—— 

Mr. DOUGLAS. No. It was Mr. Benton or 
Mr. Clay. 

Mr. WIGFALL. Well;according to the Mi- 


cawber principle which the Senator from Hlinois 


seems to be practicing, he hopes that * something | 


will turn up’? at some time or other by which the 
Union is going to be saved. Iam really not one 
ose who have acted upon that principle. 
Now, it is the merest balderdash—that is whatit 
is—it is the most unmitigated fadge for any one 
to get up here, and tell men who have sense, who 


have brains, that there is any prospect of two 
i [i 


thirds of this Congress passing any proposition 
as an amendment to the Constitution; that any 


man who is white, twenty-one years old, and j 


whose hair is straight, living south of Mason and 
Dixon’s line, will be content with. F say itis 
balderdash; and the Senator cannot state any sin- 
gle proposition that will get a vote on the other 
side, or that has the slightest prospect of being 
ratified by a northern State. F object to this sort 
of fudge being indulged in for the purpose of mis- 
leading the people. 

Now, I come to the Senator’s constitutional 
argument. He complains of my not reading the 


Constitution, and he wants me to read it again. i 
Sir, I do read the Constitution; I have read it į 


often; I have read the decisions upon it; and I 
apprehend that I understand something about it, 


| at least the construction that is put upon itin the 


section of country in which I live, and which F 


believe to be the true one; the construction that | 
| Jefferson, that Madison, that Calhoun, that the ; 
great men of Virginia and South Carolina, always | 
put upon the Constitution. The Senator from |i 
Hlinois wants to know where I find in the Con- : 


stitution, the authority to protect slaves in the 
Territories, or anywhere else upon sea or upon 
land. He asks me seriously where it isin the Con- 
stitution. 
Ijlinois to state to me, where he finds in the Con- 
stitution the right to protect acargo sailing under 
the flag of the United States, after it has left one 
of our ports and is at sea, and has not reached 
another port. I pause for a reply. 


Now, | should like the Senator from | 


Mr. DOUGLAS. I do not choose to be cát- 


| echized, categorically, and have another gentle- 
man hold the floor over me in a debate. hen 


the Senator gets through, I shall reply to so much 
as I deem it necessary to reply to. 

Mr. WIGFALL.  It.is usually considered, I 

believe, a courtesy to give way and let a Senator 
explain himself. 
_ Mr. DOUGLAS. It is, when he asks it; but 
it was never deemed the’ courtesy of the Senate 
that you have the right to propound questions 
and demand categorical answers—by no means. 

Mr. WIGFALL. Certainly not, 

Mr. DOUGLAS. If you are misapprehending 
my position, lt is my privilege to. ask you to give 
way for an explanation; and when the Senator 
gets through, if 1 deem it necessary to reply to 
his argument, I shall do so. 

Mr. WIGFALL. Then I am satisfied entirely; 
perfectly satisfied. The Senator from Illinois can- 
not find any power in the Constitution to protect 
property. Task if this isa Government? If it 
is, What was it instituted for? For the protection 
of life, liberty, and property. What sort of prop- 
erty? and under what circumstances is this Gov- 
ernment bound to protect life, liberty, and prop- 
erty? When within the jurisdiction of the Fed- 
eral Government in the Territories, in the navy- 
yards or dock-yards, or in the District of Colum- 
bia, and upon the high seas. Nobody doubts 
that if a cargo should sail to-morrow from New 
York to New Orleans, from any port in the Uni- 
ted States to any other port in the United States ` 
—New Orleans is not nowin the United States— 
or if a cargo should sail under the flag of the Uni- 
| ted States from New York to Liverpool, or any 
other foreigu port, and it were seized upon by any 
individual or Government on the earth, it would 
be the duty of this Government to protect it. I 
say, then, that at the South we demand that slaves 
shall be considered as property, and we ask no 
more protection for them than we do for any other 
species of property. We simply insist that we 
shall not be labooed; that our species of property 
shall not be the only one which this Government, 
that we have established, does not protect. That 
is the position that we take. H the Senator from 
Illinois wants to save the Union by keeping the 
border States in it, and inducing the cotton States 
to come back, let him intreduce a resolution to 
amend the Constitution in that particular, and let 
himand his Republican friends vote for it, and 
give us any sort of assurance that it will be rat- 
ified by the people, and I have no idea that any 
other States will leave the Union, and I think 
there is a strong probability that those that are 
out will come back; but nothing short of this isa 
remedy, 

It does not do for the Senator to get up here 
and talk about saving the Union. He charges 
| me and others with being opposed to any amend- 
| ments to the Constitution. Have I voted against 
jany? Have I shown any indisposition to adopt 
any? Have I not, from the ume that T came 
to this Congress until the present moment, said 
upon every occasion, that if propositions that 
were practical were introduced to be carried out 
in good faith, I would vote for them, and urge 
their adoption,and urge upon the people whom I 
represent that they should be satistied with them? 
It was the thing that I desired most heartily; 
but while I wanted propositions made, voted for, 
; and proposcd to the States as amendments to the 
Constitution, the Senator from Ilinois has been 
| blatherskiting about here on one side or the other, 
and talking about the Unidn, without going for 
anything practical. He proposes to-day nothing 
fas an amendment to the Constitution. If he 
| wanted to amend the Constitution to save the 
| Union, why did he not, two months ago, intro- 


| duce propositions? Why does he to-day, after 
a two-months’ diseussion, get up here and, pro- 
pose to us, as a Compromise, the most offensive 
thing that he could possibly have proposed to the 
cotton States, to wit : non-intervention, tabooing 
our property,and saying that the Federal Govern- 
ment shallsimply stay its hand, leaving this prop- 
erty to the tender mercies of anybody who 
attempts to trespassuponit? ‘Thatis his position, 
; and what he proposes to us as a means of coneil- 
‘jation; as a means of reconciliation to the States 
that have already gone out; as a means of com- 
, promise; asa means of peace, is iie sere rop- 
i osition which was denounced from Dan to beer- 
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sheba; which the people in the cotton States have 
warred on; and which they bave declared was 
worse than Sewardism; for it had hypocrisy, and 
the other was bold and open. It was a petty- 
larceny, pick-pocket sort of policy, while the 
other was the open, foot-pad “‘standand deliver.” 
That is just the truth about the matter, and he 
knows it; but yet he brings this policy up here. 
The apple of discord is offered to us as the fruit 
of peace. 

Now, I am in the habit of saying just what I 
think, and just what I choose to say; and I do 
not choose to have this matter discussed in these 
general terms here any longer, so far as I am con- 
cerned, and be held up asa-disunionist and odious 
to the country, when I know that men here who 
have produced all the difficulty have offered no 
means of reconciliation. These are facts. He 
says we do not want a settlement, and will not 
join the patriotic men in settling the difficulties. 

say I will. I say that I will vote for any prop- 
osition to-day, will do it to-morrow, will do it 
until I leave the Senate, provided it gives us what 
we are entitled to under the Constitution; and I 
ask nothing more; and that I will advise the peo- 
ple whom Í represent to stay their hands and to 
wait, if there isa reasonable prospect of that prop- 
osition being ratified by a sufficient number of 
States north of Mason and Dixon’s linc to make 
it a part of the Constitution, Iam willing to do 
that. You say that my proposition is impracti- 
cable; that I am demanding more than I am en- 
titled to. I answer, that it is not so; the Consti- 
tution of the United States recognizes the right of 
man to own property in man; the Constitution 
kept open the slave trade for twenty years; pro- 
hibited either Congress or the States themselves 
from stopping it during the first twenty years. 

The first treaty we ever made with England 
declared that slaves were property, and provided 
for their being delivered up. So did the first treaty 
we ever made with an Indian nation—with the 
Delawares. Even in treating with savage nations, 
we stipulated expressly that slaves should be de- 
livered up, recognizing slaves as property. By 
our treaties, by our legislation, by our Constitu- 
tion, slaves are recognized as property; but this 
has been denied by the Republican party; and the 
Senator from Illinois says, ‘Lam unwilling to say 
whether itis property or not; all I ask is non- 
intervention; we will’ not protect it; we will not 
confiscate it; and you are an impracticable dis- 
unionist, a traitor, if you do notagrec tomy com- 
promise, because it is a great principle, and it was 
m the Nebraska-Kansas bill.” Whatever was 
in the Nebraska-Kansas bill is a great principle, 
and, of course, we ought to be satisfied with it. 
Now, sir, I got him on the witness stand, and 
began examining him, buthcis hard to keep there; 
you cannot hold that Senator to anything. Lam 
done, unless he should reply. 

Mr. LATHAM. Lask now that the motion 
may be put which I made at one o’clock. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The motionis 
to postpone the question of printing extra num- 
bers of the message of the President, and make it 
the special order for one o’clock to-morrow. 

The motion was agreed to. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATION. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER laid before the 
Senate a message of the President of the United 
States, transmitting a report of the Secretary of 
State, in answer to a resolution of the Senate of 
the 19th instant, requesting a copy of correspond- 
ence between the Department of State and minis- 
ters of forcign Powers at Washington, in regard 
to foreign vessels in the port of Charleston; which, 
on motion of Mr. Sumwer, was ordered to lie on 
the table, and be printed. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 

Mr. RICE presented the memorial of the Gov- 
ernor and Legislature of Utah Territory, praying 
for the establishment of a mail route and mail ser- 
vice through the counties of Tooele and Shambip, 
in Utah Territory; which was referred to the Gom- 
mittee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

He also presented a memorial of the Governor 
and Legislature of Utah Territory, praying for 
the establishment of a mail route and mail service 
through the chain of scttlements along the Provo 
and Weber rivers, in the Territory of Utah; 
which was referred to the Committee on the Post 
Office and Post Reads. 


TREATY WITH NEW GRANADA. 


Mr. MASON presented an amendment, which 
he gave notice of his intention to offer at the 
proper time, to the bill (S. No. 543) to carry into 
effect a convention between the United States and 
the Republic of New Granada; which was ordered 
to be printed. 

Mr. GREEN. Whatis the business now pend- 
ing before the Senate? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. In response 
to the inquiry of the Senator from Missouri, the 
Chair will say that the next business in order is 
the territorial bill which was under consideration 
yesterday. 

Mr.GREEN,. I move that the Senate adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate 
adjourned. f 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
Tuurspay, January 31, 1861. 


The House met at twelve o’clock, m. Prayer 
by Rev. J. G. BUTLER. 
The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 


COMPROMISE RESOLUTIONS. 


Mr. NIXON. I ask the unanimous consent 
of the House to present the preamble and resolu- 
tions of the Legislature of the State of New Jer- 
sey, upon the proper measures to be taken by Con- 
gress for the pacification of the country. These 
resolutions come from a gallant and conservative 
State, ever faithful to all her constitutional obli- 
gations, and should receive the attention of the 
House. In so fatas they do not indicate any 
particular mode of adjustment, and express the 
general wish that Congress shall adopt some plan 
which will permanently settle the whole contro- 
versy about slavery, I believe that they express 
the wishes of a large majority of the people of 
New Jersey, without respect to party. 

The resolutions were laid on the table, and 
ordered to be printed. 


FALSE STAMPS, ETC. 


Mr. MOORHEAD. I ask the unanimous con- 
sent of the House to have House bill No. 330 
taken up and acted on. It is a public bill, in 
which the constituents of every gentleman are 
interested; and I hope there will be no objection. 

The bill, being a bill to prevent and punish 
fraud in the use of false stamps, molds, dics, 
brands, labels, or trade-marks, was read for in- 
formation. 

Mr. NOELL. The General Government has 
nothing to do with the punishment of that crime; 
and 1 shall object to taking up the bill. 

Mr. MOORHEAD The gentleman’s constit- 
uents have petitioned ver largely for that bill. 

Mr. NOELL. I would have no objection to it 
if the General Government had any power over 
the subject. 

Mr. MOORHEAD. 
securit of commerce. 

Mr. McKNIGHUT. Tappeal to the gentleman 
to withdraw his dbjection: 


Mr. NOELL. [ insist upon my objection. 
COMPROMISE RESOLUTIONS. 


Mr. STRATTON, by unanimous consent, pre- 
sented a petition, signed by citizens of New Jer- 
sey without distinction of party, praying the 
passage by Congress of the Crittenden compro- 
mise resolutions, or some similar resolutions; 
which was laid on the table. 


WASHINGTON AND GEORGETOWN RAILWAY. 


Mr. KILGORE, by unanimous consent, from 
the Committee for the District of Columbia, re- 
ported back, with an amendment, a bill to incor- 
porate the Washington City and Gcorgetown 
Railway Company; which was recommitted to 


It is necessary for the 


| the committee, and ordered to be printed. 


MINOT LEDGE LIGHT-HOUSE. 


Mr. ELIOT, by unanimous consent, reported 
from the Committee on Commerce, a bill to reg- 
ulate the compensation of the keeper and assist- 
ant keepers of the Minot Ledge light-house, and 
for other purposes; which was read a first and 
second time. 

Mr. ELIOT. Fask that the bill may be put 
upon its passage; and I beg leave to say that its 


| passage 18 called for by the wants of the light- 


rouse, and is recommended by the Department 


here. No money is asked for. It is necessary 
to have three keepers, and the bill does not enlarge 
the compensation in consequence of the appoint- 
ment of the third keeper. 

No objection being made, the bill was ordered 
to be engrossed and read a third time; and being 
engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, 
and passed. 

Mr. COLFAX. I call for the regular order of 
business. 

CRITTENDEN PROPOSITIONS. .° ean 


Mr. CLARK; of Missouri, presented a niel.to- 
rial from certain citizens of Missouri, asking the 
adoption of the Crittenden propositions; which 
was laid upon the table. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House a com- 
munication from the Treasury Department, trans- 
mitting copies of the Treasurer’s accounts of re- 
ceipts and disbursements for the service of the 
Post Office Department for the fiscal year ending 
30th of June, 1860; which were laid on the table, 
and ordered to be printed. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a 
communication from the Sccretary of War, in 
answer to a resolution of the House requesting 
correspondence not heretofore published in regard 
to General Harney’s administration in Oregon; 
which was laid on the table, and ordered to be 
printed, 

REPRESENTATIVE FROM KANSAS. 


_ Mr. HINDMAN. Irise to a question of priv- 
ilege. I submit the following resolution: 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Judiciary be, and 
they arc hereby, instructed to inquire whether Hon. Mar- 
TIN F. Conway, claiming to represent the State of Kansas, 
has heen tegally and constitutionally elected a Represent- 
ative to the Congress of the United States from said State 5 
and that said committee report by bill or otherwise. 


Mr. GROW. I thought the Kansas business 
was ended. 
The resolution was agrecd to. 


ALEXANDRIA, ETC., RAILROAD. 


Mr. BOTELER. I ask the unanimous consent 
of the House to discharge the Committee of the 
Whole House from the further consideration of 
Senate bill No. 64, to authorize the extension and 
use ofa branch of the Alexandria, Loudoun, and 
Hampshire railroad within the city of George- 
town. 

There being no objection, the Committee of the 
Whole House was discharged from the further 
consideration of the bill, and the House pro- 
ceeded to consider it. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. BOTELER moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed; and also moved to 
lay the motion to reconsider upon the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


COAST SURVEY REPORT. 


Mr. FLORENCE introduced the following res- 
olution; which was read, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Printing: 

Resolved, Thatthe Committce on Printing be directed to 
inquire into the expediency of printing five thousand extra 


copies of the report of the Superintendent of the Coast Sur- 
vey. 


POST ROUTE BILL. 


Mr. COLFAX. I must now insist on the reg- 
ular order of business. 

The SPEAKER. ~ The regular order of busi- 
ness is the Senate amendments to the post route 
bill, the question being on the motion of the gen- 
teman from Missouri (Mr. PueLrs] to lay on 
the table the following Senate amendment: 

Sec, 22. And be if further enacted, That the cost of the 
service authorized in the three preceding sections of this 
act, and that now performing oa the inland routes num- 
bered 8911, 12801, 12578, and 8076, shall be paid, after an- 
nual appropriation, by the Sceretary of the Treasury, upon 
the certificate of service from the Postmaster General, ex- 
cept so far as appropriations may already have been made 
for such service. 


Mr. PHELPS. On thatthe question has been 
ordered. 

The SPEAKER. That is so. 
nays are ordered. 

Mr. COLFAX. That would have the effect of 
laying the whole bill on the table. 

The SPEAKER. The effect of the vote is to 
lay the whole subject on the table. The vote to 
lay the amendments on the table affects the 
whole bill. 


The yeas and 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


The question was taken; and it was decided in 
the negative—yeas 32, nays 109; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Avery, Bocock, Boteler, Burnett, Bur- 
ton Craige, De Jarnette, Duell, Edmundson, English, John 
T. Harris, Hoard, Kilgore, James M. Leach, Leake, Ma- 
clay, Maynard, Millson, Phelps, Pryor, Quarles, Riggs, 
James C. Robinson, Rust, Sherman, Spinner, Stanton, 
Stevenson, Stokes, Thomas, Vance, Whiteley, and Wright 


2, 
NAYS—Messrs. Charles F. Adams, Green Adams, Ad- 
rain, Alley, Thomas L. Anderson, William C. Anderson, 
Babbitt, Barret, Bingham, Blair, Blake, Brabson, Brayton, 
Bristow, Brown, Buffinton, Burch, Burnham, Butterfield, 
Campbell, Carey, Carter, Case, John B, Clark, Coburn, Col- 
fax, Covode, Cox, James Craig, John G. Davis, Dunn, Ed- 
erton, Edwards, Eliot, Etheridge, Farnsworth, Fenton, 
Plorence, Foster, Fouke, Frank, French, Gilmer, Gooch, 
Grow, Gurley, Hale, Hamilton, Helmick, Hindman, Hol- 
man, Hughes, Hutchins, Irvine, Sunkin, Francis W., Kel- 
logg, William Kellogg, Killinger, Larrabee, DeWitt C. 
Leach, Logan, Lovejoy, Marston, MeClernand, McKean, 
McKenty, McKnight, MePherson, Montgomery, Moorhead, 
Morrill, Edward Joy Morris, Morse, Nelson, Niblack, 
Noell, Olin, Palmer, Pendleton, Perry, Peyton, Porter, Pot- 
ter, Pottle, Edwin R. Reynolds, Rice, Christopher Robinson, 
Royce, Scott, Sickles, Somes, Spaulding, Stevens, William 
Stewart, Tappan, Train, Vandever, Van Wyck, Verree, 
Wade, Waldron, Walton, Cadwalader C. Washburn, El- 
lihu B. Washburne, Webster, Wells, Wilson, Wood, and 
Woodruff— 109. 


So the House refused to 
the table. 

During the vote, 

Mr. HINDMAN said: I have voted in the 
negative; but Iam informed that this bill appro- 
priates a very large amount of money, and will 
contribute very considerably towards the irrevo- 
cable embarrassment and bankruptcy of the Gov- 
ernment. I therefore change my vote, and vote 
in the affirmative. 

Mr. KILGORE. I will change my vote, and 
vote in the negative, as an offset to the gentleman 
from Arkansas. 

Mr. COLFAX. I may inform the gentleman 
from Arkansas that there is no appropriation made 
in the bill. 

Mr. STANTON. Ido not like this practice 
of legislating in post route bills, and therefore I 
think I will vote “ay.” 

Mr. ELLOT stated that Mr. Sepewicr was con- 
ined to his room by sickness. 

‘The vote was announced as above recorded. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Ilinois. I move to 
reconsider the vote by which the main question 
was ordered; and I desire to state to the House 
for what purpose I make the motion. 

Mr. COLI'AX. J object to debate. 

The SPEAKER. Debate'is not in order. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. I desire to 
know from the Chair whether, if the House shall 
reconsider the vote by which the main question 
was ordered, the section will not then be open to 
amendment; and if so, whether the amendment 
which I offered yesterday in regard to the Post- 
master General having the power to reéstablish 


lay the amendment on 


the mail service in his discretion, will not be in į 


I only desire that the House shall under- 
stand the matter. Let us have one vote upon it, 
and let the thing be settled. I only desire that 
there shall be a fair understanding, and that the 
House shall say whether or not it will give this 
discretion to the Postmaster General. I haveno 
fecling about the matter; and I am only aston- 
ished fo see any feeling manifested by the gentle- 
man from Indiana. 

Mr. COLFAX. Let me say that I object very 
much to the Senate putting these legislative 
amendments on the post route bill. Itis notmy 
fault; but itis my duty, in accordance with the 
views of the House, to keep off any more such 
amendments, if I can. I therefore move to lay 
the motion to reconsider on the table. 

Mr. WASTIBURNE, of Illinois. Letus have 
a square vote on the motion to reconsider. If I 
understand the ruling of the Chair, it will be in 
order to offer my amendment, if the House should 
refuse to lay the motion to reconsider on the table, 
and should reconsider the vote ordering the main 
question. : . 

Mr. QUARLES. Is this debate in order? 

The SPEAKER. No debate is in order. 

Mr. WASEHBURNE, of Ilinois. I think I 
understand the rules of the House. If the House 
refuse to lay my motion to reconsider on the 
table 

Mr. QUARLES. I call the gentleman from 
Illinois to order. No debate is in order. — 

The SPEAKER, It is not in order to discuss 
this question. 


order? 


Mr. WASHBURNE, of Hlinois. Ido not pro- 
pose to discuss it. 

Mr. COLFAX. IJ shall make the point of order 
against the amendment, it not being germane, if 
it shall be offered. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. It willbe for 
the Chair to decide whether the amendment is or 
is not germane. If the motion of the gentleman 
from Indiana be not carried, the vote ordering the 
main question will be reconsidered, and then my 
amendment will be in order. I hope, therefore, 
that the motion to lay on the table will be voted 
down, in order that we may get at the renewal of 
this mail service. 

Mr.SHERMAN. Is it in order now to move 
to suspend the rules, and go into the Committee 
of the Whole on the state of the Union? 

The SPEAKER. It is not; the main question 
having been ordered. 

Tellers were ordered on Mr. Corrax’s motion; 
and Messrs. Oriy and Burcu were appointed. 

The House divided; and the tellers reported— 
ayes 94, noes 30. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois, demanded the 
yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were not ordered. 

So the motion to reconsider the vote whereby 
ve main question was ordered-was laid on the 
table. 

The question recurred on the Senate amend- 
ment; and it was concurred in. 

Mr. COLFAX moved to reconsider the vote by 
which the amendment was concurred in; and also 
moved to lay the motion to reconsider on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


ENROLLED BILLS. 


Mr. THEAKER, from the Committee on En- 
rolled Bills, reported, as truly enrolled, an act 
for the benefit of Gabriel J. Johnston; when the 
Speaker signed the same. 


POSTAL SERVICE, 


Mr. COLFAX. I now call up the bill in rela- 
tion to postal service, which was postponed till 
to-day. At the request of the gentleman from 
North Carolina, [Mr. Brancu,] Ï desire to have 
it postponed still further, till next Tuesday morn- 
ing, at which time I shall ask the House to vote 
upon it. I therefore move thatit be postponed till 

uesday next. 

The motion was agreed to. 


EVENING SESSIONS. 


Mr. SHERMAN. I desire to submit a mo- 
tion that the rules be suspended, and that the 


| House resolve itsclf into the Committee of the 


Whole on the state of the Union on the deficiency 
bill. But before that motion is put, I have a sug- 
gestion tomake. There is, on both sides of the 
House, a general desire for debate on the special 
order; and it is desirable that the House should 
hold evening sessions, I therefore ask unanimous 


i consent that it shall be in order, to-day and to- 


morrow, at four o’clock, to move to takea recess 
till seven. I hope this will be agreed to, for the 
benefit of gentlemen on both sides of the House. 

There being no objection, it was so ordered. 

The SPEAKER. The understanding of the 
Chair will be that the Speaker, at four o’clock, 
will adjourn the House till seven. 

Mr. SICKLES. Is it understood that the even- 
ing sessions shall be for debate entircly ? 

The SPEAKER. Entirely for debate. 

Mr. SICKLES. And that no vote shall be 
taken? 

The SPEAKER. No vote isto be taken. 


DEFICIENCY BILL. 
Mr. SHERMAN. I move that the deficiency 


bill, with the Senate amendments thereto, be re- 
ferred to the Committee of the Whole on the state 
of the Union, and made the special order. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I now move that the rules | 
be suspended, and that the House resolve itself | 
into the Committee of the Whole on the state of 
the Union. 

The motion was agreed to. 


The rules were accordingly suspended; and the 
House resolved itself into the Committee of the ! 
Whole on the state of the Union, (Mr. BURNETT 
in the chair,) and proceeded to the consideration 
of the special order, being the Senate amendments 


to the bill (H. R. No. 866) to supply deficiencies 
in the appropriations for the service of the fiscal 
year ending June 30, 1861. ae 


First amendment of the Senate: ; 
For the compensation and mileage of Senators, $13,000. 


The Committee of Ways and Means recom- 
mended concurrence. ‘ ` 
The amendment was concurred in. 


Second amendment : 


For the contingent expensesof the Senate, “ for miscel- 
laneous items,” $3,000. if 

The Committee of Ways and Means recom- 
mend concurrence, with the following amendment 
to the amendment : 

For the contingent expenses of the Senate and House of 
Representatives, namely : 

For additional police tor the Capitol, payable by the Sen- 
ate, $1,096 97; and for additional police for the Capitol, 
payable by the House of Representatives, $1,096 97. 

‘To supply deficiencies in the appropriation for taking 
the eighth census, $437,000. 3 

For expenses of select committee appointed under the 
resolution of House of Representatives of 24th December, 
1860, $5,000; and for expenses of select committee made 
by order of the House of Representatives of the 9th of Jan- 
uary, 1861, $3,000, making $8,000; and that the said sum 
shall be added to the miscellaneous item of the contingent 
fund of the House. : 

For expenses of removing the office of the Fourth Audi- 
tor of the Treasury to the apartments assigned in Winder’s 
building, and for cleansing, repairing, and furnishing the 
same, $3,508 55. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed 
to; and the amendment, as amended, was con- 
curred in, 


Third amendment: 

To enable the Secretary of the Navy to carry out the 
conditional contract made by him with the Chiriqui Im- 
provement Company and Ambrose W. Thompson, on the 
2ist day of May, 1859, for the purpose of securing to the 
United States certain valuable privileges and rights spe- 
cified in said contracts, and which said contract is hereby 
approved, $300,000. 

The Committee of Ways and Means recom- 
mended non-concurrence. 


Mr. MORSE. I move the following amend- 
ment to the Senate amendment: 

Add at the end of the amendment as follows: 

Provided, ‘hat no part of the sum hereby appropriated 
shall be drawn from the Treasury until after such conditions 
and regulations have been established by the President in 
reference to supplying coal under said contract, and for the 
performance of all the provisions of the same, as will fully 
protect the United States against the failure or incapa- 
city of said Thompson, or said Chiriqui Improvement Com- 
pany, to fulfill its stipulations: Provided further, That the 
United States shall acquire no right of sovercignty over 
any territory in the Republic of New Granada or Costa 
Rica, nor any right to transport troops or munitions of war 
over such territory under or by virtue of the contract recited 
in this act, uniess the same be voluntarily consented to by 
said Republic. 

Mr. PHELPS. Mr. Chairman, l am a little 
astonished to find an amendment submitted by the 
gentleman from Maine; for I supposed he was fa- 
vorable to the proposition contained in the amend- 
ment of the Senate. And I expected from him to 
hear arguments adduced to this House why we 
should ratify the conditional contract which has 
been made by the Secretary of the Navy with the 
Chiriqui Improvement Company. We have heard 
much of this contract for the last six months. 
During the last session of Congress there were per- 
sons here urging upon the Congress of the United 
States the ratification of the conditional contract 
made by the Secretary of the Navy. If I mistake 
not, that measure received the approval of the 
gentleman who isat the head of the Committee on 
Naval Affairs of this House. It was put on the 
naval appropriation bill by the Senate, but was 
defeated in this House by the substitution of an 
amendment authorizing the President of the Uni- 
ted States to send a commission to inquire into 
the Chiriqui grant, and the advantages likely to 
accrue to the United States from the possession 
of whatever right was proposed to be conveyed. 
The report of that commission has been trans- 
mitted to this Housc, and has been printed. It 
is stated there is a lobby interest here to defeat 
the appropriation. I have heard this charge made. 
But, although I am a member of the committee 
which has been compelled to act upon this amend- 
ment, and has made the recommendation which 
the Committee of Ways and Means has unani- 
mously made, that the amendment ought not to 
be concurred in, I have yet to find any persons 
outside the members of this House who are op- 
posed to the adoption of this amendment of the 
Senate. 
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THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


Mr. Chairman, it-becomes necessary for us to 
examine and ascertain first what is the nature of 
the contract made by the Secretary of the Navy 
with Ambrose W. Thompson. I concede that this 
contract was conditional; that by its terms it was 
to be submitted to the approval of Congress; and 
that, if not approved, it was not to be valid. The 
attempt was made at the last session to obtain 
that approval. The Secretary of the Navy rec- 
ommended to Congress to confirm and ratify that 
contract; but Congress did not ratify nor confirm 
the contract. After the close of the last session 
of Congress, a supplemental contract was made 
by the Secretary of the Navy with this party, ex- 
tending the time for the ratification of the contract 
to the present session of Congress; and algo pro- 
posing to make an additional grant on behalf of 
the Chiriqui company of certain rightsthey alleged 
to have obtained from the Government of Costa 
Rica since the first contract was made with the 
Secretary of the Navy. I say, then, it becomes 
necessary to examine into the contract which is 
now before us, and which we are now asked to 
ratify; so that we may ascertain whether the ad- 
vantages to accrue from the contract to the Gov- 
ernment are sufficient to warrant usin making the 
appropriation we are asked to make; and for that 
purpose, l propose to recite, in the first place, the 
reasons set forth in the preface of the contract. It 
states that: 

« Whereas it is desirable that the United States, on the 
one part, should have the right of transit over the roadway 
granted direct to said Ambrose W. Thompson through said 
province, and extending from the Caribbean sea to the 
Pacific ocean, and the further right to use, as harbors, the 
waters, gulfs, bays, or lagoons sheltered or partially sur- 
rounded by the lands of the said Thompson or the said im- 
provement company, and the further right to use the coal 
contained in portions of said lands, for naval purposes, as 
also the right to establish coal depots and naval stations.”” 

This is the recital, ‘Then there is the question, 
first, whether it is desirable for the United States 
to have the rightof transit over this roadway, and 
the further right to use the harbors, waters, gulfs, 
bays, or lagoons, &c., in a foreign nation. As if 
individuals can grant the right to use a harbor, in 
any manner whatever. Sir, the right to use a har- 
bor does not vest in the individual property hold- 
ers bordering upon that harbor, The right to use 
an arm of the sea depends not upon the consent 
of the owncrs of the lands adjacent. It is a right 
affecting the commerce and navigation of the 
country; and this right was secured to us by the 
treaty with New Granada, of 1846. 

I Know that during the progress of this debate 
it will be urged upon us that the Isthmus of Pa- 
nama does not embrace this roadway through the 
province of Chiriqui. You will find the attempt 
made to draw the distinction, that there is an 
Isthmus of Chiriquias well asan Isthmus of Pa- 
nama. Now, sir, [say that by the action of our 
Government and by the action of the New Gra- 
nadian Government under the treaty of 1846, a 
definiuon of the term “Isthmus of Panama?’ is 
established. That treaty defines it to extend to 
the southern border of the State of Costa Rica. 
Į say further that the right of way and the grant 
to construct a railroad across the Isthmus of Pa- 
nama, has been given exclusively by the New 
Granadian Government to the Panama Ratiroad 
Company; and that Government has thus stripped 
itself of the power to grant the right of way to any 
other party to construct a railroad across the Isth- 
mus of Panama, whether on the part of the cen- 
tral Government or any provincial Government. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, the contract with the 
Chiriqui company contains this stipulation, that— 

“The United States shall have and enjoy a right of way 
or transit over said road, which is hereby granted to them 
by the party of the second part, free from all tolls or taxes 
upon officers, agents, seamen, landsmen, mails, munitions, 
stores, troops, or any direct property of the United States 
which the Government thereof may transport or cause to 
be transported over the said road during the continuance 
of the present grant made by the said province of Chiriqui 
to the said Ambrose W. Thompson.” 

Sir, I say that the Chiriqui company have no 
right to make such a grant to the Government of 
the United States. I assert that the ordinance of 
the ChiriquiGovernment, making the grant to im- 
prove an old roadway, to Thompson, provides— 

“t No foreign troops or implements of war belonging therc- 
to, can pass over the road without permission from the 
General Government of the Republic.” 

And this prohibition is made under the penalty 
of the forfeiture of the grant. 

In connection with this grant, there is what pur- 


ports to be a further grant of lands, not exceed- 
ing five thousand acres, on each side of the prov- 
ince or Isthmus of Chiriqui as may be necessary 
for said United States for coal depots and naval 
stations at the lagoon of Chiriqui and the harbor 
of Golfito, the same to be located at such points 
ag will secure good and sufficient depots and sta- 
tions to the United States without impairing the 
general value of any site for city or cities which 
may be laid off by Thompson, or the Chiriqui 
company, on any of said lands, The said lands 
to be selected and designated cither on the main 
land or islands, or both, as the United States may 
determine, and within twelve months from the date 
of the contract; and there is also an obligation to 
convey a good and sufficient title to the Govern- 
ment of the United States for the lands so granted. 

The contract goes on to give the United States 
the right to use, as harbors, the waters of the 
lagoons, bays, or gulfs, sheltered or partially sur- 
rounded by the lands of the said Thompson or 
the said Chiriqui Improvement Company, on the 
Atlantic and Pacific sides of the Isthmus, and in 
the bays and gulfs wherever the lands.of the said 
Thompson or said company may extend. 

The fourth grant gives the United States the 
right to all coal, for naval purposes, at or near the 
points selected før coal depots and naval stations, 
as aforesaid; butif coal shall be found of superior 
quality for steam purposes in other places than 


those So selected, then the United States shall have | 


the right to use the same, subject only to the tax 
of one dime per ton, as rovided to be paid to the 
provincial authorities of Chiriqui, in the grant 
aforesaid, and the costof miningand delivering the 
same. 

The fifth provision of the contract is the stipu- 
lation to pay $300,000 by the Government of the 
United States, in consideration of these grants. 

The supplemental article of the contract, which 
has been added since the close of the last session 
of Congress, grants to the Government of *the 
United States any rights which the Chiriqui Im- 


provement Company may have obtained from the | 


Government of Costa Rica. 


Mr. Chairman, I have now recited the terms of į 
this contract and the obligations on the part of the | 
grantors; and in consideration of these rights and | 


privileges, the Government of the United States, 
on its part, stipulates to pay to the Chiriqui Im- 
provement Company the sum of $300,000. The 
interests, rights, and privileges of these grantors 
are derived from several grants, which I will 
briefly, but substantially, relate. ‘The first is a 
colonization grant, made to James Agnew, of 
lands between rivers Las Esquinas and Clara, and 
bordering on Golfo Dulce. The nextgrautis made 
to A. W. Thompson. This grant was made by the 
province of Chiriqui; and, in the language of the 
grant itself, it is made ‘for improving in a solid 
manner, fit for the transit of whecled vehicles, and 
maintaining in good condition the provincial road 
opened more than fourleen years ago between this 
city (David) and Bocas del Toro,” and forty 
thousand fancgadas of land, That provincial road 
was first opened more than fourteen years before 
between the City of David and Bocas del Toro, 
There was also twenty thousand fanegadas of land 
additional granted for the maintenance of a police 
for the good order and preservation of the road. 
A fanegada, if Lam not misinformed, is about an 
acre and a half of land. 

These grants have been assigned by the grant- 
ees to the Chiriqui Improvement Company. I 
do not propose, at this time, to say anything in 
reference to the terms of the conveyance, or the 
instruments of writing by which the assignments 
have been made. The Chiriqui Improvement 
Company has been incorporated by the laws of 
the State of Pennsylvania. 

The third consists cf grants made to Messrs. 
J. R. Morell & Co., of coal mines in the district 
of Bocas del Toro, of coal mines on Pope’s island, 
and a grant of lund for the development of the 
coal-mining operations of twenty-five thousand 


| fancgadas, and the exclusive right for twenty-five 


years for a canal from the river Changuinola to 
the Chiriqui lagoon. 


The fourth is a grant for a railroad, by the Re- 
public of Costa Rica, to A. W. Thompson and | 
his associates, for the term of sixty years, to be | 


constructed between the Pacific and Atlantic 
oceans. The termini are described as follows: 
“The southern terminus of said road shall be at the point 


most convenient. between Punta Mala or Bahia de Coro- 
nado, as it is laid down in Kicpert’s map, and the dividing 
line between Costa Rica and New Granada. 

«The northern terminus shall be upon the dividing line 
aforesaid, in the direction of the Bahia del Almirante, or 
the jagoon of Chiriqui, or the coast of the Atlantic, bo- 


| tween Punta Uvita or Caonita, according to the same map, 


and the dividing fine already referred to.”* 

Having now recited the grants which have been 
made to different individuals, L will, for the sake 
of argument, admit that they are all consolidated 
into the Chiriqui Improvement Company, by 
virtue of the different conveyances made to it. 
Whetherthey have been, or not, 1s a matter really 
immaterial to the object I have in view. My ob- 
ject is to show that it would be wrong for the 
Government of the United States to ratify this 
contract, because the Government will, in fact, 
obtain nothing in consideration of the $300,000, 
which it is proposed to py to this Chiriqui Im- 
provement Company. We are all aware of the 
importance —] may add, the necessity-—of our 
securing the right of transit across the various 
isthmus routes between the Atlantic and Pacific 


‘oceans, Tam willing to concede the vast import- 


ance and the necessity of securing the control of 
one of these isthmuses, in order to shorten the 
distances between our Atlantic and Pacific pos- 
sessions; and I have ever been willing to achieve 
that result. Whenever individuals have obtained 
grants for opening a transit route, either by the 
Isthmus of Tehuantepec, or the Isthmus of Nic- 
aragua, or by any other isthmus, so far as I could, 
consistently with my obligations and my duties 
to the Government, I have been willing to protect 
the rights which they may have obtained from 
the Governments which have jurisdiction over 
these routes. 

When the contract was made by the Secretary 
of the Navy with the Chiriqui Improvement Com- 
pany, that company had no grant for the con- 
struction of a railroad. The grant is “ for im- 
proving in a solid manner, fit for the transit or 
wheeled vehicles,and maintaining in good condi- 
tion the provincial road opened more than fourtcen 
years ago.” This road extends from the Chiri- 
qui lagoon to David—not to the Pacific ocean. It 
isan old highway. It crosses the Cordillcras, 
whose altitude is from seven to cight thousand 
fect. The length of this road is about sixty 
miles. The grant is to improve the read fit for 
carriages and wagons, and to keep it in good 
repair—not to make a railroad, but to improve a 
highway. ; 

1 am fortified in this opinion by the opinion of 
Hon. J. S. Black, late Attorney General of the 
United States, delivered at the request of the Sec- 
retary of the Navy, prior to the making of the 
contract, and also by the opinion of the attorney 
general of New Granada. The question arose 
in the New Granadian Government: does the 
grant for the improvement of this old road inter- 
fere with the rights which have been vested in the 
Panama Railway Company? The decision was, 
that it did not; because this grant was not fora 
railroad, but for the improvement of the old pro- 
vincial road, which, as } have already stated, was 
opened fourteen years before the grant was made 
to Thompson. I will read an extract from the 
decision of the New Granadian Government. It 
is as follows: 


Province or CHIRIQUI, ReruBLIC or New GRANADA, 
DEPARTMENT or THE INTERIOR, 
Bocova, July 1, 1850. 
Section 2, No. 3. 
To the Jéfé Superior of the State of Panama: 

The Governor of the aneientprovince of Chiriqui, in an 
official dispatch of February 23, No. 2, remitted to this de- 
partment a copy of the ordinance passed by the Legislature 
of that province, granting an exclusive privilege to Mr. Am- 
brose W. Thompson for improving the provincial road from 
David to the lagoon of Chiriqui ; the said ordinance was 


| handed to the attorney general of the nation, so that he 


might examine it, and ascertain if it infringed any of the 
rights of the Panama Railroad Company. He has reported 
as follows > 

“I beg to acknowledge receipt of your dispateb under 
date of 3d instant, inclosing a copy of the ordinance expe- 
dited by the Legislature of the ancient province of Chiri- 
qui, in its extra session of last year, granting an exclusive 
privilege to Mr. Ambrose W. Thompson for improving the 
provincial road from David to the lagoon of Chiriqui, and 
requesting me to take steps for having said ordinance an- 
nulled, if I considered it in contravention to article seven 
of the contract with the Panama railroad, as approved by 

The road to whicb the above-cited ordinance 
a highway which existed in the State of the [sth- 
ong before the grant for the construction of the rail- 
road; and itis so stated in the ordinance. Itis therefore 
included in the exception mentioned in the final part of 
article seven of the contract entered into with the Panama 
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Railroad Company ; for which reason F consider no step 
can be taken to annul said ordinance.” 
E quote the above for your better guidance, and for what- 


soever ends it may be necessary. 
Your obedient servant, . PASTOR OSPINA. 


And, in further proof of the correctness of the 
opinion I have expressed, I read the following 
from the letter addressed by the Attorney General 
of the United States to the Secretary of the Navy: 


“c It must also be remembered that this grant of a road- 
way does not include any right to make a railroad.” 


Mr. HARRIS, of Maryland. I wish to ask 
my friend from Missouri, whether something is 
not said in the letter from which he is reading 
about the right of improving the road referred to 
for the use of wheeled vehicles? 

Mr. PHELPS. I have read the very words 
of the Attorney General of the United States. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Maryland. 1 would like to 
ask the gentleman, at this point, what he under- 
stands to be included in the phraseology ‘‘wheeled 
vehicles,’*inthegrant? Does it not cover railroads? 

Mr. PHELPS., It does not cover railroads. 
Such is my opinion; and in that opinion I am 
fortified by the opinion, as I have already said, 
by the decision of the New Granadian Govern- 
ment, and the opinion of our late Attorney Gen- 
eral, Judge Black. The Government of New 
Granada has granted the exclusive right of way 
fora railroad across the Isthmus of Panama for 
the period of ninety-nine years, to another com- 
pany. This grant is made by the Republic of 
New Granada, and not by a State or province of 
that Republic, 

Mr. SICKLES. It is upon this point that I 
desire to call the attention of the gentleman from 
Missouri to the authority which he himself cites. 
I understand the gentleman to make the point 
that no railway grant was acquired from Chiriqui. 
For that he cites the authority of the Attorney 
General, on page 35 of the report of the Committee 
on Naval Affairs. That opinion is dated May 
11, 1859. 

Mr. PHELPS. Ihave yielded merely to an in- 
quir ey the gentleman, but not for an argument. 

r. SICKLES. I would have concluded by 
this time, if the gentleman had not interrupted me. 
I was about to state that the Attorney General, 
in this same communication, distinctly aflirmed 
the existence of a roadway grant, instead of deny- 
ing it. He said that, in March previous, he was 
of opinion that there was none; but that subsc- 
quently he had revised his opinion upon addi- 
tional evidence. He now says: 

“Upon a reéxamination of this title, in the light of new 
evidence which accompanies your last letter, I think that 
the first six objections, formerly existing, may now be con- 
sidered as disposed of.” 

The sixth objection of the Attorney General, 
stated in his previous letter of March 14, and re- | 
ferred to now, is the one relied upon to show that | 
no grant for a roadway across the Isthmus had 
been granted. Therefore, I say that this letter of 
the Attorney General proves that there is a grant. 

Mr. PHELPS. The gentleman has not read 
his document well. The sixth objection of the 
Attorney General was stated, as follows: 

“No copy of the constitution was produced, nor any 
other authority shown to the provincial legisiature of Chi- 
riqui, either lo authorize a denouncement of the mining 
rights, to concede the Hand, or grant the privilege of a road- 
way across the Isthmus.” 

And he concludes his answer by saying— 

“Tt must also be remembered that this grant of a road- 
aay does not include any right to make a railroad? 

1 was considering the rights which the Chiriqui 
Improvement Company have under the grant of 
the province of Chiriqui. T have shown that it 
is only for the improvement of an old road, for 
the improvement of an old highway; and we also 
have the opinions of the Attorneys General of the 
two nations that it is no grant of a railway to A. 
W. Thompson by the province of Chiriqui. 

Now, do you obtain the right to transport sea- 
men, troops, and munitions of war across this 
wagon road? I say youdo not. The ordinance 
making the grant itself provides that no foreign 
troops or implements of war shall pass over the 
road without the permission of the general Gov- 
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ernment of the Republic. 
provement Company do notgrant—nor can. they 
grant, though itis embraced in their contract— 
the right to transport troops and implements of 
war across that toad. They have not the power 
to make any such contract. 

Whatelse? If this contract should be con- 
firmed, the Government of the Urited States 


| would perhaps contend that it had secured some 


such right in this grant. Would not every one 
of you who may vote for this appropriation, and 
confirmation of this contract, contend. that this 
Government have the right to use that road for 
the transportation of troops? I desire to read the 
eighteenth article of the ordinance of the province 
of Chiriqui, making a grant of certain privileges 
to Thompson. It says: 

t ART, 18, A. W. Thompson is fully authorized to trans- 
fer the interests, properties, and privileges, &c., which by 
this grant he receives, to any person or persons, company 
or companies, with the sole condition that the road shail 
be improved, but in no case can he transfer it to any for- 
eign Government.” 

By a preceding article it is declared, any infrac- 
tion of the condition of the grant produces a rev- 
ocation of the privileges granted to Thompson. 

In no case can he transfer any right to any for- 
eign Government. Therefore, Í say that so much 
of this article as stipulates for the transportation 
of troops and munitions of war across that Isth- 
mus, from the Chiriqui lagoon to the Pacific ocean, 
over the roadway which the Chiriqui Improve- 
ment Company claim, is withont any value to 
this Government. The transfer of such a right 
to our Government works a forfeiture of the whole 
grant. And is this a desirable grant for the Gov- 
ernment to: possess—a grant which, the moment 
we take it into our possession, the moment we 


„contract to obtain it, crumbles into pieces and is 


good for nothing? 

Furthermore, there is a supplemental contract 
added by the Secretary of the Navy, since the ad- 
journment of the last session of Congress, which 
has not been published. IĮ will read it, Itis as 
follows: 

«Jt having been agreed during the last session of Con- 
gress that the time limited by this contract, within which 
Congress should approve it and make the necessary appro- 
priations therefor, should be extended to the end of the next 
session, itisnow, in fulfillment thereof, agreed and indorsed 
on both parts of the original contract, that such extension 
shall take place, and the time is hereby extended accord- 
ingly. Andit is further agreed, that the United States shali 
have the fuli benefit, for tbe purposes of this contract, of 
any grant or contract which the said Ambrose W, ‘Thomp- 
son, or the said Chiriqui Improvement Company, has ob- 
tained, or shall obtain, from the Government of Costa Rica, 
for a railroad between the Gulf of Golfito Dolee and the 
Chiriqui Lagoon, or any part of the way between those 
places, or between any other points on the Atlantic and 


Pacific. 
L. S.J « AMBROSE W. THOMPSON, 
« For himself and the Chirigui Improvement Company. 
[L s] “ISAAC TOUCEY, 
N, “ Secretary of the Navy. 
«In presence of CuaryagW. WELCH. 
c August 4, 1850.7? 
This grant for a railroad is entirely within the 
jurisdiction of Costa Rica. Its southern terminus 


is west of the line dividing the Governments of 
New Granada and Costa Rica. Its northern ter- 


minus shall be on that dividing line. This road is į 


one which will not have its terminus at the Chi- 
rigui lagoon, but to the northwest of it. ; 

In order to render this grant of Costa Rica 
valid, the parties were required to deposit the sum 
of $100,000 with that Government within six 
That con- 
tract is dated the 24th of July, 1860; and there is 
no evidence here that that $100,000 has been yet 
deposited. 
works a forfeiture of that grant. 

But there is another forfeiture. 
the grant are: 

“Ant. 14. The grantees shall not at any time be per- 


mitted to disembark or transport, nor consent to the trans- 
portation or disembarkation, at any time whatsoever, across 
the railroad, of troops, arms, munitions of war belonging 
to any foreign Government, or to individuals or private so- 
cieties, (companies. ] 

“fhe Republic of Costa Rica only shall possess this right. 

«The infraction of this article by the grantees, their 
agents, or those charged with the direction and administra- 


The terms of 


Then the Chiriqui Im- 


If it has not been, then that neglect | 
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tion of the enterprise, shall forthwith work ‘as 4 complète: 
nullity and forfeiture ofthe present contract inalland every 
one of its parts, and the confiscation not only of such arms 
and munitions of war, but also of the railroad and.all its 
works and fixtures,” ‘ "ig MEN 

Again: the eighteenth article provides. that— 

«The grantees at no time shall be at liberty; under pen- 
alty of forfeiting all the privileges of-this contract, to trans- 
fer or to cede to any foreigu Government the grant of con- 
cessions and privileges made to them by virtue of the pres- 
ent contract,” 

I have now shown you, so far as the right of 
transit is concerned, and so. far as the power of 
those grantees to convey to the United States the 
right to transport troops and munitions of war, 
either across their railway or their wagon road, 
is concerned, that such an act works a forfeiture 
of the grant made to them by the Government of 
Costa Rica and the province of Chiriqui. 

The next subject-matter of the contract is five 
thousand acres of land on each side of the proy- 
ince of Chiriqui for coal depots and naval stations, 
to be selected by this Government within twelve 
months after the date of the contract, and with the 
obligation upon the part of the grantor to vestin the 
Government of the United States a good and suffi- 
cient title. Task you whether the law of the Goy- 
ernment of New Granada authorizes any foreign 
Power to obtain a title to any real estate within 
their territory? Certainly not. The right has been 
given, by treaty of 1846, to citizens of the United 
States, to acquire a title to real estate in that coun- 
try; but no such right has been given to the Gov- 
ernment of the United States. And Ilay it down 
as a general principle of international law, that no 
country whatever can acquire title to real estate 
in any foreign nation, except by the consent of 
that Government expressly given. This doctrine 
does not admit of argument. E 

But it is said we have the right to dig coal on 
the lands of the Chiriqui Improvement Company, 
by paying a tax of one dime per ton to the Gov- 
ernment of Chiriqui. Is this privilege worth 
$300,000? Is this great Government to be en- 
gaged in the business of mining? If this. coal be of 
good quality, and is found in abundance in the 
province of Chiriqui—if it be such coal as itis 


| represented to be by those who have examined it 


—let the owners of the grant work the mines 
themselves; and whatever coal may be needed by 
the Government for its vessels will be readily 
bought from them at the place where they find it. 
In addition to this, the commercial steam marine 
of the United States, employed in navigating the 
Gulf of Mexico or the Caribbean Sea, would re- 


| sort to that point for fuel, if the coal was found to 


be of good quality and suited to thé. purpose of 
steamships. Lam unwilling, Mr. Chairman, that 
the Government of the United States should: eñ- 
gage in the mining business in a foreign country. 


| lam unwilling thatit should own real estate in a 


province of the Government of New Granada. 
e desire peace and quiet with all nations, and 
particularly with the Spanish American States. 
The transit now used in the transporting our 
mails, and by travelers going to and from our 
possessions on the Pacific, lies within the juris- 
diction of the Government of New Granada; and 
thus far, with one exception, everything has been 

eaceful and quiet. I desire, therefore, that noth- 
ing shall be done by the Government which could 
in the least disturb the friendly relations that 
exist between the two Governments. 

No grant has been made by the Government of 
New Granada to the Government of the United 
States by which we can hold any rights whatever 
within the province of Chiriqui, or in any other 
portion of New Granada. I am unwilling, I re- 
peat, that the Government of the United States 
should engage in the business of mining. “With 
jast as much propriety might some person sell to 
the Secretary of the Navy a valuable farm adapted 
for the culture of wheat, for the purpose of rais- 
ing the wheat out of which shall be made the 
bread for the support of the seamen and marincs. 
The Government of the United States did, many 
years ago, hold an interest in mining lands in 
the western country. - They did carry on 8 part- 
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nership in-the business of mining, and found it 
very unprofitable.. Suppose the Government paid 
$300,000 for this grant——for this privilege of dig- 
ging coal and paying a dime tax to the Chiriqui 
Government: consider what expenses must bein- 
curred... We must erect buildings for our super- 
intendent and employés; we must build piers and 
wharves; we must put up shelters for the protec- 
tion of the coal. These men must. be employed 
at the expense of the Government-of the Umited 
States the entire year, while their labor will be 
required only for aporton of the year. 

say, then, that if these minesare valuable, the 
grantees themselves may-go and work them, and 
jiave the coal ready for vessels of the Navy of the 
United States, and the Government will be ready 
to bay. it. . Lam for economy. 

T do not believe in the propriety of this expend- 
iture of money, or in this attempt to establish a 
colony or dependency of the Government of the 
United States in the province of Chiriqui. I be- 
Heve it is improper for the Government to pursue 
that coarse. Hence it is that I am opposed to the 
ratifiention of this contract, and have. been op- 
posed to it from the time I understood its nature 
and its terms. If these men have a grant fora 
roadway, let them improve it. They have a grant 
for a roadway under the New Granadian Gov- 
ernment, but not for a railroad. They have a 
grant for a railroad from the Costa Rica Govern- 
ment; but, by the very terms of the contract, the 
fact of transferring the right to the Government 
of the United States works a forfeiture of the 
grant. In attempting to transfer their privileges 
to this Government they violate the terms of the 
contract, and work a forfeiture of it. The Gov- 
ernment wilt, therefore, obtain no rights under it; 
and the money which it may pay for the privi- 
leges will be thrown away. 

T have submitted these views, Mr. Chairman, 
being my reasons, in part, for opposing this 
amendment of the Senate. I might offer farther 
remarks on the subject; but it seems to me that 
if the positions which E have taken, and which 
are fortified by the testimony I have cited, are 
correct, then this Government, if it should pay 
$300,000 for the grant, will have really purchased 
nothing. 

Mr. CORWIN. The gentleman from Massa- 
chusetts [Mr. Anans] obtained the floor last even- 
ing, I believe, on the special order of the day. 
For many reasons, it is very desirable that he 
should Kave the opportunity of addressing the 
House to-day. I therefore hope the committee 
will indulge me in makinga motion that the com- 
mittee shall. now rise, and that the House shall 
proceed to the consideration of that special order, 


After the gentleman shall have made his speech, | 


the House can again resolve itself into the Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union, 
an resume the consideration of the deficiency 
ill. 
Mr. SHERMAN. Ihave certainly no objec- 
tion to the motion that the committee rise, if it be 
understood that, after the gentleman from Mas- 


sachusetts shall have concluded his specch, the | 


Flouse will again go into the Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union, and dispose of 
the deficiency bill. It is very important, indeed, 
that the bill should be disposed of to-day. 

Mr. VALLANDIGILAM. I desire to ask my 
colleague [Mr. Corwin] at what time he proposes 
to demang the previous question on this special 
order? 


Mr. CORWIN. Not until some day next | 


week. . 

Mr. SICKLES. The gentleman from Ohio 
yields to me for the purpose of making a motion 
that the committee rise, so that 1 may have the 
floor when the committce shall resume the con- 
sideration of the deficiency bill. I therefore sub- 
mit that motion. 

The motion was agreed to. 

So the committee rose; and the Speaker having 
resumed the chair, Mr. Burner reported that the 
Commnittee of the Whole on the state of the Union 
had had under consideration the special order, 
being the Senate amendments toa bill (HL. R. No. 
866) to supply deficiencies in the appropriations 
for the fiscal year ending June.30, 1861, and had 
come to no conclusion thereon. 


STATE OF THE UNION. 
The House then proceeded to the consideration 


| advantages. 


of the special. order, being the report of the com- 
mittee of thirty-three on the state of the Union; 
on which Mr. Apams, of Massachusetts, was 
entitled to the floor. 

Mr. ADAMS, of Massachusetts, addressed the 
House for over an hour. [His speech will be 
published in the Appendix.] 

Mr. SHERMAN. I now submit the motion 
that the special order be postponed, and that the 
House resolve itself into the Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. Iriset8 apointoforder. 
According to the Journal of the House, E was en- 
titled to the floor last evening when the House ad- 
journed. My great respect for the gentleman from 

assachusetts, [Mr. Apams,] who desired to 
speak this morning, induced me to give way to 
him to speak first, but with the understanding that 
I should have the floor at the conclusion of his 
speech. I was on the floor at the conclusion of 
his hour, and addresscd the Chair first. Ido not 
understand how it is that a committee should rise 
for the purpose of letting one gentleman speak, 
and then go into committee again for the purpose 
of preventing another gentleman from speaking 
who is entitled to the floor. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is informed that 
the committee rose for the purpose of hearing one 
address, with the fiduciary understanding that the 
House should again go into committee. That 
being so, the Chair feels bound. to carry out the 
faith of the TTouse. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I desire further to say, that 
nothing was further from my intention than to 
cut off my friend from Illinois. I did not know 
that he had the floor; but on the appeal of my 
colleague, (Mr. Corwin,] 1, asa matter of course, 
yielded it. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair mast carry out 
the faith of the House. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. If that be the case, of 
course I submit 

The question was taken on the motion of Mr. 
Suerman; and it was agreed to. 

So the rules were suspended; and the House 
resolved itself into the Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union, (Mr. Berxerr in the 
chair,) and resumed the consideration of the 


DEFICIENCY BILL. 


The pending question being on the amendment 
offered by Mr. Morse to the amendment of the 
Senate relative to the Chiriqui grant; upon which 
Mr. Sickirs was entitled to the floor, 

Mr. SICKLES. Mr. Chairman, I desire to 
follow the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. Purrrs] 
in reply to his legal argument; and it will be im- 
possible to do so, unless order can be restored. 

[After some minutes’ delay, in which the Chair- 
man succeeded in part in restoring order in the 
Hall, Mr. Srexxes proceeded.} 

Mr. Chairman, I hope I shall not be misunder- 
stood in deferring my remarks until order was 
restored; for although I do not presume to com- 
mand the attention of all gentlemen, it is only 
reasonable to ask for that decoyum which will en- 
able those who are interestedfn the discussion, to 
hear my argument. 

I propose to follow the¥gentleman from Mis- 
souri somewhat closely in the line of argument 
that he pursued, and to present some considera- 
tions to the committee which I think will furnish 
an answer to his objections. The gentleman from 
Missouri set out with an expression of surprise 
at the amendment offered by the chairman of the 
Committee on Naval Affairs. For myself, I can 
see no reason for that surprise, unless it be in the 
fact that that amendment disposed of nearly all 
the arguments so elaborately presented by the 
gentleman from Missouri against this appropri- 
ation, Mr. Chairman, itis important, in looking 
at a measure of this magnitude, to understand the 
advantages which are to be gained, and to look 
somewhat into the history of the scheme. 

We all know that it has been a leading idea in 
the policy of this country for the Jast ten years 
to obtain better facilities of communication with 


| our Pacific possessions. We know it has been a 


prominent feature in the policy of England and 
France to supplant us in the competition for these 
‘oth of these countries have endeav- 
ored, by negotiations, conventions, and treaties, 
as well as by means of grants made to individ- 
uals, ostensibly acting for themselves, but really 


with the sanction and aid of their Governments, 
to obtain from the States of Central America 
the control of commerce and travel across the 
Isthmus which separates the Atlantic and Pacific 
ocean. So far, they have failed; and the failure 
is attributable to the vigilance and address with 
which the Government of the United States, 
through the administrations of Mr. Fillmore, Mr. 
Pierce, and’ Mr. Buchanan, and most especially 
the latter, have guarded this conspicuous and in- 
estimable national interest. 

The only route now open for trade and travel 
across the Isthmus is the Panama railroad, and 
the great questions now presented to this House 
are, whether that powerful corporation shall have 
the entire monopoly of the railroad transit across 
the Isthmus, and whether by the relinquishmentof 
the opportunity now in our grasp, of acquiring an 
auxiliary route, we willenable England or Francey 
or both, to supersede us, and gain that which all 
the intrigues and resources of their diplomacy, 
employed for so many years, have failed to obtain 
for them. 

The official papers which have been laid on our 
tables, if reliable, prove incontrovertibly that the 
privileges granted by New Granada and Costa 
Rica to the Chiriqui Improvement Company, ang 
to Mr. Ambrose W. Thompson, are of vast im- 
portance to this country. If the coal is there as 
represented, its value is almost beyond computa- 
tion. If the harbors are there as represented, 
they are the best in that quarter of the world. The 
railroad* privilege, if it exists, is of primary im- 
portance to our commerce. 

Į shall not detain the House by reading pas- 
sages, which I might do without number, from 
the message of the President of the United States, 
communicated at this session, giving us the high- 
est official evidence which it is possible to have 
before us, that the representations upon which 
this conditional contract was made kave been 
more than justified by the official survey we di- 
rected to be made at the close of the last session. 
The commander of the expedition, Captain Engle, 
reports, in gencral terms, that all of the objects 
of the expedition were fulfilled; that they found 
the harbors to be spacious, convenient, and safe; 
that they found the coal deposits accessible and 
inexhaustible; ənd that they found a practicable 
route fora railroad. And this report is fortified 
in detail by the officers in charge of the particular 
branches of the expedition. The topographical 
survey, and the geological survey especially, far- 
nish abundant evidence confirming all the repre- 
sentations which the Government relied upon. 

Now, to pass to another point, let us glance at 
the history of this measure, beeause really it 
would seem to a stranger listening to our debates, 
from the address of the gentleman from Missouri, 
that this was a new proposition presented to the 
House of Representatives; that it was a new pro- 
ject just about to be initiated, without examina- 
tion as to title, and without investigation as to the 
value of the privileges to be acquired. And yet, 
I will show that no legislative measure, to which 
the sanction of this committee could be asked, 
has ever received more thorough investigation, or 
has stood severer tests of examination, than this 
measure against which the Committee of Ways 
and Means have now made theirreport. During 
the past year it received the careful considera- 
tion of the Committee on Naval Affairs, who 
reported in its favor. In the last session, you 
had in the coérdinate branch of Congress a large 
majority in favor of the measure, and you had in 
this House a vote which, if it meant anything, 
meant this: that this House, after considering the 
subject with all the information that could then 
be obtained, had determined that the contract 
ought to be confirmed; provided that the result of 
the examination upon the spot, conducted by per- 
sons in the service of the Government, should 
confirm the representations made by the parties. 

Sir, I ask if that examination has not estab- 
lished the truth of all those representations? Who 
will assert that the report of the commission is 
not clear, fall, and conclusive? I am entitled to 


| assume that this House has, by a decided vote, 


given its sanction to the appropriation upon the 
sole condition that the results of the expedition 
which we authorized, should prove satisfactory. 
They are satisfactory; and I insist that good faith 
upon the part of this Government requires that, 
after these parties have placed these privileges at 
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the service of their own Government, and have 
suspended all their proceedings so long, awaiting 
our action, we should confirm the contract, and 
make the appropriation. 
ment here, upon the obligation of our good faith 
already pledged; but, sir, I do not propose to stop 
here. I shall proceed to show that no valid ob- 
jection to the measure has been advanced by the 
Committee of Ways and Means; and I am con- 
fident, with all deference to the ability of gentle- 


men upon the other side, that no good reason can || 


be assigned against the appropriation. 

I should net omit to allude, with reference to 
the legislative indorsement of this measure, to 
what has already transpired in another place. 
The chairman of the Committee on Finance, [Mr. 
Hewrer,] with the approval of the committee, 
moved the adoption of the amendment which 
embraces this proposition. It was adopted by 
an overwhelming vote; and among the names 
recorded in the affirmative, gentlemen will find 
some of the most acute critics of our legislative 


proceedings; men before whom you cannot pass, 


a bad title, and whose sanction is never obtained 
toanappropriation thatiscxtravagant, unguarded , 
orunnecessary. The measure comes down to this 
House, therefore, commended not only by the 
coordinate branch of Congress, but by the action 
of this Flouse itself ona former occasion. 

In opposition to this array of legislative author- 
ity, in opposition to this accumulation of proof 
of the value of the large privileges to be secured 
to the Government, we have only and solely the 
disapproval of the Committee of Waysand Means. 
I accord, sir, to their recommendations uniformly 
the highest respect—all the deference which the 
opinions of the leading committee of the House 
deserve. Yet, I venture to say that, in this in- 
stance, their dissent, without any reasons ren- 
dered, is deprived of its usual importance by the 
weight of authority which is so overwhelming 
against the conclusion to which they have arrived. 

Mr. Chairman, it will facilitate the elucidation 
of the merits of this question if we look, with 
some method and precision, at the provisions of 


these several grants as they are presented to us | 


upon the record. First, there is a grant from 
Chiriqui and New Granada; it may be found set 
out upon page 62 of the documents accompany- 
ing the message of the President of the United 
States on this subject; itis authenticated by the 
New Granadian legation in this country. Ac- 
cording to General Herron, the minister accred- 
ited to us from New Granada, the grant to Mr. 


Thompson was for the improvement of the old 


provincial road from David to the Chiriqui La- 
goon; and the second, or Morell grant, was for 
certain coal lands, subsequently transferred to a 


company denominated the Chiriqui Improvement į 


Company. Those were the grants upon which 
the Navy Department made its conditional con- 
tract, Those were the grants upon which the 


votes of Congress, up to the end of the last ses- | 


sion, were predicated. There was subsequently 


—July 24, 1860—a contract entered into between | 


Costa Ricaand Mr. Thompson, through his agent, 
Mr. Meagher; this was made subsequent to the 


authority given by this Congress to send out the | 
surveying expedition, and, of course, long sub- | 


sequent te the conditional contract made with the 
Secretary of the Navy. 
Mr. PHELPS. No; you are wrong there. | 
Mr. SICKLES. The gentleman from Missouri 
thinks Tam mistaken. 1 refer him to the document 
on his table. The concession of railroad privileges 
from Costa Rica was made on the 24th of July, 
1860, (page 70;) and the grants to Thompson and 
to Morell, made by the New Granadian Govern- 
ment, were madeon the 20th February, 1854. This 
Government proposed to acquire, by the payment 
of $300,060 under the contract made by the Secre- 
tary of the Navy, certain valuable privileges cov- 
ered by the original grant made by New Granada. 
The Secretary of the Navy, in August last, by a 
further and supplemental contract, gained for the 
Government the right to use the railroad to be 
constructed under the special grant from Costa 
tica. The great object to be secured by the ori- 
ginal contract was a constant, convenient, and 
cheap supply of coal for. the home squadron. 
That was the principal object of the Government; 
and every man who knows anything of the ex- 
penses incurred by this Government 1n coaling 
our feet in the Caribbean Sea and upon the Pa- 


I might rest the argu- | 


| the Secretary of the Navy in stipulating for twice 


: to the people of this country, and especially to its 


| ation of a ton of coal forty-seven miles! Twenty- 


| parallel upon any other railroad in the world! 
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cife side, must perceive at once that the saving 
effected inthis single item would.have then justified 


the amount to be appropriated. Besides this, we 
secured twoexcellent and convenient stations for 
repairing and refitting our ships-of-war—one on 
the Atlantic and the other on the Pacific side. 
Undoubtedly, the Government did anticipate 
another and contingent advantage to be secured 


commerce, by means of this arrangement. The 
Government contemplated, no doubt, that, under 
the grant of New Granada, a railroad could and 
would be constructed, and thus we would aid, 
incidentally, in providing an additional transit 
route. The importance of securing an additional 
transit route, I hope, will be fully shown before 
this discussion is closed, by some gentleman who 
is competent to give the House the facts with ref- 
erence to the enormous charges made by the Pan- | 
ama Railroad Company. I assert, without risk 
of contradiction, that the charges for freights and 
passengers made by the Panama Railroad Com- 
pany, which now monopolizes the tradeand travel 
across the Isthmus, exceed the charges for simi- 
lar services imposed by any corporation in the 
world. 

The power and position of this gigantic corpor- 
ation give itabsolute control of the trade and travel 
which passes across the Isthmus. It charges nine 
dollars freight for every ton of coal which this 
Government sends to Panama for its squadron in 
the Pacific. Nine dollars a ton for the transport- 


five dollars for every passengcr that rides forty- 
seven miles on that road—a charge that has no 


And that charge does not include the very heavy 
exaction of ten cents a pound for all baggage over 
fifty pounds. The rate for express freightis 91 80 
per cubic foot, which, except the articles are 
costly, excceds the value of ordinary freights. 
There are many articles of commerce not worth 
$1 80 percubicfoot. The rates demanded by this | 
company would amount, under ordinary circum- | 
stances, almost to a prohibition; but no burden 
seems too heavy for the trade of California, and 
no prices too extravagant for Californians to pay. 
[am too familiar with the loud complaints against 
the excessive tariff of the Panama Railroad Com- 
pany, which I so often hear in New York from 
merchants and from travelers between the Atlantic 
and the Pacific States—I am too familiar with the 
solicitude which this Government has shown for į 
the last ten years in its diplomacy with reference 
to our communicationsacross the Isthmus—to be 
insensible to the importance of taking advantage 
of this occasion to secure a cheap, sate, healthy, 
and convenient route to the Pacific. 

But the gentleman from Missouri insists that 
the grant from New Granada does not confera 
railway privilege. I will meet him there. I think 
it does In support of my position, I cite first 
the opinion of the Attorney General of the United 
States which the gentleman from Missouri himselt 
cited in support of his assertion. 

Mr. BURCH. It is very important that the 
argumentof the gentleman from New York should 
be heard by the House, and such is the confusion 
in the Hall that, although I sit within twenty-five 
feet of him, I have not heard more than half he 
has said. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair again appeals 
to members to preserve order. He isinan embar- 
rassing position, not having the power ofa Speak- 
er to enforce his orders. 

Mr. VALLANDIGHAM. It is very evident 
that questions of practical legislation have no in- 
terest for the House at this time; and I hope, 
therefore, the gentleman from New York will 

ield to me to move that the House take a recess. 

The CHAIRMAN. Under the order of the 
House a recess will be taken at four o’clock, p. 
m., to seven o’clock, p. m. 

Mr. VALLANDIGHAM = The night session | 
is for general debate on the special order in the, 
House. 

The CHAIRMAN. Thatis true. 

Mr. VALLANDIGHAM. If there be no dis- | 
position in members to discharge the duties of | 
ordinary legislation, then we ought to rise now. | 

Mr. SICKLES. 1 will yield to the pleasure į 
of the House. | 

Mr. CRAIG, of Missouri I have sheard the | 


l 
| 


| call gentlemen by name. 


| Poeirs 


chairman of this committee call the House to: 
order ‘several times, and ‘yet the-confusion has 
continued. If it be not stopped, I hope: he will 
The CHAIRMAN.: The Chair must: leavecit 
to each gentleman’s sense of propriety. AH will 
admit that it becomes the dignity of our-delibern- 
tions that there should be order and decorum in 
the body. ne : 
Mr. SICKLES. T will proceed with my re- 
marks. Iwas directing my attention to thé point 
made by. the gentleman from Missouri, [Mr. 
| that the original grants from New Gra- 


nada and Chiriqui did not inelude the privilege of 


La railway across the Isthmus. It would be un- 


necessary for me to go into this branch of the 


| argument at all, except for an objection unjustly 
| urged against the subsequent railway grant from 


Costa Rica, obtained in July last. 

The contract with Costa Rica, it is admitted, 
provides for a railway; but the point has been 
suggested that, because the sum of $100,000 was 
to be paid to Costa Rica before its concession 
becomes absolute, therefore it is not safe to rely 
upon this. Before I conclude, L will prove that 
under both grants a railway transit is. given. 
Now, sir, to prove that a railway privilege is 
securcd by the original grant from New Granada, 
I refer to the very authority which was read by 
the gentleman from Missouri, the Attorney Gen- 
eral of the United States. In his opinion of May 
11, 1859, he says: : 

“ ATTORNEY GENERAL’S OFFICE, May 11, 1859. 

“Str: On the l4th of March last, T addressed to you a 
communication concerning the title which the Chiriqui Tm- 
provement Company had to the property in New Granada 
whieh they proposed to sell ta the United States Govern- 
ment. Jt was then my opinion that they had not shown a 
right to convey the property, for the folowing reasons.” 

The Attorney General then goes on to enumer- 
ate several reasons, none of which are material 


| to this argument. except the sixth, which is as 


follows: 

“ Sixth. No copy of the constitution was produced, nor 
any other authority shown, to the provincial legislature of 
Chiriqui, either to authorize a denouncement of the minin 
rights, to concede the land, or grant the privilege of aroa 
way across the Isthmus.” + = * “Upon a 
reexamination of this title, in the light of new evidence, 
which accompanies your Jast letter, Í think that the first 
six objections, formerly existing, may now be considerod as 
disposed. of.” 

Mr. STEVENS, of Pennsylvania. 
gentleman read that as “ railway?” 

Mr. SICKLES. I beg pardon.. The term em- 
ployed is “ roadway ;” and I intend to show that 
the term ‘ roadway,” as understood by the at- 
torney general of Chiriqui, is used in its broadest 
sense, and includes a railroad. 

Therefore, in this very communication, the 
Attorney General of the United States refutes the 
objection made by the gentleman from Missouri. 

Ar. PHELPS. Will the gentleman from New 
York read the last sentence of that opinion in 
connection with the remarks he is now making? 

Mr. SICKLES. I will read it in connection with 
the opinion of the attorney general of Chiriqui. 

-Mr. PHELPS. I would like to have it appear 
in this connection. 

Mr. SICKLES. I proceed to show that the 


Does the 


| highest law officer of the Government which made 


the grant, understands ‘‘roadway”’ to include a 
railroad: that is sufficient for us and all persons 
interested. i 

The opinion of the attorney general of Chiriqui 
is written ‘more rhetorically than is fashionable 
in the law opinions of this country; but it prob- 
ably accords with the style and taste of his peo- 
ple. F read from the opinion of the attorney gen- 
eral of the province of Chiriqui, delivered to the 
judges of the supreme court of Chiriqui, dated 
February 26, 1854, as I find it on page 6 of the 
pamphlet I hold in my hand. 1 do not propose 
to read the whole, but only that portion which is 
pertinent to the point I am making. He says: 

í I will further explain that, by the ordinance of the 20th 
February, 1854, copy of which I inclose, an exciusive priv- 
ilege for sixty years is granted to Ambrose W. Thompson, 
to IMPROVE in a solid manner, fit for the easy transit of 
wheeled vehicles, and to maintain in good condition, the 
provincial road which starts from this town and terminates 
in the Lagoon of Chiriquion the shores of the Atlantic.” 

He then proceeds, on page 7, to say: 

«There is no law existing, nor is it possible for one to 
exist in this country, forbidding the provinces to repair and 
improve their ways of communication in such manner as 
ihey may think proper. On the contrary, one of the first 
duties of the Government is to encourage their perfection 
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by all the means in its power. Can it be possible, then, to 
exclude this province from the rights which all others have 
and enjoy? Jt cannot be said that the contract with the Pan- 
ama railroad prevents it ; forthe exception in article seven 
is explicit, aud applies directly to the preservation and im- 
provement of the road. Thatarticle reads thus : ‘ it being 
nevertheless well understood that the privilege of which 
this article treats cannot and must notin any manner pre- 
vent the completion, preservation, and improvement. of 
roads whieh already exist, or which are actually being con- 
structed onthesaid Isthmus.’ And ifsuch exception had 
not been made, the executive power could not legally have 
approved.of that contract.” 

The attorney general (Señor Gallego) goes on 
to observe, (pages 8 and 9:) 

Tis well known that persons interested In the Panama 
railroad have circulated the idea that our roads may be 
improved, but without changing their nature, which is, in 
good Spanish, equivalent to saying that we must leave 
them, with buta slight difference, just as they existed be- 
fore. These are gratuitous and selt-projudiced interpreta- | 
tions. Article seven, to which they refer, does not impose 
any such restrictions; it uses the word tO IMPROVE in all 
its aunplitude; and therefore this province may, even if the 
Panama grant extends this far, improve its road of Bocas 
det Toros even to the extent Of MAKING A RAILROAD. [fit 
is not, then let it be proved that to improve one thing is 
notto make it better than it was. ‘Torprove, in its wide 
range of meaning, as it has been used, is to carry one thing 
to ifs highest degree of perfection. So that, if aroad more 
perfcet than a railroad should be invented for a way of com- 
munication, then such invention could undoubtedly be 
adopted by this province for its road.” 

I affirm, therefore, Mr. Chairman, upon the 
authority of the highest law officer of Chiriqui, 
who.is certainly competent to explain the mean- 
ing of terms used in the decrees of his own prov- 
ince, and expressed in his own language, that a 
full and perfect privilege to construct a railroad 
was covered by the original grant to the parties 
with whom we are dealing. 

Attorney General Black thought the word “road- 
way” did not include a railway privilege, and he 
so states in his letter, But his attention had not 
heen called to the cotemporancous and local ex- 
position of that word which I have read, and 
which would have been conclusive to his, as it 
must be to any, fair judgment. 

Mr, PHELPS. Will the gentleman permit me 
to read one section here? 

Mr. SICKLES. Certainly, if it is not too long. 

Mr. PHELPS. I will read two sections from 
the grant to the Panama company: 

“Arr l. The exclasive privilege of establishing a rail- 
road between the two oceans, across the isthmus of Pa- 
nama, is conceded to the company. styled ‘the Panama 
company? 

“Anr 4, During the ninety-nine years of exclusive priv- 
ilege thus conceded to the empresarios for the establishment 
of railroads from one ocean to the other, the Government 
ar the Republic engages neither itself to make, nor to grant 
to any other company whatever, under any title, the power 
to establish, another fron railroad or macadamized road, 
serving as means ofcommunication between the two oecans 
across the Isthmus of Panama ; neither shall the Govern- 
mentof the Republic undertake itself, nor grant to any other 
person or persons, the right to open a maritime canal across 
the Isthmus, connecting the two seas, during the period of 
the continuanee of the privilege granted to the company of 

mama, without the consent of that company.’ 


Mr. SICKLES. Jam glad the gentleman from | 
Missouri has called the attention of the [louse to 
these provisions of the Panama grant; for they 
do not in the least embarrass my argument, but, 
on the contrary, they go to prove that the effeet 
of a defeat of this measure will be to yield the 
Panama railroad the absolute monopoly which 
they claim. It is a sufficient auswer for me to 
make to the gentleman’s citation, to say that New 
Granada, the Government which made the grant 
to the Panama company, repudiates and repels 
his construction of their language. I prefer to 
take the construction of the Government of New 
Granada, as to the powers of the Panama com- 
pany, and as to the privileges granted to Mr. 
‘Thompson, rather than the views of any gentle- 
man upon this floor, no matter how high I may 
esteem his judgment. It will be proper, alsa, to 
observe. that the following passage in the same 
decree from which the gentleman reads, mate- 
rially modifies the sense of the extracts which he 
has read: : 

“tt being, nevertheless, well understood that the privi- 
lege of which the article treats cannot, and must not, in 
any manner prevent the completion, preservation, and im- 
provement of roads which already exist, or which are ac- 
tually being constructed, on the sald Isthmus.” 

I have already shown that the authorities of 
Chiriqui understood, by “improvement,” that |} 
they might not only build a railroad, butany other 
sort of road which should be invented. If farther 


Granada. But of this there can be no well 


he shows nothing. 


authority were needed, I would refer gentlemen |; 
te a eommunieation transmitted to us hy the Pros- li 
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ident from the envoy of New Granada, in this 
city, in which Mr. Herran ignores the exclusive 
pretensions of the Panama company. We are 
not to legislate in this. House in affirmance of a 
perpetual monopoly in the Panama Company; 
we may leave that corporation to settle its own 
uestions with the Government from which it 
derived its grant. Of course, it will be the duty 
of our Government to see that no illegal encroach- 
ment upon its property is permitted by New 
-founded 

apprehension. ; 

The argument of the gentleman from Missouri 
amounts to this: that, inasmuch as the Panama 
Company asserts an exclusive right of railway 
transit over the Isthmus of Panama, therefore 
neither New Granada nor Costa Rica can grant, 
and no citizen of the United States can aequire, 
the privileges conceded to Thompson & Morell. 
To this extreme proposition I will only say, that if 
New Granada, Costa Rica, and the United States 
concur in a limitation upon the power of the Pan- 
ama Railroad Company, it will be effectual. 

In the next instance, the gentleman from Mis- 
souri objects that we are to acquire the use of har- 
bors in `a foreign nation, Perhaps I ought to 
divide the gentleman’s argument into two general 


divisions. He enumerated some ten objections to | 


this appropriation. Five or six of them prove, 
if they prove anything, that we get too much for 
our money; and the rest of the objections prove, 
if they prove anything, that we get nothing for 
our money. At one moment he argues that we 
ought not to take this grant, because it gives us 
resourcesand privileges and rights which we ought 
not to enjoy in a foreign country. And then, not 
perceiving his inconsistency, he denounces the 
appropriation because we are to get nothing for 
the $300,000. I might say that one half of his 
objections answer the other half, We might 
strike an average and say the result is, that we 
made a very good bargain. 

I submit to the committee that we do not, by 
the arrangement we propose to make with these 
parties, acquire territorial jurisdiction over the 
harbors, or over the lands. We would not exer- 
cise any powers of Government over the Terri- 
tory; and if the gentleman’s argument does not 
amount to that, itamounts to nothing, It would 
appear to be his view, that our laws are to be ex- 
tended over a portion of Chiriqui. There is no 
foundation for this suggestion. We simply ac- 
quire the right to such occupation as may be ne- 
cessary for repairing our vessels, for coaling them 
in the harbors, and for getting coal from the land— 
ceded absolutely to the individuals through whom 
we obtain these privileges. We become sub- 
tenants to the grantees. hen the railroad shall 
be constructed by private parties, we will have 
the right also, to avail ourselves of it for the pur- 
poses of transportation. 

No territorial jurisdiction was ceded tothe Chir- 
iqui company. No territorial jurisdiction was 
ceded to Thompson; and, as the rights of the Gov- 


| ernment of the United States will be, of course, | 


subordinate to those of its grantors, we can have 
no territorial jurisdiction; thus disposing at once 


of all that branch of the gentleman’s argument | 
which deprecates the Government of the United ; 


States taking possession of harbors in Central 
America—taking possession of territory and as- 


serting the power of the Government there. There | 


is no basis whatever for it. 


The gentleman from Missouri reminds us that į 


the Government would have no right to carry 
troops or munitions of war by this road. Now, 
sir, that criticism is true of the agreement made 
in July last, between Costa Rica and Mr. Thomp- 
son, which, as 1 have already stated, was not in 
existence when this contract was made between 
the Secretary of the Navy and Mr. Thompson. 
But, sir, it does not appear that we would not 
have the right to carry troops and munitions of 
war under the original grant from the Govern- 
ment of New Granada; and unless he shows that 
It is very true that it would 
not be proper for this Government—— 

Mr. STEVENS, of Pennsylvania. Will the 
gentleman from New York permit me to refer to 
only one clause? 


Mr. SICKLES. Certainly. 


Mr. STEVENS, of Pennsylvania. The sixth | 


section reads: 
“Ne ferelgn troop: or implements of war, helongin: 


LS) 


thereto, shall pass over the road without permission of the 
General Government of the Republic.” 

Mr. SICKLES. Precisely, sir. That is the 
very point Iam upon. I was about to say, that 
it would be necessary, at all times, for the Gov- 
ernment of the United States, whenever it pro- 
poses to carry troops or munitions of war through 
the territory of another Power, to ask permission 
to do so. i the absence of treaty stipulations, 
the comity of nations would not give us this right; 
and this Government would not attempt to exer- 
cise it, except in defcrence to the pleasure of Coste 
| Rica. 

Concede, then, that the Costa Rica grant pro- 
hibits the transportation of munitions of war and 
troops,and that New Granada makes her previous 
assent a condition, it, nevertheless, remains un- 
doubtedly true that neither of those Governments, 
while at peace with the United States, and while 
having friendly treaty relations with us, would 
ever refuse us permission to transport troops and 
munitions of war from our possessions on the 
Atlantic to our possessions on the Pacific. If we 
were at war with any of the States of Central 
America; if we were at war with any of their 
allies, they would withhold permission; but under 
no other circumstances would this act of comity 
be refused. 

I desire now to bring more conspicuously to the 
attention of the House the broad and ample rail- 
road grant made by the supplemental convention 
negotiated by Thomas Francis Meagher with 
Costa Rica. “It is full and complete inallits parts, 
! and attests the ability and address of the accom- 

plished gentleman who represented the grantees, 
'Thompson and his associates. By the further con- 
tractmadein August, 1860, Mr. Thompson and his 
associates enabled the United States to participate 
in all the benefits of his recent convention with 
Costa Rica, in addition tothe privileges previously 
secured by the United States, and for which the 
$300,000 now to beappropriated was the stipulated 
compensation. 

So, sir, for this appropriation we get the benefit 
of all these privileges. Ithas been suggested that 
the recent agreement of July, 1860, with Costa 
Rica, required the parties to pay $100,000 in six 
months; that this sum has not been paid, and that 
therefore the grant has become void. Now, if gen- 
tlemen will read the contract, which they will find 
among the documents sent in with the message— 
|, page 69, article twenty—they will see that the. 
i $100,009 is not payable until six months after the 
| approval of the contract by the Costa Rican Con- 
gress. The Congress of Costa Rica does not meet 
until May next. Therefore this sum, which isa 
mere deposit as security for the undertaking of 
the parties to build the road, will not be payable 
to the treasury of Costa Rica until the Ist of No- 
vember, 1861. 

The Congress of Costa Rica, by a decree which 
will be found on page 65 of Executive Document 
No. 41, express] y authorized “the executive power 
to conclude with Mr. Thomas Francis Meagher, 
agent and representative of Mr. Ambrose W. 
Thompson, a citizen of the United States, a con- 
tract for the construction of a railroad between 
Boca del Toro and Golfo Dulce, conforming in 
every respect with the bases which, having been 
approved of, are annexed.” The only deviation 
from the specifications annexed to the decree by 
Congress was, that Congress provided fora de- 
posit of $50,000 as security, and the Executive of 
Costa Rica insisted uponastipulation for $100,000 
as bail for the undertaking. I: is not likely the 
Congress of Costa Rica will hesitate to approve 
the form of the contract on account of this addi- 
| tional guarantee. Itis urged that the grantwcs 
are notauthorized to cede their privileges toa for- 
eign Government. The Government does not 
propose to acquire the railroad grant. The Gov- 
ernment does not propose to build the railroad. 
The Government docs not propose to acquire any 
privileges, except as incidental to the rights of the 
individual grantees; and to enjoy them, subject to 
all the provisions and stipulations contained in 
the contract, and subordinate to the justauthority 
of Costa Rica, just as any individual might do. 

It was insisted by the gentleman from Mis- 
souri, that we have no right to acquire any such 
privileges even as tenants. In that, Í think, the 
gentleman is entirely mistaken, with reference to 
the history and practice of this Government. We 
| havea coal station en the Mediterranean; we have 


s; 


| 
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a coal station in China. Why should we not 
have one in the Caribbean sea or on the Gulf of 
Mexico? The gentleman says that we do not 
own these. Does he mean that we do not own 
them in fee-simple? It docs not matter; concede 
that we are only tenants. That is just the priv- 
ilege we will now acquire in Chiriqui. We will 
be tenants in possession for sixty years, 

{Here the hammer Pua 

Mr. POTTLE obtained the floor. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Will my friend from New 
York give way for a motion that the committee 
rise? 

Mr. PHELPS. I desire, with the permission 
of the gentleman from New York, to make this 
remark, We own no naval station either on the 
Mediterranean or in China. If we have coal stored 
there, we have it kept just as we have other naval 
stores kept. But the Government has no owner- 
ship whatever over these stations. 

Mr. SICKLES, Itnow wants about five min- 
utes to four o’clock, when the House will take a 
recess. Task my colleague to give way to me for 
those five minutes, 

Mr. POTTLE. Certainly. 

Mr. STEVENS, of Pennsylvania. : Will the 
gentleman allow me to present a proposition, 
which I desire to offer as an amendment to the 
amendment? 

The CHAIRMAN. 
now. 

Mr. SICKLES. The gentleman from Missouri 
persists in hig objection that we have no business | 
to acquire any rights, either as owners of prop- | 
erty oras tenants, outside of our jurisdiction, and 
he cites international Jaw for that proposition. 

Why, sir, international law does not establish | 
any such thing. He says that we have notshown 
any law of New Granada which authorizes the 
United States to acquire any rights of property 
there. Mr. Chairman, the affirmative is on him; ! 
it is for him to produce some law of New Gran- 
ada which prohibits a foreign Government from 
becoming the owner or the tenant of. property 
withinits jurisdiction. The Governmentof Russia | 
owns real estate in London, Paris, Madrid, and 
Vienna. The Government of England owns real 
estate in half the countries of the world—where 
ever ithasdiplomaticrelations. The United States 
has owned property in France and in other parts | 
of the world. 
Paris, occupied, with the legation, a-house which | 
was the property of the United States. If New 
Granada and Costa Rica have no Jaw prohibiting | 
it, the Government of the United States can buy 
just so much land in New Granada or Costa Rica 
as we may need, | 

The Government of the United States would, | 
perhaps, hold this property by the same tenure as į 
the Government of Great Britain holds similar | 
possessions in Honduras—as a mere usufruct to 
cutlog-wood. We will not claim territorial or civi 


It would not be in order 


Mr. Monroe, when minister to |: 


jurisdiction over it; we acquire only the right of į 
use and occupation in the harbors and coal mines, 
and the right of transit for eur mails, &c., over 
the railroad when constructed. 

Mr. Chairman, I shall conclude with one or 
two general considerations. The gentleman from 
Missouri appealed to the House on the score of | 
economy. Sir, I venture to say that no measure 
has ever been presented in the history of this Gov- 
ernment, involving the expenditure of $300,000, 
for which privileges of equal value to the Gov- 
ernment, or of more importance to its citizens, 
were to be secured. If this contract be not ful- 
filled by the Government, there are capitalists in 
New York who will give double the sum for the 
same privileges. England stands ready, withou 
doubt, to seize the opportunity which we may 
lose. It would be worth millions to Great Brit- 
ain. -The great advantage which these parties | 
will secure by blending their interests with the | 
Government of the United States in the manner 
now contemplated is, that their railroad and 
harbor and coal mines will have the protection | 
which this country will always extend to its eiti- 
zens legitimately employed in the vast American | 
commerce now rapidly concentrating on the Isth- 
mus which divides two great oceans, and connects 
the continents of North and South America. 

Mr. POTTLE resumed the floor, but yielded | 
to Mr. Scorr, who moved that the Committee 
rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 
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‘and had come to no resolution thereon. : 


| or of the benches. 


| sympathy. 


| possession of the floor. Ihave no objection to 


So the committee rose; and the Speaker having 
resumed the chair, Mr. Burwerr reported that 
the Committce of the Whole on the state of the 
Union had, according to order, had the Union 
generally under consideration, and particularly a 
bill (H. R. 866) to supply deficiencies in the ap- 
propriations for the year ending June 30, 1861, 


Mr. BURNETT moved that the House take 
recess until seven o’clock. 

The motion was agreed to; and thereupon the 
House (at four o’clock) took a recess until seven 
o’clock, p. m, 


EVENING SESSION. 


The House reassembled at seven o’clock, p. m. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore, (Mr. Burnert in 
the chair) stated the businessin order to be the re- 
port of the committee of thirty-three, on which 
the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Farnsworry] 
was entitled to the floor. 


ILLINOIS SALINE LANDS. 

Mr. LOGAN. I wish to ask my colleague 
from Illinois to yield to me for a few moments, 
for the purpose of asking a favor of the House, 
It is this: [have a billin my 
possession which is very important to a portion 
of my constituents, and one to which, Iam sure, 
no gentleman would object. I desire to ask the 
permission of the House to postpone the special 
order until I can present this bill and have it acted 
on. I see the gentleman from—somewhere— 
shakes his head. I will explain what the bill is, 
and then, if there is objection, I will not press it, 
I have no idea that I can get the floor when the 
Tlouse is full; and therefore it is that I have 
sought it now. 

A certain portion of the saline lands in Jackson 
county, Hlinois, were reserved for the State, at 
the time of the admission of Illinois into the 
Union. In 1841, I believe it was, the Congress 
of the United States passed an act authorizing 
the Legislature of that State to dispose of these 
lands. They did so. The lands were sold, and 
purchased by individuals. By an examination 
of the records at Springfield, it is shown that 
the reservation was made, and that the State 
made her selection of saline lands, amounting to 
eighteen hundred acres in that county. But the 
records have been destroyed, so that there is no 
connection of title. They now only ask that 
Congress will confirm the title of these individ- 
uals to the lands they have purchased of the State, 
under an act of the Legislature passed in pursu- | 
ance of an act of Congress. I have here im my 
desk the act of the Legislature, the act of Con- 
gress, and the ordinance referring to the subject. 
‘There is nothing wrong in it whatever. It is an 
act simply for doing justice to these individuals. 
I have consulted the Commissioner of the Gen- 
eral Land Office and asked his view in reference 
to it, and he recommended this mode of confirm- 
ing the title of these persons. I now ask leave 
to introduce this bill, if there be no objection. 

Mr. LEACH, of Michigan. I object to any 
business being done. 

Mr. LOGAN. I-would like to know what ob- 
jection the gentleman has to the bill. 

Mr. LEACH, of Michigan. It was the under- | 
standing, when the House took a recess, that there 
was to be no business done. 

Mr. JUNKIN. It was the agreement simply 
that no vote was to be taken. 


Mr. McCLERNAND., It may be done by gen- | 


solely for the purpose.of debate—that no business 
was to be done. ee sere stad pila tke 

Mr. LOGAN. I, of course, would.not violate 
any agreement; but I should like. to, know by 
whom the agreement was made? J. understand 
that the House did not adjourn this mornings it 
| only took a recess. It is now in session; and, no 
understanding can. prevent. business from being 
done by general consent. i a 
| The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will 

state that it is very frequently the case that the 
House takes a recess. for the purposes of. debate | 
only. The Chair understands that when.thegen- 
tleman from Ohio [Mr. Suzrman] moved that the 
House might take a recess, he stated that it-was 
for the purpose of debate only, and the motion 
| was so entered on the Journal. The present.oc- 
cupant of the chair was not- present when the 
motion was made; but, understanding such to 
have been the fact, he would not be disposed, un- 
less a quorum was present, to permit business to 
be done. Pom 

Mr, LOGAN. Then I will not insist on.the 
introduction of that bill. I had-hoped, I confess, 
that my request would not have been objecte 
except from captiousness; but on the contrary, 
that it would have been instantly granted. It is 
a proper bill, and it initiates legislation that ought 
to be made by this Congress. z 

The House was addressed by Messrs. FARNS- 
WORTH and AVERY on the state ofthe Union. 
(ener speeches will be published in the Appen- 

ix.] 

Mr. NIBLACK. Mr. Speaker, the powers 
and duties of this Government, in relation to the 
Territories of the United States, has been, for 
several years past, the overshadowing question 
| in national politics. It has been the central idea 
upon which old political parties have been reor- 
| ganized, and around which new ones have been 
formed. With the discussions upon it, the whole 
subject of African slavery on this continent has 
become involved. Divisions and differences in 
relation to it afford the occasion, if they are not 
the cause, of the unhappy condition of things 
now existing in the country. 

In the few remarks I have to offer, I shall feel 
myself obliged, however reluctant I may be, and 
however familiar to the public mind the whole 
subject may be, to refer, as preliminary to some 
! conclusions at which I desire to arrive, to a few 


| of the salient points in the history of this terri- 
|; torial question. 
| 


| The proper organization and government of 
| these Territories has been a source of trouble and 
! embarrassment to the Federal Government from 
i the first territorial acquisition to the present day. 
The eminent men who framed the Constitution of 
the United States, and who, with such prophetic 
wisdom, provided so well for most of the contin- 
gencies which have arisen, seem never to have 
| realized the importance which this subject was 
| destined to assume, apd hence omitted to make 
such specific eile for the acquisition and 
government of new districts of country as expe- 
rience has since shown to be highly desirable. 

As to the constitutional powers of this Govern- 
i ment, in these respects, we have had to rely 
| mainly upon inferences from the grant of other 
| powers more clearly defined. 

The first idea seemed rather to be to hold and 
govern the Territories as provinces, Congress to 
| enact all laws necessary for this purpose. The 
next proposition was to organize them as incipient 


eral consent without taken any vote. 
Mr. LEACH, of Michigan. I sympathize very | 
much with the gentleman. i 
Mr. LOGAN. | 


Mr. LEACH, of Michigan. Because I amin į 
very much the same situation with him. I have | 
been unable to get the floor; but I come here to- 
night, however, and find myself almost in entire 


the introduction of the gentleman’s bill; but I 
shall certainly object to his putting it on its pas- 
sage; because it would be a violation of what I 
understand to have been the agreement of the 
House. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The presentoc- 


cupantof the chair would not feel himself author- i| i t ence, 
ii furnish precedents of binding authority, if found 


jzed to receive any bill under the arrangement 
which he understands was made this morning m ; 
the House, that the evening session was to be: 


i 
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Ido not ask the gentleman’s jj 


and quasi-indepeadent States outside of the Union, 
to be admitted into the Confederacy as soon as 
| they were deemed to have a sufficient population. 
| This has been usually known as Mr. Jefferson’s 
plan; finally, however, the policy was adopted of 
organizing temporary or provisional governments 
for them, at the discretion, and to exist during 
| the pleasure, of Congress. This policy was in- 
augurated in the adoption of the ordinance.of 


ij 1787, and hasbeen continued, with varying amend- 


iments and modifications, to the present day. 


i| Under this system the Federal Government, as a 


| gencral proposition, appoints the executive. and 
| judicial officers of the Territories. These things 
| occurred, however, during the old Congress of the 
Confederation, and before the adoption of the Con- 
stitution of the United. States, and hence, do. not 


‘at all in conflict with any of the provisions or 


| principles of the existing Constitution. 
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Early in the history of this territorial system 
the question of slavery became one of some inter- 
est. Yielding, however, to the natural laws des- 
tined, to a great extent, to govern the question of 
slavery in this country at all times—that is, the 
laws of climate, of soil, and of production—almost | 
by common consent this institution was first dis- 
couraged, and its extension into the northwest- 
ern Territories prohibited; but it was encouraged 
and protected in its extension’ into the Territories 
on the southwest. Thus, in a friendly and fra- 
ternal spirit, means were provided by which both 
systems of labér in use under our Government 
had a nattral outlet. At that time, therefore, 
nothing more seemed to be demanded on either 
side, ‘Thus the policy ofdividing the common Ter- 
ritories of the United States between the two sys- 
tems of labor, seemed, though informally, to be 
tacitly acknowledged. 

When Missouri applied for admission, lying as 
she does on both sides of what was regarded as 
the natural boundary between the free and the slave 
States, though, in my judgment, clearly entitled 
to unconditional admission as a slave State, by 
@¢ terms of the Louisiana purchase, a determined 
and even furious opposition was made to her 
admission, because of her toleration of slavery. 
Then, for the first time, was the question of sla- 
very in the Territories presented in that angry and 
excited form which has since given us so much 
trouble and anxiety. 

After much angry feeling and discussion on both 
sides, as a preliminary measure, it was enacted 
by Congress, that, north of a certain line since 
known as the Missouri compromise line, slavery 
or involuntary servitude should thereafter be pro- 
hibited. With this, much of the opposition to 
the application of Missouri was withdrawn, and 
provisions were made by which she was admitted 
as one of the States of this Confederacy. These 
measures were acquiesced in; and thus again was 
the slavery question disposed of, by acting upon 
the idea of a division of territory between those 
whio desired to tolerate and those who desired to 
prohibit slavery. 

As one result of the Mexican war, we acquired 
a very large new district of country. As prelim- 
inary to this acquisition, it was proposed in Con- 
gress to forever exclude slavery from all territory 
to be thus acquired. If I read the history of the 
country correctly, this is the firsttime a proposi- 
tion was ever seriously urged to exclude slave- 
holders from all the “Territories of the United 
States. Those who now contend that such a pol- 
icy ‘is in accordance with the practices of the 
tahers of the Republic, certainly do not read his- 
tory impartially. That many of them entertained 
anti-slavery views, l readily grant; but they never 
wentso far as to attempt, either by constitutional 
provision or congressional enactment, to exclude 
slavery from all common Territories. As before 
remarked, theirs was rather a policy of division, 
and not of total prohibitien or exclusion. 

The proposition thus tõ exclude slavery from 
the proposed newly-acquired territory failed. 
After its acquisition, a proposition was brought 
forward to extend the Missouriline through this 
territory to the Pacific ocean. That also failed. 

In 1850, as a part of the compromise measures of | 
that year, and as one of the necessities of the 
times, a new policy in relation to slavery in the 
Territories was inaugurated. It was provided that 
the people interested should determine whether 
they would have slavery, or not, without the in- 
tervention of Congress; thusabandoning the older 
policy: of division. This plan seemed to be so 
much in accordance with the genius of our Gov- 
ernment, and of such easy and universal applica- 
tion to all Territories, wherever situated, that it 
was embraced by both of the leading political par- 
ties of the day. It but remained to repeal the act 
which established the Missouri line, to make this 
principle applicable to all then existing Territo- 
ries, and this was accordingly done in 1854. 

Notwithstanding the opposition which followed 
the reneal of the Missouri line, I, in common with 
thousands of other friends of that measure, never | 
doubted that the principle on which it was done |! 
would be again sanctioned by the people. Such H 
I believe to be the opinion of a majority of the | 
American people to-day on the abstract question 


alone. But other questions have now overshad- ; 
owed this one; and itis with the exigencies of the | 
hour thatthe practical statesman must deal. i 
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Bearing upon: this question of popular sover- 
eignty , as it 1s termed, in opposition to the theory 
of congressional sovereignty and of congressional 
interverition, the decision of the Supreme Court 
of the United States, in the Dred Scott case, has 
played an important part. Whatever differences 
of opinion may prevail, either among my polit, 
ical friends or my political opponents, in relation 
to this decision, it is due-to frankness to say 
that I was not taken by surprise by it; and that, 
from the first, I very cheerfully acquiesced in it. 
in the first place, I felt it my daty, as a good citi- 
zen, to yield obedience to the tribunal which pro- 
nounced this decision. In: the next place, the 
reasons assigned by a majority of the judges who 
concurred in it, were, to me, satisfactory as to the 
conclusions to which the court arrived. I have 
not time to review that decision now; but I will 
remark, in passing, that if it be conceded that the 
right of the master in the services of his slave 
be, under any State law, a vested property right, 
then, none but a sovereign power can divest this 
right. Jt follows, therefore, that to enable any 
legislative body to do this, the power must be 
conferred by some grant of the Constitution under 
which itisheld. Ifno such grant has been given, 
then the power docs not exist in the Legislature. 
This principle has been recognized, though in a 
different sort of case, by the supreme courtof my 
own State. I refer to the case of Beebe vs. the 
State, (6 Indiana Reports, p. 501.) How far the 
Territorial Legislature may, under its police and 
regulating powers, encourage or discourage any 
particular class of property without an unwar- 
ranted infringement of vested rights, I will not 
now stop to inquire. This I regard as still an 
unsettled question. 

Practically, sir, I do not regard the points in- 
volved in this decision of as much importance to 
any section as many seem to have done. After 
all that may be said and done, a majority of the 
people in each distinctand sovereign political com- 
munity ultimately settle for themselves the kind 
of domestic institutions under which they will 
live. But as a constitutional question, and as an 
exposition of the law of the case in this territorial 
question, I have, from the first, accepted this de- 


cision, and have only to regret that the country, į 


I 


generally, has not been willing to do so also. 
would much prefer, even now, as a common plat- 
form upon which all might stand, the conservative 
doctrines contained init. Other theories, how- 
ever, prevailed in the contest through which we 
have just passed. Though, by a minority vote, 

et under the forms of the Constitution, a Pres- 
ident has been elected on a platform denying to 
slaveholders any participation as such in the com- 
mon Territories, and insisting upon the power 
and duty of Congress to exclude slavery from all 
those Territories. This is in direct conflict with 
the decision to which I have referred, upon any 
construction placed upon it, and, in my opinion, 
offensively unjust to the people of the southern 
States. There isno denying the fact that this 


result, whether well founded or not, has filled the į 


southern mind with feelings of the deepest appre- 
hension, and has already produced a most dis- 
astrous effect in many of the southern States. 
For myself, sir, I deeply regret the course which 
several of the southern States have taken. As 
an abstract proposition, I do not concede the right 
of secession, in the sense in which itis claimed 
by the seceding States. $ can but regard their 
proceedings as revolutionary, and subversive of 
the Constitution; but itis of no use now to argue 
these abstract propositions. King George ill 
thought that our fathers had no right to secede 
from him; and technically, according to the theo- 
ries of his Government, they had not. But still, 
they did it. In spite of British bayonets they 
claimed to be the exclusive judges of the extent 
of their grievances, and of the mode of redress. 


Many of the southern States are evidently intend- | 
| Ing to act on the same theories. Their success 


is a question for the future to solve. 


When a revolution is successful, its heroes are ; 


voted patriots; when it fails, its leaders are de- 
dounced as rebels. 
ards, success Is everything. 

The seceding States are already out of the 
Union, so far as any action they can take can place 
them out. On their part, at least, secession and 
disunion are accomplished facts. The secession 
movement is still onward, and gathers strength as 


In this, as in all other haz- | 


it progresses. The great question of the time is: 
can anything be done to arrest the revolution 
now upon us? I believe, sir, that even yet it is 
in the power of the present Congress to initiate 
-such measures as will arrest the movement in all 
the States yet in the Union, and such as will, 
sooner or later, induce the return of those which 
have seceded. To do this, Í regard itas para- 
mount, however, that the public peace shail be 
preserved. Everything consistent with honor and 
patriotism should be done to prevent the shedding 
of fraternal blood. To this high consideration all 
minor questions, at least for the present, in my 
judgment, ought to remain subordinate. [tis the 
duty of the Chief Executive of the nation to take 
care that the laws be faithfully executed; and to 
this end it is clearly his duty to use all proper and 
reasonable efforts to enforce the laws and to pro- 
tect the property belonging to the United States. 
| The extent to which he shall use the physical 
force of the Government for these purposes, how- 
ever, I regard as dependent upon the peculiar cir- 
cumstances which shallattend each particular case 
as itmay arise. Each case of resistance calls for 
the exercise of a sound discretion on the part of 
the President or of Congress. As a general rule, 
as against cases of the attempted nullification of 
any particular statute, or as against mere masses 
of individuals, a mob, or an armed resistance in 
any given case, I am fora vigorous enforcement of 
the laws, solong as the Government has the power. 
The present condition of things, however, presents 
all these questions in an entire new aspect to the 
American people. Nothing has ever occurred 
which affords a fair precedent for the emergency 
now uponus. Itisnotacase ofnullification, mere- 
ly, as in 1882; nor is it a case of ordinary armed 
resistance to any particular law. We have now 
six States, confessedly sovercign in many things, 
claiming to have absolved themselves from ali 
political allegiance to the Federal Government, 
and to be now sovereign and independent in ali 
things. They have gone even further, and have 
organized governments de facto, independently of 
the other States. They are also in the act of 
organizing a new confederation of States, which 
other States may possibly soon join. 

I think it is Macauley who has said, ‘ When 
king or ruler confounds the deliberate revolution- 
ary uprising of a people with the irregular out- 
break of an irresponsible mob, he commits a fatal 
mistake.” There can be no question as to the 
wisdom of this suggestion. In these seceding 
States, all the officers necessary to the ordinary 
execution of the Federal laws have resigned. So 
far as the ordinary means go, sir, the executive 
and judicial branches of this Government are in 
a state of entire suspension in those States. Itis 
true, that these offices might be filled by persons 
appointed from:other States, and the officers thus 
appointed might repair to their posts of duty, 
supported by the Federal guns; but, in the pres- 
ent temper of the times, what good could come 
from such a proceeding? All must concede that 
war would be the result. Of a war thus inaugu- 
rated, the end is beyond mortal vision; but,as one 
result of it, all hope of a reunion, or a reconstruc- 

. tion of the Government, would, in all human prob- 
ability, be entirely destroyed. In such a war, the 
entire country would most surely become in- 
volved, sooner or later; and the waters of the 

|; ocean would not suffice to wash out the stains of 

the blood which would be shed during such a 

conflict. Many things have occurred which, upon 
the impulse of the moment, citizens, loyal to the 

Union, may feel inclined to resent; but, sir, shall 

we not pause before we strike, when it is our 
brother who offends? 

i! Ina matter upon which so much depends, the 
utmost exercise of forbearance on all sides is im- 
peratively demanded. Tf, however, in spite of all 

patriotic efforts, a collision must ensue, let us do 
nothing to precipitate it. Let us first see who are 
to be our enemies; let us not commence an indis- 
criminate slaughter of friendsand foes; let us first 
exhaust every effort at a peaceful settlement of 
the impending troubles. if, unfortunately, the 
time shall ever come when my allegiance to the 
existing Federal Government, or to any integral 
part of it, shall require me to take up arms in its 
defense against the seceding States, or against any 
|i portion of the southern people, I desire it to be 
i| understood in advance, that it will not be for the 
I! supremacy of the Chicago platform, or any other 
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mere political dogma, that I shall be found fight- 
ing. Higher and deeper and broader than this: 
must be the motive which shall induce me to draw 
the sword ina civil war. While a portion of our 
citizens of impartial minds and undoubted patriot- 
ism incline to the opinion that the prompt and 
vigorous use of force would soonest restore har- 
mony, I must say of many of those who are now 
most desirous for the commencement of hostili- 
ues, that it will bethe first war I ever knew them 
to be in favor of. When our gallant Army, but 
afew years since, was struggling against a for- 
eign foe, in a foreign and hostile jurisdiction, these 
mien were then decidedly for peace. For peace, 
sir,even to the extent of withholding the ordi- 
nary supplies for the support of that Army. What 
has produced this change? Can it be party pre- 
judice or sectional hatred? ‘Truly, I hope it is 
neither. If, in the end, an appeal must be made 
to the God of battles, will those who have so 
earnestly contended that there is ‘an irrepressible 
conflict? impelling us onward, who insist that 
there is some indefinable and hostile antagonism 
between the two sections,and who have so often 
asserted that before we can have peace, the power 
of the South must be broken in this Confederacy, 
step forward as volunteers in this war? Will they 
magnanimoasly say to those who have always 
counseled forbearance and peace: ‘Sirs, this con- 
flict is ours, and we will bear the brunt of it?” or 
will they not rather say that the Government || 
needs their services in a civil capacity, and that | 
the honest masses, who are in no way responsi- 
ble for the distressed condition of the country, 
must do the fighting? It was once jocosely, but | 
truly said, I think by that mythical personage, | 
Major Jack Downing, that many of those who so | 
vehemently proclaimed theirreadiness to shed their 
last drop of blood, are exceedingly careful about 
losing the first drop. A little delay in the present 
emergency may suffice to verify the truth of the 
assertion. 

Another very curious fact in this connection is, 
that very many of those now most belligerent to- | 
wards the seceding States have long: been noted | 
for their hostility to the admission ofany more 
slave States. Thus, it seems that a slate State 
cannot get into this Union, nor out of it, without 
a fury of indignation and of epithets from them. 
Why, sir, if they hate slavery halfas badly as thgy 
profess to, I should think they would be glad"to 
get rid of the States in which it exists on almost 
any terms. Can it be that itis only for power 
to govern the slave States that they have been | 
all the time struggling? 

But, sir, I will not pursue this branch of my 
remarks further. With the great mass of the | 
people of the State which I have the honor to 
represent in part, next, after the preservation of 
the rudest elements of liberty, is the maintenance 
of the American Union of States. Differing as 
we may as to the manner of accomplishing this 
result, Í presume there is little difference in agree 
ing that to effect this all reasonable efforts ought 
to be persistently made. 

Whether the southern States are entitled to 
them or not, a large portion of their people feel 
that they ought to have some additional guaran- 
tees. They assure us that, without them, they no 
longer feel secure. Concede, for the sake of the 
argument, that they are all in the wrong and need | 
no new guarantecs; yet, let us, as generous men, 
offer something which will afford to those who 
have left a decent pretext for their return to us. 
They only desire that we wili put in writing, in | 
some solemn and irrevocable form, that which we | 
have so frequently assured them in our speeches | 
and atthe hustings. They want the questions now 
so important to them, since they have perma- | 
nently become a minority section, placed beyond |; 
the contingencies of mere construction or infer- 
ence, but so written that he who runs may read. 

Sir, I believe it to be the interest of all sections 
that new guarantees be at once offered, and that 
some fair and honorable adjustment should be at 
once made. I feel satisfied that the northern States 
can offgrto the South such additional guarantees as 
will, in the end, satisfy the great mass of its peo 
ple, without changing in the least the form of our 
Government or the principles upon which it was | 
founded. The great question of the day is, shall 
we try the experiment? Most unhesitatingly I | 
answer, yes. J 

The next question is, how are these new guar- |i 


| them. Why not, also, call things by their proper 


| joyed in common by the people of all the States 


| time, be more efficient in the end, than any other | 


antees to be tendered? It is conceded by all of 
those who are willing to make concession, that 
additional amendments to the Constitution be pro- 
posed; and that whatever shall be finally agreed 
to shall be locked up in the Constitution as a part 
of it, and thus placed beyond the contingencies of 
an ordivary presidential canvass. I believe now, 
that some such plan is, in every point of view, 
the most desirable, as it would be in practice the 
most efficient. The Constitution as it is is good 
enough for me personally, and I regret any sup- 
posed necessity for amending it; yet I cheerfully 
yield to what seem to be the emergencies of the 
hour. We want peace, we want a restoration of 
confidence, and we want increased stability to the 
Government. For these I am willing to concede 
everything which honor and patriotism will per- 
mit. 

All legislative and judicial compromises having 
failed to accomplish a withdrawal of this vexed 
question of slavery from the halls of Congress— 
which all conservative men have so much and so 
lung desired—let us make one more, and, if need 
be, last effort to this end, by amending the Con- 
stitution. A portion of the proposed amendments 
is objected to by some because the word ‘‘ slave” 
is contained in them. I appreciate, sir, the mo- 
tives which induced the omission of that word in 
the old Constitution; buta crisis has arisen in our 
Government which requires us to look this whole 
question fully and squarely in the face; when all 
mere speculative theories ought to be abandoned; 
when we ought to deal with it as becomes prac- 
tical men dealing with stubborn facts. As has 
been well said, elsewhere, why cavil about the 
name in the Constitution, when the thing itself is 
clearly contained within it? Many of our treaties 
with foreign nations, together with numerous acts 
of Congress, all constituting a partof the supreme 
law of the land, contain the word “* slave” within 


names in the Constitution itself, when, by failing 
to do so, misconstructions and misunderstandings 
are the result? 

So far as the territorial branch of this contro- 
versy is concerned, I would very much prefer, of 
course, to adhere to and toact upon my own pe- 
culiar theories in relation to it. Ifno others be 
adopted, I presume I shall still adhere to them, 
as, In principle, I regard them as the fairest and 
best. I would much prefer to see the common 
Territories of the United States occupied and en- 


upon terms of equality, and in the spirit of fra- 
ternal harmony; but, sir, so bitter and so determ- || 
ined has been the opposition of those who object 
to this plan of settlement from the first, that I now 
despair of its being allowed to go into successful | 
operation with that promptness necessary to meet 
the crisis. I hold myself ready, therefore, to em- 
brace any proposition which carries with it the 
appearance of justice and equality, and I will en- 
deavor to accommodate myself to the view of 
others in matters of detail. So great, sir, is my 
attachment to the present form of Government, 
and so anxious am I to preserve and perpetuate 
its blessings, that if I cannot save this Union upon 
my own terms, then I will be willing to accept 
any other terms which will be effectual, and not 
in flagrant violation of the rights of those whom 
I have the honor to represent. I have been as 
much a partisan in matters within the legitimate 
range of party politics, as, perhaps, any man 
ought to be; but, sir, 1 am willing to yield all | 
mere party considerations, and all thoughts of 
mere personal consistency, in at least one more || 
earnest effort to do something to reunite the coun- 
try. 

“I have been satisfied, ever since T have had an į; 
opportunity of consulting with persons from the 
different sections of the Confederacy, after the 
opening of the present session of Congress, that 
some plan for a fair and equitable division of the 
Territories of the United States, as between the 
sections, accompanied with suitable guarantees, | 
would command more strength, and, at the same 


plan. By this, I mean the establishment of a line | 


something like the old Missouri line, north of | 
which slavery shall be prohibited, and south of | 
which it shall be recognized, and, if necessary, 
protected. By making this constitutional by the 
requisite amendments, and by specifically defin- |! 
ing the rights of the parties on both sides of this |; 


| towards some of the northern 


+ . 2 : ari m 
line, the most. serious. objections. to.the old: Mis- 


souri line will be removed. |. gf) yey ae 

It follows, therefore, sir, that Iaminclined to 
favor the plan submitted by Mr. CRITTENDEN; iÐ 
the Senate some time since, or something similar 
to it, in preference to any other now pending -be- 
fore Congress. First, I think-it more feasibleand 
complete than any other; and second, Lam Aed:to 
believe that it will be more effectual, and command 
more real strength all over the country, than any 
other. IfI cannot get that, then Iam willing to 
aid in supporting what may be next best. So far 
as the report of the committee of thirty-three: is 
concerned, there is much in it which I commend. 
It seems to look in the right direction;. but- as a 
whole, sir, I think it falls short of what the coun- 
try had a right to expect under existing circum- 
stances. There are but few of the propositions 
contained within it that I can sustain, . It. is no 
time for any mere temporizing policy. If we con- 
cede at all, why not cover the whole ground in 
controversy, and thus make final work of it; if 
possible, leave nothing more to mere inference or 
construction in relation to slavery. 

It is objected by many of our Republican op- 
ponents to the plan of Mr. Crrrrenpen, or toany 
similar plan, that it runs counter to the Chicago 
platform. This, sir, toacertain extent, I frankly 
admit; but what of it? Is not the preservation of 
the peace and integrity of the country of greater 
moment than all party platforms? Away with 
such considerations in times like these. This 
plan affords common middle ground; why can- 
not all the Union men come together upon it? It 
is but a rcturn to the old idea of dividing what it 
seems we cannot enjoy in common, in peace. 
This will still leave the new States to be formed 
on both sides of the proposed: line free tò adopt 
whatever domestic institutions they choose when 
they throw off the territorial condition. Besides, 
sir, the proposition to absolutely exclude the 
southern people, or rather the slaveholders, as 
such, from all participation in the common Ter- 
ritories of the United States, has always seemed 
to me so manifestly unjust, that I never could 
bring myself to believe that the great mass of the 
fair-minded men of the Republican party have in- 
tended rigorously to insist on the ultimate enforce- 
ment of such a dogma, I have ever regarded it 
more as a device to carry an clection with than 
anything else. In this view of it, it has already 
served its purpose. Whenever, therefore, any 
gentleman insists upon a rigorous enforcement of 
this policy in the present temper of the country, 
and is unwilling to concede anything on this point, 
I cannot but regard him as a practical disunionist. 

Sir, if the southern people were a race of can- 
nibals, so long as we were in the Union with them, 
and living under a common Constitution, I would 


| be willing to divide the common benefits and com- 


mon property with them fairly and equally. How 
much more strongly is this obligation imposed 
when they are kindred, our friends and our breth- 
ren? Whenever I shall determine that I will not 
consent to recognize any claim on the part.of the 
southern people, including, of course, the slave- 
holders, to any of the Territories, or other com- 
mon property of all the States, I will not then even 
claim to bea Union man. To those who stand 
in this category I ask, why not say at once to the 
people of the South, “Stand and deliver. This 
Government is ours; not yours??? Why do you 
ery ‘ Peace, peace, when there is no peace,” and 
when none is intended? Why continually pro- 
claim that you ave for the Constitution and the 
Union, when you are not willing to concede any- 
thing to preserve them ? . 

If, sir, by the exercise of a wise forbearance, a 
resort to arms can be avoided, and a peaceful and 


` honorable settlement of existing troubles can be 


effected, nations will yet rise up to call us blessed. 
If, however, by any rash or reckless act of ours, 
this country shall be involved ina desolating civil 
war, then the sooner the curtain of. oblivion. is 
thrown over the present exciting and terriblechap- 


i ter in our history as a nation, the better for us in 


the eyes of posterity. 

I am proud to be able to say that, so faras my 
own, my native State is concerned, she has been 
true to her constitutional obligations. In nothing 
vital can the southern people jasdy complain of 
her, Itis no use to deny the fact, however, that 
States the South 


has just cause of complaint. Let those offending 


$ 


- the differént States, would be, ipso facto, dissolu- 
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States make the amende honorable,as Rhode Island 
has done; then let us tender some fair and hon- 
orable mode of ‘adjustment of the whole contro- 
versy;and, if all overtures shall be rejected, then 
new quéstions will arise and new responsibilities 
intervene. Ido not, however, fear such a result, 
and will not discuss so remote a contingency. 
‘Sofficient unto the day is the evil thereof.” 

‘if, nevertheless, sir, after all péaccfal means 
shall be exhausted, we find that a final and inex- 
orable separation must take place, I cannot, in 
any view of ‘the case which I have been able to 
take, see what good can. result from a resort to 
ars. “War, as between the different sections or 


tion.” States at war are, necessarily, foreign to 
each other. While l would cling to the Union so 
long as there is a fragment of it left worth pre- 
serving; yet, if we must part, in the name of hu- 
manity let us do so like Christian and reasonable 
men. Let us say to those who will not remain 
with us, as Abraham said to Lot: 

«Let there be no strife, I pray thee, between me and 
thee, and between my herdmen and thy herdmen, for we 
be brethren. 

* Js not.the whole land before thee? Separate thyself, 
I pray thee, from me: if thou wilt take the left hand, then 
I wijl go to the right; or if thou depart to the right hand, 
then I will go to the left? 

* Sir, the theme is too mournful a onc, and I will 
not dwell'upon it. 

May He who controls the destiny of nations 
rule all: things for the best. 

Mr. EDGERTON then addreased the House 
for an-hour on the state of the Union. [His 
speech will be published in the Appendix.] 

Mr. HAMILTON obtained the floor, but 

ielded to 

My. DAVIS, of Indiana, who moved that the 
House adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and thercupon (at 
ten o’clock, p. m.) the House adjourned. 


IN SENATE, 
Fripay, February 1, 1861. 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Dr. Guriry. 
TheJournal of yesterday was read and approved. 


MEMORIAL, ETC. 


Mr. TEN EYCK presented the memorial of 
Pettibone & Boteler, praying to be allowed the 
usual prices for binding the extra Senate doeu- 
ments of the Thirty-Fifth Congress; which was 
referred to the Committee on Printing. 

Mr. GREEN presented the proceedings of a 
meeting of surviving soldiers of the war of 1812, 
held at Weston, Missouri; on the 8th of January, 
1861, accompanied by a petition of residents of 
Platte county, Missouri, praying that pensions 
may be granted to the survivors of that war, and 
to the widows of those who have died; which was 
referred to the Committee on Pensions, 


‘BILL INTRODUCED. 


Mr, GRIMES asked, and by unanimous con- 
sent obtained, leave to introduce a bill (5. No. 
554) for the construction of seven screw sloops- 
of-war of the second class; which was read a first 
and second time by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Naval Affairs. 


` RESOLUTIONS OF NEW JERSEY. 


Mr. TEN EYCK. I present the joint resolu- | 
tions of the Legislature of the State of New Jer- 
sey “in relation to the union of the States.” 
They are under the seal of the State, and I ask 
that they be read. 

The Secretary read the resolutions, as follows: 


Joint Resolutions on the state of the Union, passed by the 
Legislature of New Jersey. 

Whereas the people of New Jersey, conforming to the 
opinion of the Father of his Country,” consider the unity 
of the Government, which constitutes the people of the 
United States one people, a main pillar in the edifice of 
their independence, the support of their tranquillity at home 
and peace abroad, of their prosperity, and of that liberty 
which they so highiy prize; and properly estimating the 
immense value of their national Union to their individual 
happiness, they cherish a cordial, habitual, and immova- 
ble attachment to it as the palladium of their political 
safety and prosperity: Therefore, 

1. Beit resolved bythe Senate and General Assembly of | 
the State of New Jersey, That it is the duty of evéry good | 
citizen, in all suitable and proper ways, to stand by and sus- 
tain the Union of the States as transmitted to us by our 
fathers. 

2, And be it resolved, Thatthe Government of the United 
States is a National Government, and the Union it was į 


designed to perfect is not a mere compact or league ; and 
that-the Constitution was adopted in a. spirit of matual 
compromise and.concession by the people of the United 
States, and can only be preserved by the constant recogni- 
tion of that spirit. 

3. And be it resolved, That however undoubted may be 
the right of the General Goverument to maintain its au- 
thority and enforce its Jaws over all parts of the country, 
it is equally certain that forbearance and compromise are 
indispensable at this crisis to the perpetuity of the Union 5 
and that itis the dictate of reason, wisdoin, and patriotism, 
peacefully to adjust whatever differences exist between the 
different sections of our country. 

4. And be it resolved, That the resolutions and proposi- 
tions submitted to the Senate of the United States’by Hon. 
Joun J. CRITTENDEN, of Kentucky, for the compromise of 
the questions in dispute between the people of the northern 
and of the southern States, or any other constitutional 
methud of settling the slave question permanently, will be 
acceptable to the people of the State of New Jersey, and 
the Senators and Representatives in Congress from New 
Jersey be requested, and earnestly urged, to support thess 
resolutions and propositions. 

5. And be it resolved, ‘That as the Union of these States 
is in imminent danger unless the remedies before suggested 
be speedily adopted, then, as a last resort, the State of New 
Jersey hereby makes application, according to the terms of 
the Constitution, of the Congress of the United States, to 
call a convention (of the States) to propose amendments 
to said Constitution. 

6. And be it resolved, That such of the States as have in 
force laws which interfere with the constitutional rights of 
citizens of the other States either in regard to their persons 
or property, or which militate against the just construction 
of that part of the Constitution that provides that the “ cit- 
izens of each State shall be entitled to all! the privileges and 
immunities of citizens in the several States,” are earnestly 
urged and requested, for the sake of peace and the Union, 
to repeal all such taws, 

7. And be it resolved, That his Excellency, Charles 8. 
Olden, Peter D. Vroom, Robert F. Stockton, Benjamin 
Williamson, Joseph F. Randolph, Frederick T. Preling- 
huysen, Rodman M. Price, Thomas J. Stryker, and William 
C. Alexander, be appointed commissioners to confer with 
Congress, and our sister States, and urge upon them the im- 
portance of carrying into effect the principles and objects 
of the foregoing resolutions. 

8. And be it resolved, That the commissioners above 
named, in addition to their other powers, be authorized to 
meet with those now or hereafter to be appointed by our 
sister State of Virginia, and such commissioners of other 
States as have been or may hereafter be appointed, to meet 
at Washington on the 4th day of February next. 

9. And be it resolved, ‘hat copies of the foregoing reso- 
lutions be sent to the President of the Senate and Speaker 
of the House of Representatives of the United States, 
to the Senators and Representatives in Congress f 
Jerscy, and to the Governors of the several States. 


INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. TEN EYCK. Mr. President 

Mr. PEARCE. I ask the Senator from New 
Jerscy to give way for one moment to enable me 
to submit a motion making an appropriation bill 
the order of the day for to-day, at two o’clock. 

Mr. TEN EYCK. If I do not lose the floor 
by that, I will consent. ‘ 

Several Senators. Certainly not. 

Mr. PEARCE. I move, now, that the Indian 
appropriation bill be taken up and made the spe- 
cial order of the day, for this day at two o’clock. 

Mr. GREEN. | move to amend that by say- 
ing, one o’clock to-morrow. Weoughtto have 
one day for private bills. 

~The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair will 

state the condition of the question. The Senator 
from Maryland moves that the Indian appropri- 
ation bill be taken up and made the special order 
for two o’clock to-day. The Senator from Mis- 
souri moves to amend by making it the special 
order for one o’clock to-morrow. 

Mr. BRAGG. I thought that, in accordance 
with the motion I made last week, Friday of cach 
week had been set aside for the consideration of 
private bills. I may be under a mistake about it. 
Perhaps it applied only to last Friday; but I 
thought itapphed to every Friday, in accordance 
with the usage of the Senate heretofore. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair is in- 
formed by the Secretary, that that resolution 
applied only to last Friday. 


oll. 


Mr. BRAGG. I hope it will be made to apply | 


to this and all other Fridays, during the session. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. ‘That must be the 
subject of a motion. 
Mr. BRAGG. We have had but part of one 
day during the session devoted to private bills, 
and that was only a portion of last Friday. Un- 


| less some time is devoted to private bills, a great 
| many of the claimants now before Congress will 


have no possible chance to get their claims al- 
lowed; and many of them are undoubtedly just, 
and ought to pass. In this stage, I do not know 
that any motion is proper; I merely bring the 
matter to the attention of the Senate. I think we 
ought to devote to-day, after the speech of my 
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friend from California, to the consideration of 
private bills. i 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is 
on the amendment ef the Senator from Missouri. 

Mr. ANTHONY. I would suggest Monday 
instead of to-morrow. 

The question being put on the amendment of 
Mr. Green, there werc—-ayes twelve. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas. -I call for the 
yeas and nays. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I do not think the ques- 
tion is understood on “this side of.the Senate. I 
understand the chairman of the Committee on 
Finance asks that the Indian appropriation bill 
be made the order of the day for to-day at two 
o’clock. The Senator from Missouri moves to 
amend, and postpone the appropriation ‘bill until 
to-morrow, at one o'clock, «We are now voting 
on the amendment proposed by the Senator from 
Missouri to postpone the bill until to-morrow, at 
one o’clock, instead of taking it up to-day, at two 
o’clock,as I understand, 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is, 
wil] the Senate take up the Indian appropriation 
bill, and make it the special order for to-morrow, 
atone o’clock, that being the amendment offered 
by the Senator from Missouri to the motion of 
the Senator from Maryland. On this question, 
the yeas and nays are demanded, 

The yeas and nays were not ordered. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair will 
divide the Senate again. 

The question being put, there were, on a divis- 
ion—ayes 12, noes 19; no quorum voting. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Let us have the yeas and 
nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and being 
taken, resulted—yeas, 7, nays 34; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Bragg, Clingman, Green, Latham, Nich- 
olson, Polk, and Powell—7. 

NAYS—Messrs. Anthony, Bayard, Bigler, Bingham, 
Bright, Chandler, Clark, Coliamer, Crittenden, Dixon, 
Douglas, Durkec, Fessenden, Foot, Foster, Grimes, Gwin, 
Hale, Harlan, Hemphill, Nunter, Lane, Morrill, Pearce, 
Rice, Saulsbury, Seward, Simmons, Sumner, Ten Eyck, 
Trumbull, Weide, Wilkinson, and Wilson-—34. 

So thy’amendment was rejected; and the ques- 
tion rgéurring on the motion of Mr. Pearce, it 
was gereed to, 


RESOLUTIONS OF NEW JERSEY. 


Several Sexarors addressed the Chair. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from 
New Jersey is entitled to the floor, having yielded 
it, by unanimous consent, for the procecdings that 
have just terminated. 

Mr. TEN EYCK., I should not persist in 
claiming the floor, if it were not that I have had 
the honor of presenting the resolutions of a State 
upon the all-absorbing matters filling the public 
mind; and [ therefore think it proper to make a 
motion that the resolutions be printed; and upon 
that motion I beg leave to submit a few remarks. 

Mr. President, these resolutions from New Jer- 
sey attract my prompt attention, command my 
high respect, and claim my full consideration; but, 


| sir, they are not to stop my voice, control my ac- 
| Hon, or manacle my limbs. 


Did I occupy a seat here simply as an agent 
appointed to perform specific duties, oras an em- 
bassador from a distinct sovereign State, (as 1s 
claimed by some to be our true position here,) 
I should be bound to act in strict accordance with 
these instructions; for such I do regard them, in 
effect; but a Senator, in Congress from a State, is 
a Senator of the United States. The Constitution 
makes him so, expressly, and though called upon 
to advance the interests of the State from which 
he comes, he is bound to guard the general weal 
of all the States; the general welfare of the Union, 
of the Union, in all its several parts; in its frozen 
North; its ardent South; on the Atlantic coast; on 
the Pacific slope; and in the throbbing heart and 
center of it all. 

I regard the Constitution of the United States 
as the supreme law of the land, and do not hesi- 
tate to say that when, in my opinion, the action 
of my State comes in conflict with its provisions, 
although I dearly love her, glory in ber fame, and 
reverence her voice, I still shall yield obedience 
to that superior law. I hold the Constitution of 
the Union to be a fundamental frame of govern- 
ernment for all the people, of all the States, bind- 
ing upon each—on each onc, individually; su- 
preme within the scope of its authority, and not 
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a league or compact, mercly, between the different 
States, which they may. disregard and break, or 
boldly violate, at their discretion. The Govern- 
ment of the Union is divided by the Constitution | 
into three departments—the executive, the legisla- 
tive, and the judicial. The legislative branch is 
again divided into a Senate and a House of Rep- 
resentatives, with the power of approval and a 
qualified negation in the President. 

This constitutes the whole legislative power-of 
the Union; but if the Legislature of a State have 
the right to instruct its Senators in Congress, and 
is to be obeyed, then the Legislatures of the sev- 
eral States become a portion of the Legislature of 
the Union; and a power is added to this depart- 
ment of the Government unknown and forcign to 
the Constitution, the first article of which ex- 
pressly says: ‘All legislative powers herein 
granted shall be vested ina Congress of the United 
States.” 

If a State have the power to instruct her Sen- 
ators in Congress, then they become her agents 
simply, to make known her wishes and to execute 
her will. ‘his cannot be. Such a position makes 
them virtually a mere machine to record her “‘ayes 
and noes;” and thatmight just as well bedone by 
mechanism as by aman. I believe that modern 
skill has contrived a mode for such a purpose. 

Mr. President, I take the liberty of saying, but 
with great respect, that so far as the Constitution 
is concerned, the State from which Í come has no ! 


more legal right to load me with instructions than i 


I have her, and my only deference to her, in this | 
particular, would arise solely from the superior 
wisdom, intelligence, and patriotism of the ma- 
jority in her present Legislature, added to their 
better means of knowledge—acting from a dis- 
tance—than I possess, from being present on the 
spot, and acting in the midst of all surrounding 
circumstances, 

But, Mr. President, this instruction by the Le- 
gislature of a State is not a novel question, so far | 
as New Jersey is concerned. She has instructed 
her Senators on this floor, before to-day. On the 
Lith of January, 1834, a Democratic Legislature, | 


by resolutions, instructed her Senators then in |] 


Congress to ststain, by their votes and influence, 
the course adopted by the then Secretary of the 
Treasury, Mr. Taney, in relation to the bank of 
the United States, and the deposits of the public 
‘moneys. On the 20th of January, of that year, 
a Senator from that State, who still lives to illus~ 
trate the character, combined, of a patriot and 
Christian gentleman, (I refer to Mr. Prelinghuy- 
sen,) said: 

«I know that I shall have the sympathies of the Senate, | 
when F recall to them the instructions lately transmitted 
by the Legislature of the State which F, in part, have the 
honor to represent. ‘This is a great national question, of 
common concern to usall; for these instructions are mul- 
inlying, and call, certainly trom me, sir, for distinct and 
respeettul notice. The import of these instructions, Iad- 
mit, sir, cannot be mistaken. The terms are unequivocal 
and plain to any apprehension. They instruct us to sus- 
tuin, by our votes and influence, the course of the Secretary 
of the freasury in the removal of the deposits. What are 
the natare and claims of legislative instructions? That a 
Legislature has tbe inherent right, legislatively, and de- 
tached from their constituents, to direct the political con- 
duet of a Senator in Congress, I ean never subseribe to. | 
Sir, where has such a right been detegated by the people? 
A Legislature of the State instruct or direct the Senate of 
the United States! Why, Mr. President, we had better 
change places at once. - 

« But when the resolutions of the Legislature can be sat- 
isfactorily regarded as the clear indication of public. senti- 
ment, deliberate and abiding, Lam bound to hold them, 
as E do hoid them, in most respectful consideration. And 
on such an occasion, when that opinion interferes with my 
own judgment and conscience, [should prompily surrender 
atrust that could no longer be beld in harmony with my | 
constituents. But bere, sir, my embarrassment commences. 
{am not satisfied that these resolutions are the sure index 
of decided public sentiment. Sir, you know that, for the 
Jast five years, our political atmosphere bas been very much 
given to chan The wheel is turning now, and unless L 
misread the language of events that are passing, impulses | 
are given to its motion that will bring them to a whirl. 
Now, sit, will it be right to surrender private convictions 
of duty to an influence from this giddy seat of power? I 
think not. Lam quite conscious of the delicacy of my 
position; but F trast that I shail meet it without fear. I 
will further say, sir, thateven where the opinions ofa State 
may be well known, occasions may arise toa Representa- 
tive of the people—rare [ grant—when the emergency is of 
that deeply eventful nature, when he must go alone, so to 
speak, in the purity of his own purposes, and cast himself, | 
with ail his fame, and all the confidence of his country, into 
the crisis, and sink or rise, as success shall crown his in- 
trepid conduct.” i 


His colleague in the Senate at the time, now no 


Qist of March, referring to those resolutions, 
| spoke as follows: : 
«There is another tribunal before which we [himself i 


| cheerfully our acetsers, and as cheertuily abide the verdict | 
and judgment which 


i is the people of New Jersey, who we most. solemnly be- 
lieve, and think we have abundant evidence for our belies, 
were not correctly represented in those instructions. Again: 
is it true that the Legislature has a right, in disregard of 
popular opinion, and against the wishes of their own con- 
| stituents, to control the ether agents of those constituents? 
i Is the power vested in the Legislature on thts point inde- 
pendent of the people of the State? Are they in that the 
masters of the people? I had supposed that the people 
were the source of power, and that their will was as con- 
trolling in its action on the members of the Legislature on 
this subjectas on any other ; and that their commands were 
only to be regarded as valid when they conform to the in- 
structions and commands of their constituents. 'T'his may 
| be skepticism, but I beg to say that it is old Republicanism 
and Democracy; not that of modern day, which secms to 
require that the will of a few who happen to be in the Le- 
i gislature, or are Jeaders of a party, should be obeyed, in 
despite of the opinions and wishes of the people. Sir, be- 
lieving as I do, that my constituents disapprove the act of 
the Executive, I should be guilty of treason towards them 
if I obeyed the orders of others, in approving that act 
against my own judgment. 

I turn now to the remarks of a Senater, also 
from New Jersey, who, in his day, was good au- 
thority with the friends with whom he acted—a 
genuiceman beloved while living, and whose mem- 
ory, let me say, is now revered by me. Sir, he 
was my friend. 

On the 23d of March, 1838, the matter of legis- 
lative instructions being the subject of his notice, 
| General Wall then said: 

«Mr. President, while I acknowledge the duty of obedi- 
ence to instructions, it is right for me to say that I do not 
acknowledge the right of the Legislature to play with it as 
wax, and to mold it to any form. Twill not be made the 
{ instrument of its abuse ; nor shail it be prostituted to fraud- 
| ufent purposes through my aid. Iam no Jew; and Fdo 
| not belicve that if my enemy disregards the Sabbath, and 


i 
| for the laws and institutions of our country. That tribunal 
i 
i 


| it holy forbids self-defense.” 


But, Mr. President, I hesitate obeying these 
| instructions for another reason. I belicve them 
to be contrary to the wishes of the people of that 
State. I listen to the instructions contained in the 
expression of their voices at the last election. 
The voice of the people, sir, is at least as potent 
with me as the Legislature. At the last election 
there were cast for Mr. Lincoln in that State, 
58,324 votes; for the ‘fusion ticket’? (composed 
of three electors friendly to the Senator from Hli- 


| dent of the Senate, [Mr. Breckinridge,| and two 
of a distinguished citizen of Tennessee) there 
were cast 62,801 votes. A large number who 
voted this ‘‘fusion ticket”? were Douglas Demo- 
crats; certainly one third, I belicve much more. 
These did not cast their votes for the establish- 
ment of slavery in the Territories, or to recognize 
or protect it there as property by congressional 
intervention. 

Their doctrine, as I understood it, was directly 
the reverse. It was against congressional inter- 
ference with the domestic institutions of the peo- 
ple in the Territories. Those who cast their votes 


|! for Mr. Lincoln did so in accordance with the 


| Chicago platform, which expressly declares 


vote, near forty-two thousand, and there is left 
against it, still, some sixteen thousand votes. 


votes also castin that election, and there is a ma- 

| jority of some nineteen thousand in the State op- 

| posed to it, and virtually opposed to the lead- 
ing proposition contained in the resolutions of the 
patriotic Senator from Kentucky, {Mr. CRITTEN- 
DEN.) And yet the Legislature of New Jersey, 
with an accidental majority in one of its two 
branches, most strangely and most suddenly ac- 
quired, by a strict party vote, on a suspension of 
the rules, have undertaken to instruet us here to | 
vote against the wishes of the people, as declared | 
| by them on the Gth day of November last. 

Sir, as was said by General Wall, the Legisla- | 
ture of that State shall not mold like wax this 
doctrine of instructions, nor make it answer In 
their hands the merest party ends. 

Now, to come. to the resolutions of the Senator 
| from Kentucky, as amended with his consent and 


more, (Mr. Southard,) whose voice so often filled 
that Chamber with itseloquence, on the following 


by a vote of the Senate, let me say: the first ob- | 
ection that E make to them, and lying at the very | 


and his colleague, Mr. Frelinghuysen} shall. meet mest |] Constitution of a Government like ours are those 


i far as they shall affect us personally, however we may {cel |} 


makes waron me on that day, that the command to keep | 


A > : o oes 4: 
hois, [Mr. Douczas,] two in favor of the Presi- 


| against the extension of slavery in the Territo- || 


ries. Of these there were over fifty-eight thou- 
sand. Deduct from this two thirds of the fusion |: 


| threshold, ‘is as follows: they. propose to amend 
t the Constitution in a way unconstitutional. 


Among the most important provisions in the 


shall be rendered after the hearing, so || providing for itsamendment inthe future. "Ehese, 


so to speak, stand as sentinels ‘over it; to wateh 
all approaches to and all attacks upon it, and to 
determine their true and real character, whether 
| they come from real friends or secret foes: ` 

They are designed: to secure stability and per- 
manency to it; to afford the opportunity for: all 
necessary changes,and to protect it fromall hasty, 
impassioned, and revolutionary action. 

A Government framed on mature dehberation, 
by the very men who won their independence at 
the cannon’s mouth, for the protection of their 
rights, and to secure freedom to themselves and 
their posterity, should not be changed or altered 
except for the weightiest reasons, and then only in 
the most solemn, calny, and unimpassioned man- 
ner. - 

These were the motives which ‘actuated the 
framers of the Constitution, when’ they, in the 
fifth article, specifically provided the two modes, 
and only two, for its amendment: one ‘by Con- 
| gress, whenever two thirds of both Houses shall 
deem it necessary; the other, when the ‘Legisla- 
tures of two thirds of the several States should 
call a convention proposing such amendments; 
which, in either case, should be valid’ as a part 
of the Constitution, only when ratified by the 
Legislatures of three fourths of the several States, 
or by conventions in three fourths thereof, which- 
ever mode of ratification might be proposed by 
Congress. 

So, by the Constitution, proposed amendments 
are to originate, either with Congress or the State 
i Legislatures, and only when a large preponder- 
ating voice—not a mere majority—is in favor of 
them; and on mature deliberation, after time has 
been afforded for reflection and consideration, 
i and not with the people, ina time of high excite- 
ment and political acerbity, engendered by the 
flashing heats and fierce contentions of a presi- 
dential canvass, or by the disappointments of a 
party overthrow. 
| Sir, in the way provided by the Constitution, 
twelve amendments have been already made 
thereto; and experience has proved that the ac- 
tion of its framers, in this respect, was most wise 
and prudent. If the Constitution needs amend- 
ment, let it be amended in the way and mode pro- 
vided by it. Any other mode will lead to endless 
strifes for changes and for alterations. 

Now as regards the subject-matter of the reso- 
lutions. I take the liberty here, to say, on this 
i| occasion, I could cordially support several of these 
propositions. 

On the subject of the rendition of fugitives from 
labor, I have made known my views, already, in 
the few remarks | offered in the Senate, at its for- 
| mer session, and 'I am glad to know the public 
1! mind is coming to its. senses on this point. Tam 
ready now to amend the act of 1850, so as to cure 
it of the objections urged against it, and to make 
it so efficient, as to enforce completely the provi- 
li sions of the Gonstitution in this: particular, 

I am in favor of the repeal of all laws that pro- 
hibit ov interfere with the full, fair, and faithful 
| execution of the actsof Congress on this subject, 
(of which I am happy now to say we have none 
in New Jersey; but, on the contrary, have in aid 
thereof:) while I, at the same time, am in favor 


| Add to them the three thousand straight Douglas |) of maintaining such laws as punish all unlawful 


attempts and conspiracies to capture, kidnap, and 
| carry off free men, either white or black, into hope- 
less bondage; and I would also insist, forever in- 
sist, upon the faithful observance ofthatnow much 
| violated article of the Constitution which declares 
| that “ the citizens of each State shall be entitled 
lto all privileges and immunities of citizens of the 
i several States.” 

Again: Lcould cheerfully support every meas- 
ure which will effectually prevent the citizens of 
one State from interfering with the domestic in- 
stitutions of another, either by armed bands. of 
murderous rufians making bloody raids. therein, 
| (whose punishment | would provide for, as New 
Jersey has already done, by statute,) or by more 
open and authoritative acts on the part of the gov- 
ernment or people of any State, to make; incite, 
or sct on foot, any such unlawful acts or inter- 
ference. And, sir, speaking for myself, while I 
would notbe helped toa single glass of pure cold 
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water on compulsion, I would not interfere, in the 
least. degree, to-hinder the performance of any 
` service which may be due from him who is held 
to labor, to the person to whom such labor may 
be due, inany place or jurisdiction where the local 
law renders such service legal and obligatory. I 
would leave that entirely to the local authority of 
the place, and to the judgment and the consciences 


of those who may require it; who are responsible | 


for, and ready to assume, the consequences of it. 

Nor dol see why Congress should hinder or 
by law. prohibit. the transportation of persons 
held to service from, one State to another, either 
by land or water, provided no such transporta- 
tion or any: trafficking in slaves should be per- 
mitted in the States now free, or in the waters 
flowing through them; but I would ever punish 
with the pains of death that ‘execrable com- 
merce”? which Mr. Jefferson, in the original draft 
of the Declaration of Independence, called with 
truth, ‘a piratical warfare, the opprobrium of in- 
fidel. Powers, and the warfare of the Christian 
King of Great Britain, determined to keep open 
a market where men should be boughtand sold.” 

I know, sir, that there are men, even in this our 
day, who claim to view this traffic as a Christian 
blessing; claiming that it opens Africa to religious 
influence, and brings its sacred blaze to glow upon 
the heathen mind. It does, indeed, upon those 
killed in wars incited for their capture; it does, 
indeed, on those who die in transit, and, like dead 
cats and dogs, are cast.into the sea; it may, in- 
deed, on those who reach a crowded mart, and 
dind their way at last to fields of endless toil! 
They say our patriotic fathers were mistaken; that 
they did not understand themselves. But, sir, such 
mien as these, to gain their selfish ends, not only 
would denounce their words, but hurl the idols of 
their former worship from their altars, and, creep- 


ing up, like insects, on the sides, presume to take | 


their places in their stead. 

And so, Mr. President, I might go on and state 
my views on all the several matters referred to in 
these resolutions; but as the objection | enter- 
tain to the first article will preclude my voting for 
them in their present shape, I will not trespass 
farther on the patience of the Senate by a special 
reference to them. 


My objection to the first article, as now amended, | 
is, it does not restore the Missouri compromise |! 


merely, as some suppose and claim it does. It 
provides that— 

“Yn all the territory south of that line of latitude—36? 
30/—now held or to be hereafter acquired, slavery of the 
African race is hereby recognized as existing, and shall not 
be interfered with by Congress, but shall be protected as 
property by all the departments of the territorial govern- 
ment during its continuance.” 


Now, sir, this I cannot vote for. 


pose and design, in certain’ quarters, as shown 
by past events, to extend the power of this Gov- 


ernment over Mexico, Central America, Cuba, | 


and the islands of the sea, such an amendment to 
the Constitution. would, soon or fate, consign this 
continent, south of us and north of Darien, to the 
influences of slavery, politicaland social. This, 
I claim, would be unjust to the narthern portion 
of this Union, and would, through the operation 
of the three-fifths rule, on which the right of rep- 
resentation is based in Congress, extend this right 
beyond the limits contemplated by the framers of 
the Constitution. It would be unjust to the toil- 
ing millions of free white men, who labor for a 
living with their own hands; and against the spirit 
of our institutions, framed to advance the inter- 
ests of freemen, everywhere within the shadow of 
their influence. But, sir, Kansas having been 
admitted as a State, and this act of tardy justice 
done at last, I could give my vote for the passage 
of an act, enabling the people of so much of the 
Territory of New Mexico as lies south of the line 
of 360 30' to come into the Union as a State, with 
such a constitution with regard to slavery or free- 
dom as they might choose to frame, provided 


involuntary servitude, unless asa punishment for | 


erime, be forever prohibited in the Territories 
north of that line of latitude. 
This would violate no. provision of the Consti- 


tution. This would bein accordance with former 
precedent. It would, or ought to, put an end to 


this unholy controversy; and would, or ought, | 
lf, | 


effectually to silence all strife and agitation. 
however, noadjustment can be made, if this Union 
must be destroyed, it will be upon a theory, on 


In view of | 
what I now believe to be a well-established pur- | 


the most miserable abstraction in the world? Sir, 
the present status in the Territories is already 
fixed—isa“ factaccomplished.” Ifthis Union be 
dissolved, the madness of the act will be equaled 
only by its stupendous folly ? The dissolution of 
the Union, did I say! No, sir; no. It may be 
attempted; we may have strife and conflict; we 
may have blows and bloodshed; we may have 
war, ‘‘ grim-visaged war;” but this Union of our 
fathers, this blessed Union, this priceless heri- 
tage, cannot be destroyed without a struggle—a 
struggle long protracted. Nations spring not into 
being in a day; nor do they vanish in an hour, 


They do not die as infants do. They feel by fara- 


greater pang than when agiantdies. They must 
protect themselves; they must protect their pow- 
er; they must preserve their limits; they must 
maintain control! The law of self-defense applies 
as well to them asto individuals. No;this Union 
cannot be destroyed! Man, in his mad folly, 
may attempt it; but man, in his blind rage, cannot 
effect it. Humanity, civilized, enlightened, will 
denounce it. God, in his goodness and his mercy, 
will not permit it! 

But nay; come, let us turn away from such a 
topic. Let us turn our eyes from fierce conten- 
tions and from bloody strifes. Let us turnaway 
from States discordant and belligerent. Let us 
rather turn to South Carolina—to South Caro- 
lina in 1831. Itisa morning in July. His the 
nation’s jubilee. The scene is Charleston. Her 


sons are gathered around the festive board. The | 


patriotic speech and toasts go round. Harmo- 


nious voices rise upon the air. The listening car | 


attends, and this the ‘* burden of the song:’’ 


“Vail! our country’s natal morn; 
Hail! our spreading kindred born; 
Hail! onr banner, yet untorn, 

Waving o’er the free! 
While this day, in festal throng, 
Millions swell the patriot song, 
Shall not we their notes prolong? 

Hallowed juhitec ! 


* Who would sever Freedom’s shrine ? 
Who would draw the invidious line? 
Though, by birth, one spot be mine, 

Dear is all the 
Dear to me the South’s fair land, 
Dear the central mountain band, 
Dear New England's rocky strand, 

Dear the prairied West! 


“ By our altars, pure and free, 
By our law’s deep-rooted tree, 
By the past’s dread memory, 
By our Washington, 
Ry our common parent tongue, 
By our hopes—bright, brilliant, young— 
By the ties of country, strong, 
We will stili be one, 

** Fathers! have ye bled in vain? 
Ages! must ye droop again? 
Maker! shall we rashly stain 

Blessings sent from T'hee? 
No! receive our solemn vow, 
While before ‘Thy throne we bow, 
Ever to maintain, as now, 

Union—Liberty 17? 


The resolutions were ordered to be printed. 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


The VICE PRESIDENT. The hour of one 
o’clock having arrived, the Chair must call up the 
special order. The special order for this hour is 
the message of the President, communicating to 
the Senate a series of resolutions adopted by the 
Legislature of Virginia; but the bill (S. No. 366) 
to provide for a temporary government for the 
Territory of Idaho, being the unfinished business 
of yesterday, takes precedence. By genéral con- 
sent, however, the Senator from California, [Mr. 
Laruam,] who is entitled to the floor upon the 
President’s message, may proceed. 


COUNTING OF ELECTORAL VOTES. 
Mr. TRUMBULL. Before the Senator begins, 


Task Icave to offer a resolution; and, if there is 
no objection, I hope that it will be considered 
now: 

Resolved, That a committee be appointed by the Presi- 
dent of the Senate, to consist of three members, to join 
such committee as may be appointed by the flouse of Rep- 
resentatives, to ascertain and report a mode for examining 
the votes for President and Vice President of the United 
States, and notitying the persons chosen of their election. 

Mr. LATHAM. Is that disposed of? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair hears 
no objection to the present consideration of the 
resolution. 

Mr. BIGLER. I object to it. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. There is so much 


i 


confusion that- the Chair cannot hear Senators. 
The Chair understood some Senator to object. 
Mr. BIGLER. I object. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. Then the resolu- 
tion will lie over. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, 
by Mr. Forney, its Clerk, announced that the 
House had: passed the bill of the Senate (S. No. 
64) to authorize the extension and use of a branch 
of the Alexandria, Loudoun, and Hampshire rail- 
road, within the city of Georgetown, 

The message further announced that the House 
had passed a bill (H. R. No. 970) to regulate the 
compensation of the keeper and assistant keepers 
of the light-house on Minot’s Ledge, in the har- 
bor of Boston, Massachusetts, and for other pur- 
poses; in which the concurrence of the Senate 
was requested. 

POST ROUTE BIL. 


The message further announced that the House 
had concurred in some, non-concurred in others, 
and concurred in other amendments of the Senate 
to the bill (H. R. No. 714) establishing certain 
post routes, with amendments. 


i PRINTING OF DOCUMENTS. 


The. message further announced that the House 
had ordered, yesterday, the printing of the follow- 
ing documents: 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmit- 
i ting, in answer to a resolution of the House, cop- 
ies of correspondence in reference to General Har- 
| ney’s administration of the military department 
in Oregon—ordered at twelve o’clock and sixteen 
minutes. ; 

A letter from the Treasurer of the United States 
transmitting copies of the Treasurer’s accounts 
i for the service of the Post Office Depariment-— 
| ordered at twelve o’clock and fifteen minutes. 

Resolves of the Legislature of the State of New 
Jersey in relation to the Union of the States— 
ordered at twelve o’clock and seventeen minutes. 


MISSION OF PEACE FROM VIRGINIA. 


The Senate resumed the consifleration of the 
| message of the President of ‘the United States 
communicated to the Senate on the 28th instant, 
the pending question being on the motion of Mr. 

Tason to print extra numbers. s 

Mr. LATHAM. Mr. President, I have here- 
tofore studiously avoided referring to the present 
unhappy condition ofour country. Nothing which 
a representative from California could have said, 
would allay a fraction of the prevalent excite- 
' ment, or persuade Senators to follow the path of 
patriotic duty. 

That State has no immediate vital connection 
with the irritating cause, the consequences of which 
are now before the American people, excepting 
the deep interest her citizens naturally feel in the 
integrity of a country and. a nationality as dear to 
and as much valued by them as by any other por- 
tion of the Confederacy. Enjoying an immunity 
fromthe horrors so graphically depicted by Sen- 
ators, to which we seem inevitably drifting, lying 
peacefully in the arms of the great Sierra Nevadas 
which encircle her, she contemplates, dispassion- 
ately, the dangers cncompassing the nation’s path- 
way, and the many remedies proposed. I con- 
scientiously desire to speak with her voice, and 
to act as I believe by her dictation, upon the pres- 
ent or future events. 

Melancholy as it is, disunion—-a word which, 
some thirty years ago, the immortal Calhoun did 
; not venture to pronounce,a thing which even the 
boldest among us scarcely ventured to infer, and 
which was inferred rather in terrorem than with 
any expectation of realization—has now become 
familiar to American ears as household words. 
Men who would have shuddered at the whisper 
ten years ago, are now compelled to grapple with 
it hand to hand, to calculate the greater or less 
disastrous consequences which must follow in the 
| train of that, so terriblea catastrophe. What but 
| a Short time ago was the midnight dream of afew 
| isolated men, has now become a fearful noon-day 
i reality, with which we have to deal as men and 
| legislators. It is needless, now, to regret; to re- 


H view the steps and measures, the men or parties, 


! by which this monstrous change in the hearts of 
| so great a portion of our countrymen has been 


| brought about—to make this or that man respons- 
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ible for the mischief. These empty seats too 
plainly tell us that the evil is upon us, and we 
must palliate or arrest it as we may. 

lt is impossible to deny that the ties of frater- 
nity which once bound the States as a nation 
have been loosened, if not altogether broken; that 
men heretofore counted as patriots, north and 
south, are looking upon our Federal Government 
either as tyrannical and unjust, or as too weak 
and powerles8 to afford them adequate protection 
of life and property; and we have arrived at that 
period in our brief national history, when our 
free institutions, instead of inspiring confidence, 
strike terror and dismay into nearly one half the 
Confederacy of States. 

Vain is the endeavor to calm the excitement, 
or to allay the apprehensions of our brethren, 
by assuring them that there is no new cause for 
such alarm. Our people belong to a race of men 
not easily terrified by phantoms of danger, mere 
creations of a feverish brain. They are accus- 
tomed to look realities in the fuce—to go half way 
to meet them. It is this very characteristic of 
our people which increases the difficulties of the 
situation, by affording us too little time for con- 
sideration and deliberate action. . 

The South feel less indignant, perhaps, at the 
wrongs which have been actually committed, than 
apprehensive of others which may be perpetrated 
atatime not far distant; and they arc as men re- 
solved to meet the issue at the very threshold. 
They protest against the theory of wrong; against 
any interpretation of the Constitution which 
threatens their vested rights; and against the ex- 
ercise of every power not surrounded by those 
checks and balances which they deem indispen- 
sable to liberty, equality, and safety in the Union. 
As far as this mode of reasoning goes, consider- 
ing theirstandpoint, I cannotaltogether condemn, 
though I might not be willing to follow it to all 
the direful consequences. I am willing to admit, 
however, as they boldly assert, that there is cause 
for apprehension—room for action; the proper 
question for our consideration being, to what ex- 
tent are these apprehensions justificd, and within 
what reasonable and just limits ought the action 
of States to be confined at this momentous period. 

I do not propose to discuss the doctrine of se- 
cession, as to my mind a greater political paradox 
was never uttered than asserting the constitu- 
tional right of a State to secede. Its fallacy has 
been clearly and unanswerably demonstrated by 
the distinguished Senators from Ilinois [Mr. 
Doveras] and Tennessec, [Mr. Jounson;] and 
nothing can be added to their lucid exposition. 
The doctrine enunciated by the distinguished Sen- 
ator from Louisiana, [Mr. Bensamiy,] that the 
Stateg, in forming the Constitution, having failed 
in express terms to delegate such power as would | 
make the Union permanent, each State has, there- 
fore, among its reserved powers the right of with- 
drawal at pleasure, js to my mind equally unten- | 
able. I admit,as a general proposition, for noth- 
ing is truer, that whatever political power is not 
granted by the Constitution is reserved to the 
States; but this reservation cannot include what 
is at once destructive of the powers expressly 
granted. True, there is no power expressed in the 
Constitution whereby the States severally part 
with all right of withdrawing from the Union 
when they singly or collectively deem their rights 
trampled upon and their interests violated; but 
because not so expressed, it does not necessarily . 
follow that it isa reserved right, for the reason | 
that such reservation would be at variance with, 
and destructive of, all the other powers expressed. 

tis saying Government, no Government; it is 
political life and death existing and ruling at the 
same time, in one and the same body. 

Nor do Í propose discussing the ‘right of rev- 
olution,” as the distinguished Senator from Geor- 
gia, not now in his seat, [Mr. Toonps,} boldly 
and properly called the action of South Carolina 
and bis own State. That is a right inherent in 
man; but also a right which must be denied by 

» every existing Government, unless it be willing to 
sign and execute its own death warrant. Neither 
shall I attempt to justify those who make revolu- 
tions; because all such attempts have reference to 
the morality and the necessity of the act. Rev- 
olutions and revolutionary leaders are judged by | 
history; not by civil or military tribunals, though 
these may take away life and property; by pos- | 
terity, not by cotemporarics. We may,ina his- | 


- submission to constitutional authority, depending 


' their attachment to the Government of their own 


! large portion of the people of the northern States 
; dominant Republican party lives there alone and 


| thrives by the agitation of the slavery question: į 
and that, as a party, it is bound to cherish that , 


| and they do not, therefore, think it worth while 


: strong conservative feeling in many memibers of 


| ognition of principles, and an agreement which 
! will render injustice impossible, or at Jeast highly 
‘improbable; something which shall not grant to 


torical sense, speak of the causes and probable 

consequences of revolutions; but the question of | 
right depends on the issue of the trial, and involves 
nothing less than the success or defeat of those 
engaged, and the respective positions of the ac- 
cused and their judges. 

The framers of our Constitution, no doubt, in- 
tended to establish a Government, and for that read- | 
son they could not make provision for its spon- | 
taneous destruction. Neither could they have 
seriously entertained the idea of coercion, as it is 
generally understood and applied by Senators on 
this floor, which would have been tantamount to 


their providing for civil war. The very Declara- | 


tion of Independence says that all just authority 
is derived from the consent of the governed, and 
not from the means the Government may holdat 
its disposal to enforce obedience to its decrees. 
Our Government is one of reason, of voluntary 


for strength and cohesion upon the affection of 
the people, and on that just and wise administra- 
tion of public affairs which makes it the interest 
of States and individuals to uphold and protect it. 
The framers of the Constitution thought of no | 
other means of perpetuating the Government they | 
had established; and leftit, by that sublime omis- 
sion, no other alternative but to be just, or to 
perish. 

Asacheck on revolutions, they relied on the 
loyalty of the States and interest of the people, on 


choice, and on their conviction thatit was the very 
best Government possible for mortal man to es- 
tablish, because most efficient in securing the great 
ends of all government—order and protection. 
Here, then, we have the historical stand-point 
from which to judge our present condition, and 
the inevitable consequences to which, unaltered, 
it must lead. ‘There is no doubt that the con- 
tinued agitation and harping upon the slavery 
question in the non-slaveholding States for the 
space of nearly a third of a century, and more 
than onc third of the period of our national exist- 
ence, has deeply affected the southern attachment 
to the Union; that it has arrayed the two gco- 
graphical sections of the country against each | 
other; thatit has separated religious communities; 
that it has planted distrust and hatred in northern 
and southern hearts, and created that sense of in- 
security and injustice to the latter which is less 
tolerable than ‘a state of open warfare against a 
declared enemy. Practically, itis worse than idle 
to say that a conservative sentiment pervades a 


when the fact stands out in bold relief that the 


by which it lives and prospers. It is as possible 
to live without food as for a thorough Republican 


question.” Numbers of intelligent Republicans ; 


are no doubt fully aware of the enormity of their 
doctrines, aud believe in tham no more than the 
augurs of Rome believed in their own prophesies; | 
but they find anti-slavery sentiments the means 
of acquiring popularity, influence, and power; į 


to use their talents and intellectual capacities in 
the far less remunerative efforts of sincere and | 
judicious statesmanship. It isat all timesa more į 
facile task to excite passions than to satisfy reason. 

It cannot, however, be doubted that there is a 


the Republican party; and that ground may be 
shared, to some extent, by the President elect; 
but it is to be feared it may be confined toa very | 
strong desire to preserve the Union without sur- 
rendering any of the cardinal points of the Repub- 


confide the drawing up of such an instrument to 
a mere plurality of votes.. We are already. ór- 
ganized as a definite constitutional Goverhment; 
as a confederate Republic; and.we are bound ‘to 
preserve that Government in its true spirit, and 
with all the checks and balances which protect 
| the minority from the encroachments of the arbi- 
trary will of the majority. Nothing is more nat- 
ural than that the South, whose protest against 
gratuitous and inexcusable interference has been 
sounding in our ears for more than thirty years, 
should now be clamorous to secure, beyond con- 
tingency, her rights, resorting even to armed rev- 
olution, rather than continue ina state of perpetual 
political warfare, and personal insecurity, 

It is in vain for us of the North to boast of our 

reater physical power and material resources. 
The men of the South are our own brethren; they 
belong to the same Anglo-Saxon race, and will 
not be intimidated, but rather aroused, by such 
an appeal to mere numerical disparity. Such 
devices are not only unworthy of us, but are at 
all times absolutely wicked and criminal. Sir, if 
questions neare*home should hereafter divide our 
own community of votes, who shall say that some 
men of turbulent spirit, some would-be leaders, 
inspired with the supremacy of numbers, may not 
institute unpleasant comparisons between what 
the many want and the few refuse? The few are 
always pronounced sclfish, and the many always 
claim in behalf of public justice; for justice, ac- 
cording to the satirical cxpounder of Athenian 
freedom, (Aristophanes,) is always “the interest 
of the majority.” It behooves us of the North not 
to carry our numerical arguments in behalf of the 
| negro too far, lest some one may hereafter apply 
; them to other themes ‘in the interest of society ,”’ 
‘ and to classes of men not distinguished from us by 
the aristocratic element of color. 

To reitcrate, our Government is one of reason; 
of voluntary submission to law; and it can exist 
only so long as it is true to itsclf and its great mis- 
| sion. It possesses from its very nature but a qual- 
ified coercive power, and it loses its character, 
ceases to bea free Government within the meaning 
of the Constitution, when it employs force for its 
own maintenance. If thesouthern States—belicv- 


ing their institutions, the property and lives of 
their own citizens—no longer safe in the Union, 
choose to separate and conduct a government of 
their own, no exercise of power vested in the Pres- 
ident of the United States or in Congress can pre- 
vent it, however disastrous to public welfare and 
damning to national reputation such a separation 
may prove to the aggregate of the American people. 
1 consider ita work of supercrogation to enter at 
all upon the ‘* constitutionality’’ of such a ques- 
tion. 

Let me not be understood as subscribing to the 
doctrine so often enunciated on this floor, that . 


f t | there is no power in the Government of the Uni- 
to exist without the agitation of ‘the slavery ;; 


ted States to enforce its own written and acknowl- 

edged laws. Sir, I will never so libel my own 
! Government, or the memory of the illustrious 
men who made it. There is power, complete and 
adequate, to secure obedience tothe law from any 
disorderly community, or the more serious end 
of enforcing the letter of the laws of the United 
States in one State in actual revolt. But the ap- 
plication of such power is always within the dis- 
cretion of the Government, and the necessity and 
consequences must be considered. When, there- 
fore, not a community or a single State, bat many 
States, acting in unison, and with the heartfelt 
sympathies of even others comprising the Con- 
federation, rise up in revolution, with the spirit 
of one mighty empire, talking bere about force 
and coercion against such a movement is prepos- 
terous, idle, and suicidal. “Len million people, 
believing their hearthstones to be ruthlessly in- 


Í 
f 
i 
| 


| 
| 


lican faith. ‘All such conservatism, it is needless 
to say, atthis time, is by itself of small practical 
value. The southern States are not willing to 
trust their destiny or that of this great nation to 
such conservatism. They require more than a 
mere promise to feel sure there will be an absti- 
nence from wrong doing. They ask a public rec- 


our brethren of the South, from political charity, 
what the Constitution secures tothem as a right. 
Senators, we are not here aconstituentassembly, 


i 
| 
t 
ent i 
We have not met to frame a Constitution, or to | 


vaded, their domestic institutions destroyed, and 
their nationality degraded; their equality in a 
Government, resting alone on equality, annihi- 
lated: sirs, not all the armies from the time of the 
Cæsars till our day could force them to adhere, 
to love, or to obey a Government whose execu- 
i tive power is irretrievably and openly committed, 
as they believe, to the pursuits of such aims under 
the name of party principles. If such power of 
i coercion were even constitutionally vested in the . 
President and in Congress, we are called upon to 
say how can it be profitably exercised. 

itis very clear thatas longas the North and the 
South quarrel with mere complaints and griev- 


| 
| 
i 
| 
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‘ances, even to separation, there is still a possibil- 
ity of their again coming together and drowning 

ast differences in mutual oblivion; but if fraternal 
Blood ig once shed, no such reconciliation is pos- 
sible. 

« Barth hath no rage like love to hatred turned.” 
Success on one side or the other will stimulate to 
further action till allis lost or won in an unnatural 
struggle, Appeal once made to the sword is irrev- 
ocable. A substitution of brute force for reason 
transforms, at önce, a. dissatisfied brother into 
a relentless enemy. The American people are 
neither Prepared for, nor will they justify, such 
issue. The recent presidential contest was fought 
with nosuchaim. The people during that canvass 
could not’foresee the issue as now precipitated— 
the first fruits of an empty victory. Pennsylva- 
nia fought the battle on the tariff, not on the sla- 
very question. The northwestern States could 
not have realized, in my judgment, their truc 
position, or their action would have been differ- 


ent. Scttled in great part from New England and | 


from Europe, their social distange from the plant- 
ing States of the South made them lose sight of 
the intimate connection between the prosperity of 


both. Excited by a spirit of fanaticism, artfully | 


engendered and nourished by selfish politicians, 
they looked upon the last presidential election as 


a struggle for power, not only between the North | 


and the South, but between the great Northwest 
and other geographical sections of the Union com- 
bined. But whether the West was to rule by 
military force, by marching squadrons and battal- 
jons ‘into the field to subdue their southern breth- 
ren, was not involved in the contest. 

Itis my belief that the position in which the 
whole country is now placed is one not forescen 
by the North previous to the last presidential elec- 
tion; and I feel certain that the people, so far from 
provoking the result, thought it more distant than 
ever; that the northern mind was led into error 
through not sufficiently appreciating the Federal 


relations; and that, if proper time and means be | 


afforded, public opinion will right itself, and fur- 
nish, before it is too late, the most substantial 
proof of its conversion to true constitutional doc- 
trite. Democratic institutions are, from their na- 
ture, apt to lend themselves to popular delusions; 
but they also possess the most efficient and ad- 
mirable means of quickly correcting popular error, 
of making amends for whatever wrong they may 
have committed, and of avoiding similar mistakes 
in the future. All that is now wanted is time for 
reason to reassert its sway. The victory which 
the Republican party so glorics in achieving, is 
itself but a popular delusion, which will end, in 
my judgment, in the party’s final destruction, 
never again, even by the admission of its founder 
and champion on this floor, to reappear under the 
same name, The fruits of that victory has turned 
to ashes in their mouths, and the deception will 
become as patent to the whole country as itis now 
to all a foreboding of terror. 

And now, sir, let me say to the South that, 
great as may have been their provocations, they 


have as yet no right to suppose that remaining in | 
3 D 


the Uniondooms them a hopeless prey to north- 
ern fanaticism. Though pluralities and majori- 
ties may have gonc against their wishes in nearly 


all the northern States, much of that unfortunate | 


result is due to the divisions among their own 
friends, and to the consequent distractions of the 
Democratic party. Yet the Democratic vote, even 
under these most disadvantageous circumstances, 
has been large, showing what substantial ele- 
ments are still left in the northern States to build 
a great party upon; showing how few conver- 
sions from sectional to national principles are rc- 
quired to make a constitutional party of law and 
order at the North, the potent shield and protec- 


tion of the South. That party willstand by them | 


in a peaceful solution of this whole question. It 
will stand up for their just rights under the Con- 
stitution in every State Legislature, in every 
county, city, town, village, and hamlet through- 
out the length and breadth of our land. It will 
combat in their very strongholds, and, under 
God’s providence, crush, the heresies and false 
idols which have been set up to misguide the peo- 
ple, teaching at their altars hatred and contempt 
of heart, instead of fraternal love and attachment 
to our institutions and laws. 

It seems to me but folly in the South to con- 
sider all as lost, and their condition in the Union 


I 
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| 
| 
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| the civilized world while there is any hope of self- 


| with arms to assert a principle? The Union, first 
| forcibly divided into two confederacies, by the ex- 
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intolerable, while they and their friends possess 
a majority in. both branches of the national Le- 
gislature, and while the Supreme Court of the 
United States stands unimpaired , ready and pow- 
erful to uphold the Constitution. Conceding that 
there is cause for apprehension; allowing that 
there are dangers staring us all in the face; that 
the history of the past shows a continued estrange- 
ment on the part of the North, anda continued 
and progressive inroad on those institutions which 
the South deems indispensable to her prosperity 
and happiness, why should she, at this critical 
and unfavorable moment, separate ingloriously 
from her northern friends, when, united, we could 
surely overthrow and put to route the common 
enemy? The stakes are so tremendous; the mo- 
ment is so pregnant with unutterable woe to the 
country, dnd even to mankind, that we may well 
be prompted to demand a respite, before we, as 
well as herself, are plunged into ruifi and national 
annihilation. 

How can a permanent separation be justified to 


protection orsafety under the Constitution? What 
will be her condition and prospects when she has 
accomplished separation? Iam ready to believe 
she is prepared to make great sacrifices cheer- 
fully; but the administration of a Government 
must be based on something else than mere self- 
sacrificing patriotism. It must be conducive to the 
lasting happiness and prosperity of the people. A 
separate confederacy will requirea standing army. 
Bordering on hostile and fanatical neighbors, for- 
tifications along the frontier are imperative. All 
these things will require vast outlaysand involve 
expenditures diminishing the available means and 
consuming the substance of the people. The 
North compelled to do the same thing, we shall 
both grow poor at the same time. The very pres- 
ence of hostile forces will necessarily lead to col- 
lisions, in which one or the other section, accord- 
ing to all the chances of war, may be victorious. 

But will snch a state of things increase the se- 
curity of cither? Will an enemy subdued to-day 
fail to renew the combat to-morrow, until the 
country shall be a vast military camp, bristling | 


ample thus set, may be, atany dissatisfaction, sub- | 
divided into many, and they, after the example 
of Europe, would engage in mutual wars, con- 
tending for thatchimera, “ the balance of power,” 
so jealously sought after by the diplomatists, and 
forever disturbed by every man of decided talent 
who cannot but give a momentary ascendency to 
the power over whose destinies he is for a time 
called to preside. 

Secession, as it now appears, is the foundation 
for endless civil war, which will entirely change 
the character of our people, transforming their 
present peaceful pursuits and habits of industry 
into lawless adventure and reckless brigandage 
and barbarism. We read history in vain, and study 
human nature to very little purpose, if we believe 
that, with such a eneral demoralization of our 
people, republican forms of government could be 
preserved inany one section of ourglorious Union. 
Military commanders, sustained by cumbersome 
standing armies, would soon acquire the power 
not only to defend the State, but to ruleit; becom- | 
ing military dictators, they would use the power 
conferred on them for its perpetuation. Repub- 
lics in name only, external struggles would be 
quickly followed by internal ones of rival fac- 
tions and rival Cæsars. Believe me, Senators, 
the day we violently separate tolls the death-knell į 
of our liberal institutions. They may existnom- 
inally for a while, but their spirit is fled; our 
people will have lost all vital strength or moral 
courage to cherish or uphold them. The body 
may retain its warmth for an hour, but the rigid 
and expressionless features tell the sad tale too 
surely. ; 

And what would be the financial condition of 
our country, North and South, in case of violent į 
separation? The expenses of Government would 
be doubled, and as divisions ensue, tripled, quad- 
rupled. Each State, confederacy, or confedera- 
cies, would have its officials, its foreign and do- 
mestic relations; and in addition to these, relations 
among themsclves, not always of the most ami- 
cable and satisfactory nature. The North would 
have its line of custom-houses along the southern 
frontier, whilcthe South, acknowledging free-trade | 


with all the world, would resort for revenue to 
direct taxation, with aretinue of tax-collectors. 
Each section or sections, for Heaven only knows 
the number, would have its supreme court, its 
army and navy, its diplomaticand consularagents, 
and its separate treasury. All these additional 
expenditures would be entailed upon the people, 
already suffering a vastly diminished revenuc, and 
lamentable falling off in trade, navigation, and 
commerce. 

The southern States, which, in a financial point 
of view, are now the most magnificent colony of 
the North—consuming northern produce and man- 
ufactures, and employing northern mechanics and 
northern ships—will exchange its great staples for 
the manufactures of England, France, and Ger- 
many; allowing foreign merchants and foreign 
navigators to earn commissions and freights; thus 
helping to build up European cities, increasing 
the wealth and influence of European power. 

That influence of European diplomacy and in- 


| trigue which has been kept aloof and shut out 


from us by our Federal Union, would soon make 
itself feltin all our foreign and domestic relations; 
until, with the mere shadow of sovereigtity, di- 
vided into several confederacies, we should again 
be reduced to a colonial state, not with one Eu- 
ropean Power alone, but half a dozen claiming 
our allegiance and disputing our possession. 
Even our title of ‘American’? would disap- 
pear, and we be known in England as the tribes 
of Indians, only by their specific names. What 
respect would the citizens of these isolated States 
or small Confederacies command at European 
courts? How would the diplomatic agents of our 
dissevered Republics be received at the Court of 
St. James, or at the Tuillerics? Representing a 
small State is no disgrace; but to represent the 
disjected members of a great nation, at a court 
where the whole- country had once commanded 
not only respect, but honor and admiration, is a 
osition to which few persons would aspire,—to 
be regarded in London and Paris but as parade 
ministers or small suitors, and, at the best, but as 
intriguing against a portion of his former coun- 
try, bumbly begging for what a minister of the 
United States would have boldly demanded, and 
no Power ventured to withhold without being made 
aware of the consequences. Ministers of our dis- 
severed republics would occupy no pleasant place 
among even their diplomatic colleagues—some of 
whom, no doubt, secretly glad to behold them 
shorn of their former prestige and influence, point- 
ing them out as the diminutives of former great- 
ness, living assurances of the future harmlessness 
and good behavior of those same Americans whose 
progress had once so alarmed Guizot with the 
prospect of disturbing “ the world’s equilibrium’? 
of power. We shall be held to a terrible account 
by humanity, even for having blasted all hopes 
of the success. of republican institutions; and by 
a monstrous national suicide, forever destroying 
the popular faith in self-government. Whichever 
way we tuin, there is nothing but scorn and ob- 
loquy for our fallen institutions; while despotism 
itself would draw a long free breath from the ter- 
rible and unanswerable exampie of our liberty. 
Mr. President, this picture,so much more graph- 
ically drawn by other and abler Senators, of the 
forlorn condition of our country in case of vio- 
lent separation and disunion, is far from being 
overcharged. Itis impossible to depict the ori- 
ginal horrors, desolation, ruin, and political anni- 
hilation which, in the end, would be the conse- 
quence of so fatal a step. Clay and Webster did 
not desire to lift the curtain which concealed from 
their patriotic eyes the dark prospect of dissolu- 


| tion and disunion, They shrank from penetrating 


the future to behold the calamities which lay in 
that terrible vista; but thousands of hands are 
now raised to lift the veil to catch a sight of the 
gloomy perspective, revealing a taste for tragedy 
in the country that is destined to grow among us, 
unless speedily corrected by the substitution of 
something more congenial and healthy. 

If we are to heal the breach which now seems” 
almost inevitable and lasting between the North 


| and the South, the remedy must be applied at 


once. Family quarrels must be made up quickly, 
or they become chronic, and exceed in virulence 
and rancor disputes among strangers, It is nat- 
ural for men to hate most what they once most 
loved and cherished; and their former affection 
seems to give a lawful title to their hatred from 
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the fact of its being wantonly provoked and re- 
sentfully contrasted. . Let those who think there 
is no danger, that affairs will quietly settle them- 
selves, take warning, lest supineness lead them 
into fatal and irreparable error. 

There are those who believe that, when a final 
separation of the States shall have actually taken 
place, it will be easier to treat with the fragments 
of the Union, to reconstract the Government, as it 
is called, than to make concessions or compro- 
mises now. I protest against so heartless and 
short-sighted a policy. 

Sir, if we continue here our present stubborn 
course, there is nothing to be hoped but final dis- 
solution, civil war, the breaking up of the whole 
country into petty Republics, breathing defiance 
at each other, without retaining either weight or 
consideration in the affairs of the world. Our 
sovereign people are not prepared for this. They 
neither desire, nor, if you give them an oppor- 
tunity, will they permit it. A martial people 
they may be; but this spirit only exists against 
an enemy, not against their countrymen. We 
have neither become so powerful nor so rich that 
we can amuse ourselves by making war upon 
each other. The three essential things required 
for war, said a great general, are, ‘ first, money; 
then a great deal more money; and finally, all the 
money that can possibly be raised.” War once 
declared and waged, all hopes of reconciliation, | 
repeat again, are at an end; for if the South tri- 
umph, it is hardly probable they, will surrender 
their vantage-ground by submitung again to the 
will and authority of the North; and if the South 
were to succumb in the combat, how would the 
North enter into and enjoy the fruits of their vic- 
tory? They could certainly not drag the South 
back again into the national Union as free, equal, 
and independent States. 

What service could the Senators and members 
of subjugated States be in a national Legislature 
of equals? T'he first shot exchanged between the 
people of the North and ths South itself dissolves 
the Union. With such violent disruption, all sense 
of equality, duty, and loyalty, would be destroyed 


forever; and in the absence of these, our repunli- | 


can forms become sheer license, so intolerable 
and so utterly unfit for the protection of life and 
property, that the people would in the end fly to 
monarchy as a means of salvation from endless 
anarchy , lawlessness, usurpation, and chaos. The 
men who connive at this result will find themselves 


incapable of ruling even the section which now | 


supports them in their career of aggression and 
fanaticism; and, unsuccessful in their schemes, 
they will be as hopelessly abandoned by their 
present followers as they are now anxious to dis- 


card those who wouldimplore them to retrace their | 


heedless steps to save our common country. 
{have not alluded, in what I have said, to the 
position of my own State in this contest, 
people of the Pacific coast breathe but one senti- 
ment of loyalty-and devotion to the Union. They 


will ratify any proposed amendment to the Con- | 


stitution which could restore a sense of security 
to the South and peace to the country. If no 
such settlement can be had; if neither the leaders 
of the Republican party, nor their followers in 


the northern States, will give peaceful guarantees | 
to the southern States, then, sir, in My Opinion, į 


a large majority of the citizens of that coast will 
say, “Let them go in peace.’ Civil war cannot 


remedy the evil, and let any result follow sooner | 
than all its horrors. While they would not allow | 


the dignity of the Union or its laws trampled or 


spit upon by any portion of its people, yet the į 


appeal of ten millions of their fellow-citizens fail- 


ing of regard, destroys so much of that unity as ; 


will cause them to consent to any steps a sens 


of safety may dictate, even to a final and peacefal | 


separation, 

The history of our future career, as two Con- 
federacies, the result of a final necessity to give 
peace to the people, is not, to my mind, so full of 
gloomy misgivings. But a violent separation re- 
quires no prophet to tell its direfu. issue to repub- 
lican institutions. Peaceful separation leaves the 
two sections to pursue their pathway, not so 


The | 


{applause in the galleries,] with whom she is, in 
every respect; identified. Their destiny and our 
own is indissolubly united. And here let me say 
to the distinguished Senator from New York, 
[Mr. Sewarp,] that the loyal people of that State 
will “speak for the Union, vote for the Union, 
contribute their money to preserve the Union, and, 
when all other expedients fail, will fight for the 
Union,” provided, the distinguished Senator will 
show us how, by fighting, we can preserve the 
liberty, fraternity, and equality.of our southern 
brethren in the Union; but, unless he can perform 
this dificulttask, we will never, never, sir! imbrue 
our hands in the blood of our southern brethren. 
{Applause in the galleries; and the Vice Presi- 
dent said he would be compelled to order the gal- 
leries cleared, if it was repeated.] Believing ìt to 
be the sentiment of her people that she will cling 
to any remnant of a Union, while one remains, I 
shall stand to my post thus representing her, using 
all the means in my power to avert the destruc- 
tion of the Union while the faintest hope may be 


realized; and rather than behold civil war and 


violence enthroned in the land, will consent to any 
just and reasonabk: proposition giving peace and 
prosperity to the country. 

While I have voted for the resolutions of the 
venerable and experienced Senator from Ken- 
tucky, (Mr. Crirrenpey,] every pulsation of 
whose heart is patriotic, or will support the plans 


of either of the distinguished Senators from Hli- | 


nois [Mr. Doveias] or Pennsylvania, |Mr. Bıra- 
LER,] still, in my humble judgment, the proposi- 
tion of the honorable Senator from Minnesota 
[Mr. Rice] is better calculated than any to give 
peace to the country. It ends the struggle over 
the Territories between the North and the South. 
* Popularsovercignty,”?’ ** squatter sovereignty,” 
“ slave codes,” ** slave protection,” and all other 
themes of discord and misrepresentation, must 
cease, when all concede to the States the untram- 
meled regulation of their own internal institutions. 
This obliteration of the Territories of the United 
States by State organizations, bringing them im- 


| mediately under the clear provisions of the Con- 


stitution, and the other remedies suggested or 
submitted to give security to the institution of 
slavery, will certainly be promptly and almost 
unanimously agreed to by the people I represent, 
and will, E believe, receive the approbation of a 
large majority of the people both North and South. 

Mr. President, our constituents wait for us and 
expect us to act promptly on some proposition 
enabling their voice to decide the issue. Delay 


is baneful, and conducive to the worst calamity. | 
We have already lost by depreciation of every | 
species of property some three hundred million | 


dollars, and shall, if the agitation continues, lose 
41,000,000,600. A non-intercourse law between 
the North and the South already in fact exists, 


and will soon, if things are suffered to go on, be į 


enacted in due form. Circulating medium will 
be deranged or even disappear, and our State 


| treasuries will be embarrassed, and the Federal i 


Treasury itself reduced to hopeless bankruptcy. 
Thousands of laboring people have been already 
thrown outofemployment. Commercial failures 
and manufacturing ruin already stalk through the 
land; our farmers will soon be reduced to barter- 
ing their produce for articles of prime necessity. 
Our financial condition will suffer the reduction 
of the old colonial times, and the country inun- 
dated with that baseless trash—paper money. 
Emigration from Europe will cease, and the capi- 
talists who have invested in American securities 


will throw them on our market, still further de- į 


pressing the current rates. All private confidence 
will be destroyed, and every species of enterprise 
indefinitely postponed. 

How long law and order will be preserved under 


such circumstances, how long property will re- 
main secure, and life protected, is more than I 


venture to guess; but this 1 will assert, without 
fear of contradiction, that a Government which 
allows all these things to take place, and which, 


i instead of promoting peace and harmony, leads 
| by its supineness, partiality, or want of power, to ; 


discontent, the distrust, thé hostile feeling de» 
tween different sections of our common country: 
increase; let civil war ensue, and our free institu- 
tions will be scattered like the sands of the desert, 
io all the adverse winds of heaven. A govern- 
ment sustained only by force must, from its.very 
nature, be arbitrary, or must soon become a des- 
potism; and, in the disorganization and general: 
chaos, we shall be happy if we escape foreign in- 
tervention and are spared the humiliating sight of 
a European soldiery perambulating in triumph 
the streets of our once proud Atlantic cities. 

For what reason shall all these calamities beż 
fall us? Why shall we thus, in the midst of un- 
paralleled success, in the full vigor of ournational 
youth—for we have not yet reached eyen: man’s 
estate—become possessed of such a legion of 
devils, a prey to such insanity as to willfully 
shatter our own household gods; to heap the ashes 
of our own hearthstones on our devoted: heads; 


and with spiteful hands and flaming torches set . 


fire to and destroy that friendly and wide-spread- 
ing roof that has so sheltered all true liberty’s 
children in the whole world—casting to utter and 
eternal destruction the hopes and elevated aspira- 
tions of mankind? 

I implore you, Senators, as others have done 
before me, by everything dear to our hearts and 
sacred to our consciences, not to turn a deaf ear 
to the voices of the people, calling upon us from 
all sections to pause in our political career, and 
to prove to the North and to the South and to the 
civilized world that our hearts and our minds ex- 
pand with the magnitude of the subject on which 
we are called to deliberate; that our patriotism 
can rise above party considerations; that when the 


! honor, dignity, and existence of our institutions 


are at stake, there is no sacrifice of personal van- 
ity,or the narrow sphere of partisan politics that 
we are not eager, nay, proud, to make to save the 
common country. 

Senators, if, fon the realms on high, it was 
vouchsafed by a beneficent Providence, that the 
shades of our departed patriots, sages, and heroes 


of the Revolation, might speak tous, for whom, 


while living, they so toiled ahd labored, and 
spilled freely their hearts’ blood, how they would 
implore us to pause and retrace our steps from 
this perilous brink of destruction and fraternal 
strife; how would the voices of Washington, Ad- 
ams, und Jefferson bursting the scal of death from 
their still glowing lips, and his chill cerements 
from their potent hands, proclaim, as they did 
when living, that all true glory and historic renown 
are based on an clevated love of country, on a 
pure devotion to its lasting interests, and the 
abandonment of discord and strife. They would, 
they do implore, as living men may not implore, 


i by their sacred wounds and scars,—by that pre~ 


cious bond of liberty and proud title of Ampxi- 
CAN bequeathed to us to enjoy,—and other lands 
to dream of as a vision of peace and glory, to be 
yet faithful to our Constitution and Union,—to 
that law of equal right and love, which is to na- 
tions the same saving grace it is to souls,—that 
law given us, as all powerful, by God himself ; 


i the only King they taught us, as a nation, we 


[Applause in the galleries.] 


might ever own, 
Mr. Presi- 


Mr. JOHNSON, of Tennessee. 
dent-—— 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from 
Tennessee will pause a moment, until the Chair 
states the condition of the question, The Indian 
appropriation bill was made the special order for 
two o’clock to-day, and the Chair calls the atten- 
tion of the Senate to that bill. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Tennessee. If it is the 
desire of the chairman of the Committee on Fi- 
nance to proceed with the consideration of that 
bill, I will move that the subject now under con- 
sideration be postponed to, and made the special 
order for, one o'clock to-morrow, at which time 
I should like to address the Senate. 

Mr. PEARCE. I was about to remark that £ 
supposed, at this time of the day, it would not be 
possible for us to get through that bill before the 
Senate adjourns. 


Mr. JOHNSON, of Tennesseé 


Ithink that 


we can get through with it, 
Mr. PEARCE. The amendments of the Com- 
| mittee on Finance are not very important; but I 


private wrong; to armed inroads on one State by 


| 
mighty, it is true, as when united, but still pow- || pri i 
erful to command respect from the civilized world. || citizens of another; to bloodshed, rapine, and 
As Mr, Madison said, “ They may be divided as | civil war—such a Government, Í have no hesit nts b 
to each other, but united as to the world.” Cal- | tion in saying, is noi worth preserving; and ou understand there are amendments from the pee 
ifornia, from her conimerce, institutions, and in- | people will make no sacrifice to prop up and sup- || mittee on Indian Affairs, upon which there will 
tereats, I believe, will remain with the free States, ii pert se useless and eumbersome a fabris, Letthe i| probably be mueh-debate, “I would prefer going 


i| 

| 

i 

f 

| ; i 

| the commission of every species of public and 
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on with the bill if it can be done; but I would 
allow the Senator to make his speech now, rather 
than be interrupted to-morrow in the considera- 
tion-of the bill by his speaking at one o’clock. I 
am. satisfied the bill cannot be got through with 
to-day. : = 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Tennessee. Then 1 will 
make a motion, if the bill cannot be gotten through 
with, to postpone the subject until Monday, at 
one o’elock. The Senator from. North Carolina 
[Mr. Crineman] has the floor at that hour; and 
if he does not occupy too much time, I shall ad- 
dress the Senate after he shall have concluded his 
speech, 

Mr.CLINGMAN. Ido not think I shall need 
as much asan hour of the Senate’s time, certainly 
not more than that, on Monday; and whatever 
arrangement the honorable Senator from Ten- 
nessee prefers, I will agree to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Foor in 

the chair.) The Chair desires the Senator from 
Tennessee to repeat his motion. The Chair did 
not apprehend it. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Tennessee. I move that 
the further consideration of the subject now be- 
fore the Senate be postponed to, and made the 
special order for, Monday, at one o’clock. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. Iwas merely about to 
suggest that that would mect: the views of the 
Committec on Finance a great deal better, because 
if we should get through with this bill to-day, 
there are other appropriation bills that have been 
upon the table for some days that we might pass 


to-morrow, and it is very important to have them | 


brought forward as carly as possible. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. 


print the President’s message, and the accompa- 
nying resolutions of the Legislature of Virgina, 
be 
aud made the special order for that hour. 
-The motion was agreed to. 

INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL. 
The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 


proceeded to consider the bill (H. R. No. 865) | 
making appropriations for the current and con- | 


tingentexpenses of the Indian department, and for 
fulfilling treaty stipulations with various Indian 
tribes, for the year ending June 30, 1862. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the bill. 

Mr. SEBASTIAN. 
sary, by the rules of the body, that these bills 
should be read through. 

“The PRESIDING OFFICER. The reading 
can be dispensed with only by unanimous consent; 


but if the reading in full be not called for by any 


member, the Chair will consider that the unan- 
imous consent of the Senate is given that the read- 


ing be dispensed with. The amendments reported | 


by the Committee on Finance will be read. 
Mr. PEARCE. Before the reading of the 


amendments the clerk has on the table, I beg | 
leave to state that there were three small verbal | 
amendments which were reported by the com- li 


mittee that did not find their way into the printed 
bill. 
those amendments now. 
and ninety-six, on page 9, the word “seven” 
should be “seventh.”’ [therefore move to amend 


the bill by changing the word “seven”? to “ sev- | 


enth.” 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. That modifi- | 


cation will be made. 

Mr. PEARCE. 
and forty-eight, on page 23, to strike out the 
words ‘tthe same,” and insert “shop.” It isa 
misprint. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It being a 
mer clerical crror, that modification will also be 
made, 


Mr. PEARCE. In line one thousand and sev- | 


enty-four, on page 43, L move to strike out “ five,” 


and insert “fifteen.” It is a provision for certain | 
payments to the head chicfs of certain tribes. The | 


sum of $1,500 is necessary for the payment of 
them; but, by mistake, " five’? was inserted. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That modifi- 
cation will also be made. 

Mr. PEARCE. 
with the amendments reported by the commit- 
tee. 

The first amendment reported by the Commit- 
tee on Finanee was, on page 18, line four hundred 


It is moved | 
that the further consideration of the motion to | 


ostponed until Monday next, at one o’clock, | 


Ido not think itis neces- | 


l will ask the attention of the Senate to | 
In line one hundred | 


I move in line five hundred į 


Now the clerk can procecd | 


and fourteen, to strike out the words “investment 
of,” after the words ‘‘for interest on;’’ so that 
the clause will read: 

Miamies of Indiana.—For interest on $221 ,257 86, at five 


per centum, for Miami Indians of Indiana, per Senate’s 
amendment to fourth article treaty 5th June,1854, $1) ,062 89. 


The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment of the committee was to 
add at the end of the bill the following: 

For payment to the Sisseeton and Wah-pa-ton bands of 
the Dacotah or Sioux Indians, for their reservation on the 
Minnesota river, in the State of Minnesota, containing five 
hundred and sixty-nine thousand six hundred acres; at 
thirty cents per acre, $170,880. 


The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment of the committee was to 
insert at the end of the bill the following: 

For payment to the Med-a-wa-kan-ton and Wa-pa-koo-ta 
bands of the Dacotah or Sioux Indians, for their reserva- 
tion on the Minnesota river, in the State of Minnesota, 
containing three hundred and twenty thousand acres, at 
thirty cents per acre, $96,000. 


The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment of the committee was to 
insert at the end of the bill the following: 

For the expenses of concentrating the Indians in the 
Territory of Utah, on rescrvations therein remote from 
emigrant routes, purchase of agricultural implements and 
stock cattle, and for the erection of houses, &c., including 
the necessary traveling expenses of the superintendent of 
Indian affairs, agents, clerk hire, &c., $45,000, 


The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. PEARCE. I now send to the Chair sev- 


| eval amendments from the Committee on Finance, 
the estimates for which were not sent in when the 
bill was reported. 

The Secretary read the amendments. The first 
was to insert at the end of the bill the following: 

For the salary of one superintending agent for the northern 
district of the Endian service in California, from the 28th 
of June, 1860, when he entered on his duties, to the 30th 


of June, 1861, peract of June 39, 1860, at $3,600 per annum, 
$3,629 67, 


The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was to insert at the end 
of the bill: 


For salary of one superintending agent for the southern 
district of the Indian service in California, from the 19th 
of Beptember, 1860, when he entered on his duties, to the 
30th of June, 1861, at $3,600, per annum, per aetof the L9th 
of June, 1860, 32,512 08. 


'| The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was to add: 


For salaries of five supervisors to the Indian service in 
California, to instruct the Indians in husbandry, at &1,800 
per annum each, for the half year ending the 3Uth of June, 
1861, per act of J9th June, 1860, $4,500. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was to insert: 

For compensation to twenty laborers for the five reserva- 
tions in California, at filty dollars per month, for the half 


year ending 30th June, 1861, per act of 19th June, 1860, 
36,000, 


‘The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was to insert: 


For salary for an additional agent for the Indian service 
in New Mexico, trom the 22d of August, 1860, when he 
executed his official bond, to the 30th of June, 1861, per 
act of 25th June, £860, at 81,500 per annum, $1,289 90, 


i 
i 
i 
| 
| 
1 
| 
| 
| 
1 The amendment was agreed to. 
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The next amendment was: 


For salary foran agent to the Ponca Indians, from the 
ist of August, 1860, when he executed his official bond, to 
the 30th of June, 1861, at $1,500 per annum, per act of 
25th June, 1860, $1,296 17. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was toadd, at the end of 
the bill: 

For salary for an agent to the Pawnees, from the 18th of 
October, 1860, when he executed his official bond, to 30th 
June, 1861, at $1,500 perannum, per act of 25th June, 1860, 
$1,055 70. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next was to add to the bill: 


For salary for an agent to the Yancton Sioux for the fis- 
cal yéar ending 30th of June, 1891, per fifteenth article of 
the treaty of 19th of April, 1858, $1,500. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next was: 


have been made by claimants to laud on the reserve named 
in the second artiele of the treaty of 10th September, 1853, 
with the Rogue River Indians, per second and third articles 
of said treaty, $2,000. 


| The amendment was agreed to. 


For payment for such permanent improvements as may | 


The next was: 


For arrears of interest due the lst of January, 1861, 
on $70,000 five. per cent. bonds of the State of Indiana, 
$7,000. 


The amendment was agreed to. 


The next was: 


For expenses attending the negotiation of the treaties of 
the 19th June, 1858, with the Lower and Upper Sioux In- 
dians, per tenth article of said treaties, $15,865 76. 


The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. SEBASTIAN. The Committee on Fi- 
nance having now concluded their amendments, 
I move to postpone the further consideration of 
the bill til] to-morrow at one o’clock, in order to 
enable the Committee on Indian Affairs to offer 


i the other amendments appropriate to this bill. 


The motion was agreed to. 


TARIE BILL. . 

Mr. SIMMONS. Jam instructed by the select 
committee of the Senate, to whom was referred 
the bill (H. R. No. 338) to provide for the pay- 
mentof outstanding Treasury notes; to authorize 
aloan; to regulate and fix the duties on imports, 
and for other purposes, to report the bill back to 
the Senate with sundry amendments; and I ask 
that the bill and amendments be printed in the 
ordinary way; and it would be desirable if the 
Senate would order some five hundredextra copies 
to be printed to be sent to. different portions of the 
country. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Foor.) 
If there be no objection, that order will be made. 

Mr. SUMNER. I would suggest to the Sen- 
ator that he make the number one thousand. 

Mr. SIMMONS. I think that is more than we 
can send around. I would also propose that the 
bill be made the special order for Tuesday next, 
at one o’clock. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The motion to 
print must first. be disposed of. If there be no objec- 
tion, the order will be made to print five hundred 
extra copies of the bill and amendments. The 
Chair hears no objection; and that order is made 

Mr. SIMMONS. There may perhaps be some 
little alterations yet needed in this bill; but I have 
thought it better to have it printed, and Jet our 
constituents understand the alterations now pro- 
posed. {L move that the consideration of the bill 

e postponed until Tuesday next, at one o’clock, 
and made the special order. 

Mr. GWIN. I was a member of the select 
committee to whom this bill was referred; and I 
consider it due to myself, as well as to the Senate, 
to say that I am entirely opposed to the principle 
of the bill, The majority of the committee have 
reported it with amendments, and in some re- 
spects, I think, they have improved the House 
bill, by malsing it more a revenue bill than it was 
originally; but I give notice that when it comes 
up for consideration, I shall endeavor to show 
that the present revenue system is better than that 
proposed in this bill. Lonty wish to say now, 
that I do not agree with the majority in the prin- 
ciple that is contained in this bill. I believe it 
has been greatly improved by the action of the 
majority of the select committee, in its revenue 
features, and to that extent I cordially unite with 
their action; but as tothe general principie of the 
bill, I am opposed to it, as I shall state more at 
large when it comes up for consideration. 

Mr. PEARCE. I think the day which the 
Senator from Rhode Island proposes for the dis- 
cussion of this bill is entirely too early. The bill 
will not be printed and laid upon our tables, I 
take it, until Monday. 

Mr. BIGLER. To-morrow. 

Mr. PEARCE. Suppose it were laid on our 
tables to-morrow, Every member of the Senate 
ought to have at least a few days to consider the 
multifarious subject-matters contained in such a 
bill as this, which, I understand, proposes a thor- 
ough and radical change in our system of duties 
on imports; and besides, it must be recollected 
that we are now in the month of February, and 
that it is very important to the business of the 
Senate that some time should be given to the con- 
sideration of bills for the support of the Govern- 
ment. I believe, but two of the general appro- 
priation bills have yet passed—the pension bill, 
and the West Point Academy bill—and there 
remain all the bills which make heavy appropria- 
tions for the great disbursertients of the Govern- 
ment to be considered. The Indian appropriation 
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bill is not yet through, and will occupy, I sup- 
ose, to-morrow, if we sit to-morrow; the Navy | 


ili, the Army bill, the legislative and exccutive 


bill, the miscellaneous bill—all heavy bills, con- į 


taining the great appropriations of the year—are 
yet to be considered; and if the Committee on 
Finance are not allowed to have some of their 
bills, which they have reported, and which are 
now lying on your table, taken up in the early 
part of the next week, I think it likely that you 
will not get through with them at all, or at least 
not creditably, by the end of the'session. I hope, 
therefore, the gentleman will postpone his motion, 
and give us at leasta week’s time. Let him name 
next Friday, or Saturday week, and then | shall 
have no objection to taking up the bill and dis- 
cussing it to the end. 

Mr. SIMMONS. I have no purpose to em- 
barrass the Committee on Finance; and I do not 
know which we ought to do, first provide the 
means to pay the appropriations, and then make 
them; or first make the appropriations, and then 
provide, the means to pay them. I will agree to 
postpone the bill until Wednesday; and that will 
leave us three days for the appropriation bills. 

Mr. PEARCE. That is better; but I think 
you ought to say Thursday. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question 
is on the motion of the Senator from Rhode [sland; 
that this bill be postponed until Wednesday next, 
and made the special order for that day at one 
o’elock. : 

The motion was agreed to. 

FRANCIS M. MUNKS. 

Mr. LANE, I desire to make a report. The 

Committee on Military Affairs and Militia, to 


whom was referred the petition of Francis M. 
Munks, a white man, and Susan, his wife, a Choc- 


taw Indian, praying damages for being deprived į 


of the ad vantages of kecpinga ferry, under a grant 


from the Choctaw Council, by the erection of a free | 


bridge by the United States, ask to be discharged 
from its further consideration, and that it be re- 
ferred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. SEBASTIAN, I beg to suggest to the 
Senator from Oregon that the Committee on In- 
dian Affairs, according to my recollection, have 
had that case before them for consideration here- 
tofore; and reported it back, and asked to be dis- 
charged from its consideration; and that it be 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, be- 
cause the subject was deemed by the Indian Com- 
mittee appropriate for their consideration. If that 
is so, it is hardly necessar 
the Senator has made. 1f Í am not mistaken, the 
case was once before the Indian Committee, and 
attheirinstance refcrred to the committee of which 


the honorable Senator from Oregon is a member, į 


because of the eminent propriety there was in 
having the question determined by that commit- 
tee, rather than by the committee of which Lam 
chairman. I hope the Senator will reflect on that 
fact before he presses his motion. If the fact be 
as I have stated, I presume he will withdraw his 
motion, and undertake the small Jabor of love 
which this case will impose upon him. 

Mr. RICE. As I have had the honor of being 
upon both of those committees, I have examined 


the claim twice; and 1 move to lay iton the table. | 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question 


is not yet disposed of upon the motion of the 
Senator from Oregon, that the Committee on Mil- 


itary Affairs be discharged from the further con- | 


sideration of the petition. 

Mr. LANE. Let the sense of the Senate be 
taken upon that proposition, and I have no objec- 
tion to the petition lying on the table. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The first ques- ; 


tion is on the motion to discharge the Committee 
on Military Affairs from its consideration. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question 
now is on the motion of the Senator from Minne- 
sota, that the petition lic on the table. 

The motion was agreed to. 


MRS. E. A LINN. 


Mr. BRAGG. y , 
procecd to the consideration of the Private Calen- 


dar. 


Mr. BIGLER. I hope the Senator from North | 
Carolina will allow me to present some memo- | 


rials. 


to act on the motion | 


I move now that the Senate | 


! of the Private Calendar. 


| be interposed, the Chair will receive the memo- 


: $ l 
į he has got through, I will thank him to lct me | 
i 


| floor. 


: z Á | 
| dinary course be taken, which, I believe, is to 
| 


| filed. i 


_Mr. BRAGG. That can be done at any other 
time. 4 7 

Mr. HALE. I havea resolution on what I 
understand to be a question of privilege, relating | 

w ! 

to the proceedings of the body. I beg leave to | 
offer it. If there be objection to its consideration, 
of course it will lie over. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The resolu- i| 
tion will be received, and read for information. | 

The Secretary read it, as follows: 

Resolved, That the reasons assigned by the Seerctary of i 
the Senate for his negicct to obey the order of the Senate, 
made on the 20th of March last, in favor of Mrs. E. A. Linn, 


are insufficient and unsatisfactory, and that he be in- | 
stueted forthwith to execute the same. 


Mr. BRAGG. Let it lie over. 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question 
is on the motion of the Senator from North Caro- |! 
lina, that the Senate proceed to the consideration 


e 


Mr. FESSENDEN.,. Mr. President 

Mr. BIGLER. I ask common consent to pre- 
sent petitions which I have on my table. I sup- 
pose there will be no objection. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. If no objection 


rials from the Senator from Pennsylvania. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. | was recognized by the 
Chair; but the Senator from Pennsylvania took 
from me the possession of the floor, and when 


have an opportunity of saying what I have to say 
before proceeding with the other business. 


Mr. BIGLER. 1 thoaght I wasentitled to the 


Mr. FESSENDEN. I hope the motion made } 
by the Senator from North Carolina will not pre- | 


vail, because it is the intention of the chairman | 
of the Committee on Finance to ask the Senate to | 
take up another appropriation bill in a moment. | 
He has just stepped to the committee-room to get | 
an amendment. We want to get through withit, 

if possible; and I think we can get through with 

one of the bills to-day, as well as not. It is very | 
important to dispose of them. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas. I object to the 
reception of any petitions at this time of the day. 
The Senator from Pennsylvania will receive a || 
great many more by the next day we meet, and jj 
they can all come in together. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The pending 
motion is that of the Senator from North Caro- 
lina, that the Senate proceed to the consideration 
of the Private Calendar, It can only be by unan- | 
imous consent that other motions, or the present- 
ation of petitions, can be entertained while the 
motion is pending. : 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas. I must object. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question 
is on the motion of the Senator from North Car- | 
olina. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. If that motion shall not 
succeed, it is the intention of the chairman of the 
Finance Committee to cal} up the consular and | 
diplomatic appropriation bill, | 

Ar. BRAGG. The Senate can determine that 
matter when the chairman comes in. We can | 
o on with the Private Calendar until then. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. I shall move to take it | 
up immediately, if this motion does not prevail. | 
Mr. BRAGG. Nearly all this day has been ; 
taken from the Private Calendar. All Fridays ; 
are usually devoted to that Calendar as late in 
the session as this; and I think we ought to have |; 
part of the day at least for the Calendar. 

CREDENTIALS. à | 

Mr. CAMERON. Iam sure the Senator from | 
North Carolina will allow me to present a paper |; 
I have in my hand, and have had for several days. || 
I have pleasure in presenting the certificate of the || 

H 
f 
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election of Hon. Epcar Cowan, as United States : 
Senator from Pennsylvania for six years from 
the åth of March next; and I move that the or- 


read and file them. 
receive the credentials as a privileged matter, and į 
they will be read. 

The credentials were read, and ordered to be į 
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PRIVATE CALENDAR. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question | 


| recurs on the motion of the ‘Senator fram North 


Carolina, that the Senate proceed to the -consid- 
eration of the Private Calendar. -> or 
_ The question being put, there were, on a divis- 
lon-—ayes Seven, ae : eee 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. ‘Does the Sen- 
ate insist on a further division? : 
_ Mr. BRAGG. Yes, sir; I do not believe there 
1$ a quorum present, j : ae 

The question being put, there were nine in the 
negative; no quorum voting. ; 

Mr. BRAGG. 1 call for the yeas’and nays‘on 
the motion, in order to get a quorum here. > 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. SIMMONS. I would like to know if the 
Senator from Maine has withdrawn Ins proposi- 
tion to take up the appropriation bill. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. have not; and if this 
motion does not succeed, I shall move to.take up 
the consular and diplomatic appropriation bill. 

The question being taken by yeas and nays, 
resulted—yeas 14, nays 27, as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Bragg, Crittenden, Durkee, Fitch, Foot, 
Green, Hemphill, Johnson of Arkansas, Lane, Latham, 
Nicholson, Polk, Powell, aud Sebastian—14, 

NAYS—Messrs. Anthony, Bigler, Bingham, Cameron, 
Chandler, Clark, Dixon, Doolittle, Fessenden, Foster, 
Grimes, Gwin, late, Harlan, Johnson of Temmessee, Ken- 
nedy, King, Morrill, Pearce, Saulsbury, Seward, Simmons, 
Sumner, ‘Ten Eyck, Trumbull, Wade, and Wilson—-27. 


So the motion was not agreed to. 
CONSULAR AND DIPLOMATIC BILL. 


Mr. PEARCE. Inow move to take up the 
consular and diplomatic appropriation bill. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as 
in Committce of the Whole, proceeded. to con- 
sider the bill (H. R. No. 864) making. appropri- 
ations for the consular and diplomatic expenses of 
the Government for the year ending the 30th of 
June, 1862, which had been reported from the 
Committee on Finance with various amendments. 

The first amendment of the Committee on Fi- 
nance was, in line twenty-eight, to strike out 
“twenty,” and insert “ forty;’’ so that the clause 
will read: 

For contingent expenses of all the missions abroad, 


| $40,000. 


The amendment was agreed to. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The next 
amendment of the Committee on Finance will be 


| read. 


Mr. PEARCE. Iam authorized by the com- 
mittee to withdraw the second amendment. They 
reported in favor of increasing the appropriation 
for the contingent expenses of foreign Intercourse 
from $40,000, in which form it passed the House, 


| to $50,000, which is the usual appropriation; but 


there is a fand which will remain unexpended on 
the 30th of June next, to the credit of that appro- 
priation, which makes it unnecessary to appro- 
priate more than $40,000. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. By general 


| consent, the amendment is withdrawn. 


The next amendment of the committee was, in 
lines eighty-four and eighty-five, on page 4, to 
strike out “three thousand,” and insert ** four 
thousand five hundred;’’ so that the clause will 
read: 

For interpreters to the consulates in China, $4,500. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment of the committee was to 
insert, at the end of the bill, the following: 


‘To meet an extraordinary emergency which has arisen in 
bringing from Batavia twenty-four seamen of the ship Stag 
Hound, charged with mutiny, $9,792, or so much thereof 


i as may be deemed just and fair, said sum to be expended 


under the direction of the Seerctary of State. 
The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. PEARCE. Iam directed by the Commit- 
tee on Finance to offer the following amendment; 
to insert at the end of the bill: 

To pay the salary of the consul generat at Simoda, Japan, 
from the time of his appointment to the 30th of June, 1861, 
inclusive, $2,180 53. . 

That amendment is introduced in consequence 
of the Senate having recently confirmed the ap- 
pointment of the gentleman as consul general at 
Simoda. This office was held by Mr. Harris, 
our present minister to Japan. When his suc- 
cessful diplomacy had entitled him, in the opin- 
ion of the President and the Senate, to a mission, 
he was made minister to Japan, and the place of 
consul general was left. vacant.: No provision 
was made for it at the last session of Congress. 
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Lam of the.opinionthat it is entirely unnecessary | 
to have a consul. general there, though it would 
be proper to have a consul. As, however, the 
Senate have confirmed Mr. Bradford as consul 
general to Simoda, it seemed to be proper, to carry 
out the act of the Senate, to make the necessary 
appropriation for the balance of the fiscal year. 
That sum is the sum contained in the amendment 
now presented to the Senate. 

Mr. FESSENDEN.. I concur entirely with 
the chairman of the committee in believing that 
this place of consul general at Simoda is entirely 
unnecessary. Mr. Harris, who held it, wag raised 
to the position which he now holds—of minister 
resident, believe; and that fact rendered the con- 
tinuance of: the office which he previously held 
unnecessary. It is necessary, undoubtedly, to 
have.a consul there. I think the better way is to 
meet this question at once. We have confirmed 
the officer because the office existed; but he has 
not yet left the country; we can therefore correct 
it very casily by striking out all that relates to a 
consul general at this place, and inserting itamong 
the consulates, and striking down the appropria- 
tion $2,000. | 

The amendment of Mr. Fessenven having been 
prepared, the Secretary read it, as follows: | 


InJine fifty-two of the bill, page 3, strike out “ Simoda,” 
after the word “ Alexandria,” and insert * Simoda’’ alter 
the word “at, in tine fifty-three ; soas to make the clause 
read: Z 

m: salaries of consuls general at Quebec, Calcutta, Alex- 
andria, Havana, Constantinople, Frankfort-on-the-Main 5 
consuls at Simoda, Liverpool, London, &e. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair un- 
derstands: that this is an amendment to the ori- 
ginal bill. The first question, then, must be on 
Mestendinen offered by the Senator from Mary- 
Jand, 

Mr. GWIN. He withdraws that. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
understands that to be withdrawn. 

Mr. PEARCE. I withdraw it, to enable the 
Senator from Maine to offer his amendment. 

Mr. FESSENDEN.  [t has not all been read. | 

The Sceretary read the remaining portions of 
the amendment, namely: to strike out, in line sev- 
enty-cight, the word “three,” and insert one,” | 
so as to reduce the total appropriation for salaries | 
of consuls general and consuls from $273,750 to 
$271,750; and at the end of line seventy-nine, to 
insert: 

And the office of consul general at Simoda is hereby 
abolished, aud the salary of the consul at Simoda fixed at 
$3,000, 

Mr. POLK. I could not distinctly hear the 
reading of the amendment, and I wish to inquire 
whether it will cut down the consulship at Simo- 
da from a consul general to a simple consul, but 
yet leave the amount appropriated the same as it 
was reported by the committee, or whether it 
cuts down the amount? 

Mr. FESSENDIEN. The amount is cut down 


The Chair 


42,000. 
Mr. POLK. From $3,000 to $1,000? 
Mr. FESSENDEN. From $5,000 to $3,000. |! 


That is part ef my amendment. 

Mr. POLK. ‘Phat is what I wished to in- 
quire. 1 am for the amendment cutting down 
the amount, 

Mr, PEARCE. J would suggest to the Sena- 
tor from Maine, that consulships in that region 
usually have attached to them salaries of rather | 
more than $3,000. I think the consuls at Amoy 
and the other Chinese ports have $3,500, perhaps 
$3,600; and it may be better to make this salary 
$3,500. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. The consuls in those 
portsin China have a great deal more duty to do; 
but at this point living is very cheap, and the 
duties are very light; and $3,000 is an ample sal- | 
ary for the consul at Simoda. 

Mr. PEARCE. Very well. 

Mr. FESSENDEN.” I will state, before the 
vote is taken, thar the majority of the committee 
came to the conclusion that this movement was | 
wise. [donot make it on my own motion alone, | 
but as the organ of the committee. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. PEARCE. Now I suggest to the Senator | 
that he ought to make some provision for the con- į 
sulate up to the 30th of Jane next. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. There is at present no 
consul there. We have appointed a consul gen- 


| 


i 
t 
j 
eral; but now the office of eonsul general, so far as | 


the Senate.is concerned, isabolished. There is no 
consul appointed, and it does not appear that there 
will be one before the beginning of the nëxt fiscal 
year; L doubt whether there will; and therefore I 
proposed to reduce the appropriation by precisely 
the amount of the difference of salary, calculating 
it only for the next year, supposing there would 
be no consul appointed up to that time. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended; 
the amendments were concurred in, and ordered 
to be engrossed, and the bill to be read a third 
time. The bill was read the third time, and passed. 

LEGISLATIVE, ETC., APPROPRIATION BILL. 

Mr. PEARCE. I now move that the Senate 
take up House bill No. 892, being the legislative, 
executive, and judicial bill. 

The motion was agreed to; and the bill (H. R. 
No. 892) making appropriations for the legisla- 


| tive, executive, and judicial expenses of the Gov- 


ernment for the year ending the 30th of June, 
1862, was considered as in Committee of the 


Whole. 
“The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will 
be read. 


Mr. PEARCE. Unless it be desired by some 
Senator that the whole bill shall be read, as it is 
a very long one, I move to dispense with the read- 
ing of itand take up the amendments. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The reading 
of the bill will be dispensed with, unless it be 
called for by a member, The amendments of the 
Committee on Finance will be read in their order. 

The Secretary read the first amendment, which 
was, in line fourteen of page 2, to strike out the 
word “ officers”? and insert * officer” in the clause 
making an appropriation for the salary of the 


| officer charged with disbursements of the Sen- 


ate,” 

Mr. HALE. 
explained. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It willbe again 
read. . 

Mr. HALE. Ihave heard it read. I want it 
explained, 

Mr, PEARCE. Twillexplain itin a moment. 
The word “< officers,” in the plural, has been used 
by mistake. There is but one officer charged 
with this duty; and the amendment proposes that 
the appropriation, instead of being to “ officers,” 
in the plural, shall be to the “ officer?’ who alone 
is charged with this duty. 

Mr. HALE. I may be mistaken. I do not 
know whether the thing has been done before; 
but I think itis, in substance, an increase of the 
Secretary’s salary. 

Mr. PEARCE Itis according to law. The 
officer charged with the disbursement of the con- 
tingent fund of the Senate is allowed by law $480 
for that business. 

Mr. HALE. And that business has always 
been done by the Secretary, and he has been paid 
by the Senate for it. His salary was $3,000, and 
he was the disbursing officer. Subsequently four 
or five hundred dollars a year were paid to the 
Secretary in addition to his salary, in consideration 
of this duty that he performed. If I understand 
this bill and amendment now, it is proposed to 
give the salary of $3,000 to the Secretary, and the 
five or six hundred dollars additional, which was 
given to him in the first instance as disbursing 
officer, and then to pay another officer for dis- 
bursing the funds, 

Mr. PEARCE. 


taken. 


I wish the amendment to be 


The Senator is entirely mis- 
‘There is no provision in the bil, nor is 


| it proposed to put any provision in the bill, for 


any such purpose. The bill is made, by the 
amendment, to conform to the law. The com- 


| mittee intended to conform to the law; but by a 


mistake, by a clerical error, the word “ officers” 
was pul in, instead of “officer; and the whole 
object of the amendment is, to make the bill pre- 
cisely conform to the law. There are no officers 
who get any compensation at all for the disburse- 
ments of the Senate, but one, and that one is the 
Secretary, as the Senator has stated; and the ob- 
ject of the amendment is to confine the appropri- 
ation to that oficer, who alone is entitled to it. 
That is all. ; 

Mr. HALE. Will the Senator from Maryland 
be good enough to tell me how much we pay for 
the salary of the Secretary and of the disbursing 
officer? 

Mr. PEARCE. The Secretary gets his salary, 


| which is here mentioned in the bill—¢3,600; and 
the officer charged with the disbursements of the 
Senate, who is the Secretary, gets $480. Thatis 
the law, and has been the usage of the Senate for 
several years. 

Mr. HALE. Then it got in when it ought not 
to have gotin. It ought not to be so. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment of the Committee on Fi- 
nance was to insert, after line fifty-nine, among 
the appropriations for ‘contingent expenses of 
the Senate: l 


For'the usual additional compensation tothe reporters of 
the Senate for. the Congressional Globe, for reporting the 
proceedings of the Senate for the first session of the Thir- 
ty-Seventh Congress, $800 cach, $4,000. 


The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was in line one hundred 
and seven, toreduce the appropriation for the com- 
pensation of clerks, and other officers in the ser- 
vice of the House of Representatives receiving 
| an annual salary, from $95,818 to $87,318. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was to strike out the fol- 
lowing clause: 


£ To enable the Superintendent of the Public Printing to 
carry into effect the provisions of the joifit resolution in 
relation to the public printing, approved 23d January, 1860, 
$135,000: Provided, That uo part of this appropriation shall 
be expended until the title to the property purchased shaji 
have been examined and approved by the Attorney Gen- 
eral of the United States.” 


Mr. PEARCE. That should be stricken out 
of this bill, because it has already been provided 
for in the deficiency bill, which the Senate has 
acted on, and sent to the House of Representa- 
tives, 

The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment of the committee was on 
page 10, line two hundred and twenty-one, in the 
appropriations for the Department of State, to 
strike out “‘ five,” and insert ** ten;’’ so that the 
clause will read: 

For stationery, blank-books, binding, furniture, fixtures, 
repairs, painting, and glazing, $10,000. A 

The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment of the committee was in 
į linc two hundred and twenty-three, page 10, after 
the werd “ thousand,” to insert ‘five hundred;”’ 
so that the clause will read: 

For miseclancous items, $2,500. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment of the committee was in 
line two hundred and fifty-vight, page 10, in the 
appropriations for the Treasury Department; to 
strike out the word ‘‘messenger,’’ and insert 
tt messengers, ”? 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment of the committee was on 
page 16, line three hundred and seventy-five, to 
strike out the word “laborers,” and insert ‘“ la- 
borer.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was in line three hundred 
and seventy-eight, to strike out the word ‘ mes- 
senger,” and insert ‘ messengers.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was on page 24, line five 
hundred and sixty-four, to strike out ‘ Jaborer,’’ 
and insert “laborers.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. PEARCE. There is anamendment which 
the committee had not determined on at the time 
of their reporting the bill, which ought to have 
been acted on prior to the last one. On page 19, 
after line four hundred and thirty-five, I move to 
insert what I send to the Chair. That is a class 
of appropriations headed ‘‘ surveyors general 
and their clerks.’? I wish this amendment to come 
in after that title. 

The Secretary read the amendment; to insert, 
after line four hundred and thirty-five, on page 
19, the following: 

For compensation of the surveyor general of Hlinois and 
Missouri, $2,000. ` 

The amendment was agreed to. 


_ The next amendment of the committee was to 
insert: 

For compensation of the surveyor general of Lot 
| $2,000, 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment of the committee was on 


na, 
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page 30, line seven hundred and four, to strike out 
the word “clerk” and insert ‘‘clerks.”’ 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. PEARCE. The Clerk has passed page 
19. There are several amendments to come in 
there. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The billis still 
open to further amendment. 

Mr. PEARCE. I have several amendments to 
‘come in at that point, which I now send to the 
Chair. 

The Secretary read the first amendment, in line 
four hundred and forty-six, on page 19, after the 
word “thousand,” to insert the words * five hun- 
dred,” so that the clause will read: 

For rent of surveyor general’s office in Oregon, fuel, 
books, stationery, and other incidental expenses, $2,500. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was on the same page, 
line four hundred and fifty-two, to strike out 
‘two?’ and insert “ three;”’ so that the clause will 
read: 

For office rent for the surveyor general of Washington 
Territory, fuel, books, stationery, and other incidental ex- 
penses, $3,000. 


The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was in line four handred 
and forty-nine, page 19, to strike out the word 
“ three?’ and insert “ five; so that the clause will 
read: 

For rent of surveyor general’s office in California, fuel, 
books, stationery, and other incidental expenses, including 
pay of messenger, $5,000. 


The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was on page 20, in line 
four hundred and fifty-five, to strike out ‘two 
thousand ” and insert“ four thousand five hun- 
dred,” so that the clause will read: 

For rent of the surveyor general’s office in New Mex- 


ico, fuel, books, stationery, and other incidental expenses, 
$4,500. : 


The amendnient was agreed to. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. If no further 
amendments be offered, the bill will be reported 
to the Senate. 

Mr.PEARCE. There are other amendments 
from the Committee on Finance. There is an 
amendment which is in possession of the Clerk, 
in relation to the mint, in Georgia. 

The Secretary read the amendment, to strike 
out from line six hundred and seventy-two, to six 
hundred and seventy-eight, on page 29, in the fol- 
lowing words: 

“AE Dahlonega, Georgia.—-For salaries of superintendent, 
‘eoiner, assayer, and clerk, $6,000. 

“ Por wages of workmen, $2,880. 

“For incidental and contingent expenses, $1,000.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. PEARCE. I will send another amendment 
to the Chair to come in as an additional section 
at the end of the bill: 

And be it further enacted, That the provisions of the fifth 
section of chapter ninety-seven of the act of Congress ap- 
proved March 3, 1853, requiring the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury to limit the amount of refining at the Mint, whenever 
private establishments shall be capable of refining bullion, 
shal! be extended to the several branches of the Mint and to 
the United States assay office at New York, in all cases 
where deposits of bullion are made tor coiu or refined bars, 
and that hereafter the charge for converting refined bullion 
into coin shall not exceed one fifth of one per cent. 


It was provided some yeurs ago, in one of the 
appropriation bills, that refined gold, which had 
been refined at private establishments, might be 
coined at the Mint, and it was proposed at that 
time to make the alteration in the law applicable 
to allthe branch mints; but it was thought ad- 
visable, for various reasons, to make the experi- 
ment at the Mint at Philadelphia first. No good 
reason has been perceived why the same rule 
should not apply to the other mints. It will be 
a reduction of expense to those who bring the 
gold to places for refining and coining; and the 
reduction of the charge is to an amount which, 
the director of the Mint informs us, is sufficient 
to indemnify the Government for all expense. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
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9 os Officer charged with disbursements of the Senate, 
3.7 

This is a small affair, very small; but itshows 
the way thingsare done here. By law fora good 
many years the salary of our Secretary was 3,000. 
His friends and the Senate generally used to be 
in the habit—and so the record will show—of vot- 
ing him, at the end of the session, a gratuity of 
four or five hundred dollars for the duties of dis- 
bursing agent or disbursing officer of the Senate; 
and finally that sum got up to $600, and I see thatis 
the salary, and I suppose it has become so bylaw. 
The only apology or excuse for raising the salary 
from $3,000 to $3,600 was to male permanent what 
we annually gave him in donations—the $600 ad- 
ditional for disbursing the fund of the Senate. 
He now receives a regular salary of $3,600, and 
in addition to that, as disbursing officer, $480 
more; so that, in fact, he is now receiving a salary 
of $4,080. [suppose there is some statute for it; 
but the last I can find in Brightly’s Digest 

Mr. PEARCE. If the Senator will allow me, 
I will state to him particularly. 

Mr. HALE. Very well. 

Mr. PEARCE. The Senate will recollect that 
some years ago the Senator from Virginia (Mr. 
Mason] introduced a resolution, under which a 
special committee was appointed, who made a 
report on the subject of the salaries of all the 
officers and employés of the Senate. They were 
all raised, they were fixed, and the object was to 
do away with the annual gratuities of which the 
Senator speaks, and they have been done away 
with under the operation of the resolutions of that 
committee, which were submitted to the Senate, 
and deliberately approved by them. That report 
fixed the salary of the Secretary of the Senate at 
$3,600, and allowed him, as disburser of the funds 
of the Senate, $480; and ever since that, appro- 
priations have been made upon that basis. 
stated before that it was by statute. [was mis- 


taken. LIrecollect now, my attention having been | 


called to it, that the facts were as I have just stated, 
because I was a member of that committee. It 
was debated here in the Senate fully; and the Sen- 
ate having fixed by their own rule—which is the 
law of this body, at all events, if not the law of 
the land—the salaries at this rate, the committce 
have done nothing but report precisely that which 
it was their duty to do. It seems to me it would 


| be a very indirect and improper mode of chang- | 
ing the dcliberate action of the Senate if we were 


now, in an appropriation bill, to seek to destroy 
that rule of the Senate. 

Mr. HALE. I would ask if that was made by 
law? 

Mr. PEARCE. It was made by order of the 
Senate. By resolution we fixed the salaries of 
ouremployés. Each body does so. The House 
of Representatives has done so always, and the 
Senate never objects to any arrangement they 
make. The Senate fixed the salary of their ofi- 
cers and employés, and the other House assent to 
it, as a matter of course. 

Mr. HALE, I think the Senator is mistaken, 
because I have the book before me showing the 
payments that were made that year, and this $400 
was not paid as salary, but was paid by the vote 
of the Senate out of the contingent fund. 

Mr. PEARCE. Then it must have been be- 
cause it was omitted in the bill. 

Mr. HALE. Well, it ought to have been 
omitted, because I know very well—for I was 
here at the time—that this payment, in addition 
to the Sccretary’s salary, which up to that time 
had been $3,000, this gratuity which had been 
given of $500 was for disbursing the funds. The 


| object of that committee, of which the Senator 


from Virginia was chairman, was to fix these 
things, and make them matter of law instead of 
gratuity. IfI am not mistaken—and I have that 


i book before me, but I do not know the page where 


the report of the Senator from Virginia is—the 
committee made a recommendation that these 


gratuities should all be dispenséd with, ahd that 


New Sens... 
the sum paid, which was then taised; and raised 
up equal to What the pay and! gratuity had been, 
should be the salary.” That was the understatd= 
ing, according to my recollection; ahd I think the 
Senator from Maryland will recollectitthe same. 
The object of the Senate was-to give everything 
that was equitably due; and to do it by law instead - 
of doing it by gratuities;and the excuse, the jús-- 
tification, or whatever you may please to call it, 
for this addifion to the Secretary’s salary, was 
because he was the disbursing officer; and he now 
gre $3,600 salary, and $480 additional for dis- 
bursing the funds. I move to strike out.the latter 
item. i ak 

Mr. GREEN. As this payment only rests.on 
a resolution of the Senate, p think ìt just as com- 
petent to abolish it by failing to make the appro- 
priation, as it isto abolish a consul general in 
Japan, by failing to make an: appropriation; and 
if we think it wrong, we ought to do so. I shall, 
therefore; vote with the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire. : ; 

Mr. PEARCE. I have sent for the report 
which was submitted by the Senator from Vir- 
ginia, and it has not yet come to hand; but Tam 
Sure that it will sustain what I have said on the 
subject. The Senate gave the Secretary, as Sec- 
retary, a salary of $3,600, and they gave the ad- 
ditional sum of $480 for the trouble of disbursing 
the moneys of the Senate. In that I-cannot be 
mistaken. It is not a gratuity voted annually, 
but itis in conformity to that resolution of ‘the 
Senate, adopted some five or six years ago, rais- 
ing the salary of every employé in the Senate, I 
believe; certainly of most of them. 

Mr. FOSTER. As the Senator from New 
Hampshire has remarked, Mr. President, this is 
asmall matter; and, under the circumstances, con- 
sidering the precedence for this payment, and the 
length of time it has continued, and as it is for 
the payment of an old officer of the Senate, Lam 

snot prepared now to strike it off; and I think. it 
is better and fairer, as well-as more liberal, to let- 
itremain. J shall vote to retain it, ~ i 

Mr. PEARCE. Ihave now the report of the 
Senator from Virginia, to which I alluded. By it 
the salary of the Secretary of the Senate was fixed 
at $3,000 per annum. Now, the Senator from 
New Hampshire may ask me why we have hap- 
pened to put in $3,600. 

Mr. HALE, I cannot 
by the Senator. 

Mr. PEARCE. Iwill speak alittle louder. I 
have now the resolutions of the committee of 
which the Senator from Virginia was chairman. 
I find that the first resolution was: aes 

c That the compensation of the officers and persons’ in 
the employment.of the Senate, trom and after the 30th of 
June, 1853, be as follows, namely: To the Secretary of the 
Senate, $3,006 per annum.” E 

And here the Senator will probably ask me why 
we have inserted $3,600. The reason is, that by 
law, by a joint resolution sanctioned by both 
Houses of Congress, we added twenty per cent. 

to the salaries of the employés of both Houses, 

That makes it $3,600. The next provision was: 

“Ts the officer charged with the disbursements of the 

Senate, $400 per annum.” $ 7 

And the twenty per cent. added to that makes 
it4480. The Secretary has received justthe same 
increase of salary, under that joint resolution, as 
every other officer and employé of the two bodies. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. What year was that? 

Mr. PEARCE. Eighteen hundred and fifty- 


hear a word that is said 


| four. 
Mr. FESSENDEN. And it has been appro- 
priated regularly ever since? s 

Mr. PEARCE. Yes,sir;ithasbeen appropri- 
ated regularly ever since. 

Mr. HALE. If that is so, E withdraw the 
amendment. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended; 
and the amendments were concurred in, and or- 
dered to be engrossed, and the: bil! to be read a 
third time. 


i The bill was read the third time, and passed. 


690. 


wands acy: ADJOURNMENT TO: MONDAY. 

Mr. LANE. I move that when the Senate 
adjourns to-day, it be to meet on Monday next. 

The motion was not agreed to. 

Mr HALE subsequently said: I voted with 
the-majority.on the motion.to adjourn. overs and- 
I:move to reconsider the vote by which the Senate 
refused.to.adjourn to Monday. : . 

‚Mr. FESSENDEN., I hope the Senate will not 
adjourn over... The Indian appropriation bill is 
fixed for. to-morrow. : 

~The PRESIDING OFFICER: The question 
is on the motion.to reconsider. : 

:; The question being taken, there were, on a di- 


~Vision—ayes 13, noes.23. So the Senate refused 


to reconsider. 
HOUSE BILL REFERRED. 


The bill (H. R. No. 970) to regulate the com- 
pensation of the keeper and assistant kecpers of 
the light-house on Minot’s Ledge, in the harbor 
of Boston, Massachusetts, and for other purposes, 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Commerce. 


POST ROUTE BILL. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill (H. 
R.No. 714) establishing certain post routes was 
amended by the Senate and returned to the House 
of Representatives. It has now come back from 
the House of Representatives with certain amend-’ 
ments of the Senate concurred in, and others non- 
concurred in. ` If no motion be?made, it will be 
referred to the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads. 

Mr. LATHAM. : [think that bill had better 
lie on the table for the present. 

Mr. GREEN. It might as well go to the com- 
mittee, 

Mr. GWIN. I hope it will be laid on the table. 
I think we can take it up and dispose of itin the 
morning. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, The bill and 
amendments will lie on the table for the present. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 


The. VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Sen- 
ate a report of the Secretary of the Navy, com- 
municating, in compliance witha resolation of the 
Senate, a statement of the number and pay of 
clerks and watchmen at the naval stations, on 
board vessels of war; which was referred to the 
Committee on Naval Affairs, 

He also laid before the Senate a letter of the 
Treasurer.of the United States, communicating 
copies of his-accounts for the Post Office Depart- 
ment, forthe year ending June 30, 1860; which, 
on motion of Mr. Brauer, was ordered to lie on 
the table, and be printed, 


EXECUTIVE SESSION. 


On motion of Mr. BIGLER, the Senate pro- 
ceeded to the consideration of executive business; 
andafter some time spent therein, the doors were 
reopened, and the Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
Fainay, February 1, 1861. 


The House met at twelve o’clock, m, Prayer 
by the Chaplain, Rev. Tuomas H. Srocrron. 
‘The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 


KANSAS. 


Mr. CONWAY. Mr. Speaker, I rise toa ques- 
tion of privilege. I observe by the reading of the 
Journal this morning, that a resolution was of- 
fered yesterday during my absence, by the hon- 
orable gentleman from Arkansas, (Mr. Hixpman,] 
“that the Committee on the Judiciary be, and 
they are hereby, instructed to inquire whether 
Hon. MARTIN F. Conway, claiming to represent 
the State of Kansas, has been legally and consti- 
tutionally elected a Representative to the Congress 
of the United States from said State; and that said 
committee report by bill or otherwise.” As this 
is the first Ume, sir, that my right to a seat in 
this House has been doubted, and as I went to 
the Speaker’s desk and received the oath of office 
without objection being made by any member, I 
deem it due to me, and so Í think the honorable 
gentleman from Arkansas will conceive it to be, 
that he should inform the House of the reason 
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Mr. HINDMAN? Mr.Speaker, it affords me 
leasure, in reply to the honorable gentleman from 
ansas, to state the reasons prompting me in 
what he denominates ** so extraordinary a pro- 
ceeding.. Itis right that I should say here that 
I have been actuated by no intention of showing 
disrespect to the gentleman himself, and by no 
feeling of hostility towards his State. My object 
has been, and is, simply to discharge a public 


duty. 

Phe Constitution of the United States, in arti- 
cle one, section two, provides that “ the House 
of Representatives shall be composed of members 
chosen every second year by the people of the 
several States.” That Constitution is binding 
upon every member here. We have all sworn 
to support it; and must, ia all things, conform our 
action to its requirements. In respect to repre- 
sentation in this body, it is our duty to see that 
no person not constitutionally eligible and duly 
elected is admitted to a scat. We are bound to 
exclude such as have not been “ chosen by the 
people of the several States.’’ 

The late Territory of Kansas was admitted into 


the 28th ultimo. So soon as she thus became a 
State, the right to choose one member of this 
House rested in her people. Prior to that time, 
they had no such right, for they did not consti- 
tute a State; and, under the clause of the Consti- 
tution which I have just quoted, none except 
States are entitled to choose Representatives to 
Congress. 

The gentleman from Kansas was elected long 
before Kansas was admitted. He was not elected 
by the people of a State, but by the people of a 
Territory. ‘I'he question raised by the resolution 
I offered is, whether such election is valid. Can 
the act of admission go back, in its effect, to the 
time when the W yandotteconstitution was adopted 
by the people of Kansas, and’ constitute Kansas 
a State of the Union from that time on? If so, 
what becomes of the various official acts of ter- 
ritorial officers, and the acts of the territorial ju- 
diciary, especially, in the interim? All are nulli- 
fied. “On the other hand, if the act of admission 
is not retroactive; if its efficacy began only when 
it was passed and became alaw, and did notreach 
back to cover previous events, then the election 
of the gentleman was invalid, and he has no right 
to a seat in this House. 

Mr. GROW. I wish to say one word. 

Mr. HINDMAN. Allow me for a moment 
more, 

lam aware, sir, that there are numerous. in- 
stances where Senators and Representatives 
chosen by Territories before admission as States, 
have been allowed to take their seats; but the fact 
those cases have occurred does rot settle the ques- 
tion of right. It matters not what the precedents 
have been; a bad practice ought not further to be 
pursued. The question for us to decide, is: isa 
‘Territory entitled, under the Constitution, to eleet 
a Representative to the Congress of the United 
States? At the time the gentleman from Kansas 
was elected, Kansas, beyond doubt, was a Terri- 
tory. That is the issue my resolution presents; 
and it is the only one it was designed to raise. 

Mr. GROW. I desire to call the attention of 
the gentleman from Arkansas to the case of his 
own State. Her Representatives in Congress 
were first elected when she was in a territorial 
condition. 

Mr. RUST. He has admitted, not denied, that 
there were such cases. 

Mr. GROW. There were very many like cases. 
Territories, before their admission into the Union 


cessary for them to do to complete their State gov- 
ernments. Mr. Butler, Attorney General under 
General Jackson, decided that before the admis- 
sion of a State, it was necessary to have organized 
the machinery of a State government, so that it 


otherwise there would be no government at all, 
the territorial government having been destroyed 
by the act of admission. It has been the decis- 
ion of the Government, therefore, that, before the 
| admission as a State, a Territory may elect all 
the officers necessary for a State governmont, and 
that the State government thus organized goes 
into operation from the day Congress passed the 


which has prompted him to so extraordinary a 
proceeding. 


act of admission; that that act legalizes the pre- 
vious acts on the formation of a State government 


the Union as a State on last Monday, I believe, | 


as States, have heretofore done all that was ne- || 


might go into operation the moment ofadmission; | 


by the Territory.. So that this case js like all 
others that. have occurred; and in the case of 
Arkansas, the very question was adjudicated.’ 

Mr. HINDMAN. ! do not controvert the facts 
which the gentleman states. I am aware thatin 
the case of Arkansas, and many others which I 
referred to awhile ago, without specifying any 
particular one—in the cases of California, Ore- 
gon,and divers others—sich admission has been 
allowed, of Representatives and Senators alike, 
prior to the passage of the act; but, as I said be- 
fore, that precedent does not demonstrate its own 
rightfulness. The question is, ought the prece- 
dent to have been set, or ought it now to be fol- 
lowed? And this question is not to be decided 
by saying that such things have been done hereto- 
fore; butitmust be determined by inquiry into the 
foundation of such action, Was itright? And if 
right, it ought now to be followed; and if not, it 
should be set aside. 

Mr. GROW. Ido not wish the gentleman to 
understand me as making any objection upon that 
ground. I only stated the facts. 


COMPROMISE RESOLUTIONS. 


Mr. KELLOGG, of Ilinois. I design, at the 
proper time and before the final vote is taken upon 
the resolutions reported by the select committee 
of thirty-three in relation to the disturbed state of 
the country, to offer a resolution as a substitute 
for those reported from that committee. I desire, 
sir, now to present it to the House, that it may be 
printed, to enable me to offer itat the proper time. 

No objection being made, the resolution was 
received, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. McCLERNAND. I ask that the joint 
resolution may be read. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 


Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives of 
the United States of Amezica in Congress assembled, (two 
thirds of both Houses concarring,) That the following arti- 
cles be, and are hereby, proposed and submitted as amend- 
ments to the Constitution of the United States, which shall 
be valid to all intents and purposes, as part of said Consti- 
tution, when ratified by conventions of three fourths of the 
several States : 

Art. 13, That in all the Territory now held by the Uni- 
ted States, situated north of latitude 36° 39, involuntary 
servitude, except in the punishment of erime, is prohib- 
ited, while such Territory shail remain under a territorial 
government. ‘Chat in all the Territory now held south of 
said tine, neither Congress nor any Territorial Legislature 
shall hinder or prevent the migration to said Territory of 
persons held to service from any States of this Union where 
that relation exists by virtue of any Jaw or usage of such 
State, while it shall remaiu ina territorial condition : and 
when any Territory north or south of said line, within such 
boundaries as Congress may prescribe, shall contain the 
population requisite tora member of Congress, according to 
the then Federal ratio of representation of the people of 
the United States, it may, if its form of government be re- 
publican, be admitted into the Union on an equal footing 
with the original States, with or without the relation of 
persons beld to service and labor, as the constitution of 
such new State may provide. 

Arr. 14. That nothing inthe Constitution of the United 
States, or any amendment thereto, shall be s0 construed as 
to authorize any department of the Government to, In any 
manner, interfere with the relation of persons held to ser- 
vice ln any State where that relation exists, nor in any 
manner to establish or sustain that relation in any State 
where it is prohibited by the laws or constitution of such 
State; and that this article shall not be altered or amended 
without the consent of every State in the Union, 

ART. 15, The third paragraph of the second section of 
the fourth article of the Constitution shall be taken and 
construed to authorize and empower Congress to pass laws 
necessary to secure the return of persons held to service or 
labor under the laws of any State who may have escaped 
therefrom, to the party to whom such service or labor may 
be due. 

Art. 16. The migration or importation of persons held 
to service or involuntary servitude into any State, Terri- 
ritory, or place within the United States, from any piace or 
country beyond the limits of the United States or Territories 
thereof, is forever prohibited. 

Mr. McCLERNAND., Iam very happy to see 
that proposition coming from the source it does. I 
hail it as an auspicious omen. It is encouraging 
that any offer of compromise should come from 
the Republican side; and particularly from my 
able colleague, who stands so near to the Presi- 
dent elect. I say this, not knowing what my col- 
league’s plan proposes, only that it is intended as 
a peace offering. 

Mr. LOVEJOY. 
order, I object to it. 
“Too late!” 

TheSPEAKER. Theorder to print hasalready 
becn made. 

Mr. KELLOGG, of Ilinois. I did not hear the 
remark of my colleague upon the other side in 
relation to the President elect. I would like to 
hear it, i 


If tbat resolution is not in 
[Cries of ‘Too late!” 


1861. 


THE CONGRESSION 


`~, 


` 


* 


Mr. McCLERNAND. My observation was 
that the gentleman from Ilinois stood in a very 
near relation to the President elect; not that the 
latter was in any way privy to the plan of accom- 
modation proposed by my colleague. 

Mr. KELLOGG, of Hlinois. 
resolution to have it printed, I wish distinctly to 
say that, in view of the disturbed condition of the 
country, I felt it my duty to offer that proposition, 
hoping that it might avert a calamity which now 
surrounds and impends over the country, and that 
no human being is responsible for the proposition 
but myself. 

Mr. EDWARDS. I ask leave to present cer- 
tain’ resolutions, accompanied by a memorial, 


adopted at a convention of the Constitutional | 


Union party in New Hampshire, held on the 8th 
of January last. As the memorial is very short, 
Task that it may be read and then referred to 
the sclect committee of five. 

Mr. HINDMAN. I desire to ask the gentle- 
man a question for information. The gentleman 
from New Hampshire stated that he presented 
certain resolutions of the Constitutional Union 
party of that State. Iask the gentleman, if that is 
the Bell and Everett party of New Hampshire, 
or what party itis that claims the name of Con- 
stitutional Union party ? 

Mr. EDWARDS. I suppose it was the Bell 
and Everett party prior to the election. 

The memorial was read, as follows: 


To the honorable the Senate and House of Representatives 
in Congress assembled : 

The undersigned, legal voters of the State of New Hamp- 
shire, regardless of party distinctions, being deeply im- 
pressed with a sense of impending dangers, and unalterably 
attached to the Union of these States, to the end that the 
blessings of liberty may be preserved to oursclves and trans- 
mitted unimpaired to our posterity; and believing that, the 
slavery agitation shonld be hereafter dropped from party 
politics, and no longer be permitted to disturb the deliber- 
ations of Congress or the peace and harmony of the people ; 
and believing, further, that every consideration of patriot- 
ism, no less than constitutional regard, requires the imme- 
diate and unconditional repeal of all laws directly or indi- 
rectly in conflict with the letter or spirit of the Constitu- 
tion; and believing, further, that every good citizen should 
favor, not only the existence and faithful execution of laws 
to effectually restrain all attempts to excite insurréction 
among the slaves and to entice or steal them from their 
masters, but also the passage of all other enactments re- 
quired by comity and fraternal feeling—respectlully peti- 
tion your honorable bodies to compose the present unhappy 
difficulties of our common country— 

First, by making such arrangement in regard to the Ter- 
ritories as may commend itself to your liberality and pa- 
triotism, having duc regard to the constitutional rights of 
each and ail the States of the Union ; 

Second, by the final scttlement of the principle that new 
States shall be admitted to the Union with or without sla- 
very, as the people thercof, in their constitution, shall 
determine; 

Third, by the emphatic enunciation that Congress will 
not interfere with slavery in the States, or in the District 
of Columbia, nor with the slave trade between the slave 
States 5 

Fourth, by providing for the full enjoyment by the slave 
States of their constitutional right in the rendition of fugi- 
tives from service. 

_ Mr. EDWARDS. I move that the memorial 
and accompanying resolutions be referred to the 
select committee of five. 

Mr. JOHN COCHRANE. Upon that motion 
to refer, I would ask the gentleman from New 
Hampshire a single question; and that is, whether 
that memorial has his individual political assent? 

Mr. EDWARDS. I have presented the memo- 
rial and the accompanying resolutions in accord- 


ance with what I believe to be my duty to any 


portion of the citizens of New Hampshire who | 


shall do me the honor to constitute me the medium 


by which they may present to this House their | 


opinions and wishes in relation to great public 
questions. 1f, beyond this, I were to answer the 
question of the gentleman from New York frankly, 
Į should say that, while I concur with much that 
the memorial contains, certain of its positions and 
suggestions do not meet my sympathy or appro- 
bation. 

Mr. JOHN COCHRANE. Jam much obliged 
to the gentleman for his politeness. I thought it 
was right that we should know. : 

The papers were referred to the select commit- 
tee of five. 

METROPOLITAN POLICE. 

Mr. KILGORE, from the Committee on the 
District of Columbia, by unanimous consent, re- 
ported-back a bill (H. R. No. 900) to provide for 
the organization of a metropolitan police for the 
city of Washington; which was ordered to be 
printed. ` 


1n offering that | 


POST OFFICE. APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. SHERMAN, from the Committee: of 
Ways and Means, reported a bill making appro- 
priations for the service of the Post Office Depart- 
ment during the fiscal year ending the 30th of 
June, 1862; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee of the Whole on 
the state of the Union, and ordered to be. printed. 


LOAN BILL. 


Mr. SHERMAN. Iam directed by the Com- 
mittce of Ways and Means to introduce a bill 
authorizing a loan. I wish to say that the present 
exigencies of the country demand its considera- 
tion cither to-day or to-morrow. 

The bill to authorize a loan was read a first 
and second time. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I give notice that to-ror- 
row morning I shall call up the bill for action, 
unless the House sees fit to pass it now. 


PERSONAL EXPLANATION. 


Mr.PENDLETON. Iask the unanimous con- 
sent of the House to make a personal explanation 
in a matter which touches somewhat the privi- 
leges of the House. Some two weeks since, when 
I addressed the House, I took occasion to say 
that I had attempted to get the floor for the pur- 
pose of offering a petition, which came from ten 
thousand citizens of Cincinnati, asking for the 
adoption, by Congress, of a series of measures, 
commonly called the Crittenden compromise. E 
gee, in a paper published in the city of Cincin- 
nati, the Cincinnati Commercial, in its issue of 
last Wednesday morning, the following statement, 
made by a correspondent from this city. 


Mr. Pendleton’s petition with ten thousand names a fraud. 
WASHINGTON, January 29. 

The petition for the Crittenden Compromise, introduced 
by Hon. George H. Penpteton,as a preface to his speech, 
and said to contain ten thousand names, proves, on exain- 
ination, to contain Jess than three thousand, a large portion 
of which are not Cineinuatians. Among other signatures 
are the names of T. D. Lincoln, R. H. Stephenson, M. 
Halstead, C. A. Partridge, and many others, some of whom 
are known to be opposcd to the Crittenden compromise. 
The signatures are autographs. Has a fraud been com- 
mitted ? SIGMA. 

I have not taken the trouble to verify the truth 
of the statement of that correspondent. I under- 
stand that he arrived at his conclusion as to the 
number of names attached to the petition bya 
measurement of the paper, and not by a count of 
the names. Whether accurate or not, however, 
I feel constrained, in justice to the FIouse, and 
in justice to mysclf, to call attention to it. I 
reccived that petition. within an hour or two of 


| the time I took the floor, on the 18th of January. 


Accompanying it was a letter, which F hold in 


my hand, from an active, prominent, influential | 


business man in the city of Cincianati—a mem- 
ber, as [ have been informed, of a committee ap- 
pointed by a Union meeting held in that city about 
two months ago, for the purpose, as I understand, 
of collecting the sense of the people of the district 
l represent, and that of my colleague, [Mr, Gur- 
LEY,] upon this subject. He is a genticman op- 
poscd to mein politics; belongs to a different polit- 
ical organization altogether, between whom and 
myself there is no coincidence whatever on ordi- 
nary political topics. It was upon the authority 
of this letter that I introduced the petition and 
made the statement I did. If the House will per- 
mit that letter to be read, I will not trouble them 
further upon the subject. 
The letter was read, as follows: 

Cincinnati, January 15, 1861. 
vightor ten thousand 


Dear Sm: {have sent 
names, asking the Congress eur city to exert them- 
selves in favor of the Crittenden compromise. ‘Phere are 
more papers ont, and doubtless nine tenths of our citizens 
will sign the petition, if an opportunity offers. The ultra 
Republican politicians alone refuse to sign it, as they Jove 
party better than their country. We expect to call a pop- 
ular election in this city to vote yea or nay on the Critten- 
den compromise. 

Yours, &e., 5. S. DAVIS. 
Hon. GEORGE PENDLETON. 


Mr. GURLEY. I wish to say aword in con- 
nection with this subject. Of course no blame 
attaches to my colleague in presenting that peti- 
tion. 
cinnati, inquiring whether such a petition was 
here, and whether it was genuine—expressing 
doubts of the genuineness of the petition. 


amined it myself, and counted the names; that | 
| is, I divided the petition into about four parcels, 
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| 


I myself received many letters from Cin- |; 


i 
l 
{ 
H 
i 
i 


counted the names of one, and made an estimate’. 
of the rest—the whole ‘making twenty-nine hun-~ 
dred and fifty. It might vary fifty ora- hundred 


from that. One of the names signed to the paper , 
is that of the editor of the Cincinnati Commercial; 
a gentleman who had himself stated in his paper: 
that he did not believe any such petition had been: 
circulated in the city; or rather that, if circulated; 
ten thousand names had not bċen signed to it. 
He is a Republican, and was inclined todisbelieve 
that any such peuinion had been so generally: 
signed, and yet I find his name attached to ity of 
course he never signed it. I know not’ whether. 
the petition was got up in the same way that the 
poll-lists in Kansas were, by the directory or.other- 
wise. Itis sufficient that I state these facts. 


STATE OF THE UNION. 


Mr. HUMPHREY. Task leave to present the 
petition of William E.: Dodge, and a great nuniber 
of other citizens of the city of New York, for a 
settlement of the national difficulties} and,in con- 
nection with the remarks just made by the gen- 
udeman from Ohio, {[Mr. Gurinzy,] I willsay that 
this petition comes from such a source as that I 
feel at liberty to take the personal responsibility. 
of assuring the House that there is neither on this 
paper nor on a similar one which was presented. 
to the Senate yesterday, containing more than 
thirty-cight thousand names, a single name that 
was not signed by the party whose signature it 
purports to be. Jywould repeat, that this petition 
is similar to one that came from the city of New 
York, having been almost universally signed by 
the electors of that city, to the extent of at least, 
for both petitions, forty thousand names. [ask 
that the petition be read. 

Mr. CAREY. I rise to a question of order. I 
ask whether it is in order to offer petitions of this 
kind to-day ? i 

The SPEAKER. If objection be made, it can- 
not be received. 

Mr. JOHN COCHRANE. I hope the gentle- 
man from Ohio will not make objection at this 
point of the proceedings. 

Mr. CAREY. Ifyou please, let me get through 
what I was going to say. 

Mr. JOHN COCHRANE. Very well; I agree 
to that. oe ; 

Mr. CAREY. The reason why] object is this: 
I have received petitions of a similar character; 
and as I understood that the rules did-not permit 
such petitions to be presented except on Mon- 
days, I have so stated to my constituents. I see 
now that these petitions are getting in regularly; 
and when my constituents sce that, they will be 
surprised at my letter, Now, I shall object, un- 
less I am allowed to put in mine. 

Mr.JOHN COCHRANE. [I trust the gentle- 
man from Ohio will be permitted to introduce all 
the petitions on this subject that he and his con- 
stituents desire; and may he inform that constit- 
uency, sir, that this House is becoming more lib- 
eral, and more patriotic, just as the country is 
getting more and more in. danger. I hope this - 
petition will be read. 

Mr. CAREY. I should not have made objec- 
tion if I were not placed in an awkward position 


about it. I withdraw my objection. : 
The SPEAKER. If there be no objection the 


petition will be read. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Minois. I object. 

The SPEAKER. It cannot be read. 

Mr. JOHN COCHRANE. I move to refer it 
to the committee of five. I suppose there is no 
objection to that. 

it was so referred. 


MARY K. GUTHRIE. 


Mr. STEVENS, of Pennsylvania. I ask unan- 
imousconsent to have the Committee of the Whole 
discharged from the further consideration of Sen- 
ate bill No. 268, for the relief of Mary K. Guth- 
rie, widow of Presley N. Guthrie. It is the first 
time that I have asked for the consideration of 
any bill; and I would not now do so if it were 
not for the relief of a widow who has been starv- 
ing fortwo years. [Laughter.] 

There being no objection, the Committee of the 


| Whole was discharged from the further consid- 


t 
i eration of the bill; and the House proceeded to 


consider it. It directs the Seeretar of the Inte- 
rior to place the name of Mary K. Guthrie on 
i the pension roll, at the rate of thirty dollars per 
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month from.the 29th of December, 1857, tocon- 
tinue during her widowhood. i 

The bill was read a third time, and.passed, 

Mr. STEVENS, of Pennsylvania; moved. to 
reconsider the vote by which the bill was passed; 
and also moved to lay the motion to reconsider 
on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


JOSEPH C. G. KENNEDY. . ~” 


‘Mr. MAYNARD. Task the unanimous con- 
sént of the House to discharge the Committee 
of the Whole from the further consideration of 
House bill No. 512, for the relief of Joseph C. 
G. Kennedy. In order that the House may un- 
derstand ‘the character of the bill, ask that the 
bill be read, together with two very short reports 
that have been made at different times in the Sen- 
ate, The facts are very few. 

“The bill was read. 

Mr. PRYOR. I object. 


BALTIMORE AND OHIO RAILROAD. 


Mr. CARTER. I-ask leave to report back 
from the Committee for the District of Columbia 
Senate bill No. 377, to authorize the Baltimore.and 
Ohio railroad company to extend the Washington 
branch of their road to the Potomac river, and 
across the same, by an extension of the present 
structure: known as the Long Bridge, for the pur- 
pose of connecting with the Virginia railroad at 
that point, eo abt 

Mr: BURNETT. Thegentlemanfrom Indiana 
[Mr. Kincore] offered a bill this morning, from 
the Committee for the District of Columbia, to 
have it printed. ` I rose at the time to object, but 
remarked that I would not object to that course 
being pursued, provided the gentleman from New 
York, the chairman of that committee, should 
have the same ‘permission given him to report a 
bill, and have the same order made to print. Un- 
less that permission be given, I shall claim the 
right to object to the proposition of the gentleman 
from Indiana. 

Mr.CARTER. Task leave to report this bill. 

Mr, BARR. I object. 

Mr. BURNETT: Then I insist that the gen- 
tleman from Indiana shall not have the order in 
regard to his bill entered on the Journal. 

~Mr. BARR. That objection comes too late. 

Mr. BURNETT. I made an objection at the 
time, and suppose the Chair heard me. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair does not suppose 
at-to be his province to regard subjects of this 
kind.: Objection should: have been made at the 
time, or else the Chair cannot notice it, 

Mr, BURNETT. | 1 objected at the time. 

The SPEAKER. It must be an unqualified 
objection. è 

‘Mr. BARR. The gentleman from Kentucky 
could make no such. arrangement without the 
Unanimous consent of the House. I object to the 
gentleman from New York (Mr. Carrer] putting 
in his bul, 

Mr. BURNETT. Then I make the point that 
the gentleman from Indiana had no right to report 
his bill; for the simple reason that the order in 
committee was that both bills should be reported 
by the chairman ofthe committee. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks it is too late 
to tike-up that subject mow. 

CRITTENDEN COMPROMISE. 

Mr. FLORENCE. Ihave a petition, signed 
by citizens of Montgomery county, Pennsylva- 
nla, asking a settlement of the difficulties of the 
country on the basis of the Crittenden proposi- 
tion, I move that it be referred te the special 
committee of five. Itis very numerously signed; 
and my correspondent says itis signed by men 
of all parties, 

It was:so referred... 


HARRIS AND BUTTERWORTH. 

‘The SPEAKER announced the business in 
order to be, the consideration of Senate bill No. 
23, for the relief of Arnold Harris and Samuel £. 
Butterworth, 

Mr. SHERMAN. There is no use in our wast- 
ing time in passing private bills. I move that the | 
rules be suspended, and that the House resolve 
itself into the Committee of the Whole.n the state 
ue ite Union, in order to get on with the defciency 

ill. 

The motion was agreed to. 


| Senate amendments to the bill (H. R. No. 866) 


ii there are alse some stubbors facts to be sur-j 


The rules were accOrdingly suspended;and the 
House resolved itself into the Committee of the 
Whole, (Mr. Burner in the chair,) and resumed 
the consideration of the special order, being the 


to supply deficiencies in the appropriations for the 
service of the fiscal year ending June 30, 1861, 
the pending question being on Mr. Morsz’s 
‘amendment to the third amendment of the Senate, 
as follows: 

Add at the end of the amendment as follows: 

Provided, That no part of the sum hereby appropriated 
shall be drawn from the Treasury until after such conditions 
and regulations have been established by the President in 
reference to supplying coal under said contract, and for the 
performance of all the provisions of the same, as will fully 
protect the United States against the failure or incapacity of 
said Thompson, or said Chiriqui Improvement Company, 
to fulfill its stipulations: Provided further, That the United 
States shall acquire no right of sovereignty over any terri- 
tory in the Republic of New Granada or Costa Rica, nor 
any right to transport troops or munitions of war over such 
territory under or by virtue of the contract recited in this 
act, unless the same be voluntarily consented to by said 
Republic. 

The Senate amendment being as follows: 

To enable the Secretary of the Navy to carry out the 
conditional contract made by him with the Chiriqui Im- 
provement Company and Arnbrose W. Thompson, on the 
ist day of May, 1859, for the purpose of securing to the 
United States certain valuable privileges and rights speci- 
fied in said contract, and which said contract is hereby 
approved, $300,000. i 

On which Mr. Portis was entitled to the floor. 

Mr. POTTLE. Isend up the following amend- 
ment which I offeras an amendment to the amend- 
ment proposed by the gentleman from Maine: 

Provided further, That no part of the sum hereby appro- 
priated shalt be paid until a railway shall have been com- 
pleted and putin operation upon the roadway named in the 
sald conditional contract. 

Mr. Chairman, after the remarks of my col- 
league [Mr. Sicxies} on yesterday, in reference 
to the indorsement which this proposed appro- 
priation had received from the Committee on Na- 
val Affairs in this House, at the last session, I feel 
it to be but justice to myself and to the House to 
make a few remarks upon this question. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Maryland. [rise to a ques- 
tion of order. I understood that when the com- 
mittee rose yesterday, the gentleman from New 
York [Mr. Sicxizs] was still entitled to the floor 
upon theamendmentof the gentleman from Maine. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman 
from New York (Mr. Stcxies] had expired be- 
fore the committee rose yesterday. The gentle- 
man from New York [Mr. Porrue] is entitled to 
the floor. 

Mr. POTTLE., Itis true, Mr. Chairman, that 
at the last session of Congress a report was made 
by the committee, of which I am a member, sub- 
stantially concurring in the propriety of making 
this appropriation. But there was a tacit under- 
standing in the matter that there was great pro- 
priety, before the House should finally act upon 
the question, of sending out a commission to ob- 
tain some of the facts connected with the advant- 
ages to be derived from this appropriation to the 
Chiriqui Improvement Company. Such a motion 
was subsequently made in the House, and the 
commission sent. We have before us, at length, 
the result of their labors. 

1 was one of those on the committee who gave 
my assent to a report in favor of this appropria- 
tion; and I deem itbut justice to myself tosay, that 
that consent was obtained from me upon a state 
of facts totally different from the facts as they ap- 
pear from the report of this commission. And I 
feel bound, after carefully reading this report, to 
provide, at least, some guard by which the Gov- 
ernment shall be put in a possible position of re- 
ceiving some advantage from this appropriation. 
As it stands now, without some such guard as 
this which I have offered by way of amendment, 
I can scarcely conceive that the Government can 
ever derive any advantage whatever from this 
appropriation of $300,000. 

We have listened, sir, to the eloquent remarks 
of the gentleman from New York, on the other 
side of the House, [Mr. Sicxies,] in regard to 
the great advantages to be derived by the Govern- 
ment from the raufication of this contract. We 
have had, I dare say, all or nearly all the poetry 
that can be brought to bear upon this subject. 
But any member who will take the trouble to read 
this report, cannot fail to ceme to the conclusien 
that, if there is poetry connected with the matter, 


mounted. before we can, in justice to the-Govern- 
ment we represent, make this appropriation, : 

My colleague has spoken at great length of the 
advantages to be. derived from the construction 
of the railway, and the benefits the Government 
would derive. from the right of transit across.the 
Isthmus. At this point, Mr. Chairman, my col- 
league seems to have entirely overlooked one fact, 
of which I beg the committee to take notice; and 
that is, that the contract entered into by the Sec- 
retary of the. Navy with this.Chiriqui Improve- 
ment Company has. no reference whatever to a. 
railway; and that none, by the terms of that con- 
tract, was contemplated. That contract simply 
provides for the right of transit over a roadway, 
and not over a railway. And it is this misunder- 
standing which has been persistently kept before 
the House, not only in the debates, but in the 
report of the commission which was sent out te 
make surveys in regard to this roadway. By 
looking at their report, you will see that there is 
not a word or syllable in it about aroadway; but 
the whole of these surveys have been made to 
establish the practicability of transit by railway. 
All these reports set forth the great advantages to 
be derived by the Government, if the right of 
transit by railway is secured. 

Now, that J: may be perfectly sure. of being 
understood upon this point, I beg leave to call 
the attention of the House to the contract made 
by the Secretary of the Navy with the Chiriqui 
Improvement Company. It commences: 

“ This indenture, made this 21st day of May, A. D. 1859, 
between the United States, acting by and through Isaac 
Toucey, Secretary of the Navy of the United States, of the 
first part, and. the Chiriqui Improvement Company and 
Ambrose W. Thompson, of the second part, witnesseth : 
That whereas the said Chiriqui Improvement Company 
and the said Thompson have become possessed of certain 
grantsyconcessions, privileges, rights, and properties, at the 
Isthmus of, and in the province of, Chiriqui, in the Republic 
of New Granada, as appears by the original titles thereto, 
copies of which are hereto appended; and whereas it is 
desirable that the United States, on the one part, should 


have the right of transit over the roadway granted direct to 
said Ambrose W. Thompson through said province,” &e. 


“ Over the roadway.” Now, sir, the papers 
which are printed with this contract contain among 
them a certified copy of the ordinance issued by 
the provincial Legislature of Chiriqui in 1854, 
granting the exclusive prvicee of making im- 
provements, &c., over the provincial road, from 
David to the Chiriqui lagoon. The copy of this 
ordinance is properly certified by the Granadian 
legation in the United States. Ido not propose 
to waste time upon this point; because the whole 
ground was covered by the able argument made 
yesterday by the gentleman from Missouri, [Mr. 
Puexrs.| I simply wish to call the attention of 
the House, not to the fact that the Chiriqui Com- 
pany had never obtained aright of railway through 
the province of Chiriqui, but to the fact that, 
whether they have or not, the contract made by 
the Secretary of the Navy with this Chiriqui 
Company imposes no obligation upon the com- 
pany to build a railroad. It is simply a contract 
for the right of transit over a “ roadway.” 

Well, sir, what are the advantages that the Uni- 
ted States arc to derive in return for this $300,000? 
They are stated in the contract to which I have 
just referred. The first is the right of transit over 
this roadway; second, that the United States are 
to have the right to land not to exceed five thou- 
sand acres, at cach end of the route, for the pur- 
poses of a coal depot; third, they are to have the 
right to purchase of the company whatever coal 
they may need for naval purposes at the ordinary 
market price, or, to use the language of the con- 
tract, on payment of one dime per ton to the pro- 
vincial authorities of Chiriqui, and the cost of 
excavation and transportation. 

Sir, let us look at these advantages for which 
itis proposed to pay $300,000; and I beg leave 
to take them up, not in the order in which they 
are named in the contract, but to reserve for the 
last the provision in regard to the right of transit 
over the roadway or railway, whichever way it 
may be. 

First, in regard to the advantages to be derived 
from this grant of ten thousand acres of land. The 
impression which has generally obtained among 
members, as evidenced by the debates in reference 
to it, appears to be that the land selected for.coal 
depots is to cever any conceivable amount of coal. 

This is clearly an error; forI take it upon my- 
self to say that if we are to be guided by the re- 
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port of the Chiriqui commission, not one bushel 
of coal will be found upon the lands selected for 
the purpose of a coal depot. -The grants to the 
Government were merely for the purpose of es- 
tablishing coal depots. ‘The contract contemplates 
that the Government shall purchase its coal from 
the Chiriqui Improvement Company, or what- 
ever company shall work the mines. To show 
that I am not mistaken in reference to this matter, 
I will read a portion of the report of Captain 
Engle. He says: . 

‘To Frenchinan’s creek from Boca del Drago, is forty- 
two miles. You pass through the Boca del Tigre,.a finc, 
wide, open channel; which only requires a fort on Water- 
cay to command it, and a light for navigators to clear the 
Tigre breaker, as well as for a pointto determine the course 
to be steered through the shoals to the southward of it. 
Then you have twenty miles of smooth harbor surface to 
steam before reaching Frenchman’s creek, the now pro- 
posed terminus of the road, which would increase the 
steaming distance from any of our ports, via Cape San An- 
tonio, thirty miles cach way. Examine the line for Shep- 
herd’s harbor. Boca del Drago has Columbus island on its 
east and the main on its west. On entering the channel 
you make a sharp angular turn and bead for the main, 
where there should be a fort; from this point you have two 
raking fires, which no ship or ships can stand, for you have 
to face the muzzle to a distance of fifty yards, then broad- 
side, and then ‘stern to.’ Near this point must be the great 
depot for the coal from the mines, which must be brought 
there for shipment. It is the most available point; the dis- 
tance to Changuinola is six miles.?? 

Thus, sir, your five thousand acres, when lo- 
cated for the purpose of coal depots, will still be 
six miles from the coal mines. Those mines are 
entirely outside of any of the lands which will 
belong to the Government. 

But I do not consider this very objectionable; 
for if the Government had the right to locate their 
lands where coal abounds, I am notof the opinion 
that the Government would gain anything by min- 
ing itsowncoal. [think if the Government mined 
its own coal that it would cost twice as much, and 
it may be four times as much, as if it were pur- 
vhased in open market. However that may be, 
still it is true there are no coal mines upon the 
land to belong to the Government; and the Gov- 
ernment will therefore be compelled to purchase 
the coal that it may need. 

On this question of coal, I beg now to call 
attention to the fourth provision of the contract 
made’ between the Secretary of the Navy and A. 
W. Thompson, for the Chiriqui Improvement 
Company. Itisas follows: 

“4, The United States shall have the right, and the same 
is hereby conveyed, to all coal, for naval purposes, at or 
near the points selected for coal depots and naval stations, 
as aforesaid ; but if coal shall be found of superior quality 
fur steam purposes, in other places than those so selected, 
then the United States shall have the right, and the same 
is hereby conveyed, to use the same, subject only to the 
tax of one dime per ton, as provided to be paid to the pro- 
vincial authorities of Chiriqui, in the grant aforesaid, and 
the cost of mining and delivering the same.” 

There isa good deal of verbiage here; but when 
inembers get at the straightforward meaning of 
that provision, it will, I think, be found to be this: 
that the Government of the United States shall 
pay $300,000 for the privilege of purchasing coal 
of this company at the same rate asall others who 
may want it, Therefore, the professed advant- 
ages under this provision of the contract really 
amount to nothing. It is so plain a thing that 
there is hardly any excuse for me to waste more 
words upon it, 

Mr. CAMPBELL. I hope the gentleman from 
New York will permit me to put a question to 
him in reference to the point on which he is now 
commenting. 

Mr. POTTLE. I yield for that purpose. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. Was there any evidence 
before the Committee on Naval Affairs going to 
show that the coal in the neighborhood of the 
proposed naval depots of the Government is prop- 
er and fit for the use of the United States steam 
marine? Ifthere be any evidence, what is it? 

Mr. POTTLE. There was very little evidence 
before the committee on any subject; and what 
we had was rather a matter of faith—‘ the evi- 
dence of things unseen, and the substance of things 
hoped for.” (Laughter.] It is proper Į should 
gay another word, for I want to do justice to all 
parties concerned. In reference to the coal found 


in Chiriqui, the report of the commission would | 
seem to establish the factthat there is abundance | 


of coal on the Atlantic side of the Isthmus, and 
of good quality for shipping purposes. I make 
no point on that part of the case. _The point I 
make is, not that coal does not exist there, but 


that, if it exists there, there is no necessity for the 
Government of the United States paying a bonus 
for the right to purchase coal from this company 
upon the same terms all others can purchase it— 
namely, at the market price. That is my point, 
and it cannot be successfully refuted. 

Mr. MORSE. Lask to state a piece of evi- 
dence upon which the committee relies. 

Mr. POTTLE. I cannot yield to an argument, 
but I will to a question. 

Mr. MORSE. I ask the gentleman, then, 
whether Lieutenant Morton and the chief engi- 
neer of the expedition do not report that they tried 
the coal, and found it of good quality for the use 
of the United States steam marine? ` 

Mr. POTTLE. I recollect very well that there 
was some evidence in reference to this Chiriqui 
coal before the committee, but it was of an insuf- 
ficient and unsatisfactory character. In order, 
however, not to do injustice to the Chiriqui Im- 
provement Company, I have already stated that 
the report of the expedition appeared to show that 
there was an abundance of coal of good quality to 
be found on the Atlantic side of the Isthmus. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. [understand the gentleman 
from New York to say, further, that the contem- 
plated purchase gives us no right to mine coal 
there for our own use. 

Mr. POTTLE. Yes, sir; and I have read that 
portion of the report of Captain Engle which 
shows that the nearest coal issix miles from where 
the depot will have to be located. 

Now, sir, I pass from that point to another, to 
which I ask the attention of the House. 1 mean 
the advantages to be derived by the Government, 
as stated in the contract, by the right of transit 
over the roadway of said company. In order 
that we may understand cxactly whatkind of right 
itis, I will read from the contract: 

t First. The United States, for the consideration herein- 
after named, shall have and enjoy a right of way or transit 
over said road, which is hereby granted to them by the party 
of the second part, free from all tolls or taxes upon offi- 
cers, agents, scamen, landsmen, mails, munitions, stores, 
troops, or any direct property of the United States which 
the Government thereof may transport or cause to be trans- 
ported over the said road during the continuance of the 
present grant made by the said province of Chiriqui to the 
said Ambrose W. Thompson.” 

If we are dealing with the Chiriqui Improve- 
ment Company in reference to the right of travel 
over that old provincial road, then it is hardly 
necessary for us to pay $300,000 for that right, 
because we can have it as well without. Travel 
over that road, if it shall ever be improved, would 
be quite as much for the interest of the company as 
to any one else, and they would doubtless be glad 
to have this and all other Governments exercise 
the right of using that road, and thus afford a 
chance for the settlement and improvement of the 
lands of the company. 

If, however, it be contended that the grant to 
the Chiriqui Improvement Company gives it a 
right to construct a railway over that road, and 
that it is proposed to give the Government of the 
United States the benefit of transit on that rail- 
way when constructed, then we must look at the 
rights of this company as set forth in their grant 
from Costa Rica. First, isitina position to grant 
such aright to us? and, secondly, if itis, then is the 
route one upon whichthe company could construct 
a railway for the transportation of freight? The 
first point can be disposed of briefly. Iwill read 
the language of the grant from Costa Rica to this 
company—articles fourteen and eighteen, which 
are as follows: i 

“ Arr- 14. The grantees shall not at any time be permit- 
ted to disembark or transport, nor consent to the transport- 
ation or disembarkation, at any time whatsoever, across the 
railroad, of troops, arms, munitions of war belonging to any 
foreign Government, or to individuals, or private socicties, 
(companies.}] The Republic of Costa Rica only shall possess 
this right. The infraction of this article by the grantees, 
their agents, or those charged with the direction and admin- 
istration of the enterprise, shall forthwith work as a com- 
plete nullity and forfeiture of the present contract in all and 
every one of its parts, and the confiseation not only of such 
arms and munitions of war, but also of the railroad and all 
its works and fixtures. 

« ART. 18. The grantees at no time shall be at Hberty, 
under penalty of forfeiting all the privileges of this con- 
tract, to transfer or to cede to any foreign Government the 


grant of concessions and privijeges made to them by virtue 


of the present contract.” 

Thus we sce the moment Congress ratifies the 
contract between the Secretary of the Navy and 
Ambrose W. Thompson, for this company, that 
very moment the grant of Costa Rica is forfeited, 
and the rights of the Chiriqui Improvement Com- 


any are lost, together with the 

ad appropriated. There: can be no mistake. in 
regard to this point.. It is. perfectly plain, that 
look at the grantas you will, Costa. Rica has net 
yielded the privilege of transporting troops: d 
munitions of war. Nọsuch privilege was. con: 
ferred upon this company; and if it attempts..to 
confer that power upon any forcign Government, 
then its grant will become utterly null and’ void. 

And yet we are gravely considering whether 
we had not better, in the present condition of the 
Treasury ,authorize the payment of $300,000, with 
a perfect certainty that, by so doing, we destroy 
the grant, and the further certainty of the uttér 
impossibility of the -Chiriqui company carrying 
out its contract with this Government. =. 

1f there is still doubt on this point, T beg leave 
to refer to the amendment. now pending, offered. 
by the honorable chairman of the Committee on 
Naval Affairs, which, in terms, provides that.we 
shall have no right to use this a¢cording to the 
terms of the contract which we are asked to rat- 
ify, namely, for the purpose of transporting troops 
and munitions of war; in othér words, that we 
shall have no right to use it for any of the pur- 
poses for which it was obtained until we first pur- 
chase that right from the Government of Costa 
Rica. Now, it seems to me that the honorable 
chairman of the committee leaves off just where 
we should begin—that if we are to obtain this right 
from that Government, we should devote our 
money to the purchase of a right which we can 
rely upon. Thereis little doubt butthat this Chir- 
iqui company, if it ever builds a road, will accept 
any freight which may be offered, which they are 
at liberty, under this grant, to transport. — 

Mr. SHERMAN. I would like to ask the gen- 
tleman a single question. Suppose we grant this 
$300,000 to Thompson, and he should put it in 
his pocket: what redress have we? 3 

Mr. POTTLE. None whatever. I have just 
stated there was no provision in this contract 
binding the Chiriqui company to build this’ road; 
and their transfer to us of a portion of their grant 
from Costa Rica would effectually prevent them 
from fulfilling any of the provisions of their con- 
tract. We have the facts before our eyes, and it 
was to that end that I sent up my amendment. 
wanted to know whether the Bowrnmentof Costa 
Rica would consent to this arrangement; and I 
wanted to know whether it was a roadway ör a 
railway intended by this contract, and whether it 
would be a railway when it was built. I think it 
will be ample time to vote this $300,000 from the 
Treasury, in the present condition of the country, 
to pay for these privileges, when it is ascertained 
that we are to derive benefits worth paying for. 

I have devoted too much time to this point. ] 
now proceed to another point—the right to the 
use of the harbors, &c. J read from that portion 
of the contract, as follows: 

« And the further right to use, as harbors, the waters, 
guifs, bays, or lagoons, sheltered, or partially surrounded 
by the lands of the said Thompson, or the said Improve- 
ment Company.” 

Sir, is it possible that the House of Represent- 
atives can gravely sit here and debate the question 
whether the waters of the ocean or gulfs are mat- 
ters granted to the Chiriqui company or whether 
itcan grant them to us? Is there a possibility, 
under the laws of nations, that this company 
could have any right whatever to transfer these 
privileges to the United States? If there is no 
possibility, why was it put into the contract, ex- 
cept to mislead us as to the benefits under this 
contract ? Itcould have been put there for no 
other purpose. The Secretary, when he made 
this condition, must have made it with a knowl- 
edge that such rights were not the subjects of 
transfer. Sir, allow me to recapitulate the points 


_Lhave endeavored to keep in view: first, the coal 


grant is simply nothing; second, the right to 
transport troops and munitions of war, &c., is cut 
off by the very terms of the grant from Costa 
Rica; third, the sale to us of harbor rights is void 
by the law of nations, and ought not to have been 
embraced in the contract, 

Then we come down to the fourth considera- 
tion left, upon which this $300,000 is to be paid; 
and that is, the possible benefits to result from the 
construction of this railroad, I do not know what 
my colleague over the way meaus, when he says 
that inasmuch as we have sent out this com- 
mission, we are bound, in good ‘faith, to ratify 
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this contract., I suppose that the sole object for 
‘which that commission was sent was to ascertain 
‘whether the matter was practicable or important, 
before we-should ratify the contract. Its object 
Was to see whether we should receive any ad- 
vantage from a ratification of the contract. The 
‘contract was one which-was made to depend upon 
its ratification by Congress, and the only means 
Congress had to obtain information upon the sub- 
ject was to send a commission there to make a 
survey,and reportitsconclusions. Congress with- 
held its judgment until that report came in; and 
upon the facts thus furnished, it will decide this 
question. It is simply a matter of policy, and 
nota question of good faith. My colleague says 
that this commission has established beyond ques- 
tion the practicability of this route. It may be 
so; but before that shall pass out of the mind of 
the committee, I desire to call their attention to 
two or three important facts bearing upon this, 
the only remaining branch of the subject to which 
Tintend to speak. I have already said, in refer- 
ence to the grant from the Government of Gra- 
vada, there is nq railroad contemplated therein. 
It simply contains a right to improve an old pro- 
inda mak I haye shown that the only right 
to build a railroad is that which has been derived, 
since our last session, from Costa Rica; and if 

ou will look into that you will find that the grant 
itself only extends througha period of sixty years, 
and that itis made to depend upon a provso, that 
this road shall be built and put into operation, 
with locomotives upon it, within six years from 
last July. A failure in this respect works a for- 
feiture of the grant; and there is a further condi- 
‘tion, that no part of that grant shall be trans- 
ferred—a transfer to work a forfeiture of all the 
privileges therein named. 

Now, when the committce shall have sur- 
mounted all these difficulties; when they shall 
have become satisfied that this Chiriqui company 
will and can build this road within five years from 
July next; when they shall be satisfied that they 
can inducethe Government of Costa Rica to forego 
a forfeiture, by reason of the transfer of a portion 
of this grant to a foreign.Government—then I beg 
that they will still turn back with me for a mo- 
ment and look at the practicability of the con- 
struction of this road as established by this sur- 
vey. Ido not say but that the report shows the 
constraction of this road to be entirely practicable; 
but I say this, and I beg the House to notcit, that 
this report shows most conclusively that in vari- 
ous places, and in one instance, for a distance of 
six anda half miles, you cannot reduce the grade 
below two hundred and seventy feet to the mile, 
unless by tunneling through granite rock fora 
distance of four and ahalf miles, Unless you re- 
sortto tunneling, the average grade of the road is 
from two hundred and seventy to three hundred 
feet per mile. And this grade can only be ob- 
tained by doubling or running back and forth. A 
straight track would give a grade of five hundred 
feet per mile. The report shows that there is no 
chance to lower the grade by increasing the length 
of the road. $ 

I put the question to the very intelligent cn- 
gineer who made this survey, if he knew of a 
single road, either in this country or Europe, that 
was working upon such a grade? And I under- 
stood him to say he did not; but he believed that 
the working of such a road was practicable. I 
do not know but itis. Ido not put my opinion 
against the opinions of the gentlemen who make 
this report, but I put their opinions against the 
practice of the whole world; and therefore { have 
added to the amendment of the chairman of the 
Committee on Naval Affairs a proviso, to make 
sure that the experiment of overcoming such 
grades shall be a successful one. To show that I 
am not mistaken in regard to this thing, the House 
will indulge me while I refer to the report; because 
I desire to do justice to all parties in reference to 
this matter. The gentleman who had charge of 
this commission makes the point—very strangely, 
it appears to me—that one of the grounds of the 
practicability of this road is, that there are some 


capital places for building forts and fortifications | 


there. And he starts out,at page 23 of this report, 
as follows: 

“The manncr in which such road, supposing it to be 
completed and its harbors fortified and garrisoned, would 
add to the defensive strength of the United States and in- 
crease the cohesion between its Pacific aud eastern divis- 
ions, and the facilities for aggrestive warfare, in either 


‘be. 


hemisphere, that it would afford them, and the general con- 
trol over the entire western “continent, which they would 
be in 2 position to acquire, are points which bear on the 
question of practicability.” à 

It may be so. f donot know how extensive 
this thing is. If we are to buy the whole right 
of aggressive warfare, and the entire control of 
the western continent, with all the other advant- 
ages of the Chiriqui company, for $300,000, I 
should consider it exceedingly cheap, when we 
have fairly entered upon that kind of speculation. 
But, when our own Governmentis breaking under 
our feet, and when the Treasury is bankrupt, I 
submit, Mr. Chairman, that these dreams are a 
little wild in regard to buying all the rest of crea- 
tion, unless we buy it for the purpose of moving 
out of this country into another. 

Now, sir, in regard to the grade. I shall dis- 
miss from the discussion this question of forts and 
fortifications. J am unable to see how the ques- 
tion of fortifications, and of aggressive warfare, 
has anything to do with the matter of grades, and 
shall therefore proceed at once to consider the 
character of the country through which this rail- 
road is proposed to be built. I read, again, from 
pages 6 and 7, in the report. 

«In attempting to impart a general idea of the topograph- 
ical features of the country, T find it contributes to perspi- 


euity to mingle with the description some theoretical views 
in regard to its formation. It would appear that, at an 


: epoch not very remote, geologically speaking, the chain of 


mountains which forms the backbone of this point of Cen- 
tral America was upheaved from beneath the water Jevel, 
and that the Isthmus of Chiriqui at first consisted simply 
of the great longitudinal ridge with its offshoots or spurs, 
whose rocky sides rose out of the sea, with no intervening 
plain or swamp between their base and deep water. The 
central ridge hasa general direction of nearly eastand west; 
it seems to be formed of a succession of cones or peaks, 
from cach of which radiate spars likewise farnished with 
their secondary offshoots. Where these interfere with each 
otber, there results a complication of ravines aud preci- 
pices that deties description; but at two or three points the 
system is arranged with some regularity, aud the country, 
though wild, is not impracticuble. The ridges are, through- 
out, exceedingly sharp; outhose of the main spurs there is 
seldom more room than is needed for the double track of a 
railroad, white on the secondary ones there js often hardly 
width cnough for a pathway for foot travelers.” 


I cite this, Mr. Chairman, for the purpose of | 


showing the utter impossibility, as appcars trom 
the report, of getting over the difficulty of these 
grades by increasing the length of your track. 
You must either take these grades as you find 
them ou the survey, or you must tunnel through 
the mountain, or abandon the railroad scheme. 
There is no way to avoid these difficulties. 

Mr. ALDRICH. May [ask a question? 

Mr. POTTLE. Certainly. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The Chair stated yesterday 
that the gentleman from Minnesota was out of 
order, -I rise for the purpose of inquiring if it is 
in order for the Chair to read while the gentleman 
from New York is addressing the committee ? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair thinks it cer- 
tainly is. The gentleman from New York will 
proceed, 

Mr. POTTLE. If the gentleman from Min- 
nesota will give me his attention, I will cheerfully 
excuse the inattention of the Chair. 

We have, at the very starting point on the Pa- 
cific side, from twelve to twenty miles where the 
land is mere oozy mud. There the track would 
have to be constructed on piles, and any one who 
is even slightly acquainted with railroad opera- 
tions knows how expensive such a track would 
Passing from that, the report says: 

“ From this point the savanna has a natural average as- 
cent of a bundred and ninety-five feet to the mile for three 
and a quarter miles, namely: to the stone wall bounding Don 
Lorenzo’s land, marked station eight on the protile between 
the latter point and tic hacienda, another distance of three 
and a quarter miles, (if the brink of the Caldera cañon is 
followed,) the rise is two hundred and sixty-two feet per 
mile; from the hacienda the line will be laid along the con- 
tinuation of the savanna at the base of the volcano, cross- 
ing a ravine in its course, a distance of four and a half 
miles, when it arrives opposite the foot of the valley which 
descends on the opposite side of the Caldera cation from 
the pass; the grade on this division is a hundred and forty- 
two feet per mile. It should be remarked that, as a higher 
level is reached on the savannas, they become more undu- 
lating and broken, and their declivity greater; the lesser 
grade on the last-mentioned part of the line being due to 
the fact of the savanna being crossed obliquely to its great- 
est slope, and rather in a transverse than longitudinal diree- 
tion. There is, however, no doubt as to the practicability 
of laying a track: on any part of the savannas, or in regard 
to the fine reaching the Caldera crossing without any un- 
usual difficulties; the steepness of the grade between sta- 
tion eight and the hacienda cannot be avoided, on account 
of the savanna being confined within the two caiions so as 
to prevent a development of the line, but this grade is not 
higher than others which are equally necessitated beyond, 


| tience of the House more than a few minutes. 


and which, it will be seen, are to be regarded as not excess- 
ive or beyond the limits of advantageous working, — 

t From the Jast-mentioned station, the line has to be 
crossed over the Caldera cañon on a trestle-work-viaduct3 
if then enters the valley at whose head is the pass, and can- 
not ascend to the latter on an average grade less than that 
of the axis of the valley, which ts two hundred and ninety- 
one feet per mile, unless resort is had to.some other expe- 
dient to gain Jength of line than any generally used in rait- 
roading. Winding up the summit on ordinary grades is 
almost precluded on account of the declivity, not only of 
Jekyill’sriver, which drains the valley, but of all the streams 
in the tract between the cañon and the summit, being greater 
than the limit of such grades. As this difficulty is met with 
ina much greater degree beyond the summit in the tract 
which is comprehended between the watershed and the 
line paralle} to it, and about twelve miles from it, it will be 
well to discuss it in connection with both these portions of 
the road. For the present it-will suffice to state that the 
track on this, the upper six and a half mites of the Pacific 
slope can be toeated on a grade of not over two bundred 
and ninety feet to the mile, and that such grade will con- 
form to the higher grades on the other slope, so that the 
same engines and trains can be worked without changes 
over the coutiguous portions of both slopes; and that, as it 
ean be shown that such grade is within the limits of prac- 
ticability and profitable working, there is no necessity for 
resorting to any expedients, much less unusual ones or of 
doubtful advantage, to gain length of line in order to dimin- 
ish the grade. 


Here is a grade unknown to modern railroads, 
which cannot possibly be avoided; but it is stated 
in the report that there are other grades much 
higher. The idea of building a road with such 


| grades, as a freight road, I regard as the veriest 


chimera of the brain. Yet the engineer says that 
that is nothing to the next grade, and that, he 
says, ‘is to be considered as practicable,” and 
within the line of advantageous working. Well, 
we will pass on from this. What next? 

* There is a remarkable transition between the upper por- 
tion of the Pacific slope, which subsides in the pass toa 
dead level, and the contiguous part of the Auantic slope. 
The stream which flows into Chiriqui Iagoon, ont of the 
swamp at the summit, descends at first with a declivity 
which averages one thousand and fifty-five feet per mile, 
and meeting the chief branch of the Culebra continues down 
to the forks of that river with an average fall of three hun- 
dred and forty-seven feet to the mile ; the whole descent, 
in seven and a quarter miles, being four thousand two hun- 
dred and nine feet, or five hundred and eighty feet per mile 
on an average, on the shortest natural valley line between 
the summit and the forks. In this tract of country it would 
probably be necessary, in order to locate a line of ordinary 
grade-—say not over one hundred and eighty feet to the mile— 
to resort to the expedient which was originally, I believe, 
practiced by Mr. Latrobe on the temporary track first Jaid 
on the Baltimore and Ohio railroad, namely: of ¢ doubling? 
the linc on the sides of the valley. The chief difficulty of 
this plan lies at the turns, where it is proposed by Buropean 
euginecrs to tunnel into the side slope on a short curve 
which shall bring out the wack ata higher level than it 
centered.” 

[Here the hammer fell.} 

Mr. STANTON. I may desire to say a word 
or two in regard to this subject before it is dis- 
posed of; but in the absence of the chairman of the 
special committee of thirty-three, I desire now, for 
the benefit of some gentlemen who wish to speak 
to the special order to-day, to move that the com- 
mittee rise. 

Mr. POTTLE, ‘Will the gentleman give way 
to me for a few minutes, that I may conclude my 
remarks? 

Mr. STANTON. Certainly. 

Mr. POTTLE, I shall not trespass on the pa- 
I 
was entirely unaware of the length of time 1 had 
consumed by these rambling remarks. 

I wish, in conclusion, to say that I had not 
reached the tunnel through the mountain of rock 
of four and a half miles. [had just begun to con- 
sider the difficulty of the grades when my time 
expired. But I shall leave all this to be consid- 
ered, as I know it will be, by those who are much 
more competent to present these facts to the 
House. What I wish to say in conclusion is this, 
and only this: I have no disposition to do injus- 
tice to this Chiriqui company, or toany personcon- 
cerned in this contract; and still less have I, asa 
Representative of this Government, any disposi- 
tion to do injustice to the Government whose in- 
terests are, in part, placed in my charge. I be- 
lieve this railroad to be utterly impracticable, if 
there were any grant for it, and I do not believe 
there isa grant; and if there be a grant, and if the 
road be practicable, I know that the very terms 
of the grant preclude the transferring of any of 
its privileges to others. Lhope, sir, that, however 
i may differ on the general merits of this case 
with the committee or the House, when this ques- 
tion shall come into the House, members will, at 
least, feel disposed to sustain the reasonable pro- 
viso which I have attached as an amendment to 
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the end, that we. shall have some of these benefits 
before we pay out this §300,000.. We should not 
make haste to pay to this Chiriqui company from 
an exhausted Treasury $300,000, and leave it to 
them,asa mere point of honor, whether they will 
make any return to us for the moncy. 

My, STANTON. I understand the gentleman 
from Texas [Mr. Hamizroy] desires to speak on 
the special order to-day, and perhaps some other 
gentlemen. With a view of enabling them todo 
so, I move that the committee do now rise. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I wish to suggest an amend- 
ment to the proposition of the gentleman from 
New York. 

The CHAIRMAN. No other amendment is 
in order at this time. 

The question was taken; and Mr. Sranron’s 
motion was agreed to. 

So the committee rose; and the Speaker having 
resumed the chair, Mr. Burnerr reported that 
the Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union had had under consideration the special 
order, being the Senate amendments to the bill (H. 
No. 866) to supply deficiencies in the appropria- 
tions for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1861, aud 
had come to no conclusion thereon. 


ENROLLED BILL. 


Mr. DAVIDSON, from the Committee on En- 
rolled Bills, reported that they had examined and 
found truly enrolled a bill (S. No. 64) to author- 
ize the extension and use of a branch of the Alex- 
andria, Loudoun, and Hampshire railroad within 
the city of Georgetown; when the Speaker signed 
the same. 


ADVERSE REPORTS. 


Mr. WASHBURNE, of Ilinois, asked and 
obtained consent to report back from the Com- 
mittee on Commerce, the following bill and me- 
morials; which were laid on the table, and the 
committee discharged from the further consider- 
ation thereof: 

A bill to continue in force an act therein men- 
tioned relating to the port of Baltimore; 

Petition of Charles Sowles, praying fora grant 
for a ferry over Lake Champlain trom Allburgh, 
Vermont, to Rouse’s Point, New York; 

Memorial of ship-owners in Brunswick and 
vicinity, State of Maine, asking for certain altcr- 
ations in the navigation laws; 

Communications of State Department relative 
to arecent change in the currency of Austria; and 

Petition of John Wilder, for a change of law in 


‘regard to steam-boilers. 


ENROLLED BILLS. 


Mr. THEAKER, from the Committee on En- 
rolled Bills, reported as truly enrolled a bill (A. 


` R. No. 670) granting an increase of pension to 


William G. Bernard, late a soldier in the United 
States Army; and a bill (H. R. No. 919) for the 
relief of F. M. Beauchamp and Betsy D. Town- 
send; when the Speaker signed the same. 


PACIFIC RATLROAD BILL. 


Mr. CURTIS. I ask unanimous consent to 
have the Pacific railroad bill taken from the 
Speaker’s table. 

Mr. GARNETT. I object. i 

Mr. CURTIS. And that it be made the special 
order for next Tuesday week. 

‘Mr. GARNETT, Í object to its being taken 
from the Speaker’s table, except in the regular 
order of business. , 

Mr. CURTIS. Well, I ask thatthe amend- 
ments may be printed. Does the gentleman ob- 
ject to that? 

Mr. GARNETT. No; Ido not object to that. 
My desire is not to have the position of the bill 
changed. : 

The amendments were ordered to be printed 

STATE OF THE UNION. | 

The House then proceeded to the consideration 
of the special order, being the report of the select 
committee of thirty-three; on which Mr. HAMIL- 
Ton was entitled to the floor. 

Mr. HAMILTON and Mr. STOKES ad- 
dressed the House. [Their remarks will be pub- 
lished in the Appendix. ] 

Mr. KILLINGER obtained the floor. 

The SPEAKER stated that, the hour of four 
o’clock having arrived, under the order of the 
House there would be a recess taken until seven 
o’clock, p m. 


i Constitution is the record of the contract entered 


| petuate its existence; it has no right to abdicate, 


| daily moving in the midstof the revolution which 


| country. 


| our liberties, are secure, except as we maintain 


EVENING SESSION, 

The House, at seven o’clock, p. m., resumed 
its session, Mr. CamPBELL in the chair ag Speaker 
pro tempore. 

Mr. KLLLINGER. Mr. Speaker, the Federal 
Union was the fruit of the experience furnished 
by the Articles of Confederation. The Federal 


into by the people of the United States for purpose 
of mutual interest and domestic tranquillity. 
This, our matchless system of Government, 
was established at much cost and large sacrifice. 
It has come down to us baptized in the blood of 
our revolutionary ancestors, and is associated 
with the proudest memories that belong to. our 
history; 1t has withstood the corroding touch of 
years, the assaults of faction, and the shack of 
war. Mutual interests and mutual obligations 
are the main pillars of the cdifice, and these will 
transmit it unimpaired to our latest posterity. It 
cannot expire until the power that breathed vital- {| 
ity into its checks and balances is annihilated, 
which was the American people. ‘The echoes of 
the thunder of the revolutionary battle-fields have 
not yet died away, and the solemn pledges of 
life and fortune and sacred honor to its mainte- 
nance, still whisper their inspiration! Its author- 
ity continues to be supreme on all subjects within 
the sphere.of its jurisdiction and the range of its 
granted powers; it craves permission from no 
power on earth to fulfill its functions, or to per- 


it cannot exclude any State from its protecting 
ægis, nor permit any portion of the people to re- 
volt against the duties of a common citizenship, 

For the first time in our history we have to 
deal with a deliberate attempt, already partially i 


consummated, to disrupt the Federal Union, and i! 


overthrow the Federal Government. We are 
contemplates this dire treason to free institutions. 
The question, then, which engages us, goes to the 
very foundations of our. political system, and 
necessarily subordinates all mere questions of 
governmental policy and administrative reforms, 
to its overwhelming magnitude and importance. 
It involves the dissolution and reconstruction of 
our political system; it threatens to resoJve the 
Government into its elementary forces; and this 
is revolution. 

What is our actual condition at this moment? 
Several of the States have declared, by solemn or- | 
dinance, their secession from the rights and duties 
reciprocally attaching to the Federal Union. Oth- | 
ers are likely to follow theircxample. Forts and 
arsenals have been scized, and are in the occu- | 
pancy of the hostile States. Theauthority of the į 
laws has been defied; the national flag has been 
insultingly trodden under foot; and preparations 


i 
i 
| 


are actually threatened to take possession of this || 


Capitol, and prevent the inauguration of the Pres- j 
identelect. So far has the conspiracy progressed, | 
that itis heard in open defiance on the floors of 
Congress, and holds within its grasp the sworn 
officers of the Government. Those who have 
taken solemn obligations to maintain the Consti- | 
tution inviolate, and to exccute the laws made in 
pursuance thercof, have yielded a ready ear to its 


| 
syren songs of delusion, or been intimidated by | 
its brazen assurance and impudent menaces. lt! 


has filched from the national Treasury, beggared | 
the finances, and paralyzed the industry of the | 
It has betrayed the property of the | 
General Government into the hands of traitors, | 
and has corrupted the fountains of public moral- l 
ity and private virtue. In open rebellion in some | 
of the States, it has itinerant commissioners in | 
others, and invites revolution in all. f 
In the face of these things, what is the first step | 
to be taken that suggesis liself to every patriotic | 
citizen? What isthe first duty required of every 
Representative of the people? Plainly to assert || 
the dignity of the Government, and to vindicate || 
the outraged majesty of the law. No man’s prop- 
erty, no man’s life, neither our institudions nor 
the 


| blesses every path and guards every home. 


it 
Government in its integrity. If we had a bond of i} 
fate that the mischief would stop where its limits fi 
are now defined, we might acquiesce, with regret, | 
but without alarm. But we have no such secu- \ 
rity. With the loss of a single State, the arch ij 
tumbles to the ground. The withdrawal ofa part | 
destroys the cohesion of all that remains. ‘The 


secession of one State is the signal ofa catastrophe |; 
e 


which will leave scarce, two States in political 
affinity. The only thing possible, short of a 
archy, is, the Republic, first and list one ai 
indivisible. : Ate Ge st 
It is assumed that the act of secession has placed 
the seceding State outside the Union, and ‘that, 
nerefore, the laws and Constitation of the United 
States are no longer operative. within ber limits. 
1 will not argue the entire insufficiency of any plea 
for secession as a matter of constitutional right. 
The concurring judgment of the great men who 
framed our, institutions, and illustrated. theni in 
lives of honorable usefulness, has pronounced its 
utter insufficiency, ‘Washington and. Madison, 
Jefferson and Jackson, Clay and. Webster, all 
denied any such right or remedy. They who 
hold the heresy misconceive the origin and chat- 
acter of our Government. It isnot in any sense 
the creature of one or more States. It isemphat- 
ically the offspring of the popular will. ‘The peo- 
ple established it; they gave ita written Constitu- 


| tion; they enumerated its powers, and they defined 


its authority. It contains within‘itself the’means 
of self-protection, and the power of décision.on 
all controverted points, subject, like all popular 
Governments, to its responsibility, to the source 
of all power in a free country—the people. The 
recognition of this principle is the keystone of the 
governmental arch. With it, yours Isa constitu- 


i tional Government; without it, it is a mere Çon- 


fedcracy, a political partnership, to be dissolved 

at the caprice of any onc of the associated part- 

ners. The Constitution itself, under such a con- 

struction, becomes what Webster fitly character- 

ized as “a collection of topics for everlasting 

controversy, heads of debate for a disputatious 
caple.”? 

All controversies, then, must be settled within 
the Union; and there is ample redress afforded for 
all legitimate grievances under, the Constitution, 
which is the written evidence of the rights secured 
to and the duties imposed upon the alu It 

tis 
the highest law known to us in onr capacity. of 
citizenship, and is entitled to obedience in all its 

arts. i 
p As between the border slave States and the free 
States, I admit there has becn-some cause of com- 
plaint; but none which cannot be arranged, and 
which requires an appeal to the Jast resort, that 
of armed rebellion—bullets instead of ballots! 
With the seceding States, the present occasion 
only serves as a pretext, We have to deal Led 
with the same spirit of insubordination whic 
President Jackson curbed by the exercise of his 
strong will and the power of the Federal author- 
ity. This heresy of secession was in full devel- 
opment before slavery, then a matter of purely 
local concern, became a part of our national pol- 
itics. Jackson then predicted that the negro would, 
in time, serve as a pretext for it; and the predic- 
tion has become history. From that day to the 
present, the southern mind has been occupied 
with vain theories of southern aggrandizement 
outside of a Union-—which is really the only pro- 
tection left in the wide world for its peculiar insti- 
tutions—and finally the southern heart has been 


| fired, and the Gulf States are actually precipitated 


into revolution! 

If we intend to be true to our solemn oaths of 
allegiance, we must establish the disputed fact 
that the Government of the United States still ex- 
ists, de jure, de facto, and is the only Government 
to be recognized in this country. In the language 
of Clay, in a similar exigency, “1 am for ascer- 
taining whether we have a Government or not— 
practical, efficient, and ca nable of maintaining its 
authority, and of upholding the powers which 
belong to a Government.” So long as we have 
not asserted the dignity of the Government, we 
cannot treat with those who have defied its au- 
thority. While menaced with hostility and threat- 
encd with violence, we cannot with propriety or 
self-respect take a step backward. Unul we roll 
back the tide of rebellion which threatens to.ingulf 
us all ina common ruin, overthrow our free in- 
stitutions, and subject the people to the iron rule 
of a despotic minority, if nota mere military des- 
potism, I cannot consent to turn aside from the 
plain path of duty to weigh constitutional abstrac- 
tions, or pass upon congressional compromises. 

Any compromise to which I give my consent 
must be accompanied with a distinctrenunciation 
of the doctrine of secession; otherwise, the se- 
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curity which we thus’ provide for the present will 
guaranty us no indemnity for the future. The 
civilized world, our own self-respect, our pros- 
perity and future stability, are. all interested in 
that preliminary question. Assert your nation- 
ality, and let the Government show itself strong 
enough to resist insurrection at home, as well as, 
defend itself against aggression from abroad., Do 
these things, as it is your sworn duty. to do, and 
L.will meet the loyal. men of the South in their pro- 
posed measures of adjustment fully half way. To 
disloyal men Í have no: terms of comproinise to 
offer. They. spurn-them in advance, and. I will 
not humiliate myself tò that degree, “They have 
richly earned’ the halter’ and the gibbet; and if 
they evérreceive their. deserts, they will be pun- 
ished with the utmost rigor of the law. : 

~ Itisfarfrom my purpose to increase theirritation 
prevailing here and elsewhere. It is not befitting 
the dignity of the argument, nor the placein which 
Tam privileged to speak. Much of the peril which 
surrounds us grows out of exasperated feeling; 
and while insisting on the maintenance of Fed- 
eval authority, and the enforcement of Federal 
laws, Í seek to inculcate moderation, and to in- 
vite the States and people who continue loyal to 
their constitutional duties, to measures of concil- 
jation and peace. The stubborn fact confronts 
us that disaffection is rapidly spreading in the 
border slave States, and threatens to overwhelm 
otherwise loyal communities. The practical ques- 
tion, regardless of inquiries into the causes of dif- 
ficulty, comes home to every public man who is 
charged: with responsibility, whether anything 
ean.and ought to be done, and that speedily, to 
stay the tide of rebellion, and check the current 
of treason, by strengthening the hands and nerv- 
ing the hearts of the true and loyal men in those 
States. The importance of mecting this inquiry 
in a spirit of fairness and conciliation cannot be 
exaggerated. On its decision may depend the 
destinies of the Republic. 

On this subject my views have been formed 
with some deliberation; and I express them with 
diffidence. They differ, in some respects, from 
those held by political associates, for whom, per- 
sonally, | have regard, and for whose opinions I 
cherish respect. 

‘The distinguished Senator from New York, 
{Mr. Sewarp,] in-his late able speech, said with 
emphasis and propriety, ‘ Republicanism, De- 
mocracy, and every other political name, orthing, 
are all subordinate and ought to disappear in the 

resence of the great question of the Union.” 
This counsel may be pondered with profit by 
such partisans as place party platforms above 
constitutional duties. IfI were disposed to treat 
this discussion simply in the way of partisan. 
ship, I would counsel an acquiescence in the policy 
here indicated; for I am persuaded that the people 
at large, of all party attachments, who have to 
bear the brunt of the distractions in the country, 
who will be expected to carry the musket in case 
of actual collision, and who are now unable to 
find employment for their willing hands, will not 
hold that political party and those public men 
guiltless, who are obstinately bent on defeating all 
measures of adjustment. ‘Peace hath her vic- 
tories, no less renowned than war;” and if revo- 
lution and civil war are indeedat our very doors, 
let them not be precipitated upon us until the con- 
viction is clear, and justified before God and the 
civilized world, that the necessity for it is inevi- 
table. Then, our people will meet it with reso- 
lution and firmness, as our fathers met the clash 
of resounding arms in the days that tried men’s 
souls as in a furnace of consuming fire. In that 
dread extremity, those who bluster loudest now 
will prove themselves arrant cowards. The brag- 
gart will neither shoulder a musket nor wield a 
sword! The Duke of Wellington, in justification 
of the concessions which he was willing at one pe- 
riod of his eventful life, to make in order to avoid 
intestine commotions, said: “1f I could avoid, 
by any sacrifice whatever, civil war in the coun- 
try to which F am attached, I would give my 
life.” These noble sentiments commend them- 
selves to truly brave men in this emergency. 

TInmy judgment, the Republican party ean well 
afford to meet the propositions submitted to this 
Congress by the border State members, in a lib- 
eral and conciliatory spirit. These States are 
Union-loving. ‘Their Representatives, in ‘good 
part, are endeavoring by every honorable appli- 
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ance, to resist the aims and purposes of. the se- | 
cession movement. They are loyal to the Con- 
stitution and they are faithful to the Union. 
Will we, who represent the great North, encour- 
age them to stand by their present proud, though 
critical position; or will we by indifference, if not 
actual opposition, allow them to be submerged by 


reply to this inquiry, I have been told by 
ublicans, inand out of Congress, that all com- 
promises were finally ended, and that the day for 
concession was over. I do not subscribe to any 
such narrow and illiberal doctrine. Our whole 
system of government was founded, and continues 
to rest, on the opposite theory. If compromise 
established, why may not compromise preserve, 
the Constitution? When Washington presented 
that matchless instrument to Congress, he accom- 
panied it with the remark, that it was ‘* the result 
of a spirit of amity and of mutual concession, 
which the peculiarity of our political situation 
rendered indispensable,” Are we wiser, purer, 
better, than were the patriotic men who framed 
our institutions? Widely different as the habits, 
institutions, and modes of life of the American 
people then were, and continue to be, it is evident 
that contrariety of opinion, and differences of all 
kinds, must ever be expected to prevail through- 
out the country. The patriotic and prudent states- 
man will accommodate his legislation to these in- 
evitable necessities, and view them froma stand- 
point which will embrace all the States, and have 
regard to the common brotherhood of all the peo- 
ple. For scyenty years and upwards this Gov- 
ernment has maintained itself in the affections and 
respect of the people; and although there have 
been stormy periods in our history, there were in 
every peril patriotic men found who rose superior 
to the paltry instincts of locality and partisanship. 
So I hope it may be again, in this the darkest 
hour of our history. 

The instincts of Pennsylvania prompt to pacific 
counsels and moderation. The foundations of the 
old Commonwealth were laid deep and enduring 
on the basis of peace and good will. Her whole 
history has been in keeping with the interesting 
event which marked her treaty with the aborigines 
beneath the spreading elm at Shackamaxon. As 
she is geographically central, so is her policy con- 
servative and just. She will mediate with and be- 
tween contending States and sentiments, and will 
not sacrifice the great interests of acommon coun- 
try to vain abstractions or idle theories. 

I repeat, we can afford to meet the border States 
in a conciliatory spirit. The resources of our 
section are far greater than are those of their sec- 
tion. The flood ofemigration from the free States, 
joined to that from abroad, is rapidly overflowing 
the broad territories which lie beyond the Mis- 
sissippi, and the question of territorial govern- 
ment is practically settled in favor of free labor. 
We are about inaugurating an Administration 
which, to say the least, will see that fair play is 
‘shown to frce-State men in the organization and 
government of the Territories. Washington and 
Nebraska, and various others, will soon knock 
at our doors for admission as free States. Kan- 
sas—her garments dripping with the blood of her 
slaughtered martyrs, and her constitution free 
from the blot of slavery—long a suppliant, has 
been admitted. Her star now blazes on the na- 


tional ensign, and justice, long deferred, has been | 


done to her liberty-loving yeomanry. We are 
also on the threshold of the inauguration of the 
homestead policy, which will secure the free labor- 
ing men their proper advantages in their conflict 
with the privations of frontier life. Itcarries on 
its face anample guarantee that the prairies of the 
furthest West will soon be converted into smiling 
gardens, in which happy homes will be reared, 
and contentment will abound. ‘The passage of the 
Pacific railroad billcannot be delayed much longer; 
and it will prove the dawn of a new era, the be- 
ginning of an advancing civilization, which will 
strengthen with bands of iron the Federal Union, 
build cities along its line, delve in the mountains 
through which it will pass for mineral treasures, 
and make vocal the whole land with its songs of 
labor and its hum of industry. To crown all, and 
better than all, the Morrill tariff bill is on the eve 
of its passage. In its recognition of the principle | 
of protection to the suffering industrial interests 
of the country, | look with confidence as a meas- 


ure of peace. Your Treasury is bankrupt, and 


increased revenues are indispensable to the opera- 
tions of the Government. Your industry is pros- 
trate,and your operatives are out of employ. This 
measure will bring relief, and that speedily. 

‘All these measures and prospects await us in* 
the near future. All we need to make them avail- 
able for the prosperity of the country is the resto- 
ration of peace and the continuance of the Federal 
Union. 

Any party that sets itself up obstinately against 
any and all propositions which make for peace, 
will go down before the indignation of an aroused 
people. It is the duty of Republicans to give such 
propositions a candid consideration. Not to do 
so is virtually to disband the Republican organi- 
zation in Pennsylvania, whatever may be its fate 
elsewhere. Before Mr. Lincoln is inaugurated, 
this District will be the theater of commotion, and 
it may be, of violence; unless, before that time, 
we can break the back of secession in Maryland 
and Virginia. To encourage and sustain the 
Union-loving men of those States seems to me to 
be a solemn duty—a work of patriotism. I coun- 
sel them to stand fast. The loyal men of Penn- 
sylvania will lock shields with them; and the bor- 
der States, slave and free, will say to the extreme 
North and the extreme South: ‘‘ thus far, and no 
further !?” 

Sir, I deprecate changes of any kind, or for 
any purpose, in the organic law of our country. 
Nothing butan inevitable necessity will constrain 
me to yield to them. It is a dangerous expediency 
to tamper with the Constitution. Once open the 
door, and fools will speedily rush in where angels 
fear to tread. Better far the gradual amendments 
of time and construction than sudden and great 
changes. It is by this safe process of innovation 
that the British constitution has been gradualiy 
modified and molded to correspond to the growt 
of the kingdom and the expanded thought of the 
people; and by thiscombined process of resistance, 
and yielding to change, it has preserved itself. 
This country has been safe under the Constitution. 
It and the Union, I repeat, are the only defense left 
for slavery in the civilized world. Those who, 
for the Sake of slavery, are now endeavoring to 
destroy the Union and the Constitution, in my 
judgment, have 

& Eaten of the insane root 
That takes the reason prisoner.” 

And now to come to the apple of discord—the 
territorial question. Practically, the border States 
can have small interest in its final settlement, 
They have no population to spare, and are more 
nearly concerned in the other aspects presented 
by the existence of slavery in their midst. The 
North claim the right to exclude slavery from the 
Territories. It claims this right on constitutional 
and moral grounds, because Congress has supreme 
power over the Territories, and, as slavery is an 
evil, that power ought to be exerted to keep it 
forever out of any region over which the General 
Government has jurisdiction. On the other hand, 
the South says that the Territories are the national 
domain, and as such belong equally to- citizens 
North and South; that southern men have prop- 
erty in their slaves, and therefore it is the duty of 
Congress to grant them the protection of the Gen- 
eral Government. While it is an utter fallacy to 
recognize thisright of protection, inasmuch as sla- 
very is simply a local institution, relying solely 
upon the local law for its existence as well as its 
protection, I do not propose to enter upon thear- 
gument in detail. Itis sufficient to say that these 
views are diametrically opposite. 

In times of great peril, arising from conflict of 
opinion and interest, there is usually a happy 
medium in which all well-disposed men can meet. 
The Missouri line was that happy medium, and 
gave peace to the country. It was a pledge of 

eace,a compact of brotherhood, a bond of Union, 

t said to our fellow-citizens, North and South, 
the country is vast, and it is all ours. Let us 
cultivate it; render it habitable; clothe its desert 
places with harvests, and make its wilderness 
laugh with joy. Let us build up here, in these 
boundless regions, a great empire of peace and of 
liberty for our own and our children’s children; 
for an example to struggling nationalities abroad: 
for the honor of humanity, and the glory of God 

No change has taken place in the condition of 
the Territories since the adjustment of 1850, ex- 
cept that passed at the instance of the slave States 
in 1854, which repealed the Missouri compromise. 
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Under the operatión of that line the country had 
prospered and. lived peacefully for upwards of 
thirty years. It was canonized in the hearts and 
affections of the people, and it was an act of polit- 
ical madness to repeal it. The dictumof the Su- 
preme Court pronounced it unconstitutjonal; and 
whenever the question comes up ina regular way, 
there is no room for doubt but that it will be re- 
iterated in regular form. Under that decision, 
the South contended for the right to carry slaves, 
and have them protected, into all the Territo- 
ries of the United States. A great party arose, in 
1854, to contest that right, and to hmit the South 
to the Territories. south of 360 30, and thus vir- 
tually to restore the operation, and to hold them 
to the compromise of the Missouri line. Now, 
if we, in this exigency, do what the Republican 
pasty in its origin proposed to do—take the ex- 
tension and renewal of that line as the basis of 
settlement—in whose mouth does it lie to say 
nay? What Territory is affected by such a basis 
of settlement? All the territory north of the com- 
promise line, comprising nine hundred thousand 
square miles, is already secured to free labor 
despite the dictum of the Supreme Court, the 
laws of Congress, and the machinations of politi- 
cians, Thercisa broad expanse of territory lying 
west of Arkansas, which is secured to certain In- 
dian tribes by treaty stipulations. They have 
been removed there from their former homes east 
of the Mississippi, and are protected in its pos- 
session. It is all that is left to the descendants of 
the aborigines of North America; and no man 
will be base enough to disturb their right to it. 

All that is left, then, about which there is room 
for dispute, so long as we retain our present bound- 
aries, 1s the Territory lying south of Kansas and 
Utah, extending to the Mexican frontier. This 
is known as New Mexico. It contains about two 
hundred thousand square miles. The question 
upon which the permanence of: our Government 
hinges to-day seems to be, what shall be the future 
condition of this Territory? In his great speech 
in the Senate, Mr. Sewarp says: 

& Different forms of labor, if slavery is not perverted to 
purposes of political ambition, need not constitute an ele- 
ment of strife in the Confederacy.’ 

The restoration of peace and the stability of 
our free institutions would, then, seem to present 
considerations of paramount importance to the 
solution even of this question. 

But, in addition to the Senator’s suggestion, the 
present status of New Mexico must be taken into 
consideration. By the terms of her territorial 
act she is privileged to frame her domestic insti- 
tutions in her own way, so that they are not in- 
consistent with the Constitution of the United 
States. Whatever institutions, therefore, now 
exist there, are there independent of any action 
taken by us. Nominally, the Territory has sla- 
very in existence; and the census returns show 
that there were, last year, one negro man and 
eleven negro women held to service there. Its 
spread secms impossible. God and nature have 
placed barviers to its increase. High mountain 
ranges traverse it—their summits covered with 
perpetual snow. Artificial irrigation will be re- 

uired to cultivate the valleys, for the rivers run 

ryin summer. The committee of thirty-three 
propose to cut the Gordian knot of our difficul- 
ties by admitting this Territory as a State at once, 
andallowing the inhabitants thereof, inaccordance 
with the letter and spirit of their territorial organ- 
ization, in 1850, to form their constitution free or 
slave. Iam not inclined to resist forever, and to 
the extremity of breaking up the Confederacy, 
her admission if she comes in regular form, with 
. republican institutions, simply because her peo- 
ple, in a legal and constitutional way, indicate 
their preference for one kind of labor to another. 
It is their business, not mine. 

To increase the difficulties in the way of an 
honorable adjustment of the perils which threaten 
us, we have to combat that most hateful power 
in a free country—a fanatical party spirit. The 
madness of an irresponsible partisanship holds us 


in its grasp; and this portentous sign hangs over | 
sword in the heavens, terrible to | 


us like a fiery l 
behold. Although not one member of the ‘Thirty- 
Sixth Congress was chosen to fill a seat here with 
reference to the exigency on which we have fallen, 
a somewhat general feeling seems to pervade us, 
that we must measure our words and square our 
action by party platforms. I undertake to say 


— a 


that if the people had an opportunity to -act for 
themselves in this emergency, the skies would at 
once be found growing clear and bright above us. 
Their verdict would be overwhelmingly in favor of 
its peaceful and speedy solution; and any party.or 
platform that stands in the way of such a settle- 
ment would sink to that lower deep whence no 
hand of resurrection would reach them. But here 
is one source of the trouble. The people cannot 
be heard, and have no power to make themselves 
felt. We are bound hand and foot to the tyranny 
of party. All things are viewed from partisan 
stand-points, and through party optics.. The 
power of the people will not be felt until the ballot 
boxes again open and send forth their loud thun- 
ders. Then, I predict that vengeance, ample and 
sufficient, will be taken on the public men and 
the parties that assume the responsibility of re- 
jecting all offers of adjustment, all propositions for 
honorable compromise. 

I have heard a good deal said about the Chicago 
platform. Our past experience has given me no 
great respect for party platforms made in the tu- 
mult of a crowded convention. Ido not know 
of anything in the materials or the mode of con- 
straction of the one built at Chicago that entitles 
it to more than the ordinary respect. It is, doubt- 
less, in the main, an exposition of correct prin- 
ciples; but there are features in it from which I 
dissented before the people, and which I might 
expatiate upon here, if it were necessary to my 
purpose. I forbear, and content myself with re- 
marking that I formerly stood squarely on ‘the 
platform,” when the present platform-worshipers 
spat upon it to show their utter contempt for 
such ‘an institution? Not one man in a thou- 
sand read your Chicago platform. Tt did not 
decide the election. There never had been a gis- 
tinct Republican State organization in Pennsyl- 
vania; and her electoral vote was controlled by 
other questions and interests besides the general 
one of slavery extension. The Democratic party 
was divided; the rank and file were disgusted 
with the rascalities of the present Administration, 
and were anxious for any change. The masses 
of all parties looked forward to achange in the rev- 
enue policy ofthe. Government which would recog- 
nize the industrial interests of our State, and had 
unbounded confidence in the honesty and eminent 
fitness of Abraham Lincoln for the presideatial 
office 

I know very well that there isa Jarge and influ- 
ential element in the country which is adverse to 
all and every proposition which looks to concilia- 
tion, even with the border as well as the seceding 
States. 
the institution of slavery in the States, regardless 
of constitutional provisions, There are, to-day, 
men in New England and South Carolina who 
are affiliating in their actions, if not in their mo- 
tives, to prevent the consummation of any adjust- 
ment here or elsewhere. They dread nothing so 
much as kind words. They rejoice in the fulfill- 
ment of their long-cherished purposes. Pennsyl- 
vania repudiates these extreme men and opinions, 
and will stand by the compact, with all its com- 
promises and in all its parts. 

All your legislation is founded on compromises. 
Every concession, every amendment, every modi- 
fication, is a compromise; and if you resorted 
to the dread arbiter of civil war to settle your 
difficulties, you would finally come to a compro- 
mise. When your thirst for blood has been sur- 
feited, you must finally treat, negotiate, yield 
something, and agreo to something; which some- 
thing will be a compromise. I do not mean now 
to argue any of the various propositions pending 
in the Senate and House, nor to commit myself 
entircly to either of them. My purpose is chiefly 
to avow my willingness to come to some fair un- 
derstanding with the loyal men of the South, as 
well as to announce my determination to see the 
laws executed on the disloyal. 

But I may as well, in this connection, state an 
insuperable objection to the annexation of morc 
territory, and the positive establishment of sla- 
very there by constitutional provision. Instead 
of being a compromise, and settling the vexed 
question, such a provision would prove a fount- 
ain of bitter waters, forever lead to fillibustering 
forays on neighboring territory, and renew the 
warfare now raging so fiercely. In 1810 Mexico 
abolished slavery; and ifit be our manifest destiny, 
as some contend, to absorb and annex that coun- 


That clement desires the overthrow of | 
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try, I -will notagree; in advatice sto bighti 


| action. 


slavery. oat 

-If all efforts at compromise fail, I feel inclined 
to Support a proposition to submit the whole con- 
troversy to the people: As t-have already said, 
we were not elected in view of the present emeér- 
gency; and if we fail to meet it, let the ‘people 
the source ofall power—make the final decision. 
In this respect; | adopt the language of the Pres: 


| ident elect: 


“Tf the peopte desire to calla convention toremove any 
grievances complained of, or to give new guarantees for 
the permanence of vested rights, it is mot mineto oppose.’” 

Honest and true, his genial heart embraces:his 
whole country. And whatever. the madness ‘of 
the hour may suggest, we may be assured that, 
having been inaugurated, he will be President of 
the United States, and will see that from our flag 
no star shall fall; and, by his wise and firm. ad- 
ministration, will satisfy the country.and the world 
that, while the Republican: party are devoted “to 
‘Union and liberty, one and indivisible,?’ they 
are no less devoted to the sovereignty of the States 
—to the maintenance of all the rights of the feeblest 
sovereignty. eee 

Let us resolve, so far as we are concerned——as 
Webster resolved in the commencement of-his 
negotiation with Ashburton—that the controversy 
must have a peaceful solution.. There is no suf- 
ficient reason for a contrary result. No State has 
more at stake than Pennsylvania; and yet, such 


| is the tyrannical course of events, that before her 
j peopleare conscious of the fact, she may be forced 


into hostile array against the States on her south» 
ern border. The tide of events, if notarrested by 


| some healing compromise, will carry those States 


into the secession current, and we shall assume 
toward each other the attitude of belligerent and 
hostile parties. This, not from any quarrel be- 
tween ourselves, but jin subserviency toa com- 
paratively remote and abstract interest. The Gulf 
States may conveniently defy New England, and 
New England may in turn hurl back defiance. 
Their war cry is cheaply uttered. -They do the 
blustering, while the middle States are expected 
to furnish the battle-grounds. Are we in Penn- 
sylvania willing to play the part assigned to us 
in any such drama? With the case fairly pre- 
sented to them, the people will answer with over- 
whelming unanimity in the negative. They. are 
weary of fine-spun theories, and look for patriotic 
In my judgmént, they are ready ‘and 
willing to assent to a fair and reasonable compro- 
mise, which will enable the border slave States to 
throttle, in the Union the monster of secession, 
before he succeeds in enfolding them in his deadiy 
coils. The gulf that yawns upon us is not-so 
wide that it cannot be spanned by conciliation, 
nor yet so deep that it cannot be fathomed by 
mutual forbearance. 

Iwas reared to regard all Americans as my 
brethren, and the Union as a sacred legacy held 
in trust for your children and mine. No man can 
be false to it without being false to his kindred, 
his country, and his God. Let no such man be 
trusted. He is fit for treasons, stratagems, and 
spoils. Destroy it, and the goddess of Liberty 
will desert your temple, or linger in it only to die 
with the expiring fires upon her altars. Destroy 
it, and the starry flag under which our fathers 
fought the battles of freedom becomes the winding- 
sheet of all our glorious memories in the past, our 
prosperity in the present, and our hopes in the 
future. 

Men of Kentucky, your leader in this great 
crisis has come down to us from a former genera~ 
tion. His hair is snowy with age; his limbs are 
enfécbled with long service in our country’s cause. 
In the order of nature, he will soon be gathered 
to his fathers. His will be a glorious end; 

tt For none can claim a name so proud 
As he whose flag becomes his shroud! 7? 

He is the last of his school; that school of pa- 
triots which the Whig party gave to the country. 
He is worthy to wear the mantle of the immortal 
Clay; and a higher compliment, a more fitting 
eulogy, itis not in the power of man to pronounce. 
Stand by him in his last and greatest effort for the 
peace and Union of his whole country. Your 
gallant State cheers you on in the good work. We 
will meet you half way in the spirit which ani- 
mates him, and suecess must crown our united 
efforts for the restoration of peace and good will. 
Men of Maryland, you are the'sentinels guarding 
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the portals that lead to the ark of our political 
covenant. Your noble Executive has encouraged 
the hearts and warmed the: patriotism of loyal 


men everywhere by carrying the flag and keeping | 


a firm step tothe music ofthe Union in this most 
critical juncture. : Whenever I pass through your 
monumental city, I gaze with emotions of pride 
on ‘the memorials of patriotism which. adorn: its 
streets. like altars of devotion. As. I look upon 
the mute but eloquent statue of the Father of his 
Country, I congratulate myself that so long as it 
stands looking down upon the people of Mary- 
land, it will plead“ trumpet-tongued against the 
deep damnation ”’ofdisunion; and God grant that, 
so long.asthat statue shall remain upon its pedes- 
tal, Maryland may:prove loyal to the Constitu- 
tion! is + 

»iAnd now, Mr. Speaker, I have done. God 
grant that I have spoken a word in season. The 
responsibility of my action weighs heavily on my 
heart.. Regarding the dismemberment of my coun- 
try not only as the greatest of all political evils, 
but as the one that combines them all in one, I 


could not stifle the utterance of my convictions. | 


Other misfortunes may be borne, or their effects 
overcome, Your commerce may be swept from 
the sea; another generation will renew it, Your 
Treasury may be bankrupt; future industry will 
replenish it. Your fields. may be desolated; in 
the good providence of God they will again grow 
green, and.ripen future harvests. Your Capitol, 
Bepeath whose proud and majestic proportions 
the American people this day: sit in august coun- 
cil; in the persons of their chosen representatives, 
may erable, and its lofty pilars fall; all, all may 
be rebuilt-and renewed. But who shall recon- 
struct the fabric of demolished Government? Who 
shall rear again the well-adjusted and. equally- 
balanced columns of constitutional liberty? Who 
shall frame together the skillful architecture which 
now unites national sovereignty with State rights 
——the liberties of the people with the stability of 
the Government? 

The Fouse was then addressed by Messrs. 
QUARLES and WILSON. [Their speeches 
will be published in the Appendix.] 

Mr. HUGHES obtained the floor. 

Mr. LOGAN. I insist that I addressed the 
Chair before the gentleman from Maryland. 

Mr. HOLMAN, To settle the difficulty be- 
tween the gentleman from Illinois and the gentle- 
man from Maryland, I suggest that, by unani- 
mous consent, the gentleman from Ilinois be 
allowed to follow the gentleman from Maryland 
in the morning. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair hears 
no objection, and it is so ordered. 

Mr. LOGAN. Iam content. 

Mr. HOLMAN moved that the House adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Thereupon the House (at ten o’clock and ten 
minutes, p. m.) adjourned. 


IN SENATE. 
SATURDAY, February 2, 1861. 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Dr. Gurney. 
The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 
PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr. FESSENDEN presented a petition of mer- 
chants and ship-owners of Portland, Maine, and 
iis vicinity, praying that, in the adjustment of the 
tariff bill now before Congress, tea and coffee, 


when imported from any country east of the Cape | 


of Good Hope, may be admitted free of duty; 
which, was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. BIGLER presented a petition of citizens 
of Adams county, Pennsylvania; a petition. of 
citizens of Delaware county, Pennsylvania; a 
petition of citizens of Juniata county, Pennsyl- 
vania; and two petitions of citizens of Montgom- 
ery county, Pennsylvania, severally praying for 
the adoption of the compromise measures pro- 
posed by Mr. Crirrenpen; which were ordered 
to lie on the table. : 

Mr. FITCH presented the proceedings of a 
meeting of citizens of Laporte county, Indiana, 
held at [Tuntsman’s Hall, on the 18th of January, 
1861, indorsing and recommending the adoption 
of the compromise measures proposed by Mr. 
Crirrenpen; which were ordered to lie on the 
table. . 

He also presented two memorials of citizens 


| burg, State of New York, reported it without 


-by Mr. Crirrenpen; which was ordered to lie on 


| tilities in the State of California, reported it with- 


of Clinton ‘county, Indiana, praying the settle- 
ment of the present national difficulties. by the 
prohibition of slavery north of the parallel. of 36° 
30°-north latitude, and recognizing its existence 
south of- that line; which were ordered-to lie on 
the table. 5 : ; 

Mr. CAMERON presented eighteen petitions 
of citizens of Philadelphia; praying Congress to 
stand firm for the Union, the Constitution as itis, 
and the enforcement-of the laws; which were 
-ordered to lie-on the table. i 

Healso presented a petition of citizens.of North- 
umberland. county, Pennsylvania, praying the 
adoption of the compromise measures proposed 


the table. 

He also presented two petitions of inhabitants 
of Huntington and Fulton counties, Pennsylva- 
nia, praying for the establishment of a mail route 
from Mount Union to MeConnelsburg, in that 
State; which were referred to the Committee on 
the Post Office and Post Roads. 

Mr. CHANDLER presented a petition of citi- 
zens of Bur Oak, St. Joseph county, Michigan, 
praying Congress to ascertain whether we have a 
Government de facto, and if so, that measures may 
be taken for the immediate apprehension and con- 
finement of all persons presenting themselves at 
the scat of the Federal Government, under the 
pretense of being commissioners from the inde- 
pendent government of South Carolina, or any 
other State belonging to this Confederacy, until 
a legal investigation can be had, based upon a 
charge of treason against the United States; which 
was ordered to lie on the table, 

Mr. PUGH presented a petition of citizens of 
Lynchburg, Ohio, praying the adoption of the 
compromise measures proposed by Mr. CRITTEN- 
DEN; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of citizens of Mor- 
gan county, Ohio, praying that the compromise 
measures proposed by Hon. Mr. Crirrenpen 
may be adopted; which was ordered to lie on the 
table. 

COUNTING OF ELECTORAL VOTES. 


Mr. TRUMBULL. I yesterday offered a res- 
olution preparatory to counting the votes for Pres- 
ident and Vice President; the consideration of 
which was objected to by the Senator from Penn- 
sylvania. 1 desire to have that resolution called 
up; and if there is to be opposition to counting 
the votes for President and Vice President, let us 
know it. 

Mr. BIGLER. I made the objection simply 
because I desired to go on with other business. 
That was my only reason. 

The motion to take up the resolution was agreed 
to;and the Senate proceeded to consider it.  Itis 
as follows: 


Resolved, That a committee be appointed by the Presi- 
dent of the Senate, to consist of three members, to join 
such committee as may be appointed by the House of Rep- 
resentalives, to ascertain and report a mode for examining 
the votes for President and Vice President of the United 
States, and notifying the persons chosen of their election. 

The resolution was adopted; and Mr. Trum- 
BULL, Mr. Foot, and Mr. Laruam were ap- 
pointed the committee on the part of the Senate, 


BILL INTRODUCED. 


Mr. BIGLER asked, and by unanimous con- 
sent obtained, leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 
555) providing for a settlement of the accounts of 
the contractors for the erection of the United 
States marine hospital at New Orleans, Louisiana; 
which was read twice by its title and referred to 
the Committee on Commerce. 


REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 


Mr. BIGLER, from the Committee on Com- 
merce, to whom was referred the bill (S. No. 524) 
authorizing the Secretary of the Treasury to issue 
aregister to the schooner Perseverance, of Ogdens- | 


amendment. 

Mr. LATHAM, from the Committee on Mil- 
itary Affairs and Militia, to whom was referred | 
the bill (H. R. No. 299) for the payment of ex- 
‘penses incurred in the suppression of Indian hos- 


os 


out amendment. 
MOSES MEEKER. ~ 


Mr. DOOLITTLE. . The Committee on In- 


dian Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (H. | 


ee 
R. No. 341) for the relief of Moses Meeker, have 
instructed me to report in favor of the passage of 
the bill; and Task that it be put on its passage 
now. ‘The report is very short; or I can state, in 
a few words, what the bill is. 

By ungnimous consent the bill was considered 
asin Committee of the Whole.. It proposes to 
instruct the Secretary of the Treasury to ascer- 
tain, as in the case of John P. B. and Henry 
Gratiot, what amount, if any, of rent wasexacted 
by the United States agents of lead mines from 
Moses.Meeker for lead mined and smelted upon 
thelands of the Ottawa, Pottawatomie, Chippewa, 
Winnebago, or. other tribes of Indians, prior to 
their purchase by the United States, and to pay 
such amount as may be legally proved to have 
been actually paid by Moses Mecker. 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. Before we purchased the 
Indian lands in Wisconsin, this Moses: Meeker, 
‘as early as 1825, under some arrangement with 
the Indians, went on the mineral lands, and mined 
and smelted lead. One of the agents of the United 
States assumed the authority to compel him to 
pay over a part of the lead as rent, which he had 
no authority to do. Under this requirement, he 
paid over to the Government of the United States 
one hundred and twenty-five thousand pounds of 
lead, before we ever purchased or owned the lands. 
The committee recommend thatit shall be repaid to 
him. There were one hundred and twenty-five 
thousand pounds of lead, the value of which, by 
the bill, the Secretary of the Treasury is to ascer- 
tain and pay. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 


APPEAL IN COPYRIGHT CASES. 


Mr. BAYARD. Iam instructed by the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary, to whom was referred the 
bill (H. R. No. 554) to extend the right of appeal 
from decisions of circuit courts to the Supreme 
Court of the United States, to report it back with 


| amendments; and I ask, also, for its present con- 


sideration, The amendments are very slight. 
The passage of the bill is really of importance to 
the administration of justice. 

The bill was considered as in Committee of the 
Whole. It provides that from all judgments and 
decrees of any circuit court rendered m any ac~ 
tion, suit, controversy, or case, at lawor in equity, 
under any law of the United States granting or 
confirming to authors the exclusive right to their 
respective writings, a writ of error or appeal, as 
the case may require, shall lie to the Supreme 
Court of the United States, in the same manner 
and under the same circumstances as is now pro- 
vided by law in other judgments and decrees of 
the circuit courts, and in all other cases in which 
an injunction is awarded or granted by the decree, 
and also in all other cases in which the court shall 
deem it reasonable to allow the writ of error or 
appeal. 

The Secretary read the amendments of the 
committee, which are, in line five, after the word 
“equity,” to insert **arising;’? in lines eleven 
and twelve, to strike out ‘in all other cases in 
which an injunction is awarded or granted by the 
decree, and also; and in lines thirteen and four- 
teen, to strike out the words ‘* writ of error or 
appeal,” and insert the word ‘* same;’’ so that the 
bill will read: 


That from all judgments and decrees of any circuit court 
rendered in any action, suit, controversy, or case, at law 
or in equity, arisivg under any Jaw of the United States 
granting or confirming to authors the exclusive right to 
their respective writings, a writ of error or appeal, as the 
case may require, shall lie to the Supreme Court of the 
United States, in the same manner and under the same cir- 
cumstances as is now provided by law in other judgments 
and decrees of such circuit courts, and in all other cases in 
which the court shall deein it reasonable to allow the same. 

Mr. BAYARD. The only object of the amend- 
ments is simply to do what the House of Repre- 
sentatives intended todo. The object of the whole 
bill is to place parties who enjoy a copy-right, on 
any question arising under the laws of the Uni- 
ted States, in the same position as the holder of 
a patent right; thatis, that he may take an appeal, 
without reference to the amount, in cases arising 
et law of Congress granting a copy-right, 
That is the whole effect of the bill. The amend- 
ments are to limit it to that. : 

The amendments were agreed to. ` 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended; 
and the amendments were concurred in, and or- 


1861. 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


dered to be engrossed, and the bill to be read/a 
third time. It was read the third time, and pasged. 


MRS. B.A. LINN. 


Mr. HALE. T laid upon the table yesterday 
a resolution in relation to the action of the Secre- 
tary of the Senate; and as it is a matter relating 
to the order of the proceedings of the body, I move 
that it be taken up for disposition. I will indicate 
to the Senate the disposition I propose to make of 
it at this,time, which is to refer it to the Commit- 
tee to Audit and Control the Contingent Expenses 
of the Senate; but I propose to occupy the atten- 
tion of the Senate about five minutes in stating 
some facts. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate pro- 
eceded to consider the following resolution: 

Resolved, That the reasons assigned by the Secretary of 
the Senate for his neglect to obey the order of the Senate, 
made on the 29th of March last, in favor of Mrs. E. A. Linn, 
are insafficient and unsatisfactory, and that he be in- 
structed forthwith to execute the same. 

Mr. HALE. I move that the resolution which 
T submitted, and the report of the Secretary, in- 
cluding the letter of Mr. Medill, the Comptroller, 
be referred to the Committee to Audit and Con- 
trol the Contingent Expenses of the Senate, and 
upon that motion I wish to say a word or two. 

_ Mr. COLLAMER,. Allow me to suggest, as 
itinvolyes a question of law, whether it should 
not go to the Judiciary Committee. 

Mr. HALE. I prefer that it should take the 
usual course; and thatismy motion. If the Sen- 
ate do not agree to it, they can vote it down. I 
want to state the history of the case. 

_This is an order, peremptory on the face of it, 
directing the Secretary of the Senate to pay from 


the contingent fund a certain sum to Mrs. E. A. | 


Linn, widow of the late Dr. Linn, a member of 
this body. Of the propriety or the impropriety 
of the passage of the resolution, I do not propose 
to say a single word, because it is a resolution 
imperative upon its face, mandatory it its char- 
acter, directed to the disbursing officer of this 
Senate. The rcason for not paying the money 
ig, that subsequent to its passage, the Secretary 
applied to Mr. Medill to know whether, if he 
obeyed the order of the Senate, he could be pro- 
tected in it; and Mr. Medill answered, that he 
could not, and the Secretary prefers to obey Mr. 
Medill instead of the Senate; and this mandatory 
order of the Senate stands there and is defied by 
pa Secretary under the advice of Mr. Medill. 
r. Medill I do not know. I know the Secre- 
tary, and have known him more than half the 
time that he has been Sccretary of this body. 
Towards him I have no feelings but those of the 
utmost kindness and of the profoundest respect; 
but I have a higher respect for the privileges of 
this body than I have for any of its officers. 
The question whether a direction to pay money 
out of the contingent fund of the Senate should 
be made, was raised once in this body when Mr. 
Whittlesey was Comptroller, and it was upon 


this question of mileage, at a called executive | 
session. Mr. Whittlesey, as Comptroller of the | 


Treasury, refused to allow payments made by the 


Secretary after they had been made: That being | 


the only time that the power of the Senate over 
its own contingent fund was ever interfered with— 
for the House of Representatives had always re- 
frained from doing so—upon the motion of one of 
the best lawyers that cver had a scat upon the 
floor, not now a member, Hon. Mr. Badger, of 
North Carolina, this amendment was inserted in 
the appropriation bill: 


“ Itis hereby declared that, according to the true inter- 
pretation of the third section of the act entitied “ An Act 


allowing compensation to the members of the Senate, mem- | 


bers of the House of Representatives ofthe United States, 
and to the Delegates of the Territories, and repealing all 
other laws on that subjectp? approved 22d January, 1818, 
all certificates which have been or may be granted by the 
Presiding Officer of the Senate and House of Representa- 
tives respectively to the amount of compensation due to 
the members of their several Houses, and to such Dele- 
gates, are, and ought to be, deemed, held, and taken, and 
are hereby declared, to be, conclusive upon all the De- 
partments and officers of the Government of the United 
States.” 

Thus, sir, in the only instance in which the right 
of the Lody was questioned, Congress promptly 
stepped in and declared that the decision of the 
Presiding Officer of this body should forever be 
conclusive upon all the officers of the Govern- 
ment. Whether this order comes directly within 
the purview of that provision, I am not now to 


i 
| 
| 
| 
| 
i 


| his salary for the residue of the term for which he 


! Michael Dooley, late superintendent of the fold- 


say; but I wish to say that the law of 1858, un- 
der which Mr. Medill undertakes to justify what 
I consider his impertinent interference, is pre- 
cisely the law which has existed for many years. 
The law of 1844, to be found page 170 of Bright- 
ly’s Digest, is, in express terms, the same as that. ! 
of 1858, quoted in the letter from Mr. Medill to 
the Secretary, which is that-- 

ct Na part of the sums appropriated for the contingent ex- 
penses of either House of Congress, shall be applied toany 
other than the ordinary expenditures of the Senate and 
House of Representatives; nor as extra allowance to any 
clerk, messenger, or other attendant of the said two Houses, 
or either of them; nor as payment or compensation to any 
clerk, messenger, or other attendaut of the said two Houses, 
or cither of them, unless such clerk, messenger, or other 
attendant, be so employed by a resolution or order of one 
of said Houses.”? 

If Senators will take the trouble to look at it, 
they will find that the law of 1858, quoted by Mr. 
Medill, is preciscly the law that has prevailed here 
since 1844; and I now wish to call the attention 
of the Senate to some of the disbursements which 
have been habitually made by the Senate out of | 
its contingent fund. Under resolutions of June 
13 and December 26, 1844, both of them subse- 
quent to the passage of the law that I have just | 
read, there was paid out of the contingent fund of 
this body the funeral expenses of Hon. Abel P. 
Upshur, and five other persons, killed on board 
the United States ship Princeton, $839 55, and 
an equal sum was paid by the House of Repre- 
sentatives out of the contingent fund of that 
House. 

Under a resolution of May 14, 1846, there was 
allowed and paid out of the contingent fund of 
the Senate, $150 for the funeral expenses of James 
Timms, a messenger of the body, his daily salary 
from the day of his death, March 20, to the close 
of the session, August 10, 1846, $429, and extra 
compensation, months after he had been in his 
grave, of $550, making in the whole a gross sum 
of $1,129. 

Under a resolution of June 12, 1846, there was 
paid to the representatives of Lewis Saunders, 
messenger, out of the contingent fund of the Sen- 
ate, daily pay from the day of his death, May 21, 
to the close of the session, August 10, 1846, $162; 
and extra compensation at the close of the session, 
$200; and $150 for funeral expenses. 

Under resolutions of December 18, 1845, and 
April 2, 1846, there was paid to the representa- 
tives of Edward Dyer, late Sergeant-at-Arms, the 
“ same amount that was paid to the representa- 
tives of Stephen Haight, late Sergeant-at-Arms,”’ 
$1,875. Stephen Haightdied in 1840; and under 
a resolution of January 12, 1841, the Secretary 
was directed to pay for transporting his body to 
Vermont, and funeral expenses, $500; and also 


was elected, $1,375; making in all, $1,875—all 
paid out of the contingent fund. 

Under the resolution of March 15, 1850, there 
was paid to Owen Connelly, for injuries sustained 
in discharging his duties as one of the Capitol 
police, ‘a sum equal to the amount of his pay 
from the time of his removal from office, 30th 
April, 1849, to the date of the passage of the res- 
olution, $956 38. 

Under a resolution of February 21, 1856, an 
allowance was made for the funeral expenses of 


ing room,and three months’ salary from the day 
of his death, paid to his widow, $525. 

Under a resolution of January 14, 1859, since 
Mr. Medill has been Comptroller, there was al- 
lowed to the representatives of J. F. Morton, late | 
a messenger, one quartcr’s salary and $150 for | 
funeral expenses, amounting to $450. By resolu- | 


tion of May 3, 1848, there was paid to the widow |; 


of Hon. Chester Ashley, of Arkansas, from the 
contingent fund, the ‘“ balance due at the time 
of his death for per diem compensation and mile- | 
age.” There were various other orders of that 
sort made—in the case of Mr. Calhoun, Mr. El- 
more, and Mr. Clay. But, sir, I call the atten- 
tion of the Senate now to a more extraordinary 
one still, which has been repeated. Under a 
resolution of March 3, 1845, there was paid to 
Hon. W. P. Mangum, ‘the difference between 
the salary of Vice President and the amount re- 
ceived by him as Senator, and the additional pay 
as President pro tempore,” out of the contingent 
fand of the Senate, and after this law that I have 


read. Under a resolution of December 7, 1854, 


there. was paid: out-of. the-contingent funda 
allowed by Elisha Whittlesey, Comptroller, ..t 
Hon. D. R. Atchison, “the difference. between 
the amount he has already received as. President 
pro tempore and the compensation of Vice.Presi- 
dent;”’ and under resolution of December 18,1855, 
there was paid out of the contingent fund, and 
allowed by Mr. Whittlesey, as Comptroller, to 
Hon. Jesse D. Brien, ‘the difference between 
the amount now received by him and the compen- 
sation of Vice President.” ‘ Seah aly ake 

: I have read a few of these cases. . 1.will state 
further, that from this very contingent fund, since 
the passage of this law, there has been repeatedly 
paid to the Secretary himself, and to-his clerks 


‘under him, donations amounting to as much as 


$500; and Ihave never heard, nor has it been inti- 
mated, that in a single instance a question. has 
been put to Mr. Medill, or anybody else on God's 
earth, to know whether the.Senate could protect 
its own officer in executing its own orders, 

Sir, if the resolution ordering this payment,to 
be made is not right, repeal it, rescind it; but.do 
not let it stand upon your records as.a mandate to. 
your officer, and then let Mr. Medill, or anybody 
else in any of the Departments, come. up and tell 
your officer not to obey your order, but to, obey 
his. And, sir, let me ask the Senate—if they have 
been suddenly taken, they or their officers, with 
such a fit of constitutional scraple—is this the case 
and the instance in which to apply it? You have 
made such payments to your own members, to 
your Presiding Officers, to the families of your 
deceased members. You have made them over 
and over again, unquestioned by anybody; and 
now, sir, when there is a solitary widow, whose 
honored husband—one of the most honored that 
ever had a seat on this floor, of whom Mr: Ben- 
ton said (and I remember it, and shall never. for- 
get his culogy). that he was a man who never 
encountered a form of human wretchedness with- 
out melting into tenderness before it; nor an.ap- 
parition of earthly danger without bidding it đe- 
fiance. Now, sir, when the widow of one of our 
colleagues on this floor comes to the Senate, and 
the Senate, under a sense of justice, or an impulse 
of generosity it may be, have ordered that this 
money should be paid to her, and the order stands 
peremptory, I ask youifit is a time to bring your 
constitutional scruples to bear in the case of this 
lone widow, whose husband and eight of her nine 
children have preceded her to the grave? Now, 
in her old age, in her loneliness and her desola- 
tion, she stands here in her poverty, asking you 
to execute your own order in her behalf; and you 
are taken witha fit of constitutional scruples, and 
have to send up to the other end of the avenue, 
to Mr. Medill, or somebody else, God knows 
who, I do not care; and he tells you that your 
Secretary cannot execute your own orders—or- 
ders that you have been in the habit of making 
years and years; and he tells you that if the pay- 
mentis made, he will notallow it. Sir, I believe 
that there was a day when, if such a Jetter as that 
was sent to any officer of this body it would 
have been treated, as I think it ought to be, as a 
contempt, a contempt of the body; and the body 
ought to vindicate itself with all its constitutional 
power against such an impertinent interference by 
this executive officer. 

Sir, the House of Representatives have never 
questioned the propriety ofany disposition that we 
made of our contingent fund,and we never have in 
regard to theirs; and the Government has gone on. 
It was supposed that this fund might be safely 
trusted to the judgment and discretion of the dif- 
ferent branches; and it is a new thing for an ex- 
ecutive officer of this Government to come in to 
direct it. Sir, does the Secretary, or anybody 
else, suppose that this Senate and this Congress 
will not protect its executive officers in carryin 
out its own orders? No, sir. I am compelle 
to believe—I shall notsay what—but I was about 
to say that I was compelled to believe that other 
feelings than those of constitutional scruples min- 
gled with the extraordinary neglect and delay 
which have marked this course of your officers. 

I close with a motion that the resolution, and 
the letter of the Secretary of the Senate, and what 
I consider the very impertinent letter of Mr. Me- 
dill, be referred to the Committee to Audit and 
Control the Contingent Expenses of the Senate. 

Mr. BAYARD. 1 do not purpose now to enter 
into any detailed reply to the remarks of the hon- 
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orable Senator: from New Hampshire; ‘the sub- 
jeet was only brought to my notice this morning; 

ùt his statementis so defective, in my judgment, 
that it-is right and proper, even before this reso- 
lution is referred, that I'should correct it in-one 


respect.’ ‘The correction is due tothe officer of 


your body. 

‘The Senate of the United States, after’ making 
ita ordeér-in this cage for the payment-of construct- 
ive mileage—that is all that it was-~had the grace 
not to violate the law too openly,’and placed, as 
an amendment on an appropriation bill, a clause 
providing for the‘appropriation of the amount of 
the order. The House of Representatives rejected 
that amendment, andthe Senate receded from it. 
That‘action called upon the officer to be cautious; 
‘and he went before the Comptroller under those 
circumstances; and the Comptroller; following the 
opinion of the Attorney General in a parallel case, 
told him it was impossible for him to allow it. 
The recession of the Senate from thatamendment, 
in my judgment, shows that they did not intend 
that order to be executed without the assent of the 
House of Representatives; and if they did intend 
it to be executed without the assent of the House 
of Representatives, they intended to violate the 
law of the land; and if one portion of this legisla- 
tive authority, under the claim of the privileges of 
the body, can violate the laws of the land, on what 
basis is it that you are to expect the individual 
citizen to obey them? Here is the law cited in 
the letter of Mr. Medill. We passed, in conjunc- 
tion with the House of Representatives, this clause 
on the 80th of June,-1858: 

‘That no part of the appropriations which may be at any 
time made for contingent expenses of either House of Con- 


gress, shali be applied to any other than the ordinary ex- 
penditures of the Senate and House of Representatives.” 


Mr. President, if one branch of the Legislature, 
in the face of that law passed by both and sanc- 
tioned by the President as part of the law-making 
power, can make an order of its own appropriat- 
ing money out of the Treasury of the United States 
against law, where is it toend? Is that the priv- 
ilege of this body? Isit the privilege of the House 
of Representatives? Is it not rather true that the 
object of the law was to correct that very loose- 
ness which had often characterized our proceed- 
ings here in passing many of the resolutions which 
the honorable Senator has cited, and which may 
bea subject of comment hereafter? In other cases, 
from abuses by either body of the existing law, 
whether in relation to the distribution of books 
or other things, we have been called upon to pass 
statutes which would prevent those abuses. 

Now, sir, I can see no ground for the censure 
which this resolution implies on the Secretary of 
the Senate, nor on the Comptroller. The Secre- 
tary has been a faithful officer to you always. 
The passage of this resolution will bea direct vote 
of censure upon your officer, It does not touch 
the Comptroller; the Comptroller has addressed 
no letter to you. The Secretary found that the 
Senate receded from this amendment which it had 
placed on the appropriation bill, for the purpose 
of satisfying its own order, to which the other 
House objected; and under that state of things, 
the Secretary inquired of the accounting officer if 
he could be at liberty, under the existing law, to 
pay the money. The accounting officer referred 
him to the law ander which it would be illegal for 

“him to pay, and impossible for the accounting 
officer, consistently with his duty, to allow the 
payment. Ido not consider this as any breach 
of the privileges of the Senate in any respect. I 


know there is a great deal said here which is cal- | 


culated to excite sympathy. Itis not uncommon, 
where å case will not bear a moment’s investiga- 
tion when you come to examine it, to throw in a 
widow, orhalfa dozen children, or somethingelse, 
into the case, in order to catch the kindly feelings 
of the Senate, and so use the funds of the Gov- 
ernment directly in the face of the law. Such is 
not my judgment of what is the duty of a legis- 
lator. ith a man’s own private funds, with 
that which belongs to him to dispose of at his will, 
I approve of benevolence, charity, and a due re- 
gard for widows and orphans; but standing here 
as a Senator of the United States, I cannot agree 
to give away the money of the people of the United 
States in opposition to the laws ofthe United States, 
on the ground of the claimant being a widow or 
having orphan children. I hold the principle to be 
unsound in morals as well as in legislation 


‘Thope the'résolution will be referred, and when 
the case comes up, if the committee, instead of 
reporting in favor of reseinding the resolution, 
which the Senate could not pass of its own mo- 
tion without the assent of the House of Repre- 
sentatives, should report in favor of enforcing this 
order ‘to make the Secretary of the Senate pay 
out of his own pocket money which the Senate 
chooses to pay as a gratuity—a strange kind of 
charity, indeed—if that should be the report of 
the committee, I shall beg leave to contest it at 
length. _ It shall never pass without my protest, 


the authorities as-I think proper to make. Etis 
immaterial to ‘me whether it is ‘referred to one 
committee or another. 

Mr. HALE. I did not hear all that the Sen- 
ator from Delaware said; but if he said what a 
friend reports him to me as having said, he is 
laboring under a great mistake. This was an 
order peremptory on the face of it. Here is the 
resolution as it passed the Senate. I understood 
the Senator to say it was not intended to be paid 
out of the contingent fund: 

“Resolved, That the Secretary of the Senate be directed 
to pay, out of the contingent fund of the Senate, to Mrs. 
E. A. Linn, widow of Hon. Lewis F. Linn, late a Senator 
of the United States from the State of Missouri, the amount 
of mileage at the special sessions in 1837 and 1841, not 
received by the deceased. 

I take it that is pretty clear as to what the Sen- 
ate intended. Now, sir, as to the legislation which 
has been referred to: I have a distinct recollection 
upon it, though I-have not the record before me. 
When that resolution was passed, the Secretary, 
as I think’he says in the letter which he sent to 
the Senate, which I now have before me, declined 
to pay it solely on the ground that that portion of" 
the fund out of which it had to come was ex- 
hausted. He says so now. That was the reason, 
and the only reason, he assigned for not paying 
itthen. There was no question of the authority 
of the Senate to pass such an order; but thatwas 
the reason assigned, and assigned to me verbally; 
for I went to the Seerctary’s office and saw him 
and hisclerk under him, and they showed me that 
the fund was exhausted. Then an appropriation 
was added to the deficiency bill to supply this 
sum, because that fund was exhausted. The Sen- 
ate put it on, and the House struck it off; and the 
Senate receded, because, as was stated in debate 
here, and as the honorable gentleman, who was 
then chairman of the Committee on Finance stated, 
if lam notexceedingly mistaken in my recollec- 
tion of his remarks, that a refusal to insert it in 
the appropriation bill had nothing to do with re- 
scinding it, or anything of that sort; but the pro- 
pricty of putting it into the deficiency bill was 
what was discussed; and we refrained from put- 
ting it into the deficiency bill, 

While I am up, I will say further, in regard to 
that honorable Senator, for whose opinion in mat- 
ters of this sort I have so much respect, that the 
officer in charge of this fund, Mr. Fitzpatrick, 
wrote a letter to the Secretary of the Senate, tell- 
ing him that it was the opinion of the honorable 
Senator from Virginia [Mr. Hunrer] that the 
order was imperative. 

Mr. HUNTER. All I can say is, that I do 
not recollect those facts. I suppose I might have 
said that the Senate had a right, if they chose, to 
pay it out of the contingent fund; but on the pro- 
priety of the claim, I am very certain I expressed 
no opinion. 

Mr. HALE. Ofcourse I did not say the Sen- 
ator did. I have not expressed any opinion about 
it, 

Mr. HUNTER. I may have expressed the 
opinion that the Senate had the right to do it; but 
as to the propriety of it, I do not think I ever said 
I thought it proper. 

Mr. HALE. I did not say you ever did, sir; 
nor do I suppose you ever did. But the agree- 
ment of the Senate to recede from their amend- 
ment, according to the suggestion of the House of 
Representatives, was placed on this floor upon 
the express ground of the impropriety of putting 
it into the deficiency bill, It was said in that de- 
bate—and so the Globe containing the record of 
the debate will show—that it did not affect the 
order at all. The question was not for legislative 
sanction or disapproval, but upon the propriety 
of putting it into the deficiency bill; that was all. 


and such comments and further investigation of | 


Mr. HUNTER. As my name has beerrealled 
i into this matter, I will say that I havea very in- | 


distinct recollection of it; but I find there is a 
positive law on the subject, and if I gave such an 
opikign, I could not have seen it. My attention 
resist been called to it: 

“ That no part of the appropriations which may be atany 
time made for contingent expenses of either House of Con- 
gress shal! be applicd to any other than the ordinary ex- 
penditures of the Senate and House of Representatives.’? 

It seems to me that that law does cover the case. 
I do not remember the opinion which I expressed 
then. ` I think it probable that I did express such 
an opinion as is imputed to me; but I had not 
adverted to that law. 

Mr. PUGH. Mr. President, if the Senator 
from New Hampshire had simply permitted his 
resolution and the papers to go to either of the 
standing committees of the Senate, I should not 
have trespassed -on the patience of Senators at 
all. This question has been frequently debated 
in the Senate since I have been a member of it. 
We have striven again and again and again, by 
solemn laws enacted by both Houses and signed 
by the President, to prevent exactly what the 
Senator isnow attempting to accomplish. Sir, I 
trust that I am as capable of sympathizing with 
the case of Mrs. Linn, or any other widow, as 
any Senator on this floor; but [ will not allow an 
appeal to my generosity as an individual to lead 
me into a violation of the laws to which we have 
solemnly and upon deliberation agreed. In the 
first place, this matter itself was before the Sen- 
ate at the last session. The resolution passed 
the Senate in defiance of every safeguard of our 
rules. It is provided in our rules that any res- 
olution requiring a payment from the contingent 
fund shall first pass through the Committee to 
Anditand Control the Contingent Expenses of the 
Senate; and, in the next place; thatit shall be read 
three times, as a bill. Upon the suggestion of a 
Senator that this mileage had been paid to every 
one else, the Senate dispensed with the reference, 


-read the resolution three times, and passed it 


without any debate or discussion. It was after- 
wards discovered that the statement was untrue in 
fact; the Senate erred; that no other Senator had 
received any of this mileage; and our Secretary 
certifies to us, in his letter, that Mr. Linn received 
all the mileage of any other Senator for both 
those sessions. It was discovered last session, 
and I offered aresolution then for the purpose of 
having it brought before the Committee to Audit 
and Control the Contingent Expenses of the Sen- 
ate, but never could get an opportunity to call it up 
for consideration. Upon the representation of my 
honored friend from Kentucky [Mr. Crirren- 
DEN] that persons had advanced a portion of the 
money upon the faith of our resolution, we at- 
tempted to make good our blunder by appropri- 
ating the money, not, as the Senator from New 
Hampshire says, out of the contingent fund, but 
as adirect appropriation of money in the defi- 
ciency bill, with the distinct declaration all over 
that that should be the end of it. The House of 
Representatives would not agree to it. It was 
debated in the House. It was said that the Senate 
had no right to go to the Treasury of the United 
States in order to cover upits own blunder. The 
House refused to agree to it; and it was not paid. 
Now, sir, as to the case of the Comptroller. The 
Senator from New Hampshire three times re- 
peated the expression that it was an impertinent 
interference. Sir, if there be any impertinence, it 
is that of attacking a man behind his back. What 
is his duty by the laws of the land? To audit the 
accounts of the Secretary of the Senate. He can- 
not escape from it. The Secretary applies to him 
to know whether, if he pays the money under this 
resolution, it shall be credited in his account 
What says the Comptroller? ‘ Sir, I cannot credit 
it under the law of the land; I am forbidden to 
credit it.’? Why, sir, a discussion arose between 
usand the House of Representatives in a precisely 
similar case, when they undertook to charge upon 
their contingent fund an expenditure to which we 
had refused to agree. There were four confer- 
ences between the Senate and the House on that 
question. [know I was put on the third one my- 
self, and, I think, my friend from Vermont, and 
one of the Senators from Louisiana, not present, 
were with me. I proposed, asa compromise, that 
we should increase the contingent fund of the 
House, and let them go in peace; but when we 
came back and reported that proposition to the 
Senate, the Senate instructed us to go back and 
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refuse, and it was refused; and, finally, at the last 
hour, I think within ten or fifteen minutes of the 
inauguration of Mr. Buchanan, we agreed to pay 
the money, provided the members of the House 
would deliver the books up to some library in 
their district, We would not permit them to have 
it. We defied the House for two years on. that 
question; and now the House has wisely defied 
us on the same question. We had a long debate 
on this subject, in reference, I think, to auditing 
the account of the last Clerk of the House of Rep- 
resentatives, (Mr. Cullom;) and we have put pro- 
vision after provision, since I have been in the 
Senate, into appropriation and other bills, that 
neither House should charge upon its contingent 
fund any of these things; and now there—— 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from 
Ohio will pause. The Chair must call up the 
special order at this hour. - 

Mr. PUGH. Ishall be through, if the Senate 
will permit me a few minutes longer. [‘ Go on.”’} 
Here, then, is our own legislation designed to 
prevent these very things; and because an exec- 
utive officer obeys the law of the land, and per- 
forms his duty, Senators rise up here to say of 
him, behind his back, what they would not dare 
to say to his face elsewhere. 

4 Mr: JOHNSON, of Tennessee. Mr. Presi- 
ent 

The VICE PRESIDENT. By unanimous con- 
sent the Senator from Tennessee can proceed. 
The hour has arrived for the consideration of the 
special order, 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Tennessee. I shall only 
consume a few minutes. Irise for the purpose of 
saying a word or two in justification of the Sec- 
retary of the Senate and of the pay clerk. It 
seems to me that they have been unnecessarily 
attacked in the discussion upon this resolution. 
Itis always best to understand the facts as they 
are. Now, what are the facts in this case? 

In the first place a resolution was passed here, 
directing the payment of a certain sum of money 
out of the contingent fund, which was understood 
to be constructive mileage, to Dr. Linn’s widow. 
We allremember the circumstances under which 
that resolution passed, without much investiga- 
tion, and in fact, upon an appeal to the sympathy 
of the Senate. I shall not go into it now; but 1 
remember the circumstances. The resolution was 
passen; and went to the Secretary of the Senate. 

le was anxious, and more than willing, if the 
law would permit, to comply with the direction 
of the resolution; but when the resolution passed, 
there was no contingent fund out of which the 
money could have been paid, even if the law had 
authorized it to be paid. Before there was an 
appropriation, the Secretary was desired to draw 
an acceptance of the amount; and he manifested 
every disposition to accommodate the parties, to 
my own knowledge. Both the Secretary of the 
Senate and the pay clerk, Mr. Fitzpatrick, put 
themselves to great trouble; and as chairman of the 
Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent 
Expenses of the Senate, 1 put myself to trouble, 
beeause my sympathies and feelings were with 
the parties. I was anxious that they should have 
the money, if it was due. I went myself to the 
Secretary and to the pay clerk, and endeavored 
to have the matter arranged. On examination, 
however, the conclusion was arrived at that the 
law did not authorize the Senate, by a simple res- 
olution, to use the contingent fund for sucha pay- 
ment. Upon reference to the law, it was found 
that it specified the purposes to which the contin- 
gent fund should be applied and appropriated. 
For the purpose of getting around this difficulty, 
the Secretary of the Senate, in making up his es- 
timate of the appropriations required for the ex- 
penditures out of the contingent fund, made out 
this item; he submitted it to the Committee on 
Finance; and that committee were willing thatit 
should go into the appropriation bill; and it was 
putin by the Senate. It went to the House of 
Representatives for thelr concurrence, and they 
struck it out of the bill, and refused to appropri- 
ate the money to carry out the order of the Senate. 

Is not this clear and conclusive that Congress 
did not intend to pay this money, that Congress 
did not recognize the act of the Senate as being | 
legal? Now, why should the Secretary of the 
Senate be held up to censure before the country, 
because he would not pay an amount which the 
law did not authorize to be paid, when Congress |! 


did not choose to appropriate the money? I think 
he has done his duty. I know-he was anxious, 
more than anxious to accommodate the parties, 
if the Jaw would authorize it to be done. I know. 
what were the feelings of himself and. the pay 


clerk. My sympathies and my feelings were with, 


them; but I thoughtthen, and think now, that the 
law authorized no such thing; for the Constitu- 
tion is clear that no money shall be drawn from 
the Treasury but in consequence of appropria- 
tions made by law, and here was an attempt to 
appropriate, and Congress positively refused to 
appropriate the specific sum asked for. Is it not 
clear thgt Congress did not intend to pay it? I 
merely Wanted to say this much in justification 
of the Secretary of the Senate and of the pay clerk. 
They did their duty, and-their whole duty, asmy 


personal knowledge and-cognizance of the facts. 


authorize me to say, I have as much sympathy 
with the parties as anybody has, and would go 
as far to oblige them; but these gentlemen have 
discharged their duty, and done it faithfully. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. Mr. President, I rec- 
ollect something of what was said when the ap- 
propriation was refused to be made at the last 
session. Itwas supposed by all parties, so far as 
I recollect, that the resolution of the Senate was 
competent itself to entitle the grantee to the money 
if there had been any money in the contingent 
fund; butthat wasexhausted; and when theappro- 
priation was refused here, and when it was under 
debate, it was said: ‘ Mrs. Linn must wait; the 
order is good; let her wait until there is money 
in the contingent fund, and then it will be paid.” 
That was repeated over andoften. My recollec- 
tion is distinct about that. ‘ Whenever there is 
an appropriation made for the contingent fund, 
and there is money there to pay it, then she can 
obtain the money;”’ thatis what was said; and 
it was said often by those who resisted the put- 
ting of that sum in the appropriation bill. 

‘There are some things, Mr. President, which 
we must do, and do quickly; and, in order that 
we may repent afterwards, we must go through 
with them when we begin. You have granted to 
this old lady the payment of a certain sum of 
money out of the contingent fund. She, relying 
upon that order and all that passed here, has 
encumbered herself by borrowing money to the 
amount. And now, upon some scruples arising 
as to your authority to pass the order, she is to 
be refused the money Your bounty, if you 
please to call it so, your decision on a matter of 
law, if you choose to consider it so, has been very 
ruinous to her, indeed, if she is to be dealt with, 
and the resolution is to be dealt with, in this way. 
We have embarrassed instead of benefiting her. 


What was it that the Senate decided, and what ! 


is the report of the Secretary of the Senate? He 
says that Mr. Linn had nothing due him. He 
says that he received his pay—all that any Sena- 
tor received. The Senate was perfectly apprised 
of that when they passed this order. The Sena- 
tors had not received the constructive mileage; 
but a case having afterwards occurred in which 
Senators did receive it—all of us pretty nearly— 
upon aconstruction put by the Presiding Officer 
of this House, it led the way to an -application 
by Mrs. Linn’s friends that her husband, then 
dead, should be allowed constructive mileage for 
some anterior session, and the Senate decided 
that she should have it. It was evasion, then, 
it seems to me, with great respect, a mere eva- 
sion of the order, to say there was nothing due 
to Senator Linn. 
unless he should have constructive mileage, and 
that w o 
cide thathe should have. This body ordered this 
payment of constructive mileage to Dr. Linn’s 
widow, the Presiding Officer of the Senate having 


decided that a subsequent Senate was entitled to | 


it; and it having been paid, you having enforced 
the payment by law, and the Secretary who had 
paid it having been indemnified for it, and the Sec- 


retary would have been indemnified, if he had paid į 


this money. There is no doubt of it. The case 


carried up to the Comptroller, has been an antici- į 


pated case—a moot question: “ Now, if I pay 
this, will you allow the account?’’—not an actual 
case; not a case of an actual payment and a pre- 
sentation by the officer to be allowed credit for it; 
but a case mooted between the different officers, 
and out of these consultations comes an objection 
to complying with the order of the Senate. 


There was nothing due to him | 


the very thing that you intended to de- | 


Now, sir, I think we:cannotiretteat: from ours 
act in this- way; we cannot retreat from an-actiof 
which the:parties have had: thé benefitand enjoy 
ment, and: then leave them to ali the consequences: 
and embarrassments that: will result. from: our: 
error. Money-has been appropriated: to the ¢on® ; 
tingent fand, as I. understand; it is:in:the control 
of the Senate.under this very law, and your powert 
in.using and applying: it, is only limited. by the). 
section which has been read; but Iwill read: iti 
again: ake ke 

No part of the appropriations which maybe at any tine 
made for the contingent expenses.of either House of: Con- 
gress.” o 

The.appropriation is made for: both Houses:of 
Congress; but neither House shall be allowed ta 
apply it ‘* to any other than the ordinary expend- 
itures of the Senate and Elause of Representatives, 
nor as extra allowance: to any clerk, messenger,” 
&c. This is a limitation upon your power, . Oih- 
erwise, as;soon as: the appropriation: had:been 
made for the contingent-expenses, the Senate: had 
the right to determine, without limit, how that 
money should be applied, and what should be con- , 
sidered as coming wiudin the term contingent ex+ 

enses,” But here is.a limitation upon it;it'shall 

oe applied to the expenses.of the one or the other 
of the Houses of Congress—the ordinary expend- 
itures,, What are “the ordinary expenditures’” 
of the Senate? The payment of its members is 
the most ordinazy,.E take it; and whether they 
shall be entitled, for this session or that session, 
to mileage, constauctive or actual,.is a question.for 
the Senate, left torus bylaw. Senators Wave not 
been in the habit of taking this constructive mile- 
age; but you hadiaright to construe that law,.and. 
if you considered this:to be within the ordinary 
expenditures of the Senate, the Senate had the 
right so to decide, and, the Secretary was bound 
to pay it, if there- was:money enough in the con~ 
tingent fund to payit.. That is.the plain reading: 
of the law, Thatis a course of practice consiste 
ent with the dignity of the Senate. 

If the Senate say. it has been applied. to objects: 
within the limits ofthelaw,whoshall auaston thais 
We should have togo before the Comptroller and 
before our own officer, at this rate, to argue andi 
to vindicate every. application we make of the 
money. All the appropriation required by law. 
has been already made—that is, an appropriation: 
to the contingent fund—and if. we should direct: 
extra mileage or constructive mileage to be paid,. 
our order to that effect, unless. there is somebody: 
who can’ question: our decision on that point, 
makes it become: part of the ordinary. expenses: 
of the Senate. The only. question is:this:: isthe: 
payment of extra: mileage within the construction: 
of the Senate? Does: Itdepend.upon their con- 
struction? May they decide it? Unquestionably: 
they may. Who: is. there to: question. it? One: 
who preceded you:in that chair, sir, decided. that. 
it was the fair and:proper_ construction... An act. 
of Congress has since said that that construction 
shall be given no- more,.and. k think. very: justly 
and properly; butuntil that repealing clause, 1t 
might have been given. 

Now, sir, here-is:a:case recurring undere pre- 
vious law. The- Sénate- decided. it; the Senate 
resolved that thissmoney should.be paid; and the 
person in whose favor you resolved it should be 
paid, relying om your order, has Borrowed the 
money, and is. agw. a debtor: for it, unless this . 
amount be actually paid. by your officcr. Is this 
the position for us to:oceupy.?: EF we have com- 
mitted an error,.is:this:the best way to get out of 
it? Let us pay the money. and zepent of what we, 
have done, and. do:so:no'more.. That isthe only: 
way to escape like gentlemen, it seems to me, om; 
the error into whichiwe have got;-and I think that; 
is an argument that will be conclusive with my- 
friend from Ohw, [Mr. Puen.}: i 

Mr. President, this is all I have: te: say: omthe- 
subject. Ido sotappealto gentlemen’s 
thies; I only state tie facts:of the case. jsdds 
a venerable old lady, to. be sure; but L amcestaini 
she would not desire any. appeal to be made to 
you onthatscore.. She has been very guateful for 
the bountiful spirit, no-doubs,.in which this reso- 


i lution was first passed;: but she will: have aa occa- 


sion to regard it as a benefit, if she is new to be 


| kept out of the money; because she hasbeen made 


a debtor for $3,000 of. the money, that has-been 
expended in the exigencies of herfamily; and she 
is left in old age beyond the: hope of any other 
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means: -Ibelieve that is her situation.- Pam told 
itis; by an authority upon whom I perfectly rely. 
What we have done may have been wrong; but 
if.it is, {think we had better pay up and conclude 


this matter at once; settle according to the error, 


and be done with it, and do so no more. 

Mr. BAYARD. Ido not desire to continue the 
debate, but simply to read an extract from: the 
Journal of the Senate, which is very material in 


the view of the Senator. from Kentucky, as an | 


evidence of the motives and reasons that influence 
legislative bodies... I do not know-what was said 
or:commonly talked about. suppose the reports 
will show it if it was said publicly; but I do know 
the story the: Journal tells. On page 488.of the 
Journal it appears that— 


“Mr. Fessenven, from the Committee on Finance, to 
whony were referred the amendments of the Senate to the 
bilt of the House of Representatives (No. 499) to supply de- 
ficiencies in the appropriations for the service of the fiscal 
year ending the 30th of June, 1860, disagreed to by the 
House, and the amendments of the House of Representa- 
tives to other amendments of the Senate to tle said bill, 
reported thereon. 

The Senate proceeded to consider the amendments of 
the’ House of Representatives to the second and third 
amendments of the Senate to the said bill; and 

“On motion by Mr. Fessenpen, 

“ Resolved, That the Senate concur in the said amend- 
ments. 

“The Senate proceeded to consider its fourth amend- 
ment to the said: bill disagreed to by the House of Repre- 
sentatives, as follows, insert: 

“To enable the Secretary of the Senate to comply with 
the'Senate’s resolution of the 20th of March, 1860, in rela- 
tion to mileage to be paid to Mrs. B; A, Linn, widow of 
the late Senator Lewis P. Linn, $2,672. 

« On motion by Mr. Fessennen, that the Senate recede 
from its said amendment, 


“Tt was determined in the affirmative—yeas 37, nays 8. 

Tt seems to me, therefore, that the action of the 
Senate, appearing on its Journal, shows that it 
intended that the money should be paid by a spe- 
cific appropriation. The original resolution was 
passed, as many are, introduced without objec- 
tion, by unanimous consent, as it is called, no at- 
tention called toit; and the day it wasintroduced, it 
was passed by the Senate—being a mere order of 
this body alone, Subsequently the Committee on 
Finance reported the amendment I have read, 
being desirous of giving effect, to the order ac- 
cording to law. The House of Representatives 
saw fit to reject the amendment, and when the 
question came to the Senate they assented to the 
decision of the House of Representatives, on the 
yeas and nays, by 37 to 8 ` 

Mr. HUNTER. As my name has beon.con- 
nected with this matter, { will saya word. I had 
a communication with Mr. Fitzpatrick on the 
subject. I wrote no letter about it; but it seems I 
told him that I supposed it was compulsory on 
the officers of the Senate to comply with the or- 
ders of the Senate; but after an examination of 
the question, the Committce on Finance thought 
differently, and the amendment which has been 
referred to was introduced by the Finance Com- 
mittee, showing clearly that they thought it ro- 
quired an appropriation in order to legalize it. I 
have not looked at the yeas and nays; but I ex- 
pect I was one of those who voted to recede even 
from that amendment. 

Mr. GWIN. T hope the Senate will take up 
the Indian appropriation bill now. It was made 
the special order for one a’clock. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on 
the motion to refer the resolution of the Senator 
from New Hampshire, the letter of the Secretary, 
and the communication of the Comptroller, to the 
Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent 
Expenses of the Senate. 

The motion was agreed to. 

MESSAGE FROM TIE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, 
by Mr. Hays, Chief Clerk, announced that the 
House had passed the bill of the Senate (No. 268) 
for the relief of Mary K. Guthrie, widow of Pres- 
ey N. Guthrie, 

The message further announced that the House 
had passed the following billsand joint resolu- 
tions, in which the concurrence of the Senate was 
requested: 

R bill (No. 896) for the relief of D. D. Har- 
rill; 

A bill (No. 972) authorizing a loan; and 

A joint resolution (No. 5) authorizing the 
proper accounting officers of the Treasury to re- 
vise and adjust the accounts of John Randolph 
Clay, United States minister to Peru. 


` ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 

The message furtherannounced that the Speaker 
of the House had signed the following enrolled 
bills: 

A bill (H.R. No. 919) for the relief of F. M. 
Beauchamp and Betsy D. Townsend; `. : 

A bill (H. R. No. 670) granting an invalid 
pension to William G. Bernard, late a soldier in 
the United States Army; and - 3 

A bill (S. No. 64) to authorize the extension 
and use ofa branch of the Alexandria, Loudoun, 
and Hampshire railroad within the city of Gegrge- 
town. i 

INDIAN, APPROPRIATION BILL, 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
resumed the consideration of the bill (H. R. 865) 
making appropriations for the current and con- 
tingent expenses of the Indian department and 
for fulfilling treaty stipulations with various In- 
dian tribes for the year ending June 30, 1862. 

Mr. FITCH. Lam directed by the Committee 
on Indian Affairs to offer the following amend- 
ment, to come in on page 27, line six hundred and 
thirty-three, after the appropriations in the bill for 
the Pottawatomies: 

For reappropriation of this amount due the Pottawato- 
mies of Indiana, the Pottawatomies of the Prairie, the Pot- 
tawatomies of Washbash, included in the warrant No. 19 
ofthe War Department, for the fiscal year ending June 30, 
1847, being balances of appropriations to fulfill treaty stip- 
ulations. for payment of annuities, carried to the surplus 
fund, $42,905 60, to be paid to the said Indians during the 
current fiscal year. á 

It will be perceived by the Senate that this is a 
mere reappropriation of money which has been 
carried to the surplus fund from the ordinary an- 
nuities payable to Indians. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. SEBASTIAN. I offer the following amend- 
ment, recommended by the Department, to be 
added to the bill: 


For payment to A. J. Campbell, son of Scott Campbell, 
now deceased, in full consideration of the money stipulated 
tobe paid and Jand confirmed to said Scott Campbell in 
the original draft of the treaty with the Sioux, of the 289th 
of September, 1837, (the ninth clause of the second article, 
&e.,) $10,000. 

Mr. PEARCE. I should like to have a satis- 
factory explanation of this. As I understand, by 
a treaty of ancient date, there were two articles, 
one for the paymentof an annuity to Scott Camp- 
bell, and the other for a reservation of five hun- 
dred acres of land; but it seems that the Senate, 
in the ratification of that treaty, struck out these 
two items. Now, after the lapse of thirty-four 
years, we are asked to appropriate $10,000 to 
satisfy the son of Scott Campbell. That is as 
much as I know about it; and on that statement 
of facts, it seems to me there is hardly enough to 
authorize the payment of the amount. 

Mr, SEBASTIAN, The Senator from Mary- 
land is very widely mistaken as to the facts of 
the case; and when I recapitulate them to the Sen- 
ate, they will sce that it occupies a very differ- 
ent attitude from that which he has ascribed to 
it. The age of the claim, so far from being thirty- 
four years, is only from 1837 to 1858—twenty-one 


| years; the claim being continually pressed all the 


time by the Sioux Indians in all their different 
councils held with the United States. In brief, 
the history of the claim is this: in 1837, a pro- 
vision was made for the personal benefit of an old 
settler, trader, and agent among the Sioux, Scott 
Campbell, by which the United States agreed to 
guaranty him an annuity of $450, payable for 
twenty years, and to confirm him in a tract of five 
hundred acres of land. This provision of the 
treaty was stricken out, I imagine, under thggorce 
of what was known as Mr. Calhoun’s resolution 
of that day, by which all personal provisions 
were invariably stricken out of the Indian treaties. 
The debt, however, remains; the moral obligation 


| and the consideration which prompted it remain, 


although the Senate, to adhere to its rules, struck 
out these provisions inthe treaty. Then,in 1858, 
only a little more than two years since, when 
these same Indians came to treat with the United 
States again, they insisted upon this old debt, 
this old stipulation of the treaty, which they said 
had not been complied with by the United States, 
and they alleged that is was one of the moving 
considerations for the formation of the treaty of 
1837; and that when the United States Senate 
struck it out of the ratification of the treaty, the 


|| consent or approbation of the Indians to this alter- 


ation of the treaty was not given. The.alteration 
was made by the sole act of the United States, 
having never been submitted to the Indians, and 
they said it never had their assent. Of course 
the debt stood just where it stood originally at 
the date of the treaty of 1837, forming a part of 
the consideration, one of the prompting motives 
for the negotiation of that treaty. In 1858, by 
article nine of the treaty of that year, they speak 
as follows of it--and the Senate will see precisely 
the condition which this debt occupies now, its 
legal position: . . 

“Art. 9. As the Senate struck from the treaty with the 
Mendawakanton band of Sioux, of the 29th day of Septem- 
ber, 1837, the ninth clause of the second article, and the 
whole of the third article of said treaty, which provided 
for the payment of four hundred and fifty (450) doHars an- 
nually, for twenty years, to Scott Campbell, and confirmed 
to the said Scott Campbell a title to five hundred (500) acres 
of land which he then occupied, said payment and land 
being deemed by said Indians to form a part of the consid- 
eration for which they ceded to the United States a certain 
tract of land in said treaty specitied, which reduction in 
the consideration for said land has never been sanctioned 
by said Indians, the said Mendawakanton and Wahpakoota 
bahds now request that provision be made for the payment 
of the sum often thousand (10,000) dollars to A. J. Campbell, 
the son of said Scott Campbell, now deceased, in full con- 
sideration of the money stipulated to be paid and land con- 
firmed to said Scott Campbell in the original drait of said 
treaty aforesaid; which subject is hereby submitted to the 
Senate for its favorable consideration.” 


This entire treaty, with the recommendation at 
theclose of it, was confirmed, in 1858, by the Uni- 
ted States Senate, without this article being qual- 
ified, amended, or stricken out. Jt is therefore a 
part ofthelaw of the land for whatever it is worth. 

t clearly acknowledges the facts upon which the 
debt is created; it recites them, and makes them 
conclusive; and refers the question of its favor- 
able consideration to the Senate of the United 
States, l 

Now, sir, when this question was being con- 
sidered before the Committee on Finance, (if it is 
allowable in me to refer to my knowledge of its 
consideration there,) as well as before the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs, the only question was, 
not as to the validity of the debt, but whether the 
past action of the United States Senate, in ratifyin 
this treaty, had made it conclusive, so thatit shoul 
be considered as a subsisting debt under existing 
treaties of the United States. It is recommended 
to the favorable consideration of the Senate. This 
is an agreement between the President of the Uni- 
ted States and the Indian tribe. When, therefore, 
the Senate ratified the treaty with the stipulation 
in it, did not object to it, did not qualify it, did not 
strike it out, I consider that the subject is fairly 
before the Senate. The form of the amendment 
which has been sent to the Secretary’s table ob- 
viates all contrariety of opinion as to the question 
whether it isa debt or not; for, although I believe 
that ratification of the treaty by the Senate was a 
favorable action upon it, an indorsement of its 
validity, yet that amendment, which was not read 
through because of the interruption of the Senator 
from Maryland, provides for that very case, that 
the decision of the Senate shall be regarded as a 
full compliance with the terms of the-treaty; and 
furthermore, when the Senate votes upon that, 
according to the last and the strictest letter of the ' 
treaty, there will be the favorable action of the 
Senate, I think it has received, already, the very 
highest sanction which the Senate could give it: 
because if its reference here refers to the Senate 
as a part of the executive department, it has given 
a vote ratifying it by two thirds; if it refers to it 
as a separate body of Congress, or as a part of the 
legislative department of the Government, then it 
can give its sanction now by a vote to which a 
majority only is necessary to give it validity; so 
that it has already received the very highest sanc- 
tion of the Senate in that form of proceeding which 
requires the highest majority; and I think it hag 
complied literally with the terms of the treaty. 

Mr. GWIN. Is not this a private claim? It 
Seems to me it is a private claim in favor of an 
individual; and therefore the rule prohibits it. 

Mr. SEBASTIAN. The Senator from Cali- 
fornia will allow me to say that the fact that an 
appropriation of moncy is proposed for an indi- 
vidual alone, or for an association, or company 
of individuals, does not constitute it a private 
claim where it is due under an existing treaty or 
an existing law. A private claim has always been 
decided, by the concurrent voice of different oc- 
cupants of the chair, to be a case where the bene- 
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fits of it went to an individual orto a company of 
individuals;-and where it required the action of 
Congress to make that a debt which before was 
only a claim; but where it is due under treaty or 
an existing law, and is a clear debt, it makes no 
difference; itisa debt ofthe Government, whether 
it goes to one individual, or to a department of the 
Government, to the Army, or to the Navy; and 
those have always been ruled as coming within 
the rule of the Senate authorizing amendments to 
be mserted on money bills. 

Mr. PEARCE. I think the objection made by 
the Senator from California is well taken. This 
isnota debt established by law or by treaty. 
The ninth article of the treaty of 1858, which the 
Senator read, does nothing but provide that the 
subject-matter of this claim shall be referred to 
the Senate for its adjudication. Ifthe Senate had 
adjudged that this was rightfully due to Scott 
Campbell or Scott Campbell’s son, the case would 
be brought within the rule, as announced by the 
Senator from Arkansas. If the Senate had àf- 
firmed, by a separate resolution, as is ordinarily 
the case under such circumstances, that this sar 
of $10,000 should be paid to Scott Campbell under 
the ninth article of the treaty, then the claim would 
have been made certain; but the Senate, by the 
ratification of the treaty of 1818, has done noth- 
ing more than this: to agree to the proposition of 
the ninth article, which is, that that claim shall be 
submitted to the Senate for its examination. The | 
Senate have never adjudged it; and until they have 
adjudged it, it does not come under the treaty or 
existing law. I think, therefore, the point of 
order made by the Senator from California is well 
taken; and this is not such an amendment as can 
be made in order. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Foor in 
the chair.) The Chair will ask that the amend- 
ment be again read. 

Mr. SEBASTIAN That is just what I was 
going to ask. 

The Secretary read it, as follows: 

For payment to A. J. Campheil, tbe son of Scott Camp- 
bell, now deceased, in full consideration of the moncy stip- 
uated to be paid and land confirmed to said Scott Camp- 
bell in the original draft of the treaty with the Sioux of 
the 29th September, 1837, (the ninth clause of the second 
article, &¢.,) $10,000. 

Mr. GRIMES. I should like to hear thatclause 
of the treaty read again. I should like to know 
whether this is an absolute debt. 

Mr. SEBASTIAN. Let the Secretary read the 
ninth article of the treaty. 

The Secretary read it, as follows: 

“ ArT. 9. As the Senate struck from the treaty with the 
Mendawakanton band of Sioux of the 29th day af Septem- 
ber, 1837, the ninth clause of the second article and the 
whole of the third article of said treaty, whieh provided for 
the payment of four hundred and fifty ($450) doilars annu- 
ally, for twenty years, to Scott Campbell, and confirmed to 
the said Scott Campbell a title to five hundred (500) acres 
of land which he then occupied, said payment and land 
being deemed by said Indians to form a part of the consid- 
eration for which they ceded to the United States a certain 
tract of land in said treaty specified, which reduction, in 
the consideration for $ land, has never been sanctioned 
by said Indians, the said Meadawakantons and Wabpa- 
koota bands now request that provision be made for the 
payment of the sum of ten thousand ($10,009) dollars to A. 
J. Campbell, the son of said Scott Campbell, now deceased, 
in full consideration of the money stipulated to be paid and 
jand confirmed to said Scott Campbell in the original dratt 
of said treaty aforesaid ; which subject is hereby submitted 
to the Senate for its favorable consideration.” 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The whole 
amendment was not read. The Secretary will 
now read it. | 

The Secretary read it, as follows: 

For payment to A. J. Campbell, the son of Scott Camp- 
bell, now deceased, in full consideration of the money stip- 
ulated to be paid and land confirmed to said Scott Camp- 
bell in the original draft of the treaty with the Sioux of the 
29th of September, 1857, the payment of which sum was 
submitted to the Senate by the ninth article of the treaty 
of June 19, 1858, between the United States and the Men- 
dawa- Kanton, and Wah-pa-lsoota bands of Sioux Indians, 
and which sum the Senate were of the opinion should be 
paid, $10,000. 

Mr. PEARCE. Has the Chair decided the 

oint of order? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair un- | 
derstands a question of order tobe raised whether 
the amendment comes under the rule. 

Mr. PEARCE. Yes, sir. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. There is no 
question that it is a private claim in its nature. 
The only question is, whether it is In pursuance 


of some existing law or treaty stipulation. From 
the opportenity the Chair has had to examine or li 


to reflect upon the subject, he feels oblised to rule 
the amendment out of orderas not coming within 
the provisions of any existing treaty-or of any | 
existing law, subject, of course, to the reversal of 
the Senate. : 

Mr. RICE. The clause of the treaty of 1837, 
alluded to, was stricken out by the Senate, and | 
never submitted to the Indians. Now the ques- 
tion is, whether that clause in the treaty of 1837 
is in force or not. The Senate ratified a portion 
of the treaty. A portion they refused to ratify, 
and never consulted the Indians in regard to it. 
It has often been said here, “a bargain broken on 
one side is broken on both sides.’’ If the Gov- 
ernment can make treaties with the Indians, and 
when theyare brought here, the Senate can ratify 
a portion and not the balance, and not refer. the 
portion stricken outback to the Indians, where is 
the use of making treaties? I contend that this 
is carrying out the treaty of 1837, and that only. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Unless an ap- 
peal be taken from the decision of the Chair, there 
is ho question before the Senate. 

Mr. RICE. [take an appeal. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator 
from Minnesota appeals from the decision of the 
Chair. The Chair has decided that the amend- 
ment is not in order, it being a private claim, and 
not in pursuance of the provisions of an existing 
treaty or of an existing law, and is excluded by 
the rule of the Senate excluding private claims 
with those conditions. From this decision of the | 
Chair the Senator from Minnesota appeals. The | 
question is: ** Shall the ruling of the Chair stand 
as the judgment of the Senate?” 

Mr. CLARK. I desire to say a word or two 
on this point, as Í was connected with this mat- | 
ter inthe Committee on Indian Affairs, and drafted 
the latter part of that amendment. I think the } 
ruling of the Chair is right, though 1 was in 
favor of the adoption of the amendment. By the 
treaty of 1837, it was provided that this person, 
Campbell, should reccive certain moneys, and | 
have a grant of land confirmed. When that treaty 
was before the Senate, the Senate struck out that 
provision. In the treaty of 1858, there was a 
provision that that matter should be referred again 
to the Senate of the United States. ‘The Indians 
claimed that he should be allowed that moncy 
and that land. The contracting parties, on the 
other side, said that he should not be allowed that 
money or that land, or at any rate they would 
not allow that money or that land; but they did 
agree to refer it to the Senate of the United States 
The Senate confirmed that treaty. Now, it is; 
claimed by one party, that the confirmation of | 
that treaty merely made that money a debt which 
we owe 10 the Indians, and confirmed the grant | 
ofjand. J take the other ground, that it did not 
make the money adebt, nordid itconfirm the grant 
of land, but it simply confirmed the agreement 
that we would refer it tothe Senate. Thatis the 
agreement in the treaty. It was by that treaty 
to be referred to the Senate; and the Senate never 
have acted upon it. Hence, no debt has arisen; 
and it now stands simply a claim, on the part of 
these Indians, that this agreement to refer should 
be carried out. f drew the amendment, so that, 
if the Senate choose to vote upon it, it should be 
a confirmation of the debtand the land under the 
treaty; but if the objection is made that itis a 
private claim, I must sustain the Chair, that it is 
a private claim until acted upon by the Senate, 
and made a debt. 

Mr. RICE. I withdraw the appeal. 

Mr. SEBASTIAN. I send to the Chair the 
following amendment, from the Committee on 
Indian Affairs, to be inserted as a new section: 

And be it further enacted, That there be paid to the Uni- 
ted States agent for the Washitas, and other Indians in the 
country leased by the Choctaws to the United States, the 
annual salary of $1,500, from the date of the commission 
of the present incumbent. 

This amendment merely raises the salary of | 
that agent from $1,000 to $1,500. He is the last 
agent that is receiving an inferior salary now 
under the Government; and that agency has be 
come now one of first-class importance. hoes 
taped the attention of the committee Before, that 
there was any agent cast of the Rocky Mountains 
receiving less than $1,500. it merely puts him on į 
an equality with the balance. ji 

The amendment was agreed to. i 


Mr. SEBASTIAN 


; bent on the parties 


other amendment; recommended in ihe annual 
report of the Secretary of the Interior and the 
Commissioner of. Indian Affairs, to- bé inserted 
as a new section: ft Bada aN aa 
And be it further enacted, That for the relief of destitute 
Indians, and with a view of-preventing suffering among the 
Indian tribes who have failed in raising crops, trem: the 
drouth of the jast summer, there be appropriated the sunt 
of $50,000: and provided, That the amount shall be ex- 
pended, if necessary, within the present fiscal year, 

Mr. PEARCE. I should like to know what 
Indian tribes are to have the benefit of this appro- 
riation? "The language is very general.“ 

Mr. SEBASTIAN. Itis not intended for any 
tribe specifically, but to be applied to all those 
that come within the terms of the amendméent— 
that is, destitute Indians likely to starve or suffer 
from the failure of the crops upon the extreme 
western frontier of the United States; which fail- 
ure, I believe, extends from’ Texas to the most 
northern tribes of the United States. It is a gen- 
eral charitable fund, which will be disposed of 
and appropriated by the conimissioner whenever 
the necessities and the exigencies of the: case may 
warrant its application, The amount that was 
asked for by the Commissioner of Indian Affairs 
was $100,000. The committee thought, in conse- 
quence of the peculiar financial condition of the 
country, that they would reduce itone half. The 
fact of the destitution of many Indian tribes, es- 
pecially the small Indian tribes on the frontier, is 
notorions—it is historical; and the Commissioner 
recommends an appropriation of this sort, as has 
been done by Congress on two other oceasions, 
illustrations of which he gives, in which Con- 
gress has, in times of scarcity and need of this 


' kind, come forward and made small appropria- 


tions to relieve the Indians from the consequence 
of events over which they had not any control. 
One js the case of the Florida Indians, in 1838. 
In 1832, also, the sum of $5,000 was appropriated 


| to be expended among the Indians generally, 


without naming the tribes. ‘This appropriation 
ought to have ‘been larger, hut for the fact that 


| the Choctaws and the Creeks will probably be 


able, in consequence of other amendments to the 
bill, to take care of themselves. It will leave the 
450,000 to be appropriated among the small tribes 
m Kansas, Nebraska, and the Northwest. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. SEBASTIAN. Mr. President, I now offer 
two amendments, and I will ask, for convenience, 
that they may be considered together. The one 
is an amendment in favor of paying to John T. 
Jones, an Ottowa Indian, in Kansas, a certain 
amountspecified in the amendment, forspoliations 


i| committed upon him, for which he is entitled to 


reparation from the Government under the six- 
teenth section of the act of 1834. The other isa 
claim of some twelve thousand dollars, in favor 
of the nation of the Oltowas and some thirty-six 
individuals of that nation, for spoliations. of the 
same kind, occurring about the same period, 1856, 
during the.time of the political troubles in Kansas. 
The claims arc proven beyond all controversy. 
They have been investigated before the local agent 
of the tribe, and estimated for by the Department; 
therefore they come under the condition of debts 
due to Indians, under an existing law. The com~ 
mittee have thought it proper to ask that both of 
them be put upon the appropriation bill. One is 
for John T. Jones, scparately; the other is of the 
same kind and class, but is for several individ- 
uals of the Ottowa tribe, and the nation itself. 
The amendment is to insert at the end of the bill: 
That there shall be paid under the direction of the Com- 
missioner of Indian Affairs, out of any money in the Treas- 
ury not otherwise appropriated, to John T. Jones, the sum 
of $6,700 for depredatious committed upon his property by 
white persons; that being the amonnt adjudged by said 
Commissioner to be the value of the property destroyed. 
SEC. Aad be it further enacted, ‘Pha the purnose 
artajn claims of certain members the Ottowa 
tribe of Indic and ofa claim of that tribe in its national 
capacity, pr ited to Congress at its present session, for 
depredations arising under the sixteenth ion of the ‘fact 
to regulate trade and intercor with Indian tribes, and to 
preserve peace on the frontiers,” approved June 30, 1834, 
and under the treaty of 1830, there be, and is hereby, appro- 
priated, out of any in the Treasury not otherwise 


appropriated, the su 305 95. And the whole or such 
part of said claims all be proved to his satisfaction, 
hall be adi d and paid, wuder the direction of the Sec- 

ary of the Interior under the rules and regulations pre- 


sided, ‘That it shall not bè incum- 


ibed in said ac ineum- 
ant, from the pecntiar condition of 


ai 
| affairs in the Territory of Kansas at the time the spoliations 


were committed, to show that the offenders were appre- 
hended and brought to trial. j 
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. These are two 
separate amendments, which, at the request of the 
Senator from Arkansas, will be considered to- 
gether, unless some Senator calls for their sepa- 
rate consideration.. i ` 
. Mr. PEARCE. 1 would raise the question in 
regard to these amendments, whether they are 
within the rule of the Senate? Ifthey come within 
some general law, which makes them.an:excep- 
ticn.io the rule-of the Senate, I-would:like it to 
be shown, I do not perceive, by the reading of 
the amendments, that they are so, 

» Mr. SEBASTIAN, ‘They come literally within 
the provisions of the sixteenth section—the Sen- 
ator. has the volume before him—of the act of the 
36th.of June, 1834.. Itis an act which is almost 
ihe Bible of the Committee on Indian Affairs and 
that department of the public service, which has 
long since been construed, and is well understood. 
By the sixteenth section of that act itis provided, 
that wherever any. white person goes on an Ín- 
dian reservation, or in a partof territory reserved 
for Indian purposes, and commits any depredation 
or trespass, by stealing or destruction of their 
property, the United States will become respon- 
sible for it, in case the Indian does not seek any 
private revenge, if they attempt to arrest the dep- 
redators and bring them to justice, or else show 
cause why they have not done it. 

.. The testimony in this case, the certificate of 
the. United States agent, shows clearly that it was 
utterly impossible for them to bring the depreda- 
tors of that day and place to public justice, There 
was, unfortunately, a plentiful lack of both public 
and private justice in Kansasat that day. It was 
impossible for the Indian to enforce his own rights 
against the strong arm of violence that pervaded 
the whole Territory. To show this fact conclu- 
sively, 1 will state that the United States marshal 
arrested ten or fifteen offenders, and they were 
bound. over, but finally escaped. Many of the 
depredators they were unable, of course, in con- 
sequence of the character of the times, to identify. 
Some they pursued, und satisfied themselves that 
the depredators belong to white men; but who 
they were could never be positively ascertained iu 
many of the cases; but when they did ascertain 
it, the means for enforcing the law were so en- 
feebled, in consequence of the disturbed state of 
affairs, that it would have been idle to expect an 
Indian to show that alacrity and energy in pros- 
ecuting a white man for depredations upon a weak 
and helpless tribe that would have been expected 
from other persons. 

t The Commissioner of Indian Affairs, in his offi- 
cial communication, says, that, in view of all the 
circumstances, he thinks they have exercised all 
the diligence and used all the energy which, un- 
der the circumstances, could have been expected 
of them; ‘and ‘therefore the strict literal terms of 
this sixteenth section ought not to be enforced 
against them. At the last session of Congress, in 
the case of*the Shawnces, from the same consid- 
eration precisely, and for depredations committed 
upon Indians in the same way, and under the 
same circumstances, we passed, without any diffi- 
culty here at all, an act indemnifying them for 
depredations committed upon them, and waived a 
strict compliance with the provision in the six- 
teenth section. 

Mr. PEARCE. The sixteenth section of the 
act provides: 

# That where, in the commission, by a white person, of 
any crime, offense, oy misdemeanor, within the Indian coun- 
try, the property of any friendly Indian is taken, injured, or 
destroyed, and a conviction is had for such crime, offense, 
or misdemeanor, the person so convicted shall be sentenced 
to pay,” Be. 

And then it further provides: 

That if such offender cannot be apprehended and 
brought to-trial, the amount of such property shall be paid 
out of the Treasury as aforesaid.” 

The only thing which appears to be definite in 
the statement of the Senator is, that it has not 
been sufficiently proven that any of these depre- 
dations were committed by white persons. He 
says they have satisfied themselyes 

Mr. SEBASTIAN. The Indian agent is sat- 
igfied, and the office is satisfied. 

Mr. PEARCE. Itisnecessary that that should 
be made to appear satisfactorily to the Senate, or 
the right to reimburse them at the Treasury does 
not follow. ~~ f 
+ Mr. FESSENDEN. Mr. President— 

Mr. SEBASTIAN. The Senator will indulge 


‘e 


‘me a moment. The provision of the sixteenth 


section, which has. been read, has two aspects: 
one in. case of the apprehension and conviction of 
the offender; or, if that cannot be done, in-either 


case they are entitled to indemnity at the Treas- f 


ury: ` In case of the apprehension and conviction 
of the offender, of course that furnishes the high- 
est evidence of the identity of the person; but it 
naturally supposes that, where they have not 
been apprehended and convicted, there must be 
something else than that evidence, the character 
of which carries absolute certainty with it. The 
evidence, therefore, in this case is all that is re- 
quired; and that they have furnished by their own 
affidavits, and by the certificate of the United 
States Indian agent, that it was utterly impossible 
to ascertain who the offenders were, or to bring 
them to justice. The act of course contemplates 
just such a state of facts as exists in the present 
case; because the Indians are to be redressed, 
whether the depredator is convicted and punished, 
or they were unable to procure his conviction. Or 
course, under the latter clause of the act, it would 
be in vain that we should expect they could al- 
ways identify the man, because when they iden- 
tified him, they could use every exertion to bring 
him to justice. The act does not contemplate it, 
as the Senator will sec. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. 1 do not know anything 
about the merits of this amendment. It may be 
all very just and right; but I think the Senator 
does not get rid of the objection made as a ques- 
tion of order in relation to it. A very large num- 
ber of our claims come under some general law. 
There are a great many under the post office law 
for services rendered. There are a great many 
under other laws of different descriptions; but that 
is not what is meant by the rule, because in that 
way you might put every claim against this Gov- 
ernment, for services performed under a general 
law, upon the appropriation bill. That is not 
what is meant. There must be a law applying 
to the particular subject, and a law passed with 
reference to fixing the particular debt itself, and 
an appropriation for that individual; otherwise 
you will bring everybody on these appropriation 
bills. So it has been held by the Chair in decid- 
ing this question. Here is a law, to be sure, that 
may cover a thousand cases, but there is no as- 
certainment, no liquidation under this general law 
at all; and therefore this claim is not entitled to 
come in under that law, and be pyt on an appro- 
priation bill. f 

Mr. SEBASTIAN. The premises of the Sen- 
ator are right; he is only mistaken as to the fact. 
He says that every claim, to come on an appro- 
priation bill, must arise under some law. That is 
true. Every claim to go upon a money bill must 
arise under some existing law or treaty. It must 
also be definite in amount; and I imagine, as a 
general principle, it must be made definite by the 
authority that has a right to do so—the agent ap- 
pointed by law for that purpose. That is pre- 
ciscly the state of the facts which are involved in 
the question now before the Senate. It belongs 
to the Indian department to ascertain and define 
the amount which isdue upon proof under the law; 
and it is under the estimates of that very depart- 
ment, to which the law has confided this duty, that 
we ask for a particular number of dollars and cents 
to fulfill the stipulations of the law. It wants noth- 
ing, according to the proposition of the Senator, 
to make it a complete and existing—— 

Mr. BRAGG. Is it estimated for by the de- 
partment? 

Mr. SEBASTIAN. Yes,sir We reduced the 
estimate about seven hundred dollars. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. These claims 
are undoubtedly of a private character; but that 
would not exclude them under the rule, neces- 
sarily. The question then arises, are they in pur- 
suance of the provisions of some existing law or 
treaty stipulation? If so, they are admissible 
under the rules. The Chair has barely heard the 
reading of the treaty under which it Is claimed 
that these amendments come in order; and with- 
out time for consideration, the first impression, 
and the present impression, of the Chair is, that 
these claims come equitably within the provision$ 
of that treaty; and-therefore are admissible as 


amendments to this bill. That is the ruling of the | 


Chair. The question ison agreeing to these amend- 
ments. 
The amendments were rejected. 


Mr.SEBASTIAN., Loffer the following amend- 
ment, to come in at the end of the bill: Í 
For payment to the orphans and their heirs, provided for 
in the first article of the treaty of 1832 with the Creek In- 
dians, and to be in lieu of the investment of $200,000, re- 
quired to be made by the sixth article of the treaty of-1856, 
with the same Indians, the general council of the Creeks, 
representing both the nation and the orphans, having pro- 
posed and agreed to substitute the present invested fund of 
the said orphans, arising from the sale of their lands under 
the treaty of 1832, for and in place of the investment of 
$200,000 for purposes of education, required by the sixth 
article of the treaty of 1856, and that said amount shail be 
. paid to.said orphans and their heirs, which arrangement 
has been sanctioned and approved by the Department of 
the Interior, payment to be made to the said orphans and 
their heirs under such regulations or instructions as the 
Secretary of the Interior shail prescribe, $200,000. 


It is hardly necessary to explain the amend- 
ment. It involves no appropriation; it isa mere 
exchange of one Creek fund for another, which 
suits the convenience of the Creek tribe of In- 
dians, and which they ask for through their na- 
tighal council. 

he amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. SEBASTIAN. I offer one other amend- 
ment, which I believe is the last that I have: 

For carrying into effect the cleventh article of the treaty 
with the Choctaw tribe of Indians, made the 22d day of 
June, 1855, and the award of the Senate made pursuant 
thereto, on the Sth of March, 1859, the sùm of $1,202,560 85, 
being the undisputed balance due them. So much thereof 
as the proper authorities of the tribe shall determine to be 
necessary for the payment of the claims which, by the 
twelfth article of the treaty the Choctaws have assumed to 
pay, and of such other liabilities of the tribe as they may 
ascertain and determine to be just, shal]. be paid over, on 
their requisition, at such time and in such manner as they 
shall request ; and the residue remaining, after satisfying 
such claims and liabilities, shall be held in trust for the 
benefit of the Chuctaws, according to the provisions of the 
thirteenth article of the said treaty. In lieu of making such 
payments in money, the Secretary of the Treasury may, 
at his discretion, issue to the Choctaws, on their requisi- 
tion, as aforesaid, certificates of stock in the name of the 
United States, bearing interest at the rate of six per cent. 

er annum, payable semi-annually at the Treasury of the 

nited States, said certificates to be redeemable in ten 
years, or sooner, at the pleasure of the President of the Uni- 
ted States, and to be transterable by the proper authorities 
of the Choctaw nation in such form as the Secretary of the 
‘Treasury shall prescribe: Provided, That the question 
whether the undetermined balance not now appropriated of 
$1,130,000 of the sum reported by the Committee of Indian 
Affairs as due to the Choctaws, under the treaty and award 
aforesaid, is a legitimate charge against the Choctaws by 
the terms of said award, be reserved for the future decision 
of the Senate. 


This is an amendment with which the Senate 
is somewhat familiar, which provides for the fal- 
fillment of the treaty of 1855 with the Choctaws, 
paying them the amount ascertained by the arbi- 
tration of the Senate on the 9th of March, 1859. 
It will be perceived by Senators who are familiar: 
with this claim, that the amendment abandons 
any proposed action now upon anything except 
what is the undisputed balance.. This is done in 
order that nothing like a surprise or hasty action, 
shall be had upon the whole amount of the claim. 
The amount now asked for is undisputed every- 
where, by all the departments of the Government, 
and undisputed in any debate or criticism upon 
this claim which has ever taken place heretofore 
in the Senate: It is precisely the amount which, 
no one questions and which every one admits to < 
be faithfully, fairly, and honestly due -to the 
Choctaws now. It postpones the consideration 
of the balance of it to a future time when under 
changed circumstances of affairs, or when, these 
matters being better understood, it can receive a 
hearing which shall not be even suspected of 
being hasty or inconsiderate. It obviates.the dif- 
ficulty arising out of the financial condition of the 
country now, by proposing to take as. cash at par 
the Government six per cent. bonds payable in 
ten years, Asa financial operation to the Gov- 
ernment, that evidently would commend itself to. 
our serious consideration, because they take six 
per cent. stock in licu of money, for which we 
are absolutely paying cleven or twelve per cent. 
at this time. The Government therefore saves. 
this much ; and if there is any sacrifice, any: de- 
parture from what is strictly right, the Indians 
are to be the sufferers of it, and voluntarily make 
the concession now in consequence of their great 
need of the appropriation 
_ The Choctaw nation is a large nation, a civil- 
ized nation, of more than twenty thousand inhab- 
itants; and the misfortune of the last season, the. 
great drought, has operated with great hardship 


on them, and they need a large portion of this. 
amount for the purpose of relieving their physi- 
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cal necessities, and anticipating the wants which 
will evidently come upon them the ensuing sea- 
son. Thatisa reason why I ask, in somewhat an 
importunate manner, that the undoubted amount 
due them shall be appropriated now, leaving for 
future consideration all that has ever been ques- 
tioned. 

With this brief explanation, arising out of con- 
siderations which were not applicable to the case 
at the last session, I do not consider it necessary 
to go into the merits of the claim—a kind of dis- 
cussion which is more apt to complicate and mis- 
lead than to enlighten the Senate. Every Senator 
knows that what we ask for here, is asked for to 
be paid in a mode least inconvenient to the Gov- 
ernment, by which the Choctaws alone lose, and 
itisasked for as an amount that no one ques- 
tions, and no Senator has ever disputed. The 
most strenuous opponents of the claim. have al- 
ways admitted that what is asked in the amend- 
ment is strictly and legitimately due. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. I suppose it will be.of 
no use to raise a question of order on this amend- 
ment, as the chairman of the Committee on Fi- 
nance [Mr. Honrer] last year did not deem that 
he could do it; and 1 believe he was in the habit 
of raising questions of order on every thing which 
he thought did not come strictly within the rules. 
Therefore I shall notattempt to do that; but I wish 
to say, from the little examination—and I admit 
the somewhat inconsiderable examination I have 
given it—I am opposed to paying anything in 
the present state of things, under this Choctaw 
treaty and the subsequent action of the Senate 
thereon. 

The Senator from Arkansas says that this 
amendment only provides for so much as is un- 
disputed. Now, sir, taking the action of the Senate 
two years ago to have been an understanding, sen- 
sible action; supposing the Senate perfectly knew 
what it was about at that time, and did not suffer 
itself, by its own inattention, to be misled into 

rofessing to do something which it did not do— 
it might be very true that nobody could object to 
this amount of money being paid. But, sir, last 
year, when the proposition came up, itoccasioned 
a very considerable debate, and the debate went 
to the whole matter from the beginning to the end. 
I then said in the debate, after listening to it at- 
tentively throughout, knowing nothing about the 
specific claim, that it was evident to my mind the 
Senate never had understood the question, never 
had acted understandingly upon itat all and ought 
not to be bound by its previous action, I remain 
of that opinion to this day. 

The state of facts is a very simple one. There 
were certain treaties made with the Choctaw In- 
dians, providing for an exchange of territory east 
of the Mississippi river, for certain territory west 
of the Mississippi river. In 1820 and in 1830, the 
two treaties were made. There were certain res- 
ervations and certain stipulations on the part of 
the Government with these Indians. It may be 


true, and very probably is true, that some of these į 


stipulations were never performed; and on the 


strength of the non-performance of these individ- | 


ual stipulations, the Indians, through theiragents, 


whoever they might have been, set up a claim to į 


be paid.the whole amount of the proceeds of the 
sales of the lands which they had ceded east of 
the Mississippi river, although they had a very 
large portion of the territory, and a much more 
valuable one west of the Mississippi river ceded 
to them in exchange. Now, sir, 1 have read these 
treaties carefully, from beginning to end; and I say 
that Tam unable to perceive under them the least 
shadow of foundation for the claim. to the pro- 
ceeds of the sales of these lauds. If there were 


anything in these treaties which gave color to the | 
idea that the Indians are not only to have the | 
lands which they received, and which they re- | 


ceived in fee if I am rightly informed, west of 
the river, but in addition to that to have all done 
for them that the treaties prescribed, and then to 
have the procecds of all the lands which they con- 
veyed east of the river besides, according to their 
pretension—they would be very singular and re- 

4h 
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| in the Senate at the time. 


which it is put. ` | 
Under these circumstances, that being so, and it į 


continuing along from 1830 to 1855, and there being 
undoubtedly some infractions of the treaty—I do 
not know how great—in 1855 a new treaty was 
made, by which it was agreed that the whole mat- 
ter should be left to the Senate of the United States 
to settle whether they should receive the amount 
of these sales, as claimed by them, or a gross 
amount to be fixed by the Senate in full for 

what they alleged they had suffered by the infrac- 

tion of the treaties. The Committee on Indian 

Affairs brought into the Senate, under that pro- 
vision, a resolution reciting what had been agreed 

upon, and providing that the amount should be 

paid over. It was brought into the Senate by 

the Senator from Arkansas, [Mr. SEBASTIAN,] as 

chairman of the committee, at the extra session, 

and there were about a dozen words passed on 

the subject. My friend from New York. [Mr. | 
Kıxc] inquired what it meant. I have looked 

into the debate.. A very short explanation was 

given, It wassaid by the Senator from Arkansas 

that, in reality, it was taking nothing whatever 
from this Government; because, if it did not go 

in this way, it would go out to pay for damages 
which had never been ascertained and never ex- 
amined by anybody in any shapc—the claims for 
injuries on account of the non-perfurmance of cer- 
tain conditions of the treaties. That passed. I was 
Ido not presume that 
half a dozen members of the Senate knew any- 
thing aboutit. We know how these Indian treaties 
pass here, and we know how these provisions 
under Indian treaties pass here. They come in 

from the Committee on Indian Affairs; they are 

stated to be all right, and undoubtedly believed to 

be all right. Had it been stated to me; had I been 

given to understand at that time that this matier 

was to be left to me to settle, as one of the arbi- 

trators; to examine, to understand, and to award 

upon it, it would not have passed without my 

giving at least enough attention to it to under- 

stand what I was acting upon; and I will venture 

to say, you may put the question to almost any 

number of Senators, and you will not find that 

there were half a dozen who ever knew or ever 
dreamed that anything ofthat sort was done, much 

less that so large an amountof money was parted 

with, as it scems was parted with at that time. 

The question was put to the honorable Senator 
how mach it would amount to. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas. Can the Sen- 
ator tell anything about the circumstances of any 
treaty that has been passed and confirmed bere, 
and approved, of four years’ standing? I have 
never heard in my life of such a course of oppo- 
sition taken towards anything as the Senator is 
pursuing now. Iwould ask him does he recognize 
atall that there is any termination to any measure 
thatis ever brought here? that there is any obliga- 
tion that can be consummated and made perfect 
upon us to discharge any duty by the legitimate, 
official, approved action of both branches of Con- ' 
gress and the Executive? And yet, he is going 
behind the whole of that, and demanding know- | 
ledge from every one, when it is utterly Impossi- 
ble, it seems to me, that it.can be properly fur- 
nished, or required by him. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. The Senator from Arkan- 
sas undoubtedly has his views on the subject, and 
i have mine. if may be surprising to him; it is 
not surprising to me. I mast claim the privilege 
of exercising my own judgment upon it In this as 
vecli as in any other stage. Jam stating why | 
am opposed to the whole of it. 

I stated, Mr. President, the mode in which it 
must have been passed; and I inferred that it 
passed just as Indian treaties have passed, with- 
out netice on the part of Senators. Unquestion- 
ably itis a very fauliy mode. We are respons- 
ible for it oursclves. , I fecl responsible for it. 
I blame nobody else; I do not undertake to find | 
fault with anybody but myself in relation to the 
matter, so faras l am individually concerned; and 
i only speak from experience as to how these 


| 
| 
| 
i 


| things have gone through. If I read the debate 


aright, the Senator from Arkansas, [Mr..Senas- 
TIAN, | when inquired of at the time by the Sen- 
ator from New York, [Mr. Kine,] said very 
frankly that it wasa large claim; that he could not 
undertake to say how much it was; but he thought 
it would not exceed $800,000. When it came 
in, however, it was nearly three million, as re- 
ported; and it was afterwards struck down to 
$2,200,000, or $2,300,000, showing the fact that 
no sort of anderstanding was had with reference 
to it here in any shape or form. 

What is the ground upon which- it is put? It 
is put upon the ground that it is a thing settled, 
an award made, that the Senate have awarded it, 
and therefore we cannot go behind it, and make 
any inquiry. whatever. Now, sir, you cannot 
apply to the Senate the rules of law, of practice 
in the courts, where there is power to make de- 
crees, and to cnforce them. There is nobody to 
compel the Senate to perform its award; and there- 
fore you cannotargue in that way with regard to 
it. The Senate cannot be compelled, Congress 
cannot be compelled, because there is no power 
big cnough to do it, to perform this that is called 
anaward; and the only question is: was the award 
understandingly made? If it was not—if we did 
not know what we were about, and did not take 
sufficient pains to inquire what we were about— 
we have a right to reéxamine the matter, and in- 
quire now what we did; and itis not onlya right, 
bata duty. We are not acting for ourselves; we 
are not the parties who pay the money. The 


| money does not come outof our individual pock- 


ets. If it were so, we might be argued with in 
that way; but we are trustees for the. public. Con- 
gress manages the public money, as the trustee 
of the people; and because the Senate, in thought- 
Jessness, and without information, and without 
consideration, have made what is called an award 
so monstrous in allits consequences and in its 
amount, itis no reason why E should be bound 
down by a rule of law, and be told “if an award 
has been made against an individual, it can be 
enforeed by the court; and therefore you have 
nothing to say in regard to it,” 

I do not hold to the conclusive character of this 
award, as it is called, at all. Itis my duty to 
look into it again, Iam willing to do justice to 
these Indians; and if they are entitled to the pro- 
ceeds of these sales on a fair and thorough under- 
standing and examination of the subject, I am 
willing that they sha'l have the proceeds. F say, 
however, they are notentitled to them under those 
treaties, unless Eam very mach mistaken in the 
view I take of the law with reference to the sub- 
ject. Moreover, it being manifest, to my mind, 
speaking for myselfasone, and speaking for many 
others who have told me the same thing on the 
subject, that that matter passed without sufficient 
examination, I ask, are we to be told, when we 
are acting for the coantry in relation to millions 
of dollars, that, because the Senate happened in 
that mode to arrive at that conclusion, therefore 
we must spend the moncy of the public in carry- 
ing that out, and cannot review our own action? 
By no manner of means, in my judgment. I 
made the objection last year that this thing should 


| be thoroughly examined by some competent tri- 


bunal, to find out, ia the first place, what the 
amount of these clainis was; and then, if the Sen- 
ate should see fit, on a fullexamination, to repass 
the resolution whick came from the committee 
last year onthe same subject,so beit. T am ready 
to do it if it is just; but T will not be bound by it 
individually without knowing that when I act, I 
act understandingly on the subject. 

Now, sir, I dispute that this sum of $1,200,000 
is duc. It may be for aught I know; but I say 


‘there has been no cxamination to ascertain the 


fact. The chairman of the committee last year 
stated that neither hc nor any mortal man knew 
what the amount of the claims on the part of 
these Indians was, ner could they tell; and there- 
fore it was jumped at. That isno way to setile an 
account of this description. Ido not believe in 
the idea that these Indians—who, Iam informed, 
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are.really-the best off of any people in the coun- 
try any. where, white or colored, of any descrip- 
tion—were to have, by the terms of this treaty, 
all the great and valuable territory that was con- 
veyed to them by the Government; have their 
expenses paid for moving; several large reserva- 
tions besides; and then, in addition to that, the 
proceeds of every aere. of land that was conveyed 
to the Governnient as a consideration for what 
they got west of the river. It does not strike me 
as just. Ido not believe it was ever intended. 

Mr. GREEN. I shall not undertake to violate 
the injunction ofsecrecy,by saying in whatmanner 
Indian treaties are generally ratified. I think that 
is a sealed book, and I shall not undertake to 
penetrate it; but T will say this—— 

Mr. FESSENDEN. The Senator had better 
bring in a vote of censure on me. 

Mr. GREEN. Not at all. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. He should not censure 
me by implication. 

Mr. GREEN. Iam speaking for myself; but 
I must protest against this idea that the condition 
of the Treasury is to be a reason why we should 
not vote this claim. I think during this session 
more contradictory positions have been taken, 
with regard to claims, than I ever heard before. 
Honest creditors of the Government, who have 
expended their means in its service, come and beg 
for justice, and they cannotbe heard. When their 
claim is admitted to be just, they are put off with 
the plea that the Treasury is so empty that we 
ave not able to pay; and when they have been kept 
here spending their money year after year for ten 
or fifteen years, and at length you allow the claim, 
you say, we will not pay interest because the Gov- 
ernment is presumed at all times to be ready to 
pay it. Now, these are contradictory positions; 
one conflicts with the other; and I think, there- 
fore, that the Senator from Maine is not right in 
this, to interpose an objection because there is no 
money—— 

Mr. FESSENDEN. 
about that. 

. Mr.GREEN. Bathe is right in this; we ought 
to go into the merits of the case. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. The Senator could not 
have attended to what I said. F have not said a 
word about there being no money in the Treasury. 
I confined myself entirely to the merits of the 
question. 

Mr. GREEN. I understood the Senator to 
commence his remarks by saying he was opposed 
to it in the present condition of the country. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. Notatall. 

. Mr. GREEN. If you did not make those re- 
marks, I am mistaken, I think you will find them 
in the reporter’s notes before you. Whether that 
is so or not, those remarks have been made fre-, 
quently, and I desire at once to enter my protest 
against that process of reasoning. e either 
have a Government, or we have not. If we have 
a Government, that Government must do justice. 
If the Government is not able now to pay, it does 
not prevent them from making the allowance, 
and putting it in a legal form, so that when we do 
get the money, they can draw it without coming 
here and petitioning and begging and praying 
Congress to do what Congress ought at once to 
do—-pay your debts; acknowledge your debts. 
If a man is poor, it does not prevent him from 
being honest. Ifthe Government is without funds 
in the Treasury, they can still make the appro- 

- priation, and provide the ways and means for 
payment, It will raise the credit of your Gov- | 
ernment; and if you have to go into market to 
sell your bonds, you will sell them higher by show- 
ing that you are determined to do justice to all; | 
but if you turn off all, and do justice to none, and 
you go into Wall street and undertake to nego- 
tiate a loan, you will fin that the money brokers 
will be unwilling to trust you; and they ought to | 
be. I will vote taxes; I will vote duties; I will 
vote a loan. I want the Government to keep up 
its honor and its character; and adequate means 
for that purpose Jam at all times ready to vote, 
provided you will do justice; but without that I 
shali not do it. 

Now, as respects this claim, I can only say this: 
the little attention I have paid to it is in conse- 
quence of the remarks of the Senator from Ark- 
ansas, I viewita little differently from the Sen- 
ator from Maine. My recollection is, that there 


I have not said a word 


| gress have been passed proyiding for protecting 


was a treaty made by which they relinquished cer- 
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tain lands. in Mississippi and received as a con- 
sideration the lands west of Arkansas, reserving 
certain other lands in Mississippi. These other 
lands, by asubsequent treaty, were to be sold, and 
the proceeds paid to them. This is my recollec- 
tion of it; and this inquiry is as to the amount of 
the sales of this reserved land in Mississippi. An 
award has been made. The Senator from Maine 
says we are not bound by technical rules as indi- 
viduals would be on an arbitrament; that we eàn- 
not be coérced. That is true; but there is a moral 
obligation as strong upon the Senate as upon an 
individual; and because the sheriff cantiot come 
and take usand putus in jail till we obey the writ, 
is no reason why the moral obligation of honor 
should not influence us. If we have provided a 
mode for the purpose of ascertaining the amount 
due them, and that mode has been followed up, 
and the amount ascertained and laid before the 
Department, I think there is a moral obligation 
upon us to see that that is paid. Such I under- 
stand to be the case in this instance; and I under- 
stand further that the Department acknowledged 
it to the extent proposed by the amendment of the 
Senator from Arkansas, and I think, therefore, 
we ought to allow it. 

Mr. GWIN. The Senator from Missouri has 
evidently fallen into some errors in connection 
with this claim. He says that this claim arises 
from certain lands which were reserved to the 
Choctaw Indians in Mississippi, the proceeds of 
which are to be paid over by this award. The 
Senator is entirely mistaken. Now, sir, I suppose 
there is no member of this body who knows more 
about this subject of the treaties in Mississippi 
than myself, for I was fora long time resident 
there. 

Under the treaty of 1820, the Choctaw nation 
ceded a portion of their lands to the United States, 
and received in consideration a large tract of land 
west of the Mississippi river, the country they 
now occupy; but they only got a possessory 
title to it, such as the Indians had in other terri- 
tories of the United States, which had created a 
great deal of difficulty. In 1830 a further treaty 
was made, owing to the difficulty between these 
Indians and the government of Mississippi; and 
it became a very serious question whether there 
would not be a collision between the United States 
and the State of Mississippi on the subject. 

General Jackson sent his Secretary of War to, 
make a treaty with these Indians. Knowing the 
difficulty between the United States and the people 
of Mississippi, having shrewd and able men as 
their chiefs, these Indians demanded for the ces- 
sion of the balance of their country, not only 
enormous grants for their chiefs, but a title in fee to 
the magnificent empire,a possessory title to which 
had been given them in 1820. They received a 
patent—and were the first tribe of Indians that 
ever did, so far as my knowledge extends—for 
millions upon millions of acres of land more than 
they ceded to the United States in 1830. Not 
only that, Mr. President, but they have sold a 
portion of this very land to the Chickasaws, and 
reecived five hundred and forty or five hundred 
and fifty thousand dollars for it. They have sold a 
portion to the United States, and received $600,000 
for it. Under the treaty of 1820, there were- re- 
served hundreds of thousands of acres to those 
who chose to remain on the land which was then 
receded. They were given the land they lived 
upon. Magnificent provision was made for the 
orphans. The lands reserved for them were some 
of the best in Mississippi, and sold for enormous 
sums of money. There never was a treaty under 
which the Indiang received such benefits as the 
Choctaws did under the treaty of 1820. Subse- 
quent disputes arose, and numerous acts of Con- 


the Indians in cases where their lands had been 
taken away from them, and in those cases scrip 
was issued to them under the fourtcenth and other 
articles of this treaty. 

ĮI was for many years a citizen of Mississippi; 
and I never heard it whispered by any man, until 
very recently, that there was a shadow of claim 
in the Choctaws for the proceeds of the sales of 
those lands. Enormous grants were given to 
them. Their chiefs were given principalities; and 
all the heads of families that chose to remain there 
were given land. The years 1834, 1835, 1836, 
1837, were a great speculative era in the history 


of this country in the purchase of public lands; || 


and under that speculation in the public lands, a 
vastamount of these lands was sold at ¢1 25 per 
acres The money was paid into the Treasury of 
the United States, and it was distributed out of 
the Treasury to the several States. That money 
is not in the Treasury. This isaclaim for money 
that was paid into the Treasury more than a quar- 
ter of'a century ago, and given away to the sev- 
eral States in the Confederacy. It is not in the 
Treasury now, nor has it been there for a quarter 
of a century. 

This case-is not similar to that of the Chicka- 
saws, who were allowed the whole proceeds of the 
sales of their lands. The Chickasaws had no 
country to go to; no magnificent empire, as I may 
call it, considering the number of persons that then 
composed the tribe, as the Choctaws had. The 
Chickasaws, having no country togo to, weregiven 
the whole proceeds of their lands in the State of 
Mississippi; but an important provision was put 
in there for the benefit of the people of that State, 
by which the lands were sradiiaisd and brought 
down to twelve and a half cents an acre; while 
the Choctaw lands were kept up until the settle- 
ments in the State should bring them into notice 
and sell them; and they were held up, until very 
recently, at $1 25 peracre. The proceeds of those 
lands must be upwards of $7,000,000 or $8,000,000. 
I have not looked into the figures at all; but I am 
certain the proceeds of the sales of the Choc- 
taw purchase made under the treaty of 1830 must 
be upwards of $7,000,000. The claim is gradu- 
ated. Last year it was $2,300,000; this year itis 
$1,200,000; but I am confident the returns will 
show that the net proceeds over all expenditures 
amounted to $3,000,000, or in that neighborhood. 
All. the proceeds of the sales of the Chickasaw 
lands were given to them for the reason I have 
stated—they had no country to goto. They went 
and boughta portion of the lands of the Choctaws, 
and gave them $500,000 for the privilege of living 
there. These Chickasaws and Choctaws have 
since sold lands to the United States for which 
they have received $800,000—§600,000 for the 
Chactaws and $200,000 for the Chicasaws. The 
United States paid that sum to them in order to 
obtain the privilege for the Washita and other 
Indians to occupy a portion of their country. 

Sir, Į undertake to say that you may take the 
treaty of 1820 and the treaty of 1830, and there 
is nota provision in cither of thosc treaties that 
gives them a shadow of a claim to the proceeds 
of the public lands, within the cession of 1830, 
in the State of Mississippi. Itis an enormous 
claim. It ought to be examined with a great deal 
of care and attention. So far as I am concerned, 
I never heard of any action of the Senate on the 
subject, although | was a member of the body 
until this matter was brought before the Finance 
Committee, a year ago. I feel itmy duty to make 
this statement in connection with this matter from 
the knowledge I have had of the affairs of those 
tribes of Indians heretofore, and also to sustain 
the action of the Finance Committee in opposi- 
tion to this claim. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas. The Senator 
from California says he feels it his duty to make 
this statement to the Senate in connection with 
this matter. He also says that he has not looked 
into itat all; and“therefore I think he throws a 
shadow over all that he says, in that respect, when 
he makes an assault upon what is undoubtedly 
and undeniably the action of this Government 
underall the highest sanctions that can be thrown 
around it. That, I knéw, will not be disputed. 
The Senator from California carries us back to the 
treaties of 1820 and 1830. What are we consid- 
ering now? It is proposed that we shall make an 
appropriation in accordance with the exact terms 
of a treaty entered into under the full authority 
of this Government, and maturely considered by 
this Senate in executive session, after previous 
examination in the Committee on Indian Affairs, 
after a reference of it to the Interior Department, 
and full consideration of it there by as able an 
officer as this Government has ever had at the 
head of that bureau. Afterall this; after the treaty 
has been confirmed by the Senate, and the award 
made under the authority of this Government, and 
the items and particulars all considered and re- 
ported, and the award acted upon, objection is 
made to giving it the sanction of the Senate. { will 
ask the chairman of the committce what is the 
amount of the whole award? 
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Mr. SEBASTIAN. Two million three hun- 
dred thousand dollars. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas., Two milion 
three hundred thousand dollars is the award,and 
it is in pursuance of a treaty. That treaty was 
made in 1855. Itisof recent date. Can it be 
possible that there is any truth in the suspicion 
which is thrown around this matter, that it is en- 
tirely baseless? The only construction you can 
give to the language of the Senator from Califor- 
nia is, that the whole thing is baseless, that it is 
all unjust, that it is all unfounded; and you are 
to believe that, though the Senator says he has 
not examined the case. This subject was before 
Congress for a great many years, until a treaty 
was made recognizing it. It was then continued 
before one department of this Government and 


another, first the executive, and then the Senate, | 


until it has come to this pass, that they have had 
a delegation here year ¢fter year, I think ever 
„Since [ have been in service in the city of Wash- 
ington, which has beensomewhatlengthy. After 
thus having the action of the Government in dif- 
ferent departments on this subject, can we now 
turn around and say we will not pay any part of 
this award? You are not now asked to pay the 
whole amount of the oldaward. That portion of 
it which was disputed when it was last under 
consideration in the Senate, is left off. You are 
not even asked to considerit. Can Senators say 
they will not pay that portion of the award which 
no one objected to, which was clearly embraced 
by your treaty, which was approved by the De- 
partments and reported here for appropriation, 
and which was undisputed andis undisputed, upon 
these generalizations which come from the Sena- 
tor from California and the Senator from Maine? 
If the Senate were to agree to their argument, it 
would seem to me to be unreasonable, in this: 
that it would declare the fact that no action of this 
Government can ever be conclusive, as to the 
payment of any sum of money, for any purpose 
or to any quarter, 

Neither of the Senators, I am sure, can dispute 
for an instant the confirmation of the treaty under 
which this claim arises. No one, I presume, will 
dispute the full consideration of theaward. No 
one will dispute that it was approved, after a full 
examination, by all the branches of the Executive 
Department of the Government where it was ne- 
cessary, prudent, or wise, thatit should be exam- 
incd or considered. There is only one difficulty 
that existsd at the last time this subject was under 
consideration, which was raised by the Secretary 
of the Interior, Mr. Thompson, in considering it; 
and that was to a portion of the award. He bim- 
self, after going on most laboriously to hunt up 
and find every objection that could be arrayed, 
could bring forward objection only to a part, and 
that part is not included in this appropriation. If, 
at the time this subject was under consideration 


by the Senate before, a proposition had been made į 


towards the close of that debate by the Commit- 
tee on Indien Affairs, who had charge of it, to 
this effect: since the Chocktaws earnestly pray 
the recognition and payment of some part of their 
claims, let us make an appropriation for the pres- 
entof the amount which is not contested—it would 
have passed at once. 


I have. thought it unfortunate, at the present j 


time, that this measure should be brought in with 
this reduction, rather than with the claim of all 
their rights—not their rights as they.are under- 
stood in this body to be generally declared, but 
their generally acknowledged rights under treaty 
stipulations confirmed by the Senate; underawards 
confirmed by the Senate; under repeated examin- 
ations of every branch of the Department, where 
we know there is integrity, and where we know 
there have been hostility and opposition of the 
most rigid character brought to bear against the 
admission of any part of the claim. Does not 
every Senator here know, orif he does not know, 
does he not feel, that the opposition that is made 
to this matter is general; that itis not only gen- 
eral, but it comes from a repugnance to paying 
anything? We hear much talk about the neces- 
sity, before such sums are paid, of mature and 
thorough investigation. That would be nice lan- 
guage to hold to thesc tribes, who are, I have no 
question, haunting this Hall now, as they have 
been haunting Congress for many years, humble 
petitioners to you, reverend Senators, for thirty 
years, asking you to consider their claim, and re- 


licve them from begging at your door, and from 
the expense incident to the constant maintenance 
of a delegation, which eats up a decided portion 
of the means that they have, in asking you to 
give them justice. ; 

You must havea thorough investigation! Will 
the Senator from Maine make it? No, sir; he 
will notdoit. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. No. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas. Nota bit of it. 


| You are candid and frank in saying so; for I be- 


lieve it. Youwillnot. Whowill? Will ama- 
jority of this Senate make it? Did they ever 
make it upon any question that ever came before 
us, unless it was the slavery question? Neverin 
my day. How, then, shall we have a full inves- 
tigation? I should be pleased to know. How 
shall we have any action of this Government, 
upon which one or two men cannot get up and 
throw a stain and an imputation upon the char- 
acter and integrity of the transaction? How can 
we ever bring it to that position by anything of 
sanctity that we can throw around it that will 
enable us to cast a vote without great danger that 
we are doing absolute violence to truth and justice 
and right? 

Now, Mr. President, this case is simply this: 
these Indians, for a great many years, have been 
claiming that this Government had not dealt justly 
and settled fairly with them. That complaint has 
been made by them for a great number of years, 
as the remarks of the Senator from California 
have shown. At length, some few years since, 
Congress and the Government woke up, so far as 
to consider the question; and, upon full investi- 
gation, they made that treaty. All of it has been 
ratified, confirmed, and settled; and the only thing 
that remains to be done, is to pay the money. 
The last time the matter came before us, the whole 
amount of the award, which was some two mil- 
lion three hundred thousand dollars, was deemed 
to be undisputed. It came up to be considered 
by the Interior Department, after it had been 
passed in the Indian bureau, and was partly ex- 
cepted to by the Secretary of the Interior, reducing 
itagain; and now, when it is brought down to the 
last point, when it is reduced to the balance always 
before unexcepted to and deemed unobjection- 
able, and is brought before you in that shape, a 
question is raised whether the whole claim, from 


the beginning, has not been rotten; and whether | 


every branch of the Government has not falsified 
and abandoned its integrity and its intelligence; 
whether all is not wrong, and whether we should 
pay it to any extent, or not. 

Now, sir, according to my memory of the re- 
marks of the Senator from Maine, although he 
has taken occasion to declare that he did not say 
what I understood him to say, much of his oppo- 
sition is dut to the present condition of the coun- 
try. Ido not mean that the Senator intended to 


say—I do not draw that conclusion—that he | 


would not pay, or agree to acknowledge, a just 
debt and provide for its payment, because of the 
condition of the country; but the conclusion I 
draw from itis, that the condition of the country is 
just so far involved as the section of the country is 
concerned wherethe matter is. Ishould be sorry 
if, on account of the vacancy of so many seats 
lately occupied by southern Senators, justice is 
not to be had here. J trust itis not intended as 


a declaration from the other side, in the suprem- | 
acy of their power and the strength of their feel- | 
ings—that they do not mean that the condition of | 
the country shall be forgotten in their legislation. | 


It is no guarantee, no soothing satisfaction tomy 
soul, to know that I am here under such circum- 
stances. I am sorry to think the condition of the 
country has anything to do with the opposition 
to this claim. It is a claim which has passed 
through every branch of the executive depart- 
ment, that has been through the treaty-making 


power, and been confirmed here; that has obtained 


an award from the Senate on strict investigation. 
‘When it came up, with all these sanctions, before 
the Secretary of the Interior, he cut off part of 
the amount; and the Indians have now come for- 
ward and said, “ Take all the balance, if you will 
only give us what nobody has heretofore ob- 


| jected to.” 
` J am sorry that the Senator from California | 
could lend himself to any opposition of this char- 


acter; and I do not really believe that I could have 
understood him rightly, because he does not ordi- 


narily resist those claims which are precluded 
|i here from. further investigation by our previous 
|! action, and particularly when it must be apparent 
|| to him, as it is to every one else, that it 1s idle to 
| talk about going into a thorough examination now 
on these subjects, when the Senator from Maine 
admits that he has never made an investigation of 
ji it, and when he frankly admits, as I understand, 
that he would not take on himself at any future 
time the investigation of this matter unless, indeed, 
the Senate itself were to require it of him. When 
this is the case, I take it that the Senator from 
Maine and the Senator from California cannot 
well and with justice totally refuse to pay an 
part even of that which is undeniable, and which 
throughout all our previous action has stood un- 
disputed. 

Are these Indians to come here forever? Is it 
i right to delay them in this way? Ido not care 
| for the sanctity of character which economists 

seck to throw around themselves. I do not have 
an admiration for that kind of ambition, which 
secks distinction by denying debts, by denying 
honest and acknowledged and recognized obliga- 
tions. I do not admire that kind of ambition 
which seeks reputation at the expense of the Gov- 
ernment’s own acknowledged obligation, 

Mr, President, I do think that this is absolutely 
the most palpuble and glaring and the worst case 
of evasion that I have met with here in all the 
dealings with our Indian tribes. With them it is 
| famous and notorious that we have been a hard 
| taskmaster, to speak the best, and have been but 
i severe, close, and rigid traders. Gentlemen here 
have spoken of these Indians receiving a great 
ideal of land of so much more value than that 
which they parted with. With what justice can 
such a point as that be brought before the Senate 
when that was done in 1830, and they were sent 
to a wilderness? 1 shall not add to the poetry of 
the thing by talking about a howling wilderässsi 
| but if there could be a worse one than that to which 

they were transmitted, I do not know of it upon 
| the continent of America. They were sent off 
| there; that land was given to them in lieu of what 
they ceded east of the Mississippi. Now, sir, 
when they have opened that wilderness and con- 
| quered it, as it were; when you have derived all 
{ithe benefits that you obtained by your treaty; 
when thirty years of unequaled ad vance through- 
out the world have passed, Senators turn round 
| here and speak—not directly so, for it would be 
j| too gross—of the immense empire that these In- 
| dians have west of the Mississippi, and that was 
| given to them for a lesser amount of lands situate 
; east of the river, and inside of the State of Mis- 
|| sissippi! My God! what kind of respect for our- 
| selves can we have when we seek to break our 
|| obligation and disregard it, and thus defeat our 
; own bargains with a helpless people, upon grounds 
‘| such as these! It is hardly worth while to com- 
ment upon that further, 

L am tolerably well satisfied that if the Com- 
| mittee on Indian Affairs had brought forward their 
‘| amendmentto this bill, which, fortunately for their 
patient chairman, has not been ruled out of order, 
embracing all that was due to this tribe of In- 
dians, there could have been easily obtained, from 
those who now contestthe whole matter, a prom- 
ise that they would pay what was undisputed, if 
you would throw over the residue; but now, when 
the chance to make something in the shape of 
i throwing off what is disputed has ceased, and the 
only question presented isas to the naked obliga- 
tion, undisputed by any man except one here— 
|| the Senator from Maine, who says he does dis- 
li pute it; and it is now disputed by him for the 
i| first time on the part of anybody on this floor— 
| 
| 


ii when the committee bring forward this which is 
undisputed, a contest is made on the whole mat- 
ter, and we are referr@d back to the very begin- 
|| ning, if not further back than we have ever been 
referred before, to the whole of our intercourse 
|i with the Choctaw tribeof Indians. I think if the 
‘amendment had been brought forward, covering 
the whole amount, that which was undeniable 
and undisputed would be appropriated. ; 
I hope that Senators on the other side will con- 
i sider this matter, and that they will not vote 
| against a case so plain and so fair. I trust that 
the condition of the country has nothing to do 
with this opposition. From the State of Maine 
it comes a little hard to me, particularly so when 
| I consider that I have always regarded the Sen- 
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ator from Maine to be among the fairest on this 
floor. Hf I could see any sort of apology for this 
class of opposition on the part of the Senator, 
apart from the condition. of the country; if the 
Senator would avow that it was on account of the 
condition of the. Treasury, I should be disposed 
at once to ascribe it to that. 1 do not.think the 
other Senators on the opposite side of the Cham- 
ber can altogether concur with him. I hope very 
much that.the debate on this matter may not be 
sent. back to the bargains and the trades that were 
made anterior to the formation of our treaties, and 
that we shall be confined now strictly to the sub- 
ject itself; and that we shall pay these people at 
cast some portion of the amount which we have 
acknowledged to be justly duc to them after full 
consideration. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. I wish merely to set my- 
self right as to one thing, if thereis any necessity 
for it, to relieve Senators of any mistake that may 
arise from my expression. I was very certain 
that I said nothing about the condition of the 
country, one way or the other; and Lam informed 
by the reporters, of whom I have inquired, that 
there is no such thing to be found in any remarks 
of mine. That is an idea that sprang up in the 
brain of the Senator from Missouri, and has been 
copied, it seems, Ly the Senator from Arkansas. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas, Iam not dis- 
posed to dispute the accuracy of the reporters, 

nd shall not be so discourteous, when the Sena- 

tor has taken the pains to make the inquiry, as 
to dispute what he says. I still assert, however, 
that I so understood him; but 1 presume I am in 
error.. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. It was a mere misunder- 
standing, of course. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas. Yes; but I did. 
not copy. i 

Mr. PESSENDEN. I do not deem it a mat- 
ter of any consequence one way or the other, for 
the simple reason that I might appeal to the con- 
dition of the country with great propriety, if I 
saw fit to do so; but I based my objection to this 
claim on other grounds, grounds that went to the 
root of the matter entirely. ' 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas. Yes, beyond it, 

Mr. FESSENDEN. | could not very well go 
any deeper than that, The Senator is mistaken 
in supposing that, in the debate which sprang up 
last year, there was no objection to the part of 
ihis claim now proposed to be allowed. The Sena- 
tor from Georgia, (Mr. Toomss,] who argued the 
question fully, went to the whole, He stated, to 
be sure, that two items of about one million one 
hundred thousand dollars, which were alluded to 
by the Secretary of the Interior, ought to be taken 
into consideration, in his judgment; and he went 
further than that, and inquired whether the value 
of the whole fifteen million acres ought not to be 
taken into consideration, and expressed the belief 
that, if a balance were struck, it would be found 
largely against the tribe of Indians of which we 
are speuking. That is the ground that was taken 
by the Senator from Georgia last year; and the 
Senator from Arkansas will find, if he looks at it, į 
that Lamright. 1 have looked at the matter this 
morning, and my recollection is fresh upon the 
subject. Edid not say that I knew nothing about 
this question, Taking it on the ground on which 
I have placed it, idid say that I knew nothing 
about the accounts, which way the balance in 
reality was; and | took that from the honorable 

-chairman of the Committee on Indian Affairs, for 
he said that no mortal man could tell what the 
exact state of the accounts was. The Indians 
claimed largely; they claimed for a breach of the 
stipulations of treaties, and he expressed the opin- 
ion that they had suffered largely, that their claims 
were very great and exteasive; but there was no 
speciication, It rested from, 1830 to 1855, before 
this last treaty was made, twenty-five years; and 
during a portion of this time, and a very large 
portion of it, it seems, from the testimony of the 
Senator from California, nothing was heard in 
reference to those claimsatall. Then they sprang 
up in the way that we have seen. 

I deny entirely that the Senate passed upon this 
matter, as an award of the particular sam that | 


| then thought it was just and right; upon the rec- 


| corporated into this bill. 


| length in the Senate at the last session, and l gave 


was named in the report of the committee mi 
last year. The Senate passed upon the subj 
that was committed to them, in consequence of | 
a report made by the Committee on Indian Af- 


fairs; and they adopted their recommendations, I ij 


say, without consideration—I speak for myself, 
and. I speak for others who have told me so— 
giving these Indians the amount of the sales of 
the lands east of the Mississippi river—a claim 
which, under neither of these treaties, have they 
the slightest pretensions to make, in my judg- 
ment, now, from an examination of them; and 
when the Senate passed upon it, they did so un- 
der a misapprehension; and that misapprehen- 
sion might well grow out of what wassaid in the 
debate at that time. It was said that the claims 
were large; but that the amount would not, prob- 
bly, exceed $800,000. In fact, the question which 
was left to the Secretary of the Interior to settle, 
wag not the amount of injuries, not the amount 
of claims, that the Indians had, but the amount 
of sales according to the public records that had 
been received by the Government. That is all 
that he settled, in any shape or form; and that is 
the only mode in which it has been ascertained; 
and the Senate will see that the whole thing is 
delusive, from beginning to end. 

What I rose to state was what I now restate, 
that, believing as I do, that we, as trustees for the 
money of these people, acted under an entire mis- | 
apprehension, without knowledge, without un- 
derstanding; and thus voted away (if we adhere 
to it) millions of the public money without know- 
ing what the amount of the claims was, we are 
bound, now, to reconsider our action; atany rate, 
not to pay the money until we know that there is 
some really just foundation for it. Thatis all 
that I contended for; and 1 do so still. I have no 
idea that these Indians are suffering so much as 
is pretended. The testimony seems to be the other 
way, in reference to that matter. I think the claim 
will keep a few years longer; at any rate, long 
enough for the active friends of this measure to 
have an investigation into the real state of the 
affair in regard to the amount actually due these 
Indians. ‘That amount I am ready to pay at any 
moment. 

Mr. GRIMES. One single word, sir, in ex- 
planation of the vote Lum about to give on this 
proposition. Atthe last session of Congress 1 
voted in favor of the allowance of this claim, I 


ord as jt now stands, I still think that itis right; 
but in consequence of the present condition of the 
country, (although it be such a grave offense in 
the estimation of the Senator from Arkansas to 
allude to that,) [shall not vote for its being in- 


I believe that it isthe duty of every Govern- 
ment to protect itself, We all know that our 
Treasury is at this time in a bankrupt condition; 
and if it be in that condition, it is our business to 
sce that its wheels be kept in motion; to see that 
those shall be paid whom it first becomes our 
duty to pay. J twrn to the record here—the re- 
port of the Commissioner of Indian Affairs—and 
} find that the Choctaw nation is the richest com- 
munity on the face of this continent. I think, 
therefore, that it is proper that we should allow 
this claim to lie over, and that we should pay 
those officers of the Government who have great 
necessities, and great calls upon us for the pay- 
ment. 

Unless it shall be shown that this award, as 
it is called, was improperly obtained from the 
Senate, at some future time I shall be prepared to 
vote for the allowance of the amount that is claimed 
to be due from the Government to the Choctaws. 
If it shall be shown thatthat was improperly ob- į 
tained, then I shall concur with the Senator from 
Maine and vote against it; but as the matter now 
stands, in the present bankrupt condition of the 
Treasury, 1 think it is right that this subject 
should lic over; and hence I shall vote against the 
proposition, although F voted for it last year. 

Mr. PUGH. This matter was debated at great 


these treaties a very careful examination. I can- 
not see any mistake in the award. | think it is | 
in pursuance of the treaties, and I think the claim 

is indisputable. Despite the assertion of the Sen- 

ator from California and the Senator from Maine, 

1 do not believe there is a court of justice sitting | 
in the United States of America, anywhere, that | 
would hesitate about the construction of these 
treaties. They may have been wise or unwise; | 
they were made. In order to avoid a contro- | 


versy between the Choctaw tribe and the State of | 
Mississippi, we provided for the removal of the || 


tribe, and we agreed to give them acertain consid- 
eration. Subsequently, in 1855, we made another 
treaty with them, in which the Senate of the Uni- 
ted States was appointed the arbitrator, not, as 
the Senator from Maine seems to think, to go into 
any detail of accounts, but to settle the principles. 
We did settle them. The Senate did. I was not 

regent on that occasion; but the Committee on 
Padian Affairs, after an examination, reported to 
the Senate, and the Senate made its award. Of 
course it then went to the Commissioner of Indian 
Affairs, or the Secretary of the Interior, to ascer- 
tain the amount due according to those principles; 


i and whén we find the amount to be a large one, 
| instead of standing by our treaty and standing by 


our award, we begin togagatit. If the Choc- 
taws were 'a foreign nation, we should be com- 
pelled to pay it; and if it were a claim by us 
against a foreign nation, we would enforce, pay- 
ment by the Army and the Navy; but as it is an 
Indian tribe, which has relied upon the faith of 
the Government, whose members have served the 
Government, not only in the wars of the South- 
west, but in the wars of the Northwest, even un- 
der General Wayne, I think it is the more reason 
why the faith of the Government should be kept. 

Now, why not pay at the present time? The 
Senator from Iowa says the condition of the coun- 
try is such that we cannot pay it; and I believe 
the Senator from California thought so too. Did 
any body say anything about that when we were 
voting over two hundred million the other day 
for a Pacific railroad? We heard nothing about 
economy then, from either of those Senators. That 
might have staid over a year; it might have 
staid over two or three years. We heard noth- 
ing of the condition of the Treasury then. This 
is a debt; it is our duty to pay it; and now we are 
informed by the memorial of the Choctaw nation 
that their people are in asuffering condition from 
the loss of their crops, and in danger, many of 
them, of starvation and hardship; and we who, as 
to this part of the claim, have no sort of defense— 


| the fact is, there is very little as to the other; itis 


nore plausible than real—butas to this part of the 
claim there is no defense; it ought to carry inter- 
est from the day of the award by all legal princi- 
pies; and now; as I say, simply because itisa 
large amount, and due to people who have not the 
power to exact it from us, we, who can pass an 
appropriation of $200,000,000 for a Pacific rail- 
road, cannot vote to issue the bonds of the Gov- 
ernment for the payment of a just and an ac- 
knowledged debt—we ourselves having been the 
tribunal in our own case—and have decided the 
thing against ourselves. I shall give my vote for 
the amendment without any hesitation. 

Mr. LATHAM ealled for the yeas and nays, 
and they were ordered; and being taken, resulted 
—yeas 17, nays 27; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Bigler, Bragg, Clark, Doolittle, Fitch, 
Green, Hemphill, Kenuedy, Lane, Latham, Nicholson, 
Polik, Powell, Pugh, Rice, Sebastian, and Wigfall—17, 

NAYS—Messrs. Bingham, Bright, Chandler, Clingman, 

Yolamer, Dixon, Dougias, Durkee, Fessenden, Foot, Fos- 
ter, Grimes, Gwin, Harlan, Hunter, Johnson of Arkansas, 
King, Morrill, Pearce, Saulsbury, Seward, Simmons, Sum- 
ner, Ten Eyck, Trumbull, Wade, and Wilson—27. 

So the amendment was rejected. 


Mr, JOHNSON, of Arkansas. I voted for the 
amendment at first; but, finding the direction it 
was taking, I have chosen to change my vote to 
the negative. I now stand recorded against the 
amendment to pay the Choctaws that which we 
have acknowledged, through every branch of this 
Government, is just and due to them. Task per- 
mission now, in making the motion which I do 
make to reconsider the vote just taken, that this 
bill may be laid over until Monday next, for the 
purpose of considering this motion to reconsider. 

Mr. GWIN. [hope the Senator will be grat- 
ified in that respect. I hope the bill will go over 
until Monday. We have made a good deal of 
progress in our appropriation bills, and we have 
plenty of time. P 

Mr. JOHNSON, Arkansas. I thank the Sen- 
ator very much for his support of this suggestion 
of mine. Lask that the bill may be laid over for 
the purpose of looking into this matter somewhat 
more myself, and bringing to light the condition 
of the vote; the condition of the country; the con- 
dition of the claim; the condition of these people, 
who will have to come here forever, if this Gov- 
ernment stands at all, if gentlemen are consistent 
in the vote which they have east to-day, and will 
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continue to cast it hereafter. This. thing is an 
outrage; an outrage upon yourselves; an outrage 
upon the Chamber where it has transpired. Com- 
mon honesty will forever raise its hand against a 
thing like that. Itis notcharacterizéd or dictated 


by aregard for your equitable and honest obliga- | 


tion. 

I do not care what objections are now started 
by gentlemen. I say, you have heretofore ac- 
knowledged the justice of this claim; there is no 
question of fact here. By every sanction of this 
Government, you have acknowledged your duty 
to settle fairly with a humble set of petitioners, 
atribe of Indians, the most civilized we have upon 
the continent, who have been waiting at your 
doors, to my knowledge, for fifteen years, and who 
are waiting here now; and who, I believe, are 
doomed—because they know that there will come 
a body of men some time who will deal justly and 
rightly with them—to wait here for many years, 
and still petition. 

These things, I think, can be shown; and those 
who have defeated it simply by generalities, and 
by allusions, and by imputations, and by indirec- 
tion, and by complications, and by disputing bar- 
gains, and estimating as to the value of them at 
the time they were made and their present value, 
will also have time to consider the subject, and 
see upon what better grounds they can place their 
opposition. I have no question that they will 
find some other ground; and when they have done 
it, they can only do it with this reflection follow- 
ing each footstep: that they had failed to present 
any such view before, and that afterthoughts are 
presented to avoid an obligation which has been 
sanctioned in all the forms that are known to 
the establishmentof law. J ask that the bill may 
be laid over until Monday, on the motion which 
i have submitted to reconsider the vote rejecting 
the amendment. 

Mr. CLLINGMAN. Lam in favor of the mo- 
tion of the Senator from Arkansas. I have some 
doubt about the propriety of my vote on this 
amendment; Lam not quite satisfied with it; I find 
that there is great difference of opinion; and unless 
there is some pressing necessity for action now, 
I would rather it should go over a day or two, in 
order that I may look into the question. 


Mr. PEARCE. IJ would suggest that we might ; 


as well take the bill out of committee, and the 
chairman of the Committee on Indian Affairs can 
offer his amendment again in the Senate on Mon- 
day. We might as well pass the bill through the 
Committee of the Whole now. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas. [ask this favor 
of the Senate; and I believe it has been rarely 
denied. I cannot consent to yield to any more 


little mancuvers—I do not say that the Senator ;; 


from Maryland makes any little mancuvers—but 
these are advantages at least. I may notbe here 
when the amendment is next taken up and offered 
in the Senate. Ishall not press it in the Sena 
if it be defeated in committee once more. Le 
the Senate that privilege—which E have never 


denicd by my vote to any one, and which Fam not | 


disposed to believe the Senate will deny to me— 
that this bill may now lie over for consideration. 

Mr. PEARCE. I think the Senator would have 
precisely the same advantage under the sugges- 


tion I have made; but if he thinks otherwise, I ; 


shall not throw any obstacle in his way. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question 
is on the motion of the Senator from Arkansas, 
that the further consideration of this bill be post- 
poned until Monday next. 

The motion was agreed to. 


THE PRIVATE CALENDAR, 


Mr. LANE. I move that Friday and Saturday 

of next week be set apart for the consideration of 
private bills. 
* Mr. FESSENDEN. In the present state of 
the appropriation bills before the Committee on 
Finance, Í bope that Friday and Saturday will 
not be set aside for private bills. We havea great 
deal to attend to. 

Mr. LANE. At the suggestion of many Sen- 


ators, I will change my motion, and say Friday. | 
I shall make no further | 


Mr. FESSENDEN. r 
objection. I have made the suggestion. 
Senate can act as they please. 


The 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator | 
from Oregon modifies his motion, and now moves į 


ii and to termir 


i and publie document portion of the mail hy ste 


| ors expe 


that Friday of next week be setapart for the con- 
sideration of private bills upon the Calendar. 
The motion was agreed to. 


; POST ROUTE BILL. 
Mr. GREEN. I now move that the bill forthe 


organization of the Territory of Idaho be taken ! 


up. 
Pir. GWIN. Will the Senator from Missouri ! 


permit me to take up the post route bill, with the 
amendments of the House? He only wants his 
bill to be left as unfinished business, I believe. 

Mr. GREEN. ‘That is all. 

Mr. GWIN. I wish the post route bill to be 
taken up, in order that the amendments of the 
House of Representatives may be concurred in 
by the Senate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Firen.) 


| The Chair hears no objection to the proposition 


of the Senator from California. 
Mr. GWIN. The Post Office Committee have 


| examined the amendments; and they recommend 


the Senate to concur in the amendments of the 
House. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill (H. 


R. 714) establishing certain post routes is before | 


the Senate, and the Secretary will read the action 
of the Elouse of Representatives upon the amend- 
ments of the Senate, 

The Secretary proceeded to read the House 


amendments to the Senate amendments naming į 


additional post routes. 

Mr. GWIN. 1 hope that the mail routes at 
least will not be read in detail, ‘Phere are two or 
three amendments which are of some importance, 
There is no necessity for reading those which are 
merely the establishment of mail routes. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The reading 
of these amendments will be dispensed with by 
universal consent, and they will not be read ex- 
cept such as are called for by Senators. 

The Secretary read the House amendment to 
the eighteenth ‘section, added to the bill by the 
Senate. The House of Representatives strike out 


the whole of the cighteenth section, and in lieu of j 


it insert: 

Sec. 18. And be it further enacted, That the Postmaster 
General is hereby authorized and directed tò advertise for 
proposais for the daily transportation of the entire mail, 
overland, bitween St. Joseph, Missouri, or some other 
point on tue Missouri river, connected by railroad with the 
east, Which may be selected by the contractor, and Placer- 
lie, California, over the central route, the bids to-be re- 
evived til] the first Monday of April, 1861, and the service 
to commen uly 1, 1861, or as soon thereafter as possible, 
te July 1, 1865. And the Postmaster Ger- 
d toaward the contracts to the lowest 
responsible b furnishing ample guarantees of bis abil- 
ity and disposition to perform his contract: Provided, That 
the amount of bis bid shall not exceed $800,000 per year: 
Provided, ‘Phat the contractor shall supply Denver City and 

ireat Salt Lake City at least scmi-weckly without extra 
»: And provided further, That the letter and news- 


eral is hereby 


+ paper mail shall be carried through in twenty days, and the 


pamphlet, mi 
in thirty-five d 
thorize the carr 


azine, periodical, and public document mail 
Bat the Postmaster General may au- 
ngolsaid pamphict, magazine, periodical, 
nship route, 
-monthly, to San Francisco, if desired by the 
nd if said service is perforiued atthe contract- 
s expe And provided further, ‘That the contractor 
shall not be required, in addition to the letter inail, to carry 
more of the newspaper mail by the twenty-day schedule 
than will make the average weight of the whole mail one 
thousand pounds per day; and the remainder, if any, of 
the néwepaper mail shall be carried on the thirty-five day 
schedule above provided for. 


Mr. HUNTER. Are we adopting amendments 


at feust senti 


| to this bill? 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The first ques- 
tion will be on concurring in the House amend- 
ments to the Senate amendments. 

Mr. HUNTER. Ithink there ought to be some 
explanation. I understand that these amendments 


put to the bill will involve the expenditure of a | 


good deal of mouey, for another overland route 
in addition to the one we already have. Ishould 
like to know how much we are putting upon the 
Post Office Department, how much we add to the 
nostal expenses, already so heavy? 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator 


| can call for a separate vote on cach amendment. 


Mr. HUNTER. Ido not want to delay the 


Senate, but I think we ought to have some expla- | 


nation of what we are doing. 

Mr. GWIN. This is a House bill which the 
Senate passed at the last session, with amend- 
ments. Those amendments went to the House 
of Representatives and failed to receive the sanc- 


7 
i 
i 


tion of that body during the Jast session. It has 
been taken up as unfinished business at this ses- 
sion, and sent back the Senate amended: Varis 
ous post routes have. been put on,and there is an 
amendment to the provision for a daily overland 
mail to California. An amendment passed the 
Senate during the last séasion to establish a daily 
overland mail; but there was no limitation as to 
theamount. Now the House of Representatives 
has limited it, so that it shall not exceed $800,000: 


| The House of” Representatives also allow addi- 


tional time to carry printed matter—thirty-five 
days-—instead of requiring all the mail matter to be 
carried inthe same time. The Senate passed it dur- 
ing the last session; it comes back to us amended. 
This dispenses with the ocean service entirely, 
and carries the mail daily on the central route, as 
proposed during the last session of Congress, and 
passed by the Senate. 

Mr. LATHAM. My colleague is mistaken 
about one thing. The ocean service is to be dis- 
pensed with when the overland route’ is put in 
complete operation. ; j 

Mr. GWIN. Certainly. 

Mr. HUNTER. Butin the mean time, is there 


| not a limitation that you are not to send mail mat- 


ter by this line of over one thousand pounds? 

Mr. GWIN. All over one thousand pounds 
they have thirty-five days to carry in, instead of 
twenty. They have a thousand pounds to carry 
daily, and they have a longer period in which to 
convey the overplus. 

Mr. HUNTER. I think this bill ought to be 
referred to the Post Office Committee, and have 
some examination. 

Mr. GWIN. The Post Office Committee have 
examined it, and they have authorized me to rc- 
port in favor of accepting the amendments. 

Mr. HUNTER. Without examination? 

Mr. GWIN. They haveexamined it. Ithas 
been before the Post Office Committee six months 
during the last session and this, and every mem- 
ber of the committee has authorized me to report 
in favor of accepting the House amendments. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair 
would remark that the bill does not appear to 
have been referred, though it may have been ex- 
amined. 

Mr. GWIN. It was not referred; but I went 
to the members of the committee, and they au- 
thorized me to report in favor of accepting the 
amendments of the House. Every member of the 
committee is here. 

Mr. HALE. Tam on the Committee on the 
Post Office and Post Roads, and I want to say this 
in relation to this matter: the bill was brought 
back, and what the Senator from California states 
is exactly true; but the only point I think that the 
Senator has consulted the committee upon, is the 
overland mail route. My recollection is different 
from the Senator’s in regard to the proceedings 
of the body at the last session, I have an im- 
pression that this provision did not pass the Senate. 

Mr. GWIN. It did. 

Mr. LATHAM. Yes; it was put on the post 
route bill. 

Mr. GWIN. This very bill. 

Mr. HALE. I know, when we had the discus- 


„sion up, there was a good deal of debate, and a 


great many propositions were offered—one by 
myself, one by the Senator from Massachusetts, 
(Mr. Wirson]——— 

Mr. GWIN. I never heard an objection to 
any portion of the bill, except that about the over- 
land mail. 

Mr. HALE. That is what I was going to say. 
Of course, I supposed that was the reason. i 
regard to the provision for the overland mail, I 
was in favor of it last year, and I am in favor of 
it now; but I was in favor then, and am now, of 
dispensing with the Butterfield route. I thought 
then, and I think now, that we ought not to pay 
$600,000 a year for carrying that mail. The post- 
age that was received upon that route, by the re- 
port of the Postmaster General at the last session, 
which lexamined, if lrememberaright was some- 
thing like twenty-seven thousand dollars-for the 
sum of $600,000 paid out; but it was suggested at 
that time that, in consequence of the breaking off 
of the ocean navigation, which was suspended for 
awhile, and other causes, that would be constantly 
ineveasing; and I suppose it has increased. Ihave 
not looked at the report this session to know the 
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amount received last year. Can either of those 
Senators, tell me? 

Mr. GWIN. I have not examined it. 

Mr. HUNTER. What is the amount of the 
expenditure? ; 

Mr. HALE. The amount spent on the But- 
terfield route is $600,000, and on this route $800,000 
ig proposed, making §1,400000.a year. for car- 
rying.the mails between these two points sub- 
stantially. l am in favor of thiss overland mail 
route from St. Louis to San Francisco. I do not 
remember. what the precise termini are; but 1 
think itis incumbent upon us, in some way or 
other, to cutoff. the Butterfield route if we take 
this; because the establishment of this alone, and 
the payment of $800,000 to it, will enable it to 
carry everything that is necessary between the 
Atlantic and Pacific coast. If you establish this 
overland mail route, the Butterfield route will be 
comparatively useless; I may almost say entirely 
so, but perhaps not entirely so. I consented that 
the amendment should be reported, and I hope 
that the Senate will adopt it, but that is all the 
examination that has been given to the bill. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. I think a matter of this 
importance ought not to be passed without further 
consideration, more than we can give it at this 
hour of the day. 

Mr. GWIN. I am willing that it shall go over. 
Ido not want anybody to vote on it without un- 
derstanding it. It is unnecessary, however, to 
refer it, 

Mr. FESSENDEN,. 
adjourn, 

Mr. LATHAM. I hope the Senator from 
Maine will withdraw that, in order that a motion 
may be made to have the bill printed with these 
amendments. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. Certainly. 

Mr. LATHAM. I move that the amendments 
of the House be printed. 

The motion was agreed to. 


ST. MATTILEW’S CHURCH. 


I move that the Senate 


Mr. KENNEDY. With the indulgence of the p 


Senate, I should like to have a small bill con- 
sidered that will lead to nodebate. I move to take 
up the bill (S. No. 547) for the relief of the parish 
of St. Matthew’s church, in the city of Wash- 
ington. 

The motion was agreed to; and the bill was 
read a second time, and considered as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole. ft proposes to empower 
Rev. Charles J. White, parish priest of St. Mat- 
thew’s church, in the city of Washington, to sell 
certain lots of ground deeded to the priest of the 
parish by the late William Eashy, Commissioner 
of Public Buildings, known in the plot of Wash- 
ington city us lots Nos. 5, 6, 7, 8,9, 10, 11, 12, 13, 
and 14, in square No. 236; the procecds of the 
gale to be applicd to the uscs and benefit of the 
parish. 

The bill was reported to the Senate, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third 
time, and passed. 

HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 

The following bills from the House of Repre- 
sentatives were read twice by their titles, and re- 
ferred as indicated below: 

A bill (H. R. No. 972) authorizing a loan—to 
the Committee on Finance. 

A bill (H. R. No. 896) for the relief of D. D. 
Harrill—to the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads, 

A joint resolution (H. R. No. 5) authorizing 
the proper accounting officers of the Treasury to 
revise and adjust the accounts of John Randolph 
Clay, United States Minister to Peru—to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations. 


TERRITORY OF IDAHO. 


Mr. GREEN. I move now to take up the bill 
organizing the Territory of Idaho, merely for the 
purpose of having it left as unfinished business. 

Mr. PEARCE. Thatwill give it precedence 
over the Indian appropriation bill, and I hepe 
that will not be done, 

Mr. GREEN. I shall be willing to postpone 
it for that. 1 want to keep it alive; that is all. 

Mr. PEARCE, Very well. 

The motion was agreed to. 

On motion of Mr, GREEN, the Senate then 
adjourned. : 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Sarunpay, February 2, 1861. 


The House met at twelve o’clock, m. Prayer 
by the Chaplain, Rev. Tuomas. H. STOCKTON. 
‘The Journalof yesterday was read and approved. 


DESTITUTE INDIANS. 


The SPEAKER, by unanimous consent, laid 
before the House a communication from the act- 
ing Secretary of the Interior, transmitting and 
concurring in a recommendation of the Commis- 
sioner of Indian Affairs, that $100,000 be appro- 
priated for the relief of destitute Indians, under 
the direction of the Secretary of the. Interior; 
which, on motion, was referred to the Committee 
of Ways and Means, and ordered to be printed. 


PETITIONS RELATING TO THE CRISIS. 


Mr. JOHN COCHRANE, by unanimous con- 
gent, presented the petition of six hundred and 
sixty-seven citizens of the city of New York and 
its environs, in favor of compromise and concil- 
iation, and more especially in favor of the border- 
State proposition; which was laid upon the table. 

Mr. MORRIS, of Pennsylvania, by unanimous 
consent, presented the petition of citizens of Phil- 
adelphia, recommending the support of the Con- 
stitution, the maintenance of the Union, and the 
enforcement of the laws; which was laid upon 
the table. 

Mr. SPAULDING, by unanimous consent, 
presented the following: The petition of Hon. 
Millard Fillmore, Henry W. Rogers, J. T.Flatch, 
J.M. Smith, and three thousand others, in favor 
of the adoption of the Crittenden compromise; 
the petition of O, J. Green, S. C, Adams, Philip 
Bryer, W.F. Miller, and others, in favor of main- 
taining the Constitution and enforcing the laws; 
and the remonstrance of J. B. Saxe, J N. Rich- 
mond, J. H. Gaylord, Philetus Allen, and others, 
against any compromise of Republican principles; 
which were laid upon the table. 

JONAS P. LEVY. 

Mr. WALTON. Mr. Speaker, I vise for a per- 
sonal explanation, and an explanation on behalf 
of the Comumittec of Claims. A few days ago I 
reported, from the Committee of Claims, a joint 
resolution for the relief of Jonas P. Levy. On 
that occasion, I find the gentleman from Ohio 
[Mr. Suenman] reported as saying that it was the 
same claim which Mr. Whittlesey pronounced a 
fraud, after full examination. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I merely inquired whether 
it was the same claim reported against by Mr. 


Whittlesey. 4 


Mr. WALTON. In either event an imputa- 
tion migh:t be inferred against the Committee of 
Claims, and I wish to say a word. There is no 
authority of more weight with that committee 


than that of Mr. Whittlesey, who was so long 
its chairman, distinguished, I may say, above all 
others for his fidelity to duty. His report is a 
strong one against the claim; it was examined 
by the committee; it has been placed on the files; 
and it goes with the other papers to the account- 
ing officers of the Treasury for their examination. 
But in justice to all concerned, it is proper to 
state that it appears from Mr. Whittlesey ’s re- 
port that there is one item of the claim which he 
did not pass upon. Moreover, theclaimant alleges 
that there is important testimony in the case, 
which neither Mr. Whittlesey, the board of com- 
missioners, the Court of Claims, nor any other 
authority, has yet had. We simply propose that 
the claimant should have a rehearing with the ben- 
efit of that testimony and all that is now in the 
case. Thoe Senate so decided at the last session. 
J need not add another word; but in order that 
the ground upon which the committce acted may 
be understood, I will conclude with an extract 
from the report of the committee. Itis as follows: 

« On a review of the case, we find that there has been 
some new evidence produced, both favorable and adverse— 
much argument pro and con—inuch crimination and re- 
crimination, and yet that the case stands substantially as 
it did when Congress reopened it in 1854. The evidence 
now in the case will not admit a decision in favor of the 
claim; and, on the other hand, we are not disposed to re- 
ject it, because the papers alleged to have been lost have 
not been produced, nor have their contents, to any consid- 
erable degree, been supplied by secondary evidence. The 
elaimant further alleges that important papers now exist in 


the State and "Treasury Departments, which the committee 
might call for; but he does not allege that these are the 


papers originally filed and said to be lost. As to lost papers, 
the Court of Claims has well said that upon some evidence, 
though it be slight, of loss, and diligent and unsuccessful 
search, the claimant may then make affidavit of loss, and 
thereupon be permitted to prove the contents-of the lost 
papers by secondary evidence. This remains to be done; 
and we think the claimant should be permitted still to avail 
himself of this right. .” 

“Again: in respect to the claim for damages in conse- 
quence of illegal expulsion from Mexico, the Court of 


Claims states that a material defect in the evidence is, that 
the laws of Mexico under. which Levy was expelled have 
not been produced, nor inferior proofs presented. We can 
see no great difficulty in producing or proving the statutes 
of Mexico, or any resolution or order for the expulsion of 
American citizens from Mexico; and we think the claim- 
ant should be permitted todo it. This seems to have been 
a part of the claim admitted to be valid by the commission- 
ers. The Auditor rejected it for written reasons, but those 
reasons cannot be found; the Comptroller did not pass upon 
this part of the ease at all; and in rejecting it the Court of 
Claims distinctly intimates that it is for want of proof 
which is certainly materia), and seems to be attainable. 
For the purpose of permitting the claimant to produce 
evidence which the Court of Claims has decided to be 
pertinent and essential, and of disposing of the ease, the 
committee report the accompanying joint resolution, and 
recommend its passage. 
COMPROMISE MEMORIALS. 

Mr. NOELL. I desire to present three memo- 
rials from my constituents in reference to existing 
difficulties; one from citizens of Dent county, and 
another from citizens of Phelps county, Mis- 
souri, both signed by the farmers and working- 
men of those counties, asking Congress to adopt 
the Crittenden propositions. The third memorial 
isfrom Lucy A. James and thirty-five other la- 
dies of Phelps county. They come here not in 
the spirit of dictation, but as the descendants of 
those honored women who showed their devotion 
to the country in the days of the Revolution, ask- 
ing this House to take such measures as may avert 
the calamities which now threaten the country, 
and in which those nearest and dearest to them 
will be involved. 

The memorials were received, and laid on the 
table. 

TITLE TO CERTAIN LANDS IN IOWA. 

Mr. TRIMBLE. By the instruction of the 
Committee on Public Lands, I desire to report a 
joint resolution to quiet title to certain Jandsin the 
State of Iowa, and to ask that the same considered 
now and put upon its passage. 

The bill, which was read, provides that all the 
title which the United States still retains in the 
tracts of lands along the Des Moines river, above 
the mouth of the Racoon Fork therein, in the 
State of Iowa, which have heretofore been certi- 
fied to that State improperly by the Secretary of 
the Interior, as part of the grant approved under 
the act of August 8, 1846, be relinquished to the 
State of Iowa. < ; 

Mr. TRIMBLE. Ifthere is any objection made 
to it, such objection may be removed by an ex- 
planation which will not occupy more than two 
minutes, : 

Mr. THOMAS. 
explained. 

Mr. TRIMBLE. In 1846 the Congress of the 
United States made a grantof land to the State of 
Iowa to aid in the improvement of the navigation 
of the Des Moines river. The Secretary of the 
Interior certified to that State some four hundred 
thousand acres of land above the mouth of the 
Racoon Fork of that river. It has been decided 
by the Supreme Court of the United States that 
those lands were improperly certified. A sub- 
sequent grant made by Congress to the State of 
Iowa, for railroad purposes, covers the whole 
of these four hundred thousand acres, with the 
exception of about one thousand acres. These 
lands, therefore, do not revert to the Govern- 
ment of the United States in consequence of that 


Į would like to have the bill 


i decision, but are still to be retained by the State 


for railroad purposes. These lands have been 
sold to actual settlers, who have paid their money 
for them, They are now occupied, and there 
are three or four towns built upon them. There 
are, to my actual knowledge, lands among them 
worth from fifty to sixty dollars per acre. The 
settlers want their titles confirmed. The State 
sold and patented the lands to the present occu- 
pants; and all this resolution asks is, that their 
titles may be confirmed. This resolution is drawn 
up, and its adoption recommended, by the Secre- 
tary of the Interior. 

Mr. PHELPS. If I am not mistaken, this 
question was before the late Secretary of the in» 


1861. 
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terior for his decision; and there has recently been 
some action upon it by that Department. Is not 
that so? 

Mr. TRIMBLE. It is. I have had the matter 
in my hands since the last session of. Congress, 
and during the present session. The result of 
the deliberations of the Interior Departmentis the 
recommendation of the adoption of this resolution, 
which, as I said before, was drawn up by the Sec- 
retary of the Interior. 

Mr. PHELPS. Then it met with the approval 
of the Commissioner of the General Land Office, 
and of the late Secretary of the Interior, Mr. 
Thompson? 

Mr. TRIMBLE. Accompanying the resolution 
is a communication from the Secretary of the In- 
terior, giving his reasons for recommending its 
passage. ‘ 

No objection being made, the resolution was 
received, read a first and second time, and ordered 
to be engrossed and read a third time; and, being 
engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, 
and passed. 2 

Mr. TRIMBLE moved to reconsider the vote by 
which the resolution was passed; and also moved 
to lay the motion to reconsider on-the table, 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


Mr. SCOTT. Onentering the Hall this morn- 
ing, I found lying upon my desk an address to the 
President and Vice President of the United States, 
signed by W. C. Jewett, of Pike’s Peak, whom 
I suppose to be crazy and insane. I would like to 
know by what authority this House is to be in- 
sulted by laying such trash upon our desks? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair would state to 
the gentleman from California that he has no 
knowledge upon that subject. 

Mr. SCOTT. ‘That is all I desire. 


LARKIN TALLY. 


Mr. STOKES. I ask the unanimous consent 
of the House to report back, from the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions, a bill for the relief of Larkin 
Tally, a citizen of my district, and a poor blind 
soldier; and I ask that it may be put upon its 
passage. 

The bill, which was read for information, directs 


the Secretary of the Interior to place the name of 


Larkin Tally on the pension rolls of the United 
States, at the rate of eight dollars per month, from 
and after the Ist of January, 1861, during his nat- 
ural life, 

Mr. BURNETT. 
report. 

The report, which was read, shows that the 

etitioner volunteered in the company of Captain 

homas Ricks, of Mecklenburg county, Virginia, 
in 1813, and was attached to the sixth regiment 
commanded by Colonel William Sharp and Col- 
onel Greig Green. He served six months asa 
drummer at Norfolk. He swears thathe then was 
honorably discharged, but has lost or mislaid the 
same, so that hecannot produce it. The evidence 
further shows that he applied to the department, 
and drew two land warrants for eighty acres each; 
also that he is very old and very poor, and totally 
blind, and not able to procure any support for 
his family or himself, put, on the contrary, is 
wholly dependent upon the charity of others. 
These facts are fully substantiated by the deposi- 
tions of a number of good citizens. 


Task for the reading of the 


No objection being made, the bill was reported | 


by the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and 
ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. . 

Mr. STOKES moved to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill was passed; and also moved to lay 
the motion to reconsider upon the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


RESOLUTIONS OF MINNESOTA. 

Mr. ALDRICH, by unanimous consent, pre- 
sented the resolutions of the Legislature of the 
State of Minnesota upon the state of the Union; 
which were referred to the select committee of 
five, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. FENTON. J now call for the regular order 
of business. 

HARRIS AND BUTTERFIELD. 

The SPEAKER. The regular order of busi- 
ness is the consideration of the bill of the Senate 
No. 23, for the relief of Arnold Harris and Sam- 
uel F, Butterfield. 


lH 


| printed—and I expect it every moment—I desire 


Mr. CRAIG, of Missouri, obtained the floor. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I move that the rules be 
suspended, and that the House resolve itself into 
the Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union. f y 

Mr. CRAIG, of Missouri. ‘The gentleman has 
not the floor to make that motion. : 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Mis- 
souri has the floor. . 

Mr. FENTON. What is the regular order of 
business ? f ; 

The SPEAKER. Private bills. 

Mr. CRAIG, of Missouri. Unless some gen- 
tleman indicates a desire to debate this bill, I will 
call the previous question. f 

Mr. BINGHAM. I moveto lay the bill upon 
the table, 

Mr. CRAIG, of Missouri, called for the yeas 
and nays. 

Mr. BURCH. I move a call of the House. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I would ask if my motion 
is not now in order to go into the Committee of 
the Whole on the state of the Union? I hope the 
House will not waste the whole day‘upon this 
private bill. 

The SPEAKER. 
now. 

The SPEAKER ordered tellers upon the mo- 
tion that there be a call of the House; and ap- 
pointed Messrs. Varvanpicuam and Tuomas. 

The House divided; and the tellers reported— 
ayes seven; noes not. counted, 

So a call of the House was refused. 

The yeas and nays upon the motion to lay the 
bill upon the table were ordered. . 

The question was taken; and it was decided in 
the affirmative—yeas 97, nays 50; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Charles F. Adams, Aldrich, Allen, Ash- || 
ley, Babbitt, Beale, Bingham, Blair, Brayton, Bristow, 
Buflinton, Burlingame, Burnham, Butterfield, Campbell, 
Carey, Carter, Case, Coburn, John Cochrane, Covode, 
John G. Davis, Dawes, De Jarnette, Duell, Dunn, Edwards, 
Ely, Etheridge, Fenton, Ferry, Foster, Garnett, Gooch, 
Grow, Gurley, John T. Harris, Hoard, Holman William A. | 
Howard, Hutchins, Irvine, Junkin, Francis W. Kellogg, 
William Kellogg, Kenyon, Kilgore, Killinger, DeWitt C. 
Leach, James M. Leach, Longnecker, Loomis, Lovejoy, | 
Marston, McKean, Laban ‘I’. Moore, Moorhead, Morrill, 
Edward Joy Morris, Morse, Nixon, Olin, Palmer, Perry, 
Porter, Potter, Pottle, Edwin R. Reynolds, John H. Rey- 
nolds, Riggs, Christopher Robinson, James C. Robinson, 
Royce, Scranton, Sedgwick, Sherman, William N, H. 
Smith, Spinner, Stanton, Stevens, Stokes, Stratton, Tap- 
pan, Vhayer, Tompkins, Trimble, Vance, Vandever, Van 

Vyek, Wade, Walton, Cadwalader C. Washburn, Elihu- 
B. Washburne, Wells, Wilson, Windom, and Wood-—97. 

NAYS—Messrs. Green Adams, Adrain, Thomas L. An- 
derson, William C. Anderson, Barr, Barret, Brabson, Briggs, 
Brown, Burch, Burnett, John B. Clark, Colfax, Cox, James 
Craig, Curtis, Dimmick, Edmundson, English, Mlorence, 
Fouke, Hamilton, Hindman, William Howard, Hughes, 
Lee, Logan, Maclay, Mallory, Maynard, McClernand, Me- 
Kenty, McKnight, Moutgomery, Nelson, Niblack, Nocil, 
Phelps, Pryor, Quarles, Scott, Sickles, Spaulding, William 
Stewart, Thomas, Vallandighaim, Waldron, Webster, Wins- 
low, and Woodruft—a0. 

During the roll-call, : 

Mr. HELMICK stated that he had paired off 
with Mr. Hasxin on this bill. | 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Missouri, stated that Mr. 
Woopsown was confined to his room by indispo- 
sition. ‘ 

The result of the vote having beon announced, 
as above recorded, . 

Mr. BINGHAM moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was laid upon the table; and | 
also moved to lay the motion to reconsider upon | 
the table. n ; 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


LOAN BILL. 


Mr. SHERMAN. I now desire to call up the į 
loan bill, if it has beon printed. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state that 
the bill has not yet been returned from the Printer. | 

Mr. SHERMAN. I will move, then, that the 
House resolve itself into the Committee of the | 
Whole on the state of the Union. 

Mr. PHELPS. I hope the gentleman from || 
Ohio will permit me to offer an amendment to the 
loan bill; and if he does net propose to roceed 
with the consideration of the bill to-day, I should 
like to have my amendment printed. 

Mr.SHERMAN. As soon as the loan bill is 


The motion is not in order 


to call it up; and then the gentleman can offer his | 
amendment. 


JOHN RANDOLPH CLAY. 


Mr. NIBLACK. I ask that, by unanimous 


consent, the Committee of. the Whole House be 
discharged from the further consideration of joint 
resolution (H. R. No. 5)-authorizing the proper 
accounting officers of the Treasury to revise and ~ 
ane the accounts of John Randolph Clay, Uni- 
ted States minister to Peru.. The bill makes no 
appropriation, and it ought to pass. Mr. Clay is 
here in the city wajting for the settlement of his 
accounts. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I will not object-to anything 
that can be done by unanimous consent, í 

Mr. BRANCH. Iwill not object to this joint 
resolution, inasmuch as merely refers this matter 
to the accounting officers of the Treasury. Iam 
py. willing that it shall pass; but it is notto 

e understood as an expression of the opinion of 
the House that this party ought to be paid his 
claim unless he can ley to the accounting offi- 
cers of the Treasury that he can bring himself 
within the terms of the existing law. 

There being no objection, the Committee of the 
Whole House was discharged from the further 
consideration of the joint resolution. It was then 
ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; 
and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the 
third time, and passed. 

Mr. NIBLACK moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the joint resolution was passed; and 
aao moved to lay the motion to reconsider on the 
table. $ 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


BALTIMORE AND ONIO RAILROAD. 


Mr. CARTER. I ask leave to report back 
from the Committee for the District of Columbia 
Senate bill No. 377, to authorize the Baltimore 
and Ohio Railroad Company to extend the Wash- 
ington branch of their road to the Potomac river, 
and across the same, by an extension of the pres- 
ent structure known as the Long Bridge, for the 
purpose of connecting with the Virginia railroad 
at that point 

Mr. BARR. Iobject, 


D. D. HARRILL, 

Mr. LEE. I am instructed by the Committee 
on the Post Office and Post Roads to ask the 
unanimous consent of the House that the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House be discharged from 
the further consideration of House bill No, 896, 
for the relief of D. D. Harrill, and that it be put 
upon its passage. l 

The bill was read. It authorizes and directs 
the Postmaster General to examine the claim of 
D. D. Harrill, late postmaster at Shasta, Califor- 
nia, for his necessary expenses, attorney ’s fees, 
costs of court, and damages in the way of interest, 
in defending the actions of the Post Office Depart- 
ment against him as postmaster, and against his 
sureties—the judgments obtained in which actions 
having been heretofore remitted by the Postmas- 
ter Gencral—and to allow Harrill a sum not ex- 
ceeding $2,649 97 therefor. 

Mr. BURNETT. - Is there anything from the 
Department in regard to that bill? 

Mr. LEE. I ask that the report, which is very 
brief, may be read. 

The report was read. It discloses, first, that 
Drury D. Harrill, a citizen of the United States, 
was appointed postmaster at Shasta, California, 
on the jst of October, 1853, which office he held 
until June, 1855, during which time he expended 
$1,042 31 for necessary clerk hire in the transac- 
tion of the business of the office; also fifty dollars 


į per month for office rent, making $1,050 for the 


whole period for rent, which, with the amount paid 
for clerk hire, amounted to the sum of $2,092 31; 
which sum, in settling with the Department, Har- 


i rill withheld. For the recovery of this amount 


the Postmaster General instituted suit, and ob- 
tained a judgment, upon which execution was 
issued; whereupon Harrill borrowed the neces- 
sary amount to liquidate the claim, and paid the 
demand, judgment, and costs in full. On the 19th 
of March, 1859, the Postmaster General ordered 
$2,092 31 to be passed to the credit of Harrill on 
the books in the Department; it being the amount 
of the original claim of the Government against 
Harrill. It appears to be well established by ac- 
companying papers that Harrill, in defending the 
suitandin hiring money to liquidate jadgment and 
costs, incurred the following liabilities: attorney ’s 
fees, $827 69; court fees, $397 28; interest on 
moncy loaned to pay judgment, (three to four per 


| cent. per month,) $1,425; which is shown to have 
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Been thé usual rate of interest paidat that time in 
that. place on wellsecured paper, ; : 
-Phere being no objection, the Committee of the |i 
Whole House was discharged from the further 
consideration of the bill. I: was then ordered to 
be engrosséd, and read a third time; and being 
engrossed, it was according!y read the third time, 
and passed. S 
Mr. LEE moved to reconsider the vote- by 
which the bill was passedyand also. moved to lay 
the motion tò reconsider upon the table. 
The-latter motion was agreed to. 


` i LOAN BILL. ; , 

Mr. SHERMAN... The loan bill is now here; 
and I call for the regular order of business. It 
hag been'printed; and itis important that it should 
be passed immediately, so that the Senate may 
act upon. it to-day. ; 

The House proceeded to the consideration of 
House bill No. 972, authorizing a loan. 

Mr. GARNETT’. I rise to a point of order. I 
desire to know how this bill comes before the 


House. ; 
The SPEAKER. It was received yesterday by 
unanimous consent, with the understanding that | 
itshould come up to-day as soon as printed. That | 

is the way in which it comes before the House. 

The bill was read, and is as follows: 

Be it enacted, §c., That the President of the United States 
be, aid hereby is, authorized, at any time before the Ist of 
July next, to borrow, on the credit oi the United. States, a 
sum not exceeding $25,000,000, or so much thereof as, in 
his opinion, the exigencics of the public service may re- 
quire to be used in- the payment of the emrent demands 
upon the Treasury, and for the redemption af'Preasury notes 
now onistanding, and to replace in the Treasury any amount 
ofeaid notes Which shall have been paid and received for 
public dues. 

See. 2 And de it further enacted, That stock shall be is- 
sued for the amount so borrowed, bearing interest not ex- 
ceeding six per centam per annum, and to be reimbursed 
within a pértod not, beyond twenty year and not Jess than 
ten years; and the Secretary of the asury be, and is 
hereby, authorized, with the consent of the President, to 
cause certificates of stock to be prepared, which shall be 
signed by the Register and sealed with the seal of the Trens- 
ury Department, for the amount so borrowed, in favor of 
the parties fending the sume, or their assigus, which cor- 
fieates nay Le transferred on the books of the 'Preasnry, 
wider such regulations as may be established by the 
tary of the Treasury: Provided, ‘That no certificate 
be issued for a less sum than, $1,000: And provided 


«i 
‘Maat, whenever required, the Secretary of the Sr 


also, 
sury 
may cause coupons of semi-annual interest payable thercon 
to be attached to certificates issued under this act; and any 
certificate with such coupons of interest attached may be 
assigued aud trausterred by delivery, of the same, instead of 
being transferred on the books of the ‘Treasury. 


See. 3. And be it further enacted, That before awarding 
sald loan, the Secretary of the ‘I'reasury shall cause to be 
inserted In two of the public newspapers of the city of 
Washington, and in one or more publie newspapers in other 
cities of the United States, public notice that sealed pro- 
posala for such will be received until a certain day, to be 
specified in such potice, not less than ten days from its first 
insertion, in a Washington newspaper; and such notice 
shill state the amount or the loan, at what periods the 
money shah be paid, if py instalments, and at what plac 
Sireh sealed proposals shall be opened, on the day appoin 
jn the notice, in the presence ofsuch persons ns may choose 
to amond, and the prope alsdecided by the Secretary of the 
Treasury, who shall wecept the most favorable offered by 
responsible bidders for said stack. And the said Sceretary 
shall report to Congress, at the commencement of the next 
session, Ute amount of mousy borrowed uader this act, and 
of whom and on what terms it shall bave been obtained, 
with an abstract or br »mentof all the proposals sub- 
mitted for the same, distinguishing between those accepted 
and those rejected, witha detailed statement of the expense 
of making sach loans, 

Sec. 4. And be it further enacted, That the faith of the 
United States is hereby pledged forthe duc payment of the 
interest and the redemption of the principal of said stock. | 


Mr. PHELPS. I offer the following amend- 
ment to the bill: 


i Strike out all after the enacting clause, and insert as fol- 
ows: 

'Tiint the provisions of the third section of the act  au- 
thorizing a loan, and providing for the redemption of Treas- 
ury notes,” approved June 22, 1360, be, and hereby are, so 
modified as to empower the Secretary of the Treasury to 
negotiate the balance of said loan not already disposed of, 
on terms. which may appear to ‘be most favorable to the 
United States, which shail be offered, on notice to be pub- 
lished not less than tén days, at the discretion of said Sec- 
retary of the Treasury, in the manner prescribed in said 
third seetion of the act; and the proceeds of said loan may 
be applied in the discharge of the current expenses of the 
Government. 


Mr. Speaker, the bill, as reported from the 
Committee of Ways and Means, proposes to au- 
tharize the Secretary of the Treasury to negotiate 
a new loan’ of $25,000,000. At the last session of 
Congress we authorized a loan of $21,000,000. 
The wholcof thatloan hasnot yet been negotiated 
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by the Secretary ofthe Treasury. ‘Thereisa bal- 
ance of that loan of nearly fourteen million, which 4 


q š Š a8 aes 
he is now authorized to negotiate. The House 


of Representatives; at its last session, embodied 
inthe tariff bill aloan of $21,000,000;and that bill 


is now pending in the Senate, with a probability, 


J think I may say, that it will receive the sanc- 
tion of that body. We have now a preposition 
for a new loan, while we have still a law upon 
the statute-book authorizing aloan of nearly four- 
teen million dollars. Iam therefore opposed to the 
passage of the bill as reported by the Commniittee 
of Ways and Mgans. 

I desire that money shall be placed atthe con- 
trol of this Government, to- meet its ‘eurrent ex- 
penditures, including the redemption of Treasury 
notes; but I think the best policy would be to ne- 
gotiate the Joan already authorized, before author- 
izing anew loan. The credit of the country is 
already depressed, and we will still further de- 
press that credit by inseribing a new loan upon 
our statute-book. [think the true policy of the 
Government would be to negotiate the existing 
loan. My amendment obviates any difficulties in 
relation to the law authorizing that loan, and gives 
the Secretary of the Treasury power to make the 
negotiation forthwith. The exigencies of the 
Treasury Department are pressing. On the 21st 
day of January last there was but little over two 
million dolars subject to be drawn by the Gov- 
ernment of the United States in the various de- 
positories. 

"Che Secretary of the Treasury has informed 
us that before the #h of March next he will need 
something like cight million dollars, in addition 
to the receipts from the usual sources of revenue. 
He says that, under the terms of the loan act of 
Wd Jane last, he is required to advertise for too 
long a period of time, for at least thirty days, be- 
fore the loan is awarded; and he needs that sum 
of moncy between now and-the 4th of March next, 
The amendment which | have submitted proposes 
to modify the act of 22d June last_in that respect, 
by allowing the Secretary of the Treasury to ad- 
vertise for not less than ten days in the newspa- 
pers of thecity, and in such other cities as he may 
desire. It also removes another restriction con- 
tained in that bill, That is, that the loan shall 
not be negotiated for less than par. I propose, by 
my amendment, to modify the act of 22d June in 


that respect, so that the Secretary of the Treasury | 


may negotiate the loan at less than par. The 
bonds are to bear interest at the rate of six per 
cent.; and if my amendment be adopted, they are 
to be negotiated on such terms as the capitalists 
of the country are willing to farnish money to the 
Government. Lam willing to have this loan of 
nearly fourteen million negotiated in this way. 
But do gentlemen expect that the Government can 
obtain money on as favorable terms, with this 
loan outstanding, with the $25,000,000 now pro- 
posed in the bill, and the $21,000,000 loan con- 
tained in the tarf bill? 

To show the modifications proposed by my 
amendment, I quote the section of the act of 22d 
June last. The first section of that act provides 


that said loan shall ‘* be used in the redemption of 
Treasury notes now outstanding, and to replace 
in the Treasury any amount of said notes which 


shall have been paid and received for public dues, 
os 


aud for no other purpose.’? The third section is 


as follows: 


« And be it further enacted, That before awarding said 
loan, the Secretary ofthe ‘Treasury shall cause to bein 
in two of the public newspapers of the city of Washington, 
and in one or more public newspapers in other cities of the 
United States, public notice that sealed proposals for such 
loan will be received until a certain day, to be specified in 
such notice, not less than thirty days from its first insertion 
in a Washington newspaper; and such notice shall state 
the amount of the loan, at what periods the money shall be 
paid, if by installments, and at what places. Such sealed 


proposals shall be opened, on the day appointed in the no- | 


tice, in the presence of such persons as may choose to at- 
tend, and the proposals decided by tue Secretary of the 
Treasury, who shall accept the most favorable offered by 
responsible bidders forsaid stock. And said Secretary shall 
sion, the amount of money borrowed under this act, and of 
whom, and on what terms it shall have been obtained, with 
an abstract or brief statement of ali the proposals submitted 
for the same, distinguishing between those accepted and 
those rejected, with a detailed statement of the expense of 
making such loans: And provided, That no stock shall be 
disposed of at less than its par value; and the sum of $5,000 
is hereby appropriated, out of any money inthe Treasury 
not otherwise appropriated, to pay for engraving and print- 
ing the certificates, and other expenses of executing this 
act; but no additional compensation shall be allowed to 
any person receiving 2 salary by law.?? 


Do gentlemen suppose that the Government can 


report to Congress, at the commencement of the next ses- | 


obtain money on as favorable terms as it could if 
the loan proposed in the bill reported by the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means were notauthorized? 
f am aware that the answer will be made to the 
proposition which T make, that the loan of 92d 
June last was authorized to be expended in the 
retiring of Treasury notes, and for no other pur- 
pose whatever. We have provided by law, passed 
at this session of Congress, that the Secretary of 
the Treasury may issue $10,000,000 of Treasury 
notes; andthey have been already issued, for the 

urpoge of redeeming outstanding Treasury notes. 

am aware it will be urged that the balance of the 
loan of 22d June last is applicable only to the 
redeniption of the Treasury notes outstanding at 
the date of the passage of the act, and of such 
Treasury notes as were authorized to be issued 
at this sessi8n of Congress. These Treasury notes 
bear arate of interest at from ten to twelve per 
cent. The first $5,000,000 negotiated was at the 
rate of twelve per cent., cxcept about two hundred 
and fifty thousand dollars. The next $5,000,000 


negotiated was made at an average rate of interest 


| of not quite eleven per cent, The Treasury notes 


will not go into circulation. They will not be 
redeemed by the Government, because the hold- 
ers will not present them for redemption until 
the twelve months shall have expired, and the 
sixty days additional allowed by the terms of the 
act. In other words, there is no need of. pro- 
viding for the redemption of the Treasury notes, 
authorized at this session, until the next Congress 
shall have assembled. It will be ample time then 
to provide for their redemption, Gentlemen on 
the other side now propose to modify the tariff; 
and they assert that the tariff bill which passed 
the House of Representatives will, if it become 
a law, yield us at least $6,000,000 of revenue 
more than is received under the present tariff act. 
1 do not believe that it will be so. But the gen- 
tlemen who make the statement du believe it; and 
if so, why do they now propose to create so large 
a debt? 

It is expected that the tariff bill will go into 
effect about the Ist of July next; in other words, 
that we will commence to receive all the benefits 
under this increased rate of duties before the end 
of this fiseal year, or by the commencement of 
the next fiscal year. You must recollect, Mr, 
Speaker, that there is a large amount of goods 
now in the bonded warehouses—stored under the 
existing warehousing system—the importers hav- 
ing three years from the time they are deposited 
to withdraw them for consumption or reëxporta- 
tion. If this new tariffact, which proposes the 
abolition of the warehousing system, shall go into 
effect, you necessarily force into market a large 
amount of goods now deposited in the bonded 
warehouses; and thus you either increase the re- 
ceipts of revenue, or drive the importers to reéx- 
port these goods. I see that for the jast six months 
the goods entered for consumption, and with- 
drawn from the bonded warehouses, have been 
small; and the revenues derived from them have 
been insufficient to meet the expenses of the Gov- 
ernment. The merchants in the interior, owing 
to the pressure in the money market, atid to the 
political difficulties of the country, are slow in 
making purebases. If these political disturbances 
be settled, you will find commerce and manufac- 
tures reviving, and the importation of foreign 
goods will be largely increased, unless the higher 
rates of duties imposed under the new tariff bill 
shall have the effect of restricting importation. 

I repeat, Mr. Speaker, that if we desire to main- 
tain the public credit, our proper course is to make 
provision for the use of the loan already au- 
thorized, by the modifications proposed in my 
amendment, instead of authorizing a new loan of 
$25,000,000. I now tell the chairman of the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means that, if this bill pass 
in its present form, no money will be realized 
from it before the Ist of March next. In order 
to carry the act into effect, new plates will have 
to be engraved and notes printed, and that will 
require time. 

ut if my amendment be adopted, the plates at 
present in use can be used in printing the bonds 
to be issued; and, after ten days’ advertisement, 
the Treasury will be prepared to issue its bonds. 

The information which I have given to the 
House has been derived from the Treasury De- 
partment; and the amendment submitted by me 
receives the approval of the Secretary of the Treas- 
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1861. 


ury, with the exception of the one provision, that 
the proceeds of the loan shall be applicd to the 


current expenses of the Government; but I un- | 
derstand that the present Secretary of the Treas- | 


ury would have given the act of June 22 the same 
construction as I now propose to give it, in defi- 
nite terms. 

I propose to leave nothing to implication. My 
amendment proposes that this money can be used, 
not merely in the redemption of Treasury notes, 
but also to defray the current expenses of the 
Government, 

I think, Mr. Speaker, that this question is one 
of such magnitude that it ought not to be urged 
forward in this manner, and pressed upon the 
House without time for consideration. I am 
ready to’vote for the amendment which I have 
submitted, and for the billas thus amended; but I 
must say that I cannot, with the convictions which 
Į entertain, vote for the bill in the form in which it 
has come from the Committee of Waysand Means. 
It may be said that this $14,000,000 is inadequate 
to defray the expenses of the Government till 
the Ist of July next. I concede that it is. I 
stated the other day that we would require a loan 
of something like $25,000,000 to meet the current 
expenses of the Government from now till the Ist 
of July next, over and above the receipts from 
the ordinary sources of revenue. I still entertain 
that opinion. But if the tariff bill should become 
alaw, then the $21,000,000 loan provided for in it, 
added to the $14,000,000 already at the disposal 
of the Government, will make $35,000,000, while 
the expenses of the Government will only amount 
to $25,000,000 to the Ist of July next, over the 
current revenue, as estimated by the Secretary of 
the Treasury. I therefore say that it would be 
wise to pursue the course which I have indicated; 
and that the bill reported by the Committee of 
Ways and Means will have the effect of further 
depressing the credit of the Government. 

ir. SHERMAN. Lam somewhat surprised 
that my friend from Missouri should oppose a 
measure intended to pay off the existing debts 
made by this Administration. Thave here acom- 
munication from the Secretary of the Treasury, 
stating that there will be an actual deficit in the 
revenue of $21,677,524. The deficiency bill ap- 
propriates between two and three million dollars. 
So that there is an admitted deficiency of about 
twenty-four million dollars, to be now provided 
for. The amountio the Treasury on the Ist day 


of January was $2,233,220, while it requires at | 
y , { 


least $5,000,000 in the Treasury to carry on the 
daily operations of the Treasury Department. So 
that a deficiency of not less than $25,000,000 
exists, now to be provided for by loan. Now, 
Mr. Speaker, under these circumstances, while 
the Opposition side of the House bring forward 
a bill to place in the power of the Secretary of the 
Treasury moncy to pay off all the existing Habil- 
ities, it seems strange to me that any opposition 
should come from the other side of the House. 
All of this money will be required. My friend 
from Missouri docs not dispute that every dollar 
of this loan will be required to pay off existing 
abilities. 
statute-book a Joan law which would enable the 
Secretary of the Treasury by some means or other 
to get along until the 4th of March. 

Mr. PHELPS. I said that I was informed that 
somewhere in the neighborhood of eight million 
dollars would be sufficient to defray the expenses 


of the Government until the 4th of March—the | 
balance of the loan authorized in June last, of | 
which some fourteen million dollars is still within | 


the power of the Secretary of the Treasury to use. 
Mr. SHERMAN. I think a simple statement 
of this matter will settle this question. By the 


law of the 22d June last we authorized a loan of | 


$20,000,000. A portion of that loan was taken. 


"The balance could not be sold upon the terms of ; 


the law. In last December, at the pressing in- 
stance of Mr. Secretary Cobb, we authorized the 
issue of $10,000,000 Treasury notes, with the spe- 


cific pledge of the balance of the loan of June 22, | 


for the redemption of these Treasury notes.. And 
now, my friend from Missouri proposes to take 
that loan, thus specifically pledged for the redemp- 


tion of these Treasury notes, and apply it to the | 


current expenses of the Government. 1 say that 
it would be a violation of the public faith for this 


Congress to pass the law now proposed by the | 


gentleman from Missouri. The moneyed men of 


But he says there is now upon the ; 


New York would say the credit of the Govern- 
ment had been violated; because, when they took 
the Treasury notes under the law of December 
last, it was with a specific pledge, with a mort- 
gage, in fact, upon the Joan of the 22d June last, 
for their redemption. 

Mr. PHELPS. I desire to ask the gentleman 
from Ohio one question. Did he not vote for the 
homestead bill which passed during the present 
session of Congress? : 

Mr. SHERMAN. Oh, yes. 

Mr. PHELPS. And the gentleman voted to 
give away the public lands, notwithstanding the 
fact that they had been pledged for the redemp- 
tion of a former loan? 

Mr. SHERMAN. It has been held, over and 
over again, that that pledge only existed in regard 
to a very small portion of the public debt; and 
nearly all that to whichit applied has been paid off. 
But here is a specific pledge, made only a little 
more than a month ago, that the balance of the 
loan of June last shall be pledged for the redemp- 
tion of these Treasury notes; and now my friend 
from Missouri wants us to take the loan thus set 
aside for a particular purpose and apply it to the 
ordinary current expenses of the Government, 

Why, Mr. Speaker, the plain English of this 
matter is, that there is $25,000,000 of debts duc, 
and no money to pay them with; no revenues to 
pay them with. Wehave gotto resort to the credit 
of the Government. I suppose this $25,000,000 
provided for in this bill will be sufficient to settle 
up the accounts of this Administration. 

My friend refers to the tarif bill, The tariff 
bill, if it becomes a law, will probably not take 
effect until July next, when it will become neces- 
sary to provide by law for a deficiency that will 
accrue in the next fiscal year. That tariff bill 
will probably contain a provision for a temporary 
loan; butonly one, which will be required to meet 
the deficiencies for the next fiscal year. This loan 
bill is for a present deficiency, and therefore its 
necessity will not be obviated if the tariff bill shall 
become a law. 

If, as the gentleman says, the tariff bill will pro- 
vide a revenue sufficient to mect the current ex- 
penses of the Government, then it will not become 
necessary to negotiate the loan provided in the 
tariff bill. I certainly hope the event will prove 
that the tariff bill we shall pass will produce a 
revenue sufficient to meet all the expenses of the 
Government. If so, the loan bill which accom- 
panics that law will lapse, and that will be the 
end of it. I trust that no other Congress will 
ever be called on to pass any loan bill to meet the 
expenses of the Government ina time of profound 
peace. The ordinary revenues of the Government 
should always be sufficient to meet its expenses, 
unlessin timeof war. For the last three years, and 
during every session, the chairman of the Commit- 
tee of Waysand Means has been compelled to come 
in here with a loan bill, to supply the deficiencies 
inthe revenues of the Government. Itrust such an 
event may never occur again in a time of peace. 
But it is necessary, now, that we should make 
provision to pay off existing liabilities. Whether 
these liabilities have accrued in consequence of 
mal-administration of the Government, or for 
whatever cause, no man can doubt our obligation 
to make provision for paying off those liabilities. 

And here let me say a word to my friends on 


i this side of the House. I ask them, when we are 


compelled to come in here with Joan bill after loan 
bill to enable the Governmentto meet its expenses, 
if it is not time to pause in the appropriations they 
are making; certainly for the benefit of moonshine 
speculations for rights within the jurisdiction of a 
forcign Government. 

Now, as I desire to call the previous question 
upon this bill before I take my seat, I will answer 
any question gentlemen may desire to ask. Itis 
important that this bill should pass the Senate to- 

ay. 

Mr. HINDMAN. With the permission of the 


| gentleman from Ohio, I desire to offer an amend- 


ment; and, if he will allow me, I will state my 
reason for offering it. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I must say to the gentle- 
man again that it is important this bill should go 
to the Senate in time to have it passed there to- 
day, so that the Secretary of the Treasury may 
advertise for the loan, as he is required to do, for 
ten days. 

I will say, in regard to the engraving of the 
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| plate, to which my friend from Missouri alluded, 


that the ten days during whiclr the ‘notice contin- 
ues, will, 1 presume, be sufficient te have the’plates ~ 
engraved; and if not, the old: plates will answer 
the purpose, = TEE 

Mr. PHELPS. According to the doctrine of - 
the gentleman, they will all be needed to redeeni 
the outstanding Tr agury notes, so Si 

Mr. SHERMAN. ‘Well, they willnotbe needed 
for that purpose certainly within one year; and 
within that time, I presume, the artistsof the eoun= 
try will be able to get up ‘new plates. “So that, it 
seems, this objection of the gentleman from Mis- 
souri is a very small matter in consideration ofa 
bill of this magnitude. 

Mr. HINDMAN. I hope the gentleman from 
Ohio will permit me to offer my amendment. 1 
am very anxious to vote for this bill; and I can 
do so cheerfully, if my amend ment is adopted; but 
otherwise, I shall be compelled to vote in the neg- 
ative. ags 

Mr. SHERMAN. The gentleman cań send 
up his amendment, so that we can understand 
what itis. I move the previous question. 

Mr. MAYNARD. With the permission of the 
gentleman from Ohio, I desire to ask a single 
question. The question I desire to propound to 
the chairman of the Committee of Ways and 
Means, is this: the gentleman from Ohio has 
stated that, session after session, the Committee 
of Waysand Means have been compelled to bring 
forward loan bills to carry òn the Government. 
i now desire to ask if it is contemplated to bring 
forward any other loan bill during the present 
session of Congress? 

Mr. SHERMAN. This is the only loan bill, 
except that incorporated in the tariff bill, which 
is for a future deficiency, that we contemplate 
bringing forward during the present session. | 

Now, sir, I think the House understands this 
matter sufficiently well, and I must insist on my 
demand for the previous question, 4 

Mr. MILLSON. I desire to offer an amend: 
ment to the amendment of the gentleman from 
Missouri. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Very well, let the gentle- 
man send up his amendment, and then I ask for 
the previous question, 

Mr. HINDMAN. I ask that my amendment 
to the original bill be read. 5 

Mr. SHERMAN., lfthàtbe received, then no 
further amendment is in order. Iet the amend- 
ment of the gentleman from Arkansas be read. 

The Clerk read, as follows: 

Add at tbe end of the bill: 

Provided, That no part of the loan herein provided for 
shall bë used in support or maintenance of any troops or 
vessels for making war against any Strate or States that 
have seceded or may hereafter secede from the Union. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I trust that no foreign mat- 
ter like that will be insisted on being attached to 
this measure. 

Mr. MILLSON. I ask the 
to me to move an, amendment. 

Mr. HINDMAN. Let me ask whether my 
amendment has been received? 

Mr. SHERMAN. It has not, for the reason 
that it is not germane to the subject-matter of the 
bill. 

Mr. HINDMAN. Some four years ago, when 
the Kansas bill was pending, the gentleman from 
Ohio offered a similar amendment, which he then 
considered germane and in order, 

Mr. SHERMAN. That was to an appropri- 
ation bill, and limited the appropriation proposed 
to be made. This isa loan bill, and an entirely 
different matter. 1 do not yicld to let the amend- 
ment come in. 

Mr. MILLSON. I move to-strike out of the 
amendment of the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. 
Pueps] so much as authorizes the funds: raised 
by this loan to be applied in payment of the cur- 
rent expenses of the Government, 

Mr. SHERMAN. That is already engrafted 
upon the amendment of the gentleman from Mis- 


souri. 

Mr. MILLSON. That much I propose to 
strike out. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Ihave no objection to that 
amendment being entered. 

Mr. MILLSON. Mr. Speaker, thegentleman 
from Ohio has stated that it was strange the mem- 
bers of this side of the House should oppose a biti 
for the payment of debts incurred by the present 


gentleman to yield 
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Administration; and his remarks would leave the 
impression upon the. House that he was taking a 
+ Step desired by the Administration. I want to 
correct thatimpression. . The gentleman will find 
that the amendment of the gentleman of Missouri, 
with the amendment indicated by myself, will 
accomplish all the objects desired by the Secretary 
of the Treasury. 

The gentleman says that we want money to. pay 
the expenses of the Government after the expira- 
tion of the present fiscal year; but that is not the 
object of the present bill. ‘The Department, at this 
time, wants funds to meet the accruing expenses 
of the Government before the 4th of March. The 
Department will be satisfied with such modifica- 
tion of the act of June 22, 1860, as will dispense 
with the notice, and authorize the negotiation of the 
Toan on the most favorable terms. The Depart- 
ment does not desire the moncy raised by this loan 
to be diverted from the objects stated in the act of 
June, 1860; and therefore, if the amendment of the 

entleman from Missouri be amended as Í propose, 
it will meet at once the objection of the gentleman 
from Ohio, for it will not then divert the loan from 
the objects originally contemplated, which was to 
redeem outstanding Treasury notes. The Depart- 
iment is now able to meet the expenses of the Gov- 
ernment, provided you pass this loan bill with the 
modification suggested by the gentleman from 
Missouri and myself. 

Mr, PHELPS. The modification which Lhave 
moved in regard to the bill, does not require the 
Secretary of the Treasury to apply the proceeds 
of this loan in payment of the current expenses 
of the Government. It merely gives him permis- 
sion to do so. 

Mr. MILLSON. That is true; it only gives 
him permission to do so; but even that permis- 
sion renders the amendment liable to the objection 
made by the gentleman from Ohio. The Depart- 
ment, as l have said, does not want this moncy to 
be applied to the current expenses of the Gov- 
ernment, At present Treasury notes are re- 
deemed out of the current revenues of the Gov- 
ernment; but if this bill be passed it will relieve 
the current revenues from that liability to pay the 
outstanding Treasury notes. It will raise some 
six or seven million dollars; and I will state to the 
gentleman from Ohio that the Department does not 
propose even to negotiate the whole loan author- 
ized by this bill. ‘There will be no necessity for 
it. hat it wants is an immediate relief to the 
‘Treasury. The gentleman will find that the re- 
marks of my friend from Missouri are entircly 
correct, if the bill be passed in the mode proposed 
by the gentleman from Ohio. If a new loan be 
authorized, it will not meet the expectations or 
the wants of the Department at all; for it will 
postpone the receipt of money into the Treasury 
until the Ist of March, at the earliest. As tothe 
funds to be provided for the next fiscal year, they 
will be provided for in the loan bill inserted in 
the Morrill tariff bill, or in any other loan bill. 
What is necessary now is immediate, prompt re- 
lief to the Treasury, by dispensing with the ne- 
cessity of giving the notice provided in that bill. 
Let the bill be passed modifying the existing law, 
so as to dispense with the notice. now required, 
and to authorize the negotiation of the loan on the 
best terms, and that will meet with the require- 
ments of the Department. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I will saya word in reply 
to my friend from Virginia. If the course he 
suggests be pursued, then there will be no provis- 
ion of law for the redemption of Treasury notes 
issued under the law of last December. Then, 
next December will come around, and there will 
be no provision for their redemption. ` There will 
be no loan for their redemption, and this Gov- 
ernment will have to go on paying interest at the 
rate of twelve per centum per annum upon these 
Treasury notes. In that way a burden will be 
thrown upon the next Congress that ought to be 
provided for by this Congress. And the gentle- 
man does not answer my objection, and that is, 
that the loan of June 22, 1860, was specifically 
pledged in December last for the identical notes 
issued at that time. How this House can divert 
that fund without a violation of the public honor, 
I cannot see. 

Mr. MILLSON. 
Treasury Department that the late issue of Treas- 
ury notes will be presented for payment, because 
of the high rate of interest which they bear: 


It is not expecied at the |! r 


question. If the course he suggests should be 
pursued, is there any provision of law for the 
payment of those Treasury notes when they be- 
come due? 

Mr. MILLSON. I willanswer the gentleman. 
The present bill, as modified by the gentleman 
from Missouri and myself, will leave the law 
exactly asit stood before, with the exception that 
it dispenses with the notice, and authorizes the 
negotiation of the loan on any terms that may be 


favorable. 

Mr. SHERMAN 
question. 

Mr. GARNETT. 
ask him a question? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Yes, for information. 

Mr. GARNETT. If this bill pass, I under- 
stand the gentleman to admit that our obligations 
will then be $25,000,000 under this bill, $20,000,000 
under the Morrill tariff bill, and $14,000,000 under 
a former bill. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The $14,000,000 referred 
to takes the place of outstanding Treasury notes. 
It is not a new loan. 

Mr.GARNETT. Aretheloans—$14,000,000, 
$20,000,000, and $25,000,000, in all $59,000,000 
—required to meet the appropriations made by 
this Congress and the outstanding Treasury 
notes? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Yes, sir; every dollar of it. 

Mr. GARNETT. In addition to the current 
revenue? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Until the tariff bill be 
passed and tried, we cannot tell whether it will 
supply suflicient revenue or not to meet the cur- 
rent expenses of the Government. But, sir, this 

425,000,000, every dollar of it, is required to meet 

existing liabilities. The $14,000,000 provided by 
the act of June 22, will be required to meet out- 
standing Treasury notes. 

Mr. GARNETT. Then the Morrill bill loan 
will be mere surplus; and, in fact, this may be 
considered a bill for what purposes? 

Mr. JOHN COCHRANE. I beg leave to say 
to the gentleman from Ohio, the chairman of the 
Committee of Ways and Means, that if he de- 
pends upon the operation of the tariff bill for the 
revenues of the country, he, and those who think 
with him, will be entirely disappointed. The ab- 
rogation of the warehouse system will, I think, 
shackle and paralyze the commerce of the coun- 


try. 

Wir. SICKLES. That is a very good reason 

way a tariff bill should be accompanied by a loan 
ill. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I hope gentlemen will not 
debate the tariff bill here. I call the previous 
question. 

The question first being upon the amendment 
offered by Mr. Minison to the amendment of Mr. 
PHELPS, 

Mr. GARNETT demanded the yeas and nays. 

Mr. JOHN COCHRANE called for tellers 
upon the yeas and nays. 

Mr. SHERMAN. ` I see no necessity for tak- 
ing the yeas and nays upon the amendment to 
the amendment. 
| Mr. BURNETT. We want the yeas and 
i nays. 

Tellers were ordercd; and Messrs. VANDEVER 
and Jonn Cocnrane were appointed. 

The House divided; and the tellers reported— 
ayes thirty-three; noes not counted. 

So the yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. SICKLES. J desire to have the amend- 
ment of the gentleman from Virginia read in con- 
nection with the amendment of the gentleman from 
Missouri. 

Mr. WINSLOW. We may very well pass 
Pacific railroad bills, and others of that character, 
without knowing what we are doing; but when 
we come to pass loan bills, I think we should 
know what we are about; and therefore I desire 
to have the amendments read. 

Mr. PHELPS. I wish to make another in- 
quiry. The gentleman from Arkansas offered an 
amendment, and I desire to know whether, or not, 
it was received? ` 

The SPEAKER. The Chair supposes it was 


| not. ‘ 

Mr. BURNETT. That amendment only pro- 
posed to limit the uses to which this money 
| should be applied, and we have precedents for 


I demand the previous 


Will the gentleman let me 


Mr. SHERMAN. Let me ask my friend one || such amendments in the action of former Con- 


gresses. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair did not decide 
that the amendment was not germanc to the bill, 
but the gentleman from Ohio did not receive the 
amendment. 

Mr. BURNETT. The gentleman from Ohio 
had no control over it. He had yielded the floor 
to the gentleman from Arkansas. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair saw that there 
might be confusion, and he paid closẹ attention 
to the matter. The Chair states that the gentle- 
man from Ohio did not yield for that purpose. 
He yielded to hear the amendment read, and after 
he heard it, he objected; and then the gentleman 
from Virginia rose and offered his amendment. 

Mr. HINDMAN. I was giving special atten- 
tion to what the gentleman from Ohio was say- 
ing, and I think the Chair is in error in his recol- 
lection of what he did say. I say—of course, with 
all respect to the Chair—the gentleman from Ohio 
yielded me the floor to offer my amendment, 

Mr. SHERMAN. Only that it might be read; 
and then I objected, and said it was not material, 
&c. The gentleman from Virginia having offered 
an amendment to an amendment, that is the end 


of it, 

Mr. HINDMAN. Of course; but the gentle- 
man from Virginia had not offered his amendment 
at the time I offered mine. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I understood myself as 
objecting in a very polite way. 

Mr. HINDMAN. I did notso understand the 
matter. 

The question was then taken; and it was de- 
cided in the affirmative—yeas 126, nays 42; as 
follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Charles F. Adams, Adrain, Aldrich, Al- 
ley, Thomas L. Anderson, William C. Anderson, Avery, 
Barr, Bingham, Blair, Blake, Bocock, Branch, Briggs, 
Bristow, Brown, Buffinton, Burch, Burlingame, Burnett, 
Burnham, Campbell, Carey, Carter, Case, Coburn, John 
Cochrane, Colfax, Conkling, Covode, Cox, Burton Craige, 
Curtis, Dawes, De Jarnette, Dimmick, Duct, Dunn, Ed- 
gerton, Edmundson, Edwards, Eliot, Ely, Etheridge, Pen- 
ton, Foster, Frank, French, Garnett, Gilmer, Gooch, Grow, 
Hale, Hamilton, Jobn T. Harris, Hatton, Helmick, Hoard, 
Humphrey, Hutchins, Jenkins, Junkin, Francis W. aer 
logg, William Kellogg, Killinger, Kunkel, Larrabee, James 
M. Leach, Logan, Longnecker, Lovejoy, Maciay, Mallory, 
Maynard, McClernand, McKean, MckKenty, McKnight, 
Milson, Laban T. Moore, Moorhead, Morrill, Nelson, Nix- 
on, Nocll, Palmer, Peyton, Porter, Potter, Pryor, Quarles, 
Edwin R. Reynolds, John H. Reynolds, James ©. Robinson, 
Royce, Rust, Scranton, Sherman, Sickles, Spinner, Stan- 
ton, Stevens, Stevenson, William Stewart, Stokes, Stout, 
Stratton, Tappan, Thayer, Theaker, Thomas, ‘Tompkins, 
Trimble, Vallandigham, Vance, Vandever, Wade, Wal- 
dron, Walton, Cadwalader C. Washburn, Ellibu B. Wash- 
burne, Webster, Wilson, Windom, Wood, and Wright 
—126. 4 

NAYS—Messrs. Allen, Ashley, Babbitt, Barret, Beale, 
Brayton, Butterfield, Horace F, Clark, Conway, James 
Craig, H. Winter Davis, John G. Davis English, Ferry, 
Florence, Fouke, Gurley, Hindman, Holman, William 
Howard, William A. Howard, Hughes, Irvine, Kenyon, 
Kilgore, DeWitt C. Leach, Loomis, Edward Joy Morris, 
Isaac N. Morris, Morse, Niblack, Perry, Phelps, Potte, 
Riggs, William N. H. Smith, Spaulding, Van Wyck, Wells, 
Whiteley, Winslow, and Woodrufl—42. 

So the amendment to the amendment was 
agreed to. 

During the vote, 

Mr. FRENCH stated that Mr. Rice was 
detained from the House by indisposition. 

Mr. DAWES made asimilar statement in refer- 
ence to Mr. DELANO. f 

Mr. CASE made a similar statement in refer- 
ence to Mr. PETTIT. 


The result was announced as above recorded. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

A message was received from the Senate, by 
Mr. Parron, one of their clerks, notifying the 
Housethat the Senate had passed a resolution that 
a committee be appointed by the President of the 
Senate, consisting of three members, to join such 
committee as may be appointed by the House of 
Representatives to ascertain and reporta mode for - 
examining the vote for President and Vice Presi- 
dent of the United States, and of notifying the 

ersons chosen of their election; and that Mr. 

RUMBULL, Mr. Foor, and Mr. Laram, had 
been appointed such committee upon the part of 
the Senate. 

_ Also, that the Senate had ordered the publica- 
tion of certain documents. 

Also, that the Senate had passed the following 
House bilis, with amendments; in which he was 
directed to ask the concurrence of the House: 

A bill (No. 892) making appropriations for the 


1861. 
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executive, legislative, and judicial expenses ofthe 
Government for the year ending the 30th of June, 
1860; and . 

A bill (No. 864) making appropriations for the 
consular and diplomatic expenses of the Govern- 
ment for the year ending the 30th of June, 1862. 


LOAN BILL-——AGAIN. 
The question being next upon the amendment 
offered by Mr. Puetrs, 
Mr. PHELPS demanded the yeas and nays. 
The yeas and nays were ordered. 
The question was taken; and it was decided in 
the negative—yeas 52, nays 120; as follows: 


YEAS—Mesgsrs. Thomas L. Anderson, Avery, Barr, Bo- 
cock, Branch, Brown, Burnett, John B. Clark, John Coch- 
rane, Cox, Burton Craige, John G. Davis, De Jarnette, 
Edmundson, English, Fouke, Garnett, John 'F. Harris, 
Hindman, Holman, Hughes, Jenkins, Larrabee, James M. 
Leach, Logan, Maclay, Mallory, Maynard, Millson, Laban 
T. Moore, Niblack, Noell, Pendleton, Peyton, Phelps, 
Pryor, Quarles, James C. Robinson, Rust, Scott, Sickles, 
Simms, William N. H. Smith, Stevenson, Stokes, Stout, 
Thomas, Vallandigham, Vance, Whiteley, Winslow, and 
Wright—82. 

NAYS~—Messrs. Charles F, Adams, Green Adams, Ad- 
rain, Aldrich, Allen, Alley, William C. Anderson, Ashley, 
Babbitt, Beale, Bingham, Blair, Blake, Brabson, Brayton, 
Briggs, Bristow, Buffinton, Burch, Burlingame, Burnham, 
Butterfield, Campbell, Carey, Carter, Case, Coburn, Colfax, 
Conkling, Conway, Covode, James Craig, Curtis, H.Winter 
Davis, Dawes, Duell, Dunn, Edgerton, Edwards, Etiot, 
Ely, Etheridge, Fenton, Ferry, Florence, Foster, Frank, 
French, Gilmer, Gooch, Grow, Guricy, Hale, Hatton, Hel- 
mick, Hoard, William A. Howard, Wumphrey, Hutchins, 
Irvine, Junkin, Francis W. Kellogg, William Kellogg, Ken- 
yon, Kilgore, Killinger, DeWitt C. Leach, Lee, Long- 
necker, Loomis, Lovejoy, Marston, McClernand, McKean, 
McKenty, McKnight, Montgomery, Moorhead, Morrill, 
Edward Joy Morris, Isaac N. Morris, Morse, Nelson, Nixon, 
Olin, Palmer, Perry, Porter, Potter, Pottle, Edwin H. Rey- 
nolds, Riggs,Christopher Robinson, Royce, Scranton, Sedg- 
wick, Sherman, Spaulding, Spinner, Stanton, Stevens, 
Wiliam Stewart, Stratton, Tappan, ‘Thayer, ‘Tompkins, 
Train, Trimble, Vandever, Van Wyck, Wade, Waldron, 
Walton, Cadwalader C. Washburn, Elithu B. Washburne, 
Webster, Wells, Wilson, Wood, and Woodrufl—120. 

So the amendment was not agreed to. 

During the vote, 

Mr. MARTIN, of Virginia, stated that had he 
been within the Hall when his name was called, 
he should have voted in the affirmative, 

The bill was then ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time; and being engrossed, it was 
accordingly read the third time. 

Mr. LEACH, of North Carolina, demanded 
the yeas and nays on the passage of the bill. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and it was decided in 
the affirmative—yeas 124, nays 46; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Charles F. Adams, Green Adams, Ad- 
rain, Aldrich, Alien, Alley, William C. Anderson, Ashley, 
Babbitt, Bingham, Blair, Blake, Brayton, Briggs, Bristow, 
Buffinton, Burch, Burlingame, Burnham, Butterfield, 
Campbell, Carey, Carter, Case, Coburn, Colfax, Conkling, 
Couway, Covode, James Craig, Curtis, H. Winter Davis, 
John G. Davis, Dawes, Duell, Dunn, Edgerton, Edwards, 
Eliot, Ely, English, Fenton, Ferry, Florence, Loster, Frank, 
French, Gooch, Grow, Gurley, Hale, Helmick, Hoard, Hol- 
man, William A. Howard, Hughes, Humphrey, futebins, 
Irvine, Junkin, Francis W. Kellogg, Kenyon, Kilgore, Kil- 
linger, Larrabee, DeWitt C. Leach, Lee, Longnecker, Loo- 
mis, Lovejoy, Maclay, McKean, McKenty, McKnight, 
Montgomery, Moorhead, Morrill, Edward Joy Mortis, fsaac 
N. Morris, Morse, Nelson, Niblack, Nixon, Noell, Palmer, 
Perry, Porter, Potter, Powe, Edwin R. Reynolds, John H 
Reynolds, Riggs, Christopher Robinson, James C. Robinson, 
Royce, Scott, Scranton, Sedgwick, Sherman, Sickles, 
Spaulding, Spinner, Stanton, Stevens, William Stewart, 
Stout, Stratton, Thayer, Tompkins, Train, Trimble, Van- 
dever, Van Wyck, Wade, Waldron, Walton, Cadwalader 
C. Washburn, Ellibu B. Washburne, Webster, Wells, 
Wilson, Windom, Wood, and Woodruff—124. 

NAYS—Messrs. Thomas L. Anderson, Avery, Barret, 
Beale, Bocock, Brabson, Branch, Brown, Burnett, John 
B. Clark, John Cochrane, Cox, Burton Craige, De Jarnette, 
Edmundson, Etheridge, Garnett, John T. Harris, Batton, 
Hindman, William Howard, Jenkins, James M. Leach, 
Logan, Mallory, Elbert S. Martin, Maynard, MeClernand, 
Milison, Laban ‘T.Moore, Pendleton, Peyton, Phelps, Pryor, 
Quarles, Rust, Simms, William N. H. Smith, Stevenson, 
Stokes, Thomas, Vallandigham, Vance, Whiteley, Wins- 
low, and Wright—46. 


So the bill was passed. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Virginia, (when his name was 
called,) said: Not regarding this asa war measure 
by any means, I vote “no” for other reasons, 

Mr. SHERMAN moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was’ passed; and also moved to 
lay the motion to reconsider on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


Mr. SHERMAN. I move that the rules be 
suspended and that the House resolve itself into 
the Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union. Pending that motion, I move that the 
debate upon the pending amendment—the Chiri- 
qui amendment—terminate at four o’clock. 


COUNTING OF VOTES FOR PRESIDENT, ETC. 


Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. IF rise toa 
rivileged question. I move to take up the reso- 
ution of the Senate in relation to the mode of 

counting the votes for President and Vice Presi- 
dent. 

Mr. GARNETT. I object to taking up that 
resolution now. ` 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. I think itis 
a privileged question. It isin reference to carry- 
ing out a constitutional provision, and I shall 
propose the usual resolution upon the part of the 
House, following the precedents of forty years 
without variation. 

Mr. GARNETT. I submit that it is not in 
order to submit that motion except by unanimous 
consent. Itis perfectly competent for the gentle- 
man, following the rules of the House,on Monday 
to move to suspend the rules, or else to procecd 
to the business upon the Speaker’s table, thereb 
reaching that resolution in the regular way. 
question of privilege is a question touching the 
rights of some member of this House, or touching 
the privileges of this House. This, like many 
other duties imposed upon us by the Constitution, 
is to be exercised in the regular way, in conform- 
ity to the rules of the House. It does not touch 
the privileges of the House or of any of its mem- 
bers. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair supposes that it 
is a constitutional requirement that the votes shall 
be counted on a certain day; and in that aspect of 
the case, it seems necessary that arrangements 
should be made for that purpose. The Chair is 
therefore of the opinion that this is a privileged 
question. 

Mr. GARNETT. I doubt not that the decis- 
ion of the Chair will be affirmed by the House; 
but I feel so confident that it is wrong—I say it 
with great deference to the Speaker—that I re- 
spectfuliy take an appeal from the decision of the 

hair, 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. 
lay the appeal upon the table. 

Mr. MeCLERNAND. I wish simply to say 
that while I have no objection to the passage of 
the resolution, I think the point of order is well 
taken. 

Mr. GARNETT. Thatis precisely my own 
position. I have no objection to the resolution, 
ar to the counting of the votes in a perfectly reg- 
ular way; but I am unwilling to afford any facil- 
ities against the rules of the House for that pur- 
pose. Idemand the yeas and nays on the motion 
to lay the appeal on the table; and I call for tellers 
on the yeas and nays. 

Tellers were not ordered. 

The yeas and nays were not ordered. 

Mr. GARNETT called for tellers on the mo- 
tion. 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. GARNETT, 
and Wasnpurye of Illinois, were appointed. 

The House divided; and the tellers reported— 
ayes 106, noes 19. 

So the appeal from the decision of the Chair 


I move to 


was laid upon the table. i 


The resolution of the Senate was again read. 
Mr. WASHBURNE, of Hlinois. I offer the 
following resolation: 


Resolved, That the House agree to the appointment of a | 
committee, to consist of five members, to join said com- 
ntitice on the part of the Senate. 


Į will state that that resolution is precisely the | 
same as the resolution offered by Mr. Jonges, of 
Tennessee, on the 2d of February, 1857. 

The resolution was agreed to. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Ilinois, moved to re- 
consider the vote by which the resolution was 
agreed to; and also moved to lay the motion to 
reconsider upon the table. 

The latter motion was agrecd to. i 
The SPEAKER thereupon appointed the fol- 
lowing committee on the part of the House: 
Messrs. WasHBURNE of Illinois, AÐDRAIN, CRAIG 
of Missouri, Euy, and AxnpeRsox of Kentucky. 


PRINTING OF PATENT OFFICE REPORT. 


Mr. GURLEY. A few days ago the House 
adopted a resolution instructing the Committee 
on Printing to inquire and report the causes of the 
delay in the printing of the mechanical portion of 
the Patent Office Report. 1 addressed a letter to || 
the Superintendent of the Public Printing on that || 


subject, and I hold in my hand hisanswer. Lask 
that it be read. 

The Clerk read the letter. bet 

Mr. GURLEY. I move that the letter of the 
Superintendent, with the letters accompanying it, 
be laid upon the table and printed. . : f 

The motion was agreed to 


PRINTING OF A REPORT. 


Mr. MILLSON. I move that thirty thousand 
extra copies of the report of the select committee 
in reference to the abolition of the franking priv- 
ilege be printed. ; 

The motion was referred, under the rule, to the 
Committee on Printing. 


DEFICIENCY BILL. 


Mr. SHERMAN. I now submit the motion 
that general debate on the Chiriqui amendment of 
the Senate to the deficiency bill closeat four o’clock 
this afternoon. ` ` 

Mr. MORSE. I hope my friend, the chairman 
of the Committee of Ways and Meañs, will not 
press that motion. ‘ f 

Mr. SHERMAN. I think we have wasted 
enough time about this Chiriqui matter—three 
days. 


Mr. SICKLES. I suggest to the gentleman 


|! that he should name five o’clock instead of four. 


Mr. MORSE. I will say to the chairman of 
the Committee of Ways and Means that this-is a 
measure which was reported by the Committee 
on Naval Affairs. No member of that committee 
has yet succeeded in getting the floor to explain 
the reasons which induced the committee to re- 
port this measure to the House. We have had 
two hour speeches against the amendment and 
oneforit. The gentleman’s colleague, (Mr. Stran- 
Ton,] who now has the floor, is also opposed ‘to 
the measure, and will probably occupy the. re- 
maining hour which the gentleman proposes to 
allow for this debate. Thus, Mr. Speaker, the 
Committee on Naval Affairs will be entirely over- 
slaughed, and will not be allowed the privilege of 
giving the reasons which induced us to bring the 
measure before the House. I hope that the de- 
bate will not be limited. 

Mr. JOHN COCHRANE. I suggest to the 
gentleman from Ohio that he do not move to go 
into the Committee of the Whole on the state of 
the Union, at this time. The gentleman from 
Maryland [Mr. Hucues] has the floor upon the 


| report of the select committee of thirty-three, and 


is anxious to proceed now, being unable to pro- 
ceed by gas-light because of a defect in his vision; 
and he will find itnecessary, I understand, to read 
a number of extracts. 

Mr. SHERMAN. My desire to dispose of this 
deficiency bill grows out of the fact that poor men 
have money duc them for printing, and other ser- 
vices about this Capitol, which is provided for in 
the bill, and they come to me every day, wanting 
to know when the deficiency bill will pass, some 
of them saying that they are really in need. 


| hope, therefore, that we shall not continue the 


discussion of this Chiriqui matter. 
Mr. MAYNARD. Let the deficiency bill go 


| through, and let the Chiriqui matter stand upon 


its own merits. We can then discuss it at our 


leisure. 


Mr. SHERMAN. 


I am informed by my col- 


i league, [Mr. Sranrown,] who has the floor in com- 


mittee, that he is willing to waive his right, and 
allow the gentleman from Maine to be heard. 

Mr. STANTON. Ishall not occupy more than 
ten minutes. 

Mr. SCOTT. I suppose that the State which J, 
in part, represent upon this floor, is more immedi- 
ately and directly interested in this Chiriqui mat- 
ter than all the other States put together. It is 
my desire to submit a few remarks to the House 


| upon the subject. Two long and able speeches 


have been made in opposition to the amendment 
of the Senate; and I hope that, considering the 
importance of the subject, the chairman of the 
Committee of Ways and Means will not put the 
gag law upon us. 

I understand that the Committee of Ways and 
Means have unanimously reported against: ghis 
amendment. That committee is certainly entitled 
io high respect; but the Committee on Naval Af- 
fairs is equal to it in every respect. Two mem- 
bers of the Committee of Ways and Means have 
been heard, and I have no doubt my friend from 
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Maine, [Mrs Morss,] the chairman of the Naval 
Committee, desires to be heard., 

Mr.PHELPS. Only onemember of the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Mcans has spoken upon this 
question. j 

Mr. SCOTT. ‘Well, I do‘hope the chairman 
of the Committee of Ways and Means will have 
the magnanimity:to extend the time.an hour or 
two longer. co. a 

Mr. SHERMAN. [have no.objection to the 
debate being left open to-day, with the under- 


standing that it shall close at the adjournment of | 


the House. i f 
Mr SCOTT. ` I will agree to that. 

Mr. MORSE. Itseems to me very evident that 
wo shall not get through the debate on this ques- 
tion to-night: If we agree to the proposition of 


the chairman. of the Committce of Ways and | 


Means that the debate shall run this evening, with 
the understanding that no vote shall be taken till 
Monday, members will go home, and we shall not 
have the privilege of explaining to the House the 
reasons which induced us to bring forward this 
measure. 

There is my friend from New York, who op- 
posed this measure last year, and who wishes to 
make some remarks. 

‘Mr.SHERMAN. I withdraw my proposition. 
I simply move that the rules be suspended, and 
that the House resolve itself into the Committee 
of the Whole on the state of the Union. 

Mr. MORSE. Ihave not given up the floor. 
i want to say this——— 

The SPEAKER. No debate is in order. 

Mr. MORSE. Itscems to me that we had better 
proceed to the debate on the report of the com- 
mittee of thirty-three to-day, and take up this 
Chiriqui matter on Monday, and go through with 
it and finish it then, If we take that course, we 
will get along just as rapidly, and come to a close 
just as quickly as we would if we were to go on 
a little way to-day with it, and then go to the 
debate on the report of the committec of thirty- 
three. 

Mr. SICKLES. I suggest to the gentleman 
from Maine that he had better accept the propo- 
sition of the chairman of the Committee of Ways 
and Means, and go into the Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union now. If we can- 
not finish this matter to-day, it can be resumed 
on Monday. 

Mr. MORSE. Ihope not. I think the other 
way is better, 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the mo- 
tion of the gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. Suzrman.] 

The motion was agreed to. i 


_The rules were accordingly suspended; and the 
Flouse resolved itself into the Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union, (Mr. Burnett 
iu the chair,) and resumed the consideration of 
the special order, being the Senate amendments to 
the bill (HT. R. No. 866) to supply deficiencies in 
the appropriations for the service of the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1861, the pending question being 
on Mr. Morsr’s amendment to the third amend- 
ment of the Senate, as follows: 

Add at the end of the amendment as follows : 

Provided, That no part of the sum hereby appropriated 
shall be drawn from the Treasury until after such conditions 
and regulations have been established by the President in 
reference to supplying coal under said contract, and for the 
performance of all the provisions of the same, as will fully 
protectthe United States against the failure or incapacity of 
sald Thompson or said Chiriqui Improvement Company 


to fulfill its stipulations: Provided further, That the United | 


States shall acquire no right of sovereignty over any terri- 
tory in the Republic of New Granada or Costa Rica, nor 
any-right to transport troops or munitions of war over such 
territory under or by virtue of the contract recited in this 
act, unless: the same be voluntarily consented to by said 
Republic. 


The Senate amendment being as follows: 


Lo enable the Secretary of the Navy to carry out the 
eonditional contract made by him with the Chiriqui Im- 
provement Company and Ambrose W. Thompson, on the 
Qist day of May, 1859, for the purpose of securing to the 
United States certain valuable privileges and rights speci- 
fied in said contract, and which said contract is hereby 
approved, $360,000. 

On which Mr. Srantron was entitled to the 
floor. 

Mr. STANTON. Mr. Chairman, I propose to 
occupy the attention of the committee for but a 
few minutes. I have made no elaborate investi- 
gation on the subject; and I desiresimply to pre- 
sent an idea or two that lie on the surface, and 
° about which there cannot be any controversy. it 


is proposed here to appropriate $300,000 for the 
purpose of acquiring certain privileges for this 
Government within the jurisdiction and territorial 
limits of a foreign nation, which that nation has 
expressly refused to grant, which we have no right 
to claim, and theattempt to exercise which would 
bean act of hostility against: a friendly Power, 
and in fact would be an act of war. I suppose, 


thig Government can acquire by virtue of this 
contract with the Chiriqui company, is the right 
to transport over. this- railway troops and. muni- 
tions of war, and whatever else the Government 
may desire to transport over it; and to establish 
naval stations, depots, at the two termini. of the 
road. 

Now, if I can understand this contract at all, 
these are rights which the grantees are expressly 
precluded, by the terms of the contract, from giv- 
ing to any foreign Government. They are rights 
which this Government cannot claim without a 
violation of the law of nations. We have friendly 
relations existing with this foreign Government; 
and the moment we undertook to exercise rights 
under this contract we would violate these friendly 
relations. How that difficulty is to be avoided Ido 
not comprehend. Does not every gentleman see 
that, as a matter of course, no nation can, in the 
nature of things, permita foreign Power to acquire 
jurisdiction of this kind within her territorial lim- 
its? The right to transport troops, munitions of 
war, articles contraband of war—the right to ex- 
ercise jurisdiction in its harbors, to control all the 
sovereignty of the State within whose jurisdiction 
these rights are to be given—are things utterly 
inadmissible and at war with the law of nations. 
It is a right which cannot be conceded without an 
essential surrender of the sovereignty of the na- 
tion within whose limits it is to be given. These 
rights are, as I understand it, the consideration 
for which we are to pay the sum of $300,000. You 
are to pay this moncy on the promise of Messrs. 
Thompson & Co. that they will acquire and trans- 
fer these rights to this Goyernment, and that they 
will construct a railroad from the Atlantic to the 
Pacific across the Isthmus. You are to pay the 
money; and if these gentlemen build the road, 
why, it is all very well so far, if you can get the 
privilege to transport troops across it or to use it 
at all; butif not,then there is an end to the whole 
business, and the $300,000 is gone. 

You are to pay this money on trust. I know 
that the gentleman from Maine, the chairman of 
the Committee on Naval Affairs, [Mr. Morse,] 
proposes that it shall not be paid until the Presi- 
dent shall take such security as he may think 
necessary for the fulfillment of the contract by 
Thompson & Co. I do not choose to trust it in 
the hands of the President, It seems to me, Mr. 
Chairman, that, in times like these—when the 
Government is about falling to pieces; when the 
Treasury is being plundered; when loan bills are 
being passed by Congress—we ought to know 
very well that we are acquiring something valua- 
ble before we appropriate $300,000 for a purpose 
of this kind. 

That is all I have to say. These are facts which 
present themselves right on the face of the report, 
and do not need any elaboration. How gentle- 
men can support this measure, passes my com- 
prehension. I am told that there isa good deal 
of lobbying all around. I do not know how that 
is. Gentlemen from Pennsylvania are very anx- 
jous to defeat it on account of their coal; and the 
Panama Railroad Company are anxious to defeat 
it because it might interfere with their interests; 
and the Chiriqui company are anxious to get this 
appropriation; and therefore it is said that there 
is a good deal of lobbying about it. 

Mr. STEVENS, of Pennsylvania. I ask the 
| gentleman whether he has heard any member 
from Pennsylvanialobbying against this measure? 

Mr. STANTON. Notaword. J have heard 
no lobbying onany side. No one hasapproached 
me to say a word about it. 

Mr. SCOTT. Mr. Chairman, my remarks on 
this amendment will be as brief and concise as 
possible. Itis very evident that the House is get- 
ting tired of the subject. I shall not take a legal 
or a constitutional view of it; nor will I even at- 
tempt to answer the argument made by the gentle- 
man from Missouri [Mr. Purxrs]a few dayssince. 
That duty has been well and faithfully performed 


i: by the distinguished gentleman from New York, | 


Mr. Chairman, that the only valuable right which | 


H 


[Mr. StoxLes;} and as far as that portionof the 
subject is concerned, I would respectfully suggest 
to members to read in the Globe of to-day the views 
presented by the gentleman from Missouri, and 
the overwhelming, demolishing, and crushing re~ 
ply of the gentleman from New York. In fact, 
if { had a disposition to allude to the argument of 
the gentleman from Missouri, my. sympathy for 
the bleeding wounds inflicted on him by the gen- 
tleman from New York would forbid my doing 
so. The gentleman from Missouri, without any 
cause, without any charge being made, gratui- 
tously dénied that any lobby influence was at 
work to defeat the Chiriqui route. Thigis rather 
suspicious; or why this denial before a charge 
was made? 

Now, in regard to the matter of lobbying, I here 
declare, that { have it from the most undoubted 
authority, that there is a monopoly at work—a 
monopoly which has been the curse and bane of 
my State; a monopoly which has ground down 
and oppressed the seven hundred thousand inhab- 
itants on the Pacific coast; a monopoly which has 
defeated the Nicaragua route; a monopoly which 
has broken down the Tehuantepec route, and 
which now rears its brazen front to break down 
this Chiriqui route. Tallude to the Panama Rail- 
road Company. Ido not mean to say—and far 
be it from me to intimate—thatany member of this 
House has been improperly. approached on this 
subject; but I have reason to believe that there are 
some persons from the city of New York, who 
have ‘f assumed the livery of Heaven to serve the 
devil in,” at work to perpetuate the Panama rail- 
road monopoly and to break down this Chiriqui 
route. lt is a monopoly of the most outrageous, 
monstrous, and infamous kind, and stinks in the 
nostrils of every. honest man on the Pacific coast, 

Mr. PHELPS. As the gentleman from Cali- 
fornia is noticing some allusions I made the other 
day, I desire to say that some of the friends of 
this amendment approached me, and alleged there 
was an influence at work on behalf of the Panama 
Railroad Company to prejudice their rights and 
defeat the amendment of the Senate. I remarked 
at that time that, being upon the committee which 
was charged with the examination of this subject, 
I had yet to be approached by a single person out- 
side of Congress who was opposed to the passage 
of this amendment; but that L had met several 
gentlemen outside of Congress who were urgin 
the adoption of the amendment of the Senate. 
alluded to the subjectin consequence of the remarks 
I had heard, that agents of the Panama Railroad 
Company were here for the purpose of breaking 
down this contract with the Chiriqui Improve- 
ment Company. I. stated that, so far as my in- 
formation extended, no opposition had been pre- 
sented here to the confirmation of this contract 
upon the part of the Panama Railroad Company. 

Mr. SCOTT. I state it upon the most unques- 
tionable authority thatthe Panama Railroad Com- 
pany are opposed to the approval of this contract, 
as they have opposed and broken down the op- 
mares on the Nicaragua route and on the Te- 
huantepec route. Ido notblame them for it. They 
have $10,000,000 invested in this road, which pays 
them twenty per cent. per annum upon their in- 
vestment. Itis well known that they have a sink- 
ing fund for the purpose. of wiping out every at- 
tempt that shall be made to establish an opposition 
to their monopoly. Sir, with a capital of the sum 
of $10,000,000, paying them an interest of twenty 
per cent., they can well afford to devote ten per 
cent. for the purpose of crushing out all opposing 
enterprises. And itis this Panama Railroad Com- 
pany which raises its front here in opposition to 
the confirmation of this contract with the Chiri- 
qui company by the Secretary of the Navy; noth- 
ing else. 

ut, sir, let us examine and see what the priv- 
ileges of the Panama railroad are. As I said 
before, for six long years, we on the Pacific coast 
have had our necks under the heel of the Panama 
Railroad Company. It is true that the progress 
of the Pacific coast has been unprecedented in the 
annals of history; it is true that California has, 
in the short space of eleven years, from a popu- 
lation of less than twelve thousand persons, risen 
to a State containing not less than five hundred 
thousand freemen; but it is also true that, instead 
of that number of inhabitants, we should have 
exceeded a million, if our communication with 
the Atlantic had not been blocked up by the out- 
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rageous monopoly of the Panama Railroad Com- 
puny. As‘stated by the distinguished gentleman 
from New York, [Mr. Sicxres,] that company 
chaiges twenty-five dollars per head for every 
human being who passes over that forty-seven 
miles of road. They charge nine dollars per ton 
for the transportation of coal. Why, sir, by pay- 
ing them the liberal price of two cents per mile 
per ton, the cost of freight would only amount to 
ninety-four cents per ton—the same as charged 
by the Reading company, Pennsylvania; yet for 


every ton of coal this Government is required to j; 


transport over that road, they require the pay- 
ment of nine dollars; and they require the payment 
of $1 84 per cubic foot for the transportation of 
all other merchandise. 
pelled to pay fourteen dollars per ton for the coal 
ituses at Aspinwall on this side, or twenty dollars 


per ton upon the Pacific side, for all that is used | 


for the supply of the Pacific squadron. Now, sir, 
the fact seems to have been ignored in this dis- 
cussion that this Government will save a heavy 
expense in the cost of its coal by entering into the 
proposed contract with Ambrose W. ‘Thompson 
and others. 

Mr.SICKLES. I would like, with the consent 
of the gentleman, to state a fact in connection 
with the matter of the cost of transportation to 
which he is alluding. I have taken pains to in- 


form myself in regard to the point the gentleman | 
from California is now making; and the result | 
to which has been drawn from that information |! 


is, that the price of fare for the whole route from 


New York to California is the cheapest in the | 


world, considering the distance; and second, that 
the railroad tariff across the Isthmus is the dearest 


in the world; that thirty thousand is the average | 
number of passengers annually between the ports | 


of New York and San Francisco; that the aver- 
age rate of fare is $100 cach, of which $25 is paid 
to the Panama Railroad Company for carrying 
them over forty-seven miles of railroad; $22 50 
is paid for che steamship route of twenty-five hun- 
dred miles from New York to Aspinwall, and 
$52 50 from Panama to San Francisco; and the 
$22 50, for carrying them twenty-five hundred 
miles, includes from eight to ten days’ board. 

At the period when the passengers were taken 
for $50, during the existence of opposition routes 
from New York to San Francisco, $25 out of the 
$50 was still paid to the Panama railroad, leaving 
only $25 for the carriage of passengers six thou- 
sand miles. The Panama Railroad Company 
would not listen to any appeal to reduce their 
fare. The question now is: will the House of 
Representatives encourage the continuance of that 
monopoly, or will they provide for breaking ‘it 
up? These are the facts. 

Mr. SCOTT. 1 am much indebted for the sta- 
tistical information furnished by the gentleman 
from New York; and I here vouch for the correct- 


ness of every fact stated by him, for I have my- 
y y | 


self traveled the route several times. 
Hereisanotherpoint. In thirteen years the con- 
tract of the Panama Railroad Company with the 
New Granadian Governmentexpires. Under that 
contract,upon the payment by the New Granadian 
Government of the sum of $5,000,000, the rail- 


road goes in fee-simple, with all its privileges, to | 


that Government. Now,every gentleman knows 
that it is perfectly easy for New Granada to raise 
$5,000,000 in France, in England, orin this coun- 
try, at six percent.; which, with the present earn- 
ings of the road, would give them a clear profit of 
fourteen per cent. upon $10,000,600. In fact, the 
citizens of this Government would have to pay a 
profit of from one million five hundred thousand to 
two million dollars annaally to a foreign Govern- 
ment for the right of transit across the Isthmus. 
You will then have no inter-oceanic communica- 
tion with the States upon the Pacific, and will be 
dependent entirely upon the mercy or courtesy of 
a foreign Power for the enjoyment of that right. 


Now, sir, let us look at the facts of the case. | 


Last year, the legality and validity of the consti- 
tutional power of this Government to establish 
coal depots ‘at Chirigui was never disputed The 
gentleman from Pennsylvania (Mr. Srev 
gested that there was no sufficient evidence of 
existence of coal on the Isthmusof Chiriqui. That 
was the point made against the distinguished ch alr- 
man of the Committee oa Naval Affairs last year, 


when he advised the approval of this contract, as | 


recommended by the Secretary of the Navy. In 


The Government is com- | 
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| own officers, who have acted solely in the line of 


| passed his judgment that they are complete and 


| have sent this amendment to this House by a vote 


order to meet this objection, and to remove this | 
obstacle, an expedition was sent out under Cap- : 
tain Engle, with instructions to examine the har- 
bors, and to examine the soil in respect to the ex- 
istence of coal there. You have the report of the | 
officers of that expedition before you. In regard 
to the harbors, they say they are sufficiently large 
for the navies of the world to ride upon. You have 
also the geological report, with specimens of coal 


there in inexhaustible quantities. You have the 
report of the expedition, and their surveys in re- 
spect to the practicability of the route for the con- 
struction of arailroad. And now comes up, after 
the explosion of the above statements, the ques- | 
tion, or the new dodge, in regard to the legal title 
of Ambrose W. Thompson and the Chiriqui Im- 
provement Company to the right of way for a 
railroad across the Isthmus of Chiriqui. Mr. | 
Chairman, I have ever been taught to respect the 
opinions of those who are older and have hada 
larger experience than myself: 

The gentleman from Missouri may be well 
known as a good lawyer; if so, his reputation as 
such was never known to me; but, sir, E think 


that he is more distinguished as a politician. | 


However that may be, the fact is that the weight 
of authority and of argument on this subject is | 


against him; and I must believe that the evidence, |) 
authority, and arguments, spread out in our pub- |: 


lic documents, are to be taken as superior to any | 
dictum that he may throw out. i 

Who, sir, are the parties upon whom we rely, 
and who report the immense importance of this 
acquisition by the Government? They are our 


their duty. The Secretary of the Navy has rec- 
ommended this purchase, and the Attorney Gen- 
eral has examined all the title deeds, and has 


proper in form. The Senate of the United States 


of 36 to 5. A distinguished gentleman of that | 
body, whose legal ability is unquestioned and un- | 
questionablo—Hon. Mr. Frssenpen, of Maine— 
is satisfied in regard to these title deeds. Mr. | 
Cranx, of New Hampshire, another distinguished 
member of that body, who opposed this question 
at the last session of Congress, has since exam- 
ined it, and is now in favor of carrying out the 
contract of the Secretary of the Navy. And again: 
one of the mostastute members of the Senate, the 
chairman of the Committee on Finance, who has 
becn the watchful guardian of the Treasury, and 
never was known to recommend or vote a dollar 
which would not be for the benefit of his country— | 


T allude to Senator Hunter, of Virginia—has į 
warmly advocated this Chiriqui purchase, There- ; 
fore, when upon the one side are these Senators, | 
the Attorney General, the Secretary of the Navy, | 


the other merely the gentleman from Missouri, I 
must be pardoned for preferring to follow the | 


former than to follow the mere ipse dixit of-the | 
| member from Missouri. 


Now, Mr. Chairman, I will briefly sum up. 
If these parties have the title to the land between 


the Chiriqui lagoon and the City of David, as į; 
they allege they have, I presume there is intelli- jį 


gence enough in the Department to see that every- 
thing is gained by the Government stipulated by 
the terms of the contract. } have no doubt that 
it will be seen to that these parties have the power | 
to confer the privileges they promise before the | 
final arrangements are made, and this $300,000 || 
paid over, It is a well-known rule of law, that 
whenever a party toa contract fails to fulfill its stip- į 
ulations, then the contract becomes null and void. i 
In all contracts there must necessarily be a quid 
pro quo; and therefore this Government is not 
going to be drawn into a bargain where it gains 
nothing for the money that is proposed to be ap- 
propriated. 

Everything, sir, has been done by the action of 
Congress, so far as this matter has proceeded. 
The reports which have been laid before us in |) 
favor of the contract are those of our own officers. | 
Will this House repudiate the expedition which | 
itsanctioned? Lookat the saving, too, in respect |; 
of the supplies of coal for our Navy on the Pacific. ; 
This Government is now paying this infamous 
Panama railway monopoly fifty cents per ton ai! 
month for the privilege of storing its coal upon ii 
ene of the little islands belonging to that company || 


| and the commission of the Government, and upon |! 
i road from the Chiriqui lagoon to the gulf of Gol- 


ii adamized road across that province. 


| for the present expenditure. 


in the bay of Panama, in order: that.our vessels 
may take in their supplies; and. that,’ toos after 
the enormous charges for transportation...» 

It is ‘said that this will injure Pennsylvania. | J 
say that it will not. And let me’say to the -Rep- 


i resentatives of the New England States, of the mid- 


dle States, of the western States, and of the south- 
ern States, that their peopleare directly interested; 


i s of coal | for, sir, the tariff fixed by the Panama: Railroad 
that have been excavated, showing that it exists || 


Company for transportation amounts almost ‘to 
a prohibition, Those engaged in trade, express 
companies—everyhody, indeed, who wishes to 
send packages between the Pacific and the Adlan~ 
tic States—are interested in helping a competi- 
tion to this oppressive Panama monopoly. What 
is $300,000, when we consider that we are now 
paying fourteen dollars.a ton on this side and 
twenty dollars‘on the other, and that by appro- 
priating it for this purpose by which the Govern- 
ment will save at least $130,000 a-year?  If-you 
open these coal mines in the Chiriqui Isthmus, in 
less than two years every dollar now: appropri- 
ated will be returned to the Government; and: itr 
afew years Government will be repaid ‘tenfold 
I-trust that the 
House will concur in the Senate amendment. 

Mr. PORTER obtained the floor. s 

Mr. HOLMAN. With the permission of my 
colleague, I will give notice of my intention to 
offer the following amendment: 

Nor until the Republic of Costa Rica shall have confirmed. 
to the United States the rights of property and franchises, 
which the said Ambrose W. Thompson, and the said Chi- 
riqui Improvement Company have, by their contract with 
the Secretary of the Navy, conditionally transferred and 
proposed to secure to the United States. 


Mr. PORTER. Mr. Chairman, I could not 
have been tempted to engage in. the present dis- 
cussion, but should have sat here silently and 
voted against the pending Senate amendment, 
were it not that the bankrupt condition of the 
Treasury and the civil commotions with which 
we are threatened, admonish us that we ought 
not to engage in any expenditures which are not 
urgently and immediately required by the wants 
of the Government. 

The gentleman from California, [Mr. Scorr,} 
in the earnest remarks which he bas just made, 
has endeavored to persuade the House that the 


| question to be decided by voting. for or against 


the Senate amendment is, whether we will sup- 
portand encourage the present monopoly of the 
Panama Railroad Company or destroy that mo- 
nopoly by granting moderate aid to a rival enter- 
prise. If the appropriation sought would, if 
made, really accomplish the latter object, there 
would be little opposition to it in this House. 
But, sir, that is not the question. The question 
is, whether, if it shall be made, we shall receive 
any equivalent whatever? Sir, it seems to me to 
be demonstrable, that the Chiriqui company and 
Mr. Thompson have no right to construct a rail- 


fito, nor across the province of Chiriqui, at all. 
Nor have they even a right to construct a mac- 
The grant 
from the Government of New Granada to the 
Panama Railroad Company to construct their 
railroad across the Isthmus of Panama confers 
upon that company, in express terms, “ the ex- 
clusive privilege of establishing a railroad between 


| the two oceans, across the Isthmus of Panama;’’ 
i! and further provides that, during the ninety-nine 


years of exclusive privilege thus conceded to that 
company for the establishment of railroads from 
one ocean to the other, the Government shall 


i neither itself make, nor grant to any other com- 
| pany whatever, under any title, the power to es- 


tablish anotheriron railroad or macadamized road, 


! serving as a means of communication between the 


two oceans, across the Isthmusof Panama. The 
Isthmus of Panama embraces not only the pro- 
posed route of this projected Chiriqui railroad, 
but the whole province of Chiriqui. If gentlemen 


4 will refer to our treaty with New Granada, made 
{i after the grant to the Panama Railroad Company, 


(9 United States Statutes at Large, p. 897,) they 
will sce that the Isthmus of Panama is expressly 
recognized as extending to the southern bound- 


‘ary of Costa Rica, which is also the northern 
boundary of the province of Chiriqui: 


Sir, our approved geographies show the same 
thing. New Granada is divided into four cantons 
and thirty-six provinees. One of these cantons 
is denominated the *‘Isthmus’’—that is, the Isth- 
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musi of Panama—and embraces four provinces, 
one of which is the province of Chiriqui, 

This, sir, shows with perfect.plainness, that if 
the Government of New Granada had undertaken 
to grant tothe Chiriqui Company or Mr. Thomp- 
son, a right to construct a railroad, or even a 
miacadamized road, across: the province of Chiri- 
qui, or across any part thereof, with a view to 
connect thetwo oceans, the grant would have been 
wholly void, as being in direct violation of its 
contract with the Panama Railroad Company. 
And if, undersuch a grant, an attempt-were made 

-to construct the projected Chiriqui railroad, the 
courts would be constrained, by the plainest prin- 
ciples of law, upon the application of the Panama 
Railroad Company, to enjoin the prosecutign of 
the work. ‘And this, sir; is the railroad privilege 
for which we are invoked to make a vast appro- 
priation; and to shut our eyes, demand no secu- 
rity, and have faith that all will be well! Thisis 
the way in which the Panama railroad monopoly 
is to be broken up, and such golden fruits are to 
be dropped into our Jap! Sir, our credulity, 
though great, can hardly be thus practiced upon. 

Sir, it is due to the intelligence of the Secretary 
of the Navy to say, that in his contract with the 
Chiriqui company and Mr. Thompson, he does 
not stipulate for a right of transit over a railway 
or for the construction of a railway; nor does he 
even stipulate that the company shall improve the 
old provincial roadway granted, with certain lim- 
itations, to Mr. Thompson.’ The stipulation is 
simply, for.a right of transit over the roadway, 
which could be of no value to the Government 
whatever. The right to construct a railway, the 
practicability of the enterprise, and its value to 
the Government, seem to have been an after- 
thought, more fully to insure the confirmation of 
the contract by this House. 

Mr. SICKLES. IfI understand the point made 
by the gentleman—and if I have failed to do so, 
it js not for the want of close attention, but on 
account of the difficulty of hearing—he objects 
because the territory upon which the road is to 
be constructed is not within the jurisdiction of 
Costa Rica, and therefore it is not covered by the 
contract of 6th July. 

Mr. PORTER. ‘I do not know the date of the 
contract. I will soon allude to that point if the 
gentleman will allow me to proceed; and at that 
point I will thank him to interrupt me. 

The Government of New Granada acted in good 
faith when it made its grant to Mr. Thompson; 
and it did not contemplate a grant to him of the 
right to construct a railway. The contract is 
plain. I will now read from it: 

t Arricu l, An exclusive privilege for sixty years is 
hereby conceded to Ambrose W, Thompson, for improving 
in a solid manner, fit for the transit of wheeled vehicles, 
and maintaining In good condition, the provincial road 
opened more than fourteen years ago, between this city 
and Bocas del Toro; which starts from this capital, crosses 
the Cordilleras, and terminates at Chiriqui lagoon, on the 
Atlantic, The period mentioned in this article, shall date 
from the day when the improvement of the road shall be 
entirely completed according to the terms of this con- 
tract.” 

Mr. Thompson is to maintain and improve the 
old provincial road. T'o constructa railroad would 
supersede and destroy it, and not maintain and 
improve it. The context shows that, by the term 
“ wheeled vehicles,” railroad cars were not meant 
to be included, and repels the idea of a railroad 
grant. Article seventeen provides that— 

“The full time for which this privilege is given having 
expired, the province of Chiriqui shall enter in full posses- 
sion of all the properties belonging to the enterprise, that 
is, the wharves, bridges, toll-houses, offices, docks, store- 
houses, &c., and alt the things belonging to the road, with- 
out Mr. Thompson receiving any indemnity whatsoever 3 
tic being bound to deliver over the road, with all its appur- 
tenances, in the same state in which he has kept it during 
the period of the privilege.” 

Who ever heard; sir, of a toll-house to.a rail- 
road? What was meant was what was said—that 
this company should improve and maintain the 
old provincial common highway, and mighterect 
toll-gates to collect tolls thereon. 

Something has been said here about a grant 
by the Government of Costa Rica to this Chiriqui 
company to construct a railroad. Why, sir, the 
southern boundary of Costa Rica is many miles 
from either terminus of this projected railroad; 
and this railroad, at no point, touches the terri- 
tory of Costa Rica. 

Mr. SICKLES. It is right at this point that 
J desired to interrupt thegentleman. ‘That posi- 


tion is accurate, perhaps, with reference to the 
former limits and boundaries between Costa Rica 
and New Granada, butit is not correct with refer- 
ence to the present boundaries and limits since 
the new treaty of limits and boundaries between 
New Granada and Costa Rica. 

Mr. PORTER. I thank the gentleman for 
alluding to that matter, for 1 have the treaty here; 
and reference to the map accompanying this sec- 
ond report will show that I have spoken in view 
of that very treaty. What does that treaty say? 

«& That the river Doraces, Dorces, or Dorados, designed 
by article forty-one as the dividing line of the two repub- 
lies on the Atlantic side, is the first river a short distance 
to the east of Monkey Point,’? &e. 

This river is not only far north of the eastern 
terminus of this projected Chiriqui railroad, but 
not less than sixty miles distant from the north- 
ernmost part of the Chiriqui gulf itself. 

Mr. MORSE. Let me ask the gentleman which 
road he is arguing about ? 

Mr. PORTER. Iam arguing about the road 
which this commission has reported upon. 

Mr. MORSE. The last report of the commis- 
sioners? 

Mr. PORTER. Yes, sir; that one. An exam- 
ination of the map will show that this railroad is 
not at any point, according to my understanding, 
within fifty miles of the southern boundary of 
Costa Rica. . 

Mr. MORSE. Iwould state that this gulf of 
Golfito is within the boundaries of Costa Rica; 
and I believe the road, under the new treaty in 
reference to boundaries, is within Costa Rica. 
There is an unsettled boundary there. The maps 
state it both ways; but there is a treaty between 
the two Governments, not yet ratified by Costa 
Rica, by which Costa Rica gives up some lands 
upon the lagoons, and New Granada some lands 
upon the gulf of Golfito. The gentleman will find 
that the road starts from the territory of Costa 

ica. 

Mr. PORTER. If my friend will referto the 
contract between the Chiriqui company and Costa 
Rica, he will see that the railroad which it allows 
Mr. Thompson the privilege to construct is from 
fifty to ahundred miles north of the gulfs of Chir- 
iqui and Golfito. 

But it is enough for my present argument that 
it is north of it at all. It would beenough for my 
argument if one quarter or one third of this rail- 
road, as projected, is to be constructed within the 
territorial limits of New Granada; for neither the 
Government of New Granada, nor any province 
thereof, has granted the right to Mr. ‘Thompson 
or the Chiriqui company to construct a railroad 
at all; and if they should undertake to make one, 
the grant would be void, because of the previous 
exclusive grant to the Panama company. I ask 
gentlemen who are doing me the honor of listen- 
ing to my remarks to examine this matter for 
themselves, and they will find that butavery small 
part of this road—I do not believe any part—is 
within the jurisdiction of Costa Rica. Nor does 
the contract of the Secretary of the Navy provide 
for a right of transit upon any railroad, or other 
road, in Costa Rica. 

If there be any doubt left concerning the right 
of the Chiriqui company and Mr. Thompson to 
construct the projected railroad, it will be dispelled 
by a reference to the letter of the Attorney Gen- 
eral of the United States, where he says, concern- 
ing the contract of the New Granadian Govern- 
ment with Mr. Thompson: 

“It must also be remembered that this grant of a road- 
way docs not include any right to make a railroad.” 

Then we have the opinion of the Atlorney Gen- 
eral of the United States, the treaty with New 
Granada, the grant to the Panama Railroad Com- 
pany, the grant of the Provincial Legislature of 
Costa Rica, all repelling the idea ofa right, on the 
part of this company, to construct a railroad in 
the province of Chiriqui. The only right acquired 
by virtue of this grant of the New Granadian Gov- 
ernment and the contract of the Seerctary of the 
Navy with the Chiriqui company, is the supposed 
right to transport our horses, our seamen, our 
troops, and munitions of war, over a common 
provincial highway. But, sir,asif to show how 
utterly valueless the contract of the Secretary with 
this Chiriqui company is, it is expressly provided 
in the grant of the New Granadian Government 
that the troops and munitions of war of no foreign 
Government shall be transported over that high- 


way, except by the express authority of that Gov- 
ernment, 

It has been gravely argued that, under the con- 
tract with this company, we acquire the invaluable 
right to use certain harbors within the gulfs of 
Chiriqui and Golfito. Sir, has the Government of 
New Granada parted with its jurisdiction overany 
ofitsharbors? No,sir; nowhere. Does this com- 
pany even own the land around all or mostof the 
harbors? Nothing before us shows any such 
thing. We obtain from this company no right 
to use harbors-which we have not always enjoyed. 
If we wish to obtainany enlargement of our rights, 
the Government of New Granada, and not this 
company, is the authority to. which to apply. 

Sir, a most important consideration is yet to be 
presented. The contract between Mr, Thompson 
and the Government of New Granada. provides 
for a forfeiture upon any “infraction or default” 
of Thompson in complying with any of its con- 
ditions. What assurance have we that when we 
have paid our $300,000, some infraction or de- 
fault may not at once destroy the whole value of 
our contract? Indeed, it may readily be seen how 
it might become the interest of the company to 
commit such a breach, or allow such a default, to 
get rid of the burdens of their contract. 

I shall have very little to say, sir, about the 
much-boasted right to the use of coal conferred by 
thiscontract. The masterly argument of the gen- 
tleman from New York (Mr. Porrie] has made 
farther argument on that subject superfluous. It 
ig not shown that this company have acquired a 
right to all the convenient coal-beds in the prov- 
ince of Chiriqui; and it is likely that we could 
acquire coal privileges on better terms from the 
Granadian Government. If the supply, too, is 
inexhaustible, as is pretended, the compan will 
always find it to its interest. to dispose of it ata 
fair price. If not inexhaustible, | may add that 
it is not at all clear, under the contract, that our 
Government will have an exclusive right to its 
use. For this coal we are to pay ten cents per 
ton, and the cost of mining and delivery. Who 
shall determine the cost? Sir, between shrewd 
individuals on the one side and the Government 
on the other, it is not difficult to see who.will de- 
termine it, and in whose favor it will be deter- 
mined, The cost, practically, will be whatever 
this company chooses to charge; if, indeed, it 
chooses, after receiving the money, to perform 
any part of the contract. 

Herc, Mr. Chairman, is an opportunity, when 
our Treasury is bankrupt, our revenues cut short, 
our securities sold at a ruinaus sacrifice to raise 
means to carry on the Government, here is an 
opportunity to throw away a third ofa million dol- 
lars. Here is a chance, by a prodigal expendi- 
ture of borrowed money, to purchase rights which 
we already enjoy, and privileges utterly empty 
and illusory. It will soon be seen whether we 
will embrace it. 

_ Mr. MORSE then obtained the floor, but yielded 
1t to . 

_Mr. DAWES, who moved that the committee 
rise. 

The motion was agreed tò. 

So the committee rose; and the Speaker having 
resumed the chair, Mr. Burnerr reported that 
the Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union had had under consideration the state of 
the Union generally, and particularly the amend- 
ments of the Senate to the deficiency bill, and had 
come to no conclusion thereon. 


COMMITTEE ON ENROLLED BILLS. 


The SPEAKER. The Chair desires to state 
that there is some inconvenience felt by the Com- 
mittee on Enrolled Bills, and they desire the ap- 
pointment of an additional member on the com- 
mittee. 

Mr. BURNETT. 
objection to that, 

The SPEAKER. The Chair supposes not; but 
the Chair did not feel at liberty to appoint an addi- 
tional member of the committee without first con- 
sulting the House. j 

Mr. MAYNARD. Do1 understand that one 
of the members of the committee has resigned his 
place upon it? 

TheSPEAKER. No,sir; oneofthe membersof 
the committee [Mr. Tueaxer] desires to go home 
on a visit, and the other [Mr. Davipson] is sick. 
The gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. Tueaxer,] who 


I presume there will be no 
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is very faithful in the discharge of his duties, is 
hot willing to leave his post unless some one else 
is substituted for him who can take charge of the 
enrolled bills. If there be no objection, the Chair 
will appoint an additional member on the com- 
mittee. ` A 

There was no objection; and the Speaker there- 
upon appointed Mr. Bare a member of the Com- 
mittee on Enrolled Bills. 


REPORT OF SPECIAL COMMITTEE. 


Mr. BURNETT. I move that the House do 
now adjourn. 

Mr. CORWIN. I beg the gentleman from 
Kentucky to withdraw that motion for a moment. 
I wish to give a notice to the House. 

Mr. BURNETT. I withdraw it. 

Mr. CORWIN. I wish to give notice to the 
House, Mr. Speaker, that I shall endeavor to 
close the debate on the special order, the report 
of the committee of thirty-three, next Thursday. 
I understand that, by the usage of the House, 
in order to do that in any obligatory form, it is 
necessary to submit a motion to that effect. Ifit 
be in order now to make that motion, with the 
permission of the gentleman from Kentucky, I 
will make it. 

Mr. BURNETT. Lhope the gentleman will 
not press that motion this evening; he can enter 
it and call it up at some other time. 

Mr. CORWIN. Then I will have the motion 
entered. 

Mr. SPEAKER. The Chair does not under- 
stand that such a motion is necessary. The House 
can close the debate at any moment it chooses. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. At what time 
on Thursday does the gentleman propose to close 
the debate ? 

. Mr. CORWIN. Attwo o’clock. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. The gentle- 
man can move the previous question at that time. 

Mr. KELLOGG, of Illinois. I hope the gen- 
tleman from Ohio will fix Monday week, instead 
of Thursday, as the time for closing the debate. 
That, I think, will be satisfactory to all gentle- 
men. There are a great many propositions to be 
discussed. 

Mr. SICKLES. I suggest to the gentleman 
from Ohio, that I think many members of the 
House would prefer to defer the vote upon his re- 
port, and the other propositions which are pend- 
ing, until after the assembling of the convention 
of representatives from different States, which is 
to meet here upon the 4th of February, and until 
we can see what action, ifany, they will take. 

Mr. CORWIN. I prefer to enter the motion 
as I have already made it; and if, on Thursdav, 
in the discretion of the House, it shall be thought 
proper to postpone a vote, I understand that it will 
be perfectly within the power of the House to do 
so. If I should be convinced at that time that 
further debate or further consideration is required, 
I am sure I shall be willing to postpone a vote. 

Mr. FLORENCE. Are we to understand that 
this is merely an intimation, or does the gentleman 
from Ohio now offer a resolution to close the de- 
bate on Thursday ? 

The SPEAKER. No resolution is offered. It 
ita mere suggestion from the chairman ofthe com- 
mittee of thirty-three. 

Mr. FLORENCE. That is the way I under- 
stood it. 

Mr. BURNETT. 
now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to. 

And thereupon (at four o’clock, p. m.) the 
House adjourned till Monday. 


I move that the House do 


IN SENATE. 
_ Mownpay, February 4, 1861. 

Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Dr. Gurtey. 

The Journal of Saturday last was read and 
approved. 

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 

The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Sen- 
atea report of the acting Secretary of the Interior, 
transmitting a communication from the Commis- 
sioner of Indian Affairs, dated on the 30th of Jan- 
vary, recommending that $100,000 be appropri- 
ated for the relief of destitute. Indians, under the 
direction of the Secretary of the Interior. 

Mr. BIGLER. I move the reference of the 
communication to the Committee on Finance. 


Committee on Military Affairs and Militia. 


| Unit#d States Army; and 


| ances in the settlement of his accounts; which 


Mr.GWIN. The Committee on Finance have- 
acted on the Indian appropriation bill; and I think 
the communication had better be laid on the table, 
and printed. i 

The VICE PRESIDENT. It will lie on the 
table; and the motion to print will go to the Com- 
mittee on Printivg. 

Mr. GWIN. As it is a necessary document, 
which will be wanted immediately, 1 hope there 
will be no objection to printing it now. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair hears 
no objection; and it will be ordered to be printed 
without referring the question to the Committee 
on Printing. 

The VICE PRESIDENT also laid before the 
Senate a report of the Secretary of War, commu- 
nicating, in obedience to law, returns of the militia 
of the United States, and of their arms, accouter- 
ments, and ammunition, for the year 1860; which, 
on motion of Mr. Wixson, was referred to the 


“ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


The VICE PRESIDENT signed the following 
enrolled bills, which had heretofore received the 
signature of the Speaker of the House of Repre- 
sentatives: 

A bill (H. R. No. 919) for the relief of F. M. 
Beauchamp and Betsy D. Townsend; 

A bill (H.R. No. 670) granting an invalid pen- 
sion t® William Q. Bernard, late a soldier in the 


A bill (S. No. 64) to authorize the extension 
and use ofa branch of the Alexandria, Loudoun, 
and [Zampshire railroad within the city of George- 
town. 

PERSONAL EXPLANATION. 


Mr. HALE. I ask the indulgence of the Sen- 
ate for about two minutes, to make an explana- 
tion, not for my own benefit, but for the benefit 
of a gentleman not a member of the body. In the 
remarks which I submitted to the Senate a few 
days ago, on the resolution in relation to the Sen- 
ate’s order in favor of Mrs. Linn, I styled the 
letter of Mr. Medill in regard to it as ‘ imperti- 
nent.” I rise to say what I would have said 
then, but the Senator from Ohio [Mr. Puen] took 
me up a little sharp about it, that I used that term 
in its literal and legal sense, the very one that is 
given in the dictionary—impertinent in that itdid 
not pertain to the subject-matter. I did not mean 
it to be personally offensive to Mr. Medill. I 
meant it In the same way that it is used in an- 
swers to bills in equity. The first meaning given 
in the dictionary is, that ‘‘it is not pertinent, and 
does not belong to the subject-matter in hand.” 
That is what I meant to say of his letter—that it 
did not belong to the subject. I did not mean to 
make any personal application of it to him. 

Mr. PUGH. The Senator from New Hamp- 
shire was kind enough to make that explanation 
to me on Saturday, after the adjournment; and I 
told him then, that I was very sorry to have given 
him any pain by what I then thought was an ap- 
propriate response to the word used by him in 
its usual acceptation. I beg his pardon for hav- 
ing misunderstood him. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr. CHANDLER presented two petitions of 
citizens of Bay county, in the State of Michigan, 
remonstrating against any change in the Consti- 
tution of the United States at this time, and ask- 
ing that all the present guarantees of the Consti- 
tution may be enforced; which was ordered to he 
on the table. 

Mr. WILKINSON presented the petition of 
William H. Nobles, late superintendent of the 
Fort Ridgely and South Pass Wagon Road, and 
a petition of the Fort Kearney, South Pass, and 
Honey Lake wagon road, praying certain allow- 


was referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. BIGLER. I have the honor to present a 
memorial of over a thousand citizens of the city 
of Lancaster, in the State of Pennsylvania, with- 
outdistinction of party, praying Congress to make 
the resolutions of the Senator from Kentucky the 
basis for the settlement of our national difficulties. 
I also present a similar memorial from citizens of 
the county of Chester, in the State of Pennsylva- 
nja. I move that they lie on the table. i 

The motion was agreed to. 3 

Mr. FOSTER. Ipresentthepetitionof Thomas |; 


E. 


W. Williams and a large number of other very 
respectable Citizens of the State of Connecticut, 
residing in New London and in that vicinity, ask- 
ing Congress to adopt substantially the plan of 
compromise recommended by the Representatives 
of the border States, which they believe will- re- 
store tranquillity and peace’ to the country. “As 
there is no committee to which it may be appro- 
priately referred, I ask that the petition be. re- 
ecived and laid on the table. 
It was so ordered. 

_My. FESSENDEN presented a petition from 
citizens of the town of Yarmouth, in the State of 
Maine, representing that, without distinction of 
party, they mostearnestly pray Congress to adopt, 
at the carliest practicable moment, such measures 
of conciliation and compromiséas shall heal sec- 


| tional strife, restore public confidence, and cement 


for all coming time those bonds which, in the ear- 
lier days of the Republic, constituted the basis of 
our national strength; and upon which rest, un- 
der God, our only hope and faith for transmitting 
to posterity-the precious inheritance achieved for 
us by the common efforts and sacrifices of awise 
and patriotic ancestry; and on his motion it was 
laid on the table. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. I have a petition from 
a number of respectable citizens, of the city of 
Louisville, in the State. of Kentucky, praying for 
a change in the mail arrangements between Cin- 
cinnati, Ohio, and Louisville, Kentucky. I move 
that it be referred to the Committee on the Post 
Office and Post Roads. 

It was referred. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. Mr. President, I rise to 
present a petition which I think I may say is per- 
tinent, from the people of New Albany, in the 
State of Indiana. At the last Presidential elec- 
tion, as they inform me, and as I believe, one 
thousand nine hundred votes were given in the 
town of New Albany and in its vicinity; and this 
periton contains the names of.one thosand five 
hundred of the one thousand nine hundred, with 
the assurance that, with a little more time, the 
greater portion of the remaining four hundred 
might have been obtained. 1 beg leave to present 
it, and to ask that it may be read. 

The Secretary read it, as follows: 

To the Senate and House of Representatives of the United 
States in Congress assembled : 


The undersigned, citizens of the State of Indiana, view 
with alarm the present condition of public affairs. ‘They 


| have seen with great regret the secession of five States from 


the Union, so far as the action on the part of those States 
is concerned, and they fear that others may follow the ex- ` 
ample. They deeply regret that any condition of national 
affairs should have brought about such an issue ; and with- 
out going into an examination of the causes which have 
impelled sister States to this act, they pray your honorable 
body at once to pass such acts as will restore the Union 
and give peace to the country. And in this connection, 
they beg leave to say that the adoption of the propositions 
contained in what are known as the Crittenden resolutions 
would be reccived by the border States as a satisfactory 
adjustment of existing difficulties, and render us once more 
a united and happy people. 


Mr. CRITTENDEN. Iam also charged, Mr. 
President, to present to the Senate the petition of 
a number of citizens of Michigan upon the same 
subject, praying to the same effect. Also, a peti- 
tion of sundry citizens of the State of New York, 
which I ask may be read. : 

The Secretary read, as follows: 


To the Senate and House of Representatives of the United 
States of America in Congress assembled : 

The memorial of the subscribers, citizens of New York, 
respecttully showeth: 

That while sharing in common with their fellow-citizens 
the gencral solicitude at the dangers which are now threat- 
ening the peace and the unity of our country, they desire to 
give their urgent and emphatic expression of the necessity 
which seems to exist for mutual conciliation and compro- 
misë, and, without discussion as to the merits of the va- 
rious questions at issue, believing that the perpetuity of 
the union of the United States as one nation is of vastly 
more importance than the establishment or rejection of this 
or that subject of controversy, and that the people of the 
North will approve of the general outline of the plan of com- 
promise agreed upon by the Senators and Representatives of 
the border States, or the Crittenden plan, your memorialists 
humbly pray that such measures may be speedily adopted 
by Congress for the settlement of our present difficulties,as 
will embrace substantially the plan of compromise so reć- 
ommended by the Representatives of the border States, or 
by Mr. Crirrenpen, and which, they believe, willrestore 
tranquillity and peace to our now distracted country. 


Mr. CRITTENDEN. Here is also a petition 
which I have the honor to present, from citizens 
of the county of Harford, in the State of Mary- 
land, praying for the adoption of the proposition 
made by the committee of the border States. I 
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have also a petition of citizens of Indiana, praying 
. for the adoption of the resolutions offered by my- 
self, I also present a petition to the same pur- 
‘nose and effect from citizens of Michigan. 1 move 
that all these petitions He on the table. , 
"The motion was agreed to. 
MINT AT NEW ORLEANS. 
Mr. WILSON. Fsubmit ‘the following reso- 
lution; and ask for its consideration at this time: 
Resolved, That the President be; and he is, hereby, re- 
‘quested to conimunicate.to this body whether, in the State 
of Louisiana, any person or persons have unlawfully seized 


any. of: the. forts, arsenals, arms, or munitions of war, be- 


Tonging to the United States, or other property of the United 


-Btates; and especially whether the mint of the United 
Statesat New Orledns has been taken possession of unlaw- 
fully by any pexsonssand whether any portion of the money 
.ofthe United Statesat New Orleans, and bow much thereof, 
“Has been unlawfully appropriated by any person or persons, 
‘and by whom and when. 

“Mr. BIGLER objected to the consideration of 

the resolution; and it lics over under the rule. 


COLLECTION OF DUTINS. 


Mr. FESSENDEN. The Committee on Fi- 
“nance, to whom was referred the bill (S. No. 545) 
in relation to the collection of duties on imports 
‘and for-other purposes, have instructed me to re- 
portitback with two amendments—trifling verbal 
amendments—with the recommendation that it 

“passy:and I move that it be considered at this 
timat * i i ; 
oeThe VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from 
Maine reports the bill (S. No. 545) in relation to 
the collection of duties on imports, and for other 
“purposes,'from the Committee on Finance, and 
-asks for its consideration at this time, 
2 Mr. HEMPHILL. I object to that altogether, 
-as I intend to offeramendments to the bill, which 
cI wish to have printed. 
» The VICE PRESIDENT. 
. made, it will lie over. 
Mr. HUNTER, T object. 
.Mr. FESSENDEN. Does a single objection 
_edrry it over? 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The bill being re- | 
“ported to-day, it must lie over onc day, if there | 
be objection to its present consideration. 
“Mr. BRIGHT. I wish to make an explanation 
in connection with the bill justreported. I under- 
stood the Senator from Maine to state that the 
committee recommended the passage of the bill. 
I do not. know whether that stands upon my vote. 
{ consented, so far as 1 was concerned, that the 
pill should be reported, leaving the question open 
ag to whéther | would favor its passage or not. 
Ifa majority of the committee is made dependent 
on my vote, then I do not favor the recommend- 
ation as from the committee. 


If objection be 


Mr. FESSENDEN. [can only say that Edis- | 


tinetly put the question to the chairman whether 


J was authorized to report the bill with the recom- | 


mendation that it pass, and he informed me that 
I might do so, Ido not know whether it was on 
the vote of the Senator from Indiana, or somebody 
cie MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, 
by Mr. Hays, Chief Clerk, announced that the 
House had passed the following bill and joint 
resolution, in which the concurrence of the Sen- | 
ate was requested: i 

A. bill (No. 925) granting an invalid pension 
to Larkin Tally, of Tennessee; and 

A joint resolution (No. 70) to quiet titles to | 
lands in the State of Iowa. 


“COUNTING OF ELECTORAL VOTES. 


The message further announced that the Fipuse 
had agreed to the resolution of the Senate to ap- 
pointa committee to join such committee as may 


be appointed by the House of Representatives, to | 


ascertain and report a mode for examining the 
votes for President and Vice President of the Uni- 
ted States, and notifying the persons chosen of 
their election; and had appointed Mr. Exiiuau B. 
Wasusvunye of llinois, Mr. Ganvetrr B. ApRAIN 
of New Jersey, Mr. James Craig of Missouri, 
Mr. Aurrep Ery of New York, and Mr. Wit- 
Liam C. Anpenson of Kentucky, the committee 
on the part of the House. 


ADMISSION TO THE FLOOR. 
Mr. FOSTER. I ask that the resolution I 


offered the other day in regard to the admission 
of Governors and ex-Governors to the floor of 


i 
i 


| part of these once United States, terminates the 


the Senate. may betaken up. If it- induces de- | 
bate, I shall not ask to have it considered; bat I 
do not think it will. - es 


Mr. SLIDELL. Mr. President, I desire, on į! 


the part of my colleague and myself, to occupy | 
the attention of the Senate for a very short time, 
on a matter that is personal to us. i 
_ Mr. FOSTER. ill the Senator from Louis- | 
iana give way for a moment, that the resolution 
which I called up may be acted on? If it leads 
to debate, I shall not ask that it be considered ; 
bat I think it will not. I shall be obliged to him 
if he will give way. ; 

The Secretary read the resolution submitted by 
Mr. Foster, on the 29th of January, as follows: 

Resolved, That in addition to those now entitled to that 
privilege, Governors and ex-Governors of States be admit- 
ted to the floor of the Senate. š 

Mr. SLIDELL. I hope the Senator from Con- 
necticut will not press the consideration of that 
resolution now. 

Mr. FOSTER. 
debate. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator 
withdraw his motion to take up the resolution? 

Mr. FOSTER. If objection is made to it, I do. 


WITHDRAWAL OF SENATORS. 


Mr. SLIDELL. I send to the Secretary a 
paper, which I desire to have read. 
The Secrétary read, as follows: 
An Ordinance to dissolve the union betweenthe State Of Lou- | 
isiana and other States united with her, under the compact | 


entitled The Constitution of the United States of Amer- 
ica.” 


| 
| 
t 
i 
i 
i 
i 


I will not, if it is to lead to | 


We, the people of the State of Louisiana, in convention |; 


assembled, do declare and ordain, and itis hercby declared 
aud ordained, that the ordinance passed by usin convention 
on the 22d day of November, in the year 1811, whereby the 
Constitution of the United States of America, and the 
amendments of said Constitution, were adopted, and all | 
laws and ordinances by which the State of Louisiana be- 
came a member of the Federal Union, be, and the same are 
hereby, repealed and abrogated; aud that the union now 
subsisting between Louisiana and other States, under the 
name of the “ United States of America,” is hereby dis- 
solved. 


We do further declare and ordain, that the State of Lou- 
isiana hereby resumes all rights and powers heretofore del- 
gated to the Government of the United States of America 3 
that her citizens are absolved from all allegiance to said : 
Government; and that she is in fw! possession and exer- 
cise of all those rights of sovereignty which appertain toa : 
free and independent State. 

We do further declare and ordain, thatall rights acquired 
and vested under the Constitution of the United States, or | 
any act of Congress, or treaty, or under any law of this | 
State and uot incompatible with this ordinance, shall re- 


had not been passed. 

The undersigned hereby certifies that the above ordi- 
nance is a true copy of the origina! ordinance adopted this 
day by the convention of the State of Louisiana, 


Given under my hand and.the great seal of Louisiana,.at i; 


Baton Rouge this 28th day of the month of January, in the 
year of our Lord, 1861. 
A. MOUTON, 


t S. 

[ ] President of the Convention. 
J.Tuomas Wuear, Secretary of the Convention. 

Mr. SLIDELL. Mr. President, the document ! 
which the Secretary has just read, and which 
places on the files of the Senate official informa- : 
tion that Louisiana has ceased to be a component 


connection of my colleague and myself with this | 
body. The occasion, however, justifies, ifit docs | 
not call for, some parting words to those whom | 
we leave behind, some forever, others we trust to | 
meet again and to participate with them in the | 


noble task of constructing and “defending a new || 


confederacy; which, if it may want at first the | 
grand proportions and vast resources of the old, ! 
will still possess the essential elements of great- 
ness, a people bold, hardy, homogencous in in- 
terests and sentiments, a fertile soil, an extensive 
territory, the capacity and the will to govern them- 
selves through the forms and in the spirit of the 
Constitution under which they have been born 
and educated. Besides all these, they have an 
advantage which no other people seeking to change | 
the Government under which they had before | 
lived have ever enjoyed; they have to pass through | 
no intervening period of anarchy; they have in | 
their several State governments, already shaped ; 
to their hands, everything necessary for the pres- | 
ervation of order, the administration of justice, | 
and the protection of their soiland their property | 
from foreign or domestic violence. They can con- 
sult with calmness and act with deliberation on | 
every subject, either of immediate interest or | 
future policy. i 


But, if we do not greatly mistake the prevailing 


j sentiment of the southern mind, no'attempt will 


be made to improve the Constitution; we shall 
take it such as it is; such as has been found sut- 
ficient for our security and happiness, so long as 
its true intent and spirit Hvedin the hearts ofa 
majority of the people of the free States, and con- 
trolled the action not only of the Federal but of 
the State Legislatures. We willadoptall laws not 
locally inapplicable or incompatible with our new 
relations; we will recognize the. obligations of 
all existing treaties—those respecting the African 
slave trade included. We shall be prepared to as- 
sume our just proportion of the national debt; to 
account for the cost of all the forts and other prop- 
erty of the United States, which wehave been com- 
pelled to seize in self-defense, if it should appear 


| thatour share of such expenditure has been greater 


than in other sections; and above all, we shall, as 
well from the dictates of natural justice and the 
principles of international law as of political and 
geographical affinities and of mutual pecuniary in- 
terests, recognize the right of the inhabitants of the 
valley of the Mississippi and its tributaries to its 
free navigation; we will guaranty to them a free in- 
terchange of ail agricultural productions without 
impost, tax duty, or toll of any kind; the free tran- 
sit from foreign countries of cvcry species of mer- 
chandise, subject only to such regulations as may 
be absolutely necessary for the protection of any 
revenue system we may establish, and for pur- 
poses of police. 

As for such States of the Union as may not 
choose to unite théir destinies with ours, we shall 
consider them, as we shall all other foreign na- 
tions, ‘* enemies in war, in peace friends.” We 
wish and we hope to part with them amicably; 
and, so far as depends on us, they shall have no 
provocation to pursue a hostile course; but in this 
regard we, from the necessities of the case, can 
only be passive; it will be for the people of the 
non-slaveholding States to decide this momentous 
question. This declaration, however, requires 
some qualification. Could the issue be fairly pre- 
sented to the people of those States, we should 
have little doubt of a peaceful separation, with 
the possibility of a complete, and the probability 
of a partial, reconstruction on a basis satisfactory 
to us and honorable to them; but, with the pres- 
ent representations in cither branch of Congress, 
we sce nothing to justify our indulging any such 
expectation. We must be prepared to resist co- 
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main in force and have the same effect as if this ordinance || © cion, whether attempted by avowed enemies, or 


by a hand heretofore supposed friendly, by open 
war, or under the more insidious, and, therefore, 
more dangerous pretext of enforcing the laws, 
protecting publie property, or collecting the rev- 
enue. We shall not cavil about words, or discuss 
legal and technical distinctions; we shall consider 
the one as equivalent to the other, and shall be 
prepared toactaccordingly. Utroque arbitrio parati. 
You will find us ready to meet you with the out- 
stretched hand of fellowship, or in the mailed pan- 
oply of war, as you may will it; elect between 
these alternatives. | 

We have no idea that you will even attempt to 
invade our soil with your armies; but we acknowl- 
edge your superiority on the sea, at present, in 
some degree accidental, but in the main, natural, 
and permanent, until we shall have acquired better 
ports for our marine. You may, if you will it, 
persist in considering us bound to you during 
your good pleasure; you may deny the sacred and 
indefeasible right, we will not say of seccssion, 
bnt of revolution—ay, of rebellion, if you choose 
so to call our action—the right of every people to 
establish for itself that form of government which 
it may, even in its folly, if such you deem it, con- 
sider best calculated to secure its safety and pro- 
mote its welfare. You may ignore the principles 
of our immortal Declaration of Independence; you 
may attempt to reduce us to subjection, or you 
may, under color of enforcing your laws or col- 
lecting your revenue, blockade our ports. ‘This 
will be war, and we shall meet it, with different 
but equally efficient weapons. We will not per- 
mit the consumption or introduction of any of 
your manufactures; every sea will swarm with our 
volunteer militia of the ocean, with the striped 
bunting floating over their heads, for we do not 
mean to give up that flag without a bloody strug- 
gle, it is ours as muchas yours; andalthongh for 
a time more stars may shine on your banier, our 
children, if not we, will rally under a constella- 
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tion more numerous and more resplendent than 
yours. You may smile at this as an impotent 
boast, at least for the present, if not for the future; 
but if we need ships and men for privateering, we 
shall be amply supplied from the same sources as 
now almost exclusively furnish the means for car- 
rying on, with such unexampled vigor, the Afri- 
can slave trade—New York and New England. 
Your mercantile marine must either sail under 
foreign flags or rot at your wharves. 

But, pretermitting these remedies, we will pass 
to another equally efficacious. Every civilized 
nation now is governed in its foreign relations by 
the rule of recognizing Governments ‘‘ de facto.” 
You alone invoke the doctrine of the “ de jure,” 
or divine right of lording itover an unwilling peo- 
ple strong enough to maintain their power within 
their own limits. How long, think you, will the 
great naval Powers of Europe permit you toim- 
pede their free intercourse with their best cus- 
tomers for their various fabrics, and to stop the sup- 
plies of the great staple which is the mostimportant 
basis of their manufacturing industry, by a mere 
paper blockade? You were, with all the wealth 
and resources of this once great Confederacy, but 
a fourth or fifth rate naval Power, with capacities, 
it is true, for large, and in a just quarrel, almost 
indefinite, expansion. What will you be when 
not merely emasculated by the withdrawal of fif- 
teen States, but warred upon by them with active 
and inveterate hostility ? 

But enough, perhaps somewhat too much of 
this. We desire not to speak to you in terms of 
bravado ormenace. Let ustreat each otheras men, 
who, determined to break off unpleasant, incom- 
patible, and unprofitable relations, cease to bandy 
words, and mutually leave each other to determ- 
ine whether their differences shall be decided by 
blows or by the code which some of us still rec- 
ognize as that of honor, We shall do with you 
as the French guards did with the English at the 
battle of Fontenoy. In a preliminary skirmish, 
the French and English guards met face to face; 
the English guards courtcously saluted their ad- 
versaries by taking off their hats; the French re- 
turned the salute with equal courtesy. Lord Hay, 
of the English guards, cried out, in a loud voice: 
«Gentlemen of the French guards, fire.”? Count 
D’Auteroche replied in the same tone: ‘ Gentle- 
men, we never fire first.” The English took them 
at their word, and did fire first. Being at close 
quarters, the effect was very destructive, and the 
French were, for a time, thrown into some dis- 
order; but the fortunes of the day were soon re- 
stored by the skill and courage of Marshal Saxe, 
and the English, under the Duke of Cumberland, 
suffered one of the most disastrous defeats which 
their military annals record. Gentlemen, we will 
not fire first. : 

We have often seen it charged that the present 
movement of the southern States is merely the 
consummation of a fixed purpose, long enter- 
tained by a few intriguers for the selfish object of 
personal aggrandizement. 

reater error—if we were not about to part, we 
should saya grosser or more atrocious calumny. 
Do not deceive yourselves; this is not the work 
of political managers, but of the people. Asa 
general rule, the instincts of the masses, and the 
sagacity of those who, in private life, had larger 
opportunities for observation and reflection, had 
satisfied them of the necessity of separation long 
before their accustomed party leaders were pre- 


pared toavow it. Weappeal toevery southern Sen- į 


whether such be not the 


ator yet remaining here, t 
Of its truth, we can give 


case in his own State. 


no stronger illustration than the vote in the Lou- | 


sianaconvention. Of one hundred and thirty mem- 
bers, every delegate being 1n his seat, onc hun- 
dred and thirteen voted for immediate secession; 
and of the seventeen who voted against it, there 
were not more than four or five who did not ad- 


mit the necessity of separation, and only differed | 


as to the time and mode of its accomplishment. 
Nor is the mere election, by the forms of the 
Constitution, ofa President distasteful to us, the 


cause, as it isso often and so confidently asserted, | 
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engaged in the performance of our accustomed 
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of ouraction. Itis this: we all consider the elec- 
tion of Mr. Lincoln, with his well-known antece- 
dents and avowed principles and purposes, by a 
decided majority over all other candidates com- 
bined in every non-slaveholding State on this side 
of the Pacific slope, noble, gallant New Jersey 
alone excepted, as conclusive evidence of the de- 
termined hostility of the northern masses to our 
institutions. We believe that he conscientiously 
entertains the opinions which he has so often and 
so explicitly declared; and that, having been 
elected on the issues thus presented, he will hon- 
estly endeavor to carry them into execution. 

hile now we have no fears of servile insur- 
rection, even of apartial character, we know that 
his inauguration as President of the United States, 
with our assent, would have been considered by 
many of our slaves as the day of their emanet- 
pation; and that the 4th of March would have 
witnessed, in various quarters, outbreaks, which, 
although they would have been promptly sup- 
pressed, would have carried ruin and devastation 
to many a southern home, and have cost the lives 
of hundreds of the misguided victims of northern 
negrophilism. 

Senators, six States have now severed the links 
that bound them toa Union to which we were all 
attached, as well by many tics of material well- 
being, as by the inheritance of common glories in 
the past, and the well-founded hopes of still more 
brilliant destinies in the future! Twelve seats 
are now vacant on this floor. The work is only 
yet but begun. It requiresno spirit of prophecy 
io point to many, many chairs around us that will 
goon, like ours, be unfilled; and if the weird sis- 
ters of the great dramatic poet could here be con- 
jured up, they would present to the affrighted 
vision of those on the other side of the Chamber, 
who have so largely contributed to ‘the deep 
damnation of this taking off,” a “ glass to show 
them many more.’? They who have so foull 
murdered the Constitution and the Union will find, 
when too late, like the Scottish Thane, that, ‘* for 
Banquo’sissue they have filed their minds;”’ “they 
have but placed upon their heads a fruitiess crown, 
and puta barren stepter in their gripe, no son of 
theirs succeeding.” 

In taking leave of the Senate, while we shall 
carry with us many agreeable recollections of 
intercourse, social and official, with gentlemen 
who have differed with us on this, the great ques- 
tion of the age, we would that we could, in fitting 
language, express the mingled feclings of admir- 
ation and regret with which we look back to our 
associations on this floor with many of our north- 
ern colleagues. They have, one after the other, 
fallen in their heroic struggle against a blind fanat- 
icism, until now but few—alas! how few—remain 
to fight the battle of the Constitution. Several 
even of these will terminate their official career in 
one short month, and will give place to men hold- 
ing opinions diametrically opposite, which have 
recommended them to the suffrages of their States. 
Had we remained here, the same fate would have 
awaited, at the next election, the four or five last 
survivors of that gallant band; but now we shall 
carry with us at least this one consoling reflec- 
tion, our departure realizing all thei: predictions 
of ill to the Republic, opens a new era of triumph 
for the Democratic party of the North, and will, 
we firmly believe, reéstablish its lost ascendency 


the States that were original parties to the Con- 


in most of the non-slaveholding States. 
Mr. BENJAMIN. Mr. President, if we were 


legislative duties, I might well rest content with 
the simple statement of my concurrence in the | 
remarks just made by my colleague. Deeply im- 
pressed, however, with the solemnity of the occa- 
sion, I cannot remain insensible to the duty of | 
recording, amongst the authentic reports of your 
proceedings, the expression of my conviction that | 
the State of Louisiana has judged and acted well |j 


and wisely in this crisis of her destiny.“ 

Sir, it has been urged, on more tham one occa- | 
sion, in the discussions here and elsewhere, that 
Louisiana stands on an exceptional footing. It 


| : 


has been said that whatever may be the rights of 
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stitution—even granting their right to resume, for 
sufficient cause, those restricted powers which 
they delegated to the General Government in trust 
for their own use and benefit—still Louisiana can 
have no such right, because she was acquired by. 
purchase. Gentlemen have not hesitated to speak 
of the sovereign States formed out of the territory 
ceded by France as property bought with the 
money of the United States, belonging to them as 
purchasers; and, although they have not carried 
their doctrine to its legitimate results, I must con- 
clude that they also mean to assert, on the same 
principle, the right of selling for a price that which 


| for a price was bought. 


I shall not pause to comment on this repulsive 
dogmaofa party which asserts the right of prop- 
erty in free-born white men, in order to reach its 
cherished object of destroying the right of prop- 
erty in slave-born black men—still less «shall I 
detain the Senate in pointing out how shadowy 


| the distinction between the condition of the ser- 


vile African and that to which the white freemen 
of my State would be reduced, if it indeed be true 
that they are bound to this Government by ties 
that cannot be legitimately dissevered, without 
the consent of that-very majority which wields its 
powers for their oppression. I simply deny the 
fact on which the argument is founded. I deny 
that the province of Louisiana, or the people of 
Louisiana, were everconveyed to the United States 
for a price as property that could be bought or 
sold at will. Without entering into the details of ` 
the negotiation, the archives of our State depart- 
ment show the fact to be, that although the do- 
main, the public lands, and other property of 
France in the ceded province, were conveyed by 
absolute title to the United States, the sovereignty 
was not conveyed otherwise than in trust. 

A hundred fold, sir, has the Government of the 
United States been reimbursed by the sales of 
public property, of public lands, for the price of 
the acquisition; but not with the fidelity of the 
honest trustee has it discharged the obligations as 
regards the sovereignty) 

Í have said that the Government assumed to act 
as trustee or guardian of the people of the ceded 
province, and covenanted to transfer to them the 
sovereignty thus held in trust for their’ use and 
benefit, as soon as they were capable of exercis- 
ing it. What is the express language of the 
treaty? 

“The inhabitants of the ceded Territory shall be incor- 


| porated in the Union of the United States, and admitted as 


soon us possible, according to the principles of the Federal 
Constitution, to the enjoyment of all the rights, advantages, 
and immunities of citizens of the United States ; and in the 
mean time they shall be maintained and protected in. the 
enjoyment of their liberty, property, and the religion which 
they profess.” x% 

And, sir, as if to mark the true nature of the 
cession in a manner too significant to admit of 
misconstruction, the treaty stipulates no price; 
and the sole consideration for the conveyance, as 
stated on its face, is the desire to afford a strong 
proof of the friendship of France for the United 
States. By the terms of a separate convention 
stipulating the payment of a sum of money, the 
precaution is again observed of stating that the 
paymentis to be made, not as a consideration ora 
price or a condition precedent of the cession, butit 
is carefully distinguished as being a consequence 
of the cession. lt was by words thus studiously 
chosen, sir, that James Monroe and Thomas Jef- 
ferson marked their understanding of a contract 
now misconstrued as being a bargain and sale of 
sovereignty over freemen, With what indignant 
scorn would those staunch advocates of the in- 
herent right of self-government have repudiated 
the slavish doctrine now deduced from their 
action ! ‘ 

How were the obligations of this treaty fulfilled? 
That Louisiana at that date contained slaves held 
as property by her people through the whole 
length of the Mississippi valley—that those peo- 
ple had an unrestricted right of settlement with 


‘their slaves under legal protection throughout the 


yet had 


entire ceded province—no man has ever 
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the hardihood to deny. Here is a treaty promise 
to protect tliat property, that slave property, in that 
Territory, before it should become a State. That 
this promise was openly violated, in the adjust- 
ment forced upon the South at the time of the ad- 
mission of Missouri, is matter of recorded history. 
The perspicuous and unanswerable exposition of 
Mr. Justice Catron, in the opinion delivered bv him 
in the Dred Scott case, will remain through all 
time as an ample vindication of this assertion. 
If, then, sir, the people of Louisiana had a right, 


2” which Congress could not deny, of the admission 


into the Union with all the rights of all the citi- 
zens of the United States, it is in vain that the 
partisans of the right of the majority to govern 
the minority with despotic control, attempt to es- 
tablish a distinction, to her prejudice, between her 
rights and those of any other State. The only 
distinction which really exists is this: that she can 
point to a brcach of treaty stipulations expressly 
guarantying her rights, as a wrong superadded to 
those which have impelled a number of her sister 
States to the assertion of their independence. 
The rights of Louisiana as a sovereign State, 
are those of Virginia; no more, no less. ‘Let those 
who deny her right to resume delegated powers, 
successfully refute the claim of Virginia to the 
same right, in spite of her express reservation 
made and notified to her sister States when she 
consented to enter the Union. And, sir, permit 
me to say that, of all the causes which justify the 
action of the southern States, I know none of 
greater gravity and more alarming magnitude than 
that now developed of the denial of the right of 
secession. A pretension so monstrous as that 
which perverts a restricted agency, constituted by 
sovereign States for common purposes, into the 
unlimited despotism of the majority, and denies 
all legitimate escape from such despotism, when 
powers not delegated are usurped, converts the 
whole constitutional fabric into the secure abode 


of Jawless tyranny, and degrades sovereign States | 


into provincial dependencies, 

{tis said that the right of secession, if conceded, 
makes of our Government a mere rope of sand; 
that to assert its existence imputes to the framers 
of the Constitution the folly of planting the seeds 
of death in that which was designed for perpetual 
existence. If this imputation were true, sir, it 
would merely prove that their offspring was not 
exempt from that mortality which is the common 
lot of all that is not created by higher than hu- 
man power. Butitis not‘so, sir. Let facts an- 
swer theory. For two thirds of a century this 
right has been known by many of the States to 
be, at all times, within their power. Yet, up to 
the present period, when its exercise has become 
Indispensable to a people menaced with absolute 
extermination, there have been but two instances 
in which it has been even threatened seriously: 
the first, whon Massachusetts led the New Eng- 


land States in sn attempt to escape from the dan- | 


gers of our last war with Great Britain; the sec- 
ond, when the same State proposed to secede on 
account of the admission of Texas asa new State 
into the Union. 

Sir, in the language of our declaration of seces- 
sion from Great Britain it is stated, as an estab- 
lished truth, that ‘all experience has shown that 
mankind are more disposed to suffer while evils 
are sufferable, than to right themselves by abol- 
ishing the forms to which they have been accus- 
tomed.”? And nothing can be more obvious to 
the calm and candid observer of passing events 
than that the disruption of the Confederacy has 
been due, in great measure, not to the existence, 
but to the denial of this right. Few candid men 
would refuse to admit that the Republicans of the 
North would have been checked in their mad ca- 
reer, had they been convinced of the existence of 
this right, and the intention to assert it. The very 
knowledge of its existence, by preventing occur- 
rences which alone could prompt its exercise, 
would have rendered ita most efficient instrament 
in the preservationof the Union. But, sir, if the 
fact were otherwise—if all the teachings of ex- 
perience were reversed—better, far better, a rope 
of sand, ay, the flimsiest gossamer that ever glis- 
tened in the morning dew, than chains of iron, 


and shackles of steel; better the wildest anarchy, i 
with the hope, the chance, of one hour’s inspira- | 


tion of the glorious breath of freedom, than ages 
of the hopeless bondage and oppression to which 
our enemies would reduce us. 


We are told that. the laws must be enforced; 
that the revenues must be collected; thatthe South 
isin rebellion without cause, and that her citi- 
zens are traitors. 

Rebellion! The very word is a confession; an 
avowal of tyranny, outrage, and oppression. It 
is taken from the despot’s code, and has no terror 
for other than slavish souls. When, sir, did mil- 
lions of pcople, asa single man, rise in organized, 
deliberate, unimpassioned rebellion against jus- 
tice, truth, and honor? Well did a great English- 
man exclaim on a similar occasion : 

“ You might as well tell me that they rebeHed against the 
light of heaven ; that they rejected the fruits of the carth. 
Men do not war against their benefactors; they are not 
mad enough to repel the instincts of self-preservation. I 
| pronounce fearlessly that no intelligent people ever rose, 

or ever will rise, against asincere, rational, and benevolent 
authority. No people were ever born blind. Infatuation 
is not a law of human nature. When there is a revolt by 
a free people, with the common consent of all classes of 
society, there must be a criminal against whom that revolt 
is aimed.” 

Traitors! Treason! Ay, sir, the pcople of the 
South imitate and glory in just such treason as 
glowed in the soul of Hampden; just such treason 
as leaped in living flame from the impassioned lips 
of Henry; just such treason as encircles with a 
sacred halo the undying name of Washington ! 

You will enforce the laws. You want to know 
if we have a Government; if you have any au- 
thority to collect revenue; to wring tribute from 
an unwilling people? Sir, humanity desponds, 
and all the inspiring hopcs of her progressive im- 
provement vanish into empty airat the reflections 
which crowd on the mind at hearing repeated, 
with aggravated enormity, the sentiments against 
which a Chatham launched his indignant thun- 
ders nearly a century ago. The very words of 
Lord North and his royal master are repeated 
here in debate, not as quotations, but as the spon- 
tancous outpourings of a spirit the counterpart of 
theirs. 

In Lord North’s speech, on the destruction of 
the tea in Boston harbor, he said: 

“We are no longer to dispute between legislation and 
taxation; we are now only to consider whether or not we huve 
any authority there. It is very clear we have none, if we 
sufer the property of our subjects to be destroyed. We 
must punish, control, or yield to them.” 

And thereupon he proposed to close the port of 
Boston, just as the Representatives of Massachu- 
setts now propose to close the port of Charleston, 
in order to determine whether or not you have any 
authority there. tis thus that,in 1861, Boston is 
to pay her debt of gratitude to Charleston, which, 
in the days of her struggle, proclaimed the gencer- 
ous sentiment that ‘* the cause of Boston was the 
cause of Charleston.” Who, after this, will say 
that Republicsare ungrateful? Well, sir, the states- 
men of Great Britain answered to Lord North’s 
appeal, “ yield.” The courtiers and the politi- 
cians said, * punish,” “control. The result is 
known. History gives you the lesson. Profit 
by its teachings. 

So, sir, in the address sent under the royal 
sign-manual to Parliament, it was invoked to 
take measures ‘for better securing the exccution 
of the laws,” and acquiesced in the suggestion. 
Just as now, a senile Executive, under the sinis- 
ter influence of insane counsels, is proposing, with 
your assent, **to secure the better exceution of the 
laws,” by blockading portsand turning upon the 
people of the States the artillery which they pro- 
vided at their own expense for their own defense, 
and intrusted to you and to him for that and for 
no other purpose. Nay, even in States that are 
now exercising the undoubted and most precious 
rights ofa free people; where there is no seces- 
sion; where the citizens. are assembling to hold 


action is demanded in this dread crisis by a due 
regard for their own safety and their own liberty; 
ay, even in Virginia herself, the people are to cast 
their suffrages beneath the undisguised menaces 
ofa frowning fortress. Cannon are brought to 
bear on their homes, and parricidal hands are 
preparing weapons for rending the bosom of the 
mother of Washington. 

Sir, when Great Britain proposed to exact trib- 
| ute from your fathers against their will, Lord 
Chatham said: 

© Whatever is a man’s own is absolutely his own; no 
man bas aright to take it from him without his consent. 
Whoever attempts to do it, attempts an injury. Whoever 


does it, commits a robbery. You have no right to tax Amer- 
iieu. LTvejoice that America has resisted.” i * * 


peaceful elections for considering what course of } 


* ‘Let the sovereign authority of this country over the 
colonies be asserted in as strong terms as can be devised, 
and be made to extend to every point of legislation what- 
ever, so that we may bind their trade, confine their manu- 
factures, and exercise every power, except that of taking 
money out of their own pockets without their consent.?? 

It was-reserved for the latter half of the nine- 
teenth century, and for the Congress of a Republic 
of freemen, to witness the willing abnegation of 
all power, save that of exacting tribute. What 
imperial Britain, with the haughtiest pretensions 
of unlimited power over dependent colonies, could 
not even attempt without the vehement protest of 
her greatest statesmen, is to be enforced in aggra- 
vated form, if you can enforce it, against independ- 
ent States, 

Good God! sir, since when has the necessity 
arisen of recalling to American legislators the les- 
sons of freedom taught in lisping childhood by 
loving mothers; that pervade the atmosphere we 


| have breathed from infancy; that so form part of 


our very being, that in their absence we would 
lose the consciousness of our own identity? 
Heaven be praised that all have not forgotten 
them; that when we shall have left these familiar 
Halls, and when force bills, blockades, armies, 
navies, and all the accustomed coercive appliances 
of despots shall be proposed and advocated, voices 
shall be heard from this side of the Chamber that 
will make its very roof resound with the indignant 
clamor of-outraged freedom. Methinks I still hear 
ringing in my ears the appeal of the eloquent Rep- 
resentative [Hon. Groner H. Penpreton, of 
Ohio] whose northern home looks down on Ken- 
tucky’s fertile borders: “ Armies, money, blood, 
cannot maintain this Union; justice, reason, peace, 
may.” 

And now to you, Mr. President, and to my 
brother Senators, on all sides of this Chamber, 
I bid a respectful farewell; with many of those 
from whom I have been radically separated in po- 
litical sentiment, my personal relations have been 
kindly, and _haye inspired me with a respect and 
esteem thatI shall not willingly forget; with those 
around me from the southern States, I partas men 
part from brothers on the eve of a temporary ab- 
sence, with a cordial pressure of the hand and a 
smiling assurance of the speedy renewal of sweet - 
intercourse around the family hearth. Butto you, 
noble and generous friends, who, born beneath 
other skies, possess hearts that beat in sympathy 
with ours; to you, who, solicited and assailed by 
motives the most powerful that could appeal to 
selfish natures, have nobly spurned them all; to 
you who, in our behalf, have bared your breasts 
to the fierce beatings of the storm, and made will- 
ing sacrifice of life’s most glittering prizes in your 
devotion to constitutional liberty; to you, who 
have made our cause your cause, and from many 
of whom I feel I part forever, what shall I, can I 
say? Nought, i know and feel, is needed for my- 
self; but this I will say for the people in whose 
name I speak to-day: whether prosperous orad- 
verse fortunes await you, one priceless treasure is 
yours—the assurance that an entire people honor 
your names, and hold them in grateful and af- 
fectionate memory. But with still sweeter and 
more touching return shall your unselfish devo- 
tion be rewarded. When, in after days, the story 
of the presentshall be written; when history shall 
have passed her stern sentence on the erring men 
who have driven their unoffending brethren from 
the shelter of their common home, your names 
will derive fresh luster from the contrast; and 
when yourchildren shall hear repeated the famil- 
iar tale, it will be with glowing cheek and kin- 
dling eye, their very souls will stand a-tiptoe as 
their sires are named, and they will glory in their 
lineage from men of spirit as. generous and of 
patriotism as high-hearted as ever illustrated or 
adorned the American Senate. 


MISSION OF PEACE FROM VIRGINIA. 


The VICE PRESIDENT. The special order 
for to-day is the message of the President of the 
United States, communicating the resolutions of 
Virginia, The Chair willstate, however, thatthe 
unfinished business of the last adjournment is 
the bill to provide a temporary government for 
the Territory of Jefferson. 

Mr. GREEN. I suggest that that territorial 
bill be passed over informally, in order that the 
Senator from North Carolina may proceed. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair hears 
no objection. The Chai will then take up the 
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message of the President; and the Senator rom 
North Carolina is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. CLINGMAN. Mr. President, afler the 
very interesting occurrence which has just taken 
place, itis difficult for me to address the Senate 
as I would wish to do. It is not my purpose, to- 
day, to attempt anything like an elaborate speech 
upon the questions thathave been so much debated. 
The whole country so thoroughly understands 
them, that that is now unnecessary. {shall rather 
direct my remarks to’ some of the practical ques- 
tions which are daily presented, for the phase of 
things is constantly changing, and new issues are 
continually presented. The message of the Presi- 
dentis commendable in its spirit and temper, what- 
ever gentlemen may think of its specific recom- 
mendations. 

Thave, myself, regularly voted with the honor- 
able Senator from Kentucky [Mr. Crirrenpen] 
for his proposition to compromise existing difi- 
culties; and I shall continue to vote for any meas- 
ure that may improve the existing status, whether 
it, in my judgment, be all that the South is entitled 
to ask or not, leaving to my constituents and other 
southern States the right to determine how far it 
satisfics them. But I have felt all the time, that 
unless some movement came from the other side 
of the Chamber, or was atleast taken up by them, 
any effort on our part would be fatile. 
though every Democratic member should vote for 
a proposition, and that should chance to be a ma- 
jority, yet we could not here pass a proposition 
for an amendment to the Constitution by the ne- 


cessary two-thirds vote, nor carry any proposition | 


through the House of Representatives, much less 
cause its adoption by the free States. 

The whole country looked to the speech of the 
honorable Senator from New York, [Mr. Sew- 
ARD,] made some two weeks since, in the hope that 
it might present a basis for adjustment. Though 


that speech was conciliatory in its tone, in its į 


practical recommendations it failed to meet, I am 
sorry to say, the anticipations of the people of the 
South, [understood him only to say, in substance, 
that he was willing, in the first place, to provide 
that slavery never should be interfered with in the 
States—a point about which no great anxiety is 
feltat this time; next, that he was willing that that 
provision of the Constitution which relates to the 
return of fugitive slaves should be made a perma- 
nent and irrepealable one; (that is a provision 
which heretofore has been, in fact, very inefficient.) 


But, upon the great question of the Territories, Í | 


understood him to say that he would be disposed 


to vote for the proposition of the honorable Sen- į 


ator from Minnesota, [Mr. Ricx,] provided there 
were a repeal of the existing organic laws, if it 
were not that the proposition of that Senator, 


making arrangements for the future division of the | 
States, was, in his judgment, unconstitutional;and ii 


if that division did wat take place, the mischief 
would be greater than that under which we now 
labor. 

In other words—and I do not wish to do injus- 
tice to the Senator from New York—lI understood 
him to state three formidable objections to that 
proposition. First, requiring the repeal of the 
organic laws, by which, I presume, he meant that 
the New Mexican slave code should be repealed; 
and even if this were done, there stood a consti- 
tutional objection which he cannot get over, and 
if it were modified so as to provide that these 
States are to be permanent, then he holds they 
will be so vast that they will bring greater mis- 
chief on the country than it is already laboring 
under. Upon other points, I do the Senator the 
justice to say that he eulogized the Union hand- 
somely, and showed*that it might be productive 
of great mischief to dissolve it; and he also de- 
elared that, after this’ eccentric secession move- 
ment had come to an end, one, two, or three years 
henee, he would be disposed to see a convention 
called to amend the Constitution. It struck me 
that the position of the honorable Senator on the 
present crisis was like that of a man who, when 


a city was on fire and the flames were spreading į 


far and wide, instead of advising means to stop 
the fire immediately, should enter into an elabor- 
ate speech upon the inexpediency and mischief 
of having a city burnt, and suggests that when 


the heat and fury of the conflagration had come | 
to an end, it might be well to have an assemblage | 


of the people and see if there could not be made 
some provision to prevent similar evils. 
Š 


Even | 


Mr. SEWARD. The honorable Senator from 
North Carolina, in endeavoring to state my posi- 
tions, has perhaps come as near to accuracy as 
one standing in his position would be apt to under- 
stand them. If he will allow me, I wish barely to 
correct him in one or two points. I required the 
repeal, not of the laws of New Mexico, but of all 
the organic laws of all the Territories of the Uni- 
ted States that were to be created into States, ac- 
cording to the proposition of the Senator from 
Minnesota [Mr. Rice] to organize States. Ithen 
stated that I did not see how provision could con- 
stitutionally be made at this time which would 
secure a proper subdivision of two such vast 
States at proper times, and that it seemed to me 
the embarrassments that would result if this were 
not done would- be as great as the advantages to 
be derived from adopting the measure. There is 
not much misunderstanding about that. 

When the honorable Senator says I suggested 
a national convention, he means to state the prop- 
osition fairly, but gives it the effect of a proposi- 
tion for a national convention one, two, or three 
years after these secession movements could have 
been arrested. So I understood him. What I 
said was, when these erratic movements of seces- 
sion or dissolution shall have becn arrested one 
year, two years, or three years hence; thatis, 
whenever arrested within one year, and suppos- 
ing that the disunionist might require more than 
one, I stated two, three, just so long—meaning 
just so long as the seceding States should require, 
before being ready to go into convention—as that, 
I could wait in order to have a proper consulta- 
tion whether any of the States have such griev- 
ances as require relief by amendments of the Con- 
stitution. 

Mr. CLINGMAN. Mr. President, I am very 
happy to afford the honorable Senator from New 
York an opportunity of making this explanation. 
I did not greatly misunderstand his position, 
though I may not have been felicitous in stating 
it. My purpose was to call the attention of the 
honorable Senator to the present emergency, with 
a view of showing him that the remedy which he 
indicated would not reach the case. I greatly 
fear, sir, that the Senator from New York, and 
gentlemen on that side of the Chamber, if they 
ave candid in stating their impressions—and I do 
not question their candor—altogether misunder- 
stand the nature of this movement. Before speak- 
ing directly to those points to which I wish to 
call the attention of Senators, if they will pardon 
me, I will endeavor to state, in as few, plain sen- 
tences as I can command, what f deem it to be that 
is now operating on the mind of the southern 
States, and driving them into resistance. 

The honorable Senator from New York, in one 
of his speeches last fall in the Northwest, said 
that the Government of the United States had 
been, in 1820, diverted from its former course, 
and thrown intoa wrong direction; in other words, 
that, for forty years past, it was moving upon 
an improper track, and that its course was now 
to be essentially changed. Well, sir, during that 
time our Government has been administered by 
Monroe and John Quincy Adams, by Jackson 
and Van Buren, by Harrison and Tyler, by Polk 
and Taylor, and by Fillmore, Pearce, and Buch- 
anan. During these forty years, therefore, ad- 
ministered in that way, the honorable Senator 
and those who act with him hold that the Gov- 
ernment has been wrong, and they now propose 
to reverse its action. Wrong in what respect? 
Why, in admitting, by the act of 1820, that the 
southern States were entitled to go with their 
property into a portion of the public territory. 
The whole purpose, as I understand it, and as 
the people of the South understand it, of this Re- 
publican movement, is to produce a new condi- 
tion of things. They say, in effect, you of the 
South are not to have the influence or the privi- 
leges of the Government that you heretofore had.” 
It cannot be pretended that, during this period, 
we have had an undue power over the Adminis- 
tration; for the presidential office has been fairly 
divided between the sections; and, for the last 
twelve years, during which the sectional troubles 
have been aggravated, it has been entirely in the 
hands of northern men. I say that the. whole 
purport of the movement, as understood at the 
South, Is this: “ Your institutions are not equal 
to ours, and you must accept an inferior position 
| under the Government.” i am free to say, sir, 


| And yet, sir, this is not the greatest evil. 


even if they menaced us with no practical wrong, 
in my judgment, sych a policy would justify re- 
sistance; for I knowof no nation, no community, 
that ever consented to acceptan inferior position 
without, in the end, being ruined. 

But the practical measures which these gentle- 
men propose are, in my judgment, in the highest 
degree dangerous. Look, Mr. President, over 
the southern country, andask yourself what would 
be the greatest injury that could be done to it? It 
would not be the establishment of a monarchy, or 
a military despotism, because we know that mon- 
archies and military despotisms often afford a high 
degree of security and civil liberty to those sub- 
ject to them, The greatest possible injury would 

e to liberate the slaves, and leave them as free 
negrocs in those communities. It is sometimes 
said that they are worth $4,000,000,000 in money. 
This, I suppose, is true; but that is only a portion 
of the pecuniary loss, if we were deprived of them. 
In the North, for example, if the horses and work- 
ing cattle were removed, in addition to their other 
property, such as vehicles and working utensils, 
the lands themselves would be rendered value- 
less to a great extent; and so, in fact, if you were 
to liberate the slaves of the South, so great would 
be the loss that financial ruin would be inevitable. 
It is 
that social destruction of our society by infusing 
into it a large free negro population that is most 
dreaded. Northern gentlemen may realize the 
evil, perhaps, by considering this ease, which I 
pattothem, Thenegroes of the South are, in most 
of the States, worth more than the lands. Sup- 
pose there was a proposition now to abolish land 
tiles through the free States, that, if adopted, 
would produce immense mischief; but, in addition, 
suppose there were to be transferred to those States 
a free negro population, equal to half their own, 
or, as they have eighteen million people, turn 
loose among them a population equal to nine mil- 
lion free blacks, and that accompanied with the 
destruction of the Jand titles and abolition of the 
landed property: would not the people of those 
States at once rise in rebellion agaipst such meas- 
ures? 

The British newspapers seem at a loss to ac- 
count for the excitement and revolution prevailing 
inthiscountry. Itis very natural that they should 
not understand it, because they draw their ideas 
altogether from opinions expressed in the North, 
which are unjust to our section, and partly, also, 
from the condition of things prevailing in Bare pe. 
There, revolutions do not occur except from ex- 
treme physical suffering. ‘The consequence was 
that Great Britain, before our Revolution, could 
not understand that our people would make a rev- 
olution upon what Mr. Webster declared was a 
mere preamble—a mere assertion of the right of 
Great Britain to tax us; and they never did real- 
ize, until the war had actually begun, that we 
would fight merely to escape a contemptible tea- 
tax of three cents a pound. So, seeing that the 
United States is one of the most prosperous coun- 
tries upon the earth, they do.not scem to realize 
the idea that we should go to war upon a mere 
question of right, before actual suffering had be- 
gun. Now, Mr. President, our slave property 
exceeds the national debt of England in value. 
Flow long could a ministry stand that was for the 
abolition of that national debt? Remember, too, 
that the population of the British Isles is three 
times as great as ours; and it would have to be 
increased threefold to make the losses there pro- 
portionately as great as those the abolition of 
slavery would inflict upon us. 

But again, sir, this is only a partial statement 
of the case. 

In England they are very hostile to a Catholic 
monarch. Ifthere were a Catholic monarch on 
the throne, it might produce a revolution. But 
suppose England were united with a country like 
France, greater in population; and that that coun- 
try had the power to impose a Catholic monarch 
on England against the wish and feeling of the 
entire body of the people in the British Isles; and 
that it was known that that monarch favored. the 
abolition of the national debt: does any man doubt 
that the British Isles would be in a blaze. of revo- 
lution? And yet, sir, that is not as strong a case 
as that which is now presented to the South. 

I am told, however, by gentlemen, witha great 
deal of seeming plausibility, that this is a condi- 
tion of things that cannot be carried out; that, 
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‘though Mr. Lincoln may have said that the war 
must never cease until slavery is abolished, and 
that he hoped during his lifetime to see this result 
produced, yet, under the existing Constitution, 
he will not be able to effect it; and we are told 
that we ought to wait, at least, for overt acts. 
Now, sir, when an honorable Senator tells me, 
for example, that he stands upon the Georgia 
platform, and that he is ready to resist its viola- 
tion, I give him credit for the utmost sincerity; 
but I tell you, Mr. President, as a Kentuckian, 
as one who represents a conservative and a bor- 
der State, I do not believe, if we submitted now 
to this clection, that those overt acts would be re- 
sisted. Take, for example, the fugitive slave law. 
If it-were repealed'twelve months hence, it might 
be said that this law violated grossly northern 
sentiment; that it was very inefficient; that we 
did. not recover more slaves under it than we did 
under the old law; that we would besimply thrown 
back to where we were in 1850; and the border 
States, being those most interested, ought first to 
move, and no resistance would in fact be made. 

Again: suppose the Wilmot proviso, or the cx- 
clusion of slavery in the Territories, was adopted: 
it would be said, this was what had been often 
done; it had been repeatedly passed, and even 
sanctioned by southern men, that slavery never 
would go into the Territories. This question was 
a mere abstraction, and the question would be 
asked, ** Will you dissolve this glorious Union 
for a mere abstraction?” I do not think there 
would be resistance by the southern people after 
they had been demoralized by submission to 
Lincoln, 

Again: suppose slavery were abolished in this 
Distriet: it would doubtless be done with com- 
pensation to the owners. The people of the North 
would sot object, of course, to paying a small 
amount for that purpose, and those who are favor- 
able to a high tariff might be very willing to make 
that expenditure. Even now, sir, the leading 
Republican journals are discussing the propricty 
of buying allthe slaves in Maryland,in your State, 
sir, and in Missouri and Delaware, and thereby 
making them free. This proposition finds favor. 
If, therefore, slavery in this District were abol- 
ished in that way, it would be said, “ what right 
has South Carolina, or North Carolina, or any 
other State, to object??? While these things were 
going on, you would see a division to some extent 
created in the South. ‘There are, in all communi- 
tics, discontented elements; there are every where 
men who are ready for change and ripe for revo- 
lution. So powerful is this element in most coun- 
tries in the world, the people have to be kept down 
by force. There is, perhaps, not a country in 
Europe where there would not be a revolution 
every ten years if it were not for the armsand power 
ofthe Government. But whena Government un- 
dertakes to foment revolution, it is omnipotent; 
and T have no doubt that, with all the patronage 
and all the power which a Republican President 
could bring to his aid, with a free post office dis- 
tribution of abolition pamphlets, you would see a 
powerful division in portions of the South. In the 
mean time, the forts and arsenals could all be well 
occupied and strengthened, and all the public arms 
removed from the southern States. Last winter, 
before these difficulties happened, when Mr. Floyd 
made an order directing the removal of arms from 
the northern to the southern States, though he 
removed less than half of them, he was vehemently 
denounced for it. You are too well read in his- 
tory not to remember that Carthage was destroyed 
because she permitted the Romans, under a prom- 
ise of good treatment, to remove all her public 
arms; and if the South, in that condition, with 
additional armaments in all the forts, with some 
division among our people, and threatened with 
negro insurrection, and deprived of all share in 
the public arms, were then to resist more serious 
aggressions, we should fight under great disad- 
vantages, and, perhaps, if not subdued, have a 
long and a bloody struggle before us. 

I say, therefore, to the honorable Senator from 
Kentucky, in all sincerity, that, in my judgment, 
the issue which his State and mine have to determ- 
ine is, whether there shall be a manly resistance 
now, or whether our States shall become freé 
negro communities. Itis my deliberate judgment 
that, if this issue had met with no resistance, the 
latter alternative would have been the result. | 
But, sir, six States have resisted, and are out of || 


| tonished that such an idea should have been enter- 
| tained in the quarter from which it came. Why, 


i} be with Europe and the North? Can they do 


the Union, and the seventh, Texas, has probably | 
gone out during the past week. There are causes 
in operation which will inevitably, too, if they 
are not arrested, drive out other slave States. In | 
North Carolina, in Kentucky, and in Virginia, 
for example, a large number of the people now 
are waiting to see if there can be any proper ad- 
ustment. If it fails—if some such scheme, as the 
Hoaorble Senator from Kentucky has offered, is 
not adopted, a large and powerful body of con- 
servative men will at once go to the side of the 
secessionists. Even if that does not carry out 
those States, there isone other contingency, urgent 
and pressing, which will do it. Your State, sir, 
has determined, by an almost unanimous vote of 
her Legislatare—and so has Virginia—that any 
attempt to coerce the seceding States should be 
resisted by force. True, gentlemen say they are 
not for coercion, but they are for enforcing the 
laws and collecting the revenue. I will not enter 
into an argument to prove to.any Senator that this 
is coercion. If I were met on the highway bya 
man, witha pistol in hand, and he should say that 
he had no right to rob me, but that he meant to 
take my money, and would use force to accom- 
plish his purpose, I should not enter into an argu- 
ment with that man to convince him that this was 
robbery. So, when honorable Senators tell me 
that they are for enforcing the laws, I will not 
argue that this is coercion. Al that Great Britain 
ever demanded in the Revolution was, that the 
colonies should obey the acts of Parliament, and 
pay such taxes as she imposed; and there was no 
day, during that long struggle, when, if George 
Washington and his compatriots had agreed to į 
pay the taxes and obey the acts of Parliament, 
that the British armies would not have been with- 
drawn. 

This is the only sort of coercion that is ever 
used among civilized nations. Great Britain, 
France, Russia, or any other civilized country 
does not send outarmies to shoot down peaceable, 
obedient men. All they require is, that the laws 
should be obeyed and the taxes paid. This idea 
of sending out armies to kill people who are obe- 
dient prevails only among savages. It is done 
in Africa, where one negro community turns out 
and destroys another. It was the mode of en- 
forcement used among the aborigines of this coun- 
try, when one Indian tribe went outand destroyed 
another. Therefore, when honorable Senators 
tell me that they are not for coercion, but they 
are for enforcing the laws, 1 understand them as 
simply saying that they are civilized men, and 
mean to resort to that process which prevails in 
civilized nations, and not among savages. 

They suppose, Mr. President, that they will be 
able to have a little war; and I have been aston- 
ished, in conversing even with Senators, to say 
nothing of the newspapers, to find that the idea 
prevailed that you could have a small war, con- 
fined to the blockading of a few ports, and that it 
would stop there. At an early day of this ses- 
sion, my attention was called to a plan, coming 
froma distinguished source, in which the opinion 
was maintained that there were not at that time, 
inseveralof the planting States, provisions enough 
tosupport the people for two months; and thatcer- 
tainly, with all they could get, by June they would 
be starved out and brought to terms of submission 
by a simple blockading of their ports. I wasas- 


sir, everybody familiar with the South knows that 
those States have ample means of living until the 
next crop is produced, 

If you could enforce a strict blockade, there is 
no country on the earth that it would injure so 
little as the South. All that is made in the Uni- 
ted States can be produced there in the greatest 
abundance, as far as agriculture is concerned, and 
we might manufacture everything on earth that 
is needed; and, if the whole cotton crop were de- 
tained at home, it would not, in a material degree, 
affect our ultimate prosperity. Isay that, if the 
$200,000,000 worth of cotton which is annually 
sent from the slave States, were kept there, or 
never produced, we might still be one of the most 
prosperous countries on earth; but how would it 


without cotton? | 
It was said, boastingly, at an early stage of the 
session, that king cotton was dethroned. There į 


never was a time when that monarch seemed to 


be, in fact, so powerful. When this panic began, 
and àl ather kinds of property fell, cotton rose 
rapidly. The monarch had but to waive his scep- 
ter and the bankers of the east opened their cof- 
fers and sent a stream of gold across the Atlantic 
in ships such as old Neptune never saw when his 
tridentruled the Mediterranean, Neptune’s power 
was limited to the sea. Alexander claimed to 
have conquered the world; but hisdominions were 
confined to Asia and the territories on the shores 
of the Bosphorus. Julius‘Cwsar, a still mightier 
monarch, ruled only on the eastern continent. 
King cotton governs two hemispheres, and dom- 
inates on land and sea, and the kings of the East 
and the merchant princes of the West obcy his 
bidding. Most fortunate. was it for New York 
and the North that his power was unbroken; for 
when the panic was progressing everywhere, and 
the banks were failing, and traders were being 
ruined, and New York itsclf was staggering and 
likely to go down with the mercantile interest of 
that section, producing wide-spread misery, it 
was this stream of gold which came from Europe 
that upheld the New York banks, and enabled 
them to sustain the merchants, and prevented a 
scene of ruin such as we have not hitherto seen. 
Suppose New York had lost that gold; suppose 
the cotton which her ships were engaged in car- 
rying had gone out in foreign vessels directly to 
Europe—above all, sir, suppose it were kept at 
home, and that neither the North nor Englan¢ 
could obtain it: you would sce such a commercial 
revulsion, such a panic, such a pressure, as has 
not been known in a century. Things would in- 
deed look as if chaos had returned to assert his 
ancient dominion over the world. I find a short 
extract in one of the British papers, the London 
Chronicle of January 18, which comes to me in 
the mail this morning, that illustrates the view 
that they are now taking in England of this 
danger: 

«The question is, in fact, litte short of life and death. 
Ruin to merchants and mill-owners, and starvation to the 
rest of the population, hang immediately in the balance. 
One year’s failure of the Ancriean crop, or postponement 
of the American supply, would produce calamities worse 
than any war or famine within modern experience.” 

That is the statement of a British organ, not at 
all friendly to us and our institutions. The south- 
ern coast is too extensive to be actually block- 
aded by the greatest naval Power on earth; and 
do you think Great Britain and France would re- 
gard a mere paper blockade? You know they 
would not; they could not afford to do it; and it 
would never be effective if attempted. Again, sir, 
as was said by the Senator from Louisiana [Mr, 
SLIDELL} this morning, the whole ocean would 
swarm with privateers, and the northern ship- 
owners would find themselves deprived of our 
freights, and also liable to capture on the high seas. 
But, I ask, does anybody suppose that the war 
would stop there? Does anybody suppose for one 
moment that the people of the South would sit 
down quietly and be cooped up in that way? No, 
sir. They would march until they found an en- 
emy on land; and with two thousand miles of 
fronticr, stretching from the Atlantic to the ex- 
treme West, does anybody really suppose they 
would not find vulnerable points? F ask gentlemen 
what is to prevent an attack upon this capital? 
This city could be destroyed by an army that did 
not cross the Potomac. A shell could be thrown 
from Virginia into this very Senate Chamber. F 
do not say this by way of menace; but to letgen- 
tlemen sec that there is no difficulty in finding 
points of collision; and lest I should be supposed 
to insinuate that there is on foot a plan to attack 
this capital, I wish to disclaim emphatically all 
purpose of any design to interfere with it as far 
as | know or believe. This capital is not of the 
smallest consequence ina military point of view. 
It was said by a great commander that, as to for- 
tified places and cities,he would Jeave them to 
the end of the war; for they were the prizes which 
fail to the conqueror. This is emimently true of 
this District. It is obliged to follow the fate of 
the territory aroundit. ‘Though the whole South 
were anxious that a northern goverument should 
be kept here, if Maryland and Virginia, or Vir- 
ginia alone should Icave the Union, we all know 
that the North would not find it to be to its in- 
terest to keep a capital either surrounded by for- 
reign territory or on its border. I should regret 
deeply any struggle for a place like this, whichis 
i of no value in a military point of view, and which 
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would impel the country into civil war; but Iam 
free to say, thatifa war bezinsdown in the South, 
it is as likely to come up here as to any other point 
that I know of. It cannot be confined to Charles- 
ton harbor; it cannot beconfined to Pensacola; but 
when it begins there, it will find its way perhaps 
to this very city. 

Gentlemen will see that, with these two thou- 
sand miles of frontier, it is practicable to have 
war, and it would certainly oceur, a regular old- 
fashioned war, if the present line of policy be con- 
tinued. There can be no doubt about it. Itis so 
clear to any gentleman who reflects, that Ido not 
think it necessary to enlarge upon it. 

But itis sometimes said that, if a war begins, 
the North, being the more powerful of the two 
sections, will certainly be able to overrun the 
South. Mr. President, there are a million anda 
half of men in the slaveholding States capable of 
bearing arms; and it is generally supposed that 
a country can maintain permanently in the field 
one sixth of its able-bodied men. That calcula- 
tion would afford two hundred and fifty thousand 
men for a fighting force. You must recollect, 
however, that among our four million slaves there 
are at least two million laborers. This cireum- 
stance would largely increase the force we could 
keep in the field. I have no doubt thata million 
of men at home, with all the slaves, would carry 
on our industrial occupations, while we might 
have at least four or five hundred thousand men 
capable of being keptin the field, Such a force 


would certainly require an immense sum ofmoncy * 


to maintain it; but a community struggling for 
existence will not count the cost of armaments, 
How will it be in the North? You ought to 


havea larger force than this to enable you to carry | 


on war abroad. Supposeitisno larger: how are 
you to keep in the field a body of four hundred 
thousand or five hundred thousand men? Atthe 
outset, 1 grant that your bankers might come for- 
ward, and enable you to begin the war on credit; 
but all wars of any length cannot be maintained 
in that way. The exports of the free States are 
generally less than ove hundred millions; and 
your imports can be no greater, without draining 
you of specie. Any tariff you can impose will 
give no more money than you will want to sup- 
port your Governmontin time of peace. I put this 
maticr to gentlemen seriously, because it is well 
enough to look at these things now; for ina few 
sks we may have them upon us as actual real- 
s. Lask Senators to exercise no greater fore- 
sight thanany farmer manifests when, inthespring 
of the year, he provides for the coming autumn 
and winter. These issues may be upou usina 
few weeks. 

Now, do you believe that you can get your peo- 


taxation for the mere purpose of subjugating us? 
From the very natare of your population, your 
industrial occupations mustsuffer more than ours. 
A large portion of your people are engaged in 
commerce, and others in mannfactures; and they 
depend partly upon us for freights, and pariy, 
also, for markets. Deprived of these, you must 
have wlarge, idle, discontented, and suffering class, 
There is, besides, a still greater difficulty to be 
encountered before you. A large portion of your 
people believe that you are wrong in this move- 
ment. 

When, Mr. President, the war broke out in 
Am: 


si Parliament: 


vee that America bas resisted; three million peo- 
ad to alt sense of shame to consent to become 


s of tis ajl”? 


You will find hundreds and thousands of men 
rising up in the North and holding this language 
and refusing a cordial support to your war meas- 
ures. After, perhaps, a long, expensive, and 
bloody war, a peace would be made, leaving the 
two sections widely separated in feeling. When 
the peace of 1783 was made with Great Britain, 
these States would have united with any civilized 
Power upon carth sooner than with her; and you 
may make, by such an attempt, a permanent sep- 
aration and lasting enmity. 

1 say, then, Mr. President, that one of three 
contingencies is inevitably before you: either a 
settlement of these diffieultics such as will be sat- 
isfactory and arrest the movement; or a recogni- 
tion of a peaceable separation; or thirdly, war. 


ple to consent to support an enormous system of | 


ien, Lord Chatham said, on the floor of the | 


woud soor become the instruments of making | 


| 


| 
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| 
| 
| 
| 
| 


| ginia (Mr. Huxrer]—spoke of the evils of war, 


| never was a greater mistake. [have yet to sec the 
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No human ingenuity can find any other result. 
The best course, undoubtedly, would be to adjust | 
things now, if possible, on a satisfactory and per- | 
manent basis. The next best is a peaceable rec- 
ognition of the independence of the seceding States, 
and the worst of all, but inevitable if neither of 
the others be taken, is war. I tell gentlemen, if 
they sit still war will make itself; it will come of 
its own accord. Look now at the condition of 
forts in the South. They were originally built, 
mainly to protect those States in which they are 
situated, as a portion of the Union, but there weré 
some additional reasons for their erection. When 
States secede, the Government is entitled to be 
paid for its property, undoubtedly; but the States 
have a moral and a political right to occupy, and 
they will hold those fortifications in the end. I 
may say, in relation to the manner in which they 
came to be taken, something by way of explana- 
tion. On the last day of December, there were 
orders issued from the War Department, for the 
purpose of sending troops South. It is true, that 
late in the evening, perhaps as late as eleven 
o’clock, these orders were countermanded; but 
in the mean time, telegraphic dispatches were sent 
to the South, and a number of forts were taken. 
In my own State, on the day following, the Ist 
of January, we were advised there was a similar 
movement on foot, and a dispatch went down 
which prevented it, by giving assurances that the 
orders had been countermanded, Not long after- 
wards, however, the sending down of the Star of 
the West occurred, other reports of hostile move- 
ments went abroad, and our own people occupied | 


some of the forts in North Carolina; but they || 


were informed again that there was no purpose 
onthe part of the Government to reinforce them, 
and they were abandoned, | 
I mention this in order that Senators may un- 
derstand the animus of our people. They do not 
want to interfere with the Government property; 
they do not mean to interfere with its rights while 
it may be disposed to do them justice; but they | 
do not intend that these forts shall be used for 
their oppression. Of what use is Fort Sumter 
to the Government of the United States, unless 
it be to vex and harass Charleston? If things 
remain as they are now, with the understanding 
that these places are to be held by the Govern- 


ment, or retaken, of course you will have war; it || 


is obliged tocome on. And this question presents 
itself to honorable Senaters: had you rather have 
this war; or do you prefer doing something to 
avoid it? If you let things remain as they are, 


until Mr. Lincoln comes into power, with the |) 


well understood purpose of holding the forts in | 


the South, to compel those States to pay taxes Íj 


to, and obey the laws of, what is now a foreign n 


Government, you leave them no alternative but to | 
take those forts by force. Lrepeat, if under these | 


i circumstances you stand still, all the world will ; 


know that you mean to have war. | 

Iam sorry to sce, Mr. President, that many on | 
the other side, instead of meeting these questions | 
as I think they ought to do, are laboring under | 
strange delusions. When Senators—I refer par- | 
ticularly to the Senator from Mississippi, [Mr. | 
Davis,] who has left, and the Senator from Vir- | 


and deprecated them, it was trumpeted far and 
wide through the North thatthe South was afraid 
of the result, and was begging for peace, There 


first southen: man who believes that his section 
could be conguercd; Lat in speaking of the evils 
of war, these gentlemen show that they have 
counted the costof the enterprise, and are willing 
to hazard all its consequences. 

But another and a still greater delusion under 
which I think Republicans are laboring is, that a 
southern confederacy would not be recognized by 
the great Powers of the earth. Dothey not know ; 
that it is a well-settled principle to recognize de | 
facto Governments? Oh, yes; but they suppose 


that the humanity of Great Britain will prevent f 
i her recognizing a slaveholding community. Let: 


us look a little to the acts of that Government. | 
Its humanity did not prevent its waging war with į 
China to compel the Chinese to take opium for | 
the benefit of her India colonists. She isjust now | 
concluding a war with China; and one of the very 


objects—if the newspapers are to be relied on—to |: 


be effected is the right to take coolies from China, į 


and transport them to the British Colonies. Re- |! 


| this country. 


member, that China had earnestly resisted the 
seizure of her people by British agents, and done 
allin her power to suppress this trade in the 
bodies of her subjects. 

Of this coolie trade I need not speak.. Every- 
body knows that it is vastly more inhuman than 
the ‘slave trade was in its worst days; that the 
proportion of Chinamen who are destroyed in 
Cuba, and other countries to which they are sent, 
is vastly greater than that of Africans who perish 
under the slave trade,and in the countries to which 
they are carried; but yet, if the papers are to be 
relied upon, Great Britain is improving on the old 
coolie traffic; and instead of holding them to labor 
for eight years, she is going to work them for 
twenty years. Eight years wassufiicientto destroy 
three fourths of them, I think; and they are now 
going to try itfor twenty years; and my friend from 
Missouri [Mr. Pork] suggests that she makes 
them pay their own passage back. That is, she 
will take Chinamen, bring them to her colonies 
to work for twenty years, and then let them pay 
their passage home, if they survive till that time. 

I donotsay these things with any view of ereat- 
ing ill feeling against Great Britain; but look at. 
her line of policy. Her humanity does not pre- 
vent her allowing the enforcement of the collec- 
tion of rents in India by torture. A commission 
of the British Parliament has shown that thou- 
sands of Indian people were tortured to death by 
the most infernal devices that the wit of man ever 
imagined; yet that does not stop, because they 
say they cannot collect the rent without resort- 
ing to this mode, and their Indian empire would 
be valueless. Great Britain’s hatred of slavery 
does not prevent her recognizing Turkey, a coun- 
try where they hold slaves of all races and all 
colors. In fact, Great Britain went to war with 
Russia to prevent the destruction of that very 
slaveholding Government. 

But it is supposed that Great Britain has such 
a sympathy and friendship for the North, and 
that there is such a feeling upon this slavery ques- 
tion, that she would not recognize a revolting 
slaveholding southern confederacy. Great Brit- 
ain and Portugal had been on the most friendly 
terms fora century. Little Portugal was a pro- 
tee é of Great Britain; and Great Britain took many 
a fight on her hands for the sake of little Portu- 
gal. She loved her like an orphan child; but her 
love for Portugal did not prevent her recognizing 
Brazil, when that country revolted, and estab- 


| lished its independence. England and Brazil (the 


greatestslaveholding country in the world, except 
our own) are now on terms of the closest friend- 
ship. 

Hat Senators will, perhaps, tell me that she has 
abolished slavery in Jamaica and the West Indies. 
It would be an old story for me to argue that that 
was a political movement. HLlowever, just to re- 
fresh the minds of Senators, let me read a short 
extract from what Sir Robert Peel said in 1841; 
for what was said twenty years ago is likely to be 
areality now. In the debate on the sugar duties 
he said: 

‘it was impossible to look to the discussions in the Uni- 
ted States of America, and especially to the conflicts he- 
tween the northern and southern States, without sceing 
that slavery in that nation stood upon a precarious footing.” 

That was his view in 1841; and in less than 
twelve months after, you find him making this 
declaration: 

“That the £20,000,000 sterling expended in the West 
india emancipation would be well repaid by the effect the 
abolition of slavery would have in the United States, Cuba, 
and Brazil.” 

These declarationsexplain the policy which dic- 
tated the West India emancipation. Now, Mr. 
President, I beg gentlemen not to be deluded by 
all they see in the English papers. There is, no 
doubt, a great deal of ignorance in England about 
i read the other day, and have 
read itagain and again in the English papers, 
that the plantations at the South were all mort- 
gaged to the North; and that the negroes and 
lands were, in fact, owned by the North, and if it 
were not that the North supplied the means, no 
cotton could be made. Any opinion of British 
papers founded on such delusions as these is not 
worth much to anybody. But I do say there is 
now a great deal of intelligence among the well 


|, informed in England in relation to our country, 


and they evidently understand things far better 


now than they did formerly. 7 
Suppose, then, it was the purpose of Great Brit- 
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ain, as was intimated by Sir Robert Peel, to make 
use of this anti-slavery movement with a view of 
breaking down. slavery in the United States, or 
causing a dissolution of the Union: gentlemen 
may ask me what motive Great Britain has to de- 
sire such a result. {think she has at least four 
powerful reasons, any one of which of itself 
might be sufficient to direct her action. Her great 
rival on the seas now is the United States. ‘The 
North furnishes the ships, and the South the 
freights. I may say to gentlemen that, among 
those freights furnished by the North, there is not 
a great.deal of bulk. The gold of California could 
be carried in a small ship; and manufactures of 
the North take up a little space; but the cotton, 
the tobacco, the rice, the naval stores, and, in part, 
the breadstuffs of the South, mainly furnish the 
freights for the immense northern shipping. Sup- 
pose Great Britain can succeed in dividing your 
ships from our freights: it redaces America com- 


paratively to a small maritime Power. That is | 


one powerful motive. A second one is this: Great 
Britain is seeking to carry her manufactures into 
all the countries of the world. They are now 
kept out of the South by this tariff of twenty and 
thirty per cent., because the North has that ad- 
vantage; but if the South becomes independent, 
British goods and northern goods come to us ex- 
actly upon the same terms; and I saw enough of 
prices in Europe, a little more than a year ago, to 
know that our northern friends will find their in- 
dustry very much supplanted by an equal tariff 
between their goods and those of Great Britain 
and other countries. While the South would be 
a great gainer by this operation, as well as Eng- 
land, the North would Jose immensely. 

Bat there is a third motive which would natu- 
rally operate on the British Government, and to 
some extent on others. 
now over thirty million people. In twenty-five 
years we shall probably have more than sixty 
million. If the Union continues, in fifty years 
from this day we ought to have one hundred and 
twenty million. We certainly shall have more 
than a hundred million. We will be a Power so 
great that we might control civilization; and it is 
very natural that an ambitious nation like Great 
Britain should be willing to cut that Power down. 
We would do the same, perhaps, in a similar 
position, . 

But, Mr. President, there is a fourth reason 
which operates on her. It is well known that re- 
publican ideas and liberal principles are making 
great progress in Europe; and the governing 
classes, the privileged classes there, are struggling 
against them. The division of this Union would 
throw back liberal ideas for ten years, perhaps 
twenty—God only knows how long—in Murope. 
These four powerful motives may operate upon 
the British Government, and indeed those espe- 
cially interested in its success as at present organ- 
ized, to regard a dissolution of the Union of these 
States as eminently advantageous. 

Now, suppose that a certain class—I do not 
pretend that the whole people are so—but suppose 
sagacious persons in Europe wished to produce 
this result: what would they do? They know 
thatthe North is very sensitive to British opinion, 
while the South is notatallso. The South, they 
know, will march forward with its own ideas and 
views, without regard to what may be said in 
England; but the North being sensitive to their 
opinion, what more natural than that the Lon- 


don Post, which is understood te be Lord Pal- || 


merston’s organ, should come out in article after 
article, telling the North, if they now give way, 
they will be atterly disgraced; that the United 
States will be held in contempt by the world if 


they make any concessions to’ the slave power? | 


This is ingenious flattery to the anti-slavery feel- 
ing of the Republican party. I recollect, Mr. 
President, in my boyish days, reading in the Pil- 
grim’s Progress of a certain black man who wore 
a very white robe, who met the two pilgrims, and 
with fair specches invited them to accompany 
him. They soon found themselves entrapped and 
caught in a net; and then the white robe fell off 
the shoulders of the black man. Has it never 
occurred to Senators on the other side that there 


may be a mistake in all their calculations? Asa; 


confirmation of this suggestion, namely, that these 
British organs may change their tone after the 
result has been effected, 1 will ask the Secretary 
to read an extract which I find in the London 


The United States has, 


Times of the 18th of January, which came to mein 
the mail this morning, and which shows that they 
now at least understand pretty well the condition 
of things in this country. The Times, I need not 
remark, is the best exponent of British opinion 
in the world, and I think fuily and fairly repre- 


sents British feeling and British prejudices, as it | 
| is undoubtedly the ablest paper in the world, I 
| ask the Secretary to read that extract, 


The Seerctary read, as follows: 

“1f South Carolina secedes; if Georgia, Florida, Ala- 
bama, Mississippi, Arkansas, Louisiana fellow ; if a south- 
erm federation be formed, and takes its place among the 
Powers of the earth, there can be no hope of keeping the 
border slave States. These will be drawn by anatural af- 
finity to detach themselves from the North and join the 
slaveholding federation. North Carolina, Tennessee, Ken- 
tucky, Missouri, Virginia, Maryland, Delaware, will then 
be dissociated from the free States. Such an event cannot 
be regarded without dismay by the most staunch abolition- 
ist. It would, in fact, make the southern federation the 
real United States, as far as territory, present and prospect- 
ive, is concerned, and reduce the North to what our ances- 
tors would have called a ‘rump.’ The pcople of Boston 
or Philadelphia might be distinguished for thcir ability and 
enterprise, but they would belong to a country with hardly 
agreater future than Canada. Every natural advantage 
would be on the side of the slave States. Look at tiie map, 
and you will see whata narrow slip of country composes the 
free soil of the American federation. Only the sea coast from 
the British frontier to the Delaware—a few hundred miles— 
belongs to it; all the rest, stretching far away down the 
Atlantic and along the Gulf of Mexico, is in the hands of 
the slaveowners. The mouth of the Mississippi is theirs; 
the Missouri and Arkansas, the great arteries of the ex- 
treme West, are theirs. Virginia pushes a spur of terri- 
tory to within Jess than a hundred miles of Lake Erie, and 
thus divides the Atlantic free States from the West in a 
manner highly dangerous to their future union. Indeed, it 
is doubtful whether the connection between New York and 
New England on the one hand, and Hlinois and the neigh- 
boring States on the other, could long survive the totai sep- 
aration of the South. T'he North would havea territory as 
straggling as that of Prussia, and the western region would 
soon find it advantageous to dissolve its union with the 
eastern. 

“ fn the mean time, all the riches of the New World would 
be in the grasp of the southerners. Instead of exploring 
the inhospitabic regions in the neighborhood of the British 
frontier, which would be all that remained to the North, 
the slave owners would carry their ‘undeniable property? 
into lands blessed with every advantage of climate, soil, 
and mineral wealth. ‘Texas has territory enough to make 
three or four great States. New Mexico is about to be ad- 
mitted with slave institutions. Arizona will follow. Mex- 
ico must in a few years be conquered, aud the southerners, 
lords of the most magnificent domain in the world, would 
control the passage between the tsvo oceans. in short, if 
the Union lets South Carolina go, there is no saying what 
may go withit. Itis very well tospeculate on the return of 
an ei ring sister, but experience shows that secessjons, when 
once made, are not easily recalled. [tis the nature of cracks 
to widen, and both at the North and West there are masses 
of people so earnest in the advocacy of strong measures to 
prevent a disruption that the President may be foreed into 
active measures, For our own part, whatever opinions 
Americans may have of English policy, we beg to assure 
them that in this country there is only one wish—that the 
Union may survive this terrible trial. Should Providence 
deeree it otherwise, we carnestly pray that the separation 
may be an amicable one, Civil war in a flourishing coun- 
try and among a kindred people, can never be contemplated 
without borror by a nation like ours; and we trust that 
neither the violence of the people nor the weakness of their 
leaders will bring this calamity ou the American Union.’? 


Mr. CLINGMAN. Mr President, I think 


that illustrates pretty well the line of argument į 
which I have been endeavoring to make, that Sen- į 


ators on the other side of the Chamber will find 
themselves wholly mistaken if they imagine that 
Great Britain and France will not recognize us. 
In addition to all those reasons which would just- 
ify the recognition of countrics generally, is the 
absolute necessity they are under of having cot- 
ton from us. 

Another mistake which I think gentleman make 
is this: they suppose this movement at the South 
may be the mere result of the efforts of designing 
politicians; and that the break up at Charleston 
has caused it. Noone was more averse than my- 
self to secing this separation of the Democratic 
party; and I thank the honorable Senator from 
Ohio [Mr. Pueu] for his efforts on that occasion, 
and those of all others, to prevent it. But, sir, 
so far from its contributing to this secession move- 
ment, it has been the main obstacle in its way. 
The great body of the people of the South do not 
hate the North, I think, as has been said by some 
Senators. I know itis not true in North Caro- 
lina. There is a very great distrust of the dom- 
inant majority of the North, and an apprehension 
of mischief; but the great body of our people 
would far prefer a union with the North upon 
honorable terms. While this is true, however, 
itis equally well known that the division of the 


Democratic party has retarded the action of the | 


South in defense of its honor and its rights. 


I say to you, sir, that but for this division of 
the party, 1f we had, however, been beaten, the 
whole South would have gone out, just as South 
Carolina has done—I mean without division. It 
was that party division and the discussion grow- 
ing out of it, and the charges and crimination and 
recrimination of Union and disanion in the can- 
vass, were the great obstacles in the way. But 
our people are gradually getting over those prej- 
udices; and they see that the Republicans of the 
North intended to beat us, whether we were uni- 
ted or not; and the very men who most regretted 
the divisions of the party are gradually falling 
into the movement. They see we will be ruine 
by submission to the election of Mr. Lincoln. The 
Republicans meant to beat us, whether we were 
united or not, and the injury from their role is the 
same either way; and itis not for them to say that 
we fought the batile unskillfully. I admit we did 
fight unskillfully; buteverybody in the South was 
against them. We say that their domination is 
just as mischievous to us as if we had been well 
united. Another fact presents itself, that they 
have a clear, large, overwhelming majority in the 
northern States; enough to give them the contro] 
of the Government; and it isa knowledge of this 
fact that is driving our people forward, and they 
will gradually come up to one linc of action. His- 
tory reproduces itself; human nature is the same; 
and it might have been said in our struggle with 
Great Britain that the colonies were divided. They 
did not defend themselves well. Gates, by his 
rashness, incurred the defeat at Camden. There 
were dissensions in the colonies, and even many 
tories among them; but that was no excuse for 
Great Britain. She intended to subdue them, 
whether they were united or not, and the injury 
to her domination would have been the same in 
either event. 

Again: it is said, very plausibly, I admit, that 
we ought not to abandon our northern friends— 
our allies. That identical remark might have been 
made, and was, in substance, made, during our 
Revolution, for there were Chatham and Burke 
and others whom our colonics had to abandon. 
Lord Chatham never justified, but always con- 
demned, the secession of the colonies; but that 
secession or revolution vindicated him and Burke 
and Fox. And, sir, if we were now to submit, 
where would our northern allies be? Trampled 
under foot by a resistless anti-slavery party. It 
would be said: ‘t Your southern fricnds are gas- 
conading braggarts; ready to submit to us like 
whipped spaniels.”? They would be trodden down 
and annihilated; but by our resisting we vindi- 
cate the Senator from Ohio (Mr. Puen] as a pa- 
triot, a sagacious statesman, auda just man. We 
vindicate the Senator from Illinois, [Mr. Dove- 
LaAS;] the Senators from Indiana; the Senator from 
Oregon, [Mr. Lane;] the Senators from Penn- 
sylvania (Mr. Bieter} and New Jersey, [Mr. 
‘Tuomson;] and last though not least, the generous 
Senator from Minnesota, (Mr. Rice.] They will 
stand in after times as men who had the sagacity 
to see the right, and the courage to defend it. 

Again: we are told that, having gone into the 
contest, we are bound tosubmit to the result, just 
asa gambler who plays a game must pay the 
stakes he loses. Why, Mr. President, on this 
principle, if the Republicans were to nominate a 
free negro, I suppose we would be bound to let 
him be elected withcut opposition, for if we run 
a candidate against him, we would be bound to 
submit to him if elected, and therefore ought to 
let him go in without opposition. If we had not 


| attempted to defeat Lincoln, in fact, by running a 


rival candidate, we might have been obliged to 
submit, and ought to have been, and would have 
been, justly held responsible. We, however, did 
our duty to the country by making an honest 
effort to defeat him, though possibly we may not 
have conducted the contest skillfully. maintain 
that no party in the South is justly chargeable 
with Lincoln’s election, as, in spite of their re- 
sistance, he obtained a large majority over all 
opposition in States enough in the North to elect 
um., 

I will say in candor also to Senators, that there 
are three measures now passing which will add 
very much tothis secession movementin the South. 
I allude, first, to the Pacific railroad bill, by which 
we have undertaken, as faras this Senate can un- 
dertake anything, to build three railroads, ata cost 
of $120,000,000. Now, sir, some of our people 


1861. 


127 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


deny your right to make improvements. Those 
who admit the right, doubt very much whether 
you ought to go to the expense of making a single 
railroad across a thousand miles of desert and un- 
inhabited country; and this proposition for build- | 
ing three railroads, under these circumstances, 
and incurring a debt, perhaps to be increased to 
two or three hundred million, (for the best in- 
formed men say it cannot fall below $300,000,000, ) 
will drive many of the most sagacious and reflect- 
ing men of the South, men of philosophical minds, 
to acquiesce in dissolution. 

Again, sir: here is this tariff bill, likely to be 
adopted, which passed the House by a large vote, 
containing most iniquitous provisions for the ben- 
efitof particular classes; and then there is another 
measure which, with due respect to those who in- 
dorse it, to my mind, is the most indefensible of 
all propositions hitherto advocated—I mean the 
homestead bill. The idea of giving up the public 
property by wholesale at any time to men, many 
of whom are the least meritorious of the commu- 
nity, is wholly indefensible, in my judgment; but 
now, witha bankrupt Treasury, borrowing money 
at the rate of forty or fifty million a year, the 
policy of giving up these public lands in a body, 
to any one who chooses to take them, shocks the 
whole community. 

Our people are coming to the conclusion that 
this Government has become so vast that it is an 
impracticable one. Lam not sure of this. think, 
large as the country is, that the Government 
might be well administered, but for the anti-sla- 
very excitement, Whena family is divided into 
two sections, who are warring against cach other, 
of course houschold dutics must be neglected. 
We have had a struggle for the last ten years; 
the North pressing, and the South struggling for 
its honor and safety against the movement; and 
such measures are its results. In fact, they are 
directly traceable to that hostility of the northern 
anti-slavery men, Why, sir, the people of the 
Northwest do not want high protective tariffs— 
by no means;and many Republicans do not want 
them; and yet you find the Republicans ina body, 
almost, in the House and on this floor; we sce 
them coming up and voting for a most enormous 
tariff. Why? Itis to secure the support of the 
tariff men of Pennsylvania and elsewhere. 

Again, sir: New England does not like this 
homestead bill. At any rate, when I came here 
fifteen ycars ego, I found the men from New Eng- 
land were in favor of holding on to the public 
lands, and so far from wishing to encourage settle- 
ment in the West, they used to object strenu- 
ously to opening that territory because it took off 
their laborers from them. They wished to retain 
them at home and thus keep down the price of 
wages. Now you find the solid vote of New 
England, I believe, for this homestead bill to tempt 
their people to go away. Why is this? They 
want to satisfy the West; and you find the north- 
western Republicans going for this high protective 
tariif to secure the votes of Pennsylvania and the 
East. The anti-slavery men form the great nu- 
cleus of the party, and they spread out their arms | 
in all directions and gather in allies. 

Now, Lam free to say, Mr. President, if, when 
this homestead bill was up, J could substitute for 
it a proposition giving the lands absolutely to the 
new States in which they lie, E would prefer it. 
It is aless evil to the Government. If they choose 
to give them out to the landiess, let them doit. I 
would in that way, if I could, cut them loose from | 
this combination. In the same way, sir, if you 
present to me a well-guarded Pacific railroad bill 
for a single track, I will vote it through, if it is on 
the cheapest and best linc; but if you ask me to 
tax my people outrageously to benefita few man- 
ufacturing capitalists, I will not doit. What I 
desire, then, is this: we should, even if this Gov- 
ernment is to endure, dissolve this combination. | 
Remember, sir, the South has no share in this co- 
partnership. The Northcast is to get the tariff; į 
the Northwest the Pacific railroad and the home- | 
stead bill; and the Republicans, or Abolitionists, | 
are to get anti-slavery. These are the parties to 
the combination. The sagacious men of the South į 
see the danger; and sooncr than submit to be 
ehcatéd and plundered in this mode, with the pros- 
pect in the future of the abolition of slavery and 
the utter destruction of their section, they are 
coming resolutely into thestruggle. Nor will they | 
pause now unless fall justice be done them on this 


| restriction, and let non-intervention apply to Kan- 


slavery question. The Legislature of my own 
Siate, as well as that of Virginia, has planted it- 


self firmly on the basis of the Crittenden propo- | 


sitions, with certain additions, and they will not 
be satisfied with Jess. - 

Lam astonished thatthe North hesitates to take 
the proposition of the honorable Senator from 
Kentucky. What isit? Why, of the existing 
territory, it gives the South about one fifth and the 
North four fifths. We are entitled to have two 
fifths according to population. They say it is car- 
rying out the platform on which Mr. Breckinridge 
was nominated; I allude to the presidential can- 
didate. All thatis a mistake. By that platform, 
as they understand it, slavery was to be protected 
inall the Territories; and the people of the South 
honestly believe that it ought to be so, and that, 
according to the truc intent of the Constitution, it 
is protected; and the opinions of the Supreme 
Court sustain this view. Now, instead of carry- 
ing it out, that proposition proposes to give the 
Worth four fifths of the territory, and only one 
fifth to the South. Why, sir, a man who claims 
a tract of land, and offers, as a compromise, to give 
up four fifths of it, would not obtain his claim, 
certainly. It seems to me, therefore, the Repub- 
licans ought not to hesitate one moment, but ought 
at once to have taken it. 

They say, however, that their platform requires 
that they shall have the whole of the territory, 
and exclude usaltogether. Isubmit to honorable 
Senators as just men, (for I know that in the or- 
dinary transactions of life they are just men,) there 
is not a Senator on that side of the Chamber that 
does not know that the South has contributed its 


| moncy fairly with the North; that in every war 


we have turned out more than our proportion of 
men; and I ask them if it is just that our people 


should altogether be excluded from those acqui- | 


sitions which we jointly made? 


Butsome of them object to that provision which | 


applies it to future Territories. ‘Chey say we will 
take Mexico, Central America, &c. Why, Mr. 
President, if none of the States had seceded, the 
North would have a majority now of eight Sen- 
ators on this floor. With all the States repre- 
sented in the other branch, she has fifty-seven 
majority, and under the incoming apportionment 
will have over sixty. They know that no terri- 
tory can ever be acquired without a large support 
from them; and the new States of the Northwest 
coming in will very soon swell still more their 
majorities. It is idle, therefore, for these genue- 
men to try to convince any one that they are 
afraid of acquisitions against their wishes. No, 
sir; I apprehend that they want to keep this ques- 
tion open. I fear they want to have materials to 
electionecr at home, and put down those men who 
are just enough to recognize ourright. I fear that 
they want to keep an open question, by which 
they can crush out such northern Democrats as 
my friend from Ohio. Ifnot, why object to sct- 
tling the whole territorial question for all time to 
comer 

Again, sir: why notagree that slavery shall be 
protected in the District of Columbia, the forts 
and arsenals in the slave States, and the slave 
trade between the States? They can do that with- 
out interfering with any northern interest. If they 
do that—if they place this entire question where 
it cannot be reached, you may, perhaps, end this 
agitation; otherwise it cannot be ended; and, for 


the sake of our northern friends, 1 think we ought | 


now to take astand and Icave the Union at once, 
unless a complete adjustment can be made. 

Ten years ago, Mr. President, I became appre- 
hensive that we should have a dissolution of the 
Union between these States. 
had not thought it possible. 
great error committed then. Ihave always re- 
gretted that Mr. Clay and Mr. Webster, patriotic 
as they were, did not seem to appreciate the mag- 


nitude of the question, and did not place that set- | 
If that Missouri | 
line had been run through, as was demanded by | 


tlement on its proper ground. 


the South, (and if they had gone for it, it could 


have been done,) possibly we should have had | 


peace. Nay more: after it was determined that 
we should try non-intervention, I earnestly en- 
deavored to induce them to repeal the Missouri 


sas and all of the territory north of the line of 36° 
30. Ifthey had done thatat that time, we should 
have avoided the excitement and discussion grow- 


Up to that time I i 
I think there wasa |} 
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ing out.of the application of the principle to Kan- 
| sus, and possibly we might have had peace. But 
ever since then, looking at the future, I have had 
apprehensions; and in examining the map of 
America I have often been brought to the conclu- 
sion that it seemed as if Providence had marked 
out on it two great empires, one lying on the Mis- 
sissippi and around the Gulf of Mexico: the other 
upon the basin of the St. Lawrence. We know, 
Mr. President, that natural boundaries control 
very much the form of nations. A great and pow- 
erful force may sometimes carry a nationalit 
over boundaries; but nature conquers in the end. 
Italy has extended itself into France and Spain, 
and France and Spain have each extended them- 
selves into Italy; but-the Alps.and the Pyrennees 
still stand as the boundaries of those empires. 

Now, sir, there are States which lie partly upon 
the waters of the Mississippi, and partly upon 
the St. Lawrence. Which empire they will go 
with, if this division occurs, is a matter of spec- 
ulation. Whether they will be divided, I know 
not; but it would scem that political feeling now 
is tending to such adivision. The section nearest 
the St. Lawrence is anti-slavery strongly, while 
| in the southern borders of those States there are 
opposite sentiments. It would seem, sir, as if 
the political and social feelings of the northern 
| and southern sections of the Union were moving 
in the direction of the flow of these immense 
rivers, and that future nationalities were to have 
their forms determined by these natural divisions. 

Mr. President, we have had thirteen Presidents 
of the United States clected by the people. I mean 
Mr. Buchanan is the thirteenth man thus chosen 
who has presided over all the States. Atthe time 
the Confederacy was formed, was it written in 
the book of fate that it should endure until there 
had been a man elected for each of those States? 
Senators on the other side of this Chamber will 
determine that question. 

The honorable Senator from New York spoke 
with regret of a division of the Union when the 
dome of this Capitol was almostcompleted. The 
tower of Babel was not finished when the nations 
of antiquity were divided. There was a provi- 
dential purpose in that movement—to humble the 
pride of man, and to extend humanity over the 
eastern continent. Whether there is such a pur- 
pose now, by dividing this Union, to send two 
streams of civilization over America, or whether 
this unfinished tower is to stand as a monument 
of human folly and dissension upon a continent 
strown far and wide with the immense ruins of a 
gigantic political and social fabric, time alone can 
disclose. If evil should happen, the finger of his- 
tory will fix the responsibility on those who com- 
menced and carried out this anti-slavery revolu- 
tion. When Julius Cesar looked over the field 
of Pharsalia, and saw it strown with the bodies 
i of his slain countrymen, he exclaimed, ‘¢ They 
would have it so.”’ Posterity will say of those 
who persist in this warfare, ‘ You would have 
these results. ”? 

The most impressive ceremony, Mr. President, 
which I have witnessed in this Chamber was on 
i the occasion when a number of Senators from the 
| seceding States took leave of ns. It reminded me 
of the funeral ceremonies when a Senator has 
died, but was far more impressive, because the an- 
nunciation of the death of a State of this Confed- 
eracy is more momentous than that of its repre- 
sentative. `I use the term, because there 1s an anal- 
ogy betwecn the cases. When a Senator dies, his 
spirit goes from one state of existence to another; 
it may be a brighter and a better onc. When 
those States no longer live to this Government, 
they pass intoa new Confederacy. The Israelites, 
with wailing and-lamentation, deplored the loss 
of one of their tribes. When recently the annun- 
ciation of the departure of asingle State was made 
i here, it was met with strange levity on the other 
side of the Chamber. How will it be, sir, when 
the ten tribes have gone, when fifteen States have 
departed? In those States were born and nour- 

hed such slaveholdcers as Washington and Jef- 
| ferson and Madison and Henry and Marshall 
| and Jackson and Clay and Calhoun. They are 
filled at this day with such slaveholders and “poor 
whites,” as our non-slaveholdersare stigmatized 
by abolition speakers, as formerly went ap with 
|, George Washington to defend Massachusetts and 
f New York and Pennsylvania and the Jorseys, and, 
|| ata later day, stood upon the Canada line with 
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Forsyth and Scott and Harrison and Johnson. 
When pressed by a formidable foe, the North did 
not refuse the aid of these southern *‘ barbarians.” 
If ithas now grown to be so great that it regards 
a further association with them an encumbrance 
ora disgrace, then, for the sake of past recollec- 
tions, why not let them go in peace? 

The Senator from New York said on one occa- 
sion, not long since, that, in this dispute beween 
the North and the South, it was a matter of con- 
science with the North, while with the South it 
was. only a matter of interest; and therefore the 
South ought to yield. By this mode, the con- 
science of the North can be relieved without sub- 
jecting the South to financial bankruptcy, politi- 
cal degradation, and social ruin. The anti-slavery 
current can then run its course unchecked. and 
untrammeled. It has already demanded, at Bos- 
ton, the removal of the statue of Daniel Webster 
because he was willing to compromise with the 
South. How long will it be until it reaches that 
stage when it will require that the statues of such 
slaveholders as Washington and Jackson shall 
be thrown into the Potomac, the monument of 
the former razed to the ground, and the very 
name of this city changed to one of harmony with 
the anti-slavery feeling? Hercafter, if the North 
should meet adverse fortune, and again change its 
views, then there might be a reunion and a recon- 
struction of the Government. Twice did the Ple- 
bians secede, and twice-did the haughty Patricians 
make such terms of conciliation as rendered Rome 
the foremost empire upon earth. 

If the States were now divided into two con- 
federacies, and their interests required a union, I 
do not know why it might not occur. But war 
places an impassable gulf between them. A Ro- 

man embassador, addressing those to whom he 
was sent, said: “ I carry in my bosom peace and 
war; which will you have?” Reveniar his dec- 
laration, I say to Senators on the other side of 
this Chamber, ‘¢ You carry in your bosoms, for 
the country, peace or war; which do you mean 
to give it?” it you say war, then our people will 
meet you, and struggle with you all along the 
lines, and wherever else youcome; and they will 
defend their honor and the safety of their wives 
and children, with the same spirit and resolution 
which was exhibited at Sullivan’s Island and at 
King’s Mountain, at Yorktown and at New Or- 
Jeans, and over the many battle-fields of Mexico, 
I have no doubt the South will make a triumphal 
defense if assailed; but sooner than submit to dis- 
grace and degradation, she would, if fall she must, 
rather go down like the strong man of the Bible, 
carrying with her the main pillars of the edifice, 
the edifice itself, and the lords of the Philistines, 
into one common ruin. 

Mr. HALE. IT only wish to say a word or two; 
but I desire to notice one or two things that the 
honorable Senator from North Carolina has said. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Tennessee. Mr. Presi- 
dent i 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Fires in 
the chair.) The Chair understands that the Sen- 
ator from Tennessee is next entitled to the floor 
on the special order. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Tennessee. 
to move that, 
* The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator 
from New Hampshire is entitled to the floor, unless 
he yields it. ; 

Mr. HALE. Ido not want to occupy the floor 
more than ten minutes; butif there was any ar- 
rangement by which the Senator was to have it, 
of course I will give way. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Tennessee. 
the gentleman. i 

Mr. HALE. I simply wanted to call attention 
to one or two things that dropped from the hon- 
orable Senator from North Carolina. I want to 
protest here, for one of the northern States, against 
the tone of the Senator’s speech, in which, look- 
ing to war, he talks to us as if we were the war- 
making power. Have we seized upon any forts? 


I was about 


I will yield to 


Have we taken any arsenals, and seized upon any | 


mints? Have we done one single act looking to 
aggression? Fave we fired into any flag, State 
or national? On the other hand, is not the con- 
dition of the northern States one that subjects 
them, in the eyes of the world, to the charge of 
pusillanimity and reproach for wanting manliness 
in repelling the attacks that have been made upon 


them? Gentlemen come here and preach peace j| ark of the covenant remained. What became of | 


to us as if we were the aggressive party; as if the 
responsibilities of war must rest on us. Why, 
sir, if we have any of the responsibilities of war 
resting ‘upon us, it will be by a course of conduct 
which subjects us, in the eyes of the world, to the 
imputation of cowards—that lies still and invokes 
ageression. 

The Senator was eloquent; but I want to cor- 
rect one other misapprehension; only one. Speak- 
ing of the contingencies of war—and I was sorry 
that the Senator went so far into that matter, be- 
cause talking about such things has a tendency to 
bringthem on; itis said the Devil is never so near 
as when you talk about him; and this devil of war 
never will be so near as when he is constantly 
talked about—in speculating upon the contin- 
gencies that await the state of war, the honorable 
Senator dwelt upon that force which would be 
found in the northern States favorable to him and 
adverse to the country where they lived. Sir, I 
would do anything to avoid war that any honor- 
able man could do; but Iet not the Senator lay that 
flattering unction to his soul. I tell him, if we do 
have war—God, in his providence, avert it!—the 
first thing we will do will be to dispose of north- 
ern traitors. We shall not go South. 

Mr. LANE. Mr. President, if the Senator will 
allow me, I should like to know whom he calls 
traitors? 

Mr. HALE. I was about to state. 

Mr. LANE. I should like to know whom he 
means when he speaks of northern traitors. 

Mr. HALE. Iwill tell him cxactly, so that he 
can know every one of them: I mean just exactly 
the men who, as the Senator from North Carolina 
said, would be found in the northern States fight- 
ing against their own States if war came. 

Mr. LANE. Fighting for the Union, Mr. Pres- 
ident—for the rights of the States; and let not 
him or any other man call them traitors. I do 
not allow any gentleman to use the term. I say, 
the northern men that he will have to fight belong 
to that portion of the North that stands by the 
Constitution, by the rights of all the States, by 
the equality of the States, and the right of every 
man from every State to go into the Territories 
with his property; and nelther.he nor any other 
man must call them traitors. 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President 

Mr. CLINGMAN. 
will allow me, I think he is laboring under quite a 
misapprehension. Idid not state that any man 
in the North would fight on our side. {referred 
to what Lord Chatham said in England—that he 
rejoiced America had resisted; and I said that 
many men in the North would entertain those 
sentiments, and would not cordially codperate in 
any movementagainstus. That wasallI said, sir. 

Mr. HALE. [am glad to hear that explana- 
tion. I think the Senator went a little further; 
but however, I do not want to press him. I do 
not want to have any controversy with the Sen- 
ator from Oregon. Iam not going to define any 
man’s position; nor am I going to define it before 
he selects it, orafter. I leave every man to choose 


for himself; but I repeat what I began with, that | 
if we arc forced into a war, tell you we will deal | 


with all domestic questions without any advice 
from anybody. 

Now, I have but a single word more to say, 
in reply rather to the Senator’s rhetoric than to 
his logic. 


announced that they were about to retire the other 
day. Sir, I saw a ceremony simpler than that, 
and vastly more imposing, about the same time. 
It was when my friend from the State of Maine, 
(Mr. Morrirt,] coming here under an election of 


his State, walked upto thatdesk, and held up his į 


right hand and called God to witness that he would 
support the Constitution of the United States. 


That was vastly more imposing tome. The hon- | 
orable Senator asks, in that overflowing rhetoric | 


with which he has delighted the Senate so long, 
«What will you say when the ten tribes go out??? 
Sir, I was glad to hear that. Ten tribes did go 
out from the kingdom of Israel, but the ark of 
the covenant of the living God remained with the 
tribe of Judah. [Applause in the gallerics.] 
The PRESIDING OFFICER called to order. 
Mr. HALE. I think the galleries ought to be 
excused for applauding a reference made to the 
Scriptures. [Laughter.] I say, there is where the 


If the honorable Senator į 


He says the most imposing thing that | 
he has seen in this body was when those Senators | 


the ten tribes? They have gone God only knows 
where, and nobody else, It is a matter of spec- 
ulation what became of them; whether they con- 
stitute the Pottawatomies, or some other tribe of 
American savages. I recollecta friend said to me 
the other day, when the Japanese were here, “ I 
am glad the Japanese came; for,’’ said he, * I 
have learned more history from them than I did 
from all the books I ever read; I now know what 
became of the ten tribes; they settled Japan.” 
{Laughter.] Well,sir, thatisaspcculation. Now, 
this was suggested by the honorable Senator from 
North Carolina; and it is full of meaning. There 
were ten tribes went out; and remember, they went 
out wandering. They left the ark and the empire 
behind them. They went, as I said before, God 
only knows where. But, sir, I do hope and pray 
that this comparison, so eloquent and instructive, 
suggested by the honorable Senator, may not be 
illustrated in the fate of these other tribes that are 
going out from the household of Israel. 

Mr. GREEN. I hope the special order will 
now be taken up, the unfinished business of last 
Saturday. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The special or- 
der is now before the Senate, which is the ques- 
tion of printing extra numbers of the President’s 
message transmitting to the Senate certain reso- 
lutions of the Legislature of the State of Virginia, 

Mr.GREEN. That was taken up by common 
consent, without displacing the other. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Tennessee. I will move 
that it be postponed until to-morrow. 

Mr. GREEN. Let it postponed until to-mor- 
row, because it was taken up by common con- 
sent without displacing the other order, which is 
a bill to establish a territorial government for 
the Territory of Idaho. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Tennessee. With the per- 
mission of the Senator from Missouri, I will move 
to postpone it until one o’clock to-morrow, and 
make it the special order for that hour. 

The motion was agreed to. 


TERRITORY OF COLORADO. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will 
observe that there is another special order which 
appears to have been informally passed over, rel- 
ative to which there is no motion made, It is the 
bill declaratory of the acts for carrying into effect 
the ninth article of the treaty between the United 
States and Spain. 

Mr. GREEN. The unfinished business has 
priority over that. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The unfinished 
business is the bill (S. No. 366) to provide a ter- 
ritorial government for the Territory of Colorado; 
and that is the business now before the Senate. 
ban Senate resumed the consideration of the 

ill. 

Mr. GREEN. There isa slight change in the 
boundary suggested by the friends of the adjoin- 
ing Territories of New Mexico and Utah; andas 
it seems to meet with general acceptance, I send 
it to the Secretary’s table to be read. f 

I will briefly explain it, and the Senate will un- 
derstand it in a moment. It proposes only two 
changes. The reason for that is, that a portion 
of the inhabitants of Utah Territory have settled 
there, and this would have a tendency, if the bill 
remains as it now is, to divide them. They had 
better all remain together. I have no objection 
to that modification. The other change is to take 
off that notch above 37° of New Mexico. Jam 
opposed to that; but still I move it, because I want 
the thing all settled; and Isee no good reason 
why itshould not be adopted. The only thing 
Tecan say is this: the Delegate from that Territory 
says a portion of his people—natives of New 
Mexico, speaking that language—have settled up 
there, and he wants a homogeneous people all 
kept together. There is some force in that; but 
still, I think, in parceling out and shaping Terri- 
tories and States, we ought to have reference to 
the permanent good of the Territory, rather than 
a temporary accommodation. 

The Secretary read the amendment; to strike 
outin the first section the following words: ‘‘ The 
said boundary line of New Mexico to the point 
of intersection of its easterly part with the thirty- 
seventh degree,” and to insert in lieu thereof, the 
words,“ the thirty-seventh parallel of north lat- 
itude,’’ so that it will read: 

Thence south on said meridian of New Mexico; thence 
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along the thirty-seventh parallel-of north latitude; thence 
easicrly on said parallel, &c. 


The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. GREEN, Ibelieve there are no other pend- 
ing amendments. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair un- 
derstands that there is a pending amendment on 
which no vote has been had. 

Mr. GREEN. There was a pending amend- 
ment proposed by the Senator from Texas, [Mr. 
Hemruiy;] but [thinkI can make a slight mod- 


ification in the bill that will satisfy him, and ren- | 


der his amendment unnecessary; and I think he 
will withdraw it. I wish to call the attention of 
the Senator from Texas to a suggestion that I 
have to make, which will render his amendment 
unnecessary. I ask the Secretary to read the sug- 
gestion that I marked on the margin ofthe bill. 

tis in the sixth section to insert the words “prop- 
erty subject to,” which will just cover the case. 

The Secretary read theamendment:in line eleven 
of section six, after the word ‘‘ all ’’ to insert the 
words ‘* property subject to;” so that it will read: 


But all property subject to taxation shall be in proportion 
to the value of the property taxed, * 


Mr. GREEN. It leaves it to the Territory to 
say what property shall be taxed. They can 
exempt any they wish. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. My only object in making 
the motion I did was, inasmuch as | perceived the 
system of ad valorem taxation was to be adopted 
inthat Territory, that every person that was taxed 
at all should have a certain amount of property 
excmpt from taxation; that no man should be 
taxed in his property unless he possessed over 
two hundred and fifty dollars’ worth of property. 
I am not familiar with the organization of Terri- 
tories, and I do not care about insisting upon the 
the amendment, 

Mr. GREEN. This will just cover the case. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question 
is on the amendment as modified. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. WILSON. I mové to amend the name of 
the Territory by striking out “Idaho,” and in- 
serting ‘“ Colorado.’ Idoitatthe request of the 
delegate from that Territory, who is very anxious 
about it, and came to sec me to-day to have that” 
change made. He said that the Colorado river 
arose in the Territory, and there was a sort of 
fitness in it; but this word ‘* Idaho” meant noth- 
ing. There is nothing in it. i 

r. GREEN. Thenameof*‘ Idaho” was put 
in at the instance of the Delegate from the Ter- 
ritory. 

Mr. WILSON. He has changed his opinion. 

Mr. GREEN. But I prefer Colorado. It is 
more appropriate and more harmonious, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will 
suggest that that will more properly come up as 
an amendment to the title of the bill. 

Mr. WILSON. It has got to be changed in 
the body of the bill. 

Mr. GREEN. Yes, sir; wherever it occurs in 
the body of the bill. I prefer that name, and will 
vote with the Senator. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The amendments made as in Committee of the 
Whole were concurred in. The bill was ordered 
to be engrossed and read a third time. It was 
read the third time. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Fircu.) 
The question is: “ Shall this bill pass?” 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. I wish tosay one word 
only on this subject. Ifthe information which I 
have received be correct, there is not only a very 
inconsiderable population in what has been here- 
tofore called Arizona 

Mr. GREEN. This is not Arizona; but the 
Pike’s Peak region—Colorado. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. 1 beg pardon. 

The bill was passed. 

NAVAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. PEARCE. Iam instructed by the Com- 
mittee on Finance, to whom was referred the bill 
(EI. R. No. 915) making appropriations for the 
naval service for the year ending the 30th of June, 


1862, to report it back with amendments. The | 


amendments are few, and it will not be necessary 
to reprint the bill. Fask, therefore, only that the 
amendments be printed. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The order to 
print will be made by common consent. 


LOAN BILL. 


Mr. PEARCE. I am also instructed by the 
Committce on Finance, to whom was referred the 
bill (H. R. No. 972) authorizing a loan, to report 
it back with two amendments. I ask that the 
amendments may be printed. 

It was so ordered. 

Mr. PEARCE. I give notice that to-morrow 
I shall ask the Sentate to take up the loan bill. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. Move to make it a special 
order at half past twelve o’clock. There is a 
special order at one. 

Mr. PEARCE. I move to make it the special 
order for to-morrow, at half past twelve o’clock. 

The motion was agreed to. 


ADMISSION TO THE FLOOR. 
Mr. BIGLER. I offer the following resolu- 


tion, and ask for its present consideration: 
Resolved, That the commissioners appointed by the sev-. 
eral States to attend a convention to be held in this city, 


to-day, be admitted to the floor of the Senate during the 
sitting of the said convention. 


Mr. TRUMBULL, Mr. FESSENDEN, and 
others, objected to the consideration of the reso- 
lution; and it was laid over under the rule. 


REPORT ON COMMERCIAL RELATIONS. 


The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Sen- 
ate a letter from the Secretary of State, commu- 
nicating, in obedience to law, the annual report of 
the commercial relations of the United States with 
foreign nations, for the year 1860. 

Mr. LATHAM. I move that it be printed, 
and that it lie on table. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. LATHAM submitted the following order; 
which was referred to the Committee on Printing: 

Ordered, That five thousand extra copies of the annual 


report of the commercial rejations of the United States with 
foreign nations, for the year 1860, be printed. 


HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 


The following bill and joint resolution from the 
House of Representatives were severally read 
twice by their titles, and referred as indicated 
below: 

A bill (H. R. No. 925) granting a pension to 
Larkin Tally, of Tennessee—to the Committee 
on Pensions. 

A joint resolution (EI. R. No. 70) to quiet title 
to lands in the State of lowa—to the Committee 
on Publie Lands. 

Mr. POWELL. 
journ. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate 
adjourned. 


I move that the Senate ad- 
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The House met at twelve o’clock m. Prayer 
by the Chaplain, Rev. Tuomas H. Srocxron. 


The Journal of Saturday last was read and 
approved. 


BRANCH OF BALTIMORE AND OHIO RAILROAD. 


Mr. CARTER, by unanimous consent, report- 
ed back from the Committee for the District of 
Columbia Senate bill No. 277, supplementary to 
an act entitled ‘“ An act to authorize the. exten- 
sion, construction, and use ofa lateral branch of 
the Baltimore and Ohio Railroad into and within 
the District of Columbia,’’ witha substitute. The 
bill and the substitute were recommitted to the 
Committee for the District of Columbia, and or- 
dered tô be printed. . 

COLUMBIAN INSTITUTION. 
Mr. CARTER also, by unanimous consent, 


amend an act to incorporate the Columbian Institu- 
tion for the Instruction of the Deaf and Dumband 
the Blind, and to make an appropriation therefor; 


and ordered to be printed. 
PRIVILEGE OF THE FLOOR. 


Mr. BRANCH. | ask the unanimous consent 
of the House to offer the following resolution: 


ble in this city to-day be allewed admission to the floor of 
the House. 


No cbjection was made; and the resolution was 
dj 3 
i agreed to. 


reported back from the same committee a bill to į 


| which was read a first and second time, recommit- | 
ted to the Committee for the District of Columbia, | 


Resolved, That the commissioners of States who assem. | 
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Mr.. KUNKEL. I send upa resolution relat- 
ing to the same subject, and ask leave to offer it. 
‘The Clerk read the resolution, as follows: ` 


Resolved, That the use of the Hall of the House of Rep- 
resentatives or other suitable apartment in the Capitol be, 
and the same is hereby, tendered for the use and accom- 
modation of the commissioners now present in this city, 
with authority and instructions from the several States rep- 
resented, to consult upon the best means of settling the 
unfortunate difficulties between the two sections, and re- 


storing peace, tranquillity, and fraternal union to the whole 
country. 


Mr. LOVEJOY. Oh, I object to that. 

Mr. BRANCH. My resolution only allows 
the privilege of the floor to these commissioners. 

r. LOVEJOY. Lobject to that. We do not 
want them upon this floor. I wish they would 
go home. 

Mr. BRANCH. Does not the objection of the 
gentleman from Illinois to my resolution come 
too late. 

The SPEAKER. The objection comes too 
late. The resolution of the gentleman from North 
Carolina has been agreed to, 


CRITTENDEN COMPROMISE. 


Mr. WILSON. -Lask leave to present a peti- 
tion of five hundred citizens of Montgomery 
county, Indiana, asking the Senators and Repre- 
sentatives from that State to vote forthe Critten- 
den compromise. I will only say that, with high 
respect to these my neighbors, I cannot vote for 
the measures which they seem to favor. 

The petition was laid on the table. 

Mr. BRIGGS. Task leave to introduce a me- 
morial from the citizens of Chester,.in Orange 
county, in the State of New York, asking Con- 
gress to compromise our national difficulties on 
the principles of the border State committee prop- 
osition. Itisa good sign, Mr. Speaker, to see the 
citizens of the rural districts sending up petitions 
here asking for compromise to save the country 
from dissolution. 

The memorial was laid on the table. 

Mr. BURNETT. I call for the regular order 
of business. 

MILITIA AND ARMS, ETC, 


The SPEAKER laid before the House a com- 
munication from the War Department, transmit- 
ting a return of the militia of the United States, 
and of arms and accouterments for the year 1860, 
according to the act of 2d March, 1803; also a 
transcript of the official Army Register for 1860, 
in compliance with the resolution of the House of 
Representatives of June 14, 1848; which were lad 
on the table, and ordered to be printed. 


VARIOUS PROPOSITIONS. 


Mr. WASHBURNE, of Ilinois. There isa 
private bill before the House which came up last 
Monday. [desire to have it taken up and passed. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I propose that the rules be 
suspended, and that the House resolve itself into 
the Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union; and I move that the debate on the pend- 
ing amendment in that committee shall terminate 
in two hours after the committee shall resume its 
consideration. 

Mr. JOHN COCHRANE. I ask the gentle- 
man from Ohio to allow me to give notice to the 
House that | intend, at an early day, during the 
morning hour, to bring before the House for its 
consideration, the bill reported back from the 
committee of five (H. R. No. 969) further to pro- 
vide for the collection of duties on imports. I 
wish gentlemen to examine the bill. 

Mr. McCLERNAND. When does the gen- 
tleman propose to bring it up? 

Mr. JOHN COCHRANE. At an carly day. 

Mr. BURNETT. I desire to say to the wen- 
tleman from Ohio, (Mr. Suerman,] that there are 
some gentlemen on this side who desire to dis- 
cuss the report of the committee of thirty-three. 
One of them is now entitled to the floor; and L 
suppose we might as well take up that matter 
now, and let the Chiriqui matter go over. 

Mr. SHERMAN, 1 think it better to get 
through with the deficiency bill at once. There 
are many persons waiting for their money appro- 
priated in it. 

SEIZURE OF TUE NEW ORLEANS MINT. 

Mr. McCLERNAND. I ask the gentleman 
from Ohio to waive his motion fora moment until 
{ offer a resolution to which I think there will be 
no objection. 
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Mr. SHERMAN. Well; send it up., 

Mr. McCLERNAND., Iask leave to offer the 
Following resolution, to which, think, there ought 
to be no objection, and to which I hope there will 
be no objection: f 

Whereas it is reported that near a million dollars, con-- 
sisting of the money of the United States and of individual 
depositors, was lately in the custody of the superintendent 
of the mint of the United States at the city of New Or- 
jeans; and whereas it is also reported that that officer has 
refused to pay a draft of the United States out of their own 
money in his custody, and has appropriated the whole of 
the contents of said mint to the use of the revolutionary 
authorities in the State of Louisiana, and has put the Uni- 
ted States at defiance ; and whereas it is also reported that 
the same revolutionary authorities have seized the custom- 
house of the United States at said city: Therefore, 

Resolved, That the President of the United States be re- 
spectfully requested to communicate to this House, at an 
early day, if, in his judgment, not incompatible with the 
public interests, the facts in relation to the aforesaid mat- 
ters, and what, if any, steps he has taken or contemplates 
to recover possession of said treasure and property. 

Mr. BURNETT. If the gentleman from Ili- 
nois will just offer his resolution of inquiry, I 
will offer no objection to it; but with the preamble 
to his resolution I think it objectionable. [ there- 
fore cannot go for the preamble, but 1 will go for 
the resolution with a great deal of cheerfulness. 
I cannot agree to the reception of the resolution 
in its present form. 

Mr. McCLERNAND. The preamble only re- 
cites what is represented to be matters of report. 
It avers nothing. 

Mr. BURNETT. I understand that. If the 
gentleman will just call on the President of the 
United States to furnish any information not in- 
compatible with the public service, in regard to 
the seizure of money belonging to the Federal 
Government, in the city of New Orleans, or in 
regard to the refusal to pay drafts drawn on any 
United States officer there by the Government, [ 
will vote for it; but I cannot agree to its reception 
in its present form. 

Mr. MAYNARD. It seems to me that the 
resolution of the gentleman from Illinois 

Mr. CRAIGE, of North Carolina. I object to 
debate. 

Mr. McCLERNAND. 
the modification suggested. 

Mr. BURNETT. I move to amend the reso- 
lution of the gentleman from Hlinois, so as to 
callon the President for any information in his 
possession in regard to this matter. 

Mr. McCLERNAND. I acceptthe modifica- 
tion. 

Mr. CRAIGE, of North Carolina, 
the reception of the resolution, 

Mr. McCLERNAND. I am surprised that 
any member of this House should object to a res- 
olution of this kind. 

Mr. CRAIGE, of North Carolina. And I am 
surprised that a gentleman, professing to enter- 
tain the principles held by the gentleman from 
Ilinois, should present sucha resolution. 

Mr. McCLERNAND. I am surprised that 
any gentleman here, objecting to submission, 
should not object to the usurpations of revolu- 
tionary authorities. 

Mr. CRAIGE, of North Carolina. I deny all 
the allegations in the preamble of the gentleman’s 
resolution, 

Mr.McCLERNAND. There is no allegation 
in the preamble, sir. It only recites what pur- 
ports to be matter of report, and the resolution is 
predicated on that. 

Mr. CRAIGE, of North Carolina. If we were 
to base resolutions on every idle newspaper report, 
we would have plenty to do. 

Mr. MAYNARD. I must object to debate. 
The gentleman from North Carolina objected to 
my making a remark. 

EVENING SESSION. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Several gentlemen desire 
that the debate on the report of the committce of 
thirty-three shall be carried on in evening session. 
I therefore ask unanimous consent that a recess 
shall be taken from four o’clock till seven for this 
week for debate. 

Mr. LOGAN. Ihope that the proposition will 
not be adopted. 

Mr.SHERMAN. Itis proposed for the benefit 
of gentlemen generally. 

Mr. LOGAN. If the evening session is for the 
parpose ofallowing gentlemen to read what they 

ave written as speeches, I have no objection; 


I am willing to accept 


I object to 


but gentlemen who have the floor now are not in 
the habitof reading communications tothe House, 
and do not want to speak in the night to the Chair, 
without any one to pay attention to them. Ihave 
been here during two of the night sessions, and 
I have not noticed the gentleman from Ohio {Mr. 
Susrman] at any of them. . 
Mr.SHERMAN. I never attend night sessions. 
Mr. LOGAN. Now, sir, if evening sessions 
are to be held for the purpose of allowing gentle- 
men to read written speeches, I have no objection. 
But I have aright to the floor whenever the House 
takes up the report of the committee of thirty- 
three. [have no written speech. I never write 
one; and do not intend to speak at night to empty 
benches, and hope the House will not force me 
to it. 
Mr. SHERMAN. I have only made the mo- 
tion for the benefit of other gentlemen entirely. 
Mr. LOGAN. Well, sir, it will be no benefit 


tome. Ido not want to speak at any night ses- 
sion. 
Mr. JOHN COCHRANE. I would suggesta 


compromise in relation to this question. I pro- 
pose that none but extemporaneous speeches shall 
be made in the morning, and none but written 
speeches shall be made at night. {Laughter.] 

Mr. LOGAN. I have no objection to that. 

Mr. CAREY. I take this opportunity ofascer- 
taining, if 1 can, what a gentleman has to do in 
this House in order to obtain the floor to speak. 

Mr. KILGORE. Oh, that is a bargain to be 
made with the Chair. 

Mr. CAREY. I have been wanting to makea 
few remarks for some time, upon the matters 
pending before the House; but I do not under- 
stand preciscly the way of getting the floor. I 
understand there is a system here of farming out 
the floor, and that a gentleman cannot have the 
right to speak except he complies with all the 
requirements of that system. I want to know 
how, precisely, the right is to be obtained? How 
did the gentleman from Hlinois obtain that right ? 

Mr. LOGAN. | obtained the right by coming 
here and sitting here until ten o’clock for two 
successive nights before I could succeed in being 
recognized by the Chair. 

Mr. CAREY. Thatisall very satisfactory, as 
far as the gentleman is concerned; but that does 
not answer the question how these rights are 
generally obtained ? 

Mr. LOGAN. That is the way I obtained my 
right, 

“Mr. CAREY. Well, sir, 1 hear of gentlemen 
having their names recorded for the floor for weeks 
before the subject even comes up for discussion. I 
protest against such a practice prevailing here. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohio 
is laboring under a very great mistake, so far as 
the Chair is concerned, in supposing that gentle- 
men’s names are recorded for the floor for weeks 
in advance. The gentleman from Ohio has never 
informed the Chair of his desire to address the 
House. The Chair never heard a word of it 
before. 

Mr. LEACH, of North Carolina. I hope the 
motion of the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Suer- 
MAN] will prevail. in reply to the gentleman from 
Illinois, [Mr. Locax,] I have only to say that but 
few speeches delivered in this House are listened 
to, but are read by the constituencies of the gen- 
tlemen who deliver them on this floor, and their 
respective merits passed upon by the people of 
the country. I do not propose to read a written 
essay; but I do desire to submit my vicws to the 
House on the political crisis, and then to review 
and write them out, that my constituents and the 


subject. 

he SPEAKER. 
House is, shall the House take a recess for the 
present week from four o’clock to seven o’clock, 
for the purpose of debate only? 

Mr. LOGAN. 1 object. 

Mr. LOVEJOY. Why, sir, I understand the 
debate upon this subject is to be closed on Thurs- 
day. 

‘Phe SPEAKER. The question before. the 
House, then, is upon closing debate in two hours 
on the pending amendment of the Senate to the 
deficiency bill. 

Mr. CRAIG, of Missouri. The gentleman 
from Ohio yiclds to me to offer a resolution for 
i reference only. 


people of my State may know my views on the 


The question before the | 


Mr. KILLINGER. [object to any resolution. 

The motion of Mr. Suerman was agreed to; 
and the order made that debate be closed on the 

ending amendment of the Senate to the deficiency 
bil, in two hours after the consideration of the 
same shall be resumed in the Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union. 

Mr. SHERMAN. [now move that the rules 
be suspended, and that the House resolve itself 
into the Committee of the Whole on the state of 
the Union. ; 

The motion was agreed to. 

The rules were accordingly suspended; and the 
House resolved itself into the Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union, (Mr. Burnerr 
in the chair,) and resumed the consideration of the 
special order, being the Senate amendments to the 
bill (H. R. No. 866) to supply deficiencies in the 
appropriations for the service of the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1861, the pending question being 
on Mr. Monse’s amendment to the third amend- 
ment of the Senate, as follows: 

Add at the end ot the amendment as follows: 

Provided, That no part of the sum hereby appropriated 
shall be drawn from the Treasury until after such conditions 
and regulations have been established by the Presideut in 
reference to supplying coal undersaid contract, and for the 
performance of alJ the provisions of the same, as will fully 
protect the United States against the failure or incapacity 
of said Thompson or said Chiriqui {mprovement Company 
to fulfill its stipulations: Provided further, That the United 
States sball acquire no right of sovereignty over any terri- 
tory in the Republic of New Granada or Costa Rica, nor 
any right to transport troops or munitions of war over such 
territory under or by virtue of the contract recited in this 
act, unless the same be voluntarily consented to by said 
Republic. 

To which the following was offered by Mr. 
Porrur: 

Provided further, That no part of the sum hereby appro- 
priated shail be paid until a railway be completed and put 
in operation upon the roadway named in said conditional 
contract. 

The Senate amendment being as follows: 

To enable the Secretary of the Navy to carry out the 
conditional contract made by him with the Chiriqui Im- 
provement Company and Ambrose W. Thompson, on the 
24st day of May, 1859, for the purpose of securing to the 

ited States certain valuable privileges and rights speci- 

ed in said contract, and which said contract is hereby 
pproved, $300,000. 

On which Mr. Morse was entitled to the floor. 

Mr. MORSE addressed the committce for an 
hour in favor of a concurrence in the amendment 
of the Senate. [His remarks will be published 
in the Appendix. | : 

Mr. STEVENS, of Pennsylvania. Mr. Chair- 
man, I am aware that but few gentlemen in the 
House at this time can be expected to examinea 
subject of this kind thoroughly enough to form 
a conclusion, by wading through the mass of 
matter, relevantand irrelevant, authentic and spu- 
rious, to be met with in the report in this case. 
But it became my duty, as one of the Committee 
of Ways and Means, bound to look into this 
thing, to examine it thoroughly from top to bot- 
tom. I have done so according to the best ofmy 
ability, with a great desire to find ita just claim 
| —for some of my most intimate friends are deeply 
interested in its success—but I have come to dif- 
ferent conclusions. These conclusions are as fol- 
lows: 

In the first place, Mr. Thompson has nota par- 
ticle of title to any one of the things which he 
offers to sell us; and I wil] demonstrate that be- 
fore I get through. In the next place, if he had 
the best title in the world, the privilege is not 
worth a farthing to himself or anybody else. In 
the third place, if he had the title, and if the priv- 
ileges were valuable, he could not transfer them 
to the United States; and the very transfer which 
he has attempted to make now, has forfeited all 
his rights. If I do not demonstrate these things 
clearly, and to the satisfaction of the few gentle- 
men who are accustomed to look into matters of 
this kind, then I have deceived myself. 

Mr. Chairman, the scene—it is well we should 
know its location—of this South Sea bubble is a 
tract of land which makes the northern part of the 
Isthmus of Panama. J infer it from Morse’s Ge- 
ography, and our own treaties. I cannot be mis- 
taken in that, so far as the New Granadian con- 
tract is concerned. It is the northern part of the 
Isthmus of Panama, about sixty or seventy miles 
north of the railroad that crosses at Panama. That 
railroad is forty-seven miles in length. From the 
lagoon of Chiriqui to the town of David, where 
the first grant goes—and which the chairman of 
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the Committee on Naval Affairs candidly admits 
authorizes nothing but a clay turnpike—is sev- 
enty-five miles. 

‘The other route, granted by Costa Rica, from 
Golfita to the Atlantic ocean, is between ninety 
and one hundred miles in length, selecting almost 
the widest part of the Isthmus of Panama. The 
two oceans are divided at these points by a chain 
of mountains called the Cordilleras; the lowest 
elevation of which is four thousand two hundred 
and seventy feet, and the highest about nine thou- 
sand feet. The engineer says he looked down 
from a height of eight thousand feet, and above 
him, towering sublime, he had a spectacle of a 
volcano, which went up, I do not know how high. 
The country is uninhabited on the Atlantic side, 
fifty miles each way, except by a small village of 
negroes. On the Pacific side, there are a few towns. 
One of them the engineer gravely sets forth as of 
considerable importance, for he says there are 
eighty families in it. In other words, the whole 
country is uninhabited; and the Government of 
the province is offering to give away all the lands 
to any persons who wiil colonize them, without 
asking anything for it. i f 

The New Granadian grantis a grant to Ambrose 
Thompson to improve an old provincial road 
which had been opened fourteen years before that 
grant, so as to make it passable with wheeled 
vehicles from the Chiriqui lagoon to the city of 
David. When that road is opened, and is so cer- 
tified by the Governor, then the grantee has the 
right to transport and charge tolls upon it to all 
except the Government of New Granada. 


Now, sir, what was that provincial road? About | 


twenty years ago, fourteen years from the date 
of the grant, the Government of Chiriqui—a pro- 


vince uninhabited except by a few Yankees who į 


went there to speculate—opeoned a road by blaz- 
ing the trees from the town of David to the Chiriqui 
lagoon. That isthe road which was to be opened 
and improved in a solid way, so as to make it pass- 
able with wheeled vehicles. After that the right 
was to attach, and not before. 

Now, it is not pretended that the road is pass- 
able for whecled vehicles. Mr. Thompson him- 
self, who is an ingenious man, admits that the 
have cut it open wide enough for wheeled vehi- 
cles for two or three leagues; but that they have 
cut down the trees for the rest of the distance, 
so that mules can pass from one point to the other, 
and have got the certificate of Mr. Morel and 
others that they have known it to be passed ‘even 
with loaded beasts of burden.” Now, my friend, 
who has argued so eloquently on the value of com- 
merce over mountains eight thousand feet high, 


has not told us how it is that any right attaches, p 


which was not to attach till after the certificate of 
the Governor, There is no such certificate among 
these papers. He has not examined it; but there 
is a certificate by the alcalde. 

Mr. MORSE. 
vania will do me the justice to say that I set no 
value on this road, except in regard to the coal 
grounds. 

Mr. STEVENS, of Pennsylvania. 
tleman from Mainc is candid in that. 
not rely on it as a railroad. 
have made that the chief burden of their song; and 
one ingenious gentleman from New York [Mr. 
SıcxLes] went so far as to say that the right to im- 
provea road so as to makc it passable for wheeled 
vehicles, meant a railroad; and he asks the House 
to believe it. There is as much nonsense in that 
as in the rest. But, sir, I say that up to this 
day there never has a wheeled vehicle ofany kind 
passed between the lagoon of Chiriqui and the 
Pacific ocean. But they have certificates that 
are before us, by which any gentleman can ascer- 


tain, by looking into these reports—one, two, | 


three, and four certificates of most respectable 
gentlemen—that the road has actually been passed 
from sea to sea, with loaded beasts of burden. And 
that is the grant they propose to convey to us. 


Mr. Chairman, I am now supposing this grant to | 


be valid with Mr. Thompson. But, sir, 1t is ad- 


mitted that no road has ever been approved over | 
that route;it is admitted that no railroad has been į 


begun; that there has not been done the first work 
in reference to it. Now, I ask what is the pres- 
ent value of the privilege which this contract 
grants us, to cross the Isthmus at that point? Re- 
member, kam now speaking of the transit. What 
is the value to the United States at this time, of 


i value to the Government. 


The gentleman from Pennsyl- | 


The gen- | 
He does | 
Other gentleman | 


the grant for the purpose of transporting soldiers, 
ammunition, and munitions of war, across the 
Isthmus? Why, sir, the attempt of Bonaparte to 
cross the Alps was mere child’s play in compar- 
ison with the attempt to cross these South Amer- 
ican mountains with soldiers and munitions of 
war. If, then, you grant the right of Thompson, 
which he proposes now to cede, it confers no pres- 
ent value to the Government in respect to the 
transportation of munitions of war in return for 
the $300,000 which this billappropriates. Itis, in 
fact, the right to travel a road that is inaccessible 
to anything but goats—or mules, which is about 
the same thing. [(Laughter.] 

Now, suppose we had the title perfected: the 
gentleman from Maine [Mr. Morse} was candid 
enough to admit that it would be of no present 
But, sir, what we are 
buying is the present value. We are not buying 
the road at what it will be when it is finished— 
which, permit me to say, will, in my judgment, 
be not many days before the rendering up of our 
final accounts. [Laughter.] We are now pay- 
ing this money, and we have not the assurance 
of a single dollar that it will ever be finished. 
Why, sir, if it is ever finished, it must be at the 
expense of millions of dollars; and Mr. Thomp- 
son is not the shrewd man I take him to be—and 
I know him well; I know him to be a most adroit 
man; just the man to get up this kind of a spec- 
ulation; but I say he would lose his character for 
sagacity and his character for truth, if, after get- 


ting hold of this $300,000, he ever felt called upon || 


to spend a dollar there. (Laughter.] I say, I 
know the man well enough, and his sagacity well 
enough, to be perfectly sure that such a thing will 
never take place under God’s heaven. If he once 
gets hold of this $300,000, after paying off his 
assistants in getting it through this House, he 
will put the balance in his pocket, and be a rich 
man. But here are gentlemen in this House ask- 
ing us to vote for such a measure as this. Ido 
not know what is operating upon them; I know 
they are honest. (Laughter.] 1 know they are 
capable; but I know they are terribly deluded in 
some way. 

But thercisanother view of this matter to which 
I wish to call the attention of this House. I have 
been presenting the matter as if Ambrose W. 
Thompson had the title which he proposes to grant. 
But I will say that he has not any title to it; not 
a particle. By the New Granadian grant, which 
is to be found in this report of the gentleman from 
Maine, on page 14, let us see at what period this 
grant is to be vested in Mr. Thompson. It is 
stipulated in article three, that, so soon as the im- 
provement of the whole road shall be concluded 
according to the terms stipulated in the ordinance 
—that is, to make a good passable road for the 
transit of wheeled vehicles—Mr. Thompson, or 
his representative, shall so inform the Governor 
of the province, so that he himself, or by a com- 


į mission appointed for the purpose, may, in com- 


pany with Mr. Thompson, or his representative, 
proceed to inspect the work, and judge whether 
or not the conditions of the contract have been ful- 
filled by the grantee, and in the affirmative case 
to declare him in full exercise of all the rights and 
prerogatives acquired under this privilege. 

Now, sir, there hag never been such a com- 
mission. Itis not pretended or set forth in any 
of these documents, that the. Governor has in 
any way certified that he has examined the work. 
There are certain certificates that the road has 
been opened to a certain extent, and these certifi- 
cates come from very respectable persons. They 
say that the road has been opened to a certain | 
extent, so as to be crossed even by beasts of bur- | 
den; that is repeated three times in these certifi- 
cates. Onc certificate is from a Yankee by the 
name of James Agnew, to whom, some time ago, 
the grant was made; but not having the right 
name exactly to give certificates likely to be avail- 
able for southern grants such as that, his name | 
has been metamorphosed into Sefior Santiago 
Agnew. [Much laughter.] In other words, itis 
now St. James Agnew. This is one of the per- 
sons whose certificate is depended on to establish | 
the case sought to be made out before this House. 
But, sir, the whole thing is as bold a thing as was 
ever gotten up by honest men. [Great laughter-.] | 
But, sir, even with the certificate of my Yankec ! 
friend, who, by the way, did not certify that there 
is a passable road for whecled vehicles, there is | 
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no evidence that any certificate hasbeen given by 
the Government of the province. We have also 
tlie certificate of Mr. Morcl, who; as we are in- 
formed, was the first to denounce the road, and 
therefore to acquire a title to it; and I think we 
shall continue to denounce the road as.a very 
great swindle. 

Well; sir, it is said there are coal mines there; 
that coal has actually been taken, and that it ex- 
ists there in inexhaustible quantities. Why, sir,’ 
if coal actually existed there so that it could be 
excavated and sold for.fifty cents a ton cheaper 
than that brought from Virginia, from Pennsyl- 
vania, and from Liverpool, do you suppose it 
would not have been opened by this enterprising 
Yankee? ‘The whole ‘story is too incredible to 
believe. I believe that Dr. Evans was sold b 
these men, who induced him to really believe it 
existed there. Why, sir, if coal existed there in 
accessible localities, do you suppose the whole 
Yankee nation, with the exorbitant prices paid for 
coal in that region, would have allowed the mines 
to remain unopened to this time?. No, sir; two 
thirds of the people of Maine would have been 
there long ago, {Laughter.] But gentlemen say 
that that question has been decided; that Dr. 
Evans, the geologist, has made an examination, 
and said there was coal there. Well, sir, Ihave 
nothing to say against Dr. Evans. I have read 
with great admiration his book on the dirts in 
Oregon, which he has been getting up for years 
ata very great expense to the Government, and 
which is not of a particle of value to any human 
being. {Laughter.] He says they gathered a 
barrel of the coal and took it to Norfotk, where 
it has beenanalyzed. Well, sir, about thirty years 


| ago—of course before my time-—there was a great 


excitement in a certain locality in Pennsylvania, 
where coal mines were said to exist. Some gen- 
tlemen went up and made an examination in sev- 
eral places and founda plenty of coal. They tried 
it at the blacksmith’s, they had it analyzed, and 
ascertained that it contained a proper quantity of 
oil, and the man sold his land fra fabalous price; 
but afterwards it turned out that the man had been 
engaged for three weeks in carting coal to the lo- 
cality, and that there were no coal mines there. 
Well, sir, Mr. Morel, the gentleman who de- 
nounced this property, 1t seems took the geologist 
to the very spot where the coal was to be found, 
helped him get out some of it and put it into a 
barrel, and upon that statement we are asked to 
believe that there is an inexhaustible quantity in 
that region. 

Mr. MORSE. I desire to say a single word in 
justice to Dr. Evans, whose character the gentle- 


| man from Pennsylvania calls in question. 


Mr. STEVENS, of Pennsylvania. Oh, no, 
sir; not at all. His character is as good as any 
geologist’s. [Laughter.] 

Mr. MORSE. Thecoal which Dr. Evans took 
was blasted from the rock. He saw it done. 

Mr. STEVENS, of Pennsylvania. If there be 
coal there, rest assured that it will be mined and 
prepared for sale whenever it is profitable to do 
so; and when it can be procured at rates lower 
than the present ones in that region, I have no 
doubt we can purchase it, as well as all others, 
without any necessity for the payment of the sum 
of $300,000. 

And Mr. Morel has conferred another valuable 
grant to this company; and that is, the construc- 
tion of a canal over the intervening mountains, if 
ever any such thing can possibly be accomplished. 
But suppose the title of the company were good, 
and there was a perfect utility in it. 

Mr. IRVINE. Do the reports show any obli- 
gation on the part of the Government of New 
Granada or Costa Rica, or of the Chiriqui com- 
pany, to mine the coal to supply our Government 
at the coal stations mentioned in Thompson’s con- 
tract with the Secretary of the Navy upon any 
terms? 

Mr. STEVENS, of Pennsylvania. There is 
no obligation on the part of anybody to mine it. 
if they mine it, I believe we are to pay the com- 
pany ten per cent. in addition to their expenses. 

Suppose the title is perfect: let us see whether 
we can possibly buy it. You will observe that 
Mr. Thompson enters into a long preamble in his 
contract with the Secretary of the Navy. Is not 
this the same man Thompson who was engaged 


i in the live-oak contracts under this same Secretar 


of the Navy? Mr. Thompson grants to us full 
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yrivilege of navigating and using all ports and 
Tabon in that neighborhood. Who believes that 
he has any control over them? Nobody can be- 
lieve that he can confer any such privileges. No 
doubt Mr. Thompson has been induced to make 
this offer by the example of the ancient speculator 
who, from the top of a high mountain, offered the 
kingdoms of the earth, which he did not own an 
inch of. [Laughter.] 

But he has granted something more. He has 
granted the right to transport troops.and muni- 
tions of-war across this road. Does not the grant 
from New Granada provide that troops and mu- 
nitions of war belonging to a foreign Government 
shall not pass over that road unless with its con- 
sent? Certainly itdoes, But my friend says, why, 
to be sure, we had better pay this and then get 
permission from the Government of New Gra- 
nada. My idea is, that we had better get permis- 
sion first, and when we have obtained it, in my 
opinion, we are in a condition to know exactly 
what we are getting for our money. When we 
buy from Mr. Thompson, or this company, we 
get no privilege. By the language of his grant, 
any infraction of its provisions, it is stated, shall 
be its revocation, Thatis notall. Mr. Thomp- 
son is fully authorized to transfer his privileges 
to any person or persons, company or companies, 
with the sole condition that that road shall be 
improved; but in no case can he transfer any of 
them to any foreign Government. After that, 
will anybody tell me what we are after? [Laugh- 
ter.] ill anybody tell me what it is we are 
to get? 

L admit that Costa Rica, which lies north and 
adjoining New Granada, has granted to Mr. 
Thompson, since the contract was first drawn 
out, the right to make a railroad, and put it into 
operation, from the gulf of Golfito to the Pacific 
ocean, about one hundred miles. In the first 
plac has he any title? By the terms of the grant, 

he was to build that road and put it into opera- 
tion before he got a title. Not only that. He 
was, at the expiration of six months from the time 
his contract was approved, to deposit $100,000 in 
the treasury of Costa Rica. Six months have ex- 
pired» and $100,000 remains yet undeposited. The 

onorable gentleman from New York said that 
the grant had not been approved by the Congress 
of Costa Rica; and that, therefore, the six months 
yet remained. If that be so, then why are we 
asked to buy the grant as good, if it has not yet 
been approved? Ithas never been before the Con- 
gress of Costa Rica; and we do not know that it 
will be approved. We are asked, sir, to pay the 
are before it is pretended the grant has any 
validity, 

Not only that. By the very terms of the grant, 
we have no right to it. Why do I say that? In 
the grant of Costa Rica, (page 60 of the report,) 
there are a few essential clauses. I will read: 


“Any, 14. The grantees shall notat any time be permitted 
to disembark or trans port, nor consent to the transportation 
or disembarkation, at any time whatsoever, across the rail- 
road, of troops, arms, munitions of war belonging to any 
foreign Government, or to individuals or private socictics, 
{companies.] ‘The Republic of Costa Rica only shall pos- 
sess this right.” 

That excludes the United States Government, 
as well as fillibuster expeditions, from acquiring 
the rights under the grant to Mr. Thompson. | 
will read further: 

“Tbe infraction of this article by the grantees, their 
agents, or those charged with the direction and adminis- 
tration of the enterprise, shall forthwith work as a complete 
nullity and forfeiture of the present contract in all and every 
one of its parts, aud the confiscation, not ouly of such arms 


and munitions of war, but also of the railroad and all its 
works and fixtures,” 


Mr. Thompson has consented that we shall dis- 
embark troops there; that we shall disembark 
munitions of war; and, by the clause I have just 
read, it will be seen, by so consenting, he has 
forfeited all rights and privileges under the grant 
himself. Thatis not ail. 1 will read again: 

“Arr. 18. The grantees at no time shal! be at liberty, 
under penalty of forfeiting all the privileges of this contract, 
to transter or to cede to any foreign Government the grant 
of concessions and privileges made to them by virtue of the 
present contract.” 


Can a member in Congress, having the public | 


money in charge, vote to purchase that? Let the 
yeas and nays show such members to the coun- 
try. I read again: 

“ ART. 20. The grantees, as a guarantee for the fulfill- 


ment of the obligations incurred by the present eontract, 
shall deposit in the national treasury of the Republic, six 


| Maine said we would go on and improve it. The 


months after the approval thereof by Congress, the sum of 
$100,009 in cash, which amount shall be returned to them 
in the same form, and without interest, on the compiction 
of the railroad.” 

The time fixed has expired, and yet not one 
dollar of that sum has yet been deposited. I do 
not think it ever will be. What do we get by the 
purchase, then? Nothingatall. If we pass this 
appropriation, then we will pay out the public 
money without getting anything for it. fu 

Bat suppose he had the right to grant the privi- 
lege to Congress: is there a railroad there? Not 
atall. Has the first spadeful of earth been thrown 
up? Has it been located? Not at all. What are 
we buying? Weare buying the privilege of trans- 
porting our troops and munitions of war over a 
railroad, which we are prohibited from doing by 
the contract itself. The railroad has never been 
begun, never been located, and there is no guar- 
antee that it ever will be located or laid out and 
finished. But whether that be so or not, it is 
enough for us, I think, to propose buying the 
privilege when it is worth buying. 

I do not know that I know anything about rail- 
roads myself, although it has been my fortune to 
be president of one for about six or seven years. 
I do know that some of these little Republics of 
Central America know more about railroads upon 
paper than anywhere else. Anybody who knows 
anything about railroads, however, knows from 
the report of this engineer that it is the emanation 
of a man who is deceived, or of an ignorant man. 
He states that the average of the grades between 
the two oceans is five hundred and eighty feet; 
but that it can be reduced to two hundred and 
ninety feet by doubling—thatis by running twenty 
miles this way then twenty miles that, and so on. 
Does anybody believe a railroad can ever be put 
into operation upon such grades? Why, sir, you 
cannot erecta railroad with any advantage with 
curves of a radius less than five hundred feet, and 
then only when the grade does not exceed forty 
feet to the mile. So say all the authorities upon 
the subject. An attempt to make a railroad with 
two hundred and ninety feet grade by doubling, 
or cutting it off by tunneling to reduce it to that 
grade, is amatter of the imagination. You might 
as well attempt to make a railroad to aplace where 
1 hope to go, but which I never knew worked to 
advantage but by one individual, who had both 
ficry stecds and an iron chariot, as to attempt to 
scale such mountains by any power which man 
possesses. 

But we are told by the gentleman from New 
York, [Mr. Stcxxes,} that now is the accepted 
time, and now is the day of salvation; that if we 
lose this opportunity, we shall never again get 
such an offer; that there are moneyed men in New 
York willing to give four or five times as much 
for this privilege; that England will get it; that 
France will get it; and that we must get it now 
or never. Why, if gentlemen will look at it, they 
will see that Mr. Thompson does not grant to the 
United States an exclusive right; and that if we 
were to buy this privilege for $300,000, the same 
privilege may be sold to-morrow to these shrewd 
men in New York, and the same privilege could 
be sold to England or to France, because the right | 
they propose to sell us is not an exclusive one. 
And there will be room enough over those mount- | 
ains for all of us. This cry about other Govern- 
ments is the same cry that annexed Texas, and 
may yet seize Cuba. It is one of those fallacies 
which ought not to operate upon a sensible Con- 
gress. The gentleman from Maine, with great 
and laudable zeal, is for an extended commerce, 
and he has painted to you in glowing colors the 
advantages of commerce. Why, sir, Eve was to 
make a great deal of eating by partaking of for- 
bidden fruit; and we are to make a great deal by 
stealing a grant which we have no right to buy, 
and a privilege which then can never be enjoyed. 
Who believes that the commerce from ocean to 
ocean will cross at, this point? Who, while the 
Isthmus has twenty places narrower than this, 
believes that anybody in the interest of the Chiri- 
qui company grant will lay out a dollar of the sum 
we propose to give to them? The gentleman from | 


gentleman shakes his head. Thatis right; because 
there is no power given to the United States. If 
Thompson and St. James Agnew do not make : 
this road, there will be no improvement of it, be- 


cause the United States has no such power. We 
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gain nothing but the right to use a road which 
is not in existence, and which never will be in 
existence. ; 

I submit to the House whether the statements 
I have made are not founded upon the testimony 
in this report; and whether, if there be one disin- 
terested man here—and I know they are all dis- 
interested—he can cast his vote for this monstrous 
measure? 

Mr. HARRIS, of Maryland. Mr. Chairman, 
it has been my purpose, since this matter has been 
under debate, to take some part in the discussion 
before the House, and I had hoped to do so when 
I should have the opportunity to occupy a whole 
hour; and I am especially sorry that it falls to my 
lot to have only the last half hour allowed to this 
discussion, because, following the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania, [Mr. Stevens,] who has just taken 
his seat, I feel that a little more ought to be de~, 
voted to the subject. 

I am a young man, and one of my great duties 
as such ina deliberative assembly, is to learn; and 
I feel that I ought to express, in all humility, my 
gratitude tothe gentleman from Pennsylvania for 
the specimen which he has afforded to me of an 
able and pertinent debate, upon a question of 
large commercial importance. I have known va- 
rious processes by which subjects in this House 
have been killed. I have seen them struck down 
by the strong hand of argument; I have seen them 
overcome by bursts of eloquence; but I have never 
before seen a subject so attempted to be stung to 
death by small ridicule as this has been by my dis- 
tinguished friend from Pennsylvania. Now, sir, 
I owe it to myself, as one of the Committee on 
Naval Affairs, who assented to the report of this 
bill; as one of the members of this House, who 
at the last session took part in the debate and ad- 
vocated this measure; and I owe it to my self-re- 
spect, after the attack of the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania, to bring to the attention of this House 
the real points of this case, which, for some pur- 
pose or other, he has not presented, except to place 
them in an absurd light, and for the purpose of 
attacking them with ridicule. 

Why, one would suppose there was really 
nothing in this question; that there was nothing 
of merit to commend it to the judgment of mem- 
bers; and that there was too little of honesty in it 
to allow conscientious members to vote forit. This 
measure has passed the other branch of Congress 
by ov tight againsteightnegative votes. It has 
received in the Senate the consent of the very best 
men in that body—the oldcst, the gravest, and 
most reputable Senators of the United States. It 
has received, both as to its title and as to its com- 
mercial importance, upon which it appeals to us, 
the sanction of this nearly unanimous vote. It 
has received the sanction of the Navy Depart- 
ment. Its title papers have been submitted to the 
examination of the Attorney General of the Uni- 
ted States, and the Attorney Gencral has pro- 
nounced them to be in all respects competent and 
valid. The whole question, by the direction of 
Congress at the last session, has been subjected to 
examination by a commission appointed for that 
purpose, upon which Congress has expended 
$10,000. That commission has returned; and its 
report, made by scientific gentlemen, and compe- 
tent gentlemen, who have not been assailed upon 
this floor, gives entire indorsement to every claim 
which this matter made to Congress at its last 
Session, 

There is not a single point of objection made 
upon this floor at the last session of Congress 
against this Chiriqui grant which has not been 


i entirely met, and conclusively met, by the report 


of this commission. And yet, when the Attorney 
General has certified to the validity of the title; 
when the Government of the United States has 
deliberately contracted with the parties upon the 
faith and validity of that title; after a commission 


; ofthe United States Government has gone out and 
| made an examination into the practical value of 


the matter; after that commission has returned, 
fully certifying each and every point referred to 
them; and after the Senate has, by analmostunan- 
imous vote, indorsed the scheme, gentlemen get 
up here and, between a sneer and a laugh, whistle 
it down the wind; and honorable gentlemen, it 
does seem to me, are almost afraid, under the in- 
fluence of the snzer and because of the laughter, 


i ` . - . 
| to bring themselves up to the question in the fair 


light of the facts and the law which relates to it, 
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and take the responsibility of voting for it. Now, 
sir, [ belong to no such class. 
amendment which has been passed by the Senate. 
I approved of it, as a member of the Naval Com- 
mittee, last year, upon a full examination of the 
facts. | approve of it now, upon a reéxamination 
of the old and the new facts combined. 

Whatare the objections urged to it? My friend 
from Pennsylvania [Mr. Stevens] starts out, in 
the first place, with the sweeping assertion that, so 
far as the Granadian grant 1s concerned, there is 
nothing in it, and that these parties derive no title 
under it. Why, Mr. Chairman, that is an assertion 
of amostextravagant character. Therecord shows 
conclusively that the Granadian Government de- 
liberately made this grant, thatthe Granadian min- 
ister has certified to the right of the Provincial 
Legislature of Chiriqui to make it, and that it was 
made in absolute conformity with the laws of 
New Granada. That is on record, and it settles 
that question. But the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania insists, moreover, that, even if that grant 
be good, it was a grant conditioned on the prior 
opening of a certain road which is described in 
it, and that that road has never been opened ex- 
cept for the passage of mules. Now, Mr. Chair- 
man, the record before the gentleman, which he 
certainly must have read, if he examined the 
papers at all, shows him, by the affidavits of the 
very parties most competent to make these affida- 
vits in New Granada and Chiriqui, that, so far 
as the requirement of the grant is concerned be- 
tween New Granada and these parties, that road 
is sufficiently open to make the grant attach to 
this company. 

But, Mr. Chairman, I will not go into further 
discussion of that now; because itso happens that, 
since the last session of Congress, these parties 
have received a grant from the province of Costa 
Rica, and that grant obviates the necessity of in- 
quiring how far the New Granadian grant covers 
the right to build a railroad, because the Costa 
Rica grant gives the right specifically to construct 
a railroad. 

But, says the gentleman, even if the right has 
attached, it would be impossible to build a road. 
Well, sir, I know gentlemen will differ when they 
come to estimate the difficulties to'be overcome on 
railroad routes. Why, in his argument, the gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania has found out that it 
is just as casy to state elevations at forty thou- 
sand feet as at four thousand feet. When gentle- 
men speculate looscly and vaguely about the facts 
in a case, it is very natural that they should come 
to the conclusion that it'is impossible to run a 
railroad track over imaginary and impossible 
routes. 

But, Mr. Chairman, we have a right, as sensi- 
ble men legislating upon an important question, 
to recur with some sort of reliance to the inform- 
ation furnished us by our own Government ofii- 
cers. Now, Ldo not know who Mr. St. Clair 
Morton may be, except that he is a topograph- 
ical engineer in the service of the United States. I 
know also that he is well thought of by the Depart- 
ment, for ability as an engineer; because he has 
recently been promoted to be the engincer of the 


water-works in this District; and the Government | 


of the United Siates placed him in charge of this 


most important work in Chiriqui, during the vaca- į 


tion. I therefore think it is fair to esteem him to 
be a competent engineer; and after having sur- 
veyed this route, he comes back and reports to 
this Government that that country is perfectly 
practicable fora railroad; a report whichis inevery 
particular against the sweeping assertions of the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania. In that opinion 
the chief engineer is sustained by the testimony 
of the second assistantengineer under him, who, 
Tunderstand, is a gentleman of high attainments 
in his profession. These two gentlemen concur 
in saying in this report that that country is sus- 


ceptible of having a railroad cross it with success, | 


Well, now, sir, I donot think that gentlemen, with 
any justice to themselves, or toa matter of legisla- 
tion before them, can throw aside the testimony 


accumulated for them by their own Government, | 


and the testimony of ecmpetent professional men, 
and allow themselves to be swayed and controlled 
by the assertions of individual members. 

Mr. Chairman, | have not time to go into an cX- 
amination and analysis of what these engineers 
say, I havea right to assume that gentlemen 
upon this floor have read this report; but I am 


I approve of this | 


| 
i 
l 
i 
1 


engineer did not make the survey. 


i road is entirely practicable; and I think my two 


very much afraid that they have not done go, for | 
it does seem to me that no hittle ignorance has been 
exhibited as to the facts in this case in the discus- 
sion which bas already occurred upon this floor. 
Now, this engineer says, on page 26 of his report: 

“To sum up the above remarks on the Pacific slope, itmay 
be safely assumed thatitis perfectly practicable to connect 
the pass with the terminus at Golfito by an ordinary track 
which will admit of being worked with advantage by en- 
gines and rolling stock generally Of such patterns as are at 
present in use.’? 

And, then, as for the track upon the other side, 
he says: 

* I should, therefore, consider it within the limits of prac- 
ticability to ascend from the Culebra forks to the summit 
by the ordinary railroad system; but for many reasons 
would preter to make use of one which would adapt itself 
with more pliancy to the peculiarities of that region.” 

Į desire to call the attention of the committee to 
the fact that the estimates in this report are all 
surface estimates, that they are susceptible of 
being diminished from ten to fifty per cent., and 
are only estimates with reference to temporary 
and conditional transit in anticipation of the mak- 
ing of tunnels there. Gentlemen who have hap- 
pened to passover the Baltimore and Ohio railroad 

efore the excavation of the present tunnels—one 
of the greatest triumphs of engineering art in the 
country—and witnessed the system there availed 
to overcome elevations, must have been struck 
with the startling assertions of the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania. Everything is possible to modern 
engineering, and I am content to take the testi- 
mony of these two gentlemen, who are experts, 
in preference to the assertions of my fellow-mem- 
bers upon this floor. 

Mr.SHERMAN. Before my friend fromMary- 
land leaves that part of the casc, I desire to in- 
form him that I shall read, in reply, a letter from 
one of the assistant engineers, pronouncing it 
utterly impracticable to construct that railroad. 

Mr. SICKLES. Let me state, in reference to 
that suggestion, that that letter proceeds from an 
officer who deserted lis duty, who failed to com- 
ply with the instructions given to him, and who 
was dismissed from the service. And, in answer 
to that letter, 1 shall read a letter from the com- 
mander of the expedition, commenting upon his 
conduct. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I do not know the witness. 
All I desired was to give notice to gentlemen, so 
as not to take them by surprise, that I have a let- 
ter from one of the engineers who made the sur- 
vey, who reports the route to be utterly imprac- 
ticable; and the facts he gives show that it is so. 

Mr. SICKLES. It would appear that that 


Mr. HARRIS, of Maryland. I understand 
that the letter to which the gentleman from Ohio 
refers is from Mr. Wilson. The only informa- 
tion I havein reference to himis what I derive from 
this report, in which the chief engineer charged 
with this work reports Wilson as having been 
negligent and incompetent in tle discharge of his 


! duties; that Wilson was sent out to make an ex- | 


ploration, lost himself in some extinct volcano in 
the mountains, and returned to the point of depart- 


i 
ure, and remained there for six weeks doing noth- į 
| 
| 
t 


ing, instead of attending to the practical business 
of the expedition. 
man’s witness, I shall read, as against his testi- 
mony, the testimony of the engineer in charge and 
his second assistant engineer, who show that the 


witnesses will override the gentleman’s witness. 
If the gentleman wants to read that letter I will 
listen to it now 
Mr. SHERMAN. I will send it to the Clerk’s 


desk. i| 


Mr. SICKLES. J suggest that the gentleman | 
wait till I send for the other Ictter from the engi- į 


Now, if that be the gentle- | 


{ 


abandoned. 

Mr. SHERMAN, I will state still further, that 
the character and capacity of the engineer is ce 
tified to by a gentleman of the highest character 
in Pennsylvania. 

Mr. SiICKLES. Well, wait till I get the offi- | 
cial reply of the person who made the survey | 
which this man pretended to make. i 

Mr. HARRIS, of Maryland. If my friend | 
from Ohio [Mr. SHermayyj has to back upthe re- 
sponsibility of his correspondent, I prefer not to | 


i 
: n { 

neer who completed the survey which this one , 
| 

i 

| 


} 
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entertain it; because the Government of the United ii 
States sustains the witnesses whom Í put on the |! 


stand. At all events, let the communications come 
together. ` 

Mr. SHERMAN. Very well. ; 

Mr. HARRIS, of Maryland. Now, Mr. Chair- 
man, that develops one of the peculiar features 
of attack on this project before the House. Since 
T have been in Congress, I have never known a 
project that has had so many side-bar attacks 
made upon it as this particular Chiriqui amend- 
ment. Where itcomes from Ido not know. But 
it seems to me that the force of the assault made 
upon it is outside of the record which is before 
the House. : 

Well, I say, on the testimony of these officers 
of the Government, that the railroad is practicable. 
But the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Srg- 
VENS] insists that even if it were practicable, these 
parties could not carry out the conditions and 
rights which they propose to give to the United 
States in connection with it. In the first place, 
he says that, if practicable, it will never be built. 
Now that does not seem to me to bean argument 
of force. Another gentleman, the gentleman from 
Ohio, [Mr. Suerman,] says that If we give these 
parties the $300,000, non constat that they would 
not put the money in their pockets, and never do 
anything towards the construction of the road. I 
do not suppose that it ever entered into the im- 
agination of any one that $300,000 is going to do 
anything towards the building of this railroad. 
That will take millions. But does it not occur to 
gentlemen, in the first place, that it was not to be 
assumed that this Government was a Government 
of fools, dealing with absolute knaves in a trans- 
action of this sort? Didit not occur to him, more- 
over, that the amendment submitted by the gentle- 
man from Maine [Mr. Morse] is an amendment 
which provides that these knaves~so assumed 
to be—are not to receive the first dollar of this 
$300,000 till the Government of the United States 
is assured that they are able to carry out all the 
provisions and conditions of their contract? That 
Government will be headed by Mr. Lincoln. His 
administration will be made up of gentlemen in 
the confidence of that wing of the House. And 
I put it to gentlemen now, whether, as not a sin- 
gle dollar is to be paid to these parties, even if 
they are disposed to be rascally, till the Govern- 
ment is satisfied that they can in every particular 
perform their obligations and promises to the 
United States, they are running such a terrible 
risk ? 

More than that, Mr.Chairman. Thegentleman 
argues that, even if this railroad were built, these 
parties could not authorize the Government of the 
United States to carry troopsand munitions of war 
across it, Well, of course they cannot; but they 
can authorize the United States to do two other 
valuable things, which I suppose would be alone 
a sufficient consideration for the purchase-money. 
One of these is, the transmission of mails free of 
charge. That they can do; because the existin 
treaty between New Granada and the Unite 
States grants to the Government of the United 
States that the right of transit across the Isthmus 
of Panama on any roads of communication then 
existing, or that might thereafter be constructed, 
shall be forever free to the Government of the Uni- 
ted States and the citizens thereof. The treaty 
then goes on to specify what things may pass over, 


‘and mails among them. 


Now it is true that the fourteenth section of the 
agreement between Costa Rica and these grantees 
says that they shall not transport arms and mu- 
nitions of war across the road. The Government 
of Costa Rica retains that power to itself. Did 
gentlemen who are legislating here, themselves as 
a codrdinate branch of this great Government, 
suppose that the Republic of Costa Rica was 
going to bargain away to a mere railroad company 
a right that is inherent to her sovereignty, which 
involves her position and her responsibilities as a 
neutral Power? She would not concede it to this 
company; but, under the law of nations, the Uni- 
ed States would have a right to transport arms 
and munitions of war on thatroad, unless they were 
transporting them in aid of some Government 
with which Costa Rica was at war. Then they 
would become contraband; and as contraband 
only ,they are prohibited by the fourteenth section 


Mr. Chairman, I cannot dwell on this. The 
attention of the committee was called to the matter 
of coal at the last session of Congress, when it 
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was up before the House. It was then abies 
that there was no coal there; that it was all idle 
nonsense; and the gentleman from Pennsylvania, 
[Mr. Stevens,} in order to maintain that theory, 
now goes so far, in the face of the proof, as to im- 
pute to Mr. Morell or Mr. Agnew the carting to 
a particular place of certain loads of coal, and 
depositing them, in order to carry out this gross 

- deception. Sir, itis hardly possible to look at the 
testimony in the pages of this executive docu- 
ment, and not see that not only is coal there, but 
that itis there in almgst exhaustless quantities. It 
is there on the very borders of the bay, so that it 
crops out, And itis stated by the geologist, and 
shown by the analysis of Dr, Jackson, to be of 
the best possible quality for the use of the Navy. 
Certainly, that testimony outto outweigh the mere 
assertions of gentlemen. 

But I observe that my friend from New York 
{Mr. Porrue] objected, the other day, thatifthere 
was coal there, it was six miles from any point 
where it could be got out by the vessels. ‘ In con- 
nection with that Ì want to make two remarks. 
One is—— 

Mr. POTTLE. Will the gentleman from 
Maryland allow me to set him right? What I did 
say was, that the coal lands were six miles from 
the land proposed to be conveyed to the Govern- 
ment under this contract. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Maryland. Well, in point 
of fact, I think my friend is mistaken, because 
this testimony shows that while there is coal at 
Changuinola river, six miles from the point where 
we get this land, and while that river is naviga- 
ble, and the coal therefore accessible, there are, in 


the very lands to be conveyed tothe United States, | 


places where the coal crops out on the very edge 
of the bay, and from which it can be absolutely 
put on board ships lying right under the bluff. 

Mr. Chairman, the pages of this report demon- 
strate that there is an immense quantity of coal 
there. The coal has been brought home, not in 
cargoes for use, but in samples for analysis. An 
analysis has been made, and the good quality of 
the coal has been fully and successfully estab- 
lished, But gentlemen seem to overlook another 
thing which the Government of the United States 
gets by this transfer. We showed, in our report 
to the House last session, that, by this arrange- 
ment, the Government would save, in the cost of 
coal, as compared with its present expenditure, 
$230,000 a year. 

I desire, farther, to call the attention of the com- 


mittee to the fact that instead of this $300,000 be- | 


ing an enormous outlay, the whole amount would 
be saved by the Government in two years and 
less, on the single item of coal. Indeed, almost 
the whole amount would be saved in the course of 
the first year or two, in the cost of the store-ships 
and supply-ships which the Government now 
has lying at Panama and Aspinwall. I desire the 
committee to take into consideration this fact: 
that the United States not only gets the coal it 
may usc, under this contract, at a cheaper rate, 
but it also gets naval stations right upon the shore 
of these bays upon the Atlantic and Pacific side. 
Captain Engle testifies that these bays are the 
most magnificent on the continent; that the waters 
are fathoms deep right up to the very land. The 
enginecr’s report as to the timber states that upon 
this tract of land ceded to the United States the 
timber is most abundant, and of the best kind for 
ship-building. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, the Government of New 
Granada had the right to cede to these parties these 
ten thousand acres of land. These parties had 
the right to cede these lands to the Government of 
the United States. They propose to do so, in 
express accordance, as gentlemen will find, with 
one of the provisions of the New Granadian con- 
stitution, They will find, upon page 13, that 
the New Granadian Senate declares it is desir- 
able that the United States, and other Govern- 
ments, should come and locate them, and that they 
should have the rights which citizens under that 
Government enjoy. The United States, I say, 
therefore, will not only derive an ultimate benefit 
from this appropriation of $300,000, but they will 
save $230,000 in a single year in the single item 
of coal. They will save largely in establishing 
naval stations, and in obtaining timber for ship- 
building. And naval stations alone will reduce 
the expense of keeping store and supply-ships at 
‘other points $200,000 per annum. 


| 
| 
| 
| 
i 
| 
| 
| 
i 


Now, Mr. Chairman, I discover that Ihave but | 


two or three minutes of my time left, and I desire 
the attention of the committee to sonic points that 
Ishall recapitulate. I say that this executive doc- 
ument substantiates the positions taken by the 
Committee on Naval Affairs, in their report sub- 
mitted the last session. 1 repeat, that the Legis- 
lature of Chiriqui, in accordance with its con- 
stitution and laws, had the right to cede to these 
parties, or to any other parties, all the lands and 
privileges contained in that particular grant. I 
say that the grant is verified in the certificate of 
the New Granadian Government itself, in the per- 
son of its minister, behind which that Govern- 
ment cannot go. I say these title-papers were 
submitted for the investigation of the law-officer 
of this Government, and that the Attorney Gen- 
eral of the United States has indorsed the abso- 
lute validity of this conveyance. I say that the 
Government of Costa Rica has covered up any 
doubt that might exist under the New Granadian 
grant, as to the right or ability of these parties 
to the transit from ocean to ocean by railroad. I 
say that that Costa Rican grant has not been 
impeached as to its validity. I say, further, that 
even if there should be a doubt in the mind of any 
gentleman as to the practicability of building 
this railroad, they have the right to rely, with 
some degree of assurance, upon the testimony of 
these officers of the United States. But admit- 
ting, for the sake of argument, that there is no 
practicable route for a railroad: nevertheless, 
without the railroad, the Government of the Uni- 
ted States will receive back the $300,000 in less 
than two years, in the coal advantages ceded to 
itin the contract; in the advantages of naval sta- 
tions; in the advantages of ship-timber, and in 
being able to dispense with store-ships and sup- 
ply-ships at Aspinwall and Panama. But I say, 
further, that while the report of your own officers 
gives us a strong right to assume that these par- 
ties can construct a railroad from ocean to ocean, 
because it is feasible, it is for their advantage so 
to do, inasmuch as they are required to pay the 
Government of Costa Rica $100,000, to remain as 
a deposit until the road is built, and because their 
whole enterprise, in which they have been labor- 
ing for more than ten years, lies in the construc- 
tion of that railroad. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I think it behooves us as 
legislators to consider that the gist of this ques- 
tion, so far as we are concerned, lies in the fact 
that the transit proposed is a transit this country 
ought to possess; thatit is a road to our own im- 
mense resources on the Pacific; another opening 
to that great oriental trade which it has been the 
ambition of the commercial enterprise of all ages 
to grasp, and which has built up into greatness 
and wealth and political dominancy every nation 
that hag ever attained it. It was this trade that 
made Spain rich and powerful; that clevated Por- 
tugal into commercial significance; that developed 
Holland into a controlling Power; and that has 
done more than anything else to solidify the 
greatness of Great Britain. It has made nations 
great as they have grasped it, and they have 
lapsed into comparative insignificance as they 
have lost it. It may be grasped by us by the 
adoption of an enlarged and statesmanlike policy; 
and I think our duty impels as to reach forward 
to its attainment by all possible means. 

[Here the hammer fell.] 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the 
amendment of the gentleman from New York, 
(Mr. Porrie.] 


Mr. HARRIS, of Maryland. I am sorry I 


have not had time to finish what I desired to say | 


in reply to the attacks gentlemen have made upon 
this measure. [Cries of Go on !”] 

Mr. SHERMAN. 
better be closed upon this subject. 
vote upon the pending amendment. 

Mr. HOLMAN. [holdin my hand an amend- 
ment which I desire to have read, for the purpose 
of asking the gentleman from New York if he will 
not accept it. 


Teall for a 


The CHAIRMAN, No further amendment | 


is in order at this time. 
Mr. HOLMAN. I ask unanimous consent to 
have it read for the information of the committee. 


Mr. SICKLES. I object. 


The question being on the amendment offered | 


by Mr. Porrre to the amendmentof Mr. Morse 
to the amendment of the Senate, 


I think the debate had | 
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Mr. BRIGGS called for tellers. 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. Briecsand 
Horman were appointed. 

The committee divided; and the tellers reported 
—ayes 76, noes 44. 

So the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. SEDGWICK. Is an amendment to the 
amendment now in order? 

The CHAIRMAN. Itis. 

Mr. SEDGWICK. I move to amend by add- 
ing as follows: 

Provided also, That the same be consistent with the con- 
tract made by the Secretary of the Navy. 

Mr. Chairman, as one of the Committee on 
Naval Affairs last year, I devoted much time to 
the examination of this question, and when this 
appropriation was up in the House, I stated the 
reasons which induced me to vote against it. In 
other words, I thought as the case then stood we 
were bound, from defects in the title, and defects 
in the evidence, to annul the grant and to disap- 
prove the contract of the Secretary. Instead, 
however, of meeting this question and setting 
aside this contract, as we might, leaving it open 
for any future Secretary to renew it, if from addi- 
tional evidence it should seem feasible, we chose 
to take another course. We provided for send- 
ing out a commission, and appropriated money 
for the payment of that commission, which was 
to proceed to the point in controversy, examine 
the character of the harbors, the situation and 
value of the coal mines, the practicability of a 
railway, and generally the value of the property. 
At that time I suggested to the members of the 
committee of conference who reported this amend- 
ment that, if the Government put itself in this 
condition; if their agents, appointed in pursuance 
of our appropriations and direction, found that 
the condition of things was as represented by the 
contractors; that coal mines were there, in acces- 
sible localities; that a railroad could be con- 
structed, and that the harbors were fit and proper 
for our vessels—there was an implied undertaking 
on our part to perform the conditions of the con- 
tract, so faras the Government was concerned; 
for the reason that we delayed this contractor; 
that we pat him to expense in establishing his 
titles; that we put him to various inconveniences 
which we had no right todo. If it turned out, 
upon our examination, as represented, we had no 
right, as honest men, to say we will not comply 
with this contract. I have examined the reports, 
and I find upon the subject of coal they are very 
satisfactory. They show that there are mines 
there, practicable working mines; that the coal is 
of good quality, and that that part of the contract 
is fully met by the contractor. 

Itshowsalso that the harbors are good harbors; 
and despite the criticisms which have been passed 
upon itin this House, I say that the report proves 
that there is a practicable line of railway which 
we have a right to use under the contract of last 
year, and the subsequent addition to it. I say 
this, sir—but I have not time to argue it now—be- 
cause there is no connection between two points 
that is desirable for commerce, no such place on 
this globe of the length between these two har- 
bors, which cannot be united under the skill of 


; modern engineering by a successful railway. 


There are no national obstacles which cannot be 


| overcome; and when, sir, we have scen the great 


tubular bridge swung across the straits of Menai 
by modern science, it should not be said at this 
hour and in this presence that a railway between 
these points isa thing that cannot be accomplished. 

How, then, stands the case? If it were a ques- 
tion of a contract between two individuals, one 
of whom had selected his own agent to proceed 
to the spot, and examine as to the value of the 
privilege that he bought, I say there is no court 
of equity under heaven before which you could 
not bring that man, and compel him to a specific 
performance of a contract entered into under cir- 
cumstances like these; because it would be a gross 
injustice, it would be a gross fraud, to say, ‘* We 
have examined your property; we find it what 
you represented it; we have put you to the ex- 
pense of $100,000 in perfecting a title to a rail- 
way which was the doubtful point with us last 
year; but now we have no money to perform our 
engagements.” Ttis no less, sir, than a shame- 
less repudiation on the part of Congress. 

[Here the hammer fell.] 


Mr. HOWARD, of Michigan. Mr. Chairman, 
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I am opposed to the amendment. This matter, 
if I understand it, was submitted to us last year 
on a conditional contract, to be approved or dis- 
approved by us. We did neither the one nor the 
other; but we sent out our agents for the express 
pee of proving or disproving the facts which 

ad been spread before us. I deny that we there- 
by gave any assurances or put ourselves under 
any obligations to approve this any more than we 
were under before. We sent ouragents there for 
the purpose of learning how we should vote here 
in this House at this time; and because we chose 
to acquaint ourselves with regard to the facts, it 
is now claimed that we are excluded from voting. 
The proposition of the gentleman from New York 
(Mr. Sepewicx] is monstrous. Wo scent a com- 
mission there, as I have stated, for the express 
purpose of satisfying ourselves here whether we 
ought to accept or reject this contract. We paid 
the expenses of this commission, and we did 
nothing to imply that we were under an obliga- 
tion to accept this contract. We did not do it 
then and have not done it since, and we areas free 
to vote to-day as when this humbug first showed 
itself in Congress. 

The question was then taken on Mr. Sepa- 
wicx’s amendment; and it was rejected. 


Mr. HOLMAN. Without occupying the time 
of the House with any discussion of this subject, 
I move the following amendment to the amend- 
raent of the gentleman from Maine, [Mr. Morss.] 

The Clerk read, as follows: 

Add: 

Provided further, That said sum of money shall not be 
paid until the Republic of Costa Rica shall have contirmed 
to the United States the rights of property and franchises 
which the said Ambrose W. Thompson and the Chiriqui 
Improvement Company have, by their contract with the 
Secretary of the Navy, conditionally transferred and ‘pro 
posed to secure to the United States. 

Mr. SICKLES. I suggest to the gentleman 
from Indiana that Costa Rica has entercd into no 
convention with the United States; and I think that 
his amendment is conceived in quite an erroneous 
view of the contract between Costa Rica and 
Mr. Meagher, 

Mr. HOLMAN. I believe, Mr. Chairman, 
that I do not misapprehend the state of this con- 
tract. Whatever contract may have hitherto been 
entered into between the various persons under 
whom Mr. Thompson and this Chiriqui Com- 
pany claim and the Republic of New Granada, 
whatever may be the nature of these grants of 
property and franchise which are now proposed 
to be conferred upon the United States, E deem 
my amendment important, so that if Costa Rica, 
within whose limits these franchises exist, con- 
firms them, then there will be some foundation for 
the claim which these parties propose to transfer. 

Theamendment to theamendment wasagrced to. 

The question was then taken on Mr. Monrse’s 
amendment as amended; and it was rejected. 

The Senate amendment was then non-gon- 
curred in. 


Fourth amendment of the Senate: 

To enable the Superintendent of the Public Printing to 
earry into effect the provisions of the joint resolution in 
relation to the Publie Printing, approved June 23, 1860, 
$135,000: Provided, ‘That no part of this appropriation shall 
be expended until the title to the property purchased shall 
have been examined and approved by the Attorney General 
of the United States. 


The CHAIRMAN. The Committee of Ways 
and Means recommend a concurrence in that 


amendment. 
Mr. STANTON. Task for a division on that 
amendment. Itisfor the purchase of Wendell’s 


printing establishment. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I will say a few words in 
explanation of the amendment. By a law of the 
last session, the Secretary of the Interior, I be- 
lieve, with the Superintendent of the Public Print- 
ing, was authorized to buy a printing office, at a 
price not to exceed $150,000. The contract, when 
made, was to be submitted to the Joint Commit- 
tee on Printing of the Senate and the House of 
Representatives. By the law the contract, when 
made and approved by the Joint Committee on 
Printing, was perfect and complete. Asa matter 
of course, the Committee of Ways and Means had 
no control of the question, We had official in- 
formation that the contract had been made for the 
purchase of what is known as Wendell’s printing 
office, and that it had been approved, not only by 
the Joint Committee on Printing, but by the Sec- 


retary of the Interior, the Attorney General, and 
the President of the United States. We wete in- 
formed that it had been approved by a unanimous 
vote of the Joint Committee on Printing. There- 
fore, sir, all we could do under the law, was sim- 


j Py to provide the money to carry it into effect, 


do not know whether this contract is right or 
wrong. Ido not know whether the amount Is too 
great or too little. Under the law of the last ses- 
sion, the contract was perfected when the Joint 
Committee on Printing of the two Houses ap- 
proved it. The Committee of Ways and Means 


would have been derclict to their duty if they had | 


not provided means for carrying the contract into 
effect. That is all I have to suy on the subject. 

Mr. MAYNARD. Is the contract an executed 
contract? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Itis. There were no con- 
ditions in the law except that the contract made 
by the Superintendent of Public Printing should 
be approved by the Joint Committee on Printing 
of both Houses. The official information is, that 
it was approved by that committee, that it was 
approved by every member of the committee, of 
the Senate and of this House; and besides that, it 
was approved by the Attorney General and the 
Secretary of the Interior. To obviate all trouble 
about it, we have put ina proviso that the money 
shall not be paid until the Attorney General shall 
pass judgment upon the title of the property. 

Mr.GURLEY. Mr. Chairman, by thejoint res- 
olution passed atthe lastsession of Congress, the 
Superintendent of the Public Printing was author- 
ized to contract for the erection or the purchase 
of the necessary building and machinery and ma- 
terials for a Government printing office. In the 
performance of that duty he sought the advice 
and counsel of the Sccretary of the Interior; and 
the following letter will show what were the con- 
clusions at which they arrived: 

OFFICE or SUPERINTENDENT OF PUBLIC PRINTING, 
January 22, 1861. 

Sin: In reply to your verbal inquiry, I have to state that, 
in the execution of the duties imposed upon me by the joint 
resolution of June 23, 1890, in relation to the public print- 
iug, J conferred, unofficially, with the Secretary of the In- 
terior, and had the benefit of his kindly advice and assist- 
ance throughout. He examined personally the printing 
establishment of Mr. Rives, and that formerly owned by 
Mr. Wendell, with a view to their eligibility for Govern- 
ment purposes. He conferred with Mr. Clark, at present 
the consulting architect of the Interior Department, under 
whose superintendence Wendell’s office was built, as to its 
materials and construction ; and he had one of his clerks, 
a practical printer, for portions of several days, examining 
the printing materials and machinery, comparing them with 
the schedule, and estimating their value in accordance with 
the list of prices. And the result of the Secretary’s exam- 
ination and information was a full concurrence in the pro- 
priety of purchasing Wendell’s establishment at the price 
agreed upon. 

I have the honor to be, very respectfully, 

JOHN NEART, Superintendent. 


Hon. Jonn A. Guruey, Chairman Committee on Printing, 

House of Representatives. 

I hold in my hand the report of the Superin- 
tendentof the Public Printing, in whichit is shown 
that this office, for which we now agree to pay 
$135,000, cost $185,000, some five years ago. 
Here, in the report, is a full schedule of the arti- 
cles purchased. There is no concealment upon 
the subject. It is open to the eye of every one. 
Any gentleman can take this schedule, walk into 
the printing office, and with his own eyes verify 
the statements made here. 

Mr. MAYNARD. I would say that the rea- 
son why I put the question to the gentleman’s 
colleague was, that I had heard it stated—I know 
not how correctly—that the property had fre- 
quently been offered to private parties for $80,000. 

Mr. GURLEY. Iam very glad to be able to 
answer the gentleman upon that point. I inquired 
specifically of those who hold a controlling in- 
terest in this establishment, and they denied the 
statement, and said the report was untrue. The 
printing presses number twenty-six, and cost 
$48,000. They are purchased for $36,000. 

Mr.McCLERNAND. I want toask the gen- 
tleman a question, just at this point. He says 
the printing presses in the establishment number 
twenty-six. I wish to know of him whether all 
of those printing presses are in a condition to be 
used at this time ? 

Mr. GURLEY. I believe they are. 

Mr.McCLERNAND. Are you informed upon 
that point? 

Mr. GURLEY. I have so understood. 

Mr. McCLERNAND. From whom? 


Mr. GURLEY. I have myself examined the 
office, in connection with the Superintendent and 
other parties in the office, and I have always un- 
derstood that the presses were in good working or- 
der; ifthey were not,a very few days’ work would 
put them in order. There is a machine shop con- 
nected with the concern for the repair of any 
machinery., è 

Mr. MeCLERNAND. Fam informed that a 
number of the presses are broken and out of 
order. 

Mr. GURLEY. The type and furniture cost 
$26,000. We agree to pay $13,000. That that 
is a reasonable rate, any gentleman will be satis- 
fied who will examine the work done upon the 
type. $ 
Mr. McCLERNAND. Is nota considerable 
portion of the type damaged from use? 

Mr. GURLEY. Of course the type is not as 
good as new; but we pay only one half price for 
it. You will see that it makes very good work, 
by reference to the printed reportsand bills before 
you. The printing of this House is now done in 
that office. 

Mr. McCLERNAND. If the type are worn 
out, they are worth only the value of the metal. 

Mr. GURLEY. They are not worn out. 

Mr.McCLERNAND. I want more particular 
information than is contained in that report. 

Mr. GURLEY. If now desire to read, in con- 
nection with this subject, an extract from a speceh 
made by Mr. Cameron in the Senate the other 
day, in which he uses the following language: 

& Every Senator present, I suppose, knows that £ have 
always been opposed to the establishment of a Government 
printing office. I think it wrung, and F believe time will 
prove it; but I have paidsome attention to this subject, and 
1] am satisfied that the wisest thing that could have been 
done under the circumstances, was to buy this office. This 
printing office of Wendellis the most perfect printing office, 
not only inthe United States, but in the world. It cost a 
much larger sum than the Government has agreed to pay 
for it, and you have saved a great many jobs by making this 
purchase. I am satisfied that from seventy-five to one bun- 
dred thousand dollars have been saved by making this ar- 
rangement, and God only knows how much more you gave 
from what would be expended if you were to go on and 
erect a new building. f think that everybody who is in 
favor of the interests of the Government, and who is in 
favor of stopping the constant plunder in the shape of public 
printing, ought at once to vote for the appropriation to buy 
this office.” 

I fully believe that statement of Mr. CAMERON. 
I believe the Government could not now erect that 
building and furnish it with all the necessary ma- 
terials we find there, for $235,000, in the way the 
Government usually do their business. If this 
law had gone into operation last session, and we 
had had this same printing office, you would have 
saved theentire costofit by thistime. Our printing 
and binding last session amounted to about four 
hundred thousand dollars. Thirty-three per cent. 
upon that would be within a fraction of one bun- 
dred and thirty-five thousand dollars. That 
amount you would have saved, if the office had 
gone into operation at the commencement of the 
last session. 

Again: as the printing is now done, you have 
to wait four, six, and eight months for your doc- 
uments. That was the case with the mechanical 
part of the Patent Office report. The Superin- 
tendent says, only give him the office, and the 
means to carry it on, and he will give you the 
agricultural report in thirty days. {do not wish 
to prolong this discussion. Every gentleman can 
examine the report for himself. Here isa sched- 
ule of every article purchased; and I end by re- 
peating that, while theestablishment cost $185,000, 
we agree to give only $135,000 for it. The mem- 
bers of the committee, on the part of both the Sen- 
ate and House, looked over the papers, looked into 
the whole subject; and four of them visited the 
printing office, went all over the estimates, and 
then unanimously concurred in the report. 

Mr. SICKLES. I move to strike out the last 
two words of the amendment proposed by the gen- 
tleman from Ohio. I am reminded by this discus- 
sion, so far asit has proceeded, of a definition, 
which I learned at school, of the rule of permuta- 
tion; which was, as nearly as I can recollect, de- 
fined to be the different number of attitudes or 
positions which a given number of persons may 
occupy. For two days we have heard our friends 
upon the other side of the House, and especially 
the distinguished chairman of the Committee of 
Ways and Means, and I believe the chairman of 
the Committee on Printing, oratany rate, he will 
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do so by his vote, say thatthe Government of the 
United States should, under no circumstances, get 
its coal where it might find it cheapest; that it was 
wrong in principle for the Government to enter 
into any sort of business. Now, the Committee 
of Ways and Means recommends that the Gov- 
ernment shall enter the printing business; that it 
shall buy a printing office; that it shall employ 
hands; that it shall buy presses; and that it shall 
establish a complete printing office in this city, to 
the exclusion of all private enterprise and compe- 
tition. And, in order to commend that proposi- 
tion to the House, the chairman of the Committee 
of Ways and Means tells us it has been approved 
by high authority in the Senate, and cites the 
names of certain distinguished men in the Senate 
and the Finance Committee, as having favored this 

roposition; and therefore we ought to pass it. 
Now, I would like to hear from the chairman of 


the Committee of Ways and Means the reasons | 


which ‘justify this Government in going into the 
printing business, and yet prohibits it from buy- 
ing coal where it can getit cheapest, when the 
latter measure has been recommended by the same 
high authority which he quotes in favor of the 
former proposition? 

Mr. BURNETT, (Mr. Brancn in the chair 
temporarily.) I am opposed to this amendment 
of the Senate. I have opposed, from its incep- 
tion, the idea of the establishment of a Govern- 
ment printing office, being satisfied, for reasons 
I gave at the last session of Congress, that it was 
wrong, and would involve a much heavier ex- 
penditure than even our present system of having 
the printing done. 

That question I do not now propose to discuss. 
But the chairman of the Committee on Printing 
tells us that this office cost $185,000, and that the 
Superintendent of the Public Printing proposes to 
pay only $135,000 for it. The question, what was 
the original cost of the building and the materials 
now in it, is one that is not practically presented 
to us; because we know that when an establish- 
ment like this has been in use for a number of 

ears, a large amount of the material in it is unfit 

or the use for which it was originally purchased. 
Lask the gentleman, how much type there is in 
this printing establishment? {[ believe there is 
about fifteen tons; Ido not remember the precise 
amount; but I undertake to say here, that you 
may send any practical printer you can. find in 
this city to examine that office, and he will tell 
you that not one third of the typẹ in it is worth 
one cent for practical printing purposes. 

We are told here—and an extract to the same 
purport, from a speech made in the Senate, has 
been read—that this is the most perfect printing 
establishment in the country or in the world. 
Now, it ig a well-known fact, and it must have 
been known to the members of the Committee on 
Printing, that a large number of the printing 
presses in this establishment are not only unfit for 
use, but it is problematical whether any expend- 
iture of money upon them would render them fit 
for use. 

Mr. Chairman, when the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania [Mr. Srevens} was talking, the other 
day, tohis Republican friends about economy, l 
felt like congratulating him. The chairman of the 
Committee on Printing [Mr. GurLey] tells us that, 
if this public printing office had gone into opera- 
tion last year, we should by this time have saved 
the entire cost of the establishment. The gentle- 
man, I believe, is no practical printer; he belongs 
to another profession, and to a better one than | 
do. I am no printer, but I would like to know 
how he arrives at that conclusion. 

Mr. STEVENS, of Pennsylvania. Imust call 
the gentleman to order. What profession is bet- 
ter than ours—the law? [Laughter.] 

Mr. BURNETT. That, sir, of the Gospel. 
[More laughter.] I should like very much to 
know how thegentleman from Ohio makes hisesti- 
mate of the economy of this public printing office. 
Now, I will make a prediction to gentlemen here, 
and I want it to be remembered. I predict that 
when you get into operation this mammoth print- 
ing establishment under the control of the Gov- 
ernment, it will be an asylum where broken down 
printers and politicians and country editors and 
that class of men will find places under the Gov- 
ernment and draw pay from the Treasury of the 
United States; and not only will the public print- 
ing cost more, but the corruption which is charged 


to exist under the present system of public print- 
ing will be increased fourfold under the new sys- 
tem. 

There is another point to which I desire to re- 
fer. I take it for granted that if my friend—the 
chairman of the Committee of Ways and Means 
—had a piece of property, he would understand 
what he paid for it, and its market value, better 
than any one else; and so I take it for granted 
that the proprietor of this printing establishment 
knows what he paid for it, and can estimate its 
worth better than any one else. Well, there is a 


‘law in this District which requires parties to re- 


gister their property for taxation. There were 
two printing offices examined by the Superintend- 
ent of the Public Printing—one belonging to John 
C. Rives, and the other this one of Wendell’s— 
and Wendell himself, in valuing hisown property, 
puts the amount largely below what the Superin- 
tendent of Public Printing has agreed to pay for 
it. That is a matter of record. Was the chair- 
man of the Committee on Printing advised of that 
fact? And more than that, it was valued for a 
less sum than the other printing establishment, 
when the proprietors themselves estimated the 
value of the respective establishments. 

But the chairman of the Committee of Ways 
and Means says that this is an executed contract. 
With all due deference to his legal ability, I beg 
leave to differ from him. I say it is not an exe- 
cuted contract. Why? Because the provisions 
of the law passed at the last session of Congress 
have not been complied with, and until Congress 
carries out the entire provisions of that law, it 
does not become an executed contract. 

Now, sir, I have no hope in the world that any- 
thing any man could say here would stop this 
thing. ‘The recommendation of the Committee 
of Ways and Means will be adopted. I have 
no doubt of that; for the Committee of Ways 
and Means is omnipotent here; and when they 
recommend anything, a majority of the House 
will vote for it. But I want to say to gentlemen 
upon the Republican side of the House: buy this 
printing establishment, pay $135,000 to Cornelius 
Wendell & Co., and these men who have shin- 
gled it over with mortgages, and are endeavoring 
to lobby this amendment through the House, and 
next session you will have to make appropria- 
tions for new presses and new type; for the pres- 
ent material of the establishment is not fit for the 
purposes for which we require it. 

Mr. SICKLES, by unanimous consent, with- 
drew his amendment to the amendment. 

Mr. STANTON. I move toamend the amend- 
ment by striking out ‘ $135,000,”’ and inserting 
‘ $100,000.” 

Mr. Chairman, ever since I have been a mem- 
ber of this House there has been no scheme con- 
nected with the plunder of the public Treasury 
and the printing, upon which the shadow of Cor- 
nelius Wendell has not been cast. Iam, therc- 
fore, very reluctant to vote for an appropriation 
to ratify any contract to which he isa party. I 
have no great confidence in this contract, not only 
on account of the party who is to sell the prop- 
erty, but I have not the utmost confidence in the 
party that is the buyer. I know that the Com- 
mittee on Printing, at the last session, gave for the 
binding of this House $25,000 more than it might 
have been done for by another party equally well 
qualified, for the benefit of political favorites; and 
that fact is proved in public documents, and by 
sworn testimony. For that reason, Mr. Chair- 
man, I wantto serutinize this contract very closely 
1 want to know certainly that the property for 
which itis proposed to give $135,000, is worth the 
money; and l have no such evidence before me. 

Lagree, sir, with the gentleman from Kentucky, 
(Mr. Burnert,] that this whole scheme for the 
establishment of a Government printing bureau 
originated in corruption, and that it will result in 
increased corruption and in an enlarged expendi- 
ture for the public printing. The whole thing 
ought to be abandoned at once, and some honest 
mode of doing the public printing ought to be re- 
sorted to. Thatismy judgment. But you have 
gota printing bureau now, and you want to buy 


| a printing office. Well, I will go into the market, 


and buy new materials from the manufacturers at 
fair, honest market prices; but I will not bargain 
with a gentleman who has been engaged in cor- 
ruption about this Capitol for ten years for an old, 
broken down establishment. I am opposed to this 


amendment of the Senate, and I hope the House 
will vote it down. 

Mr. McCLERNAND. I desire to offer an 
amendment to the amendment now pending. 

The CHAIRMAN, (Mr. Burnerr in the 
chair.) There is now an amendment to ihe amend- 
ment pending, on which the question must first 
be taken. It is the amendment of the gentleman 
from Ohio, [Mr.Sranron,] to strike out $135,000 
and insert $100,000. 

The question was taken; and the Chair an- 
nounced that it was decided in the affirmative. 

Mr. FLORENCE. I apprehend, Mr. Chair- 
man, that a debate, in opposition to the amend- 
ment offered by the gentleman from Ohio, is in 
order, 

The CHAIRMAN. If the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania had risen and expressed a desire to 
oppose it, the Chair would have heard him. 

Mr. FLORENCE. J} invited the Chair’s at- 
tention by a loud vociferation, [laughter;] but the 
Chair paid no attention to it. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman did not do 
so till after the Chair had propounded the ques- 
tion. 

Mr. FLORENCE. I did not care very much 
about getting the floor, as I conceived the chair- 
man of the Committee on Printing would have 
taken it; but I will now take the floor in opposi- 
tion to the proposition of the gentleman from 
Ohio. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state to 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania that the Chair 
will certainly determine, in his own discretion, 
who is entitled to the floor. The gentleman from 
Illinois [Mr. McCurrnanp] is now entitled to the 
floor. The Chair stated there was an amendment 
to an amendment pending, and then the Chair 
propounded the question upon it——— 

Mr. FLORENCE. Just then, at that very 
moment, I rose and-——— 

The CHAIRMAN. Will the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania permit the Chair to proceed ? 

Mr. FLORENCE, Certainly, sir. 

The CHAIRMAN. The vote was announced; 
and the amendment of the gentleman from Ohio 
was decided to be agreed to. The Chair did not 


į hear the gentleman from Pennsylvania üll after 


the result was afnounced. 

Mr. FLORENCE. Well, it was not the fault 
of the gentleman from Pennsylvania that the Chair 
did not hear him. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair presumes not, 
{Laughter.] The gentleman from Illinois is enti- 
tled to the floor. 

Mr. McCLERNAND. I offer the following 
amendment as a proviso to the amendment: 

Provided, That no part of said sum shall be paid until a 
committee of not less than five practical printers, to be ap- 
pointed by the President, shall report that the materials 


are in good order, and that the establishment is worth the 
said amount, 


Mr. Chairman, I agree with you in opinion 
that nothing you may say, or I may say, or any- 
one elsemay say, would avail anything to defeat 
this appropriation, 1 take it that it is predes- 
tined to pass. Nevertheless, I have some objec- 
tions to it, which I beg leave to state in the hear- 


| ing of the committee. 


We have heard from the chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Public Printing that a joint resolution 
was passed at the last session authorizing the Su- 
perintendent of the Public Printing to erect or pur- 


j chasea printing establishment, and declaring that 


the contract of purchase should become binding 
when approved by the Joint Committee on Print- 
ing of both Houses. Now, I understand that the 
lots on which this printing establishment—the one 


| bargained for—stands, are not owned by Mr. 


Wendell; that he possesses no valid title to them; 
nor have I heard the contrary asserted by any 
gentleman on this floor. Indeed, the gentleman 
from Ohio, the chairman of the Committee of 
Waysand Means, by implication, admits the fact. 
His amendment suspending the completion of the 
purchase until the Attorney General shall have 
approved the title to the property, is evidence of 
such admission. —. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Will my friend from Hli- 
nois allow me to correct him? Upon the estimate 
of the Secretary of the Interior, we put an appro- 
priation of $1353000 on the regular civil appropri- 
ation bill, and there we inserted a provision re- 
quiring the title to be approved by the Attorney 
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General before the money should be paid. When 
that bill went to the Senate, they transferred this 
section to the deficiency bill; and in that way it 
comes here as an amendment from the Senate. 
This identical proposition has already passed the 
Elouse once this session by a unanimous vote. 

Mr. McCLERNAND., That does not change 
the facts. [ask the chairman of the Committee 
of Ways and Means why he inserted the proviso 
requiring the title to be approved by the Attorney 
Generat? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Because we had heard that 
there was some question as to the title to this 
property—a question about mortgages—and to 


avoid all controversy, we all thought it better to. 


guard the Government by this provision before 
any money was to be paid out. 

Mr. McCLERNAND. That is exactly what 
I was saying: that the chairman of the Commit- 
tee of Ways and Means had, by his amendment, 
furnished us with authority—at least by implica- 
tion—that the title to this property was detective. 
Is it not, then, a matter of surprise that the Joint 
Committee on Public Printing should have ap- 
proved such a contract, and should have commit- 
ted the Government to pay $135,000 for a defect- 
ive title? I charge here, upon Information which 
I believe to be reliable, that the lots on which this 
establishment is erected are not the property of 
Mr. Wendell, but of a Mr. McGuire, or,at all 
events, that Mr. McGuire has an incumbrance 
upon them; nor can the United States, as | under- 
stand, obtain a clear title to the lots until the in- 
cumbrance is paid off. 

The Chairman (Mr, Burnerr] has also urged 
another objection, that the establishment is not 
worth the priceagreeduponforit. If lmistakenot, 
that gentleman said Mr. Wendell himself had val- 
ued the property, for the purpose of assessment 
and tdxation—and perhaps under solemn oath— 
ata much less sum than he has asked for it, and 
which is promised to be paid for it. I understand 
that he has valued it, for the purpose of assessment 
and taxation, at $78,000. And yet the Superin- 
tendentof the Public Printing and the Joint Com- 
mittee on Public Printing have agreed to pay him 
$135,000 for it, and fora defective title to the ground 
on which the office stands. 

More than that: I understand that another es- 
tablishment in this city, which was valued by its 
proprietor, for the purposes of assessment and 
taxation, at $102,000, was offered to the Superin- 
tendent for the sum of $100,000—an establishment 
unincumbered by mortgages—to which there was 
a clear tide; an establishment complete in all 
of its appointments. E understand that such an 
ofice was offered for the sum of $100,009; and yet, 
another, appearing to be inferior, was bought for 
ahigher price. Why so? I impute no bad motive, 
only a bad bargain. i 

We are told that there are some twenty-six 
printing presses in Mr. Wendell’s office; but we 
are not informed that all of them are in good 
order, or are capable of being used. On the con- 
trary, Lam informed that a number of them are 
broken and unfit for use. Iam also further in- 
formed that a considerable portion of the type of 
the office is unsuited for the printing of the House, 
and that other type will have to be purchased. 

{Here the hammer fell.] 

Mr. FLORENCE. [tseemsto me, Mr. Chair- 
man, that gentlemen have not looked at the ques- 
tion as practical legislators ought to have looked 
at it, [A Memsrr. Practical printers.] or as 
practical printers either. [Laughter.}] The gen- 
tleman from Ohio [Mr. Sranron] referred to the 
fact that Mr. Wendell’s name bad been associated 
with jobs for the last ten or twelve years, and he 
said that he always suspected anything that had 
Wendell’s name init. Now, Ido not propose to 
be Mr. Wendell’s defender; but I must say to gen- 
tlemen that if they will take occasion to exam- 


ins this report, they will find on the face of it, that | 


Mr. Wendell has nota farthing of interest in it; 
that the property is owned by Mr. Joseph T. 
Crowell, and that it has becn purchased from Mr. 
Crowell under the authority given to the Super- 
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intendent of the Public Printin 

mittee on Printing of both Houses, with the ap- 
probation and consent, unoflicially, of the Secre- 
tary of the Interior. Well now, I am willing to 
believe, and I have no hesitation in declaring it, 
that I repose confidence in the integrity of those 
gentlemen. Ido not believe they would desire 
a fasten upon the Government an improper pur- 
chase. 

Mr. JOHN COCHRANE. Will the gentleman 
yield to me for a moment? 

Mr. FLORENCE. I have no objection to 
yielding tothegentleman. Ionly desire the truth. 

wish, however, to finish what I have to say upon 
the subject. 

Mr. JOHN COCHRANE. Before the gentle- 
man finishes what he has to say, I wish he would 
enlighten us upon this point. If the gentleman, 
with his knowledge upon the subject, were about 
to purchase a printing establishment for his own 
private use, taking the present value of real estate 
in the locality, what would he be willing to give 
for the whole establishment as it stands? 

Mr. FLORENCE. ‘That depends very much 
upon the ability to purchase; and as I have not 
the ability to purchase, I am not competent to 
make an offer for it. I will say, however, that if 
L could be the Printer of Congress for a couple of 
years at the rate they have been paying, I could 
afford to make a pretty large advance. upon the 
price the Government pays for this establishment, 
out of the profits of the job, judging by the profits 
made by those who have enjoyed that lucrative 
position. 

When interrupted by the gentleman from New 
York, I was going to say that I had confidence 
in the integrity of those gentlemen who had made 
this thorough investigation and agreed to purchase 
this establishment. 

Now, sir, the gentleman from Illinois remarked 
that he had reliable information that the assess- 
ment of this real estate was only $78,000; and 
that it was given under the sanction of an oath. 

Mr. McCLERNAND. I said I supposed it 
was. 

Mr. FLORENCE Well, the gentleman sup- 
posed it. Now, sir, every one knows that assess- 
ments are made very much below the real value 
of property. I know such is the fact in the city 
of Philadelphia. Indeed, I know many instances 
where it is not assessed at half its value. 


Mr. McCLERNAND. When the assessment 


| is made under oath? 


Mr. FLORENCE, It was not made under oath 
on the part of the owner. 

Mr. McCLERNAND. Does the gentleman 
assert that the assessment is not made under oath? 

Mr. FLORENCE. I believe itis not. The 
assessors may be sworn; but the valuation is not 
made by the owner under oath. Every onc knows 
that the assessment of property is made at the 
lowest possible figure. 

But the gentleman says the types are worn out. 


Why, sir, gentlemen who have had any sort of į 


experience at all can observe the difference be- 
tween the public printing under the new and under 
the old arrangements. Here are the types daily 
used in the printing of our bills and public docu- 
ments; and they arc ample, as every gentleman 
will see, for all the purposcs for which they are 
intended. 


If gentlemen will read the estimates of the com- | 


mittee, upon which the purchase has been made, 
and take into consideration the fact that it. was 
assessed at only one half its original cost, they 
will see the fairness of the transaction. 

(Here the hammer fell.] 

Mr. PHELPS. I move to amend by striking 


out half a dozen lines—anything to make one or |! 


two remarks in order 

Mr. Chairman, as a member of the Committee 
of Ways and Means, I gave my assent to the rcc- 
ommendation of that committee that the House 
concur in this amendment of the Senate; and I 
desire to state to the House briefly the reasons 
which brought me to that conclusion. 

At the last Congress we found that much com- 


and the Joint Com- 


plaint was made at the prices which were paid. for 
the execution of the public printing. It was al- 
leged that the Printers for the Senate andthe 
House of Representatives made enormous profits 
out of their contracts, under the prices established 
by the acts of 1852and 1854. The proposition was 
then brought forward that the Government should 
establish its own printing office, to do not-only the 
printing ordered by the Senate and by the House, 
but also. thaiiordered by the executive depart- 
ments of the’Government....I was then, as I am 
now, opposed to that proposition, which was 
brought forward by the Committee on Printing. 
But, sir, the first section of the joint resolution 
adopted at the last session, seems to have determ- 
ined and settled the whole matter.: ‘That section 
is as follows: : 


“That the Superintendent of Public Printing be, and is 
hereby, authorized and directed to have executed the print- 
ing and binding authorized by the Senate and House of 
Representatives, the executive and judicial departments, 
and the Court of Claims. And to enable him to carry out 
the provisions of this act, he is authorized and directed to 
contract for the erection or purchase of the necessary build- 
ings, machinery, and materials for that purpose; said con- 
tract to be subject to the approval of the Joint Committee 


| On Printing of the two Houses of Congress: Provided, ‘That 
; the sum so contracted tobe paid shall not exceed $150,000. 


When the bill was under consideration in the 
Senate, the attempt was made to modify this sec- 
tion So as to require the approval, also, of the Sec- 
retary of the Interior, before the purchase of a 
printing establishment should be consummated; 


| but the amendment was either not adopted in that 


body, or if adopted there, was not concurred’in 
by the House. The Superintendent, in the exe- 
cution of this law, made a contract for the estab- 
lishment knownas the “ Wendell printing office.”” 
Iam informed that, before the contract was made, 
while negotiations were going on, he consulted 
the Secretary of the Interior, and informed him 
that he would make no conditional contract for the 
purchase except with his approval. The Secre- 
tary of the Interior did examine the establishment 
and inform himself thoroughly of its value, and in 
pursuance of his advice and approval, the Superin- 
tendent of the Public Printing made a conditional 
contract to purchase the building, with all the fix- 
tures of the printing office, for thesum of $135,000 
That contract was, as I am informed, in pursuance 
of this law, submitted to the approval of the Joint 
Committee on Printing, and received the unani- 
mous approval of that committee, all the members 
being present except one gentleman on the House 
committee. It received the confirmation, there- 
fore, of the three members of the Senate commit- 
tee, and of two of the members of the Elouse 
committee, i 

In this state of facts the question was presented 
to us. Hore is the law which requires the Super- 
intendent of the Publie Printing to contract, pro- 
vided the sum paid shall not exceed $150,000 


| This contract is to be conditional, It is to be sub- 


mitted to the Joint Committee on Printing. ‘If-not 
approved by them, itis null; but if approved by 
them, it then becomes valid and binding upon us. 

Considering these facts, I could do no other way 
than recommend the appropriation which was 
proposed to be made. As to the propriety of the 
purchase, that was not a matter within the prov- 
ince of the Committee of Ways and Means to in- 
vestigate. That was the province of the Commit- 
tee on Printing, and they discharged that duty. 

[Here the hammer fell.} 

Mr. GURLEY. Mr. Chairman, it has been 
suggested by my colleague that this printing office 
was owned by Mr. Wendell, and that, therefore, 
it should not be purchased by the Government. 
Sir, the committee never asked the question, in 
their preliminary examination, who owned the 
office. What they wished to know, and the point 
to which they first directed their inquiries; was: 
is it a suitable office for the purposes ef the Gov- 
ernment? Is it reasonable in price? Isit fair, is 
it just, is it equitable? As to ownership, that was 
of no consequence to us. “Who cares whether 
Mr. Wendell or anybody else owns it, if we can 
purchase it at a fair price? 

Now, sir, I undertake to say that Mr. Wen- 
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dell has not one cènt interest in the concern, or 
“Father he will not receive a cent of the purchase 
money. I say it on the authority of those who 
hold the controlling interest in the building. But, 
suppose he did own it, what was that to us? We 
were looking simply to the interests of the Gov- 
ernment. I care not who owns the office. I un- 
dertake to say that it is the best printing office in 
the United States; and if gentlemen wish to verify 
that fact, let.them jump into a carriage when they 
leave the House and visit it-with this report of the 
Superintendent of the Public. Printing in their 
hands.. The measurer of the Capitol extension 
examined the building and estimated its present 
value; and the result was as follows: e says 
the building would now cost $54,000 to erect to- 
day. What did the Superintendent pay for it? 
‘Forty thousand dollars, a saving upon this esti- 
“imate of $14,000 upon the building alone. 
One gentleman has referred to the binding. I 
shall be glad, indeed, when this binding shall be 
transferred to this Government establishment; but 
when he remarks that. $25,000 could have been 
saved if other parties had received the binding, I 
deny it. Itisnottrue. Iam aware that a certain 
gentleman of his acquaintance put in an offer to do 
the work at a lower rate, after the work was given 
out; an irresponsible man, a bankrupt, as Í am 
informed, pecuniarily; not a binder, and therefore 
not aproper person to do the work. Ifthe binding 
‘had been given to him, I have no doubt it would 
have been done in some sort of a way at some sort 
of a price. i 
Mr. KUNKEL. I will say, now, what I en- 
deavored to say a short time since in reply to the 
entleman from Ohio, [Mr. Srawron,] and that 


is, that the House Committee on Printing madea | 


contract for the binding at the rate of forty cents 
per volume quarto, while the Senate made a con- 
tract for its binding at seventy-five cents per vol- 


ume quarto. It is proper, therefore, in connection | 
with the remarks of the gentleman from Ohio, | 


that the Committee on Printing of this House 
should be vindicated from the charge made against 
it in reference to this specific contract for printing. 
Under that contract, the House pays much less for 
the same work than is paid by the Senate. 

Mr. GURLEY. The Senate gave out the bind- 
ing at seventy-five cents and twelve and a half 
cents; while the committee of the House gave it 
out at forty cents and twelve cents, or nearly one 
hundred per cent. less, taking the two works, 
than the Senate. The members of this House 
will bear testimony that ours is the best binding 
that has ever been done in this city, [tis so cer- 
tified to by all connected with the Superintendent’s 
office and others. 

Now, a word in reference to the printing office 
that hag been purchased. I am assured by the 
Superintendent eae press in that office is in 
good working order to-day; and as to the type, 
we need not dispute about it here, for each mem- 
ber has before him the bills, reports, and other 
documents, which have been ordered to be printed 
upon it from time to time. They will decide for 
themselves whether the type is good or not. For 
myself, I say that the type is excellent; and that 
no printing necd be better than that now done for 
this House. 

I am aware, Mr. Chairman, that there is com- 
petition in this matter, 1 am aware that there is 
another printing office, the owner of which would 
be glad to sell it to the Government. The Super- 
intendent and the Secretary of the Interior, I be- 
lieve, looked carefully into that office, and found 
insuperable objections to it, 

Mr. PHELPS, by unanimous consent, then 
withdrew his amendment. 

Mr. BRANCH. Mr. Chairman, at the last 
session of Congress—in consequence of the fact 
that we had heard for several years, as was re- 
marked by the gentleman from dhio, (Mr. Sran- 
TON,| the name of Cornelius Wendell and others 
connected with allegations of great impropriety, 
in respect of our public printing—Congress passed 
a bill to establish a Government printing office. 
I voted for that bill; andl have not as yet had any 
reason to doubt the propriety of the vote I then 
gave. Under the law, we authorized the Superin- 
tendent of the Public Printing either to purchase 
materials for an establishment or to purchase an 
establishment already erected, and to make a con- 
tract for it, subject to the approval of the Joint 
Committee on Printing of the two Houses. It 
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has been officially reported to us that the Superin- 
tendent of the Public Printing has, in pursuance of 
law, entered into a contract which has received 
the sanction, not only of the Joint Committee on 
Printing; but also of the Secretary of the Interior. 
The question now presented to us, sir, is not 
whether the law wasa good one which the last 
Congress passed , or whether this contract is favor- 
able to the Government; but whether we shall 
abide by a contract, and carry it out, which was 
made under a Jaw passed by ourselves. _ i 

Gentlemen say that the contract isan injudi- 
cious one. If that be so, the Committee on Pub- 
lic Printing and the Superintendent of the Public 
Printing are responsible to Congress for what they 
have done. If there was any corruption in the 
purchase, investigate it and ascertain the fact. If 
it can be shown that there has been corruption, 
then I will go as far as the furthest in the pun- 
ishment of all those connected with such corrup- 
tion: But no allegation of that sort is made. No 
proof is brought forward even to excite a suspi- 
cion that there has been corruption on the part of 
anybody in this transaction. The Superintendent 
of the Public Printing has done what we author- 
ized him by law todo. He has made a contract 
which is a subsisting and binding contract on the 
Government. Congress, according to my view of 
it, isin honor bound to carry out that contract, and 
pay the money under its provisions. If gentlemen 
think there has been anything improper aboutit, 
let them institute an investigation, and we can 
suspend this appropriation long enough to ascer- 
tain whether the party owning this office has been 
guilty of corruption. If he has been guilty, and 
it can be shown, then we may annul this contract. 
Until such charges are made, 1 hold that itis the 
duty of Congress to make this appropriation to 
pay for the office that has been purchased, and in 
every way to carry out this contract, which ap- 
pears to have been made in strict conformity to 
the authority which we ourselves conferred. It 
appears to me, under the present circumstances, 
without some further allegations than those made 
here in this debate, we are consuming time unne- 
cessarily in discussing whether it was a judicious 
contract or not, because; under the law, we are 
bound to carry it out. 

Mr. STANTON. Mr. Chairman, I regret very 
much that my colleague has seen fit to endeavor, 
in this debate, as he has done heretofore, to cast an’ 
imputation or aspersion upon the character of the 
gentleman who made the bid to which he refers. 
I know that gentleman well; and if poverty be a 
crime in the estimation of my colleague, perhaps 
the people who sent him here would like to know 
it. I know, as I have said, the gentleman he re- 
fers to well; and, without meaning any disparage- 
ment to my colleague, I will say to him that he 
ought to be proud to be regarded as socially and 
intellectually his equal. : 

In reference to the contract to which he refers, I 
have something to say which 1 know, and which 
is established by sworn proof. 1 do not know 
what the Senate contract is. It may be worse 
than the House contract. But I know that the 
Elouse committee was offered, by a responsible 
party, abid abundantly guaranticd to do the bind- 
ing for the House at forty cents per volume, quar- 
to,and ten cents per volume, octavo. I know that 
that bid was made at three o’clock, the day after 
the Committee on Printing was appointed. I 
know more. I know that John C. Rives offered 
to do the House binding at eight cents and seven 
mills per volume, octavo, and thirty-five cents 
per volume, quarto. I know that those bids were 
refused, and that the contract was awarded to a po- 
litical editor, residing at Columbus, the capital of 
my colleague’s own State, and the organ of a dis- 
tinguished politician of that State, and awarded 
at a price amounting in the aggregate to $25,000 
more than it was bid for by a competent and re- 
sponsible party. That I know; and there is no 
controversy about it. I know more. I know 
that, at the last session of Congress, the gentleman 
from Maine offered a resolution in this House in- 
structing the Committee on Printing to inquire 
into the expediency of letting the contract for 
binding out to the lowest bidder. It was sent to 
the Committceon Printing, of which my colleague 
ig chairman; but it has never yet been reported 
back. The reason why, I do not know. 

Mr. BRANCH, by unanimous consent, with- 
drew his amendment, 


Mr. SHERMAN. I hope we will now have 
a vote on the amendment. & 

Mr. FOUKE. Imoveto amend by increasing 
the appropriation five dollars. a 

Mr. GURLEY. I wish to say a word. — 

TheCHAIRMAN. Thegentleman must have 
an amendment. 

Mr. GURLEY. I moveto increase the appro- 
priation one dollar. Iwantto saya word inreply 
to my colleague. We had given out the binding 
before the proposition to which my colleague al- 
ludes came in. The author of the proposal first 
bid at a higher rate than we gave the binding out 
at; but finding that the contract was given to an- 
other, afterwards sent in a lower bid from pure 
malice, as subsequent development showed. 

Mr. FOUKE. I have not yielded the floor. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair understood the 
gentleman to yield. 

Mr. FOUKE. Only for an explanation, 

Mr. GURLEY. Iwill not occupy the floor 
long. The Senate gave out the binding atamuch 
higher rate than wedid. The gentleman who did 
the binding for the session previous to the last, 
complained that he lost money on his contract, 


and he came to the Senate with an extra claim - 


for losses sustained in doing the binding. Yet he 
received more than is now allowed to the binders 
for this House. To cut the matter short, I say 
you can get the binding done in this town for 
almost any price. At least, men will agree todo 
the binding at any price; but, sir, before they get 
through they. will come to Congress and ask for 
extra pay, with a good prospect of receiving it. 
We gave out the binding at a fair and honest rate, 
as every man. knows who is in that business, and 
as was demonstrated before the Senate committee 
last year. 

Mr, McCLERNAND. § I desire to ask a ques- 
tion rightthere. Was itbecause other contractors 
asked an advance upon their contract prices that 
the committee offered to contract ata higher price 
than was bid by others? 

Mr.GURLEY. The Senate binders came back 
for extra pay, although they received a higher 
price than we gave the binder of the House. They 
undertook to show, and did show, before a com- 
mittee of the Senate, that they lost money. If 
you would have good binding, you must pay a 
fair price. Many of your books which have been 
heretofore bound come to pieces by very slight 
handling, and in passing through the mails. We 
can get such binding done at almost any price. 
Irresponsible men are willing to take work of the 
Government below cost, do it badly, and come in 
for extra pay. The very man who made the bid 
for binding referred to by my colleague, came to 
my own house last winter and demanded the bind- 
ing for partisan services, at old prices, seventy- 
five cents and twelve and a half cents, almost a 
hundred per cent. more than we now pay for it; 
and threatened that if we did not give it to him, 
he would send ina bid for it below cost, and then 
call for an investigating committee, and expose she 
whole thing. An investigation of this subject was 
made before the Senate King committee last ses- 
sion, and his doings were exposed to his own 
damage, instead of ours, as any one can see by 
the report of that committee. 

Mr. FOUKE. 1 know nothing about the mat- 
ters which have been discussed upon this floor in 
reference to the expenditures of the two branches 
of Congress. I wish merely to state that, at the 
first session of the present Congress, I opposed 
and voted against the proposition that this Gov- 
ernment should go into the business of public 
printing, and establish a public printing office for 
the printing of the two branches of Congress. But 
as that proposition has been carried, and a bill is 
now before us making an appropriation for the 
purpose of establishing a printing office for the 
Government, and the purchasing of this particu- 
lar property for that end, lam in favor of the ap- 
propriation, and in favor of purchasing the iden- 
tical office which is named in this bill. 
favor of it for the reason that if we were to go to 
work to establish a new office for thisGovernment, 
by erecting buildings and entering into contracts 
with employés, we would find, in the end, that 
the expenditure would amount to more than the 


$135,000 which it is proposed now to appropriate. . 


ĮI will admit—and I have no doubt of it—that 
the amount proposed to be appropriated is more 
than the property is worth; but this building, 
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which is one of the most complete printing offices 
in the United States, was got up by private en- 
terprise for the purpose of accommodating the 
two Houses of Congress, and for the purpose of 
doing the printing for the different Departments of 
the Government; and were we to go into the oper- 
ation of purchasing new grounds, and erecting 
new buildings in place of the one we propose now 
to purchase, we would destroy that private en- 
terprise entirely; and therefore I think there is a 
moral obligation resting upon us to purchase this 
instead of purchasing new grounds and property. 
The dimension of this building is two hundred 
and sixty-four by one hundred and seventy-five 
feet. No new building of that size could now be 
erected by the Government by giving it out by 
contract in the manner in which such contracts 
are usually made by the Government, except by 
an expenditure far beyond $135,000. We know 
the favoritism which has been exercised by this 
House and by the committee in giving out con- 
tracts; and the purchase of presses and type in 
New York and Philadelphia- the two great points 
where these articles are manufactured—and the 
erection of a building, to say nothing about the 
cost of the ground, would greatly exceed the sum 
now to be appropriated. And then we should 
do injustice to a private enterprise which was in- 
vited into the printing business by the action of 
the two Houses of Congress. 

Therefore, I am in favor of purchasing this 
property under this bill, although I was opposed 
last session to the establishment of a public print- 
ing office by the Government. 

Mr. GURLEY, by unanimous consent, with- 
drew his amendment. 

The question was taken on Mr. McCiernanp’s 
amendment; and it was lost. 

The question was taken on the Senate amend- 
ment, as amended; and it was not agreed to. 

Vifth Senate amendment: 

For compensation of the clerks, and for office rent, fuel, 
&c., in the land office of Kickapoo, Kansas, $12,857 92, in 
accordance with section seven of t An act making appro- 


riations for certain civil expenses of the Goverument,”? 
€ approved August 18, 1856. 


The CHAIRMAN, The Committee of Ways 


and Means recommend a non-concurrence in this | 


amendment. 
The amendment was not concurred in. 


Sixth amendment of the Senate: 

For carrying the mails from New York, via Panama, to 
San Francisco, three times a month, from the Ist of July, 
1860, to the Ist of July 1861, at the rate of $350,000 per an- 
num, from which sum shalt be deducted the amount received 
for postages ou said route; and the Postmaster General is 
hereby authorized to contract for carrrying the mails in the 
manner aforesaid, until the 30th of June next, at the same 
rate of compensation ; and so much money is hereby appro- 
priated out of the Treasury of the United States as may be 
necessary to carry out the said contract. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Committee of Ways 
and Means recommend a non-concurrence in this 
amendment, 

Mr. SHERMAN. The Committee of Ways 
and Means have directed me to offer an amend- 
ment to this amendment, by striking out all the 
latter clause, commencing with the words, “and 
the Postmaster General.” They then recommend 
that the first clause be agreed to. This will con- 
form the amendment to the action of the House 
the other day upon the post route bill. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed 
to; and the Senate amendment, as amended, was 
concurred in. 

Mr.SHERMAN. Imove that the committee 
rise and report the bill té#the House. 

The motion was agreed to. 

So the committeee rose; and the Speaker having 
resumed the chair, Mr. Burnerr reported that the 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union 
had, according to order, had under consideration 
the Senate amendments to the bill (H. R. No. 866) 
making appropriations for supplying deficiencies 
in the service for the fiscal year ending June 30, 
1861, and had directed him to reportthe same back 
to the House with sundry amendments. 

EVENING SESSIONS. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Before I call the previous 
question upon the amendments to the deficiency 
bill, I desire to submit a motion that, after to-day, 
until the special order is disposed of, the House 
shall each day take a recess from four until seven 
o’clock. 


| down. 


‘upon the 


Mr. DAVIS, of Indinia, objected. 

Mr SHERMAN moved to suspend the rules 
for the purpose of introducing the resolution. 

The motion to suspend the rules was agreed to; 
and thereupon the resolution was introduced, 
and agreed to. š 


Mr. SHERMAN. I now demand the previous 
question upon the amendments to the deficiency 
ilk, 
Mr. BURNETT. I would inquire whether, as 
a matter of right, we are not entitled toa separate 
vote upon the Senate amendments ? 
Mr. SHERMAN. Undoubtedly. 


POST ROUTE BILL. 


Mr. COLFAX. I appeal to the gentleman from 
Ohio to allow me to move that the Senate be re- 
quested to return the post route bill, for the pur- 
pose of correcting a clerical error. The House 
reduced the cost of the temporary steamship ser- 
vice from $400,000 to $350,000. By a clerical 
error, $300,000 was put into the bill instead of 
$350,000. 

No objection being made, the motion was agreed 
to. 

PACIFIC RAILROAD. 


Mr. CURTIS. Will the gentleman from Ohio 
allow me to introduce a resolution ? 

The resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolved, That House bill No. 701, the Pacific railroad 
bill, which has been passed by the Senate and returned to 
this House with amendments, be taken from the Speaker’s 
table and made the special order for the day, after the special 
order now pending shalt have been disposed of. 


Mr. CURTIS. I move the previous question 
passage of the resolution. 
Mr.JOHN COCHRANE. Say, afterthe morn- 
ing hour. 
Mr. DAVIS, of Indiana, I objectto the intro- 
duction of the resolution. 
Mr. CURTIS. I move to suspend the rules. 
Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. There is al- 
ready a resolution to suspend the rules pending, 
for the purpose of taking up a private bill. I do 
not object to the gentleman’s resolution; but I 
propose to do things in order. 
Mr. DAVIS, of Indiana. If there is a motion 
to suspend the rules pending, the motion of the 
gentleman from Iowa is not in order. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair sustains the point 
of order. y 

Mr. PHELPS. I desire to know of the gen- 
tleman from Ohio whether he proposes to bring 
the House to a vote npon the Senateamendments 
to the deficiency bill to-night? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Not until to-morrow. It 
will then come up as unfinished business. 

Mr. STEVENSON. I move that the House 
do now adjourn. 

Mr. STANTON. 


I send up a resolution, to 


; which I think there will be no objection. 


Mr. CURTIS. I would like to know what 
objection there is to suspending the rules for the 
resolution which I propose to offer? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has decided it to 
be out of order at present; and the motion before 
the House is to adjourn. 

Mr. SICKLES. What became of the motion 
of the gentleman from Lowa? It was made before 
the motion to adjourn. 

The SPEAKIER. It was not received by the 
Chair. 

Mr. SICKLES. But it was entitled to be re- 
ceived. A motion to suspend the rules is in order 
any time to-day after the morning hour; and the 
gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Suermay] a moment 
before moved a suspension of the rules, 

The SPEAKER. There is a motion for the 
previous question pending, which cuts of the 
motion to suspend the rules. 

Mr. SICKLES. ł hope the gentleman from 
Ohio wil] withdraw the demand for the previous 
question for a moment. 

TheSPEAKER. There is a motion to adjourn 
pending. 

Mr. SICKLES. I hope that will be voted 

The question was taken on the motion to ad- 
journ; and it was disagreed to. 

Mr. SICKLES. J now appeal to the gentle- 
man from Ohio to withdraw the demand for the | 
previous question for a moment. 


. Mr. SHERMAN... If I withdraw the demand 
for the previous question, what will-become. of 
the deficiency bill? > CEO oa te 

Mr. PHELPS. 
table, of course. : 

Mr. SHERMAN. And: could not be 
again for six weeks, perhaps. : a 

Mr. CURTIS. Then I insist on a vote on the 
amendments to the deficiency bill now. © 0S 

The previous question was seconded, and the 
main question ordered. f 
„Mr. LOVEJOY moved that the 
journ. 

The motion was disagreed to. : 

Mr. PHELPS. The gentleman from Iowa can- 
not accomplish his purpose until the amendments 
of the Senate to the deficiency bill shall have been 
disposed of; and the ygas and nays will have to 
be taken on one or two of those amendments. I 
think, therefore, we had better adjourn. 

Mr. STANTON. I ask that ‘the resolution 
which I sent up may. be read. I think there will 
be no objection to its passage: i 

The Clerk read the resolution by its title, as 
follows: ; 

Jointresolution forextending the timefor taking 
testimony on the application of Cyrus H. Mc- 
Cormick for extension of his patent, 

Mr. BURNETT and others objected, 


The following is the resolution proposed to be 
introduced by Mr. STANTON: 

A joint resolution extending the time for taking testimony 
on the application of Cyrus H. McCormick for the exten- 
sion of his patent. 

Be it resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives 
of the United States of Americain Congress assembled, That 
the further time of ninety days be given to parties inter- 
ested in resisting the extension of the patent of Cyrus H. 
McCormick, for his patent reaper, or his improvements or 
modifications of the same, to enable them to take testimony 
in opposition to said extension, to be used before the Com- 
misioner of Patents, on the hearing of the application of 
said McCormick for an extension of said patent. 


Mr. BOCOCK. I desire to say to the gentle- 
man from, Iowa, and to those gentlemen who agree 
with him, that there seems to me to be no sortof 
necessity for keeping us here this evening to vote 
upon these amendments to the deficiency bill. The 
gentleman’s proposition is, that the Pacific rail- 
road bill be made the special order after the prop- 
ositions of the gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. Cor- 
win,] the chairman of the committee of thirty- 
three, shall have been disposed of. Those prop- 
ositions cannot possibly be disposed of before 
Friday next. The gentleman from Ohio has given 
notice that he expects to call the previous ques- 
tion some time on Thursday. If that call shall be 
sustained, he will then have a right, under the 
rules, as chairman of the committee, to conclude 
the debate. The speech of the gentleman from 
Ohio, and the votes on the various pepo 
will certainly take up a good partof Friday. That 
will leave only one day, Saturday, which we usu- 
ally devote to private business. ‘I appeal, then, 
to the gentleman from Jowa to let this thing go 
over. He will only lose one day, and next Mon- 
day he will have another chance to hring up his 
bill. Why, under these circumstances, should 
we stay here now to vote on these amendments 
to the deficiency bill? ding 

Mr. SICKLES. If the statement of the gen- 
tleman from Virginia be correct, what objection 
can there be to the resolution of the gentleman 
from Iowa, inasmuch asit will not give the Pacific 
railroad bill precedence? 

Mr. SHERMAN. I suggest to my friend from 
Towa that he can have no difficulty in getting up 
his bill whenever a majority of the House desire 
to take it up. He has only to wait until the ex- 
piration of the morning hour, and then a majority 
of the House can postpone the special order, and 
proceed to the consideration of the business on 
the Speaker’s table. But if I withdraw the pre- 
vious question now, the deficiency bill will go to 
the Speaker’s table at the heel of this bill. 

Mr. SICKLES, Willthat course be pursued? 

Mr.CURTIS. There are a number of bills on 
the table before the Pacific railroad bill. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. I move that the House 
do now adjourn, 

The motion was agreed to; and thereupon (at 
twenty minutes past fouro’clock, p.m-) the House 
adjourned. cee 


It will go to the Speaker’s 


reached 


House ad- 
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Prayer by Rev. J. G. BUTLER. 
The Journal of yesterday wasread and approved. 
MECHANICAL REPORT. 

Mr. FITCH, from the Committee on Printing, 
to whom was referred a motion to print extra 
copies of the annual report of the Commissioner 
of Patents on mechanics, reported the following 
resolution: j 


Resolved, That fifteen thousand additional copies of the 
annual report of the Commissioner of Patents on “ arts and 


manufactures”? for the year 1860, be printed for the use of 


the Senate, and ten thousand copies for the Interior De- 
partment: for. purposes: of ‘official distribution: Provided, 
“Phat the tabular statements and indices be printed with 
nonpareil type, and the description of patents with brevier 
type, so äs to complete the gntire report in two octavo 
volumes. 

Mr. HALE.. How many does that propose to 
ive, of the fifteen thousand copies, to the Patent 
fice? f 
Mr. FITCH. It gives fifteen thousand to the 

Senate and ten thousand to the Interior Depart- 
ment. Last year there was some misunderstand- 
ing between the Departmentand the Senate, which 
led, as the Senator will recollect, to considerable 
confusion. This year, to obviate that, the com- 
mittee have reported at once what they thought 
to be necessary, and not have in future a contro- 
versy between the Senate and the. Department. 
The aggregate is twenty-five thousand copies. 

‘The resolution was agreed to. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr. WADE presented eleven petitions of citi- 
zens.of Philadelphia, in favor of the Union, the 
Sonstitution, and the enforcement of the laws; 
which were ordered to lic on the table. 

Mr. DIXON presented a memorial of citizens 
of Fairfield, Connecticut, praying for the speedy 
adoption of such measures as will substantially 
embrace the recommendations of the representa- 
tives of the border States; which was ordered to 
lie on the table. 

He also presented a memorial of citizens of 
Bridgeport, Connecticut, praying for the speedy 
adoption of such measures as will substantially 
embrace the recommendations of the representa- 
tives of the border States; which was ordered to 
lie on the table, 

He also presented a memorial of citizens of 
Derby, Connecticut, praying for a speedy adop- 
tion of such measures as will substantially em- 
brace the recommendations of the representatives 
of the border States; which was ordered to lic on 
the table. 

Mr. TEN EYCK presented cight petitions of 
citizens. of Philadelphia, in favor of the Union, 
the Constitution, and the enforcement of the laws; 
which were ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. BIGLER presented a petition of inhabit- 
ants of the borough of Northumberland, Penn- 
sylvania, praying for the adoption of Mr. Crit- 
TENDEN’s resolutions with Mr. Briater’s amend- 
ment; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a memorial of citizens of 
Chester county, Pennsylvania, praying for the 
speedy adoption of such measures as are substan- 
tially embraced by the Crittenden resolutions; 
which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. CAMERON presented two petitions of 
citizens of Philadelphia, in favor of the Union, the 
Constitution, and the laws; which were ordered 
to lic on the table. 

He also presented a memorial of citizens of 
Union county, Pennsylvania, praying for the 
adoption of the compromise measures proposed 
hy Hon. Mr. Critipnpen; which were ordered 
to lie on the table. 

Mr. POWELL presented a memorial of J. T. 
Pickett, praying for indemnity for relief furnished 


to destitute American citizens while he was Uni- 
ted States consul at Vera Cruz, in Mexico; which | 


was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas, presented a me- 
morial of citizens of Washington, District of Co- 
lumbia, residing in the Fifth Ward, praying that 
New Jersey“avenue, from D street to N street 
may be lighted with gas; which was referred to 
the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. POLK presented a petition of citizens of 
St. Louis, Missouri, praying for the adoption of 


the compromise measures proposed by Hon. Mr. 
es which was ordered to lie on the 
table. : 

Mr. BIGLER. I present the memorial of the 
Board of Trade of the city of Philadelphia, set- 
ting forth that by reason of the increased traffic in 
the collection district of Philadelphia, the wharf 
accommodations on the river Delaware, as fixed 
by the act approved June 30, 1834, limiting that 
collection district within Gynner’s run on the 
north, and the navy-yard on the south, are insuf- 
ficient, and praying that the limits of that district 
may be inereased, so as to include all between 
Greenwich Point on the south, and Frankford 
creek onthe north. I move that it be referred to 
the Committee on Commerce 

It was so referred. 


REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 


Mr. GWIN, from the Committee on the Post 
Office and Post Roads, to whom was referred the 
joint resolution (H.R. No. 48) in relation to mail 
service in Washington Territory, submitted an 
adverse report; which was ordered to be printed. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom 
was referred the memoria! of John Gordon, a mes- 
senger in the Post Office Department, praying 
compensation for services performed out of office 
hours, submitted a report, accompanied by a bill 
(S. No. 556) for the relief of John Gordon. 

The bill was read, and passed to a second read- 
ing; and the report was ordered to be printed. 


D9? 
MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, 
by Mr. Forney, its Clerk, announced that the 
House had passed a resolution requesting the Sen- 
ate to return to the Flouse the bill (H. R. No. 
714) establishing certain post routes, with the 
amendments of the [louse to certain amendments 
of the Senate to the bill, in order that a clerical 


| error may be corrected. 


ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 


The message furtherannounced thatthe Speaker 
of the House had signed an enrolled bill (S. No. 
268) for the relief of Mary K. Guthrie, widow of 
Presley N., Guthrie; and it was signed by the 
Vice President. 


PRINTING OF DOCUMENTS. 


The message further announced that the House 
had ordered, on the 2d instant, at twelve o’clock 
and nine minutes, the printing of a letter of the 
Secretary of the Interior on the subject of afford- 
ing relief to destitute Indians. 

Also, that the House had ordered, on the 4th 
instant, the printing of the following documents: 

Letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting 
returns of the militia of the United States—ordered 
at twelve o’clock and seventeen minutes. 

Letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting 
a transcript of the Army Register—ordered at 
twelve o’clock and eighteen minutes. 


\ TERRITORY OF COLORADO. 
On motion of Mr. NICHOLSON, that the Sen- 


ate reconsider the vote on the passage of the bill 
(S. No. 366) to provide for a temporary Govern- 
ment for the Territory of Colorado, 


Ordered, That the further consideration thereof be post- 
poned till to-morrow. 


TROOPS AT THE CAPITAL. 


Mr. WIGFALL. I beg leaye, with the per- 
mission of the Senate, to introduce the following 
resolution; and lask for its immediate consider- 
ation: 

Resolved, That the President of the United States be re- 
quested to inform the Senate (if in bis opinien not incom- 
patible with the publie interest) for what purpose troops 
and munitions of war have been, since the commencement 
of this session of Congress, concentrated in this city ; stat- 
ing the number of such troops; the points from whence 
they were withdrawn, and the respective arms of the mil- 
itary service to which they belong; if such troops are des- 
tined for special service in this city, that such service be 
specified; and, in such case, that he inform the Senate 
under the authority of what law they are to be employed 
in such serviee. 


Mr. CLARK, and others, objected to the con- 


! sideration of the resolution. 


The resolution therefore lies over, under the 


' rule. 


COUNTING OF ELECTORAL VOTES. 
Mr TRUMBULL. The joint committee ap- 


pointed to ascertain and report a mode for exam- 
ming the votes for President and Vice President 
of the United States, and of notifying the per- 
sons chosen of their election, have instructed me 
to report in part the following resolution: 

Resolved, That the two Houses will assemble in the 
Chamber of the House of Representatives, on Wednesday, 
the 13th day of February, 1861, at twetve o’clock, and the 
President of the Senate shall be the Presiding Officer; that 
one person be appointed a teller on the part of the Senate, 
and two on the.part of the House of Representatives, to 
make a list of the votes as they shall be declared ; that the 
resultshall be delivered tothe President of the Senate, wha 
shall announce the state of the vote, and the persons elected, 
tothe two Houses assembled, as aloresaid ; which shal! be 
deemed a declaration of the persons elected President and 
Vice President of the United States, and, together with a 
list of the votes, be entered on the Journals of the two 
Houses. 


If there be no objection, I ask for the adoption of 
‘the resolution now. I will state that it is the usual 
form of canvassing the votes for President and 
Vice President, which has been adopted since the 
foundation of the Government. 

The resolution was considered by unanimous 
consent, and agreed to. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. If it be necessary, I move 
that the Vice President appoint the teller on the 
part of the Senate. Ido not know but that that 
would follow,at any rate. If, however, it needs 
a motion, I make that motion. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from 
Illinois moves that the Presiding Officer of this 
body appoint the teller on the part of the Senate, 
for counting the presidential votes. 

The motion was agreed to by unanimous con- 
sent. 


HOCKADAY AND LIGGET. 


Mr. POLK. I beg leave to call to the notice of 
the Senate, for consideration, the bill (S. No. 551) 
for the relief of Hockaday & Ligget, being the 
same bill reported by the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire, [Mr. Haxe,Jas the organ of the Committee 
on the Post Office and Post Roads, during the last 
week; and I move to take it up. 

‘The motion was agreed to; and the bill (S. No. 
551) for the relief of Hockaday & Ligget wascon- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole, lt pro- 
poses to allow $40,000 to Hockaday & Ligget, in 
full payment for damages sustained by them in 
reduction of pay for carrying the mails on route 
No. 8911. This amount is to be paid to William 
Ligget for and on account of Hockaday & Ligget, 
and for their benefit. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment. 

Mr. BINGHAM. I will inquire if this is the 
bill which the President vetoed ? 

Mr. GREEN. Icisnot. Itis modified to meet 
the views of the other end of the avenue. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third 


: a ah ta 
reading, was read the third time, and passed. 


ADMISSION TO THE FLOOR. 


Mr. BIGLER. I move that the Senate take 
up the resolution which I offered yesterday, ex- 
tending the privileges of the floor to the’ commis- 
sioners now in session in this city. 

The Secretary read the resolution, as follows: 

Resolved, That the commissioners appointed by the sev- 
eral States to attend a convention to be held in this city 
to-day, be admitted to the floor of the Senate during the 
sitting uf the said convention, 

Mr. FESSENDEN called for the yeas and 
nays; and they were ordered. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. F hope the Senate will 
not pass this order, forthe simple reason that if 
we thus begin to break down our rules there will 
be no end to it. Senators know very well the 
great inconvenience we have experienced from 
having so many people on the floor here at differ- 
ent times. There is ample room in the galleries 
for anybody who is disposed to come here. We 
have adhered to our rulesin relation to admissions 
to the floor very strictly heretofore; and when we 
made those rules for the regulation of this new 
Hall, we were purposely minute and particular; 
our experience in the old Hall having shown the 
necessity for it. Although I should be as glad as 
anybody to meet many of these gentlemen on the 
floor of the Senate or anywhere else, I think con- 
sideration for our own convenience and our own 
comfort ought to lead us to adhere strictly to the 
rules we have made. 

Mr. FOSTER. I introduced a resolution a 


i 
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week since, extending the privilege of the floor of 
the Senate to Governorsand Ex-Governors of the 
States; and after two successive trials, | could not 
even get the resolution takenup It was objected 
to, by gentlemen who had a perfect right to ob- 
ject. If we cannot allow the admission of those 
who are at the head of our States, especially in 
the present aspect of our national affairs, as it re- 
gards the power of the States over this Govern- 
ment, I certainly do not think we ought to extend 
it to others, however honorable or however mer- 
itorious. I must therefore vote against the prop- 
osition. 

"The question being taken by yeas and nays, 
resulted—yeas 21, nays 17; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Anthony, Bigler, Bragg, Cameron, Dix- 
on, Douglas, Fiteb, Gwin, Hunter, Johnson of Tennessee, 
Kennedy, Latham, Mason, Nicholson, Pearee, Powell, 
Pugh, Rice, Saulsbury, Sebastian, and Wigfall—21. 

NAYS—Messrs. Bingham, Chandler, Clark, Collamer, 
Fessenden, Foot, Foster, Hale, Hemphill, Johnson of Ark- 
ansas, King, Polk, Seward, Sumner, Trumbull, Wade, 
and Wilson—17. : 


So the motion to take up the age Ya was 


agreed to. 
LOAN BILL. 


The VICE PRESIDENT. The hour of half 
past twelve o’clock having arrived, it is the duty 
of the Chair to call up the special order, which is 
the loan bill. 

The Senate accordingly, asin Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill (H. R. No. 
972) to authorize a loan. It proposes to authorize 
the President of the United States, at any time 
before the 1st day of July next, to borrow, on the 
credit of the United States, a sum not exceeding 
$25,000,000, or so much thereof as, in his opinion, 
the exigencies of the public service may require, 
to be used in the payment of the current demands 
upon the Treasury, and for the redemption of 
‘Treasury notes now outstanding, and to replace 
in the Treasury any amount of notes which shall 
have been paid and received for public dues. 
Stock is to be issued for the amount borrowed, 
Dearing interest not exceeding six per centum per 
annum, and to be reimbursed within a period not 
beyond twenty years. and notless than ten years; 
and the Secretary of the Treasury is to be author- 
ized, with the consent of the President, to cause 
certificates of stock to be prepared, which shall 
be signed by the Register, and sealed withthe seal 
of the Treasury Department, for the amount so 
borrowed, in favor of the parties lending the same, 
or their assigns, which certificates may be trans- 
forred on the books of the Treasury, under such 
regulations as may be established by the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury. No certificate is to be is- 
sued fora less sum than $1,000; and whenever 
required, the Secretary of the Treasury may cause 
coupons of semi-annual interest payable thereon 
to be attached to certificates issued under this act. 
Any certificate with such coupons of interest at- 
tached may be assigned and transferred by deliv- 
ery of the same, instead of being transferred on 
the books of the Treasury. Before awarding the 
loan, the Secretary of the Treasury is to cause | 
to be inserted in two of the public newspapers of 
the city of Washington, and in one or more pub- 
lic newspapers in other cities of the United States, 
public notice that sealed proposals for such loan 
will be received until a certain day, not less than 
ten days from its first insertion in a Washington 
paper, the amount of the loan, at what periods 
the moncy shall be paid, if by installments, and 
at what places. ‘The scaled proposals are to be 
opened, on the day appointed in the notice, in the 
presence of such persons as may choose to attend, 
and the proposals decided by the Secretary of the 
Treasury, who is to accept the most favorable 
offered by responsible bidders for the stock; and 
the Secretary is to report to Congress, at the com- 
mencement of the next session, the amount of 
money borrowed under this act, and of whom, 
and on what terms it shall have been obtained, 
with an abstract or brief statement of all the pro- 
posals submitted for the same, distinguishing be- 
tween those accepted and those rejected, with a 
detailed statement of the expense of making the 
loans, The faith of the United States is pledged 
by this enactment for the due payment of the 
interest and the redemption of the principal of the 
stock. 

The first amendment of the Committee on Fi- 
nance was to insert the word ‘loan’? in section 


three, line six, after the word “ such;”’ so as to 


read, ‘sealed proposals for such loan will be 
received,” &c. 

Mr. PEARCE, It is merely a verbal amend- 
ment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was to insert as a new 
section: : 

Sec. 5. And be it further enacted, That the act of June 
22, 1869, entitled An act authorizing a loan, and providing 
fur the redemption of notes,” be, and the same is, hereby 
repealed. 

Mr. PEARCE. It is proper that I should make 
to the Senate a brief statemeut, showing the neges- 
sity for the speedy passage of this bill. By the 
act of the 22d of Junc of last year, we authorized 
a loan. of $21,000,000, to bear six per cent. inter- 
est, and to be issued at not less than par, the pro- 
ceeds to be used only in redeeming Treasury notes 
orinreplacing in the Treasury the amountof notes 
otherwise paid or received for publicdues. Only 
about seven million and twenty thousand dollars 
have been negotiated. It has been found that the 
remainder of the loan authorized by that act can- 
not be effected upon the terms prescribed. The 
act required that the moncy should be loaned at 
not less than par. It has been found impossible 
to borrow money at par. It therefore has become 
absolutely necessary that seme other bill should 
be introduced, either by way of remedying the ob- 
jection to that bill which males it impossible to 
procure moncy under it, or authorizing anew loan. 
In the mean time, it appears that more money will 
be required for the support of the Government, 
before the 30th day of June next, than the balance 
which has not yet been negotiated under the act 
of June 22, 1860. The Secretary of the Treasury, 
on the 18th day of last month, addressed a letter to 
the Committee of Ways and Means of the House 
of Representatives, from which letter I have ob- 
tained the following information: I find that the 
amount which will be required at the Treasury to 
the 30th day of June, for the support of the Gov- 
ernment, and the payment of Treasury notes, will 
be $44,077,524. The receipts to the same time are 
estimated far below the usual average. In October 
last, it was supposed that the revenue from cus- 
toms would give about fifteen million dollars foe 
that quarter. Instead of that, it yielded butabout 
eight million dollars. Six million dollars of goods 
imported into the port of New York were thrown 
into warchouses and bonded, and, of course, do 


notenterinto consumption, oradd tothe revenue of |i 


the quarter. To that extent the anticipated rev- 
enuc was diminished. This furnishes us a means 
of calculation as to the future. In these times of 


monetary derangement, and what is still worse, | 
of political convulsion, it is impossible to make an 


accurate calculation, or an estimate approaching 


| to what the reality may prove to be, or at least to 
make one which can be relied upon with anything | 


like confidence. The Seerctary, however, with 
all the lights before him, says he has estimated 


that it is not at all probable that we can derive | 


from the revenue from customs from the Ist of 
January to the 30th of June, 1861, more than six- 
teen million dollars. 
may notamounteven to that much; but that is the 
largest amount which he thinks it safe to expect. 

Then, therevenne from publiclandsis very mach 
less than was anticipated. It was supposed, six 
months ago, that the revenue from public lands 
would amount to some two and a half million per 
annum. Instead of that, the revenue for the last fis- 
cal quarter was but $250,000; and the Secretary, I 


| think very prudently, estimates that we cannot 


realize more, at the most, than one million dollars 
from that source prior to the 30th of June next.. 
From miscellancous sourees, he estimates that 
$400,000 may be expected. The very largest 
amount, then, of revenue from all sources upon 
which we can calculate up to the 30th of June 
next, Isabout seventeen million four hundred thou- 


The duties from customs | 


sand dollars; and even this may be reduced. Now, | 


the demands upon the Treasury up to that time 
are estimated at $44,077,000. The demand for 
this sum will be occasioned, not merely by the 
ordinary and current expenditures of the Govern- 
ment, but by the necessity of providing for over 
nine million dollars of Treasury notes, under the 
act of 1857, which are now outstanding. On the 
ist January there were between eleven and twelve 
million dollars outstanding and liable to be pre- 
sented. Of these, $2,500,000 were redeemed be- 
tween the Ist and 14th of January. Nine mil- 


lion two hundred-and. eleven. thousand. dollars. 
remained on the latter day outstanding, and liable 
to be presented at the Treasury. To. pay, these 
notes, and mect the ordinary-ex penditures of Gov- 
ernment, will require nearly twenty-two million 
dollars during the fiscal yen, in addition to; the: 
estimated receipts of $17,400,000. Bote E 
The loan is for $25,600,000. That will Jeave 
nearly three and one third. million. more than: the: 
Secretary hasatpresent estimated; but unforeseen. 
demands upon the Treasury may come in... The 


i estimates have been made, not upon the actual 


appropriations, but the estimated, expenditure 
under these appropriations. -A larger sum, there- 
fore, than thus-estimated may be called forat the 
Treasury.. It is but proper that we should have, 
a margin, a surplus to enable the Treasury to get 
along decently. The bill is for $25,000,000. The 
time of advertisement is ten days, instead of thirty 
days, as was provided under the act..of the 22d 
June last, and the stock may be negotiated.at less 
than par. . It is obvious that, if the Secretary. be 
restrained to an advertisement of thirty days, he 
cannot receive any money during the continuance 
of this Administration; and this Administration 
will go out in disgrace, and the nextcome in with? 
out a dollar to carry on the Government, 

I apprehend, sir, that some Senators are of the 
opinion that the amount of this loan is too large. 
{ think I have shown that it is not so. Lam very 
well satisficd that it is not the desire of any mem- 
ber of the Committee-on Finance, or of the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury, or of the President, that 
any part of this loan should be appropriated to 
purposes of coercion, I do not see, indeed, what 
portion of it could be so used; since the amount 
to be retained in the Treasury, if these estimates 
are altogether accurate, would be less than the 
amount which it has been usually considered 
proper to have at the command of the Govern- 
ment to meet unforeseen demands. At allevents, 
itis a very small excess above what will be abso- 
lutely required in all human probability; certainly 
not such anamountas would justify the suspicion 
that it was intended to carry on war against the 
seceding States. Iam very free to say that, if I 
believed so, I should not have assented to the bill. 
I have no idea that this Union can be maintained 
or restored by force. Nor do I believe in the value 
of a Union which can only be kept together. by 
dint of military forse. I have not, therefore, given 
my consent to this bill,except as { believe thatit 
is necessary for the ordinary expenses of the Gov- 
ernment, without reference to unusual military 
operations, 

If any explanations are necessary, which Ihave 
not given and which I can give, I will do so with 
pleasure. 

Mr, FESSENDEN. Mr. President, I. sup- 
pose the immediate question is on the amendment 
proposing an additional section? . . 

_The VICE PRESIDENT. That is the ques- 
tion. : 

Mr. FESSENDEN. | Of that the Senator has 
not spoken. I presume there is- no very conside 
erable difference of opinion between the two sides 
of the Chamber, with reference to the propriety 
of the loan itself. After the statement made by. 
the chairman of the Committee on Finance, overy- 
body must understand that the amountof money 
asked for is necessary to the ordinary working of 
the Government. Theactual appropriations will 
take about twenty-two million dollars, as stated, 
and $3,000,000 is nota very large margin for un- 
expected calls that may be made, and alwaysare 
made, uponthe Treasury, especially in the present 


„state of the revenucs of the country. Therefore, 


so far as the $25,000,000 are concerned, I suppose 
no one can doubt the propriety of passing a bill 
to borrow that amount of money. 

The question arises—the only question that 
there was in the committce, and which arose, in 
fact, after the committee had agreed to report the 
bill—whether it is expedient to repeal the previous 
loan bill—the act of last June, authorizing a loan 
of $20,000,000—or to leave that asit stands. With 
reference to that, the explanation is very simple. 
The expenditure of any money that may be:ob- 
tained under that bill is limited to. one specific ob- 


ject, which is the retirement of the $20,000,000 of 


Treasury notes then outstanding. licanbeappro- 
priated to nothing else, As weallknow, we failed 
to get the money under that bill, for reasons which 
are very well understood by-all. Consequently, 
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in December last, we were obliged to pass another | 
bill authorizing an issue of $10,000,000 more of 
Treasury notes, to: meet demands upon the Treas- 
ury, principally occasioned —in fact altogether 
oeéasioned—by the failure to get the money under 
the previous loan bill. When that bill was passed, 
in December, it provided that the money which 
mightbe obtained under the loan bill of June last 
should be appropriated, as well to the retirement 
of those notes—the $10,000,000—which we then 
authorized, as the others. That was provided for 
distinctly. : ; 

The question now arises, as the $25,000,000 
which we now propose to borrow will take up all 
the outstanding Treasury notes now due or which 
may become due’ within a very short period— 
about nine million dollars of them—and is de- 
signed to cover that amount: whether we should 
repeal the bill of last June or leave that to operate, 
inorder to meet the $10,000,000 which will become 
due next December. That is the simple question. 
The answer to that will depend simply upon 
whether we believe, in the present condition of 
things in the country, and as the country willun- 
questionably remain for a very considerable por- 
tion of the year in an unsettled state, so far as 
our revenues from importations are concerned, it 
is probable that the present tariff, if it stands, or 
any new one that we may pass, will be likely to 
prodice revenue enough, not only to meet the 
current expenses of the Government next year, 
but also to pay this debt of the present Adminis- 
tration, which is left open, of $10,000,000. The 
House of Representatives thought it was best to 
leave this, in order, ifthe credit of the country im- 
proves, to pay the $10,000,000, to have something 
provided to meet them when they come due to save 
the necessity of future legislation; and they ac- 
cordingly left that bill as itis. The amendment 
is to repeal that bill, and to leave these $10,000,000 
of Treasury notes to take their chance on the 
Treasury hereafter—next December—when they 
become due. I think it would be very unwise to 
de it; there is. no necessity for doing it; on the 
contrary, the necessity is rather for letting it re- 
main as it is. I am, therefore, opposed to the 
amendment. 

Mr. PEARCE. As for the Treasury notes 
which were issued in December last, and in Jan- 
uary of the present year, it will be recollected that 
they bear a very extraordinary rate of interest— 
twelve per cent. I think, most of them, though 
some are ata less rate. It is not to be supposed 
that these. Treasury notes will come upon the 
Treasury for redemption at the close of the pres- 
ent year. They will be redeemed when the Gov- 
ernment shall have funds to redeem them, and the 
Treasury shall advertise that itis ready to do so. 
No one that holds a Treasury note of the United 
States Government, bearing eleven or twelve per 
cent. interest, will think of presenting it until re- 

uired to do so. The other Trcasary notes— 
those issued under the act of 1857—now in mar- 
ket and outstanding, amounting to over nine mil- 
lion dollars, are provided for in the $25,000,000 
loan bill, which is now before the Senate. I do 
not think any loan at all is necessary at this time 
to provide for the Treasury notes issued last De- 
cember and January, since it must be obvious to 
every one that they will remain out, 

‘The act of June 22, 1860, was required only 
for the purpose of paying off the Treasury notes 
which had been issued under former acts; and I 
have shown that they have all been redeemed al- 
ready, except these $9,000,000, and provision is 
made for them by this loan of $25,000,000. Then, 


sir, if the service of the Government beyond the | 


30th of June next be taken into consideration, it 
must be remembered that there is another bill 
ponding in which there is provision for another 
arge loan—a bill reported by the Senator from 
Rhode Island, (Mr. Siumons.] The act of June 
22, 1860, besides, is impracticable; in the present 
condition of the country, or in any condition in 
which it is likely to. be for some months, it 
cannot be of any avail. It scems, therefore, to 
be unnecessary to let it remain on the statute- 
book. 

If peace be restored to the country; if our po- 
litical relations resume their former condition, 
prosperity will return, too; and, under any tariff, 
either that which now exists, or even the one pro- 
posed by the Senator fromRhode Island,I take it, 


“the Government does not want it. 


there will probably be enough revenue for the cur- 
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rentsupport of the Government; and I donot think 
itisadvisable for Congress to be making provisions 4 
for loans beyond the evident necessity and uses 
of the Government. I think, therefore, that while 
this bill is intended asa substitute, in part, for the 
bill of June 22, 1860, we should repeal the act of 
June 22d as useless, and as indicating a condition 
of things not actually existing. We substitute 
for it what is much better, because it is efficient; 
because we. can probably realize the money at 
some rate under it, unless the blindness of polit- 
ical hostility shall still further impair the credit 
of Government. I take it for granted that before 
the end of this session, if it be necessary, though 
I can hardly anticipate that, it will be competent 
for Congress to provide additional loans, and 
those who have the power in both branches of 
Congress will be able to effect it at any time they 
may desire. I think, therefore, it is better to pass 
this amendment. 

Mr. HUNTER. Ihave no objection to this 
loan bill, provided the amendment of the Senator 
from Maryland be adopted, although itbenotgiven 
precisely in the shapein which the Secretary of the 

reasury asked for it. He asked that Congress 
should make the authority that now exists for bor- 
rowing the $13,000,000, not yet negotiated, of the 
loan of kst year available, and to provide for the 
residue of this fiscal year in another bill. The 
House of Representatives did not choose to give 
it to him in that form, but sent up a loan bill for 
$25,000,000; still leaving this authority existing 
onthe statute-book. Inasmuch as this $25,000,000 
is more than he asked for—because what he did 
ask for was between twenty-one and twenty-two 
million, which he said would be enough till the 
Ist of July—it seems to me that this is enough to 

ive him; and I think we ought to repeal the ex- 
isting authority which is upon the statute-book. 
At this time it cannot be used. It requires that 
five per cent. stock shall be put out at par, which 
cannot be done. In that shape, it cannot be avail- 
able to redcem the Treasury notes, as the Senator 
from Maryland has said; because every man 
would rather hold on toa Treasury note at twelve 

er cent. interest than take stock at five per cent. 
inexchange for it, which would not probably sell 
for more than eighty-three or eighty-four. It is 
therefore of no use in that regard; but we leave 
an authority upon the statute-book which is of no 
use in time of financial difficulty, and which, if it 
ever becomes of use, will be ata time when things 
are restored; and then there will be this authority 
to the Secretary, when, perhaps, he ought not to 
have it. It is better, therefore, I think, to repeal it. 
I believe we ought to give him what he asks for, 
and nothing more. Iam willing to give him a loan 
of $25,000,000; Because I do not suppose, as it 
will be sold to the lowest bidder, that he will get 
more than $22,000,000. I suppose he will hardl 
get more than ninety or ninety-one for it, which 
would bring the sum he wants. { am willing, 
therefore, to agree to the loan of $25,000,000, pro- 
vided the other is repealed. 

Mr. SIMMONS obtained the floor 

Mr. FESSENDEN. Will the Senator from 
Rhode Island allow me a moment to make an 
explanation? 

Mr. SIMMONS. Yes, sir. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. Mr. President, ifit is true, | 
as the Senator from Virginia supposes, that the 
act of June last, as it stands now, will not raise 
the money at the rate of interest fixed, it certainly 
can do no harm. It cannot become operative until 
the Government shall be in better credit, or money 
more plenty. 

. Mr. HUNTER. When it is in better credit, 


Mr. FESSENDEN. I am in hopes it will be 
in better credit by that time. Now, sir,although 
itis not likely thata man would exchange a Treas- 
ury note bearing ten or twelve per cent. interest 
for a bond bearing five, I suppose the Senator is 
aware that we have the power, if we choose, to 
tedeefn those notes at the end of one year, and 
then the interest ceases. They do not go on in- 
definitely, as long as a person chooses to hold 
them. To be sure, they are issued for a year, 
and for that period they bear this rate of interest; 
but it will be our interest to have the money, and 
to retire those notes as early as practicable; and 
if we can then exchange an instrument bearing 
five or six per cent. for one bearing ten or twelve, 
I suppose it would be a good bargain 


Mr. HUNTER. Does the Senator suppose 
that we would exchange a bond bearing five per 
cent. for a Treasury note? He would have to 
give money for it whenever he redeems it, and he 
can only get money through this loan by, selling 
it for money; and he cannot sell it except below 


ar. 

p Mr. FESSENDEN. And if we cannot sell, 

except at a ruinous rate, we ought not to sell at 

all. What I contend for is the power to raise the 

money, in case it should be found necessary and 
racticable to raise it, at a reasonable rate of in- 

terest; that is all. , 

Now, sir, L believe, or at any rate Fhope—yes, I 
say I believe—the country will be in a condition, 
before these notes become payable, in which the 
money can be raised, ani. raised without diffi- 
culty; for the credit of this Government will be 
better. Ithink, in that case, it would be quite 
as well to provide the power to raise the money 
as it would to let these notes remain out. ‘To be 
sure, Congress will meet again at that particular 
time; but Ishould greatly prefer to have the books 
properlyspdsted. Let the debt of this Administra- 
tion be provided for by this Administration, and 
not take this off the statute-books and compel the 
incoming Administration to pay a debt that you 
contracted. That is the simple question about it. 

Mr. HUNTER. Is not a Treasury note as 
much a debt as a bond? 

Mr. FESSENDEN. Undoubtedly; but it will 
be under the law you pass for your purposes. It 
does not change the nature of the debt; but the 
statement of the account will be more readily and 
easily made and understood; and certainly ,accord- 
ing to the Senator’s own showing, it does no harm 
with reference to that matter. 1 do not suppose 
it to be of very great importance, for you can pass 
a bill atany period. There is no difficulty in pass- 
ing bills to borrow money, if anybody ts willing 
to loan it, to pay the actual debts. pressing upon 
us; but one argument made by the chairman of 
the committee is, that here are $20,000,000 of a 
joan provided for in the new tariff bill that has 
come here. Will not the same objection be made 
to that? Does the Senator intend to say he means 
to vote for those $20,000,000? 

Mr. PEARCE. Perhaps not. 

Mr. FESSENDEN.. Or does the Senator from 
Virginia mean to say that he will vote for the 
$20,000,000 provided for there? Notat all, We 
shall find them opposing that proposition in that 
bill precisely in the sameway. What I want to 
do, if possible, is to provide for this in advance, 
or Jet it stand provided for, if this will do it, If 
it will not, we must find some other mode. Jam 
not certain that it will; but, at any rate, it can be 
tried. Itcan dono harm. Ifthe money cannot 
be raised at that rate, of course it cannot be had 
and cannot be expended, and we must try some 
other way. If it can, it is proper the incoming 
Administration should have the power to raise it 
to meet these notes at the time they become due, 
by exchanging money procured at the rate of five 
per cent. interest, for notes for which we are pay- 
ing ten or twelve per cent. That is all there is 
about it. 

Mr. MASON. Mr. President 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from 
Rhode Island yielded the floor to the Senator from 
Maine. 

Mr. SIMMONS. 
Virginia. 

Mr. MASON. I only want to saya word. I 
wish to understand this subject. If I do under- 
stand it, the matter presents itself thus: in June, 
1860, Congress passed a Jaw authorizing the loan 
referred to by the chairman of the Committee on 
Finance. If that loan had been made, a large por- 
tion of the present loan would not be wanted. If 
that loan had been made, they would not have 
asked for the money they now ask for, or a large 
portion of it. Why was it not made } It was not 
made because it was found that the provisions of 
the bill would not invite bids for the loan. The 
state of the country became altered; and money 
could not be obtained upon the terms which the 
act of June, 1860, contemplated. Therefore, as 
I learn from the chairman of the committee, the 
present bill is reported in truth as a substitute pro 
tanto for the law of June, 1860. If that law had 
done the office expected of it, a large portion of 
this loan would not have been asked for. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. And the $10,000,000 


I yield to the Senator from 


1861. 
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which we have been. obliged to put out since De- 
cember would not have been put out. 

Mr. MASON, That may be; but to theextent 
of $10;000,000,. new loans have supplied the func- 
tions of this other law of last year. But the Sen- 
ator from Maine asks that we shall not only pro- 
vide these $25,000,000, but that we shall allow that 
law to remain upon the statute-book until, by some 
reviving condition of the country, it can again be 
called into life. Now, he says, as I understand 
him, it ought to remain there as a memorial of the’ 
doings of the present Administration, when it shall 
cease to exist. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. 
thing. 

Mr. MASON. In substance. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. No; not in substance. 

Mr. MASON. A debt this Administration had 
created. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. Exactly. 

Mr. MASON. Thatitis a memorial of what this 
Administration did. Sir, it will be a memorial 
that will be illusory, and mislead those who rely 
upon it; because the truth will be that, becoming 
dead by the altered condition of the country, we 
supplied its place by living matter. 

ow, sir, I confess I do not like the plan of 
providing these large sums of money at the ruin- 
ous rates at which money is now provided. The 
condition of the country isaltered. The propor- 
tions of the Government have been curtailed, and 
very materially and seriously curtailed. There is 
a high degree of probability that that curtailment 
will goon, and that by the 4th of March this Gov- 
ernment will not exhibit the dimensions that the 
Government had on the 4th of March last. The 
consequence is, the public mind is unsettled as to 
the condition of the Government, as to its ability, 
its solvency. The simple fact appears that not 
only is State credit far superior to the credit of 
the combined States, but individual credit is supe- 
rior to both. Any individual can go into the mar- 
ket, as I understand, offering substantial private 
security, and obtain money upon better terms than 
any of the States or the Federal Government. In 
that state of things, it seems to me that the ex- 
penditures of the Government provided for ought 
to be most seriously guarded in making new loans. 
I have the assurance of the chairman who reported 
this bill, in whom I have great confidence, that 
under no circumstances willany part of the money 
now asked for be used for any new measures of 
the new Administration, ifsuch should be devised, 
for the purpose of cvercion, force, under the idea 
of executing the laws in the States that have se- 
ceded. I shall, therefore, as at present advised, 
vote for the bill, provided the amendment prevails 
which will extinguish the existing law authoriz- 
ing an additional loan. 

Mr. PEARCE. I will add one word. The 
amount which remains to be negotiated under the 
act of June 22, 1860, is nearly fourteen million 
dollars. We propose, in this bill, a loan of | 
$25,000,000. ‘That is $39,000,000. T'he Senator 
from Rhode Island proposes, in his bill, another 
Joan of $21,000,000. That makes, altogether, 
$60,000,000, and that, too, without reference to 
the Treasury notes issued since the beginning of | 
this session of Congress. Does the Senator from | 
Maine think that the credit of the Government | 
of the United States will beimproved and strength- 
ened by such an exhibit as that? 

Mr. FESSENDEN. I will answer the Senator 
in a few words. In an ordinary time, I do not | 
think the borrowing of $100,000,000, or the at- 
tempt to borrow it, by the Government of the 
United States, would shake its credit at all, it 
could go into market, and getit without the slight- | 
est difficulty in the world, and on favorable terms. 
At the present time, under the existing state of 
things, I think it makes very little difference. We 
can get what we want; but I suppose we shall have 
to pay heavily for it. . 

Mr. PEARCE. This is an extraordinary time. 
The Government of the United States has had to 
issuc its Treasury notes at a rate of interest more 
than double that which we paid on Treasury notes | 
in 1837, and certainly the exhibit of so great a defi- | 
ciency of means as now requires these extraordi- 
nary supplies by loans amounting to $60,000,000, 
besides the $10,000,000 of Treasury notes issued 
within the last two months, is not calculated at all 
to strengthen the credit of the Government of the 


Oh, no; I said no such 
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United States. The very loan which we are now 


proposing to authorize can be negotiated on bet- 
ter terms if we repeal the act of June 22, 1860. 
lt will startle capitalists to see that this Govern- 
ment is obliged to borrow everything with which, 
to support the Government for the next year, and 
that it is obliged to provide now in advance for 
expenses which will not come upon us fora year 
or two. I think this will stagger the faith of cap- 
italists and impair the credit of the Government; 
and looking at it only in that light, it seems to me 
that it is eminently proper that we should repeal 
the act of June 22, 1860. But Ido not think that 
any such amount of loans will be necessary, un- 
less the interest and passion of political strife over- 
come all prudence and patriotism. Let Congress 
adjust pending political difficulties, and the full 
tide of general prosperity will seon be in return- 
ing flow. Forany further loan necessary for the 
ordinary operations of Government, I will cheer- 
fully vote hereafter. 

Mr. SIMMONS. I should prefer not to have 
this amendment put in this bill. I intended, after 
the passage of this bill, when the other bill which 
has been alluded to, reported from the select com- 
mittee, of which I was amember, should come up, 
to make provision in it for the repeal of this very 
law of last June. 1 see now a disposition to re- 
peal the law that authorizes the issuing of bonds 
for the payment of the Treasury notes which will 
be duc next January. Itis proposed now to re- 
peal it when we pass a bill for the redemption of 
the notes which are due from this time to June; 
and, at the same time, I see a disposition not to 
grant anything to pay those which will be due, 
at twelve per cent. interest, in January next. 
Now, I should like the chairman of the Commit- 
tee on Finance to give his opinion whether, in 
ease the loan portion of the bill reported from the 
select committee should not be passed, he does 
not believe it will be indispensable to have money 
from some other source to redeem those notes, or 
else Jet them remain at an interest of twelve per 
cent.? There is no possibility, by any means, 
that the new bill, or the bill we have now on the 
statute-book, as a revenue measure, can be ex- 
pected to bring in enough to support the Govern- 
ment, under the present aspect of affairs. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Will the Senator 
from Rhode Island pause a moment? The Chair 
had forgotten the special order which was made 
for one o’clock, and to which he must call the 
attention of the Senate. 

Mr. SIMMONS. [hope that will be allowed 
to remain a while, until we dispose of this bill. 
I shall not occupy five minutes. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair must 
call up the special order. It is subject to the 
action of the Senate. 

Mr. PEARCE. I hope we shall postpone the 
consideration of that subject, and proceed with 
the present bill. l make that motion. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Tennessee. How does the 
Senator get the floor? 

Mr. PEARCE. I take it for granted the dis- 
cussion of this bill cannot consume a great deal 
more time; and that there will be ample opportu- 
nity for the Senator from Tennessce to make his 
speech after we shall have disposed of it. If the 
Senator desires it, I will move that we proceed 
with this bill untii twoo’clock. I suppose in an 
hour’s time we can dispose of it, There cannot 
be a large discussion. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Tennessec. I understand 
that there was a special order for one o’clock, on 
which 1 was entitled to the floor. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. That is so. 

Mr. PEARCE. I hope the Senator will allow 
me to make the motion which I have suggested, . 
that we be allowed until two o’clock to-day to 
continue the discussion of this bill. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Tennessee. I would rather 


o on. 
E Mr. PEARCE. I hope the Senator will con- 
sider that itis very important that this bill should 
be passed speedily. The old law requires thirty 
days’ advertisement. Here we are on the. 5th of 
February, and we ought to have this loan adver- 
tised at once, if it is to be made at all. If the 
Government is to be supported, the loan ought to 
be advertised promptly, and ten days is the very 
least time. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Tennessee. I will make 
a compromise. I will say haif past one. + 

Mr. PEARCE T hope, then, the discussion | 


will cease, and that we shall pass the bill. Imod-: 
ify my motion accordingly, = 005 ee ae 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Hf that bethe gen~: 
eral understanding, the consideration: of the pres-’ 
ent bill may be proceeded with until half past one’ 
o’clock. f“ Agreed !7] aes ERRI 

Mr. SIMMONS. Iwas saying that the chair- 
man of the Committee on Finance can have no 
hope that, by any revenue bill we may pass, we 
can expect to get enough money to meet the ex- 

enses of the Government in the nextten months. 
Row, I would ask the chairman of the commit- 
tee, if he would have any objection to accepting 
the pledge that I will give him, that, if he will 
waive this amendment for the present, I will agree 
to insert it in the other bill when it comes up? 

Mr. PEARCE. I do not hear.the Senator, 

Mr. SIMMONS. [I say, if the. Senator from 
Maryland will withdraw this amendment, to- 
morrow, when the other bill comes up, I will agree 
to renew it on that, and to provide in that bill that 
the loan bill of last year shall be repealed; and if 
I cannot convince that Senator that the loan which 
the bill referred to provides for, is wanted, by facts 
and figures, I will agree to reduce it'to his satis- 
faction. 

Mr. PEARCE. Ihave no authority to with= 
draw the amendment. Itis by the direction of the 
committee that I have submitted it. If the Sen- 
ator will allow the vote to be taken, suppose we 
shall soon dispose of this bill, and he can modifs 
his bill accordingly. I do not see that it will 
make much difference. : 

Mr. SIMMONS. If this is stricken out, I agree 
that this loan is not wanted, and will not proba- 
bly be wanted, if the bill that I reported last week 
be passed. Unless it is, you leave yourselves 
without any provision. If the chairman of the 
committee would agreé to withdraw this amend- 
ment, L would consent to renew it in that bill. 

Several Senators. He has not the power. 

Mr. SIMMONS. Very well; let us take a vote 
onit. I wish, however, to make one statement 
about the amount of this loan, which I think was 
omitted to be made. The Secretary of the Treas: 
ury estimated that he would want about twenty- 
two million dollars. Since then we have passed 
appropriations which he did not include in the 
estimates—one of nearly a million dollars for the 
return of captured Africans, and other appropri- 
ations of that kind not estimated for, amounting 
to about three million dollars. They were not 
included in his estimates of the 18th of January; 
and that is the reason he asks for $25,000,000 now, 
to cover those appropriations that have been made, 
or that are pending in one House of Congress or 
the other, over and above what he estimated for 
two weeks ago; and this loan is calculated to sell 
at par, and will sell at par, in my judgment. 

Mr. HUNTER. Does the Senator say that the 
Secretary of the Treasury asks for $25,000,000? 

Mr. SIMMONS. I say that this was made 
$25,000,000 to cover the appropriations which 
have been made since his estimates. ne 

Mr. HUNTER. The Secretary has only asked 
fora sum between twenty-one and twenty-two 
million, He has never asked for $25,000,000. 

Mr. SIMMONS. He asked for $22,000,000, 
without knowing that these appropriations would 
be made. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. He may not haveasked 
it in a communication to Congress; but the chair- 
man of the Finance Committee knows what the 
wishes of the Secretary are on the Subject. 

Mr. HUNTER, I think he has never asked 

The Senator is mistaken. 

Mr. FESSENDEN.. The Senator from Vir- 
ginia had better appeal to the chairman, before he 
makes these statements. f 

Mr. PEARCE. The Secretary of the Treasury 
has never asked it, that I know, by any formal 
communication; but in his letter of the 18th of 
January, he shows the necessity of it, F think; and 
I communicated to him on Saturday the fact that 
a loan bill for $25,000,600 had been introduced, 
and I received an answer from him in which he 
makes no objection at all; on the contrary, bis 
letter of the 18th seems to show, I think, that it is 
necessary. ` 

Mr.SIMMONS. I was merely going toexplain 
how these other §3,000,000 came to be added. It 
was not with any view of making a discount of 
$3,000,000 on this loan, as the Senator from V ir- 
ginia suggested, for the Secretary calculates to get 
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the loan taken at par, or above par. I will not. 
protract the debate. I hope this amendment will 
be rejected; because the balance of the former loan 
will. be indispensable, unless another bill passes; 
and if that:passes, I shall put an amendment in it 
to repeal this law. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on 
the amendment reported from the Committee on 
Finance. : 

Mr. HUNTER.. Lask for the yeas and nays. 

: The yeas and: nays were ordered, and: taken. 
~ Mr. FITCH, (when his name was called.) 
Upon this question I have paired off with the 
Senator from Iowa, [Mr. Grimes,] who is in at- 
tendance.upon the Peace Congress—so called, I 
suppose, in contradistinction to this, which I fear 
will-be known as the war or belligerent Congress. 

. Mr.. GWIN, (when his name was called.) 1 

aired off with the Senator from Oregon, {Mr. 

AKER,] before he left the city. I understand 

` that he has returned; but as I de not see himin 
his seat, I shall not vote. 

The result was announced—yeas 25, nays 23; 
as follows: 

YEAS~—Messrs. Bayard, Bigler, Bragg, Bright, Clingman, 
Crittenden, Douglas, Green, Hemphill, Hunter, Johuson of 
Arkansas, Johnson of Tennessee, Kennedy, Lane, Latham, 
Mason, Nicholson, Pearce, Polk, Powell, Pugh, Rice, 
Saulsbury, Sebastian, and Wigfall—25. 

NAYS—Messrs. Anthony, Bingham, Cameron, Chard- 
ler, Clark, Coliamer, Dixon; Durkee, Fessenden, Foot, 
Foster, Hale , Harlan, King, Morrill, Seward, Simmons, 
Sumner, Ten Eyck, Trumbull, Wade, Wilkinson, and 
Wilson—23. ; : 

So the amendment was agreed to. 


` "The bill was reported to the Senate as amended; 
and the amendments were concurred in. The 
amendments were ordered to be engrossed, and 
the bill to be read a third time; and it was read 
the third time, and passed. 


DEFICIENCY BILL. 


A message from the House of Representatives, 
by Mr. Forney, its Clerk, announced that the 
House had agreed to the first and fourth, and dis- 
agreed to the third and fifth, amendments of the 
Senate to the bill (H, R. No. 866) to supply defi- 
ciencies in the appropriations for the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1861; and had agreed to the second 
and sixth amendments of the Senate to the bill, 
with amendments, in which the concurrence of the 
Senate was requested. 

On motion of Mr. PEARCE, the bill and amend- 
ments were referred to the Committee on Finance. 


MISSION OF PEACE FROM VIRGINIA, 


The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair will now 
call up the special order, being the message of the 
President of the United States, communicating the 
resolutions of the Legislature of Virginia; on which 
the Senator from Tennessee is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Tennessee. Mr. President, 
on the 19th of December, I made a specch in the 
Senate, with reference to the present crisis, which 
I believed my duty to my State and to myself 
required. In making that speech, my intention— 
and I think I succeeded in it—was to place my- 
self upon the principles of the Constitution and 
the doctrines inculcated by Washington, Jeffer- 
son, Madison, Monroe, and Jackson. Having 
examined the positions of those distinguished 
fathers of the Republic, and compared them with 
the Constitution, I came to the conclusion that 
they were right; and upon them I planted myself, 
and made the speech to which | have referred, in 
vindication of the Union and the Constitution, 
and against the doctrine of nullification or seces- 
sion, which I look uponasa great political heresy. 
As far back as 1833, when { was a young man, 
before I made my advent. into public life, when 
the controversy arose between the Federal Gov- 
ernment and the State of South Carolina, and it 
became necessary for Andrew Jackson, then Pres- 
ident of the United States, to issue his proclama- 
tion, exhorting that people to obey the law and 
comply with the requirements of the Constitu- 
tion, I planted myself upon the principles then 
announced by him, which I advocated on the 19th 
of December last. I believed that the positions 
taken then by General Jackson, and those who 
came to his support, were the true doctrines of the 
Constitution, and the only doctrines upon which 
this Government could be preserved. I have been 
uniformly, from that period to the present time, 
opposed to the doctrine of secession, or of nulli- 
fication, which is rather a hermaphrodite, but 
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approximates to the doctrine of secession. I re-. 


peat, that I then viewed it as a heresy and as an 
element which, if maintained, would result in the 
destruction of this Government... I maintain the 
Same position to-day. I then opposed the doc- 
trine of secession as a political heresy, which, if 
sanctioned and sustained as a fundamental prin- 
ciple of this Government, will result in its over- 
throw and destruction; for, as we have seen al- 
ready, a few of the States are crumbling and 
falling off. ea 

I oppose this heresy for another reason; not 
only as being destructive of the existing Govern- 
ment, but as being destructive of all future con- 
federacies that may be established in consequence 
of a disruption of the present one; and I availed 
myself of the former occasion on which I spoke, 
to enter my protest against it, and to do some- 
thing to extinguish a political heresy that ought 
never to be incorporated upon this or any other 
Government which may be subsequently estab- 
lished. I look upon it as the prolific mother of 
political sin; as a fundamental error; as a heresy 
that is intolerable in contrast with the existence 
of the Government itself. I look upon it as being 
productive of anarchy; and anarchy is the next 
step to despotism. The developments that we 
have recently seen in carrying this doctrine into 
practice, I think, admonish us that this will be the 
result. 

But, Mr. President, since I made that speech 
ou the 19th of December, I have been the peculiar 
object of attack. Ihave been denounced, because 
I happened to be the first man south of Mason 
and Dixon’s line who entered a protest or made 
an argument in the Senate against this political 
heresy. From what I saw here on the evening 
when I concluded my speech—although some 
may have thought that it intimidated and discour- 
aged me—I was inspired with confidence; I felt 
that I had struck treason a blow. Ithought then, 
and I know now, that men who were engaged in 
treason felt the blows that I dealt out on that 
occasion. As I have been made the peculiar ob- 
ject of attack, not only in the Senate, but out of 
the Senate, my object on this oceasion is to meet 
some of these attacks, and to say some things in 
addition to what I then said against this move- 
ment. 

Yesterday the last of the Senators who repre- 
sent what are callcd the seceding States, retired, 
and a drama was enacted. The piece was well 
performed; the actors were perfect in their parts; 
it was got up to order; I will not say that the 
mourning auxiliaries had been selected in advance. 
One of the retiring Senators, in justifying the 
course that his State had taken, made a very spe- 
cious and plausible argument in reference to the 
doctrine of secession. Lallude to the Senator from 
Louisiana, (Mr. Bensamin.]_ He argued that the 
sovereignty of that State had never passed to the 
United States; that the Government held it in 
trust; that no conveyance was made; that sover- 
eignty could not be transferred; that out of the 
gracious pleasure and good will which the First 
Consul of France entertained towards the Amer- 
ican people, the transfer was made of the property 
without consideration, and the sovereignty was 
in abeyance or trust, and therefore his State 
had violated no faith, and had a right to do pre- 
cisely what she has done. With elaborate prep- 
aration and seeming sincerity; with sweet tones, 
euphonious utterances, mellifluous voice, andgreat 
earnestness, he called our attention to the treaty 
to sustain his assumption. But when we exam- 
ine the subject, Mr. President, how do. the facts 
stand? I like fairness; I will not say that. the 
Senator, in making quotations from the treaty and 
commenting upon them, was intentionally unfair; 
nor can I say that the Senator from Louisiana, 
with all his acumen, his habits of industry, and 
his great research, had not read and understood 
all the provisions of the treaty. In doing so, I 
should reflect upon his character; it might be con- 
strued as a reflection upon his want of research, 
for which he has such a distinguished reputation. 


The omission to read important portions of the | 


treaty I will not attribute to any intention to mis- 
lead; I will simply call the attention of the Senate 
and the country to his remarks, and then to the 
treaty. The Senator, after premising, went on to 
say: 

«have said that the Government assumed to act as 
trustee or guardian of the people of the ceded province, and 


covenanted to transfer to them the sovereignty thus held in 
trust for their use and benefit, as soon as they were capa- 
ble of exercising it. What is the express language of the 
treaty ??? 

He then read the third article of the treaty of 
cession of Louisiana, which provides merely for 
their incorporation into the United States; their 
protection in the enjoyment of their religion, &.; 
and thus he commented on it: 

« And, sir, as if to mark the true nature of the cession 
in a manner too significant to admit of misconstruction, 
the treaty stipulates no price; and the sole consideration 
for the conveyance, as stated on its face, is the desire to 
afford a strong proof of the friendship of France for the 
United States. By the terms of a separate convention stip- 
ulating the payment of a sum of money, the precaution. is 
again observed of stating that the payment is to be made, 
not as a consideration, ora price, ora condition precedent 
of the cession, but it js carefully distinguished as being 
consequence of the cession.” + 

Now, Mr. President, to make this matter more 
intelligible, and better understood by the country, 
it seems to me it would have been better to read 
the first article of the treaty, which commences 
thus: ‘ : 

«T'he President of the United States of America, and the 
First Consul of the French Republic, in the nune of the 
French people, desiring to remove all source of misunder- 
standing relative to objects of discussion,” &c. 

After reciting the other treaties pending between 
France and the United States and Spain, they go 
on in the first article as follows: 

« And whereas, in pursuance of the treaty, and particu- 
larly the third article, the French Republic has an incon- 
testable title to the domain and tothe posssssion of the said 
territory, [that is, of Louisiana,] the First Consul of the 
French Republic, desiring to give to the United States a 
strong proof of his friendship, doth hereby cede to the said 
United States, in the name of the French Republic, forever 
and in full sovereignty, the said territory, with all its rights 
and appurtenances, as fully and in the same manner as 
they have been acquired by the French Republic, in virtne 
of the above mentioned treaty concluded with his Catholic 
Majesty.’? 

Which was referred to in the preceding section. 
Now, sir, is there not a clear and distinct and ex- 
plicit conveyance of sovereignty, of property, of 
jarisdienion, of everything that resided in the 
dirst Consul of France, to the people of the Uni- 
ted States? Clearly and distinctly the jurisdiction 
and control of that Government were transmitted 
absolutely by the treaty. Why not have read that 
part of the treaty first? That is the first article. 
The second article is in these words: 

“ Art. 2. In the cession made by the preceding article,. 
are included the adjacent islands belonging to Louisiana, 
all public lots and squares, vacant lands, and all public 
buildings, fortificatious, barracks, and other edifices, which 
are not private property. The archives, papers, and docu- 
ments, relative to the domain and sovereignty of Louisiana 
and its dependencies, will be left in the possession of the 
commissaries of the United States, and copies will be 
afterwards given in due form to the magistrates and muni- 
cipal officers of such of the said papers and documents as 
may be necessary to them.” 


We see, then, in the first article, that property 
and sovereignty were all conveyed together, in 
clear and distinct terms. If. there was a power 
residing anywhere to control the people and the 
property of Louisiana, it was in the First Consul 
of France, who conveyed absolutely the sover- 
eignty and right of property to the people of the 
United States. Then we come to the third article, 
which the Senator read yesterday: 

“ Arr. 3. The inhabitants of the ceded territory shall be 
incorporated in the Union of the United States, and ad- 
mitted as soon as possible, according to the principles of 
the Federal Constitution, to the enjoyment of all the rights, 
advantages, and immunities of citizens ofthe United States; 
and, in the mean time, they shall be maintained and pro- 
tected in the free enjoyment of their liberty, property, and 
the religion which they profess.” 

There is some order in that; one thing fits the 
other. There is the conveyance of sovereignty 
and property. There is a minute enumeration in 
the second article; and in the third article it is 
provided that as soon as possible, according to the 
principles of the Federal Constitution, they shall 
be incorporated into the Union, and protected in 
the enjoyment of the religion which they may 
profess. We see, then, how the thing stands. 
Havenotall these things been complied with? But, 
by way of exonerating Louisiana from censure 
for her. recent act of attempted secession, it is 
urged that, when this treaty was made, there was 
no consideration; but that, out of the good will 
that the First Consul had towards the American 
people, the sovereignty was given to us in trust; 
that we took the property in trust; that we took 
everything in trust. Sir, the Federal Government 
took the property, and the sovereignty with it, in 
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trust for all the States. But how does the matter 
stand? The retiring Senator’s speech—whether 
it was intended or not, I do not undertake to say 
—is calculated to make the false impression that 
some time afterwards, perhaps in some other 
treaty remote from that, some money was paid 
by the United States to France, out of the good 
will that this Government had towards them. And 
yet, sir, on the same day—the 30th of April, 1803 
—on which the other treaty was made and signed, 
the following convention between the United 
Sites of America and the French Republic was 
made: 

“The President of the United States of America, and the 
First Consul of the French Republic, in the name of the 
French people, in consequence of the treaty of cession of 
Louisiana, which has been signed this day, wishing to reg- 
ulate definitely everything which has relation to the said 
cession.”? 

This, be it observed, was made onthe same day, 
and was, perhaps, written out before the other 
treaty was signed. And what does the first article 
say? It says expressly: 

“Arr. 1. The Government of the United States engages 
to pay to the French Government, in the manner specified 
in the following article, the sum of sixty million fratics, 
independent of the sum which shall be fixed by another 
convention for the payment of debts due by France to the 
citizeus of the United States.” 

What becomes of the specious plea, what be- 
comes of the excuse tendered here, that we took 
it simply in trust, and that no consideration was 

aid? ‘Turn over to the American State Papers; 

ook at Mr. Livingston’s letters, upon which these 

treaties were predicated; read his correspondence 
with Mr, Madison, who was Secretary of State, 
and you will find that France demanded the sum of 
100,000,000f. independent of what they owed the 
citizens of the United States; but after long nego- 
tiations, the First Consul of the French concluded 
to take 60,000,000f.; and the first two articles of 
the treaty which I have read are based upon the 
60,000,000f, paid by this Government in consid- 
eration of the sovereignty and territory, all of 
which was to be held in trust by the United States 
for all the States. 

This was given to us out of the pure good will 
that Napoleon at that time had towards the Uni- 
ted States. Sir, he had great hate for Great Brit- 
ain; and by the promptings of that hate he was 
disposed to cede this territory to some other 
Power. He feared that Great Britain, whose 
Navy was superior to his own, would take it. He 
desired to obtain money to carry on his wars and | 
sustain his Government. These considerations, 
and not love or partiality or friendship for the Uni- 
ted States, ledhim tomakethecession. ‘Then what 
becomesof theSenator’s special pleading? From 
theSenator’s remarks, it may have been concluded 
that we got itas a gratuity. Butafter examining 
the State Papersand the correspondence, and look- 
ing at the tedious and labored negotiation previous 
to the making of the treaty, it is clear that at the 
time the first treaty was made, on the very same 
day, the consideration was fixed; and yet the Sen- 
ators tell us that at some other time a treaty was 
made notreferring to any amount of moncy agreed 
to be paid at this particular time, and that there- 
fore they are excusable and justifiable in going 
out of the Confederacy of these States. a 

After all these things were enumerated, an ap- 

eal was made. It was a very affecting scene. 

ouisiana was gone; and what wàs the reason? 
Great oppression and great wrong. She could not 
get her rights in the Union, and consequently she 
has sought them out of it, What are the wrongs 
of Louisiana? What was the cause for all the sym- 
pathy expressed on the one hand,.and the tears 
shed on the other? Louisiana was substantially 
presented to the country in a most pathetic and 
sympathetic attitude. Her wrongs were without | 
number; their enormity was almost without esti- 
mate; they could scarcely be fathomed by human 
sympathy. It was not unlike the oration of Mark | 
Antony over the dead body of Cæsar. Weeping 
friends grouped picturesquely in the foreground; 
the bloody robe, the ghastly wounds, were con- 
jured to the imagination; and who was there that 
did not expect to hear the exclamation: “If you 
have tears, prepare to shed them now?” [Laugh- 
ter. 

Sir, what are the great wrongs that have been 
inflicted upon Louisiana? Prior to 1803, Louis- 
jana was transferred from Spain to France, and 
from France back to Spain—both property and 
sovereignty—~almost with the same facility as a 


chattel from one person to another. On the 30th 
of April, 1803, when this treaty was made, what 
was the condition of Louisiana? It was then a 
province of the First Consul of France, subject to 
be disposed of at his discretion. The United 
States did what? Came forward and paid to the 
First Consul of France 60,000,000f. for the terri- 
tory. The treaty was made; the territory was 
transferred; and in 1806, in express compliance 
with the treaty, as soon as practicable, according 
to the terms of the Federal Constitution, Louis- 
iana was admitted into the Union asa State. We 
bought her; we paid for her; we admitted her into 
the Union upon terms of equality with the other 
States. Was there any oppression, any great 
wrong, any great grievance in that? 

In 1815—war having been declared in 1812— 
Louisiana was attacked; the city of New Orleans 
was about to be sacked and laid prostrate in the 
dust; “ beauty and booty” were the watchwords. 
She was oppressed then, was she not? Kentucky, 
your own gallant State, sir, (and, thank God! 
sheis standing erectnow,) and Tennessee, (which, 
as I honestly believe, will ever stand by her side 
in this struggle for the Constitutionandthe Union,) 
in conjunction with the other States, met Pack- 
enham and his myrmidonsupon the plains of New 
Orleans, and there dealt out death and desolation 
to her invading foe. What soil did we invade? 
What city did we propose to sack? Whose prop- 
erty did we propose to destroy? Was not Lou- 
isiana there gallantly, nobly, bravely, and patri- 
otically defended, by the people of the United 
States, from the inroads and from the sacking of 
a British foe? Is that defense one of her oppres- 
sions? Is that one of the great wrongs that have 
been inflicted upon Louisiana? 

What more has been done by this Govern- 
ment? How much protection has she received 
upon hersugar? In order to give that protection, 
the poorest man throughout the United States is 
taxed for every spoonful that he uses to sweeten 
his coffee. How many millions, under the oper- 
ation of a protection upon sugar, have been con- 
tributed to the wealth and prosperity of Louis- 
iana since she has been in this Confederacy? 
Estimate them. Is this anothct of her wrongs? 
Is this another of her grievances? Is this another 
of the oppressions that the United States have in- 
flicted upon Louisiana ? 

Sum them all up, and what are the wrongs, 
what the grievances which justify Louisiana in 
taking leave of the United States? We have de- 
fended her soil and her citizens; we have paid the 
price asked for her by the French Government; 
she has been protected in the production of her 
sugar, and in the enjoyment of every right that a 
sovereign State could ask at the hands of the 
Federal Government. And how has she treated 
the United States? Whatis her position? Upon 
her own volition, without consultation with her 
sister States, without even consulting with Ten- 
nessee and Kentucky, who defended her when 
she was in peril, she proposes to secede from the 
Union. She does more: in violation of the Con- 
stitution of the United States, in despite of the 
plighted faith that exists between all the States, 
she takes our arsenals, our forts, our custom- 
house, our mint, with about a million dollars. 
Gracious God ! to what are we coming? Is it 
thus that the Constitution of the United States is 
to be violated? Forts, arsenals, custom-houses, 
and property belonging to all the people of all 
the States, have been ruthlessly seized, and their 
undisturbed possession is the sum total of the 
great wrongs that have been inflicted upon Loui- 
siana by the United States! 

Mr. President, when F look at the conduct of 
some of the States, I am reminded of the fable of 
King Log and the frogs. They got tired of the 
log that lay in their midst, upon which they could 
bask in the sun, or from which they could dive 
to the depth beneath, without interference. And 
these seceding States have got tired of the Fed- 
eral Government, which has been so profitable 
to them, and loathe the blessings which they 
enjoy. Seemingly, its inability to take care of 
itself created their opposition to it, It seems, 
the inability of the United States to defend and 
take care of its own property has been an invita- 
tion to them to take possession of it; and, like 
the frogs, they seek a substitute for their log. 
They prayed to Jupiter, the supreme deity, to 
send them another king; and he answered their 
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prayer by sending them a‘ storky who:soon de-> 
voured his subject frogs. There-are! storks; too, > 
in the seceding States. South Carolina has. her 
stork king, and so has Louisiana»In'the. heavy 
appropriationsthey arè making to maintainarmies, 
and in all their preparations for war, for which: 
there is no cause, they willfind they baye brought 
down storks upon thern that will devour them.: 
What do we find, Mr. President, sitice: this 
movementcommericed? Inabout forty-six days, 
since the first State went out until the last one dis- 
appeared—the 26th of January—they have taken 
from the United States, this ‘harmless. old ruler, 
one thousand and ninety-two guns, without any 
resistance, amounting to $6,513,000. ‘They are 
very much alarmed at the power. of this Govern- 
ment. Thus the Government oppresses them; 
thus this Government. oppresses. Louisiana, per- 
tinaciously persisting in allowing those States to 
take all the guns, all the forts, all the arsenals, all 
the dock-yards, all the custom-houses, and-all the 
mints. Thus they are so cruelly oppressed.:. Is 
it nota farce? - Is it not the greatest: outrage and 
the greatest folly that was ever consummated since 
man was spoken into existence? But these ‘are 
the grievances of Louisiana. I shall say nothing 
against Louisiana. Tennesseeand Kentucky have 
given demonstrations most noticeable that when 


; she needed friends, when she needed aid, they were 


at her bidding. 

But in the acquisition of Louisiana there was 
another very importantacquisition, We acquired 
the exclusive and entire control of the navigation 
of the Mississippi river. We find that Louisiana, 
in her ordinance of secession, makes the negative 
declaration that she has the control of the naviga- 
tion of that great stream, by stating that the navi- 
gation of the river shall be free to those States 
that remain on friendly terms with her, with the 
proviso thatmoderate contributionsareto be levied 
to defray such expenses as they may deem expe- 
dient from time to time. That is the substance of 
it. Sir, look at the facts. All the States, through 
their Federal Government, treated for Louisiana. 
The treaty was made — All the States, by the con- 
tribution of their money, paid for Louisiana and 
the navigation of the Mississippi river. Where, 
and from what source, does Louisiana now derive 
the power or the authority to secede from this 
Union and set up exclusive control of the naviga- 
tion of that great stream which is owned by:all the 
States, which was paid for by the money of all the 
States, and upon whose borders the blood of many 
citizens of the States has been shed? 

This is one of the aggrieved, the oppressed 
States! Mr. President, is it not apparent that 
these grievances and oppressions are mere pre- 
tenses? A large portion of the South (and that 
portion of it I am willing to stand by to the very 
last extremity) believe that aggressions haye been 
made upon them by the other States, in reference 


| to the institution of slavery. A. large portion of 


the South believe that something ought'to be done 
in the shape of what has been offered by the dis- 
tinguished Senator from Kentucky, or something 
very similar. They think and feel that that ought 
to be done. But, sir, there is another portion who 
do not care for those propositions to bring about 
reconciliation, but who, on the contrary, have 
been afraid and alarmed that something would be 
done to reconcile and satisfy the public mind, be- 
fore this diabolical work of secession could be 
consummated. Yes, sir, they have been afraid, 
and the occasion has been used. to justify and to 
carry outa doctrine into practice, which is not 
only the destruction of this Government, but 
which will be the destruction of all other govern- 
ments that may be originated, embracing the same 
principle. Why not, then, meet it like men? 


| We know there is a portion of the South who are 


for secession, who are for breaking up this Gov- 
ernment, without regard to slavery or anything 
else, as I shall show before I have done. 

The Senator from Louisiana, [Mr. Bensamiy,] 
in aspeech that he made some days since, took oc- 
casion to allude to some authority that f had intro- 
duced from General Washington, the first Presi- 
dent who exccuted the laws of the United States 
against armed resistance; and it occurred to-him 
that, by way of giving his argument force, it. was 
necessary to remark that Í was not a lawyer, and 
that therefore I had not examined the subject with 
that minuteness and with that care and familiariiy 
that I should have. done; and hence that I had 
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introduced authority which had no-application to- 
the question under consideration. The proof that 
he gave to show that I had not examined the sub- 
ject carefully, was contained in the very extract 
that I had quoted and which he said declared that 
General Washington had been informed by the 
marshal:.that he could not execute the laws; and 
from. the fact of the marshal ‘being incapable. to 
execute them, General Washington was called 
upon to employ the means, under the Constitution 
and the laws, which were necessary to their en- 
forcement... it may have been necessary for the 
distinguished Senator to inform the Senate and 
the country that I was not a lawyer; but it was 
not necessary to. inform anybody that read his 
speech and that had the slightest information or 
sagacity, that he was a lawyer, and that he was 
making alawyer’s speech upon the case before 
him; notan argument upon the great principles 
of the Government.. The speech was a complete 
lawyer’s speech, and the authorities were summed 
up simply to make-out the case on his side; and he 
left out all those that would disprove his position. 
It required no very great acumen or sagacity to 
discover that he was a lawyer; and, on that occa- 
sion, I think he showed himself to be a lawyer in 
the proper sense of the term, for he made a law- 
yer’s argument, just suiting the case, leaving out 
and not noticing all authorities on the other side. 

That Senator yesterday seemed to be very seri- 
ous in regard to the practical operation of the 
doctrine of secession. I felt sorry myself, some- 
what. Iam always reluctant to part with a gen- 
tleman with whom I have been associated, and 
nothing had transpired to disturb between us those 
courteous relations which should always exist be- 
tween persons associated on this floor, I thought 
the scene was pretty well got up, and was acted 
out admirably. The plot was executed to the 
very letter. You would have thought that his 
people in Louisiana were borne down and seri- 
ously oppressed by remaining in this Union of 
States, ow, I have an extract before me, from 
a speech delivered by that gentleman since the 
election of Abraham Lincoln, while the distin- 

uished Senator was on the western slope of the 

ocky Mountains, at the city of San Francisco. 
He was called upon to make an address; and I 
will read an extract from it, which I find in the 
New York Times, the editors of which paper said 
they had the speech before them; and I have con- 
sulted a gentleman here who wasin California at 
the time, and he tells me that the report is correct. 
In that speech—after the Senator had spoken some 
time with his accustomed cloquence—he uttered 
this language: : 

“Those who prate of, and strive to dissolve this glorious 
Confederacy of States, are like those silly savages who iet 
fly their arrows at the sun in the vain hope of piercing it! 
And still the sun rolls on, unbeeding, in its eternal path- 
way, shedding light and animation upon all the world.” 

Even after Lincoln was elected, the Senator 
from Louisiana is reported to have said, in the 
State of California, and in the city of San Fran- 
cisco, that this great Union could not be destroyed, 


Those greatand intolerable oppressions, of which | 


we have since heard from him, did not scem to be 
flitting across his vision and playing upon his 
mind with that vividness and clearness which 
were displayed here yesterday. He said, in Cal- 
ifornia, that this great Union would go on in its 
course, notwithstanding the puny efforts of the 
silly savages that were letting fly their arrows with 
the prospect of piercing it. What has changed 
the Senator’s mind on coming from that side of 
the continent to this? What light has broken in 
upon him? Has he been struck on his way, like 
Paul, when he was journeying from Tarsus to 
Damascus?) Has some supernatural power dis- 
closed to him that his State and his people will be 
ruined if they remain in the Union? Where do 
we find the distinguished Senator only at the last 
session? On the 22d of May, last, when he 
made his celebrated reply to the Senator from Ili- 
nois, [Mr. Dovuaras,]} the Senator from Louisi- 
ana, alluding to the contest for the Senate, be- 
tween Mr. Lincoln and Mr. Doveras, said: 

“In that contest, the two candidates for the Senate of the 
United States, in the State of Ilinois, went before their 
people. They agreed to discuss the issues} they put ques- 
tions to cach other for answer; and I must say. here—for 
I must be just to all—that I have been surprised. in the 
examination that T made again, within the last few days, 
of this discussion. between Mr. Lincoln and Mr. Douexas, 
to find that, on several points, Mr. Lincoin is a far more 
conservative man, unless he has since changed his opinion, 


than I had: supposed him to be.. There was 
his part. Mr. Doveza'’s started with bis questions. 
they are, with Mr. Lincoln’s answers.” 

The impression evidently made on the public 
mind then, before the presidential election, was 
that Lincoln, the rank Abolitionist now, was more 
conservative than Mr. Dovenas; and he said fur- 
ther, after reading the questions put by Mr. Lin- 
coln, and his answers to them: 

“itis impossible, Mr. President, however we may differ 
in opinion with the man, not to admire the perfect candor 
and frankness with which the answers were given; no 
equivocation ; no evasion.” 

Since that speech was made, since the Senator 
has traversed from California to this point, the 
grievances, the oppressions of Louisiana, have 
become so great that she is justified in going out 
of the Union, taking into her possession the cus- 
tom-house, the mint, the navigation of the Mis- 
sissippi river, the forts,and arsenals. Where are 
we? ‘Oh, consistency, thou arta jewel, much 
to be admired, but rarely to be found.” 

Mr. President, I never do things by halves. I 
am against this doctrine entirely. I commenced 
making war upon it—a war for the Constitution 
and the Union—and I intend to sink or swim upon 
it. [Applause in the galleries.] In the remarks 
that 1 made on the 19th of December, I discussed 
at some length the alleged right of secession. I 
repudiated the whole doctrine. ĮI introduced au- 
thorities to show its unsoundness, and made de- 
ductions from those authorities which have not 
been answered to this day; but by innuendo and 
indirection, without reference to the person who 
used the authorities, attempts have been made to 
answer the speech. Let those who can answer 
the speech, answer the authorities; answer the 
conclusions which have been deduced from them. 
Iwas more than gratified, shortly afterwards, when 
one of the distinguished Senators from Virginia 
[Mr. HunteR] delivered aspeech upon this floor, 
which it was apparent to all bad been studied 
closely; which had been digested thoroughly ; 
which, in the language of another, had been conned 
and set down in a note-book, and got by note; 
not only the sentences constructed, but the lan- 
guage measured. „In the plan which he proposed 
as one upon which the Government can be con- 
tinued and administered, in his judgment, he 
brought his mind seemingly, irresistibly, to the 
conclusion that this doctrine of secession was a 
heresy. What docs he say in that able, that 
methodical, that well-digested speech? Te gocs 
over the whole ground. He has been reasoning 
onit; he has been examining the principle of seces- 
sion; he has gone to the conclusion to which it 
leads; and he is seemingly involuntarily, but irre- 
sistibly forced to admit that it will not do to ac- 
knowledge this doctrine of secession; for he says: 

“Y have presented this scheme, Mr. President, as one 
which, in my opinion, would adjust the differences between 
the two social systems, and which would protect cach from 
the assault of the other. If this were done, so that we were 
made mutually safe, L, for onc, would be willing to regu- 
late the right of secession, which T hold to be a right not 
given in the Constitution, but resulting from the nature of 
the compact. I would provide that before a State seceded, 
itshould summon a convention of the States in the section 
to which it belonged, and submit to them a statement of 
its grievances and wrongs. Should a majority of the States 
in such a convention decide the complaint to be well 
founded, then the State ought to be permitted to seeede in 
peace. For, whenever a majority of States in an entire 
seetion shall declare that good cause for secession exists, 
then who can dispute that it ought to take place? Should 
they say, however, that no good cause existed, then the 
moral foree of such a decision, on the part of confederates 
of those who are bound to the complaining State by iden- 
tical and homogeneous interests, would prevent it from 
prosecuting the claim any further.” 


Sir, I quoted the Old Dominion extensively be- 
fore. I took the foundation of this doctrine and 
traced it along step by step, and showed that there 
was no such notion tolerated by the fathers of the 
Republic as the right of secession. Now, who 
comes up to my relief? When the States are se- 
ceding, when they are going off, the distinguished 
Senator from Virginia says, in so many words, 
that he admits the error, and the force of the prin- 
ciple that a State ought not to be permitted to go 
out of the Confederacy without the consent of the 
remaining members. He says, however, that the 
right to secede results from the nature of the com- 
pact. Sir, I have read Mr. Jefferson, and Iam 
as much inclined to rely on the former distin- 
guished men of the State of Virginia as I am on 
the latter. In the old Articles of Confederation, 
when the revenue required for the support of the 


no dodging on 
Here 


Federal Government was apportioned among the 
States, and each State had to raise its portion, the 
great difficulty was, that there was no means by 
which the States could be compelled to contribute 
their amount; there was no means of forcing the 
State to compliance; and yet Mr. Jefferson, in 
view of that very difficulty, said, in 1786: 


“thas been often said that the decisions of Congress 
are impotent, because the Confederation provides no com- 
pulsory power. But when two or more nations enter into 
compact, itis not usual for them to say what shall be done 
to the party who infringes it. Decency forbids this, and it 
ig as unnecessary as indecent; because the right of com- 
puson naturally results to the party injured by the breach. 

hen any one State in the American Union refuses obe- 
dience to the Contederation by which they have bound 
themselves, the rest have a natural right to compel them to 
obedience.” 


The Senator from Virginia says a State has the 


| right to secede from the Union, and that it is a 


right resulting from the nature of the compact; 
but Mr. Jefferson said that even under the old 
Articles of Confederation, no State had a right to 
refuse obedience to the Confederacy, and that 
there was a right to enforce its compliance: 

«c Congress would probably exercise long patience before 
they would recur to force; but if the case ultimately re- 
quired it, they would use that recurrence. Should this 
case ever arise, they will probably coerce by a naval furce, 
as heing more easy, less dangero; s toliberty, and less likely 
to produe much bloodshed >>-Mesferson’s Works, vol. 9, 
p- 291. 

When was this? I have stated that it was un- 
der the old Articles of Confederation, when there 
was no power to compel a State even to contrib- 
ute her proportion of the revenues; but in that 
view of the case, Mr. Jefferson said that the in- 
jured party had aright to enforce compliance with 
the compact from the offending State, and that 
this wasa right deducible from the laws of nature. 
The present Constitution was afterwards formed; 
and to avoid this difficulty in raising revenue, the 
power was conferred upon the Congress of the 
United States ** to lay and collect taxes, duties, 
imposts, and excises,” and the Constitution cre- 
ated a direct relation between the citizen and the 
Federal Government in that matter, and to that 
extent that relation is just as direct and complete 
between the Federal Government and the citizen 
as is the relation between the State and the citi- 
zen in other matters. Hence we find that, by 
an amendment to the Constitution of the United 
States, the citizen cannot even make a State a 
party toa suit, and bring her into the Federal 
courts. They wanted to avoid the difficulty of 
coercing a State, and the Constitution conferred 
on the Federal Government the power to operate 
directly upon the citizen, instead of operating on 
the States. It being the right of the Government 
to enforce obedience from the citizen in those mat- 
ters of which it has jurisdiction, the question 
comes up as to the exercise of this right. It may 
not always be expedient. It must depend upon 
discretion, as was cloquently said by the Senator 
from Kentucky (Mr. CRITTENDEN] on one occa- 
sion, It isa matter of discretion, even as Mr. 
Jefferson daid it down before this provision ex- 
isted in the Constitution, before the Government 
had power to collect its revenue as it now has. I 
kvow that when, ona former occasion, I undertook 
to show, as I thought I did show, clearly and dis~, 
tingtly, the difference between the existence and 
the exercise of this power, words were put into 
my mouth that I did not utter, and positions an- 
swered which I had never assumed. It was said 
that I took the bold ground of coercing a State. T 
expressly disclaimed it, I stated,in my speech, 
that, by the Constitution, we could not puta State 
into court; but I said there were certain relations 
created by the Constitution between the Federal 
Government and the citizen, and that we could 
enforce those laws against the citizen. I took up 
the fugitive slave law; I took up the revenue law; 
I took up the judicial system; I took up the post 
office system; and I might have taken up the power 
to coin money and to punish counterfeiters, or the 
power to pass laws to punish mail robbers. 1 
showed that under these we had power, not to 
punish a- State, but to punish individuals as vio- 
lators of the law. Who will deny it; who can 
deny it,that acknowledges the existence of the 
Government? This point, I think, was settledin 
the decision of the Supreme Court in the case of 
Ableman vs. Booth. . When the decision of the 


i ete 
Supreme Court is in our favor, we are very much 


for it; but sometimes we are notso well recenciled 
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to it when itis against us. In that case the court 
decided: 


“But, as we have already said, questions of this kind 
must always depend upon the Constitution and laws of the 
United States, and not of a State. The Constitution was 
not formed merely to guard the States against danger from 
foreign nations, but mainly to secure union and harmony at 
home; for if this object could be obtained, there would be 
but little danger from abroad; and to accomplish this pur- 
pose, it was felt by the statesmen who framed the Constitu- 
tion, and by the people who adopted it, that it was neces- 
sary that many of the rights of sovereignty which the States 
then possessed should be ceded to the General Government; 
and that, in the sphere of action assigned to it, it should be 
supreme, and strong enough to execute its own laws by its 
own tribunals, without interruption from a State or from 
State authorities, And it was evident that anything short 
of this would be inadequate to the main objects for which 
the Government was established; and that local interests, 
local passions or prejudices, incited and fostered by indi- 
viduals for sinister purposes, would lead to acts of aggres- 
sion and injustice by one State upon the rights of another, 
which would ultimately terminate in violence and force, 
unless there was a common arbiter between them, armed 
with power enough to protect and guard the rights of all, 
by appropriate laws, to be carried into execution peacefully 
by its judicial tribunals.”—Howard’s Supreme Court Re~ 
ports, vol. 21, p. 516, ` 


When the fugitive slave law was executed in 
the city of Boston, by the aid of military force, 
was that understood to be coercing a State, or was 
it simply understood to be an enforcement of the 
law upon those who, it was assumed, had violated 
it? In this same decision the Supreme Court de- 
clare that the fugitive slave law, in all its details, 
is constitutional, and therefore should be enforced. 
Who is prepared to say that the decision of the 
court shall not be carried out? Who is prepared 
to say that the fugitive slave law shall not be en- 
forced? Do you coerce a State when you simply 
enforce the law? If one man robs the mail and 
you seek to arrest him, and he resists, and you 
employ force, do you call that coercion? If aman 
counterfeits your coin, and is- arrested and con- 
victed, and punishment is resisted, cannot you 
execute the law? It is true thatsometimes so many 
may become infected with disobedience, outrages 
and violations of law may be partteipated in by so 
many, that they get beyond the control of the 
ordinary operations of law; the disaffection may 
swell to such proportions as to be too great for the 
Government to control; and then it becomes a 
matter of discretion, nota matter of constitutional 
right. : 

In this connection, I desire to introduce an au- 
thority from Virginia, for I do delight in author- 
ity from the Old Dominion; and from the indica- 
tions that are now visible—although it is possible 
that before the setting of the sun I may receive 
news that will convert my present hopes and my 
present exhilarated feclings into despair—she is 
going to make a stand for the Union and the Con- 
stitution. I delight in calling upon her for author- 
ity. In 1814 the doctrine that I am trying to 
inculcate here to-day was inculeated from Vir- 
ginia; and I ask my friend from California to read 
an extract which I have from the Richmond En- 
quiver of the Ist of November, 1814. 

Mr. LATHAM read, as follows: 

“Tue Tree Quesrion.—The Unionisin danger. Turn 
to the convention of Hartford, and Jearn to tremble at the 
madness of its authors. How far will those madmen ad- 
vanee? Though they may conceal from you the project of 
disunion, though a few of them may have even concealed 
it from themselves, yet who will pretend to set bounds to 
the rage of disaffection? One false step after another may 
lead them to resistance to the laws, to a treasonable neu- 
trality, to a war against the Government of the United 
States. In truth, the first act of resistance to the law is 
treason to the United States. Are you ready for this state 
of things? Will you support the men who would plunge 
you into this ruin? 

“ Noman, no association of men, no State or set of States 
has a right to withdraw itself from this Union, of its own 
accord. The same power which knitus together, can only 
unknit. T'he same formality which forged the links of the 
Union, is necessary to dissolve it. The majority of States 
which form the Union must consent to the withdrawal of 
anyone branch of it. Until that consent has been obtained, 
any attempt to dissolve the Union, or obstruct the efficacy 
of its constitutional laws, is treason—treason to all intents 
and purposes. 

‘ Any other doctrine, such as that which has been Jately 
held forth by the Federal Republican, that any one State 
may withdraw itself from the Union, is an abominable 
heresy-—which strips its author of every possible preten- 
sion to the name or character of a Federalist. 

“ We call, therefore, upon the Government of the Union 
to exert its energies, when the season shall demand it—and 
seize the first traitor who shall spring out of the hotbed of 
the convention of Hartford. This illustrious Union, which 
has been cemented by the blood of our forefathers, the 
pride of America and the wonder of the world, must not 
be tamely sacrificed to the heated brains or the aspiring 
hearts of a few malcontents. The Union must be saved, 
when any one shall dare to assail it. 


«t Countrymen of the East! we call upon you to keepa 
vigilant eye upon those wretched men who would plunge 
us into civil war and irretrievabic disgrace. Whatever be 
the temporary calainilies which may assail us, let us swear, 
upon the altar of our country, to SAVE THE Union.” 


Mr. JOHNSON, of Tennessee. Mr. Presi- 
dent, I subscribe most heartily to the sentiment 
presented by the Richmond Enquirer of Novem- 
ber 1, 1814. Then it was declared by that high 
authority that the Union was to be saved; that 
those persons who were putting themselves in op- 
position to the law were traitors, and that their 
treason should be punished as such. Now, sir, 
what is treason? ‘The Constitution of the United 
States defines it, and narrows it down toa very 
small compass. The Constitution declares that 
“treason against the United States shall consist 
only in levying war against them, or in adhering 
to their enemics, giving them aid and comfort.” 
Who are levying war upon the United States? 
Who are adhering to the enemies of the United 
States, giving them aid and comfort? Does itre- 
quire a man to take the lantern of Diogenes, and 
make a diligent search to find those who have been 
engaged in levying war against the United States? 
Will it require any very great research or obser- 
vation to discover those who have been adhering 
to those who were making war against the Uni- 
ted States, and giving them aid and comfort? If 
there are any such in the United States they ought 
to be punished according to law and the Consti- 
tution. [Applause in the galleries, which was 
suppressed by the Presiding Officer, Mr. Firen 
in the chair.] Mr. Ritchie, speaking for the Old 
Dominion, used language that was unmistakable, 
that treason should be punished, springing out of 
the hotbed of the Hartford convention. It was all 
right to talk about treason then; it was all right to 
punish traitors in that direction. For myself, I 
care not whether treason be committed north or 
south; he that is guilty of treason is entitled to a 
traitor’s fate. 

But, Mr. President, when we come to examine 
the views of some of those who have been engaged 
| in this work, we find that the foundation of their 

desire to break up this Government dates beyond, 
and goes very far back of, any recent agitation of 
the slavery question. There are some men who 
want to break up this Government anyhow; who 
want a separation of the Union. There are some 
who have got tired of a government of the people. 
They fear the people. Take the State of South 
Carolina. Although she has had Senators on this 
floor who have acted a portion of the time with 
the Democratic party, and somctimes with no 
party, there is, in that State, an ancient anda fixed 
opposition toa government by the people. They 
have an early prejudice against this thing called 
democracy—a government of the people. They 
entertained the idea of secession at a very early 
day; it isno new thing with them; it has notarisen 
out of the slavery question and its recentagitation. 
Even to this good day, the people, the freemen 
of South Carolina, have never been permitted to 
vote for President and Vice President of the Uni- 
ted States. They have never enjoyed that great 
luxury of freemen, of having a voice in the selec- 
tion of their Chief Magistrate. 

I have before me an old volume. In the front- 
ispicee I find a picture of “ William Moultrie, 
Esq., late Governor of South Carolina, and major 
general in the American revolutionary war.” The 
book is entitled, ‘‘ Memoirs of the American Rev- 
olution, so far as it related to the States of North 
and South Carolina and Georgia;”’ and the author 
is William Moultrie. The Articles of Confeder- 
ation, it will be remembered, were adopted July 
9, 1778. South Carolina was one of the mem- 
bers of the Confederacy—a party to the compact. 
Charleston was besieged during the revolutionary 
war, in 1779, by the British. The defense of the 
town had been kept up for a considerable length 


sage to the British commander, desiring to know 
“on what terms he would be disposed to grant a 
capitulation.” The answer of Gencral Provost 
was submitted to the Governor, who summoned 
a council of war, and the result was the follow- 
ing message to the British commander: 


CHARLESTOWN, May 12, 1779. 
Sir: I cannot possibly agree to so dishonorable a propo- 
sal as is contained in your favor of yesterday; but if you 
will appoint an officer to confer on terms, 1 will send one 
to meet him, at such time and place as you fix on. 
I have the honor tobe, &e. WILLIAM MOULTRIE. 
i Brigadier General Provost. 


of time, and at last General Moultrie senta mes- į 


This is to be found on pages 43E and 432 of" 
Moultrie’s Memoirs. On:thélatter‘page hë says: 
« When the question was carried for giving up the town 
upon a neutrality, I will not say who was for the question; = 
but this I well remember, that Mr. John Edwards, one óf. 
the Privy Council, a worthy citizen, and a very respectable 
merchant of Charlestown, was so affected as to. weep, and 

said, ‘What! are we to give up the town at last? =. 

He says that he endeavored to get a message 
carried from the Governor and Council to General 
Provost. ‘Those to whom -he applied begged. to 
be excused; but finally he pressed them into a 
compliance. The message was: 

# To propose a neutrality during the war between Great 
Britain and America, and the question whether the State 
shall belong to Great Britain, or remain one of the United 
States, be determined by the treaty of peace between those 
two Powers.” 

The Governor, who was a major general, pro- 
posed a neutrality, and proposed to withdraw 
from the Confederacy, to desist from resistance ` 
to Great Britain, and leave it.to the two Powers, 
in making a treaty, to say whether they should 
remain a colony of Great Britain or be one of the 
United States. At this early day, South Carolina 
was willing to go back and be subjected to the 
Crown of Great Britain under King George III. 

Mr. WIGFALL. I ask the Senator merely to 
permit me to correct him as to a fact. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Tennessee. Ido not yield 
the floor. 

Mr. WIGFALL. I do not intend to interrupt 

ou 

, Mr. JOHNSON, of Tennessee. Ido not yield 

the floor. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Firon.) 
The Senator from Tennessee is entitled to the 
floor. 

Mr. WIGFALL. The Articles of Confedera- 
tion were formed in 1781; that is all, — : 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Tenneasce. I have them: 
before me: “Articles of Confederation and Per- 
petual Union;” and they end: ‘* Done at Phile- 
delphia, in the State of Pennsylvania, the 9th day 
of July, in the year of our Lord 1778.” f 

Mr. WIGFALL. They were ratified in 1781. 
If you will read history and inform yourself, you 
will not fall into so many errors: 1781 is the 
time; I know it. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Tennessee. Iwill just refer 
to the document. 

Mr. WIGFALL. While the Senator is look- 
ing over it, I will merely observe that I made the 
correction out of kindness to hima 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Tennessee. I always pre- 
fer having correct ideas, and selecting my own 
sources of information. [Laughter.] 

Mr. WIGFALL. The year 1781 was the time 
the Articles of Confederation were ratified. You 
were simply mistaken; that is all. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Tennessee. I do not accept 
the correction, nor have I very much respect for 
the motive that prompted it, Letthat be as it may, 
however, it does not change the great historical 
fact that at that day, instead of holding out with 
the other colonies who were members of the Con- 
federacy and engaged in the war, South Carolina 
was willing to enter into an agreement of neu- 
trality and go back under the protection of King 
George III. Lhave another document that I wish to 
read from;a book called ‘* The Remembrancer, or 
Impartial Repository of Public Events for the 
year 1780.” In that year the people of Charles- 
ton, a large number of them, in view of the dif- 
ficulties then upon the country, prepared an ad~ 
dress, which lask my friend from California, who 
reads so much better than I do, to read for me. 

Mr. LATHAM read, as follows: 

To their Excellencies, Sin Henry CLINTON, Knight of 
the Bath, General of his Majesty’s forces, and Manor 
ARBURTHNOT, Esg., Vice Admiral of the Blue, his Ma- 
jesty’s Commissioners to restore peace and good govern- 
ment in the several colonies in rebellion in North America: 


The humble address of divers inhabitants of Charles- 
town: 

The inhabitants of Charlestown, by the articles of capit- 
ulation, are declared prisoners of war on parole; bnt we, 
the underwritten, having every inducement to return to 
our allegiance, and ardently hoping speedily to be read- 
mitted to the character and condition of British subjects, 
take this opportunity of tendering to your Excellencies our 
warmest congratulations on the restoration of this capital 
and province to their political connection with the Crown 
and Government of Great Britain ; an event which will add 
luster to yoar Excellencies’ characters, and, we trust, en- 
tide you to the most distinguishing mark of the royal favor. 
Although the right of taxing America in Parliament excited 
considerable ferment in the minds of the people of this 
province, yetit may, with a religious adherence to truth, be 
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affirnied that they did not entertain. the most distant thought 
of dissolving the union that so happily subsisted between 
them and their parent country ; and when, in the progress of 
that fatal controversy, the doctrine of independency (which 
originated in the more northern colonies) made its appear- 
ance among us, our nature revolted at the idea, and we look 
back. with the. most painful regret on those convulsions that 
gave. existence to a power of subverting a constitution for 
which we always had, and ever shall retain, the most pro- 
found veneration, and substituting in its stead a rank de- 
moeracy, which, however carefully digested in theory, on 
being reduced into practice: has exhibited a system of ty- 
rannic domination only. to be found among the uneivilized 
part of mankind or in the history of the dark and barbarous 
ages of antiquity. 

We sincerely lament that, after the repeal of those stat- 
utes which gave riseto the troubles in America, the over- 
tures made by his Majesty’s:‘Commissioners, from time to 

atime, were-notregarded: by our-late rulers. ‘To tbis fatal 
inattention are to be attributed those calamities which have 
involved our country in a state of misery and ruin from 
which, however, we trust it will soon emerge, by the 
wisdom’ and clemency of his Majesty’s auspicious Govern- 
ment, and the influences of prudential laws, adapted to the 
nature of the evils we labor under; and that the people will 
be restored to those privileges, in the enjoyment whereof 
their former felicity consisted. 

Animated with these hopes, we entreat your Excellen- 
cies’ interposition in assuring his Majesty that we shalt 
glory in every occasion of manifesting that zeal and affec- 
tion for his person and Governinent with which gratitude 
can inspire a free and joyful people. 

Charlestown, June 5, 1780. 

{Signed by two hundred and ten of the principal inhab- 
itants.J—The Remembrancer, part 2, 1780; page 84. 


Mr: JOHNSON, of Tennessee. It will be seen, 
from these two documents, what the early notions 
of the people of South Carolina were. There 
never was, and I doubt very much whether, with 
a large portion of them, there ever will: be, any 
ideas of the people governing themselves. ‘They 
had a great aversion at that day to the idea of a 
government of the people. It was repudiated; 
and in the document which has just been read, 
signed by two hundred and ten citizens of Charles- 
ton, they proposed to pass back under the British 
Government. This carrics out the previous prop- 
osition to remain with Great Britain by treaty 
stipulation, and not go through the revolutionary 
struggle with the colonies with whom they had 
formed a confederation. 

Again: in 1833, under the pretense of resist- 
ance to the operation of our revenue system and 
to a protective tariff, they wanted to break up the 
Government. They were overruled then. Their 


pride was wounded by that failure; and their de- | 


termination was increased, whenever it was in 
their power, to break up this Union, or go out of 
the Government. This fecling, I have no doubt, 
has existed there from that period to the present 
time. When we turn to the debates which re- 
céntly took place in the South Carolina conven- 
tion, we find.that Mr. Maxey Gregg, Mr. Rhett, 
and others, said that their reason for going out of 
. the Union now dates as far back as forty years; 
some of them said thirty years, and some twenty. 
Mr. Gregg said, in the South Carolina conven- 
tion, on the 21st of December last: 

“Tf we undertake to set forth all the enuses, do we not 
dishonor the memory of all the statesmen of South Caro- 
lina, now departed, who commenced forty years ago a war 
against the tariff and against internal improvements, saying 
nothing of the United States Bank, and other measures, 
which may now be regarded as obsolete.” 


Mr. Rhett, on the 24th of December, said: 


‘The secession of South Carolina is not an event of a 
day. 


Itis not anything produced by Mr. Lineoln’s elec- | 


tion, or by the non-exccution of the fugitive slave law. It j 
has been a matter which has been gathering head for thirty 
| 


years,?? 

Hence we see that.there is a design with some 
to break up this Government without reference to 
the slavery question; and the slavery question is 
by them madea pretense for destroying this Union. 
They have at length passed their ordinance of 
secession; they assume to be out of the Union; 
they declare that they are no longer a member of 
the Confederacy. Now what are the other States 
called upon todo? Are the other States called 


upon to make South Carolina an exemplar? Are | 


those slave States who believe that freemen should 
govern and that freemen can take care of slave 


property, to be “ precipitated into a revolution”? | 


by following the example of South Carolina? 


Wili they do it? What protection, what security | 


will Tennessee, will Kentucky, will Virginia, will 


Maryland, orany other State, reccive from South | 


Carolina by following her example >. What pro- 
tection can she give them? On thecontrary, she 
indulges in a threat towards them—a threat that 


if they do not imitate her example and come into | 


a new confederacy upon her terms, they are to be 


put under the ban, and their-slave property to be 
subjected to: restraint. and restriction. What pro- 
tection can South Carolinagive Tennessee? Any? 
None upon the face of the earth 

Some of the men who are engaged in the work 
of disruption and dissolution, want ‘Tennessee 
and Kentucky and Virginia to furnish them with 
men and money in the event of their becoming 
engaged in a war for the conquest of Mexico. 
The Tennesseeans and Kentuckians and Virgin- 
ians are very desirable when their men and their 
money are wanted; but what protection does 
South Carolina give Tennessee? If negro prop- 
erty is endangered in Tennessee, we have to de- 
fend it and pay for it—not South Carolina, that 
has been an apple of discord in this Confederacy 
from my earliest recollection down to the present 
time, complaining of everything, satisfied with 
nothing. ee not intend to be invidious, but I 
have sometimes thought that it would be a com- 
fort if Massachusetts and South Carolina could be 
chained together as the Siamese twins, separated 
from the continent, and taken out to some remote 
and seckuided part of the ocean, and there fast 
anchored, to be washed by the waves, and to be 
cooled by the winds; and after they had been 
kept there a sufficient length of time, the people 
of the United States might entertain the proposi- 
tion of taking them back. [Laughter.] They 
seem to have been the source of dissatisfaction 
pretty much ever since they were in the Confed- 
eracy;and some experiment of this sort, I think, 
would operate beneficially upon them; but as they 
are here, we must try to do the best we can with 
them. 

So much, Mr. President, for South Carolina and 
Louisiana in this struggle. I do not think they are 
setting examples very worthy of imitation. But, 
sir, the speech that I made on the 19th of Decem- 
ber seems to have produced some little stir; and 
among other distinguished Senators, the Senator 
from Oregon [Mr. Lane] felt it his duty, late in 
the evening, to make a reply to me. Ido not see 
why it was called for from the Senator from Ore- 
gon. I did not know that I had said anything 
that was offensive to him; it was not my inten- 
tion to do so; it was an inadvertence, if I did. I 


felt that I had just come out of a campaign in | 


which I had labored hard, and in which I had ex- | 
pended my money and my time in vindicating | 


him and the present Vice President, who was a 
candidate for the Presidency, from the charge of 
favoring secession and disunion. Through the 
dust and heat, through the mud and rain, { trav- 
ersed my State, meeting the charge of the Opposi- 
tion that secession was at the bottom of this move- 
ment; that there was a fixed design and plan to 
break up this Government; that it started at 
Charleston, and was consummated at Baltimore; 
and the charge was made that my worthy friend 
—if I may be permitted to call him such; [thought 
I was his friend then—was the embodiment of 
disunion and secession. I met the charge. I 
denied it. I repudiated it. I tried to convince the 
people—and I think I did succeed in convincing 
some of them—that the charge was untrue; and 
that he and Mr. Breckinridge were the two best 
Union men in the country. I did not see what 
there was in my speech that should extort reply 
from him, who resided away North. I had not 
come in conflict with anything that he had said or 
done. When he was striking these blows at me 
without cause, I thought it was, at least, unkind. 
l may not have defended him to his entire satis- 
faction. It so turned out that we were unfortu- 
nate; we were defeated; but I was willing to stand 
like a man; to stand upon the Constitution and 
the Union, and, if Í must fall, fall decently. Af- 
ter I had gone through the canvass; after I had 
defended the Senator, and sustained him with my 
voice and my vote, I thought it was strange that 
he should attack me in the manner he did. I felt 
like replying to him, on the spur of the occasion; 
but it was late in the evening, and by the time he 
had concluded, the Senate was tired out, and I 
declined going on. I preferred to let it pass, and 
submit to all the wrong and injury inflicted upon 
me. In his speech upon that occasion, the Sena- 
tor from Oregon made use of the following lan- 
guage: 

“ He [alluding to myself] has spoken very handsomely 
of the gallant conduct of that glorious bang, the northern 
Democracy of the country, who, though in a minority at 


home, have struggled for the rights of their southern breth- 
ren—~for the equality and rights of all the States. I belong 


to that portion of the people of this country j.ang I will say 
to that honorable gentleman that while they struggle for the- 
constitutional rights of the other States of the Union, as 
they have always done, and as they will continue to do, 
there is one thlig that they will not do: they will not march 
under his banner to strike down a gallant, chivalrous, and 
generous people contending for rights. that have been re- 
fused them by the other States of this Union. They will 
not march with-him under his bloody banner, or Mr. Lin- 
coins, to invade the soil of the gallant State of South Car- 
olina when she may withdraw trom a Confederacy that has 
refused her that equality to which she is entitled, asa mem- 
ber of the Union, under the Constitution. On the contrary, 
when he orany other gentleman raises that banner and at- 
tempts to subjugate that gallant people, instead of march- 
ing with him, we will meet him there, ready to repel him 
and his forces. He shall not bring with him the northern 
Democracy to. strike down a people contending for rights 
that have been refused them in a Union that ought to rec- 
ognize the equality of every member of the Contederacy.”? 


J do not know that I used any argument that 
should have caused a reply like that. Did any- 
j body hear me talk about a bloody battle? Did 
anybody hear me talk about going down. upon 
South Carolina? Did anybody hear me speak 
about coercing a State? No. 

Mr. LANE. Will the Senator allow me a 
word? 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Tennessee. I would rather 
go on, sir. Why, then, answer positions I did 
; not assume, or attribute to me language that I did 
not use? Was itin the speech? No. Why, then, 
use language and assign a position to me which, 
if not intended, was calculated to make a false im- 
pression? What called it forth? What reason 
was there for it? I saw the consternation which 
was created. J looked at some of their faces, I 
knew that I had stirred up animosity, and it was 
important that somebody from another quarter 
should make the attack. If the attack had been 
upon what I said or upon the position I had as- 
sumed, I should have no cause to complain; and 
1 do not complain now. Sir, as young as I am, 
I have lived down some men. If have survived 
many misrepresentations. I feel that I have a 
conscience and a heart that will lead me to do it 
again. But when I had said nothing, when I had 
; done nothing, to be struck by him whom I have 
vindicated, I might well have exclaimed, “ That 
was the unkindest cut of all.” 

Again: the Senator said: 

“Tf it should come unfortunately upon this country, in- 
augurated by a tyrant, who would like to conquer and hold 
American citizens as vassals, then } will say to that coward 
who would do it, ‘You will walk over your humble ser- 
vant’s body first? Lshall never cooperate with any portion 
of this country, North or South, that would strike down a 
people contending for their rights.” p 

I march down upon South Carolina! Did I 
propose any such thing? No. War is not the 
natural element in my mind; and, as Í stated in 
that speech, my thoughts were turned on peace, 
and noton war. I want no strife. I want no war. 
In the language of a denomination that is numer- 
ous in thecountry, I may say I hate warand love 
peace. . I belong to the peace party. I thought, 
when I was making that speech, that I was hold- 
ing out the olive branch of peace. I wanted to 
give quiet and reconciliation to a distracted and 
excited country. That was the object I had in 
view. War, I repeat, is not the natural element 
of mymind, I would rather wear upon my gar- 
ments the tinge of the shop and the dust of the 
field, as badges of the pursuits of peace, than the 
| gaudy epaulet upon my shoulder, or a sword 
| dangling by my side, with its glittering scabbard, 
the insignia of strife, of war, of blood, of carnage; 
sometimes of honorable and glorious war. . But, 
sir, I-would rather see the people of the United 
States at war with every other Power upon the 
habitable globe, than to be at war with each other. 
If blood must be shed, let it not be shed by the 
people of these States, the one contending against 
the other. 

But the Senator went on still further in that dis- 
cussion. Why it was necessary to follew up his 
attack upon me, I cannot tell. Alluding to. the 
Senator from Tennessee, he said: 

“He took occasion to give an account of the action of the 
Senate upon certain resolutions introduced here, setting 
forth the principles that were made the issue in the late 
contest, and that were overridden and trodden down. He 
called the attention of the Senate to a proposition intro- 
dueed by the honorable Senator from Mississippi [Mr. 
Brown] to declare that now is the time for action; thata 
law ought to be passed at this time protecting property in the 
Territories. ‘Though it was my opinion then that if would 


have been well to pass such a law, yet that Senator knew, 
and so did every other one, that it was impossible in this 


Congress to pass such a law. We mighthave passed such 
i a bill through this body, but it could never have passed the 
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other, Then it wasour duty, as it was our privilege, to set 
forth the principles on which this Government reposéd, and 
which must be maintained, or the Government cannot exist. 
They were the principles upon which this great batile was 
fought, that resulted in the election of Mr. Lincom.” 
Before I take up that proposition in connection 
with what I said before, I wish to say here that, 
had the Senator avowed the doctrine prior to the 
last presidential election that he avowed here in 


reply to me, expressing his secession and dis- | 


union sentiments, J give it as my opinion that he 
could not have obtained ten thousand votes in the 
State of Tennessee in the last election, and I think 
I know what Isay. I give that, however, simply 
as my opinion. . 

But to come back to the point at which the Sen- 
ator speaks of the resolutions introduced by the 
Senator from Mississippi, [Mr. Davis.] I had 
referred to those resolutions to show that there 
was no occasion for this immediate secession with- 
out giving the people time to think or understand 
what-was to be done. I thought so then, and I 
think so now; and I want to show what the Sen- 
ator’s views were then, and see what has brought 
about such a change upon his mind since. We 
find that while those resolutions were under con- 
sideration, Mr. Curneman offered an amendment, 
to come in after the fourth resolution, to insert the 
following: 

“ Resolved, That the existing condition of the Territories 
of the United States does not require the intervention of 
Congress for the protection of property in slaves. 

“On the question to agree to the amendment proposed 
by Mr. Brown, to wit: Strike out of the amendment the 
word ‘not,’ 

“It was determined in the negative—yeas Ay nays 43.2? 

Now, by striking out the word “ not,” itmakes 
the resolution read: 

“ Resolved, ‘That the existing condition of the Territories 
of the United States does require the intervention of Con- 
gress for the protection of property in slaves.?? 

Mr. Brown, of Mississippi, moved to strike 
out the word * not,” thereby making it read that 
the condition of the Territories does require the 
protection of Congress for slave property; and 
upon the yeas and nays being taken on that mo- 
tion to strike out the word “not,” there were— 
yeas 5, nays 43. 

On motion of Mr. CLINGMAN, 

“The yeas and nays being desired by one fifth of the 
Senators present, 

“ Those who voted in the affirmative are: Messrs. Brown, 
Clay, Iverson, Johnson of Arkansas, Yulee. 

“Those who voted in the negative are: Messrs. Benja- 
min, Bigler, Bingham, Bragg, Bright, Chandler, Chesnut, 
Clark, Clingman, Collamer, Crittenden. Davis, Dixon, Doo- 
little, Fitzpatrick, Poot, Green, Gwin, Hale, Hamlin, Ham- 
mond, Hemphill, Hunter, Johnson of Tennessee, Kennedy, 
Lane, Latham, Mallory, Mason, Nicholson, Pearee, Polk, 
Powell, Pugh, Rice, Scbastian, Slidell, Ten Eyck, Toombs, 
Trumbull, Wade, Wigfall, Wilson.” 

Thus, forty-three Senators recorded their vote 
during the last session of Congress that it was 
not necessary to pass a law to protect slavery in 
the Territories. The Senator from Oregon, in 


connection with other Senators, under the solemn | 


sanction of an oath, declared that it was not ne- 
cessary to pass laws for the protection of slavery 
in the Territories. What right has South Caro- 
lina lost since the last session? What right has 
any State lost since the last session of Congress? 
You declared that it was not necessary to pass a 
law to protect them in the enjoyment of their 
property in the Territories; and now, forsooth, 
in the short space of two or three moons, you 
turn around and tell the country that States are 
justified in going out of the Union because Cont 
gress will not pass a law to protect them in the 
enjoyment of their property in the Territories, 
when you said it was not necessary! That is 
what I call driving the nail in. [Laughter.] 1 
willremark, as I go along, that the eloquent and 
distinguished Senator who made his valedictory 
here yesterday, on retiring from the Senate, voted 
for that identical resolution. This protection was 
not necessary then. They said it was wholly 
unnecesary. But since that, they have waked up 


to a sense of its necessity, and resolved to secede | 
To this same prop- | 
osition Mr. ALBERT G. Brown offered an amend- | 
ment. Mark you, this is the 25th day of May, | 


if it should not be granted, 


1860; and that is not long ago: 

“On motion by Mr. Brown, to amend the resolution by 
striking out all after the world ‘resolved,’ and in lieu 
thereot, inserting: ” 

i wish I had the whole continent here to hear 
this paragraph. 

“That experience having already shown that the Con- 


stitution and the common law, unaided by statutory enact- 
ment, do not afford adequate and sufficient protection to 
slave property; some of the Territories having failed, others 
having refused to pass such enactments, it has become the 
duty of Congress to interpose and pass such laws as will 
afford to slave property in the ‘Perritories that protection 
which is given to other kinds of property.” 

That is a pretty clear proposition. Upon that, 
Mr. Brown made an argument, showing the num- 
ber of slaves in the Territories, and the action of 
the Legislatures, and concluded that if the time 
ever would arrive, it was then before Congress, 
and they should passa law on the subject. What 
was the vote upon that? How does it stand? 
We find, after an argument being made by Mr. 
Brown, showing that the necessity did exist, ac- 
cording to his argument, the vote upon the prop- 
osition stood thus: The question being taken by 
yeas and nays, it was determined in the negative 
—yeas 3, nays 42. 

Forty-two Senators voted that you did not need 
protection; that slavery was not in danger. 

“The yeas and nays being desired by one fifth of the 
Senators present, 

& Those who voted in the affirmative are: Messrs. 
Johnson of Arkansas, Mallory.” 

There were only three. Who said it was not 
necessary? Who declared, under the solemn sane- 
tion of an oath, that protection was not needed ? 

“Those who voted in the negative, are: ‘* Messrs. Ben- 
jamin? — 

Ah! Yes; Bexsamin!— 

“Bigler, Bragg, Bright, Chesnut, Clark, Clay, Clingman, 
Crittenden, Davis, Dixon, Doolittle, Fitzpatrick, Foot, 
Foster, Green, Grimes, Gwin, Hamlin, Harlan, Hemphill, 
funter?— 

Honrer, of Virginia, also !— 

“Iverson, Johnson of Tennessee, Lane.” 

Ah! [Laughter.] Yes, Lanz, of Oregon, voted 
on the 25th day of last May, that slavery did not 
need protection in the Territories. Now he will 
get up and tell the American people and the Sen- 
ate that he is for a State seceding, and for break- 
ing up the Government, because they cannot get 
what he swore they did not need. (Laughter.] 
That is what I call putting the nail through. 
{Laughter in the galleries.] 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Firen in 
the chair.) The galleries must preserve order. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Tennessee. Then, after 
voting that it was not necessary to have a prop- 
osition to protect slavery in the ‘Territories, the 
original proposition, as amended, was adopted by 
a vote of 35 yeas to 2 nays; thus voting all the 
way through, even to the final action of the Senate, 
that no such protection was necessary. You have 
not got protection, your rights, your equality; and 
then you tell me that I have done you injustice by 
defending you against the charge that you were in 
favor of a dissolution of the Union! “Even if you 
approved it, it would only show that I was mis- 
taken. You deceived me that time; that was your 


Brown, 


that occasion, in reference to the act of ratification 
of the Constitution by the State of Virginia, that 
so far as I was capable of examining it, Virginia 
had made no reservation, no condition, in her rat- 
ification of the Constitution of the United States, 
I had examined the question; I had Jooked at all 
the authorities that could be found upon the sub- 
ject, and I could find no warrant for the asser- 
tion; but still the Senator from Oregon, in his reply 
to me, spoke with great familiarity of the pro- 
ceedings of that convention ratifying the Consti- 
tution, as though he understood it; and withgreat 
confidence said it had made areservation. I will 
read what he said: 

«That gallant old State of Virginia, that glorious Otd i 
Dominion, made a condition upon whieh she adopted the į 
Constitution. It became a portion of the compact. And 
not only Virginia, but New York, made the same condition 
when she adopted the Constitution; and Rhode Island 
also.?? 

He spoke with great confidence in this reply to | 
me. He then said: 

“ Now, I would ask the honorable Senator from Tennes- | 
see, if the time has not arrived when these States ought to | 
resume the powers conferred on a Federal Government; 
or if it has not, { should like to know when the time ean | 
come.” ! 

After declaring under the solemn sanction of an | 
oath that no protection was needed, and nothing 
else has since transpired, he wants to know when 
| the time will come, if it has not come, that they 
|| will be justified in breaking up this Confederacy? 
I saw a good deal of the confusion that was Kere 


fault. The nexttime it will bemine. Lassumed,on | 


that evening; the books were run around and fig- | 
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ured about. Sometimes a man hada great~deal 
better read a ‘thing’ and ‘understand it before’ he 
pitches into it. I will not say that thatis the case 
with the honorable Senator, ford should proceed 
upon the idea that he was laboring under the ii. 
pression that he understood it'exactly. “It isnot 
a very uncommon océurrence to be mistaken. 
Sometimes the mistake results froma want of ex- 
amination ; sometimes from an incapacity to under- 
stand the subject, and various other catises. So 
it is that it occurs very frequently we labor under 
false impressions. We find when we come to 
ject of the ratification of the Con- 


examine this subj 
sutution by Virginia, that a committee was ap- 
pointed in the convention of Virginia, and that 
that committee reported a set of resolutions. They 
reported one resolution in lieu of the preamble 
That resolution is as follows: . 

“ Resolved, That previous to the ratification of the new 
Constitution of Government recommended by the Jate Fed- 
eral convention, a declaration of rights, asserting-and secur- 
ing from encroachment the great principles of civil and 
religious Jiberty, and the inalienable rights of the people, 
together with amendments to the most exceptionable parts 
of the said Constitution of Governinent, ought to be referred 
by this convention to the other States inthe American Con- 
federacy for their consideration.”—Zuliot’s Debates on the 
Federal Constitution, vol. 8, p. 653. x 

Here wasa proposition making conditions; and 
upon a vote toadopt this amendmentit was voted 
down—ayes 80, noes 88. Then what follows? 
The committee reported an ordinance adopting 
the Constitution of the United States; but in their 
ordinance they go on and make a kind of pream- 
| ble, or a whereas, a declaration as to their under- 
standing —not conditions, not reservations—but a 
declaration of their understanding. What do they 
say: 

“ We, the delegates ofthe people of Virginia, duly elected 
in pursuance of a recommendation from the General As- 
sembly, and now met in convention, having fully and freely 
investigated and discussed the proceedings of the Federal 
convention, and being prepared as well as the most mature 
deliberations bath enabled us, to decide thereon”? 

Now, mark you— 

“ do, in the name and in the behalf of the people of Vir- 
ginia, declare and make known, that the powers granted 
under the Constitution, being derived from tie people of 
the United States, he resumed by them whensoever the 
same shall be perverted to their injury or oppression, == 
Eltiot’s Debates on the Federal Constitution, vol. 3, p. 656. 

They declare, in behalf of Virginia, that the 
powers of the Constitution are derived from the 
people of the United States, to “be resumed by 
them whenever they shall be converted to their 
injury or oppression.’? Who is to resume them? 
The people of the United States. That idea was 
always inculcated by James Madison. ‘What 
more do they say? This is not the ratifying 
clause. They say: 

“ With these impressions?— 

Not these conditions, not these reservations— 

“ With these impressions, with a solemn appeal to the 
Searcher of hearts, for the purity of our intentions, and 
under the conviction that whatsoever imperfections may 
exist in the Constitution, ought rather to be examined in 
the mode prescribed therein, than to bring the Union into 
danger by delay with a hope of obtaining amendments pre- 
vious to the ratification.” 

Now comes the ordinance of adoption; and 
what is it: 

“We, the said delegates, in the name and behalf of the 
people of Virginia, do, by these presents, assent to and rat- 
ify the Constitution, recommended on the 17th day of Sep- 
tember, 1787, by the Federal Convention, for the govern- 
ment of the United States; hereby announcing toal whom 
it may concern that the said constitution is binding upon 
the said people, according to an authentic copy hereunto 
annexed in the words following.?? Elliot's Debates on the 
Federal Constitution, vol. 3, p. 656. 

Is there any reservation or condition there? It 
seems to me that the sight of a man would be 
tolerably keen that could see a_condition there. 
When was this? We find that Virginia adopted 
thaton Tuesday, June 26,1788. When did South 
Carolina come into the Union? Before Virginia 
did. If Virginia made a condition, South Caro- 
lina was already in. How many States were in? 
The covenant was formed and had been ratified 
by nine States before Virginia came into the 
Union. The idea of Virginia appending condi- 
tions after the Government was formed and the 
Constitution ratified by nine States! r 

But, to make this thing more clear, Mr. Madi- 
son, while in New York, received a letter from 
Mr. Hamilton, stating that he had some doubts 
| as to the ratification of the Constitution by New 
York; that they wanted some conditions, and one 
condition was, thatthey might have the privilege to 
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recede.within. five or seven years in the event cer- 
tain amendments were not adopted to. the Consti- 
tution: I should have. remarked, before passing 
to this, that they adopted it, not wanting delay, 
_and.then went in the same committee to report a 
long list of amendments to be submitted, and 
some of them were ratified afterwards by the dif- 
ferent States. Mr. Madison writes, in reply to 
Mr. Hamilton, and tells him, if the Constitution 
is adopted, it must be adopted in toto, without 
reservation or condition. Iam inclined to think 
Mr. Madison had some idea of this ordinance. I 
think he understood it. Here is his letter. That 
ordinance was adopted in Virginia, on June 26, 
1778, and, in. reply to Mr. Hamilton, in the fol- 
lowing July, Mr. Madison said: 
` «The idea of reserving a right to withdraw was started 
at Richmond, and considered as a conditional ratification, 
which was itself abandoned as worse than a rejection.” 

Does not that show that I have put the correct 
interpretation upon it? James Madison under- 
stood it as being an abandonment. I would as 
soon rely upon his construction of the ordinance 
that brought Virginia into the Union as I would 
on that of the distinguished Senator from Oregon. 
I am inclined to think he was quite as familiar 
with the history of that transaction and with the 

whole subject as the Senator from Oregon, with 
all his familiarity and astutencss on the subject. 
So much in answer to that portion of the Sena- 
tor’s argument. We find upon an examination, 
as E before remarked, that nine States had ratified 
the Constitution before. Virginia came in. New 
York, North Carolina, and Rhode Island came in 
afterwards, Mr. Madison so understood it. The 
fathers of the Republic so understood it. The 
country so understand it. Common sense so un- 
derstands it. Practicability so understands it. 
Everything that pertains to the preservation and 
salvation of the Government go understands it, as 
contradistinguished from the admission of this 
doctrine of secession. 

But let us see how this matter travels along a 
little. ‘I'he Government.was formed; the Con- 
stitution was ratified; and after the Constitution 
was ratified and the Government in existence, 
there i8 provision made, for what? New States 
may be admitted into this Union, not upon an 
equality, at all; but, new States may be admitted 
into this Union, It being an express grant to 
admit, the exercise of a power, I say the Federal 
Government can exercise incidents that are ne- 
cessary and proper to carry the admission of 
States into existence upon such a basis as they 
believe the good of the Covorimeni demands. I 
am not so sure but the admission of a new State 
is plaċed upon a different ground to what was the 
admission of States coming in originally ratifying 
the Constitution. As the Senator seems to be so 
familiar with things of this sort, I will refer to 
the act admitting the State of Alabama: 

An act to enable the people of Alabama Territory to form 
a constitution and State government, and for the adinission 
of such State into the Union on an equal footing with the 
original States. (Approved March 2, 1819.) 

Be it enacted, §c., ‘Phat the inhabitants of the Territory 
of Alabama be, and they are herchy, authorized to form for 
‘themselves a constitution and State goverument, and to as- 
sume such name as they may think proper; aud that the 
said Territory, when formed into a State, shall be admitted 
into the Union upon the same footing with the original 
States, in all respects whatever. 

Here is the ordinance of Alabama accepting the 
term§ of the above act; passed 2d August, 1819: 

«This convertion, for and in behalf of the people inhab- 
iting this State, do accept the propositions offered by the 
act of Congress under which they are assembled ; and this 
convention, for and in behalf of the people inhabiting this 
State, do ordain, agree, and declare.” x x + £ 
“ Aud this ordinance is hereby declared irrevocable with- 
out the consent of the United States.” 

This act was declared irrevocable. They agreed 
to the conditions offered to them in the act of Con- 
gress with reference to the public lands and other 
subjects, and then the act of coming into the Union 
was declared irrevocable without the consent of 
the United States. Congress then passed an act 


accepting them upon the terms they imposed. | 


That was the compact. What has been done to 
Alabama? What great complaint has she? Why 
should she leave the Union in such hot haste? 
So much for that, sir. In the remarks that I 
made when J last addressed the Senate, I referred 
to the constitution of the State of Tennessee, 
which wasadopted in 1796, and their bill of rights, 
in which they declare that they would never sur- 
render or give up the navigation of the Missis- 
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; sippi to any people. .The Senator from Oregon, 
on that occasion, in reply to me, used the follow- 
ing language: ee . 

c Then he is concerned about the navigation of the Mis- 
sissippi river. He says that the great State of Tennessee 
and he, himself, are concerned about the navigation of that 
river. I believe it is recognized as the law of nations, as 
the law of all civilized nations, that a great inland sea run- 
ning through several Governments shall be open equally to 
all of them; and besides, as the honorable Senator from 
Louisiana said, there is no man in Louisiana that would 
think for a moment of depriving Tennessee of the right of 
navigating that great river. No, sir, nor Kentucky either, 
nor Indiana, nor Hlinois, nor any other State whose waters 
flow into that mighty stream. No such thing would ever be 
done.” ` 

That was the Senator’s declaration then, that 
nobody would question the right of those States 
to navigate that great inland sea. - He seemed to 
show great familiarity with international law. I 
took it for granted that he had read Grotius and 
Wheaton upon international law, and all the other 
authorities on the subject, for he spoke about it 
with great familiarity, as if he understood it well. 
How does the matter stand, sir? Before the 
printer’s ink that impressed his speech upon the 
paper is dry, we find an ordinance passed, as I 
remarked before, to-day, by the State of Louis- 
iana, declaring negatively that she has the right 
to contro] the navigation of that river under her 
act of secession. If the Senator had put himself 
| to the trouble, as I presume he did, or ought to 
have donc, to examine this subject, he would have 
found that the navigation of the Mississippi river 
has been a subject of negotiation for years upon 
years. He would have found that the navigation 
of various rivers throughout the world has been 
the subject of long, angry, and contested negotia- 
tion. While upon this point, I desire to present 
to the Senate an extract from a leading authority 
on this subject. I read from Wheaton’s Elements 
of International Law: 

“Phe territory of the State includes the lakes, seas, 
and rivers, entirely inclosed within its limits. ‘The rivers 
which flow through the territory also form a part of the 
domain, from their sources to their mouths, or as far as 
they flow within the territory, including the bays or estua- 
ries formed by their junction with the sea. Where a navi- 
gable river forms the boundary of coterminous States, the 
middie of the channel, or thalweg, is generally taken as the 
line of separation between the two States, the presumption 
of law being that the right of navigation is common to botit; 
but this presumption may be destroyed by actual proof of 
prior occupancy and long undisturbed possession, giving to 
one of the riparian proprictors the cxclusive title to the 
entire river. 

“Things of which the use is inexhaustible, such as the 
sea and running water, cannot be so appropriated as to ex- 
clude others from using these elements in any manner whieh 
does not occasion aloss or inconvenience to the proprictor. 
This is what is called an innocent use. Thus we have seen 
that the jurisdiction possessed by one nation over sounds, 
straits, and other arms of the sea leading through its own 
territory to that of another, or to other seas common to all 
nations, does not exclude others from the right of innocent 
passage through these communications. The same prin- 
ciple is applicable to rivers flowing {rom one State through 
the territory of another into the sca, or into the territory of 
a third State. The right of navigating, for commercial pur- 
poses, a river which flows through the territories of differ- 
ent States, is common to all the nations inhabiting the dif- 
ferent parts of its banks; but this right of innocent passage 
being what the text writers call an imperfect right, its ex- 
ercise is necessarily modified by the safety aud convenience 
of the State affected by it, and can only be effectually sc- 
cured by mutual convention regulating the mode of its ex- 
ercise. 

“Tt seems that this right draws after it the incidental 
rignt of using all the means which are necessary to the se- 
cure enjoyment of the principal right itself. Thus the Ro- 
man law, which considered navigable rivers as public or 
common property, declared that the right to the use of the 
shores was incident to that of the water; and that the right 
to navigate a river involved the right to moor vessels to its 
banks, to Jade and unlade cargoes, &c. The public jurists 
apply this principle of the Roman civil law to the same case 
between nations, and infer the right to use the adjacent 
land for these purposes, as means necessary to the attain- 
ment of the end for which the free navigation of the water 
is permitted.”— Wheaton’s Elements of International Law, 
part 2, chap. 4, pp. 252, 253, 254. 

Now, what are we told? That Louisiana, for 
which we paid $15,000,000, whose battles we 
fought, whose custom-houses, forts, arsenals, 
dock-yards, and hospitals we built,—in the exer- 
cise of the plenitude of her power, declares that she 
has control of the Mississippi, and such States 
may navigate that stream as are on friendly rela- 
tions with her, she being the judge. Is not this 
what the dogma of secession leads us to? We see 
where it carries us; we see in what it will end— 
litigation, war, and bloodshed. As I remarked 
before, as we approach and advance in the inves- 
tigation of the subject, we discover its enormities 
more and more. I repeat, it is the prolific mother 


| of anarchy, which is the first step to despotism 


itself. The Senator from Oregon seems not to be 
apprehensive at all; and yet, béfore his voice has 
done reverberating in the Hall, we have the open 
declaration that they intend to exercise the con- 
trol of the navigation of the Mississippi. Would 
it not have been better for Louisiana-~— 

Mr. LANE. I think the Senator ought to 
allow me to say a word. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Tennessee. I do not want 
to be interrupted. I certainly mean no discour- 
tesy at all to the Senator. f 

Mr. LANE. I only wish to say, in the way 
of explanation, that the people of New Orleans 
have had police regulations by which they have 
collected taxes to improve their wharves ever since 
New Orleans belonged to this country. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Tennessee. lt is a very 
common thing in all cities where there are wharves, 
either on the river or ocean, to have what is com- 
monly called a wharfage tax. We understand 
that. The navigation of the high seas and rivers 
is a different thing from paying wharfage and a 
little tax to defray the expense of keeping wharves 
and docks up. We understand all about that. 
That is a very different affair from placing bat- 
teries at this early day upon the banks of that 
great stream. 

Mr. LANE. That was against the common 
enemy. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Tennessce. I did not know 
we had any enemies in these States. I thought 
we were brothers, and were entitled to free trade 
from one extremity of this Confederacy to the 
other. I did not know that the people of Indiana 
and Illinois and Kentucky and Tennessee, going 
along down that river, had got to be enemies. 
suppose, however, when we look at these things 
our minds change and vary by varying circum- 
stances. When we are candidates for the Presi- 
dency, we feel more like brothers; but when we 
have made the experiment, and signally failed, I 
suppose the enemy’s line begins just at the line 
where our defeat was consummated. [Laughter 
and applause in the galleries.) 

The PRESIDING OFFICER called to order. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Tennessee. How long has 
it been since we were prepared to go to war with 
the most formidable Power upon earth because 
she claimed the right of search? We would not 
concede to Great Britain the right of searching 
our ships on the high seas; and yct what do we 
now see? Batteries placed upon the banks of the 
Mississippi to enforce the right of search. Do we 
not see where it will lead? Do we not all know 
in what it will end? 

Mr. HEMPHILL. 
adjourn. 

Mr. WIGFALL and Mr. LANE addressed 
the Chair. ~ 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Fircu.) 
Does the Senator from Tennessee yield the floor 
to the Senator from Texas, [Mr. Hemrnitn?} 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Tennessee. I do, for the 
purpose of making a motion to adjourn. 

Mr. LANE. I should be very glad if the Sen- 
ator could finish his speech to-day. The session 
is very short now. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Tennessee. That is all 
very true; and I do not ask any unreasonable in- 
dulgence from the Senate, [‘* Let us adjourn.’’] 
I have spoken and occupied as little time in the 
Senate as any other member in it. The Senator 
fiom Oregon has been on the floor at least four 
times to my once, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, The Senator 
from Texas has moved that the Senate adjourn; 
and that motion is not debatable. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. I made itsimply because 
the Senator is fatigued. 

Mr. LANE. lask the Senator to withdraw 
the motion. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Tennessee. 
for a motion to adjourn. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question 
is on the motion to adjourn. With the permis- 
sion of the Senator from Texas, the Chair will 
lay certain communications before the Senate be- 
fore the question is put. 

Mr. WIGFALL. Is the motion to adjourn 
withdrawn ? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. | It is not with- 
drawn. Itis pending, as the Chair understands. 

Mr. WIGFALL. Thereis a motion to adjourn 
pending, then? $ 


I move that the Senate 


I only yield 


1861. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair 
understands: the motion perfectly well; but. the 
Chair desires to have certain communications 
presented to the Senate before the motion is put. 


RESOLUTIONS OF KENTUCKY. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER laid before the 
Senate the following message from the President 
of the United States: . 

To the Senate and House of Representatives : 

I have received from the Governor of Kentucky certain 
resolutions adopted by the‘@eneral Assem bly of that Com- 
monwealth, containing an application to Congress for the 
call of a convention for proposing amendments to the Con- 
stitution of the United States, with a request that 1 should 
immediately place the same before that body. It affords 
me great satisfaction to perform this duty; and I feel quite 
confident that Congress will bestow upon these resolutions 
the careful consideration to which they are eminently en- 
titled, on account of the distinguished and patriotic source 
from which they proceed, as well as the great importance 
of the subject which they involve. 

JAMES BUCHANAN, 
WASHINGTON, February 5, 1861. 


The message and accompanying resolutions 
were ordered to lie on the table. 


COURT OF CLAIMS. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER laid before the 
Senate a letter from the chief clerk of the Court 
of Claims, transmitting decisions of the Court of 
Claims adverse to the claim of Thomas O. Self- 
ridge; the claim of Thankful Neagle, administra- 
tor of Enos Grannis; the claim of James Paxton, 
sxcoutor of John Jordon; and the claim of Moses 

ale. 

Also, decisions of the Court of Claims in favor 


of the claim of Constance Bateman and others; | 


the claim of Jacob P. Leese, assignee of Thomas 
O. Larkin, accompanied by the following bills: 

A bill for the relief of Constance Bateman and 
others; and 

A bill for the relief of Jacob 
of Thomas O, Larkin. 

The reports and bills were referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 


RECONSIDERATION OF A BILL. 


On motion of Mr. BAYARD, that the Senate 
reconsider the vote on the passage of the bill (H. 
R. No. 554) to extend the right of appeal from 
decisions of circuit courts to the Supreme Court 
of the United States— 

Ordered, That the further consideration thereof be post- 
poned to to-morrow, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator 
from ‘Texas moves thatthe Senate do now adjourn. 

Mr. BIGLER. Iask the Senator to withdraw 
the motion fora moment. [* Oh, no.’’} 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate 
adjourned. 


P. Leese, assignee 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Tvespay, February 5, 1861. 


The House met at twelve o’clock, m. Prayer 
y the Chaplain, Rev. Tuomas H. Srocxroy. 
he Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 


REPORT ON FOREIGN COMMERCE. 


The Speaker, by unanimous consent, laid be- 
fore the House a letter from the Secretary of 
State, transmitting the annual report on foreign 
commerce for the year 1860; which was laid upon 
the table, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. FLORENCE moved that five thousand 
extra copies of said report be printed. 


The motion was referred, under the rules, to | 


the Committee on Printing. 
CHARLES GORDON. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a 
communication from the clerk of the Court of 
Claims, returning, in compliance with the order 
of the House, the papers in the case of Charles 
Gordon, heretofore referred to said court. 

The papers were laid upon the table 


FREDERICK VINCENT, 


Mr. DUELL asked the unanimous consent of 
the House to offer the following resolution: 


Resolved, That the Committee of the Whole on the Pri- 
vate Calendar be discharged trom the further consideration 
of Senate bill No. 275, for the relief of Frederick Vincent, 
administrator of James La Caze, surviving partner of the 
finn of La Caze & Mallet, and that the same be recom- 
mitted to the Committee on Revolutionary Claims. 


Mr. THOMAS objected. 
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DELEGATE FROM IDAHO.. 


Mr. FARNSWORTH. I rise toa question of 
privilege. I desire to present the certificate of 
Hon. Charles L. Morgan, elected as Delegate 
from the Territory of Idaho; and I ask that it be 
referred to the Committce on Territories. 

Mr. COX. Lobject. There is no such Terri- 
tory in existence. . 

The SPEAKER. It can be received under the 
rules, and will be referred to the Committee on 
Territories. : 

Mr. SICKLES. Asa memorial? 

The SPEAKER. Yes, sir; as a memorial, 


STATE OF THE UNION. 


Mr. FRENCH presented the petition of sundry 
citizens of Thomaston, Maine, in relation to the 
present condition of public affairs; which was laid 
upon the table. 

Mr. CLARK, of Missouri, presented the peti- 
tion of sundry citizens of the State of Missouri, 
praying the adoption of the Crittenden proposi- 
tion; which was laid upon the tabie. 


LIABILITIES OF SHIP-OWNERS. 


Mr. ELY, by unanimous consent, introduced 
a bill to amend an act entitled “ An act to limit 
the liability of ship-owners, and for other pur- 
poses,” approved March 3, 1851; which was read 
a first and second time, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. . ` 


MOWRY BATES. 


Mr. BRAYTON. Iask the unanimous con- 
sent of the House to discharge the Committee of | 
the Whole House from the further congideration 
of a bill (H. R. No. 785) for the relief of 
Bates, of Rhode Island. 

Mr. FENTON I call for the regular order of 
business, 


SECESSION OF LOUISIANA. 


The SPEAKER. The Chair asks the permis- 
sion of the House to give the floor to the gentle- 
man from Louisiana, (Mr. Tayor,] who desires 


to make a few observations. 
No objection was made. 


Mr. TAYLOR. Mr. Speaker, I send to the 
Clerk’s desk, in order that it may be read, a copy 
of the ordinance of the State of Louisiana, by 
which she declares her connection with the Union 
now existing between the States to be dissolved. 
That ordinance was, I am told, received by the 
Senators from the State of Louisiana, on Satur- 
day last. It was not communicated to me, nor 
had I any knowledge of its having arrived in this 
city, till it was casually mentioned by a gentle- 
man whom I metin the court-room of the Supreme 
Court of the United States, yesterday morning, 
I then went into the Senate Chamber, and there 
the fact was announced that the ordinance had 
been passed, and an official copy of it was sent to 
the Secretary’s desk and wasread. I have taken 
the liberty of obtaining from the Senate an exact 
copy of that instrument, and J now ask permis- 
sion of the House, that the copy which I have pro- 
cured be read, and that when read, the House will | 
indulge me in saying somethidg on this most ex- 
traordinary and momentous occasion. 

The Clerk read, as follows: 


An.ordinance to dissolve the union between the State of Lou- 
isiana and other States united with her, under the compact 
entitled“ The Constitution of the United States of Amer- 
ica,” 

We, the people of the State of Louisiana, in convention 
assembled, do declare and ordain, and itis hereby declared 
and ordained, that the ordinance passed by us in convention 
on the 22d day of November, in the year 1811, whereby the 
Constitution of the United States of America, and the 
amendments of said Constitution, were adopted, and all 
laws and ordinances by which the State of Louisiana be- 
came a member of the Federal Union, be, and the same are 
hereby, repealed and abrogated; and that the union now 
subsisting between Louisiana and other States, under the 
nme OF the * United States of America,” is hereby dis- 
solved, 

We do further declare and ordain, that the State of Lou- | 
isiana hereby resumes all rights and powers heretofore del- 
egated to the Government of the United States of America; 
that her citizens are absolved from all allegiance to said || 
Government; and that she is in fall possession and exer- 
cise ofall those rights of sovereignty which appertain to a 
free and independent State. 

We do further declare and ordain, that all rights acquired |i 
and vested under the Constitution of the United States, or i 
any act of Congress, or treaty, or under any law of this 
State and not incompatible with this ordinance, shail re- 
main in force and have the same effect as if this ordinance 
had not been passed. 

The undersigned hereby certified that the above ordi- | 


Mowry |} 


nance is a true copy of the original ordinance adopted ths 

day by the convention of the State of Louisiana, £ BOR 
Given under my band and the great seal of Louisiana, at 

Baton Rouge, this 26th day of the inontli of January, inthe 


year of our Lord, 186L.- west oe, 
A. MOUTON,: 


L. 8. : 
a President of the Convention, 
J. Tuomas WHEAT, Secretary of the Convention. 3 

Mr. SPINNER. Has that. paper been re- 
seived, Mr. Speaker? and does it go on the Jour- 
nal? 

The SPEAKER. It doesnot. It is read. as 
part of the remarks of the gentleman from Lou- 
isiana. 

Mr. SPINNER. Well; I think itis hightime 
to puta stop to this countenancing of treason in 
the Halls of legislation. If I can object to it, I 
certainly do. 

The SPEAKER. The 
isiana will proceed, by unanimous consent. 

Mr. TAYLOR. Mr. Speaker, and gentlemen 
of the House of Representatives, the act which 
it is my purpose to perform, of withdrawing from 
this assemblage of the, Representatives of. the 
American people, in obedience to the will-of the 
people of my State, is one of no ordinary oceur- 
rence, and it isone which impresses me with feel- 
ings of the gravest and most profound anxiety. 
With the permission of the House, I will take the 
liberty of saying that-which occurs to my mind 
in regard to the condition in which we are now 
placed as a people, and in regard to what is before 
us in the future. I shall not east any look back- 
ward. Ishall make no observations on the occur- 
rences that have produced the results now before 
us. I shall only speak of the present position of 
this great country, and the future which is about 
to open upon us. ; f 

We, the Representatives of the greatest Repub- 
lic which the world has ever yet seen, the Repre- 
sentativesof a people who, in the ordinary course 
of Providence, were destined to become the great- 
est the world has ever yet known, are now wit- 
nessing the dissolution of a mighty frame of Gov- 
ernment. Within the last few weeks, we have 
seen State after State leaving this Union formed 
by our fathers for the common good of all. We 
know that that has been caused by differences of 
opinion between the inhabitants of two portions 
of this Confederacy—differences of opinion that 
have grown out of the change of sentiment aris- 
ing out of a change in the situation of the people 
ofa portion of the States. Without speaking of 
those circumstances, without speaking of the facts 
that have led to the display of these differences, 


gentleman from Lou- 


| it is enough for me to say that these differences 


are of such a character that the people of.a large 
portion of the United States, the people of a num- 
ber of the sovereign States, have arrived at the 
conclusion that they can no longer remain mem- 
bers of this Union with safety to themselves and 
totheir rights of property, unless changes are made 
in the constitutional law of the land which will 
meet the changes that have taken place in the sit- 
uation of a portion of our people—which will meet 
the changes that have taken place in the feelings 
and views ofa portion of the States, and restore 
the Union to the condition in which it was when 
it was framed, by erecting positive barriers which 
will restrain the action of the people, and of the 
departments of the Federal Government, within 
the boundaries set to that action by the public 
sentiment of the country when the Government 
went into operation. 

There are now pending before this House a 
variety of propositions reported from acommittee 
composed of members of all the States of which 
this Union consisted when this Congress assem- 
bled. Their passage has been urged on this House 
by different individuals, under the influence, un- 
doubtedly, of the most patriotic motives, in the 
expectation that their passage would be attended 
with public advantage, and would be likely to 
compose the differences that now divide us. Mr. 
Speaker, I was a member of that committee. I 
was one of those who dissented from the majority 
that reported these propositions to the House. 


| In a report which I presented as the organ of the 
i minority, I expressed the grounds of my dissent 


from the views of those who supported them in 
the committee, and now favor their adoption. My 
belief to-day is what it was then; and, in my judg- 
ment, standing in the position which I now oc- 
cupy, I owe it to myself, 1 owe it to the people 
of Louisiana, I owe it to you, and to the people of 
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the: United States, to declare it to be my solemn 
conviction that if every one of those measures: 


were to be now adopted by. the unanimous voice 
of the members of this House and of the Senate, 
that fact would produce no effect in arresting the 
current that is sweeping State after State out of 
this Confederacy. ; 

Many of these measures may be right in them- 
selves, but they propose no radical, no effectual 
remedies, no removal of the causes of difficulty. 
The admission‘of:a portion of the existing. ter- 
ritory of the United States into:the Union as a 
State establishes no principle, recognizes no-right, 
produces no result in the adjustment of this ques- 
tion—theterritorial quéstion—which has been the 
rain cause in bringing about the present condition 
of things. Ifithe the desire of gentlemen to reach 
the evil; to apply a vemedy to the disease; to heal 
these dissensions, and restore the Union to its old 
condition, they must look forward to the adoption 
of constitutional amendments, to changes in the 
organic law; to changes which will settle and put 
forever at rest all pretexts for the agitation of this 
sectional question, which has sowed the seeds of 
bitterness and hate between the North and South— 
the opposing portions of the Union. They must 
look forward to the adoption of constitutional 
amendments which will settle every one of the 

uestions on the firm basis of clear and well de- 
fined provisions in the orghnic law, and which 
will take away now and forever all pretexts for 
presenting to this House or the Senate petitions 
calculated to stir up the seeds of these dissensions 
and difficulties, which have at last resulted in 
placing us in the attitude which we now occupy 
in the eyes of the civilized world. 

If gentlemen, in view of the benefits which 
result to our people and to the world from this 
Union, cannot raise themselves to the height of 
those greatacts, then—and I say it with the deepest 
regret—in my view, the permanent dissolution of 
this Union is inevitable. It is vain for men to 
delude themselves with the expectation that the 
palliatives recommended by the majority of the 
committee ofthirty-three are going to remove deep- 
seated evils, tocure deeply-rooted diseases, and to 
restore to unity this broken Confederation. If 
there be not virtue enough and patriotism enough 
among the representatives'of the people here, and 
the representatives of the States in the otber end 
of the Capitol, to arrive at that decermination, and 
to ripen it into action by the adoption of consti- 
tutional amendments, the dissolution:of the Union 
is inevitable; and then we must be prepared, and 
you must be prepared, to mect another question 
=the question as to the position which the two 
sections of this Confederacy are to ocoupy with 
regard to cach other when the act of dissolution 
has become complete. 

Weowe it to ourselves, we owe itto the world, 
if we can no longer live together in peace, if we 
can no longer dwell together as brethren in unity, 
that, like the patriarchs of old, we should separate 
without contention; that if one goes north, the 
other shall go south; and that weshould dwetl— 
each portion of our people by themselves, and in 
their own tents—in peace. Is that to he the result? 
It is for the people of the northern States, and for 
the Representatives of the people of the northern 
States, to determine that question. Many say that 
if these States which have now declared, in the most 
solemn manner ever yet witnessed in the civilized 
world, theirdetermination to sever the bonds which 
have heretofore united them to the other States 
and made us one people, are to be permitted to 
do so, this Government ceases to be a Govern- 
ment. If gentlemen of the remaining States are 
under the impression that it is necessary to vindi- 
cate the fact that a Government exists, by the sub- 
jugation ofan unwilling people by theemployment 


of force, and should act upon that impression and || 


upon that view, what will be the result? Do they 
flatter themselves that what they express, when 


they say that the laws shall be enforced and the |i 


Union maintained, is to be accomplished by the 
operation of law, by the acts of the civil magistrate, 
by the quiet and peaceful execution of judgments 


i 
f 
| 
rendered by the courts-in the ordinary course of | 
f 
| 


judicial proceedings? Let them not flatter them- | 
selves that this is to take place. The people of 
those States which have taken a position of in- 
‘dependence, who declare their determination to 


maintain that independence by arms, will have re- 
course to those meang which nature and all human | 


society recognize as legitimate and proper to be 
employed by every people when their rights are 
invaded. ; 

But gentleman say. the. Constitution. was in- 
tended to be perpetual; that the Governments to 
be eternal: that no State can secede without the 
consent of her sister States. Mr. Speaker, I have 
no disposition to enter info a discussion upon the 
character of our Government or the right of States 
constitutionally to secede. But I say this: that it 
is a principle recognized by all the writers upon 
the public law of the world that have ever given 
their thoughts to mankind; that it is a principle 
recognized by the action:of this Government in 
all past time’ as a nation; that it is a principle 
which has always hitherto been recognized by 
the whole American people, that the right of rev- 
olution exists and is Inherent in the members of 
all organized communities. 

Mr. McKEAN. Ifthe honorable gentleman will 
indulge me, I desire to say that I know of many 
patriotic friends of the Union upon this floor who 
have desired for weeks to speak in behalf of the 
Union, who have not been able to get the floor. 
I now ask the Chair what question is before the 
House of which the gentleman from the seceding 
State of Louisiana is discussing. 

Mr. TAYLOR. Does the House give me per- 
mission to go on? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Loui 
iana is entitled to the floor.. : 

Mr. McKEAN. [rise to a question of order: 
that there is no question before the House upon 
which the gentleman from Louisiana can proceed 
with his rerharks. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Lonis- 
jana, abont to leave the House, desired to be heard, 
and the House gave permission. 

Mr. McKEAN. The gentleman from New 
York [Mr, Spivyer] made objection before the 
commencement of the gentleman’s remarks. 


S- 
. 


gentleman from New York to printing the paper 
presented by the gentleman from Louisiana, but 
he did not objet to the remarks of the gentleman. 
The gentleman from Louisiana will proceed. 

Mr. TAYLOR. Twas just proceeding to state 
that whatever might be the opinious of gentle- 
men in respect to abstract questions of constitu- 
tional law, there is but one opinion in the whole 
world in relation to the existence of the right of 
revolution That right has been shown to exist 
that right that we came into existence asa nation; 
and since our-cxistence asa nation it has been our 
settled policy to recognize the existence of that 
right everywhere. Any one who chooses to look 
into our national records will discover that, in 
every instance where a people have taken up arms 
for the purpose of vindicating their rights against 
a Government with which they had been con- 
nected, it has been the scttled practice of this 
Government to recognize them as an independent 
State whenever their authority, in fact, extended 
throughout their territorial limits; and that, too, 
notwithstanding the Government from which they 
separated still denied their independence, and con- 
tinued to assert their rights over them, 

Now, Mr. Speaker, what will be the condition 
of this people if the remaining portion of these 
States, in violation of that principle under which 
this Government came into existence, and in vio- 
lation of that principle which has been recognized 
by all the departments of the Federal Govern- 
ment during our whole existence as a nation, 
should choose to make use of violence and mili- 
tary foree for the purpose of preserving the se- 


| Why; sir, they will be engaged in war. It will 
not be action for the maintenance of the Union— 
the enforcement of the laws. It will be war— 
open, actual war. Great armies will be in the 
field; and this country, which has heretofore been 
engaged in the peaceful pursuits of life, for the 
creation of material wealth, for the advancement 


! ences, and for the promotion of the prosperity 
and happiness of its population, will be so no 
longer. Lt will be subjected to all the evils of war. 
| The two sections into which it will be divided 
will constitute two opposing nations as completely 
| as though they had never been united under one 


| gaged, not in laboring for. the advancement of 


The SPEAKER. Objection was made by the 


by all recorded history. It was by the exercise of. 


ceding States in thei: connection with the Union ? ; 


of civilization and the spread of the arts and scel- | 


| Government; and the people of each will be en- | 


their own interests, not in contributing the fruits 
of their industry to swell the commerce of the 
world; and to add to the comforts.and enjoyments . 
of mankind, but.in the work of seeing how much 
mischief they:can do to each other. Their sons 
will go to recruit armies to meet in hostile com- 
bat, and their substance will be consumed in pay- 
ing the taxes levied to keep armies in the field 
and fleets upon the sea, until, at last, after years, 
perhaps, of calamity and suffering, and when 
bowed down by the burdens which the necessi- 
ties of war will impose, and when overwhelmed 
with debt, they will be compelled to make peace 
from mere exhaustion, and leave the question be- 
tween the two sections just where it was when 
the war began. : 

But who can say that we would be allowed to 
go on in waging a war so senseless? When our 
Union has ceased to exist upon the solid founda- 
tions of the affections of all portions of the Ameri- 
can people, we shall descend at once from our 
rank among the nations of the earth. Our voice 
will then be no longer potential enough to pro- 
tect America from European intervention; and it 
may happen that our own affairs, if you of the 
North are mad enough to warupon your brethren 
because they are no longer willing to live with you 
under the same Government, may be the first to 
call for the interposition of European Powers in 
the common interest of mankind. And what a 
spectacle shall we then present to the world! We 
that forbade all European intervention on this 
continent—and whose prohibition was respected— 
compelled, by our weakness, to submit to it our- 
selves. And now, let me ask, will not England 
and France command the peace if you of the North 
determine on war? And will they not have the 
right to do so in their own interest and for yours? 
Owing to the peculiar condition in which we are 
placed, owing to the peculiar condition of that por- 
tion of the United States which has seceded from 
the remainder of the States, evils, of such a nature 
as the world never before saw, will shake your 
society, will shake the society of a large portion 
of the civilized world to their very foundations if 
such a war as that may bring on should be con- 
tinued but for a` single year. 

Mr. Speaker, the markets of the world are sup- 
plied by cotton grown upon our southern soil. 
To-day the industry of our northern brethren is 
supplied to the extent of millions by the raw ma- 
terial which it furnishes. 

Mr. STANTON. Will the gentleman from 
Louisiana allow me for a single moment? J sup- 
posed the gentleman from Louisiana, when he 
asked the indulgence of the House, desired to 
make some remarks, personal to himself, upon 
his withdrawal from the House; and with that 
understanding 1 certainly, for one, refrained to 
interpose objection. But I find he is going into 
an elaborate discussion of the differences arising 
out of the disturbed condition of the country, cer- 
tainly calling for a reply. I desire to state further, 
that to a gentleman speaking by unanimous con- 
sent, the hour rule does not apply. I hope the gen- 
tleman from Louisiana will not abuse the courtesy 
of the House by going into a general discussion 
of these questions. 

Mr. BOULIGNY. I hope gentlemen will not 
interfere with the right of my colleague to the 
floor. He is making his last speech upon this 
floor, before withdrawing from the House; and 
ns not think it is very polite to interfere with 

AM. 

Mr. TAYLOR. Those gentlemen who remain 
upon this floor will have an opportunity of speak- 
ing in reply to anything I may utter, if anything 
I may say may, in their opinion, deserve a reply. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Louis- 
iana is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. TAYLOR. I was proceeding to say that 
our northern brethren consume now in their man- 
ufactories some eight hundred thousand bales of 
cotton annually; that, by their industry and the 
employment of their capital, they give it a value 
which reaches the amount yearly of not less than 
$120,000,000. Cross the ocean, and in England 
there are nearly three million bales employed in 
her manufacturing establishments, to which Eng- 
lish capital and English labor give such a value 
that the fabrics made of it have a value in the com- 
merce of Great Britain which reaches to-day to ` 
at least $700,000,000. And upon the continent of 
Europe the value of the manufactures out of the 
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same product of the southern portion of these 
States, is not less than $400,000,000. Now, sir, 
this single southern staple forms the basis of such 
a portion of the products of the industry of the 
whole civilized world, that their value derived 
from the labor and capital employed in their cre- 
ation, taken in connection with the original cost 
of the raw material, reaches the amazing sum of 
upwards of twelve hundred million dollars! 

The fabrics which are made from it enter into 
the consumption of every family upon the globe 
that is within the reach of the operations of 
trade. They are essential to the comfort of mil- 
lions upon millions of the inhabitants of this earth. 
And I would ask, what will happen if these two 
great sections go to war? Why, sir, a great por- 
tion of the labor now given to the cultivation of 
cotton would be withdrawn. The production of 
cotton in the southern States would fall off at 
once to one half, perhaps one third, of what it 
now is. And why? The supplies of various 
kinds which they have heretofore drawn from the 
pastures and fields and from the mills and the 
workshops of once friendly States, then become 
enemies, would have to be supplied by our own 
labor, and thousands of strong arms and busy 
hands, now engaged in the culture of cotton, 
would have to be diverted to the growth of corn 
and wheat, and to the production of all the innu- 
merable articles that entcr into the daily consump- 
tion of a people. 

But this would not beall. Another portion still 
would have to be diverted from that culture for the 
production and supply of the munitions and mate- 
rial of war, and for the crection of works required 
for the purposes of defense at important strategic 

oints in theirterritories. The sea would no longer 

e covered with the ships employed to carry food 
to the spindles and the looms of other lands. And 
what would be the result? Such a wide-spread suf- 
fering among those who depend upon labor, such 
a wide-spread suffering among those who depend 
upon the interest of capital, as the world never 
witnessed since the world began. It would give 
a shock to the industry of the whole world. It 
would disturb all of the currents of trade. It 
would overwhelm all civilized communities in 
bankruptcy. It would subject every class of so- 
ciety, not only throughout America, but through- 
out Europe, to every species of suffering. If that 
state of things were to continue, what would be 
the condition of the world? . 

I know it has been suggested on the other side 
that there was an easy way of obtaining a supply 
of cotton in place of that now furnished by the 
southern States. I know that one gentleman [Mr. 
Wasunurn, of Wisconsin] referred to‘discov- 
eries made, as he said, upon the continent of 
Africa, which would open the way to obtaining 
an ample supply from that quarter of the world. 
I have given much attention to this subject, and 
I will venture to say that all the land that can be 
found upon that continent adapted to the profita- 
ble production of cotton, and which can be brought 
into cultivation for the next century, will not sup- 
ply as much cotton for the markets of the world 
as is yielded to-day by the labor ofa single county 
in the district represented by my friend from Ark- 
ansas, [Mr. Rusr.] I know it is said by some 
that the world may obtain a supply from India; 
but it is idle to say so. Do we notall know that 
for a third of a century the Government of Great 
Britain has been engaged in unsuccessful attempts 
to supply herself with that great staple from her 
possessions there? Persons experienced in the 
culture of cotton have been taken there from the 
southern States and large amounts of capital have 
been employed. The care and attention of the 
most intelligent cultivators have been called into 
their service. But, with what effect? Why, all 


efforts for its production in such quantities and of | 


such qualities ‘as would, in any material degree, 
enable them to supersede the necessity for Amer- 
ican cotton, by supplies to be obtained from that 
quarter, have been altogether abandoned. And it 
is now said by many that the invasion and con- 
quest of China will terminate in such a way as to 


48 


give the Powers engaged in that enterprise the 
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means of making that country an instrument for 
the supply of the deficiency which would follow 
any diminution in the cropsof America. But can 
any one having any discourse of reason suppose 
that will be so? China isa country now filled 
with hundreds of millions of people. Chinais a 
country in which that portion of the labor of its 
population which can be devoted to that purpose 
to-day, is scarcely sufficient to supply.it with the 
food necessary for the sustenance of her people. 
No year passes by in which famines do not occur 
in different portions ofthat vast Empire. A change 
may be made, it is true, in the character of the cot- 
ton which is now produced there; but its quantity 
cannot be materially increased, because the addi- 
tional labor which would be necessary for that 
purpose cannot be spored from the work of pro- 
viding the articles of food constantly required for 
the subsistence of the teeming millions of her peo- 
ple who are engaged in all the other pursuits of 
life. 

Bat if I am mistaken with respect to the pros- 
pective capacity of Africa or of China to afford 
supplies of cotton hereafter, to take the place of 
that now derived from the South, what then? 
Why, it will be years and years before the work 
of providing for that supply can be accomplished. 
And what is Europe to do in the mean time, if the 
supply from the southern States should be cut off? 
Do you, gentlemen of the northern States, who 
believe in the existence of imperial powers in the 
Federal Government, and who talk so compla- 
cently of enforcing the Federal laws within the 
limits of the seceding States, suppose that that 
supply is to be kept up, if, as is proposed in the 
bills you have reported to this House, you should 
blockade the ports of the seceding States? How 
is it to be done? Is that measure only designed to 
make the cotton bales of the South pass over your 
railroads, and thus find an egress through your 
cities on their way to Europe? Are blockades to be 
resorted to to enrich your railroad companies and 
the various agents employed in such inland trans- 
portaton win freights and tollsand commissions? 

f that be so, flatter not yourselves with any such 
results. If you fulfill your menaces, and blockade 
southern ports, the southern States will lay an 
embargo upon all cotton seeking transportation 
through the northern channels open to it. Nota 
bale will be permitted to be moved inland in that 
direction until the commerce of their ports is 
freed from your impediments. And if your people 
could stand this state of things, how long do you 
suppose that England and France would stand by 
in silence and inaction? And if the two sections 
are engaged in actual war, so that the cotton is 
not only arrested in our ports, but not made, 
will they stand idly by and see you, who have 
heretofore been the partisans of the right of self- 
government, engaged in the despotic work of com- 
pelling us to submit to be governed at your mere 
will and pleasure; and that, too, when, by this 
most gross and palpable violation of the funda- 
mental principle of your own Government, you 
inflict on them, in common with other countries, 
an injury which will shake the whole social sys- 
tem of Europe to its very center? I, for one, think 


they will not. If those cvil times come, to which | 


you seem to look forward, they will be compelled 
to interpose in their own interest, and you and 
we will be at their mercy; for our greatness and 
strength will have been lost in our contests and 
divisions. 
any American, no matter from what State he may 
go, if he ventures to go abroad? Why, he will be 
pointed at every whereas belonging to a race which 
were incapable of maintaining the mighty fabric 
of empire which their fathers had reared. And 
what would be the position of one going from the 
North? Would he not meet with the additional 


reproach, where popular freedom was held in re- | 
spect, that his people, when they had become | 


strong, had thrown aside all respect for the prin- 


| ciple of self-government to engage in a most un- | 


justifiable war upon their alienated kindred of the 
South? 5 


And what will be the position then of | 


‘Naw Sars... Ne 


But, Mr. Speaker, it was not: my purpose to 


go to-any length in this line of remark. -It-was> 


not-my desire to. do sas and, but for the-repeated 
interruptions, I might not have.doneit. I desired, 
however, to present to-the Representatives of the 
American people.such considerationsas occurred 
to my.mind; showing it to be not only required 
by patriotism, but that it is required by. the in- 
terest of trade, and for the comfort and the hap- 
piness of the masses of our.own people, and 
of the masses of mankind, that our ‘sepatation, 
if it is to take place: and, becomé permanent, 
shall be followed by. peace between the two sec- 
tions. ; : 

- Andit is with that view that I now call on north- 
ern Representatives to pausé, and to weigh. well 
what they are about to do. I would ask ‘them if 
they are not laboring under great misconceptions 
as to the nature of the existing Federal Govern- 
ment? They seem to consider—if one may judge 
of their views from whatis constantly thrown out 
by them in disconnected remarks—that there is a 
serious and fatal defect in that plan of Govern- 
ment if it does not have the power to compel sub- 
mission to its will, everywhere within the Fed- 
eral limits, by the exercise of physical power. 
Why, sir, to my mind, the absence of such a 
power is of the very essence of the republicanism 
which was professed and practiced by our fathers, 
They believed in the right of every distinct peo- 
ple to govern themselves. They belonged to sep- 
arate States, each of which was then in the’full 
enjoyment of this very right; and when the 
formed the Federal Government, they so consti- 
tuted it that it would. become the strongest Gov- 
ernment in the world while it retained the affec- 
tions of our people, and the very weakest of all 
when they were alienated. It was erected all-pow- 
erful for good, in everything that concerns the gen- 
eral interest, and absolately without any strength 
for the purposes of local or sectional oppression. 
The States were left in existence; and so long as 
their people continue to regard the General Gov- 
ernment as their Government, its powers are un- 
controlled and uncontrollable within them all. But 
if, on the other hand—no matter from what cause 
—the people of any State come to loek upon it as 
a Governmentno longer theirs, butone unfriendly 
to them, then, as I understand the Constitution, 
when that fact is made manifest, by the filling of 
all the departments of the State government with 
men determined to act upon that idea, the Fed- 
eral Government is actually without the means of 
doingany act within their limits, in a constitutional 
or legal manner, without. their consent. And is 
this a defect? lt would be, indeed, a defect, and 
a great one, in a despotic Government which ac- 
knowledges the existence of no rights in opposi- 
tion to its own will, doubt if it will ever be con- 
sidered so by those who hate oppressionand who 
desire that existing rights shall never be violated 
Will you not, then, pause in the careerupon which 
you seem about to enter, and, if you cannot bring 
yourselves to consent to an adjustment of our sec- 
tional differences, at least determine to make the 
separation now taking place between the sections 
peaceful? 

To-day, sir, there are but six States that have 
seceded. To-morrow, perhaps, another State will 
beadded tothatnumber. But if those gentlemen 
who take the views of their duty, to which I have 
alluded, and pursue the course which we are 
induced to believe from their remarks they will 
attempt, where will itend? {n a few short weeks 
the Navy of the United States may be made use 
of to blockade our ports. Ina few short weeks 
the military power of the United States may be 
made use of for the purpose of taking possession 
of portions of our territory. What then? Let 
me tell these gentlemen that the blockade of a 
southern port is war; that the entry.of an army 
into the territory of a seceding State is war.» Then 
a new condition of things will be seen. The first 
blow struck will cause the spirit of southern 
nationality to leap from the very hearts of her 
people. ‘ 

Mr. SICKLES. Will the gentleman from Lou- 
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isiana yield to an interruption? 
Mr. TAYLOR. I will hear the gentleman. 

Mr.SICKLES. As the gentleman is disposed 
to discuss the question of war and peace, and as 
he discusses every question with signal ability, I 
desire to inquire of himi, if blockade be an act of 
war, whether, in his judgment, war has not already 
been initiated by measures of a ‘yet more'aggress- 
ive character, namely, the seizure of United States 
forts; of public vessels of wer of the United States, 
and the spoliation of the mint and the public 
moneys of the United States? If that be so, then 
are not the measures of the Government of which 
he has spoken’essentially defensive in their char- 
acter, and rendered inevitable, imperative upon the 


people and the Government of the United States,- 


in protection ‘of ‘their dignity, their rights, and 
their honor? 

Mr. TAYLOR. ‘I regret that the gentleman 
from New York has‘asked the question he has, 
because it will only compel me to extend further 
the remarks I rose to submit. I say to him, as 
I would say to all, in the spirit of frankness, that 
when this Congress came together, and it became 
unmistakably manifest that it was the determina- 
tion of the southern people, of a portion of the 
United States, under the influence of what they 
conceived to be aggressions upon their rights— 
under the influence of apprehensions which they 
entertained with respect to their future quiet and 
security—~to have recourse to the right of revolu- 
tion; upon this floor, and in the other end of the 
Capitol, declarations were made which were equiv- 
alent to the assertion of a right and of a determ- 
ination, on the part of a majority of these States, 
to hold.the southern people in subjection; to re- 
duce them to acondition worse, worse by. far, than 
that under which the people of Ireland groaned for 
centuries, and under which India now groans at 
the footstool of British power; then, sir 

Mr. SICKLES. If the gentleman will permit 
me, I will call his attention back to the point I 
made. 


Mr. TAYLOR.» I prefer not to yield. 

Mr. SICKLES. I understand the gentleman 
to decline to yield to me. 

Mr. TAYLOR. I prefer not to yield. 


Under the circumstances in which they then 
stood, if it were their serious purpose to assert 
the right of revolution, and to take the attitude of 
sovereign States, as an incident to the exercise 
of that right, it was also their duty to see that 
these fortresses, which had been crected upon 
their soil, net for the purpose of holding them in 
ohedience, but for the purpose of repulsing for- 
cign invaders from our shores—it was their duty, 
I say, to prevent these fortresses and armaments 
from being made use of by those-men, who held 
to So monstrous a doctrine, for the purpose of 
effecting their subjugation, 

Mr. SPINNER. Imakea point of order upon 
the gentleman from Louisiana. 

Mr. TAYLOR. 1 will conclude in a few min- 
utes, 

Mr. SPINNER. I make the point of order; 
and I insiston it. I want to know whether it is 
competent fora member, sworn to support the 
Constitution of the United States, to stand upon 
the floor of the House of Representatives and 
boldly avow, advocate, and justify treason to the 
United States, and to defend the stealing of Uni- 
ted. States forts, United States arsenals, United 
States hospitals, and United States ships? I make 
the point of order, and I want it decided. 

Mr. RUST. Let the Chair decide the gentle- 
man’s point of order. 

Mr. SPINNER. The gentleman from Lou- 


isiana avows, I believe, that he is no longer a f 


member of this House; yet he justifies in this 
House the spoliation of property of this Govern- 
ment. Is it competent for him to stand here and 
deina acts ofinsult and disgrace to this Govern- 
ment: 

The SPEAKER. The House should have 
considered that when consent was given to the 
gentleman from Louisiana to submit his remarks. 

Mr. SPINNER. The House yielded to a per- 
sonal explanation. 
indulge in the remarks he has. 

Mr. RUST. I call the gentleman from New 
York to order. i $ 

Mr. JOHN COCHRANE. Let the gentleman 
proceed to take his farewell from us, 


L promise to be, || 


ring States, that would be.war; and that when the 


They had no idea he would | 


‘send ships to blockade our ports, and ifthe armies 
of the United States invade the soil of the seced- 
first blow is struck, the spirit of southern nation- 
ality will leap from the hearts of the southern 
people, ‘like Pallas all armed;”’ and that, State 
after State will array themselves under her guid- 
ance, until every southern State will be banded 
together to maintain that independence which all 
will have declared, and to vindicate the right of 
their people to exercise for themselves all the 4 
powers of self-government. When that blow is 
struck, gentlemen, let me tell you, whatever you 
may think to the contrary, that the people of the 
State of Maryland, in. which the first act was 
done which led to the formation of the existing 
Government, will come to the rescue. The sons 
of Virginia, the mother of States and of statesmen, 
will come to the reseue. And the children of 
Kentucky, the dark and bloody ground, will come 
to the rescue. When that blow is struck, North 
Carolina will awake; and from her mountains 
and her valleys will stream that people who have 
never yet failed to hear the calls of duty, or the 
demands of honor. Tennessee will send forth her 
thousands filled with the memories of the patri- 
otic dead whose remains now repose in her soil— 
the hero of the last war—Andrew Jackson. And 
even the hardy pioneers of Missouri, one of the 
younger of the sisters, will, like their own mighty 
river when at the flood, rush to the assistance of 
their southern brethren; and then such a conflict 
asthis world has never yet witnessed will be upon 
us. Fields which are now filled with men en- 
gaged in the employments of ordinary life will be 
trenched with the march of war, and every hill- 
side will be the scene of combat, and the streams 
of every valley will run with blood, But Iwill 
not look upon the horrid picture which a swift- 
coming future may but too soon, perhaps, force 
upon the unwilling gaze. 

For myself, it is my purpose now to withdraw 
from this body, and to return to my home in Lou- 
isiana. I have no desire or wish, when I arrive 
there, of taking any partin the proceedings of the 
day. It is my intention to live in quict at my 
own home, and pursue the ordinary occupations 
of life; but if that day of war comes, then T, as 
one of the people of Louisiana, shall feel it to be 
my duty to take up arms in her defense; and F 
say to you now, gentlemen, though within the 
limits of that State there are still a portion of her 
people who desire a continuance of the Union, if 
that be possible, upon such a basis as would_be 
just and right to the South, that if that dread day 
comes, there will not be found upon her soil one 
single man who will not be ready to meet the in- 
vaders of his country, and to shed his blood in 
her defense. pees 

Mr. Speaker, and gentlemen of the House of 
Representatives, I now bid you farewell. But 
I do not leave you entirely without hope that 
these unhappy differences may yet be adjusted in 
such a manner as will lead to the reconstruction 
of the Union on such a basis as will make it per- 
petual. For one, I cannot yet believe that the 
American people have so far forgotten the great 
principles of true republicanism, under whose in- 
fluence they arrived at such a pitch of greatness, 
as not to be willing to do that which is right and 
just in order to restore the Federal Government 
to the old condition, and thus insure its perpetu- 
ation to the remotest posterity. If, unhappily, | 
however, the hope I entertain should not be real- | 
ized, because of the existence of the pride of power; 
because of a perversion of the public mind of the 
North to such a degree that it will no longer tol- 
erate the principles of genuine republicanism, or 
permit the exercise of the right of self-government 
by any other but themselves, then indeed I can 
say that I have been deceived in my judgment of 
the American people. 

Under the influence of that hope I shall bid you 
farewell, in the expectation that we may yet meet 
together in these Halls. If we do, why then 
“ we'll smile.” But ifthat hope is disappointed, 
and we are to hereafter stand in hostile opposition 
toeach other, then,to continue the language which 
the poet has put inte the mouth of the great Ro- j 
man, on taking leave of his friend, upon the eve 
of that conflict which was to determine whether 
freedom should continue to exist in the Roman 


world, or her people should be delivered over to 


Mr. TAYLOR. I havesaid if the United States: 
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thé iron rule of imperial domination exerted 
through the forms of their old republican. institu: 
tions, I can only say: 

“This parting was well made.”? 


Mr. BOULIGNY obtained the floor. 


The SPEAKER. If thereis no objection, the 
entleman from Louisiana will proceed. 
Mr. LOVEJOY. I object. [Cries of ** No!’ 


& No!” all over the House.] 

Mr. JOHN COCHRANE. If the gentleman 
will withdraw his objection, we will grant. him 
consentto speak.when he takes his leave. [Laugh- 
ter. 
itr. LOVEJOY. If will withdraw my objec- 
tion, provided itis to be a Union speech. {Laugh- 
ter. 

ihr. BOULIGNY. I take this occasion to ex- 
press my regret that I am not able to agree with 
the honorable Senators from my State, and with 
my colleague who has just taken his scat, [Mr. 
Tayxor,] although I entertain the greatest regard 
for their opinions. In the outset, permit me to say 
that until a few moments ago, L was in the same 
condition with my colleague, not having received 
official information of the passage of the ordinance 
of secession by the convention of my State. Nor 
have I received from the Legislature of my State, 
now in session, any information of the passage 
by that body of a resolution instructing her Sen- 
ators, or requesting her Representatives, to with- 
draw from Congress. For one, although I re- 
spect that body, I shall not obey its request. I 
was not elected by that body, and I have nothing 
to do with it, or it with me. 

In reference to the convention, I will say that 
I respect that body, as I do the Legislature of my 
State. Many of its members are my personal 
and intimate friends; but I think they have shown 
discourtesy to me when they have noteven thought 
proper to send me a copy of their ordinance of 
secession; certainly, I shall pay it no attention 
until it is communicated to me. [Esughter:] 

Mr. Speaker, there is another reason whic 
compels me to differ with the Senators and Rep- 
rescntatives of my State. I am the only member 
of Congress from Louisiana who was elected as 
an American Union-man. To those principles I 
shall stand forever. [Great applause in the gal- 
leries. 

Aoi when I came here, I took the oath to 
sustain the Constitution of the United States. 
What does that mean? Does not the Constitu- 
tion of the United States mean the Union of the 
United States? I so understand it; and to that 
oath J shalladhere firmly to the end. Whenever 
I am instructed. by my immediate constituents, 
and am requested by them to withdraw from Con- 
gress, Í shall comply with those instructions as 
soon as they are received. Then, and not until 
then, I shall resign; and after resigning my posi- 
tion here, I shall yet be a Union man, and stand 
under the flag of the country which gave me birth. 
(Great applause in the galleries and on the floor.] 


DEFICIENCY BILL. 


The SPEAKER. ‘The business next in order 
is the Senate amendments to the deficiency bill. 
The amendments will be read and considered in 
their order. 

First amendment of the Senate: 

For the compensation aud mileage of Senators, $19,000. 


The SPEAKER. The Committee of the Whole 
on.the state of the Union recommend a concur- 
rence in this amendment. 

The amendment was concurred in. 


Second amendment: 


For the contingent expenses of the Senate, for miscel- 
laneous items,” $3,000. 


TheSPEAKER. The Committee ofthe Whole 
on the state of the Union recommend a concur- 
rence in that amendment, with an amendment, as 
follows: 

For contingent expenses of the Senate and House of, 
Representatives, namely:. 

For additional police for the Capitol, payable by the Sen- 
ate, $1,096 97; and for additional police for the Capitol, 
payable by the House of Representatives, $1,096 97. 

‘To supply deficiencies in the appropriation for taking the 
eighth census, $437,000. 

For expenses of select committee appointed under the res- 
olution of the House of Representatives of 24th December, 
1860, $5,000; and for expenses of select committee made by 
order of the House of Representatives of 9th of January, 
1861, $3,000, making $8,000; and that the said sum shall 
be added to the miscellaneous item of the contingent fund 
of the House. 
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For expenses of removing the office of the Fourth Auditor 
of the Treasury .to the apartments assigned in Winder’s 
building, and‘for cleansing, repairing, and furnishing the 
same, $3,508. 55. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed 
to; and the amendment as amended was con- 
curred in. 

Third amendment: 

To enable the Secretary df the Navy to carry out the con- 
ditional contract made by him with the Chiriqui Improve- 
ment Company and Ambrose W. Thompson on the 21st 
day of May, 1859, for the purpose of securing to the United 
States certain valuable privileges and rights specified in 


said contract; and which said contract is hereby approved, 
$300,000. 


Mr. PHELPS. Task for the yeas and nays 
upon that amendment. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. STEVENS, of Pennsylvania. Thatamend- 


ment was, I believe, disagreed to by the Commit- f 


tee of the Whole on the state of the Union. 

The SPEAKER. The amendment was non- 

- concurred in by the Committee of the Whole on 
the state of the Union. The question now is, 

‘«* Will the House concur in the amendment?” 

The question was taken; and it was decided in 
the negative—yeas 43, nays 121; as follows: 

YpS—Messrs. Green Adams, Adrain, Thomas L. An- 
derson, Barr, Barret, Bouligny, Brabson, Briggs, Bristow, 
Brown, Burch, Burnett, John B. Clark, John Cochrane, 
James Craig, Dimmick, Edmundson, Etheridge, Ferry, 
Fiorence, Foster, Gilmer, Hatton, Hindman, Jenkins, Lar- 
rabee, Maclay, Mallory, MeKenty, Montgomery, Laban 
"I. Moore, Noell, Peyton, Quarles, Scott, Sickles, Simms, 
William N. H. Smith, Stevenson, Stokes, Stout, Wgodruff, 
ant Woodson—43. 

NAYS—Messrs. Charles F. Adams, Aldrich, Allen, Al- 
ley, William C. Anderson, Ashley, Avery, Babbitt, Beale, 
Bingham, Blair, Blake, Branch, Brayton, Buffinton, Bur- 
lingame, Burnham, Butterfield, Campbell, Carey, Coburn, 
Conkling, Conway, Corwin, Burton: Craige, H. Winter 
Davis, Jobn G. Davis, Dawes, De Jarnette, Delano, Edger- 
ton, Edwards, Eliot, Ely, English, Farnsworth, Fenton, 
Frank, French, Garnett, Gooch, Graham, Grow, Gurley, 
‘Hale, Hamilton, Haskin, Hoard, Hotman, William A. How- 
ard, Hughes, Hutchins, Irvine, Junkin, Kilgore, Killinger, 
DeWitt C. Leach, James M. Leach, Lee, Logan, Long- 
necker, Loomis, Lovejoy, Marston, McClernand, McKean 
McKnight, Millson, Millward, Moorhead, Morrill, dwar 
Joy Morris, Isaac N. Morris, Morse, Nelson, Niblack, Nixon, 
Pendleton, Perry, Pettit, Phelps, Porter, Potter, Pottle, 
Pryor, Edwin R. Reynolds, John H. Reynolds, Riggs, 
Christopher Robinson, James C. Robinson, Royce, Rust, 
Sherman, Spaulding, Spinner, Stanton, Stevens, William 
Stewart, Stratton, Tappan, Thayer, . Thomas, ‘Tompkins, 
Train, Trimble, Vallandigham, Vance, Vandever, Verree, 
Wade, Waldron, Walton, Cadwalader C. Washburn, Elinu 
B. Washburne, Webster, Wells, Whiteley, Wilson, Win- 
dom, Wins'!ow, Wood, and Wright—121. 

So the amendment of the Senate was disagreed 
to. 

During the call, . 

Mr. MAYNARD (when his name was called) 
said: Mr. Harris, of Maryland, Í am informed 
by a friend, is detained from the House this morn- 
ing; and, at his request, I have agreed to pair with 
him on this vote. He would have voted in the 
afirmative, and-I in the negative. 

Mr. MORSE (when his name was called) said: 
Lam in favor of this measure, properly guarded 
and restricted; but I think the Senate amendment 

uite too loose; and I therefore vote ‘‘ no.” 

Mr. SEDGWICK stated that he had paired off 
upon this question with Mr. McPrerson. 

Mr. CAREY stated that Mr. Tuzaker was 
absent in consequence of sickness in his family, 
and had informed him that he was paired with 
some gentleman; but whether generally, or upon 
this question only, he could not say. ; 

Mr. TRAIN stated that Mr. Rice was confined 
to his house by indisposition, 

Mr. PETTIT stated that he had been absent 
from the House for two weeks in consequence of 
indisposition. 

Mr. PENDLETON announced that Mr. Mar- 
tiv, of Ohio, was confined to his room by indis- 

vogilion; and also, that Mr. Curtis was engaged 

in attendance on the convention now sitting in 
this city as one of the commissioners of the State 
of lowa. . 

The result of tke vote having been announced 
as above recorded, the question recurred upon 
agreeing to the fourth amendment of the Senate, 
which is as follows: 

‘Fo enable the Superintendent of the Publie Printing to 
earry into effect the provisions of the joint resolution ia 
relation to the Publie Printing, approved June 23, 1860, 
$135,000: Provided, That no part of this appropriation shall 
be expended until the title to the property purchased shall 
have been examined and approved by the Attorney General 
of the United States. 


The Committee of the Whole on the state of 


the Union recommended a non-concurrence in the 
amendment. ; 

Mr. STANTON demanded the yeas and nays 
on agreeing to the amendment., 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and it was decided in 
the aflirmative—yeas 88, nays 67; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Charles F. Adams, Green Adams, Ad- 
rain, Aldrich, Alley, Thomas L. Anderson, Barr, Barret, 
Blair, Brabson, Branch, Brayton, Briggs, Bristow, Buffin- 
ton, Burlingame, Burnham, Butterfield, Case, Coburn, John 
Cochrane, Conway, Corwin, James Craig, Dawes, Delano, 
Dimmick, Edgerton, Edwards, Eliot, Ely, Florence, Fouke, 
Gooch, Graham, Gurley, Hale, Hamilton, Haskin, Helmick, 
Hoard, William A. Howard, Hughes, Irvine, Junkin, Kil- 
inger, Lee, Maclay, Mallory, Marston, McKean, McKenty, 
Milson, Millward, Montgomery, Moorhead, Morrill, Ed- 
ward Joy Morris, Neison, Niblack, Nixon, Phelps, Quarles, 
John H. Reynolds, Riggs, Christopher Robinson, Scott, 
Scranton, Sherman, Sickles, William N. H. Smith, Spauld- 
ing, Spinner, William Stewart, Stratton, Tappan, Train, 
Vallandigham, Van Wyck, Verree, Eltihu B. Washbume, 
Webster, Wells, Whiteley, Wilson, Winslow; Wood, aud 
Woodruft—88. 

NAYS—Messrs. Allen, William C. Anderson, Avery, 
Babbitt, Beale, Bingham, Blake, Bocock, Brown, Burch, 
Burnett, Campbell, Carey, John B. Clark, Conkling, Bur- 
ton Craige, John G. Davis, De Jarnette, Edmundson, Eth- 
eridge, Farnsworth, Ferry, Foster, Garnett, Gilmer, Jolin 
T. Harris, Watton, Hindman, Holman, Jenkins, Francis W. 
Kellogg, Kilgore, DeWitt C. Leach, James M, Leach, Lo- 
gan, Longnecker, Loomis, Lovejoy, Hibert S. Martin, May- 
nard, McClernand, Laban ‘f. Moore, Isaac N. Morris, Pen- 
dleton, Perry, Pettit, Peyton, Potter, Pottle,-Edwin R. 
Reynolds, Royee, Rust, Simms, Stanton, Stevenson, 
Stokes, ‘Thomas, Tompkins, Vance, Vandever, Wade, 
Waldron, Walton, Cadwalader C. Washburn, Windom, 
Woodson, and Wright—67. 


So the amendment was agreed to. 


During the roll-call, 
Mr. SPINNER (when his name was called) 


i said: I find that this is an appropriation to pay 


this amount under a contract made in pursuance 
of a law of last session. I therefore vote ‘‘ay.’’ 

Mr. HOARD (when his name was called) said: 
I wish to say that, but for the existing law, which 
I think imposes on us an obligation to carry out 
this contract, I should vote “no.” I vote “ay.” 

Mr. IRVINE (when his name was called) said: 
Understanding this to be an executed contract on 
the part of the Government, and that it is a mere 
question as to the time when the payment shall 
be made, I vote “ay.” 

Mr. HINDMAN said: I have been in the habit, 
latterly, of voting with our colored friends for all 
extravagant appropriations, in the hope of sink- 
ing this Government irretrievably; but there is a 
little too much rascality about this, and I vote 
“no.” 

The result of the vote having been announced 
as above recorded, 

Mr. FLORENCE moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the amendment was agreed to; and also 
moved to lay the motion to reconsider upon the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

The action of the Committee of the Whole on 
the state of the Union, in regard to the remaining 
amendments of the Senate, was then concurred in. 

Mr. SHERMAN moved to reconsider the sev- 
eral votes by which the amendments of the Senate 
were severally agreed and disagreed to; and also 
moved to lay the motion to reconsider upon the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

REPORTS OF COURT OF CLAIMS. 

The SPEAKER laid before the House reports 
from the Court of Claims, numbered from 271 to 
276; which were placed upon the Private Calen- 
dar, and ordered to be printed. 

APPROPRIATION BILLS. 

On motion of Mr. SHERMAN, the legislative, 
executive, and judicial appropriation bill, and the 
consular and diplomatic appropriation bill, re- 
turned from the Senate with amendments, were 
taken from the Speaker’s table and referred to the 
Committee of Ways and Means. 

SUPERINTENDENT OF INDIAN AFFAIRS, 


On motion of Mr. STEVENS, of Washington, 
by unanimous consent, House bill No. 181, “to 


| provide for a superintendent of Indian affairs for 


Washington Territory, and additional Indian 
agents,’ was taken from the Speaker’s table. 
The following amendment, made by the Senate, 
was concurred In: 
Add at the end of the second section of the bill, as fol- 


lows: 
Prouded, That no agent or sub-agent, either special or 


temporary, or, otherwise; shall he appointed; employedor 
continued in-employment in Washington Territory; except 
only the three agents and two sub-agents provided for by 
existing law, and the additional agents provided by this act. 
Mr. STEVENS, of Washington, moved to re- 
consider the vote by which the amendment was 
concurred in; and also moved to lay the motion:to 
reconsider upon the table. Sa : 
The latter motion was agreed to. 


Mr. COLFAX. TI now call up the House’ bill 
No. 950, in relation to the postal service, which 
was postponed till to-day. : ; 

INDIAN TRUST FUND BONDS. 

Mr. CRAIG, of Missouri. Will the gentleman 
from Indiana allow me to offer a resolution for 
reference merely? ` ' 

Mr. COLFAX. Certainly. 

Mr. CRAIG, of Missouri. Let it be read by its” 
title; and if objection be made, I will withdraw it. 

There being no objection, a joint resolution 
making provision for the recovery of certain 
bonds qa onging to the Indian trust fund, and for 
other purposes, was read a first and second time, 
and referred to the select committee of five on that 


subject. 
JOHN ROGERS. 


Mr. STOKES asked and obtained the unanimous 
consentof the House to discharge the Committee 
of the Whole House from the further consideration 
of House bill No. 924, granting a pension to John 
Rogers, of Tennessee. 


POSTAL SERVICE. 


Mr. COLFAX. I now call up House bill No 
950, in relation to the postal service. 

The bill was taken up for consideration. Its 
preamble recites that in several States ofthe Union 
the judges, district attorneys, and marshals, com- 
missioned by the Government of the United States 
for said States, having resigned their offices, and 
it appears impracticable, in consequence of revo- 
lutionary proceedings therein, to fill the vacancies 
thus created; that the Government of the United 
States is thus without any means of collecting or 
enforcing in such States the payment of the postal 
revenues from the officers collecting the same, or 
of punishing violations of the postal laws com- 
mitted by robberies of the mails or otherwise, or 
of enforcing the performance of mail contracts. It 
therefore enacts that in all States, which are or may 
hereafter be situated as above, the Postmaster Gen- 
eral is hereby directed to discontinue the postal 
service for such period of time as in his judgment 
the public interests may require, and shall report 
his action to Congress. 

Mr. COLFAX. I stated to the gentleman from 
North Carolina the other day that before I should 
ask the House to vote on this bill I would give 
him the opportunity of being heard. In compli- 
ance with that promise, I now yield him the floor, 
with the understanding that I shall have it-after 
he gets through. f 

Mr. BRANCH. The gentleman from Indiana 
was kind enough, on Thursday last, when this 
bill came up in its regular order, in consequence 
of a representation from me that I was engaged 
on the select committee of five, and could not be 
present, to postpone it till to-day. I desire to 
make a few remarks in regard to this bill, and I 
shall offer an amendment to it before I take my 
seat. 

Itseemsto me mostextraordinary, Mr. Speaker, 
that a bill of the character of this, proposing to 
deprive the people of a large number of the States 
of the Union of their mail facilities, on the ground 
that the laws in relation to the mail service in 
those States cannot be executed, should be passed 
without Congress being informed by the commit- 
tee proposing it, or by the Post Office Depart- 
ment, that any obstructions exist in these States 
to the execution of those laws. We are informed 
that the Post Office laws have been, up to the 
present time, uniformly and faithfully executed 
and obeyed in the State of South Carolina, The 
postmasters in that State are regularly collecting 
the postage revenues, and accounting for them to 
the Government, We have not been informed 
by the chairman of the Post Office Committee that 
any robberies of the mail have been committed. 
in that State, or any other offense committed 
against the Post Office laws, that have not been 
amply and entirely punished, or that there are 
means there in existence for punishing, When- 
ever such a case oceurs, and when this House 
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is; informed, that..the: Post Office laws -cannot 
þe executed in-the.seceding States’ ‘in conse- 
quence ofthe want of officers of the courts, it wiil 
be time. enough for us to consider whether any 
legislation is necessary by Congress to meet the 
emergency. No one knows better than the chair- 
man-of the Post Office Committee, that whenever 
any. obstructions do exist there, or whenever, 
from any cause, the Postmaster General finds it 
to’be-to the public interest to discontinue the mail 
service in those States, he is vested. with power, 
under existing laws, to discontinue.it athis pleas- 
ure. He can discontinue. the mail service in every 
neighborhood, in. every State, in every county, 
in which-he finds that, from any cause, the laws 
for the protection of the mails cannot, or will not, 
be executed. We have already provided amply 

. for all the mischiefs that are likely to arise in 
those States; and if any unforescen difficulties 
occur, it is not necessary for us to pass a broad 
jaw that shall strike all the people of an entire 
section of the Union. The Postmaster General 
can adjust his remedy to the difficulty that exists. 
He can discontinue the mails in those States or 
neighborhoods where the Post Office laws cannot 
be executed. But the chairman of the Post Office 
Committee proposes now, not to confine the blow 
to those who offend against law, but also to make 
those who are inoffensive, and who are ready to 
obey every behest of the law, responsible for the 
misdeeds of others. a. 

Mr. Speaker, we must treat these States either 
as being in the Union or out of the Union. If they 
are in, the Union, if the Post Office, Committee 
acknowledge them to be in the Union, then I sub- 
mit that it is a most ungracious act to withdraw 
from them all the beneficent laws of the Union, and 
toimpose upon them only such ofits laws as inflict 
burdens and.injuries on them. -H they are in the 
Union, they are entitled to equal postal facilities 
with the other portions of the United States. If, 
however, that committee are of the opinion that 
these States are out of the Union, and are pre- 

ared to acknowledge them as being out of the 

nion, then I. have not a word to say against 
it. Ido not know a form in which the inde- 

endence of those States can be recognized any 

etter than by withdrawing from them the postal 
facilities of the Government. Ifsuch be the ob- 
ject of the Post Office Committee in proposing this 

ill, I can only say that I think they are a little 
premature. I myself am not yet prepared to with- 
draw the laws of the Union from. those States, 
however, much I am opposed to attempt to exc- 
cuté those laws at the point of the sword or at 
the cannon’s mouth, If itis intended by this bill 
to recognize the independence of those States, I 
will not argue it with the chairman of the Post 
Office Committee at all. He and his friends ma 
take their own course in regard toit. If they will 
acknowledge the independence of those States, 
that will, at least, give us security against what 
I regard as the greatest ill that can befall our race 
on this continent—that is, civil war. 

But, sir, there is a point of view in which I may 
and will enter my protest against this bill. Is 
the gentleman from Indiana aware that, through 
all that section. of country in which these seceded 
States lie, there exists the most intimate relation- 
ship and the largestand most intimate intercourse 
between the people of States that have seceded 
and. of those that have not? In North Carolina 
and Virginia, you cannot go into a neighborhood | 
that is not bound to.the people of those seceding 
States by the tenderest of ties. You can scarcely 
go into a household from which some member 
has not gone and settled in some of those seceded 
States. Our business relations are also of the 
most intimate character. I know that in the State | 
of North Carolina there is not a county, and | 
scarcely a neighborhood, where there are not 
loyal and faithful citizens of this Republic who 
have large property in the States that have se- 
ceded. Docs the gentleman from Indiana pro- 
pose, in order to punish those States, to inilict | 
punishment also on us? Shall not my. constitu- 
eut, who is loyaland true to the Union, be allowed | 
to receive communication in regard to his plant- 
ing Interests in the Stites of Mississippi or Ala- | 
bama, because those States have seceded? Do 
you propose to involve us in the punishment | 
which you inflict on our brothers? f you do, I | 
can only inform you that, if you. regard. it as a 
Union-saying measure, you will find it-prove to | 
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be anything. else... Because Mississippi secedes 
from the Union, is North Carolina to be punished 
equally. with. Mississippi?. How long willit be 
before you bring in laws hereto make it criminal, 
perhaps to make it constructive treason, for us to 
Jove the. members of our households in those 
States? You do not propose that we shall com- 
municate with them. A citizen of Virginia can- 
not write to-his brother or his father who is in 
the State of Mississippi. If you can do that, why 
can you notalso, as a means of coercing and pun- 
ishing these people for what you call their act of 
rebellion, declare that their brothers shall not even 
love them without being guilty of constructive 
treason? oe À Be eks 

I assure the honorable gentleman from Indiana 
that, if-his object is to bring back into the Union 
the States that have seceded, his measure is not 
only unnecessary, but it is mischievous. Ifyou 
pass such a law as this, and execute it, and fol- 
low it out, you may drive out of the Union States 
that are now steadfastly in it. 

Mr. Speaker, I cannot but think that this bill 
is ill-considered, or not considered atall. I know 
itis ill-advised. You have raised a special com- 
mittee of five, to which you have referred the 
whole subject growing out of the secession of 
States. That committee have reported two bills 
that are-now upon your table. One of them 
proposes to. cut off their commerce and de- 
stroy their intercourse commercially with all the 
world, except the people of the northern States; 
the other proposes to vest in the President the 
power to call out the Army and Navy; to call 
for volunteers; and not confining him even within 
your own limits, he may hire as many Hessians 
and Swiss as he can hire in Europe to assist in 
reducing to submission the seceding States, and 
in taking possession of the public property now 
in their hands. These two bills, if passed into 
laws, must certainly satisfy those who are most 
vengeful against these States. If they become 
Jaws, and you can succeed in executing them at 
the point of the bayonct, I think every one will 
admit that these States will have been sufficiently 

unished for what you call their act of rebellion. 

hy come in with this bill, not aimed at citizens 
of these States alone, but involving in its conse- 
quences the citizens of other States that have not 
seceded, and are not expected to secede? I said 
it was ill-advised and unconsidered; that the Post 
Office Committee could not have looked at this 
bill in allits bearings, or they would have inserted 
some provisions to prevent these consequences 
to which I allude. I know the bill was intro- 
duced into the House on one day, referred to the 
Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads, 
and reported back to the House, I believe, on the 
very nextday. The committec, therefore, could 
not have given it very mach consideration. If 
they had not been in such hot haste to cut off the 
privileges of these seceding States; if they had 
taken a little more time to consider it, they could, 
perhaps, have brought forward something that, 
while it inflicted chastisement upon the seceding 
States, would have also protected the States that 
have not seceded. 

Į canassure gentlemen, I can assure the House, 
that if this bill passes and you attempt to execute 
its provisions, I do not believe that by any law 
you can pass, orany measures of adjustment you 
can adopt, you can keep the people of Maryland, 
Virginia, North Carolina, Tennessee, and Ken- 
tucky within your Union. If you undertake to 
cut off intercourse and communication between 
them and the seceding States, if they have one 
particle of spirit about them, neither armies nor 
anything clse can keep them in the Union. I can 
write to England, and your Government will af- 
ford facilities to convey my letter to its destina- 
tion. The citizen of Massachusetts can write to his 
friend in Canada, and your laws furnish every 
guard against any detention of his letter, and place 
every possible facility in his possession for com- 
municating with that friend. I can write to any 
part of the world, and my letter will be carried by 
my own Government, as far as its jurisdiction 
extends; and where its jurisdiction ceases, it se- 
cures, by negotiation with foreign Governments, 
still further guarantees. for the transmission of | 
my letter through other countries. You, gentle- 
men, do not propose to cut off any of these facil- 


ities from the commercial people of the North; 
but you come here with the measure which is now | 


under consideration, and propose to provide that 
the cotton planter of my State and the sugar planter 
in the State of Tennessee or Kentucky shall be 
prevented from communicating with hisown prop- 
erty, at least on as favorable terms as he can com- 
municate with England, with Canada, or with 
Russia. Your bill meets not only the emergency 
that you say you have tg provide for, but it goes 
far beyond it. It not only punishes those who 
have offended you, butit inflicts more serious pun- 
ishment still upon those whom you yet favor with 
your gracious protection. 

I tell the gentleman from Indiana, that if he 
passes this billinto a law, it cannot and never will 
be executed, in my opinion, ‘on the State of North 
Carolina. He can take my declaration for what 
it is worth; that is my opinion. Before closing, 
I desire to offer an amendment, which I think will 
appear so obviously just that even the chairman 
of the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads 
will not object to it. I move to add the following 
section: i 

Sec. 2. Be it further enacted, That after the mail ser- 
vice has been discontinued in any State or States under the 
provisions of the first section of this act, it shall be the duty 
of the Postmaster General, when notified that the inhabit- 
ants or constituted authorities thereof have made arrange- 
ments for the transportation of mails at their own Wek and 
expense, to enter into arrangements with them for the ex- 
change of mails.and the reciprocal. collection of postages, at 
least as favorable to them as the existing arrangements with 
Canada for similar purposes are to the Government and 
people of that province. 

Mr. COLFAX. I raise the question of order, 
that the mStion to recommit is pending, and of 
course the bill is not susceptible of amendment. 

Mr. BRANCH. I understood the gentleman 
from Indiana to yield me the floor? 

Mr. COLFAX. [yielded the floor to the gen- 
tleman from North Carolina for the purpose of 
addressing the House; but the gentleman from 
North Carolina is too familiar with the rules not 
to be aware that no motion to amend is in order 
while the motion to recommit is pending. 

Mr. BRANCH. ‘Well, sir, if the motion to 
recommit is voted down, an amendment will be in 
order; and I hope I may have an opportunity of 
submitting this amendment. 


MESSAGE FROM TUE SENATE. 


A message was received from the Senate by 
Mr. Hickey, their Chief Clerk, informing the 
House that the Senate has passed, withoutamend- 
ment, a bill of this House (No. 341) for the relief 
of. Moses Meeker. 

Also that the Senate has passed an act (No. 
547) for the relief of St. Matthew’s Church, of 
the city of Washington; in which he was directed 
to ask the concurrence of the House. 

Also that the Senate have concurred in the res- 
olution, reported in part by the joint committee to 
ascertain and report a mode of examining the 
votes for President and Vice President of the 
United States, and of notifying the persons elected 
of their election; aad have appointed Mr. Trum- 
BULL the teller on their part. 


COUNTING OF VOTES FOR PRESIDENT. 


Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. I ask the 
egnsent of the House to take up the message from 
the Senate which has just been received, in refer- 
ence to counting the votes for the President and 
Vice President elect, and act upon it. 

There being no objection, the message was taken 
from the Speaker’s table and read, as follows: 


In SENATE OF THE UNITED STATES, 
February 5, 1561. 

Mr. TRUMBULL, from the joint committee appointed to 
ascertain and report a mode for examining the votes for 
President and Vice President of the United States, and no- 
tifying the persons eiected of their election, submitted a 
report, in part, accompanied by the following resolution: 

Resolved, That the two Houses will assemble in the 
Chamber of the House of Representatives on Wedesday, 
the 13th day of February, 1861, at twelve o’clock, and the 
President of the Senate shall be the Presiding Officer; that 
one person be appointed a teller on the part ef the Senate 
and two on the part of the House of Representatives, to 
make a list of the votes as they shall be declared; that the 
result shall be delivered tothe President of the Senate, who 
shall announce the state of the vote, and the persons elected, 
to the two Houses, assembled as aforesaid, which shall be 
deomed a declaration of the persons elected President and 
Vice President of the United States, and, together with a 
list of the votes, be entered on the Journals of the two 
Houses. 

The Senate, by unanimous consent, proceeded to con- 
sider the said resolution, and agreed thereto. 

Ordered, That the teller on the part of the Senate be 
appointed by the President of the Senate. 

And Mr. TRUMBULL Was appointed. 

Attest: ASBURY DICKINS, Secretary. 
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Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois: I move that 
the report’ be: conciirred: in’ oñ the part of the 
House; and that the’ Speaker. be authorized to 
appoint two members as tellers. ` 

The motion was agreed to. 


POSTAL SERVICE-—AGAIN. 


Mr.SICKLES. Mr. Speaker, there is.a legal 
necessity for the passage of a bill of this charac- 
ter. There is no power in any of the seceding 
States to protect the mails of the United States. 
There is no power in any of the seceding States 
to punish any criminal ohare which may be per- 
petrated upon the mails. As there are no courts 
there which would entertain jurisdiction of any 
offense charged to have been committed in any of 
the seceding States, therefore, ex necessitate rei, 
the Government of the United States must either. 
subject the mails to the hazard of every possible 
trespass and depredation, or else withhold them 
from those seceding States. 

Mr. HINDMAN. Will the gentleman yield 
to me for a moment? 

Mr. SICKLES. - With pleasure. 

Mr. HINDMAN. While I shall vote for this 
bill, acknowledging as it does independence of the 
seceding States, yet, sir, my impression is that in 
the seceding States the laws of the United States 
not specially declared null and void are expressly 
continued in force. 

Mr. SICKLES. My attention has not yet 
been called to that extraordinary inéonsistency. 
I have yet to hear of the principle upon which a 
sovereign State asserts its independence, and still 
allows the laws of a foreign jurisdiction to be en- 
forced within its boundaries; and I trust that no 
State holding the dignified attitude which these 
States claim, either as members heretofore of this 
Union or as independent States, will occupy such 
a position, i ; 

r. HINDMAN. I have no desire to inter- 
rupt the gentleman unnecessarily. I do not un- 
derstand it is the intention of the seceding States 
that the United States shall enforce its laws within 
their limits; but those laws having been enacted, 
and they having previously submitted to their 
enforcement within their limits, they, of their 
own act, and by their own authority, provide for 
their future enforcement until such time as they 
shall deem fit to declare their repeal. In that I 
see nothing derogatory to their assumption of 
authority. 

Mr. SICKLES. The gentleman from Arkansas 
is a good lawyer; and Tam quite confident, if he 
were intrusted with the defense of a person ac- 
cused of acrime upon the mails of the United 
States, and the indictment was drawn in the State 
of Louisiana, charging that certain offenses had 


been committed by a citizen of that State, injur- | 


ing the property of the Government of the United 
States, he would very speedily find the means of 
drawing ademurrer which could not be answered, 
and which would effectually screen any offender 
who might be guilty of a crime upon the public 
mails of this Government. 
can, by treaty, where we have recognized the inde- 
pendence of a State, provide for the security of 
our mails in the jurisdiction of a forcign State. 
But, Mr. Speaker, the independence of these 
States has not been recognized by this Govern- 
ment. It has not yet been recognized anywhere 
or by any Government. At least, it will be con- 
ceded that it is a question in abeyance. 
position the measure proposed is the only one 
consistent with principle. Certainly it cannot be 
objected to as a coercive proposition. Far from 
it. As such I could not vote for it. It simply 
amounts to this: that you propose to suspend the 
operation of laws the enforcement of which is 
impossible. We propose to withdraw from the 
jurisdiction of a seceding State our property, 
‘wherein it is impossible to protect it, Sofar as 
this is a question to be considered with reference 
to individual and private inconvenience, the mer- 
chants of New York will suffer, in a pecuniary 
point of view, one hundred fold more than the 
merchants of the South, The seceding States are 
indebted millions upon millions to the city of New 
York. 
wholly unavailable. 


able by the seceding 


been paid. The balance of trade is entirely against 
the seceding States, as we all know; and this is 


I know, sir, that we | 


jurisdiction? 


In that || 


A large portion of this indebtedness is | 
Of the bills receivable, pay- | 
States, which matured in | 
January and February, not twenty per cent. has | 


the very season of the year when the remittancés, 
if honorably met, are forwarded. They have not 
been met, I regret to know. But, sir, they would 
not be safe. I maintain, under existing legislation 
and in the present condition of relations between 
the United States and the seceding States, that it 
would.be most hazardous to forward remittances 
between the seceding States and the remaining 
States of the Union. a 


Now, Mr. Speaker, as I have already remarked x 


T would not vote for this as a measure of coercion; 
but just so far as you can suspend the operation 
of your laws upon the seceding States, you ob- 
viate the necessity of coercive measures, afirma- 
tively pressed by the Government of the United 
States. Pending these disastrous events, would 
confine the Government of the United States strict- 
ie far as it is possible to do it consistent with 
the acts of the seceding States themsclves—to a 
defensive line of policy, over the public property, 
over the public vessels, which are Gudlgpitably 
ours, ‘and especially over those. places where 
jurisdiction has been ceded to us by the south- 


ern States themselves—there I would maintain ` 


a strictly defensive attitude; and I would defend 
it firmly; I would defend it adequately; I would 
defend it without yielding to menaces, or to at- 
tempts at coercion from any quarter, whether it 
proceeded from the seceding States themselves, 
or from the allies they may seek elsewhere. [Ap- 
plause.] 

But, with reference to affirmative measures of 
coercion to be adopted on the part of the Govern- 
ment of the United States, there J would draw a 
broad and clear line of distinction; and especially 
in respect of laws the enforcement of which can 
only beaccomplished through the aid of the magis- 
tracy. Of these, sir, the postal laws form a dis- 
tinct class With respect to the revenue laws, 
they are not administered by internal machinery 
—at least, to any considerable extent. They may 
be enforced as General Jackson proposed to en- 
force them—by a ship-of-war lying offthe harbor, 
and not encroaching upon the territorial jurisdic- 
tion of a seceding State. But the postal service 
cannot be soenforced. The postal service cannot 
be enforced and adequate protection given to the 
mails without placing within the territorial juris- 
diction of a seceding State the armed power of the 
United States. I speak now especially with ref- 
erence to the absence of any power to protect the 
property or enforce the laws by means of the 
magistracy. 

The United States judges have resigned, and 
you cannot geta jury in any of these seceding 
States that would convict a man of an offense 


against a jurisdiction which they repudiated. | 
Wherever the flag of the United States cannot go; |) 


wherever the jurisdiction of the United States is 


| repelled and insulted; I would not trust the prop- 


erty of the United States. If the money, if the 


bullion in the mint at New Orleans is not safe | 


from spoliation; if they are willing in Louisiana 
to imitate the Mexican policy of spoliation upon 
property, how, sir, could youintrust your mails, 
with the property of your citizens, with the dis- 
patches of your Government, within the same 
You cannot do it. 

Mr. HINDMAN. ‘Will the gentleman, under 
the head of spoliation, be kind enough to explain 
the recent proceeding in New York city, in which 
the property of southern men was pillaged ? 


Mr, SICKLES. Ihave yet to learn that the į 
Í arms to which the gentleman alludes belong to 


southern men. No claimant has appeared, and I 


am glad to know it. Mr. Toomzs, Lam reminded, ; 
| sent a telegraphic dispatch of an extraordinary 
character to the Mayor of New York, to which | 


he sentareply equally extraordinary: [Laughter.] 
IfI had been the Mayor of New 

have sent a different answer to the message of 
Mr. Toomss, and especially in view of the men- 
ace which was at the end of it; for he told the 
Mayor of New York that it was important for 


was justified. The loyalty of New York to south- 
ern citizens should have been exempt from that in- 
sult. If[ had been Mayor of New York, 1 would, 


in the name of New York, have repelled it, and į 


have sent this answer: “The authorities of New 
York had no information whether or not those 
arms were to be used in an insurrection of the 
character which John Brown initiated, or of the 


| character which the State of Georgia initiated, 


ork, I would | 
ii where we have courts, where we have a ma- 


when, béfore: her'sécession; she si 
forts and the ‘arms of thë United States; 


perided his name. 
But to resume the current of my argument'at 
the point where I yielded tothe interruption of 
my friend frm Arkansas. Let‘us tot, at a crisis 
like this, confound ideas. Let us'not confuse our 
proereninga by-a‘failure to discriminate carefully 
étween what we may rightfully do in the ‘dis- 
charge of our duty and what would be cruel-and 
unwise to do in yielding’ to passions: “To admin- 
ister this Government, to protect ifs property, to 
guard its mails, to hold the sdales'of justice even ` 
and true as between those’ who are and those who’ 
are not in harmony, can never bé coercion, but it 
is the simple and honest discharge of our sworn 
duty. To that extent T would go; no further. 


! The President of the United States has solemnly 


amounced to the people ‘of this: country that he 
will not adopt the policy of coercion. It has not 
becnadopted. The Congress of the United States, 
in the presence of events which all concede to be 
revolution, has abstained from any and every 
measure of coercion. Yet we have scen no re- 
sponse to this policy, which only escapes the 
charge of being pusillanimous, because it is con- 
ceived in forbearance, in fraternal affection, in 
the hope that peace may be restored; for if we 
were to-accept a declaration that there shall be no 
appeal except to the sword, then, sir, none of us 
would like to be held responsible for tolerating a 
series of events which have reduced this Govern- 
ment—if it were powerless, indeed, to prevent. 
them or escape their consequericés—to a condition’ 
among the nations of the earth as contemptible 
that which it has heretofore occupied has been 
ofty. A 
ow, sir, there has been no coercion attempted. 
On the contrary, every pledge expressed and im- 
plied, so far as this Government is concerned , 
has been given against it; and advantage has been 
taken of those pledges and of that policy to de- 
grade our flag, to commit acts of spoliation upon 
our property; to repudiate our jurisdiction; to 
Able the Cabinets of Europe to sit in council, 
as they are sitting at this moment, not upon the 
sick man, Turkey, which they have had before 
them for years; but upon the paralyzed and im- 
otent United States of America, and to determ- 
ine what they will do, and what share they will 
appropriate to themselves in the dismemberment 
of the Confederacy, and in the confessed and 


| demonstrated inability of the Government of the 


United States to make its jurisdiction respectable 
and respected. I would not like'to be held respons- 
ible as one member of this body for such a state 
of things, if I did not excuseand palliate’ the for- 
bearance of the Government, and my own silence 
to this hour, upon the hope that such forbearance, 
while it might subject us to misconstruction else- 
where, while it has exposed the Government to 
acts disrespectful of its authority, which bring pain 
to the heart of every patriot in the land, would yet 
lead to peace and reconciliation, and that good 
would come out of it. 

Now, sir, with reference to the suggestion of 
the distinguished gentleman from North Carolina 
deprecating the application of such a measure as 
this, upon his State, his loyal, his noble, his gal- 
lant State, or to the State of Maryland, or any 
other State which yet remairis within the Union, 


gistracy, where we have the means of enforcing 
the laws legitimately and regularly: why, sir, L 
venture to say, that no man in this House would 


New York that he should know whether the act || be guilty of the offense and the insult to the foy- 


alty of those States, of thinking of such a propo- 
sition, Initsapplication, it can only be extended, 


| in the nature of things, to States which, have by 


their own solemn act repudiated our jurisdiction, 


| and deprived us of all possible means of protecting 


our property except by force of arms. ; 
Mr. BRANCH. I mast have been singularly 


| unfortunate if the gentleman from New York un- 


derstood me as saying that I apprehended this 
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law would be executed in North Carolina by dis- 
continuing the mail service. What. I said was 
this, and the position which I took—and the one 
to which tre gentleman from New York must 
address himself, if he desires to reply to me—was, 
that when this'law has been executed in the State 


of. Mississippi, for instance, a citizen of North. 


Carolina, who hasproperty in Mississippi, or who 
has family connections in Mississippi, or who, 
- from any. other cause, has. occasion to have com- 
munication Sips with the State of Mississippi, 
cannot have his letter transmitted to its destina- 
tion, because, when it comes to the border of Mis- 
sissippi, this Government refuses to carry it any 
further itself, and will make no arrangement wit 
Mississippi for carrying on such letter, as the 
merchant of New York has arrangements made 
for him, to carry his letters into the interior of 
Canada. 

Mr. SICKLES. I am obliged to the gentle- 
man from North Carolina for calling my atten- 
tion to the distinction which he has made. It es- 
caped my notice, though I gave his remarks that 
attention which I always pay to whatever falls 
from his lips. The argument, then, of the gen- 
tleman from North Carolina is one of mere per- 
sonal inconvenience; but that does not operate 
upon, North Carolina in any degree approaching 
the inconvenience which would operate upon my 
own constituents. We send thousands of letters 
to Louisiana, Georgia, and Mississippi, where 
North Carolina sends one. I deprecate that in- 
convenience; I regret it, and.could wish it were 
otherwise; but it is unavoidable. By and by, 
should there be no reconciliation, should the peo- 
ple of the different sections agree to separate, hav- 
ing found it impossible to get along together—un- 
doubtedly, when that state of things arises, postal 
arrangements will be entered into, like the postal 
conventions. with foreign nations, like the postal 
convention which exists in the Zollverein, or like 
the postal arrangement which exists between this 
country and Canada, and to which the gentleman 
refers. At the proper time, when the real char- 
acter of our relations with these States becomes an 
established fact, it would be folly to refuse toenter 
into convenient stipulations of the ordinary char- 
acter which enters into the conventions between 
independent and distinct people. 

But that is not the question now. This Con- 
gress is in no position to recognize anything but 
the normal condition of these States; the Presi- 
dent is in no condition to recognize any new rela- 
tions, It must be derived from some new grant 
of authority, and in the mean time what will you 
do? Will you make a failure of your Govern- 
ment? Will you preserve and enforce the respect 
due to its flag, and. give the protection which 
rightfully belongs to its property, or not? That 
is the simple question. Certainly, sir, I am sure 
that the chivalrous men whoare leading this move- 
ment in the southern States will scorn to receive 
the benefits of our postal Jaws while they repudi- 
ate our revenue laws and insult our flag. They 
must mean one thing or another. They cannot 
intend toremain, like Mohammed’s coffin, between 
Tfeaven and earth, neither in or out of the Union, 
getting all the benefits that they can secure, and 
subjecting us to all its burdens. What do they 
say? They say they are willing to accept the 
postal service, we paying for it; but they will not 
allow us to collect the revenue, which would go 
towards defraying the expenses. 

Mr. BRANCH. I would ask the gentleman 
from New York to specify in what State they 
have refused to allow the collection of the revenuc 
from postages? 

Mr. SICKLES. Oh, sir; from postages? Ido 
not knew. 

Mr. COLFAX. With the gentleman’s per- 
mission, I will state that some of the postmasters 
in Alabama, when drafts have been drawn upon 
them by the Sixth Auditor of the Treasury for the 
Post Office Department, have answered that they 
would wait until they could ascertain the action 
of their State before paying the drafts. 

Mr. BRANCH. Those are cases of individual 
postmasters; but I would ask the gentleman from 
ladies: if he has any information that, in any 
instance, in the States that have attempted to se- 
cede, the public authorities have interfered with 
the collection of the revenue from postages? I 
would ask him this additional question, while I 
am up: whether the Postmaster General has not, 


under existing laws, fall power to discontinue the 
service in all such cases as he has alluded to, by 
abolishing the offices, or-even discontinuing the 
mail service entirely? : 
"Mr. COLFAX. I will answer the gentleman, 
that there is evidence in the Post Office Depart- 
ment that the mails are tampered with in the 
States that claim to have seceded; and there is no 
authority by which you can protect the letters 
against being tampered: with. A man may take 
letters that do not belong to him from the mail, in 
the public streets,and open them, and there is no 
tribunal before which he can be brought for that 
offense. I will add that it is well known that the 
correspondence between this Government and 
Major Anderson, at Fort Sumter, was stopped by 
the authority of the. Governor of South Carolina, 
until the Governor saw fit to allow it to continue; 
and it is now continued only by his toleration. 

Mr. SICKLES. I suppose, sir, that gentlemen 
holding public stations, as postmasters, in those 
States, pay over whatthey receive to the sub-Treas- 
uries in their vicinity; and then, sir, as we haveseen 
in Louisiana, the Stateauthorities, after it hasbeen 
collected in one mass, appropriate it to the local 
government. In that way, all the revenues from 
the postal service, and all the deposits belonging 
to the United States in those sub-Treasuries, are 
secured to the insurgent States. Now frequently, 
sir, inthesub-Treasuriesand mints in those States, 
there are large amounts of money and bullion be- 
longing to private individuals, which are placed. 
there upon deposit, or for coinage, or to beassayed, 
or to be stamped for exportation. We have no 
means of protecting private or public property in 
any of those States; and for the same reason that 
I would have suspended the mint at New Orleans 
a month ago, if a proposition had been brought 
forward for that purpose—because I could not 
anticipate the security of the public and private 
property therefor that very identical reason I 
will now, in view of these acts of spoliation, with- 
draw the mails froma jurisdiction where they are 
not safe. 

Mr. Speaker, we must not close our eyes to the 
new phases which events have successively put 
upon the secession movement. It originated, sir, 
as a peaceful remedy for grievances. As such, it 
had thousands and tens of thousands of friends at 
the North who were disposed to meet it on mid- 
way ground, and say, “ if you cannot abide with 
us, bitter as the lesson may be, we will yield to 
your appeals fora separation.” That was the 
December phase of the secession movement. In 
January it assumed a new attitude. No longer 
peaceable; no longer disposed to await the consent 
or even the deliberations of the Government; forci- 
ble possession was taken of our forts and arsenals 
and arms, and we were menaced, inadvance, with 
all the terrors of civil war; our flag was insulted 
and the authority of the Government contemned. 
When this new phase of the secession movement 
was presented, those partisans of the southern 
cause who, up to December, defended it manfully, 
became ‘only the apologists of the erring acts of 
their friends. In February, itassumes yet a new 
phase. I can only characterize itas the Mexican 
method of revolution. When Robles and Mira- 
monand Santa Anna are engaged in revolutionary 
movements, anda Government conducta of specie 
comes within their reach, it is seized upon; and 
they say, ‘‘ we will countevery dollarof the coin, 
and when we settle our quarrel with you, why 
then the money will all be safe, and we will pay 
it over.” 

Mr. WINSLOW. I would ask the gentleman 
if he has any information that any money what- 
ever belonging to the Government of the United 
States has been seized by the governments of the 
seceding States? 

Mr. SICKLES. Yes, sir; I have it from the 
Treasury Department. ` 

Mr. WINSLOW. I speak now with reference 
to the sub-treasuries. 

Mr. SICKLES. I speak of the bullion be- 
longing to the United States—about nine tons of 
silver—scized the other day in New Orleans. 

Mr. WINSLOW. Does the gentleman rely 
upon newspaper reports? 

Mr. SICKLES. No; upon official information. 

Mr, WINSLOW, The same as that published 
in the newspapers? 

Mr, SICKLES. Substantially the same; but 


worse, Į am sorry to say. There has been an- 


other mint seized.in Georgia, which is to be held 
for our benefit at some future day in the generat 
settlement. Now, that may be very proper, but 
Į am not disposed to put the mails in the same 
process of liquidation; because the receivable 
drafts and warrants on the sub-treasuries, and 
watyants on the postmasters in the seceding 
States, and all the machinery of the Governmont 
which relates to the public funds, would not be 
ina good condition of administration under such 
circumstances. 2 

But, sir, to resume at the point where I yielded 
to my esteemed friend from North Carolina, and 
to bring these remarks‘to a close, I want to call 
the attention of gentlemen again to these new 
phases which this movement, in the progress of 
events, yielding entirely to the passions of the 
hour a | repudiating reason, has assumed. In 
November it was peaceable secession, We could 
agree to that. Iam for it. In January, it was 
forcible secession; and then, sir, your friends in 
the North were transformed into timid apologists. 
In February, it is spoliation and war. And | 
say, in the presence of this new and last phase 
of the secession movement, that it can have no 
friends in the North; it can have no apologists in 
the North; and there will soon be no exception 
to the general denunciation which it must en- 
counter from the loyal and patriotic citizens of this 
country. 

STATE OF THE UNION. 


The SPEAKER stated that the morning hour 
had expired, and that the House would now pro- 
ceed to the consideration of the special order, being 
the report of the special committee of thirty-three 
on the disturbed condition ofthe country, on which 
the gentleman from Maryland [Mr. Hucnes] was 
entitled to the floor. 

Mr. HUGHES addressed the House for an 
hour. [His speech’ will be published in the 
Appendix J 

Mr. LOGAN obtained the floor. 


MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT. 


A message in writing was received from the 
President of the United States, by Mr. Gross- 
BRENNER, his Private Secretary. 


LOAN BILL. 


Mr. HOLMAN. As it wants but a few min- 
utes of the hour when the House will take a re- 
cess, and as it might not be pleasant for the gen- 
tleman from Illinois to be interrupted in his speech 
at that time, I move that the House do now take 
a recess till seven o’clock. 

Several Memsers. That motion is not in order. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The gentleman’s object can 
be accomplished by allowing me to call up the 
loan bill with the Senate amendments, so that it 
can be disposed of in the morning. I will notask 
for a vote on it to-night. 

There being no objection, House bill No. 792, 
authorizing a Joan, was taken up, and the Senate 
amendments read. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The Committee of Ways 
and Means recommend non-concurrence with the 
Senate amendments. If they are non-concurred 
in, then they can go to a committec of conference. 
I would ask the vote to be taken upon them now, 
but that I am informed that the gentleman from 
Missouri [Mr. Pue.rs] desires to make some 
remarks upon them. 

The SPEAKER. Then the understanding is, 
that this bill shall be taken up in the morning. 


THE M’CORMICK PATENT. 


Mr. LOGAN. I ask to have put upon its pas- 
sage a bill to which I am satisfied there will be no 
objection. 

Mr. STANTON. If the gentleman from Illi- 
nois will permit me, I have a matter here in which 
he has as much interest as I. Itis a joint reso- 
lution extending the time for taking testimony on 
the application of Cyrus H. McCormick for an 
extension of his patent. I wish to have it put 
upon its passage. 

The joint resolution was read a first and second 
time. It allows the further time of ninety days 
to parties interested in resisting the extension of 
the patent of Cyrus H. McCormick, for his pa- 
tent reaper, or his improvements or modifications 
of the same, to enable them to take testimony in 
opposition to said extension, to be used before 
the Commissioner of Patents, on the hearing of 
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the application of said McCormick for the exten- | 


sion of said patent. 

The joint resolution was ordered to. be en- 
grossed, and read a third time; and being en- 
grossed, it-was accordingly read the third time, 
and passed. ; 

Mr. STANTON moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the joint resolution was passed; and 
also moved to lay the motion to reconsider on the 
table. 

‘The latter motion was agreed to. 


SALINE LANDS IN ILLINOIS. 


Mr. LOGAN. ‘There is a billon the Calendar 
which I wish to ask the House to have put upon 
its passage. I will make a brief statement in re- 
gard to it. The ordinance admitting Hlinois into 
the Union provided that the saline Jands in the 
State should be reserved to the State for the pur- 
pose of being leased. In 1847, Congress passed 
a law authorizing the Legislature of the State of 
Illinois to pass a law to seli these lands to pur- 
chasers. ‘The Legislature passed such a law, 
appointing a commission to dispose of the lands. 
The lands were sold in pursuance of this author- 


ity, and the purchasers received their deeds from | 


the commissioners. But, on examination of the 
recotds in the land department, I find, that there 
is no record there of the reserved lands. The 
Commissioner of the General Land Office sug- 
gested to me that the best plan was to get a bill 

assed recognizing the title of these purchasers. 
The description of the land is set out in the bill, 
with the names of the purchasers; and the bill 
only recognizes their purchases as valid for the 
RRO of making their claim of title complete. 

he bill is recommended by the Commissioner of 
the General Land Office. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Lhope that bill will be let 
lie over till Lhave an opportunity of examining it. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. I do not 
think there can be any objection to it. 

Mr. BINGHAM. 
its passage; but E want to examine it. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois., Then I pro- 

ose that the bill be considered as being before the 

House, and let it lie over. I have no doubt that 
itis entirely right. 

Me LOGA . Ihave no objection to thatcourse 
being pursued. It will be found that my state- 
ment is entirely correct; and I have a letter in my 

ossession from the Commissioner of the General 
and Office, which I am willing to have read. 


COAST SURVEY REPORT. 

Mr. GURLEY. I offer the following resolu- 
tion: 

Resolved, That there be printed five thousand extra copies 
of the report of the Superintendent of the Coast Survey for 
the year 1860; three thousand of which shall be for distri- 
bution by the Superintendent, and two thousand copies for 
the tise of the members of the House. 

Mr. BURNETT. J object to that proposition, 
as there is no quorum present. 

The SPEAKER. The hour of four o’clock 
having arrived, the House will take a recess until 
seven o’clock, p. m. 


EVENING SESSION. 

The House resumed its session at seven o’clock, 
p: m., (Mr. Howarn, of Michigan, in the chair 
as Speaker pro tempore,) and continued the dis- 
cussion of the report of the sclect committee of 
thirty-three. 

Mr. LOGAN addressed the House for an hour. 
{His speech will be published in the Appendix.) 

Mr, TAPPAN, Mr. Speaker, as one of te 
members of the committee of thirty-three, I jojfed 
with the gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. W 
BuRN] in submitting a minority report, 
recommending the following resolution /for the 
consideration of the House: 

“ Resolved, ‘That the provisions of the Constitution are 
ample for the preservation of the Union, and the protection 
ofall the material interests of the country ; that it needs to 
be obeyed rather than amended ; and that extrication from 
present difficulties should be looked for in efforts to preserve 
and protect the public property, and in the enforcement 
of the laws, rather than in new guarantees for particular 
interests, or compromises and concessions to unreasonable 
demands.” 

And I desire now, very briefly, to submit my 
reasons why I could not concur in the report of 
the majority, and in support of my belief that the 

ssage of this resolution is all the action the 


a 
Pous ought to take in regard to the present erisis | 


in our national affairs. 


I have no desire to delay 
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Sir, I was one of the. very few members. of this 
body who voted against the raising of this com- 
mittee at the outset. I did so, not because I did 
not fully understand and appreciate the perilous 


| condition of the country ; not because, at the proper 


time, I would be unwilling to make any reasona- 
ble concessions, not involving the sacrifice of prin- 
ciple, to any portion of my countrymen who might 

resent grievances to be redressed; but because, 
in the first place, I belicved that the appointment 
of such a committee would be the initiative step 
towards some sort of a “compromise,” when 
any compromise, under the peculiar circumstances 
that surrounded us, would be degrading and hu- 
miliating to the North; and, secondly, such was 
the “ madness that ruled the hour” irf the south- 
ern portion of the country, I did not believe that 
any measures we should be able to pass would be 
productive of any good; and the attempt to make 
compromises that might fail, would only add fuel 
to the flame. And, asevents have rolled on, every 
hour hagonly confirmed me in the correctness of 
my convictions then. I believed then, as I believe 


| now, that the furor at the South had takep the form 


of an epidemic; and, like a raging fevor 1n the hu- 
man system, it must have it$ run. In such cases, 
if the constitution of the patient is strong enough 
to grapple with the discase, he will live; and if 
not, in spite of all the nostrums that may be ad- 
ministered by quacks around the bedside, hè wili 
die. And so with this epidemic in the national 
system. If the Constitution of the country has not 
sirength enough to carry the nation through this 
crisis, no prescriptions that this Congress can 
apply will be likely to effect a cure. 

But, sir, I have faith in the patriotism of the 
great mass of the people. [have faith in the Con- 
stitution. It is apparently weak now; and the 
demon of a treacherous disease seems to be run- 
ning riot throughout its whole frame-work. But 
it is strong nevertheless; and in the end will pat 
forth its power, and the country will rise from its 


rostration healthier and more vigorous than ever 1 


p 

efore, 

Mr. Speaker, if lum mistaken in the result that 
is now to follow from the present condition of 
public affairs, I am sure that { cannot be mistaken 
that such would have been the result if a square, 
bold, and manly issue had been made up at the 
outset for the Union and the preservation of the 
Government. ‘That portion of the American peo- 
ple who had just suecceded in electing their Pres- 
ident, in the’ mode and forms recognized by the 
Constitution, had done nothing thatrequired apol- 
ogy, nothing that they ought to take back. I, 
for one, did not go into that election to have the 
principles for which I contended given up and 
abandoned at the first howl of those who were 
disappointed at the result. The Republicans nom- 
inated a moderate, conservative, and honest man, 
and placed him upon a moderate, conservative, 
and patriotic platform of principles—principles 
that embraced every portion of the Union, and 
protected every material interest of this great Con- 
federacy, and which in no wise conflicted with 
the fundamental law of the Jand. 

It will scarcely be contended, even by the 
opponents of the Republican party, that there 
was no necessity for a change of administration, 
Every avenue of the Government reeked with 
fraud; peculation and corruption prevailedin every 
department, until it culminated at last in one of 
the most stupendous official robberics that ever 
astonished the American people: all going to 
show that the change did not come a moment too 
soon. 

Other parties went into the election as well as 
the Republicans, with their réspective declarations 


of principles; and it was the duty of every good |i 


citizen, of whatever party, to abide peacefully 
by the result. If the Republicans had been beaten, 
they would cheerfully have done so; for they are 
Union-loving, law-abiding citizens. But no sooner 
was the election of Mr. Lincoln definitely ascer- 
tained, than the fires of revolution broke out at 
Charleston, and in other portions of the cotton 
States. Withoutjust cause, without allowing time 
even for parley, without waiting to see ifa friendly 


understanding could not be brought about, with # 


indecent haste, the disunionisis of the country, 
who, by their own confessions, have been plot- 
ting its overthrow for the last thirty years, have 
seized the public property, taken possession of the 
depositories of the public funds, insulted the Amer- 


i 


i eloquent and patriotic speeches 
| from Texas, (Mr. Hamriron,] and of the gen- 


| ‘prevai 


: for the Government, wou s ‘ Z 
! for the Union that South Carolina does against it! 


ican fag, and, with jeers at the:Governmentwhich 
has protected them sô long; have declared them? 
selves out of the Union. Fee Waa oi 

Now; sir, under these circumstances, I believed, 
and T still believe;-that-the first question to be as- 
certained is, whether we have a Government or 
not? And Fam for postponing all other questions 
and all other “ compromises” until this great and 
vital fact is-ascertained. And TI putit to the can- 
dor of gentlemen onthe other side—Iask the gen- 
tleman from Ilinois (Mr. Logan] who has just 
taken his seat-—whether, in case they ‘had suc- 
ceeded in electing their candidate ‘upon’ the plat- 
form of slavery “ protection’? in the Territories, 
and Massachusetts and New Hampshire, dissat+ 
ished with the result, had committed the same 
acts which South Carolina and Georgia have com- 
mitted—they would have made haste to get on to 
their knees with an apology; or if they would not 
rather, in the first place, have taken measures to 
ascertain whether the Government of the coun- 
try had any binding force? If a decent, self-re- 
spect would have prevented them from doing this, 
Imay be pardoned. for declining to do the same 
thing. 

Mr. Speaker, if this Government isa mere cob- 
web, with no power for its own preservation, it 
is utterly useless to try to tinker and patch it up 
by “compromises.” ` Lf the Union is so utterly 
weak and helpless that the first breath of treason 
is sufficient to destroy its vitality, it will be good 
for nothing after itis saved,” and the time spent 
in trying to save it will be worse than thrown 
away. So believing, Mr. Speaker, Iwas for nar- 
rowing the issue as soon as possible to the ques- 
tion of Union or no Union, Government or no 
Government, and ascertaining who was for the 
Government and who againstit. And L solemuly 
believe, if the entire mass of the Republican party, 
in Congress and out, had, from the start, Boldly 
maintained this position, instead of frittering 
away the time in fecble attempts at “ compro- 
mising” what cannot be compromised—in ‘half 
apologizing for having had the temerity to elect 
their President—we should have stood stronger 
to-day; the crisis would before now have been 

assed, aud the revolution stayed. We would, 
by that course, have presented an issue around 
which the moderate, patriotic men in the border 


| slave States—who know that the charges against 


the Republicans of designing to interfere with any 
of their constitutional rights are false—could have 
rallied, and, standing with us on the common 
platform of the Constitution and the Union, the 
flood of secession which now threatens to over- 
whelm them would have been rolled back. The 
of the gentleman 


tleman from Tennessee, (Mr. Sroges,] buta day 
or two since, and other speeches of like tone, 
from gentlemen of the border States, unmistak - 
ingly indicate that such would have been the vase 
if the right stand had been taken at first. T hope 
itis not too late now. Firmness on the part of 
the Executive, and firmness and courage on the 
part of the people of the free States, are, in my 
judgment, the best antidote for. the insanity that 
is at the South, and the best remedy to 
avert the horrors of a civil war, Every time the 
people of the free States have wavered; every 
time her Representatives have evinced a dispost- 
tion to fall back one step from their position, the 
secessionists, with fiercer yells, have advanced 
two. And so it will be to the end. If we com- 
promise to-day, we will be required to yteld more 
to-morrow; and when the North is safficiently 
humiliated, there will be no difficulty, | appre- 
hend, in “ reconstructing” the Government so as 
to place it inthe hands of the slave power forever. 
Sir, I am for making a stand somewhere; and I 
prefer to make it before I start to run at all, 

Mr. Speaker, as much as I detest the treason” 
of South Carolina, there is an audacity in her 
mode of doing things that almost compels my 
respect. She does not attempt to disguise her 
long and deep-seated hatred to the Union, and she 


i makes no seruples at turning her guns upon the 


glorious flag of her country. Shé flings defiance 
at us in every form. 1 would to God that some- 
body, somewhere, who had authority to speak 
ld exhibit half the zeal 


But itis said that some sort of a compromise 
is necessary in order to keep the border slave 
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States. from joining in the secession movement. : 


Sir, if the security. and prosperity these States 
now enjoy by means of the Union; if the exposed 
position they would.occupy should it be dissolved, 
and the utter ruin and disaster which such an 
event-would bring on. them, whatever might be 
its effects, in other parts of the country; if the 
patriotic memories of the past; and the love of the. 
Constitution: and ** Union asit is; which most 
of these States have. been supposed particularly 
to-cherish; if a better knowledge of the people ot 
the free States than prevails.further..south, and 
of the falsity of the charges brought against them; 
if all this. is not sufficient to cause them to pause 
before they. take the fatal step-which shall sever 
their connection with a Government that has cov- 
ered them with blessings, it will be in vain to 
think of placating them with any half measures 
that we can adopt. 

What guarantee have we, Mr. Speaker, that 
the border States will be satisfied with the prop- 
ositions reported by the majority of the commit- 
tee of thirty-three? What assurances have we 
that any terms of settlement, short of the recog- 
nition and protection by the Gencral Government 
of slavery in the territory that we now possess or 
may hereafter acquire south of 360 30', will be 
acceptable to them? The honorable gentleman 
from Tennessee, [Mr. Nevson,] whose opinions 
I greatly respect, and whose character and pa- 
triotism command my admiration, while disposed 
to look favorably upon the proposition to amend 
the Constitution prohibiting the interference with 
slavery in the States, is opposed to admitting New 
Mexico as a State, and gives many and cogent rea- 
sons why it would not be accepted by his State, 
and showing also that it would probably be pro~ 
ductive of more harm than good. 

But, Mr, Speaker, suppose that the measures 
proposed by the committee, or some others short 
of the ultimatum laid down by the cotton States, 
of slavery protection in all future acquisitions, 
would be received by the border States, or most 
of them, as a final settlement of the slavery ques- 
tion: what then? The question still remains, what 
is to be done with the seceding States? The ques-. 
tion still remains, whether we have a Government 
or not, capable of maintaining the integrity of the 
Union? The question would still press itself upon 
us, whether a single State, or half a dozen States 
combined, could, by their rebellious action, de- 
stroy the unity:and nationality of the Govern- 
ment? And these vital questions, as I have said, 
Lam for meeting in limine. Not by raising armies 
and marching them to the South, as the gentleman 
from Ilinois [Mr. Loan] seems to suppose, to 
lay the country waste by fire and sword, in order 
to coerce”? them into the Union; but by firmly 
adhering to the Constitution of the country, and 
enforcing obedience to the laws by ail the power 
of the Government. And before l consent to con- 
cessions, even for the conciliation of the border 
States, I desire to know where they will be found 
on this great question of maintaining the laws of 
the Union? 

Sir, this country presents a most melancholy 
and humiliating spectacle. before the nations of 
the earth. A great nation of thirty million peo- 
ple, ranked as one of the first-class Powers of the 
world, at the first dawn of treason in its borders 
retires ingloriously before it, and to-day is seen 
crumbling to pieces, without an effort being made 
to maintain its integrity, or a finger raised to de- 
fend the honor of its flag. In all the tide of time 
the world never witnessed so cowardly an exhi- 
bition. 

Now, sir, I desire to inquire what would be the 
effect of such a policy as I have indicated? I 
would defend this capital at all hazard, and pro- 
tect the public property. I would collect the rev- 
enue in the ports of every seceding State, either 
on ihe land or on the sea, or I would repeal the 
laws making them ports of entry. Does:it follow 
that this would result in a general civil war? Not 
atali. The Government would be clearly in th 
right, and every arm raised against it would be 
clearly in the wrong.. Every act of the Govern- 
ment would be strictly on the defensive, while 
every blow struck against it would be the act of 
an aggressor upon its rights. The Government 
would be defending the priceless inheritance of 
liberty, which our fathers bequeathed to ugat the 
expense of so much blood and treasure, while its 
enemies would be fighting for its overthrow, be-: 


cause they have been deprived of political power 
by the constitutional fiat of the people. The sym- 
pathies of every Government on the earth would 
be on the side of the constituted authorities of the 
United States; and the prayers of every friend of 
constitutional liberty, whether in the Old World 
or.the New, would ascend.to. the throne of Jeho- 
vah, that this Government, founded. in the prin- 
ciples of human freedom, and the rights of man,. 
might-not be-destroyed by the enemies of both. 
But, undersuch a policy, who are the rebels to 
fight? If they had ships, and could man them, 
they might: attack the vessels blockading their - 
harbors.: But the contest will be unequal... Will 
they raise armies toinvade the loyal States? ‘This 


isan ‘‘entertainment”’to which they would hardly 
“invite” themselves. 

Sir, I will indulge in no threats of what would 
be the result in such an event. I will make no 
boasts of the prowess of any particular section of 
the country. I desire to say no word that can 
exasperate or inflame, but simply to plane myself 
on the side of. my country, and the integrity of its 
Government, whose Constitution I have sworn 
tosuppor® I deprecate a warin which brother 
shall be arrayed against brother, and kindred 
against kindred; and I pray that God may avert 
such a calamity from this. land! Nevertlreless, 
wisely, but firmly, I would have the Government 
make’a trial, at least, for its own protection, that 
it might not be a scoff and by-word among the 
nations. And then, if it shall be found to.be the 
weak and impotent thing which its enemies ima- 
gine it to be, then it will be time enough to talk 
about “compromises,” and a division of the coun- 
try into two-confederacies. For one, Ido not care 
to live under a Government which is so feeble 
as to excite only the contempt of mankind, and 
which exists merely at the sufferance of those who 
may at any moment conspire for its overthrow, in 
spite of all the concessions we may now make. 
And I repeat that I desire, first, to know whether 
we have a Government or not; whether we have 
a country to love and support. 

Mr. Speaker, I know the anxiety that is felt 
by every true friend of his country 1n such a fear- 
ful crisis as the present. I know the feeling that 
is uppermost in many a patriotic heart, to try and 
“do something’’ to avert the great calamity which 
seems impending. But what canwe do? There 
are some things that the North might do without 
dishonor. And although I cannot support the 
measures recommended by the committee, be- 
cause I think they involve a surrender of princi- 
ple; yet, if the South should tender the restora- 
tion-of the Missouri compromise simply as it was 
before ‘t ruthless hands” wrenched it from its 
place, where it had given peave to the country for 
over thirty years, and the reckless repeal of which 
has been one great cause of allour woes, the North, 
I think, would be bound to take it fairly into con- 
sideration, 

Much stress is laid on the personal liberty laws, 
and they are blazoned to the world as the pretended 
cause of all our difficulties; and the President 
himself, in his annual message, treated them as 
the great act of wrong on the part of the North, 
justifying, if not repealed, a dissolution of the 
Union. And yet, when, in the committee of thirty- 
three, we first set ourselves to the task of correct- 
ing this grievance, as far as possible, we were told 
by southern gentlemen that it was useless to spend 
time on such trifling matters, and that it did not 
reach the seat of the disease. No, Mr. Speaker; 
it does not reach the seat of the disease. The seat 
of the disease is the lost prestige of political power; 
it is the lust of dominion on the part of those 
who have administered the Government so long 
that they think they have an indefeasible right to 
control its destinies forever. - 

And because the free States, in consequence of the 
thrift, enterprise, and progress which free-labor 
institutions Impartto.a community, have acquired 
the numerical majority in the councils of the nation, 
and decline to use it to extend,“ protect,” foster, 
and nationalize the system of- slavery, the Union 
is to be destroyed and. the Constitution trampled 
under foot! Nor, sir,is the settlementof this ques- 
tion, so far as our present territory is concerned, of. 
any particular consequence to those who have 
“ precipitated this revolution.” Days were spent 
in committee, endeavoring to contrive some way 


to settle the status of slavery in territory which we 
do not now possess! 7 | 


a 


And the proposition for adjustment. which has 
been talked of most, and which, it is said, would 
probably be acceptable to most of the southern 
States—that of the distinguished Senator from 
Kentucky, [Mr. Crirrenpen|]—provides for the 
recognition and “‘ protection” of slavery in all ter- 
ritory “hereafter acquired” south of 360 30’. Sir, 
this 1s a premium offered to fillibustering, and ag- 
gressive inroads upon friendly Powers, for the 
purpose of “ making room” for the spread of sla- 
very. Itis the adoption into the Constitution of 
the creed of the-ultra portion of the Democratic 

arty, who broke up the Charleston convention 
becana the dogma of ‘ protection’? to slavery 
was not inserted in the Democratic platform, It 
is the arrogant demand of the revolutionists of 
the country—-who, if the conservative, Union sen- 
timent of that section could find expression, are 
in a meager minority even in the southern States 
—not only to all those who voted for Lincoln, but 
to those who voted for Douglas, and most of those 
who voted for Bell, to surrender their convictions 
and principles, on pain of breaking up the Con- 
federacy. Sir, this will never be done; and the 
free States will never concede these terms of set~ 
tlement, let the consequences be what they may. 
And J appeal to the honest masses of the Demo- 
cratic party in my own State who voted for Mr. 
Douglas, if they are willing, because their oppo- 
nents rise in treason against the Government, to 
adopt the doctrine of constitutional and legislative 
“ protection to slavery” in all the Territories 
which may be ‘hereafter acquired ?”” 

Sir, the proposition knownas the ‘ border States 
compromise,’’ which is similar to that of the gen- 
tleman from Ilinois, [Mr. KeLLoce,] if I under- 
stand it, is scarcely less objectionable. It provides 
that the Constitution shall be so amended that, in 
all the territory south of 360 30', neither Congress 
nor the people of the Territory shall ever mter- 
fere with or prohibit slavery. What sort of a | 
proposition is this to those who hold that the peo- 
ple shall be left ‘* perfectly free to form and reg- 
ulate their own domestic institutions in their own 
way?” Sir, by this measure, although nine tenths 
of the people might be opposed to the introduction 
of slavery, the other tenth could force it into the. 
Territory, and compel it to come into the Union 
as a slave State. This is as effectually ‘* protec- 
tion to slavery”’ as though it were provided for in 
express terms. Itis only another way of reaching 
the same result. 

Sir, the Union is dear to the people of the north- 
ern States; they would sacrifice much to preserve 
it as itis; but a Union founded on the protection 
of slavery, as its ‘‘ chief corner stone,’’ is not the 
Union for which our fathers fought, and is not 
the precious boon which they supposed they had 
transmitted to their posterity. Ifthe only terms 
upon which the Union can be preserved are, that 
the General Government, by constitutional pro- 
vision and congressional enactment, shall, through 
all time, wherever the adventurous’ spirit of our 
people shallplant the American banner, be pledged 
to the protection of an institution condemned by 
the whole civilized world, outside of the slave 
States—an institution which Mr. Hunter, in his 
speech at Charlottesville, in August last, said that 
“southern men themselves, with but few excep- 
tions, admitted to be a moral evil,” not twenty 
years ago-—-then, indeed, will the North begin to 
“ calculate the value’? of such a Union. 

Mr. Speaker, I will consider, briefly, the par- 
ticular propositions reported by the majority of 
the committee. 

Tn addition to the reasons already given, I am 
opposed to the proposed amendment to the Con- 
stitution, providing against future amendments to 
that instrument, touching slavery in the States, 
not beealyal have any wish myself, or because 
I know df a single Republican anywhere who 
wishes or. believes he has any right to interfere - 
with slavery in the States, but because there is no 
need of such an amendment. I am opposed to 
any alteration of the Constitution unless upon the 
most urgent necessity; and then, never at the 
demand of those, or to placate those who are 
in actual rebellion against it. The Republican 
party, intheir platform of principles, are solemnly 
pledged against any such interference, or the be- 
lief in any right to interfere with slavery in the 
States. But I am further opposed to the amend- 
ment, because, as has been so well shown by the 
honorable chairman of thecommittec, itis morally 
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impossible that slavery in the States should ever be 
interfered with by any amendment to the Consti- 
tution. With no more slave States than exist to- 
day, there must be forty-five free States before any 
such amendment can receive the sanction of three 
fourths of all the States. And lastly, 1am opposed 
to it because it gives to slavery new and additional 
‘guarantees, which the illustrious framers of the 
Constitution did not think necessary to insert in 
that instrument. ‘They were careful to exclude 
from the Constitution the very word “ slave; and 
they regarded slavery as an institution which was 
inconsistent with the great ideas upon which the 
Government was based, and which, at a period 
not very remote, would gradually be done away. 
I am therefore unwilling to go further than they 
went, in giving it constitutional sanction, espe- 
cially as the workings of the system do not par- 
ticularly commend it to the enlightened civilization 
and Christianity of the age. What the Constitu- 
tion gives it, I will give—no more, no less. 

Nor can I admit the force of the appeal that, 
because the people of the South have been made 
to believe the falsehoods circulated there against 
the Republican party, we must make concessions 
that otherwise would be improper, in order to 
appease their fury. Because the leaders of the 
Breckinridge Democracy have made the people of 
the South believe that Mr. Hamlin is a mulatto, 
that Lincoln is in favor of having the white peo- 
ple intermarry with the negroes, and that the Re- 
publicans are to invade their States with armies 
of “ wide-awakes’’ and set their slaves all free, I 
shall not consent to change the fundamental law 
of the land, and thereby virtually admit the 
charges to be true. Many of the southern people 
are evidently in that condition of mind where they 
“see men as trees walking.’? They would not 
now believe it, even if every Republican should 
vote in favor of this proposition. I prefer to wait 
till the “ madness”? passes away, and then sce if 
we cannot ‘‘ reason together.” If that time never 
comes, it will not be my fault nor the fault of the 
Republican party. 

sir, L cannot sympathize with the argument of 
those who attempt to draw a parallel between the 
present condition of affairs in some of the southern 
States and the revolt of the colonies against the 
Government of Great Britain. I would not dignify 
the causeless rebellion which now exists among a 
portion of the slaveholding pope of the country, 
so as to elevate it alongside of the great American 
Revolution, which will forever stand forth as one 
of the most sublime epochs in the history of the 
world. If, every time a discontented minority, 
after having participated in an election, shall re- 
fuse to acquiesce in the constitutional result, and 
threaten to pull down the pillars of the Govern- 
ment, we treat them in the same way that Burke 


advised towards the American colonies, how long | 


will it be before the great fundamental principle 
on which this Government rests, to wit, that the 
majority shall rule, would be trampled under foot 
and the Government destroyed ? 

I do not propose, Mr. Speaker, to go into a 
detailed statement of all the reasons which oper- 
ate on my mind against the admission of New 
Mexico as a State. These are fully set forth in 
the report which I signed in conjunction with the 

entleman from Wisconsin, [Mr. Wasnsprn.] 

t would be a sufficient reason for voting against 
it, that, as a measure of peace to those for whom 
it is intended, it will fail to be satisfactory. Ifit 
fails to be acceptable to the gentleman from Ten- 
nessee, moderate and conservative as he is, I do 
not think it will commend itself to the people of 
his State, or those of the other border States. 
But my chief objection to itis, that it virtually. 
surrenders (although covered up under specious 
disguises) the entire position of the Republican 
party in reference to the extension of slavery into 
free territory. When New Mexico wasacquired, 
it was free territory. Since then, through influ- 
ences from this capital, and at the instigation of 
prominent southern men, slavery has been estab- 
lished there, by theenactment of a barbaroustode, 
disgraceful to the civilization of the age. 

Mr. OTERO. Thegentleman from New Hamp- 
shire says that the Territory of New Mexico was 
free when it was acquired by the Government of 
the United States. Í deny that. 

Mr. TAPPAN. I prefer not to yield the floor. 
The gentleman can reply to me if he desires to 
do so 


‘ig so, then it is no concession to the slaveholding 


Mr. OTERO. The entire eastern portion of the 
Territory of New Mexico was under the laws of 
Texas, which recognized slavery; and this Gov- 
ernment recognized the authority of Texas when 
paying Texas $10,000,000 for the eastern portion, 
and there slavery existed. : 

Mr. TAPPAN. Idonotunderstand it to be as 
the gentleman states. I understand that the Terri- 
tory of New Mexico when-we acquired it was free 
territory, and I have yet to learn that it was ever 
slave territory till, by the enactment of the slave- 
code there, it was so declared. By the organic 
act of the Territory, Congress has the reserved 
right to annul these laws, and at the last session 
a bill to that cffect passed this House, but failed 
in the Senate. By now admitting her into the 
Union, on an equal footing with the other States, 
we, in effect, approve this barbarous legislation, 
sanction the proceedings which forced slavery 
into the Territory, and bring her into the Union 
as a slave State. 

But it is said by some of those who advocate 
this measure, that it will be a free State. If this 


States; and it is absurd to suppose that secession 
is to be prevented by the admission of another 
free State. No; if it comes in at all, it comes.as 
a slave State, carved out of territory that is free, 
or which it is the duty of Congress to make free. 
The same influences that established slavery there 
will also cause it to remain. Itis truc there never 
may be many slaves; but still, to all intents and 
purposes, it will be a slave State. To this I can- 
not consent; and I only reiterate the language of 
Mr. Clay, in one of the last speeches he ever 
made, wher I declare that “ no earthly power can 
compel me to vote for the extension of slavery 
over territory that is now free P? 

There are other and all-sufficient reasons, out- 
side of the slavery question, why New. Mexico 
ought not to be admitted as a State. Her system 
of peonage, or “ white slavery;’’ the paucity of 
her white inhabitants; the mongrel character of 
the mass of her people; and their entire unfitness 
to be incorporated into the Union, having. equal 
weight at the other end of the Capitol, and upon 
equal footing in all respects with the old States, 
are enough of themselves to deter me from voting 
for this measure. Added to this, is the fact that 
the people of New Mexico do not ask to be ad- 
mitted mto the Union as a State, but are under- 
stood to be opposed to it. Her people have never 
paid any taxes, and it is said cannot be made to 
do so for any purpose whatever. So that if she 
is admitted into the Union, we shall be compelled 
to make appropriations to defray the expenses of 
her State government out of the national Treas- 
ury; thus forcing a slave State into the Union 
nee her will, and footing her bills after we get 
rer in! 

Mr. OTERO. The gentleman says that the 
people of New Mexico pay no taxes. Now, as 
Delegate from that Territory I venture to say that 
the people of the State of New Hampshire do not 
Ray to-day larger taxes than the people of New 

exico do. New Mexico does not owe a dollar 
of debt. She pays to the ministers of the religion 
there—the Catholic religion—tithes amounting 
to more than the taxation of the people of New 
Hampshire. Nota single county in „the Terri- 
tory is in debt, The Territory is notin debt. We 
have got no direct taxation, but we have indirect 
taxation. 

Mr. TAPPAN. I do not undertake to know 
what the particular mode of taxation in New Mex- | 
ico is; but the evidence before the committec from 
intelligent gentlemen—long residents in the Ter- 
ritory—was, that the people were averse to being 
taxed for any purpose, and were opposed to a 
State government, because they would not betaxed 
to support it. 

And now, sir, I have said all that I propose 
to say on these questions. Ifthis Union is to be 
broken up, it will have been done by the fanati- 
cism of slavery propagandism, and the vaulting 
ambition of political leaders, who, to do its bid- 
ding in 1854, by the breaking down of a time- 
honored compromise, let loose upon the land the 
fearful agitation which has rocked it, as with a 
tempest, from that hour to this. Butifsuch isto 
be our fate, the “ Government of the United States 
of America’? will still exist, with a territory and 
people teeming with all the elements of greatness 


and of freedom, of unsurpassed progress, and of | 


future glory: If that time ‘shall speedily come, 
then Tsay: : Phos es BUS Ga 
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The golden cluster on-our brave old flag 
In closer union; and, if numbering léss,~ . TE 
Brighter shall shine the stars that still remain.” 

But, Mr. Speaker, I will not look beyond, the 
present Union to see what is behind the. vail that, 
divides us from the future. I have no desire, to 

0.80. : 

The State I have the honor, in part, to. repre-: 
sent on this floor, is small in area, but she yields 
to none in patriotic attachment to the: Union and, 
the Gonstitution; and I believe the united voice of 
her people, irrespective of party, is for the ‘Union 
as it is,” and the Constitution as our fathers: made 
it, While her people will faithfully respect all the 
rightsguarantied by that Constitution tothe people 
of the South, they will not consent to the forma- 
tion of a new Constitution, giving to slavery new 
and additional guarantees, which those. who ori- 
ginally framed it refused to grant. wile 

It is a mistake to suppose that New Hampshire 
has any laws upon her statute-book which are in 
conflict with the Constitution touching the rendi- 
tion of fugitive slaves, But when her personal 
liberty bill was in force, if any State, fecling ag- 
grieved by such legislation, had come to her in the 
spirit of kindness and conciliation, there never has 
been a time when she would not have been metin 
alike spirit, and every grievance complained of 
would have been. cheerfully redressed. But she 
understands what is due to her own dignity, and 
will yield nothing to menaces or threats of a dis- 
solution of the Union. 

I have said, Mr. Speaker, thatthe people of New 
Hampshire are attached to this Union. Her patriot 
sires did much to achieve its glorious blessings; 
and their sons, not less patriotic, will peril their 
lives in its defense. New Hampshire was the 
ninth State—the last one required to complete the 
formation of the Union, and she will be the last . 
to desert it:in its.hour.of peril. Her people un- 
derstand their own duties and relations to the 
General Government, and they understand, too, 
the duties and relations of the people of her sister 
States to that same Government. State Legisla- 
tures and conventions may resolve themselves out 
of the Union; but the Union nevertheless stands. 
And, even if the Union is nothing more than a 
compact between the different States, the people 
of no State can be absolved from their allegiance 
to the United States until the bond of union be- 
tween them shall be dissolved by the consent of 
all the States who were originally parties to the 
compact. I do not, then, misstate the sentiments 
of her people when I proclaim that, as one of the 
loyal and patriotic States of the Confederacy, 
whenever the people of any other State shall, from 
whatever cause, trample down and. violate the 
laws of the Union, the motto of New Hampshire 
will be, “ The Constitution, the Union, and the. 
enforcement of the laws!’? If the maintenance of. 
this doctrine shall result in strife and bloodshed, 
the responsibility must rest with those who pro- 
voked the conflict, There can be no Union unless 
the laws of the Union are enforced. There can 
be no Government unless that Government puts 
forth efforts to have its own authority respected. 
And when the hour of trial comes, and patriotic 
hearts are necessary to maintain and defend the 
integrity of the Union, the people of my gallant 
State will respond promptly to the call of patriot- 
ism, and, whether from foes without or foes within, 
will defend to the last her country’s flag. They 
will, as one man, adopt the recent language of 
one of her most gifted pocts— 

« By the many. hopes tlie living cherish , 
By our faith in freedom’s sacred trust 3 
By the patriot names that cannot perish 5 
By the soil made dear by Langdon’s dust 
By the deeds of Stark, enshrined in story + 
By the voices speaking from the past; 
By our priceless heritage of glory, 
Well defend the Union to the last 1? 

But I do not apprehend any serious collision 
id not believe that this land is to be drenched in, 
the blood of fratricidal strife. Unless some mad 
attempt should be made upon this capital—which 
will never be yielded to the enemies of the pres- 
ent Government, let the cost to save or retake it 
be ever so great—I believe in the final peaceful 
solution of all our difficulties. Ido not believe it 
will be accomplished, however, by any unmanly 
yielding, or any humiliating concessions on elther 
side; but from the returning reason and sense of 
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justice of the great mass of the people in the south- 
ern States, now misguided and led astray by the 
falsehoods and machinations of political leaders, 
who have fomented this rebellion tosubserve their 
own selfish and ambitious ends. i 

Lettheadministrationof Mr. Lincoln once come 
fairly into power; let it have an opportunity to 
develop its policy as every other Administration 
has done; let it maintain:a wise, but firm and de- 
cided course in the enforcement of the revenue 
laws, and the protection of the public property, 
and it will not be long before the eyes of the people 
of the seceding States will be opened, not merely 
as to the real aims and position of the Republican 
pan but also'to the ruinous policy which they 

ave been made to pursue. Then will come the 
time when the conservative, patriotic men of those 
States, who are now submerged by this revolu- 
tionary tide, can and will be heard. And, then, 
when the olive branch shall be tendered by the 
people of the North; when the mutual misunder- 
standings are done away, the people of the South 
will return to their allegiance to the Government 
that has protected them so long and so well; peace 
and harmony will once more be restored; and the 
glorious old stars and stripes will still float in 
the breezes of heaven, the barner of a common 
country! 

Messrs. MOORE of Kentucky, and TRIM- 
BLE nextaddressed the House. [Their speeches 
will be published in the Appendix.] 

Mr. HUMPHREY obtained the floor; but 
yielded to i 

Mr. HUTCHINS, who moved an adjourn- 
ment, 

The motion was agreed to; and thereupon (at 
ten o’clock and fifteen minutes, p.m.) the House 
adjourned. 


IN SENATE. 
Weonesvay, February 6, 1861. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Dr. GURLEY. 
The Journal ofyesterday was read and approved. 


POST ROUTE BILL. 


The Senate proceeded to consider the resolution 
of the House of Representatives, requesting the 
Senate to return to the House the bill (H. R. No. 
714) establishing certain post routes, with the 
amendments of the House to certain amendments 
of the Senate to the bill; and it was 

Ordered, That the Secretary be directed to return the 


said bih with the amendments to the House of Represent- 
atives, agreeably to its request. 


COUNTING OF ELECTORAL VOTES. 


The VICEPRESIDENT appointed Mr. Trum- 
BuLL teller on the part of the Senate to count the 
electoral votes for President and Vice President 
of the United States. 

A message was subsequently received from the 
Elouse of Representatives, announcing that the 
Elouse of Representatives had concurred in the 
resolution reported by the joint committee ap- 
pointed to ascertain and report a mode for exam- 
ining the votes for President and Vice President 
of the United States; and that it had appointed 
Mr. Ermu B. Wasnsurye, of Illinois, and Mr. 
Joux S. Puers, of Missouri, tellers on the part 
of the House. 


RESOLUTIONS OF KENTUCKY. 


Mr. FITCH. I move that the message from 
the President of the United States, communicat- 
ing resolutions of the Legislature of Kentucky, 
recommending the call of a convention: for pro- 

osing amendments to the Constitution of the 

nited States, which was yesterday laid on the 
table, be printed. o 

Mr. PUGH. I wish to make a suggestion in 
that connection. As I understand, these are the 
resolutions of the Legislature of Kentucky call- 
ing upon Congress, pursuant to the Constitution, 
for a general convention. They ought not to be 
passed over in'silence. It isa demand which is 
authorized to be made upon us; and I would sug- 
gest that the resolutions be referred to the stand- 
ing Committee on the Judiciary, together with 
the message of the President. 

Mr. FTYCH. [think the reference very proper. 
They. were laid on the table yesterday, in the 
haste of proceedings, just before the adjourn- 
ment. 

‘Lhe resolutions, with the message of the Pres- 


ident, were.referred to.the Committee onthe Ju- 
diciary, and ordered to be printed. 


COLLECTION OF DUTIES. 


Mr.. COLLAMER:. I have certain amend- 
ments which I have prepared. to Senate bill No. 
545, in relation to the collection of .duties:on im- 

orts, and for other purposes, which { desire to 
ave printed. _ 

The amendments were received informally, and 
ordered to be printed. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. I have an amendment to 
offer to the same bill, as a substitute, which I 
move to have printed. 

The motion to print was agreed to. 


APPEAL IN COPYRIGHT CASES. 


Mr. BAYARD. Iask the Senate to take up 
for consideration the motion to reconsider the vote 
on the passage of House bill No. 554, to extend 
the right of appeal from decisions of circuit courts 
to the Supreme Court of the United States. My 
object is to have it recommitted to the Committee 
on the Judiciary, in order that the amendments 
made to it may be revised. There is a difference 
of opinion among those members of the House of 
Representatives who take an interest in the bill, 
as to the form in which it now is; and I desire to 
have it recommitted to the committee. The mo- 
tion to reconsider has been submitted. I move to 
take it up, in order to recommit the bill to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from 
Delaware moves to take up the bill (H. R. No. 
554) to extend the right of appeal from decisions 
of circuit courts to the Supreme Court of the 
United States. A motion to reconsidér the vote 
passing the bill is pending. 

The motion to take up the bill was-agreed to. 

Mr. BAYARD. I nowask that the motion to 
reconsider be adopted. T shall then move to re- 
commit the bill tothe Committee on the Judiciary. 

‘he VICE PRESIDENT. The question is 
or reconsidering the vote by which the bill was 
passed. 

The motion to reconsider was agreed to. 

Mr. BAYARD. I now move that the bill be 
recommitted to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

The motion was agreed to. 

DEFICIENCY BILL. 

Mr. PEARCE, from the Committee on Finance, 
to whom were referred the amendments of the Sen- 
ate to the bill of the House (No. 866) to supply 
deficiencies in the appropriations for the service 
of the fiscal ycar cnding June 30, 1861, and the 
amendments of the House to the amendments of 
the Senate, reported thereon. 

The Senate proceeded to consider its amend- 
ments to the bill; and, 

On motion of Mr. PEARCE, it was 

Resolved, That the Senate disagree to the amendments 
of the House of Representatives to the amendments of the 
Senate to the bill (H. R. No. 866) to supply deficiencies in 
the appropriations for the service of tie fiscal year ending 
June 30, 186$, insist upon its amendments to the said bill, 
disagreed to by the House of Representatives, and ask a 
conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses 
thereon. 

On motion of Mr. PEARCE, the Vice Presi- 
dent was authorized to appoint the committee on 
the part of the Senate; and Mr. Frssenpen, Mr. 
Green, and Mr. Harran, were appointed. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 
Mr.SEWARD. I present the memorial of im- 


porting merchants, dry-goods merchants, mer- 

chants in the general line of their profession, bank- 

ers and insurance companies, in the city of New 

York, protesting against abolishing or materially 

modifying the warehousing system of the United 

States. [ask thatthe petition lie on the table. 
lt was so ordered. 

Mr. TEN EYCK presented six petitions of 
citizens of Philadelphia, in favor of the Union, the 
Constitution as itis, and the enforcement of the 
laws; which were ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. DIXON presented a petition of citizens of 
Hartford, Connecticut, praying for the speedy 
adoption of such measures as will substantially 
embrace the recommendations of the Representa- 
tives of the border States; which was ordered to 
lie on the table. 

Mr, CAMERON presented a petition of citi- 
zens of Philadelphia, praying that a pro rata ap- 
propriation may be made by the national Gov- 


i perity of the United States. 


ernmentto any State applying therefor,to enable: 
said State to extinguish the title to slaves within 
its limits, by compensating the holders of such 
title, and by providing for the education of such 
slaves; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented seven petitions of citizens of 
Philadelphia, Pennsylvania, asking Congress to 
stand firm for the Union, the Constitution as it 
is, and the enforcement.of the laws; which were 
ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr: SEMMONS presented the memorial of Bar- 
clay.& Livingston and others, merchants of the 
city of New York, in favor of the return of duties 
collected upon goods destroyed by the great fire 
of July 19,1845; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

Mr. PEARCE presented the memorial of Gail 
& Ax, and others, importers and manufacturers 
of cigars in Baltimore, Maryland, remonstrating 
against the dutics proposed to be imposed on 
cigars by the tariff bill before Congress, and against 
a modification of the bonding warehouse system; 
which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. WILKINSON presented a memorial of’ 
the Legislature of Minnesota, in favor of an ap- 
propriation for improving the Mississippi river 
from a point near the mouth of the Minnesota 
river to Sauk Rapids; which was referred to the 
Committee on Commerce. 

He also presented a memorial of the Legisla- 
ture of Minnesota in favor of the appointment of 
a special mail agent for that State; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads. 

Mr. FESSENDEN presented a memorial of 
citizens of Freeport, Maine, praying for the adop- 
tion of measures of conciliation and compromise; 
which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. I present a memorial 
of citizens of Troy, in the State of New York, 
praying for the speedy adoption of such measures 
as will substantially embrace the recommenda- 
tions of the Representatives of the border States, 
which they believe will restore tranquillity and 
peace to the country. It is very numerously 
signed—I believe by two or three thousand citi- 
zens; and they recommend also, as a basis ofset- 
tlement, the resolutions which I had the honor to 
present. I move that the memorial lic on the’ 
table. 

The motion was agreed to. 


` Mr. CRITTENDEN. [also presenta petition 
of citizens of the State of Massachusetts; which 
I ask may be read and laid on the table. 

The Secretary read it, as follows: 

To the Honorable the Senate and House of Representatives 
in Congress assembied : 

The undersigned, citizens of Massachusetts and also cit- 
izens of the United States, faithful alike to each allegiance, 
belicving that their sentiments towards the Union and to- 
wards their common country have been misrepresented and 
misunderstood ; willing that all parts of the country should 
have their full and equal rights under the Constitution, and 
recognizing in the propositions of Ion. J. J. CRITTENDEN, 
of Kentucky, a basis of settlement which the North and 
South may fairly and honorably accede to, and which is 
well calculated to restore peace to the country, respect- 
fully petition that your honorable bodies may adopt the 
same. 

Mr. BIGLER presented a resolution adopted 
bya Union meeting of citizens of Dauphin county, 
Pennsylvania, held at Middletown on the 22d of 
January, 1861, in favor of the adoption of the 
compromise measures proposed by Mr. Crre- 
TENDEN; Which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. BIGLER. Ialso presenta memorial signed 
by one hundred and six citizens of the city of Lan- 
caster, in the State of Pennsylvania, members of 
the Union Fire Company No. 1, inscribed upon 
the American flag, praying for the passage of the 
Crittenden or Bigler resolutions, or any others of 
a similar import, to preserve the peace and pros- 
eri the lt is from an asso- 
ciation existing before the Government; an asso- 
ciation that has witnessed all the perils of our 
great country. The organization was formed be- 
fore our independence, and before the Constitu- 
tion was adopted. As requested, I ask that it be 
read by the Secretary. 

The Secretary read it, as follows: 

To the Honorable the Senate and Iouse of Representatives 
of the United States in Congress assembled : 

The petition of the officers and. members of the Union 
Fire Company, citizens of the city ef La ster, Per i- 
vanir, most respectfully represents that t coup: 
a century past, have been devoted to the welfare of their 
feliow-citizens, and where the fiercest flames threatened 
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the greatest destruction, they never stopped- to inquire the 
cause, but rushed to use their best efforts to subdue the 
devouring element; and as their actions and principles are 
to know no East, no West, no North, no South, but only 
the love of their fellow-men, and perpetuity of the beloved 
Union, they shelter themselves under the broad folds of 
the American Frag, and unfurl this glorious banner on 
the outer walls, and on the highest pinnacles, until every 
mountain has its host, and every host its ensign, and every 
ensign for the Union and the Union forever; and from 
theif firm position, they will not cry “ Firet?? but “ Peace! 
Peace! Peace !”? until their voice be heard, and their fervent 
prayers be granted, by their honorable Representatives, 
whom they now sincerely implore, in the name of their 
company, in the name of their city, in the name of their 
State, to pass the Crittenden or Bigler compromise resolu- 
tions, or any other of similar import, so that peace and con- 
fidence be restored to our beloved country. And they will 
ever respectfully pray, &e. 


Mr. BIGLER. I move that the memorial lie 


on the table. 
The motion was agreed te. 


Mr. FOSTER. I present a memorial of citi- 
zens of New Haven, Connecticut, praying Con- 
gress to pass the measure usually known as the 
border State proposition, for the purpose of restor- 
ing peace and tranquillity to the country. It is 
very numerously signed. A memorandum upon 
the back states that itis signed by three thousand 
three hundred and fifty citizens. Many of them 
are known to me, and are men of high position, 
excellent character, and great influence in the 
community where they reside. 

The memorial was ordered to lie on the table 


REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 


Mr. FITCH, from the Committee on Indian 
Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
No. 852) for the relief of certain Chippewa, Ot- 


tawa, and Pottawatomie Indians, reported it with | 


amendments. 

Mr. CHANDLER, from the Committee on 
Commerce, to whom was referred the bill (H. 
R. No. 941) for the relief of James M. Adams, 
Henry D. McKinney, and William D, Adams, 
reported it without amendment. 

Mr. WILSON, from the Committee on Militar 
Affairs and Militia, to whom was referred the bill 
(S. No. 553) for the better organization of the 
militia of the District of Columbia, reported it 
without amendment, and asked for its immediate 
consideration. 

Mr. GREEN and others objected to the pres- 
ent consideration of the bill. 

Mr. WILSON, from the Committee on Military 
Affairs and Militia, to whom was referred the bill 
(EI. R. No. 958) to amend an act entitled “ An 
act more effectually to provide for the organiza- 
tion of the militia of the District of Columbia,” 
approved March 3, 1803, reported it without 
amendment, and adversely. 

Mr. BIGLER, from the Committee on Com- 
merce, to whom was referred the memorial of the 
Board of Trade of Philadelphia, praying for an 
oxtension of the limits of the collection district of 
Philadelphia, reported a bill (S. No. 557) to ex- 
tend the limits of the collection district of Phila- 
delphia; which was read, and passed to a second 
reading. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom 
was referred the memorial of Dr, Isaac J. Hayes, 
praying fora change of the name of the schooner 
Spring Hill to that of the United States, asked 
to be discharged from its further consideration; 
which was agreed to, 

He also, from the same committee, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. No. 541) in relation to 
the liabilities of the collectors of customs, reported 
it without amendment; and submitted a report, 
which was ordered to be printed. 


Mr. NICHOLSON, from the Committee on 


Commerce, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
No. 970) to regulate the: compensation of the 
keeper and assistant keepers of the light-house 
on Minot’s Ledge, in the harbor of Boston, Mas- 
sachusetts, and for other purposes, reported it 
without amendment. 

Mr. HALE. The Committee on Naval Affairs, 
to whom was referred a report of the Secretary 
of the Navy, communicating, in compliance with 
a resolution of the Senate, astatement of the num- 
ber and pay of clerks and watchmen at the naval 
stations, on board vessels of war, &c., have in- 
suructed me to move that it be printed. I know 
it requires unanimous consent; butitis informa- 
tion that is important to the committee, and im- 
portant to the Senate to have before the naval ap- 


propriation bill passes. I hope there will be no 
objection to printing it. 
he motion to print was agreed to. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, 
by Mr. Hays, Chief Clerk, announced that the 
House had passed a joint resolution (H. R. No. 
71) extending the time for taking testimony ony 
the application of Cyrus H. McCormick for the 
extension of his patent, in which the concurrence, 
of the Senate was requested. À 

The message further announced that the House 
had concurred in the amendment of the Senate to 
the bill (H. R. No. 181) to provide for a super- 
intendent of Indian affairs for Washington Terri- 
tory, and additional Indian agents 


GREGORY PATTI. 


* Mr. GRIMES. I move that the Senate take 
up the bill (H. R. No. 545) granting a pension to 
regory Patti. 

The motion was agreed to; and the bill was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 
proposes to direct the Secretary of the Interior to 
place the name of Gregory Patti on the list ofin- 
valid pensions, from the 13th of December, 1858, 
to continuc during his natural life. 

The Committce on Pensions reported the bill 
with ‘the amendment to insert in line five, after 
s pensions,” the words ‘at the rate of six dollars 

er month.” 

Mr, GRIMES. I move to amend the amend- 
ment, by striking out ‘six dollars’? and insert- 
ing “$7 50.” That is the regular pension to 
which he would be entitled according to his pay 
in the Army. , 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed 
to; and the amendment, as amended, wasadopted. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, 
and the amendment was concurred in, and ordered 
to be engrossed. The bill was ordered to be read 
a third time; and was read the third time, and 
passed. 

GEORGE Il. GIDDINGS. 


Mr. WIGFALL. I move to take up House 

joint resolution No. 62, for the benefit of George 
I. Giddings. 

The motion was agreed to; and the joint reso- 
lution was considered as in Committee of the 
Whole. It provides that George H. Giddings 
shall be paid for services on route No. 8076, in 
accordance with the order of Postmaster General 
A. V. Brown, of October 23, 1858, after deducting 
whatever has been received thereon, on proof be- 
ing furnished that the service has been performed. 

Mr. KING. Is there a report in that case, so 
as to let us know something about it? 

Mr. WIGFALL. There was no written re- 
port. The joint resolution passed the House of 
Representativesand was referred to the Committee 
on the Post Office and Post Roads, of the Senate, 
and was reported back unanimously, with amend- 
ments. The report was a verbal one. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. There isa report. 

Mr. WIGFALL. There is a report from the 
House committee, I suppose. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator 
from New York desire that report to be read? 

Mr. KING. Yes, sir. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Secretary will 
‘read it. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the report 
made in the House of Representatives, which is 
in writing. 

Mr. HALE. It is impossible to hear a sylla- 
ble of that report. I want to hear it; but there is 
such an infernal noise that I cannot. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. It is idle to read a 
report when the noise is so great that it cannot 
be heard. The Chair will have to arrest all fur- 
ther proceedings until the Senate isin a condition 
to hear the report. The Senate will be good 
enough to come to order. . 

The Secretary continued to read the report. 

Mr. GRIMES. I move that the paper be laid 
on the table, and ordered to be printed. I should 
like to be able to understand a little more defi- 
nitely what is embraced in it, and in the propo- 
sition that we are to vote upon, than I can learn 
from the reading by the clerk. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. It is moved to dis- 
pense with the further reading of the report, and 
that it be laid on the table and be printed. 


Mr, HEMPHILL. This is'a very plaincase. 
It-is a claim for compensation for services ren- 
dered immediately on the introduction of Mr. Tolt 
into the office of Postmaster General. ‘This sër- 
vice was rendered at the instance of every’ mili- 
tary post on that route, and of every town and 
every settlement. They almost forced the con- 
tractor to render the service which was performed. 
The mails were regularly delivered by the con 
tractor, and all he asks. now is payment for the’ 
service that was actually performed. That isthe 
sum and substance of the whole case. ye pee 

Mr. GRIMES. Iam expressing no doubt as 
to the justice or equity of the claim, 1 only want 
to understand for myself what it is that I am 
called upon to vote on.: I cannot learn from the 
reading of that report-by the clerk. 

Mr. ANTHONY. I will inquire how much 
money the bill appropriates? i 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair cannot 
answer. : a 

Mr. HALE. I think the friends of this meas+ 
ure will consent to the motion of the Senator 
from Iowa, to let it lie on the table and be printed. 
We shall have the report in a day or two, and 
then we can understand it. : 

Mr. WIGFALL. I consent, so far as I am 
concerned. 

The motion to print the report was agreed to. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The bill is still 
before the Senate; but evidently itis the intention 
of the Senate that it shall lie over,and the Chair 
will so consider it. [‘*Agreed.’’] 


N TERRITORY OF COLORADO. 


Mr. DOUGLAS. I moveto take up the motion 
to reconsider the vote passing the bill to organize 
the Territory of Colorado. I understand the 
chairman of the committee wishes to have it dis- ` 
posed of this morning. 

The motion wasagreed to; and the Senate pro- 
ceeded to consider the motion to reconsider the 
vote passing the bill (S. No. 366) to provide for a 
temporary government for the Territory of Col- 
orado. 

Mr. WADE. [hope that vote will not be re- 
considered. That bill, settling, so far as this body 
is concerned, avery disputable matter,bas already 
passed, and gone to the House of Representatives; 
and I hope we shall not have it up again. ` I be- 
lieve the bill, as it was passed, is satisfactory to 
most of the Senators; and I hope, therefore, that 
it will not be reconsidered. Perhaps we had as 
well have the test on the reconsideration, as on any 
other question; and on that motion I ask for the 
yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. I regret that the Senator from 
Ohio has interposed his objection to a reconsider- 
ation under the peculiar circumstances. I think 
it is an act of discourtesy that ought not to be 
sanctioned in this body. It was well known to 
the Senate that when this bill was pending last 
week, I laid upon the table a substitute for the 
bill, and had it printed, and on that Iwas entitled 
to the floor, and I was in the act of offering that 
substitute when we adjourned one day last week. 
The other day, when I was called out for a very 
few minutes, it was taken up and passed, I pre~ 
sume, inadvertently. Iwas entitled to the floor 
when it should be taken up; the substitute was 
lying on the table and printed. “All {ask now is, 
that the Senate will reconsider, and allow the vote 
to be taken; then I am content. But I do think 
that, under that state of facts, it was unusual, and 
if the attention of the Senate had been called to 
it, they would not have deprived me of my right 
under the circumstances. 

Mr. GREEN. I hope there will be no recon- 
sideration, The Senator can record his vote on 
the motion to reconsider just as well as he could 
on the direct question upon the amendment. No- 
body desired to take any advantage of the Sena- 
tor; nor do I think that there is any necessity for 
a reconsideration. The bill is plain and simple 
in its provisions, containing nothing that infringes 
upon the peculiar views of anybody; and for that 
reason, I hope the bill will be permitted to stand 
as the judgment of the Senate; and that the peo- 
ple of Pike’s Peak, numbering sixty thousand, 
may have a government and protection accord- 


ing to law. 


Mr. DOUGLAS. Icean see now very clearly 
that the motion to reconsider is not to prevail; 
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and. Lam-to.-be deprived.of that courtesy which I 
have never.known.to.be denied to a Senator in 
this body before. I never yet was capable of taking 
upaill in the. absence.of a person who had a 
substitute pending, without the slightest notice 


to him, and thus deprive him of an opportunity | 
of voting. . Be it so... I will give a few reasons | 


why I think.it ought to be reconsidered, and then: 


the Senate can: take the vote, and there. will be an’ 


end of it... ds cas ERT 

:Mr.-WADE. When L resisted this motion to 
reconsider, the fact did’ not occur to me that the 
Senator was absent when the bill was passed. I 
did know, to be sure, that he had offered a sub- 
stitute for the bills. but-as the bill was taken up: 
and passed, and. no objection was made to it, I 
supposed he had waived it. I knew nothing to 
the contrary; but if there is any particular reason 
why it was not urged then, and he puts the motion 
on the point of courtesy, I should not like to be 
guilty of any impropriety in that respect; and 
therefore I would as lief the question would be 
taken on agreeing to the substitute as on the re- 
consideration; it is immaterial to me. I do not 
mean to say that the bill satisfies me; but it was 
a matter of compromise among.us. I did not like 
it very well; but it was necessary that provision 
should be made for the people of that Territory, 
and therefore we agreed upon the bill, such as it 
was, as a.compromise; but as the Senator places 
the present motion.on the question of courtesy, 
if I am permitted, I will withdraw the call for the 
yeas and nays. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. Ihavesaid all that I intended 
to say on the point of courtésy; and I am will- 
ing that the question shall be decided on its mer- 
its, if the Senate choose so to decide it. J was 
not aware of what the Senator from Ohio has just 
stated, that the bill, in its present form, was the 
result of a compromise. Not having been con- 
sulted in regard to the compromise; not having 
been informed that these conflicting opinions had 
been compromised, I certainly had no right to 
suppose it was so; and I presumed I could sub- 
mit my amendment, with a fair chance of having 
it considered on its merits. If, however, it be 
true that the two sides of the Chamber have com- 
promised on the question, and that this bill is the 
result of that compromise, I have no desire to 
disturb it, any further than to express my reason 
for voting against it. 

In the first lace, I object to the boundary named 
in the bill, This boundary cuts off a large por- 
tion.of New Mexico, and. annexes it to the new 
Territory of Colorado. The portion thus cut off 
is New Mexican territory, and formerly belonged 
to the Republic of Mexico, The land: titles are 
derived from. that Government; the inhabitants 
are mostly Mexicans; theyare governed: by Mex- 
ican laws and usages entirely incompatible with 
the laws that we are in the habit of making for 
our own people; and I see no reason why they 
should thus be ed lei Besides that, there are 
strong reasons why it should not be done. By 
the laws of New Mexico that is slave territory. 
Slavery exists there by law to-day. This is de- 
taching that portion of slave territory, a piece of 
country occupied by men of Mexican birth and 
habits, entirely identified with New Mexico, and 
not with the new Territory of Colorado, and at- 
tachingit to thenew Territory of Colorado. What 
is to be the condition of that Territory by being 
incorporated into Colorado? Is the effect of this 
bill to abolish slavery in part of the territory thus 
cut off from New Mexico, and to make it free 
territory? Is that the compromise that has.been 
made? Ifso,so far as the question of slavery is 
concerned, I do not feel disposed to interfere; but 
I find, after it is thus cut. off, a peculiar provision 
is inserted that the Territorial Legislature shall 
pass no law destroying the rights of private prop- 
erty. What is the meaning of that? Does it mean 
that the Territorial Legislature shall pass no law 
whereby the right to hold slaves, according to the 
laws of New Mexico, shall be abolished ? Is that 
the object? Certainly there is.some object in in- 
serting that provision. The Senator from Mis- 
souri had some object in putting that provision in 
the bill. If it has been the result of a compro- 
mise, by which the Republican side agreed that 
this slave territory shall be incorporated into the 
other Territory, and that the Territorial Legisla- 
ture shall never exclude slavery from it—if thats 
their agreement, I do not wish to interfere with it; 


but I havea further.objection to-that.clause: : At 
first, it. struck me as harmless; but I have a fur- 
ther objection. . That clause, declaring that the 
Territorial Legislature shall pass no law destruc- 
tive of the rights of private property, deprives the 
Territorial Legislature of the power of laying out 
a-road, a county road, a territorial road, a rail- 
road, or any description of highway. They must 
have the right to condemn private property for 
public purposes, in-order to be able to make means 
of communication. It seems that, in your zeal to 
deprive the Territorial Legislature of the power 
of excluding slavery, you go so faras to deprive 
them of the power of making roads of any kind 
in that Territory. 

Is this your purpose? I simply point it out; 
and you may let it stand as you please. Then 
you have inserted a clause that there shall be no 
discrimination in the rate of taxation between dif-. 
ferent kinds of property. By that provision, you 
have declared that this Territory shall never ex- 
empt a homestead from taxation; shall never 
exempt school property from taxation; shall never 
exempt the property of agricultural societies from 
taxation; shall make no discrimination whatever 
in favor of the poor—a discrimination made by 
every legislative body in Christendom, so far as 
my information extends. If that is the object, be 
itso see that it has been compromised away. 
For. one, sir, I desire to leave the Territorial Le- 
gislature full power over their domestic concerns, 
to regulate them as they please, subject only to 
the limitations of the Constitution of the United 
States, with the judiciary to ascertain when they. 
violate the Constitution. That is what I desire 
to do; but thatis just what that Territorial Legis- 
lature is prohibited from doing by this bill. 

Again, sir: I have had for several years to en- 
counter much opposition to the Kansas-Nebraska 
bill, on the ground that we would not allow the 
people of the Territories to elect their own local 
officers. I want to give gentlemen on the other 
side of the House an opportunity to vote forsuch 
a bill. I bring in a proposition that the people 
may elect their own officers. There was a reason 
why, when the Kansas-Nebraska bill was intro- 
duced, that provision should not be in the bill. 
Then, it was the policy to make the Governor of 
a Territory the superintendent of Indian affairs. 
Being superintendent of Indian affairs, he was a 
Federal! officer, and. must be responsible to the 
Federal Government. The secretary of the Ter- 
ritory was a disbursing agent, a Federal officer; 
the judges of the Territory were Federal officers, 
so far as their Federal jurisdiction was concerned, 
and they had such territorial jurisdiction only as 
the Legislature might confer on them. Since then, 
the policy has become general on having a sepa- 
rate superintendent, so that the Governor need 
not be a Federal officer. ° 

The VICE PRESIDENT. ‘Will the Senator 
from Illinois pause? It becomes the duty of the 
Chair to call the attention of the Senate to the 
special order. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. I shall leave the subject in 
a few minutes. 

Mr. GREEN. I move that the special order 
be passed over until we get through with this ques- 
tion. I make that motion. [“ Oh, no.”] We 
can soon get through. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Tennessee. 
but a short time, I shall not object. 

. Mr. GREEN. I think it will take but a short 
time. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. I want butamomentmore. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. By general con- 
sent, the Senator from Illinois may proceed. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. Since these officers are no 
longer Federal, my idea is to carry out the prin- 
ciple which I then advocated, to allow the people 
of the Territories to elect those of their officers 
that are territorial and not Federal, and have the 
President and Senate appoint only such as are 
Federal and not territorial in their duties. The 
substitute which I have prepared makes that pro- 
vision. First, it makes the territorial boundary 
conform to the existing boundary. It is not liable 
to the objection of raising the slavery question; 
it is not Hable to the objection that they cannot 
exempt a homestead and other property. - It is 
not liable to the objection that it deprives them of 
the power to condemn private property for roads 
and other public purposes. The present bill is 


If it will take 


t liable to all these ob‘ections Having stated this, 


I-waive any’objection on the ground of courtesy, 
and leave the Senate to dispose of the question 
as they see proper. — A 

: Mr. GREEN. Mr. President, I think that the 
Senator from Ilinois is a little unkind when he 
says that he is not capable of calling up a billand 
passitig it, under the circumstances under which 
this passed... I suppose that he moved his amend- 
ment for the purpose of having it thrown before 
the country. . He is very fond of courting popu- 
lar attention, rather than attending to the legisla- 
tion of the.country. If fam mistaken, I ask his 
pardon. When. the bill was called up, and no 
person proposed his amendment, as.a matter of 
course, we went through with it, and passed it; 
and I do not think he ought to insinuate that 
there has been any corrupt bargain or arrange- 
ment or agreement between the different sides of 
this Chamber. Hororable gentlemen have con- 
ferred together, and they have concocted a bill 
which is unexceptionable in all respects; and if 
honorable gentlemen cannot do that, then I do not 
know what legislators are sent here for. It is 
better to meet together outside of the Senate in 
the committee-rooms, and agree upon the common 
features of a bill, than to come in here, and con- 
sume time in debating it. I do not blame him for 
moving his amendment, because I take it for 
granted it meets his approbation. It does not 
meet mine. I shall therefore vote against it. It 
brings up what, if he had not moved it, I would 
denominate the merest humbug that ever disgraced 
the annals of Congress; but, as he moved it, I 
will not thus denominate it. 

Sir, this bill is plain and simple in all its fea- 
tures. It brings up no exciting subject of dispute; 
it stirs the passion of no section of the Union; it 
simply gives organization—organism to a people 
entitled. to it, On the subject of the proposed 
southern boundary of this Territory, cutting off 
a portion of New Mexico, 1 must be permitted to 
make this remark: that I thought it ought not to 
be cut off; but at the same time I was compelled 
to say that I thought so, simply from my desire 
to please the Delegate of that Territory; and that 
the proper division of the Territery required it to 
cut off. It does not cut off five inhabitants, ac- 
cording to my opinion, and not a single * nig- 
ger.” [Laughier.] The idea, therefore, of throw- 
Ing slave property into a new organization, where 
it is doubtful whether it will be protected or not, 
is “all in my eye.” There is not a word of truth 
init. There is nota slave init. Iam told by 
the Senator from New York there are only twen- 
ty-four in the whole of New Mexico. Up there 
around Fort Massachusetts, north of 37°, there is 
not one single slave. 

Mr. COLLAMER. Twenty-four is the num- 
ber that appears by the census returns. 

Mr. GREEN. I understand. Now, Mr. Pres- 
ident, here are Union-loving and Union-saving 
people petitioning and begging for 360 30’ to be 
the line between the slave and non-slaveholding 
territory. The line of this Territory is 370, 1f 
we are all so keen for 369 30’, when T agree to 370 
I surely am not doing very wrong. But one word 
beyond that. This bill does not prohibit slavery 
anywhere, and it does not establish slavery any- 
where; itis a perfect carte blanche. It is without 
expression on the subject either way. The Sena- 
tor says that there is a very peculiar provision 
put in there, ‘that no law shall be passed im- 
pairing the rights of private property.” If there 
is not such a provision in every constitution in the 
thirty-four States of this Union, I am deceived; 
and if the Senator the other day did not say he 
took no exception to that, lam deceived again; 
but to-day he brings it up asa reason for a recon- 
sideration. When he comes to the other point, 
the discrimination in the different kinds of prop- 
erty for taxation, I proved before, and I repeat 
again, I copied it from his Washington territorial 
bill and from his Oregon territorial bill, Can it 
be so exceptional, can it be so objectionable-in the 
Colorado bill, when he himscif put the same pro- 
vision in the Washington territorial bill and in 
the Oregon territorial bill? The truth is, it isa 
labored effort to find something to complainabout, 
when the thing is right, true, just, and proper in 
itself, 

Now, as to the other point, about electing terri- 
torial officers by the people, I must make this 
remark: Lopposed italways, when we had a Dem- 
ocratic Administration, and when the appoint- 
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ments were tobe made by Democratic Presidents. 
I oppose it now, although I know Mr. Lincoln is 
to make the appointments. I will treat him just 
exactly as I would wish to be treated if I were in 
his place, and precisely as I would wish Mr. Buch- 
anan to be treated when he occupies his position 
as the chief executive officer of this Government. 
I.make no distinction. Let the officers go; and 
if they violate the law, if they neglect their duty, 
if they violate the Constitution, I will hold them 
to a strict accountability; arraign thém in the 
Senate; impeach them; but to care for the patron- 
age or the sclection of friends, I will not. The 
President, whoever he may be, hasaright to have 
the patronage, and he ought to have it; and this 
attempt to dodge that right of appointment by say- 
ing the people may elect these officers—making 
an independent State which is not a member of 
the Union—I will never consent to. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. I have only a few words to 
say in reply to the Senator from Missouri. The 
Senator thinks I was unkind in referring to the 
unfairness of taking this bill up in my absence. 
I should not have made the reference at all, but 
for the objection that was made to the reconsid- 
eration in my presence afterwards. But I will off- 
set that unkindness against his very great polite- 
ness in assuming that Í had offered an amendment, 
not for a practical purpose; not to be voted upon 
by the Senate, but for effect in the country. If 
he thinks there is argument or courtesy or de- 
cency in such allusions, he is entitled to them. 
He will find that I offered it in good faith, and 
wanted a vote upon it. In regard to his cry of 
“ humbug !’ againstthe proposition that the peo- 
ple of a Territory shall elect those officers which 
are territorial and not Federal in their duties, I can 
only say that it applies to his allies over there,as 
well as to me; and that, in the substitute I have 
proposed, I followed the model of the first terri- 
torial bill ever passed by the Congress of the Con- 
federation. 

Now, sir, I have only another word to say on 
this question. Those boundaries, in my opinion, 
are wrong, because they divide New Mexico. 
Whether any of the negro slaves returned by the 
census are in that part of the Territory or not, I 
do not know, nor does he; hence he cannotassert, 
with any more knowledge of the truth, that they 
are not within that part of the Territory, than I 
can that they are. [do not know, nor does he. 
It is slave territory by law; and then there is a 
provision in this territorial bill, that they shall 
not destroy private property. Now, sir, if the 
provision wasnot intended to apply to the slavery 
question, what is it put there for? The Senator 
is mistaken in supposing that there is the same 

rovision in the State constitutions. The provis- 
ion of the State constitutions is, that private prop- 
erty shall not be taken for public uses without fall 
compensation. If he will put in that clause, he 
will bring it within some known principle of legis- 
lation, But here isa provision that private prop- 
erty shall not be taken for any purpose, with or 
without compensation, Whatis it put there for? 
The Scnator from Ohio says, ‘com romise.’’ 

Here permit me to remark that the Senator from 
Missouri was a little unjust in saying that I had 
insinuated there had been a corrupt bargain and 
compromise between the two sides of the Cham- 
ber. I made no such insinuation. The Senator 
from Ohio said the provision in the bill was the 
result of compromise. I commented on his state- 
ment, and declared that I had no knowledge of it 
before. I did not say that the compromise was 
corrupt; that it was dishonorable; that it was un- 
patriotic. I did not characterize it. He charac- 
terized itas corrupt. It does not strike me that a 
compromise in legislation is a corrupt understand- 
ing atall; butit is very proper and very just that 
conflicting opinioes should be compromised in a 
mode honorable alike to all the parties. I will 
enter into a compromise on any of those matters 
with men of opposite parties for the public good 
and with the view to harmony in legislation. I 
might have hestitated, if I had known it was the 
result of a compromise, in procuring a motion to 


reconsider to be made; and I only referred to it | 


in that light. But I do not wish to occupy time. 
My reasons for opposing the bill are now before 
the Senate, and I leave the question to be decided 
by them. 

Mr. WADE. Ido not wish to prolong this 
debate a moment, sir. I said that this bill was 


the result of a compromise. [undoubtedly stated 
that fact rather stronger than itreally was. Tsup- 
pose it is well known to the Senate and the coun- 
try that the two sides of this Chamber differ on 
the provisions of these territorial bills. It hap- 
pened that neither of us could organize the Ter- 
ritory upon the principles we hold; and yetit was 
very essential, as it was proved to us, that there 
should be a territorial government for the people 
of Pike’s Peak. There are some thirty-four thou- 
sand people there, who have no law, no organized 
government. The different sides of this Chamber 
could not agree in carrying out the principles that 
they contend for. The one side intended to make 
the Territory slave territory; and the other con- 
tended that there should be a prohibition of sla- 
very in the territorial bill. Finally, we agreed 
informally; there was nothing like a compromise; 
there was no formality about it; but we talked the 
subject over, and both sides, feeling the necessity 
of having a territorial organization there, agreed 
that there should be nothing said about slavery 
in the territorial organization, one way or the 
other, and the bill was framed with that view. It 
conformed to the usual course of legislation upon 
this subject. So far as I know, the bill is precisely 
like all other territorial bills, with this exception: 
that it says nothing about the institution of sla- 
very. We agreed on both sides that we would 
report it, and permit it to be passed by the Senate 
in that shape. We have passed it without coutro- 
versy. Iwas very glad that one thing had passed 
here without any violent debate on this subject. 
The bill has gonc to the House of Representatives; 
and I hope they will concur in it. 

But the Senator is now troubled with his old 
complaint. He is a great compromiser. I am 
not much of a compromiser; but neverthless, as 
this measure seemed so equitable, there being so 
little to be sacrificed on either side, we thought 
we might do it peaceably; without detriment to 
anybody or any section. The Senate have agreed 
to it, and now the Senator says it is all wrong, 
because we Icave the officers of the Territory to 
be appointed by the President and the Senate. 
He has all at once discovered that the people 
ought to elect all their officers. Sir, that isa new 
conversion. I can remember when he was very 
much opposed to that principle. When we or- 
ganized the Territory of Kansas, he will find that 
his votes were every time against the principle 
that the people should elect their judges, their 
Governor, and the rest of their officers. I agree 
that I voted then, under the circumstances, to give 
the people that power, for the reason that I had 
no confidence in your Executive—not a particle. 
Under like circumstances, I would do so again. 
But having confidence now in the appointing 
power in this Territory, I am willing that you 
should follow the old rule according to the prece- 
dents of the country at all times. If the Senator, 
because the politics of the appointing power are 
changed, has changed his principle, l have no 
complaint to make; and if he puts it upon that 
ground, I have not one word to say, for I act 
upon that, and I avow it. 

Now, sir, I do not wish to prolong this debate. 
As the,Senator has waived his point of courtesy, 
I do not suppose he wishes me to withdraw the 
call for the yeas and nays on the motion to recon- 
sider; and the opposition I make now-—— 

Mr. DOUGLAS. Iam willing to take the yeas 
and nays on that as a test question. 

Mr. WADE. Very weil. If he had not waived 
the point of courtesy, I should have felt bound 
to withdraw the call for the yeas and nays, and 
permit the question to be taken on the amend- 
ment he offered. J have no more to say. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. [have buta word to say, 


sir, in reply to the innuendo that Lam governed by | 


party fecling in the provision that officers might 
be elected by the people, instead of appointed by 
the Executive. I repel the insinuation. Therec- 
ord will prove, clearly, that I was not. At the 
time to which the Senator refers, the reason f as- 
signed for not making the officers then elective, 
was, that they had Federal duties; that the bill, 
as drawn by mysclf, made all the officers elective, 
whose duties were exclusively territorial, and not 


Federal. Since then the system has been changed, | 


so as to take from those officers their Federal du- 
ties; and I propose now, by my amendment to 
this bill, that those officers shall be elected by the 
people whose duties in the Territories are not 


Federal; and ‘those only shall be appointed by 
the Executive whose duties: are Federal, and not 
territorial. eee ere Ee 

Thus much upon that poirit. “Lam not willing 
to acknowledge that Tact upon the principle— 
never have, and never will—that I will’ give pa- 
tronage to an Administration with whom Tagree 
in politics and withhold it from ‘one of an -oppo- 
site party. lam surprised’ to find, after all that 
has been said on that side of the Chamber about 
their attachment to principle on these territorial 
bills, that it. was one because they were ‘out of 
power, and those principles are to be abandoned 
the moment they are in power. Weare now told 
that their principles were good only while they 
were in the minority; and that when they have the 
majority, they can yield to the executive power of 
this Government to produce that resule which it 
was necessary to have done by law under an op- 
posite Administration, .Sir, [desire to deprive 
this Government of the power of having any Fed- 
eral policy in regard to the polities of the Terri- 
tories. I gave notice before the presidential elec- 
tion that I would conform my tertitorial action to 
this principle. In the Senate at the last session, 
and in my addresses before the people, I gave 
notice that inasmuch as the Federal duties were 
taken from these officers, I would propose to make 
them elective by the people. I am an advocate of 
this principle, irrespective of the success of any 
party at the election. Now we are told that one 

rinciple is to prevail under a Republican Admin- 
istration, and a different one under a Democratic 
Administration. 

Mr. WILSON. I think, sir, the Senator from 
Hinois is unjust towards us on this side of the 
Chamber in the remarks that he has just made 
I think he has no foundation upon which to rest 
the charge that we intend to change our policy 
now that we are coming into power. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. I houent the word of the 
Senator from Ohio was good foundation for what 
I said. He avowed it. 

Mr: WADE. Iaskwhatthat “ wortd” of mine 
was? 

Mr. DOUGLAS. That you were in favor of 
having them elected by the people, and opposed 
to executive appointments when there was a 
Democratic Administration, in which you had no 
confidence; but that you were in favor of appoint- 
ing them by the President under the Administra- 
tion of your own party, in which you had confi- 
dence. 

Mr. WADE. I said no such thing. Isaid my 
former vote was founded upon’ a want of confi- 
dence in that Executive. I did not say anything 
about his politics. There might be Democratic 
Presidents that I would have confidence in; but - 
I should scrutinize them pretty closely first. 
{Laughter.] . 

Mr. DOUGLAS. That isa substantial avowal 
that the Senator would allow an Administration 
in which he had confidence—-mieaning one in 
whose policy he had confidence—to appoint the 
officers; but when his own party went out of 
power, and an Administration that he had not con- 
fidence in came in, then he would deprive them 
of the power of appointing the officers. [ think, 
therefore, the Senator from Massachusetts will 
withdraw the charge that I have been unkind to 
that side of the Chamber. 

Mr. WILSON. Mr. President, Ido not think 
I can withdraw the charge altogether, although 
itis somewhat modified. {Laughter.] But, sir, 
I wish to say for myself that I have been, and I 
now am, in favor of allowing the people of the 
Territories to elect their own officers; and I will 
vote for such a bill whenever it is introduced into 
this body, be the Administration Democratic, be 
it one in which I have no confidence, or be it Re- 
publican, in which I have confidence. I will vote 
to diminish the patronage of the President of the 
United States whenever I can properly do it. 

I do not see the necessity of bringing up this 
issue here upon this measure. ‘This bill for the 
organization of the Territory of Colorado had a 
provision in it to which the Senator from Illinois 
called our attention. I moved to strike it out. It 
was not stricken out. I thought then it ought to 
be out of the bill. I think so now. After the dis- 
cussion then the bill went over, and it was called 
up the other day and passed during the absence 
of the Senator from Hlinais.- I had paid no atten- 
tion to his amendment. Fam not aware that I 


‘We acted upon. the bill-with- 
out regard to his amendment, and. passed it; and 
"How a reconsideration is moved. or.myself, I 
am willing to reconsider. it, and am willing to act 
upon the question now, or.to put it off for reflec- 
tion and examination. . I see no necessity for ar- 
raigning. parties -here on. this subject. do not 
- know of any.compromise upon this measure... I 
heard from all sides. of the Chamber that: there 
was nothing in the bill that could be.construed in 
: any way-in relation to slavery;.and therefore it 
. was. understood all around that nothing should be 
proposed upon this side of the Chamber to be put 
in on that subject., I suppose the bill was drawn 
Jn: that way in good faith. If so, I will stand by 
it; but if not in good faith, I repudiate it.alto- 
gether, and wash my. hands of it. 
“Mr. QOUGLAS. One word more, and I am 
, willing that the vote shall be taken. The Senator 
from Massachusetts says he is willing to vote for 
_ a bill allowing the people of the Territories to 
elect. their officers, whenever it is introduced. 
Here I have introduced it, in accordance with that 
willingness, but he sees no necessity for its being 
introduced. Very great willingness is that! He 
is. willing to favor a thing when it is introduced, 
and yet he will not introduce it himself, and com- 
lains when others do! He votes for,the bill, 
however, on the ground that there is no word in 
it on the subject of slavery. I am rejoiced to find 
. that the two sides of the House, representing the 
two sides of ‘the irrepressible conflict,’’ find it 
impossible, when they get into powe to practi- 
cally carry on the Government without coming 
to non-intervention, and saying nothing upon the 
subject. of slavery. Although they may not vote 
for my proposition, the fact that they have to 
avow that the principle upon which they have 
fought me for years is the only one upon which 
they can possibly agree, is conclusive evidence 
that I have been right in that principle, and that 
they have been wrong in fighting me upon it. My 
complaint is, not that they have compromised on 
that pringiple, but that when they suppose they 
have, they put in a clause inconsistent with it, 
and L want that clause out of the bill—no more. 

The VICK PRESIDENT. The question is, 
wiil the Senate reconsider the vote by which this 
‘bill.was passed? Upon this question the yeas 
and nays have been ordered, 

Mr. ANTHONY. Dol understand that the 
Senator from Mlinois desires this to be a test vote; 
and that be waives the question of courtesy? 

My. DOUGLAS. Lam entirely willing that it 
shall be a test vote, As it is a compromise, I do 
not want to disturb it, 

Mr. GWIN. I will vote to reconsider, because 
I have been cheated out of the name. The Terri- 
tory in which the Colorado river is, through which 
it rang, I think ought to have the name of Colo- 
rado. I think it is thé handsomest name that 
could be given to any Territory or State. Tam 
going to vote to reconsider, in order to strike 
that name out, That is my objection to the bill. 
1 want to give that name to the Territory of 
Arizona. 

The question ‘being taken by ycas and nays, 
resulted—yeas 10, nays 31; as follows: 

YEAS — Messrs. Bayard, Crittenden, Douglas, Foot, 
Gwin, Kennedy, Latham, Nicholson, Pugh, aud Wilson. 


NAYS—Messrs. Anthony, Bigler, Bingham, Bragg, 
Bright, Cameron, Chandler, Clark, Clingman, Collamer, 
Dixon, Doolittie, Durkee, Fessenden, Foster, Green, 
Grimes, Harlan, Tlempbill, Johnson of Tennessee, King, 
Lane, Morrill, Polk, Sauisbury, Seward, Simmons, Ten 
Eyck, Trumbull, Wade, and Wilkinson—31, 


knew he had one... 


So the Senate refused to reconsider the vote on 
the passage of the bill. 


BILL BECOME A LAW. 


A message from the President of the United 
States; by Mr. Grossprunnen, his Secretary, 
announced that the President of the United States 
had approved and ‘signed, on the 5th instant, an 
act (S. No. 64) to authorize the extension and 
usc of a branch of the Alexandria, Loudoun, and 
Hampshire Railroad, within the city of George- 
town, 

LOAN BILL, 


A message from the House of Representatives, 
by Mr. Hays, Chief Clerk, announced that the 
Flouse had agreed to the first amendment of the 
Senate to the bill (H. R. No. 972) authorizing a 
joan, and bad disagreed to the second amendment 
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of the Senate, and asked for a:conference-on the 


disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon; and 
had appointed Mr. Jony Saenman of Ohio, Mr. 
Joun S. PueLrs of Missouri, and Mr. Tuan- 
Deus Srevens of Pennsylvania, managers at the 
same on the part of the: House. 


POST ROUTE BILL. 


The message further announced that the House 
of Representatives having corrected the clerical 
error in the engrossment of the amendments of 
the House to the amendments of the Senate to the 
bill (H. R. No. 714) establishing certain post 
routes, he was directed to return the bill and 
amendments to the Senate. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


The message further announced that the Speaker 
had signed the following enrolled bills; which 
thereupon received the signature of the Vice Pres- 
ident: 

A bill (H. R, No. 181) to provide for a super- 
intendent of Indian affairs in Washington Terri- 
tory, and additional Indian agents; and 

‘bil (H. R. No. 341) for the relief of Moses 
Meeker. 


PRINTING OF DOCUMENTS. 


The message further announced that the House 
had ordered, on the 5th instant, at twelve o’clock 
and eight minutes, the printing of a letter from 
the Secretary of State, announcing that, on that 
day, he had transmitted to the Senate the annual 
report on commercial relations with foreign na- 
tions. s 

Also, that the House. had ordered, on the 6th 
instant, the printing. of the following documents: 

Message fromthe Presidentof the United States, 
transmitting resolutions of the State of Kentucky, 
applying for the call of a convention for propos- 
ing amendments to the Constitution of the United 
States—ordered at twelve o’clock and fourteen 
minutes. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmit- 
ting additional estimates for the service of the 
ordnance department—ordered at twelve o’clock 
and sixteen minutes, 

A letter from the acting Secretary of the Inte- 
rior, transmitting a letter from the Commissioner 
of the General Land Office, and accompanying 

apers, in regard to the numbering of the claim of 
Beate Noland and Serafin Ramorez—ordered 
at twelve o’clock and sixteen minutes. 
_, A letter from the acting Secretary of the Inte- 
rior, transmitting documents in relation to the 
private land claim of the heirs of Louis Maria C. 
de Baca—ordered at twelve o’clock and sixteen 
minutes. 

Memorial of the Governor and Legislature of 
Utah Territory, praying for the construction ofa 
railroad from some point on the Missouri river to 
Sacramento, California, via either the Box Elder 
or Lodge Pole Creek pass in the Black hills, &c.— 
ordered at twelve o’clock and seventeen minutes. 

A memorial of the Legislature of Utah, praying 
an appropriation of $3,000 to the Utah library— 
ordered at twelve o’clock and seventeen minutes. 

Resolutions of the Legislature of Minnesota in 
relation to the Pacific railroad—ordered at twelve 
o’clock and twenty minutes. 


LOAN BILL. 


The Senate proceeded to consider its second 
amcndment to the bill (H. R. No. 972) author- 
izing a loan, disagreed to by the House of Repre- 
sentatives; and 

On motion of Mr. PEARCE, it was 

Resolved, ‘That the Senate insist upon its amendment to 
the said bill, disagreed to by the House of Representatives, 


and agree to the conference asked by the House on the 
disagreeing votes of the two Houses. 


On motion of Mr. PEARCE, it was 
Ordered, That the committee of conference on the part 
of the Senate be appointed by the Vice President. 


And Mr. Pearce, Mr. Gwiy, and Mr. An- 
THONY were appointed. 


MISSION OF PEACE FROM VIRGINIA. 


The VICE PRESIDENT. The special order 
for to-day at one o'clock, was the bill (H. R. No. 
338) to authorize a loan, to regulate and fix the 
duties on imports, &e.; but the message of the 
President of the United States, communicating the 
resolutions of the Legislature of Virginia, being 
the unfinished business of yesterday, takes prece- 


dence; and the Senator from Tennessee is entitled 
to the floor. ; 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Tennessee. Mr. Presi- 
dent-— 

. Mr. CAMERON. Will the Senator allow me 
to.ask a question? I desire to know what will be 
the condition of the bill just announced by the 
Chair after the Senator has made his remarks? 

Mr. BIGLER. I will state to. my colleague 
that it will be at the disposition of the body. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. If the unfinished 
business of yesterday shall be disposed of, the 
Chair will then call up this special order. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Tennessee. Mr. Presi- 
dent, yesterday I proceeded in the discussion, in 
answer to some of the attacks that had been made 
on me, to consider the question of the free navi- 
gation of the Mississippi river; and I shall leave 
my remarks on that subject at that point, and 
shall take up another sentence of the Senator from 
Oregon. I have no disposition to do the Senator 
from Oregon, or any other Senator, injustice. In 
this connection, I will say, as I have intimated 
before, that I thought his attack upon me unkind 
and uncalled for. Let that be as it may, it is not 
my disposition or my intention, on this occasion, 
to do him injustice. ` I intend to do him full jus- 
tice. In the reply that he made to me—to which 
1 yesterday referred—he gave the contradiction 
direct to what I stated in the presidential canvass, 
in answer to the charge that had been made that 
you, Mr. President, and the Senator from Ore- 
gon, were disunionists; were in favor of secession; 


“and that you were used by what was called the 


seceding or disunion party for the purpose of dis- 
rupting and breaking up the Government. Imet 
those charges—because I believed they were un- 
true, thatthey were not founded in fact—in various 
places, before large assemblies, and, I thought, 
successfully, at least to my own mind, exonerated 

ouand the candidate for the Vice Presidency 
from thecharge. Iconfessit was somewhat mor- 
tifying to me, after the reply which the Senator 
made, to have to say to the people, and the coun- 
try generally, that 1 vindicated him against a 
charge which was true; for, when we take up his 
speech here in reply to the remarks that I madc 
on that occasion, none of which had the slightest 
reference to him, involving neither his position 
before the country, nor his consistency as a legis- 
lator, we find that he took bold ground, advocat- 
ing and justifying secession, arguing, in fact, that 
it was constitutional. I felt, after that speech, 
that I was involved in inconsistency before my 
people, an inconsistency in which I ought not to 
have been involved. 

But in that same speech, in which the honora- 
ble Senator involved me in these contradictions, 
he goes on to state—and I will do him justice by 
reading his speech, for I do not want to misquote 
him: 

“ But, sir, understand me; [am not a disunionist. Lam 
for the right, and I would have it in the Union; and if it 
cannot be obtained there, I would go out of the Union, and 
have that out of the Union that I could not obtain in it, 
though I was entitled to it.” 


Mr. President, I have called the attention of the 
Senate to the paragraph of the Senator’s speech 
which I have just read, in which he disavows dis- 
union sentiments; but when you take the preced- 
ing partof his speech, you find that he advocates 
the doctrine of disunionand secession almost from 
the beginning up to the sentence that I have read. 
It seems to me it is paradoxical; but that may be 
my misfortune, not his. He may be capable of 
reconciling the conflict, the seeming inconsistency 
of first advocating the doctrine of dissolution, se- 
cession, and disunion, and then at the same time 
exclaiming that he is no disunionist. I do not 
know how a Senator can be for the Union, and at 
the same time concede the right that a State has 
the authority to secede unde the Constitution; 
that itis justified in seceding, and ought to secede; 
that when it demands rights in the Union that it 
cannot get, it should go out of the Union to ob- 
tain that which could not be obtained in it. But 
let all that pass. I wish to do him no injustice; 
and therefore I desired to call attention, in the 
remarks that I am making, to his disclaimer of 
being a disunionist and a secessionist. 

Mr. President, the Senator, in the sentence I 
have- quoted, assumes that South Carolina, for 
instance, had the right to secede; and he assumes, 
also, that. South Carolina can obtain that out of 
the Union which she has failed to obtain in it. 


1861. 


Let us raise the inquiry here: what is it, since she 
entered into this Confederacy of States, that South 
Carélina-has desired. or asked at the hands of the 
Federal Government, or demanded upon consti- 
tutional ground, that she has not obtained? What 
great wrong, what greatinjury, has been inflicted 
upon South Carolina by her continuance in this 
Union of States? { know it is very easy, and 
even Senators have fallen into the habit of it, to 
repeat some phrases almost as a chorus to a song; 
suchas “ if we cannot get our rights in the Union, 
we will go out of tho Union and obtain those 
rights; that we are for the equality of the States 
in the Union, and if we cannot get it we will go 
out of the Union,” I suppose to bring about that 
equality. What is the point of controversy in 
the public mind.at this time? Let us look at the 
question as it is. We know that the issue which 
has been before the country to a very great ex- 
tent, and which, in fact, has recently occupied the 
consideration of the public, is the territorial ques- 
tion. It is said that South Carolina has been re- 
fused her righis in the Union, with reference to 
that territorial question, aud therefore she is going 
out of the Union to obtain that which she cannot 
get in it, 

Now, Mr. President, when we come to exam- 
ine this subject, how does the matter stand? I 
showed yesterday, in reference to the protection 
of slave property in the Territories of this Con- 
federacy, that South Carolina, in connection with 
the distinguished Senate from Oregon, had voted 
expressly that no slavery code was necded; that 
no further protection was needed, so far as Con- 
gress was concerned, They decided it herc in this 
body. South Carolina, by her own vote, on the 
25th day of May last, decided that she needed no 
further protection in the Territories of the United 
States, so far as Congress was concerned. The 
Senator from Oregon voted with her. That vote 
seemed to be connected with and predicated upon 
the great fact that the Supreme Court of the United 
States had decided this question; that they had de- 
clared the Missouri compromise—in other words, 
the law excluding slavery north of 360 30’, and 
making it permissive south of 360 30’—unconsti- 
tutional and void; and, according to our forms of 
Government, it was in fact stricken from the stat- 
ute-book by the decision of the court. They 
thereby said to the country, the supreme arbiter 
of the land, so made by the Constitution of the 
United States, has decided that the people have a 
right, without regard to the character or descrip- 
tion of their property, to carry it into all the Tor- 
yitories of the United States, and that under the 
Constitution of the United States it is protected 
there. It was said, the court having decided that 
they had a right to go there with this institution 
of slavery, and the Constitution finding it there, 
it was recognized and protected by the Constitu- 
tion of the United States. 

ln this connection, permit me to go outside of 
the Senate Chamber, and state what occurred in 
my own State. There, those who were the best 
friends of the distinguished Senator from Oregon, 
and who are ultra upon this subject, before thou- 
sands of the people of that State took the bold 
ground that they wanted no further protection 
from Congress; that the Constitution of the Uni- 
ted States and the opinion of the Supreme Court 
were all the slavery code they desired; that the 
question was settled; that the power was com- 
piete; and that protection was ample. 

In this connection, sir, we must recollect the 
decision made by the Senate upon the resolutions 
introduced by the Senator from Mississippi [Mr. 
Davis] on the 25th day of May last. On that 
day, under the solemn sanction of an oath, and 
all the formalities of legislation spread upon the 
Journals, the yeas and nays being taken, we de- 
clared, after an argument on the subject, that_no 
farilicr protection was needed at that time. The 
Senate went on and stated, in the fifth resolution— 
I give the substance, I do not pretend to repeat the 
words—that if hereafter it should become neccs- 
sary to have protection of this kind, then Congress 
should give it; but they said it was unnecessary 
at that time. If South Carolina and the Senator 
from Oregon took this position then, what has 
transpired since that period of time that now jus- 
tifies a State in withdrawing or seceding from this 
Union, on account of Congress not doing that 
which they declared was not necessary to be done ? 

But lct us take the factas itis. South Caro- 


i 


f and has increased the burdens upon her people 
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lina, itis said, wanted protection in the Territories, j 
I have shown that she said, herself, that further 
protection was not needed; but if it should be 
needed, then Congress should give it. But South 
Carolina—the Kingdom of South Carolina—in 
the plenitude of her power, and upon her own 
volition, without consultation with the otherStates 
of this Confederacy, has gone out of the Union, 
or assumed to go out. The next inquiry is: what 
docs South Carolina now get, in the language of 
the distinguished Senator from Oregon, out of the 
Union that she did not get in the Union? Is there 
aman in South Carolina to-day that wantsto carry 
a single slave into any Territory we have got in 
the United States that is now unoccupied by slave 
property? Lam almost ready to hazard the as- 
sertion that there is not one. If he had not the 
power and the right to carry his slave property 
into a Territory while in the Union, has he ob- 
tained that right now by going out of the Union? 
Has anything been obtained by violating. the 
Constitution of the United States, by withdraw- 
ing from the sisterhood of States, that could not 
have been obtained in it? Can South Carolina, 
now, any more conveniently and practically carry 
slavery into the Territories than she could before 
she went out of the Union? Then what has sh 
obtained? What has she got, even upon the d 
trine laid down by the distinguished Senator 
Oregon? 

But it is argued, striding over the Constitution 
and violating that comity and faith which should 
exist amongst the States composing this Confed- 
eracy, that she had a right to secede; she had a 
right to carry slaves into the Territories; and 
therefore, she will secedeand go out of the Union. 
This reasoning on the part of South Carolina is 
about as sound as that of the madman, who as- 
sumed that he had dominion over the beasts of the 
forest, and therefore that he had a right to shear 
a wolf. His friends remonstrated with him, and, 
admitting his right to do so, inquired of him if he 
had considered the danger and the difficulty of the 
attempt. “No,” said the madman, ‘I have not 
considered that; that is no part of my considera- 
tion; man has the dominion over the beasts of the 
forest, and therefore he has a right to shear a 
wolf; and as I have aright to do so, I will exer- 
cise it.” His friends still remonstrated and cx- 
postulated, and asked him, not only ‘‘ Have you 
considered the danger, the difficulty, and the con- 
sequences resulting from such an attempt; but, 
what will the shearing be worth??? “ But,” he 
replied, “I have the right, and therefore I will 
shear a wolf.” South Carolina has the right, 
according to the doctrine of the seceders and dis- 
unionists of this country, to go out of the Union, 
and therefore she will go out of the Union. 

And what, Mr. President, has South Carolina 
gained by going out? It has been just about as 
profitable an operation as the shearing of the wolf 
by the madman. Can she now carry slaves into 
the Territories? Does she even get any division 
of the Territories? None; she has lost all that. 
Does she establish a right? No; but by the exer- 
cise of this abstract right, as contended for by 
secessionists, what has she got? Oppression, tax- 
ation, a reign of terror over her people, as the 
result of their rashness in the exercise of this as- 
sumed right. In what condition is her people now? 
They have gone out of the Union to obtain their 
rights, to maintain their liberty, to get that out of 
the Union which they could not get in it! While 
they were in the Union, they were not taxed a 
million and some six or seven or eight hundred 
thousand dollars in addition to their usual ex- 
penditures, to sustain standing armies and to meet 
other expenditures which are incurred by sepa- 
ration. But still she has the right to tax her peo- 
ple; she has the right to institute a reign of terror; 
she has the right to exclude her people from the | 
ballot-box; and she has exercised the right, and | 
these are the consequences. She has gotherrights! | 
She has gone out of the Union to be free, and has 
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pears that our admirable system, of civil liberty 
is crumbling to pieces; that the temple:of liberty 
is upheaved; that its columns-are falling, and that 
nothing will remain but a general ium; andin 
their consternation too many stand back appalled, 
and take no position for the relief of their country 
in the pending crisis. But, sir, the relations that 
we bear to the people of the United States, behoove 
every man, whether Senator. or Representative, 
or even private citizen, to come forwardasa patriot 
and lover of his country, and look at the condition 
of the country as itis. Without regard to the con- 
sequences upon myself, I have determined to meet 
this question, and to present my views to the 
country in such form as I believe to be rightand 
proper. . 
Sir, let us look at the contest through which 


we are passing, and consider what South Caro- 
lina, and the other States who have undertaken 


to secede from the Confederacy, have gained, 
What is the great difficulty which has existed in 
the public mind? We know that, practically, the 
territorial question is settled. Then what is the 
cause for breaking up this great Union of States ? 
Has the Union or the Constitution encroached 
upon the rights of South’ Carolina or any other 
State?. Has this glorious Union, that was inauga- 
rated by the adoption of the Constitution, which 
was framed by the patriots and sages of the Revo- 
lution, harmed South Carolina or any other State ? 
No; it has offended none; it has protected all. 
What is the difficulty? We have some bad men 
in the South—the truth 1 will speak—and we have 
some bad men in the North, who want to dis- 
solve this Union in order to gratify their unhal- 
lowed ambition. And what do we find here upon 
this floor and upon the floor of the other House 
of Congress? Words of crimination and recrim- 
ination are heard. Bad men North say provoking 
things in reference to the institutions of the South, 
and bad men and bad tempered men of the South 
say provoking and insulting things in return; and 
so goes ona war of crimination and recrimination 
in reference to the two sections of the country, 
and the institutions peculiar to each. They be- 
come enraged and insulted, and then they are de~ 
| nunciatory of each other; and what is the result? 
The Abolitionists, and those who entertain their 
sentiments, abuse men of the South, and men of 
the South abuse them in return. They do not 
fight each other; but they both become offended 
and enraged. One is dissatisfied with the other; 
one is insulted by the other; and then, to seck re- 
venge, to gratify themselves, they both agree to 
make war upon the Union that never offended or 
‘injured either. Is this right? What has this 
Union done? Why should these contending par~ 
ties make war upon it because they have insulted 
and aggrievedeach other? Thisglorious Union, 
that was spoken into existence by the fathers of 
i the country, must be made war upon to gratify 
these animosities. Shall we, because we have said 
| bitter things of each other which have been offens- 
| ive, turn upon the Government, and seek its de- 
struction, and entail all the disastrous conse- 
quences upon commerce, upon agriculture, upon 
the industrial pursuits of the country, that must 
result from the breaking up of a great Govern- 
rent like this? What is to be gained out of the 
| Union that we cannot get init? Anything? I 
have been zealously contending for—and intend to 
continue to contend for—every right, even to the 
ninth part ofa hair, that I feel the State which I 
have the honor in part to represent is entitled to. 
I do notintend to demand anything but that which 
is right; and I will remark, in this connection, 
that there isa spirit in the country which, if it 
| does not exist to a very great extent in this Hall, 
| does exist in the great mass of the people North 
and South, to do what is right; andif the ques- 
ition could be taken away from politicians; if it 
could be taken away from the Congress of the 
United States, and referred to the great mass of 
the intelligent voting population of the United 


introduced a galling system of tyranny. She has 
gone out of the Union to be relieved from taxes, 


fourfold. All this is in the exercise of her right! 

Mr. President, when we examine this subject, 
and follow it step by step, to see what is gained by 
this movement, human reason deplores the folly 
which it exhibits. The public mind seems to 
have been inflamed to madness, and in its deli- 


| 
| 
| 
i 
i 
i 
| 
i 
| 
| 
rium it overbears all restraint. To some it ap- | 


| States, they would settle it without the slightest 
į difficulty, and bid defiance to secessionists and 
| disunionists. [Applause in the galleries.] 
| The VICE PRESIDENT. There must be 
many persons in the galleries who have been 
warned again and again that order must be main- 
tained. I hope not to have occasion to refer to 
the subject again. i 
Mr. JOHNSON, of Tennessee. Mr. President, 


| 
| 
| 
| 
i Lhave an abiding confidence in the people; and 


“Gf it were so arranged to-day that the great mass 
“of the American people could be assembled in an 
“amphitheater capacious enough to contain them 
‘AN, and the propositions which have been ‘pre- 
‘sented here to preserve this Union, could be rë- 
duced to a tangible shape, and submitted to them, 
pornu being left vut, of view, the question 
“being submitted tothe #reat mass of the people, 
‘it being their interést'to do right, they being lovers 
‘of their country, having to pay all, having to pro- 
‘dueé all, having to provide all, there would be but 
cone single response, ** Do that which will give 
‘satisfaction, am pleandcomplete, to the variousand 
“conflicting sections of this glorious Republic.” 
“But, sir, how are we situated? There are pol- 
iticians here and throughout the land, some of 
‘whom want to break up the Union, to promote 
‘their own personal aggrandizement; some, on the 
other hand, desire the Union destroyed that sla- 
‘very may be extinguished. Then let me appeal 
to every patriot in the land, in view of this state 
of things, to come forward and take the Govern- 
ment out of the hands of the Goths and Vandals, 
wrest it from the Philistines, save the country, 
and hand it down to our children as it has been 
handed down to us. i 
I have already asked what is to be gained by 
the breaking up of this Confederacy. An appeal 
is made to the border slaveholding States to unite 
in what is commonly styled the Gulf confederacy. 
If theres to be a division of this Republic, T would 
Yather see the line run anywhere than between 
the slaveholdihg and the non-slaveholding States, 
and the division made on account of a hostility, 
‘on the one hand, to the institution of slavery, and 
a preference for it, on the’other; for whenever that 
line is drawn, it is the line of civil war; itis the 
line at which the overthrow of slavery begins; 
the line from which it commences to recede. Let 
me ask the border States, if that state of things 
should occur, who is to protect them in the enjoy- 
ment of their slave property? Will South Caro- 
lina, that has gone madly out, protect them? Will 
Mississippi and Alabama and Louisiana, still 
further down towards the Gulf? Will they come 
to our rescue, and protect us? Shall we partake 
of their phrenzy, adopt the mistaken policy into 
which they have fallen, and begin the work of 
the destruction of the institution in which we are 
equally interested with them? I have already 
saul that I believe the dissolution of this Union 
will be the commencement of the overthrow and 
destruction of the institution of slavery Ina 
northern confederacy, or ina southern confeder- 
acy, or in amiddle confederacy, the border slave- 
_ holding States will have to take-care of that par- 
ticular species of property by their own strength, 
and by whatever influence they may exert in the 
organization in which they may be placed. The 
Gulf States cannot, they will not, protect. us. We 
shal] have to protect ourselves, and perchance to 
protectthem, As [remarked yesterday, my own 
opinion is, that the great desire to embrace the 
border States, as they are called,in this partic- 
ular and exclusive southern confederacy, which 
it is proposed to get up, js not that they want us 
there outof pure good will, but they want us there 
as amattcrof interest; so thatif they are involved 
in war, in making acquisitions of territory still 
further south, or war growing out of any other 
cause, they may have a corps de reserve, they may 
have a power behind, that can furnish them men 
and moncy—men that have the heartsand the souls 
to fight and mcet an enemy,-come from what 
quarter he may. 

What have we to gain by that? The fact that 
two taken from four leaves but two remaining, is 
not clearer to my mind that it iş that the dissolu- 
tion of the Union is the beginning of the destruc- 
tion of slavery; and that if a division be accom- 
plished, as some desire, directly between the 
slavcholding and the non-slaveholding States, the 
work will be commenced most effectually. Upon 
this point, I propose to read a short extract from 
South Carolina herself. Mr. Boyce, late a mem- 


ber of the other. House,a distinguished man, a | 


man of talent, and I believe a good man, and who, 
[have no doubt, in his heart this day regrets. most 
deeply and sincerely the course which South Car- 
olina has taken, said, in 1851, when the same issue 
was presented: 

“Secession, separate nationality, with ah its burdens, is 
ho remedy. It is no redress for the past; it is no security 
for the future. Itis only a magnificent sacrifice to the pres- 


without in any wise gaining in the future? = *  * 
*  & Por the various reasons have stated, 1 object 
in as strong terms as I can, to the secession of South Car- 
olina- Such is the intensity of my conviction on this sub- 


ent 


jeet, that if secession should take place—of. which.I have 


no idea, for I cannot believe in the existence of such a stt- 
pendous madness—I shall consider the institution of slavery 
as doomed, and that the great God, in our. blindness, has 


made us the instruments.or its destruction.” 


= He said then, that if South Carolina, in her 
madness, (but he didnotbelieve she could,) should 
determine upon secession, he would look upan it 
that the great God had doomed the institution of 
slavery. This is the opinion of one of the most 
distinguished and, I conscientiously believe, best 
men of South Carolina. 

But, sir, I pass on from the paragraph of the 
speech of the honorable Senator from Oregon to 
which I have- referred; and as there seems to have 
been a sort of arrangement—at least it appears so 
to my mind—to make and keep up an attack on 
me, because I agreed with Mr. Boyce of South 
Carolina in this respect; because I agreed with 
many distinguished men; and because 1 advanced 
the doctrines of the fathers who formed the Re- 

ublic, I shall take up these Senators in the order 
in which I was attacked. Without being egotist- 
ical, without being vain, when I feel that I have 
got truth on my side, when I feel that I am stand- 
ing. on principle, when I know that I have got 
facts\ghd arguments that cannot be answered, I 
never inquire as to the difference of ability or ex- 
perience betwcen myself and those with whom 1 
have to contend. 

The next Senator in order that made an attack 
upon me on account of my previous speech was 
the distinguished Senator from Mississippi, [Mr 
Davis,] who took occasion to do so in making his 
valedictory address to the Senate after his State 
had passed her ordinance of secession. It has 
been the case not only with that Senator, but with 
others, thatan attempthas been made by innuendo, 
by indirection, by some side remark, to convey 
the impression that a certain man has a tendency 
or bearing towards Black Republicanism or Ab- 
olitionism. Sometimes gentlemen who cannot 
establish such a charge, are yet willing to make 
it, not directly, but by innuendo; to create a false 
impression on the public mind— 

“ Willing to wound, but yet afraid to strike.” 


If the charge can be successfully made, why not 
make it directly, instead of conveying it by innu- 
endo? The Senator from Mississippi did not at- 
tempt to reply to my speech, did not answer my 
arguments, did not meet my authorities, did not 
controvert my facts; but after reaching a certain 

oint in his own argument, he disposes of all that 
Thad said in these very few words: 

“E am here confronted with a question which I will not 
argue. Lhe position which { have taken necessarily bri ngs 
me to its consideration. Without argning it, I willmerely 
mention it. Itis the right of a State to withdraw from the 
Union. The President says it is not a constitutional right. 
The Senator from Obio, [Mr. Wape,] and his ally, the Sen- 
ator from ‘ennessee, argued it as no right at all”? 

Is that the way for a Senator, a distinguished 
Senator, an Ajax of his peculiar sect—for when 
we come to examine this doctrine of secession, 
itis only broad enough to found a sect upon; it 
isnot comprehensive enough, it has not scope 
enough, to found a great national party on—to 
notice the arguments of others? The Senator from 
Mississippi would not argue the right of seces- 
sion. I say, that if any government be organized 
hereafter, in which this principle of secession is 


recognized, it will result in its destruction and | 


overthrow. But the Senator says that the Sen- 
ator from Ohio, [Mr. Waps,] and ‘ his ally from 
Tennessee,” regard secession as no right at all; 
and by that statement the whole argument is an- 
swered. What is the idea here? Let us talk 
jainty, though courteously and respectfully. 
What was the idea which thisremark wag calcu- 
lated, if not intended, to convey? I am free to 
say, that I think it was intended as wellas calcu- 
Jated, to convey the impression that the Senator 
from Tennessee was an ally of Mr. Wane, of 
Ohio, who wasa Republican, and the whole speech 
of the Senator from Tennessee, the authorities, 
the facts, and the arguments, are all upturned by 
that single allusion. Thank God, there is too 


much good sense and intelligence in this country, | 


to put down any man by an innuendo or side re- 
mark like that. But, sir, so far as the people 
whom I have the honor in part to represent are 
concerned, I stand above innuendoes of that kind. 
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They have known me from my- boyhood up. 
They understand my doctrines and my principles, 
in privateand in public life. They have tried me 
in-every position in which it was in their power 
to place a public servant, and they, to-day, wijl 
not say that Awprew Jonnson ever deceived or 
betrayed them. In a-public life of twenty-five 
years, they have never deserted or betrayed me; 
and God willing, I will never desert or betray them. 
The great mass of the people of Tennessee know 
that I am for them; they know that I have advo- 
cated those great principles and doctrines upon 
which the perpetuity of this Government depends; 
they know that I have periled my all, pecuniarily 
and physically, in vindication of their rights and 
their interests. Little innuendoes, thrown off in 
snarling moods, fall harmless at my feet. 

It was said that I was the ally of the Senator 
from Ohio. Iturn to the doings of the committee 
of thirteen to show who were allies there. I do 
not inquire what a man’s antecedents have been 
when there is a great struggle to preserve the ex- 
istence of the Government; but my first inquiry 
is, are you for preserving this Government; are 
you for maintaining the Constitution upon which 
it rests. If Senator Wane, or Senator anybody 
else, is willing to come up to this great work, 
either by amending the Constitution of the Uni- 
ted States, or passing laws that will preserve and 
perpetuate this great Union, I am his ally and he 
is mine; and I say to every Senator; to every 
member of the House of Representatives; to every 
man that loves his country throughout the length 
and breadth of this great Confederacy, if you are 
for preserving this Union on its great and funda- 
mental principles, I'am your ally, without refer- 
ence to your antecedents, or to what may take 
place hereafter. I say to all such men,.come for- 
ward, and, like gallant knights, let us lock our 
shields and make common cause for this glorious 
people.. If I were to indulge in a similar kind of 
mnuendo, by way of repartee, where would the 
Senator from Mississippi find himself? In the 
committee of thirteen, a resolution was introduced 
by the distinguished Senator from New York, 
(Mr. Sewarp,|—who, I mustsay,since this ques- 
tion has sprung up, has given every indication of 
a desire for reconciliation and for compromise, 
and of a disposition to preserve the Government, 
that a man occupying his position could do—to 
this effect: 

“ Resolved, That the following article be, and the same 
is hereby, proposed and submitted as an amendment tothe 
Constitution of the United States, to be valid, to all intents 
and purposes, as a part of said Constitution, when ratified 
by the Legislatures of three fourths of the States: 

“1. No amendment shall be made to the Constitution 
which will authorize or give to Congress the power to abol- 
ish, or interfere, within any State, with the domestic insti- 


tutions thereof, including that of persons held to labor or 
service by the laws of said State.” 


That was a proposition which was calculated, 
to a very great extent, to allay the apprehensions 
and the fears that have been entertained in the 
South in reference to the institution of slavery. 
Why do I say so? We know what the argument 
has been before the southern mind. It has been: 


i first, that the northern anti-slavery party wanted 


to abolish slavery in the District of Columbia, as 
an entering wedge; next, to exclude it from the 
Territories, following up the attack upon slavery; 
but these points were looked upon as of minor 
importance; they were looked upon as outposts, 
as the prelude to an interference with the institu- 
tion within the States, which has been supposed 
to be the great end and the great consideration, 
Do you not know this to be the argument: that 
they were merely taking these positions as enter- 
ing wedges to an interference with the institution 
of slavery in the States? Such is the real ques- 
tion, and such it will remain, the territorial ques- 
tion being substantially settled. What does Mr. 
Srwarp, who has acquired so much notoriety by 
his ‘ irrepressible conflict, say? He comes here 
and proposes an amendment to the Constitution, 
which puts an estoppel upon his “ irrepressible 
conflict” doctrine. He is willing to make it per- 
petual, so that the institution cannot be interfered 
with in the States by any future amendment of the 
Constitution, That is Mr. Sewarp’s measure. 
Upon the adoption of that resolution, I believe 
every member of the.committee voted for it, save 
two, The Senator from Mississippi [Mr. Davis] 
voted for it; Mr. Seward voted for it; and. Mr. 
Wane, of Ohio, voted for it. Whose ally is he? 
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Here we find Wang and Sewarp and Davis, and 
the whole committee, with the exception of two, 
in favor of amending the Constitution so that the 
institution of slavery cannot be interfered with 
in the States, making that provision irrepealable 
by any number of States that may come into the 
Confederacy. Who were * allies’? then? 

But, Mr. President, recurring to what I said 
yesterday, there are two parties in this country 
that want to break up the Government.» Who 
are they? ‘The nullifiers proper of the South, the 
secessionists, or disunionists—for I use them all 
as synonymous terms. There isa portion of them 
who, per se, desire the disruption of the Govern- 
ment for purposes of their own aggrandizement, 
I do not charge upon them that they want to 
break up the Governmentfor the purpose of affect- 
ing slavery: yet I charge that the breaking up of 
the Government would have that effect; the result 
would be the same. Who else is for breaking 
up this Government? I refer to some bad men in 
the North. There is a set of men there who are 
called Abolitionists, and they want to break up 
the Government. They are disunionists; they are 
secessionists; they are nullifiers. Sir, the Ab- 
olitionists and the distinguished Senator from 
Mississippi and his party both stand in the same 
attitude, to attain the same end, a dissolution of 
this Union; the one party believing that it will 
result in their own aggrandizement South, and the 
other believing that it will result in the overthrow 
of the institution of slavery. Who are the dis- 
unionists of the North? Who are the “allies ” of 
the distinguished Senator from Mississippi? We 
find that a resolution was adopted at the anniver- 
sary of the Massachusetts Anti-Slavery Society, 
convened in Boston, in these words: 


« Resolved, That the one great issue before the country 
is the dissolution of the Union, in comparison with which 
all other issues with the slave power are as dust in the bal- 
ance; therefore we give ourselves to thie work of annulling 
this covenant with death, as essential to our own inno- 
eeney, and the speedy and everlasting overthrow of the 
slave systein.”? 

This resolution was passed by the Abolition 
anti-slavery society of Massachusetts. The 
think a dissolution of the Union would result 
in the destruction of slavery, and absolve them 
from this “ covenant with death,” and attest their 
innocency, as far as the Government is concerned. 
On that, we find that Mr. Wendell Phillips made 
the following remarks: 

“TY entirely accord with the sentiments of that last reso- 
lution. | think all we have to do is to prepare the public 
mind by the daily and hourly presentation of the doctrine 
of disnnion. Events which, forumately for us, the Govern- 
ment itself, and other parties, are producing with unexam- 
pled rapidity, are our best aid? 

Again: in reply to a remark made by Mr. Gid- 
dings, respecting the dissolution of the Union, the 

Boston Liberator says: 

“Mr. Giddings says truly, that the dissolution of the Union 
has long been held up as a scare-crow by the South; but 
when he adds that the friends of liberty never demanded 
it, his statement is untrue, unless he means to continc it 
to his political associates, who are but compromisers at 
Jast. We demand nothing short of a dissolution, absolute 
and immediate. The Union which was founded by our 
fathers, was cemented by the blood of the stave, and effected 
through his imunolation.’? 


And still further: William Lioyd Garrison, at 
a Fourth of July celebration, at Framingham, 
Massachusetts, declared: 

“ Lez us, then, to-day, rejecting as wild and chimeral all 
suggestions, propositions, and contrivances for restraining 
slavery in its present limits, while extending constitu- 
tonal protection to it in fifteen of the States, register our 
pledge anew before Heaven and the world, that we will do 
what in us Hes to effect the eternal overthrow of this blood- 
stained Union; that thus our enslaved countrymen may 
find a sure deliverance, and we may no longer be answer- 
able for their blood.”? 

The Union is to be overthrown by way of get- 
ting clear of the “great sin-of slavery.” Mr, 
J. B. Swasscy, on the same occasion, said: 

“Ya the olden times, 1 was what was called an anti- 
slavery Whig; but, Mr. President, it has come tomy mind, 


like a conviction, that it is utterly in vain to hope that we | 


ean Hve under such a Government as this, with our profes- 
sions, and with our pretended love of freedom and right. 
Why the thing is impossible. There cannot, in the nature 
of things, be any union between the principles of liberty 
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and slavery. There never has been any union, except by 
the subjugation of the principies of liberty to those ot des- 
potism. For one, sir, J believe that the duty of every true 
man is to take the ground of secession.’ 

Again: Wendell Phillips, in a speech at Boston 
on the 20th of January, argued that disunion was 
desirable, because it would abolish slavery. He 
also argued that the North would gain by dis- 
union, and used the following language: 

Sacrifice everything for the Union? God forbid! Sac- 
tifice everything to keep South Carolina in it? Rather 
build a bridge of gold, and pay her toll. over it. Let her 
march off with banners and trumpets, and we willspeed the 
parting guests. Let her not stand upon the order of her 
goiug, but go at once. Give her theforts and arscnals and 
sub-treasuries, and lend her jewels of silver and gold, and 
Egypt will rejoice that she has departed.” 

He looks upon disunion as the beginning of the 
destruction and overthrow of the institution of 
slavery. Then, when we come to talk about ‘al- 
lies,” whose allicsare these gentlemen? Whose 
allies are the Abolitionists of the North, if they 
are not the allics of the secessionists and disun- 
ionists of the South? Are they not all laboring 
and toiling to accomplish the same great end, the 
overthrow of this great nation of ours? Their 
object is the same. They are both employing, 
to some extent, the same means. Here is Wen- 
dell Phillips; here is Garrison; here is the anti- 
slavery society of Massachusetts; and all,in the 
very same point of view, the allics of the distin- 
guished Senator from Mississippi and his coad- 
jutors; all in favor of disrupting and breaking 
down this Union, with the view of destroying the 
institution of slavery itself. ‘¢ Allies laboring to 
destroy the Government”? Who else are labor- 
ing to destroy it but ihe disunionists and seces- 
sionists of the South, and Garrison and Phillips, 
and the long list that might be enumerated at the 
North? Here they stand, presenting an unbroken 
front, to destroy this glorious Union, which was 
made by our fathers. 

Mr. President, I have alluded to this subject of 
“allies ” in order to show whois engaged in this 
unholy and nefarious work of. breaking up this 
Union. We find first the run-mad Abolitionists 
of the North. They are secessionists; they are 
for disunion; they are for dissolution. When we 
turn to the South we see the red-hot disunionists 
and secessionists engaged in the same work. I 
think it comes with a very bad grace from them 
to talk about the ‘allies ” of others who are try- 
ing to save the Union and preserve the Constitu- 
tion. 

I went back yesterday and showed that South 
Carolina had held this doctrine of secession at a 
very carly day, avery short time after she entered 
into the Articlesof Confederation, and after she had 
entered the Union by which and through which 
the independence of the country was achieved. 
What else do we find ata very carly day? Go 
to Massachusetts during the war of 1812, and 
the Hartford convention, and there you will find 
men engaged in this treasonable and unhallowed 
work. Even in 1845, Massachusetts, in mani- 
festing her great opposition to the annexation of 
Texas to the United States, passed a resolution 
resolving herself out of the Union. She seceded; 
she went off by her own act, because Texas was 
admitted into the Union. Thus we find South 
Carolinaand Massachusetts taking the lead in this 
secession movement. We find the Abolitionists 
proper of the North shaking the right hand of 
fellowship with the disunionists of the South in 
this work of breaking up the Union; and yet we 
hear intimations here that Senators who are not 
secessionists from the South are Black Republican 
allies! If I were compelled to choose cither—I 
would not wish to be compelled to make a choice 
—but if I were compelled to be either, having the 
privilege of choosing, 1 would rather be a black 
Republican than a red one. [think the one is 


much more tolerable than the other, If red repub- || 
|| bern on the 22d October, 1784, and repealed the act of the 


licanism is ever to make its way inta this coun- 


try, itis making its way in this disunion and se- į 


cession movement that is pow going on; for we 
see that right along with the sentiment of seces- 
sion the reign of terror prevails. Everything is 
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carried away by it, while the conservative men of 
the country are waiting for the excited tempest to 
pass. Itis now sweeping overthe country. Every- 
thing is carried by usurpation, and.a. reign of 
terror follows along in its wake. 

Tam charged with being “an ally” of the Sen- 
ator from Ohio! I, who, from my earliest infancy, 
or from the time I first comprehended principle, 
down to the present time, have always stood bat- 
tling for the same great principles that I contend 
for now! My people know me; they have tried 
me; and your little innuendoes and your little in- 
directions will not scare them, even if your infu- 
riated seceding southern men dare to intimate that 
I am an ally of Mr. Wane. The Senator charges . 
me with being “an ally;’’ while he and the lead- 
ers of Abolitionism are uniting all their energies 
to break up this glorious Union. Ianally Thank 
God, I am not in alliance with Giddings, with 
Phillips, with Garrison, and the long list of those 
who are engaged in the work of destruction, and 
in violating the Constitution of the United States. 

So much, Mr. President, in regard to the argu- 
ment about allies. I am every man’s ally when 
he acts upon principle. I have laid down, as the 
cardinal point in my political creed, that, in all 
questions that involve principie, especially where 
there was doubt, I would pursue principle; and in 
the pursuit of a great principle I never could reach 
a wrong conclusion. If, in the pursuit of princi- 
ple,in trying to reach a correct conclusion, I find 
myself by the side of another man who is pursu- 
ing the same principle, or acting upon the same 
line of policy, [extend to him my assistance, and 
Task his in return. 

But the Senator from Mississippi, in his reply 
to me, also said: 

“I was reading, a short time ago, an extract which re- 
ferred to the time when ‘ we’—IJ suppose it means Temes- 
sce—would take the position which it was said to be an 
absurdity for South Carolina to hold; and Tennessee still 
was put, in the same speech, in the attitude of a great ob- 
jector against the exercise of the right of secession. Is 
there anything in ber history which thus places her? Ten- 
nessee, born of secession, rocked. in the cradle of revolu- ` 
tion, taking her position before she was matured, and claim- 
ing to be a State because she had violently severed her con- 
nection with North Carolina, and through an act of seces- 
sion aud revolution claimed then to be a State? 


I suppose it was thought that this would be a 
poser; that it would be conclusive; and as Ten- 
nessee was “born of secession, rocked in the 
cradle of revolution,’’ I was estopped; that my 
lips were hermetically sealed, so far as related to 
anything I could give utterance to in opposition 
to this heresy. When we come to examine the 
history of that subject, we find the Senator has 
fallen into just about as great a blunder and as 
great an error as he did in his allusion to allies. 
Tennessee had her birth not in secession—very 
far fromit. The State of Frankland had its origin 
in that way. They attempted to separate them- 
selves from the State of North Carolina, When 
was that? In 1784. Peace was made in 1783; 
but in 1784—I read from Wheeler’s History of 
North Carolina: 

‘© Fn 1784, the General Assembly, in April, at Killsboro’, 
among other acts for the relief of the Gencral Government, 
ceded her western lands, and authorized her delegation in 
Congress to execute a,deed, provided Congress would 
aceept this offer within two years. 

«This act, patriotic and self-sacrificing, was worthy of 
the State; and although not then accepted by Congress, 
was the real source of the civil commotion which we are 
about to record.” 

What was that civil commotion? The pioneers 
of that country had suffered great hardships, and 
they viewed with suspicion this act of 1784. On 
the 24th of August of that year, they held a con- 
vention at Jonesboro’, and resolved to send a per- 
son to Congress to urge the acceptance of the offer 
of North Carolina. But I will read from this 
history: 

“The General Assembly of North Carolina met at New- 
former 
Jones: broke upin confusion.”?’ -5 Á 

“The spirit of the people was roused. On December 4a 
1784, a convention of five delegates from each county mer 
at Jonesboro’, John Sevier was made ‘president of this 


sion, in consequence of which the convention dt 
® * sot 
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convention. They formed a constitution for the State of 
Frankland, which was to be rejected or received by another 
body, ‘fresh from the people, to meetat Greenville in No- 
vember, 1785. This body met at the time and place ap- 
pointed ; the constitution was ratified ; Langdon Carter was 
Speaker of the Senate; William Cage, Speaker of the 
House of Commons. John Sevier was chosen Governor; 
David Campbell, Joshua Gist, and John Henderson, judges 
of the superior court, Other officers, civil and military, 
were appointed. 

The General Assembly of the State of Frankland, by a 
communication signed by both Speakers, informed Richard 
Caswell, Esq., Governor of North Carolina, that the peo- 
ple of the counties of Washington, Sullivan, and Greene, 
had declared themselves sovereign, and independent of the 
State of North Carolina. 

“Governor Caswell was a soldicr and a statesman. He 
was not of a temper to brook such high-handed measures. 
Ne issued, on the 25th of April, 1785, his proclamation 
against this lawless thirst for power.”  * * * x 

“ But the State of Frankland did not heed this warning, 
so properly expressed, and so dignified in its character 
and tone.. It proceeded to erect new counties, levy taxes, 
Appropriate money, form treatics with the Indians, and 
exercise all the power and prerogatives of a sovereign 


State.” 
* 


* + * * * * * 


“The scarcity of money was severely felt. The salary 
of the Governor was £200 amually ; a judge £150; the 
treasurer £40; to be paid from the treasury, ‘The taxes 
were to be paid into the treasury, inthe circulating medium 
of Frankland, such as they had, namely: gaod flax linen 
ten hundred, at three shillings and six pence per yard ; good 
clean beaverskins, six shillings each ; racoon and fox skins, 
at one shilling and three pence ; deer skins, six shillings 5 
bacon, at six pence per pound; tallow, at six pence; good 
whisky, at two shillings and six pence a gallon. 

“This has given rise to some humor at the expeuse of 
the State of Frankland. It was referred to in debate in onr 
House of Commons, 1827, by H. C. Jones, and in Congress 
some years ago by Hou. Daniel Webster; which was re- 
plied to by Hon. Hugh L. White. It was pleasantly stated 
that the salaries of the Governor and judges were paid in 
fox skins, aud the fees of the sheriff and constables in mink 
skins, and that the Governor, the sheriffs, and constables 
were compelled to receive the skins at the established 

rice, 

p “ Even this primitive currency was, by the ingenuity of 
man, extensively counterteited, by sewing racoon tails to 
the opossum skins—opossum skins being worthless and 
abundant, and racoon sking were valued by law at one 
shilling and three pence.” Fo * wi * 

“The General Assembly of North Carolina, assembled 
at Newbern, in November, 1785, passed an aet to bury in 
oblivion the conduct of Frankland, provided they returned 
to their allegiance, and appointed elections to be held in 
the different counties for members to tne General Assembly 
of North Carolina, and also appointed civil and military 
officers to support those already appointed. The next year, 
1786, presented a strange state of affairs; two empires ex- 
tended at the same time over the same territory and over 
the same peopte. 

“Courts were held by both Governments, military ofi- 
cers appointed by both, to exercise the same powers. John 
Tipton headed ‘the party for North Carolina, and John 
Sevier the Frankland party.2>* * $ + $ 

“The next year taxes were imposed by both administra- 
tions; but the people most innocently pretended that they 
did not know to whoin to pays so paid to neither. Thus 
deprived of one of the chief menns of government, the 
affairs of Frankland were approaching to its end. ‘Tipton 
and Sevier were both residents of Washington county, 
Sevier was a brave soldier; he had proved his valor on 
King’s mountain; but he was seduced by the allurements 
of office and ambition— 


“The sin whereby the angels tell? » 


* * 


© He applied to Dr. Franklin for advice and support; to 
tie Governor (Matthews) of Georgia, and to Virginia; from 
none did he receive, any aid or advantage. Hoe realized 
with fearful truth, the fable of Gay—— 


‘Phe child who many fathers share, 
Hath rarely known a father’s care. 
He who on many doth depend 
Will rarely ever find a friend.” 


All this shows, Mr. President, that the State 
of Frankland took its origin in 1784. A govern- 
ment was recognized, and it continued until Sep- 
tember, 1787. The Legislature that year met at 
Greenville, the very town in which I live. 


“Yn September, 1787, the Legistature of Frankland met 
for the last time at Greenville. John Menifee was Speaker 
of the Senate and Charles Robinson Speaker of the House. 
They authorized the election of two Representatives to 
attend the Legislature of North Carolina, aud one of the 
udges of Frankland was elected (David Campbell) and ler 

Preasurer (Landon Carter) the other. 

__ “ Had the party of Sevier accepted the liberal, fair, and 
Just proposition of Governor Caswell, in 1785, as stated 
previously, how much pain and trouble would have been 
spared to this country, and how much personal suffering 
to himself? With all his virtues, honesty, and former pub- 
He service, he was at this time a doomed man. 

“On the return of the members from the General Assem 
bly at Tarboro’, in February, 1788, it was soon understood 
that Frankland was no more. 

“ An execution against the estate of General Sevier had 
been placed in the hands of the sheriff, and levied on his 
negroes on Nolichucky river. These were removed for 
safe keeping to the house of Colonel Tipton.” 

* Brave in his character, obstinate and headstrong, Sevier 
raised one hundred and fifty men, and marebed to 'Tip- 
ton’s house, on Watauga river, eight miles east of Jones- 
boro’. Tipton had information of Sevier’s design only time | 


enough to obtain the aid of some fifteen friends, who were 
with him on Sevier’s arrival. : 

“ Sevier, with his troops and a small cannon, demanded 
an unconditional surrender of Tipton and all in bis house. 


Tipton had barricaded the house; and in reply to the un- i 
ceremonious demand, sent him word ‘to fire, and be d—d.? 


He then sent a writen summons to surrender. This letter 
‘Tipton forwarded forthwith to the colonel of the county, for 
ald. This aid, through Robert and Thomas Love, was 
promptly afforded. ‘Fhe house was watched closely. A 
man by the name of Webb was killed, a woman wounded 
in the shoulder, and a Mr. Vann. While, from extreme 
cold, Sevier’s guards were at the fire, a large reinforcement 
from Sullivan county, under Maxwell and Pemberton, 
passed the guard, and joined the beleaguered household. 
The moment the junction was formed they sallied out with 
shouts; a tremor seized the troups of Sevier, who fled in 
all directions at the first fire of Tipton. Pugh, the high 
sheriff of Wasbington, was mortally wounded, and many 
taken prisoners. Sevier himsctf escaped; his two sons, 
James and John, were prisoners,”  * * * x 

“ Judge Spencer, one of the judges of the State of North 
Carolina, holding court at Jonesboro’, issued a beneh-war- 
rant against Governor Sevier for high treagon, (1788.) 

“Tn October, Colonels Tipton, Love, and others, appre- 
hended Sevier,at the house of Mrs. Brown, near Jones- 
boro’. Tipton was armed, and swore that he would kill 
Sevier; and Sevier really thought he would do so. Tipton 
was, however, with much exertion, pacified. Handcuffs 
were placed upon Governor Sevier, and he was carried to 
Jonesboro’. Krom thence he was carried, under strong 
guard, to Morganton, in Burke county, North Carolina, and 
delivered to William Morrison, the sheriff of Burke. 

“ As he passed through Burke, General Charles McDow- 
eH and General Joseph McDowell (the latter who was with 
him in the battle of King’s Mountain, and fought by his 
side) became his securities for a few days, until he eoutd 
sce some friends. He returned punetuaily, and upon his 
own responsibility the sheriff allowed him time to procure 
bail. His two sons, with friends, came to Morganton 


. privately, and under their escort he escaped. 
& Thus the carecr of the firet and last Governor of Frank- } 


land terminated. But with all his defects, John Sevier bad 
many virtues. He was fearless to a fault; kind to his 
friends 3 and hospitable to all. 'Phis gave him great weight 
among the people; and although in the General Assembly 
of North Carolina, (Fayetteville,) in 1788, general oblivion 
and pardon were extended to all concerned in the late re 
volt, John Sevier was especially excepted in the act, and 
debarred from all offiess of trust, honor, or profit. 

“The next year (1789) so great a favorite with the people 
was Sevier, that he was elected from Greene, to represent 
that county inthe Senate of the Genera} Assembly of North 
Carolina. Ne appeared at Payetteville at the time appointed 
for the meeting of the Legislature, (second Monday of No- 
vember.) 

*Sueh wag the sense of bis worth, or his contrition for 
the past, that the Legislature passed early, an act repealing 
the section disqualifying him from any office ; andon taking 
the oath of allegiance, he was allowed his seat. Thus were 
the difliculties settled. 

“North Carolina had ever been willing to allow her 
danghter to sct up for herself when of lawful age and under 
proper restrictions. Cherishing this fecling, she was never 
unjust towards her fair and lovely offspring. 

On the 25th of February, 1790, as authorized by a pre- 
vious act of the General Assembly, passed in the year 1789, 
Samuel Johnston and Benjamin Hawkins, Senators in Cone 
gress, exceuted a deed to the United States in the words of 
the cession act; and on the Qd of April of that year, Con- 
gress accepted the deed, and ‘Pennessee was born. 

“By proclamation, dated September 1, 1790, Governor 
Martin announced that the Secretary of State for the Uni- 
ted States had transmitted to him a copy of the act of Con- 
gress, accepting the sion of North Carolina tor this dis- 
trict of the western territory, and the inhabitants of said 
district € would take due notice thereof, and govern tiem- 
selves accordingly?” 

John Sevier was brave and patriotic, a man 
loved by the people; but he had fallen into this 
error of secession or separation from the State of 
North Carolina that I have called your attention 
to here in the history of North Carolina. We 
find that this doctrine of secession could not be 
borne by him, with his great popularity and with 
the attachment the people had for him. Instead 
of Tennessee having her origin or her birth in 
secession, the precise reverse is true. The State of 
Frankland had its birth in an attempt at disunion 
and was rocked to death in the cradle of secession; 
and its greatdefendcr and founderat that time, not- 


withstanding his great popularity and the attach- f 


ment the people had for him, was lodged in irons. | 
Thatis where secession carried him, with all his | 


popularity, with all his patriotism, with all the at- 
tachment the people had for him. Yes, sir, this 
nefarious, this blighting, this withering doctrine’ 
of secession ended by placing that distinguished 
man in irons. 

What next occurred? North Carolina passed 
a law for general pardon and oblivion for all those 
that had been engaged inthis movement, with the 
exception of this great man, John Sevier. His 
name it even now venerated in the section of the 
country where I live; but, with all his talents and 
popularity, this infamous, this nefarious, this dia- 
bolical, this hell-born and hell-bound doctrine of 
secession carried him into chains. The State of 
Frankland had expired, rocked to death in the 


cradle of secession, and he went back to Greene 
county, and was elected a member of the Legis- 
lature of North Carolina. In passing this general 
oblivion and pardon, he was made an exception; 
and he was not permitted to take his seat in the 
Legislature until the exception was removed. It 
was removed, and he went back to the Legisla- 
ture of North Carolina. Frankland had expired: 
it was no more; and yet we see the odious weight 
that was heaped upon him by this nefarious doc- 
trine of secession. 

Then what follows, Mr. President? When we 
turn to the act and follow it along, we find that 
North Carolina then made her cession act, com- 
pleted it in 1790, and ceded the territory to the Uni- 
ted States. A territorial government was estab- 
lished. General Washington himself appointed 
the first officers in the Territory, which was then 
styled “the Territory southwest of the river 
Ohio.” In 1794, the Council or Legislature of 
į that Territory elected James White the first dele- 
gate to the Congress of the United States from the 
Territory southwest of the river Ohio—not Frank- 
land or Franklin, for that is numbered with the 
things that were, but are not. Even with the pop- 
ularity of the name of Dr. Franklin, it was con- 
signed to oblivion, and now sleeps with the things 
| that were. In 1794, the delegate to represent the 
Territory made his appearance here, and took his 
seat. In 1796, the constitution was formed; and 
then it was that Tennessce began. her existence. 
The peace was made in 1783, and in 1796 Ten- 
nessec formed her constitution and applied for 
admission into this Union. Then it was that T'en- 
nessce was spoken into existence. She did not 
pass through this ordeal of secession; this proba- 
tion of disunion. She germinated upon proper 
principles. The Territory was first organized by 
Congress after the death of the organization called 
Frankland; and in 1796, the people of Tennessce 
formed their constitution, and were admitted into 
the Union asa State. And, sir, who came into 
the Union with her when she was admitted as a 
State? Andrew Jackson. It may have been that 
his early knowledge of the country, it may have 
been that his carly information upon the subject, 
made him understand and appreciate ever after- 
wards the value of the Union. When Tennessee 
was ushered into this family of States, as an equal 
member of the Confederacy, Gencral Jackson took 
his seat as her Representative. The Senator from 
Mississippi said that Tennessee was “ born in 
secession; rocked in the cradle of revolution.” 
Sir, she has many fond recollections of the Revo- 
lution; butwithall herrevolutionary character, her 
-people have never attempted secession. General 
Jackson first represented her in Congress when 
she camo‘into the Union; she brought him to the 
notice of the people of the United States'as a public 
man. In 1833, when an attempt somewhat sim- 
ilar to the present was made, he was President 
of the United States; and it is unnecessary for me 
to relate what his views of secession were then. 
It is not necessary for me to refer to the acts of 
General Jackson in 1833. And now, sir, not in- 
tending to disparage others, but to give utterance 
to my conscientious belief, I must say that if such 
a man as Andrew Jackson were President of the 
United States at the present time, before this mo- 
ment steps would have been taken which would 
have preserved us a united people without the 
shedding of blood, without making war. I believe 
that if Andrew Jackson were President of the 
United States, this glorious Union of ours would 
still be intact. Perhaps it might be jarred a little 
in some places, but not sufficiently to disturb the 
harmony and gencral concord of the whole. That 
is my opinion. I do not say it to disparage oth- 
ers; but I believe that this would have been the 
case, if he had been President, ursuing the policy 
which I feel certain he would have pursued in 
such an emergency. 

Tennessee came into the Union in 1796. She 
was the third State that entered the Confederac 
after the old thirtcen ratified the Constitution. 
She was in this Union before Alabama, before 
Mississippi, before Louisiana, before Florida had 
an existence. There wasa Union then, and she 
was In it. She has been in it ever since; and she 
has continued to contribute her money, her men, 
and her bload, to the defense of the flag of the 
Union; and though these other States may go out, 


I trust in God that she will still remain in the po- 
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sition she occupied before they were spoken into 
existence. We have been told that the Union is 
broken up—that it is already dissolved. Why, 
sir, according to the Constitution, nige States 
formed the Government; and provision was made 
for taking in new States. Taking in a State or 
taking out a State does not disturb the Union. It 
was a Union before the State came in; it isa Union 
after it goes out. We got along very well before 
these States came in; and where is the great injury 
how to result to Tennessee because they propose 
to go out? 

I took occasion, in my former remarks, to call 
the attention of the Senate, and of my constituents 
to the extent that I have the honor to represent 
them, to the kind of government that was likely 
to be formed by the seceding States, and the coun- 
try they might acquire after they did secede. In 
relation to this, the Senator from Mississippi said: 

“ But the Senator found somewhere, I believe in Georgia, 
a newspaper article which suggested the advantages of a 
constitutional monarchy. Does the Senator believe there 
is any considerable number of people in any of the States 
who favor the establishment ofa constitutional monarchy ?°? 

The Senator from Georgia [Mr. Iverson] felt 
called upon to say something in the same con- 
nection. He said: 

“As allusion has been made by the Senator from Missis- 
sippi to an article which appeared in a paper in my own 
town, and about which a good deal of noise bas been made, 
and which was referred to by the Senator from Tennessee, 
in his celebrated speech, the other day, as evidence that 
there was a party in the South in favor of a constitutional! 
monarchy?” — 

_ He went on to state that thatidea was suggested 
in some paper, he could not exactly tell how; but 
it was not by the editor, and it did not amount to 
much. Idid not refer to asingle paper; but I made 
various extracts from newspapers and speeches, 
simply as surface indications, as symptoms of 
what lay below, and what was intended to be the 
result, L referred to the Charleston Mercury; I 
referred to other papers; I referred to the speeches 
of distinguished men, some of them leaders in this 
movement. Is it not apparent, now, that unless 
the public mind is aroused, unless the people are 
put on the alert, there is a design to establish a 
government upon the principles of a close cor- 

oration? Can any one that has the least sagacity 

e so unobservant as not to see what is going on 
in the South? It isapparent to all. They seem 
to unite in setting out with the proposition that 
the new confederacy shall exclude every State 
whichis not slaveholding, for the reason that those 
States which are interested in slaves should have 
the exclusive control and management of them. 
Here isa great family of States, some free and 
some slave, occupying, in one sense, the same 
relation to each other that individuals in the com- 
munity do to one another. The proposition is 
started to form a government of States exclu- 
sively interested in slaves. That excludes all the 
free States? Is the argument good? Has not 
slavery been secure heretofore in the Union with 
non-slaveholding States; and will not our geo- 
graphical and physical position be just the same 
after the present Union 1s dissolved? Where does 
the argument carry us? We must havea confed- 
eracy now composed of slave States exclusively. 
When we have excluded the free States, and we 
come to make a new government, does not the 


same argument apply that we must have a gov- | 


ernment to be controlled and administered by that 
description of persons nes 
sively interested in slaves? If you cannot trust 
a free State in the confederacy, can you trust a 
non-slaveholder in a slaveholding State to control 
the question of slavery? Where does yourargu- 
ment carry you? We see where they are drift- 
ing; and, as a faithful sentinel upon the watch- 
tower, 1 try to notify the people and sound the 
tocsin of alarm. If this idea be not carried out, 
it will be because the public feeling, the public 
opinion, is aroused against it. 

I alluded yesterday to the fact that the freemen 
of the State of South Carolina have not been per- 
mitted to vote for a President since it was a State. 
There is a great terror and dread of the capacity 
of the people to govern themselves. l 
Carolina, when the ordinance was passed to with- 
draw from the Union, did the convention trust the 
people to pass their judgment upon it? Were 
they consulted? Did they indorse it? Have they 


passed theirjudgmentupon it to this day? Taking ' 


us who are exclu- i 


In South |; 
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the language of Mr. Boyce as an index of their 
feeling, I have no more doubt than I have of my 
existence that if this reign of terror subsides, and 
the hearts of the people of South Carolina can be 
gotten at, it will be found that a majority of them 
disapprove and repudiate what has been done 
there. What do we find in the State of Georgia? 
There the proposition was moved to submit the 
ordinance to the people; and were the people con- 
sulted? The vote was 139 to 160, I think. It 
showsa great division. Didthey submitit to the 
people? Oh,no. Iknow something of the people 
of the State of Georgia; and I believe this day, if 
that seceding ordinance could be submitted to the 
voting population of Georgia, and the question be 
fully canvassed and fairly understood, they would 
repudiate and put it down. Go to Florida: were 
the people consulted there? Notatall. Look to 
Alabama; look to the arguments made there in the 
convention. It was said, “our power is ample; 
we must consummate this thing, and not let the 
people pass upon it.’ Louisiana refused to refer 
the matter to the people. The people have not 
been consulted. A reign of terror has been insti- 
tuted. States have been called upon to make large 
appropriations of money to buy arms and muni- 
tions of war; for whatend? The idea has been: 
‘we can, almost with the speed of lightning, run 
States out of the Union without consulting the 
people; and then, if they dare resist, we have got 
an army, we have got the moncy to awe them 
mto submission.” These gentlémen are very fear- 
ful of coercion, exceedingly alarmed at the word 
“ coerce;’”’ but when you attempt to interpose and 
stop their career, they do not know of any other 
term but coerce. Look at the dispatch which 
Governor Pickens sent to Mississippi: 


CHARLESTON, January 19, 1861. 


Judge Magrath and in f have sent fonr telegraphs to 
you. Please urge Mississippi to send delegates to the Mont- 
gomery meeting of States, at as early a day as possible— 
say 4th of February—to form immediately a strong provis- 
tonal government. It is the only ihing to prevent war, and 
let that convention elect immediately a commander-in-chief 
for the seceding States. You may as well return, at least 
as far as Montgomery. F. W. PICKENS. 

'To Hon. A. BURT JACKSON. 


South Carolina has a military establishment, 
with officers appointed, and the taxes necessary 
to support them now are grinding her people to 
the dust; but she expects in a very short time to 
transfer that military establishment, with her offi- 
cers, to the southern confederacy that is to be es- 
tablished; and l suppose the great object in getting 
the leader appointed at once is that they may be 
able by military force to awe the people into sub- 
mission. Have we not seen that nine regiments 
have been authorized to be raised in Mississippi, 
and a distinguished Senator, who occupied a seat 
on this floor a short time since, made the major 
general? No doubt, when the scheme is consum- 
mated and carried out, when the military organi- 
zation is complete, if the people offer to resist, 
they will be subdued and awed, or driven into 
submission at the point of the bayonet. Some of 
these gentry are very mach afraid of the people. 

Why, sir, a proposition was even started in my 
own State, to raise fifteen regiments; for what? 
With whom are we at war? Is anybody attack- 
ing us? No. Do we want to coerce anybody? 
No. What do we want with fifteen regiments? 
And it was proposed to appropriate $250,000 to 
sustain them. ‘There is a wonderful alarm at the 
idea of coercing the seceding States; great dread 


| in reference to the power of this Federal Govern- | 


ment to secure obedience to its laws, and espe- 
cially in reference to making war upon one of the 
States; but the public property can be taken, your 
flag can be fired upon, your ships driven out of 
port, your gallant officer, with a few men, penned 
up in a little fort to subsist as best they may. So 
far as the officer to whom I have just alluded is | 
concerned, I will give utterance to the feelings of 
my heart when I express my profound approba- 
tion of hisconduct. He was put there to defend 
the flag of his country. He was there not as an 
intruder. He was there in possession of the prop- 
erty owned by the United States, not to menace, 
not to insult, not to violate rights, but simply to 
defend the flag and honor of his country, and take 
care of the public property; and because he re- 
tired from a position where he could have been 
captured, where the American flag could have been 
struck and made to trail in the dust, and the Pal- 


metto banner substituted, because he, obeying the 
impulses of a gallant and brave heart, took choice 
of another position; acting upon principles of hu- 
manity, not injuring others, but seeking. to pro- 
tect his own command from being sacrificed and 
destroyed, he is condemned and repudiated, and 
his action is sought to be converted into a menace 
of war. Hasitcome to this, that the Government 
of the United States cannot even take care of its 
own property, that your vessels must be fired 
upon, that your flag must be struck, and still you 
are alarmed at coercion: and because agallant offi- 
cer has taken possession of a fort where he cannot 
very well be coerced, a terrible cry is raised, and 
war is to be made? 

I was speaking of the proposition to raise fifteen 
regiments in my own State,which hasbeen brought 
forward. Sir, as far back as the battle of King’s 
mountain, and in every war in which the rights 
of the people have been invaded, Tennessee, God 
bless her, has stood by that glorious flag, which 
was carried by Washington and followed by the 
gallant patriots and soldiers of the Revolution, 
even a8 the blood trickled from their feet as they 
passed over the ice and snow; and under that flag, 
not only at home, but abroad, her sons have ac- 
quired honor and distinction, in connection with 
citizens of the other States of the Union. She is 
not yet prepared to band with outlaws, and make 
war upon that flag under which she has won 
laurels. Whom are we going to fight? Who 
is invading Tennessee? Conventions are got up; 
a reign of terror is inaugurated; and if, by the in- _ 
fluence of a subsidized and menducious press, an 
ordinance taking the State out of the Confederacy 
can be extorted, those who make such proposi- 
tions expect to have our army ready, to have 
their bands equipped, to have their pretorian di- 
visions; then they will tell the people that they 
must carry the ordinance into effect, and join a 
southern confederacy, whether they will or not; 
they shall be lashed on to the car of South Car- 
olina, who entertains no respect for them, but 
threatens their institution of slavery unless they 
comply with her terms. Will Tennessee take 
such a position as that? I cannot believe it; I 
never will believe it; and if an ordinance of seces- 
sion should be passed by that State under these 
circumstances, and an attempt should be made to 
force the people out of the Union, as, has been done 
in some other States, I tell the Senate and the 
American people that there are many in Tennes- 
see whose dead bodies will have to be trampled 
over before it can be consummated. [Applause 
in the galleries.] The Senator from Mississippi 
referred to the flag of his country; and I will read 
what he said, so that I may not be accused of mis- 
representing him: 

& Ft may be pardoned to me, sir, who, in my very boy- 
hood, was given to the military service, and who have fol- 
lowed that flag under tropical suns, and over northern 
snows, if I here express the deep sorrow which always 
| overwhelms me when I think of turning from the flag I 
have followed so fong, for which I have suffered in ways it 
does not become me to speak of; feeling that henceforth it 
is not to be the banner I will bail with the rising sun, and 
greet as the sun goes down; the banner which, by day and 
by night, I am ready to follow. But God, who knows the 
hearts of men, will judge between you and us, at whose 
door lies the responsibility of this”? 

There is no one in the United States who is 
more willing to do justice to the distinguished 
Senator from Mississippi than myself; and when 
I consider his early education; when I look at his 
gallant services, finding him first in the military 
school of the United States, educated by his Gov- 
ernment, taught the science of war at the expense 
of his country—taught to love the principles of 
the Constitution; afterwards entering its service, 
fighting beneath the stars and stripes to which he 
has so handsomely alluded, winning laurels that 
are green and imperishable, and bearing upon 
his person scars that arc honorable; somcof which 
have been won at home; others of which have 
been won ina foreign clime, and upon other fields— 
I would be the last man to pluck a feather from 
| his cap or a single gem from the chaplet that en- 
i circles his illustrious brow. But when I consider 
his early associations; when I remember that he 
was nurtured by this Government; that he fought 
for this Goverhment; that he won honors under 
the flag of this Government, I cannot understand . 
how he can be willing to hail another banner, and 
| desert the one of his country, under which he hag 


| won laurels and received honors. This isa matter 
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of taste, However; but it seems to me that, if I 
could not unsheath my sword in vindication of the 
flag of my country, its glorious stars and stripes, 
I would return the sword to its scabbard; I would 
never sheathe it in the bosom of my mother; 
never! never! ‘Sir, my own feelings in reference 
to that flag are such as must have filled the heart 
of that noble son of South Carolina, Joel R. Poin- 
sett, when, nearly thirty years ago, in an address 
to the people of Charleston, he declared: 

« Wherever I have been, I have been proud of being a 
citizen of this Republic, and tothe remotest corners of the 
earth, have walked erect and secure under that banner 
whieh our opponents would tear down and trample under 
foot. Twas in Mexico when the town was taken by as- 
sault.. The house of the American embassador was then, 
as it ought to be, the refuge of the distressed and persecuted 5 
itwas pointed out to the infuriated soldiery asa place filled 
with their enemies. They refused to attack. My only de- 
ferise was the flag of my country, and it was thrown out at 
the instant that hundreds of muskets were leveled at us. 
Mr. Masona braver man never stood by his friend in the 
hour of danger—and myself placed ourselves beneath its 
waving folds ; and the attack was suspended. . We did not 
blaneh, for we felt strong in the protecting arm of this 
mighty Republic, We told them that the flag that waved 
over us was the banner of that nation to whose example 
they.owed their liberties, and to whose protection they 
were indebted for their safety. ‘The scene changed as by 
enchantment; those men who were on the point of attack- 
ing and massacreing the inhabitants, cheered the flag of our 
country, and placed sentinels to protect it from outrage. 


« Fellow-citizens, in such a moment as that, would it 
have been any protection to me and mine to have pro- 
claimed myself a Carolinian? Should I have been here to 
tell you this tale if I had hung out the palmetto and single 
star?. Be assured that, to be respected abroad, we must 
maintain our place in the Union.” 

Sir, Lintend to stand by that flag, and by the 
Union of which it is the emblem. I agree with 
Mr. A. H. Stephens, of Georgia, “ that this Gov- 
ernment of our fathers, with all its defects, comes 
nearer the objects of all good governments than 
any other on the face of the earth.” 

Ihave made allusions to the various Senators 
who have attacked me, in vindication of myself. 
T have been attacked on all hands by some five or 
six, and may be attacked again. All I ask is, 
that, in making these attacks, they mect my po- 
sitions, answer my arguments, refute my facts. 
I care not for the number that may have attacked 
me; I care not how many may come hereafter. 
Feeling that Iam in the right, thatargament, that 
fact, that truth are on my side, I place them all at 
defiance. Come one, come all; for I feel, in the 
words of the great dramatic poct: 

«Thrice is he armed that hath his quarrel just; 
And he but naked, though locked up in steel, 
Whose conscience with secession is corrupted.” 

L have been told, and I have heard it repeated, 
that this Union is.gone. It has been said in this 
Chamber that it is in the cold sweat of death; 
that, in fact, it is really dead, and merely lying 
in state waiting for the funcral obsequics to be 
‘performed. Jf this be so, and the war that has 

een made upon me in consequence of advocat- 
ing the Constitution and the Union is to result 
in my overthrow and in my destruction; and that 
flag, that glorious flag, the emblem of the Union, 
which was borne by Washington through a seven 
years’ struggle, shall be struck from the Capitol 
and trailed in the dust—when this Union is in- 
torred, { want no more honorable winding shect 
than that brave old flag, and no more glorious 

rave than to be interred in the tomb of the Union. 
Thnplanve in the galleries.] For it I have stood; 
for it Iwill continue to stand; I care not whence 
the blows come; and some will find, before this 
thing is over, that while there are blows to be 
given, there will be blows to receive; and that, 
while others can thrust, there are some who can 
parry. They will find that it is a game that two 
can play at. God preserve my country from the 
desolation that is threatening her, from treason 
and traitors! 
“Ts there not some chosen curse, 

Some hidden thunder in the stores of heaven, 

Red with uncommon wrath, to blast the man 

Who owes his greatness to his country’s ruin?” 

[Applause in the galleries.] 

In conclusion, Mr. President, I make an appeal 
to the conservative men of all parties, 
the posture of public affairs; you see the condition 
of the country; you sec along the line of battle the 
various points of conflict; you see the struggle 
which the Union men have to maintain in many 
of the Slates. You ought to know and feel what 


ig pecessary to sustain those who, in their hearts i 
13 pecessary 2 ; 


desire the pregeryation of this Union of States. 


You see | 


Will you sit with stoic indifference, and see those 
who are willing to stand by the Constitution and 
uphold the pillars. of the Government driven away 
by the raging surges that are now sweeping over 
some portions of the country? As conservative 
men, as patriots, as men who desire the preser- 
vation of this great, this good, this unparalleled 
Government, I ask you to save the country; or 
let the propositions be submitted to the people, 
that the heart of the nation may respond to them. 
I have an abiding confidence in the intelligence, 
the patriotism, and the integrity of the great mass 
of the people; and I feel in my own heart that, if 
this subject could be got before them, they would 
settle the question, and the Union of these States 
would be preserved. [Applause in the galleries. ] 

Mr. WILSON, I rise for the purpose of mov- 
ing that the further consideration of this question 
be postponed until Monday next, at one o’clock. 

oe LANE. I hope the Senator will not do 
that. 
+ Mr. GWIN. That is too far off. Say to-mor- 
row. 

Mr. LANE. It would be very unfair to gen- 
tlemen who 

Mr. WIGFALL. I will say to the Senate, 
that I desire to make some remarks on this sub- 
ject. There has been a very wide latitude; and 
{ desire to speak this evening or to-morrow morn- 
ing; I am indifferent which. 

r. WILSON. [suppose I shall have to yield 
the floor for that purpose. It seems to me, though, 
that we have the tariff, and several other import- 
ant measures, to take up the residue of this week, 
and I wish to get the question over until Monday. 
However, I will withdraw the motion for the 
purpose of allowing the Senator to go on. 

Mr. WIGFALL. Mr. President— 

Mr. GREEN. Will the Senator yield to me? 
I desire an executive session this evening, on very 
important business; and the Senator from Texas 
can speak to-morrow, at one o’clock, and with 
no inconvenience to anybody. I therefore sub- 
mit that motion, which is a privileged motion. 

Mr. WADE. Mr. President 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Pox in 
thechair.) T understood the Senator from Texas 
to have the floor now by the courtesy of the Sen- 
ator from Massachusetts. Does the Senator from 
Texas give way to the Senator from Missouri to 
submit the motion which he has just now made? 

Mr. WIGFALL. Ido. 

Mr. SIMMONS, I ask the Senator from Mis- 
souri to lect me assign a bill that was the special 
order for to-day at one o’clock, but by some omis- 
sion of the President was not called up. [“ No 
objection. ”] . 

Mr. CAMERON, I rise to a question of order. 
I have been trying to be heard. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It is due that 
I should say to the Senator from Rhode Island 
that I am informed by the Clerk that the special 
order was called up by the Chair; but the unfin- 
ished business of yesterday took precedence of 
it, of course. 

Mr. CAMERON. I rise to a question of order, 
Mr. President. Iis, that the tariff bill is now in 
order. It was postponed by common consent to 
allow the Senator from Tennessee to conclude the 
speceh which he began yesterday; and, as a mat- 
ter of course, that bill now comes up. IF want to 


| throw myself on the generosity of the Senator 


from Missouri, and the Senator from Texas, to let 
us proceed with that bill, and get through with it. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Will the Sen- 


| ator state his question of order? 
Mr. CAMERON. The question of order is, | 


that the tariff bill is now the business before the 
Senate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
the Senator that the motion now is, that the Sen- 
ate go into executive session. 

i Mr. GREEN. Thathas priority over every- 
thing. 

Mr, WADE. 1 wish to appeal to the Senate 
to take up a joint resolution that has just passed 
the House of Representatives. There is great 
necessity for its immediate passage. 

Mr, GREEN. Do that to-morrow morning. 

Mr. WADE, [tisa resolution that ought to 
be passed promptly. It is on the subject of the 
McCormick reaper. We want to extend the time 
for taking testimony in that matter, 


I will state to | 


Mr. BIGLER. We cannot do that now. 
Mr. WADE. The Commissioner of Patents 
is about to decide the case without full testimony. 
Mr. GREEN. Will itlead to debate? 
Mr. WADE. I presume not. 
Mr. GREEN. It can be done to-morrow morn- 


ing. 

‘Mr. HUNTER. Iam told that the resolution 
in regard to McCormick’s reaper ought to he re- 
ferred. It will give some special advantage in the 
way of testimony to persons who want to take 
away a patent. 

Mr. WADE. Notatall. 
the time for taking testimony. 
Mr. HUNTER. It ought to be examined. 

Mr. GREEN. I do not yield the floor. The 
question is on my motion for an executive session. 

Mr. WIGFALL. Iwill suggest that L only 
gave the floor to the Senator from Missouri to 
make a specific motion; and everybody else has 
had it ever Since I yielded the floor to him for 
that purpose. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. I ask the Senator to yield 
to me for the purpose of giving him a notice. 

Mr. WIGFALL. Certainly. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. There are several import- 
ant bills requiring the action of the Senate. I 
would not call the attention of the Senate to them 
now, ifthe chairman of the Committee on Finance 
was here; but heis not, and I know what his in- 
tention is. Those bills must be taken up at some 
time; and if this debate is to go on and take pre- 
cedence of everything else, from day to day, we 
shall go through this session without passing any 
of them. Now, I want simply to give notice to 
gentlemen—so that they may not consider us dis- 
courteous when we oppose the farther roceed- 
ing of this debate until some of those bills are 
disposed of—that such is our intention; and J shall 
do it to-morrow, when the time comes. 

Mr.GWIN. I wish to say that the chairman 
of the Committee on Finance is now out on a com- 
mittee of conference, and will be in in a few mo- 
ments. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. I have given the notice. 
We do not want any of our bills taken up to-day. 
There are none ready to-day. To-morrow we 
shall insist on it. 

Mr. SIMMONS. Mr. President-— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Sen- 
ator from Texas yield to the Senator from Rhode 
Island? 

Mr. WIGFALL. 1 will give way to him too, 
if I can hear what he says. | cannot hear him. 

Mr. SIMMONS. I will speak loud enough. 
‘When the hour came for the special order to-day, 
there was a debate on the privileged question about 
reconsidering the vote on the passage of the terri- 
torial bill. The special order was passed over 
informally, in order that that debate might be con- 
tinued for half an hour. When that was through, 
before anybody had a chance to call the attention 
of the Presiding Officer to the order of business, 
the Senator from Tennessee, who was left unfin- 
ished yesterday. in his remarks, went on, and it 
was considered to be waived until he got through; 
and I believe that is naturally the order now. At 
any rate, if the Senator from Missouri will give 
way for me to move to make it the special order 
for to-morrow at one o’clock 

Mr. WIGFALL. I have the floor—not the 
Senator from Missouri. 

Mr. SIMMONS. But you yielded to him to 
make this motion. What I want to do is, to get 
the bill assigned for to-morrow. I consider it my 
duty to insist on some order in this business. It 
was assigned on Friday last for to-day, and all I 
ask is, that the bill may havea fair chance. The 
revenues of the Government depend on it; and I 
want it to be considered, because it has togo back 
to the House of Representatives, that the amend- 
ments may be concurred in. I wish to make it the 
special order for to-morrow, with the understand- 
ing— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. I will stateto 
the Senator that there is already a motion before 
the Senate. 

Mr. SIMMONS. Thathas given way for me 
to make this statement. 

Mr. GREEN. I gave way to enable the Sen- 
ator to make a statement, not a motion. 

Mr. SIMMONS. Very well; go ahead. 

Mr.GREEN. I move for an executive session. 


It is only to extend 
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The motion was not agreed to; there being, on 
a division—ayes15, noes 21. 

Mr. WIGEALL. Mr. President——— 

Mr. SIMMONS. I would like the Senator 
from Texas to permit me to fix some day for the 
consideration of the tariff bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Sen- 
ator from Texas give way to the Senator from 
Rhode Island? 

Mr. CLINGMAN. With the permission of 
my friend from Texas, (as itis now four o’clocl,) 
I move that the Senate adjourn, and this question 
will come up as unfinished business to-morrow. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. I understand 
the Senator from Texas to yield to that motion. 

Mr. WIGFALL. I have no preference about 
it. I desire to answer the speech that has been 
made by the Senator from Tennessec. I should 
as soon do it now as to-morrow. It is a matter 
of no sort of consequence to me when I speak. 

Mr. CLINGMAN. I withdraw the motion. 

Mr. SIMMONS. As the Senator from Texas 
does not seem to be quite ready, I should like to 
have leave, while he is looking up his papers, to 
have an assignment made of this bill. - I should 
like to make my motion if he is not quite ready. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Docs the Sen- 
ator from ‘Texas give way to the Senator from 
Rhode Island ? 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I am sure the Senator 
from Texas did nol hear the Senator from Rhode 
Island. 

Mr. WIGFALL. No, I did not; butI do not 
yield the floor. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. 
a bill for to-morrow. 
Mr. GWIN. The Senator from Texas does 
not lose the floor by it. 

Mr. WIGEFALL. I will yield for him to make 
the motion, if I do not lose the floor. 

Mr. SIMMONS. I move that the bill which 
was assigned for to-day at onc o’clock, be assigned 
for to-morrow at onc o’clock. 


He only wants to assign 


Mr. PUGH. Tobject. That bill remains the 
special order after this. 
Mr. GWIN. It goes over of course. 


Mr. SIMMONS. I make the motion, I do 
not suppose a single objection prevents it from 
being put. 

Mr. PUGH.’ Ifthe Senator from Texas yields 
the floor, L shall move to adjourn; if not, let him 


proceed. 
Mr. SIMMONS. He yielded the floor to me, 
notto you. [Laughter.] I move to assign the 


bill for the collection of revenues, and make it the 
special order for to-morrow at one o'clock. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. There being 
another matter before the Senate 

Mr. PUGH. How does he get it in? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It cannot get 
in, there being another matter before Senate, and 
objection being made. 

Mr. CAMERON. Allow me an instant. I 
think the Senator from Texas will give way fora 
minute. : 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Sen- 
ator from Texas give way to the Senator from 
Pennsylvania? 

Mr. WIGFALL. I willgive way to anybody 
if gentlemen will just gct through with what they 
want, and then let me alone. 

Mr. CAMERON, Isee that itis late. [*Oh, 
no.”} Let meget through. It js strange that a 
man cannot say a wofd, without his friends all 
advising him to a particular course. I desire to 
move, in order that we shall get along smoothly 
and cosily, that we now go into executive session, 
and finish up some business all-important to be 
done there, and allow the Senator from Texas to 
go on to-morrow, in the morning hour, and then 
take up these important bills. 1 move that the 
Senate go into executive session. 


Mr. WIGFALL. It is understood that I have | 


the floor for to-morrow, if this motion prevails? 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Of course you 
have the floor. 
The question being put on Mr, Cameron’s mo- 
tion, there were, on a division—ayes 22, noes 20. 


EXECUTIVE SESSION. 


So the motion was agreed to; and the Senate 


i 


proceeded to the consideration of executive busi- 
ness; and after some time spent therein, the doors 
were reopened, and the Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
Wepwyespay, February 6, 1861. 


The House met at twelve o’clock, m; Prayer 
by the Chaplain, Rev. Tuomas H. STOCKTON. 
Phe Journal of yesterday wasread and approved. 


MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT, 


The SPEAKER laid before the House the fol- 
lowing message from the President of the United 
States: 

To the Senate and House of Representatives : 

I have received from the Governor of Kentucky certain 
resolutions adopted by the General Assembly of that Com- 
monwealth, containing an application to Congress for the 
call of a convention for proposing amendments to the Con- 
stitution of the United States, with a request that I should 
immediately place the same before that body. It affords 
me great satisfaction to perform this duty; and I feel quite 
confident that Congress will bestow upon these resolutions 
the careful consideration to which they are eminently en- 
titled, on account of the distinguished and patriotic source 
from which they proceed, as well as the great importance 
of the subject which they involve. 

JAMES BUCITANAN. 
Wasuineron, February 5, 1861. 

The message and accompanying resolutions 
were referred to the select committee of five, and 
ordered to be printed. 


ORDNANCE DEPARTMENT. 


The SPEAKER also. laid before the House a 
communication from the Sceretary of War, in- 
closing an estimate from the chief of ordnance for 
two important items omitted from the lastannual 
estimates of the Department; which was referred 
to the Committee of Ways and Means, and or- 
dered to be printed. 


PRIVATE LAND CLAIMS IN NEW MEXICO. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a 
communication from the acting Secretary of the 
Interior, transmitting a letter from the surveyor 
gencral of New Mexico in relation to the num- 
bering of certain private land claims in that Ter- 
ritory; also, a communication from the same 
source, transmitting documents in the New Mex- 
ican private land claim of the heirs of Louis Ma- 
ria C. de Baca. 

The communications were referred to the Com- 
mittee on Private Land Claims, and ordered to 
be printed. 


CONDITION OF THE COUNTRY. 


Mr. NIXON. Lask the consent of the House 
to present a memorial, signed by one thousand 
five hundred citizens of Camden, city and county, 
without distinction of party, asking for the pas- 
sage of the Crittenden resolutions, or any other 
constitutional adjustment of the present troubles 
of the country. Iam satisfied that a large ma- 
jority of the people of the first congressional dis- 
trict of New Jersey are in favor of some reason- 
able adjustment by Congress of the difficulties 
which divide and distract the country. 

The memorial was laid upon the table. 


MEMORIALS FROM UTAH. 


Mr. HOOPER, by unanimous consent, pre- 
sented the memorial of the Governor and Legis- 
lature of Utah Territory praying for the construt- 
tion of a railroad from some point on the Missouri 
river to Sacramento, California, via cither the Box 
Elder or Lodge Pole creck pass, in the Black hilis, 
Bridges pass, in the Rocky Mountains, Tempan- 
ogos or Provo river, and the most practicable pass 
in the Sierra Nevada mountains; and 

The memorial of the Governor and Legislative 
Assembly of Utah Territory praying for a fur- 
ther appropriation of $3,000 to the Utah library. 

The memorials werc" severally referred to the 
Committee on Territories. 

RICHARD CHENERY. 


Mr. BURCH. Iask the unanimous consent 
of the House to discharge the Committee of the 
Whole House from the further consideration of 
House bill No. 171, for the relief of Richard Che- 
nery. 

The bill was read. It appropriates, for the 
purpose of paying the claim of Richard Chenery, 
of Ealiforas, for furnishing and delivering, ac- 
cording to contract, to George P. Armstrong, 
temporary Indian agent for the tribes of Indians 


on Russian river and at Clear lake, (as per Arm- 
strong’s receipts, dated March 23, and May 23, 
1852,) one hundred thousand pounds of beef, at ` 
eight cents per pound, as set forth in the. certifi- 
cate of R. McKee, United States Indian agent 
and disbursing agent for California. The aniount 
is to be paid by the Secretary of the*Treasury to 
Richard Chenery, or to his legally- authorized 
agent or assignee, upon receiving a full acquit~ 
tance therefor, signed by Chenery, his agent or 
assignee. . 

Mr. SHERMAN. I must call for the regular 
order of business. 

Mr. BURCH. There can be no objection to 
this bill; and I hope it will be passed. 

Mr. SHERMAN. There is no reason why 
this bill should be taken up to the exclusion of 
everything else. I think the important public 
business of the country should be acted on first. 


UTAH RESOLUTIONS —AGAIN. 


Mr. GROW. I move to reconsider the refer- 
ence of the resolutions of the Utah Legislature in 
favor of a Pacific railroad. The Committee on 
Territories has nothing to do with them. They 
should go to the committee on the Pacific railroad. 

Mr. PHELPS. I think they had better go to 
the Committee on Territories. 

Mr. GROW. Well, let them be referred to the 
Committee on Public Lands. 

They were so referred. 


RESOLUTIONS OF MINNESOTA LEGISLATURE. 


Mr. WINDOM, by unanimous consent, pre- 
sented joint resolutions of the Legislature of the 
State of Minnesota in regard toa Pacific railroad; 
which were laid on the table, and ordered to be 
printed. 7 


DESTITUTION IN KANSAS. 
Mr. SHERMAN. I call forthe regular order 


of business. 

Mr. WELLS. If the gentleman from Ohio will 
listen to me for a moment, I think he will yield 
tome. I desire to offer a joint resolution for the 
consideration of the House, in regard to the con- 
dition of the people of Kansas. A great public 
calamity now hangs over the people of that new 
State, and I think it is a matter which calls for 
consideration by Congress. Task that the reso- 
lution which I propose may be considered by the 
House. i 

Mr. PHELPS. Iobject. Letus proceed with 
the regular order of business, 


LOAN BILL. 


The SPEAKER. The regular order of busi- 
ness is the consideration of the Senate amend- 
ments to the act (H. R. 972) authorizing a loan. 


First amendment. of the Senate: 

After the word “such” insert the word “loan ;” so that 
it will read, “that sealed proposals for such toan,” &c. 

Mr. PHELPS. I suppose there is no objec- 
tion tothat amendment. Let the question be taken 
upon it. I desire to say something on the second 
amendment. 

The question was taken; and the first amend- 
ment was concurred in. 


Second amendment of the Senate: 


At the cnd of the bill, add the following new section: 

Src. 5. And be it further enacted, That the act of June 
22, 1860, entitled “ An act authorizing a loan and providing 
for the redemption of notes,” be, and the same is hereby, 
repealed. 


Mr. PHELPS. I hope the House will concur 
in this amendment of the Senate. When this bill 
was under consideration in the House last week, 
I contended that it was the true policy of the 
Government to exhaust the residue of the loan 
authorized by the act of 22d June last, before we 
authorized a new loan to be made. I desired to 
have the third section of that law so modified that 
the Secretary of the Treasury might accept the 
best proposals that should be made by capitalists 
of the country for so much money as might be 
needed to defray the current expenses of the Gov- 
ernment. The House did not, however, agree 
in the views which I entertained; and instead of 
exhausting the old loan, which authorizes the 
Secretary of the Treasury to obtain nearly four- 
teen million dollars, the House orders anew Joan 
of $25,000,000 to be negotiated. The condition 
of the Treasury, and the condition of the public 
credit of the country, should admonish us that 
we should proceed with caution in authorizing a 


.' tiate them except at ruinous rates. 
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debt to be contracted. . At this moment, the out- 
standing debt of the United States is $69,373,000; 
comprising. the loans authorized by the acts of 
1842, 1846, 1847, 1848, 1858, and 1860, the Texas 
indemnity loan of 1850, together with the out- 
standing Treasury notes authorized by several 
acts. Here is a tabular statement showing the 
debt of the Government: 
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Then the existing debt of the United States is 
nearly seventy million dollars. The $10,000,000 
Treasury notes recently issucd were negotiated, 
a portion at twelve per cent.,and a portion at be- 
tween ten and eleven, Your ten per cent. Treas- 
ury notes are sold in the market of New York 
below par; and if yau authorize new loans that 
are not absolutely necessary, you cannot nego- 
I have made 
a computation of the actual debt created and pro- 
posed to be created by this Congress. The bal- 
ance of the loan authorized under act of 22d June, 
1860, is $13,978,000. If the amendment of the 
Senate be concurred in, that ioan cannot be nego- 
tiated. Iam in favor of that amendment. ‘The 
tariff bill, which will probably become a law, 
authorizes the loan of $21,000,000. The Pacific 
railroad bill as it passed the House authorized 
an indebtedness of $96,000,000, and the Senate 
has put on an additional 25,000,000. In other 
words, the proposed indebtednessof the country is 
$167,000,000; making, with the present public debt 
and the loan already authorized, an aggregate of 
$250,351,649. With such indebtedness, how can 
you expect to raise a loan on favorable terms? 

I hope this amendment of the Senate will be con- 
curredin. The Government will then be enabled 
to raise the loan of $25,000,000 authorized in this 
bill, and $21,000,000 authorized in the tariff act. 
The Secretary of the Treasury has told you that 
he will need $25,000,000 between the date of his 
communication and the Ist of July next, in addi- 
tion to the current revenues of the country. But 
if the political troubles of the country shall be 
adjusted before the close of this session of Con- 
gress. and if the operation of the new tariff bill 
will increase the revenue by $8,000,000, as pre- 
dicted by its friends, then we will not want to 
Se hie so large an indebtedness as is now pro- 

osed, 

p I felt it my duty to present these facts to the 
House, for I was informed that there was a desire 
to prevent the adoption of this amendment of the 
Senate. If I had been informed that the gentle- 
men on the other side of the House would have 
assented to this amendment, I should have for- 
borne any expression of my opinions, or the 
recital of the indebtedness of the Government, 
These considerations, and the condition of the 


| coming Administration. 


money market, admonish me to authorize no 
larger loan than is absolutely necessary to defray 
the current expenses of the Government. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I hope the amendment of. 
the Senate will not be concurred in; and if I can 
have the attention of the House for two minutes, 
I think I can give ample reasons why it should 
not be concurred in. . 

The gentleman from Missouri seems to be in 
very much the condition of his party; for this 
seems to be, on his part, to some extent, a party 
measure. Let us look at the result of the course 
heasks this House to take. He seems to be will- 
ing to throw upon the incoming Administration 
all the indebtedness incurred by this, if possible. 
Now, all I ask is, that this Administration shall 
pay off its own debts or provide for the payment 
of them, and not throw thém over upon the in- 
I do believe that, under 
the tariff act now pending in the other branch of 
Congress, if it shall become a law, the revenues 
of this Government will be sufficient to meet the 
expenses of the Government under the incoming 
Administration. Ibelieve that it is the duty of 
that Administration to reduce the expenses of the 
Government to the standard of the revenues of the 
Government. Now, what is the condition of the 
Treasury at this time? The Secretary of the 
Treasury says he shall need a loan of $25,000,000 
to mect the expenses of the Government up to the 
Ist of July next. This bill provides a loan to that 
amount to pay off the debts of the present Admin- 
istration up to that time. Then, in addition to 
that, therc is another debt to pay. This Admin- 
istration, in December last, issued $10,000,000 of 
Treasury notes, at twelve per cent. Those notes 
are due next December. For the redemption of 
those Treasury notes the remaining portion of the 
loan of June last was specifically pledged. Yet 
the gentleman from Missouri now proposes to re- 
peal that loan of June last, in express violation of 
the law of December last; and in pursuance of 
which, the faith of the Government was directly 
pledged to apply that loan to the redemption of 
Treasury notes, leaving no means for the retire- 
ment of the Treasury notes of last December. 

Now, that is the condition in which the matter 
stands. If the amendment of the Senate be con- 
curred in, then, in December next, when the 
$10,000,000 of Treasury notes become due, there 
will be no means provided whatever for the retire- 
ment of those Treasury notes. They will go on 
bearing interest at the rate of twelve per cent., 
thus disgracing the Government. No Govern- 
ment, and indeed no individual, can afford to pay 
twelve per cent. interest for any length of time. 
The effect of the course the gentleman from Mis- 
souri asks us to pursue is to throw the burden of 
providing the means for the payment of these 
Treasury notes, when they become duc, on the 
incoming Administration. You leave the incom- 
ing Administration not only with the responsibil- 
ity of providing the means of paying its current 
expenses, but with the payment of $10,000,000 of 
the debts of the present Administration. 

But, sir, the gentleman refers to the Pacific rail- 
road bill. [donot know whether that bill will pass 
or not; but the gentleman knows very well that if 
it does pass, no money will have to be paid under 
it probably for ycars to come. No money can be 
paid or liabilities incurred until fifty miles of the 
road shall have been completed. ` 

The gentleman also talks about the tariff bill. 
Well, sir, if the tariff bill passes, Í believe revenue 
enough will be raised under it to defray the ordi- 
pary expenses of the Government. The loan bill 
| attached to that bill is only intended to provide 
for some unforeseen emergency—a contingency 
that may not happen. I hope that no future Ad- 
ministration will be found coming here, session 


|! after session, asking for a loan to mect the ordi- 


| nary expenses of the Government. I hope the in- 
coming Administration will conform its expenses 
| to the revenues raised from the ordinary sources. 
If the revenues shall fall short, and be even re- 
duced to less than the amount now realized, it will 


duce the expenses to that extent. I hope that in 
future no Administration will allow the expenses 
| of the Government in time of peace to exceed the 
| amount of the revenuc from the ordinary sources, 
The expenditures should, if practicable, be arbi- 
trarily reduced, unless in the contingency of war, 


i to the standard of the revenues collected. 


be the duty of the incoming Administration to re- | 


Now, Mr. Speaker, I do hope gentlemen on 
both sides of the House will permit us to make 
provision. for paying the debts of the present 
‘Administration, and not saddle those debts upon 
the incoming Administration. I repeat, that the 
$25,000,000 loan provided for in this bill is re- 

uired to pay the debts of the Government up to 
daly next; and that, if this amendment of the Sen- 
ate is concurred in, there will still remain the sum 
of $10,000,000 of outstanding Treasury notes for 
which no provision will have been made. We ask 
for nothing more than that this Administration 
should make provision for the settlement of its 
own accounts; and it seems to me that nothing 
less than that should be granted. 

‘Mr. PHELPS. The gentleman from Ohio re- 
marks that I am unwilling to provide the means 
for the payment of the debts of the present Ad- 
minigtration. In this he is mistaken. The gentle- 
man states correctly that this loan of $25,000,000 
will be sufficient to defray the expenses of the 
Government until the 30th day of Junenext. The 
$21,000,000 loan bill attached to the tariff bill now 
pending in the Senate, will then be sufficient not 
only to redeem the $10,000,000 of outstanding 
Treasury notes, but to meet any of the ordinary 
wants of the Government in addition. Under the 
existing law, all outstanding Treasury notes are 
redeemable out of any of the moncy in the Treas- 
ury not otherwise ap ropriated. “The Joan bill 
attached to the tariff bil will therefore be appli- 
cable to the redemption of any outstanding Treas- 
ury notes, or for the payment of any debts of the 
present Administration which may remain un- 
paid. The House will therefore understand that 
the incoming Administration, instead of having 
the debts of the present Administration to make 
provision for, will have from five to fifteen million 
dollars provided for the payment of their own ex- 
penses, after the commencement of the next fiscal 
year. Why, sir, I again call the attention of the 
House to the enormous sum the chairman of the 
Committee of Ways and Means wants to throw 
upon the credit of the Government. He wants 
$25,000,000 to meet the expenses of the public 
service up to July next. He wants $21,000,000 
to be raised after the commencement of the next 
fiscal year; making a sum of $46,000,000. He 
then wants the remainder of the loan of June last, 
amounting to $14,000,000, to be rendered avail-. 
able; making an aggregate sum of $60,000,000 of 
indebtedness, which the presentand incoming Ad- 
ministration will be authorized to incur. I desire 
to diminish that amount by $14,000,000, still leav- 
ing morc than enough to disembarrass the incom- 
ing Administration from any debts of the present 
one; and it is for this reason that I advocate the 
adoption of the amendment of the Senate. 

ow, sir, I take the gentleman from Ohio on 
his own declaration, that the present pending 
tariff bill will provide revenue from the customs 
sufficient to. meet all the wants of the Government 
for its current expenses. There will then re- 
main, for the incoming Administration, a loan of 
$21,000,000, available after the 30th day of June 
next, against the $10,000,000 of outstanding Treas- 
ury notes redeemable in December next. 

I say then, when we are going into the money 
market, which is now stringent, and when appre- 
hensions are entertaincd on the part of capitalists 
that the existing political disturbances may not 
be adjusted, we ought to call for the smallest sum 
possible. Tf bidders propose to take this loan at 
ninety cents, weare compelled to award it to them; 
and if they bid only eighty cents on the dollar, 
we are still compelled to award it to them, or let 
the creditors of the Government suffer. I think 
that the better way would have becn to issue 
additional Treasury notes, I was willing, how- 
ever, that the $14,000,000 loan should stand upon 
the statute-book,and notauthorize the $25,000,000 
loan;and then the Secretary ofthe Treasury would 
have negotiated it upon the best terms which he 
could obtain. If an adjustment of our troubles 
shall be made during this session of Congress, the 
money market will be relieved from the existing 
stringency, and a loan might be secured at six or 
seven per cent., with ten or twenty years to run. 

Í desire, Mr. Speaker, to protect and preserve 
the public credit. I have, during this session, as 


| I have during all preceding ones of my service 


here, endeavored to study economy in the expend- 
itures of the Government. I have always opposed 


! extravagant appropriations, and sought to place 


1861, 


we 
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the Governmentupon the shortestallowanceneces- 
sary to carry it on with honor and credit.. My 
opposition now is not because of the inceming of 
a new Administration of different politics from 
mine, but because of the condition of the Treas- 
ury at this time. Our finances admonish us, sir, 
to pursue the course of caution and economy. At 
all events, the conviction of my judgment has 
prompted me to the course I have pursued. Itis 
my pleasure to acknowledge that the gentleman 
from Ohio [Mr. Suenman] has been a colaborer 
of mine in the Committee of Ways and Means, 
as well as he has generally been in this House, 
for the reduction of the expenditures of the Gov- 
ernment, and the defeat of all extravagant and 
unnecessary appropriations. 

I have made these remarks because the gentle- 
man from Ohio, unintentionally I have no doubt, 
represented me as unwilling to provide for pay- 
ing the indebtedness of the present Administra- 
tion. For that indebtedness, I think that I have 
fully shown araple provision has already been 
made. J refer to the $21,000,000 loan provided 
for in the tariff bill, which bill will undoubtedly 
pass during this session. 

Mr. SHERMAN. ‘The gentleman from Mis- 
souri refers to the tariff bill, as containing a loan. 
The first reply to that isa reference to the language 
of the law itself. By the very terms of that tariff 
bill, the moncy to be raised under it cannot be 
applied to a redemption of ‘Treasury notes. On 
the contrary, it is specifically provided that the 
Joan shall be devoted to the mecting of any de- 
ficiency in the current revenues of the Govern- 
ment. Itis trae that that may be changed. In 
the next place, if we should only give place to 
one loan by another, then we might reduce the 
Joan provided in the tariff bill to $10,600,000. 

Mr. PHELPS. Then the gentleman admits 
that he anticipates a deficiency of $21,000,000 
under the tariff bill? 

Mr. SHERMAN. I do not anticipate any 
such deficiency; but I do say that it is wise to 

rovide againstany contingency which may arise. 

lie sum we have here to do is not beyond the 
capacity of the youngest boy in an arithmetic class. 
Here we have a debt of $25,000,008, and how are 
we going to pay it? You have $10,000,000 of 
Treasury notes, bearing twelve per cent. interest, 
which are due next December. How are you 
going to pay them? My friend from Missouri 
{Mr. Pusxrs] says, by the loan in the tariff bill. 
But there is already a loan bill upon our statute- 
books under which these Treasury notes can be 
withdrawn when they become due. Why, then, 
repeal one law to give place to another, unless 
it be to show that the new Administration have 
borrowed $21,000,000 to pay the liabilities of the 
Government? I say to you, gentlemen on the other 
side, pay your own liabilities, or pledge the Gov- 
ernment credit for enough money to pay them. 
Į trust that the incoming Administration will not 
come into this House and ask, year after year, 
loan bills to pay current expenses. I call for the 
previous question on the amendment. 

The previous question was seconded; and the 
main question ordered. 

Mr. PHELPS. I demand the yeas and nays 
on concurring in the amendment of the Senate. 
. ‘The yeas and nays were ordered. , 

The question was taken; and it was decided in 
the negative—yeas 59, nays 101; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Allen, Thomas L. Anderson, Barr, Bar- 
cet, Boteler, Bouligny, Brabson, Branch, Bristow, Brown, 
Burch, Burnett, John B. Clark, Jolin Cochrane, Cox, James 
Craig, Burton Craige, John G. Davis, De Jarnette, Edmund- 
son, English, Etheridge, Fouke, Gilmer, John T. Harris, 
Holman, Wiliam Howard, Kunkel, Larrabee, James M. 
Leach, Logan, Mallory, Elbert S. Martin, Maynard, Me- 
Ciernand, MeKenty, Millson, isaac N. Morris, Niblack, 
Pendicton, Peyton, Phelps, Pryor, Quarles, James C. Rob- 
inson, Ruttin, Scott, Sickles, Simms, William N. H. Smith, 
Stokes, Thomas, Vallandigham, Vance, Webster, White- 
Tey, Woodson, and Wright—59. 

"NAY S— Messrs. Charles F. Adams, Green Adams, Ad- 
rain, Aldrich, Alley, William O. Anderson, Ashley, Babbitt, 
Geaic, Bingham, Blair, Brayton, Bri Bufiinton, Burn- 
ham, Butterfield, Campbell, Carey, Carter, Case, Coburn, 
Corfax, Conway, Corwin, Covode, Curtis, H. Winter Davis, 
Dawes, Delano, Duell, Dunn, Edgerton, Miot, Ely, Fenton, 
Ferry, Foster, Geoch, Graham, Grow, Gurley, Hale, Has- 
kin. Helmick, William A. Howard, Humphrey, Hutehins, 
Irvine, Junkin, Francis W. Kellogg, Kenyon, Killinger, 
Bowite C. Leach, Lee, Longnecker, Lovejoy, Marston, 
McKean, McKnight, McPherson, Millward, Montgomery, 
Morri, Edward Joy Morris, Morse, Nixon, Palmer, Perry, 
Peuit, Porter, Potter, Pottle, Edwin R. Reyno Riggs, 
Christopher Robinson, Royce, Scranton, Sedawick, Sher- 
iman, Spaulding, Spinner, Stanton, Stevens, Wiillam Stew- 


art, Stout, Stratton, Tappan, Thayer, Tompkins, Train, 
Van Wyck, Verree, Wade, Waldron, Walton, Cadwalader 
C. Washburn, Elliiu B. Washburne, Wells, Wilson, Win- 
dom, and Woodruff—101. 

So the amendment of the Senate was non-con- 
curred in. ` 

During the vote, 

Mr. FRANK said: Mr. Speaker, I am paired 
on this question with Mr. Garnett, of Virginia, 
who has been suddenly called away by the death 
of a relative. 

Mr. FLORENCE (not being within the bar 
when his name was called) asked leave to vote. 

Objection was made. 

Mr. FLORENCE would have voted in the 
negative. ; 

The vote was announced as above recorded. 

Mr. SHERMAN moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the amendment of the Senate was non- 
concurred in; and also moved that the motion to 
reconsider be laid upon the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


ENROLLED BILLS. 


Mr. BLAKE, from the Committee on Enrolled 
Bills, reported that they had examined and found 
traly enrolled bills of the following titles: 

‘An act (H. R. No. 341) for the relief of Moses 
Mecker; and 

Anact (TI. R. No. 181) to provide for a super- 
intendent of Indian affairs for Washington Fer- 
ritory and additional Indian agents; when the 
Speaker signed the same. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message was received from the Senate by 
Mr. Parton, one of its clerks, notifying*the 
House that that body returned House bill No. 
714,in accordance with the request of the House, 
for the correction of a clerical error; and also that 
it had ordered the printing of certain documents. 


ILLINOIS SALINE LANDS. 

The SPEAKER stated the next question in 
order to be the consideration of House bill No. 
975, for the confirmation of title to saline lands in 
Jacksou county, in the State of Illinois, to D. H. 
Brush and others. 

Mr. LOGAN. I move that the bill be now put 
on its passage. I will saya word in explanation 
before any vote is taken on the bill, The ordi- 
nance admitting Illinois into the Union provided 
thatthe saline landsin the State should be reserved 
to the State for the purpose of being leased. In 
1847, Congress passed a law authorizing the Le- 
gislature of the State of Hlinois to pass a law to 
sell these lands to purchasers. The Legislature 
passed such a law, appointing a commission to 
dispose of the lands. The lands were sold in 
pursuance of this authority, and the purchasers 
received their deeds fromthe commissioners. But, 
on examination of the records in the land depart- 
ment, I find that there is no record there of the 
reserved lands. The Commissioner of the Gen- 
eral Land Office suggested to me that the best 
plan was to get a bill passed recognizing the title 
of these purchasers. ‘The description of the land 
is set out in the bill, with the names of the pur- 
chasers; and the bill only recognizes their pur- 
chases as valid, for the purpose of making their 
claim of title complete. The bill is recommended 
by the Commissioner of the General Land Office. 

These are the facts. The bill is a meritorious 
one, and | hope it will be passed. It will save 
much unnecessary litigation. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Is the bill confined to the 
lands which have already been sold? 

Mr. LOGAN. Itis. The lands have been sold, 
and the names of the purchasers are in the bill. 

The bill was then ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time; and being engrossed, it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. LOGAN moved to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill was passed; and also moved to lay 
the motion to reconsider on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


POSTAL SERVICE. 


Mr. COLFAX. I now withdraw my motion 
to recommit House bill No. 950, in regard to the 
postal services and offer a substitute for the bill, 
which į send to the Clerk’s desk. I desire to say 
to the House, that as it yesterday appeared that 
some gentlemen supposed there might be an in- 
ference drawn from the bill, as it was reported, 
of an acknowledgment that certain States had 


seceded from the Union—an inference which the 

committee did not desire to have drawn—they 

have thought proper to authorize me to report a 

more general provision, covering the same ground, 

which will last till, and be as applicable to, the 

year 1900, as well as to the year 1861. : 
The substitute was read, as follows: 


Strike out the preamble and all after the enacting clause, 
and insert: 

That whenever in the opinion of the Postmaster General 
the postal service cannot be safely continued, or the “Post 
Office revennes collected, or the postal laws maintained, 
or the contents of the mails preserved inviolate, till deliv- 


ered to the proper address, on any post route, by reason of 
any insurrection or resistance to the laws of the United 
States, the Postmaster General is hereby authorized to dis- 
continue the postal service on such route, or any part thero- 
of, and at any post offices thercon, till the same can be safely 
restored ; and shall report his action to Congress. 


Mr.COLFAX. The House will see there is 
no preamble to this substitute; that it lays down 
the broad and general proposition that, when the 
postal Jaws cannot be maintained, the Postmaster 
General shall be authorized to discontinue the 
service, and report his action to Congress. 

I now desire to enter the motion to recommit, 
and, after that motion is entered, I desire to state 
that, although } have a speech of half an hour 
which I would like to deliver, yet, at the same 
time, as it was debated yesterday by one speech 
in favor, and one against the proposition, and as 
gentlemen are desirous that it should be immedi- 
ately brought to vote, and inasmuch as I myself 
think that votes are better speeches than mere 
words, I shall forego the aanlanstor? and statis- 
tical speech I desired to make, and move the pre- 
vious question. If the House desire to kcep on 
debating the bill for a week, they can vote down 
the previous question. 

Mr. CRAIGE, of North Carolina. I desire to 
offer a substitute, and I hope the gentleman will 

ermit it to be read, - 

Mr. VALLANDIGHAM. I ask the gentle- 
man from Indiana to withdraw the previous ques- 
tion. I would say to the gentleman that the sub- 
stitute now presented is materially different from 
the one which has been printed, and which has 
been under discussion. Jtisdue to the members 
of the House that the substitute should be printed, 
and an opportunity allowed for examination. For 
that reason I hope the gentleman will not insist 
upon the previous question, but let the substitute 
be printed in the Globe, or inthe usual manner in 
which bills are printed, and let us have at least 
one or two days in which we may look into its 
provisions and effect, to see whether it is consti- 
tutional, and whether it is a proper plan to be 
adopted at any time. I am not sure, from hear- 
ing it read, but that it is a bill which ought to 

ass. 

Mr. McCLERNAND. I desire to ask the chair- 
man of the Committee on the Post Office and Post 
Roads a question, in order to enlighten myself 
upon the matter. I think Lam ready to vote for 
the bill, if 1 understood aright the gentleman’s 
explanation of it. Did I understood the chairman 
to say that this bill dispenses with the preamble? 

Mr. COLFAX. It does. 

Mr. McCLERNAND. Did I understand the 

entleman to state that the operation of the bill 
ig not limited to any particular section, State, or 
locality? 

Mr. COLFAX. It is not. 

Mr. McCLERNAND. Or to any particular 
case? 

Mr. COLFAX. To cases which may occur 
anywhere. 

Mr. McCLERNAND. To the obstruction of 
mails anywhere in the United States? 

Mr, COLFAX. Yes, sir. - 

Mr. McCLERNAND. Then I am prepared 
to vote for it. 

Mr. CRAIGE, of North Carolina. I hope the 
gentleman will allow my amendment to be read. 

The SPEAKER. The only motion now is 
upon seconding the demand for the previous ques- 
tion. 

Mr. SIMMS. I desire to puta question to the 
gentleman from Indiana. Although the gentleman 
has said that the terms of this bill are general, I 
desire to know whether it was not intended espe- 
cially to apply to seceding States? 

Mr. COLFAX. I will answer the gentleman, 
if the unanimous consent of the House allows me. 
The provisions of the bill would have applied to 


| the city of Erie, Pennsylvania, when the rioters 
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prevented the mails from passing that city a few 
years ago. The post office could have been sus- 

ended, and the mail routes to it, and harmony 
would thus have been soon restored. 

Mr. SIMMS. But that event in our history is 
passed, and we are not legislating for events which 
took place four or five years ago. 

Mr. VALLANDIGHAM. I hope the gentle- 
maz will flow this bill to pass over until to-mor- 
row: 

Mr: BRANCH. Ifthe gentleman from Indiana 
can satisfactorily answer me two questions, I 
think I can support his bill. - In the first place, I 
would like to know whether the Postmaster Gen- 

, eral doesnot possess, under existing laws, all the 
ower that is proposed to be conferred upon him 
y this substitute ? 

Mr. COLFAX. It must be a matter of some 
doubt, as the gentleman from North Carolina and 
the gentleman from Kentucky had a very able 
debate upon one branch of that very question the 
other day. 

Mr. BRANCH. Another question. If the sub- 
stitute now proposed by the gentleman from Indi- 
ana is adopted, under that, and under existing 
laws, can the Postmaster General make arrange- 
ments for transferring the mails, when they reach 
the borders of the States in which obstructions 
exist, over to any mails that may be carried under 
the authority of those States, so that citizens of 
States which have not seceded can correspond 
with the citizens of States which have? 

Mr. COLFAX. Iwill say to the gentleman, 
although. this bill has no reference to State lines, 
that the mails may, of course, be carried to the 
borders of the States to which mail routes lead 
under existing contracts, even if discontinued be- 
yond thosc borders. Besides that, letters may be 
carried all over those States by express companies, 
ifthe letters are placed in stamped envelopes. Even 
now, under existing laws, where express compa- 
nies run upon the same lines with the mails, they 
can carry letters in competition with the Depart- 
ment, if the letters are inclosed in stamped envel- 
opes, which, by the law, never can be used a sec- 
ondtime. Therefore, the correspondence with all 
States can be carried on through the express com- 
panies, by letters placed in stamped envelopes, 

Mr. BRANCH. If I can get a satisfactory 
answer upon that point, E can vote for the gentle- 
man’s bill, I have no desire that this Govern- 
ment shall kecp up mail service in those States 
which have chosen to say that the laws of the 
Union are no longer in force there. Do I, then, 
understand the gentleman from Indiana to say 
that if this bill is passed, under it, and under the 
existing laws, the citizens of those States that 
have not attempted to secede will still have the 
means of corresponding with persons living in 
those States that have seceded? 

Mr. COLFAX. I have no doubt that they 
will, The mails could be carried to the border of 
the State which has seceded, and after that, I 
suppose the authorities of that State would have 
to carry them. Thus, in the wilderness frontier, 
we carry letters as near the settler as our postal 
system extends; and he has to sec to getting them 
from that terminus at his own expense. Pike’s 
Peak last ycar was a signal instance of this. ‘Till 
we established mail routes and postal service there, 
the whole mail for that region was taken at the 
frontier by an express company, under the con- 
sent of the Department, and conveyed over the 
plains to the miners at twenty-fivecents per letter. 
They brought back replies, and mailed them on 
our frontier. 

Mr. BRANCH. That isthe very point. After 
letters reach the borders of those States, is the 
Postmaster General authorized to make arrange- 
ments with those States or the inhabitants for 
transferring the letters across the border? 

Mr. COLFAX. If, in any region, our postal 
laws cannot be maintained, we can only take the 
mails as far as they are protected by law. The 
letters will thus be carricd to the terminus of the 
route upon the borders of the States. There they 
will stop; and I doubt not that, like the Pike’s 
Peak arrangement, if means are provided for their 
being carried further on, there would be no ob- 
jection to this being done. It certainly ought to 
be done, and doubtless will. 

Mr. BRANCH. Delivered to the persons to 
whorn directed, or an authorized public agent? 


Mr. COLFAX. Not to the person directed, 
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perhaps, for we have no post route to his resi- 
dence; but if any arrangements should have been 
made for carrying the mails there, no objection 
could be made to their taking them on at their 
own expense. 

Mr. BRANCH. Iunderstand the gentleman to 
say, then, that if this law passes, the Postmaster 
General will be invested with power by law to 
make arrangements for carrying letters addressed 
to persons resident in the States that have seceded, 
to the borders of those States, and there deliver- 
ing them over to the authorized agents of those 
States, to be transferred to their destination. 

Mr. COLFAX. Certainly, sir; to any means 
that those people who are not on existing mail 
routes should provide for their reception and trans- 
mission. . 

Mr. MAYNARD. I desire to ask the gentle- 
man from Indiana one question. I objected to the 
gentleman’s bill because, on its face, itrecognized 
the act of secession of different States. I wish to 
ask him if it is the policy of his party: 

Mr. CRAIGE, of North Carolina. Irise toa 
question of order. I want to know if this debate 
is in order, pending the demand for the previous 
question? 

The SPEAKER. It is not in order. 

Mr. COLFAX. As objection is made, I insist 
upon the previous question. 

The previous question was seconded, and the 
main question ordered to be put. 

Mr. COX called for the reading of the substi- 
tute. 

The substitute was again read. 

Mr. COLFAX withdrew the motion to recom- 
mit. 

The amendment, in the nature of a substitute, 
was agreed to. 

The bill was then ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time; and being engrossed, it was 
accordingly read the third time. 

Mr. COLFAX moved the previous question on 
the passage of the bill, 

The previous question was seconded; and the 
main question ordered. 

Mr. BURNETT demanded the yeas and nays 
on the passage of the bill. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and it was decided in 
the affirmative—ycas 131, nays 28; as follows: 

YEAS—Messts. Charles F. Adams, Green Adams, Ad- 
rain, Aldrich, Allen, Alley, Witliain C. Anderson, Ashley, 
Babbitt, Barr, Beale, Bingham, Blair, Blake, Branch, Bray- 
ton, Briggs, Bristow, Brown, Buffinton, Burch, Bambam, 
Butterfield, Campbell, Carey, Carter, Case, Coburn, John 
Cochrane, Colfax, Conway, Cox, H. Winter Davis, Dawes, 
Delano, Duell, Dunn, Edgerton, Edwards, Eliot, Etheridge, 
Fenton, erry, Florence, Foster, Gilmer, Gooch, Graham, 
Grow, Gurley, Hale, John 'T'. Harris, Haskin, Helmick, 
ilindinan, Hoard, Holman, William Howard, William A. 
Howard, Humphrey, Hutchins, Irvine, Junkin, Francis W. 
Kellogg, William Kellogg, Kenyon, Kilgore, Killinger, Lar- 
rabec, De Witt C. Leach, Lee, Longnecker, Loomis, Love- 
joy, Maclay, Mallory, Marston, McClernand, McKean, Me- 
Kenty, MeKnight, McPherson, Millson, Millward, Mont- 
gomery, Moorhead, Morrill, Rdward Joy Morris, Isaac N. 
Morris, Morse, Nelson, Nixon, Pendleton, Perry, Pettit, 
Peyton, Potter, Potter, Pottle, Edwin R. Reynolds, John 
H. Reynolds, Riggs, Christopher Robinson, Royce, Seran- 
ton, Sedgwiek, Sherman, Sickles, Spaulding, Spinner, 
Stanton, Stevens, Stokes, Stout, Stratton, Tappan, Thayer, 
‘Tompkins, Vatlandigham, Van Wyck, Verree, Wade, Wa- 
dron, Walton, Cadwalader C. Washburn, Elihu B. Wash- 
burne, Wells, Wilson, Windom, Wood, and Woodruff 


NAYS—Messrs. Thomas L. Anderson, Avery, Barret, 
Brabson, Burnett, Jolm B. Clark, Burton Craige, John G. 
Davis, De Jarnette, Edmundson, Engiish, Jenkins, Kunkel, 
James M. Leach, Elbert S. Martin, Maynard, Niblack, 
Pheips, Pryor, Quarles, Rufin, Simms, William N. H. 
Smith, Thomas, Vance, Whiteley, Winslow, and Wright 
—~28. 


So the bill was passed. 


During the roll-call, 

Mr. BURCH (when his name was called) said: 
I desire to say that, although I am a member of 
the committee that reported the original bill, if it 
had been pressed in the form in which it was first 
presented, I should have voted against it. With 
the modification, however, now presented by the 
chairman of the committcc, I vote for it. 


Mr. BURNETT (when his name was called) 


said: Jf gentlemen on the other side of the House | 


desire to repeal all laws of the United States appli- 
cable to the seceding States, and will introduce a 
billto make this thing operate equitably and justly 
upon them, I will vote for it; but when they pro- 
pose to collect taxes within the seceding States, 
to make them pay taxes for the support of this 
Government, and treat them as within the Union, 
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and then undertake, under cover of the general 
provisions of this bill, to cut off their mail facili- 
ties, I cannot vote for such a measure. I there- 
fore vote “no.” 

Mr. FLORENCE (when his name was called) 
said: I think this is partial legislation; and I am 

‘therefore compelled to vote “no.” 

Mr. HINDMAN (when his name was called) 
said: I regard this measure as pro tanto a recogni- 
tion of the right of secession; and I therefore vote 
for it as a disunion measure. [Laughter.] 

Mr. VANCE (when his name was called) said: 
If this bill, sir, repealed or suspended the opera~ 
tion of the revenue laws in relation to all of the 
States which have seceded from the Union, I 
would vote for it; but as it only repeals the laws 
affording them postal facilities, leaving them, nom- 
inally, at least, the burdens of taxation; and as it 

Iso incurs the danger of a collision between the 
[ies going out of the Union and the General 

Government, which I consider the greatest barrier 
to peaceful reconciliation, and which I have sedu- 
lously endeavored ‘to avoid, and to which I am 
thoroughly opposed in any and all shapes, I shall 
vote “no.” 

Mr. WINSLOW (when hisname was called) 
said: There are delegates from fifteen of the States 
of this Union now in session in this city endeav- 
oring to adjust our present difficulties and restore 
peace and harmony to the country. Pending their 
deliberations, I think we ought to adopt a policy 
of ‘ masterly inactivity,” and do nothing what- 
ever to irritate the public mind. A measure of 
this kind is just as offensive to me as the military 
display of mercenary soldiers around this Capitol. 
I vote “no.” 

Mr. BRABSON said: For the purpose of keep- 
ing down any excitement, Í vote “no.” 

Mr. HOLMAN said: I desire to say, sir, that 
inasmuch as this bill cannot possibly be construed 
as recognizing even remotely the secession of any 
State from the Union, or the right of such seces- 
sion, and as the measure of redress proposed by 
the bill is the mildest possible remedy for a great 
political evil, I will vote “ay.” 

Mr. SIMMS (when his name was called) said: 
Mr. Speaker, I would ask the indulgence of the 
House for a moment to explain the vote I am 
about to give. If this bili only involved the prin- 
ciple that this Government should not furnish 
mail facilities to these seceding States, I would 
vote for it, because this Government is under no 
obligation to furnish mail facilitics to thosc States 
which disclaim all allegiance to it. Upon that 
principle, I would vote for any proposition in this 
Congress to suspend mail facilities in those States, 
believing that they do not either expect or desire 
this Government to do so. Iam, gir, from Ken- 
tucky, which has ever been among the most loyal 
and devoted to the Constitution and the Union. 
I believe it has been the object of every represent- 
ative from that State, both in this Hall and in the 
Senate Chamber, to do all that could be done for 
the purpose of bringing about an adjustment of 
our existing difficulties. [believe that the passage 
| of this bill would complicate those difficulties, and 
retard a settlement, if not destroy all hope of an 
adjustment. 

Sir, Kentucky, the State I in part represent 
upon this floor, would avoid the calamity this 
condition of things will bring upon the country. 
Whatever may be the final result, she will stand 
guiltless before the world. 

The gentleman from New York [Mr. Sicx.xs] 
referred yesterday to the fact that the authorities 
of the State of New York had seized upon arms 
belonging to the State of Georgia. Now, that act 
will probably be followed by some retaliatory acts 
on the part of the State of Georgia. This she 
may do by denying to merchants of the city of 
New York the right to sue in her courts for the 
collection of debts due them by citizens of Geor- 
gia. When this condition of things is once inau- 
gurated, there will be no limit to acts of wrong and 
injustice from both sections.. I would avoid this 
as I would preserve to the last every chance fora 
reconstruction of the Government. The result 
of this bill will be only to complicate matters and 
prevent an adjustment. 

I shall therefore vote against it; because I know 
that, whatever it may appear to be upon its face, 
it is intended to operate exclusively against the 
seceding States. It is but one of the many meas- 
ures of coercion now pending in this House, 
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masked under the plea of enforcing the laws. 
There is no gentleman upon this floor who does 
not know this to be the purpose of this bill. 
Knowing-this, | am resolved to resist every such 
measure. Coercion in any form, against States 
asserting by their highest acts of sovereignty the 
right of revolution, shall never be inaugurated by 
my vote, especially when I know that the inau- 
guration of that policy will be the death-knell of 
the Unidn. Kentucky will resist this policy of 
coercion; and when you press these issues to a 
hostile act, by urmed. invasion or otherwise, the 
cause of the South will be a common cause. This 
Union can never be maintained or reconstructed 
by force. It was not formed by force. The lig- 
aments that bind it together are its justice, equal- 
ity, and fraternity. These are the pillars of its 
strength. Its protection the citizen will repay by 
his loyalty. Deny this, and he will despise and 
resist your Government. Protection is the price 
of allegiance to every Government; and the Gov- 
ernment that denies the first and demands the last 
is a sham and a cheat. I vote “no.” 

Mr. CAMPBELL stated that Mr. Hickman 
was detained from the House by indisposition. 

Mr. WEBSTER (who was not within the bar 
when his name was called) asked leave to vote. 

Mr. STEVENS, of Pennsylvania, objected. 

Mr. WEBSTER stated that he should have 
voted “ay.” 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. stated that, if he had 
been within the bar when his name was called, 
he should have voted “ay.” 

Mr. BOTELER stated that, ifhe had been with- 
in the bar when his name was called, he should 
have voted “ no.” 

Mr. BROWN said: Recognizing the independ- 
ence of the States that have seceded—and to them 
this bill is chiefly intended to apply—and believ- 
ing that, having seceded, they have no further 
claim u pon the bounty of this Government, I vote 
Say. 

Mr. FLORENCE said: I may have misappre- 
hended the purposes and intent of this bill, and I 
do not desire to be placed in a false position. I 
regarded it as special and local in its character; 
but I may be mistaken; and I therefore change my 
vote, and vote “ay.” [Laughter.] , 

Mr. McCLERNAND said: Believing, sir, that 
the Government is under no moral or legal obli- 
gation to carry the mails where they are or may 
be habitually subjected to espionage and violation, 
and that its dignity, equally with its interests, 
Taidg that it should not do so, I vote for the 

ill. 

The result of the vote having been announced 
as above recorded, 

Mr. COLI'AX moved to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill was passed; and also moved to lay 
the motion to reconsider upon the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


PATENTS. 


Mr. NIBLACK. Iask permission of the House 
to call up Senate bill No. 10, a bill in addition to 
“Anactto promote the progress of the usefularts.”” 

Mr. FENTON. hat is the regular order of 
business? 

TheSPEAKER. This bill was postponed last 
session as an unfinished report of the Committec 
on Patents; and the Chair supposes the gentleman 
has a right to call it up. 

Mr. NIBLACK. Letthe bill be read, and then 
a brief explanation will suffice. 

The bill was read. 

Mr. NIBLACK. If the House will indulge 
me, | will make a brief statement in relation to 
this bill, which will pat the House in possession 
of the points. Thisisa Senate bill. It passed 
the Senate unanimously at the last session of the 
present Congress. The Committee on Patents in 
the Senate gave it a great deal of attention, and 
the bill was regarded as a good one by the Com- 
mittec on Patents in the House, so far asit went. 
The bill came to this House, and was referred to 
the Committee on Patents. There some amend- 
ments were suggested. That committce gave it 
a good deal of attention, and reported it back, 
with the several amendments that have been read 
this morning. . 

By a vote of the House heretofore, the bill was 
postponed till the 12th of December, in the pres- 
ent session. Previous to that time, the attention 
of the Committee on Patents in the House had 


been called to some further amendments; and 
therefore the committee let the time pass with- 
out calling it up. Since then we have taken up 
theseamendments in aninformal manner, without 
having the bill recommitted tous. They have 
instructed me this morning to report some addi- 
tional amendments. Some of those are merely ofa 
verbal character, such as we think are requisite to 
make sections of the bill more intelligible. Some 
of them will have, we think, the effect of retrench- 
ing the expenditures of the Government under 
this bill. 

In addition to these verbal amendments, we 
propose three or four additional sections. These 
amendments I will send up to the Clerk’s desk, 
and ask that they be read; and if any explana- 
tion of them is desired, I shall be happy to give it. 

The first section of this bill is highly important, 
and has been urged on the attention of Congress 
for the last seven years; but while it has some- 
times passed one House and sometimes the other, 
it never passed both Houses at the same Congress, 
and has consequently never become a law. It is 
designed to remedy what has been always ac- 
knowledged to be a defect in the laws organizing 
the Patent Office. Under the present system there 
is no process by. which an applicant for a patent 
can compel the attendance of witnesses before any 
officer, in order to have testimony taken. The ap- 
plicant has to hire his witnesses at whatever price 
they may charge, and he can only procure the 
testimony of such witnesses as are willing to ap- 
pear voluntarily before an officer. The first sec- 
tion of the bill remedies this defect, and authorizes 
subpenas to be issued, compelling the attendance 
of witnesses as in other cases, and punishing them 
for non-attendance. This is manifestly and in 
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The other sections of the bill merely change 
details and adjust the machinery of the office to the 
present exigencies of the public service. It is not 
necessary to explain all the sections of the bill in 
dctail, for its reading shows they are proper, and 
that there is nothing objectionable in them. We 
reported amendments at the last session in regard 
to designs, which are of some importance. Un- 
der the present law, patents are issued for designs 
of all classes for seven years; and under the laws 
for the extension of patents, the patentees are not 
entitled to an extension. This does not work 
well. There is a manifest difference between va- 
rious specics of inventions of this sort. Forin- 
stance: there are certain kinds of designs in orna- 
mental iron work that are permanent in their 
character, for which a protection of seven years 
is too short. On the contrary, we havea class of 
designs, such as wall-paper, &c., for which seven 
years is unnecessarily long. We have reported 
an amendment which gives the applicant fora 
patent for a design the option whether he shall 
take it for fourteen years, for seven years, or for 
three and a half years, and scales the prices ac- 
cordingly. 

After giving the subject a good deal of consid- 
eration, we have come to the conclusion that, as 
a matter of public policy, as well as of justice to 
inventors, the amendments ought to be adopted. 
We hope the House will adopt them. 

Mr. SIMMS. I ask the gentleman from In- 
diana, whether this bill reduces the fees which the 
Government now receives from patentees ? 

Mr. KILGORE. [ask the Speaker whether 
the morning hour has not expired ? 

The SPEAKER. It has. This bill will come 
up in order to-morrow. 

Mr. SIMMS. I would like to make a sugges- 
tion to the gentleman. I know of an instance in 
my own State of an inventor whose whole life 
has been absorbed in the improvement of a horse- 
shoe for war-horses. He is a very poor man, 
and there are many other inventors like him. I 
should like this bill to apply to all such cases. 


DESTITUTION IN KANSAS. 


Mr. CASE. Lask unanimous consent to intro- 
duce a bill for reference. It is one which will 
have to go to the Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union and be considered there, as it 
makes an appropriation. It isa bill which I was 
instructed to report by the Committee on Terri- 
tories a long time ago; but when the day arrived 
for that committee to report, I was absent on 
business of the House at New York, and I have 
not had an opportunity since to report it. 


The bill was read by ‘its title as a bill for the 
relief of sufferers by drought and famine in Kan- 
sas. 

Mr. BURNETT. I must object to that bill. 
I do not believe that Congress has authority to 
make any such appropriation. : 

Mr.CASE. Then, I desire it to be understood 
that on Monday next I will move to suspend the 
rules so as to introduce this bill. 


CRITTENDEN PROPOSITIONS. 


Mr. FLORENCE. I desire to present a me- 
morial from two thousand citizens of Philadelphia 
who voted for Abraham Lincoln, asking that the 
compromise measures proposed by Senator Crit- 
TENDEN be agreed to, with the amendments sug- 
gested by Senator BIGLER. 

Objection was made. 

Mr. FLORENCE. The memorialis signed by 
two thousand men who voted for Abraham Lin- 
coln. I trust gentlemen will not object to their 
own political friends petitioning Congress. 

Objection was withdrawn, and the memorial 
was received and laid on the table. 

Mr. MORRIS, of Pennsylvania. I ask leave 
also to present six memorials from the city of 
Philadelphia in favor of the Union, the Constitu- 
tion, and the enforcement of the laws; and ask 
that they be laid on the table. 

It was so ordered. 

Mr. McCLERNAND. Iask leave to present 
a copy of the proceedings of a public Union meet- 
ing ìn regard to the political crisis, held at New- 
bern, Illinois; and ask that they be laid on the 
table. 

It was so ordered. 


STATE OF THE UNION. 
The SPEAKER stated that the morning hour 


had expired, and that the House would now pro- ` 


ceed to the consideration of the special order, being 
the report of the special committee of thirty-three 
onthe disturbed condition of the country, on which 
the gentleman from New York [Mr. Humpugry] 
was entitled to the floor. - 

Messrs. HUMPHREY, and HARRIS of Vir- 
ginia, addressed the House. [Their speeches will 
be published in the Appendix.] 


MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT. 


A message was received from the President of 
the United States, by A. J. GLOSSBRENNER, his 
Private Secretary, notifying the House that he 
has approved and signed bills of the following 
titles: 

An act (H. R. No. 876) for the benefit of Ga- 
briel J. Johnston; 

An act (H.R. No. 670) granting an increase of 
pension to William G. Bernard, late a soldier in 
the United States Army; and 

An act (H. R. No. 919) for the relief of F. M. 
Beauchamp and Betsy J. Townsend. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message was received from the Senate by Mr. 
Hicuey, their Chief Clerk, notifying the House 
that the Senate insist on their amendments disa- 
greed to by the House, and disagree to the amend~ 
ments of the House to the bill to supply deficien- 
cies in the appropriations for the service of the 
year ending Wine 30, 1861, ask for a- conference 
thereon, and have appointed Messrs. GREEN, FES- 
sennen, and [Hannan as managers in said con- 
ference on their part. 

Also, that the Senate have passed a bill pro- 
viding a temporary government for the Territory 
of Colorado; in which he was directed to ask the 
concurrence of the House. 

Mr. MAYNARD obtained the floor. 

The House (at fouro’clock, p.m.) took a recess 
till seven o’clock. 


EVENING SESSION. 

The House reassembled at seveno’clock,p.m., 

(Mr. Harris, of Maryland, in the chair.) 
PRESENTATION OF A MEMORIAL. 

Mr. McPHERSON, by unanimous consent, 
presented the memorial of citizens of Adams 
county, Pennsylvania, in favor of the adoption 
by Congress of some plan of compromise of the 
present national difficulties. 

STATE OF THE UNION. 
The House resumed the consideration of the 
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report of the committee of thirty-threc on the dis- 
turbed condition of the country. 

The House was addressed by Messrs. MAY- 
NARDand WELLS. [Their speeches will be 
published in the Appendix] 

On motionof Mr. HUTCHINS, (atnineo’clock 
p- m.;) the House adjourned. 


IN SENATE. 
Tuunspay, February 7, 1861. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Dr. GURLEY. 
The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 

Mr. THOMSON.” Mr. President—— 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Will the Senator 
allow. the Chair to clear his table? There is a 
joint resolution which the Chair will present for 
the purpose of reference. 


i M’CORMICK’S PATENT. 


The joint resolution (H. R. No. 71) for extend- 
ing the time for taking testimony on the applica- 
tion of Cyrus H. McCormick, for the extension 
of his patent, was read twice by its title. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. It will be referred 
to the Committec on Patents and the Patent Office. 

Mr. WADE. I want to make a motion to take 
that joint résolution up now. 

Mr. FITCH. Let it be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Patents and the Patent Office. 

Mr. HUNTER. It ought to go to the Com- 
mittee on Patents. 

Mr. WADE. There is a necessity for passing 
it immediately. 

Mr. FITCH. It will not pass fora long time. 

Mr. GRIMES. I suppose we can havea vote 
on the question as to whether it shall be referred. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair pre- 
sented the joint resolution to the Senate, to be read 
by the courtesy of the Senator from New Jersey, 
who is entitled to the floor, 

Mr. THOMSON. I desire to have the floor 
for a short time. 

Mr. WADE. 
that subject. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Then the joint 
resolution will not be referred at present. 


Mr. WADE. Very well. 


RESOLUTIONS OF NEW JERSEY. 

Mr. THOMSON. Mr. President, I ask leave 
to present the resolutions of the Legislature of the 
State of New Jersey in reference to the present 
distracted condition of our country, and setting 
forth, among other things, that the resolutions 
and propositions submitted to the Senate of the 
United States by Hon. Jons J. Crirrennen, of 
Kentucky, for the compromise of the questions 
in dispute between the people of the northern and 
of the southern States, or any other constitutional 
method that will permanently settle the question 
of slavery, will be acceptable to the people of the 
State of New Jersey; and the Senators and Rep- 
resentatives in Congress from New Jersey be 
requested and earnestly urged to support those 
resolutions and propositions. 

In consequence of my absence from this piace, 
and a slight indisposition, I have not had it in 
my power to present these resolutions at an car- 
licr day. Ido so now; and take the occasion to 
dissent in the most emphatic way from the opin- 
ions of my colleague, as reported in the newspa- 

ers, as to their not expressing the views and feel- 
ings of the State we have the honor to represent 
in this body. 

_My colleague refuses to obey these instruc- 
tions, as he calls them, for several reasons. First, 
he says: 

« So far as the Constitution is concerned, the State from 
which Leome has no more legal rigbt to load me with in- 
structions than I bave her; and my only deference to her, 
in this particular, would arise solely from the superior wis- 
dom, intelligence, and patriotism of the majority in her 

scat Legislature, added to their better means of knowl- 
reting from a distance—than į possess, from being 
preseut on the spot, and acting in the midst of all surround- 
ing circumstances”? 

And second, ‘* because he believes them to be 
contrary to the wishes of the people of his State;”’ 
and be refers, in support of this opinion, to the 
votes cast for the various candidates in New Jer- 
sey at the Jast clection, 

‘And again, for a third reason, “t because the 
Legislature of New Jersey, with an accidental ma- 
jority in one of its two branches, most strangely 


I would like to have a vote on 


aud most suddenly acquired, by a strict party | 


vote, have undertaken to instruct us here to vote 
against the wishes of the people as declared in 
November last.” 

Mr. President, hisreasons for hesitating to obey 
these instructions, as instructions, are set forth in 
his own argument, and in the full extracts from the 
speeches of distinguished Senators from New Jer- 
sey, who have preceded us as members of this 
body. Weknow, sir, that, in regard to thisright of 
instruction, there have been different opinions ever 
since the foundation of the Government, or rather 
the formation of the two great political parties in 
the country—Democrats and Federalists. 

I shall not enter into the discussion of this 
question. It is not necessary. My colleague 
docs not believe in the doctrine of instruction. 
do. The party to which he belongs hold with 
him generally. The party with which I have 
always acted hold that it is the duty of an agent 
to consult the wishes and obey the instructions 
of his principal—the power from which he holds 
his office—and, if he cannot do so, to resign his 
place, that one may fill it who will. 

J will add but another word on this subject; 
and that is, if my memory does not woefully de- 
ecive me, two of the high authorities to which he 
refers may be quoted also on the other side of 
this question. The late Mr. Southard, when 
Governor of the State, in a message to the Legis- 
lature, maintained the right of representatives of 
the people in New Jersey to instruct their Repre- 
sentatives in Washington; and in a short time 
afterwards, as a Senator of the United States, 
when instructed himself, took the oppositeground, 
as very correctly quoted by my colleague. And 
General Wall, to whom he also refers, was well 
known as not only holding the doctrine to be 
sound and Democratic, but as carrying it out in 
his own person and by his own vote. 

But, Mr. President, this question of instruction 
was not fairly presented by the resolutions which 
have led my colleague into an argument on this 
subject, and I will not pursue it. By these the 
Senators and Representatives in Congress are 
merely requested, not instructed, to support the 
Crittenden resolutions and propositions. The 
question of instruction, it will be scen, is not in- 
volved in them—a request and an instruction being 
regarded as very different things in legislative pro- 
ecedings; compliance, in one case, being consid- 
cred, by one party at least, an obligation; and a 
request, in the other, as leaving obedience entirely 
discretionary. 

Thus, the usual language employed in such res- 
olutions is, that Senators in Congress be instructed, 
and the members of the House be requested, 
&c. And the reason for this difference in phrase- 
ology is obvious. Senators are chosen by the 
Legislatures, and represent the State; while mem- 
bers, being representatives of districts, are subject 
only, in like manner, to the people who elected 
them. The Legislature had no desire to make 
these Scnators a mere machine to record their 
ayes and noes;”? but, on the contrary, they de- 
sired to convey to them at this Capitol what they 
believed to be the feelings and wishes of their and 
our constituents. And the Senator admits that 
they had better opportunities of knowing what 
these were than he had, being more distant from 
them. They carvestly desired the restoration of 
peace to the country, and expressed such anxious 
desire to their Senators in the only form in which 
they could do so; and adopted the expression ofa 
request instead of an instruction, to avoid wound- 
ing our pride of place or delicate sensibilities. 

My collcague also hesitates to obey these ‘* in- 
structions,” because he belicves them to be con- 
trary to the wishes of the people of that State ; 
and he ‘listens to the instructions contained in 
the expression of their voices at the last election. ”? 
Ah, sir, would that he would only listen to them 
ana obey them, rather than instructions from any 
other quarter. What, sir, are they? The author- 
ity to which I will refer my friend is one that he 
will hardly repudiate. It is the Tribune Alma- 
nac, very carefully prepared, and certainly with 
no view to diminish the strength of the popularity 
of Mr. Lincoln. From this it appears that Mr. 
Lincoln received 58,324 votes, and the votes cast 
against him were 62,801, or a majority against 
him in that State of 4,477. But the vote which 
Mr. Lincoln received was not duc alone to the 
mere strength of his party or his platform. The 
tariff question had much todo with it. The people 
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| ward them. 


were induced to believe that the Democratic can- 


didates were unfriendly to the iron interest in 
New Jersey, and the Opposition in favor of pro- 
tecting it. This largely swelled the vote of the 
Opposition. 

And since the election, my colleague, I think, 
should know that a mighty change has taken 
place in his State against his party. 

I confess, Mr. President, that when I read the 
remarks of colleague on this point, I was more 
than surprised; for I think I never knew the sen- 
timents of the people of New Jersey more decided 
on any question than on that in regard toa settle- 
ment “of the questions in dispute between the 
people of the northern and southern States,” by 
the adoption of the resolutions and propositions 
of the Senator from Kentucky, “ or any other con- 
stitutional method that will permanently settle the 
question of slavery.” 

I will go further, and give it as my decided 
opinion that these resolutions of the Legislature 
would be sustained by the people of New Jersey 
by an enormous vote. The general feeling in the 
State has been, I think, that the South had been 
aggrieved; had just cause of complaint against 
some of the free States; and that its wrongs should 
be redressed; and that peace, security, and equality 
should be secured to it by constitutional guaran- 
tecs which could not be violated. And these un- 
doubtedly could have been obtained, better and 
casier, had the Gulf and cotton States remained in 
the Union, instead of going out of it. My col- 
league himself goes far to admit this. And yet, 
sir, at the same time, in this connection, I am con- 
strained to say thatthe lawless acts of the people 
of the South in seizing, by violence, the property 
of the United States—its forts, arsenals, custom- 
houses, post offices, hospitals, revenuc cutters, 
and even vessels employed in the scientific survey 
of the coast—have greatly weakened the friendly 
fecling that previously existed in the North to- 
But notwithstanding this, Lam con- 
fident that even now a very large majority would 


| sustain the resolutions of the Legislature. 


The third and last reason of my colleague for 
disregarding these resolutions, it strikes mo, is 
nota very good one. It is because, as he says, 
“the Legislature, with an accidental majority in 
one of its two branches, have undertaken to in- 
struct us here to vote against the wishes of the 
people, as declared in November last.” Now, 
to say nothing of the changes which have since 
taken place in public sentiment in New Jersey, 
as everywhere else, the November clection, to 
which he appeals, showed a majority, as I have 
before stated, against the candidate of Chicago, 
of forty-four hundred and forty-seven votes; and 
in both branches of the Legislature there is also 
a majority opposed to him; and the vote on these 
resolutions was 11 to 6in the Senate, and 31 to 
Il in the House of Assembly. Now, I would 
like to know whether he or they best understand 
the wishes of the people? 

So much, sir, for this third and last and worst 
reason. 

My colleague cannot differ more widely than I 
do from those who assert the right of a State to 
seecde from the Union at its own will and pleasure. 
Nothing, in my judgment, is Jess warranted in the 
history of the formation of our present Union than 
the claim of such a right under the Constitution; 
and nothing more fatal to its preservation. Ifa 
single State can, at any time and for any reason, 
dissolve her connection with her confederates, the 
whole fabric ofour Government, held together and 
cemented as onc grand and perfect arch, may at 
any moment fall to pieces, and all its parts be in- 
volved in one common ruin, by the rashness or 
madness of one of its members. The right of se- 
cession cannot be found in the Constitution, if it 
is not constructively forbidden there. If itis a 
right at all, it is nothing but a revolutionary right; 
and, I think, can only be maintained as such by 
those who have lately so freely exercised it, and 
by it have practically, at least fora time, dissolved 
the Union. 

But my friend says: 

“If this Union be dissolved, the madness of the act will 
he equaled only by its stupendous folly? The dissolution 
of the Union, did Esay ! No, sir; no. Itimay be attempted ; 
we may have strife and conflict; we may have blows and 
bloodshed ; we may have war, “grim visaged war; but 
this Union of our fathers, this blesscd Union, this priccless 
heritage, cannot be destroyed without a struggie—a struggle 
long protracted. Nations spring not into being ina day; 
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nor do they vanish in an hour. They do not die as infants 
do. ‘They feel by fara greater pang than when a giant dies. 
They must protect themselves; they must protect their 
power; they must preserve their limits; they must main- 
tain control.” 

Now, if I understand this aright, it means co- 
ercion; coercion of States which have withdrawn 
from the Union back into it; and that by ‘‘ blows 
and bloodshed,” we must preserve this “ price- 
less heritage.”’ 

Now, Mr. President, if the right of coercion 
was as clear as a sunbeam in the Constitution, in 
our present circumstances it would be worse than 
madness to enforce it. But itis not clear and un- 
disputed. I grant that on the principle of the 
right of Government, like an individual, to pro- 
tect itself as a natural and inherent right, it is far 
more clear than the right of secession, though 
neither is provided for expressly in the Consti- 
tution. Yet, sir, the attempt to coerce by force 
of arms, and by blows and bloodshed, States to 
remain in the Union after, by the assertion of the 
right of revolution, they had withdrawn from it, 
and had established independent governments, 
would be not only an act of madness and folly, 
but an act which, of necessity, would lead to hor- 
rors, in comparison with which, all we read in 
the history of war would fade into insignificance. 
A civil war between such people as those which 
compose the different sections of this country— 
probably a servile war at the South, and a re- 
newal of the horrors of St. Domingo, which a 
protracted struggle would, I think, inevitably pro- 
duce—humanity sickens to contemplate; and yet 
that would be the result. 

_No, Mr. President; no! Let us win our erring 
sisters back to our embraces by kindness, by jus- 
tice, by good feeling, and by good deeds; but to 
attempt to force them by arms, and by blowsand 
bloodshed, is as wicked as it isimpossible. If we 
cannot preserve them in the Union without force, 
in the name of our common ancestors, in the 
name of humanity, in the name of liberty, which 
would be crushed out in the attempt, in the name 
of bigh Heaven, let them go in peace. Time and 
returning reason in the North and in the South 
may reunite us in a stronger bond than has ever 

et bound us together. And if this should never 
happen, we may still hope by leagues and treaties, 
offensive and defensive, to compel the respect of 
the world, and insure a degree of prosperity, if 
notas great as under our present Union, still such 
as is enjoyed by no other nation under Heaven. 

Let us, Mr. President, save the Union by yield- 
ing our prejudices on both sides. Save it in the 
noble language of the great statesman of New 
York, “Save first the Union, and then, after that, 
gave all e]sc that is worth saving.” 

I move that the resolutions be laid upon the 
table. 

Mr. TEN EYCK. A few words in reply to 
the courteous remarks of my honorable colleague. 
Jam sure I had no disposition, in submitting the 
resolutions which I presented, and in making the 
few remarks which lLoffered to the Senate on Fri- 
day last, to avail myself of the absence of my 
colleague. 

Mr. THOMSON. I did not intend to suggest 
anything of that kind, sir. : 

Mr. TEN EYCK. I supposed it was my duty, 
although I did not agree with them, promptly, 
and at the earliest moment, to present those reso- 
lutions to the Senate, and to the country, as the 
views of that portion of the Legislature of the 
State of New Jersey that had indorsed and passed 
them. I regret the illness of my colleague which 
prohibited him from being present on that occa- 
sion to make his reply upon the spur of the mo- 
ment; but | am glad to find that his illness has 
not been so serious as to preclude him from mak- 
ing a prepared reply to me. 

My friend and colleague states that the resolu- 
tions did not contain or involve the doctrine of 
instruction. Sir, they do not use the word ‘in- 
struct;?? but they use what is tantamount to it. 
They *request;” they “ earnestly urge.” They 
donotuse the word “instruct,” I grant; but cun- 
ning phrases were employed to mean that thing; 
and they meant itin effect. I did so regard them; 
andif L acknowledged the doctrine of instruction, 
I should obey those resolutions as promptly as 
if they had contained the particular word “ in- 
struct”? We were requested; we were earnestly 
urged to vote for the propositions contained in the 
resolutions offered by the Senator from Kentucky. 


When the Legislature of my State speaks out, I 
do not stop to cavilabout mere words or phrases. 

I do not allude to the point taken by my col- 
league, that these resolutions represent the pres- 
ent views of the people of New Jersey. It is his 
opinion that they do; it is my opinion that they 
do not. Ido not refer to, or base myself upon, 
the excited, heated feelings of the community, 
filled with fears and anxieties for the perpetuity 
of this Union—this © glorious heritage.’ Ire- 
peat, I rely upon the calm, sober reflection and 
action of the people, in the ordinary mode, as 
evinced by themselves at the last election, after 
months of canvassing and consideration. By the 
votes cast then, only three months since, if there 
is any reliance to be placed upon that voice, the 
people of New Jersey were expressly and em- 
phatically against the leading proposition of the 
Senator from Kentucky—I allude to the one in 
relation to the Territories in particular. I know, 
and I am glad to know, that the people of that 
State are in favor of many of the propositions 
contained in the resolutions submitted by the 
Senator from Kentucky. 

My honored colleague says that he thinks the 
people of New Jersey are in favor of these reso- 
lutions. He says in the Senate they were carried 
by a vote of eleven to six. Sir, E know that four 
members of the Senate would have voted against 
these resolutions, which would have left the vote 
standing cleven to ten; but those four were sick; 
and although requestsand appeals were made by 
the friends of those Senators who were absent for 
a delay of the vote for a single day, in order that 
they might have an opportunity, if well cnough, 
to appear in the Senate and cast their votes, they 
were rushed through the Senate, in defiance ofthe 
appeals of the friends of those gentlemen who 
were opposed to the passage of these resolutions. 
There were, then, in fact, ten opposed, and eleven 
in favor of them; and had it not been for an acci- 
dental majority—I repeat the word, an accidental 
majority—recently obtained, and most strangely 
obtained, in the Senate of that State, by a vote 
being changed from the morning to the atternoon 
of a day, these resolutions never would have 
passed that body. How it was done, by what 
cabalistic influence, I cannot say, for I was not on 
the spot to understand it; £ do not undertake to 


say. 

Mr. THOMSON. Will my colleague allow 
me to ask him if he calls Mr. Norcross, whose 
vote itis said was changed, a Republican? 

Mr. TEN EYCK. Fic was elected asa Repub- 
lican, on the “ Opposition ” ticket, by a majority 
of fourteen hundred, in the county where 1 live; 
and his course has brought pain and sorrow to the 
hearts of truc and honest men who cast their votes 
for him, who, on the morning of the mecting of 
the Legislature stood one way, and in the after- 
noonanother. It was by such means as these that 
these resolutions were carried through the upper 
branch of our Legislature. 

And, sir, with respect to the other House—the 
Assembly, these resolutions were passed under the 
whip and spur of party tactics; but the majority 
was nothing like that mentioned by my colleague. 
After urgent efforts and appeals for delay, made 
by those gentemen with whom F coincide in opin- 
ion politically , finding thatasuspension of the rules 
took placc and that these resolutions were to be 
driven through in haste, with “ railroad ” speed, 
many of them abandoned the Chamber of our 
Jower House, and left the friends of the measure 
to carry it through in their own way and at their 
own pleasure. I would not have referred to these 
circumstances, had it not been for the allusions 
made by my friend and colleague to the votes as 
they stood in both Houses of our Legislature. 

One word more, sit, and I shall have done. I 
think my colleague misunderstands me when he 
says my doctrine is “cocrcion.”? I donot think 
he desires improperly or erroneously to misrep- 
resent me. My doctrine means nothing else but 
this: self-defense, which is the sacred right of a 


self-defense, of preservation, for a nation and a 
Government, leads to blows and bloodshed, they 
must come and fall, I would not hasten to the 
ficld of strife; I would delay; E would ex postulates 
| T would plead; I would carnestly exhort our breth- 
ren to take no steps which might lead to such a 


nation, as of an individual; and if the doctrine of | 


dread result. Bat, sir, regarding, as I do, the Con- | 
{| stitution of the United States as the supreme law, 
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| I desire to present, 


| thority to propose amendments to the Consti 


that the people of the United States are individ- 
ually bound by its authority, it is the duty, and 
it ought to be the practice, of the Government to 
enforce its laws, and to see that they are fully ex- 
ecuted against all offenders and against all persons 
who would rise up in rebellion against those laws, 
unless the opposition assumes so great a head and 
frontas to amount toa successful revolution, when 
it would be against humanity and against all ideas 
that civilization entertains, to undertake a whole- 
sale warfare for the extinction of our race. With 
these remarks, I leave the subject. 

Mr. THOMSON. A single word, and I shall 
yield. My colleague spoke of my sickness, and 
referred to my ability to prepare a speech. He 
was probably not aware that I was, on Friday 
morning, very unexpectedly called to New Jer- 
sey, and remained there until Monday night. I 
did not see his speech until I came here on Tues- 
day morning. ` 

The resolutions were ordered to lie on the 
table. f 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. WADE. I move to take up the resolu- 
tion of the House of Representatives on the mat- 
ter of the McCormick patent. 

Mr. BIGLER. I should be glad toget in some 


memorials, 
The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Bricur 


| in the chair.) The Chair will reccive memorials 


as being first in order. 
AMENDMENTS TO TILE CONSTITUTION. 

Mr. COLLAMER. Ihave a memorial which 
I present the memorial of 
J. Blake, and cighty-one others, inhabitants of 
Swanton, Vermont, pray ing for the adoption of 
the measure commonly known as the border State 
propositions. It israrely, I think, that I trouble 
the Senate; but I desire now to make some re- 
marks, for which I beg indulgence for a few 
moments, in relation to this subject. Iam not 
proposing to make remarks about secession, or 
coercion, or slavery, or the merits of any of these 
topics at all; but the petition which I have pre- 
sented invokes the exercise of the power of Con- 
gress in relation to amendments to the Constitu- 
tion, {tis upon that topic that I wish to speak 
for a few moments. 

Mr. President, I am willing at all times, when 
the occasion properly calls for it, to exercise the 
powers that. we legitimately have by the Consti- 
tution; but in my estimation, no exigencies can 
ever justify us in resorting to any sort of devices 
and expedients which the occasion may call for, 
that are not consistent with the fair construction 
of the provisions of that instrument. Now, sir, 


Í what is the truc meaning, the fair import, of the 


powers whicharegivenin the Constitution to Çon- 
ress in relation to its amendment? 

When the Constitution was adopted, and those 
who made it were about to put in exercise this 
great experiment, having created for the firsttime 
a General Government with all its departments, 
and curtailedin large proportion the powers which 
the States had previously exercised, to correc- 
spond with it, they said: ‘ Now, it may be that 
this Constitution docs notinvestsufficient powers 
in the General Government for its smooth and suc- 
cessful operation. Experience may show that. 
What, then, shall bedone in such acontingency? It 
will be a contingency in which Congress will have 
ascertained by experiment precisely what further 
power they need. We say, therefore, that when 


| Congress have thus ascertained that they need 


any more delegated power, they shall have au- 
tu- 
tion, which they shall send to the States or to the 
people of the United States (if you please) in their 
States, either in convention or in their Legisla- 
tures, for their adoption; and if three fourths of 
them adopt them, they shall become a portion of 
the Constitution. ”? 

This was wanted for the use of Congress. No 
occasion was required for calling any national con- 
vention; but the occasion would be one which expe- 
rience would develope, and which Congress would 
feel the need of, and such was the arrangement to 
meet that contingency. But they further said 


; Perhaps upon experience and upon trial, it will 


turn out thatwe have transferred too much power 


! from the States to the Gencral Government; it 


may work hard for the States; they may veed to 
have amendments; now, what provision shall we 
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make, what arrangement shall we prepare, for 
suchacontingency. It cannot be reasonably ex- 
pected that Congress will, in such anevent, make 
any propositions for amendment to strip them- 
selves of power which has been already delegated 
to them. We therefore must not look to Congress 
for relief in such an emergency at all. Hence it 
was that provision was made in the same article 
for such an event, for such a contingency, by 
providing that if two thirds of the States. shall 
pass resolutions requesting the call of a general 
convention for the purpose of proposing amend- 
ments to the Constitution, Congress shall call it. 

They said, if the States want the Constitution 
amended, let them amend it as it was made, by a 
national convention; let them see each other all 
around; let them compare their views; let them 
see cach other face to face, and then make such 
arrangements as the circumstances at the time 
may require; and when they have thus proposed 
theiramendments, Congress shall send those prop- 
ositions tothe States, either in their Legislatures or 
their conventions, foradoption. Itwillbe observed 
that in the latter arrangement the first leading fea- 
ture is this: when the people or the States want 
amendments which they suppose they need, the 
are to have them whether Congress will or not; if 
they call a national convention in this way, Con- 
gress has no power to stop it, but is obliged to 
call it without knowing what amendments will be 
proposed. The States are not bound, in their res- 
olutions which ask fora general convention, to 
state what amendments they want; but simply to 
declare that they want a convention; and Con- 
gress, in case two thirds of the States join in the 
call, is bound to call it; and again, when it is 
called, and it proposes amendments, Congress 
has no right to examine into the merits of those 
amendments, but is bound to send them out to 
the States at once; it is imperative on Congress 
to do so. 

Hence it is we see, Mr. President, provision is 
here made that amendments to the Constitution 
are to come from those who want them. No idea 
entered into their heads in those days that the old 
rule ofcommon sense would be overthrown, which 
is, that propositions for relief of any kind should 
come from those who want it, and not from those 
who do not want it. Now, let us apply this to our 
present condition. Docs this General Govern- 
ment feel the want of any more delegated power? 
Has experience shown that our General Govern- 
ment does not operate smoothly, for the want of 
some other delegated power that we need? Not 
atal. No one suggests anything of that kind; 
we wantnothing ofthat kind. What next? What 
is wanted, or what is said to be wanted? It is 
said that a number of the States desire amend- 
ments to the Constitution for their security. Lam 
not about to enter into the merits of those amend- 
ments; but I say that is said to be the case. Now, 
is it not, from the provision of the Constitution 
to which I have alluded, perfectly obvious as to 
how such an object is to be reached? Uthink it 
is clear; it leaves no doubt about it. Well, sir, 
have any of these States ever made any attempt 
to calla national convention to get a redress of 
grievances according to the Constitution? Not 
one. Some of them have flown into secession; 
< others are threatening it; but not an attempt has 
been made ‘by any of them to get any redress 
within the Constitution at all, I have nothing to 
say of that, particularly; but I say that Congress 
ought not to undertake to exercise the power which 
is given to get amendments which they need, for 
the purpose of getting amendments for the States, 
which it is said they need. It is to pervert the 
uses for which it was given to them by so doing. 
Such attempts will always fail; and it is obvious 
why they will fail. First, we undertake to con- 
jecture what the States want. Weare going about 
here framing amendments to send out to the peo- 
ple. What amendments? Anything we wantor 
need? No; but something which it is conjectured 
the States need. Who knows what they need? 
Who knows what they want? Who knows what 
they will be satisfied with? Have they mani- 
fested it tous? In no way. It isa mere matter of 
conjecture; a nd however much respect I may have 
for the source from which these conjectures come, 
still forall I cannot but sce that itis a lame and im- 


potent attempt to use a power which was granted | 


for one purpose to effect another and an entirely 
different one. 


Now, Mr. President, let me go a little further, 
to show its inapplicability. Suppose we agree to 
the amendments here. Have the people of the 
different States ever seen each other in convention, 
and understood each other’s views about them? 
Never at all; but we are going to make them up 
here, and invent them ourselves, initiate them, 
and send them out to the States, and ask them 
to act upon them without ever seeing each other 
atall. ‘The attempt never can succeed. In the 
nature of the thing, it cannot succeed. The pro- 
vision of the Constitution is not adapted, never 
was meant, to secure any such purpose by the 
action of Congress, originating amendments for 
the States, which they have not asked for. 

The conclusion, then, I come to after what re- 
flection I can give it, is, that as I view this part 


| of the Constitution, which I think very clear when 


read and considered in the light of the circum- 
stances in which it was made, I never can under- 
take to participate here in undertaking to make up, 
and invent, and contrive, and conjecture amend- 
ments for States, which the States themselves 
have never asked for. I think it is entirely mal- 
apropos. It will be entirely unsuccessful; and the 
very fact now that you find such odds and ends, 
such various opinions about what they shall be, 
and a thousand projects that are presented to us, 
the very fact that you find yourselves in this con- 
dition, manifests that the principle which I state 
is right. It shows that you are in this condition 
because you are trying to use an instrumentality 
which you have for one purpose for another, for 
which it was never prepared, and to which it is 
not at all adapted. Now, Mr. President, I have 
one other. 

Mr. BIGLER. A single—— 

Mr. COLLAMER. I desire to finish what I 
have to say, and then I will hear the gentleman’s 
question. ` I do not desire to be interrupted now. 

Mr. BIGLER. I desire simply to understand 
the Senator on a point which, I supposed, it would 
be very agreeable to him to illustrate., 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. BrRicur 
in the chair.) Does the Senator from Vermont 

ield the floor. 

Mr. COLLAMER. The gentleman says he 
wishes me to explain. If that is all, I yield. 

Mr. BIGLER. I certainly had no wish to in- 
terrupt the Senator from Vermont; but I sup- 
posed that so universal a privilege, in all kindness 
and forbearance, would be accorded—— 

Mr. COLLAMER. Proceed, sir; ask your 
question. 

Mr. BIGLER. I simply ask the Senator from 
Vermont to tell us how he reconciles the theory 
which he lays down with the fact that the very 
first amendment made to the Constitution, with 
reference to the sovereignty of States, was sub- 
mitted by Congress? 

Mr. COLLAMER. I willanswer you entirely, 
if you will hear me through. You need notin- 
terrupt me. You will hear it all. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Itis the duty 
of the Chair to announce that the hour for the spe- 
cial order has arrived. 

Mr. COLLAMER. I hope! shall be allowed 
togo on. {[* Certainly!” “ Certainly !”] 

Mr. FOOT. I hope, by common consent, the 
special order will be passed over informally, until 
my colleague shall have concluded his remarks, 
I presume the whole Senate are desirous to hear 
him upon this point. [t Certainly !”] 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there beno 
objection, the Senator may proceed. The Chair 
hears none. 

Mr. COLLAMER. Ihave said nothing, and 
shall say nothing which can possibly involve the 
feelings of different sides, or different parties in 
the Senate. At this time, I have nothing to sa 
about that. I riseto make remarks due to m yself 
in relation tothe memorial which I have presented, 
which invokes the exercise of the power of Con- 
gress in relation to constitutional amendments. 

Anillustration may be drawn from our history, in 
confirmation of the principles which I have stated. 
In the election of President of the United States, 
in 1801, it was found that the arrangements which 
had been made in the Constitution did not operate 
smoothly. There wasalmosta failure in the Gov- 
ernment. Congress then thought the contingency 
had arisen for which this provision was made, 
and Congress proposed an amendment in order to 
be relieved of that difficulty. They sent it out to 


the States. That was exactly what Congress 
ought to have done. lt was adopted. 

T come now to another thing, which I was just 
about to speak of when the Senator from Penn- 
sylvania interposed. It is quite easy to imagine 
—and our own history presents a precedent for 
it—this state of things. Suppose, for instance, a 
State, or a certain number of States—not two 
thirds—do not desire to calla general convention, 
either because of a want of time or some other 
excuse, no matter what; they desire no general 
revision; they only desire one or two particular 
amendments; and suppose that one, two, three or 
more States should state to us that they desired 
the following articles of amendment to be adopted 
as part of the Constitution of the United States, 
(naming them,) and they present these to Con- 
gress, with the petition or request that Congress 
will submit them to the conventions or the Legis- 
latures of the different States for adoption;—now 
suppose such a state of things presents itself: how 
would that fall within the principles which I have 
‘before remarked upon? When Congress prepares 
amendments to the Constitution, and sends them 
to the people, they express their approbation of 
them; it implies that they are their amendments; 
they make them—and it requires two thirds to 
do ‘it; which implies, I take it, the exercise of 
their judgment, and a judgment so decisive as will 
carry two thirds of the Senate and of the House 
of Representatives. They are the amendments 
which Congress want, and which Congress ap- 
prove. 

But suppose one, two, or three States should 
draw up some amendments that they say they do 
want; not that we conjecture at; not that we guess; 
but which they say they do want: what will you 
doin sucha case? Suppose some of the States pre- 
pare and reduce to proper form the amendments 
which they desire; and they have so much confi- 
dence in their sister States that they are willing to 
submit them to them; for that very desire and re- 
quest to submit them implies a confidence: now, 
what should Congress do on an occasion of that 
kind? I think it is quite clear what they should do. 
l believe Congress should not pass on the merits 
of those amendments. Itisa petition, a respectful 
petition, asuitable petition, I should not think that 
Congress should not present them as their amend- 
ments. Well, how would you do it? I would 
do it in this way. I would recite that whereas 
such and such certain States (naming them) had 
prepared such and such articles of amendment to 
the Constitution, and had presented them to Con- 
gress, and had requested Congress to submit them 
to the States, therefore, and in pursuance of that 
request, Congress present them to the States for 
adoption; and do it by the two-thirds majority 
required by the Constitution to render the proposal 
effective. 

I grant, when they are amendments which Con- 
gress prepared, undoubtedly itis implied that they 
express their approbation of them; butin the case 
Iam supposing, and which I consider a middle 
case between the two, no approbation or disap- 
probation of Congress is expressed or implied, 
nor is it necessary. Let me read the article: 

“The Congress, whenever two thirds of both Houses 
shall deem it necessary, shall propose amendments to this a 
Constitution, or, on the application of the Legislatures of 
two thirds of the several States, shall call a convention for 
proposing amendments, which, in cither case, shall be valid 
to all intents and purposes as part of this Constitution, 
when ratified by the Legislatures of three fourths of the 
several States, or by conventions in three fourths thereof, 


as the one or the other mode of ratification may be pro- 
posed by the Congress.” 


It does not say that Congress shall recommend 
the amendments, or any of them. It is said that 
they shall propose the amendments, but not that 
they shall recommend them. I think Congress, 
when there is a respectful petition by any State 
for certain articles of amendment, should passsuch 
a joint resolution as I have just indicated, with the 
recital or preamble thereto. 

Now, I come to the case that the Senator from 


‘Pennsylvaniaalludesto. When the Statesadopted, 


in their several conventions,-this United States 
Constitution, several of the States recommended 
certain amendments; a number of the States did; 
I do not know whether two thirds, or all; but a 
number of them recommended certain amendments 
to the Constitution. What did Congress do with 
them? They were not amendments that Congress 
prepared. “What did they do? The States, in 


1861. 


theirconventiong, had requestedthese amendments 
to be adopted. What did Congress do? I will 
turn gentlemen to what they did on that occasion, 
as, if you please, a precedent for what I state. In 
1789, in the First Congress, was passed the fol- 
lowing: ‘ 

“'Phe conventions of a number of the States, having, at 
the time of their adopting the Constitution, expressed a de- 
sire, in order to prevent misconstruction or abuse of its 
powers, that further declaratory and restrictive clauses 
should be added: and as extending the ground of public 
confidence in the Government, will best insure the benefi- 
cent ends of its institution : 

Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives of 
the United States of America in Congress assembled, (two 
thirds of both Houses concurring,) That the following ar- 
ticles be proposed to the Legislatures of the several States, 
as amendments to the Constitution of the United States, 
all, or any of which articles, when ratified by three fourths 
of the said Legislatures, to be valid, to all intents and pur- 
poses, as part of said Constitution. 

There isa direct precedent for the case to which 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania calls my atten- 
tion; that is the very case which I have now sup- 
posed. There the States, or. several of them, did 
request amendments to be made, stating what they 
were,and Congress did not propose those amend- 
ments, as theirs, but they passed a joint reso- 
lution, stating the fact that several States had 
requested those amendments to be made, and 
therefore they presented them to the people for 
adoption. ‘That was the very case. That isin 
confirmation of my view. Itisadirect precedent. 

Now, Mr. President, without taking up the 
time of the Senate, which E dislike to do exceed- 
ingly, these views govern me in my action in rela- 
tion to amendments to the Constitution, though 
they probably may not govern anybody else. 1 
should like to have them understood more at large, 
because I think the people have been, somehow 
or other, led to look to Congress for relief by 
constitutional amendments; when the powers of 
Congress, as I understand them, are utterly una- 
dapted to them. But I cannot say, as I frequently 
hear said in this body, that I desire to speak to 
the country. I have no idea that the country 
will ever hear what I say about it; but still I have 
presented my views of what I regard true duties. 

And now, I have to say that, though I see little 
prospect of amending in this way, confident it 
never can succeed, yetafter all something may be 
done. I have nothing to say about calling a na- 
tional convention. That is a matter for the States 
and the people to do as they please upon. It is 
perfectly evident from the Constitution, that it 
was intended to be called whenever it was desired 
by the States, without any action of Congress at 
all; but even in despite of its opinion, if you will. 
Though men may not agree upon amendments 
here, may not agree upon amendments in the con- 
ference that is going on now in this city, I can 
still conceive it possible that two, or three, or more 
States might agree on some amendments, and 
send them here, as is proposed in the resolutions 
of Virginia, with the request that we should send 
them out to the Legislatures of the States. I say 
I canconceive that that contingency may happen, 
and my mode of treating that subject would be 
what I have indicated. I think, in my humble 
judgment, that on such a contingency Congress 
should pass a resolution, suchas they did in 1789, 
reciting that this had been requested, and present- 
ing it to the people by a two-thirds vote, and not 
stand up and say they did not like the amend- 


ments, and would not permit the people to have | 


a chance to vote on them. Such are my views, 
sir. 

The memorial was ordered to lie on the table. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, 
by Mr. Forvey, its Clerk, announced that the 
House had passed the following bills; in which 
the concurrence of the Senate was requested: 

A bill (No. 950) in relation to the postal service; 
and 

A bill (No. 975) for the confirmation of the title 
to the saline lands in Jackson county, State of 
Illinois, to D. H. Brush and others. 


DEFICIENCY BILL. 
The message further announced that the House 


insisted upon its amendments to certain amend- ; 
ments of the Senate to the bill (No. 866) to sup- | 
ply deficiencies in the appropriations for the fiscal | 
year ending June 30, 1861, disagreed to by the |i 


Senate, and upon its disagreement to other amend- 


ments of the Senate to the said bill, insisted on 
by the Senate; and had agreed to the conference 
asked by the Senate on the disagreeing votes of 
the two houses thereon, and had appointed Messrs. 
E. G. Spautpixe of New York, and C. B. Sene- 
wick of New York, and H. Winter Davis of 
Maryland, managers at the same on the part of 
the House. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. | 


Mr. WIGFALL. Mr. President 

Mr.CAMERON. WilltheSenator from Texas 
be kind enough to allow me to presenta petition, 
which will take but a moment? Itis a petition 
containing three thousand signatures, and if the 
names of the individual members of the firms who 
have signed it be counted, it is estimated to be 
signed by over five thousand names of citizens of 
Philadelphia, all of whom represent themselves 
as having voted for Lincoln and Hamlin. They 
are men engaged in trade, commerce, manufac- 
ture, and business generally. Many of them em- 
ploy large numbers of workmen, some of them 


from one thousand to fifteen hundred; others from | 


twenty to one hundred. They represent proba- 
bly some thirty or forty thousand of the working 
people of Philadelphia. They desire the adoption 
of the Crittenden-Bigler proposition for the pur- 
pose, as they say, of saving the country from its 
present perilous condition. I move thatitbe laid 
on the table. 
The motion was agreed to. 


Mr. THOMSON. I presenta petition, signed 
by fifteen hundred citizens of the city and county 
of Camden, State of New Jersey, without dis- 
tinction of party, urging upon their Senators and 
Representatives in Congress the necessity of sus- 
taining and favoring the passage of the Crittenden 
resolutions, or any other pacific measure which 
may be proposed, that will have for its object the 
final settlement, upon constitutional basis, of the 
difficulties which are now dividing our people and 
disturbing our national peace. 

I also present resolutions adopted at a meeting 
of the citizens of Elizabeth, New Jersey, held on 
the 31st of January, 1861, on the present disturbed 
condition of the country. I move that the peti- 
tion and the resolutions lie on the table. 

The motion was agreed to. 


Mr. NICHOLSON presented the petition of 
Divine & Kennedy, contractors on mail route No. 
7213, praying remuneration for damages caused 
by a reduction of their pay for carrying the mail 
on that route; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

Mr. BIGLER presented a memorial of citizens 
of Chester county, Pennsylvania; the petition of 
citizens of Northumberland county, Pennsylva- 
nia; and a petition of citizens of Alleghany county, 
Pennsylvania, praying for theadoption of thecom- 
promise measures proposed by Mr. CRITTENDEN 
as amended by Mr. Bieter; which were ordered 
to lie on the table. ` 


BILL INTRODUCED. 


Mr. NICHOLSON asked, and by unanimous 
consent obtained, leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 
558) for the relief of Divine & Kennedy, con- 
tractors for carrying the mail on route 7213; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 


REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES, 
Mr. SUMNER, from the Committee on For- 


eign Relations, to whom was referred the joint 
resolution (H. R. No. 59) authorizing Commo- 
dore H. Paulding to receive a sword and a grant 
of land, awarded to him by the Republic of Nic- 
aragua, reported it with an amendment, with a 
recommendation that it do pass. 

Mr. BINGHAM, from the Committee on Pub- 
lie Lands, to whom was referred the joint resolu- 
tion (H. R. No. 70) to quiet title to lands in the 
State of Iowa, reported it without amendment. 


MISSION OF PEACE FROM VIRGINIA. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair 


will now call up the unfinished business of yes- | 
| terday, being the motion to printadditional copies 
of the President’s message communicating the | 


resolutions of the Legislature of Virginia in ref- 
crence to the present disturbed state of the coun- 
try; on which the Senator from Texas is entitled 
to the floor. 
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Mr. WIGFALL. I haveno desire, Mr. Pres- 
ident, to obtrude on the patience or time of the 
Senate; but when all other Senators are through 
with the business which is before'them; with ref- 
erence either to practical legislation or saving the 
Union, I propose, as briefly as I can, to discuss, 
not the question which has been before the Senate 
for the last two days, but the comments made by 
the Senator from Tennessee, [Mr. Jonnson.] 

There was much that was said during the two 
days of rambling and discursive harangue which 
it will be necessary to notice; but I promise the 
Senators who may give me thcir attention that I 
will dispatch the work before me as briefly as 
possible, and I think it will not require very much 
time. The matterthat seemed to weigh mostonthe 
mind of the Senator from Tennessee was that he 
had been a special object of persecution since the 
19th day of December, when he made the extraor- 
dinary speech to which he alluded. . 

I am one of those who in the ordinary discharge 
of my duties have generally been in the Senate, 
and yet Í have not seen here any exhibition of ` 
any such disposition on the partof Senators. It 
is true that some particular portions of the speech 
have been occasionally animadverted upon and 
alluded to; but when that was the case, it came 
up in the ordinary course of discussion. There 
was, as well as I can recollect, but one Senator 
who replied to him directly, and that was the 
Senator from Oregon, [Mr. Lawne.] After six 
weeks’ consideration, the Senator from Tennessee 
now complains that he was misrepresented. He 
denies that on the 19th of December he advocated 
coercion as to the States. It is very strange, sir, 
knowing the courtesy of the Senator from Ore- 
gon, if he was misrepresented, and if he did not 
desire time to write, revise, add to, and strike out 
from what he said, that when his speech was fresh 
in the memory of every Senator upon this floor, 
hedid not rise and then correct the misrepresenta- 
tions. Six weeks have elapsed. Ican say for 
myself that 1 have never read what he published. 
I suppose there are but few Senators who have. 
I know only the impressions, the strong impres- ` 
sions, which were made upon my mind at the 
time, and those were, that he was in favor of co- 
ercion—war to the knife and the knife to the hilt. 
It was charged upon him. He acquiesced in the 
charge; and it is now too late for him to attempt 
to object to the conclusions which were drawn and 
charged at the time his speech was delivered. 

Things have occurred in his own State—so say 
the newspapers—which have caused him possibly 
to take a sober second thought. Itissaid that he 
has been shot, hanged, burned, from one end of 
the State of Tennessce to the other, in effigy. He 
must before many weeks return to that State. 
What will be done with him in propria persona 
is a matter that may more concern him than it 
does me. He was understood, I am sure, by the 
entire Black Republican party, certainly by their 
press, to have taken that position. A leading pa- 
per advocating the doctrine took that speech as 
reported by the letter-writers, published it in its 
editorial columns, and kept it stereotyped as con- 
taining the doctrines of the party. Lallude to the 
paper edited by Colonel James Watson Webb, of 
the regular army formerly, [Laughter.] 

The Senator seemed to take especial offense 
that a northern Senator should have replied to 
him. The great Carolinian once said that those 
living north of Mason and Dixon’s line, who 
were nearest to us, were further from us than those 
living south of that line, who were furthest. Ft 
is, I believe, the only sentiment or opinion that 
he ever uttered in which Ido not entirely concur. 
I have too long seen and known and felt the faith- 
fulness of men living north of Mason and Dixon’s 
line in their gallant defense of the principles of the 
Constitution of this country; Ihave too often seen 
and regretted to see the treason of southern men, 
who, knowing that the non-slaveholding States 
either had now, or soon would have, if this Union 
were preserved, the entire control of both Houses. 


| of Congress, and the electoral college, and would 


therefore have the disposition of all the public 
patronage of the country--1 have too often seen 
southern. men, to use a common phrase, ‘ weak 
intheknees,”? when our rights have been assailed, 
and northern men have stood by us, because we 
claimed nothing that was not ours according to 
the plain and fair construction of the Coustitu- 
tion of the United States, and southern men have 
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expressed their willingness to yield; and the re- 
sult generally has been that they have received 
their reward. ` 

Matters have reached that point in which it is 
necessary for our own safety to dissolve the ties 
which bind us to the North. We could trust the 
northern men who stand by the Constitution; but 
with the dominant party in the northern States, 
aided by southern treason, we feel that neither 
our liberties nor our property are longer secure 
in the Union. The Senator from Tennessee pre- 
tends that this is a movenient on the part of poli- 
ticians. Politicians! I would be glad if he would 
inform me what he is, if not a politician—a states- 
man, he would hardly say. Politicians have done 
this thing! States have seceded from the Union, 
and it is the act of politicians! And he hazarded 
the assertion that if the ordinance of secession, 
in South Carolina even, had been submitted to 
the popular vote, itwould not have passed. Why, 
sir, it is extraordinary that men are so reckless of 
their reputation as to hazard expressions of this 
sort, which they know will become public. Did 
not the Legislature of South Carolina appoint a 
day on which the people were to vote? Were not 
candidates brought out in every district and every 
parish? Were not the opinions of every candi- 
date for that convention known? Did not the peo- 
ple vote for those who were in favor of immediate 
secession and against those who were opposed to 
it? Did they not elect their representatives in 
order that an ordinance of secession might be 
passed? Is this fact not known to the Senator 
from Tennessee? Did not those delegates who 
were elected, after a discussion of all these ques- 
tions before the people, meet in convention, and 
with entire unanimity vote that South Carolina 
should cease to be one of the States of this Union? 
Has not the press of that State, since that time, 
been far ahead of the action of the State authori- 
ties; and does he not know this? Has not the 
Charleston Mercury—to which he has alluded— 
been urging the Governor to attack Fort Sumter 
and bring on the crisis? Has not the position of 
that paper been supported by the entire press of 
the country? Have not the people risen en masse 
and cried out for blood, because they believe itis 
a reproach upon their honor that a fort within 
their territory still remains in the possession of a 
Government that they regard as not only foreign, 
but hostile—a fort held in derogation of their sov- 
ercignty and in denial of their right of self-gov- 
ernment? Are these facts not known to that Sen- 
ator? Yet he has the recklessness to rise here and 
say that the people of South Carolina are living 
under a tyranny, and that the politicians are tram- 
pling them in the ground; and that if they were 

vermitted to speak through the ballot-box, that 
State would yet be in the Union! 

Is not what I have said of South Carolina true 
of Georgia, of Alabama, of Florida, of Missis- 
sippi, of Louisiana? Is it not true of my own 
State? Ig itnot trac of Arkansas? Will it not be 
true of his State, and of every other State in which 
the question of secession has been made an issue 

-in the past, or in which it will be made an issue 
in the coming clections? ‘The people, forsooth, 
are not allowed the right of self-government! Fie 
says—when he and the Senator from Illinois (Mr. 
Doveras) get through their private conference, I 
will go on; I want his attention—the people are 
not permitted to govern themselves! Oh, no! 
Does he not know—he should have known before 
he made the assertion—that the people of South 
Carolina are allowed to vote? And yct he boldly, 
recklessly, and confidently asserted, yesterday, 
that the people of that State were denied the elect- 
ive franchise. Whom does he mean by ‘* peo- 
ple??? Negroes? Women and children? Persons 
under twenty-one years of age, and Indians? If 
he means that class of the community, I acknowl- 
edge his statement was truc; but if he means by 
« people,” men twenty-one years old, citizens of 
the State, his statement is wholly and. utterly 
without foundation. Ithas been a charge that has 
been made in this body for the last twenty years, 
and been corrected time and again by the consti- 
tution of South Carolina being brought here and 
read, that every man twenty-one years old, and 
white, and a citizen of the State, is entitled te vote, 
and allowed to vote. ‘There is no property quali- 
fication required in that State, and there has not 
been for the last half century. These are facts | 


thatareknown; and yet, to excite prejudiceagainst 


that particular State, he indulges again in this 
stale slander, which, like false coin, has been so 
often nailed to the counter. 

I was gratified to hear a Senator from the North 
rise and repudiate the doctrines which he advo- 
cated. I was glad that it came from that quarter. 
It came appropriately from that quarter; and the 
Senator who advocated the doctrines for which 
we contend, may with propriety advocate them, 
and do it without exciting prejudice; for no fair, 
right-minded man can doubt his patriotism or his 
devotion to the Union. His fealty has been writ- 
ten upon the battle-ficld, under the stars and 
stripes, and with his own red blood; and when 
he was thus recording his devotion to the coun- 
try, where was the Senator from Tennessee? Not 
upon the battle-fields of Mexico. Electioneering, 
I suppose; trying to get place and office. He rises 
here, and denounces as wanting in patriotism the 
man whose whole life has been devoted to his 
country ! 

His doctrines are so extraordinary, they are so 
disjointedly uttered, and so incoherently thrown 


together, that it is difficult to follow him. He 


complains that his great argument was not an- 
swered. Beau Brummel, I believe, on one occa- 
sion, was asked by a tailor how he liked a coat. 
He took it by the lappcl,and looking at it, asked 
the tailor if hic called that thing a coat. His great 
argument! When and where did he make any 
great argument, or argument of any sort what- 
ever? Ihave not heard it. Our positions have 
been stated; we have referred to the Constitution; 
we have referred to the journals of the convention 
that drafted it; we have referred to the debates of 
the conventions of the different States that ratified 
it; we have referred to the Federalistasexplaining 
the meanings of the Constitution as understood 
by the States which ratified it; and has heanswered 
any of our arguments? Has he attempted to do 
anything except to read newspaper extracts, to 
read the opinions of this man, that man, and the 
other, Icaving out always the context, and fre- 
quently himself misapprchending the meaning of 
the very sentences which he read? And yet he 
complains that we did not answer his argument. 
The Senator from Louisiana, [Mr. Beysamty,] 
afew days ago, bid us farewell in tones so touch- 
ing that I supposed any man, living north or 
south, who had a heart, could not fail to feel. 
Twelve seats bere are vacant, never, never again 
to be filled. The Union is disrupted. These 
Senators bade along and last farewell to this body; 
and to some of us they expressed the hope that 
before long we should meet in other fields, and 
under more favorable circumstances. All seemed 
to feel except the Senator from Tennessee. He 
alone looked upon it as a farce that was to be 
played off, in which the mourners were to be 
called out, and before the curtain was raised, and 
the performance was begun, those who were to 
shed tears were advised of the proper time. That 
is the impression that the actugl disruption of this 
Union, which he professes ¥ love so dearly, pro- 
duces upon his mind. 
He talked of devotion® to the Union and the 
Constitution, and there is no man who now lives 
who has done more than he has to produce this 
very state of things. T'he policy which he has 
for years past been advocating, of a homestead 
bill; alone, if it had ever been adopted, and carried 
out to the full extent, would have caused a dis- 
ruption of the Union; and yet he professes to bea 
Union man. TheSenator may not be a statesman; 
but he understands, as well as any man living, 
how to take advantage of the prejudices of the 
populace, and with what safety a man may, if he 
wears the livery of heaven, perform acts which 
those who are entitled to that uniform are not in 
the habit of performing. I recollect, sir, some 
twenty years ago, reading a book which was 
called Paul Clifford. ‘* Piggy Lob” of the * Mug,’’ 
who was a very sagacious womar, had the edu- 
cation of little Paul intrusted to her care. She 
called Paul one day, and said to him, ‘ Paul, my 


i child, read your Bible, and talk like a pious un, 


for people goes more by what you says than 
what you does; if you want whatis not your 
own, Paul, try and do without it, my child; but 
if you can’t, take it by insinivation and not by 
bluster, for them as swindles gains more and risks 
less than them as robs.” [Laughter.] There was 
a world of worldly wisdom in that advice. “Read 
the Bible, Paul, and talk like a pious un, for peo- 


ple goes more by what you says than what you 
does.” Say that you are for the Union; denounce 
everybody who is opposed to it; trample the Con- 
stitution under foot; deny the existence of the 
States; betray your own section; sacrifice the lib- 
erty of your countrymen—do all this, but say, 
Paul, that you are for the Union; that is all that 
is necessary, because “people goes more by what 
you says than what you does,” [Laughter.] 

Who is in favor of the Union? What is the 
Union? Years and years ago, thirteen separate 
and sovereign States having achieved their inde- 
pendence, and each feeling that it was not strong 
enough to protect itself against foreign aggression, 
entered into a compact with each other, and or- 
ganized a Government to which they delegated 
certain specific powers—the right for them, and 
in their name, to enter into treaties with foreign 
nations; to keep up a common Army and a com- 
mon Navy; to conduct acommon diplomacy, and 
to have a common Treasury. "When the sover- 
eignty of these States is denied or destroyed; 
when this Federal Government has become con- 
verted into a consolidated despotism; when upon 
the ruins of this Federal fabric a consolidated de- 
mocracy has been erected, then I say the Union 
is destroyed. This is not my opinion; it is the 
opinion of the father of the Democratic party. 
Thomas Jefferson said that this Union could be 
destroyed in two ways: first, by consolidation; 
next, by disruption; and that of the two, he pre- 
ferred disruption, thougl he would regard thatas 
a very great calamity. He was in favor of the 
Union as it was established by the Constitution. 
He was in favor of the Union, a union being an 
agreement between separate and distinct persons, 
not a fusion and amalgamation. ‘That was the 
doctrine of the man from whose brain, Minerva- 
like, sprang the great Democratic constitutional 
party. As Minerva sprang, armed and equipped, 
from the brain of Jove, so did this great party 
spring from the brain of Jefferson, to rescue the 
Constitution and to save the Union. 

The Senator has a wonderful love for the peo- 
ple; he has great regard for the right of self-gov- 
ernment; he thinks that politicians ought not to 
be permitted to trample upon the people; and what 
are the doctrines that he has been advocating here? 
He was guilty—I do not wish to use offensive 
terms; yet, to convey my ideas, I may be betrayed 
into terms that may not be cxactly senatorial— 
he was guilty of using the phrase that the people 
of Louisiana had been bought by the United States 
as chattels. A man professing to be in favor of 
the people, talking thus indecently of the people, 
the white men, of one of the sovereign States of 
this Union, being purchased as chattels! In order 
to sustain himself, he attempted to make, I sup- 
pose what he would call an argument, by reading 
from the treaty of 1803 what had been read by the 
Senator from Louisiana the day before, and who 
had quoted everything that was material. I choose 
not to waste my time, nor that of the Senate, by 
rereading what was read and has been published. 
The first article of that treaty explains the cause 
of the cession. It conveys the sovercignty of the 
territory; territory, in common parlance, means 
land. The second article of the treaty goes on and 
specifies what is conveyed—the forts, the navy- 
yards, the public buildings, the public offices— 
everything. The territory and its appurtenances 
are specified in the second article of the treaty, in 
order that there may be no misunderstanding as 
to the meaning of the term “ territory.”’ 

Then, the third article of the treaty, which his- 
tory tells us was written by Napoleon himself— 
the third article written by the First Consul him- 
self—does what? Does it convey the pcople of 
Louisianaas chattels? It specifies that the people 
of Louisiana shall be vested with the right of self- 
government; that they shall, atthe earliest moment 
practicable, be admitted into this Union asa State, 
with all the rights and privileges of the original 
States of the American Union, It declares explic- 
itly that until they are admitted into the Union as 
States, they shall be entitled to perfect and full 
protection in their lives, their liberties, their prop- 
erty, and their religion; and when the First Con- 
sul had signed the treaty, he expressed, as history 
“tells us, the hope that the Frenchmen whose alle- 
giance bad been transferred from France, remem- 
bering that he had secured to them the right of 
self-government, would always in their bosons 
| nourishakiadly feeling for that Government which 
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had secured to them their liberties. That was the 
idea. i 

“What were the other considerations that in- 
duced the First Consul of France to make this 
cession, is a matter that is wholly impertinent. I 
suppose that it was no love of liberty. He had 
to part with Louisiana. The United States de- 
manded only New Orleans. The right of ingress 
and egress, and a place of deposit, was all we 
demanded; but as fe had to part with New Or- 
leans, and probably could not hold the rest of the 
territory, he determined to strike a fatal blow at 
England;and, strange tosay, that great man, look- 
ing far into futurity, predicted not only that he 
was striking a most fatal blow at his bitterest 
cnemy, but predicted that if this Confederation 
should ever in after times be so administered as 
to involve the rights and the liberties of that peo- 
file, they were in a position to assert those rights, 
and that a disruption of the Union would be the 
result. Strangely sagacious was that grcat man. 
Yet, with these facts plainly staring——no, I sup- 
pose he did not know them; but had he taken 
other counsels than those which he did, the Sen- 
ator probably would have been advised of the 
facts, and would not have fallen into the egregious 
errors whichhedid. Rumoris a jade, and is said 
not to be very veracious. I beg the attention of 
the Senator from ‘I’ennessee for a moment. Iwish 
not to make any charge that is not sustained by 
the facts; but itis said upon the strects that the 
Senator was in close conclave with a Senator, 
whom I do not now sec in his seat, from New 
York, (Mr. Sewarp,] and the Senator from Mas- 
sachusetts, [Mr. Witson,] before making that 
speech. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Tennessee. Does the Sen- 
ator wish mo to make a reply now? 

Mr. WIGFALL. I merely wanted to know 
if the remark which I have heard, and which is 
generally believed, that the Senator from Ten- 
nessee was in consultation with the two Senators 
I have designated, is truc? 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Tennessee. Does the Sen- 
ator wish me to make a reply now? 

Mr. WIGFALL. Undoubtedly, or I would 
not have asked the question. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Tennessee. All Ican say 
is, if the gentleman predicates his information on 
rumor, that the rumor has no foundation, and I 
do not think it very proper to bring into the Sen- 
ate what.the Senator may pick up outside on the 
mere basis of rumor. 

Mr. WIGFALL. De gustibus non est disputan- 
dum. I think it is a very proper place; and ru- 
mors which might be true, and without a denial 
are believed to be true, are alluded to in order that 
the Senator may deny them. The Senator, then, 
having denied that he took into his counsels the 
two distinguished Senators to whom I have al- 
luded, I let it pass for what it is worth, Persons 
who are reliable state the fact of the consultation; | 
the purpose of it I was not advised of. But, be 
that as it may, the charge which he made, which 
the Republican press has made, and which Re- 
publican Senators have made, that the people of 
Louisiana were purchased, is not sustained by 
history; and it is, I will say, a most extraordi- 
nary thing that those who have such a sensitive- 
ness upon the subject of human rights, who are 
soshocked at the idea of trafficking inhuman flesh, 
and buying (to use a cant phrase) “the souls of 
men and women,’’ when these men and women | 
happen to be black, should have no sympathies 
for their own color, and upon this floor deny the 
right of self-government; declare that the white | 
people of one of the States of the Union have been | 
purchased, that they have not and do not possess, 
and never can possess, the right, and the only | 
right, for which our ancestors contended in that 
bloody war of 1776—the right of self-government. 
What they deny flatly and unqualificdly to their 
own color, they assert for the African race. 

There is a point which the Senator will not find | 
it very casy to get over, because it is recorded. | 
He asserted and read from the record to prove 
that the people of Alabama, when they became a- 
people, ceased to bea people; that when the in- 
habitants ofthe Territory of Alabama, by the con- 
sent of the Federal Government, became a State, | 
in the very act of becoming one of the sovereign 
States of this Union, they ceased to have the right 
of living ander such a Government as they saw fit. 
He garbled the documents; he told the truth; but 
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| of the above act, passed 2nd August, 1819.” 


if he had been a lawyer, as he told us he was not, 
he would have known that when one is on the 
witness stand he is required not only to tell the 
truth and nothing but the truth, but he is also re- 
quired to tell the whole truth, and that the Senator 
did not tell. When Alabama was admitted into 
the Union, there were conditions annexed to her 
admission. Alabama was carved out of Federal 
territory; by territory, I mean land. When the 
inhabitants of that Territory becamea people, had 
a government of their own, became anation, the 
eminent domain would have vested in them; but 
as there was much public property in Alabama 
in the shape of land, it was necessary to guard 
against this, and therefore it was provided that 
the people of Alabama should agree with the Fed- 
eral Government that they wouldat all times there- 
after recognize the right of the Federal Govern- 
ment to that land and to the disposition which it 
was dcemed prudent that this Government should 
make of the public domainin Alabama. Theact 
of Congress of March 2, 1819, declared: 

« And provided always, That the said convention shall 
provide, by an ordinance irrevocable without the consent 
of the United States, that the people inhabiting the said 
territory do agree and declare that they forever disclaim 
all right and title to the waste and unappropriated lands 
lying within the said territory; and that the same shail be 
and remain at the sole and entire disposition of the United 
States ; and moreover, that cach and every tract of land sold 
by the United States, after the Ist day of September, in the 
year 1819, shall be and remain exempt from any tax laid 
by the order, or under authority of the State, whether for 
State, county, township, parish, or any other purpose what- 
ever, for the term of five years, from and after the respect- 
ive days of the sales thereof; and that the lands belonging 
to citizens of the United States, residing without the said 
State, shall never be taxed highcr than the Jands belonging 
to persons residing therein; and that no tax shall beim- 
posed on lands, the property of the United States, and that 
all navigable waters within the said State shall forever re- 
main public highways, free to the citizens of said State, 
and of the United States, without any tax, duty, impost, or 
toll therefor, imposed by the said State.” 


These were the terms proposed; and the con- 
dition of admitting Alabama into the Union was, 
that— 

«©The said convention shall provide, by an_ordinance 
irrevocable without the consent of the United States, that | 
the people inhabiting the said Territory do agree and Qe- 
clare that they forever disclaim afl ?’— 
the rights thereinafter enumerated. Now, sir, 
that being the condition of the admission, when 
the inbabitants of the Territory were about to 
become a people, when Alabama was about to be 
admitted into the Union, they met in convention, 
and, after drafting a constitution for their own 
government, they go on to say: 

«c This convention, for and in behalf of the people inhab- 
iting this State, DO ACCEPT the propositions offered by the 
act of Congress under which they are assembled ; and this 
convention, for and in behalf of the people inbabiting this 
State, do ordain, agree, and declare, that they forever dis- 
claim all right and title to the waste or unappropriated lands 
lying within this State, and the same shall be and remain | 


at the sole and entire disposition of the United States.’? 
* * x * x * ~  * x * 


«Done in convention at Huntsville, this 2d day of Au- | 
gust, in the year of our Lord 1819, and of American inde- 
pendence the forty-fourth.” 

Now, Mr. President, how shall I characterize 
a perversion such as was indulged in by the Sen- 
ator yesterday? “This convention, for and in 
behalf of the people inhabiting this State, do ac- | 
cept the propositions offered,” &c., as to their | 
lands, the right of taxing them, and of disposing | 
of them. Whatis the language the Senator used? | 
He reads only so much of this ordinance as Ishall 
now read. He says: 

<< {Jere is the ordinance of Alabama accepting the terms 


Leaving out all that portion of the act which I | 
have read, it was truly the play of Hamlet with 
the part of Hamict left out: 

“This convention, for and in behalf of the people inhab- 
iting this State, do accept the propositions offered by the 
act of Congress under which they are assembled.” | 

Leaving out the propositions alluded to. 

«The convention, for and in behalf of the people inhab- 
iting this State, do ordain, agree, and declare.” 

Then come a number of stars. 1 

« And this ordinance is hereby declared irrevocable with- [| 
out the consent of the United States.” i 

« Shame! where is thy blush??? Why, sir, my | 
cheeks would burn to cinders if I were to attempt |) 
to palm off a fraud of this sort on the people that it 
I represent. Onc other sentence upon that sub- || 

i 
t 


ject. He goes on and says: 


«This act was declared irrevocable. They agreed to 
the conditions offered to them in the act of Congress, with 


reference to the public lands and other subjects, and then 
the act of coming into the Union was declared irrevocable 
without the consent of the United States.” E 
Where and when was the act of coming into 
the Union declared irrevocable without the con- 
sent of the United States? So far from that being 
true, the very first clause of the act of Congress 
which authorized the inhabitants to’ become a 


| people declares: 


“That the inhabitants of the Territory of Alabama be, 
and they are. hereby, authorized to form for themseives a 
constitution and State government, and to assume such 
name as they may deem proper; and that the said Terri- 
tory, when formed into a State, shall be admitted into the 
Union, upon the same footing with the original States, in 
all respects whatever.” 

The act of Congress declares that they shall be 
admitted into the Union upon the same footing 
with the original States; and yet he asserts that 
they came into the Union with a distinct declara- 
tion that they never should leave it without the con- 
sent of the United States. I dislike to waste the 
time of the Senate—and I consider it a waste of 
time--but E cannot permit such thingsas these to 
pass unnoticed or unrebaked. Previously to this 
pretended quotation front the aet of Congress and 
the ordinance, the Senator from Tennessee uses 
this language: 

“New States may be admitted into this Union, not upon 
an equality, atal; but, new States may be admitted into 
this Union. It being an express grant to admit, the exer- 
cise of a power, 1 say the Federal Govermnent can exer- 
cise incidents that are necessary and proper to carry the 
admission of States into existence upon such a basis as 


Then, here is the clear, undisguised doctrine of 
the Black Republican party, that the right toadmit 
new States into the Union gives to this Federal 
Government the discretion of saying what State 
shall be admitted and what shall not, and impos- 
ing any terms upon the inhabitants of a Territory 
when they come to form their State constitution. 
‘The Constitution of the United States declares 
that Congress may admit new States into the 
Unien, republican in their form of government. 
That is the only qualification; and we of the 
South and the Democracy of the North have, from 
time beyond which the memory of man runneth 
not to the contrary, advocated the clear constitu- 
tional doctrine that the only question which could 
be asked by this Federal Government was, is the 
constitution republican? Is it slaveholding or 
non-slaveholding, is not the question. But the 
Senator from Tennessee (who, 1 am sorry to 
see, has left, for there is much more that] wanted 
him to hear) has now planted himself upon the 
Black Republican platform, and asserts that the 
Federal Government has the right to dictate the 
terms, and, in allowing inhabitants ofa Territory 
to become a State, to dictate to that people what 
sort of government they are to live under. Al- 
though the platform upon which our candidates: 
ran at the last clection declares the equality of the 
States as a cardinal doctrine of our creed, he de- 
nies the equality of the States, and asserts that it 
is not contained in the Constitution. 

There is onc matter, and one other, possibly 
the only one, that I shall allude to; and I regret 
to do it in the absence of that Senator; but I can- 
not postpone my remarks to another day. Heis 
now here. There is another doctrine that I shall 
now discuss, end it is the monstrous perversion 
that has been made of the political doctrines of a 
distinguished man whose name is dear to every 
one who calls himself a Democrat. Differing 
with his party, and differing with himself one 


| only time during his long political career, the eye 


of demagogism and of treason has been stead- 
fastly cast on the only spot on that bright lumi- 
nary, and has been closed to the rays of light 
which emanate fromit. Tallude to Andrew Jack- 
son. He has been held up as an exemplar to us 
by the Black Republican party, He has been 
held up as an exemplar by the Tennessee Senator. 
Nationalism has been charged upon him; and it 


| js to remove that stain from his character that E 


propose to speak. : 
General Jackson, a soldier during the Revolu- 
tion, 2 man.who upon the soil of South Carolina 


| shed his blood in defense of the rights of the 


States and of the right of the people to self-gov- 
rp aks 
ernment, removed at an early day to Tennessee. 
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Fe was sent from that State to the American 
Congress as soon as she was admitted into the 
Union, and was a member of Congress at the 
termination of the second term of General Wash- 
ington, when an address was made to the Presi- 
dent, a portion of which I shall read. Mr. Presi- 
dent, it is well to go back. It is sometimes well 
to open the volume of history, and see what it is 
that our ancestors have done. Weems wrote a 
life. of Washington. I have often thought it a 
great pity that any other was written. He was 
the Father of his Country; he wasa great man; he 
was a good man; but there was a powerful party 
that differed with him as to the character of this 
Government, and the proper mode of administer- 
ing it. Asto the mere abstract authority of Gov- 
ernment, this powerful party differed with him. 
John Adams succeeded him, and in carrying out 
the policy of Alexander Hamilton, which had 
been adopted by Washington, he was crushed. 
It is known to every man atall familiar with our 
history that the difference which grew up in the 
Cabinet between Mr. Jefferson on the one side, 
and Alexander Hamilton on the other, caused 
Mr. Jefferson to withdraw from the government. 
When his second term had expired, the Congress 
of the United States presented an address to Gen- 
eral Washington. It is very lengthy, and I shall 
read but a sentence or two: 

“And while we entertain a grateful conviction that your 
wise, firm, and patriotic administration has been signally 
-conducive to the success of the present form of govern- 
ment, we cannot forbear to express the deep sensations of 
regret with which we contemplate your intended retire- 
ment from office. 

+ As no other suitable occasion may occur, we cannot 
suffer the present to pass, without attempting to disclose 


some of the emotions which it cannot fail to awaken,’? 
* aie - * K ® * * * * 


< May you long enjoy that liberty which is so dear to you, 
and to which your name will ever be so dear! May your 
own virtues and a nation’s prayers obtain the happiest sun- 
shine for the decline of your days, and the choicest of future 
blessings! For our country’s sake, for the sake of repub- 
Jican liberty, it is onr earnest wish that your example may 
be the guide of your successors; and thus, after being the 
ornament and safeguard of the present age, become the 
patrimony of ourdescendants.”’— House Journal, Third and 
Fourth Congress, 1793-97, p. 619. 

Mark the words, sir: ‘it is our earnest wish 
that your example may be the guide of your suc- 
cessors.’? This was voted for by sixty-seven 
members, Twelve voted against it. Against this 
address to General Washington, indorsing the 
policy and politics of his Administration and trust- 
ing his example would be followed by his suc- 
eessors, are to be found the names of Nathaniel 
Macon, of North Carolina; of William B: Giles, 
of Virginia; and of Andrew Jackson, of Tennes- 
sec, A Republican at that time, he could not vote 
an indorsement of the policy and politics of the 
administration of the Father of his Country, be- 
cause that policy had not been of the Republican 
school. 

‘What was the policy of the Republican school? 
The year after that, Mr. Jefferson became its 
great exponent. Tt is contained in the platform 
upon which the Senator from Tennessee professes 
to stand. It is contained in the Kentucky and 
Virginia resolutions, asserting the sovereignty of 
the States, and their right to judge, at all times, 
for themselves as to the infractions, and of the 
mode and measure of redress. The third Virginia 
resolution, which is nowa partof the platform of 
the Democratic party, adopted in 1852 at Balti- 
more, indorsed in 1856 at Cincinnati—the platform 
upon which the present incumbent was elected, 
the platform upon which the Senator from Ten- 
nessee professes to stand—that resolution is in 
these words: 

“That this Assembly doth explicitly and peremptorily 
declare that it views the powers of the Federal Government 
as resulting from the compact to which the States are par- 
ties, as limited by the plain sense and intention of the in- 
strument constituting that compact, as no further valid than 
they are authorized by the grants enumerated in that com- 
pact; and that, in case of a deliberate, palpable, and dan- 
gerous exercise of other powers, not granted by the said 
compact, the States?— 

Not the people of the United States, nor the 

people of America, but the States as sovereign 
parties to the compact— 
“who are parties thereto, have the right, and are in duty 
bound, to interpose, for arresting the progress of the evil, 
and for maintaining within their respective limits the au- 
thorities, rights, and liberties appertaining to them.” 

That was the republicanism of that day. It was 
the republicanism of the Republican party. It 
was the republicanism of Jefferson, of Jackson, 


of Macon, of Giles, and of the great men who 
rescued thé States at that time from destruction 
by a misconstruction of the Federal compact. 
The first Kentucky resolution is in these words: 

“ Resolved, That the several States composing the Uni- 
ted States of America are not united on the principie of 
unlimited submission to their General Government; but 
that by compact, under the style and tiuc of a Constitu- 
tion for the United States, and of amendments thereto, they 
constituted a General Governament for special purposes, 
delegated to that Government certain definite powers, re- 
serving, each State to itself, the residuary mass of right to 
their own self-government?’ — 

To their own self-government was the residuary 
mass. reserved—a right which is denied by the 
Senator from Tennessee; denied by the Republi- 
can party; denied by nationalism, from the or- 
ganization of the Government to the present time, 
under whatever name it may have made its ap- 
pearance— ; 


tt and that whensoever the General Government assumes 
undelegated powers, its acts are unauthoritative, void, and 
of no force; that to this compact each State acceded as a 
State, and is an integral party.’? 

That isthe doctrine that the Tennessee Sena- 
tor has avowed in his pretended support of the 
Democratic party: 

“That this Government, created by this compact, was not 
made the exclusive or final judge of the extent ofthe powers 
delegated to itself, since that would have made its discre- 
tion, and not the Constitution, the measure of its powers ; 
but that, as in all other cases of compact among parties hav- 
ing no common judge, cach party has an egual right to judge 
for itself, as well of infractions as of the mode and measure 
of redress.” 

The Senator, in his celebrated 19th of Decem- 
ber, 1860, speecir, to which he has alluded, thought 
that he had discovered the true intent and mean- 
ing of the Democratic platform. He referred to 
the Virginia resolutions, and said that it said 
“ States,” and that meant all the States; and, 
therefore, when all the States declared that the 
compact was violated, of course that declaration 
would be final and binding against the Federal 
Government. But, without stopping to criticise 
acomment of that sort, I ask him if he finds 
‘States’ here? This is also a part of the plat- 
form that he professes to stand upon: 

“ But that, as in all other cases of compact among par- 
ties having no common judge, each party has an equal 
right to judge tor itself, as well of infractions as of the mode 
and measure of redress,’? s 

The word nullification ’? seems to have ex- 
cited his ire. He does not draw the distinction 
between nullification and secession. Those who 
have read the Constitution, and understand it, 
know that there isa difference between the two 
remedies: nullification applying to the act of the 
agent, the Federal Government; and secession to 
the parties, the States, by separating from them 
when cither they or their agent have violated the 
compact. But I shall not go into any discussion 
of the question. I merely wanted to draw the 
attention of the Senator, if he will listen, to the 
origin of this word nullification. In the Ken- 
tucky resolutions of 1799, which were adopted 
by the Legislature of Kentucky for the purpose 


in the resolutions of 1798, 1 find the following 
paragraph: 

“That the principle and construction contended for by 
sundry of the State Legislatures,” — 

The same principle contended for by the Sen- 

ator from ‘Tennessee— 
“that the General Government is the exclusive judge of 
the extent of the powers delegated to it, stops nothing short 
of despotisin, since the discretion of those who administer 
the Governnient, and not the Constitution, would be the 
measure of their powers; that the several States who 
formed that instrument, being sovereign and independent, 
have the unquestionable right to judge of the infraction ; 
and that a nullification by those sovereignties of all un- 
thorized acts done under color of that instrument is the 
rightful remedy.” 

That was the doctrine in Kentucky in 1799, 
going-a stone’s throw beyond the right of seces- 
sion, and asserting that a State may remain in the 
Union, and in the Union may deny the right to 
the Federal Government of enforcing any law 
which she in her sovereign capacity has declared 
unconstitutional and unwarranted by the com- 

act. Now, sir, as to the author of the doctrine 
| of nullification and secession, designated as syn- 
onymous terms by the Senator from Tennessee, 
and also designated as the prolific mother of all 
heresies and sins. The Senator from Tennessee 
read with much approbation yesterday from an 
| editorial of the Richmond Enquirer, as containing 


of explaining and making explicit their meaning - 


the true doctrine. It is the first time in my life 
that I have ever known any one on the floor of 
the Senate or elsewhere to take the editorial ofa 
newspaper published nearly half a century ago, 
and bring it.as a test of political orthodoxy or as 
a proper exposition of the doctrines of the party 
to which he belongs or professes to belong, or as 
any authority in settling disputed constitutional 
points; and yet the Senator rosé here with an air 
of triumph, and, somebody or other having fur- 
nished him with an old copy of the Richmond 
Enquirer, he read it as orthodox. Would to God 
that he had the former numbers of that paper and 
would peruse them. The denunciations of the 
Hartford convention were one thing; strong lan- 
guage, written under a moment of excitement, in 
reference to the treasonable purposes of those men, 
was one thing; their deliberate enunciation of they 
constitutional doctrine is quite another. During 
the war with Great Britain—a war brought on in 
defense of New England commerce and New Eng- 
land seamen, denying the right of search and pro- 
tecting that section from the aggressions of the 
British Government—they treacherously and per- 
fidiously assembled at Hartford, and, it is said, 
proposed, or were prepared to propose, terms of 
alliance with the British Government, while we 
were at war with them. While 1 do not deny the 
right of any State at any time to secede from the 
Union, to revoke the ratification of the treaty 
which binds her to the other States; while I say 
it is a clear legal right under the law of nations, 
resulting from the compact, a clear constitutional 
right resulting from the character of the ratifica- 
tions of at least three of the States of this Union; 
while I do not deny that any State may, at any 
time and under any circumstances, with or with- 
out cause, withdraw from the Union, I do say 
that if, when this Government is engaged in war, 
any one of the States withdraws from the Union, 
and affiliates and enters into an alliance with a 
nation with which we are at war, she must share 
the destiny of her allies. And so the Senator from 
Tennessee will find as to himself. When a war 
of sections is going on,and when we are striking 
for the right, when he secedes from the people 
whom he misrepresents, and enters into an alli- 
ance with Black Republicanism, he will find that 
it is a casus belli at home. 

But, sir, while it would be a cause of war, it 
would be nothing else. You might coerce the 
Government; you might declare war against the 
State; you might plow her land with artillery, 
and trample it with cavalry; you might put the 
torch to the house of every private individual; 
you might sack their cities; you might destroy 
thcir property; you might blot the inhabitants 
from the soil of the State; but you would have to 
call it war, for war it would be. You could not 
tyrannically and hypocritically talk of enforcing 
the laws. When the sovereign power of a State 
that ratifies the Constitution, solemnly, in the 
same manner in which the ratification was made, 
revokes that ratification, as its citizens were bound 
by its act of ratification, and became subject to 
the Constitution and treaties and the laws made 
inaccordance with the Constitution, whether they 
assented to it or not, so when that ratification 1s 
revoked, the treaty ceases to be binding between 
that State and the other States, and the citizens 
are released from all obligation to obey the laws; 
that State is a foreign nation. That isthe whole 
law upon the subject, It is the common sense 
upon the subject. You must take one horn or 
the other of the dilemma. Talk of not coercing 
a State, but of enforcing the laws! Take South 
Carolina, for instance. There they have a gov- 
ernment. There is no other government de facto in 
that State. There is no other authority there that 
deals with life, or liberty, or property. There is 
no other power within the limit of that State that 
passes a law that is regarded by anybody, or 
which anybody dares to observe or obey. 

Weare told by the Senator from Tennessee that 
he is only in favor of enforcing the laws, but is 
not for coercing the State I say that that propo- 
sition is not only absurd, but it is cruel. If the 
people of South Carolina have not the right of 
self-government; if they have not the right to es- 
tablish such a government as they see fit to live 
under; if such a government is established there 
iHegally and wrongfully and unconstitutionally, 
and this Government intends to enforce its laws 
in derogation of their rights, and in contempt of 
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their fields, to subvert that wrongful, that revolu- 
tionary, thatillegal government, When they have 
removed the coercion; when they have crushed 
out that revolutionary power which is coercing 
the people, whether they will or not, to obey its 
behests; when they have done that, and leftevery 
individual in South Carolina to obey the laws of 
this Government or not, as he sees fit, then they 
may punish him, if he disobeys. But I say it is 
a monstrous cruelty to allow a government that 
you call wrongful, and revolutionary and illegal, 
which government is now dealing as it pleases 
with the lives, with the liberties, with the prop- 
erty of every man, woman, and child within the 
limits of that State—to leave that government in 
full power; and then say, if the individuals there 
that are under that power do not obey your laws, 
you will hang, draw, and quarter them, Remove 
the coercion; give them@he right of volition; and 
when you have done that, then you may, with 
propriety and without cruelty, attempt to enforce 
your laws; but to say that you will not use co- 
ercion against a State—that you will leave this 
government there in full power to confiscate every 
man’s property, deprive him of his liberty, put 
him into the pillory or the penitentiary, or exe- 
cute him under the gibbet, if he docs not obey 
that form of government—to leave that govern- 
ment in full force to deal thus with every man in 
the State; and yet say you will confiscate, you 
will deprive of liberty, you will deprive of life 

` every individual who docs notobey your laws, is, 
as I said before, a monstrous cruelty and an out- 
rage, Call things by theirright names. Say you 
are going to coerce, if you intend to doit; say that 
you are going to stop that government; say that 
you are going to establish another government 
there, and do it in the only way you can—by 
force of arms. 

Let the Senator from Tennessee go and follow 
the bloody banner if he desires it. But he tells 
us he is a man of peace; he never had any inten- 
tion to invade South Carolina. I never believed 
he had. Le alluded to Æsop’s fables yesterday. 
There is another fable of Æsop’s that he possibly 
has read. The was a certain man who, after the 
fighting was over, was taken prisoner. He asked 
to be treated with mercy. He said he had done 
nothing. They asked him what he was doing 
there? 
was a trumpeter; and they took him out and ex- 
ecuted him. He had created all the confusion; 
he had been egging others on; but had taken no 
part in it himself. Thus the Senator from Ten- 
nessce is egging on the Black Republicans, declar- 
ing that the people of Tennessee will submit to 
the iron rule of despotism; urging and advising 
that the cotton States shall be crushed, that blood 
shall flow, that our fields shall be enriched with 
human flesh and whitened with human bones. 
That is what he advises; and yet he isa peace 
man! 

At is very easy for bystanders to make obser- 
vations. It is very easy to get up here in the Sen- 
ate and talk about enforcing the laws. Jt is quite 
a different thing to undertake the enforcement 
yourself; a work that I apprehend the Senator 
from Tennessee speaks truly when he says he will 
never undertake. 

He alluded to Shakspeare yesterday. There 
was another paragraph orscene that he might well 
have quoted, had he been disposed. F recollect 


that the gallant Hotspur, speaking to his king as | 


to the delivery of his prisoners, said he “ an- 


swered indifferently, he knew not what, for he + 


was mad to sce a popinjay discourse 


+ Of guns drums, and wounds (God save the mark !)?? 
* + * * * * fe * 


„and 
K k ® 


* 
« And thatit was great pity, so it was, 
That villainous pe snonid be digg*d 
Out of the bowels of the harmless earth, 
Which many a good ‘fav fellow had destroy’d 
So cowardly; and, but for these vile guns, 
Ye would himself have been a soldier.” 


I have been led into a digression, sir. I was 


50 


| L was attempting to remove the slander which 


IT was 
of what were 
tical opinions. 


March, 1832, says: 


U NULLIFICATION—AN ERROR Correctep.—We have 
come before the public to correct an error into which we 
have betrayed them. Some of the politicians of South Car- 
olina had maintained the opinion that Mr. Jefferson was 
not only the friend, but the father, of the doctrine of nulli- 
fication; and their principal argument was, that he was the 
author of the Kentucky resolutions of 1799, as well as those 
of 1798; and that in those of 1799 is te be found the mem- 
orable passage, that “the several States,’ &c. 

« We had a great curiosity to ascertain the truth of this 
opinion.” * i i bof « We have now to state 
our conviction that we were wrong, and the South Caro- 
tinians right, as to Mr. Jefterson’s opinions. A spall man- 
uscript book has been found among bis papers, which, with 
other articles, contains two copies in his own handwriting, 
that appear to have been the originals of the Kentucky res- 
olutions.’? 


Now, if the Senator wishes to denounce scces- 
sion and nullification eo nomine, let him go back 
and denounce Jefferson; let him denounce Jack- 
son, if he dare, and go back and look that T'en- 


| on the frontiers”? had been complied.with, and if 


nessce Democracy in the face, and see whether 
they will content themselves with riddling his 
effigy. General Jackson approved of the doctrine 
of nullification in 1798. Was hea Republican in 
those days? Letus see. | willread the record. 
Dr. William Dickson, September 1, 1801, was a 
candidate for Congress, in the district, in which 
General Jackson lived. I have gone into detail 
to show what was the doctrine of the Republican 
party. The Kentucky resolutions of 1798 and 
1799, were the doctrines of the Republican party, 
and the Virginia resolutions of 1798 and the Vir- 
ginia report of 1799, were also the doctrines of that 
party. Mr. Jefferson was its great head. Upon 
those doctrines he had been voted for. As the 
exponent and the author of those doctrines, he 
had been elected. On the Ist day of September, 
of 1801, Dr. Dickson was the candidate for Con- 
gress in Tennessee. General Andrew Jackson 
says to him that he believes that any citizen who 
does obtain the suffrages of the freemen of Ten- 
nessee, * must be a Republican, and in politics, 
like Casar’s wife, not only chaste, but unsus- 
pected ;”’ and therefore he propounds these inter- 
rogatories to this candidate: 

“Have you always been an admirer of State author- 


| ities?” 
He said he had been blowing a horn; he jj 


Not of the Union, but of the State authorities: 


* Are you now, and have you always been, an admirer 
of the Constitution of the United States, friendly to its ad- 


ministration, agrecable to the true literal meaning of the į 


instrument, and banishing the dangerous doctrine of impli- 
cation? 

“Have you always been, and are you now, opposed to 
standing armies in time of peace ?” 

Or would you like to codperate with Mr. Joseph | 
Holt and the commander-in-chief, the licutenant 
general, in collecting standing armies and plant- 
ing frowning battertes upon the Capitol of the 
country? 

«And, lastly, are you a real Republican in principle, and 
will you be a Republican in practice ?”” 

These were the searching questions which An- 
drew Jackson, on the Ist day of September, 1801, 
propounded toacandidate who offered his services 
to the Democracy of ‘Tennessee, and an explicit | 
answer to which he demanded. I have shown 
that General Jackson voted against an address į 
approving of Geveral Washington’s administra- | 
tion, and hoping that Gencral Washington’s ex- | 
ample would be followed by his successors. I| 

t 
i 


| have shown that, in a few years afterwards, in | 


1801, he objected to Mr. Dickson, because he 
doubted whether he was a Republican. I have 
shown what the Republican doctrine was; thatit 
was not only secession, but nullification. I go | 
on In 1831 General Jackson entertained the samo 
views, potas explicitly expressed; but those who | 
willlisten to me willsce. TheSenate of the United | 
States had inquired for information as to whether | 


the provisions of the act ‘to regulate the in 
course with the Indian tribes and to preserve peace i 


ter- {i 


they had not, asking the reasons for the non-com- 
pliance; and to this, President Jackson answered: 

“The Indians, thus situated, cannot be regarded in avy 
other light thai as members of a foreign Government; or 
that of a State within whose chartered limits they reside. 
If in the former, the ordinary legislation in relation to them 
is not warranted by the Constitution, which was established 
for the benefit of our own, not of a foreign people. . If in 
the latter, then, like other citizens or people resident within 
the limits of the States, they are subject to their jurisdic- 
tion and control. To maintain a contrary dpctrine, and to 
require the Exeentive to maintain it by the employment of 
military force, would be to place in his hands a power to 
make war upon the rights of the States and the libertics of 
the country—a power which should be placed in the hands 
of no individual.?? 

Pretty good, strong. Republican, State-rights 
doctrine, such as was adopted and endorsed: at 
Baltimore, in 1852, and at Cincinnati, in 1856, 
such as the Senator from Tennessee has been 

rofessing to live up to from that day to this. It 
is well known to the Senate, if not to the Senator, 
thatin 1830a great debate sprung up on some reso- 
lutions introduced by Mr. Foot, of Connecticut, 
and which is alluded to generally as the debate 
upon Foot’s resolutions. He who has been called 
‘the God-like,’? and by some “the great ex- 
pounder of the Constitution,” Daniel Webster, 
on that occasion advocated the doctrines which 
the Tennessee Senator now advocates; and Rob- 
ert Y. Hayne, of South Carolina, advocated the 
doctrines of Kentucky and Virginia. It.is use- 
less to read from his speech, because it is known 
to every one what his views were. He advocated 
to the extremest point the right of State sover- 
eignty and State interposition. Subsequently to 
that time there was a dispute—it was after the 
issue of the proclamation—as to what General 
Jackson’s real views were. Mr. Daniel, of Ken- 
tucky, in the House of Representatives rose and 
stated that General Jackson had indorsed, but two 
years before, the principles announced by Robert 
Y. Hayne, of South Carolina, in that speech of 
his which contained the doctrine of secession 
and nullification. Mr. Bell, of Tennessee, who at 
that carly day had turned Nationalist, seemed to 
doubtit. I will read what was said. Mr. Daniel 
declared: 

The doctrines advocated by Mr. Hayne, as well as the 
mode in which they were advocated, had at that time met 
with the approbation of the President, as expressed in di- 
rect terms in a letter from him to Mr. Hayne. The terms 
employed were as strong as language could afford. They 
were to the effect that the speech contained an exposition 
of the true principles of republicanism ??— 

“ Republicanism’? was a word that Old Fick- 
ory was very fond of— 


| “and that it should be bound up and placed in his library 
| along with the works of Thomas Jefferson. 


“Mr. BELL, of Tennessee, here rose in his place and in- 
quired of Mr. Danrex whether he hada personal knowledge 
of the Pregident’s approval of those principles, and of his 
commendation of Mr. Hayne’s speech. 

“ Before Mr. Daxter could reply, 

“Mr, Carson, of North Carolina, rose with much ear- 
nesiness, and said: ‘Y, from my-personal knowledge, can 
declare that such is thefact. The President expressed. his 
approbation of that speech to mein person.’ 

“Myr. BeLL and Mr. Carson having resumed their seats, 

“Mr, Danzer proceeded, and said what he knew of the 
President’s opinions on this subject was from documents 
emanating from the President’s own pen 5 from the various 
statements of gentlemen whose veracity could not be im- 
peached, independent of a host of corroborating cirenm- 
stances.’ Congressional Debates, vol. 9, part 2, p. 1886. 


Then, in 1830, General Jackson still advocated 
the doctrine of the Republican party of 1798 and 
1799; and how did his friends stand on that occa- 
sion? {suppose no one will doubt that Thomas 
H. Benton was at that timea pretty fair exponent 
of Jackson’s views. In the debate on Foot’s res- 
olutions, Mr. Benton said: 


“I resume my speech [said Mr, B.] at the point at which 
it was suspended when I gave way to the natural and Jaud- 


i able impatience of the Senator from South Carolina, who. 


sits on the right, [Mr. Hayne,} to vindicate himself, his 
State, and the South, from what appeared to me to bea 
most gratuitous aggression, Well and nobly has he done 
it, Muchas he had done before, to establish his reputation 
asan orator, a statesman, a patriot, and a gallant son of the 
South, the efforts of these days eclipse and surpass the 
whole. They willbe an era imhissenatorial career which 
his friends and his country wil mark -and remember, and 
look back upon with pride and exuitation.”— Congressional 
Debates, vol. 6, part 1, p. 102. 
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The attack alluded to was the attack of Web- 
ster... Mr. Hayne rose. to reply to it, and Benton 
gave way;and afterwards, in the language Ihave 
just, read, indorsed what Robert Y. Hayne said 
then in-the defense of the doctrine of secession 
and-nullification. In 1830, Felix Grundy was a 
Senator from, Tennessee, the intimate friend of 
Jackson, his exponent, and, I would say, if it | 
were not that it might convey an idea that was 
fot complimentary to him; thathe was the mouth- 
piecé of Jackson. No Tennesseean doubts that, 
what Felix Grundy then said, Andtéw Jackson 
then. approved. -In 1830, on Foot’s resolutions, 
in reply to Mr. Webster, and in support of Mr. 
Hayje, Mr: Grundy used this language: 
What, then, is to be done if Congress pass an act be- 
yond the mits of its ‘constitutional powers, and it is found 
to operate: oypressively—say upon Virginia? Ename this 
old, leading, Champion Stato, for the purpose of ilustrat- 
lng my ‘afgument more clearly. Shall Virginia submit? 
No. She is oppressed—unconstitutionally oppressed. ‘Phe 
General Government ‘has declared, in all its departinents, 
that theact is binding. ‘Che Legislature of Virginia is of 
a different opinion. Flas she no right to say to the General 
Government, “ We did not give up this power which you 
have exercised?” May she not say, “lt ts an authority 
you have usurped ??? Such language has been held—it was 
done by Virginia and Kentucky, by their resolutions of 
1793 and £7993 ‘and it produced the desired effect. Those 
whodiad exercised unconstitutional powers were put down, 
aud the administration of Mr. Jetlerson succeeded. This 
was an appeal to the intelligence and patriotism of the 
uation, to correct the evil through the medium of the elect- 
ive franchise. lt prevailed, and will always prevail, un- 
fess an:interest exist in the majority at variance with the 
interest of the minority. When that is the case, it may 
happen that a sense of justice will be too weak to produce 
à repeal of the unconstitutional measure. What then? 
Shall Virginia throw herself out of the Union? No, One 
set of agents employed to.act in the Federal Government 
have asserted their authority and jurisdiction over certain 
subjects, and they insist on the right. to do so. Another, 
acting in the States, insist that the agents of the General 
Government have transcended their authority, ingratted 
on the Constitution provisions not originally contained in 
it, and are exercising the reserved powers of the State. Tt 
becomes a mere dispute among agents ; the employers, the | 
masters, the real sovereigns, have not decided it. In this 
state of things, shall Virginia submit to be despoiled of her 
sovereignty? Sir, she will not, by tame submission, sur- 
render her high political character and prominence ; rather 
than do this, her Madisons and Monroes woald torget their 
years, and mingle again in political strife ; her Giles would 
lay aside the crutches of decrepitude 5 and the gentleman | 
from Muine (Mr. Holmes] would again hear the keen, cut- 
ting voice of the Roanoke orator, dividing and separating | 
even unto the joints and marrow, 

“TFS am tounderstand any Senator as saying that a State 
Legislature ean nullify and make void an.act of Congress 
£0 Har as to prevent its operation within her limits, } dis- 
gent from him. ‘The Federal Constitution was not received 
or adopted by the Legislatures of the States; the members} 
are not elected for such high purposes. The ambition ofa 
few aspiring men might mistead the Legislature when 
celled upon to act suddenly and unexpectedly. Let the 
injured and oppressed State, then, assume its highest politi- 
gal attitude—a convention in the State, for the purpose of 
deciding whether. the great fundamental law which unites 
nnd binds the States together, has been violated, by Con- 
gress having exercised powers reserved to the States, and 
not delegated tothe General Goverument, Ifa false clamor 
bas been raised, this measure will putit down, In every 
Mate there isa division amoug politicians, and the minor- 
ity ig only waiting for an apportanity to put the majority 
in the wrong. The people, being called upon to act in this 
solemn manner, Will pat the whole inteligence of the con- | 
munity into action, Whe aged, the wise, the experienced, 
well-tried friends of the country will be called into the pub- 
lie serviee. Such men will not lightly pronoance an act of 
Congress unconstitutional and void, But, should they upon | 
full consideration so declare, how will the question then 
stand? Ifthe State possesses the power to act, as I have 
shown, the necessary consequence is that the act of Con- | 
gress must cease to operate in the State, and Congress 

must acquiesce, by abandoning the power, or obtain an 
ss grant from the great source from which all the 
powers are drawn, ‘The General Government would have į 
no right to use force. Tt would be a glaring absurdity 
suppose that the State had the right to judge of the eonsti- 
tutionatity of av act of the General Government, and at the 
same tine to say that Cougress had the ri to enforce a 
submission to the aci. This would involve a palpable con- 
tradiction.°— Congressional Debates, vol. 6, part l, p. 213. | 

it will be scen from that, that Felix Grundy 
advocated then, to the fullest extent, the doctrine of 
nullification, odious as it now is to the Senator | 
from-Tennéssee. Tie was then the Senator from 
that State. The Senator from Tennessce who is 
now here said in terms of compliment and kind- 
ness to the Virginia Senators yesterday, that he 
preferred referring to. the opinions of the grea 
men of Virgiiia of the olden time. I will not | 
return the compliment by drawing a contrast be- 
tween Grundy, the great Senator from Tennessee, |} 

: hn n 
and himself. These were the doctrines that the || 
Tennessee Senatorin 1830 entertained. The world 
i 
knows what the Senator who at present repre- i 
sents that State advocates. 
Now, sir, with this testimony as. to General | 


Jackson’s views of the organization of our Gov- i! 


ernment, and its powers and the rights of the 
States, leaving out. the proclamation entirely, I 
come down to the last year of his administration. 
He issued a farewell address; and in that docu- 
ment, upon which he based his reputation with 
posterity, he used this language: 

« But the Constitution cannot be maintained, nor the 
Union preserved, in opposition to public feeling, by the 
mere exertion of the coercive powers confided to the Gen- 
eral Government. The foundations must be laid in the 
affections of the people; in the security it gives tolife, lib- 
erty, character, and property, in every quarter of the coun- 
try, and in the fraternal attachments which the citizens vf 
the several States bear to one another as members of one 
political family, mutually contributing to promote the hap- 
piness of each other. Hence, the citizens of every State 
should studiously avoid everything calculated to wound the 
sensibility or offend the just pride of the people of other 
States ; and they should frown upon any proceedings within 
their own borders likely to disturb the tranquillity of their 
political brethren in other portions ‘of the Union. Ina 
country so extensive as the United States, and with pur- 
suits so varied, the internal regulations of the several States 
must frequently differ from one another in important par- 
ticulars; and this difference is unavoidably increased by 
the varying principles upon which the American colonies 
were originally planted—principles which had taken deep 
root in their social relations before the Revolution, and 
therefore, of necessity, influencing their policy since they 
became free and independent States. But each State has 
the unquestionable right to regulate its own internal con- 
cerns according to its own pleasure; and while itdocs not in- 
terfere with the rights of the people of other States, or the | 
rights of the Union, every State must be the sole judge of 
the measures proper to sccure the safety of its citizens, and 
promote their happiness; and all efforts on the part of the 
people of other States to cast odium upon their institutions, 
and all measures calculated to disturb their rights of prop- 
erty, or to put in jeopardy their peace and internal tran- 
quillity, are in direct opposition to the spirit in which the 
Union was formed, and must endanger its safety”? 

He says further: 

« Wrom the extent of our country, its diversified interests, 
different pursuits, and different habits, it is too obvious for 
argument that a single consolidated Government would be 
wholly inadequate to wateh over and protect its interests 5 
and every friend of our free institutions should be always 
prepared to maintain, unimpaired and in full vigor, the 
rights and sovereignty of the States, and to confine the ac 
tion of the General Government strictly to the sphere of its 
appropriate duties.” 

This is the last exposition that we have of Gen- 
eral Jackson’s views. Beginning in the year 1797, 
and from that time continuously, until the year in 
which he passed from public life, we have an un- 
broken chain of evidence that he was a Republi- 
can according to the doctrines set forth in the 
Kentucky resolutions, saving and excepting one 
single document that he ever signed, and that was 
the proclamation. Yet this single isolated paper is 
now seized updn by Black Republicanism, and 
by the Senator from Tennessee; and every doc- 
ument, every speech, every letter in his life is 
ignored, and the name of Jackson is here held up j 
in order to give respectability to the doctrines of 
parties who are for trampling the Constitution of 
the country under foot, and denying to the peo- 
ple of these sovereign States the right of self-gov- 
ernment. 1 pledged myself to rescue the name of 
that great man from the slanders which have been 
uttered againstit,and Lhave redeemed that pledge. 

Mr. President, a great deal of use has been made 
of the name of Mr. Madison. He has been quoted 
by the ‘Tennessee Senator. He has been quoted 
as authority for this being a consolidated Govern- 
ment. Let me read what he said in the thirty- 
ninth number of the Federalist a paper which was 
written in order to make the Constitution accept- 
able to the people of the different States; and it is 
well that the authority of that paper, or book, as 
it now is, should be well understood. When the 
convention drafted the Constitution, and submit- į 
ted it to the different States for their ratification, 
it was not acceptable to a very large number of | 
the people of the United States. ‘There was the 


immortal Henry, who opposed the ratification by |} 
| Virginia to the bitter end, 


Some of the wisest, 
some of the most patriotic, some of the purest 
men in the different States opposed it, because 
they suspected—to use the language of John Ran- 
dolph, of Roanoke—that there was ‘* poison under 
its wing;”’ that, by constraction, powers would be 
assumed by the Federal Government which had 
never been intended to be delegated. Under these 
circumstances, three distinguished men wrote a 
series of articles anonymously—Mr. Jay, Mr. 
Hamilton,and Mr. Madison. These newspaper 
articles were circulated through the country. Any 
one who will take up the Federalist, and read it 
from beginning to end, will see that they were 
adapted to their particular localities. Wherever 
there was opposition to the Constitution on a par- 


ticular subject, there the issue wasmade, and that 
matter was discussed; and there being a State- 
rights feeling throughout. the entire country, the 
federative character was held up prominently to 
view, and the idea of there being nationalism in 
the Constitution was denounced everywhere, Mr. 
Madison wrote, in the thirty-ninth number of the 
Federalist, these words: 

c On examining the first relation, it appears, on one hand, 
that the Constitution is to be founded on the assent and 
ratification of the people of Ameriea, given by deputies 
elected for the special purpose; but on the other, that this 
assent and ratification is to be given by the people, not as 
individuals composing one entire nation, but as composing 
the distinct and independent States to which they respect- 
ively belong”? 

And, because I have said that, my face has been 
laughed in here time and again; because F have 
said that there was no such nation as the people 
of America; that there were no such people as the 
people of America; that there were no citizens of 
any such single political community; that a man 
could not be a citizen of the United States, for the 
simple reason that it is impossible for one to be a 
citizen of a country that has no existence. The 
conclusion is perfectly satisfactory to me, however 
absurd it may scem to others, that as there is no 
such political community as the people of the Uni- 
ted States, it is impossible that there can be any . 
citizen of the United States; but they are citizens 
of the several States. Tis is the language of Mr. 
Madison, when he was writing this article to make 
it acceptable to the people of Virginia: 

<fhis assentand ratification is to be given by the people, 
not as individuals composing one entire nation, but as com- 
posing the distinct and independent States to which they 
respectively belong. It is to be the assent and ratification 
of the several States, derived from the supreme authority 
in each State—the authority of the people themselves. 
The act, therefore, establishing the Constitution, will not 
be a national, but a Federal act. 

cat it will be a Federal and not a national act, as 
these terms are understood by the objectors, the act of the 
people, as forming so many independent States, not as 
forming one aggregate nation, is obvious from this single 
consideration, that it is to result neither from the decision 
of a majority of the people of the Union, nor from a ma- 
jority of the States. It must result from the unanimous as- 
sent of the several States that are parties to it, differing no 
otherw rom their ordinary assent than in its being ex- 
pressed, not by the legislative authority, but by that of the 
people themsulves.?? 

Such was the doctrme of Madison when he 
wrote to make this Constitution acceptable to the 
people of Virginia, But further: Mr. Madison, 
in the Virginia convention, when the Constitution 
was assailed, and it was declared that it would 
form a nation, would obliterate State lines, and 
practically abolish State governments, rose and. 
said: 

«Who are parties to it? [the Constitution.] The peo- 
ple; but not the people as composing one great body, but the 
people.as composing thirteen sovercignties. Were it, as 
the gentleman asserts, a consolidated Government, the 
assent. of a majority of the people would be sufficient (or its 
establishment; and as a majority have adopted it already, 
the remaining States would be bound by the act of the ima- 
jority, even if they unanimously reprobate it. Were itsuch 
a Government as is suggested, it would be now binding on 
the people of this State, without having had the privilege 
of deliberating upon it. But, sir, no State is bound by it, as 
it be without its own consent.”—Elliot’s Debates, vol. 3, 
p. 94. 

So muchas to the character of the Government. 
Now as to the question of secession, and the un- 
derstanding at the ratification of Virginia. Inthis 
same Virginia convention, Mr. James Madison, 
being a member, used this language as to the dis- 
tinct right of secession, I quote from Elliot’s 
Debates, vol. 3, p. 414: 

“An observation fell from a gentleman on the same side 
with myself, which deserves to be atteuded to. IE we be 
dissatisficd with the national Government, if we should 
choose to renuunce it, this is an additional safegaard to 
our defense.” 

How “an additional safeguard to our defense P? 
One of the members of the convention had cx- 
pressed the idea that they could renounce it at 
any time—a gentleman on the same side as him- 
self, arguing ia favor of the ratification. Mr. 
Madison says: yes, I concur; and it is an addi- 
tional reason for our ratification, because if we 
become dissatisfied with the Constitution in its 
practical operations and bearing, we can renounce 
it when we see fit. : 

Now, Mr. President, there is one rule of con- 
struing all written instruments, that is invariable. 
Itis not the opinion of the party who draws the 
instrument, but the opinion of those who sign it, 
that governs; and if you can ascertain the under- 
standing of the States when they came to ratify 
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the Constitution, their understanding will control 
all of those provisions in which the meaning is 
Jatentor doubtful. Here, then, in Virginia, in her 
convention, when she was aboutto ratify the Con- 
stitution, we find in the debates that Mr. Madison 
not only denied that there was any such people 
as the people of the United States, but he asserted | 
unqualifiedly that there was aright of secession; 
not only a right of secession, but that that right, 
being inherent in the people, removed a question 
of anxiety, and was an additional reason why it 
should be ratified. 

The Senator went into alearned discussion yes- 
terday as to the ratification of Virginia, and com- 
mented upon the terms. I shall be very brief in 
noticing that, What was her ratification? 

“ We, the delegates of the people of Virginia, duly elect- 
ed,” &c., “do, in the name and in behalf of the people of 
Virginia, declare aud make known that the powers granted 
under the Constitution, being derived from the people of 
the United States, may be resumed by them whensoever 
the same shall be perverted to their injury or oppression.” 

Now, sir, let us look at the language; let us 
look at the cireumstances. Who were speaking? 
The people of Virginia. Who were alluded to? 
The people of Virginiaand the people of the other 
States. Why did they use the term “ United 
States ?”? Because the powers herein delegated be- 
ing derived from the people of the States united by 
this instrument, it was proper that the factshould 
be made patent. The powers of the Government 
were not derived from the people of Virginia alone, | 
The powers were derived trom the people of the 
different States, the States united. They were 
derived from all the States that came into the com- 

act, Hence the propriety of that language; and 

eing derived from the people of the different 

united States, or States united, then they go on | 
and declare that they may ve resumed “by them.” | 
By whom? By those from whom they were de- 
rived. Who were they derived from? From the 
peop of America? There was no such people. 
But from the people of the different States, par- 
ties to the compact. Why was the word “ re- 
sume” used ? Whatis the meaning of “ resume?” | 
Every man who speaks English knows the mean- 
ing of the word “resume.” Lt means “to take back | 
that which has already been given by you.” Had | 
they meant that, in the event of this Constitution 
being perverted to the injury and oppression of 
the people of the United States, as a single polit- 
ical community its powers should pass to them, 
they wou'd have said that in this event, its powers 
being derived from the people of the different 
States, may, when they are perverted, be assumed 
by the people of the whole United States as one 
nolitical community, which would itselfhave made | 
it a national Government, have obliterated State 
lines, and fused the whole into one single political | 
mass, | 

I have given the clear, legal, and only sensible | 
construction of the word. ‘The sun, gazed at 
too long, resumes the light he gave.” “ Reason 
resumed her throne, and passion fled.” * Re- 
sume” means to take back that which you gave. 
if the scholars, the men of education, the states- 
men who were in that convention in Virginia, 
had intended that when this Government became 
intolerable, the powers should be assumed by and | 
pass to the people of the United States as a polit- 
ical community, they would have used words to 
convey the idea, and they would have declared : 
these powers, being derived from the people of the 
lifferent States for the good of the whole, when 


d 
they shall be perverted to the injury and oppres- 
sion of the whole they may be assumed by the 
people of the United States as one single political 
community. Yet a quibble was made upon the 
words ‘United States,” inserted in this ratifica- 
tion, by the Senator from Tennessee, who ignored 
the facts, ignored the history, ignored everything 
execpt the one single intent which he had, and 
that was to persuade thoscto whom he may send 
his speech that this is a national Government, and 
that the people of the sovereign States have lost 
the right of self-government. But, if there was 
any doubt about this ratification of Virginia, what 
will the Senator say about New York? She de- 
claved, in her ratification: 

“That all power is originally vested in, and consequently 
derived from, the people, and that Governmentis instituted 
by them for their conmnon interest, protection, aud secu- 
rity. 

z That the enjoyment of life, liberty, and the pursuit of 
happiness, are essential rights, which every Government 
ought to respeet and preserve. : 


f 
| 
| 
| 
i 
i 
| 
i 
| 
| 
| 


i 


i 


"That the powers of Government may be reassumed.by | 
ihe people whensoever it shall become necessary to their 
happiness.” ` 

No people of the United States there, but the 

cople of New York in convention, speaking for 
peop p g 
themselves, declared that all powers being derived 


| from the people, may bereassumed by them when- 


ever it becomes necessary for their happiness. 
Then, sir, in addition to the great right which was 
secured by the seven years’ war, the right of self- 
government, set forth so explicitly in the Declara- 
tion of Independence, we have Virginia, we have 
New York, we have Rhode Island, which ratified 
in precisely the same terms as New York, declar- 
ing, when they became parties to this compact, 
that they had the right to resume or reassume the 
powers derived from them, whenever they should 
be perverted to their injury or oppression, or 
whenever that course should be necessary to their 
happiness. 
ginia [Mr. Hunrer] in declaring, as he did the 
other day, that secession was not a constitutional 
right, but a right derivable from the very nature 
of the compact itself, Isay that it is derivable 
from the nature of the compact; but it is also de- 
rivable from the Constitution; because, when par- 
ties come to sign an agreement, if any one of them 
specifies any additional stipulation, and is per- 
mitted to sign with that stipulation, it is as much 
a part of the compact as if it were written in the 
body of it; and it inures, not only to his benefit, 
but to the benefit of every individual who had 
either previously signed, or who subsequently 
signed it. 

The Senator from Tennessee yesterday said, 
that, admitting all this to be so, South Carolina 
—against which State he seems to have special 
spite—cannot claim it, because she ratified the 
Constitution before Virginia, New York, and 
Rhode Island did. Had he been a lawyer, he 
would have. known that the Constitution stood 
subject to amendment, by ratification, until the 
last party signed it; that whenever one party— 
the thirty-fourth State that came in the other day 
—came to ratify that Constitution, she was ad- 
mitted with any addititional qualification, and it 
would be a part of the compact, and inure not to 
her benefit alone, but to the benefit of all the con- 
tracting parties. So much, then, for his consti- 
tutional argument, as he has called it. 

There is one matter which I explained so fully 
on a former oceasion that I shall not take up the 
time of the Senate by going into any detailed an- 
swer. It is the stale slander that was circulated 
by the Opposition party all over the South, during 
the last canvass, that has been revamped and pro- 
duced here by the Senator from Tennessee, that 
the Democratic party, the Senators here, voted 
against the doctrine that was contained in our 
platform, and that was, that slaves were property, 


| and entitled to protection by the Federal Govern- 


ment. In the speech which the Senator from 
Tennessee made on the 19th of December, 1860, 
I interrupted him to correct it, and he refused to 
allow the correction; and I stated to him then, 
that I supposed he wished the perversion without 
the correction to go into his speech, and he should 
be entitled to the benefit. His speech was pub- 
lished without the correction. Some days snb- 
sequently, the Senator from Illinois [Mr, Doue- 
pas] made the same charge. I disputed it flatly. 
He promi 
day. I took my stand here at this very desk; 1 | 
read from the record, and 1 proved conclusively | 
the negative, that I never had voted, and no Sen- ; 
ator who belongs to the same party with myself į 
had ever voted, against that doctrine; but, on the | 
contrary, that we had voted for the doctrine in 
voting for the resolutions of the Senator from 
Mississippi, [Mr. Davis.] His fourth and fifth 
resolutions are: 

“4, Resolved, That neither Congress nor a Territorial 
Legislature, whether by direct legislation or legislation ofan 
indirect and unfriendly character, possess power to annul | 
or impair the constitutional right of any citizen of the Uni- 
ted States to take his slave property into the common Ter- 
ritories, and there hold and enjoy the same, while the 
territorial condition remains. 

“<5, Resolved, ‘Thatif experience should atany time prove 
that the judicial and executive authority do not possess 
means to insure adequate protection to constitutional rights 
in a Territory, and if the territorial government should fail 
orrefuse to provide the necessary remedies far that purpose, 
it will be the duty of Congress to supply such deficiency.” 

Could anything be more explicit than the asser- 
tion of the right to the protection of property | 


I differ-from the Senator from Vir- į 


sed to make good hisassertion the next | 


every where wherever the Federal flag floats or the 
Federal Government. has jurisdiction?. Yet that 
resolution was voted for by me; was voted for by 
the Senator from Oregon; was voted for-by every 
Senator on this side; it was even voted for by the 
| Senator from Tennessee. He rises here now,.and 
i charges us with having voted against the doctrine 
of protection to property. He says that he sup- 
| ported our candidates for the Presidency and Vice 

Presidency; that he ignored all charges of disu- 
nionism. “What was the doctrine on which these 
candidatesran? The second plank in the platform 
is in these words: 

* That it is the-duty of the Federal Government, in all 
its departments, to protect, when necessary, the rights of 
persous and property in the Territories, and wherever else 
its constitutidnal authority extends.” 

Both upon the land and upon the sea, it is the 
duty of the Federal Government to protect prop- 
erty of every species, slaves as well as other prop- 
erty. The Republican party. denied this right; 
they said that slaves were not property, and 
wherever the Federal Government had jurisdic- 
tion they had the right, and they would exercise 
the right, to confiscate that species of property, 
because man cannot own property in man. We 
asserted the converse of the proposition; we went 


into the fight with our constitutional rinciples 
brightly blazoned upon our banner. We suffered 


adefeat, but it was in a glorious cause. We were 
charged then, by the Opposition, with having done 
| precisely what the Senator from Tennessee now 

charges, thatin our vote upon the Brown resolu- 
tions we voted against these principles, I showed 
! from the record that the resolution which was in- 
‘ troduced by Mr, Brown, was offered as a sub- 
|| stitute for the resolutions which I have read, in- 
i| troduced by Mr. Davis. The vote was between 
the two resolutions. I preferred that introduced 
i| by Mr. Davis, and therefore voted for that. That 
prevailed over the other; and there never was a 
vote taken on the Brown resolution itself, and 
nobody ever voted against it. 3 

As to the resolution introduced by the Senator 
from North Carolina, [Mr. Cuiwaman,] with the 
amendment by the Senator from Mississippi, [Mr. 
Browy,] the one asserting that the necessity then 
existed, the other thatit did notexist, to legislate 
as to the protection of slave property in the Ter- 
ritories, I said, and every other Senator almost 
on the floor who voted with me said, it was a 
question of fact and not of principle. I voted 
then—so did the Senator from Oregon; so did the 
Senators from Virginia; so did my colleague— 
first against the resolution declaring that the ne- 
cessity existed, and then against the resolution, 
| as amended, declaring that it did not exist. As 
| to that fact, we voted against the resolution both 
| ways, giving, as our reason, that we did not in- 
li tend to be diverted from our line of purpose. We 
intended to incorporate a (I had almost said great, 
but I will not) principle; (I have an aversion to 
“great principle’? ever since the Kansas-Ne- 
braska bill became the subject of ae en) The 
principle on which we were voting was, that it 
was the duty of the Federal Government to pro- 
| tect property of every kind wherever it had juris- 


i 
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| diction. We voted for that; yet the Senator from 
i Tennessee rises here, and as I said, revamps that 
stale slander; refuses to allow himself to be inter- 
rupted; refuses to allow the record to be spread 
before the country in his speech; and publishes 
| the slander and sends it over the country. Still 
| he reminds us of the fact that he is not a politi- 
j cian; and he thinks tbis is fair dealing! 

| Having gone through with that, he complains 
| bitterly of the manner in whieh he has been left 
| in the lurch. He says that he defended the Dem- 
| ocratic party from the charge that they were at» 
| tempting to dissolve the Union. He says that 
| the action of that party at Charleston, and at Bal- 
| timore, or of the wing of it with which he coöp- 
i 
| 
| 
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i crated, was attributed, by its enemies, to an in- 
tention to dissolve the Union; and that he denied 
the charge. But from the manner in which. he 
states the defense which he then made, it is obvious 
that he now makes the charge that our purpose 
was to dissolve the Union. Sir, there never has 
been a more cold-blooded slander uttered than 
was uttered by the opponents of the Democratic 
party supporting Breckinridge and Lane during 
the last canvass; no more cold-blooded and delib- 
erate slander has ever been reiterated than that 
we had any desire under heaven to dissolve this 
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Union, if we could possibly avoid it. We were 
determined “neither to cheat nor to be cheated.” 
Wedetérmined to assert clear constitutionalrights; 
to go before the people of the North and the 
South advocating these rights, and to defeat the 
opposition in whatever complexion it presented 
itself, under whatever name, under whatever ban- 
nerit might fight; and we believed conscientiously 
that we could; that the truth would prevail; and 
that, in electing a man who would abide by the 
Constitution, and sustain our rights under it, we 
stiould not only save the Union, but render it worth 
saving., We were. defeated in that canvass. I 
aim not-going to say whose faultit was—certainly 
not ours. Nearly two million men over twenty- 
one years of age, in the nor-slaveholding States, 
voted that our property should not be protected; 
that our property should be confiscated wherever 
this ‘Federal Goverriment had jurisdiction. We 
were beaten. The opposite party has come into 
power. We gave notice, both North and South, 
that if Abraham Lincoln was elected this Union 
was dissolved. I never made a speech, during 
the whole of the canvass, without asserting that 
fact. I know not how the Tennessee Senator dis- 
cussed these matters, nor what he said. I know 
that in his own State, judging from the newspa- 
pers, he was regarded as a very lukewarm sup- 
porter of his own ticket. I know that he was 
reported, in a. specch at Memphis, to have at least 
countenanced, if he did notmake, the very charges 
whieh he is now making against us. I know that 
his heart and his sympathies were not with that 
party which seceded at Charleston, and which 
nominated @ ticket at Baltimore. It was too sound 
for him, Success, not principle, was the ques- 
tion with him. He would have supported any- 
body, If he did fight the good fight, and keep 
the faith; ifhe did enter that canvass earnestly and 
warmly, then his own party friends in Tennessee 
have much misrepresented him; the party press 
there have misrepresented him; his speech at 
Memphis has been misrepresented, and his whole 
course in that canvass. These are facts which 
are known to myself, as well as to everybody else 
who reads the newspapers. 

Then, I say that our purpose was not to dissolve 
the Union; but the dire necessity has been put 
upon us. The question is, whether we shall live 
longer in a Union in which a party hostile to us 
i every respect has the power in Congress, in the 
executive department, and in the electoral col- 
leges—a party who will have the power even in 
the judiciary. We think it isnot safe. Wosay 
that each State has the clear, indisputable right to 
withdraw if she sces fit; and six of the States have 
already withdrawn, and one other State is upon 
the eve of withdrawing, ifshe has notalready done 
so, How far this will spread, no man can tell. 

The Senator from ‘Tennessee, though, by way 
of making himself agreeable to his Free-Soil 
allies, and by way of keeping Tennessee from 
going with her sisters of the South, asserts that 
if the Union is to be dissolved, he hopes the 
line will not'be between the non-slaveholding and 
the slaveholding States. He would have Ten- 
nessce tacked on to the tail of a Black Republican 
Confederation. He says that he has seen some- 
where that South Carolina and Mississippi and 
Louisiana, or some orall of them, arc indisposed 
to confederate with any non-slaveholding State. 
I have seen no such evidence myself; but he as- 
serted it. Admititto be true. He says that in- 
disposition to confederate with nov-slaveholding 
States is the result of a belief that non-slavehold- 
ers are not safe to be trusted with the protection 
of the institution of slavery: ergo, the Senator 
says that, after we have formed a confederation 
of slaveholding States, non-slaveholders in our 
own States will be deprived of all political power; 
for, says he, if it is not safe to confederate with 
non-slaveholding States, then it is unsafe to allow 
men who do hot own negroes in your own States 
to exercise political power! They talk about the 
Helper book; they talk of sixty-eight Black Re- 
publicans signing it. I have never read it; I have 
seen some extracts from it, and I apprehend they 
are the most offensive in it; but T will say this 
thing for Helper: that he never has devised, he 
has never imagined, he has never written any- 
thing, that was more unsound and treasonable to 


the South, than the sentiments which the Senator | 


of aslaveholding Sta 


o te has uttered upon this floor. 
{Applause in the ga 


leries.] 


į has a small farm, with a wife and children to sup- 


| to reply to their speeches. 


ð mas PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Foor.) 
rder. 4 i 

Mr. WIGEALL. Sir, does he wish an ‘‘irre- 
pressible conflict,” in our own country? Does he | 
wish to prejudice the slaveholder against the non- 
slaveholder, and the non-slaveholder against the 
slaveholder? Who, except Helper and the Black 
Republicans, have ever supposed there was any 
conflict between our own people, bonc cach of the 
other’s bone and flesh of the other’s flesh, born 
on the same soil, descended from the same ances- 
try, with the same glorious memories of the past 
transmitted to them from their sires who fought 
for the establishment of liberty in this country? 
Who buta Black Republican, ora renegade south- 
erner and Helperite, has ever dared to assert such 
a slander on the people of the South, either slave- 
holders or non-slaveholders? Who but sucha 
man ever dared to say that the slaveholders ever 
distrusted their brethren? Who has ever hinted 
that the non-slaveholders were not as sound tothe 
South on this question as those who owned the 
most? So far as my experience goes, I can say 
that throughout the broad limits of the southern 
country the soundest men I know are non-slave- 
holders. They fecl and they know the facts as 
they are presented to them, and the issues as they 
now stand; and demagogism will not be able, 
except at the risk of its neck, to raise any such 
issue in any slaveholding State. 

Who are interested in the matter? Slaveholders 
are men of enlarged ideas, of education, and of 
property; for no man who holds slaves owns 
slaves alone; he must own land, horses, and pos- 
sessions, chattels of different kinds When the 
day comes that four and a half million Africans 
are turned loose, free in our country, the slave- 
holders will have the means and the ability and 
the inclination to leave the country—and leave it 
they will. Who will be left to contest the palm 
with these emancipated slaves of the African race? 
Who but the non-slavcholders? The man who 


port on it; who has lived nowhere else; who has 
never been beyond the limits of his own county, 
of limited education, is there a fixture, and he 
has to stay; and he has to contest the question 
of equality with the African. These men cannot 
be led by the nose by demagogism. They will 
listen not to appeals against those who are more 
fortunate than themselves in the world’s goods. 
They know that in the veins of slaveholders runs 
their own blood; that one son has squandered his 
estate, and another has husbanded it; that one 
who was once a non-slaveholdér has become a 
slaveholder, and vice versa. They feel and they 
know that they are citizens of their own State. 

They know and they feel that they are freemen. 
They know and they fecl that they have an in- 
alienable right of self-government, and they intend 
to assert it; and when the question is presented 
to those men, of whether they will fight for ne- 
groes now, or fight negroes hereafter, they will 
not be long in deciding that question. Helperism 
will not distractand divide the truc and loyal men 
of the South, in this our day of darkness and of 
danger. 

The Senator from Tennessee says that the cot- 
ton States will not be able to give any protection 
to the border States, and that we of the cotton 
States wish to make war upon Mexico, and to get 
the Virginians and Tennesseeans and Kentuck- ; 
ians todo our fighting, and to furnish us tae money. 
Who told him that we wanted to make war upon 
Mexico? Which of his Black Republican friends 
has communicated this secret to him? I never 
heard of it. On the contrary, I know the reverse 
to be true; that it will be as much as we can do to 
attend to our own affairs. We have no use for 
Mexico. We cannot colonize it. We have no 
surplus slave population. So faras Texas is con- 
cerned,-she can receive, for years to come, the 
whole surplus slave population, and till profitably 
her fertile soil. Itis another Black Republican 
slander that he gets up and dares to announce in 
the presence of southern men. He waited, pa- 
tiently waited, for six long weeks, until Bensas- 
mun and Davis and others left, and then he rose 
Why did he not an- 
swer them when they were present? When honest 
Jack Falstaff, having counterfeited death, rose and 
foung “gunpowder Percy ” lying near him, he | 
said: 


“Why may he not tiseas wellas p7? * 


EJ 
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“ Therefore, sirrah, with a new wound in thy thigh, come 
you alongwith me.” * 4 * “ {f your father 
will do mé honor, so, if not, let him kill the next Perey 
| himself. I look to be cither earl or duke, I can assure you.”? 


But he rose here and denounced JEFFERSON 
Davis as a disunionist per se! That charge was 
once made against that gallant soldier. He is ab- 
sent. [feel that I can speak of him, because he is 
a friend, and because 1 know him to be worthy of 
the language which I shalluse. A man who from 
his youth upwards has followed the flag of his 
country, and would follow it to the death as long 
asit was the flag of his country; who never deserted 
it; whose. blood ‘was shed in its defense; whose 
body would have been wrapped in its broad folds 
had he died in defending it—that man here de- 
nounced as a traitor, the ally of Abolitionists, the 
coadjutor of Phillips and Giddings, and men of 
that character! The slander was uttered when 
Davis was not here to resentit. Why, sir, of the 
four-footed beasts, it is said that the jackal preys 
only upon the carcasses that his royal master has 
left. It belongs to our own species to feed upon 
the dead lion himself. Davisisgone. Heis not 
here to resent it, That charge was once made 
against him, and he answered in emphatic lan- 
guage; he answered in monosyllables; and it is 
the answer that would have been made again here 
upon this floor, had the charge been made during 
his presence. From whatever source it might 
have come, thus he would have answered to prince 
or peer, or plebeian, from Highland or from Low- 
land, from far or from near, 

Lord Angus, thou hast lied.” 


{Applause in the galleries.] No bosom ever 
contained a heart—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Foor in 
the chair.) The Chair takes this occasion to 
announce, that on a repetition of the offense in the 
galleries, they will be cleared forthwith. 

Several Senators. Clear them now. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I move that the galleries 
; on the right of the Chair be cleared. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It is moved 
that the Chair direct the Sergeant-at-Arms to clear 
the galleries to the right of the Chair. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sergeant- 
at-Arms will sec that the galleries on the right of 
the Chair are cleared forthwith. The order will 
be executed without delay, and all business of the 
Senate will be suspended until the order is exe- 
| cuted. 

j Fhe Sergeant-at-Arms proceeded to execute the 
order. 

Mr. CLINGMAN. I suppose it is. in order for 
ime to move to reconsider that motion. I have 
been here for many weeks, and I hear applause 
every day dozens of times. It was done again 
and again yesterday and the day before, and I de- 
sire, therefore, a uniform rule on the subject. If 
men are to be applauded on one side, I think it 
perfectly fair that they should upon the other. I 
therefore make my motion to reconsider. 

Mr. MASON. I hope it will not be reconsid- 
ered. The galleries were once cleared, and I think 
with beneficial results; and I hope they will be 
cleared again. 

a KING. Ihope the order will be proceeded 
with, 

Mr. MASON. Let the order be executed. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator 
from North Carolina moves to reconsider the order. 

Mr. CLINGMAN. Iam indifferent about it. 
Tam in favor of secing order preserved generally; 
but I observe whenever a man speaks in favor of 
the Union and there is applause, no exception is 
taken to it, 

Mr. COLLAMER. Irise to a point of order. 
Did the Senator vote in the affirmative? 

Mr. CLINGMAN. There was no division. I 
did not vote at all.” If the Senator makes the point, 
I have said all I desire to say, and he may regard 
the motion as withdrawn. 

Mr. MASON. Let the order be executed. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The motion is 
withdrawn, and the order is in process of execu- 
tion. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Tennessee. Tam in hopes 
that the order will be suspended. [t Oh, no.” 

Mr.POWELL. Isecthat theladiesare retiring. 
I suppose that order will not extend to them. 

Mr. CHANDLER. My motion was, that the 
| galleries on the right of the Chair be cleared. 
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair ex- 
pressly excepted the ladies gallery, and gave the 
order according to the motion: to clear the galleries 
on the right of the Chair. 

Mr. GWIN. Is it in order to move to adjourn. 
[‘ Oh, no.”] I do notsee that we are making 
much headway in the process of clearing the gal- 
leries. 

The galleries having been cleared, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senate 
will come to order. The order of the Senate for 
clearing the galleries on the right of the Chair, 
having been executed, the Senator from Texas 
will proceed with his remarks. 

Mr. WIGFALL. Mr. President, I was speak- 
ing, at the time of the interruption, of the distin- 
guished Senator from Mississippi, and what more 
Í might have said I do not know; it has escaped me. 
I did fecl, sir, deeply grieved—not only grieved, 
but indignant, when a man of his character was 
held up here to reprobation by a Senator from a 
southern State; a man who, more perfectly than 
any I have ever met, combines all the great qual- 
ities of Jackson and Calhoun. With the iron 
will, pure patriotism, and distinguished military 
abilities of the one, he combines in the most sin- 
gular manner, the clearness of judgment, the won- 
derful sagacity, and the remarkable accuracy in 
his knowledge of the great constitutional ques- 
tions that are agitating the country, of the other, 
I felt it, therefore, an outrage that the Senator 
should wait here for six wecks, and make a cas- 
ual remark of that Senator asubject of comment, 
and couple it with denunciation and charges of 
want of patriotism. 

As to Mr. Benjamin, and the sneers at him and 
his being a lawyer, he needs no defense at my 
hands. My relations towards him have not been 
so personally intimate and close as those with the 
Senator from Mississippi, and I therefore felt less 
indignant at that. The mousing ow] will strike 
at the eagle in his towering flight without disturb- 
ing the proud bird; and I fecl there is no occasion 
to defend the reputation of Mr. Benjamin, or his 
capacity to comprehend either an act of Congress 
ora treaty of the United States, or to draw legit- 
imate conclusions, such as a lawyer does draw. 
His arguments on such questions need no defense. 

But the point from which I was diverted was, 
that the cotton States desire, not from any good 
feeling, but for their own protection, to precipi- 
tate these border States into a revolution. The 
charge is groundless. That we feel sympathy 
with these border States, that we have similar in- 
stitutions, that we desire that our destinies should 
be the same, is true; but what is there to prevent 
us, not only from asserting, but carrying out to 
its legitimate consequences, our separate State 
existence? With exports to the amount of hun- 
dreds of millions of dollars, our imports must be 
the same. With a lighter tariff than any people 
ever undertook to live under, we could have a 
larger revenue. We would be able to stand di- 
rect taxation to a greater extent than any people 
ever could before, since the creation of the world. 
We feel perfectly competent to meet all issues 
that may be presented, either by hostility from 
abroad or treasonat home. So far as the border 
States are concerned, it is a matter that concerns 
them alone. Should they confederate with us, 
beyond all doubt New England machinery will 
be worked with the water power of Tennes- 
sec, of Kentucky, of Virginia, and of Maryland; 
the tariff laws that now give New England the 
monopoly in the thirty-three States, or that did 
when there were thirty-three States, will give to 
these border States a monopoly in the slavehold- | 
ing States. Should the non-slaveholding States 
choose to side against us in organizing their Gov- 
ernments, and cling to their New Engiand breth- 
ren, the only result will be, that the meat, the 
horses, the hemp, and the grain, which we now | 
buy in Pennsylvania, in Ohio, in Indiana, and 
Ilinois, will be purchased in Kentucky and in 
western Virginia and in Missouri. Should Penn- 
sylvania stand out, the oniy result will be, that 
the iron which is now dug in Pennsylvania will be 
dug in the mountains of Tennessee and of Virginia | 
and of Kentucky and of North Carolina. These 
things we know. 

We feel no anxiety at all so fur as money or | 
men are concerned. Wedesire war with nobody; 
we intend to make no war; but we intend to live | 


under just such a Government as we see fit. 


Six |i bale worth fifty dollars, 


; burn up plantations. You can pull down fences, 
| but the negroes will put them up the next mom- 


army. 

There are some other matters that we under- 
stand, and possibly you do not. Not only are 
our non-slaveholders loyal, but even our negroes 
are. We have no apprehension whatever of in- 
surrection—not the slightest, We can arm our 
negroes, and Ieave them at home, when we are 
temporarily absent. That is a fact. You cannot 
steal negroes in a campaign. In these modern 
times, when armies march, they carry as litle 
baggage as possible. Since Napoleon adopted the 
bivouacking system, very little baggage is carried, 
and rapid movements and quick changes of posi- 
tion are the important points that every military 
commander looks to. We feel assured that you 
will never cross our border with more equipage 
than will be necessary to carry your sick and 
wounded. You will not be able to bave that 
amount of transportation which will be necessary 
to bring off many of our negroes. Without it, 
you cannot bring the women and children; and 
the men will not leave their wives. But suppose 
you could; suppose you could steal one bundred 
thousand in a single campaign: what is that to 
us? We have four million and a half, and it 
would cost you more to feed them than it would 
us to lose them. 

We may as well talk plainly about this matter. 
This is probably the last time Į shall have an 
opportunity of addressing you. There is another 
thing an invading army cannot do. ft cannot 


ing. The worst fucl that ever a man undertook 
to make fre with is dirt; it will not burn. 

Now, I have told you what an invading army 
cannot do. Suppose | reverse the picture, and 
tell you what it can do. An invading army in 
an cnemy’s country, where is a dense population, 


can subsist itself at a very little cost; it does not | 


always pay for what it gets. An invading army 
can burn down towns; an invading army can barn 
down manufactories; and it can starve operatives. 
{t can do all these things; but an invading army 
and an army to defend a country both require a 
military chest. You may bankrupt every man 
south of North Carolina, so that his credit is re- 
duced to such a point that he could not discount 
a note for thirty dollars, at thirty days; but the 
next autumn those cotton States will have justas 
much money and as much credit as they had be- 
fore. They pick moncy off the cotton plant. 
Every time thata negro touches a cotton pod with 
his hand, he pulls a piece of silver out of it, and 
he drops it into the basket in which it is carried 
to the gin-house. It is carried to the packing 
screw. A bale of cotton rolls out, in other words, 
five ten dollar gold pieces roll out, covered with | 
canvass. We shall never again make less than 
five million bales of cotton. 

It is true, the President of the United States 
says that the good crops we had last year, and | 
the health of the country, were dependent upon | 
the Union, Ido not agree with bim in that. In 


the first place, we had but a very poor crop; and || 
| tect their people. 


if the only blessings we are to get from the Union | 
are such seasons as we had last year, we had : 


better get out of it; but we honestly think the | 


President was mistaken in supposing either that |; 


the health of the people or thecotton crop depend 


on our being in the Union, These are facts. We 
ean produce five million bales of cotton, every 
which is the lowest mar 


| whom you expect to be at war. 


ket price it has been at for years past. Weshall 
import a balé of something else for every bale of 
cotton that we export, and that bale will be worth 
fifty dollars. We shall find no difficulty undera 
war tariff in raising an abundance of mone} We 
have been at peace for a very long time. e arg 
very prosperous. Our planters use their cotton, 
not to buy the necessaries of life, but for the su- 
perfluitics which they can do without. The States 
themselves have a mine of wealth.in the loyalty 
and the wealth of their citizens. “Georgia, Mis- 
sissippi, any one of those States can issuc its six 
per cent. bonds to-morrow, and receive cotton in 
payment to the extent almost of the entire crop. 
They can first borrow from their own citizens; 
they can tax them to an almost unlimited extent; 
and they can raise revenue from a tariff to. an 
almost unlimited extent. 

How will it be with New England? Where 
will their revenue come from? From your cus- 
tom-houses? What do you export? You have 
been telling us here for the last quarter'of a cen- 
tury, that you cannot manufacture cvén for. the 
home market under the tariffs which we have 
given you, When this tariff ceases to operate 
in your favor, and you haye to pay for coming 
into our markets, what will you export? When 
your machinery ccases to move, and your ope- 
ratives are turned out, will you tax your broken 
capitalist or your starving operative? When the 
navigation laws cease to operate, what will be- 
come of your shipping interest? You are going 
to blockade our ports, you say. Thatis a very 
innocent game; and you suppose we shall sit 
quietly down and submit toa blockade. I speak 
not of the foreign interference, for we look not to 
it. We are just as competent to take Queen Vic- 
toria and Louis Napoleon under our protection 
as they are to take us; and they are a great deal 
more interested to-day in receiving cotton from 
our ports than we are in shipping it. You may 
lock up every bale of cotton within the limits of 
the eight cotton States, and not allow us to ex- 
port one for three years, and we shall not feel it 
further than our military resources are concerned. 
Exhaust the supply of cotton in Europe for one 
week and all Europe is in revolution. 

These are facts. You will blockade us! Do 
you suppose we shall do nothing, even upon the 
sea? How many letters of marque and reprisal 
would it take to put the whole of your ships up 
at your wharves to rot? Will any merchant at 


| Havre, or Liverpool, or any other portion of the 


habitable globe, ship a cargo upon a New Eng- 
land, or New York, or Philade/phia clipper, or 


i other ship, when he knows that the seas are 


swarming with letters of marque and reprisal? 
Why the mere apprehension of such a thing will 
cut you out of the carrying trade of the civilized 
world. Itiga very different question from that 
between this Government, Great Britain, and 
France, during the last war, when they were in- 
torfering with our trade, we claiming the right to 
trade as neutrals as long as we did not carry arti- 
cles contraband of war. Here is war itself. I 
speak not of the absurdity of the position that 
you can blockade our ports, admitting at the 
same time that we are. in the Union, Blockade 
is a remedy, as all writers on international law 
say, against a foreign Power with whom you are 
at war. You cavnot use a blockade against your 
awn people. An embargo even, you cannot use. 
That is a remedy against a foreign nation with 
You must treat 
us either as in the Union or out of it. We have 
gone out. We are willing to live at peace with 
you; but assure as fate, whenever any flag comes 


| into one of our ports that has thirty-threc stars 


upon it, that flag will be fired at. Displaying a 
flag with stars which we have plucked from that 
bright galaxy, is an insult to the State within 


whose waters that flag is displayed. You cannot 


enforce the laws without coercion, and you cannot 
coerce without war. The people are the State, 
and the State is the people; and the States have 
asserted their independence, and they will pro- 


These matters, then, can be settled. How? By 
withdrawing your troops; admitting our right of 
self-government clearly, unqualifiedly-. Do this, 
and thercisno difficulty aboutit. Yousay that you 
wilinotdoit, Very well; we have no objection— 
none whatever. Thatis¢oercion. When you have 


| attempted it, you will find that you have made war 
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These, Senators, are facts. I came here to 
plead for peace; but Ihave seen so much and felt 
so much, that Lam becoming at last, to tell the 
plain truth about the matter, rather indifferent as 
to which way the thing turns. If you want war, 
you can have it, If you want peace, you can get 
it; but I plead not for peace. 

I suppose that for the remarks which I have 
made I shall be treated by the Republican papers, 
as usual, with denunciation. I have spoken 
plainly; I have spoken what I thought right; what 

believe to be the sentiment of the section in 
which I live. I see this in the Tribune of yester- 
day: ooa 

VE ANDREW JOHNSON, of Tennessee, made the strongest 
anti-secession'speech in the Senate to-day that has been 
delivered in that body. He overhauled some of his late po- 
litical confederates, who have turned secessionists, with 
immense effect. He confronted their recent acts and argu- į 
ments with a series of votes on the Brown resolutions in 
favor of congressional protection to slavery, given last spring | 
in the Senate, and utterly overwhelmed them by his ex- 
position.: Joe Lane, of Oregon, who was the Senator’s 
candidate for tbe Vice Presidency, was badly smashed. It 
is seldom that an argumentative triumph has been so com- 
plete in the Senate.” 

_ But that is not all. The Tribune had to notice 
it twice; take two bites at the cherry. Again, the 
Tribune says: 

« AxpRew Jounson’s speech, in answer to the attacks 
made. upon him by Democratic Senators, was perfectly 
acarifying. Nothing like it has been heard for years. He 
exposed the bald inconsistencies of the secessionists who 
had assailed his fidelity to the South, by showing fron: the 
record, before the Charleston convention, that they had 
voted against the proteetion of slavery in the Territories 
while the same men now made a refusal of it by Congress 
a pretext for breaking up the Government. Mr. HUNTER 
wilted down under this excoriation?”— 

Now, I do not think Mr. Hunrer was in the 
Senate at all— 

‘Sand General Lane writhed as if seated on a hot grid- 
iron?— 

I thought the General took it rather cool— 
“The crowded galleries were delighted, and the Senate 
enjoyed the exhibition vastly. Mr. Mason tramped the 
Nour like a caged bear.” [Laughter.] 

This is rich, This account goes to the public 
as the manner in which that speech was received 
for the last two days. So be it. 

One word more, and I shall conclude; and pos- 
sibly I had as well not say that; but it occurs to 
me, and I will. The Senator from Tennessee 
charges that the people have not done this thing, 
but the politicians have controlled it; and he says 
we are influenced, by ambitious motives. Who 
is it that he alludes to? ‘Thatis certainly not the 
motive that influences me; for, among all the mul- 
titude of candidates for the Presidency, I do not 
think I have ever seen myself spoken of once. I 
desire nothing more than the place I have, so far 
as any honorsare concerned. Thaveneverchanged 
my policy. Icame here with the vicws I now 
have, and I have continued to hold them; and I 
shall continae while I live to entertain the opin- 
ions I now do, precisely, as to political matters, 
I do not know whether 1 ought not to be grateful 
even for that blessing. It is said of old John 
Bunyan—he lived, I believe, somewhere between 


‘has got down so low that men come out “upon 


| ter] to dispense the offices that ave sought here by 


| tiate himself with and make himself acceptable to į 


Tyburn and the Fleet prison—that he was in the 
habit of sitting with a Bible in his lap, and as the 
carts containing convicts with repes upon their 
necks, sitting on their coffins, to be hanged, would 
pass by, he would look up and say to himself, 
** But for the grace of God, John Bunyan might 
have been in his place.” [Laughter.] When I 
have looked around here at some of the persons 
who have been candidates, and electioneering can- 
didates, as if they were running for constables of 
beats of different cities, I have frequently thought 
to myself, but for the grace of God, I might have 
been a candidate for the Presidency. [Laughter.] 
The thing has actually got to be disreputable. 
The framers of the Constitution, intending that 
there should be some decency and dignity about 
that office, removed it utterly, as they supposed, 
beyond the possible reach of popular elcctions. 
They were not Democrats, I suppose. They pro- 
vided that electors should be chosen in each State, 
insuch manner as the State Legislature might pre- 
scribe. All the debates, and the history of the 
coantry, show that they expected that the Legis- 
latures would elect those electors themselves, or 
give to the people the right of electing them, and 
that men of known probity, of wisdom, of patri- 
otism, would be selected as electors, and that 
they, acting upon their own judgment, wouid, on 


| Well, we are toldin Holy Writthat a man looketh 


a day specified, without anybody’s knowing pre- 


| cestors acted upon. Hi 


viously how. they were going to vote, exercise 
their own judgment, and cast the vote of their | 
State. That was the principle which was adopted 
in the Constitution, just as you appoint, during 
good behavior, a man to preside over your Su- 
preme Court, with no assurance how he is going 
to decide cases. You select a man for his great 
wisdom, and his great purity, and his accurate 
knowledge of the law, and you trust to his dis- 
cretion to decide all questions of meum and tuum 
between man and man. So it was intended that 
the people, or the Legislature of each State, acting 
in such manner as the Legislature should pre- 
scribe, would vote for the requisite number of the 
ablest and purest and most patriotic men, with- 
out asking any questions, and that those men 
would meet together at the scat of government of 
their State, and cast their own vote in their own 
way,for the good of the country. 

Party caucuses have broken that up; first, con- 
gressional gucuses,and then these popular Demo- 
cratic andWaV hig conventions, and finally the thing 


their own hook,” to use a vulgar phrase, run for 
the Presidency, and stump the country. Why, 
sir, suppose if there was any prospect of my 
being ever elected, or even if 1 thought of it, I 
would speak with less hesitation about it; but be- 
fore high heaven, as the matter has now got—I 
can speak of it with reference to myself because 
everybody knows that I am not in the safe line of 
promotion—but as things are going and if this 
Union were to be preserved, I would rather my 
individual self be the keeper of a miserable rail- 
road tavern, which is by far the meanest of all tav- 
erns that Ihave eversccn, and deal out uncooked 
bread and fried meat at twenty-five cents per pas- 
senger before sunrise in the morning, accompanied 
with Rio coffee, with brown sugar, and without 
milk, than to sit in that presidential chair {laugh- 


a set of dishonest, trailicking, trading politicians, 
who, at the expiration of every four years flock 
to this place to claim asa right, asa thing they 
are entitled to, for services rendered to the party, 
the offices of this country. It isa most humil- 
iating thing. If there was nothing else except the | 
last political canvass that we have gone through ; 
to cause the States that are yet inhabited by a 
decent population to secede, that would be a suf- | 
ficient ground for disrupting the Union. [Laugh- 
ter.] This Jast presidential clection, if I felt my- 
self called upon fora reason, which I do not, for 
disrupting the Union, would be agoodenough one, 
and I would give that. 

The Senator from Tennessee, however, says 
we are influenced by the desire to get office, and 
he of course is not. Now, does the Senator from 
Tennessee suppose that everybody is blind but 
himself? Does he suppose that there is a man 
living south of Masonand Dixon’s line who does 
not see What he is after? For years past he has 
been doing everything he could in order to ingra- 


the very worst class of the northern populace. The | 
homestead bill, and other things of that sort, have | 
been the measures that he has been devoting him- | 
self to, and he has acquired some degree of popu- | 
larity withthatclass. He has said he would rather 
be a Black Republican than a Red Republican. 


in a glass and straightway forgetteth what man- 
ner of man he is. The idea that he should have 
suspected that he is not a Red Republican, that 
he has not always been a Red Republican, a sans 
culotte of the purest stamp, would be a matter of 
amazement to me were it not, as I said, that we 
are told thata man looketh in a glass and straight- 
way forgetteth what manner of man he is. Red 
Republicanism! Why, sir, there is nothing, I 
believe, but the vilest Democracy and the reddest 
Red Republicanism that he has ever advocated 
here. He has not the slightest conception of the 
form of Government under which we are living; 
of the institutions which were established by the ! 
fathers, of a republican form of Government, | 
in which, while the people possess all powers, | 
they exercise none by themselves, but only 
through their representatives. They pass their 
laws through representatives; they construe their 
laws through representatives; and they execute 
their lawsthrough representatives. That was the 
idea of the operation of government that our an- 


: a Constitution for which we alw 


Our republican, representative form of govern- 
ment was not adopted as a pis aller, as something 
that was bad in itself, only not quite so bad as 
something else. It was not a substitute for the 
market-place democracy of former times, because 
that was impracticable; but it was, that the peo- 
ple themselves ought not to exercise directly their 
power. That is it: that itis safer thata man should 
be selected competent to construe the law, and be 
paid a salary as judge to construe the law; that it 
is safer and better for the great mass of the com- 
munity, than that the people should meet together 
in popular assembly and decide the law of the 
case; that it is better that representatives should 
be selected to hold their terms of office for a cer- 
tain period and pass laws; far better that they 
should do it in that way, than that the people en 
masse should meet and pass their own laws; far 
better that men should be selected as Governors 
and sheriffs and constables to execute the laws, 
than for the people to turn out en masse and ext- 
cute them. 

Representative republicanism the Senator from 
Tennessee seems not to have the slightest con- 
ception of. He would have your laws made, he 
would have them construed, and he would have 
them enforced by the people. Social equality is 
all that he goes for. He undertook to read yes- 
terday about South Carolina,and denounced that 
people for being in favor of a monarchical form 
of government. Well, sir, the charge was not 
truc. There were two hundred and twelve men 
in Charleston who did, without doubt, sign a pe- 
tition that was very loyal, but when he read it, Í 
thought his cheeks ought to burn at what was 
then uttered against whiggery—against that party 
that was fighting for the right; that party that, 
with ropes around their necks, were contending 
against prerogative and power; that party that 
was firing at the flag which they had often fought 
under. Those old Whigs, born British subjects, 
with British blood in their veins, proud of their 
language, proud of their ancestry, having gone 
to battle time and again under that glorious old 
Union jack, having carried that flag when they 
went to rescue the sepulcher from pagan rule and 
possession—those men, in defense of liberty and 
the right of self-government, took up arms and 
fired at the flag under which they hag fought, 

{do not know that he desecrated the name cf 
Washington yesterday; but whether he did or 
not, he spoke certainly of the flag. What flag 
waved over the gallant young Virginia ranger at 
Braddock’s fatal defeat? It was there that he 
fought under the British banner. But when Vir- 
ginia asserted her right to self-government, that 
gallant ranger left the flag of his country, the flag 
under which he had lived, under which his an- 
cestors had lived; the flag that they had fought 
under in England, that they had fought under on 
the continent of Europe; the flag that had been 
brought with them into the New World, That flag 
he did not desert; for he took up arms under the 
State of Virginia, to which he had sworn alle- 
giance; and he fought against and fired at that 
fiag that he, and those that had gone before him, 
and from whom he had derived his descent, had 
for centuries and centuries fought for. Now, in 
South Carolina the great body of the people were 
Whigs, theslaveholders and the non-slaveholders. 
There were Tories there. Where is it that there 
were not? But when Charleston was invested, 
there was a talk of surrender. I could read on 
the subject, but I will not. The reputation of that 
State needs no defense; her character needs no 
defense. But when the Senator read that loyal 
address of those two hundred and ten Tories, de~ 
nouncing the Whigs, it occurred to me that there 
was a passage or two in it which he would have 


' felt the force of: 


« And we look back with the most painfnl regret on those 
convulsions that gave existence toa power of subverting 
ys had, and ever shall 
retain, the most profound veneration, and substituting in 
its stead a rank democracy, which, however carefully di- 
gested in theory, on being reduced into practice, has exbib- 
ited a system of tyrannie domination only to be found 
among the uncivilized part of mankind, or in the history of 
the dark and barharous ages of mankind.” 


These charges against the Whigs are just what 
he brings now against the fire-eaters, as he calls 
them. The position that he now occupies is just 
that position which the Tories of 1776 occupied. 


| Ignoring everything except the mere existing 


Government, not looking to the mannerin which 
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that Government was administered—not caring 
for freedom, not caring for right—taking up arms 
against their brethren from an imagined higher 
law, which bound them to their sovereign, fol- 
lowing a flag, a miserable piece of bunting, with 
figures on it, and forgetting liberty and right— 
this was the sentiment which influenced the Tory 
party. Itis the sentiment which influences the 
"Cory party at the South now—the sacredness of 
the Union; without knowing what the Union is, 
ov caring what it is. And yet he denounces the 
very mén who, in 1776, in South Carolina, occu- 


pied the position that he now occupies. He says | 


that he will take up arms in Tennessee when her 
ordinance is passed, and that if she is taken out 
of the Union, they will have to pass over his dead 
body. Ido not believe that. 1 think he will not 
be in the breach; but he says so; and it shows 
the sentiment; it shows the fecling. 

What motive has the Senator for his course? 
If this Union were not dissolved, I do not sup- 
pose it would require a prophet to foretell that he 
never would get the vote of one of the cotton 
States, or of Virginia or Maryland, scarcely of 
his own; certainly of no other slaveholding State 
that I know of. But if Tennessee can be kept in 
the Union, and be made the tail end of a Black 
Republican confederation, and Virginiaand Mary- 
Jand and North Carolina can be sloughed off with 
these other States, then, if the Senator’s amend- 
ments to the Constitution shall be adopted, so that 
every alternate four years the candidate must be 


taken from the South, while he will be elected by | 


the North, I think it not improbable the Senator 


from Tennessee might be President of the Uni- | 


ted States that were left. Thatis the way it looks; 


but if Tennessce goes out of this Union, ‘ Othel- | 


lo’s occupation’s goue!’? When the people of 


Tennessee pass that ordinance, if they shall con- | 


federate with these other States, that Senator will 
shave sworn to support any constitution the last. 
time during his natural life. He knows it; he 
feels it. His very life, therefore, depends upon 
keeping Tennessee in the Union. 

He charges these motives upon us. I retort 
them upon him; and he knows that the retort is 
(ruc. Men who live in glass houses ought not to 
throw stones. He has not been attacked or as- 
sailed by anybody. Tle made a speech that was 
personally offensive to every southern State-rights 
man, to every southern Democrat; a speech that 
was offensive to his section; a speech which caused 
his effigy to be shot, to be hung, and to be burned 
in his own State, 1 do not know by how many 
people. ‘Tbe specch has created but one fecling 
throughout the South, 


character; and gets up, furthermore, and charges 
upon the entire southern-rights party the most 
unworthy motives in the course they have pur- 
sued, Tsay that, when these issues and facts are 
presented, the American people will not believe 
that Land others who are acting with me, desire 
a dissolution of the Union to get office. I say, 
when itis presented to them, I fe 
ican people will come to the conclusion that the 


Senator from Tennessee does desire to keep Ten- | 
nessee in the Union, as the last and only hope of | 


future promotion. 

Mr. WILSON. 
the further consideration of this question be post- 
poned until Monday next, at one o’clock. L de- 
sire, then, to say a few words upon some of the 


propositions that have been offered, and 1 make 
this motion for the purpose of giving to-morrow 


OSS 


and next day to other public business. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Tennessee. Tam in hopes 
the Senator from Massachusetts will withdraw 
his motion for the present, as I sce and under- 
stand that the Senator from Oregon wants the 
floor, witha view to unite his efforts with the Sen- 
ator who has just concluded his remarks, in reply 
tome. I hope he will withdraw his motion, so 
that the Senator from Oregon can go on, and when 
they are both done, all I shall want will be just 
about thirty minutes. 

Mr. WILSON. I will say to the Senator from 
Tennessee that {do not think I ought to yield the 
floor for the purpose indicated by him. I desire 
to say a few words on this question, and I desire 


thatwe shall have to-morrow and the next day to ; 
attend to important public business. We have | 


Senators here alluded | 
briefly to some portions of it casually—made no | 
set reply; but he waits until those Senators have | 
gone, aud then gets up and assails their private | 


el that the Amer- į 


I move, Mr. President, that 


but 1 can noti 


had a great deal said now; and I think; if gentle- 
men will reflect a little while, perhaps they will 
take less time in saying what they have to say 
here. : 

Mr. LANE. I have not askea any favors. 
The Senator from Tennessee has no right to ask 
any forme. Lwas endeavoring to get the floor 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Tennessee. The Senator 
rose and, I thought, addressed the Chair. IfI 
was mistaken, I am very glad to be corrected. 

Mr. LANE. The Senator was decidedly mis- 
taken. 

Mr, JOHNSON, of Tennessee. Ithought the 
Senator made an effort to obtain the floor; and I 
was anxious to give him my help in doing so. 

Mr. LANE. Í can getit without the Senator’s 
help, if {get it at all. Mr. President, I only de- 
sire to say that I intended to make the same mo- 
tion that the Senator from Massachusetts has 
made. I would rather that this subject should 
go over. I hope Ishall have an opportunity of 
speaking to the question some day before long; 
and whenever I can have the opportunity I shall 
do so. | 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Foor in 
the chair.) The question is on the motion of the 
Senator from Massachusetts, that the further | 
consideration of this subject be postponed until | 
Monday next, at one o’clock. 

The motion was agreed to. 


THE TARIFE. 


Mr. GWIN. 1 want to have an executive 
session. [Oh, no,’’} Very well; 1 will not 
make the motion. 

Mr. SIMMONS. I ask the Senate to take up 
the bill which was the special order for yesterday | 
at one o’elock—the tariff bill 

Mr. SUMNER. Make it the special order for 
one o’clock to-morrow. 

Mr. SIMMONS. Oh, no. 
as the unfinished business. 

Mr. PUGH. I hope that bill will not be taken 
up at present. There are several of us who are 
endeavoring to understand the peculiar and com- 
plex system of taxation intended to be put on our 
people, and E am not prepared. I wish to be 
heard against that bill before it passes; but I am 
not ready to speak to it to-morrow or the next 
day. There certainly can be no haste aboutit, l 
hope the Senator will allow the bill to remain 
over for some days. It was only reported a few 


I wish to leave it 


| days since. I think it was first printed and laid 


on the table on Monday. The Senator, as onc of 
the gentlemen who concocted it, may feel thathe | 
understands it perfectly. F wish to examine it. | 
L hope, therefore, he will not press its considera- 
tuon to-morrow, 

Mr. FESSENDEN. 1 hope the Senator from 
Rhode Island will not insiston his motion, Ihave | 


i looked around for the chairman of the Commit- 


ice on Finance, but Ido not see him; but I know | 


it is his desire to take up the Navy appropriation jj 


bill to-morrow, if we can take it up by any pos- | 
sibility. If the Senator from Rhode Island will 
withdraw his motion, I will move to take up that 
bill to-night, so as to leave it as the unfinished 
business. 

Mr. SIMMONS. [didnot hear what the Sen- | 
ator said I desire to take up the tariff bill, and 
leave that as the unfinished business for to-mor- 


1 
row morning. 
Mr. FESSENDEN. I wanted to give notice | 


that at some time or other we must put through 
the appropriation bills. 1 tell our friends on th 


side of the Efouse that there is a Hule importance 
aboutit. Ifthey do not choose to do it, all very 


well. I stand in a very avomalous position. I; 
cannot press these appropriation bills, for t have 
no right to do so in the absence of the chairman; 


i 

t 

Mr. SIMMONS. i 
cious task for me to object to that bill. Iam one | 
of the Committee on Finance and desire to have | 
i 


| those bills passed; but itis my opinion that our | 


friends may find it ef some importance to hav 
some money in the Treasury to appropriate as i 
well as to be appropriating it out, as itis always | 
more pleasant to pay out than to collect. You: 


|, pone it, if nobody else do 


offend everybody.that-you ask for it, and yoù 
please everybody when you- appropriate. iI feel 
itmy duty, after having been engaged three weeks 
on this bill, to try to get it considered. There. 
are a great many details in it in which the com- 
mittee were unanimous that amendments ouglit 
tobe made. I do not think it will take a great. 
deal of time. a 
Mr. FESSENDEN.. If my. friend will, allow, 
me, Iwill say that 1 am in favor of going on with 
this tariff bill at an carly day-—very sincerely so. 
I am as much so, perhaps, as he is; but not. hav- 
ing been upon the special committee; having de- 
clined that. honor, did not, perhaps, feel. that 
kind of paternal solicitude about it which the Sen- 
ator from Rhode Island ‘does. But with regard 
to these appropriation bills, we.must pass them 
at some time or other; and I hope we shall pass 
the bill which he suggests, or something like it. 
I do not want to have any collision of opinion 
even between him and me, We are.on the same 
committee. I feela little more responsibility with 
regard to these other bills than he does. I only 
say, I will not place myself in the position. of op- 
posing anything that he and my other associate 
on that committee [Mr. Cameron} desire to do; 
but I only say to them, while I will go with them. | 
and will aid them, I think they had better not 
push this matter in frontof the appropriation bills, 
Mr. CAMERON. I desire to say, that 1 have 
the honor of being a member of the Committee 
on Finance, and as deeply and sincercly desire 
that the appropriation bills should pass as any- 
| body can; but F think it is vastly more important 
ito push forward this tariff bill. As the Senator 
' from Rhode Island has justly said, itjis important 
we should have some money to pay out. The 
other bills make appropriations; but this bill fur- 
nishes moncy to the Treasury, It has been here 
now and put back out of its regular order for 
three or four weeks. There is always some good 
reason or other for having it postponed; and if it 
is left in this way, it may be doubtful about pass- 
ing it. There is no doubt about passing the gen- 
eral appro I believe but once in 
the re ae I 


riation bills. 
istory of this Government has a single 
appropriation bill failed. 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. ‘Will’the honorable Sen- 
ator from Pennsylvania allow me to make one 
suggestion? 

Mr. CAMERON. 
the floor. : 
Mr. DOOLITTLE. I do not desire you to 
yicld the floor. Itis simply this: that the Sena- 
ator from Rhode. Island shouid: make. his tariff 
bill the special order for to-morrow at one o'clock; 
and then, on the motion of the Senator from Maine, , 
we can take up the naval appropriation bill to- 
night, which will cause it to come up as the un- 
finished business to-morrow; and, after that is 
disposed of, the tariff bill will come up in order. ° 

Mr. CAMERON. I will agree to that with 
pleasure. č ; : 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question 
is on the motion of the Senator from Rhode Island. 
to take up the tariff bill. 

Mr. PUGH. The Senator from Pennsylvania 
says this bill has been three or four weeks before 
the Senate. It was laid upon our tables printed 
; last Monday morning. It is a bill that proposes 
i to alter the whole revenue system of the coun~ 
| try; to change the entire method of taxation which 
t we have had now since the year 1846; to interfere 
| with the system of warehousing as established; 
and here, at five o’clock in the evening, with 
barely a quorum of the Senate present, it is pro- 
posed to take that bill up,and make it the special 
order for to-morrow, and press it to a vote m ad- 
vance of the appropriation bills. Tecan tell the 
i Senator from Rhode Island he will make no speed 
by this haste; but if he succeeds in his motion, 
and gets it up to-morrow, there will simply bea 
| motion made to postpone it to a further day, 
i whereas, if he will allow it to remain until Sena- 
| tors who are opposed to this system can fairly 
examine it, and fairly understand it, they will be 
ready to debate it with him; and then, when the’ 
| question shall have been sufficiently discussed, it 
| can be voted upon. But he will gain nothing by 
taking the advantage of a thin Senate to make it 
a special order for to-morrow; for,as soon as 
there can bea full Senate, I shall move to post- 
eg. We may justas 
i well let the thing stand. Neither he nor the Ben- 


I will; but I do not give up 
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ator from Pennsylvania can pass that bill without 
debate; and when E simply ask, for one, that a 
bill which proposes to tax by the linéal foot and 
the square footand the cubic foot, and every other 
imaginable contrivance, shall lic over long enough 
for us to understand what is the amount and rate 
of taxation put upon property, it seems to me an 
appeal that ought to be regarded. ‘I hope, there- 
fore, that the Senator from Maine will get. up the 
appropriation bill; and, for my part;-as soon as I 
can, F'ghall prepare myself to ‘take part against 
this other bill, or at least against the general prin- 
ciples of the tariff. : f : 

Mt. SIMMONS. I wish merely to make one 
suggestion. The Senator from Ohio says that this 
bill is ‘suddenly thrust upon him. It was before 
the Senate a good partof last session. Every one 
hashad all. summer to read it, if they choose to 
réad it and understand it. It was postponed until 
the first Monday of December of this session. It 
has been before the Committee on Finance five or 
six weeks, and then it was referred to the select 
committee. Now I agreed to postpone the bill 
until to-morrow at one o’clock, in order that the 
naval appropriation bill might be taken up to- 
night. I have not proposed to interfere with the 
Navy bill; but I cannot make a motion here about 
a bill, but what somebody opposed to the bill 
wants to find out how to make a speech against 
it before it will come up. , 

Mr. PUGH. I want to find out what the bill 
igs [ want to find out what property is to be 
taxed.’ Lean understand taxing property accord- 
ing’to its value. We put that in a territorial bill 
the other day; but taxing by the square inch Ido 
not understand. 

Mr. SIMMONS. This bill has been reported 
over a year. I hone the question will be taken. 

Mr. CAMERON. Let us have the question. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will 
beg leave to suggest to the Senator from Pennsyl- 
vania that as soon as it is proper, that is, when 
debate ceases, the Chair will put the question. 

“Mr. LATHAM. [I move that the Senate ad- 


journ. It is very evident there is not a quorum | 


present. tes 

The question being put, there were, on a divis- 
ion—ayes 4, noes 20, n3 : 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senate 
réfuses to adjourn; but thereis no quorum present. 

Mr. FESSENDEN, I will suggest that it is 
perfectly useless for us to waste our strength in 
disputing about this thing. There is no quorum 
hére, and no quorum can be got here. We can 
take up no bill to-night if a division is called for. 

Mr. SIMMONS. ` I withdraw the motion. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. ‘Then TI move to take up 
the Navy bill. 

Mr. BIGLER. I hope not. There is not a 
quorum present, Letus adjourn. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. No motion can 
be entertained in the present condition of the 
Senate, except to adjourn. 

Mr.POWELL. Imove thattheSenateadjourn, 

The motion was agrecd to; and the Senate 
adjourned, 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Tuurspay, February 7, 1861. 


The House met at twelve o’clock, m. Prayer 
by the Chaplain, Rev. Tuomas H. STOCKTON. 
The Journalof yesterday wasread and approved. 


CLAIMS UNDER SIOUX TREATY. 


The SPEAKER, by unanimous consent, laid 
before the House a communication from the act- 
ing Secretary of the Interior, inclosing papers 
relative to certain claims under the Sioux treaty, 
in response to a resolution of the House of Rep- 
resentatives' of December 24, 1860; which was 
referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and 
ordered to be printed. 


STATE OF THE UNION. 

Mr. MILLWARD presented sundry petitions 
from citizens of Philadelphia, in favor of the 
Union, the Constitution as it is, and the enforce- 
ment of the laws; which were laid upon the table. 

Mr. SPAULDING presented a petition from 
sundry citizens of New York, in favor of the Crit- 
tenden propositions; which was laid upon thetable. 

TERRITORY OF COLORADO. 


‘Mr. GROW. Lask the consent of the House 


‘business. 


that the bill from the Senate organizing the Ter- 
ritory of. Colorado be printed. — 
"Phere being no objection, it was so ordered. 
Mr. NIBLACK. [call for the regular order of 


PATENTS. 


The House proceeded to the regular order of 
business, being the consideration of Senate bill 
(No. 10) in addition to “ An act to promote the 
progress of the useful arts.” 

Mr. NIBLACK. `I think Y said sufficient yes- 
terday to explain the bill and the amendments as 
reported ‘at the last session. I now call for the 
reading’ of the amendments which I submitted 
yesterday. 

The amendments were read. 

Mr. PHELPS. J have only had a short time 
to examine the bill now pending; but I discover 
that there is a proposition in it to increase the 
salary of the Commissioner of Patents from $3,000 
to $4,500. The same reasons which would call for 
an increase of the salary of this bureau officer 
would compel us to increase the salaries of all the 
other bureau officers under the Government of the 
United States. I doubt not that the duties of this 
officer are very onerous andarduous in their char- 
acter; but they are not more so than those which 
devolve upon the accounting officers of the Treas- 
ury Department, through whose officers all the 
accounts of the expenditures of the Government 
must necessarily pass. I cannot, therefore, sanc- 
tion the bill with that provision in it. I also find 
that there is a proposition to add to the number of 
examiners and first and second assistants twelve 
officers. s 

Mr. HOARD. We propose to strike that out. 

Mr. PHELPS. Well, sir, I desire to enter my 
protest against this increase of the salary of the 
Commissioner of Patents; for if you increase his 
salary, you ought in justice and equity to increase 
the salaries of all the other bureau officers. 

Mr. NIBLACK. Mr. Speaker, the objections 
made by the gentleman from Missouri were duly 
considered by the Committee on Patents; and 
after giving a careful consideration to the subject, 
it was agreed by the committees of both Houses 
thatan increase of the salary of the Commissioner 
of Patents was in every way desirable and proper. 
This officer does not stand upon the same footing 
as other heads of bureaus. ‘The Patent Office isa 


self-sustaining institution, and is no tax upon the | 


Government. Again, it requires the service of a 
gentleman of peculiar qualifications to discharge 
the daties of this office satisfactorily and well. 
At the present salary, the office of Commissioner 
of Patents is literally going abegging. You cannot 
get any gentleman to hold the office for any great 
length of time. Now, inasmuch as the office pays 
its own expenses, we think it to the interest of in- 
ventors, as well as to the public service, that we 
should pay a salary which will command the ser- 
vices of the very best man for such a place, and 
also to place him in a position, so far as pay is 
concerned, which will make him willing to occupy 
the position permanently. 

There is a general provision which must have 
escaped the attention of the gentleman from Mis- 
souri. Thatis, that in no event shall the expenses 
of the office exceed its reccipts; and in no event 
can it be a tax upon the Government. If, there- 
fore, it be for the interest of inventors and of the 
country generally, that these officers shall receive 
higher salaries, it cannot be an objection that it 
would be a tax upon the Treasury. Nor does the 
objection in regard to the salaries of other bureau 
officers apply to this; because they are paid out 
of the Treasury of the United States differently 
from the manner in which these officers are paid. 

Mr. PORTER. Will the receipts be adequate 
to pay these increased salaries? 

Mr. NIBLACK. So far as our information 
goes, they will be sufficient, and will leave a sur- 
plus besides, if the business of the office does not 
diminish from what it has been several years past. 

Mr. PORTER. Is there any provision made 
in the bill for a deficiency? 

Mr. NIBLACK. There isnot. There is at 
present a large surplus in the Patent Office, held 
there for general purposes. The Patent Office has 
never been a tax on the Treasury of the United 
States; and we provide that itnevershall be. In- 
asmuch as there is already a surplus to pay in- 
creased salaries, the Committee on Patents think 


it right and proper that a portion of it, at least, 
shall be expended in this way.. So far as the 
librarian is concerned, we propose to increase his 
salary from $1,600 to $1,800 a year. The office 
of librarian is, perhaps, the third most important 
office in the bureau, coming after those of the 
Commissioner and chief clerk. His duties have 
been greatly increased during the last three years. 
He is required not only to be acquainted with 
modern languages, but to give translations of any 
documents called for by the examiner. He has 
also charge, by recent arrangement, of the copy- 
right business. This has increased. his duties; 
and we think there should be a corresponding 
inerease of salary. : 

This salary question and the last amendment 
are, we think, the only propositions that are likely 
to excite discussion or opposition. The last sec- 
tion is one of some importance. It proposes to 
limit hereafter the extension of patents, and is 
intended to cut off an extension of those mammoth 
patents that have been extended intimes past. f 
am not myself prepared to say that the policy of 
the section is clear; but a majority of the Com- 
mittee on Patents, after giving the subject full con- 
sideration, have come to the conclusion that there 
ought to be some limit to this extension of pat- 
ents, and have instructed me to report the section. 
lt provides that no patent shall be extended here- 
after when the net profits of the invention shall 
equal or excecd $100,000. ` If there be any serious 
objection to that section of the bill, and if it be 
desired to have a separate vote upon it, I have no 
objection. 

Mr. STANTON. Will the gentleman from 
Indiana tell me how much this increase of salarics 
amounts to? i 

Mr. NIBLACK. ‘The bill increases the salary 
of the Commissioner from $3,000 to $4,500 a year,” 
that of the chief clerk from $2,000 to $2,500 a 
year, and that of the librarian from $1,600 to, 
$1,800 a year. ‘That is all. i : 

Mr. STANTON, Tf hope that a separate vote 
may be taken on the increase of salaries. I think 
the’ bill is a very valuable one, and one which 
ought to be passed. But Fdo not want to have 
it mixed up with an increase of salaries. Iam 
opposed to that entirely. Ido not want salaries 
increased; and I hope the committee will not em- 
barrass the general law regulating the Patent Office 
with a question abeut salaries. Let that go into 
some other bill. 

Mr. NIBLACK. There is a difficulty about 
that. The provision for the increase of the sal- 
aries of the Commissioner and chief elerk is con- 
tained in the bill as it passed the Senate. The 
proposition for the increase of the Hbrarian’s sal- 
ary is an amendment reported from the Cemmittce 
on Patents. We cannot, therefore, strike out the 
proposition relating to the salaries of the Com- 
missioner and chief clerk without interfering with 
the original bill. 

Mr. CAREY. What salary does the Com- 
missioner get now? 

Mr. NIBLACK. Three thousand dollars; and 
the office is going a-begging. There is no regular 
occupant of it; but it is handed about from one to 
another. 

Mr. CAREY. J believe that Government sal- 
aries are generally much higher than they ought 
to be; and,as one of the Republicans of the House, 
1 protest, at the advent ofa new Administration, 
against raising the compensation of officers. 

Mr. COX. One word in relation to my col- 
league’s remark about salaries. If my colleague 
will send for this bill, and examine it, he will see 
that there are additional duties to be performed; 
and, of course, the salaries ought to be increased. 
As to the salary of the Commissioner of Patents, 
every gentleman in this House knows the respons- 
ibility attaching to that office. We know, from 
developments made in the public press about 
this McCormick patent, of the responsibility at- 
tached to the office, and which every farmer in 
the United States affixes to it. We know thata 
man ought to be paid in proportion to the respons- 
ibility and trust he assumes. I believe that no 
man who js fit for that office can be had, unless 
the salary be increased. We bad a distinguished 
gentleman from Jowa—Mr. Mason—in the office; 
but he left because the salary was inadequate. 
He could make double, or perhaps treble the sal- 
ary by attending to his business, as patent agent. 
As to the salary of the chief clerk, I know noth- 
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ing; but I know something of the duties con- 
nected with the office. 

Mr.NIBLACK. As faras the chief clerk is 
concerned, I beg to say that he is required to give 
bonds; and heavy responsibilities are imposed 
upon him under existing law. 

Mr. COX. I shall take the action of the Com- 
mittee on Patents, who I know have examined 
this bill carefully. I think the bill ought not to 
go by the board for the sake of a little economy. 
{t would look too much like the savings of can- 
dle ends and cheese parings. The librarian has 
to perform more duties than are apparent. He is 
not simply the custodian of books. He has to 
read proof of the Patent Office report—a long, 
tedious labor. He has to translate from the mod- 
ern, sometimes from the ancient, languages. He 
has to examine all the patent office reports of for- 
eign countries whenever he is called upon to do 
go by the cxaminers, This requires great erudi- 
tion, great patience. The librarian must be a 
fine linguist, to perform his duty properly. He 
has also charge of the interchange of national 
books between Europe and this country. He has, 
moreover, I believe, the indexing of the Patent 
Office reports, and other reports connected with 
the office. Besides these duties, he must give his 
regular attendance, day by day, at the Patent 
Office; and I know we are paying other clerks 
more than $1,800 for services nothing like so im- 
portant as those of the librarian of the Patent 
Office. 

Mr. CAREY. I hear precisely the same argu- 
ments always used whenever it is proposed to 
raise salaries. Nine tenths of the heads of bu- 
reaus of this Government leave almost their entire 
business to be done by a clerk, and their own duty 
is nothing more than mere supervision. Yet you 
continue to raise the compensation because the 
business increases, but you also increase the num- 
ber of clerks to three or four times the increase of 
business. I know that in the last month a great 
many more clerks have been employed in the Pat- 
ent Office than there has been employment for; 
l have this from the head of the department. Yet 
weare talking about raising the compensation of 
officers at a time when the Government is lying 
atthe mercy of stock-jobbers. Members talk very 
differently here about raising the salaries of offi- 
cers from the speeches they make on the stump, 
before their constituents. I want it to be under- 
stood that I advocate the same principles and 
measures here that I do to my own people. In 
my judgment, the troubles of the country at this 
very day arise, to a very great extent, from the 
struggles for office, in consequence of there being 
so much money in them. l protest against ad- 
vancing the pay of any officer one dollar, 

Mr. NIBLACK. Iwill say to the gentleman | 
that the increase of salary is to come from the f 
Patent Office fund, and that nota dollar will come | 
out of the Treasury. 
> Mr. CAREY. It makes not a bit of difference 
from what fund it comes, the Government will 
have to pay it. 

Mr. NIBLACK. Ical! for the previous ques- | 
tion on the bill and amendments. 

The previous question was seconded, and the | 
main question ordered to be put. 

The SPEAKER stated the first question to be 
on the amendment offered by the gentleman from 
Indiana, [Mr. Nisrack.} ; 

Mr. PHIELPS. Will the gentleman permit me 
to offer an amendment? 

Mr. NIBLACK. I cannot jeopard the bill by 
yielding for further amendment. 

Mr. PHELPS. | desire to inquire, then, if the 
genticman from Ohio did not offeran amendment | 
to strike out the provision for increasing sala- 
ries ? 

Mr. STANTON, I was not aware that it 
would then be in order to offer an amendment. I 
desire that such an amendment shall be adopted. 

Mr. Nusiacn’s amendment was agreed to. 

The first amendment of the Committee on Pat- 
ents was read, as follows: 


Strike out of section ten [which fixes the fees on appli- 
cation for patents, &e- Jas follows: - 

“On every application fora patent for a design, fifteen |) 
dollars. +? 


|| bill. 


| Revolution who were entitled to half pa 


| the 17th of January, 1781, the &th of May, 1781, the 3ist or 
ti- 


| Deeember, 1781, and the Sth of Mareh, 1783, shall be ¢ 


i commutation of full pay for five ye! 


Mr. STANTON. For the purpose of enabling | 
me to move to strike out the provision which in- 
creases the salaries of cfficers, I will move to | 
reconsider the vote by which the main question 


was ordered. I hope the House will put the bill 
in a position where it can be amended. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohio 
will remember that the order of the House for the 
main question has been only partially executed ; 
until it has been fully executed the motion would 
not be in order, as the Chair supposes. 

Mr. STANTON. I supposeit would be of no 
use to make the motion after the order has been 
fully executed. 

The amendment was agreed to 


The second amendment of the committee was 
read, as follows : 

Add as a separate section, as follows: 

Sec. 2. And be it further enacted, That any citizen or 
citizens, or alien or aliens, having resided one year in the 
United States, and taken the oath of his or their intention 
to become a citizen, who, by his, her, or their own indus- 
try, genius, efforts, and expense, may have invented or 
produced any new and original design for a man atacture, 
whether of metal or other material or materials, or any 
new and original design for the printing of woolen, silk, 
cotton, or other fabrics, or any new and original design for 
a bust, statue, or bas relief, or composition in alto or basso 
relicvo, or any new and original impression or ornament, 
or to be placed on any article of manufacture, the same 
being formed in marble or other material, or any new and 
useful pattern, or print, or picture, to be either worked into 
or worked on, or printed, or painted, or cast, or Otherwise 
fixed on, any article of manufacture, or any new and ori- 
ginal shape or configuration of any article of manufacture, 
not known or used by others betore his, her, or their in- 
vention or production thereof, and prior to the time of his, 
her, or their application for a patent therefor, and who 
shall desire to obtain an exclusive property or right thercin 
to make, use, and sell, and vend the same, or copies of the 
same, to others, by them to he made, uscd, and sold, may 
make application, in writing, to the Commissioner of Pat- 
ents, expressing such desire 5 and the Commissioner, on 
due proceedings had, may grant a patent therefor, as in the 
case now of application for a patent, for the term of three 
and one half years, or for the term of seven years, or for 
the term of fourteen years, as the said applicant may elect 
in his application: Provided, That the fee to be paid in 
such application shall be, for the term ofthree years and six 
months ten dollars, for seven years fifteen dollars, and for 
fourteen years thirty dollars: And provided, That the pat- 
entees of designs under this act shall be entitled to the ex- 
tension of their respective patents, for the term of seven 
years from the day on which said patents shall expire, 
upon the same terms and restrictions as are now provided 
for the extension of Jetters patent. 


The amendment was adopted. 


The bill, as amended, was ordered to a third 
reading; and it was accordingly read the third 
time, 

Mr. PHELPS. As this bill provides for an 
increase of salary to a considerable extent, Iwill 
move to lay it on the table. I have no Rope that 
the motion will be agreed to. But this is the only 
way I can make appear my opposition to this 
feature of the bill. 

The motion was not agreed to. 

The bill was then passed. 

Mr. COX moved to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill was passed; and also moved to lay 
the motion to reconsider on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


REVOLUTIONARY CLAIMS. 


Mr. CURTIS. Is it in order at this time to 
move to take up the Pacific railroad bill? 

The SPEAKER. Only by unanimous con- 
sent. 

Mr. FENTON. 
business. 

The SPEAKER. The regular order of busi- 
ness is the reception of reports of committees, 
commencing with the Committee on Revolution- 
ary Pensions. 

Mr. FENTON. I am instructed by the Com- | 
mittee on Revolutionary Claims to introduce a 
bill to provide for the settlement of the claims of 


I call for the regular order of 


| is due to such person. from. the time the officer by whom, 
or under whom, such claim is made, became, entitled to 
said half pay until the day of bis death. ~ re 

Seo: 3. And be it further enacted, That it shall be ‘the 
duty of the Secretary of the Treasury, when the amount 
duc to any officer has been ascertained as aforesaid, to pay 
the same as hereinafter directed, after deducting therefrom 
the amount received for commutation under any special 
actof Congress, or under the resolution of the 22d of Mareh, 
1783, and all sums received by such officer as pay under 
the act of May 15, 1828. at 

Sec. 4. And be it further enacted, That the benefit of the 
resolution of the 24th of August, 1780, shall’ be extended to 
the widows and lineal descendants ofall officers ‘enibraced 
therein who died in the service. at any. period during. the 
war of the Revolution. 

Sec. 5. And beit further enacted, That the benefits and 
provisions of the act of Congress entitled“ An ‘act in addi- 
tion to certain acts granting bounty land to certain officers 
and soldiers who have been engaged in the military service . 
of the United States,” approved Mareh 3, 1855, and the 
amendment thereto of May 14, 1856, shall be, and the same 
are hereby, extended to the surviving child or children of 
the persons named in said acts, wlio served in the war of 
the Revolution in the manner therein specified, and, who 
did not desert or were not dishonorably discharged from the 
service; aud such surviving child or. children shal} be en- 
titled to receive fram the Department of the Interior a war- 
rant for one. hundred and sixty acres of land; and if there 
be surviving more than one child of said:deceased parents, 
each of said surviving children shall be entitled to receive 
a warrant for cighty instead of one hundred and sixty acres 
of land, whether they may be over or under twenty-one 
years of age: Provided, That in no case shall any such cer- 
tificate or warrant be issued to any party chaining the same 
by virtue of this act, unless the service rendered shall have 
been or may be established by record evidence, or in the 
manner provided in the second section of said act of May 
14, nor shall this fifth section extend to any party provided 
tor by the first ion of this act. 

Sec. 6. “nd be it further enacted, That it shall be the 
duty of the Secretary of the Treasury, under the direction 
and with the approbation of the President of the United 
States, to prescribe such rules of evidence as may be ne- 
cessary to carry into effect the provisions of this act, accord- 
ing to its true intent and meaning. 

Src. 7. And be it further enacted, That all payments 
made by authority of this act shall be without interest. 

Sec. 8. And be it further enacted, That, in every case, 
the said accounting officer, before he shall order any claim 
to be paid, shall require satisfactory proof that the person 
or persons in whose name the same may be presented is or 
are the bona fide owner or owners thereof, and that the 
claim has not been sold, transferred, or mortgaged, or any. 
part thereof, to any person or persons whomsoever ; and all 
sales, transfers, mortgages, or pledges of any such claims 
are hereby declared void and of no effeet whatsoever. 

Sac. 9. And be it further enacted, That surgeons’ mates 
sball be entitled to the benefit of the resolution of the 17th 
of January, 1781, and receive the same pay as hospital 
physicians and surgeons. 

Sec. 10. And beit further enacted, That all persons who 
apply for and receivé the benefit of this act, shall receive 
the same in full satisfaction of all claims under any of the 
resolutions of Congress hereinbefore recited, and for all 
losses alleged tohave been sustained by depreciation in the 
value of the certificates received as commutation under 
the resolution of Congress of the 22d of Mareh, 1783. 

See. LL. And be it further enacted, Thatall claims which 
shall be allowed under the first seetion of this act shall be 
paid to the officer, if alive, and if he be dead, to his child 
or children equally, the issue of any deceased child taking 
among them the share of their deceased parents 5 and if 
there he no lineal descendant, then to the next of kin of 
such deceased officer, 

Sec. 12. And be it further enacted, That the Secretary of 
the Treasury, instead of paying directly to the parties, as 
provided in section cleven, may, in his discretion, and un- 
der such rules and regulations as he shall prescribe, pay the 
claims allowed under this act to an administrator, execu- 
tor, or curator of such deceased officer, for the sole and 
exclusive benefit of his child or children, or their descend- 
| auts, or next of kin, to be distributed among them accord- 
ing to the provisions of section cleven of this act; and the 
same shill not be considered as part of the assets of said 
estate, nor applied to the payment of the debts of said estate 
in any case whatsoever. 

Suc. 13. And be it further enacted, That the Secretary of 
the Treasury may, in his diseretion, and is hereby author 
ized to pay the claims allowed by this act in stock of the 
United States, which shall be issued for the amount of each 
and all sums which may be found due said claimants under 
this act, in such amounts as said Secretary shall deem 
| proper, payable in filteen years from their date, with inter- 


the officers and soldiers of the revolutionary 
army, and of the widows and children of those 
who dicd in the service. 
The bill received its first and second reading. 
Mr. FENTON. I call for the previous ques- 
tion on the engrossment and third reading of the 


The bill was read. It is as follows: 
Be it enacted, &e., That the officers of the army of the 
y for life, under the | 
1780, 


resolutions of Congress of the 3d and 2ist of October, 


uch officer may 
tes or other 
s under the resolution 


ted to reccive the same, alihough 
received in licu thereof, by cert 


2d of March, 1783. 
g And be it further enacted, That it shall be the 
duty of the proper accounting Giliecr of the Treasur when i 
applied to for that purpose by any person claiming te 
efits of this act, or his or her guardian, to ascertain what 
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able to the several creditors, thcir administrators, execu- 
, or their legally authorized attorneys, or either of the 
ably to the twelfth section of this act, as soon As 8 
al elaims shall have been allowed by the af 
ounting officer: Prowided, That said stock shall be re- 
med at such a time as Congress shall make an appro- 
ition therefor, and not sooner. i 

Sec. 14. And beit further enacted, That the faith of tbe 
United States is hereby pledged tor the due payment of the 
interest and redemption of the principal of the stock which 
may be issued under the authority of this act. 

She. 15. And be it further enacted, That this act. shall 
continue and be in force for the term of ten years, and.no 
longer; and all claims not presented, with the evidence of 
i the judication, within that time, shall be forever jarred. 

Sec. 16. And be it further enacted, That the decision of 
the accounting officer shail be final and conclusive. 


Mr. BRANCH. I make: the point of order 
that the bill, under the rule, must.of necessity 59 
to the Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union, because it contains an.appropriauon. The 
| attempt to evade the rule by the provision thatthe 


| est at the rate of six per centum per annum, and made pay- 
| m, 
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bonds shall’ be made payable only when Congress 
shall make an appropriation, cannot prevent the 
bill from-geing to committtee, under the recent 
decision-of the Speaker in the parallel-case of the 
Pacific railroad bill. 

‘Mr, COX. I suppose the House understands 
that,.by the estimates which have been before us, 
this bill will:take from the Treasury some seven 
million five hundred thousand dollars. I think 
we ought not to consider a bill of this magnitude 
in this. Summary. manner. 

Mri FENTON. Upon the subject of the point 
of order raised: by the gentleman from North Car- 
olina, L call thé attention of the Chair to the last 
clause of the thirteenth section. 

The thirteenth section was again read. 

Mr. BRANCH, I make the point of order that 
the bill is obliged to go to the Committee of the 
Whole-on the state of the Union, because it pro- 
vides for the issue of bonds. There is a general 
statute of the United States which authorizes the 
Secretary of the Treasury to pay any outstand- 
ing bonds of the United States out of any surplus 
funds which may be in the Treasury. ‘The pro- 
viso which has been read, therefore, does not re- 
lieve the bill from the objection that it makes an 
appropriation, because it does not deprive the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury of the right of paying the 
bonds under the general law. If there shall be a 
surplus in the Treasury, he can apply it for this 

urpose. 

Mr. GROW. Ithink the gentleman from North 
Carolina is mistaken as to the effect of this pro- 
viso. The general law upon the subject would 
apply tovall outstanding bonds against the Gov- 
exnment, if no subsequent Jaw should be passed 
interfering with the exclusive application of that 
law. This proviso declares that the bonds shall 
not be paid under the general law; that they shall 
not be paid until Congress shall make an appro- 
priation for that purpose. It therefore expressly 
takes out of the general rule what would other- 
wise be an appropriation. 

Mr. STANTON. Lhope the Chair will de- 
cide the question of order. 

The SPEAKER, It appears to the Chair that 
this case is taken out of the gencral rule, because 
there isan express declaration that the moncy 
shall not be paid until Congress shall make an ap- 
propriation. The Chair therefore decides that 
there is no appropriatiation made by the bill. 

Mr. STANTO. I want to know of the gen- 
tleraan from New York, who reported this bill, 
how mach money, in his opinion, this bilt will 
take from the Treasury? How much will be re- 
quired to satisfy the claims under it? 

Mr. FENTON. I cannot answer the gentle- 
man more definitely than by referring him to the 
report made by me in the last session of Con- 
gress, which I send to the Clerk’s desk, and ask 


to have read from it the passage I have marked. | 


The Clerk read, as follows: 

“The whole number of continental officers entitled to 
half pay, according to an estimate of Senator Evans, is 
about 2,300; (rom which deduct for families which have 
become extinct, those who died previous to 1793, and those 
unable to make out their claims, say one half, 1,150; eav- 
ing the number to be provided for, 1,150. Assuming the 
balf pay of a captain, as the average, at $240 per annum, 
and the lives of the officers at twenly years, ten ycars of 
which is covered by the commutation certificates, and it 
will. require, to pay these men and their representatives 
within the next ten years, the sum of $2,760,000, or, in round 
numbers, 33,000,000. This sum divided among twenty- 
seven million, our present. population, would require about 
ene cunt from each inhabitant to cancel the debt.” 


Mr. STANTON. Mr. Speaker, there 1s some 
cantroversy about the amount that this bill will 
require to satisfy its provisions. Everybody, how- | 
ever, perceives that it will require $3,000,000, at 
least. L trast, then, that this House is not pre- 
pared to vote $3,000,060 out of an almost empty 
‘Treasury, without knowing exactly what the 
object is for which the appropriation is made. I 
demand the previous question on ordering the 
main question. 

Mr. BRANCH. Is this bill printed ? . 

Mr. FENTON. Itis. Thegentleman can get 
it by sending for printed bill No. 13. 

Mr. BRANCH. I am informed tbat House | 
bill No. 13 is not the bill that is now pending 
that material alterations have been made in the 
provisions of bill No. 13. j 

Mr. FENTON. The last clause of the thir- 
teenth section has been modified. Itis the same 


bill, with that modification. 


| it calls for a little more money. 


| proper time, under the haste and pressu 


Mr. STANTON. . It has been altered so as to 
avoid the rule which requires appropriation bills 
to have their first consideration in the Committee 
of the Whole on the state of the Union. That, 
I believe, is the only change made in the bill of 
the last session. - , 

Mr. BRANCH. Iam confirmed, then, in the 
fact that the bill before the House is not printed, 
so that members may get it. I think there ought 
to be copies of the bill on each member’s table 
before we are called on to vote on it. 

Mr. FENTON. The only difference between 
the bill printed at the last session of Congress and 
the one now pending, isa modification of the last 
clause of the thirteenth section. , 

Mr. BRANCH. Is it a material alteration? 

Mr. FENTON. Itisnot material, Itis only 
in respect of the mode of payment. . 

Mr. BRANCH. Let the gentieman explain 
the nature of the modification. If we are now to 
be called to vote on the bill, I should like to know 
wherein this bill differs from that which has been 
printed. i 

Mr. FENTON. Iwill send the modification 
to the Clerk, so that he may read it to the House. 

The Clerk read, as follows: 

Sec. 13. And be it further enacted, That the Secretary of 
the Treasury may, in his discretion, and is hereby author- 
ized to pay the claims allowed by tbis act in stock of the 
United States, which shall be issued for the amountof each 
and ali sums which may be found due said claimants under 
this act, in such amounts as said Secretary shall deem 
proper, payable in fifteen years from their date, with inter- 
est at the rate of six per centum per annum, and made pay- 
able to the several creditors, their administrators, execu- 
tors, or their legally authorized attorneys, or either of them, 
agreeably to the twelfth section of this act, as soon as said 
several claims shall have been allowed by the aforesaid 
accounting officer: Provided, That nothing herein con- 
tained shall prevent the United States from redeeming said 
stock at any time during the pleasure of the Government of 
the United States. 

The modifications made in that section by the 
pending bill, are as follows: 

Strike out the words payable in fifteen years from their 
date 3°? and strike out the proviso, and in licu thereof in- 
sert the following: 5 

Provided, Said stock shall be redeemed at such time as 
Congress shal} make appropriation therefor, and not sooner. 


Mr. COX. I wish to say a word about this 
bill before the yeas and nays are taken on order- 


ing the main question. J believe it is substan- 
tially the same bill which was introduced in the 


Senate ig the Thirty-Fourth Congress. I think 
it is the Same one, or substantially so. Perhaps 


I think that the 
officers who fell in the war of the Revolution are 
also included in this bill. ‘They were not included 
in the bill passed inone branch during the Thirty- 
Fourth Congress. In the report of a speech made 
by Senator Cray, of Alabama, I find an estimate 
made by the Commissioner of Pensions, as to the 
amount of moncy this bill will require. Lam not 
going to argue whether the bill is just or equita- 
bje. E only make the point that it is not now the 
re of the 
previous question; to consider a bill which the 
Commissioner of Pensions says involves the sum 
of $5,314,250. Mr. Cray included also those who 
fell in the battles of the Revolution, and added 
one hundred per cent. to that calculation, and then 
the bill would take $7,500,000 to meet its demands 
upon the Treasury. | ask whether, if the bill be 
passed or not, it ought not first to"have mature 
consideration? If it has merit—and there is much 
to be said on both sides—let it not be hurried 
through in this uvsatisfactory manner. 

The SPEAKER stated that the morning hour 
had expired, and that the question in order was 
the consideration of the report of the select com- 
mittee of thirty-three. i 


Mr. DAVIS, of Maryland, obtained the floor. | 


STATE OF THE UNION. 

Mr. CORWIN. With the consent of the gen- 
tleman from Maryland, I wish to announce to the 
House that I do not intend to call the previous 
question to-day on the report of the select com- 
mittee of thirty-three. By the advice of many 
gentlemen who desire to speak on the subject, I 
will give notice that Í will not call the previous 
question until to-morrow week. At that time I 
hope all gentlemen who desire to speak will have 


| spoken, and the House be ready to take a vote. 


DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA BUSINESS. 
Mr. KILGORE. Task the unanimous consent 


of the House to introduce the following resolu- 
tion: 

Resolved, That Tuesday of next week be set apart for the 
transaction. of business pertaining to the District of Co- 
luinbia. 


Mr. SIMMS. I object. 

AMENDMENT OF THE CONSTITUTION. 

Mr. VALLANDIGHAM. With the consent 
of the gentleman from Maryland, [Mr. Davis,} 
who holds the floor, I desire to ask unanimous 
consent to submit the following proposed amend- 
ments to the Constitution, differing materially 
from any yet offered. Iask that they may be 
printed, and that gentlemen will be kind enough 
to read and consider them with candor. As soon 
next week as L can obtain the floor, I propose to 
speak in their support. 

No objection being made, the joint resolution 
was received, and ordered to be printed. It is as 
follows: ` 


Joint resolution proposing amendments to the Constitution, 
Whereas the Constitution ofthe United Statesis a grant 
of specifie powers delegated to the Federal Government by 
the people of the several States, all powers not delegated 
to it nor prohibited to the States being reserved to the 
States respectively, or to the people; aud whereas it is the 
tendency of stronger governments to enlarge their powers 
and jurisdiction at the expense of weaker governments, 
and of majorities to usurp and abuse power and oppress 
minorities, to arrest and hold in check which tendency 
compacts and constitutions are made; and whereas the 
only effectual constitutional security for the rights of 
minoritics, whether as people or as States, is the power 
expressly reserved in constitutions of protecting those 
rights by their own action; and whereas this mode of pro- 
tection by checks and guarantees is recognized in the led- 
cral Constitution, as well in the case of the equality of the 
States, in representation and in suffrage in the Senate, as 
in the provision for overruling the veto of the President, 
and for amending the Constitution, not to enumerate other 
examples ; and whereas, unhappily, because of the vast ex- 
tent and diversified interests and institutions of the several 
States of the Union, sectional divisions can no tonger be 
suppressed; and whereas it concerns the peace and stability 
of the Federal Union and Government that a division of 
the States into mere slaveholding and non-slavebolding sec- 
tions, causing hitherto, and from the nature and necessity 
of the ease, inflammatory and disastrous controversies upon 
the subject of slavery, ending already in present disrup- 
tion of the Union, should be forever hercatter ignored ; and 
whereas this important end is best to be attained by the 
recognition ot other sections without regard to slavery, 
neither of whieh sections shall alone be strong cnough to 
oppress or control the others, and cach be vested with the 
power to protectitself from aggressions: ‘Therefore, 

Be it resolved by the Senateand House of Representatives 
of the United States of America in Congress assembled, (two 
thirds of both Houses concurring,) That the following ar- 
ticles be,and are hereby, proposed as amendments to the 
Constitution of the United States, which shall be valid to 
all intents and purposes as part of: said Constitution when 


| ratified by conventions in three fourths of the several 


States: 
ARTICLE XUI. 

Sec. 1. The United States are divided into four sections, 
as follows : 

The States of Maine, New Hampshire, Vermont, Massa- 
chusetts, Rhode island, Connecticut, New York, New jer- 
sey, and Pennsylvania, and all new States annexed and 
admitted into the Union, or formed or erected within the 
jurisdiction of any of said States, or by the junction of two 
or more of the same or of parts thercof, or out of territory 
acquired north of said States, shall constitute one section, 
to be known as the NORTH. 

The States of Ohio, Indiana, Minois, Michigan, Wis- 
consin, Minnesota, Lowa und Kansas, and all new States 
annexed or admitted into the Union, or erected within the 
jurisdiction of any of said States, or by the junction of two 
Or more of the same or of parts thereof, or out of territory 
now held or hereafter acquired north of latitude 36° 30/and 
cast of the crest of the Rocky Mountains, shall constitute 
another section, to be known as the West. 

The States of Oregon and California, and all new States 
annexed and admitted into the Union, or formed ar erected 
within the jurisdiction of any of said States, or by the june- 
tion of two or more of the same or of parts thereof, or cut 
of territory now held or hereafter acquired west of the crest 
of the Rocky Mountains and of the Rio Grande, shall con- 
stitute another section, to be known as the PACIFIC. 

The States of Delaware, Maryland, Virginia, North Ca 
olina, South Carolina, Georgia, Florida, Alabama, Mi 
sippi, Louisiana, Texas, Arkansas, Tennessee, Kentucky, 
and Missouri,and allnew States annexed and admitted into 
the Union, or forined or erected within the jurisdiction of 
any of said States, or by the junction of two or more of the 
same or of parts thereof, or out of territory acquired cast of 
the Rio Grande and south of latitude 36° 30’, shall consti- 
tute anotlier section, to be known as the Souru. 

Sec. 2. On demand of one third of the Senators of any 
one of the sections on any bill, order, resolution, or vote, 
to which the concurrence of the House of Kepresentatives 
may be necessary, except on a question of adjournment, a 
vote shail be bad by sections, and a majority of the Sena- 
tors from each section voting shall be necessary to the pas- 
sage of such bill, order, or resolution, and to the. validity of 
every such vote. 

Sec. 3. Two of the electors for President and Vice Pres- 
ident shall be appointed by each State in such manner as 
the Legislature thereof may direct, for the State at large. 
‘The other electors. to which each State may be entitled, 


ita 


| shall be chosen in the respective congressional districts 


into which the State may at the regular decennial period 
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have been divided, by. the electors of each district having 
the qualifications requisite for electors of the most numer- 
ous branch of the State Legislature. A majority of all the 
electors in each of the four sections in this article estab- 
lished, shall be necessary to the choice of President and 
Vice President; and the concurrence of a majority of the 
States of ench section shall be necessary to the choice of 
President by the House of Representatives, and of the Sen- 
ators from each section to the choice of Vice President by 
the Senate, whenever the right of choice shall devolve upon 
them respectively. 

Sec. 4. The President and Vice President shall hold their 
offices each during the term of six years; and neither shall 
be eligible to more than one term except by the votes of two 
thirds of all the electors of each section, or of the States of 
each section, whenever the right of choice of President shall 
devolve upon the House of Representatives, or of the Sen- 
ators from cach section, whenever the right of choice of 
u President shall devolve upon the Senate. 

So. 5 
of af 
Pres 


election, 
i ARTICLE XLV. 

No State shail secede without the consent of the Legis- 
latures of all the States of the section to wi ieh the State 
proposing to secede belongs. 4hhe President shail have 
power to adjust with seceding States all questions arising 


by reason of their secession; but the terms of adjustment | 


shail be submitted to the Congress fòr their approval before 
the same shall be valid. 
ARTICLE XV. 

Neither the Congress nor a Territorial Legislature shall 
have power to interrere with the right of the citizens ofany 
of the States within either of the sections to migrate upon 
equal terms with the citizens of the States within either of 
the other sections, to the Territories of the United States; 
nor shall cither have power to destroy or impair any 
righis of either person or property in the ‘Territories. New 
States annexed for admission into the Union, or formed or 
crected within the jurisdiction of other States, or by the 
junction of two or more States, or parts of States, and 
States formed with the consentof the Congress, out of any 


territory of the United States, shall be entitled to adinission i 


upon an equal footing with the original States, under any 
constitution establishing a government republican ia form, 


i y people thereor ordain. wheneversuch States | ` 4 S ‘ 
whieh the people thercor may ordain, wheneversach States || destruction of any of these States, or any of their 


hou- 
ing 


of 


shall contain, within an area of not less than thir 
sand square miles, a population equal to the then € 
ratio of representation for one member of the Honus 
Represeutati ve 
Mr. DAVIS, of Maryland, then addressed the 
Tlouse on the state of the Union. 
will be published in the Appendix ] 
Mr. SEDGWICK. Mr. aker, I approa 
the discussion of this subject with a profound im- 
pression of its importance, and my inability to do 
it justice. 1 shall waste none of the time of this 
House in any preliminary statements in regard to 
this question. ‘Three months ago, the people of 
this country were engaged in the discharge of a 
most important political duty—the election of their 
Chief Magistrate, Thecountry wasinacondition 
of profound peace. ‘Chree months have passed, 
and what now is our condition? We find six 
States in actual rebellion against the Federal Gov- 
ernment; we find that no property of the United 
States within their borders is sacred; that they 
have scized upon our forts and our arsenals; that, 
they have robbed the Treasury; that they have 
seized public vessels; and that we are menaced 


by the actual levy and support of standing armies. | 


Even this Capitol, in which our deliberationsare 
held, is threatencd. Seven other States, with 
more or less of apparent sincerity, are threatening 
that the firing of a gun in support of the laws of 
the Union, shall be the signal of general hostili- 
ties against the Government. No State seems to 
know that it is the imperative duty of this Gov- 
ernment and of its executive officers to protect 
and preserve the property which has thus been 
ruthlessly seized. v 
we are to rely for our defense and the protection of 


our property, the officers of our Army and Navy, ! 


forgetful of the allegiance which they owe to the 


country, and of the solemn obligations of their | 
oaths, abandoning their trusts, and accepting. |) 


office under separate and hostile States, as if that 
were the merest discharge of high duty. So low 


has this Government fallen, that the little State | 


[His speceh | 


We see the men upon whom | 


| bares l 
| these seceding States have been or ean be assailed. 


of Florida, with less population than the congres- i 


sional district I represent, and far below it in-all 
that constitutes strength and greatness, is flaunt- 
ing her banner in the face of the United States ; 
and we are gravely told that a truce upon her 
shores has been declared between the Govern- 
ment of the United States and the hostile armies 
assembled there. 

But I shall not dwell upon this. I wish to 
point to oħe other noteworthy event: that for the 
firsttime in the history of this country it has 
become necessary that the Federal capital should 
bristle with bayonets in order to secure the peace- 
ful inauguration of a President chosen ata con- 
| stitutional and lawful election of the people. 1 
trust, sir, that that inauguration will take place; 
that it will take place peacefully; that, atallevents, i 
it shall happen at the timo and place appointed | 
by the Constitution aud the laws. I trust, with i 
that event, other characteristics of the Executive | 
will be inaugurated. I mean vigor, [mean courage, | 
I mean moderation, which, while it demands noth- 
ing but what is clearly right—submission to the 
laws—will be satisfied with nothing less, and will | 
submit to nothing that is clearly wrong. 1l trust 
there will be broyght into the executive mansion, | 
with that moderation and manly courage, the per- 
sistency which always secures its ends. I trust || 
that the man who assumes the robes of office will | 
feel that— 

«She only real element of lack 
Is genuine, solid, old Teutonic pluck.” 

Tf a little of these desirable qualities had existed 
in the exceutive mansion three months ago, if the 
President had had energy, foresight, and cour- 
lage enough to send reinforcements to a single 
fortress in our waters, this difficulty would not || 
now beupon us. The golden opportunity has been 
lost, and we are now driven by slow steps, by 
painful processes, to regain what that inconsider- 
ateness or cowardice has lost us. 

Mr. Speaker, I am not one of those who believe 
that all these dire events have sprang from trivial 
causes. 1 do not subscribe to the philosophy 
which teachesthat events areeverdisproportionate | 
to the causes that produce them. Let us inquire 


i 


| the recovery of fugitive slaves: 
| put in evidence the marshal’s warrant, issued. by 
i the commissioner under that law. 


i changed. 


what is the evil which we are called to consider, 
and for which we are to provide a remedy. In 
the first place, there is no pretense whatever that 
there is any tyrannous or oppressive or unequal | 
legislation by Congress which is threatening the 


prominent intercsts. That would be tangible. 
| That was the case which occurred in 1832, when | 
| te complaint was of the operation of a specific 
| laaf, which law could be reached and modified by 
he action of the Federal Legislature. There is: 
| no pretense that there is any clause of the Con- | 
i stitution under which the rights or interests of 


Nobody claims this. f believe, sir, upon the 
subject of slavery, Lam about as radical as most 
| people who have the honor of a seat here, and yet 
i I never heard the man who pretended that, under 
| the Constitution of this country, the Federal Gov- 
| ernment could assail or touch, by legislation, the 
rights of slaveholding States, or the security of 
their interests, in any single particular. But we | 
are told that there are personal liberty bills, which 
are a standing menace to the South. J] venture to 
say, that on the assemblage of Congress at this 
session, there were not ten men here who could | 
put their finger upon the law of a single State | 
which they could say wasa violation of the Con- 
stitution. 

Why, sir, I know something about the law of 
the State of New York. It was passed ten years 
before this fugitive slave law was passed. It was | 
passed because, as all of us wbo are acquainted ; 
| with the history of that State know, it was neces- | 
sary for the protection of the citizens of that State. 
There are those who hear me, who know that an 
actual instance occurred where a free man was | 
twelve years under the lash and scourge of the 
slave-driver—a man as much entitled to bis liberty | 
as any man in my State; and that these laws were 
passed for the purpose of protecting our own tit- || 
izens; and so far as they refuse to allow our off- | 
| cers to be engaged in any attempt whatever to | 
arrest fugitive slaves, they go upon the ground, 
and follow the decision of the Supreme Court of | 


the United States in the case of Prigg vs. Penn- 


| sylvania. | 
I will now show that this law of New York |;i 


does not interfere with the execution ofthe fugi- 
tive slave law. In the couùty in which I reside: 
a deputy marshal of the United States wasii” 
dicted under it, and brought to trial before'a Rè” 
publican judge for executing the ‘process of the: 
United States, issued under the law of-1850;- for 
On: the trialhe 


: The whole 
subject was discussed in that court. He was 
prosecuted with zeal and energy; but the Repub- 
lican judge held that the marshal’s warrant under 
the fugitive slave law was full and ample protec- 


| tion and defense against any prosecution under 


the State laws. 

And so the fact was established by the decision 
of that court, that whenever the law of a State 
interferes with a constitutional law of Congress, 
upon any subject however odious, it. would not 
be sustained, but be pronounced unconstitutional 
and void. There is, then, no real difficulty in 
this matter. And permit me here to say, thatthe 
fugitive slave law requires no amendment at our 
hands. Nobody has asked it. Sir, I believe E 
have as low an appreciation of that law as a hu- 
man being can bave with limited faculties; and 
yet I am willing to let it stand, a fit monument of 
the madness of the times in which it was passed. 
And when future historians shall come back to 
our day to find the evidence of that barbarism 
from which to date the progress of Jaws for his 
time, he need go no further back than the fugitive 
slave law of 1850. 

But the real difficulty in regard to all this mat- 
ter is, that there is no loyally anywhere to'the 
fugitive slave law, I care not where itis. The 
South must be satisfied with a condition which, 
from the nature of things and of man, cannot be 
In the first place, there is a physical 
necessity of having a free State border. In the 
next place there is a natural disposition upon the 


| part of slaves to run; and although conscience 


stands at one elbow, and tells them not to run 
from kind, benevolent, patriarchal masters, yet 
the fend stands at the other elbow, and tells 
them, in the persuasive language used to honest 
Launcelot Gobbo, the servant of an olden Jew, 
“ Budee;”? and the advice of the fiend, in this 
irreverent age, will always prevail, notwithstand- 
ing the beneficent and Christian character of the 
institution from which he is advised to escape. 

But there is another difficulty about this. There 
is a trouble which cannot be overcome, in human 
nature. Itis the instinctive desire of every human 
being who sees another flecing from oppression to 
help bim alongin his course. I eare not who is the 
man—it may be the chairman of the committec— 
who desires a more efficient fugitive slave law; it 
may be leaders of the Democratic conventions of 
northern States, who say the South shall have 
their constitutional rights, and who, just before 
an election, will preach very fairly upon the sub- 
ject of the fugitive slave law, but who, if a cap- 
tive comes to their hearth at night, or early morn- 
ing, will forget the obligations of party, forget 
the binding obligations of the Constitution of the 
United States, and, without inquiring too partie- 
ularly into his history, tell the panting fugitive 
that nearer the north star is the safer place for a 
man of his color, and will help him with food, 
money, and scrip for his journey. 

Again, Mr. Speaker, there ts the territorial 
question, Lam not disposed to argue that atany 
length. The admission of New Mexico, as a slave 
State now, would not settle the territorial ques- 
tion. Nothing short of incorporating the Breek- 
inridge platform and the Dred Scott decision into 
ihe Constitution will satisfy the southern people. 
Why? Because New Mexico is a barren gift. It 
is not desired; itis not desirable. [tis a craving 
for something beyond: the desire to establish the 


i| principle, which, I believe, very few men of sense 
iin this House will consent to—that all after acqui- 


sitions of territory shall follow the constitutional 
right which they seek to establish for the present 
Territories. 

Now, sir, itis evident to my mind that al) this 
convulsion and revolution has not grown out of 
the complaints here presented, and for which the 


| committee of thirty-three have recommended rem- 


edies. These remedies, therefore, however suf- 
ficient and proper for the specific complaints, will 
leave the real difficulty wholly unadjusted; and 1 
am therefore opposed to them all. Some of them 
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Light give my. assent to—some of the declara- 
‘fatory ‘resolutions. of the committee. They are 
‘very. proper as a declaration of sentiment in a pri- 
vate.caucus.or-in a: town meeting; but they an- 
swer ho appropriate-end here. . They may be re- 
pealed to-morrow... They. give no security against 
what may happen. hereafter... They are desired 
by nobody; asked for by nobody; and will have 
no practical result. I therefore feel constrained to 
vole against every. measure of compromise which 
has been dffered, oi 2 go em os 
» Apainet think the day for compromises is past. 
y. have-praved hitherto mere delusions, sus- 
tained only so long as ;they did not stand in the 
“way of any favorite policy of a majority. Take 
the most golemn’of them-all—the Missouri com- 
ise’of 1820; it stood while nobody was in- 
din: procuring its repeal; it stood until party 
‘interest demanded that it should be broken down; 
and.then, without regard to the sanctity of the 
compact—an old compact, under which benefits 
had been derived upon one side—it was remorse- 
lessly-stricken down. Thatact shocked the moral 
sense of the’ people. I said then, as I say now, 
that it removed the existing barrier between any 
feclings which we entertained in regard to the right 
of Fevritories south of that line to come into the 
Union, as.slave States. 


Batifi].am mistaken in, all this; if it is impos- 
sible to say what may be the future complication 
of events, and how. it may affect us; if itis im- 
possible to seo that what looks like good now 
may not prove hurtful to-morrow; if it should 
turn: out in the future that some two or three 
of these States should desire emancipation, and 
should desire to be aided in their efforts by the 


General Government; you perceive that this | 


amendment ties their hands, stifles their voices, 
and-prevents us from affording them the aid which 
they may unanimously desire, until the remotest 
State upon the Gulf is satisfied to allow them to 
inaugurate and carry outa system of emancipa- 
tion. 

Ror these reasons, I am opposed to any alter- 
ation of the Constitution, If this amendment to 
the Constitution does give an additional guarantee 
to the institution of slavery; if it does make the 
task ofemancipating the slaves in any State harder 
and more difficult; if it protracts their bondage for 
one single day in any State of this Confederacy; 
then: I am opposed ‘to it upon principle; and I 
would rather my right arm should drop from its 
socket than to admit the principle that by consti- 
tutional amendment, or by a legislative enact- 
ment, you can add:one single hour of slavery to 
any human.being on any spot of the earth which 
God’s sun-visitg: i so 7. 

Again sir: as to the New Mexican project, I 
say that it necessarily cheats one side or the other. 
I must use good, bold English in regard to this 
matter, or I shall not talk aboutit as l understand 
it. It is offered, if the committee mean anything, 
as a compromise, as.a concession; and although 


men may.stand up in their places and say that | 


they think. New Mexico will be a free 


i tate, that 
they think it:will not come into the 


nion asa 


i 


slave State, yet nobody can deny the fact that åt 
is offered to the South as a concession—o. yielding to 
them of the Territories of New Mexico and Ari- 
zona. . ‘The people of the slave States will so un- 
derstand it. If they can be deceived in regard-to 
the purposes of the Republican party, spread out 
as they are in the sun, so that the wayfaring man, 
though a fool, need not err in regard to them; if 
they can be made to believe that we are to assail 
their institutions by Federal legislatiom; that we 


| are to attack them within the boundaries of the 


States,—T ask if they are not compelled to believe, 
when you offer this to them as.a measure of peace, 
that they are to have it as a slave State, for their 
property to go to, for them to establish their in- 
stitutions in; and yet you will go home to the 
North and say that, although we have yielded 
what they demanded on the subject of slavery in 
the Territories by allowing them to bring in a State 


already marked for slavery by an inhuman code, ! 
such as few other States can show; although we į 
have done this, although we have consented that | 
a State may come into the Confederacy without | 


sufficient population, without the means of carry- 
ing on a State government at all, yet we did it for 
the purpose of deceiving the Sguth, and letting 
them imagine thata tub was thrown to the whale, 
when, after all, we meant it asa gilded and barbed 
hook. I do not believe in such legislation as this. 
I do not believe it is honest. I do not believe itis 
fair. Ido not believe you can justify yourselves 
in the face of an honest constituency for offering 
a measure of this kind as a measure of peace. 
Why, you know. that whenever this State comes 
here with a free constitution, and is admitted as 
a State, you will be reproached for your perfidy; 
and you cannot stand un in the face of outraged 
southern constituencies and say, we did not in- 
tend to deceive you in this matter. It is impos- 
sible that any honest man should do it. 

Again: I am opposed to this measure, because 
I do not desire to sec a competition for New Mex- 


; ico between the free and the slave powers of this 


Confederacy. I do not desire to see again re- 
peated upon this continent the fraud and force 
and corruption of Kansas; the strife of emigration 
—armed, contentious, vindictive, and sectional. 
But it is said that it is only a small sacrifice— 
only two hundred and forty thousand square miles 
which this barbarous code of New Mexico covers 
—which enables a man only over that small area 


to scourge and stripe Jabor, and wring from it | 


unrequited toil; and it is very poor land at that. 
Why, sir, I care not if, instead of twenty-four, 


there was but a single slave upov that soil, E never | 


would consent to the admission of that State until 
those barbarous laws were repealed. I never 
would consent to it under any supposed obliga- 
tion under the organic act of 1850, or any compact 
anywhere. I say that New Mexico should come 
before this Congress, or whatever Congress she 
approaches, for admission as other States come; 
aud when she comes, she shall be tried upon her 
merits. If she is found wanting iv any of the 


| particulars which were so pertinaciously required 


of Kansas, she shall not have admission to this 
Union by my vote or my influence. And yet, we 
are entreated to yield this small Territory to sla- 
very, and to settle this question upon that basis. 
Commerce approaches us, and takes us upon a 
very high hill, and shows us these broad and 
splendid fields of cotton, with their rivulets of 
silver, and the golden sunsets beyond, and asks 
us if we cannot give even this boon to satisfy the 


| South. Commerce would say, ‘* Cheat the South, 


if you will; but get the bill passed, and the Union 
saved, and then start your emigration societies, 
and your means for making it what you avow it 
is your design to make it here on this floor—a 
free State.” 

But I must pass from this topic. Tam opposed 
to compromise; because I believe the complaints, 
asstated by the members of this committee to have 
been brought before them, are utterly groundless, 
and the proposed remedies puerile. It does not 
touch the matter in controversy. And here my 
learned friend from Massachusetts [Mr. Apams] 
will pardon me for saying that I have read with 
great interest his historical parallel to show that 
a strong and proud nation should not despise even 
trivial and groundless complaints. Ido not so 
read the history of the Revolution of our fathers. 
I do not understand that they went to war upon 
trivial and groundless complaints. I do notun- 


derstand that that great contest was a mere con- 
test about a three-cent duty on tea, ora stamp 
upon paper, or a duty imposed upon window 
glass; but I do understand it to have been a cons 
test for a great principle, going to the very foun- 
dation of organized civil society. “I understand 
that the Parliament of Great Britain asserted the 
right, in all cases whatsoever, to tax, or, in other 
words, to legislate for, the colonies, and this with- 
out any representation upon their part; and that 
they, imbued with the true principles of English 
liberty—the principle which established the right 
of revolution at home, which led them abroad to 
Holland, and again across the trackless waste of 
waters to this country — contended for the ever- 
living principle of freedom, that taxation should 
be accompanied in all cases by representation; 
that they contended for that principle, and that 
submission to laws among freemen implied a voice 
in their enactment. There is no lesson in history 
which teaches that compromise or concession to 
the groundless demands or complaints of equal 
States, not only fully represented, bat with more 
than an equal representation, based not only on 
persons, but upon their property, and who have 
exercised throughout all our history to the pres- 
ent time a controlling influence upon our legisla- 
tion and upon the foreign and domestic policy of 
the Government, are to be dignified by a compar- 
ison with the complaints of an oppressed people 
who were denied all representation by those who 
sought to govern them. ` ; 

Bat we are told that the great Lord Chancellor 
of England, f 

“The greatest, wisest, meanest of mankind,” 
advised yielding something to discontentments. 
Now, I think, with all due deference to superior 
learning, that he never advised yielding to insolent 
demands from a discontented people, nor yet to 
change the British constitution and laws, to re- 
move discontentments founded on no possible 
rightful complaints. I hardly think that, at this 
day, you will find a British statesman, of approved 
sense and wisdom, who would a:lvise concession, 
a change in the time-honored constitution, and 
a reconstruction in their laws, because the clans 
of Scotland, asserting their ancient independence, 
should again rally on their mountains, and come 
down with arms, to demand guarantees for rights 
which nobody threatened, relicf from laws by 
which nobody was oppressed, and security against 
events which it was perfectly impossible should 
ever happen. 

But, sir, lam profoundly impressed with the 
wisdom of the saying, that “the surest way to 
prevent sedition, (ifthe times do bear it,) is to 
take away the matter of it; for if there be fuel pre- 
pyged, it is hard to tell whence the spark shall 

e that shall set it on fire.” Tell me whence 
comes the spark which has set this country in a 
blaze? What is the “ matter of sedition ” in our 
day that should be removed ‘if the times do bear 
it?’? What is there, beyond these trivial and 
groundless complaints, beyond these discontents 
that appear on the surface? What is there in this 
country, which is always a magazine, not merel 
of prepared fucl, but of the dryest powder, which 
a single spark might explode, to the destruction 
of this whole Confederacy? Whatis it that, in 
the whole course of our history, has alone threat- 
ened the liberty, the Union, the prosperity of this 
country? What is it, that in 1811—nay, before 
that—and in 1820, in 1832, in 1850, in 1860, has 
been perpetually threatening the liberties of this 
country? Does anybody wait for an answer? 
Does anybody desire to know to what I point? 
It is the institution of slavery, inwrought into the 
very framework of our Government, covering with 
a black pall nearly one half of this Confederacy, 
jealous of its rights, inflammable, unreasonable, 
easily excited, with cause or without. 

No, sir, we need fear no foreign war. We need 
fear no aggression from without. The armies of 
the world may invade us. Our fortifications may 
be in the hands of the traitors who have now 
wrenched them from the Federal Government; 
they may be sunk in the sea, with our ships; and 
yet, so long as the red school-house stands on our 
hills, we are invincible, unconquerable by any for- 
eign force, or any foreign element of power that 
may be brought against us. But what is it that 
is eating into our vitals ?, What is it that is cor- 
rupting the very life-blood of the Confederacy? 
Need I answer again, it is that accursed institu- 
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tion of slavery, which in all time has been, and 
in all time to come will be, a perpetual weakness, 
a disgrace, a calamity? 

Now, sir, thisis the disease with which we have 
to deal. Itis not acase for the placebos of the com- 
mittee of thirty-three, nor yet for the small pills 
of Hahnemann, nor for the bleeding and warm 
water of Dr. Sangrado. Itisa case for surgery. I 
am not now to speak of slavery as I look on it, as 
an institution of barbarism. lam not to speak of 
it as my people regard it; not to speak of it as all 
historians describe it, as all poets sing of it, as all 
moralists and philosophers teach about it, as all 
philanthropists look upon it; I merely wish to 
speak ofitasa political power inthis Confederacy. 
Itis agreat power Whenever any of its real or 
supposed interests are affected, it rallies around 
it the Representativesand Senators of fifteen States 
asone man. Itscents danger in the tainted breeze. 
It is unwearied in its vigilance, unrelenting in its 
purpose. It has controlled the politics of this 
country for sixty years and more; and now, when 
its political encroachments and unreasonable de- 
mands have rallied the North againstit, and when 
the census, with unerring finger, points to the end 
of its political power and influence, it breaks out 
into rebellion and violence; it would usurp the 
Government by force, and override the expressed 
will of the people by terror and bloodshed, In 
several of the States it is a settled policy to make 
this institution perpetual. 

There is no diligent student of the history of the 
time but knows that when the Constitution was 
formed it was the intention of its franicrs that that 
institution should, in a reasonable time, be abol- 
ished by the voluntary action of the people of the 
States. Six States performed their duty in regard 
to it, by adopting schemes of gradual emancipa- 
tion, And now, because it is profitable, because 
it is a source of political power, because it is a 
thing to which policine may address their ap- 
peals in an inflamed and excited community, a 
change has come over the intention and spirit of 
the country, and this institution is to be made per- 
petual. It insists notonly on tolerance, not only 
that we shall leave it within the limits of the States 
untouched; but it insists on universal assent to its 
rightfulness, and on constitutional recognition and 
protection. Grant this, and who does not know 
that its next step will be to demand the reopening 


of the slave trade? And rightfully, because, if it | 


is just in itself; if you have a moral and political 
right to hold slaves, you have a right to a supply 
of that labor from any source open to yourreach; 
and the slave trade will be, as it has already been, 
justified on the rostrum and in the pulpit. It will 
be demanded as a just tribute to the progress of 
Christianity and the enlightened influence of the 
age, that laws—barbarous, obsolete, criminal laws 
—declaring this just commerce piracy, shall be re- 
pealed, and the slave traders shall again sit among 
the merchant princes as the honorable of the earth, 
and the blessing of Heaven will be pronounced 
each returning Sabbath on the sails of the pirate 
as on the sails of all others who go down to the sea 
in ships. 

Nay; alittle further. As frec opinions and their 
exponents, free speech and free press, are incon- 
sistent with it, as it sappresses them at home by 
the cord or by fire, so it demands, through the 
committee of thirty-three, their suppression as 
being “with intent to subvert the institutions of 
another State.” Very careful and slow in its 
approaches, and now for the first time receiving 
legislative countenance, freedom of the press is to 
be put down. ; 

But I must pass along. This institution, as I 
have described it, has twenty Representatives on 
this floor, of its property-——or should have if they 
had not basely fled from their trust and abandoned 
their seats here, to establish treason against the 
Government in their several States. It should 
have twenty Representatives upon this floor of its 


property; and this inequality it will necessarily | 


carry into any territory it may acquire and bring 
inasaslave State. Youcannot admit New Mex- 
ico as a State without admitting her with fhisin- 
equality. Tt has but six of the thirteen original 
States; all the rest have,as I have said, in accord- 


ance with the sentiment existing at the formation | 


of the Government, and the implicd understanding 
upon which the Constitution was agreed to,eman- 
cipated those slaves. Yet it has increased its 
numbers to fifteen; and it now demands the pro- 


tection of the Government in the vast Territories, 
the forcible seizure and subjugation of which is 
now contemplated. 

If an adjustment is effected upon the basis of 
this committee’s report, it will not stand a year 
against the threatened piracy, plunder, privateer- 
ing, the renewal of theslave trade, and the seizure 
of adjacent States, which is contemplated. 

The policy and aims of slavery, its institutions 
and civilization, and the character of its people, 
are all at variance with the policy, aims, institu- 
tions, education, and character of the North. 
There is an irreconcilable difference in our inter- 
ests, institutions, and pursuits; in our sentiments 
and feelings. No truth is more apparent than 
this: “that this Government cannot permanently 
remain half slave and half free.” The idea of a 
temporary separation, and a permanent recon- 
struction, is visionary and foolish. Whenever 
the slave States of this Confederacy shall be ac- 
knowledged by this Government to be rightfully 
separated from their allegiance, that separation 
will be final and permanent. The North stands 
ready, while they are in the Union, to perform its 
constitutional obligations; but let them once be 
acknowledged to be free from those constitutional 
obligations, to be separated from their relations 
as States within acommon Confederacy, and you 
cannot find a schoel district within the North that 
will ever consent to a reconstruction of this Gov- 
ernment upon any such basis of the representa- 
tion of property as is now permitted in this House 
upon the part of the slavcholding States. Nay, 
you cannot find any district which would consent 
to admit sucha State at all, unless with a full 

rovision for thespeedy emancipation of its slaves. 
[f gentlemen choose to try the experiment upon 
that basis, the quicker they go about it the bei 
terit will suit the Representatives of a great pro- 
portion of the inhabitants of the North. 

But, sir, I must hasten to a close. T am satis- 
fcd that the experiment of a perpetual Union be- 
tween free and slave States, ie de a republican 
Government, is a failure. You may tnker it, 
you may patch it, you may doctor it, you may 
turn it over to a council of politicians, or a coun- 
cil of physicians, it will come back to the same 
position: that there is an irreconcilable difference 
between free and slave institutions; and if States 
that maintain both systems remain under the same 
Government, one or the other must yield. 

Now, how do I propose to settle this matter? 
Because, I go not for concession or compromise. 
I go for a setilement that shall be final; that shall 
leave cach to pursue its own policy, without the 
interference or clashing of hostile interests. In | 
the first place, I shall insist, as a preliminary 
step, if it shall take generations to accomplish it, 
that the Constitution and laws must be restored to 
their integrity, and the rebel States to obedience. 
We will put our laws upon a footing where they 
shall be exccuted. We will have the property 
that has been wrenched from us by rebellion and 
robbery. We will have the forts; we will have 
the arsenals; we will have the hospitals; we will 
have the mints, and the vessels, which treachery 
has betrayed to our enemies. We will have 
everything that belongs to us, and the old status 
fully restored; and then we will have a settle- 
ment of this controversy. How? I would con- 
sent that all the slave States, with contiguous ter- 
ritory, which desire to make slavery perpetual, 
should go into a separate Confederacy, peaceably 
and quietly, with the full consent of all parties in 
the Government; they should assume their just 
share of the public habilities; they should have 
such public property as les within their limits, 
not required by the necessities of our condition. 
If any of the slave States choose to remain, Í 
would provide that the Federal Government 
should make full and fair compensation for their | 
slaves, with the condition of gradual emancipa- | 
tion, and their colonization, if need be. If no 
slave State chose to remain, I would then amend 
the Constitution so that no slave State should 
ever be admitted into the Union. IT would then 
provide for the freedom of all the avenues of com- | 
merce, ahd especially for the free and unob- 
structed navigation of the Mississippi river. The 
right of search should not be driven from the 
ocean to be reéstablished upon the banks of the 
Mississippi. I would retain such fortresses and 
places of defense on the Guif as would be neces- 
sary to secure our commerce against any threat- 
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ened piracy or privateering by any Power onearth, 
These two civilizations might then start peaceably 
on their several careers of generous rivalry. And 
permit me to say that, if the Union is destroyed, 
the world will soon comprehend the difference 
“ between a compact nation of educated, freé, and 
self-dependent citizens and a community of indo- 
lent and insolent proprietors of land, living in 
hourly dread of a herd of slaves.” 

I need not stop to speak of the glory of the 
northern empire, with its capital upon the great 
lakes, with a ship canal from. the Mississippi to 
the ocean, withimproved rivers, harbors and roads, 
with all the vast territories about her ready tó 
rush into close alliance with a nation which ‘has 
shown that it dared to be just, and has freed itself 
from an institution which alone has excluded it 
from national sympathy. And I need not point 
to the other experiment. If the success of the 
cotton dynasty fulfills the expectations of the 
prophets and seers who have talked to us about 
it, it will be the first nation on the face of God’s 
earth that was ever established with its founda- 
tions broad and deep in inhumanity and injustice, 
which has prospered, and whose disgraceful and 
ignominious history has not been written from its 
commencement to its close. But the Represent- 
atives of the seceded States talk about withhold- 
ing their cotton until they bring France and Eng- 
land on their knees as suppliants, praying for an 
alliance with them. Sir, the failure of an Amer- 
ican supply of cotton is a contingency which has 
been long looked forward to in England, and care- 
fully guarded against. Lord John Russell, in a 
letter to the Manchester Cotton Supply Associa- 
tion, has pointed to this precise event, and the 
remedies proposed. In view of that fact, China 
has recently been opened by British and French 
arms and negotiation. India also produces abun- 
dant cotton, Australia, with a much Jonger sea- 
son, produces as good an article as ae can grow 
on your sea islands. In Africa and Central Amer- 
ica cotton is an indigenous plant It grows with- 
out labor; and they are capable of affording an 
inexhaustible sappy of the article. 

In the North we shall try to getalong with such 
a substitute as nature affords us. Flax of short 
fibre, mixed with forty per cent. of cotton, can 
now be furnished to the cotton looms of New 
England at cight cents per pound; and flax of long 
fibre, when invention born of necessity has suc- 
cecded in perfecting—as she soon will do—a few 
little machines already in the Patent Office, can 
be furnished to the linen-spinner ata much less 
price per pound. And this article (flax) grows 
on every variety of soil, and_in every climate, 
from Maine to Minnesota. The manufacturing 
world long ago determined not much longer to be 
subject to the caprices of a slaveholding oligarchy 
which they hated and despised, but whose cotton 
they had then found no substitute for. And if I 
could procure no other sufficient substitute, rather 
than submit to this tyrannous dictation of king 
cotton, I would go back to the costume of our first 
parents in the garden of Eden, before the fall. 

An honorable gentleman from Virginia, [Mr. 
Garnett,] to show us how slavery strengthened 
and ennobled a people, has referred us to histor- 
ical examples. He says that slavery prevailed in 
the mightiest and most cultivated empires of the 
Old World, and was the source of their strength. 
I know that slavery existed both in Athens and 
Rome. And the same history bas taught us that 
the Athenians soon lost the hardy virtues of their 
early life, and became cruel, unjust, effeminate, 
and corrupt; that they drove Pericles into exile 
for his justice, and poisoned Socrates for his wis- 
dom and virtue, and became soon the prey of the 
spoiler, and the petty province of a stronger and 
more barbarous despotism. 

If I have read history aright, it was not the 
luxurious and effeminate Roman of the later and 
slaveholding empire who bore the unconquered 
eagles over the burning sands of Lybia and the 
frozen regions of the North, but the hardy, indus- 
trious, virtuous Roman of ‘the brave days of 
old;” and the slaveholder has read Roman history 
to little profit who has forgotten that a Thracian 
gladiator, at the head of sixty thousand slaves, 
slaughtered the mightiest armies of Rome, driving 
back consul after consul in defeat and disgrace, 
and threatened with his victorious arms the very 
gates of the seven-hilled city herself; that the 
cities of Italy were plundered and burned, and 
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hier broad fields left a sea of blackened desolation; 
that, looking abroad from her hills, such a scene 
‘of smoking ruins was beheld as the world will 
never see again until the hordes of Africa are j 
riven, by intolerable cruelty, to take arms against 
their oppressors. Nor can gentleman forget, who 
“have studied the. downfall of that Roman empire, 
that slavery aud luxury, having corrupted and 
destroyed and eaten out. the vitals of the empire, 
plunged. her into the darkness of the middle ages; 
‘and itis left. for our day, while the blessings of 
‘Slavery: are being. Commended to-us in the Con- 
‘of the United States, to. witness, the great 
stle of modern liberty and equality (Garabaldi) 
iablishing theunity of Italy, and reviving, with 
divine spirit, the desolate fields of Rome. | 
i , the. sentiment of union is strong in this 
“country; but the sentiment of liberty, thank God, 
is stronger. We desire union; but we will have 
 Hberty; atid we are determined, come union or 
disunion, to retain and. reémblazon the old em- | 
blems; bring back the old courage; revive the old 
virtues of public faith, honesty, and integrity. 
We will preserve what we can of our glorious 
inheritance; and if we must look upon adismem- 
bered and broken Confederacy, still 
oak sae - we will press 
The golden cluster of our brave old flag 
“Ju closer ‘union; and, if numbering less, 
Prigbter shall shine the stars which still remain.” 

Mi VANDEVER obtained ‘the floor. 
oA Memabn: It is now nearthe hour for taking 
a recess, O CS PO T A E o 

Mr. VANDEVER. If the House will agree 
to it; T would prefer that my remarks should be 
yostponed until to-morrow. 
1 Mi TENKINS. “I hope we will not adjourn. 
The gentleman must take his'chanee with other 
members about getting the floor. 

Mr. VANDEVER. Buta short while remains 
before the hour for taking a recess, and 1 do not 
Gare to #0 On,and after making a few remarks be 
compelled to yield the floor to recommence them 
in the evening session. 

“Mr. PRYOR. I move that the House do now 
adjourn. 

Mr JENKINS. If we adjourn now, it will not 
We until this evening but until to-morrow. 
~The question was taken; and the House refused 
fo-adjourn. f 

© Mri VANDEVER. Several gentlemen desire 
‘to have sonie small matters of business brought 
to'the attention of the House, which will occupy 
‘the time up to the hour for a recess; and T will, 
with the consent of the House, yield to them for 
“that purpose. = 

“There was no objection. 
Ri FRANKING PRIVILEGE. 
: Mr. VALLANDIGHAM. Mr. Speaker, at 
theilast scasion of Congress the bill relating to the 
franking privilege was postponed to the fourth 
Tuesday of December. The bill is printed, and 
the report accompanying it is also printed. As 
the chairman of the select committce on the sub- 
ject, I anr ready to have that bill taken up, and 
considered.. T give this notice, because, at the 


Jast session, there were intimations that the pur- | 


pose of sending the bill to a select committee was 
to suppress it. That was not the purpose. Good 
faith now requires that I should notify the House 
that Lam ready, at any time, to bring up the ques- 
tion, and have it disposed of, if that be the desire 
of members. ` 

JABÜTENANT T. A. M. CRAVEN. 


Mr. WINSLOW. Iask the unanimous con- 
sent of the. House to take up Senate joint resolu- 
tion No. 58, authorizing Lieutenant T, A. M. 
Craven, United States Navy, to reecive certain 
marks of distinction tendered to him by the Span- 
ish Government, that it may be put on its pas- | 
sage. {tis right and proper that the resolution | 
should be passed. . 

There was no objection; and the resolution was | 
taken up o; f 

The resolution, which was read by the Clerk, 
authorizes Lieutenant T. A, M. Craven to accept 
from the Spanish Government a medal and di- | 
ploma, tendered in acknowledgment of. services 
rendered by him to the seamen of the Spanish 
oe Bella, wrecked on Cayo Unicos, in June 
ast. 


az The resolution was ordered to be read a third | 


time;.and, being read 


| that it be referred to the Committee on Military 


| to be looked into. 


| introduce a resolution identical in terms with the 


t self the other day. 


| thore are a great many unreliable newspaper 


| publie moneys in the hands of depositaries in the aforesaid 


t . - . i 
official information, then we must not be blamed | 


i the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


i pension to John Rogers, of Teanessce, was read n 


the third time, it was passed. {i pension roll of the United States, at the rate of ii 


JOHN WILSON. 


Mr. MAYNARD. Task the unanimous con- 
sent of the House to take up and put on its pas- 
sage a joint resolution in favor of John Wilson, 
reported. by the gentleman from Ohio, (Mr. 
Hurcums,| from the Committee of Claims. 

The Clerk read the resolution, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Clerk of the House pay to John Wil- 
son, out of the contingent fund of the House, for his ser- 
vices in superintending and directing the preparation of the 
maps of the land States, for the use of the Committee on 
Public Lands, ordered by resolution of the House of May 
4, 1848, at the rate of $1,500 per annum, from May 4, 1848, 
to January 14, 1852, during which time he was engaged in 
that service. . z 

Mr. BURNETT. I object to that resolution. 
There is no merit in it.” Wilson was paid his 
regular salary, and he is not entitled to more, un- 
less this Fouse is resolved to pay double salaries. 


WILLIAM B. DODD AND OTHERS. 


Mr. ALDRICH. I ask the unanimous consent 
of the House that the Committee of the Whole 
House on the Private Calendar be discharged from 
the further consideration of House bil} No. 732, 
for the relief of William B. Dodd and others, and 
Affairs. There is some new evidence that ought 

There was no objection; and it was ordered 
accordingly. 

FALSE STAMPS, ETC. 


Mr. MOORHEAD. I ask the unanimous con- 
sent of the House that the Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union be discharged from the 
farther consideration of House bill No. 330, to pre- 
vent and punish frauds in the use of false stamps, 
brands, labels, or trade marks, in order that it 
may be put on its passage. 

Mr. BURNETT. Congress has no power to 
legislate for the States on that subject. { object. 

Mr. MOREHEAD. Other gentlemen who 
who thought so have, after examination, with- 
drawn their opposition, 

Mr: BURNETT. I cannot withdraw my ob- 
jection until the form of our Government is 
changed. 

COLLECTION OY REVENUE, ETC. 


Mr. SICKLES. Fask unanimous consent to 


one J offered on Monday week, calling for inform- 
ation from the Treasury Department, which was 
rendered. more. than ever necessary by the dis- | 
cussion which took place between the gentleman 
from North Carolina (Mr. WinsLow] and my- | 
It will tend to give official 
information in reference to matters about which 


rumors. 
The Clerk read the resolution, as follows: 
Resolved, That the Seerctary of the Treasury be requested 
toinform this House whether the duties ou imports con- 
tinue to be colicered in the ports of entry established by 
law in the States of South Carolina, Georgia, Alabama, 
Louisiana, and Florida; and whether any hindrauces exist 
to the law of entry and clearing of vessels therein. Also, | 
the present condition of the light-houses, heacons, and 
s in the said harbors and adjaeent waters. Also, what 
ures, if any, have been tken to secure the revenue 
i o serviee of the Department from seizure, or 
to recover possession of such as have been seized. Also, 
what measures have been adopted for the security of the į 


| that is legal. 


States, and whether they are available to the ‘Treasury. 

Also, whetber the use and control of any of the marine | 
hospitals, permanent or temporary, have been interfered | 
with, and what proceedings have been adopted with reter- | 
ence thereto. | 


Mr. CRAIGE, of North Carolina. 
Mr. SICKLES. 


I object. | 
If we are not allowed to get ! 


if we rely on the best information we can get. I; 
give notice that on Monday next I will endeavor | 
to get a suspension of the rules for the purpose of j 
introducing that resolution. li 
JOIN ROGERS. |i 

Mr. STOKES. Iask the unanimous consent 
of the House to allow me to make a report from 
can ex- || 
plainit in a moment, and Lam satisfied that every ifi 
member upon this floor will agree to pass the bill. || 

The bill (H. R. No. 924) granting an invalid || 


| 
} 
| 


for information. It directs the Secretary of the | 


Interior to place the name of John Rogers on the | 


eight dollars per month, from the Ist of January, 
1861, during his natural life. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Hlinois. 
children has he? [Laughter.] 

Mr. STOKES. He has several children. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. Then he 
ought to have his pension. 

No objection being made, the bill was received. 

Mr. STOKES. Í move to amend the bill by 
striking out ‘eight, and inserting ‘six;’’ so 
that the pension shall be six dollars per month. 

Mr. BURNETT. I did not hear when the pen- 
sion is to commence. 

Mr. STOKES. On the Ist of January, 1861. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was then ordered to be engrossed, and 
read a third time; and. being engrossed, it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. STOKES moved to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill was passed; andalsé moved to lay 
the motion to reconsider upon the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


CRITTENDEN COMPROMISE. 


Mr. HARRIS, of Virginia, by unanimous con- 
sent, presented the petition of sundry citizens of 
the county of Rockingham, praying for the adop- 
tion by Congress of the Crittenden compromise 
resolutions; which was laid on the table. 


THOMAS H. BAIRD. 


Mr. McKNIGHT. I ask the House to take 
up, and put upon its passage, a small private bill. 
The bill (H. R. No. 836) for the relief of 
Thomas El: Baird, administrator of Dr. Absalom 
Baird, deceased, was read for information, It 
directs the Secretary of the Treasury to readjust 
the settlement made with Thomas H. Baird, ad- 
ministrator of Dr. Absalom Baird, under an act 
of Congress approved August 18, 1856, and pay 
Thomas H. Baird any amount withheld from him 
on former settlements, in consequence ofa balance 
standing on the books of the Treasury against 
Thomas H. Baird and George Baird. 
Mr. McKNIGHT. One word in explanation 
of that bill, 
Mr.BURNETT. The gentleman need not ex- 
plain. This is one of those revolutionary claims 
which will be included in the bill which was 
reported this morning. 
Mr. McKNIGHT. I have the floor. 
Mr. BURNETT. I object to the bill being 
ken up. 
Mr. McKNIGHT. I should suppose the gen- 


How many 


ta 


| tleman, as a matter of courtesy, after what he 


told me the other day, would allow me amoment 
for explanation. : 


Mr. BURNETT. Ihave no objection to the 


; gentleman’s making an explanation. 


` Mr. McKNIGHT. This is a much stronger 
case than the one mentioned in the report, in 
which Attorney General Black gave an opinion. 
This is a case in which the heirs were allowed 
$25,000. They have been paid all but $5,000; and 


j the Department undertook to set against that a 


claim against one of the executors. Of course, 
The amount is duc under an act 
of Congress. There isa balance in the Treasury; 
but the present Secretary said he had no right to 
review the decision of his predecessor, though he 
had no doubt it was wrong. And Attorney Gen- 
eral Black said that it was clear that the Depart- 
ment had ho right to offset that claim. I hope, 
therefore, there will be no objection to taking up 
the bill. 

The SPEAKER. Is objection made? 

Mr. BURNETT. I made an objection, in the 
most unmistakable language. 

The House then took a recess until seven 
o’clock, p. m. 


EVENING SESSION. 

The House resumed its session at seveno’eclock, 
p- m. (Mr. Nisrack in the chair as Speaker pro 
tempore,) and continued the consideration of the 
special order, being the report of the committee 
of thivty-three on the disturbed condition of the 
country. 

_ Mr. CAREY Mr. Speaker, in this great and 
important crisis of our country’s history, [have 
felt it my duty to make a few remarks, in order 
that my constituents may understand precisely 
where f stand upon this important question. I 
have thought I could communicate with them in 
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this way more conveniently and more fully than 
I could by writing to them individually. 

itis natural, Mr. Speaker, on all great ques- 
tions, for men to differ. Admit that all men are 
equally honest and intelligent: there appears to be 
a kind of fatality in mankind; and in the most im- 
portant questions where the interests of the whole 
country are involved, agreat many different opin- 
ions prevail as to the mode and manner in which 
the disease should be treated. Iam precisely like 
other men in some respects; and, where I differ 
from others, I do not claim that Iam positively 
right. J am willing to give every man the right} 
to think and act for himself, and he must be re- 
sponsible for his acts, as I expect to be resp 
ible, not only to my constituents and t 
country, but to my God, for my acts h 
elsewhere, 3 

There is not a man here, or in the country, who 
feels the importance of the times more than I do. 
There is no man in the country that has greater 
reason for attachment to this country than I have. 
fam one of the oldest men in the House of Rep- 
resentatives. I went into the wilderness when I 
was a boy—less than six years of age; and in that | 
Territory, where there were then but twenty-five 
or thirty thousand inhabitants, there are now more 
than nine million people. I have probably wit- 
nessed as great physical improvements in the 
country as any man will ever live to see—I mean 
in the physical developments and resources of the 
country. I was brought up from the cradle to 
look upon the Government of the United States, 
and the Union of the States, as of the utmost im- 
portance to the people under it. I have believed, 
until within a few months, that it was strong, and 
that there was no party and no set of men that 
wouid be able to break it down in this age;and 
I so remarked more than a year ago in this Cap 
itol; but, to my astonishment, I see now what E| 
supposed would require centuries to bring about | 
in this Government. Ihave seen that species and | 
degree of wickedness and corruption growing up 
in this new and mighty country, which few Gov- 
ernments have ever before witnessed; and L in- 
tend, in my remarks, to endeavor to trace the 
causes which have produced the present staie of 
things in the country. Ishall notaim—it would be 
nonsensical for me to aim—to depict these causes 
with anything like eloquence. Public speaking 
has not been the habit of my life. I have been 
accustomed to look with interest upon the con- | 
structions which have been put upon the admin- 
istration of the Goverument of my country. 1 
was raised to believe that an honest administra- | 
tion of this Government was of more importance 
to the people than any other thing. 

There never was a difficulty between private | 
individuals, and there never wasa neighborhood, 
county, State, or national quarrel, in which the truce 
causes which produced it were not almostalways | 
kept out of sight. You will find that, when the | 
feelings get enlisted, and become alienated, every | 
pretext is seized upon to heighten, to extend, 
to intensify the interest of the people. That is 
precisely the case now in this country; but there 
is not a question of difference now between the 
North and the South which could not be settled | 
without difficulty if you would take the ordinary 
course you pursuc to settle difficulties between in- | 
dividuals when they come in conflict. You have 
a constitutional Government which, as I have told 
you, I have learned to admire so much. But has 
the constitutional power of this Governmentever 
yct been resorted to to settle any question of diffi- 
culty which has arisen in this country? The 
Constitution has been been kept out of sight, and, | 
instead, you have made new compromises and | 
concessions. What has been the consequence of 
that course? Now, this slavery question, which | 
is called so almighty in this country, would be 
found to have nothing in it, to any extent you | 
can push it, if you would only pursue, in relation 
to it, the course you pursue in reference to set- 
tling ordinary individual differences. But, unfor- 
tunately for this country, it has become a political 
element, and the atmosphere of the politics of this | 
country is, at ihis time, as corrupt as corruption 
can make it. j 

I will now, sir, say a few words in reference to 
this delicate question of the admission of Terri- 
tories as States. There is not, under anybody’s | 
construction of the Constitution, a single difficulty | 
that can arise between those who wish to bring | 


c and 


a Territory into the Union in any part of the 


country, if you will take a proper view of it. I 
was taught to believe that Congress had no right 
to dictate to a State seeking admission into the 
Union what should be the provisions of her con- 
stitution; and even if Congress had such power, 
no man denies that the State would have a right, 
as soon as it became a State, to form its own in- 
stitutions. All our difficulties upon this question 
have grown out of the fact that we have not re- 
lied upon the Constitutionvof our country. I rec- 
ollect the controversy that commenced in 1819 as 
well asif it were but yesterday. I know all about 
the feeling then. I have passed through many of 
the crises growing out of this slavery question, 
and I have never seen the necessity for the intense 
excitement which has prevailed. I believe that, 
in the organization of this Government, it was 
distinctly understood that the extension of slavery 
was to be suppressed. That was the rule adopted 
in the early history of the country; and we never 
had any difficulty on the subject until 1820. No 
one ever doubted the right of Congress to govern 
the territory northwest of the Ohio river. It is 
the departure from the practice of our ancestors, 
the intermeddling with the provisions of the Con- 
stitution by adopting compromises, that has 
brought us into our present condition. 

What, in the name of God, did we establish the 
Constitution for, if, the moment we get into a fever- 
ish and excited state like the present, we aban- 
donit, and make platformsand planks on which we 
may crawl out of these difficulues? Suppose the 
Legislature, called together under the constitution 
of aState to make laws, were to say to the people, 
“vou are supreme; we will just let you do as you 
please; and every time you have any difficulty, 
we will give you a compromise:’? would you be 
willing to live under a government under which 
life and property had no more security than that 
which depends upon caprice and the excitement 
of the moment? Noman can enter a government 
without surrendering some of his individual rights 
to the public interest; and he is very well paid, let 
me tell you, if he has the laws properly and fully 
executed. Now, I say that there is no question 
now before the country which cannot be better 
settled by the Constitution, and the constitution- 
ally organized courts, than by anything we can do 
in this body. 

Now, sir, I believe that a great deal that has 
been said here since I have been in Congress has 
done more harm than good. f believe that, if you 
would leave this question to-day to the people, 
they would settle it much quicker than we can do 
it by attempting to legislate upon the subject, 

But look, Mr. Speaker, at the peculiar and 
extraordinary position of the country on this im- 
portant question. 
the Republican party. Task you whether that 
party has ever had any power to control this 
Government? J ask you if they have ever been 
able to pass a solitary law in the Congress of the 
United States? I ask you if the Government has 
not been in the hands of the self-constituted Demo- 
cratic party—a conservative party if you please? 
Now what condition do we find the Government 
in? Prostrate at the feet of traitors; and the first 


thing we find on our arrival here isa demand for | 


concessions from that party which has never had 
power and has nothing to concede; and at the mo 
ment these concessions are demanded, the traitors 
who make the demand, and their accomplices, are 


| seizing the forts, custom-houses, and public prop- | 


erty of the country, to be converted to their own 
hellish uses. 

Mr. Speaker, when I talked to my people last 
fall, I pointed out to them the danger of parties. 
I told them not to fix their eyes upon any party 
organization, because all the parties of this coun- 
try have become corrupt; and I always say it 
with shame. I do not believe that there has ever 
been a more corrupt Government upon the face 


| of the earth than this Government has been under 


the administration of the last eight years. I do 
not believe that there has been a Government on 
earth that has bad less regard to the general good 
than this Government has had during the last 
eight years of its administration. No man who 


judges impartialiy can doubt this for a moment. | 


“Look at the result, and sce what is before you. 
When this Congress met, we found an Execu- 
tive bere sworn to support the Constitution, and 
especially to see to the execution of the laws, 


Here is the party known as } 


Wefound.that Executive making agreements with 
traitors to the countrysand in defiance’af the Can- 
stitution of the United States. > Well, sir, the 
Republican. party are called upon to heal this 
breach. Have you ever. heard of anything.so 
perfectly ridiculous? My blood chills in my veins 
some days here, when I hear sensible and honest 
men talk as they do upon this subject. Now, 
Sir, it is an- insult to the party that has been in 
power. Thatthis fanatical Republican party,with- 
out power, have been able to control the Govern- 
ment, is very singular, 3 eo 

But weare told very pathetically, and in very elo- 
quent language, that the country is in danger, and 
that we have no right to inquire what has caused 
the difficulty, but that we must cure it. Now, 
that is very good logic, if it is logically applied; 
but it will not do to apply it in all cases, | think, 
It is important to know what diseases are, before 
you begin to doctor them. I believe that physi- 
cians always attempt to ascertain what the com- 
| plaint is, before they apply remedies; they see 
whether the body wants depletion.or stimulants. 
Thatis not the rule here, and I do not wonder 
that we are asked not to look on the causes of our 
troubles. If I had been guilty. of breaking down 
the Government while I had controlof it, E should 
not want my conduct to be looked intoand inves- 
tigated. 

There is another party represented here for 
which I have high respect—that is the party rep- 
resenting the border States. I want tọ talk re- 
l spectfully to every one., I would not be guilty of 
intensifying the feeling that exists or of mocking 
atany of the whinings or weepings that may grow 
out of it. ButI ask, is it not a most extraor- 
dinary siate of things that a party which has not 
yet got possession of the Government should be 
called upon to settle the difficulties of the country? 
Task my friends from the border States whether 
that is not asking too much? Suppose Mr. Belt 
had been elected—a man whom I esteem highly, 
though I did not vote for him--and suppose my 
party had conspired to prevent his inauguration: 
do you think that I would go with them in such 
a movement? Notatall. J ask gentlemen from 
the border States to change their course on this 
subject, and address themselves to their own peo- 
ple with the cloquence and feeling that they have 
displayed here during this session, Tell them that 
this secession is nothing short of the blackest trea- 
son, and that you are not to be forced into treason. 
That is the way I talk to them. 1 do notlet sye- 
ophants and demagogues and traitors drive me 
and my people into their arms. 

I ask you again if you have anything to com- 
plain of, for which you cannot find a remedy in 
the Constitution? Complaints are made abont 
personal liberty bills, and not enforcing the fugi- 
| tive slave law. If there were no foolish or wicked 
people in the world, we would never want Con- 
| stitutions, or laws, either, The man who helps 
to make laws, and expects they will never be vio- 
lated, must be avery green kind of man. I know 
how easy itis to create fuss and excitement. in 
communities. The party that has had control of 
the Government for years, has no other objectin 
view nowin seceding and breaking up the Union, 
than to get control of the Government again. 
Some of the leaders of that movement arc dis- 
tinguished and gallant men. They have repeated 
; for years past that whenever they should lose the 
control of the Government, they would break it 
up. They have gone out, and I can understand, 
as well as I can understand any other fact, that 
they have gone out with the idea that if they can 
owly draw every slave State with them, they will 
build up a southern empire. ‘Chey expect to be 
great men in the proposed confederacy. 

Now, Iwill tell you where we have been allin 
fault; and itis a most important thing for us te 
consider. I have almost trembled when I have 
thought of the consequences to the country grow- 
ing out of one of the greatest abuses and one of 
the most uncalled for abuses that I have ever 
known. If slavery were to be removed ten thou- 
sand miles from this country, the Government 
would still sink in its own infamy, unless its pol- 
icy in the matier of expenditures be changed. Let 
us just reason the case. Thirty-seven years ago, 
when I left the county of Franklin, the ordinary 
expenses of the State of Ohio were. $75,000. Now 
the people of Ohio are taxed $10,000,000 a year. 
; What do you find in the States, and even in the 
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counties and townships? You finda rush of pëo- 
pie for-office—people who would like to live with- 
out labor. And this great element of evil in the 
country is not even hinted at. There is not ade- 
partment of this Government to-day that is not 
expending more than double the amount that is 
necessary tò have its businéss faithfully per- 
formed. ` You are multiplying from year'to year, 
and from month té&month, the number of em- 
ployés,.and are at the same time increasing their 
compensation. Recollect that these expenditures 
are abstracted from the labor of the country. 

But we are cheated by démagogues and politi- 
cians. : When a man comes to me and begins to 

. tel me how religious he is; I take it at once that 
he is a hypocrite. If ariother comes and tells me 
heis a very honest man, I will watch him. And 
‘when'a man says he loves the people most aw- 
fully, L regard him as a demagogue, and a dema- 
gogue is no better than a horse-thief. That is my 
conception of this thing. Now Task you to go 
to work like honest mien, North and South, and 
put down these demagogues. Strike right atthem, 
and tell them they are villains. Tell your neigh- 
bors that these men are villains, and that they are 
trying to ruin the country. That is the way to 
talk about them. That is the way I will talk and 
act.‘ J-.do not want to see a drop of blood shed 
in this conflict. 1 am not much ofa warrior, and 
do not want to indulge in bravado. 

The expenditures of the Government are over 
seventy gnillion dollars a year. The moment the 
party that controlled the patronage of the Gov- 
ernment:saw the handwriting on the wall, then 
they began to threaten secession. They threat- 
ened to break up the Government, and then to go 
for a reconstruction. I wish some learned man 
would tell me the distinction between treason and 
secession, for I confess I cannot see that any such 
distinction exists. 

Mr. Speaker, there is a great deal of importance 
attached to this question, and there is very good 
reason for it. It is an important question; but 
we are not staring that question fairly in the face. 
‘The first thing that this Congress should have 
‘done, when it assembled last December, was to 
require the party in power to answer to the coun- 
try for their conduct. We should not have allowed 
ourselves to be drawn outof the line of ourduty for 
the purpose of pacifying these traitors. If the gen- 
tlemen from the border States would talk as the 
gentleman from Maryland [Mr. Davis] did to- 
day, two weeks woad. 
tors would he trembling in their shoes. He said 
that he would meet revolution with revolution. If 
these mén were only met with a proper spirit, 
they would be easily put down, for men are never 
brave when they are engaged in a bad cause. 

Now, [ return to the consideration of the coun- 
try in regard to expenditures. I have been pay- 
ing some attention to this thing; and Task gentle- 
men who are expecting to have retrenchment and 
reform in the Government to look at it. Walling 
here east of this Capitol, and near the ‘Treasury 
Department, l sve an immense quantity of gran- 
ite and marble—more than could be worked up in 
twenty years. When I came to inquire into the 
matter, | was not much surprised at the quantity 
of stone there, for E learned that this stone cost 


two dollars per cubic foot, while the actual cost | 


was ninety cents; so that here was $1 10 of steal- 


ings from the Government in every enbic foot out | 
of this contract; and there are millions and mil- | 


lions of cubic fect. That explainsit. They can- 
not hide that. It shows its face all over the 
country, Bat that is a mere sample of what is 
going on in the country. i 
Statesmen and scholars are very likely to look 
over the heads of the masses of the world. They 
are for science, literature, and the arts, for mag- 
nificence. That is what these gentlemen are now 
trying to build up a southern government for. 
They desire to build up a magnificent government 
of which they can have the control: They care 
nothing more about the masses of the people or 
the rights of mankind than do the nabobs of the 
Worth, if you please; and while they have any 
hope of success, you can never remove the diffi- 


not clapse until these trai-’ 


culties that Hc in the way of the pacification of | 


our troubles. Sir, slavery does not expand the 
to act well his part before you can cver secure 
any stability to the institutions of the country. 
Let-me tell you that all good Governments are 


| slavery. 
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founded upon principle. Every principle has its 
law; and when any man violates that law he must 
take the consequences. It is a law in Govern- 
ments as in plants, that the greater the rapidity 
with which they grow into maturity the sooner 
will they go to destruction. That Government is 
most stable and enduring which commences with 
the practice of economy, and which is builtup with 
labor. Such a Government cannot boast of mag- 
nificence, but it will be one of much greater en- 
durance than one Which has been built up in 
magnificence. The progress of Governments is 
precisely like thatof men. They first seek and 
ate satisfied with the necessaries of life, then the 
conveniences of life, then the luxuries of life, and 
then the magnificencies of life. Every Govern- 
ment which runs to extravagance with the rapid- 
ity with which this Government has gone on, will 
soon become so corrupt that, like many of the 
Governments of the Old World, it can only be 
maintained by force ofarms. Such has been the 
history of many of the despotisms of the Old 
World. 

Mr. Speaker, I will now proceed to another sub- 
| ject—not a new one by any means, but connected 
with the one I have been discussing. J have in- 
timated what my views are upon the subject of 
It never should have been the subject 
of so much contention. Why, I ask you, is it 
necessary for a Territory, which, when it comes 
to form a State government, must be left to its 
own discretion as to what it shall be, and what it 
shall have, to be made the subject of contention 
and controversy? If we had never made any com- 
promises, gentlemen would see that there would 
never have been any broken compromises. 

Mr. Speaker, in my judgment, all the difficul- 
ties which now environ the country bave grown 
out of the evasion and failure on the part of Con- 
gress to perform its proper duties. The Congress 
of the United States, when the Constitution has 
established the mode and manner by which a 
question is to be settled, has no business what- 
ever with that question. If you want to make a 
change in your Government, make itby changing 
the Constitution. Butlask you,and Task the coun- 
try, whether the people of this nation are at this 
time in the proper spirit to enter upon the work 
of remodeling this most sacred and time-honored 
instrument? I submit to you that this is no time 
to commence the work of patching up the Con- 
stitution. The very moment you commence to 
mend it, you begin to make it ragged. Ido not 
care how ingeniously the work isdone. ‘The very 
| attempt to mend wears the fabric oftentimes, anu 
does more injury than it would suffer by letting 
it alone, T look upon the Constitution as too 
sacred an instrument to be lightly tampered with. 
I look with no favor upon any proposed amend- 
ment to the Constitution; and Lam now especially 
averse to it, when there is no question at issue 
that cannot be settled, if gentlemen would only 
| bring their feelings to those of reasonable men. 
Whenever men find themselves cut loose from 
time-honored restrictions and institutions, it very 
ften happens that nothing will govern them but 
1e point of the bayonet. The very moment that 
| you tell your people that you are going to break 
| up the Constitution that was made by our fathers, 
you will find you have very much distracted and 
Ww 
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reakencd the Government. They have faith in 
1e Constitution, for the very reason that it was 
made by the fathers, in whom they have confi- 
They have tried it, and in every instance 
it has proved sufficient for the end for which it was 
| designed. Ob, Mr, Speaker, E wish to God! I wish 
| from the bottom of my soul, that we could take 
| this people back to the condition in which they 
were when this unfortunate agitation commenced 
| —the agitation of the proposition to destroy the 
| compromise made between the people of the North 
| andthe South upon this absorbing question. Yes, 


4 $ : 
4 sir, E would to God I could induce them to move 
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backward to that point! When men come before 
theirconstituents,andsay they have madea solemn 
compact, which they have had the full bencfit of, 
and now thatitis Justabout to operate for the ben- 
efitof the other party to the compact, and therefore 
they seize held of a legal technicality and say that 


il they will violate all the stipulations of that com- 
haman heart. You have got to require every man | 
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pact, and will regard it as null and void, I say it 
is time that we should return back to the spirit of 
the men who made the compact. 

No one ever claimed the right to take slaves into 


; barrassment ensues. 


the Territories until the year 1847. Mr. Calhoun 
then said, in a resolution which he presented in 
the Senate of the United States, that he believed 
they had that right. The resolution was pre- 
sented; and, after an elaborate discussion in the 
Senate, by that able, talented, and I am willing 
to say good man, it was brought to_a vote, and 
received the votes of four southern Senators and 
the vote of Franklin Pierce, of New Hampshire. 
And, sir, the vote of Mr. Pierce upon that reso- 
lution made him President of the United States. 
He gave his vote with that of Mr. Calhoun upon 
that abstract question; and he was the oniy north- 
ern Senator who so voted. When, in the Balti- 
more presidential nominating convention of 1852, 
you-recollect, at the close of a long struggle, the 
convéxtign was about to break up without making 
a nomMitior the Virginia delegation retired from 
the hall for the purpose of consultation. Look- 
ing to this vote, they believed Mr. Pierce was 
the very man to suit their purposes. He was 
nominated; he was elected; and when he came 
into power, he solemnly promised the country, 
in his inaugural address, that he would not inter- 
fere with the compromises that had been made 
upon the subject of slavery only two years and a 
half previous. Yet he was scarcely well settled in 
the White House before an attack was made upon 
the venerable compromise of 1820. Thus has the 
South advanced step by step in its progress of 
power. 

Senator Hunter said, a few years ago, that when 
he came here in 1854, there was a portion of the 
southern people who believed they had a right to 
carry their slaves into the Territories. He was 
among that portion. They found their northern 
friends were not willing to accede to this doctrine; 
but they were willing to repeal the Missouri com- 
promise, for the purpose of allowing southern 
men to carry their slaves north of tke line of 36° 
30'. Then thetempter came. They sweptaway 
that time-honored compact; and look at the con- 
sequences. Thereis not a Democrat now, North 
or South, who does not say the slaveholder has a 
right to carry his slave into any of the Territories 
of the Union. Now, when did they acquire that 
right? Where is there anything in the Constitu- 
tion of the United States that guaranties that right? 
Who has ever attempted to find it, up to this time? 
The next step very naturaliy followed. They 
wanted Congress to protect their slave property 
in the Territories. And if this Government holds 
together, it will not be ten years before they de- 
mand the right to carry their slaves anywhere 
they please, within the limits of the Union. 

Now, sir, E appeal again to gentlemen of all 
parties to stand by this Government, and not per- 
mit it to be broken up by demagogues. It puts 
me in mind of the crises which sometimes occur 
in our monetary affairs; and I have some very 
curious information on the subject, which [ have 
derived from conversations with merchants, bank- 
ers, and others. It occurred to me as passing 
strange that men in business never pay their debts 
when money is plenty, and they can do so with 
ease. And there is the point in this whole thing. 
If men would pay their debts when money is 


| plenty, there would be no crises in the country. 


Men never will pay their debts when money is 
plenty; but put them off from day to day until 
there is a stringency in the money-market, and 
money becdmes valuable, and then they are com- 
pelled to pay, while property of all kinds is de- 
preciated, and of course failure and serious em- 
Here is the secret, Mr. 
Speaker, of the bankruptcies that have from time 
to time startled our people. Instead of caution 
and promptness, there is a fast, young-America 
feeling which pushes us into all the evils under 
which we labor. Too many persons, it appears 
to me, are trying to live at the expense of some- 
body else than themselves. There is the great 
trouble. Ifit were better known, perhaps it would 
be remedied. 

I will now say a few words on a subject that 
has been much discussed in this House—I mean 
slavery in the States where it is now established. 
I think those who know me, Mr. Speaker, will ac- 
knowledge I have franknessand honesty enough 
to declare, upon this and all other questions, that 
which I believe. Gentlemen from the South. 
again and again, here and elsewhere, allege that 
the North are determined to interfere with slavery 
in the States. "That we have fanatics and mad- 
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men in the North on the question of slavery, it 
would be ridiculous for me to deny; but, sir, do 
affirm here this day, with uplifted hand, in the 
presence of yourself and the House, that I never 
knew more than halfa dozen men in my district 
who believed that Congress had_a right to inter- 
fere with slavery in the States. In the North, so 
far as I know, there is not, and never has been, 
any disposition to get your negroes among us, 
We have no desire to interfere with them. All 
we want is, what it was agreed that we should 
have. We want that which was so ruthlessly 
torn from us. You must know, by this time, how 
hard freemen are to be put down when they arise 
to assert their rights. 

And now, as the result of your past action, you 
are reaping the fruits of the principle of popular 
sovereignty. It has done more to curse this coun- 
try and its politics than anything else. It came 
here in the guise of great love for the people. 
Never before had one word been said about the 
governments of the Territories. All had gone on 
smoothly and peaceably until the advent of pop- 
ular sovereignty. I defy any man, here or else- 
where, to put his finger on an instance where com- 
plaint was justly made against the government 
of the Territories. Popular sovereignty was 
founded upon a pretext; and upon pretexts, I 
‘Know, parties often live and thrive. 

There is‘ another’ great curse to this country 
which ought to be eradicated; and that is the con- 
tinual construction of party platforms. They have 
done not a little toward the subversion of this 
Government. I have no respeet for party plat- 
forms; l spit upon, them. [Cries of “ Good !”] 
How mortifying it is when members in this House 
and in the Senate get up to discuss great questions 
of Government, to hear them parleying about this 
and the other platform, made by designing dema- 
gogus, I never read the Chicago platform, the 

allimore platform, or the Charleston platform; 
and I do not care to. I do not bother myself with 
them any more than with these compromises, for 
the reason that 1 havea good old Constitution, 
made by our fathers, and which justly deals by 
all sections of the Union. For God’s sake, Mr. 
Speaker, I implore the House to let that covenant 
alone. {tis a noble work 

A Memzer. Then you ought to have gone for 
Bell, for he had the Constitution for his platform. 

Mr. CAREY. He is a great statesman, and 
has had niy esteem for many years. Tlis oppo- 
sition to the passage of the Kansas-Nebraska act 
and the repeal of the Missouri compromise did 
him much honor. I preserve his speech on the 
occasion as a text from which many good ser- 
mons could be preached pertinent to the present 
condition of the country. 

Now, sir, I feel disposed to be plain and out- 
spoken. I am willing to have guarantied to every 
man in the United States all the rights that he is 
entitled to under the Constitution. I am willing 
to go to great lengths for conciliation and peace. 
But do not ask me, I pray you, to violate the 
Constitution of the United States. Icannot do it. 
I have sworn to supportit. I dare not do what 
L know to be wrong; for I should not only lose 
my own self-respect, but the respect and approval 
of my fellow-citizens. I care nothing for party 
dictation, and will do whatever I can constitu- 
tionally to meet the demands made upon us on the 
part of the South. I never, anywhere, voted for 


anything because it wasa party measure. It must | 
have something more than party to secure my | 


vote. That which I know to be wrong I will 
oppose; and that which 1 know to be right, E will 
advocate and vote for. 

I think, Mr. Speaker, that members ought to 
try to talk of each other ina more friendly way 
than they do. We ought all to be more forbear- 
ing and conciliatory. Let us not be hasty. Let 
us act slowly, deliberately, and justly. This 
Government has been a long while in existence. 
Looking back at its progress in population and 
wealth, in power and greatness, Lam humiliated 
at the spectacle presented of a dastardly band of 
pirates boldly rifling it of its wealth, its prosper- 
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ity, and the happiness of millions of people. The 
lust of office is the passion that drives the dis- 
unionists to treason against the Government, 
They would rule or ruin; but, Mr. Speaker, if 
we are true to ourselves they will do neither the’ 
one nor the other. Stand firmly upon ‘the Con- 
stitution, exercising all the powers its grants, and 
yielding all the rights it confers, and in ten years’ 
the race of demagogues and traitors will become 
extinct in our midst, a 

I know there are thousands talking of breaking 
up this Union, in order that it may be recon- 
structed. It is, in my judgment, moonshine to 
think of a reconstruction after the Union is once 
shattered into fragments. You may rest assured 
of this. 

1 know, too, thata great effort is made to de-. 
moralize the Republican party, to induce them to 
follow a course that will destroy them, Where 
has the Republican party done an unconstitutional 
act? It cannot be pointed out. I would never 
interfere with slavery in the District of Columbia 
while slavery existed in the neighboring States, 
or without the consent of the people here. The 
northern people are disposed to deal justly by 
you. We have, I know, some extreme men in 
our midst, who conscientiously differ from me. 
I know we have a great many foolish men. But 
you need not be sensitive. Your rights cannot 
be assailed. Let us talk frankly about these things, 
and not like spunky boys. (Laughter.] We spoil 
our men in their growth. There are boys now 
who talk flippantly,and know far more than their 
fathers. Some boys of fifteen pretend to know 
more than those who, in 1787, framed the Con- 
stitution. Yet, if the Constitution were read to 
them, they could not tell whether it really was 
the Constitution or something else. 

Mr. LEACH, of North Carolina, then ad- 
dressed the House on the state of the Union. 
[His speech will be published in the Appendix.] 

Mr. JUNKIN. Mr. Speaker, I rise not for the 
te of making a speech. Ido not know that | 

have anything to offer upon the important ques- | 
tions presented to the consideration of this body; 
but now, at this late hour of the night, I will en- 
deavor, in a few remarks, to vindicate a portion of 
my constituents from a charge preferred against 
them by a gentleman from Maryland, (Mr. WEB- 
STER,] on the 29th of last month. Sir, I was sur- 
prised and confounded when I heard a gentleman 
whose districtjains my own, and between the pco- 
ple of whose district and the peuple of my district 
there exists the most complete harmony, assert 
here in his place that the citizens of the borough 
of Carlisle had murdered a citizen of the State of 
Maryland, in cold blood, when he was in pursuit 
of his slave. I hope he uttered that remark without 
dueconsideration. [hope that it was nothing more 
than a hasty and ill-considered observation; or 
that,in the heat of the struggle and contest which 
prevailed here, he uttered the charge without com- 
plete knowledge of the facts. Why, sir, when I 
shall have sent to the Clerk’s desk, to be read, a 
statement of the facts af thecasc,a statement made 
by the very attorney of Mr. Kennedy himself, and 
who witnessed the proceedings from the begin- 
ning to the end, you will learn the fact that this 
alleged murder never was committed at all; that | 
the man died of indigestion; probably, unused to į 
the solid living of Pennsylvania, he may have | 
eaten saurkraut or cabbage. [Laughter.] 

1n1847, Mr. Kennedy, together with some other 
men, claiming to be the owners of two slaves who | 
had sought refuge in the borough of Carlisle, came 
up there and obtained process under the act of 
1826. His attorney was not apprised at the time 
that the Legislature of Pennsylvania had repealed | 
that law, in consequence of the decision of the 
Supreme Court of the United States declaring it 
to be unconstitutional. He arrested the slaves 
upon a warrant issued by a justice of the peace, | 
in conformity to the act of 1826, and lodged them 
in the jail of Cumberland county. ‘There was | 
an excitement raisc among the free negroes of 
the borough; the white citizens paying but little | 
attention to the matter. They had no difficulty 


| Judge Hepburu deciding that he could not senda : 
l back to jail, and discharging them trom the custody: of the 


i the simple act of recapture. 


in arresting the slaves. . In-the: mean 
negroes obtained counsel-and took -out-acwri 
labeas corpus and brought the'slaves before jodi 
Hepburn, who was the judge of that judicial di 
trict. ` Pending the examination, -some in 
formed the counsel-of these iwo'slaves that: the: 
Legislature had just passed an’act repealing th 
act of 1826, and enacting the law of 1847, by which’ 
all our judicial and other officers were-prohibited- 
from taking cognizance in the case of an escaped 
slave, or of issuing process ip order toarest him, 
Judge Hepburn, after. ascertaining, this fact, de 
clared that he had no jurisdiction -oversthe rages 
but hetold Mr. Kennedy, “‘ There are yourslaves;: 
and you have a right to carry them home, by the 
common-law right of recapture. -; ji 
Mr. Kennedy availed himself of that advice; 
and having sent for carriages for the purpose of 
conveying them away, Mr. Miller, his couns 
with some others, came. down the stairs of th 


court-house together; and as they approached the. 


carriage, a free negro of the borough made a rush’ 
at him, he having charge of the female slave at 
the time. They endeavored to seize the slaves, 
and to get them off; and in doing this L am- not. 
aware that they used violence toward Kennedy. 
But they endeavored to get the female slave away. 
Fle battered the negroes. over_the head with. .a 
stick; andin the mean time the parties commenced 
moving from the carriages, and the whole party 
stumbled upon a pile of boards, upon which Ken». 
nedy fell, and fractured his kuee-pan.. He was: 
taken to the hotel, the best physician was em- 
ployed, and the citizens of Carlisle, made every 
effort to rearrest the female slave. They: also. 
arrested all the negroes who participated im the. 
riot, tried them, and sent them to the penitentiary: 
Six weeks after the occurrence, Kennedy had’ 
recovered from the injury sustained. in the fight, 
and he made preparations to go home. He was 
about to leave next morning, when, contrary to: 
the advice of his physician, he: ate something 
which produced colic, and he died some time in 
the following night. : 


Now, this circumstance is attested by the coun- 
sel of Kennedy, a man of different political com=' 
plexion from myself, and who never supported 
me in either of my canvasses. He sends mea 
letter detailing the facts in the case. That letter 
I send to the Clerk’s desk, and ask that it may 
be read. 

The letter was read, as follows: ... : ` 

Canute, February 1, T881. . 

Dear Sir: On the 29th ultimo, Mr. Wessrer of Mary- 
land, in reply to Mr. Srevens-of Pennsylvania, -said t 
“ When he wasa studentat Carlisle College, hesaw.a'white 
man who went alter his negroes murdered“ in the street.” 
This statement has excited great indignation among our 
people. As it evidently refers to. the lamented Mr. Kenr 
nedy, of Maryland, aud as L was his counsel in the attempt 
he made to get back his slaves, I am callcd upan by a num- 
ber of our citizens to give you a statement of the facts in 
denial of Mr. WEBSTER. ew 

‘They are simply these: Some time in May, 1847, Mr. 
Kennedy, of Hagerstown, came here in company with Mr. 
Hollingsworth, in-pursuit of three slaves, (wo of whom be- 
longed to Mr. Kennedy, and one to Mr. Hollingsworth. 
Without any knowledge of our act of 1847, which had not 
yet been published, J pursued the old process, and had then 
arrested and taken before a justice of the peace. Hé re- 
wanded them to their masters, and committed them to the 
jail of our county until their masters were ready to remove 
them. Imuinediately afterwards, a large body of free blacks 
employed counsel, and procured a writ of habeas corpus to 
have them brought before Judge Hepburn. After the hear- 
ing, Judge Hepburn was about remanding the negroes tothe 
custody of the sheriff, when some one tn the crowd came. 
up and mentioned to their counsel the existence of the reg 
of 1847, forbidding jaifors to receive slaves, which he kad, 
seen published ina newspaper, The counsel immediately. 
asked a few minutes’ postponement of the ease, unpil they: 
could ebtain the paper. Jt was brought, and res it, 


sherif. But, at the same time, be remarked: thag if wasy 
clear to his mind what the owners had r perfect legahright 
to take immediate possession of them swihout process, 
The masters did so at met, 
and sent off for carriages to take then.away. The masters, 
assisted by some of our citizens, kept the gegroes. dn the 
courtroom until the carriages showld come, As Sou as 
they came, the masters and, their assistants started dowh 
stairs, cach negro baving a person, on caeh side, and F ace, 
companied them. I do, nët think any ene seriously antel- 
pated an attack, although we understood there- wasa crowd. 
of free negroes around the carriages. When we got down ie 


802 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


February 7, 


the door, Mr. Kennedy was in front, with the negro woman, 
and the others followed ina kind of procession after. 
passage Wasimmediately opened to one of the carriages by 
one of our police, and when Mr. Keunedy got close to the 
carriage, the negroes closed around him and attempted to 
pull the woman away. Mr. Kennedy had a small cane in 
his hand, and commenced beating them over the bead. 
They continued pulling the woman away, and the figbt be- 
came general. ‘Fhe crowd of negroes was dense around 
him, and they succeeded in dragging the woman off some 
thirty yards, he still bedting them over the head, until they 
got to a pile of boards, when Mr. Kennedy fell, and unfor 

tunately:broke the ca of his knee. In. the mean time, the 
man was seciied and driven off. The thing was so sudden 
and unexpected that every one was taken by surprise; and 
unfortunately; not many white men were about ; but those 
who were:there immediately took sides with Mr. Kennedy, 
and.attacked the negroes. ‘A pile of cord-wuod was lying 
close by, from which some of our citizens supplied them- 
selves, and beat the negroes over the head. A number of 
the negroes were severely injured; andinten minutes after 
the riot-comnienced, there was not a negro to be seen in 
the square. After Mr. Kennedy fell, they succeeded in 
tearing the woman loose from him, and running her off into 
some one of the little alleys; and, although hot pursuit was 
immediately made by such white men as were present, the 
negroes. scattering in every direction, and no one of our 

citizens being able to identify the woman if they did see 

her, she escaped. 

Mr. Kennedy was carried to the hotel, where he lay for 
some five or six weeks, apparentiy rapidly recovering. To 
the surprise and grief of every one, and while his physi- 
cian and family thought he was doing as weil as could 
possibly be expected, he suddenly died. From what cause 
it is impossible, 1 suppose, certainly to tell ; but his physi- 
cian (one of the most eminent in our town) declared it to 
be from cramp in his stomach, caused by certain indigest- 
ible food which he had eaten, 

‘When his corpse was taken from town, our citizens turned 
out en masse as an escort, to express their deep regret, and 
all the belis in. town were tolled. 

I have several times since visited the relatives of the de- 
ceased, and they have always expressed the kindest feel- 
ings for the citizens of Carlisle. While the occurrence has 
been to. us a source of deep and universal regret, it is a 
slander on our people to charge them (with two excep- 
tions) with taking any part in it, other than to defend Mr. 
Kennedy to the best of their ability under the cireum- 
stances. As I suid, but few white men were present. No 
attack was apprehended from the negroes; and, after the 
hearing in the court, nearly every one supposed the matter 
was ended, and returned home. 

Atter the riot, the most intense excitement prevailed 
against the negroes. Our citizens assembled in crowds, 
and it was with difficulty many of them were restrained 
from attacking the negro houses, and tearing them down. 
No danger was apprehended, at the time, of Mr. Rennedy’s 
life, or i have no doubt the negroes would have been driven 
at once from the town. Fifteen of them were convicted 
md sentenced tothe penitentiary. ‘This explains the feel- 
ings Qur citizens had on the subject, and shows whether 
Mr. Wererer is justified in representing theim as mtt- 
derors. 

Tf an opportunity occurs, our citizens wish you to correct 


his assertions. 
Yours truly, W. H. MILLER., 


Hon. B. Fo Junin. 


Mr. JUNKIN. I wiiladd a single word. If 
any mancan make murder out of those facts de- 
tailed by eye-witnesses, by a man who partici- 

ated in the struggle, by the very attorney of Mr. 
Kenned himself—if, in the teeth of that teati- 
mony, the State of Maryland or any one of her 
Representatives can charge the people of Carlisle 
with being guilty of the murder of Kennedy, then 
all | can say is, that they have the queerest kind 
of notions about criminal law 1l ever heard of. 
The very negroes themselves could, under the 
circumstances, be only convicted of engaging in 
a riots They were so convicted, and sent to the 
penitentiary for two or three years. That judg- 
ment the court, however, had no right to pro- 
nounee, because by the law they could only be 
sent to the county jail, and they were one year 
afterwards released by the supreme court upon 
habeas corpus. 

I would state farther that this is not the first time 
that I have heard this case referred to in debate. 
I know the people of the South have been made 
to believe that two men have been murdered in 
Pennsylvania—Kennedy is one, and a Mr. Gor- 
such the other. I know, and my friends upon 
both sides of the House will bear me out in the 
assertion, that these two cases have been referred 
to again andagain; and Jam free to confess that 
I was not heretofore particularly acquainted with 
the Carlisle case, nor did I feel myself at liberty 
to speak of it until I obtained the necessary in- 
formatien, which was last Monday morning. 

Now, lcan, in some degree, atleast tomy own 
mind, account for the extraordinary excitement 
which prevails atthe South; for if, in sucha case 
as this, a near neighbor to Pennsylvania can see 
murder, I am not surprised that the people of the 
South expect the North to liberate their slaves. 
To what proportions may not the acts of the Re- 
publican party be magnified, when they distort 


a | 
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would arrest them, or die in the attempt. He made | 


circumstances like these into willful and down- 
fight murder? and that, too, charged against the 
pore of Carlisle, who are not only intelligent, 

at loyal, Union-loving, and law-abiding citizens. 
Let me tell you it is the grossest charge which 
could have been made against the character of that 
people. When the invasion into Virginia was 
made by John Brown, and some of his followers 
escaped, and made their way into the mountains 
of Pennsylvania, this very borough arrested one 
of the conspirators and coadjutors of Brown—ar- 
rested him without process of law, and upon the 
merest suspicion that he was concerned in the 
raid. They vot only arrested him without au- 
thority, but confined -him in the county jail; and 
still more, when the agent of the State of Virginia, 
who made the demand upon the Governor of 
Pennsylvania for the delivery of the fugitive, was 
not able to identify him, these very citizens of 
Carlisle, who are denounced as murderers by a 
Representative of an adjoining State, held that 
criminal until Virginia was able to get evidence 
there to identify him; and he was returned to Vir- 
ginia, tried, convicted, and suffered death. 

I submit whether it is fair, when we surren- 
dered up a man, even in defiance of law, who had 
been guilty of participation in the John Brown 
raid—{ submit whether it is fair, or whether it 
will tend to heal the differences which now exist 
between the North and the South, to make ex parte 
statements, and convert a mere riot into a willful, 
malicious, and felonious murder. Why, sir, we 
have lived near to the Commonwealth of Mary- 
land nearly a hundred years; we have delivered 
upto them a thousand slaves within the last sixty 
years; and we have done it without stint and 
without limit. We have done it freely and cheer- 
fully, not niggardly and grudgingly; and I tell 

ou that, out of the one thousand slaves that we 

have delivered up to the State of Maryland, there 
never was any difficulty except about the two 
that I have already named—the slave of Mr. Ken- 
nedy and the slave of Mr. Gorsuch. I submit, 
then, whether it is fair to make such charges 
against that good old Commonwealth. God bless 
her; she igagreat State. She sleeps there to-night 
with three million white men in her bosom—more 
white men than there are in all the six seceding 
States. She has not as many negroes, and, of 
course, no slaves, for which God be thanked; but 
there she sleeps to-night, a giant in repose, She 
is not arming against the people of Maryland. 
We have not boughta musket nor even uniformed 
a single man belonging to our militia. We repose 
in the confidence of our strength. We are ready 
at any and at all times to meet the enemies of the 
Republic, either without or within. We have con- 
fidence in the State of Maryland. Ido not believe 
that the people of Maryland themselves would 
make any such charge as this against the people 
of Pennsylvania, They have known us too long. 
We have lived together in brotherly Jove for a 
hundred years, and, by the blessing of God, I know 
we will live together a thousand years longer. I 
know that we are not going to make war against 
one another. She shall have every right to which 
she is entitled under the Constitution. I pledge 
the Commonwealth of Pennsylvania to-night that 
not a slave will she fail to deliver up whenever the 
sroof is made that he owes service to his master. 
| assert that she never did refuse to deliver up 
fugitive slaves. Tassert that she has delivered up 
more slaves than any Commonwealth in this Con- 
federacy, and has done it cheerfully and without 
grudging. 

Let me now refer, for a moment, to the case 
of Mr. Gorsuch, which occurred in Lancaster 
county. Ithas been asserted upon this floor, time 
and again, since I have been a member of this 
House, that Mr. Gorsuch was murdered by the 
people of Lancaster. The fact is that Mr. Gor- 
such was murdered by his own slaves. He was 
warned, before he undertook to arrest them, that 
the negroes were known to be desperate, and that 
would undoubtedly take their master’s hfe; 
Mr. Gorsuch swore by his Maker that he 


the effort and was shot down by his own slave, 
and not by Pennsylvanians. But it may be said 
that white men were engaged in it. Well, if that 
be true, I should like to know why they could not 
convict those white men? One white man was 


| tried in the Federal court, before a Federal judge, 


and by a jury selected from one half of the entire 


Commonwealth of Pennsylvania—men who en- 
tertained no prejudice towards the State of Mary- 
land or the South; for my own father, an old 
Democrat, was on that very jury. I should like 
to know why they did not convict that white man 
if he was guilty? Look at the charge of Judge 
Grier, in which he told the jury that there was no 
case made out, and that there could not and must 
not be a conviction; and the jury returned a ver- 
dict accordingly. And yet men stand up here, 
and upon their responsibility as Representatives, 
charge that as murder! 

I will not trespass upon the time of the Hlouse 
much longer, because I feel that Tam robbing 
my friend from Ohio, (Mr. ALLEN,] and I feel 
uncommonly grateful for the opportunity of say- 
ing anything upon this occasion. I do not see 
much use in being a member of Congress here; it 
would certainly be much more creditable to bea 
member of a decent debating society, because one 
cannot get the floor when he wants, and should 
have it, to repel such charges as these. I have 
watched five days for this opportunity, and it 
comes even now only by the courtesy of my friend 
from Ohio, [Mr. ALLEN.]} 

Mr. SMITH, of North Carolina, I would ask 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania for what offense 
the white man to whom he has alluded was tried 
in the Gorsuch case? 

Mr. JUNKIN. For treason, in resisting the 
laws of the United States, and for conspiracy to 
prevent the execution of the fugitive slave law 
That was the charge, and the jury did not con- 
vict him. 

Mr. SMITH, of North Carolina. Was he not 
discharged on the ground that this was a sudden 
rescue,and not a premeditated combination to re- 
sist the execution of the law? 

Mr. JUNKIN. One of the grounds of his dis- 
charge was the entire absence of proof establish- 
ing a prearranged conspiracy to defeat and resist 
the execution of the fugitive slave law, And fur- 
ther, if any such prao! did exist, (as it did not,) 
the prosecution did not offer it as testimony in 
chief; but offered it in rebuttal of the defense. 
Nevertheless, it was well known that no such 
proof could be made. Hanway was a miller, and 
was summoned in his shirt-sleeves, and in a felt 
hat, by the sound of the horn and the shouts of the 
negroes. Under these facts, sir, I claim a verdict 
of not guilty, on this count, also. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, we of Pennsylvania do not 
pretend to be better than the people are anywhere 
else. We have bad men among us who some- 
times attempt to resist the execution of the fugi- 
tive slave law, but very rarely, because public 
opinion is overwhelmingly in favor of the execu- 
tion of thatlaw. We look upon the man who 
who would attempt such a thing (a rescue) as 
worse than a shcep-thief. It is true, we will not 
permit negroes to be taken from within our bor- 
ders unless they are taken upon good and legal 
grounds; and that we havea right to do. But I 
assert here in my place, to-night, that so far from 
there being any disposition to run away slaves, 
I know of no underground railroad in Pennsyl- 
i vania. As I said last evening, southern men are 
allowed to bring their slaves into that State and 
hold them there, and to return with them to the 
slave States from which they came. There is 
living now in my town a slave who was brought 
from the State of Georgia, and has been there for 
three or four years. I know two gentlemen who 
come there annually from the State of Mississippi 
and bring their servants there, and hold them in 
a Republican town, in a Republican county, and, 
as I believe, in a Republican State; and any man 
in our community who would attempt to induce 
those slaves to leave their masters would be looked 
upon as a thief. : 

I, for one, do not understand Republicanism to 
mean negro-stealing. Ifitis, then lam no Repub- 
lican, and never will be one. If] believed, at the 
same time, that it meant abolition, so help me 
God! I would be the first to abandon and denounce 
it; and whenever gentlemen upon this floor de- 
velop the fact that the Republican party is tending 
to abolitionism, whenever I find the Republican 
ship beginning to direct its prow into that terrific 
and fearful sea, why then I want to jump over- 
board, even at the risk of Jonah’s fate. I will go 
with them in all constitutional measures, in every- 
thing that is right and fair and just to both sec- 
| tionsof the country; but they cannot, so help me 
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God! pass. meone step beyond what I conceive 
to be my boundéen duty. Party or no party, plat- 
form or nọ platform, 1 will act under the obliga- 
tions of my oath, to do all in my power to heal the 
breach that: now exists between the North and 
the South, for the sake of the loyal Union men 
who so bravely stand by the old flag of my coun- 
try, even where that loyalty is pronounced treason 
by the mad revolutionists in their midst. 

But, I find that I was about to enter on. the dis- 
cussion of the great question. On that my mind 
is irrevocably made up. I have my verdict in my 
heart, and am ready to render it whenever called 
“upon to vote. I will tell you, Mr. Speaker, what 
this controversy reminds ms of. It puts me in 
mind of a story related in one of Bulwer’s novels, 
A worthy couple, named Jchn and Joan, had lived 
happily together many a long year, till one un- 
lucky day they bought a new bolster; Joan said 
the bolster was too hard, and John said the bol- 
ster was too soft; so of course they quarreled. 
After sulking allday they agreed to putthe bolster 
between them at night. After they had thus lain 
apart a little time, very silent and sullen, John 
sneezed. ‘* God bless you!’ said Joan over the bol- 
ster. *¢ Did you say, God bless me?” cries John; 
“ then here goes the bolster.” (Laughter.] Now, 
sir, the acquisition of new territory and the negro 
question are our bolsters, and we have been sulk- 
ing for some years with these bolsters between 
us; and when our disagreement begins to threaten 
the integrity of our great Union, the voice of the 
Old Dominion is heard shouting in unmistaka- 
ble carnestness over these bolsters of contention, 
God bless the Union!’? Sir, I must, as a true 
man, respond to the noble sentiment of Virginia. 
Isay, away with these bolsters of contention, and 


let us settle these contemptible causes of quarrel į 


in some way honorable and satisfactory to both. 

Now, sir, what are we quarreling about in this 
matter? What are we talking about? As Iun- 
derstand it, the Republicen party are apprehen- 
sive that slavery is going into the Territories north 
of 360 30. Or rather, they know that it cannot 
go there; and a great number of them think that 
it will not even go south of thatline. Then the 
entire difficulty is whether we can draw this line. 
It is not for the benefit of anybody, as I under- 
stand it; for no one is going to derive any benefit 
from it. Ido not beligve that it will either cause 
slavery to go in or ke€p it out. Ido not believe 
it would have the effect of putting one slave more 
south of that line or one slave less. But ore thing 
I do know; E know that the line of 360 3 is con- 
secrated, ay, canonized, in the hearts of the people 
of the free States; and although some Republicans 


may stand up and say that the people would never | 


consent to restoring that line, 1 do know that the 
Republican party sprung into existence on the 
abrogation of it. I know the fact, that we have 
gone before the people of Pennsylvania, over and 
over and over again, and said that the Democratic 
arty had repealed the old Missouri compromise 
never go north of it. 1 do not believe it ever 
will go north of it. We have made our word 
good. 1 believe that every tootof territory north 
of 360 30' is consecrated to freedom, although the 
line is abrogated. Therefore, to my judgment, it 
does not make a particle of difference, so far as 
the real question is concerned, whether you restore 
the line orleaveitalone. For my own part, I shall 
vote for the propositions reported by the commit- 
tee of thirty-three, because I think they effect a 
substantial restoration of the Missouri compro~ 
mise. Sir, itis cowardly for the Republican party 
and the great free North to refuse this small boon 
to our brethren of the South. Fair play, is my 
motto; and I would scorn to take advantage of the 
paucity of their numbers, by legislative bar. _ 
Now, it is true there are some dozen slaves in 
New Mexico. I donotsce how we can get them 
out. Ido not sce how we can have any control 
in the matter. I do know that the legislation of 
1850 settled that question, aud fixed the status of 


that Territory, or left it to the people of the Ter- | 
ritory, which amounts to the same thing. When 


I was a Democrat, I felt bound to stand by the 


legislation of 1850. I stood by it then, and I stand 
by itnow. It made a settlement of the contro- 
versy; and I understand that the propositions of 


the committee of thirty-three do nothing more | 


than carry that legislation into effect. 
‘Mr. HATTON. The gentleman is speaking 


ine, and that we were determined slavery should | 


of the objects and purposes of the Republican 
party. I ask him whether he understands that 
one of their objects is ever to interfere with sla- 
very in the District of Columbia, or in the dock- 
yards, arsenals, and navy-yards, or with the inter- 
State slave trade? 3 

Mr. JUNKIN. So far as my knowledge goes 
in canvassing, not only my own district, but 
others, and so far as I have heard politics dis- 
cussed in the free States, I do not believe there 
ever was an election of any kind in which the 
question of slavery in the District of Columbia 
entered as an clement in any shape or form. - The 
idea that the people of the great free States should 
undertake to make a specific issue on the aboli- 
tion of slavery in the District of Columbia—a little 
place less than ten miles square, that you could 
hardly have made a decent shooting match outof 
when I was a boy in our country—and should 
make a quarrel with respect to it, is supremely 
ridiculous. I do not believe that any man elected 
to Congress in the free States ever discussed that 
subject atall. They do not think about it. The 
people do not care about it, and do not want to 
nave anything to do withit. Butthey have always 
had in their mind the great question whether they 
would secure the territory north of 36° 30! for 
what they call freedom.. That is to say, that the 
freemen of the North do not want to work along- 
side of slaves. That is all. 

When you talk about the hostility of the peo- 
ple of the free States to slavery, you are greatly 
in error. Go into these districts where the people 
are supposed to be so intensely hostile to the in- 
stitution, and you will find that they talk ver 
little about it, and never propose to interfere with 
it in the States where it exists, or in the District 
of Columbia, or in the dock-yards, arsenals, and 
navy-yards, or to interfere with the coasting slave 
trade, or the inter-State slave trade. I never heard 
the people talk of such things; and I can safely 
assert, that such questions are never considered 
in a political canvassinthe North. I never heard 
these subjects discussed till J came to Congress; 
and when } came here, I felt very much like the 
old farmer who went into a court-room for the 
first time, to see what court was like. They were 
trying an action of replevin about a cow, and the 
third day of the trial had been reached, when the 
old gentleman, becoming impatient that the valu- 
able time of the court should be wasted on such 
a trivial matter, shouted out at the top of his voice, 
and pulling out his purse at the samo time, 
«Judge, what is this old cow worth? PH pay 
her valuc, and let the court proceed to something 
of importance.” [Laughter.] So when I came 
here, and listened day after day to long speeches 
about slavery in the District of Columbia, I felt 
like asking what this District could: be bought for. 
{Laughter.} I tell you thai these questions ‘are 
never discussed among the mountains of Penn- 
sylvania. They havesomestrong ideas there about 
slavery, but they never expect to be called upon 
to regulate the affairs of the District of Colum- 
bia. This is the only place where such questions 
are ever heard discussed. ‘The people themselves 
never talk about them, although Lam free to con- 
fess, that the people of my district have got some 
pretty strong notions in their mind about slavery; 
but they do not arise out of any hostility to you 
who own slaves. They never dream of interfer- 
ing between you and your slaves; for I tell you 
they would hate, in the worst sort of way, to 
have your negroes emancipated and sent among 
them; and they would not submit to it. They 
dislike even the free negrocs, and do not in any 
manner associate with them. J never heard my 
constituents assert any desire to interfere between 
masters and. their slaves; and I do honestly and 
verily believe that to-day they stand ready to come 
to your aid and assistance, in maintaining the 
institation in the States where it now exists. 

Hence it is that I only express the sentiment 
of my people when I vote fer a clause in the Con- 
stitution that Congress shall never interfere with 
slavery in the States; and Lassort that when I 
vote in that way, I but support the Chicago plat- 
form. If my Republican brethren believe that 
their platform is a good thing, I do not see how 


| they can object to taking a portion of that plat- 


form and incorporating it in the fundamental law 
of the land. If itis a good thing ina platform, it 
will be a good thing in the Constitution. Why 
not? And I tell you honestly, that any Repub- 
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licanwho fails ‘to: come’ 
proposition reported by the co 
three, will be, in.my judgment, marke 
ing towards abolition, and will weaken’my co 
fidence in the Republican party... Idonotbelieve 
there are ten men’on this side of the House who. 
will fail to vote for that proposition. "°° 

I know it was argued here'to-day, by a gentle- 
man who occupied a chair behind me, [Mn Sepa- 
WIckK,] that there may a time come when we may: 
want to take a hand in purchasing: the slaves, in’ 
the border.slave States, or in some way getrid of 
slavery in those States, and: therefore he felt:dis-. 
inclined to support the proposition. ‘He seemed: 
to have the impression that it might in some way 
prevent a State from abolishin daray within its. 
own limits. Why, sir, if I understand that props 
osition, it has no reference to the action of any. 
State. It only applies to Congress. If the State. 
of Maryland shall desire to abolish slavery within 
her own limits, or any other State shall: deésireadt, 
they may do it, but Congress cannot: Now; what 
earthly objection can‘ there be to that? I admit. 
there is a single objection in my. mind... It-may. 
tend to create excitement in the North.. It may.. 
tend to deepen the agitation upon these questions, 
and in that way do more harm than good; but:{; 
think the Legislatures of the States. can sọ deal 
with the question as to prevené the occurrence of 
harm from that source. i 

I again acknowledge my obligations to the gen- 
tleman from Ohio for yielding me the floor, and 
hope that the time I have occupied will notibe 
deducted from his. 

Mr. ALLEN then addressed the House on the 
state of the Union. {His speech will be published 
in the Appendix.} è hoe 

‘(at 


And then, on motion of Mr. HATTON, 
ten o’clock, p.m.,) the House adjourned.’ : -> 


æ IN SENATE. |. ny 
Fray, February 8, 1861. 2... , 

‘Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Dr. Gurvey.: : 
The Journal of yesterday was read andapproved.: 

A message in writing was received from the 
President of the United States, by Mr: GLoss- 
BRENNER, his Secretary. 

DEFICIENCY BILL. f oe 

Mr. FESSENDEN was, on his motion, ex- 
cused from service upon the committee of confer- 
ence on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses 
on the bill (H. R. No. 866) to supply deficiencies 
in the appropriations for the service of the fiscal 
year ending June 30, 1861; and Mr. Gwin was 
appointed, ‘ 

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 

The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Sen- 
ate a report of the Secretary of War, communi- 
cating, in obedience to law, a‘statement ofthe 
contingent expenses of the military ‘establishment 
of the United States for the year 1860; which was 
ordered to lie on the table. a a 

He also laid before the Senate a report of the 
Secretary of the Senate, communicating, in obe- 
dience to law, a statement of the payments from 
the contingent fund of the Senate during ‘the year 
ending December 3, 1860; which, on motion of 
Mr. Bieter, was ordered to lic on the ttble, and 
be printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a report of the 
acting Secretary of the Interior, communicating, 
in compliance with a resolution of the Senate of 
the 28th of May, 1860, transcripts of all accounts 
paid for the erection of the east and west win 
and the north front of the Patent Office building, 
and for alterations and repairs of the south front 
of the same; which was ordered to lie on the table; 
and a motion by Mr. Brerer to print the report 
was referred to the Committee on Printing. 


CAPTAIN SIMPSON’S REPORT. 


The VICE PRESIDENT also laid before: the 
Senate a report of the Secretary of War, commu- ' 
nicating, in compliance with a resolution of the 
Senate of the 30th ultimo, the report:of Captain 
J. H. Simpson, of the topographical engineers, 
of his explorations across the Great Basin of. Utah 
Territory, for a direct wagon route from Camp 
Floyd to Genoa, in Carson Valley, in 1859. 

Mr. LATHAM. Ihave a resolution ta offer 
in connection with that-report: 


Resolved, That the report of the Secretary of War, eum- 
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cating the report.of Captain Simpson, of his explora- 
across the Great Basin.of Utah Territory, called for 
resolution of the Senate of the 30th of January, 1841, 
printed, and that: additional copies be printed for 
the use of the Senate. 


The VICE PRESIDENT. The resolution will 
go to the Committee on Printing. 


HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 


Fhe following bills from the House of Repre- 
sétitatives were severally read twice by their 
tithes, and referred as indicated below: 

A bill (No. 950) in relation to the postal ser- 
videto the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads. + 

“A-bill (No. 975) for the confirmation of the title 
to the saline lands in Jackson county, Hlinois, to 
D: Hy Brush, and others—to the Committee on 
Public Lands.” 

RESOLUTIONS OF NEW JERSEY. 


Mr. THOMSON. I move that the resolutions 
of: the Legislature of New Jersey, in relation to 
the Union of the States, and recommending: the 
adoption of the compromise measures proposed 
by Mr. Carrreypen,and appointing commission- 
ers to confer with Congress and the sister States, 
with a view to the settlement of our national diffi- 
culties, yesterday presented by me, be referred to 
the Committee on the Judiciary, and be printed. 

The motion was agreed to. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIAL. 


Mr. SEWARD presented four petitions of cit- 
izens of Philadelphia, in favor of the Union, the 
Constitution as it is, and the enforcement of all 
the laws; which were ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. KING presented three petitions of citizens 
of New York, praying that Congress will not re- 
peal, or materially modify, the warehousing sys- 
tem; which were ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. GRIMES presented the memorial of Par- 
mella Pellett, widow of Samuel Pallett, praying 
that the pension allowed her late husband may be 
made to commence at the date of his discharge; 
which was referred to the Committee on Pensions, 

Mr. BIGLER presented two petitions of cit- 
izens of Union county, Pennsylvania; a petition 
of citizens of Morrisville, Pennsylvania; and a 
petition of citizens of Adanis township, Franklin 
county, Pennsylvania, praying for the adoption 
of the compromise measures proposed by Mr. 
Cnirrenpen; which were ordered to lie on the 
table. ‘ 

Mr HALE. I presented a petition of citizens 
of Philadelphia, in favor of the Union, the Con- 
stitution as it is, and the enforcement of all the 
laws. I have received a letter stating that the 

elition is signed principally by the printers of 

hiladelphia. { move that it lie on the table. 

The motion was agreed to. 


Mr. PUGH presented a petition of citizens of 
Morgan county, Ohio, praying for the adoption 
of the compromise measures proposed by Mr. 
Crirrenpen; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Fle also presented ten petitions of citizens of 
Belmont county, Ohio; praying for the adoption 
of the compromise measures proposed by Mr. 
Crirrenpen; which were ordered to lie on the 
table 


REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 


Mr. GRIMES, from the Committee on Naval | 
Afairs, to whom was referred the memorial of 
Philip F. Voorhees, a captain in the Navy, who 
was placed on the reserved list by the board of 
officers appointed under the act of February 28, 
1855,. praying to be restored to the active service 
list, submitted an adverse report, and asked to be 
discharged from the further consideration of the | 
memorial; which was agreed to. i 

Mr. DOOLITTLE, from the Committee on | 
Indian Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (S. | 
No. 469) for the relief of A. H. Jones and H. M. 
C. Brown, reported it without amendment, and 
recommended its passage. 

Mr. KENNEDY, from the Committee on: 
Naval Affairs, to whom was referred the memorial 
of James K. Harwood, asking to be allowed com- 
pensation for extra services performed as purser 
during the expedition to Paraguay, submitted a | 


report, accompanied by a bill (S, No. 559) forthe A 


relief of James K. Harwood. The bill was read, 
and passed toa second reading; and the report 


was ordered to be printed. 


è 


| tion (S. No. 62) in relation to Dominick Lynch, | 


| am satisfied, if that matter be taken up, it will 


| and all they desire, according to their own lan- 


| this joint resolution to the Committee on Patents 
i and the Patent Office. They can report it to-mor- 


BILL INTRODUCED. 


Mr. SEWARD asked, and by unanimous con- 
sent obtained, leave to introduce a joint resolu- ! 


ofthe Navy; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred, with the accompanying papers, to 
the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

MW’ CORMICK’S PATENT. 


Mr. WADE. I move to take up the resolution 
of the House of Representatives on the subject of 
McCormick’s patent for a reaping machine. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from 
Ohio moves to take up the joint resolation (H. 
R. No. 71) extending the time for taking testi- 
mony on the application of Cyrus H. McCor- 
mick for the extension of his patent. 

Mr. BRAGG. [hope that matter will be passed 
over for the present. I have several reports to 
make, and J desire to dispose of the papers which 
have been lying on my table for several days. 1 


lead to debate. I believe the morning hour, by 
the rules, is appropriated to the presentation of 
memorials and reports from committees., 

Mr. WADE. 1 would very willingly give way 
for that purpose; butif this resolution is to be 
acted onatall, there is great necessity forits being 
acted upon now. It proposes to give time for 
taking testimony for the purpose of showing that 
it is not proper to extend this patent for seven 
years more. We are in danger of an immediate 
decision by the Commissioner of Patents. The 
Elouse of Representatives, under these circum- 
stances, have passed this resolution; and of course, 
if it is to be acted on atall, it ought to be done im- 
mediately; for if we postpone it, it may be of no 
use. It is for this reason that Lam anxious it 
should supersede all other business, and be acted 
upon at once; for there is no question of greater 
importance to the farmers of the whole country 
than the controversy about the extension of this 

atent, Itis very easy to show that this patentee 

nas received already an immense sum, with which 

he ought to be content, from the proceeds of this 
patent; and it will be greatly to the detriment of 
the public interests, in my jadgment, if it shall be 
renewed for seven years. But ldo uot rise to 
argue it; I will not argue it now, because it might 
revoke argument on the other side. All 1 want 
is the decision of the Senate upon the question. 

Mr. FITCH. This appears to bea proposition 
to take a case out of the hands of the Commis- 
sioner of Patents, and amend the law to suit the 
convenience of private parties, 1 know nothing 
of the merits of the coutroversy, but think the 
proposition itself is a very dangerous one to be 
acted upon by the Senate. ‘The Senator says there 
is danger of having a decision. Iholdin my hand 
a written brief of the attorneys for the protestants, 
in which they say there is no danger whatever; 


guage, is a decision. They say ‘ his [McCor- 
mick’s] proof amounts to nothing, and our proof 
covers the caseatall points, Further proof would 
be merely cumulative”? Still, it seems, they de- | 
sire to take it. They say further, ‘we do not 
think the application for an extension will be suc- 
cessful.”? 

And here is the report of the acting Commis- 
sioner of Patents on the subject, in which he states 
all the points urged by the protestants, and pro- 
ceeds to give the testimony on file before him 
answering every one of them; and yet itis pro- 
rosed to take this case out of his hands and bring 
it to Congress in order to subserve the interest of 
private parties. Those interests it may be very 
proper to consult. 1 know nothing of the merits 
of the controversy. On general principles, I have 
an aversion to prolonging patents; butif the case | 
is to be urged now, itis no more than justice to 
the acting Commissioner of Patents that his an- 
swer to the application of the protestants should 
be read; and 1 shall send it to the Clerk’s desk to 
be read if the vote is to be pressed. The proper | 
motion would be, and | make that motion, to refer 


row morning if it be desired, and I presume they 
will do so. I prefer that it should pass through 
their hands. 

Mr. WADE. I wish toask the Senator whether 
the acting Commissioner has not refused further 
time for taking testimony? 


| mony on the day fixed for closing the testimony 


Mr. FITCH. I respond to theinquiry by say- 
ing that he has refused; and he alleges ample 
reasons to sustain him in his decision, which F 
have here in manuscript—reasons which ought 
to be satisfactory to every Senator and every gen- 
tleman, if they are true. Into the truth of them 
the Committee on Patents, if there is any doubt 
about it, can inquire. 

Mr. GRIMES. I hope the Senator from Indi- 
ana will send that letter up, and let it be read on 
this motion. 

Mr. FITCH. Certainly, sir. It appears there 
have been two applications for an extension of 
time. f 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question ison 
the motion to take up the joint resolution, 

Mr. MASON. Iask,respectfally, if the rules 
do not require that the morning hour shall be ap- 

ropriated to petitions and reports? I havesome 
prop b s 
reports which | am anxious to make from a com- 
mittee. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair thinks 
not. The rules indicate tbe course of business 
which the Chair shall call up; but it is subject to 
the order of the Senate. This has been repeat- 
edly decided by the Chair. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. {wish to make an in- 
quiry, which, perhaps, may affect my vote some- 
what. I have understood that the application for 
the renewal of this patent is really made to the 
Commissioner more than a year before the expi- 
ration of the old patent; and that it is made to 
and tried by a gentleman who is merely the act- 
ing Commissioner, who, accidentally, at this pe- 
riod fills the position, long anterior to the time 
when there will be any necessity for acting upon 
it. I should like to know if that is true. 

Mr. FITCH. {can only answer the Senator 
sofaras I derive my knowledge from these papers. 
The application appears to have been made a year 
or so before the expiration of the patent; but it 
was made while there was a Commissioner of 
Patents; and his decision is only being carried 
out by the acting Commissioner. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. There can be no hurry 
in his action upon it, certainly, if that isthe case 

Mr. FITCH. And furthermore, the Commis- 
sioner says these applications, a year or so in 
advance, are very common, and a renewal is often 
made that length of time ingad vance. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The reading of the 
letter is asked for. [** Let us hear it.’’| If there 
be no objection, the Secretary will read it. 

The Secretary read, as follows: 

In the matter of McCormick’s Application for Extension. 

The counsel for most of the opponents in this case have 
filed a motion for postponing the time for closing the testi- 
mony until the 4th day of March next. 

In support of this motion, the counsel refer to two afi- 
davits of Willian N. Whiteley and David Osborne, filed 
heretofore in support of a previous motion to postpone the 
time for closing the testimony until July next. They also 
file with the motion two other affidavit-—one of the coun- 
sel, S. S. Fisher, and the other of D. M. Osborne, one of the 
opponents. 

‘Ce affidavits in support of the motion are more in the 
form of sworn arguments than the usual affidavits of facte 
filed in such cases 3 and it has required considerable time to 
examine them, and to separate the tacts trom the allegations 
and opinions. Hence, the motion could not be decided yes- 
terday, the day on which it was fited, for want of time. 

The facts relied on to support the motion, so far as they 
can he gathered trom the aflidavits, are as follows: 

1. S. 3. Fisher, the affiant, was not employed as counsel 
for opponents nntit December 25, 1860. 

2, That the applicant did not begin to take his testimony 
until January 21, 1861, and has taken testimony since on 
the 24th, 25th, and 26th of January; which, it is alleged, is 
too late for the opponents of the extension to put in rebut- 
ting testimony. 

3. Tharthe opponents of the extension had no knowledge 
of the nature of the proof the applicant would offer until the 
testimony was taken. 

4. fbhat S. S. Fisher and his partner have traveled day 
aud night to gct evidence ready for the opponents, and to 
cross-examine the applicant’s witnesses ; and that in going 
from place to place they traveled by railroad. 

5. ‘That ten of the leading counsel of the country, familiar 
with the practice of the law in patent cases, have been re- 
tained by the applicant. 

6. Thatthe application was filed November 13, 1860, over 


i eleven months before the patent expired. 


7. That there were about five hundred contestants of the 
extension, most of whom are represented by the affiant, 8. 
S. Fisher. 

8. That the applicant has served a notice to take testi- 


9. That the counsel for the contestants, Messrs. Lee & 
Fisher, have been vigorously pressing the opposition. 

Affidavits have been filed in behaifof applicant, in which 
some of the facts sworn to by the oppouents are contro- 
verted, namely: 

J. These affidavits show that William N. Whiteley, once 
of the opponents of the extension, regarded Lee. & Fisher 
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as their counsel,.and that:Fisher professed to be acting in 
that capacity as-earty.as December 13. 

2. That Lee & Fisher evtered into the stipulation, in 
behalf of the ‘five hundred opponents they represent, that 
testimony should be taken at the times and places at which 
it has been taken. 

3. Phat neither Lee & Fisher nor any of the opponents 
objected to the taking of testimony by Watson, in behalf 
of the applicant, on che 25th or 26th of December. 

4. That the proofs taken were strictly in support of the 
applicant’s statement, and therefore no surprise to any one, 
the statement being sworn to, and made evidence by law, 
and is therefore the prima facie case of the applicant, and 
notice to all parties of what are the issues in the case, and 
what. is to be proved or disproved, and that this statement 
was filed on the 13th day of December, forty-seven days 
before the. day for closing the testimony, January 28. 

5. That but four of these forty-seven days have been oc- 
cupied by the opponents of the extension in taking testi- 
mony, and an equal number of days by the applicants for 
the same purpose. 

6. That the applicant’s counsel was diligent in preparing 
and filing his account; and that to do so, and to get testi- 
mony ready, he had to leave home and totravel by railroad 
day and night. 

7. That the notice served by the applicant. to take testi- 
mony on the 28th of January, was not served oti after a 
notice to take testimony in bebalfof the opponents had been 
given; and the opponents were informed at the time of ser- 
vice that no testimony would be taken under it except in 
rebuttal of such opposition testimony as might be taken on 
the 28th, and that in fact no witness was called by the ap- 
plicant on the 28th. ; 

8. That the cross examination of the witness, H. B. Ren- 
wick, occupied less than an hour on the morning of the 
8th, and was deferred until then only because the oppo- 
nents declined to cross-examine on Saturday night. 

There are other matters in the affidavits on both sides 
that relate to the merits of the case on the Binal hearing, 
and therefore do not require notice on this motion. 

On the foriner motion for a postponement, which was 
overruled, it was stated that the rece ption of the application 
eleven months before the patent expired, and the fixing of 
the day of hearing on the Lith of February, were acts of the 
late Commissioner, done with deliberation, and witha view 
to protect and promote the public interest; that more than 
the usual time for taking testimony had been allowed, 
namely, forty-seven days, (nine days only of the time has 
been occupied by both parties in taking testimony, and that, 
too, by mutualagreement;) that if the applicant’s account, 
as alleged, is unfaithful and untrue, the default in this re- 
gard is at his peril, and he must take the consequences. 

nd if his compensation bas been adequate, as is now al- 
leged, that fact alone must be fatal to the extension. 

in view of all the circumstances presented on the former 
motion, it was held that no sufficient reason for granting a 
postponement appeared; and the motion was cousequently 
overruled. J cannot see now that the reasons fora post- 
ponement are strengthened in any degree, and I therefore 
ecline to change the time for closing the testimony as fixed 
by the late Cominissioner in the published notice, 

S. T. BRDGERT, 
Acting Commissioner. 
Parent Orrice, January 29, 1861. 


The VICE PRESIDENT. The question iso 
the motion to take up the joint resolution. 

The motion was agreed to; and the joint reso- 
lution was considered as in Committee of the 
Whole. 

Mr. PUGH. I move now that the joint reso- 
lution be referred to the standing Committee on 
Patents and the Patent Office; and if the Senate 
will give me their attention for a few moments, | 
think I can show them the propriety of that mo- 
tion. 

Mr. FITCH. Will the Senator so modify his 
motion as to let the papers go, with the resolution, 
to the committee ? 

Mr. PUGH. Certainly. By the general law, 
as I understand, every patentee, before the expi- 
ration of his term, is entitled toapply to the Com- 
missioner of Patents, and, with certain evidence 
which beis required to produce, may have an €x- 
tension for seven years. It seems that, in this 
case, whatever may be the value.or the validity 
of the patent, the applicant has departed in no- 
wise from the law. He has made his application. 
Others, it seems, feeling opposed to the extension 
of the patent, have been heard by their testimony 
and their counsel. The Commissioner, as it ap- 

ears by the paper which has been read, has twice 
Peen asked to extend the time of taking testimony, 
and upon affidavit and argument has decided 
against it; and now application is made to Con- 
gress hurriedly, without examination by any 
standing committee of this body, to use the law- 
making power of the Government in a private lit- 
igation, to grant an appeal from a decision twice 
made by the proper officer, under the name of a 
joint resolution. 

What will be the consequence? If we cause 
this applicant any mischief by our interference, 
he will be here with his petition to be indemni- 
fied; and I should like to know what argument 
could be made against indemnification? 1f, fol- 
lowing the law as it is written on your statute- 


» 


book up to the period of devision; we then inter- 


| this joint re 


pose and take from him what, possibly, the law 
would have given, I think he can make at easta 
very fair claim on the equity of Congress, if not 
a claim of right. Now, sir, Edo not know Mr. 
McCormick; and I presume 1 am as much inter- 
ested as any Senator, in virtue of my agricultural 
constituents, if they have any interest In the pat- 
ent, in having it opposed; but, if Mr. McCormick 
hasa rightto his extension by law, I willnottake 
it from him; ifhe has noright to it, let the Commis- 
sioner of Patents decide against him.: The Com- 
missioner, at present, has long been in the office. 
I have never heard anything said against hisin- 
tegrity or his capacity; and Lam indisposed, as 
a member of Congress—that is all I mean to say 
about it—to be used on either side of a lawsuit. 
Therefore, | hope our Committee on Patents will 
take the resolution, and will read ‘these papers. 
I could not hear all the paper sent from the Com. 
missioner, there was so much confusion at the 
time it was read; but I heard enough to satisfy 
me that it is a controverted case of litigation and 
feeling on both sides, and that it is not wise for 
us to actin haste. 1 trust, therefore, the Com- 
mittec on Patents will examine the papers, and 
if they find that we have the power to do this 
rightfully, and that there is a proper case made, 
I shall be willing to vote for the resolution, but 
Lam not willing to do it in the dark; and there- 
fore I insist on my motion, that the joint resolu- 
tion and the papers be referred to the standing 
Committee on Patents and the Patent Office. 1 
doubt not they will give it speedy examination; | 
hope so. 

Mr. WADE. Ido not think there is any ne- 
cessity for referring this resolution to the Com- 
mittee on Patents. ‘The question involved is a 
very great one; indeed, one of more public inter- 
est could hardly be suggested. I do notprofess 
to know anything of the merits or demerits of 
this application for a renewal of the patent; but 
I can see, as everybody can, that the public are 
most vitally interested in it, It is a great ques- 
tion, involving millions of dollars to be taken trom 
the pockets of our farmers wrongfully, if the de- 
cision should be wrong; and if the decision that 
is now contemplated shall be finally made in favor 
of this applicant, a little delay will not injure him 
aról. Why can we not give the parties all the 
fe that is necessary, in order to bring in all the 
testimony which is essential to decide a contro- 
versy so important as this? 

The applicant himself, it seems from the paper 
which has been read, took testimony as late as | 
the 28th of January; and it was the testimony of 
witnesses scattered abroad ir a great many places 
all over the country; but the attorneys of the con- 
testants have made affidavit that their witnesses 
are scaticred abroad in distant parts of the coun- 
try, and that they have not bad time sufficient to 
bring the testimony that they have to bear upon 
the case, and they only want time to do it. Itcan 
be of no disadvantage to the applicant himself, 
because his patent docs not expire until the 23d 
day of October next. What necessity is there for 
this hot haste in closing the testimony, when the 
patent does not expire for nine or ten months? 
"There can be no necessity for it whatever; and in 
a case involving such great interests to the public 


l as this evidently does, it strikes me that all the 


light which can be obtained on the subject should 

be obtained, and that there is no occasion for clos- | 
ing the case so early, and hence no propriety in 
delaying this resolution. Shave no doubt thatthe 
Committee on Patents, if they make a thorough 
examination, will come to the same conclusion 
that I have now come to; I have no fears of its 
going to them; but time is very essential in this 
matter. I do not know when the decision is to 
be made; bat undoubtedly very soon, At all 


events, these parties ought to know and know as | 


soon as possible, whether their rights are to be 
forever closed within a few days or not, for per- 
haps they can get some testimony in the mean 
time; but if the closing of the case is postponed 
according to this resolution, there will be no dif- 
ficulty in the parties being thoroughly heard, and 
a decision being made that ought to be satisfactory | 
to all, Ido not wish to prolong the debate. 1; 
hope it will not be considered necessary to send | 
: solution to any committee. 

Mr. BENGBRAM. Mr. President, the agricul- 


patent. In all the western country 
alarly, the reaper and mowor has becorbe 
dispensable implement ‘tothe farmer: 
reaper and mower manufactured. in. the. 
States, not made by Mr. McCormick, has to pay 
him a tribute of fifteen dollars.” That ‘comes dr 
rectly from the farming interests ofthe country i 
Already he has received his millións-for sotme 
small -inventions in’ reference to the reapersand 
mower; and that the: whole.country-shdal é 
made.to pay tribute to him, to ‘the amountof AE- 
teen dollars for-every reaper. and ‘mower bought 
by the farmers for the next seven years, isa mat- 
ter that their representatives here should look:to. 
I take it there can be no objection to: postponing 
the time for-taking evidence, because ‘his patent 
does not expire for eiglt’or nine months yet. +i 

Mr. WADE. 1 did-not'state before, for I-did 
not know then, the time: when’ the ‘decision -is tò 
be made.. I had no time to investigate this mat- 
ter, and I only said the public:were deeply: inter- 
ested; but I sve now that the decision is to be madè 
next Monday, and that, too, over the affidavits of 
the counsel for the public that they have nottheir 
testimony completed. I want to know if the Sen- 
ate will now permit this great decision to be made 
under these circumstances. . Two of the counsel 
for the defendants, for the public, make oath that 
they have not had time to get their testimony; and 
yet the case is about to be foreclosed without it. 
What Senator wants a decision of this kind to be 
made upon such principles, anda snap judgment 
taken on imperfect tesumony? ‘The case willbe 
closcd, 1 believe, and the argument of the case 
commenced, next Monday. Sir, it would be an 
outrage, in my judgment, to permit-such a case 
to be decided in such a manner. : pN 

Mr. FITCH. The reading of the papers was 
f 4 7 

called for; and I supposed thatevery Senator who 
listened to the response of the acting Commis- 
sioner would be. perfectly satisfied of the impro» 

riety of granting the prayer of the protestants, 
Lhey have had ample time; all the time ever 
allowed. Due notice, fall notice, was given. They 
filed their proof, and the attorneys themselves say 
in theirplea: “Eis [McCormick’s] proofamounts 
to nothing and our proof covers the case atal 
points. Further proof would be merely cumula+ 
tive;?? and they close their argument by. saying: 
«wedo not think the application. for extension 
will be successful.” This is what the attorneys 
for the protestants say; and yet they first apply 
for an extension to the 4th of March. Why thet 
particular day? It smacks a little ofasupposition 
that a change of Administration might be benefi- 
cial to their interests. . Subsequently, application 
is made for an extension of time to the first Mon- 
day in July, or thereabouts. It will be seen by 
those who listened to the written answer of the 
acting Commissioner, that ‘every solitary allega- 
tion made by the protestants is answered, and. sat- 
istactorily answered, There is not.the first.scin- 
tilla of proofon which to hang an application for 
| a continuation, except toconsult the convenience 
| and possibly the interests of certain men who are 
; rivals of this manufacturer. ; 

A word as to what the Senator from Ohio said 
relative to the interests of the farmers——~ 
Several Senators. The Senator from Michi- 


an. 

S Mr. FITCH. Ohio first, and then Michigan 
subsequently. The farmers have no interest in 
this controversy; but some of your manufactur- 
ing gentlemen have. it isa rivalry between them. 
That is the whole sum and substance of it. Itis 
arivalry between different manufacturing estab- 
lishments. Other establishments desire to purloin 
an improvement, and not give the originator of it, 
the patentee of it, its fuil benefit. 

The argument in favor of passing this resolu- 
tion, that this patentee applied a year In advance, 
| is futile; nothing is more common,as the records 
of the Patent Office show, Jt must be borne in 
mind that, if he waits until his patent. expires, he 
cannot apply. Any wise man would. not wait 
until the eve of the expiration of his patent before 
he made his application for a renewal; and there 
is a case now pending here from the Committee 
on Patents, clearly showing the poney ofan 
early application—a case in which a patentce an 
inventor of an important improvement in steam 
engines, failed to make his appiication for a re- 


tural interests of the United Statesare very deepl 
converned in the question of the extension of this! 


newal until it was so late.that the Commissioner 
of Patents could not devide ity and it fell to the 
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ground, tothe manifest injustice, as the commit- 

tee, and Lpresume the Senate when they look into 

it, will readily see, and to the gross wrong of the 
atentec. f : 

Another argument in favor of the extension of 
time is, that. the applicant took testimony. on the 
28th. of January. Surely, the Senator from Ohio 
[Mr, Wave] would not use that kind of argu- 
ment against him, when he knows that it was ihe 
fault: of, the protesants that. testimony was taken 
on that day;-for the testimony:taken by the ap- 
plicant was merely rebutting. On that very day 
the protestants filed an application to take testi- 
mony., and did take testimony; and the applicant 
took rebutting testimony. That was all he took. 
Had the protestants nottaken any, he would have 
taken: none. He has, as the answer of the Com- 
missioner shows, fully complied with the letter of 
the law, and desires nothing but the law. The 
protestants are not satisfied with this, and desire 
Congress to bend the law to suit their conve- 
nience. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Mr. President, this case, 
it seems to me, is a very small one when properly 
understood. The law authorizes an extension of 
a patent for seven years on certain conditions. 

hat are they? One condition is, that the in- 
vention or discovery must have been novel. An- 
other is, thatthe inventor or discoverer must have 
used reasonable diligence in introducing his im- 
provement into use, and not have received a rea- 
sonable remuneration for his labor bestowed upon 
it:;during the existence of the patent for the four- 
teen years for which it is first granted. That is 
the law; and the Commissioner has no authority 
to renew a patent for scven years, unless these 
facts are made out. He decides upon this testi- 
mony; and if he is satisfied of these facts, he may 
extend the patent for seven years, 

Now, what do we see in this case? An appli- 
cation is made to renew a patent, for which the 
patentce has received already, in gross, more than 
three million nine hundred thousand dollars. He 
admits that he has received more than three mil- 
lion nine hundred thousand dollars, in gross. dt 
is true he uses a good deal of this money in ex- 
penses, This application is made a year before 
the patent expires. Low can you tell whether 
he will not receive during the year which is to 
follow, a sum sufficient to make the remuneration 
ample for all the time and the labor he has be- 
stowed upon the invention? Andif such appears 
to be the fact, the Commissioner has no right to 
extend the patent. Although the patentee should 
not wait, as the Senator from Indiana says, until 
the last day before be makes his application, 
neither should he make his application a year in 
advance for the renewal of a patent, for which he 
has received such monstrous profits as are shown 
in this case. The profits this very year will be 
hundreds of thousands of dollars. Ofcourse they 
cannot be shown. It seems to me, that the very 


fact that this application is made so long in ad- | 


vance, and when there is no necessity at all for 
hurry, should have been a sullicient inducement 
for the Commissioner to extend the time to take 
testimony to any reasonable period before the 
patent was about to expire. 

The testimony taken on the part of the patentee 
was taken, the first of it, on the 21st of January, 
and ended on the 28th, and taken at various places 
in different parts of the United States. What 
opportunity has there been to meet this testimony? 
Witnesses have been examined in New York, in 


Washington city, and in different parts of the | 
country; and there is no opportunity to meet this | 


testimony in seven days. No possible harm can 
result to anybody from an extension of the time 
for taking testimony. 


Now, without going into the merits of the case | 


at all, it scems to me that this application is so 
manifestly proper that the Senate ought not to 
hesitate a momentin allowing further time to take 
the testimony. But the Senator from Indiana 
tellsus that the attorneys say they have made out 


a good case already, and itis not necessary to have | 
other testimony. Of course the attorneys who | 
were resisting the extension of this monopoly | 


would not state that their case was defective. ‘They 
would not admit that, because they did not know 
that the time would be extended, They think, on 
the case as itstands, the Commissioner ought not 
to extend this patent; but, while they think so, 
they say there is other testimony, and the whole 


testimony ought to be in the hands of the Com- 
missioner before he acts upon the case. 

I am reminded by the Senator from Ohio [Mr. 
Wape] that the affidavit of the attorneys is such 
that it would require from any court an extension 
of the time of taking testimony. What harm can 
result from it?. Is anybody going to be injured? 
Do you not want all the testimony? Is there not 
ample time to take it? Is there nota very great 
impropriety in deciding this case a year in ad- 
vance, and saying that Mr. McCormick has not 
received a reasonable remuneration for the time 
and labor he has bestowed on this improvement, 
when he has received from it nearly four million 
dollars; and may, for aught we know, receive 
another million during the ensuing year, which 
will never be brought into the accountif the case 
is now to be closed? If the time is to'be extended 
atall, it must be done immediately, for I see the 
argument is fixed for the 11th of February. 

Mr. BAYARD. Mr. President, I know noth- 
ing but what I bave heard fall here as to the mer- 
its of this controversy. I neither know the value 
of Mr. McCormick’s patent, except from gen- 
eral reputation, nor the extent of his gains; butit 
seems to me that we are about to adopt a prece- 
dent (if we suffer this joint resolution of the House 
of Representatives to pass either before going to 
acommittee or after going to a committee) far 
beyond any attempt that Congress has previously 
made to interfere with the ordinary execution of 
the laws. 

This resolution was passed in the House of 
Representatives on the 5th of February, and came 
to the Senate on the 6th, as appears from the 
Journals. It came here two days ago, and it is 
called up to-day, and we are asked to pass—what? 
What is the character of the resolution? To as- 
sume here judicial functions in an individual case 
involving individual rights. Whether 1 look at 
the Constitution as regards its intent of keeping 
separate the judicial and legislative powers, or 
whether I lookat the impossibility of supposing 
thatjustice can ever beadministered by alcgislative 
body who hear proceedingsaltogether ex parte,who 
suffer themselves to do what, if a judge were to do, 
he would be disgraced—that is, receive the per- 
sonal application, the personal statement, and the 
personal solicitations of individuals for or against 
the particular measure—it scems to me thatif we 
carry the system, as it would be carried in this 
case, to the extent, notof granting anything which 
does not exist, bat of interfering with the ordi- 
nary action under a general law, we are grossly 
abusing the powers of Congress. 

It is nothing to me whether the public or Mr: 
McCormick be interested in this matter. I have 
no right to assume that the Commissioner of Pat- 
ents will not discharge his duty rightfully, and 
make a proper decision on the evidence before 
him. [le may reject this proposed renewal of the 
patent. Under the Constitution, your authority 
is to pass laws for the protection of inventors and 
discoverers of improvements and processes which 
are of great utility to the public, Your authority 
is to give adequate rewards under general laws. 
You have passed a general law which authorizes 
an inventor, in the first instance, to have a patent 
for fourteen years with the rightof renewal, which 
you confide judicially to the investigation of an 
executive officer thoroughly skilled in the whole 
matter, and competent for the discharge of his 


K 


| duties. There is no allegation here, no attempt to 


sbow'that there is any fraudulent bias on the part 
of the person who is authorized to decide; but 
you are asked to do—what? When, inthe course 
of a judicial investigation under a general law, 
the officer having the authority has formally de- 
cided that there is no reasonable ground for the 
further prolongation of the controversy between 
the parties, whoever they may be, Congress Is to 
come in by special law and nullify that judicial 
decision of the officer. It is an attempt to inter- 
fere in an ex parte manner, on a mere one-sided 


statement, for it comes to that; and without even | 


the investigation or recommendation of a com- 
mittee, youare to take away from aman the rights 
that belong to him under your laws, because the 
public may be interested in resisting the exten- 
sion of his patent. Do you know what the Com- 
missioner will decide? No. Sir, {would justas 
soon vote in favor of a bill where there was a case 
pending in the cireuit court of the United States 
involving millions of dollars, and they often do 


so depend between A and B, where the court had 
decided that according to the general rules of the 
law of evidence, there was no further reason for 
protracting the controversy or extending the time 
for taking evidence—I should just as lief think of 
undertaking to revise that judicial decision by in- 
terposing the law, and saying that one side should 
have a right which the general law did not give 
him, as I would vote in favor of this resolution. 
You are assuming judicial powers to the broadest 
extent. You are interfering in the administration 
of justice in the country between man and man, 
if you pass this resolution that is now before you. 

I do not enter into the question atall of whether 
the Commissioner ought to have granted more 
time or not. I have had no opportunity to read 
his reasons; and if I had, he did not state them 
for our inspection. They may go far beyond it. 
His judicial opinion, l understand, is given why 
he dend the motion before him for a further 
postponement as to the time of taking evidence. 
Is this a proper body to controvert that? Is this 
a proper body to investigate a question of that 
kind? Honorable Senators may have constituents 
who come to them, and tell them, “we havea 
vast interest in this matter; we think the general 
law ought to be set aside, and that you ought to 
assume judicial functions, in order to prevent the 
officer from carrying out the laws that exist accord- 
ing to the duties that are imposed on him.” I can- 
not reason in that mode, Mr. President. I cannot 
believe it can ever coire to good. Whether this 
patent is to be renewed, or rejected, or suffered to 
die at the termination of the present grant, makes, 
to me, no matter of difference. The question of 
amount is nothing compared with the false prin- 
ciple embodied in this resolution. 

I do not know how it will affect my constitu- 
ents, They are an agricultural people. | dare 
say they, and the public generally, if the patent 
is valuable, would like to get rid of the stringency 
of it, and of the emolument paid to the inventor, 
as soon as possible. Itis very probable there 
are hundreds of men in my State who would be 
in favor of having this resolution passed, because 
the object is simply to extend the opportunity for 
litigation. It is, in fact, though, an interference 
with the judicial course of action, in favor of one 
man oronesctof men againstanother man. Icean- 
not sanction, by any vote of mine, such action on 
the part of Congress. I am very sure that justice, 
whether it be between one man and many men, 
obgtween a man and the State, must be imper- 
sonl, if it is intended to be justice at all. The 
moment you suffer individual claimants to come 
to members of Congress privately, and tell them, 
“This will be very injiitous to us; this interest 
and that interest will | oeted by it,” and youas- 
sume that as a ground of legislative action, and 
interrupt the ordinary process of the laws, with 
no charge of fraud made, no charge of incompe- 
tency against the officer who is about to decide 
upon the question and has not yet decided as to 
the rights of the parties, it seems to me that there 
would not be a possibility of justice being done 
in such a case, T admit the major influence in 
such cases would generally prevail. Sometimes 
it might prevail for the purpose of obtaining a 
patent which ought not to be granted. Some- 
times it might obtain for the purpose of defeating 
a patent which, according to your laws, ought to 
be extended. But it is no matter whether we are 
in favor of the extension or of the rejection of this 
application of McCormick, or whoever the party 
may be; that is not a subject which, in my judg- 
ment, we can safely touch. Itrests, by your laws, 
in the hands of the Commissioner; and you vio- 
late the first great principles of law when you at- 
tempt in the Legislature to interpose in judicial 
action between man and man. 

These are objections to the resolution, whether 
it goes to a committee or not. It only makes it 
worse not to send it to acommittee. - In the face 
of the rights of partics, you are to undertake to 
interfere with those rights, because the right to 
have a case heard, according to general Jaw, and 
the right, when evidence has been taken on both 
sides, to have that case decided, beyond all ques- 
tion belongs to every citizen in every dispute that 
arises under a general law. I defy gentlemen to 
distinguish, if they can, between this case and an 
attempt made here to interpose against a decision, 
for instance, of a court of equity, which is very 
common, where an application has been made to 
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extend the time for taking depositions, and the 
court has ‘refused it, and the parties come here 
and ask Congress to passa special law overruling 
the decision of the court, and you should under- 
take to look at that decision, and say, “ we do 
- not think the ground for refusing the extension of 
time was sufficient,and therefore, én thisindividual 
ease, we will give to the party rights which do not 
belong to him ander the general law of the Jand;”” 
in other words, sir, we will suffer personal favor 
to take the place of impersonal justice. I can vote 
for no such resolution, no matter how it affects 
individuals, come up in what shape it may. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Foor in 
the chair.) The morning hour having expired, 
it is Incumbent upon the Chair—this day having 
been assigned by order of the Senate for the con- 
sideration of the Private Calendar—to announce 
that the first bill upon that Calendar is in order, 
and now before the Senate. 

Mr. SEWARD. I wish barely to say in rela- 
tion to the first business upon the Private Calen- 
dar, that heretofore I have held professional rela- 
tions on the subject of the patent in general, which 
have been such, although they do not affect the 
present question before the Commissioner of Pat- 
ents, as to render it improper for me to vote on 
the bill before the Senate. 

Mr. WADE. I move to postpone all farther 
business, in order to continue this matter. {* Oh, 
no!?’] It will take but a moment to pass it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. ‘The Chair, 
with diffidence, will suggest, the day having been 
assigned by special resolution to the considera- 
tion of the Private Calendar, that the appropriate 
motion, and the only appropriate motion, is a 
motion to suspend that order. 

Mr. WADE. Weil, I move to suspend that 
order. ; 

Mr. BIGLER. Iwill suggest to the Senator 
from Ohio to permit the reading of the message 
of the President, which is on the table. 

Mr. WADE, I suppose it will take but a mo- 
ment to finish this resolution. d do not wish tọ 
say anything more about it. But let us take a 
voteuponit; because, if we postpone it, of course 
there will be no use of ever calling it up again, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question 
before the Senate is on the motion to suspend the 
order assigning this day for the consideration of 
the Private Calendar. 

Mr. BRAGG. On that motion I ask for the 
yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. BRAGG. I hope this motion will not pre- 
vail. Notwithstanding what the Senator from 
Ohio has said as to the time the resolution which 
has been before the Senate during the morning 
hour will take, I am perfectly satisfied, from what 
I see all around me, that if we go into that subject, 
and suspend the regular order of the day, we shall 
have the greater part of the day consumed in the 
discussion of this McCormick matter. [am per- 
fectly satisfied of that, and now, in the name of 
private claimants who are here before Congress, 
who have certainly some claim upon the consid- 
eration of the body, when they have had but one 
day during the session—last Friday was appro- 
priated to another business—and when this day 
was specially assigned for the consideration of 
private bills something like a week ago, | ask for 
them some consideration by the Senate, and by the 
Senator from Ohio himself. Iam satisfied that 
the matter he is now pressing will take up the 
greater partof the day, if notthe whole of it. The 
indications all around me are to that effect; and 
I really think that, under the circumstances, the 
motion of the Senator from Ohio ought not to pre- 
vail. I make an appeal to the Senate, and I feel 
it my duty to do so as in some degree represent- 
ing some of these claims, 

Mr. WADE. Iam satisfied, sir, that no more 
important question has been before the Senate for 
a long time than the one whichis contained in this 
resolution of the House of Representatives. Iam 
also satisfied, and so is everybody else, that this 
great question now must turn upon the vote about 
to be taken, whether this motion shall prevail or 
not; because, if the resolution now gets the go-by, 
there is the endofit. T have no desire to consume 
time, and I have refrained from reading the affi- 
davits of the attorneys who have opposed this re- 
newal; but in those affidavits they make outa case 
such as would suffice in any court under heaven 
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i fore, ever 


| prevent its passage. 


to secure an extension of time, in order: that tes- 
timony might be had. If you believe them, and 
I suppose you are bound to believe them, they 
say in theiraffidavits why they have not been able 
to take all the testimony they desire; they show 
how material itis; and they show that the merits 


mony which they desire. Now, if we permit this 
question to go by, there is the end of It; because 
the Commissioner has utterly refused to give them 
any longer time than Monday next; and there- 
Senator who believes that McCor- 
mick, having received $4,000,000 for his patent 
already, ought not to receive any more from the 
pockets of the public, will vote, E trust, for the 
stispension of the rules, and for continuing the 
consideration of this resolution antil we get a vote 
upon it. - 

Mr, FITCH. The object of the Senator from 
Ohio will not be attained—namely, the passage of 
the joint resolution to-day—by that course. The 
Senator from Ilinois on this side [Mr. Douesas] 
intends to be heard on the question; and a single 
objection will prevent the passage of the resolu- 
tion to-day; and that objection will most assuredly 
be made. I think he had better let the resolution 
take the usual course, and go to the Committee 
on Patents. [‘ Question P” “ Question !”’] 

Mr. FESSENDEN. Lam sorry to delay an 
impatient body with reference to this matter; but 
I want simply to say, that 1 shahi vote for the 
postponement for the simple reason given by the 
Senator from Ohio, [Mr. Wapz,] which is, that 
a vote against the postponement, if successful, de- 
feats his object entirely. Though, ordinarily, I 
would go with the chairman of the Committee on 
Claims, to pass over a resolution like this, and 
take up the claims assigned for to-day, yet, when 
a question comes up which is alleged to be of 
very great consequence, and which can only be 
settled by the postponement of the Private Calen- 
dar, I think it is a fair argument; because if that 
be true—and I have no doubt it is, from what is 
said by the Senator from Ohio—the postponement 
is destruction to the measure. We ought at least 
to afford an opportunity to the Senate to vote 
upon it, even if aday which was assigned for pri- 
vate bills does go by; because another day can 
be given them, but there can be no other day for 
this particular question. 

Mr. PUGH. Itscems to me that the Senator 
from Maine is deceived in his view of this ques- 
tion. My colleague says the argument is to com- 
mence next Monday. Now, if he thinks that law- 
yers are going to make short work ofa case that 
| involves $4,000,000, he isgreatly mistaken. There 
will be plenty of time for argument, and plenty 
of time, if necessary, for more testimony. Sen- 
ators say that there is all this vast amount of 
money received by Mr. McCormick. I did not 
know it before. 1 do not know how they know 
it, unless they have heard it from somebody else. 
But if it be so that he has received this amount of 
money, and our committee ascertain it to be the 
fact, and the Commissioner ascertains it to be the 
fact, I take it for granted that the patent will not 
be extended; I take that for certain. 

In the next place, if our committee ascertain, 
between this and Monday, as they can, that pass- 
ing this resolution does no injury, as these Sen- 
ators say, I shall be ready to vote for it; but lam 
not to be humbugged into the passing of a reso- 
lution on ex parte statements, and upon represent- 
ations of the necessity of haste, surprising the 


| Senate into the passage of a proposition which 
we may find afterwards to be productive of the 


utmost mischief. I almost always find that when 
things are pressed in that way, it is because they 
do notbear much examination. I shall vote, there- 
fore, against suspending the regular order; but if 
that be carried, Í shall adhere to my motion to 
refer the joint resolution to the proper com- 
mittee. 

Mr.CHANDLER. I desire to inquire whether 
a single objection does carry this joint resolution 
over, as the Senator from Indiana supposes? It 
is under the control of the Senate, as I understand. 
It came from the House of Representatives yes- 
terday, or the day before, and is now called up 
in its regular order, and a single objection cannot 
It is subject to the will of 
the majority. 

Mr. DURKEE. Will it be in order to amend 


this motion by saying that to-morrow shall be 


of the case cannot be reached without the testi- |i 


set aside for the consideration of the Private Ce 
endar? © 83 6 8 z å ae A 

The PRESIDING: OFFICER; (Mt 
That motion will not be in order. The 
is on setting’ the ‘Private’. Calendar’asid : 
and continuing the consideration of this jointre 
olution. PARE ee SUR Teas SAL 

Mr. FITCH. ‘It is: possible that “Toerred i 
saying that-a: single objection’ would ‘tarry. over 
this joint resolution. A single objection” airy 
it over, of course, if it has been yead the first and 
second times to-day; butif ithas received its first 
and second readings previously, ldo not‘ know 
thatit would; but Í desire to call the attention of 
the Senate for one moment to one. other point in 
the case, and éspecially to call the attention ofthe 
members of the Committee on the Judiciary, and 
of other fair-minded Senators, to that point. When 
I had the honor of serving iti the other-end of-the 
Capitol, some yearssince, this'same man, McCor- 
mick, applied to Congress to ‘ive‘him-anexten- 
sion of his original patent; and the ground of the 
application was that he had delayed his a pplica- 
tion for a renewal at the Patent Officé too Tate to 
get all his testimony before the Commissioner, 
and have it properly examined, and therefore the 
Commissioner could not grant it. We ruled him 
to the strict letter of the law, and would notgive 
him the extension. Now, suppose we violate the 
law to bis prejudice when he ‘has complied with 
it: what will be the consequence? Will it not'be 
very hard toward him? f 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. TheChair will 
answer the inquiry which was made by the Sen- 
ator from Michigan, by saying thathe is informed 
by the Secretary that this joint resolution has had 
two readings before to-day; and therefore, if the 
question comes on its third reading, a single ob- 
jection does not control it. The question riow is 
on the motion to suspend the order assigning tó- 
day for the consideration of the Private Calendar; 
the yeas and ‘nays have been ordéred,’ and. the 
Clerk will call the roll. : TEAS 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll." < 

Mr. BAKIR, (when his name was called:) “I 
have paired off with the senior Senator from Cal- 
ifornia (Mr. Guy on the direct question; and T 
think itis proper, therefore, to refrain from voting 
on the incidental one. 

Mr. FITCH. The Senator from California is 
aware of the presence of the Senator from Oregon, 
and deems his pair at an end, unless it has been 
renewed this morning. a 

Mr. BAKER. The Senator from California 
said that, as we usually voted opposite to each 
other, we might as well pair off on this question. 

Mr: FITCH. Very well; 1 was not aware of 
that. 

The result was announced—yeas 26, nays 16; 
as follows: i 

YEAS—Messrs. Anthony, Bigler, Bingham, Cameron, 
Chandler, Clark, Collamer; Doolittle, Durkee, Fessenden, 
Foster, Green, Grimes, Harlan, Johnson of ‘Tennessee, 
King, Latham, Morrill, Pearce; Simmons, Sumuer, Ten 
Eyck, Trumbull, Wade, Wilkinson, and Wilson—26. 

NAYS — Messrs. Bayard, Bragg, Clingman, : Donglas, 
Fitch, Hunter; Jobnson of Arkansas, Kennedy, Lane, ich- 
olson, Polk, Poweli, Pugh, Saulsbury, Sebastian, and 
Thomson—16. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. So the Senate 
suspends the order assigning to-day for the con- 
sideration of the Private Calendar; and the ques- 
tion is on the motion of the Senator from Ohio, 
[Mr. Puan,] to refer this joint resolution to the 
Committee on Patents and the Patent Office 

Mr. BIGLER. I hope, by general consent, 
the message from the President, which is on the 
table, will be read, and an order made to print the 
document; and then we can proceed with this 
question, which will undoubtedly lead to further 
discussion. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator 
from Pennsylvania asks unanimous consent for 
the reading of the President’s message. ce 

Mr. WADE. Let us have the vote upon this 
question. Fok 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair-un- 
derstands the Senator from Ohio. to -interpose an 
objection to the consideration of the President’s 
message. te ; 

Mr. WADE. Yes, sir. ay . 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question 
is on referring the joint resolution to the Com- 
mittee on Patents and the Patent Office. ; 

Mr. BIGLER. Before that vote is taken, with- 
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out-entering into the merits of the question, I de- 
sire ‘to say, as chairman of the Committee on 
Patents, in order that all parties may understand 
exactly the aspect of this question, that I shall 
feel required to call the committee together imme- 
diately,,and report the facts in this case back to 
the Senate to-morrow morning. Therefore, there 
gan be only this point now to be decided: whether 
‘there are any facts which are not known to the 
Senate that. may, be presented by. the committee, 
Labwk.it right to say that the joint resolution, if 
referred, shall be promptly reported. back to the 
Senate, in order that the decision of the body may 
terminate its fate, and not the action of the com- 
mittee. 
iMr WADE. Ido not think there is any ne- 
cessity, for referring this resolution. I believe it 
is. perfectly understood by the Senate, and there- 
fore there is no use in referring it; and hence all 
who intend to have the testimony complete before 
the Commissioner will vote against the motion to 
refer. . 
Mr. FITCH. I sincerely trust the Senator 
from Ohio will Iet the resolution take the usual 
course now, since this’statement on the part of the 
chairman of the Committee on Patents. That is 
all the Senator ought to desire, and I trust cer- 
tainly. the Senator will not drive those opposed te 
the summary passage of this resolution into meas- 
ures which they might otherwise be unwilling to 
resort to, in order to prevent a final vote to-day. 
Mr. WADE. I wish to state that it is notany 
distrust of the committee which impels me to ask 
for. the immediate consideration of the resolution; 
but. know that, in matters of this kind, delays are 
exceedingly dangerous, and that time is of the 
very essence of the whole matter. I must, there- 
fore, insist.on a decision now. 
_, Mr. DOUGLAS. | feel constrained, Mr. Pres- 
ident, to say a few words before the vote is taken 
on the question of reference. Some years ago 
Mr. McCormick made an application to Congress 
to renew his original patent after it had expired. 
I took avery decided part inedefeating that re- 
newal by an act of Congress. Ihave never yet 
voted for an act of Congress to renew a patent. I 
have always believed that these controversies 
about patents ought to be referred to the Patent 
Office, and to the courts of justice; and that the 
Senate ought not to be converted into a court for 
the trial of these contested cases. I made the ob- 
jection to Mr. MeCormick’s renewal after bis pat- 
ent had expired, thatthe right to manfacture these 
machines: had vested in the public, and Congress 
had no power to divest that right, and give it back 
to. him exclusively; and I cast the blame on him 
of having been guilty of negligence in not apply- 
ing to the Patent Office in time to get his renewal, 
As be lost the original patent then, and now only 
holds a patent for certain improvements on his 
original machine, it seems that he has taken a 
hint from the lesson then taught him, and has ap- 
plied now atthe proper department for a renewal, 
in time; and the fact that he bas made his appli- 


cation ove year in advance of the expiration of 


the patent is now brought up in condemnation 
against him. Certainly one of two things is true: 
elther his application at the Patent Office a year in 
advance of the expiration of the patentis no good 
and valid objection now, or I did him great injus- 
tice in urging negligence against him before, be- 
cause he had not made the application previous 
to the expiration of the patent. 

I do not know why the Senate should interfere 
with the due process of law in the extension of 

atents, Tam aware that there is a great conflict 

etween manufacturers of every patented article 
and the patentee. Those who hold a patent de- 
sire the exclusive privilege, according to their 
right; and those who are engaged in the manufac- 
ture of articies, and pirating on a patent, wish to 
defeat every renewal they possibly can. Itis a 
contest between manufacturers generally. I know 
that my constituents are interested on both sides 
of the question. Mr. McCormick being one of 
my constitnents, residing in my own town, has 


his establishment there; and there are rival estab- | 


lishments engaged in the manufacture that would 
like to use all his improvements, and all his pat- 
ents, without being bound to pay the patent fee. 
Į am not disposed, as a Senator, to interfere be- 
tween these respective claims and rights. The 
law has provided the mode in which they shall be 
adjusted. I have refused, heretofore, to entertain 


the claims when they have come before me, and 
I do not feel disposed now, by any action of mine, 
to arrest the due execution of the laws of the land | 
as they stand. ` Nor do I see any necessity for | 
this interference... It seems that the counsel for 
the contestants of Mr. McCormick’s patent have 
declared that they have proof covering the whole 
case; that all the additional proof they wish to take 
hereafter is merely cumulative; and that they have 
no apprehension that the case can be decided 
againstthem. The issue, it seems, has been fairly 
made up under the law. Why should we inter- 
fere to defeat the judgment of the proper tribunal, 
whatever it may be, upon the issues that the par- 
ties have made up, and the proofs they have filed? 
Ido not hear any complaint of any impropriety 
or unfairness in the taking of the testimony; and 
I can see no reason why we should interfere with 
this matter, for the purpose of reopening. the 
issues between the parties. 

My colleague has referred to the amount of 
Mr. McCormick’s receipts from the manufacture 
and sale of machines as patentee. 1 apprehend 
that the great amount of those profits was under 
his original patent, which has long since expired, 
and which his rivalsare now using without making 
him any compensation. I apprehend that buta 
very small portion of those profits have arisen 
under the patents for the improvements which are 
now matters of controversy. Hence, I do not 
think that has anything to do with the question; 
and very clearly it ought not to be considered 
by us, for the reason that the question of the 
sufficiency or insufficiency of the profits to afford 
an adequate remuneration is, by law, left to the 
discretion and judgment of the Commissioner of | 
Patents. 

I shall not go into a review of the testimony. | 
I hold that the Senate is incapable of going into 
the details of the figures to ascertain that fact; that 
it is properly left by law to an officer created for 
that purpose. It is his business to decide the 
question; and I would no more interfere with his 
right to decide that question under the law than 
l would interfere with the judgment of a court, 
or give an opinion upon the merits of a judgment 
which ought to be rendered, in advance of the 
rendition of the judgment, with a view to the 
psstponement of the trial. F cannot understand | 
why, in this casc, we are to interfere and prevent į 
a decision in due course of law. If we are to do 
itin this case, we shall have applications in every 
other case, If a party is about to get beaten, or 
a party has some advantage to gain by the inter- 
position of the legislative power in the case, we 
shall be called upon to interfere at the instance of, 
one party or the other to control the decisions of 
the department on matters that belong to them 
under the law, with which we have no right to 
interfere. 

My object is to wash my hands of this whole 
business. 
letus amend them, not by provisions to control 
particular cases, not with a view of interfering 
with one man’s rights, and securing special priv- | 


ileges to another; but let us correct those Jaws by |! 


general provisions applicable hereafter to all cases, | 
and leaving the parties having interests involved | 
to bring themselves within the provisions of the | 
law. But, sir, Į have an aversion to this interfer- 
ence ina special case, cither for the benefit of mau- | 
ufacturers, rival manulacturingestablish ments, or 
of patentees, or to the injury of patentees. I have 
struggled to keep these patcnt controversies out 
of Congress ever since I have been here. I have 
never yet entertained a proposition to decide for 
or against a patent in this body. I think it better 
belongs to the courts, and to the Departments, than 
tous. I fear that it would be a matter of favorit- 
ism; it would lead to electioneering. We shall 
have a lobby surrounding us and urging us to 
interfere in this case, or that case; to give an ad- 
vantage to this, or a disadvantage to that man; 
and we shall never get rid of it in the world, un- 
less we leave it to the regular courts of law, and 
to those departments that are created by law to 
decide these controversies. i 


! on Patents? 


Mr. FITCH. I believe the question is on the 
reference of the joint resolution to the Committee ! 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Yes, sir. 
Mr. FITCH. 1 move thatthe question be mod- | 


ified so as to refer with instructions to report the 
joint resolution back to-morrow morning. I hope, 


If the Patent Office laws are wrong, || 
So} 


in that form, it willbe accepted. All I desire. is 
to have the joint resolution and papers go before 
the proper committee. 

Mr. WADE. I hope that will not he agreed 


i to. It is said that this is all för the benefit of man- 


ufacturers; but does not the Senator from Hlinois 
know that the cost of these patents comes out of 
the pockets of those who use them, and not of 
manufacturers? Fifteen dollars.are paid on every 
patent reaper that is used in the United States; 
and that sum is taken fror the farmers who use 
them. That is all I wish to say on that point. 
Nobody need be tåken in by the suggestion that 
this isa scramble between rival manufacturers. 
It is a question between the farmers of the coun- 
try and a man who is already admitted to have 
got nearly four million dollars out of this same 
patent. ` 

Mr. DOUGLAS. Idonotthink tbis isa ques- 
tion between the farmers and a man who is ad- 
mitted to have got $4,000,000 out of the patent. 
I do not think we should ever have heard a word 
about it if there were no rival establishments. 
The question is, whether these rival establish- 
ments, who do not own the patent, may pirate 
upon it without any remuneration to the man who 
made the invention and holds the patent. The 
law gives the right to the patentee to apply fora 
renewal in the event that he has not been suffi- 
ciently remunerated for the patent. Whether he 
has been remunerated or not is, by law, left to 
the Commissioner of Patents, to whom he has 
made his application in pursuance of law. There 
is no pretense of any unfairness, or any departure 
from law, or of any irregularity. Why not, then, 
leave it to the Commissioner? The application 
was not made to the acting Commissioner, but to 
the Commissioner of Patents appointed by the 
President and confirmed by the Senate? 

Now, as to the $4,000,000 that it is said he has 
received; that, I think, is calculated to mislead. 
Why is it brought in here? What has the ques- 
tion of profits to do with this body in determining 


| upon this question, unless we are going, in fact, 


to set aside the law and come to conclusions on 
a statement of profits, instead of leaving that ques- 
tion to the law officer to whom it belongs? 

Mr. TRUMBULL. If my colleague will allow 
me, if he alludes to the statement I made, I think 
he did not understand the connection in whieh I 
used it. The law which authorizes an exten- 
sion of a patent requires a statement of accounts 
to be made to the Commissioner, and the Commis- 
sioner must be satisfied that a reasonable remu- 
neration has not been received by the patentee for 
his labor and expense in introducing the inven- 
tion into use, before he would be authorized to 
extend the patent. rience, the application having 
been made a year before the patent expired, he 
could not make up that account very well. That 
was the use which I made of it. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. On that point, Mr. President, 
I have a word to say in reply to my colleague. I 
think he has totally misapprehended the true state 
of the question. All of the account has been made 
up that can be made up, even if you make this 
extension before the decision is made. The re- 
sults of the sale of reapers correspond to the crop 
of wheat and grain that would be cut by the reap- 


i! ers. When the year is through, and the harvest 


is obtained, the accounts of the year are made up. 
No accounts can be made from the next year’s 
reapers until a year from now, when the patent 
will have expired. Hence, if you postpone it 
until April, until the 4th of July, or the Ist of 
September, you do not bring into your account 
any one reaper that is not brought into the pres- 
entaccount. He has brought up his account to 
the last year, which expires before the expiration 
of the patent The next year’s work cannot be 
brought in between now and September; it can- 
not be brought into the account before the Ist of 
January, and the patent expires in October; and 
thercfore it is an entire misapprehension to sup- 
pose that he has not brought into this account 
every dollar that can be brought in, even if you 
grant an extension. If, on the contrary, it should 
be supposed that what might be manufactured be- 
tween now and the Ist of October, ought to be 


i taken into account, the Commissioner could esti- 


mate the average of the previous years, or of the 
last year, and compute that up to the Ist of Octo- 
ber. 1 do not know who the Commissioner is; I 


aR 


pame; but I haye no: apprehension but what be 
make a just decision on the question of prof- 
He will have the data all. before him, on 
which he can decide the case. 
’ Why notallow him, then, to decide it? It can- 
not be true that more testimony is wanted, with 
reference to bringingin new profits thathave arisen 
since the fast account. The statement here is, that 
itis not to bring in any new testimony; itis not to 
make any new accounts; but itis merely cumula- 
ye of what they have already. got. What isthe 
use ofcumulativeevidence, if they havegot enough 
to show the fact; ifthe fact has been established 
hy two witnesses? Perhaps they might get camu- 
lative evidence to the amount of two hundred wit- 
nesses, but that does not establish the fact any 
more firmly or any more satisfactorily. Then, 
again, as to the $4,000,000 of receipts; the amount 
of receipts is not conclusive as to the amount of 
profits on a patent. The receipts should be consid- 
ered in connection with every kind ofexpense; the 
costof the patent, the cost of manufacture, the ma- 
terial, the work, the capital invested, interest upon 
the.capital, rent, and aj] other items of necessary 
expenditure. Fle might have $4,000,000 of re- 
ceipts, and not a dollar of profit; or he might have 
$4,000,000 of receipts, and $1,000,000 of profit. 
Receipts are not the basis on which to settle ‘the 
question of profits, or the sufficiency of the remu- 
neration; and the very loose manner in which 
Senators speak of the total receipts, shows how 
improper it is for us to attempt to decide that ques- 
tion, Let it go to the Commissioner; let him, 
under his oath of office, ascertain by a careful cx- 
amination of the testimony, theamount of receipts, 
the amount of expenditures, the amount of profits, 
and ascertain how much of that profit has arisen 
on the patent now in question, and how much of 
it arose under patents which have expired, and 
which the public are using gratis; and then he 
may determine what is just between the parties. 
My objection is to the Senate taking cognizance 
of the question of profits, of this question of rival 
interests between patentees and manufacturers. 
E wish to leave it where the law of the land has 
laced it, in the hands of the proper officer. Let 
rim. be governed by the testimony; and if he 
abuses the discretion reposed in him by the laws, 
let him be impeached, and we shall attend to his 
case when it shall come before us in due form. 

Mr. BINGHAM. I desire toask the Senator 
from illinois a question. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. Certainly. 

Mr. BINGHAM. I want to ask hia, ifin this 
contest between rival manufacturers and McCor- 
mick, they have to pay him fifteen dollars for 
every machine they make, whether that does not 
come out of the farmers? 

Mr. DOUGLAS. In the first place, I have not 
inquired whether they pay him fifteen dollars 
apiece, or anything. Ido not know what they 

ay. Í donni know the amountof the patent fees. 

do not know whether the other manufacturers 
are paying fur the use of it, or pirating upon it. 
I heve not inquired into it, and know nothing 
about it. That belongs to the officer of the law to 
ascertain; and the very inquiry of the Senator 
from Michigan shows that he does not know 
either. Why should he and I go to settling a 
question of other men’s rights, when neither of 
us know anything of what we are doing? 

Mr. BINGHAM. My question was, whether 
the farmers would not have to pay the expense. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. On that point I will answer 
the Senator. 1 do not think it necessarily follows 
that the farmers pay the expense, for I have no 
doubt it is a question of profits between manufac- 


turers, and that the interests of farmers are not | 


involved. 


Mr. WADE. I barely wish to say that the in- 


structions tothe committee moved by the Senator | 


from Indiana do not relieve the question atall; be- 
cause, if they should adopt this motion, itis very 
probable that we might adjourn over to-morrow, 
and that would be fatal—as fatal as a vote against 
it. We might lose it in a great many ways. We 
are driven to decide it now or never. Thatis all 
there is about it; and therefore } hope this mo- 
tion to refer will be negatived. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It is moved to 
refer the joint resolution to the Committee on 
Patents and the Patent Office. It is moved to 
amend that motion by adding instructions to re- 
port the resolution back to-morrow morning. 
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THE CONGRESSIONA 


| law in its jetter and spirit, 


The first question is on the motion to amend--by 
giving instructions to the committee. 
Mr. BIGLER. I understood the Senator from 
Indiana to make the first motion, and then subse- 
quently to modify it by adding instructions to the 


committee. I believe that is the question. Itis 
therefore butone motion, : 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator 


modifies his motion so asto embrace both instruc- 
tions and a motion to refer in one general motion. 
The Chair, then, understands that the Senator 
from Indiana moves the reference of this resolu- 


tion to the Committee on Patents and the.Patent | 


Office, with instructions to report it back to-mor- 
row morning. : 

Mr. PUGH. If the instruction. is merely to 
report it to-morrow, I shall make no objection; 
though I think itis unnecessary... ~ 

The sort being put, the Presiding Officer 
declared that the ayes appeared Jo have it. 

Mr. PUGH. Iask for the yeas and nays on 
the question. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. NICHOLSON. I wish to state that on 
this question I have paired off with the Senator 
from California, [Mr. Larnam,] who would vote 
in the negative. 

The question being taken by yeas and nays, 
resulted—yeas 18, nays 24; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Bayard, Bigter, Bragg, Clingman, Doug- 
las, Fiteh, Hunter, Johnson of Arkansas, Johnson of Ten- 
nessee, Lane, Mason, Polk, Powell, Pugh, Rice, Saulsbury, 
Sebastian, and Wigtall—18. 

NAYS—Messrs. Anthony, Bingham. Cameron, Chandler, 
Clark, Collamer, Doolittle, Durkee, Fessenden, Foot, Fos- 
ter, Green, Grimes, Harlan, King, Morrill, Pearce, Sim- 
mous, Sumner, Ten Eyck, Trumbull, Wade, Wilkinson, 
and Wilson—24. 

So the Senate refused to refer the resolution to 
the Committce on Patenis with instructions. 

Mr. BIGLER. I desire to explain, in a single 
word, my vote on this resolution, 1 shall vote 
against it because of the character of the legisla- 
tion, and because of the views presented by the 
Senator from Delaware. Pihink it is setting a 
most dangerous precedent; and one which will 
come back probably to plague succeeding Con- 
gresses. While this in itself may not do any 
special wrong, it is the worst possible system of 
legislation that can be initiated. My own State 
has had sad experience of this kind of special 
interference and special legislation, For this rea- 
son I cannot vote for the resolution. 

I have had occasion to look into this question 
to some extent; and E will say, because I deem it 
justice to myself to say it, that were 1 the officer 
of the law I should not extend this patent. I think 
itis a perfectly clear case against it. } have read 
the papers, and satisfied myself that there is no 
substantial reason why this patent should be ex- 
tended; butthatisa question for the proper officer, 
and I have no reason to presume that he will not 
perform his duties in good faith and carry out the 
I shall therefore vote 
against this resolution. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate 
without amendment. 
Mr. DOUGLAS 

tended ? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The resolution 
will be read at length. 

The Secretary read it, as follows: 

Be it resolved, &c., That the further time of ninety days 


be given to parties interested in resisting the extension of 
the patent of Cyrus il. McCormick for his patent reaper, or 


How long is the time ex- 


| his improvements or modifications of the same, to enable 


them to take testimony in opposition to said extension, to 
be used before the Commissioner of Patents on the hearing 
of the application of said McCormick for an extension of 
said patent. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. It seems it is extended to 
enable them to take testimony in opposition. Are 
they not willing to let testimony in support of it 
to be taken, too? It is very strange that ninety 
days should be given for testimony on one side 
and none on the other, Iso understand it. It is 
very extraordinary, if this is a proposition to give 
a fair trial, to enable justice to be done, that we 
should not allow him to rebut the new testimony 


to be taken. I move to amend by saying that the. 


first forty-five days of the extension may be em- 
ployed by the contestants, and the other forty-five 
by McCormick; so that they may divide the time, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator 
from Illinois will reduce his amendment to writ- 


ing. 


8 


interested in resisting or supporting the extension, Bes oy 

Mr. WADE.  Fhope that amendment wil not 
be adopted.: Thereisno-necessity for it whatever 
This party. has asked for no time; butis eager for 
a decision; and ifthe does: wantitime, there is“no 
doubt at-all that the Commissioner will gi ô 
him. ‘He has full authority to do it, and-wadoubt- 
edly would-permit him, at-his request,;'to: take'tes+ 
timony within the time limited- by us: Therefore 
Lam oppona to the amendment; because, 1f it 
should have to go. back to: the House of Reprè- 
sentatives again, it probably would not be acted 
upon in time.: -Dtrust, therefore, that the friends 
of the resolution will vote against this amendment. 

Mr, DOUGLAS. Do T understand that it is 
an objection to allowing the patentee to ‘have’ the 
privilege of taking testimony ‘also? .”: BrP: 

Mr. GRIMES. {f-the Senator’ from Tllinois 
willallow me; I wish toask hima question; whether 
he really thinks that Mr. McCormick «vould be 
denied the right or privilege of taking further‘tes+ 
timony under the resolution as it now stands? 

Mr. DOUGLAS. I understand it is:so, plainky. 

Mr. GRIMES. I understand it is not a nega- 
tive pregnant at all. - f ra i 

Mr. DOUGLAS. It strikes metho language 
is peculiar, and as if it were very artfully drawn 
to allow testimony on one side and exclude it on 
the other; and certainly, if such is not the design, 
there is no harm in inserting the words, ; 

Mr. FESSENDEN,. The Senator will allow 
me to ask him a question: whether, if we do not 
pass this resolution, the Commissioner has ‘not 
perfect authority, if he chooses to exertit, to ex- 
tend the time ninety days or more, for the purpose 
of allowing Mr. McCormick to. take'testimony ? 
That is the question. If we do not pass the res» 
olution, can he not do it if he:pleases?. . = od 

Mr. DOUGLAS. ls the Senator through?’ 

Mr. FESSENDEN. That is one question. T 
wanted to ask another. : 

Mr. DOUGLAS. One at a time, if you please. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. Very well. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. I have not looked at the law 
to. see what the Commissioner’s powers are. `I 
am not familiar with the question of thé renewal 
of patents. I never tried a patent case in mylife, 
I never had an application before’ the Commis- 
sioner. If the Commissioner has that power undet 
the law, I am willing to let him exercise the power 
under the law, and {do not want to interfere with 
him. It may be, however, that he has that dis- 
cretion under the law as it, now stands, and it 
would be justly exercised if you allowed the law 
to stand; but it does not follow that:such will be 
the law after you pass this resolution. By this 
resolution, you are passing.a law that in this case 
testimony may be taken. on one side, but, and by 
inference, not on the other... The Commissioner 
has decided this question, and you propose ‘to're- 
open it so far as to take testimony on one side of 
the case, and not to reopen it as to the other side 
of the case; and I want:to see what this means, 
I cannot comprehend it.. I presume it is all fair: 
We are told the object is a fair trial. If wa, let 
the testimony be taken on both sides. "Those of 
us who have practiced law know how important 
it is, when new testimony comes in on one side, 
to be permitted to get rebutting testimony in on 
the other, The fate of nearly every law case de- 
pends upon that privilege; and if the applicant, 
who is required to make out his case, cannot be 
permitted to bring in rebutting testimony, you 
might as well legislate his rights away from him. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. Icare nothing in the world 
about this matter. I voted with my friend from 
Ohio because I thought he was right; but really, 
if the Senator from Ilinois believes in the point 
taken by him now, it is a mystery to me how 
he ever practiced law. Why, sir, everybody 
knows, who knowsanything, orpretendsto know 
anything, upon what this is founded. The Com- 
| missioner has a perfect power to take all the testi- 
mony that he chooses, and to postpone from time 
to time until he is satisfied, any time before he 
has decided the case. Thatis unquestionably so; 
nobody disputes it. I ask the Senator whether he 
| has any doubt of it? He will not admit that; and 
I must believe that when he practiced law, he 
| loarned never to admit anything for fear of the 
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consequences; because my next question to him 
would be, whether, if he had that power, which 
he clearly has, the passing of this resolution would 
take itaway fromhim? Thisresolution is founded 
on this idea: the Commissioner refuses, at the re- 
queat of the contestants, to postpone the case. The 
contestants come here and ask Congress to inter- 
fere and say that he shall allow them time. Then 
the Senator. makes a point: ‘ will you not allow 
the other party time? ’” Does any gentleman deny, 
if wegrant:the ninety days here by.an act, and 
then the applicant. wants further time, that. the 
Commissioner has perfect power to grantit? We 
donot take it away from himin any shape or form. 
Therefore, there is nothing in the world in this 
point now made,-excépt such as might apply to 
thg:ear; but has no sort of application to the 
mind, 

Mr. DOUGLAS. I have noticed that when 
men. find themselves incapable of maintaining an 
argument, they have the indecency to talk about 
men ever practicing law ought to knowsomething. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. Mr. President—~ 

„Mr. DOUGLAS. F understand those allu- 
sions. - 

Mr. FESSENDEN. But I do not understand 
the gentleman’s mode of speaking. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. I will tell you. G 

Mr. FESSENDEN. What does the gentle- 
man mean by the word ‘indecency ?? 

Mr. DOUGLAS. I will tell you what T mean. 
He said if I ever practiced law I ought to know 
something about it, and that was an indecent in- 
sinuation he should not have made. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. The Senator and I may 
differin our opinion about it; but as to the ques- 
tion, who is decent and who is indecent, | am 
ready to put myself against him at any time, here 
or elsewhere. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. Iam not willing to put my- 
self against him on that comparison, 

Mr. FESSENDEN. The Senator would not 
inipro ve his position, 

he PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair 
must arrest the altercation between the Senators. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. 1 insist that the Senator be 
called to order. 

- The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator 
from Illinois is entitled to the floor. © 

Mr, FESSENDEN. Very well, sir, I sup- 

ose I must let him go on until he gets theeush: 
. The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Sen- 
ator. from, Ilinois yield the floor to the Senator 
from Maine? 

Mr. FESSENDEN. 
yield it, 

Mr. DOUGLAS. Mr. President, I had dis- 
cussed this question in entire good temper. F had 
shown clearly, to the satisfaction of every candid 
man, that, under this joint resolution as it stands, 
testimon 
other. I had hoped that it was done by inadvert- 
ency. Ihad hoped that there was no design. I 
had hoped it was not a trick. Hence, when I 
pointed it out, E did not intimate that there had 
been a design. I could wish that nothing had since 
occurred to satisfy me that it isa design to legis- 
late Mr. McCormick out of his rights; and, sir, 
if it is not amended, it will stand as evidence to 
the world that it is done for the purpose of de- 
frauding him out of his rights in this trial. I will 
read the language: 

That the further time of ninety days be given to the par- 
ties interested in resisting— 

I have. proposed to insert the words, “ or sup- 
porting’ 
the extension. of the patent of Cyrus H. McCormick, for 
his patent reaper, or his improvements or modifications of 
the same, to enable them to take testimony in opposition 
to ‘said extension, to be used before the Commissioner of 


Patents on the hearing of the application of the said Me- 
Cormick for an extension of said patent. 


Now, you propose to give.an extension of time 


I do not ask him to 


for a purpose. You specify the purpose in the | 


law. The case is now closed. The final decis- 
ion has been made against opening the testimony 
for either side. You propose by the law to open 
it for one side and allow testimony to be brought 
in against the application, and not to allow it to be 
brought in for the application. No matter what 
the law now may be, you change it by this joint 
resolution. 

After I had told him I did not know what the 
existing law was, for I never had a patent case, 
never was the agent of a patentee in my life, but 


can be tuken on one side and noton the | 


always resisted them, the Senator then said, I did 
not choose to know. Sir, when T had told him 
frankly I did not know, that I was nota lobby 
member, and not in the employment of patentees 
or contestants and lobby agents of any kind, and 
hence I did not know, I supposed that would have 
been sufficiently explicit, without the insinuation 
that I did not choose to know, and would not 
admit anything—an insinuation uncalled for. 

Thad hoped that this resolution meant what 
was said on its face; that it meant to open it to 
both sides, to allow rebutting testimony. Hence 
I move to insert the words “‘ or supporting” the 
application, so that then it will allow testimony 
to be taken by those resisting the application or 
in support of it.. Then it will be fair; both parties 
will stand on an equality, and have a trial, accord- 
ing to the law as itnow stands. If those words are 
not inserted, I apprehend it will reecive an oppo- 
site construction: The House of Representatives 
are now in session. There will be no trouble in 
making the amendment and let it go there and 
be concurred in and become a law before the sun 
sets to-day. It might be done before we have 
done talking about this question, if the amend- 
ment were not resisted. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. The Senator from Illinois 
used the word “indecency’’ with reference to 
what I said before;and I might wellask anybody 
who heard him whether the insinuation, that oth- 
ers, not himself, were lobby agents and patent 
agents here, was decent, as applicable to other 
members of the Senate, whoever he might have 
meant. That, I suppose, is a specimen of the 
Senator’s idea of decency in debate; and coupled 
with a- loud voice and an imperious manner, I 
suppose, it gocs to make it out to the satisfaction 
of everybody. 

Now, sir, if the Senator had had the good sense 
(because even a great man may sometimes show 
a want of that common quality) to have been 
aware that what I said before was in perfect good 
nature and intended to be so, and sportive in its 
character, instead of getting into a rage and as- 
suming that sort of manner towards me, I think 
he would have appeared a great deal better than 
he did. He ought to have known that I caved 
nothing about this thing, and he did perfectly well 
know it. [knew nothing about the merits of the 
case itself in any shape or form. The resolution 
comingup, I attempted to expose what } supposed 
to be (and what [now think to be, unless the Sen- 
ator tells me that it is not so) a ruse of his in 
order to obtain an amendment to the resolution, 
and thus obtain delay, and thercby defeat it. It 
appeared so to me; and why? Lt appeared so to 
me, because that was palpable on the face of it. 
l could not believe—not that I mean to question 
the Senator’s word in any particular—I{ could not 
suppose, when he said carelessly that he did not 
know what the law was, that he meant anything 
more than that he did not choose to answer with 
reference to that particular point, because it seemed 
to me so perfectly plain, it is unnecessary that a 
man should be a patent Jawyer to know a thing 
so very common and apparent to everybody as 
that seemed to meto be. 

Now, sir, how does it stand when we look at 
it calmly ?—and I am very sorry that I was be- 
trayed into any loudness of voice; but man is an 
imitative animal; he cannot help being loud some- 
times when his neighbors are. [Laughter.] Let 
us look at this mighty question of law that has 
been raised here with reference to this matter. It 
seems that there was an application pending be- 
fore the Commissioner of Patents for the renewal 
of a patent. It does not require a great many 
years’ experience in the Senate to know that the 
Commissioner of Patents has power to renew a 
patent at the end of fourteen years, under certain 
circumstances; and I think it does not require a 
very extensive knowledge or practice of law to be 
aware that any court, or any man who is hearing 
a case before him which he is not bound to term- 
inate for a year, may wait thirty, sixty, or ninety 
days, on the application of either party for the 
purpose of taking testimony. Now, what are the 
facts here? These contestants come before Con- 
gress, and say that they have this important ques- 
tion pending; that the Commissioner has refused 
to extend the time for them to take testimony; 
and that their rights are in danger of being sacri- 
ficed; and a resolution is accordingly brought in, 
directing that, for the benefit of the contestants, 


the time shall be extended. Does the Senator 
from Illinois really seriously mean to argue that 
if the'resolution passes in that shape, and the 
question is opened, the Commissioner cannot give 
Mr. McCormick all the time he requires? The 
Senator doesnot answer; and I havea right, there- 
fore, to conclude that he does not mean seriously to 
contend that the passage of this resolution would 
have any such effect. If it would have no such 
effect, what in the world is to be gained, except 
delay and defeat, by amending this resolution and 
sending it back to the House of Representatives? 
Nothing. f 

<Mr. DOUGLAS. I wish the Senator from 
Maine to understand that I did say that it struck 
me, very clearly, that the passage of the resolution 
does have that effect. f 

Mr. FESSENDEN. Does the Senator mean 
to say that it strikes him so now? 

Mr. DOUGLAS. Certainly; clearly so. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. Very well, Mr. President; 
then all I have to say about it is, that I am sorry 
1 cannot agree with the Senator; that the matter 
is perfectly plain to me the other way, and that I 
am utterly surprised to hear a Senator of his in- 
telligence and his knowledge express such an 
opinion. It seems to me surprising; and I am 
still more surprised to hear him charge me, as he 
does very distinctly, and those who have voted 
for, this resolution, with the cool and deliberate 
intention to get up a case here where testimony 
may be taken on one side and cannot be taken on 
the other, simply because his amendment is op- 
posed, and opposed on the ground that it is not 
necessary. Sir, was it necessary to make such 
an imputation of motive, of bad motive, upon the 
majority of the Senate who had voted for this 
resolution? It is an imputation of the grossest 
kind. I feel that if I could vote understandingly 
for a resolution changing, in one particular, the 
course of legal proceedings, (for they are legal 
procredinga,) and givingrights to one party which 

did not give to another, I should be committing 
a fraud on the legislation of the country, and be 
guilty of an act for which I ought to be held up 
to the reprobation of the community; and itis no 
light thing for the Senator from Illinois, within 
the bounds of decency, to make such an imputa- 
tion on the majority of the Senate who have just 
acted on a question of this description. 

That, sir, is the explanation which IT have to 
give to the Senator for what my vote has been, 
and will be, upon this resolution, and also of all 
that I designed to say originally, or in any por- 
tion of the remarks I made with reference to the 
Senator from Ilinois. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. Mr. President, if the Sen- 
ator had said, when he knew that 1 considered his 
language objectionable, that he had used it play- 
fully, that would have been an end of the contro- 
versy, and nothing unpleasant would have oc- 
curred. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. All I said now, I thought 
the Senator ought to have known, without charg- 
ing me with indecency in debate. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. The manner was offensive, 
as well as the matter; and hence I took it that he 
wished the Senate to understand that he did use 
it in the fullest import of the words. Let that go. 
Now, sir, I did not charge anybody on the other 
side of the Chamber, or anywhere else, with im- 
proper motives in this question. I said that I 
neverdreamed that there was any other object than 
to give a fair trial by taking new testimony on 
both sides; and hence I wasamazed when I found 
the amendment resisted which would give the priv- 
ilege of taking testimony on both sides, and I said 
that I wished now that | could believe they in- 
tended to give a fairtrial. The only reason I have 
for thinking the contrary is, that they are not 
willing to allow the amendment to be made so as 
to give 1t. 

Tho Senator from Maine wants to know whether 
the Commissioner, under the resolution, if it 
passes, will not have the power to give an exten- 
sion of time to Mr. McCormick to take testimony, 
as well as to the contestants. I answer, that I 
think not. He thinks the Commissioner will have 
that power. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. The Senator will not un- 
derstand my words. Idid not ask whether he 
did not have the power under the resolution. The 
resolution does not specifically give it; but my 
question was, whether, if we pass the resolution, 
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he would not'still have the power, notwithstand- 
ing the resolution? ; 

Mr. DOUGLAS. Very well. Thatis precisely 
the ideaT intended to convey; but I accept his 
words, if they please him better. He thinks that, 
notwithstanding the resolution,the Commissioner 
will have the power. I apprehend that he will not 
have it; but the Senator does not say it will be 
compulsory on the Commissioner if the resolution 
passes. Ido not understand him as saying that 
the Commissioner will be compelled to allow him 
to have the privilege. The Senator says nothing 
on that point. The resolution is compulsory that 
this privilege shall be given to the contestants, but 
not compulsory that it shall be given to the pat- 
entee. But still, the Senator proposes to give an 
extension for the ninety days, until there shall be 
a new Commissioner, with compulsory power to 
give the privilege to one side, and not compulsory 
on the other. He does not contend that it is com- 
pulsory to give the privilege of taking testimony 
on both sides, The most that he contends is that 
itmay bedone. Suppose weextend the time ninety 
days: then there will be a new Commissioner, a 
Commissioner appointed on the recommendation 
of the very men that now are hurrying through 
this extension; and he will be compelled to give 
the privilege to one side, and not compelled to 
give it to the other. I trust there is no such in- 
tention as this—no such object. But what does it 
mean when Senators are not willing to insert the 
provision that testimony may be taken in support 
of the extension of the patent as well as against 
it? If itis compulsory on one side, I want it com- 

ulsory on the other. If you are going to leave 
it to the discretion of the Commissioner on one 
side, leave it to his discretion on the other. I do 
not want to have a resolution passed in these 
equivocal terms, that may decide a case involving 
a man’s whole fortune, without giving him a 
chance to be heard. É 

Nor does it reconcile me when the Senator asks 
if I seriously believe such is the construction, 
cannot comprehend how a lawyer can believe 
anything else. It is inconceivable to my mind 
how any other construction can be put upon it. 
Clearly it is admitted that there is no compulsion 
on the Commissioner to grant the privilege to Mr. 
McCormick; but it is compulsory to grant it to 
his contestants, under this resolution; and in view 
of the fact that there is to, be a change of Com- 
missioner in the mean time, I think the Senate 
ought to acquit itself of any suspicion on the part 
of anybody that there is any design in this, fur- 
ther than to give a fair trial. That can be done 
by adopting my amendment. Ido not want to 
believe that there is any such design; and I think 
the vote of the Senate will show, by adopting the 
amendment, that there is no such design. 

Mr. BAYARD. 
that the amendment proposed by the honorable 
Senator from Illinois ought to be made to this joint 
resolution, without reference to the question how 
gentlemen may suppose the Commissioner will 
decide, if the amendment be there or be not there. 
We must take the facts as they stand. The Com- 
missioner has already had before him the ques- 
tion of the extension of the time for taking testi- 
mony, and he has twice decided it; the proofs are 
closed, under the existing law, according to his 
decision. He has closed the proofs on both 
sides. 

Now, the proposition is, by special legislation, 
to compel him to extend the time on one side 
alone. I do not know the construction the Com- 
missioner will give to this joint resolution, Under 
the law as it stood before, undoubtedly, without 
reference to this resolution, the Commissioner 
might have extended the time on either side, He 
declined to do so; the proofs were closed; and I 
suppose every equity lawyer understands the 
meaning of that. The proofs were closed by ju- 
dicial decision, or on motion made. Then comes 
in special legislation—special legislation manda- 
tory for the benefit of one side alone, and reopen- 
ing, as a matter of right, the proofs on one side, 
and leaving itdiseretionary on the other. If these 


parties were to come before the Commissioner | 


without this resolution, of course, he would say, 
“The question is decided; you have had two ar- 
guments, and I have denied that there is any 


foundation for reopening the case.” They bring | 


now this joint resolution. You have the power 
to pass it; and the Commissioner will doubtless be 


Mr. President, it seems to me i 


bound by it. This resolution provides that, as a 
matter of right, one sidealone may take testimony. 
His discretion as to that is gone. The time is 
specified—that they shall have ninety days more. 
All discretion is put an end to on one side alone. 
It only shows what all this special legislation will 
end in; this interference by Congress with the 
performance of duties judicial‘in their nature.’ Of 
course, favoritism and partiality. It can end in 
nothing else. When the Commissioner comes 
to look at this law of yours, he finds his discre- 
tion gone on one side. Is he going to revise the 
action of Congress, and say, “I have already 
decided, under the general laws, on the facts be- 
fore me, that there is no ground whatever for 
opening the proofs in this case, or extending the 
time; and [ am compelled, without regard to dis- 
cretion, to extend it on one side alone: does that 
render it obligatory on me; is it my duty, taking 
that law, (which binds me to the extent that it 18 
compulsory, and no further,) to throw the case 
open on the other side, when Congress have seen 
fit to throw it open on one side alone P? I think 
it very doubtful. I will not say that he would 
be prohibited by this resolution from opening the 
proofs on the other side; but, taking the just con- 
clusion as applied to the facts as they exist now, 
that the proofs have been closed on both sides, 
I doubt whether the present Commissioner would 
open the proofs except to the extent that your law 
compelled him to do it. 

But take a step further: Suppose the existing 
Commissioner, within the next forty days, shoul 
be removed from office, and the application should 
be made under this resolution, the language of 
which is “ that the parties interested in resisting 
the extension of the patent”’—the right is given to 
them alone— shall have a right to take testi- 
mony in opposition to the extension,” This is 
the resolution as it stands. It is mandatory, and, 
of course, he must let them take testimony for 
ninety days; it gives them an absolute right be- 
yond his discretion. When he turns to the case 
otherwise, under the former law which gave a 
discretion, he may say, “ I cannot let you take 
testimony on the other side, because the decision 
of my predecessor has foreclosed the matter; he 
has decided, after hearing, that the proofs were 
closed; itisnotfor meto revise hisaction, founded 
on any equity arising out of this act of Congress; 
for if Congress had meant that the proofs should 
be opened on both sides, they would have so pro- 
vided in the law, and not provided without refer- 
ence to discretion, that they should be opened on 
one side alone. 

This is the view I take. Without assuming 
what the decision may be, it may well be that, 
under this resolution, the Commissioner may de- 
cline to take testimony except on one side. On 
the other side it is mandatory; he is obliged to 
take it, if your resolution passes. That is not jus- 


tice. It is an interference by legislation with a 
judicial investigation with regard to rights between 


man and man; but it is only characteristic, in my 
jedgment, of the whole system. I have nothing 
to do with the motives of gentlemen; I impeach 
the motives of no one; but it is the falsity of the 
system that 1 protest against; it is the danger of 
the precedent of Congress interfering for the pur- 

ose-of disturbing the course of justice, (because 
it is the course of justice in this case, where the 
action is by the appropriate officer skied in his 
office under an existing law,) and undertaking to 
interfere with the course of his proceedings on 
the application of one side. You cannot distin- 
guish this case from the one which I stated to 
you. If you have a right properly to pass such 
à law as this and arrest an investigation, which 
is judicial in its character, before the Commis- 
sioner of Patents, and extend the time for taking 
proofs in a case where the general law leaves that 
asa matter of judicial discretion, with a full knowl- 
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edge of the facts, to him, you have just the same | 


right, if a case is pending 1n a circuit court of the 
United States, and on the application of one of 
the parties the court decides that the proofs are 
closed, and refuses him time to take further tes- 
timony, and sets down the case for trial at a given 
day, to undertake in the interim to reverse the 
decision of the court made in the particular case, 
and to compel the court to allow tesumony to be 
taken on one side alone. 
greater violation of the spirit of the Constitution; 
no greater violation of the great general rule that is 


There would be no | 


meant. to-keép legislation’ distinct Mom 
action, in the one case than in the other, 
Sir, I am’ perfectly aware, from | 
have been taken, that the passagi 
tion appears to be a foregone-conclusion, “F's. 
vote, however, for theaméndment, because 10°18 
right; and the resolution ought to have been 
originally framed, if it is'to.be passed at all 
that fails; doubtless the resolution will pass“ 
out atiendment, Then, the last hope 1 Hav 
that the President of the United States w 
sufficient regard ‘for the Federal’ Constitution to, 
send your resolution back to you; and then T do 
not'think you can get quite two thirds of the S 
ate to pass it. oe eae i 
Mr. PUGH. Twant the attention of the Sen- 
ator from Maine for a moment, as he was so coti- 
fident in his legal proposition. I say the passage 
of this joint resolution will have the effect to avoid 
the renewal of the patent, if it is granted, if T un- 
derstand the act before me. This act—the act of 
1836—provides: ee ae 
«Whenever any patentee of an invention’ or discovery, 
shall desire an extension of his patent beyond the term of 
its limitation, he may make application therefor, in writing, 
to the Commissioner of the Patent Office, setting) forth the, 
grounds thereof; and the Commissioner. shall, on theap 
plicant’s paying the sum of forty dollars to the credit of the 
Treasury, as in the case of ar original application- fora päts 
ent, cause to be published, in one or more of the principal: 
newspapers in the city of Washington, and in ‘such other, 
paper or papers as he may deem. proper, published in the. 
section of country most interested adversely to the exten- 
sion of the patent, a notice.of such application, and of ‘the 
time and place where and when the same will be consid- 
ered, that any person may appear and show cause whythe 
extension should not be granted.’—Brightly’s Digest of the 
Laws of the United States, p. 733. : 
A subsequent section fixes the term of the ad- 
vertisementat ninety days, and requires the Com- 
missioner, upon the application being made, to re- 
mit it to the chief examiner of patents, who ‘shall 
inquire into the novelty of the original claim; and 
also requires the applicant to make and file under 
oath a certain statement of his profits. Now, ob- 
serve, that the notice is to all the world to appear 
ona day certain. That is the only notice they 
have. When that day comes, they are to be there. 
If they are not there, of course their rights are 
foreclosed. That notice has been given in this 
case; the testimony has been closed. Certain per-. 
sons saw fit to resist; others did not. “They did 
not find it necessary to resist upon that testimony 
or upon that state of the case. Now, if we inter- 
fere, and grant another hearing to particular par- 
ties, those who did not choose under the former 
state of the case, to appear at the former hearing, 
will not be bound by the decision in favor of re- 
newing the patent. There isa decision to that 
effect by one of the circuit courts, as appears from 
this note in Brightly’s Digest: , 
©The grant of a patent is not, of itself, a bar to an inter- 
Jocutory injunction in favor of one claiming to be a prior 
patentee of the same thing, such person not baving received 
notice at the Patent Office to appear and be hear Paan Wide 
son vs. Barnum, 1 Wallace, jr., Pe 347, fast 


The difficulty is; that Mr. McCormick’s proof 
is ended as against all the world; the time has ex- 
ired. The Commissioner might possibly enlarge 
it as to these parties; he cannot enlarge it as to 
anybody else. We cannot grant it for Mr. Me- 
Cormick in such a way as to give him a valid claim 
against other persons, though these parties might 
possibly be taken, by consent or by application, 
to be bound; and that is the consequence of this 
attempt to interfere by resolution of Congress 
with grave controversies between parties pending 
before an appropriate tribunal. I shall expect 
next, that if some counsel, having causes heard 
in the Supreme Court of the United States, feara 
decision adverse to the interests of their clients, 
they will be here; and if they are of the right pol- 
itics, and sufficiently industrious, I suppose we 
shall be called upon to grant new trials in that 
court. 

T said at the outset, that I wanted the commit+ 
tee to examine this joint resolution; but I have 
now examined it sufficiently to come toa zonelu- 
sion in my own mind; and, as I intimated in the 
beginning, I am satisfied that the passage of this 
joint resolution will give Mr. McCorthick'a claim 
which he will press against your Government. It 
is the design of these parties, Lam now satisfied, 
to interrupt the ducand regular administration of 
justice in the Patent Office; in. order. to wrest his 
patent from him, and turn hinr over against the 
Treasury of the United States. It is a clear vio- 
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lation of law, and it. means more than appears 
upon’ its face. Under the pretext of giving time, 
it is-intended to strike out of hishands the appli- 
cation. which he.has made for a renewal accord- 
ing:to.law,and make the application itself worth- 
less. So it is these things are pressed on us. We 
do not pass a bill to give a. pension, we do not 
pass a bill for a private claim, without referring 
It to.a.standing committee;. but under.a sudden 

yressure fromthe outside, we are to be forced in 

ishurried manner into interfering with the rights 
of property which it has been made the special 
business and duty of. Congress to-protect. As I 
said, I do. not..know how much money Mr, Mc- 
Cormick may have made; I do not know whether 
his patent ought to be renewed or not; and J am 
not going-to examine it, for I do not belong to the 
committee; but I do know that this isa very gross 
départure from all the principles of justice; and, 
in my judgment, it is an attack upon his rights of 
property which will, if these parties succeed, be 
made the pretext of a claim against us. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. As the Senator from Ohio 
(Mr. Puau] appealed to me, and called my spe- 
cial attention to that act, I will say a word in re- 
ply. ‘What is his point? The statute provides 
that certain notice shall be given to all parties to 
come in, thus, of course, implying that, at the end 
of that period, if the notice is rightly given, all 
parties who do not come in are precluded; they 
nd.longer have any right. to object.. One party 
does:.come, and contests fora certain length of 
time;-and at theend of that period Congress inter- 
feres, and says that that party may havea longer 
time’ to’ contest. Now, the Senator from Ohio 
argues that that would have the effect of depriv- 
mg the parties who were duly invited at first, 
and never did come, of any notice! If that is 
law, I do not know what sort of ideas of law he 

has, 

Mr. PUGH. The Senator has taken very great 
pains, I was about to say, not to understand me; 
and I cannot very well see how it can be other- 
wise, not meaning to be impolite. I say the no- 
tice is for all parties to appear at a given time and 
place. When those parties who choose come 
there, they look at the evidence which the law 
requires to be filed at that time. The law speci- 
fies a great portion of it. They may think that 
uvidence such that it is not necessary for them to 
contradict it, and may go their way in peace. 
Now, we come in and we give the opponents of 
McCormick a chance to take testimony. The 
question is then put to the Senator from Maine 
whether Mr. McCormick may now take further 
testimony. Ho says the Commissioner may give 
kini that privilege under this law. I say, if the 
Commissioner does, he sets-aside theeffect of his 
notice to these other parties, all of them. He gave 

aotice to the parties to appear at atime and place, 

and they appeared; and for aught we know they 
were satisfied with the case as it then stood. If 
he allows other evidence to be taken for MeCor- 
mick, and upon that other evidence grants a re- 
newal of the patent, he has misled and deceived 
other persons by the false notice which he gave 
them; and according to the decision to which I 
have alluded—1 have not examined the case, I 
only saw the note of it—the patent would be of 
no validity against them. That is where we have 
landed. 

Mr. WADE. I am not going to prolong this 
debate; my object is to get a decision as soon as 
possible. A great deal has been said about out- 
ward pressure here. Now, I will state my con- 
nection with this matter, and all I know aboutit, 
Nobody has been near me in regard to it. I did 
not know there was such a case pending till I saw 
the joint resolution come from the House of Rep- 
resentatives. : The moment that I heard it read, I 
did not fail to see-that it must involve a question 
deeply interesting to the farmers of the whole coun- 
try, and to none more than those in the State 
which I, in part, represent. It was not necessary 
for me to have any other pressure than that, and 
I thought it incumbent on me to look into it. As 
I inquired. a little into it, I found that the rights 
of the public were about to be foreclosed forever 
on this important subject unless this joint resolu- 
tion was brought up and disposed of to-day; and 
Lasked the Senate to take itup. The great in- 
terest which the public have in the question was 
seen and apprehended by a large majority of the 
Senate in a moment. There may have been out- 


side pressure upon the other side, prompting gen- 
tlemen to make motions that tended to delay. 

Mr. PUGH. The only pressure I spoke of was 
the majority of the Senate pressing a resolution 
to a vote without reference to the committee. 
That, 1 think, was certainly unfair. What I said 
was no imputation on the Senator, or any one else. 

Mr. WADE. Pare nothing about it. -I have 
stated all the connection I have had with the 
matter, and it has been because of the interest 
which the public at large and my constituents 
have in this great question. On looking into. it, 
I found a paper—I do not know how authentic it 
may be—containing what purported to -be the 
affidavits of the contestants here, and those affi- 
davits showed the clearest ground for delay, in 
order that testimony might be taken, so that the 
controversy might be ended right. I found the 
Commissioner pressing these parties right up to 
a decision before the testimony had been closed 
one week, and testimony taken all over the United 
States; and the attorneys for the contestants 
swearing that they have had no time yet to take 
their testimony, and that it, too, is scattered over 
the several States; and on their application to the 
Commissioner, he refused to give them any longer 
time than until next Monday, which will be per- 
fectly nugatory. I thought it necessary for me, 
under these circumstances, to press this resolu- 
tion upon the attention of the Senate. 

Now, sir, the motions for dclay—to refer to a 
committee, to grant instructions, and all these— 
having failed, as a kind of after-thought, the res- 
olution itself is criticised, and it is said to be im- 
perfect in some particulars. These men ask, and 
they alone ask, delay, so as to be able to take their 
testimony. The other party has taken his, and is 
ready, prompt, eager, pressing for a decision. 
Gentlemen find that this resolution does not pro- 
vide that the other party, the patentee, may take 
testimony. Well, sir, | would as lief it read that 
way as any other; but as a lawyer, I know itis 
unnecessary that it should be so, and I think any- 
body can know that. The Commissioner has 
full and perfect jurisdiction over this question of 
extending the time for taking testimony, in the 
same way that any court would have. Hence the 
patentee need not come here for an extension of 
time; but if he should, I will promise him this: 
if he applies to the Commissioner after we have 
got our testimony scattered all over the country, 
and that officer puts him on three days’ notice to 
take it, and he then. applies here for time to rebut 
that testimony, he shall have my vote to do it. 

The amendment is unnecessary, because you 
cannot presume that the Commisstoncr will make 
any such decision. The subject is in his power, 
and no doubt he will lend a willing ear to this 
party when he applies to him. That he has fall 
power over it, there is no doubt. Now, my ob- 
jection to this amendment is solely that if you 
fasten it to the resolution it is fatal to the whole 
case, ‘There is no probability that we can fasten 
an amendment to this resolution, send it back to 
the House of Representatives, have it passed there, 
and inthe hands of the Commissioner soon enough 
to stop the disastrous decision that he is about to 
make, 

Therefore I am compelled to urge that the ques- 
tion shall be decided now and here, and that the 
amendment shall be refused; and Iam glad to find 
that there is no color of right, there is no neces- 
sity, for the amendment being made. The Com- 
missioner having full power and authority over 


the whole subject, we are not to presume thathe | 


will refuse the other side time to take their testi- 
mony, if indeed any should be necessary to rebut 
the testimony that we may bring in. Sir, I have 
no doubt he will give that time if they want it. 
Probably they do not want it; they have taken 
apparently all the testimony they want; but ifthey 
should want more, no doubt he will give them 
time. I say again, my only objection to the 
amendment is, that it will probably prove destruc- 
tive of the whole object of the resolution. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, 
ready for the question on the amendment offered 
by the Senator from Hlinois? 

Mr. PUGH. [ask for the yeas and nays on 
that amendment. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. FITCH. I have listened with consider- 
able curiosity to this legal discussion; and if it 
has satisfied. me of nothing else, it has satisfied 
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me that the law is a. chameleon profession, which 
accommodates its principles to the varying views 
and interests of individuals. It is not a science, 
it appears, any more than is medicine; but if we 
are to judge of it by the opinions expressed by 
the Senator from Maine [Mr. Fessenpen] and the 
Senator from Ohio, (Mr. Wave,] unlike the pro- 
fession of medicine, it conflicts at times with com- 
mon sense, 1 think the amendment of the Sena- 
tor from Illinois [Mr. Douczas] eminently proper, 
and the views.of those who have opposed it cer- 
tainly erroneous. I do not advance this opinion, 
however, as a legal one; but you may take it if you 
choose as a medical, [laughter,] that is, a common 
sense view of the question. : 

Mr. BAKER. 1 did not quite hear the honor- 
able Senator. Did he say that the profession of 
medicine conflicted with common sense? 

Mr. FITCH. No; but the Senator’s profes- 
sion. I believe he is a lawyer. 

Mr. BAYARD. Will the Senator from Indiana 
allow me to ask him if doctors do not sometimes 
disagree? [Laughter.] 

Mr. BAKER, I understand that the Senator 
from Indiana says that the legal profession 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Sen- 
ator from Indiana give way? 

Mr. BAKER, 1 want to hear him. 

Mr. FITCH. I cannot repeat. 

Mr. BAKER. Does the honorable gentleman 
say that the legal profession conflicts with com- 
mon sense? 

Mr. FITCH. I presume the reporter caught 
my language, and the Senator from Oregon can 
read it in the morning. I will say, however, that 
if the profession does not conflict with common 
sense, some of what they would have us receive 
as law does—an example of which is found in the 
construction of this joint resolution by the Senator 
from Ohio and the Senator from Maine, 

We are called upon to legislate on the assump- 
tion that an officer of the Government, a sworn 
officer, sworn to discharge his duty legally, con- 
stitutionally, faithfully, impartially, will not thus 
perform it, will disregard his official oath, and de- 
cide in a prejudiced manner., It is proposed to 
counteract this prejudice by enacting a law de- 
signed apparently—no, I will not say designed, 
but certainly a law which will have the effect—to 
call forth the prejudices of the successor of this 
officer in the event of that successor having any 
latent prejudice in the case. You say to him that 
he need not take testimony for the applicant, but 
shall for the contestant. Granted, as the Senator 
from Maine says, that he may have under the old 
law the right to take testimony for the applicant: 
you do not call upon him to exercise that rights 
and if he has the slightest prejudice in the case, 
he will never exercise it, but will actin strict con- 
formity to the letter of your new law; and the 
Senator from Ohio virtually admitted that such 
would be his action. He says that the applicant 
docs not desire any more testimony. ‘True, heis 
willing to rest the case as it is, as I understand; 
but he does not know what kind of testimony the 
contestants may bring out under this resolution. 
They may possibly adduce testimony which may 
render it absolutely essential for the proper pro- 
tection of his rights, that he should have the priv- 
ilege of introducing rebutting testimony; but he 
is excluded from that privilege by this resolution. 
That is my opinion. Do you call it only a law 
opinion by a medical man? Well, sir, if it be an 
M. D’s. opinion, I have more confidence in it than 
in that of any prejudiced LL.D. [Laughter.] 

The Senator from Ohio dwelt with some force 
upon the statements of the attorneys in this case, 
alleging the absolute necessity of additional testi- 
mony. One of those attorneys, it will appear by 
the report in the case on the part of the actin 
Commissioner of Patents, has already involved 
himself ina self-contradiction. One of them states 
that he has only been attorney in this case for a 
certain limited time; and thatts one of the reasons 
he adduces in favor of the extension of the period 
for taking testimony; alleging that, having been 
attorney for but a short period, he has not had 
sufficient time within which to take testimony. 
It appears, however, by the report of the acting 
Commissioner, that this same gentleman bas pro- 
fessed to be the attorney for these protestants a 
„much longer time than he states in his application 


for an extension, I leave him and his friends to 
| reconcile this discrepancy in his statements. 


The Senator: intimated’ that there-might be-an 
outside pressure operating: upon gentlemen on 
this side, inducing them to delay this question. 

Mr. WADE. Ob, no; I did not say that. I 
said that my colleague had stated that there was 
an outside pressure, and | replied to it. I did not 
say there was any. 

Mr. FITCH. If the Senator simply disclaimed 
it.for himself, it was his right for him to do so. 
Ihave no right to suppose any outside pressure 
operated on him; and t any sure none did on me. 

Mr. WADE. 1 did notsay that there was, ary 
such pressure operating. 

Mr. FITCH. The debate so far, if anything 
was wanting to convince us of the impropriety of 
hastily adopting this resolution, I should think 
had supplied the want. Here are grave legal ques- 
tions.involved; and yet you propose to pass the 
resolution without permitting it to go through the 
usual routine of reference to a committee and a 
report from that committee, when you have thé 
pledge of the committee, and accompanied with 
a motion to instruct it, even if the pledge was not 

iven, to report back the resolution to-morrow. 

f, therefore, there is delay in its passage, that 
delay is properly chargeable to those who have 
refused to permit the resolution to take the ordi- 
nary course of legislation, a refusal which I ap- 
prehend they will ultimately find will not hasten 
its passage. 

Mr. GREEN, Lam very sorry to see the whole 
day appropriated for private bills consumed with 
one question, and Ido hope we shall take the vote 
after I makea single remark. I desire the pas- 
sage of this resolution in order to postpone the 
decision, and I will state frankly why I desire it. 
The present acting Commissioner was clerk when 
` the present attorney for McCormick was Com- 
missioner of Patents. This fact gives him, al- 
though a high-toned gentleman, an undue influ- 
ence over him -This is my information; it ma 
not be correct. I want the decision postponed. 
Every farmer in the State of Missouri who buys 
a reaper, is taxed at least fifteen dollars for the 
benefit of this patentee. He has made millions 
of dollars. The object of the patent law has been 
fully accomplished, and I am opposed to giving 
him money at the expense of the farmers; and 
hence | shall go for the resolution. 

Mr GRIMES. lam going with the Senator 
from Missouri in favor of the passage of this res- 
olution; but the former Commissioner of Patents 
to whom he alludes as having been Commissioner 
when the present officer in charge of that bureau 
was chief clerk, I think was a citizen of my own 
State, and 1 desire to say here and now, that I do 


not believe that gentleman has at this time at- | 


tempted, or that he will ever attempt to exercise 
any unduc influence over that chief clerk, or over 
anybody else. I believe that he is a man entirely 
above reproach and above suspicion. I concur 
entirely in the views of the Senator from Mis- 
souri in regard to the passage of this resolution; 
but I think that it is justice to that former Com- 
missioner, a citizen of my own State, that I should 
make this declaration. 

Mr. GREEN. One word in explanation. I 
did not intimate any thing against the honor of the 

entleman; but his former position gives him that 
influence, whether he desires to exercise it or 
not. p 

Mr. GRIMES. Iam satisfied that he does not. 

The question being taken by yeas and nays on 
Mr. Doveras’s amendment, resulted—yeas 18, 
nays 25; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Bayard, Bigler, Bragg, Clingman, Doug- 
las, Fitch, Hunter, Johuson of Arkansas, Johnson of Ten- 
nessce, Kemiedy, Lane, Mason, Nicholson, Polk, Powell, 
Pugh, Saulsbury, and Tkomson—18. 

NAYS—Messrs. Anthony, Bingham, Cameron, Chand- 
ler, Clark, Collamer, Doolittle, Durkee, Fessenden, Foot, 
Foster, Green, Grimes, Hale, Harlan, King, Latham, Mor- 
rill, Simmons, Sumner, Ten Eyck, Trumbull, Wade, Wil- 
kinson, and Wilson—2o. 


So the amendment was rejected. 


The joint resolution was ordered toa third read- 
ing, and was read the third time. 

Mr. BAYARD. On the passage of the resolu- 
tion, I ask for the yeasand nays.” Ido not do it 
for delay; but I want to record my vote against 
such a precedent. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Tennessee. I want to vote 
against the extension of this patent, if I can. 

hat is the question ? 


- THE CONGRESSIONAL’ GLOBE! 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. On the pas: 
sage of the resolution. The resolution is for ex- 
tending the time to take testimony on the part of 
the contestants. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Tennessee. 
in favor of the resolution. 

The question being taken by yeas and nays 
on the passage of the resolution, resulted—yeas 
28, nays 18; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Anthony, Bingham, Cameron, Chandler, 
Clark, Collamer, Dixon, Doolittle, Durkee, Fessenden, 
Foot, Foster, Green, Grimes, Hale, Harlan, Johnson of 
Tennessee, King, Latham, Morrill, Sebastian, Simmons, 
Sumner Ten Eyck, Trumbull, Wade, Wilkinson, and Wil- 
son— e 

NAYS—Messrs. Bayard, Bigler, Bragg, Bright, Clingman, 
Douglas, Fitch, Hunter, Johnson of Arkansas, Kennedy, 


Lane, Mason, Nicholson, Polk, Powell, Pugh, Rice, and 
Saulsbury—18. i 


So the joint resolution was passed 
FORT SUMTER. 


The following message from the President of 
thé United States was read: 

To the Senate and House of Representatives : 

{ deemed it a duty to transmit to Congress, with my 
message of the 8th January, the correspondence which oc- 
curred in December last, between the ‘commissioners ?? 
of South Carolina and myself. : 

Since that period, on the 14th January, Colonel Isaac W., 
Hayne, the attorney general of South Carolina, called and 
informed me that he was the bearer of a letter from Gov- 
ernor Pickens to myself, which be would deliver the next 
day. He was, however, induced, by the interposition of 
Hon. Jerrerson Davis and nine other Senators from the 
seceded and seceding States, not to deliver it on the day 
appointed, nor was it communicated to me until the 3ist 
January, with his letter of that date. Their letter to him, 
urging this delay, bears date January 15, and was the com- 
mencement of a correspondence, the whole of which, in 
my possession, I now submit to Congress. A reference to | 
each letter of the series, in proper order, accompanies this 
message. JAMES BUCHANAN, 


WASHINGTON, February 9, 1861. 


Mr. COLLAMER. I move that the message 
and the accompanying papers be laid on the table, 
and printed. 

The motion was agreed to. 


MESSAGE FROM TIIE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, 
by Mr. Hays, Chief Clerk, announced that the 
House had passed the bill of the Senate (S. No. 
58) for the relief of George B. Bacon, late acting 
purser of the sloop-of-war Portsmouth. 

The message further announced that the House 
had passed a bill (No. 924) granting an invalid 
pension to John Rogers, of Tennessee; in which 
the concurrence of the Senate was requested. 


BILLS BECOME LAWS. 


The message further announced that the Pres- 
identof the United States had approvedand signed, 
on the 5th instant, the following bills: 

A bill (H. R. No. 876) for the benefit of Ga- 
briel J. Johnston; 

A bill (H. R. No. 919) for the relief of F. M. 
Beauchamp and Betsy D. Townsend; and 

A bill (H. R. No. 670) granting an increase of 
pension to William G. ernard, late a soldier in 
the United States Army. 


PRINTING OF DOCUMENTS. 


The message further announced that the House 
had ordered, onthe 6th instant, at twelve o’clock 
and thirteen minutes, the printing ofa letter from 
the Secretary of the Interior in answer to a res- 
olution of the House, asking by what author- 
ity certain money allotted to Mary Woodbury 
and others, under the Sioux treaty, was paid. 


LOAN BILL. 


Mr. PEARCE, from the committee of confer- 
ence on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses 
on the bill (H. R. No. 972) authorizing a loan, 
submitted the following report: 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes 
of the two Houses on the bill (H. R. No. 972) authorizing 
a loan, having met, after full and free conference have 
agreed to recommend, and do recommend, to the respective 
Houses, as follows: 

‘That the House of Representatives recede from their 
disagreement to the Senate’s second ainendment, and | 
agree to the same with an amendment as follows: Strike 
out the whole amendment, and insert in tien thereof the 
folowing: 

Sec. 5. Andbe it further enacted, That the residue of the 
loan authorized by the act of 22d of Junc, 1869, or so much 
thereof as is necessary, shall be applied to the redemption 


1 vote, then, 


said act-of 22d Jancy 1860, for the sald Preastry- notes aad: 
the accruing interest thereon, oer ey cere i 

Sec. 6. And be it further enacted, That to-defray. the. exs 
pense of engraving and printing certificates ô z 
and other expenses incidont'to thé ‘execution of this 
the sum of $20,000 is hereby appropriated: Provtd: 
no compensation shall be allowed for any service erformed: 
mider, this act, to any officer-whose.salary is established b 
aw. A TERRE: 

SEC. 7. And he it further enacted, That the Secretary vi 
the Treasury shall not be- obliged te accept the most favors: 
able bids as hereinbefore provided, unless‘he shall consider: 
it advantageous to the United States to do. so; :but, for any: 
portion of such loan not taken under the firstadvertisement,. 
he may advertise again at his SE Ra Be EEE 


discretion. -S7 
J. A. PEARCE, |» 
WILLIAM M GWIN, |: 
H. B. ANTHONY, nee 
Managers on the part of the Sendte: 
` JOHN SHERMAN, 0: 
. JOHN S-PBELPS, 0 
cou) e THADDEUS. STEVENS, 
Managers on the part of the House of Representatives: 
A subsequent message from thè House of Rep- 
reseritatives announced that the House-had agreed 


to the report. of the committee of conference on. 
the disagreeing votes of the .two Houses.on the 
bill (H. R. No. 972) authorizing a:loan. 


TIIE TARIFF BILL. 


Mr. SIMMONS obtained the floors © 450 

Mr. LANE. Mr. President—— ae t Bea? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. ‘Does'the Sen: 
ator from Rhode Island yield to the Senator fro: 
Oregon? et S 

Mr. LANE. I only rise fo inquire whether we 
should not now proceed to the consideration‘of the 
special order set for this day—the Private Calen- 
dar, I desire to say that I believe no constituent 
of mine has any interest in any private bill now. 
pending. I have not presented: a private bills. T 
know of no person living’ in Oregon who has any 
interest in any private bill pending before ‘the | 
Senate; but there are many private bills which’ 
have passed the House of Representatives, ahd 
are on your Calendar, that require the considera» 
tion of this body; and, with the view of doing jus- 
tice'to those who have just claims upon the Gov- 
ernment, a week ago I'asked that this day bd set’ 
apart for the consideration of private bills. The” 
whole day, up to this time, has been consumed, 
and the Private Calendar neglected. I ask now 
that the remainder of the day be appropriated to ; 
the consideration of private bills. Pes hat gd? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will , 
suggest to the Senator from Oregon that the Sen- 
ate have already, by a vote, suspended the order 
assigning to-day for the consideration of the Pri~ 
vate Calendar. . 

Mr. LANE. That was, as 1 understood, for 
the consideration of a special bill, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It was a sus- 
pension of the order assigning this day for the 
consideration of that subject. 

Mr. LANE. Then Task the Sehate-—- . ` 

Mr. SIMMONS. I believe [ have.the floor. I 
did not give way for a speech. W 

Mr. BRAGG. I thought the order was sus- 
pended for the special purpose of going on with 
the matter then before the Senate, at the instance 
of the Senator from Ohio, [Mr. Wape.) 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The motion 
was a general onë, without qualification or limita- 
tion, to suspend that order. , aa 

Mr. LANE. ‘Then, is it not in order for me 
to move to take up the Private Calendar? 

Mr. SIMMONS, Not while I have the floor. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If the Senator 
from Rhode Island yields for that purpose, the’ 
Chair will receive the motion. 

Mr. LANE. I shall be obliged to him if he 
will do so. 

Mr SIMMONS. I cannot doit. I move to 
take up House bill No. 338, to provide for the 
payment of outstanding Treasury notes, to au- 
thorize a loan, to regulate and fix the duties on 
imports, and for other purposes. 

Mr. GREEN. Is that the tariff bill? [‘Yes.’’] 
Jt is too late in the day to take that up now.” 

Mr. POLK. I should like to know ftom the. 
Senator from Rhode Island whether he means to 
take up that bill in order to go into the consider- 
ation of it now, or for the purpose of making it a 
special order for some future day?’ I have no 
objection to taking up the bill, if the latter is his“ 
object; but I have, if the former is. “This day 


! of the Treasury notes issued under the act of 17th of De- | 


cember, 1860, and for no other purpose; and the Secretary | 
of the 'Í'reasury is hereby authorized, at his discretion, to i 
exchange at par, bonds of the United States authorized by | 


was specially set aside for private bills. Private 
bills have had but one day this session, and we 
| adjourned very early that ‘day, and I think itis 
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due to.the claimants, whose bills are on the Cal- 
endar, that the order, deliberately made by the 
Senate a few days ago, suspended as it was by 
the understanding of some of the Senators—cer- 
tainly by my understanding—only for the purpose 
of disposing of the joint resolution that was called 
up by thé Senator from Ohio, should now be ex- 
ecuted, as.faras is in our power, for the remainder 
of this day. I, for one, will not vote to take up 
any other bill'in the place of the Private Calendar. 
Lshould like to know from the Senator whether 
his intention is to take up the tariff bill for the 
purpose of going on with its present considera- 
tion, or fixing it for consideration at some future 


day. à 
Mr. SIMMONS. I will cheerfully state, in | 
reply to the Senator, that my purpose is to take | 


this bill up and proceed with its consideration, if 
the Senate so agree. I think it much more im- 
portant for us to provide some means of paying 
debts now lying on the table of the Secretary of 
the Treasury, for which warrants have been 
drawn upon him, than it is to vote money out of 


the Treasury to private claimants to-day. That 


is my opinion; but if the Senate wish otherwise, 
of course they will refuse to take up the bill. I 
feel it my duty to urge it. I voted to postpone 
the Private Calendar to-day for the purpose of 
taking up this bill, and I had hoped it would be 
taken up two hoursago. 

Mr. POLK. We have just passed a loan bill for 
some twenty-five million dollars, which, I think, 
ought-to enable us to stay our hand long enough 
to.proceed in the execution of the special order, or 
to. resume it, that was made by the Senate a few 
days ago. I hope the Senate will not take up 
that bill, but will go on and devote at least the 
residue of this day to the consideration of the 
Private Calendar. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question 
ison the motion of the Senator from Rhode Island 
to take up for consideration House bill No. 338. 

Mr. CAMERON ealled for the yeas and nays, 
and they were ordercd; and being taken, resulted 
~—yeas 26, nays 23; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Anthony, Bigler, Bingham, Cameron, 
Chandler, Clark, Collamer, Dixon, Doolittle, Durkee, Fes- 
senden, Woot, Poster, Grimes, King, Morrill, Seward, Sim- 
mons, Suniner, Ten Eyck, Thomson, Trumbull, Wade, 
Wigiall, Wilkinson, and Wilson—26. 

AYS—Messrs. Bayard, Bragg, Bright, Clingman, Doug- 
Jas, Fitch, Green, Hemphill, Hunter, Johnson of Arkansas, 
Johnson of Tennessee, Kennedy, Lane, Latham, Mason, 
Nicholson, Pearce, Polk, Powell, Pugh, Rice, Saulsbury, 
and. Sebastian—23, 


So the motion was agreed to. 


Mr. GWIN. T now move that the Senate pro- 
ceed to the consideration of executive business. It 
is too late to go on with the bill now. We have 
got some important business on the executive Cal- 
endar; and I hope we shall take it up and dispose 
of it. 

Mr. WADE. 
that motion. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. BIGLER. T hope the Senator from Cal- 
ifornia will withdraw that motion, and allow us 
a for some time with this bill. 

he Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. GWIN (when his name was called) said: 
1 paired off with the Senator from Oregon, who 
is not here, [Mr. Baxer;] otherwise I should vote 
in favor of the motion. 


Task for the yeas and nays on 


The result was then announced—yeas 19, nays | 


29; as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Bragg, Bright, Clingman, Douglas, Fitch, 


Green, Hemphill, Hunter, Johnson of Arkansas, Lane, La 
tham, Mason, Nicholson, Pearce, Polk, Powell, Pugh, 
Saulsbury, and Sebastian—19. 

NAYS—-Messrs. Anthony, Bigler, Bingbam, Cameron, 
Chandler, Clark, Collamer, Dixon, Doolittic, Durkee, I'es- 
enden, Foot, Foster, Grimes, Hale, Harlan, King, Morrill, 
Rice, Seward, Simmons, Summer, Ten Eyck, ‘Thomson, 
Trumbull, Wade, Wigfall, Wilkinson, and Wilson—29. ~ 


So the motion was not agreed to. 
The PRESIDINGOFFICER. The tariff bill 


is now before the Senate, as in Committee of the | ] 2 
i| agree to dispense with the reading, if the Senate 


Whole, and will be read. 
Mr. SIMMONS, I suggest that the reading 


of the first four sections be dispensed with. They | 


relate to the loan, part of which has been pro- 
vided for by the report of the conference commit- 
tee. It passed the Senate this morning, and | 


suppose will pass the House. The Secretary can |} 


begin reading at the fifth section. „The first four 
sections will require modification in consequence 
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of the report of the committee of conference this 
morning. _ 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That course 
will be taken, no objection being made. 

Mr. POWELL. `i ask for the reading of the 
bill. 

Mr. LANE. When this bill was pending last 
year, Loffered an amendment to it. I wish to 
inquire whether that amendment is now pending 
or whether it will be in order to offer it? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair is 
informed that the bill has been reported back from 
the select committee, to which it was referred 
with various amendments, and according to the 
usual practice of the Senate, action will first be 
taken on the amendments recommended by the 
committee; and then amendments offered by any 
other Senator would be in order. i 

Mr. GREEN. Let the bill and amendments 
be read. 

Mr. LANE. Then I give notice that, when the 
bill shall have been read, I will move the amend- 
ment which I offered last year to the bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will 
be read, unless dispensed with by unanimous 
consent. 

Mr. SIMMONS. I ask if there is any objec- 
tion to passing by the first four sections, as they 
relate to the loan, and will be modified before they 
are offered. : 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there be no 
objection, the reading of the four first sections 
will be dispensed with. 

Mr. GREEN. | desire the whole of it read. 
It is a very important measure. 

Mr. HALE. Willit be read through before 
any, amendments can be offered? 

he PRESIDING OFFICER. It will. 

Mr. WILSON. I suggest to the Senator from 
Missouri that we might take up the bill, and read 
section by section, and act upon them consecu- 
tively. Let the first four sections be passed over, 
and the Secretary commence with the fifth, and 
read that section through. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The reading 
of the whole billhas been demanded; and it must 
be read upon the demand of any member. After 
the reading, the amendments reported by the 
committee will be next in order. 

Mr. FITCH. I move that the Senate adjourn. 

Mr. CAMERON called for the yeas and nays, 
and they were ordered; and being taken, resulted 
—yeas 21, nays 28; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Bragg, Bright, Clingman, Fitch, Foot, 
Green, Hemphill, Hunter, Johuson of Arkansas, Johnson 
of Tennessee, Kennedy, Lane, Latham, Mason, Pearee, 
Polk, Powell, Pugh, Rice, Saulsbury, aud Scbastian—21. 

NAYS—Messrs. Anthony, Bigler, Bingham, Cameron, 
Chandler, Clark, amer, Dixon, Doolittle, Donglas, Dur- 
kee, Fessenden, I r, Grimes, Hale, Harlan, King, Mor- 
rill, Nicholson, Seward, Simmons, Sumner, Ten Evek, 
Trumbull, Wade, Wigfall, Wilkinson, and Wilson—28, 

So the Senate refused to adjourn. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary 
will read the bill. 

The Secretary proceeded to read it. 

Mr. CLINGMAN. It will take a long while, 
I suppose, to have the bill read. I was going to 
suggest a compromise: that the Senators who 


| called for the reading of the bill should consent to 


dispense with the reading, and that we mightthen 
adjourn. I take it for granted we shall all read 
it before voting on it. If there can be an under- 
standing that the reading will not bereafter be 
called for, I hope the friends of the measure will 
consent toan adjournment. There would be no 
loss of time,and we should gain something, per- 
hays, in personal convenience. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The reading 
cannot be dispensed with unless by unanimous 


i| consent. 


Mr. LANE. I would rather hear it read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Then the read- 
ing will be proceeded with. 

Mr. CLINGMAN. I believe my friend voted 


to adjourn a moment ago; and I think he will 


agree to adjourn. 
Mr. FITCH. 
adjourn. 


Mr. CLINGMAN, 


It is in order now to move to 


I intended to make that 


| motion, if this understanding can be had. 


Mr. POWELL. I understand there are some 


| amendments from the committee, which have not 


yet been ordered te be printed. 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


Mr. SIMMONS. There may be some slight 
amendments, but they are of no consequence. 
They will not be offered until after the other 
amendments are passed upon. 

Mr. POWELL. I was going to ask that these 
amendments be printed. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary 
will proceed with the reading of the bill. 

Mr. CLINGMAN. J will renew the motion 
to adjourn, anyhow; and I hope my friends will 
not insist on the reading hereafter, if we do ad- 


journ now. 


The motion was not agreed to; there being, on 
a division—ayes 13, noes 22. 

The Secretary continued the reading of the, 
bill. pan 

Mr. MASON. Itake it for granted Senators 
on either side will not insist on the reading of the 
bill, provided it is understood that when the con- 
sideration of it is resumed to-morrow, or when- 
ever it may be, the reading will be dispensed with. 
That, I think, will be understood on our side, 
with a view to adjourning. We cannot act upon 
it to-night. 

Mr.SIMMONS. {would be perfectly content 
with that, if the reading will not be resumed again 
to-morrow, S0 as to waste another day. 

Mr. MASON. . With the general understand- 
ing, that when the bill is resumed again, Senators 
will not insist upon the reading. 

Mr. GREEN. I agree, on a condition: if the 
Senate will give us to-morrow for the considera- 
tion of private claims, I will do it; not otherwise 

Several Senators. Go on with the reading. 

Mr. MASON. ‘Then the effect will be to con- 
sume time, and adjourn when the reading is overs 
That is all. 

Mr. GREEN. Very well; I cannot help it. 

Mr. MASON. I hope the Senator will not 
persist. 

Mr. GREEN. I think there are a great many 
discrepancies in the bill, which will have to be 
corrected. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. We shall claim to-mor- 
row for the appropriation bills. 

Mr. PEARCE. I shall ask the Senate to take 
up an appropriation bill to-morrow. 

Mr. CAMERON. I desire to say in regard to 
this bill that it has been put off for three years 
by this sort of motions. If gentlemen on the other 
side will say they are willing to let ithe discussed 
and voted upon, I will agree to anything they 
propose; but if this is done only for the purpose 
of wasting time and preventing the passage of 
this bill, I will not. 

Mr. LANE. Let the Secretary proceed with 
the reading of the bill. 

The Secretary continued the reading of the bill, 

Mr. POWELL. I move that the Senate do 
now adjourn, 

The motion was not agreed to. 

The Secretary resumed the reading of the bill, 
when he was interrupted by 

Mr. PUGH. As the Secretary is now reading 
the free list, I do not suppose it is necessary to 
read that. We cannot make anything by it. I 
move that the further reading of the bill be dis- 
pensed with. 

Mr. SIMMONS. There are some sections after 
that that might be read. 

Mr.GREEN. [think this is the most import- 
ant uoa there is in the bill, and I wish to have 
it read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Haxe in 
the chair.) It requires unanimous consent to 
dispense with the reading. 

Mr. GREEN. I ask for the reading of that 
portion of the bill. 

P Secretary concluded the reading of the 
il. 

Mr. TEN EYCK. Will it be in order to have 
the bill read again. [Laughter.] It was read so 
fast that I could not understand it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill hav- 
ing been read once, it will require a vote of the 
Senate. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, 
by Mr. Hays, Chief Clerk, announced that the 

ouse had passed the following bills; in which 
the concurrence of the Senate was requested: 

A bill (No. 979) for the relief of Samuel Beas- 
ton, master of the schooner George Harris; 

A bill (No. 980) for the adjustment of the elaims 


1861. 
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of the Puget Sound Agricultural Company under 
the treaty of 1846 with Great Britain; and 


A bill (No.-981) to confirm a certain land claim | 


in the Territory of New Mexico. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


The message further announced that the 
Speaker had signed the following bill and joint res- 
olution; which thereupon received the signature of 
the Vice President: 

A bill (H. R. No. 972) authorizing a loan; and 

A joint resolution (TÅ. R. No. 7I) extending 
the time for taking testimony on the application 
of Cyrus H. McCormick for the extension of his 
patent. 
i PATENT LAWS. 


The message further announced that the House: 


-had passed the bill of the Senate (No. 10) in ad- 


dition to “‘ An act to promote the progress of the | 
useful arts,” with amendments, in which the con-. 
currence of the Senate was requested; and on mo- : 


tion of Mr. Brezer, the bill, with the amendments 
of the House of Representatives, was referred to 
the Committee on Patents and the Patent Office. 


HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 


The following bills from the House of Repre- 
sentatives were severally read twice by their titles, 
and referred as indicated below: 

A bill (No. 924) granting an invalid pension to 
John Rogers, of Tennessee—to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

A bill (No. 979) for the relief of Samuel Beaston, 
master of the schooner George Harris—to the 
Committee on Commerce. 

A bill (No. 980) for the adjustment of the claims 
of the Puget Sound Agricultural Company, under 
the treaty of 1846, with Great Britain—to the 
Committee on Public Lands. 

A bill (No. 981) to confirm a certain private 
land claim in the Territory of New Mexico—to 
the Committee on Private Land Claims. 

Mr. LATHAM I move that the Senate do 
now adjourn, 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate 
adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Fripay, February 8, 1861. 


The House met at twelve o’clock, m. Prayer 
by the Chaplain, Rev. Tuomas H. Srocxron. 
LheJournal of yesterday was read and approved. 


EXPENSES OF MILITARY DEPARTMENT. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House a letter 
from the Secretary of War, transmitting, in com- 
pliauce with law, a statement of the contingent 
expenses of the War Department for 1860; which 
was laid upon the table, and ordered to be 
printed. 

PETITIONS, ETC. 
Mr. MORRIS, of Pennsylvania. Mr, Speaker, 


Task the unanimous consent of the Heuse for 

leave to present the memorial of two thousand 

two hundred and eighty-nine citizens of Phila- 
delphia—all of whom, with the exception of two, 
voted for Mr. Lincoln for President of the United 

States—in favor of the Crittenden propsitions, or 

some such proposition as will settle the existing 

difficulties in the country. 

There was no objection; andthe memorial was 
received, and laid upon the table. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Speaker, I ask the 
unanimous consent of the House, that I may in- 
troduce the resolutions of an immense meeting of 
citizens of Kentucky, Ohio, and Indiana, held at 
Aurora, in favor of conciliation, and urging the 
adoption of the Crittenden propositions. 

There was no objection; and the resolutions 
were received and Jaid upon the table. 

They are as follows: 

Resolutions adopted at a mecting held by citizens of Ken- 
tucky, Indiana, and Ohio, at Aurora, Indiana, on the 2d of 
February, 1861. 

John Gaff, Mayor of the city of Aurora, was called to the 
chair, and W. H. Nelson and A. Bookwalter were appointed 
secretaries. Hon. George W. Lane, chairman of the com- 
mittee on resolutions, reported the following, whieh were 
adopted: 

Whereas we deplore the bad feeling that now threatens 
the perpetuity of the Union, and sincerely believe that the 
only mue course to restore harmony in our community is 
bya fair and honorable spirit of compromise, concession, 
and conciliation: Therefore, 

Resolved, What we consider the peace, the harmony, and 
perpetuity of our national Government, of more importance 


than any questions which have hitherto divided the politi- 
cal parties, and that the time has now come when ai! party 
feeling should be laid aside to promote the good of ou: 
country. ; 

Resolved,-That we would indorse with pleasure the res- 
olutions known as the “Crittenden compromise,” or the 
* border-States resolutions,” or any fair and honorable plan 
that will restore the fraternal feelings of our citizens. 

Resolved, That we hail with pleasure the large number 
of Kentuckians we find attending this meeting, and pre- 
sent to them the right hand of fellowship, and unite in the 
pledge of continued friendship; and let the future terminate 
as it may, let Kentucky and indiana remain irrevocably on 
the most intimate terms. 

Resolved, ‘That the secretary be directed to send copies 
of this meeting to Hon. J. J. CRITTENDEN, of the United 
States Senate, and Hon. Witutam S. Houtman, our Rep- 
resentative in Congress. 


Mr. KENYON. I ask the unanimous consent 
of the House for leave to present a petition, nu- 
merously signed by citizens of Catskill, New 
York, praying for the speedy adoption of some 
proposition for the adjustment of the existing 
troubles in the country, and especially in favor 
of the adoption of the border-States proposition. 
In the long list of namesattached to it I recognize 
those of prominent and leading Republicans of 
Catskill. . 

There was no objection; and the petition was 
received, and laid upon the table. 


BALTIMORE AND ONIO RAILROAD. 
Mr. BARR. Mr. Speaker, I ask the unani- 


mous consent of the House for leave to introduce 
the following resolution: 

Resolved, That the chairman of the Committee for the 
District of Columbia be, and he is hereby, directed to notify 
all parties interested for and against the extension of the 
Baltimore and Ohio railroad through the public grounds, 
and that said hearing be had at an early day. 


Mr, BURNETT. 
MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


I object. 


A message was received from the Senate, by | 


Mr. Patron, one of its clerks, notifying the House 
that that body had passed House bill No. 545, 


granting a pension to Gregory Patti, with an | 


amendment; and that it had also passed Senate 
bill No. 551, for the relief of Hockaday & Ligget, 
in which he was directed to ask the concurrence 
of the House; also, that that body insist on their 
second amendment (disagreed to by the House) 
to House bill No. 972, authorizing a loan, and 
agree to the conference asked by the House on 
the disagrecing votes of the two Houses thereon, 
and had appointed Mr. Pearce, Mr. Gwin, and 
Mr. ANTHONY, the managers at the said confer- 
ence on the part of the Senate; and also, that that 
body had appointed Mr. Gwin a member of the 
committee of conference, on its part, on House 
bill No. 866, to supply deficiencies in the appro- 
priations for the service of the fiscal year ending 


June 30, 1861, in the place of Mr. FESSENDEN, | 
| excused. 


PUGET SOUND AGRICULTURAL COMPANY. 


Mr. DAVIS, of Indiana. Įask the unanimous 
consent of the House for leave to report, from 
the Committee on Public Lands, a bill for the ad- 


justment of all claims of the Puget Sound Agri- | 
cultural Company, under the treaty of 1846 with | 


Great Britain. 

Mr. PHELPS. I raise no objection, provided 
the bill be referred to a committee for investiga- 
tion. It concerns rights under a treaty between 
the United States and Great Britain. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Indiana. I propose to report 


the bill from the Committee on Public Lands. | 
That committee unanimously instructed me to ; 
report it to the House, and ask that it be put on ' 
its passage. Itis recommended by the Commis- | 
sioner of the General Land Office, and by the Sec- | 


retary of the Interior. 
Mr. PHELPS. I object. 


HOCKADAY & LIGGET. 


Mr. BURCH. I ask the unanimous consent of 
the House that the bill which has just come in 


from the Senate, for the relief of Hockaday & j 
Ligget, be now put on its passage. The amount ; 


appropriated under the bill is $40,000. There is | 


no use in referring it to the Committee on the 
Post Office and Post Roads, because that com- 
mittee has considered the case two or three times, 
and has each time reported in its favor. 

Mr. SPAULDING. I object. 


LOAN BILL. 
Mr. SHERMAN Irise to aprivileged ques- 


` dered to be printed. 


tion. J submit. the following: report: from. the 
committee of conference on the disagreeing votes 
between the two Houses on the Joan-bill. i 
The Clerk read, as follows: i. $ 
The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes 
of the two Houses on the bill (H. R. No. 972) “authorizing 
aloan,” having mèt; -after full and’ free: conference have 
agreed to recommend, and do recommend, to the respective 
Houses, as follows: 7 KEE TA, 3 
i$ That the House recede from their diskeréementto thé 
Senate’s second amendment, and agree to thé same, with 
an ainendiment, as follows: Strike out the whole’ amend- 
ment, and insert, in licwthereof, the following! = © => 
Bec. 5. And ‘be it further enacted; That the residue’ of 
the loan authorized by the act of 22d of June, 1860, or so 
much thereof as is necessary, shall be ‘applied to: the rẹ? 
demption of the Treasury notes issued under the actof 17th 
of December, 1860, and for no other purpose; and the Séc- 
retary of the Treasury is hereby authorized, at his disere- 
tion, to exchange at par bonds of the United States author- 
ized by said act of 22d-of June, 1860, for the said Treasury 
notes or the accruing interest thereon. are 
Sec. 6. And be it further enacted, That, to defray the ex- 
pense of engraving and printing certificates of ‘such stock; 
and other expensés incident to the execution of this. act, the 
sum of $20,000 is hereby appropriated: Provided, That ho 
compensation shall be allowed for any service performed: 
ier this act to any officer whose salary is established: by 
aw. i j 
Sec. 7. And be it further enacted, That the Secretary'of 
the Treasnry shall pot be obliged to accept the most favor- 
able bids, as hereinbefore provided, unless he shall con- 
sider it advantageous to the United States to do so; butfor 
any portion of such loan not taken: under the first adver- 
tisement, he may advertise again, at his discretion. 
JOHN SHERMAN, 
JOHN 5. PHELPS, 
THADDEUS STEVENS, 
Managers on the part of the House of Representatives. 
J. A. PEARCE, 
WILLIAM M. GWIN, 
H. B. ANTHONY, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 


Mr. SHERMAN I move that that report- be 
adopted. : 
The motion was agreed to. 


LAKE ST, CROIX. © 
Mr. ALDRICH, by unanimous consent, pre- 
sented resolutions of the Legislature of Minne- 
sota, asking for an appropriation of money for 
the improvement of St. Croix river and the head 
of Lake St. Croix to Taylor’s Falls; which were 
referred to the Committee on Commerce. 


EUGENE FREAN. 

Mr. WALTON moved that the Committee of 
Claims be discharged from the further. consider- 
ation of the petition of Eugene Frean, on behalf 
of William F'rean, praying indemnity for the loss 
of the schooner Isaac McKim, and that it be re- 
ferred to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

The motion was agreed to. 


THEODORE ADAMS. 
Mr.WALTON, from the Committee of Claims, 
reported back Court of Claims bill No. 102, for 
the relief of Theodore Adams; which was referred 
toa Committee of the Whole House on the Private 
Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, or- 


ELIZABETH ©. WILLETT, ; 

Mr. TAPPAN moved that the Committee of 
Claims be discharged from the further considera- 
tion of the petition of Elizabeth C. Willett, and 
that it be referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. : ; 

The question was taken; and the motion was 
agreed to. 

JOHN VEITCH. 

Mr. TAPPAN, from the Committee of Claims, 
reported a bill for the relief of John Veitch; which 
was read a first and second time by its title, re~ 
ferred to a Committce of the Whole House on 
the Private Calendar, and; with the accompany- 
ing report, ordered to be printed. 

HODGES AND LANSDALE. 

Mr. TAPPAN, from the same committee, also 
reported a bill for the relief of Hodges and Lans- 
dale, the administrators of William Kilgore, de- 
ceased, and administrators of Rinaldo Johnson 
and Ann E. Johnson, deceased; which was read 
a first and second time by its title, referred toa 
Committee of the Whole House on -the Private 
Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, 
ordered to be printed, : 

SAMUEL BEASTON. 
Mr. MOORHEAD, from the Committee on 


Commerce, reported a bill for the relief of Samuel 
Beaston, master of. the schooner George Harris; 


ii which was read a first and second time. 


8i6 
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‘Mr, MOORHEAD. That bill ought to pass. 

Ii refunds a fine that ought not to have been im- 
osed, | ask’that’a letter of the Secretary of the 
reasury be read, It will explain the case. 

The Clerk read, as follows: 


TREASURY DEPARTMENT, WASHINGTON, 
Hie ý Janwary 29, 1861. 

“Siri E have the honor to acknowledge the receipt of your 
communication under date, of the 17th instant, referring 
the. memorial of Captain Samuel Beaston—master of the 
schooner George Harris, praying tobe reimbursed for afine 
paid by him:to the United States—to this Department 5 and 
requesting any information that it may be able to furnish, 
with an opinion as to the propriety-of paying the claim ; and 
in-reply-J have to state that, after a careful examination of 
the papers submitted, the facts are found to be substantially 
the same as reported to. the Department by the judge of 
the district court of the. United States for the cast district 
of Louisiana, on which a warrant remitting the fine of $500 
was.issued, but subsequently revoked, on the Department 
ascertaining that the money bad been distributed, aud the 
United States’ proportion paid into the Treasury, thus plac- 
ing it beyoud the remitting power of the Department. 

{can perceive no objection to granting the relief asked 
for by Captain Beaston, as it would have been extended by 
the Deparunent had it not been piaced beyond the authority 
vested in it by the act of March 3, 1797. 

The papers inclosed are herewith returned. 

Lam, very respectfully, your obedient servant, 

; JOHN A.DIX, 

Secretary of the Treasury. 


Hon, J. K. MOORHEAD, 
Commiltee on Commerce, House of Representatives, 


Mr. SPINNER. I ask the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania whether half the fine was not paid 
to the officers of the vessel? 

Mr. MOORHEAD. I presume it was paid 
under the law, half to the Government and half 
to the informer. The mistake occurred in this 
way: the article was included in the invoice of 
a particular vessel. But it appears that it was 
never on board that vessel atall. As soon as the 
Treasury Department ascertained the facts, the 
order was issued that the fine be remitted; but 
before the order was received, the fine had been 
distributed under the law, one half to the Gov- 
ernmentand one halfto the informants, as 1 under- 
stand. The bill is to reimburse the fine which 
was exacted. I think there should be no objec- 
tion to the bill; and I ask that it may be passed. 

There being no objection, the bill was ordered 
to be engrossed and read a third time; and being 
engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, 
and passed. 

Mr. MOORHEAD moved to reconsider the 
vote by which the bill wag passed; and also moved 
to jay the motion to reconsider on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


PUGET SOUND AGRICULTURAL COMPANY. 


Mr. DAVIS, of Indiana. Inow report, from the 
Committee on Public Lands, the bill which I this 
morning asked the unanimous consent of the 
House to report, T will say, that the gentleman 
from Missouri, who objected this morning, has 
since examined the bill, and is satisfied that it 
ought to be passed. 

Mr. PHELPS. I will say that there was so 
much noise this morning when the bill was read 
that 1 could not understand what its provisions 
were, I have since examined the bill, and am 
satisfied that it is a proper one. I therefore with- 
draw my objection. 

Mr. SPAULDING. I object to the consider- 
ation of that bill. 

The SPEAKER, The bill comes now regu- 
larly before the House, on the call of the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands for reports. 1f it does 
not contain an appropriation an objection will not 
prevent its consideration. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Indiana. 
an appropriation. 

The bill was read. It provides thatall persons 
claiming lands in Washington Territory in virtue 
of the claims of the Puget Sound Agricultural 
Company, under the provisions of the fourth arti- 
cle of the treaty between ‘the United States and 
Great Britain, of the 15th June, 1846, shall be au- 
thorized, within a year from the passage of this 
act, to make application fora confirmation of their 
titles, and, under certain restrictions provided for, 
to have their tides confirmed, 

Mr. SPAULDING. 
in order? 

The SPEAKER. It is in order, coming reg- 
ularly from the Committee on Public Lands, 

Mr. DAVIS, of Indiana. I desire to make a 
single word of explanation. I hold in my hand 
the report of the Secretary of the Interior recom- 


It does not contain 


Is the report of this bill | 


mee 


February 8. 


mending the passage of this bill, which was drawn 
under his direction. Ihave also before me the 
letter of the Commissioner of the General Land 
Office recommending the passage. of the bill. 
There can be no objection to it; and I call for the 
previous question on its passage. 

The previous question was seconded, and the 
main question ordered to be put. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read 
a third time; and being engrossed, it was accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Indiana, moved to reconsider 
the vote by which the bill was passed; and also 
moved to lay the motion to reconsider on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


INDIANA SEMINARY LANDS. 


Mr. DAVIS, of Indiana. Iam instructed also, 
by the Committee on Public Lands, to report back 
House bill No. 282, to authorize the State of In- 
diana to appropriate the lands granted to that 
State by Congress for the use of a seminary of 
learning, and for the endowment of the Indiana 
University, and the proceeds thereof to any other 
educational purposein the discretion of said State, 
with the recommendation that it do not pass. 

The bill was laid on the table. 

Mr. HOLMAN. J desire to enter a motion to 
reconsider that vote, for the purpose of consid- 
ering it at some future time. 


The SPEAKER. The motion will be entered. 
IOCKADAY & LIGGET. 


Mr. ALLEY. 1 am instructed by the Com- 
mittee on the Post Office and Post Roads to call 
up the Senate bill for the relief of Hockaday & 
Ligget The Senate has reduced the amount ap- 
propriated to $40,000; and I think, in that shape, 
there will be no objection to its passage. 

Mr. STANTON. Unless thatmotion is strictly 
in order, | think we had better go on with the 
call of committees for reports. 

The SPEAKER. The motion is notin order, 
if the gentleman insists upon his objection. 

Mr. STANTON. Ido. 


WASIIINGTON AND GEORGETOWN RAILROAD. 


Mr KILGORE, I reported from the Commit- 
tee for the District of Columbia the other day, 
certain amendments to the bill of the House in- 
corporating the Washington and Georgetown 
Railroad Company; which I ask may be taken 
up and acted on. 

Mr. CRAIG, of Missouri. That bill, I believe, 
is on the Speaker’s table. 

Mr. CARTER. Does that come under the 
head of * private bills?” 

The SPEAKER, The motion is notin order, 
if objection be made. 

Mr. CRAIG, of Missouri. I object. 


ARIZONA PROCEEDINGS. 


Mr. KELLOGG, of Hlinois, from the Commit- 
tec on the Judiciary, made an adverse report upon 
the joint resolution (H. R. No. 46) to legalize the 
judicial proceedings of the provisional courts of 
the proposed Territory of Arizona; which was 
laid on the table, and ordered to be printed. 


CHAPLAINS. 


Mr. KELLOGG, of Ilinois, from the same 
committee, made an adverse report upon the res- 
olutions of the synon of Baltimore in reference to 
the present mode of appointing chaplains in the 
Army and Navy; which was laid on the table. 


ILLINOIS TWO PER CENT. FUND. 


Mr. KELLOGG, of Illinois, from the same 
committee, reported back a bill (H. R. No. 103) 
authorizing the payment of the two per cent. fund 
to which the State of Illinois is entitled, for road 
purposes in said State, with an amendment in the 
nature of a substitute. 

The amendment was read. It provides that the 


two per cent. fund arising out of the sales of the | 


publiclands, undercertain acts of Congress for the 
admission of Indiana and lHinois into the Union 
as States, since the 25th May, 1839, in said States, 
to be expended for road purposes, be surrendered 
to the said States respectively; and directing the 
accounting officers of the Treasury to pay over to 
said States, or to the agents thereof, such amounts 
as may be found due. 
The amendment was agreed to, 


The bill, as amended, was ordered to be en- 
grossed,and reada third time;and being engrossed, 
it was accordingly read the third time, and 

assed. 

Mr. KELLOGG, of Illinois, moved to recon- 
sider the vote by which the bill was passed; and 
also moved to lay the motion to reconsider on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


HELEN BURTON. 


Mr. ROBINSON, of Rhode Island, from the 
same committee, made an adverse report on the 
petition of Helen Burton, widow of Sidney C. 
Burton; which was laid on the table. 


GEORGE PENN JOHNSON. 


Mr. ROBINSON, of Rhode Island, from the 
same committee, reported adversely upon the 
petition of George Penn Johnson, which waslaid 
on the table. 

WILLIAM H. KEIM. 


Mr. JOHN H. REYNOLDS, from the same 
committee, reported the memorial of Hon. Wil- 
liam H. Keim, in reference to his pay as a mem- 
ber of the Thirty-Fifth Congress; which was laid 
on the table. 


COMPENSATION OF MEMBERS. 


Mr. JOHN H. REYNOLDS. In connection 
with that petition, I ask the unanimous consent 
of the House to report, and put upon its passage, 
a bill amendatory of ** An act to regulate the com- 
pensation of members of Congress,” approved 
August 16, 1856, so far as it relates to members 
who may resign during their time of service. 

Mr. BURNETT. Is that a private bill? 

The SPEAKER. If objected to, it cannot be 
received. 


ACCOUNTS OF CERTAIN CLERKS. 


Mr. ROBINSON, of Rhode Island, from the 
Committee on the Judiciary, made an adverse 
reporton House bill No. 186, authorizing the set- 
tlement of the accounts of clerks of the United 
States courts in Oregon and Washington Terri- 
tories; which was laid on the table and ordered to 
be printed. 

NON-RESIDENT LANDHOLDERS. 


Mr. PORTER, from the Committee on the 
Judiciary, asked Icave to report a bill (H. R. No. 
472) to withdraw the protection of Congress from 
non-resident landholders in any of the States, 

Mr, BRANCH. Is that a private bill? 

The SPEAKER. lis not, and therefore can- 
not be received. 


CONFIRMATION OF LAND CLAIM. 


Mr. WASHBURN, of Wisconsin, from the 
Committee on Private Land Claims, reported a 
bill toconfirm a certain private land claim in the 
Territory of New Mexico; and asked to put the 
same on its passage. 

The bill, which was read, directs that the pri- 
vate land claim in the Territory of New Mexico, 
as recommended for confirmation by the surveyor 
general of that Territory, in his repòrt to the 
Commissioner of the General Land Office, of No- 
vember 24, 1860, designated as No. 43, shall be 
confirmed, provided the confirmation shall only 
be construed as a quit-claim, or relinquishment on 
| the part of the United States, and shall not affect 
the adverse rights of any other person or persons. 

There being no objection, the bill was read a 
i first and second time, ordered to be engrossed, 
and read a third time; and being engrossed, it 
was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. WASHBURN, of Wisconsin, moved to 
reconsider the vote by which the bill was passed; 
and also moved to lay the motion to reconsider 
on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


BENJAMIN E. EDWARDS. 


Mr. WASHBURN, of Wisconsin, from the 
Committee on Private Land Claims, asked unan- 
imous consent to report back a bill (S. No. 240) 
to confirm the title of Benjamin E. Edwards toa 
certain tract of land in the Territory of New Mex- 
| ico; and that the same might be put upon its 
| passage. 
| Mr, PHELPS. Ido notsee the Delegate from 
| the Territory of New Mexico present. I know 
that objection has been made heretofore to the 
passage of that bill. ` 


HED BY. JOHN C.. RIVES, WASHINGTON, D.C: 
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Mr. WASHBURN, of Wisconsin. I think 
there is no objection to it. : 

Mr. PHELPS. I must raise an objection at 
the present time. Let the bill:go to a Committee 
of the Whole House. i 

Mr, WASHBURN, of Wisconsin. I would 
not like to do that. - If there is any objection to 
the bill, I will withdraw it. 

Mr. PHELPS. I feel compelled to object for 
the present. 

Mr. WASHBURN, of Wisconsin. 
draw the bul. ` 

Ata subsequent stage of the proceedings, Mr. 
Wasusurx, of Wisconsin, reported the bill; 
when it was referred to a Committee of the Whole 
Louse. 

NATHANIEL M’LEAN AND OTHERS. 

Mr. ALDRICH, fromthe Committee on Indian 
Affairs, reported a bill for the relief of Nathaniel 
McLean, Roger B. Murphy, and Charles E 
Flandrean; which was read a first and second 
time, referred toa Committee ofthe Whole House, 
and ordered to be printed. 


SETTLERS UPON PUBLIC LANDS. 


Mr. ALDRICH, by unanimous consent, intro- 
duced a bill for the relief of certain settlers upon 
the public lands; which was read a first and scc- 
ond time, and referred to the Committee on Pub- 
lic Lands. : 

MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT. 

A message, in writing, was received from the 
President of the United States, by A. J. Gross- 
BRENNER, his Private Secretary; which was laid 
on the tabla. 

The SPEAKER, by unanimous consent, laid 
before the House the message; which was read, 
and ordered to be printed in the Globe, as follows: 


To the Senate and House of Representatives: 

Į deemed it a duty to transmit to Congress, with my 
message of the 8th January, the correspondence which oc- 
curred in December last, between the ‘commissioners ” 
of South Carolina and myself. 

Since that period, on the 14th January, Colonel Isaac W. 
Hayne, the attorney general of South Carolina, called and 
informed me that he was the bearer of a fetter from Gov- 
ernor Pickens to myself, which he would deliver the next 
day. He was, however, iuduced, by the interposition of 
Hon. Jerrerson Davis, and nine other Senators from the 
seceded and seceding States, not to deliver it on the day 
appointed, nor was it communicated to me until the 31st 
Jauuary, with his letter of that date. ‘Their letter to him, 
urging this delay, bears date January 15, and was the com- 
mencement of a correspondence, the whole of which, in 
my possession, E now submit to Congress. A reference to 
each fetter of the series, in proper order, accompanies this 
message. 


I with- 


JAMES BUCHANAN. 

WASHINGTON, February 8, 1861. 

Wasnixc'ron Orry, January 15, 1861. 

Sm: Weare apprised that you visit Washington as an 
envoy from the State of South Carolina, bearing a commu- 
nication from the Governor of your State to the President 
of the United States, in relation to Fort Sumter. Without 
knowing its contents, we venture to request you to defer 
its delivery to the President for a few days, or antil you 
and he have considered the suggestions which we beg leave 
to submit. 

We know that the possession of Fort Sumter. by troops 
of the United States, coupled with the circumstances under 
which it was taken, is the chief, if not only, source of ditt- 
culty between the government of South Carolina and that 
of the United States. We would add, that we, too, think 
it a just cause of irritation aud of apprehension on the part 
of your State. But we have also assurances, notwith- 
standing the circumstances under which ! r Anderson 
teft Fort Mouttrie and entered Fort Sumter with the forces 
under his command, that it was not taken,and is not held, 


with any hostile or unfriendly purpose towards your State, | 


but merely as property of the United States, which the 
President. deems it his duty to protect and preserve. 
We will not discuss the question of rightor duty on the 


part of either Government touching that property, or the i 
late acts of either in relation thereto; but we think that, | 


without any compromise of right or breach ofduty on either 
side, anamicable adjustment of the matter of differences 
may andshould be adopted. We desire to see such an ad- 
jusbnent, and to prevent war or the shedding of blood. We 
represent States which have already seceded from the Uni- 


ted States, or will have done so betore the lst of February | 


next, and which will meet your State in convention on or 
before the 15th of that month. Our people feel that they 
have a common destiny with your people, and expect to 
form with them in that convention a new confederation and 
provisional government. We mast and will share your 
fortunes, sufiering with you the evils of war, if it cannot be 
avoided, and enjoying with you the blessings of peace, 
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if it can be preserved. We ‘therefore think it especially 


due from South Carolina to our States—to say nothing of 
other slaveholding States—that she should, asfaras she can 
consistently with her honor, avoid initiating hostilities be- 
tween her and the United States, or any other Power. We 
have the public declaration of the President that he has not 
the constitutional power or the will to make waron South 
Carolina, and that the public peace shall not be disturbed 
by any act of hostility towards your State. 

We therefore see no reason why there may not be a set- 
tlement of existing difficulties if time be given: for caim 
and deliberate counsel with those States which are equaily 
involved with South Caroiina. We therefore trust-that an 
arrangement will be agreed on between you and the Pres- 
ident, at least till the 15th Febrifary next, by which time 
your and our States may, in convention, devise a wise, 
just, and peaceable solution of existing difficulties. 

fn the mean time, we think your State should suffer 
Major Anderson to obtain necessary supplies of food, fuel, 
or water, aud enjoy free communication, by post or spe-' 
cial messenger, with the President, upon the nnderstand- 
ing that the President will not send him reinforcements 
during the same period. We propose to submit this prop- 
osition, and your answer, to the President. 

If not clothed with power to make such arrangement, 


then ve trust that you will submit our suggestions to the 
Governor of your State, for hisinstructions. Until you have 


received and communicated his response to the President, 
of course your State will not attack Fort Sumter, and the 
President will not offer to reiniorce it. 

We most respectfully submit these propositions, in the 
earnest hope that you, or the proper authorities of your 
State, may accede to them. 

We have the honor to be, with profound esteem, your 


obedient servants, 
LOUIS T. WIGFALL, 
JOHN UEMPUILL, 
D. L. YULBE, 
S. R. MALLORY, 
JEFFERSON DAVIS, 
C. C. CLAY, jt, 
BENJAMIN FITZPATRICK, 
A. IVERSON, 
JOHN SLIDELL 
J. P. BENJAMIN. 
Hon. Isaac W. Hayne. 


WASHINGTON, January 17, 1861, 

GENTLEMEN: I have received your communication dated 
the 15th instant. You say you represent States which have 
already seceded from the United States, or will have donè 
so before the Ist of February next, and which will meet 
South Carolina in convention on or before the 15th of that 
month: that your people feel they have a common destiny 
with our people, and expect to form with them in that con- 
vention a new confederacy and provisional government; 
that you must and will share our fortunes, suffering with 
us the evils of war, il it cannot be avoided, and enjoying 
with us the blessings of peace, if it cau be preserved. 

I fecl, gentlemen, the foree of this appeal, and, so far as 
my authority extends, most cheerfully comply with your 
request. 1 am not clothed with power to make the arrange- 
ment you suggest; but provided you can get assurances 
with which you are entirely satisfied that no reinforcements 
will be sent to Fort Sumter in the interval, and that public 
peace will not be disturbed by any act of hostility towards 
South Carolina, f will refer your communication to the au- 
thoritics of South Carolina; and, withholding the commu- 
nication with which I am at present ebarged, will await 
further instructions. 

Major Anderson and his command, let me assure you, do 
now obtain all necessary supplies, including fresh meat and 
vegetables, and I believe fuel and water, from the city of 
Charleston, and do now enjoy communication, by post and 
special messenger, with the President, and will continue to 
do so certainly Ithe door to negotiation has been closed. 

If your proposition is acceded to, you may assure the 
President that no attack will be made on Fort Sumter until 
a response from the Governor of South Carolina has been 
received and communicated to him. 

Tam, with high consideration, and profound esteem, your 
obedient servant, ISAAC W. HAYNE. 
To Hon. Lovis t. WIGFALL, JOUN HEMPHILL, D. L. Yu- 

LEE, S. R. MALLORY, JEFFERSON Davis, C. C. CLAY, jr., 

BENJAMIN FITZPATRICK, A. IVERSON, JOHN BLIDELL, 

and J. P. BENJAMIN. 


SENATE CHAMBER, January 19, 1861. 
Sır: We have been requested to present to you a copy 
of a correspondence between certain Senators of the Uni- 
ted States and Colonel Isaac W. Hayne, now in this city on 
behalf of the government of South Carolina, and to ask that 
you Will take into consideration the subject of said corre- 
spondence. 
Very respectfully, your obedient servants, 
JOHN SLIDELL, 
BENJAMIN FITZPATRICK, 
. S. R. MALLORY. 
To his Exceliency, James BUCHANAN, 
President of the United States. 
War DEPARTMENT, January 22, 1861. 
Genriemen: The President has received your commu- 
nication of the 19th instant, with the copy of a correspond- 
enec between yoursely: & rapresenting States 
which have alrendy seceded from the United States, or will 
have done so before the Ist of February next,” and Colonel 
Isaac W. Hayne, of South Carolina, in behalf of the gov- 


ubjeet 
: respect 
and has- directed me to communicate tolygu 


bis.apswer. x pe ee aid 
An your Jetter to. Colonel Hayne of the 1th: instant, y 
propose- to him to defer-the delivery -ofa message from: Hie 


Governor of South Carolina to the President, w high 
he has been intrusted, fora few days, or until the President 
and Colonel Hayne shall have. considered the suggestions 
which you.submit. "It is unnecessary to refer. specially to 
these: suggestions, because. the letter addressed, to.you-by 
Colonel. Hayne, of the 717th. instant, presents a clear and 
specific answer. tothem. In thig he says : * Tam norelothed 
with power to make the arrangenient you suggest: but pró- 
vided you can get assurances with:which:you are; entirely 
satisfied that no. reinforcements will be sent to, Fort Sume 
ter in the interval, and that public peace: will ‘not bedis- 
turbed by any act. of hostility towards South Carolina, L wil 
refer your communication to the authorities of South Gars 
olina; and, withholding the communication. with which-E 
am at present charged, will await further instructions.”’ 

From the beginning of the present unhappy troubles, the 
President has endeavored to perform his, executive duties 
in such a manner as to preserve the peace of the country, 
and te prevent bloodshed.. This is still his fixed purpose. 
You therefore do him no more than justice in stating that 
you have assurances, (from his public, messages, 1 pre- 
sume,) “ notwithstanding the circumstances under which 
Major Anderson left Fort Moultrie and entered Port Sum- 
ter with the forces under his command, that it. was not 
taken, and is not beld, with any hostile or unfriendly, pur- 
pose towards your State, but merely as property-of the Uni- 
ted States, which the President deems it iiis duty to protect’ 
and preserve.” You have- correctly stated what the Presi- 
dent deems to be hisduty. His sole object now is, and hag 
been, to act strictly on the defensive, and to authorize no 
movement against the people of South Carplina, unless 
clearly justified by a hostile movement on their part, He 
could not well have givena better proof of his desire to pres 
vent the effusion of blood than by forbearing to resort tothe 
use of force, undcr the strong provocation of an attack (hap- 
pily without a fatal result) on an unarmed vessel bearing 
the flag of the United. States. : bois 

L am happy. to observe that, in your. letter :to Colonel 
Hayne, you express the opinion that it is “ especially, due 
from South Carolina to our States, to say nothing of other 
slaveholding States, that she should, as far as she can co- 
sistently with her honor, avoid initiating hostilities between 
her and the United States, or auy other Power.” ‘lo in- 
itiate such hostilities against Fort Sumter would, beyond 
question, be an act of war against the United States, 

In regard to the proposition of Colonel Hayne, “ that no 
reinforcements will be sent to Fort Sumter in the interval, 
and that public peace will not be disturbed by any act of 
hostility towards South Carolina,’”? it is impossible for me 
to give you any such assurances. The President has no 
authority to enter into such an agreement or understand- 
ing. As an executive officer, he is simply bound to protect 
the public property, so far as this may be practicable; and 
it would be a manifest violation of his duty to place him- 
self under engagements that he would not perform his duty. 
either for an indefinite or a limited period. At the present 
moment, it is not deemed necessary to reinforce Major An- 
derson, because he makes no such request, and feels quite 
secure in his position. Should his safety, however, require 
reinforcements, every effort will be made. to supply them. 

In regard to an assurance from the President $ that. pub- 
lic peace will not be disturbed by any act of hostility to- 
wards South Carolina,” the answer will readily.occur to 
yourselves. . To Congress, and to. Congress alone, belongs: 
ihe power to make war; and it would be an act of usurpa~ 
tion for the Executive to give any assurance that Congress 
would not exercise this power, however strongly he may 
be convinced that-no such intention exists. 

Iam glad to be assured, from the letter of Colonel Hayne, 
that “ Major Anderson and his command do now obtain all 
necessary supplies, including fresh meat and vegetables, 
and, 1 believe, fuel and water, from the city of Charleston; 
and do now enjoy communication, by post and special mes- 
senger, with the Président, aud will continue to do so cer- 
tainly until the door to negotiation has been closed.’ F 
trust that these facilities may still be afforded to Major An- 
derson. This is as it should be. Major Anderson is not 
menacing Charleston; aud I am convinced that. the hap- 
piest result which can be attained is, that both he and the 
authorities of South Carolina shall remain on their present 
amicable footing, neither party being bound by any obliga- 
tions whatever, except the high Christian and moral duty 
to keep the peace, and to avoid all causeg of mutual irri- 
tation. 

Very respectfully, your obedient servant 


; . HOLT, 
Secretary of War ad interim. 

To Bon. Joun SLIDELL, BENJAMIN FITZPATRICK, and. S. 
R. MALLORY. $ 
WASHINGTON, January 24, 1861. °- 
GENTLEMEN: I have rceeived your letter of the 23d: in~ 
stant, inclosing a communication dated the 23d instant, ad+ 
dressed to Messrs. FITZPATRICK, MALLORY, and SLIDELL, 
from the Secretary of Wer ad interim. This communica- 
tion from the Secretary is far from being satisfactory to mes 
But inasmuch as you state that “ we [you] have no hesita- 
tion in expressing an entire confideneé that no reinforce- 
ment will be sent to Fort Sumter, nor will the public peace 
be disturbed Within the poriod-requigite for fu communi- 


| cation between yourself; myself] and your [my] govern- 


ment,” in compliance with our previous un erstanding, I 


February &, 
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withhold the çcommünieation with which ft am at present 
charged; and refer the whole matter to the authorities of 
South Carolina, and will await their reply. 

Mr. Gourdin, of South Carolina, now in this city, will 
leave here by the evening’s train, and will lay before the 
Governor of South Carolina and his Council, the whole 
correspondence between yourselves and myself, and be- 
tween you and the Government of the United States, with 
a communication from me asking for further instructions. 

feannot, in closing, but express my deep regret that the 
President should deem it necessary to Keep a garrison of 
troops at Fort Sumter for the protection of the “property” 
of. the United States. South Carolina scorns the idea of 
appropriating to herself the property of another, whether 
of a Governinent or an individual, without accounting to 
the list dollar for everything which, for the protection of 
her citizens, of in vindication of her own honor and dignity, 
shé may deem it wecessary to take into her own posses- 
sion, -As property, Fort Sumter is in far greater jeopardy 
neciipled by a garrison “of United States troops, than it | 
would be if delivered over'to the State authorities, with the 
yledgd that ‘in regard to that and all other property within 
her jurisdiction claimed by the Uniteg States, South Caro- 
lina would filly account on a fair adjustment. 

‘Upon the other point, of the preservation of the peace 
and the avoidance of bloodshed, is it supposed that the oc- 
cupation of a fort by armed men in the midst of a harbor, 
with guns bearing on every part of it, under the orders of a 
Government no longer acknowledged, can be other than the 
occasion of constant irritation, excitement, and indi gnation. 
It creates a condition of things which, 1 fear, is but little 
calculated to advance the observance of the & high Chris- 
tian and moral duty to keep the peace, and to avoid all 
causes of mutual irritation” recommended by the Secre- 
tary of War in his communication. 

Tn my judgment, to continue to hold Fort Sumter by 
United States troops is the worst possible means of secur- 
ing its protection and preservation as property, as it cer- 
tainly is the worst possible means of effecting a peaceful 
solution of existing difficulties short of war itself. 

‘Dbeg leave, in conclusion, to say, that it is in deference 
to the unanimous opinion expressed by the Senators pres- 
entin Washington, ‘representing States which have al- 
ready seceded from the United States, or will have done so 
before the Ist February next,” that [comply with your sug- 
gestions. And I feel assured that suggestions from sucha 
quarter will be considered with profound respect by the 
authorities of South Carolina, and will have great weight 
in determining their action. 

With high consideration, E have the honor to be, very 
respectfully, your obedient servant, 

ISAAC W. HAYNE. 
To Hon. Lours T. Wierann, D. S. Yure, J. P. BEN- 
JAMIN, A. Iverson, Jons Hernia, Joun ŠMDELL, 
and ©. C. Cray, jr. 


Senate CHAMBER, January 28, 1861. 
Sim: 1 have been requested by the gentlemen to whom, 
with myself, the accompanying letter from Colonel {saac 
W. Hayne was addressed, to communicate the same to 
you. 
Very respectfully, your obedient servant, 


JOHN SLIDELL. 
His Mxecilency James BUCHANAN, 
; President of the United States. 


Wasuineton, January 31, 1861. 

Sir: Chad the honor to hold ashort interview with you 
ou the Lith instant, informat and unofticial. Having pre- 
viously been informed that you desired that whatever was 
official should be, on both sides, conducted by written com- 
munications, I did not at that time present my credentials, 
bat verbally informed you that J bore a letter trom the Gov- 
ernor of South Carolina, in regard to the oceupation of Fort 
Sumter, whieh I would deliver the next day under cover 
of a written communication from wyselh ‘The next day, | 
before such communication could be made, twas waited į 
upon by a Seuator from Alabama, whostated that he came | 
on the part of all the Senators then in Washington from 
the States whieh bad already seceded from the United | 
States, or would certainly havt done so before the firstday i 
of February next. The Senator trom Alabama urged that || 
i 


he and they were interested in the subject of my 
in almost an equal degree with the authorities of Sonth 
Carolina. He said that hostilitics commenced be 
South Carolina and your Goverument would ne ly 
involve the States represented by themselves in civilstrife, 
and fearing that the action of South Carolina might com- 
plidate the relations of your Government tothe seceded and 
seceding States, aud thereby interfere with a peacerul solu- 
tion of existing difficulties, these Senators requested that } 
would withhold my message to yourself until a consulta- 
tion among themselves could be lad. To this f agreed; and 
the result of the consultation was, the letter of the Sena- | 
tors addressed to me, dated the sth January, a copy of 
whieh is in your possession. To this letter I replied ou 
the {7th, and a copy of that reply is likewise in your pos- 
session. This correspondence, as I am informed, was 
made the subjeet of a communication from Senators Firz- || 
PATRICK, MALLORY, and SLIDELL, addressed to you, and 
your attention called to the contents. These gentlemen 
received, on the — day of January, a reply to their appli- 
cation, conveyed ina letter addressed to them dated n 
signed by Hon. J. Holt, Secretary of War ad interim. Of 
this letter you, of course, bave a copy. This letter from ; 
Mr. Holt was communicated to me under cover of a letter 
from all the Senators of the seceded and seceding States | 
who still remained in Washington; and of this letter, too, 
fam informed you have been fumished with a copy. 
This reply of yours, through the Secretary of War ad 
interim, to the application made by the Senators, was en- | 
tirely unsatisfactory to me. It appeared to me to be not 
only a rejection in advance of the main proposition made 
by these Senators, to wit, that “an arrangement should be 
agreed on’? between the authorities of Sough Carolina and 
your Government, ‘at least until the 15th of February 


tween 


next” by which time South Carolina and the States rep- 
resented hy the Senators, “ might, in convention, devise a 


wise, just, and peaceable solution of existing difficulties 5°? 
“In the mean time,” they say, 
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South Carolina; andas South Carolina had addressed noth- 
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authorized to give.” “Af Fort Sumter is not 
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miliary post; and such a post within the limits of South 
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is upon the presumption 
you continue to hold Port 
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{ do not come, as 
of a fortress, 
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doubted righ 


to make good all injury tot 


}—to claim 


T not be tolerated? You will perceive that it 
that it is solely as property that 
Sunter that Lhave been selected 
mance of the 
a military man, to demand the surrender 
but as the legal officer of the State—its attor- 

im for the State the exercise of its un- 
tof cminent domain, and to pledge the State 
he rights of property Which arise 


from the exereise of the claim. 


South Car 
sumes the ri 
within herl 
safety, irresy 


to the nora! duty 


made to the 


drawn into discussion. 


erty, whethe 
may deem it 
her poss! 


authority of 


ession, Ler past history 
it will be made, upon a fair accounting, 
The proposition now is, that herl 


olina, as a separate, independent sovereign, as- 


ght 10 take into her own possession everything j 


imits essential to maintain ber honor or ber 
rective of the question of property, s 
requiring that compensation should be 
This right she cannot permit to be 
As to compensation for any prop- 
sr of an individual or a Government, which she 
necessary, for her honor ar safety, to take into 
gives ample guarantec that 
to the last dollar. 

aw otieer should, under 
the Governorand his council, distinctly pledge 


owner. 


the faith of South Carolina to make such compensation in 


regard to Fo 


rt Sumter, and its appurtenances and contents, 


to the full extent of the money, value oF the property of the 


United States, delivered over to the autorit 
Carolina by your command, T will not suppose 


like this can 


situated whe 


that a pledge 
Is notthe 


be considered insufficient security. 


i money value of the property of the United States in this fort, 


sre iteanuot be made available to the United 


States for any one purpose for which it was originally con- 


structed, wo 


armed garris 


Why, then, as prope 


rth more to the United States than tie property 
5 insist on holding it by an 


been the ground upon which 


on? Yet such has 


you have invariably placed your occupancy of this fort by 


troops, beginning 
ofthe 4th December; 
| Oth January 


prospectively with your annual message 
again in your special message of the 
; and still more emphatically in your message 


of the 28th January. The same position is set forth in your 
reply to the Senators, through the Secretary of War ad in- 


terim. [tis 
held merely 
deem it your 
mitted, that 


| ally jeopards the property 


there virtually coneeded that Fort Sumter “ is 
as property of the United States, which you 
duty to protect and preserve.” Again: itis sub- 
the continuance otan armed possession actu- 
you desire to protect. It isimpos- 


sible but that such a possession, if continued long enough, 


must lead to collision. 


No people not completely abject 


and pusillanimous could submit indefinitely to the armed 


oceupation of a fortress in the midst of the harbor of its } 
principal city, and commanding the 


every ship u 
ply upon its 


ingress and egress of 
hat enters the port; the daily ferry-boats that 


waters, moving but at the sufferance of aliens. 


An attack upon this fortavould scarcely improve itas prop- 
erty, Whatever the result; and if captured, it would no 
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merely as p 


į pancy is not 


worst possibi 
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only unnecessary, but that it is manifestly the 
je means Which can be resorted to for such an 


to the Senators, through Mr. Holt, declares it 


no movement against South Carolina, unless 


t justified by a hostile movement on their part ;” yetin reply 


Yau will | 


duty upon which Ihave entered. i 


ubject only | 


ics of South ij 


of t To protect Fort Sumter | 
roperty, it is submitted that an armed occu- | 


y onthe defensive, and | 


f = 
to the proposition of the Senators, that no reinforcements 


should be sent to Fort Sumter, provided South Carolina 
agrees that, during the same period, no attack should be 
made, you say, “It is impossible for me [your Sceretaty] to 
give you {the Senators] any such assurance 3? that it would 
be a manifest violation of his [your] duty to place himself 
{yourself ] under engagements that he [you] would not per- 
form the duty, either for an indefinite or a limited period. 
In your message of the 28th instant, in expressing yourself 
in regard to a similar proposition, you say: “ However 
stroug may be my desire to enter into such an agreement, 
Į am convinced that T do not possess the power. Congress, 
and Congress alone, under the war-making power, can ex- 
ercise the discretion of agreeing to abstain ‘frem any and 
alt acts calculated to produce a collision of arms’ between 
this and any other Government. It would, therefore, be a 
usurpation for the Executive to attempt to restrain their 
hands by an agreement in regard to matters over which he 
has no constitutional control. If he were thus to.act, they 
might pass Jaws which he should be bound to obey, though 
in conflict with his agreement.” The proposition, it is 
suggested, was addressed to you, under the laws as they 
now are, and was not intended to refer to. a new condition 
of things arising under new legislation. Jt was addressed 
to the Executive discretion, acting under existing laws. If 
Congress should, under the war-making power, or in any 
other way, legislate in a manner to affect the peace of South 
Carolina, ber interests, or her rights, it would not be-ac- 
complished in secret. South Carolina would have timely 
notice, and she would, J trust, endeavor to meet the emer- 
gency. 

tt is added, in the letter of Mr. Ifolt, © that at the present 
moment it is not deemed necessary to reinforce Major An- 
dersou, because he makes no such request, and feels quite 
secure in his position. “ But should his safety require 
it, every effort will be made to supply reinforcements.” 
This would seem to ignore the other branch of the propo- 
sition made by the Senators, namely : that no attack was 
to be made on Fort Sumter during the period suggested, 
and that Major Anderson should enjoy the facilities of com- 
munication, &e., &e. I advert to this point, however, for 
the purpose of saying, that to send reinforcements to Fort 
Sumter could not serve as a means of protecting and pre- 
| serving property; for, as must be known to your Govern- 
ment, it would inevitably lead to immediate hostilities, in 
which property on all sides would necessarily suffer. South 
Carolina bas every disposition to preserve the public peace; 
and feels, I am sure, in full foree, those high ‘ Christian 
and moral duties? referred to by your Secretary, and it is 
submitted that, on her part, there is scarcely any consider- 
ation of mere property, apart from honor and safety, which 
could induee her to do aught to jeopard that peace, still 
Jess to inaugurate a protracted and bloody civil war. She 
rests her position on something higher than mere property. 
H is a consideration of her own dignity as a sovercign, and 
the safety of her people, which prompts her to demand that 
this property should not longer be used as a military post 
by a Government she no longer acknowledges. She feels 
this to be an imperative duty. Tt has, in fact, become an 
| absolute necessity of her condition. 

Repudiating, as you do, the idea of coercion, avowing 
peaceful intentions, and expressing a patriot’s horror for 
civil war and bloody strife, among those who once were 
i brethren, itis hoped, thaton further consideration, you will 
l} not, on a mere question of property, refuse the reasonable 
demand of South Carolina, which honor and necessity alike 
compel her to vindicate. Should you dissappoint this hope, 
the responsibility for the result surely does not rest with 
her. Itthe evils of way are to be encountered, especially 
the calamities of civil war, an elevated statesmanship would 
seem to require that it should be accepted as the unavoid- 
| able alternative of something still more disastrous, such as 
national dishonor, or measures materially affecting the 
| safety or permanent interests of a people; that it should 
| bea choice deliberately made, and entered upon as war, 
p and of set purpose. But that war should be the incident, 
|; or accident, attendant on a policy professedly peaceful, and 
| hot required to effect the object which is avowed, as the 
i) only end intended, ean only be excused where there has 
| been no warning given as to the consequences. 
i 


| Jam further instructed to say that South Carolina cannot, 

by her silence, appear to acquiesce in the imputation that 
she was guilty of an act of unprovoked aggression in firing 
on the Star of the West. Though an unarmed vessel, she 
was filled with armed men, cntering her territory against 
her will, with the purpose of reinforcing @ gar ison held, 
within lier limits, against her protest. She forbears to re- 
eriminate by discussing the question of the propriety of 
attempting such a reinforcement at all, as well as of the 
disguised and secret manner in which it w intended tobe 
effected. And on this occasion, she- will say nothing as to 
the manner in which Fort Sumter was taken into the pos- 
; session of its present occupants. The interposition of the 
| Senators who have addressed you, was a circumstance un- 
| expected by my government, and unsolicited, certainly, by 
| me. ‘The Governor, while he 
| generous motives by which they were prompted, and while 
| he fully approves the delay. which, in deference to them, 
| has taken place in the presentation of this demand, feels 
that it cannot longer be withbeld. 

I conclude with an extract from the instructions just re- 
ceived by me, from the government of South Carolina: 
“The letter of the President, through Mr. Holt, may be re- 
ceived as the reply to the question you were instructed to 
ask, as to his assertion of his right to send rein forcements 
to Fort Sumter. You were instructed to say to him, if he 
asserted that right, that the State of South Carolina re- 
garded such a right, when asserted, or with an attempt at 
its exercise, as a declaration of war. If the President in- 
tends it shail not he so understood, itis proper, to avoid any 
misconception hereafter, that he should be informed of the 
manner in which the Governor will feel bound to regard it. 
If the President, when you have stated the reasons whieh 
prompt the Governor in making the demand for the deliv- 
ery of Fort Sumter, shall refuse to deliver the Fort, upon 
the pledge you have been authorized to make, you will 
communicate that refusal, without delay, to the Governor, 
i Tf the President shall not be prepared to give you an im- 


appreciates the high and 
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mediate answer, you will communicate to him that his an- 
swer niay be, transmitted, within a reasonable time, to the 
Governor, at this place, [{Charleston, South Carolina.] The 
_ Goyernor does not consider itnecessary that you [{] should 
É iain longerin Washington than is necessary to execute 
nig, the-closing duty of your [my] mission, in the manner 
now indicated to you, {ine.] As soon as the Governor 
shall receive from you information that you have closed 
your mission, and the reply, whatever it may be, of the 


President, he will consider the. conduet which will be ne- | 


cessary.on his part.’ 


-Allow me to request that you would, as soon as possible, - 


inform me, whether, under these instructions, I need await 
your auswer in Washington. Aud ifnot, E woald be pleased 
to.convey from you to my Government, information as to 
the lime when an answer may be expected in Charieston. 

With consideration, I have the honor to be, very re- 
spectluily, ISAAC W. HAYNE, 
ye Special Envoy. 

STATE or SOUTH CAROLINA, ExeceTive OFFICE, 

Heap QUARTERS, CHARLESTON, January 12, 1861. 

Sir: Atthe time of the separation of the State of South 
Carotina from the United States, Port Sumter was, and 
still is, in the possession of troops of the United States, 
under the command of Major Anderson. 1 regard that pos- 
session as not consistent with the dignity or safety of the 
State of South Carolina, and have this day addressed to 
Major Anderson a communication, to obtain from bim the 
possession of that fort by the authorities of this State. ‘The 
reply of Major Anderson informs me that be has no author- 
ity to do what I required; but he desires a reference of the 
demand to. the President of the United States. Under the 
circumstances now existing, and which need no comment 
by me, 1 have determined to send to you Hon. 1. W, Hayne, 
the attorney general of the State of South Carolina, and 
have instructed him to demand the delivery of Fort Sun- 
ter, in the harbor of Charleston, to the constituted author- 
ities of the State of South Carolina. The demand bt have 
made cf Major Anderson, and which 1 now make of you, 
is suggested because of my earnest desire to avoid the blood- 
shed which a persistence in your attempt to retain pos- 
session of that fort will cause, and which will be uuavailing 
to secure to you that possession, but induce a calamity most 
deeply to be deplored. Lf consequences so unhappy shall 
ensue, f will sceure for this State, in the demand which I 
now. make, the satisfaction of having exhausted cvery 
attenapi to avoid it. 

In relation to the publie property of the United States 
within Fort Sumter, Hon. EL W. Jayne, who will hand you 
this communication, is authorized to give you the pledge 
of the State that the valuation of such property will be 
accounted for by this State upon the adjustment of its rela- 
tions with the United States, of which it was a part. 

F. W. PICKENS. 
To the PRESIDENT or THE Unrrep STAES. 


War Department, February 6, 1861. 

Sır: The President of the United States has received 
your letter of the 3ist ultimo, and has charged me with the 
duty of replying thereto, 

In the communication addressed to the President by Gov- 
ernor Pickens, under date of the 12th of January, aud which 
accompanies yours now before me, his Excellency says: 
é I have determined to send to you Hon. tL W. Mayne, the 
attorney general of the State of South Caroliva, and have 
instructed him to demand the surrender of Fort Sumter, in 
the harbor of Charleston, to the constituted authorities of 
the Stave of South Carolina. The demand I have made of 
Major Anderson, and which I now make of you, is sug- 
gested because of my earnest desire to avoid the bloodshed 
which a persistence in your attempt to retain the posses 
sion of that fort will cause, and which will be unavailing 
to secure to you that possession, but induce a calamity most 
deeply to be deplored.” 'The character of the demand thus 
authorized to be made appears-—under the influence, I pre- 
sume, of the correspondence with the Senators to which 
you refer—to have been modified by subsequent instruc- 
tions of his Excellency dated the 26th, and tived by your- 
self on the 80th of January, in which he says: “if it be so 
that Fort Sumter is held as property, then as property, the 
rights, whatever they may be, of the United States, can be 
ascertained; and for the satisfaction of these rights, the 
pledge of the State of South Carolina you are authorized 
togive” The full scope and precise purport of your in- 
structions as thùs modified, you have expressed jn the fol- 
lowing words: ‘1 do notcome asa military mau to demand 
the surrender of a fortress, but as the legal officer of the 
State—its attorney general—to claim for the State the exer- 
cise ofits undoubted right of eminent domain, and to pledge 
the State to make good all injury to the rights of property 
which arise trom the exereise of the claim.?? And lest this 
explicit language should not sufficiently define your posi- 
tion, you add: “The proposition now is, that her [South 
©arolina’s)] law officer should, under authority of the Gov- 
emor and his Council, distinctly pledge the faith of South 
Carolina to make such compensation, in regard to Port 
Sumter and its appurtenances and contents, to the full 
extent of the money value of the property of the United 
States delivered over to the authorities of South Carolina 
by your command.” You then adopt his Excellency’s train 
of thought upon the subject so far as to suggest that the 
possession of Fort Sumter by the United States, “ if con- 
tinued long enough, must lead to colision,” and that “an 
aitack upon it would scarcely improve it as property, what- 
ever the result, and if captured, it would no Jonger be the 
subject of account.” 

The proposal then, now presented to the President, is 
simply an offer on the part of South Carolina to buy Fort 
Sumttr and contents as property of the United States, sus- 
tained by adeclaration, in effeet, that if she is not permitted 
to make we purchase, she will seize the fort by foree of 
arms. Ag the initiation of a negotiation for the transier of 
property between friendly Governments, this proposal im- 
presses the President as having assumed a most unusual 
form. He las, hosvever, investigated the claim on whieh 
it professes to be based, apart from the deciaration that 
accompanics it. And-it maybe here remarked, that much 


; tion for the last 


stress has been laid upon the employment of the words 
€ property”? and “ public property,” by the President ia his 
several messages. These are the most comprehensive 
terms which can be used in such a connection, and surely, 
when reterring to a fort or any other publie establishment, 
they embraced the entire and undivided interest of the 
Governmenttherein. . The tite of the United States to Fort 
Sumter is complete and incontestable. Were its interest 
inthis property purely proprietary, in the ordinary accepta- 
tion of the term, it might probably be subjected to the exer- 
cise of the right of euinent domain; but it has also- politi- 
cal relations to it of a mueh higher and more imposing 
character than those of mere proprietorship. It has abso- 
lute jurisdiction over ihe tort and the soil on which it stands. 


This jurisdiction consists in the authority to “exercise 
exclusive legislation”? over the property referred to, and is 


therefore clearly incompatible with the claim of eminent 
domain now insisted upon by South Carolina. This author- 
ity was not derived from any questionable, revojutionary 
source, but from the peaceful cession of South Carolina 
herself, acting through her Legislature, under a provision 
of the Constitution of the United States. South Carolina 
can nọ more assert the right of eminent domain over Fort 
Sumter than Maryland can assert it over. the Distriet of 
Columbia. The political and proprietary rights of the 
Dated States in either ease, rest upon precisely the same 
ground. 

‘fhe President, however, is relieved from the necessity 
of further pursuing this inquiry, by the fact, that whatever 
may be the claim of South Carolina to this fort, he bas no 
constitutional power to cede orsurrender it. ‘Lhe property 
of the United States has been acquired by force of public 
law, and can only be disposed of under the same solemn 
sanctions. ‘fhe President as the head of the exécutive 
branch the Government only, can no more sell and trans- 
fer Fort Sumter to South Carolina, than he can sell and 
convey the Capitol of the United States to Maryland or to 
y other State, or individual, seeking to possess it. His 
cNeneysthe Governor, is too familiar with the Consti- 
tution of the United States, and with the limitations upon 
the powers of the Chief Magistrate of the Government it 
has established, not to appreciate at once, the soundness 
of this legal proposition. 

The question of reinforcing Fort Sumter is so fully dis- 
posed of in my letter to Senator Slidell and others, under 
date of the 22d of January—a copy of which accompanies 
this—that its discussion will not now be renewed. I then 
said: “ At the present moment it is not deemed necessary 


| to reinforce Major Anderson, because he makes no such 


request. Should his safety, however, require reinforce- 
ments, every effort will be made to supply them.” J can 
add nothing to the, icitness of this language, which 
stilt applies to the existing status. The right to send for- 
ward reinforeements when, in the judgment of the Presi- 
dent, the safety of the garrison requires them, rests on the 
same onquestionable foundation as the right to occupy the 
fortress itself. 

In the letter of Senator Davis and others to yourself, 
under date of the 15ih ultimo, they say: ‘We therefore 
think it especially due from South Carolina to our States 
—to say nothing of other slaveholding States—that she 
should, as far as she can consistently with her honor, 
avoid initiating hostilities between her and the United 
States or any other Powe and you now yourself give to 
the President the gratifying assurance that “ South Caro- 
lina has every disposition to preserve the public peace 5”? 
and, since he is himself sincerely animated by the same 
desire, it would seem that this common and patriotic ob- 
ject must be of certain attainment. It is dificult, how- 
ever, to reconcile with this assurance the declaration ou 
your part that *¢it is a consideration of her [South Caro- 
lina’s] own dignity as a sovercign, and the satety of her 
people, whieh promp 
sbould not longer be used as a military post by a Govern- 
ment she no lounger acknowledge aud the thougbt you 
so constautly present, that this occupation must lead to a 
collision of arms, and the prevalence of civil war, 
Sumter is in itself a military post, aud nothing else; and 
it would seem that not so much the fact, as the purpose or 
its use, should give to it a hostile or friendly character. 
This fortress is now held by the Government of the United 
States, for the same objects for which it has been held 
from the completion of its construction. ‘T’bese are na- 
tional and defensive ; and were a publie enemy now toat- 
tempt the capture of Charleston, or the destruction of the 
commerce of its harbor, the whole force of the batteries of 


this fortress would be at once exerted for their protection. | 


low the presence of a small garrison, actuated by such a 
spirit as this, can compromise the dignity or honor of South 
Carolina, or become a source of irritation to her people, 
the President is at a Joss to understand. The attitude of 
that garrison, as lias been often declared, is neither mena- 
cing nor defiant, nor unfriendly. itis acting under orders 
to stand strictly on the defensive, and the government and 
people of South Carolina must well kaë that they can 
never receive aught but shelter from its guns, unless, in the 
absence of all provocation, they should assault it, and seek 
its destruction. The intent with which this fortress is held 
by the President is truthfully stated by Senator Davis and 
others, in their fetter to yourself of the 15th January, in 
which they say: “It is not held with any hostile or un- 
friendly purpose towards your State, but merely as prop- 
erty of the United States, which the President deems it 
his duty to protect and preserve.” 

If the announcemont-so repeatedly made of the Presi- 
dent’s pacific purposes in continuing the occupation of Fort 
Sumter until the question shall have been settled by com- 
petent authority has failed to impress the government of 
South Carolina, the torbearing conduct of his administra- 

few month ould be received as conciu- 
sive evidence oft And if this forbearance, in 


view ot the ch have so severely tried it, 
be novi säs icdge of the peaceral poi- 
yey oft istration lov South Carolina, then it | 
muy t y afiirmed that neither language nor conduct 
ean p furnish one. 1f, with all the muitiplicd proofs 


of the Presideni’s anxiety for peace, and of the 
earnestness With Which he nas pursued it, tne authorities 


her to demand that this property i 


Fort | 


of that State shail assault Fort Sumter, and: peril the lives” 
of the handful of brave and Joyal men shutup “within: its: 
walls, and thus plunge our common country inio the bor: 
rors of. civil war, then upon: them and-those they represent 
must rest the responsibility. EPER DA eae Ae 
Very respectfully, your obedient servant, ~ ; 
X J. HOLT, Secretary of Wit. ` 
Hon: J. W. HAYNE, ETE ie ER E 
Aliorney General of State of South Carolina: - a 
P. S. The President bas not, as you have been informed, 
received a copy of the letter to yourself from the. Senators, 
communicating that of Mr. Holt of the 22d of January. 


“JOHN JOHNSTON,» eee 

Mr. ETHERIDGE. The Committee on: In- 
dian Affairs have directed. me‘to report báck: x 
bill, which has : been once recommitted to them, 
for the relief of John Johnston, of Ohio. I will 
simply say that Mr. Johnston is now in this citys 
and if the House is to pass this bill, it ought to 
be passed now. He bas been forty years in the 
service of the Government; and the character of 
his services are attested. by Calhoun, by Gass, 
and other old men of the day; and must confess 
I feel.an interest in this case, though I have never 
seen Mr. Johnston. I leave the matter to the 
House. I hope they will pass the bill. 

The bill, which was read, directs the Secretary 
of the Interior to cause to be paid to John John- 
ston, of Ohio, the sum of $10,839 50, as full com- 
pensation for extra services: rendered by him «in 
the capacity of agent for the Shawnee Indians; 
and for disbursing money among the Wyandotte 
Indians, which services were rendered between 
the years 1818 and 1829; and that that sum shall 
be in full satisfaction of all claims by him in con- 
sequence of any service performed by him in that 
capacit 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. ‘I suppose 
that bill goes to a Committee of the Whole on the 
Private Calendar. Ido not kngw anything about 
the bill. pa an : 

Mr. ETHERIDGE and others appealed to Mr. 
Wasuzurne to withdraw his objection.’ 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. This bill ap- 
propriates $10,000 and upwards, and we know 
nothing about what it is for; but I will withdraw 
my objection until I hear the report read. 

The report was then read. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. 
here to my objection. 

Mr. PENDLETON. I hope the bill will be 
recommitted tò the Committeé on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. BLAKE. Tobject tothat. I move that 
it be referred to a Committee of the Whole House. 

The question being first put upon the motion to 
recommit, it.was carried. 

So the bill was recommitted to the Committee 
on Indian Affairs. uy 


INDIAN TITLES IN OREGON, ETC. 


On motion of Mr. ETHERIDGE, the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs was discharged from the 
further consideration of the memorial of certain 
citizens of Oregon and Washington, asking for 
relief for certain Indian tribes; and the same was 
laid on the table. i 


INDIAN AGENTS, ETC. 


On motion of Mr. ETHERIDGE, the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs was discharged from the 
further consideration of a resolution of Miegtouse 
of Representatives, directing the Committee on 
Indian Affairs to inquire and report whether any 
offices of superintendents of Indian-affairs, In- 
dian agents, or interpreters, now authorized by 
law, can be dispensed with. 


PROPERTY DESTROYED BY INDIANS. 


On motion of Mr. ETHERIDGE, the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs was discharged from the 
further consideration of the memorial of Lloyd 
Brook and others, asking pay for property de- 
stroyed by hostile Indians. 


TAXES IN KANSAS. 


On motion of Mr. ETHERIDGE, the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs was discharged from the 
further consideration of the memorial of citizens 
of Wyandotte county, Kansas, in -reference to 
taxing lands for generaj purposes. 


CHEROKEE TRACT, KANSAS. 


On motion of Mr. ETHERIDGE, the Com- 
mittee on indian Affairs was discharged from the 


1 must ad- 


| further consideration of a resolution instructing 


them to inquire into the expediency of providing 


820. 
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by law for the’extinction of the title of the Cher- 

okee Indians to the tract of country known as the 

neutral land in Kansas; and the same was laid 

upon the table. oa: ; i 
` THOMAS FORSTER. 


Mr. HALE; from the Committee of Claims, 
reported à bill for the relief of Thomas Forster; 
which was read a first and second time. 

Mr. HALE. That is a very meritorious case. 
I think there can be no sort of objection to it. I 
ask that it be put upon its passage. 

The:bill was read: It-directs the Secretary of 
the Treasury to pay to“Thonias Forster the sum j 
of $2,252; for services-in taking care of the public 
property at Dunkirk harbor, in the State of New 
York; for:three years and one month, being at the 
rate of two dollars a day. 

Mr. HALE. I will state that this is a claim for | 
services rendered under a contract with the Gov- 
ernment, and the appropriation to pay it having 
run-out, it was not paid. T'he superintendent of 
lake harbors recommends this appropriation, I 
ask that bis letter may be read. i 

The letter was read. ; 

Mr. THOMAS objected to the passage of the 
bill. 

The bill was then referred to a Committee of 
the Whole House, and, with the accompanying 
report, ordered to be printed. 

The SPEAKER stated that the morning hour 
had expired. 


GREGORY PATTI. 


“My. FLORENCE. There is a little bill upon 
the Speaker’s table granting a pension to Gregory 
Patti, The Senate have amended it by reducing 
the pension from eight dollars to $7 50 a month. 
Task that the bill may be taken up, and the amend- 
ment concurred in. 

There being no objection, the bill was taken 
from the Speaker’s table, and the amendment of 
the Senate was concurred in. 

. Mr. FLORENCE moved to reconsider the vote j 
by which the amendment was concurred in; and 
also moved to lay the motion to reconsider on the 
table. 

_ The latter motion was agreed to. 


WASHINGTON AND OREGON WAR DEBT. 


Mr. STANTON. l ask unanimous consent 
of the House to report back, from the Commit- 
tee on Military Affuits, the bill of the Senate to 

yovide for the payment of expenses incurred by 
the 'Verritories of Washington and Oregon, in the | 
years 1855 and 1856, that it may be referred to the 
Committee of the Whole, and printed. 

Mr. CRAIG, of Missouri. If that is not in 
order, Ishall object? Thegenticman always holds 
everybody else to the rules. 

Mr. STANTON. It is a matter of not the 
slightest consequence to me. 


A. W. WHARTON. 


Mr. BOTELER, from the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs, reported adversely to the petition of 
Captain H. W. Wharton; which was laid upon 


| olution (EI. R. No. 71) extending the time for 


the table. 

Mr. OTERO, There is a hill on the Speaker’s 
table—Llouse bill No. 200—that has been re- 
turne@#from the Senate; with an amendment. H 
ask that it be taken up, aud that the amendment 
be concurred in. 

Mr. BURNETT. f have no objection to that, 
if all the private bills on the Speaker’s table can į 
be taken up. 

The SPEAKER. Thatis notin order. The 
gentleman from ‘Tennessee (Mr. Harrow] is en- 
utled to the floor on the special order. 


OREGON AND WASHINGTON WAR DEBT-—AGAIN, 


Mr. CRAIG, of Missouri. I withdraw my ob- 
jection to the reporting of the bill by the gentle- 
man from Obio. 

Mr. BARR, (in his seat.) Lobject. Let us go 
on in the regular order. i 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Mlinois.. I submit | 
thatan objection cannot be entertained unless the 
member who makes it rises from his seat. 
always rise when I make an objection. 

The SPEAKER. When a gentleman makes 
an ction, he must rise from his seat, or the | 
objection cannot be received. 

Mr. BARR, Very well, sir; I waive the 
jestion. : : 


i 


ole 


i sas held in the city of Columbus, on Wednesday, January 
| 22. 1861, “ to do something definite and practical to avert | 


Mr. MAYNARD. objecte ` i 
Mr. STANTON. Ionly desire that the bill 

shall be referred to the Committee of the Whole. 
Mr. GARNETT. I object. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message was received from the Senate, by 
Mr. Parron, one of their clerks, informing the 
House that the Senate had agreed to the report of 
the committee of conference on the disagreeing 
votes of the two Houses on the amendments of 
the Senate to the bill authorizing a loan, 


STATE OF THE UNION. 


The House then resumed the consideration of 
the special order, being the report of the commit- 
tee of thirty-three on the present disturbed state 
of the country. 

The House was addressed by Messrs. HAT- 
TON, KELLOGG of Hlinois, and SMITH of 
North Carolina, [Their speeches will be pub- 
lished in the Appendix. | 

Mr. CASE obtained the floor. 


ENROLLED BILLS. j 


Mr. THEAKER, from the Committee on En- 
rolled Bills, reported as truly enrolled a bill (H. 
R. No. 972) authorizing a loan; aud a joint res- 


taking testimony on the application of Cyrus H. 
McCormick for the extension of his patent; when 
the Speaker signed the same. 

The House (at half-past four o’clock, p. m.) 
took a recess ull seven o’clock, 


EVENING SESSION. 


The House resumed its session at seven o’clock, 
p. m., (Mr. Fonencz in the chair as Speaker pro 
tempore,) and continued the consideration of the 
special order, being the report of the committee 
of thirty-three on the disturbed condition of the 


country; on which Mr. Case was entitled to the |! 


floor. 

Mr. CASE addressed the House. [His speech 
will be published in the Appendix. J 

Mr. HUTCHINS obtained the floor, but: 
yielded to 

Mr. BINGHAM, who moved an adjournment. 

The motion was agreed to; and thereupon (at 
eight o’clock, p. m.) the House adjourned. 


IN SENATE. 
Sarurpay, February 9, 1861. 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Dr. Guruny. 
The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 
BILL BECOME A LAW. 


the terrilile evils of civil War, and the calamity of a perma- 
nent separation of these States.” 

Leading representative men of the Democracy composed 
| the convention, and nearly every county in the State was 
represented. 

The convention was organized by the election of Hugh 
I. Jewett as president. 

Judge Ranny, chairman of the committee, reported the 
following resolutions: 

1. Resolved; ‘That since the admission of Ohio as one of 
the United States, the Democratic party of the State has 
uniformly shown devotion to the Union, allegiance to the 
Constitution, obedience to the Federal laws, and respect 
i for the constitutional rights, and regard for the interests of 
! each of her sister States ; and that the same views and 
sentiments now animate the Democrats of Ohio. 
| 2. Resolved, That while we gratefuily acknowledge the 
services of those of our public men in Congress, who are 
striving to preserve the Union, and thus to protect the best 
interests of our nation, and the cause of constitutional fib- 
erty among mankind; and while we would accept with joy 
the compromise measures known as the Crittenden reso- 
lutions, or the propositions of Senators Biever or Dove- 
Las, or those known as the “border States resolutions,” 
as a basis of settlement of our national difficulties; or any 
other settlement of our affairs, honorable tous all, which 
can be effected by conciliation and compromise, and mu- 
tual concessions of all concerned, to secure the safety and 
perpetuity of the Union; yet we believe that the questions 
that disturb the country are of such a character, and have 
existed ior so long a period, that the time has arrived when 
the people of the whole country should avail themselves of 
that provision of the Constitution which requires Congress; 
upon the application of the Legislatures of two thirds of 
the several States, to call a convention of all the States, for 
proposing amendments thereto. 

3. Resolved, That this convention does recommend and 
request the General Assembly of this State, now in session, 
to make application to Congress to call a convention, pur- 
suant to the fifth article of the Constitution of the United 
States, for the purpose of proposing amendments thereto. 

4. Resolved, ‘That the president of this convention be in- 
structed to Communicate the foregoing third resolution to 
the presiding officers of the General Assembly, with the 
request that they present the same to their respective 
Houses. 

5. Resolved, That the two hundred thousand Democrats 
of Ohio send to the peuple of the United States, both North 
and South, greeting: and when the people of the North 
shail have fulfilled their duties to the Constitution and the 
; South, then, aud not until then, will it be proper for them 
to take into consideration the question of the right and pro~ 
priety of coercion. 

These resolutions ‘vere adopted by 
great unanimity. 

The following resolution was then adopted : 

Resolved, ‘That the presiding officcr of this convention be 
directed to send to the President of the Senate and Speaker 
| of the House of Representatives in Congress, and to the 
Governors of the several States of the Union, the resolu- 
tions adopted by the convention, 


The Secretary also read the following letter: 


ZANESVILLE, Onto, January 28, 1831. 
Sin: In obedience to instructions, | have the honor of 
| transmitting herewith resolutions adopted by a convention 
| of the Democratic party of the State of Ohio, held in the 
| city of Columbus, on the 23d instant, and to request that 
i they be presented to the body over which you have the 
| honor to preside. « Very respectfully, 
i H. J. JEWETT, 
President of the Convention. 


the convention with 


A message from the President of the United 
States, by Mr. GLOSSBRENNER, his Secretary, 
announced that the President had approved and 
signed, on the 8th instant, a bill (S. No. 268) ; 


for the relief of Mary K. Guthrie, widow of Pres- |i 


ley N. Guthrie. 
PROCEEDINGS OF MEETINGS. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. 


again a question which was before the body the 
other day. The Chair bas reevived the proceed- 
ings of the State Democratic convention of Obio, 
containing 
ence to the present condition of the country; and : 
also a resolution that they be sent to the Presi- | 
dent of the Segate, and Speaker of the House of i 
Representatives, accompanied by a letter from the | 
president of that convention to the Presiding Offi- 
cer of this body, asking bim to lay them before 
the Senate. Ht may be that some Senator may 
raise the same question which was presented the í 
other day, when some resolutions were offered | 


by the Senator from Kentucky, (Mr. Carrres- li 


pEN.] The Chair submits the resolutions to the | 
action of the Senate. | 
Mr. PUGH. I ask that the resolutions be read. : 
Mr. FITCH. I move that they be printed. 
The VICE PRESIDENT., Ifthere be no ob- 
jection, the resolutions will be read for the inform- 
ation of the Senate. i 
The Secretary read thein, as follows: 
Democretic State Convention of Ohio. 
A delegate convention of the Democratic party of Ohio 


The Chair will ji 
offer a paper to the Senate which may bring up j 


| 
| 
i! è 
2 i ji which have just been read ? 
the resolutions of that body in refer- |! 


Hag 
; since the 


| proceedings of a meeting, which were not acted 


| Hon. Jons C. BRECKINRIDGE, President of the Senate. 


Mr. MASON. I move that that communica- 


i; tion be laid on the table. 


Mr. HALE. I object to its reception. 
; The VICE PRESIDENT. It was read for the 
information of the Senate; and the Chair sub- 


i| mitted the question to the Senate whether the res- 


olutions should be received. 
Mr. COLLAMER., Itake itthe question now 
is, whether these resolutions shall be received. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. That is the ques- 
tion, Wilt the Senate receive the resolutions 


Mr. TRUMBULL. I ask for the yeas and 
‘ nays, for the purpose of settling this precedent. 

| The yeas and nays were ordered, 

| Mr. TRUMBULL. I wish to state to the Sen- 
| ate that a few days ago, as IT understand, we re~ 
jected the resolutions of party meetings. I am 
idifferent about it. If one comes in, another 


ought to come; but several were presented, a few 


days ago, and rejected—not being petitions. I 
think we had better act uniformly; and itis for 
that reason that I have called for the yeas and 
inays. If this be received, of course others will 
ibe. As others were rejected the other day—} be- 
lieve some offered by the Senator from Missouri, 
[Mr Poxx,] and perhaps by some other Senator 
—t want to see the rule uniform. 
| Mr GRIMES. I desire to say that] have the 
proceedings of two Republican conventions that 
» assembled in the State of Iowa, which have been 
lying in my drawer fora couple of weeks, ever 
enator from Kentucky submitted the 


| upon. I desire to have these resolutions read also; 


1861. 


TH 


and I suppose we ‘may-have them read and voted 
upon at the same time with‘ the resolutions from 
io. oe 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question now 
ig on receiving the other resolutions; but by unan- 
imous consent, the resolutions just submitted by 
the Senator from lowa may be read. 

“Mr. MASON. One will dispose.of the other, 
I presume. I object to the reception of the paper 
offered by the Senator from Iowa while the other 
question is pending. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. Let us decide the ques- 
tion which is before us now. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is, 


will thé Senate receive the regolutighs presented 
by the Chair? 
Mr. HALE. Ihad hoped fever to be called 


upon to vote on this question again; but 1 simply 
want to say a single word, not to be misunder- 
stood. ‘It seems that some gentlemen misunder- 
stand the position of the Senate.. There is no 
want of respect to the party that passes these 
resolutions—the Democratic party—or anybody 
else; but they are not appropriate to the business 
of the Senate; they are not addressed to the Sen- 
ate; they are not petitions; they are the proceed- 
ings of a party convention; and they have passed 
a vote requesting that they be sent here. Now, 
sir, notwithstanding what has been said, I under-. 
take to say that; since I have been a member of 
the Senate, which is more than twelve years, the 
practice of the Senate has been uniform, whenever 
this question has been raised. It was raised during 
the great discussion of 1850, over and over again. 
By the advice of the great men who then consti- 
tuted this Senate—-such men as Mr. Webster, 
Mr. Calhoun, and Mr. Clay—resolutions like 
these, not pertaining to the business of the Sen- 
ate, not addressed as a petition to the Senate, were, 
without exception, refused; and such has been 
the uniform position of the Senate, and I hope the 
Senate will persevere in it. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. I think that we should 


not receive any applications or declarations of | 


opinion. on any subject, that are not addressed 
substantially or inform to the Senate of the Uni- 
ted States. “If the gentleman from Towa, for in- 
stance, is requested by resolution to present to the 
Senate the proceedings to which he has referred, 
then I consider them substantially an appeal or 
petition to the Senate. If not, of course they do 
not belong to us. 

This question now is depending before the 
Senate.on the resolutions which I presented here, 
which I was desired to lay before the Senate, evi- 
dently intended to be addressed to the body and 
to influence, as far as the opinion of the petition- 
ers could influence, the proceedings of Congress. 
The question is now depending on them, and they 
were not rejected, as my friend from Illinois seems 


to suppose. 
Mr. TRUMBULL. It was another one, per- | 
haps, that I had in my mind, The Senate on one 


occasion refused, I think, to receive the proceed- 
ings of some meeting; I do not remember what 
it was. I am indifferent about this; I merely want 
the rule uniform. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. I desire, as the ques- | 
tion has been for some time pending before the 
Senate upon the petition I presented, that that may 
now be allowed to supersede the present question 
and be decided. It is identical, to be sure, with 
the question now presented; but it is violating the 
priority in point of time in which the petitions are 
presented, and the question made, to consider this 
first. Iam clearly of opinion that wherever such 
papers are, directly or indirectly, by plain inten- 
tion, if not by word, intended to be addressed to 
the Senate of the United States, they come within 
that provision of the Constitution which allows | 
petitions, and which declares that no law shall be 
passed to abridge the right of petition, Thatis ; 
the language of the Constitution. Its framers in- 
tended to leave it broad and open—a plain high- 
way that all the people might travel—not to be 


contracted or interrupted by hedges aud fences 
and ditches of one sort or another, in the form of 
technical questions about the form in which their 
words may be put. The substance of the thing 
is to hear the people, in the legislative and repre- 
sentative bodies of the pople, in whatever form 
they address themselves. It is, mmy judgment, 


abridging that right, contrary to the provisions of | 


or particular form, in what language of prayer, 
in what language of petition, in what language of 
supplication, the people are to come before the 
legislative body of the country. Sir, they may 
come in any form that they choose. They are 
not very stylish people—many of our constitu- 
ents; they are not versed in the ceremonies and 
forms and etiquette by which great bodies are to 
be aporonched: but in whatever language they 
express their free will on these subjects, they have 
a right to do it. It is confined to no form, re- 
strained by no law. The Constitution says. it 
shall not be; but they shall have an open, free 
highway, to come before the legislative body, and 
to express their opinions. ; 

I am glad that the yeasand nays are called for. 
It is a question of more importance generally than 
we may be led to believe on this occasion. ltmay 
not be of such importance in this particularcase, 
though I can scarcely imagine a more important 
question. When their Government is tottering 
to its fall; when not only Government, but soci- 
ety, is in danger of subversion; when not only 

eace is in danger, but when war stands frown- 
ing and confronting us, shall the people be re- 
strained as to any form in which they may express 
themselves, and beg to be rescued from these im- 
minent perils? No, sir. I would have demanded 
the yeas and nays myself, if it had not been done. 
The people are using their privilege. Most pa- 
triotically are they using it. Morning after morn- 
ing is consumed in the mere presentation of their 

etitions, They have an interest, a deep interest. 

hey think upon this subject; they feel upon this 
subject; and they have a right to make their 
thoughts and their feclings known without tram- 
mel or restraint, provided only that it is shown 
that they intend that their proceedings, that their 
addresses, should be laid before the Senate of the 
United States. That is all that is necessary; and 
where they have expressed that desire, I shal] un- 
questionably vote for receiving their resolutions. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I understand it was the 
colleague of the Senator from Kentucky that 
offered resolutions some days ago which the Sen- 
ate declined to receive. I do not wish myself to be 
misunderstood in regard to this question. I am as 
much for the right of petition, in its largest sense, 
as the Spnator from Kentucky; but we should not 
confound things which are unlike. These are 
the proceedings of a party convention; and the 
objection, | suppose, that is made to receiving 
such proceedings is, that they encumber the rec- 
ord, and are not petitions, but resolutions arrived 
at by party meetings in different portions of the 
country. If one is presented, another may be; 
and we shall have all the long resolutions, adopted 
by various parties in all sections of the country, 
presented here, taking up our time without ac- 
complishing any object; and, as it seems to me, 
they do not come within the rule for the reception 
of petitions. If they do, they certainly ought to 
be received. 

I do not desire, however, to take up any time 
in regard to it; and I think the easiest way to bring 
the Senate to a vote at once is, to move to lay the 
question of reception on the table; and I make 
that motion. 

Mr. COLLAMER. "What is the motion? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. ‘The question is 
whether the Senate will receive the resolution; on 


which the yeas and nays have been ordered. The 


Senator from Ilinois moves to lay that question 
on the table. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I will withdraw my mo- 
tion if the Senator desires to speak. 

Mr. COLLAMER. For one moment. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I withdraw it. 

Mr. COLLAMER. I merely wish to call at- 
tention toa distinction between this case and the 
resolutions presented by the Senator from Ken- 
tacky on my left, [Mr. PoweLL.] There was 
nothing in the resolutions presented by him, in 


any part of them, which implied that they were to | 


be laid before thisbody. They were not addressed 
to this body, nor was any such request contained 
in them; butthe request to present them here was 
contained ina letter which the gentleman received. 
I believe these proceedings contain a direct reso 


lution asking that the proceedings be laid before | 
the body. Thatisthe difference between the cases. į 


Now, I have no objection to the motion of the 
Senator from Illinois, and I will renew it, because 


the Constitution, to attempt to prescribe a precise |} T agreed to do so. 


E CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE: 


| 
Í 
i 
i 
| 
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| 
I 


i 


| 
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| 


Mr, WILSON:x {hope that. moti ab 
withdrawn, and. that we: shall take a direct vote 
on this question of reception, and settle, the ques- 
tion once for all, and spend no moretime aboutit; 


Mr. TRUMBULL. © If we can takea vote, T 
have no objection. ©: 4) eee Ss 
Mr. PUGH. Lonly wish:to saya. word, if the 


| Senator will withdraw the motion»: L.was about 
i to make the remark which the Senatonfrom Vere: 


mont has made, that:the, request. of the conyen- 
tion itself—that its proceedings: should: be pres 
sented by the Vice President to the Senate+-is 
tainly a petition. 1 know we run some risks 
this matter; but I take it that ordinary .copven- 

tions-of political parties to nominate candidates, 

and pass their resolutions, do not care about hav- 

ing them presented.to the. Senate... This was:no 

such convention. It was a. convention. of dele- 

gates representing the entire State, and both frag- 

ments into which the party. was lately separated;. 
and I have reason. to believe that their.sentiments 
in this respect, as. expressed in the. resolutions; 

are the sentiments also of the party in Ohio.which 

supported Mr. Bell in the last campaign..." They, 

do speak to a question now before the Senate.and 

before Congress; and they, in their character as 

citizens, through their delegates fairly chosen, 

express their wishes; and so. far as they can have 

any influence, they ought to be properly weighed. 

1 do not know that [can say anything more. 

I have withheld a number, of ‘proceedings of 
meetings where there was no request to. present 
them to the Senate; and in some cases have re- 
turned them. But until the case which my friend 
from Kentucky [Mr. Crirrenpen] had here the 
other day, I.did not recollect any case of proceed- 
ings where they asked to be laid before.us; where 
we had rejected them. Still, if the precedent. is 
made, I shall certainly not understand that-we are 
doing more than settling a general rule; and if 
my constituents are treated as everybody else, I 
make no complaint. . ws sa ag 

Mr. CAMERON. I desire to say only, Mr. 
President, that IL acknowledge the: right of. peti- 
tion in its most extended scale. I think we should 
listen to everything which our constituents, the 
people of this country, think proper to send to 
us. In this special case, it is more than ordina- 
rily proper to receive this petition. It is on a 
subject on which the whole country is now agi- 
tated. Why’should we refuse to haar it? E . 
sides, in discussing the. propriety: of. receiving 
these things, we shall waste more time than in 
hearing them, Iam anxious to hear the public 
voice throughout the whole country. Ihave no 
doubt itis more important for the representatives 
of States and the people to get the views of the 
masses than any information we can get. 1 hope 
we shall receive this paper; and as this is to bea 
test vote, I hope all those who are in favor of the 
right of petition will vote to receive it. i 

Mr. ANTHONY. I shall vote to receive peti- 
tions both from Democrats and Republicans, 
Whatever resolutions like, these may be in-their 
letter, certainly, in their spirit and intention, 
they are petitions; and any petition, or any memo- 
rial, sent here in respectful terms by persons who 
feel an interest in the subject memorialized (on, 
and who have a right to feel an, interest in it, E 
am in favor of receiving. Ido not thereby com- 
mit myself to what they pray for or suggest. 

The question being taken by yeas and nays, 
resulted—yeas 33, nays 14; as follows: . 

YDAS—Messrs. Anthony, Baker, Bayard, Bigler, Bragg, 
Cameron, Clingman, Collamer, Crittenden, Dixon, Douglas, 
Fessenden, Fitch, Foot, Foster, Greeu,.Gwin, Hempnill, 
Johnson of Tennessee, Kennedy, King, Latham, Nicholson, 
Pearce, Polk, Powell, Pugh, Saulsbury, Sebastian; Seward, 
Ten Eyck, Thomson, and Wade-—-33. 

NAYS—Messrs. Bingham, Chandler, Clark, Doolittle, 
Durkee, Grimes, Hale, Harlan, Johnson of Arkansas, Mor- 
rill, Sumner, Trumbull, Wilkinson, and Wilson—l4. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The resolutions 
are received, and if no motion be made, they will 
lie on the table.. The reception of these resolu- 
tions having been ordered by. the Senate, the 
Chair will also lay before the Senate the resolu: 
tions offered by the Senator from Kentucky [Mr 
CRITTENDEN} the other day from the railroad. 
gentlemen, which are still pending before the 
Senate. eke 

Mr.HALE. Thatpaperhasbeenreceived, but 
there has been no vote of the Senate disposing of it. 

The VICE PRESIDENT: I said. that if no 
motion were made, it would lie onthe table. 


Qn 
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Mr. HALE. I wish to-make a motion to-refer 
the resolutions to the committee of thirteen. I 
think there ought to be some respectful notice 
taken of them. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. LATHAM. Mr. President—— 

Mr. GRIMES. I desire that the proceedings 
of the meetings which I have had the honor to 
present, may be read. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. Did they request. the 
Senator to lay them before the Senate ? 

Mr. GRIMES. ‘The person through whom I 
received them requested me to lay them before 
the Senate. : 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. But not in the resolu- 
tions themselves? 

Mr. GRIMES. I believe there is a resolution 
in the proceedings—— 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair will 
state that these resolutions are not before the Sen- 
ate. The question was on the reception of cer- 
tain resolutions offered by the Chair. That ques- 
tion cannot be interfered with by the Senator 
from Iowa. 

Mr. GRIMES. I present them now. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator has 
not the floor to present them, unless the Senator 
from California yields. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. LATHAM. J move to take up House 
bill No.299, for the payment of expenses incurred 
in the suppression of Indian hostilities in the State 
of California. I will state to the Senate that I do 
not propose putting the bill on its passage; I 
merely want to take it up and setit down for some 
day next week, which will not interfere with other 

ublic business, that it may be then considered. 

t isa bill of some importance to my constituency. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from 
California moves to take up House bill No. 299, 
the title of which will be read by the Secretary. 

Mr. SEWARD. I wish, while the Secretary 
is finding the bill, that | may be allowed to pre- 
sent some petitions. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The bill has been 
found. . 

Mr. SEWARD. I wish, before that motion is 
put, to ask the Senator to allow me to present the 
petitions which I hold in my hands. 

Mr. LATHAM. This motion will not occupy 
a moment; Itis merely to take up a bill. 

Mr. SEWARD. I know that; but I am 
charged to present petitions, and that is the bust- 
ness regularly in order. Ifthe Senator will drive 
me to do so, T abject to his motion until petitions 
can be heard. : 

The VICE PRESIDENT. 
order. 

Mr. SEWARD. Ido not object to it in point 
of order; but I say I object for the reason that I 
think petitions are entitled in the morning hour 
to preference, and ought to receive itat the hands 
of the Senate. Senators are charged with these 
petitions, and have no opportunity to present 
them, because the morning hour is otherwise em- 
ployed, I should have presented the petitions 
before this time, if the honorable Senator had 
allowed me the indulgence. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is 
on the motion of the Senator from California to 
take up House bill No. 299, for the payment of 
expenses incurred in the suppression of Indian 
hostilities in the State of California. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. Ihope it will not be 
taken up until the petitions are through. I have 
been.waiting here for two days with petitions to 
present. My hands are full of them. 

Mr.LATHAM. The Senator from Kentucky 
will understand that I do not propose to go into || 
any discussion of this bill, but merely to take it 
up in order to set it down for consideration at 
some future day. 

Mr, CRITTENDEN. I oppose its being taken 
up. If this bili be taken up, another may be. If jj 
the question is not proper for you to decide, sir, | 
whether it can be taken up while petitions are 
ready to be presented, I hope the Senate will sup- |! 
press this sort of business until another hour of || 
the day, and allow petitions to be presented. | 

Mr. FESSENDEN. I suggest to the Senator | 
from California whether he had better not with- i; 
draw his motion at the present time. Lam rather 
disposed, from what I know of the bill, to favor | 


The motion is in 


! of St. Louis to the same effect. 


p large majority of the pi 


it; but I am not for fixing a day for it now, with 
so many special-orders.as we have. I think he 
will be quite as likely to attain his object without 
pressing it just yet, until we dispose of some other 
business of a public character which ismore press- 
ing. I make the suggestion. 

Mr. LATHAM. Well, sir, I withdraw the 
motion. : 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr. SEWARD presented a petition of citizens 
of the State of New York, residing in the county 
of Monroe, praying for the settlement of the na- 
tional troubles by the final disposition of the Ter- 
ritories now held by organizing them into States, 
or by the adoption of the Crittenden proposition; 
which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a memorial of citizens of 
Middletown, New York, praying for the speedy 
adoption of such measures as will substantially 
embrace the proposition of the Representatives of 
the border States; which was ordcred to lic on the 
table. 

He also presented resolutions of the Legisla- 
ture of the State of New York, appointing com- 
missioners from that State to meet commissioners 


the State of Virginia; which were ordered to lie 
on the table. 

Mr. KING presented a petition of legal voters 
of Oswego county, New York, remonstrating 
against any legislation under or by which the 
local institution of slavery may be extended into 
any ofthe Territories of the Unitcd States, whether 


line; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. MASON. _J desire to make a report. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. I desire to present some 
petitions. 

r + 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator 
from Virginia yield the floor? 

Mr. MASON. I yield to the Senator. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. 1 wish to present a 
petition from about a thousand of your constitu- 
ents, sir, and mine, of the county of Fayette, in 
the State of Kentucky; and ask that it be read, 

The Secretary read it, as follows: 

To the Senuie and (louse of Representatives of the Congress 
of the United States : 

We, te people of Payette county, Kentucky, Expressing 
our attachment to the Union under the fostering influences 
of whieh our country made most unprecedented ad- 
vanee in we dth, population, and civilization, and our pco- 
ple have enjoyed much prosperity and happiness, deemiug 
its existence of vital importance to the preservation of our 
and regarding disunion as di rous to our best 
y would alike denouuee the sion movements 
South, avd at the North that sy 
the laws of our county relative to our rights ín s 2 prop. 
erty, Which is recognized both by the Constitution and the 
laws of Congress. 

We beboid with amazement the precipitate action of 
the seceding States, and with distrust the reltsal on the 
t part of the majority of the dominant party ia Congress to 
| give us, who desire to stand by the Union, such assurances 
as we require that our rights will be respected and secured 
to us 


speak for ourselves, and we believe we speak for a 
ye ot Kentucky, when we say 
that we approve or the rendinents to the Constitntion 
and proposition of our Senator, Hon. J. J. Creer 
hoping that they will end the long continued ag 
the shivery questiou throughout the country 3 and deeming 
these, 0. something equivalent to them, absolutely neces- 
sary to our proteetion, we cannot bat consider the refi 
of tbe maiority in Congress to act nthen as indie 
of such a determined hostility on ir part to. the institu- 
tions of the South as must aiienate the whole of the slave 
States Crom the free States. 

Believing that Mr. Crirrexpen’s propositions guaranty 
to us no niore than what we have a just right to ask from 
our brethren of the North, we take our stand on these, and 
ask that Congress take immediate action on then, that we 


į and the rest of the people of Kentucky may understand the 
; position which we occupy relative to the extreme parties 
: North and South. 


Mr. CRITTENDEN. I am now further 
charged to present to the Senate a memorial of 
citizens of Waldoboro’, in the State of Maine, 
praying for an adjustment upon the basis of the 
same resolutions. I have also a petition from 


| certain citizens of Rowley, Massachusetts, pray- 


ing for the settlement of the national troubles upon 
the same basis. f have a petition from citizens 
I have also res- 
olutions of the Democratic State convention of 


Connecticut, held at New Haven, Connecticut, 
on the 6th instant, in which they request, by reso- 


| Tation, that they may be laid before the Senate. 


I will read that resolution: 


“Resoleed, That a copy of the foregoing resolutions be 
sent to Hon. Jons J. Crrvrenpen, of Kentucky, and that 


from other States at Washington, oninvitation of | 


south or north of the old Missouri compromise | 


he be requested to lay the same before the honorable Sen- 
ate of the United States; and alike copy be sent to Hon. 
James B. Clay, of the said State, and that he be also re- 
quested to lay the same before the peace convention now 
in session in the city of Washingtou.’? 

I have another petition from citizens of the State 
of Massachusetts, and they also sign themselves 
citizens of the United States, faithful alike to each 
allegiance, praying fora settlement on the same 
basis. I move that all these petitions and reso- 
lutions lie on the table. 

The motion was agreed to. 


Mr. CRITTENDEN, I will now, Mr. Pres- 
ident, before taking my seat, ask that the resolu- 
tions which I offered on a former occasion may 
be now receive dread. I allude to the reso- 
lutions of the p¥sidents of the various railroad 
companies who assembled in the city of Wash- 
ington during the fast month. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair pre- 
sented them to the Senate this morning; and they 
were received and referred to the committee of 
thirteen, together with the other resolutions. Docs 
the Senator desire to have them read ? 

Mr. CRITTENDEN, No, sir; if they have 
been read. 

Mr. MASON. They have been referred, I think. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN, I wish only to say, in 
respect to these gentlemen, that from the very 


| character of their employment, théy hold inter- 


course, to a great extent, with the people of the 
United States in every quarter and section. They 
represent, as they state, $300,000,000, invested in 
railroads and railroad stocks. We may judge 
from that what is the extentand character of their 
intercourse with the people. They say, as faras 
they themselves believe, and from their intercourse 
with the people, they think their opinions corre- 
spond, and they think the people are in favor of 
the adjustment which they themselves are for, of 
the great national questions which now disturb 
us. These are petitions of no ordinary character, 
and I trust will have a proper consideration from 
the Senate, ` 

l wish to say one word more. I have not 
abated anything in my anxiety and zeal for the 
action of this body on the resolutions whieh I 
have offered; but 1 have, for some days past, de- 
clined to urge upon the Senate the consideration 
of those resolutions, out of respect to the conven- 
tion of delegates appointed by the several States 
to meet here on this samegreat question. I thought 
it was more deferential and more respectful to 
them to leave the subject for their action, as that 
would be entitled to a much more controlling in- 
fluence than anything I could do. It is for that 
reason, and that only, and not from any abate- 
ment in ray own zeal and anxiety on the subject, 
that I have not pressed them recently; and I wish 
it to be understood that at as early a period as I 
can, consistently with respect for that convention, 
resume my attempts in this House to call them 
before this body for their consideration and decis- 
ion, I shall certainly do so. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The hour of one 
o’clock having arrived, itis the duty of the Chair 
to call up the special order, which is the unfinished 
business of yesterday. 

Mr. MASON. 1 move to defer it, to enable 
gentlemen to make some reports. I shall not 
occupy the floor a moment. I gave the floor to 
the Senator from Kentucky, without the knowl- 
edge that he would address the Senate. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from 
Virginia moves to postpone the special order, in 
order to go on with petitions and reports. 

Mr. BIGLER. What is the special order? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. ‘The unfinished 
business of yesterday—the tariff bill. 

Mr. BIGLER, Let it lie over informally. 

Mr. MASON I merely want to make a re- 
port. 

Mr. ANTHONY. Let it be done informally. 

The motion was agreed to; there being, ona 
division—aycs twenty-five; noes not counted. 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. I desire to understand 
whether the motion is to lay over the special order 
informally ? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. It is to postpone 
it for the purpose indicated; and when petitions 
and reports are through, the Chair will call it up 
agam. 

REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 
Mr. MASON, from the Committee on Foreign 


Relations, to whom was referred the joint resolu- 
tion (H: R.: No.5) authorizing the proper ac- 
counting officers of the Treasury to adjust the 
accounts of John Randolph Clay, United States 
Minister -to Peru, reported it without amend- 
ment. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom 
was recommitted the bill (S. No. 271) for the 
relief of John P. Brown, reported it without 
amendments. 


JOHN H. WHEELER. 


Mr. SUMNER. I ask leave to withdraw a 
motion to reconsider that I had entered some days 
ago, in the case of John H. Wheeler. I made the 
motion, having occasion to doubt one item in the 
claim, which further examination has removed. I 
therefore wish to withdraw the motion to recon- 
sider which I had entered; and I hope the Senate 
will-give me leave. j 

Mr. MASON. By general consent it may be 
done. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. TheSenator asks 
leave to withdraw the motion to reconsider which 


was entered. It requires the vote of the Senate.. 


Leave was granted. 
BILL INTRODUCED. 


Mr. WILSON, asked, and by unanimous con- 
sent obtained, leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 
560) for the relief of Franklin Haven and his 
associates; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads. 


STATE OF THE UNION. 


Mr. TEN EYCK. [ask leave to present, un- 
der the decision made by the Senate just now, 
the resolutions of the Republican members of the 
New Jersey Legislature on the subjects agitating 
the country with respect to the state of the Union. 
They contain a resolution that they be sent to the 
Senators.and members of the House of Represent- 
atives, in order that they may be presented to those 
bodies. 

Mr. ALE. I object to the reception; and I 
object on this ground: the Senate having uni- 
formly refused to receive them,and the only pre- 
cedent that has been established breaking over 
the rule is to receive Democratic proceedings, 
and as this does not come within that precedent, 
I object to it. [Laughter.] 

r, TEN EYCK. As the Senate has pro- 
nounced its decision on this question, and partic- 
ularly as I voted in favor of the reception of the 
resolutions from Ohio, I feel mysclf called upon 
to insist that the same course shall be taken in 
respect to these resolutions that was. taken in 
respect to those. [‘* Certainly.’?] 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator 
from New Hampshire insist on his objection? 


Mr. HALE. I do not want the yeas and nays | 


on it, [Laughter.} f 

The resolutions were received. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Let them be read. [“ Oh, 
not”? 

Mt. TEN EYCK. I ask for the reading of 
them. 


The Secretary read, as follows: 


Resolutions of the Republican members of the New Jersey 
Legislature, on the present state of the Union. 

Whereas the Democratie majority of the Legislature of 

New Jersey, now in session, have, by a strictly party vote, 
assed certain resolutions indorsing the Crittenden com- 

promise resolutions and propositions, and declaring the 
same to be acceptable to the people of New Jersey, and we, 
the friends and supporters 0 D p 
senting in said Legislature one half of the people of New 
Jersey; totally dissent from the resolutions passed by the 
Democratie majority, and it is proper that the views of ont- 
selves and our constituents should be formally made known 
to the whole country: Therefore, > 

Resolved, ‘That } 
presented in our behalf and supported by us unanimously 
in our respective places in the Senate and General As- 
sembly of New Jersey, to wit: 

3. Be it resolved, That the 
States was ordained and established, as sct forth in the 
preamble, by the people of the United States, in order to 
form a imore perfect union, establish justice, insure domes- 
tic tranquillity, provide for the e, | 
the general welfare, and secure the blessings of liberty to 
theniseives and their posterity; and if the people of any 
State in the Union are not in the full enjoyment of all the 
benefits intended to be secured to them by the said Consti- 
tution ; if their rights under itare disregarded, their tran- 
quillity disturbed, their prosperity retarded, or their liberties 
imperiled, by the people of any other State, full and ade- 
quate redress ean, and ought to he, provided for such griev- 
ances through the action of Congress, and the other proper 
departments of the national Government. 


ft Lincoln and Hamlin, repre- į 


we adhere to the following resolutions, | 
Constitution of the United | 


common defense, promote |; $ . k 
| importance are behind it. But three weeks of the 


| 
i 
i 
i 


i necessary appropriations for the $ 
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2, And be it resolved, That while the people of New 
Jersey can make no concessions to, or compromise with 
traitors, levying war against the Government, seizing its 
fortresses and revenues, and firing upon its fiag, yet they 
admire the patriotic fidelity of these true friends of the 
Union who are fighting an unequal battle in the southern 
States, and they pledge them their coöperation in all meas- 
ures needful for their welfare, security, and happiness with- 
inthe Union and under the Constitution; that they cannot 
surrender their love of liberty and their cherished princi- 
ples, yet they are willing, if acceptable to them, to unite 
in establishing a policy which shall be final and conclusive 
in its settlement of existing difficulties, upon the basis of 
the following propositions: i 

I. A sacred guarantee that neither Congress nor ary. branch 
of the Federal Government shall interfere in any manner 
with the peculiar systems of labor or domestic institutions 
of any of the States. : 

II. A prompt repression of all armed invasions of any 
State or Territory, and the speedy and sure punishment of 
all persons engaged in such Jawless attempts. 

ILL. A faithful execution of that clause of the Constitution 
which provides “ that no person held to service or labor in 
one State, under the laws thereof, escaping into another, 
shall, in consequence of any Jaw or regulation therein, be 
discharged from such service or labor, but shall be deliv- 
ered up on the claim of the party to whom such service or 
labor may be due,’’ and all laws passed in pursuance therecf, 
and the repeal of all State laws, the purpose and intent of 
which are to prevent their faithful cxecation, and also the 
faithful execution of those equally importaut clauses of the 
Constitution which requires that “the citizens of each 
State shall be entitled to all the privileges and immunities 
of citizens in the several States,” that “the rights of the 
people to be secure in their persons, houses, papers, and 
effects, against unreasonable searches and seizures, shall 
not be violated,” and that “no person shall be deprived of 
life or property without due process of law.” 

LV. An enabling act, providing thatall that portion of the 
territory of the United States in which slavery was not pro- 
hibited by the Missouri compromise, passed in 1820, com- 
prising all south of the parallel of 36° 30! north latitude, 
aud now constituting the Territory of New Mexico, shall be 
formed intoa State which shall be admitted into the Union 
upon an equal footing with the other States, with or with- 
out slavery as the people shall decide : Provided, Thatin all 
the territory belonging to the United States, north of the 


| parallel aforesaid, slavery or involuntary servitude, except 


for crime, shall be forever prohibited. ` 

3. And beitresolved, That the Governmentof the United 
States is a national Government; and the Union it was 
designed to create is not a mere compact or league, but is 
indissoluble by any authority except the whole people of the 
United States ; and the Government and Union thus estab- 
lished it is the duty of every good citizen to maintain and 
defend at all hazards. 

4. And be it resolved, That the Constitution of the United 
States contains all the powers necessary to the maintenance 
of its authority, and it is the solemn and most imperative 
duty of the Government to adopt and carry into effect what- 


ever measures may be necessary to that end; and the faith 


and the power of New Jersey are hereby pledged to the 
support of such measures, in any manner and to any extent 
that may be required of her by the constituted authorities of 
the United States. 

Resolved, That these resolutions be signed by all the mem- 
bers of the Legislature of New Jersey who supported the 
election of Lincoln and Hamlin, and that copies thereof be 
forwarded to the President of the United States, the Gov- 
ernors of the several States of the Union, and also to our 
Senators and Representatives in Congress, who are hereby 


i requested to present the same to the Senate and House of 


Representatives of the United States; and that Messrs. 
Quinby, Whecler, and Dobbins, be charged with the duty 
of forwarding said copies. 
Jonathan Cook, 
William F. Brown, 
Downs Edmunds, jr., 
Wiliam P. Tatem, 
Emmor Reeve, 
James Wheeler, 
Owen L. Jones, 
Socrates Tuttic, 
C. E, P. Mayhew, 
William H. Mount, 
Joseph Abboit, 
Jolm G. Schenck, 
William Bacon, 
Isaac P. Cooley, 
Joseph L. Lamb, 
F. B. Carpenter, 
Morgan F. Mount, 
John Starr, J. E. Leaming, 
R. B. Stokes, Michael L. Vreeland. , 


The resolutions were ordered to lie on cae 


INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. PEARCE. I must ask the Senate now to 
postpone all prior orders, for the purpose of taking 
up the Indian appropriation bill, That bill was 
under discussion this day week, but was laid 
aside by a vote of the Senate, at the desire of the 
Senator from Arkansas, [Mr. Jonnson.} It is 
important that we should proceed with the bill at 
once, for almost all the appropriation bills of any 


Benjamin Buckley, 
James M. Quinby, 
Abraham Everitt, 
Jobn Pierson, 
Thomas E, Morris, 
George A. Halsey, 
John Hill, 

Samucl A. Dobbins, 
Joseph H. Duttield, 
David Oakes, 

C, H. Applegate, 
William Sooy, 

J. L. Hines, 

J. E. Sheppard, 
Joe! B. Kirkbride, 
Robert Rusling, 

J, Lippincott, 


session remain; and if the Senate go on with the 
discussion of the tarif—, and other subjects before 
those appropriation bills are disposed of, they 
will find themselves scarcely able to make the 
upport of the 
Government. 1 ask, therefore, that the bill be 


taken up now. 
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Itis moved. that 


The VICE PRESIDENT. - It is 
to-take up the To» 


all prior-orders be suspend 
dian appropriation bill... CUS yeild 
Mr. HALE. L hope that that will not be done. 
Ì hope the Senate will feel it their duty, after es- 
tablishing a principle, to pursuit with assiduity: 
T hold in my. hand the proceedings ofa Republi- 
can meeting: i E R EE 

The VICE PRESIDENT. “The Chair -will 
state to the Senator from New Hampshire, that 
he cannot receive any. petitions or reports until ` 
this motion is disposed of. - Pe an gages 

Mr. HALE. I was:going to state the reason 
why I was opposed to this motion. Twas about 
to say that I held in my hands the proceedings. of 
a meeting of Republicans holden at Des Moines, 
in the State of Towa, in which they. give reasons 
for the course they recommend, and I hope that 
the trifling business.of taking up appropriation 
bills will not be allowed to interfere with. the 
presentation of the proceedings of ‘these public 
meetings that are being holden over thé country. 
[Laughter.] : : 

Mr. FESSENDEN, 
sent it? . : 

Mr. HALE. ‘Yes; though not exactly in those 
words; but when we are entering on a great prin- 
ciple we are not going to stick at little trifling 
things of that sort. [Laughter.] These proceed- 
ings are directed to be sent to the delegation in 
Congress, and it was evidently their intention that 
through those delegates they should find their way 
to the Senate; and I hope the time of the Senate 
will be devoted to reading a few more proceed- 
ings, both from Democrats and Republicans. 

Mr. SUMNER. How long is it? 

Mr. HALE. Notvery long. Isupposeit can 
be read in fifteen or twenty minutes, and for that 
reason I oppose the motion of the Senator from 
Maryland. . i 

The question being put, . 

The VICE PRESIDENT declared the ayes 
seemed to have it. iii pee 

Mr. CAMERON. Jam surprised that. there 
should be a motion of this kind. After a great 
deal of difficulty we got the important bill of the 
session—the tariff bill—up yesterday,and Ido not 
see why it should be displaced. I think it ought 
to be permitted to take the regular course, and I 
must insist upon the yeas and nays on this ques- 
tion. f : S 

The ycas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. SIMMONS. Previous to calling up the 
tariff bill, as it is commonly called, I had a con- 
versation with the chairman of the Committee on 
Finance; and l stated to him that when it. came 
up, if any of his appropriation bills were ready, Í 
would waive its consideration in order that they 
might be passed, particularly one or two of them 
about which he felt great interest, Ibelieveit was 
the naval appropriation bill in regard to which he 
spoke to me; and there was another one which he 
thought we could getthrough with ina little while. 
I desire so to conduct business as not to have an- 
other day spent in factious proceedings, such.as 
the reading of a Jong bill which nobody wants to 
hear. I want to get at the business fairly, and I 
am willing to allow a reasonable time. Tam will- 
ing that the first hour or two, to-day, shall be de- 
voted to the appropriation bills; and I think if we 
do not debate them very much we can pass them 
in that time; and then I shall throw myself upon 
the generosity of gentlemen on the other side to 
ye get something to pay the appropriations 
with. 

Mr. KENNEDY. I desire to inquire of the 
Chair if all prior orders were not postponed to 
enable us to present memorials and petitions this 
morning? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The unfinished 
business of yesterday was postponed for the re- 
ception of memorials and reports; but. after. the 
Serate had proceeded some time in that business, 
the Senator from Maryland [Mr. Pearce] moved 
to postpone all prior orders and take up the In- 
dian appropriation bill. Thatis the question before 
the Senate, on which the yeasand naysare called. 
Mr. KENNEDY. I have a:memorial to pre- 
sent. ; ` 

Mr. HUNTER. Ihope the chairman of the 
Committee on Finance will: be sustained. df he 
is not allowed to get up his bills, after preparing 
them, it is impossible thathe can do justice to the 


ls there a request to pre- 


| business of his committee. 
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iMr SIMMONS. IT hope the call for the yeas 
and rays willbe withdrawn. It wasa sort of un- 
derstanding, for the convenience of public busi- 
ness; that the appropriation bills might be taken 
up this morning. ‘l agreed a week ago, with the 
chairman of the Committee on Finance, that when 
he had his appropriation bills ready, E would lay | 
the tariff bill aside informally forthe purpose of 
passing:them.. ‘That is'what.I wish to do now if 
itis practicable. i 
Mr. CAMERON. I will-say to the Senator 
that, having understood 'thatthatarrangement was 
made between the chairman of the select commit- 
tep-and the gentleman in charge of the appropria- 
‘tion. bills, of course I shall not interfere; and I 
withdtdw: the call-for the yeas and nays. 

The VICE- PRESIDENT. The call for the 
yeas and nays may be withdrawn by unanimous 
consent, -The Chair hears no objection. 

Mr. CAMERON. I think it is unfortunate; 
but I shall not interpose. 

Mr. SIMMONS. lt may be unfortunate, but 
I cannot help it; for I made the arrangement, and 
must stand by it. 

The motion of Mr. Pearce was agreed to; and 
the Scnate, asin Committee of the Whole, resumed 
the consideration of the bill (H.R. No. 865) mak- 
ing appropriations for the current and contingent 
expenses of the Indian department, and for ful- 
filling treaty stipulations with various Indian 
tribes, forthe year ending Fune 30, 1862; the pend- 
ing question being on the motion of Mr. Jounson, 
of Arkansas, to reconsider the vote rejecting the 
followingamendment, reported from the Commit- 
tee on Indian Aff¥irs, to add, at the end of the 
bill: 

For carrying into effect the eleventh article of the treaty 
with the Choctaw tribe of Indians, made. the 22d day of 
June, 1855, and the award of the Senate made pursuant 
thereto, on the 9th of Mareh, 1859, the sum of $1,202,560 85, 
beng the undisputed balance due them. So much thereof 
as the proper authorities of the tribe shail determine to be 
necessary for the payment of the claims which, by the 
twelfth article of the treaty the Choctaws bave assumed to 
pay, and of such other fiabilities of the tribe as they may 
asecrtain and determine to be just, shall be paid over, on 
their requisition, at sueb time aud iu such manner as they 
shall request; aud the residue remaining, alter satishi 
such cidis and Habilities, shall be held in t : 
benefit of the Choctaws, according to the provisions of the 
thirteenth article of the said treaty. [utien of mating such 
payments in money, the Secretary of the Treasury may, 
at his discretion, issue to the Choctaws, on their requisi- 
tion, as aforesaid, certificates of stock in the name of the 
United States, bearing interest at the rate of six per cent. 

er aUnum, payable semi-annually at the ‘Treasury of the 

nited States, said certificates to be redeemable in ten 
years, or sooner, at the pleasure of the President of the Uni- 
ted States, and to be transferable by the proper authorities 
of the Choctaw nation in such form as the Seerctary of the 
Treasury shall prescribe: Provided, ‘That the question 
whether the undeteriniued balance not now appropriated of 
$1,130,000 of thesum reported by the Committee on Indian 
Atinirs as due to the Choctaws, under the treaty and award 
aforesaid, is a legitimate charge against the Choctaws by 
the terms of said award, be reserved for the future decision 
of the Senate. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas. This has been 
a matter of contest for a great many years. The 
case was before us, L think, this day weck; and 
there was then, evidently, very litle disposition 
in the Senate to consider it, It wasat my Instance 
~-as the Senator from Maryland, the chairman of | 
the Committee on Finance, has remarked—that 
the reconsideration was moved; and it has conse- 
quently fallen upon me, in order to show the trath 
and the strength of the convictions which | then 
entertained, to explain the matter in some meas- 
ure to the Senate. 1 have never addressed this 
body on any subject with a single emotion of 
pleasure. I have never consumed much of the 
time of this body in any instance, or on any sub- 
ject, as every one here is perfectly aware. That 

this, to me, is no labor of love, so far as the enjoy- 
ment of an opportunity to address the Senate is 


concerned, every one, I think, will recognize. | 


W hehever Lhave addressed the Senate, it has been 
only from a sense of: duty; and with that con- 
sciousness, | now proceed to the task before me. 

Sir, I believe I understand the subject-matter 
that is now before us, and I shall endeavor to sim- 
plify it. In doing so, I may find it necessary to | 
enter into some detail—for i: has been complicated | 
by the skill of adversaries and the ignorance of 
others; and if, upon an examination of the sub- 
ject, it does not become palpable to every one that 
the opposition to it is utterly intolerable, I shall 
be very much mistaken. lf such should not be 
the case, I shall ascribe it to its true cause: my 


| 


inability to explain it as it ought to be explained. | 


With the expression of a wish that the subject 
should not be much debated to-day, I certainly 
sympathize; but I can never be charged with hav- 
ing unnecessarily debated any. subject whatever, 
even where my constituents were most deeply to 
be affected by the action of this body. 

In presenting this case, Mr. President, I shall 
address myself to the facts as they are, and shall 
attempt to reduce them’ to some order. In look- 
ing around to find the opposition that has been 
made to this claim, I cannot repeat with justice 
what I said the other day, that Í have found the 
opposition to come exclusively from the Senators 
or Representatives of the North. In looking 
through the history of the matter, I believe I was 
not justin that statement; and I therefore beg 
leave at once to retract it. I find that the opposi- 
tion comes from the Committee on Finance, and, 
I think, from no other quarter. In no partof the 
debates that have taken place fora number of 
years on the subject, do J find that the opposition 
to it has come from anywhere else.. If the gen- 
temen of the Finance Committee would state 
frankly what their objections are, I am sure it 
would prove to the Senate one of two things: either 
the fact that those objections could easily be an- 
swered, or the factthat they iknow nothing of the 
subject-matter of the claim. That is the condi- 
tion in which that committee must stand before 
the Senate. Ifthey ahemselves would go intoan 
examination of it, | believe they would admit the 
fact. Ido not believe that they have, from the 
beginning, taken up this subject, and investigated 
it; but I can assure them, if they would earnestly 
address: themselves to an investigation of the sub- 
ject, it would not takethem more than forty-eight 
hours to master it. This is the situation of this 
matter, which I now propose to present to the 
Senate; and in doing so, I shall endeavor to use 
no unnecessary words, and to repeat in no in- 
stance, if possible, those facts which I shall lay 
before them. 

Mr. PEARCE. Will the Senator from Ark- 
ansas allow me to interrupt him one moment? 

Mr. JOLLNSON, of Arkansas. Yes, sir. 

Mr. PEARCE. By way of vindication of the 
Committee on Finance, I beg leave to say that 
this subject was not confided to their charge. The 
Indian Committee have always had it in charge. 
The Committee on Finance reported the bill, of 
course, with no provision on this subject. When 
they found that amendment coming from the 
Committee on Indian Affairs, they felt bound to 
call for sufficient and satisfactory explanations. 
They thought they were not afforded by the In- 
dian Committee; and they would be very happy 
to hear such from the Senator from Arkansas, 
who is now addressing the Chair. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas, Iam very glad, 
then, Mr. President, to hear the statement of the 


grounds of the opposition; and the Senate will | 
| sec at once, from the statement, how little they 


have to rely upon in sustaining the views which 


f are presented by the Committee on Finance in 


opposition to the long series of years of labor of 
the Committee on Indian Affairs. Ido not hesi- 
tate to say to Senators, for one, that if I had qe- 


voted myself to the labor upon this one single ! 
question which the Committee on Indian Affairs į 


have devoted to it, and it were treated in this way 
by the Senate twice, even once, I think E should 


| return to the Senate at once the commission that 


I held from them to serve on that committee, and 
[would discharge myself from further connection 
with it. I would do so, not from disrespect to 


the Senate, but from a conviction that I had lost | 


senatoptal confidence; and I would not consent to 
hold a position here when that was made mani- 
fest. That is the feeling with which I look at 
this subject, and with which I now address my 
self to the Senate upon it; but atthe same time, 


| in what I have said I do not desire to wound the 


sensitiveness of any Senator. | mean no other 
reflection than that, in trying to protect the Treas- 
ury, in resisting this claim, they have demanded 
explanations which they should have sought in 
the books, papers, and official reports, to which 
they have ready access. 

These are claims that originated as far back as 
under the Choctaw treaty of 1830. The whole 
of the claim against the United States, I believe, 
originates there; but it has been complicated here 
(and of that complication I wish to get rid of in 
the first instance) with the treaty of 1820, by which 


the Choctaw Indians, who then owned almost the 
whole of the State of Mississippi, sold a part, or, 
as the treaty of 1820 says, “a small part of their 
country,” to the United States, and by which the 
United States, in consideration of that small part 
of the State of Mississippi, ceded to them, and 
gave them a perfect title to, all that country west 
of Arkansas, embracing about fifteen million acres. 
In fact, if you will go to the boundaries, and ex- 
amine them, you will find that it embraced from 
twenty-five to forty million acres, and that this 
Government went beyond their own bounds into 
the territory of the Republic of Mexico in defining 
what they ceded to the Choctaws as considera- 
tion for this small part of the State of Mississippi. 
I wish to relieve this treaty of 1830 from any con- 
nection whatever with any of the points of money 
or property consideration that affect the claims of 
these Choctaws. I wish to relieve the whole 
subject at once of any connection with that, and 
that is the reason why J take hold of that treaty; 
and the Senate will themselves see, by the plain 
language of it, that that had not anything to do 
with this cession; that the cession was complete 
and perfect under the treaty of 1820. The con- 
sideration for which this cession was made by the 
United States, west of the then Territory of Ark- 
ansas, was not alone the gift of all that wild and 
barren country. There were other points in it; 
but it is not necessary for me to refer to them. 
What was the character of the title, in the first 
place, of the Choctaws in 1820, under the treaty, 
to the country which they now occupy? The 
second article of the treaty of 1820 is in these 
words: 
* For and in consideration of the foregoing cession?’— 


Meaning the cession by the Choctaws of a part 
of the State of Mississippi— f 
“on the part of the Choctaw nation, and in part satisfac- 
tion for the same, the commissioners of the United States, 
in behalf of said States, do hereby cede to said nation a 
tract of country west of the Mississippi river, situate be- 
tween the Arkansas and Red river, and bounded as fol- 
lows: beginning on the Arkansas river, where the lower 
boundary line of the Cherokees strikes the same”— 

That is in the region of what is now Fort 
Smith— ' 
“thenec up the Arkansas to the Canadian Fork, and up 
the same to its source ; thence due south to the Red river; 
thence down Red river, three miles below the mouth of 
Little river, which empties itself into Red river on the 
north side; thence in a direct line to the beginning.” 

That was the cession of 1820. It is unneces- 
sary to dilate upon it. That cession ran far into 
the Territory of New Mexico, to the sources of 
the Canadian, one of the longest rivers in Amer- 
ica, and thence due south to Red river. That was 
afterwards taken away from them, or, at least, 
was excluded in a subsequent treaty as a part of 
the cession without any consideration or any com- 
pensation to them, and without any attention be- 
ing paid to the subject. The United States, in 
my judgment, made themselves liable in damages 
for not making good the title which they gave. 
But, sir, | wish now to direct the attention of Sen- 
ators to the character of the title. The language 
of the treaty is, that the United States “ do hereby 
cede to said nation a tract of country west of the 
Mississippi river, situate,” &c., giving the bounds 
of the country. The word “cede” is used in that 
treaty without any qualification whatever; and it 
is the same language which is used in all treaties 
when there is a transfer of a section of country 
from one nation to another. There is throughout 
the treaty no qualification as to the character of 
the title. Itis a fee-simple title. It is a complete 
cession forever; and the possession was delivered 
to them of the whole of that country, so far as the 
United States themselves had possession of it,.as 
long back as the year 1820. When they have a 
title which is perfect within itself, is it possible 
(when there is nothing in any after treaty to jus- 
tify the supposition) thatit is to be construed that 
their title is so imperfect that they have to pur- 
chase it again and pay another consideration for 
it? In the second article we find the character of 
their title, which is a fee-simple title—a perfect 
cession. In the fifth section, the same language 
is used; and in the sixth article of the same treaty 
the same language is employed. 

Again: I would ask, what is the character of 


| the title which the United States acquired from 


the Indians to that portion of the State of Missis- 
sippi which was ceded by the latter under the 
treaty of 1820? That title is nothing more and. 
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nothing less-than the same titlewhich the Indians 
themselves aequired from the United States to the 
country that lies west of the State. of Arkansas; 
for they-expressly say—and, in order that the 
parallèl may be seen plainly by the Senate, I will 
read the, passage: 

“To enable the President of the United States to carry 
‘into effect the above grand and humane objects?» — 

Reciting the objeets for which this treaty was 
made— 
tithe Mingoes, wartiors, and headmen of the Choctaw na- 
tion, in full council assembled, in behalf of themselves and 
said nation, do, by these presents, cede to the United States 
of America all-the land lying and being within the bound- 
aries following.” 

The same words are used in the conveyance by 
the Choctaws to the United States that, are used 
by the United States in the conveyance to the 
Choctaws of the country which lies west of the | 
State of Arkansas; and the character of the titles 
is identically the same. If the Choctaws have not 
a good and perfect title to their country, the Uni- 
ted States had not a good and perfect title to the 
Territory of Mississippi, which they purchased 
from the Choctaws. {ido not think it is possible 
that any one, after examining the treaty, will, for 
one instant, controvert the fact that the purchase 
was complete; that the title acquired was perfect; 
and that the whole transaction, after that treaty 
was complete within itself, needed no after nego- 
tiation and no after construction to procure for | 
these Indians any better character of tide than 
they had under that treaty. 

This fact is not confined to the treaty of 1820 
alone; it applies to the treaty of 1825. The United 
States ascertained after they created the Territory 
of Arkansas in 1820, when it was stricken off from 
the Territory of Missouri, and Missouri was ad- 
mitted as a State, that the western boundary of 
that Territory,a part of what naturally belonged 
to it and should naturally go with it, was em- 
braced in the Choctaw cession; and, in 1825, the 
United States made a purchase from the Choc- 
taws of a portion of their country west of Arkan- 
gas; and’ then, for the first time, defined distinctly 
what should be the eastern boundary of the Choc- 
taw cession and the western boundary of the Ter- 
ritory of Arkansas. In that treaty, it will be found 
that the title of the Choctaws is again recognized 
as a cession complete and perfect within itself, 
and needing no further declarations to make it a 
fee simple title complete in every respect what- 
soever. Iwill read from that treaty. It begins: 


There is a recitation of the fact of that cession. | 
Again, in other parts of this treaty of 1825, allu- 
sion is made to it; and itis always spoken of and 
treated asa “ cession’’—a term well known to the | 
civil law; aterm well known to all diplomatic cor- 
respondence and arrangements as to the transfer 
of territory from one. nation to another; a term 
invariably used on such occasions; a term that 
has a technical meaning, and one that I presume 
will not be disputed by any of the very intelligent 
gentlemen who are on the Committee on Finance. 

This is notall. In the treaty of 1830, we find the 
same point, except that the subject there is coupled 
with what may be very well termed a fraud prac- 
ticed by the United States upon the ignorance of 
a tribe of Indians, famed for their friendship and | 
devotion and good faith to all the white people of 
this country. The treaty of September 27, 1830, 
provides: 

«The United States, under a grant specially to be made 
by the President of the United States? 

Itscemsto me that the language is half treacher- 
ous when it is used; it is the repetition of a grant 
once before made and again recognized, and which 
was perfect within itself: 

«The United States, under a grant specially to be made 
bv the President of the United States, shall cause to be con- | 
veyed to the Choctaw Nation a tract of country west of the į 
Mississippi river, in fee simple to them and their descend- 
auts. to inure to them while they shal! exist as a nation and 
live on it, beginning near Fort Smith where the Arkansas 
boundary crosses the Arkansas river, running thence to the 
source of the Canadian Fork; If in the limits of the United 
States.” 


There the limits are cut down some fifteen or 
twenty million acres by this treaty; for there, for 
the first time in the course of these transactions, 
is it found anywhere in any of the treaties be- 
tween the United States and the Choctaws, that 
anything is said in regard to the limits of the 
United States or to the restrictions upon the west- 
ern boundary of the Choctaw cession, other than 
that the source of the Canadian should constitute 
that boundary. I continue the quotation: +< if im 
the limits of the United States, or to those limits.”’ 
We subsequently acquired that country, and I 
will not raise a question as to what might be 
claimed as the rights of the Choctaw in that re- 
spect; for they have not raised it themselves, and 
Į consider it unnecessary. When you sell land 
which you do not ownat the time, but you-after- 
wards acquire the title to it yourself, I believe 
there is no better established principle of law than 
that the property at once goes to your grantee, 
and the acquired title becomes his. I do not, 
however, raise that question here. You can see 
in this treaty the restriction which was imposed. 


| Twill read it again: 


«“ The United States, under a grant specially to he made 
by the President of the United States, shall cause to be con- 
veyed tothe Choctaw Nation atract of country west of the 
Mississippi river, in fee simple to them and their descend- 
ants, to inure to them while they shall exist as a nation 
and live on it.” 

There is a restriction. In the first instance, in 
1820, there was made to the Choctaw nation a dis- 
tinct cession which had no limitation, and which 
was a perfect fee simple title. This was recognized 
in 1825; but here, in this treaty of 1830, ignorantly 
and deceptively asto the Indians, as you will see 
by what follows, a restriction was imposed on 


| their right of ownership of that which belonged 


to them before—a restriction without giving them 
one cent of consideration for it: 

Beginning near Fort Smith, where the Arkansas boun- 
dary crosses the Arkansas river, running thence to the 
sources of the Canadian fork, if in the limits of the United 
States, or to those limits; thence due south to Red river, 
and down Red river to the west boundary of the Territory of 
Arkansas; thence north along that line to the beginning. 
‘The boundary of the same to be agreeably to the treaty made 
and concluded at Washington city in the year 1825. ‘The 
grant to be exccuted so soon as the present treaty shall be 


j vatified.”? 


Thatboundary, consequently, isthe same boun- 
dary that hey purchased in 1820, and which was 
recognized in 1825, with the exception of what 
portion in 1825 was sold off to the United States 
for the Territory of Arkansas. The treaty of 
1830 goes on to say: ‘in consideration of the pro- 
visions contained in the several articles of this 
treaty 3°? it does not refer to the second article spe- 
cially, although this provision is made to go right 
after the second article, this being the third arti- 
cle, “ in consideration of the provisions contained 


in the several articles of this treaty, the Choctaw || 


nation of Indians do consent and hereby cede to 
the United States the entire country they own and 
possess east of the Mississippi river,” which con- 
stituted the remainder of the State of Mississippi, 
in fact, about one half of that State, and it is esti- 
mated by the Land Office to be ten million five 
hundred thousand acres in round numbers: 

« And they agree to.remove beyond the Mississippiriver 


| as early as practicable, and will so arrange their removal 
that as many as possible,” &c. 


It will be seen from this statement that the Choc- 
taws ceded first a part of the State of Mississippi, 
and then all the residue. For the first part which 
they ceded, they received all the country west of 
Arkansas, and for the second part they received 
nothing but what is contained in the other arti- 
cles of that treaty; and that which is contained in 
those other articles will be found to consist almost 
entirely of reservations. In other words, they 


| are paid for the whole of their land by consent- 


ing to give them a few of the select parts of the 
land; and then they are also allowed $20,000 as 
an annuity for twenty years; that is an amount of 
$400,000 for the whole of that territory! That 
was all the consideration that they were to re- 
ceive; and from these premiscs alone were they 
to procure the whole of their pay, according to 
the construction which I have found hitherto put 
on this treaty. It was not a cession of the coun- 
try that lay west of Arkansas that constituted the 
consideration for the cession of the remainder of 
the State of Mississippi, for there is another arti- 
cle—article eighteen—of the treaty of 1830, which 
goes on to Say: 

« ArT. 18, The United States shall cause the lands hereby 


ceded {in Mississippi}:te be-eurveyeds:andsurveyorsmay. + 
enter the Choctaw. conntry for that. purpose, conducting 
themselves properly, and disturbing dr interrd ptuig none of 
the Choctaw people. “But.no person is to be: permitted: to 
settle within the nation, or the lands to he sold before the 
Choetaws shall remove.: And for thé paymerit of the sev- 
era} amounts secured in this treaty, the landshereby:ceded 
are to remain a fund, pledged to.that purpose, until the debt 
shall baprovided forand arranged. ‘And further, itisagreed, 
that in the constradtron ‘of this ‘treaty, wherever weh- 
founded doubt shall arise, it’shail be construed most favor- 
ably towards the Chectaws.?).: > i sa i ie g 

So that there: was absolutely, for the: faithful 
execution of the treaty on the part of ‘the United 
States, a Hen reserved ‘on thé whole of the lands 
in the State of Mississippi, or the funds whie 
should be realized by the United States froi their 
sale, for the payment of all the obligations of thè 
Government of the United: States to the Choctaw 
Indians. ` ’ ae : Bet ko 

1 believe now that the ‘reading of these treaties 
and the explanation I Have given, must relieve the 
mind of every one from the thought that the’ces- 
sion of ‘lands west of Arkansas ‘can’ be ‘brought 
into any estimate of any account: heré; and itswill 
suffice, I think, in ‘addition to that, to state’ ihat, 
in making up the accounts between the Govern- 
ment of the United States and the Choctaw ha- 
tion of Indians, the Interior Department, the Land 
Office, the Serond Auditor, and: others who have 
had it under consideration, have never once re- 
ferred to any such consideration under the treaty 
of 1830, as the further cession of lands west of the 
now State of Arkansas. ee ster 

Mr. GWIN. Will the Senator from Arkansas 
permit me to make a report from a committee of 
conference ? 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas. Certainly.’ 

THE DEFICIENCY BILL... |’, 

Mr. GWIN. The. committee of conference 
appointed on the part of the Senate upon House 
bill No. 866, entitled “+ An act to supply deficien- 
cies in the appropriations for. the service of the 
fiscal year ending the 30th of June, 1861,’’ have 
met this committee of the House of Representa- 
tives, and after a full conference have: been una- 
ble to agree; and I am instructed to report that 
fact to the Senate, and toask that this committee 
be discharged, and that the Senate appoint a sec- 
ond committee of conference. rs 

Mr. HALE. Iwishtoinguire whether it will 
be in order to move that the Senate recede from 
any of the amendments which they have made, 
on which the two Houses ‘have disagreed, and 
which the committee have been unable to agree 
upon. My impression is that that will be in order, 
because it will supersede the necessity of another 
conference, if the Senate recede. ; 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Foor in 
the chair.) The Chair has no doubt that a.mo- 
tion to recede is in order at any time. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas. : Edo not believe 
the Senator from New Hampshire would wish to 
interpose a debate here in the midstiof my speech; 
and ido not. think the Senator from California 
would have desired the floor for the purpose of 
interrupting my remarks. oa 

Mr. GWIN. As the Senator is in the midst 
ofa speech, I hope the matter will lie over. 

Mr. HALE Before it goes over, Jet me make 
a motion to recede from one amendment of the 
Senate. 

Mr. GWIN. There is a subject now before 
the Senate, and a Senator is on the foor, 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas. Let this matter 
lie on the table for the present. — 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The first ques- 
tion is on the motion of the Senator from Califor- 
nia, to discharge this committee of conference from 
the further consideration of the bill; and that a 
new committee of conference be appointed on the 
part of the Senate. : : 

Mr. HALE. My question of order, in which 
I thought the Chair sustained me, was, that it is 
in order for the Senate to recede from-an amend 
ment to which the other House have disagreed, 
before asking for a second committee. : = ; 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The first ques- 
tion ison discharging the present. committee-from 
the further consideration of this bill. © : 
Mr. HALE. I have no objection to that mo- 
tion. i j me 
The question being put, the committee was diss 
charged from further consideration ofthe bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Now,the mos 
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l tien of the Senator from New Hampshire, with 
the bill, lies over for consideration. i 


INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILE. 


. The consideration of the Indian appropriation 
bill was: resumed. 
i Mr: JOHNSON, of Arkansas. Now, Mr. 
President, I have. shown, I think, very plainly— 
although I can take no credit to myself for doing 
it half as well as many others on this floor could 
do it, but still plainly enough for any of the mem- 
bers of this body distinctly to understand it—that 
the cession of the lands west of the Mississippi 
had nothing to do with our legislation, even if we 
go all the way back to investigate all the subjects 
connected with: the Choctaws. It has nothing 
whatever to do with the accounts that are before 
us. “I cannot, however, pass the subject over 
without calling attention to a few remarks which 
were made the other day by the Senator from 
Maine, [Mr. FessenDEN,] who is one of the mem- 
bers of the Committee on Finance. I do not see 
him in his seat, and I can only regret that he is 
nothere. In the course of his remarks, speaking 
of the very great amount of the claim of the Choc- 
taws, the Senator went on to say thatthe territory 
which they received from the United States was 
an immense empire—that was his expression. 
He said they had received that great empire, im- 
mensely more than they were entitled to receive. 
Iwill say to the Senator, that what they received 
there was for a very small part of what they had 
ceded to the United States in the State of Missis- 
eippie. ro, 
In order to make the absurdity of the remark 
with regard to the Choctaws more palpable still, 


let mie ask, at the time the cession was made of 
the country west of Arkansas, what was its con- 
In 1820 


dition? The cession was made in 1820. 
that country lay west of the Territory which was 


then organized, and the whole Territory had but 
‘one county in it; and that was the county of Ar- 


kansas, as a part of the Territory of Missouri 


previous to her admission into the Union. What 


population was there? There could not have been 
within the limits of the Territory of Arkansas, at 
the time it was detached from Missouri, more than 
ten or twelve thousand people, if, indeed, there 
were more than five thousand, 


five thousand, according to such statements as [ 
have seen in regard to it. 
Then, what was the character of the territory 


which. was ceded. to the Choctaws, that lay west 


ofthat? That territory was then a wilderness, 


utter and entire; and there was no human being 


that ever made a track upon it except the wild 


and roving Indians, whose hunting grounds those | 
lands constituted. That wilderness was utterly 
unbroken. . It was a small part of the country 
which the United States obtained from. France, 
the whole price of which was but $15,000,000. 
Fifteen million acres is what is now estimated to 
It is not one third the 
size of the then Territory of Arkansas. It is not jj 


have been that cession. 


one third the size of the State of Arkansas. It is 
nothalfthe size of the State of Mississippi. It was 
thenan unbroken wilderness. 


Choctaws were consigned to that. 
Senator whether he would not consider that the 
rant-at that day made by the Government of the 
nited States was rather a hardship forced upon 
the necessities, the feebleness, and wants of the 
tribe, than anything else? . They never accepted 
it willingly. . They were compelled to give up 
other land, and had to take that, rather than get 
nothing at all. p 


The Senator then went on, (and it is by that | 


general course of reasoning that suspicion is 


thrown upon everything connected with these | 


dndians,) that if he understood rightly, the Choc- 
taw nation were the wealthiest people on the face 
of the globe. I have heard that often. Whenever 
we come to speak of the tribe of Choctaw Indians, 
that charge is made. What are the manifesta- 
tions of that wealth? Those manifestations will 
show to you, it is true, some cultivated fields, 
which they have retrieved from the wilderness; 
they will show to you some few roads through 
that country, and families living in peace and con- 
tentment; they will show to you that the moneys 
paid to them for annuities have been expended in 


the building of churches and erection of school- | 


í Í think the num- 
ber of persons inside of the Territory was about į 


1 It was then a long 
ways beyond any white settlement; and these | 
Task of any | 


houses, and in the education of their people and 
their internal improvement; but there will beseen 
throughout the whole of that country no palaces, 
no fine houses. ‘There will be seen nothing else 
than humble cabins, or the very plainest dwell- 
ings. And yet, theSenator says that they are the 
very richest people on the face of the globe, as he 
understands. 

How is it that they have their riches? I know 
well how that calculation is made. I once had 
the honor of serving on the Committee on Indian 
Affairs in the other House; and these subjects and 
the manner in which these tribes were treated 
then became familiar to me, and they never can 
be torn from my memory, because I know the 
very exasperating and. almost infamous injus- 
| tice which they have often received at the hands 
of the United States. A most melancholy and 
shameful instance of that injustice is that which 
was practiced upon the Creeks, (which was even 
a worse one than the present instance,) at Fort 
Jackson, where, in capitulating enemies, we ca- 


of their country. But speaking of the wealth of 
the Choctaws, and the manner in which they are 
estimated to be the wealthiest people on the face 
of the earth, it is because that country of fifteen 
million acres is divided out in proportion to their 
numbers by the imagination of the person who 
makes the estimate, and each citizen or member 
of that tribe of Indians would have so many acres 
of land. The truth is there is not one of them 
that owns a foot of this land, except in common. 
They are so restricted by the treaty of 1830, which 
is a wrong upon them, that they, asa nation, can- 
not dispose of their territory nor of their lands. 
They hold them subject to that condition; and 
that is done by what, (to characterize it as it ought 
to be characterized, and which I shall not scruple 
to characterize,) as a fraud that was practiced 
upon the ignorant. That fraud is the more pal- 
pable, if you will go behind the treaty itself, and 
examine the notes and the memoranda that were 
taken at the time, showing what the true intent 
and meaning of the treaty of 1830 was. 

‘These facts are familiar to the Committee on 
Indian Affairs. There is not, and there never has 
been, one single solitary member of the Commit- 
tee on Indian Affairs who isnot familiar, as 1 un- 
derstand, with the facts, they having studied them, 
that does not indorse the character of the rights 
of the Choctaws and the obligation of the Gov- 
ernment of the United States to make with them 
a fair and honest settlement, and particularly to 
pay to them all that is claimed under this report 
of 1859. 

The Senator says that they are the richest peo- 
ple on the face of the earth. How does he make 
that out? By first estimating those lands. They 
constitute no wealth that they can avail them- 
i| selves of to secure bread or clothing. They con- 
Îl stitute nothing more than naked land; and if it be- 
|! longed to us and we were compelled to use it in 
i| the same way, it would destroy a man to pay the 
H 
i 
I 
| 


| taxes upon it. | i 
| The next point which he makes to show that 
| they are a people of wealth, is in reference to the 
funds that have been secured by them. They 
have been ousted and driven from their own na- 
tive country east of the Mississip pi; and he speaks 
of the sums of money that have been invested for 
them, upon which they are entitled to an annuity; 
or, in other words, upon which they are entitled 
to the payment of interest. Those sums they re- 
ceive; but the wealth you now reproach them with 
possessing is wealth invested in your own hands, 
and which, being so invested, you refuse, and you 
will continue, I presume, to refuse, to pay to them 
any part of. 

Now, thatis the condition of things. Isit right? 
I know it isnot; no man can study this question 
and understand it for himself, and have the hardi- 


hood to get up and assert that it is just. They 
are rich in hands that are worth nothing. They 
are rich in money that is in your hands. They 


are poor and miserable. On your tables here, 
this session, you have a report of the Commis- 
sioner of Indian Affairs, showing that they, like 
the whites in the western and southern part of 
Arkansas, and throughout the whole of Texas, 
have been visited this summer by constant, inces- 
sant, and destructive drouths, which have stricken 
Kansas also, until one of the northern States has 
appropriated, I believe, as much as $500,000 for 


pitulated friends, and took from them the whole | 


i 
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their relief. These Choctaws are stricken down, 
paralyzed by these drouths. They hold worth- 
less: lands; and you hold their money and will 
not pay them. They have been stricken down 
by the same drouth which has afflicted Texas 
as well as other portions of the country, which 
leaves them now almost entirely without bread; 
and they have to depend upon the destruction of 
their. cattle for meat, and to send their delegations 
here, and pay their expenses out of a portion of 
the pittance they have left, to implore you, after 
thirty years, for God’s sake, to give them a small 
part of that which is justly their own. Can you 
reproach them for their wealthand for their riches? 

Í do not believe that the Senator from Maine is 
so hard-hearted. I only believe that he did not 
understand the subject. Neither do I believe he 
is so callous that he does not care what may be 
said in their behalf, as his appearance would in- 
dicate. I have no conception that that isso, I 
know it must be that he does not understand the 
nature and character of the question; and perhaps 
he feels disinclined to look into the subject. I 
know his skill. I believe him to be one of the 
ablest lawyers upon the floor of this body; and 
I regret the want of ability to attract his mind to 
a full examination of this subject, and the elo- 
quence to hold the ear of the Senate to the cry of 
distress that comes up from that country. I ask 
the Senate to do justice. You have denied it so 
long that you have sanctified the denial; you have 
thrown a taint and a stain upon the truth, and 
have thus far condemned and driven out the peo- 
ple that have just claims upon you. Talk of com- 
promise! Gentlemen, the Choctaws can compro- 
mise further; they can yieldall their rights. They 
may say they will take two and three-pence, in 
God’s name, if you will only give itand let them 
go and cease to beg; but for my part, as a Sena- 
tor upon this floor, I never will be a party toany 
compromise that is simply palpable and bare-faced 
robbery inflicted on the weak by the strong, by 
the guardian on the ward, through a series of 
skillful maneuvers in which talent and reputation, 
and high position in this body are effective weap- 
ons. Í want Senators to wake up to this thing. 
It is very plain. It does not require forty-eight 
hours’ investigation to satisfy the mind of any 
one. So much, then, for the wealth of that coun- 
try, and for the character of that treaty, and for 
the character of the title of those Indians to those 
lands. 

The next question which arises here, and to 
which I ask the attention of the Senate, is as to 
the credits or sums which arise under the treaty 
of 1855, which declared that all these things should 
now finally and at Jast be settled, in regard to the 
sums claimed by the Choctaws under the treaty 
of 1830. What are those sums? We have before 
us the propositions submitted to the Senate. They 
were submitted toevery Department. An award 
was to be made, and a principle was adopted on 
which you would settle with them, I discover, 
in looking through it, one very great injustice that 
is practiced in the statement of the account, which 
would make a million or a million and a half more; 
but according to the account.of the Choctaws, 
the correctness of which is admitted by the De- 
partment, their claims against the United States 
under the treaty of 1855, not originating under 
that treaty, but originating under the treaty of 
1830, amount to $3,574,000. For that sum they 
state their account; but in the statement of the 
account it will be discovered that, although under 
the fourteenth article of the treaty, there were re- 
served one million nine hundred and ten thousand 
and fourhundred acres of reservations of the very 
best lands in the State of Mississippi, those reser- 
vations were never suffered to be perfected, and 
much the greater part of them never were per- 
fected to those Indians. They were driven out. 
They claimed damages for them. The damages 
are allowed at the rate of $1 25 an acre. ‘Those 
reservations were the best lands in Mississippi, 
and I believe almost every one had more or less 
improvement upon them. Those lands were worth 
an average of ten dollars anacre; but no one could 
deny, under any estimate whatever, that they 
were worth five dollars an acre. That alone, in 
a statement of the account due to them, would 
have brought in an amount of from five to ten 
million more to be added to their account. But 
putting all that aside, what they claim, and what 


i was stated, amounted to 43,574,000. 


1861. 


The Government ofthe United States; in making 
the treaty of 1855, was uncertain as to what was 
the best method-to settle. It was a very shrewd 
and intelligent man—Mr. Manypenny, I believe 
~~who made the treaty. Weallknow him. Every 
one who has had business to settle with him knows 
well the rigidity with which he searched every- 
thing, and the earnestness with which he at- 
tempted to protect the interests of the United 
States. He made the treaty in 1855, and he con- 
cluded that it was best to settle and get clear of 
these matters upon this principle: to leave to the 
Government of the United States an alternative in 
making the settlement, toallow the United States to 
settle either by paying the net proceeds of all the 
lands that the Indians sold in Mississippi, or pay- 
ing up those obligations which originated under 
the treaty of 1830, after deducting all expenses 
paid by the United States. Upon that examina- 
tion, he was pretty well satisfied in his own mind 
that if we paid the net proceeds of those lands, 
the Government of the United States would pay 
less than if it paid the sum in gross which would 
make the just obligation of the United States to 
the Choctaw nation. He therefore framed that 
treaty, leaving it to the Senate of the United States 
—-to which the Indians themselves readily as- 
sented—to become the arbiter as between them 


and the Government of the United States, to de- | 
termine what should be paid to the Choctaws, and | 


the principle upon which it should be settled. 
Whatever they should determine the Choctaws 
were willing to abide by; and they had no ques- 


tion, not only of the integrity, but of the magna- | 


nimity of this body in making a proper settlement 
with them, a feeble tribe of Indians as they were. 

This statement of items has passed through the 
Interior Department. It was made up long since. 
The items were established there, running up to 
some three million five hundred and seventy-four 
thousand dollars. All those items arising under 
the treaty of 1830 are distinctly and correctly 
stated.. That will not be disputed. The rigidity 
of the statement is only to be found where it marks 
the right of the Indian, and strikes it down alto- 
gether or limits itin amount. That is the way in 
which that settlement was made. They then had 
to determine whether they would take up this 
matter under the treaty of 1855, and make a set- 
tlement by the payment of a sum in gross by the 
United States to those Indians, or whether they 
would consent at once to get clear of all the mi- 
nutie and all the complications, and say: ‘* We 
treat you as we treated the Chickasaw nation, 
when we purchased them out and their rights; we 
will give you simply the net proceeds of your 
lands, and have done with the difficulty and the 
complicated treaty, in which you were defrauded 
in the first place, or by which you have suffered 
ever since, and which has existed from 1830 up 
to 1855.” Then, it was agreed to leave it to the 
magnanimity of the Senate; and the magnanimity 
of the Senate has dwelt upon it here for five years, 
and what is now the condition of the case? I beg 
the attention of the Senate a little while ionger, 
just to show what they have brought it to. 

This treaty had been made; it had been con- 
firmed. Every member of the United States Sen- 
ate, after a full discussion, voted for it, with the 
exception of two. The list I have before me. I 
do not regard that in speaking thus, there is any 
violence to the spirit of the rule which deprives 
us of the power to speak of proceedings in execu- 
tive session. It was confirmed; and then, aftera 
four years’ investigation, the Senate, under and 
by virtue of that treaty, took up the subject of the 
award. It referred the question to the Committee 
on Indian Affairs to determine whether we should 
adopt the rule of paying a sum in gross, or take 
as our rule of settlement the net proceeds of their 
lands, deducting those parts which constituted 
reservations, then deducting the cost ofsurvey and 
of sale, charging against them all the expenses of 
their removal, and every annuity and everything 
that has ever been paid to them or for them; charg- 
ing them with everything we could array on the 
face of the earth against their account; giving them 
a credit of the net proceeds of the land; and then 
bring everything on earth that you can collect 
anywhereagainstthat sum,and deduct theamount 
and give them the residue. 

Mr. HALE. What is that? 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas. 


I will show 


the account distinctly to the Senator, for that is li 


a point to which I wish to direct my attention 
specifically.. The Senate, or rather the Senate’s 
committee, took up tbat subject, and laboring to 
reach justice, but «i the same time, by the most 
rigid and strict rales, to protect the Treasury of 
the United States, they brought in their method 
of settlement; ani iżet method of settlement pre- 
scribed that they w take the rule of the net 
proceeds as the beiter, clearer, and easier method 
of ascertaining wna: wasdue. Upon the passage 
of that award which was passed here, determin- 
ing that that should be the course of settlement, the 
Senate adopted a resolution which I will read. 
This award was passed after four years of study 
in the Department and in the committee of the 
Senate, and on the conclusion of the investigation 
of this award, the Senate adopted the following 
principles on which the accounts of. the Choctaws 
should be setted: 

« Whereas, the eleventh article of the treaty of Jane 22, 
1855, with the Choctaw and Chickasaw Indians provides 
that the following questions be submitted for decision to 
the Senate of the United States: first, whether the Choc- 
taws are entitled to or shall be allowed the proceeds of the 
sale of the lands ceded by them tothe United States by the 
treaty of September 27, 1839, deducting therefrom the costs 
of their survey and sale and all just and proper expend- 
itures and payments under the provisions thereof; and, if 
so, what price per acre shall be allowed to the Choctaws 
for the Jands rema 
ment with them may be effected 5 or,” — 

As an alternativ c=- 

Second, whether the Choctaws shall be allowed agross 
sum in further and ful isfaction of all their claims, na- 
tional aud individual, agaiust the United States; and, if 
so, how much. 

éc Resolved, That the Choctaws be allowed the proceeds 
ofthe sale of such lands as have been sold by the United 
States on the lst day of January last, (1859,) dedu 
therefrom the costs of their survey and sale, and all p: 
expenditures and pa nts under said treaty, excludi 
reservations allawed aud secured, and estimating the seriy 
issued in lieu of reservations at the rate of §1,25 per acre; 
and, further, that they be also allowed twelve and a halt 
cents per acre for ihe residue of said lands; and further, that 
it is the judgment of the Sonate that the lands remaining 
unsold atter said period are worth nothing, after deducting 
expenses of sale.” 

And thus, at once, we confiscated all the residue 
of the lands that remained unsold, and we agreed 
to pay them the net proceeds of the lands as the 
best way; and I can say to the Senate, in the con- 
viction of the Government, I have no question it 
was deemed decidedly the cheapest way, in which 
the Government could proceed to settle. The 
Senate of the United States adopted that course, 
notwithstanding the language which is to be found 
in our treaties in express terms, that wherever 
there is a subject-matter of doubt in the treaty, 
that subject-matter shall be construed in the most 
favorable manner to the Indians. 
into that distinct stipulation for the interests of the 
Indians. Then comes the resolution afterwards, 
upon which these accounts are stated. After hav- 
ing adopted the principle of net proceeds as the 
manner in which we should proceed with the set- 
tlement of the Choctaws, we resolved: 

“¢ That the Seeretary of the Interior cause an account fo 


| be stated with the Choctaws, showing what amount is due 


them according to tle above preseribed principles of settle- 
ment, and report the same to Congress.” 

This was passed in 1859. Since that time, I 
think about fourteen months have been taken to 
make up.these accounts, upon which I wish to 
comment for alittle while. The award being made 
in March, 1859, it required the Interior Depart- 
ment to report an account showing the amount to 
be paid. ‘Che Land Office then investigated that 
account with regard to the net proceeds. Thein- 
dian Office also Investigated these accounts, to ais- 
cover all the charges that could be made against 
the Indians under the treaty of 1830, for expendi- 
tures, and payments of moncy of every character. 
The Second Auditor’s cifice also did the same. 
The Secretary of the Interior himself then took 
the pains to make a minute examination through- 
out of these accounts. 
and all the’ charges w : 
against the sum to the credit of the Indians, and 
all the credits of the Indians themselves were re- 
duced in cvery other manner, as much as it was 
possible for them to be reduced, and the Commis- 
sioner then shows thatthe Governmentfound there 
was yet due to the Choctaw tribe of Indians the 
amount of $2,981,247. 

Now, I call the attention of the Senate to the 
fact that ihe Committee on Indian Affairs brings 
forward t 


ing unsold, in order that a final settie-,, 


We entered ; 


A long time was taken, : 
ere arrayed that could be | 


. > : t 
e proposition which we are proposing 
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to reconsider, that $1,200,000 shall beat this time į; 


appropriated; and.in consideration.of the condi- 
tion of our finances, they: do not.ask for the con- 
sideration of any other portion ofthe amount which. 
constituted the award upon the principles, origin- 
ally-established by the Senate. That.award, upon 
the principles which, were established, amoanted 
to nearly three million dollars. After.the award 
was made by the Senate of the United States, and. 
the matter was referred to the Interior Depart- 
mentforastatement of the account, it was referred 
to the Committee on Indian Affairs; and. thatcom- 
mittee then attempted. to try. their hand upon the 
reduction. J shall not go into the particulars of 
the manner of reduction, except upon two poin 
where they brought in objections to two items. 
The committee, after investigating the matter, re- 
duced the amount of $2,981,247 30 by. deducting 
from the net proceeds of the ceded: lands, which 
it was decided shoald be aid. to the Choctaws— 
the five per cent. fund of the gross proceeds of the 
public lands which, by our own, laws, we give to 
every land State. That deduction was made by. 
the committee, earnestly desirous to allow nothing 
to the Indians which, could. possibly be escape 

with any semblance of justice. Now, with what 
justice could that five per. cent, fund, which comes 


„to $362,100, have been deducted? I shall go into 


no argument, but shall satisfy myself simply by 
saying that it was without semblance of. justice; 
and Mr. Toomss himself, who attacked the re- 
port of the committee here, did not dwell upon 
that, and seemed not to have supported that con- 
sideration of the subject. The committee, then, 
after what have been well termed a hard-hearted 
set of officers in the Government, had cut down 
the claim of the Choctaws to $2,900,000, struck 
out the five per cent. fand which this Government 
owed to the State.of Mississippi, and compelled 
the Choctaw Indians to pay it, without the Choc- 
taw Indians. having any transactions whatever 
with the State of Mississippi. Snes 
The committee then go to another item which 
had been. allowed in the account stated by the 
Departmentunder the treaty of 1855 and the ireaty 
of 1830. The Committee on Indian Affairs, which 
now reports the amendment before you, deducted 
from the Indian lands all such Jands as Congress 
had donated, as swamp lands and for schoo) pur- 
poses and railroad purposes, to the State of Mis- 
sissippi.. Their value amounts to $286,560, Under 
this award, it was expressly agreed that the net 
proceeds of those lands should. be allowed to. the 
Indians in satisfaction of their claims against the 
Government of the United States; and in inter- 
preting the treaty, and obeying the resolution of 
the Senate requiring the accounts to be stated by 
the Interior Department, by the General Land 
Office, by the Commissioner of Indian Affairs, 
and by the Second Auditor of the Treasury, those 
officers returned the amount of $2,900,000; but 
the committee took these two items, which. were 
allowed distinctly by all, these. officers as unob- 
jectionable, amounting in the. aggregate to over 
$648,000 and struck them out,gnd reported back 
the award and the statedaccount which was made 
by the Department, and recommended the pay- 
mentat the lastsession of Congress of $2,332,000. 
Upon that proposition of the Committee on In- 
dian Affairs, we fad then a very considerable de- 
bate. In the course of that debate, some parties 
who took exception to what the committee did, 
sustained the committee expressly in objecting to 
those $648,000. The result of that, and of the 
course pursued by the Committee on Indian Af- 


i fairs, was, that the Choctaw delegation gave up 


all hope of obtaining the five per cent. fund, and 
the value of the railroad and school and swamp 
lands which the Government had taken from them 
and given to the State of Mississippi. The Choc- 
taws, seeing the spirit that actuated the minds and 
the hearts of the arbitrators of their rights here, 
gave up all thought then of recovering that, and 
consented that the Committee on Indian Affairs 
should report the proposition as they did; and 
they said they would be contentif Congress would 
allow them $2,332,000.. They felt that they were 
dealing with hard masters; they were dealing with 
sharp men; they were dealing with men who were 
acting on one side, though they had been consti- 
tuted by the terms of the treaty the arbitrators to 
act for both sides. They gave up what was dis- 
puted, and then there remained 2,332,000, as the 
account left the hands of the Committee on In- 
dian Affpirsafter full investigation »unembarrassed 
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byanything more from the Department, except 
ay invidious and fraudulent suggestion, which I 
shall:treat of directly, and one- which was sug- 
gestive of evil, and designed for evil. ‘The whole 


claim of $2,352,000, as reported by the committee, | 
was unembarrassed with a single objection, and || 


it-was presumed it would be paid. Then, how- 


ever; some members of the Finance Committee | 


took hold of the subject. After the reductioris 


made by the Department and by the Indian Com- 


mittee; these members of the Finance Committee 
tried their skill as traders; and J shall-show you 
how they have embarrassed that $2,332,000. 

If Senators are giving metheiratterition on this 
subject, thé case is so plain that-no man can mis- 
understand it. “Ido not care evenif he were stu- 
pid, he could not misunderstand it if he would 
listen with attention. The matter came before the 
Senate last year, upon the amendment offered by 
the Committec on Indian A ffairsfor the $2,332,000. 
The Senate at once seemed to sustain the report 
of the committee, which struck out the $648,000; 
but gentlemen scemed to sustain it no further than 
it struck down the rights, and what are consid- 
ered‘ to be the just dues of the Indians. They 
sustained the report just so far as it strack down 
the rights of the Indians, and so far as it repudi- 
ated the $648,000; and they then turn upon the 


report itself, and attack it; and why? Because | 


they do not wish to pay that which, by their 
treaties, they have expressly obligated themselves 
to pay, and that in the mannerin which it is sim- 
plified, ‘as they themselves have simplified it, by 
the award which they have voted. 

Charges were made, based upon a note, which 
E will read, attached to the statement of the ac- 
counts of the Choctaws as it came to us from the 
office.of Indian Affairs and from the Interior De- 
partment, The tables are given at length, con- 
taining a fall statement, through which I have 
taken the pains to go in the time which the Sen- 
ate has allowed me. The statement covers a 
number of pages in which the accounts are set 
forth, everything being stated specifically and 
minutely, everything being collected that could 
lve; and ‘after petting through the statement, there 
ig to be found atthe bottom the note which I shall 
read. It is‘a lite peculiar. The Department 
states the whole amount due, upon the just con- 
struction of the treaties, to be $2,981,247 30. In 
obedience to the resolution of the Senate which 
called upon the Department for a statement of 
the account, that is sent here. Then comes a note, 
whieh would be somewhat of an irresponsible 
affair, if it were not that we find the same words 
in a report made by the Commissioner of Indian 
Affairs. If a more perfidious passage was ever 
attached to any obligation sought to be truly and 
justly solved, have never met with it, nor kuown 
it, nor heard of it. Twillvead the note; for Ihave 
no question that the Senate will see the impudence 
of its propositions at once. ‘The men who con- 
ecived them would not boldly suggest that such 
things should beglone; but it amounts to a sug- 
gestio fulsi-—putting evil into the minds of others; 
and some members of the Committee on Finance, 
who were but little informed on the subject, were 
not able to escape from falling into this trap. If 
it were a transaction in which private individuals 
were concerned, it would be enough to make the 
cheek of any man, whether he was an honorable 
gentleman or nol, mantle with shame in the face 
of any other of his fellow-men. Thatis the truth 
in regard to it, and I will characterize it as it de- 
serves, 

In the report of the Department stating the ac- 
count ih obedience to all the laws and all the 


treaties, they found that reducing it inevery way | 
possible, (the particulars of which I have not gone | 


into, but could do so if it were necessary,) they 
reduced it to 42,981,247 30. They transmit that 
to the Committee on Indian Affairs; and, as 1 
stated, the committee reduced it by deducting 
$648,000. In looking at the stated account, as fur- 
nished from the Indian office, I find this note: 

“itis to be observed that, 
treaty of 1830, a patent wa 
country west of Arkansas, 
liou acres.” 


ed to the Choctaws for the 
mated to contain fifteen mil- 


That is very good, so far as that goes. ‘€ Sub- 
sequently, the Chickasaws, with the consent of 
the United States’*—mark it—‘* purchased a por- 
tion of this tract’’—that is of the Choctaw ceun- 
try west of Arkansas—f at $520,000, wie-h sum 


ader the second article of the | 


t 


te 
H 


the United States paid out of the trust fund be- 
longing to the Chickasaws.’? The Chickasaws 
and the Choetaws had a trade in 1837, held a 


| treaty, and made an agreement between them- 
selves, with which the United States had nothing | 


todo. The United States merely did not object. 
This Government was glad of it. It wanted to get 


the Indians out of Mississippi and Tennessee, and | 


the Chickasaws made a treaty with the Choctaws, 


i| buying a part interest in the Choctaw lands, as 


they were kindred tribes; and it was agreed that 
they should remove together west. The Chick- 
asaws purchased a portion of this tract, west of 
Arkansas, from the Choctaws, at the price of 
$530,000, “ which sum the United States paid’’— 
by the authority of the Chickasaws—‘ out of the 
trust fund belonging to the Chickasaws.”? The 
Commissioner calls the attention of the Senate of 
the United States to the fact that the Choctaws, 
after having bought this land in 1820; after its 
having been confirmed to them in 1825; after their 
title to it had been acknowledged in 1830; sold a 


partofitin 1837 to the Chickasaws; and the Chick- | 


asaws paid them, but paid them with money 
which the Chickasaws had in the possession of 
the United States. That is all the United States 
had to do with the money. They merely acted 


as an agent of the Chickasaws in paying their | 
| 


mongy to the Choctaws. 


nder the treaty of 1855°—goes on the same | 


suggestion— the Ghoctaws relinquished all their 
right to that portion of said tract west of the one 
hundredth meridian, and leased that portion be- 
tween the ninety-eighthand onchundredth degrees 
of west longitude, for which the United States 
paid the sum of $600,000." Now, mind you, in 
1820, the United States sold all this country to the 
Choctaws, and, by the terms of the treaty of 1830, 
the United States limited their right to the one 
hundredth degree of west longitude without any 
consideration at all on the part of the Choctaws 
for the restriction; but the Choctaws agreed to it; 
and then the United States purchased, farther- 
more, from the Choctaws $600,000 worth of their 
lands, being two degrees—one hundredand twenty 
miles—wide by the whole length of the lands of 
that nation, and they purchased them for the pur- 


| pose of securing a place for the location of wild 


tribes of Indians. They made this purchase under 
the name of a lease, and paid the Choctaws 
$600,000 for it. The whole of that transaction 


amounted simply to this—nothing more: that | 


the Government of the United States, having first 
sold all that country to the Choctaws, afterwards 
wanted a part of it back; but having received as 


`a consideration the lands in Mississippi, and all 


being settled as far as the lands were concerned, 


the United States gave $600,000, in order to have | 


a part of these lands returned under an arrange- 
ment in the form of a lease, which is nothing more 
thanasale, for it is a lease, in express terms, to the 
United States forever, and constitutes a fee-simple 
title. 

Now goes on this, as I term it, perfidious sug- 
gestion: “if these sums are to be regarded as pay- 
ments under the treaty of 1830, the amount due 
the Choctaws will be $1,851,247 30,” thus rc- 
ducing it $1,130,000. 

Inotice, in reading the debate at the last session, 
in which Mr. Toomss took part, that-he put the 
chief part of his objection in regard to this matter 
on the fact that the Committee on Indian Affairs 
had not explained the account so that he could 
understand the meaning of this note. I noticed 
that the Senator from New Hampshire (Mr. 
Crark] explained it to him repeatedly, sought to 
make him understand it; but he was not willing 
to have it made clear to him. ‘That kind of op- 
position isnot sincere, and I think itis not worthy 
the Senate. If { had had anything to do with the 
matter then, I should certainly have objected to 


his pursuing that course, and should have asked | 
an adjournment that he might be permitted to read | 


the proofs if, after the efforts that were made by 
the Senator from New Hampshire, he could not 
understand the question. 

Take the amount of the claim as it would be 


i if the deduction suggested in this note were made, 


and then deduct the $648,000 stricken off by the 
committee, und it leaves $1,200,000. The mem- 
hers of the Committee on Finance, at the last ses- 
sion, seemed to rest on the fact that they would 
vote no part of this appropriation, because of the 
suggestion contained in the note, and the belief of 


ij justly due, from 1830 until 1861? 


those members that there was something wrong 
‘in the claim, and that the Government ought not 
to pay it. Well, now, suppose you deduct that 
$1,130,000 from the $2,332,000 which the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs themselves consented 
should be reported, and recommended and urged 
į to be paid, and what have you left? You have 
left, then, the proposition which is now before you, 
| after I have torn away from it every item in re- 
gard to which a question has been raised. 

These Indians come before you at this moment 
an impoverished and suffering race of people— 
not suffering in the poetical style in which Indians 
are spoken of generally, in order to excite sym- 
pathy; but they are a people whoare suffering at 
this time from’ the drouths under which Kansas 
and Texas, and the other States in that vicinity, 
are suffering. They are a people but little able 
| themselves to provide against misfortunes and 
contingencies of that character; a people without 
trade, commerce, or means. They have asked, I 
believe, that the Committee on Indian Affairs 
should report their business for action at this time, 
and, on account of the stringency of the Treasury, 
for only that part which remains afler you take 
off all that anybody hasever objected to, and that 
is $1,200,000. 

Now, after you have taken off the amount of 
the Chickasaw sale, and the after purchase by the 
United States of the country that lies west of the 
ninety-cighth parallel of longitude; after you have 
taken off the five per cent. fund given to Missis- 
sippi; after you have taken off the swamp lands, 
the school lands, and the railroad lands; after 
you have deducted every item which the commit- 
ice have withheld, and deducted every item in 
regard to which adoubt is suggested in the “note” 
of the Department, you bring the claim down to 
the amount which is now before you. After all 
these things are taken off, this simple proposition 
is left. Not one particle of dispute was ever 
| raised about it until the other day, by the Sena- 
tor from Maine, [Mr. Fessenpen.] When I said 
| that the Committee on Indian Affairs asked for an 
| appropriation of nothing but what was undisputed, 
| leaving the balance for future consideration and 


i} discretion in more prosperous times to the Treas- 


l ury, I heard that Senator, for the first time, say 
that he disputed the whole account; and, in the 
next breath, when he urged that he would not 
vote for such a thing without examination and 
investigation, he admitted that he had not ex- 
amined and investigated it. Is not that so? 

Is there one Senator here who has looked into 


|i the case at all, or who has consented to make an 
|| effort to do justice, which would require of him 


to listen, to attend to the discussion of this sub- 
ject, who does uot recognize that as the state of 


li facts, and that as the opposition of the Senator 


from Maine, and that as the character and class 
of opposition which has been made to the pay- 
mentofa just obligation of the Government of the 
United States, which has stood unpaid, although 
It is clear, 
perfectly evident, that there is an amount of 
$1,200,000 due to these Indians, which cannot be 
disputed. There can be no exception taken to 
any part of this amount, under the terms of all 
the treaties you have made, under the awards, 
under the minute, the tedious, the rigid, the sus- 
picious investigation with which the whole sub- 
ject has been pursued through every branch of 
the departments, through its inferior officers and 
the subordinate clerks up to the bureaus, and then 
to the hands of the Secretary of the Interior, and 
| then through the handsof your Indian Committee 
| here, then through the Senate of the United States, 
then through the Finance Committee, that objects 
to and suspects everything Here is the amount 
that not one voice has ever been raised against 
hitherto, except the solitary Senator from Maine, 
who, more, I think, in a feeling of passion than 
anything else, said he objected to and disputed 
the whole of it; and yet he admitted that he had 
| never examined it, and I think went so far as to 
say that he never would. 
What is the distress now upon this Govern- 
| ment, that we cannot as well recognize these cred- 
| itors asany others? There are Senators, I under- 


stand, who make the objection, that in a hard 
i time like this, we have a right to distinguish 
between our creditors; they say that a breaking 
man,a man in failing circumstances, has that 
right; but, as has been suggested to me, and as 
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will be readily tecognized by every well-read man 
in the lawin this body, that right extends not to 
the case-of a trust fund in the possession of a 
person. “You cannot make a distinction between 
your creditors so as to disregard the rights of your 
cesiuis que trust to the funds thatare in your hands. 
Yet such istheeffort. [call the attention of Sen- 
ators to théfact that this is among the oldest obli- 
gations; that it has been worked laboriously, and 
worked through such channels that it is wonder- 
ful there has been left. due to these people anything 
at all; but when it has been manifested how much 
is due to them, and but little more than one third 
is asked for here, and that one third consisting of 
items which the most suspicious mind has never 
been able to utter a suspicion against, and the 
strictest economist can find no grounds to object 
to, why should there be opposition to this allow- 
ance? Senators say we may distinguish between 
our creditors in a time like this. Tsay they can- 
not, when they stand here as trustees for these 
Indians, with these funds in their hands, confided 
to them,and the Senate, the arbitrator, having de- 
cided the matter. It is morally decided by them. 
It was decided when the account was stated, and 
stated.truly by their own officers, and particularly 
when it was reported by their own committee, 
and especially as to that part which they them- 
selves do not pretend to question. It is morally 
decided. They have no right to distinguish be- 
tween creditors and cast these out. They stand 
to these Indians in the relation of guardian and 
ward. These funds are in their hands, and they 
are bound to apply them according to the purposes 
of the trust, 

But suppose you could treat this as any other 
debt, and push it off, why should you do so? If 
you would consent to treatevery other obligation in 
the same way in which this is now proposed to be 
treated, if other claimants would be satisfied with 
one third of the amounts—for here it is proposed 
only to allow $1,200,000 outof $3,000,000—if you 
could put off your other creditors with one third 
oreven one balfof what youuwe them, your Treas- 
ury would soon be full to overflowing, and you | 
would need no more high tariffs; you would need 
no more loan bills. Every onc can have the same 
kind of satisfaction that the Choctaws will have, 
if they receive at your bands all that is now pro- | 
posed to be given to them. Let us give it. 

This case docs not admit of argument. Itis too 
palpable, too plain, to require that. Gentlemen 
say that you have not the money to pay now. 
The Indians meet that at once by a proposition 
which ought to strike to shame the proposition 
to refuse to pay, and particularly when we look 
at the ground on which, as it seems to me, it must 
be advocated; for I can see no other, They mect 
the proposition that you have no money in the 
Treasury, by saying to you: “As you are pro- 


viding for the issue of bonds and making loans to®; 


raise money, if you will give us that which is the 
undisputed part of our claim, give us your bonds į 
for $1,200,000, we will take them, and sell them, 

and be ourselves the losers.” This loss follows 

as a consequence from your broken credit; and 

such consequences ever will follow all parties that 

are distinguished by broken faith. Depreciated 

credit is uot a matter of wonder in such cases. IF- 
the same species of broken faith existed on the 

part of this Government to its other creditors, 

white men, it could not borrow one cent. If the 

Government should act so faithlessly in regard to 

white men, if it inflicted such wrongs upon them, 

it would be without one particle of credit with 

capitalists; and, though wrapped in civil war or in 

foreign war, it would find it hopeless to put bonds 

in the market and expect to get them cashed, even 

at fifty per cent. discount. 

Tis is the proposition which the Choctaws 
make. They say “give us bonds now for the 
amount of $1,209,000, and we will take them and 
sustain the loss.” The Committee on Indian Af- 
fairs report that to you; and that is the amend- 
ment. Now, will the Senate consent, or will the 
Senate refuse, that they shall have this amount, 
which is undisputed by every one, paid to them; 
and will the Senate farther consent to issue it to 
them inthe depreciated paper which they agree 
to take? Can any claimants present to you their 
rights in more humble terms than they have, in 
any more submissive language, or can they be 
more forbearing? They may be kicked out; they 
may be sent home with nothing. The Govern- 


ment of the United States is their guardian. Itis 
a Government too strong for them to coerce or 
resist. They can be sent home by it objects of 
scorn and contempt, as they are of injustice and 
oppression, without one cent, while the United 
States can claim honor in the eyes of other na- 
tions for the manner in which she fulfills her en- 
gagements with them, where she is fearful to do 
the contrary, while behind there lies .a load of 
crime, in the shape of blighted faith, that ought 
to damn any people on the face of the earth. 
This is the way I look at it; and yet Senators 
here, it is said, will not vote for this amendment. 
I hope they will not persist in opposing it when 
they come to understand it. It cannot be possible 
that they will so dishonor themselves. The man 
in private life who is capable of transactions of 
this character is marked; and if he is known he 
is recognized nowhere in decent society; he is not 
permitted for one moment to receive the hand of 
fellowship from any honorable man, Senators 
here, in utter ignorance, vote on the rights of these 
people. I had some feeling on this matter the other 
day; and if, in what I said, I inflicted a wound on 


| the feelings of any individuals, it was no intent of 


mine. Thave sought to-day to avoid every possi- 
bility of a personal allusion that could be offensive 
toany one. Ishould be sorry if, in advocating a 
cause which is so strictly and entirely just, [could 
be guilty of the folly (to say nothing of the fact 
that it would wound myself as an individual to do 
it) of giving offense and building up opposition 
to the proposition by the intolerance of my own 
advocacy of it. ` 

These Indians ask for that which is undisputed. 
They ask for bonds which are below par. They 
ask only for a small part of what is due them. 
They present you their memorial; and the truths 
contained in the memorial are set forth in the re- 
ports that are before you. The facts are undis- 
puted; they plead their sufferings; and their case, 
in that respect, is very much the same as—only 
I presume it is worse than—that of the people of 
Kansas; to whom New York, a State that is un- 
der no such obligation, has already appropriated 
largeamounts of money to relieve their distresses. 
These Indians come to you, as they say in terms, 
as no humble supplicants, begging you for mercy, 
but claimants, asking only a very small part of 
their rights. ‘They ask you now to forget and 
lay aside all those things which involve matters 
of dispute, and settle with them those items in 
regard to which there is nodoubt. Here is their 
memorial, which sets forth their condition and 
situation. They have no money. They have 
assumed, by the terms of the treaty of 1855, to 
pay certain claims to individuals of their nation 
and out of the nation, for which the Government 


| of the United States was liable before that treaty 


was made By that treaty, they themselves as- 
sumed these obligations, but they have no means 


! to pay them; and now you will not give them 


money, even to pay these liabilities; nor will 
you give them means which you acknowledge to 
be theirs, to put bread in the mouths of their 
starving women and children. 

Mr. President, I do not propose to detain the 
Senate any longer in the consideration of this 
question. 
the Senate which the question itself deserves, I 
believe I have made it sufficiently plain to satisfy 
the mind of any one, provided always he will be- 
lieve that-what I have said hes not been a mis- 
representation of fact; and I do not think it will 
be supposed, for one instant, that I have been 
guilty of willful misrepresentation. If there is 
anything in the case in regard to which 1 cannot 
answer, I know well that there are at least three 
members of the Senate on the other side of the 
Chamber who have investigated the subject as 
members of the Committee on Indian Affairs, and 
that 


suggest any difficulty in his own mind as to what 
are the relative obligations to the parties in this 
matter. ] 

Mr. PEARCE. Mr. President, when this ques- 
tion was before the Senate some week ago, I be- 
lieve I voted against this appropriation. {did so 
because | was not satisfied of the propriety of the 


arrangement made on the 9th of March, 1809, | 


which seemed to have taken the Senate by sur- 
prise. I observed, by turning to the reeerd of our 


If I have received the attention from | 


here are several more on this side who are | 
familiar with all the facts, who can readily set me | 
| right, or set rightany one else who may choose to 


proceediigs on ‘that “day; that the Senat 
Arkansas nearest me [Mr: SenasTtan] presented 
a resolution from the Committee on dadan Af- 
fairs, which is called the award made by the Sen- 
ate in this case, that there was ‘scarcely any dis+ 
cussion upon it. I believe he spoke two or three 
minutes; and a single question was'askéed of him 
by the Senator from New York, [Mr Kine; who 
inquired how much money there was underthat 
resolution. - The Senator from- Arkansas’ replied 
that he could not tell, but it was-a‘very-large 
amount, probably ,jhe thought, between eighthun- 
dred thousand and a million dollars.: “Withthat 
answer the Senate, being I'suppose impatient to 
get away—it was at an extra session—scemed to 
be contented, and without any hesitation they 
adopted the resolution, or the award.. That some- 
what embarrassed me. It was a pretty solemn 
acta resolution of the Senate passed ‘in. pursi- 
ance of.a treaty stipulation with the Choctaw In- 
dians; but it was suggested @y gentlemen whose 
experience is very great, whose ltgal knowledge 
is entitled to the highest respect, that if-we were 
surprised into passing such an award as that, we 
were not so imperativcly bound:but that we might 
look back to all the facts in-the early history of 
the transaétion. i f 
Mr. SEBASTIAN. {hope the Senator from 
Maryland will allow me an opportunity ‘here to 
explain. we : ; 
Mr. PEARCE. Itisunnecessary. [shall not 
utter a word of complaint.» : 
Mr. SEBASTIAN. It is proper, I think, that 
I should say now what it is proper for me to say 
on some occasion, and I do not know of any 
occasion more appropriate than. ‘to ‘interlard the 
Senator’s remarks right ‘at ‘the point where the 
suggestion occurs, with an explanation ‘whieh I 
feel due to myself—rather of a personal character. 
Mr. PEARCE. Well, make it. A i 
Mr. SEBASTIAN. Not on account of what 
the Senator from Maryland ‘has said; but I think 
it an appropriate time now, once for all, to reply 
to a species of argument which ‘was addressed to 
the Senate the other day by the Senator from 
Maine. It was in reference to the very idea now 
suggested, of the inconclusiveness of this award 
of the Senate; and to the alleged fact that the Sen- 
ate inflicted upon itself the imputation that it had 
done that about which it understood’ nothing. 
The allegation was made in a manner which 
seemed to reflect upon the Committee on Indian 
Affairs something like a disposition to harry or 
press through an award, as a species of surprise 
on the Senate, when the fact was, that it had 
been deliberately matured by that committee for 
two long years. : 
L remember, Mr. President, the circumstances 
under which that award was brought forward. 
It was late in the evening, when there was & pretty 
fuli attendance of the Senate; and when Lbrought 
it up, as Senators will bear in mind—lalways 
bring up Indian business probably with’ too much 
diffidence'and too much hesitation, becausé of the 
generally uninteresting character of that kind of 
business before the Senate--I sought a time’ at 
which F thought I could obtain the favorable con- 
sideration, and the ear of the Senate. T brought 
it forward, in my place, in'regular order. ‘There 
was no kind of surprise; and it was passed: with 
all the discussion that usually follows anything 
that is reported from the Committee on ‘Indian 
Affairs. take the liberty here to say that it 
is not the custom of this body to debate, or to 
discuss at length, or to investigate here, what 
comes from that committee. The character of the 
business is such, that it interests no one; it cnlists 
the sympathies of no one. It is rather a labor of 
love for that committee to take upon itself the 
duty of acting and thinking about uninteresting 
matters for the Senate. Its reports have gen- 
erally been passed -here without investigation; 
and, in that respect, I think the committee:has 
enjoyed heretofore an enviable confidence on the 
part of the Senate, in trusting to the correctness 
of its conclusions in matters which it is utterly 
impossible for the members of this body gener- 
ally to investigate for themselves. ue 
My attention was called to the fact that this 
appropriation was large, by the Senatorfrom New 
York, (Mr. Kine,] whois not now in his seat. 
I then told him that theappropriation was a large 
one; and, probably, in language not guarded suffi- 
ciently, not accurateenough to make myself pre- 
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cisely, understood, Ł said something akin to that 
which has been ascribed to me by the Senator 
from Maine, that no human. being could tell pre- 
cisely the amount which would be ascertained as 
the ultimate right of the Choctaws under this 
award. [did not pretend to be an auditing or an 
accounting oficer here.. It was the duty of that 
committee to ascertain the principles and rules by 
which a simple measure of justice should be as- 
certained between. these Indians. and the United 
States Government. As to what.sum the account 
might reach, to. what magnitude it might attain, 
no one did know; and E can- cite here numerous | 
illustrations ofthe fact that, when the Senate settle 
principles, and settle laws, they know not to what | 
expenditure of dollars and cents itis going to lead. 
My guess on that occasion, from an imperfect | 
knowledge of that part of the case, was, that it | 
would amount to between eight hundred thousand | 
and a million dollars. ‘That was a large sum; and 
when I announced,in my place, that the claim 
was for alargessum, I supposed that the Senate 
must have had its attention called to the fact, just 
as if [had announced that it had been $3,000,000, 

Herc, Mr. President, I must say, for myself, 
that Iwas led into the error of placing the amount 
too'small, by crediting an unofficial preliminary 
report from the Land Office, as to the quantity of 
lands which had been sold by the Choctaws, in- 
stead of that which turned out to be the case. I 
have a-memorandum now among the original 
papers on file in the Secretary’s office, by which 
it willappear that my guess, in amount, if that had 
‘been material to the Senate in a matter where prin- 
ciple was more important, where a rule of right 
was necessary to be fixed, and not the amount of 
dollars and centsto be obtained under it, was very 
nearly right. I expected, as a matter of course, 
that more would be charged to the account against 
the Choctaws than they had supposed; and, in 
fulfillment of that very notion of mine and of th» 
committee, $600,000 were afterwards charged to 
the Choctaws, which probably was not within the 

literal award of the Senate. But when you look 
to the factthat there was a difference of two or three 
million acres between the estimated amountofland 
conveyed, and that which a topographical survey, 
afterwards ordered by the Land Office, showed to 
be the absolute amount conveyed, from the actual 
sales on the books of the Land Office, the whole 
of this disparity is accounted for; and it shows 
that that committee was not only not ignorant of 
the whole basis. of the settlement, but that that 
error which led me into making an erroneous 
statement to the Senate was the fault of the Land 
Office, and not my own, But I never did conceal, 
and never did misstate to the Scnate, that which 
concerned the right of the case. 

I have only felt it necessary to say this much 
in justice to myself and to the committee; and I 
wish now to repeat what I have said heretofore 
in defense of the committer, that } believe every 
member of the committee understood the case as 
wellas I did myself; that I was importunate even 
in bringing this large case before them, and beg- | 
ging of them, as an act of justice to themselves 
and of self-vindication, to make the argument and 
statement of the case so plain that it should escape 
all kinds of censure or criticism afterwards. 

I believe, Mr. President, I have said aii that is 
necessary. I only wanted to make this statement 
to show that the Senate were not taken by sur- 
prise; they were advertised that it was a large 
claim; that if they passed it without consideration 
it was no fault of the committee or mine; that 
they passed it in the usual course of proceedings 
here; that the committee gave to this subject cou- 
sideration during a term of two years before the 
award was finally made; and when we called upon 
the Land Office for information, in compliance with 
this resolution, they were fourteen months in 
making out the report upon which the Senate | 
finally proposes to act. 

Mr. PEARCE. Lam sorry that the Senator 
thought it necessary just at that point of time to 
interject his remarks. In truth, if he had listened 
to me a little longer I think he would have found 
that, so far as anything I had said, or might say, 
was concerned, it was not necessary for him to 
make any vindication of himself. I certainly did | 
not intend to throw the least imputation of any || 
sortupon him; butI was stating the reasons which i 
had put me in opposition to this claim before I | 
had iooked at the treaty of 1830. I found by that |: 
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| cial grant to these Indians, to be held in fee sim- 


| the remainder of their lands in Mississippi. 


i two thousand acres to their head chiefs, and 
| smaller ones to the heads of families to a limited 


| Statement of facts, what good foundation there 


| Important piete of the history of w 


| as a consideration for the great 
į dians, for they were reservatiows : 


| here is a provision inthe treaty under which that 


s had ceded to the United 


treaty that the Choctaw: b e U | 
f their lands within the | 


States all the remainder o 
State of Mississippi, and thatapparently, accord- 
ing to the treaty, the United States had ceded to the 
Choctaws a tract of country west of the Missis- 
sippi river, and of the present State of Arkansas. 
I naturally enough supposed that the grant of this 
large tract of land—fiftcen million acres, itis said 
—which was not ceded in the usual terms, but 
which it was provided should be granted by spe- 


a full consideration for the ces- 
Indians to the United States of 
I 
saw that out of these lands thus ceded to us, the In- 
dians had stipulated for the carving out of agreat 
many reservations, some large ones, more than 


ple by them, was 
sion made by the 


extent, and still smaller ones to other heads of 
families to the amount of four hundred. I found 
there stipulations for the payment of some annu- 
ities; and the United States bound themselves to 
be at the expense of emigrating these Indians to 
the territcry west of the Mississippi. 

I confess I thought that the United States were 
making a full and fair bargain, that there was a 
quid pro quo; and I could not understand, on that 


could be for the resolution or the award of March 


9, 1859. Nor was I apprised, until this morning, ;, 


when I found, from the remarks of the Senator 
from Arkansas, (Mr. Jorxson,] that there was an 
is transaction 
that had never been brough knowledge. 
| “Fscovered, then, that by the treaty of 1820, by 

‘sh these Choctaws ceded a part of their land 

Lississippi to the Government of the United 
States, they obtained, in consideration of that ces- 
sion of theirs, acession by the United States of 
the identical lands west of the Mississippi, which 
were afterwards granted specially in fee-simple to 
them by the United States ct, therefore, the 
United States having give 1 this considera- 
tion for the grant of 1820, d 1 1830, obtain the 
cession of all the residue of úù.six Hands in Missis- 
sippi, for precisely the sam^ coi. 


t i 
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ideration which 
had been exhausted by the cessiox of 1820. ‘That, 
I confess, presented to me a new phase of the 
affair. Lt did notseem to me that the reservations 
made under thetreaty of 1830 cou!’ be construed 
iby these In- 
‘part of what 
sre ccnpara- | 

ting them, it 


was their own, The annuities 
tively trifling; the expense of em 
was of course proper and equitable. atthe United 
States should pay. When I found outall this, it 
appeared to me evident that the Indians had con- 
veyed a large tract of land without sufficient con- 
sideration—such a conveyance as would be va- 

cated by a chancelor. I thought, therefore, as I | 
think now, that these Indians 2ave a good claim | 
upon the United States in : ‘deration of this 
last cession of their lands; $x had no specific 
claim; they had not a cla y given number 
of dollars or cents, or a sp aim to the pro- 
ceeds of the land sold, or > lands remaining 
unsoli at the time of that s valued at any 
lar price, It was in ite, indeterminate, 
ar ed rather upon the j 
the United States Government, than upen any- 
thing like a legal foundation. 

That was the condition in which the Committee 
on Indian Affairs found it. Now, sir, I admit 
that it was perfectly proper in that committee to 
make an award of some sort against the United 
States in consideration of this cession, which we 
had got apparently for a consideration, but really 
without any. Whether we have agreed to give 
too much by the award of March 9, 1859, is not 
a matter which I now choose to inquire into; but 


award was made, under which it was the duty of 
the Senate to act, and the duty of the Committee 
on Indian Affairs to whom it had been referred to 
make their report: 

“Arr. 1 The Governmen 
prepared to assent to the 
ž z 


ofthe United States, not being 
m set up under the treaty of 
carnestly contended for by the 
2 lement, but justly appreciating 
faithful services, and general good conduct 
y people, and being desirous that their rights | 
and clai gainst the United States shail receive a just, 
fair, and liberal consideration, it is therefore stipulated that 
the following questions he submitted for adjudication to the 
Senate of the United Btatea: 


tice and equity of | 


“ First. Whether the Choctaws are entitled to, or shall be 
allowed, the proceeds of the sale of the lands ceded by them 
to the United States by the treaty of September 27, 1830, 
deducting therefrom the cost of their survey and sale, and 
all just and proper expenditures and payments under the 
provisions of said treaty ; and if so, what price per acre 
shall be allowed to the Choctaws for the Jands remaining 
unsold, in order that a final settlement with them may be 
promptly offected ; or— 

“Second. Whether the Choctaws shallabe allowed a 
gross sun in further and full satisfaction of all their claims, 
national and individual, against the United States; and if 
so, how much ?”? 


These were the two questions submitted to the 
Senate of the United States; whether the Choc- 
taws should receive the net proceeds of the sales 
| of the lands ceded by them, ora gross sum should 
be allowed by the United States in consideration 
of all their claims. The Senate adopted the reso- 
lution submitted by the committee, which pro- 
posed a particular mode of settlement. After re- 
citing the article of the treaty, the resolution goes 
on to provide: 


“That the Choctaws be allowed the proceeds of the sale 
of such lands as have been sold by the United States on the 
first day of January last, deducting therefrom the costs of 
their survey and sale and all proper expenditures and pay-- 
ments under said treaty, excluding the reservations allowed 
and secured, and estimating the scrip issued in Heu of res- 
ervations at the rate of @1 25 per acre; and, further, that 
they bealso allowed twelve and a half cents per acre for the 
residue of said lands.” 


The question thus referred to us, we have set- 
tlel for ourselves and for them. We have de- 
termined that they shall receive the net proceeds 
of the sales of their lands up to a given time; that, 
as to the residue of the lands, they shall receive 
twelve and a half cents an acre; and we have di- 
rected the manner in which the account should 
be stated. That account has been stated by the 
proper officers, and, upon their statement, the 
Senator from Arkansas, as chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs, reports this appropria- 
tion, He has excluded, however, from the sum 
total, the items which were disputed so much at 
the last session of Congress by the Senator from 
Georgia and others. Perhaps that is well done. 
I confess that while I am very unwilling to see 
the Treasury loaded with new burdens, | cannot 
resist a demand of justice when it is made to me 
perfectly clear. 

I do not mean to say that, if I had investigated 
this question when the award was up before the 
Senate, I should not have preferred a different 
mode of settlement from the one adopted; that I 
should not have desired to give a sum in gross, 
instead of a sum to be ascertained by a somewhat 
intricate method, and which we could not tell the 
amount of in advance. I think I should have pre- 
ferred the former mode, asum in gross; but we 
have agreed, we have decided, ourselves the arbi- 
ter as well as the party in interest, that this mode 
shall be adopted. The accounting offcers have 
| made their estimates; and there can be no doubt 
* that, under this view of the case, the $1,200,000 
proposed in the amendment is due to these peo- 
ple, unless we mean to say that we can overturn 
our own award, that we can adopt some new 
method, and give them a sum in gross—say the 
sum of $500,000, $100,000, or whatever you please. 
I do not think it will be very safe for the United 
States to set an example of that sort; and, upon 
the whole, the Senator from Arkansas [Mr. Jonn- 
sox} has satisfied me that itis my duty to vote for 
the present appropriation of $1,200,000, leaving 
the other to be considered hereafter. 

Mr. PUGH. In furtherance of what the Sen- 
ator from Maryland has said, I want to call his 
attention to the twelfth article of the same treaty: 


“Tt being expressly understood that the adjudication and 
decision of the Senate shall be final.” 


That is in the treaty. I stated at the last ses- 
sion the fact that the cession which we claimed 
to have given these Indians west of the Missis- 
sippi had been given to them in 1820as a hunting 
ground. The object of the treaty of 1830 was to 
get them to go from Mississippi to that land which 
was already theirown. I think with the Senator 
from Maryland. I do not sec any mode to avoid 
the payment of the claim. I wish it were not so 
large. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. J have no disposition to 
argue this matter over again, or to make any fur- 
ther debate upon it, I never have disputed it; I 
do not undertake to.dispute now that there is cer- 
| tain money which ought to be paid to the Choc- 
| taw nation. I have no doubt that it amounts to 


| 
i 


{ 


i 
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a very considerable sum, and Iam perfectly will- 
ing that it shall be paid the moment it can be 
properly ascertained what itis. My objection to 
this whole thing has been, as I stated the other 
day,to the mode of proceeding. I have no faith 
. or confidence in it. I believe it is a total misap- 
prehension; in other words, that the Senate has 
never passed understandingly upon the subject, 
in any way. Thatis my objection. That objec- 
tion is not removed. Ido not include the binding 
power of what is called the award. Therefore, 
say to gentlemen that while the amendment 
stands in its present shape, as acknowledging the 
force and effect of that asan award binding upon 
me, I cannot vote for it. If gentlemen choose to 
waive that point, and appropriate, as I under- 
stand this nation is in want of aid at the present 
time, say $500,000, (I have no doubt it amounts 


to that,) towards the satisfaction of claims they | 


may have upon us, expressly prescribing that 
that shall not be considered as an acknowledgment 
of the force and effect of that award under which 
it is claimed, I shall be perfectly willing to let it 

ass; but I cannot vote forit in its present shape. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Firen in 
the chair.) The question is on reconsidering the 
vote by which the Senate refused to adopt the 
amendment, 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I ask for the yeas and 
nays on that, We may as well have a test vote, 
I suppose, on the reconsideration. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and being 
taken, resulted—yeas 29, nays 15; as follows: 

VEAS—Messrs. Bigler, Bragg, Bright, Cameron, Clark, 
Clingman, Collamer, Crittenden, Dixon, Doolittle, Fitch, 
Green, Grimes, Gwin, Hemphill, Johnson of Arkansas, 
Johnson of Tennessee, Kennedy, Lane, Latham, Nichol- 
son, Pearce, Polk, Powell, Pugh, Rice, Sebastian, Ten 
Eyck, and Wigfall—29. 

WAY S—Messrs. Anthony, Bingham, Chandler, Durkee, 
Fessenden, Foot, Foster, Hale, Harlan, Seward, Sumner, 
Trumbull, Wade, Wilkinson, and Wilson—15. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The vote is 
reconsidered, and the amendment is before the 
Senate. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. SEBASTIAN. I beg leave to offer another 
amendment, which I omitted the other day when 
the bill was up for consideration before: 

"To enable the Commissioner of Indian Affairs to adjust 
the accounts of Brigham Young, late Governor of Utah 
"Perritory and ex officio superintendent of Indian affairs, for 
disbursements alleged to have been made by him on ac- 
count of the Indian service in said Territory, $32,734 15: 
Provided, That no portion of said accounts shall be paid 
until a full examination shall have been made in regard to 
the propriety of the disbursements, and the result of such 
examination approved by the Commissioner of Indian 
Affairs and the Secretary of the Interior. 

The question being taken, there were, on a di- 
vision—ayes 11, noes 13; no quorum voting. 

Mr. CLINGMAN. I hope we shall have the 
i and nays, or have the question put again. 

am satisfied, if the Chair will put the question 
again, there will be found to be a quorum present. 

The question being again taken, there were, on 
a division—ayes 19, noes 20. 

Mr. GREEN. I call for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. GREEN. In consequence of some diffi- 
culties that sprang. up with the Mormons, the ad- 
justment of the accounts of Brigham Young were 
all suspended. There was a deficiency of about 
thirty-two thousand dollars to pay drafts actually 
drawn, and the money expended in the Indian 
service. The Secretary of the Interior last year 
recommended this same thing. It is now recom- 
mended the second time by the head of the De- 
partment. It is drawn by the Department, and so 
worded and guarded that not a dollar can go until 
the proper accounting officers of the Interior De- 
partment find that the money was duly and prop- 
erly applied. I can see no objection whatever to 
it. I will give one reason why f take some inter- 
est init. Two of the citizens of St. Louis were 
trading in Utah at the time and advanced some 
$9,000 dollars actual cash, and took drafts on the 
Department. When they were sent here, they 
were not paid in consequence of the difficulties 
with Brigham Young and the Mormons. It has 
been suspended, They can get no interest from 
the Government. They have advanced the actual 
cash out of their pockets; and this amendment 
only provides the means by which they can be 
reimbursed their money, provided the whole 
transaction has been honest, fair, and for the pub- 
lic service, to be approved by the Department. 


I do not want them postponed for another year. 
They have been postponed now two years, and 
I think it a case of very great hardship. They 
ought to have their just dues, and I hope, there- 
fore, the Senate will vote this appropriation. It 
will be seen that itis guarded so that no loss can 
possibly happen to the Government; and the 
money 1s only to be paid under such circumstances 
that every man would say it ought to be paid. 

The Secretary proceeded p call the roll. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. I have paired off with the 
Senator from New York, Mr. Kiye. 

The result was announced—yeas 17, nays 23; 
as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Bigler, Bragg, Clingman, Crittenden, 
Fitch, Green, Hemphill, Johnson of Arkansas, Johnson of 
‘Tennessee, Lane, Latham, Nicholson, Polk, Powell, Rice, 
Sebastian, and Wigfali—17. : 

NAYS—Messrs. Anthony, Bingham, Chandler, Clark, 
Collamer, Doolittle, Durkee, Fessenden, Foot, Foster, 
Grimes, Hale, Harlan, Morrill, Pearce, Seward, Simmons 
Sumner, Ten Eyck, Thomson, Wade, Wilkinson and 
Wilson—23. 


So the amendment was rejected. 


The bill was reported to the Senate as amended. 

Mr.SEBASTIAN. I have an amendment to 
offer to an amendment which has already been 
adopted, which I will send to the Chair. qe is to 
the amendment relating to the exchange of the 
funds of the Creek Indians. It contains a nomi- 
nalappropriation of $200,000. Task that this may 
be inserted at the end of that amendment. 

The Secretary read it, as follows: 

Provided, That the amount herein provided for shall be 
expended within the present fiscal year. 

Mr. SEBASTIAN. If this language is notin- 
serted, the appropriation cannot be used until after 
the 30th of June of the next fiscal year. This is 
to enable the Department to use it now. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Frren in 
the chair.) The Senator can offer the amend- 
ment when the amendment he proposes to amend 
comes up for concurrence in the Senate. f 

Mr. SEBASTIAN. Very well. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Shall the ques- 
tion be taken on all the amendments, with the ex- 
ception of the one indicated by the Senator from 
Arkansas? [“ All together.’?] That will be un- 
derstood as the sense of the Senate, unless ob- 
jected to. 

Mr. GRIMES. I move to amend the amend- 
ment in relation to the payment of the Choctaws, 
by reducing the amount to $500,000. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Sen- 
ator desire to except that amendment on the ques- 
tion of concurrence? 

Mr. GRIMES. Yes, sir. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That amend- 
ment will also be excepted. 

Tho remaining amendments were concurred in. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question 
now is on concurring in the amendment to the 
Creck Indians, which the Secretary will read. 

Mr. SEBASTIAN. The Secretary can dis- 

ense with the reading of the original amendment. 
now offer this amendment to the amendment: 

Provided, That the amount herein provided for shall be 
expended within the present fiscal year. 


The amendment to the amendment was agreed 


to; and the amendment, as amended, was con- | 


curred in. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question 
now is on concurring in the amendment in rela- 
tion to the Choctaws, 


Mr. GRIMES. I propose also to amend that, 


by inserting a provision that it shall not be con- | 
sidered as affirming or denying the claim of the | 
Choctaws. I propose to strike out $1,200,000, or ; 
whatever may be the amount in the bill, and to | 
insert $500,000, with the addition of a clause de- i 
claring that the appropriation of that sum shall | 
not be taken to either affirm or deny the claim of | 


such Choctaws. 
Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas. Iask that the 
amendment to the amendment be read again. 
The Secretary read it: in lines seven, eight, 


nine, and ten of the amendinent, to strike out the | 
words “ $1,202,560 85,” and insert “ $500,000,” | 
and after the word ‘ dollars ” to insert the words | 
“the appropriation of which sam shall not be | 
taken either as affirming or denying the claim of , 


the Choctaws.”’ 


iit? 


which T have not had ah opportunity to examine, 
to that amount. If this amendment should be 
agreed to, I think the amendment, as. amende 
will receive the almost unanimous consent of the 
Senate. I shall go forit. > =i: 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. T 
is on adopting the amendment offered by 
ator from Iowa. ~ Beare 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas.” I shou 
to make one remark. | T will say to Senators.on 
the other side who have offered this amendment, 
that there is no disposition to assume that the 
vote upon this question shall determine what the 
vote shall be hereafter upon the residue of these 
claims. Thérefore, so far as that goes, I see no 
good ground of objection to the proposition of the 
Senator from Iowa; but when it comes to ‘the re- 
duction of their claim to $500,000, when there'are 
undisputed claims to.the amount of $1,200,000, 
and that, too, after so distinctan expression of the 
Senate as to carry fifteen or sixteen majority, it 
is hardly to be expected that we cay agree toit; and 
I trust Senators will not attempt ta have i 
duced. Several Senators, thinking that this mat- 
ter was entirely disposed of, and that there would 
be no pertinacity in the resistance to what was 
the ascertained voice of the Senate.on this subject, 
have gone away; and if this thing should ‘take 
such a course that the amount is likely to be re- 
duced, I shall really think it but just that [should 
make further contest upon the matter; and the 
rules of the Senate afford usa means by which we 
can gct a full vote upon it, if it is likely to go 
against us. The sense of the Senate evidently was 
to pay the undisputed part, and to pay no more 
at present without further investigation. Now, 
I hope this proposition for a reduction of the 
amount to $500,000 will not be adhered to. I would. 
be glad if other Senators here would express their 
opinion as to whether it ought to be-done or not. 

Mr. PEARCE. I concur in the belief that the 


| $1,200,000 will have to be paid eventually; but 


as these Indians, itis understood, are in a present 
condition of want, and stand very much in need 
of this money, I think it would be more judicious 
in their friends to allow the amendment of the 
Senator from Iowa to pass. That, at all events, 
will relieve them. {It does not commit the Senate 
against the whole of their claim, or any part of it 
at all; but it seems to me it would be more judi- 
cious to allow it to pass. Ps ee. 

Mr. GRIMES. I desire to say, in answer to 
the suggestion of the Senator from Arkansas, that 
I certainly have no disposition to take any advant- 
age of the friends of this measure. Ibelievenow, 
and have always believed, that the Choctaws have 
a just claim against this Government; and Tem 
willing to pay it, as we arc able to pay it. I 
believe the proposition as now submitted by me 
would pass Congress and become a law, and the 
Choctaws would get $500,000. I esteem. it some- 
what doubtful whether it would pass as proposed 
by the Committee on Indian Affairs, I have only 
offered that amendment from an anxiety that they 
should receivea portionof the money which Il con- 
scientiously believe to be due tothem. I will say 
furthermore, in regard to the suggestion that pós- 
sibly some Senators in favor of this measure have 
left the Senate Chamber, that I voted in favor of 
the reconsideration of the vote on this question 
the otherday, with the sole purpose of moving the 
amendment which I have now proposed. 

Mr. WILSON. 1 understand that this sum of 
$1,200,000 is an undisputed part of the claim; that 
that portion of the claim, amounting to $1,000,000 
and upwards, which is opposed, is not in the 
amendment. This sum of $1,200,000 is undis- 
puted; and now the Senator from Iowa proposcs 
to put in $500,000 as the undisputed claim. 

Mr. GRIMES, That is not in it. 

Mr. WILSON. ` Certainly; that is the reading 
of it, I think. : 

Mr. GRIMES. 0h, no. 

Mr. WILSON. Will the Secretary please read 


Mr. GRIMES. Itdoes not say anything about 

being undisputed atall, if I remember it correctly. 
The Secretary read it, as follows: ; 
For carrying into effect the eleventh article of the treaty 

with the Choctaw tribe of Indians, made the 22d day of 


i June. 1855, and the award of the Senate, made pursuant 
; thereto, on the $th of March, 1859, the sum of $500,009, 

Mr. HALE. I hope the friends of the propo- ij 
sition will accept the amendment. I can vote for || 
itin that form, on the ground that there isaclaim, ©: 


the appropriation of which sum sball not be taken as either 
affirming or denying the claim of the Choctaws. 


Mr. WILSON. | Is that all there is of it? 
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Phe Secretary continued. the reading; as fol- 
ows? = i 
“Being the undisputed balance due them. 

Mr. WILSON. The object I had in view was j 
to-strike out those. words about its being the undis- 
‘puted balance due them. We should either say 
‘that that $500,000 is'a part of what is due them, 
or strike out those words. ; i 

Mr. GRIMES. I move to strike out the words, 
““being the undisputed balance due them.” The 
‘design was, that tharlatter part should be stricken 
out.” It was not designed. to say anything as to 
how much may be disputed or undisputed, but to 
appropriate the sum of $500,000 to the Choctaws, 
leaving the matter open for the future action of 
Congress. a 
“Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas, There is cer- 
tainly great justice in that last alteration that was 
wvadé in the amendment; but I submit now in all 
sincerity—I do not wish to be pertinacious about 
this matter—that there isan amount of $1,200,000 
that ig connected with no difficulty at all. The 
parties propose to take bonds for it. They pro- 
„pose to go into the market with them and get what 
they'can. It cannot be supposed that the issu- 
ance of $1,200,000 in bonds is going to impoverish 
or injure the credit of the United States. 

I wish to make one suggestion, in addition to 
the remarks which I was glad to hear from the 
chairman of the Committee on Finance. It is just 
ag Well ‘to pay what is not disputed, and which 
will have to be paid hereafter; andit is also neces- 
sary to relieve the Choctaws, as he remarked, from 
‘their present necessities. ‘There has befallen them, 
id common with everybody else in that region of 
‘eouritry, a failure of the crop. But there is a far- 
.ther suggestion that will address itself to the sense 
of justice of gentlemen who have considered this 
matter really with an earnest desire to do justice 
toit.. It is this: by the treaty of 1855, the Choc- 
taws have assumed all the debts of the United 
States, in connection with all these matters, and 
they have them on their hands to pay. Now, 
there are not only all their national necessities, 
but there are the necessities which we, by the 
treaty of 1855, have thrown upon them. Itis no 
oppression of the Treasury, for the issuance of 
‘this amount of bonds could not injure the credit 
and sale of bonds of the United States. I would 
earnestly ask that the whole amount may be 
voted. If the House of Representatives should 
cut it down hereafter, it will be for us to consider 
whether it will, have to come down to $500,000 
or nots but if we now do so, the probability is 
that it will be reduced to one hundred, one hun- 

dred and fifty, or two hundred thousand dollars. 
“I hope the Senate will sustain the amendment as 
offered by the Committee on Indian Affairs. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question 
is on the adoption of the first amendment offered 
by the Senator from lowa—striking out the old 
amount, and inserting what has been read. 
Mr. GRIMES called for the yeas and nays; 
and they were ordered, 
Mr. CLARK. J hope the Senate will pardon 
me for a suggestion or two on this matter at this 
‘time. It will be recollected that at the last ses- 
sion I advocated the passage of this claim in be- 
half of the Choctaws, It will also be recollected 
that the Senator from Mississippi, [Mr. Davis] 
made a motion, during the last session, that we 
should pay the Choctaws this sum of $1,200,000, 
and Settle this claim. I, in behalf of the Choc- 
taws, resisted that motion. I thoughtit was bet- 
ter that the whole claim should be settled at one 
time, rather than to take a portion of it. Thad 
very little doubt, from the temper of the Senate 
at that time, that if the Choctaws had consented 
then to take $1,200,000, the Senate would have 
cheerfully accorded to them thatsum. They de- 
sired that the whole should be paid at one time, 
and settled forever. It was not passed; but now, 
at this session of Congress, when the Choctaws 
have been visited by famine, when the country is 
in such a position thatits Treasury is empty, and 
other afflictions have fallen upon it, the Choctaws 
come forward and say they will notask the Gov- 
ernment now to pay the wholeclaim of $2,600,000; 
but, if you will give them $1,260,000, being that 
undisputed poruon of their claim, they will re- 
ceive itat this time, and apply it to their neces- 
Sities, and trust to the good sense and justice of | 
the Government at some other period for the | 


i 
i 


remainder. 


J recommended to these Choctaws, at this ses- 
sion, that they should not ask for this claim. I 
said. to them such was the position of the Gov- 
ernment; that 1 was fearful they were endanger- | 
ing their claim; that they had. better defer it to 
another session of Congress, and trust to thejustice 
of the Government and await their action. ‘The 
Choctaws said to me: ‘* We are unable to exist: 
we have no money to buy corn or procure bread; | 
and such is our sitfation that we must ask the 
Government to pay a portion of this claim.” The 
question is, will the Government, in this situation 
of these perishing Indians, pay this portion of 
the claim? I would be glad if they would take 
$500,000; but if they find it not sufficient for their | 
necessities, I hope the Government will respond 
in this emergency, and pay them this amount, if 
necessary to their subsistence. I think the Choc- 
taws have been fair and just to the Government 
in saying, “If you will give us half the claim, 
which is undisputed, we will wait for the balance.’ 
And now they appeal to your generosity, to your 
justice. Will you pay them that sum, and pre- 
vent starvation? 

Mr. FESSENDEN,. Ido not mean to say any- 
thing more against this proposition; but I do pro- 
test, utterly, against this reiterated statement that 
this amount is undisputed. Nobody admits it, 
except gentlemen who are in favor of it, and have 
made up their minds about it. 

Mr. CLARK. Mr. President, I have iterated 
and reiterated nothing. I have spoken but this 
once on the subject. This is the only suggestion 
I have made about it. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. One Senator on one side 
iterated, and. another Senator on this side has 
reiterated. That is what I mean. 

Mr. CLARK. [understood at the last session 
that there was no dispute about that part of the 
claim. I have since understood the Senator from 
Maine to have made a statement that he did dis- 
pute the whole claim. What I say in regard to my 
own convictions does not, of course, express his. 
I do not intend to express his convictions. 

Mr. SIMMONS. I have not examined this 
subject; bat if the Senators who have examined 
it, and are in favor of it, ean get along with 
$500,000 for the coming year, I think they should 
doso. It will not affect the balance of the claim. 
I want to-do something for these Indians. I think 
we owe them something; but I do think it ought 
to be investigated before we pay them so large 
an amount. As to this notion of giving them 
$1,250,000 of bonds, in the present condition of 
the finances, to be hawked about and sold, I 
should rather pay them in money; but I believe 


$500,000 must be sufficient for the present year; | 


and for that I will cheerfully vote. But how are 


we to pay all these debts at once? Here is the 
Oregon debt of three or four million, and then 


there is the Chiriqui debt. We are not in a sit- 
uation to pay everything just now. J believe it 
will be better for the friends of this measure to 


take this amount for the Indians this year, and let | 


them settle up next year, when F hope we shall be 
better off. 
The question being taken by yeas and nays, 
resultcd—yeas 20, nays 21; as follows: 
Y@AS-—-Messrs. Anthony. Bingham, Chandler, Collamer, 
Durkee, Fe jen, Foot, Poster, Grimes, Hale, Harlan, 
King, Mo 
Wade, W m and Wilson— 
NAYS—Messrs. Bigler, Bra 
Crittenden, Doolitile, Fite, & 
son of Arkansas, Latham, Nicholson, Pea. 
Rive, Saulsbury, Sebastian, and Wigtall—2L. 
So the amendment was rejected. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Sen- | 
ator from lowa insist on the other amendments | 
which he has offered? 

Mr. GRIMES. No, sir. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Then the ques- | 
tion is on concurring in the amendment made as 
in Committee of the Whole, in regard to the Choc- 
taws. 

The amendment was concurred in. 

Mr. GREEN. I desire the Senator from Ark- 
ansas to renew an amendment that was voted 
down in Committee of the Whole, so that the 
sense of the Senate can be taken on it without 
prejudice, 

Myr. SEBASTIAN. IJ, pro forma, move the 
amendment again, to enable the Senator from Mis- 
souri to give an explanation of it. 


Mr. GREEN. The Senate seemed to labor jj 


> Simmons, Sumner, Ten Eyck, Trumbull, + 


z, Bright, Clark, Clingman, | 
en, Givin, Hemphill, John- | 
Polk, Powell, | 


| appropriation can be misapplied. 


under a misapprehension that this money was to 
go through the hands of Brigham Young. That 
Is an entire mistake. While Brigham Young was 
Governor of the 'Verritory and ex officio superin- 


il tendent of Indian Affairs, he transacted some Hii- 


m 


dian business. ‘Phe funds were not transported 
there; but he had authority to draw on the Indian 
department, and Messrs. Little & Oleock, of the 
city of St. Louis, who were doing business at Salt 
Lake, advanced $9,000 actual cash, and took the 
drafts on the Indian department. They sent the 
drafts on here; but before they arrived the rebel- 
lion broke out; and in consequence, the Indian 
department refused to pay any draft drawn by 
him. They subsequently exhausted the appro- 
priation on other accounts, and it leaves these 
drafts unpaid for want of appropriation. Itis not 
to go to Brigham Young, but it is simply to pay 
these outstanding drafts. There is a condition 
annexed, and if the Secretary will read it, the Sen- 
ate will understand that not one single cent of this 
The Indian 
bureau and the Interior Department, which will be 
in the hands of the Republicans in a few days, 
will have the whole investigation to make, and if 
it is not right, not a dollar is to be paid; but if 
right, ought it not to be paid? I will ask the Sece 
retary to read it. 

The Secretary read it, as follows: 

To enable the Commnissioner of Indian Affairs to adjust 
the accounts of Brigham Young, late Governor of Utah 
‘Territory and ez officio superintendent of Indian affairs, for 
disbursements alleged to have been made by bim on ac- 
count of Indian service in said Territory, $32,734 15 : Pro- 
vided, That no portion of said accounts shall be paid until 
a fall examination shall have been made in regard to the 
propriety of the disbursements, and the result of such ex- 
amination approved by the Commissioner of Indian Affairs 
and the Secretary of the Interior. 

Mr.GREEN. That has been recommended 
by the Interior Department for two years in suc» 
cession. It is recommended again this year. If 
these men who have made the advances are en- 
titled to the money, I think some provision ought 
to be made to enable them to get it through the 
Department. They cannot get it by applying to 
the Treasury. They cannotget it until the whole 
propriety of the transaction out of which the in- 
debtedness has arisen has been investigated and 
approved. Can there be an objection to this? 
Will we keep these poor men, who have advanced 
their dollars, and taken these drafts in good faith, 
and who would have been paid but for the acci- 
dental breaking out of the Mormon difficulty, out 
of their money? I do not say that Brigham 
Young’s accounts are going to come out right; 


| butif they do not, this money will not be paid. 


1 am satisfied of this: that the $9,000 that I am 
speaking for, because it is the money of citizens 
of the city of St. Louis, was advanced in good 
faith, without a dollar of discount. They took it 
for convenience, rather than bring gold home; and 
as he had written authority from the Interior De- 
partment to draw on the Indian Bureau, they took 
the drafts, paid the money, and came home. Ac- 
cidental circumstances prevented the payment, 
and now the Department approves it; itis guarded 
in its language, and no loss can accrue; and I 
hope the Senate will pass it. 

‘The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question 
s on the adoption of the amendment. 
Mr.GREEN, I will call for the yeas and nays 
upon it. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. PEARCE. I have paired off with the Sen- 
ator from California, [Mr. Laruam.] 

The question being, taken by yeas and nays, 
resulted—yeas 13, nays 23; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Bigler, Bragg, Clingman, Fitch, Hemp- 


; hil, Johnson of Arkansas, Mason, Nicholson, Polk, Pow- 


N13. 


ell, Ries, Sebastian, and Wig 
NAYS—Me Anthony, Bingham, Chandler, Clark, 

Doolittle, Durkee, Fessenden, Foot, Foster, Green, Grim 

Hale, Harian, King, Morrill, Saulsbury, Simmons, Sumner, 

Yen Eyek, Trumbull, Wade, Wilkinsun, and Wilson—23. 
So the amendment was rejected. 


Mr. TRUMBULL. I desire to move to amend, 
if it bein order, by striking out of the amendment, 
which was adopted in regard to the Choctaws, 
these words: “and the award of the Senate made 
pursuant thereto on the 9th day of March, 1859.” 
My object in making this motion is this 

Mr. BIGLER. The Senator cannot make that 
motion now. That provision, in the.present shape 
of the bill, cannot be changed. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amend- 
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ment would not be in order. The amendment has 
been concurred in by the Senate. 

Mr. BIGLER. If the Senator could do that, 
we might go on, and continue the bill to an in- 
definite period. ; 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The object of 
the Senator can only be reached by moving a re- 
consideration of the vote concurring in the amend- 
ment. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Cannot a portion of it be 
stricken out? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amend- 
ment must first be reconsidered. 

Mr. BIGLER. The Senate having concurred 
in the amendment, it cannot be amended. It can 
only be done by a reconsideration. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I will state my object, 
and if it strikes the Senate with any force, it may 
be reconsidered; if not, it can remain as it is. 
My purpose is this: that is a recognition of the 
award as binding hereafter, and will be so viewed 
when next year an appropriation shall be asked 
for the other $1,400,000. We are now appropri- 
ating $1,200,000, which is said to be undisputed. 
In making this appropriation we shall make the 
balance of it undisputed, That is the point; be- 
cause we, by a recital here, state that an award 
has been made in pursuance of a treaty. The 
Senate to-day has been embarrassed in its action 
very much by what is understood to be an award 
which was made some few years ago. Some 
Senators say that it passed without consideration. 
Now this will make the other $1,400,000 just as 
much undisputed next year as the $1,200,000 is 
now. ThatIdo not suppose is designed. I appre- 
hend it is not intended, when they say $1,200,000 
is undisputed, to put ina clause that makes the 
balance undisputed. I think those words have 
no effect in the law; but if they were stricken out, 
then it would be the payment of $1,200,000 under 
this treaty. If Iam understood by the Senate, 
that is all T desire—to present that point for con- 
sideration. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. There is no 
question before the Senate. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas. I will merely 
say, in reply to the Senator from Ilinois, because 
the record of the remarks will show hereafter in 
regard to it, that no such conclusion is authorized 
to be drawn as that the residue of the recommend- 
ation of the committee shall be regarded here as 
undisputed. There is no such conclusion to be 
drawn. The Senator from Maine has several 
times expressly stated his objection to it, that he 
does dispute it; so that it is our proceedings; and 
this motion is superfluous on the part of the Sen- 
ator from Illinois; and I appeal to him, as one of 
the friends of the measure, to withdraw it. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Allow me to suggest to 
the Senator from Arkansas, if there was no ob- 
ject in putting these words in, why not strike 
them out? 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas. I see no object 
in putting them in; but I see no use of opening 
this matter again, 

Mr. TRUMBULL. If there is‘no special ob- 
ject in having them there, itseems to me the effect 
might be to preclude the Senate hereafter; and 
they ought to be stricken out. I think I voted 
against the amendment, and I suppose I cannot 
move to reconsider. I forget whether the yeas 
and nays were taken on the proposition. l be- 
lieve they were. 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. There may be some force 
in the suggestion of the Senator from Hlinois, and 
I suggest that, by unanimous consent, the amend- 
ment be amended in that respect. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amend- 
ment is not open to amendment. i 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. I supposed it could be 
done by unanimous consent. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas. T'his matter is 
to come before the House of Representatives. 
Those words, I suppose, were the result of over- 
wrought care. I know there is no kind of obli- 
gation or inference in the amendment, as it now 
stands, that can give it more sanctity than it had 
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award made. We disclaim it now; and the dis- 


| claimer can be read hereafter, and will be seen as 


well as the objections. and the opinions of Sena- 
tors on that side repeatedly uttered. I do not be- 
lieve it is of any use; and I really hope that Sen- 
ators will notinsist on disturbing that subject any 
further; for I know when it is once begun, there 
will be no end to it. 

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed, 
and the bill to be read a third time. It was read 
the third time, and passed. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, 
by Mr. Forney, its Clerk, announced that the 
House had passed a bill (H. R. No. 103) author- 
izing the payment of the two per centum land 
fund, to which the States of Illinois and Indiange 
are entitled for road purposes, to said States; in 
which the concurrence of the Senate was requested. 

The message further announced that the House 
had concurred in the amendment of the Senate to 
the bill (H. R. No. 545) granting a pension to 
Gregory Patti. 

PRINTING OF DOCUMENTS. 

The message further announced that the House 
ordered, on the 8th instant, the printing of the 
following documents: 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmit- 
ting a statement of the contingent expenses of 
the military establishment—ordcred at twelve 
o’clock and twenty minutes. 

A message from the President of the United 
States, transmitting correspondence in relation to 
Fort Sumter, in South Carolina, &c.—ordered 
at one o’clock and forty-eight minutes 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 

The message further announced that the Speaker 
had signed the following enrolled bill and joint 
resolution: 

A bill (H. R. No. 545) granting a pension to 
Gregory Patti; and 

A joint resolution (S. No. 58) authorizing Lieu- 
tenant T. A. M. Craven, United States Navy, to 
receive certain marks of distinction tendered to 
him by the Spanish Government, 


NAVAL APPROPRIATION, BILL. 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. Mr. President 

Mr. PEARCE. If the Senator was going to 
move an adjournment, { will ask him to with- 
draw it for one moment. 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. 
motion. 

Mr. PEARCE. I ask the Senate to take up 
the naval appropriation bill, Ishall not ask them 
to consider itat this time. I want to take it up, 
so that itmay be finished early on Monday next. 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. I yield for that purpose. 


Iwas about to make that 


The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as | 


in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to con- 
sider the bill (IJ. R. No. 914) making appropri- 
ations for the naval service for the year ending 
June 30, 1862. 

Mr. PEARCE. Now, I move that the Senate 
adjourn, 

Mr. GWIN. Letus have an executive session. 

Mr. PEARCE. I withdraw my motion for that 

urpose. 

Mr. GWIN. I hope we shall have an execu- 
tive session for a few moments. I make the mo- 
tion, that the Senate proceed to the consideration 
of exccutive business. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. 
adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate 
adjourned. ; 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Sarerpay, February 9, 1861. 
The House met at twelve o’clock, m. 


I move that the Senate 


Prayer 


! by the Chaplain, Rev. Tuomas H. Sroceron. 


‘The Journal of yesterday was rcadand approved. 


l 
CORRESPONDENCE WITH GOVERNMENT OF PERU. 


Mr. BOTELER, by unanimous consent, sub- 


when the treaty itself was confirmed and the 


mitted the following resolution; which’ was read, 
considered, and agreed to: Enos anes Oe 

| Resolved, That the President be requested, if not incom- 
patible with the public interest, to comntinieate to-the 
House of Representatives the correspondence between the 
Government of the United States and that of Peru, since 
the year 1853, on the subject of the free navigation of ‘the 
Amazon river and its tributaties. praat 7 


MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT: 


A message was received from the Pregident of 
the United States, by A. J. GLOSSBRENNER, his’ 
Private Secretary, notifying the House that he 
had approved and signed bills and a joint resolu- 
tion of the following titles: : 

An act (H. R. No. 972) authorizing a loan; 

An act (H. R. No. 341) for the relief of Mrs. 
Meeker; : 

An act (H. R. No.181) to provide fora super- 
intendent of Indian affairs of Washington Terri- 
tory and additional Indian agents; and : 

oint resolution (H. R. No. 71) extending the 
time for taking testimony on the application of 
Cyrus H. McCormick, for the extension of his 
patent. . 


TERRITORY OF COLORADO, 


Mr. COX. Ihave an amendment to the Sen+ 
ate bill to provide a temporary government for 
the Territory of Colorado, which I intend to pro- 
pose. I ask that it be printed. 

There being no objection, it was so ordered. ° 


HENRY RICE. 


Mr. ELIOT. I ask that the Committee of the 
Whole House be discharged from the further con- 
sideration of Senate bill No. 501, for the relief 
of Henry Rice, and that it be put upon its pas- 
sage. I hope no objection will be made until I 
can have an opportunity of stating the facts in the 
case. ; 

The bill was read. It directs the Secretary of 
the Treasury to pay to Henry Rice the sum. of 
$10,539 88, being the repayment to him of that 
sum paid by him into the Treasury as duties upon 
goods imported into Castine while in possession 
of the British forces, the same not being by law 
subject to the payment of duties, under the decis~ 
ion of the Supreme Court of the United States, 

Mr. ELIOT. Now, ifI may be allowed to state, 
in a few words, the history of this case, lam sure 
no gentleman upon either side of the House will 
object to the bill. I have had no opportunity and 
no occasion to ask that dny private bill shall pass 
since I have occupied a seat upon this floor, but 
this is a case that calls so. loudly upon Congress 
that it does seem to me that I ought to havea 
chance to state the facts. ; 

From April, 1814, to September, 1815, the town 
of Castine was occupied by the British forces. 
During that time the British Government enforced 
the collection of duties upon all goods which were 
imported into Castine. Under the law, regulating 
the importations at Nova Scotiaa large amount of 
duties was compelled to be paid by shipping mer- 
chants of this country importing goods there; and 
when, in September, 1815, the portof Castinecame 
again into the hands of the United States, the cus- 
tom-house collector of the United States called 
upon all importers whose goods were then in store 
to pay the duties again, asthough the goods were 


| originally imported in foreign bottoms, calling 


upon the merchants not only to pay double duty, 
but to pay a larger duty than would have been 
collected on similar goods imported in American 
ships. 

Mr. Speaker, that was done upon a large amount 
of merchandise then in store. Steps were imme- 
diately taken to ascertain whether that could. be 
done according to law; and it was decided by the 
Supreme Court of the United States, without a 
dissenting opinion, in a suit brought on one of 
the bonds which had been given, that the impo- 
sition of duties by the United States was not au- 
thorized. I have the opinion of William Wirt, 
as Attorney General, and the judgment of the 
Supreme Court of the United Statés, upon a suit 
brought upon a bond given by the petitioner in 
this case, that the duties which were enforced by 
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the United States ought not to have been enforeed, 
and ought not to be collected or retained. This 

etitioner was an importer himself, and an agent 
‘or other importers. A law was passed in 1820, 

roviding for the repayment of duties that had 
been paid by importing merchants during the 
périod from April, 1814, to September; 1815; but 
it-go happened that the provisions of the act of 
1820 were confined to those: who resided -at Cas- 
tine, or who acted for merchants residing at Cas- 
tine.. Mr. Rice was not one of them. In 1824, 
a law was reported to Congress, and passed, to 
provide for the repayment of, other parties inter- 
ested, upon the ground that inasmuch as the Su- 
preme Court had decided that these duties ought 
not to have been imposed, the mere fact that the 
persons who had paid the duties did not reside at 
‘Castine ought not to prevent them from having 
the beriefitof that provision of law. TheSupreme 
Court unanimously decreed that no duties ought 
to have been imposed. But by inadvertence the 
name of Mr. Rice was omitted in this bill, and 
he derived no benefit from its provisions. 

But in 1826 a bill was reported for the benefit 
of Mr. Rice, and it was, I believe, under discus- 
sion in the House when Congress adjourned upon 
the 4th of March. Since that time to the pres- 
ent, Mr. Rice has permitted the matter not to be 
pressed, partly because he was at that time a 
young man, in the full vigor of life, and felt that 
it was better for him to pursue his own business, 


They show that the amount of money contained 
in this bill was paid by him then. — Ihave all the 
record information here, and am prepared. to an- 
-gwer any questions the gentleman may propound. 
If the matter is referred to the accounting officers 
of the Treasury, this must be the precise amount 
allowed, because this is the exact amount paid 
by him to the custom-house—the principal, with- 
out any interest. f 
Mr. THOMAS. Ido not doubt that the gen- 
tleman from Massachusetts believes this claim to 
be just; but I must object to the passage of the 
bill now. 
Mr. MAYNARD. I must object to this debate. 
The SPEAKER. Debate isnotinorder. Does 
the gentleman from Tennessee insist on his objec- 
tion? 
Mr. THOMAS. Ido, sir. 
Mr. ELIOT. Then I give notice that, if I can 
get the floor on Monday, I will move a suspen- 
Sion of the rules in order to put the bill upon its 
passage. i 


CRITTENDEN PROPOSITION. 


Mr. BARR presented resolutions of the execu- | 
tive committee of the workingmen of the city of | 
New York, in favor of the adoption of the Crit- 
tenden amendments, or some other adjustment of 
our national difficulties; which were laid upon the 
table. 

Mr. KUNKEL presented seven or eight memo- 


and make more money, than to callupon the Gov- 
ernment fora return of the duties. I ought to 
state that he gave four bonds—two of them he 
paid, and two of them were put in suit subse- 
„quently; and it was upon the bonds put in suit 
that the Supreme Court of the United States de- 
cided that the Government ought not to have im- 
posed or collected the duties. This billis for the 
reimbursement to him of the amount of the two 
bonds that he paid. Forty-five years ago this 
money was paid into the Treasury, This billonly 
asks for the principal; not a dollar of interest is 
claimed, although gentlemen will see at once that 
the United States have made three times the 
amount of the principal in the interest upo the 
‘money. 
But, sir, I was going on to say that in 1826, 
when the bill for the relief of Mr. Rice failed to 
pass, he was pursuing his business as a young 
and enterprising man. He now comes before 
Congress over seventy-one years of age, and hav- 
ing had the heavy hand of poverty laid upon him, 
asking only that the Government shall pay back 
to him in money, without interest, that which the 
Attorney General and which the courts have said 
ought not originally to have been called for from 
him by the Government. Everybody else who 
was similarly situated hasbeen paid. Hestands 
alone, the only man who is unpaid; and I carn- 
estly and respectfully ask that now, at this late 


rials from the three western counties of Maryland, 
praying the passage of the amendments to the 
Constitution proposed by the resolutions of Mr. 
Crirrenpen, and expressing the belief that their 
adoption by Congress will allay sectional strife 
and restore peace and tranquillity to the whole 
country; which were laid upon the table. 

Mr. HALL presented a memorial of citizens 
of Centre county, Pennsylvania, praying for the 
adoption of the Crittenden proposition; which was 
laid on the table. 


WASIIINGTON AND OREGON WAR DEBT. 


Mr. JOHN COCHRANE. [call for the regu- 
la Jorder of business. 
The SPEAKER. 

are in order. 

Mr. STANTON, from the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs, reported back, with a recommenda- 
tion that it do pass, Senate bill No. 11, to, provide 
for the payment of expenses incurred by the 
Territories of Washington and Oregon in the sup- 
pression of Indian hostilities therein, in the years 
1855 and 1856; which was referred toa Committee 
of the Whole House, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. STOUT. I wish to enter a motion to re- 
consider the reference. 

The motion was entered. 


MUSICIANS AND SOLDIERS AT FORT SUMTER. 
Mr. CURTIS, from the same committee, re- 


Reports from committees 


day in his life, you will not refuse to give back to 
him money which ought never, according to the 
jodgment of the court, to have been taken from 
uim. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Thisisa claim nearly fifty 

ears old. There is not money enough In the 
Treasury to pay half of it, and I object to the bill. 

Mr. ELIOT. Oh, I hope my friend will with- 
draw that objection. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Well, sir, E withdraw it. 

Mr. ELY. I renew the objection. 

Mr. ELIOT. I trast not. 

Mr. KILLINGER. [call for the regular order 
of business. 

Mr. SPEAKER. Is the objection insisted on? 

Mr. ELY. I withdraw the objection. 

Mr. THOMAS. Mr. Speaker, I desire to say 
to the gentleman from Massachusetts that, dur 
ing the Thicty-First Congress, I think it was, I 
had my attention called to this class of claims. 
There may be some merit in this case; but I will 
not consent to the passage of the bill in this shape. 
If a bill is prepared with proper guards referring 
this matter to the accounting officers of the Treas- | 
ury to place Mr. Rice upon the same footing as 
others who have formerly been paid, I will be 
willing to consider it; but in its present shape, 
appropriating a specific sum of money, without 
more information before me thap I have now, I 
must object to it. 

Mr. ELIOT. 1 begleave to say to the gentle- 
man that I have here in my hand the two original |; 
bonds which were paid by Rice and canceled. i 


i 


| committee. 


ported back a bill (H. R. No. 964) for the relief 
of certain musicians and soldiers stationed at Fort 
Sumter, in South Carolina, and asked that it be 
put upon its passage. 

The bill directs the Secretary of the Treasury 
to pay the sum of $1,150 to remunerate soldiers 
and members of the bang stationed at Fort Sum- 
ter, South Carolina, for losses of private property 
incurred in the removal from Fort Moultrie to 
Fort Sumter, on the evening of 26th December, 
1860: to the band, $400; to company E, First Ar- | 
tillery, $500; and to company H, First Artillery, | 
$250; to be divided among the members of said 
bands and said companies suffering losses, or the 
heirs of such as may have died, according to the | 
award of the officers of said companies. 

Mr. THOMAS. Lobject. - 

Mr. CURTIS. I hope the gentleman will al- 
low the report to be read. This bill has been 
recommended by a board of Army officers. 

The report was read. 

Mr. THOMAS. I object to the consideration 
of -the bill. 

Mr. CURTIS. Isuppose an objection will not | 
avail, this bill being regularly reported from a j 
Task that the bill be put upon its 


passage. 
f Mr. BURNETT. I object. It makes an ap- 
propriation, and must go to a Committee of the | 
Whole House. 
Mr. CURTIS. That objection may be made. ; 
i Mr; BURNETT. That is the objection that | 
make. 


Mr. CURTIS. Very well; let it go to a Com- 
mittee of the Whole House, and be ordered to be 


printed. f - 
lt was so ordered. : 
Mr. CURTIS. I putina motion to reconsider 


the reference. 
The motion was entered. 
FRANCIS B. SCHAFFER. 

Mr. HUGHES, from the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs, reported back a bill for the relief of 
Captain Francis B. Schaffer, late a military store- 
keeper in California, and asked unanimous con- 
sent to have it put upon its passage. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I object. 

The bill was referred to a Committee of the 
Whole House, and, with the report, ordered to 
be printed. 


PRINCE 8. CROWELL. 


Mr. POTTLE, from the Committee on Naval 
Affairs, reported a bill for the relief of Prince 8. 
Crowell; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to a Committee of the Whole House, 
and, with the accompanying report, ordered to 
be printed. i 


ISAAC H. METCALFE. 


Mr. FOSTER, from the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, reported a bill for the relief of Isaac H. 
Metcalfe; which was reada first and second time, 
referred to a Committee of the Whole House, 
and, with the accompanying report, ordered to 
be printed. 


REBECCA BREWER. 


Mr. FENTON, from the same committee, pre- 
sented an adverse report on the petition of Re- 
becca Brewer; which was laid on the table, and 
ordered to-be printed 


SUSAN BAYARD. 


Mr. FENTON also, from the same committee, 
reported a bill for the relief of Susan Bayard, 
widow of A. W. W. Bayard, an invalid soldier of 
the war of 1812; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time. 

Mr. FENTON. This is a very meritorious 
case, and I ask that it shall be put upon its pas- 
gage, 

The bill was read. It directs that the pension 
heretofore granted by Congress to A. W. W. 
Bayard, of Centre county, Pennsylvania, now 
deceased, be continued to Susan Bayard, his 
widow, during her natural life. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed, and read 
a third time; and being engrossed, it was accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. FENTON moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed; and also moved to 
lay the motion to reconsider on the table. 

The latter metion was agreed to. 


TIIOMAS HM. BAIRD. 


Mr. McKNIGHT. I desire to call up a bill 
which I called up the day before yesterday. It 
was objected tu by the gentleman from Kentucky, 
[Mr. Buryert.] He has since examined ’the bill, 
and is satisfied that he ought to withdraw his ob- 
jection, and does so. j 


Mr. ELIOT. I object to it. 


FRANCIS H., BURLEIGI. 

Mr, STANTON. I have a joint resolution 
which I omitted to report when the Committee on 
Military Affairs was called. 1 ask leave to report 
it now. 

The joint resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of War and the Secretary 
of the Navy be, and they are hereby, authorized to purchase 
such numbers of Francis I Burleigh’s dove-tailing ma- 
chine as may be required for use in the armories and arse- 
nals of the United States, at the usual market price for such 
machine. 

Mr. STANTON. J ask to have this joint res- 
olution put upon its passage. | will simply state 
to the House-—— 

Mr. BARR. Oh, 

Mr. STANTON 
propriation. 

Mr. BARR. 
law. 

The SPEAKER. Objection being made, the 
resolution cannot be considered. 
| Mr.STANTON. It is the regular call of the 
| committees, and makes no appropriation. 

i The SPEAKER. The difficulty is, that this is 


you cannot do that. 
Why not; it makes no ap- 


It cannot be done under existing 


| 
| 
l 
1 
1 
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| not a private matter. 
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Mr. STANTON. I suppose it is a private mat- 
ter; it relates to the claimofa private individual. 


Mr. BARR. A private matter for public pur- 


oses. : e 
P Mr. STANTON. I suppose there would be no 
objection to it. We passed a law at last-—— 
The SPEAKER. The resolution cannot be 
received now. 
MARIA W. SAUNDERS. 


Mr. HALL, from the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, reported a bill for the relief of Maria 
W. Saunders; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to a Committee of the Whole 
House, and, with the accompanying report, or- 
dered to be printed. 


REPRESENTATIVES OF BETSY NASII. 


Mr. HALL, from the same committee, reported 
a bill for the relief of the legal representatives of 
Betsy Nash; which was read a first and second 
time, 

Mr. HALL. [ask to have it put upon its pas- 
sage. 

The bill was read.. It extends the provisions 
of the act of Congress approved March 3, 1857, 
for the relief of Betsy Nash, to her legal repre- 
sentatives, to whom the amount appropriated is 
ordered to be paid. 

Mr. BURNETT. I desire to ask the gentleman 
who reports the bill why it does not set out the 
amount of money appropriated? 

Mr. HALL. Let the report be read. 

The report was read. 

Mr. WASHBURN, of Wisconsin. I will 
state that a pension was granted to Betsy Nash; 
bet before she received her certificate under the 
law which was passcd, she died. The object of 
this measure,as Lunderstand, is to pay the money 
due her to her children. The amount, as I un- 
derstand, which is involved, is about two thou- 
sand dollars, or possibly $2,200. 

Mr. BURNETT. I will not object to the bill 
with the statement of the gentleman from Wis- 
consin, if it shall be so amended that there sball 
be no larger amount appropriated than was due 
to Betsy Nash at the time of her death. 

Mr. WASHBURN, of Wisconsin. There is 
no objection to that. That is the precise object 
of the bill, and nothing further. 

The amendment wasagreed to. 

The bill, as amended, was ordered to be en- 

rossed,and readathird time; and being engrossed, 
it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 
HIRAM ANDERSON. 

Mr. STOKES, from the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, reported a bill for the relief of Hiram 
Anderson; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to a Committee of the Whole 
House, and, with accompanying reports, ordered 
to be printed. 


HENRY HEWSON. 

Mr. STOKES, from the same committee, re- 
ported a bili for the relief of Henry Hewson; 
which was read a first and second time, referred 
to a Committee of the Whole House, and, with 
the accompanying report, ordered to bo printed. 

ELIZABETH MONTGOMERY. 


Mr. WHITELEY. Inow desire to call up the 
bill of the Senate for the relief of Elizabeth Mont- 

omery, heir of Hugh Montgomery. 

The bill was read. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I object to that bill. 


COMPENSATION OF PAGES, ETC. 


Mr. BABBITT. The Committee on Revisal 
and Unfinished Business have directed me to make 
the following report to the House: 

The Committee on Revisal and Unfinished Business re- 
port, for the considerati f the House, an item o ia- 
ished business of the session, found on pages 1229, 1239, 
and 1231 of the Journal, by whicb it appears that, on the 
25th of Junie last, the rules of the House were suspended 
for the purpose of receiving a resolution, in the words fol- 
jowing: 

« Resolved, That the Committee of Accounts are author- 
ized and required to settle and adjust the claims of any 
boys or pages, alter the organization of the House, and prior 
to the arrangement of pages under the resolution of the 
House, not exceeding five in number: and that said com- 
mittee are further authorized and directed to adjust the 
elaims of the several piece book-folders appointed by the 
Doorkeeper of the House at the present session, and to 
allow each, not exceeding twelve in number, what may 
appear to said committee to be just and equitable ; and the 
accounts so adjusted shall be paid out of the contingent 
fund of the House of Representatives.” 


i 


And thereupon. said resolution was submitted to the 
House; and, pending the question of agreeing to the same, 
the Speaker announced that the hour fixed tor the adjourn- 
ment of the then present session had arrived, and declared 
the House adjourned; and so the said resolution remains. 
pending and undetermined, and the rules of the House sus- 
pended for the purpose of considering the same. And your 
committee recommend that the House do now proceed to 
the consideration and determination of said resolution. 


Mr. BURNETT. I desire to makea question 
of order upon that resolution as soonas I am per- 
mitted to do so. 

Mr. BABBITT. I move that the House now 
proceed to consider that resolution, under the fol- 
lowing authority in the Digest, which I ask the 
Clerk to read. 

The Clerk read, as follows: 
| The consideration of unfinished business in which the 
į House may be engaged atan adjournment, shall be resumed. 
as soon as the Journal of the next day is read, and at the 
same time each day thereatter, until disposed of; and if, 
from any cause, other business shal} intervene, it shall be 
resumed as soon as such other business is disposed of. And 
the consideration ofall other unfinished business shall be 
resumed whenever the class of business to which it belongs 
shall be in order under the rules. 

s¢ After six days from the commencement of a second or 
subsequent Congress, all bills, resolutions, and reports 
which originated in the House, and at the close of the next 
preceding session remained undetermined, shall be resumed 
and acted on in the sune manner as if an adjournment had 
not taken place.” 

Mr. BABBITT. Now, Mr. Speaker, believing 
that resolution to come properly before the House 
under the authority just read, { report it from the 
Committee on Revisal and Unfinished Business, 
and ask that it may be passed. 

Mr. BURNETT. I desire to make this point 
upon the resolution which the gentleman desires 
to report. F submit that, even granting the facts 
the gentleman alleges to be true, the resolution 
went to the Speaker’s table, and he cannot take 
the floor under the call of commiitees for reports, 
and call up the resolution upon which he desires 
the action of the House. ‘This question has not 
been referred to the committee of which he isa 
member. The subject has not been properly be- 
fore the committee, and they have no power to 
report upon it; and I ask the Chair to decide 
whether such a report can be received in this 
House? oN 

Mr. BABBITT. In answer to the point which 
the gentleman from Kentucky raises, I ask that 
the following rule may be read: : 

‘The Clerk read, as follows: 

«97. [t shall be the duty of the Committee on Revisal 
and Unfinished Business to examine and report what laws 
have expired, or are near expiring, and require to be revived 
or further continued; also, to examine and report, from the 
Journal of last session, all such matters as were then depend- 
ing and undetermined.” : 

Mr. BABBITT. Now, sir, this resolution is 
depending, undetermined in the House, and it is 


Unfinished Businessto report the factto the House. 

Mr.BURNETT. My recollection of this mat- 
ter is this: the resolution referred to in the gen- 
| tleman’s report was pending when the Speaker 
announced that the hour had arrived when the 
House was to adjourn sine die. The resolution, 
under the rules, then went to the Speaker’s table. 
Now, I submit that the gentleman cannot come 


the duties of the Committee on Revisal and Un- 
finished Business, call up that resolution out of 
itsorder. If that course is permitted, it is a vio- 
lation of the amended rules, which provide that 


second session where it was left at the close of 
the first session. 

Mr. BABBITT. This isa matter that does not 
go tothe Speaker’s table; and itis the duty of the 
Committee on Revisal and Unfinished Business to 
report such a matter to the House for its action. 
If it will not doso, the Committee on Revisaland 
Unfinished Business would have nothing to do. 
| [Laughter.] 
| Mr. BURNETT. 
| the question of order. 
| The SPEAKER. The Chair understands that, 
ii 
| 


l tion, which is pending at the close of a sessions of 
| Congress, dies. The Chair is of opinion, there- 
| fore, that the resolution referred to by the gentle- 
| man from Pennsylvania died when the first ses- 
f sion of the present Congress adjourned sine die, 
| and must be introduced again. The Chair thinks 
this is the result of the rule, under the practice of 
i 


the House. The Chair will, therefore, not re- 


the right and duty of the Committee on Revisal of 


in-here and, in virtue of the peculiar character of į 


the business shall be taken up at the close of a į 


I ask the Chair to decide | 


under the practice of the House, a simple resolu- | 


| in open House. 


ceive the report of the gentleman from ‘Pennsyl- 
vania from the Committee on Revisal and Unfin- 
ished Business... =~. ; ne 
ENROLLED BILLS. O eoni $o 
Mr. THEAKER, from the Committee on En- 
rolled Bills, reported tliat the committee-had ex- 
amined and found truly enrolled a bill and reso- 


| lution of the following titles; whereupon. the 


Speaker signed the same: 
Reni act granting a pension to Gregory. Pattie; 
a = 

A joint resolution authorizing Lieut. T. A. M. 
Craven, of the United States Navy, to receive 
certain marks of distinction tendered him by the 
Spanish Government. : 

DELEGATE FROM IDAHO. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. I rose the other morn- 
ing aud introduced the certificate of election of 
Mr. Morgan, Delegate from Idaho, which was 
ordered to be ‘referred to the Committee of Elec- 
tions, but by a mistake it went tothe Committee 
on Territories. I ask that. the reference may: be 
changed, and the paper sent to the Committee of 
Elections in accordance with the order. 

Mr. BRANCH, I object, sir, to any change; 
and for this reason: the certificate was only re- 
ceived as a memorial. Ido not know what the 
Journal shows. The point was made at the time 
that there was no such Territory as that of Idaho 
in existence., lt was only received as a memorial 
which could, under the rules, be presented at ‘any 
time, 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. The orderof the House 
was that it should be sent, not to the Committee 
on Territories, but to the Committee of Elections. 
All that I ask is that the error made may be 
corrected, 

Mr. COX. . I think that the gentleman is mis- 
taken. There was no order of the House send- 
ing it to any committee.. I objected at the time to 
the reception of the certificate, stating that it could 
only be received as a petition or memorial. : It 
was receifed and referred asa memorial, and not 
as a certificate. : 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. The matter is a plain 
one. Under the rules of the House, I could have 
introduced the certificate, and referred it to what- 
ever committee I pleased. By mistake it was 
sent to the Committee on Territories, instead of to 
the Committee of Elections, for which I intended 
it. All I now ask is that the mistake which has 
been made may be corrected. 

Mr. BRANCH. What does the Journal show? 

The SPEAKER. The memorial was received 
under the rules of the House, and the gentleman 
from Illinois [Mr. Farnswortu] moved that it 
should be referred to the Committee of Elections; 
but by some mistake & was sent to the Commit- 
tee on Territories. He asks now that the me- 
morial should be withdrawn from the Committee 
on Territories, and referred to the Committee. of 
Elections, for which it was designed. That is 
the whole matter. . a 

r. BRANCH. How does the Journal stand ? 
"he SPEAKER. A mistake has been made; 
and the present motion is to correct it 

Mr. BRANCH. I understand that; but when 
was this order made? : 

The SPEAKER. There was no order made. 
The memorial was presented under the rules of 
the House. ‘ 

Mr. BRANCH. What day was the paper 
presented ? 

The SPEAKER. Some day during the pres- 
ent week. 

Mr. BRANCH. The matter was broughtup by 
the gentleman from Llinois, if I remember rightly, 
I recollect that, at the time, I 
inquired whether there was any such Territory 
belonging to the United States, 

The SPEAKER. It was received under the 
rule. The gentieman tried to introduce it in open 
House; but objection was made. Then it was 
presented under the rules; and, instead of to the 
Committee of Elections, as intended, it was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Territories, 

Mr. BRANCH. I must object to any altera- 
tion which should not have the effect of bringing 
the paper before the House. I certainly object to 
any paper relating to the right of persons claim- 
ing to be Delogates from Idaho being sent to the 
Committee of Elections; which has the privilege 
in this House, possessed by none. other except 
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one,ofreportingatanytime. I object to the alter- 
‘aton of the Journal referring that paper to the 
Committee of Elections, instead of to the Com- 
mittee on Territories, because it would give this 
memorial the privilege of being reported at any 
time. Jf anything is to be done, I claim that the 
memorial shall come. back to the House, so that 
we may make whatéver disposition of it we shall 
“deem ‘best. ; 
Mr. FARNSWORTH. There iş no kind of 
uestion that I had the rightto present the memo- 
rial and haye it referred, under the rules, to any 
committee I chose. : 

The SPEAKER.’ The question of privilege 
refers rather to the matter than to the committee 
to which it is sent. I presume, if the question 
did not relate to the right of a member to a seat 
upon this floor, the committce could not have it 

“considered atany time. A mistake has been made, 
and the Chair hopes that it will be corrected. 

Mr. BRANCH. If it be a clerical error of the 
Speaker or the Clerk, I will not object to the 
correction being made. 

The SPEAKER. That is all it is. 

The House then ordered the correction to be 
-made. : 

SEIZURE OF MERCHANT VESSELS. 


Mr. JOHN COCHRANE. Iask the unani- 
mous.consent of the House to introduce the fol- 
‘lowing resolution of inquiry. 

The Clerk read, as follows: 

‘Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be directed 
to inform the [louse whether he has received any, and what, 
vafficial advices, or whether any, and what, official informa- 
tion has been received by the Treasury Department, rela- 
tive to the seizure, in the port of Savannah, of any vessels 
or any shipping of any description, and especially respect- 
ing the seizure of the brig W. R. Kirby, bark Adjuster, brig 
Golden Leal, schooner Julia A. Halleck, and the bark Sa- 
rth Colden Murray, all of New York, and if scized, by 
whom, and by what authority they were seized. 

Mr. BRANCH. I object to that resolution, 

unless. my friend from New York will tell me how 
the Treasury Department can come into posses- 
sion of official information of the seizurt of private 
vessels? 
: Mr. JOHN COCHRANE. In this way: the 
Secretary of the Treasury is in charge of the ex- 
ecution of the. revenue laws, and all slipping is 
‘subjected to the pressure and presence of those 
Jaws. Unless a State has so far withdrawn from 
the Union as to be antagonistic to it, it is import- 
ant that any seizure of shipping of the United 
States should be at once communicated to the 
executive of the Treasury Department. 

Mr. BRANCH. If the gentleman will accept 
a modification of his resolution, that the Secretary 
of the Treasury shall communicate the official 
information in his possession, | will not object. 

Mr. JOHN COCHRANE. I accept that mod- 
ification of my resolution. 

Mr. PRYOR. Task that the gentleman from 
New York make another modification of his res- 
olution, by adding these words: 

Also, whether he has official information in relation to 
the seizure of any property belonging to the State of Geor- 
gia by the authorities of the city or State of New York. 

Mr. JOHN COCHRANE. 
cial information on that subject, I am willing that 
it shall be communicated. 

The resolution, as modified, was read. 

Mr. HOLMAN. [object to the resolution. 

Mr. JOHN COCHRANE. 
try to introduce that resolution next Monday. 


STATE OF THE UNION. 


Mr. MARSTON, by unanimous consent, pre- 
sented the memorial of citizens of Portsmoath, 
New Hampshire, praying that such measures may 


be speedily adopted by Congress, for the pacific | 
settlement of our present difficulties, as will em- | 
brace substantially such a plan of compromise as | 
may be deemed expedient to restore tranquillity | 


and peace to our distracted country; which was 
laid upon the table. 
CRIMINALITY OF EXECUTIVE OFFICERS. 


Mr. HINDMAN. I ask the unanimous con- 


sent of the House for leave to submit a resolution | 


relating to what I considera gross criminality on 
the part of certain officers of the executive de- 
partment of this Government: 


Resolved, That a select committee of three be appointed 
by tae Speaker, with instructions to inquire whether any 


officer or officers of the executive department of this Gov- | 


ernment have lately been guiity of improper interference 


Ifhe has any of- i 


I give notice I will ; 


with elections recently ornow pending in any of the States ; 
and that said committee have power to send. for persons 
and papers, and to report at any time- 


Mr. McPHERSON objected. 
STATE OF THE UNION. 


The SPEAKER stated that the morning hour 
had expired, and that the special order was before 
the House; on which the gentleman from Ohio 
[Mr. Hurcurs] was entitled to the floor. 

Mr. BURNETT. Ifthe gentleman from Ohio 
will permit me, I will move that the House pro- 
ceed to the consideration of the business upon the 
Speaker’s table. 

Mr. GROW. For reference of the bills there, 
and no other purpose. 

Mr. BURNETT. That is my motion. 

The question was taken on Mr. Burnetr’s 
motion; and it was agreed to. 


ROBERT STOCKTON. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House Senate 
amendments to House joint resolution No. 392, 
directing the accounting officers of the Treasury 
to settle the accounts of the late Robert Stockton, 
quartermaster, &c.; which were referred to the 
Committee on Revolutionary Claims, and ordered 
to be printed. 


REPORT OF SELECT COMMITTEE. 


Mr. CORWIN. Mr. Speaker, Ihave been very 
much pressed upon all sides of the House to post- 
pone still further the time for taking the vote on 
the special order, which has been under discus- 
sion for some time. I believe that the public in- 
terest would not be prejudiced by a postponement 
until next Thursday. ° 

Mr. BURNETT. The gentleman from Ohio 
can, under the rules, atany time, call the previous 
question, and bring the House to a vote on the 
special order; and, if the gentleman will permit 
me, I will say, in all deference to his age and ex- 
perience, that the country wants action more than 
speech-making. The sooner, sir, we have the 
| vote the better it will be for the country. 

Mr. CORWIN. Iam fully impressed by the 
consideration referred to by the gentleman from 
Kentucky; but, sir, it may be that the convention 
now assembled in this city may soon do some- 
thing tothrow light upon this subject, and enable 
us better to come to aconclusion than we now are. 

The SPEAKER. lt has been already stated 
that the vote would not be taken untilnext Friday. 

Mr. CRAIGE, of North Carolina. The gen- 
tleman, upon his own motion the other day, when 
the special order was called, postponed it until 
Friday next. 4 

Mr. SHERMAN. My colleague moves now 
to postpone the special order. The gentleman 
from North Carolina misunderstood him. 

Mr. CORWIN. My motion, in effect, is, to 
| postpone debate upon the special order until that 
day. 

Mr. CRAIGE, of North Carolina. Gentlemen 
upon that side of the House have been heard upon 
i this question, but gentlemen upon this side of the 


tlemen who are anxious to debate it, and I hope 


| they will be permitted to express their views. I 


have no hope that anything will result from that 
“peace congress.” It may be that they will settle 
this national difficulty; but, at all events, after 
that side of the House have been allowed to de- 
bate this matter, they ought to be willing to extend 
the same privilege to us. 

Mr. BURNETT. I did not understand the 
motion‘ef the gentleman at the time he made it. 
IT thought it wasa motion to postpone the time 
at which he proposed to ask a vote. So far as I 


should postpone that motion until five minutes 
before the time he desires to take a vote. But I 
think, if the consideration of the special order is 


| to be postponed, it would certainly be unjust to 
F 


gentlemen upon this side who desire to make 
speeches, but who, under such an order made at 
this time, would be cut off from that privilege. 

Mr. CORWIN. I certainly shall not call for 
a vote until all have had a fair opportunity to be 
heard. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Hlinois. My action 
upon the motion of the gentleman from Ohio will 
be substantially governed by the suggestions of 
the chairman of the Committee of Ways and 
Means in reference to the condition of the public 


House have not been heard atall. There are gen- į 


am concerned, I am perfectly willing that he | 


business. If we can go on now with this special 
order, and also close up the public business in the 
mean time, I would be glad to go on and dispose 
of the matter. : e 

Mr. CRAIGE, of North Carolina. 1 do think 
it exceedingly unfair to postpone the special order 
at the. present time. Elections are progressing in 
two or three States; and Iam informed that one 
or two of the Departments of this Government are 
employing their entire force in sending to those 
States the speeches made upon that side of tha 
House upon this subject; and therefore { think 
it unfair to cut off debate now before this side of 
the House has had an opportunity to be heard. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair must remind gen- 
tlemen that this debate is all out of order, as the 
House is acting under an order that the special 
order should be postponed for the purpose of 
proceeding to business upon the Speaker’s table. 

Mr. CRAIGE, of North Carolina. Iam will- 
ing to take the vote now, or at any time; but if 
the consideration of the matter is to be postponed 
for the purpose of shutting the mouths of those 
who are opposed to the report of the committee, 
I must object to that course. If the gentleman 
from Ohio desires to come up to the scratch and 
take a vote now, I am ready for it. 

Mr. PRYOR. I desire to inquire of the chair- 
man of the committee of thirty-three, at what time 
he proposes to take a vote upon the report? 

Mr. CORWIN. I shall not be ready to com- 
mit myself to such a question as that. I have 
no disposition to press a vote upon any of these 
propositions at a time when the House 1s not pre- 
pared. And I assure the gentleman from North 
Carolina, that it is entirely foreign to my inten- 
tion to so manage debate here as to do unfairness 
to anybody. 

Mr. CRAIGE, of North Carolina. Then why 
make any motion upon the subject, inasmuch as 
I understood the gentleman, the other day, to have 
prolonged the time for debate until next Friday ? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair must interfere, 
and carry out the first order of the House; which 
was to suspend the special order, and proceed to 
the business upon the Speaker’s table. When we 
dispose of that, the special order will come up. 
The Clerk will report the next bill. 


SCHOONER AUGUSTA. 


An act (S. No. 531) to change the name of the 
schooner Augusta to Colonel Cook. 

The bill was read a first and second time, and 
referred to the Committee on Commerce. 


JOUN PEEBLES. 


ie act (S. No. 125) for the relief of John Pee- 
es. 

The bill was read a first and second time, and 
referred to the Committee of Claims, 


ST. MATTUEW’S CHURCH. 


An act for the relief of the parish of St. Mat- 
thew’s church, in the city of Washington. 

The bill was read a first and second time, and 
referred to the Committee for the District of Co- 
lumbia. , 

S HOCKADAY & LIGGET. 


An act for the relicf of Hockaday & Ligget. 

The bill was read a first and second time, and 
referred to the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads. 


STATE OF THE UNION. 


The business on the Speaker’s table having 
been disposed of— 

Mr. SIMMS said: I call for the special order 
of business. The gentleman from Ohio [Mr 
Tfurcsins] was upon the floor, having been recog- 
nized by the Chair. The gentleman from Ken- 
tucky [Mr. Burnerr] then rose, and asked him 
to yield to a motion to proceed to the business on 
the Speaker’s table. He did so, and tbat busi- | 
ness having now been disposed of, I call for the 
regular order of business, which is, the consider- 
ation of the special order. 

Mr. CORWIN. .I understand that my col- 
league from Ohio waived his right to the floor for 
the purpose of making my motion. If lam mis- 
taken, he can sa 

Mr. SIMMS. I rise toa point of order; and I 
want the decision of the Chair upon it. The gen- 
tleman from Ohio [Mr. Hytera] was recog- 
nized; and I want to know whether this interrup- 
tion comes out of his ime? 
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Mr. CORWIN. The gentleman from Ohio 
has not commenced his speech, and of course this 
will not come out of his time. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I would say to the gentle- 
man from Ohio that the gentleman from Kentucky 
[Mr. Simms] desires to speak to-day; and this 
motion can be made after to-day. I desire to say 
that on Tuesday or Wednesday there will be pub- 
lic business before the House for its considera- 
tion, whether the special order is pending or not. 
There will be several appropriation bills returned 
from the Senate with amendments; there will be 
territorial and other bills. 

Mr. BURNETT. Iappeal to the chairman of | 
the special committee to allow his motion to go 
over until Monday. His colleague is entitled to 
the floor; and my colleague from Kentucky de- 
sires to follow him. Let the motion go over until 
Monday, and allow these gentlemen to occupy 
the floor now. i 

Mr. SIMMS. Iwill state to the gentleman 
from Ohio that I have no particular desire to speak 
to-day; and if he desires to make his motion, Lam 
perfectly willing. 

Mr. CORWIN. I only wish to postpone the 
special order after to-day until next Thursday. 

Mr. HINDMAN. I am one of those long-suf- 
fering individuals, who have had no opportunity 
to speak upon the special order. I may well sac- 
rifice my wishes in that behalf, and propose, as 
a compromise proposition, that we shall take a 
vote now. We might save the Union. 

Mr. BRABSON.” I would ask the gentleman 
from Ohio to postpone the final vote upon this 
question until the peace convention has acted, 
provided they act during the present session of 
Congress, and fix no special day. 

The SPEAKER. The motion before the House 
is to postpone the special order after to-day until 
Thursday next. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The House was addressed by Mr. HUTCH- 
INS. [His speech will be published in the Ap- 
pendix.] 

Mr. SIMMS obtained the floor. 

Mr. COX. With the permission of my friend 
from Kentucky, I desire to make a remark. 

Mr. CASE. Irise to a point of order. It is, 
that the floor is assigned to the gentleman from 
Kentucky; and I insist that he shall occupy it, 
or yield it, 

Mr. COX, EF appeal to my friend from Indiana 
whether that is very great courtesy. 

Mr. CASE. The gentleman from Ohio has oc- 
cupied much more time upon this floor than the 
gentleman’s colleague. 

Mr. COX. I have made but one speech; and 
my remarks, by his consent, will come out of the 
time of the gentleman from Kentucky. 

Mr. HUTCHINS. If the gentleman makes an 
explanation, I shall ask the privilege of replying. 

Mr. COX. 
nation, but only to put things right. 

Mr. CASE. If I desired to put things right, 
it would require two hours upon what the gentle- 
man himself has said. 

Mr. COX. It may take the gentleman two 
hours to puthimself right. Lcan put myself right 
in five minutes. I want to say a word only, in 
reply to my colleague from the Ashtabula district. 

The SPEAKER. ‘The gentleman can only do 
so by unanimous consent, or by the gentleman 
from Kentucky yielding the floor. 

Mr. SICKLES. [fit does not come outof the į 
time of the gentleman from Kentucky, I presume 
there will be no objection. 

Mr. CASE. I object. 

Mr. SICKLES. Nothing throws so much 
light upon a discussion as to have a reply imme- 
diately following the speech. ; : 

Mr. LOGAN. You are afraid to give him a 
hearing. No wonder you are trying to district 
him out of Congress. 

Mr. ASHLEY. I shall object, unless my col- 
league from the Ashtabula district has the same 
time for reply. 

Mr. COX. That would be very generous and 
brave; but lam not asking any favor from the 
gentleman from Ohio, {Mr. Asniey.] My col- | 
Teague (Mr. Hurcuins] had an hour; I only ask 
five minutes. 


I do not desire to make an expla- |j 


Mr. SIMMS resumed the floor, and addressed | 


the House for an hour, [His speech will be pub- || more radical than Mr. Giddings himself! Mr. |f A 
li Giddings could teachinsurrection. We know how |) in favor of secession 


lished in the Appendix.] 


Mr. CAMPBELL obtained the floor. 

Mr. COX. If the gentleman will give way, 1 
desire to occupy the floor until the recess, 

Mr. GROW. With the permission of my col- 
league, I move that the House adjourn. 

The SPEAKER. The House will understand 
that the order now is, to take a recess from four 
o’clock until seven. If the motion to adjourn pre- 
vails, the recess will be lost; and we shall not 
meet again till Monday. : 

Mr. JOHN COCHRANE. The gentleman from 
j Ohio requests a hearing of the House, and prom- 
ises to occupy only five minutes. ‘I hope he will 
be heard. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from 
| Pennsylvania yield to the gentleman from Ohio? 

Mr. CAMPBELL. If there is no objection, I 
will do so. 

No objection was made. 

ME GROW. Then my motion to adjourn will 
stand. 

The SPEAKER. Yes, sir. The gentleman 
from Ohio has five minutes, and will proceed. 

Mr. COX. - That is all that is necessary forme 
in this debate. I was surprised that my colleague 
from the Ashtabula district, at the conclusion of 
his attack upon my colleague, [Governor Cor- 
wry,| should have attacked me. Why he did so, 
I know not; unless it be from the fact that lasked 
him a question in explanation of his argument 
about incendiary publications to provoke insur- 
rection. I asked him the question, whether or 
not he was in favor of suppressing all such publi- 
cations as the Helper book and ‘Theodore Par- 
ker’s programme, published in the Tribune, for 
the robbery and murder of masters by their slaves 
to obtain their freedom? The gentleman did not 
answer the question. He shirked it; for he knew 
that he represented a constituency who are con- 
tinually preaching and publishing that very sedi- 
tion of which my colleague [Mr. Corwin] com- 
plained, and of which he [Mr. Hurcurs] is the 
defender, and of which John Brown was the ex- 
emplar. The gentleman knew, when he covered 
his attack upon Governor Corwin by his attack 
upon me, that he represented some of the very 
men who had been engaged in raids upon their 
neighbors’ lives and property. I cannot, sir, fail 
to remember that his sensibility about certain dis- 
closures that have transpired in relation to the Re~ 
publican executive of Ohio, in refusing to deliver 
to Virginia such miscreants, is no doubt caused 
by the fact that some of the renegades and rascals 
of John Brown’s conspiracy had a protecting ægis 
in the conspiring treason of his own district. I 
state these facts openly, and in my place; because 
they are wrongs, and with a view to their remedy 
by proper measures. 

But, sir, | wanted to call attention especially to 
an ungenerous attack upon myself. I did not 
expect it from the gentleman. He said I was 
always very busy in the House furnishing facts 
—yes, facts, sir—for southern members to attack 
the North here. I would like him to name the 
southern man to whom I furnished facts, in the 
manner or for the purpose stated. Name him, if 
youcan! I will pause for you to name one. 

Mr. HUTCHINS. I think that when the gen- 
tleman from Virginia, Mr. Leake, was discuss- 
ing the conduct of Governor Dennison 

Mr COX. Yes, sir; I was about to refer to 
that. Iasked the privilege of Governor Leake to 
take the floor; and in my place I gave the facts to 
the House and the country, and not to Governor 
Leake; I gave them with a view to the proper 
remedy, and from no other motive. I meet these 
issues openly, here andelsewhere. I stand here 


alone for my own district, and my own State. But 
when I have information that the Constitution 
and laws have been violated anywhere, and that 
gross wrongs have been done to our own mother 
State of Virginia and our own sister State of Ken- 
tucky, I will never hesitate, both here and at 
home, to denounce the unfaithful men, even though 
Í they do disgrace the State of Ohio. [Applause 
| in the galleries.] The gentleman undertakes to 
acknowledge that Į am a Union man. Good God! 
What an admission to come from the successor 
of Joshua R. Giddings! [Renewed applause.] 


who was nominated and elected because he was 


with a duty to the whole country. I speak not | 


How refreshing from a man like my colleague, | 


he taught ithere for twenty: years @ could or~ 
ganize conspiracies in. the gentleman’s district, 
for the purpose of attacking the officers of the law: 
and defeating its execution—not stopping at mitt- 
der to accomplish such designs. He could advise 
the ‘shooting down as pirates *’ of officers: en- 
gaged in executing the laws of the United States: . 
If Mr. Giddings, who had no scruples as‘to mur- 
der in defeating the law, was left at home; how 
far would the gentleman go who superseded: Mr. 
Giddings because he was more ultra and reliable 
than Mr. Giddings. See Au 
[Here the hammer fell]. ; 
The SPEAKER. The question is on adjourn- 


ment, ons: : 

Mr. HUTCHINS. Iam sure the gentleman’ 
from Pennsylvania will-allow me five minutes to 
reply to my colleague. it a 

Mr, COX. I object'to my colleague going on; 
unless I have an opportunity to reply; He would 
not give me an opportunity to answer his charges; 
He had an hour and I had only five minutes: =” 

Mr. SICKLES, There has been one round 
on each side, as was agreed The contest is 
closed. 7 ; 

Mr. CAMPBELL. I hope the gentleman from: 
Ohio (Mr. Cox] does not intend to shut the door 
down against his colleague. Give him five min- 
utes. ; : 

Mr. HUTCHINS, The gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania has yielded me the floor. : 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the mo- 
tion to adjourn. 

Mr. CAMPBELL: I hope that, by unanimous 
consent, the gentleman (Mr. Hutcuiys] will be 
allowed five minutes to reply to his colleague. 

Mr. BARR. I hope the House will adjourn: 

The SPEAKER. The question on adjourn- 
ment must be put : 

Mr. CAMPBELL. Then I hope the. House 
will vote it down. ` 

The question was taken; and the House refused: 
to adjourn. Je 

The SPEAKER. Unless otherwise. ordered, 
the Chair will order a recess when it comes to four’ 
o’clock. 

Mr. BURNETT. Let us agree, by unanimous 
consent, that the gentlemen [Messrs. Cox and. 
Hurcurns] shall have five minutes apiece on this 
interesting discussion. base 

Mr. JOHN COCHRANE. I rise to a point 
of order. The House gave its unanimous consent 
that, in consideration of the gentleman having time’ 
to reply, we should take an adjournment, notwith- 
standing the hour of four mightin the mean time: 
arrive; so that, although that time should pass, 
the House would still, by unanimous consent, 
have a vote on the motion to.adjourn. 

Mr. SICKLES, We have no objection to re- 
newing the debate on equal terms—five minutes 
to each gentleman. i 

The SPEAKER. That being the understanhd- 
ing, there will be no difficulty in letting each of 
the gentlemen have five minutes. : 

Mr. BURNETT. I want it understood they 
are to have five minutes each. 

TheSPEAKER. Certainly. Go on. [Laugh- 
ter.}] The Chair gives notice he will watch the 
time closely. [Laughter.] 

Mr. HUTCHINS. Toward my colleague, per~ 
sonally, Í entertain no other feeling than that of 
kindness. Against his political acts I have had, 
and now have, some little criticism to make; be- 
cause, on every possible occasion that he could 
get the ear of this House, he has seen fit to de- 
nounce my constituents as enemies to the Union, 
and as abettors of the raid of John Brown. He 
even brought against the judges of the State the 
charge of singing the Marseillaise on the bench; 


‘and also against the citizens of the Western Re- 


serve, the same charge of singing the same patri- 
otic song—through their noses. (Laughter:} 
Now, my constituents are a humane and Chris“ 
tian people. They are opposed to cruelty in any‘ 
shape, or to any sort of people; and if they had: 
known the sensitiveness of my colleague, and the 
nervousness of his disposition, they certainly 
never would have sung in his presence that beau- 
tiful Marseillaise, to which he objécts, with the 
nasal twang. laughter] : 
{found fault with my colleague because he ùn- 
dertook to furnish the gentleman from Virginia, 
(Mr. Leare, ]—who is, in good faith, I believe, 
as aremedy—with materials 
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te prejudice him against the people and Governor 


of Ohio, growing out of the controversy for the. 


surrender. of criminals:on the application of the 
Governor of Virginia. I thought that was unfair 
on the part of my colleague. ; 

Mr. LEAKE. Will the gentleman. permit me? 
[Cries of No”? ** Nol’ and laughter.] The gen- 
tleman’s-time can be extended. [Repeated shouts 
of No !??“ Not” t Let him go on!” &c.] 

Mr.SICKLES. No interference from any out- 
sider: 3 

Mr. CURTIS. I object to 
tions. ` 

‘The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohio 
must not, be interrupted. His five minutes are 
running fast. (Laughter.] 

Mr. HUTCHINS. I thought it hardly fair or 
patriotic on his part thus further to add fuel to 
the flame of southern excitement, if the real ob- 
ject of the gentleman was to preserve this Union 
instead of endeavoring to destroy it; and there- 
fore, I said that I thought, not from anything he 
said, but from his conduct on this floor, that he 
was willing to preserve the glorious Union if he 
could do it by demoralizing and prejudicing the 

ublic mind against the Republican party, so that 

e could aid in restoring his own party to power. 
That was the reason I commented on his conduct. 
I thought it was unfair. 

Ihave made no attack on my other colleague, 
[Mr. Conwi;] and if I did, he is abundantly 
competent to defend himself, without the aid of 
the gentleman. I criticized, to be sure, as I had 
aright to-do, some of the positions which he saw 
fit'to take in his report. I have denounced no- 
body who may not agree with me in regard to 
these maticrs. We have all a perfect right to 
differ, and to differ as Republicans and fricnds of 
the Union. Therefore, the gentleman [Mr. Cox} 
can make.no capital against me, either in my dis- 
trict, or anywhere else, by charging me with an 
attack on Governor Corwin. 

The gentleman has made an attack upon Mr. 
Giddings. He needs no defense from me. His 
acts in this House for twenty years will stand 
the test of criticism now and hereafter. Attacks 
are frequently made upon him by members here; 
and I will only say, that his name will be remem- 
bered with gratitude when the names of those who 
assail him are forgotten. I deny that he has coun- 
tenanced insurrection on this floor or elsewhere. 

Now, this. is all that I desired to say. Iam 
willing that my constituents shall stand by their 
record, shall stand by their position. I will stand 
by mine.. I am in favor of the Union as it is, and 
as our fathers gave it to us; but I do not think it 
can be preserved by sacrificing those very prin- 
ciples on which itis based. Ifthe cause of liberty 
is to be betrayed and crucified in the year of grace 
1861, I trust that there will not be found among 
its apostles a betrayer and crucifier. 


any other interrup- 


Mr. COX. The last remark of the gentleman | 


shows just where he is. Ie says he 1s for the 


Union, but with an “if and and;” qualifying his || 
parae that he is only for the | 


remark with the 
Union, “if liberty be not crucified,”’? He knows, 
or ought to know, that the Union is the only 
shield of liberty. But he means, if he means any- 
thing, that, if there be power in the Government 
to crush out slavery, cither in the Territories or 
in States, then he is for the Union; but he is not 
for it, if it does not give that power. He is not 
for it, unless he can make it the instrument of his 
fanaticism. I say that I am for the Union, with- 
out qualification or condition, now and alf the 
time. I willdo what the gentleman will not— 
yield and compromise much for its salvation. ‘I'he 
gentleman said in his speech, a while ago, that J 
would be for the Union, provided the Republican 

arty should be crushed out. I do not know, 


$ 


r. Speaker, but that it may be necessary to roll i; 
the Juggernaut car over this Republican party to 


save the Unions but I would even be willing to 
give a lease of power for fifty years to that party, 
if I could see that it would conduct the Govern- 
ment on principles like those of my colleague, 
{Mr. Corwin,] which would preserve the Union. 
I would be willing to surrender party supremacy, 
ifthereby we could keep the old stars and stripes 
floating over the national.Congress. [Applause.] 

Mr. Speaker, there are various classes of Re- 

ublicans. The gentleman (Mr. Hurcins] be- 
ongs to the worst of the Abolition wing; and well 
may he defend his predecessor, Mr. Giddings. 


That godless old man, after spending a public life 
devoted to hate, ill-will, and sedition, was retired 
because he.did one thing that was right—voted 
-for the Crittenden-Montgomcry bill. He has 
since been making up for his loss of office by the 
virulence of his spleen, and the outlawry of his 
conduct. He has, as | have once shown here, in- 
stigated servile insurrections; and now, at the end 
of a misspent life, which is scarcely silvered by 
aray of benignity, he finds, as the consequence 
of his teaching and conduct, a disrupted Union,a 
terrified people, and the prospect of unending hate 
and bloody strife. If there was mercy for the 
thief upon the cross, there may be mercy for him. 
God grant him repentance before he fills his dis- 
honored grave! But what a life he has lived! 
He talked the language of love to the black | 
race only to hide his hate for the white race who 
people our southern States. He paraded human- 
itarian phrases and took upon his profane lips the 
name of God only to cloak his malice and sanc- 
tify his hate. He has had, in specific wicked- 
ness, many rivals; but if we measure men’s guilt 
by the objects upon which they are bent, who 


which causclessly dismembers to destroy the 
American Republic? Assuch a Republic has no | 
parallel, so such a criminal has no peer. But my 
colleague praises him and commends him to im- 
mortal honor! Nero had a friend, who placed 
immortelles upon his tomb, and the worst fiends 
of the French revolution had their defenders after 
death; but were this old man now dead, and thus 
powerless in his party at home, even my colleague 
would shrink from the task of embalming his bad | 
memory. Itwill,after death, only beremembered 
to be execrated. His late letters to my colleague 
(Mr. Corwin] and his compatriot, Mr. Ewing, 
show that age, which so often reclaims the most 
reprobate soul, has not withered, nor custom, 
which so often tires of its baleful work, has not 
staled, the infinite varicty of his malice and his | 
madness. History, in its record of this great anti- 
slavery sedition, and its consequent revolution, 
will only picture the whiteness of his hair, to con- 
trast it with the blackness of that purpose which 
for years and years has pursued a crusade whose 
terrible consummation is upon us, in the crumb- 
lingaway of our States and the destruction of their 
unity. 

The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Corwin] be- 
longs to a different class of Republicans. He is | 
of that class with which I most agree in these 
matters of conciliation for the Union. Te has 
reported a proposition in respect to the return of 


a resolution that I offered some time before, and 
which is called for by a resolution offered within 
afew days by a leading Republican member of 
| the Ohio Legislature. 1 am in favor of that meas- 
ure of the committee of thirty-three. But my 
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colleague [Mr. Hurcims] attacks it, Why? 
Because the United States judges, and not a Re- 
publican Governor, will be then in the position to 
take the John Browns and Oliver Browns and 
Merriams out of his district, so that he cannot 
tbcreafter get their votes. 


licans. There is a pious class; there is a cursing 
class; there is a fighting class; and there is a | 


patriotic class. ‘The gentleman [Mr, Huverms}] || 


belongs to the pious class; they believe all they 
say. ‘The doughty member from Ohio, [Mr. Asu- 
| Ley, |—who interfered so ungensrously to prevent 
i 
i 


me from replying—belongs to the cursing class. 

They do not believe anything, but profess just 
| enough to get them into Congress. The fighting 
| class are very brave—in time of peace. I will not 
! name those who belong to this class, Then there | 
| is another class, composed of those who have a j 
i leaven of patrioticfeeling. My colleagues [Messrs. | 
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| their party in Ohio. [A voice: “ How do you 
| know that?’’] How do I know it! Because your 
party in convention, last year and the year before, 
passed resolutions almost unanimously, that the 
fugitive slave law was unconstitutional, and should 
not be executed. 
Mr. HUTCHINS. Oh,no! 
Mr.STANTON. Thegentlemandoesnotstate 
the resolution correctly. Every member of the 
committee that reported it agreed to that resolu- l 


can teil the magnitude of that portentous crime | 


| fugitives from justice, which was in response to j 


Mr. COX.. I could state the very words of it, 
if it were necessary; and I have stated the mean- 
ing and the substance of it. It declared that the 
fugitive slave law was ‘subversive of both the 
rights of the States and the liberties of the people, 
and ascontrary to the plainest duties of humanity 
and justicesand abhorrent to the moral sense of 
the civilized world.’ Is the gentleman in favor 
of executing an outrage upon the civilized world? 
Yes, sir, his whole party are committed to. the 
demoralization of the Federal authority, not only 
by such resolutions, but by judicial decision. 
Why thegentleman himself [Mr. Sranron] voted 
for be chief justice of his State; and he knew, 
and they all knew, that when he was nominated 
and elected, the issue was made upon that judge’s 
decision, overruling the decision of the Supreme 
Court of the United States in favor of the consti- 
tutionality of the fugitive slave law. Here is 
where disunion begins. It begins at home, sir; 
in your own State and in your own party and in 
your own breast. Your party reélected a man 
because he had nullified the Constitution; because 
he had broken the oath whicb he had taken before 
God, to support the Constitution of the United 
States. The whole party in that vote (including 
my colleagues) were guilty of moral treason. 
[Applause in the galleries.] 

[Here the hammer fell.] 

Mr. STANTON. I should like very much to 
have about five minutes to reply to my colleague. 
[Cries of **Go on!” and “Object !”?] 

The SPEAKER. The question ison the mo- 
tion to adjourn. 

The motion was disagreed to. 

Mr. STANTON obtained the floor. 

Mr. BURNETT. I have no objection to the 
gentleman going on for five minutes, if his col- 
league [Mr. Cox] may have another five minutes 
in reply. I want to see a fair fight, if this thing 
is togo on. [Cries of Agreed!’ 

Mr. JOHN COCHRANE. I propose that my 
friend from Kentucky [Mr. Buryerr] shall be 
designated to oppose him, 

Mr. STANT ON . I have heard that charge 
from sundry gentlemen. 

Mr. SICKLES. I desire to know, before the 
gentleman from Ohio proceeds with lis remarks, 
whether it is understood that his colleague in 
front of me [Mr. Cox] is to have the right to 
reply. lt is usual to allow an interval for fresh 
training before a new combat; but we have entire 
confidence in our friend here. It must be under- 
stood that he is to have the right to reply. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will execute any 
understanding the House may sce fit to make. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. If it is understood, by 
unanimous consent, that this is not to interfere 
with my right to the floor when the special order 
comes up on next Thursday, I will make no ob- 
jection to giving cach of these gentlemen five min- 
utes. [Cries of “ Agreed!’ © Agreed !’’] 

No objection being made, five minutes was as- 
signed each—to Mr. Sranron and Mr. Cox. 

Mr. STANTON. I do not care myself, per- 
sonally, anything about the remarks of my col- 
league; but for the sake of the truth of history, 
and to prevent misrepresentation of the party to 
which I belong, I desire to correct. what has been 
so often said here, as to myself and the chairman 
of the committee of thirty-three not being repre- 
sentative men of the Republican party. 

Now, sir, I wasa member of the committee that 
reported the resolution to which my colleague has 
so frequently referred in debate upon this floor. 
I concurred in that resolution then, and I concur 
in it to-day. I hold a fugitive slave law which 
authorizes the capture of freemen without the 
slightest chance of trial, without a hearing before 
any court or any officer known to the law, to be 
an outrage upon civilization. I hold that doctrine 
to-day; and I hold it to be the solemn duty of this 
Congress, cither in the form prescribed in the re- 
port of the committee of thirty-three, or in some 
other mode, to provide some guard against kid- 
napping men without the power of ascertaining 
whether they are slaves or not. That, sir, isthe 
doctrine of the Republican party of Ohio, my col- 
league (Mr. Corwin] and myselfincluded, There 
is no controversy about it. The Republican party 
of Ohio assumes the responsibility of that position 


| and that resolution, and are ready to stand upon 


it and sustain it. 
Now, Mr. Speaker, when we denounced that 
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fugitive slave law-we did not recognize the right 
of each man, upon his own responsibility, to nul- 
lify and resist its execution or Lo question its con- 
stitutionality. We understand perfectly well that 
that question is to be tested by the judicial tribu- 
nals; and I hold it to be the duty of every good 
citizen to acquiesce in the judgment of such tribu- 
nal, whatever it may be, until it shall be reversed 
by a higher tribunal. That is the position of the 
Republican party of Ohio. 

But, sir, I am told that I voted for a judge who 
held this fugitive slave law to be unconstitutional. 
Icertainly did so vote, and I certainly shall always 
vote for a judge with strict reference to his integ- 
rity and hiscapacity, without considering the ques- 
tion as to whether I concur with him upon every 
decision he makes upon the bench or not, I will 
not take special demurrers upon the stump. Iwill 
not inquire whether each specific decision he has 
made was right or wrong, because I never knew 
a judge in all of whose opinions 1 concurred. l 
therefore supported the judge to whom the gentle- 
man refers because of my confidence in his abil- 
ity and in his integrity. It is true, he decided 
that Congress had no power to pass any law for 
the recapture of fugitive slaves. In that decision 
Ido not concur. T hold the question to be con- 
cluded by the practice of the Government for the 
last sixty years. If it were an original question 
I should concur with him; but I-am one of those 
who believe that something ought to be settled, 
and that the uniformly settled practice of the 
Government for three generations is sufficient. 
This being a question of that sort—a question that 
has been so settled—~I would acquiesce init. Judge 
Brinkerhoff decided otherwise. But that was no 
reason why I should not vote for him. He was 
a better lawyer than his opponent; he was, in my 
judgment, a more honest man, and a man in every 
way better qualified; and therefore I voted for him, 
and my colleague can make the most of it. 

{Here the hammer fell.] 

Mr. COX. My colleague from Ohio [Mr. Stax- 
Ton] steps in advance of my colleague from the 
Ashtabula district, (Mr. Huerenms,] to shield him, 

Mr. STANTON. Notatall. : 

Mr. COX. Yes, sir; for he knows very well 
he.is not as obnoxious, in the respect to which I 
referred,as the gentleman from the Ashtabula dis- 
trict. The gentleman makesa sort of defense for 
his supportof Judge Brinkerhof. Now, sir, Ihave 
some respect for the gentleman from the Ashta- 
bula district, (Mr. Hutcrims,] because he believes 
whathesays, and willstand up, under all circum- 
stances, for the doctrines of his party. He de- 
fends Judge Brinkerhof evenin respect to the nulli- 
fication of the fugitive slave law; but the other 
gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Sranron] says, ‘oh, 
no! I donot defend Judge Brinkerhotf’s nullifica- 
tion doctrine, but I voted for him, because I am 
foran independent judiciary.” Well, sir, I donot 
take issue with him upon that point as to the in- 
dependence of the judiciary; but I do take issue 
with him when he claims that such independence 
should be sustained when it becomes nullification, 
It may become those who think like myself; but 
it does not become gentlemen who voted for this 
judge to find fault with southern men, because they 
have nullified the Federalauthority, when, by the 
confession of my collcague before the nation to- 
day, he, and two hundred and twelve thousand 
other Ohio Republicans, voted for a chief justice 
of that State on the question being made whether 
or not the Constitution of the country should 
stand. He voted, by his own confession, for a 
judge who had, in so far as he could, nullified that 
Constitution. ; a 

That judge had decided that ‘the decision of 
the United States court on these questions should 
settle nothing;’? and my colleague voted for him. 
He declared ‘against the omnipotence of the 
Federal power’? with respect to these very ques- 
tions fixed in the Constitution; and my learned 


colleague justified that judge by his vote, by hisac- | 


tion, and by theaction of his whole party. He did 
this on the direct issue being made and understood, 
from one end of the State to the other. Though 
he did not agree with his decision, yet he sus- 
tained the unjust judge. I would also vote fora 
judge, though I differed from him on a matter 
involving dollars, or a horse, or a contract, or 
something of that nature. But I will pause when 
his decision is subversive of order, law, author- 
ity, and the Constitution. When the Constitu- 
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tion of the country is at stake; when southern 
States are convuised by the action of northern 
States violative of confederative faith; when this 
very question is mooted from one end of the coun- 


| try'to the other; then, for a great party to meet in 


convention, repudiate a law of Congress declared 
to be constitutional by the supreme judicial tri- 
bunal, and justify, by nominating, the man who 
had nullified it, is it not monstrous? Then for 
such men to come here and claim to support the 
Constitution and the Union! Why, sir, with 
some it may be ignorance; with others inconsist- 
ency; with the rest hypocrisy; but with all trea- 
son! I shall leave to my colleagues their choice 
of these classifications. What have they done 
but broken down the Constitution by insidious 
sapping and mining—almost as bad, if not worse 
than the bold, open, rebellious beeaches of the 
laws of the United States, sueh as we unhappily 
see in our extreme southern States? 
[Here the hammer fell.} 
DEFICIENCY BILL. 

_ Mr. SPAULDING. Irise toa privileged ques- 
tion. 
greeing votes between the two Houses on the 
deficiency bill have, after full and free conferenct, 
beenunabletoagree. The disagreement was par- 
ticularly on the Senate amendment appropriating 
$300,000 to the Chiriqui Improvement Company, 
and the Senate amendment granting extra com- 
pensation for the Kickapoo land office. 
derstood the Senate will ask for another commit- 
tee of conference. 

And then, on motion of Mr. GROW, (at four 
o’clock and twenty minutes, p. m.) the House 
adjourned. 


IN SENATE. 
Monpay, February 11, 1861. 


Prayer by Rev. J. J. BuLLocxk, D. D., of Lex- 
ington, Kentucky. 


‘The Journal of Saturday last was réad and ap- | 


proved. 
GEORGE H. GIDDINGS. 


Mr. WADE. I move to take’ up a private 
bill. 

Mr. BIGLER. We must get in our memo- 
rials first. 

Mr. WADE. 


I do it because 


I understand it is all right; and 


The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Bacar | 


inthe chair.) It is the duty of the Chair to re- 
ecive memorials first. 

Mr. WADE. I suppose I can move to post- 

one them. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator 
can move to postpone the prior order of busi- 
ness. hi 

Mr. WADE. I will state to the Senate that 
Mr. Hamitton, of Texas, of the House of Rep- 
resentatives, has this little bill in charge, and heis 
obliged to go away, and he wantsit passed before 
he goes. It will take but a moment, I presume. 
I understand itis all right. It is a joint resolu- 
tion of the House of Representatives (No. 62) for 
the benefit of George H. Giddings, for services in 
carrying the mails. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. Are petitions in order? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator 
from Ohio has moved to postpone the prior order 
of business, for the purpose of taking up the joint 
resolution indicated by him. f 

The motion was not agreed to. 


a PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr. WADE presented four petitions of citi- 
zens of Philadelphia, in faver of the Union, the 
Constitution asit is, and the enforcement of all 


the laws; which were ordered to lie on the table. į 


Mr. KENNEDY presented the memorial of 


E. A. H. Adams, George W. Thompson, and | 


Thomas H. Green, praying that authority may be 
given to the Secretary of the Navy to adjust and 
settle charges for boarding and attendance of three 
men, attached to the navy-yard at Washington, 
who were injured by the bursting of a cannon on 
the Mth July, 1859; which was referred to the 
Committee on Naval Affairs. © 


Mr. PEARCE presented the memorial of C. 
B. Norton, praying that an appropriation may | 


be made for the purchase of certain manuscripts 
for the use of the library of Congress and the 


The committee of conference on the disa- ! 


It is un- | 


State Department; which-was referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Library. Ba ayy akg oes 

Mr. BIGLER presented. the proceedings. of a 
Union mass meeting of the citizens of Venanga 
county, Pennsylvania, in favor of the, compres 
mise measures proposed by Mr. CRITTENDEN; 
which were ordered to lie on the table, Sore 

He also presented the proceedings of a meeting 
of Democrats and other citizens of Chester county, 
Pennsylvania, held on the 28th January, 1861, in 
favor of the compromise measures proposed by: 
Mr. Critrenpen; which were ordered to lie-on 
the table. Pare 

He also presented. a memorial of citizens of 
Philadelphia, praying for the adoption of the com~ 
promise measures proposed by Mr. CrirrenpEn3 
which was ordered to lie on the table. . 

Mr. WIGFALL. I present the memorialof W. 
C. Jewett, favoring the patriotic motives prompt- 
ing the Crittenden-Bigler resolutions, but opposed 
to petitions favoring them, as calculated to; mis- 
lead the people (amendments to the Constitution 
not being required) and showing the remedy—an 
entire change of representation, and power. to 
elect. It was handed to me with the request. that 
it be presented; and, as it has a Union-saving 
tendency, Í present it, and leave it to the Senate 
to dispose of it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
the table. 

Mr. GRIMES presented a memorial of citizens 
of Philadelphia, in favor of the Union, the Con- 
stitution as it is, and the enforcement of all the 
laws; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. HARLAN presented apetition of Isaac W. 
Griffith, register of the land office of Fort Des 
Moines, Iowa, praying for the reimbursement of 
money paid for clerk hire; which was referred to 
the Committee on Public lands. : 

Mr CRITTENDEN, Irise again, Mr, Pres- 
ident, to discharge the agreeable duty of present- 
ing to the Senate various petitions praying for the 
settlement of the great national troubles which 
now impend over the country, on the basis of the 
resolutions which 1 have offered, or something 
similar to them. 

The firstis a petition from citizens of Newbury. 
port, Massachusetts. I desire to have it read, It 
is a petition very numerously signed. 

The Secretary read it, as follows: 


To the honorable Senate and House of Representatives in 
Congress assembled : ‘The undersigned citizens of Newbury- 
port, wishing their views to be correctly presented, take 
this occasion and this means of saying, that they feet that 
the unity of the country, which involves the highest indi- 
vidual and public interests, the business prosperity of the 
people, the freedom of the nation, our honor as a Confed- 
eracy abroad, and the progress of republican liberty in the 
world, is in imminent peril; and they would therefore 
respectfully pray that you may, as speedily as possible, pasa 
the compromise resolutions of Senator CRITTENDEN, or 


It will He on 


| some others embodying such principles as will satisfy the 


substantial and conservative masses of the people North 
and South, and thus allay the present excitement, and allow 
the nation to move forward in that path of greatness and 
power which, as a united people, is marked out for it in 
the futuro. 


Mr. CRITTENDEN. From a part of the 
Union very remote from that, has come another 


i petition, which I beg leave to present to the Sen- 


ate, from citizens of the State of. Missouri, accom- 
panied by a flag of the old Union—-one that may 


| last forever, I hope. 


I have another memorial from the citizens of 
Clay county, in the State of Missouri, and two 
others from the same State and county; another 
from citizens of Attleborough, in the State of Mas- 
sachusetts; another from citizens of the county of 
Clay, in the State of Missouri;and the proceedings 
of a public meeting held in the city of Charles- 
town, Massachusetts, adopting resolutions pray- 
ing for the settlement and adjustment of these dif- 
ficulties, and to the same effect as the petitions, 
They desire them to be laid before the Senate. 

Phe memorials were ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. BIGLER. I presenta memorial of citi- 
zensof Montgomery county, in the State of Penn- 


| sylvania, who represent that thus far Congress 


has failed, and it is apparent to your petitioners 
thatit is unable or unwilling, to agree upon an ad- 


| justment of the present difficulties surrounding 


our country, and they earnestly pray Congress 
to pass an act enabling the people, at the ballot- 
box, to express their wishes fora settlement of 
our national troubles; either by submitting, for 
their approval or disapproval, a plan of compro- 
mise, or by the resignation of the members of the 
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present Congress, and thus give their constituents 
an opportunity to fill the vacancies with Congress- 
men who will respond to the wishes of the peo- 
ple that a speedy settlement may be agreed upon, 
that bloodshed and disruption of the Confederacy 
may be.averted, and our beloved Union main- 
tained. I move that the memorial lie on the table. 

‘Fhe motion. was agreed to. 

Mr. BIGLER.. I present a memorial of citi- 
zens of the United States in reference to the pres: 
ent calamities of the country, in which, among 
other things; they ‘set forth that they beg leave to 
remind Congress that if action be not taken on 
the plan of compromise submitted by Mr. Crit- 
TENDEN, or some other plan be not adopted 
promptly, we shall be involved in civil war. I 
move that the memorial lie on the table. 

‘Lhe motion was agreed to. 

‘Mr. BIGLER. I also present fifty-two memo- 
rials, of like character, signed by citizens of the 
county of Chester, State of Pennsylvania, bear- 
ing the signatures of twenty-two hundred and 
sixty-five persons. Fask that one of these memo- 
rials be read. 


Mr. GREEN. I object to the reading. 
Mr. BIGLER. Itis signed by a great many | 
people. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will 
submit the question to the Senate, whether the 
paper shall be read. 

r. GREEN. I object to the reading; because 
itis not according to the rule. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question 
is om tending the memorial. 

„Mr? CRITTENDEN, Is there any rule of the 
Senate against the reading of a petition? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The rule re- 
quires that, if the reading of a paper is objected 
to, the Chair shall submit the question to the 
Senate, and the majority shall determine. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. Is that applicable to 
petitions, which are regulated by the Constitution 
of the United States, in declaring that the right of 
petition shall not be abridged? What is the right 
of petition? Not to have their petition heard? I 
respectfully suggest that the Constitution of the 
United States makes a rule on this subject, and | 
that neither the Senate nor anybody else can vio- 
late it; but [ submit to the Chair whether it is not 
a constitutional right of the people to have their 
petition read. J say itis, Ido not wish to oc- 
copy the timc of the Senate. 

he PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair || 
will state the question, and chen the Senator can 
appeal, if he thinks proper. The uniform prac- 
tice of the Senate is, where the reading of a paper 
is objected to, that the Chair shall submit the 
uestion to the Senate. The Chair understands 
the Senator from Kentucky as objecting to his 
decision in this case. 

Mr. GREEN. There is no appcal from the 
decision of the Chair. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
is not yet decided, 
Mr. GREEN. 

Mr. BIGLER. 


But the vote 


I understand that. 
I desire to say one word —— 
Mr. GREEN. But I have the floor, and I 
desire to say my word first. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator 
from Missouri is entitled to the floor. 
Mr.GREEN. The rule to which the Chair 
alludes is with reference to a collateral paper re- 
ferring to business pending before the Senate. 
This is a memorial or petition; and the rule ex- 
pressly says its purport shall be stated by the 
member who presents it, and that is the end of it. 
It is not in order to read it. Out of ‘courtesy to 
States, when State Legislatures pass resolutions, 
they are read and printed; but any others arc 
never read. When business is pending, and the 
reading is called for of a paper relating to busi- 
ness pending before the Senate, and that paper is 
in the possession of the Senate, then the Chair 
would be right; but not in this ease, i 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The decision | 
of the Chair is in conformity with the established | 


usage and practice of the Senate for the last sixty | 
years. 

Mr. GREEN, It is not according to the rule, 
nevertheless, 


Mr. CRITTENDEN. The gentleman pro- 
nounces very emphatically that petitions are never 
read. Sir, it is very idle to enter into any con- 
troversy of mere asseverations here. My under- ii 


standing is, that they-are often read. For con- 
venience, it is commonly the case that the person 
presenting thém does not desire it, and it is more 
frequently the case, therefore, that they are not 
tead. But it is not a rule of the Senate that they 
shall not be read—far from it. The gentleman 
misapprehends entirely the rule which he reads. 
The mover of a petition is required to state the 
purport of it, and the petition must be in respect- 
ful langusse, in order that the Senate -may have a 
general understanding ofit; and that shall be done, 
says the rule. Thatis preliminary to the present- 
ation of the petition; but he who supposes that 
that was intended as a substitute for the reading 
of the petition, entircly misapprehends the rule. 
You want to know beforehand what is the subject 
upon which persons are petitioning; it may be one 
with which we have nothing to do; and hence a 
statement is required. 

Mr. GREEN. Irise toa point of order. There 
is no appeal taken. I donot appeal; the Senator 


from Kentueky agrees with the Chair; therefore’ 


there is nothing open to debate. . i 
Mr. CRITTENDEN. I am entitled to the 


floor. 


„The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator 
from Kentucky has the floor. 

Mr. GREEN. I make that point, that itis not 
open to debate. There is no appeal pending. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. The Senator has no 
right to interrupt me, I suppose. 

"The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary 
will read the rule, if the Sénator from Kentucky 
will allow it, under which the Chair has acted. 

The Secretary read the 14th rule, as follows: 


“14, When the reading of a paper is called for, and the 
same is objected to by any member, it shall be determined 
by a vote of the Senate, and without debate.”? 


Mr. CRITTENDEN. That, the gentleman 
and I understand alike. 

Mr. WITCH. That is not the rule which 
covers proceedings of this case; itis ruleQ4. The 
Senator from Missouri is clearly wrong. 

Mr. BIGLER. Undoubtedly he is. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary 
will read that rule. 

The Sccretary read it, as follows: 

«oq. After the Journal is read, the President shall first 
ewl for petitions and then. for reports from standing com- 
mittees ; and evory petition, or memorial, or other paper, 
shall be referred of course, without putting a question for 
that purpose, unless the reference is objected to by a mem- 
ber at the time such petition, memorial, or other paper is 
presented. And beforeany petition or memorial, addressed 
to the Senate, shall be received and read at the table, 
whether the same shali be iptroducscd by the President or 
member, a brief statement of the contents of the petition or 
memorial shall verbajly be made by the introducer.” 

Mr. CRITTENDEN, It exactly establishes 
what I have said, and 1 have nota word more to 
say. Before presenting it at the table, the person 
presenting itshall state the subStance of it, so that 
itis in respectful language.. That is the gencral 
parliamentary rule. 

Mr. BIGLER. I desire to say, as there seems 
to be some excitement on this subject 

Mr. GREEN. Jrise toa point of order. I 
want to know what is the question before the 
Senate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question 
before the Senate is this: the Senator from Penn- 
sylvania submits to the Senate a petition, or a 
memorial, and asks that it be read. The reading 
of it is objected to 

Mr. BIGLER. By the Senator from Missouri. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Char 
submits that question to the Senate. 

Mr. GREEN. Nobody excepts to that at all. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That question 
is not debatable. 

Mr. GREEN. Nobody excepts to it. 
not debatable; and why not take the vote? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question 
is, whether the paper shall be read. 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. How long is it? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. About fiveor 
six lines. 

Mr. BIGLER. Not more than ten lines any- 
how. It could have been read long ago. 

The motion to read the petition was agreed to; 
and the Seeretary read it, as follows: 

To the Senate and 
House of Representatives of the United States: 

The memorial of the subseribers, citizens of the county of 
Chester, and State of Pennsylvania, respectfully showeth : 

That in common with their fellow-citizens, feeling deeply 
concerned in the present crisis of the nation, for the con- 


It is 


tinued peace and unity of the country, and ever anxious to 
promote the common interests and happiness of all our peo- 
ple, they desire to speak words of peace, and to urge most 
earnestly and unitedly the imperative necessity for patriotic 
and prompt action, and for mutual concession and compro- 
mise, without reference to party or party platforms—waiv- 
ing all minor questions, and sinking every consideration in 
the cause of Union, and the restoration of’ peace to our 
nation and fraternal love to the hearts of our people. 
Your memorialists therefore humbly, but earnestly, pray, 
that Congress may speedily adopt, for the settlement of our 
national difficulties, such measures as are substantially em- 
braced in the plan of compromise submitted in the Senate 
of the United States by Senator CRITTENDEN, believing that 
propositions so just to all sections ofthe Union will restore 
tranquillity. and lasting peace to the whole country. 


Mr. HALE and others. Read the names. 

Mr. GREEN. Oh, no. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Let us have them. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Do Senators 
insist on the reading of the names? 

Mr. HALE and Mr. BINGHAM. Certainly. 

Mr. ANTHONY. I move that the further 
reading be dispensed with, + 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The reading of 
the names is objected to, and the Senator from 
Rhode Island moves that the further reading of 
the paper be dispensed with. 

The motion was agreed to; and the memorial 
was ordered to lie on the table. 


INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL. 

Mr. GREEN. I rise to a privileged motion. 
I move to reconsider the vote by which the Indian 
appropriation bill was passed. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Did the Sen- 
ator vote with the majority? 

Mr. GREEN. I voted with the majority, in 
order to make this motion. Ido not ask the’con- 
sideration of it now; I simply want it entered. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The motion 
will be entered. ` 


REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 


Mr. BRAGG, from the Committee on Military 
Affairs and Militia, to whom was referred the bill 
(H. R. No. 435) to refund to the Territory of 
Utah the expenses incurred in suppressing Indian 
hostilities in the year 1853, reported it without 
amendment. 

Mr. BRAGG. The Committecon Public Lands, 
to whom was referred House bill No. 943, to pro- 
vide for bringing up the arrearages of work in the 
land office at Olympia, in Washington Territory, 
have instructed me to report it back, with a rec- 
ommendation that it pass; and I also request the 
Senate to puss it now. It isin pursuance of a 
recommendation from the Department, and appro- 
priates the sum of $3,000. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, Is there objec- 
tion to the present consideration of the bill? 

Mr. BIGLER. I object. Let us proceed with 
business regularly. 

Mr. POWELL, from the Committee on Pen- 
sions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. No. 
858) granting a pension to Rufus L. Harvey, re- 
ported it without amendment, and that it ought 
not to pass. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom 
was referred the bill (H. R. No. 654) granting a 
pension to Thomas Booth, reported it without 
amendment, and that it ought not to pass. 

Mr. BAYARD. The Committee on the Ju- 
diciary, to whom was referred the memorial of 
Susan E. Gordon, widow of George Fisher, de- 
ceased, praying for the passage of such measures 
as may be necessary to execute the joint resolu- 
tion of the Ist of June, 1860, have instructed me 
to ask that the committee be discharged from its 


N further consideration, and that it be referred to 


the Committee on Indian Affairs. The Commit- 
tee on Indian Affairs have before them a joint 
resolution of the House of Representatives, repeal- 
ing the resolution to which this relates; and we 
suppose the whole subject ought to be before-that 
committee. 

It was so ordered. 

Mr. SAULSBURY, from the Committee on 
Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
No. 828) for the relief of Amanda Batts, Laura 
P. W. Young, and Betsey Murdock, heirs of Bar- 
bara Walker, reported it without amendment. 

Mr. POLK, from the Committee on Private 
Land Claims, to whom was referred the bill (H. 
R. No. 583) for the relief of the heirs and legal 
representatives of Jean A.B. Dauterive, reported 
it without amendment. 

Mr. GRIMES, from the Committee on Pen- 
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sions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. No. 
666) for the relief of William Sutton, reported it 
without amendment, witha recommendation that 
it pass. 

Mr. THOMSON, from the Committee on Pen- 
sions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. No. 
390) for the relief of Stephen Bunnell, reported it 
with an amendment. 

Mr. HALE. The Committee on the Post Office 
and Post Roads, to whom was referred the peti- 
tion of Daniel B. Hibbard, praying compensation 
for his services in transporting the United States 
mail between the villages of St. John’sand Lyons, 
in the State of Michigan, under his agreement 
with the deputy postmaster at St. John’s, have 
instructed me to reporta bill in his behalf, and to 
ask for its present consideration. I will state that 
this matter was referred to the committee some 
two years ago, and a report was made in favor of 
giving him $600 by the committee, when Mr. 
Yurer was chairman, and by accident it was mis- 
laid. The report is.two years old. The bill only 
gives him $800; and I ask for its immediate con- 
sideration. 

The bill (S. No. 561) for the relief of Daniel B. 
Hibbard was read, and passed to a second read- 
ing. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will 
have its second reading, if there be no objection. 

Mr. BINGHAM and others objected. 


TERRITORY OF NEVADA. 


Mr. LATHAM. I present two memorials, 
signed by between eight and ten thousand people 
from Carson Valley, commonly known as the 
Washoe diggings, praying Congress for the es- 
tablishment of a territorial government. The 
memorial is avery short one, and the parties have 

one to a great deal of expense in getting it before 
Songress; and I ask that it be read. 
The Secretary read, as follows: 


To the Senate and : 
House of Representatives of the United States: 

Your petitioners, residents of western Utah, in the pro- 
posed new Territory of Nevada, would respectfully repre- 
sent: 

That they are greatly in need of a separate territorial 
government; that they are separated from Great Salt Lake, 
the capital of Utah, by over six hundred miles of desert and 
wilderness, inhabited only by unfriendly Indians; that it is 
impossible to enforce the laws of Utah, un account of the 
distance and country through which prisoners must be 
transported to the penitentiary, and because of the ua- 
friendly legislation of the Mormon people, who are enemies 
to our prosperity, and also because they deny us a just rep- 
resentation, and refuse to give us any voice in making the 
laws}; that notwithstanding the hest efforts of the presiding 
judges and officers of the law and your petitioners, we are, 
and must be, until Congress shal) grant relief,in a deplora- 
ble state of anarchy; that our present population is not less 
than fifteen thousand, although the census returns do not 
show that number, from the fact that a large portion of our 
citizens were absent at the time the census was taken, on 
account of the Indian war which existed in the early part 
of the summer, and besides, the emigration during the last 
four months has nearly doubled the population; that the 
extent and richness of our mines are so great, that we fear 
it would destroy confidence in our veracity if we should 
state the whole truth in regard to them. The fact that the 
people of California have invested over ten million dollars 
in mines and mining operations in this country, must sat- 
isfy all that tbey at least appreciate, to some extent, our 
mineral resources, as compared with California. ‘Phat not- 
withstanding the want of confidence which is universally 
felt in new discoveries, the snowy mountains which sep- 
arate us from California, the severity of last winter, the 
Indian war last summer, and, worse tan ali, want of proper 
government, our progress in the development of the coun- 
try has been constant and rapid. Towns are springing up 
in every direction; among the most prominent are Virginia 
and Carson cities, Gold Hill, Silver City, Genoa, Washoe 
Valley, Steamboat, and Esmeralda, and in most of these are 
large and substantial stone and brick buildings. T'he popu- 
lation is comprised of permanent residents, and a large 
number of families, with not less than $2,060,000 of capital 
employed in trade. That during the last summer and (all, 
there have been erected, and are now in operation, sixteen 
quartz-mills and twenty saw-mills, atan expense of nearly 
two million dollars. These mills furnish employment for 
not less than one thousand laborers, and the building of 
quartz-mills has but just commenced, and the saw-mills 
now erected are unable to supply the market. That we have 
a large extent ofagricuitura) lands, which are being inclosed 
and brought into a state of subjection and cultivation; that 
the resources of this Territory, agricultural and mineral, 
are abundantly sufficient to support the population ofa large 
State. 

Your petitioners would futher represent that they are a 
law-abiding and Union-loving people, and are not inter- 
ested in any abstract question about the institution of sla- 
very, but desire to be protected in their lives and property ; 
which ean never be effected in our isolated condition with- 
out a separate territorial organization. 


Your petitioners therefore pray that Congress will grant | 


relief by passing the biils now pending for the organization 
ofthe Territory of Nevada; and your petitioncrs will ever 
pray, as in duty bound. 


Mr. LATHAM. I move that the memorials 
be referred to the Committee on Territories 
The motion was agreed to. 


DUVALL AND BROTHER. 


Mr. BRAGG. The Committee on Claims, to 
whom was referred the joint resolution (H. R. 
No. 57) for the benefit of Duvall & Brother, have 
instructed me to report it back with a recommenda- 
tion that it pass; and I ask the Senate to put the 
joint resolution on its passage now. It is a House 
resolution, which appropriates $118 only. . The 
committee were unanimous that it ought to pass. 
It is merely to carry into effect a prévious reso- 
lution for the payment of these gentlemen; but 
owing to their names not having been contained 
in that resolution, as it ought to have been, it 
failed to effect the purpose which Congress. had 
in view. I ask for the passage of the joint reso- 
lution now. 

The joint resolution (H.R. No. 57) for the ben- 
‘efit of Duval & Brother, was considered as in 
Committee of the Whole. So 

It proposes to direct the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury to pay to Duvall & Brother, merchant tai- 
lors in the city of Washington, assignees of R. A. 
Davidge, the amount of money appropriated for 
the benefit of Davidge by an act of Congress ap- 
proved February 18, 1859. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Sen- 
ate, ordered toa third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 

APPEAL IN COPYRIGHT CASES. 


Mr. BAYARD. The Committee on the Judi- 
ciary, to whom was recommitted the bill (H. R. 
No. 554) to extend the right of appeal from decis- 
ions of circuit courts to the Supreme Court of the 
United States, have instructed me toreportit back, 
with an alteration of the amendments adopted by 
the Senate, which are the same in substance, but 
render the language more precise. I ask for the 
present consideration of it, because it is a bill that 
affects the right ofa great many individuals, and it 
will not take two minutes to passit, Itis only an 
alteration of the phraseology as regards theamend- 
ments which the Senate have already adopted in 
substance, If the Senate take it up, I move to 


reconsid@r the second and third amendments, in | 


order to put them in another form. The first 
stands. . 

The Senate proceeded to consider the bill; and 
the vote adopting the second and third amend- 
ments was reconsidered. 

Mr. BAYARD. I move the adoption of the 
amendments now reported. 

'The Secretary read the amendments. 

The second amendment was, after the word 
“writings,” in the tenth line, to insert the words 
“ or to inventors, the exclusive right to their in- 
ventions or discoveries;’’ so that the clause will 
read: 

Yhat from all judgments and decrees of any circuit court 
rendered in any action, suit, controversy, or case, at law or 
in equity, arising under any law of the United States grant- 
ing or confirming to authors the exclusive right to their re- 
spective writings, or to inventors the exciusive right to their 
inventions or discoveries. 


The amendment was agreed to 
The nextamendment was after the word ‘‘lie,”’ 


in the twelfth line, to insert the words “at the | 


instance of either party,” so that the clause will 
read: 

A writ of error or appeal, as the case may require, shall 
lie at the instance of either party. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was to strike out all after 
the word * courts,’’in the fifteenth line, and insert 
‘without regard to the sum or value in contro- 
versy in the action;”’ so as to read: 

In the same manner and under the same circumstances 
as is now provided by law in other judgments and decrees 
of such circuit courts, without regard to the suin or value 
in controversy in the actiou. 


The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. BAYARD. These areall theamendments. 
I will state that the only effect of the bill, as now 
amended, is to place applications arising under 
the laws of copyright and the laws in reference to 
patents on the same footing, in regard to the right 
of appeal; and it gives no further right than this: 


i that it dispenses with the limitation of the amount 


or sum in controversy, as regards the appeal to 


| the Supreme Court. "That is the extent of it. 


The bill was passed. 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


L 


- EXTRADITION CASE.” ma 
Mr. GREEN. I offer the following resolution, 
and ask forits present consideration. . I hope there - 
will be no objection to it: . bot : 
Resolved, That the President. of the United States be re- 
quested, if not incompatible with the publie interest, to. 
communicate to the Senate a copy of any correspondence 
which may have taken place between this Government and 
that of her Britannic Majesty; and of any dispatches which 
may have been received from the United States.Minister at 
London, relative to the extradition of one Anderson, aman 


of color, charged with the commission of the crime of mur- 
der in the State of Missouri. . i 


Mr. SUMNER. Let it lie over. í : 

Mr. GREEN. I shall call it up at the earliest 
day possible, and see who will then object. 

Mr. SUMNER subsequently withdrew. his 
objection; and the resolution was agreed to. 


INDIANA AND ILLINOIS TWO PER CENT., FUND. 


. Mr. FITCH. There is a bill onthe Vice Pres- 
ident’s desk, from the House of Representatives, 
No. 103, which I desire to call up with a view of 
having it referred with instructions. Itis a matter 
of some importance, both to the Governmentand 
the State of Indiana. : 

There being no objection, the bill (H. ReNo. 
103) authorizing the payment of the two per cent. 
land fund, to which the States of Illinois and In- 
diana are entitled for road purposes, to said States, 
was read the first and second times by its title. 

Mr. FITCH. Idesire to make a brief state- 
ment of the reasons for the instructions which I 
shall presently move. The two per cent. fund due 
the State of Indiana has, it appears, been applied 
usually by the United States Government to the 
payment of interest on certain Indiana bonds, 
which the Government holds in trust for Indians; 
interest otherwise unpaid by the State: ¿A mis- 
understanding appears to exist between the State 
and the General Government in relation to the 
liability of the former on these bonds. Some two 
or three years since the Department of the Interior 
called my attention to the condition in which these 
bonds then were, and subsequently have been. 
The State has neglected or refused to pay. the in- 
terest. The Secretary of the Interior inclosed to 
me one of the bonds as a specimen of-its class, 
desiring me to open a correspondence with our 
State. authorities on the subject of the why and 
wherefore of the non-payment of the interest. 
I inclosed either the bond or a description of it— 


į the length of time which has intervened prevents 


me from now recollecting which—to the Governor 
of Indiana, asking the information desired by the 
Department. The answer was, as I had antici- 
pated, that the bonds were of a class which the 
State supposed it had retired by what is known 
in Indiana as the Butler bill—a bill by which the 
State proposed to surrender the Wabash and Erie 
canal to the holders of these bonds; that due notice 
having been given to the holders to come forward 
and surrender the bonds, and take certificates ‘of 
stock in the canal in part payment, and’ other 
bonds for the remainder; and the United States: 
had neglected to do this, had no claim. I de- 
sire to move areference ofthis bill to the Commit- 
tee on the Judiciary, with the instructions which L 
send. to the Clerk’s desk.. If the State is liable, 
I have no idea that it desires to repudiate that 
liability; if itis not liable, the want of lability 
should be acknowledged, and the bonds surren- 
dered. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
the special order has arrived. 

Mr. FITCH. lask for a moment’s suspen- 
sion of the special order, that this bill may be 
referred with instructions. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. By unanimous 
consent, the special order will be passed over for 
the time being. The Chair hears no objection, 
The instructions proposed by the Senator from 
Indiana will be read. 

The Secretary read, as follows: 

Ordered, That the bill (H. R. No. 103) authorizing the 
payment of the two per coitum land fund, to whieh the 
States of [Minois and Indiana are entitled for land purposes, 
to said States, be referred to the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary, with instructions to report whether the State of iñ- 
diana is responsible for certain of its bonds, principal and 
interest, held by the Interior Department in trast for certain 
Indians; and if respousible, toso amend the bill as to direct 
the Secretary of the Interior to arrange. with the State a 
settlement of the said bonds. 

Mr. FITCH. Doubtless this arrangement 
would have been made at the time of the transfer, 
of the canal, but for the fact that no officer of the 
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Government was authorized by Congress to make 
the arrangement; and now the question is, whether 
under the circumstances the State is Hable or not. 
i -desiré a report upon that question from the Ju- 
diciary Committee. i 

Mr. TRUMBULL rose. 

Mr. FITCH... The Senator from Mlinois will 
perceive that it does not affect the two per centum | 
due his State one way or the other. | 

Mr. TRUMBULL.. I hope the Senator from | 
indiana will not persist in having that matter set- 
tled upon this bill. Iam aware that it does not 
affect the two per cent. fund so far as it applies 
to Illinois; but it brings up.a controversy about 
a disputed point that really ought not to be at- 
tached to this bill. I have no objection to a res- 
olution going to the Judiciary Committee instruct- 
ing them to inquire, and give their opinion, as to 
the'liability of Indiana on the bonds which the 
gentleman has indicated; but is present motion 
will. evidently delay this bill; and probably, at 
this stage of the session, will be the means of its 
defeat. H the Senator will putin his instructions 
as a resolution to the committee, instead of tying 
up this bill with it, I shall have no sort of objec- | 
tion; but the effect will be, Ivery much appre- 
hend, to delay the bill in getting this investiga- 
tion, so that we shall have no action upon it at 
this session. | 

Mr. FITCH. The Senator will see, if he reads 
the bill, that any instruction of this kind to the 
Judiciary Committee will not prevent the payment 
of. this money on the part of the General Govern- 
mentto the State of Ilinois; The directions of the 
bill are imperative, to pay the money over to the 
States; andof course the controversy that has been 
going on for years between the Indiana State au- 
thorities and the United States will be terminated 
somewhat summarily, and perhaps to the preju- 
dice of the latter; as its authorities, if they respect 
the law, will be compelled to pay the money over 
to Indiana, whether the State be hable in the bonds | 
or not, and without any decision of that question. | 
I desire that question to be settled. If Indiana is |} 
liable on the bonds, Jet us know it; and if not lia- 
ble, pay over this two per cent. without further 
controversy. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question 
is on the motion of the Senator from Indiana, to 
refer this bill to the Committee on the Judiciary, | 
with the instructions proposed by him. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. FITCH subsequently said: T desire unan- 
imoug consent to so amend my instructions as to 
permit the Judiciary Committee to either amend 
this bill, orto report a new one, requiring the Sec- 
retary of the Interior to make the settlement with 
Indiana, . With such discretion, the committce’s 
report will not interfere with any just rights of 
Illinois. [No abjection.” 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there be no | 
objection, the modification suggested by the Sen- 
ator from Indiana will be made. ‘The Chair hears 
no objection. i 

MESSAGE FROM THE WOUSK. 


A message from the House of Representatives, | 
by Mr. Forney, its Clerk, announced that the | 
| 

| 

| 


{ 


House had passed the following bills of the Sen- | 
ate: 

A bill (No. 111) for the relief of A. H. Palmer; | 
an | 

A bill (No. 531) to change the name of the | 
schooner Augusta to Colonel Cook. l 

The message furtherannounced that the House | 
has passed the following bills; in which the con- | 
currence of the Senate was requested: ! 

A bill (No. 988) for the relief of Susan Bayard 
widow of A. W. Bayard, an invalid soldier of the 
war of 1812; and 

A bill (No. 990) for the relief of the legal rep- 


| without hearing from me. 


resentatives of Betsey Nash. 
LEGISLATIVE, ETC., APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The message further announced that the House 
had agreed to some, and disagreed to other, amend 
ments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. No. 892) 
making appropriations for the legislative, execu- 
tive, and judicial expenses of the Government for | 
the year ending June 30, 1862. 

CONSULAR AND DIPLOMATIC BILL. 


li 

The message further announced that the House |! 
had agreed to the first, second, third, fourth, fifth, | 
and sixth amendments of the Senate to the bill :: 


(H. R. No. 864) making appropriations for the 
consular and diplomatic expenses of the Govern- 
ment for the year ending June 30, 1862, and had 
agreed to the seventh amendment of the Senate 
to the said bill, with an amendment, in which the 
concurrence of the Senate was requested. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The hour for 
the special order has arrived, and it must be taken 
up, unless the Senate direct otherwise. 

Mr. PEARCE. Task the Senate to take up 
the special order. 

Mr. WILSON. What is the special order? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The special 
order is the message of the President communi- 
cating to the Senate a series of resolutions adopted 
by the Legislature of Virginia, which was ap- 
pointed for one o’clock to-day; but the unfinished 
business of Saturday last takes precedence, which 
is the bill (H. R. No. 914) making appropria- 


tions for the naval service for the year ending the. 


30th of June, 1862. 

Mr. WILSON. On the question of the mes- 
sage, I had the floor for one o’clock to-day; but 
I have been urged to yield that point for the pur- 
pose of allowing the appropriation bills and the 
tariff bill to be considered. These are important, 
and I suppose the country will survive a few days 
i I move that the mes- 
sage of the President be postponed until Thurs- 
day next at one o’clock, and made the special 
order for that time. 

Several Senators. Say Wednesday. 

Mr. WILSON. Wednesday, Í understand, will 
be taken up with counting the votes for President 
and Vice President; and to-day and to-morrow 
can be devoted to the consideration of these meas- 
wes—practical. and important measures. On 
Thursday, 1 should like to have the floor for the 
purpose of saying a word on the subject of the 
message. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question 


is on the motion of the Senator from Massachu- | 


selts to pospone the message of the President, 
and make it the special order for Thursday next 
atone o'clock. è 7 


The motion was agreed to. V 
DEFICIENCY BILL. 


Mr. GWIN. 
ciency bill. On Saturday last I made a report 
from the committee of conference, which was un- 
able to agree with the House committee; and f 
moved that the Senate further insist on its amend- 
ments, and ask for another conference. It was 
then objected to by the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire, [Mr. Elave;} but } believe he withdraws 
his objection, and I presume there will be no ob- 
jection to the motion now. 

‘The motion was agreed to. So it was 


Resolved, ‘That the Senate further insist upon its disa- 
grcement to the amendments of the House of Representa- 
tives to the amendments of the Senate to the bill H. R. No. 
8665 and upon its amendments tothe said bill disagreed to 
by the House 5 and that the Senate ask a further conference 
on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon. 


On motion of Mr. GWIN, it was 

Ordered, That the committee of conference on the part 
of the Senate be appointed by the Viee President. 

Mr. Pearce, Mr. Bieter,and Mr. CLARK, were 
appointed. 

A message was afterwards received from the 
House of Representatives, annouucing that the 
House further insisted upon its amendments to 
certain amendments of the Senate to the bill (ET. 
R. No. 866) to supply deficiencies in the appro- 
priations for the service of the fiscal year ending 
the 30th of June, 1861, disagreed to by the Sen- 
ate, and upon its disagreement to certain other 
amendments of the Senate to the said bill, insisted 
on by the Senate, and agrecd to the further con- 
ference asked by the Senate upon the disagreeing 
votes of the two Houses thereon, and appointed 


Axprica of Minnesota, managers at the same on 
the part of the House. 


NAVAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 
The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 


; resumed the consideration of the bul (H. R. No. 


914) making appropriations for the naval service 
for the year ending the 30th of June, 1862, which 
had been reported from the Committeeon Finance 
with amendments. The first amendment of the 


I desire now to call up the defi- | 


Mr. Dantet E. Sickes of New York, Mr. J.! 
1. CaMPBELL of Pennsylvania, and Mr. Cyrus 


committee was to strike outfrom lines seventy-five 
to seventy-eight inclusive, in the following words: 

“ For the purchase of the right to use in the United States 
Navy, on steamships and propellers, a governor to a marine 
steam-engine, provided the Secretaryof the Navy may deem 
it expedient, $25,000.” 

And to insert in lieu thereof: 

For the purchase of the right to use in the United States 
Navy, on steamships and propellers, in-navy-yards, or oth- 
erwise, whenever the Government of the United States 
may choose to use the same, Sargeant’s steam-engine gov- 
ernor, $15,000 : Provided, The Secretary of the Navy shall 
consider it expedient. 

Mr. HALE. Before'the vote is taken on that 
amendment, I desire to say that the subject was 
considered in the Committee on Naval Affairs, 
and they recommend the Senate to make the ap- 
propriation $10,000, instead of $15,000. Imove to 
amend theamendment by striking out ** $15,000,” 
and inserting ** $10,000.’ 

Mr. PEARCE. I have no objection to, that. 
It is a matter of opinion as to what it is worth. 
The Committee on Finance have reduced the 
amount from $25,000 to $15,000, and if the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs recommend a reduction 
of that amount to $10,000, I have no objection. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. I should like to inquire 
of the Senator from New Hampshire, whether the 
Committee on Naval Affairs have investigated the 
subject and satisfied themselves. that that sum 
would be sufficient. If so, of course we shall be 
glad to have it stricken down. 

Mr. HALE. I wish to say that this matter 
was considered in the Committee on Naval Af- 
fairs, and it was with very great reluctance that 
the committee agreed to the amendment at all; 
because it was thought to be a departure from the 
common principle that has been adopted against 
inserting anybody’s name ina proposition. But 
they concluded to leave Mr. Sargeant’s name in, 
upon the ground that he wasa meritorious young 
man, and had devoted a good deal of time to this 
invention; and was more solicitous for its adop- 
tion in the Navy than the sum he should receive. 
The committee were perfectly satisfied that $10,000 
would be amply sufficient. 

Mr. GRIMES. There are several of these 
governors, So far as the experiments have gone, 
this governor of Mr. Sargeant’s is the best, prob- 
ably, for sca-going vessels. But it has only been 
tried upon one vessel belonging to the United 
States, and there is no evidence that it has been 
tried upon any other vessel than upon the Pow- 
hattan. It may be that ina heavy sea wave it 
may not perform as well upon other vessels as it 
did upon that. But the committee thought Mr. 
Sargeant could afford to take $10,000 for the ex- 
periment of the invention he has made; and it was 
possible that by another year another governor 
would come up that would be still more valuable. 
We thought, at any rate, that the experiments 
had not gone far enough, thus far, to justify us in 
paying any exorbitant sum for it; for it has been 
only upon one vessel, It is trac, it has been tried 
at the navy-yard on a stationary engine; but it 
worked no better than Silver’s governor. Ithas 
ii been ascertained, however, by the trial on the 
Powhattan, that at sea it worked better than Sil- 
ver’s or any of these other governors. That is 
the reason that induced the Committee on Naval 
Affairs to agree to this proposition. 

Mr. PEARCE. This appropriation was iù- 
serted by the louse of Representatives. The 
Senate Committee on Finance have amended it 
by making the phraseology better, so that the 
Government will have the right to use this gov- 
ernor, not only on steam vessels belonging to the 
Navy, but also on steam-engines in havy-yards, 
and wheresoever the United States may have oc- 
casion to use it; so that it covers a larger right 
than was originally provided for by the bill as it 
came from the House. A reduction in the amount 
we thought was necessary; for the amount inthe 
bill originally was entirely too large; but we were 
satisfied from our observation, that this governor 
was a very important improvement in addition to 
the steam-engine. I examined it for myself. I 
saw the construction of it. It is exceedingly 
simple, and the operation of it instantaneous. The 
object cf it is ‘to keep the motion of the engine 
equable in a heavy sea wave, and that it does 
without any possibility, apparently, of its getting 
i out of order, or failing to perform the service. 
i) The Secretary of the Navy referred to a Navy 
it board, in December, 1858, the examination of 


1861. 
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three of these governors, which had been urged 
upon the Department. They made their reports; 
and J find in the report made by Chief Engineers 
Hunt, Whipple, and Stewart, that it was tricd on 
board the Pocahontas, and operated with great 
precision, and relieved it from all danger of what 
is called racing. By that, engines are frequently 
broken, and then the vessel is left at the mercy of 
the waves. The operation of it is so simple and 
so instantaneous that it seems as if it answered 
the whole purpose desired; and they state: 

« An engine supplied with Mr. Sargeant’s governor can 
be easily and quickly regulated to any desired speed, by 
simply opening or shutting a small valve which admits 
steam to the oscillating cylinder. For an engine of one 
thousand horse power, a valve not over three quarters ofan 
inch or one inch in diameter would be sufficient, and can 
be opened or shut with the thumb and finger as easily as 
shutting off a gas-light. Indeed, so sensitive is the instru- 
ment that the main engine can be stopped instantly by clos- 
ing this smail vaive.?? 

Besides trying it on the Pocahontas, the re- 
port states: 


Jt was tried on the saw-mill engine, where we had the 
chance of suddenly throwing on and off the load of two saw 
gates; and so quick was the governor in fts operation, that 
there was no perceptible check or increase in the speedof 
the engine, which is a condition we have never been able 
to am from the best ball-governor ever used in this 
yard. 

They give their opinion that it is the best ofall 
that has been submitted to engincers for examina- 
tion. .We thought, under these circumstances, 
it was well enough to make the appropriation. 
There are about thirty-seven steam-engines in the 
Wavy, and the cost of the partof the engines which 
is independent of the boilers is nearly two million 
dollars, All this may be saved in a heavy sea 
wave by this governor, for which they ask but 
the very small appropriation of ten or fifteen thou- 
sand dollars. 


seemed to be so strongly fortified, and so well 
recommended, that they agreed to report it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Mason 
in the chair.) The question ison the amendment 
offered by the Senator from New Hampshire, to 
the amendment of the Committee on Finance. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed 
to; and the amendment, asamended, was adopted. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Fi- 
nance, was to insert after the appropriation for 
repairs in the Washington navy-yard, the fol- 
lowing: 

For wall on west side of yard, five hundred and forty fect 
long, $13,488. 

Mr. PEARCE. I will merely state that we 
have reduced almost all the appropriations for 
navy-yards very largely. This was omitted in 
the House; but, upon examination of the supple- 
mentalestimates ofthe Bureau of Yardsand Docks, 
we find that there is a portion of the navy-yard at 
this city which is not properly inclosed, which is 
merely inclosed by a fence; and that very many 
depredations are committed on the property of the 
United States in the yard in consequence of its 
exposed condition. We thought it, therefore, ad- 
visable to add this small appropriation, which will 
complete the wall, and be a defense against these 
inroads. ; 

The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment of the Committee on Fi- 
nance was to add, at the end of the first section, 
the following: 

For reducing and preparing for printing and engraving, 
under direction of Captain Cadwatader Ringgold, of the 
United States Navy, copies of the charts of all surveys and 
reeonnoissances made by him while in eommand of the 
North Pacific surveying expedition, and of the Coral areh- 
ipelago, and the approaches thereto, together with sailing 
directions, reports, hydrographic and other results, and ob- 
servations oxplanatory of the voyage, calculated to lessen 


the dangers and facilitate intercourse with the castern seas, | 


China,and Japan, in accordance with the estimates of Cap- 
tain Ringgold, $7,700: Provided, That no publication shall 
be made under and by virtue hereof, except the same be the 
result of actual surveys, reconnoissances, and observations 
made by Captain Ringgold, or under his personal direction 
and supervision. 

Mr. PEARCE. There were a few words which 
were designed to be put in the amendment which 
have been accidentally omitted. In line two hun- 
dred and twenty-seven, after the word ‘* Navy,” 
there should be inserted the words “ subject to 
the control of the Secretary of the Navy.” That 
is obviously proper, because otherwise the officer 


in charge would have the whole control and di- | 


rection of the work himself. 
The PRESIDING OFFI 


The committee are somewhat shy | 
of adopting these propositions generally, but this 


| the Senator from Maine, that it was at first esti- 


| at $15,000. 


| its practical use and most extensive use will bein 


! 
CER. The amend- |! Brooke’s deep-s 


ment will be so modified, unless objected to. The 
Chair hears no objection. The question is on the 
amendment, as modified. 

The amendment, as modified, was agreed to. 


Mr. THOMSON. I have some amendments 
which Ihave been instructed to offer by the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs. The first is to insert 
after line seventy-eight: 

For the purchase of the'right to use in the Navy, if, in 
the opinion of the Secretary ofthe Navy, itshall be deemed 
expedient, Davidson’s boat-lowering, attaching, and de- 
taching apparatus, a sum not exceeding $15,000. 

This is an apparatus invented by Lieutenant 
Haunter Davidson, of the United States Navy, for 
the purpose of lowering, detaching, and attaching 
ships’ boats at sea. lt appears from the report, 
which was made,in the House of Representatives, 
and from the papers which are before me, that the 
Secretary of the Navy directed the trial to be 
made at sea by vessels of the efficiency of this ap- 
paratus. I find here a report made by the Com- 
mander of the United States practice-ship Preble, 
in which he says: 

<The cry of ‘man overboard !? was once given when the 
ship was going at the rate of eight knots; the life buoy was 
let go; the boat lowered; the ship ‘ brought to;? the buoy 
picked up; the boat alongside again and hoisted up into 
her place; the ship ‘filled away? and ‘standing on her 
course,’ under all sail, in seven minutes and twenty sec- 
conds from the time of the first alarm. 

“ For the ease and safety, and very great expedition with 
which these operations have been performed, we are greatly 
indebted to the admirable boat-lowering, detaching, and 
attaching apparatus, invented by Lieutenant Ekunter Da- | 
vidson. THOMAS T. CRAVEN, 

“ Commander United States Navy.” 

Here is a certificate of the same kind from j 
George S. Blake, superintendent of the Annapelis 
academy, and here are the details of the trial of 
Davidson’s boat apparatus on board the practice- | 
ship Preble, as graphically noted by the execu- | 
tive officer of the ship: | 
Detaits of the trial of Davidson’s Boat Apparatus, on board 

the United States Practice-Ship. j 

At Sea. “Man.overboard!? Ship going eight knots ; ! 
sea rough. “Cutaway the life buoy!” 

Detached boat in 25". 

Boat along side of buoy in Y 45%. 

Back to ship with buoy in 5’. 

Attached and hoisted up in 6’. 

Filled away, and sail set in 7/ 20”. 

All from the instant of the first alarm. 

E. SIMPSON 
First Lieutenant and Executive Officer. 

Ithink, Mr. President, it is manifest, from what | 
I have read, that this isan invention of very great 
importance indeed, on board our ships-of-war and 
on board our mercantile marine. By it, undoubt- 
edly, many valuable lives will be saved. Itisa 
marvel, that when a ship is going at the rate of 
eight knots an hour, inseven minutes and twenty 
seconds from the moment of an alarm being 
given, the boat can be lowered down to pickupa 
man who is overboard, and he be brought back ; 
and the vessel under way again. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. I think, from the state-4 
ment, that this is a very valuable matter; but I 
should like to make an inquiry in regard to the 
price. Is it not rather large? $ 

Mr. THOMSON. Iwill say,in response to 


mated atdouble the price; butin the report which 
was made in the House of Representatives—-a 
very claborateone—they concluded to fix the price 

Mr. HALE. Itis left discretionary with the 
Secretary. 

Mr. THOMSON. Theapparatusis so simple 
that it can be manufactured at any of our work- į 
shops at very little cost. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. It strikes me that $15,000 || 
is a large sum for us to pay for this, This isa 
boat-lowering apparatus, which is said to be very 
simple. To be sure, it is useful for the Navy | 
Department; but if it be indorsed here, the same 
argument applies to it as to the governor which we | 
passed before; and, of course, if thus valuable, |! 


the mercantile marine. I think $10,000 would be 
enough for the Government to pay, and I move 
to amend the amendment by striking it down to 
$10,000. 
The amendment to the amendment was agreed 
to; and the amendment,as amended, wasadopted. |} 
Mr. THOMSON. I have another amendment, ij 


to come in immediately after that: | 
of the right to use by the United States | 


i 
ounding apparatus, $3,000. ji 


For the purchas 


In regard to this; Iwill-state: that: before the-in- 
vention of Lieutenant Brooke, we had no means 
of ascertaining, with any kind of accuracy, the 
deep sea soundings of the ocean. By-it the bot- 
tom of the ocean has been completely mapped out, 
and we have saved for our mercantile marine, by, 
Lieutenant Brooke’s apparatus, and by his ob- 


servations in detecting and exposing a great many 


errors on charts, from supposed shoals and banks 
which interfered very much indeed-with the nav- 
igation of our vessels. Tt has also been a matter 
of very just pride to the country. It has been 
adopted, with very slightchangeés, by all the Eu- 
ropean Governments; and in a report which I have 
in my hand now, made on the deep-sea soundings 
ofthe North Atlantic ocean, between Ireland and 
Newfoundland, by her Majesty’s ship Cyclops, 
Lieutenant Commander Joseph Dayman, hesays: 

“Jn the choice of the means.and appliances for obtaining 
the deep soundings, I was leftin a great measure free by 
the hydrographer, and F claim no originality in the process 
adopted, the detached sounding apparatus which: was used 
being a modification of that invented by Mr. Brooke, an, 
ofticer in the United States Navy.” as : g 

I will take occasion, also, to say that the Gov- 
ernment have had the use of this for a number of 
years without paying anything whatever to Lieu- 
tenantBrooke for it; and when Lieutenant Brooke 
returned, after a very long cruise,and made appli- 
cation at the Patent Office for a patent, he was 
informed by the Commissioner that, having given 
the use of it to others, he was no longer entitled , 
toa patent. We have used his invention without 
compensation, and prevented him from getting a 

atent. Itis simply proposed to give him $5,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. THOMSON. I have another amendment 
which will come in immediately after the amend- 
ment which has just been adopted. It is: 

For the balance of.the expenses of the survey of the Isth- 
mus of Chiriqui, $1,637 81. 

By a communication from the Nav 


i 1 Depart- 
ment, addressed to the Committee on 


aval Af- 


! fairs, dated February 4,itappears that there was 


a deficiency in the appropriation made last -—— 

Mr. FESSENDEN. 1 do notthink there will 
be any objection to that. [‘ No objection:”] 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. THOMSON. I have another amendment, 
to come in after linc two hundred and thirty-nine, 
on page 11: 

For completing the publication of the charts of the ex- 
ploration of the North Pacific and China seas and Behring 
strait, $11,672. 

This is recommended by the Secretary of the 
Navy, for completing the charts of the surveys 
made by Lieutenant Rodgers. He is engaged on 
them now; and this will complete them. 

The amendment was agreed to, 

Mr. THOMSON. The next amendment is to 
insert, as new sections: 

And be it further enacted, That the President of the Uni- 


| ted States is hereby authorized to place on a retired list any 


medical officer of the Navy whois now, or may hereafter 
be, proved to be permanently incapabile, from physical or 
mental infirmity, of furtherserviee at sea, and that the pay 
of officers so retired shall be the leave-of-absence pay of 
their respective grades as it existed prior to the passage of 
the act of Congress to regulate the pay of the Navy, ap- 
proved June 1, 1860. 

And be it further enacted, That all vacancies in the med- 
ical corps of the Navy, caused by the foregoing section, 
shall ve filled in accordance with established usage: Pro- 
vided, That the number of medical officers on the active list 
shalt not exceed the number authorized by existing laws. 


In reference to thisamendment I will state that, 
unfortunately, there are a number of gentlemen, 
surgeons in the Navy, who are, some of them, 
in a very unhappy condition of mental derange- 
ment; some in hospitals, and others that are en- 
tirely incapacitated for any kind of active duty. 


| 
In the mean while we are greatly in want of med- 


ical officers, as the Secretary of the Navy has in- 
formed us in every report he has ever made; and 
if it be desired, I will read the letter addressed to 
the committee. [“ Oh, no!” “ No objection !”’] 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. THOMSON. Ihave one more amendment 
to propose, and then I shall be done: | 

For repairs of the marine barracks at Charlestown, Mas- 
sachusetts, $19,456. 

By direction of the Secretary of the Navy, a 
survey was made, and a very elaborate report, 
which I have in my hand, presented; and it ap- 
pears that the barracks there arein a most dilap- 
idated condition, The estimate for their repairs 
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is $19,456. Thorcalso was submitted, at thesame 
timė, an estimate of the cost of erecting a porch 
in front-of the marine barracks, $3,075; but, in 
the: condition of the Treasury at this time, the 
Naval Committee do not recommend the adoption 
of this; but they recommend the appropriation 
proposed for the repairs of the barracks, which 
are tumbling to pieces at Charlestown. 

i: The amendment was agreed to 


Mr. HALE. Iam instructed by the Commit- 
teé on Naval Affairs to move to amend the bill, 
by. striking ‘out lmes one hundred and fifty-seven 
and one hundred and fifty-eight, which, among 
other navy-yard appropriations, provides: 
woes Pensacola.” —For repairs of all kind, $10,000.” 

Mr. FESSENDEN. I should like to hear some 
reason for that.. Is it necessary? 

Mr. HALE. We do not think it is necessary 
to appropriate any money there at this time; that 
is all. 

' The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. HALE. I am further instructed. by the 
same committee to move. to strike out lines one 
hundred and eighty-five, one hundred and eighty- 
six, and one hundred and eighty-seven, under the 
appropriations for ** hospitals,” in these words: 

* Pensacola.—-For general repairs, $7,500.” 


‘The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. HALE. Iam further instructed by the 
., Same committee to report. the following amend- 
ment as a new section to the bill: 


And beit further enacted, That the third section of the 
act entitled ** An act making appropriations for the legisla- 
tive, executive, and judicial expenses of the Government 
for the year ending the 30th of June, 1861,” approved June 
23, 1860, be, and the same is hereby, repealed. 


Perhaps the necessity for this had better be ex- 
plained by reading about a pa e from the annual 
report of the Secretary of the Navy. 

he Scerctary read, as follows: 

“Patented MArticles—The provision in the act of Congress 
of Jane 23, 1860, which prohibits the purchase of patented 
articles for the use of the Army and Navy will be found 
Injurious to the latter service. Since the introduction of 
steam to propel ships of war, a great variety of patented ar- 
ticles have, in the construction and repair of a steamsbip, 
become u daily use, aud in many cases of indispensable 
necessity. Patented boilers, surface condensers, friction 
thrusts, governors or speed regulators, steam pumps, cap- 
Stans, ar ports, boat detachers, galleys, or cooking stoves, 
ventilators, stecring apparatus, lanterns, jogs and leads, vul- 
eanized rubber, salinometers, counters, hydraulic jacks, 
water-gauges, and many tools for manufacturing machin- 
ery, and driving and drawing bolts, are of this description, 
And what is trac of tbe steam machinery is also in some 
measure true of the armament. A war steamer built now 
according to the fashion of the past, excluding all modern 
patented improvements, would be an antiquated object, far 
behind the prosent age, and as Incflicient as it would be 
antiquated. The best modern patented improved boiler will 
make a saving of eighteen percent. of steam. To dispense 
with ail patented surface condensers would be wanton ex- 
travaganec. 'Fo arm a ship-of war without a modern pat- 
ented invention, would give great advantage to the enemy. 
‘Lo prohibit the sailor the use of his seamless pea-jucketand 
cap, would be to deprive hiinof the comfort of some of his 
light, warm, most durable, and cheap and nearly water- 
proof clothing. ‘Co withhold from lim the use of American 
patented desiccated vegetables, would take from him a por- 
tion of his most nutritious and acceptable food. Tt is im- 
possible to build, equip, arm, and provide a steamship of 
war. having anything like usual modern efficiency, without 
trespassing on all sides upon modern patented improve- 
ments. Something also is due to the inventive genius of 
our countrymen. It is within the memory of the living 
when the great inventions and discoveries which have 
almost revolutioned the world were unknown. 

t6 Supplies for the Navy.—The act of Congress of March 
3, 1847, (Statutes at Large, volume 9, page 172, section 
two,) exempted butter and cheese purchased for the Navy 
from the Gperation of the general law which requires con- 
tracts to be given to the lowest bidder. The act of Au- 
gust 3, 1848, (volume 9, page 272, section eleven,) author- 
ized the Secretary of the Navy specially to contract for 
tobacco withoutadvertising, The jointresolution of March. 
27, 1354, (volume 10, page 593,) authorized the purchase 
for the use of the Navy of particular brands of flour in open 
market, 
Congress approved Junc, 23, 1860. It is recommended that 
the repeal be repealed, so as to restore the former law; as, 
otherwise, it will be impracticable to provide for the Navy 
batter, cheese, and flour which will bear exposure to het 
climates. ‘fhe sailor, also, should be permitted to have 
his favorite tobacco prepared specially tor his use.” 

Mr. HALE. The Secretary of the Navy has 
found that in regard to several of these articles 
supplied to the sailors, of which he speaks, it is 
utterly impossible to procure them by advertise- 
ment. A certain species of butter they must have, 
in order to stand hot climates, and so of flour, 
and so of tobacco. This provision is found to be 
inconvenient and inhumane to the sailors; and the 
Secretary asks us to repeal the law that prevents 
him from buying these patented articles, and also 


All these provisions were repealed by the act of Í 


which compels him to advertise for everything he 
wants to buy. There are certain articles which 
he should be at liberty to buy without advertise- 
ment, which discretion is taken away by thisact. 
We propose, now, merely to repeal it. 

Mr. PEARCE. Itseems to me that, probably, 
it would be advisable to modify the law of the last 
session, by allowing the Secretaries of the War 
and Navy Departments to-purchase many of the 
articles which have been mentioned in the paper 
that has been read at the Secretary’s table; butI 
should like to see the provision so far as it re- 
gards the purehane of patented arms, retained in 
the law. Ido not see that anything can be lost 
to the Government by compelling the heads of 
these Departments to come to Congress for au- 
thority to purchase patented fire-arms. I believe 
that there has been considerable abuse inthat way. 
Large contracts have been made for patented arms. 
There are half a dozen different arms contesting 
for superiority, anda Secretary may decide, from 
favoritism, to take one hundred or one hundred 
and fifty thousand dollars’ worth of arms in that 
particular way. I should like to see him restrained 
in that particular, and to require the assent of 
Congress to be given to every purchase of that 
sort. In regard to other matters, Steam engines, 
governors, and provisions, I admit that itis proper 
for the Secretary to purchase them without the 
restriction of this law; and if this amendment can 
be modified so as to retain the provision prevent- 
ing the purchase of patented arms without the 
consent of Congress, I should consent to the rest; 
but if not, I shall vote against it. 

Mr. YESSENDEN. Why notmoveanamend- 
ment to this? 

Mr. HALE. Is the Senator from Maryland 
preparing to send an amendment to the Chair? 

Mr. PEARCE. I propose to prepare an, amend- 
ment to the Senator’s amendment. 

Mr. HALE. With the consent of the Senate, 
whilst the Senator from Maryland is preparing 
that amendment, I will submit another amend- 
ment from the Committee on Naval Affairs, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amend- 
ment will be congidered as withdrawn, for the 
purpose of receiving the amendment of the Sena- 
tor from New Hampshire. , » 

Mr. HALE. Iam further instructed by the 
Committee on Naval Affairs to offer an amend- 
ment, to insert as a new section, the following: 

Be it further enacted, That the annual salaries of the 
clerks hereinafter named shall be as follows, viz: 

At the navy-yards at Boston, New York, and Norfolk: 
The first clerk to the commandant, $1,200. 
‘The seeond clerk to the commandant, 3960. 
The first clerk to the naval sture -keeper, $1,200. 
The second clerk to the naval store-keeper, $900. 
Clerk of the yard, $1,200. 
Clerk to the paymaster, $1,000. 
Clerk to the inspector of provisions, $1,000, 
Clerk to the naval constructor, $800. 

At the navy-yard at Washington: 
The first clerk to the commandant, $1,200. 
‘The second clerk to the commandant, #960. 
‘The first clerk to the naval store-keeper, $1,200. 
The second clerk to the navai store-keeper, $750. 
Clerk of the yard, 200. 
Clerk to the payimaster, 31,000. 

At the navy-yard at Mare Island: 

The clerk to the commandant, $1,300, 
The clerk of the yard, $1,200. 
The clerk to the naval stor reper, $1,200. 
The clerk to the paymaster, $1,200 
At the navy-yard at Philadelphia: 
The clerk to the commnandant, $1,290. 
The clerk to the naval storekeeper, $1,000. 
The clerk of the yard, $1,000. 
'The elerk to the paymaster, $1,000. 
The clerk to the navat constructor, $800. 

At the navy-yard at Portsmouth: 

The clerk to tue commandant, $1,200. 
The clerk to the naval storekeeper, 31,000, 
The clerk of the yard, $1,000. 

The clerk to the paymaster, $1,000. 

The clerk to the naval constructor, $300, 

At the Naval Acaderay: 

The Seeretary, $1,250. 

The clerk to the superintendent, $1,000. 

‘Che clerk to the paymaster, $1,000. 

The elerks to the paymasters on the receiving ships at 
Boston, New York, and Norfolk, cach, $1,000. 

Provided, That ail laws, or parts of laws, allowing twenty 
per cent. additional compensation toany of the clerks here- 
in provided for, be, and the same are hereby, repealed. 


I will make a short statement in regard to this 
amendment. There have been various applica- 
tions made to Congress for alterations of this pay. 
At the last session of Congress, the Naval Com- 
mittee thought that they had not time, and were 
not competent to the examination; but they had 


a resolution passed in the Senate, on the 16th of 
June, 1860, asking information of the Department 
upon those matters; and the proposition that I 
have made is submitted agreeably to the schedule 
that is submitted by the Department. It is not 
an increase of pay in the aggregate; it isa de- 
crease; but it tends to equalize them. The pay, 
as it now is, is exceedingly unequal, as I will show 
from the statement which is prepared. For in- 
stance, the clerk of the yard, in most of the yards, 
receives $1,200, In Philadelphia and Kittery, 
Maine, he receives $900. In the city of Wash- 


‘ington, he receives $1,440—more than is paid in 


New York and Massachusetts. At Mare Island, 
California, the clerk of the yard receives $3,000, 
while the clerk to the naval storekeeper receives 
only $900. This amendment has been prepared 
in accordance with the document that has been 
sent to us by the Department, in answer to a res- 
olution of the Senate. It equalizes the pay, and 
reduces the amount instead of increasing it. 

Mr. HUNTER. Does the Senator mean it 
reduces the entire amount, or only the amount 
of some of the salaries? 

Mr. HALE. It reduces the entire amount. 

Mr. HUNTER. Does it reduce the entire 
amount of appropriation for salaries ? 

Mr. HALE. Yes, sir; the aggregate amount 
appropriated is decreased—not largely—I think 
between three and four thousand dollars; but it 
equalizes them. 

Mr. GRIMES. I have a proposition which I 
desire to offer as a substitute for that submitted 
by the Senator from New Hampshire : 

That the pay of first clerks to commandants at all the 
navy-yatds shall be at the rate of $1,200 per annum, ex- 
cept that at the California navy-yard, which shall be atthe 
rate of $1,500 per annum; and that the laws approved the 
22d of April, 1854, the 4th of August, 1854, the 3d of March, 
1855, and the 12th of June, 1858, increasing the pay of 
clerks and others twenty per cent. at the Washington 
navy-yard, be, and the same are hereby, repealed. 

Mr. President, this proposition which I submit 
equalizes the pay of the clerks at all these navy- 
yards, and docs not, like the proposition of ike 
Senator from New Hampshire, increase the pay 
in some cases to pay master’s and purser’s clerks; 
and thereby, by this amendment which I now 
offer, there would be a much greater aggregate 
deduction in the expenses growing out of the pa 
of these officers than there would be by the amend- 
ment offered by him. The proposition submitted 
by the Senator from New Hampshire is open to 
precisely the same objection that he has assigned 
as existing against the law as it now stands; or 
the same inequality between the paymasters’ 
clerks would exist, if his amendment wasadopted, 
that now exists in the pay of the commandants’ 
clerks. If his amendmentis adopted, some of the 
paymasters’ clerks would receive $750, and others 
would receive $1,080. If my amendment to the 
amendment be adopted, it would stand, that the 
paymasters’ clerks would remain at $750, and 
some ofthe commandants’ clerks would be brought 
up to $1,200, and others brought down to $1,200, 


| making them all equal, and would save several 


thousand dollars to the Treasury. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed 
to; and the amendment as amended was adopted. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair is 
informed that the amendment that was withdrawn 
is now ready, and will be read as modified. 

The Sccretary read it, as follows: 

And beit further enacted, That the third section ofan act 
entitled “ An act making appropriations for the legislative, 
executive, and judicial expenses of the Government for the 
year ending 30th of June, 1861,” and approved June 23, 1860, 
be, and the same is hereby, repealed, except so far as the said 
section prohibits the purchase of patented fire-arms, as to 
which the said section shall still be in force. 

Mr. HALE. Asthatamendment does not come 
in conflict with the recommendations of the Secre- 
tary of the Navy, as they are stated in this letter, 
I do not know that I shall oppose that exception. 
I accept the amendment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. HALE. Js the amendment adopted as 
amended ? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amend- 
ment was modified, and in that form adopted. 

Mr. HALE. Iam instructed by the Committee 
on Naval Afiairs to offer another amendment, to 
insert as an additional section: 

And beit further enacted, That the Secretary of the Navy 


be, and he is hereby, authorized to cause to be constructed 
for the United States Navy, at as carly a day as practicable, 


. 
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having due regard to efficiency und economy, seven steam 
screw sloops-of-war of the second class, as vessels are rated 
in the Navy, with full steam power, whose greatest draught 
of water shall not exceed fourteen feet; which sloops shall 
combine thé heaviest armament and greatest speed com- 
patible with their character and tonnage; and for the pur- 
pose. above specified, the sum of $1,200,000 be, and the 
same is hereby, appropriated out of any money in the Treas- 
ury not otherwise appropriated, to be expended under the 
direction of the Secretary of the Navy. 

Mr. HUNTER. I should like to know the 
amount that is propdsed to be appropriated and 
the reasons for it; and why, at this time, it is pro- 
posed to make this large addition to the Navy. I 
should like to hear some explanation from the 
Senator from New Hampshire. 

Mr, HALE. This is a matter that has been 
recommended by the Department and urged upon 
Congress for a number of years, the increase of 
‘our steam naval force; and my impression is—l 
am not entirely certain—that the Senator from 
Virginia has been one of those who voted hitherto 
to sustain that recommendation. I will not be cer- 
tain upon that subject. But I apprehend, sir, that 
the idea of another sailing vessel being built isan 
absurdity. There never will be another. The 
Navy henceforth is to beasteam Navy. The com- 
mittee were unanimous in the opinion that this 
addition to the Navy was a pertinent and proper 
one at the present time, and recommended these 
sloops at once. ; 

Mr. HUNTER. 1 should like to hear the 
amendment read again. I was out when the Sec- 
retary commenced reading it, and I only heard 
the conclusion of the amendment. 

The Secretary again read it. 

Mr. HALE. Ag our reading clerk is not at 
the desk, 1 will read myself the recommendation 
of the Secretary of the Navy on this subject: 

“The constant appeal of American citizens, coming to 
us from all quarters of the world, asking for security and 
protection beyond what the Government, with its present 
means, can afford them, speaks a Janguage to which we 
are not at liberty to turn a deaf ear, To be able atany time, 
at short notice, to throw a powerful naval force upon any 
given point where our interests are threatened, or the lives 
of American citizens are in jeopardy, is not only a consti- 
tutional duty, but one of the safest, most beneficent, and 
salutary powers that can be intrusted to official hands under 
a republican form of government; and I cannot permit the 
present occasion to pass without most earnestly recom- 
mending the policy of a gradual, substantial, and perma- 
nent increase of the Navy, accompanied by the universal 
introduction into it of the motive power of steam. Such 
policy is essential to the protection of our coasts and com- 
merce, and of American citizens and their property on the 
ocean and in distant countries ; to the preservation of peace, 
the efficiency of negotiation, the general advancement of 
our commercial interests, the maintenance of our appro- 
priate position among nations, and the prompt vindication 
of our rights and of the honor of the country, and should 
be subject to none of the ordinary vacillations arising from 
the varicd success of political parties.” 


Mr. HUNTER. I think the Senator from 
New Hampshire will find, if he thinks my votes 
a matter worthy of examination, that I have not 
voted to increase the Navy for some years past, 
especially since the Treasury has becn in its pres- 
ent embarrassed condition. It seems to me it is 
peculiarly inappropriate to sclect the present pe- 
riod for such an expenditure as is now proposed, 
while it is known that the Treasury is in such a 
deeply embarrassed condition. We cannot get 
along without borrowing money, and we have 
not been able to borrow at less than. ten, eleven, 
and twelve percent. I know not why it is that, 
at such a time as this, they should come forward 
and demand money for these vessels, making a 
still farther deficiency. What seems to be alittle 
suspicious is, that they seem to be of that class 
which are designed for the. southern ports; that 
is, the ports of those States that have seceded 
and withdrawn from this Union. Itseems to me 
that such a proposition, at such a time as this, 
must have some reference to some proposed ne- 
cessity of that sort. For myself, I should be un- 
willing, in the present condition of the country, 
no matter what was the condition of our domestic 
affairs, to vote for any addition to the Navy call- 
ing for such a sum of money as that; but when I 
come to connect it with recent events, and when 
I come to look to the class of steamers and to the 
limitation in regard to draft, it strikes me there 
must be some such intention asthat. For one,I 
am unwilling to.vote a dollar to make any addi- | 
tion to the Navy which looks to the purpose of 
coercing the States that are out. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. I should like to suggest 


to the Senator from Virginia that precisely the 
same class of vessels and the same number were | 


recommended by the committee last year, if I rec- 
ollectaright, of which the honorable Senator from 
Florida [Mr. Matiory] was chairman. 

Mr. HUNTER. They were recommended by 
the Senator from Florida at atime when his own 
State had not seceded, and they were, recom- 
mended on the ground that they were vessels for 
those ports; that they were of such a draft as to 
get into them. It was said that the ships which 
had been built, with few exceptions, drew too 
much water to enable them to be of any use for 
the protection of those ports. That wasthe ground 
on which they were pushed, and that isthe ground 
on which they were advocated. There is now no 
such necessity; there is no such demand upon us; 
there is no such duty required of us; and I cannot 
help feeling that there is something more meant 
than is expressed on the face of the amendment. 

Mr. GRIMES. I vote for this proposition as 
an economical measure myself; and I think the 
Senator from Virginia will satisfy himself, if he 
will look into the subject, that it is an economical 
measure. I apprehend, in the first place, that this 
Government will never build another sailing ves- 
sel. Ithink I hazard nothing in saying that there 
is no Government on the face of the earth that is 
building a sailing war vessel at this time. In 1859 
the British Government had only eleven then on 
the stocks, and nearly two hundred steam vessels; 
and they have abandoned theidea of building any 
more sailing vessels, as I understand. This Gov- 
ernment has eight screw poe such as 
are proposed to be built now. The whole of them 
carry forty-one guns. The Government of Great 
Britain has two hundred and seventy-four of the 
same class of vessels. 

Mr. POLK. Will the Senator allow me toask 
him how much the eight we have cost? 

Mr. GRIMES. The precise cost I do not know; 
but somewhere in the neighborhood of $300,000 


each. 
Mr. POLK. Then that proposition only pro~ 


poses to appropiate $1,200,000. 

Mr. GRIMES. Yes, sir. It is not proposed 
to appropriate the whole amount necessary to 
complete them, but only such an amount as prob- 
ably will be uscd during the current year, and at 
the next Congress enough will be appropriated— 
some three or four hundred thousand dollars—to 
complete them. We have some larger steam ves- 
sels than those that are proposed to be built, that 
cost three times as much as cach of these will 
cost. Several of them are now on duty—one in 
the East Indies, two in the Mediterrancan, one 
in the Gulf of Mexico, and one on the Pacific. It 
costs this Government per year to navigate and 
man those vessels, for the wear and tear of the 
hull, the pay of the officers and men, and for pro- 
visions for twelve months, $302,000. The cost 
of one of these small vessels, mounting four guns, 
for the wear and tear of the hull, interest on cost, 
payment of officers and men, and provisions for 
twelve months, is $73,000. The Senator from 
Virginia therefore will sce that we can man and 
provision and navigate four of these vessels where 
we can man and provision and navigate one of 
the larger ones. Now, Task him, if he does not 
look upon this as an economical measure? We 
can withdraw from the Mediterranean two of the 
steam sloops-of-war that we have there, and sub- 
stitute in their place two or three of these small 
vessels, that will be just as efficient to protect 
American commerce as those two are, and we 
shall have saved several hundred thousand dol- 
lars to the Government by doing so. 

These are some of the reasons which induce me 
to vote for this proposition. I might go on and 
state others; but I desire to say to the Senator 
that I do not vote for this proposition with any 
view to coerce anybody, or for the purpose of 
entering the ports of any of the southern States, 
except for some peaceful purpose; certainly not 
for any warlike purpose. I believe it is essential 
for the interests of the country, without regard to 
the present uneasy and disturbed condition of the 
southern States. Itis for the interest of the whole 
country that we should increase the Navy sone- 
what, and increase it in this particular direction; 
and hence I vote forit. | 

Mr. HUNTER. I am very glad to hear the 
Senator from lowa say that, in voting for these 
steamers, he does not do it with any purpose of 
coercion in the States that have seceded; and Lam 
glad to put iton the question of economy in keep- 


ing up the riaval-establishment.“In repatd to ‘that, 
Ihave to say that Fdo not think there cin be any 
economy, iñ the pragént condition of the Treas- 
ury, in voting this amount to make additions tò 
the Navy. ‘There is already a large appropria+ 
tion in this bill for repairs and additions to the 
Navy—$2,600,000, I believe; something like a 
million more than was appropriated last years and 
it seems to mé that that Scent to be sufficient: 
In regard to the relative efficiency of small and 
large steamers, that is nota matter for me to de- 
cide. That is a professional question. ‘Ido not 
profess to be able to determine between the retas 
tive efficiency or the expediency of building the 
oneorthe other. Tsuppose, when we have money 
in the Treasury, when we are enabled to go on 
regularly with keeping up the establishment, we 
ought to have both large and small steamers.” I 
apprehend they dre building both in the services 
of England and France. I think itis a question 
in regard to which naval men differ. Atany rate, 
I do not pretend to decide’ upon'it. ‘I know it 
costs less to man and navigate a small steamer 
than a large one; but what I say is: in the pres- 
ent condition of the Treasury, when we have been 
so largely adding to the debts of the Government, 
when we find ourselves unable to meet the pres+ 
ent demands, and pay the officers’ salaries even, 
it will be prudent not to add to the public expend- 
iture by the amount that is here proposed. I ap-. 
prehend that we will find it avery difficult matter 
to meet the necessary expenditures of this Gov- 
ernment; and until we have secured the means for 
meeting them, we ought to avoid these large ex- 
penditures, especially those which are not imme- 
diately and absolutely necessary. Surely, there 
isnoimmediate necessity for these steamers which 
it-is now proposed to build: : l 
Mr. PEARCE. I believeit is a wise and eco- 
nomical policy to build these small sloops-of-war. 
They can be kopt afloat at much less expense, and 
they answer all the purposes, in times of peace, 
which large vessels do. But I doubt whether this 
is a propitious time for making this appropriation: 
The estimates for the naval service of this year 
are considerably over twelve million dollars. The 
committees of both Houses have reduced thems 
but the bill, so far as it has passed, appropriates 
about eleven million five hundred thousand dol- 
lars; and now, in thé condition of the Treasury, 
isitatall possible that this other sum of $1,200,000, 
now proposed to be added to the bill, can be fur- 
nished? We have a large debt on our hands for 
the present and ensuing fiscal year; and all the . 
resources of the country cannot supply us, under 
the.present condition of things, oven with the loans 
that we have made, the amount of money neces- 
sary to conduct the public service for the next 
fiscal year It seems to me, therefore, to be un- 
wise to make this appropriation, since it is impos- 
sible, I think, to have the money to apply to this 
purpose. For that reason, which I consider quite 
sufficient, I shall oppose the amendment.’ Under 
other circumstances, I would vote very readily for 
theincrease of thesesteam-sloops,whicharehighly 
economical; but I think, with the appropriation 
of $11,500,000 for the naval service already in the 
bill, we had better postpone to another session 
this appropriation of $1,200,000. 
Mr. GRIMES. One single word further, and 
I will relieve the Senate from any further debate 
on this subject on my part. Ido not propose, 
and I presume no sensible man in this country 
proposes, to take the British or French navy as 
any criterion by which to govern ourselves, ex- 
cept in regard to the proportions that may exist 
between their large and small vessels. Nobody 
roposes that we shall at all approximate them 
in the number of our vessels. ~ But it would be 
safe for us, at any rate, in passing upon a ques- 
tion of this kind, to looka little into the condition 
of the navies of other countries, and see what 
may be the proportion large vessels bear to small 
ones, If any one will take the trouble to do that, 
| he will see that for the last few years*the propor+ 
| tion of small vessels to large ones has been made 
ito exceed greatly that which existed up to the 
| time of the Crimean war. They“have now in the 
| British Navy nearly three hundred small vessels, 


f like such as we are proposing to build; and the 
| French Government has nearly two handred small 


| vessels of this size; whereas they have only about 
forty-five or forty-six sailing vessels of war of 


about the same, or sloops-of-war. We have com- 


` singular in connection with this amendment: the 
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paratively no. vessels that are steam-vessels by 
the side of other nations, nor do the steam-vessels 
that we.own bear any just cgmparison to our sail- 
ing vessels. A great many of our sailing vessels 
are utterly worthless, and will never go to sea 
again, and we must supply their places with some- 
thing. . We mast keep vessels afloat, in order to 
show our flag in foreign. countries.and to protect 
our-commerce in foreign seas; and the question 
is, what kind.of vessels shall we have? —_. 

‘We cannot be influenced in. our action here, 
and we ought not to abandon the Navy, because 
there happens to be dissatisfaction growing out of 
the slavery question, or outof the tariff question, 
or out of any other local question. I think. we 
ought to go on in our legislation exactly as though 
we were at peace with all the world; not with the 
view to coerce any portion of the country, but to 
maintain the honor of our flag in foreign seas. 

I think any one who will examine the subject, 
or any professional naval man, will see that this 
would really be an economical measure. To take 
the case I have already put, in answer to the Sen- 
ator from Virginia, we have in the Mediterra- 
nean two sloops-of-war of the first class, and one 
gun-boat, such as we propose to build. Those 
two sloops-of-war cost us, to man and equip and 
provision them. for twelve months, $604,000. 

hree gun-boats of the size which we propose to 
build, with one of these sloops, would be pre- 
cisely as efficient as the two large sloops-of-war 
are now. You substitute, therefore, two gun-boats 
in the place of.one of these sloaps, and you save 
$302,000 a. year to your Treasury. It seems to 
me this is an argument that ought to commend 
itself to the Senator from Virginia and to the Sen- 
ator from Maryland. 

Mr. POLK. I have no doubt, myself, of the 
correctness of the position taken by the Senator 
from lowa, that the proportion of small vessels to 
large ones in the Navy ought to be increased. It 
would be better if we had more small ones and 
fewer large ones; but that does not reach the point 
of difficulty in my mind. Ibis this: whether, hav- 
ing the large ones on hand, we ought to go to 
work now to add the small ones. If it were a 
question of exchange; if we could exchange the 
large ones for a greater number of small ones, I 
should think it good policy todoit; but the ques- 
tion is whether, as we have not the small ones, 
we ought now, in the condition of the Treasury, 
to go to work to build them, when we have not 
the money to build them with. 

There is one thing which strikes me as very 


Senator from New Hampshire reads a recom- 
mendation from the Secretary of the Navy in favor 
of a gradual increase of this kind of vessels in the 
naval service. If seven ata dash, at oncsession, 
is gradual, in the present condition of the country, 
I hardly know what would be a rapid increase. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. ‘They recommended ten 
last year. 

Mr. POLK. That would not be rapid, if seven | 
js gradual. But it seems to me, Mr. President, 
that any increase of any such amount as this 

Mr. GRIMES. I will tell you what would be 
rapid. The French Government have, at this 
time, ordered nine sloops-of-war of the large class 
and one hundred small ones, all to be cased in 
iron and steel, and all of which are to be in sail- 
ing order by the Ist of May. That would be a 
rapid increase. 7 

r. POLK. That many to be built? 

Mr. GRIMES. Yes, sir. 

Mr. POLK. {hope the time will never come | 
when we shall measure our speed with the speed | 
of. the French Emperor, if he goes at that rate; | 
because it would certainly exhaust the resources 
of this country in less than one year. But the 
difficulty is, we have not got the money in the 
Treasury; and how are we to get it? ‘I'he ques- 
tion now is, whether we shall commence with an 
appropriation of $1,200,000, when it is admitted 1 
that that will not be anything like enough to build | 
these vessels, and that with the Treasury empty, 
and worse than empty. Itdoes seem to me that | 
the measure is very injudicious and inexpedient 
just at this moment. | 

Mr. HUNTER. 
on the amendment. 


I call for the yeas and nays 


taken, resulted—yeas 30, nays 18; as follows: 


! 
1 
| 
The yeas and nays were ordered; and being | 


eron, Chandler, Clark, Collamer, Doolittle, Durkee, Fes- 
senden, Foot, Grimes, Hale, Harlan, Johnson of Tennes- 
see, Kennedy, King, Latham, Morrill, Sebastian, Seward, 
Simmons, Sumner, Ten Eyck, Thomson, Trumbull, Wade, 
Wilkinson and Wilsen—30. f 

NAYS—Messrs. Bayard, Bragg, Bright, Clingman, Crit- 
tenden, Fitch, Gwin, Hemphill, Hunter, Lane, Mason 
Nicholson, Pearce, Polk, Powell, Rice, Saulsbury and 
Wigfali—18. s 

So the amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. GRIMES. Fam instructed by the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs to propose the following 
amendment as an additional section: 

And be it further enacted, That the President of the Uni- 
ted States:shall, by and with the advice and consent of the 
Senate, appoint from the line of the Navy on the active 
list, an assistant secretary of the navy, whose salary shal} 
be that of the shore-duty pay of a captain, and who, acting 
under the authority and direction of the Secretary of the 
Navy, shall be charged with the discipline and efficiency 
of the naval service, with the detailing of officers, and 
such other duties in relation to the administration of its 
affairs as the Secretary of the Navy may designate. 

Mr. President, the design of the committee was 
to create a new officer, whoshould hold precisely 
the same relations to the Secretary of the Navy 
that the present Assistant Secretary of the Treas- 
ury, and the Assistant Secretary of State hold to 
the chiefs of those two Departments; that this 
man should bea professional man, nottaken from 
political life, or civil life, but taken from the line 
of his profession; and therefore supposed to be 
familiar with the details of that profession. The 
friends of the Navy have always deplored the 
present organization, and believed thatit was ne- 
cessary and very important to that branch of the 
service that somebody should be in confidential 
relations with the head of the Department who 
knew somewhat more of the details of the Depart- 
ment, and of the personnel of the service, than an 
ordinary Secretary of the Navy usually does; and 
hence, in order to obviate that objection, which 
has always existed, it is now proposed that‘an 
officer of the line shall be constituted the Assist- 


-ant Secretary of the Navy, and perform the duties 


that are assigned to him in that amendment. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. I would like to ask the 
Senator from Iowa a question: whether there has 
been any suggestion from the Secretary of the 
Navy or the Department that such an office is 
necessary, or whether such an officer would be 
proper? 

Mr. GRIMES. Iam not aware that any sug- 
gestion has been made from the Secretary of the 
Navy. 1 have had no communication with him, 
and am not acquainted with him; butsuch a sug- 
gestion has been made by every man who has 
been connected with naval affairs for the last 
twenty years. Such a proposition, or something 
similar to it, wassabmitted by Commodore Stock- 
ton when a member of the Senate from New Jer- 
sey; and it has been before the Senate in various 
shapes, eitheras Assistant Secretary ofthe Navy, 
or as head of a bureau of personnel, from that time 
until the present. [think those who are familiar 
with this branch of the public service are almost, 
if not quite, unanimous in the opinion that such 
a provision is essential to the good of the service. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. I am very apt to agree 
with my friend from Iowa in most of his notions, 
especially about naval matters; because I think, 
his attention being drawn to that subject, he is 
more capable of judging of.the propriety of the 
measures than Iam; bat, sir, [ feel exceedingly 
averse to this proposition. Ido not know whether 
any body else entertains the same opinions that I 
do in relation to it; but I am unwilling to see 
everything placed under discipline. I think the 
military and naval arm have got power and influ- 
enee enough in the Government now, and that it 
is hardly worth while to mix them up any more 
with the civil service. If we haveanything to be 
done in relation to a building anywhere, no mat- 
ter what, it goes under the control of an Army of- 
ficer. The next step will be, I suppose, to put 


| an Army officer in as Secretary or chief clerk in 


the War Department; and, in this mode of pro- 
ceeding, very soon we shall have hardly anybody 
in office except he be either a military or a naval 
man. I have nobeltef that we should quiet matters 


any more in the Navy by putting the Navy De- | 


partment under the control of an officer. If you 
have the chief clerk there; if he fills this position 
under the Secretary of the Navy, everything that 
is done with reference to the assignments of com- 
mands, &c., will be understood to be by his ad- 
vice, [think the appointment of a naval officer 


to this position will create difficulties, heart-burn- 
ings, jealousies, and troubles of all sorts in the 
service, which you wish to.avoid. I have very 
great confidence in the honor of officers both of 
the Army and Nayy, and I have no doubt they 
would discharge the duties of the office that is pro- 
posed very well, to the best of their ability; but 
my own belief is, that you had better keep the 
two branches of the service distinct, leave the De- 

artment itself under the control of civilians, and 
Tet the officers in the line of the service have noth- 
ing more to do with it than may arise from the fact 
that their advice unquestionably will be asked on 
different occasions by those who are at the head 
of the Department. My own impression is, that 
you will create difficulty where none exists now, 
and that we ought to discourage this continual 
creeping upon us of influence connected with the. 
military and naval service, large enough as it is 
at present; and I am opposed to its increase. 

Mr. HALE. I think the Senator from Maine 
is unnecessarily jealous in regard to this matter. 
1 sympathize entirely with all that he says about 
devolving everything on Army officers; but it is 
a notorious fact that the Secretary of the Navy, 
ordinarily speaking, is not much of a sailor. I 
recollect secing an ancedote—a great while ago, of 
course—that some Secretary of the Navy, visit- 
ing some of the navy-yards, inquired very earn- 
estly where the oakum grew that they were using, 
[laughter;] and as long as you have such gentle- 
men at the head of the Department, who do not 
know where oakum grows, itis well enough to 
have a practical officer upon whom they can rely; 
and I would rather have a responsible naval off- 
cer than have an irresponsible chief clerk. There 
has been a good deal of fault found with that sort 
oinfluence which has prevailed on account of 
the duties devolved onthe chief clerk, upon whom 
the Secretary must neceesarily rely, unless he has 
between him and the Departmentsomebody who 
is intimately acquainted with the service. This 
does not increase the expense, because it requires 
the officer to be taken from the line, and to receive 
the shore pay of a captain, Ifa captain is taken, 
therefore, there is not a single additional dollar of 
expense, 

he Navy stands in a different position in this 
respect than the Army does, because the Seere- 
tary of War has in the adjutant general an offi- 
cer that may give him all the information requisite 
in regard to everything that relates to the admin- 
istration of that Department in tho selection of 
officers, and the assignment of their duties. In 
the Navy, there is nothing of that sort; but the 
Secretary has to rely on the chief clerk, who 
has had no naval education any more than him- 
self, and necessarily it is liable to great abuse. 
This amendment of the committee proposes to 
take and put in that place, without any additional 
expense, an officer who has been trained and ed- 
ucated in the Navy, who knows the character of 
the officers; who knows the requirements of the 
service; and it gives to the Secretary of the Navy 
a responsible officer placed there by law, upon 
whose judgment and skill and acquirements he 
can rely;and I think it is not liable to the excep- 
tion that the honorable Senator from Maine urges 
against it. 

Mr. CAMERON. It scems to me, Mr. Pres- 
ident, that the argument of the Sevator from New 
Hampsbire would be avery good one in favor of 
making the Secretary of the Navy alwaysa naval 
officer. I can see nothing else init. Now, sir, 
there are in the Navy Department two or three 
old naval officers, old captains, who are the heads 
of bureaus, and to whom the Secretary can apply 
every day, atany hour, or any minute, for inform- 
ation; and if he be a man of ordinary sense he 
will go there and ask forinformation. As to say- 
ing that he may be controlled by his clerk, that is 
all idle. A man of sense would select a proper 
clerk, and if the clerk did not behave properly end 
do his duty rightly, he would turn him out and 
get somebody else. I think this is a wrong time 
to make this sort of alteration. The country is 
now in trouble. We do not know what is to hap- 
pen. I would rather let everything be at present, 
until we get through all our difficulties. I am 
decidedly opposed to selecting’ from the Navy 
anybody who is to be an irresponsible head of the 
Navy Department; for after all it is putting an 


! irresponsible person in this position—it is making 


a head of the Department without any responsi- 
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bility. It leaves a man nominally holding all the 
responsibility beforé the country, and then it puts 
aman inthe Department who has all the power 
because he holds a commission. It is all wrong. 

Mi- BAKER. Mr. President, as far as I un- 
derstand it, it appears to me that to make an As- 
sistant Secretary under theamendment, is really to 
put a head to the Navy proper, so far as discip- 
line and management are concerned; and the As- 
sistant Secretary being an old captain or an old 
‘commodore, will be somewhat in the position to 
the Navy that the commanding general is to the 
Army. I think that it is well. A Secretary of 
the Navy does not understand many things that 
‘a captain or a commodore does understand, any 
more than a Secretary of War understands what 
General Scott does understand better than any 
‘one eise living. So faras the objections yet made 
are concerned, I am inclined to vote for the alter- 
ation of the system. 1 do not feel any peculiar 
jealousy of the Navy or the Army. ‘This amend- 
ment does not increase the cost of the service, as 
I understand. It makes an officer, in some sense 
at least, responsible; and it relieves the Secretary 
of the Navy from the task of determining many 
things as to detail which I know he cannot de- 
termine, 

The gentleman from Pennsylvania says that in 
these troublous times it is not worth while to alter 
the system. I do not apprehend that the altera- 
tion is proposed with reference to these times at 
all; but if there be trouble, or if there is to be 
trouble, the Navy will not be any worse managed 
by having a little more experience at its head. 
Besides, as I understand it, the Assistant Secre- 
tary of the Navy will have the same relations to 
the head of the Navy Departmentas the Assistant 
Secretary of the Treasury has to the head of the 
Treasury Department, or as the Assistant Secre- 
tary of State has to the head of the State Depart- 
ment. I understand it briefly to be, to give to 
the Navy Department something like the sym- 
metry there isin the War Department. As (un- 
fortunately, as I think) there is no head of the 
Navy as there is a head of the Army, noadmiral, 
no senior commodore, through whom all dirce- 
tions to the Navy go, as to matters of detail at 
least, the Assistant Secretary will, in some sense, 
supply that. I should be willing to go further, and 
to make an acknowledged head of the Navy, as 
there is of the Army in the person of General 
Scott. 

Mr. PEARCE. Mr. President, I believe that 
the Navy Departmentis the least burdensome and 
the least difficult of management of any of the 
Departments of the Government. If the object 
is to have a gentleman at the head of that Depart- 
ment whose business it shall be to enjoy all the 
emoluments, to attend Cabinet. meetings, and to 
dispense the political patronage of his Depart- 
ment, but to transact none of the business, then 


of course you wantan Assistant Secretary. But, | 
in truth, it seems to me it is only necessary to |; 


have a man of good sense, willing to labor in his 


administration. He has in the Department now 
subordinate officers competent to afford him in- 
formation upon all points in which he requires 
professional advice. Hehasan old captainat the 
head of the Bureau of Yards and Docks; he has 
acaptain also at the head ofthe Bureau of Hydrog- 
raphy and Ordnance; an old purser at the head 
of the Bureau of Provisions and Clothing, and a 
competent person skilled in that business at the 
head of the Bureau of Construction and Repairs. 
If a Secretary cannot undértake to manage the 
Department with the advice he gets from these 
sources, it is because he hasno brains or no will- 
ingness to labor, 

Mr. BAKER. I desire to ask the gentleman 
from Maryland a question for information. Is 
there anybody to advise the Secretary of the 
Wavy officially upon questions of discipline in 
the Navy? 

Mr. PEARCE. 
any one whose official business it is to advise him 
on that point; but he has these old captains in 


two of the bureaus which I have named, who, if H 
they are compctent to anything, are competent to | 


1 view this new officer as 


give him that advice. € 
There is na sort of 


the fifth wheel to a coach, 


necessity for it, in my judgment. Asto the com- | 


manding general, he is not usually stationed at 
Washington, and has not been for a number of 


A | must officially act. 
Department, at the head of it, to secure its proper |; 


years. It is true the War Department confers 
with him sometimes; but so the Secretary of the 
Navy may confer with those officers who hold the 
important bureaus of which I speak. 

Nobody has yet designated any particular duty 
in precise, specific terms, which isto be performed 
by this Assistant Secretary of the Navy. The in- 
tention seems.to me to be to let the Secretaryship 
be a sinecure; and have some real head taken from 
the line to command the Navy. Ido not think 
this is necessary, and I do not think it is proper. 
I have some doubt whether, if there is to be an 
Assistant Secretary, he should be a captain in the 
Navy. Unfortunately, we know that, honest as- 
these gentlemen are, and skillful as they are in 
their profession, there is a great deal of jealousy, 
a great deal of cliquism, in the Navy; and I be- 
lieve you will contribute to more dissensions and 
quarrels, if you have a captain of the line at the 
head of the Navy Departmentin fact, but called. an 
Assistant Secretary, than you have now. What 
you want is a competent man at the head of the 
Department—a man of vigorous understanding 
and willingness to work; and that is all. 

_Mr. CRITTENDEN. Mr. President, I have 
long heard it as a subject of complaint, that some 
such officer as thatnow proposed to be introduced 
into the naval department, was not there. I differ 
onthis subject with great diffidence from my friend, 
the Senator from Maryland. Itseemsto me strange 
that the command and managementof the Navy, 
the decision of questions of discipline, of the rela- 
tions of onc officer to another, should be confided 
to a man who knows nothing at all about them. 
We are told that he has officers now around him 
employed in his department who are practical 
naval men, and that he can consult with them. 
This would be an argument against the employ- 
ment of assistants in any department of the Gov- 
ernment. Itmight be said: ‘“* Why havean As- 


| sistant Secretary of the Treasury? There are men 


all about the street, and all about the hotels, who’ 
could be easily consulted by the Secretary.’ That 
is not the thing. The purpose is to havea respons- 
ible adviser, and one in whose capacity to give 


| advice the public has confidence. [tis to have not 


only the ability, but to have that ability signalized 
by the confidence of the country; that gives him 
confidence and authority everywhere. 

Now, sir, there isa great difference between the 
organization of the Navy and of the War De- 

artments. There is a great defect in the Navy 

epartment, in providing that official advice and 
that official knowledge to assist the Secretary of 
the Navy which are provided for the Secretary of 
War. There is your adjutant general, not only 
to advise but to do under the direction of the De- 
partment and of the general-in-chief. You are 
sure of giving a military character, you are sare 
of giving a military direction, to everything the 
Secretary of War does, whether he knows any- 
thing about the Army or discipline or not, under 
the advice of these bureaus through whom he 
Why does not the Navy 
Department require the same thing? 

The jealousy of the gentleman from Maine, it 
would seem to me, ought to be directed with great 
force against the military department as now con- 
stituted. The argument seems to me to be to ex- 
clude from the Navy Department all knowledge 
of naval discipline and naval affairs. Can that be 
right? Shall we catch up every six months, or 
every year or two, a new Secretary of the Navy, 
whose recommendations shall be, or whose real 
character is—whatever his general intelligence— 
that he knows nothing in particular about the ser- | 
vice? He can know where navics ought to be 
employed; he may know the gencral principles | 
upon which the Navy is regulated; but there are 


| a thousand minor considerations that enter into 
i the service, and that are necessary to give It its 


practical efficiency. Where are these to come 


! from? Not from the Secretary ofthe Navy, whom 
. _ || youdo not presume to know anythingabout them; 
I do not know that there is |! 


and it is not desirable, perhaps, that he should, 
for he is a State officer, a civil officer. So lethim 
be. He ought to bea man of ability. He un- 
doubtedly will always be such; and the appre- 
hension is, that this assistant will usurp his pow- 


| ers, and thatthe man who knowssomething about | 
; the business to be done will, of necessity, by force | 
of circumstances, obtain the ascendency over the | 


man who knows nothing about it. That will gen- 


erally be the case, Lacknowledge; but who profits H 


by.it? The country.: Jf the:superior knowledge 
of the subject which one man has gives hima 
natural.ascendency,’so far as that ascendency is 
founded.on his superior knowledge, of, course :it 
is usefulto.the.country; and why. should .we.not 
have it? © > Bae 

This amendment strikes me as: remedying..a 
great defect, which has long existed in the Navy, 
and which has occasioned an irresponsible. and 
unofficial adviser, the premier. of the naval ser- 
vice; or, if not so, has given the contro] tosome 
clerk, who, by force of long habit, and long-in- 
tercourse with officers of the Navy and with naval 
affairs, has had some little smattering knowledge 
beyond any. amount even that the Secretary, has. 
These have been constant complaints ever since I 
have heard of the Navy Department. The De- 

artment now, itseems to me, from all the accounts 

have had of it, requires the application ofa little 
sterner government than has heretofore been ap- 
plied to it. The government of it is not as‘stern 
as the commanders of your ships would: require. 
Officers are not held to their proper places and 
their proper duties; quarrels have arisen.. These 
things I have heard of, and some of them have 
come to my knowledge. It is not governed as it 
ought to be; and I hope that a remedy will be 
found for it in the appointment of the officer now 
proposed. I-shall vote for the proposition, 

Mr. FESSENDEN. The whole argument, 
Mr. President, proceeds upon the assumption 
that you cannot find a man who is fit to be Sec- 
retary of the Navy and discharge the duties of the 
office. It may be that our experience hitherto, 
especially in recent times, goes to confirm that 
supposition; but my idea is, that there are men 
in the country who can take charge of that De- 
partment and discharge the.duties of the office 
well and faithfully and understandingly. Ushould 
not think it was a great deal to learn what the 
naval rules and regulations are; and at any rate, 
when a.man has the opportunity to consult with 
those who are familiar with those rules, I should 
suppose that, if disposed, he would soon be able 
to accomplish that amount of learning. : 

Now, sir, I regard this as a mere scheme, which 
will eventuate in making more division and trouble 
inthe Navy than we have had hitherto, A little 
while ago, not many years since, we had a certain 
number of commissioners, who were called, I. be- 
lieve, the Navy Board. They administered certain 
naval matters to the best of their ability; but being 
naval mën, they were finally dispensed with, an 
we made bureaus in the Department—four, I be- 
lieve. They are all under the charge of naval 
men, and they are consulting and advising men; 
and there is not an officer in the Navy, whose 
experience is good for anything, whose advice 
the Secretary may not have, if he chooses to ask 
for it; and it is to be supposed that, if he is a sensi- 
ble man, if we succeed in getting one of that class, 
he will ask it if he needs it. 

Those of us who have bad any occasion to in- 
quire as to naval matters, or have had anything 
to do with naval officers, must be aware that the 
service is full of trouble always; that there are 
quarrels, differences of opinion, cliques, animosi- 
ties, jealousies, rivalries in the service continually. 
Why, sir, not many years ago, with a view to 
improve the Navy, we passed a law creating a 
naval board, who should bave power to retire cer- 
tain officers. They discharged their duties; I do 
not know how well; but we all remember that for 


i years afterwards we had continual denunciations 


of the unfairness and favoritism with which they 
had discharged those duties, I believe they were 
officers of the highest rank of the Navy. We 
heard more than one moving appeal from the hon- 
orable Senator from Kentucky; and the voice of 
the honorable Senator fram New Hampshire was 
loud here, day after day, in denunciation of the 
wickedness of the whole proceeding; and it took 
us years to get rid of the difficulty, and we only 
gotrid of it by putting everybody back just where 
he was before. That was the result of it; show- 
ing most conclusively the want of good feeling, 
the want of trust, the want of everything that 
should he required to make a service of that kind 
what it should be, existing in the ranks of these 
officers. . 
Well, now, what is proposed? . Here is the 
civilarm of the service. Itis under the control 
ofa civilian. The head of it ought to be a man 
of eminent ability. He may be a man of eminent 
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lity, ifthe President chooses to select such a 
eison. -He may have a chief clerk under him 
Avho id'able to aid him.: He- has four heads of 
$urcaus about hint who can advise him at any 
ynoment. In addition to all this, he may have the 
advice of any officer of the Navy, if he chooses to 
ask forit Now, it is proposed, instead of that, 
With refererice to the discipline, with reference to 
the assignment of command, with refererice to all 
that which creates feeling. and creates difficulty in 
the Navy, to select a captain; and put him there 
tedirect the whole thing: Ele will be held respons- 
ablé for its and it will lead to innumerable quarrels 
‘and difficulties: INo“man who valucd his peace 
would'take the head ‘of that Department with such 
ait officer about him. “He would rather take the 
responsibility himself. Therefore, the whole ar- 
‘guimernt addresses itself to my mind with no force 
whatever. Imay be wrong about it; but it appears 
to me to be the very worst thing for the service 
itself that we could possibly do; and I sincerely 
hope that the amendment which is proposed will 
not be adopted. We may as well carry it into the 
Army—— 

Mr. GRIMES. We do. 

Mr, FESSENDEN. Whom do we have in the 
Department of War occupying the same position? 
“Mr. GRIMES. The Adjutant General. 

Mr. FESSENDEN,. Not at all. He is not 
connected with the Department in that shape. 

Mr: GRIMES. Yesheis. Heissues the orders; 
‘he'assigns every man to his duty. 

Mr. VESSENDEN. Oh! do you propose to 
Wike a new bareau? 
OM. GRIMES. That is the duty imposed. 

‘Mr. FESSENDEN. Then propose it in that 
shape; but Kere you propose to put him directly 
into the Department to manage its affairs. If you 
want to miake another bureau, bring it up in that 
shape and we will discuss it; but notin the shape 
in which it is now proposed. I hope the Depart- 
ment may continue as it is at present, so far as 
this matter is concerned, et any rate. Ido not 
care about it, one way or the other, except as I 
believe it will be highly injurious and produce 
difficulties all around. 
~My. GRIMES, The Senator from Maine says 
that this proposition is predicated upon the idea 
that we are going to havea Secretary of the Navy 
who is incompetent to discharge the duties. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. We nearly always have. 
: -Mr GRIMES. He might just as well say that 
the law which requires that there shall be two 
post captains-at the head of two different bureaus 
is predicated on the same state of things; for you 
have on your statute-hook a law which requires 
that two post captains shall be at the head of two 
particular bureaus., He might, with the same 
¥eason, apply his argument to that law, as to the 
one now proposed. [ have no doubt the Senator 
is correct in saying that there are all sorts of rival- 
ries and cliques; and there will always be so long 
as Senators shall listen to the advice of old water- 
logged captains who lie around the Capitol. We 
propose, in this case, to have an official oficer con- 
nected with the Secretary of the Navy, who shal 
stand exactly in the same relation to him that the 
Assistant Secretary of the Treasury occupies to 
the Scerctary of the Treasury. Was the suppo- 
sition a legitimate one, when that law was pro- 
posed, that the Secretary of the Treasury would 
not be competent to discharge the dutics of his 
office? Was the supposition a legitimate one; 
that the Secretary of State would not be compe- 
tent to discharge the duties of his ofice, when 
you enacted that the President should have the 
power to select an Assistant Secretary of State? f 
If that was nota legitimate supposition, then I 
should like to know by what authority it is that 
the Senator from Maine supposes we are acting 
upon the hypothesis that we are to have, or that || 
we have. had, Secretaries of the Navy who are 
utterly incompetent to discharge the duties ? 

It has been said here that there are persons con- | 
nected with the Navy Department upon whom 
the Secretary of the Navy may call for specifi 
information in regard to the personnel of the Navy. : 
There are some very worthy gentlemen connected | 
with bureaus in the Navy Department. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. Will the Senator allow | 
me to ask him a question? F do not object par- | 
ticularly to the appointment of an officer to per- | 
form this special duty. All Í object to is, that |j 


į pose to call him Assistant Secretary of the Navy, 


f other does nothing. 


you designate where he shall come from. In se- 


lectine an Assistant Secretary of State, are you 
bound to take himfrom any special class of men; 
or, when you select an Assistant Secretary of the 
Treasury, are you botind to take him from among 
the collectors or any other class? You take him 
where you can find him; you take a competent 
man. = 
“ Mr: GRIMES. I was going on to say that it 
is true we have two very worthy naval gentlemen 
‘at the head of bureaus of the Navy Department. 
Their particiilar specialties are: one, that of ord- 
nance, and the other that of docks and yards: If 
the Seerctary of the Navy wants any information 
in regard to ordnance matters, of course he ap- 
peals to the gentleman who is at the head of that 
bureau. He has devoted himself for years, prob- 
ably, to that particular question, and is able. to 
give specific and correct information upon that 
subject. So, too, when he wants information in 
regard to any particular dock or navy-yards; he 
appeals to the chief of that bureau, and there he 
obtains it. But suppose the Senator from Maine 
should be appointed Secretary of the Navy under 
the incoming Administration—a place which I 
should like to see him hold, and I have no doubt 
he would make an admirable Secretary of the 
Navy—and suppose, the first day after he entered 
on the discharge of that duty, he should be re- 
quired to fit out a ship to go to the Pacific ocean; 
he has to assign officers to that command: to 
whom is he going to apply? Who is going to 
enlighten him as to the capabilities of particular 
officers to discharge the duties that may be as- 
signed to them? Whois going to tell him whether 
this man or that man is a competent man—is the 
right man for the right place? He has nobody. | 
He appeals to the heads of these bureaus. One 
of them can tell him about docks; another can tell 
him about guns; another can tell him about pro- 
visions and clothing; another can tell him about 
medical stores; but none can tell him anything in 
regard to the personnel of the service—what may 
be the capacities of any particular officer to dis- 
charge a particular duty. Now, we propose to 
place there some man who is familiar with the 
service, who is familiar with the men in the ser- 
vice; and that is the reason why we choose to take 
aman from the line of the Navy, a man who is 
familiar with the duty that any particular officer 
may be called upon to perform, who is supposed 
to know the character of these officers, and know 
what duties they are particularly adapted to; and 
he is the man to whom the Secretary of the Navy 
can appeal. T have no particular interest about 
this matter; Tam only acting upon the sugges- 
tions that have been made to the Senate for a se- 
ries of years, and I believe have been concurred 
in by mostof the active officers of the service. 
Mr. PEARCE. The argument of the Senator 
from Jowa is an argument for the creation of a 
new office inthe Navy Department, corresponding 


with that of Adjutant General in the Army. That || 


isall; but that argument does not suit the present 
case. The present plan is to make an Assistant 
Secretary 

Mr. GRIMES. 
difference it makes as to what we christen him? į 
We assign certain duties to him. You may eall 
him adjutant general for aught I eare. We pro- 


and assign certain duties to him to perform, 

Mr. PEARCE. This is an assignment of a 
special duty which the Senator has justnow men- 
tioned, that of advising the Secretary of the Navy 
in the choice of officcrs to command squadrons. 
That corresponds, I think, with the duty which 
belongs to the Adjutant General in the War De- 
partment, He has, therefore, given us one speci- 
fication of what is wanted in this case—what he 
professes to want; but it applies only to the ere- 
ation of a different office from that of Assistant 
Secretary, an office corresponding, whatever the 
title may be, to that of Adjutant General; but this 
proposes to put him in office as a second head to 
the Department; in fact, to do the work while the 


That, I am inclined to think, is pretty much || 
the result of assistants in the Departments any- | 
how. 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. KENNEDY. Fam instructed by the | 
Committee on Naval Affairs to offer the follow- ii 
ing amendment, asan additional section to the bill: | 

And be it further enacted, That the compensation of the į 


| 
| 
| 


I inquire of the Senator what || 


superintendent of the naval-astronomical expedition to 
Chili shail: be that ‘provided by the act of March 3, 1851, 
entitled “An act making appropriations for the year ending 
the 20th of June, 1852,” from the 17th of September, 1855, 
and that the amount necessary to pay the same be, and is 
hereby, appropriated out of any money in the Treasury not 
otherwise appropriated. 


The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. GRIMES. I am authorized by the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs to submit the following 
amendment, to come in at the end of the first 
section: 


For the completion of the charts of the survey of the La 
Plate, $6,000. 


Mr. FESSENDEN. 
what that is? 

Mr. GRIMES. Itisan appropriation of $6,000 
for the completion of the charts of the La Plata 
river, the survey of which was made by Com- 
mander Page, of the Navy. The charts have been 
partially completed. At various times, $15,000 
have been appropriated. This will complete the 
chart as far as the La Plata and all its tributaries 
have been surveyed. Itis deemed to be necessary 
and very important to the commerce of the coun- 
try, which is being very much extended in that 
direction, that these charts should be completed. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr.GRIMES. Ihave anotheramendment from 
the Committee on Naval Affairs, to insert several 
additional sections, which I ask the Secretary to 
read. 

The Secretary read, as follows: 


And be it further enacted, That the grade of assistant pay- 
master in the Navy of the United States be, and is hereby, 
established ; and that from and after the passage of this 
act, the President of the United States, by and with the 
advice and consent of the Senate, may appoint twenty-one 
assistant paymasters from time to time, as they shall be 
needed for active service in the Navy: Provided, That not 
more than five assistant: paymasters shall be appointed in 
any period of six months, except to provide for filling va- 
cancies in the corps of paymasters, as hereinafter men- 
tioned: And provided, further, That no person shall be ap- 
pointed an assistant pay master in the Navy except graduates 
of the Naval Academy, if any such graduates shall, at the 
time of such appointment, be applicants therefor, and shall 
in other respects comply with the requirements of the act. 
And that whenever a vacancy shall occur in the grade of 
paymaster in the Navy, an additional assistant pay master 
shall be appointed, until the number of paymasters shall be 
reduced to fifty; after which the numbers, respectively, 
shall not exceed fifty paymasters and thirty-five assistant 
payinasters, and all subsequent vacancies shall be filled by 
| regular promotions from the grade of assistant paymasters. 
‘That every person who shail be appointed assistant pay- 
master shall, at the time of his appointment, be not less 
than twenty-one years of age nor more than twenty-six 
years; and that, previous to his appointment, his qualifi- 
cations and fitness for the office shall be inquired into and 
favorably reported upon by a board of paymasters appointed 
for that purpose by the Seeretary of the Navy, and under 
such regulations as he may prescribe. 

And be it further enacted, ‘hat the annual pay of assist- 
ant paymasters shall be as follows: on duty at sea for the 
first five years after date of commission, $1,400; after five 
years froin date of commission, $1,600; on other duty for 
the first five years after date of commission, $1,100 ; after 
tive years from date of commission, $1,300 ; on leave of 
absence or waiting orders for the first five years after date 
of commission, $800; after five years from date of com- 
mission, $1,000. And it is hereby expressly declared that 
the yearly pay provided in this act is all the pay, compen- 
sation, and allowance that shall be received, under any cir- 
cumstances, by assistant paymasters, except one ration 
each per day when attached to vessels for sea service, and 
except also for traveling expenses when under orders, for 


I should like to know 


i} which ten cents per mile shail be allowed. 


And be it further enacted, ‘Chat trom and after the pas- 
sage of this act no commanding oflicer of any vessel in the 
Navy shall be required to perform the duties ot paymaster 
or assistant paymaster; nor shall any appointment of act- 
ing pay master oracting ant paymaster be made, unless 
such office shall hécome vacant by death or otherwise in 
ships at sea, or on foreign stations, or on the Pacific coast 
of the United States, in which case the senior otficer pres- 
ent may make an acting appointment of any fit person to 
perform the duties untilanotber paymaster or assistant pay- 
master shall report for duty. Any person performing the 
duties of paymaster or assistant paymaster in accordance 
with this section, but not otherwise, shall be entitled to 
receive the pay of such grade while so acting. 

And be it further enacted, That each assistant paymaster 
shall, upon his appointment, enter into bonds in the amount 
of $10,000, with at least two good and sufficient securities 
for the faithfal performance of his duties, and that as 
ant paymasters shall have rank and precedence with assist- 
ant surgcons not passed. 


Mr. GRIMES, I will very briefly explain the 
proposition that I am authorized to submit by the 
Committee on Naval Affairs. There are at this 
time sixty-four pursers or paymasters in the na- 
val service of the United States, ef whom eight 
are entirely unfit for duty, being disabled in vari- 
ous ways, some of them insane; leaving, there- 
fore, only fifty-six who are efficient, active men 
capable of performing the duties that are required 
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of them. The law of Congress passed in 1812, 
and afterwards confirmed by a subsequent law 
passed in 1817, declares that no person shall per- 
form the duties of a purser unless he has first been 
appointed by the President of the United States, 
and confirmed by the Senate, and authorized, 
therefore, to act in that capacity. Yet, according 
to the naval register of the last year, the last that 
has been published, there are fifteen officers of the 
line thatare performing this duty, and therefore act- 
ing in direct contravention of the law of Congress. 
They were compelled to do it because there were 
no pursers. This operates as a great injustice to 
the sailors, because there is no umpire between 
the sailors and United States, in which capacity 
the commander of the vessel ordinarily acts. 
‘Whenever there is any conflict between the pur- 
serand a person to whom money is paid or rations 
are delivered, the commander acts as the umpire 
to decide those controversies; but when the com- 
mander acts in the capacity of purser, or pay- 
master, there is nobody to perform that duty. It 
is unjust to the Government likewise, and unjust 
to the man who acts as purser, because you com- 
plicate his duties, and disable him from perform- 
ing, as well as he otherwise would, either of these 
branches of duty which will be required of him 
either ascommander of the men, and the naviga- 
tor of the ship, or as purser. 

It is proposed by this amendment to gradually 
decrease the number of pursers from sixty-four 
down to fifty, and to gradually increase the whole 
number of pay-officers, by adding assistant pur- 
sers, allowing five to be appointed in the course 
of every six months, until you getup to the num- 
ber of thirty-five; and thus you will stand, at the 
end, with fifty pursers, and thirty-five assistant 
pursers, not making any very material difference, 
so far as the expenses are concerned, to the Goy- 
ernment, but making a much more efficient corps 
for the performance of duty. 

There is a proposition in the amendment which 
1 suppose will mect with considerable opposition, 
and which I am not particularly anxious should 
be adopted, although I believe that it is for the 
interest of the service that it should be adopted; 
and that is, that these assistant pursers shall be 
between the ages oftwenty-one and thirty—twen- 
ty-six was inserted in theamendment, butit should 
be thirty, which was the agreement of the com- 
mittee—and that so long as there shall be appli- 
cants from among the graduates of the Naval 
+ Academy they shall be taken from that corps, be- 
fore going into civil life for their procurement. I 
will give the reasons for this. 

In the first place, if you go to the line, or go to 
the Academy for these officers, it ceases to be a 
political office, and is not to be bestowed upon 
anybody because he happens to have been an ac- 
tive or influential partisan in a political campaign. 
Then, again, you get one who is conversant with 
the duties of the situation to which he is called, 
and also acquainted with sea life; and I believed it 
to be very important—and I think the committee 
concurred with me in that opinion—if you desire 
to promote the esprit du corps of the service, that 
you should have men somewhat familiar with sea 
life. Besides, you give to a purser in the Navy 
a rank as an officer, and there will be some reason 
for giving this rank to him, if you take him from 
the line, or if you take him from among the grad- 
uates of your Academy, and therefore have a man 
who is competent to discharge sea duty at any 
time. There was another reason, and that was 


because these pursers may be called upon to work | 


the ship—to command the men. In cases of con- 
flict with a foreign Power, it may be not only im- 
portant, but very necessary to order a purser to 
command a prize; or if the officers were mostly 
shot down, it might be very important that he 
should command the very vessel on which he was. 
If you take an officer from the line, or take him 
- from the Academy, and put him in this position, 
you have a man who is competent to discharge 
that duty. 
Thatis not all. If you take a man from the 
Academy, or one who has passed through the 
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Academy, you get one of perfect physique. These 
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young gentlemen, when they go there, are thor- 
oughly examincd upon that subject; and you take 
a man who is perfect in his development, and take 
him in the prime of life, when he is capable of 
performing important service to the country. I 
know a purser, recently appointed, a man alittle 
past the meridian of life, appointed probably on 
account of his having been an active partisan; and 
upon the first cruise, before he had been twelve 
months in the service, he was stricken down, dis- 
abled, and always will remain disabled, and he 
remains upon your hands a pensioner; and if he 
livws to be seventy years of age, you will have to 
pay him a salary amounting to leave-pay. But 
if you had taken that man at twenty-one or at 
twenty-five or twenty-nine, you would have had 
probably fifteen or twenty or twenty-five years of 
good, efficient, active service out of him. This 
amendment, therefore, limits the age at which 
these young men shall have arrived at the time 
that they receive their commissions as assistant 
pursers; and limits it for the protection of the Gov- 
ernment, in order that we may have men who are 
not to be appointed because tey are partisans or 
have been partisans; because they have been bro- 
ken-down merchants, are past the meridian of life, 
and have families dependent upon them; but 
young, active, thoroughgoing, efficient men, who 
can really perform efficient duty for the Govern- 
ment. 

Mr. HUNTER. Mr. President, I think this 
is a very inappropriate time to be adding so 
largely to the number of officers of the Navy. 
Instead of sixty-four pursers, it seems we are 
to have now eighty-five pursers and assistant 
pursers; and I do not see any very marked dis- 
tinction between the dutics of the parser and the 
assistants. I have no doubt the result, if we adopt 
this amendment, will be that, after awhile, the as- 
sistant pursers will say they discharge the same 
duties with the others; that we want the eighty- 
five pursers, and that they ought to be raised to 
the same rate of pay. 

Mr. GRIMES. ‘The Senator will allow me. I 
ought to have said, before the Senator commenced, 
that, seven years ago, the Committee on Naval 
Affairs in the Senate, through its chairman, Mr. 
Mauuxory, and the Committee on Naval Affairs 
of the House of Representatives, through its chair- 
man, Mr. Bococx, proposed to Congress to create 
this grade of assistant pursers, and to create a 
number only one less than that proposed by this 
amendment; and I desire to say to the Senator, 
that that was in 1854, two years before the time 
when Congress increased the number of men in 
the Navy by one thousand; which was done in 
1856, and before we had built the eight sloops-of- 
war. 

Mr. HUNTER. Ihave great respect for the 
authorities which the Senator cites; but still, E 
submit again, that this is not the time to be in- 
creasing the number of officers so largely as it is 
proposed todo here. Ido not,as I stated before, 
see the distinction between the duties to be per- 
formed by the one and the other class of officers. 
Both, if I understand it, have to discharge the 
same duties, and yet they get different salaries. 

Mr. GRIMES. It is the design that the as- 


| sistant pursers shall be assigned to small vessels. 


They are to be young men, in the prime of life. 
The idea is that they will be assigned to such ves- 
selsas we have determined by the senatorial vote 
to-day to build; and that men who have been in the 
service for twenty or thirty years, if they go to 
sea, shall be assigned to other vessels, and draw 
a larger pay than these young gentlemen. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. Allow me toask the Sen- 
ator from Towa one question befcre the Senator 
from Virginia proceeds. Will not their pay be 
predicated on the time of service; and after they 
get in, will it not be constantly increasing from 
time to time? By our last Navy bill the pay is in- 
creased gradually in a series of years. After they 
have been in the service a certain length of time, 
it is increased, I suppose; and so on. 

Mr. GRIMES. Yes, sir. 


Mr. HUNTER. The result, then, if Lunder- 
stand, will be, that they will all:be paidalike;and 
the whole proposition Is one for.the creation ofa 
new grade of officers, and for the purpose of atd- 
ing to the number of pursers now in the Navy: 
_ Mr. GRIMES. The Senator will observe.that 
it does not increase the pay materially. ‘We only 
authorize the creation of five assistant pursers 
during the next six months; and then, during the 
next ensuing six months, five more, and so on; 
so that there is no immediate increase. 

Mr. HUNTER. The system which is pro- 
posed, requires that we shall have eighty-five 
pursers and assistant pursers, instead of sixty- 
four, now allowed by law. It is obvious that we 
shall thus increase the expenses of that branch 
of the service very much; and, as I said before, 
it seems to me that this is surely not the time to 
be making these additions, when the Treasury is 
in the condition in which we now find it. Nor is 
this the bill upon which we should be making 
these radical changes; changes which look to the 
reorganization of the naval service of the country. 
The appropriation bills ought to be simple. They 
ought to be bills for which anybody can vote who 
desires to keep up the Navy of the country, with- 
out having to commit himself to schemes of re- 
organization, to experiment, to anything that may 
be suggested by the Committee on Naval Affairs 
inthe way of reform. These should be the sub- 
jects of separate bills. Perhaps if this proposi- 
tion had come up separately, and been fully con- 
sidered, I might-—I hardly think I should though, 
—favor it. There might be a majority for it; but 
it is a sufficient reason to vote against it at pres- 
ent, because it ought not to be appended to this 
bill. I think it is a still higher reason for voting 
against it, because it is going to commit the coun- 
try to a much larger expenditure than it would 
have to encounter under the existing law. Refore 
we have done with all these schemes of reorgani- 
zation on this appropriation bill, we shall have it 
as large as one of Little & Brown’s volumes of 
the Statutes at Large. ; 

Mr. POWELL. I move to strike out that pro- 
vision of the amendment which requires these 
assistant paymasters to'be taken from the gradu- 
ates of the Naval Academy. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Foor.) 
The amendment to the amendment is, to strike 
out- 

“That no person shall be appointed an assistant pay- 
master in the Navy, excepting graduates of the Naval Acad- 
emy, if any such graduate shall, at the time of such appoint- - 


ments, be an applicant therefor, and shall, in other respects, 
comply with the requirements of the act.” 


Mr. POWELL. Ihad supposed that we edu- 
cated the young gentlemen at the Naval Academy 
for the purpose of making them skilled in naval 
affairs, for the purpose of fighting. This amend- 
ment proposes to make them mere accounting’ 
clerks and paymasters. I think it is absolutely 
disgraceful te the naval service to put them in the 
py department. Any young gentleman who has 

een raised in a banking-house, or as a clerk in a 
store would be better qualified to perform this 
duty, than young gentlemen educated at the Naval 
Academy. Moreover, I think it eminently proper 
that these dutics should be performed by gentle- 
men taken from civil life. 

Mr.CHANDLER. [am in favor of the amend- 
ment of the Senator from Kentucky; and I am 
opposed to the amendment increasing the number 
of clerks, (for that is what they amount to.) The 
captain of each of these small vessels, I am in- 
formed, has a clerk, a captain’s clerk, perfectly 
competent to keep the accounts of forty, or fifty, 
or sixty men. Now it is proposed to create a 
new officcr, with a salary of one thousand or fif- 
teen hundred dollars a year, to keep the accounts 
of fifty men. Sir, I hope the whole thing will be 
voted down. I am in favor of this amendment of 
the Senator from Kentucky; because, as he justly 
remarked, any merchant’s clerk anywhere is bet- 
ter prepared to perform these duties than gradu- 
ates of the naval school. | I hope they will not be 
degraded from the pursuit for which they are ede 
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re clerk to keep the accounts 
of forty or fifty men. It isan absurdity, sir. We 
do not need these officers. A captain’s clerk is 
perfectly competent; and the duty should be im- 
posed on him of keeping the accounts of these 
small'vessels. The whole thing is an absurdity. 
Anybody can keep the accounts. 

. Mr. HUNTER. I ask the Senator from Iowa 
to inform me whether, if we vote for the amend- 
ment of the Senator from Kentucky, we doaway 
with that. proposed provision about giving the 
pursers rank. I do not think they ought to have 
rank. Rank should go with the sword. 

Mr. GRIMES. The rank is provided forin an 
old law. 

Mr. HUNTER. Anold law? 

Mr. GRIMES. ‘Yes; a law that has been in 
existence for several years. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed 


ucated to that ofa me 


to. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I hope, now, the amend- 
ment as amended will be voted down; it is need- 
less. 

Mr. HALE. There is a verbal amendment 
which I wish to suggest to the amendment; | do 
not know whether the Senator from Lowa has 
made itor not. His limitation, as reported, is, 
that nobody shall be appointed to the office of 
assistant paymaster under the age of twenty-one 
nor over the age of twenty-six. Thirty was the 
period which was agreed upon;and twenty-six is 
there by mistake. It should read that nobody 
shall. be appointed less than twenty-one nor more 
than thirty years of age. 1 wish that correction 
to be made. 

Mr. GRIMES. It should be so. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The correction 
will be made. 

The amendment, as amended, was rejected— 
ayes ten, nocs not counted. 

Mr. GRIMES. I offer the following amend- 
ment from the Committee on Naval Affairs: 

And be it further enacted, That all appropriations now or 
hereatter made for the preparation or publication of forcign 
hydrographic surveys, shall only be applicable to their ob- 
ject upon the approval by the Secretary of the Navy, and a 
report trom three competent naval officers, to the effect that 
the original data for the proposed charts are such as to jus- 
tify their publication ; and it is hereby made the duty of the 
Secretary of the Navy to order a board of three naval offi- 
cers to examine and report upon said, data before he shall 
upprove ofany application of money to the preparation or 
publication of the said charts or hydrographic results. 

“Mr. HALE. If the Senate listened to that, I 
think they will be unanimously for it. It is a re- 
striction upon the pao ot of charts and maps, 
and requires that before they are published they 
shall be submitted to the inspection of a board or 
officers to be detailed by the Secretary of the 
Navy. Itis intended as a check upon the pub- 
lication of worthless maps and charts. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Disorder is so 
general that it is impracticable to proceed with 
the business before the body. The Chair requests 
Senators to preserve order. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will 
put the question on concurring in all the amend- 
ments, made ag in Committce of the Whole, un- 
less certain amendments be indicated for a sepa- 
rate vote. 

Mr. GRIMES. I ask fora separate vote on the 
amendment for the creation of assistant pursers. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That was re- 
jected; and therefore the question does not arise 
on coneurring in that amendment. 

Mr. GRIMES, I shall offer it again. | 

Mr. POLK. I move to except the amendment 
providing for the appropriation of $1,200,000, for 
ihe building of seven screw steamers. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, That amend- | 
ment will be reserved for a separate vote. 
Chair will put the question on conturring in all 
the amendments, except that making provision 
for new steamers. 

The amendments were concurred in. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question | 
now is on concurring in the following amend- | 
ment: 
And be it further enacted, That the Secretary of the Navy 
he, and he is hereby, authorized to cayse to be constructed 
for the United States Navy, at as early a day as practicable, 
having due regard to efficiency and economy, seven steam | 
screw sloops-of-war, of the second class, ag vessels are 
rated in the Navy, with full steam power, whose greatest |i 


The |; 


draught of water shall notexceed fourteen feet, which sloops 
shall combine the heaviest armament and greatest speed 
purpose above specified, the sum of $1,200,000 be, and the 
same is hereby, appropriated out of any money in the 
the direction of the Secretary of the Navy. 

Mr. POLK. ‘The same provision was offered 
ment proposed by the Senator from Florida, [Mr. 
Maxtory.] Then it was voted down by a vote 
has been any change in the condition of the coun- 
try, and especially in the condition of the Treas- 
Senate decided to be unadvisable when this same 
matter was before us at the last session. I have 

Mr. HALE. Was not that a larger number 
of steamers? j 

Mr. BRAGG. Read the yeas and nays. / 

Mr. POLK. On the 18th of June last: 
proposed by Mr. Wison, by striking out all after the word 
t Provided,’ and, in lieu thercof, inserting: 
authorized to cause to be constructed, equipped, and armed 
for the Navy, as carly as may be consistent with economy 
fourteen feet in draught, at the Government yards or by con- 
tract, as the Secretary may deem advisable for the public 
ment of said vessels to be devised by a board composed of 
one captain, one commander, one lieutenant, three con- 
tion and approval of the Secretary of the Navy, to he em- 
ployed in the suppression of the slave trade; and for this 
of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated.” 

The number is exactly the same—seven—and 
presentamendment was framed pretty much on the 
idea of the amendment offered by the Senator 
ment the yeas were 14, and the nays 25: 

«The yeas and nays being desired by one fifth of the 

“Those who voted inthe affirmative are: 

« Messrs. Cameron, Chandler, Clark, Doolittle, Foster, 
son, Wade, Wilson. 

«Those who voted in the negative are: 

s fy 

Fitzpatrick, Green, Gwin, Hale, Hemphill, Hunter, Iver- 
Nicholson, Pearce, Polk, Powell, Pugh, Rice, Sebastian, 
Wigfall, Yulee.” 

portune time to undertake to build seven new 
steamers, and to appropriate $1,200,000 for that 
well to act as we would in our private affairs. If 
we were strained and in difficullies, instead of 
to reduce and retrench as much as we could. I 
think it is eminently proper, in the condition in 

Mr. MASON, Mr. President, I suppose none 
will deny that the credit of this Government is 
comparatively small sums of money, in two loan 
bills of $5,000,000, the first was taken at the rate 


compatible with their character and tunnage ; and for the 
"Treasury not otherwise appropriated, to be expended under 
at the last session as an amendment to an amend- 
of 25to 14. For myself, I cannot see that there 
ary, which makes that advisable now which the 
before me the yeas and nays on that occasion. 
Mr. POLK. No, sir. 
“On motion by Mr. Manvory, toamend the amendment 
“That the Secretary of the Navy be, and he is hereby, 
and efficiency, seven screw sloops-of-war, not exceeding 
interests; the models, construction, equipment, and arma- 
structors, and three engineers of the Navy, under the direc- 
purpose the sum of $1,000,000 is hereby appropriated, out 
the draught is the same. Indeed, I suppose the 
from Florida at the last session. On that amend- 
Senators present, 
Grimes, King, Mallory, Seward, Simmons, Sumner, Thom- 
Bingham, Bragg, Brown, Chesnut, Crittenden, 
son, Johnson of Tennessee, Kennedy, Lane, Latham, 
Mr. President, I think that this is a very inop- 
object, 1 think that in these matters it would be 
incurring new liabilities, we should be disposed 
which the Treasury is, that we should do so now. 
most seriously impaired. In two attempts to raise 
of twelve per cent., and the last, after very great 


capitalists of New York, for reasons satisfactory 


to them, they managed to bring down the rate of i! 


interest to ten per cent. Such a condition of the 
public credit has been unknown to the Govern- 
ment except during the war of 1812. We cannot 
shut our eyes to these facts. The credit of this 
Government has fallen so far below the credit of 


Governmentis going to the States andasking them 
to indorse its credit. The necessity, the grinding 


| necessity of this Government has compelled Con- 


gress, within the last few days, to authorize an 
additional loan of $25,000,000. The actual need 
and destitution of the Government, although its 
credit has fallen below that of the individual 
States, has compelled Congress to go again and 
ask for an additional loan of $25,000,000, and the 
bill is framed in such a manner as to authorize the | 
financial officer of the Government, the Secretary 
of the Treasury, to take the money upon any 
terms hecangetit. Thebondsof the Government, 
bearing six per cent. interest, are to be thrown 
into the market for what they will bring. 

In this state of things, we have a proposition | 
brought in here from the Committee -on Naval 


| efforts, as we are informed, in the circles of the || 


Affairs, to incur an expenditure at present of 
$1,200,090, and prospectively, of some three, or 
four, or five hundred thousand more. For what 
purpose? For any pressing necessity? No. The 
necessities of the Government for moncy are pres- 
sing. Is this a pressing necessity for expenditure? 
No. kisto increase the military power of this 
Government in its naval service. Is there any 
pressing necessity for that? Sir, I have observed, 
in the remarks that have been made in debate here 
by members of the Naval Committee, that they 
thought it necessary to apologize for the expend- 
iture of some fifteen or twenty thousand dollars 
to repair naval barracks that were in dilapidation 
and decay,asa measure ofeconomy. They thought 
it necessary to apologize in the condition of the 
country, for that comparatively small expendi- 
ture. But now they come in at once and ask for 
$1,500,000, when there is no necessity, as they 
allege, for an increase of the Navy. 

Now, sir, why isthe Navy to be increased? Is 
there any demand for these steamers? ts there 
any such pressing necessity upon the military arm 
of the country to be strengthened, as to induce 
Congress to borrow money at the ruinous rates 
we are now compelled to pay, to strengthen it? 
I ask Senators on the other side to state what the 
necessity is. Is there any apprehension of war? 
Is there any apprehension that this Government 
may find itself unable to defend itself on any sud- 
den emergency, that will justify us in borrowing 
money at this ruinous rate for the purpose now 
of increasing the Navy? The honorable Senator 
from Iowa, representing, as he seems to do chiefly, 
the Committee on Naval Affairs on this question, 
has said that there is no purpose in the world, 
that he knows of, requiring any immediate war- 


| like use of this increase of the Navy. He says it 


was recommended some two or three years ago, 
and not then adopted. But that honorable Sen- 


| ator does not tell us why it is proposed now, 


in the present emergent condition of the public 
finances. 

Mr. GRIMES. If the Senator will allow me, 
I will state that it is recommended new by the 
Secretary of the Navy; and, furthermore, that 
since the last session of Congress there has been 
a survey of the naval vessels of the United States, 
many of which have been found to be utterly 
worthless; and that, I apprehend, is one reason 
why a good many gentlemen, who were recorded 
as having voted against the proposition last year, 
voted as they did on the present occasion. 

Mr. POLK. I suggest to the Senator, that the 
Secretary of the Navy did not recommend seven. 
He recommends a gradual increase, if I do not 
mistake the language that is used. 

Mr. GRIMES. Naval gentlemen consider 
seven a very gradual increase. . 

Mr. MASON. Well, Mr. President, when that 
Senator has been longer in the publie service E 
suspect he will find that naval gentlemen consider 
a very small increase that which we, who have 
regard for the public finances, would consider a 
very large increase. Lam not answered when I 
am told by the honorable Senator that they have 
found out since then that many of these vessels 
were in decay, and unfit for service. What isthe 
public emergency that calls for this increase of the 
naval force when we have no war? Our com- 
merce is not unprotected; we hear ofno complaint 
there. We have no unredressed grievances in any 
part of the world, that I know of, that call for an 
increase of the Navy. Why, then, when we are 
borrowing money at a rate of usance unknown to 


i this Government, is it asked that we should ex- 
the States, that we learn from the newspapers the |} 


pend $1,500,000 for the increase of the Navy, and 
the increase of this peculiar kind of naval ves- 
sels—vessels of small draught of water,and which 


lare to be, as the amendment requires, heavily 


armed in proportion to their draught and size? 
Why, sir, we know from the newspapers, thata 
bill is about to be introduced, or has been intro- 
duced, into the other branch of Congress, provid- 
ing for a military surveillance upon those States 
that are no longer portions of this Confederacy. 
We have had a bill introduced into the Senate by 
the honorable Senator from Vermont, authorizing 
the President of the United States, under circum- 
stances stated in the bill, to discontinue the porta 
of entry-——— 

Mr. COLLAMER. Will the gentleman allow 
me a moment? 


Mr. MASON. Certainly. 
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Mr. COLLAMER. That bill has no warlike 
purpose whatever. It is to avoid that. Itis to 
declare them no longer ports of entry, so that 
ships will not make clearances to them. It will 
prevent the necessity of any military force there. 

Mr. MASON. T have not spoken one word, 
Mr. President, of the reasons that induced the 
honorable Senator to introduce that bill. I am 
speaking of the fact.: The honorable Senator has 
introduced a bill giving authority to the Presi- 
dent, under certain circumstances stated inthe bill, 
to discontinue ports of entry. Very well. I speak 
of the fact only. Whatit may lead to is another 
question. This proposition is to increase the 
naval armament by seven steamers ofsmall draught 
and heavy armament. Now, sir, what is the con- 
dition of the country? lam not going to enter 
into any prospective reasoning as to what may be 
the condition of the country; but whatis it? We 
have seven States, all in the South, all lying upon 
the Gulf and its waters, that have abandoned this 
Union by solemn acts, and have announced it, 
with a Congress in session. Six of those States 
whose acts of separation have been completed, 
we are informed have confederated, formed a sep- 
arate government, organized a government, es- 
tablished a constitution, elected a President, at 
the last accounts, and stand now, as they claim, 
a supreme and independent power among the 
nations of the carth. Is that known here? No; 
it is not known here. There is not a Senator on 
that side of the Chamber that knows it. One hon- 
orable Senator said there were discontented por- 
tions of the country, and that this naval arma- 
ment had no reference to discontents in certain 
parts of the country. Sovereign States that have 
confederated, formed a government anda nation- 
ality, and organized it, with a flag and a being, 
are spoken of here by honorable Senators as dis- 
contents in certain parts of the country ! 

Now, sir, other gentlemen may shut their eyes 
to these facts, if they think it wise todo so. I 
come from that part of the country; I cannot shut 
my eyes to the existing facts. 1 know that, what- 
ever may be the design of the honorable mover of 
this proposition, if these steamers are built, they 
will be part of the naval armament of this Con- 
federation, to be used for any military purposes 
that the public exigencies may require; and I 
know that the proposition of the honorable Sen- 
ator from Vermont will lead to this, whatever he 
intends. Take the State ofSouth Carolina, the State 
of Georgia, or the State of Florida. This Gov- 
ernment does not know that they are no longer 
feton ofit. Theyarenotinformed ofthat fact, 

ut they do know that the discontents prevailing 
therc have induced all the Federal officers to re- 
sign, and they have nobody there to administer 
the Federal laws. They know that, and therefore 
they discontinue the ports of entry. Thenaship 
from abroad, that is destined for the port of 
Charleston or of Savannah, has no right under the 


Federal laws to go either into Charleston or Sa- | 


vannah, and it will be the duty of this Govern- 
ment, acting in the ignorance which they assume 
of the existence of these facts in the South, to take 
care that no ships do go there, because no ship 
with a foreign cargo has any right to go into any 
of the ports of the United States but a port of 
entry. 

Mr. COLLAMER. If the gentleman will in- 
dulge me for a moment, the very object of the bill 
was, that if they were declared to be no longer 
ports ofentry, foreign vessels would take no clear- 


ances for them, and never go there atall, and there į 


would be no occasion for any force about it. 

Mr, MASON. Whether foreign vessels can 
take a clearance for them will depend on whether 
foreign nations have their eyes open to the state 
of the facts against which our eyes are shut. I 
apprehend that foreign nations will give clearances 
for them, 

Mr. COLLAMER. To ports of the United 
States. 


Mr. MASON. They will take a clearance to | 


the port of Charleston or Savannah. The Sen- 


ator says that they are not ports of the United | 


States; and what follows? Why, the public force 
of the United States mustseize the ship that goes 
into the port that is not a port of entry. Now, 
it is idle for us to conceal or disguise this matter 
any longer. If the bill of the honorable Senator 
passes, it will be the duty of the Treasury to take 
eare that the revenue laws are not violated in the 


J 


| it is rather a singular address to make to this side 


| the country that should render this increase less 


contemplation of the United States, and these very 
ships, as soon as they are ready, will be used for 
the purpose of shutting up those southern ports |} 
as the port of Boston was shut up under like cir- 
cumstances, by a power abroad, equally oppress- 
ive with this power at home. It is in the con- 
templation of the bill of the honorable Senator, 
whatever he may have designed, to convert these 
southern ports into the condition that Boston 
was when it was closed. Whatever Senators on 
that side may say, our eyes are not shut to the 
fact. 

I cannot, then, vote for this appropriation. If 
the Treasury was full, I should feel myself con- 
strained to vote against it, lest a misuse should be 
made of the naval power; but with the Treasury 
in the condition that it is, when this Government 
is a mendicant in the circles of capitalists for 
money, and when this Government, like other 
mendicants, is asking its superiors to indorse 
their paper, that they may get the money; and 
when we are asked by those who administer the 
Government to make this extraordinary appro- 
priation under these circumstances, I am bound 
to believe that they want to increase the naval 
force for purposes that are not avowed on the 
face of the proposition. Until the condition of the 
country in its relations North and South are set- 
tled, by no vote of mine shall there be any extraor- 
dinary expenditure of the public money for cither 
Army or Navy. 

It is high time, sir, for the Government to take 
into consideration the state of things on our late 
southern borders, and determine what those rela- 
tions arc. They should meet it like men. Do not 
attempt to cover it up and to evade it or disguise 
it; meet it iv full front; declare that they are in 
rebellion, and they are to be put down; or declare 
that they have the right of separation, and are to 
be acknowledged in their separation. Thisismy 
view of that matter. Those States being out, hav- 
ing actually confederated, having assumed a na- 
tionality, I should consider it was the bounden 
duty of the Government, no matter what question 
separates them—whether it be a slave question or 
a question ofdomesticeconomy, oranything clse— 
to acknowledge the separation and to let them go 
in peace; but until those relations are settled sat- 
isfactorily, until we know whether the arm of this 
Government is to be raised against them, by no 
vote of mine shall there be any additions either 
to the naval or military service of the country, 

Mr. FESSENDEN. Mr. President, I have 
been somewhat surprised at the course of remark 
of the honorable Senator from Virginia; not so 
much, however, as I should be had I not heard a 
similar course of remark from him on a former 
occasion. Now, sir, it is well enough for us to 
understand precisely what the condition of this 
question is,and who is responsible for it; because 


of the Chamber from that, to appeal to us to know 
what is the object of the proposition now before 
the Senate. Who has been in power for the last 
four years; I should like to know? The Republican 
party? Who has been administering the affairs 
ofthis Government? The Republican party? The 
Senator will hardly pretend that. Why, then, 
does he appeal to us? Have we brought forward 
this proposition? Does it come from us, that we 
are thus scolded? Why, sir, look back into your 
own records of your own party, coming from 
your own President and your own Senate com- 
mittee, year after year, and you have precisely 
this proposition to build these steamers. We have 
had it every year, for the last four, certainly—a 
proposition to increase your naval force, because 
an increase of that force was necessary. It came 
from your President; itis the offer of your Ad- 
ministration; it is the recommendation of your 
friends; it isapproved by your committee in this 
body, year after year. Why then do you talk to 
usaboutit? Why not address the honorable Sen- || 
ator from New Jersey, [Mr. Tuomson?] Why 
not address the honorable Senator from Florida, |} 
{Mr. Matrory,] who was so long the chairman 
of that committee? 

Has there been any change in the condition of 


necessary ? Why, sir, itis predicated, in all these | 
reports of the heads of Departments, upon the 
necessities of that arm of the service. They | 
wanted it for the protection of our commerce. 
They wanted it to enable us to make a respectable 


appearance in the eyes of the world. ‘That has 
been the reason assigned, and that has been the 
reason urged here, year after year, by the repre- 
sentative of the Committee on Naval Affairs, who 
was from one of these very séceding States. -It 
has been his argument—we having nothing ofthe 
kind which could be called.a naval force in reality; 
and it was recommended by your authority, by 
men whom you placed in office, and whom you 
profess to follow, to increase this force from the 
absolute necessity of the case; and now that it 
happens to be brought forward again at this pres- 
ent time, under these circumstances, forthe fourth 
time from this same source, the appeal is made to 
us, why is this recommended, and why do we on 
this side of the Chamber support this proposi- 
tion? Why, sir, the thing is remarkable. Has 
the Senator forgotten these facts? 

Then, sir, I suppose I am bound to look at it 
in another light. 1 these things are so, the argu- 
ment of the Senator is predicated upon the idea 
that something has occurred to render it Jess ne- 
cessary than it was last year, or the year before, 
or the year before that. He is opposed to it now, 
because it is not necessary, although the Admin- 
istration say so, Why is it less necessary? Be- 
cause six or seven States of this Union have 
chosen to withdraw from it, and not only chosen 
to withdraw from it, but to seize the public prop- 
erty-in substance to declare war against the Uni- 
ted States—to take possession of the public fortifi- 
cations of this country, to seize the custom-houses, 
to seize the mints, to do what, if it took place be- 
tween individuals, would be characterized by any 
name but a respectable one, especially in the case 
of New Orleans; all these things have talsen place, 
and do they render the increase of the naval force 
of the United States of America less necessary in 
any point? Is ourcommerce safer? Is the pub- 
lic property in a better condition? Are we šo 
much better off in consequence of having five or 
six States‘withdraw, and our fortifications seized, 
our mints seized, our custom-houses seized—are 
we in so much better condition, that what was 
needed last ycar as an increase of the naval force 
is not needed this? Is this the argument of the 
Senator? 

Why, the Senator will permit me to ask him, 
respectfully, whom he represents here? Is he a 
Senator of the United States of America, that he 
makes an argument of that character? Does he 
stand up here in his place and say, “ I, as a Sen- 
ator of the United States, and member of this 
great body, bound to advise for the good of the 
country, the good of the Government, say that, in 
consequence of all that has taken place, the force 
of the Government must be diminished??? Not- 
withstanding the surveys that have taken place 
within the last year show that a portion of the 
vessels are unfit for service, and therefore you need 
more, yet, in consequence of the fact that we have 
several States of this Confederacy in revolt, if you 
please to call it so—in consequence of the fact that 
they have seized the public property—in conse- 
quence of the fact that they have avowed through 
their public journals that they will declare war 
against the United States in a certain contingency; 
therefore, says the Senator, as a Senator of the 
United States I object even to the force which was 
necessary last year! It strikes me that is.a sin- 
gular line of argument for a Senator of the United 
States to pursue. 

Iconfess, Mr. President, that,in the view which 
I take of these matters, the course which has been 
adopted by some gentlemen on the other side of 
the Chamber has seemed to me very astonishing. 
With the honorable Senator from Mississippi, 
{Mr. Davis,] who left this Chamber some days 
since, I recognize the fact that, while I am here 


| as a member of the Senate of the United States, I 


am bound to discharge my duties as a Senator of 
the United States, without reference to what may 
be passing outside of this Chamber. So long as 
I stay here, receiving the money of the Govern- 
ment, and sworn to support the Government, I 


| look out to the best of my ability for the interests 


and the welfare of the Government.. If I can no 
longer do that, I will leave my place here and 
return to my State, and say, I am at its service. 
Now, sir, how do we, who remain here, we whose 
States have not seceded, or offered to secede, stand 
as Senators at the present time? We look upon 
these occurrences, remarkable as they aer laking 
place outside of this Chamber; and we are boun 
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to: deal with them as antagonisms, for they are 
antagonisms; we are bound to look upon them as 
opposing the interests and the welfare of the Gov- 
ernment under which we live, the United States, 
and the Constitution of the United States, which 
we have sworn to support. That is the point of 
view in which we must look at them. Can gentle- 
men, therefore, say to themselves and to the coun- 
try, “ E, standing here as a member of this Gov- 
ernment, must look out and keep my eyes open 
to'see, not that this Government has the advantage 
of my counsels, but that those outside of it, who 
are waging war against it, have the benefit of my 
counsels.and my aid?” 

Why, sir, take into consideration, in connec- 
tion with this question, the bill which was offered 
by my friend from Vermont. What was it? Sim- 
ply a bill to provide that where the revenue can- 
not be collected, at a particular place, or a partic- 
ular point, that place shall cease to be recognized 
as one where revenue shall be, or can be, legally 
collected under the Government. Is not this what 
we owe to foreigners? Take the port of Charles- 
ton, as an illustration. Whatare they doing there? 
Ig our revenue collected there? Is the revenue of 
the United States any longer collected there? Do 
they recognize our officers? Do they in any way 
say or admit that we have the slightest particle of 
right in thatplace? And yet the proposition which 
is made, that the President, under such circum- 
stances, shall have power to put an end to the 
existence of that port as ours, is characterized as 
an unfriendly act, one designed to coerce a State; 
one designed, in fact, to bring the force of the 
United States to bear upon a portion of the coun- 
try which declares it is no longer under its juris- 
diction! I would ask the honorable Senator, do 
we not owe it to the foreign Governments them- 
selves, that we shall either enforce our own laws 
in those ports, or else declare that they arc no 
longer ports that foreign vessels are to enter? 

Mr. MASON. Will the honorable Senator 
allow me to answer him? , 

Mr. FESSENDEN. Certainly. 

Mr. MASON. Clearly, if they will avow, in 
the bill, the reason for it: that the State of South 
Carolina is no longer a member of the Confeder- 
acy, but beyond the jurisdiction of the United 
States. Let them avow that which they have 
sedulously refrained from avowing. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. What difference does that 
make in pointoflaw? The Senator is a lawyer. 
Who puts the reason for a statute on the statuto- 
book? Who thinks, when he draws a bill, of giv- 
ingin the bill the cause why he draws it? No 
legislator. It is not necessary that we should 
avow the fact. We simply declare, as proposed 
by the honorable Senator’s bill, this: that there 
may be cases, and there are cases,in which it has 
become difficult for the United States to collect its 
revenue in particular places by the ordinary course 
of proceeding; and we give to the President the 
power to say that there shall no longer be an at- 
tempt to collect revenue there, for it shall cease to 
be a port where vessels can legally enter under the 
authority of the United States. Is not this right 
in point of fact? So long as we do not do this, if 
a foreign vessel enters, and we have no power to 
collect our own revenue, no power to enforce our 
own laws, we cannot complain if it pays obedi- 
ence to precisely such laws as it finds there, and 
obeys such officers as it meets. So long as the 
law stands as it does now, and we admit in point 


of fact that we have not power to enforce our own | 


laws, a forcign vessel is right in paying obedience 
to such regulations as it finds in the port to which 
it goes, so long as it continues a port of entry; but 
when we declare that itis no longer a port of entry 
of the United States, and give notice to that effect, 
then comes the time when, if foreign vessels un- 
dertake to consider it a port of the United States, 
they become amenable to our laws in reference to 
those subjects. 

Sir, it was with reference to this fact, and this 
fact alone, that that bill was proposcd, that these 
people there are availing themselves of all the ad- 
vantages of being a port of the United States, col- 
lecting revenue and putting it in their own pock- 
ets, while they are, in fact, nobody, either in the 
eyes of the United States or the world, That is 
the simple fact about it. We are not only allow- 
ing them to consider themselves a part of the Uni- 
ted States, collecting our revenue, in point of fact, 
and putting it into their own pockets; but we are 
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going further, and furnishing all these States with 
postal facilities every day; they are receiving all 
the benefits of it, we paying the money; and my 
friend’s bill covers that also. ; 

The honorable Senator says this will not do; 
do one thing or another; declare war againstthem, 
if you please, or else declare that they are no lon- 
ger a part of the United States. Sir, Ido not 
choose to do either in the present state of affairs. 
Į propose simply to do that which is necessary 
for our own protection and our own advantage. 
T repeat, I am acting, as yet, as a Senator of the 
United States. I am legislating for the United 
States, and not for South Carolina, or for any še- 
ceded State; and as long as I sit here, as I said 
before, I take it that is my duty. What, then, 
does the United States want to do? {t wishes to 
collect its own revenue, and it wishes for force 
enough, if force is necessary, to accomplish that 
purpose. Iam notatall frightened by the term 
“force,” and this talk about the coercion of a 

tate. The time may come when it will be ne- 
cessary for us, to use the language of the honorable 
Senator, to speak plainly. Iam ready to speak 
plamly now upon that subject; and 1 say most 
distinctly, if the time ever does come, in my judg- 
ment—I speak for one—when it will be necessary 
to use force in order to execute the laws of the 
United States under the Constitution anywhere 
and everywhere within what is properly the Uni- 
ted States, lam perfectly ready to do it; but I 
trust we shall have no such necessity. 

The measure of my friend from Vermont is a 
measure of peace. The proposition to construct 
these additional vessels is a measure of peace. I 
do not suppose anybody ever dreamed of making 
this appropriation for the purpose of having col- 
lisions with these seceding States. Ido not be- 
lieve—I have never belicved—that any collision 
will be necessary, except in a certain event. But 
it may be that it will come; it may be that war 
will come; it may be that these difhculties are to 
grow vastly greater than they are now. When 
that time comes, | trust we shall be ready to meet 
all our responsibilities like men. We need not 
be told about it, however, in advance. 

But the question now is simply this: what is 
necessary for us to do with reference to the inter- 
ests of this country as connected with its naval 
force? That is all. Is this matter itself such as 
has been recommended to us more than once; 
such as recommends itself to us on its own mer- 
its; such as weare bound to provide for according 
to our own sense of duty under the Constitution 
and the law, even if we borrow money; and I take 
it the time has not yet come when we cannot bor- 
row money? I am ready to vote it; and although 
the Senator standing here will not vote it, because 
it may be that it will give additional force to the 
Government which he represents here, I say to | 
him, that is no objection to my mind. Tam per- 
fectly willing it should have that additional force, 
if needed, especially when Tam so well defended 
by the recommendation of a Democratic Presi- 
dont, year after year, aided and supported bya 
Democratic Senate. 

Mr. MASON. Mr. President, the honorable 
Senator was alittle discursive in his reply; but he 
has enlightened us, or enlightened me, certainly, 
upon this point: that the pressing necessity for 
the increase of the naval force has some reference 
to the condition of things in the seceding States. 
It enlightened me that far, atleast. He says: is 
there propriety in our allowing our naval force to 
go into decay, as it is now getting, without in- 
creasing it, in view of the fact that the arsenals, 
navy-yards, fortifications, and public property, 
and mints, &c., have been seized in those States? 
Sir, it is not necessary to spell the word apple- 
pie to know the pie when it is before you. Itake 
the Senator on his own ground: there is a view to 
increase the naval armament, because of the con- 
dition of things in the States that have seceded. F 
take it as his admission 

Mr. FESSENDEN. I have admitted no such 
thing. You can take it as you like, 

Mr. MASON. He has had a reference to the 
existing condition of things in those States. 

Mr. FESSENDIN, The honorable Senator 
will excuse me, [said that that was no argu- 
ment for diminishing the necessary force. 

Mr. MASON. Well, sir, lct the country pass 


upon it. If the honorable Senator undertakes to 
ask me whom I represent, I will notask the hon- į 


orable Senator that question. Ihave that respect 
for him which he is entitled to, for his position, 
his mind, his intellect, and his self-propriety. He 
is to determine for himself what he represents and 
whom; I for myself. I will tell him whom I repre- 
sent: the sovereign State of Virginia, to whom I 
am alone amenable for what I may do or say 
here. 

The honorable Senator referred to a remark that 
fell from the distinguished Senator from the State 
of Mississippi lately here, which I heard, and 
heard with equal approbation, that he intended 
loyally to contribute hiszmite or his devotion to 
the administration of this Government while he 
continued to be a member of it. I respond to it 
in the spirit of a man of honor and a maa of loy- 
alty. Iwill do nothing that will stand in the way 
of the full, complete administration of this Gov- 
ernment as long as I remain one of the partici- 

ants in its administration; but I will do this: if 

have reason to believe that the Government in 
which I participate to administer, is initiating a 
policy that will lead to civil war; that will Jead to 
an unnecessary war; that will minister to the pas- 
sions of bad men in going into that war, I will 
not vote to increase the armament for that pur- 
pose. I will notrefrain from voting a dollar; on 


i the contrary, I would strain the public credit, as 


I have done. by voting for the loan bills, to sup- 
ply all the necessary means to carry on the ordi- 
nary functions of this Government; but when I 
have reason to believe that itis attempted to incur 
extraordinary expenditures, under present cir- 
cumstances, when those who administer the Gov- 
ernment now would refrain from them, and when 
I have reason to believe, confirmed by what fell 
from the honorable Senator from Maine, that the 
purpose is to strengthen the arm of the Govern- 
ment, with a view to a prospect such as I have 
indicated, I am doing my duty, as a Senator of 
the United States, in doing what I can to prevent 
it. That is my idea of the duty of a Senator. 
The honorable Senator has not favored us with 
his views of the propriety of incurring this large 
expenditure for an increase of the Navy, in the 
present decrepit condition of the publie credit, 
Ie has contented himself by saying it was the 
recommendation of a Democratic Administration: 
Suppose it was: docs that make it any better or 
any worse, when we come to test its real object? 
{ know there has been a recommendation—not, I 
think, of a Democratic Administration alone, but 
of former Administrations for a series of years— 
to increase the Navy as a great measure of public 


į policy; to increase it by keeping some proportion- 


ate ratio with the increase of the naval Powers 
of Europe, of France and England; to increase 
it from the necessity of adding to our Navy be- 
cause of the change, in that arm of the public ser- 
vice, from sailing to steam vessels, I do not know 
that I ever went against that policy within reason- 
able limits. Although I come from a section of 
the country that has no commerce, yet I have 
participated as a Senator of the United States in 
the duty incumbent upon us all to protect the 
commeree of the country; and I have never re- 
frained from lending my aid to any of those meas- 
ures of public policy, although they were to op- 
erate more beneficially upon other sections of the 
country than that to which I belong. 

But at the present time, in a juncture of affairs 
never before known or anticipated in this coun- 
try; when the Governmentis dismembered; when 
a large portion of the territory and of the wealth 
and resources of the country has been lopped off, 
and the process of disintegration is going on, to stop 
we know not where; when that has had the neces- 
sary effect of destroying the public credit; when 
Senators, who are very soon to become the dom- 
inant power in the Government, decline to fix an 
established course of policy; when they will not 
say whether they will go to war or not; but shadow 
itout darkly, as the honorable Senator from Maine 
has done, by declaring that a state of things may 
arise to make it necessary; for one, sir, as a con- 
Stituent part of the public power, I will not vote 
a dollar to increase the Army or the Navy until 
there is a settled policy, an established and un- 
derstood ae modeled upon the new state of 
things. I want to know the policy of this Gov- 
ernment, whether they are to go to war with the 
seceding States, or not; whether they are to allow 
them peacefully to withdraw upon terms to be set- 
tled by negotiation, or whether we are to remain 
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here until the 4th of March, with these purposes 
only darkly shadowed forth, as was done by the 
honorable Senator from New York [Mr.Sewarp] 
a few days ago, on presenting a petition, and as 
has been done by the Senator from Maine, that 
there may be a state of things when it may be 
necessary to coerce. 

The Senator has told.us he has no fastidious- 
ness on the subject, no objection to expressing 
his opinion that there may be a state of things 
when it may be necessary even to coerce a State. 
We have that policy in that mode shadowed out, 
but not avowed. Now, it is time to establish a 
policy, and let us know what is to be done. Ide- 
sire, as a Senator of the United States, that Imay 
know how to shape my course in relation to other 
measures of public policy; but until it is done, 
until we know whether a civil war is to be waged 
or not because of secession, I will never vote a 
dollar to increase the military arm of this Govern- 
ment. 

Mr. CLINGMAN. 
adjourn. [‘ Oh! no.”] 

The motion was not agreed to; there being, on 
a division—ayes 13, noes 27. 

Mr. KING: Mr. President, I believe this meas- 
urc of increasing the Navy has been recommended 
to us every year since I have been in the'Senate; 
and I think the same number of vessels have been 
recommended. [**Larger.”] There may have 
been more atother times. Ihave uniformly voted 
against the proposition to increase the Navy, be- 
cause I have not believed there was any necessity 
for it; but treason is abroad in this land, and I 
believe there is an occasion and a necessity for 
the increase of the armament and power of the 
country. 

Mr. POLK. 
will suggest to him that he is under a mistake; he 
did vote for it at the last session. 

Mr. KING. [think not. My opinion would 
be that I did not. Possibly I may have done so 
at the last session. I have voted against it re- 
peatedly; and but for the condition of things which 
exists in the country now, I would not vote for it 
at the present time. I will vote for it now, how- 
ever, to put the country in a condition to defend 
itsclf against its enemies, whether they be domes- 
tic. or foreign enemies. 

Mr. President, this Government cannot be peace- 
ably destroyed, or overthrown, or divided. Be- 
fore that should be done, the sovereigns them- 
selves would come here, if their representatives 
could prove recreant in their defense of it. Itis 
well that it should be understood that the people 
of this country will never give their consent toa 
peaceable destruction and dissolution of it. They 
would be recreant to all the high duties which 
men owe to their Maker and their country, to 
their race, to themselves, and the high trust which 
the ancestry who acquired the country have be- 
queathed to them, if they could entertain a thought 
of its destruction. Sir, I do not believe it can be 
destroyed. I would use forbearance, patience; I 
would extend every degree of kindness, and make 
every effort for conciliation with these people; but 
to admit their right to divide the country, to take 
a State out of the Union, or to destroy it; and, 
last of all, that they should’peaceably have the 
right to break it up, I should never agree to. 

{ do not know what these gentlemen consider 
peace. They have armed themselves by means 
which are well known to the whole country. 
They have illegally taken the arms belonging to 
this Government from our arsenals. Cabinet offi- 
cers and members of the Senate have been in com- 
plicity in this treason. A foul and infamous plot, 
T have no doubt, has existed to destroy this Gov- 
ernment. Providence, rather than the skill or 
attention of the people, has arrested it; and some 
of the men connected with it have been driven 
from the Cabinet in disgrace. I believe indict- 
ments have been found in this District against one 
of them for embezzlement, petty larceny, grand 
larceny, or any other infamous offense thata man 
might commit, in addition to his treason. 

There are gentlemen here who are opposed to 
this appropriation. There were members of Con- 
gress found in the war of 1812 who voted against 
supplies tothe Government to defend itself against 
its enemies. It is not surprising that there should 
be some such men found in Congress at any time. 
The greatest and widest latitude of freedom of 
opinion exists and should exist in this country. 


I move that the Senate 


lf the Senator will allow me, I | 


A man has a right to talk as he pleases. He can- 
not talk treason in this country; he must act it; 
but, Mr. President, when he acts it, in my judg- 
ment, he should take the fate of a traitor; and he 
should not seck to escape it by contending that he 
can do it peacefully against his country. 

I cannot perceive the notion of honor that a 
man can have who can conceive that he can steal 
into a house, partly his own, and clandestinely 
and furtively rob it of its strength and means of 
defense, and then assail it, and claim that he may 
have the right to do so, and that they shall not 
pursue him with force to punish him for the crime | 
he has committed. J tell these gentlemen, in my 
judgment, this treason must come to an end— 
peacefully, I hope; but never, in my judgment, 
peacefully by the ignominious submission of the 
people of this country to traitors—never. I desire 
peace; but I would amply provide means for the 
defense of the country by war, if necessary. 

Mr.GREEN. From the beginning of this ses- 
sion I have desired to avoid all discussion touch- 
ing these questions until every means of adjust- 
ment should have been exhausted; but from the 
language thrown out to-day, I can hold still no 
longer, and intend to express my sentiments at 
length. To do so, however, T ought to ask the 
Senate to indulge me until to-morrow morning. I 
shall therefore move to adjourn. [‘*Oh! no.”] 

The motion was not agreed to; there being on 
a division—ayes 19, noes 25, 

Mr. GREEN. Well, Mr. President, it is al- 
most five o’clock, and the Senate has refused to 
me that ordinary courtesy which I have ever 
extended to every member of this body. 

Mr. HALE. ‘If the Senator will allow me, I 
desire to ask him whether there is any particu- 
lar necessity for him to submit his views upon 
this bill? 

Mr. GREEN. There is, owing to the debate 
thathassprungup. Ihad intended to postpone it; 
and have refrained the whole session, and made 
no speech during the whole session on the subject. 

Mr. HALE.: Then I move that the Senate 
adjourn. 

‘The motion was agreed to; and the Senate 
adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Monpay, February 11, 1861. 


The House met at twelve o’clock, m. Prayer 
by the Chaplain, Rev. Tuomas H. STOCKTON. 

The Journal of Saturday last wasread and ap- 
proved. 


LETTER FROM THE SECRETARY OF WAR. 
The SPEAKER laid before the House a com- 


munication from the Secretary of War, inclosing 
for the information of the House of Representa- 
tives, the report of the chief of ordnance, com- 
municating certain objections toa bill now pend- 
ing before that body, providing for the removal 
of the United States arsenal at St. Louis; which 
was referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, 
and ordered to be printed. 


MRS. ANN E. SMOOT. 


Mr. HARRIS, of Maryland. I ask the unan- 
imous consent of the House for leave to discharge 
the Committee of the Whole House on the Private 
Calendar from the further consideration of House 
bill No. 734, for the relief of Mrs. Ann E. Smoot, 
widow of the late Captain Joseph Smoot, of the 
United States Navy, in order thatit may be put on 
its passage. It is for the relicf of the widow ofa 
distinguished naval officer of the State of Mary- 
land, and was unanimously reported by the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. I have no | 
disposition to interfere with my friend’s bill — 

Mr. HARRIS, of Maryland. Then do not 
object to it. {Laughter.] 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. But there is 
a private bill now pending before the ITouse. I 
do not object. 

There was no objection; and the Committee of 
the Whole House on the Private Calendar was 
discharged from the further consideration of the 
bill. 

The bill provides that the benefit of the sixth 
section of “ An act to amend the act to promote | 
the efficiency of the Navy,” approved January į 
16, 1859, be extended to Mrs, Ann E. Smoot, | 
widow of the late Captain Joseph Smoot, of the | 


United States Navy, and thatthe properaccounting 


officers of the Treasury be directed to pay her the 


amount her husband was receiving at the time -hée 
was placed on the reserved list, on furlough pays 
to the date of his death, deducting.therefrom what- 
ever amount he may have received ‘in the mean 
time on account of pay. - : 
It appears from the report that Captain Smoot, 
while in command of the navy-yard at Ports- 
mouth, New Hampshire, was, by the operation 
of the act entitled ** An act to promote the effi- 
ciency ofthe Navy,” approved February 28, 1855, 
laced on the reserved list on furlough pay. Feel- 
ing himself aggrieved by the action of the retiring 
board, he memorialized Congress for relief; but 
in view of the subsequent act passed January, 
1857, providing for courts of inquiry, he determ- 
ined toavail himself of its provisions, and took the 
preliminary steps toavail himself ofits provisions, 
and employed counsel to conduct his case before 
such court; but, unfortunately, before he was able 
to carry his purposes into full effect, he departed 
this life, just anterior to the organization of the’ 
court.. A keen sense of the assumed injustice 
done him by the retiring board preyed upon the 
spirits of Captain Smoot, and is belteved to have 
hastened the period of his death; and his widow, 
who deeply shares in the reproach thus, as she 
believes, unjustly cast upon his memory, prays 
an acknowledgment upon the part of Congress of 
his long and gallant services, and prays that the 
benefits of the sixth section of an act entitled 
‘ An act to promote the efficiency of the Navy,” 
approved January 16, 1857, may be extended to 
his case; and an act be passed directing the pay- 
ment to her of the amount her said husband was 
receiving at the time he was so placed upon the 
reserved list on furlough pay, to the time of his 
death, deducting therefrom whatever sums he may’ 
have received in the mean time upon account of 
ay. 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read 
a third time; and being engrossed, it was accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed. f 
Mr. HARRIS, of Maryland, moved to recon- 
sider the vote by which the bill was passed; and 
also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 
upon the table. f 
The latter motion was agreed to. 


SWANSON’S LANDING. 


Mr. HAMILTON, by unanimous consent, in- 
troduced a bill to establish a port‘of entry at 
Swanson’s Landing, on the waters of Red river, 
in the State of Texas; which was read a first and. 
second time by its title, and referred'to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. ; 


CALL OF STATES FOR BILLS, ETC. 


The SPEAKER. The business now in order 
is the call of States for bills and resolutions for 
reference. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. What be- 
comes of my private bill? 

The SPEAKER. It is the first business in 
order after the morning hour. 


CRITTENDEN RESOLUTIONS. 


Mr. MARTIN, of Virginia. I introduce the 
following resolution: ; 

Resolved, (the two Houses of Congress concutring,) 
That the Legislatures of the several States of the United 
States be requested promptly to pass such laws as are re- 
quisite to authorize the holding of special elections, to ena- 
ble the whole people to vote for or against the proposition 
known as the Crittenden amendment; and that their decis- 
ion shall be taken as a basis of settlement for all dificul- 
ties now seriously threatening our national unity. 

Mr. ELIOT. I object. i 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman hastheright 
to introduce his joint resolation. 

Mr. MARTIN, of Virginia, moved that the 
resolution be referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. — 

The question was taken; and the motion was 
agreed to. 

SOUTHERN CONFEDERACY. 


Mr. CRAIGE, of North Carolina. I submit 
the following resolution: 


Whereas, the States of South Carolina, Florida, Ala- 
bama, Georgia, Mississippi, and Louisiana have seceded 


| from the Confederacy of the United States, and have es- 


tablished a Government under the name of “the Confed- 
eracy of the United States South; and whereas it is 
desirable that the most amicable relations should exist 
between the two Governments, and war should be avoided 
as the greatest calamity which can befall them— 
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Resolved hy the Senate and House of Representatives of 
the United States of America in Congress assembled, That 
the President of the United States be, and is hereby, re- 
quired to acknowledge the independence of said govern- 
ment as soon as he is informed officially of its establish- 
ment; abd that he receive such envoy, cmbassador, or 
commissioner as may or shall be appointed by said govern- 
ment for the purpose of amicably adjusting the matters in 
dispute with said Government. 

Mr. CRAIGE, of North Carolina. I hope that 
the resolution will be permitted to pass, as į doubt 
not it is the wish of all of us that peace shall be 
preserved. i 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. I object; and move 
that it be referred to the Committee on Patents. 
[Laughter.] 

Mr. CRAIGE, of North Carolina. I move 
that it be referred to the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs. i 

The question was taken; and the joint resolu- 
tion was referred to the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs. 


JEFTERSON TERRITORY. 


Mr. DAILEY, by unanimous consent, pre- 
sented joint resolutions of Nebraska Territory, 
asking for the organization of the Territory of Jef- 
ferson; which were referred to the Committee on 
Territories. 


INDIAN BONDS. 


Mr. MORRIS, of Illinois, by unanimous con- 
sent, submitted the following resolution; which 
was read, considered, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the select committee raised to inquire 
into the facts in regard to the abstraction of certain bonds 
from the Interior Department have leave to report to-mor- 
row, the 12th instant, at one o’clock. 


SUFFERERS IN KANSAS. 


Mr. CASE. ‘I ask leave to report from the 
Committee on Territorics a bill for the relicfof the 
sufferers by drought and famine in Kansas; and 
I hope that it will be referred to the Committee of 
the Whole on the state of the Union. 

Mr. BURNETT objected. 

Mr. CASE. If I can get the floor, after the 
morning hour, I give notice that I will move to 
suspend the rules, that the bill may be introduced. 


A. T. SPENCER & CO. 


Mr. FARNSWORTH. I ask the unanimous 
consent of the House for leave to discharge the 
Committee of the Whole Fouse on the Private 
Calendar from the further consideration of Senate 
bill, No. 221, for the relief of A. T. Spencer and 
Gurdon S. Hubbard, in order that it may be put 
on its passage. 

Mr. PHELPS. I object. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH, I will seek another 
opportunity to get the bill up, in order that it may 
be put on its passage. 


NEW ORLEANS MINT. 


Mr. McCLERNAND introduced the following 
resolution; which was read, considered, and agreed 
to: 

Whereas it is reported that near a million dollars, con- 
sisting of the money of the United States and of individual 
deposits, was Jately in the custody of the superintendent 
of the mint of the United States at the city of New Or- 
Jeans ; and whereas it is also reported that that officer has 
refused to pay adraft of the United States out of theirown 
money in his custedy, and has appropriated the whole of 
the contents of said mint to the use of the revolutionary 
authorities in the State of Louisiana, and has put the Uni- 
ted States at defiance ; and whereas it is also reported that 
the same revolutionary authorities have seized the custom- 
house of the United States at said city : Therefore, 

Resolved, That the President of the United States be re- 
spectfully requested to communicate to this House, at an 
early day, if, in his judgment, not incompatible with the 
public interests, the facts in relation to the aforesaid mat- 
ters, and what, if any, steps he has taken, or contemplates, 
to recover possession of said treasure and property. 


PATENT OFFICE REGULATIONS. 


Mr. MORRIS, of Illinois, offered the following 
resolution, and asked that it be referred to the 
Committee on Printing: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Printing be instructed 
to include in the printed report of the Patent Office the 
forms, rules, and regulations of that office necessary to be 
observed in applying for patents. 

Mr. BURNETT. I donot think that that res- 
olution goes tothe Committee on Printing, because 
I think it changes existing laws. f 

Mr. MORRIS, of Hlinois. Iwill state to the 
House the object of the resolution. 1 presume 
there i$ Hot a member of this House who has not 
frequently been called upon for the forms neces- 
sary to be observed in applying for patents, and i 


they have been compelled to write to the Patent 
Office for them. If they are printed with the agri- 
cultural and mechanical parts of the Patent Office 
report, they can always be obtained in every 
neighborhood, because those books are distrib- 
uted everywhere. As a matter of convenience, 
these regulations should be printed as indicated 
by the resolution. - 

Mr. PHELPS. Is not the gentleman from Illi- 
nois aware that whenever the Commissioner of 
Patents is applied to fora copy of those regula- 
tions, he forwards them without any extra ex- 
pense? 

Mr. MORRIS, of Hlinois. Thatis very true. 

Mr. PHELPS. Why, then, print them? 

Mr. MORRIS, of Hlinois. If these forms were 
to be found in the Patent Office reports, which 
are scattered everywhere through the country, 
they could easily be obtained by all persons who 
desire them, without being compelled to apply to 
anybody. Sometimes persons, at great inconve- 
nience, are obliged te go ten, fifteen, or twenty 
miles, to see somebody who is familiar with the 
business of the Patent Office. I have received: 
various letters upon this subject, and have received 
numerous applications for these forms; and it does 
seem to me that, inasmuch as the cost will be 
small, and the value of the reports will not be 
diminished thereby, these forms ought to be pub- 
lisled in the back part of the book. 

Mr. PHELPS. As the matter of printing a 
document is not before the House, I move that 
the resolution be referred to the Committee on 
Printing. 

It was so referred. 


UNION OF THE STATES. 


Mr. LOVEJOY presented a petition of citizens 
of the county of Champlain, State of Illinois, 
respectfully asking that measures be speedily taken 
oe Congress for the preservation of our glorious 

nion, for sustaining the honor of our national 
flag, and for the enforcement of the laws as they 
now are; which was ordered to be laid on the 
table. 

CRITTENDEN COMPROMISE. 


Mr. McCLERNAND, by unanimous consent, 
presented the petition of certain citizens of Mar- 
shall county, Illinois, praying for the adoption of 
the Crittenden plan of adjustment; which was laid 
on the table. 

Mr. WOODSON, by unanimous consent, pre- 
sented the memorial of citizens of Missouri, pray- 
ing for the adoption of the Crittenden compro- 
mise; which was laid on the table. 

Mr. CLARK, of Missouri, by’ unanimous con- 
sent, presented the petition of sundry citizens of 
Jackson and Randolph counties, Missouri, ask- 
ing for the adoption of the Crittenden compro- 
mise; which was laid upon the table. 


MILITARY ACADEMY. 


Mr. STANTON, by unanimous consent, re- 
ported a bill to amend an act entitled “An act 
making appropriations for the papper of the Mil- 
itary Academy for the year ending 30th June, 
1847,” approved August 8, 1846; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


PORT OF ENTRY—-NIAGARA. 


Mr, JOHN COCHRANE, by unanimous con- 
sent, introduced a bill to be entitled ** An act for 
the removal of the port of entry of the collection 
district of Niagara, in the State of New York, 
from Lewiston to Niagara Suspension Bridge, in 
the same district, and for other purposes;”? which 
was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 


WITILDRAWAL OF STATES. 


Mr. FERRY asked the unanimous consent of 
the House to offer the following resolution: 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Judiciary be in- 
structed to inquire into the.expediency of so amending the 
Constitution of the United States as expressly to forbid the 
withdrawal of any State from the Union without the con- 
sent of tivo thirds of borb Houses of Congress, the approval 
of the President, and the consent of all the States; to re- 
port by joint resolution proposing such amendment, or other- 
wise. 

Mr. WINSLOW objected; and the resolution 


was not received. 
GENERAL HARNEY. 
Mr. SCOTT offered the following resolution; 
which was read, considered, and agreed to: 
Resolved, That the Secretary of War is requested to fur- 


nish the House of Representatives with a copy of the offi- 
cial letter of George Irie, Jate first lieutenant of the third 
regiment United States artillery, now on file in the War 
Department, in reply to General Harney’s official letter of 
9th December, 1859, relating to the affairs of the military 
department of Oregon. 


OREGON WAR DEBT. 


Mr. STOUT, by unanimous consent, presented 
the memorial of citizens of Oregon, praying for 
the passage of a law to provide for the payment 
of the Oregon war debt. 


GEORGE L. JOHNSON. 


Mr. STEVENS, of Washington, introduced 
the following resolution; which was read, consid- 
ered, and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Interior be requested 
to direct the surveyor genera} of Washington Territory to 
ascertain the amount of damages suffered by George L. 
Johnson, in consequence of the occupation of his land in 
that ‘Territory by the War Department, and report the same 
to this House with all the testimony upon the subject. 


ARTILUR EDWARDS. 
Mr. MAYNARD, by unanimous consent, in- 


troduced a joint resolution to repcal the joint res- 
olution, approved June 22, 1860, for the relief of 
Arthur Edwards and his associates; which was 
referred to the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads. 


ADJUSTMENT OF DIFFICULTIES. 


Mr. EDWARDS, by unanimous consent, pre- 
sented the memorial of certain citizens of New 
Hampshire, praying that the present difficultics 
may be adjusted; which was laid on the table. 

Mr. BURCH, by unanimous consent, intro- 
duced the following resolution; which was read, 
considered, and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Territories be instructed 
to report upon the propositions now before said committee 
for a territorial government, or to extend the eastern bound- 
ary of California over western Utah, known as “ Nevada 
Territory.” 

WITHDRAWAL OF STATES. 


_ Mr. FERRY introduced the following resolu- 
tion: 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Judiciary be in- 
structed to inquire into the expediency of so amending the 
Constitution of the United States as expressly to forbid 
the withdrawal of any State from the Union without the 
consent of two thirds of both Houses of Congress, the ap- 
proval of the President, and the consent of all the States; 
to report by joint resolution proposing such amendment, or 
otherwise. 


Mr. BURNETT expressing a desire to debate 
the resolution, it was laid over under under the 
rule. 


EMANCIPATION OF SLAVES. 


Mr. McKEAN introduced the following reso- 
lution: 


Whereas the “ Gulf States” have assumed to secede from 
the Union, and it is deemed important to prevent the 
“border slave States’? from following their example; and 
whcreas it is believed that those who are inflexibly opposed 
to any measure of compromise or concession that involves, 
or inay involve, a sacrifice of principle or the extension of 
slavery, would nevertheless cheerfully concur in any law- 
ful measure for the emancipation of the slaves: Therefore, 

Resolved, That the select committee of five be instructed 
to inquire whether, by the consent of the people, or of the 
State governments, or by compensating the slaveholders, it 
be practicable for the General Government to procure the 
emancipation of the slaves in some, or all, of the “ border 
States ;”? and iť so, to report a bill for that purpose. 


Mr. BURNETT indicating a desire to discuss 
the resolution, it was laid on the table under the 
rule. 


WASHINGTON’S BIRTHDAY. 


Mr. SICKLES introduced the following reso- 
lution; and called the previous question upon the 
Same: 

Whereas it has become expedient to revive that “ spirit 
of amity and that mutual deference and concession” which, 
in the formation of our Government, overcame all the ob- 
stacles arising out of the “difference among the several 
States as to their situation, extent, habits, and political in- 
terests,”? and established our Union upon the sure founda- 
tlong of fraternal affection and the common welfare : There- 

ore, 

Resolved, Thatit be earnestly recommended to the people 
ofthe United States to celebrate the 22d day of February, in- 
stant, asa national holiday, in commemoration of the birth, 
the exaited character, the incomparable public services, and 
the patriotism of George Washington, the first President of 
the United States ; that the Speaker be requested to invite 
Hon. Edward Everett to deliver an oration on that day in 
the Hall of the House of Representatives ; and furthermore, 
that the Speaker do order and direct suitable arrangements 
to be made for the occasion. : 


Mr. WASHBURNE, of Ilinois. I propose to 
debate that resolution. 
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The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New 
York has called the previous question upon the 
resolution. 

Mr. GARNETT. I desire to debate that res- 
olution, unless the gentleman will consent to an 
amendment. 

Mr. SICKLES. Iwill hear the amendment. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New 
York has demanded the previous question. 

Mr. GARNETT. How did the gentleman get 
the floor to demand the previous question? Un- 
der the rules, if any gentleman desires to debate 
a resolution, it must lie over. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks the gen- 
tleman from Virginia is under a misapprehension. 
If a gentleman offers a resolution, and demands 
the previous question upon it, and the previous 
question is sustained, that shuts off debate, and 
he is entitled to have a vote. Thatis the practice 
of the House; that is the rule. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois, I believe I 
proposed to debate that resolution before the pre- 
vious question was called. 

The SPEAKER. Yes,sir; but the gentleman 
from New York had the floor. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. Then I hope 
the previous question will not be seconded, so that 
the resolution may be open for debate. 

Mr. BOCOCK. Task for tellers on ordering 
the main question, 

Mr. GARNETT. I desire to say, with the 
leave of the gentleman from New York, that Ido 
not object to the resolution; but I wish to insert 
after the name of “ George Washington,” the 
words “ the illustrious Virginian and slavehold- 
er. 

Mr. JOHN COCHRANE, (in his seat.) And 
emancrpationist. 

Mr. SICKLES. And patriot. 

The SPEAKER. The original resolution will 
now be read. The question will be upon second- 
ing the demand for the previous question. 

The resolution was again read. 

The SPEAKER ordered tellers on seconding 
the demand for the previous question; and ap- 

ointed Messrs. Briecs and Burnuam as tellers. 

Mr. JOHN COCHRANE. I wish to makea 
suggestion to my colleague. 

Mr. SICKLES. 1 will hear my colleague. 

Mr. JOHN COCHRANE. My suggestionis, 
in order to strengthen the enstaten: which I 
shall vote for in any event, that the resolution 
close with the words ‘ United States,” and omit 
that part which invites the Hon. Edward Everctt 
to deliver an address, I trust that he will limit 
jt toa recommendation that the citizens of the 
United States keep the 22d of February as a na- 
tional holiday. ; 

Mr. SICKLES. I will accept that modifica- 
tion; and now | insist upon the demand for the 
previous question. 

Mr. HINDMAN. I suggest that, in lieu of 
a public address, Mr. Everett be requested to 
furnish his remarks to the New York Ledger. 
(Langhter.] 

Mr WHITELEY. Would it not be well to 
amend the resolution so as to ask somebody to 
sing the ‘Star-spangled Banner.” {Renewed 
laughter. 

Mr. CRAIGE, of North Carolina. I rise to a 
question of order. I believe that, if a resolution 
is cither debated, or proposed to be debated, it 
lies over. Now, gentlemen have already cngaged 
in debate, and therefore the resolution must lie 


over. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from North 
Carolina will pardon me. Í am satisfied that I 
am right under the rules. If a gentleman demands 
the previous question, and it is sustained, that 
cuts off debate, and he is entitled to have a vote. 

Mr. CRAIGE, of North Carolina, That is nat 
the point. The point I made was, that although 
the gentleman called the previous question, he 

ermitted his colleague [Mr.Joun Cocuraye] 
to debate the resolution,and thereby it goes over. 
The resolution has actually been debated. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair did not regard it 
in that way. 

The resolution, as modified, was then read. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Hlinois. I withdraw 
objection to the resolution as it now stands. 

Mr. BURNETT. There can be no objection 
to the resolution as it now stands. We generally 
observe that day anyhow in this country. 


TheSPEAKER. If there isno objection to the 
resolution, tellers will not be ordered. 
The resolution was agreed to. 


COLLECTION OF REVENUE, ETC. 


Mr. SICKLES. J offer the following resolu- 
tion: 

Resolved, That the Secretary ofthe Treasury be requested 
to inform this House whether the duties on imporis con- 
tinue to he collected in the ports of entry established by 
law in the States of South Carolina, Georgia, Alabama, 
Louisiana, and Florida; and whether any hindrances exist 
to the law of entry and elearing of vessels therein. Also, 
the present condition of the light-houses, beacons, and 
buoys in the said harbors and adjacent waters, Also, what 
measures, if any, have been taken to secure the revenue 
vessels in the service of the Department from seizure. or 
to recover possession of such as have been seized. “Also, 
what measures have been adopted for the security of the 
public moneys in the hands of depositaries in the aforesaid 
States, and whether they are available to the Treasury. 
Also, whether the use and control of any of the marine 
hospitals, permanent or temporary, have heen interfered 
with, and what proceedings have been adopted with refer- 
ence thereto. 

I demand the previous question on the resolu- 
tion. 

Mr. BURNETT. I ask the gentleman from 
New York, while he is sceking for information, to 
accept an additional resolution, also asking for in- 
formation. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolved, That the President of the United States fur- 
nish to this House, if not incompatible with the public ser- 
vice, the reasons that have induced him to assem bie a large 
number of troops in this city, why they are kept here, and 
whether be has any information of a conspiracy upon the 
part of any portion of the citizens of this country to scize 


upon the capital, and prevent the inauguration of the Pres- 
ident clect. 


Mr. SICKLES. I have no objection to that 
addition to my resolution. I want all the inform- 
ation upon that subject. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. I suggest to 
the gentleman from New York that, if he wishes 
his resolution to be adopted, he had better not 
accept these preporiens, 

Mr. HUGHES. I desire to offer an amend- 
ment; and I ask that it be read. 

The Clerk commenced to read the amendment, 
as follows: 

Resolved, ‘That the committee of five be instructed-—— 


Mr. SICKLES. Oh, I cannot accept that. It 
is not germane to my resolution. 

Mr. Sicxzes’s resolution, as modified at the 
suggestion of Mr. BURNETT, was agreed to. 

STARVATION IN KANSAS. 

‘Mr. WELLS asked leave to introduce a joint 
resolution for the relief of the starving people of 
Kansas. 

Mr. PHELPS. Thatis not in order under this 
call, and I object to it. 

The SPEAKER. If objected to, it is not in 
order. Itis a joint resolution. 

Mr. LOVEJOY. I hope there will be no ob- 
jection to that. Itis recommended in the Presi- 
dent’s message. 

Mr. PHELPS. We have no more right to 
vote money for the starving people of Kansas than 
for the starving people of Ireland. 


SLAVERY IN TIIE STATES. 


Mr. PALMER. I offer the resolutions which 
I send to the Clerk’s desk; and upon them I 
demand the previous question. 

The Clerk read the resolutions, as follows: 

Resolved, That neither the Federal Government, nor the 
people or governments of the non-slaveholding States, have 
a purpose ora constitutional right to legislate upón or jn- 
terfere with slavery in any of the States of the Union. 

Resolved, That those persons in the North who do not 
subscribe to the foregoing propositions are too insignificant 
in numbers or influence to excite the serious attention or 
alarm of any portion of the people of the Republic, and that 
the increase in their numbers and influence does not keep 
pace with the increase of the aggregate population of the 
Union. 

Mr. BRANCH. 
the House? 

The SPEAKER. Yes, sir. 

Mr. BRANCH. Then I call for a division of 
the resolutions. 

The SPEAKER. The first question is upon 
seconding the demand for the previous question. 

The previous question was seconded; and the 
main question ordered. 

Mr. PHELPS. I call for the yeas and nays 
on the first resolution. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 


Mr. HINDMAN. Will the gentleman who 


Are those resolutions before 


offered these resolutions allow me to ask ‘hima 
question? [Loud cries of ‘Nol?’ t Not? from 
the Republican side.} His resolutions contain a 
manifest falsehood. The House- cannot deliber- 
ately votenn untruth. [Shouts of “ Order!?”].May 
I be permitted to ask the gentleman who. offered 
the resolution a question for information? [Cries 
of “No!” No!” and.“ Call the roll!”]. Task 
him this question, if Mr. Lincoln, the President 
elect, has not declared that the Government ean- 
not exist permanently one half slave and one half 
free? and if that does not indicate a settled pur- 
pose on the part of his supporters to interfere with 
the institution of slavery in the southern States? 
[Shouts of ‘* Order!’”}] Lam obliged to the gentle- 
men opposite for the patience and courtesy with 
which they have heard me. (Laughter.} 

The quéstion was taken; and it was decided in 
the affirmative—yeas 116, nays 4; as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Charles F. Adams, Gryen Adams, Al- 
drich, Allen, William C. Anderson, Babbitt, Blair, Blake, 
Brabson, Brayton, Briggs, Bristow, Buffinton, Burlingainc, 
Burnham, Butterfield,Campbell, Carey, Carter,Case,Clem- 
ens, Coburn, John Cochrane, Colfax, Corwin, Covode, Cur- 
tis, Dawes, Delano, Dimmick, Duell, Dunn, Edwards, Ely, 
Etheridge, Farnsworth, Ferry, Foster, Fouke, Frank, 
French, Gilmer, Gooch, Grabam, Grow, Gurley, Hale, Tall, 
J. Morrison Harris, Haskin, Hatton, Helmick, Hoard, Hol- 
man, William Howard, Qumphrey, Hutchins, Irvine, Jun- 
kin, Francis W. Kellogg, Wiliam Kellogg, Kenyon, Kil- 
gore, Killinger, Larrabee, Lee, Loomis, Lovejoy, Mallory, 
Marston, McClernand, McKean, MckKenty, McKnight, Mce- 
Pherson, Millward, Montgomery, Laban ‘T. Moore, Moor- 
head, Morrill, Edward Joy Morris, Isaac N. Morric, Morse, 
Nelson, Nixon, Palmer, Perry, Pettit, Porter, Pottie, John 
H. Reynolds, Christopher Robinson, Scranton, Sherman, 
Spaulding, Spinner, Stanton, William Stewart, Stokes, 
Stout, Stratton, Tappan, Thayer, Theaker, ‘Pompkins, Van- 
dever, Van Wyck, Verree, Waldron, Walton, Cadwalader 
Cc Pes Pls ells, Wilson, Windom, and Wood- 
rulI—110, 

NAYS—Messrs. Barr, Phelps, Scott, and Woodson—4. 

So the resolution was agreed to. 

During the roll-call, the following proceedings 
took place: t 

Mr. WINSLOW. Iask the mover of the res- 
olution to strike out two words in it. 

Mr. BOTELER. Can we not divide the first 
resolution ? l 

The SPEAKER. The House is voting on the 
first resolution. 

Mr. BRANCH. I hope the whole resolutions 
will be allowed to be read again without any gen- 
tleman interposing. 

Mr. BOTELER. What I desire to know is, 
whether it is in order to divide the first resolu- 
tion, so as to take a separate vote in regard to the 
purpose of the North, and the constitutional right 
of the North? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Vir- 
ginia will understand that there have been several 
responses. The House has commenced voting, 
and cannot now stop for any purpose. 

Mr. HINDMAN. I rise to ask a question. 
(Calls to order.] It is perfectly immaterial to me 
whether gentlemen object or not. I intend to ex- 
press my views, [continued calls to order,] with- 
out any regard to interruptions. I rise to ask a 
question of the Chair. “Order t”? pert 

I hope that disorderly persons will be expelled 
from the Hall, or else requiréd to deport them- 
selves like gentlemen, which they are not. I arose 
to ask the Speaker a question. 

TheSPEAKER. The gentleman is entitled to 
ask the Chair a question. 

Mr. GROW. Not during the roll call. 

Mr. HINDMAN. That is what I presumed. 
I hope that will be satisfactory to those indi- 
viduals who did not know it before. I ask a 
division of the question, so that we may vote 
first on the question raised by the resolution, as 
to the right of the Federal Government to inter- 
fere with slavery in the States; and, second, as to 
the purpose of the people of the non-slaveholding 
States. My object in asking that is this: that the 
resolution, while asserting a correct principle as 
to the power to interfere with slavery, asserts that 
as to the purpose of the non-slaveholding States 
which many of us believe to be untrue. ft thus 
puts us in a false position, or is intended to do so. 

TheSPEAKER. The Chair decides that after 
responses have been made, no division is in order. 
The Clerk will procecd to cali the roll. 
| The Clerk resumed the calling of the roll. 
| Mr. BURNETT. [Irise to makean inquiry of 
! the Chair. I understand a division of the resolu- 
| tions to be called for. 


| The SPEAKER. They are divided, 
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Mr. BURNETT. A division was called for, 
atid the’ Chair divided the firstand second resolu- 
tions. We certainly had a right to a division of 
the whole series of resolutions. Now, I would 
stultify myself by voting for this resolution. I 
can vote that the people of the non-slaveholding 
States have no right to interfere with slavery, but 
it would be stating what is false, to say that they 
had no purpose to interfere with slavery in the 
slave States: . 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will call the roll. 

My: SICKLES. May I ask my colleague for 
permission tfo make asugzestion? [Criesof No !”? 
“Not” “Call the roll! ”] Thereis a mistake, 
and an important one, in the resolution. [Calls 

“to Order!” : 

Mt. VAN WYCK. 
tion of the vote. 

Mr. BOCOCK (when his name was called) said: 
Task to be excused from voting on this resolution. 
Twill not take up time to give my reasons. 

Mr. BRABSON (when his name was called) 
said: I cannot vote as to the intention of the Re- 
publicans; but I vote ‘ay?’ on that part of the 
resolution denying the power of the Government 
to interfere with slavery in the States. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman vote? 

Mr. BRABSON. I vote “ay.” 

Mr. BURCH (when hisname was called) said: 
I desire to state 

Mr. GROW. I rise to a point of order. 

The SPEAKER. No debate can be allowed 
during the roll-call. 

Mr. HINDMAN. Why should not the gen- 
tleman from California be allowed to-make an 
explanation as well as the gentleman from Tennes- 
see, [Mr. Brasson?] I suppose he was allowed 
to speak because he was known to occupy a posi- 
tion different from that of most of us on this side. 
It is well known what his position is—that he is 
one of the submissionist party of the South. 

Mr. BRABSON. If the gentleman from Ark- 
ansas says that I ama submissionist, I tell him 
that he is mistaken, 

Mr. HINDMAN. Task the gentleman if he 
is not in favor of submitting ? 

Mr. BRABSON. Iwill never submit to any- 
thing that is wrong—never! 

r. BURCH. I subscribe to that portion of 
the resolution which declares there is no power or 
right in any of the northern States, or in the Gen- 
eral Government to disturb, abolish, or interfere 
with slavery in the slave States. [Cries of “ Or- 
der!’’] But not being willing to vouch for the 
opinions and desires of the people of Massachu- 
setts, or any other northern State than my own, 
I decline to vote. [Cries of“ Order t”? ] 

Mr. JOHN COCHRANE (when his name 
was called) said: The resolution expresses only 
a universally conceded principle; and therefore I 
decline to vote. 

Mr. HINDMAN. Task to be excused from 
voting. [Cries of *¢Object!”] Then, because 
the latter part of the resolution asserts a false- 
hood, I refuse to vote. 

Mr. QUARLES stated that Mr. Leacu, of 
North Carolina, was confined to his room by in- 
disposition, 

Mr. MALLORY (when his name was called) 
said: As I believe that to be the sentiment of a 
majority of the pcople of the northern States, I 
vote “ay.” [Cries of“ Good!”)] I simply ex- 
press my opinion in doing that. 

Mr. MAYNARD (when his name was called) 
said: I believe in a portion of the resolution, and 
1 bope that the rest of it is true. Still, gentlemen 
from the non-slaveholding States ought not to ex- 
pect us from the slavcholding States to vote on 
that part of the resolution, which is simply ex- 

ressive of their purpose. Nobody is more grat- 
ified than I am at the evidence on that point given 
by the votes of the other side. I hail it as a most 
auspiciousomen. I decline to vote. 

Mr. McCLERNAND (when his name was 
called,) said: Understanding that the word ‘© peo- 
ple, where it first occurs in the resolution, to 
mean the whole people of a State, and notany party 
or portion of the people thereof; and that the word 
“ States,” where it last occurs, means slaveholding 
States; understanding this to be the meaning and 
effect of the resolution, I vote for it—protesting, 
however, at the same time, against the expression 
of any opinion, on my part, as to the purpose of 
any anti-slavery organization of the North. 


I object to any interrup- 


Mr. NIBLACK stated that his colleague, Mr. 
Davis, was confined to his room by indisposition. 
He (Mr. N.Y declined to vote. `> | 

Mr. PHELPS (when his name wascalled) said: 
The resolution affirms the purpose of the people 
of the non-slaveholding States not to interfere with 
slavery in the States. If this be true, I am glad of 
it; but I cannot declare what their purpose is. The 
resolution furthermore declares the non-slavehold- 
ing States have no right to legislate concerning 
slavery. This proposition I deny. New York has 
the right to establish or prohibit slavery within 
her limits. 

The non-slaveholding States have the right, as 
did New York and Pennsylvania in former years, 
to protect the property in slaves of sojourners in 
these States for a limited period of time. I can- 
not vote for a resolution denying such aright. I 
vote in the negative. 

Mr. QUARLES (when his name was called) 
said: Mr. Speaker, I fully concur in that portion of 
this resolution which denies to the General Gov- 
ernment, or to the people of the northern States, 
the right to interfere with the institution of slavery 
in the southern States. 

But what are the purposes of the northern peo- 
ple, I am not sufficiently informed to say. I 
hope it may be true, sir, that they do not intend 
to interfere with slavery in the southern States, 
and that gentlemen from the North, on this floor, 
as well as the people of the North, will soon evi- 
dence that intention by adopting some measures 
of fair and honorable compromise. I respectfully 
ask to be excused from voting, sir. 

Mr. RUFFIN (when his name wascalled) said: 
Entertaining a profound contempt for all such po- 
litical trickery, and not being disposed to swal- 
low a gilded pill, I respectfully decline to vote. 

Mr. SCOTT (when his name was called) said: 
As I believe the object of the Republican party 
to be the exclusion of slavery, I vote “no.” 

Mr. STOUT (when his name was called) said: 
I shall vote for the resolution, and believe it ex- 


4 presses the unanimous voice of my people. If it 


was not true, disunion would not only be justi- 
fiable, but necessary. 

Mr. VANCE asked to be, and was, excused 
from voting. 

Mr. AVIERY (when his name was called) said: 
As we were not allowed, in taking this vote, to 
separate a question of fact from the assertion of 
a political principle; and as { could not vote either 
the one way or the other without self-stultifica- 
tion, I decline to vote. 

Mr. COX. I vote for that part of the resolu- 
tion which denics the right to interfere with sla- 
very in the States. [Cries of‘ Order!”] As to 
the purpose of the northern people thus to inter- 
ferc, I believe the hitherto controlling portion of 
the dominant portion of the North had the pur- 
posc thus to interfere, but that the majority of the 
people North have no such purpose now. [Cries 
of “ Order!”] If they ever had, they are cured of 
it. Record my vote tay.” [Shouts of  Order!”] 

Mr. HARRIS, of Virginia. I wish to state 
that I voted for the resolution without hearing it 
read. Since hearing it read, however, I will with- 
draw my vote. 

Mr. VALLANDIGHAM. My colleague, Mr. 


PrnpLeton, whose name has just been called, has | 


been suddenly cailed home by the illness of his 
father, and has paired off with my other colleague, 
Mr. Sranton. Intending, mysclf, to vote for the 
Adams amendment—a practical measure—I de- 
cline to vote for this abstract resolution with a 
double meaning. 

Mr. STANTON. It is true that I paired with 
my colleague Mr. Penperon, but I had voted in 
the affirmative, supposing Mr. PenpLeron would 
so vote if he were here. If my colleagues on the 
other side of the House think otherwise, I will 
withdraw my vote. 

Mr. NOELL. Tam glad to see the Republican 
members of this House very generally voting for 
this proposition; and I accept it as a very strong 
indication of good feeling upon their part. Not 
feeling informed upon the subject myself, however, 
as to the intention of the North, I respectfully 
decline to vote. 

Mr. WOODSON. I desire to say that there is 
a fact stated in that resolution on which Iam un- 
informed. I therefore vote “ no.” 

Mr. TRAIN stated that he had paired with Mr. 
Kounuen. 


Mr. BARR. I voted for the resolution; but 
understanding that there isa difference of opinion 
among members as to what the meaning of it is, 
I will withdraw my vote. 

Mr. JOHN COCHRANE. Task permission 
to say that, understanding the object of this res- 
olution is to express the opinion that there is no 
purpose on the pat of the non-slaveholding States 
to interfere with slavery as it exists, and accept- 
ing the unanimous vote of the gentlemen upon 
the other side of the House as an indication that 
their purpose is not to interfere with it, I vote 
«ce ay. > 
Mr. FARNSWORTH. Understanding the res- 
olution to assert that we have no right to interfere 
with slavery where it exists in the States, I vote 
«& ay. ? 

Mr. JENKINS. Believing the fact asserted 
in the resolution to be untrue and the principle 
asserted to be true, I decline to vote upon the res- 
olution. 

Mr. LEAKE. [rise toa personal explanation. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. I object. 

Mr. LEAKE. I want to know why it is that 
gentlemen upon the other side of the House are 
permitted to explain, and gentlemen on this side 
are not permitted to explain. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is required to 
arrest debate during the roll-call, if objection is 
made, 

Mr. LEAKE. Well, sir; I desire to know 
then, why the rule is not applied to others. Mr. 
Speaker, I decline to vote upon this proposition, 
for the reason that it places us in the position of 
voting for a statement of fact which we know to 
be untrue, or of voting against a principle which 
we know to be true. “I believe it was designed, 
by the gentleman who introduced it, to place us 
upon this side in a false position, and I decline to 
vote upon it. 

The SPEAKER then announced that 106 gen- 
tlemen had voted for the resolution and 4 against 
it; and that no quorum had voted. [Cries of © Call 
the roll!?"] 

Mr. PETTIT. I rise to a question of order. 
I addressed the Chair before he had announced 
the vote, desiring to vote; and I insist that I have 
the right to vote. 

The SPEAKER. With that statement of fact, 
the gentleman has the right to vote. 

Mr. BURNETT. I rise toa question of order, 
I submit that after the Chair had announced that 
106 had voted in the affirmative and 4 in the neg- 
ative, and that no quorum had voted, the gentle- 
man from Indiana has no right to vote. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair decides that the 
gentleman from Indiana has a right to vote. 

Mr. SICKLES. The ambiguity of the reso- 
lution is the reason why a quorum does not vote. 
[Cries of ** Order!” 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman is not in 
order. The gentleman from Indiana has the right 
to vote. 

Mr. SICKLES, I hope my colleague will 
modify his resolution, so as to make his meaning 
clear, and then, I presume, there will be no diffi- 
culty about a quorum. 

Mr. LEAKE. Irise to a question of order. I 
submit that, after the vote has been announced, 
it is not in order to receive the vote of any gentle- 
man who has not voted. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has already de- 
cided that the gentleman from Indiana has the 
right to vote, 

Mr. LEAKE. Well, the Chair decided wrong, 
and I take an appeal from his decision. 

Mr. CURTIS. Frise toa point of order. 

Mr. PETTIT. I rise to a question of order. 
I was upon the floor addressing the Chair forthe 
purpose of voting. The Chair had no right to 
make any announcement that should cut of my 
vote; and therefore I submit that no announce- 
ment has been made of the vote. 

Mr. LEAKE. I have taken an appeal from the 
decision of the Chair, 

The SPEAKER. The Chair decides that itis 
not competent for any gentleman to take an ap- 
peal from the decision of the Chair during the call 
of the roll; and he will not, therefore, entertain 
the appeal. He makes the decision upon his own 
responsibility, subject tothe censure of the House. 

_Mr. LEAKE. ‘Task the Speaker if he has the 
right to keep the polls open until to-morrow 
morning? 
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The SPEAKER. The Chair made the an- 
nouncement under a mistake; and he has now 
only corrected his own mistake, as he has always 

one. 

Mr. McCLERNAND. 
call shall be gone over again. 

Mr. MAYNARD. Iask if the list of names 
had been read over before the announcement was 
made? 

The SPEAKER. It had not. 

Mr. MAYNARD. Then, for that reason, if 
for no other, no announcement could have been 
made. 

Mr. SPINNER. I desire to say that I was put 
off my guard by the fact that the names had not 
been read over. I now desire to say that, not- 
withstanding the ambiguity of the resolution, I 
will vote in the affirmative. 

Mr. PETTIT. On the understanding that the 
resolution is intended to declare that the Federal 
Government has no right to interfere with slavery 
in the States, and that the States have no right with 
each other’s municipal institutions, I vote “ay.” 

Mr. FRANK. Understanding this resolution 
to refer to the present slaveholding States, when 
speaking-of “States,” I vote ‘ay.’ . 

Mr. PALMER. I have a single word to say. 

Mr. BURCH. Is it in order to debate this 
proposition? If itis not, I object. 

Mr. GROW. The gentleman himself made an 
explanation out of order, and now he objects. 

Mr. PALMER. I merely desire to modify my 
resolution, if there be no bbjection. 

Mr. PHELPS. I do not object to hearing the 
statement of the gentleman; but I object to any 
modification of the resolution after the House has 
voted on it. ; 

Mr. PALMER. Mr. Speaker, to obviate the 
verbal criticism of gentlemen, I will, if unanimous 
consent be given, amend the resolution by insert- 
ing the word ‘slaveholding’’? before the word 
“ States;’? so that the last line of the resolution 
will read ‘in any of the slaveholding States of 
the Union.” 

This was intended to be, and in my judgment 
is, the fair meaning of the resolution, as it was 
drawn by me and presented to the House. I sug- 
gest the amendment, however, in order to remove 
the ambiguity which gentlemen seem to discover 
in the phraseology of the resolution; though I do 
not think the language is fairly liable to the forced 
construction which they apprehend might begiven 
to it. 

Mr. GARNETT. If the gentleman will mod- 
ify his resolution so as to strike out that portion 
of it which relates to purpose, I will not object. 

_Mr. PALMER. I cannot make that modifica- 
tion. 

Mr. GARNETT. Then I object to any change. 

Mr. PALMER. Very well. I am content with 
the resolution as it is. 

Mr. GARNETT. Then the gentleman will 
vote that they have not the right to control sla- 
very in his own State. 

Mr. HATTON. With the explanation of the 
gentleman from Kentucky, [Mr. Maxuory,] I 
vote for the resolution. 

Mr. KUNKEL stated that if he had been within 
the bar when his name was called, he should have 
voted ‘ay.’ 

Mr. STANTON. I think, myself, I should 
do my colleague [Mr. PenpLeton] injustice if £ 
were to assume that he would vote against this 
resolution; and I therefore do not feel inclined to 
withdraw my vote. 

Mr. VALLANDIGHAM. My colleague can 
exercise his own discretion; but I think thatif he 


infers he would not do injustice to my colleague | 


by voting, he is mistaken. 
The vole was announced as above recorded. 
Mr. HOARD. I move to reconsiderthe vote by 
which the resolution was adoped. I do it forthe 
purpose of amending the resolution, so as to make 
the wording of the resolution clear as to its pur- 


pose. I move the previous question on the motion ! 


to reconsider. 

Mr. BURNETT. Icali for the yeas and nays 
upon the motion to reconsider. 

The yeas and nays were not ordered. 

Mr. BURNETT. I movetolay the motion to 
reconsider on the table. 

The motion was not agreed to. 

The previous question was seconded; and the 
main question ordered to be put. 


Tinsist that the roll- | 


The motion to reconsider was agreed to; and 
the question again recurred on the adoption ofthe 
resolution. 

Mr. HOARD. I move to amend by insert- 
ing the word ‘slaveholding” before the word 
“ States;”” and I demand the previous question. 

Mr. BURNETT. . [call for a division of the 
first resolution. 

Mr. BINGHAM. I propose to offer an amend- 
ment to the amendment. 

Mr. BURNETT. I have the floor. I move 
that the resolution be divided, so that it will read 
first, that the free States have no constitutional 
right to interfere with slavery within the slave 
States; secondly, that 

Mr. HOARD. I call the gentleman to order. 
It is not in order to debate the question while the 
call for the previous question is pending. 

Mr. BURNETT. I hope that I will not be in- 
terrupted in my statement of the division I desire. 

Mr. HOARD. I have called for the previous 
question, and I insist that debate is not in order. 

Mr. BURNETT. It does not matter whether 
the gentleman has called the previous question or 
not, because I have, under the rules, the right to 
call for a division of the resolution. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ken- 
tucky has the right to demand a division of the 
question. 

Mr. BURNETT. I do call fora division of 
the question. I want a separate vote on that por- 
tion of the resolution which declares that it is not 
the purpose of the majority of the people of the 
free States to interefere with slavery in the slave 
States. Ido not want to vote on that. I have no 
doubt, sir, that the majority of the people of the 
North, as evinced by the men they elect and send 
here, and especially by the election in November 
last for President and Vice President, are in favor 
of interfering with slavery in the slaveholding 
States. [Cries of No!” “ No!?’] 

Mr. STANTON. Let us consent to the divis- 
ion proposed by the gentleman from Kentucky. 
[Cries of “ Agreed !”] 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is of the opinion 
that the resolution is not divisible, as suggested by 
the gentleman from Kentucky, so as to leave two 
distinct propositions to be voted on. 

Mr. BOCOCK. It may be done by unanimous 
consent. 

Mr. BURNETT. J appeal to gentlemen on the 
other side not to interpose objection. I hope that 
they will not force us to vote on their purposes 
in connection with the other proposition. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. The gentleman need 


not vote unless he wants to. 

Mr. BURNETT. All I ask is that the resolu- 
tion may be divided, so that the members on this 
side of the House shall have an opportunity of 
voting onthe proposition which has theirapproval. 

Mr. HASKIN. I rise to a point of order. My 
colleague [Mr. Hoarn] has submitted a motion 
to reconsider; and on that he has called the pre- 
vious question. - I make the point of order, that 
while the call for the previous question is pending, 
itis not in order for the gentleman from Kentucky, 
or any other gentleman, to indulge in debate. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair sustains the point 
of order, and hopes that members will refrain from 
indulging in debate when it is so clearly out of 
order. But the gentleman from Kentucky was in 
order, in suggesting a division of the resolution. 
The Chair has decided the division he has pro- 
posed to be out of order, aad the question nowis 
on seconding the demand for the previous question. 

Mr. BOCOCK. Before the previous question | 
is seconded, | ask, as | have a right to do, to be 
excused from voting on the resolution. 

Mr. BURNETT. I make the same request. 

Mr. BOCOCK. I cannot make my request after 
the previous question is seconded. i 

Mr. SICKLES. I suggest a compromise, that 
the other side vote on their purposes, and this side 
vote on the law and the Constitution. [Laughtvr.] 

Mr. BOCOCK. Is not the first question on ex- 
cusing me from voting? 

Mr. BURCH. I also ask to be excused from 
voting. 

The SPEAKER. The motions for excuse will | 
be considered when the vote comes te be taken, 

Mr. SHERMAN. Lask the unanimous con- 
sent of the House to make a proposition on which | 


every member in the Elouse can vote. [Cries of 
“Read it!??] [hope the demand for the previous | 


! Government. ”? 


question will be withdrawn by the gentleman from 
New York, so that the word * purpose” may be 
stricken out. We have already expressed’ otr 
purpose. We do not ask gentlemeron the other 
side to declare our purpose; and we do notintend, 
sir, that they shall tell us what we must-think ar 
propose, nor what we either will do or intend to 
do. I hope that the portion of the resolution in 
reference to the purpose of the northern people 
may be stricken out, so that cvery member in 
the House. can vote for the resolution. : 

Mr. WINSLOW. That is fair. 

Mr. SHERMAN. [also move to put in the 
word ‘slaveholding,”’ as suggested by the gen- 
tleman from New York, (Mr. Paumen.] 

Mr. HOARD. ‘agree to that. 

Mr. BINGHAM. I ask my colleague to ac- 
cept another amendment. 

r. GROW. I want it understood, if the res- 
olution of the gentleman from Ohio be received, 
that it shall be a substitute for alfthe propositions 
at present before the House. : 

Mr. SHERMAN. That is my proposition. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Ihope the resolution of the 
First Congress of 1790, on this question, will be 
attached to the proposition of my colleague. 

Mr.SHERMAN. I think, myself, that theres- 
olution of the First Congress of 1790 is better 
than the one now before us; but as this has been 
voted on by the House, I decline to accept any 
modification of it beyond what I have already 
stated. I call for the previous question. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Those my amendment will 
not be cut off by a call for the previous question. 

Mr. JOHN COCHRANE. I hope the gentle- 
men on the other side will not differ as to their 
purposes. 

Mr. SHERMAN. It is to be hoped that gen- 
tlemen on the other side will endeavor to do what 
is right, and not make remarks ofa kind to excite 
division in the House. 

Mr. JOHN COCHRANE, My remark was 
intended as a peace-offering. [Laugiter.] 

Several Memsers. Let the resolution, as it 
now stands, be read. 

The Clerk read the resolution, as follows: 


Resolved, That neither the Federal Government, nor the 
people or the governments of the non-slaveholding States, 
have the right to legislate upon or interfere with slavery in 
any of the slaveholding States in the Union. 


Mr. GROW. Is that a substitute forall the 
other propositions? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Itis. At the suggestion of 
my colleague (Mr. Binauam] I still farther modify 
my resolution, sous to substitute the word ** Con- 
gress” for “ Federal Government.’ Congress is 
the law-making power, and the word ‘* Congress” 
ought to be aed: instead of the words “ Federal 
I call for the previous question. 

The previous question was seconded; and the 
main question ordered. : 

Mr. CURTIS demanded the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and it was decided 


| unanimously in the affirmative—ayes one hun- 


dred and sixty-one; as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Charles F. Adams, Green Adams, Al- 
drich, Allen, Thomas L. Anderson, William ©. Anderson, 
Avery, Babbitt, Barr, Barret, Bingham, Blair, Blake, Bo- 
cock, Boteler, Brabson, Brayton, Briggs, Bristow, Brown, 
Buffinton, Burch, Burlingaine, Burnett, Butterfield, Camp- 
bell, Carey, Carter, Case, Horace F. Clark, John B. Clark, 
Coburn, John Cochrane, Colfax, Conkling, Corwin,Covode, 
Cox, James Craig, Curtis, Dawes, Delano, Dimmick, Duell, 
Dann, Edmundson, Edwards, Eliot, Ely, English, Ether- 
idge, Farnsworth, Ferry, Foster, Frank, Garnett, Gilmer, 
Gooch, Graham, Grow, Gurley, Hall, Hamilton, J. Morri- 
son Harris, John T. Harris, Haskin, Hatton, Helmick, 
Hoard, Holman, William Howard, William A. Howard, 
Hughes, Humphrey, Hutchins, Irvine, Jenkins, Jankin, 
Francis W. Kellogg, Kenyon, Killinger, Larrabee, Leake, 
Lee, Lovejoy, Maclay, Mallory, Marston, Ebert S. Martin, 
Maynard, McClernand, McKean, McKenty, Me-Knight, 
MePherson, Millson, Millward, Montgomery, Laban T. 
Moore, Moorhead, Morrill, Edward Joy Morris, Isaac N. 
Morris, Nelson, Niblack, Nixon, Noell, Palmer, Perry, Pet- 
tit, Peyton, Phelps, Porter, Potter, Pottle, Pryor, Quarles, 
John Reynolds, Rice, Riggs, Christopher Robinson, Royce, 
Scranton, Sedgewick, Sherman, Sickles, William N. H. 
Smith, Spaulding, Spinner, Stanton, Stevenson, William 
Stewart, Stokes, Stout, Stratton, Mhayer, Theaker, Thom- 
as, Tompkins, Train, Trimble, Vallandigham, Vance, Van- 
dever, Van Wyck, Verree, Wade, Waldron, Walton, Cad- 
walader ©. Washburn, Elihu B. Washburne, Webster, 
Wells, Whiteley, Wilson, Windom, Winslow, and Wood- 
son—l61. 

NAYS—None. 


So the resolution was unanimously adopted. 


During the vote, i ; 
Mr. FERRY stated that his colleagues were 
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absent from the House, in attendance on the 
‘funeral of a distinguished citizen of Connecticut, 
-who died suddenly in this city. 

Mr. DAWES stated that his colleague, Mr. 
Arrey, was confined to his room by illness. 

_ Mr. KILGORE begged to be excused from 
voting. 

Mr QUARLES stated that Mr. Lracu, of 
North Carolina, was detained in his room by ill- 
ness; and that he was instructed to state that, if he 
were present, he would vote in the affirmative on 
the pending resolution. ‘ 

Mr. RIGGS stated that his colleague, Mr. 
Apra, had becn called home by sickness in his 
family. 

Mr. LEAKE stated that his colleague, Mr. De 
Janwnerre, had been called home. 

Mr. VALLANDIGHAM stated that, if his 
colleague, Mr. Penp.eron, were present, he had 
no doubt he would vote in favor of the resolution 
as it had been modifed. 

The vote was announced as above recorded, 


TOBACCO TRADE. 


My. HASKIN. Iam dirceted by the Commit- 
tec on Printing to report the following resolution: 

Resolved, That there be printed, for the use of the House, 
‘five thousand extra copies of the report of the select com- 
mittee upon the tobacco trade of the United States with 
foreign countries. 

That is the report of Colonel Hucnes upon 
that important subject, 

The resolution was agreed to. 


FRANKING PRIVILEGE. 


Mr. HASKIN, from the Committee on Print- 
ing, veported the following resolution, which was 
read, considered, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That there be printed, for the use of the House, 


ten thousand extra copies of the report of the select com- 
mittee upon the franking privilege.” 


COAST SURVEY REPORT, 


Mr. HASKIN, from the Committee on Print- 
ing, reported the following resolution : 

Resolved, That there be printed, for the use of the House, 
five thousand extra copies of the report of the Superintend- 
ent of the Coast Survey for the year 1860; three thousand 
of which for distribution by the Superintendent, and two 
thousand for the use of the members of the House. 


Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. Is that the 
usual number, and the manner in which they are 
usually divided ? 

Mr. HASKIN. . It is. 

Mr. BURNETT. I ask the yeas and nays 
upon that resolution. 
© The yeas and nays were not ordered. 

The resolution was then agreed to, 

Mr. HASKINS moved to reconsider the votes 
by which the several resolutions were adopted; 
and also moved to lay the motion to reconsider 
on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


DAVID G. BATES. 
Mr. WASHBURNE, of Uhinois. 


regular order of business. 

Lhe SPEAKER. The regular of business is 
the pending motion, coming over from a previous 
Monday, to suspend the rules to take up the bill 
of the House No. 115, for the relief of the legal 
representatives of David G, Bates. 

The bill, which was read, instructs the Secre- 
tary of the ‘Treasury to asccrtain, as in the case 
of John P. B. and Henry Gratiot, what amount, 
ifany, of rent was exacted by the United States 
agent of lead mines from David G. Bates for lead 
mined and smelted upon the lands of the Ottawa, 
Pottawatomie, Chippewa, Winnebago, or other 
tribes of Indians prior to the purchase thereof by 
the United States, and to pay such amount as 


I call for the 


may be legally proved to have been actually paid | 


by said David G. Bates in his lifetime to such 
agent of the United States, to the legal represent- 
atives of the said Bates, out of any moneys in the 
Treasury not otherwise appropriated. 

The report, which was read, states that this 
claim depends upon the same principles as that 
of Moses Meeker, reported on the 19th of March 
last, and also of the claims of J. P. B. Gratiot 
and Henry Gratiot, and Joseph Hardy and Alton 
Long, which have heretofore been allowed by 
Congress. 

It appears, by letters from the Treasury De- 
an and General Land Office, that David G. 


ates paid one hundred and seventeen thousand | 


four hundred and thirty-one pounds of lead’ as 
rept prior to the dates of the treaties by which 
the lead lands on the upper Mississippi came into 
the undisputed possession of the United States. 

The petitioner alleges that while this rent was- 
czacie: by the United States, rent was also ex- 
acted by and paid to the Indians, who claimed 
the land on which the lead mines were located. 

Mr. THOMAS. Tobject to taking up the bill. 

The SPEAKER. The motion is upon sus- 
pending the rules. ; 

Mr. STANTON. I would like to know how 
mucl: money is involved in that bill? 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. Mr. Bates 
paid some one hundred and seventeen thousand 
four hundred and thirty-one pounds of lead as 
rent. I think its value would average about two 
cents per pound at the time it was paid. The 
amount involved is about twenty-two hundred 
dollars. 

The question was taken; and the rules were sus- 
pended. 

The bill was then ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time; and being engrossed, it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois, moved to re- 
consider the vote by which the bill was passed; 
and also moved to lay the motion to reconsider 
on the table. 

‘The latter motion was agreed to. 


PACIFIC RAILROAD BILL. 
Mr. CURTIS offered the following resolution 


in reference to the Pacific railroad bill: 


Resolved, That House bill No, 701, with the amendments 
of the Senate, be made the special order for Tuesday and 
Wednesday next, and considered in the House. 


Objection being made, 

Mr. CURTIS moved to suspend the rules. 

Mr. THOMAS called for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, 

The question was taken; and it was decided in 
the affirmative—yeas 117, nays 33; as follows: 


YEAS—Messers, Charles F. Adams, Green Adams, Al- 
drich, Allen, Thomas L. Anderson, Barr, Barret, Bingham, 
Blair, Blake, Boteler, Brayton, Briggs, Bristow, Bufiinton, 
Bureh, Burlingame, Butterfield, Campbell, Carter, Case, 
John B. Clark, Coburn, Jobn Cochrane, Colfax, Conkling, 
Conway, Corwin, Covode, Cox, James Craig, Curtis, 
Dawes, Delano, Duc, Dunn, Edgerton, Edwards, Eliot, 
Ely, Farnsworth, Fenton, Ferry, Morcnee, Foster, Frank, 
French, Gooch, Grow, Gurley, Hale, Hall, Hamilton, Hat- 
ton, Helmick, Hoard, William Howard, Humphrey, Huteh- 
ins, Irvine, Junkin, francis W. Kellogg, William: Kellogg, 
Kenyon, Kilgore, Larrabee, DeWitt C. Leach, Lee, Love- 
joy, Mallory, McClernand, McKean, McKenty, McKnight, 
Millward, Laban T. Moore, Moorhead, Nelson, Nixon, 
Palmer, Perry, Pettit, Porter, Potter, Pottle, Quarles, John 
H. Reynoids, Rice, Christopher Robinson, Royce, Scott, 
Sedgwick, Sickles, Spaulding, Spinner, Stanton, William 
Stewart, Stokes, Stout, Stratton, Tappan, Thayer, Phea- 
ker, Tompkins, Vance, Vandever, Van Wyck, Verree, 
Wade, Waldron, Walton, Cadwalader C. Washburn, Bl- 
tihu B. Washburne, Wells, Wilson, Windom, and Wood- 
son—J17. 

NAYS—Mess: 


Boeoek, Brown, Burnett, Carey, Hor- 
aee F. Cle ens, Burton Craige, English, Gilmer, 
John F. Harris, Haskin, Hughes. Logan, Elbert S. Martin, 
Maynard, McPherson, Millson, Montgomery, Morrill, Isaac 
N. Morris, Niblack, Peyton, Phelps, Pryor, Riggs, James O. 
Robinson, Ruffin, Stevenson, Thomas, Trimble, Vallandig- 
ham, Winslow, and Wright—33. 
So the rules were suspended. 


During the vote, 

Mr. QUARLES stated that Mr. Leacu, of 
North Carolina, was absent from the House in 
consequence of sickness; that had he been here, 
he would have voted in the negative, f 

Mr. GARNETT stated that, had he been in the 
bar when his name was called, he should have 
voted in the negative. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


During the call, also, 

A message was received from the Senate, by Mr. 
Parron, one of its clerks, informing the House 
that the Senate disagreed to the amendments of | 
the House to the amendments of the Senate to the 
bill (H. R. No. 866) to supply deficiencies in the 
appropriations for the service of the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1861, and insisted upon its amend- 
ments disagreed to by the House, and ask a fur- 
ther committee of conference, 

Mr. SICKLES. Task that the request of the | 
Senate be acceded to. 

Mr. PHELPS. T object to it now, as it will 
interfere with the vote now being taken. 

Mr. SICKLES., 1 sce no reason why the matter 
may not be disposed of now. 


li 


The SPEAKER. After the result of this vote 
is announced, it will be in order. 

Mr. PHELPS. I object to taking up the matter 
at this time. 

Mr. SICKLES. The gentleman ’s objection 
comes too late. He should have objected before 
the reception of the message, 

Mr. PHELPS. A message can be received at 
any time; butits consideration is another question, 

The result of the vote was then announced, as , 
above recorded. 

Mr. CURTIS. I now offer my resolution. 

Mr. GROW. Before the question is put upon 
the adoption of the resolution, I ask the gentleman 
from lowa to allow me to have read an amend- 
ment which I desire to offer whenever the bill 
comes up for consideration. 

No objection being made, the amendment was 
read, as follows: 


Add at the end of thirty-eighth amendment of Senate, 
page 19, line nineteen: 

Provided, That, in case the people of Texas shall adopt 
an ordinance of secession in violation of the authority and 
laws of the United States, and shal adhere to the same for 
at least six months, then the provisions herein made for 
granting lands and Government bonds to the Southern Pa- 
cific Railroad Company, of which Vernon E. Stevenson is 
president, shall be void. 

Mr. CURTIS. I shall oppose thatamendment, 
not believing that Texas is going to take that 
course, 

The resolution was then agreed to, 

Sothe Pacific railroad bill was made the special 
order for Tuesday and Wednesday next. 

Mr. CURTIS moved to reconsider the vote by 
which the resolution was agreed to; and also 
moved to lay the motion to reconsider upon the 
table. 

‘The latter motion was agreed to. 


DEFICIENCY BILL. 


Mr. SICKLES, Inow move that the House 
concur in the request of the Senate to appoint a 


| new committee of conference on the deficiency 


bill, 
The motion was agreed to. 


The SPEAKER subsequently appointed Mr. 
Sicxies, Mr. Camrzetz, and Mr, Aupricn, to 
constitute such committee on the partof the House. 


LEGISLATIVE BILL. 


Mr. SHERMAN. Irise to make a privileged 
report. J am instructed by the Committee of 
Ways and Means to report back Senate amend- 
ments to House bill No. 892, making appropria- 
ations for the legislative, executive, and judicial 
expenses of the Government for the year ending 
the 30th of June, 1862. The consideration of 
those amendments will probably not consume 
more than ten minutes. I am happy to say that 
the Senate has done what is very unusual; it has 
made very few amendments, and most of them 
are formal in their character, I ask that they be 
taken up and considered now. 

No objection being made, the amendments were 
taken up and considered, as follows: i 


First amendment: 


Page 1, line seventeen, strike out the word “ officers,” 
and insert “officer ;” so that the clause shall read: 

Oficer charged with the disbursements of the Senate, 
$480. 

The Committee of Ways and Means recom- 
mended a concurrence, 

The amendment was agreed to. 


Second amendment; 

Page 3, after line twenty, insert: 

For the usual additional compensation to the reporters 
of the Senate tor the Congressional Globe, for reporting the 
proceedings of the Senate for the first session of the Thirty- 
Seventh Congress, $800 each, $4,000. 

The Committee of Ways and Means recom- 
mended a concurrence. 

The amendment was concurred in. 


Third amendment: 
Page 5, line eightcen, strike out $95,816,” and insert 


i“ @ 87,318.99 


The Committee of Ways and Means recom- 
mended a non-concurrence. 
The amendment was not agreed to. 


Fourth amendment: 

Page 7, after line twenty-three, strike out the following: 

To enable the Superintendent of the Public Printing to 
carry into effect the provisions of the joiut resoiution in 
relation to the public printing, approved 23d January, 1860, 
$125,000: Provided, That no part of this appropriation shall 
be expended until the title to the property purchased shall 
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have been examined and approved by the Attorney General 
of the United States. 


The Committee of Ways and Means recom- 
mended a concurrence; the subject-matter of the 
amendment having been provided for in the defi- 
ciency bill, 

The amendment was agreed to. 


Fifth amendment: 

Tn the following clause strike out “five,” and insert 
“ten v? 

For stationery, blank books, binding, furniture, fixtures, 
repairs, painting, and glazing, $5,000. 

The Committee of Ways and Means recom- 
mended a concurrence. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


Sixth amendment: 


In the following clause, after the word “ thousand,” in- 
sert “five hundred :?? 
For miscellaneous items, $2,000. 


The Committee of Ways and Means recom- 
mended a non-concurrence. 

The amendment was not agrced to. 

Seventh amendment: 

Page 11, line twenty: five, after the word “ clerks,” strike 
out “messenger,” aud insert in lieu thereof “ messengers ;? 
so that it will read: 

For compensation of the Third Auditor, and the clerks, 
messengers, assistant messenger, and laborers in his office, 
$93,440. : 

The Committee of Ways and Mcans recom- 
mended a concurrence. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Eighth amendment: 

Page 15, line twenty-two, after the word “ clerks,” strike 
out messengers,” and insert in lieu thereof“ inessenger 3”? 
so that it will read: 

For compensation of the Secretary of the Interior, and 
the clerks, messenger, assistant messengers, watchmen, and 
laborers in his office, $36,900. 

The Committee of Ways and Means recom- 
mended a concurrence. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


Ninth amendment: 

Page 16, line sixteen, after the word “and,” strike out 
the word “ laborers,” and insert in lieu thereof “ laborer 5”? 
so that it will read: 

For compensation of the Commissioner of Indian Affairs, 
and the clerks, messenger, assistant messenger, watchmen, 
and laborer in his office, $31,940. 

The Committee of Ways and Means recom- 
mended a concurrence. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


Tenth amendment: 

Line. nineteen, after the word “assistant,” strike out 
e messenger,” and in lieu thereof insert ‘ messengers ;” so 
that it will read: 

For compensation of the Commissioner of Pensions, and 
the clerks, messenger, assistant messengers, and laborers in 
his office, $82,340. 

The Committee of Ways and Means recom- 
mended a concurrence. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


Eleventh amendment: 

Page 18, after line twenty-six, insert: 

For compensation of surveyor general of Illinọis and 
Missouri, $1,000. 

The Committee of Ways and Means recom- 
mended a non-concurrence. 

The amendment was disagreed to. 


Twelfth amendment: 

For compensation of the surveyor general of Louisiana, 
$2,000. 

The Committee of Ways and Means recom- 
mended a non-concurrence. 

The amendment was disagreed to. 


Thirteenth amendment: 

Page 19, line eleven, after the word t thousand,” insert 
“five hundred ;” so that it will read: 

For rent of surveyor general’s office in Oregon, fuel, 
books, stationery, and other incidental expenses, $2,500. 


The Committee of Ways and Means recom- | 


mended a non-concurrence. 
The amendment was disagreed to. . 


Fourteenth amendment: 
Line fourteen, after the word “ messenger,” strike out 


& three,” and insert in licu thereof “ five ;?? so as to make į 


it read: 

For rent of surveyor generals office in California, fuel, 
books, statonery, and other incidental expenses, ineluding 
pay of messenger, $5,009. 


The Committee of Ways and Means recom- 


mended a non-caneurrence. 
The amendment was disagreed to. 
Fifteenth amendment: 
Line seventeen, after the word “expenses,” strike out 


“<two,?? and insert in lieu thereof “ three 3” so that it will 
read: A bá 

For office rent for the surveyor general of Washington 
Territory, fuel, books, stationery, and other incidental ex- 
penses, $3,000. - 

The Committee of Ways and Means recom- 
mended a non-concurrence. 

The amendment was disagreed to. 


Sixteenth amendment: 


Line twenty, after the word ‘ cxpenses,”’ strike out 
* two thousand,” and insert in lieu thereof “ four thousand 
five bundred;”? so that it will read: 

For rent of the surveyor general's office in New Mexico, 
fuel, books, stationery, and other incidental expenses, 
$4,500. 

The Committee of Ways and Means recom- 
mended a non-concurrence. 


The amendment was disagreed to. 
Seventeenth amendment: 


Page 22, line three, after the word “and,” strike out the 
word “ laborer,” and insert in lieu thereof * laborers ;?? so 
that it will read: £ 

For compensation of the Chicf of the Bureau of Navy- 
Yards and Docks, and the clerks, messenger, and laborers in 
his office, $14,149. 

Thé Committee of Ways and Means recom- 
mended a concurrence. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


Eighteenth, nineteenth, and twentieth amend- 
ments: 

Strike out the following: 

At Dahlanega, Georgia.—For salaries of superintend- 
ent, coiner, assayer, and clerk, $3,000. 

* For wages of workmen, $2,880. 

** For incidental and contingent expenses, $1,000.” 

The Committee of Ways and Means recom- 
mended a concurrence. 


The amendment was agreed to. 


Twenty-first amendment: 


Page 39, line sixteen, before the word “ and,” strike out 
“clerk,” and insert in lieu thereof “ clerks;”? so that it will 
read: 

For compensation and mileage of the members of the 
Legislative Assembly, officers, clerks, and contingent ex- 
penses of the Assembly, including the sum of $37) due for 
codifying the laws, $20,000. 

The Committee of Ways and Means recom- 
mended a concurrence. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

Twenty-second, and last amendment of the 
Senate: 

Add, at the end of the bill, the following as an additional 
section : 

Sec. 3. And beit further enacted, That the provisions of 
the fiith section of chapter ninety-seven of the act of Con- 
gress, approved March 3, 1853, requiring the Secretary of 
the Treasury to limit the amount of refining at the Mint 
whenever private establishments shall be capable of refin- 
ing bullion, shal! be extended to the several branches of the 
Mint and to the United States assay oflice at New York, 
in all cases when deposits of bullion are made for coins in 
fine bars; and that hereafter the charge for converting re- 
fined bullion into coins shall not exceed one fifth of one 
per cent. 

The Committee of Ways and Means recom- 
mended a non-concurrence. 

Mr. BURCH. Ihope the House will concur 
in this amendment. It was adopted in the Senate, 
I believe, without opposition. Our Government 
charges at this time one half of one per cent. for 
coining refined gold. - The consequence is, that it 
drives $50,000,000 out of the United States to for- 
eign countries for the purpose of coinage. I believe 
that in the history of the world no Government 
but ours has charged anything for coinage. I 
should Jike to know the reason why the Commit- 
tee of Ways and Meansrecommend a non-concur- 
rence in this amendment. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The amendment is very 
important, and if adopted by the House will rev- 
olutionize the operations of our mints. Under the 
present law, about six tenths of one per cent. is 
charged for refining gold. This amendment pro- 
poses to reduce that charge to two tenths, which 
would be a reduction of over four hundred thou- 
sand dollars, and an appropriation of at least that 
amount would be required to make up the defi- 
ciency. 

But the first clause of this amendment proposes 
virtually to give a monopoly to one man in Cali- 
fornia of this process of refining gold. A few 
years ago a Jaw was passed that when private 
establish ments in the city of Philadelphia under- 
took the process of refining gold, the Secretary of 
the Treasury might withdraw that operation from 
the Mint. This amendment proposes to extend 


that law to California, and to all the cities in the | 


Union. 


The effect of it would be to destroy the |! in California. 


freight, thereby save a Jarge amount. 


assay ‘office in New York, and transfer this whole 
process of refining gold from the mints to a'single 
man, because there is only one refiner of gold in 
the United States. The amendment is very im= 
portant, and I do not think it was carefully cob- 
sidered by the Senate. I have looked over the 
debates, and I find thatit was not discussed at all. 
The amendment passcd the Senate sub silentio, 
and the House ought notte concur in it without 
serious consideration. 

Mr. BURCH. Ihave no wish to build u 
monopoly of any business, nor do I think that 
will be the effect of this amendment. We have 
more than one refiner in California. I know that, 
while we have many assay offices; parties are 
obliged to send their bars of gold to England and 
other countries, and pay freight upon them, to 
have them coined, because of the enormous 
charges of the Government; and, after paying 
The gen- 
tleman knows that it drives $50,000,000 of bullion 
annually out of this country for coinage. My 
honest opinion is, that if this amendment, should 
be adopted, thereby enabling our own mints to 
do all the coinage of bullion collected in our coun- 
try, it would produce a larger amount of revenue 
from the mints than the Government now derives. 
That is my impression in regard to it. 1 pre- 
sented to the Committee of Waysand Means sta- 
tistics showing that such would be the effect of 
the amendment. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I will state that we not 
only read ail that the gentleman presented to us, 
but we gave an interview to the gentleman who 
is interested in this matter, and heard him pa- 
tiently; and we unanimously came to the conclu- 
sion that the amendment ought not to be concurred 
in. 

Mr. BURCH. The gentleman docs me injus- 
tice when he says that this amendment is for the 
benefit of one house in California. I do not be- 
lieve that that is its purpose. Itis recommended 
by the Superintendent of the Mint at Philadel- 
phia, ina fetter, which I laid before the Commit- 
tee. If, however, it is the disposition of the 
House to defeat the amendment, of course it will 
have to go toa committee of conference; but it 
does seem to me that it would be to the advan- 
tage of the Government for us to adopt it. 

The Committee of Ways and Means, I know, 
is all-powerful here, and that it is almost impos- 
sible to overcome their opposition; but when I 
think they, from a want of interest in the subject- 
matter, have overlooked the true interest of the 
Government, and have wholly disregarded the 
interests of my constituents, 1 hold it to be my 
duty to oppose even so formidable and influential 
gentlemen as compose that committee. 

Mr. MILLSON. I should like to know what 
obligation there is on the part of the people of the 
United States to coin money at their own expense, 
for the benefit of those who extract the ore from 
the mines. To concur in this amendment of the 
Senate would be to take a retrograde step. Some 
years ago the Government attempted to charge 
scigniorage. The present charge for coining money 
does not equal the expenses. The one half per 
cent. does not reimburse the Government its act- 
ual expenses in coining; and now the proposition 
is to reduce that charge of one half of one percent. 
to one fifth of one per cent. 

Mr. BURCH. 1 would like toask the gentle- 
man from Virginia whether, if the effect of charg- 
ing this one half of one per cent. is to send to for- 
eign countries for coinage $50,000,000a year, and 
if the reduction of the charge to one fifth of one 
percent. were to keep thatsum to be coined here, 
the Government would not be benefited by the 
change? 

Mr. MILLSON. By no means. The Govern- 
ment would be overwhelmed with the work of 
coinage, if some of the gold did not go in bullion 
toforcign countries. We now exportabout eighty. 
million dollars a year; and now lct gentlemen con- 
ceive the effect of adding that sum annually to the 
existing circulation of the country! 

This gold must be exported, We are a gold- 
producing country. We produce gold for expor- 
tation. If the Government of the United States 
is to be called upon to coin this $80,000,000 addi- 
tional, why should it be expected to do so at its 
own expense? The Government of the United 
States owns a large number of valuable gold mines 
The whole of the gold contained 
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in them belongs to the Government. That gold 
the peopleof California appropriate to themselves, 
They take, as I understand, $80,000,000 from the 
public treasure, without accounting for it; and 
they actually expect and require that the Gov- 
ernment shail, at its own expense, coin this gold 
into money. Now, I think that when they are 
only charged one half of one per cent. for con- 
verting their gold into coin, they may consider 
that they are very indulgently dealt with by the 
Government of the United States. 

But the gentleman from California says that 
other national Governments coin money at their 
ownexpense. I would suggest to him that, with 
the exception of England, we are the only gold- 
producing country, to any extent, in the world. 

he coinage of the other European nations is very 
small; and for reasons of their own, they can very 
well afford to coin moncy without charge. 

Some years ago, at the instance, I think, of 
my colleague in the Senate, [Mr. Hunrer,] the 
Government undertook to demand a seigniorage 
of one half of one per cent., supposing that that 
would be a remuneration of the actual expenses. 
It turns out, however, to be less; and yet there 
has been no proposition to increase the rate; 
although I did, last year, make some inquiries 
with a view of so altering the present law as to 
reimburse the Government fully. But now we 
are asked to coin this gold at the rate of one fifth 
of one per cent., instead of one half of one per 
cent; and for the sole reason that my friend from 
California says the gold is now sent out of the 
country. What would be the effect of it? If we 
were now tocoin at our own expense all the gold 
extracted, or—which would be equivalent-——charge 
only one fifth of one per cent, the result would 
be, that we should convert this gold bullion into 
coin, to be recoined abroad, and that all the ex- 
pense would be thrown upon the Government of 
the United States for nothing. Ihope the House 
will refuse to concur in the amendment of the 
Senate. 

Mr. BURCH. _ I think it was improper for the 
chairman of the Committee of Ways and Means 
to charge a disposition on the part of the support- 
ers of this proposition, in the Scnate or elsewhere, 
to build up a monopoly at the expense of the Gov- 
ernment. I desire to say to him, and through 
him to the House, that 1 was not aware of this 
amendment being offered until the amendments 
were referred to the Committee of Ways and 
Means. The gentleman may remember that one 
of the Senators from California and myself called 
upon him. That was the first information I had 
in regard to the amendment. The refining of gold 
by the mints of the United States is attended with 
a great loss to the Government, and ever will be. 
This amendment saves, in this respect, much to 
the Government; and if this shoulddrive refining 
into private refineries, the Government should not 
complain, since it is for the advantage of the 
miner. 

It is known to the members of this House that 
a large majority of the people of California arc 
engaged in gold digging. They have gone there 
from every State in the Union. They are a con- 
glomerated mass of citizens from all the States. 
Many of them are representatives of the State 
of the chairman of the Committee of Ways and 
Means, and many of them come from the State 
represented by the gentleman who has just taken 
his seat, [Mr. Mizs.son.] ‘They come from every 
State in the Union. 

The gentleman from Virginia spoke of the at- 
tempt to impose the tax known as scigniorage 
upon the miners of California; but that attempt 
failed, and the tax never became alaw. The first, 
and I am happy to say, only Republican Senator 
from that State of California, I believe also pro- 
posed such a law; and no one measure of legisla- 
tion ever produced so much indignation in the 
State of California as that. The gentleman from 
Virginia also stated that these minerals belonged 
to the General Government. That, however, is 
a mooted question. It arises out of the old legal 
maxim that the minerals belonged to the sover- 
eign, because the sovercign alone could exercise 
the right of coinage. Now, there is a question— 
and it has presented itself here this Congress— 
as to who is sovereign; whether it is the State or 
the General Government? Gentlemen here do not 
agree as to which they owe allegiance to. Many 
have left us who claim that the State government 


is sovereign, and that it has a right to the exer- 
cise of sovereignty in many other regards as well 
as to exercise control over these mines. But the 
question has never been yet brought to a position 
where it could be finally determined. 

Mr. Speaker, I would not be performing my 
full duty to the people of California if I allowed 
this amendment to be passed upon without sayihg 
a word in its favor; and hence I felt it my duty to 
call the attention of the House to it. If the chair- 
man of the Committee of Ways and Means can 
give such reasons as will satisfy the House that 
it should not concur with the Senate in this amend- 
ment, well and good. This tax falls upon every 
individual miner in the State. My honest impres- 
sion is, that if the Government will coin all the 
bullion itself, thereby keeping this $50,000,000 
which is annually sent to foreign countries for 
coinage, it can do so at the proposed rate of one 
fifth of one per cent., at as little loss as it now 
incurs at one half of one per cent. I hope, there- 
fore, that the House will concur in this amend- 
ment of the Senate, which, I believe, has for its 
object a real saving to the Government, and an 
encouragement of the honest industry of those 
who are engaged in the development of the hidden 
treasures of our State, against which I sincerely 
hope there is no objection. 

The question was taken; and the amendment 
was non-concurred in. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message wasreceived from the Senate, by Mr. 
Patron, one of its clerks, notifying the House 
thatthe Senate had passed joint resolution (H.R. 
No. 57) for the benefit of Duvall & Brothers. 

Also, an act (H. R. No. 554) to extend the 
right of appeal from decisions of circuit courts 
to the Supreme Court of the United States, with 
amendments, in which he was directed to ask the 
concurrence of the House. 

Also, that the President had informed the Sen- 
ate that he had approved and signed an act (S. 
No. 268) for the relief of Mary K. Guthrie, 
widow of Presley N. Guthrie. 

CONSULAR AND DIPLOMATIC BILL. 

The House then proceeded to the consideration 
of the Senate amendments to an act (H. R. No. 
864) making appropriations for the consular and 
diplomatic expenses of the Government for the 
year ending June 30, 1862. 

First amendment: 

Page 2, line twelve, strike out $20,000, and insert 
$40,000 57? so as to make the clause read as follows: 

For contingent expenses of all missions abroad, $40,000. 

The Committee of Ways and Means recom- 
mended non-concurrence. 

The amendment was non-concurred in. 


Second amendment: : 

Page 3, line fourteen, in the paragraph making appropri- 
ations for the consuls general, strike out the word ‘ Si- 
moda.” 

The Committee of Ways and Means recom- 
mended non-concurrence. 

The amendment was non-concurred in. 

Third amendment: 

Page 3, line sixteen, in the paragraph making appropria- 
tions for the salaries of consuls, insert ‘f Simoda.”” 

The Committee of Ways and Means recom- 
mended non-concurrence. 

The amendment was non-concurred in. 

Fourth amendment: 

Page 4, line nineteen, at the end of the paragraph making 
appropriations for consuls genera! and consuls, strike out 
“$273,750,7? and insert, “ $271,750.” 

The Committee of Ways and Means recom- 
mended non-concurrence, 

The amendment was non-concurred in. 


Fifth amendment: 


Page 4, line nineteen, after the word dollars, add, “and ; 


the office of consu! general at Simoda is hereby abolished, 
and the salary of the consul at Simoda fixed at $3,000 per 
annum.’ 

The Committee of Ways and Means recom- 
mended non-concurrence, 

The amendment was non-concurred in. 


Sixth amendment: 


Page 4, line twenty-five, strike out “ 83,900,” and insert 
$4,500 3”? so as to make the paragraph read: 

For interpreters to the consulates in China, $4,500. 

The Committee of Ways and Mcans recom- 
mended non-concurrence. 

The amendment was non-concurred in. 


Seventh amendment: 

At the end of the bill, add the following paragraph: 

To meet an extraordinary emergency, Which has arisen 
in bringing from Batavia twenty-four seamen of the ship 
Stag Hound, charged with mutiny, $9,792, or so much 
thereof as may be deemed just and fair; said sum to be 
expended under the direction of the Secretary of State. 


The Committee of Ways and Means recom- 
mended concurrence, with the following amend- 
ment: 

Add, at the end of the Senate amendment, as follows: 

To enable the President of the United States to carry into 
effect the act of Congress of 3d March, 1819, and any sub- 
sequent act now in existence, for the suppression of the 


| African slave trade, $450,000. 


The amendment to the amendment was agreed 
to. 
Theamendment,as amended, was concurred in. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATION. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House a com- 
munication from the acting Secretary of the In- 
terior, transmitting the report of the wagon road 
expedition under Colonel F. W. Lander; which 
was referred to the Committee of Ways and 
Means, and ordered to be printed. 


AARON H. PALMER. 


Mr. TAPPAN. Task the unanimous consent 
of the Fouse to take up and. put on its passage 
Senate bill No. 11], for the relief of Aaron H. 
Palmer. 

Mr. CRAIG, of Missouri. I object. 

Mr. ‘TAPPAN. I move to suspend the rules. 

The bill was read. It appropriates $3,000 to 
Aaron H. Palmer, in full compensation for his 
labor and research in collecting information, and 
preparing the same for the use of the Govern- 
ment, relative to the orienta] nations, and partic- 
ularly Japan. 

The report was read; from which it appears 
that the petitioner has, on various occasions, be- 
tween the years 1846 and 1851, addressed inter- 
esting and valuable communications on the sub- 
{ent to the House of Representatives and to three 

residents and Secretaries of State, which have 
been printed as valuable public documents, and 
are generally considered as important contribu- 
tions to our Knowledge of several of the compar- 
atively unknown maritime nations of the Kast, 
(particularly Japan,) and have proved of high in- 
terestand value to our Government in opening and 
extending our commercial relations with several 
of those eastern countries. 

Among those contributions of Mr. Palmer, his 
‘< plan for opening Japan,” submitted by him to 
the Secretary of State on the 17th of September, 
1849, which met with the Secretary’s entire ap- 
proval, appears to have been subsequently adopted 
as the basis of the policy of our Government in 
the expedition and mission to the ruler of that 
empire, so successfully accomplished by Com- 
modore Perry, in accordance, it would seem, with 
the leading views, suggestions, and recommenda- 
tions contained therein. 

Mr. Palmer, between 1842 and 1853, addressed 
a series of letters, communications, and contribu- 
tions, including copies of his printed documents, 
to high functionaries in Japan, having for their 
object the opening of that empire to American in- 
tercourse and commerce, and which he has trans- 
mitted, from time to time, during the aforemen- 
tioned periods, to Nagasaki, through the only safe 
and reliable channels of communicating with that 
secluded and mysterious empire. It may reason- 
ably be presumed these have had important in- 
fluence and agency at that court in preparing the 
way for the successful result of Commodore 
Perry’s mission. 

_Mr. Palmer, it appears, has also printed, at 
different times, two thousand two hundred and 
fifty copies of his memoirs, at his own expense, 
for distribution to Senators, members of Congress, 
and executive officers of the Government; that, 
at the request of several Senators, he prepared a 
large outline map, to illustrate his memoirs on 
Siberia, &c., printed by order of the Senate in 
1848, and in consequence of the delay at the time 
in the printing of the Senate documents, he claims 
compensation for nine months’ services, in which 
he was necessarily detained during that year in 
the preparation of the map, and correcting the 
proof-sheets of the usual as wellas extra numbers 
of copies of said memoir ordered by the Senate; 
and also for four months’ services in preparinga 
report, illustrated by a special chart, for the Sec- 
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retary of State, under a resolution of the Senate 
of the 16th January, 1850. 

In view of the highly meritorious and valuable 
sérvices thus rendered by Mr. Palmer, and their 
important results in preparing the way for open- 
ing new marts in the East to our commerce, the 
committee have come to the conclusion that he is 
justly entitled to $3,000 in compensation for sich 
services and expenses. 

Mr. STANTON. 
was not in the employment of the Government at 
some compensation during this time? 

Mr. TAPPAN. He was not. 

Mr. STANTON. ‘Well, I never knew any- 
body worked that long for the Government before 
without being paid. 

The rules were suspended, (two thirds having 
voted therefor.) 

The bill was then ordered to a third. reading; 
and was accordingly read the third time, and 
passed. 

Mr. TAPPAN moved to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill was passed; and also moved to lay 
the motion to reconsider on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


OREGON WAR DEBT. 


Mr. STOUT. Lask the unanimous consent of 
the House to make Senate bill No. 1 the special 
order for Thursday of next week. 

A Memper. What is it? 

Mr. STOUT. It is the bill to provide for the 
Washington and Oregon war debt. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. I object. 

Mr. STOUT. I move to suspend the rules. 
Before the vote is taken on the motion, however, 
I ask the permission of the House to say, that I 
have not occupied their time for a half bour dur- 
ing the Thirty-Sixth Congress. I think Iam en- 
titled to. this favor, as I only ask now that they 
will give mea hearing upon this matter, and if the 
claim is just, that it shall be allowed. 1 do not 
ask for the consideration of the bill to-day. Tonly 
ask that it may be assigned as a special order for 
some day, when its merits can be fully canvassed; 
and I trust I will be able to mect the objections 
urged against it. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH called for tellers on the 
motion to suspend the rules. 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. Craie of 
Missouri, and Van Wrck, were appointed. 

The House divided; and the tellers reported 
fifty-seven in the affirmative—not two thirds ofa 
quorum. 

Mr. STOUT. I call for the yeas and nays upon 
the motion. I want to see whether gentlemen are 
willing to give the people of Oregon a hearing, or 
are determined to take for granted that all the foul 
slanders upon them are true. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 


Mr. HOARD. There is so much confusion it j; 


is impossible to tell what is going on, I wish the 
gentleman from Oregon would explain just what 
he wants. 

Mr. STOUT. I will explain. 
this motion is not to consider this bill at this time. 
I desire to have it fixed for some particular day, 
so that it may be considered during the present 
session. Iam especially desirous that it shall be 
so considered, not only on account of its import- 
ance to the people of my State, but because the 
committees of the Senate and of the House have 
spenta great deal of time in investigating it. They 
have made thcir report; and unless the House fix 
a time for its consideration, it will not be acted on 
this session. We will have lost all the labor they 
have bestowed in its investigation, and it will have 
to be reinvestigated next session. Task that it 
may be made aspecial order for Thursday of next 
week. The business of the House will not jus- 
tify me in fixing a shorter time. 

Mr. LOVEJOY. I object to debate. | 

The question was taken; and it was decided in 
the affirmative—yeas 102, nays 35; as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Aldrich, Allen, Thomas L. Anderson, | 


Avery, Barret, Bingham, Blair, Blake, Bouligny, Briggs, 
Buffinton, Burch, Burlingame, Burnett, Burnham, Butter- 
field, Carey, Carter, Case, John B. Clark, Coburn, John 
Cochrane, Colfax, James Craig, Burton Craige, Curtis, 
Dawes, Delano, Dach, Dunn, Edgerton, Edmundson, Ed~ 
wards, Eliot, English, Etheridge, Farnsworth, Fenton, 
Ferry, Florence, Foster, Fouke, Gilmer, Gooch, Grabam, 
Hall, J. Morrison Harris, Matton, Hindman, Holman, Wil- 
Ham Iloward, Hughes, Irvine, Jenkins, Junkin, Francis 
W. Kellogg, William Kellogg, Kenyon, Kilgore, Larrabee, 


DeWitt C. Leach, Leake, Lee, Loomis, Elbert S. Martin,” 


I wish to know if this maf 


The object of | 


McClernand, McKean, McKnight, Millward, Montgomery, 
Laban T. Moore, Edward Joy Morris, Niblack, Nixon, 
Noell, Pettit, Potter, Pryor, Quarles, Riggs, Christopher 
Robinson, Ruffin, Scranton, Sedgwick, Stanton, Steven- 
son, Stokes, Stout, Stratton, Tappan, Train, Van Wyck, 
Waldron, Cadwalader C. Washburn, Elihu B. Washburne, 
Webster, Wells, Wilson, Windom, Winslow, Woodruff, 
and Woodson—102. > 7 

NAYS—Messrs. Green Adams, William C. Anderson, 
Horace F. Clark, Corwin, Ely, Garnett, Gurley, John T. 
if Harris, Haskin, Hoard, Humphrey, Hutchins, Killinger, 
Lovejoy, Maynard, Morrill, Palmer, Phelps, Porter, Pottle, 
Edwin R. Reynolds, John H. Reynolds, James C. Robin- 
son, Royee, Sherman, Spaulding, Spinner, William Stew- 
art, Thomas, Tompkins, Trimble, Vance, Wade, and 
Walton—35. 

So the rules were suspended, (two thirds having 
voted therefor.) 

Mr, STOUT. Inow move the adoption of the 
following resolution; and on that question I call 
for the previous question: 

Resolved, That Senate bill No. 11, and report of the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs thereon, providing for the pay- 
ment of expensesineurred by the ‘Lerritories of Washington 
and Oregon, in suppressing Indian hostilities during the 
years 1855-56, be made the special order for Thursday of 
next week, atter the morning hour. 

_ Mr. TOMPKINS moved that the House ad- 
journ; and on that motion demanded the yeas and 
nays. 

Mr. STANTON. We might as well dispose 
of this matter now. 

Mr. SHERMAN. By next Monday the House 
may find reasons for rejecting it. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The rules have 
been suspended, and the resolution, if the House 
adjourn, will come up to-morrow as the unfinished 
business. 

The yeasand nays were not ordered; and the 
House refused to adjourn. 

Mr. PHELPS moved that the resolution be 
laid wpon the table. 

The question was taken; and the motion was 
disagreed to. 

Mr. PHELPS moved that the House adjourn. 

The question was taken; and the motion was 
disagreed to. 

_ Mr. SHERMAN demanded tellers on second- 
ing the call for the previous question. 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. SHERMAN 
and Srour were appointed. 

The previous question was seconded, (the tel- 
lers reporting aycs 84, noes 46,) and the main 
question was ordered; and, under the operation 
thereof, the resolution was adopted. 

Mr. STOUT moved to reconsider'the vote by 
which the resolution was adopted; and also moved 
that the motion to reconsider be laid upon the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


THEODORE ADAMS. 

Mr. WALTON. 1 move that the Committee 
of the Whole House on the Private Calendar be 
discharged from the further consideration of 
Court of Claims bill No. 162, for the relief of 
Theodore Adams. 

Mr. THOMAS. I object. 

Mr. WALTON. I move that the rules be sus- 
pended in order that the bill may be brought be- 
fore the House and put on its passage. 

Mr. WASHBURNE,. of Illinois, moved that 
the House adjourn. 

The question was taken, and the motion was 
agreed to; and thereupon (at four o’clock and ten 
minutes, p. m.) the House adjourned. 


IN SENATE. 
Turspay, February 12, 1861. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Dr. Guriry. 
The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 
EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATION. 

The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Sen- 
ate a letter of the acting Secretary of the Interior, 
| communicating the reports and maps of F. W. 
| Lander, superintendent of the Fort Kearny, South 
Pass, and Honey Lake wagon road; which was 
ordered to lie on the table; and a motion by Mr. 
Mr. Gwin to print the report was referred to the 
Committee on Printing. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 

The VICE PRESIDENT signed the following 
enrolled bill and joint resolution, which had pre- 
viously been signed by the Speaker of the House 
of Representatives: i 

A bill (H. R. No. 545) granting a pension to 
Gregory Patti; and 


A joint resolution (S. No. 58) authorizing Lieu- 
tenant T. A. M. Craven to receive certain marks 
of distinction tendered to him by the Spanish Gov- 
ernment. 


HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 


The following bills from the House of Repre- 
sentatives were severally read twice by their titles, 
and referred to the Committee on. Pensions: 

A bill (No. 988) for the relief of Susan Bayard, 
widow of A. W. W. Bayard, an invalid soldier 
of the war of 1812; and 

A bill (No. 990) for the relief of the legal repre- 
sentatives of Betsey Nash. 


CONSULAR AND DIPLOMATIC BILL. 


The Senate proceeded to consider the amend- 
ment of the House of Representatives to the sev- 
enth amendment of the Senate to the bill (H.R. - 
No. 864) making appropriations for the consular 
and diplomatic expenses of the Government. for 
the year ending June 30, 1862; and 

On motion of Mr. PEARCE, it was 


Ordered, That it be referred to the Committee on Finance. 
LEGISLATIVE, ETC., APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The Senate proceeded to consider its amend- 
ments to the bill (H. R. No. 892) making ap- 
propriations for the legislative, executive, and 
judicial expenses of the Government for the year 
ending June 30, 1862, disagreed to by the House 
of Representatives; and 

On motion of Mr. PEARCE, it was 


Ordered, That they be referred to the Committee on Ti- 
nance, 


PETITIONS. 


Mr. WADE presented seven petitions of citi- 
zens of Philadelphia, without distinction of party, 
requesting Congress to stand firm for the Union, 
the Constitution as it is, and the enforcement of all 
the laws; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. DIXON presented a petition of fourteen 
hundred citizens of Hartford, in the State of Con- 
necticut, asking Congress to adopt the resolutions 
recently submitted to the Senate by Hon. Mr. 
Crirrenpen, of Kentucky, or such other propo- 
sitions as are substantially embraced in the Vir- 
ginia resolutions; which was ordered to lie on the 


table. 
BILL RECOMMITTED. 


On motion of Mr. COLLAMER, the bill-(H. 
R. No. 909) for the relief of Thomas Chittenden 
was recommitted to the Committee on Pensions. 


MESSAGE FROM THE MOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, 
by Mr. Forney, its Clerk, announced that the 
House had passed the following bills; in which 
the concurrence of the Senate was requested: 

A bill (No. 115) for the relief of the legal rep- 
resentatives of David G. Bates; and ` 

A bill (No. 734) for the relief of Mrs. Ann E. 
Smoot, widow of the late Captain Joseph Smoot, 
of the United States Navy. ; 

The message further announced that the House 
had agreed to the amendment of the Senate to the 
resolution (H. R. No. 39) directing the account- 
ing officers of the Treasury to settle the accounts 
of the late Robert Stockton, quartermaster, &e. 


PRINTING OF DOCUMENTS. 


The message further announced that the House 
had ordered, on the 41th instant, the printing of 
the following documents: 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmit- 
ting a report of the chief of the bureau of Ord- 
nance, stating his objections to the bill now pend- 
ing before Congress for the removal of the arsenal 
at St. Louis—ordered at twelve o’clock and thir- 
teen minutes. 

A letter from the acting Secretary of the Inte- 
rior, transmitting a communication from Colonel 
Lander, superintendent of the Fort Kearny, South 
Pass, and Honey Lake wagon road, together 
with several petitions unanimously signed by em- 
igrants, in reference to the construction ofa bridge 
across Green river, and some of the smaller 
streams in that vicinity, and along the said. road, 
and recommending an appropriation for that pur- 
pose—ordered at three o’clock and ten minutes. 

A letter from the acting Secretary of the Inte- 
rior, transmitting maps and reports of the Fort 
Kearny, South Pass, and Honey Lake wagon 
road, &c.—ordered at three o’clock and eleven 
minutes. 
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ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 

The message further announced that the Speak- 
er of the House had signed the following enrolled 
bills and joint resolution; which thereupon re- 
ceived the signature of the Vice President: 

-A bill (S. No. 111) for the relief of Aaron H. 
Palmer; 

A bill (S. No. 531) to change the name of the 
schooner Augusta to Colonel Cook; and 

A joint resolution (H. R. No. 57) for the ben- 
efit of Duvall & Brother. i 


BILLS BECOME LAWS. 

The message further announced that the Presi- 
dent of the United States had approved and signed, 
on the 9th inst., the following bills and joint res- 
olution: 

A bill (H. R. No. 181) to provide for a super- 
tendent of Indian affairs of Washington Terri- 
tory and additional Indian agents; 

A bill (HI. R. No, 341) for the relief of Moses 
Meeker; : 

A bill (H. R. No, 972) authorizing a loan; and 

A joint resolution (H. R. No. 71) extending 
the time for taking testimony on the application 
of Cyrus H. McCormick for the extension of his 
patent. 


RESOLUTIONS OF MINNESOTA. 


Mr. WILKINSON. I present resolutions of 
the Legislature of the State of Minnesota, on the 
state of the Union. Task that they be read. 

The Secretary read them, as follows: 


Joint resolutions of the Legislature of the State of Minne- 
sotu, on the stale of the Union. Adopted January 22, 
1861. 

1. Resolved, That one of the vital and necessary principles 
which form the basis of all free governments is, that the 
constitutional majority must always rule; and therefore, 
the right of the people of any State to withdraw from the 
Union, thereby hazarding the liberties and happiness of the 
millions composing this Confederacy, can never be ac- 
knowledged by us noder any circumstances. We regard 
secession upon the part oY any State as amounting directly 
to revolution, and precipitating civil war, with all its sad 
train of consequences. 

2. Resolved, hat the people of the State of Minnesota 
reiterate their unalterable devotion to the Constitution of 
the United States; and that if its provisions are strietly ob- 
served, it will, in its own words, insure domestic tranquil- 
lity, provide for the common defense, promote the general 
welfare, and secure the blessings of liberty to ourselves and 
our posterity, 

3. Resolved, That Abraham Lincoln and Hannibal Nam- 
lin, having been constitutionally and legally elected Presi- 
dent and Vice President of the United States, ata general 
election fully and freely participated in, on the same day, 
by the people of every State of the Union, South as well as 

orth, any attempt to dissolve or destroy the Union on ac- 
count thereof is without exeuse or justification, and should 
receive the condemnation of every patriot in the land, 

4. Resolved, That we have heard with astonishment and 
indignation of the recent outrages. perpetrated at Charles- 
ton, South Carolina, by firing upon an American steamer, 
sailing under the flag of our country, and that we expect 
ofthe General Government the strongest and most vigorous 
effort lo assert its supremacy, and to ck the work of 
rebellion and treason. Puly impressed with our duty to 
make every possible effort to uphold the Union, and to 
maintain the authority of the General Government, we 
hereby tender to the President of the United States for that 
porpose, through the Governor of this State, aid in men and 
mouey to the extent of our ability. When one or more 
States erect the standard of disunion, and piace themselves | 
in military array against the Governinent bequeathed to us 
by our ancestors, we can discover no other honorable or 
patriotic resource than to test, both on Jand and on ocean, 
the fail strength of the Federal authority under our national 
flag. 

5. Resolved, That we declare to each State of this Union 
our sincere desire to secure a renewal of that fraternal feel- 
ing which ought always to exist between citizens of a com- 
mon country, and which distinguished the history of the 
nation for more than half a century. Especially do we 
express to those patriotic citizens of the southern States, 
who have nobly and manfully exerted their utmost efforts 
to prevent the catastrophe of dissolution, our sincere grat- 
itude ang highest admiration. 

6. Resolved, That the most sincere thanks of the nation 
are justly due to that distinguished patriot and veteran, 
Licutenant General Winfield Scott, for the prompt and de- 
cisive steps be has taken to stay the tide of revolution, and 
for the determined spirit he has evineed in maintaining the 
honor of our Government. 

T. Resolved, ‘That we never will consent or submitto the 
obstruction of the free navigation of the Mississippi river, | 
from its source to its mouth, by any power hostile to the 
Federal Government. 

8. Resolved, That the Governor of this State is hereby 
requested to transmit a copy of these resolutions to the 
President of the United States, to Lieutenant Generat Win- 
field Secor, aud to each of our Senators and Representa- 
tives in the Congrees of the United States, and to the Gov- | 
ernors of the several States. : 

IGNATIUS DONNELLY, 
President of the Senate. 
JARED BENSON, 
Speaker of the House of Representatives. 


Mr. WILKINSON. I move that the resolu- 
tions lie on the table, and be printed. 


Mr. CRITTENDEN. I have no objection to 
their being read; but as to their being printed, I 
have a word to say. Petitions are not printed. 
These resolutions are not addressed to the Sen- 
ate. There is no request, even, to lay them be- 
fore the Senate. I think that was the rule laid 
down on a former occasion. 

Mr. WILKINSON. They are the resolutions 
of the State of Minnesota, passed in the Legisla- 
ture; and one of the resolutions directs that they 
be sent to the Senators and Representatives in 
Congress. I take it for granted that, under the 
decision which has been made heretofore, it would 
be inferred, at least, that they should be presented 
to this body. 

Mr. COLLAMER. | believe it has been the 
universal practice to print resolutions of a State 
Legislature. . 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. I make no objection to 
whatever has been the practice; I only note the 
fact that this paper is notaddressed to the Senate, 
that objections may not hereafter be made on that 
score. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. The resolutions of States 
have always been printed, without objection. 
_Mr. CRITTENDEN. Isay, I make no objec- 
tion. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. And never before was a 
question raised, since I have been in the body, 
that the resolutions of a State had to come in the 
form ofa petition. States send their resolutions 
here, often instructing their Senators what to do. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. It was insisted on here, 
upon a former occasion, that these proceedings 
should be directed to the Senate. 

Mr. FITCH. The Senator from Illinois is mis- 
taken. Itis not usual to print memorials of State 
Legislatures, or any other source directed to in- 
dividuals. ‘hese are not addressed to the Senate. 

Mr. MASON. Allow me to say that, in my 
experience in this body, which has now extended 
for many years, I have occasionally heard of ob- 
jections made to the printing of resolutions or 
other communications from a State; but they have 
always becn overruled. The invariable practice 
has been to extend that as a respect to the States, 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. There is no objection 
to that. 

Mr. MASON. I thought the honorable Sena- 
tor from Indiana objected. 

The resolutions were ordere 
and be printed. 


STATE OF TUE UNION. 


Mr. CRITTENDEN. I feel no ordinary sat- 
isfaction, Mr. President, in presenting to you the 
petition which lies before me, on my desk, from 
people of the State of Massachusetts, This peti- 
tion is from one hundred and eighty-two of the cit- 
ies and towns of Massachusetts, and is signed by 
twenty-two thousand three hundred and thirteen 
citizens of that State. ‘These signatures were ob- 
tained during four secular days, under great disad- 
vantages. In some instances the petition remained 
only twelve hours in the town from which it was 
sent; and in almost every case, when the petition 
was returned, it was returned with the remark, 
“if we had only had time to present it to the voters 
of the town, the number of signatures could have 
been doubled; or, “if there had been time to see 
them, a majority of the voters of the town would | 
have been glad to sign it.” The litte town of 
Natick sends the signatures of two hundred and 
fifty-nine of her ciuzens. What the number of 
voters of that town is, | do not know; it is the 
residence of the Senator from Massachusetts, |Mr. 
Wirson,}| who will know best. 

Mr. WILSON. Twelve hundred. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. ‘The vote of the town 
of Scituate, at the last election, was three hundred 
and fifty—one hundred and ninety-five being for 
John A. Andrew for Governor. Three hundred 
and eighteen signatures on this petition are from 
the town of Scituate. Ballardvale,a little hamlet 
where woolen goods are manufactured, contains 
fifty-four legal voters, and appends forty-one sig- 
natures from that number to this petition. In 
Wendcll, seventy-seven votes were cast for John 
A. Andrew; and one hundred and seven of her 
citizens have signed this petition, Cohasset gave | 
Mr. Andrew one hundred and twenty-eight votes, 
and appends one hundred and forty-two signa- 
tures to this petition. Marblehead sends the sig- 
natures of five hundred of her citizens. Some of | 


& 
à to lic on the table, 


the towns mentioned are on the seaboard, while 
others are in the interior of the State. 

Sir, 1 will ask that this petition may be read. 
It is very short, and it is due to such a number 
of subscribers as may fairly be considered as rep- 
resenting, to a great extent, the people. 

he Secretary read the petition, as follows: 


he IIonorable the Senate and 
House of Representatives in Congress assembled : 

The undersigned, citizens of Massachusetts, and also citi- 
zens of the United States, faithful alike to each allegiance, 
believing that their sentiments towards the Union and to- 
wards their common country have been misrepresented 
and misunderstood ; willing that all parts of the country 
sbould have their full and equal rights under tue Constitu- 
tion, and recognizing in the propositions of Hon. J.J. CRIT- 
TENDEN a basis of settlement which the North and the South 
may fairly and honorably accede to, and which is well cal- 
culated to restore peace to the country, respectfully petition 
that your honorable bodies may adopt the same. 


Mr. CRITTENDEN. Mr. President, I wish 
to make a single remark. The fact that my name 
is mentioned in this petition creates not the least 
degree of vanity or selfish feeling on my part. 
No, sir; I honor this petition and these petition- 
ers. Iam cheered by such a voice, coming up 
from Massachusetts in favor of the Union of the 
people of this country, I consider it simply as 
an evidence of their attachment to the Union; and 
it is in that light that I think it is to be estimated, 
and that all the country, I hope, will hear the 
voice of twenty-two thousand of the voters of 
Massachusetts in one petition. We have had 
more than fourteen thousand petitioners from the 
city of Boston, containing only nineteen thousand 
votes, Sir, this speaks largely and loudly for the 
sentiment of that State—her patriotic sentiment. 
It must be accepted as such by all. However 
wrong they may be in their opinions and in their 
judgment, it shows hearts devoted to the Union; 
hearts that are devoted to that Constitution and 
that Union which their ancestors so much con- 
tributed to establish. Sir, I feel peculiar and es- 
pecial satisfaction in presenting it; and will no 
longer trouble the Senate with any remarks on 
the subject. I move that it be laid on the table. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Fosrer 
in sne chair.) The petition will be laid on the 
table. 

Mr: SÜMNER. As I desire to say a few words 
on that petition, I move that it be printed. 

These petitioners, as Í understand, ask you to 
adopt what are familiarly known as the Crittenden 
propositions. Their best apology, sir, for that 
petition, is their ignorance of the character of those 
propositions. Had they known what they are, I 
feel sure that they never would have put their 
names to that paper. 

Those propositions go beyond the Breckinridge 
platform, which has already been solemnly con- 
demned by the American people. If adopted, 
they foistinto the Constitution of the United States 
constitutional guarantees of slavery which the 
framers of that instrament never gave; which 
Washington, Jefferson, Franklin, Patrick Henry, 
and John Jay, if we may credit the testimony of 
their lives and opinions, would have scorned to 
give. Fiad any such propositions been made the 
condition of Union, this Union never could have 
been formed. 

Mr. Madison told us in the convention that it 
was wrong to admit intothe Constitution the idea 
of property in man; but these propositions pro- 
pose to interpolate that idea; and, practically car- 
rying it out, they run a black line at latitude of 
369 30’, and give a constitutional protection to 
slavery in all territory now belonging to the Re- 
| public south of that line; and to make the case 
still more offensive, and more impossible to be 
received at the North, they make it applicable to 
all territory hereafter acquired; so that the flag of 
the Republic, as it moves southward, shall always 
be the flag of slavery, and every future acquisi- 
tion in that direction shall be Africanized; and 
all this by virtue of the Constitution of the United 
States. This is bad enough in an age of civiliza- 
tion; but it is notall. Still further: they insist 
upon giving constitutional guarantees to slavery 
in the national capital, and in other places within 
exclusive Federal jurisdiction. Nor is this all. 
As if to do something repugnant to just princi- 
ples, and especially offensive to the people of 
Massachusctis, they propose to despoil our col- 
ored fellow-citizens there of political franchises 
long time secured to them by the institutions of 
that honored Commonwealth, 
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Sir, it is for these things that these petitioners 
now pray; and they insist that they shail be in- 
terpolated into the Constitution of the United 
States, I have an infinite respect for the right of 
petition, and I desire always to promote the inter- 
esis and to carry forward the just and proper 
desires of my fellow-citizens; but I must express 


my regret that these gentlemen have misscd the | 


opportunity, when uniting in such numbers, of 
calling plainly and unequivocally, as lovers of the 
Union of their fathers, for two things—two things 
all-sufficient for the present crisis—with regard to 
which, J should expect the sympathies of the Sen- 
ator from Kentucky. First, that the Constitution 
of the United States, as administered by George 
‘Washington, to be preserved intact and blame- 
less in its text, without any tinkering forthe sake 
of slavery; and secondly, the verdict of the peo- 
ple last November, by which Abraham Lincoln 
was elected President of the United States, be 
enforced without price or condition. Here is 
ground on which every patriot and loyal citizen 
of the Jand can take his stand, and have over him 
the flag of the Union. How much better this 
than any scheme, device, juggle, hocus-pocus of 
compromise. On such a ground, all men who 
really love the Union of their fathers, without an 
if or a but, can plant themselves. 

I remember, sir, that on the night of the pas- 
sage of the Nebraska bill—it was at midnight—I 
made the declaration in the debate that then went 
on, that the time forcompromise had passed. The 
events taking place all verify this truth. It is ob- 
vious that existing difficulties can now be arranged 
only on permanent principles of justice, freedom, 
and humanity. Any seeming settlement founded 
on an abandonment of principles, will be but a 
miserable patchwork, which cannot succeed. It 
is only a short time ago, you will remember, that 
the whole country was filled with shame and dis- 
may, as the reports came to us of the surrender 
of the southern forts; and when it was known that 


Fort Sumter, too, was about to be given up, there | 


was a cry that went forth from the hearts of the 
people, by which that fortress was saved, atleast 
for the present. Propositions are made and 
brought forward by the Senator from Kentucky, 
and now enforced by petitions from constituents 
of my own State, calling upon the North to sur- 
render its principles—to surrender those impreg- 
nable principles of human rights which constitute 
our northern forts. It is even proposed, sir, to 
surrender the principle of freedom in the Territo- 
ries—the Fort Sumter of the North. I trust, sir, 
that they will all yet be saved; and as their safety 
depends upon the people, and not upon a Presi- 
dent, I hope that a cry will go forth from the peo- 
ple like that which, only a few days ago, saved 
that other Fort Sumter when it was menaced. 
For myself, if I stand with many, or with few, or 
alone, I have but one thing to say: ** No sur- 
render of the Fort Sumter of the North; no sur- 
render of any of our northern forts. No, sir; not 
of one of them. ”? 

But the bankers and the merchants of New 
York and Boston tell us that the Government shall 
not have money if we do not surrender our prin- 
ciples. Then again, sir, do I appeal to the peo- 
pie. I believe that the American people are not 
ess patriotic than the French people, and that 
they only want the opportunity to come forward 
and supply the necessities of the Government, as 
the French people, only recently, at the hint of 
Louis Napoleon; came forward with their loan, 
all composed of small sums, in order to conduct 
that war which ended in the liberation of Italy. 
Our Government stands on the aggregate virtue 
and intelligence of the people. 


gate wealth of the people. The farmer, the me- 
chanic, the laborer—every man who truly loves 
his country, will contribute out of his earnings 


to uphold the Constitution and the national flag. | 


Out of thes small sums, inspired by a generous 


patriotism, we shail have a full Treasury, even if | 


the bankers and the merchants stand aloof. 
There is but one thing, now, for the North to 
do. It is, to stand firm in their position. They 


may be guided by the testimony of one of the | 
greatest benefactors of our country. I mean La |! 
Fayette; who, in his old age, when his experience | 
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had been ripened by time; when he saw the old 
French revolution as a surviving actor and a sur- 
viving sufferer, from his seat in the Chamber of 


It only remains, | 
now, that we should make an appeal to the aggre- į 


i 
i 


i 


j not been disposed of. 


; would oppose northern acquisitions in the same 


Deputies, while recognizing the unutterable calam- 
ities of that revolution, said that it was his sol- 
emn duty to declare that, in his opinion, they 
were to be referred, not so much to the bad pas- 
sions of men as to those timid counsels that sought 
to substitute Compromise for Principle. Lafayette 
may well speak to his American fellow-citizens, 
now, and inspire them to stand firm against any 
timid counsels that would substitute compromise 
for principle. 

I have no desire to press my motion to a vote. 

Mr. BINGHAM. I wish to present the reso- 
lutions of the Legislature of the State of Michigan. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Fosrer 
in the chair.) The subject before the Senate has 


Mr. BINGHAM. The Senator from Massa- 
chusetts withdrew the motion to print. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. Mr. President, 

Mr. SUMNER. If the Senator from Ken- 
tucky wishes to speak on it, I do not withdraw 
the motion. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. Mr. President. 

Mr. BINGHAM. I had the floor, I believe. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator 
from Michigan was recognized, but the Chair 
understood that he wished to present a petition. 
The present subject not being disposed of, the 
Senator from Kentucky has the floor on the ques- 
tion before the Senate, being the motion to print 
the petition offered by him. 

Mr. BINGHAM. LI yield. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. Mr. President, it might 
seem to bea little ungracious in me to step between 
the honorable Senator and his constituents who 
have sent this petition here. He charges them 
withignorance, He is better acquainted with them 
than Į am; but it has been a beast long made, and 
I have thought it a well-founded boast, that edu- 
cation at the North was more universal than in 
any other part of the Union; that the Common- 
wealth of Massachusetts especially took the most 
parental care of her people, and that they were 
generally more enlightened, and a more reading 
and writing people, than the popelation of any 
other State of the Union. I had supposed that 
this was the case. I have no particular acquaint- 
ance with these gentlemen. The tie that is be- 
tween us is that of our common citizenship. 


Another tie that is between us is the coincidence 
of our opinions and our attachment in favor of 
this Union, and the honor they have done me in 
confiding the presentation of this petition to my 
hands, 

The gentleman says they have signed it out of 
ignorance. In presenting it, I supposed I might 
appeal to the Senate to give additional force and 
effect to this petition, because of the intelligence 
of the people by whom it had been sent. The 
gentleman supposes they have signed it without 
understanding it; and for the purpose of showing 
that they do not understand it, he has character- 
ized my resolutions so as to render it, as he sup- 
poses, impossible that an intelligent person could 
sign the petition. They would have spurned it, 
l understand him, instead of signing it, if they 
had understood it. It calls upon the North to 
abandon her settled and impregnable principles, 
he says. What principles? To permit slavery, 
is all that is asked, in our present Territory. All 
that is asked is, that the condition of slavery shall 
remain in the Territory of New Mexico as it now 
is, Thatis the substance. When I first offered 
these resolutions, I presented them as a mere 
basis upon which to establish some measure of 
compromise. I invited gentlemen of all sides to 
suggest amendments and alterations, and partic- 
ularly I called their attention to that provision 
which embraced in these resolutions territory to 
be hereafter acquired. I stated that my principal 
inducement to it was that it might prevent, and 
would be calculated to prevent, the rature acqui- 
sition of territory. 

The North, the ruling power of the country, 
apprehensive that if southern territory was ac- 
quired slavery would be established there, would, 
of course, oppose such acquisitions. The South 


way, for the same reason. ButIsaidatthe same 
time, and I say now, that if this is not acceptable 
as a comprehensive settlement, which is to settle 
now, and prevent hereafter, all controversy on 
this subject, it shall not be with me an indispens- 


ablecondition. Whatright hasthe gentieman to 


complain, when he was invited to make amend- 
ments. These resolutions have been before ussince 
the 18th day of December, and he:has made no 
proposition to amend or alter them? None.: Here 
isa great measure of pacification. Every Sena- 
tor is bound, as far as he can, to:contribute to the 
settlement of our great national troubles. If the 
propositions I offered, and which 1 offered with 
diffidence, are not adequate to the purpase, if they 
ask too much, why have not gentlemen moved to 
amend? Why has the honorable Senator sat here 
for one month and more, and proposed no amend- 
ment to the propositions which he now rises to 
condemn his constituents for approving? 

Mr. SUMNER. Will the Senator allow me 
to say, that every time I could get an opportu- 
nity, I have voted against his propositions? I 
have missed no opportunity, direct or indirect, 
of voting against his propositions, from beginning 
to end, every line and every word of them. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. Ido not controvertthat, 
My. President; it may be so; but thatis not what 
Iam asking of the gentleman. Itis: that. if he 
desired union and conciliation at all, why did he 
not move to amend the propositions which he 
now condemns? 

Mr. SUMNER. I will answer the Senator. 
Because I thought there could be no basis of peace 
on the Senator’s propositions. The Senator’s 
propositions were wrong in every respect, in every 
line, in every word. That is whati thought. I . 
was for the Constitution of the United States— 
the Constitution of our fathers,as administered 
by George Washington. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. If that was all true, 
and the gentleman desired an amicable settlement 
of the difficulties which now threaten the coun- 
try, had he no proposition whatever to make? 

Mr. SUMNER. Certainly; the proposition 
which I havealready made, that the Constitution, 
as administered by George Washington, should 
be preserved pure and free from any amendment 
for the sake of slavery. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. Why did he not move 
that? Why did he sit sullen-and silent here for 
one month or more, with his breast full of resent- 
ment? {Applause in the galleries, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Order will be 
preserved in the galleries, or they will be cleared 
immediately. $ 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. With such a spirit of 
opposition to, and thinking as he did of, these 
resolutions, why did he not propose to strike 
them all out? 

Mr.SUMNER. Willthe Senatorletmeanswer? 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. Yes; 1 will. 

Mr. SUMNER. I did vote for the proposi- 
tion of the Senator from New Hampshire, [Mr. 
Crarx.] I voted for it as soon as it could come 
to a vote; and that expresses precisely my ideas. 
That displaced the Senator’s proposition entirely. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. Ali that l say remains 
true. The Senator now has particularized some 
three or four instances in which he eonsidered 
these resolutionsas particularly condemnable, and 
now denounces the ignorance of his. constituents, 
as evidenced by their signing this petition, What 
are they? We want a guarantee for slavery, he 
says. Sir, the gentleman only half speaks. the 
truth. Hestatesit as though we had risen up here 
in a time of peace and quiet, to ask an alteration 
of the Constitution, simply for the purpose of ex- 
tending slavery. Thatis not the case. Of the ter- 
ritory acquired from Mexico by the common blood 
and the common treasure, all bas been appropri- 
ated according to the wishes of the North,and the 
slavcholding Statesexcluded. Here remains one 
arid, sterile Territory alone—New Mexico 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The hour of 
one having arrived, it becomes the duty of the 
Chair to arrest the discussion, and announce the 
special order, which is House bill No. 914. 

Mr. BIGLER. [move to postpone the order 
of the day, to allow the Senator frorn Kentucky 
to proceed. 

Mr, BAKER, It can be done by general 
consent. a 

Mr. TRUMBULL. ff leave be given, I hope 
leave will be given to reply. If everything else 
ie to give way to this discussion, let us hear both 
sides, 7 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. By general 
consent, the bill may be laid aside, and this dis- 
cussion proceed. 
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Mr. HALE. | I object. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, Objection being 
made, the vote must be taken. Itis moved and 
seconded that the order of the day be postponed 
to allow this discussion to go on. : 

The question being taken, there werc, on a di 
vision—ayes 19, noes 8; no quorum voting. 

Mr. BRAGG. There is evidently a quorum 
present. 

Mr. TRUMBULL, I call for the yeas and 
nays. [‘‘Oh,no.”}] The only object I have is 
to get a quorum. 

Mr. ANTHONY. Lhope the debate will be 
allowed to go on informally. Let the special order 
be laid aside informally, by general consent, that 
the Senator from Kentucky may proceed. 

Mr. POWELL. There is a quorum present, 
evidently. ` 

Mr. HALE. Is this question debatable? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question 
has not been decided. 

Mr. HALE, 1 thought the motion was to post- 
pone the special order, and allow the debate to 

oon, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That is the 
motion; but no vote has been had indicating the 
presence of a quorum of the Senate. The yeas 
and nays were demanded, but have not been or- 
dered. 

Mr. BIGLER. Let us order them. ` 

Mr. HALE. I vote against this motion, be- 
cause I think a period of the session has arrived 
when, if we ever intend to do anything, we ought 
to do it, and we ought to be about it; and, with 
all respect to the Senator from Kentucky and the 
Senator from Massachusetts—I listen’ to them 
with as much pleasure as anybody, and I have 
had a good deal of that pleasure this session, 
[laughter,] not particularly from the Senator from 
Massachusetts—I say that I think it is time the 
Senate went to the practical business of the coun- 
try. The demands of the country are not for any 
more specches, but for practical business, if we 
ever mean to do any; and I am glad the yeas and 
nays have been called for, so that the country 
may know who it is that come here to make and 
to hear speeches that can possibly tend to no sort 
of good on earth, but may do mischief. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. I hope, if the Senator is so 
much opposed to speeches, he will quit, and let 
us vote. (Laughter.] 

Mr. HALE, I will say that that is the best 
speech | ever heard from the Senator from IHi- 
nois, because it is the shortest. (Laughter.] I 
give up now, sir. l 

Mr. DOUGLAS. 
Mangit], 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The motion 
before the Senate is that House bill No. 914, which 
is the order of the day at one o'clock, being the 
unfinished business of yesterday, be postponed, 
in order that the discussion upon the petition 
which has been presented may go on. ‘The Chair 
will put the question again. 

Mr. HALE called for the yeas and nays; and 
they were ordered, 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I desire merely to say, that 
if this discussion is to go on by the Senator from 
Kentucky, I trustit will notbearrested the moment 
he is through. ‘The time of the Senate has been 
taken up almost from its commencement by dis- 
cussions from persons who have sought to throw 
on this side of the Senate the responsibility for 
the present condition of things; and I think it is 
time that some reply should be made to these re- 
iterated statements. When a party has brought 
the country to the verge of dissolution, is making 
war upon it, capturing its troops, seizing its forts, 
firing into its vessels, dishonoring its flag,and yet 
talking about Union and peace, and appealing to 
Republicans, who have never been in power, day 
after day, to save the Union, I think it is about 
time that we upon our side placed this respons- 
ibility where it belongs—upon the corruptions, 
the imbecilty, the irresolution—if I may not say 
the complicity with treason itself—~of the party in 
power. Now, sir, if the discussion is to go on, 


It accomplished its object. 


and the ume of the Senate is.to be taken up, with | 


only, as I think, about sixteen legislative days 
remaining from now to the 4th of March, with 
important bills pending, if every gentleman who 
presents a petition is to makea speech, and time 
1s to be taken up in that way, letus have it on both 
Sides. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair 
feels bound to suggest to the Senator from Illinois 
that, by the rules of the Senate, a motion in re- 
gard to the order of business does not open the 
subject so that it can be discussed upon its mer- 
its. But a very brief discussion is understood to 
be in order on a motion in regard to the order of 
business, which is the motion now before the 
Senate. 

Mr. ANTHONY. Is this a motion to post- 
pone the order of the day, so as to continue this 
debate, or simply to allow the Senator from Ken- 
tucky to finish his remarks? j 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair 
understood it was a motion to postpone the order 
of the day, in order to continue the discussion on 
the motion to print the petition. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. SUMNER (when his name was called) 
said: I desire to give the Senator from Kentucky 
an opportunity to be heard; and therefore I vote 

ea. 

The result was announced—yeas 23, nays 21; 
as follows: 

YEAS — Messrs. Baker, Bayard, Bigler, Bragg, Cling- 
man, Crittenden, Dixon, Douglas, Fitch, Foster, Green, 
Hemphill, Johnson of Tennessee, Mason, Polk, Powell, 
Rice, Saulsbury, Sebastian, Sumner, Ten Eyck, Thomson, 
and Wigifali—23. 

NAYS—Messrs. Anthony, Bingham, Cameron, Chand- 
ler, Clark, Collamer, Doolittle, Durkee, Fessenden, Foot, 
Grimes, Ilale, King, Latham, Pearce, Seward, Simmons, 
Trumbull, Wade, Wilkinson, and Wilson—21. 

So the motion to postpone all prior orders was 
agreed to. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. I am not surprised 
that. Senators manifest such an anxiety to do 
what is called the business of the session, and to 
proceed to that. I take no exception to it; no 
offense at it whatever, It is but little that I have 
to say, and it would have been said in less time 
than has been occupied in determining this ques- 
tion. I thought the gentleman was not exactly 
correct in stating the effect of the resolutions in- 
troduced by me; and | wish to say a word in ref- 
erence to those points which he has selected. 

Efe suys we ask guarantees in the Constitution 
for the protection of slavery in the Territories. 
By those resolutions, in all the territory north of 
the line designated, slavery is prohibited; all south 
of it, which, in reference to our present territory, 
is nothing more than the Territory of New Mex- 
ico, the most sterile and worthless of its extent 
upon this whole continent, is reserved for the 
South; and how, sir? That slavery, as it now 
exists there, as a matter of fact, shall be recog- 
nized as existing; and that it shall continue until 
the population of the Territory warrants its ad- 
mission into the Union as a State. The people 
are then to decide for themselves, as hey piense 
whether they will have slavery or not. That is 
the proposition, and that only. What principle 
does this conflict with? AH California—that vast 
and rich territory—has been already converted 
into a free State, and New Mexico is all that re- 
mains of our conquest from Mexico. From all 
the rest, the South—the slaveholding portion of 
the community—are excluded. We do not ask 
you here to initiate slavery; we do not ask you 
to introduce slavery; we ask you simply to admit 
the fact that slavery does now exist by law in the 
Territory of New Mexico, and simply to agree 
that it shall continue so to exist until it becomes 
a State; that is all. 

This, the gentleman says, would violate prin- 
ciple. What principle? Any principle of equity 
or justice as between the several States of the 
Union? Is there any constitutional principle to 
be violated? It may violate notions and opinions 
which gentlemen entertain outside of the Consti- 
tution; it may violate anti-slavery notions; but it 
does not violate the Constitution; nor, so far as 
I have heretofore understood it, does it violate 
even the notions of the Republican party. They 
go against the extension of slavery. I thought 
their doctrine was to let it rest where it existed, 
but not to extend it; and now here a question | 
comes up, whether you will recognize it as it in 
point of fact exists, and as you know it to exist, 
and allow it to remain until the people, by com- 
ing into the Union as a State, have the right to 
decide it for themselves. That is the whole sub- } 
stance of the proposition, when you exclude from 
it after-acquired territory. Where is the principle 
of the Constitution that this violates? Nowhere. 


As a mere question of equity between equal part- 
ners in the Commonwealth, is it too great a con- 
cession? Isit more than an equal, or a ratable, 
or an equitable proportion? ertainly, I think, 
it cannot be said to be. It violates nothing but 
some dogma that has been sometimes asserted by 
extreme members of the Republican party, that 
no slavery shall be allowed to exist in any Terri- 
tory, and that no future slave State shall be ad- 
mitted into the Union. It may violate that dogma; 
but, sir, does not this occasion call upon us to 
make sacrifices, if they are necessary, for the pres- 
ervation of. peace and union in the country? That 
is a question submitted to the people of the United 
States; that is a question submitted to us. 

Your platform, gentlemen, [addressing the Re- 

ublican Senators, ] is a little thing of but a hands- 
Preadth »manufactured by a few politicians. You 
are governing a great nation. Are you to look 
to that platform, or look to the nation which you 
have been called, in the course of Providence, to 
govern? Is it a fitting measure by which to gov- 
ern the nation? Although every principle an- 
nounced in the platform may be dear to your 
hearts, would you not sacrifice it rather than see 
secession and revolution go on, and this country 
be necessarily dismembered? You are pledged 
by every principle of the Constitution, by every 
principle of morality, by your own platform, to 
preserve the Union of this country. You obtained 
confidence from the country by that pledge! De- 
votion to the Union was assumed by you asa 
peculiar principle and a peculiar duty of your 
party. That is forgotten. When you cannot 
carry out all your notions and preserve the Union, 
is it better to let the Union go, and preserve every 
little peculiarity of doctrine, of opinion, which 
you may entertain; not of the essence of the Con- 
stitution, not belonging to the Constitution; but 
which, according to your fancy and notions of 
morality, you may desire to see carried into effect? 
Will you carry all these into effect, and lot the 
Union go down and be destroyed? That is the 
question, These twenty-two thousand patriotic 
citizens of Massachusetts have said, let the Union 
be preserved; and so, gentlemen, I persuade my- 
sel that you yourselves will say. 

Mr. SUMNER. Every citizen of Massachu- 
setts will say, let the Union be preserved. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. And, if possible, with- 
out the use of arms, or force, or bloodshed. 

Mr. CLARK. Or compromise. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. “ No'compromise” is 
your word. 

Mr. CLARK. “Or compromise,” I said. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. I do not understand 
the gentleman. 

Mr. CLARK. I said ‘ or compromise,” fol- 
owing the language of the Senator from Ken- 
tucky. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. Compromiseisa word 
that seems to be rejected, Ido not consider that 
I am asking a compromise or a concession; but 
gentlemen denominate it so who want to assume 
themselves to be donors in this matter, They 
yield nothing of their constitutional right, accord- 
ing to my notion. It is you who call it compro- 
mise, and then make war upon the word that you 
yourselves use; but I am willing to so call it; I 
am willing even so to accept it, if it would be 
granted in any form; but you condemn it in that 
language; you condemn it by that name. Well, 
sir, thatis all I desire to say now. I wish to create 
no excited or heated debate. We have great ques- 
tions probably before us yet. I wish to avoid 
everything like personality or invective or heart- 
burning here, that we may reserve ourselves calm 
and wise to the last, and endeavor to save our 
country, I believe itis necessary to save it. I 
believe, gentlemen, that you must do something, 
or the country cannot be saved. The question 
is, whether you will hang now upon little points 
andlittle questions—comparatively little; com- 
pared to the preservation of the Union, small and 
Insignificant indeed—which of them you will let 
pass by, if, in your consciences, you think you 
are making a sacrifice. 

I have said before, that here, on this occasion, 
I do not present myself as the advocate of slavery, 
but as the advocate of the Union, It is there that 
I stand; and my honest efforts are directed to that.. 
end, to preserve my relations to the North, to 
preserve my relations as countrymen in this Union 
with you and every one of you. Ido not hate 
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the North. [love the South. I think I may say 
that I have every proper patriotic regard to every 
portion of my country. I do not agree to the 
doctrine that the North hates the South, or that 
the South hates the North. There are individuals 
in both sections who indulge such feelings. I have 
not indulged them myself; and I do not believe it 
is true, as to the masses of the people anywhere. 
I see, in these petitions that come here for the 
existence and continuance of a fraternal Union, 
evidence grateful to my heart that that is not the 
sentiment which prevails in this country. No, 
sir; the people of this country love the Union; 
the people of this country are proud of this great 
nation. They have enjoyed blessings under it, 
and they desire to preserve it. ‘God and the 
country,” is the great sentiment existing among 
our people in every section of our Union. I grant 
it. Every effort should be made that fraternal 
affection can suggest for the settlement of this 
question. Great sacrifices would not be too great 
a price to pay for Union. 

Sir, here we stand. Revolution, to a certain 
extent, has gone on and been successful. It will 
go on still further, unless those that are yet adher- 
ing to their duty shall be satisfied by something 
that you will do. Ido not speak of what I, my- 
self, would individually require, but what the 
millions that are represented here from States yet 
adhering to this Union require. You must have 
agreat motive, I am sure, to perpetuate and to 
secure the Union as far as it still exists; and by 
means of it we may hope ultimately to restore 
every State of the seceding number that have gone 
out from us. I hope we may do it; I believe we 
can do it; but we cannot do it by angry debates; 
we cannot do it by heated discussions here; we 
cannot do it by eriminations and recriminations; 
we cannot do it by denunciations. Depend upon 
it, that is not the way todoit. I wish to practice 
every degree of forbearance until the last moment 
of deliberation has been exhausted here, and until 
I find that no settlement can be obtained, that 
some fatal prejudice, that some fatal predeterm- 
ination on this subject, has destined the country 
toruin and dismemberment. I regret every heated 
and excited debate that I hear on this floor, Why 
is it that gentlemen begin to feel a particular impa- 
tience when anything is said or done, or attempted 
to be said or done, in respect to that subject that 
is so much greater than all—the preservation of 
the country and the Union? Senators talk about 
the little business of Congress—little it is, if the 
country is to be ruined. Save the country, and 
then administer to its wants; then provide for its 
necessities; then provide for the means of admin- 
istration; but that which is precedent to all, and 
paramount to all, is the very subject about which 
particular impatience is manifested in this body; 
and we are told we should do the business of the 
Senate. We cannot shut our eyes to whatis going 
on. We know that revolution has dismembered 
the land already to the amount of six or seven 
States. We know that that fatal temperament is 
extending itself or liable to extend itself, and yet 
we manifestim patience when anything is proposed 
or said in regard to a remedy for that spreading 
evil. : 

Mr. President, all that could be said of them, if 
these resolutions were accepted, would be that the 
extreme regard which they have manifested for 
the preservation of the Union has impelled them 
to this error, if error it can be called; an error that 
certainly leans on virtue’s side; an extreme anx- 
iety to preserve the relations of brotherhood which 
exist between them and the other portions of this 
country. That is the cause of it—an honest and 
honorable patriotic error, that does not deserve 
condemnation. It proceeds from sound hearts, 
from good hearts, who know of no sacrifice too 
great, who have no opinion upon a mere matter 
of policy, or a question of mere conscience, that 
they would not rather sacrifice or give up or yield 
to the opinion of millions of their countrymen for 
the preservation of the Union. That is where 
these petitioners stand. 

As for slavery in the District of Columbia, that 


DO 


has existed along time. That is one of the ob- 
jections which the gentleman urges. Why, Mr. 
President, that has always been a disputed ques- 
tion as toitsconstitutionality; andallthatlask you 
is, to let things alone; do not now, in this moment 
of trouble, undertake to disturb them. Let it re- 
main. Virginia and Maryland originally made 
the cession; and let it remain while these States 
retain slavery; and let Congress say it shall re- 
main in the position it was when it was ceded to 
them, unless Virginia and Maryland shall assent 
to the change. That is what is asked in this re- 
spect; and that concludes all his objections, ex- 
cept as to.slavery in places under the special con- 
trol of Congress within the States where it exists; 
places for fortifications, places for arsenals, places 
for navy-yards—a thing too inconsiderable to be 
discussed now. 

Mr. President, I am very sorry for the time I 
have occupied; and without further debate, I shall 
take my seat. 

Mr. CLARK. Mr. President—— 

Mr. SUMNER. Allow me one word. 

Mr. CLARK. I will waive my right for a 
moment. 

Mr. SUMNER. Ihave no desire to prolong 
this debate, or to occupy the time of the Senate. 
I will make two remarks. The Senator from Ken- 
tucky is notaware of his own popularity in Mas- 
sachusetts, of the extent to which his name is 
there an authority, of the willingness of the peo- 
ple of that State to adopt anything that bears his 
respectablename. Ido notthink thatdistinguished 
Senator is aware of that fact; consequently he is 
not aware how easily the people of Massachusetts 
may be seduced to adopta proposition bearing the 
name which they so much respect; when, if they 
examined that proposition, they would at once 
reject it. Now, all that I would suggest in regard 
to these petitioners is that, under the lead of that 
distinguished Senator, they put their names to a 

aper which, I think, they did not, in all respects, 
in all its bearings, in all its obligations, in all its 
propositions, fully understand. I will do them 
the justice to believe that, if they did know all the 
bearings of those propositions, they would not put 
their name to any such paper. 

That is all 1 have to say on that point; but I 
wish to make one other remark on another. The 
Senator intimated, if lunderstood him aright, that 
his propositions, at least in his own mind, were 
not applicable to territory hereafter acquired. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. No; I do not mean to 
be understood as saying that. 

Mr. SUMNER. [I understood the Senator so. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. Isaid I did not consider 
that proposition as an essential part of mine; that 
I did not intend to insist upon it, if I found it 
would not be acceptable. Idid not intend that 
that should he any obstacle to an adjustment, and 
I would propose to strike it out, if necessary. 

Mr. SUMNER. The Senator did not consider 
that proposition an essential part; and yet in the 
Journal of the Senate, which is now before me, 
in the yeas and nays, I find his name recorded in 
the affirmative on introducing those words, ‘“‘ now 
held or hereafter to be acquired” into the propo- 
sition. There is the record; the name of the Sen- 
ator from Kentucky answering yea, when we 


were all asked to answer yea or nay on that prop- | 


osition. 

Mr. CLARK. I was one of those who voted 
against continuing this discussion to-day 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. Will the gentleman 
allow mea single moment? 

Mr. CLARK. Certainly. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. I did, upon the motion 
of my colleague, vote for his amendment, and 
would be content with it; but subsequent reflec- 
tion, and the objections made to it here and else- 
where, have satisfied me that I ought not to ad- 
here to it, if it was to become an obstacle to 
prevent the passage of these resolutions. Thatis 
the explanation. 

Mr. CLARK. I remarked, Mr. President, that 
I was one of those who voted against continuing 
this discussion to-day. I did not believe, when 


l gave that vote, that any good would result fro 
it; and though I have now taken the floor.to:re- 
sume this discussion, I am still-of the same o 
ion; and if the Senate desire to resume’ the 
ness which was under consideration yesterday, or 
any other business which may be of practical im- 
portance, L will cheerfully give way for them £0 
to do; or, if the Senator from Missouri desires to 
continue the remarks which he préposed to make 
yesterday, I will give way for that purpose—any- 
thing which may bring good. oS at 

Mr. GREEN. J will not interfere at all w 
this discussion. When the Senator is through, 
and the Senate restimes the consideration of the 
bill on which I took the floor, I then propose to, 
address some remarks to the Senate; Patat prear 
sent I decline doing so. í esa are 

Mr. CAMERON. 
allow me a moment. i 

Mr. CLARK. Certainly. : : 

Mr. CAMERON. I desire to suggest to the 
Senator from New Hampshire that, instead of 
continuing this discussion, we take up’ the ‘bill 
which we left unfinished last night, and proceed 
with our regular business. The session is very 
near its close, and we on this side will be held 
responsible for the proper bills to support ‘the 
Government. 

Mr. CLARK. Then I will say to the Senator 
from Pennsylvania, if he will move to postpone 
this subject to any future time, so that may have 
an opportunity of speaking upon it, T will cheer» 
fully acquiesce. f We tas 

Mr. CAMERON. Then I move that this ques- 
tion be postponed until this day next week, af one 
o’clock. ere pe AN 
Mr. CLARK. An earlier day; say Monday, 
Mr. CAMERON. Very well; I will say Mon- 


ay. i j 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Tt is moved 
that the further consideration of. this. subject be 
postponed. until Monday next, for the purpose of 
taking up the bill which was before the Senate 
yesterday—the naval appropriation bill. : 
The motion to postpone was agreed to. , 


NAVAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The Senate resumed the consideration of the 
bill (H. R. No. 714) making appropriations for 
the naval service for the year ending the 30th of 
June, 1862; the pending question being on con- 
curring in the following amendment, made as in 
Committee of the Whole, to add as an additional 
section: : i 


And be it further enacted, That the Secretary of the Navy 
be, and he is hereby, authorized: to cause to be constructed 


I hope the Senator will 


d 
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for the United States Navy, at as early a day as practicable,- 


having due regard to efficiency and economy, seven steam 
screw sloops-of- war, of the second class, as vessels are rated. 
in the Navy, with full steam power, whose greatest draught 
of water shall not exceed fourteen feet, which sloops shall 
combine the heaviest armament and greatest speed compat- 
ible with their character and tonnage; and-for the purpose 
above specified, the sum of $1,200,090 be, and the sanicis 
hereby, appropriated, out of any money in the Treasury not 
otherwise appropriated, to be expended under the direction 
of the Secretary of the Navy. 


Mr. GREEN. Mr, President, it might. be sup- 
posed that the line of my remarks is not appro- 
priate to the present bill now pending before the 
Senate; but, under the circumstances growing out 
of the character of the speeches made on the pend- 
ing amendment, I think them entirely appropriate. 
The exact subject-matter upon which the Senate 
must now act,,.and to which the attention of the 
Senate ought to be directed, is, the propriety of the 
appropriation of $1,200,000 to build seven new 
screw steamers of certain dimensions and draught. 
In itself, it would scem to be a matter of very. small 
importance; but when the intent with which itis 
now urged is shadowed forth by its friends, it 
stikes the public mind with so much force that 
we cannot resist the occasion to meet them in the 
proper spirit. At atime when the Treasury.is 
depleted; at a time when there is po actual neces- 
sity for an increase of our naval force; at a time 
when, unfortunately, we have-been driven into the 
market to borrow nearly seventy million dollars, 
in addition to a proposition to increase the duties 
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upon-ell. imported. goods; and besides all this, 
when honést contracts are urged for payment, 
when the creditors of the Government are beg- 
ging you to pay them, they are put off with the 
poorand miserable plea, that we have not money 
to pay; men who have credited this Government 
for eighty years, who have advanced money and 
have never received it back, are to be pushed 
aside on the poor plea that we are not able to pay 
them now, and when you undertake to pay them 
the plea is urged, also, that the Government is 
presumed always to be ready, and therefore you 
will not pay interest—in this contingency and 
under this state of things we are asked to appro- 
priate $1,200,000 to build seven new steamers! 

Lask this question, and I want the country to 
respond to it, whether the Senate: does or not: is 
there such a pressing necessity as to require of us 
to borrow money for that purpose—for it is to bor- 
row money? To what purposes are these steam- 
ers to be applied? Why is it at this time, when 
aur resources are less than they have been for 
many years, when our credit is lower than it has 
been for a long number of years, why is it now 
deemed necessary to borrow $1,200,000 to build 
seven new steamers? This question would have 
been pertinent; it is now pertinent; it will remain 
pertinent; but the purpose was disclosed in the 
speech of the honorable Senator from New York. 
I do not mean the thin, keen-visaged, eagle-eyed 
Senator, but I mean the bellicose Senator, {laugh-. 
ter,] whose voice is still for war, whose object is 
toinvelye us in serious, deadly conflict; and he 
says he wants them to coerce sovereign States. 

hy, sir, when we have been begging for some 

rivate claims of a few dollars, the cry was, we 
had not the money; and when we answered itand 
said: ‘tall we want is an acknowledgment of the 
debt; we will take your ercdit for them,’’ a deaf 
ear was turned to ns. When an application for 
$120,000,000—not thousands, but $120,000,000— 
to build a railroad to the Pacific was made, it was 
adopted almost by acclamation. When the re- 
sources from the public lands, amounting to 
$3,500,000 annually, were proposed to be taken 
away by a homestead bill, to give to the vaga- 
bonds and scoundrels sent out from your over- 
grown cities, that was adopted with avidity, You 
vote away all your resources; you vote away 
$120,000,000. When we ask you to pay an hon- 
est debt, you say you have not got the money, 
and you will not therefore acknowledge it. Then 
you get up and say, give us $1,200,000 to build 
seven new steamers for war purposes, to coerce 
those States who deem themselves injured, and, 
in the exercise of their sovereign rights, choose 
to say they secede from the Union, 

Mr. President, it resolves itself into this ques- 
tion—not the protection of public property; not 
the enforcement of the laws; but, has any State 
aright to secede; and if she has the right under 
any circumstances and in any contingency, wha 
is to be the judge of the circumstances that jus- 
tify it? Ifthe Mederal Government is to be the 
judge, the right does not exist. Thatis a denial 
ofthe right, Ifthe State is to be the judge, that 
is an admission of the right. Who then is to be 
the judge; and if a wrong decision is made, on 
whom does the responsibility fall, and what con- 
sequences are to follow? Talk to me about en- 
forcing the law! Why, sir, there is no man in 
the United States but what says “enforce the 
law;”? but enforce it where? Enforce it where 

ou have jurisdiction; enforce it over your Union. 

hat does not still meet the question; for if a State 
has the right to secede and does secede, she is no 
longer a part of the Union; and the enforcement 
of the law within the Union does not include the 
right to enforce it in a seceding State. Protect 
public property, you say? So say I. Whatever is 
punue property, protect; protect it against John 

rown and Montgomery and the Abolition hordes 
who rush into Missouri and Virginia. That isa 
different question. But whatis public property? 
That property which is appropriated to ablic 
purposes within. the Union; not property outside 
of the Union. 

You have public property at Spezzia, on the 
Mediterrancan; but I venture tosay, that you will 
not send your Army and your Navy and your 


seven new steamers there, if the Government there | 


says the circumstances of thatcountry require you 
to desist. You have public property tn the city of 
London, where your minister resides. You will 


not send. your.Armyand your Navy thereto pro- 
tectit. You own itaga mere proprictor,and you 
are subjects to the local law, the law of Great Brit- 
ain. You have public property in other paris of 
the: world, but you cannot protect it with military 
power. You can negotiate and insist upon a pro- 
tection of your rights; but that is all. , 

Have you public property in South Carolina? 
for I intend to reduce this question to its simple 
elements, I answer, you have not one single par- 
ticle. The right to secede is a question that I 
postpone for after consideration. Lf, however, the 
right to secede is admitted, whatever forts, maga~ 
zines, arsenals, or other public property had been 
purchased made constructed, or improved by the 

ederal Government, cease to be public property 
of the Union; they follow, necessarily, the action 
of the local sovereignty. Fort Sumter this day is 
wrongfully held by this Government; it isan actof 
war against the State of South Carolina. But you 
say, the Federal Government built it. I answer, 
yes; with the consent ofthe State. When? When 
that State was a part of the Federal Union. For 
whose benefit? To protect Washington city? No. 
To protect New York? No. To protect Boston? 
No. To protect Charleston? Yes. Now, a fort 
built for the purpose of protecting the city of 
Charleston, is, it seems, to have its ponderous 
guns turned and their frowning mouths directed 
against the very city for whose benefit it was 
erected. 

Whose money paid for it? you may ask. I 
answer, the money of the Federal Treasury. You 
then will ask this additional question: if the Fed- 
eral Treasury built the fort, and manned the fort, 
and armed the fort, although it was intended for 
the protection of South Carolina, can South Car- 
olina, by an act of secession, reclaim thatand take 
Federal property? [give you this answer: South 
Carolina contributed her duc proportion for the 
building of all the forts; and she contributed as 
much to build Fort Columbus, and every northern 
fort, and every other southern fort as she did to 
build Fort Sumter; so that, in the adjustment of 
the accounts, there is no injustice done to any por- 
tion of the Union. She paid to build Fort Mc- 
Henry, Fortress Monroe, Fort Columbus, and all 
the other forts stretching from her northern line 
around to the extreme West—cven along the great 
lakes. She paid her full proportion; andif we paid 
our proportion for Fort Sumter, it is no injustice 
to divide. 

For what object was it erected? It was erected 
to protect the city of Charleston and the State of 
South Carolina, But I will go a step further than 
that. I say there never was an instance in the 
history of the world, where a State seceded or 
revolutionized, when the act was complete, that 
any other State claimed the forts within her lim- 
its, I shall hereafter come to the point whether 
the act is yet complete or nots but I do say there 
never was an instance—you may search the rec- 
ords of the world—where a State revolutionizes 
or withdraws from an association of States, that 
any other Power claimed a fort situated in her 
limits. 

Hence, when you talk about protecting the prop- 
erty of the United States, everybody will say that 
isright; butil leaves the question stillunanswered, 
what is the property of the United States. When 
you talk about enforcing the laws within the 
jurisdiction of the United States, everybody res- 
ponds, yes; but itleaves the question still unan- 
swered, what are the limits of the United States. 
Hence, the whole of it, disguise it as you may, 
resolves itself into this one question: has the State 
the right to secede, and has the State, in fact, se- 
ceded? I challenge the world to meet that ques- 
tion, if you concede the right and the fact. There 
arc two points in it: the right, and the exercise of 
the right. You may concede the right to all 
States; for if it exists with one, it exists with all. 
They are all on perfect terms of equality; every 
State in this Union acquired since the original 
thirteen formed the Confederation, is on exact 
terms of equality; and a Union not based upon 
terms of equality would not be worth preserving. 

Individuals may rise in a community, violate 
the laws, and subject themselves to punishment; 


j but that never meets the real question that we 


have to consider. Our Government is one of its 
own peculiar kind, This association of States is 
such a one as never existed before; and if broken 
up by the misconduct ofits members, it will never 
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have its counterpart. Individuals in a single Gov- 
ernment can commit treason, can commit rebel- 
lion, can violate the laws. Individuals in an 
associated Government can do the same things. 
But in regard to a Siate—a member of the asso- 
ciation—it brings up.a different question for con- 
sideration. A county in a State is an. integral 

art of the State; an individual of a State is an 
integral part of a State; but this Federal Govern- 
ment is, as expressed by Mr. Calhoun, a multi- 
ple of units. Each State being an entirety, an 
entity, a thing of itself, having power to breathe 
and exist, it goes into this multiple by its own 
voluntary action. 

In all such cases, every sovereignty can go out 
of its own voluntary action, it being an entiret 
anda unit, and not a few individuals; and all this 
talk about coercing springs from a confounded 
notion of thought—-I mean an uncomprehended 
consideration of the subject, that they are indi- 
viduals, and not State sovereignties. ‘They con- 
found the idea, and undertake to liken a State in 
the Union toa county in a State; but more differ- 
ent ideas could not possibly be presented. A 
county in a State is afragmentof a State; a State 
in the Union is an entirety; it is a unit; it is a 
voluntary member of an association. The county 
is. no voluntary member, because every county in 
a State but one may vote for a law, and yet that 
one be bound by it. Any county in a State, there- 
fore, that revolts; any fragment of a united sover- 
eignty that flies off; any segment of an entire 
circle that is broken, in a political sense, is rebel- 
lion; but when you take an association resting 
upon volition, resting upon consent, and that con- 
sent is withdrawn, and the determination is ex- 
pressed to cease to be in the association, that 
State is no longer one of the Confederation. I 
know the question may be asked: what will jus- 
tify suchan act? I will not answer; and why? E 
have no right to answer. | 

The State must take the responsibility; the State 
itself, is the judge of what will justify it. Ifany 
other power is the judge, the right does not exist; 
and to assert thatany other power is the judge, is 
to deny the right. Each State must judge for 
itself. But suppose the State judges wrongfully 
and decides improperly, and on mere pretense 
says: ‘“ We will dissolve the association into 
which we have honorably centered; then the 
State has done wrong. Who is to punish the 
State? Nobody. Who is to condemn the State? 
The enlightened judgment of mankind. That is 
all. There is no other tribunal that can possibly 
pass judgment upon her. Who passed judgment 
upon the Revolution of 1776? The enlightened 
judgment of the world. Was that war, waged by 
George IH, on the advice of his ministers, a right- 
ful or a wrongful war? Everybody in the United 
States says it was a wrongful war, What was 
the object of that war? To reduce the thirteen 
colonies to subjection. Why was it a wrongfal 
war? Did not these colonies belong to Great 
Britain? Yes. Were they not subject to the 
control of the British Crown? Yes. Did they not 
throw off their allegiance and renounce it, say- 
ing that they would hold England, as they did all 
the rest of the world, in peace friends, in waren- 
emics? Yes. Was not this rebellion? Yes. If 
it was a rebellion, even a case of rebellion you say 
was justifiable, and a war made against rebels was 
a wrongful war. Every man, woman, and child 
in the United States says even that. Recollect, 
the colonies were not component parts of a Gov- 
ernment, formed by the voluntary action of in- 
dependent communities. They were colonies 
planted, conquered, or purchased by Great Britain. 

Even in that case, everybody says the war was 
a wrongful war, brought on by the improper ac- 
tion of the ministers of George HI. If that be 
true, how much stronger, how much more palpa- 
ble, and how much more extraordinary would it 
be if herein an association of equals—cach one 


| coming in by its own consent, and cach one going 


out by its own consent—when one goes out, you 
are to undertake to exercise military power and 
control, and bring on war by the action of the. 
Federal Government. Who would be the wrong- 
ful actor in this light? It would be the Federal 
Government. Ido not anticipate any great diffi- 
culty, because I know the good sense, I know the 
sound judgment, and I know the warmth of heart 
of the American people will prevent all of this; 
and the few politicians who, to make themselves 
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conspicuous, talk about war, and yet-would be 
the first to run, do notamount to the weight of a 
feather in the scale. Some of them are so large 
that they cannot run fast, [laughter,] and would 
only be shot in the back. 
i But, Mr. President, it is our duty here to incul- 
cate a spirit in the minds and hearts of the people 
which will dispose them to actin the best manner 
possible. Weare presumed. to be representative 
men; we are presumed to reflect the will of those 
who sent us here; and acting in that capacity our 
words are treasured up, however foolish they may 
be, and however ridiculous they are; and they are 
not simply attributed to us as individual mem- 
hers of the Senate, but they are, often improperly, 
ascribed to the power behind us—the people we 
represent. Let us, therefore, be cautious in the 
employment of words; let us remember that this 
Union, as much as we love it, can only be pre- 
served by the same means that brought it into 
existence, What are they? Was any State ever 
whipped into the Union? Then no State can ever 
hereafter be whipped in; else that will be a differ- 
ent Union. Was any State ever coerced into the 
Union? Then no State hereafter can be coerced 
into the Union; clse that will be a different Union. 
As the States came in by their own voluntary 
act, they must remain in by their own voluntary 
act; and when they go out, as they contributed to 
pay the general expenses for fortifications and 
armies whilethey wercin, every fortification which 
is necessarily local, and within the jurisdiction of 
a seceding State, belongs to that State, and was 
intended for the benefit of that State. South Car- 
olina has asmuch claim to Fort Columbus in New 
York harbor this day as the United States has to 
Fort Sumter; and the same right to attack Fort 
Columbus ag the United States has to attack Fort 
Moultrie; and I pledge you one feeble arm to act 
in a contingency that may arise as soon as the 
United States undertake to attack Fort Moultrie 
or any other fort; and if they do not surrender 
Sumter pretty quick, it will be attacked on the 
other side, and it ought to be, for it is holding a 
military position within the jurisdiction of a for- 
eign State against the will of that State. I must 
say, that 1 commend the honor and forbearance of 
South Carolina; and she has done it to prevent the 
effusion of blood; and she has done it with the 
hope that the good sense of the people would come 
to a proper understanding of the subject, and ad- 
just these difficulties on an honorable and states- 
manlike compromise, or a peaceful separation. 
The allernative has been presented to us, and 
we are compelled to act upon it. E said, in the 
beginning of this session, that Congress would 
do nothing; that there was a feeling among the 


eae that would drive them with hot haste; and | 


thought South Carolina was too hasty; but, 
whether she was or not, she must be the judge. 
I was afraid she would be too hasty, and afraid 
other States would be too hasty. 1 wanted the 
whole of the States to consult; and I preferred 
that even Missouri, as remote as she is, should 
be taken into consultation with others. I knew 
that her patriotic heart throbbed with emotion for 
this Union; but not that kind of Union which 
some Senators speak of when they simply say, 
«“ Union! Union!” but a constitutional Union; a 
Union protecting the rights of the States, and the 
people of the States; and I am really tired of hear- 
ing long memorials and petitions and speeches, 


with nothing but “ Union!” “ Union t”? [would : 
challenge Barnwell Rhett to answer whether he | 


is not in favor of the Union; I would challenge 
Mr. Yancey, are you not for the Union; and they 
would both answer “yes,” with as muchempha- 
sis and sincerity as the Senator from Maine and 
the Senator from New York. But then I come 
to ask the question, what Union do you want? 
“The Union of the Constitution,” they would 


say. ‘ How do you construc that Constitution ?”? | 


Then they separate. One wants one kind of a con- 
stitutional Union, andthe other wantsanother kind 
of a constitutional Union. 

Now, Mr. President, as we have arrived at this 
fearful crisis in our country’s history, let us have 
an honest understanding—either a Union about 
which there shall be no controversy with regard 
to our respective rights, or no Union, and a sep- 
aration. That is whatl say. I have come to 
that point, and I intend to act upon it. No Union, 
unless it be a Union upon which we can allagree. 
Ido not want to be continually quarreling and 
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defying cach other; one saying “ we can whip 
you,” and the other saying “ we can whip you” 
Are we not ashamed of that, as statesmen? One 
threatens to march an army down South, and the 
other says ‘ come on, we will meet you.” What 
good can all thatdo? Had we not better under- 
stand what we want, what we intend to insistupon, 
what we will have, or separate; and if we are 
forced to separation, had we not better do it peace- 
ably than by war? One says, ‘‘ Here is the great 
Mississippi, running from north to south, almost 
from forty-nine degrees north latitude to the Gulf, 
and we cannot divide the Mississippi.” It does 
not enter into the question at all. The Congress 
of 1815, at Vienna, settled the question of inter- 
national law governing the exit from navigable 
waters. The question has never been revived 
since. Brazil undertook to revive it, with regard 
to the Amazon. She undertook t make treaties 
with Peru, with Bolivia, and with New Granada, 
conceding her right to close the navigation of the 
Amazon. The treaty was rejected. The treaty 
was called a treaty for fluvial navigation. Mr. 
Clay, who was then our minister at Pera, wrote 
an able argument against it. 

It was defeated in Bolivia, in Peru, and in New 
Granada, as conflicting with the established prin- 
ciples of international law, as settled by the Con- 
gress of Vienna in 1815; so that the question of 
the free navigation of navigable waters is not in- 
volved in it. [tis conceded that you may impose 
police regulations to prevent smuggling and fraud; 
but you cannot stop the navigation. Hence, that 
question is settled; and I say to the whole North- 
west, entertain no fears upon that question. Mis- 
souri is as deeply interested in the navigation of 
the Mississippi river as any other State, execpt 
Louisiana; and Louisiana, by her ordinance of 
secession, which I have here before me, has pub- 
licly proclaimed she will not interfere with that 
free navigation. Hence, these are mere bugbears, 
thrown in to frighten timid persons, that we can- 
not cut off and divide the Mississippi valley. I 
hope and I trust it may never be divided; yet 
circumstances may arise, misconduct may be so 
great, oppression so intolerable, as to force us to 
divide; and if we do divide, had we not better 
divide peaceably than forcibly? If we are com- 
pelled to divide, had we not better divide as hon- 
orable, thinking, and intelligent men, than as 
reckless brutes, governed alone by instinct? 

It is said by many here that South Carolina 
has suffered no wrong; Maryland, Virginia, Ken- 
tucky, and Missouri, have suffered it. I know 
that Maryland, Virginia, Kentucky, and Missouri 
have suffered ten times as much as South Carolina 
ever did; I might say a hundred times as much; 
but the fact that she acts in advance, whether we 
consider it hasty or inconsiderate or not, proves 


| that she js noble, patriotic, and true in her im- 


pulse, She is acting for our benefit. We may 
think a different policy would have been better, 


as I do think; but it shows her regard for a great | 


question involving all of us together; and not only 
all of us, but the whole of the human race. It is 
not a question of slaves only. The very princi- 
ple that will permit them to attack one species of 
property against the Constitution, and break it 
down, will justify them in taking another species 
of property and confiscating thatalso. Theagra- 
rianism of the North will spread from the success 
of their attempt to break down slavery in the 
South; and every property holder of New York 
and Boston is as much interested in repressing 
this attack upon private property as I am. Let 


the populace rise; let the mob gather; let the im- | 


pulse be given to them, and they will say: “(Why 
shall one man have $15,000,000, and we stand 
here starving and begging for bread ?”? This feel- 
ing will be engendered. Law-abiding, orderly, 
good people ought, therefore, to repress cvery 
thing that leads to it. We of the South ought to 
repress it; you of the North ought to repress it; 
and, if it be not repressed, the consequences will 
come home to you in a more fearful degree than 
they can possibly come to us. 

While Missouri has suffered so much, she has 
been the last to act; yet that State will act. The 
action, however, of Kentucky, of Virginia, I am 
sorry to say it, and of Tennessee, has been of the 
most disastrous character, It has done no barm 


i to Missouri; but it has stimulated northern men 


to make speeches, such as the Kine of New York, 
very violent, domincering, demanding, threaten- 


| arms of Missouri. 


ing, after he hears the returns from Tennessee. 1 
am sorry that Virginia has lagged behind: If all 
these border States, as'they aré‘called, had come 
right up to the mark at once, we should ‘Have bad 
a settlement, or a peaceful “separation; and'we 
shall never have it until that is done: >“ o 

Some persons say these southern ‘States were 
precipitate. Grant it; Iwill not stop to quarrel 
about that, What are we to do? ‘Take things as 
we find them, and shape our’ action according to 
the necessities of the case. We do not make the 
rain; butif it rains we pùt “úp an umbrella over 
our heads. We donot make the sunshine) bat 
yet we will raise a parasol ‘to protect us from ‘its 
rays. We did not make South Carolina go out 
of the Union.’ It may have been hasty, for aught 
I know. I will not’ say it was or not. What shall 
we do? Take that course which is best calculated 
to preserve our tights, either in ‘the Union or in 
anew one. What course ought that to-be? For 
every State to go out together—I' mean all thé 
slaveholding States. Do you say we desert our 
northern friends? No. Out warm sympathics, 
our high admiration for them will be as lasting as 
time; but we can best serve them by serving our- 
selves in this matter; because if the fifteen States 
were all to recede from the Union, associate'to- 
gether, and say te the’ North, “do this and we 
are with you again,” the North would conecde it 
to us; but if some are going off, and we are hesi- 
tating and higgling and doubting, it makes the 
North so confident in its power, that they say, let 
South Carolina, Georgia, Alabama, Mississippi, 
and Florida go. Very well. Just as sure as you 
Jet them go, others will follow; and what other 
States will follow? Every slaveholding State, ex- 
cept Delaware, Maryland, and’ Virginia: Iam 
afraid of old Virginia. She is ‘so hogitating, so 
timid, walking on egg-shells, and afraid she will 
mash them; but, just as sure as you live, if no 
adjustment on honorable terms is made in a sat- 
isfactory manner, Missouri, Arkansas, and Kan- 
sas will'go. [Laughtor.] Yes, Kansas, Do not 
be surprised at the use of that term.” Montgom- 
ery does not rule there now. He can make his 
raids upon Missouri, and be driven back; they can 
make attacks from Iowa and be driven back; but 
the material interests of Kansas will force her to 
link her fortunes with Missouri. l 

But for the hot-bed plantsthat have been planted 
in Kansas, through the instrumentality of the Em- 
igrant Aid Socicty, Kansas would have been with 
Missouri this day; and when these hot-bed plants 
die out—as they are fast dying out, and sending 
petitions to the Senator from Massachusetts, beg- 
ging for bread, that they are starving—as soon as 
they die out, the homogeneous character of the 
peoplewill gradually bring them back into the 
They are begging for bread 
and begging foran independent State government; 
and then saying, “If you will hot give us bread, 
give us land; we are starving.’? F might ask the 
question, can you cat land? Butit shows it is all 
a trick, a fraud gotten up through this Emigrant 
Aid Society. [twill die out. Every attempt at 
fraud will be exposed sooner or later; and this 
miserable attempt is now being exposed, and the 
people’ are beginning to comprehend it. Even 
the traveling agents, who have gone abroad beg- 
ging for contributions to relieve poor, starving 
Kansas, have received more rifles, more lead and 
powder, than they have bread and meat. These 
are facts that I can prove in a court of justice. I 
know what I say; and no one who'is acquainted 
with the subject will contradict me. Do you not 
see, therefore, it is alla preparation to attack Mis- 
souri? I was informed by the Governor of Kan- 
sas, two weeks before the thing took place, that 
he was in fearful apprehension that Montgomery 
would make an attack on Missouri, or the Cher- 
okee nation, and so on down to Texas, for that 
was a part of their plan. It was to circumscribe 
slavery and break it down through the Cherokee 
nation, through the Choctaw nation, through the 
Creek nation, in the borders of Arkansas, and 
then into Texas; and that plan is not yet given 
up. It is smothered; it sleepeth for the time; but 
it will be revived again, unless we are prepared 
to meet it. : 

Now, Mr. President, what ought we todo? Live 
in what we call afraternal relation, yet compelicd 
to keep arms in our hands, or submit to depreda- 
tions upon our property? At the beginning of this 


session, E suggested’the propriety of having an 
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armed police, controlled by the States, paid from 
the Federal Treasury, to prevent these invasions 
and enforce the fugitive slave law all along the line 
separating the slaveholding from the non-slave- 
holding States. It was met with derision. Very 
well, When we divide, as divide we must, we shall 
have the same thing to do; but we shall have it to 
doin a larger degree. We shall then have to raise 
a very large army, and a strong military force, 
each watching the other; and the slightest inter- 
ruption may lead to a collision which will involve 
the whole country in a bloody war. If my sug- 
gestion had been received, something might have 
been done; but my suggestion was only intended 
as.& means to check action and give time for re- 
flection; for if the sentiment expressed by the 
North in the election of Mr. Lincoln is the set- 
tled judgment of the North, and if the practice of 
the North in stealing our negroes is the settled 
practice of the North, I would not live with you 
one day; [would divide this hour, this minute. 
There are men, it is true, who say they would 
not steal a slave; but they would not prevent any- 
body else from stealing one. There are men who 
say they have no objection to the fugitive slave 
law; but will they aid to execute it? Not one, Is 
not there, then, that dangerous, miserable senti- 
ment we cannot tolerate and live in unity with? 

Perhaps it will be said the House of Repre- 
sentatives passed a very fine resolution yesterday. 
We have a right to notice the official proceedings 
ofthe House, They passed a resolution that they 
would not interfere with slavery in the States, 
and also that they. did not intend to do it, embrac- 
ing two points: Kist, they would not do it, and 
second, they did not intend to doit: Now, I wish 
to call the attention of the Senate to a little cir- 
cumstance, that took place in this body not twelve 
months ag6, Lasked the question of several north- 
ern Senators: why do you wish to circumscribe 
slavery? Why does it affect you to prevent the 
expansion and spreading of it in new Territories? 
The answer was, by hemming it in, the slaves 
will gradually become so numerous, that slavery 
will become so unprofitable or dangerous that the 
master, perforce, will emancipate—thus seeking 
to accomplish by indirect means the very thing 
they swear in the House they do not desire to do 
by direct means: That is the purpose of every 
member of this Senate on the Republican side. 
If it is not, I would like for some one to rise and 
answer me. They have avowed it. Noone has 
denied it. I have charged it upon them, Some 
of them were honest enough to confess it,, Others 
chose to sit mute under the charge, then byegiv- 
ing ita confession, Therefore, to say, “ We do 
not intend to make adirectattack upon your State, 
but we will bring to bear a train of circumstances 
that will break down slavery in your State,” is 
just as base and as infamous as if you raised an 
army to attack us in the State. You are attack- 
ing the State of Missouri every day. 

When you talk of enforcing the fugitive slave 
law, you know it is not done; and when you say 
you occasionally enforce it, you know also that 
nineteen out of twenty never come to the cogni- 
zance of the law. 

Mr. SEWARD. How would you enforce the 
law in respect to those that never come to the 
cognizance of the law ? 

Mr. GREEN, I will tell you. Your abolition 
socicties pay fifty dollars a head for every one 
stolen and taken to the North. I would punish 
those societies; and if you were a Union-loving 

eople, and observed your oath, you would doit. 
[Appieuse in the galleries.} 
he PRESIDING OFFICER. The galleries 
will be cleared, if the disturbance is repeated. 


Mr. GREEN. Why, sir, no rogue ever had a | 
good opinion of the law, when he felt the halter | 
draw. [believe that is in Hudibras, somewhere. | 


‘Mr. ANTHONY, Something like it. 
Mr. GREEN. Now, sir, it is not simply the 


courts, not simply the liberty bills, not simply | 


the official acts, of which I complain.. These are | 


but the bloom, as the miners would say, that blos- 
som out. Itis the deep-seated mind, the sentiment 
that has been inculcated at the North through the 
instrumentality of politicians, teachers ofschools, 
tract societies, and everything that you can con- 
ecive of, which underlies those popular political 
indications, stronger than all of it. There is not 
one that dares run counter to it; and when our 
noble friends over on this side have stood up so 


i 
manfully, they have been cut down as with a 
sharp scythe, one by one, until every one must 
go; and why? Becanse there is a sentiment in- | 
culcated there which is in direct conflict with their 
opinions. . You have gotto go, [to Mr. Berents] 
you have already gone, [to Mr. Frrcu;] and every 
one of you will go. Yes, sir,as the Senator from j 
New York said, the “irrepressible conflict” will 
goon. What did he mean by that doctrine? 1 
do not suppose he meant a bloody war, for he is 
not a man of war; he is a man of words, What 
kind of conflict, then, did he mean? Why, acon- 
tinual agitation of the question; until they get us 
in such trepidation and fear that, out of regard 
for personal safety, we would sell our negroes, or 
emancipate them, or run them off, and gradually 
work it down, Missouri first, Maryland. next, 
Virginia next, unti! you crowd them down to the 
last extremity. That is the ‘irrepressible con- 
flict;”? and yet his friends in the other House 
vote that they do not intend to interfere with 
slavery in the States. 

Can that Senator reconcile his doctrine of the 
‘irrepressible conflict,” that all must be slave or 
all free, with an honest understanding of the vote 
of the House yesterday, that they did not intend 
to interfere with slavery in the States? Can any- 
body do it? There is a fraud in it. There isa 
system inaugurated to lull, to stop and suspend 
action in the border States; and if Lhad the voice 
of a Boanerges, I would speak to old Virginia to 
rouse herself up and go to work, and not rest upon 
fancied security, and not content herself with these 
vague promises, all thrown out for the purpose of 
staying her action. So 1 would say to Kentucky, 
Tennessee, and North Carolina. For Missouri 
I need not speak. She is ready to act; she intends 
to act; and her duty and her interest prompt her 
to act, and she will. 

Now, sir, it is for the purpose of trying to come 
to some fair understanding that we ought to dis- 
cuss this question, and not to inflame the passions 
ofcither side. Icommend the spirit that prompted 
the honorable Senator from Kentucky in offering 
his propositions, not because I hope any good re- 
sult from them, for I do not. I desire a good re- 
sult; but do not entertain any hope of it. Tf the 
amendments he proposes were all adopted to-day 
unanimously by all the States of the Union, and 
the same feeling continued to exist that now ex- 
ists in the Abolition party, and the same practices 
were kept up, they would not be worth one single 


shire, [Mr. Ciark,] L believe it was, L say now, 
the present Constitution is good enough, as good 
as I want it, as good as anybody ought to desire 
it. We have not lived up to it. Plain and pal- 
pable provisions of it are violated with impunity, 
and not a representative of that party in this 
Chamber will say he will execute it, [fthey will 


as proposed to be amended by the honorable Sen- 
ator from Kentucky? Would any Republican 
Scnator raise his finger to execute the fugitive 
slave law then, any more than he would now? 
You say you impose a penalty upon the States, 
if there be a rescue by a mob. As I have stated, 
the mob rescues one, and nineteen slip through 
| the fingers of the law, and clude detection, and 


those underground railroads; and fifty dollars a 
head are paid forthem by the Abolition socicties. 
l have heard of but two being taken for a long 
while; and I will relate that circumstance to give | 
you an idea of the honesty and morality and re- | 
ligion of some of the Abolitionists, 

One of them was living over in Illinois. Two 
negroes escaped from Missouri on one side of the | 
river, There was a Kentuckian living close by, 
and the owner went over to the Kentuckian and 
said to him, “I have offered $800 reward for these 
two negroes; they will be sure to come to that 
Abolitionist’s house, for he keeps a station on the | 


over to the Abolitionist and told him about it, and 
| said,‘ Now, I will give you half of the reward | 
if you will take them forme.’ ‘Well,’ said he, | 
se] will tell you what I will do; it will not do for 
me to catch them for you; but I will detain them 
here long enough for you to come and take them,” 
The negroes came there. He took them in; he 
entertained them; gave them to eat; and sent his | 


i 


straw. As [said tothe Senator from New Hamp- i 


not execute tt, will they execute the Constitution | 


are spirited away through the instrumentality of | 
1 


underground railroad.” ‘The Kentuckian went 4j 


i tended to be very madabeutit, but the Kentuckian 
-received the ¢800 reward, and gave the Aboli- 
tionist one half. That is the only instance that 
I ever heard of where an Abolitionist interposed 
to catch a negro. (Laughter.] 

Iam not talking fiction. Jam simply stating 
plain, naked facts to illustrate the enormity of 
the attacks that are made upon us. What would 
any northern man say if he had to pay such re- 
wards. for the recovery of his property? It is 
sometimes said: you do notrecover all the horses 
that escape. No; but have you ever known an 
honest community employed in the business of 
stealing horses, or preventing the recapture of 
stolen horses? Yet you think your community 
is honest who are engaged in doing this with re- 
gard to slaves. I own slaves in Michigan this 
day. It would be worth more than my life to go 
for them. Will any Senator say he owns prop- 
eriy in Missouti and that he is afraid togo afterit? 

Now, if this state of things is to continue, if 
| this feeling is to be permanent, had we not better 
separate? I say we must have a retraction of 
northern sentiment, or a separation. There is no 
use of talking. We cannot have peace; we can- 
not maintain our trust; we cannot maintain our 
honor, unless there is that retraction. I shall be 
the last to separate from the Union, if I can help 
it; but I think the more speedy. the action of the 
border States is, the better the prospect of a reac- 
tion in the northern mind. I think so, because f 
hear the rampant talk of northern Senators, since 
they see a probability that the border States are 
going to hesitate; and poor old Virginia is lag- 
ging behind, when she ought to have been fore- 
most in the work. Itis true, she was not fore- 
most in the Revolution; but she came up man- 
fully to it. She has always been true ever since; 
but why this hesitation, this vacillation, and this 
doubtful position, which encourages the North, 
and dampens the ardor of the South? You all 
know this thing has got to be settled in one of 
two ways—cither separation or an honorable ad- 
justment; and I say there can be no honorable 
adjustment, which will be satisfactory and pro- 
tective in its character, unless there is a retraction 
of northern sentiment. 

True, you may plant an army along the line; 
j and my idea of putting that police force there was 
simply to put it there until the time for reaction 
had occurred, and when that time had passed, 
and no reaction had taken place, then I was for 
separation. I was willing to resort to every ex- 
| pedient—Tam yet—to give the North time, place, 
and opportunity for repentance, for they need it. 


|| If they repent not, I would then spew them out 


of my mouth. zI would let them go; and I would 
resort to adequate means to protect ourselves with 
ourselves; and yet, when I did that, I would not 
draw the sword; I would not point a cannon to- 
wards them; I would not present a bayonet; I 
would not make a warlike movement; but I would 
be ready for any action that they might take. F 
| think the time for settling questions by physical 
force has passed.” 

In this age of Christianity, of civilization, and 
of refinement, we ought to be able to discuss 
questions and adjust them by reason, by argu- 
ment, by compromise, and not by military power; 
and no military power on land or sea ought ever 
to be used, except in self-defense. That is justi- 
fiable. I would, therefore, if I had the right to 
counsel the southern States, beg them to bear with 
Fort Sumter for a time, though held by a foreign 
Government, to see if the question could not be ad- 
justed without force; butfor aforeign Government 
to hold a fort within our own confines, I never 
would concede as right. Let us keep the peace; 
let us practice forbearance; let us interchange 
| opinions; and when we arrive at that point which 
i satisfies us that we cannot agree, that we cannot 
| live together on terms of peace and equality, let 
us bid each other farewell, and separate as hon- 
orable men, and notas belligerents. 

If that is not done, fearful consequences may 
result, If armies are to be brought in conflict— 
the sturdy men of the North and the valiant men 
of the South, with all the improvements of mod- 
ern warfare, with all the equipments and appoint- 


iments of well-organized armies—most fearful, 


bloody, and unfortunate will be the issue. I would 
aay! 


' boy over to the Kentuckian, and the Kentuckian | 
| returned and got them. The Abolitionist pre- 


“Oh, Heaven, my bleeding country save ! 
Is there no hand on High to shield the brave??? 
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Itis fearful to contemplate; and yet, as fearful and 
unfortunate as it is, we are drifting along, not de- 
signedly, but we are gradually drifting along up 
to the fearful catastrophe. How are we to arrest 
it? By such'speeches as the Senator from New 
York has made? No; they stimulate opposition | 
on the other side. Iam practicing forbearance 
when 1 tell you such speeches as his are driving 
the country to madness, and doing more harm 
than he can ever do good in his life. So with the 
Senator from Maine, (Mr. Prssenpen,] in his 

lausible manner of speaking. He, too, led off 
in a vein tending precisely in the same direction. 

Now, Mr. President, we havea fearful respons- 
ibility resting upon us. This Senate cannot amend 
the Constitution. This Senate can make no ad- 
justment. This Senate had better let the subject 
sleep. All that is said is calculated to stimulate 
one side or the other. We had better make the 
ordinary appropriations, and let the people and 
the States, through proper conventions, undertake 
the work of adjustment. It is no use to say that 
no adjustment can be made; it is no use to say 
an adjustment can be made. It is a very doubt- 
ful question to solve. We, as a Senate and as a 
Congress, can do no good; yet the motive that 
prompts the resolutions of the Senator from Ken- 
tucky is good, and I commend it only for this 
reason: it may, perhaps, hold the country. still 
long enough for that reflection which will bring 
the northern mind right. Without that change 
in the northern mind, I would notacceptany con- 
stitution to be associated with any such people as 
they have proved themselves to be in the past. 

If we can quiet the public mind; if we can throw 
out suggestions which will induce the North to 
pause and say, they will enforce the fugitive slave 
law, they will guaranty us the protection of our 
rights, they will secure to us all that the Consti- 
tution now promises; and if we sce there is a dis- 
position to do what they say-then, indeed, I 
would love this Union. “We have grown with 
time; we have inercased’ with age; we have pros- 
pered under every circumstance; we have over 
thirty million people; we have productions innu- 
merable; we have commerce, manufactures, civil- 
ization, Christianity, and advancement in all that 
makes a people good and great. War will re- 
verse the action of all this, and throw us back; 
war will brutalize; war will barbarize; war will 
throw us back more than a century, in the short 
space of five years. It demoralizes the people; 
it cats up the substance of the people; it brutal- 
izes the feelings; and it is the last resort, but 
sometimes a fearful necessity. 

Now, Mr. President, the object of my few re- 
marks is this: as this proposed amendment to the 
naval bill comes at such an inopportune timc; 
comes when we have no money in the Treasury; 
and comes from those who are refusing to do jus- 
tice to little claimants because they have no money; 
comes when we do not need it; and comes with an 
avowal that it is intended to coerce the weaker 
States—I think I am compelled to oppose it on the 
general principles which I have announced. I 
shall continue to do so; and, whether successful 
or not, time will prove whether it willaccomplish 
the ends that the friends of the measure expect. 

No threats, no petitions, no demands but jus- 
tice. Let the whole of the southern States act 
together as a unit, and act speedily, and negotiate 
with the North as equals. Sir, E would not take 
a proposition that we had forced upon the North. 
The North ought not to take a proposition that 
they had forced upon the South. I want to ne- 
gotiale as equals—the fifteen southern States the 
equals of the eighteen on the other side. 

Several Srnarors. Nineteen. 

Mr. GREEN. Nineteen now; but that other 
one is going to be on our side; and that is the 
reason | Jet Kansas pass so easily. Mr. Presi- 
dent, every body desiresan adjustment; everybody 
desires peace and harmony; everybody desires a 
continuance of the Union; but when we come to 
talk about what is the Union, and what are our 
rights in it, we commence to differ. Let us go to | 
work and settle the question, if we can. Do it, 
and every slaveholding State will join at once. 
Let them come together in concert, make their 
propositions as honorable States to the others. If, 
then, we cannot agree, our separation is perma- 
‘nent and peaceable. , | 

This is my whole purpose; and I will state, in | 


conclusion, my positions: 


l 


Fitst. That any State has the right to secede. 

Second. If that right is exercised wrongfully, 
the State alone is responsible. 

Third. When any State does in fact secede, all 
the fixtures in her limits belong to the State, 

Fourth. Every effort to save the Union and 
preserve the peace of the country, should be made 
before any other remedy is resorted to. And 
finally, when ali efforts fail, let us part in peace, 
and let each section pursue the course and line of 
policy deemed best for the good of the people; 
and to the God of justice, not of war, I commit 
the fate of our beloved country. x 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question 
is: ‘ Will the Senate concur in the amendment 
made as in Committee of the Whole?” 

Mr, MASON called for the yeas and nays; and 
they were ordered; and being taken, resulted— 
yeas 27, nays 17; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Anthony, Bigler, Bingham, Cameron, 
Chandler, Clark, CoHainer, Dixon, Doolittle, Douglas, Dur- 
kec, Fessenden, Foot, Foster, Harlan, Johnson of Tennes- 
sec, King, Latham, Seward, Simmons, Sumner, Ten Lyck, 
Thomson, Trumbull, Wade, Wilkinson, and Wilson—Q27. 

NAYS—Messrs. Bayard, Brigbt, Clingman, Crittenden, 
Fitch, Green, Gwin, Hemphill, Hunter, Lane, Mason, 
Fearce, Powell, Rice, Saulsbury, Sebastian, and Wigfall— 

de 

So the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. GWIN. I move an amendment as an 
additional section: 

And be it further enacted, That so much of an act, enti- 
tied “ An act making appropriations for the year ending the 
30th June, 1855, approved August 5, 1854, as requires the 
Navy agent at San Francisco to discharge the duties of 
purser as well as of Navy agent, be, and the same is hereby, 
repealed. 

I will state briefly, that in 1854 the Navy agent 
at San Francisco was required to perform the du- 
ties of purser at the navy-yard on Marc Island. 
Since that time, the navy-yard has increased its 
business to a very large extent. It is thirty miles 
from San Francisco. It is the only navy-yard in 
the United States that has no purser. This is 
merely to repeal the clause requiring the Navy 
agent at San Francisco to discharge the duties of 
purser at the navy-yard, and to have a purser 
there, as at all the othernavy-yards of the United 
States. I have shown it to the chairman of the 
Committee on Naval Affairs, and to the other 
members of the committee, and there is no objec- 
tion to iton their part. It is merely to put that 
yard in the same position as others. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. ANTHONY. 1s it in order now to move 
the amendment which was rejected as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole, providing for an Assistant 
Secretary of the Navy? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Itis. 

Mr. ANTHONY. [renew that amendment, 
and ask for the yeas and nays upon it. It was 
voted down by a light vote yesterday. Ido not 
want to discuss it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amend- 
ment will be read. 

The Secretary read it, as follows: 

And be it further enacted, That the President of the United 
States shall, by and with the advice and consent of the 
Senate, appoint, from the line of the Navy on the active 
list, an Assistant Secretary of the Navy, whose salary shall 
be the shore-duty pay ofa captain, and who, acting under 
the authority and dircction of the Sceretary of the Navy, 
shall be charged with the discipline and efficiency of the 
naval service, with the detailing of officers, and with such 
other duties in relation to the adininistration of its affairs 
as the Secretary of the Navy may designate. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. RICE. I should like to ask the Senator 
from Rhode Island if the appointment of this offi- 
cer by the President will take from him his rank 
inthe Navy. Can he hold two offices at once? 

Mr. ANTHONY. His position will be the 
same in that respect as the post captains, who 
are now at the head of bureaus. 

Mr. RICE, Are they confirmed by the Sen- 
ate? I think it isa question that should be looked 
into. 

Mr. ANTHONY. This amendment wasagreed 
to by the Committee on Naval Affairs, unani- 
mously. It was proposed yesterday in tae Sen- 
ate, acting as in Committee of the Whole, and 
voted down without a division, I thought from 
the course of the debate that the sense of the Sen- 
ate was in favor of it, and therefore l have re- 
newed it. T do not wish to discuss it. 

Mr. RICE. I simply wish to call the attention 
of the Senator from Rhode Island to this one 
fact: if an officer of the Navy should be appointed 


by the President as Assistant Secrétary: of the 
Navy, by and with the:advice and consent’ of the 
Senato, does he not lose his rank -undér:his for- 
mer commission as an officer of the Navy? 
Mr. HALE. Will the Senator allow ‘me:to 


answer ; : 

Mr. RICE. Certainly. an 

Mr. HALE. TI have'never had my attention 
called to that point: before, but T know what the 
practice has heen. There was Captain Ingraham, 
who was appointed at the head of a bureau. : < 
å Mi FESSENDEN. And there is Commodore 

mith. bo” 

Mr. HALE. He is there now; but Captain 
Ingraham served at the head of a bureau forsome 
time; and after that was ordered ‘to the Mediter- 
ranean, 

Mr. RICE. ‘Was he confirmed by the Senate? 
That is the pointto which I wish to call attention. 

Mr. THOMSON. Captain Magruder. was 
afterwards appointed, and his nomination ‘has 
never come before the Senate, according to my 
recollection. i eh : 

Mr. RICE. Thatis the pointto which I wished 
to direct the attention of the Senate. 

Mr. HALE. The nominations of heads of 
bureaus, I believe, do not come before the Sénates 
and they do not lose their place in the line of the 
Navy by being appointed to those positions. 

Mr. CAMERON. As I understand it, the law 
which authorized the appointment of these heads 
of bureaus only authorized the President to take 
from the Navy officers of a particular rank, and 
place them at the head of those bureaus which 
had in charge the business of the Navy. They 
are there in the regular exercise of their duty as 
naval officers, just in the same way as.the Presi- 
dent could order them from onè navy-yard to án- 
other. Thatis.a very different matter from this 
proposition, which contemplates the making of a 
new officer, to be selected from the Navy. OF 
coutse, if he is appointed to this place and con- 
firmed by the Senate, as civil officers generally 
are, he must leave the line of the Navy. 

Mr. GRIMES. I move to amend the amend- 
ment by striking out that portion of it which re- 
quires this officer to be confirmed by the Senate. 

Mr. RICE. I will say to the Sabato from 
Iowa that his amendment does not meet the ob- 
jection. The proposition is to create an office; 
and if the President has power to appoint an 
officer of the Navy to fill this office, and does ap- 
point one, that officer certainly loses his rank and 
commission inthe Navy. It might he worded so 
as to give the President the power to detail an 
officer of the Navy to perform certain duties during 
the. pleasure of the Executive. I merely make 
the suggestion in order that the matter may be 
determined understandingly. ; 

Mr. PEARCE. I can see no reason why we 
should make this*exeeption. to a class.of cases 
which are all on the same footing. We require 
now the Assistant Secretary of the Treasury to 
be nominated to and confirmed by the’Senate. T 
believe the law creating the Assistant Secretary- 
ship of State required that in the beginning, Ht 
was not so in regard to the Assistant Secretary of 
the Treasury atfirst. He wasoriginally appointed 
by the Secretary of the Treasury, without the 
confirmation of the Senate; but afew years ago— 
in 1857, I think it was—-we passed an item in one 
of the appropriation bills by which we required 
that thereafter the Assistant Secretary ofthe Treas- 
ury should be nominated to and confirmed by the 
Senate. Those captains who hold positions at the 
head of bureaus are nominated to and confirmed 
| by the Senate. There was one the other day; not 

a fortnight ago, the present chief of the Bureau of 
Hydrography and Ordnance was nominated to 
and confirmed by the Senate—Captain Magruder. 
I see no reason at all for this amendment to ex- 
| eept this new office from the general operation of 
the rule in all such cases, 

Mr. GRIMES. I withdraw my amendment to 
thé amendment. 

Mr. SIMMONS. I hope it will be renewed. 
It is perfectly competent for Congress to invest 
the President with the power of appeitung any 
of these subordinate officers without the consent 
of the Senate. The Constitution gives Congress 
that power; and if there is any embarrassment in ' 
regard to his rank, about his being confirmed by 
the Senate, let that be stricken out, and let him be 
| detailed for this as for any other service. 


870 


February 12, 


Mr. HALE, That would not meet the objection 
stated by the Senator from Minnesota. I donot 
apprehend that the fact of the officer being con- 
firmed by the Senate, ornot, would affect itin the 
slightest. degree; because, as the Senator from 
Rhode Island well says, Congress may, by law, 
invest the President with the power of appointing 
officers. without sending their names here for. con- 
firmation. The suggestion that is made by the 
Senator from Maryland, 1 think a sufficient an- 
swer to this question; ‘and that is, that the heads 
of the bureaus in the Navy Department are nom- 
inated by the President, and confirmed by the 
Senate; and they do not thereby lose their place 
in the line of the Navy. lL apprehended that that 
was the.case; but I did not remember it. Since 
the matter has been called up, however, my im- 
pression is that Captain Ingraham’s name was 
sent in to the Senate. i 

Mr. PEARCE. Certainly it was. 

Mr. HALE. He was nominated by the Pres- 
ident, confirmed by the Senate, and served in the 
Bureau of Ordnance, as an officer nominated by 
the President, and confirmed by the Senate, for 
several years, and when they had done with him 
there, he was transferred from that. bureau, and 
sent to the Mediterrancan; and he has lately come 
home from there, and resigned. i 

Mr. THOMSON. Ifthe Senator will allow 
me, i will road asection from the act to reorganize 
the Navy Department of the United States, ap- 
proved August 31, 1842: 

“Sec. 3, And beit further enacted, That the President of 
the United States, by and with the advice and consent of 
the Senate, shall appoint, from the captains in the naval 
service, a chief for each of the Bureaus of Navy-yards and 
Docks, and of Ordnance and Hydrography, who shall each 
receive a salary of $3,500 per annum, in lieu of all other 
compensation whatever in the naval service; and shall, in 
like manner, appoint a chiefof the Bureau of Construction, 
Equipment, and Repairs, who shall be askillful naval con- 
strucior, and shall also appoint a chief of the Bureau of 
Provisions and Clothing, who shall each receive for his 
services, $3,000 per annum; and shall in like manner ap- 
point, from the surgeons of the Navy, achiert of the Burcau 
of Medicine and Surgery, who shall receive for hia services 

2,500 per annum.?? 

It occurs to me that all this difficulty would be 
cured by a small amendment declaring that the 
President of the United States should have the 

ower of taking, from the list of captains in the 
Navy, a person to act as Assistant Secretary of 
the Navy. 

Mr. GRIMES. 
captains. 

r. THOMSON. Say, “an officer in the 
Navy.’? Will my friend accept such an amend- 
ment? 

Mr. ANTHONY. Certainly. 

Mr. HALE. [think I can meet the views of 
gentlemen by proposing this, as a substitute for 
the amendment: 

That the President of the United States shall appoint an 
officer in the naval service as Assistant Seeretary of we 
Navy, in like manner as the heads of bureaus in the naval 
service, Who shall reecive an annual salary equal to the 
highest sea-pay of his rank. ` 

Theamendmentto theamendment wasagreed to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question 
now is on the amendment as amended; and on 
this question the yeas and nays have been ordered. 

The question being taken by yeas and nays, 
resulted—ycas 18, nays 25; as follows: 

YUAS—Messrs. Anthony, Bright, Clark, Collamer, Crit- 
tenden, Dixon, Doolittle, Foot, Grimes, Hale, Latham, 
Powell, Simmons, Sumner, Ten Eyek, Thomson, Trum- 
bull, and Wilson—18. 

NAYS—Messrs. Bigler, Bingham, Bragg, Cameron, 
Clingman, Douglas, Fessenden, Witch, Foster, Green, 
Gwin, Harlan, Hemphill, Wunter, Johnson of Arkansas, 
Lane, Mason, Pearee, Polk, Rice, Saulsbury, Sebastian, 
Seward, Wade, and Wigfll—25. 


So the amendment was rejected. 


Mr. GRIMES, I wish now to offer an amend- 
ment in lieu of the one that was offered by the 
Naval Committce yesterday, in relation to pay- | 
masters. The proposition now offered is similar | 
to that in nea to surgeons, and authorizes the | 
President to retire paymasters whenever they may | 
become unfit for duty on the waiting-orders pay 
of their grade, prior to the passage of the last Navy 
pay bill, substituting new paymasters in place of 
those who may be thus retired. 

The Secretary read the amendment, as follows: | 


And be it further enacted, That the President of the Uni- 
ted States is hereby authorized to place on a retired list any 
paymaster in the Navy who is now, or may hereafter be, 
proved to be permanently ineapabie, from physical or men- 
tal infirmity, of further service at sea; aud that the puy of 


I do not want it confined to 


i 


the officers so retired shall be the waiting-orders pay of their 
respective grades, as it existed prior to tlie passage of the 
act of Congress to regulate the pay of the Navy, approved 
June 1, 1860. 

And be it further enacted, That all vacancies in the corps 
of paywastérs caused by the foregoing section shall be filled 
in accordance with established usage: Provided, The num- 
ber of paymasters on the active list shall not exceed the 
number authorized by existing Jaws. 


Mr. HUNTER. IfI understand it, this is not 
to increase the number of paymasters; it only 
allows the substitution of others on the active list 
for those who may be permanently disabled. 

Mr. GRIMES. That is it. 

Mr. HALE. Iam sorry to be obliged to differ 
with my friend from lowa, who is a member of 
the Naval Committee, on this proposition; but I 
am opposed to it entirely and totally on principle, 
and I think the Senate willbe, too. Thisdoctrine 
of retiring officers, and paying them salaries when 
they are unfit for service, has been confined hith- 
erto to officers in the Army and Navy, upon the 
ground that their special service and education 
were such as to disqualify them from rendering 
any other service in the community than that to 
which they had been educated; and that when 
they have grown old, and become sick or infirm 
in the national service in that particular branch to 
which they have devoted themselves, it isbut just 
that the Government should support them in their 
sickness andoldage. Ido notagree to that prin- 
ciple. I think itis vicious and wrong; but we have 
inherited it from Great Britain, and Lam not going 
to run my head against it, Iam content to have 
itas one of the evils which we cannot get rid of 
at present, though I think it is a vicious system, 
These purscrs, however, come under no such cat- 
egory. They are mere political appointments. 
They are men who are picked up by the Admin- 
istration as a reward for olikeal favors, with no 
particular education at all to qualify them for the 
place; appointed, generally speaking, for the po- 
litical service which they have rendered to the 
party. When theyare unfit for service, they ought 
tobe dropped. [suppose there are some men who 
would be retired under this section, if it were 
adopted, who have not been in the Navy five 
years. They were not fit to go there when they 
were put there; and if you pass this amendment, 
the offect of it will be to pension for life men who 
are not fit to be pursers now, never were fit, and 
never ought to have been there. Iam opposed 
to it from beginning to end. 

Mr. RICE. [agree with what the Senator from 
New Hampshire has said. If you pension these 
pursers, or paymasters, as they are now called— 
men picked up out of civil life, whose appoint- 
ments are mere political appointments—you may 
go on and pension Indian agents, military store- 
keepers, paymasters, and cverybody else who 
holds an office under the Government. I hope 
the amendment will be rejected. 

Mr. GRIMES. Tam not going to have any 
controversy with the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire, or the Senator from Minnesota, or anybody 
else, about this matter; for I have no particular 
interest in it. The Senate yesterday decided that 
persons should be taken from civil life, and should 
not be military men. A proposition was then 
before the Senate to take men from the line of the 
service; and f think the Senator from Minnesota 
voted against it. That imposes on the President, 
or whoever may have the appointing power, the 
necessity of taking civilians, and he may take 
politicians for aught I know. I want to close the 
door against his taking politicians; but you force 
him to do it; at least, you forec him to take men 
from civil life and put them in these places. You 
must have somebody to perform the duties of 
pursers. You now have fifteen men in the Navy, 
acting as pursers, in direct violation of the law of 
the United States. You have eight men in your 
service who ave utterly incompetent, This prop- 
osition is simply to retire those men. As l said 
before, I do not care whether you do it or not. It 
is to retire those men, so as to get eight efficient 
men indieu of them. If it establishes a wrong 
principle, vote it down; I have no particular in- 
terest init. . 

Mr. RICE. I will only say to my friend fro 
Iowa that his State alone, or my State alone, will 
furnish pursers, by the month, at one half what 
the present pursers are getting to discharge the 
duties, and run the risk of being dismissed at the 
end of every calendar month, 
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j itself. But f call for a vote. 


Mr. GRIMES. That may all be; but howare 
we going to gét rid of these persons? They are 
here; we are paying them. If the President should 
exercise the power to drop them, there would be 
such a clamor raised by the Senator from New 
Hampshire, who now opposes this proposition— 
he would speak so eloquently of the enormity of 
such a thing—that the very roof of the Capitol 
would be raised. We have seen examples of that 
before. 

Mr.CLINGMAN., If] understand the amend- 
ment, it strikes me as a very extraordinary pro- 
vision. I should like to know what reason there 
is for this proposition as applied to these men, 
that would not apply to every old clerk, to every 
old politician, to our ex-Presidents, to the post- 
masters all over the country, and to everybody 
else that has ever filled an office. Why is it that 
we should not maintain for life every man who 
has been in office, if the principle of this amend- 
ment be right? The Senator from Minnesota 
says—what is truc, no doubt, of every State in the 
Union as well as of his own—that we can gctany 
number of competent officers for this kind of ser- 
vice who will be glad to take the place for periods 
of one or six months, and expect nothing but to 
be turned out at the end of that time. It is my 
experience, and I suppose that of most of the 
Senators here, that when you succeed in getting 
an office here for one of your constituents—this 
remark only applies to a portion of them—he holds 
on to his clerkship for a year or two, and then 
he comes to the conclusion that he might make 
more by getting this particular office of purser in 
the Navy, and he worries you for six or twelve 
months until you get it for him; and now, when 
these men are to be turned out, you have to pay 
them for life. ‘That is the amount of it. 

Mr. HALE.  TLhave never had any experience 
in getting any in. [Laughter.] 

Mr. CLINGMAN. The gentleman has been 
on the wrong side. I do not believe I have got 
any in; but I have tried often, and been very much 
annoyedaboutit. Since Ihave been in Congress, 
I think I have never known a single civil office 
abolished. We create them, from time to time, 
and increase the salaries; but no one is reduced, 
or ever will be reduced, perhaps. If it comes 
to that pass that men are to have offices from 
time to timo, and the salaries increased, and then, 
when they happen to be turned out of a mere 
civil post that anybody can fill—or at least, a 
million of men in the United States think them- 
selves capable of filling this—I do not know what 
pass we shall come to. 

Mr. GRIMES. I will answer the question of 
the honorable Senator from North Carolina, He 
wants to know what difference there is between 
the case of these pursers and Congressmen; and 
if we are going to retire these gentlemen on leave- 
of-absence pay, why we should not retire Con- 
gressmen? ‘The difference is this: most of the 
Congressmen are partially insane when they come 
here. [Laughter.} Themen whom we propose 


| to retire are wholly insane, and have become in- 


sane while they have been serving the country on 
foreign stations. Several of them are insane, as 
I understand, 

Mr. CLINGMAN. Then why notsend them 
to the lunatic asylums of the country, and treat 
them as other lunatics? (Laughter.] 

Mr. GRIMES. You may send them to luna- 


| tic asylums; but after a man has been serving his 


country upon foreign stations, exposing his life 
and his health for the sake of the country, it scems 
rather hard that you should merely put him into 
an insane asylum, and let his family take care of 
I am not particular 
about this thing. 

The amendment was rejected. 


The amendments were ordered to be engrossed, 
and the bill to be read a third time. It was read 
the third time, and passed. 


INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. GREEN. I wish to ask unanimous con- 
sent to withdraw a motion to reconsider the In- 
dian appropriation bill, which E made yesterday, 
so as to let it go to the House of Representatives 
to be acted upon. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will 
entertain the motion by common consent. . 

Mr. GREEN. Task consent to withdraw the 
motion to reconsider. : 


1861. 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator 
from Missouri asks the consent of the Senate to 
withdraw the motion made by him to reconsider 
the vote on the passage of the Indian appropria- 
tion bill, Unless objection be made, 1t will be 
taken that the Senate consent. The motion to 
reconsider is withdrawn. 


INDIAN TROUBLES ON THE PACIFIC. 


Mr. BIGLER. I move that the Senate now 
proceed to the consideration of executive busi- 
ness, and I will state, as a special reason, that 
there are some sixteen postmasters whose terms 
have expired. 

Mr. LANE. I hope the Senator will allow me 
to introduce a resolution of inquiry. 

Mr. WIGFALL. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Sev- 
ator from Oregon give way? 

Mr. BIGLER. I have not given way. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The motion is 
that the Senate proceed to the consideration of 
executive business. The Chair ‘recognized the 
Senator from Oregon upon that motion, and as 
the Senator from Texas addressed the Chair, the 
Chair asked the Senator from Oregon if he gave 
way to the Senator from Texas. 

Mr. LANE. I will do so ina moment, Ide- 
sire to state that my object in asking this favor 
is to introduce a resolution for reference to the 
Committee on Indian Affairs, and I hope the Sèn- 
ator will allow me that opportunity. It will not 
take a moment, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Sen- 
ator from Pennsylvania withdraw the motion for 
the purpose indicated ? 

r. RIGLER, I cannot withdraw the motion; 
but the resolution can be received by common 
consent. 

Mr. LANE. 1 wish merely to send to the 
Committee on Indian Affairs an inguiry which I 
desire to make, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The resolu- 
tion can only be reccived by unanimous consent. 
The Chair hears no objection, 

The resolution of Mr. Lane was received and 
agreed to, by unanimous consent, as follows: 


‘Resolved, ‘That the Committee on Indian Affairs be in- 
structed to inquire into the expediency of providing for a 
settioment of the existing dificulties between the Nez Per- 
cés tribe of Indians and the settlers, by entering into ne- 
gotiations for the ecssion of that portion of the Nez Pereés 
reserve lying north of the Snake river and the Clearwater 5 
and to repert by bill or otherwise. 


EXECUTIVE SESSION. 

Mr. WILSON. Mr. President 
Mr. WIGFALL. Allow me. I call the at- 
tention of the Senate to a joint resolution for the 
benefit of George FI. Giddings. Task the Senate 


to take it up and pass it, The report was printed | 


the other day; and I believe, as far as I know, 
that everybody is satishied of the justice of it. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chaircan 
entertain the motion by unanimous consent only. 
The Chair hears no objection, 
Mr. WILKINSON. | object. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Objection be- | 


ing made, the motion cannot he received. 

Mr. POLK. I understood the Senator from 
Texas to move to take up the joint resolution; 
and I suppose it is proper for the Senate to pass 
on that motion. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. There is a mo- 
tion before the Senate, which the Senator from 
Pennsylvania does not withdraw; and the Chair 
cannot entertain any motion while that is pend- 
ing, unless by unanimous consent, 

Mr. BIGLER. I hope we shall have a vote 
on my motion. : 

Mr. WIGFALL. Let this joint resolution be 
taken up. 

Mr. BIGLER. Thore is objection made on the 
other side. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. There is; and 
the Chair cannot entertain the motion of the Sen- 
ator from Texas, objection being made. 

Mr. BIGLER. [insist on a vote. 

Mr. SIMMONS. 
withdraw his motion for a moment, in order to 
have a bill taken up for consideration, and be left 
ag the unfinished business, if we go into execu- 
tive session. I move to take up House bill No. 
338, to provide for outstanding Treasury notes, 
to authorize a loan, to regulate and fix the duties 
on imports, and for other purposes. 


I wish the Senator would | 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Unless the Sen- 
ator from Pennsylvania withdraws the motion to 
go into exccutive session, the Chair cannot enter- 
tain any other motion, except by the unanimous 
consent of the Senate. _ 

Mr. HEMPHILL. [ object to taking up the 
bill of the Senator from Rhode Island. 

Mr. BIGLER. Ido not withdraw my motion. 
It iş not debatable. 

Mr. KING. Lhopé we shall take the question. 
We can take the question in less time than, we 
consume in talking about it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question 
is on the motion to proceed to the consideration 
of executive business. 

Mr. WIGFALL. I understand the Senator 
from Rhode Island withdraws his objection to the 
joint resolution which I desire the Senate to 
take up. : 

Mr.SIMMONS. I made no objection. 

Mr. POLK. It was the Senator from Min- 
nesota. 

Mr. BIGLER. I insist on a vote on my mo- 
tion, and itis not a debatable question. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The motion 
of the Senator from Pennsylvania is, that the Sen- 
ate now proceed to the consideration of executive 
business; and, without the unanimous consent of 
the Senate, no other motion can be entertained, 
and his motion must be directly put. 

Mr. KING. lask for the vote. 

Mr. BIGLER called for the yeasand nays} and 
they were ordered; and being taken, resulted— 
yeas 25, nays 24; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Baker, Bayard, Bigler, Bragg, Bright, 
Clingman, Douglas, Fitch, Green, Hate, Hemphill, Hunter, 
Johnson of Arkansas, Johnson of Tennessee, Lane, La- 


| tham, Mason, Pearce, Polk, Powell, Rice, Saulsbury, Se- 


bastian, Thomson, aud Wigfali—25, 

NAYS—Mossrs, Anthony, Bingham, Cameron, Chand- 
ler, Clark, Colamer, Dixon, Doolittle, Durkee, Fessenden, 
Foot, Foster, Grimes, Harlan, King, Morrill, Seward, Sim- 
mons, Sumner, Len Eyck, Trumbull, Wade, Wilkinson, 
and Wilson—24, 

So the motion was agreed to; and the Senate 
procceded to the consideration of executive busi- 
ness; and after some time spent therein, the doors 
were reopened, and the Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Tuuspay, February 12, 1861. 


The House met at twelve o’clock,m. Prayer 
by the Chaplain, Rev. Tuomas I. Srockron. 
‘The Journal ofyestcrday was rcadandapproved. 


NATIONAL CONVENTION. 


Mr. ADRAIN, by unanimous consent, pre- 
sented the memorial of a large number of citizens 
of the third congressional district of New Jersey, 
in favor of a national convention of all the States 
on the existing difficulties in the public affairs; 
which was laid upon the table. 


ORDNANCE, ETC, 
The SPEAKER laid before the House a com- 


munication from the Secretary of War, trans- 
mitting a letter from the chicf of ordnance, em- 


| bodying an cstimate for increased appropriations 


for ihe armament of fortifications with ordnance, 
ordnanee stores, and supplies rendered necessary 


| by recent events, and a recommendation that the 


Army appropriation bill may be amended accord- 

ingly; 1 

Ways and Means, and ordered to be printed. 
JOINT RESOLUTIONS OF MICHIGAN. 


Mr. LEACH, of Michigan, by unanimous con- 
sent, presented joint resolutions of the State of 
Michigan relative to the state of the Union; which 
were laid upon the table, and ordered to be printed. 

Also, joint resolutions of the same State, in 
opposition to the renewal of the patent for Mc- 
Cormick’s reaping machine; whicli were referred 
to the Committee on Patents, and ordered to be 
printed. 

PARISIL OF SAINT MATTHEW'S CHURCH. 


. s 
Mr. CARTER, by unanimous consent, from 


the Committee for the District of Columbia, re- 
ported back Senate bill No. 547, for the relief of 


the parish of Saint Matthew’s church, in the city | 
of Washington, with the recommendation that | 


the bill be passed. 
The bill was read. It authorizes and empowers 
Charles J. White, parish priest of Saint Mat- 


which was referred to the Committee of | 


thew’s church, in the city of Washington, Dis- 
trict of Columbia, to sell certain lots of ground 
deeded to the priest of said parish by thé late 
William Fashy, Commissioner of Public Build- 
ings and Grounds, and known in the plat.of said 
Washington city as lots Nos. 5,6, 7, 8,.9, 10, 11, 
12, 13, and 14, in square No. 236; the proceeds of 
such sale to be applied to the uses and benefit of 
the said parish. ` i 

The bill was ordered to be read a third time; 
and it was accordingly read the third time,.and 
passed. X í : 

Mr. CARTER move to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill was passed; and also moved that 
the motion to reconsider be laid upon the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. Tse 


DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA BUSINESS. 


Mr. CARTER. I move that a day be setapart 
for the consideration of the. business of the Dis- 
trict of Columbia. There are bills relating to this 
District which ought to be passed. - a 

Mr. PRYOR objected. 


CONDITION OF THE TREASURY. 


Mr. SHERMAN. Isend to the Clerk to be 
read a communication from the Secretary of the 
‘Treasury. : i 

The Glerk read, as follows: 


Treasury DEPARTMENT, February 1), 1861. 
Sin: I deem it my duty to call your attention to the 
pressing demands on the Treasury, and to suggest the only 
practicable mode of meeting them without seriously im- 
pairing the public credit. The liabilities due, and to fall 

due before the 4th of March next, are as follows: 

For the State Department...... .. $116,868 52 
For the Interior Departmcnt...screrseerrers 1,802,327 57 
For the War Department.... wessen 1,621,131 00 
For the Navy Department..... 1,060,000 06 
For the Post Office Department.. 700,000 00 

Requisitions of War and Navy Departments a 
not complied WitDe..ceeeese cares 1,852,925 19 
1,802,700 00 


Treasury notes falling due before the 4th of 
MalChessseesecre 


aha ee eee ene ereasenou ener 


Por the Treasury Department.. ..sesseeeesia 501,423 36 
For the Light-House Board..eesesseeeeeeeee 78,220 50 
Fishing bounties due, (estimated,)....+.-.5+ 465,524 86 


TOtdlecssccescvereresccscteesdeveee seers $9,901,118 09 


The accruing revenues will, it is estimated, meet about 
one million nine hundred thousand dollars of the amount, 
leaving $8,000,000 to be borrowed, There is in the Treas- 
ury, subject to the draft of the Treasurer of the United 
States, but little more than five hundred thousand dolars, 
and there are requisitions in the Treasury Department 
amounting to nearly two million dollars unanswered. 

In the present condition of the country, it wouid be im- 
possibte to borrow the money needed to meet the wants of 
the ‘Treasury, unless at a discount which would seriously 
impair the public credit, without some pledge in addition to 
that of the faith ofthe Govermnent. Several of the States, in 
accordance with a suggestion contained in my letter to your 
committee, of the 18th of January last, have offered. to st- 
peradd a pledge of their faith to that of the United. States 
for the redemption of any bonds it may issue tothe amount 
of the public moneys deposited with them, respectively, for 
safe-keeping, under the act of the 23d of June, 1836. If 
Congress will authorize these offers to be accepted, the 
money required to meet the liabilities due, and to fall due 
before the 4th of March, can be obtained at par. Ifthcau- 
thority is not granted, I am satisfied it can only be procured 
on terms which would be exceedingly disadvantageous: to 
the Government and in the highest degree detrimental to 
to its credit. E should not venture to ask fora ioan ex- 
ceeding $2,000,000 ; and nearly the whole of this amount 
would be required to meet the redemption of Treasury notes 
to fall due before the 4th of March. There would be due 
on that day, about six million dollars to public creditors, 
whose demands could not remain unsatisfied without sub- 
jecting them to the most serious, and, in some cases, ryin- 
ous losses. 

I have discharged my daty to them, and to the country, 
by. making this exhibit of the public wants, and in pointing 
out the only mode by which, in my judgment, they can be 
met without the most serious consequences to the interests 
of the Government and individuals to whom it is indebted. 

T'he short time to elapse before.the close of the present 
session of Congress, renders it indispensable that I shouid 
advertise for n loan on the 13th or 14th instant, at furthest. 

I am, very respectfully, your obedient servant, 

JOHN A. DIX, 
Secretary of the Treasury. 
Hon. Joun SHERMAN, 
Chairman of the Committee of Ways and Means. 


Mr. SHERMAN. Iam directed by the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means to report, in pursu- 
ance of that letter from the Secretary of War, a 
bill which I now, somewhat reluctantly, ask may 
be put on its passage. 


Mr. GARNETT. Lobject to the bill being 


| reported. 


Mr. SHERMAN. It isa bill to authorize the 
Secretary of the Treasury to accept guarantees 
from any State, of stock of the United States, to 
the amount of public money deposited. 

Mr. GARNETT. I have regard enough for 
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this Government not to: wish to see it placed be- 
‘fore the world in the aspect of a mendicant. 

Mr. PHELPS. Let the bill be read. 

Mr. GARNETT. I will allow it to be read, 
with the understanding that my objection shall 
be considered as pending. 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 

A bill to authorize the Secretary of the Treasury. to accept 


guarantee from any State of stock of the United States to 
the ainount of public money deposited with such State. 


` Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives 
of the United States of Americain Congress assembled, That 
the Secretary of the Treasury is hereby authorized to ac- 
cept from any State a guarantee of any stock of the United 
States which may be hercafter issued to the amount of the 
public moneys deposited with such State for safe-keeping 
under the provisions of the thirteenth section of the act 
entitled “An act to regulate the deposits of the public 
money,” approved 23d June, 1836: Provided, That nothing 
herein contained shall be construcd to affect the proviso of 
the act entitled “ An act to postpone the fourth installment 
of deposit with the States,” approved October 2, 1837, re- 
quiring the three previous installments to remain with the 
States until otherwise directed by Congress: nd provided 
further, That such guarantee shall in no event be construed 
‘or enforced as imposing any obligation to repay said de- 
posit beyond the obligations now existing by law. 


Mr. GARNETT. It requires the unanimous 
consent of the House to have that bill reported, 
and that consent will not be given while Lama 
member of this House. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Ihave performed my duty 
under the circumstances. 

Mr. BARR. The gentleman from Virginia has 
done his duty by trying to break up the Govern- 
ment by leaving it without money. i 


ENROLLED BILLS. 


Mr. RIGGS, from the Committee on Enrolled 
Bills, reported that they had examined, and found 
truly enrolled, bills and joint resolution, of the 
following titles; when the Speaker signed the 
same: 

Joint resolution (H. R. No. 57) for the benefit 
of Duvall & Brother; 

An act (S. No. 111) for the relief of Aaron H. 
Palmer; and 

An act (S. No. 531) to change the name of the 
schooner Augusta to Colonel Cook. 


PETITION FROM ROCHESTER, NEW YORK. 


Mr. ELY, by unanimous consent, presented 
the petition of citizens of Rochester, New York, 
praying the Senators and Representatives in Con- 
gress from that State to use their efforts to recon- 
cile existing difficulties, and to offer such ample 
guarantees to all Union-loving men of the slave- 
holding States as shall bring us again into rela- 
tions of brotherhood and harmony under the pres- 
ent. Constitution of the United States; which was 
laid upon the table. 


ROBERT STOCKTON. 


Mr. VANCE, by unanimous consent, from the 
Committee on Revolutionary Claims, reported 
back the amendment of the Senate to [louse res- 
olution No. 39, directing the accounting officers 
of the Treasury to settle the accounts of the late 
Robert Stockton, quartermaster, &c., with the rec- 
ommendation that it be concurred in. 

The bill was read. It directs the proper ac- 
counting officers of the Treasury Department to 
settle the accounts of the late Robert Stockton, of 
ew Jersey, an assistant quartermaster and for- 
age master in the war of the Revolution, and pay 
to his legal heirs and representatives such sum or 
sums as may be shown due upon sufficient proof 
of his services as quartermaster aforesaid, and 
for damages done bis property by the American 
Army, out of any money in the Treasury not 
otherwise appropriated. 

The Senate amendment was read, as follows: 

Strike out the words, ‘and for damages done bis prop- 
erty by the American Army.” 

The question was taken; and the amendment 
was concurred in. 


Mr. VANCE moved to reconsider the vote by | 


which the amendment was concurred in; and also 
moved that the motion to reconsider be laid upon 
-the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to, 


LIABILITY OF SIHP-OWNERS. 


Mr. JOHN COCHRANE. I ask the unan- 
imous consent of the Housc to report back from 


the Committee on Commerce Senate bill No. 487, | 


to amend an act entitled * An act to limit the lia- 


bility of ship-owners, and for other purposes,” 
approved March 3, 1851. DAs 

Ar. STANTON. I object; but I am willing 
that the bill shall be read for information. 

Mr. JOHN COCHRANE. I will explain the 
bill ina few moments. It need not be read by the 
Clerk. ; 

A bill was passed March 3, 1851, and became 
then a law, limiting the liability of ship-owners. 
There is a provision in.the fourth section of that 
law which enables those who become liable to the 
extent of their interest in a ship or vessel to trans- 
fer their personal liability, by an assignment, to 
the ship itself; that assignment to be made to 
trustees in behalf of the claimant. But it has been 
discovered that, when assigning their interest in 
the ship, ship-owners interfere with their obliga- 
tions of charter-party, and delivery of cargo under 
bills of lading. Therefore, they ask that, when 
releasing themselves of this personal liability, 
they may do so by giving a bond, with sureties 
equal to its appraised value, instead of assigning 
their interest in the ship or vessel, and that all 
proceedings shall, from that time, be assimilated 
to those ordinarily taken in admiralty actions in 
rem. where bonds are given, as is proposed by 
this amendment. The object of the bill is to au- 
thorize a bond of such a description, instead of the 
assignment of the ship itself. The Committee on 
Commerce have reported an amendment to the 
billgof the Senate, to make more secure the inter- 
ests of the claimants, so that, whenever the secu- 
rity, for any reason, becomes insecure or im- 
paired, the court shall, upon the application of 
the claimant, cause additional security to be given, 
or that the owner shall take no benefit from the 
act. =- oy 

Mr. STANTON. This is not the bill I. sup- 
posed it was. I supposed it was the bill Jimiting 
the liability of ship-owners engaged in foreign 
commerce, 

The bill and amendment were read. 

Mr. STANTON, If I understand that bill, 
with the amendment, it releases the claim upon 
the vessel and substitutes for ita bond. I think 
it questionable whether any such thing as that 
ought to be done. 

Mr. JOHN COCHRANE. I answer to the 
gentleman from Ohio, that it is the usual course 
obtaining in all our courts of admiralty in pro- 
ceedings in rem, and never, within my experi- 
ence, has any damage occurred to claimants under 
such proceedings. We ask merely that the usual 
course of judicial proceedings be adopted in this 
case which is adopted in all others. 

Mr. STANTON. This is another step in that 
line of legislation which has been adopted of late, 
excepting ship-owners from lability as common 
carriers. The community who are interested in 
the transportation of produce have, by common 
law, aclaim upon the entire property of the owner 
of the ship, and a lien upon the ship itself; and 
that lien is being let up step by step at a time for 
the benefit of ship-owners, and of those engaged 
in commerce; and I think myself it is a question- 
able policy, and I am inclined not to adopt it. 

Mr. TRAIN. I object to that bill. 

Mr. JOHN COCHRANE. 1 call the previous 
question upon the passage of the bill. 

Mr. TRAIN. I object. 

Mr. JOHN COCHRANE. It is too late to 
make an objection now. The bill was read with- 
out objection, aftermy explanation. The expla- 
nation was full; and E now move the previous ques- 
tion upon the amendment and upon the passage 
of the bill. 

The SPEAKER. According to the rule, the 
Chair thinks the objection comes too late. 

Mr. STANTON. I withdrew the objection 
upon the explanation of the gentleman from New 
York; but when I came to hear the bill read, it 
gave me some inklings that the explanation did 
not; and had I heard the bill read before 1 withdrew 
my objection, I should not have withdrawn it. 

Mr. JOHN COCHRANE. Upon the sugges- 
tion of the gentleman from Ohio it was that I 
moved the previous question, he havingannounced 
in his place that it was too late to interpose objec- 
tion. I explained the Dill as fully as it was in 
my power to do, and as fully, I believe, as the 
bill itself could explain itself to any gentleman. 
If the gentleman from Ohio did not fully perceive 


the object of the bill, it was his fault, 1 think, 
certainly not mine; but yet, I would not standin | 


the position of exacting from the gentleman from 
Ohio such close attention in this presence as to 
acquire a just estimate of the hasty language of 
the explanation, or even of the bill itself. There- 
fore, I withdraw the demand for the previous ques- 
tion, and ‘suffer the objection of the gentleman 
from Ohio to prevail. 


LOGAN HUNTER. 


Mr. BINGHAM. [ask leave now to call up 

the bill for the relief of Logan Hunter, of Louis- 
iana. I stated to the House, on a former orca- 
sion, that this bill had been recommended by the 
_Attorney General of the United States; that it 
had been recommended by the Secretary of the 
Interior; that it had been recommended by the 
Comptroller of the Treasury; and that it came to 
the House with the unanimous consent. of the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

The bill, which was read, directs that there be 
paid to Logan Hunter, late district attorney of 
the United States for the district of Louisiana, out 
of any money in the Treasury not otherwise ap- 
propriated, the sum of $5,000, in full for his ser- 
vices on behalf of the United States, as United 
States district attorney in the several prosecutions 
heretofore instituted in Louisiana against Narciso 
Lopez and others for violations of the United 
States neutrality laws, by setting on foot military 
expeditions against the island of Cuba. 

r. BINGHAM. [I move that the bill be en- 
grossed, and read a third time. 

Mr. KILGORE. Is not the bill open to amend- 
ment? 

Mr. BINGHAM. [call the previous question. 

Mr. McCLERNAND. That bill is not in yet. 
I am not willing to vote for it until] know some- 
thing more about it. 

The SPEAKER. This bill was before the 
House on a former occasion, and it was laid over, 
with the understanding that it might be called up 
at some subsequent time. 

Mr. McCLERNAND. Does not the bill con- 
tain an appropriation? 

_ The SPEAKER, The bill was received at that 
time. 

Mr. BINGHAM. 
business. 

Mr. McCLERNAND. There was no agree 
ment at that time that the bill should be consid- 
ered in the House. 

The SPEAKER. It was the understanding 
that it should be considered in the House, as 1 
am informed by the Clerk. 

Mr. BINGHAM. I would remind the gentle- 
man from Hlinois that the honorable gentleman 
from North Carolina, (Mr. Brancn,] atthe time 
I reported the bill, moved to refer it to a Com- 
mittee of the Whole House, inasmuch as it con- 
tained an appropriation. He withdrew that mo- 
tion, in consideration that the bill should be 
allowed to go over as unfinished business. 

Mr. McCLERNAND. Tunderstand that this 
claim is now pending before the Committee of 
Claims of the House. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Will the gentleman from 
Illinois allow me’to remind him that this claim 
has been recommended by the different Depart- 
ments of the Government; that its payment has 
been delayed some nine years, but has not passed 
by reason of the inattention of the House to the 
claim. There is no reasonable objection to the 
passage of the bill; and the question to-day is, 
simply, whether the Congress of the United States 
will postpone indefinitely the just claim of an 
American citizen. 

Mr. STEVENS, of Pennsylvania. I would ask 
the gentleman whether the prosecution of these 
people was not a part of the official duty of the 
district attorney for the ordinary fees? 

Mr. BINGHAM. Itwasa part of his official 
duty; butit so happened that there was no exist- 
ing law by which his fees could be assessed and 
paid by the Department. 

Mr. McCLERNAND. I believe the rules re- 
uire that the bill shall be sent toa Committee of 
the Whole House; and I insist upon it. 

Mr. HOARD. I desire to say that this claim 
of Logan Hunter, and other claims of a like 
character, are pending before the Committee of 
Claims. 

Mr. SICKLES. Is the point decided whether 


It went over as unfinished 


this bill must go to a Committee ‘of the Whole 
House? 
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The SPEAKER. The Chair supposes the ne- 
cessity of such- reference was waived, upon the 
occasion when the bill was last before the House. 

Mr. SICKLES. If the point was not made, it 
could not have been waived. 

Mr. STEVENS, of Pennsylvania. 
that the bill be laid upon the table. 

Mr. BOCOCK. I suggest to the gentleman 


I move 


from Ohio, that he postpone the consideration of , 


this bill, The gentleman from New York says 
the claim is now pending before the Committee 
of Claims. Let that committee examine it, and 
if, ata future day, the committee say they have 
examined it, and that it is all right, the House 
may be willing to let it pass. If the gentleman 
presses it to a vote now, it can hardly pass. 

Mr. BINGHAM. I have no desire to force a 
vote. I have no more interest in it than any other 
member of the House. 

The SPEAKER. If there be no objection, the 
bill will be laid informally on the table. 

Mr. BRANCH. I desire it understood that I 
did not intend to preclude any one from insisting 
that this bill should be referred to a Committee 
ofthe Whole. I never intended any such thing, 

No objection being made, the bill was inform- 
ally laid on the table. 

Mr.MALLORY. On whose motion orat whose 
instance has the bill been laid upon the table? 

The SPEAKER. It has not been Jaid upon the 
table. It has only been passed by informally. 


THE DE GROOT CLAIM. 


Mr. BOCOCK. I ask the unanimous consent 
of the House to offer the following resolution: 

Resolved, That the President of the United States he re- 
quested to communicate to this House the letter of John 
B. Floyd, late Secretary of War, dated 34 November, 1860, 
relating to the claim of William I. De Groot, recorded in 
the War Department. 

I merely ask for the paper, that everybody may 
have an opportunity to examine it. 

There being no objection; the resolution was 
agreed to. 


NEW MODE OF SAVING THE UNION. 


Mr. HOLMAN. I ask the consent of the 
House to introduce resolutions adopted by citi- 
zens of Kentucky and Indiana, suggesting a very 
original, unique, and effectual mode of preserving 
the Union; and that they may be read and laid 
on the table. 

The Clerk read the resolutions, as follows: 

“ Resolved, That when there is no longer hope of saving 
the Union, we, the citizens of Indiana and Kentucky, will 
not suffer the line of a new confederacy to be drawn be- 
tween our States, since therc is no enmity existing between 
us as citizens. 

« Resolved, hat we ask of the States surrounding Indi- 
ana and Kentucky to adopt the same rule of action; and 
by that means kick the line of division between two con- 
federacies eastward into the Atlantic, southward into the 
Gulf, westward into the Pacific, and northward into Can- 
ada.” 


The resolutions were laid upon the table. 
WIOCKADAY AND LIGGET. 


Mr. ADAMS, of Kentucky. I ask the unan- 
imous consent of the House to report back, from 
the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads, 
Senate bill No. 551, for the relief of Hockaday 
& Ligget. 

The bill was read. It directs the Secretary of 
the Treasury to pay to William Ligget, for the 
benefit of Hockaday & Ligget, the sum of $40,000, 
for damages sustained by them in the reduction of 
their pay for carrying the mails on route No. 
8911 

Mr. HASKIN. 

Mr. CURTIS 
business. 

CHILDREN OF ELIZABETH YANCEY. 


Mr. STOKES. I ask the unanimous consent 
of the House that the Committce of the Whole 
House be discharged from the further considera- 
tion ofa bill (H. R. No. 778) for the relief of the 
children of Elizabeth Yancey, widow of John 
Yancey,and that itbe putupon its passage. There 
is but a small amount of moncy involved in the 
bill,and it has been unanimously reported by the 
Committee on Revolutionary Pensions. It does 
not pension anybody, but only pays a just debt 

-which the Government owes to the heirs of this 
widow of an old revolutionary soldier. 

Mr. BURNETT. I understood the gentleman 
from Iowa to demand the regular order of busi- 


I object to the bill. 
I call for the regular order of 


| 


| this investigation, and are ready to make the re- | 


ness just now. If this is the regular order of 
business, it is all right. 

Mr. STOKES. I wasentitled to the floor. The 
Speaker recognized me before the gentleman from 
lowa demanded the regular order of business. 

The SPEAKER. , The gentleman from Ten- 
nessee was recognized by the Chair. 

Mr. BURNETT. Well, I now call for the 
regular order of business. 


PACIFIC RAILROAD. 


The SPEAKER. That is an objection to the 
bill of the gentleman from Tennessee. The reg- 
ular order of business is the consideration of the 
amendments of the Senate to House bill No. 701, 
to secure contracts, and make provision for the 
safe, certain, and more speedy transportation, by 
railroad, of mails, troops, munitions of war, mil- 
itary and naval stores, between the Atlantic States 
and those of the Pacific, and for-other purposes. 

Mr. CURTIS obtained the floor. 


ABSTRACTION OF GOVERNMENT BONDS. 


Mr. MORRIS, of Ilinois. The hour of one 
o’clock has nearly arrived; and before the House 
proceeds to the regular order of business, proba- 

ly I had better submit the report of the select 
committee appointed to investigate the frauds 
which have recently been perpetrated in the Inte- 
rior Department. 

Mr. CURTIS. How much time will it occupy? 

The SPEAKER. If there is no objection, the 
Chair will receive the report. 

Mr. SICKLES. It is understood that the re- 
port is not to be considered now. 

‘The SPEAKER. It will only be received. 

Mr. CURTIS. I will give way, if it is only to 
be received. 


Mr. HOLMAN. 


report. 

Mr. MORRIS, of Hlinois. I think I have the 
floor; and I desire to say a few words. 

Mr. CURTIS. I believe I have the floor. 

Mr. SICKLES. If the gentleman from Illinois 
has the floor, he must have it on the Pacific rail- 
road bill. 

Mr. MORRIS, of Illinois. I would say to the 
gentleman from lowa that this report is a special 
order, made so by a resolution which passed the 
House yesterday unanimously; and that, conse- 

uently, it supersedes his bill. 

The SPEAKER. H there is any difficulty, the 
Chair will receive the report; but that is. all at 


present. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I call for the reading of the 
report. 

Mr. MORRIS, of Illinois.. I will occupy but 
a few moments. 

Mr. BURCH. I must object to any debate on 
the report at this time. The Pacific railroad bill 
is the special order for to-day. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois 
has a right to explain to the Chair the reasons 
why he supposes that his report has priority over 
the Pacific railroad bill. A 

Mr. CURTIS. Iraise the point of order that 
the gentleman from Illinois cannot occupy the 
floor and make his explanation. 

The SPEAKER. The order made yesterday 
will be read. 

The Clerk read, as follows: 

“On motion of Mr. Isaac N. Morris, by unanimous 
consent, 

“ Resolved, That the select committec raised to inquire 
into the facts in regard to the abstraction of certain bonds 
from the Interior Department, have leave to report to-mor- 
row, the 12th instant, at one o’clock.” 


Mr. BURCH. The gentleman has made his 


I call for the reading of the 


report. ‘ : 
Mr. SICKLES. There is no objection to the 
report, but there is to its consideration at this 


time. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman has a right 
to make his report, and it will be considered after | 
the other matter shall have been disposed of. : 

Mr. MORRIS, of Hlinois. I have no disposi- |! 
tion to thrust this report upon the House. They | 
have already passed a resolution to receive it. 
the House does not wish it submitted, I am will- || 
ing to withhold it. We werc appointed to make 


port. I desire, also, to say, in this connection, } 
that the report has been unanimously agreed to | 
by the committee. |! 


Mr BOCOCK. I would suggest to the gentle- i 


|| ury ìs empty. 


man from Ilinois whether, under‘all the circum- 
stances of the case, it is not better for him tosub- 
mit his report, and let it be printed, and Jet usall 
have an opportunity to examine it. .In the mean 


i time, we can go on with the special order which 


the gentleman from Jowa has in charge. Is it 
not premature at this time to debate’ the report? 
In fact, has the gentleman from Tllinois the right, 
under the order of the House, to debate it? 

Mr. MORRIS, of Hlinois.. I. merely wish to 
say, in reply to the honorable gentleman from Vir- 
ginia, that I have not yet submitted the report. 

have not said one word in regard to its merits. 
But I did say that the report was unanimously 
agreed to by the committee. I wish also to say, 
in behalf of the committee, that in our prosecu-" 
tion of this investigation we have endeavored to 
economize both in time.and money, and that the 
whole expenses incurred will be about $1,750. 

Mr. HASKIN. Will the gentleman from Ili- 
nois yield to me for a moment? 

Mr. MORRIS, of Illinois. | Yes, sir. 

Mr. CURTIS. Tobject to the gentleman yield- 
ing the floor to any one. 

Mr SICKLES. I object to anybody taking the 
floor on this subject, except the gentleman from 
Illinois, I suggest to him that he make his report 
the special order for some time that may be con- 
venient to himself. ; 

Mr. HASKIN. I desire to say that as. the 
making of this report ` 

Mr. BURNETT. Irise toa question of order. 
The gentleman from Ilinois cannot yield the floor, 
because he only has it himself for the purpose of 
submitting his report. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair should like to 
know whether the gentleman from Illinois intends 
to send up his report? f 

Mr. HASKIN. The gentleman from Illinois 
has yielded the floor to me. ` 

Mr. MORRIS, of Ilinois. The gentleman from 
Iowa will allow me to send up the report. As I 
before remarked, there seems to be some disin- 
‘clination to receive it. i 

Mr. LOVEJOY. 
received and read, 

Mr. HASKIN. Iask for the reading of the 
report. It will explain to the country the causes 
that have induced the Secretary of the Treasury 
to send in the letter which was read here this 
morning. Itis the most important report made 
to Congress at this or any other session; and I 
hope it will be read. (Calls to order.] 

Linsist that the report shall be read. It has 
been handed up to the Clerk’s table; and, asa 
member of this body, I have a right to have it 
read. 

Mr. CURTIS. I hope the House will be 
brought to order, so that we can proceed with 
business. 

Mr. HASKIN. I call for the reading of the 
special report. f 

Mr. MORRIS, of Ilinois. At the suggestion 
of several members near me, I shall not submit 
the report, unless it be read to the House. Many 
members are desirous of hearing it read; and I 
hope the gentleman from Jowa will not press his 


I hope the report will be 


1! objection. 


Mr. PHELPS. How long will the reading of 
the report occupy ? 

Mr. MORRIS, of Ilinois. Abouta three quar- 
ters of an hour. 


Mr. HASKIN. I insist on the reading of the 


i report. It proves the necessity of passing the bill 
| which was offered to be introduced this morning 
| by the chairman of the Committee of Ways and 


Means; and exposes the reason why the Treas- 
I insist that I have a right, asa 
member of this House, to hear the report read. 
The report was made the special order for to-day 
at one o’clock. F am surprised that gentlemen 
should be opposed to having this information con- 
veyed to the country. N 

The SPEAKER. There is a special order in 
advance of this one; and when that is disposed 
of this will come up, and the report can be read. 

Mr. HASKIN. Ido not Hod a that. the re- 
portshall be considered now; buti propose to hare 
it read from the Clerk’s desk for information. 
[Calls to order.] 7 

Mr. SICKLES. I rise toa point of order. 

Mr. HASKIN. Let the report be read. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair decides that the 
gentleman is not entitled to have it read now. 
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Mr. HASKIN. 
the Chair. $ 

Mr. SICKLES. 
the table. 

Mr. BURNETT, How can the gentleman ap- 
peal from the decision of the Chair unless the re- 
port be first submitted? I do not understand the 
gentleman from Illinois as having submitted ‘it 
yet. "There can be no appeal till the report is 
offered. i 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ken- 
tucky will understand that the. report has been 
received, Ei 

Mr. MORRIS, of Illinois. I conceive that I 
havesome little rights here, particularly as amem- 
berof the select committee. The resolution which 
I offered yesterday to make this a special order 
for. onc:o’cluck to-day certainly supersedes in its 
effect any special order that was previously made. 
Hence, when I submit the report, and when its 
reading is called for, the gentleman from Iowa is 
clearly out of order in objecting to it, and endeav- 
oring to break down the special order of yester- 
day. The special order on the Pacific railroad 
bill does not precede, but follows, that which was 
made yesterday. 

Mr. HASKIN. I have the floor—have I not? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has decided the 
question; and the gentleman from New York is 
entitled to take an appeal. 

Mr. HASKIN, Then I do take an appeal from 
the decision of the Chair; and I hope the appeal 
will be sustained by the House. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state the 
ground of his decision. There is a special order 

ending, in charge of the gentleman from Iowa, 
PMr. Curtis.] The gentleman from Towa has 
the floor assigned him by the Chair, on the Pa- 
cific railroad bill. After’ the gentleman got the 
floor, the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Morris] 
claimed the right to make his report, saying that 
there was a special order to thateffect. The Chair 
thinks he cannot take the floor from the gentleman 
from Iowa, nor supersede the special order that 
was then under consideration; but, as soon as 
this special order is disposed of, the report of the 
select committee will be in order. 

Mr. ADRAIN, I move that the special order 
on the Pacific railroad bill be postponed till after 
the reception and reading of the report made by 
the gentleman from Ilinois, 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New 
Jersey has not the floor for that purpose. The 
gentleman from New York [Mr. Haskin] appeals 
from the decision of the Chair. 

Mr. SICKLES. I move to lay the appeal on 
the table. 

Mr. MORRIS, of Ilinois. Iwantto make one 
additional remark, if the gentleman from Iowa 
will yicld me the floor for that purpose. I think 
the Chair has misapprehended the order of facts. 
When the gentleman from Iowa stated that he 
demanded the special order, it was two or three 
minutes before one o’clock. Tarose and stated 
that a special order had been made by the House 
yesterday to receive the report of the select com- 
mittee on the abstracted bonds at one o’clock; 
and inasmuch as it was about that time, I was 

. desirous, before the special order, or the Pacific 
railroad bill, or the regular order of business 
should come up, to get the floor to submit the re- 
port of the select committee.. Hence the gentle- 
man from Iowa waived his right, even if he had 
the precedence, to enforce his claim in favor of 
the special order which he has specially in charge. 
Under these circumstances, I again repeat that I 
think there is a misapprehension in regard to the 
order of facts, and that the report which 1 sub- 
mitted at one o’clock is now before the House for 
consideration. IT desire to extend every courtesy 
to the gentleman from Iowa; but let me tell him 
that there is as much interest felt in this report, 
and in the facts pertaining to the abstraction of 
bonds from the Interior Department, as there is 
in his bill, and a good deal more, although the 
gentleman from Iowa seems to have that one dis- 
tinct idea in his head, and thinks of nothing else 
from day to day and from hour to hour, but the 
Pacific railroad, which is to deplete the Treasury 
of $300,000,000, 

Mr. CURTIS. I thank the gentleman for the 
compliment he pays me. {I wish to say, in regard 
to his own report, that I gave way for him to pre- 
sentit, J] extendcd to him all the courtesy due 


e 


I appeal from the decision of 


I move to lay the appeal on 


to his report.. The Chair has decided that he had 
a right to report. He has reported; and the gen- 
tleman may have it ordered to be printed. : 

The gentleman’s report will come in immedi- 
ately after the Pacific railroad bill shall have been 
disposed of. I think that, inasmuch as the gen- 
tleman’s report requires no action, while actionis 
required upon the Pacific railroad bill, we should 

o on with the consideration of that bill. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. Is this appeal debat- 
able ? ` 

The SPEAKER. Itis not. The Chair will 
remark that the report of the gentleman from Ili- 
nois was not made a special order. Leave to 
report was merely given. 

Mr. JOHN COCHRANE. I would suggest 
that the report be printed, and be allowed to ap- 
pear in the columns of the Daily Globe. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will say that the 
Pacific railroad bill was made the special order for 
to-day. The report of the gentleman from Illi- 
nois was not made a special order, but leave was 
given him to report. The Chair has given him 
leave, and the report has been received; but the 
Chair does not feel authorized to suspend the 
special order for the consideration of that report. 

Mr. McCLERNAND, I make this point of 
order ; 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state that 
there is one point of order pending, which has 
not been disposed of. 

Mr. HASKIN. 
appeal. 

Mr. SICKLES. There is no appeal pending. 
It could not have been received, because there 
was nothing before the Elouse on which an appeal 
could be based. 

Mr. McCLERNAND. My point of order is 
this: I understand the Chair to say that he has 
received the report of the gentleman from Illinois. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair did so state. 

Mr. McCLERNAND. Now Linsist on know- 
ing whether the gentleman has reported or not; 
and that can only beascertained by the reading of 
the report. 

Mr. HASKIN. That is the point. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair does not think 
it js ihi right of the gentleman to have his report 
read. 

Mr. HASKIN. The gentleman from Iowa has 
stated to me that he yielded to the gentleman from 
IHinois to make his report at onc o’clock. His 
report was carried to the Clerk’s table; but until 
that report is read, it is impossible for the House 
to ascertain that a report has been made. 

Mr. BURNETT. I would suggest to the gen- 
tleman from Towa, that he will probably expedite 
his business by allowing the report of the gentle- 
man from Illinois to be read. 

Mr. CURTIS. Ifthe House will allow me, I 
was going to say, that as gentlemen seem determ- 
ined to consume the hour anyhow, I am willing, 
as a matter of cconomy, that the report shall be 
read. I hope, therefore, that withoutany further 
consumption of time, the report will be read. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will suggest, that 
in order to proceed regularly, it will be necessary 
to suspend the special order. 

Mr. CURTIS. Then, I hope the special order 
will be postponed for that purpose. 

Mr. SICRLES. With the understanding that 
it is not to be considered at this time. 

The SPEAKER. There being no objection, 
the special order will be suspended with that un- 
derstanding. 

Mr. HASKIN. I then withdraw my appeal 
from the decision of the Chair. 

Mr. CASE. fÍ desire to say that I was in- 


structed, as one of the members of the committee, * 


to prepare certain hills to be reported to the House, 
but my health has been such for two or three days 
past that I have not been able to do so, and Task 
the permission of the House to present them ata 
future time. 

The report was then read, as follows: 

The seleet committee, to whom was referred the resolu- 


| tion of the House, adopted on the 24th day of December 


last, direeting them to inquire into and report the facts in 
rejation to the fraudulent abstraction of eertain bonds held 
by the Government in trust for the {Indian tribes from the 
Departnent of the |iterior, and to whom were also referred 
the conuntnication ot Hon, John B. Floyd, late Secretary 
of War and the Fetter of Hou. Rob TeCleland, late Sec- 
retary of the interior, beg leave respecttuliy to report : 
That, upon the day of their appointment, they repaired to 
the Interior Deparuncat, and beld an interview with Hon. 


I ask for the vote upon my 


Jacob Thompson, then Secretary of said Department, and 
expressed to him their desire to enter upon the duty as- 
signed them atas early a period as would comport with his 
convenience, and be consistent with the public interest. 
Three days thereafter, and as soon as they were authorized 
to employ a stenographer, your committee organized, and 
have labored to bring their investigation to an early termin- 
ation, with a diligence that has been quickened by an ap- 
preciation of the grave character of the subject committed 
to them, and of the interest felt by the House and the coun- 
try in its remarkable details. 

It soon became evident that the mere abstraction of cer- 
tain bonds from the Interior Department, a fact easily 
ascertained and indeed admitted by the person who took 
them, was an incident of minor importance in comparison 
with the transactions preceding and connected with that 
act, and your committee therefore considered it incumbent 
upon them to trace as accurately and thoroushly as possi- 
ble, through the tortuous windings of vast and complicated 
interests, and extensive, though concealed, ramifications, 
the motives and purposes and deeds of those who hare 
been the parties to a daring and unprecedented fraud upon 
one of the Departments of the Government. In view of 
the magnitude of the offense and the great Joss involved, 
they have regarded themselves fully justified in pushin 
the investigation to the furthest limit of the authority veste 
inthem. ‘The want of time, rather than the lack of zeal, 
has prevented them from obtaining all the information they 
desired; yet enough has been ascertained to satisfy, in 
their opinion, the material inquiries with which they were 
charged by the House, as they think will appear from a 
succinct account of the evidence that has been adduced 
before them. 

THE INDIAN TRUST BONDS. 

By reference to the abstract marked “A,” herewith 
transmitted, it will be seen that the Government still holds 
State bonds and certificates and United States stocks for 
certain Indian tribes to the amount of $2,525,241 82. These 
bonds, as well as the eight hundred and seventy abstracted, 
and one Indian bond handed to Hon. G. N. Frrcu, and not 
returned by him to the Department, for reasons assigned in 
his correspondence with Godard Bailey, were purchased 
from time to time by authority of law with the moncy of tho 
Indians arising from treaty stipulations. Originally, they 
were in charge of the Indian bureau, while that bureau was 
connected with the Department of War, and remained in 
its custody after it became one of the bureaus ofthe Interior 
Department in 1849, and from that time up to 1857, In that 
yeur the custody of the securities was transferred to the Sec- 
retary of the Interior. ‘Che Government having the bonds 
in its possession, was the trustee for the Indians, who were 
the actual owners of them; and presuming that its agents 
have exercised ordinary diligence and care as their custo- 
dians, the question arises as to the extent of its liability for 
their loss. 

Your committee do not, however, propose to pursue that 
inguiry, as they cannot doubt that a great and magnani- 
mous Government will not permit those who have com- 
mitted themselves to its protection to be robbed by its of- 
ficers or employés, without making prompt and ample 
compensation. Yet the disregard of these fiduciary obliga- 
tions would seem to aggravate the turpitude of the offender 
whose felonious hand could rifle so sacred a trust. Such 
an act furnishes most melancholy evidence of the decay of 
publie virtue, and will remain a blot upon our history, and 
an indication of our downward career, In this respect it 
matters but little who was the transgressor. ‘Che fact of 
the commission of the act, at a moment when we thought 
we had reason to boast of our good faith and integrity, will 
remain fixed in the public mind, and be remembered as a 
dark offense when its guilty perpetrators have been long 
forgotten. 

THE MANNER OF KEEPING THE BONDS. 


that eitber of them could have possessed touching their 


resent Admin- 
istration, he appointed two additional disbu ig clerks for 
his Department, one of whom was Mr. Bailey, who was 
placed in charge of the Indian trust bonds. Tiis letter of 
appointment, signed by J. Thompson, Secretary, bears date 
July 1, 1857, and, among other th says: “Under this ap- 


! pointment I desire particularly that you should take charge 
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of the stocks held in trust by the head of the Department 
for the benefit of the Indians, collect the interest thereon 
as it may become duc, and see that the same is properly 
paid into the public Treasury.’? A bond was required ofhim, 
which he subsequently executed, in the penal sum of $5,000 
with Benjamin, McCullough, of Texas, and Wm. C. Cor- 
rier, of Charleston, South Carolina, as securities. This 
bond was acknowledged before Moses Kelly, justice of the 
peace, and its sufficiency certified to by Philip Barton Key, 
United States district attorney. It was then approved by 
J. Thompson. Copies of the appointment and bond will 
be found among the accompanying documents. ‘The evi- 
dence shows that Mr. Bailey came to Washington a bank- 
rupt in fortune, and a political adventurer seeking office. 
He brought with him, however, the highest testimonials of 
confidence and respect from various distinguished men in 
Alabama, where he lived, and in South Carolina, where he 
was born, and had previously resided. Being a man of 
acknowledged talents, with these evidences of capacity 
and respectability, we are not surprised that the Secretary 
of the Interior reposed confidence in him. While he 
should, perhaps, have exercised a more watchful guardian- 
ship over the stocks, and the movements of his subordi- 
nates, it cannot be inferred that he was intentionally negli- 
gent of his duty. Any other public functionary might have 
been deceived inthe same way. 


THE ABSTRACTED BONDS. 


Allthe stocks, including those that were abstracted, were 
kept in the room in the Interior Department occupied by 
Mr. Bailey, in a safe, the key of which was in his sole pos- 
session. ‘Ie accompanying extract, marked “ B,” will 
show the character and respective amounts of the abstracted 
bonds, as well as the States by which they were issued, 
except in this—that the whole amount, as shown by said 
abstract, is eight bundred and seventy-two, of $1,000 each, 
when, in fact, Mr. Bailey delivered to Mr. William H. Rus- 
sell eight hundred and seventy only. One of the other two 
is accounted for by the correspondence between Mr. Firon 
and Mr. Bailey, already referred to. The reason why the 
remaining one is embraced in the abstract, and was included 
in the published list, is explained by the evidence of Mr. 
Henry Beard, the faithful custodian of the bonds under Sec- 
retary McClelland. 

Mr. Beard says, “in the advertisement, eight hundred 
and seventy-one bonds were embraced. The Indian bond 
handed to Mr. Fircu, as stated, was not embraced. It oc- 
eurred in this way: it needed only one hundred and forty- 
three Tennessee bonds to complete the cight hundred and 
seventy missing; but our office book, or list of bonds, as 
prepared by Bailey, indicated one hundred and forty-four 
as missing. The Secretary directed us to include all the 
one hundred and forty-four, as at that time some uncertainty 
Was felt whether there might not be more thau cight hun- 
dred and seventy missing. The advertisement was pre- 
pared in haste, and before the full investigation by Mr. Lam- 
mond, Mr. Williamson, and myself was completed.” 

To avoid the inconvenience of referring to abstract  B,”? 
your committee will state that ninety-nine of these bonds 
were issued by the State of Missouri for the St. Louis and 
Iron Mountain railroad, ninety by the same State for the 
Hannibal and St. Joseph road, one hundred and thirty for 
the North Missouri road, fifty-one for the Missouri Pacific 
road; seventy-two by the State of North Carolina, dated 
January, 1856; one hundred and four by the same State, 
dated July, 1857; one hundred and nineteen by the same 
State, dated January, 1857; forty-five by the same State, 
dated October, 1856; two by the same State, dated April, 
1857; fifteen by the same State, dated October, 1857; four- 
teen by the State of Tennessee, dated January, 1852; five 
of the same State, dated January, 1854; ten of the same 
State, dated January, 1855; forty by the same State, dated 
January, 1858; and seventy-five by the same State, dated 
January, 1857. 

Some difficulty oecurred in the identification of the North 
Carolina bonds. Several witnesses stated that they held 
bonds whose numbers corresponded with those given in a 
printed list, and as they had been held by themselves, or 
those from whom they obtained them, long before those in 
the Interior Department were abstracted, they interred that 
the list was incorrect. The solution of the difficulty or mis- 
understanding may be found in this: the State of North 
Carolina issued bonds to aid in various enterprises, and 
these were divided into classes, each class hearing a differ- 
ent date, yet having a precisely similar series of numbers. 
A party might, therefore, hold a boug whose number cor- 
responded with a number on the printed list, but the bonds 
wonld not be identical, because belonging to separate 
classes, designated by different dates. There seems to have 
been no cause for similar mistakes in reference to the bonds 
issued by other States. 

NEGOTIATIONS BETWEEN MR. RUSSELL AND MR. BAILEY. 

William U. Russell is the head of the house of Russell, 
Majors & Waddell, a firm widely known as contractors 
with the War Department for transporting Army provisions 
over the western and southwestern plains. Mr. Russell 
stated to the committee that he had heard in New York of 
such a man as Mr. Bailey, although he did not exactly re- 
member his name, who bad been ia that city to sell Chi- 
riqui securities and Florida bonds, the latter for Mr. Yulee, 
a Senator from that State. When asked from whom he re- 
ceived his information, he gave the answer usually resorted 
to in such cases, namely: he could not remember. The 
next heard of Mr. Russell is, that he is on his way from New 
York to Washington, in company with Luke Lea, Esq., a 
banker in the latier city. Mr. Lea was formerly Commis- 
sioner of Indian Affairs, and is a partner of Mr. Russell in 
the banking business at Leavenworth, Kansas, 

In a conversation that ensued between them, Mr. Russell 
made known to Mr. Lea his embarrassed circumstances, 
and asked if he (Mr. Lea) did not know of some one that 
could assist him, (Mr. Russell.) Mr. Lea answered in the 
negative. Fe states in his testimony that Mr, Russell sug- 


gested that he had heard of a man in Washington, by the | 


name of Bailor er Bartey, who was a relation of Governor 
Floyd, and an agent for the negotiation or sale of stocks, 
and asked his friend if he knew him. Mr. Lea was again 
compelled to give a negative reply, but stated thathe knew 


aman there by the name of Bailey; and Mr. Russell said 
that he supposed that he was the man of whom he was in 
search. 

It is very evident, from Mr. Lea’s examination, that he 
was both an artful and unwilling-witness. He had to be 
pressed with great pertinacity to induce him to disclose 
what he knew, and even then his answers were so inter- 
spersed with irrelevant and equivocal remarks, designed to 
relieve him from suspicion of complicity, that your com- 
mittee are compelled reluctantly to notice the absence of 
the candor and frankness that they might reasonably ex- 
pect to find in his responses. He was compelled, however, 
to say that he informed Mr. Russell that Mr. Bailey wasin 
no condition to assist him; that he had nostocks or money, 
“and was as poor as anybody.” Before separating, Mr. 
Russell, secming still to believe that aid might be obtained in 
the quarter indicated, requested Mr. Lea to see Mr. Bailey 
in regard to the matter. Mr. Lea complied with. this re- 
quest, and stated to Mr. Bailey that Mr. Russell had said, 
unless assistance was rendered, the acceptances of Gov- 
ernor Floyd would be protested, and he would be compelled 
to retire from the Cabinet. Mr. Lea is, however, carefal 
to state in his evidence, that he gave no intimation to Mr. 
Bailey that he might use the stocks he had in his charge be- 
longing to the Indian trust fund. Mr. C. G. Wagner, who 
is nearly related to Mr. Bailey, and in whose hands was 
first placed his confession, states, in his evidence, given, 
your committee are pleased to say, with full and honorable 
frankness, that he learned from Mr. Bailey that Mr. Lea did 
mention the stocks in the conversation between them. And 
indeed this would naturally be inferred, from the fact that 
Mr. Lea was perfectly familiar with the business of the De- 
partment, and knew that Mr. Bailey had the stocks in 
charge, and had no large command of private means. Mr. 
Lea admits that after the delivery of the first installment of 
bonds to Mr. Russell, he knew that Mr. Russell and Mr. 
Bailey were engaged in rifling the Indian trust safe; that 
they so confessed to him; that he had conversations with 
them on the subject, and that he endeavored to dissuade 
them from further commissions of the crime. 

Hc also states that he refrained from informing the Sce- 
retary of the Interior of the transactions referred to, and 
that he exacted the most solemn pledges from bis two 
friends that his name should never be publicly known in 
connection with the business. But his precautions have 
not availed to afford him entire exemption from responsi- 
bility in connection with the transactions your committee 
have inquired into. Mr. Lea did not introduce Mr. Bailey 
to Mr. Russell, nordoes he state that he appointed for them 
a place of meeting; yet it happened that these two per- 
sons did meet at the War Department onthe same day that 
the interview between Mr. Lea and Mr. Bailey occurred. 
Mr. Russell says this was between the 12th and 15th days 
of Jast July. -It was probably on the 13th day of that 
month. ‘he chief clerk of the War Department, Secre- 
tary Floyd’s most intimate friend, Colonel W. R. Drinkard, 
was the medium through whom the introduction Look place. 
On that day they had their first interview at the War De- 
partment. Colonel Drinkard, as shown by his own evi- 
dence, impressed Mr. Bailey with the belief that Mr. Rus- 
sell was a gentleman of great respectabilityand pecuniary 
resources, aud that, if the acceptances of the Secretary of 
War were allowed to go to protest, he (the Secretary) 
“would be greatly agonized and disturbed.” Messrs. Russell 
and Bailey held a private interview in the third story of the 
Department, and, within a few hours thereafter, Mr. Bailey 
detivered to Mr. Russell $150,000 of bonds, at the room of 
the latter person, in Washington city, and, on the same 
evening, the recipient returned with them to New York. 
Mr. Russell states that he left with Mr. Bailey one note of 
Russell, Majors & Waddell in their stead, as security. 
Ninety of these one hundred and fifty bonds were Mis- 
souris, and the rest Tennessees. Mr. Russell does not re- 
collect, at first, whether or not the January coupons were 
on the honds; but states that, subsequently, the most of 
the bonds were retired by him, in order to obtain those 
coupons to return to Mr. Bailey, as he (Bailey) was posi- 
tive in his request to have them returned. ‘These cou- 
pons having been taken off, the bonds were afterwards 
disposed of. The object was, of course, to conceal the 
fraud; for, if the coupons were on hand, it was not prob- 
able that the bonds would be demanded or inquired for. 

According to the statement of Mr. Russell, there was no 
further correspondence or communication between Mr. 
Bailey and himself until the September following. At that 
time he returned to Washington for the purpose of obtain- 
ing others. An interview was held with Mr. Bailey, the 
result of which was, that three hundred and eighty-seven 
bonds, in addition to those first taken, were transferred to 
Mr. Russell on the following day. The protection of the 


honor of Secretary Floyd, the necessity of providing for the 


other acceptances and the bonds previously delivered, and 
which were alleged to have been hypothecated, were as- 
signed as the reasons for requiring further assistance. In 
this, as in the first instance, the paper of Russell, Majors & 
Waddctl wasleftassecurity. Mr. Russell states that at this 
conference Mr. Bailey first informed him that the bonds in 
his possession belonged to the Indian trust fund. It was 
the agreement that the bonds first taken should be returned 
within ninety days; but at the second interview, the time 
was extended to the 4th of March, 1861. 

In October, Mr. Russel} returned the South Carolina and 
Florida bonds, one hundred and forty or fifty in number, 
having ascertained that he could not negotiate them, and 
North Carolina bonds were substituted in their stead. Mr. 
Russell again appeared in Washington in December follow- 
ing, and on the grounds so successfully relied upon before, 
namely: the protection of the War Department from dis- 
grace, and the bonds previously taken from sacrifice, he 
was enabied to obtain from Mr. Bailey three hundred and 
thirty-three bonds, as an additional advance, making the 
entire number abstracted eight hundred and seventy. From 
the bonds obtained ou the second and third oce: ns, al- 
ready referred to, itis evident the January coupons were 
of, asa precaution against detection. Nine ‘Tennessee 
pons, belonging to other bonds than thos abstracted, were 
returned by Mr. Russell, doubtless because the abstracted 
bonds had passed beyond his reach. The transaction Tas 


referred-to appears to have closed the business. relations 
of these tivo persons, so far, at least, ae they related to the 
abstraction of bonds à KA SE 


MR. BAILEY’S MOTIVES FOR TAKING THE ‘BONDS. i 


Why Mr. Bailey abstracted the bonds is.a question to 
which your committee can present no satisfactory answer. 
As he.and Mr. Russell were entire strangers previously to 
to their meeting at the War Department, neither. the obli« 
gations of friendship’ nor the suggestions of kindly feeling 
seem to have prompted the act. Mr. Russell insists that 
no money-or other valuable consideration ever. passed to 
Mr. Bailey, or, indeed, was ever mentioned in their inter- 
views. Mr. Bailey confirms this statement in various com- 
munications which have reached your committee, Teis 
not ascertained, either, that Mr. Bailey came suddénly into 
the possession of any large amounts of money. His bank 
account was kept with Messrs. Riggs & Co., of Washing- 
ton city, and Mr. Riggs testifies that between July, and.the 
13th of December, his deposits increased largely over for- 
mer ones ; but amounted in the aggregate to not more than 
five or six thousand dollars. ftis true that this sum isa 
large one to be in the possession of a person whose salary 
was but $2,000 per annum, and who wassupporting a fam- 
ily; yet it would not, of itself, constitute a ground for grave 
suspicion, or afford a clew.to tlhe discovery of the. purposes 
of the abstractor, . 

Mr. Bailey, in his conversations with various witnesses, 
stated that his design was to protect. the character of Gov- 
ernor Floyd, and to save him from the dishonor and retire- 
ment from the Cabinet that would be necessarily incident 
to the protest and discovery of the acceptances which had 
been illegally issued to the firm of Russell, Majors: & 
Waddell. Whether this consideration was the sole motive 
of his conduct, it is left to the House to determine. . Your 
committee are, however, constrained to express the con- 
viction that behind the events that have been made con- 
spicuous, and beneath the exterior of the transactions: that 
have becn described, is a purpose which, although suceess- 
fully hidden, was none the less powerful and cflicient, and 
has given unity and vitality to the schemes now partially 
exposed, 

MR. BAILEY’S CONFESSION. 


A part of the evidence adduced is found in a communi- 
cation from Mr. Bailey, dated December 1, 1860, and ad- 
dressed to Hon. Jacob Thompson, Secretary of the Interior, 
containing a statement that a portion of. the bonds consti+ 
tuting the Indian trust fund, amounting to $870,000, were 
no longer in his possession. This confession was,on the 
13th of December, placed in the hands of Mr. Wagner, 
with the request that it should be delivered to the Secre- 
tary of the Interior five days before the expiration. of his 
term of office ; or, as Mr. Wagner. understood it, five days 
before the 4th of March. On the 20th of the same month, 
Mr. Bailey addressed a note to Mr. Wagner, requesting that 
the note previously committed to him (Mr. Wagner) should 
be given to the Secretary of the Interior immediately upon 
his return from North Caroljna. Mr. Thompson arrived on’ 
the afternoon of the 22d of December. 

On the evening of that day the acceptances issued by the 
War Department, and the receipt given for the bonds by 
Mr. Russell, were handed to Mr. Thompson, at the office 
of the President, in the Executive mansion, by Hon. H. M. 
Rice, United States Senator from Minnesota. No earlier 
intimation of the abstraction had reached Mr. Thompson. 
Your committee not designing to examine Mr. Bailey as a 
witness, the chairman addressed to Mr. Rice a note, and 
politely requested his attendance. To this he replied that 
he would answer any question that might be propounded 
to him, in writing. Seeing that he stood so pertinaciously 
on his privilege as a Senator, it was not thought consistent 
with the duty of the committee or dignity of the House to 
press any further inquiries, unless the House shall so order, 

Had the original intention of withholding from the Sec- 
retary ali knowledge of the fraud until within a tew days of 
the 4th of Mareh been carried out, the confusion incident 
to a change of administrative officers would have prevented 
prompt investigation, and deprived Mr. Thompson of the 
means of immediate defense. i 

Mr. Bailey, in the exercise of forethought prudent to 
avoid detection, made up his stock account for the current 
year, showing on its face that all the bonds were safely in 
his custody, and had caused its presentation to the Second 
Auditor, Mr- Fuller. That officer refused to approve it for 
the reason that the coupon account, designed to beacheck 
upon it, did not accompany it.. It is, perhaps, to thls re- 
fusal that may in part be attributed the early disclosure of 
the fraud. 

{t will be observed that, while Mr. Bailey’s statement is 
dated December 1, 1860, and embraces the entire number 
of bonds, and fixes the month of July as the time at which 
he intrusted them to other parties, the testimony of Mr. 
Russell shows that they were nota! delivered at onc time, 
but that three hundred and thirty-three were transferred to 
him on the J3th of December—nearly two weeks subse- 
quent to the date of Mr. Bailey’s confession: ‘The only 
satisfactory explanation that can be given of this notice- 
able discrepancy is the supposition thatthe statement wag 
actually prepared on the day it was given to Mr. Wagner, 
and the day the last bonds were delivered to Mr. Russell, 
and dated wrongfully “ December 1,” to allay any suspicion 
that might be excited if it were seen that the date of the 
abstraction was identien! with the date of the last accept- 
ance which was issued by the War Department, for the 
purpose, as your committee think, of making up a definite 
amount of securities. 


THE DISPOSITION OF THE BONDS. 


As soon as the abstraction of the bonds was. made known 
to the Secretary of the Interior, he applied himself dili- 
gently to discover with whom they were jodged, that pro- 
ecedings might be instituted for their recovery. Moses 
Kelley, Esq., his chief clerk, was dispatched to New York, 
and he there caused writs of injunction to be served upon 
a few parties, in whose possession -he bad reason to believe 
Y the bonds to be. But ascertaining this mode of 
ing the desired information to be both slow and un- 
sfactory, Mr. ‘Thompson advised that your committee 
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should bold some of its sessions in the city of New York. 
Being desirous of expediting the investigation, and ofavoid- 
ing the heavy expense that would be incident to the sum- 
moning of a large number of witnesses from that city, your 
committee concurred in the propriety of this suggestion ; 
and having asked for and obtained leave to sitin such places 
as they believed the public interest required, they pro- 
ceeded, at considerabic inconvenience, to New York. 

From the testimony there procured, it was apparent that 
the bonds had been disposed of by Mr. Russell and his 
agent, and that Mr. Russell did not have it in his power to 
restore any of them. A limited number of them were 
traced into the possession of certain individuals and cor- 
porations, as follows; - i 3 
Merchants’ Benevolent Association, New York city, (wit- 

ness, Hector Morrison,) Missouris............ $4,009 
Meigs & Greenleaf, for account of C. W. Purrel & 

Co., Richmond, Va., (witness, C. A. Meigs,) 


$ 


Missouris suseso ccc cece scene senesseeceseeere 10,000 
Mitchell, Schenectady, N. Y., from one to three, 
State not mentioned, (Meigs witness) s... esse 2,000 
Sanders, Haydensville, Mass., one to three, State 
Not given, (Meigs Witness)......sccereeeeeees- 2,000 
James G. King & Sons, New York city, (J. G. King 
witness,) Missouris .. + 10,000 
Clark, Dodge & Co., New York city, (witness 
Pot, Clark). cece ccccscccevcccesesccessncsers 2,000 
Capt. Porter, New York city, (Matthew Morgan 
WILTOSS) reeeeee geese stesse erie wis es ss. 2,000 
Jerome Fitzhugh & Co., New York city, pur- 
chased with knowledge of their character, (J. 
H, Garland witness) ..scesseseeeeeceeeceeeeees 10,000 
W.T. Coleman & Co., New York city, (Coleman 
witness), PT E E E E AL) 
George Smith, Chicago, (A. Campbell witness)... 21,000 
Thomas Swann, Baltimore, (William McKim 
WINGS Jos Saas oss siaays meowarsascivsessacanes 10,000 
R: D. Gaither, Baltimore, (W. Fisher witness).. 3,000 
` B. Atkinson, Baltimore, (W. Fisher witness).... 1,000 
Townshend Scott, Baltimore, (W. Fisher witness) — 5,000 
Lowndes, Thompson & Co., Baltimore, (Martin 
Lewis Witness), sesessessoesvesnvseseraseree 5,000 
$134,000 


A few other bonds were ascertained to have been pur- 
chased by Riggs & Co., bankers, of Washington, for other 
parties, and by other individuals, which are not included 

n the above statement. 

At an carly stage of our proceedings, and before the ex- 
amination of any witnesses, your committee designated two 
of their number, the chairman and Hon. Mr. Tuomas, to 


consult with Robert Ould, Esq., United States district at- | 


torney for the Distriet of Columbia, in reference to the ab- 
straction of the bonds, and the legal questions connected 
therewith. That officer advised that the testimony of both 
Mr. Bailey and Mr. Russell should be taken. 

An important witness, Jerome B. Simpson, who would 
be found in New York, it was expected, could not be ob- 
tained. He had acted in that city as the confidential busi- 
ness agent of Russell, Majors, & Waddell, and knew, it was 
believed, all the details of their business transactions with 
the Government, and of the abstraction of the bonds. ‘The 
most active and diligent search for him proved unavailing. 
As none of his acquaintances remember to have seen him 
since about the day following Mr. Russell’s arrest, and as 
no trace of him has yet been discovered, it is evident that 
‘he absconded or concealed himself to avoid the responsi- 
bility of his acts, and an appearance before the committee 
or the courts. 

Jn view of this circumstance, and of the advice given by 
the district attorney, and under the belief that, unless a full 
statement could be obtained from some one immediately 
connected with the transaction, no satisfactory report could 
be made of “ the facts in relation to the said fraud” as was 
required by the resolution of the House, it was determined 
to tord Mr. Russell an opportunity of appearing betore the 
comnilitee, Previous to bis appearance, it had been de- 
cided to leave it optional with himself to answer or not as 
he might elect. ‘This purpose will plainly appear from the 
following extract from the record of the proceedings, page 

“Monpay, January 14, 1860. 

“William H. Russell appeared. 

‘The Chairman. Mr. Russell, your counsel have doubt- 
less apprised you of your tights. You are under a criminal 
prosecution, and [ deem it my duty to state to you that the 
committee do not propose to require of you to answer any 
questions. If you choose voluntarily to do so, you can; 
but if you do not prefer to do it, as indicated to you, vou 
can withhold your answer. 

“Mr, Russell. Iam anxious to makea full statement in 
regard tothe bonds. J claim to bean honest man, and would 
prefer to make out a statement of the whole transaction in 
writing, aud have you spread it at length on your record. 
Task that as a favor from the committee. Iam undera 
criminal prosecution, and think it due to me that I should 
be permitted to make a full statement, although J do not 
fear the result of the criminal prosecution. If the commit- 
see prefers the statement made verbally, I will make it in 
that. way, but F should tike to make it in writing.” 

Mr. Russell was then sworn, bat after a few questions 
had been proposed, he again expressed a desire to submita 
written statement, and leave was accordingly granted. On 
the 18th of January he was again before the comimittee, 
and presented a statement (which will be found among the 
accompanying papers herewith submitted,) prepared, as he 
stated beiore the committee, by his attorneys, “the night 
after be asked permission ” of the committee. 

Various interrogatories were proposed, which were 


promptly and freely answered. But when asked, “ Did you | 


ever, direeuy or indirectly, give to any person any consid- 
eration, ar make to any person any present for services 
rendered to you connected with your business with the War 
Department?” Mr. Ru 
sulting with his counsel. 

Upon this suggestion the examination was at once sus- 
peaded. 


ssel! declined to respond before con- | 


| standing liabilities, and that no further demands would be 
| made upon this or any future Congress, in connection with 


On the 23d of January he again appeared, and was re- 
minded of what had been said to him on a previous occa- | 
sion, and more fully admonished that he was not required 
to answer any questions. He was also advised that bisex- 
amination would be waived, if he desired it, in whole or 
in part, and that, if he so elected, his evidence already given 
would be expunged. The act of Congress, approved Jan- 
uary 24, 1857, entitled “An act more effectnally to enforce 
the attendance of witnesses on the summons of either House 
of Congress, and to compe! them to discover their testi- 
mony,” was shown to Mr, Russcll; and after reading it, he 
requested farther time to advise with his counsel. Before 
leaving the committce-room, however, he stated, in reply 
to a question, that he understood the statute, and that it 
had been explained to him previously to his appearing be- 
fore the committee, 

On the 25th, Mr. Russell presented to the committee a 
paper, prepared, he states, as an answer to the question 
that had been previously proposed to him, and requested 
that it should be placed upon the record. He left it with 
the committee, and no farther questions were proposed. 
This instrument, though not properly belonging to the rece- ! 
ord of our proceedings, is transmitted to the House for its 
inspection as one of the accompanying papers. On exam- 
ination, it wiil be found to be notan answer to the question 
that had been asked as introductory to more important 
ones, but an elaborate effort made by Mr. Russell, with 
technical adroitness and legal acumen, to avail himself of 
the act of Congress betore referred to, and to interpose it 
as a shield between himself and the consequences of his 
deeds. Nearly ail the material statements thereiu contained 
are wholly incorrect. It is not true, as he alleges, ‘that 
he was not permitted by law to refuse to testify to any fact” 
within the scope of ourinquiries. Neither is it true “that 
he was required to testify.” He testified of his own free 
will, and was not * compelled,” as declared by the title of 
the act, ‘*to discover testimony,” nor was he “required,” 
as expressed in the body of the law, to give his evidence. 
Your committee, therefore, while they are constrained to 
consider the course adopted by Mr. Russell as a confession 
of his morat guilt, do not deem it within their province to 
anticipate or prejudge a question of law which may arise 
in legal prosecutions. 


THE ACCEPTANCES ISSUED BY THE SECRETARY OF WAR. 


When the iniquitous act perpetrated by one of the sub- 
ordinate officers of the Interior Department in the ab- 
straction of bonds was made known, it was discovered, at 
the same time, that acceptances, unauthorized by law, and 
deceptive and fraudulent in their character, had been is- 
sued by the Secretary of War in tavor of Messrs. Russell, 
Majors & Waddell. As a portion of these are inseparably 
connected with the history of the bond cinbezzlement, it is 
proposed first to inyuire into the circumstances attending 
their issue. 

It is stated by Mr. Russel! that, on the day he made his 
last application for securities, Mr. Bailey agreed to furnish 
them on the condition that there should be deposited with 
him, in their place, the acceptances of Governor Floyd, as 
Secretary of War. Mr. Russell, it would appear, had then 
on hand $735,000 of acceptances, $72,000 of which were 
unconditional, and the balance conditional, and payable 
out of the earnings of Russell, Majors & Waddell for 1861. 
[Copies of the acceptances will be found embraced in the 
testimony of Hon. Jacob ‘Thompson.] The amount of the 
bonds he received on that and previous occasions was 
eight hundred and seventy, or $870,000. There was there- 
fore wanting, to make up the requisite sum of securities, 
135,000; and we accordingly find that there is an accept- 
ance, bearing date December 13, for that precise amount. 
When it is remembered that that is the date of the last de- 
livery of bonds, and of the receipt therefor, the inference 
seems unavoidable that the acceptance was issued to make 
up an ascertained deficiency, and that it was anticipated 
that it would go into the possession of Bailey. 

There are other facts that should be stated in this con- 
nection. Mr. Russell fixes the probable carnings of his firm 
for the year 1861 at from $500,000 to $600,000, while Cap- 
tain Van Vliet estimated them at $488,000 for 1860; and 
General Johuson says, in his testimony, that, for the pres- 
ent year, they will be about what they were in 1860, which 
was $540,000, including a payment made in Washington, 
by Captain Miller, of a little more than $69,000. The | 
conditional acceptances given to Mr. Bailcy amount to 
$798,000, or $248,000 more than the maximum sum that 
could have been earned by Messrs. Russell, Majors & į 
Waddell, during that year, according to the estimates of 
the Department, based upon the earnings of the previous 
year. ‘fhe acceptances for the $793,000 were the only con- 
ditional ones issued, and these, together with those for 
$72,000, issued unconditionally, must be regarded asa loss, , 
as the Government will, doubtless, acknowledge the obli- 
gation to replace the bonds belonging to the Indian trust 
fund; and there is little reason to expect that Russell, Ma- 
jors, & Waddell will make a return of what they have 
received, 

If your committee could rest here, and could feel justi- 
fied in expressing the belief that there are no other out- 


th extraordinary proceedings, they would deem this an 
occasion for congratulation to the House. But, unfortu- | 
nately, there are transactions ofa similar character, but of 
a still greater magnitude, that claim your attention. 

In 1858, the Secretary of War comineuted the issue of 
acceptances, and, at the same time, wrote to various banks 
and individuals urging their purchase or discount. One of 
his Setters, and one from Colonel Drinkard. chief clerk of 
the War Department, to James T. Soutter, Esq., president 
of the Bank of the Republic, will be found included in the | 
testimony taken in New York. Copies of various other 
letters relating to the same subject, obtained from the War 
Department, accompany this report. Mr. F. P. James, of 
New York city, testified before the committee that Mr. 
Soutter, to whom reference has been already made, said to į} 
him upon one occasion that he had a draft for $15,000, and |! 
With it a letter from the Secretary of War, sta'ing that he || 


had issued, or was about to issue, acceptances in favor of | 


Russell, Majors & Waddell, but that at no time should he 
issue those acceptances to exceed one half of the amount 
which he knew, of his own knowledge, was actually due 
to-the parties for services already performed. Mr. Sontter, 
on being called on to produce this communication, says 
that ‘he had an impression, and he supposed it was derived 
from a letter of Mr. Floyd, that the War Department is- 
sued acceptances to the extent only of one half of the 
amount that would become duc to Russell, Majors & Wad- 
dell on work in process of execution.” Although an ex- 
amination of the ictters received by the bank, and his own 
private letters, failed to bring to light such a conmunica- 
tion as he had expected to find, Mr. Soutter does not change 
his opinion, but coneludes that it was derived from the 
statements of some persons whose names he cannot now 
recal]. These letters and representations are important as 
showing the means adopted by tle Secretary of War to get 
the paper he issued into circulation. 


MORE THAN $6,000,000 of acCEPTANCES ISSUED. 


Tn relation to the acceptances issued unconditionally by 
the jate Secretary of War, your committee deem it their 
duty to state all the facts they have been able to discover, 
as fully as possible. They amount, in the aggrcgate, to the 
enormous sum of $6,179,395. Add thereto the conditional 
acceptances which have already been thrown back upon 
the Government through the agency of Mr. Bailey, and the 
sum total is $6,977,395. This estimate is based upon data 
furnished by the War Department. ft appears therefrom 
that acceptances to the amount of $840,009 were returned 
to the Department for cancellation. Mr. Russell, however, 
claims to have returned only $200,000, or $250,000. He 
further states that the acceptances which he did return 
were those which had matured in his own pocket, and 
could not therefore be negotiated. But this assertion is 
positively contradicted by the indorsements on the returned 
acceptances, and by the testimony of Mr. Irvin, a clerk in 
the War Department. 

From the careless and irresponsible manner in which 
business was transacted by that gentleman and the late Sec- 
retary of War, and from the fact that it was the habit of 
Governor Floyd to issue acceptances at the Department or 
at his house, or at whatever place he happened to be, it is 
a matter of great uncertainty whether or not the $840,000 
should be deducted from the sum heretofore stated. T'he 
probability is, that when the acceptances were returned to 
Governor Floyd by Mr. Russell, he accepted others at the 
same time for the same amount, of which there was no 
registry made. Iris deemed safest to proceed upon the sup- 
position that the aeceptances made in the place of those re- 
turned were registcred. Upon this hypothesis, the $840,000 
must be deducted from the $6,179,395 of unconditional ac- 
ceptancés made and registered in the War Department. 
This would leave of them, so far as is shown by the records 
of that Department, $5,339,395 still in circulation; add to 
this amount the $798,000 of conditional acceptances re- 
ecived by Mr. Bailey in lieu of the bonds, and the aggregate is 
$6,137,395. Here, then, confining the statement tothe rec- 
ords of the War Department, is a deficit of $6,137,395 to fall 
upon the holders of these acceptances, or to be assumed in 
some way by the Government. 


WHAT WAS DONE WITH THE ACCEPTANCES. 


The evidence shows that the acceptances have heen sold 
in various parts of the United States, wherever a bank or 
private individual could be induced to purchase. Inasmuch, 
however, as the amount of those that have been trneed di~ 
rectly into the hands of present holders constituted buta 
small fraction of the sum still unaccounted for, and as own- 
ers are daily filing additional claims at the War Depart- 
ment, it is deemed unnecessary to give a detailed statement 
of the discovered acceptances, or to make other mention 
of them than to refer to the papers relating thereto pre- 
sented by the War Department, and to the general evidence, 

It is proper, however, to remark in this connection, that 
while your committee do not deem it necessary to give said 
details, the data in the War Department fix the minimum 
amount of outstanding acceptances known to that Depart- 
ment at $1,445,000, 


FURTHER LIGHT ON GOVERNOR FLOYD’S PROCEEDINGS. 


Mr. Richard B. Irvin, the faithful and intelligent clerk to 
whom reference has been made elsewhere in this report, 
says, in his evidence: “ There may, of course, be other 
outstanding acceptances, of the whereabouts of which the 
Department has no knowledge.” There will aiso be found 
embraced in his evidence, given upon being recalled be- 
fore the committee on the 6th instant, a letter addressed to 
R. A. Barnes, Esg., president of the Bank of the State of 
Missouri, under date of January 24, 1861, to Hon. Joseph 
Hoit, Secretary of War, which is of interest, and will throw 
light upon the conduct of Governor Floyd’s proceedings 
and assurances in regard to the aceeptances. Mr. Irvin 
still further testified to the receipt of other letters by the 
War Department since the papers furnished to the com- 
mittee hy that Department were transmitted, of a charac- 
ter similar to Mr. Barnes’s. This branch of the inquiry is 
evidently prolific, and could be pursued to a great length, 
if necessity required, or time would permit. 


MR. RUSSELL’S ESTIMATE. 


To avoid all appearance of unfairness, your committee 
consider it proper to give Mr. Russell’s estimate of the 
amount of acceptances issued, as set forth in the following 
extract from his testimony: 

Question. State as nearly as you can, of your own knowl- 
edge and recollection, the amount of acceptances of Gov- 
ernor FJoyd shown by that (his) account to you? 

Answer. I have got but an ideaaboutit. It was very large. 
Į cannot tell how Jarge. F believe it exceeds $3,000,000. 

Question. Does it not exceed $4,000,000? 

Answer. Ido not recollect. 

Question. Does it not exceed $5,000,000? 

Answer. I judge not; it is all impression on my part. 

Question. Can you state that you have not received his 
acceptances tu an amount exceeding 36,000,000? 

Answer. I do not think 1 have. 

Question. How much less than $6,000,000 can you say 
was the amount? 
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Answer. I will not fix the amount. . L know it was very 
large. I know it was millions. 

Question. Will you fix any amount short of $6,000,000 
which you-can say covers it? 

Question. 1 do not think it exceeds $4,000,000. 

Question. Can you state to the committee within a half 
million dollars the amount of the acceptances of Governor 
Fioyd which you have paid? 


Answer. No, sir, E cannot, We have certainly paid up- 


wards of $3,000,000, and probably $3,500,000, and canceled | 


them or retired them. . 

Question. Does $3,500,000 cover the amount? 

Answer. I cannot say positively. 

Question. Can you name a sum which you can be posi- 
tive does cover the amount? 

Answer. 1 am sure we have paid $2,000,000. 

Question. Are you sure you have paid and canceled 


$3,000,000? 
Answer. Well, Lam pretty confident in my mind that we 
have. r 


Question. Can you state any amount larger than that, 
which you are confident, in your own mind, was paid and 
canceled? 

Answer. No, sir. 

Question. Did you not pay and cancel Governor Floyd’s 
acceptances to an amount larger, at the outside, than 
$3,500,000? 

Answer. I think $3,500,000 will cover the sum. 
very confident, in my own inind, that it will. 

Mr. Russell then stated that, besides the acceptances he 
has used and those still remaining in his possession, (the 
latter somewhat Juss than $200,000 in amount,) Governor 
Floyd gave him others, which he returned unused to the 
War Department. Jf credence should be given to these 
explanations, the amount of acceptances still outstanding 
is very large. But Mr. Russell’s statements are so ram- 
bling, vague, and unsatisfactory, and he shows such utter 
ignorance of the details of his business, and such incapa- 
city, or unwillingness, to make an exhibit of bis affairs, that 
your committce have considered it much safer to base their 
conclusions upon the records furnished by the War De- 
partinent. These records are of a character too peculiar to 

e passed without comment. 
PECULIAR RECORDS IN THE WAR DEPARTMENT, 

By reference to the testimony of Mr. irvin, a clerk in the 
War Department, it will be seen that he kept a registry of 
the acceptances on loose pieces of paper only, as they were 
reported to him from time to time, and no other was made. 
He states, too, that there was no registration of the $798,000 
of conditional acceptances which fell into Mr. Bailey’s 
hands; and that immediately after the discovery of the ab- 
straction of the bonds, Governor Floyd went to his office 
and directed him (Mr. Irwin) to enter an order of cancel- 
Jation of those acceptances, which he did upon a slip of 
paper, as he had entered the dates and amounts of others 
that had been issued. ‘The acceptances being in the hands 
of Ilon. Jacob Thompson, having been placed there by Mr. 
Bailey in lieu of the abstracted bonds, an order of cancel- 
lation at such a time, was simply an order against the Gov- 
ernment. Had the acceptances been held by other parties, 
the order would have been equally futile; for, if legally 
issued, it could not invalidate them. 

PAYMENTS TO RUSSELL, MAJORS, AND WADDELL. 

It also appears from the records of the War Department, 
that while these acceptances were being issued to the 
amount of millions of dollars, Russell, Majors & Waddell 
were regularly receiving their pay for the services pertormed 
under their contract, in money, from the Government. 
The aggregate amount of the payments made to them, in 
cash, during the years 1858, 1859, and 1860, is $4,842,964 41, 
and a large portion of this sum was paid by the proper ofti- 
cerat Leavenworth City, Kansas. Governor Floyd admit- 
ted in his evidence that every acceptance which he made 
“ran against unearned money,” and was designed to give 


Iam 


them (the contractors) “the ereditoft their contract.” Yet i 


there has not been discovered the slighest indication that 
be made any inquiry about the paymenis, or eoncerned 
himself to sce that they were, when made, applied to the 
accepranees, 

Reference to the testimony of General Johnston, of the 
Army, and of Hon, Mr. Atkinson, the Third Auditor of the 
Treasury, and to a detailed statement of the payments 
which presented to the committee the amounts of the earn- 
ings and payments, will more fully appear. It would, per- 
haps, be suficient to say, upon this point, that Mr, Russell 
acknowledges that there is now but a small sum due his 
firm for current earnings. But it was considered desirable 
to remove all uncertainty from this question, and to ascer- 
tain positively whether Russell, Majors & Waddell had 
ever presented any claim to the War Department tor extra 
services, and whether any claim for such services had ever 
been paid by that Department, and eorrespondence was 
accordingly had with the present Secretary of War, Hon. 


Joseph Holt, who referred the letter of the committee to | 


General J. E. Johnston, Quartermaster General, and Colo- 


nel J.-P. Taylor, acting Commissary General of Subsist- | 


ence. 

lt will be seen, from theirreplies, that no such claim has 
ever been made or allowed. General Johnston, however, 
states that there is an account amounting to $27,390 49 still 
suspended, which the late Secretary of War directed to be 
reduced by a * disaHowance” of $9,125 62. 


carnings, to be $27,750 49, from which must be deducted 
$15,000sor a duplicate payment. ‘This amount was ascer- 
tained by telegraphing to Leavenworth, (at which place the 


accounts of Russell, Majors & Waddell are kept,) and, al- į 


though it may not include other carnings in New Mexico, 


it cannot be largely increased. ‘The facts, therefore, are, į 


that Russell, Majoras & Waddell not only absorbed all the 
ed by them under their contracts, and sold all the 
received irom Mr. Bailey, but also raised very 
sued by the 


Secretary of War. 
COMMENTS ON GOVERNOR FLOYD 


The information tbus plainly presented seems to demand 
that some mention should be made of the communication 


°s LETTER. 


He also states | 
the sum due them on the 4th of January last, upon current | 


of the Jate Secretary of War, Hon. John B. Floyd, ad- 
dressed to the House, and by the House referred to your 
committee. fn his letter occurs this passage : “ Within the 
four years since I have presided over this Department, not 
a dolar, I believe, has been lost to the Government by em- 
bezzlement or theft, and within that time $60,000,000 have 


| been disbursed. No system of administration, no line of 


policy, think, could reach better results. No system of 
accountability could be more perfect.” If by the best  re- 
suits” are understood to be the depletion of the public 
Treasury and the debasement of public virtue, the approval 
of the vicious and the reprobatiou of the good ; if by “the 
most perfect system of accountability” is meant a method 
of transacting business that promises rewards to negligence, 
and affords the most valuable facilities and incentives to 
fraud, then, indeed, may the late Secretary have reason to 
speak with confident seif-praises of his “ system of admin- 
istration” and “line of policy.” 

Whether or not his assertion that there has been no “ em- 
bezzlement” or “ thett” in his Department, that will soon 
be decided in the courts. The recklessness of his official 
conduet, his inattention, and the ignorance of the details of 
hiseaffairs, have been already shown, and will stand out in 
still greater distinctness on examination of the contradic- 
tions and obscuritics of his testimony. Your committee 
will, theretore, leave judgment to be pronounced by the 
House, and by the country; but will present, as a valuable 
aid in coming to a correct conclusion, a brief abstract of 
the testimony of Hon. J. P. Bensamin, United States Sen- 
ator from Louisiana. 


IMPORTANT TESTIMONY OF SENATOR BENJAMIN—BUCHANAN 
NOTIFIED OF GOVERNOR FLOYD’S SYSTEN OF ISSUING AC- 
CEPTANCES. 

Mr. Bensaminx, who promptly appeared at the request of 
the committee, and testified with commendabie and cour- 
teous frankness, states that during the first session of the 
present Congress, some twelve or eighteen months ago, he 
was written to by the attorney of Duncan, Sherman & Co., 
of New York, and his opinion requested as to the legality 
of acceptances issued by Governor Floyd to Russell, Majors 
& Waddell. It was mentioned in that letter, that these 
*dratts,”? as they were then called, were offered for nego- 
tiation with the assurance that they were issued with the 
approbation of the President and Attorney General. Mr. 
BENJAMIN visited the President, and submitted the inquiry 
to him. 
the matter ; that they had been issued without any knowl- 
edge of his; that he did not know by virtue of what law 
they were issucd; but that he (Mr. Bensamin] might rely, 
if Governor Floyd had issued them, be had issued them 
properly, and that he had better apply to him [Governor 
Floyd] to ascertain by virtue of what law he was acting. 


INTERVIEW WITH GOVERNOR FLOYD. 


In pursuance of this suggestion, Mr. BENJAMIN called on 
Governor Floyd, and was informed by him that the matter 
bad not been submitted to the Attorney General, as was 
stated ; that the drafts were issued in pursuance of a long 
established custom of the office ; that he was not aware of 
any law actually authorizing their issue ; that he would in- 
quire into it; that the acceptances were issued to Russell, 
Majors & Waddell only after he had ascertained that the 
trains for transportation, which they had contracted to send 
from St. Louis to Utah, had actually started on their way ; 
that the payments were to be made, under the contract, in 
installments as: the trains arrived at different points ; and 
that, having received intelligence of the actual departure 
of the trains, he had accepted, in advance of their arrival 
atthe intermediate point, having a certainty that they would 
arrive. 

“ Į suggested to him,” says Mr. BENJAMIN, “that I thought 
he was acting imprudently; that if any accident should 
happen to these trains by attacks by Indians, or any other 
cause, and they should fail to arrive, it would be impos- 
sible tor him to pay the acecptances upon intelligence of 
that fet, and that that would give good reasons for com- 
plaints and investigations which would be injurious to him, 
and I urged him to discontinue the practice. Two days 
afterwards I received a note from him, informing me that 
he was obliged for the frank statement I bad made to him, 
and that, upon reflection, he had determined he would ac- 
cept no more.” $ 


GOVERNOR FLOYD CONTINUES HIS OLD RABIT. 


It has been shown that, contrary to the assertion of Gov- 
ernor Floyd, no practice of issuing acceptauces had ever 
prevailed in the War Department previous to its introduc- 
tion by himself; that he issued these acceptances indis- 
criminately, and without rence to installments, or the 
arrival or departure of trains, and without regard to money 
which was due. One would naturally expect to find that 
Governor Floyd, having been admonished by one whose 
position and legal learning gave authority to his advice, 
having confessed the illegality of his proceedings, and ex- 
pressed a determination to make no further acceptances, 
would have proceeded thereafter with great caution and cir- 
cuinspection, even if he did not entirely discontinuc his 
previous policy. It appears, however, that, supposing the 
note to Mr. BexsaMIN, before referred to, to have been writ- 
ten a year ago, there have been issued by Governor Floyd, 
since that time, acceptances to the amount of $2,163,060, 
namely: fn Aprii, $40,000; in May, $ 009; in June, 
$350,000; in July, $85,000; in August, § 35,000 ; in Sep- 
tember, $125,000; in October, $270,000, To this amount 
must be added the $798,000 of unconditional acceptances, 
of which there is no registry, and the sum total is as above 
stated. Only $60,000 of these acceptances have been re- 
turned to the War Department, and canceled. 

Having had his error and its consequences distinetly- 
pointed out, having expressed his intention to refrain, in 
future, from tic commission of similar acts, he still per- 
sists in his former course, and actually issued an accept- 
ance for $135,000, at a date so Jate asthe 13th of December, 
1860. Whether this manifest contempt of counsel, dis- 
obedience of law, and violation of a solemn promise, can 
be reconciled with purity of private motives, and faithful- 
ness to public trusts, fs for the House to determine, Itis 
the opinioa of your committee that they cannot. 


The President replied that he knew nothing about | 


RECOMMENDATIONS FOR NEW: LEGISLATION: 

Your committee have now reported, so faras ascertained, 
all the material facts connected with the abstraction of 
bonds from the Interior Department, and. with a series of 
transactions unprecedented in their character, and remark- 
able for alternate exhibitions of fraud.and folly, 

As one of the results of the examination they have made, 
they submit a bill to provide for the more certain and efect- 
ual punishment of crimes, such as those- that. have been 
brought to their notice, and-also amendatory of the second 
section of the act of Congress, approved January 24, 1857, 


“entitled ¢ An act more effectually to enforce theattendance 


of wituesses on the summons of either House of Congress, 
and to- compel them to disclose testimony.”” j : 
They also beg leave to suggest that the fluctuations of the 
stock market, and the delay and -uncertainty:in the collec- 
tion of the interest on the bonds, seem to demand-some 
further legislation in regard to the Indian trust. fund, as a 
measure of obvious justice and humanity to the Indians. 
Alt of which is respectfully submitted, on behalf of the 
committee. I. N. MORRIS, Chairmen. 


Mr. PRYOR. I wish to inquire of the gentle- 
man from Illinois how many members of the com- 
mittee concurred in that report? Aes 

Mr. MORRIS, of Ulinois. All of them. - 

Mr. PRYOR. I so understood the gentleman 
from Illinois to state before; but I understand 
that all the members of the committee ‘did not 
concur in the report. ' 

Mr. MORRIS, of Illinois. The report is a 
unanimous one. If I am mistaken in this, lam 
ready to hear from members of the committee on 
the subject. 

Mr. BURNETT. I understood that the House 
agreed to have the report read, with the under- 
standing that it was not to be considered at this 
time. 

Mr. THOMAS. I will state that there is some 
misunderstanding in reference to this matter. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state that it 
was distinctly stated that the report was not to be 
considered at this time. : 

Mr. THOMAS. I merely desired to state that 
the remark of the gentleman from Virginia re- 
quires some explanation; I think, however, it is 
possible that I had better defer my remarks upon 
the subject until I have had some conference with 
the members of the committee. i 

Mr. MORRIS, of Illinois. Very wel. 

The SPEAKER. There being no objection, 
the report will be ordered to be printed. 

Mr. MORRIS, of Ilinois. I merely want to 
say that I am ready to consider this report at 
any time gentlemen of the House may choose to 

x. 7 

Mr. HINDMAN. We are willing togive you 
any time you want, if you will just allow us to 
go on now. 


PACIFIC RATLROAD-—AGAIN. 


The House then resumed the consideration, as 
a special order, of the Pacific railroad bill, with 
the amendments of the Senate thereto. 

Mr. CURTIS. f wish the House to. hear me 
for one moment in regard to this bill, and I hope 
it may expedite the final result upon the Senate 


amendments. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Hlinois. . Before the 
gentleman proceeds, I desire to ask one question. 

Mr. CURTIS. I hope the gentleman will not 
interrupt me. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Hlinois. I rise toa 
question of order, then. I wish to know whether 
it is in order to move that the House disagree to 
all the amendments of the Senate, and ask for a 
committee of conference. 

Mr. CURTIS. I suppose it is; but I do not 

ropose to make that motion at this time, 

The SPEAKER. TheChairsupposesit would 
not be in order. Unless that order is dispensed 
with by unanimous consent, each amendment 
must be considered by itself. 

Mr. SICKLES. Avery large number of those 
amendments relate merely to names, and are en- 
tirely uhimportant. I suppose, of course, the 
House will not quibble with the Senate about the 
names of individuals to be inserted. Ae 

Mr. CRAIG, of Missouri. I will suggest to th 
gentleman from Towa that, as I have an amend- 
ment prepared to the first amendment of the Sen- 
ate, he allow me to present it at this time, and he 
can then speak to it. 

Mr. CURTIS. Very well. I haveno objection. 

Mr. BURNETT. I wish to say, in reference 
to the suggestion of the gentleman from Ilinois, 
that I will not consent to any agreement by which 
the vote shall be taken on the Senate amendments 
as a whole, 
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The SPEAKER. The Chair has already de- 
cided’ that the vote must be taken upon each 
amendment separately, unless that course be dis- 
pensed with by unanimous consent. Any mem- 
ber has a right to require a vote upon each amend- 
ment. ae 

Mr. PHELPS. 1 suppose the unimportant 
amendrnents may be passed over by unanimous 
consent, and the vote taken upon them in gross. 

Mr. BRANCH. Lask that the usual course be 
taken, and the amendments considered separately. 

The SPEAKER. That course will be taken, 

Mr. CURTIS. -£ wish merely to indicate to 
‘the House the course I-desire to pursue. The 
‘Senate has made a considerable number of amend- 
ments. to the bill, most of which I regard as im- 
materiali They are introduced in the bill for the 
purpose of furnishing guards; which I supposed, 
and. still believe, were sufficiently provided for in 


the original bill as it passed the House. But the | 


amendments being introduced by the Senate, and 
not of vital importance, I am disposed to adopt 
them. There is one amendment which is of more 
importance than any other, which relates to a 
‘northern road. 

The difference between two and three roads 
seems to be conceived by the Senate as a matter 
of no vast importance. Itis the difference between 
$95,000,000 and $125,000,000, which the Govern- 
ment is to advance in bonds. IT wish the House 
to recollect that these bonds are not to be issued 
except as the road progresses. They cannotbe all 
advanced or required by the directors in less than 
ten or fifteen years. There is no money to be 
drawn from the Treasury, and the bonds are all 
to be secured by a first mortgage upon the roads, 
which mortgage must be satisfactory to the At- 
torncy General. The Government of the United 
States is, therefore, secured in the advances it 
makes. These three roads are so far apart that 
they will not be competitors, so far as the local 
trade is concerned, while they will, as overland 
roads, accommodate great sections of the Repub- 

ie, 

Mr. Speaker, I commenced considering and 
laboring for this Pacific railroad with the belief 
that one road would answer our purpose, and that 
we should press through only one central route. 
I have labored at it in Congress for four winters, 
and I am now Satisfied that we cannot get a Pa- 
cific railroad by adhering to one road, because 
local and sectional issues are such, there must 
‚be more than one road to satisfy public expecta- 
tion and general interests. 'The committee of the 
House therefore consented to two roads; and thus 
the bill went to the Senate of the United States, 
where a third road was provided for, as we now 
find it in the amendments to this bill. These three 
roads arc an extreme northern road, an extreme 

“southern road, and a central road. All sections 
of the country will thus be accommodated by the 
construction of those three. 

In the consideration of the amendments of the 
Senate, Lam disposed to have them all passed by 
the House. I have determined, whenever any 
amendment is brought before the House, to move 
a concurrence, as I believe that most of the 
amendments of the Senate are unimportant; and 
as we are at alate period of the session, L trust 
that we shall not lose the bill on that account. If 
the bill be not altogether satisfactory, it can here- 
after be amended. This is a point it is right the 
House should take notice of. If it be found, after 
a year’s reflection and exertions, that there is 
pe wrong in the bill, the next Congress 
will have an opportunity to correct it; for, by an 


amendment of the Senate, all the corporations re- | 


quired under its provisions are to be referred back 


to Congress, where everything will have to be | 


considered and approved before any land or bonds 
will attach to the company. There is also a pro- 
vision in the bill which authorizes a subsequent 
Congress of the United States to correct any im- 
propricty in the construction growing out of con- 
fusion or disturbance in the country. The bonds 
would be of little or no. value, and the road could 
not go forward, on the basis here proposed. The 


integrity of the country is necessary to its pro- | 
gress. I now move that the House concur in the | 


first amendment of the Senate. I will not call for 
the previous question, however, because my friend 
from Missouri, [Mr. Cratc,} who regards this 
amendment as materially affecting the interests of 
his constituents, desires to submitsome remarks. 


Mr. CRAIG, of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, while 
Ihave worked as hard for the construction of a 
Pacific railroad as the gentleman from lowa, [Mr. 
Curtis,] or any other man upon this floor, yet I 
must state my Belief that, under the provisions of 
this bill as amended by the Senate, no road will 
be. built upon the southern, the northern, or the 
central route. The first amendment of the Senate 
starts out, in the absence of information, in the 
absence of experiments with instruments, and, no 
doubt, against the wishes of those whose moncy 
is to construct this great work, by fixing the start- 
ing point upon the western border of the State of 
Missouri. It should have been left open to the 
whole western border of the State, so that the 
best starting point could have been selected. I 
can demonstrate upon that map, which stands in 
view of the House, that, under the Senate amend- 
ments, in getting two hundred miles west of the 
Mississippi river, you have to go more than one 
hundred and seventy miles out of the way. 
` In going to a point north of west, the Senate 
amendment proposes to run south of west, and 
then to the point of destination. By that course, 
from the mouth of the Kansas river to Fort Riley, 
you will ignore the largest military establishment 
in America, and probably in the world. You will 
ignore, sir, Fort Leavenworth by running in the 
direction of Fort Riley, alittle military establish- 
ment that will not furnish a single car-load a 
month for transportation. The amendment takes 
the road to that small fort and away from Fort 
Leavenworth, from which millions and millions 
of pounds are sent off every season to the interior 
mountain regions, in the direction of New Mex- 
ico and the Pacific States. You not only do that; 
but by the second amendment of the Senate, when 
you get to Fort Riley the road is made to run 
north to Fort Kearny. I have a friend in my 
eye who may perhaps know the reasons for this 
change of route. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. Will the gen- 
tleman from Missouri explain the reasons why 
that amendment was made? I am anxious to 
know the reasons which induced the Senate to 
put in this amendment which affects us of the 
northern States so seriously? 

Mr. CRAIG, of Missouri. I think I can an- 
swer. The distinguished Senator from Missouri, 
who offered this amendment in the Senate, resides 
in the city of St. Louis; and I have no doubt that 
he offered it with a view to help his immediate, 
constituents. In reference to the starting point, 
I do not arraign him for endeavoring to subserve 
the interests of St, Louis by fixing itat the mouth 
of Kansas river, If [ lived where he does, per- 
haps I would have offered the same amendment; 
but the running of the road from the starting 
point, at the mouth of Kansas river, to Fort Riley, 
and then off to Fort Kearny, could only have 
originated in total ignorance of the geography of 
the country, or in a desire to igaore the interests 
of his constituents in northern Missouri; to ignore 
the great central belt of the Union from Philadel- 
phia, Pennsylvania, to the Missouririver. It docs 
igoore Philadelphia, Harrisburg, Columbus, In- 
dianapolis, and Springfield, and the whole central 
belt of States. 

That is notall. Theroads, as laid down in this | 
bill, would, in my judgment, prevent any man, 
who had a little more than the amount necessary 
to subsist his family, from taking any stock. 

An amendment less objectionable than the one 
moved in the Senate, and which seems specially 
intended for the benefit of the city where he re- 
sides, was offered in this House by my colleague 
from Missouri who represents the city of St. 
Louis. That amendment mercly fixed the start- 
ing point at the mouth of Kansas river, and pro- | 
vided for the road running westward in the 
direction of the central route. Still, sir, that 
amendment was voted down in this House by a 
vote of three to one. 

I submit the following amendment to the first 
amendment of the Senate: f 

Strike out “and proceeding thence up the valley of said 
river to the vicinity of Fort Riley,” and, in lien thereof, 
insert: ‘Cand with a branch from some eligible poiuton said 
liue, not more than fifty miles west of the Missouri river, 
to the city of St. Joseph.” 

Mr. Speaker, I do not propose the amendment 
with any view of endangering the passage of the | 
bill; but, on the contrary, to insure the concur- 


rence of the House in the amendment of the Sen- 


ate, and the passage of the bill. All I askinmy 
amendment is, that the main trunk of the central 
road shall start from the mouth of Kansas river, 
and take the best route that the instruments will 
show. And we ask, for the benefit of fifteen hun- 
dred miles of country, running due east from the 
point indicated in the amendment, that you shall 
give them fifty miles of grant by which they may 
plant this great central railroad, and we will be 
content with that. That fifty miles, if consented 
to by the House, will open a market for more 
American citizens and more American products 
than any two hundred miles of railroad on the 
American continent. The Senate amendment, as 
it is, ignores the entire lake region. The six hun- 
dred and fifty miles of grant given by the Senate 
amendment will open a market for all these peo- 
ple, and make a road which, in my judgment, 
will be acceptable to the persons who will have 
to furnish the materials for the road, and the road 
will be built, It isa poor privilege which we ask; 
but it is a privilege that is asked for by more men, 
women, money, and persons of this country than 
are represented by any thousand miles of that 
road and its branches, as it is laid down in the 
bill. It is against running six hundred miles out 
of the way to get away from central Illinois, and 
other States in proportion, that we protest. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. [am in favor of the 
amendment of the gentleman from Missouri to 
the amendment of the Senate. [do not, however, 
rise to address myself to that amendment, but 
simply to express the hope that the [louse will 
non-concur in all the Senate amendments, get a 
committee of conference, and frame a bill for a 
Pacific railroad which can be passed into’a law. 
The bill, as it went from this House, was inco- 
gruous and bad enough, put through here, as it 
was, under the spur of the previous question, and 
under a trick of the rules, which cut off allamend- 
ments. It has been made infinitely worse by the 
amendments of the Senate; and now it is a great, 
unwieldy, and incongruous thing, which no man 
can expect the President will ever sign, or which 
will ever build a railroad if itis signed. I venture 
to assert that no railroad man who knows any- 
thing about railroads and their cost can be found, 
who will say that, under this bill, any stock will 
be taken and put into any one of these roads. It 
is great nonsense and a waste of time, yea, worse 
than a waste of time, for us to engage in a discus- 
sion of this bill, as it has come to us from the Sen- 
ate. Therefore, I hope the House will non-concur 
in any of these amendments. Let us bring this 
matter to a settlement, by getling a committee of 
conference to frame a bill for a Pacific railroad, 
with proper guards and provisions, which will 
secure its passage through this House. 

Mr. McCLERNAND. I do not rise for the 
purpose of going into a discussion of the expe- 
diency of connecting the Atlantic with the Pacific 
by means of a railroad to be constructed by pri- 
vate enterprise aided by Federal patronage. The 
public judgment has been long since pronounced 
in favor of such a measure; and I am in favor of 
it., I havc been for it since the date of the acqui- 
sition of our Pacific possessions, under the treaty 
of peace with Mexico. I have been in favor of it 
as a necessary means of consolidating and inte- 
grating our extensive territories, our ocean-bound 

Republic, and only awaited the ripeness of time 
to embark init. After ten years of thorough dis- 
cussion and searching investigation, the country 
has pronounced in favor of it with remarkable 
unaninity. 

The only question remaining now is, as to the 
plan and form of the measure; whether the Gov- 
ernment will intervene to assist in the effectua- 
tion of the measure, and whether one or more 
roads shall be constructed. This is the question. 
For myself, inasmuch as private enterprise has 
shrunk from espousing the enterprise, alone and 
unassisted, for so long atime, I am willing and 
even desirous that the Government should succor 
it. Hence, sir, I voted for the bill upon its pas- 
sage through this House. I voted for it, how- 
ever, more on account of its object than on account 
of its details. Indeed, I objected to many of its 
details as incongruous and ill-advised. Tobjected 
particularly toa multiplication of roads as endan- 
gering the project, andas committing the Govern- 
ment to too great a liability. Yet I voted for it 
as the best I could do under the circumstances. 

As was truly observed by my colleague, [Mr. 


1861. _ 
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Farnswortu,] the Senate has made numerous 
and cumbrous amendnients to the bill. They 
have added to the incongruity of the bill, and 
committed the Government to still greater ad- 
vances of money or land in aid of the enterprise. | 
They have added another road, to run from Lake | 
Superior to Puget sound, with a branch tò Port- 
land, in Oregon. They have fixed one of the 
eastern termini of the road at the mouth of the 
Kansas river, on the western border of Missouri, 
instead of leaving that terminus open for determ- 
ination by the company created by the bill. By 
this change, they have substituted Westport for 
a point on or near the same parallel of Jatitude— 
as St. Joseph, in Missouri. I say the latter 
point, because it scems to have been generally 
conceded that all the considerations of business, 
population, and centrality, would have designated 
that point. In this the public interest was sub- 
ordinated to local views, and the dictation of a 
single city—St. Louis. I regret all this; not that 
I am unfriendly to St. Louis, but on account of 
higher. considerations—the convenience and ac- 
commodation of the country at large. 

I am in favor of one road—~a great central 
road, which, with the roads now in operation, 
shall connect the two oceans; but I am in favor 
of leaving the line of that road to be located by 
the practical intelligence of private judgment. I 
would not have Congress to locate it by accidental 
or competing combinations on this floor. Such 
a location must, except by accident, be injudi- 
cious and objectionable. 

Morcover, I believe with my colleague, that the 
multifarious and multiform purposes of this bill, 
as amended by the Senate, cannot be accom- 

lished under its sanction. In its present form, 
it will almost certainly prove impracticable. It is 
a monstrous medley which will repel capitalists 
from supporting it by embarking their capitaland 
endcavors in favor of it. No discreet capitalist 
will adventure his fortune upon so rickety and 
leaky a bottom. If any should be found willing 
to embark upon it, it will only be those who will 
rely upon the Government rather than upon them- 
selves, for a safe deliverance. 

I am in favor of the amendment of the gentle- 
man from Missouri, [Mr.Cratre,] as I understand 
it; but I think it might be improved. The hill, as 
it passed the House, contemplated two branches— 
eastern branches to the central road—one starting 
from the western border of Missouri, the other 
starting from the western border of Iowa, the two 
branches to unite at an cligible point near the bor- 
ders of those States. The gentleman’s amend- 
mient proposes to preserve this arrangement, in 
part. [fin order, I would amend his amendment, 
by striking out that portion of the Senate amend- 
ment to which it relates, and substituting one 
road, a single road, for all the roads proposed by 
the bill—a road starting from the western border 
of the frontier States of the Mississippi or Mis- 
souri valley, and running westerly, upon a line to 
be determined by the company, to San Francisco, 
or to the navigable waters of the Sacramento, in 
California. I would leave the point of departure 
from the western border and the intermediate line 
to its wesiern termination, to be fixed by the 
practical judgment of the company—of course 
restricting their discretion, in general terms, to 
the most eligible route between the castern and 
western termini of the road. 

Such a road could be built, in reasonable time, 
upon the basis of this bill, by the union of indi- 
vidual enterprise and capital with the largess of 
the Government; and such a road would answer 
all exigent purposes for the present, and would 
facilitate the construction of other expedient roads 
in due timé. Iam for such a road, and will vote 
for it most heartily; nay, as I have already said, 
I will vote—though with some reluctance—for the 
bill as it passed the House; but drugged with the 
Senate amendments 1 do not think I can vote for 
it. Such a road would, in my judgment, satisfy 
all reasonable public expectation; more, the pub- 
lic sense would probably condemn. | 

Independent of the inherent defects of the meas- 
ure as it now stands before us, there are other 
considerations of grave magnitude that should 
warn us against it. What is the condition of the į 
country at this time? We are upon the cataract 
ofa revolution which has swept six States from | 
their constitutional moorings, and which may i 
carry with it still greater evils and aggravations. i 


The pecuniary credit of the Government is im- 
paired; we are already in debt, and forced to bor- 
row more and more money to keep the Govern- 
mentin operation—to keep it upon itslegs. Under 
these circumstances, I am opposed to encumber- 
ing the Government with any unnecessary indebt- 
ment. Iam opposed to extending its operations 
in any experimental form involving a still further 
strain of its credit. Let us be sure of our contin- 
ued national existence before we launch off upon 
a treacherous sea of experimental speculation. 
Mr. CRAIG, of Missouri. Will the gentle- 
man from Illinois allow me here to suggest that, 


after the vote is taken on my amendment, the. 


question will be upon concurring in the Senate 
amendment, anda non-concurrence therewith will 
be tantamount to his amendment. That vote 
must be taken, at any rate, after the vote is taken 
upon my proposition. 

Mr. McCLERNAND. Ido not know that Í 
shall havean opportunity to offermy amendment, 
unless it be offered to the amendment of the gen- 
tleman from Missouri. 

Mr. CRAIG, of Missouri. If the House non- 
concur in the Senate amendment, you will accam- 
plish the object of your amendment, exactly. 

The SPEAKER. That will be the first ques- 
tion after the amendment of the gentleman from 
Missouri is disposed of. 

Mr. GROW. The gentleman from Ilinois will 
allow me to suggest that this bill is to be consid- 
ered in the House, and the previous question can 
be demanded on each amendment; and, under the 
new rule, the previous question exhausts itself 
on the single amendment. But there never can 
be more than two amendments offered if the pre- 
vious question is called on the whole bill. If the 
gentliman from Missouri calls the previous ques- 


tion on his amendment to the first amendment of 


the Senate, the previous question will exhaust 
itself when the vote sball have been taken on his 
amendment, and the amendment of the Senate 
will still be open to further amendment. If the 
gentleman from Hlinois will allow me, I desire to 
say a word further in reply to the remark made 
by his colleaguc, [Mr. Fannswonrn.] I have 
heard the remark frequently made upon this floor 
that this bill passed the House ‘ under the trick 
of the rules,” as it is called, and under the pre- 
vious question; and that no opportunity was af- 
forded to amend it. That is agreat mistake. The 
bill could have been amended in Committee of the 
Whole, in any way that gentlemen desired to 
amend it. The original bill was read through by 
sections, and was open to amendment. But, be- 
cause gentlemen chose to leave it until it was too 
late, they charge the fault upon the trick of the 
rules, and say the bill was put through under the 
spur of the previous question, when really it was 
their own ignorance of the rules that prevented 
them from amending the bill. The bill could have 
been amended and perfected in any way thatany 
gentleman desired. But, because they chose to 
wait until it was too late, they charge it upon a 
trick of the rules thatthe bill passed the House 
in such a cumbersome form. 

Now, I admit that there were some things in 
the bill, as it passed the House, which might have 
been improved. I am in favor of one road or 
three. I should becontent with one; but if there 
are to be more roads than one, I am in favor of 
three. 

Mr. McCLERNAND. I wish to say a single 
word or twoin conclusion, before I yield the floor. 

Mr. MONTGOMERY. Will the gentleman 
allow me to say a word in relation to this central 
route? 

Mr. McCLERNAND. Certainly. 

Mr. MONTGOMERY. In the first place, the 
central route—or that portion of the Pacific rail- 
road which is intended to connect with the city 
of Philadelphia, and those cities that lie in the 


| same parallel of latitude—is of such a character as 


ought to preclude the possibility of the adoption 
of the amendment of the Senate. It necessitates 
all the travel and all the trade of that region to 
diverge southward to the city of St. Louis; from 
St. Louis it turns northward to the mouth of the 
Kansas river; from the mouth of the Kansas river 
it takes a southwest course again to Fort Riley; 
thence it goes almost dircctly northward for a 
space of from three to five hundred miles, over a 
country most parts of which are as barren as the 
desert of Sahara, to Fort Kearny; then it turns 


in a southwesterly direction to Denver City, and. 
then it again turns northwestwardly to Bridger’s 
Pass,and thus throughthe mountains. ‘This would. 
give tothe middle States, to the city of Philadel- 
phia, and the other citios on the same line,a coh 
nection with the Pacific ocean at least five hundred 
miles longer than any other-route that- could be 
adopted cither north or south, accommodating ne 
trade and no travel, and affording no advantages 
whatever of a commercial character. ae 

. Why this is done, I cannot explain, unless-it 
is intended by the gentlemen from. New England 

and the Lakes, and the gentlemen from St. Louis; 
to combine their forces to cut off all trade along 
the middle line of these great States of the Union. 

Mr.McCLERNAND. Mr.Speaker; I desire to 
make an appeal to the gentleman from Lowa before 
l yield the floor. I voted for the bill as it passed 
the House. It has been so amended by the Sen- 
ate that I cannot vote for it now. He hasalready 
stated, in the hearing of the House, that-he him: 
self disapproves of many of the amendments ‘of 
the Senate. Task him whether he ‘had not better 
stand up against amendments he condemns, and 
insist upon the bill as it passed the House, and 
trust to the chances of its success? Let me ‘say 
to him that he had better not exchange the true 
friends of the measure in the House for enemies 
in the Senate; for many of these amendments, I 
have reason to believe, were made by the Senate 
ina spirit of hostility to the measure. But the 
gentleman says, unless we concur in these amend- 
ments, we may lose the bill. Let me say to him, 
if we do concur, we will be in still greater dan- 
ger of losing it. Let us maintain the bill as it 
should be, and if the President should veto it, 
we will be justified by the judgment and sense of 
the country. If we simplify the bill by curtail- 
ing the-liabilities which are to be imposed upon: 
the Government, and confine it to one great cen~ 
tral road, upon a line corresponding with the 
parallel of latitude on which the greatest weight 
of population is to be found—in the great States 
of Pennsylvania, Ohio, Indiana, Illinois, and 
Missouri, all will be well; the road will be con- 
structed, and the people will be satisfied. 

Mr. CURTIS. Idesire to say something in 
opposition to this amendment. Half a dozen 
speeches have been made in favor of it. j 

Mr. CRAIG, of Missouri. As the gentleman 
from Iowa has indicated a purpose to call the pre- 
vious question, I desire to say a few words before 
he addresses the House. 

Mr. CURTIS. Very well. I yield to the gen- 
tleman. 

Mr. CRAIG, of Missouri. I know very well 
how the gentleman from lowa feels about the 
pending amendment of the Senate. I know that 
he is opposed to it; butthe fear that he will lose 
his last two years’ work—and I admit that he. has 
worked faithfully—induces him to agree to :bad 
amendments of the Senate with a hope of getting 
them lopped off by the next Congress. J tell the 
gentleman that he is trying a dangerous experi- 
ment. The company that he contemplates will 
never be organized under this bill. 

Now, lam sure that, if the gentleman from 
Towa thought that any. one of the amendments 
ofthe Senate—and I believe there are forty-five of 
them—would be non-concurred in, he would speak 
and vote with me against this amendment of the 
Senate that I am now trying to get modified; but 
a belief that he can put through the bill with all 
the Senate amendments, induces my friend to op- 
pose me in this modification. [tell him now, that 
after we shall have passed this point, we cannot 
goback. The bill will certainty have to go back 
to the Senate on a number of the amendments; 
and I ask him now to talk to the House as he 
feels about this amendment, and to ask the House 
to join himself and me in adopting my modifica- 
tion. 

If he does not do that, the amendments made 
by the Senate, and to which he is opposed, will 
be voted down. At least some of the amendments 
of the Senate will be non-concurred in; ‘and all the 
dangers which he apprehends from the bill hav- 
ing to go back to the Senate, will-have to be in- 
curred; and then he cannot go back to correct the 
error on this vital matter. I ask the gentleman 


| from Towa to reficct that all of these amendments 


cannot possibly be concurred in by the House. 
Why not, therefore, when he knows that my 
amendment to the Senate amendment is fair and 
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just, and called for. by. a larger business interest 
than. is represented: in any of the Senate amend- 
ments; when he knows thatit will accommodate 
more trade and commerce. and travel than any 
other amendment offered—why does he not, I say, 
give his adhesion to this righteous amendment, 
which I know is favored by his heart and judg- 
ment? ‘The gentleman from Lowa flatters himself 
with the hope that the House will concur in all of 
these forty-five Senate amendments, and that he 
can thereby save his bill; but he entirely deceives 
himself on that point. Task him now to come 
to.the rescue, and save my amendment. 

Mr. PRYOR. I do not rise to debate this ques- 
tion; not at all. Į -am persuaded, Mr. Speaker, 
that- no speech, whatever might be its ability, 
could even impede the passage of this bill; still I 
do feelit incumbent on me, as a Representative 
from Virginia, to enter my protest against a meas- 
ure for which there is nota particle of warrant in 
the Constitution; against a measure which con- 
templates the achievement of the most chimerical 
object; against a measure involving an expendi- 
ture which no contrivance of mathematical caleu- 
lus can ascertain. Is this the time, when the rapid 
consolidation of the Government is already pre- 
cipitating the disruption of the Confederacy, to 
augment Federal power by fastening on the Gov- 
ernment.an excrescence greater in magnitude and 
influence than ever the East India Company was 
inthe palmiest day of its power? Chimerical, I 
say, is the idea of traversing, by a triple railway, 
boundless deserts, where nothing is heard but the 
howl of the wild beast and the yell of the more 
intractable savage—a chimerical measure, in com- 

arison with which the Colossus of Rhodes or the 

yramid of Cheops sink into insignificance. Are 
we now, when our utmost energies and resources 
are engrossed in the endeavor to support the Gov- 
ernment which we have, and maintain the terri- 
tory we possess—is this the time to inaugurate so 
srapendous an enterprise ? 

hen your Treasury is bankrupt; when you 

have not money in your exchequer with which 
to discharge the petty debts due the menials in 
your employ; when your credit is exhausted, and 
the Federal Government proposes to travel over 
the length and breadth of the Union a mendicant, 
for the indorsement of the States to sustain it; is 
this, 1 say, the time to inaugurate an enterprise 
involving so much expense, and the consamma- 
tion of which I believe to be impracticable? With 
these suggestions, and wishing to bring the mat- 
ter to n close, L move to lay all the amendments 
on the table, 

Mr. CRAIG, of Missouri. Will that carry the 
bill to the table? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr, Srawron in 
the chair.) The motion carries the bill with it. 

Mr. SICKLES. I ask the gentleman from 
Virginia to suspend his motion fora moment, that 
I may make a reply. T think itis but fair that 
such an attack on the bill of a general nature 
should be met, 

Mr. PRYOR, I have every disposition to ac- 
commodate the gentleman from New York; but 
inasmuch as he can have an opportunity to reply 
hereafter, I must, with all respect, insist on my 
motion. 

The question being on Mr. Pryon’s motion, 

Mr. PRYOR called for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and it wag decided in 
the negative—ycas 39, nays 111; as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. William ©. Anderson, Bocock, Branch, 
Brown, Burnett, Carey, Horace F. Clark, Burton Craige, 
English, Garnett, John T. Harris, Haskin, Holman, Hughes, 
Jenkins, Hilbert 8. Martin, Milson, Morrill, Niblack, Noell, 
Phelps, Pryor, Riggs, James.C. Robinson, Royce, Ruffin, 
Rust, Wilhant N. H. Sinith, Stevens, Stevenson, Stokes, 
‘Thomas, Vanee, Van Wyck, Walton, Webster, Whiteley, 
Winslow, and Wright—39, i 

NAYS—Messrs. Charles F. Adams, Adrain, Aldrich, Al- 
jen, Alley, Thomas L. Anderson, Ashley, Babbitt, Barr, 
Barret, Bingham, Blair, Blake, Boteler, Brabson, Brayton, 


Briggs, Bristow, Buffinton, Burch, Burlingame, Campbell, | 


Case, John B. Clark, John Cochrane, Colfax, Conway, Cor- 
win, Covode, Cox, James Craig, Curtis, H. Winter Davis, 
Dawes, Dnell, Dunn, Edgerton, Edwards, Eliot, Ely, Eth- 
eridge, Farnsworth, Fonton, Florence, 
Prank, Gooch, Graham, Grow, Hali, Hamilton, J. Morrison 
Harris, Helmick, Hindman, William Howard, William A. 
Howard, Irvine, Junkin, Francis W. Kellogg, Kenyon, Kil- 
gore, Killinger, DeWitt C. Leach, Loomis, Lovejoy, Mal- 
lory, Marston, McClernand, McKean, McKenty, Millward, 


Foster, Fouke, | 


Montgomery, Moorhead, Edward Joy Morris, Isaac N. | 


Morris, Morse, Nelson, Nixon, Palmer, Pettit, Porter, Pot- 
ter, Quarles, Rice, Christopher Robinson, Scott, Scranton, 
Sedgwick, Sherman, Sickles, Spaulding, Spinner, Stanton, 
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Wiliam Stewart, Stout, Stratton, Tappan, Theaker, Train, 
Trimble, Vandever, Verree, Wade, Waldron, Cadwalader 
C. Washburn, Elihu B. Washburne, Wilson, Windom, | 
Woodruff, and Woodson—111 x 

So the House refused to lay the amendments 
on the table. 

During the vote, : 

Mr. LARRABEE stated that he was paired off 
with Mr. Logan on this measure, for this after- 
noon. 

Mr. QUARLES stated that Mr. Leacu, of 
North Carolina, was confined to his room by in- 
disposition, and that he would, if present, vote 
“ay” on this motion. E 

Mr. LEAKE stated that he had paired on this 
occasion with Mr. Tuayer; that Mr. THAYER 
would have voted “ no” on this question, and he 
(Mr. L.) would have voted “ay.” 

Mr. NIBLACK stated that his colleague, Mr. 
Davis, was detained at his room by indisposi- 
tion. 

The vote was announced as above recorded. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message was received from the Senate, by 
Mr. Parron, one of itsclerks, notifying the House 
that the Senate had passed Efouse bill making 
appropriations for the current and contingent ex- 
penses of the Indian department, and for fulfilling 
treaty stipulations with various Indian tribes, for 
the year ending the 30th June, 1862, with sundry 
amendments, in which he was directed to ask the 
concurrence of the House. 

Mr. PHELPS. Letthese Senate amendments 
be referred to the Committee of Ways and Means. 

Mr. GARNETT. I object to their reference 
out of their regular order. 


PACIFIC RAILROAD BILL—~AGAIN. 


Mr. CURTIS. Ihope that the vote just taken 
will be regarded as a test vote; and that the op- 
ponents of the bill will recognize thatit is impos- ’ 
sible for them to defeat the bill, and will therefore 
allow the friends of the measure to go on and per- 
fect it as well as they can. 

Now, in regard to the amendment of my friend 
from Missouri, I confess there is no man asso- 
ciated with me in this measure who has worked 
harder or more faithfully than he has done; and 
therefore, I dislike to oppose any propostion of 
his. But still, I must present this amendment in 
its proper light. This is a controversy, as any 
one can see, between two great lines of railroad 
running through Missouri; the one is called the 
Pacific railroad, and the other the Hannibal and 
St. Joseph. My friend [Mr. Crate] represents 
a constituency which is more directly interested 
in the latter. There is also a conflict between two 
cities—the city of St. Louis and the city of St. 
Joseph. Kansas City is almost directly west of 
St. Louis; and therefore the Senators from Mis- 
souri insisted upon Kansas City being made one of 
the points of this road; so that St. Louis would be 
sure to have an easy and certain connection by 
the so-called Pacific road. 

Mr. CRAIG, of Missouri. One of the Sena- |i 
tors from Missouri voted for that amendment 
under a misapprehension of the geography; but 
he is now anxious for the adoption of my amend- 
ment. My colleague [Mr. ay conre] who rep- 
resents the district near the mouth of the Kansas 
river is algo in favor of it. 

Mr. CURTIS. ! did think that the fairest way 
would have been to leave the point open, specify- 
ing only the western border of Missouri or lowa, 
and let all the different railroads compete for the 
terminus on the western frontier of those twa 
States. 

Mr. CLARK, of Missouri. Will the gentle- | 
man from Iowa permit me? i 

Mr. CURTIS. Certainly. 

Mr. CLARK, of Missouri. Iam not partic- 
ularly interested in any of those roads; but I want | 
to make a suggestion. I propose to strike out all | 
after the words “ said river” in the seventh line, 
up to and including the word “ Riley,” in the | 
ninth line, and to insert: i 


‘Thence up the Missouri valley to or near the fortieth par- 
allel of north latitude. 


That will accommodate all 

Mr. CRAIG, of Missouri. 
to take that. . 

Mr. CURTIS. The gentleman from Missouri 
[Mr. Crare] anticipated very properly my view 
of this matter, that, in order to secure the bill, we 


arties. 
have no objection 


| Now, whatare the facts? 


had better take the amendments adopted by the 
Senate; and afterwards, if they prove to be too 
much of an incumbrance, we can get rid of them 
by further legislation at another Congress. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, two points have been made 
in the Senate. Through the efforts of the Sen- 
ators from Missouri, the point at or near the 
mouth of the Kansas has been obtained for the 
interest of St. Louis; and for some reason. they 
have also put in Fort Riley as a point. This 
last point is, perhaps, one degree south of a due 
west line from the mouth of the Kansas. 

Now, sir, one gentleman [Mr. Monrcomery] 
has said that this route is thus made a most ex- 
traordinary zig-zag line. The gentleman from 
Pennsylvania says it first runs northwest, then 
southwest, then north, then west, then south; and 
in that way he made it appear a perfect abortion. 
he Senate amendment 
has fixed Kansas City asa starting point. From 
thence the route proceeds almost due west, per- 
haps, as I have said, one degree south of west, to 
Fort Riley; from whence, Fort Kearny. being 
made a point, the route proceeds in a northwest- 
erly direction. From that point there is no ma- 
terial change of direction to the Salt Lake valley, 
and thence to California; all the way near the 
latitude of 410, and in a very direct line. 

The other branch, for Iowa, still remains the 
same as in the House bill, starting from some 
point on the western border of the State of Iowa: 

The two branches are straight lines, one starting 
from Missouri and the other from Iowa; and they 
are so arranged as to start, one north and the other 
south of the point occupied by my friend from 
Missouri. If they will only continue the Han- 
nibal and St. Joseph road in a direct line, until it 
intercepts either branch of the Pacific road, they 
will have a better line then than any one from St. 
Louis; and they will have the same advantages 
that all the roads in Iowa will have when they 
are prolonged, as they will all come within the 
angle of these two lines which embrace both States. 

Now, gentlemen undertake to say that the whole 
North—the whole Lake country—is going to be 
ignored. Why, sir, the roads running from Chi- 
cago through northern Illinois, if they are pro- 
longed as they are now being extended, will also 
come within this angle; and therefore, I say that 
all the lines running west from Chicago and from 
St. Louis, and all eastand west lines between these 
cities, and therefore the main lines through Penn- 
sylvania, Ohio, Indiana, and Hlinois, between lat- 
itude 380 and 41° north latitude, will come within 
this angle, and will all be accommodated; and any 
of them can claim to be the main Pacific route just 
as fairly as those on any exterior line can claim 
that advantage. 

But the gentleman says they will have to build 
their own Pacific railroad. ell, sir, it will be 
doing just as we in Iowa have had todo. We 
have some six or seven lines of road running from 
east to west through the State of lowa, and they 
have all to be prolonged to meet this main line, 
and enjoy the advantage of the Pacific railroad. 

n MONTGOMERY. The gentleman will 
remember that Iowa has received land grants for 
her roads to the extent of millions of acres from 
the Government. We have had to build ours 
without. 

Mr. CURTIS. And so has Missouri received 
lands. Ihope, therefore, thegentleman from Mis- 
souri will not insist on putting in his amendment. 
I should have been very glad if it had remained 
as the House passed it. Ë should have preferred 
to see it remain an open question as to the start- 
ing point on the western border of Missouri, as is 
the casc in regard to Iowa. But I see plainly that 
Senators will insist upon this particular amend- 
ment;and I shall therefore vote for it in the House, 
and hope it will be adopted. 

__ In regard to the complaint that this bill is very 
incongruous and very elaborate, I have just this to 
say: 1 doubtthecapacityofevery man in this House 
togetupa bill that will be human perfection. Tam 
very sorry that some of the honorable gentlemen 
who are colleagues of mine on the committee, if 
they can see incongruities in the bill now, did not 
see them at the time when the bill was under con- 
sideration in committee, and have them stricken 
out. This bill has been amended and amended 
over and over again for the last two years; all its 


i merits have been discussed, and all its details have 


been considered in detail by special committees 
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of this House. I believe it is about as perfect a 
bill as one ofits magnitude can be made, except- 
ing the repetitions and tautology incorporated by 
the Senate amendments. In regard to the charge 
that the bill involves interests of such magnitude 
that it should therefore be voted down, I will say 
that you can never secure the construction of a 
railroad to the Pacific without considering matters 
of importance and magnitude. And I will say 
further, that a Pacific railroad cannot be carried 
through on a single idea, or to accommodate a 
single line of road. Make it as you may, subject 
itas you please, you will affect the whole railroad 


system of the West, and each road will be enlisted | 


in its ultimate advantages and success. 

‘Mr. CRAIG, of Missouri. As I do not intend 
to reply to the gentleman from Towa, Fask him 
to answer me one or two questions. I desire to 
ask him if the amendment which I have proposed 
now is nota fair one, and if the route is not one 
demanded by the public interest ? 

Mr. CURTIS. The principal objection to my 


friend’s amendment is, that it adds another fork į 


to the road. It has been objected that it already 
has too many forks and termini; and the gen- 
tleman now proposes to add another, in order to 
connect his point. The same argument which 
the gentleman urges in support of hisamendment 
would apply to lowa with equal force. If the 
gentleman demands another line for Missouri, 
there is no reason why I should not demand an- 
other line, so as to have two points in Iowa; and 
T think, under the circumstances, he ought not to 
ask it. 

Mr. SICKLES. I ask the gentleman from 
[owa to give me five minutes. 

Mr. CRAIG, of Missouri. I desire to say a 
word. The reason why my friend from Iowa 
docs not ask for two branches is, that the Senate 
did not fix the terminus of the lowa branch ata 
point that is not central in respect to that State, 
but they left it open to the whole western border 
of that State; and I can prove by my friend from 
lowa that such has been my wish in respect to 
the terminus of the Missouri branch. But the 
Senate have taken it upon themselves to fix the 

oint of starting in respect to my State; and tak- 
ng that point to be settled, I think that the public 
“will, the public good, and the public interest, de- 
mand that this additional branch, which will not 
exceed fifty miles, and may not be fifteen, in 
length, shall be granted. Task that as a repre- 
sentative, upon this particular question, of the 
interests of six of the largest States in the Union. 

Mr. CURTIS. In respect to that belt, in my 
opinion, there is nothing of it. Itis nota fact that 
a gentleman starting from Philadelphia would be 


obliged to go over the Hannibal and St. Joseph il 


railroad, or over any other particular route, to 


reach the Missouririver. Why, sir, you may reach | 


it anywhere ona line of four or five hundred miles 
inlength, that willanswer every purpose asa start- 
ing point. We have six or seven roads running 
through Iowa, any one of which prolonged, as 
now progressing, would, in my judgment, furnish 
a more direct route than the Hannibal and St. 
Joseph route. Itis the intention that these roads 
shall be prolonged. And there is another road 
projected through Missouri—the State line road 
—which will prove just as direct as the Hannibal 
and St. Joseph road. The representative of cvery 
road tells the public that his road is the most 
direct route. Why, sir, every through line of 
road leading from the eastern cities to the Missis- 
sippi—from the roads through Canada to the Bal- 
timore and Ohio road—al! claim that peculiar fit- 
ness of shortest, best, and cheapest. So our roads 
through lowa and Missouri will hereafter contend 
for these advantages in reaching the Pacific road. 

Let us look at this thing fairly. It is mainly a 
question between the Hannibal and St. Joseph 
railroad and what is called the Pacific railroad, 
in Missouri. 
between the roads in Iowa. They are ignored, 
just as my friend’s road in Missouri is neglected. 

Mr. BRANCH. I want to ask the gentleman 
a question for information I wish him to inform 
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The same conflict is cngendered | 


| tionin the bill. d 
have constructed thirty thousand: miles of road 


the House how many miles of railroad are em- 
braced in this bill and in the Senate amendments; 
and also, whether any practical engineers have 
estimated the cost of these roads; and if so, what 
is that estimated cost? What | would ask is the 
estimated cost of the three roads proposed, and 
their branches. i 
Mr. CURTIS. There are branches to the dif- 
ferent roads, created by the Senate amendments, 
which are nothing more than roads in Oregon and 
Washington, for which grants of land have been 
made just as the other States and Territories have 
received grants where the Governmentownslands. 
They ought not to be counted in this matter. I 


throw them out of the estimate. The three roads | 


will require the construction of about five thou- 
sand miles of road; but the Government of the 
United States will not give bends for the whole 
extent of their cost. There is no such proposi- 
The people of the United States 


with but little assistance from the United States; 
and under provision of this bill, several thousand 
miles more may be added in fiftcen years, As to 
the question of the estimate of engineers, 1 will 
say, that they have considered and reported on 
all these roads, excepting only their branches. 
It is said that no railroad men would undertake 
to organize under this company. All I will say 
is, that Mr. Corning, of New York, who owns 
more railroad stock than any other man in the 
United States, says that the bill is practicable, 
even with the amendments of the Senate, and 
recommends that it be passed as itis. So Mr. 
Farnham, a well known and distinguished rail- 
road man, and many others, advise me. 

Mr. BRANCII. What is the amount that 
practical enginecrs estimate will be the cost of 
these three roads? 

Mr. CURTIS. They will cost, it is estimated, 
about three hundred million dollars; but the Gov- 
ernment of the United States will not be re- 
quired to advance any such sum. The bill pro- 
vides for the loan of the Government credit to the 
amount of $125,000,000, in thirty year bonds. 
No money is to be drawn from the Treasury. 

Mr. BURCH What will the land be worth 
that the Government will give? 

Mr. CURTIS. Nothing, if the road were not 
construeted; but what the Government retains 
will be largely enhanced in value by the building 
of the road. 

Mr. BURCH. If the value of the lands be 
deducted, the roads will not cost more than 
$100,000,000. , 

Mr. BRANCH. One question in reference to 
the cost of these roads; I believe the gentleman 
from Iowa is a practical engineer himsclf. The 
question I wish toask him is this: Docs he know 
of any railroad in the settled portions of the 
United States, where labor is abundant and pro- 
visions cheap, built through a mountainous coun- 
try, that cost less than $100,000 a mile? 

Mr. CURTIS. That is more than roads cost 
now, even in the mountains. It is not calculated 
that they will cost at this day more than $40,000 
a mile, as they ranthrough mountainsand plains. 
Weare now making roads in the West at less 
than $20,000 a mile. Roads are constructed upon 
the plains and in the mountainous regions of the 
country much cheaper than formerly. I now 
yield to the gentleman from New York, provided 
he will eall for the previous question. 

Mr. SICKLES. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman, 
from Virginia, [Mr. Pryor,] atthe very outset of 
the consideration of theseamendments of the Sen- 


| ate, assails the measure as impracticable, as un- 


constitutional, and utterly beyond the capacity of 
this Government to execute. Tam willing, sir, 
to meet him right at the threshold, upon all his 
objections; nor shall I detain the House long with 
what I shall have to say in reply. He says it is 
impracticable. By that assertion he impeaches 
the scientific researches and the mechanical genius 
of the age; for, sir, for ten years past the scientific 
ability of this country has concentrated its atten- 
tion upon the practicability of this work; and I will 


se a ea ace 


accept: their demonstration of ‘its feasibility, and 
Stanid-upon it, against the naked assertion: of the 
gentleman from “Virginia. When the Baltimorė 
and Ohio railroad was projected; its originators” 
were ridiculed as denietted, and those who eni- 
barked in the enterprise were denounced as impos+ 
tors. en s 

The gentleman from Virginia, to-day; secuipies 
the same relation tothe proposed Pacific com- 
munication that the skeptics of 1830 o¢ccupiéd in 
reference to'the projected scheme of the Baltimore 
and Ohio railroad. “When you pass this bill, his- 
tory will refute his extravagant objectionsto this 
measure as effectually as expérience has demon- 
strated the absurdity of the objections madé to' thé 
earlier railroads projected in this country; Atthis 
moment, Mr. Speaker, when the telegraph carries 
our thoughts over sea and land from London to, 
Calcutta, from the Rhine to the Ganges, is it-for 
American policy anl genius and enterprise’ to 
pause before the rashly-ventured objections of 
mere doctrinaires. No, sir. This railroad will be 
built. Lt will be built by American capital and. 
American capacity. 

Nor will there be a very large draft upon con+ 
stitutional scruples in executing it.’ Iwill remind 
the gentleman from Virginia that the Cabinet of 
President Pierce—in his judgment, I presume, a 
wise, cautious, and statesmanlike Cabinet—was 
unanimous in the opinion that it'was constitu- 
tional for the Government to aid’ ii the construc: 
tion of a road which would, as this road is‘ ré- 
quired todo, transport the mails, munitions of war, 
and troops of the United States. The Cabinet of 
Mr. Buchanan is alsoa uniton the same question, 
and has been so through all its phasés.. 9 0 

Mr. McCLERNAND. If the gentleman will” 
permit me, I will nvake a single remark, and it is 
this: all the great parties in’ this country, repre- 
sented in national conventions, have indorsed not 
only the constitutionality, but the feasibility of a 
Pacific railroad. A AiG 

Mr. SICKLES. That isthe very next remark 
I proposed to make. I believe the gentleman from 
Virginia concurred with my friend from Hlinois 
in his’ choice of a candidate for President. That 
statesman—I allude, of course, to the honorable 
Senator from INinois (Mr. Doveras]—bas been 
distinguished for his long and devoted advocacy 
ofa Pacific railroad measure. I might also add, 
that the President elect of the southern confed- 
eracy has: advocated and recommended the con- 
struction of a Pacific railroad as constitutional 
and practicable. 

Mr. PRYOR. Does the gentleman state that 
Hon. Jerrerson Davis favors the construction © 
of a Pacific railroad ? 

Mr. SICKLES. Certainly. General Davis hag 
frequently advocated the constitutionalit yand feas- 
ibility of a Pacific railroad. IJ heard him myself; 
in a speech délivered in Philadelphia when he was 
accompanying President Pierce to New York, in- 
dorse the constitutionality of the measure. 

But, to pass from the authority of individuals, 
I affirm, as suggested to me by the gentleman from 


| Hlinois, (Mr. McCuernanp,] thatall the parties 


in this country, and all the platforms which have 
been madè during the last eight years, have de- 
clared, as a settled question of constitutional law 
and publie policy, that the Pacific railroad is con- 
stitudonal and practicable and necessary. 

The gentleman from Virginia compares this 
work to the Colossus of Rhodes and to the pyra- 
mids of Egypt. Why, sir, neither he nor I 
know how many thousand years since, human’ 
hands erected those monuments; and it is a poor 
compliment to the progress of civilization to say 
that the Pacific railroad cannot be built by human 
hands in this generation, when three’ thousand ~ 
years ago the pyramids were constructed by the 
intellects and the resources of that epoch. — 

Mr. PRYOR. Will thë gentleman allow mea 
moment? 

Mr. SICKLES. Certainty.” ; 

Mr. PRYOR. The gentleman impeaches my 
intelligence. Let me asure him that we have 


the testimony of authentic historians for the fact, 
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that the Egyptian pyramid was constructed by 
a courtesan of celebrity out of the wages of pros- 
titution. i 

Mr. SICKLES. Tshall not engage in a dis- 
cussion with the gentleman from Virginia as to 
the resources of ancient Egypt. 1 presume there 
are no reports now accessible, as to its finances; 
and in what he now says, 1 thiuk he is merely 
repeating here one of the fictions of Herodotus, 
and undertaking to give it the dignity of a fact 
by an assertion on this floor, It is like many 
other stories. of the same author, made to enter- 
tain his cotemporaries,.and not to enlighten pos- 
terity. 

The gentleman says we have no credit upon 
which to undertake this road. No credit! Why? 
Because anarchy has been brought upon the land, 
and startled capital from its equanimity. But 
there isa better day before us. Kentucky has 
spoken,and Tennessee has spokcn,and your own 
Virginia has spoken, and said to this demon of 


anarchy, ‘thus far shalt thou go,and no further.” j 


{Applause in the galleries.]/ Credit will be re- 
stored; credit will come again with the revived 
energies and the restored repose of our people and 
the Government. i 

Mr. PRYOR. The gentleman from New York 
alludes significantly to the result of the recent 
election in Virginia. Now, once for all, I wish 
to speak a word of this business. The result of 
that election has exposed Virginia to the compli- 
ments of gentlemen whose praises she will accept 
in no grateful:sense. What has she done that 
she should be the victim of such suspicious ado- 
ration? What crime has she committed that she 
should be condemned to so intolerable an expia- 
tion? Permit me to say, sir, that Virginia, by the 
result of the recent election, has not pronounced 
for submission. She has declared this, and noth- 
ing else: that, so far as she is concerned, she is 
willing, in the abundance of her patriotic magna- 
nimity, to make one nore effort to save the Union; 
but unless justice and right be rendered her, she 
will not hesitate a moment to sever the ties which 
bind her to an iniquitous and oppressive associa- 
tion. [Applause in the galleries.) 

Mr. SIGKLES. I have not ventured to be the 
prophet of Virginia. Ido not predict what she 
may do; I only record what she has done, and 
what she is now doing; and I do affirm that Vir- 
ginia is responding to the magnanimous policy of 
Congress and the Executive; yes, she is respond- 
ing to the appeal which the northern masses have 
made to her, to submit our difficulties to the arbit- 
rament of reason, and not of passion. I say that 
Virginia, in her recent election, declares for the 
Union now, What she may do on some future 
day, I know not. 

Mr. LEAKE. Will the gentleman allow me 
one word? 
` Mr. SICKLES. Certainly. 

Mr. GROW. Does the Pacific railroad pass 
through Virginia? (Laughter.] 

Mr. LEAKE. I want to say one word in sup- 


portofthedeclaration of my colleagne. Isay now, | 


to the gentleman from. New York, and through 
him to the House, and through this House, if I 


could, to the whole northern branch of this Con- | 


federacy, that Virginia has decided, by a vote of 
ene hundred and twenty out of one hundred and 
fifty-two members of her convention, in favor of 
secession, unless ample guarantees be given her 
by the 4th of March. 

I state, furthermore, that she never will submit 


to the Union as it is now; and by her election she | 


has determined in the most solemn manner:she 
could determine. 


tection, and appeal to no earthly power whatever 
to take care of her rights. 

Mr. PRYOR. I appeal to the gentleman to 
allow mea single moment. I will obtrude upon 
his courtesy no further. I send to the Clerk’s 
desk a paragraph from an article in the Richmond 
Whig, the organ of the party which triumphed in 
the recent election in Virginia—the party of sub- 


She has said this—and this is | 
all she has said, or means to say—that she is will- ; 
ing to preserve this Union, and is anxious to do | 
so, if she can get justice; and failing to get jus- į 
tice, she will look to her own right arm for pro- | 


mission, as they are here stigmatized; but, as I | 


understand it, the party of resistance in the sense 
of valor and of patriotism. 
The article was read, and is as follows: 
“WHAT WAS DETERMINED BY THE LATE ELECTION.— 


We regret to see, from many of our northern exchanges, 
that the import of the late election in this State is, to a large 
extent, misundersiood or misrepresented in that section. 
The impression that Virginia has determined to remain in 
the Union as matters now stand—to submit to the rule of 
the new dynasty under the Chicago programme—is a gross 
and pernicious error. She has decided to do no such thiug; 
nay, she has decided to do just the reverse, by a pepular 
judgment approximating unanimity. She has determined 
that her connection with the northern States shall end, 
unless satisfactory and inviolable assurances are given that 
every constitutional right she has will be recognized and 
respected, and that her equality and safety, as a member of 
the Confederacy, will be free from ali jeopardy.” 


Mr. SICKLES. All these interruptions are 
quite unnecessary, if they were intended to an- 
swer any implication of mine that I understood 
the result of the election in Virginia as excusing 
gentlemen holding the opinions entertained upon 
the other side of the House from just and neces- 
sary concessions. I have not said nor supposed 
that this election terminated all the questions 
which have agitated the country. Far from it. I 
said no such thing. But, sir, while I do not mean 
by any word | may say here, or by any construc- 
tion I may put upon any southern election,.to 
excuse or release gentlemen on that [the Repub- 
lican] side of the House from their full responsi- 
bility at this crisis—for the crisis is yet here and 
upon usnow—yet I may be permitted asan Amer- 
ican, as a northern Democrat at least, to con- 
gratulate my country,,my party, my associates 
at home, who have stôod by the South in all her 
trials, who have fought side by side with her in 
all her battles—I may congratulate the three hun- 
dred and twelve thousand Union men of my State 
that they have met with a manly, a just, and cor- 
dial response from the people of Virginia and 
Kentucky and Tennessee. And that is all I do. 

And I may be permitted to add, as I will, that 
the common sense of this country understands 
the result of the popular expression in those three 
States to be an earnest, a profound, an intense as- 
sertion of their love for the Union, and their con- 
fidence in the intelligence and patriotism of the 
people. Thatis the way I understand it; that is 
the way the masses of the people understand it. 

Mr. Speaker, I did not intend to go into any 
extended discussion of these matters, but only re- 
ferred to them as bearing upon the financial credit 
of this Government; and therefore, resuming the 
current of my remarks, I say, that if you will 
look at the history of Governments and of Admin- 
istrations, you will find that they had credit in 
proportion as they inspired confidence, in propor- 
tion as the Government is made strong in its in- 
tegrity. No Government can have credit when it 
submits to anarchy. It will have credit when cap- 
ital, startled by these sudden and fearful events, 
shall have recovered its composure; and that day 
is not far off. The passions which have been 
aroused on the remote southern frontier have 
found a barrier where they should find it—in 
the hearts and purposes of their associate States. 
We do not ask them to listen to us, for they re- 
fuse; but we know they will not refuse to heed 
Virginia and Kentucky and Tennessee, 

A single word morc, and I will bring these re- 
marks, which were only designed to be very cur- 
sory and brief, to a rapid conclusion. I say that 
the objections stated upon this floor heretofore, 
and repeated to-day, that this measure is to im- 
pose upon the Government an impossible outlay, 
is but a characteristic specimen of the exaggera- 
tions which are indulged in our. discussions. 

Sir, this bill does not call upon the Government 
to raise one dollar in the present condition of its 
credit. No man supposes that this year, or next 
year, or the year after, this Government will be 
called upon for any sum of money, if we pass this 
bill to-morrow. No,sir; and long ere the period 
shall arrive when the Government will be called 
upon to issue its bonds or stake its credit, we will 
have recovered all our energies, and the magnifi- 
cent resources and powers of our people will go 
on in the development of their destiny on this 
continent, and the consolidation of our empire 
from the Mississippi to the Pacific ocean. 

Mr. GARNETT obtained the floor. 

Mr. CURTIS. I thought the gentleman from 
New York promised to move the previous ques- 
tion. 

Mr. SICKLES. Ah! I forgot to do so. Iap- 
peal to the gentleman from Virginia, under the cir- 
cumstances, to yield me the floor to enable me to 
fulfill my promise. 


Mr. GARNETT. 1, of course, give way to 
the gentleman, under the circumstances, 

Mr. SICKLES. I demand the previous ques- 
tion on the pending amendment, 

Mr. HASKIN. I move thatthe Housedo now 
adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to. : 

And thereupon (at four o’clock and twenty 
minutes, p.m.) the House adjourned. 


IN SENATE. 
WEDNESDAY, February 13, 1861. 


The VICE PRESIDENT. The order in ref- 
erence to counting and declaring the votes for 
President and Vice President was to take effect at 
twelve o’clock. The Chair supposes, however, 
that the Senate desires to have the Journal read, 
as usual. The Secretary will read the Journal. 

The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 


MESSAGE FROM TURN HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, 
by Mr. Hays, Chief Clerk, announced that the 
Elouse had passcd the bill of the Senate (No. 
547) for the relicf of the parish of St, Matthew’s 
church, of the city of Washington. 


PRINTING OF DOCUMENTS. 


The message further announced that the House 
had ordered, on yesterday, the printing of the 
following documents: 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmit- 
ting acommunication from the Chief of Ordnance 
containing an estimate for increased appropria- 
tions for the armament of fortifications, and. ord- 
nance, &c.—ordered at twelve o’clock and twenty 
minutes. 

Joint resolutions of the Legislature of Michi- 
gan in opposition to the extension of McCor- 
mick’s patent—ordered at twelve o’clock and 
twenty-two minutes. 

Joint resolutions of the Legislature of Michi- 
gan on the state of the Union—ordered at twelve 
o’clock and twenty-one minutes. 


COUNTING OF ELECTORAL VOTES. 


The message further announced that the House 
had passed the following order: 

IN THE House or REPRESENTATIVES, 
February 13, 1861. 

Ordered, That the Clerk inform the Senate that the House 
of Representatives is now ready to receive that body forthe 
purpose of proceeding to open and count the votes of the 
electors of the several States for President and Vice Presi- 
dent of the United States. 

Mr. FOSTER. T present the petition——— 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair will 
state to the Senator from Connecticut that, in pur- 
suance of the order of the two Houses, nothing 
is now in order but to proceed to the House of 
Representatives. 

Mr. BIGLER. I move that the Senate now 
proceed to the House of Representatives, in com- 
pliance with the order of the Senate. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. It is moved and 
seconded that the Senate now proceed to the 
House of Representatives, for the purpose of 
counting and declaring the electoral votes, 

The motion was agreed to. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair will 
state that the usual order of proceeding to the 
House of Representatives has been for the Ser- 
geant-at-Arms to go in advance; then the Secre- 
tary and Presiding Officer, with a messenger 
bearing the votes; and then the body of the Sen- 
ate. Ifthere be no objection, that order will be 
pursued. 

The Senate thereupon procceded to the Hall of 
the House of Representatives. 


At twenty minutes to two o’clock the Senate 
returned to their Chamber. 

The VICE PRESIDENT resumed the chair, 
and called the Senate to order. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATION. 


The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Sen- 
ate a report of the Secretary of War, communi- 
cating a modified estimate for fortifications for the 
next fiscal year; which, on motion of Mr. HALE, 
was referred to the Committee on Military Affairs 
and Militia. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 
Mr. FESSENDEN presented the memorial of 
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Ether Shepley, Joshua B. Osgood, and twenty- 
five hundred others, citizens of Portland, Maine, 
praying Congress to pass such measures.of con- || 
ciliation and compromise as shali heal sectional 
strifė; which was ordered to be laid on the table. 

He also presented a memorial of citizens of 
Gorham, Maine, praying Congress to pass such 
measures of conciliation and compromise as shall 
heal sectional strife; which was ordered to lie on 
tne table. 

He also presented a memorial of citizens of 
Brunswick and Topsham, Maine, praying Con- | 
gress to pass such measures of conciliation and 
compromise as shall heal sectional strife; which 
was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. HALE presented the petition of Captain 
French Forrest, of the United States Navy, pray- 
ing for additional compensation for his services 
while in command of the Pacific squadron; which 
was referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 


CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. FESSENDEN. The Committee on Fi- 
nance, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. No. 
895) making appropriations for sundry civil ex- | 
pencen of the Government for the year ending į 

une 30, 1862, have instructed me to report it with ; 
sundry amendments. I move that the bill and 
amendments be printed; and I desire to give notice 
that I shall ask the Senate to take up that bill for 
consideration on Friday next, at one o’clock. 

The motion to print was agreed to. 


DEXTER R. CROCKER. 

Mr. LANE. I move to take up bill (S. No. 
546) for the relief of Dexter,R. Crocker. 

Mr. FOSTER. I hepe not, until petitions are | 
presented, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Foor in || 
the chair.) The Senator from Oregon moves to 
take up the bill indicated by him. 

Mr. BIGLER. Tappeal to the Senator from |i 
Oregon to allow us to present petitions. 

Mr. LANE. I should like to have the bill taken 
up now. 

Mr. HALE. I hope not, until petitions are in. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Sen- 
ator from Oregon yield to the presentation of 
petitions? 

Mr. LANE. Certainly. | 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. | 


Mr. FOSTER presented a petition of citizens of | 
Derby, Connecticut, praying Congress to stand ; 
firm ‘by the Constitution of our country as it is, || 
the Union of the States, and the enforcement of |} 

j 


| 
ʻi 
lie on the table. if 
Mr. DIXON presented a petition of citizens of | 
Bethany, in the State of Connecticut, praying that || 
such measures may be speedily adopted by Con- | 
gress for the settlement of our present difficulties 
as will embrace substantially the plan of compro- 
mise recommended by the representatives of the 
border States;and which, they believe, will re- 
store tranquillity and peace to our now distracted 
country; which was ordered to lie on the table. | 
He also presented a memorial of C. W. Brad- | 

i 


ley, United States commissioner on claims in | 
China, praying remuneration for his services and 
sacrifices in the execution of his duty; which was | 
referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. | 
Mr. BIGLER presented the proceedings ofa 
public meeting held at Wilkesbarre, Luzerne 
county, Pennsylvania, on the Ist instant, com- 
posed of men of ail political parties, in favor of an | 
adjustment of our national difficulties on the basis } 
of the resolutions of the Senator from Kentucky, | 
[Mr. Crrrrenpen,] and also in favor of submit- 
ting the same to a vote of the people; which was |; 
ordered to lie on the table. a 
He also presented a memorial of citizens of || 
Chestercounty, Pennsylvania, praying the speedy || 
adoption of such measures as will substantially i 
embrace the compromise proposed by Hon. Mr. || 
CRITTENDEN; which was ordered to He on the |} 
table. i 
| 

1 

4 

i 

| 

ł 


He also presented a petition of citizens of Free- | 
port, Armstrong county, Pennsylvania, and its || 
vicinity, praying the adoption of the compromise || 


measures proposed by Hon. Mr. CRITTENDEN; 
which was ordered to lie on the table. 


Mr. FITCH presented a memorial of citizens 
of Monroc county, Indiana, praying the adoption 
of the compromise measures proposed: by Hon. 
Mr. Crirrexnpen; which was ordered to lie on 
the table. i 

He also presented a memorial of citizens of 
Orange county, Indiana, praying the adoption of 
the compromise measures proposed by Hon. Mr, 
CrirreNDEN; which was ordered to lic on the 
table. 

He also presented a memorial of citizens of 
Putnam county, Indiana, praying the adoption of 
the compromise measures proposed by Hon. Mr. 
CRITTENDEN; which was ordered to lie on the 
table. 


LEGISLATIVE, ETC., APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. PEARCE, fromthe Committee on Finance, 
to whom was referred the amendments of the Sen- 
ate to the bill of the House (No. 892) making 
appropriations for the legislative, executive, and 
judicial expenses of the Government for the year 
ending the 30th of June, 1862, disagreed to by the 
House, reported thereon. 

The Senate proceeded to consider its amend- 
ments to the said bill, disagreed to by the House 
of Representatives; and 

On motion of Mr. PEARCE, it was 


Resolved, That the Senate insist upon its amendments 
to the said bill disagreed to by the [ouse of Representa- 
tives, and ask a conference on the disagreeing votes of the 
two Houses thereon, 


On motion of Mr. PEARCE, it was 


Ordered, That the committee of couference on the part 
of the Senate he appointed by the Viee President. 


Mr. Pearce, Mr. Laryam, and Mr. Dixon 
were appointed. 


REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES, 
Mr. FITCH, from the Committee on Printing, 


| to whom was referred a motion to print five thou” 


sand additional copies of the Commercial. Rela- 
tions of the United States with Forcign Nations, 
for the year 1860, reported the following resolu- 
tion; which was considered by unanimous con- 
sent, and agreed to: 

Resolved, Vbat four thousand additionat copies of the 
Commercial Relations of the United States with Foreign 
Nations, for the year ending September 30, 1860, be printed, 
in quarto form, for the use of the Senate, and one thousand 
additional copies for the use of the State Department. 

CONSULAR AND DIPLOMATIC BILL. 


Mr. FESSENDEN, from the Committee on 
Finance, to whom were referred the amendments 
of the Senate to the bill (H. R. No. 864) making 
appropriations for the consular and diplomatic 


; expenses of the Government, for the year ending 
i June 30, 1862, disagreed to by the House of Rep- 
{| yesentatives, and the amendment of the House to 


the seventh amendment of the Senate to the said 
bill, reported thereon. : f 

The Senate proceeded to consider its amend- 
ments to the bill (H. R. No. 864) disagreed to 
by the House of Representatives, and the amend- 
ment of the House to the seventh amendment of 
the Senate to the said bill; and 

On motion of Mr. FESSENDEN, it was 

Resolved, That the Senate insist upon its amendments 
to the said bill, disagreed to by the House of Representa- 
tives, disagree to the amendment of the House to the seventh 
amendment of the Senate to the said bill, and ask a con- 
ference on the disagrecing votes ofthe two Houses thereon. 


On motion of Mr. FESSENDEN, it was 


Ordered, That the committee of conference on the part 
of the Senate be appointed by the Vice President. 

Mr. Fessenpen, Mr. SavLseury, and Mr. 
Crrxemay were appointed. 


INUNDATION OF THE MISSISSIPPI. 


Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas, submitted the 
following resolution; which was considered by 
unanimous consent, and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of War be requested to 
communieate to the Senate the report of Captain A. A. 
Humphreys, topographical engineers, upon the results of the 
surveys and investigations made under the act of Congress 
directing the topographical and hydrographical survey of 
the delta of the Mississippi river, with such investigations 
as might lead to determine the most practicable plan for 


| securing it from inundation. 


CLAIMS AGAINST NEW GRANADA. 


Mr. MASON. There isa bill on the Calendar 
to carry into effect the convention between the 
United States and the Republic of New Granada. 
It is simply to authorize a commission to distrib- 


a a ae ee epee en 
ute the fund paid by New-Granada ander thecon- - 
vention between the two countries... Many-citi- | 
zens of the United States are interested in it. The 
bill will take no time; and I ask, that it may be 
taken up for consideration. The bill I ‘refer to is 
Senate bill No. 543. ` 

Mr. HALE. I hope not, until petitions arein. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Sen- 
ator from Virginia. yield to the introduction of 
petitions? . i 

Mr. MASON. This bill will occupy but a few 
minutes., Itis one of greal public interest, and I 
think more so than the presentation of petitions. 
Task the Senate to take it up. 

Mr. CAMERON. After petitions are through 
with, I shall have no objection. I ask the gentle- 
man to allow me a moment for that purpose. I 
have had petitions on my hands for a week, and 
I want to get clear of them. 

Mr. MASON. The gentleman knows very 
well, if I yield the floor I shall not-again have an . 
opportunity to get the bill up. i : 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator 
from Virginia moves to take up a. bill to carry 
into effecta convention between the United States 
and the Republic of New Granada. ; 

Mr. MASON. It will take but a few minutes. 

The motion was agreed to; and the bill (S. No. 
548) to carry into effect a convention between the 
United States and the Republic of New Granada, 
was read the second time, and considered ag in | 
Committee of the Whole. It provides that the . 
President of the United States, by and. with the - 
advice and consent of the Senate, shall appoint 
acommissioner, whose duty it shall be, conjointly 
with a commissioner appointed by the Govern- 
ment of New Granada, to investigate, adjust, and 
determine the amount of the claims of citizens of 
the United States against the Government of New 
Granada, pursuant to the terms of a convention ° 
signed at Washington, on the 10th of September, 
1857. And in like manner the President is to/ap- 
point a secretary to the commissioner in behalf 
of the United States, versed in the. English and - 
Spanish languages, and the board is authorized 
to appoint a clerk; and provision is made for the 
compensation of the respective officers who .are 
to be appointed, and for such contingent expenses 
| of the commission on the part of the United States 
as shall be reasonable and proper. The commis- . 
sioner on the part of the United States, in conjunc- ` 
tion with the commissioner on the part of the Gov- 
ernment of New Granada, are to be authorized to 
make all needful rules and regulations for con- , 
ducting the business of their commission; and the 
Secretary of State is to transmit to the commis- — 
| sioner such papers or records relating to the com- 
mission as he may deem proper, or as may be 
called for by the commissioners; and at the term- 
ination of the commission, all the records, docu- 
ments, and all other papers which have been 
brought before the commissioners, or which may 
be in possession of their secretary, are to be de- 
| posited in the Department of State; but the com- 
missioner on the part of New Granada is not to 
be prevented from depositing in the Department 
of State certified copies or duplicates of papers filed 
on behalf of his Government instead of originals. 
Upon suggestion by any claimant that a witness 
whose testimony may be deemed important to 
him, refuses, or is unwilling, to testify in regard 
to his claim, it will be competent for the board of 
commissioners to issue a commission to some 
suitable person to take the testimony of the wit- 
ness, ind. such witness may be compelled to ap- 
| pear and testify before such commissioners in the 
same manner as is now provided by law in the 
case of commissions issued from the courts of the 
United States. All acknowledgment of indebted- 
ness on the part of the Government of New Gra- 
nada to claimants, citizens of the United States, 
not exceeding in the amount awarded any one 
; citizen the sum of $1,000, being established by the 
award of the board of commissioners, is to be 
delivered to the Government of the United States, 
and made payable thereto; and the United States 
will thereupon assume and pay to such claimants, 
at the Treasury, upon the certificate of the board 
of commissioners, whatsoever sums of money 
shall have been severally awarded them, the Gov- 
ernment of the United States becoming thereby 
| the creditor of the Government of New Granada, 
for the aggregate of all sums so assumed and 
| paid, and entitled to receive, to that extent, the 
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_ payment stipulated and guarentied under the third 
atticle of the convention. =- Ube 

“Phe bill appropriates a sufficient sum to pay 
the compensation of the officers, the contingent 

expenses of the conmissioner on the part of the 

United. States, the compensation and expenses of 

the umpire under the convention, which is re- 

quired to be defrayéd- by the United States; and 

Ike wise the wards which may be made. 

“The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair ob- 
serves, and regrets to observe, general and loud 
conversation in all parts of the galleries. The 
Chair has now to announce that that conversation 
niust bé entirely suspended. Itinterferesseriously 
with the progress of the business. of the body. 

Mr. GREEN.. Mr. President-—— f 

Mr. MASON. Let me perfect the bill. 

‘Mr. GREEN, I wish to propose anamendment. 

‘My. MASON, I submit to the Senator that, 
representing the Committee on Foreign Relations, 
who reported the bill, I should be allowed to per- 
fect it first, and then he can move his amendments 
afterwards. : : 

Mr. GREEN. ` Very well. 

Mr. MASON. In section three there are two 
blanks. The first is for the compensation of the 
commissioner. This bill, mutatis mutandis, is pre- 
cisely similar to the bill for the same character of 
claims against the Government of Paraguay. The 
duration of the commission to adjust the claims 
against the Republic of Paraguay was limited, by 
the terms of the treaty, to three months, and Con- 
gress, in raising that commission, fixed the com- 

pensation of the commissioner at $1,500. There 
is a letter here from the Department, accompany- 
ing the convention, dated the 22d of January, in 
which the Secretary says: 

“Phe act.of May 18, 1860, to carry into effect the con- 
vention bëtivéen tHe United States and the Republic of Par- 
aguay, would, tt is believed, cover the stipulations of the 
conventions. bat it was difficult to find a person of suitable 
qualifications to accept the office of commissioner under 
the convention with Paraguay at the low rate of compen- 
sation which was provided by the act carrying it into effect. 
Itis consequently suggested that, as the commission under 
the convention with Costa Rica—”? 

‘Tt refers equally to New Granada— 

ized, to be extended to nine months, the pay of 


office. 
Mr. MASON. 


rather more than the Secretary. recommended, to 


Allow me one moment. It is 
avoid fractions. The Secretary recommended 
compensation. at the rate of $3,000; but as the 
commission is to continue only nine months, this 
sum is ata rate rather more than that. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator 
from Virginiamoves to amend by filling the blank 
with '$2,500.”? 

Mr, GWIN.. [suggest to the Senator who rep- 
resents the committee, that nine months is a very 
short-period in which to transact all this business. 
Thereare claims to the amount of $600,000 in Cal- 
ifornig. Iam very sorry that limitation is in the 

ill, : 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. MASON: The next blank is in line six 
of the third section, ‘for services of secretary and 
interpreter.” ‘The law requires that that secretary 
shall be versed in the English and Spanish lan- 


guages, requiring a peculiar sort of man. I move | 


to.fill that blank with $2,000. 
The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. SEWARD. ‘In behalf of the Committee 
on Foreign Relations, | wish to move a further 
amendment; to strike out of section seven the fol- 
lowing words: 

“ Not exceeding, in the amount awarded any one citizen, 
the sum of 1,000.7? : 

Mr. SEWARD. It was thought there was no 
necessity for that discrimination in the bill. 

Mr GREEN, ‘That is the identical amend- 
ment I intended to propose. 


Mr. SEWARD. I always think, when Tcome ii 


| said commi 


ator, that F am sure to be right. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. MASON. Since. this bill was reported, 
the necessity has arisen for a similar. convenuon 
to adjust claims that have been admitted by the 
Republic of Costa Rica; and I therefore offer, as 
an amendment to this bill, exactly the same pro- 
visions, to. carry out. the convention with Costa 
Rica, as are contained in the bill to carry out the 
convention with New. Granada. I offer it as an 
amendment to this bill in order that both may be 
provided for in the same bill: 

Sec. 9. That the President of the United States, by and 
with the advice and consent of the Senate, shall appoint 
a commissioner, whose daty it shal} be, conjointly with 
a commissioner appointed by the Government of Costa 
Rica, to investigate, adjust, and determine the amount of 
the claims of citizens of the United States against the Gov- 
ernment of Costa Rica, pursuant to the terms of a conven- 
tion signed at San Josc, on the 2d day of July, 1860. 

Sec. 10, And be it further enacted, That the compensa- 
tion of the commissioner for whose appointment provision 
is made bg this act, shall be, in full for his services, $— 5 
and the President of the United States shall be, and he is 
hereby, authorized to make such provision for the contin- 
gent expenses of the said commission on the part of the 
United States.as shall tohim appear reasonable and proper. 

Sec. il. And be it further enacted, That the said com- 
missioner on the part of the United States, in conjunction 
with the commissioner on the part of Costa Rica, shall be, 
and he is hereby, authorized to make ail neediul rules and 
regulations for conducting the business of their said com- 
mission; such rules and regujations not contravening the 
Constitution of the United States, the provisions of this act, 
or the provisions of the said convention. 

Sec. 12 And be it further enacted, That the Secretary of 
State is hereby authorized. and required to transmit to the 
sioucr such papers or- records relating to the 
said commission as he may deem proper, or as may be 
called for by the said commissioners, and at the termina- 
tion of the commission, all the records, documents, and al} 
other papers which have been brought before the commis- 
sioners, or which may be in possession of their secretary, 
shall be deposited in the Department of State: Provided, 
That this section shall not be so construcd as to prevent 
the commissioner on the part of Costa Rica from deposit- 


to the same conclusion with the honorable Sen- 


ing in the said Department certified copies or duplicates | 


of papers filed on bebalf of his Government, instead of ori- 
inals. 

Sec. 13. And be it further enacted, That upon suggestion 
by any claimant that a witness whose testimony may be 
deemed important to him, refuses or is unwilling to testify 
in regard to his claim, it shall be competent for said board 
of commissioners to issue a commission to some suitable 
person to take the testimony of such witness, and such 
witness may be compelled to appear and testify before such 
commissioners in the same manner as is now provided by 
{nw in the case of commissions issued from the courts of the 
United States. 

Sec. 14, And he it further enacted, That for the compen- 
sation of the commission authorized by the first section, 
and the contingent expenses of the commission on the part 
of the United States, and for the compensation and ex- 
penses of the umpire under the said convention, which are 
required to be defrayed by the United States, such sums as 
may be necessary be, and they hereby are, appropriated, 
out or any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropri- 
ated. 


The PRESIDINGOFFICER.. The Chair ob- 
serves certain blanks in this amendment. Does 


f the Senator from Virginia propose to fill them? 


Mr. MASON. {think there is but one blank. 
There is a blank there for the salary of the com- 
missioner. If there is any other, the Secretary 
will be good enough to notify the Chair. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That is the 
only onc, the Chair is informed. 

Mr. MASON. The commission in this case 
also is limited in its duration to nine months, as 
was the case with New Granada. I move to fill 
the blank with the same sum, $2,500. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed 


| to. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chairun- 


derstands from the Secretary that a verbal amend- 
ment is required in the fourteenth section, to make 
it conform. 

Mr. MASON. Itisa mere verbal modification 
that is-required, to strike out “second,” and 
insert ** tenth.” 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That modifi- 
cation will be made. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended; 
and the amendments were concurred in, and the 
bill ordered to be engrossed, and read a third time. 
It was read the third time, and passed. 


Mr. GREEN. The title of the bill ought to be | 


amended, by adding the words * and Costa Rica. iad 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. That modifi- 
cation will be made by common consent. 
PRINTING OF DOCUMENTS. 


Mr. FITCH. I am directed by the Committee 


on Printing, to whom was referred a bill (S. No, 
552) relative to printing extra numbers of mes- 
sages, reports, and documents, to report it back 
without amendment, and recommend its passage. 
It is designed to protect Congress from and after 
the 4th of March, under the new system of print- 
ing, from errors, &c., into which they are now 
almost necessarily led. The bill is very brief, and. 
can lead to no discussion; and I desire to put it 
on its passage at once. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator 
from Indiana asks the general consent of the Sen- 
ate to consider the bill indicated by him. 

Mr. CAMERON. I hope not. 

Mr. FITCH. If there is any opposition, I 
shall na pressit. Itisamatter of public interest, 

Mr. CAMERON. I have a motion to make of 
more importance. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Objection be- 
ing made to its consideration, the bill lies over. 

Mr. FITCH. Does a single objection carry 
the consideration of the bill over? et 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It does, on the 
day it is reported. ; 

COUNTING OF ELECTORAL VOTES. 


Mr. CAMERON. I move now to take up the 
regular orderof the day, thetartf bill. [Oh no !”] 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Before we proceed to the 
consideration of that bill, which of course will 
take considerable time to dispose of, 1 desire to 
make a report in connection with our business 
to-day in the other House. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Sen- 
ator from Pennsylvania yield the floor? . 

Mr.CAMERON. I cannot, unless it is under- 
stood that I give way only for that purpose; and 
that, after that, my motion can be carried into 
effect, 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I suppose itisa privileged 
question, connected with the election of President, 
to carry out the action of the two Houses meeting 
in joint convention. I am instructed by the com- 
mittee appointed on the part of the Senate and 
the House of Representatives to make a report. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Sen- 
ator from Pennsylvania yield the floor? 

Mr. CAMERON. ith the understanding 
that my motion is to be carried into effect imme- 
diately afterwards, I will. 

Mr. HALE. 1 do not agree to that. 

Mr. CAMERON. Then I do not yield. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I move to suspend all 
other business for the purpose of making a report 
from the committee of the two Houses, in con- 
nection with the election of President. It is a 
mere formal resolution, and I suppose it will be 
adopted in a moment. 

Mr. MASON. It seems to me to be but re- 
spectful to a coérdinate department of the Gov- 
ernment, that this subject should be acted on 
promptly. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair has 
no hesitation in regarding the. proposition of the 
Senator from Illinois as a privileged one, con- 
nected as it is with the proceedings of this day in 
reference to the election of President and Vi 8 
President, and will receive the report of the Sen- 
ator from [linois. 

Mr. CAMERON. Then I shall give way; be- 
cause, if it is a privileged question, it daes not in- 
terfere with my motion. 

Mr. BIGLER. Certainly not. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. The committee of the two 
Houses, appointed to devise a mode for canvass- 
ing the votes for President and Vice President of 
the United States, and for notifying the persons 
elected of their election, have instructed me to 
make the following report: 


That the joint committee, in further execution of the 
duties with which they were charged by the two Houses 
of Congress, have agreed to the following resolution, in 
which resolution their committee recommend to the Sen- 
ate to concur: 

Resolved, Thata committee of one member of the Senate 


| be appointed by that body, to join a committee of two 
| members of the House of Representatives to be appointed 


by that House, to wait on Abraham Lincoln, of IHinois, 
and to notify him that he has been duly elected President 
of the United States for four years, commencing with the 
4th day of March, 1861; and also to notity Hannibal ifam- 
lin, of Maine, that he has been duly elected Vice President 


| of the United States for four years, commencing with the 
| 4th day of March, 1861. 


Mr. MASON. I do not know whether that 
resolution is in the usual form, and I will ask the. 


| Senator that question. 


1861. 
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Mr. TRUMBULL. It is copied from prior 
resolutions. . 

The resolution was considered 
consent, and agreed to. 


PERSONAL EXPLANATION, 


Mr. FITCH, (while Mr. Simmows was address- 
ing the Senate on the tariff bill.) I dislike very 
much to interrupt the Senator from Rhode Island, 
or any other gentleman, while speaking; but I ap- 
peal to his courtesy to yield me the floor for a mo- 
ment, fora personal explanation, though on a mat- 
ter which is, perhaps, of little importance in itself. 

Mr. SIMMONS, Certainly. 

Mr. FITCH Idesire the Clerk to read an ex- 
tract, which I have marked, from the report pre- 
sented to the House of Representatives yesterday, 
on the subject of the Indian bonds. Itis very 
brief, 

The Secretary read, as follows: 

& By reference to the abstract marked ‘A,’ herewith trans- 
mitted, it will be seen that the Government still holds State 
bonds and certificates and United States stocks for certain 
Indian tribes to the amount of $2,525,241 82. These bonds, 
as well asthe eight hundred and seventy abstracted, and one 
Indiana bond handed to Hon. G. N. Fircu, and not returned 
by him to the Department, tor reasons assigned in his cor- 
respondence with Godard Bailey, were purchased trom time 
to time, by authority of law, with the money of the Indians 
arising trom treaty stipulations.” 

Mr. FITCH. Had the correspondence been 
published in the Globe, of course it would have 
borne its own explanation, and I should never 
have alluded to it; but that not being published, 
I deem it proper to state the reasons why this 
bond has not been returned. Itis the bond to 
which I alluded a day or two since, when asking 
the Senate to refer, with instructions, a certain 
bill to the Judiciary Committee, in order to bring 
to a close the conuoversy between my State and 
the United States relative to payment of interest 
on Indiana bonds held in trust by Government. 
Some years since (to state briefly the manner in 
which the bond came into my possession) the 
Secretary of the Interior, either personally or 
through some clerk—I do not recollect, it is im- 
material which—stated to me, as one of the Sen- 
ators from Indiana and a member of the Commit- 
tee on Indian Affairs, that these bonds were held 
in trust by him for the Indians, and the interest 
was unpaid by Indiana; that he was about to ask 
Congress to authorize him, or some one else, to 
institute proceedings in law, or in some other 
manner, for the security orrecovery ofthe amount 
of the bonds and the interest, unless the State 
consented to some arrangement by which the in- 
terest was promptly paid. 

Of course, like any representative from any 
other State, I was unwilling that my State should 
be placed before Congress in the attitude in which 
a debate on any such proceedings would place it; 
and at the suggestion, therefore, of the officer 
with whom the conversation was had, I opened 
a correspondence with the then executive of In- 


by unanimous 


diana, upon the subject; and_in order that the | 


application on the part of the Department should 
be thoroughly understood by the State Executive, 
and the class of bonds known, the Secretary 
placed in my hands one of the bonds—a $1,000 
bond—as a specimen of its class, that I might in- 
close or describe it to the Governor. The cor- 
respondence resulted, as I remarked the other day 
in the debate, namely: in my discovering that the | 
bond was of a class which the State supposed it 
had provided the means of paying, or at least re- 
leased itself from any direct liability for payment 
in other manner, by the passage of the bill by 
which it agreed to surrender the Wabash and 
Eric canal for the bonds. The United States never 
surrendered the bonds in their possession, in or- 
der to exchange them for certificates in the stock 
of the canal; and it is not now, nor was it two 
years since, probable that Congress would au- 
thorize such an exchange, because the canal has 
proved worthless. By this correspondence, there- | 
tore, 1 learned that the bonds were no better, ap- 
parently, than waste paper; and hence some care- 
lessness, probably, in not seeing that the one | 


placed in my hands was immediately returned to 
the Department. During the correspondence that 
bond became mislaid, whether among the Gov- 
ernor’s papers or mine, I know not; but having 
been placed in my custody by the Department, 
and I alone being responsible for its return, 1t 
should be among my papers, and therefore I as- | 
sume all the responsibility and all the blame, if | 


f 
i 
Hi 
1 
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blame there be, for its not having been promptly’ 
returned. : 
That it will be found and returned, there can 
scarce be a doubt. It will thus be seen that one 
of the, perhaps too few, good-natured acts of my 
life; an act to which I assented out of regard, on 
the one side, to the good name and reputation of 
my State; and, on the other, a desire, in the dis- 
charge of what I felt to be a duty, to save to the 
United States Treasury a sum. annually appro- 
priated.to meet interest which the officers of the 
Government claimed was due from that State, has 
caused my name to be lugged into this House 
report in a sort of semi-juxtaposition with a recent 
matter, and one altogether foreign to that which 
was the subject of correspondence between the 
Department and myself. I say with the Depart- 
ment, because part of the correspondence was 
directly with the Secretary, not all, as the report 
would imply, with his clerk. A description of 
the bond is recorded in the Department, and its 
identification therefore easy. As the matter oc- 
curred some years (two, or thereabouts) since, as 
it had no connection, direct or remote, with that 
which it was supposed the committee was ap- 
pointed to investigate, as no loss could, by any 
possibility, occur from it to the United States, or 
gain to any individual, I do not, I confess, clearly 
comprehend the necessity for making allusion to 
ita part of the report. Neither isthe motive any 
moreclear Relative to that, however, I will in- 
dulgein no supposition, trusting it was one whi 
if known, would commend itself to respect. 


THE TARIFF. 


On motion of Mr. CAMERON, the Senate, as 
in Committee of the Wholc, resumed the consid- 
eration of the bill (II. R. No. 338) to provide for 
the payment of outstanding Treasury notes, to 
authorize a loan, to regulate and fix the duty on 
imports, and for other purposes. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair is 
advised that there are several amendments which 
have been reported from the select committee; 
and the first thing in order will be the considera- 
tion of the amendments reported from that com- 
mittee. 

Mr. SIMMONS. Mr. President, as this bill 
is brought up for the purpose of being considered 
by the Senate at the present time, I shall proceed 
to state, for the information of the Senate, the 
grounds taken by the committee, and the reasons 
upon which they have based the amendments 
they propose to it. I had not supposed myself 
that this bill would be taken up this morning any 
further than to assign it for consideration to-mor- 
row; and perhaps 1 have not here some of the | 
data which Lintended to read. If the Senate pre- 
fer to take these amendments up in the order in 
which they are proposed, and act upon them, I | 
will explain them; but I have been requested to 
state the general grounds on which these amend- 
ments are suggested by some members who are 
in favor of the bill. | 

Mr. SEWARD. J wish to make a suggestion 


to the Senator from Rhode Island. f 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Sen- | 
ator from Rhode Island yield? 

Mr. SIMMONS. Certainly. 

Mr. SEWARD. I understood the honorable 
Senator to ask whether it was proposed to take 
up the amendments first, or that he should go on. 

Mr. SIMMONS. Yes, sir. 

Mr. SEWARD. I wish simply to give him 
notice that, at the proper time—to suit his own 
convenience about it—I shall propose to strike | 
out of this bill the provisions, as well of the | 
amendments as of the original bill, for abolishing 
or modifying the warehousing system of the Uni- 
ted States. I will submit that motion at his con- 
venience, either now or at any other time. 

Mr. SIMMONS. Well, sir, perhaps it might | 


of the-operation:of the present: tariff for the three 
entire years that it has been in operation, together 
with the returns-of the first half of the current 

ear, with the estimate of the Secretary of the 

reasury for what will come in in the two remain- 
ing quarters of the present year, we found that, 
under the provisions of the tariff actof 1857, there 
have been thrown on the markét inthe first three 
years $1,017,000,000, upon which there have been 
paid $144,000,000 in duties. The current year, 
taking what has been paid for the first two quar- 
ters, and what has been estimated by the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury for the next two, will give 
$40,000,000 of revenue; and thus:we have, forfour 
years, $184,000,000 of duties upon importations 
of about $1,300,000,000; showing an average duty 
of 143 per cent., and an average income of the 
sum of $46,000,000. The expenditures for the 
three years, whith ‘are entire years, under. this 
bill, have been $66,000,000 perannum. Last year 
they were only $60,000,000; but it,will be recol- 
lected that the Post Office appropriation bill for 
that year failed, and was paid during this year; 
making an average of $68,000,000 for each year 
of the last three, exclusive of payments on ac- 
count of interest on the public debt. “That is just 
$20,000,000 more than we have received annually, 
beside the interest on the public debt; which, at 
the end of the present fiscal year, will amount to 
over $5,500,000 per:annum. When this Admin- 
istration came into power, there was a public debt 
requiring about $1,500,000 interest per annum. 
That debt has been increased, and will have been 
increased, by the end of this fiscal year, to an 
| amount which will require $4,000,000 additional 
per annum; making a deficit, under. the present 
tariff law, of $24,000,000 annually; for, I take 
it, that the incidental payments--paymenis for 
claims, &c.—will absorb‘all that we receive from 
the public lands. 

We therefore had to provide, or seek to. provide, 
for a deficiency of from $20,000,000 to $24,000,000 
a year; and like all other questions of this kind, 
it is very easy for people to complain of any mode 
for increasing your revenue, but very difficult to 
find anybody willing to pay a dollar towards its 
increase. Ihave found that the invariable rule. 
Every interest that you propose to require money 
from, comes here with a protest and a committee 
to back it up invariably, We therefore supposed 
i it was our duty to propose a measure that would 
increase this revenue at least $20,000,000 a year. 
The rate of duty under the present law having 
realized about 14} per cent., the actual rates would 
be 16 per cent. if equal amounts were imported 
in all the schedules. We propose to carry, the 
| measure up to an average of 20 per cent, upon the 

whole importations—about what the late Seeretary 
of the Treasury in his first annual report said this 
present bill would yield. It is an addition, to. the 
present rates of about one third—nearly 30 per 
cent. We have endeavored to attain that end. 
We have carried up many of the articles:of these 
schedules from one fourth to one third, embrac- 
ling many things on the dutiable schedules that 
have hitherto been free. In almost every ques- 
tion in which we have imposed higher rates of 
duties than the existing law, we. have been met by - 
delegations fairly representing the wishes, un- 
doubiedly, of those who sent them here, remon- 
strating against the increase. 

I have now given a general outline of the ne- 
cessity of this bill. I believe nabody supposes 
that in any probable contingency we can import 
any considerable amount annually more than we 
have done for the last three years. There were 
larger importations in those three years than there 
have been for any three years since the existence 
ofthe Government, bya very considerableamount. 
They were 15 or 20 per cent. larger than they 
ever were before, in any three previous years. 
They were three very prosperous years, inter- 


have been as well for the Senator from New York 
to hear the reasons for that amendment before he | 
concluded to vote against it. 

Mr. SEWARD. I gave the honorable Sena- 
tor notice that I desired to hear him; and so I} 
suspended the offering of the amendment until I | 
should hear his remarks. | 

Mr. SIMMONS. I was about to say, when I | 
was interrupted, that the committee to which this į 
subject was referred had first to consider the state | 
of the finances of the country. Having obtained | 
a report from the proper Department of the result | 


rupted at one time, in 1857; but the aggregate 
amount of importations in that year was nearly 
300,000,000, including the quantity in the ware- 
house. In raising this revenue, the committee 
| concluded to go upon the general plan, where they 
| had made specific duties, of placing about 25 per 
| cent, upon the fair, wholesale market value of 

goods, as the duty specifically to be laid, where 
the value was known to them. Where those 

values were not distinctly known in this country, 
| they have fixed upon a rate of 30 per cent. as a 
| maximum upon those articles which come in com- 
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petition with the labor and industry of our coun- 
try. As an exception to this, they have raised 
‘the duty to 33yper cent. on such wines as are not 
specific. They have put a specific duty upon the 
higher cost wines, as well as a specific duty upon 
brandies and spirits. 

Imake the statement of the general outline of 
the plan. It will not do for Senators to criticise 
this measure by the statements that have. been 
printed and laid on our tables, in order to see 
whether or not we have exceeded those rates. 
During the investigation on this subject, there has 
been an unusual degree of interest’ manifested 
throughoutthe country. Various memorials have 
come here saying this was suddenly sprung upon 
the country, asking us to delay its consideration 
until they could find out what the provisions of 
thisbill were; but we could find no reason for 
delay when we came to reflect that this bill has 
been printed more than two years; that it passed 
the House of Representatives very nearly a year 
ago; was printed in all the newspapers; came here 
to the Senate, and was referred to the Committee 
on Finance, Í believe, on the 10th of May last; 
and has been, so far as the friends of a sound 
system of duties are concerned, approved of and 
intended to be passed from that day to this, when- 
ever there was an opportunity to get at its con- 
sideration. 

We haye endeavored strictly to confine our- 
selves within the rules that I have stated in the 
-general ronte of travel in changing this revenue 
system. We have not been unmindful, at the 
same time, of the effect that such increased rates 
‘of ‘duty would have upon the industry of the 
country, upon the consumers of merchandise of 
the country, and its effect upon commerce; for, 
let me say, that every member of that committee, 
so far as I know, and I believe every one, ex- 
pressed the opinion that they regarded the navi- 
gating and commercial interests of this country 
with as high a degree of favor as any other pur- 
suits in the country. There is no purpose to 
trench upon them or to raise this revenue to their 
detriment any further than a suflicient revenue 
may provea detriment to all who have to pay the 
taxes. There was no purpose of crippling any 
branch of trade. The delegations that have been 
before us from the different cities representing 
the commercial and navigating interests of the 
country, have all been.assured that we intend no 
hostile purpose against those branches of busi- 
ness and industry; and I trust they were assured 
in such a manner that they will return to their 
constituencies and make that declaration without | 
hesitation. 

The Senator from New York has called my 
attention to the warehousing system; and as that 
is upon my mind, 1 will speak upon it now. The 
committee have very much increased the time 
allowed by the bill as it came from the House of 
Representatives. That biil required the duties to 
be paid within one month from the time of entry, 
and all goods in warehouse io pay the duties in 
cash within thirty days from the passage of this 
bill. We have taken into consideration the pe- 
culiar state of the country, the vast amount of 
imports now in the warehouses, and in order to 
prevent a sudden call on these importers for the 
amount of revenue upon those imports, have con- 
cluded to postpone the operation of the bill in ref- 
erence to the warehouse system for nearly five 
months, until the Ist of July next, leaving the im- 
porters of those goods an opportunity, and then, 
after that time, we are not to call for the duties 
under three months, postponing all claim upon 
the goods now in warehouse until the Ist of Oc- 
tober next, unless they desire to take them out 
sooner for consumption. We considered that was 
due to the present condition of the country—altered 
as it has been in many respects since the orders 
for these goods was given—in order to relieve the 
importers from any sudden call on them for the 
payment of these duties, much as the Treasury 
required them. Lam told that the amount of these 
goods at present in warehouse is from $50,000,000 
to $60,000,060, with an amount of duty on them 
perhaps of $10,000,000 or $12,000,000. 

We have then made a farther provision that, 
after the duties have been"paid, the importers shall | 
have a right to reship these goods to any portin 
a foreign country any time within six months | 
thereafter, and have a return of the duties, with 
& reduction of 1 per cent. J suggested toa meet- | 
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ing of a committee of the Chamber of Commerce 
of New York, that, if it was to their conve- 
nience, I would be willing to extend it to nine 
months beyond that time; making in all, from the 
time of entry to the time at which they would 
have a right to a return of the duties, one year. 
A single member of that. committee said that 
he thought that ought to be satisfactory; others 
thought the time should be extended even further; 
but, upon consultation with other members of the 
committee, we thought that that was as long a 
time as was safe for the Treasury. We thought 
it was the duty of the committee to look to the 
interests of this Government. One of the reasons 
for not extending the time for the payment of 
duties is this: goods go into warehouse to a very 
much larger extent than usual when there is a re- 
vulsion in trade. At the very time when the Gov- 
ernment is getting but very little moncy from im- 
portations, owing to the stagnation of business, 
what little imports come in go into warehouse to 
avoid the payment of duties, as we have scen 
within the last sixty days; and we have been 
driven into the streets for money with the exac- 
tions that have been made upon this Government, 
of from 12 to 36 percent. per annum, for the loan 
of money for a year. 

That circumstance seems to be brought up here 
by some members of the Senate as a matter of 
gratification to them that the Government of the 
United States should be reduced to these necessi- 
ties. It is a matter of great mortification to me 
that the credit of this Government should be im- 
paired ander any circumstances; and it is for the 
reasormhat we cannot afford to give these exten- 
sive eredits that we have hitherto done, that the 
committee thoughtit prudent and expedient, nay, 
even indispensable, to the safety of the Govern- 
ment that they should be shortened. When cred- 
its were extended, and this warchousc system was 
first adopted, one year was the extent of the term 
for which they could lie in warehouse; but, as our 
resources increased, we had vast amounts of 
money in our Treasury doing nobody any good, 
locked up from the community; and these credits 
were enlarged in order that the money might do 
good to somebody, and they were enlarged with- 
out interest, and properly enlarged ; for any facil- 
ity we can give to trade and commerce, without 
paying too dearly for it ourselves, we ought cheer- 
fully to give. But when we come to such a pass 
that the interests of the Government require us 
either to exact this pay in arcasonable time, or to 
go into the street to hire money to carry on the 
Government, I think duty to the Government re- 
quires us to shorten the credit within a reasona- 
ble time, not to shorten it so that we should em- 
barrassthe importers ofmerchandise. We propose 
to give them three months to look about them- 
selves, and make arrangements and negotiations 
by which to obtain money to pay these duties; 
whereas the hill, asit originally passed the House, 
provided that the duties should be paid in thirty 


days. 

‘Avother consideration for notextending the time 
for this drawback beyond nine months is this: 
these debenture bonds, as they used to be called, 
where goods were subject to drawback, will ac- 
cumulate and enlarge themselves according to the 
length of the time they are outstanding; and we 
j thought thatthe sam of $5,000,000, or $6,000,000, 
perhaps $10,000,000, in active times of commerce, 
would be as much as it would be safe to allow to 


times; for it will be recollected that the period of 
the greatest exportation of this foreign merchan- 


revulsion of trade in this country. When the mar- 
ket is dull here, merchants look abroad to seli the 
goods that are in warehouse. When the market 


i| is dull here, the receipts of the Treasury are small; | 


| and at the very time when we shall be receiving 
the least into the Treasury, there will be most of 


| ture bonds come upon the Treasury for payment; 
so that it will cut us off at both ends, 
be receiving litde and paying out much in times 
of revulsion. 
judgment, is as much as it is safe to let accumu- 


after duties are paid, beyond nine months. Lam 
willing to do that much for the convenience of the 


| merchants. 


accumulate against the Treasury in prosperous | 


dise that is in our warehouses, is when thereisa Í 


| make the cost less and the duties more upon t 


these goods exported, and most of these deben- ! 


e shali | 


Five or six million dollars, in my | 
n n ‘ ‘ 1- | poundsterling. Tasked thegentleman who han¢ 
late against the Treasury at such times. For this | 
reason, we thought we should not extend the time, | 


I have stated it to these different gentlemen, who 
represented the great commercial cities, and I had 
thonght and expected that the disposition of the 
committee to do everything within the verge of 
prudence that they could do, without jeopardiz- 
ing the Treasury too much, would have satisfied 
these importers of foreign merchandise. But, Mr. 
President, whatever these delegations may say 
when they return to their constituents, I will say 
for them that they pressed their free-trade notions 
here, and their adherence to that ido] with more 
than an eastern devotion. Nothing will induce 
them to give up this idea of having goods remain 
three years without paying duties. No conces- 
sions that I have been able to make will appease 
them; and therefore, notwithstanding the state- 
ment of the Senator from New York, if he shalt 
move to strike this all out, and leave it at three 
years, I shall appeal to the Senate, when that 
time comes, to protect the Government of their 
country. I shall beas liberal as I think the Gov- 
ernment can afford to be; for it is a great deal 
more pleasant to be liberal than to be exacting, 
and more according to my disposition; but I know 
itis time that this Government was looking about 
it, and providing means for its expenses without 
resorting to loans every year. 

I have stated that for four years I have endeav- 
ored to induce those who had the charge of the 
finances of the Government to look at this thing as 
it was, and try to provide a remedy forit. We 
have been put off with promises ard hopes and 
delusions that this thing would yet come outright; 
that we should get money enough under the pres- 
ent tariff to carry on the Government. Instead 
of that, we have got au average of $46,000,000 a 
year, forfour years, in the most prosperous times 
the country ever knew for importations. As to 
these estimates in regard to the receipts for the 
prosent two quarters, ł say nothing about them. 

take them as the Secretary hands them, whether 
too much or too little. I never venture, myself, 
to say what six months will bring in. I can only 
tell, and only profess to be able to tell, very neari 
what $100,000,000, under any particular tari, 
will yield in revenues; but as to how many hun- 
dred millions will come in in a year, is a matter Į 
never have ventured a conjecture on. 

As to these immense rates which have been 
charged in this bill, and which have been got up 
to elucidate the difficulties of collecting the reve- 
nue with specifié duties, or with duties paty 
specific and partly ad valorem, I believe i shall 
defer any comments upon them until we come to 
the practicalapplication on the amendments which 
the committee have reported. I wil! only say, in 
passing, that these gentlemen who have called on 
me have appeared to be very candid men. They 
have answered every question I have asked them, 
as to the market value of the goods they have 
made calculations upon, with the utmost frank- 
ness. I have no doubt they intended to make 
these statements fairly; but they have been most 
egregiously mistaken as to the laws of the Uni- 
ted States for the collection of revenue that now 
exist, and as to the probable results of this bill 
now under consideration. In many instances, I 
sec they vary 20 or 30 per cent. upon the duties 
now imposed upon the merchandise that they 
pass upon. For instance, they take carpets, and 
they say the present duty is 19 per cent.; and we 
are going to raise it to a fabulous amount. If 
understand the act of 1857, and the raen who are 
importing under it tell me aright, the duty nowis 
24, instead of 19 per cent. Then, in all these cal- 
culations, I sce they reckon the pound sterling at 
$4 44. Everybody that knows anything about 
it, Knows that our laws require duties to be as- 
sessed at $4 84 to the pound sterling; so that they 
uS 
specific amount by 10 per cent. , besides what mis- 
takes they make in reckoning the rates of duty; 
and they make a vast inerease in these duties, 
when in fact there is no increase at all. 

I was struck with one of these tables that 
showed the enormous rates on woolen goods and 
shawls, that duty was from 29! to 41 per cent., 
upon this English calculation of $4 44 to the 
e 
ed 
nie this table to tell me the cost of the shawls that 
he was seiling and dealt in. He gave me their 
cost, and gave me the amount of daty in this bill 
by the pound rate, calculated in cents and parts 


i of a cent, and then the percentage, and after hav- 


1861. 


ing told him we designed to my 30 per cent. upon 
these foreign goods, he gave me five specimens. 
The first shawl cost him 12} francs, weighed 
cighteen ounces, and paid 68 cents duty; that was 
3] per cent.upon the dutiable value. The next one 
cost 17 francs, weighed twenty-one ounces, and 
paid 93 cents; that is 30 per cent. The next one 
cost 22 francs, weighed thirty-one ounces, paid 
$1 14duty, which was 31 per cent. The fourth 
cost 25 frances, weighed thirty ounces, and paid 
$1 33. duty, which was 30 per cent. The next 
cost 32 francs, weighed thirty-nine ounces, and 
paid $1 74 duty, which was 30 per cent. There 
were five attieles that he had on his paper, in all 
of which we came within 1 per cent. in our cal- 
culations of what were the actual duties on his in- 
voice. 1 told him that, though we were not all 
Yankees, we were all pretty good at guessing. 

I then asked him the wholesale price of these 
goods as he sold them. Fe gave me the price of 
the first, on which he paid 68 cents duty, as $3 50, 
the wholesale market value. That at 20 per cent. 
would be 70 cents, and the duty was 68 cents. 
The next one cost him 17 francs, which would pay 
93 cents duty, and it was sold at $5, at whole- 
sale. We put it at 93 cents, which lacks 7 cents 
of being 20 per cent. on the home value. The 
next originally cost 22 francs, and sold for $6, 
and paid $1 14 duty. Twenty per cent. on that 
would be $1 20, 6 cents more” than he will have 
to pay. The next was the one which cost 25 
francs, and the price was $7 50, and will pay 
$1 33 duty, Twenty per cent. on the selling price 
would have been $i 50. The next was the 32 
francs one, which paid $1 74 duty, and sold for 
from $8 50 to $9, which would be $I 80 duty 
at 20 percent.; and the duty under this bill is 

1 74. Thus, in all these cases of these cnormous 

igh duties, as they are called, that T have been 
able to get at specifically, I do not find a real in- 
stance where, according to the value in the New 
York wholesale market, we put a duty on the 
goods of over 20 per cent., although we designed 
to putit at 25 per cent., and where we knew the 
price, we did put it at that; so that we can under- 
stand this paper that has been handed in, calcu- 
lated with such great accuracy, and intended to 
illustrate the enormous duties that are imposed 
by this bill. 

We sce, by the instance given, that every de- 
parture from the common ad valorem rate of duty 
that would show to the greatest advantage has 
been taken up; as, for instance, the one on com- 
mon English prints, which cost two pence a run- 
ning yard in England, twenty-four inches wide, 
two thirds of a square yard in cach yard. The 
dutics are said to be 454 percent. Itis what we 
call the sixty square, or one hundred and twenty 
threads to the square inch, counting both ways. | 
That piece of goods paid 1.7 cent a yard. On 
the square yard, there would be a duty of 2 
cents, and 10 per cent. of the whole value to 
cover the printing; and the wholesale price of! 
the goods was from 9 to 10 cents a running 
yard. At 10 cents, the duty to be paid is 17 per | 
cent.; and that is selected as an instance of the 
extravagant rate of duty imposed by this bill, At 
the common selling price in New York, itis 17 
per cent.; and it_is ciphered out here to be 453 
per cent. on the English prices. They have put 
this print down to cost, 3.072 cents a running 
yard. Ido not believe I have known the time 
within ten years that you could buy a piece of the 
gray cloth for that money, not printed. I know 
something about the price of English printing | 
cloths. | 

I have been unable to find any of the great ex- 
travagances that are charged to this bill in many 
of these papers. J have no doubt that Senators 
will recollect—the Senator from Virginia, (Mr. 
Howrer,} who was at the head of the Finance 
Committee, must certainly recollect—that we had 
some two or three hundred memorials from the | 
agents of the Sheffield makers of steel, which were 
gent around to all the blacksmiths in the United ; 
States to be signed, stating what extravagant | 
duties were put apon steel. They said this bill į 
increased the duty from 40 to 261 per cent. The | 
Senator from Virgivia used to come here every 
morning with a handful of petitions, as 


bill now before us. Such great imp ; 
pcen given to this duty on steel, so extensively | 
was it used, that at the request cf the agents of 


e 


a sort of | 
bill of indictment against the extravagance of the i 
vortance had |; 


| on the subject. 


these parties, we had a meeting—assigned an even- 
ing to receive the delegations before the committee. 
I invited the Senator from Virginia to attend, but 
he could not come; butall the rest of the members 
of the committee were there to hear these parties 
state their grievances, and the terrible effects, the 
ruinous effects, that this bill was going to produce 
upon their interests. It turned out, after about 
three hours’ session, that taking the representa- 
tions of the Sheffield manufacturers and the great 
workers of steel in this country, after they had 
argued this question to their hearts’ content, one 
of the men, a consumer of stecl, suggested that 
we should take a quarter of a cent off one of the 
rates of duty, and with that he would be perfectly 
content. They had been memorializing Congres 
and used up a ream of paper, and when they got 
to the point, they wanted one of the specific rates 
altered one quarter of a cent a pound. Thecom- 
mittee concluded, if they could sleep one night 
over it, that probably they would not disturb us 
any more. The next morning one person from 
cach delegation came to my room, to inquire the 
conclusion at which the committee had arrived. 
I told them, for the committec, that we had con- 
cluded not to alter it atall. They said they came 
to tell me they were perfectly satisfied, and were 
very glad to hear that we had not changed it. 

Mr. CAMERON. If the Senator will allow 
me, I do not desire to interrupt him, but merely 
to ask his opinion on the rate of duty on chain 
cable. Some objection has been made to that. I 
should like to hear him on that point. 

Mr. SIMMONS. Lam not familiar with the 
manufacture of chain cable, and I am now giving 
a mere explanation of the principle of the bill. 1 
merely desire to disabuse the mind of the Senate 
ofany influence received by these memorials which 
have been sent to us. L only wish to state this 
question in regard to stecl, which has agitated this 
country more perhaps than any other question that 
has been brought before Congress for five years. 
My friend from Minnesota [Mr. Wixxinson] had 
one of these memorials from Rhode Island. He 
thought it was a little singular that Rhode Island 
steel-workers should send a memorial tohim, He 
called my attention to it, and I told him I knew 
why it was not sent to me. They knew I would 
give them considerable of a lecture if I founda 
man in Rhode Island who did not know more 
about this tariff than to send such a memorial as 
that, But I told him we would examine the sub- 
ject and ferret itout. In the first place, the me- 
morial set out with a statement that there was no 
steel made in this country, and that there was a 
vast amount of revenue received from it. I went 
with my friend from Minnesota to the Treasury 
Department, and found the quantity of steel im- 
ported last year, and the amount of duties paid 
on it. E then got the returns from stecl-makers 
in and about Pittsburg, and on comparing the 
amount they made with the whole importations, 
I found that they exceeded the importation vastly 
in that little vicinity around Pittsburg. 

After we had got the rates of duty from the 
Treasury books, I told him the best way to see 
what the rates of duty were, was to go into an 
importer’s store and ask the price of the steel 
that these people talk about, We went into a 
store on the avenue; we found there stecl valued 
at the Treasury at seven and three quarters or 
eight and three quarters, I forget which. The 
low-duty steel, which was the high-priced steel, 


| was valued at perhaps eight and three quarters. 


Wien we went into the store, I told the importer 
we wanted the price of steel for another purpose 
than to purchase; that we wanted to know what 
it was worth, because we were about to legislate 
He said he had imported rather 
more than he needed, and had sent a lot to Phil- 
adelphia and New York; but he had got the re- 
turns and could answer us precisely: that this 
cast-steel netted him 15 cents a pound. Thatis 
the market value, and these people are complain- 
ing ata duty of 2 cents a pound on it? Thatis 
what the bill puts on it. Itis about 14 per cent. 
upon the market value here; and they get it up 
to 260 per cent. on the foreign cost. Thus, when- 
ever I have undertaken to go to the dealers of 
these articles, as I do before I make a statement 
about them, { have invariably found them to be 
complaining about duties, when they were the 

ble and as little as the Government 


mosi reasona i ] ( 
could get along with, without any hardship what- 
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; and the price. 


ever on anybody. We have just:as good à right 
to put this steel at 30 percent as any article there 
is. [t is the most highly elaborated fabric that 
is made from iron. 
Pennsylvania. They say it is a raw ‘material. 
I tell these people that the mainspring-of a watch 
is raw material for a watchmaker. He wants 
that to build his watch with, thé same as T want 
steel to put on my plow, only that I happen “to 
use iron ones and do not need any steèl: = 

„I have traced out very many of these ‘memo- 
rials; I have gone to the headquarters’ where im- 
porters sell these goods; and 1 have invariably 
found in them the most extravagant sort of mis- 
representations as to the operation of this bill. 
You would not replenish your Treasury this cen- 
tury, if you had to follow them all; but when I 
follow out one to its legitimate results, I present 
that to the Senate, and prefer they should make 
up their mind upon that, rather than to divide 
their attention among a thousand things which 
they cannot recollect. Therefore, F shall not go 
into gencral explanations unless somebodyshould 
desire it from me on particular subjects; but I will 
give another illustration to the Senate in regard to 
these memorials that are traveling around here. 

Weare told of these extravagant duties that are 
placed upon cotton goods, which are saidto be all 
the way from 40 to 80 percent. I have the tariff of 
1842, and I have the calculation of their imports 
under that tariff, which has received very great 
condemnation among free traders. For the four 
years that tariff was in operation, the average duty 
collected on the whole of the importations was 
26.7 per cent. There was not 30 per cent. col- 
lected under that high tariff. The duties on these 
coarse cotton goods, under that tariff, were 6 cents 
a square yard; and in this bill that I have reported 
the duty is 1 cent a square yard—one sixth part 
of what it was under the tariff of 1842; and there 
is more clamor about this than there was about 
the tariff of 1842. There is absolutely more clamor 
against paying a cent a square yard for the heavy 
cotton sheetings than there was to pay 6 cents at 
that time. The duty by this bill is not much over 
10 per cent. : 

We design to put the lowest rate of duty on 
goods worn by the laboring classes of the coun- 
try. We put 1 cent per square yard on those 

oods that cost generally about 10 cents per square 
yard. We put 2cents on finer goods that prints 
are generally made from, and’a great. many are 
importedto print here. We put 3cents on goods 
that generally sell from 8 to 12 cents, counting 
from 140 to 200 threads; above 200 threads, which 
was omitted in the printing of the bili, on a sched - 
ule from 12 to 16 cents, we put 4cents; and then 
when the cost is above 16 cents, we puta duty of 
25 per cent., ad valorem. Now, take the aggre- 
gate average of all those, and they will run‘from 
one sixth to one half what they were in the tariff 
of 1842. There isa terrible complaint made about 
that. With the prices of these goods Fam person- 
ally acquainted. I do not want to ask anybody 
to tell me what they will cost, if they tell me how 
many picks they count. For the lastthirty years 
they have all been bought by these counts, In 
every newspaper that publishes the account of 
the sales of print cloths, there is given the count 
That is the way all-the circulars 
come from England; and in addition to that, the 
circulars from England tell you at whatcost you 
can lay them down in New York; and on that, 
the prices laid downin New York or Providence, 
we base the market value, and take one fourth of 


i it in these specific duties, without any profits or 


any commission, 

There is another question about cotton threads, 
in regard to which a very respectable firm in New 
York has senta circular here to the Senate. That 
isa case in which it is said the business is to be 
entirely destroyed if we put 30 per cent. on it. 
Thirty per cent, was the duty, E believe, under 
the tariff of 1846; and it is said it is going to de- 
stroy the entire importation of this article; the 
ladies will not have any thread to do their hecdie 
work if you put this on; itis going to be the utter 
destruction of it. This is printed-and laid on 
Senator’s tables. It is froma respectable house. 
I know one of the gentlemen personally. He had 
letters to me from a late colleague of mine. They 
have gone on and showed that it will be a dead 
loss to them if we impose 6 per cent. more duty 
than is now imposed; thatit will be a prohibition. 


h is taken out of the hills. öf 
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Wel” Iciphered this.over. Here is an invoice of 
thread costing £1,175 sterling, which is a dutiable 
value of.$5,687. The duty at 30 per cent. is 
$1,796 10. Now, if youluok atthe other charges 
that are.made here, you will find that they are as 


much as the duties. Ip order to make outa loss 
on this thread they put more than $1,700 there as 
charges. for commission and interest: 
mission is charged. at 74 per cent.; and that is 2; 
per cent, more thani ever had to pay when 1 
-havehad my goods sold; but perhaps they charge 
it, and very likely: they do. As l make it out, 
giving them T4 per cent. commission, and allowing 
them 4 per.cent, for freight, &c., they would have 
aboutg400 profitafterall these extravagant charges 
and the duties are paid; but they say it would be 
à doss. to make. it,.if an additional duty of 6 per 
cent. is imposed. ; ‘ 
‘Why, sir, Lean make out a very satisfactory 
paper statement at any time to show loss if you 
will ict me make the charges. IfI put on $1,700 
charges on the sale of thread to the value of £1,175, 
or $5,687 worth, besides the duty, that is 60 per 
cent, on the whole. Ido not expect to have to 
talk long aboutsuch papers as these are, They are 
all of the same character. They are made out to 
make a case exactly as I stated; butif you go 
-Into the items, you will detect the errors. Ihave 
nol seen one-yet which gives the pound sterling 
as it-should be, as the law requires. I have not 
examined them all, but every one I have gone 
into contains that error. Ido not expect that I 
will have time this session to.examine them all. 
:We have had as many papers sent to us on this 
subject ag a man could read in seven months, 
and ldo not expect to have to answer all of them. 

Mr. WADE. How about screws? 

Mr. SIMMONS. It is just the same about 
screws. Ihave seen but one or two memorials 
about them; but as the Senator has mentioned it, 
I will tell him what the duties are on screws. In 
the tariff of 1642 there was a duty of 12 cents a 
pound imposed upon screws of all sizes. This 
tariff puts the duty at 8 and 5 cents; an average 
of Gf cents. In 1642 I valued all this mercandise. 
I was for four months getting values from im- 

-porters of more than four hundred articles of mer- 
chandise. } got them from importers in every 
large city of the country, and made up the values 
from their letters. The screws then were of a 
different kind, not near as good, and there was not 
near as much waste of iron to make them. The 
market value then of the large-sized screws was 
40 cents a pound, and small screws were valued 
at.66 cents a pound, and a duty of 25 per cent. 
onthose values. By the tariff of 1842, 12 cents per 
pound was puton all Kinds, so as to have but one 
rate.of duty. The duties in this -bill are about 
half-as much as the duties then, and the screws 
sare worth double. Ltis justabout 25 per cent. upon 
the macket value of those screws. I looked the 
booksover, add took the samples, a hundred gross 
screws of each sort of various sizes. I made the 
average of them myself, and it came out about 
25 per cent, on theaverage. They wanted more 
to be put on the smaller kinds; but I told them 
the rule of the committee was a specific duty equal 
to 25 per cent.on the market value, where we could 
ascertain it; and where we could not, some other 
mode was adopted. But we endeavored to follow 
that rule invariably. 

Tt is said these screw manufacturers. made an 
immense fortune. I have heard it stated in some 
memorials that there were over $4,000,000 worth 
of screws used in this country every year. But 
if you will get the returns from all the manufac- 
tories, you will find that there was not $1,000,000 
worth of them sold last year, instead of $4,000,000. 
Thatis the way these statements are made. There 
have been, 1 believe, twenty-two or twenty-three 
screw manufactories established in New England, 
New York, and New Jersey. There is one in 
New York now; some in Massachusetts; some in 
Rhode Island. There were twenty-two or twenty- 
three of them—1 have seen a list—and out of the 
twenty-two that were built years back, nineteen 
of them failed and lost all their capital, A good 
many of them had to pay installments after they 
set up the factory; and but three or four are stand- 
ing of the whole set. They have foughi through 
and have succeeded in the end when others failed 
everywhere. This screw company that was the 
pioneer company was made up of a parcel of 
mechanics who owned but very little stock, but 
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put in the labor and stuck to it, and lived in one- 
story houses upon $l a day. They have now got 
agreat capital built up by theirlabor, and people 
now tell us how much they divide on the $50 they 
putin. They have been ai it twenty years, draw- 
ing no salary, and they have succeeded. If any- 
body will work as they haye—I do not care 
whether they will begin to make pins, screws, 
-large hammers, or sheet anchors—if they work as 
they have done, they will be sure to come out 
ahead. I wish every one would have a little more 
of that kind of skill. I think itis the best. So 
much for the screw business, i 

This duty has been assailed. I have sometimes 
thought it was assailed as they assail me person- 
ally in the newspapers, because I happen to be 
put on this committee. Ido not know what else 
they can have to say. There is a large interest 
in Rhode Island in this busi ness; and I never could 
see why these mechanics were not entitled to just 
as much protection as any other class of people. 
I cannot see why they are not entitled toas much 
protection if they live in Rhode Island, as if they 
lived in any other part of the country. They do 
hot ask any more; and if they did, I would not 
give it to them. I am going to try todo right by 
all interests, if I know how; and I shall expect 
them to have just as.much as others. Fdo not 
ask anything because fifteen or twenty failed and 
lost all they had. Ido not mean to take anything 
under because these men have been successful, 
They deserve it. . They have worked night and 
day for it, and have managed -their affairs well. 
They are now competing with the same sort of 
work that is made in England, where money is 
3percent. perannum. ‘hey have manufactured 
the screws, and the additional duties put on iron 
willamount to them to $30,000 or $40,000 a year. 
They ask nothing for that. They say, only put 
these duties on, and we shall be independent of 
England for iron ina little while, and go to Penn- 
sylvania to get it; and so they will. 

l heard a complaint made about the duty on iron 
last year. About that time there was a man in my 
room who uscd a very large quantity of pig iron— 
two or three thousand tons—and a thousand tons 
of wrought iron, every year; and I called his at- 
tention to the duty on wrought iron, and I told 
him that the State of Pennsylvania wanted some- 
thing more. He looked the bill over, saw that 
there was a duty of $6 on pig iron, and he said: 
“That is about right; I would rather give $7, if 
they would only make it a little better.” So, too, 
when we came to the duty on bar iron, he said: 
“That is about right; all I want ig for them to 
make the iron better; I would rather give $29, if 
they would make it good.” That is the feeling 
of aman who consumes three thousand tons of 
iron a year. He makes stationary engines. You 
find that the people who buy iron in immense 
quantities are not complaining about the duties on 
it. Itisthe people who are agents for the makers 
of itin Wales. They are the men who are com- 
Haining that we are going to injure the country. 
IP they thought the Americans were to pay the 
whole of this duty, do you think all Sheffield 
would be here about steel and all Wales about 
iron? They think it will come out of their pockets 
in the end. They are not concerned about our 
people paying it. If we paid it, they would not 
care a fig; but these duties will make a competi- 
tion in these articles, and that loss comes out of 
them in the end. Thatis the way it works, These 
foreign agents are as busy as a Mother Carey’s 
chicken in a storm, whenever you get to this 
tarif. They say: ‘t You will ruin business; you 
tax your people.” But when I come to these large 
consumers, they say: “ That is about right; put 
iton; let Pennsylvania have it 


perience for the last twenty years. 

I do not intend to enlarge upon this matter 1! 
have told the Senate the general outlines of the 
proceedings of the committee. I shall now state 
i; further, that, in my deliberate judgment, with | 
a importations equal to those for the last three | 
i; Years under the present tarif—that is, upon 
| $1,017,000,000—this bill would give more than 
; $200,000,860 of duties, Instead of $144,000,000, | 
i which we have received. under the present tariff. | 
l| It is my deliberate judgment that the 

willwantit. Although I expect, if we are ever 
blessed with a majority in this body and the other 
| House, to reduce the expenses vastly, yet the in- į 


3 and we shall have | 
iron better than we have had.” That is my ex- | 
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terest that.will press upon us for the next five 
years has got to be raised out of these tariffs. 

Another thing that I have to say in reference to 
the amount of money that has been expended is, 
that in addition to the estimates we are voting 
$1,000,000 here and $1,000,000 there, which are 
not estimated for, for building steamers, for trans- 
porting African negroes who have been captured 
In slavers; and those estimates. coming from the 
Treasury do not amount to the sum it will be 
necessary for us to raise. Everybody recollects 
that in the year 1857, when the first Treasury note 
bill was presented to the Senate, the chairman of 
the Committee on Finance said that it required 
$12,000,000 to operate the Treasury to advantage; 
-$6,000,000 for the Mint service, and $6,000,000 for 
the ordinary operations of the Treasury. Now, 
the Administration coming into power, is coming 
in with a balance of $1,000,000 for both purposes. 
We are going to starve them, to keep them at low 
water mark, with the chin justabove water. The 
Senator from California wants as muchas $500,000 
in San Francisco for the mint. This Government 
will be soon without funds. The last time I wasat 
the Treasury Department, they had but $2,000,000 
that were available, and there were requisitions 
upon it for $1,800,000 from one Department. I 
think that, in some form or other, we have got 
to raise more money, so as to have more. than 
$1,000,000 or $2,000,000 in the Treasury. We 
must keep $4,000,000 or $5,000,000 there, in my 
Opinion, 

Then I have provided a Joan in this bill. I had 

nearly forgotten to mention that. Ido not believe 
that the coming fiscal year will tarn out to be an 
average year for importations or revenue, and I 
have provided a loan. We have now loans enough 
authorized to pay up the Treasury notes outstand- 
ing, including the $10,000,000 which come due 
next January, and to carry on the Government 
to the 30th of June next. “That is what is pro- 
vided for; but the deficiencies for the year ending 
June 30, 1862,:are not provided for. Unless this 
tariff gives revenue enough for the coming year, 
we must have an additional Joan; and I have no 
idea that it will. I do not believe we shall import 
an average quantity by 20 per cent. In the first 
place, trade is impoverished; credit is very much 
impaired, and we cannot expect this great coun- 
try to revive in three months from such a depres- 
sion as we are now undergoing; and I think it 
prudent to provide for $10,000,000 or $15,000,000 
for the deficiency of the next year. 
_ Lhave also got a provision in the bill for issu- 
ing stock at six per cent.; and authorizing the 
Secretary and President, if the bids are not at par, 
eto decline to receive them, and to issue in lieu of 
it Treasury notes, in denominations of not less 
than $20, at six per cent., to be receivable in Gov- 
ernment dues, or paid out where the creditors of 
the Government will accept them. Then there 
is another provision, that if any of the loans al- 
ready authorized are not proposed for at par, 
they may convert them into Treasury notes, and 
that those notes may be funded in this stock by 
the holders whenever they choose to take at par 
the stock already authorized. In that way I be- 
lieve we shall relieve ourselves from this entire 
dependence upon the money-lenders and combi- 
nations of money-lenders. If they will not let 
us have it at a fair price, the people will, in my 
opinion. These requirements, I think, it is in- 
dispensable to meet. I think we should get this 
money, and in this way the Treasury notes will 
eventually be funded. 

Now, I wish to make one commentin reference 
to the security of this Government, and the sug- 
gestion of the Secretary of the Treasury that the 
States in this Union should indorse the securities 
of the United States. J have no doubt that sug- 
gestion is made from the best motives. Some of 
the State credits are better than that of the United 
States, from some cause or other; but I think it 
was because, when we went to borrow, we had a 
Secretary who was left-handed with both hands, 
to whom they did not like to lend. I think that 
was one great trouble. {desire to state what my 
opinion is about the credit of this Government. T 
think the Government of the United States hag 
got the first mortgage upon all the property in 
every State of this Union; and that the creditors 
of the States have only second mortgages. That 
iS my opinion. I never knew a debt of the Uni- 


ted States that did not take precedence of all other 
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debts against any. debtor. I believe that the.bonds 
of the United States are just as much secured by 
the property of the State and city of New York, as 
are the bonds of the State and city of New York. 
The only difference is, we have the right to take 
first, if tt comes to that; but I would not givea 
jackstraw for the indorsement of all the States of 
the Union on the bond I held, if I had the United 
States at my back to protect me. Still I have no 
objection, if people should indorse the United 
States. Lt will not hurt it. The credit is good 
enough. You cannot put names enough on the 
back of it to destroy it; and I have seen paper 
where the only trouble was, I saw so many names 
on the back of it that I doubted it. That is the 
only objection I have to having this indorsement. 
It cannot do any good; yet Ladmit the patriot- 
ism of the States that are willing to lend their 
credit, I know itis done from the best of mo- 
tives. Lam merely making this statement to 
show that it is entirely unnecessary, in my view 
of the case; butif there is any timid creditor who 
wants three or four indorsers, let him have them. 
I believe Massachusetts proposes to indorse these 
notes. J have never known her five per cents to 
be below par. But to satisfy the most timid, let 
them be indorsed; but I donot intend to putany- 
thing in this bill to ask anybody to indorse our 
paper. 

l have now explained the general principles of 
the bill; and when it comes up regularly, if the 
amendments of the committee are not satisfac- 
tory, I will explain them, as far as I can, with 
great pleasure. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Frrcu in 
the chair.) T'he amendments offercd by the com- 
mittee will be read in the order in which they 
occur, 

Mr. WILSON. I hope we shali now take up 
these amendments of the committee, and procecd 
with them. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair has 
announced that the amendments will be read in 
the order in which the committee reported them. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. Ishould like to know the 
course of proceeding, with reference to the bill, 
whether, after the bill has been read through and 
the several amendments reported by the special 
committee are disposed of, 1t will then bein order 
to move amendments to any of the sections, as a 
Senator may desire? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. TheChairsup- 
poses the entire bill will be open to amendment 
after all the amendments of the committee have 
been disposed of. ‘The Secretary will read the 
amendments. 

The first amendment of the committee was, in 
section one, line fifteen, to strike out ** two,” and 
insert ‘‘ten;’’ so that the clause will read: 

Provided, That no stipulation shal! be made te prevent 
the United States from reimbursing any sum borrowed 
under the authority of this act, atany time after the expira- 
of ten years. 

Mr. SIMMONS. [have an amendment to that 
section, if l can find it, about the loan that I was 
speaking of; and I think the Senate would facili- 
tate business by adjourning over, and letting me 
arrange my papers on this subject. I have been 
called upon unexpectedly. 

Mr. WILSON. 1 think we had better pass 
over that part of the bill in regard to the loan, and 
go to the fifth section of the bill. I think we can 
make some progress with it this afternoon. 

Mr. HUNTER. I will suggest to the Senator 
from Rhode Island, who has the management of 
this bill, that it was not expected to come up to- 
day. We thought this day would be occupied 
with counting the votes. If he will fix to-mor- 
row, or any other day, for the consideration of 
the bill, we shall then be ready to act upon it. I 
‘did notcome here prepared. I have not my pa- 
pers with me. If he will say to-morrow, or indi- 


cate a day when it can be taken up again, I will 


agree to It. a. 

Mr. BIGLER, Let it go over as unfinished 
business. 

Mr. CAMERON, I desire to say, Mr. Pres- 
ident, that the session is coming very near toa 
close; and I think we had better continue the con- 
sideration of the amendments this afternoon. 

Mr. WILSON. As the Senator from Rhode 
Island does not seem to be quite ready to go on 
with this amendment, and the Senator from Vir- 
ginia makes the same statement, I think we may 


pass over the bill informally and take up one or 
two other matters; and this bill will come up in 
order to-morrow. I want to take up the Bil in 
regard to the District miliua. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That course 
can be adopted by unanimous consent. The Chair 
hears no objection. 

Mr. CAMERON. I desire to know, before 1 
agree to it, whether it will interfere with this bill 
coming up to-morrow. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chairun- 
derstands that by being passed over informally it 
will not lose its place as unfinished business. 

Mr. WILSON. Mr. President, Ihave the floor 
to-morrow on another subject; but I do not choose 
to occupy the time of the Senate in discussing 
that matter as against the appropriation bills or 
this tariff bill, and therefore, if it is necessary to 
do it, I will let it go over to ansther day : 

Mr. CAMERON. Very well. 

Mr. WILSON. With this understanding, then, 
that this bill is to be passed over temporarily, I 
move to take up the bill for the reorganization of 
the militia of the District of Columbia. 

Mr. SIMMONS. If the Senator willallow me, 
I am ready to go on with the amendments after 
the first section, if we shall continue the tariff bill. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. The Senator from Vir- 
ginia wants to have it postponed also. 

Mr. HUNTER. I should like.to have it go 
over till to-morrow. I will be ready then. 

Mr. WILSON. I move to take up the bill for 
the better organization of the militia of the Dis- 
trict of Columbia. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Foor in 
the chair.) The Chair understands that the tarift 
bill is still before the Senate undisposed of. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. By common consent, it 
was to go over until to-morrow. 

Mr. HUNTER. It was generally understood 
that it should go over, and be the first thing in 
order for to-morrow, at one o’clock. ‘ 
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Mr. WILSON. I now move to take up the 
bill for the better organization of the militia of 
the District of Columbia. 

Mr. KENNEDY. I hope the Senator will 
allow me to present a report. 

Mr. WILSON. I cannot do it. I have given 
way half a dozen times, and last the floor every 
time, in consequence. 

The motion was agrecd ‘to; and the Senate, as 
in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to con- 
sider the bill (S. No. 553) for the better organi- 
zation of the militia of the District of Columbia. 

The Seerctary proceeded to read the bill. It 
proposes to constitute the militia of the District 
of Columbia of every able-bodicd, white male 
person, resident therein, between the ages of 
twenty-oneand forty-five years, whoiscitheracit- 
izenor has declared his intention, according to law, 
to become a citizen of the United States, with the 
exception of the Vice President, members of Con- 
gress, the officers—legislative, executive, judicial, 
military, naval, and marine—of the United States; 
custom-house officers; persons employed in the 
conveyance and distribution of the mails; ferry- 
men and gate-keepers on post roads; pilots and 
mariners; regular clergymen; professors, pupils, 
and persons employed in colleges and other liter- 
ary Institutions; magistrates; constables; police 
officers; persons permanently employed in the 
penitentiary, jail, military and insane asylums, or 
ordnance service of the Army and Navy: Pro- 
vided, ‘That these exemptions and limitations as 
to age shall not be construed into prohibitions to 
perform duty in the militia; but these exemptions 
are not to include persons employed as clerks or 
in other civil capacities in any of the Departments 
of the Government below the rank of chief clerk. 

The militia of the District of Columbia is to 
be arranged, and rearranged or organized by the 
President of the United States, when an increase 
of numbers or other cire&mstances may, in his 
judgment, render it necessary, into divisions, 


brigades, regiments, battalions, and companies, | 


according to territorial metes and bounds, and 
with reference to an equal division of numbers 
into districts, as far as practicable; and he will 
appoint and commission, during pleasure, a ma- 
jor general-in-chief,a major general to each divis- 
lon, a brigadier gencral to each brigade, a colonel, 
lieutenant colonel, and major to each regiment, to 


consist of ten companies, and such other ataffand 
company officers. as he may deem -necessary,, the 


appointment of the general officers to be made by 


and with the advice ‘and consent of the Senate; 
and also make such rules and regulations respeet- 
ing the organization of the several districts; and 
the appointment and promotion of those officers, 
as he may deem proper. . : 

Each officer, non-commissioned officer, and pri- 
vate, before entering upon the duties of his offce, 
is to make oath or affirmation, in due form of 
law, before a magistrate duly commissioned and 
qualified, that he will supportand defend the Con- 
stitution and laws of the United States, and will 
faithfully perform the duties appropriate to. the 
office and commission or warrant which he holds 
or may hold in the militia of the District of Co- 
lumbia, and to obey the orders of his lawfully 
appointed superior officers..to. the best of his 
knowledge, skill, abilfty, and judgment; which 
oath or affirmation shall be, signed by the officer, 
non-commissioned officer, or private, taking‘the 
same, certified by the magistrate, and. recorded 
in the office of the adjutant general of the, militia, 
and in the office of the clerk of the circuit. court 
of the United States for the District of Columbia. 

All regimental staff officers and the non-com- 
missioned officers and musicians of companies and 
regiments are to be appointed during pleasure, by 
warrant from the colonel or officer commanding 
each regiment. Whenever, in the opinion of the 
President of the United States, it may be neces- 
sary, he may direct a new enroliment to be made 
of every able-bodied man subject to militia duty 
within the District of Columbia; and there is to 
be a regular enrollment by companies made every 
year, in the month of April,.by the officers com- 
manding the same respectively, and kept upin the 
interval under such rules and regulations asthe 
President may prescribe. The organization thug 
provided for will consist of the regular militia, 
exclusive of the volunteers thereinafter provided 
for, and is to consist entirely of infantry, and be 
denominated infantry of the line. T'o secure the 
proper and continued execution of this enactment, 
there is to be a regular responsibility, command, 
and subordination, under the President, cxtend- 
ing down through the several grades of general, 
ficld, and company officers, to the privates of the 
line; and for any neglect of duty or disobedience 
of orders fines may be imposed or assessed-by the 
officers commanding company, regimental, brig- 
ade, and division districts, respectively, on. those 
under their command, as follows, to wit: on pri- 
vates and non-commissioned officers, from fifty 
cents to two dollars; on subaltern officers, from 
one to five dollars; on captains, from two to ten 
dollars; on field officers, from three to fifteen dol- 
lars; on brigadier generals, from five to twenty 
dollars; and on majorgenerals, from eight to thirty 
dollars, in each case of failure or refusal, accord- 
ing to the nature and circumstances thereof; but, 
for good and sufficient. cause, such fines assessed 
in each regiment may he reduced or remitted by 
the commanding officer thereof, and the fines on 
field officers, and those assessed on general officers 
and officers of the general staff, may be reduced 
or remitted by the superior general officers.com- 
manding districts respectively. 

The President, or, in his absence, the.Secretary . 
of War, or commanding general of the militia of 
the District of Columbia, will have power to order 
out the whole or any part of the militia of the 
District of Columbia to repelinvasion, and to sup- 
press or prevent insurrection or violence :by com- 
binations too powerful for the civil authorities to 
control or subdue; and any officer, non-commis- 
sioned officer, or private soldier, failing or refus- 
ing to obey the orders given in pursuance of this 
provision, will be subjected to a fine ten times 
greater than the fines prescribed in other cases, 
undersuch regulationsas the President may adopt. 
Powers are to be given to the commanding officer 
to occupy and control positions when the militia 
are called out fordefense, and also in cases. ofmus- 
ter or parade; also, for the trialand punishment of 
disobedience, mutiny, or misdemeanor. Itisalso 
prescribed how fines shall be recovered, and ap- 
peals be taken by the aggrieved; when musters 
shall take place; what shall be the arms, equip- 
ment, and uniform; and what-service shall be an 
exemption from further militia duty. An execu- 
tive board is to consist of the. major general in 
chief, the major generals of division, the briga- 
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dier genérals, the adjutant general, and the pay- 
master ‘general of the militia of the District of 
Columbia, to take cognizance of all the fiscal con- 
cerns of the militia, and, with the approbation of 
the President, make such rules and regulationsas 
may be necessary and proper for the assessment 
and collection of fines, and the reception and dis- 
bursementofmoney. Theadjutantgeneral, under 
the direction of the major general-in-chief, and 
such regulations as he may, with the approbation 
of the President, prescribe, have a general super- 
vision over the executive staff officers ofthe sev- 
eral divisions, brigades, and regiments, giving 
them instructions, an performing- other specified 
duties, and receiving prescribed emoluments. Pro- 
vision is made, too, for the regulation of the pay- 
master general in the discharge of the duties of 
his office. 

The citizens of the District of Columbia, sub- 
ject. to militia duty under thislaw, are to have the 
privilege of forming, by voluntary enrollment, 
under such regulations as may be prescribed by 
the President of the United States, companies of 
light infantry, rifles, cavalry, and artillery, each 
company to consist of at least seventy-four men, 
and be equipped by the United States as troops 
of the same arms in the regular service. They are 
to select their. own officers. The volunteers thus 
organized, the President may form into battalions, 
regiments, brigades, and divisions; the general 
officers of which are to be appointed by and with 
‘the advice and consent of thc Senate; and they are 
to be subject to the orders of the major general- 
in-chief and other general officers, with the rest 
of the militia constituting the infantry of the line. 
Militia and volunteer service exempts from jury 
duty; and whenever called out into active service, 
they are to be allowed the pay, rations, and emol- 
uments as are allowed to officers and soldiers in 
like grades and arms in the regular service. In 
case of wounds or injuries reccived in the line of 
duty, or in case of being killed in the performance 
of such duty, the sume provisions will be ex- 
tended to them, their widowsand orphans, as are 
provided by law in like cases to officers, non-com- 
missioned officers, and private soldiers of like 
grades belonging to the regular Army of the Uni- 
ted States, | 

Mr. WILSON. This bill was prepared by a 
board consisting of General Jesup, Major Lec, 
General Weightman, Mr. Randolph, and Colonel 
Hickey; it was recommended by the Secretary 
of War; unanimously agreed to, Lunderstand, in 
the House of Representatives last year, by the 
Committve on Military Affairs there; and is unan- 
imously agreed to by the Committee on Military 
Affairs of the Senate; this year. f 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, and was ordered to be engrossed for 
a third reading, and was read the third time. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. 1 should like to ask the 
Senator from Massachusctts, what particular rea- 
son exists at the present time for the reorganiza- 
tion of the militia of this District? I do not know 
of any circumstances existing at the present time, 
that call imperatively for the reorganization of the 
militia of ihe District. If such reasons exist, I 
think it is due to the people of the District that 
they should know what those reasons are, and 
they should be stated to the country. 

Mr. WILSON. Some two or three years ago 
a commission was appointed to revise the militia 
laws of this District. The commission took the 
matter into consideration, devoted a great deal of 
time to the consideration of it,and madea report; 
and the Secretary of War, Mr. Floyd, recom- 
mended the passage of the bill. At the last ses- 
sion of Congress, the Committee on Military 
Affairs of the House of Representatives, as I un- 
derstand, unanimously directed Mr. PENDLETON 
to report the bill to that House. This year the 
Committee on Military Affairs in the Senate have 
taken the bill up, considered it, and unanimously 
agreed to report it, It has no relation, in any de- 
gree whatever, to the present existing state of 
affairs in the country. It did not originate in that 
way. Ithas, as l understand, the concurrence or 
support of the friends of the militia in the Dis- 
trict. Colonel Hickey, who wasa member of that 
beard, has expressed over and over again his 
anxiety thatit should pass; and I certainly see no 
reason whatcver why it should not receive the 
Support of every Senator. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. My reason for asking 


| ap oath upon any others than the officers, 


i that committee, as the Senate must be aware, a | 


this question of the Senator, who is a member of 
the Committee on Naval Affairs, was, that the 
public should not draw any improper inferences 
from this movement. That was my sole reason. 
We have heard a great deal of the necessity of 
having military force in this District. Although | 
as devotedly attached to the Union of the States 
as anybody else; although opposing this doctrine 
of secession as strenuously as anybody else, I 
have never had any idea that there was any neces- 
sity for filling this District with military, and 
surrounding this Capitol with a military force to 
preserve the peace of the country; and in order 
that the country might know that the reorganiza- 
tion of the militia of this District had no reference 
to the political troubles of the times, I called upon 
the Senator from Massachusetts, who is a mem- 
ber of the Committee on Military Affairs, for an 
explanation. 

Mr. MASON. I looked into this bill a week 
or two ago. Ido not now very distinctly recol- 
lect its provisions, nor am I at all versed in mili- 
tary matters; but I will ask the Senator from Mas- 
sachusetts whether, by the terms of the bill (for 
really I do not recollect) any oath is prescribed to | 
the men. There is an oath to the officers, I pre- 
sume; but I desire to know whether the men are 
required to take an oath when they are enrolled. 

Mr. WILSON. In reply to that question, I 
will say, that. there is, in this bill, a provision 
requiring that the officers and soldiers shall take 
an oath to support the Constitution of the United 
States and the laws. It isa different oath from 
that required by the bill passed by the House of 
Representatives, which is now on the table re- 
ported by the Committee on Military Affairs. 
That bill requires the taking of the oath that a 
man takes on going into the actual service of the 
country. This isa simple oath to support the 
Constitution of the United States and the laws of 
the country. 

Mr. MASON. I hope the Senator will indi- 
cate the Section that contains the oath, so that it 
may bs ead. 

Mr. WILSON. I have not the bill before me, 
but I think it is the third section. Let the Sec- 
retary read that section. 

The Secretary read it, as follows: 

Src. 3. And be it further enacted, That each officer, non- 
commissioned otticer, and private, before entering upon the 
duties of his office, shall make oath or affirmation, iu due 

form of law, before*a magistrate duly commissioned and 
qualified, that he will support and defend the Constitution 
and laws of the United States, and wiil faithfully pertorm 
the duties appropriate to the oflice and commission or war- 
rant which he holds or may bold in the militia of the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, and to obey the orders of his lawfully- 
appointed superior officer to the best of his knowledge, 
skill, ability, and judgment; which oath oraffirmation shall 
be signed by the officer, non-commissioned officer, or pri- 
vate taking the same, certified by the magistrate, and re- 
corded in the ottico of the adjutant general of the militia, 
and in the office of the clerk of the circuit court of the Uni- 
ted States for the District of Columbia. 

Mr. MASON. [presume it is alvays usual— 
Tam sure it is so in the State of Virginia, and I 
am more confident on that than the other point— 
when a citizen takes a military office under the 
Government, and becomes thereby one of the ad- | 
ministrators of its laws, as he does, that he shall 
take an oath properly to discharge the duties of 
the office; but I have never heard an odth of that 
kind imposed upon the privates, the men in the 
ranks, unless in the regular service of the United 
States when they enlist. That isa voluntary act, 
and they place themselves for the time being under | 
the orders and control, whatever their own opin- 
ions may be, of their superiors; but the militia 
duty is an involuntary duty. The law requires 
that able-bodied citizens of a certain age shall be 
enrolled against their will, and shall be required to 
perform military duty. Now, to impose an oath 
upon those men may be to entangle their con- 
sciences, requiring them to do a duty which they 
would not volunteer to do, which they would pay 
a militia fine rather than do, and in contravention 
of the usual policy, as I should understand it, of 
militarylaw. Iwill pfopose, therefore, to amend 
by striking out so much of the section as imposes | 


Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas. I wish to say, | 
in regard to this bill, that I was present in the 
committee at the time it was under consideration, | 
and that! assented tothe report. There is before i 


bil, the common term for which among us there 
is, the test-oath bill for this District. “That is.a 


| 1s any one on the Committee on Military 


bill that has come from the other House, and has 
been referred to that committee. This bill was 
presented some years since, and is the result of a 
report made by acommission that was appointed 
for that purpose. 1 will state to the Senate, and 

erhaps lt is worthy of consideration, that if there 
Affairs 
who has made any particular examination of it, 
Ido not know it. I will state further, in regard 
to it, that the bill being understood to be the re- 
port of a commission composed of gentlemen of 
the highest character and respectability, which 
had been organized and had reported ata time 
when no trouble or difficulty was anticipated, it 
was received in that way by the committee, and 
Ido not think had any serious consideration at 
all. Now, lam notaware, and if other Senators— 
members of that committee, were aware of it, they 
did not bring it to the attention of the committee— 
that there was an oath provided for in this bill. 
I confess—it may be deemed a hard confession to 
make, but I believe truth is the best policy un- 
der all circumstances—that I never read the bill 
through. I am not satisfied that, when read 
through, the bill will turn out to be wrong; but I 
am satisfied the Committee on Military Affairs 
did not investigate it with any closeness or direct- 
ness. Under those circumstances, while I think 
the bill itself is proper and ought to pass, I cannot 
but think, since those questions are raised, and 
since there are points made here that are new, at 
least to one member, and, I take it, to very nearly 
all the committée, that the bill itself should be 
referred back to the committee. If the bill is as 
J anticipate it is, it can be reported back again at 
an early day, and there will be no difficulty in 
passing it. {submit a motion that the bill be 
recommitted to the Committee on Military Affairs, 
ere to be considered and again reportetl to this 

ody. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator 
from Arkansas moves the recommitment of the 
bill to the Committee on Military Affairs. The 
Chair begs permission to state further, in refer- 
ence to the motion made by the Senator from Vir- 
ginia, that, the bill having been three times read, 
it is not, under the rules of the Senate, open to 
amendment, unless by unanimous consent. 

Mr. MASON. Well, sir, I presume that unan- 


| e . . 
imous consent will be given, If not, I can move 


to reconsider the vote ordering the bill to be read 


| a third time; but I suppose by unanimous con- 


sent the amendment may be received. 

Mr. BRAGG. As one lately appointed upon 
the Committee on Military Affairs, I wish to say, 
in addition to what has been said by my friend 
from Arkansas, that I was not aware that a pro- 
vision in relation to an oath was contained in this 
bill. F took it that the bill, as introduced by the 
Senator from Massachusetts, was the same as that 
reported from the commission; and I understood 
him to say when he introduced the bill, that there 
was a commission appointed to draft the bill, or 
rather to report in relation to the reorganization 
of the militia of the District. That commission 
was composed of regular officers of the Army, 
and of some of the militia officers of the District, 
I learn, upon inquiry, that the provision in rela- 
tion to the oath has been incorporated into the bill 
at this session, and, I suppose, by the Senator 
from Massachusetts before he introduced it; atall 
events, I learn that that provision wag not in the 
bill as originally reported. The bill has been 
pending before Congress for some time, and to 
that bill £, for one, have no objection; but I think 
it is a departure from usage, as has been said by 
the Senator from Virginia, to require an oath of 
the private§ of the militia of the District, as such. 
If I had been aware that there was such a pro- 
vision in the bill, 1 should certainly have objected 
to it before it was reported from the committee.’ 
I supposed it was the bill which Fhad before seen, 
and which was got up and reported in the way I 
have stated. I should certainly have objected to 
the provision as itis now. Therefore, | shall sus- 
tain the motion made by the Senator from Ark- 
ansas to recommit the bill, unless it is agreed, 
by common consent, that that provision in rela- 
tion to privates shall be stricken out. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It requires 
unanunous consent to entertain the motion of the 
Senator from Virginia te amend this bill as pro- 
posed by him. If there be no objection, the bill 
will be amended according to that proposition. 
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Mr. LANE. -Tf the Senate agree to that, I have 
no objection to the bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there any 
objection to the amendment proposed by the Sen- 
ator from Virginia? The Chair hears none. No 
objection being made, the third section of the bill 
will be amended according to the suggestion of 
the Senator from Virginia, and it is so amended. 

Mr. HALE. I beg your pardon, sir. I did 
not understand that agreement to go to that cx- 
tent. Į understood the agreement was, that the 
Senator might move his amendment. I did not 
agree that unanimous consent should be given to 
its adoption. ° 

Mr. MASON. I so understood, that I should 
be at liberty to make thè motion. 

Mr. HALE. That is all I understood, and all 
that I agree to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The motion 
can be entertained only by unanimous consent. 

Mr. HALE. I consent to it; but that is not 
consenting that the motion be adopted. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator j 
suggests a distinction which the Chair is unable 
tocomprehend, Theamendment can be made by 
unanimous consent only. 

Mr. WILSON. Mr. President— 

Mr. HALE. Irise to a question of order. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will 
hear the question of order. 

Mr. HALE. The Senator from Virginia asked 
unanimous consent to make a motion to amend 
the bill, and unanimous consent is given to the 
Senator, and thereupon the Chair decides that the 
motion prevails. That is the appeal I make. 

Mr. FITCH. The Senator from New Hamp- 
shire is clearly mistaken. That was not the 
motion of the Senator from Virginia. 

Mr. HALE. Itis what he says it was. 

Mr. FITCH. It was that unanimous consent 
should be given to have a vote on the third section 
of the bill reconsidered, in order that he might 
move to amend it. Hence the necessity of unan- 
imous consent. ‘ 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question 
—and the only question that can be presented in 
this state of the bill upon the proposition to 
amend itis, whether it shall be amended accord- 
ing to the suggestion, by unanimous consent. 
There is no question as to entertaining a motion 
toamend. The question is: ‘* Shall it be amended 
according to the suggestion?” 

Mr. MASON. It stands in this way: I was 
not present when the bill was taken up, and it 
had been read three times when I came in. I pre- 
sumed it was in a condition to be amended, and 
made the motion. I was informed by the Chair 
that the motion was out of order, because the bill 
had been read three times. [then said I presumed, 
by unanimous consent, | could make the motion, 
and if I could not do it in that way, I could move 
to reconsider the third reading of the bill; and to 
avoid this question, I will move that the vote on 
the third reading of the bill be reconsidered. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator 
from Virginia, then, withdraws for the time being 
his motion to amend, and moves to reconsider the 
vote ordering the bill to be read a third time. 

The motion to reconsider was agreed to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question 
recurs on ordering the billto be read the third 
time, and an amendment is now in order. 

Mr. MASON. I move to amend the bill by 
striking out so much of the third section as im- 

oses an oath on the privates. The amendment 
is, in line two of the third section to strike out 
the words “non-commissioned officers and pri- 
vates.” | 

Mr. WILSON. I wish to say one word in re- 
gard to the bill. As we all understand, it was 
framed by a commission. Į introduced the bill 
here without making any changes in it. The | 
bill was placed in my hands by Colonel Hickey, 
with an earnest request that we should get the bill | 
through; that the officers in the District—those in- | 
terested in the military of the District—had been | 
very anxious, for many months, to have it done. 
I introduced the bill as itcame from him, without 
examining it; ordered the bill to be printed; and 
when it was printed, I read the bill through with 
some care. 1 supposed that this section of the 
bill was understood by all the members of the ; 
committee. Itis certainly very different from the | 


other proposition which came from the House of i 


| tary Affairs and Militia. 


| arise under it in a few days that we need to hurry 


Representatives, which Senators choose to call a 
test oath. If Senators wish toamend the bill b 
striking out the words ‘ non-commissioned offi- 
cers and privates,” Ido not know that {Į care a 
great deal about it. I see no reason why it should 
not apply to non-commissioned officers, and no 
special reason why it should not apply to the pri- 
vates. Certainly, if they are called out for any į 
special service, it should be applied to them. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair 
begs leave to state that a motion was made to 
reconsider the third reading of the bill; and the 
third reading having been reconsidered, and the 
Senator from Arkansas having moved a recom- 
mittal of the bill, that motion now takes prece- 
dence of the consideration of the motion to amend; 
and the question before the Senate is on the re- 
committal of the bill to the Committee on Mili- 


Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas. Mr. President, 
I have made this motion 

Mr. BRAGG. Withdraw it. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas. I see no reason 
why I should withdraw it; but if the Senator will 
take the floor, and state the reasons why I should 
do so, T will give way to him. 

Mr. BRAGG, Itcan be amended. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas. If it is to be 
amended, of course I do not desire a recommittal, 

Mr. WILSON. I suppose it is desired that 
every Senator who votes upon this bill shall fairly 
understand it. Ido not know that there is any 
pressing emergency to get it through in one or 
two days. Ido not know that anything will 


it. Icalled it up for the purpose of getting it 
through, as we had reported it; but if the Senator 
from Arkansas desires to examine the bill with 
more care, and wishes to recommitit to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs for that purpose, I do 
not object to it. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas. I will state, 
then, I have confidence that this bill is unobjec- 
tionable. That was the feeling with which I sup- 
ported it at the time. I had no idea there was 
anything in it that could be considered in the 
nature of atest oath. The misfortune of such a 
measure asthat, with the destructive and unhappy 
effects it would have upon the people of the Dis- 
trict, I thought were palpable to every member 
of the committee. That was the conviction I had 
in supporting the bill. I will now withdraw the 
motion to recommit, with a view to enable the 
Senate to get clear of the only objection that f 
hear raised to the bill, by striking out the provis- 
ion which has been alluded to. If that is notdone, 
I shall renew the motion to recommit the bill to 
the Committee on Military Affairs for further 
consideration. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The motion 
to recommit having been withdrawn, the question 
recurs on the amendment offered by the Senator 
from Virginia. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas. I desire to in- 
quire of the Chair whether, if the Senate decline 
to amend the bill by striking that provision out, 
it will still be in my power to move a recommit- 
tal of the bill? I should be glad to know that 
fact. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. There is no 
question about that. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas. Very well. I 
will allow the vote to be taken on that amendment 
before I move to recommit the bill. 

Mr. GRIMES. I trust the motion of the Sen- 
ator from Virginia will prevail, and that this pro- 
vision will be stricken out. In the first place, I 
believe it is not usual to require an oath of per- 
sons who are engaged in the volunteer service of 
the country; and in the second place, even if it 
was required, everybody who is familiar with 
human nature knows that, notwithstanding all 
the promises or oaths that you can create—you 
may pile them on, mountain high—if a man 1s 
disposed to be a coward or a traitor, he will vio- 
late his oath and act according to his nature. 

Mr. HALE. Lam opposed to striking this oath 
out; and I think it would havea bad aspect to the 
country, to gooutatthis time that, on the question 
of the passage of a bill organizing the militia of this | 
District, a requisition calling upon them to pledge 
themselves to support the Constitution and laws | 
of the United States was stricken out. [should į 
think very much with the Senator from Iowa, if | 


the thing had not been patin; but Pask-you,sir, 
what is the objection to requiring-these gentlemen 
who organize themselves into militia companies 
to take an oath to support the Constitution of the 
United States? There is a good deal of expense 
incurred by the Government of the United States 
in behalf of these militia companies. We have 
defaced our public grounds, marred the beauty of 
the finest square in the city, that was left.us asa 
sacred trust for the ornament of the city, and at 
public expense built a large, unsightly arsenal for 
the militia of this District. The Government of 
the United States is at considerable expense for 
them; and if thereis any possible service they can 
ever be called upon to do, it is to maintain the 
Constitution of the United States, and the laws; 
and I ask why this peculiar sensitiveness at this 
time in moving to strike out this provision? Do 
gentlemen see anything in the state of the coun- 
try at this time that induces them to let this thing 
go out to the country thatthe Senate of the Uni- 
ted States called up a bill for the organization of 
the militia of the District, and the only possible 
objection that was made to it was that there was 
a provision in it that the militia should take an 
oath to support the Constitution of the United 
States, and the Senate would not pass it until that 
was stricken out. Sir, if that is stricken out, I 
am against the bill entirely. 

Mr. LANE. I will say, with the permission 
of the Senator from Massachusetts, who feels an 
interest in the bill, that the best thing we can do 
with it, with the certainty that it will be reported 
back in a few days, is to re-refer it to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. Let them have an op- 
portunity of examining it carefully, and they will 
directly report it back; it will then, without any 
kind of question, pass the Senate in good time, 
pass the House of Representatives, and become 
the law of the land. I trust, in order that all Sen- 
ators may be satisfied that the bill has been thor- 
oughly examined and reported by that Commit- 
tee, with a recommendation that it may pass, as 
I know it will, that it may be recommitted; and 
I move that the bill be recommitted to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. oer 

Mr. HEMPHILL. When the militia are called 
into the service of the United States, there is no 
doubt that the privates, as well as the officers, 
must take an oath; but I think we shall not find 
in the history of the laws of any of the States, or 
of the United States, regulating the militia, that 
the privates are bound, or ought to be compelled, 
to take an oath when they are not in active ser- 
vice—when they are notin a state of war, When 
South Carolina, twenty-eight years ago, imposed 
an oath of allegiance upon the officers of the mi- 
litia, it almost involved the State in civil war. It 
was called a test oath, and the parties almost came 
into hostility; but there was no attempt in that 
case to impose an oath upon the privates. This 
is the first instance, I think, that we can find in 
the history of the laws of the United States, or of 
the States, or of the District of Columbia, where 
any attempt of this kind has been made. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question 
is on‘the motion to recommit the bill to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs and Militia. 

The motion was agreed to. 


PRINTING OF DOCUMENTS. 


Mr. FITCH. I move to take up the bill re- 
ported by me from the Committee on Printing this 
morning, in regard to the printing of extra num- 
bers of documents. It is very brief, and relates 
to the public business. The object of it isto save 
some money to the public Treasury. It will lead 
to no discussion whatever, and I hope it will now 
be taken up. 

The motion was agreed to; and the bill (S. No 
552) relative to printing extra numbers of mes- 
sages, reports, and documents, was read twice by 
its title, and considered as in the Committee of the 
Whole. It directs that from and after the close 
of the present session of Congress, no extra num- 
bers of any message, report, or document what 
ever, shall be ordered to be printed by either 
House of Congress, except by joint resolution, 
reported from the Joint Committee on Printing: 
and that motions of either House of Congress to 
print extra numbers shall be referred tc that 
committee, N 

Mr. FITCEL Thebillspeaks foritself ‘Ihe 
object is simply to prevent the printing vt 4 use- 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


February 13, 


802 


lessextranumberof any document. There is now 
no. sort of cooperation between the two branches 
of Gongress upon that subject. In printing even 
‘the Patent Office report, the House allows a cer- 
tain number to the Department, and the Senate 
allows a certain number, and the number is use- 
dessly multiplied—more than the wants either of 
the Department or the public require. This bill 
simply contemplates, as we now have the same 
„printing establishment for both branehes of Con- 
gress, instead of each branch electing its Printer 
as heretofore, that all the printing shall be ordered 
by-the joint action of the two Houses. -7 
Mr. FESSENDEN, . The printing of allextra 

numbers? 2 

: Mr. FITCH. Yes, sir. 
., Mr. FESSENDEN.. It is a very good idea. 

The. bill.was reported to the Senate without 

amendment, ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading, read the third time, and. passed 


AMENDMENT OF A BILL. 


Mr. HALE. | I ask the unanimous consent of 
the Senate at this time to make a verbal alteration 
ina, bill that passed the Senate and has gone to 
be engrossed. It is found that the words “ in the 
Treasury” are omitted in the naval appropriation 
bill. ‘I. ask the unanimous consent of the Senate 


that those words be inserted in the bill. 


PATENT LAWS. 


Mr. BIGLER. Jam directed by the Commit- 
tee on Patents and the Patent Office, to whom 
‘were referred the amendments of the House of 
Representatives to the bill of the Senate (No. 10) 
in addition to “ An act to promote the progress 
of the useful arts,” to report them pack to the 
Senate. 
in a very few minutes, and I hope they will now 
consider them. I will state that the committee 
examined them thoroughly, and L believe are unan- 
imous in their report as to what amendments 
should be concurred in and what should’ not. 

There being no objection, the Senate proceeded 
to consider the amendments of the House of Rep- 
resentatives to the bill. 

~The Secretary read the report of the Committee 
on Patents, as follows: i 


The Committee on Patents and the Patent Office, to 
whom was referred the amendments of the House of Rep- 
rescatatives to the bill of the Senate, No. 10, entided “An 

-ACt LO promote the progress of the useful arts,” make the 
following report: 

‘That the Senate agree to the first, second, third, fifth, 
sixth, ninth, and tenth amendments of the House, and dis - 
agree to the fourth and seventh amendments of the House 
of Representatives to the said bill, aud that it agree to the 
eighth and tenth amendments of the House with amend- 

nents. 


Mr. FESSENDEN. We have neither the 
time nor the disposition to understand this bill 
this afternoon; and therefore I move that the Sen- 
ate adjourn. a f 

Mr. BIGLER. I hopenotuntil we get through 
with this bill. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas. I ask the Scn- 
ator to withdraw the motion, to allow me to sub- 
mit a motion, of course, to which there can be no 
objection in this body. 

r FESSENDEN. There are half a dozen 
on this side who want to make motions. 
‘a BIGLER. I hope we shall dispose of this 
il, 
. The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question 
is on the motion to adjourn, which is not de- 
batable. 


The motion was not agreed to; there being, on 
a division—ayes nine; noes not counted. 
_ The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question 
is on concurring. in the report of the Committee 
on Patents, on the bill now before the Senate, re- 
ported by the Senator from Pennsylvania. 

Mr. BIGLER. I will state that this bill and 


the amendments were referred to the Committee | 


on Patents and the Patent Office, and thoroughly 
examined, As I stated before, the committee are 
unanimous as to the amendments that should be 
concurred in, and those from which the Senate 
should dissent. If it is desired by any Senator, 
they can be examined and explained in detail. 


I think the Senate can dispose of them | 
2 


i 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The. Chair 
will state the question. A report has been madé 
from the Committee on Patents and the Patent 
Office, recommending a concurrence in certain 
amendments of the House of Representatives and 
a non-concurrence in certain other amendments; 
and unless a separate vote shall be called for by 
any Senator on the special propositions, the Chair 
will put the question on the report of the com- 
mittee. 

Mr. SIMMONS. I wish to say that the sub- 
ject was thoroughly examined; and I hope the 
Senate will agree to the report. : : 

The report of the committee was concurred in. 


E. A. H. ADAMS AND. OTHERS. - 
Mr. KENNEDY. Lask the indulgence of the 


Senate to allow me to report a joint resolution 
from the Committee on Naval Affairs, and to ask 
for its consideration at this time. It will create 
no debate. It is an object of charity. To make 
the case short, I am directed by the Committee 
on Naval Affairs, to whom was referred the me- 
morial of Mrs. E. A. H. Adams, George M. 
Thompson, and Thomas H. Green, praying that 
authority may be given to the Secretary of the 
Navy to adjust and settle charges for boarding 
and attendance of three men attached to the navy- 
yard at Washington, who were injured by the 
bursting of a cannon on the 14th of July, 1859, 
to report a joint resolution in conformity with the 
prayer of the petition, and I ask that it be now 
taken up and considered. 

The joint resolution (S. No. 63) for the relief 
of Mrs. E. A. H. Adams, George M. Thompson, 
and George H. Green, was read the first time, and 
ordered to a second reading. 

Mr. KING. Let it be read through. 

The Secretary read it. It directs the Secretary 
of the Navy to ascertain and pay to E. A H. 
Adams, George M. Thompson, and George H. 
Green, the amount of expenses that may, in his 
opinion, be proper, for the board and attendance 
of three men attached to the navy-yard at Wash- 
ington, who were injared by the bursting of a 
cannon on the 14th of July, 1859. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It requires 
unanimous consent to consider the joint resolu- 
lion to-day. ‘The Chair hears no objection. 

The joint resolution was read the segond time, 
and considered asin Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. MASON. I wish to ask why we should 
pay these expenses? 

Mr HALE. If the Senator will give me his 
ear a moment, I will state. These were sailors 
that were injured, very serionsly so, by the dis- 
charge of agun in the service of the Government; 
and they were put upon this poor widow to nurse 
and provide for; and she did it out of her own 
means. 


Mr. KENNEDY. I hope I may be allowed 


to explain further. Upon some day in July, 1859," 


ina trial of ordnance, a gun bursted, and two men 
were killed and three very dreadfully mangled. 
They were taken up and carried to the nearest 
house, that of a poor widow, and there they have 
been ever since, and this is merely a bill to author- 
ize the Secretary of the Navy toadjust and settle 
the account, to sce that there is no overcharge for 
board and attendance. The account of attend- 
ance, at $1 50 a day, is here in the papers. They 
simply ask some three or four hundred dollars, to 
remunerate this old woman. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate 
without amendment, ordered to be engrossed for 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


GEORGE H. GIDDINGS. 


Mr. WADE. I desire to renew a motion that 
I made two or three days ago, to take up 
House joint resolution (No. 62) for the benefit of 
George H. Giddings. 
no real objection to it. It is to pay a certain 
amount for carrying the mails. That isall there 


is aboutit. The bill merely provides that the De- | 


partment shall ascertain and pay what is actually 
due for services that are performed; and L hope 
it will pass. There seems to be no objection to it. 
A member of the House wants to be absent, and 
he desires to have this little bill passed before he 
leaves, and I told him I would do what I could 
about it. I hope we shall take it up and pass it. 

Mr LANE. {should like to know if there is 
any report accompanying it? 


the | 


As J understand, there is | 


Mr. WADE. Yes, sir; avery long report. It 
is a resolution that has passed the House. It has 
the-universal assent of the committce of the Sen- 
ate, I believe; and if the gentleman will read it, 
or hear it read, he will be satisfied. Itis so worded 
that, it seems to me, it isimpossible there can be 
anything wrong about it. It is to enable the De- 
partment to pay this man what is actually due 
him for services rendered. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas. 
up, and pass it. 

Mr. LANE. I should be very much obliged 
to the Senator from Ohio if he would state some- 
thing like the amount of this clainf, 1 do not want 
to have the time of the Senate taken up by the 
reading of the report. ` 

Mr. WADE. There is no amount stated in 
the resolution. I do not profess. to have investi- 
gated the case. I was applied to to bring it up; 
and it having the assent of the committee, I go 
more by faith than by sight on these small sub- 
ects. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will 
state that the joint resolution is not before the 
Senate for consideration. The simple question is 
on taking it up for consideration. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as 
in Committee of the W hole, proceeded to consider 
the joint resolution (H.R. No. 62) for the bene- 
fit of George H. Giddings. 

Mr. LANE. I should like to have some in- 
formation aboutit; and if we cannot have itfrom 
the bill, I should like to hear the report, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, The joint res- 
olution will be read 

The Secretary read it. It directs that George 
H. Giddings be paid for services on route 8076, 
in accordance with the order of Postmaster Gen- 
eral A. V. Brown, of October 23, 1858, after de- 
ducting what has been received thereon up to this 
time, on proof being furnished that the service 
has been performed; which amount is to be paid 
on the certificate of the Postmaster General, and 
be accepted by Giddings in full for all claims for 
services and damage against the United States, 

Mr. MASON. IfI understand the reading of 
the joint resolution correctly, it directed that the 
amount should be ascertained, and the amount 
paid. I think we ought to know what the amount 
1s before we direct it to be paid. I submit to the 
Senator from Ohio that the amount should be 
ascertained, and we ought to know what it is 
before we direct it to be paid. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. This bill is to be sent to 
the Secretary for the purpose of ascertaining the 
amount. ‘The committe: has not undertaken to 
state what the amount will be, because it has left 
that to the Secretary. The very object of the bill 
was, that he should ascertain the amount due and 
the number of trips that have been performed. 
This route was cut down; but notwithstanding it 
was cut down from a weekly to a semi-monthly 
service, the weekly service was continued to be 
performed for some time afterwards, at the re- 
quest of the citizens upon the route, and at the 
request of the Secretary and the commanding gen- 
eral of that department. The mails were given 
regularly to the contractors at the different post 
offices, and were authorized to be given by the De- 
partment, notwithstanding the order to cut down 
the service. This is merely to provide for the pay- 
ment for services that have been actually per- 
eee across the wilderness for several hundred 
miles. 

Mr. FOSTER. . I know nothing aboutthis bill 
at all, Mr. President; but I remember, within a 
year or two past, we passed a bill somewhatsim- 
ilar, authorizing the Department to settle with 
some contractor, I thinka steamboat company on 
the Lakes, and pay such an amount as was due 
for services actually rendered. It was very sim- 
ilar to this in its terms, and it came back from the 


Let us take it 


j President vetoed, with a statement in the veto 


message that, according to the claim, and accord- 
ing to the apparent data on which that account 
was to be settled, it would take somewhere from 
forty to sixty thousand dollars to pay it. Noman 
in the Senate at the time supposed the amount 
would be anything like that sum, if they formed 
any opinion on it, and generally it was thoughta 
very trifling one. After that bill came back, | 
remember it did not pass. I think that a sufi- 
clent reason why we should know something more 
about this resolution before we pass it. 
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After an examination, those who voted for the 
bill to which I have referred, voted against it. 
i have forgotten now what became of it, but I am 
quite sure, on a statement of the amount which, 
according to the terms of that Lill, would have 
been paid, it was rejected by the Senate almost 
unanimously. 

Mr. HALE. Ifthe Senator from Connecticut 
will allow me, he is in part correct, and in part 
very incorrect, in his recollection. The fact is, 
the bill he refers to was a bill for the relief of Ar- 
thur Edwards and his associates, which passed 
Congress and proposed to fix the precise sum that 
was to be paid-per pound each trip for carrying 
the mail; and the Assistant Postmaster General 
notified the President that upon that basis it would 
require-a very large sam. The President vetoed 
the bill. It then came back, and the bill was 
again introduced in the precise form in which this 
billis, authorizing the Postmaster General to audit 
heir account for services rendered, and to pay 
em what was equitably due. It passed without 

ispute, and became a law. Whether it has been 
audited by the Postmaster General or not, I do 
not know. 
I was on the committee, and know all about 
that bill; and the difficulty was, that it fixed a 
precise sum per pound that was to be paid in the 
first instance; and, as they calculated it at the De- 
partment, they made it so large—much larger than 
the claimants said itwould be—that the President 
vetoed it; and then it came back, and we passed 
it in this shape, sending it to the Postmaster Gen- 
eral to audit. 

Now, sir, let me say a single word in relation 
to this matter. I think these contractors—Gid- 
dings & Co.—have a higher claim upon this Gov- 
ernment than any contractors that ever came be- 
fore them. They are the real pioncers of this 
overland mail route. They went on and estab- 
lished it long before the Butterfield contract was 
entered into, or before they had explored it; and 
they had their mails on there, and were perform- 
ing regular contract service from the Atlantic to 
the Pacific. Ido not remember the names of the 
termini of their road. 

_ Subsequently, Congress passed an act author- 
izing the Butterfield folks to establish an overland 
route, Instead of taking the overland route which 
it was the manifest intention they should take— 
the central route—they came down on to the very 
route that Giddings & Co. had before explored, 
on which they had been the pioneers, and occu- 
pied a considerable portion of the route upon 
which Giddings & Co. were running their mail, 
and which they had oceupied long before Butter- 
field ever thought of it; so that the credit of being 
the pioneer in this overland road is due to Gid- 
dings. Then, the Postmaster General, after the 
Butterfield folks had come down and taken a con- 
siderable portion of their route , discontinued the 
middle of their route, leaving them several hun- 
dred miles on the Pacific coast and several hun- 
dred miles on the Atlantic coast, and deducted 
from them a prorata amount, leaving them at the 
trouble and expense of maintaining the westernend 
on the Pacific,and the eastern end on the Atlantic. 

Well, sir, finally, there were some other deduc- 
tions made, and the Postmaster General, Mr. 
Brown, then entered into a new contract with 
them, which was supposed on all hands to exhaust 
the power that was reserved to the Postmaster 
General to limit and control their contract; and 
yet, notwithstanding that, afterwards there wasa 
still further reduction of the route and of the pay 
made. When that was done, the inhabitants 
upon the route petitioned and sent remonstrances, 
many of which have been published; and General 
Twiggs, I think it was, the commanding officer 
of the Army in that region, notified the Govern- 
ment here that it was absolutely necessary for the 


existence of the Army that this mail should be | 


carried; and by the universal call of the citizens 


and of the Army for the carrying of this mail, ! 


agreeably to a second contract made with Post- 
master General Brown, they went on. 
olution now proposes simply to pay them, not 


for their original contract route, not for any dam- | 


ages that they have lost by the curtailment of 
their route, but for the services that they did ac- 
tually perform upon their contract in obedience to 
the universal call of the citizens of the country 
and the Army of the Government; and it is for 
that that this resolution proposes to pay them. 


x t 
This res- 


Mr. CLINGMAN. The statement of a Sen- 
ator [Mr. Fosrer]} shows that it may be a matter 
of some importance with reference to the amount 
that is to be paid under this resolution. It may 
be all right; but there does not seem to be any 
information before the Senate to justify our voting 
it through in this form. .[ had rather let it go 
over until to-morrow. If the Senate adjourns 
now, it will come up to-morrow as the unfinished 
business. If I am satisfied at that time itis right, 
Lshall vote for it. I wish to give gentlemen time 
to look into it. The Senator from Ohio holds the 
reportin his hand. lt isa long report, and Sen- 
ators are impatient. We are not now in a con- 
dition to hear that report understandingly, and 
to vote, perhaps, advisedly on it. 
move that the Senate adjourn. 

Mr. FITCH. J wish to appeal to the Senator 
from North Carolina. His motion, if now put 
and carried, places myself, as a short time since 
the temporary occupant of the chair, in a very 
unpleasant predicament. I stated to the Senator 
from Pennsylvania, [Mr. Camrroy,] then, that 
if the tariff bill was informally laid aside, it would 
be the unfinished business to-morrow. Here is 
a proposition to leave another matter as unfinished 
business, and I shall be placed in the attitude ot 
having deceived that Senator. 

Mr. HALE. Let this resolution be the un- 
finished business of the morning hour. 

Mr. FITCH. With that modification, I am 
perfectly willing to agree to it, if it is understood 
that the tariff bill is the unfinished business at the 
expiration of the morning hour. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will 
state that they will be under the control of the 
Senate to-morrow morning, whether they will 
proceed with the consideration of this bill or with 
other business. 

Mr. BIGLER. If the Senator from North 
Carolina willallow me, I think, before we adjourn, 
we might unanimously adopt the resolution ex- 
tending the courtesy of the Senate fluor to the 
peace commissioners now in Washington. Itcan 
be done by common consent. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Sen- 
ator from North Carolina withdraw the motion 
to adjourn? 

Mr. CLINGMAN. I will withdraw it if that 
can be done by gencral consent, without debate. 

Mr. MASON. It is too late to do that now. 
We have refused that courtesy heretofore, and I 
think it is too late now to do it. 

Mr. BIGLER. Let us do it by common con- 
sent. I move to proceed to the consideration of 
that resolution. 

Mr. FITCH. 1 shall not interpose any ob- 
jection; but I was about to propose to the Senator 
from Pennsylvania to provide that this courtesy 
might be reciprocal. 
closed doors. [ Oh, no.’’} 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question 
is on the motion to take up the resolution indi- 
cated by the Senator from Pennsylvania. 

Mr. CLINGMAN. If it meets with objection, 
I will insist upon my motion to adjourn. 

Mr. MASON. [move that the Senate adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; there being, ona 
division—ayes twenty-three, noes not counted; 
and the Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Wenpnespay, February 13, 1861. 


The House met at twelve o’clock, m. Prayer 
by the Chaplain, Rev. Tuomas H. STOCKTON. 
The Journal of yesterday was read andapproved 


COUNTING OF YOTES. 
Mr. WASHBURNE, of Ulinois, submitted the 
following resolution; which was read, considered, 
and agreed to: 


Ordered, Vhatthe Clerk inform the Senate that the House 
of Representatives is now ready to receive that body for 
the purpose of proceeding to open and count the votes of 
the electors of the several States for President and Vice 
President of the United States. 

GOVERNMENT LOAN. 

Mr. SHERMAN. [ask that the communica- 
tion from the Secretary of the Treasury which I 
send up may be read. 

The communication was read, as follows: 


Treasury DEPARTMENT, February 13, 1861. 
Sır: It is indispehsabie that 1 should give to-day notice 
of a loan of $8,000,000, in order that tie Government may 


I therefore’ 


1 understand they sit with | 


; 


i 


be in funds to meet indispensable paymeénts.on the lstprors ` 
imo. The obstacles unexpectedly thrown in. the way of the: 
passage of the bill reported:by your committee yesterday, 
authorizing the acceptance of the guarantee profiéred by 
several of the States, compel me reluctantly to'ask for the 
loan on tbe usual terms; for in the présent distracted state 
of the country, should it continue, J fear there mist pew 
loss of $800,000. Under all the circumstances, however, 
instead of calling for 82,000,000, as'I suggestedin my letter 
to you ofthe 11th instant, [have thought it advisable to'ask 
for $8,000,000, reserving the right of declining to: accept: 
bids which may be deemed. disadvantageous to the United, 
States, ahd taking the chance of a favorable change iŭ the 
political condition of the country within the nextten days, ` 
at the end of which proposals for the loan will be received: 

Allow me to remind you that the loan bill, under whieh 
T ask for proposals, was not presented for the approval of 
the President until the 8th instant; and that on the 9th (Sat- 
urday) there was. nota quorum of your committee to act 
on the bill reported yesterday, accepting the guarantee of the: 
States. T advert to these circumstances to exonerate my- 
self, in the judgment of those who have an interest in the 
discharge of the liabilities pressing upon the Treasury, from- 
any want of diligence on my part. 

Your- committee, I believe, all understand that more than 
$5,000,000 of Treasury notes have been redeemed out of the 
current revenues 5 that about two milion dollars more falt 
due before the 4th of March, less the amount paid in for 
publie dues, making nearly the $8,000,000 now requited:to 
meet the publie wants before that day ; that more than one 
third of the revenue derived from the customs is paid in 
‘Treasury notes due at a future day; and that the present 
embarrassed state of the Treasury arises from the operation 
of a paper system which. compels the Government to añ 
ticipate the payment of its debts out of its current rev- 
enues. 

As Ihave decided to issue the notice for a loan to-day, 
Tam constrained to request that the bill reported yesterday 
may not be acted on, as the expectation of a call fara loan 
ata future day on guarantied stock, could not fail to have 
a very disadvantageous effect on the proposals to be made 
for that now asked for. 

With the request that this communication may be sub- 
mitted to your committee, I am, very respectfully, your 
obedient servant, . JOHN A. DIX, 

Secretary of the Treasury. 
Hon. Joun SHERMAN, Chairman ofthe Committee of Ways 
and Means, House of Representatives. . i 


_ Mr. SHERMAN. In order to meet the press- 
ing necessities of the Treasury, I ask the.unan- 
imous consent of the House to introduce the bill 
which I send to the Clerk’s desk. 

The bill was read, as follows: | 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives 
of the United States of America in Congress assembled, That, 
in the place of any part of the ioans now authorized by law, 
the President of the United States is authorized to issue 
coupon bonds of a denomination of not less than fifty dol- 
lars, bearing not to exceed six per cent. interest, and run- 
ning not to exceed twenty years; and he is authorized to 
apply such bonds at par to the payment of such creditors: or 
the Government as choose to receive them: Provided, That 
the aggregate amount issued under this act, and the acts 
now in force authorizing loans, shall not exceed the amount 
authorized by said acts. 


Mr. GARNETT, I object. 
Mr. SHERMAN. [trust the gentleman from 
Virginia will not object; as the simple effect of the 


| bill will be, to give to the creditors of the United 


States who are willing to receive them, coupon 
bonds of the United States of not less denomina- 
tion than fifty dollars, as evidence of indebtedness, 
They must be taken at par; and no new debt is 
authorized. Creditors of the Government have 
aright to such. relief; and I trust ‘the’ bill willbe 
put upon its passage at once. wh 

Mr.GARNETT. After the recent declaration 
of war by the President elect of the United States, 
I deem it my duty to interpose every obstacle to 
the tyrannical and military despotism now about. 
to be inaugurated. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Tam bound to say, that the 
Government will pay its debts and maintain its 
authority. At the earliest moment possible I shall 
move a suspension of the rules, in order that I 
may introduce the bill. 

Mr. CRAIGE, of North Carolina. If debate 
is not in order, I object to it. 

The SPEAKER. The session of the House 


| to-day is for a special purpose; and the Chair 


thinks all business should be suspended until the 
arrival of the Senate. 

Mr. MORRILL. I desire to presenta petition 
from citizens of Bellows Falls, in my State. 

Mr. KILGORE. [must object to any busi- 
ness being done. — ; 

Mr. GROW. [would ask the Speaker whether 
the House cannot proceed with its ordinary. busi- 
ness until the arrival of the Senate? $ 

The SPEAKER. The Chair finds that, on the 
last occasion when votes were counted, the Speaker 
ruled it out of order to transact any other busi- 
ness until the votes were counted. 


COUNTING OF VOTES. 


At twenty minutes after twelve o’elock, the 
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Doorkeeper:announced the Senate of the United 
States. f 

The Senate entered the Hall, preceded by the 
Sergeant-at-Arms, and headed by the Vicc Pres- 
ident and their Secretary, the members of the 
House rising to receive them. 

The Vice ‘President took his seat on the right 
of the Speaker of the House of Representatives, 
and presided over the joint convention of the 
two Houses. The members of the Senate occu- 
pied seats provided for them in the area of the 

all. 

Mr, Trumputt, the teller appointed on the part 
of the Senate, and Messrs. PneLrs, and Wasu- 
BURNE Of Illinois, the two tellers appointed on the 
part of the House, took their seats at the Clerk’s 
desk. 


Statement of votes for President and Vice President of the United States for four years from the 4th of 


March 


The VICE PRESIDENT then said: The two 
Houses being assembled, in pursuance of the 
Constitution, that the votes may be counted and 
declared for President and Vice President of the 
United States for the term commencing on the 
4th. of March, 1861, it becomes my duty, under 
the Constitution, to open the certificates of elec- 
tion in the presence of the two Houses of Con- 
gress. I now proceed to discharge that duty. 

The Vice Presipenr then proceeded to open 
and hand to the tellers the votes of the several 
States for President and Vice President of the 
United States, commencing with the State of 
Maine. 

The votes having been opened and counted, the 
tellers, through Mr. Trumbuuu, reported the fol- 
lowing as the result of the count: 


, 1861. 


States, 


Number of electoral votes. 


President. Vice President. 


> of 
ge, 
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glas, of 
Hamlin, of 


Abraham Lincoln 
Illinois. 
John C. Breckinrid 
of Kentucky. 
Stephen A. Dou 
Ilinois. 
John Bell, of Tennes- 
see. 
Maine. 
Joseph Lane, of Oregon. 
Herschel V. Johnson 
Georgia. 
Edward Everett, of Mas- 
sachusetts, 


Hannibal 


Maine 
New Hampshire 
Massachusetts .... 
Rhode Island..... 
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New York. 
New Jersey ... 
Pennsylvania... 
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Necessary to a choice......... 


The VICE PRESIDENT then said: Abraham 
Lincoln, of Hlinois, having received a majority of 
the whole number of electoral votes, is clected 
President of the United States for four years, 
commencing the 4th of March, 1861. 
Hamlin, of Maine, having received a majority of 
the whole number of electoral votes, is duly elected 
Vice President of the United States for four years, 
commencing the 4th of March, 1861. 

The business for which the two Houses were 
assembled having been finished, the Senate will 
now return to itsown Chamber. 

The Senate, headed by the Vice President and 
its officers, then retired from the Hall. 

The SPEAKER called the House of Repre- 
sentatives to order. 

Mr. WINSLOW, 
now adjourn. 

Mr. SICKLES. I trust that the House will 
not adjourn, unless there is an understanding that 
the Pacific railroad bill shall come up as a special 
order to-morrow morning. Idemand the yeas 
and nays upon the motion to adjourn. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr: STANTON. [hope the gentleman from 
North Carolina will withdraw the motion to | 
adjourn. 

Mr. WINSLOW. There is no gentleman in | 
the House whom I would be more willing to oblige 
than the gentleman from Ohio; but in the history 


I move that the House do 


Hannibal 


of the Government there is no instance in which 
the Fouse has not adjourned after counting the 
|| vote for President and Vice President. 

Mr. COX. The gentleman is mistaken In 


1853 the House proceeded with its business after 
i| counting the votes. 


the negative—yeas 86, nays 89; as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Alley, Avery, Beale, Bocock, Brabson, 
Branch, Bristow, Brown, Buffinton, Burnett, Butterficld, 
Case, Horace F. Clark, Jobn B. Clark, Clark B. Cochrane, 
Conkling, Conway, Burton Craige, John G. Davis, Dawes, 
De Jarnette, Delano, Edmundson, Edwards, Ely, English, 
Farnsworth, Florence, Garnett, Gooch, Graham, Gurley, 
| Ball, J. Morrison Harris, Jolm T. Harris, Haskin, Hickman, 

Hoard, Holman, Hughes, Hutchins, Kunkel, Leake, Logan, 
Tongnecker, Lovejoy, Marston, Charles D. Martin, Elbert 
S. Martin, McClernand, McKenty, McPherson, Millson, 
Nelson, Niblack, Nixon, Noell, Pettit, Peyton, Phelps, Pot- 
ter, Pottle, Edwin R. Reynolds, John H. Reynolds, Riggs, 
James C. Robinson, Royce, Ruftin, Simms, William N, H. 
Smith, Stevens, Stevenson, William Stewart, Tappan, 


bam, Walton, Cadwalader ©, Washburn, Elihu 

burne, Webster, Winslow, and Wright—86. 
NAYS—Messrs, Charles F. Adams, Adrain, Aldrich, 

Allen, Thomas I. Anderson, Ashley, Barr, Barret, Bing- 


ham, Campbell, Carey, Cobarn, John Cochrane, Colfax, 
Corwin, Covode, Cox, James Craig, 
Davis, Dueh, Dun, Edgerton, Eliot, Etheridge, Fenton, 
Ferry, Foster, Frank, French, Gilmer, Hale, Hamilton, 
Hatton, Helmick, William Howard, William A. Howard, 
Humpbrey, Irvine, Junkin, Francis W. Kellogg, Kenyon, 
Larrabee, DeWitt C. Leach, Lee, Loomis, Maciay, Mal- 


ʻi Join one member of 
| by that body, to wait on the President e ect, and 
i| Thayer, Thomas, Tompkins, Train, Trimble, Vailandig- | 
B. Wash- | 


ham, Blair, Blake, Boteler, Brayton; Briggs, Burch, Burn- | 


Curtis, H. Winter |i 


lory, Maynard, MeKuight, Millward, Laban T. Moore, 
Moorhead, Morrill, Edward“Joy Morris, Isaac N. Morris, 
Morse, Palmer, Perry, Porter, Quarles, Rice, Christopher 
Robinson, Scott, Scranton, Sedgwick, Sherman, Sickles, 
Somes, Spaulding, Spinner, Stanton, Stokes, Stout, Van 
Wyck, Verree, Wade, Waldron, Wells, Woodruff, and 
Woodson—s9, 


So the House refused to adjourn. 


During the roll-call, 

Mr. QUARLES stated that Mr. Leacn, of 
North Carolina, was still detained at his rooms 
by indisposition. 

Mr. ALDRICH stated that Mr. Winpom was 
absent in consequence of sickness in his family. 

The result was announced as above recorded. 

Mr. CURTIS. I now move that the special 
order of the Pacific railroad be continued over till 
to-morrow, so that the House may now adjourn. 

Mr. GARNETT. I suppose that requires 
unanimous consent. 

Mr. CURTIS. No, sir; it does not. 

The SPEAKER. The motion to postpone is 
in order. 

Mr. CRAIGE, of North Carolina. 
point of order. , 

Mr. SICKLES. Icall the previous question 
on the motion to postpone. 

The SPEAKER. It is not necessary. No de- 
bate is in order. 

Mr. CRAIGE, of North Carolina. The pre- 
vious question was not called till after I obtained 
the floor, and was recognized by the Chair. Then 
the gentleman from New York [Mr. Sicxixs] 
proposed to call the previous question. I have as 
good a right to the floor as the gentleman from 
New York, and I will keep possession of it. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from North 
Carolina was recognized and has the floor, and is 
entitled to be heard as far forth as any member 
can be heard on this subject. No debate on this 
question is in order, : 

Mr, CRAIGE, of North Carolina. There was 
a motion made to postpone the special order on 
the Pacific railroad bill. I then rose to a point of 
| order, and [ have a right to state it. 

The SPEAKER ‘The Chair will hear it with 
great pleasure. 

Mr. CRAIGE, of North Carolina, A few days 
ago, on the motion of the gentleman from Ohio, 
[Mr. Corwrn,] to-morrow was set apart for the 
consideration of the report of the special commit- 
tee of thirty-three. Now, I hold that it is not 
competent for the House, on the mere motion 
ors gentleman from Iowa, to supersede that 
order. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair supposes that 
that question will be decided when it arises to- 
morrow. 

Mr. CRAIGE, of North Carolina. That is the 
very point. But the gentleman from Iowa desires 
| to have it decided now. He moves to postpone 
the special order of to-morrow and to substitute 
| for it the special order on the Pacific railroad bill. 

The SPEAKER. ‘The Chair supposes that 
nothing can be decided at present on that subject. 
The only question to be settled now is, as to the 
postponement of this special order till to-morrow. 
If the point of order be raised to-morrow, it can 


I rise toa 


| be decided then. 


Mr. WINSLOW I move that the House do 


: i , now adjourn. 
The question was taken; and it was decided in 


Mr. CURTIS. That motion is not in order. 
No business has been done since the House voted 


i on it last. 


The SPEAKER. The motion is in order. 
Mr. BURNETT. I call for the yeas and nays, 


: on the motion to adjourn. 


| COMMITTEE TO WAIT ON THE PRESIDENT ELECT. 


Mr. SHERMAN. I desire to submit, as a 
privileged motion, the ordinary resolution for the 
appointment of two members of this House, to 
the Senate, to be appointed 


inform him that he 
the United States for 
March, 1861. 
Mr. WASHBURNE, ofTllinois. I would sug- 
gest to the gentleman from Ohio that that resolu- 
uon comes, ordinarily, from the Senate. 

Mr. SHERMAN. It came last time from the 
ouse; I am following the usual course. 


Mr. HINDMAN. “I suggest that the same 


as been elected President of 
four years, commencing 4th 


committee be directed to inform General Scott that 


i 


there is no further need for his janizaries about 


1861. 
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the Capitol, the votes being counted and the result 
roclaimed, : 
Mr.GROW. Gentlemen seem to trouble them- 
selves a good deal about General Scott on all 
occasions. 


ENROLLED JOINT RESOLUTION. 


Mr. THEAKER, from the Committee on En- 
rolled Bills, reported as truly enrolled joint reso- 
lution (H. R. No. 39) directing the accounting 
officers of the Treasury to settle the accounts of the 
late Robert Stockton, quartermaster, &c.; when 
the Speaker signed the same. 


ADJOURNMENT. 


Mr. BURNETT. I demanded the yeas and 
nays on the motion to adjourn. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. I ask the 
gentleman from Kentucky to withdraw the call 
for the yeas and nays, and let us take the ques- 
tion by tellers. 

Mr. BURNETT. I have no objection 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. BUFFINTON 
and Hoarn were appointed. 

The House divided; and the tellers reported— 
ayes 76, noes 46. 

Mr. CURTIS called for the yeas and nays. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH called for tellers on the 
yeas and nays. 

Tellers were ordered; and the same gentlemen 
were appointed. 

The House divided; and the tellers reported— 
ayes thirty-three. 

So (more than one fifth voting in favor thereof) 
the yeas and nays were ordered. 

The Clerk proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. CURTIS. I again appeal to gentlemen to 
allow this matter to go over as a special order. 

Mr. BURNETT. Nothing is in order but the 
call of the roll. 

Mr. SHERMAN. [think that gentlemen on 
both sides of the House are laboring under a mis- 
apprehension. It seems to me that if we now 
adjourn, the gentleman’s motion to postpone will 
come up in the morning, as unfinished business, 

Mr, CURTIS. { would like to know how 
that is. 

3 The SPEAKER. It is the opinion of the Chair 
that-—— 

Mr. BURNETT. I object to everything except 
the calling of the roll. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. The Chair hasa right 
to answer the question. 

Mr. RUFFIN. I object. 

Mr, HARRIS, of Maryland. I rise to aques- 
tion of order. 

Mr. PHELPS. How can a question of order 
be entertained when the House is voting? 

Mr. HARRIS, of Maryland. I have the floor, 
if the gentleman from Missouri will allow me. 

The SPEAKER. Nothing is in order except 
in regard to the motion to adjourn. 


Mr. HARRIS, of Maryland. It is in connec- | 


tion with that that I desire to state my point of 
order. I understand that the Chair was delivering 
an opinion as to whether, if the House should 
adjourn now, this matter would come up as un- 
finished business to-morrow. I ask for the opin- 
ion of the Chair. 

Mr. WINSLOW. Thatis nota pointof order. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Maryland. It is a question 
of order. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair cannot consider 
that as a point of order; but there is no impro- 
priety in the question being asked and answered. 

Mr. CRAIGE, of North Carolina I under- 
stood the Chair to decide, a while ago, that he 
could not answer the question if objection were 
made. 

TheSPEAKER. Ifobjection be made, the vote 
must be proceeded with. i 

Mr. BURCH (when his name was called) said: 
I cannot vote understandingly, unless the Chair 
decides the question asked. [Calis to order.] 

Mr. SICKLES addressed the Chair. 

Mr, CRAIGE, of North Carolina, and others, 
called the gentleman from New York to order. 

Mr. SICKLES. Ihave aright to be recognized 
by the Speaker. 

Mr, PHELPS. I call the gentleman to order. 
The calling of the roll has been commenced, and 
nothing else is in order. 

Mr. BURCH. Idesire toask the Chair a ques- 
tion, the answer to which will influence my vote. 
{Calls to order} 


Mr. HINDMAN. Tinsist uponit that the cor- 
rect principle is that nothing else is in order during 
the roll call. 

Mr. BURCH. It is a question relating to the 
matter before the House. 

Mr. CURTIS (when his name was called) said: 
Understanding that this matter will come up in 


| the morning as unfinished business, and as mem- 


bers seem anxious to adjourn, J ask leave to with- 
draw the call for the yeas and nays. 

_ There being no objection, the call for the yeas 
and nays was withdrawn; and thereupon (at two 
o’clock and twenty minutes, p. m.) the House 
adjourned. 


IN SENATE, 
Tuurspay, February 14, 1861. 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Dr. GurLEY. 
The Journal ofyesterday was read and approved. 
The VICE PRESIDENT appointed Mr. Trum- 
BULL the committee of one on the part of the Sen- 
ate to join the committee that may be appointed 
by the House of Representatives, to inform the 
Presidentand Vice President elect of their election. 
CONSOLIDATED LAND OFFICES. 


Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas. The Commit- 
tee on Public Lands, to whom was referred the 


| bill (H. R. No. 841) making further provision in 


relation to consolidated land offices, have instruct- 
ed me to report it back without amendment, and 
at the same time to propose to putiton its passage 
now. It isa bill of public importance, relating 
to our public land system, and there is no occa- 
sion for debate in regard to it. Itisrecommended 
by the General Land Office, and the scope of it 
T can state ina word or two. It is now the law, 
that when local land offices ina State no longer 
pay theirown expenses they shall be consolidated. 
That is the law already; but no proper provision 
has been made by law for taking care of the rec- 
ords, and for the payment of the necessary cx- 

enses to carry out that system. I ask that the 

ill be put on its passage. 

Mr, CRITTENDEN. 
be first reccived. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Brienr 
in the chair.) Petititions have preference under 
the rule; but the Senator from Arkansas may in- 
sist on his motion. 


I think petitions must 


Mr. GRIMES. I ask the Senator from Ark- | 


ansas if this is the bill that makes an appropria- 
tion for the payment of clerks? 


Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas. It is not the 


bill which makes that appropriation; there is a | 
special bill before us for that purpose. This pro- į 
vides simply for the unprovided expenses of con- į 


solidated land offices. The lawis, that they shall 
be consolidated; but provision has not been made 


| as to the manner of doing it, and the payment of 


the expenses. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. I do not wish to ob- 
struct anything that my friend from Arkansas 
desires so urgently as he does this; but it occurs 
to me that, in the morning hour, petitions ought 


| to be preferred to bills being put upon their pas- 


sage, or being debated. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Petitions are 


first named in the order of business; but itis in 


| the power of the Senate to change that order by 


a vote, and it is the duty of the Chair, when such 


| a motion is made, to submit it to the Senate. 


Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas. [tis notorious 
that all the morning hour, for some considerable 
time, has been consumed with petitions. These 


| petitions every morning recur; they amount to 


about the same thing every time; they carry not 
one particle of force on the face of God’s earth 
here in the Senate, which is the place they are 
designed to acton. These petitions consume all 
the time here; and I know that the mass of Sena- 


tors (if not almost every one) are tired of hearing | 
If they were presented, as they are in the i 


them. 
other House, under the rule there, without con- 
suming time, it would be all the better; but if I 
recollect rightly, there is not a positive provision 
that a petition shall have preference overa report 
from a committee; and even if they were, unless 


| the reception of the report from the committee is 


objected to at the time, it cannot be ruled that the 
presentation of the report is out of order. When- 


ever the reportis presented and is accepted by the | 
Senate, of course the Senate is capable of enter- | 


taining a motion to put the bill on its passage. 


This bill has-been. put before theSenate in. this 
way. I trust the Senator will allow it to pass; as: 
itis a bill of. actual importance, and an:ecohom- 
ical bill to the Government of the United States in 
relation to the public land system. I would- not 
urge it but for the fact that I am instructed to:do 
so by the committee, and. I am satisfied of its im- 
portance. be 

The motion was agreed to; and the bill (H..R.- 
No. 841) making further provision in relation to 
consolidated. land offices, was considered as in 
Committee of the Whole. It provides that here- 
after the register for the consolidated land dis- 
trict at Boonville, in the State of Missouri, and: 
of all other consolidated land districts, in conse- 
quence of additional duties imposed upon him, 
and in. addition to the fees now allowed. by law, 
shall be entitled to charge and receive for making 
transcripts forindividuals, or furnishing any other 
record information respecting public lands or land 
titles in his consolidated land district, such fees as 
are properly authorized by the tariff existing in 
the local courts in that district;. but the whole 
amount of the register’s compensation, including 
all fees and commissions to which he is entitled 
under existing laws, is not to exceed $3,000 per 
annum, or pro rata per quarter, and the excess, if 
any, over that amount, is to be paid into the Treas- 
ury of the United States; and the receiver is to 
receive his equal share of the fees, and it is to be 
his duty to aid the register in the preparation of 
the transcripts, or giving the record information. 
It also proposes to authorize the Secretary of the 
Interior to make a reasonable allowance for office 
rent for any consolidated office; and when satis- 
fied of the necessity therefor, to approve the em- 
ployment by the register of one or more clerks, 
at a reasonable per diem compensation. for such 
time as they are absolutely required to keep up 
the current public business, to be paid out of the 
surplus fees authorized to be charged, if any, and, 
if no surplus exists, out of the appropriation for 
incidental expenses of district land offices; but no 
clerk is to be so paid unless his employment has. 
been first sanctioned by the Sceretary of the In- 
terior. The bill also extends to and provides for 
all expenses heretofore incurred by any register 
or receiver of any consolidated land office, for 
additional clerical aid or office room. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas. It is unne- 
cessary to say more, I believe,-than I have said. 
The bill applies to al] consolidated land offices, 
and is according to the recommendation of the 
Interior Department. 

The bill was reported to the Senate, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


HOUSE BILLS REFERRED, 


The following bills from the House of Repre- 
sentatives were severally read twice by their titles, 
and referred as Indicated below: 

A bill (No. 115) for the relief of the legal rep- 
resentatives of David G. Bates—to the Committee 
on Claims. 

A bill (No. 734) for the relief of Mrs. Ann E. 
Smoot, widow of the late Captain Joseph Smoot, 
United States Navy—to the Committee on Naval 
Affairs. 

EXTENSION OF CAPITOL GROUNDS. 


The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Senate 
a report of the district attorney of the United 
States for the District of Columbia, relative to the 
value of certain real estate in the city of Wash- 
ington; which was referred to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds, and ordered to be 
printed. 7 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr. KING presented a petition of citizens of 
New York, praying the passage of a law to pre- 
vent all further traffic in, and monopoly of, the 
public lands of the United States; and that they 
be laid out in farms or lots of limited size for the 
free and exclusive use of actual settlers only; 
which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. BINGHAM presented resolutions of the 
Legislature of Michigan against a renewal of the 
patent for McCormick’s reaping machine; which 
were ordered to lie on the table. ee: 

Mr. PEARCE presented papers in relation to 
the acceptation of a complimentary testimonial 
presented by the Emperor of Russia to Captain 
William L. Hudson, of the Navy; which were 
referred to the Committee on Foueign Relations. 
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< Mr. TEN EYCK presented a petition of Row- 
land Johnson, praying that an appropriation be 
made to furnish food and raiment to the destitute 
people of Kansas; which was-ordered to lie on 
the table. 

Mr. SEWARD. I present a memorial of ex- 
Governor Thomas: Brown, of Florida, admin- 
istrator of George Fisher, deceased, protesting 
against the repeal of the act of Congress of June 
I, 1860, which provided for theadjustment of the 
accounts of the decedent, which | ask may be re- 
ferred to the Committee on Indian Affairs; and 
as there are tro Senators now-present from that 
State, I am requested to call the attention of the 
Committee on Indian Affairs especially to the 


Mr. MORRILL presented a memorial of citi- 
zens of Frankfort, Maine, praying for the speedy 
adoption of measures of conciliation and compro- 
mise; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a memorial of citizens of 
Richmond, Maine, praying the adoption of meas- 
ures of conciliation and compromise; which was 
ordered to lie on the table. ae os 

Mr. TEN EYCK presented a petition of citi- 
zens of Philadelphia, Pennsylvania, in favor of 
the Union, the Constitution as it is, and the en- 
forcement of all the laws; which was ordered to lie 
on the table. 

Mr. FESSENDEN presented a memorial of 
citizens of Westbrook, Maine, praying for the 


subjecti .- : 

Mr: CLARK.: Iwill state to the Senator from 
New York that the Committee on Indian Affairs 
have already passed upon that resolution of Fish- 
er, and. will report it in a day or two. 

The memorial was referred to the Committee 
on Indian Affairs. : 

Mr. DOUGLAS presented a memorial of im- | 
porting merchants of Philadelphia, setting forth 
that they do not regard the limitation of the ware- 
housing system: proposed in the tariff bill now 
before Congress as injurious; which was ordered 
to lié on the table. 


STATE OF THE UNION. 


Mr. WADE presented a petition of citizens of 
Granville, Ohio, in favor of the Union, the Con- 
stitution as it is, and the enforcement of all the 

“laws; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. CAMERON presented two petitions of 
citizens of Lehigh county, Pennsylvania, praying 
for the adoption of the compromise measures pro- 
posed by Mr. Crirrenven; which were ordered 
to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of citizens of the 
cities of Pittsburg and Alleghany, Pennsylvania, 
praying for the enactment of such laws as will 
save the country; which was ordered to lie onthe 
table. M 

He also presented two petitions of citizens of 
Alleghany county, Pennsylvania, in favor of the 
Union, the Constitution as it is, and the enforce- 
ment of all the laws; which were ordered to lie 
on the table. 

Ele also presented six petitions of citizens of 
Philadelphia, without distinction of party, pray- 
ing Congress to stand firm for the Union, the 
Constitution as it is, and the enforcement of all 
the laws; which were ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of citizens of Lan- 
caster county, Pennsylvania, praying for the 
adoption of the compromise measures proposed 
by Mr. Crrrrenpen; which was ordered to lie 
on the table. 

Mr. SEWARD presented a petition of four 
hundred electors, in the town of Waterford, Sar- 
atoga county, New York, for the adoption of the 
Crittenden amendments; whieh was ordered to 
lic on the table. 

He also presented a memorial of the Chamber of 
Commerce of New York, remonstrating against 


the passage of the tariff bill now before Cou- | 


gress; which was ordered to lie on the table, and 
be printed. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. The Senator from Ohio, 
(Mr. Puen,] upon leaving here, in consequence 
of sickness, I believe, in his family, left with me 
a petition, which he desired me to present. The 
pétition is short. It is from the citizens of the 
city of Portsmouth, Ohio, about five hundred in 


number, praying for the adoption of the proposi- | 
tions which have been submitted to the Senate to | 
I move that it be i 


settle our national troubles. 
laid on the table. 
The motion was agreed to. 
Mr. CRITTENDEN presented a petition of 
citizens of the town of Oyster Bay, New York, 
praying for the adoption of the compromise 


measures proposed by him; which was ordered |! 


to lie on the table. 

Fic also presented a memorial of citizens of 
Towa, praying for the adoption of the compromise 
measures proposed by the representatives of the 
border States, or by Hon. Mr. Doveras; which 
was ordered to fic on the table. 

He also presented a petition of citizens of Brad- 
ford, Vermont, praying for the adoption of the 
compromise measures proposed by him; which 
was ordered to lie on the tabie. 


adoption of measures of conciliation and compro- 
mise; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. POLK presented a petition of citizens of 
Pike county, Missouri, praying for the adoption 
of the compromise measures proposed by Hon. 
Mr. Crirrenprn; which was ordered to lie on 
the table. 

Mr. BINGHAM. I present joint resolutions 
of the Legislature of the State of Michigan, on 
the state of the Union, and ask that they be read. 

The Secretary read them, as follows: 


Joint Resolutions on the state of the Union. 

Whereas certain citizens of the United Statesare at this 
time in open rehellion against the Government, and by 
overt acts threaten its peace and harmony, and to compass 
its final overthrow : ‘Llierefore, 

Resolved, That the Government of the United States is 
supreme, with full inherent powers of self protection and 
defense. 

Resolved, That Michigan adheres to the Government as 
ordained by the Constitution, and, for sustaining it intact, 
hereby pledges and tenders to the General Government all 
its military power and material resources. 

Resolved, That concession and compromise are not to be 
entertained or offered to traitors, while the rights and in- 
ests of Union-loving citizens should be regarded and re- 
spected in every place and under all circumstances. 

Resolved, That his Exeelleney the Governor be requested 
to forward a copy of these resolutions to our Senators and 
Representatives iu Congress, and to the Governors of our 
sister States. JAMES BIRNEY, 

President of the Senate. 
-DEXTER MUSSEY, 
Speaker of the House of Representatives. 

Approved, February 2, 1861. 

AUSTIN BLAIR, Governor. 


| portion of the Confederacy. They have no sym- 
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Constitution, is not just cause for revolution; and 
when they have become undeceived in reference 
to the principles and policy of the Republican 
party, they will acknowledge their mistake, and, 
like good and loyal citizens, submit to the rule of 
the least exacting and best Government on the 
face of the globe. Its benefits and blessings have 
been showered upon all, its burdens scarce felt 
by any; but if, in their hardness and blindness, 
they shall continue in open violation of the laws, 
the Government will deserve the contempt of its 
own citizens,and of the civilized world, if it sub- 
mits to its own destruction for fear of the sense- 
less and unmeaning cry of coercion. The enforce- 
ment of the laws of the land over every inch of 
this broad Republic is not coercion in. any offens- 
ive sense, but a duty imposed by the most solomn 
obligations, and which cannot be disregarded or 
neglected. When a Government, either from in- 
tention or imbecility, refuses to administer its 
own laws alike every where, it has already become 
a party to its own disintegration and annihilation. 

The duty of preserving the Union is imposed 
upon every man who takes an oath to support the 
Constitution, and no means should be left untried 
to avoid collision and bloodshed consistent with 
that fidelity to principles which no man can prop- 
erly surrender; but any concession which would 
rivet more closely the fetters of slavery, or extend 
that institution over new territory, will be resisted 
by the people of Michigan by all peaceable and 
lawful means. 

I move that the resolution be laid upon the table, 
and printed. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. WILKINSON. I present the memorial 


| of several gentlemen in the state of Minnesota, 


in relation to the state of the Union; and I wish 
simply to remark that they are members of the 
Legislature—the Senate and House of Represent- 
atives—of that State, and embrace, I believe, 
every Republican member of that body. They 
are in striking contrast, Mr. President, with the 
petitions which have been received from the cities 
of Boston, New York, and Philadelphia, and other 
places, so numerously signed, and presented here 
in favor of the Crittenden propositions. And I 
wish simply to state that, in my humble judg- 
ment, if Senators, or if the people, would ascer- 
tain what the true sentiment of the countr is, 
they must get off from the sidewalks of our cities; 
they must go away froin the commercial districts 
of this country; they must penetrate into the in- 
terior; for I am satisfied that itis now here inthis 
country precisely as it was two thousand years 
ago inthe Old World, when it was declared dace 
‘* Honor sinks where commerce long prevails.” 
If Senators would ascertain what the true senti- 
ment of the country is, they must æo to the wool- 
growing regions of Vermont, to the wheat-ficlds 
of New York, to the agricultural and mining dis- 
tricts of Pennsylvania. Yes, sir; they must pen- 
etrate to the very heart of the eight million of 
people residing on their own acres in the great 
Northwest, and ask them this question: are you 
prepared to make a surrender of your convictions, 
of your principles, of your honor, at the bidding 
of organized rebels and traitors ? And, sir, when 
that answer comes, as come it certainly will when 
the question is presented to the people, timid Sen- 
ators and timid Representatives will learn, I ap- 
prehend, what the true sentiment of this country 
is. Now, sir, representing a people who, three 
months ago, decided a great question, a question 
which was decided by the all powerful verdict of 
the American people, I, for one, am not prepared 
to abandon that verdict, or to surrender and give 


}itup. 


„I represent, as this petition will show, a con- 
stituency and a State which plant themselves upon 
that verdict, and there they intend to stand. And 
L will here say, Mr. President, that no menaces, 
no threats of war, no military display, no tramp 
of armed men, no glittering bayonets, will drive 
the people of the Northwest from that position, 
The demand, sir, which was first made of the 


| North upon this floor was made four weeks from 


li the time the verdict of the people was rendered; 
the peo- | 


and that demand was simply this: you must sur- 
render your convictions, you must abandon your 
principles, you must make a surrender of your 
olitical faith, or this Union must be broken up. 
That was the pen import of the demand which 
was made to the country, and I am-pained, I am 
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pained here nearly every day to see the Senator 
from Kentucky, and others whom I believe to 
be loyal and true to this country, and to be lovers 
of this Union, turning to the Republican members 
in this Chamber, and asking them if they are true 
friends of this Union. Sir, who has menaced the 
Union; who has ever said, from the northern 
States anywhere, that they were not true to this 
Union? The Senator from Virginia [Mr. Mason] 
said, the other day in his place, that his State had 
been engaged in preparing itself for war for the 
last twelve months; that they had voted $500,000 
to arm the militia; that even towns and counties 
had volunteered to raise money to arm the militia. 
of that State; and for what purpose? To fight 
whom, and to fight what? Why have these prep- 
arations for war been made all over the South? 
And with the speeches that have been made here 
showing that the South have been preparing to 
arm themselves for the purpose of war, the Sen- 
ator from Kentucky, she is saving this Union, 
has uttered no word of reproof to those gentle- 
mien who have made those threats here upon this 

oor, 

I present this memorial, and ask that it be read. 

The Secretary read the memorial, as follows: 


To the honorable Senate and House of Representatives of 
the United States of America in Congress assembled : 
The undersigned citizens of the State of Minnesota re- 

spectfully represent to your honorable body that several 

States of this Union have rebelled against the Government 

of the United States; have captured forts, arsenals, can- 

non, small arms, and other property of the United States, 
to the amount and value of several million dollars; that, 
within those States, citizens of the free States, who have 
gone thither for health, pleasure, or business, relying upon 
the guarantec of our national Constitution, that “the citizens 
ofeach State shall be entitled to all the privileges and immu- 
nities of citizens of the several States are, by the score 
and hundred, tarred and feathered, banished, and many even 
murdered, by lawless mobs, without judge or jury, indict- 
ment or trial, and their property confiscated without any 
process of law ; that the authorities of the States wherein 
these crimes are perpetrated take no measures to prevent 
or punish them, but rather encourage and approve them; 
that among those who have been so maltreated are citizens 
of Minnesota; that within said rebellious States the Con- 
stitution and the laws of the United States are a dead let- 
ter, and the authority of the General Government defied ; 
that an American vessel, bearing the flag of the United 

States and in Government employ, has been, by rebels and 

traitors, fired upon, and by force prevented from entering a 

port of the United States; thatthe channels leading into 

some of the ports of the United States have been, by the 
authority of the rebellious States atoresaid, blocked up and 
obstr sd; that conspiracies have been set on foot to take | 
possession of the capital of the United States by an armed | 
foe in open rebellion against the Government; that the 
navigation of the Mississippi river has been and is impeded 
and prevented by means of a battery, or batteries, planted | 
on its shores, by authority of one of the said rebellious»! 

States; and that your petitioners cannotlearn that the con- | 

stituted authorities of the Government, have taken, or are 

taking, eficient measures to put a stop to orto punish such 
proceedings, or to prevent their repetition and indefinite ex- 
tension, 

Your petitioners also Jearn that certain measures have 
been urged upon your honorable body, having mainly in į 
view the extension and perpetuation of slavery, as a means 
of buying off the perpetrators of the above stated outrages | 
from continuing and aggravating them. 

Your petitioners are convinced that such measures will 
not have the desired effect; and that it is due to the integ- 
rity of our Government, as well as to the law-abiding cit- | 
izens who claim its protection, that the laws shall be en- ; 
forced, “and that the Federal Constitution, the rights of | 
States, and the Union of the States, shall be preserved.” į 

Wherefore your petitioners pray that your honorable body 
will place at the disposal of the President of the United 
States such means, in men and money, as may be neces- 
sary for the purpose; and that you call upon bim to en- 
force the laws, to reinforce the forts threatened by rebels, | 
to recapture (if not peaceably delivered up on demand) the | 
forts and munitions of war of which the Government has 
been robbed, to take measures to bring traitors to trial and | 
punishment, and, generally, to see to it that the Republic 
receives no detriment at the hands of rebels and traitors. 

And your petitioners respectfully but firmly protestagainst 
the adoption by your honorable body of any proposition for 
amending the Constitution, with a view to conciliate States 
which are in open rebellion, or which threaten rebellion if 
their demands be not complied with, until such States shall 
have returned to their allegiance, and have withdrawn their | 
threats of rebellion, And especially do your petitioners | 
protest against the enactment of any law, or the adoption ; 
of any proposition for amending the Constitution, which | 
has in view the extension of human slavery. 


The memorial was ordered to lie on the table. 


Mr. RICE. I have just listened to a very long 
etition coming from the citizens of Minnesota. 


| 


t appears to be very lengthy, so far as the peti- 


5T 


„instructed to inquire into the propriety of authorizing by 


| and the report was ordered to be printed. 


tion itself is concerned, but very short in regard 
to the names. T received last night a-very short 
petition, witha large number of respectable names, 
and I desire to say that I believe within a few 
days evidence will come from my State that a very 
large majority of the people are for the Union, and 
that they are for peace, and that they desire the 
vexed questions, now agitating the country, set- 
tled in an amicable manner, and in a manner that 
will be honorable to every section. As this me- 
morial contains but a few lines, I ask to have it 
read. : 

The Secretary read, as follows: 

To the Senate and 
House of Representatives of the United States: 

GENTLEMEN: The undersigned citizens of the city of 
Hastings, representing the nationalities of the New and Old 
World, fraternally united in devotion to the Constitution 
of the Federal Union, and the principles of free government 
thereby secured, look with anxiety and alarm upon the in- 
crease of public dissension, evidently arising from the per- 
turbed state of political affairs now threatening the dis- 
ruption and overthrow of the most perfect system of civil 
government ever devised by the wisdom of men. ‘Ihe se- 
cession of five States from the Confederacy, our kindred 
in blood and language, and of the same political affiliations, 
and the threatened defection of others, fill us with deep 
concern that any condition of our national affairs, or acts 
of legislation, should have led to such calamitous results. 
As we deprecate the spirit of crimination, which engenders 
recrimination, a fanatical policy fraught only with mischiet, 
and destructive to peace, we pass aside from any allusions 
to the causes of existing trouble, and pray your honorable 
bodies speedily to pass upon such measures as will give 
quiet to a feverish and distracted country. 

We would respectfully recommend the plan of adjust- 
ment embraced in the Crittenden resolutions, or that sub- 
mitted by Hon. H. M. Rice, a modification of either, or 
combination of the principles of both, such as will secure 
equal justice to every section of our once prosperous Union, 
reconcile conflicting passions, and forever put to rest sec- 
tional strife, hitherto so fruitful in discord and anarchy. 


The memorial was ordered to lie on the table. 
Mr. SEWARD. I ask leave to present the 
etition of six hundred delegates constituting a 
emocratic convention of the State of New York, 
held on Thursday, the 31st of January, 1861, at 
Albany, in which that respectable and numerous 
body of delegates submit to the Senate of the 
United States their views upon the great ques- 
tions agitating the public mind. As these gentle- 
men belong to a party different from that which 
has sent me here, I feel that it would be injustice 
to them not to present their memorial at the ear- 
liest hour, and I do so at once. Iask that it lie 
on the table; and out of respect for the conven- 
tion, I move that it be printed. 
The motion was agreed to. 


WILLIAM L. HUDSON. 


Mr. PEARCE submitted the following resolu- 
tion; which was considered by unanimous con- 
sent, and agreed to: : 

Resolved, That the Committee on Foreign Relations be 


law Captain William L. Hudson, of the United States 
Navy, to accept a complimentary testimonial presented to 
him by the Emperor of Russia. | 


INAUGURATION OF THE PRESIDENT. 


Mr. FOOT submitted the following resolution; 
which was considered by unanimous consent, and 
agreed to: 

Resolved, That a committee of three Senators be ap 
pointed by the Presiding Officer to make the necessary ar 
rangements for the reception and inauguration of the Pres 
ident elect on the 4th of March next. 


The VICE PRESIDENT appointed Mr. Foor, 
Mr. Pearce, and Mr. Baxsr, the committee on 
thé part of the Senate. 


REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 


Mr. LATHAM, from the Committee on Mil 
itary Affairs and Militia, to whom was referred 
the petition of George P. Ihrie, praying compen- 
sation for services on the boundary survey be- 
tween the United States and Mexico, and an al- | 
lowance for transportation from said survey to 
his home, submitted a report, accompanied by a 
bill (S. No. 564) for the relief of George P. Thrie. 
The bill was read, and passed to second reading; 


Mr. HALE, from the Committee on Naval 


Affairs, to whom was referred the petition of Cap- ! 


tain French Forrest, United States Navy. for d= 


ditional compensation ‘for his services. while in 
command of the Pacific. squadron;submitted an 
adverse report; which was ordered to be printed: 
Mr. GREEN, from the Committee on Terri- 
tories, to whom the subject was referred, reported 
a bill (S. No. 562) to provide a temporary gov- 
ernment for the Territory of Dakota,and to:create 
the office of surveyor general therein; which was 
read, and passed toa second reading. x 
He also, from the same committee, to whom 
the subject was referred, reported a bill (S. No. 
563) to organize the Territory: of Nevada; which 
was read, and passed to a second reading... 
Mr. GREEN notified the Senate ‘that:he would 
call up these bills as soon as possible. - pon 


BILLS BECOME LAWS. 


A message from the President of. the United 
States, by Mr. Grossprenner, his Secretary, 
announced that the President of the United States 
yesterday approved and signed the following acts 
and joint resolution: : 

An act (S. No. 531) to change the name of the 
schooner Augusta to Colonel Cook; ` : 

An act (S8. No. 111) for the relief of Aaron H. 
Palmer; and 

A joint resolution (S. No. 58) authorizing Lieu- 
tenant T. A. M. Craven, United States Navy, to 
receive certain marks of distinction tendered him 
by the Spanish Government. = 


LOTS AT PRAIRIZ DU CHIEN. 


Mr. DOOLITTLE. J-ask leave to withdraw 
a motion made by myself to reconsider'a bill. 
The bill was passed, and on my motion it was 
reconsidered. It is in relation to quit-claimirig 
the interest of the United States to’certain lands 
at Prairie du Chien, Wisconsin. I was acting 
under a misapprehension at the time, and I desire 
to withdraw the motion to reconsider, so that the 
bill may go to the House of Representatives. ” 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair 
hears no objection, and the motion is withdrawn. 


DEXTER R.. CROCKER. 


Mr. LANE. I now ask permission of the Sen- 
ate to take up the bill for the relief of Dexter R. 
Crocker. It is Senate bill No. 546, reported from 
the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

Mr. WADE. The bill for the relief George 
TI. Giddings was the unfinished business of the 
morning hour yesterday. I hope that will be 
taken up. It is in order. . 

Mr. LANE. I do not intend to oppose taking 
up that bill. Ionly want tosay that thisisfor the 
relief of'a gentleman now living: in Iowa, where he 
has resided many years, who performed! certain 
services in Oregon, to my knowledge, and, per- 
haps, no other person who will be here after me 
will know of the services. It is just; and.the 
Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads 
reported the bill, and recommended its:passage. 
If the Senator will allow it to come up, I shall be 
willing that it may go over if it leads to debate; 
and his bill will be taken ap : 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The hour for 
the special order has arrived, and it must be taken 
up, unless otherwise directed by the Senate. 

Mr. LANE. I beg the Senate just to allow 
this bill to be taken up, and then it may go over, 
if it gives rise to discussion. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator 
from Oregon asks the unanimous consent of the 
Senate to take up the bill referred to. 

Mr, CLARK and Mr. CAMERON objected. 

Mr. LANE. Then I shall ask a vote. :, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Itismoved to 
postpone the special order, which is House bill 
No. 338, a bill to provide for the payment of out- 
standing Treasury notes, &e. ~ : i 

Mr. WILSON. Before we proceed toconsider 
the tariff bill, which, I believe, is the unfinished 
business, I want to make a motion in regard to 
the message, upon which I had.the floor to-day. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, ‘There is a 
motion pending which the'Senator will allow the 
Chair to dispose of. Itis to postpone the’spécial. 
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T 
order, béine Housé bill No. 338, and take up 
Senate bill546, for the relicf of Dexter R. Crocker. 

“Mr. LANE. Just to take it up, and let it pass 
over. 

The motion was agreed to; there being, on a 
division—ayes: twenty-three; noes not counted; 
and the bill (S.No: 546) for the relief of Dexter 
R. Crocker was read the second time and consid- 
ered as in‘ Committee of the Whole. It proposes 
to direct the Postmaster General to pay to Dex- 
ter. Crocker, for transporting the United States 
mail-between Canyonville, Oregon, and Yreka, 
California; on route No. 5046, from April to No- 
vember, 1853, a period of eight months, the sum 
of $1,500. ; 

Mr. LANE. This bill was unanimously re- |; 
ported; and I think there will be no objection 
toit, . 

The bill was reported to the Senate, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third 
time, and passed. 


PATENT OFFICE AGRICULTURAL REPORT. 


Mr. FITCH, from the Committee on Printing, 
to whom was referred a. motion to print extra |; 
copies of-the annual report of the Commissioner | 
of Patents. on agriculture fur the year 1860, re- 
ported the following resolution: 
Resolved, That twenty thousand additional copies of the 
-annual report of the Commissioner of Patents on agricul- 
ture, for the year 3860, be printed for the use of the Senate ; 
and five thousind additional copies for distribution by the 


Interior Department, including sixteen pages of ilustra- 
tions. : 


Mr, FESSENDEN. Let it lic over: 1 donot 


ip 


; -FHE TARIFF BILE: 

Mr. CAMERON. What isthe question before 
the Senate now? . 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. There is. ño 
question hefore the Senate. 

Mr. CAMERON. Then, I move to take up 
the tariff bill. 

Mr. SIMMONS. Itis the special order. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The special 
order that was passed over will be taken up. It 
is House bill. No. 338, to provide for the payment 
of outstanding Treasury notes, to authorizea loan, 
to regulate and fix the duties on imports, and for 
other purposes. 

Mr. WIGFALL. I understood yesterday that 
the unfinished business was the joint resolution 
of the House of Representatives in reference to 
George H. Giddings’s claim. I hope it will be 
taken up now.. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That was dur- 
ing the morning hour. 

Mr. WIGFALL. It was to be taken up, as I 
understood, as unfinished business. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there had 
been time within the morning hour it would have 
been; but the entire hour was consumed by the 
resentation of petitions and reports. 

Mr. WIGFALL. I trust the Senater from 
Rhode Island will allow that matter tò be consid- 
ered now. It will not lead to debate. 

Mr. GRIMES and Mr. FESSENDEN. 
will. 

Mr. SIMMONS. I have given way now for 
three or four bills, and I. think we had better go 


It 


understand it, 
The resolution lies over, under the rules. 


MISSION OF PEACE FROM VIRGINIA. 


_. Mr. WILSON. I move that the message of 
the President, on which T had the floor, be post- 
poned, and specially assigned for Monday next, 
at one o'clock, 

Mr. CLARK. I hope not. There was another 
question postponed to the same time, on which I 
have the floor, ` ; 

“Mr. WILSON. Then I will say half past | 
twelve o’clock on Monday. 
` Mr. CLARK. . L have no objection to that. 

Mr. LANE. I suggest to the honorable Sen- 
ator to say Tuesday, at one o’clock. There is no 
special order for that day, and I desire very much 
to have the floor fora few moments when the 
messagecomes up. If it comes up on Monday, 
it will clash with the order at one o’clock, and I 
„shall have no opportunity of getting the floor. 

Mr, WILSON, -As I have given way some 
fifteen or twenty times already, I suppose I can 
do.so-once more; and I propose Tuesday, at one 
o'clock. coe 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The motion is, 
to postpone the message of the President of the 


United States, communicating to the Senate a se- || 
i 


ries of resolutions adopted by the Legislature of 
Virginia, having in view a peacefal settlement of 
the questions which now threaten the Union, and 
make. it the special order for Tuesday next, at 
one o’clock. 

The motion was agreed to. 


COMMODORE PAULDING. 


Mr. DOOLITTLE. I move to take up House | 
joint resolution No. 59,and I call the attention of | 
the Senator from Virginia, [Mr. Mason,] to it. 
It isa joint resolution, reported from the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations, authorizing Com- 
modore H. Paulding to receive a sword apd a 
grant of land, awarded to him by the Republic 
of Nicaragua, I desire to have it taken up and 
assed. 

Mr. MASON. J shall not object to taking up 
the resolution; but if it be taken up, I shall feel 
called upon to give. my reasons for opposing it. 

Mr. CAMERON. Then, I hope it will not be 
taken up now. 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. If itis taken up, I shall 
move to put it over until to-morrow morning, at 
haif-past twelve o’clock, 

Mr. MASON. 1 have no objection to that. 

The motion to take up the joint resolution was | 
agreed to. 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. Now, I move that it be | 
made the special order for to-morrow, at half-past 
twelve o’clock. 

The motion was agreed to. 


on with the tariff bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. House bill No. 
338 is before the Senate.as. in Committee of the 
Whole. ' 

Mr. SIMMONS. I propose now that we pro- 
ceed with the amendments, beginning in the sixth 
section, and passing over the loan portion of the 
bill; and I havean amendment to offer to the fifth 
section, when we get through with the amend- 


| ments reported by the committee. 


Mr. HUNTER. What doesthe Senator from 
Rhode Island propose? I did not hear him. 

Mr. SIMMONS, I propose to commence with 
the amendments at the sixth section of the bill. 

Mr. HUNTER. The Senator from Rhode 
Island [Mr. Simmons] presented his views at large 
on the bill yesterday; and it seems to me that, 
perhaps, as I represent the opposite opinions, | 
ought to present them before we commence to act 
| on the amendments. I do not wish to impede or 
throw any obstacles in the way of action on the 
bill; but it strikes me that. probably I had better 


Mr, President, it is very disagreeable to speak, 
|as I do on this occasion, with a consciousness of 
my utter inability to prevent the passage of this 
i bill, Ihave no doubt that the adoption of this 
measure is a foregone conclusion, I believe it 
has been generally understood that the adhesion 
"of the State of Pennsylvania to the Republican 
party was upon the condition of the passage of 
| this Morrill-tariff bill; and I suppose an obliga- 
| tion that has been incurred at such a price must 
| be carried out. Still, I owe it, perhaps, to those 
| whose opinions I represented on this committee, 
and to my constituents, to expose, if I can, the 


this measure, and strip it. of those disguises in 
the shape of specific duties, under which its enor- 
| mous taxation is hidden, 

It was said, sir, by the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts [Mr. Wiuson] some weeks since, that 
he would probably go for the Morrill bill, because 
the iaw of 1857 had failed to answer the expecta- 
tions of its friends. The Senator from Rhode 
Island, too, presented a specious but very illusory 
statement in regard to the revenue capacities of 

may vote against the measure of 


that measure. 
{Mr. irae 2 
1857 because he does not like it, or he may vote 
for another because he prefers it; but he is utterly 
mistaken if he supposes that that measure has 
not answered the expectations of its friends, so 
far as its revenue capacities are concerned. As 
we all know, the bill of 1857 was passed for the 
urpose of reducing the revenues of the country 
in order that we might in that mode enforce econ- 
omy upon Congress in its annual legislation. It 
was based upon an estimate that it would prob- 


| ably yield, upon the importation which it was 


shallow pretexts on which it is sought to adopt | 


The Senator from Massachusetts | 


present what I have to say pow than afterwards. | 


supposed by the then Secretary of the Treasury 
would be made, as he said in relation to his own 
scheme, about $50,000,000; I believe I stated at 
the time some $51,000,000. It was said then that 
such a sum would be ample, inasmuch as it was 
supposed by Mr. Guthrie that the expenditures 
of this Government would be reduced to the sum 
of $50,000,000. . E think, sir, that more than one 
of the leaders and eminent men in the party about 
to come into power, estimated, during the last 
year, that something like $50,000,000 ought to 
suffice for the annual expenditures of the Gov- 
ernment. 

Now, sir, we all know that in the first year of 
the operation of this tariff of 1857 it was exposed 
to a severe financial pressure, and therefore that 
year could afford no test ofits revenue capiicities; 
but in the very next year, when there was a par- 
tial revival of trade, it yielded about $50,000,000, 
coming within 2 or 3 per cent. of the estimate 
which was made in regard to it. Did any such 
measure ever produce results more nearly accord- 
ing with its estimate than 3 or 4 per cent.? So 
in regard to the estimate of the Secretary of the 
Treasury for what it was to yield during the last 
fiscal year. He estimated that it would yield 
some $55,900,000. Its actual yield, according to a 
statement which I have from the Register of the 
Treasury, made up since the annual report, was 
$54,100,000; thus coming within less than 4 per 
cent. of the estimate of the Secretary of the Treas- 


'ury. The Secretary. of the Treasury estimated 


that the tariff would yield, during this year, some- 
thing like $60,000,000. We all know that, up to 
the period of the presidential election, the receipts 
from this tariff were largely in advance of the 
receipts of the corresponding period in the last 
fiscal year, when it actually yielded $54,100,000. 
According to the statement given to me, it will be 
found, that not only did the first quarter yield 
something more than the first quarter of the last 
fiscal year, but the receipts for the month of Oc- 
tober were something like $500,000 in advance of 
those of the corresponding month of the last fiscal 
year.* We krow that the exports of this year, 
up to that period, were largely In advance of those 


of the preceding year. There was every reason, 


therefore, to expect that, if there had been no 
political trouble, the revenue under this tariff of 
1857, would have been much larger this year than 
it was during the last; and that, probably, it 
would have reachcd.sométhing like $58,000,000 or 
$60,000,000. Why, sir, we exported last year , 
$400,000,000, including specie, which is now a 
product of this country; and we were exporting, 
up tothe time of the presidential election, this year, 
greatly more than we were during the last year. 
But the Senator from Rhode Island, in order 
to undervalue the revenue capacity of this tariff 
of 1857, takes what he calls four years. It has 
been 1 operation but a little over three years and 
a half. Hetakes that first year of financial panic; 
he takes the two years that were hardly average 
years, for commerce did not revive until last year; 
and he takes this year, without the consideration 
of this severe political crisis and revolution in 
which we are placed, aud estimates it according to 
the supposition of the Secretary of the Treasury, 
in order to makea revenue capacity of $44,000,000 
or $45,000,000. Now, Mr. President, is that a 


i fair way of estimating the probable effects of the 
i bill? 


Do we not know thatits receipts have been 
actually increasing up to the time of this very 
political revulsion? It yielded more the second 
year than it did the first; it yielded more the third 
year than it did the second; and it was in the way 
to yield more in the fourth year than it did in the 
third. Up to the period of the presidential elec- 
tion, it had yielded largely more than it did during 
the same period last year. No, sir; the measure 
has not failed to answer the expectations of its 


* Statement exhibiting the receipts from customs inthe Uni- 
ted States for the months of July, August, September, and 
October, 1859.. Also the same ewhibits for the correspond- 
ing period of time in 1860: 

For quarter ending September 30, 1859..... 915,947,670 62 

For month of October, 1859.. 0... eee nee eee 3,208,922 58 


Total 20 


For quarter ending September 30, 1860... .$16,1 19,831 
For month of October, 1850.. ..s. sesser eree 3,716,548 
379 94 


marese lna vee 0G319,836 


22 
72 


Total eccccccececcccnececees Er 


TREASTRY DEPARTMENT, January 22, 1861. 


1861. 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


friends, so far as its revenue capacity is concerned. | 
I tell you in what it is that their expectations have | 
been disappointed. The expenditures of the Gov- i 
ernment have not been reduced to. the extent that |} 
they expected. The public lands have been, in |! 
fact, abandoned as a source of revenue. It has | 
been proclaimed by the party coming into power |} 
that they intended to give them away in the shape | 
of a homestead; and as the Secretary of the Inte- |! 
riov-has well said, this has operated constantly as a 
preventive anda barto the purchase of these lands 

y persons who otherwise would have bought | 
them, if they had not hoped to receive them as a! 
gift, This,and the fact that the bounty land bill, |} 
which was passed for the soldiers of 1812, had not 
exhausted its operation, has hitherto kept down | 
the receipts from the publie lands. 

But, Mr. President, if it were to be understood 
that the funds arising from these lands were to be 
honestly and faithfully devoted to the payment of 
the public debt; if it was to be understood that 
this homestead measure was not to be passed in 


i 

1 
times like these, now that this’ bounty-land act || 
hasalmost exhausted itself, there being only about |! 
8,000,000 of acres to be taken under it, we might |i 
soon hope to have a revenue of 95,900,000 or || 
$6,000,000 from that source; and this added to the |! 
capacity of this tariff of 1857—I mean in a good |} 
| 

| 

| 

| 

| 

| 


time; I mean if credit were restored; if there were 
no revolution and difunion abroad; because in re- 
gard to that exceptional state of things I can pre- 
dict nothing—I say if the times were good, there 
would be full reason to believe, if we were to 
apply the proceeds of the public lands honestly to 
the payment of the public debt, that we should |! 
derive enough from imports, together with the 
proceeds of those public lands, to carry on this 
Government, and to begin to pay the public debt. | 
I say so because, according to the statement of 
the Secretary of the Treasury for the last fiscal 
year, the expenditures were between $59,000,000 
and $60,000,000, including a debt of $4,500,000, 

aid as Post Office deficiency, and excluding the 
interest on the public debt. According to this 
statement, the expenditure, including this Post 
Office deficiency, and including the interest on the 
public debt, would have been somewhere about 
$63,000,000. If, however, we excluded, as we 
ought to do—if we were to make the Post Office 


| $5,000,000 or $6,000,000 more. 


Department sustain itself—these $4,500,000, it 


* Statement showing the payments from the Treasury for the support of the Post Office De 


would reduce the annual expenditure to something 
ike $58,000,000, and that not upon estimate or 
conjecture, but the actual experience of- the. last 
fiscal year. Isay but for these times, there was 
every probability that this tariff of 1857 would 
have yielded $58,000,000. Add to that the 


$2,100,000, which | believe the Secretary of the || 


Interior says the lands yielded last year, for his 
statement is a little in excess of that of the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury; and add the receipts from 
miscellaneous sources, about $11,000,000, and we 
should have had, with the receipts from the pub- 
lie lands, and from: miscellaneous sources; upon 
that estimate, enough to carry on the Govern- 
ment and to pay a small deficiency for the Post 
Office Department. If we had received $60,000,000, 
as he estimated, we should have received quite 
enough to carry on the expenditures of the last 


| year, which included $4,400,000 of deficiency for 
| the Post Office Department, and to pay the annual 


expenditures, and the interest of the public debt 


ji 
! also. 


Now, sir, do we not know, from the experience 


| of the past, that our ad valorem tariffs have gen- 
t erally increased in revertue faster than the ex- 
| penditures and population of the country? Have 
| we not seen that the revenue from the existing 


tariff was increasing rapidly up to the period of 


| political disturbance? Was there not every rea- 
| son, therefore, to suppose that it would soon yield, 


if it did not this year, the $69,000,000 estimated 


|| by the Secretary of the Treasury? If we were 
i to add such proceeds from the public lands as || 


we should have a right to expect in case we did 
not pass a homestead bill, when the bounty land 
bill shall be exhausted, we should probably have 
And, sir, why 
should we not devote the proceeds of the public 
lands to the payment of the public debt? qt was 
the great resource in the war of the Revolution, and 
has been in all the wars we have had since. We 
have given bounties to our soldiers from these 
lands. We have used the proceeds to pay the 


i debts which have been incurred. Why should 


we now, ig this time of our financial trouble, 
abandon this source of revenue? Why should we 
not apply it to the payment of the debts? At the 
opening of this session, I proposed that we should 
pledge the proceeds of thesc lands specifically, to 
redeem the Treasury notes then to be issued; not 
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keep out $10,000,000, not at an interest of from 
10-to 12 per cent., but an interest’of from’ 6 to! 8 
per cent. But, sir, it Was against the ceed’ of the 
Chicago platformi, and tipon that account all at- 
| tempts of this sort have been rejected and ‘we 
| have seen the consequences that have been en- 
| tailed upon us, ‘ ae Im ee 

+ But, Mr. President, this was not. ‘the only re- 
! spect in which the expectations of those who voted 
| 
| 
4 


| for the tariff of 1857 were disappointed in tegatd 
to public expenditures. We did not suppose that 
ithe Post Office Department was to be saddled as 
| a constant‘and permanent source of expenditure 
for millions annually upon the Treasury ;:and‘yet 
such has been the case; and when a Democratic 
President recommended ‘an increase of ‘the vates 
of postage, to make it self-sustaining, and when 
a Democratic Postmaster General recommended 
the same increase, and when we ‘sought ‘here to 
pass it into a Jaw, and also to cut off, at the same 
time, the expenditures arising outof the franking 
privilege, that bill was lost in the House of Rep- 
resentatives; and we have been met bya persist- 
| ent opposition whenever we have attempted ‘to 
make the Department sustain itself. What- has 
| been the consequence? What-do you suppose, 
| Mr. President, has been the expenditure’ out of 
the Treasury for the Post Office Department for 
| the past three years? J venture to assert that, if 
| any Senator was called on to state it, he could not 
; come within the amount by millions. Here is a 
| Statement showing the payments from the Treas- 
ury for the support of the Post Office Department, 
exclusive of the recéipts from postage, from March 
4, 1857, to January 31, 1861; and they amount to 
$25,585,000—paid by the income from imposts out 
of the Treasury of the United States since the 4th 
of March, 1857. And what would you suppose, 
Mr. President, was the amount. previously paid 
since theeduction of the rates of postage in 1851? 
‘I'wenty-two million one hundred and forty-nine 
thousand dollars; so that thus we have incurred | 
adebt of nearly $50,000,000, which we have paid 


out of the imposts for the support of the Post 
| Office Department, * sy eS eR es 


partment, exclusive of receipts from postages, from March 4, 1857, to 


From Mareh 4 From July 1, 
to June 30, 1857-58, 1858-59 1859-60. 1860, to Janu- Total. 
uary 3}, 1861. 
js mek ae, i H ee — - 
‘Transmitting blanks, &c., connected with the CENSUS.. essre userre ene eee H - | ee | - | $12,000 00 - $12,000. 00 
Mail service for the several Departments of Government. ~ i $200,009 00 | $209,000 00 209,000 00 $200,000 00 800,000 00 + 
Mail service for the two Houses of Congress... ere e eer ees yi | 100,000 00 | 500,000 00 | 500,009 00 250,000 00 1,875,000: 00 
‘Co supply deficiencies in the revenues of the Post Office Departy s | 8,500,000 00 8,196,009 26 2,878,180 19 19,210,245 45 
Steam mail service.. as 4 hi Paina ne | i 8 20 | 4 5 196,154 09 ‘1,689,720. 62 
Tri-monthly mail by steam sscis between New Orleans and “| - | 69, 00 | - _ 69,750 00 
Mail service between Charleston, Key West, and Havana.. 3 | ~ 10,000 00 | - - 10,000: 00 
Transportation ofthe mails from New Orleans, via ‘Tebuantepec, to Ventoz: 
and buck : i - 104,166 67}. 120,914 86 z 225,081 53 
Transportation of the mails from Panama to California and Oregon, and back, - - 173,975 00 174,125 00 Sy et 348,100 00 
‘Transportation of the mails on Puget Pound bee eeenrenes ARA i - 33,645 00 7,264 56 41,269 56 R 
Transportation of the mails between the United Statesand foreign ports by 
: sieainehip oc ae se ‘ n ab Sa Seer a Bits yi CEAD ers shale Vee EVEA Sas lea NaH 202,762 59 431,696 84 240,634 36 874,493 70 
emi- ? mai pe “eur a Faahi AAt ies a Cal- | 
Semi monty mail between Orègog bas Washington Territori and Cal- | ! 99,934 24 ‘ rer 125,000 00 
> Arerseees prieeerertreris 9 è ? 5 ao 
Transportation of mails across the i 25,000 00 25,000 
ii rtati mails between $ 
liston Tertionec 92,399 76 37,724 80 130,124 56 
| Interest due contractors for carrying the mai 150,000 00 - 150,000° 00 
I $25,585,785. 42 | 


10,097,699 81 | $3,639,229 67 
$ 2 G { ees! 


Statement showing the payments from the Treasury for the support of the Post Office Department, exclusive of receipts from postages, from the commencement of 


i 


From July 1, 


Department. 
Steam mail servic na 
Tri-monthty mail between New Orleans and Vera Cruz 
Mail service between Charleston, Key West, and Havana 
Transmitting papers relating to the census........ shaves | 


000 00 


$400,000 00 ; 
875, 500,090 00 


1852-53. 1853-54. 1854-55. 1855-56. 1856, to March Total 
| 3, 1857. 
m — - | | 
$200,000 00 $200,000 00 $200,000 00 | — $200,000 00 | $2,085,555 55 


500,800 00 | 


625,000 00 375,000 00 | "3,038,888 89 


- z 2,471695 63| 2,944.464 00 | 2,294,368 00 | 2,250,000 00 | . 9)860,527°63 
955,002 02 | 1,564,933 64 | 1,531,769 14 | 1,170,035 19 | 1,399,284 87 909,608 25 |. 7,522,093 08 
- i 5 34,350 00 | 69,750 00 É 129,750.00 
s | ʻ | | z 10,000 U0 a 10,000°00 
12,000 00 | : g | - ! a 12000 00 

g ee i | i E ; 
$1,085,506 46 | G2,890,093 GE | GATIBUA 77 | 4,248,849 19 | $1,598,402 87 | $9,734,608 25 | $22,149,416 15 
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.. Such financial managementas this would bank- 
tupt any Government on the face of the earth. 
We have in the Postmaster General, at the head 
of the Post Office Departifient, an officer who, ac- 
cording to the state of our present laws, can plunge 
-this Government into debt almost at his pleasure. 
e- can increase.the expenditure on a routes. he 
can ‘“order.ap.”? the service, as they callit. There 
is scarcely any. practical limit to his-discretion as 
to the. amount in-which he can involve this Gov- 
ernment. Fe is not limited by the receipts from 
postages; he is not limited.even by the appropri- 
-ations: in the annual bills, but. he increases this 
“expenditure iat pleasure... Now, sir, unless we 
do something to. restrain this discretion, unless 
we do something to ‘regulate this Department, 
dnstead of adding thus immensely to the imposts, 
as it is-proposed to do in this bill, we shall never 
‘succeed in rescuing the Treasury from its financial 
embarrassments. I believe that something might 
be done, that one great step might be achieved, if 
we were to put out to contract not only the trans- 
portation, but the delivery of the mails, I believe 
, We could thus arrange a scheme which would not 
only cut off a great and unwholesome source of 
: patronage from the Executive, but which would 
:add greatly to the cheapness and efficiency of the 
Post Office service itself. But, sir, without refer- 
ence to that which is theoretical, it is certain that 
ifthe Post Office Department were managed as it 
was: managed up to the year 1851, and made a 
self-suslainng Department, so as to relieve the 
“Treasury from these vast embarrassments, and if 
the proceeds of the public lands were applied to 
the payment of the public debt, if trade and com- 


merce were to revive, the tariff as it now stands j 


would yield us an abundance for the just wants 
of the Government. i 
But, Mr. President, suppose that in the present 
: condition of the finances of the country now, since 
‘the debt has been increased, it was desirable to got 
more money than the tariff of 1857 would give: 
we could easily makeadditions which, on the im- 
ports of the last fiscal year, would give us some- 
thing like $6,000,000 more of revenue than we re- 
„ceived for that fiscal year; and that, too, without 
. interfering with the business of the country, with- 
out imposing any burden which it would be griev- 
ous to anybody to bear. J had a.statement made 
out at the Treasury Department, showing the 
details of such an amendment of the present law. 
Without reading the tables, I will state in general 
terms, that if we were to raise the 4 per cents to 
10, the 8 per cents to 10, the 12 per cents to 15, 
and carry up the spices to'30, we should have got, 
in that way, an increase of revenue for the last 
fiscal year of a little over $2,000,000. The im- 
portations of articles on the free list, exclusive of 
specie, were about $72,000,000; and if we had laid 
upon them a duty of 5 per cent., we should have 
got something like $3,500,000 or $3,600,000; that 
«Is to say, the two together would have given us an 


addition of nearly $6,000,000, and we should have | 


had, with these two additions, a revenue of nearl 
$60,000,000 the last fiscal year. I say these addi- 
tions and changes inthe tariff'of 1857, which would 
not bear heavily on any onc, would yield us, ifany 

tariff could yield us, an abundance of revenue. 
Why should we not, then, be contented with 
making small additions of that sort, which would 
bring usin much more money, as I think Tam 
| prepared to show, than the tariff which it is now 
> proposed to pass, and which would give us this 
additional amount of money without embarrass- 
ing any branch of trade, without impairing the 
Operation. of any of the great divisions of our in- 
dustry? We know, from statistics, that the oper- 
ation of the tariff of 1857 upon the industry ofthe 
country has been eminently beneficent. “I have 
turned to the various great branches of our indus- 
try to see. I took the iron; and that is a matter 
about which we hear most complaint. I com- 


pared the imports and exports of Iron and of iron | 


manufactures under the last three years of the 
tariff of 1846 and the three years of the tariff of 
1857, The average annual import of iron and 
iron manufactures for the last three years under 
the tariff of 1846 was $22,781,000, and for the 
three years under the tariff of 1857, $16,060,800; 
thus showing that the imports had. diminished 
actually $6,000,000, or nearly one third. On the 
other hand, the average annual export of iron and 
iron manufactures for the last three years of the 
tariff of 1846, was equal in value to $12,799,000, 


or-an average of $4,266,000. ‘Theaverage annual 
export under the tariff of 1857 for three years 
were $15,936,000, or an average of $5,312,000; 
thus showing an increase-of one fourth in that re- 
gard.* "We see that the average yearly import, 
under the Jast three years of the tariff of 1846, was 
much greater than for the same number of years 
under the tariff of 1857—thus showing a diminu- 
tion of the importations under this tariff on the 
one hand; and on -the other, that for the same 
period there was a large increase of the exporta- 
tions of iron and manufactures of iron, What 
does this prove? It proves that a duty of 24 per 
cent. is in fact more protective now than a duty of 
30 per cent. was at the time the tariff of 1846 was 


| passed. It is more protective, because the differ- 


ence between the relative cost of producing iron. 
here and in England at this time and then, is so 
much Jess now than it was then; and the very j 
fact that the importations of iron have fallen off 
under this reduction of duty to 24 per cent. shows 
that, probably, to reach the revenue standard, in- | 
stead of increasing, you ought to diminish the 
duties. If these facts do not prove this conclu- 
sion positively, they go far to establish its prob- 
ability. To show, too, the effect the present tariff 
has had upon the general interests of the country, 
we find that the yearly average exportations of 
iron and manufactures of iron are increasing from 
$4,000,000 up to $5,000,000 a year, increasing at 
the rate of nearly 25 per cent.; and that in the 
short space of three years. 

Flow is itin regard to the general manufactures 
of the country? I have compared the last three 
years of the tariff of 1846 and the three years of 
the tariff of 1857 in regard to the. exportations 
of domestic manufactures. I find-that the aver- 
age exportations of domestic manufactures for the 
last three years of the tariff of 1846—in 1855, 1856, 
1857—were $10,702,000. I find that for the last 
three years of 1858, 1859, 1860, the average was 
$13,999,000, say $14,000,000, thus showing a 
rapid increase of the exportations of domestic 
manufactures under this tariff of 1857.} 

Is not that evidence of the beneficence of its 
operations? Have we not evidence of it from the 
assertion of all the newspapers? Are there any 
petitions here from the manufacturers for an in- 
crease of the tariff? Have we notseen, lately, that 
the Massachusetts mills have resumed full work? 
Is there any other interest in the country as pros- 
prous: Why, sir, I heard a shrewd man from 

assachusetts say two years ago that wherever 
they had new machinery they were doing well; | 
and that those who were running old machinery 
in Rhode Island, instead of altering their machine- 
ry, were seeking to alter the tariff; and that if 
they would introduce the new improvements, and 
keep up with the progress of the age in manufac- 
tures, they would not require an increase of the 
tariff; and I say these statistics prove the fact, for 
they show a general improvement and increase 
and advance in the manufacturing interest of the 
country. 

The difference between the tariff of 1857 and 
that now proposed, so far as manufactures are 
concerned, is this: the tariff of 1857 made the raw | 
material, to a great extent, free; it diminished the 
expense of manufacturing, and, at the game time, 
it reduced the duty on the textile fabric, thus 
enabling the manufacturer to make a profit, and 


* IRON. 
Imports. Domestic Exports. 
TE55 eee eee ee $22,980,720 TBS ecaccaees $3,753,452 | 
LB56 eee eee 22,041,939 seeeesevess 4,161,001 
LEST. cee eees 28,320,497 1857. eee 5,884,967 
$68,343,164 $12,799,427 | 


Average... . 


1858.00... ; 

1839... 5,503,667 

1860.0... 5,703,024 
$48,189,491 $15,036,565 


Average...., $5,312,188 


Average... ..16,060,830 


t DOMESTIC MANUFA CTURES: 


= Exports, Exports. 
1855. esser eseese $9,796,283 I858....cc cece, $10,730,206 
S56. sees eeeees 11,210,405 1859.00... 0002, 14,203,609 | 
LEST eeeeeeeeeers UjLO0,81L 18600 IIIT ivoeae77 
$2,107,499 $41,998,499 


AVETARE vos ea e B10, 702,474 Average......$13,999,497 


yet sell his product at-a lower rate. That gave 
him a larger circle of consumers and customers. 
That placed him at issue and at war with nobody. 
The customer was pleased, because he got the 
article cheaper; the manufacturer was contented, 
because, being enabled to produce cheaper, he 
could furnish the article at a lower price, and thus 
satisfy the consumer. This tariff now proposed, 
while it increases the duty upon the raw material 
of some species of raw wool and upon iron, en- 
deavors to compensate it by laying duties almost 
prohibitory upon the manufactured articles, so 
that, in order to enable the manufacturer to make 
a profit; the consumer must be forced to pay a 
larger price; and thusthe manufacturer, under this 
tariff, will have a smaller circle of consumers, be- 
-cause there must be fewer. who will consume at 
high prices than at low, and’ he will find himself 
at war with the consumer, and every other inter- 
est; as long as this tariff remains on the statute- 
ook. 

But, sir, allow me to proceed with a review of 
the operations of this tariff upon the great inter- 
ests of the country. I have shown you how it 
acted upon manufacturers of iron. “How is it 
upon raw cotton? For the years 1855, 1856, and 
1857, the average exports of cotton—those were 
‘the last three years of the tariff of 1846—were 
' $116,034,000, and the average price 10.96 cents. 
For the years 1858, 1859, and 1860, the average 
yearly exportation was $161,542,000, at an aver- 
age price of 11.76 cents; thus showing a large in- 
crease of the quantity exported, and of the price 
which it brought.* Does this say nothing for the 
tarif of 1857? Iam looking now to the produc- 
tion not only of the manufacturer, but to the in- 
terest of him who produces the raw material. 

How is as itto tobacco? Why, sir, I find that, 
in the last three years of the tariff of 1846, the 
average exportation of tobacco was $15,865,000. 
In the years 1858, 1859, and 1860, the average ex- 
portation of tobacco was $17,996,000; thus show- 
ing a large increase in these items.+ 

r. President, if I had time—but I know I shall 
be forced to weary the Senate more than I desire 
to do, with every effort that I can make to con- 
dense and compress—I should like to go into a 
review of the operations of this tariff on the for- 
eign trade of the country. I would like to show 
how it has been increasing our direct communi- 
cation with Europe; how it is that, under its op- 
cration, we have been decentralizing our European 
commerce from Liverpool and England. Before 
that, most of our French and continental goods, 
with the exception of Bremen goods, which come 
here directly in steamers, used to go through 
England; but from the time the tariff of 1857 was 
passed, and we reduced so largely the duties on 
wine, brandies, cloths, and the continental prod- 
ucts, our direct trade has been increasing. As 
a consequence, our ships have gotten a larger 
share of freights; as a consequence of it, our mer- 
chants have had a larger share of profits upon 
these exchanges; and we ourselves have been able 
to consume upon cheaper terms. As another con- 
Sequence, we have not been forced to depend so 
much upon a commercial center in Great Britain. 
We have been building up one of our own; and 


New York, but for these political taped 3 


if you will not crush it down with this monstrou 
bill which is now proposed—may soon become 
the center and emporium of the world. 

But, Mr. President, I have no time to enter now 
into that field of inquiry. Whoever will look into 
it will find that, under the operation of this tariff 
of 1857, an impulse has taken place in that direc- 
tion, and we havc been conducting our commerce 


* COTTON. 

Exports. Exports. 
1855.....$88, 143,844 at 8.74 1858. + $131,386,661 at 11.72 
1856... 128,382,351 at 9.49 1859... 161,434,923 at 12.72 
1857.,...191,575,859 at 12.55 1860... 191.806.554 at 10.85 


$348, 102,054 . 30.78 $464,628,139 35.30 
$116,034,018 10.96 $161,549,713 1.76 
f TOBACCO. 

. Exports. ` Exports. 
1853 vo aceeseeees 814,712,468 J858 ururoa -$17,009,767 
1856 oo... 12221,843 1850.0 eee... 1,074,038 
1857... 20,662,772 1860... sie... 15,900,547 

$47,597,083 $53,990,352 


Average ........$15,865,694 


Average ...... 917,996,784 
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more directly to the benefit of our producer, who 
thus is enabled to-ship his products to market at 
a less expense, as he ships it directly; to the ben- 
efit of the American ship-owner, who thus gets 
a larger share of freights; and to the benefit of 
the American consumer, who thus gets these goods 
cheaper than otherwise he would have done. I 
pass away from that to the consideration of this 
tarif itself. 


The Senator from Rhode Island has grave 


asserted in his place, that this tarif would yield, 
I think, $20,000,000 more than the other. ` If it 
be the tariff that I think I am prepared to show | 
it is, it is almost prohibitory upon many of the 
material articles of American consumption. In 
the first place, it is so complicated and cumbrous 
that it will take double the expense to execute it 
that the other tariff does. It will open the door 
to five times as much fraud; and in regard to this 
point, I base myself not upon my simple asser- | 
tion, but on a letter which I received from the 
collector of customs of New York, last year, to | 
whom I addressed some interrogatories in this | 
regard. This is a letier from Mr. Schell. He 
says: 

© The appraisers, as will be seen, express the opinion that | 
the execution of the proposed law (tariff) would require, 
in their department, double the present store accommoda- 
tions, and three times the force of the present employés. 
In the custom- house proper, I am persuaded, an increase 
of from one third to one half would be required in the force 
of liquidating, measurers, weighers, &c., and the embar- 
rassment and delay to importers in obtaining a disposable 
sion of their goods would be increased a hundred 


This is a letter from Mr. Schell. I sent an 
interrogatory——— 

Mr. BIGLER. Will the Senator give the date 
of that letter ? 

Mr. HUNTER. It is dated the 30th of May, 
1860, in reply to a letter sont in regard to the 
Morrill tariff. Why, sir, upon the same article 
here—take the article of cotton—we havea specific 
duty and we have an ad valorem duty. We have 
two sorts of minimums. Wenotonly have amin- 
imum as to price, but we have a minimum as to the 
threads to the square inch. It must not have so 
many or over so many threads to the square inch. 
In order to estimate the duty, they have to weigh | 
it; they have to measure it; they then have to get | 
the invoice price atall the principal markets of the | 
country where the goods are bought; and thus it | 
isa system so complicated that it is almost im- | 
possible to execute it with certainty, and it must 
open the door to fraud of every description. Why, 
sir, I doubt if the Senator from Rhode Island | 
himself could collect this duty according to the 
system which he here recommends. He would | 
find it difficult to take this schedule in regard to | 
cottons, and execute it himself. 
become of the importer, when he was acting on | 
this cumbersome compound operation? When 
he came in with his yard-stick to measure it, and 
with his scales to weigh it, (because there isa | 
minimum as to weight; it must not weigh more 
than so many ounces to the yard;) when he has | 
done ali this, if the importer should say, ‘let me | 
pay the specifie duty and go,” the Senator would 


4 
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reply: Oh, no; I must know its price; you must |) 


give not only your own invoice, but 1 must have | 
a certificate of the consuls to know the price in | 
the principal markets of the world.’ When these | 
had been given him, he would say, ‘* stop awhile 
yet; I must count the threads; and I must know | 
how many threads there are in the square inch.” 
Then when he had done all that, and the importer 
is ready to pay in specific duties, he would say to 
him, “stop awhile; you have paid the specific 
duty; but here is an ed valorem still due; let us 
go over this invoice and calculate that.’? When 
they had done all this, paid the specific and ed 
valorem duties, the importer would say, ‘Well, | 
how, may I not get my goods and go?” “Oh, no, 
slr; you sce what trouble I have had in apprais- 
ing a small part of your goods; you do not sup- 
pose I can get through that cargo to-day, to-mor- 
row, this week, or perhaps the next;’’ and owing 
to the very complication of these provisions, a | 
man would have to leave his goods in store for I 
do not know how long, in order that they might 

e property appraised and the duties assessed. If | 


* . i 
you had been making a bill for the purpose of | 
attacking and suppressing the trade in foreign || 


merchandise, and putting down the importing |; 
j Š £ | another 54, another 50 per cent, 


merchants of the country, you could not have de- | 
vised it better than it has been done in this case. | 


What would |} 


But let us look at the duties, themselves. I 
come first to iron, that great necessity of the 
country, as necessary almost as food, as water, 
as air. Let us look and sce what are the duties 
imposed upon that; and here 1 must beg the Sen- 
ate to bear with me if I am tedious, because it is 
impossible to explain the operation of this bill 
without entering more largely into these statistics 
than I should otherwise like to do. Here are the 
answers of the New York appraisers to the ques- 
tions which I addressed to them in regard to this 
Morrill tarif bill: — 

“A, The dutiable value of bar iron is from $30 per ton 
upwards, the great bulk of it being valued at about $37 per 
ton. On these prices, which represent the value of 80 per 
cent. of the bar iron imported into the United States, the 


new duty would be equivalent to 50 and 40 per cent. ad 
valorem. 


“B. Dutiable value of rails, $29 per ton. New duty 
equal to 41.3 per cent.” 


I have a statement here from an extensive im- 
porting house in New York, a house that imports 
won—Oothouth & Brother—which makes that 
cost $26 62, which would make the specific duty, 
if reduced to its corresponding ad valorem, about 
45 per cent.; but take it according to the ap- 
praiser’s statement, here is 41 per cent. upon 
railroad iron: 

“C. Dutiable value of boiler-plate about $45 per ton. 
New duty equal to 44.9 per cent.” 


That is for New England, sir. 


“G, Rolled and hammered iron, not included in A, aver- 
ages, in ditiable value, $45 per ton. New duty equal to 
44.4 per cent. 

“TL, Datiable value of pig iron, $14 per ton. New duty 
equal to 42.8 per cent. $ 

“M. Dutiable value of old iron, $5to $10. New duty 
equal to 120 and 60 per cent. 

“N. Included in *G.? 

“Ce. Polished sheet iron, dutiable value, 6 cents per 
pound. New duty equal to 33: per cent. 

“Dd. Other sheet iron, common or black, not thinner 
than No. 26 wire gauge, $29 per ton. Dutiable value, $45 
per ton. New duty equal to 44.4 per cent. 

“Ee. Thinner than No. 26, and not thinner than No. 25, 
wire gauge. Dutiable value, $51 per ton. New duty equal 
to 50 per cent. 

“FA Thinner than No, 26 wire gauge, 880 per ton. Du- 
table valuc, $58 per ton. New duty equal to 50.9 per cent. 

But, sir, there have been some amendments 
proposed to be made in the bill by the committee, 
and I went to the custom-hguse for the ad valorems 
as they would be upon those amendments. Ac- 
cording to this account but small changes have 
been made by the amendments in the duties. 
There ig a change made in the duty on locomotive 


| tires, and parts which used to pay 24 per cent. now 


will pay from 14 to 17 per cent.; anvils, which 


| formerly paid 24, will now pay 36 per cent.; two- 
| inch wood-screws, which formerly paid 24 will 


now pay 60 per cent.; cross-cut saws formerly 
paid 24 per cent., the new duty is 48 per cent.; 
on steel, which formerly paid 12 per cent., the 
new duty is 22.7 per cent. This is a statement 
from the custom-house, dated February 13, 1861. 

And yet, sir, the Senator from Rhode Island 


| said that the dealers in steel were all contented 


with the imposition. He convinced them that 


‘the framers of the bill knew more about their 


business than they knew of it themselves, and 
they all went away gratified that he had followed 
his own head and not taken their suggestion. 
Here is 22 per cent. upon so important a raw 
material as steel. Why, sir, if he could have 
contented those who complain of the Morrill 
tariff bill, he would have been the most fortunate 
legislator upon record. He certainly did not see 


the men whom I saw from New York, fora more 
discontented and complaining set of gentlemen Í į 


never laid my eyes upon in my whole legislative 
experience. 


statement. I suppose it would do the city more 
harm if you were to shell it than if you were to 
pass this tariff bill; but that it must operate as a 
blight upon its interests, I think nobody can doubt 
who will study its provisions, The representa- 
tives of the hardware interest left me a statement 
before they went away, to which I would like to 
call the attention of the Senate. Here is a table 


| (Lwill not read all of it) of the duty upon screws. 
They take them according to their different classess | 


On one class there is an average of 31 per cent., 
on another one 51, on another 56}, another 15, 
another &4, another 99, another 57, another 59, 
What do they 
say of these indispeusable articles which enter so 


One of them said to me, speaking ; 
of this bill, “you might as well make war upon | 
the city of New York.” Thatis an exaggeratcd ; 


largely into common’ ùse? - Cables: 58.per-cent.s 
coil chain, three eighths inch, 70 per-cent.; three 
sixteenths inch, 523 per cent.3 ox-chains, seven 
tenths inch, 108 per cent.; trace chains, No. 3, 
83 por cent., which applies also to halter, fence, 
and other chains. r abies eg 
_Mr. BIGLER.. Will the: Senator from Vir- 
ginia inform me upon what basis this. ad valorem 
is placed; whether it is on the dutiable prices for 
average years?. BS oa Ga, 
Mr. HUNTER. Ihave to say.in reply, that 
I cannot tell... The custom-house appraisers base 
the ad valorem on the average prices Of the article, 
and they are the men who are the best. judges of 
it. In regard to this statement—the Senator has 
seen it as wellas I have—left here by the commit- 
tec of hardware men, it will be found to be cor- 
roborated to a considerable extent by the state- 
ment of the appraisers themselves, from whom I 
have received estimates in regard toit.: .. 
Mr. BIGLER. The Senator from Virginia 
will agree with me in one view on the. present 
point. He will agree. with me. that a statement 
which attempts to reduce the specific. duty to ad 
valorem, bascd on the present depressed prices, 
would not give the Senate a fair idea of what would 
be right asa general policy. If these statements 
are based on the present depression of prices, then 
they are delusive. ae f 
I hope I shall be allowed a single remark.on.a 
point which the Senator has passed, and then I 
will not trouble him again. It is in reference to 
the duty on iron. The country was better satis- 
fied, I think, with the tariff of 1846, so. far as iron 
is concerned; at least, we heard less complaint; 
and yet, the rate of duty reduced to specific rates 
on the quantity during the existence of that tariff, 
excecds the specific rates named in this bill; and 
for the six years prior to 1959, the rate of duty 
on bar iron, as made out by those who were per- 
fectly competent to make it, shows a. specific rate 
of $15 66. csp 
Mr. HUNTER. Mr. President, an attempt to 
compare the specifics based upon the duties of 
1846 with these specifics now, is something like 


. 


the comparison which the Senator from Rhode . 


Island made yesterday between the specifics under 
the tariff of 1842 and the specifics now proposed; 
asif what was a moderate duty then is nota high 


| duty now. T have just shown that the imposition 
of a duty of 24 per cent. will prohibit the importa- 
i tion of iron more largely now than 30 per cent. 


would under the tariff of 1846. The reason. of it 
is, that the processes of making iron are improved 
so much that the relative difference between’ the 
cost of making iron here and producing itabroad 
has diminished, and diminished to such an extent, 
that 24 per cent. will exclude more.importations 
of iron now than 30 per cent. would -at the time 
the tariff of 1846 was passed. I think I may say 
that such is at least a probable conclusion from 
the statistics which I have quoted. But.in regard 
to this reduction of specifics to ad valorems I base 
mysclf upon the opinion of the experts, the ap- 
praisers in the custom-house, who are best. ac- 
quainted with the average prices. If I were to refer 
to private individuals and to firms I could make a 
much more telling statement against this bill; but 
I choose rather to rely upon the public officers. 
The statement I have made is taken from their 
statementof last year. I received, this morning, a 
statement showing the few exceptions that are 


| proposed by the committee and not yet passed; 
| and according to their statement, as I have just 


shown you, they do not alter their. previous esti- 
mate in regard to railroad iron at all. They alter 
their statement in regard to steel and wood screws, 
which they say will pay G0 per cent.; anvils, 
which they say will pay 36 per cent.; cross-cut 
saws, 48 per cent., and so on. 

Now, Mr. President, it must be remembered 
that this duty is notthe only advantage the home 
producer has, He has a natural advantage. I 
am told by importing merchants—I do not vouch 
for the truth of it—that this natural advantage is 
equal to about 15 per cent.; and if you wish to 
ascertain the whole advantage the domestic pro- 
ducer has over the importer, you must add to 41 
and 44 and 46 per cent. 15, making it 55 and 60 
per cent., as the advantage he has. Task, if itis 
proper to place these enormous duties on an arti- 
cle of such general and necessary consumption? 
Why, sir, iron and steel constitute the raw mate- 
rial of the tools of almost-every artisan and every 
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trade, from the poor seamstress whose sorrows 
have been so well sung in the ‘‘ song of the shirt,” 
who plies her busy needle from morn till night in 
order to eke out a scanty subsistence, up to the | 
smith, who makes the air resound with the blows 
of his hammer on the anvil. This collector of 
taxes upon irén gathers tribute from everybody; 
from the ax of the woodman, before whose sturdy 
stroke the forest is daily falling around us; from 
the wheel of the miller, from every bolt, every 
chain, and every anchor, that belongs to a ship; 
from the plow of the farm, from the iron horse 
which transports man and his products, and from 
the rail upon which he rolls. It taxes the rattle 
of the child and the material of which the deep- 
mouthed cannon is made. Heiseverywhere. He 
enters into the kitchen of the poor, into the parlor 
of the rich. He gathers pence from poverty and 

ounds from the wealthy. He takes alike the 
kente which is boiling in the kitchen, and the vast 
engine whiċh propels your ship; and he who is 
thus collecting tribute everywhere, isto be allowed 
to raise it to this monstrous rate, 

Mr. President, do you believe it will be borne? 
Isit politic for the iron-masters themselves to ask | 
this enormous tribute? Why, sir, if it comes to | 
this, that we are to legislate for special and class 
interests, why may not the railroad men comeand 
say, “we are of vastly more importance to the | 
country than iron-masters; we have greatly more 
capital embarked; there are a great many more 
people interested in our enterprises; we represent 
a much largerinterest; and if special interests are 
to be favored, take the duty off railroad iron and 
tax everybody else?” It was said, I believe, ofa | 
French officer who, it was thought, had been im- 
propery executed in the East Indies, that ‘ every- 

ody had aright to kill ‘Lally,’ except the exe- 
cutioner.”? Everybody would have a right to 
complain of such a demand on the part of the 
railroad men, except the iron-master. How could 
a man, who is getting over 40 per cent. upon iron, 
complain if the railroad interest came in and asked 
for special legislation? Keep your duties down 
toa revenue standard, and I will resist the rail- 
road man. He would then have no right to come 
here, but should pay duties as well as other peo- 

le. Butif I have to decide ina matter of special 
egislation as to who js best entitled to protection, 
the iron-masters or the railroad men, am I not 
bound to admit that there is much more capital 
invested and a great many more people interested 
in railroads than in iron works? Who can doubt 
it? 

What becomes of those who are engaged in the 
mechanicarts? What becomes of the farmer, who 
is so dependent for iron for the implements of bis 
farm? What becomes of the ship-builder, who 
is requiring daily more and more of iron, to keep 
up with the progress in the arts and with the im- 

rovements which are going on? Why, it has 
become a material for houses, for ships, for thou- 
sands of things in daily and common use; and it 


is upon this necessary of life that we propose this 
enormous taxation. Sir, it cannotlast. Impose 
a duty, lay the tax, pass the bil, and it cannot 
last. Not that the South can prevent it. We are 
too weak now to prevent anything; but the great | 
Northwest and the Pacific coast, which are so į 
deeply dependent upon free trade, will rise up 
against it and throw off the oppression from the 
statute-book, if once it be placed there. 

But let me proceed, sir, These duties upon iron 
are consistent with the general character of the 
bill. Let me take up now the woolens. Flere | 
are carpets: i 

« Wilton, Saxony, and Aubusson patent velvet, Tournay 
velvet, and tapestry velvet carpets and carpeting, and all 
medallion or whole carpets valued at Sl 25, or under, per 
square yard, 40 cents per square yard.?? 

That duty, according to the statement I have, 
ranges from 32 to 43 per cent. 

“ Valued at over $1 25, 50 cents per square yard.” 


The duty there ranges between 8} and 37 per 
cent, 

t On Brussels and tapestry Brussels carpets and carpet- 
ing, 30 cents per yard.” 

That duty ranges from 204 to 47 per eent. 

6 On all treble-ingrain and worsted-chain Venetian car- 
pets and carpeting, 25 cents per square yard.” 

That duty ranges from 30 to 66 per cent. 


« Druggets, bockings, and felt carpets and carpeting, at 50 
-cents per square yard, from 414 to ILL per cent. ad valo- 
rem ; cloths, cassimeres, buckskins, doeskins, mixed saek- 


ings, pelisse cloths, habit cloths, ladies’ cloakings, fancies, 
tweeds, plains, and felts, or goods of a similar character, 
valned at 25 cents, and not exceeding 75 cents per square 
yard, 16 cents per pound and 20 per cent. ad valorem; at 
50 cents per square yard, from 414 to 84 per cent. ad valo- 
rem.’ 

I wrote to the custom-house to know what the 
proposed changes would make in this statement 
they gave upon woolen goods; and here is the 
answer: The bill, if amended as proposed, will 
lay a tax on Wilton, Saxony, and Aubusson 
patent velvet, Tournay velvet, and tapestry vel- 
vet carpets and carpeting, and all medallion or 
whole carpets, valued at $1 25 or under per square 
yard, 32 to 44 per cent.; on the same, valued at 
over $1 25, from 85 to 37 per cent.; on Brussels 
ditto, from 20 to 47 per cent.; on Venetian, from 
30 to 66 per cent.; on treble-ingrain, from 28} to 
34 per cent.; on hemp or jute carpeting, from 32 
to 40 per cent., on druggets—which I am told is 
an article of common consumption—from 414 to 
111 per cent.; on wool cloths and coatings, from 
20 to 100 per cent.;.on blankets, from 34 to 75 per 
cent.; on wool shawis, from 30 to 464 per cent.; 
on unmanufactured wool, costing 183 cents, 164 
per cent. ad valorem; costing 24 cents, 123 per 
cent. ad valorem; costing 243, 363 per cent. ad 
valorem. 

That may suit the grower of fine wool, but it 
will hardly suit the woolen manufacturer. Here 
is a statement made by Mr. Hutton, who repre- 
sents the importers of woolen goods, which I sup- 
pose most of the Senate have seen. I will not 
weary them by going through it,as all have scen 
it. I wil only advert to the fact that on an arti- 
cle of such prime necessity as blankets, the duties 
are rated at 81, 40, 76, 38, 34, 70, 58, 47, and 49 
percentum. On woolen cloths, kerseys, and cas- 
simeres, the duties range from 34 to 72 per cent. 
On beaver cloths, Duflil, and pilots, they range 
from 35 to 48 percent. Does any man believe 
that a tariff which lays such duties as these upon 
the coarser woolen goods, upon those goods which 
are most generally consumed, can raise anything 
like the revenue of a tariff of 24percent.? It will 
be found, when we come to look at it, that the 
consumption of these imported articles in the 24 
per cent. schedule, with the exception of iron—f 
mean of textile fabries—is increasing under that 
reduction, and the revenue is increasing under it. 
I do not believe that upon most of them we shall 
get an additional dollar by increasing the revenne. 
On the contrary, I have my doubts, although Ido 
not propose to do it, if we should not have more 
money by gradually diminishing the duties on 
them. 

l come now, sir, to cottons, IT will pass over 
the article of spool-thread, an article of prime 
necessity, on which.the amended tariff proposes 
a duty of 30 per cent., and on which we have had 
some statements that go far to show that the ad- 
ditional duty will be nearly prohibitory; and 


| come to some other articles upon which we have 


not been so directly informed. The custom-house 
appraisers say that, under the proposed bill, ready- 
made clothing, composed wholly or in part of 
wool, so faras they have been able to test it, will 
carry a duty of 28, 40, and 45 per cent. ad va- 
lorem. Unbleached cottons, they furnish two 
samples, the duty on which would be 43 and 473 
per cent; on other samples of bleached cotton 
they will range from 20 to 40 per cent.; on sam- 
ples of printed, colored, or dyed cotton, the duty 
will range from 20 to 80 per cent. Spool-cotton 
has been altered. On cotton bagging and gunny- 
cloth the duties will range from 37 to 73 per cent. 

Now, let us see what Mr. Hutton says in re- 
gard to it. He says that on printed jaconets 
the proposed duty will be 33 per cent.; where it 


is 32 inch, 120 threads, 323; on another quality, 


318; on another, 334; on another, 31,&c. Thus 
the duties upon these cottons which enter into 


| common consumption, range from 30 to 40 per | 


cent., and in the case of bagging sometimes to 
over 70 per cent. 

Mr. SIMMONS. Will the Senator from Vir- 
ginia tell me where Mr. Hutton has got any du- 
ties on cotton at 70 per cent.? 

_Mr. HUNTER. Such is the appraiser’s es- 
timate. 

Mr. SIMMONS. 
do not see it. 

Mr. HUNTER. 


I have got the book, but I 


“On cotton bagging and 


|i ganny-cloth, samples of which are tied together, 


the duty will range from 37 to 73 per cent.” 


He 


Mr. SIMMONS. Do you call them manufac- 
tures of cotton? J thought they were made out 
of another kind of stuff, ~- 

Mr. HUNTER. I suppose cotton bagging is 
cotton. It is put under that head. 

Mr. SIMMONS. He must be a very smart 

man, if he says this gunny-cloth is made out of 
cotton. 
Mr. HUNTER. Beitso. The article is in- 
dispensable to every cotton planter, I do notcare 
what you call.it, or of what material it be made; 
and if he pays from 37 to 73 per cent., it matters 
to him very little what you call it. 

Mr. SIMMONS. There is no such duty gnit, 

M. HUNTER. The duty on herrings ranges 
from 25 to 333 per cent. 

Mr. SIMMONS. On what? 

Mr. HUNTER. On herrings, pickled or salted, 
at one dollar per barrel. ‘The importations are 
large. Barrel No. 1, 25 per cent.; No. 2, 25 per 
cent.; and No. 3, 334 per cent.” So say the cus- 
tom-house appraisers, 

The monstrous duties which were proposed on 
glass in the bill as it came from the House, have 
been a good deal reduced by the amendments of | 
the committee. Still I find, according to a recent 
custom-house statement, that the duties on glass 
range from 28 to 62 per cent.* 

I have here a statement made by the appraisers 
in regard to cigars. I will not read the whole of 
it, for the statement is made upon the bill as sent 
from the House which is proposed to be amended 
but I will read this: 

“ German cigars range from 5 guilders [that is, 82] to 12 
guilders [$4 80} per thousand, dutiable value ; and the pro- 
posed rates on the highest value, weighing 24 pounds, is 
equal to 260 per cent; and on the lowest value, weighing 
12 pounds, equal to 310 per cent.” 

The committee have reduced that. nearly one 
half. The specific duty, I believe, is reduced one 
half. And so, for ** 260,’ read ‘* 130;’’ and for 
6 310,” read “155,” 

Thus it will be scen, Mr. President, that we 
are laying almost a prohibitory duty upon the 
cigar which is imported in large quantities, and 
of the greatest aggregate value—I mean the Ger- 
man cigar, which is used by those who can least 
afford to pay money for the consumption of cigars; 
which is a very large item, and important article, 
in the trade which we get in return from the con- 
tinent for the exports we send there. This is on 
of the articles in which our continental trade was 
increasing; and one which, instead of being dis- 
couraged and prohibited, ought to have been en- 
couraged. 
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a Thelastnamed sizes weigh from five to ten pounds more 
than one huudred pounds per one hundred feet, which will 
increase the duty from 5 to 25 per cent. additional to 62 per 
cent. 
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Mr. President, I gave last year an exhibit of 
this bill, and made a statement in regard to it. I 
could go through with nearly the whole of this 
proposed tariff, but I feel that I should weary the 
Senate and myself too much if I would take item 
by item and enter into these details. Suffice it tó 
gay, it will be found gencrally that the duties 
which are imposed by this bill correspond with 
the character of those which I have just been de- 
scribing; and that duties of this onerous charac- 
ter cannot, in the present state and condition of 
trade, be supposed to bring in so-much revenue 
as we are now collecting from the more moderate 
rate of duty. Why, sir, gentlemen ought to rec- 
ollect that we cannot impose and collect the duties 
now that we couid in 1842, or even in 1846. They 
ought to remember that the difference in the cost 
of production in manufactures in this country 
and the manufactures abroad, is diminished so 
much since then, that what was a revenue duty 
at that time is a prohibitory duty now. 

They ought to know, too, that, owing to the 
rapidity of the communications of trade, we can- 
not expect those large prpfits, or hope for those 
large differences of price which have heretofore 
existed. Everything is tending*towards a com- 
mon level of price; and a duty which may be 
small nominally, will sometimes amount to a 
highiy protective duty; and so a duty which many 
years ago would have been thought to be a mere 
revenue duty, may now, in the present condition 
of trade, become prohibitory. I believe it would 
not be difficult to take up the different tariffs, to 
take up the tariff of 1842, and to show to what 
extent, if it were reénacted, we should now dimin- 
ish and prohibit the trade of the country. 

Now, sir, Lask if it is to be considered a fiscal 
measure to impose these enormous duties for the 
benefit of the manufacturers and the iron masters, 
to be paid by the consumer? Is it not obvious 
that we shall not collect more revenue for the 
Treasury by this bill? We may put more moncy 


into the pocket of the iron master; we may put |; 


. more money into the pockct of the manufacturer; 


but we are passing a bill in this disturbed and dis- | 


tressed condition of public affairs which will not ; 


add to the pubiic receipts, which will not contrib- 


ute to the public fisc, and which will only enable | 
these manufacturers, these iron masters, these men | 


for whom you are sanctioning this class legisla- 
tion, to draw $3 or $4 into their pockets where the 
public coliects $1; you thusenable them to gather 
more revenue and more tribute now, when the 
public is least able to pay it. What is this but 
to add to the public burden; not for the benefit of 
the public revenue, but to increase the profits of 
certain favored classes and interests? 

The Senator from Rhode Island has said (if I 
heard him right) that this tariff will probably 
yield $20,000,000 more than the present one. I 
venture the prediction that he will not find it so 
in the course of the next year. 1 venture the pre- 


diction that, unless the smuggler interposes, and |j 


goods are introduced by fraud, the consumers 
wil 
whi 
aloss of revenue. And, sir, why is he, in the 
present condition of the country and oftrade, thus 
striking these mortal, these fatal blows at the mer- 
chants of the country? The story of the wrong 
of t 
to these enormous duties. There is a proposition 
in itfor the virtual repeal of the warehousing law 
that law under which New York has prospered 
so largely—that law to which England owes so 
much of that centralization of commerce which 
she has enjoyed in her cities and in her docks for 
years past. It was said that their warehousing 
system was originated by Sir Robert Walpole, 


ct 


who, for commercial intelligence, seemed, in this | 


and other respects, to have been far, far ahead of 
“his time. According to the history that is given 
to us, the men that had made so much money out 
of the frauds which had been perpetrated throug 


They beset him as he went to the House of Com- 
mong, and made it so disagreeable that he had to 
abandon the bill, But finally reason conquered 
prejudice; truth triumphed. The British Govern- 
ment introduced the system, and they allow goods 


to be warehoused not merely three years, but five | 
years;and then, after five years, the importer may i 


come in and take an account of his goods, pay 


find a great diminution of imported goods, } 
e the Government, in any event, will suffer | 


his bill is but half told when Í have adverted | 


hi 
the system of drawbacks and debentures, got up | 
a mob and instigated commotions against him. | 


the duties on those which have been taken and 
lost or consumed, and rehouse the residue again 
foranother five years. I venture to say that there 
is not a man in the whole United Kingdom who 
has any character for financial ability or commer- 
cial intelligence, who would think of proposing a 
repeal of that system. 

hy should we do it here? Has it not been 
eminently beneficial since we extended the sys- 
tem to three years? Why, sir, let us look to the 
history of its operation. I have had a statement 
made of the goods that were imported and reéx- 
ported from this country from the years 1833 to 
1846, before the system was established, and for 
acorresponding period of years from 1848 to 1860. 
In the first period of thirteen years, the entire re- 
exportation of merchandise was $79,767,000; and 
from 1848 to 1860, the reéxportation of goods im- 
ported was $146,095,073, nearly double. Of this 
latter amount of goods reéxported, $92,200,000 
worth were reéxported from the warehouses. 
Thus our ship-owners have derived the profit of 
freights on this increased trade which we have 
given to New York. Thus our merchants have 
derived the profits on these exchanges. Thus the 
owners of real estate have derived the profits upon 
storages. Thus New York has been able to be- 
come rapidly—and it is since the passage of the 
warehouse bill that her progress has been most 
most rapid—a great emporium and center of com- 
merce. Why isit? It is because, owing to the 
warehousing system, agreatamount of the goods 
of the world are stored there, and a merchant or 
a ship-owner can go there and make out an as- 
sorted cargo for any part of the globe. If the 
merchants have not the goods intheir stores, they 
have them in the warchouses. When a man car- 
ries a bill to New York, he is sure that he can not 
only convertit into money, but into any species of 
commodity or merchandise which he may desire; 
and that is one reason why the banks’have been 
enabled to stand there, when they were breaking 
and falling everywhere else, That is the reason 


i thata bil upon 2 
bill upon other places, That is one thing which 
has served to make hera great center of com- 
merce, 

Nor is that all, sir. Owing to this system, the 


deal in imported goods. He does not have to pay 
his duties of forty, fifty, or sixty per cent., or 
whatever they are, and le out of the interest of 
his moncy, and borrow it n long time before it 
can be returned to him; but, when he finds he 
can sell his goods, he goes to the warehouse, pays 
the duties, disposes of his merchandise, and ob- 
tains so speedy a return that he, too, is enabled 
to deal in imported goods. Thus, the business is 
not confined to those immense capitalists who are 
able to advance the money, and wait for the in- 
terest and the duty to be returned to them for 
months, or perhaps years. 

But, Mr. President, that is not all. This ware- 
housing system is carrying out the policy which 
was introduced by Joseph, in Pharaoh’s time. It 
lays up in plentiful years for those that are lean; 
and where there is over-production, and a danger 
that prices will be reduced so low as to be rutn- 
ous to the producer, the goods, instead of glutting 
the market, go into the warehouse and wait for 
dearer times. 
scarcity, and prices rise so h 
likely to be ruinous to the consumer, the goods 
come out of warehouse and reduce the price. It 
thus contributes to level the price. It thus gives 
stability to price, which isoftena great boon both 
to the producer and consumer. ; 

It is not wonderful, then, when we consider 
the operation of this system, that it should have 
| contributed to the growth of the great : 
York. Itis not wonderful, that, under such cir- 
cumstances, their merchantsand their Chamber of 
Commerce should protest against a law which 
proposes thus ruthlessly and wantonly to strike 
down this great system. Whom does it hurt? 
Suppose all the nations of the world would agree 
| to store their surplus commodities here in New 
York: whom would it injure? Would it hurt us? 
Would not our ships get their share of the freights, 
our merchants their profits of the trade; would 
not our consumers get cheaper goods; would not 
the great merchants who deal abroad find a readier 
means to fill their ships and ; 
Suppose we could, by a wish, make this country 


igh that they are 


aw York is worth more thana ; 


small dealer, the man of small capital, is able to į 


On the contrary, when there is a į 


city of New | 


to start their cargoes? į 


the great storehouse for the surplús commodities 
of the whole world: the ¢ity in which they were 
stored would become the center of the commerce 
of the world, and the greatest commercial enipo~ 
rium upon the earth. Keep this law up,and’ New 
York, on the Atlantic coast, and San Franciséo, 
on the Pacific, are destined, if these States cah 
continue together, and if the times shall hereafter 
be and continue to be prosperous—I do nòt know 
that they are not destined under any circumstances 
—to become the greatest cities of the world. But, 
sir, the policy and the measures which are so ne- 
cessary, in order to enable them to realize this 
greatness, and to place themselves in this advan- 
tageous position, it is proposed ruthlessly: ‘and 
wantonly to destroy at one blow. [donot know 
on what principle it is, unless that another man’s 
gain is your loss. [ do not know whom itinjures. 
I know that the merchants, the real-estate holders, 
and the ship-owners in our cities, are greatly ben- 
efited by it. 

But we are told that by the warehouse system 
the Government of the United States give a credit. 
How gives a credit? If foreigners choose'to store 
their goods in New York instead of London, and 
we permit them to do so, is the Government of 
the United States giving them any more credit 
than if we forced our importers to send to Lon- 
don for them instead of getting them at the store 
house at New York? No, sir. We may thus 
throw difficulties and obstacles in the way of their 
getting imported goods, and we may strike indi- 
rectly at the consumption of imported goods; but 
we are no more giving them credit if the goods 
remain in warehouse in New York, than if the 
remain in warehouse at London or Liverpdal. 
The statement of the whole case is that in times 
when the prices are low, the merchants and man- 
ufacturers store away their surplus commodities, 
if they are able to do so; if they do not store them 
here they store them abroad; and if you force 
them to store them abroad instead of storing them 
here, when we want to use them, instead of our 


; cities having the advantage of freighting the ships, 


instead of our merchants having the profits of the 
exchanges thus made, and of a world-wide com- 
merce, these great advantages will be enjoyed by 
foreign cities and persons abroad. : 
And, Mr. President, why should we be intro- 
ducing these measures to strike at the commercial 
interests of the country? Js it not obvious that, 
next to Christianity, the influence of the merchant 
isthe master influence in human civilization? Has 
he not succeeded the warrior as the grand instru- 
ment of change and revolution? Whether heap- 
pears in the shape of the Jew, the Hindoo, or the 
Armenian, descending from the steppes and plains 
of Central Asia through the passes of the Himma- 
laya, or whether he be the Anglo-Saxon steam- 
ing across the sea with his rich freights of com- 
merce and civilization, his mission is the same. 
He comes to extend the empire of commerce, so 
far as the great purposes of a free intercourse and 
the free exchange of commodities among menare 
cohcerned. He comes to break down and oblit- . 
erate the boundaries between states and races and 
tribes, and to erect a great community of nations. 
With his sack of gold he penetrates, like Philip, 
into the heart of cities which Alexander could 
never have entered with his sword. With his 
bill of exchange he exercises a jurisdiction far 
wider than ever was covered by the rescript of an 
emperor or the ukase of a czar. He gathers trib- 
ute, too, in realms and in countries where neither 
the one northe other would be knownor respected. 
Mr. President, the necessity for free intercourse 
and for free trade among men is how beginning 
to be recognized as so high that the civilized na- 
tions of the world justify themselves in enforcing 
it at the point of the sword. Look now at those 
boundaries which China has set up for immemo- 
rial centuries between herself and the rest of the 
world; how they are falling before the advancing 
tide of civilization. See how the two leading 
civilized nations of Europe are even now engaged 
in forcing their intercourse and their trade on her 
at the point of the sword and the eannon’s mouth, 
Ig itat such atime as this that we are to introduce 
this legislation, which is nothing: but -a wanton 
attack upon the merchant and the great commer- 
cial interests of the country in order to put him 
down? Does he not sufar enough under the 
monstrous taxations which this Morrill bill im- 
poses? Are we toadd to it the withdrawal of the 
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facilities which he enjoys from the warehousing 
system? 7 

Mr. President, what justification can there be | 
for it?. Every other abuse that I have heard of, 
somehow or other, is justified by the Chicago 
platform, . If we want to.take the proceeds of the 
public lands to pay the public debt, the Chicago 
platform, with its homestead, bill, stands in the 
way. If we want to resist an appropriation of 
between one hundred and two hundred million 
dollars to three Pacific railroads, the Chicago 
platform requires that too. Its principles have 
become a sort of higher law; higher than the Con- 
stitution, higher than public justice, higher than 
public credit, Let everything else fail and perish 
so that the principles of the Chicago platform are 
carried out! 

Sir, I have presented these views in regard to 
this tariff for the purpose of showing how it will 
operate upon the whole country; for the purpose 
of showing how it will operate upon the non- 
slaveholding Statesthemsclves. I have said noth- 
ing about my own State or my own section. 
‘Within the last four or five years, my State has 
been reviving; the tide of emigration, which was 
getting out to a great degree, has ceased; the sta- 
tistics will show that she has been increasing in 
population and in wealth. But pass this bill, and 
you send a blight over that land; the tide of emi- 
gration will commence—I fear to flow outward— 
once more, and we shall begin to decline and ret- 
rograde, instead of advancing, as I had fondly 
hoped we should do. And what I say of my own 
State I may justly say of the other southern 
States. But, sir, I do not press that view of the 
subject. I know that here we are too weak to 
resist or to defend ourselves; those who sympa- 
thize with our wrongs are too weak to help us; 
those who are strong enough to help us do not 
sympathize with our wrongs, or whatever we 
may suffer under it. No, sir; this bill will pass. 
And let it pass into the statute-book; let it pass 
into history, that we may, know how it is that 
the South has been dealt with when New Eng- 
land and Pennsylvania held the power to deal 
with her interests, 

Mr.SIMMONS, I say, letit pass; and we will 
let it pags into history. The Senator has indulged 
in a long debate upon these questions. I do not 
choose to debate the general proposition while 
the amendments are pending; and [ merely rise 
to call the attention of the Senate to the fact that 
this is about the fourth time, since my present 
term commenced, that at each session this regu- | 
lar eulogy has been pronounced on the existing 
tariff by the Senator from Virginia, that it would 
more than supply the wants of the Government, 
and pretty generally when he was pressing the 
Senate to vote on Joan bills. We have had loan 
bills generally every time as the concluding part 
of this speech of his. The Senator bas compli- 
mented Kingland for her fine commercial system. 
Sir, itis indeed a commercial system. Her finan- 
cial system is a system worthy ofa nation. How 
many specific duties, and how many ad valorem 
duties has she in her tariff? She collects more 
than one hundred million of annual revenue on 
her imports, and there is not five hundred thou- 
sand of it by ad valorem duties. There is not one 
haif of 1 per cent. of it that has ever been col- 
lected for the last twenty years by the system of 
duties which he advocates. They know better 
than to let their fise depend on the fluctuations of | 
merchandise. 

This harangue against all who do not happen 
to agree with the Senator’s notions of low duties, 
and the purpose they have in trying to supply the 
Treasury with means, I have heard ever since I 
knew anything about tariffs. ‘he Senator has | 
told us of the effect of these high duties, as he | 
calls them; and he has made a statement as to 
there being a duty of 70 per cent. on cotton bag- 
ging, which he says is made of cotton. It is 
very heavy, and there is 1 cent a square yard on 
it. “That 1s all the duty there is on heavy cotton 
bags by this bul. This cotton bagging weighs 
about two pounds to the square yard, and the 
duty is I cent upon two pounds of manufactured 
cotton ina yard of cotton bagging. Thatis all 
there is put upon it. 
stances the Senator has quoted; but I shall not go | 
through them. ‘The Senator was on this com- 


So of every one of the in- |; 


mittee, and he knows the amendments proposed 
by the committee to this bili; and yet has re- 


| thought L could sce the reason for it. 


i ments, I would abdicate. 


! when we have had. 


vamped the old statement about the high duties 
on steel. He says, notwithstanding the amend- 
ment reported by the committee, that he has a 
paper made out to show that the duty on steel 
above 11 cents a pound is 224 percent. If that 
were true, it would notbe avery tremendous duty; 
but it so happens that, as the bill stands, there is 
no duty upon steel above 11 cents a pound, except 
an ad valorem duty of 20 percent. . That is one 
of the amendments which has been printed, and 
been on his table fora fortnight; and yet he says 
the duty is 224 percent. I only mention it to 


| show how reckless people are in making state- 


ments about a bill which is right before them. 

The Senator commenced with reading us a lec- 
ture for not having agreed to pledge the proceeds 
of the public lands, in the early part of this ses- 
sion, for the redemption of Treasury notes. He 
says the Chicago platform was in the way then. 
I never heard anybody say anything about the 
Chicago platform, in the Senate, in connection 
with the sale of the public lands. I did not say 
what I might have said when the Senator urged 
the pledge of these lands to keep the notes out, 
that the factis, the public lands have been pledged, 
ever since 1848, for the redemption of the public 
debt; and they have always been used since 
against the pledges of the Government, and I did 
not want to pledge them over again. Ido not 
understand this pledging of a fund three or four 
times over for different debts, and then spending 
it all for the ordinary expenditures of the Gov- 
ernment, This very land fund was pledged to 
pay the war debt of Mexico; a pledge which has 
not been redeemed; and yet the Senator is quar- 
reling with us because we do not pledge it over 
again. I said then, that I did not mcan to prom- 
ise according to my hopes, and pay according to 
my fears. Ido not want to make a promise, when 
we wish to borrow money, that cannot be kept; 
although that has been the practice of this Ad- 
ministration and the last. Lam rather siow about 
making pledges; but when I make them, I want 
to see them fulfilled. 

The Senator says that such financial manage- 


| ment as this Government has been conducted on, 


for the last few years, would ruin any country. 
Well, sir, who is responsible for the management 
of the finances for the last few years? 

Mr. HUNTER. I ask the Senator, who is 
responsible for the refusal to put up the postages; 
the Democratic party ? 

Mr. SIMMONS. The Senator said the finan- 
cial management of the Government had been 
such as to bankruptany country. Now, [should 


like to know if all the appropriations have not | 
| been presented to the Senate by the Senator from 


Virginia. His party bave had a majority in both 
Houses for years past, and they have bankrupted 
the country. The Senator from Virginia at an 
early part of this session abdicated his post. I 


stated to a deliberative assembly like this as many 
times as he has, that they might rest assured, on 


the best data in the world, that the present tariff 


would give money enough; when it came so that 
we had to pay the wages of Senators by install- 
He said, too, that we 
had a majority. Ihave never yet seen the time 
When, finally, the Senator 
went off the Committee on Finance, we had six 
or eight majority against us. There is sull a ma- 
jority against us; but I trust there will not be, a 
great deal longer. 

1 had intended to conduct this debate without 
going into these large dealings upon the amend- 
ments. I hoped first to get the bill amended; but 
the impression will go to the country, from what 
the Senator has said, that here is a bill that is 
going to raise to 70 or 80 per cent. the duties on 


the leading articles of consumption, and I do not | 


like to have that go to the country without some 
explanation and correction. 

The Senator has been telling you that under 
the present tariff the low duty on iron has affected 
the importation of iron so that it is almost a pro- 
hibition now. He has got tables ciphered up 
showing it. 
but everybody who knows anything about busi- 
ness in this country knows that the revulsion of 
1857 utterly annihilated the projects for railroads, 
and there has been no demand for railroad iron 
since then. The country has been too poor; the 
railroad stocks have been down to 50 cents on 


If I had | 


I do not care what his tables are; | 


the dollar all over the country; and all the new 
enterprises were abandoned. That is the reason 
why railroad iron has notbeenimported, People 
have not had the money to buy it. When the 
English stopped, in August, 1857, taking our rail- 
i road bonds and State stocks in payment for our 
importations of their iron, it was not a month be- 
fore money here was 3 per cent. a month; and it 
continued to increase until it got to 10 per cent.; 
and then the banks all stopped. Your trade has 
been such, under this tariff, that they would stop 
in three months, any time, if England refused to 
take your bonds. Just as soon as they stop doing 
that, we have to stop. It is time we had a sys- 
tem that we could control ourselves. Everybody 
understands the reason why these railroads ceased 
to be built, and why the consumption of iron has 
been less. It has been owing to the inability of 
the people to purchase iron; and if the English 
manufacturers would have sold it at $15 a ton, 
the people here could not have bought it. 

The Senator wants low duties, in order to im- 
port from Germany to help our ship-owners! 
Why, sir, does the Serfator know in what vessels 
German dry-goads come here? It is true we have 
had a large increase of importation of merchan- 
dise from Germany; but do the American ships 
bring it? There is hardly a case of dry-goods 
that does not come in steam vessels; and foreign- 
ers have driven our steamers off the ocean, The 
basiness is in their hands—freights and all. He 
scems to rejoice when somebody else gets this 
trade away from us. He would teke down duties 
in order to furnish English and German steamers 
with freight, and keep them going, while our 
people were starving. 

Then, in regard to the great difficulty of collect- 
ing these specific duties, he has a great many au- 
thorities. 1 did not allude to them when he read 
them last year. I thought they would do very 
well before election; but I never supposed any- 
body would repeat them after the election was 
over. They are pretty good Democratic author- 
ities, I know; pretty good free trade authorities; ” 
but he said any such a bill as this, with specific 
duties and compound duties, ought to be sent to 
i the Tycoon of Japan. I thought that very smart, 
| {laughter;] but 1 see that, when England and 
i France make a treaty of commerce with Japan, 
| Louis Napoleon is Tycoon enough to fix in the 
i treaty that, after the first six months, all the ad 
| valorem duties shall be put into specifics. Thatis 
his tycooncry. He does not have any ad valorem 
duties, if he can help it. He watches England for 
six months, and collects duties for six months on 
| the ad valorem system; and then he requires them 
| to be put into specific duties, to last for the entire 
| 


period of the treaty. You cannot find a nation in 
the world, except the United States, that knows 
anything about commerce, where this dogma of 
free trade and ad valorems prevails—not even in 
China, where the beneficent ideas of Christianity 
and commerce, according to the Senator, have bat- 
tered down the walls of their cities. I thought it 
was the long-ranged guns that knocked them to 
pieces. That is my reading; that Pekin was 
reached at the point of the bayouet, and through 
the long-ranged guns; but it may have been com- 
merce; I know they were after commerce; but 
they conquered commerce at the eannon’s mouth; 
and they did not pretend to call it christianizing 
the world either. They have other influences of 
Christianity than what prevail in the mind of the 
Senator from Virginia. We have several institu- 
tions that are very christianizing, as well as com- 
merce. 

The Senator says the duties on cotton ggods 
are very difficult to collect under this bill, and he 
| dwelt particularly on the counting of the threads. 
| If the Senator had ever read the English tariff, he 
i; would have secn that the duties on linens are. 
| advanced, step by step, every four threads. Where 
I go sixty threads, they would make fifteen dif- 
i| ferent stages. Wecan pattern after England about 
warchousing; but he is very careful not to pattern 
after them when they look for revenue. If you 
can fix the tariff so as to allow the Government 
to be defrauded, it will be satisfactory to the Sen- 
ator from Virginia, if I can understand his rea- 
soning. The Senator made appeals to the labor 
of the country, to everybody that plowsand plants. 
These are very ingenious things; but what are 
the products of labor, and how is labor sold, and 
what regulates the wages of labor? Is it not the 
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price of its products in the markets when they are 
sold? If I can raise a bushel of wheat with a 
day’s work, and sellit for $1 25, that is the price 
of my day’s work. Ifit goes down to 50 cents, 
that is the price. Now, suppose this tariff does 
enhance the price of the products of the labor of 
the country: for whose benefit is it? The benefit 
of the men who do the labor. The great manu- 
facturers that are spoken of, are mere agents to 
sell labor in the market, because the production 
is made up of the labor and of the raw material, 

The great end of all these appeals is to get labor 
against capital, to make the notion that the em- 
ployer and employed have some different and an- 
tagonistic interests. That is the whole purpose. 
That has been the game for twenty years about 
election time, and now it is kept up continually, 
Why, sir, it ts the interest of every laboring man 
in the land, I care not what his pursuit is, to have 
the market price of wages high. That is the in- 
terest of every man who produces anything; and 
it is the interest of the employer alike to have it 
high; and there will be just as much chaffering 
about it if itis low as if His high. If aman is 
selling his labor, he will get the highest market 
price he can; and the man that is buying it, will 
get itat the lowest market price. No matter if 
the price is 50 cents or $1, they will chaffer; they 
are sharp bargain-makers; but it is the interest of 
both that the market price should be high. Ifit 
was $2 a day, they would chaffer about it, and the 
man that worked would want $2 25, and the man 
that employed him would want to get his labor at 
$1 75. So it is between the buyer and seller of 
everything, 

The Senator spoke a great deal of the ware- 
housing system; and he thinks when it comes to 
that, the English may be right. Now, I have 
some little returns of the warehouse, and 1 will 
just let the Senate understand why I want to 

ave that system amended. He gets his returns 
from the Treasury. Ihave not found any report 
of $54,000,000, or anywhere near $54,000,000. 
He said it would have been $58,000,000, but for 
some accidents. There must have been a terrible 
sight of accidents under this tariff! 

Mr. HUNTER. Ihave the statement of the 
Register, putting it at $54,000,000. 

Mr. SIMMONS, I have the returns here, too. 

Mr. HUNTER. I can give the Senator the 
table, if he desires it. 

Mr. SIMMONS. T have a statement here from 
the Register of the Treasury, signed by him, giv- 
ing these three years. I do not know whether he 
has two sets of books or not. [Laughter.] It 
was a little over $53,000,000 one year. But I shall 
not Jook at it, for I want to talk a little about this 
warehousing. On the Ist of July, 1857, when the 
new duties under the present tariff took effect, 
there was no schedule more than 30 per cent., and 
the next below that was 24 per cent. There was 
then in the warehouses of the country merchan- 


dise amounting to $56,392,840; and on thatamount | 


of goods there were due to the United States 
$16,956,852 of duties. That was the return. I 
have taken pains to see how many of these goods 
could be at a lower rate of duty than the brandies 
and wines which were fixed at 30 percent. Taking 
the amount of duties due on these goods, and cal- 
culating 30 per cent. as the rate of duty on them 
all, and the goods would fall about $160,000 short 
of the amount shown by the Treasury books. I 
think this warehouse fund has to bear some of the 
burden of the corruption fund about election times. 
There were not goods enough in warchouse at 30 
per cent. to pay the warehouse charges against 
them, according to the revorts. This shows that 
there could not be a dollar’s worth of anything in 
warchouse but brandies and wines. 

Why should we giveacredit on these $16,000,000 
of duties for three years, while the liquor of the 
importer is ageing? The rise in any liquor in three 
years, while it is put away to age, would pay 10 
per cent. These $56,000,000 of goods would 
have given us $56,000,000 of duties under the 
previous tariff, because the liquors were 100 per 
cent. before 1857. JOQ 
for three years, Yet the Senator says, it is no 
credit. If we find half the capital and the mer- 
chants the other half, and allow them to put their 
liquors in warehouse to ripen for sale, the Senator 
thinks it costs us nothing, although the interest 
On the duties due would amount to $1,000,000 a 
yearatGper cent. He wants us to hire the money 


We did without $56,000,000 | 


at 12 per cent. per annum, and even 36 per cent.; 
give this credit, and let these folks shave our notes 
and pay us with our own money that is due to 
us on goods. That is what he wants; and he 
says there is no creditinthat! Oh,no! He can 
cipher it out in any way.. If he wanted to get 
rid of it, he would have $56,000,000. costing us 
$3,000,000 a year, and it would at 100 per cent. 
duty; but when he wants to hire money to lend 
to others wifWout interest, and pay 3 per cent. a 
month onit, there is no credit in that! I want to 
bring tbis warehouse account to a close, the same 
as I wantsome other accounts closed. I want to 
see how much these funds have suffered during 
this Administration, the extravagance of which, 
he said, would ruin the country. Imeanto make 
no charges against this Administration. _I have 
more reason to pity them than to find fault with 
them. [Laughter.] 

I did not intend to say anything about the Sen- 
ator’s continued appeals and charges upon us that 
our platform induced us to make this revenue bill. 
Why, sir, this bill passed the House of Repre- 
sentatives before the Chicago platform existed. 
I do not know how the House of Representatives 
came to know what the Chicago platform would 
be. They passed this bill before the platform was 
made. IT thought we had agreed very well about 
amending it. J did not know of any serious ob- 
jection to any single one of these amendments in 
committee. As to this long tissue of matter about 
the woolen goods, the committee have taken all 
that detail out of this bill, and I presume the Sen- 
ate will do so whenever we come to that amend- 
ment. Perhaps that is one reason why the Sen- 
ator wanted to make his speech now. It happened 
to be prepared for another kind of bill than that 
before us, and he wanted to make the speech now, 
because it would not apply at all after the bill is 
amended as the committee propose. The Sen- 
ator’s speech is on the general principles of the 
bill, such a one as might be made when the bill 
was perfected; and it is the one which he made 
last year, as the Senator from Vermont [Mr. 
CoLLAMER] suggests to me. I thought the Sen- 
ator had the same colored paper before him that 
i he had last year. The tables were made up for 
! another occasion, to go to an election upon. 
| I shall not detain the Senate with this kind of 

debate; I do not want to waste time by it; but I 
want to get at the amendments as soon as possi- 
ble, and if I shall have occasion to address the 
Senate again, I shall undertake to satisfy the Sen- 
ate and the country as to every one of the Sena- 
tor’s books and papers, and not be a great while 
about it either. 

Mr. BIGLER. Before the Senate goes into 
| executive session, I simply desire to state that I 
intend to reply to the arguments of the Senator 
from Virginia, not only those which he has pre- 
sented to-day, but some which he has heretofore 
presented; but I shall not do so until we have 
proceeded with the amendments and the bill is 
about ready for its final passage. My purpose 
is to reply to his general argument with reference 
to the policy and general bearings of the bill be- 
| fore us. I believe there is an order to go into 
| executive session at three o’clock 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Brace in 
the chair.) [tis the duty of the Chair to announce 
to the Senate that the time has arrived for going 
into executive session under a special order herc- 
tofore adopted by the Senate. The Sergeant-at- 
Arms will therefore clear the galleries, and close 
the doors. 

EXECUTIVE SESSION. 


After some time spent in the consideration of 
executive business, the doors were reopened, and 
the Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Tuurspar, February 14, 1861. 
The House met at twelve o’clock, m. Prayer 


by the Chaplain, Rev. Tuomas H. STOCKTON. 
The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 


THE TARIFF. 


Mr. MORRIS, of Pennsylvania. { beg leave 
to present the memorial of the Board of Trade of 
Philadelphia asking the passage of the “ Morrill 
tariff bill;’? which I ask to have read. 


Mr. JOHN COCHRANE. Ihave no objec- 


tion to that memorial being réad; provided that T 
can also have read a memorial of the ‘Chaniber éf 
Commerce of New York: i ers 
Mr. MORRIS, of Pennsylvania. A memorial 
from the Chamber.of Commerce upon this sub- 
ject was read on a former day. I -hope the gen- 
tleman will not make the reading of his paper the 
condition on which the memorial which Í have 
sent up may be read. ee 
Mr. JOHN COCHRANE. 
not object. f 
Mr. WASHBURNE, of Hlinois.” 1 think i 
had better object, in the outset, to the reading of 
these memorials. ` They are out of order. ` 
Mr. MORRIS, of Pennsylvania.. I ask, then, 
that the memorial may be referred. to the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means. 
The memorial was so referred. 


WASHINGTON’S BIRTH DAY. 


Mr. MOORHEAD. Iask the consent of the 
House to submit the following resolution: 

Resolved, That the Farewell Address of President Wash: 
ington be read in the Hall of the House of Representatives 
by the Clerk of the same, on the 22d of February instant; 
and that the President of the United States, the President 
elect of the United States, the members of the Cabinet, the 
judges of the Supreme Court of the United States, the mem: 
bers of the Senate, and the chiefmilitary and naval officers; 
and commissioners to the peace convention naw. in the 
city, be invited by the Speaker of the House of Represent- 
atives on that occasion. : 


Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. Astheadop- 
tion of that resolution would involve the neces- 
sity of a session of the House on that day, I must 
object. I think that Congress should, as a mat- 
ter of course, adjourn over on that day, as a mark 
of respect to the memory of Washington. 

Mr. MORRIS, of Pennsylvania. Ifthe House 
is to have a session on that day, I think it should 
be for the purpose mentioned in my colleague’s 
resolution. 

Mr. HINDMAN. [think thatresolution should 
be adopted. I want to see the military here, with 
General Scott at their head. [Laughter.] i 


WASHINGTON INDIAN EXPENSES. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House a com- 
munication from the acting Secretary of the In- 
terior, transmitting estimates for the salaries of 
the superintendent of Indian affairs, and of Indian 
agents in Washington Territory; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee of Ways and Means. _ 

Mr. HINDMAN. f hope the resolution of the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania[Mr. Moornzap] 
will be adopted. I think -it would be eminently 
proper, under the circumstances, to ‘admit the 
military arm of the service into the House of 
Representatives. (Laughter.] aoe 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois, . I object. 

Mr. CURTIS. I call for the regular order ‘of 
business. 


“Very well; 1 will 


INDIAN APPROPRIATION. 


‘On motion of Mr. SHERMAN, by unanimous 
consent, the Indian appropriation bill was taken 
from the Speaker’s table, and, with the amend- 
ments of the Senate thereto, referred to the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means, and ordered to be 
printed. 


SUPERINTENDENT OF THE CENSUS. 


Mr. LEAKE. I ask the unanimous consent 
of the House to offer the following resolution, 
which relates to.a subject of great interest to the 
State of Virginia. I hope the House will permit 
the resolution to be adopted. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolved, Thata select committee of three be appointed 
with instructions tc inquire and report to this Housewhether 
the Superintendent of the Census Bureau has heretofore 
instructed the clerks in that burcan to make out, from the 
census returns, a dist s of the names of heads of fam- 
ilies in the State of Virginia, for the purpose of having 
speeches or documents franked to such heads of families; 
and that, in prosecuting this inquiry, the committee have 
power to send for persons and papers. 

Mr. CURTIS. I object to that resolution. 

Mr. LEAKE. I hope {shall be permitted to 


; make a single remark in reference to it. 


Mr. HINDMAN. I want to’ say upon that 
subject, that I have reason to believe that Superin- 
tendent Kennedy has been engaged in a violation 
of the postal laws of the United States, as well as 
in other malfeasances. I hope the resolution will 
be permitted to come in, and be adopted. [Cries 
of “ Order!” and confasion.} 

Mr. CRAIGE, of North Carolina, made two or 
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three remarks, the purport of which the reporter 
could not understand. : ; 

The SPEAKER. The resolution having been 
objected to, no debate is in order. 


INSANE HOSPITAL. 


Mr. CARTER asked the unanimous consent of 
the House to presentacommunication from the In- 
terior Department, transmitting a communication 
from Dr. C. H. Nichols, asking certain legislation 
for the benefit of the Insane Hospital for the Army 
and Navy and the District of Columbia. 

Mr. CRAIG, of Missouri. I object. to.every- 
thing except the regular order of business. 


ALLEGED ABSTRACTION OF BOOKS. 


Mr. PRYOR. I rise to a question of privilege. 
1 offer the following resolution. 

Mr.CURTIS. Lask if the resolution is founded 
upon a newspaper paragraph? Ifso, Lobject. Jt 
has been ruled again and again that a personal 
explanation founded upen statements published 
in any other paper than the Globe, is not a ques- 
tion of privilege. 

The SPEAKER. The practice has been to 
allow gentlemen to state the questions of privilege 
to which they rise. The Chair supposes, there- 
fore, it will be proper to hear the resolution of the 
gentleman from Virginia read, and then the Chair 
will decide. 

Mr. BOCOCK. I think, when gentlemen come 
to hear the paragraph read, they will find that it 
is a matter of higher importance and higher priv- 
ilege than a mere special order, A special order 
is a privileged question; but a question of privi- | 
lege is of higher privilege, and must take prece- 
dence. 

The SPEAKER, The resolution must be read. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 


Whereas the following statements have appeared in the 
New York Times newspaper: “itis ascertained that, in 
addition to the other frauds perpetrated by the seceding 
members of Congress, they have taken from the congres- 
stonal library, which is probably the best incthis country, 
containing many books whieh cannot be obtained else- 
where, some of the nost valuable volumes in the whole 
collection. Thousands of dollars’ worth have been thus 
abstracted and carried off by these members. Among them, 
a single South Carolina member, Lam informed, bas more 
than four hundred dollars’? worth of digests of the most 
valuable character, and which ean never be replaced. 
Scarcely one of these gentlemen took the trouble to return 
his books ; but, an the contrary, were very cautious to have 
thom carefully packed and sent off, 1 am further informed 
that a member trom one of the border States, who favors 
secession, and thought bis State sure to seccde, sent orders 
for upwards of one thousand dollars’? worth of books re- 
cently, which, under the rules of the library, were refused. 
This is regarded here to be very near akin to what Web- 
ster defines as thet 

Resotved, Mie lect committee of three be appointed 
to inquire into the truth of the above accusation; and that 
said committee have power to send for persons and papers, 
and have Jeave to report at apy time, 


The resolution was considered, and agreed to. 

The SPEAKER thereupon appointed Messrs. 
Pryor, Maynanron, and Enwarps as such com- 
mittee, 

COMMITTEE TO WAIT ON PRESIDENT ELECT. 

The SPEAKER appointed Messrs. Wasu- | 
nurne of Hlinois, and Bortincame, as the com- | 
mittee on the part of the House to inform the 
President and Vice President elect of their elec- | 
tion. | 

Mr. CURTIS. I demand the previous question | 
on the first Senate amendment to the Pacific rail- 
road bill. 


PERSONAL EXPLANATION, 


Mr. STANTON. Lask the unanimous consent | 
of the House for Jeave to make a personal expla- 
nation. I do so for the first time since I have been 
a member of this House, 

_ Mr. WASHBURNE, of Ilinois. Is it aques- 
tion of privilege ? 

Mr. STANTON. Itis. I want the attention | 
of my colleague from the Columbus district [Mr. | 
Cox] while! have read an extract from the Globe. | 
I-find in the reported proceedings of Saturday last, 
published in Tuesday’s paper, that which Í have 
marked, and which | now ask the Clerk to read. {| 

The Clerk read, as follows: f 

1 
i 


“That godless old man, after spending a publie life de- 
voted to hate, H-will, and sedition, was retired because he |! 
did one thing that was right— voted for the Crittenden-Mont- | 
gomery bill, He has since been making up for his loss of |) 


| pursued through his whole life with zeal, and a 


| place no such estimate upon Mr. Giddings’s char- 


office by the virulence of his spleen, and the outlaw 
his conduct. Le h s | have once shown bere, ins 
servile insurrections; and now, at the end of am 


SEpent ji 


life, which is scarcely silvered by a ray of benignity, he 
finds, as the consequence of his teaching and conduct, a 
disrupted Union, a terrified people, and the prespect of un- 
ending hate and bloody strife. if there was mercy for the 
thief upon the cross, there may be mercy for him. God 
grant him repentance before he fills his dishonored grave! 
But what a life he has lived! He talked the Janguage of 
love to the black race only to hide his hate for the white 
race who people our southern States. He paraded human- 
itarian phrases, and took upon his profane lips the name of 
God, only to cloak his malice and sanctify his hate. He has 
had, in specific wickedness, many rivals; butif we measure 
men’s guilt by the objects upon which th®y are oent, who 
„can tell the magnitude of that portentous crime which cause- 
lessly dismempbers to destroy the American Republic? As 
such a Republic has no parallel, so such a criminal has no 
peer. But my colleague praises bhim and conimends him 
to immortal honor! Nero-had a friend, who placed immor- 
telles upon his tomb, and the worst fiends of the French 
revolution had their defenders after death; but were this 
old man now dead, and thus powerless in bis party at home, 
even my coHeague would shrink from the task of embalming 
his bad memory. It will, after death, only be remembered 
to be execrated. His Jate letters to my colleague [Mr. Cor- 
win] and his compatriot, Mr. Ewing, show that age, which 
so often reclaims the most reprobate soul, has not withered, 
nor custom, which so often tires of its baleful work, has 


not staled, the infinite varicty of his malice and bis mad- + 


ness. History, in its record of this great anti-slavery sedi- 
tion, and its consequent revolution, will only picture ihe 
whiteness of his hair to contrast it with the blackness of 
that purpose, which for years and years has pursued a cru- 
sade whose terrible consummation is upon us, in the crumb- 
ling away of our States and the destruction of their unity.” 


Mr. STANTON. Was that statement con- 
tained in the speech delivered by my colleague 
upon this floor? 

Mr. COX. I will say right here, that while 
correcting the remarks between my colleague [Mr. 
Hurcuins] and myself, at his special instance and 
request, an additional paragraph was made to the 
delivered remarks. He came to me and asked the 
privilege of defending his predecessor, Mr. Gid- | 
dings, in a paragraph; and he requested me atthe 
same time to answer his paragraph. Ie read his 
paragraph defending Mr. Giddings, and | wrote 
the paragraph which has been read, in response. 
{Laughter.] All the rest of the speech is just 
about as I delivered it. T put nothing in addition 
to my response to my other colleague, [Mr. Sran- 
ton.] But, as I have said, I did putin a response 
to a paragraph which my friend, Mr. Hurcurs, 
requested to print on behalf of his predecessor; 
and if there be anything wrong in that statement, 
I am willing to meet my colleague upon itatany 
time, 

Mr. STANTON. I havea single word to say 
aboutthis, Itis a question of taste, in these per- 
sonal controversies between members, as to how 
far a gentleman will alter remarks which have 
been replied to upon the floor. For myself, I 
never touch the reporter’s notes of anything that 
has been said bearing, in the remotest degree, a 
personal character. | 

Mr. COX. My colleague will see no alteration 
of the remarks I made in reply to him. 

Mr. STANTON. I am reported as replying 
to aspeech containing that extraordinary para- 
graph; and with having, in that reply, taken no 
notice whatever of it. ‘It therefore places me in 
the position of having permitted such an extraor- | 
dinary denunciation of an old colleague upon 
this floor to go forth to the public without reply. 
It is for that reason that I desire to call attention 
to it here, that it may be known that not one 
word of what the Clerk has read was uttered 
upon this floor, and that the speech I replied to 
did not contain one word of it. 

Mr. Speaker, Mr. Giddings would not choose 


me for his defender. 1 have differed with him in 
many respects. I did not sympathize with the | 
intensity of his anti-slavery sentiments. I did | 
not always concur in the wisdom, prudence, or ; 
sagacity of his conduct upon this floor. But, sir, | 
there is one thing for which the whole world | 
will award him credit; and that is, for fidelity | 
and sincerity to the overmastering idea which he | 
courage amid obstacles which have no parallel in 
the history of our public men. 

Mr. HUTCHINS. And for integrity? 

My. STANTON. 
I will say another thing. [koow, from personal 
intercourse with leading and distinguished gen- 
tlemen from the slaveholding States, that they 


acter as my colleague does. l have heard them | 
say that, while he was crazy about negroes, yet | 
| 
H 


that, upon all other questions, he was a safe, |: 
E sound, and patriotic legislator. 
i 


i 
[i 
f 
i 
j 
! 
i 


tepeatedly they 
have so declared 


Yes, sir; and for integrity. || 


t 
t 
i 
i 
H 
i 


I have no disposition, Mr. Speaker, to engage 
in any personal controversy with my colleague. 
He has an extraordinary taste and inclination to 
rake up our domestic quarrelsand to parade them 
upon this floor; to bring here our dirty linen, and 
to wash it in the face of the House and nation. I 
have no such taste; and therefore | do notchoose 
to arraign him, however strong the temptation 
may be. There is no State which has not its per- 
sonal party conflicts and collisions; but there is 
no other gentleman of any State who deems it 
consistent with State pride, with the honor and 
dignity of his State, to parade such controversies 
before the nation,and make them subjects of dis- 
cussion upon this floor. If my colleague be am- 
bitious of the reputation or the notoriety that 
speech is likely to give him, then he is welcome to 
it. Itis akin to the notoriety sought by that Eros- 
tratus who burned the temple of Diana at Ephe- 
sus that his name might be attached to an histor- 
ical event. If my colleague chooses to make him- 
self immortal by attacking a historical personage 
and a historical character, he is welcome to the 
notoriety which belongs to the act. [Applause, 
and cries of ‘* Good!” 

Mr. COX. Mr. Speaker, I wish to saya word 
in response to my colleague. It comes with a bad 
grace from him, or from any gentleman on that 
side of the House from the State of Obio, to un- 
dertake to arraign me under the pretense of a 
question of privilege, when, from the beginning 
of my term in Congress till this very moment, I 
have been pursued by them, both here and at 
home, in a personally vindictive and malicious 
style, which has no parallel in political campaigns 
or parliamentary debate, My colleague has taken 
a part of the same personal campaigning against 
me. During the last campaign, Mr. Giddings 
causelessly began an attack upon me, as very 
many members will recollect; and the gentleman, 
his successor, [Mr. Hurcuins,] on Saturday last, 
as the House will bear witness, commenced this 
controversy. Fle referred to me in language 
which 1 will not now characterize. He has seen 


| proper to tone it own inthe speech which he has 


published, 

But the gentleman (Mr. Sranron] goes out of 
his way, and takes advantage of a question of 
privilege, to court favor with the abolition wing of 
his party by this gratuitous defense of its leader. 
I did attack Mr. Giddings in the first part of the 
remarks I made. It was called for by the attack 
of my colleague, and the questions discussed by 
him. The gentleman knows it. He did notdeem 
it proper then to reply. He says that he would 
have replied, if this extract had been spoken, I 
want the House to remember that the bringing of 
Ohio politics into the House was begun by the 


| attack of my colleague (Mr. Hurcmins] upon me 


while I was sitting in my seat, [ wantthem also 
to remember that the remarks published about 
Mr. Giddings were in response to the successor 
of Mr, Giddings, and at his request, as he will 
now bear me testimony. Isnotthatso? Task 
my colleague to respond? 

Mr. HUTCHINS, 1 will state that I desired 
my colleague to permit me to insert a single par- 
agraph in reply to his attack on Mr. Giddings, 
which my five minutes would not allow me to do 
in the House. Itold him he could reply to it. 
I did not sec his reply. I did not know what it 
was going to be. 

Mr. COX. I wrote off my reply while my 
colleague was present, and I read to him as much 
of it as I had then finished. My colleague is 
truthful, and will bear testimony to that. 

Mr. HUTCHINS. Icommenced reading the 
gentleman’s reply, but I did not stay to see it 
finished, and did not know what it was until [ 
saw it published in the Globe. 

Mr. COX. I was perfectly willing that he 
should read it. The whole of my remarks are 
printed substantially as I delivered them, except 
the paragraph in reply to my colleague, [Mr. 
Hurcuins,] which I made at his own special in- 


| stance and request, and for which my other col- 
| league (Mr. Stanton] has no words of reproof. 


When thegentleman (Mr. Srayron] talks about 
bringing in dirty linen, and washing it before this 
House, | want him to understand this discussion 
springs legitimately out of the debate of the prop- 
osition of the committee of thirty-three with re- 
spect to the rendition of fugitives from: justice, 
the conduct of Ohio in that regard. I said, in 
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that speech, that it was from this motive, and this 
alone, that I made the remarks I did; that wrong 


had becn committed by our State against other | 
States, and that I wanted to apply the remedy. 1 | 


sustained the remedy proposed by the committee 
of thirty-three. My colleague over the way had 
attacked it; I defended it, and in doing so, I gave 
the facts necessary to a proper understanding of 
the measure before the country and the House; 


so that we might vote properly upon this reme- | 


dial proposition. 

If my colleague expects to make anything from 
this attack upon me, L am willing to meet him now 
and here, or at any time and place. Every time’ 
this thing comes into this House, I am placed 
upon the defensive in reference to my own party 
and my own State, and against the disgraceful 
domination of the Republican party in Ohio. 
Because 1 do this, lam to be hunted down by 
these blood-hounds ofthe Republican party. Why 
do not these gentlemen attack some of the south- 
ern men who stand up here for the Union, and 
measures of conciliation to preserve it? Oh, no. 
[hey sing pears to the gentleman from Tennes- 
see, [Mr. Erueriwce,} and the gentleman from 
Virginia, [Mr. CLemens,] and to other southern 
members; but when a Democrat from Ohio, or a 
northern Democrat stands up here for the Union, 
he is at once made the mark for the missiles of 
scorn, hate, and personality. Tt shows that they 


love their party better than the Union; that they | 
will stand by their platform rather than the Con- | 


stitution, 


Mr. WEBSTER. Personal explanations seem | 


to be in order this morning. I have endeavored 
for some days to get the floor for that purpose, 
but have not succeeded, and I avail myself of this 


opportunity to do so. Itwill be remembered that į 


some days ago, when my friend, the senior mem- 
ber from Pennsylvania, (Mr.Srevens,] was mak- 
ing a speech, | interrupted him by making refer- 
ence to two instances in which citizens of my State 
lost their lives in attempting to arrest their slaves 
in the State of Pennsylvania. I said, then, as I 
say now, that, in alluding to. those cases, I had 


no desire to enter into crimination or recrimina- | 


tion. J had no desire whatever to increase the 
unhappy excitement which exists in the country, 
but l did it because the senior member from Penn- 
sylvania, (Mr. Srevens,] in making what I sup- 
posed to be a strong anti-compromise speech, re- 
ferred to certain alleged wrongs perpetrated by 
citizens of the South upon citizens of the North, 
and included my own State, “I made those re- 
marks in that interruption simply as a sort of 
set-off, so that when the people of his State should 
come to sce his speech, they might find that we 
also had grievances to complain of, and that 
thereby they might be inclined to settle amicably 
the difficulties between us. That was the only 
motive that actuated me. I wished to show that 
the wrong was not altogether upon one side. 

I find that the citizens of Carlisle have taken 
exception to my remarks, which were doubtless 
not reported correctly in the papers which they 


saw; and a gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. | 


Jungin} took occasion, several days afterwards, 
during ‘one of the night sessions of the House, 
when I was not present to defend myself, to ani- 
madvert upon my conduct, both as regards the 


correctness of the facts which I stated, and the ! 


motives which induced me to state them. Now, 


Mr. Speaker, the gentleman, in so doing, has mis- || 


represented what Í did say, as well as reflected 


upon my party. The language I usel upon that | 


occasion was this: 


“ Well, sir, L desire only to refer to an occurrence which 
took place in Carlisie, Pennsylvania. A man from my State 


went to Carlisle to reclaim a slave who had fled from him; | 


and was murdered in his attempt to arrest his own slave. 
Avother gentleman went from Baltimore county, in my 
district, to the gentleiman’s State to reclaim his slave who 
had escaped; and he was murdered at Christiana while en- 
deavoring to effect the reclamation.”? 


The gentleman, in his specch, says that I as- 
serted here in my place, that ‘the citizens of the 
borough of Carlisle had murdered a citizen of the 
State of Maryland in cold blood, when he wasin 
pursuit of his slave.” Sir, I made no reference 
to the citizens of Carlisle, J said nothing about 
@ man being murdered in cold blood. Far be it 
from me to reflect upon the citizens of that bor- 
ough. {lived among them for four years, as a 
student in college there. T have a high regard for 
most of them, | have mingled with them upon 


terms of intimacy, and I would not ‘refleet un-- 
| necessarily or unjustly upon them. 


ESS I believe a 
majority of them are peaceable, law-abiding, and 
Union-loving men, and J desire here to. say that 
in justice to them. I simply referred to the sad 
fact—for fact it was and true—that a gentleman 
had been murdered when attempting to arrest his 
slaves in thatborough. Now, sir, thegentleman 
from Pennsylvania, when giving his statement of 
the facts connected with that case, used the fol- 
lowing language: ° 


* You will learn the fact that this alleged murder never 


was committed at all; thatthe man died of indigestion, 
probably unused to the solid living of Pennsylvania; he 
may have eaten saurkraut or cabbage.” 

_ Now, sir, I hold in my hand a communication 
in regard to the death of Mr. Kennedy, to whom 


I referred, written, at my request, by the brother- | 


in-law of that gentleman, a highly distinguished 
citizen of the State of Maryland, formerly a mem- 
ber of this House, and at present engaged in the 


peace conference, at the other end of the avenue, 


the Elon. J. Dixon Roman. 


The lettcr was read, as follows: . 


WaiırLaRDs’ JIOTEL, 
WASHINGTON, February 11, 1861. 

Dear Sir: I received last evening your note inclosing 
the reported speech of Mr. JONKIN, and requesting from me 
a statement of the facts and circumstances attending the 
death of my brother-in-Jaw, Mr. James H. Kennedy, re- 
ferred to in said speech. 

Mr. Kennedy resided in Hagerstown, Maryland, a young 
gentleman under thirty years of age, of liberal education, 
easy fortune, and with all the surroundings which lend at- 
tractions to life. He pursued bis slaves who had escaped 
into Pennsylvania, and on the 2d June, 1847, arrested them 
in Carlisle. Under legal advice he appeared with them be- 
fore the court, claiming their restitution under the Consti- 
tution and the act of Congress of 1793. The facts were not 
disputed. The judge declared his undoubted right to return 
them to Maryland; but decided that, by the recent act of 
1847, commonly known as the “ personal liberty bil” of 
that State, “the court was forbidden to hold jurisdiction, 
and the sheriff forbidden to render assistance, or to use the 
jait for save-keeping.”? 

Being thus deprived of official aid, while passing from 
the court-house door to bis carriage at the curbstone he 
vas attacked by an infuriated mob; aud, although a few 
sns, personal tricnds who were with him, aided by 
some others, fought manfully in defense, they were over- 
powered, the slaves rescued, and he left prostrate on the 


street, with severe bruises in the region of the chest, and his į} 


knee-cap broken. Many other citizens were present, in- 
cluding a professor in the college, (a clergyman,) who was 
said to have used language of bitter hostility against the 
owners, and who was afterwards tried as an ‘ accessory,” 
but acquitted, as I Jearned, because ofa doubt whether his 
encouraging language had been heard by, or influenced 
those actively engaged in the riot. 

Mr. Kennedy remained confined to his bed at the hotel 
until the 25th; and being a man of vigorous constitution 
and uninterrupted health, bis friends did not suppose, al- 
though crippled for life, that his injuries would prove fatal. 
But his appetite svon failed, and his general bealth rapidly 
declined, without any apparent adequate cause. 

For many days previous to his death he frequently awoke 
from sleep with great oppression and diflicuity of breathing, 
whieh increased and became gradually more serious until, 
the morning of the 25th, he suddenty awoke with a similar 
paroxysm of great oppression, and died within an hour. 

lis wife, brother, and sis were with him, and from their 
statements, and those of his physician, I am satisfied there 
was no symptom 6 
ihe stomach d been : 
prudence tn diet,” and to say that he died of ‘indigestion’? 


would secm to be ridiculous. Physicians differed in opinion. | 


on his 


Some of those in Hagerstown believed the bruis 


chest had resulted in internal mortification. There was no i 


difference, however, as to the fact that his death was caused 
by the injuries received from the mob. And it is not true, 
as stated by Mr. Miller, that he had recovered from those 
injuries previous to his death. 


When his body was brought home to Hagerstown, and || 
the ten thousand of our citizens who attended his funeral | 


heard the widow *s wail and the oyphan’s ery, it called forth 
a most intense feeling of thirs 
hostile legislation of Penns 


throughout the South, until many millions of her people,who 
had ue 


common cause. : 

"The facts above stated in connection with the riot, were 
derived next day from himself and several of those citizens 
who had struggled by his side; and these, with the circum- 
stances attending his death, having been the subject of fre- 
quent family conversations, it is scarcely possible for them 
to be mistaken or forgotten. k 

Mr. Miller has doubtless heard the fact which I now re- 
peat, that the’ family entertained the must grateful feclings 
towards those citizens of Carlisle who so uably battled in 
his defense, and to the large majority of her people who 
afterwards poured forth their sympathies from overflowing 
hearts. But these feelings are uot inconsistent with the 
deep and abiding conviction that the riot was the conse- 
quence of hostite legislation ; nor with the still more certain 
fact that the injuries then received were te direct and prox- 
imate cause of his death. 
: Yours, sincerely, J.DIXON ROMAN. 
Bon. Enwix H. WEBSTER. 


Mr. WEBSTER. 


‘used the following language: 


“colic, and the idea of “cramp in ; 
was never suggested. There had been no “im. | 


ing indignation against the ii 
g zania, which had led to the i 
sad result; and this feeling spread on the lightning’s wing | 


ver heard his name or known his worth, were ready | 
to mingle tears over his untimely grave, as a martyr in their ! 


this letter: that the statement [-made-at thetime of 
interrupting the gentleman fram: Pennsylvania, 
[Mr, Srevens,] though not giving all particulars, 
was substantially correct in regard. to the case.at 
Carlisle. : oes 

I also referred to a case which oceurred in the 
county of Lancaster. The gentleman also, in his 
reply, referred. to that case; and in doing so he 


“ The fact is that Mr. Gorsuch was murdered by his own 
slaves. He was warned,.before he undertook: to arrest 
them, that the negroes were known to be desperte; and 
that they would undoubtedly take their master’s life ; and 
Mr. Gorsuch swore by his Maker that he would arrest them, 
or dic in the attempt.. He made the effort, and: was shot 
down by his own slave, and not by Pennsylvanians.?? 

Well, sir, would it be believed, after such lan- 
guage as this, that Mr. Gorsuch was a highly re- 
spectable citizen of my State, an old gentleman, 
a worthy member of the Methodist Episcopal 
Church? ‘That he followed his slaves into the 
county of Lancaster, taking with him a marshal 
of the United States, and the process of the Uni- 
ted States, which had been provided by the fugitive 
slave law of 1850, and when he attempted to ar- 
rest his slaves under. the process of law, he was 
resisted by an armed mob of negroes and. mur- 
dered; and his son, who was with him, barely 
escaped with hislife. Nevertheless, these are the 
facts, and nothing but the facts. ; 

I do not care to dwell upon these things, and. { 
regret thatit has been necessary to allude to them 
atall. I desire that the concord and fraternity 
which has so long existed between the old Com- 
monwealth of Pennsylvania and that of Mary- 
land shall not be destroyed. I admire that old 
State. The bones of many of my ancestors sleep 
within her bosom, and many relations now live 
within her limits. 1 have very great regard for 
that State, and T hope it will continue to be, in 
the future, as it has been in the past; the key- 
stone of the Federalarch. But Ido say to the gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania, who has undertaken 


i| to arraign my conduct in regard to this matter, 


that if he desires to maintain those friendly rela- 
tions, I trust he will take some other course, 
when the death of one of our most respectable 
and Christian citizens is alluded to; a citizen 


| foully, brutally murdered, in his State, while at- 


tempting to arrest his slaves by due process of 
law, than of referring to him as a man of violence 
and profanity, and of making the death of another 
of our estimated citizens, who lost his life in the 
pursuit of his slave, the occasion of jests, upon 
this floor, or of laughter through these Halls. Sir, 
this is not the way to pour oil upon the troubled 
waters; this is not the way to heal the open 
wounds, still bleeding from the violence inflicted 
on our people. I trust the gentleman will not pur- 
sue this line of policy hereafter, I trust, at least, 
that before he again undertakes to question the 
correctness of my statements, or to arraign my 
conduct upon this floor, he will see that his own 
statements are founded.in fact, and that his own 
conduct is above reproach. . 
Mr. STEVENS, of Pennsylvania, I desire to 


| say a single word.. The gentleman from Mary- 


land says that he interposed in my speech, be- 
cause I was making what he supposed to be a 


| strong anti-compromise speech. If the gentleman 


had read my speech—although I do not expect 
anybody to take that trouble—he would have 
found that I made a very conservative speech. 
As to anti-compromise, I believe I did not agree 
to go for a compromise. I did say that I had 
watched for something on the part of the free 


| States to be compromised, and that I could find 


nothing; but if there was anything which was 
wrovg, | was sure we could compromise it. The 
gentleman, when he made his statement, said that 
Í alluded to a ease, I think, of a requisition from 
the Governor. In the course of remark, some- 
thing was said about the Governor of Ohio not 
delivering up criminals upon a requisition.. I 
mentioned—and I believe my remark was put in 
the Globe by the reporters—that a similar case- 
I did not inquire into the merits of it—occurred 
in my own county, and that, in. two mstances, 
kidnappers were indicted by the grand jury of 
Chester county, and a requisition for them was 
made upon the Governor of Maryland; but he 
refused to give them up. I believe it was at that 
point that the gentleman from Maryland inter- 
rupted me, and made this crimination against 


ft will be perceived from i| Pennsylvania. It is due to. myself that I should 
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state that, when the gentleman referred to the 
Carlisle case, I did not hear him. I heard: him 
speak of the Christiana case; and I made thean- 
swer, that Mr. Gorsuch, of whom I know noth- 
ing, had been murdered by his own slaves—I 
believe there were two of them-—and that they 
escaped to Canada. Some eighteen or nineteen 
negroes were tried for aiding in the rescue, but 
they were all found not to have been present. If 
I had heard the gentleman speak of the Carlisle 
ease, I should have responded pretty much as 
my colleague [Mr. Jungin} did. I was once em- 
ployed by Mr. McClintock to defend him; but I 
could not go. “Mr. McClintock was indicted, but 
he was acquitted on the ground that he was not 
a participator. ` A number of colored persons, 
who were indieted for the riot, were convicted 
and sentenced to imprisonment; and in all’cases 
where the offense was proved, there was punish- 
ment. 

Now, I did not intend to criminate the State of 
Maryland any further than to say that we hadas 
much to complain of as they had. I was a little 
astonished, therefore, that the gentleman from 
Maryland should have taken offense and became 
excited at what I said. I said nothing against 
Maryland, except to state the fact that her Gov- 
ernor refused to deliver up those kidnappers, on 
the requisition of the Governor of Pennsylvania. 
The gentleman may have supposed that I was 
opposed to compromise, and was, therefore, pre- 
pared to say some hard things. I am opposed to 
compromise, until there is something to compro- 
mise; but I meant to say it in gentle language. 
I know that, in this respect, I differ from many 
of my friends and colleagues. I know that many 
have the good fortune to be made of more pliable 
stuff; indeed, one half of the world, everywhere, 
melts into the softest dough, from the nape of 
the neck to the os coceygis. [Laughter.] 

Mr. JUNKIN. Mr. Speaker, in answering 
the allegations of the gentleman from Maryland, 
I did not address my remarks to him alone. I 
have heard this charge made against the people 
of Pennsylvania time and again since [ have been 
a member of this House. Ihave heard it affirmed 
over and over again, that we in Peunsylvania 
murdered two Marylanders who were in pursuit 
of their slaves; and I sce that a high official of the 
State of Maryland has deliberately put it ina 
printed pamphlet that Mr. Kennedy was mur- 
dered by a Pennsylvania mob, Now, as I stated 
the other night, the very lawyer who conducted 
the proceedings from beginning to eud admits that 
the whole affair amounted to nothing more nor 
Jess than a riot; and when Mr. Dixon Romaiue 
alludes to the alleged murder of Mr. Kennedy, be 
carefully suppresses the fact that notasingle white 
man was engaged inthe transaction. And yet this 
charge is made against the citizens of Pennsyl- 
vania, when the very man who utters the charge 
knows Chat this thing was done by negroes, and 
by negrocs alone, If this thing amounted to mur- 
der, why were not these black men tried for the 
offense? ‘Lhe only thing the authorities could 
convict them of was riot, and for that they were 
sent to the penitentiary; and let me observe that 
in imposing that penalty, the court inflicted a pun- 
ishment which, under the laws of Peansylvanin, 
they had no right.to do, They had only the right 
to send them to the county jail, instead of which 
they were sent to the penitentiary for three and 
four years, although they were afterwards re- 
leased by the supreme court on a writ of habeas 
corpus. ‘There was but one single white man 
charged with participation in that riot, and he was 
tried by an impartial jury. ‘UheState of Maryland 
was heard there by her own counsel, and he was 
acquitted because there was no testimony identi- 
fying him with the transaction. Now, J aver that 
the statemcht made by Mr. Millerin his letter 
responds with my own recollection of the facts, 


and within twenty miles of where } live. I be- 
lieve that he stated the facts precisely as they 
occurred. 
Another thing, Mr. Speaker. 
charged in a printed pamphlet, published a few 
days ago by a high official of Maryland, that the 
authorities of this very borough of Carlisle en- 
ticed two men into the county of Cumberland, and 
tried them for kidnapping. Now, l admit that 
these men were tried before Judge Graham for 
kidnapping, and were duly convicted. I assert, 


se the thing occurred in my own district, | 


1 sce that itis | 


too, that they were convicted. upon the adjudica- 
tion of the courts of the State of Maryland her- 
self, which had settled, in two or three decisions, 
that when. freedom was bequeathed to a slave, it 
was a specific legacy tothe slave; and if the ex- 
ecutor acquiesced in it by suffering him to go at 
large, it was a recognition and payment of the 
legacy. That was the state of facts under which 
this conviction took place. The negroesin ques- 
tion were freed by their mistress at her death. The 
executor permitted them to leave the State and go 
into Pennsylvania, where they located and lived 
with their families for several years. Afterwards, 
by order of the orphan’s court of Frederick coun'y, 
these negroes were ordered to be sold for payment 
of testatrix’s debts; and on this authority, these 
alleged slaves were, without any process whatso- 
ever, seized by the persons tried, and earried back 
to slavery; and this, by the law of Pennsylvania, 
was kidnapping, not because they were seized 
without process, but because, being free, they 
were carried off without process of law. The right 
of recapture we concede to the slave owner; but 
"when he exercises that right, he must be sure 
they areslaves. The men who carried them back 
were tricd for the offense in Pennsylvania, pre- 
cisely as they would have been tricd in the cir- 
cuit court of Frederick county. The question of 
their freedom was involved in the issue, and had 
to be tried. I donot think it fair now for Mary- 
land to turn round and accuse us of failing to do 
our duty, because we followed out the rule of law 
settled in her own courts. r 
were misled by their own courts; and they should 
correct their own decisions, and not expect us to 
do it for them. : 

Mr. CURTIS. I now call for the regular order 
of business, 

Mr: WEBSTER. I desire to say a word in 
reply—— 

Mr. GROW. Tobject. That would rendera 
| rejoinder necessary. Both sides have been heard 
now. 

Mr. HUGHES. Itis due to my colleague to be 
permitted to say a word. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks the gen- 
tleman from Maryland has a right to be heard. 

Mr. GROW. Then I rise to a point of order. 
Let us know whether we have any rules. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will hear the 
point of order. 

Mr. GROW. My point of order is, that no 
gentleman can take the floor on a personal ex- 
planation without the consent of the House. That 
is the rule. Now, if the Speaker proposes to 
decide that any gentleman has a right to make a 
personal explanation, unless it affects his seat, I 
will appeal from that decision. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is of opinion that 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania is perfectly 
correct. 

Mr. WEBSTER. 
sist. 


Very well; I will not in- 


PACIFIC RAILROAD BILL. 


Mr. CURTIS. I now move that the special 
| order on the report of the committee of thirty- 
three be postponed until after the Pacific railroad 
bill is disposed of. 

Mr. SICKLES. I suppose the Pacific railroad 
bill is the first business in order. 

The SPEAKER. The special order is net be- 
fore the Llouse at present. The question before 
the House is on seconding the previous question 
on the first amendment of the Senate as follows: 


section of the bill, after the word “ Mis- 
> at the mouth of the Kansas river, and 

2 e up the valley of said river to the vicinity 
of Fort Riley,” so that it will r : 

‘Phat to insure the safe, certain, and speedy transporta- 
tion of mails, troops, and publie stores from the western 
border of what is called our western States, by railroad, to 
wit: starting from two points, one on the western border 
of the State of Missouri, at tic mouth of the Kansas river. 
and proceeding thence up the valiey of said river to the v 
cinity of Fort Riley, and the other on the western border 
of Lown, with two converging Hnes bearing westward and 
uniting within two hnudred miles of the Missouri river, 
Ke. 
| To which Mr. Crase, of Missouri, offered the 
| following amendment: 


Strike out “and proceeding thence up the valley of said 
river to the vicinity of Fort Riley,” and, in lien thereof, 
nsert: * and with a branch trom some eligibie point on said 


| 
i 
| 
i 


[i 
| line, not more than fifty miles west of we Missouri river, | 


į to the city of St. Joseph.” 


Mr. DAVIS, of Indiana. I desire io present 


| sumed as soon as the Journal of the next day is rea 


lf we are wrong, we | 


a question of order. On the adjournment of the 
House yesterday, the time expired for which this 
bill was made the special order, and then the bill, 
with the amendments, went to the Speaker’s 
table. I predicate my point of order on the last 
paragraph in Barclay’s Digest, page 162, which 
declares that, if a matter made a special order be 
not taken up, or if taken up be left undisposed 
of on the day fixed, thereafter it loses its spe- 
cialty. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Indiana 
is perfectly correct in saying that it loses its spe- 
cialty; but that is not the ground on which the 


"Chair proceeds. This is unfinished business; and 


the rule declares that, in the morning, the unfin- 
ished business of the preceding day shall be taken 
up, not as a specialty, but as the ordinary busi- 
ness before the House. 

Mr. SICKLES. I ask that the 56th rule be 
read, 

The rule was read, as follows: 


“The consideration of the unfinished business in which 
the House may be engaged at an adjournment shall be re- 
and 
> 
at the same time cach day thereafter until disposed of; and 
if, from any cause, other business shall intervene, it shall 


| be resumed as soon as such other business is disposed of. 


And the consideration of ail other unfinished business shall 
be resumed whenever the class of business to which it be- 
longs shail be in order under the rules.” 


Mr. DAVIS, of Indiana. But itis not to be 
taken up after the expiration of the morning hour, 
as I understand. 

The SPEAKER, Not after the morning hour 
expires, but during the morning hour. The Chair 
overrules the point of order. It is very clear that 
this is the regular business. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Indiana. 
ing hour expired ? i 

The SPEAKER. No, sir; it has not. At the 
expiration of the morning hour, the special order 
will take precedence, 

Mr. DAVIS, of Indiana. 


Has not the morn- 


Then, when the 


| morning hour expires, I shall make the same 
| point of order. 


The previous question was seconded; and the 
main question ordered. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Indiana, called for the yeas 
and nays on Mr. Craia’s amendment to the 
amendment. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. f 

The question was taken; and it was decided in 
the aflirmative—yeas 95, nays 62; as follows: 

Y EAS—Messrs. Charles F. Adams, Green Adams, Ald- 
rich Alley, Thomas L. Anderson, William ©. Anderson, 
Avery, Babbitt, Bingham, Blake, Briggs, Buffinton, Bur- 
lingame, Burnett, Butterfield, Campbell, Carter, Case, 
Jobn B. Clark, Coburn, Clark B. Cochrane, John Cochrane, 
Conkling, Covode, James Craig, John G. Davis, De Jar- 
nette, Duell, Edgerton, Eliot, Ely, English, Parnsworth, 
Perry, Fouke, Gooch, Graham, Grow, Hall, Haskin, Het 
mick, Hickman, Hoard, William A, Howard, Hamphrey, 
Hutchins, William Kellogg, Killinger, DeWitt ©. Leach, 
Leake, Lee, Logan, Charlies D. Martin, MceClernand, Me- 
Kenty, McKnight, McPherson, Laban T. Moore, Moor- 
head, Edward Joy Morris, Niblack, Nixon, Noell, Perry, 
Pettit, Peyton, Porter, Pottle, Edwin R. Reynolds, Riggs, 
Christopher Robinson, James C. Robinson, Royce, Ruilin, 
Sedgwick, Sherman, Sickles, Somes, Spaulding, Spinner, 
Stanton, Stevens, William Stewart, Stout, Stratton, 
Thayer, Thomas, Train, Van Wyck, Wade, Waldron, Cad- 
walader ©. Washburn, Wells, Winslow, and Wright-—95, 

NAYS—Messrs. Allen, Barr, Barret, Bocock, Loteler, 
Brabson, Branch, Brayton, Bristow, Burch, Burnham, 
Colfax, Cox, Burton Craige, Curtis, Dawes, Delano, Dunn, 
Etheridge, Penton, Florence, Garnett, Gilmer, Hale, Ham- 
ilton, Joha T. Harris, Hatton, Hindman, Holman, Irvine, 
Francis W. Kellogg, Kenyon, Kunkel, Larrabee, Long- 
necker, Maclay, Mallory, Marston, Elbert S. Martin, May- 


| nard, Millson, Montgomery, Morrill, Nelson, Phelps, Pot- 


ter, Pryor, Quarles, Rice, Scott, Scranton, William N. ih 
Smith, Stok@&, Tappan, Tompkins, ‘Trimbte, Vandever 
Watton, Webster, Wilson, Wood, and Woodson—62. 

So theamendment to theamendment was agreed 
to. 

During the roll-call, 

Mr. BURNETT (when his name was called 
said: I shall vote for all the amendments that may 
be offered in the [Touse, believing that that isthe 
most effectual way to kill this bill. I therefore 
vote “ay.” 

Mr. QUARLES stated that Mr. Leacn of 
North Carolina was confined to his room by in- 
disposition. 

Mr. MAYNARD (when his name was called) 
said: J have voted against this bill all along, but 


| itis manifest that itis going to pass by a very 
| decided majority and to become a law. 
| fore desire to have it made as perfect as possible, 
and for that reason I wil 


i there- 


vote against extending 


it any further, and against the proposition of my 
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friend from Missouri, to` carry it to St. Joseph. T 
vote no.” ; = 

Mr. WHITELEY stated that he was paired 
on this bill with Mr. Foster. 

Mr. EDGERTON stated that his colleague, 
Mr. Carry, was detained at his room by indis- 
position. S 

Mr. ALLEN, of Ohio, made a similar state- 
ment in regard to his colleague, Mr. Howarp. 

Mr. STANTON stated that his colleague, Mr. 
Penpueton, was paired with Mr. Orin. 

The vote was announced. as above recorded. 

Mr. CRAIG, of Missouri. ‘I rise to a privi- 
leged question. I move to reconsider the vote by 
which the amendment to the amendment was 
adopted; and to lay the motion to reconsider og 
the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

Mr. CURTIS. I move that the Senate amend- 
ment be non-concurred in; and on that motion I 
demand the previous question. 

Mr. STANTON. Jhope the gentleman from 
Iowa will permit the motion to be made to non- 
concur in all the amendments of the Senate, and 
have a committee of conference upon them. That 
is the only way we shall ever get clear of them. 

Mr. GROW. 
amendment to provide for a northern road. 

Mr. CURTIS. I have an amendment, which 
I desire to offer, to that amendment. 

Mr. HOARD. I object to non-concurring in 
the amendments of the Senate in gross. 

Mr. CURTIS. Then, I move to non-concur in 
the first amendment of the Senate, and call the 
previous question. 


The SPEAKER. The morning hour having | 


expired, the special order, being the report of the 
committee of thirty-three, is now before the 
House, upon which the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania [Mr. CampBELt] is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. PHELPS. DoT understand that the mo- 
tion is made to non-concur in all the amendments 
of the Senate in gross? If so, I wish to make 
objection to that motion. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has stated that 
objection being made, the question must be taken 
upon the amendments separately. 

Mr. CURTIS. Now, if the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania will yield the floor, I will move to 
postpone the special order for the purpose of 
considering this bill to-day. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Indiana. I object to that. 

Mr. HASKIN. I did desire to say something 
in opposition to this bill; and now, for the pur- 
pose of saying something practically in opposi- 
tion to it, L will move to lay the bill and amend- 
ments on the table. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state to the 
gentleman from New York, that the subject of 
the Pacific railroad bill has passed from the con- 
sideration of the House. The gentleman from 
Pennsylvania [Mr. Campsrxt] is entitled to the 
floor; and the Chair understands that he declines 
to yield. 

Mr. CURTIS. Then I desire to ask the gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania whether. he did not 
say to me this morning that he would yield the 
floor for that motion? 

Mr. BURNETT. The gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania is entitled to the floor, and I ask that he 
shall proceed. I object to interruption. 

Mr. CURTIS. And Iask the gentleman whether 


he does not know that, unless we can go on with | 


the consideration of this bill at this time, it will 
go to the Speaker’s table? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Iowa 
will understand distinctly that the Chair cannot 
take cognizance of any such arrangement. 

Mr. BURNETT. ‘The gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania is entitled to the floor. r 
yields the floor, I insist that he does so uncondi- 
tionally. 

STATE OF TIE UNION. 


Mr. CAMPBELL. | I believe I-am entitled to 
the floor. I take this opportunity of presenting 


four petitions, signed by citizens of Philadelphia, | 


without distinction of party, asking for the en- 
forcement of the Constitution and the laws as they 


are, 
The memorials were laid on the table 


MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT. 
A message was received from the President of 


I want a separate vote on the 


Now, sir, if he | 


{ 


AE 
the United States, by A. J. GLOSSBRENNER, his i 


Private Secretary, informing the House that he 
did, on this day, approve and signa bill and joint 
resolution of the following titles: 

An act granting a pension to Gregory Patti; 
and 

Aresolution for the benefit of Duvall & Brothers, 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message was received from the Senate, by 
Mr. Hicxey, their Chief Clerk, announcing that 
the Senate had ordered to be printed— : 

The resolutions of the Legislature of Minne- 
sota on the State of the Union; and : 

The report of the Secretary of State on the com- | 
mercial relations of the United States with foreign 
nations, for the year 1860. . 

Also, that the Senate insist upon their amend- 
ments to the bill (H. R. No. 892) making appro- 
priations for the legislative, executive, and judi- 
cial expenses of the Government for the year 
ending June 30, 1862, disagreed to by the House 
of Representatives; and ask a conference on the 
disagreeing votes of the two Houses on the said 
bill; and have appointed Messrs. Pearce, La- 
THAM, and Dixon, as the conferees on the part of 
the Senate. 

Also, that the Senate concur in the first, sec- 
ond, fifth, sixth, ninth, tenth, and twelfth amend- 
ments of the House of Representatives to the bill 
of the Senate (No. 10):iu addition to ‘* An act to 
promote the progress of the useful arts; non- 
concur inthe fourth and seventh amendments; 
and concur in the other amendments of the House, 
with amendments; in which he was directed to 
ask the concurrence of the House. 

Also, that the Senate have passed bills anda 
joint resolution of the following titles; in which 
he was directed to ask the concurrence of the 
House: 

An act (No. 543) to carry into effect conven- 
tions between ‘the United States and the Repub- 
lics of New Granada and Costa Rica; 

An act (No. 552) relating to printing extra 
punta of messages, reports, and documents; 
an 

‘A resolution (No. 63) for the relief of Mrs. E. 
A.H.Adams, George M.Thompson,and Thomas 
H. Green. 

Also, that the Senate insist upon their amend- 
ments to the bill (H. R. No. 864) making appro- 
priations for the consular and diplomatic expen- 
ses of the Government for the year ending June 
30, 1862, disagreed to by the House of Represent- 
atives; and disagree to the amendment of that 
House to the seventh amendment of the Senate; 
and ask a conference on the disagreeing votes of 
the two Houses on said bill; and have appointed 
Messrs. Fessenden, SAULSBURY, and CLINGMAN, 
to be the conferees on the part of the Senate. 

Also, that the Senate have passed a bill of this 
House (No. 914) making appropriations for the 
naval service for the year ending June 30, 1862, 
with amendments; in which he was directed to 
ask the concurrence of the House. 

Also, that the Senate have passed a resolution 
that a committee of one member of the Senate be 
appointed to join a committee of two members 
of the House of Representatives to wait on Abra- 
ham Lincoln, of Hlinois, and to notify him that 
he has been duly elected President of the United 
States for four years, commencing with the 4th of 
March, 1861; and also to notify Hannibal Ham- | 
lin, of Maine, that he has been duly elected Vice 
President. of the United States for four years, 
commencing with the 4th of March, 1861; and 


that they have appointed Mr. Trumsutt on said/ 
committee on their part. V 


CONDITION OF THE COUNTRY. 


Mr. CAMPBELL. Mr. Speaker, it was offi- | 
cially announced yesterday in this Hall that Abra- | 
ham Lincoln, a worthy, patriotic, and intelligent | 
citizen of the State of Illinois; had been elected | 
President of the United States of America, ac- 
cording to the forms and requirements of the Con- 
stitution, and laws made in pursuance thereof. | 

Absolute submission to the results of elec- 
tions has been the homage which the American | 
people periodically offered to their institutions. | 
‘Whatever diversity of sentiment or partisan zeal | 
may have marked the canvass, unanimous obe- | 


ii acre within our Hmits. Let all Union-lovingand 


for’ selfgovernment: ‘Eh 


i is indivisible. 


dience has, with patriotic ardor, waited upon the 
decisions of the ballot-box. By a gracefal acqui- 


trymen have been proud. to-prove thelr capacity 
The now dominant /party 
of the free States have for more than@ quarter of 
a century submitted tothe governmental policy 
of the slave States, although ‘greatly superior: to 
them in population--not because it was sabmis- 
sion, but obedience to the laws.oftthe lands -+ 
The election of Mr. Lincoln: carries with itthe 
full force of constitutional precedent and popular 
conviction. “Yet: that habitual ‘and historic obe- 
dience is now for the first time: refused: by a:por- 
tion ‘of the people—a refusal as deplorable as 


‘amazing. We hear the bold:avowal that the in- 


auguration ofthe President elect will be'resisted, 
and that he ‘will not be permitted to take his post 
atithe head of the Government; orat least: shall 
have buta divided rule, unless ample and satis- 
factory concessions to a-portion of the Confeder- 
acy shall first be made. It is proposed, or hag 
been proposed by the leaders and participatorsin 
this treasonable conspiracy, to resist the-inaugu- 
ration by force‘of arms, to seize the P'ederal ¢ap- 
ital, to precipitate revolution in. the- border: ‘and 
intermediate States, to break up the Government, 
and to plunge a great ànd prosperous people into 
all the horrors of civil war. To carry out thesede- 
structive purposes, the most subtile:and extended 
combination has been formed.’ Embracing many 


i of the leading Senators and dignitaries of the 


Gulf States, it has drawn within its fatal vortex 
chiefs of the Cabinet; has paralyzed .the Presi- 
dent, and has its friends and. ramifications:in the 
cities of the North. Six States claim to have-de- 
tached themselves from the Union irrevocably, 


| and in defiance of section ten article one of the 


Constitution, which declares, ‘no State ‘shall 
enter into any confederation,’’ have ‘proceeded :to 
form a hostile confederation within the limits and 
jurisdiction of the United States. pre ri 

Without pausing for redress, if injury hasbeen 
inflicted, or fearing that remedy might be applied 
if opportunity were given; without the suffrages 
of the people, or against well ascertained popular 
majorities in some instances, récklessly have the 
struck a blow at the best Governmentinthe world, 
as well as inflicted an irreparable injury upon 
themselves. Thiggowbinesion against constituted 
authority embra two classes: of men, ‘the one 
giving aid and comfort to the other, acting forthe 
time being in concert, but with different objects 
in view, namely: the secessionists perse, and thosa 
who are termed reconstructionists. Both claim 
the Union has been, or must be destroyed; the 
former finally so, while the latter indulge in the 
philanthropic hope of reconstructing it on Dem- 
ocratic pro-slavery principles—from disinterested 
motives, of course! Intent upon different objects 
now, what they will be hereafter we must ieave 
time to determine. Sufficient for us to know, that 
both stand in a position hostile to the inviolabil- 
ity of the Union. The former are preéminent for 
boldness in treason; the latter for baseness of par- 
tisan warfare, at a time when the temple of liberty 
is rocked to its foundations. | Reconstruction ‘im- . 
plies previous destruction; and any party, or com- 
bination of men, that propose to destroy the Amer- 
ican Union, must. and will fail. Our inheritance 
The Union has not-been and can- 
not be dissolved. Its fibrous. interlacings’ of in- 
terests cannot be sundered. Heroicdeeds, rev- 
olutionary reminiscences, commercial relations, 
domestic relations, the continuity of a boundless 
coast, immense. rivers, mountain chains, iron 
bands, are our common property; one national 
anthem our inspiration, one flag our symbol! 
“Those whom God hath joined together let not 
man put asunder.” 

No, sir; I hold it next to treason, ata time like 


| this, to claim that the Union of our fathers is dis- 


solved. Every truc man, every native and adopted 
citizen, should rally around her altar and swear to 
maintain the Union, without reservation, in all 
peril, and in every contingency. A Government 
that hasclaimed the respeet of mankind, and which 
rests as lightas gossamer upon the governed, giv- 
ivg to all the most perfect security, as wellasthe 
largest liberty within the limits of constitutional 
order, is worth every sacrifice ‘consistent’ with 
vital principle to maintain. a ; 

Let every effort be made. to preserve ourna- 
tionality intacti—every star upon our flag, every 


| patriotic men unite heart and soul-for this grand 


escence in the voice of the majority, my coun- li 


object. Let ail our energies be directed to the 
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peaceable solution of present difficulties. Butthis 
miust be done without the sacrifice-of those prin- 
ciples:on which the hopes of mankind. depend, 
and on which free government is based. These 
we. could. not. surrender if we would, and would 


: notif we could. 1 will not despair so long as one 


ray of light glimmers along the political horizon. 
But if ail-effort at reconciliation shall prove una- 


vailing, then-loyal citizens everywhere, in all-sec- 


- withoutapology. 


tions of the country, must look the danger in the 
face and meet it as becomes. men, 

Butt- proceed to inquire what cause have. the 
enemies.of the Union to object to the peaceable 
and ordinary inauguration of the President elect? 
He was selected by his fellow-citizens from pure 
motives, and. as.a just exponent of their views of 
public..policy. ‘That a change was necessary in 
the.administration of the affairs of the country, 
all impartial men-admit, after the fatal and over- 
whelming disasters of the last few months, 

What new idea does Mr. Lincoln propose to 
adopt in the administration of the Government? 
What new policy to inaugurate? Must he not 
take care that the laws. be faithfully executed and 
the Government sustained? On the question of 
opposition to the extension of slavery in the Ter- 
ritories, stands he not where Washington, Frank- 
lin, Jefferson, and all their great compeers stood? 
On the. doctrine of adequate protection to Ameri- 
can labor and productions, we find him side by 
side with Clay and Jackson. On all those ques- 
tions. that relate to the general improvement of 
the country, Mr. Lincoln moves in harmony with 
the leading minds of the age. Faithful and patri- 
otic in the past, we have the right to expect the 
same in the future. What cause have misguided 
men to oppose the installment of the newly-elected 
President? Why should it be deemed necessary 
that the choice of the people should purchase his 
way to the presidential chair by grants of rights 
to disappointed and rebellious men? Why do not 
the South and the North accord to him what has 
been accorded to others? Have the opponents of 
the Republican party been so long in office that 
they have forgotten their obedience to the laws? 
Candidates for President and Vice President have 
been elected before from the game section of the 
country, and have quietly aSémed the duties of 
their respective offices. Presidents have been 
elected before by a plurality, and not a majority, 
of ali the votes cast, aud no man has raised his 
voice against the constitutionality of such an elec- 
tion. The issues were piain, the vote overwhelm- 
ing, and the result decided, 

But, it is said, the southern mind regards the 
election of Mr. Lincoln as a distinct declaration, 


on the part of the dominant party, that slavery | 


shall be ultimately extinguished in the slave States. 
This calumny should be corrected by those who 
promulgated it. lt has no foundation in fact. It 
1s against the declarations, votes, platforms, and 
positions of the Republican party. The only 
persons in the country who inculcate this doctrine 
act in Open opposition to the dominant party, and 
now rejoice in the probable overthrow of the Re- 

ublic, tu order that they may carry out their ubo- 
ition schemes. ‘The political antagonists of the 
Abolitionists are the Republicans. The aiders 
and abettors of abolitionism are those who seek 
to destroy the Union. 

Sir, I claim, in its most broad, full, and com- 
prehensive sense—claim it for the honor, safety, 
and future of my country—that the President 
elect has the right; nay, more than this, that the 
people of the country have the right, without re- 
gard to party or section, to have the man of their 
lawful choice fully inaugurated at the capital, with 
all the usual forms and ceremonies, without terms, 
without negotiation, without compromise, and 
I give no reason but that he is 
the Presiden: elect; and, in the name and majesty 
of the American people, L demand the right for 
the people. 

Would you establish the baneful precedent of 
negotiation before inauguration? Sir, E claim in- 
auguration before negotiation: the clear acknowl- 
edgment of the right first; the terms of adjustment 
afterwards. Whatever terms I may be disposed 
to make with loyal men everywhere, I will not 
make terms with those who stand in hostile array 
to the Government, no matter what the conse- 
quences may be. Let these men first. surrender 
the public property, restore the hospitals, navy- 
yards, forts,arms, treasure, and arsenals, and ac- 
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knowledge the supremacy of-the laws. Then, 
when order shall a restored, and an outraged 
nationality vindicated, I would hear their com- 
plaints, and give them the full measure of redress 
for any actual grievance. So far, at least, as con- 
tumacious persons are concerned, the following 
sentiments, attributed to Mr. Lincoln, apply in 
full force: f ; i 

“Twill suffer death before I will consent, or advise my 
friends to consent, to any concession or compromise which 
looks like buying the privilege of taking possession of the 
Government to which we have a constitutional right; be- 
cause, whatever I might think of the merits of the various 
propositions before Congress, I should regard any conces- 
sion in the face of menace as the destruetion of the Gov- 
ernment itself, and a consent on all hands that our system 
shal! be brought down toa Icvel with the existing disorgan- 
ized state of affairs in Mexico, But this thing will bere- 
after be, as it is now, in the hands of the people; and if 
they desire to call a convention to remove any grievances 
complained of, or to give new guarantees for the perma- 
nence of vested rights, it is not mine to oppose.” 

Any other course will destroy the respect in 
which the Governmentis held at home andabroad. 
If the representatives of the people submit to 
menaces and threats, such submission is moral, 
political, and national death. The nation could 
never recover fromit. It would invite attack from 
abroad, and grant license to rebellion at home. 
The plain path of duty in this crisis is the path 
of safety and dignity and patriotism. Let us in- 
sist that the honor of our flag shall be maintained 
—a flag which is known and honored in every 
land; a flag under which our new-found world 
marched to greatness in a single generation. It 
is a pioneer Betere whom the wilderness recedes; 
a magician by whose transmutations the trees of 
the forest still point heavenward as the spires of 
the city; a guardian beneath whose care happy 
homes nestle, wide-spread valleys laugh with plen- 
teousness teeming mountains yield their treasures, 
and vast waters float the argosies of States. 
Abroad, as at home, wide waves the banner of 
|| enterprise and empire. In the thronging marts 
of the Old World, on the newly-opened paths of 
i| Pacific seas, sheltering the commerce of a conti- 
| nent beneath its folds; in the despotic capitals of 
Europe, it interposes a protecting «gis between 
the American citizen and the potentate who would 
oppress him.. In the classic ports of the Medi- 
terranean, it proclaims a woudrous Republic, 
mighty as old Rome, rich as Ind, vast as Europe, 
and peaceful as Paradise. It flashes like an au- 
rora through the glacial pinnacles of Arctic seas, 
and answers the vivid constellations of the tropics 
with its kindling stars! Omniscient symbol of 
an almost omnipotent people, in thy wanderings 
far and wide, by sca and land, amid the despot- 
isms of old worlds and the license of new, could 
none be found to assail thee save thine own? It 
was reserved for those who have grown to great- 
ness beneath the waving of thy prosperous folds 
to smite thee. Are there none in this hour of 
peril to defend? Banner, of which all Christen- 
dom is so proud that it forgets to envy, float calm 
and inscrutable upon the airs of heaven, and 
“bide thy time.” 

Sir, I have heard much of late of State rights 
and State sovereignty. The national Government 
isassumed to be a mere agent, and a very de- 
{| crepit agent, with far less power than the old Con- 
federation. From the declamation of gentlemen, 
one would suppose it to be an abstraction, a grand 
Yankee improvement upon the “ circumlocution 
office ’’—a ‘how not to do it’ improved and per- 
i fected. But remembering, sir, the past bistory of 
my country, lam encouraged to think better of her 
I system, and to repudiate the idea which the argu- 
ments advanced and the events transpiring around 
| us would seem to sustain. The best Government, 
badiy administered, is crippled in its action. A 

onderous battle-ax in hands too weak to wield 
i it, becomes less effective than a child’s bauble. 
li Without an Executive, or worse than without an 
Executive, we have been drifting about among 
the rocks and shoals, with high seas thundering 
! ona le@shore; every soul on board anxiously in- 
| quiring, where is the pilot? We wil find one 
! presently; but in the mean time letus observe that 
| this United States Government of ours isa nation- 
i ality of the people,a grand. powerful Govern- 
| ment of men, not Slates, extending from the Rio 
| Grande to the St. Croix. It was: formed by the 


people, who are supreme. They surrendered to 
the Government, from the abundance of their sov- 
i ereignty, all the grants of right or power enumer- 


lated in the Constitution, as well as of necessity 
all requisite to the enjoyment or exercise of the 
express grants. Within this limit, the United 
States Government is supreme, and so expressly 
declared to be in the charter itself. Between the 
United States and the several States there can be 
no conflict of authority so long as each revolves 
in its approptiate sphere. Each is supreme within 
its limits. Neither has authority beyond. The 
heresy. that a State has a right to secede or with- 
draw from the Union at pleasure has no author- 
ity or foundation. All theories, as all practice, 
of gil Governments is againstit. Such a heresy, 
stfiking at the root ofall organization, cannot make 
impression on the minds of reasoning men. 

It was an evil day for our beloved country when 
a weak old man proclaimed to the nations of the 
earth, through the instrumentality ofan important 
| State paper, that this mighty Government—this 
giant Republic—the very incarnation of power, 
feared and respected by civilized and barbarous 
nations, had no power to save itself from annihi- 
lation. No power to quell rebellion! Whata 
commentary upon the work of our revered fathers! 
That in the construction of a Government to take 
the place of a Confederation, expressly declared 
to be perpetual, they should have neglected that 
| which was essential to its very life, must strike 
reflecting minds as an absurdity. No right on 
the part of aState to secede; secession, rebellion, 
and no power to suppress rebellion, (for this is the 
logic of this remarkabie paper.) That which no 
law punishes is justified, and the public mind de- 
clines from toleration to demoralization. Tacitus 
saith, of another age and people, ‘such was the 
state of their minds that the worst villainy a few 
dared, more approved of it, and all tolerated.” 
Alas! that the language of the ancient historian 
should describe the condition of our country in 
this better age ! 

Can it be wondered that the diplomats of St. 
James rubbed their astonished eyes as the might 
of the western world dissolved before them like a 
mirage, and Europe saw dismayed this serene 
mountain of refuge, quaking with the throes of 
eruption, such as convulse volcanic France, or 
heaving Italy. Sir, I trust in the providence of 
God we shall hear a more reliable opinion, re- 
specting the powers of this Government, on the 
4th of March next. ` 

That secession is rebellion, isa fixed fact. That 
rebellion in this instance, if successful, will be 
styled revolution, is not so plain. History has 
an awkward way of calling things by their right 
names, as leaders of civil commotion sometimes 
live long enough to discover; and this world’s 
history has not yct termed that revolution which 
was without cause and against a just Govern- 
ment. This commotion in the land has this 
breadth, and no more. A portion of the people 
of some of the States are in rebellion against the 
General Government. They have gone so far in 
their insanity as to levy war against the United 
| States. They have set up organizations within, 
and hostile to, the United States. They have 
seized the public property, fired upon a steamer 
chartered by the Government, and have beseiged 
the gallant Anderson in hissea-girt fortress. And 
now, in view of all this, what do we propose to 
| do? The question is between the loyal citizens 
| and the disloyal citizens; between a lawful Gov- 
ernmentand an armed rebellion, If not speedily 
adjusted, one or the other must perish. It will 
become a question of time. They cannot exist 
together within the same territory. None but 
disioyal men think of dismembering this Govern- 
ment. The Constitution provides ne way in which 
iit can be done. If we had the power, no more 
improvident or disastrous step could be taken. 
The results of a peaceable separation would be 
standing armies, a long border bristling with bayo- 
nets, forts,and custom-houses, Conflicts, growing 
out of complications abaut trade, customs, trea- 
ties, and the mouth of the Mississippi, would be 
interminable, until our miserable condition would 
excite the pity, as well as the contempt of man- 
kind. One thing is clear as a ray of Heaven’s pure 
light: there is no safety in the present, no hope 
{in the future, but to stand by the Union as our 
fathers made it. In speaking of secession in 1850, 
in his letter dated the 3d October, of that year, 
| addressed to Hon. Daniel Ullman, what said the 
patriot Henry Clay? 


i; “Suppose the standard should be raised of open resist- 
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ance to the Union, the Constitution, and laws: what is to 
be done? There can be but-one possible answer. The 
power, the authority, and the dignity of the Government 
ought to be maintained, and resistance put down at all 
hazard. The duty'of executing the taws and suppressing 
insurrections is without limitation or qualification ; it is 
coextensive with ‘the jurisdiction of the United States. 
No human government ean exist without the power of ap- 
plying force, and the actual application of it in extreme 
cases. My belief is, that it it should be applied to South 
Carolina, in the event of her secession, she would be 
speedily reduced to obedience, and the Union, instead of 
being weakened, would acquire additional strength.” 


It was the same illustrious man who said, in 
the Senate, in 1850: 

“ Now, Mr. President, I stand here in my place, meaning 
to be unuwed by any threats, whether they come from in- 
dividuals or from States. { should deplore as much as any 
man, living or dead, thatarms should be raised against the 
authority of the Union, either by individuals or by States. 
But, after all that has occurred, if any one State, or a por- 
tion of the people of any one State, choose to place them- 
selves in military array against the Government of the 
Union, i am for trying the strength of the Government. I 
am for ascertaining whether we have a government or 
not—practical, efficient, capable of maintaining its an- 
thority, and of upholding. the powers and interests which 
belong to a government. Nor, sir, am I to be alarmed or 
dissuaded from any such course by intimations of the spill- 
ing of blood. If biood isto be spilt, by whose fault is it? 
Upon the supposition, I maintain it will be the fault of 
those who choose to raise the standard of disunion, and en- 
deavor to prostrate this Government; and, sir, when that 
is done, so long as it pleases God to give me a voice to ex- 
press my sentiments, or an arm, weak and enfecbled as 
it may be by age, that voice and that arm will be on the 
side of my country, for the support of the general authority, 
and for maintenance of the powers of this Union.” 


I care not what term may be applied to the 
preservation of the Union and the enforcement of 
the laws. . If to do this means ‘ coercion,” then 
Tam for coercion. I take all the responsibility 
of saying here in my place, as a representative of 
the people, all the responsibility that attaches to 
the sentiment: that the laws should be enforced, 
by sea and by land, with all the power necessary 
to enforce them, and that loyal citizens should be 
sustained and protected everywhere. Can we do 
less? In all these seceding States there are men 
true to their allegiance to the General Govern- 
ment. Revolution, for the moment, has rolled 
over them, and an armed force has silenced the 
_ voice of patriotism, Presently, when despotism 

—the despotism of a mob; the worst on God’s 
footstool—becomes insufferable, they will cry to 
us for help. Shall we leave them to perish? They 
have rendered allegiance to the Union; and, by 
every tie of sacred duty, honor, and humanity, 
we are bound to render them protection. Any 
other course would sink the Government to perdition. 
Shall we stand idly by when our faithful custom- 
house officers, postmasters, pilots, and other offi- 
cers are arrested, thrown into prison, or made to 
suffer pains and penalties for the honest discharge 
of sworn duties? Shall we refuse to protectadopted 
citizens who, having renounced allegiance to for- 
eign potentates and sovereigns, have taken an 
oath of fealty to our Government? Allegiance 
entitles them to protection. Shall this Govern- 
ment, which butlately extended its scepter across 
the seas, to shelter here and there a humble man 
from the armed might of France, or the crowned 
majesty N i 
the cry, ‘I am an American citizen!”’ onits own 
soil—shall its ear be deaf to the chorus of its 
children’s cries, its arm shortened, and impotent 
to aid? Surely the nation that refuses is faithless 
to its trust. If it refuses to protect its loyal citi- 
zens from persecution, confiscation, and death, 
it does not deserve the name of government. 

If the Executive had promptly used his author- 
ity to check disobedience in the presentinstance, 
this rebellion, which has now assumed formida- 
ble proportions, would have been checked or ad- 
justed before the present moment, This history 
will record. That itwas notdone, is now a world- 
wide regret. 

Mr. Speaker, inmy judgment, all the complaints 
of all the sections can beadjusted within the Union 
without the sacrifice of any principle of essential 
importance to the welfare of the country, and 
without the terrible alternative of civil war. I 
am unwilling to believe that, in this stage of the 
world’s progress, the differences of opinion be- 
tween sections of our enlightened nation cannot 
be arranged without an appeal to arms. I trust 
they can be; and shall continue to labor to that 
end until all hope departs. While advocating 
the necessity of rebuking treason with the voice 


of authority, I am in favor of reassuring loyalty ii sons, 


of Austria, when he invoked its aid by | 


| convention of that party most favorable to slavery 


| foes who would dissolve the one, or tamper with | 


with such conciliationas would beright and proper 
under existing circumstances. f 

For the sake of Maryland, still true, though be- 
tween the upper and the nether millstone; for gal- 
Jant old Kentucky, with the stars and stripes flying 
at every cross-road; for Tennessee, with the rear 
of her grand majority for the Union thundering in 
the ears of secession; and even for Georgia, with 
almost halfherconvention wrestling for the Union; 
and Alabama, now lifting her voice in. indignant 
protestagainsttheerrorof her sons. These States, 
and others, amid the besetments of disaffection, 
display a love for the Union that entitles them to 
sympathy and honor; and for their sakes we 
should be willing to make such an adjustment as 
can be made without the abandonment of princi- 
ple... In this spirit I shall proceed to the consider- 
ation of such propositionsas have been submitted 
to the House. 

I come now to speak briefly of the prominent 
difficulty in the way of adjustment, and that is 
the territorial question. The South demand what 
they are. pleased to term protection to slave prop- 
erty in the Territories of the United States, as well 
as In all territory hereafter to be acquired. The 
freemen of the North consider it of vital import- 
ance to prevent the extension of slavery over 
territory now free. And they cannot believe that 
the extension, protection, and perpetuation of 
African slavery would be beneficent to the country 
or advance the civilizationof the people. Much 
less wil] they consent to change the Constitution 
of the United States so that slavery shall predom- 
inate over freedom. On this point it seems to be 
the settled conviction of the country that we had 
better leave the Constitution asitis. Prominent 
among measures for the adjustment of our pres- 
ent difficulties stands the Crittenden compromise. 
More fortunate in its baptism than its conception, 
this defective measure bears a faultless title. The 
name of one held in affectionate regard, and whom 
the people delight to honor, introduces it auspi- 
ciously to the consideration of that people; and 
the lessons of the revered who are no more—a 
Webster of the North anda Clay of the South— 
have taught the people to respect a compromise. 
But, Mr. Speaker, paradoxical as it may sound, 
the Crittenden compromise is not a compromise, 
and it does not embody the views of Mr.-Crir- 
TENDEN. Looking further, I find a third objec- 
tion in the fact that itdoes not represent the senti- 
ments of the people; and these three objections I 
shall treat in a group before proceeding to others 
of a graver character, 

I am bold to say that the resolutions do not 
express the sentiments of the people, North or 
South, because, in another and less objectionable 
form, and under another name, the prominent 
idea which they embody was presented to the peo- 
ple for their sanction, and rejected by an over- 
whelming majority. It was first offered under 
the name of the “ Breckinridge platform,” to a 


extension and protection, at Charleston, and re- 
jected by a majority of that convention. It was 
again brought before a Democratic convention at 
Baltimore, and again rejected. Let us hear in 
mind that the rejection of this platform carricd | 
with it the inevitable destruction of a powerfal | 
party, long subservient to slavery, and one which 
has never looked upon defeat, with loss of place 
and spoils, with any degree of complacency, in } 
order to form a just estimate of the consequences 
of that rejection. But the undaunted friends of | 
the measure, separating from the frowning ma- | 
jority of their party, forming a fragmentary con~ 
vention, and embodying their principles in the 
nomination of John C. Breckinridge, placed it be- 
fore the people. That people, in one of the most || 
severe political campaigns this country has ever 
witnessed, with the threat of secession placed di- | 
recily before them, overwhelmed it with popular j 
condemnation by a majority of ahnost three mil- | 
lion votes; 1,857,610 Republicans denounced it | 
by voting for Abraham Lincoln; 1,362,976 Dem- 
ocrats rejected it when they gave their suffrages | 
for Stephen A. Douglas; and 590,631 Americans 
condemned it when, raising the battle-cry of *‘ the 
Union and the Constitution,” they struck at the | 


i 

the other. 
Virginia, who had always voted for a Demo- | 
cratic President— Virginia rallied her patriotic 
and expressed her loyalty to the Constitu~ 


-tion asit is; and Kentucky the:-home: 
erable. Senator, rebuked this monstron 


establish a despotism on the freesoil' of America, 

This sentiment, then, of the Breckinridge.plat- 
form, repugnant to the American people; rejected 
by twenty-two. States; trampled inthe dust of. de- 
feat at a popular election, is carefully disentombed 
from the overwhelming majorities beneath which 
it was crushed. . Its shapeless remains are.com- 
posed to new and decent form in the Crittenden 
resolutions, and- its faithful friends and devoted 
‘mourners demand for itan apotheosis in the Con- 
stitution. That which the people have solemnly 
pronounced unworthy. of. support, even in the 
ephemeral form of a political platform, itis now 
gravely proposed to incorporate in.the Constitu- 
tion, where you and I may no longer vote upon 
and rejectit, but must swear fealty to and support! 
where rising generations, with the.generous en- 


thusiasm of youth forthe institutions of their 


beloved land, must do-it reverence; where: your 
sons, and mine, must bring the loyalty we have 
taught them, and abase it to uphold. the. wrong.. 

And this is called a compromise! A :compro- 
mise is where conflicting parties relinquish, each 
the extreme of its position, to, meet the other 
upon middle ground. - Here the extreme views of 
extreme. pro-slavery men are advocated—slavery 
in the Territories to be protected by: Congress! this 
right of protection to be inserted in the Constitu- 
tion; this amendment of the Constitution to be 
secure from future alteration; and the whole to 
apply, not only to our present possessions, but 
all which we may hereafter acquire! Itis all 
here! Notone jot or tittleabated, The old enemy, 
with which we have wrestled for years, is pre- 
sented to us in all his unshorn proportions, under 

the seductive cognomen of compromise! : Enter- 
tain him, and we are compromised indeed! Is 
there anything more that has been, or will be, 
asked of us? Ifso, let it, by all means, be incor- 
porated in the “resolutions.” : 

Ihave shown that the resolutions do, not ex- 
press the views of the people; and I have said 
that they do not represent the Seuator’s.own. If 
Mr. Crirrenpen had ever entertained them, we 
should have foundgim too just and too generous 
an adversary ever to have presented them to us 
as a compromise. It is because they are not his 
own views or wishes that he offers and advocates 
them, feeling a self-abnegating zeal in sacrificing 
on the altar of peace the convictions of- his own 
statesman-like mind, and the desires of his own 
heart. His whole. career—every act of his public 
life—bears witness that the resolutions are repug- 
nant to the Senator himself. That career, thatlife, 
have won for him the confidence of the people, 
and impart a prestige to these resolutions which 
their merits cannot claim. His reputation gilds 
them with a luster not their own. 

But, Mr. Speaker, I summon a statesman from 
Kentucky, now silent, but potential, to antagonize 
the resolutions of the Senator from. Kentucky; 
who dead, has more power than the living; whose 
voice, always raised to save his countrymen from 
dishonor, uttered these celebrated words: . 

“¢ And now, sir, coming from a slave State, as I do, lowe 
it to myself, | owe it to truth, f owe it to the subject, to 
say that no earthly power could induce me to vote for a 
specific measure for the introduction of slavery where it 
had not before existed, either south or north of that line. 
Coming, as I do, from a slave State, itis my solemn, de- 
liberate, and weil-matared determination, that no power— 
no earthly power—shail compel me to vote for the positive 
introduction of slavery either south or north of thatline.?? 

In my second group of objections, I would urge 
that this measure is: first, despotic; second, ag- 
gressive, and third, destructive of the Constitu- 
tion itself. 

Despotic, in the proposed subversion of the pre- 
rogatives of the people; aggressive, in assuming 
to legislate for countries now under the control 
of other governments; and destructive of the Con- 
stitution itself, in the blow struck at the equality 
of rights guarantied by that instrument. ©. 

Itis proposed that “in all the territory of the 
United States now held, or hereafter acquired,” 
south of 360 30’, African slavery is hereby recog- 
nized as existing, and shall not. be interfered with 
by Congress, but shall be protected as property by 
all the departments of the territorial government 
during its continuance.” Itis to be * recognized 
as existing,” whetherin fact it shall exist or not. 
The people of the Territories may be averse to it; 
but they shall be without a remedy.. The people 
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ofthe United States may disapprove of it; but their 
Congress shall be’ powerless. The Territorial 
Lesislature may be opposed to it from policy or 
“principle; but shall be constrained to vote, in defi- 
ance of principle and policy, to propagate and 
sustain that which is repugnant toits convictions, 
Most likely, tò understand: the interests of the 
‘domain to which it pertains, itis obliged to protect 
-Slavery in the Térritory—against what? Against 
the honest action of its own untrammeled judg- 
‘ment; against the strugglés of-a helpless people 
hostile to the institution thus relentlessly imposed 
upon them. What-is this but despotism? Des- 
ala ina land where the voice of the people 
has been omnipotent as the voice of God! And 
wherefore this infringement upon popular rights? 
‘ cor wheréfore this destruction: of established pol- 
icy? That the repugnance of the people may 
wear away under the inevitable influence of cus- 
tom, association, and interest, until from the ter- 
ritorial forcing-house may be transplanted a new 
slave State or States, to preserve the ascendency 
of slavery over freedom in the Confederation. 

This amendment to the Constitution, then, with 
a sublime indifference to the wishes or interests 
of a people, aims at the nobler end of the pres- 
ervation ofa party. Sir, what is all this but ma- 
cchinery to force the institution of slavery upon 
free-men? ‘Methinks, the effort to compel the 
people of a Territory to accept the Lecompton 
constitution should have taught us wisdom. Ido 
not propose to become a party to the renewed 
attempt. 

While that portion of article first of Mr. Crrr- 
TENDEN’S proposition which relates to Territories 
now held by the United States seems to me to be 
despotic, the paragraph which points to all which 
shall be “hereafter acquired’’ is aggressive. While 
willing to legislate for all the Territory of the 
United States, Mr. Speaker, I naturally feel a mod- 
est-hesitation in making laws for Cuba, Mexico, 
South America, mountains of the moon, or any 
other visionary, probable or improbable, posses- 
sions, comprehended under aterm so vague. The 
localities L have mentioned are not only not under 
the jurisdiction of the United States, but are ac- 
tually held by other Govagments, who might 
-with justice resent this intrusion of covetous filli- 
busterism. Such an ideal style of legislation 
would seem to be not only unstatesmantlike, but 
unprincipled. ‘The antecedent legislation which 
ìs thus proposed will hardly sufice to change the 
laws ot Central America or Cuba, should we 
hereafter by any possibility negotiate for the pos- 
session of those intercsting localities; and if they 
‘become ours by a less ceremonious process, 1 
hope our own Constitution will not testify toa 
“premeditated theft. 

Article six of the resolutions provides that no 
future amendment of the Constitution shall affect 
the five preecding articles, nor the third paragraph 
of the section of the fourth article of the Consti- 
tution. ‘When our fathers framed the Constitu- 
tion, they anticipated that the exigencies of a pro- 
gressive people, would demand modifications of 
that instrument. With provident forethought, 
they indicated the manner in which such amend- 
ments should be made. Entering by the door left 
open for them, these amendments propose to close 
that door forever, and entrench themselves, as in 
a fortress, against the besieging necessities of after 
times. No future amendment shall affect them ! 
And why do they claim to be more sacred, than 
the Constitution itself? Why is one clause of that 
Consitution elevated above its péers to share the 
inviolable sanctity of these modern amendments? 
Because they single out, as the object of their 
peculiar care, one of the multifarious interests of 
the land. Without pausing to examine the mer- 
its of that interest which has inspired a devotion 


that surpasses patriotism; that interest to which | 


Senators and Cabinets have transferred the fealty 
due to their country; that interest which is pre- 
sented to the Constitution for such partial care—I 
proceed to question the right to make an amend- 
ment which, when made, will be in direct conflict 
with the instrument itself, and destructive to its 
spirit, meaning, balance, and equality. The res- 
clutions say that certain of them, and a certain por- 
tion of the Constitution, shali never be amended. 
The Constitution says that all its articles may be 
amended. Did it contemplate the introduction of 
auy amendment to destroy the power to amend? 
Shall the Constitution read, ‘all the articles may 


be amended, provided some of the articles shall 
never be amended?” Sir, I claim that such an 
amendment would be in direct antagonism with a 
‘fundamental principle on which the instrument 
was framed—the equal protection from violability of 
all the interests secured by it. I urge that, when 
these resolutions propose to stand unalterably for- 
ever, athwart the track of an advancing people, 
the spirit of the Constitution itself interposes to 
protect the centuries of the future from: these 
shackles which the present labors to forge. 
Slavery is to have especial protection in the 
charter of our liberties. It is to be deified in an 
instrument in which the fathers refused it a recog- 
nition as such. But, if entrenched in the Consti- 
tution as property, with protection above and be- 
yond all other property, will it not follow, or will 
it not be claimed, that it will be entitled to pro- 
tection everywhere, not only in the Territories, 
but on the high seas, under our flag, as wellasin 


‘the free States of this Union? 


As was shown by the distinguished -gentleman 
from Maryland, [Mr. Davis,] the people will 
never ratify the idea of extending slavery to free 
soil. Itis impossible to procure for these resolu- 
tions two thirds of this body, or even-a bare ma- 
jority. It is impossible to obtain a like majority 
in the other branch;.and three fourths of the States 
would never adopt them. ‘Let all friends of the 
Union abandon them as -a useless impossibility, 
now and forever. Pause, gentlemen of the Amer- 
ican Congress, pause, before you ask of men as 
free as yourselves ‘so impossible a surrender of 
sacred convictions. 

Mr. Speaker, I shall‘now briefly—for the time 
allotted'to me will not admit of extended discus- 
sion—referto the measuresof adjustment reported 
by the committee of thirty-three. These propo- 
sitions, or at least several of them, have been re- 
sponded to by the country, and I believe will be 
sustained by a majority of this House, as most 
equitable and reasonable in themselves. Among 
the resolutions reported, is one in relation to per- 
sonal liberty bills, so called. lt is said that some 
northern States have adopted measures for the 
purpose of preventing the arrest and surrender of 
fugitives from labor. Although this objection is 
a mere pretext for disorder in the Gulf States, 
inasmuch as they seldom or never Jose a fugitive 
by reason of obstructive legislation, yet good 
faith requires that any enactment of the character 
indicated should be promptly repealed; not be- 
cause anybody demands it, but because itis right 
in itself. The committee have reported a resolu- 
tion for that purpose, and I trust it will be adopted. | 
They have also reported an amended fugitive 
slave Jaw, which, inasmuch as it gives a right of 
trial by jury, under certain circumstances, to the 
alleged fugitive; and provides for his return to the 

‘place from which it is claimed he escaped, as well 
as other wholesome provisions, is an improve- 
ment on the presentlaw, and well worthy of con- 
sideration. 

The disposition of the territory of the United 
States south of 360 30 was and is the main sub- 
ject of difficulty. But I will say to you, gentle- 
men of the border States, and you, gentlemen of 
the Democratic party, that you have it in your 
power to quiet all this agitation; and I beseech 
you to come forward and do it. Abandon extreme 


views; give up the Crittenden and other impossi- | 


bilitics; and let us unite our strength on the New 
Mexico measure reported froni the committce of 
thirty-three, in the spirit in which it was offered 
by the distinguished gentleman from Massachu- 
setts, [Mr. Anams.] This Territory, except a 
small portion embraced in Indian treaties, and 
which cannot be included in any State, is all that 
remains to the United States south of 360 30’. 


| The moment we exclude the idea of future acqui- 


sition, or * fillibusterism,’’ this New Mexico pos- 
session is the sole bone of contention—the only 
subject of difficulty among the people of the coun- 
try. I claim that no further “ compromise” or 
concession is necessary in regard to this Territory. 
We adjusted the whole subject in 1850, after care- 
ful and solemn deliberation, and with the approval 
of the leading statesmen of both sections. This 
deliberate adjustment was made the law of the 
land, and remains upon the statute-book to this 
day. tis as follows: 

& Provided, That when admitted as a State, the said Ter- 


ritory, [New Mexico, or any portion of the same, shall be 
received into the Union with or without slavery, as their | 


eonstitution-may presevibé at the time of their admission.”? 
— United States Statutes at Large, Thirty-First Congress, 


1850, p. 447, 


Gentlemen of the South; you were parties to the 
compromise of 1850. Will you execute the con- 
tract we then made in good faith, and by the pas- 


„sage of the enabling act, reported by the genile- 


man from Ohio, [Mr. Conwin,] permit the people 
of New Mexico to make their constitution in their 
own way? We gave this congressional pledge to 
the people who went into that Territory. Shall 
we not redeem the faith of the Government? 

Gentlemen of the Republican party, who pro- 
pose to ‘‘execute the laws,” cannot refuse to exe- 
cute the organic law of this Territory. On an- 
other occasion they submitted the same question 
to the people of a Territory, north of 369 30, and 
have had no occasion to repent the submission. 
New Mexico is said to have a population of one 
hundred and five thousand inhabitants. If we 
admit it as a State, then this whole question of 
slavery will be taken from Congress, and the agi- 
tation will cease. This measure, then, with such 
modifications as may be just and reasonable, E am 
ready to sustain. If it shall not be adopted, in 
my judgment the best plan would hereafter be, 
to refer the whole subject to a convention of all 
the States.. The people made this Government, 
and I know their ability to take care of it. 

My own State will stand by the Union to the 
last. She looks to no other future, and desires 
none. Moderate in their views, as her people are 
known to be, deeply anxious as they are to arrange 
all pending difficulties in the spirit of fraternal 
affection, yet her lot is cast with the Union. She 
will assist in upholding and maintaining it to the 
last of her sons and her treasure. God grant that 
the Union may be perpetual. 

Mr. VANDEVER obtained the floor. 

Mr. SHERMAN. T ask the gentleman to 
yield to me in behalf of the public business. 

Mr. VANDEVER. Certainly. L yield for 
that purpose. 

ENROLLED BILL. 


Mr. BLAIR, from the Committee on Enrolled 
Bills, reported that they had examined and found 
truly enrolled a bill (S. No. 547) for the relief of 
the parish of St. Matthew’s church in the city 
of Washington; when the Speaker signed the 
same. 

POST OFFICE. APPROPRIATION, BILL. 


Mr. SHERMAN. I move that the special 
order be postponed until next Tuesday after the 
morning hour, with a view to go into the Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union to 
take up the Post Office appropriation bill. 

Mr. DEJARNETTE. J object. 

Mr. VANDEVER. [I yield to the gentleman 
from Ohio. i 

, Mr. SHERMAN. Idemand the previous ques- 
tion on the motion to postpone the further con- 
sideration of the special order. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. I hope the gentleman from 
Maryland [Mr. Wezster] will be allowed to 
occupy the attention of the House for a few mo- 
ments. 

Mr. LOVEJOY. I demand the yeas and nays 
on the motion to postpone. 

Mr. BURNETT. I bope that the gentleman 
from Ohio will not only withdraw his demand for 
the previous question, but that he will also with- 
draw his motion to postpone, T trust that he will 
hear my reason forit. If he does not desire to 
continue this discussion, we are ready to vote; but 
if he intends that there shall be any more debate, 
then let itnow go on. We desire to discuss the 
special order on ‘this side. Gentlemen on the 


-other side of the House have been heard, accord- 


ing to my recollection, as four to one on this side. 
Gentlemen on the other side have been heard in 
the day, while gentleman on this side have been 
compelled to speak at night, to empty benches. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore, (Mr. Kriioce, 
of Illinois, in the chair.) Debate is not in order 
during the call for the previous question. 

Mr. BURNETT. Ihave only a few words to 


say. 
Mr. BABBITT. Icall the gentleman to order. 
Mr. BURNETT. Ifthe gentleman from Obio 
wants to stop debate, and have a vote on the spe- 
cial order, then we will go with him, If not, then 
let the debate go on, 


Mr. SHERMAN, [ only say that I do not 
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feel at liberty to call the previous question on the 
special order. My colleague, [Mr. Corwin,] who 
has the control of the question, is absent on ac- 
coun: of the death of a distinguished citizen of 

o. 

Mr. PHELPS. To-morrow the gentleman 
from Ohio can get up the Post Office appropria- 
tion bill. Itis not objection day in the Committee 
of the Whole House on the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SHERMAN. A dozen objections will be 
made to taking up public business on private bill 
day. Linsist on my motion. 


_ Mr. BURNETT. I demand tellers on second- 
ing the demand for the previous question. 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. Burcu and 
Lovesoy were appointed. 

The House divided; and the tellers reported— 
ayes forty-eight. 

Mr. SHERMAN. For the purpose of accom- 
modating gentleman on all sides I withdraw my 
motion; and I. now move that the further consid- 
eration of the special order be postponed. until 
Saturday noxt, after the morning hour. 

Mr. LOVEJOY. I object to that; we want the 
private bill days for the Private Calendar. We 
have not once this session had the Private Calen- 
dar under consideration. 

Mr. PHELPS. To-morrowis discussion day in 
the Committee of the Whole House on the Pri- 
vate Calendar, and nothing will be accomplished. 
jot LOVEJOY. It oughtto be made objection 

ay. 

Mr. FLORENCE, 


It ought to be made ob- 
jection day. J agree with the gentleman from 
Ilinois. e have not done any business on the 
Private Calendar this session. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I demand the previous 
question, 

Mr. BURNETT. [ demand tellers on second- 
ing the call for the previous question. 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. Lovejoy 
and Heumicx were appointed. 

The question was taken; and the previous ques- 
tion was not seconded, the tellers having reported 
—ayes forty-three; noes not counted, 

Mr. SHERMAN. I demand the yeas and 
nays on the motion to postpone. 

Mr. LOVEJOY. Is not the question debatable? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. It is. 

Mr. LOVEJOY. I want to debate the question. 

Mr. SICKLES. I take it that the whole merits 
of the question are now open to debate. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Ilinois. I insist that 
only the question of postponement is debatable. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will 
confine the debate to its proper limits. 


DEFENSE OF WASHINGTON. 


Mr. HOWARD, of Michigan. Lrise to make 
a privileged report. I will occupy. only five 
minutes. 

Mr. LOVEJOY. Iwill yield for the reception 
of the report. 

Mr. HOWARD, of Michigan. I submit, from 
the special committee of five, the following report 
in part. - 

The Clerk read, as follows: 


The select committee of five, appointed by the House 
on the 9th of January, 1861, respectfully submit the follow- 
ing report in part: 

On the 26th of January, the following resolution was 
referred to said committee : P 

“ Resolved, That the select committec of five be in- 
structed to inquire whether any secret organization, hos- 
tile to the Government of the United States, exists in the 
Distriet of Columbia; and if so, whether any official or 
employé of the city of Washington, or any employés or | 
officers of the Federal Government, in the executive or 
jadicial departments, are members thereof.” 

The committee entered upon the investigation under a 
deep sense of the importance and the intrinsic difficulty of 
the inquiry. 'To prove the existence of a secret organiza- 
tion, having for its object the resistance to, and overthrow 
of, the Goveruinent, would, in the very nature of the case, 
he a diffieult task, if such an organization really existed. 
On the other laud, in a time of high excitement, Conse- 
quent upon revolutionary events transpiring all around us, 
the very air Giled with ramors, and individuals indulging | 
in the most extravagant expressions of fears and threats, it 
might well be thought difficult to elicit such clear proof as 
would enable the committee to pronounce authoritatively | 
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that no such organization existed, and thus contribute to 


the quiet of the publie mind and the peace of the country.: 
The committee have pursued their labors with a determ-; 


ination, on their part, to ascertain the real facts, so far as 


possible. And if, sometimes, they have permitted inquiries’ 


and admitted testimony not strictly within the rulés of evi- 
dence, or within the ‘scope of the ‘resolution, it is. to be 


attributed to their great anxiety to elicit the real facts; and: 


to remove unfounded apprehensions. 


"The extraordinary excitement existing prior to the late. 


presidential election led disaffected persons of high ‘and 


low position, after the result of that election became known, 


to consult together on the question of submitting to that 
result, and also upon various modes of resistance. Among 
other modes, resistance to counting the ballots, to the in- 
auguration of Mr. Lincoln, the seizure of the Capitol and 
the District of Columbia, were discussed: informally in this 
city and elsewhere. But too mach diversity of opinion 
seems to have existed to admit of the adoption of any well- 
organized plan, until some of the States commenced to re- 
duce tlieir theories of secession to practice. Since then, 
persons thus disaffected seem to have adopted the idea that 
all resistance to the Government, if there is to be any, 
should have at least the color of State authority. If the 
purpose was at any time entertained of forming an organ- 
ization, secret or open, to seize the District of Columbia, 
attack the Capitol, or prevent the inauguration of Mr. Lin- 
coln, it seems to have been rendered contingent upon the 
secession of either Maryland, or Virginia, or both, and the 
sanction of one of those States. 

Certain organizations in this District and. in Maryland, 
that prior to the election seem to have been only political 
clubs, have since assumed the character of military organ- 
izations, are now engaged in drilling, and expect to provide 
themselves with arms—some from the State authorities and 
others from private subscriptions. But, so far as the com- 
mittee were able to learn their purposes, while they sympa- 
thized strongly with secession, there is no proof that they 
intend to attack either the Capitol or the District, unless the 
surrender should be demanded by a State to which they pro- 
fessa higher degree of allegiance. Some of those companies 
in Baltimore profess to be drilling for the sole purpose of pre- 
venting other military companies from passing through the 
State of Maryland. Whether these representations of the 
purposes of those companies be correct or not, the còm- 
mittee have failed to discover any satisfactory evidence 
that they have any purpose whatever, as a mere mob, with- 
out the sanction af State authority, to attack the Capitol, 
or any other public property in this District, or to seize the 
District. If it should be admitted that any. one of these or- 
ganizations were hostile to the Government, or entertained 
unlawful purposes, they are in no proper sense secret; and 
are therefore not such as are contemplated in the resolution 
of the House. 

The committee are unanimously of the opinion that the 
evidence produced before them does not prove the exist- 
ence of a secret organization, here or elsewhere, hostile to 
the Government, that has for its object, upon its own re- 
sponsibility, an attack upon the Capitol, or any of the pub- 
lic property here, or an interruption of any of thefunctions 
of the Government. 

The committee submit herewith all the testimony taken 
upon the subject, and ask that the same, and this report, be 
printed, and that the committee be discharged from the fur- 
ther consideration of the subject. 


Mr. BRANCH. I present the following report 
as a minority report. Itis brief. I will. read it 
myself. It is as follows: 


Mr. BRanci, a member of the special committee of five, 
raised on the 9th January, by leave, presents his views, as 
follows: $ 

That he concurs entirely with the majority of the com- 
mittee, that the testimony adduced before the committee 
does not establish the existence of a conspiracy, or combin- 
ation, or a purpose on the part of any persons, to seize the 
public property in the District of Columbia, or to interfere 
with the regular operations of the Government. 

He thinks it has been established (notwithstanding the 
difficulty of proving a negative) that no such conspiracy 
does exist, cither in this District or elsewhere. 

Tt appearing from the testimony of Lieutenant General 
Scott, taken before the committee, that seven companies 
of artillery and one company of sappers and miners, of the 
regular Army, have been ordered to, and are quartered in, 
this city, in close vicinity to the Capitol, under the mis- 
taken belief that the public property in the District was or 
would be in danger; and the committee being unanimously 
of the opinion that no combination, or conspiracy, or pur- 
pose hostile to the Government or its property exists the 
undersigned recommends the passage of the following res- 
olution. L. OB. BRANCH. 


Mr. HOWARD, of Michigan. I move that the 
report and accompanying evidence be printed. 

Mr. BRANCH. Let my resolution be'read. 

The Clerk read, as follows: 

Resolved, That the quartering of troops of the regular 
Army in this District and around the Capitol, when notne- 
cessary for their protection from a hostile enemy, and dur- 
ing the session of Congress, is impolitie and offensive, and, 
if permitted, may be destructive of civil liberty ; and, in the 
opinion of this [louse, the regular troops now in this city 
ought to be forthwith removed therefrom. 


Mr. BRANCH. 1 demand the previous ques- | 


tion on that resolution. 
Mr. HOWARD, of Michigan: T hope the gen- 


‘teman will withdraw his demand for the previo 
‘question for a moment. Se 


SAC 


Mr. BRANCH. “pwk “es : 

Mr. HOWARD, of Michigan. Tsuppo: 
the report I had the honor to submit” 
mous, so far as it goes: T would re a 
given my assent to any member of the conimitige ! 
to present the views of ‘a ‘minority, on any subject 
we have acted on. Lam notaware that the com=” 
mittee’ had the: subject of this: resolution before 
them. At all events, theyihad no opportunity't 
vote on it. . Nor do ‘I understand, how there tan: 
be a minority report before the House. T donot., 
object to it; but T deem it due to the committee'to 
say, that they have never-been called to vote on 
way or the other on this’resolution, © °°" 

Mr. BRANCH. . In reply to ‘the honorab 
chairman of the committee, I will say, that Tdi 
not present the resolution as the views of the com- 
mittee.’ I present it as a minority resolution, T' 
know the fact that the committee have not voted 
on the resolution. I entertain the hope; however, 
that the members of the committee ‘will vote ‘for 
ìt in the House. The honorable chairman’ of the 
committee mistook me very much, if he'supposed... 
that I presented the resolution as recommended” 
by a majority of the committee. : 

Mr. HOWARD, of Michigan. Let me explain’ 
what I did mean. . Unless the resolution came: 
here asa thing acted on by the committee, it could 
not now be before this House, except by wnani-? 
mous consent. Thesimple question is, whether 
friend from North Carolina offers ‘this resolution’ 
as a member of the House, or as something that 
has reccived the action ‘of the’ committee, and” 
therefore privileged, like the report, 9 

The SPEAKER pro tempore: The resolut 
was received, no objection being made. Objec 
tion would have kept it-out. : ; i 

Mr. HOWARD, of Michigan, Ifithad been” 
stated that any membér desired to submit aminor- 
ity report, the good understanding and good feel: 
ing of the committee would not have denied that 
pavilese. Therefore, I was unwilling to object; 

ut I do not think it properly here at this time, at’ 
least so far as the resolution is concerned.’ It’ 
ought to be introduced upon the gentleman’s own, 
motion, as a member of the House; and then it 
will be subject to objection. i E 

Mr. DAWES obtained the floor, and said:: 
Does the Chair decide that the resolution is now 
before the House? = : ue 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The’Chair in-' 
timated to the gentleman from Michigan.that thet 
minority report. was.not in order, and could not. 
have been received except by general consent; 
that the resolution accompanying that report, As” 
part and parcel of it, would have been rejected; 
and the Chair would have ruled it out of order if 
any gentleman had objected to it. It is now re- 
ecived; and, in the opinion of the Chair, is now 
before the House. Cares 

Mr. HOWARD, of Michigan, How ‘could 
we have known what it was until it was read? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. It was. read as 
part and parcel of the report. 

Mr. BRANCH., Let it not be 
I am still upon the floor.. ` 

Mr. CRAIGE, of North Carolina, I object to 
debate unless itis in order. The previous ques- 
tion has been called. ae : 

Mr, BRANCH. I hope that no gentleman will 
object to my stating, in response to what has 
fallen from the gentleman from Michigan, that, 
through all the deliberations of the committee;: 
charged, as it is, with as important a subject as 
was ever referred by this House to any commit- 
tee, there has been the utmost courtesy and Kind-' 
ness of feeling among all the members personally. 
And I will say further, so far as this investigation 
is concerned, I am proud to say, that every mem+ 
ber of the committee has exhibited the utmost 
candor and fairness; and that there has been man- 
ifested no desire upon the part ofany oe to sup- 
press the truth, or to. make that appear to be true 
which was not clearly so. I take pleasure in 
making that declaration, 


sed thi 


t 


forgotten that 
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I-bave already called the previous question, and 
I believe the Speaker understood it. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman 
from Massachusetts was upon the floor, and, ac- 
quiescing in the remarks of the gentleman from 
North Carolina, the Chair did not interrupt him. 

Mr. BRANCH. Does the Speaker decide that: 
I have not the floor? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. In the opinion 
of the Chair, the gentleman from North Carolina 
had relinquished the floor. me 

Mr. BRANCH. , Does the Speaker understand 
that. called the previous question ? ` 

“The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair does 
not. : 
-Mr. BRANCH, `I called the previous question 
most.distinctly; and I appeal to every member of 
the House to support that assertion. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman 
from North Carolina. did demand the previous 

uestion; but, at the suggestion of the gentleman 
rom Michigan, the Chair understood him ex- 
pressly to withdraw it. 

Mr. BRANCH. I yielded the floor only upon 
condition that } did not lose my privilege of in- 
sisting upon the previous question, and so I dis- 
tinctly stated. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
reach the ear of the Épeaker. 

Mr. DAWES. Have Ithe floor? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman 
is recognized, ` 

“Mr. BRANCH. | L ask the Speaker if he does 
not understand that J have called the previous 


That did not 


question? 

Mr. DAWES. Cannot I be protected in my 
possession of the floor? 

Mr. BRANCH. Does the Speaker understand 
that the previous question has been called? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. In the opinion 
of the Chair, the gentleman from North Carolina 
withdrew the demand for the previous question; 
but if the gentleman insists that he desires or in- 
tends to renew it, an oppertunity will be pre- 
sented to renew it. The gentleman from Massa- 
chusetts is now upon the floor. 

Mr. BRANCH. I not owly did not intend to 
give up my privilege, but [ never intended to 
withdraw the previous question. I consented that 


the gentleman from Michigan, so far as I was i 


concerned, might submit any remarks he desired; 
but I never withdrew the previous question. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The. gentleman 
from North Carolina unquestionably withdrew 
the demand for the previous question at the sug- 
gestion of the gentleman from Michigan. Thegen- 
tleman will have an opportunity to presentagain 
the demand for the previous question; but at this 
time the gentleman from Massachusetts is upon 
the floor, 

Mr. BRANCH. I desire to know, then, 
whether the previous question is not pending 
upon the resolution? 

The SPEAKER protempore. The Chair thinks 


not. 

Mr. BRANCH. Then, I suppose the Chair 
differs with me upon a matter of fact; and upon 
a matter of fact there is no appeal. But I doap- 


peal to every member whether I am not correct, | 


The SPEAKER pre tempore. The gentleman 
from Massachusctts will proceed. 

Mr. JOHN COCHRANE. I have to request 
the gentleman from Massachusetts 

Mr. DAWES. Why am [not permitted to 


proceed ? 


Mr. JOHN COCHRANE. Will the gentle- į 
l many disturbed and restless men in and about 
The gen- | 


man yield me a moment? 

Mr. DAWES. Ina few minutes. 
tleman from North Carolina assures the House 
that the utmost harmony, good feeling, and good 
understanding, have prevailed in the committee 
from the beginning to the end of the investigation. 


I want now to state to the House that when this | 


majority report was presented to the committee, 
it was unanimously agreed to, and each member 
of the committee, in an anxious desire to havea 
unanimous report, yielded mach of his own im- 
pressions and inclinations in reference to the tes- 
timony submitted to them. A unanimous report, 
in the language submitted by the chairman of the 
committee, was agreed upon this morning in the 
committee. No member of the committee, I ven- 
ture to say, ever heard of the papers which the 


gentleman from North Carolina read from the 


Clerk’s desk; either that which purports to be a 
minority report or the resolution which the gen- 
tleman has appended to his minority report. 

- Mr. McCLERNAND. I wish to ask a ques- 
tion just here. 

Mr. DAWES. Notnow. Itisthrough much 
tribulation that I got the floor, and if I can retain 
it I will. The gentleman from North Carolina 
rises in his seat, and, without the slightest inti- 
mation to any of his colleagues upon the com- 
mittee, so far as I know, commences reading a 
minority report, after having induced the other 
members of the committee, in their desire to have 
an unanimous report, to yield as far as they could, 
impressions which the evidence made upon their 
minds. He closed his minority report with a res- 
olution—the first intimation any other member of 
the committee had of the existence of the resolu- 
tion. It is then too late for anybody to object 
to its introduction. He followed that up with a 
call for the previous question, thereby cutting off 
every member of the committee from expressing 
his views upon that minority report, or upon the 
resolution. And this is offered by the gentleman, 
after having confessed to the House that there 
has been the utmost harmony and good feeling in 
that committee from the beginning to the end. I 
must confess, Mr. Speaker, that I hardly ex- 
pected, when Í yielded—as my friend from North 
Carolina knows I did—the strong impressions 
made upon my mind by the testimony produced 
before.the committee, from my desire, in which 
I thought I was met fully by the gentleman from 
North Carolina, to have a unanimous report from, 


resolution. 

Mr. BRANCH. I desire to respond to the gen- 
tleman in reference to this personal matter, but I 
will interrupt him only at such point as is agree- 
able to himself. Iclaim the right to interrupt 
him, but he may select his own time. 

Mr. DAWES. The gentleman from North Car- 
olina, it seems to me, failed to understand the po- 
sition of the other members of the committee when 
he states, in what now purports to be a minority 
report, that it is proved, according to the unani- 
mous opinion of that committee, that no such 
conspiracy existed. On the contrary, the unan- 
imous conclusion to which the committee came 
was, that it was not proved that any such con- 
spiracy existed. It was a Scotch verdict, and 
nothing more, which the committee came to the 
unanimous conclusion to render in this case. 
Under these circumstances, the gentleman from 
North Carolina has felt it his duty, I have no 
doubt, to introduce a resolution that these troops 
should be removed from the District of Columbia. 

In my opinion, sir, the reason that we have not 
been able ‘to prove the existence of such a con- 
spiracy here, is because of the very presence of 
these troops in the District of Columbia, which 
| prevented that conspiracy from ripening into fru- 
ition. Sir, the presence of these troops here has 
| enabled this committee to present to the House 
this report, that that which, to my mind, it is per- 
fectly clear was at one time contemplated, and 
| proceeded to some extent in its formation, was 
nipped in the bud and stifled by the presence of 
these troops in this city. The gendeman from 
North Carolina could not have obtained, L think, 
| from any member of the committee, a sanction of 
| the minority report which he has presented. 
| As I said before, in the desire to produce a 

unanimous report, we yiclded much, and omitted 
to point out wherein the evidence showed that at 
one time there did exist, in the minds of very 


| tis District, in the borders of Maryland and Vir- 
| ginia, an intention, if certain events transpired, 
according to what they believed was the tendency 


the archives. I do not belicve that there does 
exist, now, any such conspiracy in the minds of 
men round aboutus here; but it is because it has 
become too apparent to men that discretion is the 


| better part of valor; because events over which 


they had no contro! have crushed it out. I move 


| to lay the resolution of the gentleman from North 


Carolina upon the table. 

Mr. BRANCH. I demand the privilege of a 
personal reply to the gentleman from Massachu- 
setts—a personal explanation. I havea right to 
it under the rules. The rules of the House give 


me the right. The gentleman from Massachu- 


the committee, that he would introduce such a> 


of things, to march upon this capital and seize | 


| 
H 
fl 
| 
| 
i 
i 


il 


setts has alluded to me personally; and under the 
rules, I have a right to make a personal expla- 
nation in reply t bin: 

The gentleman from Massachusetts says that 
no member of the committee had ever seen this 
resolution before I presented it. I have already 
stated that I did not offer this resolution as being 
approved or sanctioned by any member of the 
committee but myself. My name, and my name 
alone, is signed to the report that preceded the 
resolution. But I desire to ask the gentleman 
from Massachusetts a question. Did ï not, in 
the committee, in open session, this day, say to 
the committee that I desired to present a resolu- 
tion requesting the President to remove the troops 
from this District; but that I knew I stood alone 
in the committee in that regard, and that it was 
| useless to present it to the committee, because it 
would be voted down; and I would ask him fur- 
ther, whether he himself was not the first gentle- 
man to speak out and say that it was useless? I 
I desire the gentleman from Massachusctts to 
respond to that question. 

Mr. DAWES. Most certainly; and thatis the 
reason why I supposed that the resolution would 
never be heard of in the shape of a minority 
report. . 

Mr. BRANCH. Then the gentleman from 
Massachusetts has admitted the whole ground 
on which my vindication rests from the charge 
brought against me of a. want of courtesy. 

Mr. DAWES. Is this question debatable? 
What-has become of my motion to lay the reso- 
lution upon the table? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman 
from Massachusetts suggests that he has made a 
motion to lay this resolution upon the table. The 
gentleman from North Carolina desired to make 
a personal explanation as a matter of courtesy. 

Mr. BRANCH. Not as a matter of courtesy, 
but under the rules of the House. l 

Mr. DAWES. I do not object to the gentle- 
man’s explanation. I only wanted to know what 
had become of my motion. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will 
say to the gentleman from North Carolina, if he 
will suspend for a moment, that no objection hav- 
ing been made to the exercise of the right which 
he claims, but which the Chair regards as a mere 
matter of courtesy, the gentleman proceeded, and 
the Chair feels it his duty now to permit the gen- 
tleman to proceed further. 

Mr. DAWES. I have no objection to the gen- 
tleman’s remarks. J only want to know what 
becomes of my motion? 

The SPEAKER protempore. It wiil come up 
at the proper time when the gertleman from 
North Carolina has ended his explanation. 

Mr. BRANCH. It is very singular, indeed , 
that after the gentleman from Massachusetts has 
charged me with want of courtesy in presenting 
| the resolution, and then calling the previous ques- 
tion so as to prevent debate, he should rise here 
| now, and after such remarks as he has made in 
į regard to myself personally, should make a mo- 
| tion which would cut off farther debate, and pre- 

vent me fram replying. 
| The gentleman from Massachusetts is mistaken 
if he supposes that I have claimed or desired that 
| the House should understand that this resolution 
| met the approbation of any other member of the 
committee than myself. I present it in behalf of 
myself. The report is signed by myself alonc, 
| and was consented to by no other member at all. 
| The gentleman says that when the report of the 
| chairman was read over to the committee, it was 
understood to be unanimous. It was so under- 
stood. Iexpressly stated in the report accom- 
panying my resolution, that I entirely concurred 
in everything contained in the report of the ma- 
jority of the committee, and I informed the com- 
mittee this morning—the gentleman from Massa- 
chusetts being present and hearing everything 
that occurred—that I concurred in all the com- 
mittee had done, and only objected to the report 
because it did not go far enough; and the‘gentle- 
| man from Massachusetts used in response to me 
| the very illustration which he has used here to-day 
in reference to the Scotch verdict. 

Now, I submit to the House whether, under all 


|| the circumstances, confessed and admitted by the 


gentleman from Massachusetts, it does not come 


i, with ill grace from him to rise here and charge me 


with want of courtesy toany of the members of the 
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committee? Ihave already stated that, through- 
out the whole deliberations of the committee, the 
utmost frankness and candor and the utmost kind- 
liness of feeling have prevailed among the mem- 
bers. I have taken no advantage of them in any 
way, and they have taken no advantage of me. 
I-would not, if I could, take advantage to foist on 
them anything that they did not approve. Fcon- 
curred in their report from an earnest desire that 
the report should be unanimous. I concurred in 
it with a statement, at the time, that it did not go 
as far as I desired it to go, and that I should de- 
sire to have a resolution passed requesting the 
President to remove the Federal troops from the 
District of Columbia, The gentleman has ad- 
mitted that. 

Mr. DAWES. The gentleman from North 
Carolina has done justthis: he has, by the course 
he has taken, unknown to the rest of the com- 
mittee, succeeded in getting a resolution before 
the House that it would not have been in order 
for him to have got before the House under the 
action of the committee. 

Mr. BRANCH. Mr. Speaker, I do not think 
that, in any instance, since I have been a member 
of Congress, the privilege has been denied to a 
member of the minority of a committee to pre- 
sent his views; and in four such instances out of 
five, they have been accompanied by a resolu- 
tion, or by a bill; and I have never heard that a 
resolution or a bill thus brought before the House 
was out of order, or was not legitimately before 
the House. At any rate, if it was not In order, 
Tread the reportaloud from the Clerk’s desk, and 
the Clerk read the resolution by which it was 
accompanied. I offered it in good faith, and 
pressed it under the belicf that it was in order, 
and that it was proper to pass it; and neither the 
gentleman from Massachusetts, nor any other 
gentleman, made a point of order, nor objected to 
its reception. When I called the previous ques- 
tion, I did so not from a desire to prevent any 
member of the committce from expressing his 
views. I said not a word, myself, of debate. 
Instantly the chairman of the committee rose in 
his place, and desired to make a remark. I gave 
way to him, and, as the result has shown, I lost 
thereby the motion which I had made. I have 
paid the penalty of my courtesy to the members 
of the committee; and the gentleman from Mas- 
sachusetts, who has made all this complaint of 
me, has also taken advantage of my courtesy, and 
moved to-lay the resolution on the table, after the 
Chair had stated that I should have an opportu- 
nity of calling the previous question. 

Mr. DAWES. ‘The gentleman from North 
Carolina did not, I dare say, hear my remark to 
him, that I did not desire to cut off any remarks 
he might wish to make, provided I could hold the 
floor, and move to lay the resolution on the table, 
as I had already done. I was perfectly willing, 
on those terms, to hear the gentleman from North 
Carolina. 

While I am on the floor, I want to ask the gen- 
tleman from North Carolina one question. Ít is 
this: by what sort of process is it that he has 
been enabled to produce a minority report out of 
a unanimous report? . ` 

Mr. BRANCH. I did not hear the gentleman 
from Massachusetts. 

Mr. DAWES. Iwant to ask the gentleman 
by what sort of process it is that he has been 
enabled to manufacture a minority report out of 
a unanimous report? We have a unanimous re- 
port of the committee. I understand, therefore, 
that the committee agree to the report from the 
beginning to the end of it, and to all portions of 


it. The gentleman says that he agrecd to the | 


report, with the rest of us. If so, then there is 
no minority report at all. There was no impres- 
sion left on the mind of any of the committee to 
enable them to suspect the existence of a minor- 
ity report. Yet, under these circumstances, it 1s 
that the gentleman thinks he has fairly, and with 
courtesy to the committee, produced a minority 
report here. 

Mr. BRANCH. The gentleman from Massa- 
chusetts asks me how I am able to manufacture 
a minority report out of a unanimous report. 
The report which I have filed, and which has 
been read to the House—as the gentleman would 
well know if he had listened to it—sets out by 
stating that [-concurin all that the committee has 
stated in-the majority report; the only objection 


I have to the report being that it did not go far 
enough; and I then go on. and state in what I 
think the committee should have gone further.. 

Mr. DAWES. If the gentleman agrees with 
the majority reportin all its parts, he then agrees 
that it shall stop with the resolution reported by 
the committee. 

Mr. BRANCH. It is very obvious to the 
House how a minority report. can be based on 
such a report. The committee unanimously agree 


upon facts, butthey refuse to adopt what I conceive | 


to be a proper sequence from those facts. They 
agree that no conspiracy. exists, or, at least, that 
none has been proved. I state in the minority 
report. that I concur with them in this; that no 
conspiracy has been proved, and that it is clear 
no conspiracy does exist. IJ then go on to say, 
as a natural consequence of those facts, in regard 
to which the committee are unanimous, that the 
troops that were brought here in consequence of 
the belief that there was a conspiracy ought to 
be removed from this District. 1 think there can 
be no difficulty, on the part of members of the 
House, in seeing how I could concur in all that 
was contained in the report, and still go further. 

Mr. LOVEJOY. I rise to a question of order. 
I do not wish to interpose, so long as any mem- 
ber has anything personal to explain, but I merely 


! yielded to the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. 


Howanrp] to present his report. If the remarks 
of the gentleman from North Carolina are to be 
considered as a discussion of this report, then it 
seems to me they cover ground for which I did 
not yield. 7 

Mr. BRANCH. Thereis one other point of a 
personal character, which I wish to refer to, and 
then I will yield to the gentleman from Llinois. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair 
wishes to suggest to the gentleman from Illinois, 
that after the motion was made by the gentleman 
from Massachusetts to lay this resolution on the 
table, the Chair deemed it proper to permit the 
remarks of gentleman, which were of a personal 
character, somewhat. The Chair designed, and 
yet designs, to confine this debate between the gen- 
tleman from Massachusetts [Mr. Dawes] and the 
gentleman from North Carolina, [Mr. eres 
and when its personal character shall be dispose 
of, the Chair will put.the motion tolay on the table. 

Mr. BRANCH. The only remaining remark of 
a personal character which I desire to make is, as 
to astatement made by the gentleman from Massa- 
chusetts, which I did not hear, and which has just 
been brought to my attention. The gentleman 
has stated, as I am informed, that members of 
the committee yielded somewhat their individual 
opinions, in order that the report might be unan- 
imous. In regard to that, I will state that I never 
saw the majority report till after it was written. 
We had no conference or consultation in which I 
participated, as to what would be the character 
of the report. I neither suggested any alteration 
in the report, nor was any made in it to suit my 
La now yield to the gentleman from New 

ork. 

Mr. DAWES. I will state to the gentleman 
from North Carolina what 1 meant to say. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Does the gentle- 
man from Massachusetts withdraw the motion to 
lay on the table? 

Mr. DAWES. No, sir. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
tion is not debatable. 

Mr. JOHN COCHRANE, I claim the atten- 
tion of the Chair. 

Mr. DAWES. I will state that the gentleman 
from New York is a member of the committee; 
and if he will either rehew my motion, or let ni 
do so, I will withdraw it for the present. : 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Does the gentle- 
man withdraw his motion? 

Mr. DAWES. Yes, on condition that the gen- 
tleman will renew it. 

Mr. BURNETT. Lobjectto any such arrange- 
ment as that. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. If the gentleman 
withdraws his motion to lay onthe table, the Chair 
will recognize any gentleman who may address 
it. Does the gentleman withdraw his motion? 

Mr. DAWES. Not except on condition that 
the gentleman from New York will renew it. 

Mr. JOHN COCHRANE. I presume I have 
the liberty at least of pronouncing an opinion to 
the Chair on the point raised. 


Then the ques- 


The SPEAKER pro tempor aD 
from New-York must be aware th: 
order to discuss this question while there 
tion pending to lay, the. resolution onthe ta 
His remarks can certainly have no- relation A 
personal character, ‘as his name has not bee 
mentioned in the debate... = ego] ae 

Mr. JOHN COCHRANE. Allow’me to cor-, 
rect the opinion just announced: by the € ifor, 
when a discussion proceeds on a report emanat~ 
ing from a committee as unanimous, and wh 
the fact. as to whether itis unanimous or 
discussed, and’as to whether: there ca eal: 
nority report before the House, there can bé.noth- 
ing, in. my estimation, more of a personal char” 
acter than the ‘question which alludes to every 
member óf the committee. 0 Po seht 

The SPEAKER pro ‘tempore. The Chair is 
sorry that. it cannot concur in opinion: with..the . 
gentleman from New York.) 2000 gTr 

Mr. JOHN COCHRANE.: Not ‘so :sorr 
the member on the floor is... [Laughter]: 


le. 


‘The SPEAKER pro tempore. Does the eéntle- : 
man: from Massachusetts withdraw the motion to 


lay on the table? | : ; 
Mr. DAWES. No, sir. EE es orale 
Mr. BURNETT. Lask for the yens and tiays 
on the motion to lay on the'table. 9 0 0 5, 
Mr. JOHN COCHRANE. Task the House 
for indulgence to make a remark, 0°" C ToS 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
objection? i 
Mr. CRAIGE, of North Carolina.. Tobject to 
any violation of the rules. ; ' 
Mr. JOHN COCHRANE. I have a right to 
the floor. It was yielded to me by the.gentleman 
from North Carolina. ` ano Stee 
The SPEAKER pro tempore.. The Chair must. 
inform the gentleman from New York that the 
motion ‘to lay the resolution on ‘the table is not 


Is there any 


debatable. : aE RE pe 
Mr. CRAIGE, of North Carolina. Tinsistithat 
the gentleman from New York is out of order, 


and that the rules shall be enforced. re 

Mr. JOHN COCHRANE. Why, sir; Iwas 
assigned the floor unconditionally. ` Oe ne 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. ` Is there any 
objection to the gentlenian from New York pfo- 
ceeding ? er Red ae one 

Mr. CRAIGE, of North Carolina. : Yes, sit 
I insist that the rules be enforced. ` ` athe 

Mr. JOHN COCHRANE. I rise to aques- 
tion of order. The gentleman from North Car- 
olina [Mr. Branca] yielded the floor to me; and 
I submit that itis not within the province of any 
gentleman to take the foor from me. The gén- 
tleman from North Carolina yielded to me uncon- 
ditionally, and the floor was awarded to nie with- 
out objection.” ; P 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair over 
rules the question of order made by the gentle- 
maù. ; ; 

Mr. JOHN COCHRANE. J appeal from the 
decision of the Chair, °° 000. ie ane 

Mr. GROW. I think the gentleman from New 
York does not understand the facts. The gentle- 
man from North Carolina spoke out of order by 
the courtesy of the House, and could not, there- 
fore, yield the floor to the gentleman. Nee! 

Mr. BRANCH. Iwillsay, that the gentleman 
from Massachusetts only got the opportunity of 
making the motion to lay the resolution on the 
table by my extending the courtesy of withdraw- 
ing temporarily the demand for the previous ques- 
tion, to enable the chairman of the committee to 
make an explanation; and I now ask the gentle- 
man from Massachusetts whether he will prevent 
another member of the committee from making 
an explanation which he désires to make, by in- 
sisting upon the motion to lay on the table? 

Mr. DAWES. In reply te the gentleman from 
North Carolina, I will say that I have distinetly, 
half a dozen times, offered to give the gentleman 
from New York the opportunity of explanation, 
by withdrawing the motion to lay on the table, 
if he would promise to renew the motion. ‘Batt 
have experienced some difficulty in getting’ the 
floor; and that difficulty warns mé-to hold on to 
the motion I have made, unless I can have that 
assurance, 

Mr. JOHN COCHRANE. Will the gentle- 
man from Massachusetts allow me to interrupt 
him for a moment? ¢ ©. 2 $ a 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Does the gentle- 
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roan fiom Massachusetts insist upon his motion 
to lay the resolution upon the table. 

Mr. DAWES. ido. : . 
Mr.CRAIGE, of North Carolina. Then Tinsist 
on the rules of the House being enforcéd, and no 

debate allowed. : i 
Mr. McCLERNAND. “tT think we have had 

explanations enough upon this resolution. Now, 

I ask that. the question may be put upon the mo- 

tion of the gentleman from Massachusetts to lay 
on the tables 0 : ; 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. ‘The question is 
upon the motion of the gentleman from Massa- 
chusetts. 0n 
Mr. JOHN COCHRANE. T hope the gentle- 
man from Massachusetts, who has control of the 
floor: upon this resolution, will allow me to putto 
him one question # f 

~The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will 
indulge the gentleman, if there be no objection. 

Mr. BURNETT. Iobject. Ihave no dispo- 
sition not. to listen to the gentleman from New 
` York; but unless the gentleman from Masgachu- 

setts withdraws the motion to lay on the table, I 
must insist ona decision of the House on that 
motion. | ` 
_ Mr. JOHN COCHRANE. I desire to say to 
the gentleman from Massachusetts that I accede 
to his terms. If he will withdraw the motion, I 
will renew it 

The SPEAKER, pro tempore. Does the Sen- 
ator from.Massachusetts withdraw the motion to 
lay the resolutión on the table? 

Mr. DAWES. Upon that condition, I do. 
Mr. JOHN COCHRANE obtained the floor. 
Mr. BURNETT. Mr. Spcaker, I claim the 

floor. The gentleman from New York did not 
address the Chair at allafter the motion had been 
withdrawn by the gentleman from Massachusetts. 

T was the only member who addressed the Chair, 
and I ask that the floor shall be assigned to me. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair rec- 
ognized the gentleman from New York. 

Mr. BURNETT. The gentleman from New 
York, as I said, did not address the Chair. Isay 
to the Speaker that, under the rules of this House, 
Yam entitled to the floor. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will 
suggest to the gentleman from Kentucky that the 
motion to lay the resolution on the table was with- 
drawn by the gentleman from Massachusetts upon 
the appeal of the gentleman from New York. The 
gentleman from New York was upon the floor at 
ihe time he had been recognized by the Chair, 
and when the motion was withdrawn, was enti- 
tled:to the floor. ‘ 

Mr. JOHN COCHRANE. There seems, in- 
deed, to have been more excitement upon this col- 
lateral point than there has bten manifested in the 
discussion of the main question; and, indeed, the 
main question is not one of so great significance 
that the equilibrium and equanimity of reasonable 
genuemen upon this floor should be so disturbed; 
that we should, in fact, be so frightened fromour 
propricty, as to lead the country go suspect that 
there is something concealed beneath this ques- 
tion of so great importance and of such magnifi- 
cent proportions that, when disclosed, we all 
should be horrified‘and astounded at the result. 

"There is, however, sir, a significance in the res- | 
olution which has been submitted, a gravamen 
Which calls upon members to closely and accu- 
rately scrutinize, and considerately determine. It 
contains, sir, a severe censure, in my estimation, 
upon the Lieutenant General of the forces of the 

nited Stites, and upon the Executive; and it is 
in that view that I propose to address to the 
House a'few remarks at this moment. 

I do not say that the gentleman from North 
Carolina was necessatily in error in preferring his 
minority report; I do believe that, within the strict 
rules of courtesy and order, he is to be sustained 
in that regard in the course which he has taken; 
but respecting the’ resolution with which he has 
closed his. remarks, I think he has exceeded the 
proper limit, to which the courtesy extended to 
him should have bec carried. The gentleman 
will allow me to say, in thig respect, that my re- 
marks upon the presentation of that resolation 
are made with the most entire confidence in the | 
propriety of the emotions which actuated him, 
and of the emotions which he has consulted. But 
{ must say, in regard to that resolution, it being 


here before the House, and its significance being | 


of that grave nature which I have indicated, that 
it is. proper, and itis due to every gentleman herc 
who wishes to be heard upon it, and especially to 
the members of that committee who are in some 
degree to be compromised by it, to speak and utter 
his sentiments in very degree. 

Ishould not hesitate to pronounce the report 
of the majority of the committee as coming strictly 
within the instructions given them; for, if Ù remem- 
ber correctly, the resolution conferring additional 
powers upon that committee directed them to 
inquire and examine into the existence or proba- 
bility of an organization to interfere with the 
Federal rights, the Federal powers, and Federal 
property in the District of Columbia; but whether 
the Licutenant General of the military forces of 
the United States, or the Executive, or any other 
officer, was justified in having invoked armed 
forces, was not a question within the purport of 
these Instructions, or within the purview of the 
powers of the @6mmittee. ‘'herefore it is, sir, 
that I have taken the floor to say a word in that 
regard, that I may not, by my silence, as I am a 
member of the committee, be construed to agree 
fully in the opinions of the minority report and 
resolution submitted by the gentleman from North 
Carolina, [Mr. Brancu.] I deprecate as much 
as he does, or any other gentleman, the gathering 
of armed troops in the capital of the nation, where 
legislators are accustomed to assemble and laws 
are enacted; where free speech is not only toler- 
ated but sustained, in order to preserve that habit 
of freedom upon which freemen rely for their 
reputation, their integrity, and their honor. I 
dislike, quite as much as my friend from North 
Carolina, that the military note should be heard 
on the morning air.‘ : 

I dislike, quite as much as he does, that bay- 
onets should glitter in the sun. I dislike, quite 
as much as he does, the spectacle of a regular 
army environing this city, and giving the impres- 
sion that Congress is legislating under the dicta- 
tion of myrmidons of a despotic captain. 1 not 
only deprecate, but I reprobate it. But, sir, the cir- 
cumstances are not such as justly to allow the con- 
clusion he has drawn. The evidence presented 
by the chairman of the committee is conclusive on 
this point, if it be conclusive on anything, that 
although there may now be no vestige of an or- 
ganization threatening the District of Columbia 
and the Federal power here, yet, at no remote pe- 
riod of time, there were ramors and reports at- 
tvacting the attention of all, of the active existence 
of such organizations. 

Tt was deemed, by those intrusted with the 
preservation of the public peace, necessary to 
adopt precautionary measures. If my recollection 
be accurate, and I think it is, the question was 
put to the leader of the forces in this city, why it 
was that reliance was placed upon the regular 
troops instead of upon the militia of the District? 
And that he replied that, under the circumstances 
of the threatened danger, it was more wise and 
prudent to rely upon the regular troops in the face 
of aninsurrection thana militia hastily assembled, 
for the reason that untrained troops could not 
withstand, without delivering their fire, the hurling 
of missiles from an insurrectionary mob. That 
answer and that policy were approved, I believe, 
by a majority of the committee. 

Mr. BRANCH. Will the gentleman from New 
York state, in justice to me, that at all times dur- 
ing the proceedings of the committee I gave out 
that I would move a resolution for the removal of 
the troops from this Districtif the conclusion of 
the committee was such as I thoughtit would be. 
Mr. JOHN COCHRANE. That has been the 
uniform expression of my friend from North Car- 
olina. - 

Mr. KUNKEL. Before the gentleman from 
New York moves to lay the resolution upon the 
tabie, I desire to ask him, as a member of the 
committee, whether the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania, [Mr. Grow,] who offered the resolution of 
inquiry, and which the House will remember I 
objected to, appeared before the committee, and 


to 
House? I ask this question of the gentleman, be- 
cause at the time, representing the State of Mary- 
land ypon this floor in part, I objected to the res- 
olation of the gentleman from Pennsylvania, 
believing then, ag now, that iwas a foul calumny 


upon the loyalty of the people of that State. De- 


stated upon what authority he had thought proper | 
ring the subject of inquiry to the notice of the | 


nied the privilege then of denouncing it, I desire 
to know whether the originator of this inquisition 
appeared before it to state what facts and reasons 
he had for submitting the resolutions? I am sat- 
isfied that the whole inquisition originated with 
those connected with the War Department; with 
the Lieutenant General of the Army, at whose 
suggestion, it is known, the military power has 
been concentrated at the capital of the Republic; 
and I now publicly declare, what I believed at the 
time, that the object of this futile and false inqui- 
sition was either to furnish a pretext for bringing 
the troops here, and thus afford the Lieutenant 
General a color of justification for such an ex- 
traordinary act, or else it originated with the Gov- 
ernor of Maryland, or his emissaries about this 
Capitol. The Governor of Maryland is the only 
respectable man in the State who has had the aunda- 
city to libel and calumniate his fellow-citizens by 
his published proclamation of the 3d of January 
last. He has proclaimed that he was in the pos- 
session of information not accessible to the Legis- 
lature or to people of the State, and that there did 
exist in the State an organization of his fellow- 
citizens, armed and prepared to invade the District 
of Columbia 

Mr. LOVEJOY. 
order, 

Mr. KUNKEL. Armed, sir; and prepared to 
capture this Capitol. [Cries of “ Order !?"] 

Mr. LOVEJOY. I object to these interrup- 
ruptions and this prolonging of the debate. I 
yielded only for the reception of the report. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Does the gén- 
tleman make the point that debate is not in order? 

Mr. LOVEJOY. Ido. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman 
yielded for the reception of the report; and now 
that it is before the House it must be disposed of. 

Mr. LOVEJOY. I yielded only for the recep- 
tion of the report, and not for action on it. : 

. Mr. KUNKEL. I hope I may be indulged in 
a few remarks. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman 
from New York has the floor, and the gentleman 
from Maryland is speaking by his courtesy. 

Mr. KUNKEL. I thank the gentleman from 
New York for his courtesy. 

Mr. LOVEJOY. I object to the gentleman 
from New York yielding to the gentleman from 
Maryland, unless he yields the floor absolutely. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Does the gentle- 
man from New York yield to the gentleman from 
Maryland? 

Mr. JOHN COCHRANE. J leave the matter 
to the House. 

Mr, LOVEJOY. 
yielding any further. 
Mr. KUNKEL. 

too late. 

Mr. COX. I think so, too. 

Mr. KUNKEL. Iwas upon the floor, ad- 
dressing the House by the courtesy of the gen- 
tleman from New York. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair de- 
cides that the gentleman from Maryland, having 
occupied the floor by general consent, and the 
consent of the gentleman from New York, is now 
entitled to the floor to speak for the remaining 
time of the gentleman from New York, unless he 
desires to reclaim it. {Laughter.] 

Mr. JOHN COCHRANE. The gentleman 
from Maryland will, I hope, remember that I am 
under obligation to renew the motion to lay the 
resolution on the table. 

Mr. KUNKEL resumed the floor. 

Mr. DAWES. I rise toa point of order. The 
gentleman from New York will understand that 
T yielded him the floor merely to makè a personal 
explanation, and not that he might farm it out to 
anybody he pleased. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore: 
from Massachusetts withdre 
the resolution on the table, and the Chair recog- 
nized the gentleman from New York. The gen- 
tleman from New York yielded to the gentleman 
from Maryland, who is now speaking upon that 
courtesy. The gentleman from New York will 
be entitled to the foor whenever ke thinks proper 
to claim it. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I hope the gentleman from 
Maryland will be allowed to proceed. 

Mr. HASKIN. [object to the gentleman from 
Maryland speaking here and attacking Governor 


I insist on my point of 


I object to the gentleman 


I think the objection comes 


_ The gentleman 
w his motion to lay 
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Hicks, who. is :not here to. defend ‘himself. I 
object to my colleague farming out the floor. 

Mr. LOVEJOY. I-risetoa point of order. I 
only yielded the floor to the gentleman from 
Michigan to enable‘him to make a report; and I 
insist that the.gentleman from Maryland has no 
right to take the floor under those circumstances. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair. over- 
rules the point of order. ; / 

Mr. LOVEJOY. I appeal from. the decision 
of the Chair. 

_ Mr. SICKLES. 
the table. 

Mr. LOVEJOY. I call for tellers upon that 
motion, i 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. TRAIN, and 
Craic of Missouri, were appointed. 

The House divided; and the tellers reported— 
‘ayes 42, noes 71; no quorum voting. 

Mr. FLORENCE. I move that the House do 
now adjourn. i 

Mr. JOHN COCHRANE. I am upon the 
floor, and no gentleman can take it from me to 
make that motion. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman 
from New York has not the floor now, as the 
House is dividing on a question of appeal from 
the decision of the Chair. 

Mr. FLORENCE. I rise to a point of order. 
There being no quorum, as appears by a countof 
the tellers, no business is in-order: 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. 
recount. 

Mr. FLORENCE. I desire that a quorum 
shall be present when. grave questions like this 
are under discussion; and I intend, so faras Iam 
concerned, that there shall be a quorum present. 

The motion to adjourn was not agreed to. 

Mr. LOVEJOY. i call for a recount. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will 
order a recount. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I trust, as there seems to 
be some confusion in the House, that we will go 
into the Committee of the Whole, and do a good 
act by passing the Post Office bill. 

Mr. BRANCH. I can end this whole matter 
if the House will hear mea moment. 

Mr. SHERMAN. 1 move that the rules be 
suspended, and that the House resolve itself into 
the Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union. ie 

Mr. WINSLOW. The Housc is dividing, and 
that motion is out of order. 

Mr. JOHN COCHRANE. Linsist on my right 
to the floor. 

The SPEAKER pro. tempore. The Chair has 
ordered a recount. 

The tellers resumed their places; the House 
again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 42, 
noes 89. 

So the House refused to lay the appeal upon 
the table. - 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question 
now is: ‘Shall the decision of the Chair stand as 
the judgment of the House?” 

Mr. WEBSTER (amid great confusion, and 
repeated cries of order) said: I hope the gentle- 
man from Ilinois will withdraw his appeal, and 
allow my colleague to proceed; and then give me 
an opportunity to reply. I will only say now, in 
regard to Governor Hicks’s course generally, that 
I believe he has been actuated by patriotic mo- 
tives, and that his conduct has been prudent, and 
will be approved by two thirds of the people of 
my State. 

Mr. HUGHES. Mr. Speaker—— 

{Cries of « Question 1” “ Question !?"] : 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The first thing 
in order is the question, ‘* Shall the decision of | 
the Chair stand as the judgment of the House?” 

The question was put; and it was decided in | 
the negative. : 

So the decision of the Chair was notsustained, 
and Mr. Kunxex was ruled. off the floor. 

Mr. JOHN COCHRANE. I shall proceed 
onty for the purpose of courteously answering the 
the question put to me by the gentleman from 
North Carolina. Ido not know that the rules of 
the House will allow me a specific answer re- | 
specting what occurred in the committee; but I 


I move to lay the appeal on 


Task for a 


may satisfactorily answer him ina parliamentary | 

manner, by referring to the files of evidence taken | 
s titan a E DEK PE M 

before the committee, and now upon the Clerk’s | 


desk. - By that evidence, it does not appear that i 


i 


the author.of the resolution was summoned before 
the committee. - se Ka 

Having now concluded my remarks, I.mọve to 
lay the resolution on the table... - : 

Mr. CRAIGE, of North Carolina. Upon that 
motion I demand the yeas and nays. 

Mr. TAPPAN. I appeal to the gentleman from 
New York to allow me to offer what I send to the 
Clerk’s desk, as an amendment to-his motion to 
lay upon.the-table. | : i : i 

Mr. HUGHES. I appeal to the courtesy of the 
gentleman from New York. [cries of “¢ Order!” 
& Order!” from the Republican side] to -yield to 
meforamoment. [‘‘Object!”’ “Object!”’] Idesire 


to say that the question before the House is emi- 
nently a Maryland affair, involving the honor of 
its people. [Deafening cries of “ Order!’ 40r- 
der!?’]; L-have wished -to address: the House on 
this matter; but as it will not listen’ to my col- 
league, (Mr. Kuwxex,] I will not at present make 
the attempt, further than to say, that if the House 
will assign any time, and give us a fair ring, I 
shall be ready to enter the arena for a full discus- 
sion of Maryland politics, no doubt to the great 
edification of the House and the country. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is 
upon the motion to lay upon the table. 

Mr. BRANCH. I desire the attention of the 
House for a moment. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there any ob- 
jection to hearing the gentleman from North Car- 
olina? [Cries of ‘ Object P? Object 17] 

Mr. MALLORY. I rise to a point of order. 
It is, that if what we have just witnessed shall be 
repeated in the galleries, the galleries be cleared. 
{Laughter.] 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair would 
suggest that it is impossible for him to distinguish 
between the commotion in the House and the 
commotion in the galleries. [Laughter.] 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. MORRIS, of Pennsylvania. I ask the gen- 
tleman fom North Carolina, 

(Cries of“ Call the roll P”? «© Call the roll 1” all 
over the House.] 

Mr. MORRIS, of Pennsylvania. I wantto pro- 
ose än amendment; and | ask that it be read. 
Loud cries of ** Call the roll!”’ and ** Object !’’] 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Order must be 
preserved. No business will be transacted until 
quiet is restored. 

Mr. MORRIS, of Pennsylvania. Mr. Speaker, 
[cries of ‘t Order”? * Order!’’] I presume the gen- 
tleman from North Carolina will not object to hear 
my amendment read. 

Mr. CRAIGE, of North Carolina, and others, 
called the gentleman to order, 

Mr. MORRIS, of Pennsylvania, (amid great 
confusion and deafening cries to order,) said: I 
desire to offer this amendment: that the troops 
shall be removed from this city when the forts and 
arsenals of the Federal Government, seized and 
held possession of by South Carolina, Louisiana, 
Alabama, Mississippi, and Georgia, are restored 
to the Federal authorities. 

The question was then taken; and it was de- 
cided in the affirmative—yeas 124, nays 35; as 
follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Charles F. Adams, Green Adams, Ald- 
rich, Alien, Alley, William C. Anderson, Ashley, Babbitt, 
Beale, Bingham, Blair, Blake, Brayton, Briggs, Bristow, 
Buffinton, Burlingame, Butterfield, Campbell, Carter, Case, 
Horace F. Clark, Coburn, John Cochrane, Colfax, Conk- 
Jing, Conway, Covode, Cox, Curtis, H.Winter Davis, John 
G. Davis, Dawes, Duell, Dunn, Edgerton, Eliot, Ely, Ether- ` 
idge, Farnsworth, Fenton, Ferry, Foster, Fouke, Frank, 
French, Gimer, Gooch, Graham, Grow, Hate, Hall, Haskin, 
Hatton, Helmick, Hoard, William A. Howard, Humphrey, 
Hutchins, Irvine, Junkin, Francis W. Kellogg, William 
Kellogg, Kenyon, Kilgore, Larrabee, DeWitt ©. Leach, 
Lee, Logan, Longnecker, Loomis, Lovejoy, Mallory, Mars- 
ton, McClernand, MeKean, MceKenty, McKnight, McPher- 
son, Millson, Laban T. Moore, Moorhead, Morrill, Edward 
Joy Morris, Isaac N. Mortis, Morse, Nelson, Niblack, 
Nixon, Palmer, Perry, Porter, Potter, Pottie Edwin R. į 
Reynolds, Rice, Christopher Robinson, James C. Robinson, 
Royce, Scranton, Sedgwick, Sherman, Sickles, Spaulding, 
Spinner, Stevens, William Stewart, Stokes, Stratton, T'ap- | 
pan, Theaker, Tompkins, Train, Vandever, Vau Wyek, 
Wade, Waldron, Walton, Cadwalader C. Washburn, Ellihu 
B. Washburne, Webster, Wells, Wilson, and Woodrufi— 


; 124. 


NAYS—Messrs. Avery, Barr, Barret, Bocock, Boteler, « 
Bouligny, Brabson, Branch, Bureh, Burnett, John B. Clark, 
Burton Craige, De Jarnetie, English, Florence, Garnett, | 
John T. Harris, Hindinan, Hughes, Kunkel, Maclay, El- 
bert S. Martin, Maynard, Peyton, Phelps, Pryor, Quarles, | 


Rust, Scott, William N. H. Smith, Stevenson, Thomas, |j 


Whiteley, Winslow, and Wright—35. 


So the resoluuon was laid on the-table. 


pelled to leave the. Hall by indis 


. During the-call, + 
Mr. DEJARNETTE sta 
was confined to his room by 
Mr. WELLS stated that 


Pernrr was 
osition i j s 


Mr. BINGHAM stated that Mr 
absent on account.of illness. ; 

Mr. MOORE, of Kentuck ated | ti 
Vance was detained at home by sickness f 

Mr. FOUKE (amid se | cries to, order) 
said: Lvoted against laying the resolution.on the 
table with the hope.of having an. opportunity 
to offer a substitute.: The President of the United 
States being conimander-in-chief of the -Army, of 
the United States, has a right to quarter troops 
wheresoever he may deem the necessity requires. 
But.I do not believe they are necessary in the Dis- 


£ 


trict.of Columbia.at this. time, to protect either 


person or, property... vote “ay.?? >, ie 
_ Mr. PHELPS (amid. cries of, order). said:.I 
desire to.see the troops removed. from.this: city; 
for I believe there. is no more necessity. for. their 
being: here than for their. being in my own town. 
I vote “no.” D Soe crs 
Mr. HINDMAN. .I desire. to state.the-reasons 
why I have not voted to lay the resolution on the 
table. [Cries of + Order!’” ‘Order !’"}.. It.is be- 
cause I am not entitled to.vote, [laughter; and 
cries of “f Order!?’] being outside of the bar when 


my name was called. _ 


Mr. HINDMAN subsequently. obtained leave 
to vote, and voted in the negative. oe eee 

The result was announced, as above recorded. 

Mr. DAWES moved to reconsider the vote by 
which the resolution. was laid on- the table; and 
aie moved to lay the motion to reconsider.on.the 
table. EATR E RNN 

The latter motion was agreed to. POs 

Mr. HOWARD, of Michigan. I offer the fol- 
lowing resolution:for reference to the Joint Com- 
mittee on Printing: . : 

Resolved, ‘That there de printed for the use of this House, 
five thousand extra copies of the report and evidence sub- 
mitted by the committee:of five'on the subject.of a.seeret 
hostile organization. ee corer are 

Mr. BURNETT. I-would say tothe gentle- 
man that this is the first document that has been 
submitted here since I have been a member of 
Congress that, I really believe ought:to be pub- 
lished, and I hope. he willincrease the number of 
eXtra copies to, twenty thousand. oos Suo ois 

Mr. HOWARD, of Michigan. The resolution 
must go to.the Committee on Printing. Sas 

Mr. PHELPS. I hope that by unanimous 
consent the resolution will be adopted now. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. . That. can- 
not be done. The law requires thatthe resolution 
shall go to the Committee on Printing. i 

The resolution was, as the law requires,, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Printing, >. o 

And then, on. motion of Mr. THOMAS, (at 
four o’clock and. twenty-three minutes, p. Ma) 
the House adjourned, Sae e a 


IN SENATE. 
Fripay, February 15, 1861. 
TheJournal of yesterday was read and approved. 
EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATION. ° ; 

The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Sen- 
‘ate a report of the Secretary of War, commani- 
cating, in compliance with a resolution of the 
Senate, Lieutenant Michler’s report of his survey 
for an inter-oceanic ship canal near the Isthmus 
of Darien; which was ordered to lie on the table; 
and a motion by Mr. Green to print the report 

was referred to the Committee on Printing. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr. WADE presented a. petition of citizens of 
Philadelphia, in favor of the Union, the Consti- 
tution asitis, and the enforcement of all the laws; 
which was ordered to lie on the table. ee 

Mr. THOMSON presented a memorial of-citi- 
zens of Caldwell, Essex county, New Jersey, 
praying the adoption ot the proposition. of the 
Representatives of the border States for the ad- 
justment of the present sectional difficulties; which 
was ordered to lieon the tables oo oo a 

Mr. SAULSBURY presented a- petition of. 
William Thorn, praying.to.be allowed bis. wages 
and expenses during the time he was absent from 
his employment in the navy-yard at Washington 
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on accountof an injury received while in the dis- 
charge of his duty; which was referred. to the 
Committee on Claims. 

Mr: TEN EYCK presented a petition of citi- 
zens of Philadelphia, in favor of the Union, the 
Constitution as it is, and the enforcement of all 
the laws; which wag ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. TRUMBULL presented a petition of one 
hundred ‘legal voters of Chicago, Hlinois, ex- 

ressing their attachment to the Constitution and 
aws; and their opposition to. compromises, and 
asking Congress to adopt such measures as may 
be ‘necessary to preserve >the public property, 
maintain the honor-of the flag; and the integrity 
of the Union; which was ordered to He on the 
tables + > ; i ee 

Mr. RICE. ‘I: have a memorial similar to the 
one that I presented yesterday, praying that the 
present difficulties may be adjusted upon the plan 
submitted by the honorable Senator from Ken- 


tucky,; [Mr. Crirrexpen,] or some similar plan. | 


Iwill state to the Senate that this memorial is 
somewhatsignificant. Itissigned by Rev. Thomas 
L. Grace, bishop of St. Paul, a man well known 
‘not only in Minnesota, butin other parts of the 
country, and highly esteemed for his intelligence 
and piety. Itis also signed by the vicar general, 
and by the priests of the Catholic church, and by 
some two hundred voters of the city of St. Paul, 
all prominent and highly respectable citizens. 1 
ask that the memorial lie on the table. ` 

~ Tt was so ordered, i 


RETORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 


Mr. BRAGG, from the Committee on Claims, 
to: whom was referred the memorial of Alexander 
Wilson, praying remuncration for expenses in- 
curred, and compensation for his services, while 
United States attorney for the Territory of Utah, 
submitted an adverse report; which was ordered 

_ to be printed. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom 
was referred the petition of B. F. Rittenhouse, a 
clerk in the office of the Register of the Treasury, 
praying compensation for extra services, submit- 
ted an adverse report; which was ordered to be 
printed. 

r WILLIAM COWING. 


Mr. BRAGG. The Committee on Claims, to 
whom was referred the bill (H. R. No. 623) for 
the relief of William Cowing, have instructed me 
to report it back, with a recommendation that 
it pass; and also, to ask that the bill be put on 
its passage now. I will state that it passed the 
committee unanimously. [tis a little claim for 
$126, for some meritorious extra services that 
were performed in one of the Departments, which 
ought to be allowed. It has passed the other 
House, and 1 hope it will pass the Senate at 
once. 

There being no objection, the bill (II. R. No. 
623) for the relief of William Cowing was con- 
sidered ag in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 
poses to direct the Secretary of the Treasury to 
pay to William Cowing $126, in fall for additional 
allowance as clerk, under the provisions of the 
second section of the * Act making appropriations 
for the civil and diplomatic expenses of the Gov- 
ernment,” approved August 31, 1852. 

T'he bill was reported to the Senate, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


COMMITTEE SERVICE. 


Mr. THOMSON. I ask to be excused from 
further service upon the Committee on Naval 
Affairs. La 

Mr. GRIMES. What is that for? 

Mr. THOMSON. I am tired of it. 

The motion was agrecd to. 


INDIAN AFFAIRS. 


Mr. GRIMES, I ask the Senate to take up 
Senate bill No. 459 for consideration. It is a pri- 
vate bill. 

Mr. LANE. I shall not object to taking it up. 
I only ask the Senator to allow me to introduce a 
resolution for reference. B 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair will 
state now thatthe order of business must be main- 
tained. If the Senator from lowa gives way he 
may not obtain the floor again. 
ue LANE. I would not take the floor from 

im. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. We fall into inex- 


tricable confusion by one Senator getting the floor 
and handing it around to other Senators for spe- 
cial purposes. By general consent, the resolution 
of the Senator from Oregon will be read. 

The Secretary read it, as follows: | 

Resolved, That the Committee on Indian Affairs be in- 
structed to inquire into the necessity and expediency of ad- 
ditional appropriations for the fiscal year ending June 30, 
1861, to carry into effect existing treaty stipulations, to pro- 
vide for contingencies which have arisen since the passage 
of the usual appropriation bills, and to imaintain the peace 
of the Indian country, in the State of Oregon and the Ter- 
ritory of Washington ; and to report by bill or otherwise. 

The resolution was considered by unanimous 
consent, and agreed to. 


THOMAS J. PAGE. 


Mr. GRIMES. | now move to take up the bill 
(S. No. 459) for the relief of Commander Thomas 
J. Page, United States Navy. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Tennessee. I thought re- 
ports were in order. f 

Mr. GRIMES. This will take buta moment. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Petitions and re- | 
ports are in order; but the motion of the Senator 
from Iowa is in order. 

The motion was agreed to; and the bill (S. No. | 
459) for the relief of Commander J. Page, United | 
States Navy, was considered as in Committee of 
the Whole. It proposes to direct the proper ac- 
counting officers of the Treasury to allow.to Com- 
mander Thomas-J. Page, in the adjustment of his 
accounts as purser of the United States steamer 
Water Witch, credit for certain suspended items, 
not to exceed $354 46. 

The bill was reported to the Senate, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third 
time, and passed. 

MRS: E. A. LINN. 


Mr. JOHNSON, of Tennessee. The Commit- 
tee to Auditand Control the Contingent Expenses 
of the Senate have had under consideration a 
resolution introduced by the Senator from New 
Hampshire, [Mr. Haxe,] relative to the order of 
the Senate directing the payment of certain money 
to Mrs. E. A. Linn, and have instructed me to 
make a report, which I hope will be read. It is 
a very short one. 

The Secretary read the report, as follows: 

The Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent 
Expenses of the Senate, to which was referred a resolu- 
tion of the Senate of 2d February, 1861, as fcllows: 

“ Resolved, "That the reasons assigned by the Secretary 
of the Senate for his neglect to obey the order of the Sen- 
ate made on the 20th of Marchi last in favor of Mrs. B. A. 
Linn are insufficient and unsatisfactory; and that he be 
instructed forthwith to execute the same,” report : 

That the committee, after careful examination of the sub- 
ject, is of the opinion that the reasons given by the Secre- 
tary of the Senate, in his letter of the 29th January, 1861, 
for not making the payment directed by the resolution of 
the Senate, are sufficient and satisfactory; but that the 
Senate having passed the said order, the chairman of the 
committee be directed to ask for an appropriation to enable 
the Secretary of the Senate to make the payment. 


Mr. JOHNSON, of Tennessee. The commit- 
tee have instructed me to offer, in the first appro- 
priation bill that comes up, an amendment appro- 
priating the amount necessary to fulfill the order 
of the Senate. There is no money out of which 
it can be paid, and the chairman is authorized by 
the committee to propose an amendment to the 
first appropriation bill that comes up, appropriat- 
ing the amount. 

Mr.CRITTENDEN, I wish to say a word; 
and I desire the ear of the Sehator from Tennes- 
see. The former order was indefinite as to the 
amount to be paid. If it be, as the Senate un- 
doubtedly intended it should be, the amount of | 
constructive mileage due to Senator Linn, then it 
amounts, according to the Secretary’s estimate, 
to but twenty-six hundred and odd dollars. I 
propose, therefore, that, instead of what the Sen- 
ator proposes, the Senate make an order to pay | 
to Mrs. Linn $2,600. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. There must be a law 
for it. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. I was going to add, that 
there are on our records instances on instances of 
such payments being directed out of the contin- 
gent fund. The contingent fund has been applied | 
to such purposes over and over again. An appro- 
priation by law is not necessary. Money is ap- 
propriated to our use as a contingent fund. We 


have a right to dispose of it as such, and we have | 
done so in numerous cases. J merely intended | 
to make this suggestion to the Senator from Ten- | 


nessee; and if there were an order of the Senate 
to pay a specific sum, I think perhaps the Secre- 
tary would pay it without question, as there are 
many precedents for such payments. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Tennessee. The commit- 
tee, on an examination of the law, did not.con- 
sider that the Secretary was authorized to pay it 
out of the contingent fund. Therefore, they sus- 
tain him in his report giving the reasons for not 
paying it; but they also authorized the chairman, 
to propose an amendment to an appropriation 
pill, soas to authorize the Secretary to pay the 
amount, which will be done on the first appro- 
priation bill that comes up. 


INDIAN HOSTILITIES IN CALIFORNIA. 


Mr. LATHAM. I moveto take up House bill 
No. 299. It is a bill that { obtained the floor once 
to take up, and gave way for the presentation of 
memorials. I will state that Ido not wish to put 
it on its passage now, but to fix a day for its con- 
sideration. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from 
California moves to take up House bill No. 299, 
for the payment of expenses incurred in the sup- 
pression of Indian hostilities in the State of Cal- 
ifornia. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. LATHAM. I move to set it down for 
next Tuesday, at one o’clock. 

Mr. GWIN. I will say to my colleague that 
the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Witson] 
asked, yesterday, that that day should be set apart 
for him. He has been postponed five or six times. 

Mr.LATHAM. Then I move to make it the 
special order for Wednesday next, at one o'clock, 

The motion was agreed to. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, 
by Mr. Forney, its Clerk, announced that the 
Elouse had. passed a bill (No. 655) for the relief 


| of Prentis Champlain; in which the concurrence 


of the Senate was requested. 

The message further announced that the House 
had passed the bill of the Senate (No. 551) for 
the relief of Hockaday & Ligget. 


CONSULAR AND DIPLOMATIC BILL. 


The message further announced that the House 
insists upon its disagreement to the amendment 
of the Senate to bill (H. R. No. 864) making ap- 
propriations for the consular and diplomatic ex- 
penses of the Government for the year endin 

une 30, 1862, insisted on by the Senate, an 

upon its amendment to the seventh amendment 
of the Senate to the said bill, disagreed to by the 
Senate; agrees to the conference asked by the Sen- 
ate on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses 
thereon; and has appointed Mr. THomas Corwin 
of Ohio, Mr. Joun S. Minuson of Virginia, and 
Mr. E. Joy Morris of Pennsylvania, managers 
the same on the part of the House. 


LEGISLATIVE, BTC., BILL. 


_ The message further announced that the House 
insists upon its disagreement to the amendments 
of the Senate to the bill (H. R. No. 892) making 
appropriations for the legislative, executive, and 
judicial expenses of the Government for the year 
ending the 30th of June, 1862, insisted on by the 
Senate; agrees to the conference asked by the 
Senate on the disagreeing votes of the twe Houses 
thereon; and has appointed Mr. Jony SHERMAN 
of Ohio, Mr. Tuappgus Srevens of Pennsylva- 
nia, and Mr. Jons C. Burcu of California, man- 
agers at the same on the part of the House. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


The message further announced that the Speaker 
had signed the following enrolled bill and joint 
resolution; which thereupon received the signa- 
ture of the Vice President: 

A bill (S. No. 547) for the relief of the parish 
of St. Matthew’s church, of the city of Washing- 
ton; and 

A joint resolution (H. R. No. 39) directing the 
accounting officers of the Treasury to settle the 
accounts of the late Robert Stockton, quarter- 
master, &c. 


PRINTING OF DOCUMENTS. 


The message further announced that the House 
had ordered, on the 14th instant,at twelve o’clock 
and eleven minutes, the printing of a letter from 


1861. 
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the Secretary of the Interior, communicating esti- 
mates of appropriations for the compensation of 
a superintendent of Indian affairs and three Indian 
agents in Washington Territory. 


GEORGE H. GIDDINGS. 
Mr. WADE. 


that was up the otherday. I want to try that 
once more, ` 

Mr. FITCH. Is it the special order for the 
morning hour that the Senator calls up? 

Mr. WADE. | It is. g 

Mr. FITCH. I wish the Senator would yield 

-for a moment to allow us to take up a resolution 
to print a document. 

Mr. WADE. If I do not lose my place by 
yielding theefloor for that purpose, I am willing 
to do so. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator 
from Ohio yield to the Senator from Indiana? 

Mr. FITCH. I move to tale up the resolution 
for printing the agricultural report of the Patent 
Office. The Senator from Maine [Mr. Fessen- 
DEN] may have an amendment to propose; but it 
will be adopted immediately. 

Mr. WADE. I have the floor; and I am afraid 
that if I yield it, I shall not get it again. 

The motion of Mr. W ape was agreed to—ayes 
twenty-four; noes not counted. 

The consideration of the joint resolution (H. 
R. No. 62) forthe benefit of George H. Giddings 
was resumed hy the Senate, acting as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole. 

The Committee on the Post Office and Post 
Roads reported the joint resolution with amend- 
ments. 

The first amendment was in line seven, to strike 
out the words “* this time,’’ and insert ** June 30, 
1861.” - 

Mr. POLK. I should like the resolution read 
as it will be, if amended. 

The Secretary read, as follows: 

That George H. Giddings be paid for services on route 
8076, in accordance with the order of Postmaster General 


A. V, Brown, of October 23, 1858, after deducting what- 
ever has: been received thereon up to June 30, 1861, 


The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment of the committee was in 
line nine, to strike out the words “ service has,” 
and insert ** trips have;’* so that it will read: 

On proof being furnished that the trips have been per- 
formed, &c. : 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate 
as amended. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. [If there is a report, I 
should like to hear it read. 

Mr. WADE. Mr. President 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from 
Ohio will excuse the Chair. The Chair must call 
up the special order at this hour; which is the 
joint resolution authorizing Commodore Hiram 
Paulding to receive a sword and a grant of land 
from the Republic of Nicaragua. 

Mr. WADE. I move to postpone the special 
order, and continue the consideration of this joint 
resolution, 

The question being put, there were, on a divis- 
ion-——ayes 18, noes 15. . 

Mr. GRIMES. There is evidently a misunder- 
standing in regard to this matter. I call for the 
yeas and nays. I understand thatthe resolution in 
regard to Commodore Paulding was made the spe- 
cial order for half past twelve o’clock to-day. This 
proposition is to suspend that order, and take up 
this bill for the benefit of Mr. Giddings. : 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and being 
taken, resulted—yeas 24, nays 22; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Anthony, Bigler, Chandler, Clingman, 
Douglas. Green, Hale, Hemphill, Kennedy, Lane, Latham, 
Morrill, Nicholson, Polk, Powell, Rice, Saulsbury, Sim- 
mons, Thomson, 
and Wilson—23. 

NAYS—Messrs. Baker, Bingham, Bragg, Cameron, 
Clark, Collamer, Dixon, Doolittle, Durkee, Fessenden, 
Fitch, Foot, Foster, Grimes, Harlan, Johnson of Tennes- 
see, King, Mason, Pearce, Seward, Sumner, and Ten 
Eyck-—22. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The joint resolu- 
tion has been reported to the Senate, with amend- 
ments. F 

The amendments were concurred in. 

Mr. HALE. I wish to suggest that there were 
fears expressed yesterday that a very large sum 
was to be taken out of the Treasury by this joint 


ae DE. I move to take up the House’ 
‘Joint resolution in behalf of George H. Giddings; |} 


Trumbull, Wade, Wigtall, Wilkinson, | 


resolution; and therefore, I move to amend. it by 


fixing the following qualification to the: amount,: 


to come in at the end of the resolution: 

Not execeding in amount six months’ mai} pay, a¢cord- 
ing to the said order. ` 

Mr. GREEN. I move to amend that amend- 
ment ŝo as to say, “the amount provided forby 
the contract.” Whatever the contract was, if the 
service was performed according to the contract, 
it should be paid for according to the contract. 

Mr. HALE. I want to say tothe Senator from 
Missouri, if { can get his ear, that Fam friendly 
to these contractors. think they have been very 
badly used, and that they are entitled to relief; 
but they do not ask as much relief as the Senator 
from Missouri proposes to give them, because 
they do not ask anything for that western part of 
the line that was discontinued. ‘They only ask 
for that part of the line that is on this side——- 

Mr. GREEN. Lèt me interrupt the Senator. 
Tf the parties are willing to take what he proposes, 
I, of course, withdraw my amendment. a 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator 
from Missouri withdraw his amendment? 

Mr. GREEN. If the Senator says the parties 
are willing to take what he proposes, I do. 

Mr. HALE. They agree to the modification 
I have suggested; they ask nothing for the west- 
ern part of the route. 

Mr. KING. [desire to know of the Senator 
from New Hampshire whether the service which 
these parties rendered was of their own volition, 
and against the order of the Postmaster General, 
or whether it was-rendered at his request? 

Mr. HALE. I thought I made it tolerably 
plain the other day. 

Mr. KING. Youmight have done so; but how 
was it? 

Mr. HALE. There was a contract made for 
a mail running across the entire continent, from 
the Atlantic to the Pacific. Subsequently, a por- 
tion of the route was discontinued. 

Mr. KING. According to law? « 

Mr. HALE. Grant, if you please, that it was 
according to law. Ihave nota word to say about 
that. Then they entered intoa new contract with 
Governor Brown, who was Postmaster General, 
discontinuing the central part of their route, leav- 
ing to them a part ateach end to perform. They 
entered into a new contract in which no such 
reservation as the Senator from New York seems 
to have in view was made, and they supposed 
and understood that the reservation of the Post- 
master to curtail and diminish and alter their 
contract had been finished; and in the new con- 
tract there was no such qualification inserted; 
but subsequently to that, I think after Governor 
Brown went out of office, and Congress failed to 
make an appropriation, a new Postmaster Gen- 
eral came in, and he disturbed the subseguent 
arrangement made by Governor Brown. ‘Then 
it was that the inhabitants upon the route, the 
commanding general of the army in Texas, and 
everybody interested in it, made such represent- 
ations that they went on performing the modified 
contract that was made after the first interruption 
by Governor Brown. - It is for that service that 
this joint resolution proposes to pay them. 

Mr. COLLAMER. I inquire whether the 
piece that was taken out was the middle piece 
between El Paso and Fort Yuma? 

Mr. HALE. It was. 

Mr. COLLAMER. Was the service per- 
formed on the piece between Fort Yuma and San 
Diego? 

Mr. HALE. That service was performed at 
first, but afterwards it was entirely discontinued, 
and this resolution does not propose to give them 
a cent for that. 

Mr. COLLAMER. This, then, is for that 
piece from San Antonio to El Paso. 

Mr. HALE. That piece; and it ought to be 

aid. 
P Mr. BRAGG. I should like to ask the Senator 
from New Hampshire what will be the amount 
to be paid to these parties according to his pro- 
posed amendment? He says six months’ pay. I 
suppose the Senator is familiar with what the pay 


was. 
Mr. HALE. I cannot state; but I understand 
it will begomewhereabout sixty thousand dollars. 
Mr. BRAGG. I think we had better have that 
specific. The report made by the committee esti- 
mates that the pay will be in accordance with the 


last contract, which the Senator apeaks of “as 
made with these parties; which. was-one hundred: 
and fifty-nine thousand and-some hundred dollars - 
a year. | Sete Stee see ge 

Ar. HALE. Lam willing.to-put 
ment, limiting the amounts coe 

Mr. BRAGG. I understand the resolution, as 
amended, proposes- to: give them. this pay. upto 
June, W8Ghe- iee goti ped 74 É 

Mr. HALE. I do not:-undetstand:that to þe: 
the resolution: 7 EE SEEES Š 

Mr. COLLAMER.-- We: have -so amended it. 

Mr. BRAGG. I should like to havethe amount 
made specific; because we often pass bills appro-. 
priating more than we supposed at the time, as it 
turns outafterwards. ya Rea ; : 

Mr. HEMPHILL. There is a very wide dif- 
ference: between ‘the report.and the joint:resolu- 
tion. I have not-read-through all-the report, but 
it appears to be-very scientific, and goes:.en.to 
discuss the law on-the subject,of damages for the 
violation of contracts; by cutting up theline herë, 
and cutting itup there, and the number of: horses 
that were lost, and. the. stations: that were: de- 
stroyed, &c.; but this joint resolution is:for,the. 
serviceactually performed ; itis notforany of those 
damages. The report and the jointresolution do 
not agree. The report has nothing todo- with the 
resolution. The joint resolution is:for service 
actually performed, for trips actually run... Per- 
haps it would be more specific if it said,‘¢ the 
number of trips performed on that portion. of-the 
route which lies between El Paso and San An- 
tonio.” That is all that is claimed; and perhaps 
it had better be amended in that way. . 

Mr. CLARK. Will the Senator. from Texas 
allow me to inquire of him if hẹ can tell what was - 
performed, and what is-the amount of. service to 
be paid for? e: : : “ecngty ees 

Mr. HEMPHILL. The amount of service to 
be paid for is weekly trips for some montha—I'do 
not know the number of months—-between El Paso 
and San Antonio. . The whole route extended 
from San Antonio to San Diego, on. the Pacific, 
at first. During the administration of Governor 
Brown, all that portion of the route which lies 
between El Paso and Fort Yuma was ¢ut off by 
him. That left the line then with a small portion, 
two hundred miles on the end from Fort Yuma 
to San Diego, and about eight hundred miles .on 
the cast from El Paso to San Antonio, with five 
or six hundred miles between these two ends. 
When Mr. Holt. came in, he cut off the end from 
Fort Yama to San Diego, leaving only that por- 
tion of the line which existed between San Anto- 
nio and El Paso. He afterwards.cut down two 
or three hundred miles of that, so.as to leave onl 
now in existence that portion of the line whic 
extends from San Antonio to Comanche Spring. 
All that is asked, is for the. trips. performed be- 
tween San Antonio and El. Paso, and .no-more. 
The line was a weekly line, and Mr. Holt cut it 
down to a semi-monthly. e payedĖ n ay 

Mr. CLARK. I:did not inguire'the extent of 
the route. I want to know what extent. of ser- 
vice they performed, and what is.the sum, in dol- 
lars and cents, that we shall have to pay? 

Mr. HALE. If the Senator from Texas will 
yield to me, I will modify my amendment in this 
way: 

Not exceeding in amount $70,000., 

I say that, because I am authorized to say it. 

Mr. CAMERON. I move to amend that by 
saying $40,000. > 

Mr HALE. You do not knowanything about 

[Laughter] : 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The question was 
upon the amendment of the Senator from New 

ampshire, which he proposes to modify, so as 
to read: notexceeding in amount $70,000. The 
Senator from Pennsylvania proposes to amend 
the amendment by substituting $40,000. 

Mr. WIGPALL. ` I did not intend to trouble 
the Scnate with any remarks in reference to this 
matter, because 1 supposed, after the report: was 
read, which was asked to be printed ten days or 
two weeks ago, and after the explanations which 
have been made so frequently on the floor, that 
the Senate understood it. Many. of them, Lper- 
ceive, are troubled with thediseaseof** notlisten- 
ing;’’ but, as [have not spoken upon this subject, 
of course I have no complaints to make. 

The facts are briefly: these: some bai ago 
these contractors undértook to ‘make the experi- 


it. 
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iqént-of carrying a mailoverland to California. 
‘They did carty it from New-Orleans to San Diego 
—I do not mean the water portion of the route; but 
“they ‘carried it from San Antonio to San Diego. 
Then the Postmaster General, after the Butterfield 
youte was adopted, cut them off from Fort Yuma 
“to Tl Pago; leaving portion of their stock between 
Fort Yuma and San Diego, and a portion of their 
“stock between’ El Paso and San Antonio, and cut- 
ting them out of the intermediate portion. These 
men had gone as pioneers; they. had built ‘their 
own stables, and-they had paid for their stock at 
their’ stables; they had employed at extravagant 
prices men to-carry the.mail, and take the hazard 
of being killed by Indians; they had undertaken 
all this; they had’ been pioneers, and they had 
‘Garried that mail faithfully. They were obliged 
ito pay fora guard. When their line was inter- 
‘rupted, Lsay, because I know, they lastim mensely 
‘upon the stock which they had first between El 
Paso and Fort Yuma; and ‘afterwards they lost 
immensely upon the stock they were obliged to 
sell between Fort Yuma and San Diego. Then 
they got nothing for all the stables they had built, 
or ihe posts they had established. 
Finally, Mr. Folt, who wasa very economical 
“Postmaster General—not caring two buttons what 
the Government spent, only intent that it should 
“not be upon the Post Office; that was all heseemed 
to havecared about—willing that the Government 
mightspendas muchasit pleased, thousands, hun- 
- dredsof thousands, and millions, provided it-was 
saddled upon the Treasury, so that he could make 
a Post Office report showing that he had econo- 
mized—schose to discontinue the route between 
“San Antonio and El Paso, That route between 
“San Antonio and El Paso was the only means of 
supplying seven military posts. Ee discontinued 
‘that to'semi-monthly; it was semi-weckly before. 
Those seven military posts had no other means 
of receiving communications from the Govern- 
ment, except by incurring greater expenses, than 
-keeping up this line by sending special messen - 
‘gers. General Twiggs under these circumstances 
called upon these men to carry the mail still. The 
ceitizens in that section of the country—not only 
those living ın Texas, about El Paso, but all New 
: Mexico, for that was the only means by which 
-they could get their letters and papers—the citi- 
-gens of that section of the country generally called 
them to continue carrying the mails, and the mails 
were delivered by the postmaster, and they were 
carried. Now, they wantto be paid for the actual 
trips under the original contract with Postmaster 
General Browns not for carrying the mail to Fort 
Yuma, not for carrying itto San Diego, but pro 
-pataaceording to their original contract with Post- 
master General Brown for carrying the mail from 
El Paso to San Antonio. Now, one Senator pro- 
poses that it shall not be above $70,000—— 

Mr. HALE. That is by consent of the con- 
tractors themselves. 

Mr, WIGFALL. The Senator’s statement is 
sufficient that the contractors have agreed to take 
1c. Lsuppose, if they could not get anything else, 
they would rather have an old suit of clothes. 
They have becn kept here hammering at the doors 
of Congress for some considerable time past—ever 
since | have been in the Senate, at Jcast—-and they 
have never been able to get any compensation out 
of the Post.Office Department at all. The Post 
Office Department was opposed to them; Mr. Holt 
had determined to break up the linc. General 


Twiggs was determined it. should not be broken | 


up. They chose to take the hazards and carry 
it; and Mr.Holt determined that they should not 
be paid. Finally, Congress is about to adjourn, 
and they are waiting now to take anything they 
can get. Tsupp y 
would take 60,000; they would take $50,000; 
they wouldtake $40,000; they would take $20,000; 
they would take $10,000; they would take $5,000. 
I do not see any justice in fixing it; but as they 
have agreed to $70,000, I am willing to fix that 
limit; but I do not think the Senator from Penn- 
sylvania, who admits that he does not know any- 
thing about the facts, should insist upon this pro- 
erustean rule of $40,000, when possibly they may 
be entitled to $100,000. I am willing to take 
$70,000, and say it shall not be more. 

Mr. WADE. I hope we shall have the vote. 

Mr. CAMERON. I did not admit that Lknew 
nothing about this case, for I rely much upon the 


ose they would take $70,000; they i 
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integrity and the intelligence of the Postmaster 


i 


General, with whom this contract was made, and 
who refused to pay this money. 

Mr. WIGFALL. .The contract was made 
with Postmaster General Brown, and Postmaster 
General Holt refused to pay. 

Mr. CAMERON. I meant Mr. Holt. _ 

Mr. WIGEALL. We differ in our estimate 
of him. 

“Mr. CAMERON. I did not rely much on 
Governor Brown while he lived; butas he is dead 
I shall say nothing about him. I think there were 
a great many errors in his administration; and I 
think the administration of the Post Office Depart- 
ment under Mr. Holt was one of the ablest, 
wisest, and most honest, in my recollection. He 
did all he could to cut down the enormous expend- 
itures of his predecessor, and showed that he 
desired to administer that Departmentas it ought 
to be administered—within its income. 

The proposition of the Senator from New 
Hampshire to confine the allowance to $70,000, 
with the consent of the applicants, is anargument 
to my mind that they are willing to take anything 
they can get. I look upon this as one of theclaims 
that are constantly upon us. They come here 
asking several hundred thousand dollars; and the 
Senator from New Hampshire, who says he un- 
derstands the case—but I suppose he understands 
it very little more than I do, or the Senator from 
Texas—agrees to make it $70,000. I propose to 
make it $40,000, and look upon it as a gratuity. 

I am sure they have been paid all they ought to | 
have been. paid under the contract, if Mr. Holt so 
reported; and I believe he did. 

It is always ungracious to talk against these 
private claims; and I believe some of these gen- 
tlemen belong to my own State; but Lam satisfied 
that if you commence by giving them what they 
ask or anything hike it, others will come on next 
year, and we shall have millions to pay for the 
misdeeds of Postmaster General Brown and the 
Qepartment during his administration. To gratify 
my friends, I will say no more. 

_Mr. CLARK. I am opposed to this claim. I 
am opposed not only to allowing these parties 
$60,000, but I am opposed to allowing them 
$40,000, or any sum, until they put their claim 
and their proof in a different position from what 
I understand itto be now. The claim which these 
gentlemen make, it seems to me, stands in the 
outset upon suspicious circumstances. I do not 
know but that they may havea meritorious claim; 
I do not say but they have; I do not know but 
they are abused men. But the point that I make 
is this: they came to Congress asking to be paid 
for services performed, but they do not state what 
those services were, so that we may know and pass 
intelligently upon the amount we are to pay; and 
there is not a Senator here, I think, from the in- 
quirics that I have addressed to some of them, 
that can tell me the amount that is to be paid, un- 
less it is limited to $40,000 or $60,000, and not to 
go over that. 

Mr. President, we have recently had some very 
uscful experience on that subject, in the way of | 
teaching Senators lessons. We passed here, I 
think, at the last session, a bill for the relief of 
Arthur Edwards & Co., to pay them for services | 
performed; and what was the result of it? We 
had a veto of the President; we hadto amend and 
cut down the bill,and I think some gentlemen felt 
a little ashamed of the partthey had taken in that 
measure. That was pay faor actual service. Then | 
again, afterwards, we had a bill or resolution for 
the relief of De Groot & Co. That did not ask 
pay for actual service; but asked that the claim 
might be settled on principles of justiccand equity. 
I remember that I took partin that discussion; and 
Ido not feel ashamed of the part I took in the 
discussion, but I do feel very much ashamed of 
the allowance that was made under it, and would 
be glad to vote to repeal that to-day, and wiil give 
my vote for its repeal the first opportunity I get. 
I remember that the Senator from Louisiana [Mr. 
Sime cv] at that time moved to amend that reso- 
lution so as to provide that the amount allowed 
should not exceed $40,000. It had come from the 
House of Representatives at the close of the ses- 
sion; and the friends of the measure were anxious 
that it should go through, and not go back again 
to the House of Representatives, and we resisted 
that proposition; it was. defeated, and the bill 
passed. I said in my place then, from the cxam- | 
ination of the bill I had made, that I did not be- 


lieve it would take $40,000; I did not understand 
it to be so; and, to my surprise, I found that the 
Department allowed him one hundred and cigh- 
teen or one hundred and nineteen thousand dol- 
lars. I examined that claim at two different ses- 
sions. Ido not believe half that amount was due 
him; and I do not mean to be entrapped in that 
way again, if I can help it. 

Then, again, sir, we have got another matter. 
Here is the resolution in favor of George E. 
Fisher. George E. Fisher made a claim upon 
this Government, in the first instance, for about 
sixteen thousand dollars. The Department, or 
whoever had it in charge, allowed him about eight 
thousand dollars. He then came to Congress 
again, and they doubled it to $16,000. He pursued 
the claim, and they doubled it agajn to $32,000. 
He still kept on, and they brought it to $66,000. 
At the last session, my friend from Rhode Island, 
[Mr. Simmons,] aman of the best intention§ in the 
world, introduced a resolution that that claim, 
after they had got $66,000 arising out of $16,000, 
should be settled on principles of justice and equity 5 
and referred it tothe Department. They had got 
$66,000; it went to the War Department, and 
that Department allowed $66,000 more, making 
it $132,000 altogether, on the principles of justice 
and equity. (Sensation in the galleries.] The 
House of Representatives have repealed that res- 
olution this session; and it has been before your 
committee, and they will report that it shall be 
repealed here. I may have voted for it; but I 
will give my vote in a moment to repeal it, and I 
have made up my mind that I wiil never give a 
vote hereafter for any bill that does not state on 
its face what is demanded of the Senate. 

The Senator from Ohio cannot tell me what 
these parties ask under this bill, or how much it 
amounts to; nor can anybody that I have found. 
Now, I am willing to examine these gentlemen’s 
claim. Let them propose it here; let them state 
what they have done, and what they claim to be 
paid for,and I willexamine it; and ifit is found to 

e a just claim, I will vote to pay it, but Ido not 
want to vote these sums in We dark; I do not 
want to vote even the $40,000 proposed by the 
Senator from Pennsylvania. Let us act intelli- 
gently; let us know what we are doing, and not 
be obliged to rescind and repeal the bills when we 
have passed them, or have them vetoed because 
we did not understand what we were about. This 
claim may be a just claim, for aught I know. I 
make this statement—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Foster 
inthe chair.) The Chair feels called upon toarrest 
discussion, The hour of one having arrived, the 
special order must come up, being the ‘unfinished 
business of yesterday. 

Mr. WADE. I move to suspend the special 
order, and take the vote on this joint resolution, 
I believe we are about to take a vote, Thatis all 
I ask, that there be a vote taken. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It iẹmoved 
and seconded that the special order of the day, 
which is the tariff bill, be postponed, in order that 
discussion may proceed on the joint resolution 
before the Senate. 

Mr. SIMMONS. If the Senate will take the 
vote immediately, I will consent to let the special. 
order go by, without a motion. 

o Mr. KING. I will move to lay this claim on 
the table. 

_ Mr.CLARK. I willsimply say that I am will- 
ing to forbear any remarks I might have to make, 
in order to enable the tariff bill to come up, or to 
let the vote be taken on this at once, without any 
further discussion, if the friends of the measure 
desire it. 

Mr. WIGFALL. Lhope so. 

_The PRESIDING OFFICER. The first mo- 
tion is to postpone the special order of the day, 
for the purpose of continuing the discussion. 

Mr. SIMMONS. I must object to a postpone- 
ment; but let it go over informally, for the purpose 
of taking a vote. 

Mr. WADE. By common consent we can take 
a vote on this matter now. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. <A motion is 
made by the Senator from New York to lay the 

joint resolution on the table. ‘That will come in 
its order, after this is disposed of. The question 
is now on postponing the special order. 

Mr. SIMMONS. ` I suppose if the motion to 
lay on the table fails, you will not get a vote. 
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Mr. WADE. Yes, We shall. $ 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The questio 


is on the motion to postpone the special ‘order, 
` for the purpose of continuing the discussion on 
this bill. ie 

* Mr. HALE ard Mr. WIGFALL, Voting on it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, The Senate can 
vote to continue the bill; but they cannot order 
the vote to be taken if any Senator wishes to dis- 
cuss it. Itis moved and seconded that the special 
order of the day, being the tariff bill, be postponed 
in order to continue the joint resolution before the 
Senate. z 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. I understood there wasa 
proposition to let the special order lie over in- 
formally by unanimous consent. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair un- 
derstood that to be objected to, inasmuch as other 
motions were interposed. + 

Mr. SIMMONS. The Senator from New York 
moved to lay the joint resolution on the table, and 
we have two or three motions.. I-hope we shall 
go on with the special order. * 

_ Mr. CAMERON. [hope our friends here will 
not postpone so important a bill as the tariff bill, 
for the purpose of discussing this doubtful ques- 
tion, The motion may postpone the tariff bill for 
the whole day. It loses its place by this vote, and 
will require another motion to get itup. I hope 
the Senator from Ohio will not put us in this po- 
sition. 

Mr. CLINGMAN. I hope we may have fifteen 
minutes. Suppose, by general consent, we post- 
pone the tariff bill for fifteen minutes. If we are 
not done with this matter, then that can come up. 

Mr. CAMERON. What do we gain by that? 

Mr. CLINGMAN. We may get this out of 
the way. 

Mr. CAMERON. There is no haste with it. 
It can wait until to-morrow. 

Mr. BIGLER. Let us have the yeas and nays 
on the motion to postpone. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. WADE. Iam as much in favor of the 
tarifas the Senator from Pennsylvania; but when 
a thing has been discussed and taken the whole 
morning hour, and when I know that if I call it 
up again we shall have to go through the same 
discussion again, I think, when we are so near 
the vote on it, we ought to take it. I think it will 
forward business and forward your tariff bill also. 
Now, one word about this joint resolution. Gen- 
tlemen say I cannot tell how much is due. Ido 
not pretend to do so; but the bill is guarded at 
every point. These men have performed certain 
services, and the Postmaster General has all the 
vouchers to show exactly how much is due. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will 
suggest.to the Senator that the question is on the 
motion to postpone, which does not involve the 
merits of either of the bills. 

Mr. WADE. I wish for but one moment to 
say that I do not think there can be any doubt that 
a just conclusion can be come to on this bill, pro- 
vided your executive officers are honest. If they 
are not, I cannot warrant you anything, and you 
cannot do business then. If they will magnify a 
$16,000 claim to $130,000, it only shows that they 
do not act properly. 

Mr. GRIMES. ‘I should like to know if we are 
going into a discussion on this motion. If so, I 
shall follow the Senator from Ohio. 

Mr. WADE. Jam not going into it; but the 
Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. Crang] said 
I could not tell how much was due. I admit that; 
because there is a contract for this service, and 
the bill leaves it to the Department to pay accord- 
ing to the contract for the service actually ren- 
dered, and they have all the vouchers before them 
to show what that was, and I dare trust them with 
that. Thatis all. . 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I want to say one word 

as to the considerations which will control my 

vote in this matter, without expressing any opin- 
ion as to the Giddings claim; whether shall 
vote for or against it. My experience in the Sen- 

ate since I have been here is, that we have lost a 

great deal more time in these disputes about 

which bill should have the precedence, than has 

ever been gained for any particular bill; and I 

think that the true course to economize ume Is, 

when you have got a bill up to adhere to it till 
you finish it, especially when it is a billlike this, 
where there is a motion made to lay it on the 


‘table 


| Nicholson, Potk, Powell, Rice, Saulsbury, Thomson, 


; Clark, Doolittle, Fessenden, Foot, Foster, Grimes, Harlan, 


That isa test vote; you cannot discuss it; 
you are bound to come directly to a vote. If'we 
proceed with this bill, we shall have a vote at. 
once; and it would have taken place long ago if 
the Senator from Pennsylvania had not interposed: 
with his tariff. [think he'will never get his tariff 
bill through by such-a course of policy as that.- 
There was nothing to do but take the yeas and 
nays, when he began protesting here in regard to 
the tariff. No debate was in order; the motion 
was to lay this joint resolution on the table. Jt 
would have been a test vote, and decided very 
soon. Now, itis not because I am opposed to 
the measure of which the Senator from Rhode 
Island has charge, but because [think it the better 
way to dispatch the business of the Senate to 
hold on to a measure when you have got it in a 


postion where you are ready to vote upon it; and || 


think we shall find ‘the tariff bill will sooner 
pass if we adopt that course, and hold on to it; 
for I shall vote with ‘the Senator from Pennsyl- 
vania to hold on to it when we have it-wnder con- 
sideration; but I think we had better get rid of this 
joint resolution now, and not take up to-morrow 
with it. 

Mr. CAMERON. Iam always willing to be 
lectured by my friends; and, as the gentleman is 
with me on the tariff, I am willing that he should 
say what he has said; but I think it was not in 
very good taste, notwithstanding it came from 
him. This bill occupied the time allotted by the 
rules for its consideration. Thè time came by the 
clock when the tariff bill was in order, and, by 
the proper rules of the Senate, that moment the 
hammer should have come down and the tariff 
bill should have been taken up. The true course, 
in my view, different from that of the Senator 
from Illinois, is, to take everything in order. 
When you fix a particular bill for a particular 
hour on a certain day, when that time comes, take 
it up and dispose of it. One good rule in business 
is, to do one thing ata time; and if we had fol- 
lowed thatrule in this casé, when we occupied all 
the timeallotted to this bill, we should havestopped 
and gone to the other. ‘Besides that, the motion 
of the Senator from Ohio is to postpone the tariff 
bill for the purpose of disposing of this. That 

ostponement puts it out of the way, and puts it 

eyond the reach of its order. If it was a mere 
motion to let it go by common consent and take 
this up, I should have made no objection, but 
when there is danger of losing this important bill, 
I cannot stand here quict, notwithstanding ‘the 
gentleman says he is going to vote with me. I 
have no great objection to his giving me a lecture. 
The lecture I take in good part; but I do not ap- 

rove of the reasons. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is 
on postponing the order of the day for the purpose 
of continuing the House joint resolution No. 62. 

The question being taken by yeas and nays, 
resulted—yeas 27, nays 20; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Baker, Bayard, Bright, Clingman, Crit- 
tenden, Dixon, Douglas, Durkee, Fitch, Green, Gwin, Hale, 
Hemphill, Johnson of Tennessee, Kennedy, Lane, Latham, 


‘Trumball, Wade, Wigfail, and Wilkinson—27. 
NAYS—Messrs. Anthony, Bigler, Bingham, Bragg, Cam- 
eron, lark, Coliamer, Doolittle, Pessenden, Foot, foster, 
Grimes, King, Morrill, Pearce, Seward, Simmons, Sum- 
ner, ‘Fen Eyck, and Wilson—20. ` 
So the motion was agreed to. 


The PRESIDING OFTICER. The question 
before the Senate is the amendment of the Senator 
from Pennsylvania to the amendment of the Sen- | 
ator from New Hampshire. 

Mr. KING. There was a motion to lay on the 
table. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It is moved 
and seconded that the joint resolution be laid on 
the table. 

Mr. LATHAM called for the yeas and nays, 
and they were ordered; and being taken, resulted 
—yeas 21, nays 25; as follows: 


YEAS- Messrs. Anthony, Bingham, Bragg, Cameron, 


King, Morrill, Pearce, Seward, Simmons, Sumner, Ten 
Eyck, Trumbull, Wilkinson, and Wilson—21. 

_ NAYS—Messrs. Baker, Bigler, Bright, Chandler, Cling- 
man, Crittenden, Dixon, Douglas, Fitch, Green, Gwin, 
Hale, Hemphill, Johnson of ‘Tennessce, Kennedy, Lane, 
Latham, Nicholson, Polk, Powell, Rice, Saulsbury, Thom- 
son, Wade, and Wigfall-—25. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question 


from New ‘Hampahi 
-and insert forty.?” 


“on that ‘proposition, before T 


now is on the amendment of the Senator from | 
Pennsylvania to the amendment of the Senator i 


‘Mr: GRIMES. As Tam 


some information from the Post Office Com 


very correct one, I think, for our government as 
Senators here—that. we. should’ not regard the 
amount that. is asked for, but always. pay. 
ticular attention to the equity.and justice 0] 
claim. -I desire to do 80 Tea ow what justiceis; 
but I want to do justice not only to'the individuals - 
for whose benefit a claim is sought to be passed 
through Congress, but justice to the Government 
and to the people whom I represent. I find by 
the report whichis submitted by'the Committee 
on the Post Office and ‘Post ‘Roads, that they as- 
certain, according to the principles stated by them, 
that the arnount of the claim which'Mé:Guiddi 
has against the' Government is°$159,530''6 
Mr. WIGFALL. “Will the Senator’ allow the 
a moment to maké an explanation? Ashas‘already 
been two or three times certainly explained, the 
report and the billdo not correspond. Thereport 
is for damages. The bill or joint resolution’ ex- 
cludes damages. The'report goes on—I do not 
know who wrote it; it is from the other Housé— 
and states the facts and the damages that would 
arise; and then, ignoring. their reasoning, ‘they 
report a joint resolution excluding damages and 
asking only for pay for the actual service done. 
Mr. GRIMES. If the Senator from Texas had 
read this report more critically than he seems to 
have read it, he would have discovered that’he is 
mistaken. Iwill read the contluding clause of 
the report; Bay EERE IE AR Se 
From July 1, 1860, to January 1, 1861; the contract’ price 
would be $98,224,'of which the memorialist has received 
$35,000, Jeaving due to him for the past six.months.$63,224, 


| making an aggregate’ of $159,530: 60.which would seem to 


be necessary to repair the violations of this contract... ‘This 
estimate, it will be perceived, leaves out of the calculation 
all questions of consequential damage; of which testimony 
has been produced that the sum is very large. 5! 

The Senator, therefore, will perceive that he is 
mistaken, It is $159,530 60, according’ to’ the 
report of the committee upon whose recommend- 
ation we are asked to act here, leaving out these 
conscquential damages to which the Senator from 
Texas has referred. Now, the question T want 
to propound to this committee is this: after giving 
us this report, and saying that thereis due to Mr. 
Giddings from thisGovernmentdirectly ,andwith- 
out regard to consequential damages, $159,530 60, 
and acting upon the principle which they have 
attempted to enforce upon us here to-day, that we 
should regard the justice and equity of the claim 
solely, and not its amount, how is it that they row 
come in and propose to pay Mr. Giddings only 
$70,000? Why do they ignore this amount ot 
$100,000 which they say is justly dué to him, and 
yet they are unwilling to pay it? | ey 

Mr. HEMPHILL. 1 move to amend’ the 
amendment by inserting the words——— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chairwill 
state to the Senator that a motion to amend can- 
not now be entertained, as the question ison an , 
amendment to an amendment. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. Iwill state theamendment 
I intend to offer. It will be to this effect... The 
joint resolution now reads: ‘That George TI. 
Giddings be paid forservices on route 8076.” The 
amendment that I will offer will make it read: 
« That George H. Giddings be paid for services on 
that portion of route 8076 which liés between El 
Paso and San Antonio, in Texas.” That would 
leave out all this other matter. i 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question 
is on the amendment to the amendment. ` 

Theamendmentto theamendment was rejected, 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question 
now is on the amendment offered by. the Senator 
from New Hampshire to insert the words: “jot 
excecding in amount $70,000." 0 005 

The amendment was agreed to. :; 


Mr. BRAGG. It seems tome that, with-that 
amendment, the resolution bears a contradiction 
upon its face. The joint.resolution provides 

That George H. Giddings be paid for services on route 
8026, in accordance with the order of Postmaster General 
A. V. Brown, of October 23, 1858, after deducting wlat- 
ever has been received thereon up to June 30; 1861, &e. 
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February 15, 


‘Now,:what was that order? [have the report 
of the committee before me, and it.appears that 
that order, upon the new arrarigement then made 
by Mr, Brown with these persons, was.to this 
effect: wer 

«This new contract was made by the order of Postmas- 
ter General Brown, dated 23d of. October, 1858, whereby 
the service was discontinued from El Paso to Fort Yuma, 
put was increased to a weekly service from Fort Yuma to 
San: Diego, and from San ‘Antonio, in Texas, ‘to the point 
of junction with the great overland mail to. California,’ at 
the compensation, for:this new and. improved service, of 
eed per year, the service to commence Ist January, 

859.92 : eerie rat 

So, sir, the joint resolution, as it came from 
the, House, and as it has been pressed here day 
after day, proposed to pay Giddings the sum of 
$196,448 a year, according to the order of Post- 
master General Brown, made on the 23d of Octo- 
ber, 1858; and the Senator from Iowa has already 
told us what the committee stated that sum would 
amount to, continued up to the month of July, 
4861; that it would amount to one hundred and 
fifty thousand and some dollars. We have had 
this resolution pressed, day after day, before the 
Senate for the allowance of that amount, upon 
the basis which the committee have made here, 
and upon a calculation which they gave at the 
end of their report, that it will amount to that 
sum, We were told this morning, by the honor- 
able Senator from New Hampshire, that these 
parties were willing to take six months’ pay in 
full. Whatis that? Why, sir, that would amount 
to $98,224, being half the amount due to them 
according to the order of Postmaster Gencral 
Brown, of October 23, 1858; which was the basis 
upon which the resolution says the Department 


-ghall settle this claim.. We want to know what | 


that will amount to; and, after a good deal of de- 
bate on the subject, at last, the honorable Senator 
from New Hampshire tells us that these partics 
will be content with $70,000, if we will agrec to 
put that in the bill. 

Now, Mr. President, itis a little extraordinary, 
it strikes me—and it goes to show how this kind 

‘of legislation gets through—that, after this reso- 
lution is pressed here day by day, involving an 
amount clear upon its face, according to the re- 
port of the committee, of a hundred and fifty- 
nine thousand and some hundred dollars; then we 
are told further that the partics will be content 
with $98,224; and then, after further discussion, 
when the friends of the bill are pressed to let us 
know the amount really involved, we are told 
that the parties would be content with $70,000. 
This is a wonderful falling off in a very short 
time. 

I confess, for myself, that I am not at all satis- 
fied about this matter. It strikes me as very ex- 
traordinary, when parties come here and claim 
$159,000, and their claim is pressed day by day, 
that they should first fall and agree to accept 
$98,000, and then, in a few minutes afterwards, 
when the matter is further pressed, thatthey should 
agree to take $70,000. I want to know, really, 
what is the amount due, what it is that these par- 
ties are entitled to, what they will be content with. 
I am willing to vote whatever may be really duc 
to them; but I am not willing to vote in the dark. 
I have not yet heard from any gentleman as to the 
services performed by these parties, and as to the 
amount they are really entitled to. It seems that 
there is to be an amount hereafter to be ascertained 
in the way of damages. 

Mr. WIGFALL. Thejointresolution excludes 
damages. 

Mt. BRAGG. The report proposes to put this 
matter on the ground that they had made a con- 

_ tract and carried this mail at $196,000 year; and 
that, inasmuch as they performed the trips—al- 
though the Postmaster General directed a discon- 
tinuance of part of the service—the Government 
would pay for what had been done, and continue 
the service at that rate up to June 30, 1861. Then 
they reduced the amount to six months’ pay, as 
I have stated, and then down to $70,000; and how 
much lower they will reduce it, 1 should like to 
know. 

Mr. HALE. It seems to me, that the ground 
assumed by the Senator from North Carolina and 
my colleague, goes upon the supposition that we 
have no use of any accounting officers; that the 
five hundred or a thousand accounting officers 
that we bave at the other end of the avenue are 
of no use; that we must do all their work here. 


ficulty i$ not ofthat kind. I think they are of some 


The bill sends this.matter there, to be settled on 
principles of equity and justice. That is all. 

Now, before I sit down, I wish to say. another 
word that I am sorry to be under the necessity of 
saying.. I am told that, my colleague spoke in 
relation to a bill that was passed at the last ses- 
sion, and suggested thatsome of us who took some 
partin it might regretitnow. He seemed to think 
that in that matter there had been some unwise 
and injudicious action. I was assailed for my 
action on that bill by a scurrilous and infamous 
sheet in Boston. 

Mr. CLARK. My colleague will allow me to 
say that I did not fora moment advert to him; 
and lam sorry that anybody should so under- 
stand me. 

Mr. HALE. I did not hear the remark, but I 
was so told. While Iam up, I will say, in re- 
gard to that bill, that, if there is anybody on God’s 
earth who has any repentance to indulge in on 
account of it, I am not that one. I acted on that 
matter with intelligence and the integrity I pro- 
fess; and I have never seen occasion to retract a 
single word that I uttered, or a single act that I 
did in regard to it. 

Mr. CLARK. Ido not know that it is neces- 
sary that I should repeat to the Senate that I had 
not the least allusion to my colleague, or anything 
that he said. I have too much confidence in him 
to suppose that he would actin the way indicated. 
I want to make one remark in regard to the sug- 
gestion of my colleague, now, that I and others 
seem to think we have no use for any accounting 
officers at the other end of the avenue. My dif- 


service; but what I want of those accounting of- 
ficers is, to state the account before we vote, and 
then let us vote after they have stated it, and not 
vote first and state afterwards, 

Mr. FESSENDEN. Allow me to make a.sug- 
gestion to my friend from New Hampshire. The 
accounting officers act very well when they state 
accounts under legal provisions, as they are bound 
to do; but there is hardly an instance within my 
recollection, since I have been here, where you- 
have abandoned legal principles and allowed them 
to settle an account on principles of equity and 
justice, as you call it, thus giving them an unlim- 
ited discretion, that we have not had cause to re- 
pent of it; and I will never vote for another bill 
giving that authority, 

Mr, CLARK. Isit in order now to move to 
amend the bill.further? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Itis still open 
to amendment. 

Mr. CLARK. I move to amend it by adding 
the following proviso: 

Provided, That the said amount shall be received by the 
said Giddings, in full payment of all services performed on 
said route, and in full satisfaction of any claim for dam- 


ages arising out of any discontinuance of any part of the 
service ou the same, 


I offer this amendment, so that if we pass this 
joint resolution, it may settle the whole matter, 
and he have no further claim for any services or 
damages. 

_ Mr, WIGFALL and others. 
in. 

Mr. CLARK. Iwas notaware of it. I with- 
draw the amendment, if the provision is in the 
joint resolution already. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. Now I move the amend- 
ment which I suggested some time since, in line 
three, after the word ‘on ” to insert “that pgr- 
tion of the;’’and in line four, after the word ‘six ”’ 
to insert, “lying between El Paso and San An- 
tonio;’’ so that it will read: 

That George H. Giddings be paid for services on that i 


portion of the route number 8075, Iying between El Paso į 
and San Antonio, &c. 


The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. BRAGG. I moveto strike out the words, 
“ in accordance wiih the order of Postmaster Gen- 
eral A. V. Brown, of October 23, 1858,” because 
the resolution as it now stands fixes the amount. 

Mr. WIGFALL. I do not understand what 
the meaning of the resolution will be if those 
words be stricken out. According to what rule 
is he to be paid? 

Mr. BRAGG. If the honorable Senator from 
Texas will aliow me a moment, I will state. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. There is so 


That is already 
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much disturbance on the floor that the business of 
the Senate is interrupted. Senators will please | 


w 
take their seats and come to order, and the busi- 
ness of the Senate must be suspended until that 
is done. ‘ i 
Mr. BRAGG. Iadmit, Mr. President, that the 
amendment is not a vital or material one. Ifthe 
Senator from Texas had listened to what I said 
when I made a few remarks before, I think he 
would have scen the propriety of the amendment 
that Í offer. L stated that these words applied to 
a modification of the contract which Postmaster 
General Brown made at that time, and by which 
these contractors were allowed for weekly service 
over this route $196,000 a year, and the report and 
the resolution proposed to settle this matter at the 
Department in accordance with that modification 
of the contract, which is called in, the resolution an 
‘* order;”’ but on reference to’ the report, the fact 
appears to be that that order was a modification 
of the contracgediscontinuing the service on part 
of the route, and increasing theservice on another 
part. If these words remain in the bill now, they 
contradict what follows, because the Department 
cannot settle on that basis. As I understand the 
provision now, it is simply to pay to these par- 
ties a specified sum in lieu of all the amounts they 
are entitled to under their contract, and for dam- 
ages, upon this route. Itis to be received in full. 
Mr. HEMPHILL. The contract of Postmas- 
ter General Brown, of October, 1858, allowed him 
for the whole service between San Antonio and 
El Paso, and between Fort Yuma and San Diego, 
$196,458a year. On the 14th of April, 1859, Post- 
master General Holt, through his Assistant, Mr. 
Dundas, reduced the service between San An- 
tonio and El Paso from weekly to semi-monthly, 
and also between San Diego and Fort Yuma in 
the same way, reducing the whole pay then to 
$120,000. Afterwards, on the 4th of February, 
1860, that portion of the line which lies between 
San Diego and Fort Yuma was cut off entirely, 
and $28,695 taken from the compensation of 
$120,000, leaving, then, the contract price for the 
service between Fil Paso and San Antonio, $91,405. 
As the joint resolution now stands, he is to be 
paid for the trips that he performed on that por- 
tion of the route, according to the contract price 
of $91,405. If he performed the service for six 
months, as I understand that a proposition has 
been made to pay for six months’ service, he 
would be paid one half the amount of the annual 
pay, so that it would not amount to more than 
$45,000. It may amount to something in addi- 
tion; but the idea which has been advanced here, 
that there will be an extravagant allowance, cx- 
ists altogether in the imagination of Senators. 
The amendment of Mr. Brace was rejected. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. If no other 
amendment be proposed, the question is: ‘Shall 
the amendments which have been made be en- 
grossed, and the joint resolution be read a third 
time?” 

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed, 
and the joint resolution to be read a third time. 
The resolution was read the third time. 

Mr. GRIMES. I ask for the yeas and nays 
on the passage of the joint resolution. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and being 
taken, resulted—yeas 25, nays 15; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Baker, Bigler, Bright, Chandler, Cling- 
man, Dixon, Durkee, Fitch, Moot, Green, Hale, Hemphill, 
Johnson of ‘T'ennessee, Kennedy, Lane, Latham, Morrill, 
Polk, Powel), Rice, Seward, Simmons, Wade, Wigfall, 
and Wilkinson—24. 

_NAYS—Messrs. Bingham, Bragg, Cameron, Clark, Doo- 
little, Fessenden, Foster, Grimes, Harlan, King, Saulsbury 
Sumner, Ten Eyck, Trumbull, and Wilson-—-Lo. 


So the joint resolution was passed. 
MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. A 
A message from the House of Representatives, 


iby Mr. Forney, its Clerk, announced that the 


House had passed a bill (No. 996) for the relief 
of Azel Spalding, in which the concurrence of tho 
Senate was requested. - 

The message further announced that the House 
had passed the bill of the Senate (No. 274) for 
the relief of Townsend Harris, his heirs, or legal 
representatives. 


NEW TERRITORIES. 
he PRESIDING OFFICER. The special 
order of the day, which was postponed to con- 


sider the resolution just passed, was the tariff bill. 


oe SUMMONS. {now move to take up that 
ill. 


1861, 
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Mr. GREEN. T-beg thë Senator to allow me 
to postpone that bill for two minutes. 

Mr. SIMMONS, It was allowed to be post- 
poned one minute to consider the resolution just 
passed, and it took an hour; and if it is now post- 

oned two minutes for another subject, I suppose 
it will take hours. I would give way with great 
pleasure if I could do so, but I really cannot. 

Mr. GREEN. I will’ state my purpose, and 
then the Senator will understand it. It is to take 
up two territorial bills and make them the special 
order for to-morrow at one o’clock. 

Mr. SIMMONS. Certainly; I will yield to that. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will 
be laid aside informally, by common consent, for 
that purpose. >- 

Mr. SIMMONS. Merely to refer the bills. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. Itis not to refer. {tis 
to make them the special order for to-morrow. 
Iwill not agree to it. I hope the Senator will 
not give way to it. We have appropriation bills 
on the table that ought to be considered then. 

Mr. GREEN. I desire to state that the chair- 
man of the Committee on Territories, in the other 
House, told me it was important that we should 
pass these bills this week. We shall have no 
debate upon them. 

Mr. SEWARD. Make them the special order 
for to-morrow, at half past twelve o’clock. 

Mr. GREEN. Very well; I agree to that. It 
is after'a conference with the chairman of the Ter- 
ritorial Committee in the House that I make the 
motion. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill now 
before the Senate will be laid aside by common 
consent, 

Mr. GREEN. I move to take up those bills, 
and make them the special order for to-morrow, 
at half past twelve o’clock. 

Mr.SEWARD. That can be done by common 
consent, 

There being no objection, the bill (S. No. 562) 
to provide a temporary government for the Ter- 


vitory-of Dakota, and to create the office of sur- ; 


veyor general therein, and the bill (S. No. 563) 
to organize the Territory of Nevada, were sev- 
erally taken up, and postponed to, and made the 
special order of the day for, to-morrow at half 
past twelve o’clock. 


THE TARIEF, 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
resumed the consideration of the bill (H. R. No. 
338) to provide for the payment of outstanding 
Treasury notes, to authorize a loan, to fix the 
duties on imports, and for other purposes. 

Mr. SIMMONS. I hope we shall commence 
at the fifth section, and proceed with the amend- 
ments reported from the sclect committec. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Poux in 
the chair.) That course will be pursued, if there 
be no objection. 

Mr. GREEN. I suggest to the Senator that 
this is a very important bill, and Idonot wantany 

_ private matter to interfere with it; but F ask him 
to permit me 


Mr. SIMMONS. We are ready to go on with | 


the bill, if the Senator is ready. : 
Mr. GREEN. Of course I will go on with it; 
but I ask him to permit a private bill to come up 
and pass for the reliefof Haym Salomon. There 
will be no discussion on it. If there is a discus- 
sion, I will not press it. 
Mr. GRIMES. There will be. , 
Mr. GREEN. Well, if there will be, I will 
not press it. Will there be any discussion ? 
Mr. WILSON. It will take a week. | 
Mr.GREEN,. My friend from Wisconsin (Mr. 
Durkee] has charge of the bill; but if he will not 
press it, E will. (‘*Oh,nol??] Iwill not urge it. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary 


will read the first amendment to the fifth section | 


of the tariff bill. g 

The Secretary read it, in the second line of the 
fifth section, to strike out ‘* October next” and 
insert “ April, A. D. 1861,” so as to make the 
rates of duties fixed by the bill take effect “from 
and after the Ist day of April, A. D. 1861.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was in line fifteen of the 
fifth section, to strike out “€ not above number 
twelve, Dutch standard, by claying, boiling, clar- 
ifying, or other process;”’ so as to make the clause 
read: “on white and clayed sugars, when ad- 


vanced beyond the raw state and not yet refined, 
icent per pound.” gt Syahesde ee 


The amendment was agreed to: 

The next amendment was in the-seventeenth 
line of the fifth section, to insert ** and one fourth 
of one;”? so as to make the duty on white and 
clayed sugars, advanced beyond the raw state and 
not refined, 14 of 1 cent per pound. ` 

The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was in the fifth section, 
to strike out, in the classification of the duties on 
sugars, in lines seventeen, eighteen, and nineteen, 
these words: ‘‘advanced above number twelve, 
Dutch standard, and not yet refined, 14 cent per 

3 è 
pound. ; $ 

Mr. WILSON. I hope that Dutch standard 
will not be stricken out of the bill. 

Mr. SIMMONS. I withdraw it, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amend- 
ment is withdrawn, 

The next amendment was to strike out the 
following proviso, at the end of the fifth section: 

“Provided, That a)l syrups of sugar, or of sugar cane, 
concentrated molasses, or coucentrated melado, entered 
under the denomination of molasses, or any other appella- 
tion than syrup of sugar or of sugar cane, concentrated mo- 
lasses, or concentrated melado, shall be liable to forfeiture 
to the United States: Provided, That an inspection, under 
such regulations as the Secretary of the Treasury may pre- 
scribe, shall be made of ali sugars and molasses imported 
from foreign countries, in order to prevent frauds, and the 
introduction of sugars, syrup of sugar, syrup of cane, con- 
centrated molasses, or concentrated melado, or bottling 
syrup, under the title of molasses, or in any other manner.’ 

The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was in line sixteen of the 
sixth section, to strike outthe word ‘fand ” before 
“port,” and ir line seventeen, to insert ‘ cham- 
pagne and sparkling wines, Burgundy,andhock;”’ 
so as to make the clause read: 

On Madeira, sherry, port wines, champagne, and spark- 
ling wines, Burgundy, and hock, in casks or bottles, sev- 
enty-five cents per gallon. 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. 1 desire to inquire of my 
friend from Rhode Island, who has charge of this 
bill, whether thereis anything in that provision 
of this bill in conflict with our treaty with Por- 
tugal. 

Mr. BIGLER. The object of it is to obviate 
that difficulty. 

Mr. SIMMONS. It was 
that objection to the original 
ment was intreduced. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was to strike out in sec- 
tion six, lines eighteen, nineteen, twenty, twenty- 
one, and twenty-two, the following words: 

“On champagne and sparkling wines, Burgundy, and 
hock, in bottles, $1 per gallon, in casks, 50 cents per gallon ; 
on claret, Marscilles, Teneriffe, Sicily, Canary, and Malaga 
wines, in casks or bottles, 30 cents per gallon.? 


The amendment was agrecd to. 


The next amendment was in section six, line 
twenty-three, to insert, ‘three and one third ”’ 
after ‘‘thirty;’? so as to make the clause read: 


« On all other wines not enumerated, 33} per centum ad 
valorem. 


The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was in line thirty-one of 
section six, to strike out “ six and insert * one ”’ 
before *‘dozen;’’ so as to make the proviso read: 


Provided further, That brandies or other spirituous liquors 
may be imported in bottles, when the package shall contain 
not less than one dozen; and all bottles shall pay a separate 
duty, &c. 


The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was in section six, lines 
thirty-seven and thirty-cight, to insert, ‘‘three 
and one third ”’ after ‘‘ thirty ;” so as to make the 
clause read: : 

On all spirituous liquors not enumerated, 33} per centum 
ad valorem. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was in section six, line 
thirty-nine, to strike out “ 50 cents per. pound,” 
and insert, ** valued at $5 or under per thousand, 
20 cents per pound; over $5 and not over $10, 
40 cents per pound; and over $10, 60 cents per 
pound;”’ so as to make it read: 

On cigars of all kinds, valued at #5 or under per thou- 
sand, 20 cents per pound; over $5 and notover $10, 40 cents 
per pound; and over G10, 60 cents per pound; and in addi- 
tion thereto 10 per centum ad valorem. 

Mr. GRIMES. Ishould like to inguirc of some 
member of the committee. what difference this 


peccisely to obviate 
il that this amend- 


makes: im the:rates? = What ‘is ‘the + 
now fixed? Is this amendment, calculated: to/pro: 
tect, in any degree, the manufacturers ofvcigars? 

Mr. COLLAMER... Itis: to protect: the Amer- 
ican manufacturer, to some extent, in relation-to 
the light cigars. On ‘the high-priced. Havana 
cigars, we put a high duty; for the purpose of 
putting a tax upon luxuries. In relation to the 
cheap cigars, the German’ cigars, thére it wasa 
measure to protect American ‘manufacturers; for 
they are made of American:tobacedy urip S 

Mr. SEWARD. E desire to:know-of the Sen- 
ator from Vermont if I correctly understand‘him 
that-he regards cigars-as luxuries; because haye 
come to regard them asanecessary oflife. [Laugh 
ters i $ i : poy 

t. COLLAMER. We tax 
ground. i o 
The amendment was agreed-tos o | iot 
The next amendment was, ip. section seven, to 
strike out “ six’? and. insert “*seven;” in line six, 
to strike out “one inch and a half,” in le seven, 
and insert ‘* two. inches;’’ to. strike out “five 
eights of one,” in line eight, and insert: one half 
an;’’ to strike out “three,” in-line nine, and: in- 
sert “ four; to strike out‘ five eighths of one,’’ 
in line ten, and insert ‘one half anj’’ to strike 
out “t three,” in line eleven, and insert * fouz,” 
soas to make the section read: : : ; 

Sec. 7. And be it further enacted, That from and after 
the day and year aforesaid, there sliall be Jevied, collected, 
and paid, on the importation of the articles hereinafter men- 
tioned, the following duties, that is to say: First, on bar 
iron, roiled or hammered, comprising flats, not less than 
one inchor more than seven inches, wide, nor less than one 
quarter of an inch or more than two inches thick; rounda, 
not less than onë half an inch or more than four inches in 


diameter; and squares, not less than.one:half an inch or 
more than four inches square, fifteen dollars per ton, 


The amendment was agreed to.: $ 
The next amendment was, to insert in line ff- 


themi ‘on that 


teen of the Seventh section: 
And provided further, hat none of the above iron shall 
pay `a less rate of duty that 20 per centum ad valorem. ° 
The amendment was agreed to. © 
The next amendment was in, line twenty-two 
of the seventh section, to insert “ drawn and fin- 
ished;’’ so as to make the clause read; 0% 


On irun wire, drawn and finished, not more.than one 
fourth of one inch iù diameter, nor less than No.16 wire 
gauge, 75 cents per one hundred pounds, and'l5 per centum 
ad valorem. : lo ra 


The amendment was agreed to.. k 
_ The next amendment was in line thirty-one, to 
insert before the word “on,” the words +‘ on tire 
for locomotives, or parts thereof, and;’* so as to 


ji make the clause read: 


On tire for locomotives, or parts thereof, and on all other 
descriptions of rolled or hammered iron, not otherwise 
provided for, $20 per ton. 


The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was in line forty-eight, to 
insert after the word ‘* thereof,”’ the words “and, 
anvils;? so as to make the clause read: i 

On iron cables or chains, or parts thereof, and: anvils 
$1 25 per one hundred pounds. f 

The amendment was agreed to. PR 


Mr. SIMMONS. I wish to suggest an amend- 
ment in line forty-five of that section, to strike 
out the words ‘< for nails, nuts, and horse-shoes;”? 
so that it will be simply for slit rods, without 
stating the object for which they are to be used. 

Mr. HUNTER. I will suggest to the Senator 
from Rhode Island, before he passes upon that 
subject, that he has got two duties on anvils. 
The word ‘‘anvils,’? in the fiftieth line of the 
amended ‘bill, ought to bo stricken out. If it is 
introduced in the forty-eighth line, it ought to be 
stricken out in the fiftieth. 

Mr. BIGLER. That was intended to be in- 
cluded in the amendment, 

Mr. SIMMONS. We have not 
that line yet. Us 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question 
is on striking out the words mentioned by the 
Senator from Rhode Island, in line forty-five after 
the word “ rods,” to strike out the words “ for 


got down to 


i nails, nuts, and horse shoes;”’ so that it will read: 


Fourth. On band and hoop iron, ang slit rods, not other- 
wise provided for, $20 perton. .., es 


The amendment was agreed to. ; 

Mr. SIMMONS. Imove,in the forty-ninth 
and fiftieth lines, to strike out the words ‘and 
anvils.” They have been provided for aboye. 
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c i MreBIGLER. Iwas about to make the same 
«motion. ; a 
+ Phe amendment was agreed to. s 
The next amendment was in line fifty-two of 
“geetion seven; to insert the word “and” after 
gcrews;’’ so as to read: : 
“On bed screws and wrought hinges, 1} cent per pound. 
‘The amendment was agreed to. 


. The.next amendment was-in. lines sixty-six 
and sixty-seven.of the seventh section, te strike 
out #41 25 cents per hundred pounds,’’ and insert 
= and on: wrought iron nuts and washers, ready 
punched, $25 per,ton;’” go as to make the item 
read ; Saree ai ; 
On wrought iron railroad chairs, and on wrought fron 
snuts and washers, ready punchéd, $25 per ton. 
The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was in that portion of the 
seventh section relating to the duties on steel. ‘The 
section, as it’originally stood in that respect, was 
as follows: 

+ On all steel in ingots, bars, sheets, or wire, not less than 
one'fourth'of one inch in diameter, valued at7 cents per 
pound, or less, 1} cent per pound; valued at above 7 cents 
per pound, and not above L} cents per pound, 2 cents per 
pound; and valued at above 11 cents per pound, 2) cents 

_per pound: Provided, That no steel in any form shall pay 
aduty of less than 20 per centum ad valorem. 

The amendment was to strike out all after “2 
cents per pound,” and insert ‘steel in any form, 
not otherwise provided for, shall pay à duty of 

20 per centum ad valorem,” 
:The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. HUNTER. The Secretary has passed 
` overan amendment in line eighty-four, to strike 
out the words ‘‘ two inches and’’ in the clause 
relating to screws. 
Mr. SIMMONS. That was a mistake. There 
“was no amendment proposed to that clause. 
Those words should not have been put in italics. 
Mr. SAULSBURY. I wish to make an ex- 
planation in regard to my vote. IfI were to re- 
main here, I should vote against this tariff bill; 
but I have agreed to pair off with the Senator from 
New Jersey, [Mr. Tomson] who is in favor or 
“the bill. 
The next amendment was in line one hundred 
‘and four of the seventh section, to insert: 
-On cross-cut saws 8 cents per lineal foot. 
The amendment was agrecd to. 


The next amendment of the select committee 
‘was in section nine, line seventeen, to strike ont 
stof seven and a half pounds,” after the word 
t¢ gallon’? in the following item: : 

On linseed, flaxseed, hempseed, and rapeseed oil, 16 
cents per gailon'of seven and a half pounds. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


The next was in the tenth section, to strike out 
“on rice or paddy, 50 cents per hundred pounds,” 
and in licu of these words to insert: 

On cleaned rice, 1 cent per pound; on uncicaned rice or 
paddy, 50 cents per hundred pounds. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was in line six of the | 
eleventh section, to strike out ‘two’ and insert 
‘*four;’’ so as to make the duty on cloves 4 cents 
per pound, 

The amendment was agreed to. 


The next was in the thirteenth line of the elev- 
enth section, to strike out ‘“two,’’? and insert 
‘“three;’? so as to make the duty on figs 3 cents 
per pound, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next was to insert ‘‘Brusscls carpet, 
wrought by the Jacquard machine,” in the sixth 
line of section thirteen; so as to make the section 
read: 

Sec, 13. And be it further enacted, That from and after 
the day and year aforesaid there shall be levied, collected, 
and paid, on the importation of the articles hereinafter | 
mentioned, the following duties, that is to say: First, on 
Wilton, Saxony, and Aubusson patent velvet, Tournay 


velvet, and tapestry velvet carpets and carpeting, Brussels 


carpets wrought by the Jacquard. machine, and all medal- 
lion or whole carpets, valued at St 25 or under per syuare 
yard, 49 cents per square yard; valued at over $1 25 per 
square yara, 50 cents per square yard. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. SIMMONS. I propose: after the words | 
“ square yard,” in the cleventh line, to insert this 
proviso: . i 

‘Provided, That no carpets shall pay a less duty than | 


| seys, buckskins, doeskins, mixed sackings, 


25 per centum ad valorem. 


That is to dover the very costly carpets that 
cost $4 or $5 a square yard. . ; 

Mr. SEWARD. Will that include rugs? 

Mr. SIMMONS. No; only.the above specified 
carpets. . 

Mr. SEWARD. Why should it not include 
rugs also? : te 

Mr.SIMMONS. Iam perfectly willing to have 
it in if the rugs are of that costly description. 

Mr. SEWARD. The rugs want protection 
‘more than the other. i e. 

Mr. SIMMONS. It is necessary to put in my 
amendment here; and if you want an amendment 
for other goods, you can do it when you come to 
them. 

Mr. SEWARD. Why not add “or rugs” 
here? : 

Mr. SIMMONS. Very well. Put in “no car- 
pets or rugs.” 

The Secretary read the amendment as modified, 
to insert after the word ‘‘ yard,” in line eleven, 
of section thirteen: 


Provided, That no carpets or rugs of the above descrip- 
tion shall pay a duty of less than 25 per centum ad valo- 
rem. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment of the select committee 
was in line twelve of section thirteen, after the 
word ‘*carpeting,”’ to insert, “ printed on the warp 
or-otherwise;’’ so as to make the clause read: 


On Brussels and tapestry, Brussels carpet and carpeting, 
printed on the warp or otherwise, 30 cents per square yard. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The. next was in line thirty-five of section thir- 


| teen, to.strike out ‘sixteen ’’and insert** twelve.” 


‘Mr. SIMMONS. Mr.. Presigent—— 

Mr. BIGLER. I-would suggest to the Seriator 
from Rhode Island, as there are several changes 
in this section from 16 to 12 cents, we take one 
vote on all those amendments. 

Mr. SIMMONS. I was going to propose an 
amendment to this whole complication about 
square yards, at the suggestion of the Chamber 
of Commerce of the city of New York, which 1 
agreed to accept. I move to strike out all after 
the word “second,” in the twenty-sixth line of 
the thirteenth section, down to the words ‘ad 
valorem,” in the sixty-third line, covering about 
two pages of the bill—— 

Mr. HUNTER. I should be glad if the Sen- 
ator would raise his voice a little. We cannot 
hear him here. 

Mr. SIMMONS. I will raise it as loud as I 
can. I say that, in order to avoid the complica- 
tions of this square yard measurement, and so 
many schedules as there are now in this section 
about woolen goods, at the suggestion of a com- 
mittee from the New York Chamber of Com- 
merce, I have agreed to make this amendment: 
1 propose to strike out from the word ‘* second,” 
in the twenty-sixth line of the thirteenth section, 
to ‘ad valorem,” in the sixty-third line; and also 
to strike out after “ad valorem,” in the ninety- 
fourth linc, to the word ‘third,’ in the ninety- 
cighth line; and in lieu of the matter thus stricken 
out, to Insert: 

On woolen cloths, woolen shawls, and all manufactures 
of wool of every description, made wholly or in part of 
wool, not otherwise provided for, a duty of 12 cents per 
pound, and in addition thercto 25 per centum ad valorem. 


On endless bales for paper, and blanketing for printing 
machines, 25 per centum ad valorem. 


The portions of the thirteenth section proposed | 


to be stricken out are from line twenty-six to line 
sixty-three, as follows: 


On all woolen cloths, or cloths of which wool shall be 
the chief component material, fulled or milled, kerseys and 
plains, valued at 25 cents per square yard and ander, a duty 
of 20 per centum ad valorem ; on all cloths, cassimeres, ker- 
e cloths, 
habit cloths, ladies’ cloakings, fancies, twee jains, and 
felts, or goods of a similar character, valued at 25 cents and 
not exceeding 75 cents per square yard, a duty of 16 cenis 
per pound, and in addition thereto 20 per centum ad valo- 
rem: Provided, That all goods or cloths of the foregoing 
description, weighing not more than ten ounces per square 
yard, shall pay a duty of 16 cents per pound, and in addition 
thereto 25 per centum ad valorem ; valued at over 75 cents 
per square yard, a duty of 16 cents per pound, and in addi- 


| tion thereto 25 per centum ad valorem; on all beaver cloths, 


Duthil cloths, pilot cloths, petershams, felt cloths, or similar 
cloths, suitable for overcoats or blankets, and valued at Ql or 
less per square yard, a duty of 16 cents per pound, and in 
addition thereto 15 per centum ad valorem ; valued above 
$1 and not above $2 persquare yard, a duty of 16 cents.per 
pound, and in addition thereto 20-per coitum ad valorem; 
valued above $2 pcr square yard, a duty of 16 cents per 
pound, and in addition thereto 25 per centum ad valorem ; 
on all broadclotiis, twillcd or plain, valued at $1 or less per 
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square yard, a duty of 16 cents per pound, and in addition 
thereto 15 per centum ad valorem ; above $1 and not above 
$2 per square yard, 16 cents. per pound, and in addition 
thereto 20 per centum ad valorem; valued ‘above &2 per 
square yard, a duty of 16 cents per pound, and in addition 


thereto 25 per centum ad valorem. ` 


And also from lines ninety-four to ninety-eight, 
in the following words: i 


On woolen shawls, or shawls of which wool shallbe the 
chief. component material, a duty of 16 cents per pound, 
and in addition thereto, 20 per centuin ad valorem. 


The amendment was agreed to, 


The next amendment of the select committee 
was, in section thirteen, line sixty-nine, to strike 
out “or,” and insert “and not;’’ and after the 
word “over,” to insert “one dollar;” and to 
strike out ** sixteen,’’ and insert ‘‘ twelve;”’ so as 
to make the clause read: 


On woolen and worsted yarn, valued at 50-cents and not 
over $l per pound, 12 cents- per pound, and in addition 
thereto 15 per contum.ad valorem. : 


The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was, after the clause last 
amended, to insert in section thirteen, line sev- 


enty-one; 


On woolen and worsted yam, valued at over G1 per pound, 
12 cents per pound, and in addition thercto 25 per centum 
ad valorem, 


The amendment was agreed to. 


The next was, in line eighty-one of section 
thirteen, to strike out ‘‘sixteen,’’ and insert 
“í twelve; so as to make the clause read: 


On clothing, ready made, and wearing apparel of every 
description, composed wholly or in part of wool, made up 
or manufactured wholly or in part by the tailor, seamstress, 
or manufacturer, 12 cents per pound, and in addition there- 
to 25 per centum ad valorem. 


The amendment was agreed to. 


The next was, in line eighty-five of section 
thirteen, to strike out “10.cents. each,” and in- 
sert ‘6 cents per pound, and in addition thereto 
10 per centum ad valorem,” as the duty on blank- 
ets valued at not over 75 cents each, and of di- 
mensions not less than seventy-two by fifty-two 
inches. $ 

Mr. SIMMONS. Now I want to offer an 
amendment to cover all this blanket business, I 
have got information from the same committee 
that these blankets are all purchased by the pound 
weight, instead of by the square yard; and [nave 
drawn up an amendment to suit them. I move 
to strike out all after the word ‘ valorem,” in line 
eighty-two of page 21, to the word “in,” in line 
ninety-four, and insert, in lieu of the words 
stricken out: 

On blankets of all kinds, made wholly or in part of wool, 
valued at not exceeding 28 cents per pound, there shall be 
charged a duty of 6 cents per pound, and in addition thereto, 
10 per centum ad valorem. On all valued above 28 cents 
per pound and not exceeding 40 cents per pound, there shall 
be charged a duty of 6 cents per pound, and in addition 
thereto 25 per centum ad valorem. On all valued above 40 
cents per pound, there shall be charged a duty of 12 cents 
per pound, and in addition thereto 20 per centum ad valo- 
rem. 

I will briefly explain what the intention of this 
is. There are two classes of these blankets—one 
made from coarse wool, thatcosts 3 cents a pound. 
We put them at 6 centsa pound; and when we 
get to the finer blankets, costing over 40 cents a 
pound, we make them pay a duty of 12 cents. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


The words stricken out of the bill by this 
amendment are: 

“On blankets valued at not over 75 cents each, and of 
the dimensions not less than seventy-two by fifty-two 
inches, a duty of 10 cents each; on all other blankets, 
comprising Witney, Rose, Bath, Duflil, point, cradle, crib, 
Mackinaw, and horse blankets, composed wholly or in part 
of wool, and not exceeding in value the sum of 82 each, 16 
cents per pound, and in addition thereto 15 per centum ad 
valorem ; valued at over $2 each, 16 cents per pound, and 
in addition thereto 20 per centum ad valorem. 


The next amendment of the select committee 


| was in section thirteen, line one hundred, after the 


word * wool,” to insert “ gray or uncolored;”’ 
after “ and” to insert ‘‘ on;’’ and after “ all,’’ to 
insert ** other;’? soas to make the clause read: 


On all delaines, cashmere delaincs, muslin delaines, 
barege delaines, composed wholly or in part of wool, gray 
or uncolored, and on all other gray and uncolored goods of 
similar description, 25 per centum ad valorem. 


The amendment wasagreed to. 

The next wasin the same section, line one hun- 
dred and two, after the word ‘‘all,’’ to insert 
“stained, colored, or printed, and on all other;’’ 
so as to make the clause read: 

. And on all stained, colored, or printed, and on ali other 
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manufactures of wool, or of. which wool shall bea com- 
ponent material, not otherwise provided for, 30 per centum 
ad valorem.  . 


The amendment was agreed to. 


. The next amendment was in line one hundred 

and eight of the thirteenth section, to strike out 

‘thirty per centum advalorem,’’andinsert “and.” 
~ The. bill now reads: . 

« On oll-cloth for floors, stamped, painted, or printed, val- 
ued at 50 cents or less per square yard, 20 per centum ad 
valorem; valued at over 50 cents per square yard, 30 per 
centum ad valorem ; on all other oil-cloth, 30 per ceutum ad 
valorem.” 

The proposed amendment makes it read thus: 


On oil-cloth for floors, stamped, painted, or printed, val- 
ued at 50 cents or less per square yard, 20 per centum ad 
valorem ; valued at over 50 cents per square yard, and on 
all other oil-cloth, 30 per centum ad valorem. A 


The amendment was agreed to. 


The next was in line fifteen of section fourteen, 
to insert. 

On like goods, exceeding two hundred threads to the 
square inch, counting the warp and filling, 4 cents per 
square yard. 

So as to make. the section read: 

Sec. 14. And be it further enacted, That from and after 
the day and year aforesaid, there shall be levied, collected, 
and paid, on the importation of the articles hereinafter 
mentioned, the following duties, that is to say: First, On 
aj] manufactures of cotton not bleached, colored, stained, 
painted, or printed, and not exceeding one hundred threads 
to the square inch, counting the warp and filling, and ex- 
ceeding in weight five ounces per square yard, l cent per 
square yard ; on finer or lighter goods of like description, 
not exceeding one hundred and forty threads to the square 
inch, counting the warp and filling, 2 cents per square yard 5 
on goods of like description, exceeding one hundred and 
forty threads, and notexeceding two hundred threads to the 
square inch, counting the warp and filling, 3 cents per 
square yard ; on like goods, excecding two hundred threads 
to the square inch, counting the warp and filling, 4 cents 
per square yard. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


The next was in line twenty-four of section 
fourteen, to insert the words “ plain woven;”’ so 
as to make the proviso read: 


Provided, That upon all plain woven cotton goods not 
included in the foregoing schedules, and upon cotton goods 
of every description, the value of which shall exceed 16 
cents per square yard, there shall be levied, collected, and 
paid, a duty of 25 per centum ad valorem. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next was, so toamend the following clause 


of the fourteenth section: 

On spocl thread of cotton, containing fifty yards or less 
each, 2} cents per dozen spools; containing over fitty yards 
and not over one hundred yards each, 4 cents per dozen 
spools; containing one hundred yards and not over one 
hundred and fifty yards each, 6 cents per dozen spool ; con- 
taining over one hundred and fifty yards and not over two 
hundred yards each, 8 cents per dozen spools. 

As to make it read: 

On spool and other thread of cotton, 30 per centum ad 
valorem. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next was in line forty-six of section four- 
teen, to insert, after “cotton,” the words ‘and 
cotton velvet;’’ and to insert ‘five’ after ‘*twen- 
ty; so as to make the cause read: 

On shirts and drawers, wove or made ou frames, com- 
posed wholly of cotton, and cotton velvet, 25 per centum 
ad valorem. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next was in line five of section fifteen, to 
insert ‘five,’ after “ thirty;’’ so as to make the 
clause read: 

On unmanutactured hemp, $85. per ton. 

Mr. SEWARD. I wish to ask what the pres- 
ent daty is on unmanufactured hemp. 

Mr. SIMMONS. Twenty-four per cent. 

Mr. HALE. How mucha ton? 

Mr. SIMMONS. About $50 a ton. 
proposes $39 dollars. i 

Mr. POLK. I wish to call the attention of the 
Senator from Rhode Island to that section. It 
provides, first, that unmanufactured hemp shall 
pay a duty of $35 dollars per ton, and next, that 
‘ Manilla, and other hemps of India,” shail pay 
S15 por ton.”? I wish to know if the section 
means that Manilla hemp shall pay only $15 a 
ion, when other hemp shall pay $30? 

Mr. SIMMONS. That is what it means. 

Mr. POLK. Ishould like to know from the 
Senator from Rhode island the reasons for that 
distinction. 

_. Mr. SIMMONS. 


year; but I know. that, formerly, Russian hemp 
was just about twice the price of Manilla. Farm- 


This | 


I have not given any par- | 
ticular attention to the prices current of hemp this | 
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j erly, the value in market of Russian hemp.was 


about double that of Manilla hemp, and 1 pre- 
sume it is so still, This bill came from the House 
of Representatives with a duty- of $30. on Russian 
and $15 on Manilla hemp. The committee thought 
tbe Russian hemp ought to pay. $35; andso they 
put $5 more on it, and they thought ita-very low 
duty. We did not alter the other hemp duties at 
all, supposing that they were made on-a fair esti- 
mate of the market value of the article. 

Mr. GWIN. I observe that the duty is in- 
creased $5 a ton by the select committee beyond 
what the other House made it. What was the 
reason for the increase? 

Mr. SIMMONS. I have just stated—perhaps 
the Senator did not hear—that the committee 
thought $30 a ton on Russian hemp was not near 
a revenue duty, not more than 15 per cent., and 
we thought we could get.a little more duty on it; 
and that is the reason why we proposed to add 

jö more. 

Mr. POLK, Iam not familiar with this Ma- 
nilla hemp atall. The hemp that I am familiar 
with, mostly, is American hemp. I wish to know 
whether the proportion of duty on Russian hemp, 
for instance, at $35 per ton, is the same.as that on 
Manilla hemp at $15 per ton, or about the same? 

Mr. SIMMONS. Very near, I should think, 
T have not looked at the prices current of hemp 
for a number of years; but I dare say, if you look 
in former tariffs, which were based. on the foreign 
prices, you will find about that proportion. 1 
know what price Russian hemp used to be, but 
I am not familiar with it lately. The committee 
thought $30 a ton was not near as much as the 
present law, and that we ought to raise it, to get 
what revenue we could fairly get from it. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was in section fifteen, to 
strike out from lines seventeen to twenty-one, in- 
clusive, the following words: 

« Weighing not over one pound and a half per square yard, 
or imported under the designation of gunny cloth, or any 
other appellation, 2 cents per square yard; weighing over 
one pound and a half per square yard.” 

And to insert, in leu thereof, 

Valued at less than 10 cents per square yard, 


And in line twenty-two, to strike out §¢2:cents,” 
and insert “1 cent;”’ and after the word “pound,” 
in the same line, to insert the words ‘‘ over 10 
cents per square yard, 2 cents per pound.” 

So that the clause will read: 

On cotton bagging, or any other manufacture not other- 
wise provided for,-suitable for the uses to which cotton 
bagging is applied, whether composed in whole or in part 
of hemp, jute, or flax, or any other material, valued at less 
than 10 cents per square yard, 1 cent per pound; over 10 
cents persquare yard, 2 cents per pound. 


( I desire to modify the duty 


Mr. SIMMONS. 
on the first description of bagging by inserting 15 
cent instead of Lcenta pound. I do not think 1 
centis quite a revenue tariff. 

Mr. POLK. At what line will that amend- 
ment of the Senator come in? 

Mr. SIMMONS. In the twenty-second line. 
I desire to put the duty at 1} cent a pound, in- 
stead of 1 cent. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed 
to; and theamendment, as amended was adopted. 


Mr. POLK. Ishould like to call the attention 
of the Senator from Rhode Island to another ques- 
tion. Ihave received a letter which states that, 
under the tariff as it now stands, they have away 
of introducing hemp in winches, as the letter calls 
it. I believe itis hemp manufactured to a cer- 
tain point, thus escaping the duty. I should like 
to inquire of the Senator from. Rhode Island 
whether the duty on yarns—4 cents a pound on 
yarns—will embrace all the stages of manufac- 
ture from the raw article up to cordage ? 

Mr. SIMMONS. ! did not hear the Senator 
say in what form that hemp came. Was it in 
“ winches??? 

Mr. POLK. Yes, sir; I think that is the ex- 
pression. 

Mr. SIMMONS. The Senator can tell as well 
as I can. I never saw any of it. 

Mr.POLK. I wouldask the Senator whether, 
if the word “ hemp” were inserted before the word 
t“ yarns,” it would not probably meet the difi- 
culty to which my correspondent referred ? 

Mr. SIMMONS. 


i} and everything. 


| Tt must be in it; for this bill | 
| putsa duty on hemp, flax, yarn, Sisal grass, jute, 


‘The-next amendment of the committee wasin 
section seventeen; line five; torst! : 
| plate;” and ‘after the. word p 
occurs a second time, to’ strike out ‘the 
“ crown ;°” and after the word“ éylinder’? to strike: 
outthewords “ andother,??and insert !“or broad;?? 
so that the clause will reads: ooit Goti pit 

First; on rough ‘plate, cylinder, or: broad window glass, 
not exceeding ‘ten by fifteen inches, f cent per-square foot. 

Mr. SIMMONS. ` I wish to’make that I-cetit 
per square foot? As it néw stands, itis a'prac- 
tical reduction of the duties on the larger “sizes of 
glass. We did not think of it at the time we wére 
reducing the duty; byt on the large, sizes of a 
higher cost. we desire to have a duty 1 cent.a 
square foot, ‘as it was in the original bill. 

Mr. GWEIN. ‘I desire to move an amendment 
to'the whole: of that section, When this subject 
came up in the select committee, we agreed upon 
an amendment: to the section on ‘some facts that 
were brought before the committee by myself, cI 
received a letter from one of the largest import- 
ing houses in California on. ‘this subject 6 2 
duty on glass, in which it was stated: °° t = 

“J will add that our State consumes at present foreign 
glass only ; the American being unsuited to our märket in 
quality, and, owing to its inferior packages, totally unfit for 
transportation over owr mountains and through our valleys, 
and you can appreciate the injustice of compelling ‘us to 
pay eastern manufacturers high’ prices for an’ article so 
objectionable.” ` i ee me 

I brought the subject before the select: commit- 
tee, and an amendinent was agreed upon in. that 
committee. l obtained a copy of that amendment, 
and transmitted it,to one of these gentlemen, to 
lay before, not only his own house, but all those. 
that were interested in it; and [received in answer 
a letter, from whieh I read the-following: |). 

“ Your esteemed favor of the 30th ultimo has j streached 
me, covering the proposed amendment to Morrinx’s tariff 
bill, on window glass: I have telegraphed to yon, thatthe 
rates to be reported by the seleet committec.are'very satis~ 
factory; they are more favorable to our State than to par- 
ties on this side, as.our principal consumption is of smail 
glass. Our objection was not so much to paying an increase 
duty, as it was to have our business ‘destroyed by prohibi- 
tion. : The proposed rates will not destroy it.” Para 

Then again, having sent a copy of the bill as 
printed, I received another letter from the firm, in 
which they state that—' - ey ee 

“Upon examining the report’of the Senate. seleet com- 
mittee, I find the rates upon window glass largely advanced 
above the figures quoted in your esteemed favor of the 30th 
ultimo. For instance, the printed report places sixes, up to 
ten by fifteen at} cent per square foot, your letter at} cent.” 

I will not go on with the reading of this letter. 
This is a subject of the greatest importance. to us, 
because we do not consume any American glass 
in California. American glass is not packed so 
that it can be carried through the interior of our 
country. This duty, as it was in the original bill, 
and as it has been changed since it left the select 
committee, is prohibitory. I propose to.offer pre- 
cisely the amendment that was agreed on in. the 
select. committee ‘to that whole ‘section; which I 
will send tọ the Chair. The chairman of the select 
committee will recollect that [ tooka copy of it at 
the time. I desire to have the action of the select 
committee agreed to by the Senate. A 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The: question 
now before the Senate is on the amendment which 
has been reported from the select committee.: 

Mr. GWIN. I move my amendment as-a sub- 
stitute for the whole section.. It is,in fact, what 
the committee agreed on originally. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The proposed 
amendment will be read for information. 

The Secretary read it:.to strike out all of ‘the 
seventeenth section after the enacting clause, and 
to insert the following in lieu thereof: 

“That from and after the day and year aforesaid, there 
shall be levied, collected, and -paid on the importation of 
the articles herein mentioned, the following duties, thatis 
to say: first, on rough plate, cylinder, or broad window 
glass, not exceeding ten by fifteen inches, į cent per square 
foot; above that, and not excceding sixteen by twenty-four 
inches, 1 cent.per square foot; above that, andnot exeeed- 
ing twenty-four by thirty inches, 2 cents per square foot; 
all above that, 3 cents per square foot ; on crown, plate, or 
polished, and all other window glass not exceeding tea by 
fifteen inches, 1} cent per square font; abovethat, and not 
exceeding sixteen by twenty-four. inches, 2). cents per 
square foot; above that, and not. exceeding twenty-four by 
thirty inches, 4cents per square foot; allabove that, 5 cents 
per square foot: Provided, ‘That all glass imported in sheets 
or tables, without reference-to size or form; shall pay, the 
highest duty herein imposed: And provided further, That 
all rcugh plate, cylinder, of broad giass weighing over one 
hundred pounds per one hundred square feet, shall pay an 


additional duty on the excess at. the same rdtes as herein 
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imposed; and alf-crown, plate, or polished, and all other 
window glass, weighing over one hundred pounds per one 


hundred square feet, shali pay an additional duty propor- | 


tionate to that herein provided for glass of that weight. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. This amend- 
ment to strike out the seventeenth section and in- 
sert the matter which has. been read, is not in 
order for consideration until the seventeenth sec- 
tion ‘has-been perfected by acting on such amend- 
ments as have been or may be offered to it. The 
first question now is on the amendment. to the 
‘seventeenth section. offered by the. select com- 
mittee. Big eat R 

‘Mr. BIGLER.. I desire to state, in reference 
to this section, that I thinl® the Senator from Cal- 
ifornia is right, to some extent. We had this 
proposition, as he offers it, before the committee, 
and at the time it seemed entirely satisfactory; but 

_subsequently we were called upon by the manu- 
facturers of glass, and show’ that in reference to 
this first article, having reduced it to } cent, we 
had made a serious mistake, and that, in fact, our 
rate was too low. - I do not now recollect whether 
the Senator from California was present at that 
meeting or not; I presume he was not; but I think 
a quorum of the committee was present. I know 
I voted expressly to raise this rate from 4 cent to 
3cent, Furthermore, at the timc, and since, man- 
ufacturers have been insisting that we should raise 
it to Lcent; and the Senator from Rhode Island 
has suggested an amendmentaccordingly. There- 
fore, in reference to this imported glass, there was 
a difference between the importers and the man- 
ufacturers; those represented by the Senator from 
California insisting on 3 cent, while the manufac- 
turers wanted 1cent, We fixed the rate at 2 cent. 
My impression is we had better let it rest there. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The first ques- 
‘tion is on the amendment offered by the Senator 
from. Rhode Island, from the select committee, to 

this section. 

Mr. SIMMONS. [stated when 1 was up be- 
fore, that we had agreed to put this at 3 cent. I 
did it after conference with some persons inter- 
ested. Since then, I have seen a great many of 
these men, and they tell me this enlargement of 
the size, which is very considerable, has a great 
deal to do with it; and 2 cent is a practical reduc- 
tion of the rate of duty that was fixed by the 
House. I.believe, myself, that this size of from 
ten to fifteen inches should pay a duty of 1 cent 
afoot. Before, it was ten by twelve. They in- 
sisted upon having the highest schedule on the 
large size increased. I told them { would consent 
to increase it to ] cent, and I would move it; but 
I would insist upon keeping the other schedules 
as we had reported them on the larger sizes. But 
this is a kind of glass that they have been making 
in this country. More than half of the furnaces 
are now closed up; and I think 1 cent a square 
foot is as little duty on that as l ever recollect 
before in any tariff. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question 
is on the amendment offered by the Senator from 
Rhode Island to the amendment of the select 
committee. 

The amendment to'the amendment was agreed 
to; and the amendment as amended was adopted. 

Mr. GWIN. What is the question before the 
Senate? Is it on my substitute? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amend- 
ment offered by the Senator from California, the 

Chair stated at the time, was not now in order for 
consideration, inasmuch as the amendment pro- 
posed to strike out the seventeenth section, and in- 
sert what the Senator from California sent to the 
Chair and was read. The seventeenth section, 
proposed to bestricken out, is open toamendment, 
that is commonly called perfection, before the 
question can be taken on the substitute the Sen- 
ator from California offered; and there isanamend- 
ment to the seventeenth section offered by the 
Senator from Rhode Island from the select com- 
mittee. The question is on that amendment. 

Mr. GWIN. Let us hear it read. 


The Seeretary read it; in section seventeen, line 


eight, to strike out “ twelve” and insert ‘‘ six- | 


teen;” and after the word “by,” to strike out 


“ eighteen?’ and insert “ twenty-four; and in line 
nine, to strike out ‘2 cents” and insert ‘14 
cent;’’ so that the clause will read: 

_ Above that, and not exceeding sixteen by twenty-four 
inches, 1} cent per square foot. 


Mr. GWIN. That is the very amendment I 


wish to oppose. ‘That amendment is an absolute 
prohibition of the importation óf these articles 
into the State that I represent. I have it from 
authority that I cannot question. It was agreed 
upon in select committee, oninformation brought 
before that committee by those engaged in the 
importation of this article, to reduce the duty to 
1 cent. Afterwards, without my ever hearing 
that the committee had met again, it was amended 
and the bill reported. In order that there might 
not be any mistake about it, I sent an abstract 
of precisely what the committee had agreed upon; 
I sent precisely the action of the committee;-1 
had a copy made by our clerk; and the answer 
was that it was satisfactory. Subsequently, when 
the bill was printed, I found it was changed from 
what was. agreed upon, in the select committee, 
at what I thought was the last meeting of that 
committee. My proposition is to amend it pre- 
cisely as it was agreed pon in the selectcommittee 
when we last met. I have the very words from 
the clerk as it was drawn up. Now, this is an 
increase over the duty reported from 3 cent to 1 
cent. The committee agreed that it should be 3 
cent. I have reason to believe that this duty of 1 
per cent. is prohibitory. We never import any 
American glass in California; but this duty is so 
high that it will be prohibitory, at least on this 
particular glass. Itis not so packed that we can 
consume it in our country. I hope, therefore, 
that the amendment proposed by the Senator 
from Rhode Island will not be agreed to. 

Mr. TEN EYCK. Mr. President, the manu- 
facture of the commonest kind of glass is a busi- 
ness in which many of my constituents are en- 
gaged, From information that I have received 

rom the: manufacturers, I am satisfied that the 
amendment, as now proposed by the chairman of 
the select committee, to raise the duty upon this 
common window glass from 3 of a cent per square 
foot to 1 cent per square foot, is a matter of abso- 
lute necessity for the protection of a very large 
number of persons who are engaged in that pur- 
suit. The amendment that is now proposed to 
make the duty 1 cent per square foot, very nearly 
approximates to the duty that was placed upon 
this article under the tariff of 1842. When the 
tariff of 1846 came into operation, there were, in 
the first and second congressional districts of my 
State, twenty-four glass manufactories in success- 
ful operation. Under the present tariff there are 
but five. Nineteen manufactories of this descrip- 
tion have gone out of existence under the opera- 
tion of the present tariff law. I have been in- 
formed by gentlemen who are engaged in this 
business, who have had personal interviews with 
me, thatunless this duty is incresised to 1 per cent. 
upon this kind of glass, the duty as at present 
proposed will kill them, to use their language. 

Now, sir, there have been, in the first and sec- 
ond congressional districts of the State of New 
Jersey, about athousand operatives employed in 
this business; and allowing five persons to the 
family, there are some five thousand people who 
are directly interested in the protection of this 
article in the first and second congressional dis- 
tricts of that State alone. If you reduce the duty 
upon this kind of glass, as proposed by the Sen- 
ator from California, you absolutely extinguish 


| the fires of those furnaces; you blacken their 


hearths; and you send these operatives wandering 
over the State seeking some other kind ofemploy- 
ment for which they are not fitted. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will | 


state that the question is not now on the amend- 
ment offered by the Senator from California. That 
is not yet inorder. The questionis on the amend- 
ment offered by the Senator from Rhode Island, 
from the select committee. 

Mr. GWIN. That is precisely what I am 
speaking about. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. After that 
amendment has been disposed of, if no further 
amendment be offered, the question will then be 
on inserting what the Senator from California has 
sent to the Chair. 

Mr.GWIN. Iam speaking against the amend- 


Now, Mr. President, we all suppose that this is 
a tariff for revenue, and nota tariff for protection; 
and when gentlemen get up and say, “ If you do 


not add so much, you turn operatives out of em- |! 


ployment,” that is no legitimate: argument to 
advance to the Senate on the question of raising 


| ment proposed by the Senator from Rhode Island. | 


revenue. Which rate will bring the most reve- 
nue into the Treasury? is the question we should 
consider. I undertake to say, when you prohibit 
the consumption of an article by levying a dut 
so high that it will not be consumed or imported, 
you destroy the very object which this bul pro- 
fesses to accomplish—the raisingof revenue This 
isa prohibitory duty to some sections of the coun-« 
try; and it is proposed to be inserted in the bill, 
as the Senator from New Jersey said, expressly 
to keep furnaces burning, to keep operatives at 
work, and not to put money in the Treasury. 
That is the very reason why 1 am opposed to this 
bill; because protection is the object, and revenue 
a mere incident. Here is a case in point where 
the revénue is not to be considered at all. The 
question is, whether the furnaces shall burn, and 
glass manufacturers can make more profit under 
the bill as I propose to amend it, or as itis pro- 

osed to be amended by the Senator from Rhode 

sland, Sir, lam willing to raise revenue to carry 
on the Government, but never to lay a duty for 
the purpose of prohibiting the introduction of 
articles upon which we can collect customs, in 
order to benefit certain manufacturing establish- 
ments in this country. 

Mr. CAMERON. I do not understand thisas 
the Senator from California does. Tam very much 
inclined to think that his objection arises from the 
suggestions of persons opposed to the whole bill. 
I doubt very much ee he has studied the 
subject, or cares about it, for he is opposed to a 
tariff bill, Iam in favor of raising revenue enough 
to support the Government; and in laying the du- 
ties, [would impose them in such a way as also to 
protect the industrial interest of the country. With 
the great demand on our Treasury now, there is 
no difficulty at all in protecting the laborers, me- 
chanics, and manufacturers of this country, if we 
lay our duties wisely and judiciously. I think this 
bill does so in an eminent degree. I think, of all 
the tariff bills we have ever had, there has been 
more thought given to this than to any which has 
ever been before us. While this will give us rev- 
enue enough, it will, at the same time, protect the 
labor of the country without any harm to any- 
body. Iam not in favor of making any tariff bill 
merely for the purpose of revenue. hile ‘vev- 
enue is the first object, L am satisfied that here- 
after, with the great wants of this country, if 
wisdom is used in getting up your bills, our peo- 

lo never can want protection. 

Mr. BIGLER. 1 have no doubt whatever as 
to this duty on glass increasing the revenue, al- 
though I have no way of convincing the Senator 
from California; but I will say to him that he has 
furnished himself the clearest evidence, to my 
mind, that this rate of duty is too low. He reads 
from his correspondent, an importer of the article, 
who says that half a cent a square foot is highly 
satisfactory. Now, I know that to the manufac- 
turers, who understand the business just as welt 
as the importers, that rate was highly unsatigfac- 
tory. They insisted on 1 cent, not only because 
it would increase the revenue, but because it would 
give them some opportunity of reviving this busi- 
ness. After some discussion, and before we had 
as thoroughly understood the subject as we ought 
to have done, before the appearance of the New 
Jersey men here, we agreed on 3 cent; but I think 
the Senator from Rhode Island was right in pro- 
posing 1 cent Instead of 4 cent. 

Mr. GWIN. A word in reply to the Senator 
from Pennsylvania. My correspondent said that 
this was highly satisfactory; it was nota prohib- 
itory duty; but see what he does say: 

“The rates to be reported by the select committee are 
very satisfactory ; they are morc favorable to our State than 
to parties on this side, as our principal consumption is of 


small glass. Our objection is not so much to paying an 
increased duty ?— 


He does not object to that; 

“asit is to have our business destroyed by prohibition. 
The proposed rates will not destroy it.”? 

That is the reason they are satisfactory. He 
does not want his business destroyed; he does 
not object to an increase of duty paying revenue 
to the Government; bat he does not want his 
business destroyed by a prohibitory duty. 

Mr. SIMMONS. ‘In order to satisfy the Sen- 
ator from California and the Senate, that this is a 
very low duty, and to show that we are not in- 
creasing the duty in proportion to the increase in 
the size of the glass, to the same extent as hith- 
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erto, I will read the provision in the act of 1842, 
in reference to glass; and the Senator will see how 
much the duties were there put up in consequence 
of the increase of the size merely: 


“On cylinder or broad window glass, not exceeding eight 
by ten inches, 2 cents per square foot; above that, and not 
exceeding ten. by twelve inches, 2} cents per square foot ; 
above that, and not exceeding fourteen by ten inches, 3} 


cents per square foot.?? 

Now, we agreed at first to put 3 cent on glass 
ten by fifteen inches—bigger than that which paid 
33 cents a square foot under the act of 1842; but 
when I came to look at the valuation I had in 
another. bill, I was satisfied there never was a 
tariff which, if it was fairly administered, put so 
low a rate of duty on glass as this. 

Mr. GWIN. The greatest failure of a tariff 
that ever was enacted in this country, was the 
tariff of 1842. It was a tariff that very soon 
brought the Government to such a condition that 
it had to be modified; and Congress substituted 
for it a tariff the most eminently successful that 
we ever had; and that was the tariff of 1846, which 
Tam sorry was changed. The doties under the 
` tariff of 1842 would be prohibitory now. The 
specific duty exacted under that tariff on many 
articles would be now absolutely prohibitory. 
My only object in the amendment I propose, isto 
bring revenue into the Treasury. 1 have offered 
precisely the very amendment that the Senator 
from Rhode Island himself offered in the select 
committee, in the very same words; I have not 
changed it a particle. 

Mr. SIMMONS. Have I not said half a dozen 
times that l was mistaken in that? We did itat 
the suggestion of the Senator from California. 1 
hold myself at liberty, when I make a mistake, 
tocorrectit. Ihave stated that three or four times. 

Mr. GWIN. I have never heard the Senator 
say itbefore. 

Mr, SIMMONS. 
times, 

Mr. GWIN. Then how did the bill happen 
to be reported in a different manner from that in 
which the select committee agreed to it? 

Mr. SIMMONS. Ina subsequent meeting of 
the oo we changed this duty to 3 cent a 

ound. 
p Mr. GWIN. I never heard of such a meeting. 

Mr. SIMMONS. The Senator was notified 
every time the committee met; and whenever we 
wanted a vote, I had to go into another commit- 
tee-room to get him. 

Mr. GWIN. No such notification was ever 
given me of any subsequent meeting when that 
was changed, never knew anything of it until 
it was brought to my notice by a gentleman in 
New York, who informed me that the amend- 
ment agreed upon in committee had been changed 
in the bill as printed. 

Mr. SIMMONS. It was changed by the com- 
mittee. 

Mr. BIGLER, Itwas. I ask the Senator from 
California if he says the committee agreed upon 
2 cent, with the facts before them? 

Mr. GWIN. I do not pretend to say that we 
had agreed upon it in committee with all the facts 
before us. Not knowing What effect it would 
have, | consulted the parties themselves, and they 
said that it was satisfactory; that though the rate 
proposed was much higher than the present one, 
they were willing to pay it, but the rate in the 
original bill was prohibitory. 

Mr. BIGLER. 
below the average rate. It is less than 20 per cent. 
My calculation is, that it is about 18 per cent, It 
is less than the average rate of ad valorem duties. 

Mr. GWIN. Those who deal in the article 
say it is a prohibitory duty. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Foor.) 


T have said it three or four 


The question is on the amendment offered by the | 


Senator from Rhode Island. 

Mr. GWIN. I ask for the yeas and nays, to 
see whether this is to go by default or not. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. ; 

Mr. SEWARD. I hope this amendment will 
be accepted. _ I have listened with very great in- 
terest to the debate; and Iam satisfied that, when 
the subject shall have been arranged as is pro- 
posed by the Senator from Rhode Island, there 


will be no effectual prohibition of the manufacture | 


of any kind of glass. I believe I have been in 


manufacturing establishments of glass—in a sin- | 
gle manufactory in England—in which more glass | 
Is manufactured than in any twenty or thirty man- 


I have no doubt that this is | 


ufactories in the United States; and I think there 
are not many more manufactories in the United’ 
States than that number. All that will come of 
this will be, that we shall get cheaper glass and 
more revenue; we shall bring the glass-makers of 
Belgium, of France, and of Siberia, into competi- 
tion with the French and the English; and per- 
haps do a little something towards lifting up our 
own manufacturers in the competition. 

Mr. GWIN. I ask that the amendment be 
read just exactly as it is, so that we may under- 
stand it. i 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary 
willagain read the amendment of the Senatorfrom 
Rhode Island to the seventeenth section. 

The Secretary read it, as follows: 


Oy page 27, line eight, after the word “ exceeding,” strike 
out “ twelve”? and insert “sixteen ;”? and strike out- eigh- 
teen” and insert “ twenty-four ;”’ and in lne nine, after the 
word ¢ inches,” strike out “ two” and insert ‘one and a 
haif;?? so as to make the clause read: 

Above that, and not exceeding sixteen by twenty-four 
inches, 14 cent per square foot. 


Mr. GWIN. Ihave no objection to that. I 
thought the amendment was in the item above 
that, to raise the duty from 3 to 1 cent a square 
oot. 

Mr. SIMMONS. That is it. 

Mr. BIGLER. The question pending, I think, 
is on the motion of the Senator from Rhode Isl- 
and, to strike out 3 cent and insert 1 cent. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That amend- 
ment was agreed to. - 

Mr. GWIN. No, sir; that was the one I op- 
posed. Ihave no recollection, atleast, of its being 
agreed to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Foor.) 
The recollection of the Chair is confirmed by the 
Secretary. The Chair’s recollection is distinct 
upon it. Any Senator, however, can have the 
question raised again by moving a reconsidera- 
tion. The question now is on the amendment of 
the Senator from Rhode Island, which has just 
been read. + 

Mr. GWIN. Ihope the amendment, raising 
the duty from 3 cent to 1 cent, will be reconsid- 
ered. ‘hat is the very amendment I am oppos- 
ing. 

‘The PRESIDING OFFICER. The yeas and 
nays have been called for and ordered on the 
amendment which has just been read. 

Mr. HUNTER. AsI understand it, theamend 
ment which has just been read reduces the duty 
imposed in the original bill. 

Mr. SIMMONS. Certainly it does. 

Mr. GWIN. I am in favor of that. 

Mr. HUNTER. The Senator from California 
will not vote against that. What he wants to do, 
is to get a chance to try his amendment; and I 
think we ought to reconsider the vote that has 
been given, in order to enable him to move that 
as an amendment to the amendment of the com- 
muitee. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amend- 
ment of the Senator from California cannot be 
reached until all the amendments that shall be of- 
fered to modify the seventeenth section shal! be 
disposed of, as the amendment of the Senator 
from California is to strike out the seventeenth 
section and insert other matter. 

Mr. HUNTER. I ask, will it be in order, after 
we have agreed to these amendments, then to 
strike out the section, and insert the amendment 
of the Senator from California? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
be in order, and not till then. 

Mr. GWIN. I withdraw the call for the yeas 
and nays, for I am in favor of this amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, By common 
consent, the order for the yeas and nays will be 
recalled. ‘The Chair hears no objection. The 
question is on the amendment which has been 
read. 

Mr. POLK. As this bill stands before us,and 
as I understand it, the bill, as printed, contains 
an amendment proposed by the select committee, 
which is, to insert ‘‘three quarters of?’ before 
* one cent.” 

Mr.SIMMONS. That has been passed upon. 
The three quarters were stricken out, and it now 
stands at 1 cent a pound. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment of the committee, was in 
line eleven of the seventeenth section, to strike 
out “three,” and insert “two; so as to make 


Then it will 


the duty on rough ‘plates © 
dow glass ovér sixteen b3 t 
and not exceeding twenty-four by-thitt 
2 cents per square foot. E 

The amendment: was'agreed-to: 

The next was in Hine eleven of the-séve: : 
section, to strike out‘*four,?2 and insert: “and not 
exceeding in weight one pound per squaie- foot, 
three;”’ so as to make the duty on rough plata,’ 
cylinder, ‘or broad window glass ‘above twenty- 
four by thirty inches, and not exceeding in weight 
one pound per square foot, Z cents pet square foot: 

_. The amendment was agreed tos 600) 00 94 

The next was in line sixteen of the seventeenth 
section, to insert “rough plate” before’ cylin- 
der, and to strike out. “plate, rough -p ate, 
crown,” after.“ ¢ylinder;’? and in line nineteen to. 
strike out ‘at the same rates ag herein imposed ,” 
and insert “of 3 cents per pound.) 0 7 GOU 

Mr. SIMMONS... ‘The latter branch of 
amendment should. be voted down, and Tet i 
over these different sizes precisely in proporti 
to the duties on 
out that claus¢. : i a 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Will the Sen- 
ator indicate what he wants stricken out? ; 

Mr. SIMMONS. Itis all right'enough except 
the last item, which ought not to, be stricken out.’ 
It should read: “That all rough plate, cylinder, 
or broad glass weighing over one hundred pounds 
per one hundred square feet, shall pay an addi- 
tional duty on the excess at the same rates ag 
herein imposed.” 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senatot 
from Rhode Island proposes, as the Chair under- 
stands him, that the portion of the original bill, 
which this amendment of the committee proposes 
to strike out, shall stand, 0 

Mr. SEWARD, | I should like to hearit read. 
I want to know how it will stand. ° 

Mr. SIMMONS. | I will read it. The provis- 
ion should read thus: ‘* Thatall rough plate, cyl- 
inder, or broad glana weighing over one hundred 
pounds per one hundred square feet, shall pay an 
additional duty on the excess at the same rates 
as herein imposed. ”? wd dace 

I want those words to stand, and to strike out 
“3 cents per pound,” which ‘the conimitiee pro~ 
posed to insert; so that this glass will pass ac- 
cording to the differentsizes by being double thick, 
as they. call it. = 

Mr. SEWARD. That is right. ‘ : 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question 
is on the amendment of the Senator from Rhode 
Island to the amendment of the committee. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed 
to;and the amendment as amended was adopted. 


The next amendment of the committee was; to. 
insert in section seventeen, line twenty: 


On crown, plate, or polished, and on all other window 
glass not exceeding ten by fifteen inches, 14 cent per square. 
foot; above that, and not exceeding sixteen Uy twenty-four 
inches, 2} cents per square foot ; above ‘that, and: not éx- 
ceeding twenty-four by thirty inches, 4 cents per square: 
foot; all above that, 5 cents per square foot; Provided, that 
all crown, plate, or polished, and all other window glass 
Weighing over one hundred and fifty pounds per one han- 
dred square feet, shall pay an additional duty on such ex- 
cess of 4 cents per pound. aon 


The amendment was agreed to. ` 


_ Mr. GWIN. Is it time for my amendment 
now? $ : 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senate 
having passed through the amendments offered to 
the seventcenth section, the question will now be 
on the amendment of the Senator from California, 
to strike out the whole section as modified, and 
to insert what he has forwarded to the Secretary 
and had read. 

Mr. SIMMONS. J should like to have it read 
again. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The matter 
proposed to be inserted will be again read. 

The Secretary read, as follows: : 


That from and after the day and year aforesaid, there shall 
be levied, collected, and paid, on the importation ‘of the 
articles hereinafter mentioned, the following duties, that Is 
to say: first, on rough plate, cylinder, or broad window 
glass, not exceeding ten by fifteeninches,} cent per square 
foot; above that, and not exceeding sixteen. by twenty- 
four inches, 1 cent persquare foot; above that, and not.ex- 
ceeding twenty-four by thirty inches, 2 cents per square 
foot; all above that, 3 cents per square foot. On crown, 
plate, or polished, and all other window glass, not.exceed- 
ing ten by fifteen inches, 14} cent per square foot; above 
that, and not exceeding sixteen by twenty-four inches, 24 
cents per square foot; above that, and not exceeding iwen: 
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ty-four by thirty inches, 4 cents: per square foot; all above 
that, 5 cents, per foot; Provided, Thatall glass imported in 
sheets or tables, without reference to size or form, shall 
pay the highest duty herein‘imposed : And provided further, 
Phat all rough plate, cylinder, or broad glass, weighing over 
one hundred pounds per one hundred square feet, shal! pay 
an additional duty.on the excess atthe same rates as herein 
imposed; and. all ¢rown, plate, or polished, and all other 
window glass weighing over one hundred pounds. per one 
hundred square feet, shall. pay an additional duty propor- 
tional to that herein provided for glass of that weight. 

‘Mr, SUMNER. Allow me to ask if the.con- 
sideration of.an,amendment like that at thistime 
is not a. departure from the practice of the Senate? 
I thought it was our rule to go through with all 
the amend ments.of the committee before we took 
up amendments proposed by individual Senators. 

‘The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will 
state that this’is simply an amendment to an 
amendment offered by the committee, and is in 
order in pursuance of the practice. 

Mr. SUMNER. AsI understand it, it is a 
proposition to strike out a whole section. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Yes; and to 
insert other matter. 

Mr. SUMNER. I submit to the Chair that 
this is not an amendment to an amendment of the. 
committee, but it is ar amendment to the bill. 

Mr. BIGLER. ` The whole bill is before the 
Senate. eer 

-The PRESIDING OFFICER. The commit- 
tee moved a variety of amendments to the seven- 
teenth gection; and it is now moved further to 
amend that section by striking out the whole of 
it, and inserting what has been read; and it is 
strictly in order, and in pursuance of common 
practice. f f 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. I wish to make asingle 

inquiry. It isimpossible that we should all be 
able to enter into the details of sucha bill as this. 
J desire to know of my friend from Rhode Island, 
what rate of increase he has imposed upon the 
present tariff, and what rate of percentage of 
diminution is proposed by the amendment of the 
Senator from California? 
. Mr. SIMMONS. I will answer the Senator 
from Kentucky. As I stated the other day, we 
intended that this bill should levy at average rate 
of duty of 20 per cent., and we expected it to yield 
that on the whole importations. 9 

Mr. COLLAMER. Not by increased duties? 

Mr. SIMMONS. Some of it by preventing 
frauds; some of it by raising the rates of duty. 
By these means we expected to bring the average 
up from 15tọ between 19 and 20 per cent., which 
would give the required revenue, in our judgment. 
Now, | wish to say one word about this partic- 
ular amendment. api 

Mr. COLLAMER. Allow me to suggest that 
the Senator from Kentucky wanted to know how 
much it was proposed to increase the duties over 
the present rate. That has not been answered. 

Mr. SIMMONS. Does he mean on this par- 
ticular glass? 

Mr. COLLAMER. The whole bill, I under- 
stood, 

Mr. CRITTENDEN, 
glass. 

Mr. SIMMONS. In some cases it reduces the 
present duty, and in others increases it; but I 
wish to cali the attention of the Senator from Cal- 
iforvia to this fact, that he is striking out a varicty 
of articles here that he has never read, and that 
he leaves no provision whatever for. . The truth 
is, he has gota kink about him as to this little 
window glass, and he will strike out all the rest 
of the tariff, to get in an alteration in the size of 
window glass. ‘That is all he proposes. 

Mi. BIGLER. I will say to the Senator from 
Kentucky that I have in my hands a table which 
Lhave made out, in reference to the leading ar- 
ticles, which shows the rates charged ii the tariff | 
of 1842, the tariff of 1846, and the tariff of 1857, 
and those proposed in this bill. I have these 
tables in reference to all the leading articles. In 
reference to glass, under the tariff of 1842 the rate 
was from 2; to 6 cents per square foot; under the 
tarif of 1846, 20 per cent.; under the presentlaw, 
the act of 1857, the rate is 15-per cent., and under 
the proposed bill, it will range from 18 to 20 per 
cent. as niecarcas Tcan estimate the ad valorem 
rate, Our object was to make the duties of 1846 
the basis. i 

Mr. GWIN. The Senator from Rhode Island 
says that there is nonsense in the amendment that 
Lhave proposed. Jam not at ail surprised, for į 


No, this section on 


Lgot it-from him. -{Laughter.]’ He drew every 
line of it, or his clerk. did; every solitary word in 
my amendment. He is the man that handed me 
that as the action of the committee. He says that 
it was agreed to upon representations made by 
me. Why, sir, when 1 went before the commit- 
tee-with the facts that I had, wishing this altera- 
tion, he had already altered the bill in that way, 
and read it to me, and asked if that did not an- 
swer the purpose. Tasked him for a copy, in 
order that I. might send it to those with whom I 
was in correspondence on the subject, to ascertain 
if it-met their views. He andthe original author 
of the bill, Mr. Morrint, had been together, as 
I understood, revising it, and he said to me, 
“Here are the amendments that I propose.” 
“Well,” said I, ‘give me a copy; I am in fayor 
of it anyhow, as it 1s a reduction; but, if itmeets 


ing merchants of my State, then I shall be saved 
the necessity of moving amendments to it. I 
was in favor of it, of course, in preference to the 
original bill. 

l got the very words from the Senator himself. 
He gave me a copy to send to my correspondents, 
to ascertain if their views were met by the amend- 
ment—not that I proposed it. I had propositions 
there; but I found the Senator with his bill pre- 
pared much better than it was as it came from the 
House of Representatives, and I accepted what he 
had done. 
I have them as written down; and that is precisely 
the amendment which I have now. proposed, and 
nothing else. It is no amendmentof mine; it is 
his own. 

The Senator from Pennsylvania stated just now 


would not amount to 15 or 20 per cent. . Here is 
an estimate of the duties; they are 28, 53, and 62 
per cent. Here are the estimates made out: 
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Will the Senator tell me on what they are based? 
„Mr. GWIN. They are made out by the par- 
ues. 

Mr. BIGLER. They are made on the present 
depressed prices, not on the average. 


ginia read yesterday the estimates that were made 
a year ago, and those made now, with scarcely 
an alteration in the figures, except so far as the 
amendments of the committee make the bill better 
than it was sent from the House of Representa- 
tives? Why does the Senator bring this objec- 


* The last named sizes weigh from five to ten pounds more 
than onc hundred pounds per one hundred feet, which will 
increase the duty from 5 to 25 per cent. additional to 62 per 
eent. 


the views of those whom I represent, the import- | 


got them to write down the words; | 


that the duties were at so low a rate that they | 


Mr. BIGLER. Ido not take those estimates, ! 


Ar. GWIN. Did not the Senator from Vir- || 


tion against the estimates that. are brought for- 
ward now, when the same ratio was shown a 
year ago, when depression was not spoken of? 

The amendment that I have proposed is pre- 
cisely what the committee agreed upon when I 
was ïn the committee. I do not propose to strike 
out one word that ought to remain in the section, 
If there is more matter there than my amendment 
covers, of course I do not propose. to strike out 
the whole section. I have just precisely got the 
words the Senator gave me, and I have offered 
them because I preferred them to the original bill. 
I do not want to mutilate the bill in any way what- 
ever. If it is nonsense, it is the Senator’s fault, 
not mine. 

Mr. SIMMONS. One word in reply. [am not 
going to prolong this debate. The remark I made 
was, that the Senator had proposed to strike out 
the whole section. So I understood the Chair to 
state the question; and I understood him to move 
to strike out the seventeenth section and insert 
| this instead of it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That is the 
question. 

Mr. SIMMONS. Then, I say, he strikes out 
the dutics on other wares, and if he had read the 
section through he would not have proposed it; 
and now he says he has put in just what I pro- 
posed. I never proposed to strike out this sec- 
tion. We had an informal mecting with the gen- 
tleman who reported this bill in the House of 
Representatives, and we enlarged these sizes; and 
when the Senator from California came in there 
we had not passed upon them, I believe; but at 
| any rate, I intended to propose them to the com- 
| mittee when we had a formal meeting, and all were 
present. I stated to him what that gentleman 
(Mr. MorriLL]—l may as well call his name— 
had suggested, and he sent to a committee-room, 
somewhere, to get a clerk. I do not want itto be 
understood that I have had one since I have been 
on this business. There are a good many smart 
ones about here, as I discover. [Laughter.] He 
got a clerk to copy this proposition before it had 
been formally acted upon. I believe we all said 
we should go for it; I intended to go for it; but 
when I carne to have the information which I 
ought to have had before I suggested it, I found 
that it was ruinous both to the revenue and the 
business of the country. It is not an adequate 
duty, atall. The duty that I have now got in 
the bill, of 1 cent a square foot, is the only one 
| that has been altered from the printed bili; and 
| there are but two items in the Senator’s amend- 
| ment varying from mine. When we came to put 
this up, and see the difference in sizes, I was as- 
tonished at the form of the bill as presented in 
this new shape. On glass, sixteen by twenty- 
four inches, we have got the duty down to 1} 
cent a foot. I kept that there; and when we 
came to the 4 cent duty, we put it at] cent. The 
two species of glass were double before, and we 
kept the rates double—one quality at 2 cent, 
| and the other at l; cent. This low duty is that 
which affects the country on all glass from ten to 
fifteen inches. I think it ought to be Icent. I 
do not think it is 2Ogper cent on the fair value. I 
could read papers—I have had a peck of them sent 
to me—and going into the calculations, you would 
not find one of the duties fixed in this bill, as I 
stated the other day, that was 20 per cent. on the 
y fair market vaiue of the article. 

Mr.GWIN. Tam not going to detain the Sen- 
ate about this matter. The Senator now states 
i the fact of the case; and that is, that I never pro- 
posed one amendment about glass. He said, 
; awhile ago, that I had deceived him. 

Mr. SIMMONS. I did not say any such 
thing. : 

Mr. GWIN. That Ihad made representations 
| there, and that they changed the amendment be- 
; cause they found out that my representations 
| were not correct. I have moved this amendment 
precisely as it was handed to me in manuscript 
by the Senator and the original author of the bill. 
i He read it to me when I went there, intending to 
i ask for these alterations; and I told him that it 
i seemed to me that probably that met the case as 
f it was presented to me, and I asked him fora 
|i copy. The Senator talks about my clerk making 
|! a copy. The Senator from Pennsylvania stated 
that he had a clerk to his committee, and I said 
I had one. Idid not want the Senator from Rhode 
Island to have the labor of copying these matters, 
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and the clerk of the Senator from Pennsylvania 
copied this and handed it to me under the eye of 
the Senator from Rhodelsland. I wanted to ascer- 
tain whether the alteration which he and the ori- 
ginal author of the bill made, metthe case. My 
correspondent said it did meet the case, though it 
was a larger duty than that now paid; but they 
were willing to payit. Thealteration now made 
is one that is injurious to the.revenue, and to their 
business, paying a large revenue to the Govern- 
ment. I want to restore the original action of 
the committee. We all agreed to the first altera- 
tion; and the subsequent alteration I did not know 
of until my attention was called to it by those 
interested. 

My amendment is precisely in the words read 
by the Secretary; but there is a portion of the 
section that should remain. I take it for granted 
that the Senate is going to vote my amendment 
down, and therefore I should like to have it pre- 
cisely in the form I intended; and that isthe form 
in which the Senator himself handed it to me, and 
I have never changed a single word in it. It was 
not intended to mutilate the section at all. There 
is a certain portion of the section that should be 
retained, That portion I wish to retain, and I 
wish to give symmetry to it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Will the Sen- 
ator from California indicate the portion of the 
section he proposes to strike out? 

Mr. GWIN. I move to strike out all of the 
seventeenth section down to the word “pound,” 
in line twenty-nine, being all that relates to win- 
dow-glass, and to insert what I have sent to the 
Chair, which has been read twice. 

Mr. SIMMONS. I merely wish to make one 

_ explanation, as the Senator from California seems 
to speak a great deal of this being in my own 
handwriting. That does not happen to be so; 
but I would as lief it had been so as not; for if I 
had drawn it at a full meeting of the committee, 
I should vote against it now. The Senator had 
some papers that he wanted to call our attention 
to; and I called him up to the table and showed 
what the mover of this billin the other House 
had suggested as an improvement of it, and he 
said he would take a copy of it and write to this 
importer. 1 found, on examination into the sub- 
ject, and I am not ashamed to tell it here, that we 
were entirely mistaken, and that the duties we 
proposed were entirely inadequate either for rev- 
enue or for protection. I wanted them altered, 
and the committee did alter them on account of 
the mistake we had made; and now the Senator 
wants to have that provision in which I was mis- 
taken put into this vill in order to perfect it. 

Mr. GWIN. Who deceived the gentleman 
about it? I did not. 

Mr. SIMMONS. Nobody deceived me. I did 
not say that anybody deceived me. I was mis- 
taken. I did not have the information I ought to 
have had; and when I get it, I always calculate 
to correct a mistake. Now, the Senator wants to 
point his finger to me, and make the Senate hold 
on toa mistake. That is the difference between 
us 


Mr. GWIN called for the yeas and nays, and 
they were ordered; and being taken, resulted— 
yeas 14, nays 27; as follows: : 
YIEAS—Messrs. Bragg, Clingman, Gwin, Hemphill, 
Hunter, Johnson of Tennessee, Lane, Latbam, Mason, 
Nicholson, Pearce, Polk, Powell, and Rice—14. 
NAYS-— . Anthony, Biger, Bingham, Chandler, 
Clark, CoNamer, Crittenden, Dixon, Doolittle, Douglas, 
Durkee, Fessenden, Foot, Foster, Grimes, Hate, Harlan, 
King, Morrill, Seward, Simmons, Sumner, Ten Eyek, 
Trumbuil, Wade, Wilkinson, and Wilson—27 
So the amendment was rejected. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary 
will read the next amengment reported by the 
select committee. j 

The Secretary read the next amendment of the 
committee, which was in the nineteenth section, 
which imposes a duty of ten per centum on the 
articles enumerated init, to strike out ‘ bananas.” | 

The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. SIMMONS. “Bronze powder”? should 
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be stricken out of the nineteenth section; and I 
move that amendment. 
The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment of the committee was to 
strike out of the nineteenth section ‘‘ caustic 
soda.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was to strike out of the 
Nineteenth section ‘diamonds, cameos, mosaics, 
gems, pearls, rubies, and other precious stones, 
imitations thereof, not set.” 

The amendment was agreed to 


The next was in line forty-seven of the nine- 
teenth section, to strike out “un ” after “or,” 
so as to make the item read: ‘Grindstones, 
wrought or finished.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was in the nineteenth sec- 
tion, to strike out, in line seventy-eight, “ pine- 
apples;” in line seventy-nine, * plantains;’’ and 
in line eighty-one, ‘* pumpkins.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was in the twentieth sec- 
tion, imposing a duty of 20 per centum, to insert 
after the item, ‘‘ leather, upper, of all kinds,’’ the 
words “except tanned calf-skin, which shall pay 
pay 25 per centum ad valorem. ”? 

The amendment was agreed to. 


The next was to strike out of the twenticth sec- 
tion the following items: 
« Velvet, in the piece, composed wholly of cotton ; vel- 


vet, in the piece, composed of cotton and silk, but of which 
cotton is the component material of chief value.” 


The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was on page 88, after line 
one hundred and twenty-eight, to insert, asa new 
section, the following: 


Sec. Ql. And be it further enacted, That, from and after 
the day and year aforesaid, there shall be levied, collected, 
and paid, on diamonds, cameos, mosaics, gems, pearls, ru- 
bies, and other precious stones, when not set, a duty of 5 
per centum ad valorem; on the same when set in gold, 
silver, or other metal, and on imitations thercof, and dll 
other jewelry, 25 per centum ad valorem. 


The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. SIMMONS. As that is an additional sec- 
tion proposing to lay a duty of 25 per cent., I 
wish to add, at the end of it, the following: 

On hair-cloths and hair-seatings, and all other manufac- 
tures of hair not otherwise provided for, 25 per centum ad 
valorem, 

l shall move to strike out these things from a 
former part of the bill. 

Mr. BIGLER. This is merely a transfer from 
one schedule to another, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. SIMMONS. Now, I move to strike out 
of the forty-fourth line of the twentieth section, 
which we have passed, the following words: 

« Hair cloth, hair seatings, and other manufactures ofhair 
not otherwise provided for.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. BIGLER. I think the Senator from Rhode 
Island passed over an amendment on page 32, 
which it was intended to make. That is in the 
10 per cent. schedule, and in it-he will find ‘‘ sad- 
dlery, coach, and harness hardware, common 


~ 


| tinned, burnished, or Japanned.” Itwas intended 


to transfer them to the 20 percent.schedule. The 
duty is now 15 per cent. As the bill came ori- 
ginally from the House, it reduced it to 10 per 
cent. I propose to transfer that clause to the 
ninety-sixth line, page 37, after the word “ cov- 
ered.” The Senator will recollect that this is an 
amendment we agreed upon in committee. 

Mr. SIMMONS. That is right. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The first ques- 
tion will be on striking out those words on page 
32, lines eighty-six and cighty-seven. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question 


: : : Lr ie 
now is on inserting after the word “covered,” in | 


the ninety-sixth line, page 37, the words “ sad- 
dlery, coach, and harness hardware, common 
tinned, burnished, or Japanned. 
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Mr. FOSTER. I suggest to the Senator from 
Pennsylvania that the articles that äre stri¢ken’ 
out from the place where he has stricken’ them 
out, should go into the 30 per cent. scliedule, or 
else those in the 30 per cent. schedule should cer- 
tainly be altered; for there are now articles in the 
30 per cent. schedule precisely like this. > 
Mr. BIGLER. Oh, no; they are very different. 
The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was in section twenty- 
two, imposing a duty of 30 per cent., to strike out 
the following: 

“ Cameos, real and imitation, and mosaics, real and im. 
itation, when set in gold, silver, or other metal.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was in the same section, 
to strike out from lines sixty-four and sixty-six 
inclusive, in the following words: z 


“ Diamonds, gems, pearls, rubies, and other precious 
stones, and imitations of precious stones, when set in gold, 
silver, or other metal.” 


The amendment Was agreed to -~ 


The next amendment was in the same section, 
line ninety-two, to strike out the words: 

“ Jewelry, real or imitation.” ý 

The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment wasin section twenty- 
three, containing the free list, in line nineteen, 
after the word ‘f incorporated,” to strike out the 
word ‘ and;”’ and afterthe word * philosophical,” 
to strike out the word ‘‘or;’’ and to insert after 
the word “literary” the words “or religious;’’ so 
that the clause will read: 


All books, maps, charts, mathematical or nautical instru- 
ments, philosophical apparatus, and all other articles what- 
ever, imported for the use of the United States, all philo- 
sophical apparatus, instruments, books, maps, and charts, 
statues, statuary, busts and casts of marble, bronze, ala- 
haster or plaster of Paris; paintings and drawings, etchings, 
specimens of sculpture, cabinets of coins, medals, and gems, 
and all collections of antiquities: Provided, The same be 
specially imported, in good faith, for the use of any society 
incorporated or established for philosophical, literary, or 
religions purposes, or established for the encouragement of 
the fine arts, or for the use or by the order of any college, 
academy; school, or seminary of Jearning in the United 

tates. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was in the same section, 
in the following clause: “ Barilla, and soda ash, 
not containing over 85 per centum of carbonate of 


| soda,” to strike out the words ‘ not containing 


over 85 per centum of carbonate of soda. ” 
The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was in the same section, 
line two hundred and fourteen, to insert the fol- 
lowing: 

Staves for pipes, hogsheads, or other casks. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was in the same section, 
line two hundred and eighteen, to strike out the 
words “sulphate of ammonia.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. SIMMONS. I desire, at the end of the 
two hundred and eleventh line, on page 24, to 
insert, “ and silk cocoons and silk waste;’’ so as 
to make them free. The clause will then read: 

Silk, raw, or as reeled from the cocoon, not being dou- 
bled, twisted, or advanced in manufacture any way; and 
silk cocoons and sill waste. 


The amendment was agreed to 


Mr. WILSON. Before we pass over that sec- 
tion, if the Senator from Rhode Island is willing, 
I should dike to propose a small amendment: to 
add, after line one hundred and seventy-five, on 
page 52, the words “ old type of American man- 
ufacture.”? : 

Mr. COLLAMER. How can they tell whether 
they are American manufacture or not? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will 
suggest to the Senator from Massachusetts that 
the Senate proceed to the consideration of the 
committee amendments, and modification of those 
amendments, before receiving amendments from 
individual Senators, according to. the usual prac- 
lice. 
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Mr. MASON. I think it is high time to ad- 
journ. [* Oh, no!”] F move that the Senate 
do now adjourn. f 

Mr.FESSENDEN. [hopeweshallgo through 
the amendments of the committee. : 

The motion was not agreed to; there being, on 
a division—ayes eleven; noes not counted. 

Mr. LANE. Mr. President, perhaps it may 
not be in order, but I hope the Senate will give 
its permission to order to be printed, that we 
may have it to-morrow, an amendment which I 

ropose.to offer to this bill as a substitute for it. 
Pack that an order be made for its printing. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there be no 
objection, the Chair will receive the motion ofthe 
Senator from Oregon; and the question Is on 
printing the proposed amendment which he of- 

ers 

The motion was agreed to 


The next amendment was to strike out the 
thirtieth section of the bill, which the Secretary 

roceeded to read. ; i 

Mr. SEWARD. As we are reaching an im- 
portant question, and it is avery late hour of the 
day, I move that the Senate adjourn. 

Mr. CAMERON. I shall ask for the yeas and 
nays. [‘Oh, noi] 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. This motion 
is not a debatable one. e : 

The motion was notagreed to; there being on 
a division—ayes 12, noes 26. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary 
will proceed with the reading of the amendment 
of the committee. 

Mr. LATHAM. I will suggest that the Clerk 
merely read the amendment of the committee, 
and not the portion proposed to be stricken out. 
The bill is before every Senator, and he can see 
it for himself 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The reading 
of the amendment, so far as it proposes to strike 
out a certain section, will be dispensed with by 
unanimous consent. ; 

Mr. HALE. I want to hear it read. 

The Secretary read the amendment, to strike 
out all after the enacting clause of the thirtieth 
section, in the following words: 

“That from and after the day and year aforesaid, any 
and all goods, wares, or merchandise imported from any 
foreign countries, and entered for warehousing, or depos- 
ited in the public stores in consequence of the duties not 
being paid, shall be so entered or deposited, subject to the 
following conditions, to wit: That the same shall be with- 
drawn from the warehouse or public stores within thirty 


days from the time and date of the entry, for domestic con- 
sumption, and the duties thereon shall be duly paid in cash 


at the time of such withdrawal, or be thereafter prohibited | 


from being withdrawn, except for the purpose of exporta- 
tion beyond the limits of the United States; and in no case 
shall any goods, wares, or merchandise, as aforesaid, so 
imported and entered and deposited for warehousing, be 
entitled or permitted to he entered for domestic consump- 
tion, unless the same has senso withdrawn within the 
time heretofore mentioned: Provided, That goods, wares 
or merchandise which shall bave been withdrawn as afore 
said, and which shall have been exported and lauded be- 
yond the limits of the United States, may be from thence 
duly reimported in the same manner provided for in the 


first instance: Provided also, That this section shall not | 


apply to goods, wares, and merchandise imported from be- 
yond the Cape of Good Hope or Cape Horn until the Ist of 
January, 1861: Provided further, That all acts or parts of 


acts relating to the subject-matter herein embraced, and | 


inconsistent therewith, are hereby repealed.” 
And to insert in lieu thereof: 


That on all goods, wares, and merchandise remaining on 
deposit in warehouse or public stores on the Ist day of 
July, A. D. 1861, the duties shall be paid within ninety 
days thereafter, and on all deposited after the said lst day 
of July, the duties shall be paid within ninety days from 
the time of deposit. The said goods on which the duties 
have been paid may be, at any time, withdrawn for con- 
sumption, and may be taken out for exportation beyond 
the limits of the United States, at any time within six 
months from the time of the payment of duties thereon; 
and, on being so exported, the duties thereon shall be re- 
funded, deducting 1 per centum ; but no duties shall be 
refunded on goods, wares, or merchandise withdrawn more 
than six months alter the ume the duties were pgid thereon, 


Mr. SEWARD. Is the question on striking 
out or inserting? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Itis a single 
proposition to strike out and insert. The Chair 
will further state that the original matter pro- 
posed to be stricken out is first open to amend- 
ment, if any member desires to amend it; and 
also the matter to be inserted is open to modifi- 
cation, 

Mr. SEWARD. Let the 
on striking out, 

Mr. HALE, 


question be taken 


It is not divisible, 


Mr. BIGLER. If the Senator from New York 
desires to offer an amendment, he should offer it 
now; for, if the Senate strike outand insert, itis 
not amendable, if the Senate agree to it in that 
form. 

Mr.SEWARD. Let the question first be taken 
on striking out; that will answer my purpose. 

Mr. BIGLER. The Senator calls for a division? 

Mr. SEWARD. Yes, sir. 

Mr. BIGLER. Hecannofdo that. The only 
way is to perfect the text. 

Mr. SEWARD. Iwill move to amend the 
amendment proposed by the committee in the thir- 
ty-second line, page 59, by striking out “ ninety 
days,” and inserting in lieu thereof “two years. 

Mr. CLINGMAN. I suppose the Senator in- 
tends to insert “two years” wherever the words 
“ninety days?” occur? ; 

Mr. SEWARD. Yes, sir. . 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. This is a very important 
amendment, and upon it I suppose we shall hear 
the views of Senators; but it is late in the day. I 
am willing, if Senators desire it, that the other 
amendments from the committee be passed upon; 
but as this is an amendment which involves the 
whole warehousing system, I suppose it will 
lead to some discussion, and we shall hardly get 
through with it this evening; and therefore 1 rose 
to propose an adjournment. I suppose this will 
not be pressed to a vote to-night. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. I wish to suggest to my 
friend and to others that we are now within a 
fortnight of the time of adjournment, and we have 
a great deal of important matter tobe acted upon— 
some of the appropriation bills and other import- 
ant bills; and if we are to adjourn while this sub- 
ject is under consideration, the moment a ques- 
tion comes up that will lead to debate at half past 
four o’clock, we shall not finish business that 
must be done at this session, and gentlemen may 
make up their minds to it. 

Mr. WILSON. l understand the Senator from 


New York has moved to amend the bill by strik- | 


ing out “ ninety days,” in the thirty-second line, 
and inserting “two years.” I doubt very much 
whether we had better touch this warehousing 
system atall; but if we do, I think we ought to be 
very liberal in regard to it. The committee have 
proposed ninety days. Iam willing to agree to 
an amendment to this effect: to give one instead 


of two years for paying the duties; and in regard | 


to the time goods might stay in the warehouse, to 
strike out six months and insert two years; so 
that the duties would have to be paid in one year, 


| and the goods might remain in the warehouse two 


years, and be reéxported if they chose after one 


| year, and the duties be paid to them, less 1 per 


cent., as is proposed by this bill. I think that 
would be liberal enough. However, I shall vote 
to strike it all out, if it is necessary to do it. 

Mr. SEWARD. 


ting this amendment of the committee amended, 


I shall still be against the amendment itself, and | 


in favor of retaining the warehousing system just 
as it is. 
amendment to modify this provision as favorably 
as possible. The whole value, the whole utility 
of the warehousing system, consists in the priv- 


ilege of importing goods and storing them fora | 


considerable period of time, so that a merchant 
may take advantage of the condition of trade in 
different parts of the country and different parts 
of the world, and having his goods in store, may, 
at any time within one, two, or three years, draw 
them out on paying the duties to the Government, 
and then send them into market. It is no priv- 
ilege to be able to keep the goods in store when 
the duties have been paid. Whenever the mer- 
chant has paid his duties on the goods, he wants 
to draw them out in order to sell. Therefore it 


i is that I do not consider what is offered here— 


ninety days—as any valuable extension of the 
privilege of the occupation of the warehouse, and 
that nothing else than a period of two years will 
be adequate to the objects which the merchant has 
in view. Ican see but one objection to permit- 
ting these goods to remain, and the duties unpaid 
for so long atime; find that is, that when this sys- 
tem first comes into operation, there will not bea 
realization of the duties, so that the Treasury will 
lose the advantage of an immediate supply; but 
the bill goes into operation asa system, and after 
the expiration of one or two years, the Govern- 
ment realizes all the revenues from the bill that it 


If I should succeed in get- | 


If I should fail in that, I will offer this | 
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would realize if the term was only one month or 
ninety days. It is only a delay. The favor of 
the Government, or the forbearance of the Gov- 
ernment, will increase the revenue by increasing 
the amount of importations. Therefore it is that 
I must stand on the amendment which I have 
proposed to insert two years in lieu of ninety 


days. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question 
is on the amendment offered by the Senator from 
New York to the amendment. 

oF WILSON. Is it in order to move to amend 
that? 

_ The PRESIDING OFFICER. Itis not. It 
is an amendment to an amendment. It is nowin 
the third degree, and cannot be amended. 

Mr. LATHAM. Mr. President, I desire to 
say a word in relation to this provision in the bill. 
If the amendment of the committee is adopted, 
the constituency I represent will be greater suf- 
ferers than probably any other portion of this 
country; and for this reason: we are so far from 
the place of exportation that merchants there can 
never regulate, by any conceivable calculation, 
the questions of supply and demand. Under the 
present warehousing system, the merchant may 
send on his bill for goods to Europe; he may get 
thegoods; and when they arrive, if,in consequence 
of the plethoric state of the market, he is unable 
to sell, he has the privilege of putting them into 
the warehouses, and can take them out, and pay 
duties on them according to demand. If you 
compel the merchants of California to pay the 
duties at the expiration of ninety days, it will 
operate hard in both ways. If there is no de- 


| mand for the goods, and there is no opportunity 


of exportation, then the merchant, of course, has 
to pay the duties, and Jay out of his money, and 
have the goods on his hands. If he tries to reg- 
ulate, on the other hand, the question of suppl 

and demand, directly we will find that there will 
not be a sufficient quantity of goods in market to 
suit the demands of the people; and the consumers 
themselves will be the sufferers; so that it is a 


‘disadvantage to the merchants on one side of the 
| case, and to the consumer upon the other. 


Senators will recollect that it takes six months 
for us to get goods from Bordeaux, Liverpool, 
Havre, and other places of exportation; and it 
takes from ninety days to four months to get 
goods coming even from New York around the 
Horn. I have no hesitation, therefore, in saying 
that, if this bill passes, compelling the merchants 
to withdraw the goods in ninety days, or pay the 
duties, it will be of inconceivable injury to all the 


; trade, and all the commerce of California; and be 
| SO oppressive, that there will be one general cry 
: from all the merchants of that country for its im- 


mediate repeal. I trust that the friends of this 
measure will let the warehousing system stand as 
it is—speaking, as I do, for those who, as I have 
stated, will be the greatest sufferers by any change. 
Mr. CAMERON. My rule in life is never to 
take advice from my opponents. If the Senator 
from California intended to vote for this bill, I 
might be inclined to listen to him; but he is going 
to oppose it, no matter what condition the bill 
may be in, and therefore I think all he says in 
relation to the bill is wrong. Gentlemen on the 
other side of the House are continually talking 
against protection. This warehousing system is 
protection for the merchants, and especially for 
the forcign merchants. I will make no speech on 
the subject now, but I will mention this simple 
fact: that if the duty was paid to-day on the goods 
now in bondin the different warehouses of the Uni- 
ted States, we should have in our Treasur r about 
$10,000,000. Those $10,000,000 would relieve us 
from all trouble. We are now paying 12 or 14 
per cent. for the use of money which is justly due 
to us from these goods. Senators talk against 
giving protection to the manufacturer and the la- 
borer; but when we come to this protection to 
the merchant, nothing is said about it, My im- 
pression is, that this thing is more to the advant- 
age of the ownersof the warehouses in New York 
than it is to any other people. Certainly the 
legitimate merchants of New York, the men born, 
raised, and educated here, whose capital belongs 
to this country, have no benefit from it; but itis 
the foreign merchant, or the agent of the foreign 
manufacturer, who is benefited by it. That 18 
the whole history of the warehouses. : 
Senators talk about other countries protecting 
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commerce by the warehouging system; but they 
forget that in no country in the world are the for- 
eign products allowed to stay in bond; except so 
far as they add to the benefit of the manufacturer 
of the country in which they are. That is the 
system in England. Their whole warchousing 
system is for the benefit of the manufacturers of 
Great Britain, Ours is for the benefit of the manu- 
facturers of foreign countries. I said I would not 
make an extended speech on this subject, and I 
will not; but I desired to state this fact: that if we 
had the money now due us on the goods in ware- 
houses, we should not be peddling our notes and 
bonds about the country. 

Mr. POWELL. Ifthe Senator from Pennsyl- 
vania will allow me, I desire to ask him if he sup- 
poses this amount of merchandise would be in 

ond now, but for our present system? 

Mr. CAMERON. Thaye a right to expect it 
would; for it is there, brought in for the very pur- 
poe of being stored there by persons abroad, and 

take it for granted it would be there; but at all 
events, it is there. 

Mr. POWELL, I will suggest that the mer- 
chants abroad never would have put it there, if 
they had to pay the duty down. 

Mr. CAMERON, That is asupposition of the 
Senator. 

, Mr. POWELL. The reason why they leave 
itthere, is because they have the privilege of keep- 
ing it there without charge. 

Mr. WILSON. The Senator from Pennsyl- 
vania says he has made it a habit not to take the 
advice of his opponents. On a question of this 
kind, I think we ought to consider the opinions 
of everybody. We have a bill here that some 
members in the Senate, and some persons in the 
country, regard as somewhat protective, some- 
what to the advantage of the productive interests 
of our country. Ido not think we ought to put 
agamnat this bill the interests—or the prejudice, 
if you choose to call it so—of the shipping and the 
commercial interests of the country. Sir, if this 
bill should pass as it comes to us from the com- 
mittee, in my judgment, it will array against it the 
strongest hostility of the shipping interests and 
commercial men of the country. I think those who 
are in favor of the bill ought not to hazard the 
measure, in the judgment of the country, by thus 
arraying against it great and powerful interests. 

Now, sir, as to my own State, I have no doubt 
atall it would be better for our manufacturing and 
mechanical interests, to a considerable extent, to 
go in favor of this bill ag it comes from the com- 
mittee. But we have large commercial interests 
and a large shipping interest. Some portions of 
our people believe that this bill, as it now stands, 
is against their interests. Many of the workers 
in iron, in various mechanical trades, and per- 
sons engaged in our shipping interests, believe that 
this bill is against their interests. There isin my 
State, to-day, and there is in New England, and 
there is in the country, a large portion of the com- 
munity that would prefer to rest under the tariff 
act of 1857. 

I think the friends of this measure ought to 
extend this time at least to one year, and F shall 
so vote. I shall vote against the proposition of 


the Senator from New York, increasing it to two 
aly 


years, and J hal vote for one year, as I believe 
that to be a' tesonable time. I know that is the 
opinion of many persons in New York and Bos- 
ton, importers and business men engaged in the 
shipping interest. If that should be voted down, 
I shall vote to strike out the whole section, and 
Icave the warehousing system precisely and ex- 
acily as itnowis. I shall do it because I believe 
the permanent interests of the whole country will 
be promoted by so doing. Pass this bill, strike 
out this warehousing system, and, in my judg- 
ment, you will array against this measurea deep- 
seated hostility that will be felt hereafter in the 
country. Ido not think we ought to incur that 
hostility if it can be avoided. F 

Mr. SEWARD. Mr. President, it is useless 
to live at all, if one does not learn something in 
life. My first acquaintance with the subject of 
tariffs may be said to have begun some fourteen 
years ago, when the warehousing system was, 
afier a very extended debate in Congress and in 
the country, adopted against a very formidable 
opposition, I think it is fourteen years ago; and 
if there has been any policy in the couatry which 
has vindicated itself by its entire success, by its 
effect in augmenting the revenues of the country, 


by its effect in augmenting: the ‘commerce, the’ 


trade of the country athome and abroad—-ay, and 

by its effect in increasing the manufacturing of: 
the country and the mining of the country, it is 

this warehousing system. I do not see in it what 

the Senator from Pennsylvania sees—a conflict 

between the warehousing system and the manu- 

facturing system. If there were, I should have 

to choose between two interests, both of which- 
I favor. - 

The effect of the warehousing system is simply 
this: to increase the commerce of the country; 
but whenever commerce is increased, there must 
he a corresponding increase in the country of the 
materials, or the subject of commerce. The ware- 
housing system enables the merchant to bring in 
foreign goods and wares, and to hold them ready 
for all demands of the market of all parts of this 
extended country, of all parts of this great conti- 
nent, and of the continent of Asia, with which we 
are trading. 

These articles, if thus brought here and held, 
lead to a domestic trade throughout the country. 
Foreign trade in such articles being established, 
then it follows, as the American manufacturer 
goes into this increased and extended market, and 
brings his fabrics of the same character into the 
common stock, while manufacture is stimulated 
and the revenues increase, the consumer in an 
part of the world gets the production so maok 
cheaper. That, I think, is the operation of the 
whole system. I shall think it an injury to the 
manufactures of the country to strike down the 
commerce of San Francisco and the commerce of 
New York and the commerce of New Orleans. I 
believe it may be true, that by our revenue sys- 
tem we may favor some foreign manufacturers at 
the cost of our own. It is there that I take my 
departure from gentlemen on the other side of the 
Chamber who are opposed strictly to every prin- 
ciple of protection in a revenue bill. 
case, I am willing, as I have done throughout, to 
increase the duties upon the foreign manufacture 
to that extent which will bring into action the 
wheels of our own industry, and, through the 
agricultural and mineral interests, the raw mate- 
rial for manufacture. : 

T thank the honorable Senator from Massachu- 
setts for his support upon this bill of this measure 
of mine, upon the principle of its expediency and 
wisdom. It isa great change, a very considerable 
change, in the policy of the country. It occurs 
at a peculiar time, under peculiar circumstances. 
I think it is wise to advance, and with that view, 
I have not moved to diminish a single duty pro- 
posed by the committee who have reported this 
bill—not one. Although solicited by my constit- 
uents, who are merchants and importers, I have 
not moved for the reduction of the duty upona 
single article. As the bill stands, itisa very large 
advance in the way of strengthening our own pro- 


In such a} 


| ductions, agricultural and manufacturing. I think 


itis enough, without striking a blow at the most 
effective part of our system of commerce; and I 
beg of the Senate to consider, that in commerce 
is Involved also another interest, which, in itself 
is a manufacturing one—that is, the interest in 
navigation. It is not wise to haste too fast in a 
matter of this kind. 

As I desire to bring the question to a test of 
principle, I will, with the leave of the Senate, 
change my amendment, and make the term three 
years instead of two years, and that will bring us 
back to the real question in issue: whether we shall 
not leave the warehousing system as it stands, I 
propose to so leave it ' 

Mr. SIMMONS. I think that is a better form 
in which to put the question, because to reduce it 
from three to two years is practically the same 
thing. The committee have considered this sub- | 
ject. The bill, as it came from the House, only 
allowed one month. We considered the peculiar | 
condition of the country, as well as the condition 
of the Treasury; and I will suggest to the Senate | 
the considerations which presented themselves to 
the committee. They were not unmindful of the 


| convenience of merchants, and especially of the 


convenience of California and distant countries. 
There was before this committce—at least there 
was before me, and I invited some of the com- 
mittee to hear it, and I believe they were there į 


part of the time—this committee from the Cham- |j 


ber of Commeree of New York. They were very 
favorable to the alteration the committee had 
made Wehad extended it. In the first place, | 


| duty. 


: for. pay 
to next July, five months from’ 
considering it; then theré-are ‘three 
after ‘that before.a dime isto bé 


to the bill, by the consent of some members of the 
committee, that we wou 


reamed that there was another side: “I-want to 
state both sides. I think it will be'a great con: 
venience to the merchants to have this timé’ex© 
tended further than we have extended: it, so far 
simply as they would save the interest oh the 
money that they would have to pay into. the 
Treasury, and sometimes. it would be at high 
rates; and I believe it is generally at high rates 
on the Pacific coast. For that reason, have a 
great deal stronger desire to accommodate the 
Pacific coast than I have these overgrown Cities 
on this side; but at the same time, I have a duty 
to do, and I think the committee considered that 
we had something to do, to protect the Treasury 
of the United States. The goods in warchouse 
accumulate precisely at the time when our neces- 
sities are most pressing. Now, I will: réad'the 
amount of goods in warehouse in ordinary times. 
For three years, in ordinary times, they did not 
vary $200,000 from $22,000,000. This ‘duty was 
changed in 1857, and. by the Ist of July, (I do 
not know how much goods there had been there 
before, for'I had not examined it,) there were 
$56,000,000 in warchouse on which there should 
be paid $16,906,000 duties. Those duties were 
reckoned upon the tariff after it was modified; and 
when I came to make the calculation on the whole, 
$56,487,000 at 30 per cent. duty on the liquor, it: 


| fell short $10,000 of the duties required upon 


those goods: There must have been a depreda- 
tion upon the revenue amounting to $10,000.’ 
The whole amount of goods in warehouse, the 
whole $56,000,000, was liquor—brandies, spirits, 
and wines, That was the condition of it on the 
Ast of July, 1857. They are stored there for three 
years; and we are without the duties. T'he inter- 
est on those duties is $1,000,000a year, and more, 
too. We lay without the duty when it was 100 


| per cent.; and these people leave their liquors 


there and age them, and get them yeady for mar- 
ket; and, by the time they get aged, in about 
three years, they fetch double what-they would 
pay at first, and it is all at the expense of the 
Treasury. ldo not think this Governmentis:in 
a condition to lend these liquor dealers half the 
capital on which they carry on their: business, 
and then turn around and hive it from them at 3 
per cent. a month, and be paid in their own 
money, as has been often done this winter. Tam 
willing to do anything reasonable. I do not want 


| to distress merchants or to cripple commerce. I 


think commerce is one of the leading interests of 
the country; but I never in my life saw so exact- 
ing a set of men as these commercial men, and es~ 
pecially these German Jews. [Laughter.] They 
are not satisfied with anything. If you should 
give them three years, they would claim, five, if 
it took that time to age their liquor. 

Now, Mr. President, I would do anything in 
reason for the convenience ofcommerce. We have 


| put off the collection of the duty for six months, 


although we needed the money, and although 


i we were paying 12 per cent. for it, rather than 


disturb the markets of the country, or to putany- 
body on uneasy conditions about paying this 
I wanted these merchants to have two sea- 
sons to take these goods out; the present spring 
season to dispose of what they could, and then to 


|| go into the full trade and dispose of: the rest; be+ 


cause here is a revulsion in trade, and we have so 
provided. Iam perfectly willing now, with the 
consent of the committee, more to accommodate 
the Pacific coast than anything else, to make it 
four monthsafter the Ist of July, before they shall 
pay a dollar, and then give them eight months 
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afterwards to: reship the goods, and take the draw- 
back. I am willing to.do that. . When the Sen- 
ator from California. suggested these things, I 
went to different members of the committee to see 
af they would agree to it; butas for allowing these 
two.or. three. years, it is the most pernicious sys- 
tem, both for the merchant and for the producer, 
that ever was imposed upon the country. It. was 
thought to be for the advantage of these great 
cities; but.it is the worst thing to build.a city up. 
I know that in my own State, small as the trade 
ig there, the warehouses. are filled with British 
goods on foreign account, sent there and sold by 
brokers going around with samples. They some- 
times bring a thousand, or-ten thousand pieces, 
and carry them to the bleach works, and get then 
stamped with the Rhode Island bleach work 
stamps,,and put them in the m 
to be American manufacture. J 
trivances are resorted to to impose upon the peo- 
le of the country, through these warehouses. 
Fhey bring in their goods by ship-loads, and we 
give them credit for the duties. 
” Now, Mr. President, as I said before, I have | 
the most perfect conviction that we ought to limit | 
this time; that we cannot afford to continue the 
present system. ‘These duties will accumulate 
upon us, if we give a longer time than eight 
months.. The debenture bonds will accumulate, 
These goods are exported in times of revulsion. 
and they come here upon us when we are getting 
the least money, We have seen the operation of 
it this year, and in other years. Whenever there 
comes a revulsion in trade, instead of receiving 
money for duties, the goods are all put in ware- 
house. ‘They have increased from $22,000,000 to 
$60,000,000 since this revulsion commenced, and 
“we have not received a dime of duties. ‘These 
men Jay them up there, and we have to go into 
the market to borrow money. 


“Tam willing to agree to this system for a rea- || 


sonable time, but three. years is entirely too long. 
Take such a city as New York. The foreign 
merchants. send. their goods over there, and put 
them in warehouse. They might as well be in 
warehouse there as in London or Manchester. 
Then these Jew brokers take samples around. 
They live in. seven-by-nine rooms, and they go 
around selling these goods by sample, against the 
regular trader, and can undersell him. If I lived 
in the city of Now York, L would give money to 
get rid of them, and let business be done by the 


regular merchants. ‘These brokers and hucksters || 


never build up a city. They live upon $2a week, 
and:dress like princes. 
men of capital, who own your vessels. Those 
are the men to build up’ your cities. It is not 
these foreigners. that come here to speculate upon 
your necessities. But I have no wish to protract 
this debate. I hope the proposition of the Sena- 
tor from New York will be rejected. 

Mr. GWIN. We cannot take a vote on this 
question now; and as I desire to make some re- 
marks upon it, E move that the Senate do now 
adjourn. [*Oh, net 

‘A division being called for, there were twenty 
ayes. 

OMe. CAMERON. I ask for the yeas and nays 
on this motion. We are now very close to the 
end of the session, and I do nòt think we should 
adjourn at this time in the evening. 

Several Senarons. No yeas and nays. 

Mr. HALE. {am against adjourning; but if 
the yeas and nays are called on such a motion 
now, I shall vote for it. 

My. CAMERON. Gentlemen all around me, 
friends of the bill, say I ought to withdraw the call 


for the yeas and nays. In deference to them, Ido || 


s0; but it is very much against my own judgment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. There were 
twenty votes in the affirmative. The Chair will 
now request those opposed to the motion to rise. 

The noes were seventeen. So the Senate 
adjourned. 

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
FPrivay, February 15, 1861. 

The House met at twelve o'clock, m. 
5y he Chaplain, Rev. Tuomas H. Srocrron. 

The Journal of yesterday wasreadandapproved. 


Mr, BURNETT. I call for the regular order 
of business. Í 


Praye 


PETITIONS, ETC. 
Mr. DUELL. I ask the unanimous consent of 


arket, pretending | 
Al sorts of con- | 


We want merchants— | 


i] 
if 


the House to-present the proceedings of a public 
meeting held at Harpersville, in Broome county, 
New York, against any alteration of the present 
Constitution. : 

Objection was made. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Ilinois. I present the 
petition of a large number of citizens of Marengo, 
McHenry county, Illinois, in favor of maintain- 
ing the Constitution, the Union, and for the en- 
forcement of the laws, and against all compro- 
mises with traitors and all men’ who are plotting 
the overthrow of the Government. Let it be laid 
on the table. 

Mr. GROW. I have a number of petitions 
myself in favor of the Union and the Constitution 
as itis, which I desire to present to.the House; 
but I object to this whole practice of presenting 
petitions in open House. I hope gentlemen will 
file their petitions under the rule. 

The SPEAKER. This being Friday, the reg- 


1 


if 


reports of a private nature, commencing with the 
Committee on Indian Affairs. 


PRINTING OF A BILL. 


Mr. STOUT. [ask the unanimous consent of 
the House that the usual number of copies of 
Senate bill No. 1J—the Oregon’and Washington 
war-debt bill—with the report of the House Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs thereupon, be printed. 

There being no objection, it was so ordered. 


TUE TARIFF. 


Mr. JOHN COCHRANE. I ask the unani- 
mous consent of the House to present, and have 


the memorial of the Chamber of Commerce of 
New York against the tariff bill proposed in the 
Senate. 
Mr. GROW. I demand the regular order of 
business. 
REPORT Ol SELECT COMMITTER. 


Mr. MORRIS, of Hiinois. I desire to offer a 
|| resolution, providing for the printing of some 
extra copies of the report of the select committee 


} 


the Interior Department. 
_ The Clerk read the resolution, as follows: 
Resolved, That twenty-five thousand extra copies of the 
| report made by the select committee appointed to investi- 
gate the facts pertaining to the abstraction of bonds from 
the Interior Department, be printed for the use of the House, 
| and five hundred for the use of said Department. 
Mr. PRYOR. I object to that resolution. 
Mr. MORRIS, of Ilinois. Well, I give notice 
that 1 will offer the resolution on Monday next. 


5. B. KELLAR. 


On motion of Mr. WOODSON, the Committee 
on Indian Affairs was discharged from the further 
consideration of the petition of S. B. Kellar, pray- 
ing for the payment of damages for non-fulfillment 
of contract with an Indian agent; and the same 
was laid upon the table. 


TOWNSEND HARRIS. 


Mr. MORRIS, of Pennsylvania, from the Com- 
| mittee on Foreign Affairs, reported back, with a 
|! recommendation that it do pass, Senate bill No. 
274, for the relief of Townsend Harris, or his 
| heirs or legal representatives. 

Mr. JOHN COCHRANE. Jask that that bill 
be put upor. its passage immediately. 

Mr. MORRIS, of Pennsylvania. It is unani- 
i| mously reported by the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs. 
| Mr. JOHN COCHRANE. 
be read. 

The bill was read. {t directs the Secretary of 
| the Treasury to pay to Townsend Harris, or his 
heirs or representatives, the sum of $10,000 for his 
services and cxpenses in negotiating a treaty of 
commerce between the kingdom of Siam and the 
Uniied States. 

Mr. JOHN COCHRANE. This treaty was 
negotiated by Mr. Harris, outside of his regular 
official duties, and on his way to his official post. 
ii The bill passed the Senate unanimously, and I 
presume there will be no objection to it in the 
House. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it 
was accordingly read the third time. 

Mr. GARNETT. Idesire to say, in reference 
to that bil, that I remember that last session, 
when we established the mission to Japan, it was 


| 


j 


T ask that the bill 


i 
! 
j 
} 
tt 


ular order of business is the call of committees for | 


referred to the Committee of Ways and Means, | 


: . K . i 
| to investigate the recent abstraction of bonds from 


H 


placed upon the express ground that it was only į 


1 


a proper reward to Mr. Harris for negotiating the 


treaty. 
Mr. JOHN COCHRANE. Thegentleman is 
mistaken. This is for compensation for services 


in negotiating a treaty with Siam, entirely outside 
of his duties in Japan, and before his salary com- 
menced. . 

Mr. MORRIS, of Pennsylvania. Mr. Harris 
went to Siam with a supplementary appointmént 
as special commissioner to negotiate a treaty of 
commerce with that country. ~ 

Mr. GARNETT. Andreceived.no pay for it? 

Mr. MORRIS, of Pennsylvania. Not one cent. 
The bill passed the Committee on Foreign Rela- 
tions of the Senate unanimously, and also passed 
the Senate unanimously. : 

Mr. GARNETT. 1 withdraw my objection 
to the bill. 

The bill was then passed. 

Mr. JOHN COCHRANE moved to reconsider 
the vote by which the bill was passed; and also 
moved to lay the motion to reconsider upon the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


PRENTIS CHAMPLAIN. 


Mr. FENTON, from the Committee on Inva- 
lid Pensions, reported back, with a recommenda- 
tion that it do pass, a bill (H. R. No. 655) grant- 
ing a pension to Prentis Champlain. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read 
a third time; and being engrossed, it was accord- 
ing read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. FENTON moved to reconsider the vote 


i by which the bill was passed; and also moved to 


lay the motion to reconsider upon the table. 
The latter motion was agreed to. 


CONSULAR AND LEGISLATIVE BILLS. 


Mr. SHERMAN. I ask that the request of 
the Senate for committees of conference on the 
consular and diplomatic bill, and on the legislative 
bill, be acceded to. 

It was so ordered; and Messrs. Conwiy, MiL- 
son, and Morris of Pennsylvania, on the first- 
named bill, and Messrs. SHERMAN, Stevens of 
Pennsylvania, and Burcu, on the latter, were 
appointed managers on the part of the House, 


NAVAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr.SHERMAN. Talso ask that the amend- 
ments to the naval appropriation bill be referred 


| to the Committee of Ways and Means, and or- 


dered to be printed. 

It was so ordered. 

RECIPROCITY TREATY WITH ENGLAND. 

Mr. SHERMAN. A letter from the Secretary 
of the Treasury, in regard tothe reciprocity treaty 
with England, has been referred to the Committee 
of Waysand Means. It should have been re- 
ferred to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. I 


ask that the change of reference be made. 
It was so ordered. 


NATIONAL DIFFICULTIES. 
Mr. LEE. Itake occasion to present several 


| petitions signed by a large number of citizens of 


my congressional district, with the prayer that 
the Senatorsand Representatives in Congress from 
the State of New York shall endeavor to reconcile 
existing difficulties, and shall offs such ample 
guarantees to all Union-loving men of the slave- 
holding States as will bring us again into relations 
of brotherhood and harmony. 
The petitions were laid on the table. 


R. W. MEADE. 


Mr. MAYNARD. I am directed by the Com- 

mittee of Claims to reporta joint resolution for 
the relief of R. W. Meade, executor of Richard 
W. Meade, and to ask that it be put upon its pas- 
sage. It makes no appropriation. 
' The joint resolution was read a first and second 
time. It remands the claim of R. W. Meade, 
executor of Richard W. Meade, deceased, to the 
Court of Claims, to be reheard on the proofs 
already in the case, with any additional testimony, 
and such further arguments as the claimant may 
offer under the rules of the court, so as to decide 
it on the merits of the case. 

Mr. THOMAS. I object. 

Mr. MAYNARD. I hope there will be no ob- 
jection, The resolution is only to allow a rehear- 
ing of thecase. On the examination of the matter, 


the committee was satisfied that it came strictly 
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within the rules under which a court of chancery 
would allow the application for a rehearing. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ten- 
nessee will observe that on this.call he basa right 
to have his proposition considered, if it makes no 
appropriation. 

Mr.MAYNARD. It makes no appropriation. 

The SPEAKER. Then it is in order. 

Mr. THOMAS. | I understood that this was a 
mere call for réference. ` 

The SPEAKER. No; it is the regular call. 

Mr. THOMAS. Then I hope my colleague 
will give me an opportunity of being heard for a 
few minutes on this subject. 

Mr. MAYNARD. I willingly yield the foor to 
my colleague to present his views. I do not want 
to take any advantage of him, or any other mem- 
ber of the House; but I think that justice to this 
claimant requires the adoption of the resolution. 

Mr. THOMAS. JI had occasion, when I was 
a member of the Committee of Claims, some ten 
or twelve years ago, to spend some two weeks in 
the examination of this claim, and therefore ] am 
pretty familiar with the character of the case, 
although many of the facts ‘are not now fresh in 
my memory. The case has undergone the ex- 
amination of committee after committee,and Con- 
gress after Congress, and it has been uniformly, 
after full and eld®orate investigation, rejected, ‘It 
has also been before the Court of Claims, and 
there rejected. This claim has been hanging about 
the lobbies of the House of Representatives, to 
my own personal knowledge for twelve years, 
and from history fı r nearly thirty years. After the 
parties had had over twenty years to prepare their 
case, it was thoroughly examined in the House 
of Representatives, and was voted down by a very 
large majority Jt is row proposed, after the 
Court of Claims has given the matter a careful 
examination, where both parties were represented 
by counsel, to vefer it back +o that court, and to 
ask the court to devote another week or month 
to its investigation. If my memory were clear 
enough\tg'enable me to state all the facts, I h 
no doub¥that this resolution would be voted 
by more than two thirds majority. 

According to my recollection, Mr. Speaker, this 
claim originated for breadstuffs furnished to the 
Spanish nation during the war of 1812-14. It will 
be recollected that during that-period the United 
States were at war with Great Britain, and that 
Great Britain was at war with France. Spain was 
theally of our enemy, Great Britain. Mr. Meade, 
who was an American citizen, had gone to Spain 


some years before, and had so far become a sub- | 


ject of that Government that he was actually an 
office-holder in the city of Madrid. He was a 
dealer in produce; and, as such, furnished the 
Spanish army with their breadstuffs during that 
war. When peace was restored, after the battle of 
Waterloo, this Mr. Meade had a settlement with 
the King of Spain, which showed the Spanish 


Government to bein his debt to the amount of | 


some $600,000, and an acknowledgment of that 
debt was duly executed. All this time the United 
States were ignorant that such a man as Meade 
lived. The first information that we had of him 
or his claim was when friendly relations were re- 
stored, and when our minister went to Madrid. 
Our minister there received a written communica- 
tion from Mr. Meade, who had quarreled with 
the King of Spain, and had been imprisoned, He 
applied to the American minister to have his rights 
adjusted. Our minister interfered so far as to have 
Mr. Meade released from prison. He was re- 
leased and returned to the United States. After 
the treaty for the cession of Florida, Mr. Meade 
requested our Government to send an agent to the 


Court of Spain to get the evidence of the indebt. | 


edness of that kingdom to him, in order to lay Å 
before the commissioners, who were required to 
make a settlement of the money to be paid by our 
Government to Spain for the benefit of United 
Siates claimants. Our Government, not feeling it 


their duty, did not make the application. The | 


commissioners held their sessions for two years 
in this city. They made their awards, and dis- 
tributed the $5,000,000 pro rate among the claim- 
ants who did present theirclaims. But Mr. Meade, 
who did not apply for any portion of it, has since 


come up and besieged Congress; and since his | 


death, his representatives have been pressing the 
claim till it was rejected _so overwhelmingly that 
they lost all hope in the House. They then went 


to the Court of Claims, where they had the ben-: 
efit of counsel, and the. benefit of thirty years’ ac- 
cumulation of testimony, and it was there rejected. 

I am sorry, sir, that my colleague, for whom 
I entertain so high a regard, should be again at- 
tempting to embarrass this Government with a 
further investigation of this claim. . I had noidea 
that it was ever to comé here again. Lhave stated 
the facts from recollection; but I believe that I 
have stated them accurately, at least in substance. 
Į am satisfied that it is a claim in regard to which 
this Government should not bë further troubled. 
I therefore move to lay the resolut.on the-table, 
unless my friend should desire to say something 
in regard to it. i d 

Mr. MAYNARD. My colleague will recol- 
lect that I have the floor, and that he only-held it 
by my courtesy. Lam notsurprised, Mr. Speaker, 
from the gtatement which my friend and colleague 
has made of what he. supposes to be the facts in 
connection with the claim, that his mind should 
incline against it. I hold in my hand the opinion 
of the majority of the Court of Claims, and it is 
enough to say that they based their action on no 
such ground. I will state in a few words what 
are the main, leading facts in the case,and which 
have induced the Committee of Claims to recom- 
mend the case to be referred back for a rehear- 
ing. ; 
Richard W. Meade had, in his lifetime, a claim 
arising out of a contract, and out of personal in- 
jury, against the Government of Spain. That 
claim was recoghized by that Government, and 
by a board of commissioners was certified as a 
claim against the Government to an amount some- 
thing less than my colleague has stated—some- 


thing over three hundred thousand dollars. That | 
[ was prior to the treaty of 1819 with Spain. 


By 
the terms of that treaty, under which we acquired 
the now recusant State of Florida, the United 
States undertook and assumed to pay all the 
claims which her own citizens had against the 
Spanish Government, including, of course, this 
claim. 

After the ratification of that treaty, Congress 
appointed a board of commissioners to pass upon 
such claims as we had assumed by virtue of that 
treaty. Mr. Meade presented his claims as fall- 
ing within the terms of that treaty andin support 
of it presented the certificate of the Spanish Gov- 
ernment, liquidating and adjusting it, and fixing 
the amount. The commission recognized the 
claim as falling within the purview of the treaty, 
and liable to be satified by tbis Government, in 
pursuance ofit; butsuspendediton the ground that 
they would not admit it upon the certificate of the 
Spanish Government of its liquidation and adjust- 
ment, and required Mr. Meade to produce his 
original vouchers upon which the liquidation of 
the Spanish Government took place, and which 
were delivered up to the custody of that Govern- 
ment and distributed through its various depart- 
ments. This, Mr. Meade was unable to do. He 
was not able to obtain them from the custody of 


j| the Spanish Government, and produce them be- 


fore the commission until the commission had ex- 
pired, under the act by which it was appointed. 
‘The consequence was, that the claim was lost. It 
had been assumed by this Government, as be- 
tween the Spanish Government and the claimants. 
Thecommission had required evidence of the char- 
acter which I have mentioned, and which it was 
impossible for him to produce, pending the ex- 
istence of the commission; the result was, that 
the claim was not allowed. 

It is true that the claim came before Congress, 
and that it has been examined and passed on, by 
one House or the other, again and again. It went 
to the Court of Claims, and it was there considered 
and was decided by the majority adverscly, the 
minority of the court presenting at the same time 
in favor of the claim. The decision of the major- 


|| ity of the court was placed upon the ground that 


Mr. Meade, having once had a day in court, and 
having failed to establish his claim before the com- 
mission, in accordance with their requirements, 
had lost it by laches. | 
The Committee of Claims thought that, to say | 
the least, the rejection of the claim was made upon 
very highly technical ground; because it will be 
seen that, upon the investigation of the claim, the 
merits of it had not been inquired into. It wasa 
case in which the obligation of Spain to pay had 
been fully recognized by that Government; and | 


quenecof the requirementto which Eha 
The Court of Claims rejected :the’clati 
technical ground have named; andithe 
tee of Claims. believed it was.:but i 
claimant that he should liave a rehéa 
other decision; upon the principle everyday’ 
ticed upon in the courts. i No chaneeldr' in 
land, upon such a condition of facts; would:hesi- 
tate a moment to grantarchearmg; anda, € 
t his opinion once pronounced adverse’ to the 
claim. : meee crun i 
` Mr. THOMAS.: l desire to ask my colleague 
whether there bas been any new testimony dis- 
covered in thé case other: than fas been béfare 
Congress for years? ni oor a r: N 

Mr. MAYNARD. Not that tam aware of.: 

Mr. THOMAS. Then I desire to galt y'y,col- 
league whether he undérstands it to bethërule of 
any court in this country to'grant a rehearing ‘ih 
such a case, when no new testimony is allege “to 
have been discovered? fe pe a 

Mr. MAYNARD. Undoubtedly. © 5> è 

Mr. THOMAS. If no error is alleged 
ier a arehéating may be granted upon t 
‘acts? f : anes ee Conn 

Mr. MAYNARD. ` I say iit is the every-day 
practice to grant a rehearing when there is a plau- 
sible argument presented to the mind of thé’ court 
that itis possible that, in the first exarnination, the 
facts may have been misapprehended, Lhave many 
times known a judge to reverse his own decision 
upon such a state of facts. It is an every-day 

ractice. pad, SEE nt 

Mr. THOMAS. I wish to-ask my ‘friend if he 
knows how often thig case: has been rejected by 
Congress? I remember that it-was once rejected 
upon the argumentof Silas Wright in the Senate. 
I remember that it was rejected in this House once 
upon theargument of Joshta R. Giddings againet 
it. I remember that it was, on another occasion, 
rejected upon the argument of a gentleman whose 
name I do not now callto mind, Lknow thatthis 
case has undergone the thorough investigation,of 
men of all sections and of all parties. ‘It has been 
rejected by the Court of Claims after a fulland 
thorough investigation; and now, if my: friend 
from Tennessee can present any fact which will 
throw any additioria light on the sùbject, I am 
willing that it shall again be considered, but: not 
otherwise. Bh eee 

Mr. MAYNARD. J have not examined the 
congressional history of this claim; but my im- 
pression is, that it has at various times received 
the favorable action of committees of, both Houses 
of Congress. The Committee of Claims, how- 
ever, examined the case upon the record presented 
by the Court of Claims, and they have reported 
this resolution in accordance with what they con- 
sidered to be well settled principles of legal prac- 
tice. I move the previous question upon the 
engrossment and third reading of the joint res- 
olution : : 

Mr. THOMAS. I move today the resolution 
on the table, . Wie ied a 

Mr. STANTON. IT think there should be an 
end of all things. I hope the resolution will be 
laid on the table. f 

Mr. STEVENS, of Pennsylvania. “Will the 
gentleman from Tennessee allow me to ask him 
why he has inserted into the resolution the pro- 
vision that there is to be a rehearing upon the 
merits of the case? : 

Mr.MAYNARD. Ican assure the gentleman 
that those words were not put there to cover up 
or conceal anything more than appears in the 
report. If there is any objection to that phrase- 
ology, I am perfectly willing that those words 
shall be stricken out. ee 

Mr. STEVENS, of Pennsylvania.. T-called- 
the gentleman’s attention to the phraséology' be: 
cause I knewthat it has been generaliy construed 
to give the auditing officers a sort of licentious 
discretion for any report they may make. 

Mr. MAYNARD. I perhaps should have had 
read the report of the committee which accom- 
panies the resolution. Ít will be seen by that re~ 
port that the committee expressly -forbore to 
express any opinion upon the. merits of the case. 
They recommend a rehearing of the case in con- 
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seguence of theextremely technical grounds upon 
which the decision of the Court of Claims was 


made; ? 
“Mr. STANTON. It will be: recollected. that, 
at the last session of Congress, a resolution was 
nassed allowing a rehearing of a certain claim 
efore one of the Departments, and that we were 
obliged the present session to pass an act repeal- 
ing that résolution. 
“Mr, MAYNARD. -I am perfectly willing to 
obyiate.any. difficulty of that kind by striking out 
the clause which requires that the. claim shall be 
examined, on its rehearing, upon its merits; and 
toadd a proviso that nothing within the resolu- 
tion shall be construed ‘into an expression of 
opinion as to the merits or demerits of the claim. 
Lask for the yeas and nays upon the motion 
to lay the resolution on the table. 
-The yeas and nays were not ordered 
The motion to lay on the table was agreed to 


AZEL SPAULDING. 


' Mr. MAYNARD. lam instructed by the Com- 
mittee of Claims to report a bill for the relief of 
Azel Spaulding. 

The bill was read a first and second time. 

Mr. MAYNARD. | This bill makes an appro- 
priation, simply to pay a pension agent $275 for 
the two per cent. on the money paid out by him 
prior to 1847. 1 suppose it will be better to put 
the bill on its passage at this time. 

“The bill was read. : 

“There being no objection, the bill was ordered 
to be engrossed, and reada third time; and being 
engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, 
and passed. 

Mr. MAYNARD moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed; and also moved to 
lay the motion to reconsider on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to 


ISAIAH HATCH. 


Mr. HALE, from the Committee of Claims, 
made an adverse report on the case of Isaiah 
Hatch; which was laid upon the table, and or- 
dered to be printed. 


MARINE HOSPITAL AT NEWPORT. 


Mr. ELIOT, from the Committee on Commerce, 
made an adverse report on the case of the marine 
hospital at Newport, Rhode Island; which was 
laid.-upon the table, and ordered to be printed. 


FLORIDA INDIAN WARS. 


Mr; TRIMBLE, from the Committee on Pub- 
lic Lands, reported back House bill No. 572, 
ranting bounty lands to soldiers engaged in the 
indian wars of Florida since 8d March, 1855, 
with the recommendation that itdo notpass. The 
bill was laid upon the table, and the report or- 
dered to be printed. 


ADVERSE REPORTS. 


Mr. TRIMBLE, from the Committee on Pub- 
lic Lands, also made adverse reports in the follow- 
ing cases; which were severally laid upon the 
table, and ordered to be printed: 

Petition of Julius Pierce, in behalf of Calvin 
Pease, for bounty land; 

Petition of Julius Pierce, praying for certain 
amendments to the bounty land acts; 

i Pearition of the heirs of Edie Stewart, for bounty 
and; 

Petition of the heirs of George Jackson, pray- 
ing for a grant of bounty land on account of ser- 
vices in the war of 1812; 

Petition of David Johnson, asking for bounty 
land or a pension; and 

Memorial of forty-six privateersmen from Mar- 
blehead, asking for bounty land under the act of 
3d March, 1855. 


TITLES TO CERTAIN LANDS IN ILLINOIS. 


Mr. DAVIS, of Indiana, from the Committee 
on Public Lands, moved that that committee be 
discharged from the further consideration of House 
bill No..875, to ascertain and adjust the titles to 
certain lands in the State of Illinois; and that it 
be laid upon the table. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Indiana, moved to reconsider 
the vote by which the bill was laid upon the table; 
and also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
laid. upon the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to 


INTERNAL IMPROVEMENTS. 


Mr. DAVIS, of Indiana, from the Committee 
on Public Lands, made an adverse report on the 
joint resolutions of Washington Territory, asking 
Congress to donate to that Territory ten million 
acres of land in aid of the territorial internal im- 
provement fund: which was laid upon the table, 


and ordered to be printed. 
ADVERSE REPORTS. 


Mr. WASHBURNE, offllinois, from the Com- 
mittee on Commerce, moved that that committee 
be discharged from the further consideration of 
sundry memorials; and that they be laid upon 
the table. : 

The motion was agreed to 

POST OFFICE APPROPRIATION BILL. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I now move that the rules 
be suspended, and that the House resolve itself 
into the Committee of the Whole on the state of 
the Union, with a view to take up the Post Office 
appropriation bill. 

Mr. BURNETT. Ihope not. We ought to 
finish the call upon the committees for reports in 
private cases. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I am perfectly willing to 
have the call gone through with, provided it be 
the understanding that my motion shall not be 
superseded by the special order. 

The SPEAKER The Chair hears no objec- 
tion, and will take it as ordered accordingly. 


KANSAS TROUBLES. 


Mr. CONWAY, by unanimous consent, pre- 
sented joint resolutions of Kansas, asking Con- 
gress to appropriate $500,000, or an amount suffi- 
cient for the payment of claims awarded to the 
citizens of Kansas by the claim commissioners 
of Kansas, for losses of property in consequence 
of the existence of the political troubles which 
prevailed so generally in the carly history of the 
Territory of Kansa8; which was referred to the 
Commitiee of Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


ILOCKADAY & LIGGET 


Mr ALLEY. Iam instructed by the Commit- 
tee on the Post Office and Post Roads to report 
back Senate bill No. 551, for the relief of Hock- 
aday & Ligget, with the recommendation that it 
do pass. [ask that the bill be now put on its 
passage. 

The bill, which was read, provides that the sam 
of $40,000 be allowed to Hockaday & Ligget, in 
full payment for damages sustained by them in | 
reduction of pay for carrying the mails on route 
No. 8911, and that said amount be paid to Wil- 
liam Liggct, for and on account of Hockaday & 
Ligget, and for their benefit, out of any moneys 
in the Treasury of the United States not otherwise 
appropriated. 

The bill was ordered to be read a third time; 
and it was accordingly read the third time, and 
passed. 

Mr. ALLEY moved to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill was passed; and also moved that | 
the motion to reconsider be laid upon the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


JOHN PEEBLES. 


Mr. TAPPAN. Iam instructed by the Com- | 
mittee of Claims to report back Senate Court of | 
Claims bill No. 195, for the relief of John Pee- 
bles, with the recommendation that itdo pass. It 
is for a small sum, and I hope it will be now put 
on its passage. It directs the Secretary of the 
‘Treasury to pay to John Pechles the sum of 
twenty-five dollars, in full for his services as sur- 
veyor, performed under the direction of John 
Cuthbert, timber agent for the southern district of 
Alabama. . 

The bill was ordered to be read a third time; 
and it was accordingly read the third time, and 

assed. 

Mr. TAPPAN moved to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill was passed; and also moved that 
the motion to reconsider be laid upon the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

AZEL SPAULDING——AGAIN. 

Mr. STANTON. I move to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill for the relief of Azel Spaulding 
was passed. ‘That bill appropriates some two 
hundred and seventy-five dollars as percentage. 


I wish to inquire whether Mr. Spaulding received 
any salary at the time? 


The SPEAKER. ‘The motion to reconsider 
has already been submitted, and laid upon the 
table. 

DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA BUSINESS. 


Mr. CARTER. Mr. Speaker, Fask the unan- 
imous consent of the House for leave to present 
the following resolution. It is one that, in my 
judgment, ought to be passed at once. 

The Clerk read, as follows: 

Resolved, That next Tuesday be set apart for the trans- 
action of the business for the District of Columbia, and that 
the business for the District be made the special order for 
that day. 


* 
Mr, WINSLOW. I object, 
FREDERICK VINCENT. 


Mr. DUELL, by unanimous consent, moved 
that the Committee of the Whole House on the 
Private Calendar be discharged from the further 
consideration of Senate bill No. 275, for the relief 
of Frederick Vincent, administrator of James Le 
Caze, surviving partner of Le Caze & Mallet, 
and that it be referred to the Committee on Rev- 
olutionary Claims. . 

The motion was agreed to. 


GREENBERRY M. MATTHEWS. 


Mr. WASHBURN, of Wiscgnsin, from the 
Committee on Private Land Cfims, reported a 
bill for the relief of Greenberry M. Matthews, of 
Montgomery county, Maryland; which was read 
a first and second time by its title. 

The bill was then read in extenso. It provides 
for the canceling- of a certain land warrant, and 
the issue of another in its stead. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read 
a third time; and being engrossed, it was accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed. i 

Me. WASHBURN, of Wisconsin, moved to 
reconsider the vote by which the bill was passed; 
and also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
laid upon the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


POST OFFICE BILL. 


M:NAIERMAN. As the call of the commit- 
tees is now through, I move that the rules be sus- 
pended, and that the House resolve itself into the 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union 
Pending that motion, I move that the Post Office 
appropriation bill be made the special order in 
committee, 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

The motion to go into the Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union was then agreed 
to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into the 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union, 
(Mr. Wiystow in the chair,) and proceeded to 
the consideration of the bill (ÉI. R. 971) making 
appropriations for the service of the Post Office 
Department during the fiscal year ending the 30th 
of June, 1862. 

By unanimous consent, the first reading of the 
bill was dispensed with 

The bill was then read by clauses for amend- 
ment. 

The following clause being under consideration: 

For compensation to postinasters, $2,728,734. 

Mr. COLFAX said: I am instructed by the 
Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads to 
offer the following amendment: 

Strike off $28,734, and to add as a proviso to the clause 
just read: 

Provided, That no compensation shall be paid to post- 
masters, after the 30th of June, 1861, for the delivery ot free 
letters or papers to their recipients. 

Ł can explain this amendment in a few words. 
By asingular anomaly in the post office laws, 
although postmasters receive no compensation for 
the delivery of public documents and franked 
speeches, yet thére are two branches of free mat- 
ter for the distribution of which they do receive 
compensation out of the Treasury. One is one 
cent for the delivery of free letters, for which the 
Governmentreceivesno postage. The other grows 
out of the delivery of newspapers distributed free 
of postage in the county where they are published ' 
The postmasters are allowed two mills for the de- 
livery of each of such papers, which amounts to 
ten and one fifth cents per year for the delivery of 
weekly papers in the counties where they are pub- 
lished, while the Government receives no postage 
at all, but carries such paper free. 
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Upon conference with the Post Office Depart- 
ment, it was thought this would save $30,000 a 
year. The postmasters are required by law to 
distribute all other free matter for which no com- 
pensation is received by the Department. We 
want to make the law general, that no compensa- 
tion shail be-paid for the delivery of free matter. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. WHITELEY. I desire to offer an amend- 
ment, to come in after line thirty-six, in reference 
to the salaries of route agents. - I wish to call the 
attention of the chairman of the Committee on the 
Post Office and Post Roads to this fact: two weeks 
ago we increased the salaries of the clerks in the 
Washington city post office, on account of the 
amount of documents which they are compelled 
to handle. 1 wish to call his attention to the fur- 
ther fact, that last year, upon his own motion, 
the salaries of the route agents throughout the 
country were fixed at $800 each. Now, sir, Íde- 
sire to say that the salaries of the route agents be- 
tween Washington and Philadelphia, and Wash- 
ington and Richmond, should be increased upon 
the same principle upon which the salaries of the 
clerks in the post office here were increased. The 
truth is, they have more to do with the handling 
of documents than the clerks in the city post office. 
I therefore propose the following amendment: 

That the salaries of route agents from Washington to 
fon paia and from Washington to Richmond, shail be 

3000. 

Mr. COLFAX. Iam opposed to this amend- 
ment, because I believe that you can find plenty of 
competent and experienced persons to perform 
those duties at the present rate of compensation. 
The gentleman is mistaken in saying that we rec- 
ommended the other day an increase of the com- 

ensation of the clerks in the city post office here. 
hat we did was merely to continue alaw which 
was passed in 1854, upon the motionof Mr. Rusk, 
of Texas, then chairman of the Senate Post Office 
Committee, providing that there should bea small 
fund out of which clerks in the city post office of 
this city shall be paid forextra labor imposed upon 
them, limiting the amount to $250 to each clerk. 
The amount allowed to the clerks in post offices 
is based upon the commissions accruing to that 
office. Now, in a post office like this, where the 
mails, both incoming and outgoing, are mostly 
composed of free matter, the revenue must be 
very much curtailed. The enormous amount of 
free matter which passes through the city post 
office requires the services of a larger number of 
clerks than is required by any other post office 
in the country collecting the same amount of post- 


ages. 

Mr. WHITELEY. DoI understand the gen- 
tleman to say that the clerks in this office are paid 
by commissions? I believe they receive a regular 
salary, let their duties be what they may. The 
truth in reference to these documents is, that most 
of them are put up here in bags and carried di- 
rectly to the railroad, when the route agents have 
all the trouble of them. 

Mr. COLFAX. The clerks in the post office 
here receive a regular salary, I concede; but the 
number of clerks must be regulated by the amount 
of money which can be paid them out of the com- 
missions of the office. Where almost the entire 
amount of the mails, outgoing and incoming, are 
composed of free matter, the number of clerks 
must be diminished if their salaries are limited by 
the amount of postages accruing. , 

In recommending, the other day, the continu- 
ation of the old law of 1854, we only acted upon 
the recommendation of the Post Office Depart- 
ment, which was concurred in by the committee 
of the House unanimously. But the Post Office 
Department has not asked for an increase o# the 
salaries of the route agents, and I do not think it 
necessary. 

Mr. FLORENCE. I desire simply to say to 
the chairman of the Committeen the Post Office 
and Post Roads, that an amendment to pay the 
same percentage to the route agents, not to exceed 
$250, which is paid to the clerks in the city post 
office here, ought to pass. The clerks here get 
$1,200 and $1,400 a year, while the route agents 
get only $800. Tonly ask that the same degree 
of justice shall be extended to the route agents 
from Washington to Philadelphia, and from 
Washington to Richmond, as is extended to the 
clerks here, for the reason that they manipulate 
the same documents that the clerks do, only ina 


greater degree, and they are more entitled to the | 


$250 than the clerks are. The clerks in the post 


office receive most of these documents packed in ` 
ĮI do not at all mean to detract from their | 


bags. 
labors. Ido not mean to say that they are not 
entitled to the $250; but I do mean to say—and I 
say it to the chairman of the Committee on the 
Post Officeand Post Roads—that these route agents 
are entitled toit in an-cnlarged degree, for they 
take the documents in bulk, take them out of the 
wagons at the cars, and have harder work in ref- 
erence to them than the clerks in the ‘post office 


have. It is but manifest fairness that thisamount || 


should be accorded to them, at the rate of one-mill 
per pound, not to exceed in all $250.: The gen- 
tleman from Indiana, who has given so-much at- 
tention to this matter, will see the fairness of this 
proposition, and I hope he will agree toit. When 
thatigentleman goes into the Post Office Depart- 
ment—and I may say, without any eulogy, that 
I Kope he may be permitted to do so—he will have 
a better practreal knowledge of these matters, and 
I know he will agree to this proposition as soon 
as he investigates it. 

Mr. STANTON. [ would like to try the ex- 
periment of cqualizing the other pay. I would 
move to strike out ‘‘route agents’? and provide 
that the clerks shall not receive more than $800. 
Gentlemen talk about cqualizing, but they always 
equalize up, while I would rather equalize down. 

Mr. WHITELEY. We equalized last year 
upon these very route agents. or instance, the 
route agents between Philadelphia and Washing- 
ton were receiving $1,000. And upon the motion 
of the chairman of the Committee on the Post 
omie and Post Roads, they were cut down to 
$3800. 5 
$ There is another consideration in reference to 
this matter worthy of consideration. These route 
agents have really to live in two cities. If their 
home is in Philadelphia, their odd nights are 
spent here. Thus they are subjected to a great 
deal of extra expense; and, as I said before, they 
perform the bulk of the labor in reference to these 
documents. All our books are packed in bags; 
and if they go to the city post office at all, they 
are merely Raoded to the pavement and placed 
in the mail wagons. The clerks in the city post 
office have nothing to do with them. The route 
agents have the handling of them altogether. I 
think it nothing more than just and fair to give to 
those who do this labor $200 a year more than 
they now receive; or rather, as Ihave modified 
the amendment, to say that their salaries shall not 
exceed $1,000, giving the Postmaster General 
power to raise them from $800 to $1,000, if he 
sees fit. 

Mr. COLFAX. Mr. Chairman, I oppose the 
amendment’ of the gentleman from Ohio, (Mr. 
Srawron,] to reduce the salary of these clerks in 
the Post Office. 

The CHAIRMAN 
received. 

Mr, COLFAX. In reply to the gentleman from 
Delaware, and the gentleman from Pennsylvania, 
I will state, what they very well know, that the 
route agents are off duty part of the time, while 
the clerks in the post office are on duty all the 
time, the whole year round. So that that argu- 
ment falls. The gentleman shakes his head, as 
much as to say, that the route agents are not off 
duty part of the time. He is aware that there are 
always, upon every large mail route, a surplus of 
route agents, and they alternate. 

Mr. WHITELEY. Not between here and 
Philadelphia; and I am told that they even have 
to run on Sundays. 

Mr. COLFAX. I know that, asa general rule, 
there is a surplus of route agents, because men 
cannot go over a route every day, distributing 
mail matter, handling heavy bags, standing on 
their feet all the time, without relaxation. 

Mr. WHITELEY. Iam told by these agents 
—I know nothing about the matter personally— 
that there are no extra agents upon the route be- 
tween here and Philadelphia; and when they are 
sick they have to pay a man to go in their places, 
out of their own salaries. 


That amendment was not 


Mr. COLFAX. One word further upon this | 


subject. Lam surprised at the statement of the gen- 
tleman from Delaware, in reference to the route 
between here and Philadelphia, because, I suap- 
posed there were alwaysone or moresu rplus route 
agents upon all the great mail routes. But if you 


begin’ to inerease” thi 
gaged in handling these-m 
“will fnd- wih be: that the posty 

offices besides that ât Washington ti 
for an increase of pay, with. gust 
tice: All the route agents have to: 
bulky. bags of documehtsis to rece 
cars from the -mail messengers, whos i pit- 
ting them on. the cars, and then they are-piled up 


there, and when they arrivent Philadelphia: they 
are thrown out without any extra care, 8s- Piknow 
from personal observation, because they arè not 
handled. with as much Care as bags of letters, nor 
is it needful that they should be. All the route. 
agents. have to do with these bags of documents is 
to assist in putting them on the cars-and in taking 


them off. can see no reason for this proposed 
increase of salary. ~ i me a 
Mr. HUGHES... L think it very bad policy to 


pay inadequate salaries, incommensurate with the 
abors and responsibilities connected with the dis- 
charge of the duties of an office; and I-know-that 
the duties upon these:two ‘routes ‘are ‘very orner- 
ous and responsible. Allow me to say, 1 con- 
nection with my first proposition; that I have no 
question that, if you were to put up all the offices 
under this Government ‘at public auction to the 
lowest bidder, you would find men who would 
discharge, for $500 a year, the duties of offices 
for which we now pay $2,000, being déar‘at that. 
You will find many a man who will fill the office 
of President of the United States for $1,000 a year, 
if you will give itto him, and he will make-per- 
haps $100,000 annually by the bargain; and so 
with all our offices. It is, in my judgment, the 
worst possible policy that the Government could 
adopt to pay low salaries for important services: 
It is anti-democratic; not in a party, but ina gen- 
eral and political sensé. I am always'in favor of 
paying a good, fair salary to’ every man who dis: 
charges duties under the Government in propor= 
tion to their importance: and responsibility.” I 
am satisfied that it is the best: possible bond for 
fidelity that you can exact from your public offi- 
cers. I know that: officers of the engineers ate 
placed upon their honor, and with very inäde- 
quate compensation. They give no bonds, and 
yel millions and millions of dollars are disbursed, 
simply upon the honor of the officer and upon his 
commission, with the greatest economy. and hon- 
esty. These route agents have not only very 
heavy physical labors devolved upon them, but 
very grave responsibilities. I would wish to-pay 
the route agents upon all the more important lines 
far larger salaries than they now receive; and I 
do hope that the House will agree to increase the 
salaries of the agents upon these two routes to 
the small amount asked for by the gentleman 
|| from Delaware. i : 
|| Mr. FLORENCE. I desire merely to say to 
| the chairman of the Committee on the Post Office 
and Post Roads, that the route agents-between 
|| this city and Philadelphia are employed all their 
time. There is a train that: leaves this: city at 
twenty minutes after six o’clock in the morning, 
i| and they are occupied till two o’clock, p. m. 
They leave Philadelphia next day at twelve 
o’clock, and are occupied till six o’clock, p: m. 
Then there isa night line, which leaves Philadel. 
phia at eleven o’clock at night, and’ arrives here 
at six o’clockin the morning, and they are occu- 
pied the whole night, Then, sir, they work seven 
days in the week, and are not exem ted from 
work on Sundays. ‘There is also a slower line- 
I| that occupies several. hours a day, leaving’ here 
early in the morning, and reaching Philadelphia 
at half past. three o’clock. | Sa) 
Now, I ask nothing more in.relation to this 
matter than that a simple act of justice shall be 
done to these men, and that the same allowance 
shall be made to them as is made to the clerks in 
the post office, who manipulate the same docu- 
ments. ‘The gentleman from Indiana ‘suggests 
that the postmasters along the route may ask the 
same compensation. Sir, they are not.entitled to 
it, because they do not handle this entireamount 
of documents that pass through the hands of these 
route agents, and is distributed by them along the 
|| route. This is not a proposition tò increase the 


|| compensation of all route agents, but merely to 
give these six or eight persons the same compen- 
sation that the clerks inthe post office receive 
for handling these same documents. . The whole 


i| amount will-not take $2,000. It does not involve 
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the question of reduction of compensation; as sug- 
gested bythe gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. STAN- 
ron. | If the gentleman desires, justat this partie- 
ular ‘time, to reduce the compensation of all the 
officers. in the employment. of the Government 
throughout the country, Iam sure it will not make 
any differencetoany friends of mine, for Isu pose 

-Esball receive very little consideration in relation 

to such matters aftera few days; but tell the gen- 

tleman candidly, that I would not vote. for any 
such reduction. Lagree with the gentleman from 

‘Maryland, that in order to secure the necessary 

-talent.and ability, the Government. must pay fair 
compensation to its officers; and I have always 

pursued that policy here, and Ihave been sus- 

sited for a long time by my constituents in so 
oing. m 
T.JOHN COCHRANE. I would like to 
vote for the amendment of.my friend; but his re- 
marks have: left me somewhat in doubt. He 
declares that he apprehends great danger to his 
friends. I would recompense his friends on ac- 
count of any danger they are in; but Ido notknow 
the precise nature of it. 
fle also remarks that these gentlemen are em- 
ployed every. night for seven days in the week. 
ow, if my friend intends, and I believe he does, 
‘to express that- they. are employed both day and 
night, then. the more willingly will I vote for his 
amendment. .I ask him whether Iam justified in 
drawing that conclusion? 

:Mr. FLORENCE. If the gentleman from New 
‘York had started on a proper foundation, I might 
be able to answer,all his questions; but the gen- 
tleman cannot have given attention to the business 
in hand, or he would not have credited to me the 
inauguration of a suggestion which was made by 
the gentleman from Delaware, [Mr. Wuirsxey.| 
I was. merely the first licutenant, merely training 
in the company of that gentleman. I was only 
aiding him in effecting’a just purpose. The gen- 
tleman remarks about me saying that these men 
worked every night inthe week. I did not say so. 
Lsaid that they were employed day and night for 
seven days in the week. [Laughter] 

Mr. JOHN COCHRANE. lam perfectly sat- 
isfied. Ishall vote for this amendment, [Laughter] 
The amendment was not agreed to 


Mr: COLFAX. I am requested by the Post 
Office Department, and authorized by the Post 
Office Committee to offer the following amend- 
ment: 

And be it further enacted, That the third section of the 
act making provision for the postal service in California, 
Oregon, and Washington, approved July 27, 1854, be, and 
the same is hereby, repealed, and thatalldead letters which 
may accumulate in the post offices in said States and T'er- 
ritory, after the 30th of June next,-shall be returned to the 
General Post Otfice at Washington, under such regulations 
as the Postmaster General may direct. 

By the present law, the dead letters which ac- 
cumulate on the Pacific coast are sent to San Fran- 
cisco, where they are opened in a dead-letter 
branch office, and the money letters are returned 
to the persons that sent them. It has been found 
by experience that that is a rather poorly-paying 
experiment. A letter from the Postmaster Gen- 
eral which I have here, states that it costs $3,000 
a year to perform that service, and that only sev- 
enty-three valuable letters per quarter are re- 
turned. He therefore asks that that section of the 
law be repealed, and that the dead letters of the 
Pacific coast be sent here just as all other dead 
letters are. 

The letter from the Postmaster General is as 
follows: 

Post Orrice DEPARTMENT, February 4, 1861. 

Sie: My attention has just been called to the operation 
of the dead letter office in San Francisco, California, for 
the last. quarter-—-ended 3lst December: 

The whole number of letters received there was... 20,299 
Foreign letters returned to Washington unopened... 964 


Whole number opened..esssessssrersere seses cee 19,335 


Ofthe number, one hundred and fifty-nine were preserved 
as valuable, and eighty-six returned to Washington, leav- 
ing only seventy-three returned to writers on the Pacific 
coast. 

The expenses of the ofice for the quarter were $675. 
There seems to me no good reason why these dead letters 
should not now be returned to this Department, saving near 
three thousand dollars pet annum. The only possible ad- 
vantage in having them opened in San Francisco, is in 
returning somewhat sooner to the writers the very small 
number of valuable letters (only seventy-three last quarter) 
originally mailéd on the Pacific coast. : 

Uuder existing regulations, the letters from the larger 
offices would be returned regularly three months after the 
date of advertising, (or two months, if the law be changed, 


as proposed, ).and not-all be allowed to accumulate to the 
end of'a post. office quarter; so that but little, comparative- 
ly, would be added to the weight of the mails each trip. 

1 submit a section repealing the law of 1854, and provid- 
ing for the return of. all dead letters to this Department, 
which, if approved, you will please add to the pending bill 
No. 714. 2 

Ihave the honor to be, very respectfully, yours, &c., 

; HORATIO KING, 
Acting Postmaster General. 
Hon. Scuuyner Courax, Chairman Committee Post Office 
and Post Roads, House of Representatives. 

The question was taken; and the amendment 
was agreéd to. ee , 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Ilinois. . I desire to 
offer an amendment to the first section, to come 
in at the end of the tenth line, merely directing 
the Postmaster General to reéxamine the causes 
of the discontinuance of mail routes. 

Mr. QUARLES. Have we not passed from 
that section; and isit not too late to offer- this 
amendment? f 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Illi- 
nois was deprived of the opportunity of present- 
ing hisamendment, and therefore itmay be offered 
now. 

Mr. SHERMAN Ido not waive the point of 
pertinency. I shall raise the point that the amend- 
ment of the gentleman from Illinois is not in 
order, 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. 
grounds? 

Mr. SHERMAN. On the ground that it 
changes existing law. . 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. 
Let the amendment be read. 

Mr. GROW. I suppose the gentleman from 
Ilinois is not particular.to have his amendment 
offered at this point of the bill, and would as lief 
bring it in at the end of the bill. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. That will be 
satisfactory. 

The Clerk read the next section of the bill, as 
follows: 

Sec. 2, And he it further enacted, That if the revenues 
of the Post Office Department shall be insufficient to meet 
the appropriations of this act, then the sum of $5,391,350 63, 
or so much thereof as may be necessary, be, and the same 
is hereby, appropriated, to be paid out of any money in the 
‘Treasury not otherwise appropriated, to supply deficiencies 
in the revenue of the Post Office Department for the year 
ending the 30th of June, 1862. 

Mr. JOHN COCHRANE. I offer the follow- 
ing amendment as an additional section: 

Sec. —. And be it further enacted, That the Postmaster 
General be, and is hereby, authorized and empowered to 
advertise for and to receive proposals, specifying for what 
compensation the round trip, and in what description of 
steam vessels, as to structure, speed, and dimensions, a 
United States mail to and from San Francisco, in Califor- 
nia, and Shanghae, in China, monthly, is offered to be car- 
ried and delivered. The'time for recciving such proposals 
to be limited, at the discretion of the Postmaster General, 
and to be advertised in such public newspapers as he shail 
designate. Such proposals to be opened by the Postmaster 
General, and to be by him, together with his report on the 
sanc, transmitted to the next Congress, at the opening 
thereof, 

Mr. COLFAX. I must reluctantly raise a 
point of order on the amendment offered by my 
friend from New York. 

Mr. JOHN COCHRANE. Iam alittle uncer- 
tain, mysclf, as to whether the amendment is in 
order; but it is of so beneficial a character that I 
presume it will be admitted. 

The CHAIRMAN. Theamendmentis notin 
order. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. I offer the 
following amendment: 

And the Postmaster is hereby directed to reéxamine the 
causes for the discontinuance or curtailment of postal ser- 
vice on inland routes since the 4th of March, 1859; and to 
restore all such parts of said service as can be restored with 
due regard to the public interest, and the circumstances 
of each case where such discontinuance or curtailment 
was on contracts yet in force, or have taken effect on the 
making of new contracts: Provided, however, That the res- 
toration or increase of service hereby contemplated shall 
be with the assent of the contractor in each case, in pur- 
suance of his contract. 


Mr. SHERMAN. I raise the point of order 
that this changes existing law. Besides, I know 
that if the amendment were adopted by the House, 
it would probably defeat the Post Office bill. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. I would like 
to have the gentleman from Ohio state In what 
respect the amendment changes existing law, and 
why its adoption should defeat this bill. 

Mr.SHERMAN. [suppose it changes exist- 
ing law; otherwise the gentleman from Illinois 
would not desire to offer it 


On what 


Not at all. 


Mr. GROW .. By the law, as it stands now, 
the Postmaster General can reéxamine this mat- 
ter, and restore the increased service. Theamend- 
ment, therefore, does not propose to change the 
law. Itsimply requires the Postmaster General 
to go over the matter again; and if,in his judg- 
ment, the increased service ought to be restored, 
to restore it. j 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair thinks that the 
point of order is welltaken. _ 

Mr WASHBURNE, of Hlinois. I will mod- 
ify my amendment, so as to make it in order. I 
offer it as a proviso, as follows: 

Provided, This appropriation is hereby made on condi- 
tion that the Postmaster Genera} shal] reéxamine the causes 
for discontinuance, &c. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I submit that that change 
does not vary the matter, and that the amendment 
is not in order 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. I would like 
to ask the gentleman from Ohio what was the 
position which he took in regard to the proviso 
to the Army bill in the Thirty-Fourth Congress? 

Mr. SHERMAN I was in favor of that pro- 
viso, and am yet; but am not in favor of this pro- 
viso. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Ilinois. They occupy 
| precisely the same ground. 

Mr. GROW. One thing,I think, is clear: that 
the body which appropriates money can put a 
limit on that appropriation. There is no question 
in my mind but that this is clearly in order. 
Whether the House ought to pass it or not, is for 
its own judgment.. Whether the limitation isa 
proper one or not, is a matter which goes to the 
discretion of the body that appropriates money 
It is not a matter for a point of order. The ob- 
ject of this amendment is, that the money appro- 
priated shall be expended in a particular way: 
otherwise, it shall not be appropriated at all. 
E horefre, a condition of this kind is always in 
order. i 

Mr. SHERMAN. I desire to say that, in 1854, 
in the instance to which the gentleman refers, the 
amendment was ruled out of order, but the de- 
cision was overruled by the House. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Ilinois. Did not the 
gentleman from Ohio vote for overruling the de- 
cision of the Chair? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Undoubtedly. 

Mr. GROW. I think the gentleman from Ohio 
is mistaken. I think the amendment was first 
ruled to be in order, but that afterwards, when 
Mr. Housron was in the chair, it was decided 
by him to be out of order. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Not at all. The amend- 
ment was first ruled out of order by Mr. Leiter, 
when in the chair, and overruled by the House. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The Chair is of opinion 
that, in its present shape, the amendment cuts 

retty close; but he will decide it to be in order 
The question is upon the amendment. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I hope the amendment will 
not be adopted; for it may just as well be under- 
stood now, that its passage by this House will 
bring on again the same quarrel with the Senate 
which nearly defeated the Post Office appropria- 
tion bill in the last session of Congress. I have 
no doubt that the Senate will insist upon the de- 
feat of the amendment, if it is adopted by the 
House, to the defeat of the bill itself. I trust, 
therefore, that, without regard to the merit of the 
amendment, at this late period of the session the 
House will not insist upon entering upon this 
contest with the Senate; which, in my judgment, 
will, as I have said, possibly defcat the bill alto- 
gether, but that the amendment will be voted 
down. 

Me. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. The gentle- 
man from Ohio can certainly have no conception 
of what the amendment really is. ft is not an 
amendment directing the Postmaster General to 
restore this service, but it is merely a proposition 
to direct him to reéxamine all these cases, and act 
upon his own discretion as to what routes the 
public interest requires the service to be restored 
on. That is the whole of it. 

Now, sir, I do not know by what authority 
the gentleman from Ohio speaks, when he says 
that this amendment, which is just in itself, In 
which his constituents and the constituents of 
every member of this House are interested—I say 
Ido not know upon what authority the gentleman 
i Says this amendment, if adopted, will haye the 
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effect of defeating the passage of the bill. “Why; 
sir, there is no similarity between this amendment 
and the one on which the quarrel between the 
Senate and House ‘grew up in the last session. 
That wasa peremptory requirement upon the part 
of Congress, that the Postmaster General should 
reéstablish this service, And let me tell the gen- 
tleman (that two thirds of the members of the 
House at the last session voted half a dozen times 
for that amendment. Yes, sir, the members of 
this House, representing the people, the men at 
the cross-roads who are the sufferers from the 
curtailment of the mail service—two thirdsof them 
have voted halfa dozen times for the absolute res- 
toration of this service. It is true, that amend- 
ment gave rise to a good deal of feeling. The 
Postmaster General came into this House and en- 
deavored personally to induce members of the 
House to vote against it. Finally, as the last 
sands of the session were running out, the amend- 
ment was defeated by the act of a committee of 
conference, and the House receded, I am sorry 
to say, from thé high position it had assumed in 
defense of the rights of the people, 

Sir, we are here ready to vote away millions 
upon millions of dollars for almost everything; 
but when you come to consider the question of 
mail service upon the little routes for the benefit 
of our constituents, you say the proposition must 
not be adopted; and that the Senate will defeat the 
whole appropriation bill, if it is. , 

Now,sir, I hope thisamendment will be adopted. 
It is simply saying to the Postmaster General, 
“You shall cxamine these routes, one by one; 
and shall determine in each case what the public 
interest demands; and whether there shall be a 
reéstablishment of the mail service or not.” 

_ Mr. Chairman, I speak feelingly in this matter 
in reference to my own district. In the last Con- 

ress, Lhad some statistics prepared showing that, 
In that district, the mail facilities were cut off to 
some twenty-eight thousand dollars; yet that dis- 
trict paid into the Treasury, beyond the expenses 
of the post offices, a surplus of $22,000; while, 
in certain other districts in another part of the 
country; not paying $4,000 into the Treasury, the 
mai gerviee was not curtailed or interfered with 
at all. 

Now, sir, I have heretofore been in favor of the 
Congress of the United States—if this House of 
Representatives would hold the purse-strings of 
the nation—saying to the Postmaster General, 
“« You shail restore these routes, every one of 
them;”’ but in the condition which the Treasury 
is in at this time, I am willing to leave the matter 
where this amendment leaves it, in the discretion 
of the Postmaster General, after examining the 
routes with reference to the wants of the people, 
to restore them or not, as he may see proper. 

But suppose the House refuse to adopt the 
amendment, and a member comes before the Post- 
master General and asks for the restoration of 
service on a particular route: he will be told that 
the matter has already been decided upon by the 
Department; that the question has once been de- 
termined, and that, according to the rules that 
govern the Department, he cannot take up the 
case. 

Mr. MAYNARD. I wish to ask the gentle- 
man from Iilinoiigoccupying as he does a high 
position in his party, whether he is prepared to 
say the new Postmaster Gencral will feel himself 
bound by the action of his predecessor in this 
respect? 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Hlinois. I believe, by 
the rules of the Department, when a matter has 
once been decided, it is not tobe reopened. Itis 
not considered as within the rules for one officer 
to revise the opinions of his predecessor in regard 
to these matters of business. I say, therefore, 
that when a member of this House goes to the 
Department and applies for a restoration of ser- 
vice on a particular route, he will be told, “My 
predecessor acted upon these routes;’’and, if this 
amendment shall be voted down, he will be told, 
also, that “the House of Representatives also 
sustained my predecessor in that action when the 


matter was brought deliberately before them; | 


they decided that there was to be no restoration 
of mail service in the country.” 7 

Mr. MAYNARD. I made my inquiry a mo- 
ment ago for the reason that, if it is to be under- 
stood that the Postmaster General under the new 
Administration is in no case to reéxamine any 


decision made by his prédecessor, it will; in my 
judgment, materially weaken confiderice in’ the 
new Administration. Sots cab oe 

Mr. GROW. Yes; there is a good deal. that 
requires reéxamination. | -> noe 

r. PHELPS. I have yet to learn that the 
Executive Departmentsact in the mannerindicated 
by the gentleman from Illinois, in adjudicating 
upon the matter of putting mail service upon the 
post routes of the country. During ‘my expe- 
rience, from time to time, the Post Office Depart- 
ment has refused to increase the service upon par- 
ticular routes, and afterwards the service has been 
increased; but never have I met with the objec- 
tion that a particular Postmaster General declined 
to increase the service upon a route because. his 
predecessor had so declined, or because the Post- 
master General had previous.to that time exam- 
ined and decided the case.. I submit, Mr. Chair- 
man, that the Postmaster General has it nowin his 
power, if he desires, to increase the service upon 
that route, if, in his judgment, the interest of the 
publicdemand it. Butif thisamendment be adopt- 
ed, it will be construed by him into an instruction 
to restore the service upon all those discontinued 
routes under the action of the Postmaster General 
in 1859, whether itis required by the public inter- 
est or not. 

This amendment was discussed during the last 
session of Congress and came near leading to the 
defeat of the Post Office appropriation bill at that 
time; and I shall be sorry to see any such amend- 
ment placed upon this bill. 

A new Administration is soon to be organized, 
and the gentleman from Illinois is one of the friends 
and supporters of that Administration. If that 
Administration act with partiality in deciding 
upon questions like these, han it will be partial on 
behalf of its political supporters and friends. 
Therefore, sir, it seems to me that the gentleman 
from Ilinois is the last gentleman who, in advance, 
ought to express distrust of the gentleman who 
may occupy the position of Postmaster General 
in the incoming Administration. I say that the 
amendment of the gentleman from Ilinois, which 
is now pending, docs exhibit distrust of the abil- 
ity and the integrity of the person who is to fill 
the office of Postmaster General for the next four 

ears. 

4 Mr. CRAIG, of Missouri. Mr. Chairman, I 
think, with the gentleman from Illinois, that the 
chairman of the Committee of Ways and Means 
has not read the amendment, or else he would not 
make the objection he does. , 

Mr. SHERMAN. I have heard it read. 

Mr. CRAIG, of Missouri. This amendment 
is scarcely akin to the amendment of the last ses- 
| sion of Congress, upon which the House and the 
Senate differed so much. My colleague and the 
chairman of the Committee of Ways and Means 
forget that the amendment of the last session was 
an absolute order upon the Postmaster General 
to restore the routes that had been discontinued. 

Mr. PHELPS Iam aware that there isa dif- 
ference of phraseology between the amendment 
now pending and that adopted at the last session 
of Congress. I give it as my opinion that, if this 
amendment be adopted, it will be construed as 
mandatory upon the Postmaster General. 

Mr. CRAIG, of Missouri. I can assure my 
colleague that if the head of the incoming Admin- 
istration shall select for Postmaster General a fair- 
minded and reasonable gentleman, there will be 
no such construction as that he states put upon 
the amendment. If the President elect should 
take, as I hope he will, my friend from Indiana, 
{Mr. Cozrax,] I will be responsible that he will 
never give the amendment any such construction. 
The contest at the last session of Congress, I re- 
member very well, was one between the Senate— 


and this House, and the people who desired to 
get their letters and papers by mail. 1 believe 
that the amendment of the last session ought to 
have been enacted into law. I believed then, as 1 
do now, that the service which has been discontin- 
ued ought to be restored. When I heard the pend- 
ing amendment read, I did not suppose that any 
gentleman upon this floor, or any gentleman in the 
United States, would object to having the matter 
reviewed, and service restored wherever the pub- 
lic interest and the condition of the Treasury 
would permitit. Jhope that the amendment will 
be adopted, and that justice will be done the pco- 


headed by the Presidentand Postmaster General— | 
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pleupon: thei 


continued. =+: ; : 
Mr: MAYNARD. ‘ltoccursitome; 


man, that the amendment does expres: 
ion of our own, instead of leaving the-restor 
of service on any route:that has-been discont 
to the-discretion:of:the Postmaster Genérat, 
an examination of all the facts. brought to his 
tice, T-recollect. that I applied. tothe first: 
master.General under this Administration; tò re- 
Store: service.-upon a post route- in:my' district 
which had been discontinued: . After the facts of 
the case had been presented, he declined'torestore 
the service. On the -death-of Governor Brown; 
application was made to his successor. The case 
was reopened, and, upon a reéxamination, the.er- 
vice was restored: I do not know why. the De- 
partment cannot do. the same thing in reference to 
every post route where: service has. been discon- 
tinued. I think that we.should leave. it: to. the 
discretion-of the Post Office Departmentto decide, 
after a review of the facts. in each case, whether 
service shall be restored or not, a 

Mr. JOHN COCHRANE. | Loffer 
ing amendment to the amendment: « ` 

The Clerk read, as follows: . Pateni yA 

And provided further, That this appropriation ia hereby 
made on condition that the. Postmaster General examine 
and inquire for what compensation the round trip, and in 
what description of steam-vessels as to structure, Speed, 
and dimensions, the United States mails to and from San 
Francisco, in California, and Shanghae, in China; monthly, 
ean be carried and delivered, and to report tothe next Con- 
gress at its opening his opinion thereof. se 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. I make the 
point of order that that amendment is not ger- 
mane to my amendment. : 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the 
point of order. Dobie dabei cae! 

Mr. STANTON. Mr. Chairman, it seems ‘to 
me that the statement of the gentleman-from Ili- 
nois 18 a very extraordinary one. He alleges 
that when the Department once decides against 
restoring a service, the usage will not permit-the 
matter to be reopened for reéxamination, Thatis.a 
most extraordinary proposition, that in the chang- 
ing business and population of this countrya 
Postmaster General cannot at any time determine, 
under the necessities of the country, for or against 
the restoration of any service without regard. .to 
a previous decision of the Department. made; ona 
different state of facts. Certainly. the gentleman 
must be mistaken, pred alee 

If the gentleman from Illinois shall accomplish 
anything by the amendment which he proposes, 
it will simply be to cast the imputation on the Post 
Office Department that he has no confidence that 
it will do its daty; or, in other words, that it has 
to be spurred up to it by the action of the two 
Houses. Lam sorry that my friend from. Hlinois 
should here, in advance, undertake to amend an 
appropriation bill which does not take. effect until 
the Ist of July next, in such.a way as. to indicate 
a want of confidence in the incoming Administra- 
tion. Ihave heard rumors that there was dissat- 
isfaction to the new. Administration in: certain 
quarters; butthe gentleman is the last one in whom 
1 would have anticipated finding any such feeling. 
[Laughter.] ; 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois.. I have:no 
doubt that my advice, expressed through a vote 
of the House in regard to the duty of a Postmas- 
ter General, would be received, and that consid- 
eration given to it to which it is entitled. 

Mr. STANTON. I will not cast such an im- 
putation upon the incoming. Administration as to 
give any vote that willindicate that this House has 
an apprehension that the Post Office Department 
will not do its whole duty without a special and 
extraordinary act of Congress. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I very much hope my 
friend from Indiana [Mr. Corax] will be ap- 
pointed Postmaster General, and I will cast: no 
such imputation upon him. Lhave no apprehen- 
sion that anybody will be charged with the duties 
of that Department who will need any such insti- 
gation on the part of Congress. Whatever reason 
there may have been for the adoption of the amend- 
ment at the last session, when the Administration 
had a year to run, there is none for itnow; because 
a change in the Post Office Department is unavoid- 
able. ‘There is no-reason now to apprehend that 
the Postmaster General next year will not do his 
duty without this amendment. i ; 

Mr WASHBURNE, of Ulinois. Mr Charr- 
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‘man, 1 will detain the committee for a moment 
‘only. I understand the argument of my friend 
from Ohio™ He is opposed, as he was at the last 
session. of Congress, in every possible shape, to 
the people getting their mails. 


The objection that the amendment is a censure 
_apdn the incoming Administration has no founda- 
tion. The amendment. notifies the. Postmaster 
‘General that we desire him, as an executive. offi- 
cer of this Government, to reéxamine certain eases 
in his Department, and to.act according to his dis- 
cretion. The idea that it is any reflection or any 
censure upon the incoming Administration is cer- 
tainly unworthy of the distinguished gentleman 
from Ohio. ; 

Mr: COLFAX. Mr. Chairman, I differ with 
my friend from Illinois in regard to one portion 
of his remarks. He is right in saying that where 
one Postmaster General has decided upon a mat- 
ter of damages, his successor in the Department 
cannot reopen it except by authority of a new 


law; but he is wrang in regard to the practice in 
cases for the extension or restriction of postal 
service in the country. At the last session of 
Congress, I codperated with my friend from IHi- 
nois, deeming that the conductof Postmaster Gen- 
eral Holt had been unwise, although I have al- 
ways insisted that he acted with the very best 
motives.. ‘Whether he had the right, under the 
strict letter of the law of 1836, to cut down this 
service or not—and the. uniform practice of the 
Department for over twenty years has author- 
ized it—his wide-spread ‘razeeing of the postal 
service deprived: many communities of long-en- 
joyed postal facilities, while it bankrupted many 
worthy and efficient contractors. i 
-1 say here now, so that the committee of which 
I am chairman shall not be subjected to censure, 
that wherever a contractor has laid before us evi- 
dence that by this act, unexpected as it was—and 
I say it without any offense—somewhat arbitrary 
in its character, they had been bankrupted, (for 
they have generally proposed to carry the mails 
and wait for their pay until Congress should make 
an anptópriation we have felt it our duty to rec- 
ommend to Congress an appropriation to such 
contractors You have passed one such bill to- 
day for the relief of Hockaday & Ligget; and I 
think, when you sum up the amounts saved to 
the Department by the curtailment of the postal 
service, and place in the opposite scale the amount 
paid to contractors who have been bankrupted by 
this restriction, and the amount you ought to pay 
` them—for many of them have not come here and 
presented their claims—you will find that it was 
a losing experiment. 1 believe that alarge portion 
of that service could: have been dispensed with, 
put the’action was too sweeping. I believe that 
any Postmaster Gencral, without instruction from 
this House, ought to revise all these decisions, 
and where the necessities of the country require 
the restoration of the service in whole or in part, 
it should be given to them; and I have no hesita- 
tion in saying. so by this amendment, though I 
think it needless. But tell the gentleman from 
Iilinois, if he apprehends that under this instruc- 
tion a large portion of the service will be restored, 
he will have to put his amendment in the shape 
it was last session—containing an additional ap- 
propriation, because this deficiency of $5,391,350, 
contained in the second section of this bill, is de- 
‘signed to cover only the present service. You 
may direct the Postmaster General to increase the 
service as much as you choose; yet you must, in 
the same bill, give him the means todo so. He 
cannot go to any materialamount beyond the ap- 
propriations contained in the bill, as the gentle- 
man must be aware. 

The CHAIRMAN appointed Mr. Barr and 
Mr. Ery as tellers, 

The committee divided; and the tellers reported 
-rayes SIXLY-SEX. 

Mr.SHERMAN | Ipropose thatthe countby 
tellers be discontinued, with the understanding 
that we shall have a vote upon this amendmentin 
the House. 

No objection being made, the count was dis- 
continued. 

Mr. COLFAX. Upon the recommendation of 
the Postmaster General, in his annual reports, 1 
offer the following amendment: 

nd be it further enacted, That the amounts found due 


upon contracts for overland mails, authorized by Congress, 
shall hereafter be paid from the Treasury of the United 


States, out-of any money therein not otherwise appropri- 
ated, instead of the revenue of the Post Office Department, 
upon the certificate of the Postmaster General; and the 
Postmaster General shall report the amount thereof at the 
opening of the next session of Congress. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Imustraisea point of order 
upon that amendment, It changes the existing 
law. i : 

Mr. COLFAX. Before that point is decided, l 
desire to state that the amendment merely changes, 
in accordance with the views of.the Postmaster 
General, the fund from which the money shall be 
paid. The Postmaster General has said, and very 
properly, as our, postal service to California 18 
over a large intervening desert, and we do not 
derive much way revenue therefrom, it cannot be 
expected that it shall be self-sustaining, and there- 
fore the expense ought to be paid out of the Treas- 
ury, instead of out of the revenues of the Post 
Office Department. The amendment does no more 
than to hanes the place where the money shall 
be paid. In the end, it comes out of the Treas- 
ury. The amendment accords with the desire, 
expressed over and over again, in the Postmaster 
General’s report, that the California service sho uld 
be paid out of the Treasury of the United States, 
it being only a burden upon the Post Office De- 
partment. > 

Mr. SHERMAN. I think the amendment is 
out of order. We ought-to be able to tell what 
our post office service cost. 

Mr. COLFAX. Does the Chair rule the amend- 
ment out of order? 

The CHAIRMAN He does. 

Mr. COLFAX I must take an appeal from 
that decision. 

The question was put, ‘Shall the decision of the 
Chair stand as the judgment of the committee?”’ 
and it was decided in the affirmative. - 

Mr. COLFAX. I will state to the Chair con- 
fidentially that I think the noes had it, by the 
sound; but rather than risk breaking up the com- 
mittee for lack ofa quorum, I will not insist on a 
division. 

I am also instructed by the Committee on the 
Post Office and Post Roads to offer the following 
amendment: 


And be it further enacted. That the provisions of the third 
section of the act entitled “An act amendatory to an act 
regulating the Post Office Department” approved March 2, 
1837, be, and the same are hereby, applied to all post routes 
which have been, or may hereafter be, established in any 
town or city by the Postmaster General, by virtue of the 
tenth section of an act entitled “Anact to reduce and mod- 
ify the rates of postage in the United States, and for other 
purposes,” approved February 27, 1851. 

Lask the clerk to read a letter from the Post- 
master General, which I send up. 

‘The letter was read, as follows: 

Post OFFICE DEPARTMENT, 
ApporlnrMENT OFFICE, January 14, 1861. 

Sim: By direction of the Postmaster General, I have the 
honor to transmit the inclosed draft of additional section 
to the presentlaws of the Department, and to request your 
coöperation in advancing its passage by Congress. 

Very respectfully, your obedient servant, 

HORATIO KING, 
First Assistant Postmaster General. 
Hon. Scnvyner Courax, Chairman Committee onthe Post 

Office and Post Roads, House of Representatives. 

_ Mr. COLFAX. By the law of March 2, 1827, 
it is declared that “no person other than the Post- 
master General, or his authorized agent, shall set 


up any foot or horse post for the conveyance of. 


letters and packets upon any post road which is 
or may be established as such by law; and that 
every person who shall offend, shall incur a pen- 


alty,’’&c. By the act of March 3, 1851, the Post- | 


master General is authorized to establish post 
routes within all cities and towns where the post- 
masters are appointed by the President and Sen- 
ate. In accordance with that law, the Postmaster 
General has declared the streets and alleys in 
various cities of the Union post routes. This act 
of the Postmaster Gencral has been resisted in 


| Philadelphia, but has been acquiesced in by the 


private letter expresses in New York, Boston, and 
other cities. The only question is, whether the 
jaw of 1827 shall be carried out, and authorize the 
Postmaster General to establish those post routes, 
and to prevent persons carrying letters over those 


| routes, unless authorized by him, so that the Gov- 


ernment can have the letter-carrying in these cities 
in their own hands, as they should have. 
The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. PERRY offered the following amendment: 


And whenever service has been actually performed by 
the contractor upon any curtailed route since the 4th day 


of March, 1859, notwithstanding the order of curtailment, 
the Postmaster General shall pay for the same as if nosuch 
order had been made, deducting from such payment any 
allowance the contractor may have received on account of 
the curtailment of the service under his contract: Provided, 
however, That the Postmaster.General shall be satisfied 
from the testimony before him that the service for which 
compensation is above provided, was performed in good 
faith, and in the advancement of the public interest. 

Mr.SHERMAN. Iraise a pointof order upon 
that amendment. Š : . 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the 
point of order, and rules the amendment out of 
order. 

Mr.SHERMAN. I move that the committee 
rise and report the bill to the House. 

The motion was agreed to. ` 

So the committee rose; and the Speaker having 
resumed the chair, Mr. WiınsLow reported that 
the Committee of the-Whole on the state of the 
Union had, according to order, had the bill (H. 
R. No. 971) making appropriations for the service 
of the Post Office Department for the year ending 
the 30th June, 1862, under consideration, and had 
directed him to report it back to the House with 
sundry amendments, with a recommendation that 
it do pass. N ; 

Mr. SHERMAN called the previous question 
upon the amendments. 

The previous question was seconded, and the 
main question ordered to be put. 

The first amendment, being the amendment of- 
fered by Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois, in the com- 
mittee, was then read. 

Mr. PHELPS called for the yeas and nays 
upon the amendment. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. ; 

The question was put; and it was decided in the 
affirmative—yeas 104, nays 51; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Adrain, Aldrich, Allen, Thomas L. An- 
derson, Beale, Bingham, Blair, Blake, Bocock, Brabson, 
Brayton, Briggs, Brown, Buffinton, Bureh Burlingame, 
Burnett, Campbell, Carter, Case, John B. Clark, Coburn, 
John Cochrane, Colfax, Conway, Covode, Cox, James 
Craig, Dawes, De Jarnette, Delano, Duell, Dunn, Edger- 
ton, Edwards, Eliot, Etheridge, Famsworth, Fenton, Fior- 
ence, Fouke, Frank, French, Gilmer, Grow, Gurley, Haie, 
Hall, John F. Harris, Haskin, Helmick, Hindman, Hol- 
man, Humphrey, Irvine, Junkin, Francis w. Kellogg, Wil- 
liam Kellogg, Kenyon, Kilgore, James M. Leach, Lee, 
Logan, Loomis, Lovejoy, Maclay, Marston, McClernand, 
MeKean, Montgomery, Morrill, Isaac N. Morris, Niblack, 
Noell, Palmer, Perry, Peyton, Porter, Potter, Prycr, 
Quarles, Edwin R. Reynolds, Rice, Christopher Robinson, 
Royce, Scott, Sedgwick, Sickles, Somes, Spaulding, Spin- 
ner, Stokes, Stout, Stratton, Tappan, Theaker, Vandever, 
Van Wyck, Wade, Waldron, Cadwalader C. Washburn, 
Ellihu B. Washburne, Woodruff, and Woodson—104. 

NAYS—Messrs. Charles F. Adams, Alley, William C 
Anderson, Avery, Babbitt, Barr, Branch, Bristow, Burn- 
ham, Butterfield, Horace F. Clark, Conkling, Burton Craige, 
H. Winter Davis, John G. Davis, Ely, Hatton, Hoard, 
William A. Howard, Hutchins, Killinger, DeWitt C.Leach, 
Leake, Longnéeker, Mallory, Elbert S. Martin, Maynara, 
McKenty, McPherson, Laban T. Moore, Moorhead, Ed- 
ward Joy Morris, Phelps, Pottle, Riggs, James C., Robinson, 
Rust, Sherman, William N. H Smith, Stanton, William 
Stewart, Thayer, Thomas, Tompkins, Trimble, Waltwa, 
Webster, Wells, Winslow, Wood, and Wright—51. 

So the amendment was agreed to. 

During the call, 

Mr. EDGERTON stated that Mr. Carey was 
confined to his room by sickness. 

Mr. FOSTER stated, that in order thathe might 
attend the peace convention, he had paired off 
with Mr. Wuitevey;that he declined to vote, be- 
cause Mr. WuitELey was nage ithin the Hall. 

Mr. HUTCHINS stated that Mr. Asurey was 
confined to his room by indisposition, and was 
paired off with Mr. Sims. 

Mr. MOORE, of Kentucky, announced that 
Mr. Nexson was detained at home by indisposi- 
tion, 

Mr. WELLS stated that Mr. Perair had been 
compelled to leave the Hall, in consequence ofin- 
disposition. 

Mr, ALDRICH stated that Mr. Winnom was 
detained at home by sickness in his family 

Mr. ALLEN staicd that Mr. Howarp, of 
Ohio, was confined at home by sickness. 

The vote was then announced,as above re- 
corded. 

Mr, WASHBURNE, of Hinois, moved to re- 
consider the vote by which the amendment was 
adopted; and also moved to lay the motion to re- 
consider upon the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. | , 

The remaining amendments made in Committee 
of the Whole on the state of the Union were 
agreed to. 

The bill was then ordered to be engrossed and 
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read a third time; and, being engrossed, it was 
accordingly read the third- time, and passed. 
Mr. SHERMAN moved to reconsider the vote 
by whick the bill was passed, and also moved £6 
lay the motion to reconsider upon the table. 
The latter motion was agreed to. 


STATE OF THE UNION. 


Mr.SHERMAN. I now withdraw the motion 
to postpone the special order. 

The House then, as the regular order of busi- 
ness, resumed the consideration of the special 
order, being the report of the select committee of 
thirty-three upon the present disturbed state of 
the country, on which Mr. Vanpever was en- 
titled to the floor. ` 

Mr. VANDEVER. Mr. Speaker, it 1s with 
no small reluctance that I obtrude myself upon 
the attention of the House at this time; but the 
important issues depending, and the large interests 
which the constituency that I represent, in com- 
mon with the whole American people, have in 
these issues, impel me to lay aside all scruples 
and state some of the considerations which will 
control me in the vote that I may soon be called 
upon to cast. I believe this is the first time in 
our history when we have been called upon to 
sanction the incorporation of new guarantees for 
slavery in the Constitution. I desire to say— 
and I believe I express the opinion of the pco- 
ple that I represent when I say, that I am for 
maintaining all the conditions in the bond as our 
fathers nominated it But this demand for new 
guarantees is made, upon pain of a dissolution 
of the Union if it shall be refused. This we 
have heard in the discussion upon this floor, and 
elsewhere. Now, sir, whatever might be the dic- 
tates of my own judgment in reference to this 
matter, it seems to me that compliance under the 
circumstances would not be a free act; it would 
at all events, to some considerable extent, be re- 
garded as a concession under menaces and con- 
straint; and coercion I understand is what gentle- 
men on the other side very much deprecate. 

But, sir, in addition to this, I call attention to 
the declarations which have been recently made 
in the publie journals, and which I believe have 
been repeated upon this floor, that unless these 
demands are assented to, we may reasonably ex- 
pect that the incoming Administration will be 
crippled for want of money to carry on the Gov- 
ernment; that the men who hold the purse-strings, 
those who control capital, will withhold supplies 
from the Government in this the day of its neces- 
sity Sir, I believe I speak the sentiment of the 
people of the Northwest when I say, calmly and 
deliberately, that we are not to be intimidated by 
threats or influenced by bribes. A patriotic con- 
stituency, in the State of Iowa, will faithfully fulfill 
and observe all their constitutional obligations; 
they will observe all the guarantees in the Con- 
stitution as it exists to-day; but neither traitors 
nor Shylocks ‘shall exact from us more. 

Sir, the issue now presented in this demand for 
new guarantees for slavery was, but a few short 
months since, settled by a verdict of the Ameri- 
can people. In May last, a national Democratic 
convention assembled in the city of Charleston, 
South Carolina, and, as we all know, this demand 
was made there, and rejected.. We know that a 
portion of the committee on resolutions in that 
body reported favoring new guarantees and pro- 
tection for slavery in the Territories of the Uni- 
ted States. ‘These resolutions were voted down, 
and thereupon the advocates of new guarantees 
and of the protection of slavery withdrew from 
that convention, and nominated a ticket of their 
own. The remaining portion of that convention, 
being a majority of it, declined to indorse any such 
monstrous doctrine. Afterwards, at Baltimore, 
they nominated a separate ticket, and the two 
factions of the party went before the country upon 
that issue. A few months later, the issue was 
settled by the people at the polls, and the claim for 
new guarantees repudiated by them, as it had 
previously been in the Charleston convention. 

Tho revolutionary cabal, as it has since turned 
out to be, thus foiled, received at the polls, for 
its candidate and platform, in November, less than 


nine hundred thousand votes throughout the 
length and breadth of this whole country; while | 
that faction of the Democratic party which re- 
mained in possession of the convention, and | 


which subsequently nominated as its candidate i 


for President the honorable Senator from Illinois; 
„received something less than one million four 
hundred thousand votes. Thus. this claim ‘for 
new guarantees and protection was rejected by 
the Democratic party at the polls, as welas in 
convention. But this is not all; for if you add 
to that the vote of the so-called Union mien, the 
supporters of the Bell-Everett ticket, who went 
to the country on “‘ the Constitution, the Union, 


sanction the demand made by the minority por- 
tion of the Democratic party, but resting them- 
selves upon an especial hostility to the claims of 
that faction, and charging it before the southern 
people with a design to break up this Union; 
when you add their vote to the vote of the con- 
trolling section of the Democratic party, you will 
find that the men who claim new constitutional 
guarantees were in a minority, even in the South 
itself. Their claim was not only rejected in the 
Democratie convention and in the country at 
large, but itwas repudiated by their own section. 
And when you superadd to all this the whole vote 
cast for Abraham Lincoln, it will be found that, 
of the four million votes cast, not one fifth were 
in favor of this claim of a faction for new guar- 
antees for slavery in the Territories of the Uni- 
ted States. 

Such is the verdict of the American people; yet 
the issucisagain presented to uson the floor of this 
House, and in the other end of the Capitol, as 
though the perpetuity of the Union now depended 
on our yildi to the current and granting the 
demand of those men who have failed to procure 
an indorsement of the people. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Virginia. Will the gentle- 
man from Iowa permit me toask him a question ? 

Mr. VANDEVER. Yes, sir. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Virginia. I ask the gentle- 
man whether the doctrines of the Chicago plat- 
form have not been repudiated by nearly a mil- 
lion majority of the American people? 

Mr. VANDEVER. The gentleman can him- 
self enlighten the House on that particular point, 
if he desires to do so; but that is not within the 
line of my argument. Mr. Lincoln, like many 
other Presidents, has only a plurality of all the 
votes cast. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Virginia. IJ prefer that the 
gentleman himself should answer. the question. 
The linc of his argument is, that he ought to ad- 
here to the Chicago platform, because only a mi- 
nority of the people were in favor of the demand 
to protect slavery in the Territories. 

Mr. VANDEVER I have said nothing about 
the Chicago platform. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Virginia, I ask the gentle- 
man whether a majority of the people of the coun- 
try have not, by their votes, repudiated the Chi- 
cago platform? 

Mr. VANDEVER. I have not said anything 
about the Chicago platform. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Virginia. But 1 wish to bring 

ou to that very point. 

Mr. VANDEVER. I have been paying my 
respects tothe Democracy _ I will soon reach the 
Republican side ofthe question. Now, as I said, 
this revolutionary cabal, as it has since turned out 
to be, when it retired from the Charleston con- 
vention—— 


Mr. Speaker, to interrupt the gentleman? 

Mr. VANDEVER. Yes, if it will not come 
out of my time. 

The SPEAKER, Itmustcome out of the gen- 
tleman’s time, unless it is otherwise specially 
stipulated. 


Mr. RUST. There is no objection on this side 
to the gentleman having his time made up 

The SPEAKER. Interruptions must come out 
of the gentleman’s time. 

Mr. VANDEVER. Then I must decline, un- 
less the gentleman thinks I have misstated the 
facts. 


of fact. 

Mr. VANDEVER. 
| correction. 
| Mr. CLARK, of Missouri. The gentleman 
| has undortaken to state the question on which the 
| convention that nominated the Democratic candi- 
| date for President divided. I was in that conven- 


I always give way for 


and the enforcement of the laws,” declining to- 


Mr. CLARK, of Missouri. May I be allowed, | 


Mr. VANDEVER. Then I cannot give way. | 


Mr. CLARK, of Missouri. I only wish to | 
correct the gentleman’s statement as to a matter | 


f 


j 
i 
| 
i 
H 
Hi 


tion, as à Southern’ man 
nomination of-Judge Douglas.’ i 
the protection of slavery in the Territoric 
not to be well understood by the'gentlema: 
Iowa. Itwasa mootéd question in that’ 
tion whether. the Constitution carried slave 
the Territories, or whether: slavery wag i 
institution. “Those who supported Judge Doug». : 
las preferred to leave that matter to the people? 
some ‘of us‘holding that, under the Constitution, 
we hada right to carry slaves into. the Territories, 
and some holding that it depended on loéal-legis- 
lation.. The gentleman, therefore, is in error when: 
he supposes that this issue was made in that con- ; 
vention. ‘There was no such issue. Asa'matter 
of propriety, as.a matter of safety, asa matter ‘of 
olicy; we wanted protection by the Constitution: 
he Crittenden proposition is to give that protec- 
tion, and to give quiet tothe country North'and 
South on that great question. ~ eee Ps R 

Mr. VANDEVER.: Ido not think the: zen-.: 
tlemam has varied the proposition materially from: 
what I stated it to be. I think the country 1s'well 
satisfied to-day as to what was the proposition of: 
the minority at the Charleston convention.: Tt 
was based on the resolutions introduced by the 
Senator from Mississippi, in the Senate of the 
United States. Mr. Calhoun himself made’ the 
same demand for specific protection and guarani» 
tees for slave property in the Territories, which 
no other property had. My friend from Missouri 
says he was in favor of leaving it to the people 
of the Territory; but the minority of the Charles- 
ton convention would leave it neither to the peo- 
ple norto Congress; but claimed that it was guar- 
antied to them independent of the people and 
Congress of the United States. . I aim justified, 
therefore, in making the declaration, that. the: 
turning point in that convention was on the'ques-. 
tion of protecting slavery in the Territoriés, re> 
gardless of the wishes of the people of the Terri- 
tory, or the power of Congress to-exclude it. 

I now come back to the point at which I was 
interrupted. The issue having been thus fairly” 
made to the country; having been decided against . 
slavery protectionists in their own section, ‘in 
their own Democratic convention, being in a hope- 
less minority in the country, these men now seck 
to present this question again for our considera- 
tion. Since the election they have been busily at 
work, by their insidious wiles and misrepresent- : 
ations. TAUREA 

Mr. HARRIS, of Virginia. I ask, in all cour- 
tesy, to interrupt the gentleman. i : 

Mr. VANDEVER. I cannot give way ‘ 

Mr HARRIS, of Virginia. I wantto ask the 
gentleman one question. 

Mr. VANDEVER. Objection has been made 
to the extension of my time. i 

Mr. HARRIS, of Virginia. The gentleman 
from Iowa states that a large majority of the Deri- 
ocratic party refused ; 7 en 

Mr. VA NDEVER. T cannot yield.: ‘Ihave 
submitted the facts on which Ibase my judgment 
The gentleman may not come to the same conclu- 
sion that I came to. This minority, Tsay, having 
succeeded in breaking up the Democratic conven- 
tion, and’ shattering into fragments.the Demo- 
cratic party, now turn their attention to breaking 
up the Government. By their most insidious 
wilesand misrepresentations, they have succeeded 
in firing the southern heart with enmity to’ the 
people of the North, and hostility to the Govern- 
ment. And now what dothey ask? Why, only 
that the majority shall submit to the mimority. 
If that policy is to be pursued, they may, with 


just as much propriety, ask that the joint action 


of the two Houses of Congress, had the day before 
yesterday, shall be reconsidered, and that the 
name of Abraham Lincoln, of Ilinois, shall be 
stricken from the record, and that of John ©. 
Breckinridge, of Kentucky, inserted in its place, 
as the choice of the American people for Presi- 
dent of the United States for four years from the 
4th of March next. For myself, I have’ to'sa 

that if the Union is only to be preserved on suc. 

terms, it can never be preserved by my vote... I 
never will consent to have that flag which floats 
from the dome above our heads—the stars and 


|| stripes—struck to the pitiful flag of a secession 


minority. ‘Those with whom I stand, the patri- 
otic Union-loving men. of this country, planted 
on the impregnable position of right, will stand 
there though they should be but a handful against 
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a multitude, will look Sumter-like defiance in the 
ace of their opponents, and die, if need be, with 
the last vestige of the American Union. 

Mr. MAYNARD... Will. the gentleman allow 
me to ask him a question è. i 

Mr. ALDRICH. I must. object to these inter- 
ruptions. There is but one gentleman who has 
a. prescriptive right to interrupt and ask ques- 
tions, and that is the.gentleman from Arkansas, 
(Mr. Hinoman.]..F-will permit. him-to do-it. 
[Laughter, ; 
«Mr. HINDMAN....T have a few questions to 
propound to the gentleman... — . 

Mr. VANDEVER. Now,.Mr. Speaker, in 
respect’ to the propositions made to amend the 

Federal. Constitution. so as to afford new guaran- 
tees and-protection to the peculiar institution of 
the South, I cannot, as they are made under these 
circumstances, vote for any of them. Sir, under 
these circumstances, compromise is out of the 

uestion with me. If,at a future time, a conven- 
“tion should assemble upon the application of the 
States of this Union, as prescribed by the Con- 
‘stitution, in that convention, for my part, I would | 
meet our brethren from the slaveholding States in 
a spirit of mutual forbearance and conciliation, 
and, if possible, forever quiet this slavery con- 
troversy. But, at this particular period of time, 
when the public mind is excited, in the last expir- 
ingagonies of this Congress, the alternative is pre- 
sented by aminority, smarting under the sting of 
defeat; of concession or a dissolution of the Union 
and a hopeless bankruptcy of the national Treas- 
ury...Under such. constraints, I will not consent 
to: compromise ; : 

Mr. MAYNARD. I desire to ask. the gentle- 
man this one question, with his permission: wheth- 

-er the statement he has presented has been. one 
that was quite fair and candid towards us of the 
border States Who, during the last summer, bore 
the burden of the conflict against the men who 
supported. Breckinridge, and who did more to 
overpower him, in the States where he was the 
strongest, than any others? Task him whether 
it was necessary, in the statement he has made for 
his constituents and the country, to place usin 
the condition he has,done?. I appeal to his fair- 
ness and candor to say whether he.has done us 
justice. eee 

Mr. VANDEVER. I say, in reply to the gen- 
tleman from ‘Tennessee, that truth is no respecter 
of persons. I have no desire to do injustice to 
him.or his political friends in the border States, 
for I am ready to say that whatever may be the 
judgment of posterity upon the acts of those of į 
us. who have been participators in the scenes of 
this day, the names of those who, upon this floor 

and. at home among their constituents in- the 
slavcholding States, have heroically fought the 
battle of the Union and Constitution against fa- 
naticism and treason in their own section—these 
names, I say, will be cherished in grateful re- 
membrance, whether the Union endures or not. 

Mr. MAYNARD. I concur with the gentle- 
man, that. truth is no respecter of persons; but 
persons ought to be respecters of truth; and it is 
for that reason that I put the question, whether 
the gentleman from Iowa had done justice to us 
Union men of the South in respect to the propo- 
sition submitted by the distinguished Senator 
from Kentucky? 

Mr. VANDEVER. I am endeavoring to serve 
the cause of truth when I show that for good | 
reasons, under the circumstances now existing, I 
cannot concur in the proposition of the Senator 
from Kentucky, which provides for the protec- 
tion and guarantee of slavery in the Territories 
of the Union, or in any proposition which shall, 
in effect, set aside the verdict pronounced in the 
late election. 

Mr. MAYNARD. Still the gentleman does 
not answer my question. 

Mr. VANDEVER. Now, Mr. Speaker, the 
Crittenden proposition recognizes and protects 
slavery south of the line of 360 30’, in all the Ter- 
ritories of the Union. The border-State propo- 
sition does the same thing; not in such definite or 
specific language, butit just as effectually protects 
and maintains slavery south of thatline, by saying 
that there shall’be no power in Congress, or in 
the Territorial Legislature, or in the people of a 
Territory, however much they may desire it, to 
prohibit slavery in such Territory. "The propo- 


sition of the committee of thirty-three is less ob- 


| 


} 
| books of the North, which are Bupposed to in- 


jectionable in form than either of the others; but 
it goes.to-the same extent in effect. 

Mr.MAYNARD. The gentleman from Iowa 
will- remember that the Crittenden proposition 
comes not from the supporters of Breckinridge, 
but from the Union men of the South. Now I 
ask him, whether it is quite fair to impute to the 
Union men of the South the responsibility for the 
sentiments of Breckinridge and his supporters? 

Mr: VANDEVER. ‘The gentleman and his 
friends, some of them, in this emergency, have 
regarded it as their duty to support principles 
which they have heretofore repudiated, establish- 
ing new guarantees for the protection of slavery in 
the Territories south of 36° 30’. Now, sir, for my- 
self, I say that there is a principle in this matter, 
and that I will never yield one iota in guaranty- 
ing the protection of this Government for slavery 
anywhere. - That is the difference between the 
gentleman and myself. 

But, Mr. Speaker, I desire to offer another con- 
sideration in respect to the report of the commit- 
tee of thirty-three, though, by the way, there is 
another peculiarity both in the Crittenden and in 
the border-States. proposition to which I wish to 
allude. I mean that portion of the plan which 
proposes to protect the domestic slave trade. I 
do not reecHeet the precise terms in which it is 
expressed, I shall not, on this occasion, ander- 
take to inquire into, or discuss, the power of this 
Government over the inter-State slave trade. I 
shall not, on this occasion, ask whether. there is 
any power in the Congress of the United States, 
or anywhere in this Government, to abolish that 
slave trade. But, sir, in the Crittenden proposi- 
tion is a distinctrecognition of the right of transit 
with slaves from one slave State to another; and 
what | fear is, that when it shall once be adopted, 
when that proposition shall once be incorporated 
into the Constitution, the claim will be set up and 
maintained that the slave trader has the right to 
carry his slaves from Virginia, or any other border 


| State, to Texas, or any one of the cotton States, 


by way of New York, or some port of the North, 
for shipment. And further, I think there is rea- 
son to fear that when that provision shall become 
a part of the organic law of the land, it will give 


| the slave trader the right to traffic in his property 


wherever he shall see proper; that it will reéstab- 
lish the slave pens in this city, which were abol- 
ished as an abomination by the compromise legis- 
lation of 1850; or, perhaps, what is worse yet, 
transfer them to New York and other northern 
ports to first outrage and then debauch and de- 
moralize public sentiment, and vastly inflame the 
slavery agitation under which we now groan. 
But, in regard to the report of the committee of 
thirty-three, I must confess that I approach the 
subject with agreat reluctance. Certainly, no man 
upon this floor entertains a higher opinion of the 
patriotic services of the gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. 
Corwiy,] chairman of the select committee, than 
Ido. None will more sincerely accord to him 
the full meed of praise for his anxious desire to 
allay the existing excitement in the country, and 
to restore peace and harmony once more in all 
sections throughout the length and breadth of the 
land. But, sir, I submit that the committee have 
fallen into a grave error in the resolutions which 
they offer. These resolutions recognize the ex- 
istence of personal liberty laws upon the statute- 


fringe the Constitution of the United States. 
These resolutions denounce the invasion of one 
State by the citizens of another State with a hos- 
tile intent; they deplore the practice so prevalent 
in some States of failing to protect the citizens of 
other States traveling or temporarily sojourning 
therein. All such evils are to be deplored by good 
citizens of whatever section. The committee, 
however, propose nothing to remedy the evil. 
The resolutions propose to neither prohibit nor 
command anything in reference to the personal 
liberty laws or other evils complained of. The 
report only advises the States to revise their legis- 


| lation in these particulars. 


In my humble judgment, Mr. Speaker, at this 
particular juncture, what we most want is a dis- 
tinct and prompt recognition of the authority of 
the Constitution, and the laws enacted in pursu- 
ance thereof, as supreme and paramount to any 
State legislation, If that be readily and fully ac- 


knowledged, the remedy will soon be found: for 
the unauthorized and illegal action of States— 


whether it be secession ordinances or personal lib- 
erty laws. Nullification, in whatever form, must 
be met and overthrown. These personal liberty 
laws, passed by the northern States, were never 
designed to conflict with the Constitution, of the 
United States, or to nullify an act of Congress, 
passed ji pursuance of the Constitution. They 
were signed, sir, to protect ‘their. dwn citizens 
from being kidnapped, and to guard against vio- 
lent seizures. If the States which have personal 
liberty bills upon their statute-books“have‘in- ° 
fringed the Constitution of the United-States,.or 
nullified any legislation of Congress underit, then 
the courts can correct the error... J never heard of 
an instance in which any citizen, or considerable 
number of citizens, of the North have claimed that 
the courts could not declare upon the constituti 
ality of personal liberty bills, ` They all-agree in 
the North that it is the right and the.du the 
States to obey the duly rendered judgments of the 
courts. I‘understand that they have always been 
willing to submit their laws to the adjudication of 
the courts. š i ee 
But history furnishes a memorable instance in 
which one of the States of the Union, upon the 
application of the people of another Staté, refused 
to test the validity or constitutionality. of their 
own laws in their own courts. [allude, sir, to.the 
case of South Carolinas; when Mr. Hoar, ‘sen 
there as a commissioner on the part, of Massa- 
chusetts, to test the constitutionality of a law of 


South Carolina; she refused to submit to the arbit- 
rament of the courts, and drove Mr. Hoar from 
her limits. I repeat, then, what I have said, that 
the Constitution and’ the laws passed in pursy- 
ance thereof must be recognized. as paramount 
and supreme to State laws before we can arrive 
at any. full settlement of our present difficulties; 
and this the committee, ina great measure, seem 


to have lost sight of.“ 
The committee deplore th 


us. The President: of the 


vils which aré upon 


ernment a sham, ast 
_ Tregard the slavery question as secondary in 
Importance to the pretended right of peaceable 
secession claimed by States now in open rebellion 
against the Government, and actively at work in- 
citing other States to like treasonable practices 
It is no time to staunch the blood from a ‘flowing 
wound caused by the slavery agitation, while this 
assassin of secession and rebellion’ stands with 
drawn dagger and uplifted arm. to inflict a yet 
more fatal blow at the very Government itself. 
Make concessions now, in order to preserve this 
Government! Four years henec, when we come 
to inaugurate another President, new concessions 
may be demanded. Thus, a black mail. or ran- 
som may be regularly levied by one section on 
another at each recurring presidential election, if 
not oftener, as the price of the Union. Itis all 


folly, then, to think of compromises and conces- 


sions at this time. Nothing less than the life of 
the Union is demanded; and évery instinct of 
self-preservation requires. that the terms should 
be rejected, and the Government sustained: 

I say that the question, of all other questions, 
which has now to be settled, is the right of seces- 
sion. I appeal to gentlemen who favor a southern 
confederacy, whether any Government erected 
upon such a foundation could endure. It requires 
no prophet’s ken to foretell the speedy downfall 
of a confederacy formed upon the specific recog- 
nition of the right of secession. It would pass 
away with the breath of any State, however small, 
that might for any cause, however trivial, declare 
that it severed its connection. Such a confederacy 
would be hourly and daily in imminent danger of 
being broken into a thousand fragments. In such 
a confederacy, selfishness will be the overruling 
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motive of all the States.. If Louisiana, or Florida, 
or any other State, finds it:to be her interest to 
remain, then she will do.se; and if not, she will 
secede. Any-factious community, under the ad- 
mitted right of secession, might withheld from all 
the other States the enjoyment of the advantages 
of a union, because she was unwilling to accept 
them herself.’ It seems to;me that, superadded 
to all the pelicans, crocodiles, snakes, and other 
descriptions of reptiles adopted as the insignia of 
such a dissolving-view confederacy, there should 
es portrayal of the dog in the manger of the old 
able. : 

I know that it is objected by our friends on the 
other side of the House that, in the position we 
assume, we do not recognize the sovereignty of 
the States. Now, sir, I desire to make a distinct 
declaration that there is no State in this Union 
that ever did, in the whole period of her past his- 
tory, possess one single particle of distinct sov- 
ereignty or distinct nationality. There is no sep- 
arate sovereignty. All the sovereignty that any 
State of this Union, excepting, it may be, the State 
of Texas, ever had, it derived from and through 
the Union. We know very well. that even after 
the annexation of the State of Texas, her sover- 
eignty had to be vindicated in a long and bloody 
war. between the United States and Mexico. 

Let us, fora moment, appeal to history. What 
were the thirteen States originally? ~ Nothing 
more than colonial dependencies of Great Britain. 
Every one must admit that. But the oppressions 
of the mother country became intolerable, and the 
penple of these thirteen colonies formed a Union. 

nitedly they resisted the aggressions of the 
mother country; unitedly they declared their in- 
dependence, ‘that of right they were free and 
independent;’’ and united, they waged a Jong and 
fierce war against Great Britain, which was finally 
closed by arecognition of that independence which 
has ever since been the pride and boast of the 
American people. 

Mr. HINDMAN. Willthe gentleman permit 
me to call his attention to a fact that he seems to 
forget. Thetreaty between Great Britain and the 
colonies merely recognized the independence of 
each one of the thirteen colonies by name. It did 
not recognize our Independence as a nation or a 

eague. 

Me. VANDERVER. These United States did 
not separately negotiate with the mother country. 
Unitedly they declared their independence, and 
unitedly they negotiated the terms of the treaty. 
The same authority that commissioned George 
‘Washington to lead the armies of the United Col- 
onies, authorized the commissioners to treat with 
the mother country for the independence of the 
United States of America; and when in the treaty 
of peace the colonies were enumerated, it was for 
the purpose of recognizing and acknowledging 
their united independence, and not their separate 
national existences. The allegiance the colonies 
owed to Great Britain, was thus transferred to the 
United States of America. 

Now, sir, what was the next step? After the 
acknowledgment of our independence, for the pur- 
pose of forming a more perfect Union, the Con- 
stitution of the United States was ordained. By 
whom? It was ordained in the name of the peo- 
ple of the United States. The very men who had 
put their bands to the Declaration of our Inde- 
pendence a few years before, pledging their lives 
and their sacred honor to maintain it; the men 
who, by their heroic deeds in battle, and their 
moderation and firmness in council, had achieved 
our liberties and our right to be a separate and in- 
dependent nation, then gathered themselves in 
council again, and framed a Constitution which 
was ordained in the name of the people of the Uni- 
ted States. I say, then, that every particle of sov- 
ereignty which any one of those thirteen original 
States has to-day was derived through the Union, 
and from no other source whatever. The alle- 
glance which they once owed to the mother coun- 
try was transferred to the United States; and 
they owe their allegiance to-day to the United 
States. oat 

Now, I submit, if we shall consent to this dis- 
memberment, and acknowledge their independ- 
ence ofthis United States Government, how know 
we but that Engiand may claim to have some 
interest in these absconding States? Why, sir, 
one of the conditions of the treaty which acknowl- 
edged our independence was that the navigation 


of the Mississippi river should forever. remain 


States which have gone out shall be acknowl- 
edged, but that France or Spain may have some- 
thing to say in reference to that matter, because 
they, too, have an interest in the navigation of the 
Mississippi river? They may claim that their 
sovereignty reattaches, because their cession was 
made to the United States of America. Think 
you that England is going to consent to any se- 
rious interruption of her trade and commerce with 
the people living upon the headwaters of that 
great stream? Will she consent that a colony: of 
freebooters, to call them by no more opprobrious 
term, shall exercise control over the mouth of 
that river, even should the United States. relin- 
quish its jurisdiction? I commend these: con- 
siderations to the attention of all whom: it: may 
concern. i 

. Now, what is the pretext for this crusade against 


| the Union, which, { must be permitted to say,.is 


one of the most treasonable and wicked under- 
takings ever projected against this or any other 
Government, and which I honestly believe de- 
serves, and will receive, the just judgment of Hea- 
ven upon the heads of its guilty authors? What 
is the pretext? That-a party has succeeded in 
electing a President of the United States—a party 
that. believes in the ancient policy of restricting 
slavery in territories. There is no claim of a 
right to interfere with or attack slavery in the 
States. Such design is expressly disclaimed and 
condemned by all parties. But in reference to 
the common domain, we are in favor of the an- 
cient policy. Our opponents ask us to consent to 


incorporate into the Constitution new guarantees ! 


which shall reverse the past action of the Gov- 
ernment, and if we do not, they threaten to break 
up the Government. 

Let me call the attention of gentlemen to the 
condition of the Territories when we formed this 
Constitution. From the Northwestern Territory, 
out of which has been carved so many States, 
slavery was excluded by the act of the Govern- 
ment. That restrictive policy was adopted before 
the Constitution. Who consented to it? The 
people of Virginia. The statesmen of Virginia 
of that day sanctioned that policy. Ifatthat day 
they saw no good reason for not consenting to the 
ratification of the Constitution merely because 
slavery wes not protected or guarantied in the 
Territorics of the United States, why should such 
guarantee and protection be made a condition for 
the continuance of the Union now? The ordi- 
nance of 1787 excluded slavery from the North- 
west. The new Constitution did not remove the 
restriction, and nobody then thought that it 
should. A Constitution guarantying the right 
to extend slavery into Territories would then 
have been rejected by men of all parties. I see 
no good reason for changing that policy. 

Virginia ceded the Northwest Territory to the 
United States, and she had a special reason for 
agreeing to the exclusion of slavery therefrom. 
We had just emerged from that revolutionary 
struggle in which she had made great sacrifices. 
She had become impoverished by the sacrifices 
made to achieve our liberties. Many old Virginia 
families, with a numerous progeny growing up 
around them, impoverished by the burdens of the 
Revolution, looked to the Northwest as a field 
for enterprise upon which their offsprmg, reared 
in refinement, might retrieve their broken for- 
tunes. At home, “labor was despised because 
performed by slaves,” as Mr. Mason expressed 
it; and with the yearning tenderness ofa mother, 
Virginia determined to redeem that territory from 
the blight of slave labor, regarding it as the heri- 
tage of her own children. , 

it is such a policy and such an example which 
the Republican party of to-day propose to emu- 
late and follow. ; 

Mr. Hammonp said truthfully in an address to 
his constituents, made at Beech Island, in 1858, 
that— 

« All the measures of which the South complains she 


i herself inaugurated. In the matter of slavery, Washington 


and Jefferson set the evil example—the North have bor- 


| rowed it from them.”? 


Now, passing from that period of our history, 
and coming down to 182), there is another signal 
instance in which the power of Congress to ex- 
clude this institution from the Territories was. 
asserted, and the people of the South themselves 


e y || acquiesced in the exercise of that power 
free. How know we, if the independence of the {| 


that was the act of the:Sou g 
Passing from that time and over sother-acts. in~ 
tervening, we come down’ to 1845, when-weae- = - 
quired Texas. One‘of the very conditions upon: 
which she was annexed to. this Union ant becam 
one of the States,is found in these identical words: 
“ And in such State or States a8-shiall be formed out Of 
said territory north of: said Missouri compromise line, sla-~ 


very, or involuntary servitude, (except for crime,) shall be. 
prohibited.” ene at aes uct hie 
That was. southern measure, indorsed by Cal~ 
houn. in 1845, and the great. measure of. the Dem- 
ocratic party. Texas came into the’ Unionupon 
an express recognition of a power in the Con- 
gress of the United States to exclude this institu- 
tion, not only from.the Territories, but from her 
own limits; and nota voice was raised against it. 
It was a southern measure; and the resolution was 
framed by a southern man: ooo. | id 
Passing from that period, we come, down. to 
1850, when we were again called upon to compro- 
mise this question; and this condition upon which 
Texas was admitted was again expressly. reaf- 
firmed. Congress then passed’ a series of com- 
promise measures, one of which gave $10,000,000 
to Texas, to reconcile her to a change of bound- 
aries. It was expressly ‘incorporated into that 
act, that itshould not interfere with the conditions 
upon which Texas was originally annexed to the 
United States. This’$10,000,000 wasin the na- 
ture of a ransom for the recognition of this great 
privilege of the Government to exclude this inati- 
tution from the Territories of the United States, 
and was a part of the compromise measures of 
1850. at 
Then we come down to 1852, when the two 
great parties of the country, in their national con- 
ventions, mutually pledged themselves to abide 
and stand by those compromises as a finality. 
Who, let me ask, has receded from these com- 
romises and agreements thus solemnly made ? 
ou, gentlemen, I answer, on that side of the 
Hail—the South herself. A gentleman from North 
Carolina, [Mr. Winstow,] the other day, while 
commenting upon the alleged wrongs of the South, 
spoke of the action of the North, and character- 
ized it by the term “punic faith.””. I zeapiestally. 
submit that like examples of punic faith can: be 
found upon the part of no people of any section 
of this country, or of any country, as are found 
in the memorable cages to which Ll have alluded. 
Sir, if this Union is to be broken up, and this 
war is to be waged, I can only say, in the eloquent 
words of Henry Clay, whose ashes sleep in the 
district of the gentleman. from Kentucky, [Mr 
Srums,] who addressed the House the other day, 
that “it will be a war in which you will have no 
sympathy, for all mankind will be against you.” 
But, sir, some gentlemen say that the cause of 
our present troubles is not so much the attempt 
to exclude slavery from the: Territories of the 
United States, and the failure to execute the fugi- 
tive slave law, as it is this everlasting. discussion 
of the slavery question among the people of the 
North; and I call attention to that remarkable 
declaration to be found in the President’s last an- 
nual message—a declaration unparalleled by any 
expression, in any American State paper, that I 
have ever secn—that the agitation of the slavery 
question has at length, as he says ** produced its 
malign influence on the mind of the slave, inspirs, 
ing in his bosom the hope of freedom.” He makes , 
that charge upon the Republican party. Now, 
sir, that charge is as old as the Government itself. 
It was made against the very system: inaugurated 
by the founders of our Government: that they had 
avowed heresies in the Declaration of. Independ- 
ence calculated to inspire in the hearts of the 
oppressed of every nation this hope of freedom; 
such is the complaint of every despot on the face 
of the earth this day. I reply, in the language of 
McDowell, of Virginia: “t This hope of freedom 
is a lamp lit up in the soul of the slave by the 
hand of the Deity; it is allied to his hope of im- 
mortality, and can never be extinguished.” -Itis 
a species of athcism to attempt to extinguish it, 
Now, Mr. Speaker, I have. a word or two to 
say in conclusion, for I perceive that my hour has 
nearly expired. In my humble judgment, all the 
wrongs of which the South complains to-day can 
be redressed in the Union. Let them recognize 
the power and authority of this General Govern- 
ment. Let them resort.to the constitutional guar- 
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antees that they have. They have appealed to 
the Supreme Court to recognize their right to take 
their slaves into the Territories; and, as they con- 
Strue the decision ef that. court, it- has already 
‘decreed that they have áli they ask for under the 
form of the present Constitution. The court has 
decided in their favor; and yet they seem inclined 
to. distrust that decision, and ask us to give-spe- 
cific guarantees inthe Constitution itself for the 
future ‘fidelity of the court. To such terms I 
cannot- consent.. If we can risk the court with- 
out guarantees, you; gentlemen, certainly ought 
‘tobe willing, after the intimations it has given in 
your favor.” ý 
Mr. HINDMAN: T would ask the gentleman 
if the Dred Scott decision and the Chicago platform 
do not conflict with each other in- his Judgment? 
Mr. VANDEVER. The Chicago platform, so 
fai as I know, was never designed to conform to 
the dogmas expressed by Judge Taney as the 
opinion of the court in the Dred Scott case 


PERSONAL EXPLANATION. 


Mr. DE JARNETTE obtained the floor. 

Mr. DAWES. 
ginia yield to mc a moment, to make a personal 
explanation? 

Mr. DEJARNETTE. I will, sir. 

Mr. DAWES. Mr. Speaker, during the dis- 
cussion yesterday afternoon, I sought the floor at 
one time to make a little more specific what I had 
said in relation to the course of the gentleman from 
North Carolina [Mr. Brancu] on the committee 
of five. 

Mr.DEJARNETTE. The gentleman from 
North Carolina is not now present; and I suggest 
to the gentleman from Massachusetts the pro- 
priety of waiting till he returns to the Hall, 

Mr. DAWES. Ido not propose to say any- 
thing that will render it necessary for the gentle- 
man from North Carolina to be here. I merely 
desire to do exact justice to the gentleman from 
North Carolina, which | failed to do in the course 
of the debate yesterday, because I could not get 
the floor. 

Mr. DEJARNETTE. I hope the gentleman 
from Massachusetts wili be as brief as possible. 

Mr. DAWES. Iwill. In the course of the 

debate yesterday, I used these words, which I 
afterwards Sudhi to make a little more clear, but 
failed to do so: 
_ © Phe gentieman from North Carolina rises in his seat, 
and, without the slightest intimation to any of his colleagues 
upon the committee, so far as £ know, commences reading 
a minority report, after having induced the other members 
ofthe committee, in their desire to have an unanimous re- 
port, to yield as far as they could, impressions which the 
evidence made upon their minds.?? 

I sought to say, afterwards, that the induce- 
ment was brought about simply in this way: The 
gentleman from North Carolina well understands 
that other members of the committee held views 
somewhat different from those of the report, while 
the other members of the committee also knew 
that he entertained views somewhat different from 
the report, and each was influenced by the others 
to yield somewhat their own private views, and 
thus come to what each supposed was to bea 
unanimous report. That is ali I desired to say; 
and I am obliged to the gentleman from Virginia 
for his courtesy in allowing me to say it. 


STATE OF THE UNION—AGAIN. 


Mr. DEJARNETTE resumed the floor. 

Mr. McCLERNAND. Ifthe gentleman from 
Virginia will give way for that purpose, I will 
move an adjournment. 

Mr. DEJARNETTE. Iam much obliged to 
the:gentleman from Illinois, but I prefer to go on 
now. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Vir- 
ginia will proceed. 

Mr. DETARNETTE. There are times, Mr. 
Speaker, when I am contemplating the history of 
my country—its rise, progress, and rapid devel- 
opment—when the picture becomes so pleasing, 
and J am so filled with hope and delight, that I 
am lified above the raging elements which have 
now so nearly destroyed it; and, from such a 
stand-point, view the grandest system of govern- 
ment ever yet devised by human agency for the 
happiness of man. 

I have gone back to the earliest period. of our 
history, when a few bold hearts first penetrated 
the dark forests, to find the home of the savage, 


Will the gentleman from Vir- | 


and share with him his freedom, sooner than sub- 
mitto the-tyranny-and oppression of the Old 
World. They wete guided by the sparks of lib- 
erty which they had seen emitted by the concus- 
sion of the’ dynasties of the Old World; which, 
as they. arose, were carried. by the winds of 
heaven to the shores of America. 

It was here, sir, guided by the Unseen, and 
protected by the arm which they never felt but to 
praise, they reared an altar of liberty, around 
which soon stood the oppressed of every land, 
who soon so replenished its fires that its flames 
licked the clouds, the bright effulgence of which 
cast a shadow under the thrones of tyranny and 
oppression throughout the earth. 

n viewing it from this stand-point, Ihave seen 
no North, no South; I have looked upon the 
whole, and been proud that all of it wasmy coun- } 
try. I have forgotten, and expelled from my i 
mind, all grievances of which the South now so 
justly complains, and viewed my country as it 
should be, and not as itis. Mr. Speaker, I am 
proud of what it has already accomplished; but 
with the eye of faith I penetrate the distant fu- 
ture, and behold one hundred million freemen, 
whose sublime destiny it is to break the chains of 
tyranny, to feed the hungry, and clothe the naked 
over the earth. x 

Sir, we have reached that point in our national 
progress when every step we take is felt through- | 
out the carth. The eyes of the world are upon 
us. To us belong the jealousy, hate, and envy 
of the dynasties ofthe earth. This they will not 
admit, even to themselves or to each other; but 


the foot of oppression is raised; the reins of Gov- 
ernment are loosed; and the oppressed through- 
out the earth begin to recover their long-lost lib- | 
erties, 

This is what our free institutions have accom- 
plished; this is what we have accomplished, with- 
out regard to any other object than our own 
development. 

Still, the eyes of the world are upon us; our 
movements are watched and felt throughout the 
world. 

When we stepped from the banks of the Mis- 
sissippi to the Pacific ocean, the earth moved | 
heavily on its axis because its balance was dis- 
turbed. All Europe felt the shock; and now feel 
and know that another center must be found, 
around which they in turn must revolve. Nor 
was its influence confined to Europe; itpenetrated 
Asia to the Celestial Empire; aroused the slum- } 
bering millions in their strong-walled cities, and 
caused their gates to creak under the accumulated | 
rust of centuries. | 

Indeed, far beyond, in the remote kingdom of | 
Japan, a hundred million more were aroused to 
shake off the dust of centuries, and again to walk 
the earth. 


doomed to perish) would make this country the 
center of the trade of the earth, by giving us the 
control of the trade of the eight hundred million | 
people of Asia; a trade which has been enjoyed 
by Europe for more than six hundred years; a 


turn, made every nation which enjoyed it at the | 
time the greatest Power of the earth. i 

It was to accommodate that trade that Colum- į 
bus started on his voyage ofdiscovery; he wished | 
to find a hearer way to India, and in the line of : 
| that more direct way, he stumbled on this conti- | 


It was that step which (if this Union were not |j 


trade which has been so fruitful, that it has, in |} 


nent. It was to that trade Spain owed her great- | 
ness, ber wealth, and her vast dominion. From: 
Spain it fell to Denmark, which kingdom held it | 
for more than a hundred years, and by it grew to | 
the position of the then most formidable Power 
ofthe carth. England was attracted by the glit- 
| tering prize; and by diplomacy and by threats 
wrenched it from the grasp of that kingdom. Prof- | 
iting by the errors of Spain and Denmark, Eng- | 
| land, by the most gigantic fillibustering move- | 
ment which curses the pages of history, subju- | 
gated one hundred million of the people of India, 
| and, with their own money, has hired armies to 
| keep them in the dust. Since then, she, in order | 


fered any nation of Europe to hold a navy com- | 
parable to her own. Standing over France, as | 
soon as that nation could equip a navy at all cal- | 
culated to cope with her, she has invariably i 
crushed it, She has stood with one hand onthe | 
Danish Belt and the other on the Dardanelles, and | 


| and her sovereignty are assailed. 


is thus effectually keeping the huge paw of the 
Russian bear from*the rich feast in the East. 

Thus, for nearly two hundred years, has Eng- 
land enjoyed uninterruptedly the trade of the eight 
hundred millions of Asia: 

Since the purchase of Louisiana by the United 
States, England has been uneasy. Napoleon I, 
when hesold that country west of the Mississippi 
to u$ gave, as a reason, that he could not hold it; 
that England, to guard her trade in the East, 
would, with her immense navy, take it; that he 
wished the young giant of America to possess it, 
because he knew that we, at no distant day, would 
break England’s power by possessing that trade. 

I will not stop here to show all the impediments 
which England has thrown across our path to 
prevent our march to the Pacific. She began with 
a proposition for the joint occupancy of our Pa- - 
cific shore. That was agreed to; but it soon re- 
sulted in herclaim to the only harbor on that coast 
owned by the United States. The right of search 
which she asserted, and which resulted in the war 
of 1812, was instituted with the view of breaking 
the prestige of our power, and giving her the oc- 
cupation of Astoria, the only harbor on the Pacific. 
The war commenced by the seizure of that port 
by England, and it was the last point yielded 
when the treaty of peace was made at Ghent. 

Failing in this, she now holds all the South 
American States under bonds which they dare not 
disregard, to prevent an American vessel, in time 
of war, from entering their ports, even for shelter, 


| When the transit of the Isthmus is found practica- 


ble, she appears at that point and undertakes to 
control that. When, in 1850, we proposed to con- 
struct a railroad to the Pacific, she immediately 
begins the construction of a road from Newfound- 
land to Puget Sound, and has, through the polar 
cold, constructed fifteen hundred miles of that road. 
And still more recently, impelled by the spur of 
our rapid advancement, she has purchased an 


| island in the Pacific in our track to India, upon 


which she is this day building a Gibraltar almost 
in sight of our shore. 

All this, sir, willavail not; she is striving-against 
what the finger of destiny has written for our ac- 
complishment. Sir, civilization, knowledge, and 
commerce started in the East. They have pro- 
gressed and are progressing westward. When 
they shall have reached the uttermost verge of the 
Pacific shore, they must retrograde; and the sub- 
lime destiny of returning these blessings to thoir 
ancient seats will be ours Sir, the genius of 
America has left the rock-bound coast of New 
England and taken its position on the shore of the 
the Pacific; and there it will work out our mighty 
destiny by placing in our control the trade of the 
world. 

Mr. Speaker, can there be a heert so dead as 
not to beat with exultant pride when contemplat- 
ing such a destiny for his own native land? Sir, 
since I have been thus hopeful of the destiny of 
my country, E have known that the accomplish- 
ment of that destiny could be hastened or delayed 
by mutual good offices, good fecling, and fraternal 
regard between the North and South, or the re- 
verse. 

I have, sir, watched with much anxiety the 
storm-cloud which I have seen gathering and 
advancing from the North for ten years past. I 
have noted its every movement, and, hence not 
unexpectedly, seen its darkness increase, and 
heard its loud thunders rattle. I have known that 
this dark and threatening tornado would spread 
its fury and hurl its thunder bolts on the devoted 
heads of my people. Conscious of rectitude, they 
have not sought, nor will they seek, to avoid its 
fury; because they know they are clothed in the 
armor of Virginia’s sovereignty, which cannot be 
penetrated. Letme warn you, therefore, not to 
misinterpret her present position. It is but the 
hush before the storm. She, in her wisdom, has 
called her people together, because their liberties 
Respect the 
one, and recognize the other, and all may yet be 
well. But if not, every sword in Virginia will 


} c | leap from its scabbard, and fash defiance to a 
to guard it effectually, until recently never suf- {| 


worldinarms. There are no submissionists there. 
The North has now become maddened by pros- 
perity. The empire of commerce we have cheer- 
fully conceded to them. We of the South have 


|| eXulted in their success, though it has been the 


result, in a great degree, of a tax on our labor. 
Stiili we would be content if we were allowed to 
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live in security and repose... We have cheerfully 
divided the products of each day’s labor at the 
South with you ofthe North; we have never at- 
tempted to disturb yoursocial and domestic insti- 
tutions, or taught others so to do; we have been 
faithful to every engagement, and performed 
every obligation imposed on us by the Constitu- 
tion. ; 

Sir, ho man now lives, or has ever lived, who 
has said, or can say, that we of the South, though 
heretofore controlling the Government, have ever 
withheld a right from or inflicted a wrong on 
the North. Can you of the North say that you 
have fulfilled all the obligations imposed upon 
you by the Constitution? Have youat the North, 
while enjoying a tax which we impose on our 
labor for your benefit, ever manifested the slight- 
est interest in our welfare? Flave you ever been 
as considerate of our welfare as you have been 
of that of your foreign neighbors in Canada? 
Along your border, with them, you have lived in 
peace anid friendship. Along your border, with 
us, there has not been a moment of repose for 
twenty years. You have throughout the North 
societies organized with no other object than to 
employ men to excite your own people to war on 
your brethren of the South. Itcannot be slavery 
that you war on; because slavery exists in its 
worst form in sight of your own shore—in Cuba. 

J have never heard of your sending an emissary 
to Cuba, though you have more frequent inter- 
course with Havana than you have with any of 
our ports. Who ever heard that you have ever 
made an effort to rob a master on that island of 
his slave? Who ever heard one word said by 
your most malignant Abolitionist against slavery 
as it exists anywhere else, except with your 
brethren of the South? From their hands you 
have received nothing but kindness. In return 
you send emissaries, educated among you, to rob, 
poison, burn, and, with the assassin’s dagger, to 
murder our people. 

For twenty years we have submitted to this; 
we loved the Union because we have been taught 
to love it. It was the work of our fathers; and 
if it could be preserved in the spirit in which they 
made it, it would live fresh in eternal youth, and 
exempt from mutability and decay. But, sir, it 
exists no longer. Its spirit has fled; and when 
in the spirit land, from the tomb it shall arise to 
testify against the authors of its untimely fate. 
The South, with conscious innocence, will await 
the sentence because it will be just; and the North 
will be pronounced guilty of the deep damnation 
of this taking off. : 

I have known, Mr. Speaker, for ten years that 
dissolution must come. I have seen the irrepress- 
ible conflict between labor and capitalat the North, 
and known that it could but result in favor of the 


former, inasmuch as that labor possessed the rev- | 


olutionary power there, to wit: the elective fran- 
chise. Wherever, sir, there is free competition 
between labor and capital, and that laboris armed 
with the unrestricted right to vote, the labor being 
always in the majority, must sooner or later so 
control the law-making power as to hold the cap- 
ital subject to its will. That labor has for many 
years past controlled the law-making power of 
New England. It has now gained control of the 
law-making power in many States west of the 
Hudson; and in the last presidential contest, it 
aspired to, and obtained, the control of the law- 
making power of this Government. Wherever 
there is free competition of labor and capital, and 
that labor vindicates its power to control the Gov- 
ernment, liberty cannotlong survive. Butthe worst 
form of despotism will exist as long as there is 
capital left upon which it can feed. When this 
fails the only result which can follow is, for such 
a people, to return to barbarism. : 
Thus, society at the Northis now pregnant with 
the seeds of its own destruction. Its only salva- 
tion isa stronger Government, and a restriction 
of the elective franchise. This isnot speculative 
theory, but fact; it is not wild imaginings, but 
history. The standing armies of the Oid World 
are maintained to keep labor from warring on 
capital; not by controlling the law-making power, 
for that labor has not the elective franchise, and 
hence cannotaspire to theforms of justice to legal- 
ize its robberies; but those armies are maintained 
to pfotect that capital from mob violence. What 
rotection has your capital from the legalized rob- 
biiy to which itis even now sometimes subjected? 


Does not this free labor now set at naught your 
State decrees, if they are annoying to it? Has it 
not scaled the ramparts of the Federal Govern- 
ment, destroyed the Constitution, enthroned. the 


higher law in its stead, and justified such action | 


by alleging that their own State laws, which they 
had made to screen ihemselves, required them to 
despise the authority of the General Government? 
It is the free suffrage and free Jabor of the North 
which now controls the press, the bar, the schools, 
and the pulpit. It.is the free labor of the North 
which has invaded the sanctity of God’s altar, 
and compelled its ministers to acknowledge its 
divinity by dethroning Jehovah and worshipin, 
Beelzebub, It is the free labor at the North wic 
hasinvaded the highest judicial tribunal of justice, 
destroying its prerogatives, and teaching men to 
despise its decrees. Sir, it has so shattered the 
framework of society, that society itself exists 
only in an inverted order at the North. Capital 
at the North for a long time waged an unequal 
contest with labor. It looked then to the Gov- 
ernment, and found that impotent for aid. For 
momentary security, it seemed to sympathize in 
the objects of the fanatics, and to point to the 
institutions of the South as fit objects for attack. 
Fatal delusion! They not-only introduced the 
‘Trojan horse into their counting-houses, but drove 
away their best customers, by their efforts to en- 
slave them. 

At the South, our new republic will have no 
such element of discord. Capital there owns all 


labor which, from its nature, so lowers the man į 


as to make him unfit for society and sclf-govern- 
ment. Thus capital and labor in our new repub- 
lic will work in Beautiful harmony; and it is thus 
that African slavery furnishes the only basis upon 
which republican liberty can be preserved. 

You may ask me if we have not free labor at 
the South. I answer, yes, in its natural form; 
not warring on capital, but sustained by it. We 
are proud of that labor. It is enlightened. It con- 
stitutes the main pillar in our structure. It is the 
sword of our defense, because it is elevated and 
dignified by the conservative influence of African 
slavery. It will thus, in our new republic, be the 
only place on the globe where frec suffrage and 
free labor constitute conservative elements in the 
structure of republican liberty. It will be there 
alone where free labor will not be in antagonism 
to capital; because capital owns the ony labor 
which can be oppressed by it, and because labor, 
being the capital, will be, as such, carefully pre- 
served. 

Thus African slavery constitutes the keystone 
of the arch which supports the only structure 
which free labor, together with free suffrage, will 
not and cannot destroy. Itmust not be supposed 
by the people of the North, that the free labor of 
the South can ever desire to disturb the relation 
of master and slave; on the contrary they will 
and must, from necessity, defend it, as itis alone 
on the profit of slave labor that free labor finds 
employment and lives in peace and plenty. Itis 
thusthat African slavery elevates and dignifies the 
free labor of the South, by freeing it of all menial 
service. Thus relieved, that labor constitutes a 
valuable social and political element in our Re- 

ublic, by working with mutual dependence in 
Beautifut harmony with capital, consolidating in 
one compact mass and brotherhood all the white 
men of the South. Sir, this system of ours, thus 
purged fram all opposing elements, cannot be over- 
thrown; it will go on to prosper with accumulat- 
ing vigor; for by it the labor of the white man is 
freed from the oppression of capital. 

It is vain, then, for the free labor of the North, 
by the exercise of its revolutionary power, to at- 
tempt further the corruption of the free labor of 
the South. That labor, Mr. Speaker, has higher 
aspirations and holier purposes to gecomplish; 
its mission, sir, is to build up, not to destroy an 


empire: to observe all the restraints of law and ` 
the Constitution, and not to despise the restraints | 


of law and trample in the dust the Constitution; 
to protect society by carefully guarding the pul- 
pit, not to destroy society by corrupting it. The 
free labor of the North now seeks the destruction 
of this beautiful system of Government. It 
knows the secret of our strength, and has judged 
rightly where the power of thisSamsonis. They 
have planted their batterics against the institution 


of slavery. They know it to be the Redan of our | 


system; they know its conservative power, and 


as long asit exists they know the free 
South éannot be*corrupt 


od. Bor thi A 
slavery been assailed; and now that you ba 
itin the tf course of ultimate extinction,’ yo 
resolved to use your power, and we are.deter: 
to resist your authority. 0 e i eou 

.-What-cause do. you allege for thus.warring on 
us? Have we of.the South ever withheld.a right 
given. you. by. the Constitution, orsinflicted: a 
wrong? . Have we not contributed to your: suc- 
cess and rejoiced in your prosperity?: Did. not 
Virginia, (may God bless fer in this hour, ) in 
order:to destroy jealousy between the North and 
South, and give peace to the country, give to the 
North the empire of the Northwest?) And now, 
in this hour.of her peril, she turns. her eyes: to 
that powerful empire, the fruit.of her womb; hu- 
manity wouldapply the full breast of that youthful 
exuberance to the mouth of its afflicted parent; 
but tyranny would, Nero like, march. to the 
throne over the prostrate form of.its.own mother, 
You, too, Nero like, when your.,proud Capitol 
is being consumed by the torch which .your.own 
hands have. applied, are reveling amid the. ruins 
which you made. In the name of. an outraged 
and oppressed people-in the name of freemen 
who know their rights and will-defend them, and 
in the name of.a just God, I charge. you’ to, let 
this parricidal sin pass from you, . You are now 
about to assume the reins of Government over 
what you have leftof the American Union. You, 
as you know, have acquired that power, pledged 
to the accomplishment of a single object: the ulti- 
mate extinction of our cherished domestic insti- 
tution—African slavery. 

Before we surrender the authority by which 
you are to govern us, we only ask. that you will 
give us guarantees by which you cannot deprive 
us of that. protection which. the. Coustitution of 
the United States, as interpreted, not by us, but 
by the Supreme Court, guaranties tø us. ‘This 
you refuse to do. You obtain power by pledges 
to war on the institutions of the South. eask 
you to throw away the weapons which you have 
drawn for our destruction before we yield to your 
authority. This you contemptuously refuse to do; 
and then, sir, in the memory of Virginia’s: his- 
tory, you appeal to her to preserve the Union! | . 

Then, sirs, beware; Virginians will defend their 
libertics, and preserve unrestricted the sovereignty 
of their State. They and the gallant men of the 
South will not survive their liberties. They were 
born freemen, and will never die slaves. > ` 

While all propositions foran honorable adjust- 
ment have come from the injured, outraged, and 
insulted section, we of that section have felt that 
they should come from the assailing party. We 
have felt this to be wounding to our pride, and, 
in some degree, tarnishing to our honor. How- 
ever, it was a sacrifice upon the altar of our coun- 
try, and it was cheerfully made.. We.owed this 
to. the memory of our fathers; we owed this tọ 
our generous constituents, who. would give their 
lives to preserve the Union in its primitive purity; 
we quel it to humanity to prevent. our land from 
being torn incivil strife and drenched in fraternal 
blood. We have. discharged every duty that 
honor, patriotism, and fidelity to our, people de- 
manded. In short, we have done everything but 
surrender the liberties of our people. . This we 
will never do. I, for one, sir, would sooner see 
this Union shattered. into atoms, never again to 
be reunited, than to return to my people, and tell 
them that we had saved the Union, but enslaved 
them. j 
I have, Mr. Speaker, in contemplating the new 
arrangement of the States which now must be 
made, outstripped the wheel of time, and viewed 
our southern republic as it will be seen in 1864. 
Then the machinery of our government will be in 
full operation and perfected. "The most skillful 


| mechanist will not be able to detect the slightest 


inequality in its bearings. Its movements will-be 
silent, but powerful. Its balance-wheel willbe 
African slavery, so well adjusted that its power 
will be irresistible, because its motion will be per- 
petual. Then will the southern States be united 
in bonds of perpetual union; then will our: peo- 
pie be united in interest, in heart, and sympathy; 
then will we prosper as a people never before have 
prospered; because our Jabor.will be freed from 
taxation and the product of that labor will have 
no competition. ; : : 5 

If, then, we have failed to preserve the Union 
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by making, in the name of our people, every sac- 
“piflee éXcept that of their liberties, we will have 
--aécomiplished this ‘much, i : i 

“What, Mr.. Speaker, will the Republicans of 
this House, when they return to their people, carry 
with them to compensate for the ruin and havoc 
which they have created?’ To them‘ will belong 
‘the responsibility of disrupting this once happy 
“Union. Fo them will be attached thé awful ré- 
‘sponsibility of exciting thirty million of the hap- 

> piesvpeopie on God’s earth to forget that they are 
rethren, and with all the destructive machinery 
of grim:-visiged war, to destroy each other in civil 
strife.” On them will fall the curses of millions at 
the North, whose trade they have destroyed, and 
whose liomés they have made desolate. ` It is on 
you, Republicans, will fall the curses of the wid- 
owed mother who can no longer find bread for 
her‘starving children. Go to your crowded cities, 
not to the gilded palaces of your merchant princes, 
but to the Janes and alleys, and when you hear 
the cries of thousands, frantic with hunger and 
despair, and behold here a mother with her inno- 
cent children clasped around her in the agony of 
death from starvation, and there another tearing 
her bosom because it can no longer afford nour- 
ishment to her dying infant, you will see the re- 
sultof your devotion to your party platform. You 
will have saved your party; but you will have lost 
your country. You will have vindicated your 
devotion to the negro by disregarding the voice of 
humanity and the decrees of Heaven. This is 
what you have already done.. If, then, the pros- 
pect of civil war, which you have created, has 
done all, and much more than all this, what, I 
ask, must be the misery, agony, and death which 
twenty-five million brave people will inflict on 
each other? 

Sir; when the flames of civil war have swept 
over our once happy land, from St. John’s to the 
‘Rio Grande, and from the Atlantic to the Pacific; 
when your cities and ours no longer resound with 
the busy hum of industry, because they will be 
the first victims which the relentless mouths of 
‘cannon will demand; when our beautiful country, 
where innocence resides and virtue sits enthroned, 
shall return to its primitive occupants—because 
nothing save the hyena can live amid such scenes 
of desolation and death—then you will behold 
the work of your own hands. If you have not yet 
seen enough to make you pause before you de- 
clare war on the South, and thus invoke on your 
heads the wrath of humanity and the vengeance 
of Heaven, those of you who survive wherit shall 
have been ended, will witness a scene which will 
melt your hearts, though they may be harder than 
adamant. When you are called on to witness the 
procession of ten million mourners, and hear their 
cries for those who have fallen in battle, and hear 
that mighty multitude, with one voice, proclaim 
you the author of all their affliction, you will, in- 
deed, cry that the rocks may hide and the hills 
may cover you from their sight. All this will you 
inflict on your country and yourselves sooner 
than let slavery alone. 

Itis an institution for which you are not re- 
sponsible, and about which you know nothing. 
You say it is wrong, and you will put it the course 
of ultimate extinction, because slaves are some- 
times treated with cruelty. That they are some- 
times, but rarely, treated with cruelty, I will 
admit; but such acts are punished by law, and 
punished by society, with great severity. Still, 
iknow that there is more humanity, there is more 
unalloyed contentment and happiness, among the 
slaves of the South, than any laboring population 
on the globe. Where else but at the South are 

the laborers nursed when sick, and taken care of 
when they gettoo old to work? Where butat the 
South is it the interest of capital to provide food 
for the families of laborers when they are young 
and helpless? ` Tt then being the’ interest of capi- 
tal that the slave and his family should be well 
cared for in sickness and in health, what stronger 
reason can be given that he will not be abused? 
It is this interest in his labor that you would de- 
prive him of. 

After you do this, have you not deprived him 
of his home, and all the comforts he now enjoys? 
Will you give him another home, and provide 
him other comforts? You know you will not. 
You will not do this to your neighbors of your 
own race, and the starving poor among you; but 
you will stand ky and see the negro, whom you 


“have deprived of his home, driven, by the free 
white labor ofthe North, from every occupation 
“of honest toit. i i 

If, then, the meritof your opposition to slavery 
is that you would abolish an institution which 
is sometimes oppressive, go home and abolish 
your banking system; go homeand destroy your 
magnificent churches, because'some of your min- 
isters have been bad men; and go home and abol- 
ish the institution of marriage; because. I know 
that, for every master who cruelly treats his slave, 
there are two white men at the North who torture 
and murder their wives. Away, then, with such 
sickly sentimentality. We know that itis not 
because you love the slave, or desire to benefit his 
condition, that yo uthus war on the South; be- 
cause, when you have enticed him from his happy 
home, we have seen you, like the crocodile, 
mingle your tears with the blood of your victim. 
We know it is done to keep the northern mind in 
agitation, never permitting it to settle down on 
your own productive elements of domestic dis- 
content, But for this agitation at the North, so- 
ciety could not stand the shock. The revolution- 
ary element at the North constitutes no part of 
that society. Thatelement now controls the law- 
making power, and thus has the semblance of 

justice for its action. Itis thus that the capital 
of Boston is held subject to its command. 

As to the best means of defense against this 
mighty power, which knows no control but its 
will, society at the Northis divided. There are 
those who, to avoid offense, have declined to take 
part in local elections, as shown by the thousands 
of slumbering votes in the States east of the Hud- 
son. There are others, who, still having hopes 
of controlling it, have joined in, and desire so to 
direct it as to prevent any disaster to themselves 
or the country. For several years, they did hold 
the reins of restraint, and so checked its move- 
ments as to preventinjury. But now, it hasburst 
the dams and levees with which you for a time 
restrained it, and, by its resistless flood, sweeps 
away and destroys all who oppose it. Commu- 
nities at the North, or even their State govern- 
ments, cannot resistits march. Nothing at the 
South can now resist it, but State sovereignties; 
and each State must throw this protection around 
their people, or they are lost. 

I have, Mr. Speaker, attempted to show the 
apprec&&tion of those I represent for the Union. 
I know of none who would not even rejoice to per- 
petuate it as it was made by our fathers. I have 
shown that it was not because they loved the 
Union less, but their liberties more, that they have 
made up their minds to leave it, unless you give 
them such guarantees as will insure safety. I have 
shown you that the South has never, though smart- 
ing under insults and injurics, retaliated, because 
she has observed the restraints of the Constitution. 
That instrument has never been wounded by a 
southern hand or agency. It has always been held 
sacred by our people; and now, finding that they 
cannot live peaceably with you of the North, they 
will quietly leave your company. They have 
made no threats; they propose no violence to you. 
In secession they assail no one, threaten no one; 
itis a remedy which is purely defensive, and 
not aggressive, because it is passive and not 
active. 

Your party desire to get rid of slavery, because 
you say that the moral influence of the world is 
against slavery, and by your contact with it you 
are compromised. We propose quietly to relieve 
you of any contact or association with it. 
to preserve your refined sensibilities, we propose 
to take slavery out of the Union, and give you 
relief. And now that the cotton States have done 
this, and the border slave States are going to fol- 
low their example, and thus do what you have 
been trying to do for twenty years; you get into 
a violent rage, and call the gods to witness that 

| you will whip us into submission, because we will 
not let you do it in your own way. If you of the 
North would pause and reflect for onè moment, 
you would see the ridiculous position in which 
you thus place yourselves before the world. But 
you will not, you cannot stop. You are impelled 
by a power which you cannot resist. It is the 
power of England, exerted or the revolutionary 
element of the North, which cannot and will not 
permit you to pause, now that the object which 

ngland so devoutly wishes for is so near its ac- 
complishment. This Union must be destroyed, 


Thus, . 


or England will soon lose her hold on the trade 
of Asia. England has made every effort to check 
our advancement and development, because she 
knew we were now her only rivals for commerce. 

Since the declaration of Sir Robert Peel—made 
in advocacy of the appropriation of $100,000,000 to 
emancipate the negroes in the West Indies—that 
“ this was the best investment ever made for the 
overthrow of American institutions,” England 
has continued to agitate this abolition of slavery, 
with a view of destroying our power by dividing 
us. England knows that our commercial tonnage 
is greater than her own, and is rapidly increas- 
ing, and that the time for decisive action has 
come. By her gold, as well as by agitating this 
anti-slavery sentiment, she has obtained great 
ascendency over the revolutionary elements of 
the North. No man doubts that vast sums of 
England’s gold, drawn from the attenuated fingers 
of her slaving poor, are sent here to keep alive 
the flames of fanaticism in-which alone the po- 
litical salamanders of the North can live. The 
visits of Fred Douglass and William H. Seward 
to England sometimes become necessary to keep 
alive and excite the sometimes slumbering masses 
of their followers. England, by way of a spur 
to their movements, occasionally confers the honor” 
of knighthood on some sable swain, and by way 
of variety insults our minister for the amusement 
of the gentleman from Africa. 

This, sir, is not the result of an abolition senti- 
ment in England, as abundantly shown by her 
unwillingness to force Spain to execute a treaty 
long since made, to abolish slavery in all her pos- 
sessions. Nor is it because she respects the rights 
of men or their freedom; because she is to-day 
engaged in the cooly trade, by which she consigns 
white men to the most cruel and perpetual bond- 
age. But itis because by this means alone she 
can hope to break the power of her most danger- 
ous rival for the trade of the East. Cannot the 
people of the North, now on the verge of the pre- 
cipice, stop one moment for reflection? Would 
it not be better for you to live on terms of equality 
and friendship with those who were once your 
brethren at the South? Can you show in what 
particular England, after she, through your in- 
strumentality, has disrupted this Union, will be 
benefited by trading with you? Are you not 
England’s rivals for most of the goods sold in the 
States? She, you declare by your tariff bill, can 
manufacture the articles which we consume thirty- 
five per cent. cheaper, on an average, than you 
can; and hence you, by that bill, will compel us to 
give you thirty-five cents in every dollar, to ena- 
ble you to meet her at your own factories. 

If this tax should be continued in our new con- 
federacy, the trade of England will be no more 
restricted than it is now. How will it be with 
you? Instead of receiving the thirty-five per cent 
which you propose to give yourselves in this new 
tariff, you will have to pay that much duty. Thus, 
you will receive on all goods sold at the South 
thirty-five cents in every dollar less than you 
would receive if you had not destroyed the Union. 
We, then, being now the consumers of the north- 
ern manufactures, and the North no longer being 
protected in our markets, she will be driven to 
abandon manufacturing only for the northern 
States, except such articles as those where the 
cost of the raw material constitutes the chief-ele- 
ment of its manufacture. This is shown more 
conclusively in a correct analysis of the elements 
constituting the cost of manufacture. 

In all manufactures the elements of cost are thus 
enumerated and classified: first, the wages of la- 
bor; second, the interest on capital; and third, 
the value of the raw material—labor forty per 
cent.; capital fifty per cent.; and the raw mate- 
rial ten per cent. This, I believe, is found cor- 
rect, except in coarse fabrics. In such, the raw 
material enters as the chief element of cost, asin 
coarse cotton. Our factories, having the advant- 
age of ten per cent. in the cost of cotton, can, for 
this reason, clothe the operatives in the English 
factories; for in such a fabric, the raw material 
constitutes a very large part of its valuc. 

The English manufacturers pay but half what 


‘we pay for labor and capital; and those two ele- 


ments constitute ninety per cent, in cost of the fab- 
ricssenthere. You of the North cannot compete 
with them. It is thug that you lose and England 
gains by your folly. Again; you can never in- 
duce England to remain hostile to the South, be- 
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cause she is dependent on the South. From her 
trade with the South she derivés annually an in- 
come of more than six hundred million, besides 
giving employment to millions. of her starving 
population. What does she derive from the ex- 
port trade oftthe Notth? Not one cent; because 
itis.all congumed. Her bread, when there isa 
failure in Europe of crops, she sometimes gets 
from your ports. This is all. This does not con- 
stitute a basis of trade; because it is consumed, 
and hence no source of income. 

‘We at the South understand the strength of our 
position. The step we are about to take Is not one 
of our own choosing, but from necessity. That 
necessity you have created, against our repeated 
protests, as well as against our threats. You have 
not heeded our solemn protests, and you have 
laughed to scorn our threats. As you have 
scorned our threats, so we now scorn yours, and 
we defy your power. 

Do not, I implore you, suppose that Virginia 
will submit to oppression. She loves this Union, 
and will sacrifice all, except her honor and the 
liberties of her people, to preserve it. You now 
assail both. She has called her young men and 
her old men together around her council board. 
They have left their swords at home, because 
their presence sometimes engenders strife. 

They want peace, and not war; but if you do 
not acknowledge the sovereignty of Virginia, and 
the equality of her people, you will find them, too, 
on the war path, 

Mr. WEBSTER obtained the floor. 


SPECIAL COMMITTEE. 


Mr. MAYNARD. I presume the gentleman 
from Maryland does not desire to proceed this 
evening; and Task him to yield to me to enable 
me to present a resolution, 

Mr. WEBSTER. I yield to the gentleman 
from Tennessee. 

Mr. RUST. I must object to any business 
being done. There are not twenty members in 
the Hall. 

Mr. MAYNARD. The resolution is merely 
designed to facilitate the investigation provided 
for in the resolution introduced yesterday by the 
gentleman from Virginia, (Mr. Pryor.] 

’ The Clerk read the resolution, as follows: 


Resolved, That the special committee of three, appointed 
under the resolution of the Ldth ‘instant, have leave to sit 
during the sessions of the House, and to employ a reporter, 
who shall alsoact as clerk, at a vate of compensation not 
exceeding that usually paid for similar services. 


Mr. RUST. I object to that resolution. 
„Mr. MAYNARD. It is a customary resolu- 
tion. 

Mr. RUST. Ido notcare. I object to it ut- 


terly. Iam opposed to the employment of any 
more reporters. 

Mr. CLARK, of Missouri. It was the under- 
standing of the House that no business should be 
done this evening; and whilst I have no objection 
to the resolution, I think we ought to carry out 
that understanding in good faith. 

Mr. McCLERNAND. I appeal to the gentle- 
man from Arkansas to withdraw his objection to 
the resolution of the gentleman from Tennessee, 
on condition that he shall strike out that portion 
of it which authorizes the committee to employa 
stenographer, What necessity can there be for 
the employment of a stenographer? 

Mr. MAYNARD. We have to take some 
testimony. ; 

Mr. RUST. I object to the resolution. 

ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 


Mr. THEAKER, from the Committee on En- 
rolled Bills, reported as truly enrolled “ An act 
for the relief of Hockaday and Ligget;’? when 
the Speaker signed the same. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

A message from the Senate, by Mr. PATTON, 
one of their clerks, announced that the Senate had 
passed bill of the Flouse for the relief of George 
H. Giddings, with amendments, in which he was 
requested to ask the concurrence of the House. 
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RICHARD W. MEADE. 

Mr. MAYNARD entered a motion to recon- 
sider the vote by which the resolution reported 
by him this morning from the Committee of 
Claims in relation to the claim of Richard W. 
Meade was laid upon the table. 

And then, on motion of Mr. CLARK, of Mis- 
souri, (at four o’clock and twenty-five minutes, 


‘P. m.,) the House adjourned. 


IN SENATE. 
Sarurpay, February 16, 1861. 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Dr. Guriey. 


The Secrerary called the Senate to order. 

Mr. POWELL. Mr. Secretary, the Vice Pres- 
ident is indisposed this morning, and will not be 
able to take his seat as President of the Senate. 
I move that the Senator from Vermont [Mr, Foor] 
take the chair as President pro tempore of the Sen- 
ate. 

The Secrerary. Senators, it is moved and 
seconded that Mr. Foor take the chair as Presi- 
dent pro tempore. If there he no objection, Mr. 
Foor will please take the chair. 

There being no objection, Mr. Foor took the 
chair as President pro tempore, and directed the 
Journal to be read. 

The Journalof yesterday was read and approved. 


HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 


The following bills, received from the House of 
Representatives yesterday, were severally read. 
ine by their titles, and referred as indicated be- 
ow: 

A bill (No. 655) granting a pension to Prentis 
Champlain—to the Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (996) for the relief of Azel Spaulding— 
to the Committee on Claims. 


COMMITTEE SERVICE. 


Mr. HALE. Iam instructed unanimously by 
the Committee on Naval Affairs to ask the Senate 


: to reconsider a vote which was taken yesterday. 
i I was not in the Senate Chamber when the vote 
; was taken excusing the Senator from New Jersey 


(Mr. Tuomson] from serving upon that commit- 


tee. I wish to say that the intercourse of the com- į 


mittee with the chairman has been, without any 


! interruption, of the kindest character, and they 


are unwilling to have this tie broken so near the 
close of the session; and it is their unanimous 
request that he be continued. I have mentioned 
the fact to him, and I hope the Senate will recon- 
sider the vote, so that the committee may have 
the benefit of his service for the remainder of the 
term. : 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator 
from New Hampshire moves to recénsider the 
vote by which the Senate discharged the Senator 
from New Jersey from further service upon the 
Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. GREEN. Not in his absence. 

Mr. HALE. I have seen the Senator from 
New Jersey. 

Mr. GREEN. Very well. 

The motion to reconsider was agreed to. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Now the ques- 
tion recurs on the motion to excuse the Senator 
from New Jersey. 

The motion was not agreed to. 

REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES, 


Mr. FITCH. The Committee on Printing, to 
whom was referred a motion to print a letter of 
the Treasurer of the United States, communicat- 
ing copies of his accounts for the Post Office De- | 

; i 
partment for the year ending June 30, 1860, have 
instructed me to ask that the committce be dis- | 


charged, the usual number having been printed in || 


the House of Representatives. 
The committee were discharged. i 
Mr. FITCH. The same committee, to whom 
was referred a report of the acting Secretary of | 
the Interior, communicating, in compliance with | 
a resolution of the Senate, a transcript of all ac- | 
counts paid for the erection of the east and west 


I 


3 


wings, and the north front of the Patent Offic 


building, and for alterations and repairs to the” 
south front.of the same, do not deem themselves. 
the proper tribunal for the decision of the question |, 


of printing this document... They ask that they 
be discharged from its further consideration, and 
that it be referred to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. If that committee deem 
it worthy of publication, the Senate, of course, on 
the recommendation of that committee, will print 
the usual number. That was the only question 
referred to the Committee on Printing. They re- 
port it back, withthe request that it_be referred to 


the Committee on Public Buildings and: Grounds; « 


and the Committee on Printing 
the further consideration of it. 
The motion was agreed to. 


PATENT OFFICE AGRICULTURAL REPORT. 


bedischarged from 


Mr. FITCH. I desire to call up the resolution | 


introduced by the Committee on Printing a day 
or two since, on the subject of the agricultural 


portion of the Patent Office report.. The Senator . 


from Maine, I believe, desires to amend it. 
Mr. PEARCE: 


discussion of it, to make. a report. 
Mr. FITCH. 
discussion. 
The motion of Mr. Fircu was agreed to; and 
the Senate proceeded to consider the following 
resolution, reported ‘by him from the Committee 
on Printing, on the 14th instant: 


Resolved, That twenty thousand additional copies of the.’ 
annual report of the Commissioner of Patents on agricul- ` 


ture; for the year 1860, be printed for the. use of the Senate ; 
and five thousand additional copies for distribution by the 


Interior Department, including’ sixtcen pages of illustra- 


tions. 
The resolution was agreed to. 
LIEUTENANT MICHLER’S REPORT.: 
Mr. FITCH. Areportofthe Secretary of War, 


communicating, in compliance with a resolution ` 


of the Senate, Lieutenant Michler’s report of his 


survey for an inter-oceanic ship’ canal near the ` 


Isthmus of Darien, was yesterday referred to the 


Committee on Printing on the question of print- 


ing the usual number. Itis not usual to refer that 
question to the committee, Although I have had 
no consultation with my colleagues upon the com- 
mittee on the subject, l think I can speak for them 
in this matter, when I say they desire to be re- 
lieved from the consideration of the question’ of 
printing the usual number of documents of this 
kind. It is for the Senate to decide. The com- 


mittee, therefore, ask to be discharged from’ the 


further consideration of that report. 


Mr. GREEN: Then it should be now: con.‘ 


sidered. It is Lieutenant Michler’s report. 

The motion to discharge the committee was 
agreed to. 

Mr. GREEN. Task for the present consider- ' 
ation of the motion in that case. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The commit- 
tee has been discharged; and the question now is 
on the motion to print the usual number. 

The motion was agreed to. 


DEFICIENCY BILL. 


Mr. PEARCE, from the committee of confer- 
ence on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses 


on the amendments to the bill (H. R. No. 866) > 


to supply deficiencies in the appropriations for 
the fiscal year ending June 30, 1861, submitted 
the following report: 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of ` 
the two Houses on the amendments to the bill (H. Re No. 
866) to supply deficiencies in the appropriations for the fis- 
cal year ending June 30, 186i, having met, after full and 
free conference, ave agreed to recommend to theit respect- 
ive Houses, as foliows: 

That the Senate recede from their disagreement to the 
amendments of the House of Representatives to the second 
and sixth amendments of the Senate, and concur in said 
amendments of the House. . 

That the House recede from their disagreement to the 
fifth amendment of the Senate, and agree to the same with 
an amendment, as follows: strikeout from-the second line 
of the amendment the words, “and for office rent, fuel, 
&e.;” and, in the fourth and fifth lines of the amendment, 


BO 


f I will ask the Senator from ` 
Indiana to allow me, before he proceeds with the * 


I understand there will be no i 


te nininini 
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strike outthe words “$12,857. 92,” and:in lieu thereof in- 
sert, $10,533;” and, at the end of the amendment, add: 
Provided, That no. payment shall be made under the terms 
of this appropriation, except upon vouchers of money ac- 
tually paid by the several receivers and registers, such 
vouchers to be verified by the affidavits both of the registers 
and receivers, and the pasties to whom the payments bave 
becn made; norunless the Secretary of the Interior be sat- 
isfied of the fairness of the prices allowed: And provided 
further, That the seventh section of the act of the 18th of 
August, 1856, “making appropriations tor certain civil ex- 


enses of the Government tor the year ending the 30th of | 


une, 1857,” be, and the same is hereby, repealed. 
"Phat the Senale recede from their third amendment. 
e J. A. PEARCE, 
DANIEL CLARK, ` 
WILLIAM BIGLER, 
‘Managers on the part of the Senate. 


D.: E. SICKLES, 
JAMES. H. CAMPBELL, 
a CYRUS ALDRICH, 
“Managers on the part of the House of Representatives. 


Mr. PEARCE. [propose now very briefly to 
explain to the Senate the operation of this report. 

At is proposed that the Senate recede from their 
disagreement to the amendment of the House of 
Representatives to the second amendment of the 
Senate. The second amendment of the Senate 
appropriates $3,000 for misceliancous items, in the 
contingent expenses of the Senate. The House 
add to that appropriation these items: 

For additional police for the Capitol, payable by the Sen- 
ate, $1,096 97; and for additional police for the Capitol, 
payable by the Honse of Representatives, $1 3096 97. 

To supply deficiencies in the appropriation for taking the 
eighth census, $437,000. , 

For expenses of select committee appointed under the 
resolutioun of House of Representatives of 24th December, 
1860, 85,0005: and for expenses of select committee made 
by order or the House of Representatives of the 9th of Jan- 
uary, 1861, $3,000, making $8,000; and that the said sum 
shall be added to the miscellaneous item of the contingent 
fund of the House. 

For expenses of removing the office of the Fourth Au- 
ditor of the Treasury. to the apartments assigned in Wind- 
er’s building, und for cleansing, repairing, and furnishing the 
same, $3,508 55. 

The House concur in the Senate’s fifth amend- 
ment, with an amendment. This amendment 
relates to the Kickapoo land office. The appro- 
priation was for the sum of $12,857 92, for the 
payment of extraordinary expenses, clerk hire, 
office rent, fuel, &c., allowed under the act of 
1856, by the Interior Department, but subject 
to the approval of Congress. The cifect of the 
amendment of the committee of conference is to 
reduce the amount by so much as is asked for 
office rent, fuel, &c. The object of the law of 1856 
was to allow the Secretary of the Interior to au- 
thorize certainextraordinary expenses. Thecom- 
mittee did not consider office rent and fuel as 
extraordinary expenses, but ordinary and neces- 
sary, to be provided for as in other cascs; that 
is, by the registers at their own expense. That 
was therefore stricken out. Then they provide 
that the charges for the extra clerk hire shall be 
allowed, there being proof before the committee 
of the extraordinary amount of work performed 
at that land office. As there was some difficulty 
arising in regard to the amount of compensation 
allowed these clerks, it is provided that the Sec- 
retary of the Interior shall determine upon the 
fairness of the charge; and then it was thought 
advisable to recommend, also, the repeal of the 
seventh section of the act of 1856, which, for the 
first time, allowed the Department of the Interior 
to estimate for and conditionally to sanction these 
extra allowances for clerk hire. It was thought 
that that act tended very much to induce persons 
holding offices of this sort, to run up expendi- 
tures of this kind. There are various ways in 
which it could be perceived that it was to the in- 
terest of the registers and receivers to employ 
extra clerks and claim these extra allowances. It 


was thought best, therefore, to repealit, especially , 


as it was understood that the law had never been 

recommended by the Department of the Interior 

or the Land Ofice, but had, by some inadvert- 

ence, crept into the appropriation bill of that 
ear. 

The sixth amendment relates to compensation 
for carrying the mail by way of Panama, to Mr. 
Vanderbilt, under a contract made with the Fost- 
master General, which no doubtthe Senate recol- 
lect. The effect of the amendment of the House of 
Representatives was to strike out the last para- 
graph of that amendment, which, in fact, by some 
oversight, was a mere duplication of the former 
part and allowed pay for the same service twice. 

e agreed, therefore, to recommend to the Senate 


to recede from their disagreement to that amend- 
ment on the part of the House. = 
The last was the item which appropriated 
$300,000 for carrying out the conditional contract 
made between the Navy Department and Ambrose 
W. Thompson and the Chiriqui Improvement 
Company. This subject has been much discussed 
before the committee. We have been debating it 
for three days. There were various considera- 
tions, all of which it is not necessary to mention. 
Two, however, I will mention. The House. of 
Representatives seemed to be inflexibly opposed 
to it; first, upon the ground that the state of the 
Treasury absolutely forbade their making any ap- 
propriation for this object at this time; and then 
there seemed to be a doubt whether it was_not 
absolutely necessary, in order to secure the Uni- 
ted States fully in the advantages intended to be 
acquired by that contract, that the assent of the 
New Granadian Government should be given to 
it. There have been some indications in an opin- 
ion of the supreme court of New Granada, that 


tained in order to make secure the privileges in- 
very certain that the harbors to which this con- 


of access, of great depth of water, and with gen- 
erally bold shores; that there was coal imme- 
diately on their border, and within a very short 
distance quite accessible; and that this coal would 
be valuable for the purposes of our steam marine 
in the-Gulf of Mexico and in the Caribbean sea. 
It was therefore admitted by the committee gen- 
erally, that it: was desirable the United States 
should obtain these privileges, if it could be done 
with perfect prudence; but the objections which I 
have mentioned were all-powerful with the com- 
mittee of the House of Representatives, and the 
Senate committee felt that they were not justified 
in insisting upon a measure of this sort, as an 
amendment to the deficiency bill, which might 
jeopard the bill, as we were assured it would cer- 
tainly do. We thought that, upon an independent 
measure inserted in an appropriation bill, we had 
nota right to sacrifice the bill in order to force 
the other House toa compliance with that amend- 
ment. We thought, too, that the contract would 
not be destroyed by the refusal to appropriate the 
money at this time; and that, when the additional 
security contemplated by the objection of the com- 
mittee could be had, it would be quite competent 
to Congress at the next session to ratify this con- 
tract, and secure the privileges intended to be 
obtained by it. 

Mr. GREEN. [call for the special order of 
the day. 

Mr. TRUMBULL, Let us take this vote. 

Mr. GREEN. No, sir; this cannot be voted 
on until it is thoroughly ventilated. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE, 


A message from the House of Representatives, 
by Mr. Forney, its Clerk, announced that the 
House had passed the bill of the Senate (No. 125) 
for the relief of John Pecbles. 


| had passed the following bills; in which the con- 
currence of the Senate was requested: 

A bill (No. 971) making appropriations for the 
service of the Post Office Department during the 
fiscal year ending the 30th of June, 1862; 

A bill (No. 997) for the relief of Greenbury M. 
Watkins, of Montgomery county, Maryland; 

F pe (No. 653) granting a pension to Herman 
. Eble; 

A bill (No. 778) for the relicf of the children of 

Elizabeth Yancey, widow of John Yancey; and 


Plympton. 

The message further announced that the House 
had concurred in the amendments of the Senate to 
the joint resolution (H. R. No. 62) for the benefit 
of George H. Giddings. 


PRINTING OF DOCUMENTS. 


| had ordered, on the 15th instant, at twelve o’clock 
and fifty-five minutes, the printing of a memorial 
of the Legislature of the ‘Territory of Kansas, 


of claims awarded to citizens of Kansas by the 
| claim commissioners. 


the assent of that Government ought to be had. | 
It was thought advisable that this should be ob- 


tended to be acquired by this contract. Itappeared | 


tract relates were excecdingly fine harbors, easy | 


The message further announced that the House | 


A bill (No. 923) granting a pension to Eliza M. | 


The message further announced that the House | 


asking an appropriation of money for the payment | 


DEFICIENCY BILL. 

The message further announced that the House 
had agreed to the report of the committee of con- 
ference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses 
on the bill (H. R. No. 866) to supply deficiencies 
in the appropriations for the service of the fiscal 
year ending June 30, 1861. 


ENROLEED BILL SIGNED. 

The message furtherannounced that the Speaker 
had signed an enrolled bill (H. R. No. 84) mak- 
ing further provision in relation to congolidated 
land offices. 


TERRITORY OF DAKOTA. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The hour of 
half past twelve o’clock having arrived, it is in- 
cumbent on the Chair to call up the special order 
for this hour, which is the bill (S. No. 562) to 
| provide a temporary government for the Territory 
of Dakota, and to create the office of surveyor 
general therein. The bill is before the Senate as 
in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. GWIN. I ask the eonsent of the Senator 
from Missouri to allow me to make a report from 
i| the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads, 
as I want to have it printed, for early considera- 
tion. 

Mr. GREEN. This business will consume 
very few minutes. It is formai,and I want to get 
it through; because the chairman of the commit- 
tee in the other House says it is very necessary 
to have the bills sent over to-day. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Clerk 
will proceed to read the bill. 

Mr. GREEN. The reading of the bill can be 
dispensed with; and I will point out 

Mr. GWIN. Lhope the Senator from Mis- 
souri will allow me 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator 
from Missouri refuses to yield the floor. He 
asks the Senate to dispense with the reading of 
the bill.. It requires unanimous consent. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. I think we ought to have it 
read. I should like to hear it. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the bill. The 
Territory to be organized is within the following 
limits: commencing at a point in the main chan- 
nel of the Red River of the North, where the forty- 
ninth degree of north latitude crosses it; thence 
up the main channel of that river, and along the 
boundary of the State of Minnesota, to Big Stone 
Jake; thence along the boundary line of the State 
of Minnesota to the Iowa line; thence along the 
boundary line of the State of Iowa to the point of 
intersection between the Big Sioux and the Mis- 
souri rivers; thence up the Missouri river, and 
along the boundary line of the Territory of Ne- 
braska, to the mouth of the Niobrara or Running 
Water river; thence following up that river, in 
the middle of the main channel, to the mouth of 
the Keha Paha or Turtle Hill river; thence up 
that river to the forty-third parallel of north lati- 
tude; thence due west to the present boundaryof 
the Siate of Oregon; thence along the boundary 
line of the State of Oregon and Washington Ter- 
ritory to the forty-ninth degree of north latitude; 
thence east, along the forty-ninth degree of north 
latitude, to the place of beginning. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. 1 would suggest that the 
reading of this long biil be dispensed with, unless 
i; some one desires it. If itis a copy of the terri- 
torial bill which we passed the other day, we all 
understand it. 

Mr. GREEN. Certainly it is. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. Dol understand that it is 
precisely a copy? 

Mr. GREEN. I will name every variation. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. The boundaries, of course, 
differ. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. There is an oversight dis- 
closed in the boundary which has been read that 
| requires changing. 

Mr. GREEN. I have already got that marked 
to change it. I move, in the nineteenth line of 
the first section, to strike out the words “ State 
of Oregon,” and insert “ Territory of Washing- 
l! ton;’’ and in the twentieth line, to: strike out the 


i © State of Oregon and.” Iwill explain why thatis, 
| This was drawn from an old model furnished to 
| me by my predecessor, when Oregon came up to 

the summit of the Rocky Mountains; but since 
| Oregon was admitted as a State, the remainder of 
|, Oregon Territory was attached to the Territory 
li of Washington, and it is therefore necessary for 


i 
if 


1861. - 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOB 


us tosay ‘‘ Washington,” instead of “Oregon,” 
in fixing the boundary. ? 
The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. KING. The usual practice of the Senate 
has been to present petitions as the first thing in 
order in the morning hour, and I move to post- 
pone this bill for a few minutes for that purpose; 
or, ifthere be no objection, I will present my peti- 
tions without making that motion. > 

Mr. GREEN. I have objection. 
get through with this bill. 

Mr. KING. I moveto postpone the present 
order of business until an opportunity can be had 
for the presentation of petitions, memorials, and 
reports. 

Mr. GREEN. We made a special order yes- 
terday, and I think we can get through with it in 
half an hour. Lhope, therefore, the Senate will 


I want to 


vote down the motion of the Scnator from New | 


York. 

Mr. KING. We ought to have this little cour- 
tesy of being allowed to present these papers. 
‘We do not want to bring them here morning after 
morning, to be presented. The usual practice 
has been to allow petitions to be presented as the 
first thing. lt is first in order. Ido not want to 
postpone the bill if I can help it; but as the pre- 
sentation of petitions is objected to, 1 must make 
the motion. 

Mr. LATHAM. I call for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. GREEN. I want to know who will kill 
the territorial bills, for I shall never call them up 
again. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I desire simply to say one 
word. I dislike very much to disagree with my 
friend from New York, but we have this strug- 
gle almost daily, and waste away the morning 

our. It will take ten or fifteen minutes to debate 
the question and take the yeas and nays. We 
have the territorial bills up. They are important. 
They were assigned for this hour. Weare in the 
midst of them. Now comes in a motion to post- 

one them, and to bring in other things. If the 

enator from New York had had the floor upon 
a bill, L should have insisted on his retaining it 
until he was through. We lose much time by 
this course, and L hope he will not persist. 

Mr. KING. It will be necessary to have some 
more definite rule, such as they have in the House 
of Representatives, if the practice which we have 
been falling into lately be persisted in by the Sen- 
ate. There is a scramble for the floor in the 
morning which we ought not ta have here. We 
should do business a great deal better by going 
on in regular order. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair re- 
quests Senators to refrain from loud conversa- 
tion, which so seriously interrupts the body in its 
business. 


Mr. KING. I think it much better that we 


should take this business in its order. It willtake | 


but a few moments, probably, to dispose of the 
petitions and reports, and then this bill comes up as 
a matter of course, Petitions and other business 
have been crowded out. Iam disposed tolet the 
Senate decide the question; but, in my judgment, 
it expedites the business to do things in their 
order. 

“Mr. GWIN. Before this vote is taken I will 
state that I am as anxious as any member of this 
body to pass the territorial bills; but I havea 
report from the Committee on the Post Office 
and Post Roads to make, on a question of vital 
consequence to my State, and to a portion of these 
Territories, at least; and that is in regard to the 


assage through Congress of a system of over- | 


and mails. All L want is to make my report, and 
have it printed, so that it can come up for consid- 
eration. I consider it due to the committee that 
they should have it broughtup and considered at 
an early day. weak 

The question being taken on Mr. Kine’s mo- 
tion by yeas and nays, resulted—yeas 11, nays 
30; as follows: 

YEAS— Messrs. Bingham, Crittenden, Douglas, Gwin, 


Hemphill, Kennedy, King, Nicholson, Sebastian, Simmons, | 


and Sumner—1i. 

NAYS—Messrs. Baker, Bigler, Brag , 
Clark, Bixon, Doolittle, Durkee, Fes enden, Fitch, Foot, 
Foster, Green, Harlan, Hunter, Johnson of Tennessee, 
Lane, Latham, Mason, Morrill, Polk, Powell, Rice, T en 
Eyck, Trumbull, Wade, Wigfall, Wilkinson, and Wilson 
30, 


So the motion was not agrecd to. 


g, Bright, Chandler, | 


+ 


| insert ** Nebraska. ”? - 


| of the benefit of the right. 


į to have an appeal to the Supreme Court of the | 
L;i 
t 


| pointed out. 


| 
| against him he has the right of appeal. This || 
| amendment takes away the right of appeal in the | 


| any judge thereof, upon any writ of kabeas corpus involving | 


Mr. GREEN. In the ninth section, sixty- 
sixth line, I move to strike out “ Oregon” and 
In the tenth section, four- 
teenth line, to strike out ‘ Oregon” and insert 
“ Nebraska.’ This is in relation to the fees of 
the clerk and marshal, so that they shall receive 
the same as officers in Nebraska Terrttory. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. GREEN. On consultation with the chair- 
man of the comniittee in the House of Represent- 
atives, I have agreed to move to strike out, in the 
ninth section, the words, in the forty-fifth line, 
after the word “dollars,” down to the fiftieth line, 
to the word “ and.’ Iwill read the words to be 
stricken out: 

“ Except that a writ of error or appeal shall be allowed to 
the Supreme Court of the United States from the decision 
of the said supreme court created by this act, or of any, 
judge thereof, or of the district courts created by this act, 
or of any judge thereof, upon- any writ of habeas corpus 
involving the guestion of personal freedom.” 

The existing law covers the entire case any- 
how, and therefore there is no necessity for this 
clause. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. I should be obliged to the 
Senator from Missouri if he would point my at- 
tention to what existing law there is that covers 
that provision, if it be stricken out. 

Mr. GREEN. The remainder of the same 
section is: 

And each of the said district courts shall have and exer- 
cise the same jurisdiction in all cases arising under the 
Corstitution and laws of the United States as is vested in 
the circuit and district courts of the United States; and the 
said supreme and district courts of the said Territory, and 
the respeetive judges thereof, shail and may grant writs of 
habeas corpus in all cases in which the same are grantable 
by the judges of the United States in the District of Co- 
lumbia. 

That covers the same thing precisely. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. Iam not satisfied that that 
does cover it. The one provides for an appeal 
to the Supreme Court in the case of an issue in- 
volving personal freedom. The other provides for 
issuing gfwrit of habeas corpus. One is a matter 
of habed® corpus, and the other a matter of appeal. 
They are entirely different matters. This pro- 
vision of the bill has a history. During the 
pendency of the compromise measures of 1850, 
it was suggested that unless this provision was 
inserted in the territorial bills, if a person was 
arrested as a slave who claimed his freedom, he 
could not get an appeal to the Supreme Court of 
the United States to have the question tried, for 
the reason that the value of the slave might not 
be $1,000,.and hence he could not avail himself 
In order to enable a 
person claimed as a slave, but who claimed to@ 
be free, to bring his suit for personal freedom and | 


United States, this provision was inserted. 
presume the Senators who were members of the 
body at that day will recollect the argument upon 
it. It was adopted, according to my recollection, 
unanimously, after the necessities of it had been | 
I do not see the object of the amend- | 
ment striking it out. Is it to deny toa person | 
who is claimed as a slave, but who claims that he 
is free, the privilege of appeal if the local court | 
decides against his freedom? That seems to be | 
the effect; I cannot see any other, unless some 
reason for striking out be given. As it now is, 
a person claimed as a slave has a right to bring |i 
his suit for freedom, and if the local court decides || 


| 
event of the local court deciding against him. | 


Why should that appeal be taken away? We || 
inserted it ten years ago for the express purpose |! 
of giving the right of appealin such cases. Li 
should certainly like to know some reason fo 
striking it out of this bill. 

Mr.GREEN. The Senator isa little mistaken. 
The clause that I propose to strike out, is not the 
clause that gives a right of appeal where personal 
freedom is involved; and if he will read it over | 
again, be will discover his mistake. Itis the right |: 
of appeal in cases arising on habeas corpus, and i 
nothing else. I will read it again: f 

That a writ of error or appeal shall be allowed to the i 
Supreme Court of the United States from the decision of j; 
the said supreme court created by this act, or of any Judge 
thereof, or of the district courts ereated by this act, or of 


if 
if 
j 


t 
i 
i 


the question of personal freedom. 
It is no other case; and the Senator is entirely |: 


mistaken. Is thereany- necessity for that appeal 
in a-case of habeas corpus, when; in the latter part 
of the same section, it says that a habeas corpus 
shall be tried in all cases, and the rightof-appeal 
shall-exist in-all eases, ag -it now-exists inthe: 
District of Columbia. Is not that satisfactory? 
That: is the reason that I made this'motion.-“I 
thought the-bill, as it stood, looked ‘like a sort 
of. multiplication .of unnecessary: words, Pius 
amendment. involves ‘no question between the 
northern and southern States, between the slavery. 
and the anti-slavery sentiment... Ivis simply for 
the purpose of simplifying the bill, and bringing 
itdown, so that we can comprehend it with less 
tautology than has heretofore: been found inter- 
titorial bills. i TEES ; 

Mr. DOUGLAS. . Lonly desire the Senate to 
understand precisely what they are asked to do. 
Ishall not argue it; but sey invite: to it’ the 
attention of the Senate. {do not:think that I am 
mistaken as to the effect of it. .The-amendment 
is to strike out these words: DR Ge pig 

Except that a writ of erròr or appeal shall’be allowed to 
the Supreme Court of the United States from the: decision 
of the said supreme court created by this act, or of aby. judge 
thereof, or of the district courts created. by this act, or of 
any judge thereof, upon any writ of habeas corpus— ` 


What else? Leake teed 
involving the question of personal freedom, 


Itis where there is a case of habeas corpus in» 
volving personal freedom, that the appeal is al- 
lowed by the original bill. : The objection used 
to be that, inasmuch as an appeal could, not be 
taken to the Supreme Court of the United States 
except. where the amount in controversy was 
$1,000, and the slave might-not be worth $1,000, 
if the local court decided against his freedom when 
it came up:on a writ of habeas corpus, tle question 
could not come before the Supteme Court of the 
United States. Toobviate'that, we provided that 
the slave might appeal: to the Supreme Court of 
the United States, and try the question of freedom 
there. Now, this isa. proposition to“repeal so 
much of the law.as gives: the alleged slave the 
right of appeal when the decision is madc against 
him in the local court.. If the other side of the 
Chamber, or this side, desire to deny that right 
of appeal, a right that has existed since 1850—and 
the clause was inserted then for the express pur- 


| pose of giving it~all I have to-do is to ask: for the 


eas and nays on the adoption of this amendment. 
repeat, the next clause does not cover the gues- 
tion; the next clause relates merely to the:right 
to issue writs of habeas.corpus, and does not give 
the right of appeal when tho decision is against 


| the person claiming his freedom. The simple 
i question involved in Mis amendment is whether 


| you will deny to the alleged slave claiming: his 


freedom, the right to appeal,or not. I ask for the 
yeas and nays on the amendment. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. ee 

Mr. GREEN. . I merely wish to. make ‘this 
remark: I am satisfied:-with it inor with it out. 
I have moved the amendment at the instanceof 
the chairman of the Committee on Territories of 
the other House. I know it will not amount to 
a feather cither way, for the law covers the case 
as well with it stricken out. as with itin; and if 
the Senator thinksa slave ought to have this priy- 
ilege of appeal, I do not think so: If one is 
wrongfully held in slavery, and wants to claim the 
right to appeal to the court, he ought to have it; 
but not so with one'who is rightfully held in sla- 
very. However, lam perfectly willing for it to 


| be stricken out, or perfectly willing for it to be 
i retained. The law covers the case already, if 


stricken out; if not stricken out, it is only tau- 
tology; and therefore I am content in either 
cage. - : 
Mr. DOUGLAS. One word more. It cannot 
be allowed to go off on the ground that. E am 
wishing to give aslave, and not a free man, the 
right of appeal. This is a case where a#person 
is claimed as a slave, who claims that he is free, 
and the question to be tricd is, whether isentifled 
to his freedom or not; and the Senator- from Mis- 
souri proposes to deprive him of the right of ap- 
peal in a case which involves the-question of his 
freedom. I propose to let him have.an appeal to 
ascertain whether he is a Slave or a freeman. 
Mr. TRUMBULL. -This provision operates 
both ways, and not one way, as. my colleague 
supposes. As it stands here, it involves the right 
of appeal in a case where the decision is in favor 
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of thħeslave; (ifyou please to call him so,)as well as 
where itis against him. Suppose the court in 
the Territory decides that the man is free: then 
the person claiming to hold him asa slave may 
take an appeal, just as a person who should he 
decided to be a slave might take an appeal, the 
decision being’against him.. Now, the object of 
striking-out these words is to take away the right 
of appeal, as I understand it, in both cases. Itis 
not allowed in other cases in the United States. 
An appen is not allowed: from the decision. of a 
United States judge in. the State of Ilinois, on a 
question involving personal freedom, either by the 
person who claims to hold the slave, or by the 
slave himself, to the Supreme Court of the United 
States. This is an innovation upon the general 
law. The object is evident. I was not in the 
committee; butitis apparent that the object of 
striking out the clause is to leave that class of 
cases just where they are left in all the States. 
There was another clause of the Kansas-Nebraska 
bill, which is not in this bill that my colleague has 
alluded to, and I think he has confounded the two 
together, There wasa clause in that bill which al- 
lowed an appeal to the Supreme Court of the United 
States in all cases, without regard to the value in 
controversy, where the title to slaves wasinvolved. 
That clause is notin this bill atall, and that clause 
hag nothing to do with the one which we are now 
considering: Itis not necessary for me to imagine 
what the reasons were for striking it out; but that 
is an entirely distinct matter. The matter in con- 
troversy here has nothing to do with that case, for 
itis simply giving appeals to the Supreme Court 
of the United States in habeas corpus cases. That 
ig not done anywhere else, and there is just as 
much necessity for it in the States as. there would 
be in the Territories. I merely wish to have the 
matter understood. 
Mr. DOUGLAS. My colleague has shown the 
ropriety of having the bill read, and I shall now 
e under the necessity of calling for the reading 
of the entire bill. He discloses the fact that an- 
other important provision which has been usual 
in Territorial bills, and uniformly inserted from 
1850 down, is omitted in this one. These two 

rovisions—the one he has last called attention to 
in regard to the title to slave property, and that 
in regard to questions of personal freedom-—were 
both inserted in 1850, after full debate, upon the 
ground that if the master of a slave brought a suit 
in the Territories for the recovery of his slave, 
and the decision of the local court should be 
against him, he might appeal; and if, on the con- 
trary, the person who was alleged to be a slave 
brought his suit for personal freedom, he might 
appeal. It was to give thè Supreme Court the 
right to hear the decisions of the local courts upon 
that point, 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Will my colleague allow 
me, rightthere? I suppose 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senators 
will suspend their remarks. The hour of one 
o'clock having arrived, it is incumbent on the 
Chair, under the rules of the Senate, to call up 
for consideration the unfinished business of yes- 
terday, which is the tariff bill. 

Mr. GREEN. I would suggest to the Senator 
from New York, [Mr. Kine,] that it will be in 
order for him to move to postpone this bill, in 
order to present his petitions. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, 
by Mr. Forney, its Clerk, announced that the 
Elouse had passed the bill of the Senate (No. 154) 
for the relief of Randall Pegg. 

The message further announced that the House 
had concurred in the amendments of the Scnate 
to the bill (H. R. No.554) to extend the right of 
appeal from decisions of circuit courts to the Su- 
preme Court of the United States. 


PRINTING OF DOCUMENTS. 


The message further announced that the House 
had ordered to-day, at twelve o’clock and sixteen 
minutes, the printing of a letter from the Secre- 
tary of War, in answer to a resolution of the 
House, calling for a copy of the official letter of 
George P. Ihrie, late first lieutenant of the third 
regiment of United States artillery. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 
‘Themessage further announced that the Speaker 


x 


| deducting onc per centum ; but no dutics shall be refunded | 


had signed the following enrolled bills and joint 
resolution: f 

A bill (S. No. 125) for the relief of John Pee- 
bles; ; 

A bill (S. No. 274) for the relief of Townsend 
Harris, or his heirs or legal representatives; 

A bill (H. R. No. 623) for the relief of Wil- 
liam Cowing; i 

‘A bill (H. R. No. 554) to extend the right of 
appeal from decisions of the circuit courts to the 
Supreme Court of the United States; and 

A joint resolution (H. R. No. 62) for the ben- 
efit of George H. Giddings. 


PATENT LAWS. 


The message further announced that the House 
of Representatives insists on itsamendments to 
the bill of the Senate (No. 10) in addition to “An 
act to promote the progress of the useful arts,” | 
disagreed to by the Senate; disagrees to the amend- 
ments of the Senate to certain other amendments 
of the House of Representatives to the said bill; 
asks a conference on the disagreeing votes of the 
two Houses thereon; and hasappointed Mr. Wiz- 
tam E. Nistackx of Indiana, Mr. Cuarues B. 
Hoarn of New York, and Mr. E. B. Wasu- 
BURNE Of Illinois, the committee on the part of 
the House. 

On motion of Mr. BIGLER, the Senate pro- 
ceeded to consider the amendments of the House 
of Representatives to the bill (S. No. 10) in addi- 
tion to “*Anactto promote the progress of the use- 
ful arts,” and the amendments of the Senate to 
other amendments of the House thereto. 

On motion of Mr. BIGLER, it was 


Resolved, That the Senate insist upon its disagreement 
to the amendments of the House of. Representatives to the 
said bill insisted on by the House, and upon its amendments 
to other amendments of the House, aud that it agree to the 
conference asked by the House of Representatives on the 
disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon. 


On motion of Mr. BIGLER, the Preside Ít pro 
tempore was authorized to appoint the committee 
on the part of the Senate. 


THE TARIFF BILL. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
resumed the consideration of the bill (H. R. No. 
338) to provide for the payment of outstanding 
Treasury notes, to authorize a loan, to regulate 
and fix the duties on imports, and for other pur- 
poses. The select committee had reported an 
amendment to strike out all after the enacting 
clause of section thirty, in the following words: 

«Phat from and after the day and year aforesaid, any and 
all goods, wares, or merchandise imported from any foreign 
countries, and entered for warehousing or deposited in the 
public stores in consequence of the duties not being paid, 
shall be so entered or deposited, subject to the following 
conditions, to wit: that the same shall be withdrawn from 
the warehouse or publie stores within thirty days from the 
time and date of the entry, for domestic consumption, and 
the duties thereon shall be duly paid in eash at the time of 
such withdrawal, or be thereafter prohibited from being 
withdrawn, except for the purpose of exportation beyond 
the limits of the United States ; and in no case shall any 
goods, wares, or merchandise, as aforesaid, so imported 
and entered and deposited for warebousing, be entitled or 
pertnitted to be entered for domestic consumption, unless 
the same has been so withdrawn within the time heretofore 
mentioned: Provided, ‘That goods, wares, or merchandise 
which shall have been withdrawn as aforesaid, and which 
shall have been exported and landed beyond thc limits of 
the United States, may be from thence duly reimported in 
the same manner provided for in the first instance: Pro- 
vided also, ‘That this section shall not apply to goods, wares, 
and merchandise imported from beyond the Cape of Good 
flaps or Cape Horn until the Ist of January, 1861: Pro- 
vided further, ‘That all acts or parts of acts relating to the 
subject-inatter herein embraced, and inconsistent there- 
with, are hercby repealed.?? 


And to insert in lieu thereof, the following: 


That on all goods, wares, and merchandise, remaining 
on deposit in warehouse or public stores, on the lst day of 
July, A. D. 1851, the duties shall be paid within ninety 
days thereafter, and on all deposited after the said Ist day |i 
of July, the duties shall be paid within ninety days from 
the time of deposit. The said goods on which the duties į 
have been paid maybe at any time withdrawn for con- 
sumption, and may be taken out for exportation beyond the 
limits of the United States, at any time within six months 
from the time ef the payment of duties thereon; and on 
being so exported, the d s thereon shall be refunded, 


on goods, wares, or merchandise withdrawn more than six 
months after the time the duties were paid thereon. 


Mr. SEW ARDhad moved to amend the amend- 
ment by striking out “ ninety days,” and insert- 
ing ‘three years,” and the pending question was |! 
on this amendment to the amendment. 

Mr. KING. This proposition, Mr. President, 
was the subject of some debate yesterday; but || 
there are considerations connected with it which |i 


f 


| cent. 


have not been presented to the Senate. This bill 
itself, as a whole, is a very great change of the 
present mode of conducting much in the business 
of the country dependent upon the revenue law, 

and great changes in business are undesirable. I 
remember very well when this warehousing sys- 
tem was adopted. It was a subject ofvery grave 
and serious discussion and debate some years 
before it was adopted. It has operated well for 

the mercantile classes. This bill, in all its pro- 
visions, bears upon the commerce of the country; 
and, in my judgment, it would be well, in levying 
the increased duties which we are compelled to 
do for revenue, if we should relieve that class 
from what they may consider a very great injury 
to their business, by leaving them the warehouse 
system as it is. Let it alone; and leave it to them 
soas not to interrupt in that way their business. 
They have been in the habit of importing a large 
amount of goods, and storing them in the ware- 

houses; which, whenever they are wanted by the 
country, are taken from the warehouses, and the 
duty paid. If they are to be reéxported, of course 
the revenues of the country, and the interests of 
this country particularly, are not effected, except 
that our own people have had the carriage over 
the sea and the transportation of them, and the 
increase which that has given to their commerce. 
I hope, therefore, that the warehousing system 

will be left undisturbed. Ihave no disposition, 
however, to extend the discussion on this matter 
unnecessarily. I believe it is pretty well under- 
stood by the Senate; and I hope the amendment 
of my colleague will prevail. 

Mr. GRIMES. I should like to have the Sen- 
ator inform us what is the character of the goods 
that are generally left in the warehouses over the 
period of one year? For whose benefit, or for 
what particular branch of trade, is this warchous- 
ing to be used? I understand from the Senator 
from Rhode Island that almost the whole amount 
of goods that are kept in warehouse over twelve 
months are liquors. 

Mr. SEWARD. Oh, no. 

Mr. GRIMES. I understood him to say so. 

Mr. KING. They remain with other goods, 
raat but there are all sorts of goods 
there. 

Mr.GRIMES. The Senator from Rhode Island 
said they were nearly all liquors that remain there 
over a year. 

Mr. SIMMONS. I desire to say a word on 
thissubject. Iam notgoing to detain the Senate, 
The Senator from New York yesterday stated that 
this warehousing system was a great advantage to 
the commerce of the country; that a large amount 
of these goods in the warchouse were reshipped, 
and thusadded a great deal to the carrying trade. 
I took the pains this morning to find out what 
proportion of the foreign goods were réexported. 
I find that, from 182] to 1826, the importation of 
foreign merchandize bore a proportion of twenty- 
two per cent. to the whole imports. 

Mr. SUMNER. Daring what time? 

Mr. SIMMONS. From 1821 to 1826 twenty- 
two per cent. of the foreign goods was reshipped 
in our own vessels. From 1827 to 1837, thirteen 
and a half per cent. were reshipped. From 1837 
to 1841, there were cight percent. reshipped; and, 
since this warehousing system has come into op- 
eration, there were hut five and three fourths per 
The amount reshipped is not one quarter 
what it was before we had this system. It is 
maey a plan to get credit on duties—nothing 
else. 

Mr. GRIMES. What was the character of the 
goods? 

Mr. SIMMONS. In 1857, the first year I took, 
there were $56,487,000 in warehouse, as I stated 
yesterday, the duties on which would amount to 
$16,000,000. ‘There was but one schedule of 30 


| per cent., and that was on wines, brandies, and 


liquors; and there were not enough of those in 
the warehouses, at 30 per cent., to make out the 
duties by $10,900. I ihink itis a kind of place 
where they quarter this corruption fund. They 
can take it out and change the liquors as they. 
havea mind to. I want to see it stopped. Ido 


, notdesire to embarrass commerce. Lam perfectly 
i willing to give as much time as any reasonable 
| man thinks we can afford to give credit; for this 


is simply a plan to give credit ou the duties, I 
am willing to give it for three months, or five 
months,orsix months. I have no particular so- 


1861. 


licitude about it. I do not want to hurt com- 
merce; but I do not think this Government is in 
a condition to give three years’ credit on duties, 
and hire money at 12-per cent. ourselves. That 
is the only objection I have to it. 

Mr. SEWARD. Mr. President, I did not hear, 
andif I had, 1 should not, perhaps, have the facts 
with which to enable me to answer, the statement 
of the honorable Senator from Rhode Island,about 
the relativeamount of the goods that are reshipped 
after being kept in the public warchouseg. I sup- 
pose that depends on the. fluctuations in trade, 
owing to the peculiar circumstances and condition 
of the country. Bat I rise to make another point; 
and that is, that the credit which is given is nota 
credit; because, if there were no such privilege 
allowed as receiving these goods into the store- 
houses to be kept, there would be only the quan- 
tity of goods imported into the country at any 
one time which the exigencies of the market at 
that time should require, and it would be an im- 
portation into different ports, instead of into two 
or three prominent ports which are the great entre- 
pots of foreign commerce—such as New York, 
New Orleans, and San Francisco. The goodsare 
brought here and deposited in these warehouses, 
chiefly for the purpose of being reéxported to for- 
eign countries without paying any duty, or being 
sent coastwise to other ports in the United States. 
There is, on the part of the merchant, every 
burden necessary; and every inducement is of- 
fered to him to pay the duties as soon as he can 
advantageously seil the goods, either in our own 
markets or in foreign countries; for, in the first 
place, he has to lay out of all the interest on the 
capital which is invested ifthe goods; in the next 
place, he has to pay insurance upon the goods; 
he has to take the risk of the market; and he has, 
besides that, to bear the loss in the deterioration, 
the depreciation of the goods. Since stress has 
-been laid upon the fact that a considerable amount 
of foreign goods which are imported and deposited 
in these warehouses are wines and liquors, it is 

roper to state that he has to suffer a loss of not 

ess than 5 per cent, per annum upon an average 
of all the liquors which he has in store, by waste 
from evaporation and deterioration of the article. 

‘Mr. MASON. Mr. President, I gather from 
the character of this bill and the tenor of the de- 
-bate of its advocates, that it is avowedly now a 
tariff for protection; for revenue as incidental, but 
for protection primarily. 1 am very little convers- 
ant with mercantile matters, the arcana of trade— 
and there are arcana about it; but I am at some 
loss to know in what way this great end of pro- 
tection is to be attained by abolishing the ware- 
house system. Itis to be attained in some way, 
I do not doubt, incidentally; it is to be attained 
at the expense of the great importing mercantile 
interests of the country. The reasons that have 
been assigned by honorable Senators on the other 
side for abolishing this system are not only not 
satisfactory to my mind, but (without intending 
any offense, which I do not) those reasons seem 
to me evasions. 

The honorable Senator from Rhode Island, who 
has charge ‘of this bill chiefly, [Mr. Simmons,] 
spoke of it as giving a credit for the goods thus 


warehoused, and that that credit should not be | 


too extensive. The Senator from Pennsylvania 
{Mr. Cameron] spoke of it as a right to exact 
the payment of duties, & debt, and to illustrate it, 
he said that if this right of the United States were 
enforced by law now, we could exact at once the 
ordinary customs upon the whole amount of im- 
portations now in warehouse. I take issue with 
him at once. I say there is no debt, no due, no 
right, either in fair political ethics or in the exist- 
ing law, making provision for the payment of 
duties; none whatever. Certainly, in political 
morals, the property in the country brought here 
by the importer is as much his absolute property 
afler it arrives here as it was before it came here, 
entirely free from any duty qualifying the condi- 
tion of his property. , 
What is there in the policy of the world, in the 
policy of any fair nation in its intercourse with 
the world, to prohibit or 
upon the bringing into the country of property 
from another country, no matter what the prop- 
erty is? There is nothing. International cour- 
tesy, the civilization of the age, the duty between 
man and man, would require that if a foreigner, 
who is allowed to come into this country and has 


to impose conditions | 


| them, for the simple reason that most of the mer- 
chandise remaining on deposit would be subject 
: to annual decay or loss, while the very loss of the 
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the protection of the laws, after he comes here 
finds it desirable to bring any portion of his prop- 
erty with him, he should do it, and do it without 
let or hindrance. But this Government obtains a 
ortion of its revenue upon importations, which 
it has a right to do. The policy of that law. goes 
no further than this: if property of any kind is 
brought into this country, either to be enjoyed 
here, or still more, to be sold here, the Govern- 
ment. makes an exaction upon it. That is the 
whole policy of the revenue laws fairly adminis- 
tered and fairly expounded. If it is the purpose 
of the importer to sell it, or to enjoy it here as 
property, then the Government imposes an exac- 
tion in the form of a duty; but if it is not brought 
here for that purpose, or, if being broufbt here, 
itis not used for that purpose, then Idemand upon 
what principle of morals or political ethics can the 
Government exact a duty merely because it-is 
brought in? Nor is such the policy of the laws, 
as I understand them. The Government, in other 
words, is only interested in taking care that its 
revenue laws shall not be evaded, but shall be 
complied with. 
Now, what are its revenue laws? what is its 
revenue policy? The revenue policy only is, that 
if property is brought here from abroad, either for 


| sale orconsumption in this country, the duty shall 


be imposed. 1 deny, then, absolutely that the 
mere fact of bringing property here gives the Gov- 
ernment the right to exact a duty, when, under 
the existing laws, if I understand them correctly, 
after the duty is paid, if the merchandise is reéx- 
ported, there is a drawback, the whole policy of 
the Government being not to exact the duty unless 
the merchandise is sold or consumed here. 

Now, what is the policy of the warehousing 
system? The merchants understand their interest 
and their occupation in life far better than wacan 
understand it and regulate it for their benefit by 
legislation. As was said by the Senator from 
New York, abolish the warehousing system and 
the result will be that you restrict trade to this 
extent: nothing will be brought in that is not 
brought into an exacted market where there isa 
sale for it; because otherwise the merchant would 
not only be losing the benefit of so much capital 
as was used in paying the duty, but, at the same 
time, he would be losing the fruit of the dead cap- 
ital upon his hands in the form of merchandise. 
Then, [ should say this is for the benefit of trade. 
We are all interested in that. We are all inter- 
ested in having what the political economists call 
emphatically a market—some place where any 
trader can go with a knowledge that he can buy 
there, at any moment, anything that is for sale in 
any part of the world. That is the character of | 
London, asI understand it. That makes London 
the great market of the world, built up by this very 
system of deposié called warehousing. A man 
can go to London with the knowledge that he can 
buy in London any kind of merchandise which 
can be found in any part of the world. Thatcan 
only be by the merchants being allowed to bring 
merchandise into the port in advance of any de- 
mand in the market. 

So it has been, as I understand, in New York. 
It is done at great cost to the importer; for he not 
only loses the outlay for the freight and the insur- 
ance, but he loses the outlay, as was well said 
here, of the interest upon the capital that is in- 
vested. But yet they do it; and they do it because 
the trade authorizes and calls for it. However, 
for some hidden recondite scheme of protection, 
that is to be taken away. Commerce is to be taxed 
in some way, for some cause yet undisclosed, and 
restricted and embarrassed in its operation, for 
the purpose, in some mode, of benefiting the man- 
ufacturer. I can view it in no other light; and I 
can see no propriety in the world in denying to 
the merchants the liberty of making a deposit on 
our shores, and keeping that deposit there as long 
as their interests justify it. itis said that those 
deposits consist of liquors. How the fact may 
be, I do not know. Ido not know, sir, how far the 
deposit of liquor, of various kinds, may exceed 
in amount the deposit of other merchandisa, al- 
though | think ithighly probable thatitdoesexceed | 


liquor improves it in value, We all know that 
very great additional value is commonly given to 


it by that very evaporation which diminishes the | 


quantity. .Is:there.any objection: to-its, being ides 
ponitea in the country on-that'account? If there 
ea policy. te.prohibit it, let it be done; butif at 
beallowed to come, I cannot, in the. range:of my 
comprehension, see why it should not beallowed 
to remain. on deposit here as well ag abroad. .Nor 
will it diminish the revenue.: | cannot appreciate 
at all the suggestions of honorable Senators, that 
the Government-is.delayed-in the collection ofits 
revenue. No revenue attaches, no revetiue ought 
to attach, until:it is used in the country for-sale 
or consumption; and, until then, it is a.bare.de- 
posit. . I deny, therefore, that the revenue is 
affected by it.in the-slightest degree.. .[f there be 
any reason why this burden should be thrown 
upon the importing interest, the commercial in; 
terest, for the benefit of the manufacturer, let it 
be disclosed; for: it has not been disclosed se far, 
as 1 understand it. : = : 

Mr. CLINGMAN. Mr, President, as: I un- 
derstand. the advantage of this warehousing sys- 
tem, itis to prevent injury.from extreme prices, 
If you donot haveit, and goods are very low,.the 
importers may be ruined; they get no remunerar 
tion. If, on the other hand, goods:should be high, 
the consumers suffer. By taking a portion of the 
goods, therefore, that come in at plentiful times, 
and depositing them in warehouse, the result is, 
that before prices get very high, they.are with- 
drawn. Itpreventstheextreme vibrationsoftradg, 
either high or low. Itis upon the same principle 
that you have a reservoir of water: by takingout a 
portion of the water when it is plenty, you get 
it on deposit as it were, and it can be distributed 
when you want a large quantity in time of fire, 
This is a sort of balance wheel, which prevents 
the extreme vibrations of trade from high to low, 
and therefore is of advantage to the community. 
If you destroy it, the consumers are liable to 
suffer. When there is a great scarcity in the 
market, of course the consumers suffer, and that 
benefits the manufacturers. Itis,therefore,a draw- 
back upon commerce, for, by having the ware» 
housing system, goods are imported and depos- 
ited, and they are sold at such times as the com- 
munity need them. If you destroy that system, 
of course you discourage importation; you throw 
the consumers upon the hands or at the mercy of 
the home manufacturers in high prices. I. can 
very well understand, therefore, that, the protec- 
tionist, or rather the prohibitionist, the men who 
want to prevent foreign. trade, desire. to. brealc 
down this warehousing system but itis obviously 
for the benefit of the consumer. It enables the 
consumer to get goods on cheaper terms, and at 
the same time protects the merchant from ruin- 
ously low prices. I hope, therefore, we shall 
have no change in the system. 

Mr. BIGLER. { do not rise forthe purpose of 
discussing the merits of this question, or tracing 
its particular operation. I desire to remind, Sen- 
ators, however, that, prior to 1854, the time al- 
lowed for storing goods. was one year. The 
law of March, 1854, extended it to two years 
longer; making altogether three years. I have 
been under the impression. that the original law 
was sufficient for the protection of commerce; and 
I am quite disposed to reinstate the original law, 
and to go back to the original policy onthis sub- 
ject. While I shall not vote for the amendment 
of the Senator from New York, I desire to say 
that I will vote for the amendment intended to be 
offered by the Senator from Massachusetts, which 
limits the time to one year, and brings us back to 
the original warehousing system. 

Mr. GWIN. Mr. President, the reason the 
time was extended in 1854 was because expe- 
rience proved that it would be beneficial to the 
country, and beneficial to the revenue of the coun- 
try, to extend the term under this warehousing 
system. It was a new experiment in this coun- 
try. The law establishing it passed in 1846, and 
up to 1854 it had been found to be eminently suc- 
cossful; but not so successful as it was thought it 
would be by extending the time. 

The Senator from Rhode Island has stated that 
the exportation was only 5 per cent. of the ware- 
house goods. I will state that the reéxportation 
of articles imported into the United States has in- 
creased almost double, under that system, to what 
it was before. It has proved a great benefit to 
the shipping interest of the country. It has proved 
a great benefit to the cities where the. goods are 
stored. ‘The Senator has frequently alluded to 
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the amount of liquors.in store. What objection 
is:there to that? When they are: in store, they 
pay storage; and we know the longer they: re- 
main in. store, the better they are: They pay 
duty upon what. they put in storehouse, and not 
on the quantity they take out, while in England 
they only pay duties'on what they take out. 
They are enhanced in value by the time they re- 
“main in store, and our merchants get the benefit 
of the storage. Altogether, there never has been 
a system that has proved so beneficial to the com- 
mercial interests of the country. -- EnA 

As far as my own State is concerned, nothing 
could be more fatal to-its prosperity than the de- 
struction of this warehousing system. It is just 
laying the foundation of an extensive trade along 
the whole of the Pacific coast of North and South 
America; ‘and we shall soon extend our trade to 
Asia, The hundreds of millions of inhabitants 
who surround the Pacific ocean will be supplied 
more or less from San Francisco in time. That 
trade would be greatly promoted by this ware- 
housing system. San Francisco will become the 
depot where goods may be stored, and from which 
they will be taken to the thousand islands of the 
Pacific ocean, and the hundreds of millions of 
inhabitants in Asia and the whole of the countries 
north and south of us in North and South Amer- 
ica. I lodk upon the destruction of the warc- 
house system as one of the most fatal blows that 
could be struck at the prosperity of California. I 
certainly feel greatly obliged to the Senator from 
Rhode Island for extending the time now in the 
bill of the House; but: am utterly opposed to 
disturbing the present system, under which our 
commerce has so prospered, at all. 

The merchant princes of this country, the sails 
of whose ships whiten every sea and every ocean, 
and whose ships could not have carried the com- 
merce of our country through those oceans and 
those seas but for the benefit of this law, were 
characterized yesterday by the Senator from 
Rhode Island as German Jews. I think the Sen- 
ator has done them greatinjustice. I believe those 
merchant princes, who are carrying our commerce 
every where, areas necessary to civilization almost 
as Christianity itself. The Senator from Virginia 
said the other day, that the destruction of this 
warchousing system would be almost as bad to the 
city of New York as the shelling of it by a foreign 
enemy. I may add, it would be more fatal in its 
effects; because from war you can recover; but 
when commerceis oncestricken down, you cannot 
renovate it. I believe we are now the first com- 
mercial nation in the world in point of tonnage; 
gnd itis attributable in a great degree to the ware- 
housing system. If we should retrograde at all, 
others, our competitors, will take our place, and 
we shall never overtake them again. -I believe 
our failure to have steam connection, and lines of 
steamships conveying our mails along the Gulf 
of Mexico, and the whole coast of South America 
on the Pacific and Atlantic, has given Great Brit- 
ain a great advantage over us there in the trade 
with Central America and South America, owing 
to her policy of accommodating trade and sending 
steamships conveying the mails, and thus in- | 
creasing her commercial relations with that sec- | 
tion of the country. J firmly believe that nothing | 
can be more beneficial to the commerce of the 
country than the retaining of this warehousing 
system. It is of great importance to my own 
section of the country. 

Mr. CAMERON. Mr. President, nothing is 
more easy than to dealin generalities. It is very 
easy to talk about merchant princes, and hun- 
dreds of millions of people, and an immense com- | 
merce; but when you come to the facts, these | 
words are very easily changed. This warchous- 
ing system has added but very little to the com- 
merce of the country. The whole amount of 
foreign goods exported during the last year from 
warchouses was but $6,000,000, a mere trifle, 
nothing in comparison with the commerce of our | 
coast. The truth is, the whole benefit of this 
warehousing system has been to promote the in- 
terests of the foreign manufacturer, and not to the 
commerce of this country. 1 shall not distress 
you with a speech, because I think in cases of 
this kind, with a decided majority in favor of a | 
bill, the cause is always injured by speaking; and 
I only rose to mention that single fact. The com- | 
merce of the country is not. going to be injured 


by this at all. On the contrary, I think it will be | 


| to insert three 


benefited by giving them a reasonable time to 
keep their goods in bond; and after that reason- 


able time; let them go out. This is a bill for rev- | 


enue; its whole operations are based upon rev- 
enue; the country is now in need of money; and 
you must pass this bill, or something very much 
likeit, or your country will be bankrupt. : 

Mr. SEWARD. I believe the amendment is 
years. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amend- 
ment is to insert three years, in place of ninety 
days. 

Mr. POWELL. If I understood the Senator 
from Rhode Island aright amomentago, he stated 
that a large proportion of the goods now in store 
in the wWh&rehouse was liquors. 

Mr. SIMMONS. I did notsay the goods now 
in warchouse, because I do not know what they 
are. I said that of the goods there on the Ist of 
July, 1857, they must have been nearly allliquors, 
because they could not amount to the duties on 
them without they were in the 30 percent. sched- 
ule. 

Mr. POWELL. I will state to the Senator 
that, on a little investigation of the statistics of this 
matter, I think there are more goods now in store 
in the warehouses in the city of New York than 
the value of the wines, brandies, and liquors of 
every kind imported for the last three years. 
We import annually about $10,000,000 value of 
liquors of all kinds. There is now, at this mo- 
ment, in store in the warehouses in New York, 
$30,000,000 of merchandise. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. DOUGLAS (when his name was called) 
said: I desire to say that I would prefer a little 
shorter time; but l prefer thisamendment to tak- 
ing the short time specified in the bill, and there- 
fore I vote ‘* yea.” 

The result was then announced—yeas 26, nays 
19; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Baker, Bayard, Bragg, Bright, Clingman, 
Doolittle, Douglas, Durkee, Fitch, Green, Gwin, Hemphill, 
Hunter, Johnson of Tennessee, King, Lane, Latham, Mai 
son, Nicholson, Pearce, Polk, Powell, Sebastian, Seward, 
Sumucr, and Thomson—26. 

NAYS—Messrs. Anthony, Bigler, Bingham, Cameron, 
Chandler, Clark, Crittenden, Dixon, Fessenden, Foor, Fost 
ter, Grimes, Harlan, Simmons, ‘len Eyck, Trumbull, Wade, 
Wilkinson, and Wilson—-19, 

So the amendment to the amendment was agreed 
to. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question 
recurs on the amendment of the committee as 
modified, which is, to strike out the section which 
has been read, and insert the matter which also 
has been read, as modified on motion of the Sen- 
ator from New York. 

Mr. SEWARD. I movea further amendment, 


to strike out, in the thirty-seventh line, the words | 


“six months,” and to insert ‘three years.” It 
is on the same principle as the"Jast amendment. 

The Secretary read the amendment; to strike 
out, in the thirty-seventh line, the words ‘six 
months,”’ 
the clause will read: 

The said goods, on which the duties bave been paid, 
may be at any time withdrawn for consumption, and may 
be taken ont for exportation beyond the limits of the United 
States at any time within three years from the time of the 
pityinent of duties thereon. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed 
to. 

Mr. SEWARD. In line forty-one, I move to 
strike out ‘six months,” and insert ‘three 
years.” 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed 
ta, 

Mr, SEWARD. I move, in line thirty-three, 
to strike out “ ninety days,” 
years.” 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed 
to. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question 
recurs on the amendment of the committee as 
amended. 

The amendment, as amended, was agreed to. 

Mr. SIMMONS. I was going to move to strike 
out the entire section in reference to the ware- 
houses. It is a mere incumbrance to the bill, and 
it is a great deal worse than the present law, as I 
expected it would be, ifamended and changed. 

Mr. SEWARD. I now move to strike out from 
the bill section thirty. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator 
from Rhode Island moves to amend the bili-—— 


and to insert “three years;”? so that | wats d 
TOMIR | term ‘invoiced or appraised would meet the 


and insert ‘three | 


| that they regarded that as correct, and the a 


Mr. SIMMONS. No,sir; I will make no mo~ 
tion about it until I see how it reads as amended. 
I think it is very bad. Iwill not offer any amend- 
ment until the billis printedasithas been amended, 
so that I shall see how it then reads. : 

Mr. SEWARD. Ido not care about it; but I 
would like to bring the bill back by striking out 
all that refers to the warehousing system. If the 
Senator will indicate those portions of the bill, I 
will move to strike out all that relates to the ware- 
housing, so as to leave the wareliousing system 
justas it is, I believe it is section thirty. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator 
from New York moves to amend the bill by strik- 
ing out all that part which relates to the ware- 
housing system, understood to be section thirty. 

Mr. SEWARD. It leaves the present law in 
force. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment of the select committee 
was to insert, at the end of the bill as an addi- 
tional section, the following: 

Sec, 33. And be it further enacted, That when merchan- 
dise of the same material or description, but of different 
values, are invoiced at an average price, and not otherwise 
provided for, the duty shall be assessed upon the whole 
invoice, at the rate the highest valued goods in such invoice 
are subject to, under this act. The word vaiued, where 
used in this act, shail be construed and understood as mean- 
ing invoiced or appraised. 

Mr, HUNTER. In regard to this amendment, 
I will suggest to the Senator from Rhode Island, 
that there is an ambiguity in this amendment— 
“meaning invoiced or appraised.” It may be 
invoiced at one price and appraised at another. 
The appraisers sometimes raise the price. It ought 
to be one or the other;to accomplish his object. It 
seems to me it would be better to use the words 
“s value, where used in this act, shall be construed 
the foreign value as now ascertained by existing 
laws.” I suppose that is what he wants; the for- 
eign value as now ascertained by existing law. 
As it stands, there is an ambiguity, The invoiced 
price may be one thing and the appraised price 
another. 

Mr.SIMMONS. The Senator has got at what 
we mean. We think that an invoice is the value, 
unless it is undervalued, and the appraisers put it 
up. Then, it is appraised, and that is the value. 
It means the value in the invoice, or what the ap- 
praisers make it, if they raise ft. That is what 
it means now; but if you can put the meaning in 
a better form of words, I have no objection. 

Mr. HUNTER. I do not think: it means that 
now. As to the meaning it will have, it will de- 
i pend on the Treasury construction whether it 
shall be one thing or the other; but the two things 
are different. Appraisers put the value up very 
often. 

Mr. BIGLER. On that point I will state, that 
| Secing the ambiguity of the term “ valued,” as 
used in the original bill, I went to the Tfeasury 
| Department and consulted Mr. Guthrie, the agent 
of the Treasury Department, and he told me the 


case, and be understood by the Department to be 
į the foreign value, or the foreign invoice, at least; 
- Pp 
praised value where the appraisers without the 
invoice was not correct. That is the way Í un- 
derstood it, sir, 

The amendment was agreed to, 


The next amendment ‘of the.select committee 
was to Insert, as a new section, at the end of the 
bill: 

Sec. 34. And be it further enacted, That all goods, wares, 
and merchandise actually on shipboard and bound to the 
United States, within fifteon days after the passage of this 
act, and all goods, wares, and merchandise in deposit in 
warehouse or publie store on the Ist day of Aprii, 1861, 
shall be subject to puy such duties as provided bylaw before 
and at the time of the passage of thisact; andall goods in 
warehouse at the time this act takes effect, on which the 
duties are lessened by its provisions, may be withdrawn on 
payment of the duties herein provided. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. . The amend- 
ments reported from the select committee have 
now been disposed of, 

Mr. MASON. I wish to offer an amendment. 

Mr. SIMMONS. If the Senator from Virginia 
will yield, the committee have a few more amend- 
ments to suggest. 

Mr. MASON. Certainly. I thought you were 
through. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair 


TH 


1861. 


E CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


begs leave to suggest, as a matter of practical con- | 
venience, that the amendments be made in the 
order of the sections. 

_ Mr. LANE, I desire to inquire whether this | 
is the proper time to offer my amendment to the 
bill? i 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Sen- 
ator propose a substitute for the whole bill? 

Mr. LANE. Yes, sir. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That question 
will not come. up in order until the original bill 
shall have been perfected. If there are other 
amendments to the original bill, they will be first 
in order. 

Mr. LANE. At any rate, my amendment may 
as well be sent up and read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amend- 
ment will be received and read for information; 
but it will not be considered in order until after 
the original bill shall have been perfected. 

The Secretary read Mr. Lang’s amendment, 
as follows: Strike outall after the enacting clause 
of the bill, and insert: 

Thaton all such goods, wares, merchandise, or other arti- 
cles imported from foreign countries, as are mentioned in 
schedules A, B, and C, of an act entitled “ An act reducing 
the duty of imports, and for other purposes,” approved the 
Both day of July, in the year 1846, there shall be levied, | 
coliectcd, and paid a duty of 80 per centum ad valorem ; 
and that the said act, approved the 30th day of July, inthe | 
year 1846, be, and the same is hereby, revived (exceptas | 
hereinbefore excepted) in every schedule, section, or clause 
thereof, saving, nevertheless, the fall effect and operation 
of the act entitled ‘An act to establish a warehousing 
system, and to amend an act entitled ‘An act to provide 
revenue from imports, and to change and modify existing 
Jaws imposing duties on imports, and for other purposes,’ ?? 
approved the 6th day of August, in the year 1346, and the 
several acts amendatory or supplementary to the same. 

Sec. 2, And be it further enacted, That the act entitled 
«An act reducing the duty on imports, and for other pur- 
poses,” approved the 3d day of March, in the year 1857, 
except the filth section thereof, be, and the same is hereby, 
repealed. . 

Src. 3. And be it further enacted, Thatthis act shall take 
effect on the Ist day of July next: Provided, Thatno higher 
duty shall be charged on goods, wares, merchandise, or 
other articles in store on that day, than were chargeable at 
the time of their importation, 


Mr. SIMMONS. I propose, on page 1, in 
section seven, line eighty-eight, to strilce out“ 25” 
and insert *‘ 30; so as to make the clause read: 


On all manufactures of iron, not otherwise provided for, 
30 per centuin, ad valorem. 


The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. SIMMONS. In section nine, line five, 
after the word ‘“‘lead,’? where it first occurs, I 
move to insert, “and oxide of zinc; so as to 
read: 

On white lead, oxide of zine, dry or ground in oil, red 
Sead, and litharge, 14 cent per pound. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. SIMMONS. In the seventh line of that 
section, after the word “ lead,’ I move to insert, | 
“chromate and bi-chromate of potash,” and to 
strike out those words in the next line. 

Mr. HUNTER. Do I understand the Senator | 
from Rhode Island to say that these are amend- | 
ments of the committee which he is offering now? 

Mr. SIMMONS. No, sir; not of the entire 
committee. I am merely transposing some of 
these things to a specific duty where they were | 
left under an ad valorem one. 

Mr. HUNTER. Did I understand the Senator 
to say that they were amendments of the com- 
mittee? 

Mr. SIMMONS. Amendments that two or 
three of the committee have scen and agreed to. 

Mr. HUNTER. T never heard of them. 

Mr. SIMMONS. No doubt you will object to 
them. 

Mr. HUNTER. I think we ought to have | 
been consulted. The committee ought to have 
been summoned in regard to them. | 

Mr. SIMMONS. I move them, then, on my | 
own account, as having been suggested to me to | 
perfect the bill. This amendment does not change | 
the duties at all on these articles, but only makes 
them specific. E am only proposing to insert 
some things that were omitted in the bill. The 

resent amendment is to put chromate and bi- 
chromate of potash at 3 cents a pound, instead of 
15 per cent., which is just what the percentage 
would amount to now. 

Mr. HUNTER. I should like to hear that 


amendment read. The Senator makes what 
amendments he pleases, it seems. 


The Secretary read the amendment; and it-was: 


agreed to. 


Mr. SIMMONS, In the eleventh line of the 
same section, I propose to insert, after ‘ Paris 
white,’ the words, “and pipe clay;”’ so as to 
make the clause read: 


On Paris whité, and pipe clay, and ochres, or ochery 
earths, not otherwise provided for, when dry, 35 cents per 
one hundred pounds. 


The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. SIMMONS. I propose now, in the thir- 
tieth line of the ninth section, on page 14, tostrike 


| out the words, ‘* and 25 cents;’’ so as to. make the 


duty on opium $l a 
a pretty high duty. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. SIMMONS. In the next line, the duty 
on morphine and its salts is put at $1 25 per 
ounce. I move to strike out the words ‘and 25 
cents;” soas to leave it $1 per ounce. 

Mr. HUNTER. A Senator near me suggests 
that the Senator from Rhode Island moved to add 
to the duty on iron—vraising the ad valorem from 
25 to 30 per cent. Is he mistaken, or is he not? 

Mr. SIMMONS. Noton iron, but on mahu- 
factures of iron. 

Mr. HUNTER. Did the Senator move that 
as an amendment from the committee? 

Mr. SIMMONS. I moved it as an amendment 
from a portionof them. On thinking this matter 
over, as we had raised the duty on the raw mate- 
rial, we thought we ought to put up the manu- 
factured article. 

Mr. HUNTER. Iam not asking the Senator 
for the reason, but for the fact. Did he report 
that as coming from the committee ? 

Mr. SIMMONS. I did not; but three of the 
committce agrecd to it. I said to the Senator that, 
if he objected that these amendments were not 
agreed toin afull meeting, I would offer them as 
litle suggestions of my own. 

Mr. HUNTER. I thought it was a commit- 
tee of five, but it seems it is only one of three. 

Mr. SIMMONS. | told you that, if you pre- 
ferred to take the amendments from me person- 
ally, I would offer them as my amendments. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The pending 
amendment, offered by the Senator from Rhode 
Island, isto strike out the words * and 25 cents,” 
in lines thirty-one and thirty-two of page 14; so 
that the clause will read: 

On morphine and its salts, $1 per ounce. 


The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. SIMMONS. In the thirty-second line of 
the same section, | move to insert, after ‘ liquor- 
ice paste,” the words * or juice.” [find the ar- 
ticle is sometimes imported as juice. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


pound, in lieu of $1 25. Itis 


Mr. WADE. Ihave an amendment to pro- |} 
pose. 

Mr. SIMMONS. I shall get along as fast as 
I can. 


Mr. WADE. Let me offer my amendment 
while you are looking for yours. 

Mr. SIMMONS. Very well. 

Mr. WADE. On page fifteen, line twenty- 
six, of section ten, I move to strike out “ten,” 


and insert “ sixteen;’’ so that the clause will: 


read: 

On flaxseed and linseed, 16 cents per bushel of fifty-two 
pounds. 

Mr. SIMMONS. I believe ths article is now 
free, and the duty imposcd in the bill is a pretty 
large one. If this were an original question, | 
should agree to the duty suggested by the Senator; 
but as it passed the House of Representatives at 
10 cents, and as this article constitutes the return 
cargo of most of the ships that go to California, 
and then across to India, I suggest whether one 
jump to 10 cents a bushel is not about enough to 
carry it to now. Iam disposed to meet the gen- 
eral views of the Senator from Ohio, to do every- 
thing we can to encourage the raising of flaxseed 
in this country; but this is a pretty high move all 
at once. 

Mr. WADE. I would inguire of the Senator 
whether there is any difference between flaxseed 
and linseed? 

Mr. SIMMONS. There is none. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore put the ques- 
tion, and announced that the amendment was 
agreed to. 


Mr. TEN EYCK.. Is.it.too date tọ haye. the 
ayes and noes on thatlast amendment? The: ques- 
tion was put while I was endeavoring to get the 
floor to read a letter which I have received on. that 
subject. eae. ve oa ee 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. . The Chair 
will receive a demand fora division, The Chair 
is unwilling that the Senate should feel itself bound 
by any. premature decision of the Chair, The 
Chair ‘will receive: the call fora division on the 
amendment. a a Sa oie als 

Mr. WADE.. Before the question is put, as 
the vote is to be taken over again, 1 will say.a few 
words on my amendment... } do not- wish to de- 
lay the Senate by making a speech on this subject; 
but I will. barely say that the culture of flaxseed 
is a great and growing interest in many, parts of 
our western country; and, in the State of. Ohio, 
my constituents are very deeply interested in.it. 
I do not ask for the amount of protection that was 
formerly given this article in, previous tariff bills. 
Under the tariff of 1842, the duty, was 20. cents.a 
bushel. Under the tariff of 1846; it. was 20 per 
cent, ad valorem. Under the tariff of 1857, by.a 
bare mistake, it came in free. It was not intended 
to be so. It is about the only. thing that: our 
farmers in the West have any protection on: at 
all. There isalarge importation of flaxseed. that 
could better be raised in our country; and it ought 
to be raised here. , This amount of duty, in. my 
judgment, ought to be put on. Itis no more than 
it should be; and I think it will only make a fair 
competition between our country and foreign 
countries. The importation is very large. f 

I know there is a little difference in interest be- 
tween the manufacturers in this part of the coun- 
try, the makers. of oil along the Atlantic coast, 
and the producers of flaxseed. The manufac- 
turers want it to come in free, probably, so as to 
manufacture oil cheaply; but we, being the pro~ 
ducers, are interested in having a duty upon the 
raw material. There is hardly anything in the 
whole West that can, in the nature of things, re- 
ceive much protection; and this article being one 
on which we can have an advantage, I think itis 
no more than right that we should have it. Ido 
not ask to puton it as great an amount of duty as 
was formerly given. In the tariff of 1857, linseed 
and faxed were supposed to mean different 
things, and this led to a construction at the Treas- 
ury which brought flaxseed in free.. It was a 
mistake. It was not intended. Under the. tariff 
of 1842, the duty was 20 cents a bushel. I have 
inquired of gentlemen representing the West, and 
they say that they will be satisfied with 16 cents 
a bushel, although they believe that it really 
ought to be 20. 1 hope the amendment will be 
agrecd to, fixing the duty at 16 cents. 

Mr. TEN EYCK., [regret to be called upon 
to take any position antagonistic to the position 
assumed by my friend from Ohio; but in different 
sections of the Union there are different interests. 
I do not mean to prolong this discussion, because 
Lam not perfectly familiar with the. subject; but 
I beg leave to call the attention of the Senate to 
il an extract or two from a letter which I received 
from a very respectable house—the house of J.& 
C. Moore & Co., of Jersey city, on this subject. 
These persons are engaged in the manufacture of 
oil, and in the manufacture of this seed in one 
way or another; and in a letter recently received 
by me, and which I was in search of when the 
Chair put the question before, they say that they 
would be satisfied with a duty of 10 cents per 
bushel on linseed; that that ‘t would be satisfac- 
tory both to the manufacturers and dealers;’’ but 
to raise the duty to 16 per cent. would ‘€ destroy 
i| their business and greatly diminish the revenue.” 
This letter was written by a gentleman with whom 
I am familiar, William M. Force, one of the mem- 
bers of the firm, a reliable man, fully acquainted 
with his business, and a gentleman who would 
not say anything that was not strictly in accord- 
ance with the truth. I believe that the raising of 
this duty in the mode proposed now by the Sen- 
ator from Ohio, will have the effect of prejudicin 
this business, and decreasing the revenue whic’ 
we desire to raise for the support of the Govern- 
ment. 

Mr. HARLAN. I desiré.to call the attention 
|| of the Senate to one. or two facts, in addition to 
i| those stated by the Senator from Ohio. I have 
a little abstract before me of the revenue received 
on linseed and flaxseed for the last eight or nine 
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years, from which it will appear that the amount 
- yeceived in 1847-8 was $21,238. This gradually 
increased, until in 1857-8 the revenue derived 
“was $600,764; but, in consequence of the inad- 
vertence of which the Senator from Ohio spoke, 
the revenue under the present tariff on this article 
has run down to $67 a year. Sixty-seven dollars 
and thirty-five cents was the total amount received 
in 1859-60. We imported in 1858-59, flaxseed to 
the value of $3,243,174; in 1859-60, §2,415,243, 
thus showing that the present tariff on this article 
amounts to nothing as the law now stands. 

‘One other fact. It appears that in 1855-56 the 
amount of flaxseed imported was 1,102,545 bush- 
els, the valuation of which was $1,009,381. In 

. 1856-57 the amount imported-was 1,696,294 bush- 
els, and the valuation $1,741,260. This shows 
that the valuation has been in the neighborhood 
‘of about $1 per bushel. At20 per cent., then, the 
duty would be 20 cents per bushel. The Senator 
from Ohio proposes to make it 16 cents on the 
bushel, or about 16 per cent.; being 20 per cent. 
Jess under the proposition than it was hitherto, 
previous to the committal of the mistake to which 
he has alluded. 

Mr. SIMMONS. I agree most fully with the 
Senator from Ohio and the Senator from Lowa, 
that this is a proper subject of taxation, and that 
we should get revenue from it; and thatis the ob- 
ject we had in fixing it at 10 cents a bushel. The 
‘manufacturers have been indulged for four years 


in importing this article without any duty; the’ 


trade is very large; and itis a mere question of 
how far we shall go. 1 do not hesitate to say 
thatthe proposition of the Senator from Ohio is 
not an extravagant duty on this article. Some- 
times it will be rather high, sometimes low, ac- 
cording to the market price; but at the same time 
there is an immense amount of this trade. I have 
‘the returns of last year, showing that there were 
imported 2,200,000 bushels; and we did not raise 
more than about 500,000 bushels in this country. 
You cannot expect to supply this country with 
2,000,000 bushels in a short time. There were 
1,500,000 gallons of oil imported last year. There 
isa duty on that oil of 16 cents, by this bill. That, 
l think, will help you. Thatisa good duty on 
the oil, and if the Senator had offered this amend- 
ment for 15 centsa bushel on the flaxsced, I should 
voted with him; but as he and I are so much in 


‘favor of compromise, perhaps we can agree to it 


in that way. ` 
. Mr. WILSON. I hope the Senator from Ohio 
will not press this amendment. This kind of seed 
has come into the country free for some years. 
A large business bas grown up under it. That 
business has to meet the rivalry of other nations. 
Now the bill proposes a duty of 10 cents per 
bushel, That, I think,is enough. At any rate, 
I hope we shall start on that; but I candidly be- 
Neve that if this amendment be adopted, the im- 
portations will be diminished to a great extent. 
Ashas been shown plainly and clearly, theamount 
roduced in this country now is utterly insignif- 
icant; and I think that to start at this time with 
the large duty proposed by the Senator from Ohio, 
would be injurious to the interests of the country. 
So far as my own State is concerned, I know it 
would be largely so. 

Mr. WADE. Iam not going to prolong this 
discussion; but I would admonish gentlemen that, 
in making up this tariff bill, we ought to endeavor 
to be as liberal as wecan. The State of the Sen- 
ator from Massachusetts gets something out of it; 
so do other States. 1 do not place it on any such 
local. basis at all. I say the duty which I pro- 
pose on this article of flaxsced is less than is im- 
posed upon almost any cther article in the bill. 
Tt willnotamount, under my amendment, to more 
than 16 per cent., hardly that, as a general rule, 
and it is an interest that can be promoted; the 
article can be produced in the West to any amount 
whatever; and if there ig any home production 
that ought to be encouraged, it is this. The Sen- 
ator from Rhode Island admits all that. I know 
very well that in consequence of the mistake which 
was committed in the tariff of 1857, by which this 
article came in entirely free of duty, there, have 
been large importations here, and manufactories 
have sprung up along the Atlantic coast which are 
now interested in keeping it free, and keeping us 
down in its production, as has heen done; but it 
is altogether wrong, unjust, and unequal. [hope 
my amendment will prevail. 


Mr. GRIMES called for the yeas and nays; 
and they were ordered. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll on the 
adoption of the amendment. z 

Mr. RICE, when his name was called, said: 
I have paired off with the Senator from’ Maine 
(Mr. MorriLL] on this question. 

The result was announced—yeas 29, nays 9; 
as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Anthony, Bayard, Bigler, Bingham, 
Bragg, Bright, Chandler, Clark, Clingman, Doolittle, Doug- 
las, Fessenden, Green, Grimes, Gwin, Hale, Harlan, Hemp- 
hill, Bunter, Johnson of Tennessee, Mason, Nicholson, 
Polk, Powell, Seward, Simmons, Trumbull; Wade, and 
Wiltkinson—29. 

NAYS—Messrs. Durkee, Foot, Foster, King, Latham, 
Pearce, Sumner, Ten Eyck, and Wilson—9. 

So the amendment was agreed to. 


Mr.POWELL. I move to amend the bill by 
striking outall after the word ‘‘unmanufactured,”’ 
in the sixth line of the twelfth section, to the word 
‘í provided,” in the thirty-fourth line, and insert: 

Shall be subject to a duty of 20 per cent. ad valorem. 


The section as it stands admits free of duty all 
coarse wool, and subjects to taxation that alone 
of the finer qualities. If this bill should pass, 
which I very much fear, I think our manufactur- 
ing friends will have the advantage of us. They 
manufacture this coarse wool; and hence, I sup- 

ose, they desire it to come in free of duty. 
There is scarcely a farmer in the whole valley of 
the Mississippi, or in this Union, -but grows 
more or less of this coarse wool. If it is the ob- 
ject of gentlemen to protect the great laboring 
interests of the country, while they are taxing it 
for the benefit of other interests, I hope this 
amendment will prevail, to place a tax of 20 per 
centum. ad valorem on all wool. As the bill 
stands, it is only the finer wool which is taxed— 
wool that is consumed but little by the manufac- 
turing interests of this country; for I believe that į 


the higher descriptions of cloths are manufactured | 
to a very limited extent in this country. I think 
the farmers of the country who raise coarse wool | 
should have this protection against the coarse 
wools of South America. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Bricut 
inthe Chair.) Will the Senator state his amend- 
ment again? 

Mr.POWELL. Thetwelfth section now reads: 


On all woo! unnmanufactured, and ail hair of the alpaca, 
goat, and other like animals, unmanufactured, the value 
whereof at the last port or place front whence exported to | 
the United States shall exceed 18 cents per pound and shall 
not exceed 24 cents per pound, there shall be levied, col- 
lected, and paid, a duty of 3 cents per pound; exceeding 24 
cents per pound, there shall be levied, collected, and paid, 
a duty of 9 cents per pound: Provided, ‘fhat any wool of 
the sheep, or hair of the alpaca, the goat, and other like 
animals which shall be imported in any other than the ordi- 
nary condition, as now and heretofore practiced, or which 
shall be changed in its character or condition for the pur- 
pose of evading the duty, or which shall be reduced in value 
by the admixture of dirt or any foreign substance to 18 į 
cents per pound, or less, shall be subject to pay a duty of 9 | 
cents per pound, anything in this act to the contrary not- 
withstanding: Provided also, That when wool of different 
qualities is imported in the same bale, bag, or package, and | 
the aggregate value of the contents of the bale, bag, or pack- | 
age shall be appraised by the appraisers at a rate exceeding 
24 cents per pound, itshall be charged with a duty of 9 cents 
per pound: Provided further, Thatit bales of different qual- 
ities are embraced in the same invoice, at the same price, 
whereby the average price shall be lessened more than 10 | 
pet centum, the value of the whole shall be appraised ac- | 
cording to the value of the bale of the hest quality, and no | 
bale or bales shall be liable to a Jess rate of duty in conse- 
quence of being invoiced with wool of lower value. 


I propose tę strike out all this complication, 
and make it read simply— 
All wool unmanufactured, and all hair of the alpaca, 


goat, and other like animals, unmanufactured, shall be 
subjeet to a duty of 20 per centum ad valorem. 


Mr. BINGHAM. I suppose an amendment 
to that amendment is in order. | 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Yes, sir. | 
Mr. BINGHAM. I move to amend by strik- 
ing out in the eighth line of the twelfth section, |} 
the words ‘shall exceed 18 cents per pound 
and;” and I wish to call the attention of the Sen- 
ator from Kentucky to that. That would leave 
the duty on all wool valued under 24 cents a 
pound, at 3 centsa pound. He proposes to levy 
an ad valorem duty. I object to that, because 
there is more deception, more fraud, in the im- 
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wool that comes to this country is brought from 
Australia and Buenos Ayres, and from other for- 
eign countries, in the dirt, and nearly the whole 
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portation of wool than of any other article. The | i 
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of itis valued under I8centsa pound; and conse- 


quently enters free under the present tariff. J have 
sent to the Treasury and got a statement of the 
quantity of wool imported for the last three years. 
For the year ending June 30, 1859, there was im- 
ported free wool to the value of $4,363,121; and 
for the year ending June 30, 1860, wool to the 
value of $4,450,658 free. Rating that wool at 20 
cents a pound, the importations of free wool un- 
der the present tariff amount to over 22,000,000 
pounds for those two years. At the same time the 
quantity introduced which paid duty, amounted 
only, for theentiretwo years, to 1 788,299 pounds. 
The duty altogether collected, in the year ending 
June-30, 1859, was $19,639 92; and for the year 
ending June 30, 1860, $93,958 56. Thus it is 
seen thatof the vast amount of wool which is im- 
ported into the country, nearly the whole of it 
comes free under this system of valuation, which 
introduces the wool in the dirt into this conn- 
try. The Australian wool, most of it very fine, 
which comes directly in competition with the wool 

roduced in this country, after it is cleansed, 
is received by the manufacturer entirely free of 
duty. 

Now, sir, the capacity of this country to pro- 
duce wool, as the sates from Kentucky says, 
is perfectly unlimited. The great western coun- 
try, and portions even of the southern country, 
the mountainous districts of Virginia and Ten- 
nessee and Kentucky, and especially the great 
prairies of Iowa and Illinoisand Texas and Mis- 
souri, have unlimited capacity for the production 
of wool; and if you are going to protect anything, 
if you lay a heavy duty on the woolen goods that 
are produced inthis country—and I believe this 
tariff increases the duty on woolen goods—why 
not do a little something for the benefit of the agri- 
culturist, the man that consumes the goods and 
pays the duty? This, together with the article of 
flaxseed, is about the only thing that the farmers 
of this country are to be protected in at all. The 
present system of introducing. this wool free of 
duty in the dirt, and then cleaning it,and bringing 
it directly into competition with the wool of this 
country, of course is opposed to the production 
of wool here. If this country could not produce 
wool enough to supply all the manufacturers, and 
have a large quantity for export besides, there 
might be a necessity for introducing it free; but 
that is not the case. Even in Michigan, now, it 
is the second article of our production. Nextto 
wheat is wool; and in Wisconsin, Illinois, Iowa, 
and all those great States of the West, an unlim- 
ited quantity of woolcan be produced. And the 
coarser wools,the common wools, the Leicesters, 
and the South Downs, come directly into com- 
petition with this free wool. 

I have no objection to paying a duty to help to 

protect the manufacturer; but while that is done, 
give us a little protection for the wool. .lLama 
wool-producer; I am a wool-raiser myself; and I 
am willing to go into competition with all the 
world in the raising ef wool, if you will give me 
the privilege of going where I please to buy my 
cloth; butif you tax the cloth in this country, 
and make our farmers pay a high price for it, give 
an a little benefit in an inducement to raise 
wool. . 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amend- 
ment offered by the Senator from Michigan ts first 
in order, that being to perfect the section before 
the question shall be taken on striking out. 

Mr. SIMMONS. I concur in most of what has 
been said in reference to encouraging the growth 
of wool, and the growth of flaxseed. Ido not 
keep many sheep, but I would like to encourago 
farming as much as I can? This bill was framed 
in the House of Representatives, after a great deal 
of intercourse and arrangement between those 
whoused wool and those who raised it; and there 
was a great deal of irritation there in regard to it. 
They finally quieted down on all sides, { believe, 
with this arrangement. It puts wool valued at 
between 18and 24centsa pound at 3 cents a pound 
duty, and that above 24 at 9 cents. If I were a 
wool-grower, I would rather have a high duty on 
the fine article. A sheep that grows wool worth 
only 18 cents a pound, is not fit to be kept in the 
United States. ] would not have such sheep. We 
put 9 cents a pound duty on wool worth from 24 
cents up to whatever amount it may go, but such 
wool, it is well enough known, is from 35 to 60 
cents a pound in this country, and we want to en- 
courage the growing of that wool. This coarse, 
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dog’s hair kind of woal that comes from Buenos 
Ayres and somè parts of Australia, is very poor 
stuff, and it is not good policy to undertake to || 
raise it here. I agree that there is some fine wool 
from Australia, which comes in in the dirt, and 
in that way may get in at a valuation of between 

: 18 and 24 cents. The present law is, thatall wool 
above 20 cents a pound pays à duty, and below 
20 itis free. It is found tbat there is a good deal 
of management to get in the wool under 20 cents. 
I was for having 16 cents the limit, so as to catch 
everything imported that was fit for manufactur- 
ing; but in the House of Representatives a com- 
promise was made putting the limit at 18 cents. 
All the wools that we have had any information 
about, that come at all in competition with the 
American woois, are between 18 and 70 cents. 
That between 18 and 24 pays a duty of 3 cents a 
pound under this bill. lt is very dirty; and I sup- 
pose by the time it gets to be cleaned wool, it is 
subject to the 9 cents a pound duty. 

I fear that we shall get into a very unfortunate 
difficulty with the other House: by making this 
amendment. I agree with what the Senator from 
Michigan says, that the wool ought to pay a duty 
which comes in and interferes with our wool; but 
it does pay a good duty, if it is over 18 cents a 
pound, under this bill; and I trust the arrange- 
ment in the bill will not be disturbed. I think I 
can satisfy anybody, that the getting in of these 
coarse wools free of duty, where they really are 
coarse, for blankets, gives us the entire control of 
the market for blankets, which would go from us 
if we did not have it so. The Senator from Mich- 
igan says «we have not taken care of the wool in- 
terest, but we have increased the duties on the 
manufactured article. Sir, we have not increased 
the duties on woolen goods. We have rather low- 
ered them; but we put a pound duty on woolens 
equivalent to the duty paid on wool, sc that the 
manufacturers shouid notcome here and say “You | 
have raised the duty on wool, and Ieft us out in 
the cold.” There is just the same additional duty 

` put on the woolens as on wool. That has been 
adjusted. If you go to altering it, it will force the 
committee to readjust the whole matter. If the 
Senator had had this bill to manage as long as I 
have had, and as many people to satisfy Soba 
had, first on one side and then on the other, he 
would find that it was somewhat troublesome to 
reconcile all parties; but the provision, as itis in 
the bill, finally reconciled ali parties in the other 
House; and I trust the amendment will not pre- 
vail. 

Mr. POWELL. The Senator from Rhode Isl- 
and objects to an amendment of this section be- 
cause, he says, those who are interested in the 
consumption and use of these coarse wools from 
South America have settled on it as it is in this | 
bili. Now, I suppose there is not a Senator here 
but fully understands the nature of the contest 
that is going on about this tariff bill, hisa con- | 
test of capital concentrated against diffused labor. 
Jam certain that none of the great agricultural 
interests of the country were in the counsels of 
the Senator when that section was settled upon. 
If they were, their voice seems to have been of 
but little avail; for their interests are not looked 
to nor carted for. The Senator says that he wishes 
to keep out this coarse wool, and to encourage 
American wool. If that is the object, why not 
tax it? That is the best way to keep it out. 

I fully concur in the remarks made by the Sen- 
ator from Michigan on this subject; and I would 
readily accept his amendment in the place of the 
one 1 have offered, but for the fact that | prefer 
ad valorem duties, I think that a tax upon val- 
ues is the only justand equitable way of taxation. 
But I would suggest to my friend from Michigan | 
to alter his amendment and put it at 4 cents a | 
pound. That wouid amount to about 20 per 
cent ad valorem. However, 1 will vote for the 
Senator’s amendment. | admit I would prefer the 
amendment that I have proposed; bat I will vote 
for every and any amendment to this bill that 
strikes at the combination of manufacturing 1- | 
terests to protect the great farming and laboring | 
interest of the country. That greatest interest of 
the country has had no lobby agents here. Cham- 
bers of commerce have heen here to protect the 
great commercial interests of the country; the į 
agents of your shipping interest are here; your 
manufacturing interests are here. Senators can ; 
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scarcely remain quiet in their chambers, at night, {i 


for the solicitations of these agents about this tariff 
bill, Ido not complain of that. It is proper that 
those gentlemen should look to their interests; 
but { venture to say, no man has been interrupted 
amoment by any agent of the great farming in- 
terest of thiscountry. Í hope Senators will come 
up and vote in such a manner as to protect this 
great interest of the people: I shall do it when- 
ever I have an opportunity. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. Mr. President, my constit- 
uents have the same interest involved in this ques- 
tion as those of the Senator from Michigan and 
the Senator from Kentucky, and I am as anxious 
to protect the wool interest as they can-be; but 
certainly I do not agree with them in the position 
they have taken. I believe the amendment pro- 
posed by the Senator from Michigan would be 
injurious to the wool-grower; and if we are to 
look at the question as one of protection to the 


‘wool-grower, I prefer the bill as it stands to the 


amendment proposed either by the Senator from 
Michigan or the Senator from Kentucky. I ap- 
prehend there is no wool less than 18 cents a 
pound at a foreign port that comes in competition 
with one pound of American wool. That cheap 
wool is one that we do not produce, one that we 
cannot produce; and yet the introduction of those 
coarse wools creates a market for our wools-of a 
better character. They are necessary to be mixed 
with each other for certain manufactures; and 
hence we encourage the market for the wool that 
we do produce by making any thatdoes not come 
in competition with it free of duty, and allowing 
them to be mixed, thus increasing the manufac- 
ture of the article at home. I would have no ob- 
jection to amending the bill by adding that wools 
of a certain value, of the finest quality, may come 
in free. I am willing to allow those under 15 and 
16 cents, and those over a certain higher limit, to 
be free. Put your duty between those two, and 
then you will protect every wool-grower, and 
make an additional market for every pound of 
wool made in America. 

This is the result of my examinations and re- 
flections upon the subject. The theory proposed 
by the Senator from Kentucky, that all these du- 
ties ought to be ad valorem, is a beautiful theory. 
T admit it. I think the theory is just; and if the 
practice were as good as the theory, I would not 
listen for an instant to anything but an ad valorem 
duty. Buti suppose, if you will take the pains 
to inquire and investigate this question, you will 
find that there is a greater departure from the ed 
valorem principle under an_ ad valorem tariff than 
there is under one of specific duties. I suppose 
itis no longer a secret, and no man informed on 


| the subject will pretend to question any longer, 


that it mey be said to be the constant habit of for- 


eign importers to make false invoices, sustained | 


by an affidavit, on which the purchaser in this 
country can cheat the Government out of one half 
the duty. I have seen the evidence of that, I re- 
gret to say, in this very city. You cannot. now 


| ordera dress from Paris without getting a letter 


for payment at one price, and an invoice sworn 
to at about half the price, to pay the duties on. 1 
can find the evidences of that in every department į 
of this Government, and call my witnesses in 
every branch .of the Government; not that they 


| have been parties to the fraud. They order the 


article; and, as a matter of course, a false invoice 
comes with a false affidavit sustaining it, and then | 
a bill with double price for you to pay for it, 
thinking that you wouid pay them a good price | 


| for the article, if they enabled you to cheat the 


Government out of half the duty. 

My opinion is, that this must be stopped. I 
am informed, and believe, that the honest Amer- 
ican importer is being driven out of business rap- 
idly. It is hard work to get an American to be- | 
lieve that itis moral and right to import goods 
under false invoices, sustained by false affidavits. 
On the continent of Europe there is a very differ- 
ent idea in regard to custom-house oaths. A man | 
would not stand respectable for intelligence as a | 
merchant, ove there, whose conscience would 
shrink from favoring his customer on this side by 
these little appliances of false invoices and false 
oaths. For this reason, while I indorse the the- 
ory of an ad valorem duty, 1 cannot close my eyes | 
to the fact that it is a series of unmitigated frauds; | 
and we must try to arrive at the practical, honest 


importation, even if we have to put specific duties 
in some cases to prevent these frauds. I will not į 


go fora specific duty, except-whered think its 
essential to correct fraud; and: -to--protect “sonte 
American- interest, either from fraud or. combina- 


‘tion; but in all such cases Lam prepared to vote 


fort, = <5 : 3 

Now, sir, in regard to- this item of wool, itis 
said that very fine wools may bé brought in mixed 
with dirt, and other filthy substances; to-reduce- 
the price below 18 cents; and then; when itis 
cleaned, it is: worth 45 cente. Weall know, es- 
pecially those-of us who investigate-the question, 
that those tricks have been played; and’ there'is 
a provision in this bill that guards-against them. 
That provision is, wherever there has been atiy 
admixture with inferior matetial of any Kind,’so 
as to bring the price below 18 cents, the very high- 
est duties shall be paid, charging 9 cents duty in 
that case, in-order to prevent fraud. That is the 
best guarantee that I can get against frauds in re- 
gard to coarse wools. : ‘ 

Then, Leome back to the point-from which I 
started: that the free list, so far as these coarse 
woolens are concerned, is beneficial tothe wool- 
grower, instead of injurious. Iam not surprised 
that some Senators look with a little amazement 
at such a declaration; for I thought it was an ab- 
surdity when I first heard the ‘proposition’ ad- 
vanced; but an investigation has satisfied me its 
clearly so. I do not intend to go into the discus- 
sion of this tariff question; I feel that I have-not 
been able to investigate itas thoroughly‘as I would 
like. Ihave endeavored'toexamine it, and I have 
made some progress. I think I have got along as 
well as some Senators, and perhaps a little better. 
I have learned enough about it to know that I 
know scarcely anything about itat all; and aman 
makes considerable progress on a‘question of this 
kind when he ascertains that fact. 1 feel that iwe 
are striking great interests in the dark, While 
we are trying to protect and save one branch of 
industry, we are striking a deadly blow at an- 
other. A tariff involves two conflicting princi- 
ples which are eternally a war with each other. . 
Every tariff involves the principles of protection 
and of oppression, the principles.of benefits and 
of burdens. Every duty levied upon the import- 
ation of a foreign article, which comes in compe- 
tition with our home production, is a protection 
to that extent. Every duty levied upon a raw 
material which we do not manufaeture:here is a 
tax upon the manufacturer of that article here. 
Thus you find that, by protecting one interest, 
perhaps you will oppose another. For instance, 
if I am engaged in the manufacture of pig iron, I 
want a duty that will protect my interest. You 
give it to me, and then a man engaged in another 
branch of the iron business comes and says that 
the pig iron I manufacture is his raw material, 
and by protecting me and my manufacture of that 
article, you put a tax on his raw material to his 
injury. He has been. injured ‘to the same extent 
that I have been benefited; and: then he- wants 
protection on another point to:make up for the 
loss on the raw-material.. Thus, when you at- 
tempt to. discriminate for the purpose of benefit- 
ing one, youare striking a blow at another, The 
great difficulty is, so to adjust these conflicting 
principles of benefits and burdens, as to make one 
compensate for the other in the end, and give 
equal benefits and equal burdens to every class 
of the community. 

I take it for granted that is what we are aiming 
at in this bill. Iam afraid that the bill does not 
accomplish it. Ido not expect it te be put in 
such a shape that-I can vote for it; but I am de- 
termined that I will help to perfect it, and make 
it as little objectionable as possible, in order that, 


| if it does pass, it shall have the best influences 


upon the country that we can hope for from.a 
tariff bill at this session of Congress. I shouid 
not have uttered a word, but for the remarks of 
the Senator from Michigan in defense of the wool 
interest, and the remarks of the Senator from 
Kentucky in defense of the great farming interest 
of the West, in which remarks I think they have 
both mistaken the interest of our section of the 
country, so faras this question. of wool isinvolved. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Mr. President, the wool that 
is imported free of duty is almostall the wool that 
is imported, and that amounts. to nearly twenty- 
five million poundsa year. Now, ifthe agricultural 
interest is not to receive any. benefit from this tariff 
law, letus strike cut the duty altogether; because, 
as it now stands, itis merely nominal, it does. not 
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amount to‘anything... Let us either tax all wool 
. something, or strike all the tax out. - 

The Senator from Rhode Island says that wool 
in this country that is not worth 18 cents a pound 
is not worth raising. It is against that very fraud 
in valuation that I am opposed. That valuation 
of wool under 20. cents a pound is all a fraud. It 
is brought to this country from Australia in the 
dirt, and a great deal of it is brought from Buenos 
Ayres; and when it is cleaned, it-comes in com- 
petition..with the finest wool produced inthe Uni- 
ted States. If you are going to tax foreign wools, 
lay a duty on them. Iama producer in a small 
way in Michigan of fine wocl. Ido notask any 
protection for that, and I do not care anything 
aboutit, We geta very good price for wool; it 
is a very good, business; and l want to see the 
farming interest flourish, and turn their attention 
more to the production of wool, so as to supply 
the entire manufactures ef the United States. We 
have the capacity te do it. Now, what I propose 
is to lay a duty onall wool, of 3 cents a pound. 
On this wool valued under 20 cents a pound it 
amounts to 12 per cent. That is not probibitory. 
That is not so excessive in its amount of taxation 
as to affect the manufacturers in the slightest de- 
gree. It only aids and helps.and encourages the 
production’of wool in this country. Thisduty on 
the finer wools is all a fraud; itis all a deception; 
and this introduction: of wool under 20 cents a 
pound is alla fraud and a deception, because itis 
fine wool that isintroduced chiefly. I have been, 
myself, in woolen manufactories in western New 
York, two hundred. miles from the seaboard, and 
scen: them making fine cassimeres from wool that 
came from Australia, because they would not pay 
40 cents a pound for American wool. I know 
what I say about that, for I have seen it. 

Mr. CAMERON. I have only a word to say; 
and I shall occupy no time. I think the Senator 
from Michigan and the Senator from Kentucky 
mistake the interests of the agriculturist on this 
question, The true protection forthe wool-grower 
is protection for the manufacturer of these goods. 
The state of business is now such that there is not 
a single manufactory of broadcloth in the United 
States. Under the tariffof 1842, manufactories of 
that article grew up, and the finest broadcloths in 
the world were made here, I repeat, there is not 
now a single manufactory of that kind in the 
United States. 

The gentleman, speaking of his wool, reminds 
me of the contest that there used to be in my 
State in favor of protection for coal. Our coal 
operators were constantly talking about protection. 
Many of us them told that the way to protect their 
coal was to protect the iron, and thus makea 
market for their coal. They have all become con- 
vinced of it. .As our iron business flourishes, so 
does the coal business; and as the wool manufac- 


turers in this country flourish, so will flourish the | 
wool-growers of the country. They cannot pre- | 


tend to cxpurt any wool; it is useless; and they 
can havenomarketunlegs they have manufactorics 
of thearticleathome, Fifty years ago, the people 
of the South came here with precisely the same 
proposition as the Senator from Michigan now 


makcsabout wool, in regard to their cotton. They | 


asked. Congress to impose a duty of 3 cents a 
pound upon all cotton that might be imported. 
There was not a single ounce imported; but we 
gave them the protection. 
and so it will be in regard to wool. 


I rose, however, more for this purpose than | 


any other: to say that this constant change of its 
provisions by our own friends is going to destroy 
the bill. . This bill has been prepared by a com- 
mittee of gentlemen conversant with the subject, 


men from different sections of the country, every | 
one of whom has had his mind upon it for a year | 
or more; and they must understand it better than | 


we who are here. I have never seen any legis- 
lation made in the body that is useful at all; you 
must trust your committees; and we have had an 
able committee on this subject. In addition to 
that, we have had a select committee examining 
this question; and each of them tried to guard the 
interests of the country. The’ gentleman from 
Ohio has altered one item already. It has given 
some offense probably to some friends of the bill, 
although that proposition may be right. If we 
make another amendment, it may give offense to 
somebody else. We have but a majority of two 
-or three, and our opponents on the other side are 


It was never needed; ! 
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willing to vote for any amendment. I wish todo 
them no injustice; but they will vote for any- 
thing that is proposed, provided it will divide us, 
and destroy the bill. Had we not better take the 
billas itis, relying on ourown friends,and fix any- 
thing wrong in it next year when we shall have 
a majority here, and can correct all thatis wrong? 
That seems to be the true way of getting at it; 
and if all‘will adhere to that, we shall pass the 
bill to-day, and give gladness and prosperity to 
this country everywhere. 

Mr. WILSON. Mr. President, we are ad- 
monished to-day to take care of the interests of 
the farmers. The farmers are a very strong class 
of men in this country, and I-never knew any- 
body bold enough to make an attack upon them. 
It is a very easy thing to talk a great deal of the 
interests of the farmer, for they are strong and 
they are powerful; but I think thatany man who 
will study the revenue system of the country for 
a generation, will come to the conclusion thatthe 
agricultural interests of the.country are promoted 


! more indirectly than directly—promoted by in- 


creasing the commercial, the manufacturing, and 
the mechanical interests, and thereby indirectly 
promoting the interests of the farmers of the 
country. 

Now, sir, we were told four years ago, when 
the tariff of 1857 was before us, and a proposition 
was made to admit wool duty free under 20 cents 
a pound, that it would bë hostile to the interests 
of the wool-growers of the country; and some of 
them came here and protested against that change. 
Commercial men—men who have studied and 
mastered this whole question, who understand it 
in all its bearings and relations in our own coun- 
try, and in all the commercial and manufacturing 
countriesin the world—came here with facts; they 
came here with this declaration; that the intro- 
duction into this country of the cheap wools of 
Buenos Ayres and Australia, and other portions 
of the world, worth less than 20 cents.a pound, 
instead of diminishing the prices of the wool 

rown in our own country, would increase the 

emand for our own wool, and increase its price. 
Four years of experience proved their declara- 
tions to be true; and why doesit, sir? The woolen 


nearly all closed. It has been stated here to-day 
that the manufactories of broadcloth have ceased 
nearly altogether. The manufacturers of wool in 
nearly all their departments were ruined, and their 
mills closed throughout the whole country. B 

| cheap coarse wools, when cleaned of dirt, some 
| fine wools, I grant, are admitted among them; 
but the great mass of that wool is of a cheap, 


own country; by admitting those wools duty free, 
the manufacturers were able to open their mills 
and enlarge their business, and increase their de- 
mand for our own wools; and under the operation 
of this system, woolen manufactories have in- 
creased in value and importance, and the prices 
of wools in this country for four years past haws 


ceding. This result was predicted in these Cham- 
bers, four years ago, as certain and inevitable; 
and I believe to-day, that if you change this, if 
you strike out theadmission of these cheap wools, 
you will close, to alarge extent, the woolen mills 
of the country; and you wiil by that means re- 
duce the price of your own native wool. 


tor from Ilinois has said upon this point. 


our own country; I think but a little more than 
| sixty millions. We import from twenty to twen- 
| ty-five million annually. A large portion of it, in 
fact nearly all of it, except a portion of the very 
fine and costly wools, of which we raise very 
little—a large portion of it is of that cheap char- 
acter demanded by the manufacturing interests of 
the country; and by the importation of it the mills 
are enabled to go on and enlarge, and to purchase 
our own wools, and that, too, at high prices; and 
experience has shown that, instead of these wools 
| reducing the price of our own wools, they have 
inereased those prices by being brought into the 


of our own better sort of wools. 
Mr. WADE. 
amend the amendment? 


manufactories of the country four years ago were | 


admitting these wools, three fourths of which are | 


coarse character, such as we do not raise in our | 


ruled higher than they ruled the four years pre- | 


Now, sir, I concur entirely in what the Sena- | 
‘raise less than seventy million pounds of wool in | 


country free, and being mixed in the manufacture | 


Is it now in order to move to ! 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. There are two I farmers, andi 


amendments now pending, The amendment of 
the Senator from Michigan is first in order, as that 
proposes to perfect the section; and then the amend- 
ment of the Senator from Kentucky, which pro- 
poses to strike out. No amendment can now be 
received ag in order. 

Mr. WADE. I believe I represent thé greatest 
wool-growing State in the Union. That interest 
has been thriving under the present tariff, E do not 
know but satisfactorily; but Ido not now wish 
to raise the duty on wool. I am satisfied with 
that in the original bill, if it can be carried out 
honestly and fairly; but I have reason to believe, 
and do believe, that under the tariff as it stands 
a large amount of wool comes into this country 
free which really and. honestly ought to be sub- 
jected to a duty. All that I desire is to correct 
that: to have it honest; to have wool come under 
18 cents per pound that. is really worth no more 
than that. Iam willing that should come in free; 
but I fear that wool worth more than that is fre- 
quently mixed up with foreign substances for the 
very purpose of reducing it below that amountin 
order to bring it in free. 

Mr. FESSENDEN,. That is provided for in 
this bill. 

Mr. WADE. I know it is attempted to be 
provided for; and the only objection I have to the 
| provision of the bill is, that itis exceedingly difi- 
cult to prove under it the intention, for it must be 
done with a certain intent. There are words in 
it which seem to me to render it very difficult to 
make the proof. I will read this clause: 

Provided, That any wool of the sheep, or hair of the al- 
paca, the goat, and other like animals, which shall be im- 
ported in any other than the ordinary condition, as now and 
herctofore practiced, or which shali be changed in its char- 
acter or condition for the purpose of evading the duty, or 
which shail be reduced in value by the admixture of dirt or 
any foreign substance, to 18 cents per pound, or less, shall 
be subject to pay a duty of 9 cents per pound, anything in 
this act to the contrary notwithstanding. 

Now, sir, who can prove, when it comes in, that 
it was done for the purpose of evading the duty— 
the intent with which it was done? ` 
Mr. FESSENDEN. They do notgo toa court 
prove it, 

Mr. WADE. I know that. 
Mr. BIGLER. The fact itself will be conclu- 
sive, 

Mr. CLARK. Look at the next clause, 

Mr. WADE. I have looked at it; and itseems 
to me it does not do away entirely with the ob- 
jection. I have, in connection with others who 
have had some experience, endeavored to frame 
an amendment which will entirely obviate my 
objection. lt would not be for the interests of the 
wool-growers of the State of Ohio to injure the 
manufacturers. Their interests, in my judgment, 
are identical. The more wool they can be induced 
to use up, the more it will be for the interest of 
the farmer who supplies them with that article 
I do not desire to do anything in this biil that 
shall work to their disadvantage; but then, I want 
the duty, so far as it tends to their protection, an 
| honest one; that wool that is really of a higher 
value than the bill provides for under that condi- 
tion shall not be imported, by mixing it up with 
| foreign substances, as lam told is frequently done. 
Indeed, the provision here presupposes that that 
is frequently done, and it undertakes to provide 
against it, and to exclude it in the same way that, 
Ido. Now, sir, if the amendment that F shall 
offer, should that of the Senator from Michigan 
fail, can be shown not to be better calculated to 
effect the same purpose than the bill, then I will 
be content with the bill as it is; for 1 say again, 
itis no part of my purpose to place any disad- 
vantage to our own manufacturers, for I think 
their interest is the same as that of the producer. 

Mr. BIGLER. IĮ will suggest to the Senator 
from Ohio whether, if we were to strike out the 
words, “ for the purpose of evading the duty,” 
in the seventeenth line, that would not be satis- 
factory to him? Then it would leave it standing 
upon the naked fact thatthe wool had been mixed 
with foreign substances. 

Mr. WADE. I am disposed to think that 
would work the very change I wish to effect. 

Mr. SIMMONS.” I wish to make a single re- 
| mark in reply to what fell from the Senator from 
Kentucky. He said this bill was made undcr the 
influence of delegations from big cities, and he 
| ventured to say that I had not consulted with 
f lhad, I would not have made such 


to 


1861. 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOB 


a bill as this., I want that Senator to understand 
that I am a farmer myself, and raised wool before 
he was born. . He 1hinks-it a fine business to get 
up here and arraign people that are making tar- 
iffs and accuse them of being leagued with great 
capitalists in the central cities, and against labor. 
Sir, I have labored quiteas many years as he has; 
and when‘he finds mc leaguing against labor and 
in favor of capital, it will be time enough for him 
to accuse me of it. I said this duty was agreed 
to by delegations of farmers, or the men repre- 
senting them, and manufacturers, and members 
of the committee. They had the subject up over 
and over again, and finally agreed upon this;and 
they agreed to be satisfied with it last year. IfI 
could see any way in the world to benefit any 
leading interest in this country, I would do itin- 
stanter; but I will tell that Senator, loud as he 
may talk about the interest of farmers, the prop- 
osition he makes would be ruinous, ten times as 
bad as this bill. He proposes a duty of 20 per 
cent. ad valorem on wool. It would be invoiced 
so that you would not get 2 cents a pound on it. 
We put a duty of 9 cents on this wool that we 
think comes mostly in competition with the wool 
of the United States. As to those wools that do 
not come in competition, but enable our coarse 
woolen manufacturers to make descriptions of 
blankets and coarse goods that they could not 
otherwise make, we let them in free. If there is 
anything wrong in it, I would go as far as any- 
body to try to avoid it. But for these manufac- 
turers, there would be no demand for that wool 
at allin this country, and I can tell Senators we 
make the best wool of any country in the world 
to make warps of. Pennsylvania and Ohio raise 
the best wool of any part of the world to make a 
warp for goods—better than is raised anywhere 
in Europe; but they make better wool in Europe 
to make filling of; it will felt better than ours. 1 
have known wool-growers to ship wool to Liv- 
erpool to sell to English manufacturers for warps, 
while we were importing wool to make filling of. 
E will not enlarge upon this subject; but I be- 
lieve my friend from Michigan, who desires to 
guard this bill against frauds, will reach his pur- 
pose by leaving it as itis. If you should stop 
this importation of coarse wool, which is now let 
in free, you would kill all the mills, because it 
is let in free all over the world. We have only 
puta duty of 10 per cent. on blankets, above the 
duty on the wool 6 cents a pond. There area 
good many things that get in, in order to make 
these coarse articles which you cannot touch, 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is the Senate 


ready for the question on the proposed amend- | 


ment? 
Mr. GWIN. I should like to hear it read. 
The Secretary read it; in line cight of section 


twelve, to strike out the words “ shall exceed 18 } 
cents per pound, and,” so that the section will į 


read: 
First, on all wool unmanufactured, and all hair of the 


alpaca, goat, and other like animals, unmannfactured, the | 


vaine whercot at the last port or place from whence ex- 


ported to the United States, shall not exceed 24 cents per | 


pound, there shall be levied, collected, and paid, a duty of 
3 cents per pound. 


Mr. GWIN. I think that is the best amend- 


ment that has been proposed to this bill, and I | 


hope it will be adopted. I shall vote for it. 
Mr. POWELL. [ask for the yeas and nays 
on the amendment. ; 
The yeas and nays were ordered; and being 
taken, resulted—yeas 19, nays 20; as follows: 
YEAS—Messrs. Bayard, Bingham, Bragg, Bright, Chand- 
ler, Clingman, Green, Gwin, Hemphill, Hunter, Johnson 
of Tennessee, Kennedy, Lane, Latham, Mason, Nichol- 
son, Pearce, Polk, and Powetl—19. A 
NAYsS--Messrs. Anthony, Bigter, Cameron, Clark, Dix- 
on, Doolittle, Douglas, Fessenden, Foot, Foster, Grimes, 


Harlan, King, Seward, Simmons, Sumner, Ten Eyck, Wig- || 


fall, Wilkinson, and Wilson—20. 

So the amendment was not agreed to 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question 
recurs on the amendment proposed by the Sena- 
tor from Kentucky. sie 

Mr. WADE. I move to amend by striking 
out the whole of the first proviso, on page 17, and 
inserting what I send to the Chair. 

Mr. POWELL. The amendment that I offered 
to the twelfth section has not been disposed of. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The motion of 
the Senator from Ohio is to amend that twelfth 
section, which will be in order before the question 
is taken on the amendment offered by the Senator 


from Kentucky; inasmuch as that is to strikeout 
the section, and the Senator from Ohio proposes 
an amendment to perfect it. ‘Phe amendment 
proposed by the Senator from Ohio will be read. 

The Secretary read the amendment, on page 
19, to strike out the first proviso, in the following 
words: 

tt Provided, That any wool of the sheep, or hair of the 
alpaca, the gout, and other like animals wbich shall be im- 
ported in any other than the ordinary condition, as now and 
heretofore practiced, or which shall be changed in its char- 
acter or condition for the purpose of evading the duty, or 
which shall be reduced in value by the admixture of dirt or 
any foreign substance to 18 cents per pound, or Jess, shall be 
subject to pay a duty of 9 cents per pound, anything in this 
act to the contrary notwithstanding.” i 


And to insert, in lieu thereof: es 

That all imported wool, which shall contain a Jarger ad- 
mixture of dirt, burrs, yolk, grease, or other substance other 
than fine wool—than good merchantable woo} ofa similar 
guality aud fineness, the growth and produce of the United 
States—shall be reduced in weizht to the extent of such 
excess; and_duty shal! be levied on such imported wool, 
according t@ its value per pound, when so reduced in 
weight. 

Mr. WADE. I believe that better effects the 
object that was intended by the committee than 
their own provision. I do not want to alter what 
they intend to cffect; but it seems to me, this 
amendment would be better At any rate, let us 
have a vote upon it. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. President, I consider 
this the mostimportant amendment that has been 
offered. I know something about this imported 
wool. I have seen wool imported free, valued 
under 18 cents a pound, that was actually worth 
60 cents a pound after it was cleansed; and a very 
| large proportion of the wool that is imported free, 
under 18centsa pound, is actually wool thatcomes 
in competition with our best grades of western 
wool. Now, sir, this proviso of the committee 
does not reach the case. You cannot prove that 
they intended fraud. The wool is imported in the 
dirt, and it is very dirty; it is mixed, and it is 
wonderfully mixed; but there is every grade, and 
there is every grade of dirt. Let the wool be re- 
duced to its proper weight when cleaned, and you 
will have an absolute barto fraud. Without that, 
you have no bar. I hope this amendment will be 
adopted. I hope that every friend of the bill will 
vote for it; for it is the only safeguard that has 
yet been offered against fraud. 

Mr. SIMMONS. I will not detain the Senate 
long; but I desire to correct a little misapprehen- 
‘ sion on the part of the Senator from Michigan. 
The committce did not insert this proviso in the 
bill. It was in the bill as itcame from the House; 
but I should vote against altering it. This taking 
the wool in the custom-house and cleaning the 
yolk and the dirt out of it to find how much per- 
centage it should pay, would be a very unsafe 

rocess. If this provision is retained, and there 
is danger about its being embarrassed by the words 
‘for the purpose of avoiding duty,” í will move 
to strike them out;so that, if it comes in ina state 
other than the ordinary state, it shall pay the high- 
est duty; and then, whether they intend to cheat 
or not, if it is not imported in the ordinary way 
let them pay 9 cents upon it. 

Mr. BIGLER. We have a right to do that 
now, as the Senator from Ohio proposes to strike 
| out the whole clause. 

Mr. SIMMONS. I say if the provision is not 
stricken out, and it is deemed necessary, I will 
| move that amendment. : 

Mr. BIGLER. But we can do it now, if it is 
desired, before the motion to strike out is put, 

ii Mr. SIMMONS. I cannot offer the amend- 
|| ment until the present one is disposed of. 

Mr. GRIMES. I ask that the amendment be 
again reported. 

The Sceretary read it. 

Mr. CHANDLER. 
| nays on the amendment. 
| The yeas and nays were not ordered. 
4 The amendment was rejected. 
| 
i 
$ 


I call for the yeas and 


| recurs on the amendment offered by the Senator 
: from Kentucky. 

Mr. POWELL. On that question I call for 
the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. ; 

Mr. SIMMONS. I wish to say one word. 
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|| Here is a proposition to reduce the duty on this ; 


fine wool 20 per cent., which is not near as much 
protection, in my deliberate judgment, as they 


ii 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question | 


‘interest here. 


have under. the provisions of. this bils If, Sena= 
tors want tọ destroy whatlittle enconragementwe 
have-undertaken-to give the growing of:wool, they 
can vote for.it. I hope the. friends of the -wool- 
growers-will vote against ite 0s 0r S60 pe, 
Mr: POWELL. © Fhe: Senator. from: Rhod 
Island seems. to. be the champion of ‘the farming. 
I have noidea thatthe amendment, 
[ propose will satisfy the manufacturing interest, 
but I do think it will satisfy the farmers: Khope 
it will be adopted: -: ee i 
Mr. CHANDLER.. 
again reported. oe oe 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. It-will be read 
Mr. GREEN, I object to the reading oouo 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. : Objection be- 
ing made to the reading of the amendment, it hav- 
ing been, repeatedly. read, it can only -be.readsby 
a vote of the Senate. The questionis:.“¢ Shall the 
amendment be read?” E Aor 
The call for the reading of thé. amendment was 
negatived. deb gta 
The question being taken by yeas and nayson 
Mr. PoweLL’s amendment, resulted—yeas.:20, 
nays 22; as follows: i : 
YEAS—Messrs. Bayard, Bingham, Bragg, Bright, Cling- 
man, Green, Gwin, Hemphill, Hunter, Johnson of Tennes- 
see, Kennedy, Lane, Latham, Mason, Nicholson, Pearce, 
Polk, Powell, Sebastian, and Trumbull—20. “A 
NAYS—Messrs. Anthony, Bigler, Cameron, Chandler, 
Clark, Dixon, Doolittle, Douglas, Fessenden, Foot, Poster, 
Grimes, Hale, Harlan, King, Seward, Simmons, Sumner, 
Ten Eyck, Wade, Wilkinson, and Wilsou-—-22, . i 
8o the amendment was rejected. 


Mr. POWELL. I propose to amend the twelfth 
section by inserting, after the word.‘ pound,” 
in the ninth line, these words: ‘shall be subject 
to.a duty of 20 per centum ad valorem.” That 
will make the 20 per centi duty apply only. tọ 
coarse wools. i etia $ 

The Secretary read the amendment, in the ninth 
line of the twelfth section, to insert, after the word 
“ pound,” the words“ shall be subject to a duty 
of 2n per cent. ad valorem; ” so that the clause will 
read: AS 


First. All woo} unmanufactured, and all hair of the 
alpaca, goat, and other like animais, unmanufactured, the 
value whereof at the last port or place from whence ex- 
ported to the United States shall excved 18 cents per pound, 
and shall not exceed 24 cents per pound, shall be subject 
to a duty of 20 per cent. ad valorem. : a0 

Mr. POWELL. I desire to modify that amend- 
ment by striking out the words ‘shall exceed 
18 cents per pound, and,” ` 

Mr. BINGHAM, That 
ment I offered. 

Mr. POWELL. Then the clause will read: 

All wool unmanufactured, and all hair of the alpaca, 
goat, and other like animals, unmannfactured, the value 
whereof at the last port or place from whence exported to 
the United States shall not exceed 24 cents per pound, shall 
be subject to a duty of 20 percent. ad valorem. 


Mr. BIGLER. As I understand the Senator 
from Kentucky, he is in fact offering: the same 
amendment which has been voted down. =< 

Mr. POWELL. No, sir. ; 

Mr. BIGLER. Itis substantially the same. 

Mr. POWELL, Certainly, not. 

Mr. HUNTER. The Senator from. Pennsyl- 
vania is mistaken, The other proposed a duty of 
3 cents, and this 20 per cent. 

Mr. BIGLER. The Senator moves to make 
the duty 20 per cent. ad valorem, and that was 
voted down. 

Mr. HUNTER. Oh, no. The proposition 
voted down was to impose a duty of 3 centsa 
pound. : 

Mr. POWELL. This is an ad valorem duty 
that I propose; and it is to extend only to coarse 
wools. 

Mr. CAMERON. JI havea word to say to the 
friends of the bill. Some of these amendments 
are in substance the same as the provisions in the 
bill. Then why are they necessary? If they de- 
sire to carry the bill, I hope they will vote against 
all the amendments. a E 

Mr. BINGHAM. I understand the proposi- 
tion of the Senator from Kentucky. is to levy a 
duty of 20 per cent. on wool valucd-at:Jess than 
24 cents a pound. That isa higher.rate of duty 


Let: the ‘amendment be 


is exactly the amend- 


| than my proposition to lay a duty of 3 cents a 
Ñ pound on it, which would be from 12 to 15 per 
‘cent.’ I should prefer a lower rate, because I-do 


not want to do anything to injure the manufac- 


i turers; but I shall vote for this amendment now 
i as the best 1 can do, 
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Mr. POWELL called for the yeas and nays on 
his amendment, and they were ordered ;and being 
taken, resulted—yeas 18, nays 23; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Bayard, Bingham, Bragg, Bright, Cling- 
man, Green, Gwin, Hemphill, Hunter, Johnson of ‘ennes- 
see, Kennedy, Lane, Latham, Mason, Nicholson, Polk, 
Powell, and: Sebastian—18, 

NAYS—Messrs. Anthony, Bigler, Cameron, Chandler, 
‘Clark, Dixon, Doolittle, Durkee, Fessenden, Foot, Foster, 
Grimes, Hale, Harlan, King, Seward, Simmons, Summer, 
‘Ten Eyck, Trumbull, Wade, Wilkinson, and Wilson—23. 


So the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr: GREEN. I think itis impossible to get 
through with this bill to-day, and f move that the 
Senate adjourn. [Oh! no.”] It is Saturday 
evening. 
~ Mr, BIGLER. We had better go on an hour 
“yet. 

Phe uestion being put on the motion to ad- 
‘jJonrn, there were, on a division—ayes 12, noes 21. 

Mr.GREEN. That is not a quorum. 

«<The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Foster 
in the chair.) Itis sufficient that the Senate do 
not adjourn. . 

Mr. BAYARD. But you cannot go on with 
business without a quorum. 

Mr. HALE. How many voted? 

Mr. BAYARD. I submit that unless it ap- 
pears that there is a quorum of the Senate on 
any question which is brought before it, we can 

roceed to no other business until a quorum is 
there. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. ‘We can take 
no vote without a quorum; butit does not require 
a quorum on a question of adjournment. 

r: TRUMBULL. T ask for a recount. I 
think there is a quorum in the Senate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The motion 
is, that the Senate do now adjourn. 

The question being again put, there were, on 
a division—ayes 12, noes 25. 

So the motion was not agreed to. 


` Mr. MASON. T wish to offer an amendment 

‘to this bill, and but one. If the policy of the bill 
be to prohibit the importation of any matter men- 
tioned in it, it has been effected, I doubt not, by 
the clause which I shall propose to amend; or if 
the policy of the bill be to depart from the usual 
spirit of taxation, to impose taxes upon necessa- 
ries and to exempt luxuries, it is effected by the 
clause to which I shall advert. I propose to 
amend the bill, in section six, on page 7, from 
lines thirty-eight to forty-three—the tax on cigars. 
The bill imposes a graduated tax upon cigars, 
taxing very heavily thosc that are cheap, and 
proportionally exempts from tax those that are 
expensive and costly. The bill provides—lI take 
the printed amend ment, as J understand theamend- 
ment proposed by the committee was adopted: 

On cigars of all kinds, valued at $5, or under, per thou- 
sand, 20 cents per pound; over $5, aud not over $10, 40 
cents Ber pound 3 and over 810, 60 cents per pound, and, in 
addition thereto, 10 per centum ad valorem. 

My attention has been called to that, because 
the section of country from which I come is deeply 
interested in the tobacco product. I never had 
inquired into it before particularly, but I was sur- 
prised that they could take tobacco from Virginia 


and Kentucky toGermany,and there manufacture | 


it into cigars, and bring them back and sell the 
cigars at prices that brought them within reach 
of the humblest smoker. I know enough of to- 
bacco and the consumption of tobacco to know 


that, like tea and coffee, it has become a neces- | 
sary, an absolute necessary. We might dispense | 


with teaand coffee, as faras nutrition is concerned, 
and live without them; and we mightdispense with 
‘tobacco, as far as nutrition is concerned, and live 
without it; but it has entered into such general 
use among all classes, the wealthy and the poor, 
as to have become as essentially a necessary as 
these eastern products of tea and coffee. Itisa 
necessary to the poor man, an indulgence to the 
more wealthy class; anecessary to the poor man, 
that he may have the tobacco; an indulgence to 
the wealthy class, that he may indulge himself in 
flavor. Those who projected this bill tax the 
necessary of the poor, and comparatively exempt 
the indulgence of the wealthy, as I will show to 


ou, and in the most extraordinary manner. | 


fho ever heard of cigars being rated by the 
pound? They are not rated so in the market. 


Mr. BAYARD. The English tariff imposes a | 


duty on the pound. 
Mr, MASON. But we are not in England. 


| 
I 
| 


‘try, of cigars being valued by the pound—I mean 


Mr. BIGLER. We were yesterday,on the 
warehousing subject. Sak: 
Mr. MASON. Who ever heard, in this coun- 


who among the consumers? I had not the most 
remote idea how many cigars by the tale would 
be measured by a pound; nor has anybody else. 
I doubt whether there is a Senator on this floor, 
unless those who have projected this bill, who 
have any idea how many cigars make a pound. 
They are sold by the thousand, or by the hun- 
dred, or by the dozen. 

Mr. POLK. I am under the impression that 
the Senator from Virginia is mistaken. The pound 
portion was struck out, I believe, and now the 
valuation is by the thousand. 

Mr. MASON. I take the bill as it is here; the 
amendment is in italics, 

Mr. BIGLER. The Senator from Virginia is 
right. 

“Mr. MASON. The amendment which has been 
adopted values them at so much a pound. My 
attention was drawn to it to see how the tax would 
work. The bill taxes cigars that are valued at 
$5 or under per thousand, 20 cents per pound in 
the first place, as a specific tax, and then 10 per 
cent. ad valorem additional. I put myself to the 
trouble of inquiring, and I found that the cheapest 
cigars that are imported are those, I think, chiefly 
from Germany; and far the larger portion of 
cigars that are brought from Germany are at prices 
from $2 50 to $3 per thousand. Now, as the bill 
stands with the amendment of the committee, 
cigars valued at $2 50 or $3 per thousand in Ger- 
many, are taxed 20 cents a pound, and of these 
Seer a thousand weigh about thirteen pounds. 
Then the tax upon them by weight is $2 60 a 
thousand. Putting their value at $2 50, (and the 
larger number of cigars, I believe, are imported at 
that rate,) the ad valorem tax of 10 per cent. is 25 
cents more, so that these cigars, which cost about 
$2 50 in Germany, are taxed here $2 85, or 114 
per cent, 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I should like to inquire 
of the Senator from Virginia if he understands 
this 10 per cent. to apply to the cheaper cigars. 
According to the grammatical construction of the 
bill as it is—I do not know what may have been 
the intention of the framers—it seems to me the 
punctuation makes it clear that the 10 per cent. 
ad valorem only applies to the higher priced cigars. 

Mr. MASON. I read the text, and certain! 
in construction, whatever may have been intended, 
the ad valorem tax applies to all the classes of 
cigars here mentioned. It reads thus: 

On cigars of all kinds valued at $5 or under per thou- 
sand, 20 cents per pound; over $5 and not over $10, 40 
cents per pound ; and over $10, 60 cents per pound, and, in 
addition thereto, 10 per centum ad valorem. 

The punctuation will hardly affect the construc- 
tion; but that would make a matter of very little 
moment. This 10 per cent. ad valorem is a very 
small tax in proportion to the tax by weight. 
Thus it would result that these cigars, costing 
$2 50 a thousand in Germany, would be taxed 
$2 60 by weight, and 25 cents by the ad valorem 
percentage, making $2 85, or 114 per cent. Ci- 
gars that cost over $10 a thousand are taxed 60 
centsa pound, and, in addition thereto, 10 per cent. 
ad valorem. At the rate of 13 pounds to the thou- 
sand, that would make the whole tax at $12 80 
at 60 cents a pound, or about 125 per cent. 

I speak of these cheap cigars as a necessary to 
the poorer people, just as much so as a pipe is 
necessary to those who cannot afford even the | 
indulgence of a cheap cigar. It isa necessary, 
quite as much so as tea or coffee. How is it with | 
those who can afford greater indulgence? We 
know that cigars cost in Cuba, where the higher 
flavored tobacco is raised, every imaginable price, 
from $50 to $500 per thousands | 

Several Sewarorns. Oh, no. From $5 to $50. | 

Mr. MASON. Idare say some are sold at $5, | 
or $10, or $20 a thousand; but I know, from cor- | 
rect information, that cigars are sold in Cuba at | 
$100, $200, $300, and $400 per thousand—depend- 
entupon weight? No. Dependentupon flavor. I 
know that tobacco in the State of Virginia, raised | 
in the same county and the same year, and sold at 
the same market, by planters within ten or twenty Í 
miles of each other, will sell, some at $8 and some 
at $80 a hundred by the hogshead. Thatis owing 
to the flavor. Yet this bill taxesthe luxu ry of those 
who can afford to indulge their palate in this high | 


flavor, even when cigars are brought here from 
Cuba at $50 a thousand, at 25 per cent.; while the 
necessary of life to the poor man is taxed from 
114 to 125 per cent. Where is the justice of it? 
It is covered up by charging sò much per pound, 
but the result is the same—to tax the necessary 
to prohibition, and to tax the luxury in the most 
lement and indulgent manner. 

I move, as this policy has to be carried out by 
an amendment, in line thirty-nine of the sixth 
section, to strike out the word ‘‘five ’’ and insert 
the word ‘‘three;’’ in line forty, as part of the 
same amendment, to strike out ‘420° and insert 
10.” It will then read: 

On cigars of all kinds valued at $3 and under, per thou- 
sand, 10 cents per pound. ` ` 

If that is adopted, I shall pursue it by reducing 
pro ruta the rest of the taxation. 

Mr. CAMERON. Ithink the Senator from 
Virginia has made a mistake in the basis of hia 
calculation. I do not believe a thousand cigars 
can weigh thirteen. pounds. I believe if he had 
said three pounds, he would have been nearer 
right; certainly not more than four pounds. That 
takes off two thirds of his calculation. The rea- 
son for taking these low-priced cigars is this: the 
whole cigar-making business of this country has 
been carried to Germany, because those people 
there make a false cigar, a cigar mixed up with 
ingredients which are not tobacco. They will 
use a little tobacco, but worthless articles are put 
in besides, and they are sent here for actually less 
than tobacco can be bought for. The cigars are 
actually sold here ata less rate per thousand than 
tobacco can be sold for in this country. Yet the 
tobacco goes there, and comes back in the shape 
of cigars, 

Lam not willing to admit that this isa necessary, 
though some may think it is; but, whether it 1s 
or not, poor people in this country formerly made | 
their living by making cigars. The poor women, 
the widows, and the orphan children of the coun- 
try made cigars, out of which they supported 
themselves before this business got into foreign 
hands; and this worthless article is made abroad, 
and then they cheat us in the invoice, just as the 
Senator from Illinois, a little while ago, said the 
great wrong in this whole system of ad valorems 
was the cheating connected with it, the false in- 
voices, and the false swearing. This cigar mak- 
ing is part of that business. F tell you they will 
bring the cigars here, notwithstanding the duties 
you place on them, and sell them for less than 
they can be made for in this country, regardless 
of the cost of the tobacco; and there has been 
more fraud in the article of German cigars than 
In any other article which has been brought into 
this country. I know more about the poor peo- 
ple of this country than the Senator from Vir- 
ginia,and perhaps more than any other man here. 
{ know all their wants, all their sympathies, all 
their feelings. I know they have no interest in 
that which he advocates. Their interest, on the 
contrary, is to give as much labor as possible to 
our own people. The honest poor of this coun- 
try ask no boon but to be allowed to work, and 
get proper wages for it. Give them work, and 
they will sustain themselves, regardless of any 
surroundings they may have. They ask nothing 
more. 

Mr. MASON. I have no doubt in the world that 
the tobacco out of which these inferior cigars are 
made is the cheapest kind of tobacco that can be 
got from any place. We do not smoke, except 
In pipes, in my country. Tobacco is raised in 
Virginia. I do not know that it is made into 
cigars for any consumption at home; but I do 
know that the tobacco which is sent from this 
country to Europe is consumed in Europe, after 
being subjected to their process of manufacture, 
under cireumstances which lead to this result: 
that a hogshead of tobacco which would cost $100 
in Richmond, Virginia, will pay a duty of $1,200 
at Liverpool, to the British Government; then be 
sold to the consumer at less than $10 a hundred, 
or 10 cents a pound. Yet those who consume 
that tobacco consider it as much of a necessary 
as those in this country who drink their coffee at 
morning, midday,and night. What sort of cof- 
fee? The cheapest kinds of West India coffee, 
that hardly, to those whose palates have beer 
otherwise educated, would be considered coffee 
at all; but to them itisa necessary, absolutely a 
necessary. So with tobacco. `: 
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The honorable Senator says he would not.con- 
sider ita necessary, Perhaps I would not, or per- 
haps I might. It would depend on whether we 
had been accustomed to its use. We all know 
that such is the consumption of tobacco through- 
out the world, that the potentates of Europe have 
been enabled to speculate on the necessities of 
their poor, and make them take it in the most 
drugged, deteriorated, and injurious form, because 
they will take it, and derive a large revenue from 
it. Now, as to the Senator’s idea that the poorer 
people, who use these inferior cigars, are not in- 
terested in having cheap cigars, | leave that issue 
with him, as an ordinary question of political 
economy. I take it for granted they can better 
determine from their earnings whether they can 
afford to buy cigars thatare brought in from Ger- 
many, and bought there at $2 50 a thousand, 
cheaper than they can afford to buy those that 
are manufactured by the labor around them. 

I have moved in this matter because I really 
looked on these cheap cigars as a.necessary, and 
found that they had been prohibited, and that the 
more expensive cigars had been treated very len- 
iently by the rate of duty, because cigars at @15a 
thousand pay but 25 per cent. under the impo- 
sition here. I speak in round terms. You pro- 
hibit the necessary by expensive taxes, and ad- 
mit the luxury under the small tax. Now, as to 
the weight —— 

Mr. BAYARD. I wish to understand the hon- 
oranie Senator, if he will allow me to interrupt 

im. 

Mr. MASON. Certainly. 

Mr. BAYARD. [understand him to say that 
it takes thirteen thousand of these cigars to make 
a pound, I doubt it very much. 

“Mr. MASON. I did not say that it takes thir- 
teen thousand of these cigars to a pound; but that 
there are thirteen pounds of these cigars toa thou- 
sand. It is just the very opposite of what the 
Senator supposes. The Senator from Pennsyl- 
vania doubted the estimate. 

Mr. BIGLER. The German cigars run about 
six pounds to the thousand, and the other from 
ten to twelve pounds to the thousand. - 

Mr. MASON, What were the Senator’s 
sources of information? 

Mr. BIGLER. My friend from Rhode Island, 
who actually weighed them during the sittings of 
our committee. 

Mr. MASON. I will tell you the sources of 
information I had. I had no more idea of the 
number of cigars it would take to make a pound 
than the honorable Senator has of how much mo- 
lasses it would take to make a yard. [{Laughter.] 
One is as much confounded as the other. I ob- 
tained, through a friend of mine, the information 
from a German importer in Baltimore. The re- 
ply of the importer was that the German cigars 
which were sold at $2 50 to §3 a thousand weighed 
about thirteen pounds to the thousand. 

Mr. SIMMONS. Ido not wish to prolong 
this debate. [should think that anybody who 
read the original bill, and read the amendments, 
would understand the object of the committee in 
classifying these cigars. In the original bill, 
cigars were all taxed at 50 cents a pound, no mat- 
ter what they cost. We have made three stages, 
and put 20 cents a pound on the very low cigars, 
costing $5 thousand and under; 40 cents a pound 
on those between $5 and $10 a thousand; and 60 
cents a pound, with an addition to that of 10 per 
cent. on those above $10 a thousand; because we 
knew there were some of these very costly cigars, 
and we thought we could very well put a little 
ad valorem duty on them in addition to the specific 
duty. Now, sir, the Senator from Virginia has 
taken an hour to show that we put the lowest 
rates on the highest cigars; that is, that 60 cents 
is lower than 20! Thatis the amountofit. He 
trics to make it out that 20 cents is more than 60 
cents by pound weight. When you come to the 
ad volorem duty in this case, if I understand the 
structure of the sentence, it applies only to the 
highest cigars That is the way I have been 
taught to read. But perhaps I did not study in 
the right school; and I never went to school much, 
anyhow. t 

Now, I will tell you about the weight of the 
cigars. The Senator from Pennsylvania is mis- 
taken about my weighing them. One of my col- 
leagues on the select committee was the Senator 
from Vermont, [Mr. Cottamer.] He is about 


as accurate in everything he does-as any man I: 
ever knew. You hardly ever hear him utter a sen- 
tence here that does not come in form as if ithad 
been weighed forty times over ina balance. He 
weighed these cigars, and told me the result of the 
specimens he got. Then the minister from Ger- 


| many came in here occasionally, and called my 


attention to the enormity of this 50 cents a pound 
duty. In order to get at it, I asked him the weight 
of the cheap cigars, and he said that he thought 
they weighed about. six to eight pounds a thou- 
sand. He wanted me to make another stage in 
this matter, as the Senator from Virginia does. 
He thought it would do much to conciliate foreign 
nations by our taking off these duties! 


pected him to weigh the heaviest ones he had, to 
show how enormous these duties were; but I 
thought that the distinguished representative of 
that country to our Government was a man of 
honor; that I was safe in assuming that he told 
me about what the fact was. I did not calculate to 
go all over the city, and find out what was right to 
put on the $5 a thousand cigars. I supposed they 
would weigh about eight pounds to the thousand, 
and that would make a duty of $1 60, which would 
be a litle over 30 per cent. I agree that this is 
over our average rate. If they did not weigh more 
than six pounds to the thousand, it would be less. 
I thought the use of these cigars, and especially 
the cheap ones, was one of the greatest vices that 


| the young men were subject to. You see a boy 


going along the streets now, eleven years old, with 
a cigar in his mouth. I never did thrash mine 
much, but if I caught one of them at it when he 
was young, I think I should be tempted to depart 
from my usual rules of discipline. (Laughter.] 

The Senator from Virginia says this is a neces- 
sary. So is liquor to some people. We put 75 
cents a gallon on brandy. That is as necessary 
to some people as bread. I am not a very strong 
temperance man myself; but I certainly would put 
about as high a duty on liquors as f would on 
tobacco, and I chew tobacco every day;and when 
I cannot get good, I have to chew bad. I have 
got into such a foolish habit that I cannot very 
welldo without it, and I have some sympathy for 
those who get addicted to vices; but l do not want 
to coax them into them by regulating the tariff. 
The minister from Germany told me that these 
cheap cigars weighed from six to eight pounds to 
the thousand. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. What did the Senator from 
Vermont say? 

Mr. SEMMONS. He weighed some Habanas, 
and they weighed a pound to the hundred, These 
German cigars, however, are the meanest kind of 
cigars and the lightest kind and the cheapest kind, 
and they have the lowest duty on them. IfI 
thought there would have been so much noise 
about it, I believe I should have let the House 
duty of 50 cents a pound stand; but I thought we 
might very well reduce that, and graduate it ac- 
cording to the quality of the articles. My pur- 
pose has been all along to try to perfect this bill, 
so that there could be no more paper calculations 
about its being 160 per cent.; butit does not make 
any difference what you do; I believe if you put 
these cigars at 5 cents a pound, somebody would 
make it out that the duty was 400 per cent.; and 
and if it was 40 cents, they would make it out 20 
per cent., if that suited them. They can cipher 
anything. Anybody who reads the amendment, 
will know that the committee intended to grad- 
uate these duties according to the value of the 
article. 

I never heard of any cigars at $500 to the thou- 
sand, that the Senator speaks of. They would be 
50 cents apiece. Ifa man smoked them as much 
as some men smoke, he would want $1,000,000 
income to find him in cigars. I do not know but 
that there are such cigars. Ihave got so that 1 
never dispute any extravagant statement which is 
made when a tariff is up. The Senator tries to 
make out that we impose a lower duty on the 
highest priced cigars. Well, if there are any 
cigars at $500 a thousand, the pound duty would 
be $1 50, and the 10 per cent. in addition would 
be $50, making the duty $51 50 on the $500. I 
never heard of any such cigars before. That 
story was not got up until this bill was made; and 
I hope we shall not alter it for that. 

Mr. MASON. I think we have a right to ex-. 
peet that when a Senator brings ima bill chang- 


€ f If Lhad f 
| gone to an importer of cigars, I should -haye ex- 
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ing the general mode of assessing a duty; he 
should be prepared to inform the Senate. how that 
mode will quadrate-how- it will squaré with the 
former mode.. I-said to him, as E:suppose other 
Senators will say, that Ehad not the most remote 
idea how. much a thousand cigars would weigh. 
I: know the: experience of our country. has been 
that. cigars are purchased: at. home, as awell-as 
abroad, by the:tale, not by weight; and yet he 
comes in here and confounds, in the assessing of 
his duty, the weight of cigars and the number. 
To get the. information necessary, Isought-it in 
the mode I have stated.-L got itfrom an importer 
of these cheap cigars. Ido not know that I ever 
saw one of them; but it was reported that ittook 
thirteen pounds in weight. to make a thousand.: I 
knew: also,-what the Senator seems to be or as» 
sumes to be incredulous of, that tobacco, like tex, 
like wine, like brandy, is valued not by its weight, 
not byits bulk, butby its favor. ItolditheSenator 
what [ had seen in my own State-—two hogshéads 
of tobacco raised-in the same.county, inthe same 
year, on two different plantations, within! two 
miles of each other, one hogshead selling at $8 a 
hundred, and the other at $80-—-800 per cent. dif- 
ference. What made that difference? : 
Mr. SIMMONS. ‘fF do not mean to: question 
the accuracy of these statements at all. : 
Mr. MASON.. Ido not understand that; but I 
understood the Senator to assign-very little weight 
to the fact that flavor discriminated the value; and 
yet it does; and I said what I happened to.have 
heard from gentlemen who have been conversant 
with the markets in Havana, and have been curi» 
ous in their cigars—l am not so. j ; 
Mr. CAMERON. If the Senator from Vir- 
ginia will allow me, L will state that Lam informed 
by one of our deorkeepers, who was inthe cigar 
business, that the average weight is: about seven 
and a half pounds to the thousand. +. : 
Mr. MASON. Iknownothingaboutthe door- 
keeper, or what his business is when he is at homes 
but E suppose the weight of the cigar will depend 
upon the quality of the tobacco. in it.. I stated 
what I happened to hear incidentally—that in 
the prices that are paid by the very wealthy peo» 
ple for their indulgencies, they paid as high as 
$500 a thousand for their cigars. During this 
winter—not in reference to this billin the slightest 
degree, certainly before I knew there.was such a 
rovision in the bill, and the gentleman to whom 
referred had no knowledge of it—a friend of mine 
gave me a cigar; a single one of an importation at 
$500athousand.. They arediscriminated by their 
flavor entirely; yet the scheme of this bill isto 
impose a tax on the poorer class who use ‘the 
cheaper cigars, to the exemption of the more 
wealthy class, who can afford to indulge in this 
whim, this taste, which the Senator seems to be 
incredulous about. - 3 : 
Mr, CLINGMAN. : I do not think we shall:be 
able to finish this bill to-day; and I move that the 
Senate adjourn. ' 
The motion was not agreed to; there being, on 
a division—ayes li, noes 24. 
Mr. BAYARD. Iam by-no means sure that 
I shall not vote for the amendment of the honor- 
able Senator from Virginia, to reduce the duty on 
these cigars one, half. They are fixed inthe bill 


| at varying rates, according to the valuation, and 


his proposition is to reduce the duties one half, 
I think he has fallen into some errors in his state- 
ment. Ido not believe that, under any circum- 
stances, the flavor of cigats ever made the. cost 
in Cuba anything like an approximation to the 
amount he states.. I do not think that cigars ever 
cost in Cuba, dependent upon their flavor, $75 
a thousand, much less $500. I do not mean to 
say that men may not pey that for fancy cigars, 
put up in, boxes which have no value, allowing 
themselves to be fooled into the payment of ex- 
travagant sums in that way; but I mean to say 


| that the flavor of thë cigar will not vary its price 


in the island of Cuba—I think I know something 


| aboutit—so as to make it exceed over $60 or $70 


a thousand at the outside, dependent on the flavor, 
independent of any particular mode of making the 
cigar, and the mode in which it is put up, and all 
the contrivances that men resoft to.in order to 
please the eye. If you-choose to indulge in the 
luxury of the eye, connected with the form of the 
cigar and the mode in which it is prepared, and 
all that, in preferencé to the flavor, of course you 
must pay for it; butas regards the mere question — 
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of the-value of acigar occasioned by the difference 

in:favor,.J-do not suppose, in any case, it would 
exceed $60.or $70 a thousand at the outside, and 
J doubt whether it would ever go over $60. —. 

- Apart from’ that, there is a principle involved 
in this matter, ‘Though it is truc that tobacco 
has. become an artificial want, and therefore, in 
that sense, a necessity, as I admit, to the country 
at large—for almost all classes smoke—that is not 

“a reason why (when you are imposing adaty for 

the purpose of revenue) if you find that spurious 
articles. have been introduced into the country, 
which are not tobacco, and may be more injuri- 
ous, you should notin your-legislation lay a 
heavier duty. on. the spurious articles than upon 
those which are really and intrinsically what they 
are represented. to-be. Now my impression is, 
that the vast amount of these cigars that are called 
‘German cigars are anything but tobacco. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question 
ig on the amendment of the Senator from Virginia. 
Mr. MASON. Lask for the yeas and nays, 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. MASON. I shall take the vote on this 
amendment as testing the purpose of the Senate 
to interfere with this graduation of duties; and if 
it-be rejected, I shall not press it further. 

The question being taken by yeas and nays; 
resulted—yeas 11, nays 25; as follows: 

“YBAS—Messrs. Bragg, Gwin, Hemphill, Hunter, John- 
son of Tennessee, Lane, Mason, Nicholson, Polk, Powell, 
and Rice—Ll. 
` NAYS—Messrs. Anthony, Bigier, Bingham, Cameron, 
Chandler, Clark, Dixon, ‘Doolittle, Durkee, Fessenden, 
Poot, Poster, Grimes, Hale, Harlan, King, Latham, Mor- 
rill, Seward, Simmons, Sumner, Ten. Eyck, Trumbull, 
Wade, and Wilson—25. 


So the amendment was rejected. 


Mr. WILSON. [ask the unanimous consent 
of the Senate to introduce a resolution in regard 
to the hour of meeting. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Foster.) 
The resolution wil] be read for information. 

The Secretary read it, as follows: 

Resolved, That on and-after Monday next the daily hour 
of meeting of the Senate shall be eleven o’clock, until 
otherwise ordered: 

-The PRESIDING OFFICER. The resolution 
can now be received only by. unanimous consent. 
The Chair hears no objection. 

Mr. BAYARD. Is it in order to consider the 
resolution vow, if it be objected to? 

» The PRESIDING OFFICER. It is not. 

Mr. BAYARD. Then I must object to it. 

’ Mr, WILSON, I submit.an amendment to the 
billas an additional section. 

Mr. SIMMONS. I havea goed many amend- 
ments.to offer. 

Mr. WILSON. I thought you were through. 

Mr. SIMMONS. ‘When we came to the sec- 
tion which the Senator from Kentucky wanted to 
amend, as. that was regularly in order, I waived 
making some little verbal alterations until he got 
through with it. It is very late; and a strong ap- 
peal has been made to me not to press. this bill 
further to-day. If it can go over now, and be the 
first business in order on Monday, I am willing, 
as this is Saturday night, to go home. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. How many more days 
does the Senator expect to continue with this bill, 
and adjourn at this early hour? 

Mr. SIMMONS. If we go on in the way we 
have done this afternoon, we shall take some con- 
siderable time yet. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. We have only twelve 
toya left; and there is a great deal to do. 

Mr. SIMMONS. Iwill hurry it up as fast as 
Tam able. 

Mr. WILSON. Then let us lay the bill over, 
and take up the question about the hour of meet- 
ing. . 

Mr. SIMMONS. Very well. 

Mr. WILSON, ‘Let the tariff bill be laid over, 
for the purpose of taking up the proposition fixing 
the hour of meeting at eleven o’clock. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That resolu- 
tion having been objected to, it lies over, under 
the rules, until to-morrow, and it cannot be con- 
sidered to-day. ; 

Mr. BAYARD. I object. 

Mr. CAMERON. I hope our friends will not 
think of adjourning until we have taken this bill 
out of committee. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. There: is no 
motion tə adjourn before the Senate. 


Mr. POWELL. I move that the Senate do 
now adjourn. f 

The motion was not agreed to; there being, on 
a division—ayes 16, noes 22. 

Mr. POWELL.: Mr. President — 

Mr. SIMMONS: I hope the Senator will allow 
me now to go on with the amendments, princi- 
pally verbal alterations, that I was on when he 
commenced with the wool business. ; 

Mr. POWELL. I yield to the Senator with 
pleasure; but [notify him that I haveother amend- 
ments to the twelfth section. : 

Mr. SIMMONS. After we prepare the bill as 
well as we can, we shall expect to meet all amend- 
ments that come. I should like to inquire how 
far we got along when this interruption took 
place. On what page were we? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair is 
informed that progress was made to page 7 of the 
bill. The last amendment proposed wason page 7. 

Mr. SIMMONS. That was the proposition of 
the Senator from Virginia. We were further 
ahead than that, I think. 

Mr. CLARK. We were on page 13. 

Mr. SIMMONS. I recollect moving to insert 
“ chromate and bichromate of potash,” at 3 cents 
a pound duty, in page 11. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That was in 
the ninth section. 

Mr. SIMMONS. As we have raised the-duty 
on flaxseed, I propose, in the seventeenth line 
of the ninth section, to strike out “ 16 °° and in- 
sert ‘20,”? on the oils, so as to make that duty 
20 cents per gallon. The clause will then read: 

On linseed, flaxseed, hempseed, and rapeseed oil, 20 
cents per gallon, i 

The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. SIMMONS. On page 26, after the word 
ad valorem, in the twentieth line, I propose to in- 
sert the words “on jute goods 15 per cent. ad va- 
lorem.’? This is a description of the cheaper kind 
of goods made of jute; and I wish to put those 
goods at 15 per cent. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. SIMMONS. I give notice that I intend on 
Monday-—it is so dark now that I cannot see my 
own writing —— 

Mr. HALE. I move that the Senate adjourn. 

Mr. SIMMONS. I desire to give notice of 
what I intend to do on Monday. 

Mr. HALE. | withdraw the motion to enable 
the Senator to give that notice. 

Mr. SIMMONS. I shall then move to amend 
the first section of the bill in reference to the loan. 
I shall also move to amend the fifth section, in ref- 
erence to the duties on sugar, &c., and propose a 
smal! duty of 14 cent on coffee, and 3 cents on 
tea, Ihave got to rewrite the amendments be- 
fore I can make them; but I desire to give notice, 
so that Senators may be thinking about the sub- 
ject, and not be taken by surprise. I cannot see 
| todo it now. 

Mr. HALE. 
journ. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. 
nays on the motion. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and being 
taken, resulted—ycas 16, nays 14, as follows: — 

YEAS—Messrs. Anthony, Bayard, Bigler, Bingham, 
Clark, Dixon, Doolittle, Hale, Hemphill, Johnson of Ten- 
nessee, Latham, Pearce, Powell, Simmons, Sumner, and 
i) Wilson—l6. 

} NAYS—Messrs, Cameron, Chandler, Fessenden, Foot, 
Foster, Grimes, Harlan, King, Lane, Morrill, Seward, Ten 
Eyck, Trumbull, and Wade—14. 

So the motion was agreed to; and the Senate 

adjourned. 


I now renew the motion to ad- 


I ask for the yeas and 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
SATURDAY, February 16, 1861. 
The House met at twelve o’clock, m. Prayer 
by the Chaplain, Rev. Tuomas H. Srocxton. 
‘The Journalof yesterday was read and approved. 
CORRESPONDENCE OF LIEUTENANT IHRIE. 
The SPEAKER laid before the House a com- 
| munication from the Secretary of War, declining 
to furnish certain correspondence of George Ihrie, 
late licutenantia the Army, with the War Depart- 
ment; which was laid on the table, and ordered 
to be printed. ; 
ELIZABETH YANCEY. 
Mr. STOKES. Lask unanimous consent of the 
House that the Committee of the Whole. House 


be discharged from the further consideration of 
House bill No. 778, for the relief of the children 
of Elizabeth Yancey, widow of John Yancey. 

There being no objection, the Committee of the 
Whole House was discharged from the further 
consideration of the bill, and the House proceeded 
to consider it. The bill directs the Secretary of 
the Interior to pay to Jane C. Smith and Mary 
Franklin, heirs of Elizabeth Yancey, the amount 
of pension to which she would have been enti- 
tled, at the rate of eighty dollars per annum, from 
December 11, 1839, to December 19, 1848. 

Mr. HOLMAN. - I call for the reading of the 
report. 

The report was read. It appears therefrom that 
Elizabeth was the widow of John Yancey, and 
was married to him in December, 1777; that said 
Yancey served in the war of the Revolution not 
less than three years; a part of this time as a pri- 
vate, and a part as a quartermaster, It is impos- 
sible to say how long he served in each capacity; 
and it is somewhat doubtful that he ever acted as 
quartermaster, though thereis evidence thata man 
of the same name did so serve. The widow ap- 
plied for a pension, under the act of 1836, as early 
as 1839; but from the doubt as to his services as 
quartermaster, the Pension Office suspended the 
decision of the case. The committee allow a pen- 
sion to the widow of eighty dollars per annum 
since the 11th of December, 1839, to the period of 
her decease, to wit, the 19th of December, 1848, 
amounting to $720, and that this sum be paid to 
Jane C. Smith and Mary Franklin, the heirs and 
legal representatives of said: Elizabeth Yancey, 
deceased, she having, until her decease, remained 
the widow of said John Yancey, the revolution- 
ary soldier. 

“The bill was ordered to be engrossed, and read 
a third time; and being engrossed, it was accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. STOKES moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed; and also moved to 
lay the motion to reconsider on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to, 


ELIZA M. PLYMPTON. 

Mr. BRABSON. Iask the unanimous con- 
sent of the House to discharge the Committee of 
the Whole House from the further consideration 
of House bill No 923, granting a pension to Eliza 
M. Plympton. 

There being no objection, the Committee of the 
Whole House was discharged from the further 
consideration of the bill, and the House proceeded 
to consider it. 

The bill directs the Secretary of the Interior to 
| place the name of Eliza M. Plympton, widow of 
the late Colonel Joseph Plympton, of the United 
States Army, on the pension roll, at the rate of 
fifty dollars a month, frora June 5, 1860, for and 
during her natural life. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed, and read 
a third time; and being engrossed, it was accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. BRABSON moved to reconsider the vote 
i by which the bill was passed; and also moved 
to lay the motion to reconsider on the table, 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

HERMAN J. EHLE. 

Mr. CLARK B. COCHRANE. I ask the 
unanimous consent of the House to discharge the 
| Committee of the Whole House from the further 
consideration of House bill No. 653, granting a 
pension to Herman J. Ehle. 

There being no objeetion, the Committee of 
the Whole House was discharged from the fur- 
ther consideration of the bill, and the House pro- 
ceeded to consider it. 

The bill directs theSecretary of the Interior to 
place the name of Herman J. Ehle on the invalid 
pension rolls of the United States, at the rate of 
fifteen dollars per month, to commence on the 
5th of March, 1860, and continue during his nat- 
ural life. 

Mg SIMMS. Is this the report of a commit- 
tee? 

. Mr, CLARK B. COCHRANE. It is aunan- 
imous report from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, and is a very meritorious case. . 

Mr. SIMMS. Let the report be read for in- 
formation. l 

The report was read; from which it appears 


= 


that Herman J. Ehle, now aged sixty-five years, 
served as first lieutenant in the company of rifle- 
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men commanded by Captain William Jenkins, in 
the one hundred and thirty-eighth regiment and 
eleventh brigade of the militia of the State of New 
York, commanded by Lieutenant Colonel George 
H. Nellis, in the war with Great Britain in 1812. 
He was ordered frito the service of the United 
States and joined his company of riflemen on the 
7thday of September,1814, and marched with said 
company to Sackett’s Harbor, and continued in 
actual service of the United States until the 29th 
of September, 1814; that while in camp, in the 
discharge of his duty, being exposed to the cold 
and wet, he was, on or about the 20th of Septem- 
ber, 1814, taken sick with dysentery and the piles 
so severely that his life was despaired of. That 
on or about the 29th of September, 1814, the sur- 
geon of the regiment, Dr. Joshua Webster, or- 
dered petitioner to be sent some, and he was ac- 
cordingly discharged, sick and disabled, and sent 
home in a covered wagon. Petitioner was a well 
man previous to said sickness; that the said sick- 
ness. was not the effect of any vicious conduct on 
his part, and arose solely from great exposure. 
Since that time, his health has been constantly 
impaired; he is wholly incapable of performing 
manual labor, and is greatly afflicted with fre- 
quent attacks of the same disease. Ehle has re- 
ceived a bounty land warrant from the Depart- 
ment; the reason he did not apply sooner was, 


that he did not know until recently of the act of j 


Congress granting pensions to the militia, passed 
April 24,1816. He petitions to receive the bene- 
fit of the act passed April 24, 1816, and to be 
pasea on: the: pension rolls at the pay of a first 
ieutenant. His application to the Pension Office 
for a pension was rejected on the ground “that 
the muster-roll of his company, upon which his 
name is found, furnishes no evidence of disability 
alleged to have been incurred while in the ser- 


ice. 
_Mr. SIMMS. What is the amount of pen- 


sion? 

Mr. CLARK B. COCHRANE. Only $15 per 
month; to commence last March. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read 
a third time; and being engrossed, it was accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr CLARK. B. COCHRANE moved to re- 
consider the vote by which the bill was passed; 
and also moved to lay the motion to reconsider on 
the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


WASHINGTON CITY POLICE. 


Mr. KILGORE. I ask to take up House bill 
No..900, to organize a metropolitan police. 

Mr. THOMAS. 1 want the bill read for in- 
formation. 

The SPEAKER. It is a very voluminous bill. 

Mr. THOMAS, Then I object, if we cannot 
have it read. 


VAN CAMP, CHAPIN, AND OTHERS. 


Mr. FOUKE. Jask unanimous consent to have 
the Committee of the Whole House discharged 
from the further consideration of House bill No. 
772, for the relief of Van Camp, Chapin, and 
others. 

Mr. WASHBURN, of Wisconsin. Is it pro- 
posed to put this bill on its passage now? 

The SPEAKER. Itis. 

Mr. WASHBURN, of Wisconsin. Then I 
object, PRIVATE BUSINESS. i 

Mr. TAPPAN. Idesire to make a suggestion 
to the House. This, it will be observed, is pri- 
vate bill day. We have not, as yet, this session, 
had a single day devoted to private business. I 
now ask unanimous consentof the House to make 
this objection day, for the purpose of considering 
Senate bills to which there shall be no objec- 
tion. 

Mr, LOVEJOY. I hope we will pursue the 
usual course, and take up all bills of a private 
character. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from 
Illinois object to the proposition of the gentleman 
from New Hampshire? 

Mr. LOVEJOY. No, sir. f 

The SPEAKER. Then the Chair will consider 
that as the order of the day. 

Mr, GROW. There are some House bills on 
the Speaker’s table with Senate amendments to 
them. Let ug take them first. 


SPECIAL COMMITTEE ON LIBRARY. 


Mr. MAYNARD. 1 offer the following reso- 
lution: 

Resolved, That the special committee of three, appointed 
under the resclution of the 14th instant, be allowed to sit 
during the sessions of the House, and that they have feave 
to employ a reporter to act as clerk,at a rate of compensa- 
tion notexceeding the rate usually paid for similar services. 


Mr. HOLMAN. 


I object. 
Mr. MAYNARD. 


1 make the point of order 


that the committee is privileged, by the resolutión | 


originating it, to report at any time. Thisisa 
repont from that committee, and an objection does: 
not lie. : 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks the point 
of order well taken. 

_ The question was taken on the resolution; and 
it Was agreed to. 

Mr. MAYNARD moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the resolution was agreed to; and also 
moved to lay the motion to reconsider on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

PEACE PROPOSITIONS. 

Mr. KELLOGG, of Illinois. I desire to pre- 
sent remonstrances from about two hundred citi- 
zens of the district which I represent, against the 
adoption of the propositions which I presented to 
the House a few days since. 

The remonstrances were laid on the table. 

Mr. JOHN COCHRANE. Iask leave to pre- 
sent the proceedings of a Democratic convention 
of the State of New York, regarding the Critten- 
den compromise. They are signed by six hun- 
dred and fifty delegates. 

Mr. TOMPKINS. I must object. This is the 
first day we have had this session for private 
business, 

Mr. JOHN COCHRANE. I cannot present it 
under the rules. If I could, I would not ask to 
present it in open House. 

Mr. STEVENS, of Pennsylvania. Is there any 
absolute necessity that it should be presented ? 
{Laughter. 

Mr. JOHN COCHRANE. Oh, yes; it is very 
important. [Laughter.] I believe the objection 
is withdrawn. This will hurt nobody. 

There being no objection, the proceedings were 
laid on the table. 


PRIVATE BUSINESS. 


Mr. WINSLOW. I ask leave to have a Sen- 
ate bill for the relief of a lady constituent of mine 
taken up and passed. 

Mr. BABBITT. I call for the regular order of 


business. 


Mr. TAPPAN. TI understand the regular order |i 
|| of business to be the arrangement made by the 
House to take up and consider the Private Cal- | 


endar. 


The SPEAKER. The Chair supposes that 


that means in a Committee of the Whole, after į 


the morning hour. 
Mr. TAPPAN. d 
bills on the Speaker’s table should be first dis- 
posed of. I shall then move to go into a Com- 
mittee of the Whole House. 
The SPEAKER. That course will be taken. 


ENROLLED BILL. 


Mr. RIGGS, from the Committee on Enrolled 
Bills, reported that the committee had examined 
and found truly enrolled a bill (H. R. No. —) 


|| making further provision in relation to consolidated 


land offices; when the Speaker signed the samc. 
COPYRIGHT LAW. 


Mr. COX, I will inquire whether the order of 
business includes Senate bills other than those of 
a private nature? There isa bili on the Speaker’s 


| table making an amendment in the copyright law, 


which has passed both Houses, and comes up 
with a few verbal, unimportant amendments. F 
ask that it may be taken up, and these amend- 
ments disposed of. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state that 
the order of business for to-day relates only to 
private business. 

Mr. WINSLOW. Theamendmentsare merely 
verbal. I hope the Senate amendments will be 
taken up, and concurred in. 

Mr. STEVENS, of Pennsylvania. I think we 
had better go on with the arrangement the House 
has just assented to in relation to private billa. 


The idea was that the Senate |j 


ii Committee of the Whole House. 


Mr: COX This isa “bill which has- passed: . 
both Houses, giving the tight of appeal fromthe 
circuit to the Supreme Court’ in copyright- and 
patent cases. There can be no objection toit.: 
Mr. JOHN COCHRANE. This isa very im- 
portant case. It isa publicbih of a private nature! 
think there -will be no-objection to it. =, iis « 
Mr. McCLERNAND.. I'think-we had better 
carry out the arrangement which has been. made, 
If it be in order, I will move to go intoa Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on. the Private Cal- 
enaar. + a re cere be 
“Mr. GROW. I think it wag the-understand- 


i ing that we should first take up and dispose of the’ 


prviate bills from the Senate, before going into 

committee. ` Ea i ` 
Mr. TAPPAN. That was the understanding, 
The SPEAKER. -That course will be taken, 


GEORGE H. GIDDINGS. 


Joint resolution (H. R, No; 62) for the benefit 
of George H. Giddings was taken from. the’ 
Speaker’s table; the question being on concurring 
in the amendments of the Senate. pas + 

Mr. GROW. The amendments of the Senate 
are unimportant, and | will. move the previous 
question upon concurring in them by the House. 

The previous question was seconded; and the 
main question ordered to be put. ` Fr 

The amendments were severally read and con- 
curred in. ` . E apne 

Mr. GROW moved to reconsider the yote by 
which the amendments weré concurred in; and 
alno moved to lay the motion to reconsider on the 
tabie. 

The latter motion was agreed to, 


JOHN H. WHEELER. 


Senate bill No. 270, for the relief of John H < 
Wheeler, was taken from the Speaker’s table, 
and read a first and second time.” 0> 

The bill was read at length. ` = 

Mr. BURNETT. Thatbill, I suppose, making 
an appropriation, must.go toa Committee of the 
Whole House. a 

The SPEAKER. Itmust,if objection be made. 

Mr. BURNETT. I think it had better go there, 

The bill was accordingly referred to a Com- 
mittee of the Whole House, and, with the report, 
ordered to be printed. = ` i 7 


E. A, H. ADAMS AND. OTHERS. 


Joint resolution (S. No. 63) for the relief of 
Mrs. E. A. H. Adams, Green Thompson, and 
Thomas H. Green, was taken from the Speakér’s 
table, read a first and second time, and referred 
to the Committee of Claims. 


DEXTER R. CROCKER. 

An act (S. No, 546) for the relief of Dexter R; 
Crocker, was taken from the Speaker’s table, and 
read the first and second time: Boga i 

Mr. STOUT. I would like to- have that: bill 
put on its passage. 6 i ‘ 

The bill was read at length. 

Mr. STOUT. Withthe consent of the House, 
I will make a single explanation in reference to 
the bill. It provides for paying Mr. Crocker for 
transporting the mailon a route over which’ the 
Department had contracted with a man by the 
name of Chapman to carry the mail; but in con- 
sequence of Indian difficulties, Chapman was un= 
able to carry out his contract. Mr. Crocker was, 
however, so situated that he could carry the mail, 
and he didcarryit. He has the certificates of the 
postmasters on the route, of the performance ofthe 
service. A letter is also presented from Chap- 
man, showing that Crocker performed the service. 
The reason why the claim was not paid by the 
Department was, that the contract was made with 
Chapman. Mr. Crocker now asks that he shall 
be paid for carrying this mail. [hope the bill will 
be passed. g 

Mr. MORRIS, of Nlinois. Ithink that bill had 
better be inquired into. I move to referit to the 
Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

The motion was agreed to. : 

JOHN H. WIEELER—~AGAIN. 

Mr. BURNETT. The bill forthe relief of John 
H. Wheeler was, on my motion, referred to a 
I understand 
that that bill has undergone the thorough investi- 
gation of the Committee on Foreign Affairs, and 
that they think itis just and proper. The bill 
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cair be considered in the House by unanimous 
consent; and, to bring.it before the House, 1 will 
move to.reconsider the vote by which it was re- 
ferred... . : 
_ Mr. WINSLOW. Lhope the bill will be passed. 
It is a very meritorious case. 

Mr. SICKLES. The report of the Committee 
on Foreign Affairs was unanimous. : 

The motion to reconsider was. agreed to; and 
the bill. was brought before the House for consid- 


eration. 
_ Mr. BABBITT. I object. 

Mr. SEICKLES.. Very well; let the bill go back 
toa Committee of the Whole House again. 

The bill was again referred. to a Committee of 
the Whole House, and, with the accompanying 
report, ordered. to be printed. 


< PRAIRIE DU CHIEN LANDS. 


An act (S. No. 472) for the relief of certain 
claimants: to farm. lands at Prairie du Chien, in 
the State of Wisconsin, was taken from the Speak- 
er’s table, read a first and second time, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Public Lands. 


RANDALL PEGG. 


Mr. MOORHEAD. There is a certain bill on 
the Speaker’s table for the relief of Randall Pegg, 
appropriating about two hundred dollars, for pay- 
ing him the difference between the pay he received 
as a watchman at the Patent Office, and that re- 
ceived by the other watchmen. 

The bill was read. : 

Mr. NIBLACK. Iwill state that I reported 
a similar bill to the House. It is a meritorious 
ease, and | hope it will be passed. 

There being no objection, the bill was taken 
from the Speaker’s table, received its several read- 
ings, and was passed. 

r. MOORHEAD moved to reconsider the 
vote by which the bill was passed; and also moved 
to lay the motion to reconsider on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


: COPY-RIGHT LAW—AGAIN, 


Mr. COX. Iask again that the Senate amend- 
ments to House bill No. 584, to extend the right 
of appeal from decisions of circuit courts to the 
Supreme Court of the United States, may be taken 
up, and the amendments of the Senate concurred 


in. 

-Mr. JOHN COCHRANE.. The only amend- 
ment of importance is one which extends the 
same righi of appeal to inventors in patent cases. 

Mr. HOARD. Is thata private bill? 

Mr. JOHN COCHRANE. The bill has passed 
both Houses unanimously. Ihope the gentle- 
man will not object. 

There being no objection, the Senate amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

Mr. JOHN COCHRANE moved to reconsider 
the vote by which the amendments of the Senate 
were concurred in; and also moved to lay the 
motion to reconsidgr on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to 

PATENT LAW. 

Mr. NIBLACK. There is a bill of the Senate 
on the table, which has passed both Houses. It 
is Senate bill No. 10, to amend an act in addi- 
tion to “f An act. to promote the useful arts.’ I 
ask that it may be taken up, and the action of the 
Senate considered. 

There being no objection, the bill was taken 


up. 

Pur. NIBLACK. The Senate have disagreed 
to the action of the House in various amendments. 
I move that the House insist, and ask for a com- 
mittee of conference. 

The motion was agreed to. 


JAMES SMITH. 


Mr. TOMPKINS. [ask the unanimous con- 
sent of the House to discharge the Committee of 


the Whole House from the further consideration | 
of Senate bill No. 134, for the relief of James |; 


Smith. 

The bill was read. 

Mr. McCLERNAND. .F object. 

Mr. FLORENCE. I ask the gentleman to 
withdraw the objection. This is as meritorious 
a case as was ever before Congress. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman with- 
draw his objection? 


Mr. McCLERNAND. Ido not. 


! E. Bowler, of New Mexico. 


: to all these bills, unless the call goes back to the | 
|| beginning of the Calendar. 


NEW MEXICO MILITARY ROAD. 


Mr. OTERO. I ask the consent of the House 
to take from the Speaker’s table House bill No. 
200, to provide for the completion of the military 
road from Fort Union to Santa Fé, New Mexico. 
The Senate have put an amendment on the bill, 
which I ask the House to concur In. 

The amendment was read. 

Mr. CAREY. I object. 

COMMITTEE OF THE WHOLE. 

Mr. TAPPAN.. I now move that the House 
go into a Committee of the Whole House on the 
Private Calendar. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into a 
Committee of the Whole House on the Private 
Calendar, (Mr. Wasusurng, of Illinois, in the 
chair. j 

The CHAIRMAN. This day, the Committee 
of the Whole House on the Private Calendar has, 
under the order of the House, been made an ob- 
jection day. The Clerk will therefore proceed ji 
to call the Calendar, at the point where the call 
ceased on the last objection day, being at Flouse 
bill No. 579, for the relief of Thomas F. Bowler, 
of New Mexico. 

Mr. WINSLOW. [rise to a question of order. 
I understand the Chairman to say that the call of 
the Calendar would be resumed where it was left 
off on the last objection day. I submit that this 
being objection day by special order, the call of 
the Calendar ought to be commenced with the first 
bill upon the Calendar. Such, I believe, was the 
understanding of the House this morning, when 
this was made objection day in the Committee of 
the Whole House on the Private Calendar. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is not aware 
what was the understanding of the House. He 
has proposed, on this oecasion, to proceed with 
the call, under the rulesand practice of the House. 


Therefore, he has directed the Cierk to begin the 
call where it was left off on last objection day. 

Mr. WINSLOW. That would be a correct 
proceeding, if we were now in Committee on the 
Private Calendar upon one of the objection days 
set apart by the rules. But such is not the case. 
We are now acting undera special order, Thope 
that there will be no objection to carrying out 
what I thought was the general understanding; 
and that is, to begin with the beginning of the 
Calendar, and not upon page 15. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will submit 
the question to the decision of the House. 

Mr. WINSLOW. I hope we will begin with 
the beginning of the Calendar; for we will then 
be enabled to go through the entire Calendar, and 
not through only a part of it. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Committee has heard 
the proposition. Is there objection to it? 

Mr. PERRY. I object. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question will be sub- 
mitted to the House. 

Mr, CLARK, of Missouri. I hope we will 
take up the entire Calendar, and not confine the 
call to Senate bills. 


confines us to Senate bills. 

Mr. McCLERNAND. I think that the gen- 
tleman from North Carolina is mistaken as to the 
order of the House limiting the call to the Senate 
bills upon the Calendar. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk informs the 
Chair that the order of the House was for a gen- 
eral call of the Calendar, including House bills 
as well as Senate bills. The question now is, 
shall the call begin with the beginning of the Cal- 
endar instead of where it was left off on the last 
objection to-day? 

The question was taken; and the motion was 
disagreed to. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will begin to į; 
call the Calendar where it was left off on last 
| objection day. : 

The Clerk then proceeded with the call. 


THOMAS F. BOWLER. 
A bill (H. R.No.579) for the relief of Thomas 


Mr. JUNKIN. 1 give notice that I will object 


Mr. FLORENCE. The understanding clearly |i 


was that we should proceed to take up the Senate 


Mr. WINSLOW. The order of the House t 


bills upon the Calendar. 


The CHAIRMAN. The order of the House 
was general. 

Mr. FLORENCE. | My understanding is that 
when the Smith case was up, the House agreed 
to take up the Senate bills.. The Smith bil was 
a Senate bill; and it was understood that the order 
included it; but if we go on as the Chairman has 
decided, that case will not be reached. It isa 
meritorious case; and I will tell the gentleman 
who objected to it that, if he will look into it, he 
will be satisfied that it ought to be passed. 

Mr. TOMPKINS. 1 object to the pending bill. 
I understand the House has, over and over again, 
refused to pay such claims. 


JOHN MONTZ, 
A bill (H. R. No. 580) for the relief of John 


ontz. 
Mr HOARD T object to that bill. 
JAMES BELL. 


A bill (H. R. No. 581) for the relief of the legal 
representatives of James Bell, late of Chambly, 
in the province of Lower Canada, deceased. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I object. 


LIEUTENANT FRANCIS WARE, 


A bill (H. R. No. 582) for the relief of the legal 
representatives of Lieutenant Francis Ware. 

Mr. CRAIG, of Missouri. Tlearn froma mem- 
ber in whom I have confidence that none of the 
bills upon this Calendar will be allowed to pass; 
and I therefore move that the committee rise. 

The motion was disagreed to. 

Mr. STEVENS, of Pennsylvania. I object to 
the pending bill. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Before the gentleman objects, 
I hope he will Jet the Clerk read the letter of the 
Register. a 

Mr. STEVENS, of Pennsylvania. I object. 
The bill seems to institute a hunt after heirs. 


JACOB HALL. 


Ba bill (H. R. No. 584) for the relief of Jacob 
all. 

Mr. OTERO. T object. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New 
Mexico being a Delegate, and not a member, the 
Chairman cannot receive his objection. 

Mr. McKNIGHT [I object. 

_Mr. EDWARDS. I move that the committee 
rise. 

The motion was not agreed to. 

FREDERICK F. BROSE, DECEASED. 


A bill (H. R. No. 586) for the relief of the legal 
representatives of Frederick F. Brose, deceased. 

Mr. EDWARDS. I object to that. I will 
object to everything. 


DEFICIENCY BILL, 


Mr. SHERMAN. [understand that the com- 
mittee of conference on the deficiency bill is ready 
to report; and in order that we may receive that 
report, I move that the committee rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

So the committee rose; and the Speaker having 
resumed the chair, Mr. Wasugsurne, of Ilinois, 
reported that the Committee of the Whole House 
had, according to order, had the Private Calendar 
under consideration, and had come to no conclu- 
sion thereon, 

Mr. SICKLES, I submit the following report: 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of 
the two Houses on the amendments to the bill (H. R. No. 
866) “tosupply deficiencies in appropriations fer the fiscal 
year ending June 30, 1861,” having met, after full and free 
conference, have agreed to recommend to their respective 
Honses, as follows: 

That the Senate recede from their disagMeement to the 
amendments of the House to the second and sixth amend- 
mont of the Senate, and concur in said amendinents of the 

ouse. 

That the House recede from their disagreement to the 
fifth amendment of the Senate, and agree to the same with 
an amendment,as follows: 

Strike out trom the second Hine of the amendment the 
words “and for office rent, fuel, &c.;” and in the fourth 
and fifth lines of the amendment strike out the words 
$12,857 $2,” and in lieu thereof insert $10,533; and at 
the end of the amendment, add: 

Provided, That no payment shall be made under the terms 
of this appropriation except upon vouchers of moneys actu- 
ally paid by the several receivers and registers, such vouch- 
ers to be verified by the atlidavits both of the registers and 
receivers and the parties to whom the payments have been 
made; nor unless the Secretary of the Interior be satisfied 
of the fairness of the prices alowed : And provided further, 
That the seventh section of the act of the 15th of August, 
1856, “ making appropriations for certain civil expenses of 
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the Government for the year ending the 30th of June, 1857,” 
be, and the same is hereby, repealed. 
That the Senate recede from their third amendment. 
D. E. SICKLES, 
JAMES H. CAMPBELL, 
CYRUS ALDRICH, 
Managers on the part of the House of Representatives. 


J. A. PEARCE, 

DANIEL CLARK, 

WILLIAM BIGLER, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 

Mr. WASHBURN, of Illinois. Asthe House 
does not understand what has been done by the 
statement only of the numbers of the amendments, 
I hope the gentleman from New York will explain 
the action of the committee of conference. 

Mr. SICKLĘS. Mr. Speaker, the result of 
the reportis, that the Senate recedes from so much 
of its amendment in reference to the postal ser- 
vice appropriation as was disagreed to by the 
House. It does not affect the substance of the 
proposition at all, because the additional clause 
of the Senate was deemed redundant. . 

In reference to the land office appropriation in 
Kansas, we have modified the amendment of the 
Senate so as to take away that which was appro- 
priated for office rent, fucl, &c., and restricting the 
sum to what was found to be due for clerk hire; 
and we have added to that a clause repealing the 
act of 1855-56, under which such allowance was 
made, so as to prevent the allowance of this sum 
operating as a precedent for future claims of a 
similar character. 

In reference to the amendment of the Senate 
appropriating $300,000 to carry out the contract 
made by the Secretary of the Navy, with which 
the House is familiar, the Senate recedes from its 
amendment, 

It is in that shape, Mr. Speaker, the bill comes 
before the House: without the Chiriqui appro- 
priation; with the Kansas land office appropria- 
tion, modified in the sense I have stated; and with 
appropriation for mail service to California, in- 
tact, as it was adopted by the House. I demand 
the previous question on the adoption of the 
report. 

The previous question was seconded, and the 
main question ordered; and under the operation 
thereof, the report was adopted. 

Mr. SICKLES moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the report was adopted; and also moved 
that the motion to reconsider be laid upon the 
‘able. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


Mr. SHERMAN. I now move that the House 
resolve itself into a Committee of the Whole 
House. 

Mr. MAYNARD. I must insist upon the reg- 
ular order of business. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks the spe- 
cial order, being the report of the committee of 
thirty-three, is the first thing in order at the pres- 
ent time. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I appealed to the commit- 
tee to rise informally, simply for the purpose of 
considering the report of the committee of con- 
ference on the deficiency bill. That was assented 
to on all sides of the House. I did not wish to 
interfere with the order of the House. 

The motion was agreed to. 


PRIVATE CALENDAR. © 


: P, i 
The House accordingly resolved itself into a 


Committee of the Whole House, (Mr. Wasu- 
BURNE, of Illinois, in the chair,) and resumed the 
consideration of the bills upon the Private Calen- 
dar. 

SAMUEL N. ELLIOTT. 


A bill (H. R. No. 588) for the relief of Samuel 
N. Elliott and others, children of Arthur EHiott. 

Mr. TOMPKINS objected. 

Mr. BURNETT. Ifit is the purpose of the 
gentleman from Ohio to objectindiscriminately to 
every hill upon the Calendar, as I understand the 
gentleman has announced that he will, without 
reference to their merits, the committee had cer- 
tainly better rise. I ask the gentleman if that is 
his purpose? 
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Mr. 
to every bill indiscriminately. This bill proposes 
to pay money to a man in Georgia. I understand 
that Georgia does notconsider herselfin the Union 
now, and therefore I objected. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kentucky. I move that 
the committee rise. 
The motion was not agreed to. * 


REBECCA DAVIS. 


A bill (H. R. No. 589) for the relief of Rebecca 
Davis, widow of Jesse Davis. j 

Mr. HOARD. I think there is too much doubt 
about that case, and therefore I object. 

Mr. BURNETT. I do not know anything 
about this claim, but if the party is entitled to 
anything, she is entitled to $560. 

Mr. HOARD. it goes back twenty years. 


WILLIAM HUMPHREY. 


A bill (H.R. No. 590) for the relief of the 
children of William Humphrey, a soldier of the 
Revolution. 

Mr. HOLMAN. There is pending before Con- 
gress a general bill which embraces all cases of 
this kind, and therefore I object. 

Ata subsequent period, 

Mr. MARTIN, of Virginia, appealed to the 
gentleman from Indiana to withdraw his objec- 
tions. 

Mr. HOLMAN. 
tion. 

The CHAIRMAN. By unanimous consent 
that can be done. 

Mr. HOLMAN. My objection was based upon 
the fact that a general bill 1s pending covering all 
such cases; but Í withdraw it. 

The bill requires the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury to pay to the surviving legitimate children of 
William Humphrey, deceased, a revolutionary 
soldier, late of Virginia, out of any money in the 
Treasury not otherwise appropriated, the sum of 
four dollars per month, to commence from the 4th 
of March, 1831, to the 22d of March, 1850, the day 
of his death. 

It appears from the report, which was read, 
that the evidence sufficiently establishes the fact 
that Humphrey wasa soldier of the Revolution, 
and served asa private in the American Army at 
the siege of Yorktown, and continued in such 
service till after the surrender of the British army; 
that the length of time he served in the said Army 
does not appear, except from his own affidavit, 
which states it at seventeen months. It also ap- 
pears that said Humphrey, in his lifetime, to wit, 
August23, 1833, made application, in due form, for 
a pension under the act of the 7th of April, 1832, 
the granting of which, through no fault or neglect 
on his part, was delayed till his decease, which 
was in March, 1850; that he left surviving chil- 
dren, the petitioners, but no widow; that said chil- 
dren have been diligent in presenting their claim 
for the arrears of pension due their deceased father 
at the time of his death. ¿ 

The bill wąs laid aside, to be reported to the 
House with a recommendation that it do pass. 


ARCHIBALD MERRIMAN. 


A bill (H. R. No. 59) granting a pension to 
Archibald Merriman. 

The bill directs the Secretary of the Interior to 
place the name of Archibald Merriman on the 
invalid pension rolls of the United States, at the 
rate of — dollars per month, to commence on 
the 13th of December, 1858, and continue during 
his natural life. 

From the report, which was read, it appears 
that the petitioner enlisted as a private in May, 
1813, under Captain Amberson, a recruiting offi- 
cer, in Stoystown, Somerset county, Pennsylva- 
nia. He marched to Pittsburg, and from thence, 
under Colonel Hugh Brady, marched to Fort 
| George, in Canada; thence down the St. Law- 
i rence to French Mills, under General Wilkinson; 
i from thence marched to Plattsburg; from Platts- 
| burg they went to Burlington, Vermont; after- 
| wards joined General Brown’s army at Black 
| Rock; was in the battle of Chippewa, July, 1814; 


I will withdraw my objec- 


TOMPKINS. I do not propose to object | 


was also in the battle: of Lundy’s Lane, on ithe 
25th of the same month, and was wounded; fought 
bravely, and. was in the charge made by Lieu- 
tenant Sturgis on the enemy’s cannon, in which 
Sturgis was killed; afterwards was at Fort Erie 
when it was blown up, in August, 1814, and was 
theré again wounded inthe leg; and in conse- 
quence of which he has been unable, for sixteen 
years past, to perform manual labor. ins 

Mr. FENTON. ‘I movethat the blank be filled 
with *Feight?? 7 ` f 

The motion was agreed to. 

The bill was laid aside, to bë reported tothe 
House with a recommendation that it do pass. 

CAROLINE E. CLARK. k 

A bill (H. R. No. 592) for the: relief. of Caro- 
line E. Clark. ; 

Mr. CONKLING objected. 

HENRY SANFORD, i 

A bill (H. R. No. 593) for the relief of Henty 
Sanford. oe ened Eee 

The bill directs the Secretary of the Interior to 
put the name of Henry Sanford, of Freedom, 
Maine, on the invalid pension list, at the rate of 
eight dollars per month, to commence on the Ist 
of December, 1855, and continue during his nat- 


‘ural life. 


The report, which wag read, states that the evi- 
dence in this case shows that the said Henry San- 
ford enlisted in December, 1812, in a company of 
volunteers commanded by Captain John Com- 
mins, and marched to the eastern frontier of the 
then district of Maine; that he was frequently on 
duty during the night time, and through the win- 
ter, watching for smugglers. Near .the close of 
the winter he was taken sick while in the service; 
was very sick for about two months, after which 
he partially recovered so as to occasionally be on 
duty and attend. roll-call, and was discharged at 
Eastport in December, 1813. It further appears 
thatsoonafter hisreturn home he was taken down 
sick again bya disorder in the back and kidneys; 
and after about six months he measurably recov- 
cred so as to in part attend to his business as a 
farmer for a time, but for the last twenty years 
has been. entirely prostrated, and for more than 
sixteen years has been unable to stand upon his 
feet. These facts are substantiated by the affida- 
vits of two of his fellow-soldiers who were with 
him in the United States service in-1812 and 1813, 
and have been well acquainted with him since, 
now reside near him, and have frequently visited 
him during his confnement; and his family phy- 
sician also testifies that he has frequently visited 
him professionally during thirty-nine years last 
past, and that said Sanford has-been entirely pros- 
trated, has had a running sore on his back for 
twenty years, and that he has no doubt his pros- 
tration is in consequence of his exposure as afore- 
said. 

Mr. BURNETT. I move to amend the bill, 
so that the pension shall commence from the time 
when the bill passes. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill, as amended, ‘was laid aside, to be re- 
ported to the House with arecommendation that 
it do pass. j 

MOSES GROOMS. 


A bill (H. R. N. 594) for the relief of Moses 
Grooms. 

Mr. TOMPKINS. I object to that bill. 

Mr. BURNETT. Does the gentleman object 
because the claimant resides in a State which has 
seceded ? 


Mr. TOMPKINS. Yes, sir. 

JUDITH NOTT. i g 

A bill (H. R. No. 595) for the relief of Judith 
Nott, widow of John Nott, late of the United 
States Army. 

The bill and report were read. 

Mr. QUARLES. I desire to know when the 
pension in this casecommences? ‘The bill does 
not state. 

The CHAIRMAN. The bill states “ from the 
date of the disability incurred.” 
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Mr. QUARLES. That may be twenty years 


ago. 

“Mr, BURNETT. I desire to know of the gen- 
tleman who reported this bill whether this is one 
of the same family of Notts for which we passed 
two-bills last winter? 

‘The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman who re- 
ported the bill { Mr, Foster] is not in his seat. 

: Mr: BURNETT. My recollection is that this 
is the very same person for whose relief we passed 
a bill last winter; and if so, I object. 


JAMES VAN PELT. 


A bill (H. R. No. 596) for the relief of James 
Van Pelt. f 

The bill directs the Secretary of the Interior to 
place the. name of James Van Pelt on the roll of 
invalid pensions, and to pay him a pension at the 
rate of eight dollars per month, commencing on 
the 4th of March, 1859. 

The report, which was read, shows that James 
Van Pelt was a corporal in the company of New 
York militia commanded by Captain Abner 
Woodworth; and it also shows that after he so 
entered the service he became sick from extraor- 
dinary exposure to the weather and cold while | 
on the march westward and in the line of his 
duty, which resulted in partial paralysis, that has 
incapacitated him from labor. 

The bill was laid aside, to be reported to the 
House with a recommendation that it do pass. 


WILLIAM W. DIEHL. 


A bill (H. R. No. 597) to increase the pensien 
of William W. Diehl. 

The bill directs the Seeretary of the Interior to 
place the name of William W. Diehl on the roll 
of invalid pensioners, at the rate of eight dollars 
per month, in lieu of the pension that he now re- 
ceives, and that the same commence on the 4th of 
March, 1860. 

The report, which was read, states that the peti- 
tioner was a soldier in the war with Mexico, and | 
received a wound in the elbow by a musket ball. 
He was honorably discharged as wounded, and 
subsequently obtained a pension for partial inabil- 
ity to perform his manual labor. Since then he 
has totally lost the use of his arm, as certified by 
the United States surgeon. The petitioner asks 
an increase from $5 33 to eight dollars per month. 

The bill was laid aside, to be reported to the 
House with a recommendation that it do pass. 


DANIEL LUCAS. 


A bill (H, R. No. 598) granting a pension to 
Daniel Lucas. 

The bill directs the Secretary of the Interior to 
place the name of Daniel Lucas upon the roll of 
invalid pensions, at the rate of eight dollars per 
month, and that he receive pay from the 4th of 
March, 1859. 

From the report, which was read, it appears 
that Daniel Lucas enlisted in the United States 
Army, and was attached to company E, third 
United States infantry, then under command of 
Captain Van Horne, which was ordered to New 
Mexico. It appears from the proof that while in 
garrison, he, with others, was ordered by Captain 
Van Horne to haul water from the Rio Grande 
river for the use of the troops; that while in the 
execution of these orders, and during the progress 
of loading the wagons with hauls of water, he 
overstrained himself, and was seen suddenly to 
fall,and hiscomrades going to hisassistance found 
he had been severely ruptured and powerless. 
The Army surgeons certify he has hernia, and 
in consequence he was discharged from the ser- 
vice for disability, as unfit for the service. There 
seems to be no doubt but this hernia is fixed and 
incurable, The petitioner applied to the Pension 
Office for a pension, but the regulations requiring | 
the proof of disability to be made by an officer in 
command, and Captain Van Horne being dead, 
and the other officers on distant posts on duty, | 
the petitioner has been unable to supply this de- | 
fect. The difficulty and expense of getting depo- | 
sitions and proof from the subordinate officers | 
would preclude the petitionerfrom complying with 
the office requirements. Two ofthe persons who į 
were present at the time of the occurrence and 
saw it, testify as to the fact, and their testimony | 
is corroborated by the surgeon’s certificate, and | 
his discharge from the service for disability. 

The bill was laid aside, to be reported to the | 
House with a recommendation that it do pass. 


ia 


MARY ANN HENRY. 


Mr. JUNKIN. lask the unanimous consent 
of the committee to go back and take up the bill 
(H.R. No.311) for the relief of Mrs. Mary Ann 
Henry. we 

Mr. WINSLOW. I am very willing to go 
back to the beginning of the Calendar. 

Mr. JUNKIN. Idesired to do so, but it was 
not agreed to. I voted for the motion to go back 
to the beginning of the Calendar. 

Mr. WINSLOW. Make that motion now, and 
let us try it again. i 

Mr. JUNKIN. I move that the committee go 
back to the commencement of the Calendar. 

Mr. HOARD. It will be seen that the last part 
of the Calendar will never be reached if we pursue 
that course. 

The CHAIRMAN. 
unanimous consent. 

Mr. HOARD. I object to going back. ° 

Mr. JUNKIN. I ask the gentleman from 
North Carolinato withdraw his objection to taking 
up that bill. 

Mr. WINSLOW. If the House will extend 
to me the same privilege, I will withdraw my 
objection. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair hears no objec- 
tion, 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kentucky. Do I under- 
stand that any gentleman has the right to go back 
and call up a bill after it has been passed ? 

The CHAIRMAN, Only by unanimous con- 
sent. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kentucky. I shall object 
hereafter. f 

The bill, which was read, directs the Commis- 
sioner of Pensions to place the name of Mrs. 
Mary Ann Henry, of Pennsylvania, widow of 
the late Captain Henry Henry, of the United 
States Navy, on the naval pensiou roll, at the rate 
allowed by law to the widows of captains in the 
Navy, to commence from the Ist January, 1858, 
the date of her application, and to continue during 
her life, unless she shall again marry, in which 
case the pension cease from the date of said mar- 
riage. 

Mr. HOARD. I would inquire of the gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania what pension isallowed 
in this case? 

Mr. JUNKIN. I cannot state exactly. 

Mr. HOARD. I desire to know how much it 
is, or I must object. . 

Mr. FLORENCE. I reported this case dur- 
ing the last Congress; and f then inquired of the 
Commissioner of Pensions what this bill would 
give, and he told me fifty dollars a month. 

Mr. HOARD. I understand that the gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania is willing that the bill 
shall be amended so as to reduce the amount to 
twenty dollars a month. 

Mr. JUNKIN, I move to reduce it to twenty- 
five dollars a month. 

Mr. FLORENCE. That is not just. The 
amount ought to be thirty dollars. 

Mr. JUNKIN. She will be dead before sixty 
days pass. She is now upon her death bed. 

Mr. FLORENCE. Sull, justice ought to be 
done. 

Mr. HOARD. The bill gives her two years’ 
back pay. 

The amendment was agreed to; and the bill 
was then laid aside, to be reported to the House. 

Mr. McKENTY. I ask the unanimous con- 
sent of the committee to go back upon the Cal- 
endar, and take up House bill No. 437. 

Mr. WINSLOW. [| cannot consent to going 
back upon the Calendar. A similar request was 
refused to me;and I only agreed to it, in a single 


It can only be done by 


|| instance, out of courtesy to the gentleman from 


Pennsylvania, (Mr. Juyxin.] 


LEOPOLD SCHNEIDER. 


A bill (H. R. No. 599) granting 
Leopold Sehneider. [Objected to by 


ROBERT PURCHASE. 


A bill (H. R. No. 691) granting a pension to 
Robert Purchase, a soldier of the revolutionary 
war. 

The bill was read. 

Mr. BURNETT. It is unnecessary to read the 
report in that case. The bill proposes to go back 
to 1831, and that I regard as outrageous. I ob- 
ject to the bill. 


Mr. Barr.] 


a pension to |} 


HENRY F. BOWERS. 


A bill (H. R. Now 602) granting an invalid pen- 
sion to Henry F. Bowers. 

The bill directs the Secretary of the Interior to 
place the name of Henry F. Bowers on the list 
of invalid pensioners, and pay him a pension at 
the rate of eight dollars per month, from the 25th 
of January, 1858, and. continue during his natu- 
ral life. 

It appears from the report, that Bowers was a 
private of marines, and enlisted on the 22d of 
January, 1853, and was discharged by surgeon’s 
certificate on the 20th April, 1855; that his disa- 
bility was caused by inflammation of the eyes, 
produced by standing guard while on board the 
receiving-ship Union, at the Philadelphia navy- 

ard. Since his discharge, as aforesaid, he has 

ecome blind. 

Mr HOARD. Ido not see why the pension 
should date back in that case. 

Mr. FLORENCE. The case has been here 
ever since the time to which it dates back. The 
bill is two yearsold; butithas never been reached 
on the Calendar. The man is totally blind, and 
the bill only gives him eight dollars a month. 

Mr. HOARD. The certificate accompanying 
the report does not state that the man is blind. 

Mr. FLORENCE. ‘The practice of the Pen- 
sion Office is to make the pension commence from 
the date of proof; and we had the proof here two 
yearg ago. 

Mr. HOARD. I move to amend the bill so as 
to make the pension commence from the date of 
its passage. 

The amendment was agreed to; and the bill was 
then łaid aside, to be reported to the House. 


HULL AND COZZENS, AND NAYLOR AND CO. 


A bill (H. R. No. 624) for the relief of Hull & 
Cozzens, and John Naylor & Co. 

The bill directs the Secretary of the Treasury 
to audit and settle the accounts of Hull & Coz- 
zens, under a contract with Mark W. Izzard, 
Governor of the Territory of Nebraska, dated the 
28th of November, 1855; and the accounts of John 
Naylor & Co., under a similar contract, dated the 
25th of February, 1856, for furnishing materials 


| for the capitol buildings at Omaha City, in Ne- 


biaska Territory; and to pay to the said Hull & 
Cozzens, and to the said John Naylor & Co., out 
of any money in the Treasury not otherwise ap- 
propriated, any balance which may be found due 
them on their said contracts. 

The report having been read, and there being 
no objection to the bill, it was laid aside, to be re- 
ported to the House with a recommendation that 
it do pass. 

BENJAMIN TYSON. 


Mr. McKENTY. I now ask the consent of 
the House to take up House bill No. 437, for the 
relief of Benjamin Tyson. T understand that the 
gentleman from North Carolina is willing to with- 
draw his objection. : 

Mr. WINSLOW. Yes, sir; I withdraw it. 

The bill was read. It provides that there be 
paid, out of any money in the Treasury not other- 
wise appropriated, to Benjamin Tyson, the sum of 
$6,060, with interest from Decenrber 31, 1857, it 
being the balance of commissions duc him as agent 
of the Navy Dapartment for the purchase of an- 
thracite coal. f 

Mr. THOMAS. I object to that bill. 

Mr. WINSLOW. Where does that bill stand 
upon the Calendar? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair does not know. 
The-bill was sent up by the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania. 

Mr. WINSLOW. Irise to a question of order. 
This bill has once before been objected to; and 
under the new rules, it requires the objection to 
be made now by five members to be available. 

Mr. THOMAS. This bill has not been reached 
regularly on the Calendar a second time, and 
therefore the point of order does not apply to it. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read the 
rule upon the subject; and then the Chair will 
decide the question of order. 

The Clerk read the 129th rule, as follows: 

“On the first and fourth Priday and Saturday of each 
month the Calendar of private bills shall be called over, 
(the chairman of the Committee of the Whole House com 
mencing the call where he left off the previous day,) aud 
the bills to the passage of which no objection shall then be 
made shall be first considered and disposed of. Bat when 
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a bill is again reached, after having ‘been once objected to, 
the committee shall consider and dispose of the same, unless 
it shall again be objected to by at least five members.” 


Mr. BOCOCK. 
object to that biil; 
something about it. 


Mr. MORSE. Iam another of the objectors. 
I know something about this bill too. 

Several other Memnerns objected. 

Mr. FLORENCE. The bill, iffexamined, will 
be found to be a just and proper bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. The bill is objected to 
under the rules. 


HALF PAY TO WIDOWS AND ORPHANS. 


Joint resolution (H. R. No. 33) giving con- 
struction to the second section of the act of Feb- 
ruary 3, 1853, ‘“ to continue half pay to certain 
widows and orphans.” 

The jointresolution was read. It provides that 
the second section of the act approved February 
3, 1853, entitled “ An act to continue half pay to 
certain widows and orphans,” in the following 
words: “That the widows of all officers, non- 
commissioned officers, musicians, and privates of. 
the revolutionary army, who were married sub- 
sequent to January, 1800, shall be entided to a 
pension in the same manner as those who were 
married before that date,” shall be construed as 
granting pensions to all widows therein provided 
for from the 4th of March, 1848, instead of from 
the date of the act hereby amended, as decided 
by the Court of Claims in the case of Jane Smith, 
and the amount due under said act, from the 4th 
of March, 1848, to the 3d of February, 1853, shall 
be paid out of any money in the ‘Treasury not 
otherwise appropriated, to be paid to the persons, 
respectively, entitled upon the pension certificates 
heretofore issued to them, upon proof of identity, 
under such rules, regulations, and instructions to 
the several agents for paying pensions as shall 
be prescribed by the Commissioner of Pensions; 
provided that no pension shall be allowed to any 
widow for the same time during which her hus- 
band was living and in the receipt of a pension. 

Mr. WINSLOW. That is not a private mf#- 
ter. It appears to be a joint resolution giving a 
construction to a certain public act. If so, itis 
here by mistake. 

Mr. HUTCHINS, 
tion to the gentleman. 

Mr. WINSLOW. I do not know what it is. 

Mr. HUTCHINS. The Committee of Claims 
reported this joint resolution to meet a number of 
eases of bills that follow it upon the Caiendar. 
The gentleman will doubtless remember the cases. 
It gives a construction to the law of 1853, dating 
back the pensions to 1848. The Pension depart- 


I will make one of the five to 
I have had occasion to know 


I will explain the resolu- 


ment gave it a construction that it only gives the, 


pensions from the date of the law of 1853. The 
matter was referred to the Court of Claims, and 
they decided that the true construction of the law 
was, that it related back to 1848. The Commit- 
tee of Claims, in order to avoid the necessity of 
passing upon so many private bills, report this 
resolution, which, if passed, will dispose of the 
large number-of cases from the Court of Claims, 
which follow it on the Calendar. 

Mr. STANTON. I will say to the gentleman 


from North Carolina, that these cases were up | 


during the last Congress. They are a class of 


ae i ae 
cases arising under the pension laws, about which 


there was a difference of construction, The mat- 
ter was referred to the Court of Claims, and was 
there discussed, and over and over again decided 
in favor of the construction claimed by the claim- 
ants. ‘That construction of the Court of Claims 
was resisted here during the last Congress, and I 
then introduced a joint resolution, of which I pre- 
sume this is a copy, adopting the construction of 


the Court of Claims; and it passed by a vote of | 


-four or five to one. It was placed upon the ground 
that when parties had once gone to the court 
provided by the Government for the litigation of 
their claims, and had obtained from that court, 
whose integrity is unquestionable, after much ex- 
pense and delay, an adjudication of their rights, 


we ought not, without a clear case against them, | 


to refuse to grant them relief. i 

Mr. PHELPS. How much money does it 
involve? ; 

Mr. STANTON. Ihave no idea. 

Mr. HUTCHINS. About fifty thousand dol- 
lars. 


i der V. Fraser. 


The CHAIRMAN. 
the joint resolution? 

Mr. HOARD. l am a member of the Com- 
mittee of Claims, and I have read thislaw. If 
the gentleman from North Carolina will examine 
the statute, and give it the same construction as 
the Court of Claims has given it, I will not object; 
otherwise J will. 

Mr. WINSLOW. I think the joint resolution 
ought to have been considered in the Committee 
of the Whole on the state of the Union; but iftit 
can be passed by informally, until we can have an 
opportunity of examining it, I will not object. 

Mr. BURNETT. Lask gentlemen what they 
propose to do when they object to giving these 
parties the relief which the Court of Claims has 
decided them to be entitled to? Will you repu- 
diate the decision of your own court? When 
these parties have gone therc, and obtained judg- 
ment in their favor, after employing counsel and 
incurring considerable expense, ought the House 
then to repudiate the decision of the court created 
by itself? I say, no. 

The CHAIRMAN. All this discussion is out 
of order. 

Mr. HOARD. I object to the joint resolution 
for the present; but I will withdraw the objection 
hereafter, if the gentleman from North Carolina, 
after examining the statute, decides that the con- 
struction of the Court of Claims is correct. 

Mr. STANTON. I think, myself, that there 
may be some doubtabout the accuracy of the con- 


Is there any objection to 


i struction of the Court of Claims; but I submit to 


the gentleman from New York, whether he will, 
on a question about which good lawyers undoubt- 
edly differ, when we have provideda tribunal for 
examination of these cases, and when these par- 
ties have incurred expense and delay of litigation, 
refuse these parties relicf, on the assumption that 
he understands the question a great deal better 
than anybody else? Is it right? 

Mr.PHELPS. This discussion is out oforder. 
I object. , 

The CHAIRMAN. Discussion is out of order. 
The gentleman from New York (Mr. Hoarp] 
has objected to the consideration of the joint res- 
olution. 

Mr. HOARD. For the present. 

Mr. WINSLOW. I suggest that, as the bills 
nexton the Calendar, from the Court of Claims, 
depend on the decision of the joint resolution just 
passed over, we pass these bills over informally, 
for the present. We can examine them after- 
wards. 

The CHAIRMAN. By unanimous consent, 
all the cases on the Calendar from the Court of 
Claims will be passed over informally. 


ALEXANDER V. FRASER. 


A bill (H. R. No. 625) for the relief of Alexan- 
The bill directs the Sceretary of 
the Treasury to allow and pay to Alexander vV. 
Fraser the sum of $3,920, being an allowance of 
thirty-five cents a ration upon eleven thousand 
two hundred rations furnished by him to the Gov- 
ernment for the crew of the United States revenue 
cutter Lawrence, in the year 1849. 

The report was read; from which it appears 
that in the year 1848, Captain Alexander V. Fra- 
ser, then in command of the United States reve- 
nue brig Lawrence, was ordered on duty to the 
Pacific coast of the United States. Previous to 
his departure he agreed with the Government to 
supply the crew of his vessel with provisions, 
which he would ship from New York to the west 


coast, at the rate of thirty cents per ration, until į 
; the Government could advertise for proposals and 


make the usual contracts for furnishing the same. 
On his arrival at San Francisco, the collector of 
the port, who had in the mean time been appointed, 
was there, and it was found that provisions could 
be obtained in the usual way. The obligations 
of the petitioner under his agreement were at an 
end, and the collector duly advertised for propo- 
sals for rations in two newspapers during a period 
of thirty days. Captain Fraser, being an officer 


of the Government, refused to bid under this ad- | 


vertisement, although he had thenon hand eleven 


thousand two hundred rations, and was urged by | 


his friends to bid or to sell out to private parties. 


The collector states that Captain Fraser was of- | 
fered an advance of one hundred per cent. by sev- | 


eral of the first firms then in San Francisco. The 
lowest proposal received by the collector, under 


i| and nine hundred weight of iron. 


the advertisement, was at the rate of two dollars 
per ration. Captairi Fraser deélined ‘the solicita- 
tions and offérs of his friends from a delicate'sense- 
of his rélation to: the Government, ‘and delivered’ 
his rations to the collector, (sufficient for about 
ten months’ consumption,) at the rate of thirty 


| cents per ration, with the understanding with the 
| collector that he should receive such an additional 
| sum as the Secretary of the Treasury, undér: the 


circumstances, might consider just’ and proper. 
On application to the Secretary of: the Treasury, 
he having no authority to allow it without an ap- 
propriation, it wasnot paid. ‘A protracted absence 
in the Pacific and other circumstances: have: de- 
layed the presentation of the claim to Congress, 
until this time. : . 
From the arrangement made between the col- 


| lector and Captain Fraser, itappears that the Gov- 


ernment saved about twenty thousand dollars, 
Captain Fraser having received for his rations 
$3,360; whereas, under the lowest bid, ihe same 
number of rations would have cost.$23,072; which 
he might have made had not a feeling of delicacy. 
at taking advantage of the condition of things, 
anda belief that, upon a statement of the facts, “a 
just compensation” would be allowed him, in 
accordance with his understanding with the col- 
lector. It appears that, as late as 1853, the prices 
paid by the Government for rations at San Fran- 
cisco was sixty-five cents per ration. The claimant 
asks to be allowed the difference between this price 
and that which was paid him, under which allow- 


cance, if made, the Government will stillhave saved 


the sum of $16,100. If the proposals under the 
collector’s advertisement had been below the sum 
agreed to be paid to the claimant, his contract, 
according to its terms, being no longer obligatory, 
the collector would -have been obliged to accept 
them, and the claimant would have suffered se- 
rious loss. This advantage was secured to the 
Government against the claimant under the terms 
of the contract. 

Mr. THOMAS. I would like to inquire of 
the gentleman who reports this bill whether there 
has been any reference made to the proper De- 
partment for information? f i 

Mr. ELY. Yes, sir. The matter was exam- 
ined at the Department, and the committee came 
unanimously to the conclusion that this bill should 
be reported., i i 

Mr. THOMAS. Is this appropriation recom- 
mended by the Department? 

Mr. ELY. Itis. 

Mr. THOMAS. Whatis the amount? 

Mr. ELY. A little over three thousand dol- 
lars. It appears conclusively that the Govern- 


| ment saved about sixteen thousand dollars in this 


matter. 
The bill was laid aside, to be reported to the 
House with a recommendation that it do pass. 


STEPHEN F. WILLIS. 


A bill (H. R. No. 626) for the relief of Stephen 
F. Willis. The bill directs the Secretary of the 
Treasury to pay to Stephen F. Willis, the sum of 
$542 80, being the difference between the amount 
allowed him as weigher at Beaufort, North Caro- 
lina, and the amount to which he is entitled by 
law. 

The report was read, from which it appears that 
Willis was weigher at the port of Beaufort, and 
in that capacity, during the eighteen months pre- 
ceding March 31, 1857, weighed for the Govern- 
ment two thousand four hundred and twelve tons 
‘The compen- 
sation allowed by law for this service is three cents 


| for each hundred and twelve pounds weighed. At 


this rate, he was entitled to receive $1,447 46. 


i! Through a misapprehension of the provisions of 


the act establishing the weigher’s fees, he was 
paid at the rate of one and seven eighths cents 
for each hundred weight, and the sum of $904 66; 
leaving stili due the petitioner $542 80.. ‘Phe pė- 
titioner also prefers a claim for servicesalleged to 
have been rendered by him as inspector; amount- 
tng.to $100 75, 

In reference to the last claim, while there has 


| been no satisfactory evidence of its amount or 
validity produced before the committee; yet, if 


there had been, there are no circumstances cont 
nected with the case warranting its withdrawal 


| from the proper officers of the Treasury Depart- 


ment, who have shown a willingness to adjust it 
upon fair terms. l ` 
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From the other claim, a deduction of $301 is | 


insisted on by the Department; which sum is 
alleged to have been improperly paid to the peti- 
tioner upon a former settlement, for boat and 
hand hire incurred by him in weighing. This 
expense, according to the view of the case taken, | 


properly belonged to the office of weigher, and || es Météyé, 
i| absence of any fraud attempted or committed in their entry ! 


should have been paid out of his fees. 
The bill was laid aside, to be reported to the 
House with a recommendation that it do pass. 


` RICHARD CHENERY. 


A bill (S. No. 77) for the relief of Richard 
Chenery. ‘The bill directs the commissioner of 
customs to settle the account of Richard Chenery, 
assignee of Horace P. Russ, for the construction 
by the latter of the granite pavement on Battery 
street, in front of the United States custom-house, 
at San Francisco, and to pay him such sum as 
may be shown to be legally and equitably duc, 
with interest at six per centum per annum, from 
the completion of the work, out of any moneys 
in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, pro- 
vided the said sum shall not exceed $3,890. 

The committee recommend the following amend- 
ment: i 

Strike out a)l] after the words “ equitably due,” and in- 
sert, in leu thereof, the foliowing : 

Provided, That the whole amount shall not exceed the 
whole edst of laying a. common cobble-stone pavement 
thereat, 

Mr. SMITH, of North Carolina. If the com- 
mittee will allow me, I will make a brief expla- 
nation of the bill. This claim is brought against 
the: Government for half the cost of work done in 
paving one of the streets of San Francisco. It 
was originally done under a contract. made be- 
tween the owner of the opposite side of the street 
and the assignor of the present claimant. The 
municipal law of San Francisco requires that pri- 
vate individuals shall, at their joint expense, keep 
in repairthe various streets on either side of which 
they own property. This street was, as the evi- 
dence shows, in an almost impassable condition, 
although it was one of the greatest thoroughfares 
of the city. The United States court was held on 
one side of it, and the custom-house on the other. 
The owner of the United States court-house build- 
ing entered into this contract with Mr. Russ. He 
endeavored to obtain the sanction of the United 
States authorities; but there was no authority in 
any one there to give that consent. The col- 
lector, district judge, and other Government of- 
ficers, gave the matter their private approbation, 
though they had no authority to enter into a con- 
tract that would be binding on the Federal Gov- 
ernment. The work was done; and an applica- 
tion was then made by the assignee to be paid an 
equal sum with that paid by the original contractor 
for his half. The claim, as it originally passed 
the Senate, was for a pavement of the Russ kind; 
but it has been reduced to the mere cost of a cob- 
ble-stone pavement—about thirteen hundred dol- 
lars. It scems to me that the Federal Government 
ought not to take this man’s work and refuse to 
poy him. The Government is under a moral ob- 

i 


will not repudiate an obligation of this descrip- 
tion, which no private individual would for a mo- 
ment hesitate to pay. 

The amendment was agreed to; and the bill, 
as amended, was laid aside, to be reported to the 
House with a recommendation that it do pass. 


DE VISSER AND VILLARUBIA. 


An act (S. 39) for the relief of Simon de Visser 
and José Villarubia, of New Orleans. 

The bill releases Simon de Visser and José Vil- 
larubia, jr., merchants of New Orleans, from the 
payment of all claims, penalties, and forfeitures 
which may legally exist against them, in favor of 
the United States, arising out of frauds commit- 
ted in the custom-house of New Orleans by one 
Charles Météyé, they having been judicially de- 
clared to be entirely innocent of said frauds; and 
especially releases them from the penalties and 
forfeitures claimed by reason of said frauds in two 
suits now pending in the district edurt of the Uni- 
ted States for the eastern district of Louisiana, in 
which the United States are plaintiffs, and said 
De Visser and Villarubia are defendants, provided | 
that the said defendants shall pay all costs in- | 
curred in said suits, and that the rights of the 
United States against said Charles Météyé be, and 


gation to pay him; and I hope the Government į 


| limited partner named Charles Météyé. 


|| these parties entirely. 


they are hereby, expressly reserved. | 


The Committee on Commerce recommended 
the following amendment: 


Add to the bill: 4 

And provided further, That the intent and meaning of 
this act shall in no case be construed into a release of the 
said Simon de Visser and José Villarubia of or from any 
duties justly chargeable upon the goods and merchandise 
entered in their behalf by the said Charles Météyé, in the 


by the said Météyé. 

Mr. JOHN COCHRANE. If the committee 
will listen to me a moment, I think I canexplain 
this bill satisfactorily. 

Mr. CAREY. I object. : f 

Mr. GROW. It seems to me there is a suit 
pending in a court of justice, in this case. 

Mr. JOHN COCHRANE. There is. 

Mr. GROW. Then, I must object to the bill. 

Mr. JOHN COCHRANE. I think I can ex- 
plain it to the satisfaction of the House. 

Mr. GROW. Ido not object to the gentleman’s 
explanation. 

Mr. JOHN COCHRANE. I would not weary 


| the committee with any statement in this case, 


were it not very important to the Treasury De- 
partment, as well as to the claimants. I will state 
briefly what the facts are. 
New Orleans, under the style of De Visser & Vil- 
larubia, subsisting from 1851 to 1857, having a 
In the 
course of three years Météyé fraudulently intro- 
duced, through the custom house of New Orleans, 
merchandise to the amount of $363,850 34. He 
was discovered in an attempt to enter two hun- 
dredand three boxes of sugar, valued at $12,210 85. 
The discovery was effected through the instru- 


ington. 

During these three years, the negligence of the 
employés of the custom-house, from the highest 
down to the lowest officer, was so great and cul- 
pable, that invoices were introduced by Météyé, 
of so palpably fraudulent a character that the 
most cursory observer could detect them. They 


expose them. It is not contradicted that about 
forty-four invoices for sugar and molasses were 
written on paper entirely different in appearance 
from the foreign paper on which genuine invoices 
were written. A simple inspection of one of these 
invoices would instantly satisfy any person ac- 
quainted with business that it was a forgery; yet 
nearly forty passed unsuspected! Nay, more: 
all these forgeries were in Météyé’s own hand- 
writing—undisguised, well known in the custom- 
house—yet no one detected the forgery. The 
case underwent a judicial criminal examination; 
and the certificate of the United States Commis- 
sioner is this: 
New ORLEANS, April 22, 1857. 

The undersigned commissioner ‘hereby certifies that, 

| after a careful examination of the above entitled ease, he 


| was satisfied that there was no ground for prosecuting the 
ide 


| exclusively his own crime. The defendants fully exoner- 

; ated themselves from any suspicion of complicity with the 
said Météyé, and were accordingly discharged. 

ROBERT M. LUSHER, 

United States Commissioner. 

A bill was passed in the Senate exonerating 

It came before the Com- 

i mittee on Commerce. That committee disagreed 

with the Senate in this respect: declaring that, if 


of these frauds, they should take no advantage of 
the success of Météyé’s fraud, but should pay the 
just and proper duties on these goods. These 


| duties amounted to $24,517 78. 


But, Mr. Chairman, I received recently from 
the Secretary of the Treasury an amendment 
which I will propose to the bill instead of the 
amendment reported by the Committee on Com- 
merce. Météyé’s fraud was discovered on Sat- 
urday; he was informed of the discovery; he be- 
trayed great alaam, lest the discovery should be 
communicated; he returned to the custom-house 
on the Monday following, and was permitted to 
depart unmolested; but the petitioners were kept 
in ignorance of the discovery until Monday after- 
noon, when the criminal had already escaped, 
and all chance of redress from him had been cut 
off forever. ; 

A more gross instance of negligence on the part 
of functionaries of the Government has never 
fallen under my observation. The committee re- 
ported this amendment so that these innocent par- 


There was a firm in j 


mentality of a special agent sent on from Wash- | 


De Visser and Villarubia had received the benefit | 


| failed to detect them, or if detected, they failed to | 


fendants, the evidence showing conclusively that the į 
į; frauds on the customs, perpetrated by Charles Météyé, were 


ties should be exempted from all penalty on con- 
dition of their paying the duties. But the Secretar 
of the Treasury asks that they be also obliged to 
pay, in addition to the $24,517 78, the sum of 
$10,112 85, the value of the two hundred and three 
boxes of sugar. 

Now, I think, with all due deference to the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury, that the Committee on 
Commerce were wise in the recommendation they 
made; but I nevertheless submit the amendment 
prepared at the Treasury Department, that this 
committee may determine for themselves whether 
they will adopt the recommendation of the Com- 
mittee on Commerce, or that recommended by the 
Treasury Department. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state to 
the gentleman from New York, that when the bill 
was up before, the amendment. of the Committee 
on Commerce was adopted. By unanimous con- 
sent, however, a vote can be taken upon the 
amendment the gentleman from New York now 
proposes. 

Mr. JOHN COCHRANE. I ask the unani- 
mous consent to offer thisamendment, which has 
been prepared at the Treasury Department, as a 


-substitute for the bill as amended, on motion of 


the Committee on Commerce. I will repeat, how- 
ever, that, in my judgment, it will be wise for this 
committee to adhere to its decision, and pass the 
bill as itis now amended, * 

No objection being made, the substitute was 
received and read. 

Mr. BOULIGNY. It is due to the House that 
I should state that the firm of De Visser & Vil- 
larubia is one of the oldest and most respectable 
commercial houses in the city of New Orleans. I 
happen to know all the circumstances of the case. 
This Météyé was a young man, employed asa 
clerk by the house. After serving for several 
years, the firm were satisfied with him, and they 
gave him an interest in the business. Te was 


| attending te the whole of their custom-housc busi- 


ness; and the whole fraud committed by him was 
unknown to the house, as is shown by the books 
of the firm. Those books show the whole amount 
of@duties paid into the custom-house; and itis 


j alsoshownclearly that Météyéreceived from them 


the full amount of duties charged upon the ori- 
ginal invoices. The courts determined that these 


| gentlemen had nothing to do with the fraud, and 


that Météyé was the only one in fault. 

And let me state another thing to the commit- 
tee. It was understood, at the time, that after 
the officers of the custom-house had given notice 
that they had discovered the fraud, they allowed 
Météyé three days to escape from New Orleans 
before any attempt was made to arrest him; and 
after that, they knew exactly where he was, but 
did not pursue him, or make any attempt to effece 
his arrest. He has since run away, and I be- 
lieve is now, perhaps, in France. I think it is 
due, under ail these circumstances, that these gen- 
tlemen should be released from the penalties for 
which they are liable under the jaw. 

Mr. GROW. If I understand this question 
correctly, the court acquitted these gentlemen 
from any complicity in the perpetration of the 
fraud. 

Mr. BOULIGNY. Entirely. 

Mr. GROW. Then, Ihave no objection to 
the passage of the bill. 

The question being upon the substitute offered 
by Mr. Joun Cocurane, it was taken; and the 
substitute was disagreed to. 

The bill, as amended, was then laid aside to be 
reported to the House with the recommendation 
that it do pass, 


JOHN W. NYE—AGAIN. 


The committee then resumed the consideration 
of bill (H. R. No. 628) to provide for the pay- 
mentoftheclaimof J. W. Nye, assignee of Peter 
Bargy, jr., and Hugh Stewart. 

The report was read. 

. Mr. GROW. If the bill can be amended, so 
that the amount to be paid shall be limited, I have 
no objection to it. 

Mr, THOMAS. I object. 


F. F. BROSE. 
Mr. HOARD. Task the consent of the com- 


mittee to go back on the Calendar and take up 
House bill No. 586, for the relief of the legal rep- 


7 . ` o 
resentatives of Frederick F Brose, deceased. It 
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is a matter of very little importance; and I hope 
the bill will be passed by the committee. 

No objection being made, the bill was taken up 
for consideration; and after being read, was laid 
aside, to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 


JOHN MOSHIER. | 

Mr. LOVEJOY. Iask the consent of the com- 
mittee to go back and take up House bill No. 359, 
for the relief of the legal representatives of John 
Moshier. ; 

Mr. THOMAS. Before I give my consent to 
that, I desire to say that now, one objection will 
prevent returning to that bill; and if it is to be 
considered that it will require the objection of five 
members to prevent its consideration after it has 
been read, I shall object now. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will consider, 
under the circumstanées, that one objection will 
be sufficient to prevent the consideration of the 
bill, if it shall be taken up. 

Mr. KUNKEL. After the courtesy I have re- 
ceived from the gentleman from IHinois on another 
occasion, I shall object to this bill. 

Mr. LOVEJOY. I hope the gentleman will 
withdraw his objection. My colleagues on the 
committee will give me the credit of being very 
cautious in regard to these matters. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from 
Maryland insist on his objection ? 

Mr. KUNKEL. Ido. 


LEGISLATIVE, ETC., APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. SHERMAN. 
ileged report in the House from the committee of 
conference on the legislative, executive, and ju- 
dicial appropriation bill, and move that the com- 
mittee rise for that purpose. 

The motion was agreed to. 

So the committee rose; and Mr. Bococx hav- 
ing taken the chair, as Speaker pro tempore, Mr. 
‘Wasupurne, of Illinois, reported that the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House had, according to 
order, had the Private Calendar under considera- 
tion, and had come to no resolution thereon. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Iam instructed by the com- 
mittee of conference on the legislative, executive, 
and judicial appropriation bill to report their ac- 
tion to the House. 1 will state, with the permis- 
sion of the House, that the committee recommend 
that the House agree to the sixth amendment of 
the Senate, simply raising the amount of their con- 
tingent fund from $2,000 to $2,500. The House 
also agree to the Senate amendment in regard to 
the Mint, with an amendment. As it now stands, 
we authorize the Secretary of the Treasury, when- 
ever he deems it expedient, to discontinue the 
refining at the mints, but allows the same charge 
as under the existing law for refining, when it is 
done at the-Mint. With these two exceptions, 
the action of the House upon the Senate amend- 
ments is confirmed by the committee. 
the previous question on the adoption of the 
report. 

The previous question was seconded, and the 
main question ordered to be put. 


I desire to present a priv- | 


I move | 


The report of the committee of conference was | 


adopted. 

Mr. SHERMAN moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the report was adopted ;and also moved 
to lay the motion to reconsider on the table. 

Mr. THOMAS moved that the House adjourn. 

The motion was disagreed to. 


COMMITTEE OF THE WHOLE. 

Mr. WINSLOW moved that the House resolve 
itself into a Committee of the Whole House on 
the Private Calendar. 

The motion was agreed to. 


The House accordingly resolved itself into a | 
Committee of the Whole House, (Mr. Wasn- | 


BURNE, of Illinois, in the chair,) and resumed the 
consideration of the Private Calendar. 


JOHN W. NYE-—AGAIN. 


Mr. BURNETT. Before the reading of the ; 


Calendar is commenced, | desire to make a ques- 
tion of order upon House bill No, 628 in relation 
to the claim of J. W. Nye. 
been called regularly, and objected to on a pre- 
vious occasion, and that under the rule it requires 
the objection of five members to prevent its con- 
sideration. 


I think this bill had * 


larly called and objected to. He will therefore be 
compelled to overrule the point of order made by 
the gentleman from Kentucky. 


- HARRIS AND HODGE, 


Mr. CLARK, of Missouri. I ask the unani- 
mous consent of the House for leave to take up 
and pass House bill No. 723, for the relief of Har- 
ris & Hodge, of Missouri. 

Mr. McCLERNAND. I am always willing 
to accommodate the gentleman from Missouri; 
but there are other bills upon the Calendar in 
which gentlemen upon the floor feel a deep inter- 
est, and I think that we had better proceed with 
the call in order. I object. 


HALF PAY TO WIDOWS AND ORPHANS. 
Mr. BURNETT. I now call up House joint 


resolution No, 33, giving construction to thesecond 
section of the act of February 3, 1853, to continue 
half pay to widows and orphans. That resolu- 
tion, anda large number of Court of Claims bills, 
which depend upon it, were laid aside informally 
for the purpose of afférding an opportunity to 
members to look into them. These cases might 
as well be disposed of now as at any other time. 
I hope, therefore, that we will take them up and 
pass or reject them, 

Mr. McCLERNAND, I think there is some 
misunderstanding about this matter. It is m 
recollection that the gentleman from New York 
(Mr. Hoarn] objected to the consideration of the 
resolution. 

Mr. WINSLOW. The gentleman from New 
York withdrew his objection, and agreed that it 
should be informally passed over for examination, 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair understands 
the matter as stated by the gentleman from North 
Carolina. These bills from the Court of Claims 


any member. 

Mr. BURNETT. I call them up, and ask that 
they be disposed of. 

The joint resolution was read. f 

Mr. WINSLOW. This resolution is to put 
the widows of revolutionary officers and soldiers 
who married after the year 1800 upon the same 
footing as those who married before that year. 
I have looked into the decisions of the Court of 
Claims and the statutes, and I have no doubt the 
joint resolution is framed according to the con- 
struction of the law. 

Mr. MILLSON. I understand the object of 
that resolution is to give these widows pensions 


| from the time antecedent to the passage of the law. 


Mr. HOARD. Yes, sir. 

Mr. MILLSON. I[recoilect very well the cir- 
cumstances attending the passage of the act. It 
was passed under the previous question; and I 
then desired to have the opportunity of opposing 
it, and was denied. I think that the decision of 


| the Court of Claims is utterly wrong; and I object 


to the consideration of the resolution. 


J. W. NYE. 

A bill (H. R. No. 269) for the relief of J. W. 
Nye. 

Mr. THOMAS, 1 object. 

Mr. LOVEJOY. Thope there will be no objec- 
tion to my bill. 

Mr. KUNKEL. Iam indebted to the gentle- 
man from Illinois for so much courtesy that I 
must object to his bill. 

Mr. BURNETT moved that the committee 
rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

So the committee rose; and the Speaker having 
resumed the chair, Mr. Wasusurye, of Ilinois, 
reported that the Committee of the Whole House 
had, according to order, had the Private Calendar 
-gencrally under consideration, and had directed 
him to report to the House the following private 
bills, with the recommendation that they do pass, 
some with and some without amendment: 


olution; } i 

A bill (H. R. No. 591) granting a pension to 
Archibald Merriman; ; 

A bill (H. R. No. 593) for the relief of Henry 
Sanford: . ‘ 

A bill (H. R. No. 596) for the relief of James 


were informally passed over, to be called up by | 


A bill (H. R. No. 597) to increase the petiston 
of William W. Diehl; < Pe Meee 
A bill (EL. R: No. 598) granting a pension. to 
Daniel Lucas; ee 

A bil (H R: No. 602) grantin 
pension to Henry F. Bowers; ; 

A bill (H. R: No. 624) for the relief of Hull & 
Cozzens and John Naylor &-Co.; 

A bill (H. R. No. 625) for-the relief of Alex- 
ander V., Fraser; ` Hes ee 

A bill (H. R. No. 626) for the relief of Stephen 
F. Willis; Soden Tet gt 

A bill (S. No. 77) for the relief of Richard 
Chenery; ; PPa 

A bill (S. No. 39) for the relief of Simon D. 
Visser and Josë Villarubia, of New Orleans; and 

A bill (H, R. No, 311) for the relief of Mrs. 
Mary Ann Henry. ; 

The SPEAKER. ‘Unless objected to, the vote 
will be taken upon all the bills at once. ; 

Mr. BURNHAM. Iwanta'sèparåte vote on 
the bill forthe relief of Hull& Cozzens and John 
Naylor & Co., as it was the understanding that I 
should move an amendment to it. ~ : 

The SPEAKER. The vote will be taken on 
the other bills en masse: Shall the-amendments 
reported from the Committee of thé Whole House 
be concurred in? a : : 

The amendments of the Committee. of the 
Whole House were concurred in. 

The bills were then severally ordered to be en- 
grossed—excepting the Senate bills—and read a 
third time; and being engrossed, they were ac~ 
cordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. TAPPAN moved to reconsider the: vote 
by which the bills were passed; and also moved 
that the motion to reconsider be laid upon the. 
table. i : i 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


HULL AND COZZENS. eae 


Mr. BURNHAM. I move to amend the bill 
(H. R. No. 624) forthe relief of Hull & Cozzens 
and John Naylor & Co., by adding at the end of 
it a proviso that the appropriation shall. not ex- 
ceed $3,500. : ; 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill, as amended, was ordered to be en- 

rossed and read athird time; and being engrossed, 
it was accordingly read the third time, and passed, 


ALFRED C. MURPHY AND HIRAM BURLINGHAM, 


Mr. BURNETT. I move that the House do 
now adjourn.: ` i : 

Mr. ALDRICH. I hopethegentleman will not 
insist on that motion until I can get a bill passed. 

Mr. BURNETT I withdraw the motion for 
the present. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I move that the Committee 
of the Whole House on the Private Calendar be 
discharged from the further consideration of 
House bill No. 749, for the relief of Alfred ©. 
Morphy and Hiram Burlingham, and that it be 
put upon its passage. | oe Sheds ct g 

There was no objection; and the motion was 
agreed to. f 

The bill, which was read, authorizes Alfred ©. 
Murphy to enter the north balf of the northeast 
quarter and the northeast quarter of the north- 
west quarter of section thirty-six, township twen- 
ty-nine, range twenty-four west, in the State of 
Minnesota; and Hiram Burlingham to enter the 
northwest quarter of the northwest quarter and 
the south half of the northwest quarter of section 
thirty-six, township twenty-nine, range twenty- 
four west, in the same State, upon payment, by 
Alfred C. Murphy and Hiram Burlingham, of the 
usual minimum of $1 25 per acre; and it directs 
the Commissioner of the General Land Office to, 
issue patents on the said entries, provided that 
they shall in nowise interfere with or embrace 
any land to which there is a valid subsisting claim 
under the preémption laws of the United. States. 
It also authorizes the superintendent of public 
schools in Minnesota to select an equal. amount 
of other lands in said State for the use of public 
schools in lieu of the lands herein granted. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I move ty amend by insert- 
ing in lieu of the proviso in the bill the following: 

Provided however, ‘That no bona fide claim or right of any 
parties or of the State of Minnesota to said lands or any 
part thereof shall in any wise be prejudiced or affected by 
the terms of this act until their assent shall have been first 
obtained. è ‘ : 

The amendment was agreed.to. 
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The bill, as amended, was. ordered to be en- 
grossed and read a third time; and being engrossed, 
it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. ALDRICH moved to reconsider the vote 
oy which the bill was passed; and also moved 
that the motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


ENROLLED BILLS. 


Mr. RIGGS, from the Committee on Enrolled 
Bills, reported that they had examined and found 
truly enrolled bills of the following titles; when 
the Speaker signed the same: 

` An act (S. No. 274) for the relief of Townsend 
Harris, or his heirs or legal representatives; and 

An act (S. No. 125). for the relief of John 
Peebles. 

k MRS. MARY ANN HENRY. 


Mr. HOARD. I find that the bill for the re- 
lief of Mrs. Mary Ann Henry was not reported 
with. the amendment of the Committee of the 
Whole House, and that it passed without that 
amendment. I asked the gentleman who had the 
billin charge, what it granted, and he replied some 
thirty dollars a month. At my suggestion, it was 
reduced to twenty dollars a month. I ask that, 
by. unanimous consent, the correction be made in 
the engrossed bill. 

At was so ordered. 


. JAMES SMITH. 


Mr. TOMPKINS. I ask the unanimous con- 
sent of the House to discharge the Committee of 
the Whole from the further consideration of Sen- 
ate bill No. 134, for the relief of James Smith, and 
that it now be put on its passage. 

No objection being made, the bill was taken up 
for consideration, 

The bill directs the Secretary of the Interior to 

lace the name of James Smith, now of the city of 
ashington, late a soldier in the war with Mex- 
ico and on the frontier of Texas on the invalid 
pension roll, at the rate of cight dollars a month, 
to commence on the 4th of March, 1858, and to 
continue daring his lifetime. 

From the report, which was read, itappears that 
the petitioner was several years in the Army of 
the United States, serving throughout the Mexi- 
can campaign, and doing duty upon the frontiers 
of Texas, where he received the injury, while out 
with a scouting party, which has resulted ina 
permanent disability. The duty upon which he į 
was engaged at the time of receiving the injury, 
is regarded as one of a hazardous character; and 
though the mannerin which hereceived the wound 


does not appear in evidence, the petitioner ap- jj 


peared in person before the committee with anarm 
totally disabled, and stated that the injury was 
inflicted by a blow from a musket, struck by the 
non-commissioned officer who was in command 
of the scouting party to which he was attached, | 
The blow broke the arm and dislocated the cthow | 
joint; and before the petitioner was able to return | 
to camp and receive surgical treatment, a bony 
union of the joint had taken place, and left his arm 
so crooked as to be totally disabled. He remained 
in the hospital, after his return, until his wound 
was healed, when he was discharged from the 
service, on the surgeon’s certificate, for ordinary 
disability. 

The bill was ordered to be read a third time; and 
it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. TOMPKINS moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed; and also moved to | 
lay the motion to reconsider on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

ANNIE D. REEVES. 

Mr. HUGHES. Iask the unanimous consent | 
of the House to discharge the Committee of the | 
Whole House from the further consideration of | 
Senate bill No, 295, for the relief of Annie D. | 
Reeves, and that it be considered at this time. | 

No objection being made, the bill was brought | 
before the House for consideration. l 

The bill directs the Secretary of the Interior to | 

| 
| 
| 
i 
| 


place the name of Annie D, Reeves, widow of J. 
S. K.. Reeves, late captain in the first regiment 
artillery, United States Army, at the rate of half- | 
pay proper, commencing on the Ist of January, j 
1860, and to continue during life. S 
From the report, the following facts appear: i 


That Captain J. S. K. Reeves, deceased, the hus- 
band of the petitioner, was appointed second lieu- | 
tenant of the first artillery, July 1, 1838; first lieu- | 


tenant, June 21, 1839; captain, April 1, 1850; and 
died February 22, 1851. The petitioner applies 
for a pension on the ground that her husband died 
of injuries received while in the line of his duty, 
in the service of the United States. Charles 
McDougall, surgeon, of the United States Army, 
certifies that Captain Reeves was under his pro- 
fessional treatment from June, 1846, to June, 
1848, for disease of the left testicle, caused by an 
injury received while on drill at Fort Adams, 
Rhode Island, sometime in 1845, which he be- 
lieves was the cause of his death, in February, 
1851. C. H. Wheelingsly, surgeon, of the Uni- 
ted States Navy, who attended Captain Reeves, 
at Pensacola, in 1846, states: “f have never 
doubted but that the injury which ultimately 
caused his (Captain Reeves’s) death was received 
in the line of his duty.’”’ 

At the time of his death no report was made by 
a medical officer, as he did not die at a military 
post. Acting Surgeon General R. C. Wood, 
United States Army, states that the certificate of 
Surgeon McDougall is, in his opinion, entitled to 
all the credit that would be given to a similar 
statement from the records of the surgeon gene- 
eral’s office. Captain J. Jones, United States 
Army, states that Captain Reeves was ordered to 
Pensacola, Florida, in anticipation, and prepara- 
tory to the war with Mexico; and that his health 


was so much impaired that he was unable to go | 


with his company to Mexico, and was assigned 
duty at West Point; that he was at the post with 
Captain Reeves when he reccived the injury; went 
with him to Pensacola; and was subsequently 


with him between three and five years during his | 


illness, and never doubted that his disease was 
caused by the injury he received while drilling his 
company at Fort Adams. 

The bill was ordered to be read a third time; and 
itwas accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. HUGHES moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed; and also moved to 
Jay the motion to reconsider on the table. 

‘Lhe latter motion was agreed to. 


LAURA ©. HUMBER. 


Mr. HINDMAN. I ask the unanimous con- 
sent of the House to discharge the Committee of 
the Whole House from the further consideration 
of Senate bill Nô. 227, for the relief of Laura ©. 
Humber, widow of Charles H. Humber; and that 
the same may be considered at this time. 

No objection being made, the bill was brought 


! before the House for consideration. 


The bill directs the Secretary of the Interior to 


i 
place the name of Laura C. Humber, widow of 


Charles Humber, late captain in the seventh reg- 
iment of the United States infantry, upon the pen- 
sion roil,and to pay her at the rate of twenty 


dollars per month, to continue for life or widow- | 


hood. 

The report states the following facts: The hus- 
band of the petitioner entered the United States 
Army as a cadet in September, 1835; was second 
lieutenant of seventh infantry, July 1, 1840; first 


lieutenant, September, 1845; brevet captain, * for į 


gallant and meritorious conduct in the battle of 
Cerro Gordo, 18th April, 1847; severely wounded 


| at San Geronimo, 19th August, 1847; and died at i 


Fort Smith, Arkansas, January 2, 1858. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it 
was accordingly read a third time, and passed. 

Mr. HINDMAN moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed; and also moved to 
lay the motion to reconsider on the table. 

‘The latter moton was agreed to. 


HARRIS AND HODGE. 
Mr. CLARK, of Missouri. Iask the unan- 


imous consent of the House to discharge the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House from the further con- 
sideration of House bill No. 723, for the relief of 
Harris & Hodge, of Missouri, and that the same 
be considered at this time. 

No objection being made, the bill was brought 
before the House for consideration. 

The bill directs the Postmaster General to pay, 
out of any money in the ‘Treasury not otherwise 
appropriated, to Harris & Hodge, of Brunswick, 
in the State of Missouri, the sum of $2,223, in full 
for their services in carrying the United States 


mail, from December 20, 1858, to August 20, 1859, | 


from Huntsville to Brunswick, in the State of 
Missouri. 


It appears, from the report, that some time prior 
to the 20th of December, 1858, the citizens of 
Huntsville, Brunswick,and vicinity, in the State 
of Missouri, petitioned Congress to establish a 
daily mail or post route between said points; but 
that, by reason of the failure of the last Congress 
to pass the post office appropriation and post route 
bill, the route was not, and is not now, established 
by law. The wants and demands of the people 
for further mail facilities in that section of the 
State of Missouri, caused by the rapid increase 
of population, induced the petitioners to open up 
a route from Huntsville to Brunswick, a distance 
of about sixty miles, and commenced running a 
daily line of coaches between said points, with 
the understanding with the postmasters that they 
should have the mails, and look to Congress for 
compensation. In pursuance of this arrangement, 
the petitioners, therefore, an the 20th day of De~ 
cember, 1858, at the instance of the postmasters, 
took charge of the mails, and carried them daily, 
each way, until the 20th of August, 1859, a period 
of eight months, for which they have received no 
compensation. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read 
a third time; and being engrossed, it was accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. CLARK, of Missouri, moved to reconsider 
the vote by which the bill was passed; and also 
moved to lay the motion to reconsider on the table 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


ENROLLED BILLS. 


Mr. RIGGS, from the Committee on Enrolled 
Bills, reported as truly enrolled bills of the follow- 
ing titles; when the Speaker signed the same: 

An act to extend the right of appeal from the. 
decisions of the circuit courts to the Supreme 
Court of the United States; 

A bill for the relief of George H. Giddings; 
an 

A bill for the relief of William Cowan. 


RECESS. 


Mr. BURNETT. I move that the House do 
now adjourn. 

Mr. GROW. I appeal to the gentleman from 
Kentucky to withdraw that motion; so that we 
may take a recess until seven o’clock. 

Mr. BURNETT. I have no objection to a 
recess, 

Mr, JOHN COCHRANE. I hope we shall 
|| not yet adjourn; we are doing a good business 
now. 

Mr. GROW. I hope, by unanimous consent, 
we will take a recess now until seven o’clock, 
when debate upon the special order shall pro- 
ceed, with the understanding that the gentleman 
from Maryland, (Mr. Wessrer,] who was en- 
titled to the floor to-day, shall have the floor on 
Monday. 

Mr. WINSLOW. Ihope the House will pro- 
ceed with business for an hour longer now. 

ii Mr. GROW. Then I make this proposition, 
that when the House adjourns to-day, it shall be 
to take a recess until seven o’clock this evening. 
i Mr. HUGHES. lobject,and hope the House 
will not consent to it. ~ 

Mr. BURNETT. 
now adjourn. 

Mr. GROW. As objection is made, I ask the 
gentleman from Kentucky to withdraw his mo- 
tion, so that I may call up the special order. 
Then we can take a recess under the order of the 
House. ‘ 

Mr. BURNETT. I am willing to accommo- 
date the gentleman. 

Mr. GROW. Now, I insist that the special 
i| ordershall be taken up. That is, the regular order 
i! of business. 

I be 


| Mr. MORSE. 
i| the Chair. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman is recognized; 

but the motion io adjourn is a privileged mo- 


i 
i 


I move that the House do 


ieve I was recognized by 


tion. 
Mr. MORSE. Not while I am upon the floor. 
Mr. GROW. I rise toa point of order. The 


i! gentleman from Kentucky made a motion to ad- 
| journ. I then asked the House to take a recess. 
i| hat was objected to. The gentleman from Ken- 
|! tacky then renewed his motion, but withdrew it 

that I might call up the special order, which is 
he regular order of business. Now, l insist upon 
he special order being taken up. The gentleman, 


i 
| 
i 

i 
| 
i 
i 
i 


i 
l 
li 
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from Kentucky withdrew his motion for that pur- 
pose. After the special order is taken up, I shall 
ask for a recess, under the previous order of the 
House. 

Mr. BURNETT, Inasmuch as the day has 
been occupied by the consideration of private bills, 
I do not think it is fair to the gentleman from 
Maryland, [Mr. Wesster,] who was entitled to 
the floor to-day, to compel him to proceed this 
evening. ; 


Mr. GROW. I expressly stated, in the first 
instance, that a recess should be taken with the 
understanding that the gentleman from Maryland 
should have the floor on Monday. A number of 
other gentlemen desire to speak this evening. 

Mr. BURNETT. Then I have no objection. 

The SPEAKER. The special order, being 
the report of the committee of thirty-three, is be- 
fore the House for consideration. 

Mr. GROW. I move to take a recess until 
seven o’clock. 

Mr. STEVENS, of Pennsylvania. I move that 
the House do now adjourn. 

The motion was not agreed to. 

Mr. GARNETT. Is the object of a recess 
general debate upon the special order? That re- 
quires unanimous consent, 

Mr. GROW. The object is general debate; 
but there is an order of the House which obliges 
us to take a recess at four o’clock. Iask that it | 
be done now, so that we may not be obliged to 
remain here until four o’clock. In half an hour’s 
time we shall be obliged to take a recess. 

Mr. GARNETT. Then, I have no objection. 


SAMUEL 8. GREEN. 


Mr. MORSE. I ask the indulgence of the | 
House a moment. Ihave a little private bill that 
I desire to call up. lam going out of Congress 
on the 4th of March, and L am very anxious to 
get this bill through before I leave. One of my 
constituents and a gentleman in New Orleans are 
equally interested in this matter, and [ would like 
to have it taken up as a Union measure. [Laugh- 
ter.] I move that the Committee of the Whole 
House be discharged from the further considera- 
tion of House bill No. 514, for the relief of Sam- 
uel S. Green. 

Mr. STEVENS, of Pennsylvania. J object to 
all these Union measures. (Laughter.] 

The bill was read. Lt provides that the fines 
imposed by the Post Office Department on Sam- 
uel S. Green, of New Orleans, while carrying the | 
mails on route 3503, from New Orleans and other 
ports in the Gulf of Mexico, to Key West and 
back, when he failed to depart from, or arrive at 
any of said ports at precisely the schedule time, 
be remitted; and it directs the proper accounting 
officers of the Treasury to settle his accounts, and 
allow him the amount of said fines and the balance 
due him under his contract. 

Mr. HOARD. Objection was made by the gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania to the consideration of 
that bill, andl I do not know why it has been read. 

Mr. BOCOCK. I am satisfied the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania did not mean his objection to 
be entertained by the Chair. He isa man who 
is very much misunderstood. He puts in objec~ 
tions when he does not mean them to be enter- | 
tained. [Laughter.} 

Mr. MORSE. Of course he does not object. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair did not under- 
stand the gentleman from Pennsylvania as object- 


ing. 

“Mr. HOARD. I object to the bill. i 

Mr. MORSE. Let me say to the gentleman, 
that this bill has been unanimously reported by 
the Post Office Committee, It only proposes to 
remit certain fines imposed upon Mr. Green, for | 
coming into port only a few hours after the sched- 
ule time, in consequence of fogs and storms. He 
not only got nothing for the trips, but was fined 
$2,000. All he asks is that those fines shall be 
remitted. ; 

Mr. HOARD. What do the fines amount to. 

Mr. MORSE. The fines amount to about nine 
thousand dollars. They rained the man, and you 
want to continue to ruin him. The Government 
is this very day paying $76,000 to a contractor | 
for performing the very same service which he | 
performed for $24,000. "I call the previous ques- 
tion on the bill. 

Mr. HOARD. I object; and the gentleman | 


cannot call the previous question on the bill; and |! 


I will not withdraw the objection. until he gets 
coolagain. (Laughter.] 

Mr. MORSE. It is the only favor I ever asked 
of the House. 

Mr. HOARD. Task the gentleman to state 
how much the fines amount. to, and he gocs off 
into a rambling and excited statement from which 
no one can possibly make out anything about the 
claim. 

Mr. MORSE. Iam justas cool as my friend. 
I stated that the fines amounted during the year 
to about nine thousand dollars; and the Post Office 
Committee tell you that this is as just a bill as 
ever came before the House. . 

Mr. HOARD. Then I withdraw my objection. 

The bill was then ordered to a third reading; 
and it was accordingly read the third time, and 

assed. i 

Mr. MORSE moved to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill was passed; and also moved to lay 
the motion to reconsider upon the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


NEW GRANADA AND COSTA RICA. 


Mr. HUMPHREY. I ask the House to put 
upon its passage Senate bill No. 543, to carry 
into effect conventions between the United States 
and the Republics of New Granada and Costa 
Rica. It is necessary that it should be passed 
immediately, in order to carry into effect conven- 
tions with New Granada and Costa Rica for the 
payment of indemnity to our citizens for losses 
there incurred. It simply provides for the ap- 
pointmentofcommissionersin pursuance of treaty 
stipulations. 

There being no objection to the bill, it was 
ordered to athird reading; and was accordingly 


| read the third time, and passed. 


Mr. HUMPHREY moved to reconsider the 
vote by which the bill was passed; and also 
moved to lay the motion to reconsider upon the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to 


SAMUEL PERRY. 


Mr.STEVENSON. Iask the unanimous con- 
sent of the House that the Committee of the 
Whole House be discharged from the further con- 
sideration of the bill (H. R. No. 678) for the re- 
lief of Samuel Perry. It is the first bill I have 
ever asked the House to pass, and it is a very 
meritorious claim. 

The bill was read. It directs the Secretary of 
the Treasury to pay to Samuel Perry the sum of 
$638 98, the amount improperly deducted from 
freight for transportation of Indian supplies in the 
year 1837, a portion of which was lost by the 
sinking of a flat-boat. 

There being no objection, the Committee of the 
Whole House was discharged from the further 
consideration of the bill. 

It was then ordered to be engrossed and read a 
third time; and being engrossed, it was accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. STEVENSON moved to reconsider the 
vote by which the bill was passed; and also moved 
to lay the motion to reconsider upon the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

Mr. KILGORE. I ask the House to put upon 
its passage bill No. 917. 

Mr. WINSLOW. Lobject. Ihave had the floor 
twice to-day, and have been taken off it by objec- 
tions. 

Mr. THOMAS. 
now adjourn. 

Mr. GROW. If that motion is insisted on, I 
shall have to call the yeas and nays upon itso as 
to take up the time till four o'clock, in order that 
we may have a recess till seven this evening. 

Mr. THOMAS. Is any business to be done 
after the recess—anything but speech-making? 

Several Memsers. No; no. 

Mr. THOMAS. Then I withdraw the motion 
to adjourn. i 

Mr. GROW. I then propose that we take a 
recess now, until seven o’clock this evening. 

Mr. BURNETT. I want it understood that 
the gentleman from Maryland [Mr. Wessrer] 
is to have the floor when the special order next 
comes up after to-day. 

Mr. GROW. Certainly. I proposed that at | 


the beginning. 


I move that the House do 


“Me BINGHAM. That isunderstood all round. || 


TheSPEAKER. The Chairunderstands, then, 


that, by general consent’of ‘the Efouse,‘the gèn- 
tleman from Maryland [Mr Wesster} isto have 
the floor on the'special or-ler on Monday, or when 
nextitcomes upafter to-day. [Cries of “Agreed? 
and + Certainly t} bin Ba bee n 
The House then, (at: twenty minutes to: four 
o’clock, p. m.,) by unanimous consent, took a 
recess until ‘seven o’clock this evenings =o ptei 


EVENING SESSION. es 

The House reassembled at seveno’clock, p.m; 
(Mr. Aprica occupying the Chairas Speaker 
pro tempore,) and’ immediately resumed: the con- 
sideration of the special order, being the report.of 
the committee of thirty-three on the present ton- 
dition of the country. i 

Mr. SOMES. Mr. Speaker, I do not propose, 
in the brief space of time Í shall occupy; to fatigue 
the House with a recital of the present difficulties 
which seem to threaten the peace.and stability 
of the nation. They are already too. familiar. to 
every American citizen; and are but the resultof . 
anattempt to override the laws of civilization, by 
endeavoring to force slavery upon enlightened 
communities where the institution. never before 
existed. ; 

The advocates of slavery have tried to harmon- 
ize the most intensified despotism on earth with 
free schools and Christianity. They have in- 
sulted the intelligence of the North by declaring 
that wrong is right, and that all who differ- from 
them in this conclusion should be gagged. They 
have undertaken to unite two repellant bodies, and 
because they would not fuse now threaten to break 
the crucible. Any political chemist could have 
foretold the result. 7 

When the fathers framed the Government, they 
were compelled to tolerate slavery, from the ne- 
cessity of the case; but, at, the same time, they 
adopted the theory of equality among men, and 
provided in the Constitution the means that were 
sure to lead to its ultimate triumph, namely, free 
speech and a free press. They did not fear error 
so long as truth was left free to combat it. Our 
southern friends understand the power of truth 
when uttered without restraint, as wellas the first 
Napoleon did, and they fear it more, because the 
despotism of Napoleon’s sway was a democracy 
compared with the tyranny of American slavery. 
The nephew ts wiser than his uncle, or the slave- 
holder; for he means, hereafter, that the. golden 
and not the iron rule shall govern his people; and 
he is, therefore, beginning to loosen the muzzle, 
and unfettcr the press. He prefers intelligence 
to ignorance, intellectual strength to brute force, 
wealth to poverty, national greatness to an imbe~ 
cileoligarchy,apersonal renown, which shall keep 
up with or run before the progress of civilization, 
rather than present ease and the execrations of 
future generations. Time will verify this state- 
ment 

The slave power might learn. many a:lesson of 
political wisdom by crossing the Atlantic; but it 
chooses the Gulf. In order to coerce the North 
into compromising its principles, the South has 
inaugurated a system of terrorism that has no 

araltel in the history of the world;.and when it 
is understood that there is no sincerity in the 

resent movement, at least with four fifths of the 
inhabitants of the southern States, but that it is 
a mere game of brag, it certainly seems surpris- 
ing that so many of our. statesmen should be 
drawn into the snare. ‘ 

But I may be told, as a proof of their sincerity, 
that already several of the States have held: con- 
ventions and resolved themselves out ofthe Union, 
and ‘have formed a new confederacy. But con- 
ventions are cheap, and resolutions still cheaper; 
besides, conventions and resolutions constitute no 
inconsiderable part of southern political capital. 
The southern States occasionally hold conven- 
tions, and resolve to open direct trade with for- 
eign nations, by means of lines of magnificent 
steamships and fast clippers. ‘They, resolve great 
cities where small towns have hardly held their 
own for many years. But I believe the world has 
wagged along about the same after as they did 
before the resolutions passed; and fast clippers 
and the stupendous steamships float only in the 
imaginations of the resolvers. ; 

Bat you say they have gone beyond resolutions 
in this case; they have seized the forts and ar- 
senals, and have threatened to coerce the Govern- 
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I know they have, and that is 
the very card that was required to bring Congress 
omits knees, and they knew it. T like the bold- 
ness wilh which they play their game; they 
“ stake their all’ on a small pair, and then, with- 
out moving a muscle of the face, they look their 
opponent in the eye until he quails and lays down 
his hand. . 

I was in Washington most of the time for six 
weeks prior to the assembling of Congress, and 
had good reasons for believing that a deep and 
broad scheme was laid, which has since been par- 
tially carried out, to dissolve the Republican party 
and obtain new. concessions and piedges from the 
free States, by threatening’to dissolve the Union, 
without the slightest desire or intention to do so. 
I had a peep behind the scenes, and can assure 
the timid. ones that it is nothing but sheet-iron 
thunder that so startles and alarms them. The 
managers did not fully comprehend the firmness 
of the northern people; and have therefore been 
obliged to play their game more desperately than 
was at first intended. 

If that which was intended as a farce should 
endas a real tragedy among the actors, the get- 
ters-up of the play will be responsible for the re- 
sults. Ifthe true Union men will stand aloof from 
taking any part in this performance, the seces- 
sionists will, in the course of ninety days, cry for 
quarter instead of concessions. hfs 

But, suppose we grant that the Union is now 
really in danger: what will save it? Or, if it can- 


ment intoa war. 


. not be saved, what is the next best thing to be 


done? The seceding States repudiate all offers of 
adjustment; it is therefore folly to waste time or 
words on them; it is worse than folly, it is weak- 
ness and cowardice. f 

In a speech before the late State convention in 
Alabama, Mr. Yancey said: 

“Mr. President, I avow myself as utterly, unalterably 
opposed to any and all plans of reconstructing 4 Union with 
the Black Republican States of the North. No new guar- 
antees—no amendments of the Constitution—no peaceful 
resolutions-—no repeat of offensive laws, can offer to ine 
any, the feast, inducement to reconstruct our relations with 
the non-slaveholding States. This opinion is not founded 
onmany objection to a contederation with the States north of 
Mason and Dixon’s line, on principles mutually agreeable 
to them ; but it is founded on the conviction that the dis- 
ease which preys on the vitals of the Federal Union, docs 
not emanate from any defect in the Federal Constitution, 
but from a deeper source—the hearts, heads, and con- 
sciences of the northern people.” 


But we are told that the border States must be 
saved, and that this can only be done by giving 
them some compromise upon which they may 
stand, and around which they can rally to resist 
the tide of secession, 

It isproposed by gentlemen to build a platform 
outofempty compromises and meaningless prom- 
ises for Union men of the border States to stand 
upon, and. with this to cheat the people back. to 
their constitutional allegiance. We may cheat 
ourselves thus, but not the people. Any com- 
promise now offered can only have the effect of 
demoralizing and disorganizing the ‘only power 
upon which the tranquillity of the country de- 
pends, namely, the Republican party; for these 
same disturbing elements will reappear whenever 
the slave power has any real or fancied grievance, 
unless all attempts at compromise are sternly re- 
sisted by the Republican party; for all other par- 
ties are broken up, and have no political strength. 
The Republican party must save the Government 
by standing firm upon its platform of principles, 
or los: itself in the general chaos. There are va- 
rious propositions of compromise offered-by dif- 
ferent classesof men. The first class of compro- 
mises are called conservative. They are the 
représentatives of property, either in slaves at the 
South or merchandise ‘at the North; they have 
everything to lose and little to gainin any political 
orsocial disturbance, andare, therefore, ever ready 
to counsel the sacrifice of principle whenever there 
is an appearance of agitation. The second class 
are meu of passive or negative qualities, with no 
particular purpose, andare the subjects and tools 


of the positive men. Then there is a third class | 


of men who, having an eye to an office or a con- 
tract, suddenly become overwhelmed with patri- 
otic emotions, and are ready to save the Union at 
all hazards. 

There is still another class of men that should 


not be overlooked, for they have, indirectly, a | 
They are what are called | 


good deal of influence. 
retired gentlemen, or millionaires; they have their 
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| breeding States. 


ł 


money permanently invested, and have retired to 
their easy chairs to doze out the balance of their 
days, and are unwilling to be disturbed. They 


were once like other men, active and brisk and | 


bold in their operations; but now those days are 
but dreams of the past; they have now a taste for 
everything that is old, moldy, and stationary. 
The world whirls too fast for them; it makes them 
dizzy, and so they are anxious to stop it. If you 
could be permitted to look into their safes, you 
would find large packages of Government and 
State stocks, as well as railroad and manufactur- 
ing. You would also find bonds and mortgages 
and bank stock in abundance. They are in the 
habit of overhauling and contemplating these as 
a poet docs Shakspeare or Longfellow. Ina 
word, these men are chronic fogies run to seed, 
and should be treated with consideration and re- 


“spect, for we have one of them at the head of the 


Government. But there is a class of men who 
do not propose to give any further license to sla- 
very; who act from higher motives; whose con- 
trolling influence is humanity; whose ambition is 
its growth and universal development. This class 
has secured the control of the Government in the 


triumph of the Republican party, after astruggle | 


of many years. 

There are certain strata in political history that 
mark the progress of the race with as much cer- 
tainty as do those of geology the formation of the 
earth. These are war, money, and humanity. 
The first had its day, and controlled nations with 
an iron will. Then war yielded to money, and 
capital has been for many years the barometer of 
public opinion, and the controlling influence of 
political parties and nations. 

But this is about to give up its scepter to hu- 
manity, giving a higher tone to public sentiment; 
a better political practice, as well as theory, to the 
country. War and money are to be used only as 
auxiliary agents in the development. of this new 

ower. This young giant is already inaugurated 
in the North; and you might as well attempt to 
resist the laws that govern the seasons as to check 
his onward course. The position of the free 
States is uncompromising hostility to the expan- 
siou of slavery. 

In view of these facts, let us see what is the 
real condition and interest of the slave States, and 
the policy which they should pursue. The cot- 
ton states—South Carolina, Georgia, Alabama, 
Mississippi, Louisiana, Florida, Arkansas, arid a 
part of 'Texas—are slave-consuming States; Vir- 
ginia, Maryland, Delaware, Kentucky, Tennes- 
see, North Carolina, and Missouri, are slave- 
The former seek extension of 
breeding territory to secure cheap negrocs; the 
latter, if they would extend slavery at all, should 
Strive to annex more consuming territory, for the 
purpose of enhancing the market value of slaves. 
What, then, is the policy of the two sections of 
the South? I cheerfully admit that the border 


| States are but slightly responsible for the dis- 


turbed state of affairs, and that the crime rests 
mainly upon seceding or slave-consuming States. 


Suppose, then, theconsuming Statesreally mean | 


secession and an independent southern confeder- 
acy: will the border slave States go with them, and 
assist in opening the African slave trade, when itis 
evident that, sooner or later, the value of slaves 
would be so reduced by fresh importations that 
it would become unprofitable to, raise them? 

In addition to this sacrifice of the interests of 
the breeding States, they will, from their geo- 
graphical position, be compelled to fight the bat- 
tles of the consuming States as well as their own, 
and to assist in suppressing servile insurrection 
as soon as the restraints of the Federal Govern- 
ment are removed from those in the North who 
would excite it. Newand increased facilities will 
be offered for the escape of this property; for 
property with brains and legs would then be less 
reliable than stocks, or even [Indian bonds; and I 
wish to tell southern gentlergen now, thatif they 
succeed in breaking up this Union, and place 
themselves upon unfriendly relations with the free 
States, they can never recover from northern soil 


a single slave who steals himself; for then, even | 
|! marshals and commissioners, being shorn of their | 


fees, will join the hosts of freedom. The policy 
of the consuming States will be free trade and di- 
rect taxation, which must necessarily prevent the 
development of the natural resources of the border 
States and reduce them to slave breeding alone. 


Such is the condition and position of the seced- 
ing slave-consuming States, with whom it is pro- 
posed the border States shall ally themselves, 
unless we of the free States concede some com- 
promise upon which they can stand. 

Why should they, then, demand of the North 
concessions that will only result ultimately to their 
disadvantage and our disgrace? Suppose that we 
give you New Mexico, with astringent slave code: 
what then? I have already. shown you that it 
would only create competition with your own 
slave-breeding States; and that, while you expand 
slave territory, you contract your own income. 

Suppose we offer you, as a compromise, the 
strongest guarantee that we will not interfere with 
slavery in the States: you have it already in the 
Constitution. And one year ago you rung the 
changes on the Constitution and the Union, until 
the phrase became a byword. Has the Consti- 
tution changed; or why have you lost faith in it? 
The Republican party is satisfied with it as it is. 
Shall we repeal the personal liberty bills? You 
now say you care nothing about them. Do you 
want more guarantees for the rendition of fugi- 
tives from labor? Can you get any better guar- 
antees by going out of the Union than you now 
have in it? 

The fugitive slave law was framed to satisfy 
the slave power, and was made so heavy that it 
crushed its northern champion—the greatest man 
of the age—and carried down a President and the 
Whig party. Are you not satisfied with such a 
feat, or have you got your eyes on another crop 
of great men and a successful party whose necks 
you wish to place under this modern guillotine, 
called compromise? Several are already on their 
backs, looking up at the glistening blade; but they 
are unwilling to die alone, so they beckon us on 
to share their inglorious fate. 

It is urged by some that we should yield all the 
Territory south of 36030’ to slavery, on the ground 
that slavery cannot exist there and be profitable; 
that the laws of nature forbid it. Why should 
not slave breeding be as profitable in New Mexico 
as in Virginia or Maryland? It is for breeding 
alone that they want this Territory, as I have 
endeavored to show; but, if it is worthless, why 
are you so tenacious to secure it for slavery? | 

You say it is a mere abstraction for which we 
are contending, because slavery cannot possibly 
go there. And yet you regard this abstraction of 
so much importance to you that you say you are 
willing to dissolve the Union and plunge the coun- 
try into civil war to secure it. If itis an abstrac- 
tion with us, of course it must be an abstraction 
with you. 

But you say you have gone so far in the seces- 
sion scheme that it would be humiliating to be 
compelled to retract; and therefore we must do 
something, if itis only a semblance of conces- 
sion. Tadmire the coolness of this proposition 
more than the justice of it, You whoare for dis- 
union have turned traitors to the Government— 
stolen the forts and arsenals—and now you come 
to us and insist that we must get up a sham and 
a cheat in order that you may escape the gallows 
withouttarnishing your honor or humiliating your 
pride, 

It is true the North has been condescending and 
generous towards the South, and 1 have no doubt 
will continue to be, so long as the Union shall last, 
It is natural for intelligent and honest communi- 
ties to be more generous than just, especially to- 
ward the weak and erring; but when criminals 


| cometo sucha peopleand demand that their crimes 


shall be indorsed, instead of being pardoned, I 
think it is rather more than they will consent to. 
And although a few members of Congress, rep- 
resenting a generous people, mav be induced to 
stand god-fathers to traitors, and become accesso- 
ries to treason, after the fact, I feel confident that 
their constituents will hang them higher on the 
tree of public scorn than Haman or Judas hung. 

Let me say to gentlemen of the border stave 
States, if you would be protected by the Federal 
Government against insurrections; if you would 
have slavery still tolerated and your firesides re- 
spected; if you would escape the torch and the 
assassin’s knife; I beseech you, in all candor and 
frankness, accept the aid and coöperation of your 
best friends; ally yourselves with the North, and 
let the cotton States fight their own battles. Ac- 
knowledge the rightfulness of the doctrine of free- 
dom, education, and elevation which now obtains 
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in all the free States; disenchant yourselves of the 
influence of that which, in your hearts, you would 
gladly be rid of, and the North will assist you. 
Gentlemen may scout the idea of emancipation, 
but it is soon to come.” God and humanity have 
decreed it. Empty compromises cannot prevent 
it. If the slaveholders are honest in declaring that 
they are afraid that the people of the North will 
interfere with slavery, and destroy it altogether, 
and that these fears are founded upon the increas- 
ing anti-slavery sentiment and political strength 
of the North, would it not be well for them to 
treat this northern power with consideration, and 
would it not be wise to conciliate it. 

I know that gentlemen have reason to laugh at 
this when they look upon the past history of 


northern political parties; but | can assure you- 


that a new order of things has taken possession 
of the northern mind, and I desire to state to gen- 
tlemen on both sides of the House that the North 
has awakened to the practical consideration of 
these issues, and if the southern States persist in 
keeping up the present warfare against the rights 
of citizens who are compelled from business rela- 
tions to travel South on peaceful missions; if they 
insist that the North shall regard the Constitution 
in letter and spiritasa sacred instrument, and yet 
they themselves treat it as though it were but so 
much blank parchment; if they mob and hang 
men and women who are guilty of nothing but 
having been born in free States; if they continue 
to rob the Government to aid them in carrying 
out their treasonable designs, they will soon find 
the whale people of the North becoming aboli- 
tionized and consolidated in one greatand power- 
ful party. l say this not in a spirit of menace; 
but J desire to state the truth. They have borne 
and forborne until “ forbearance ceases to be a 
virtue.” ‘They have been constantly yielding to 
the demands of" the slave power for the sake of 
peace, until neither peace nor justice are to be 
found. And Í now warn the South, that unless 
it retracts at once from its treasonable operations 
and commences a system of conciliation toward 
the North, it may make up its mind that slavery 
in the States will date its downfall from the day 
the first act of treason was committed, and ina 
few years it will go out in blood, J warn you not 
to.take the flimsy compromises which some few 
gentlemen on this side of the House would offer 
you. They do not represent the sentiment of the 
North; the North will repudiate any compromise, 
such as has been proposed, and the party that 
makes it. Let us look this question squarely in 
the face, and grapple with it as itis. Let us not 
attempt to deceive ourselves or cheat others. In 
a crisis like this, we should be men, do our duty, 
and take the consequences. 

Would you compromise with a burglar who 
had entered your house, by giving him the key of 
your safe when you had the means to put him 
out? What would you think of an officer who 


should make return on his warrant that he found | 
the thief whom he was ordered to arrest, but that | 


said thief had declared himself as having seceded 
from the laws, and that he should regard an ar- 
rest as coercion on the part of the officer? 

The border States are between two fires; what 
can they do to extricate themselves from this di- 
lemma? I repeat, conciliate the free States; first, 
by consenting to the abolition of slavery in the 
Districtof Columbia, the dock-yards, and arsenals, 
on a basis which shall be just to the slaveholder; 
and, second, to a system of gradual emancipation, 
in the border States, and allowing your people, 
within your own borders, the right which* the 


Constitution guaranties them, to discuss the sub- | 


ject of slavery. ae i 
Consent to this, and the North will aid you in 
any reasonable endeavor to protect yourselves 
and your property, and the whole civilized world 
will applaud you in so ; 
will notadvise as to the particular mode of emanci- 
pation. Free discussion among yourselves will 
lead to a peaceable and equitable solution of the 
whole subject. All the natural advantages of your 
fertile and beautiful country will at once begin to 
developthemselves. Yourabundant water-power 
will be brought into requisition. Manufacturing 
cities will suddenly spring up, opening home mar- 
kets for the products of your soil under the in- 
vigorating and inspiring influence of free labor, 
which will increase your wealth and importance 
a thousand fold. You may thus save that which 


humane an undertaking. 1 | 


you now have, or its full value, and gain that 
which, while slavery exists as the controlling in- 
fluence of your social and political system, you 
can never receive. I need not recount in detail the 
happy effects of the inauguration of such a sys- 
tem in the border States; they are witnessed every 
day in the growth, wealth, enterprise, peace, pros- 
perity, and happiness of every free State in the 
country. You have the alternative before you, to 
adopt this plan or do worse.: Compromising may 
stave it off for a brief period, and it may not. If 
it does, it will be like building a dam across a 
river, raising the water to the top only to fall with 
all the more noise and force, devastating the coun- 
try, when your compromise dam shall break 
away. 

Secession, compromise, and reconstruction, is 
now the platform of the odds and ends of the late 
Democratic party. Secession to force compro- 
mise, compromise to disrupt and destroy the Re- 
publican party, and the reconstruction of the old 
Democratic party on its ruins. This is a news 
platform, but is fully in keeping with all its plat- 
forms in the past. The Democratic party was 
always bold, positive, and radical; its opponents 
have been conservative and timid. The Demo- 
cratic party has been the engineer, fearlessly let- 
ting on the steam, while its opponents have been 
at the brake, ready to stop the train at the slight- 
est jostle. 

In anew country like ours, where almost every- 
thing is yet undeveloped, and where the masses 
are more or less impulsive and speculative, the 
bold and courageous are bound to succeed, while 
the timid will complainingly follow after them. 
It is an instinct in the human race to admire bold- 
ness and daring. Men will sooner follow a hero 
into the ditch, than a coward into the camp. 
Hence the people have always rallied around the 
standard of the Democratic party, and have borne 
it on to victory time and again, although that party 
has been too often in the wrong, It was only 
when the moreselfish and unscrupulous attempted 
to perpetuate and extend a wrong, by unlawful 
and unconstitutional means, that a division of the 
party was caused, and consequently a loss of 
power. It has had the shrewdness to keep its op- 
ponents always on the defensive. While I would 
commend the political sagacity and pluck of that 
party, I Voili enve this young champion of free- 
dom and true Democracy—the Republican party 
—from internal dissensions and dissolution. 

I would save the honor of the free States from 
a disgrace so humiliating as would be involved in 
the cowardly surrender of the great principles for 
which they have so valiantly contended and hon- 
orably won. *And before this scheme of bartering 
away a nation’s hope to appease the wrath of a 
few traitors is consummated, I would implore 
gentlemen whose talents and position necessarily 
give them great influence in the nation, to reflect 
upon the awful responsibility which rests upon 
them. If you ‘‘sow the wind, you will reap the 
whirlwind.” You may imagine you are sowing 
the seeds of promised peace and future hope; but 
they will spring up thorns of disappointment and 
civil discord. Other men have gained position 
and the affections of the people by their brilliant 
talents and their eloquent and luring words of pa- 
triotism and their devotion to the great principles 
of humanity; and when they had scaled all the | 
barriers that lay between obscurity and the temple 
of fame, this same devil, the slave power, that is 
now whispering ia your ears, stealthily crept up 
behind and promised them the highest national 
honors if they would fall down and worship at 
his shrine. They listened; they consented, and 
fell; and,as they tumbled from their giddy heights, 
the whole land shook as with an carthquake, and | 
humanity cried aloud. Young men, you who have | 
a brilliant future before you, 1 beseech you to pon- 
der and pray before you take the first fatal step. A 
nation’s fate isin your hands; the friends of liberty 
are waiting to catch your decision; downtrodden 
humanity, that has clanked its chains for centu- 
ries, and fed its soul on the sands of the desert, is | 
now turning its agonizing look to the throne of | 
Heaven, and with its fettered hands uplifted and 
its heart throbbing now with hope and now with | 
fear, admonishes you of the importance of this 
decision. If you vote for compromise, you sow, 
on soil now free, the seeds of whips, chains, theft, 


robbery, and murder. You vote to legalize the f 


forcible separation of families; and the selling of 


them on the auction block, tobe driven to: the rite 
and cotton’ fields, there to be worn out in a few 
years like things: Youvote to compromise with 
a power that regards neither compromise, law, 
nor the Constitution. You vote for the perpetuity 
of ignorance, and you vote for the overthrow. of 
the freedom of speech and of the press. You lose 
the respect of the friends of freedom; you gain ° 
the contempt of the slave power and the applause 
of hell. You say to all traitors, goon with your 
robbery and treason; hereafter they shall beres 
spectable and at a premium. ‘Whenever you are 
beaten at the ballot-box you have only te steal the 
public property and declare war against the Gov- 
ernment, and we will make concessions, even to 
the sacrifice of our. dearest’principles, and break 
the power that defeated you, if you will be quiet 
and remain in the Union. 
Mr. Speaker, this is probably my-last appeal 
on this floor. I should be willing to do‘ anything 
that might lead to the restoration of national tran- 
quillity and social harmony which would notecom- 
promise the honor and dignity of the nation; but 
{ fail to discover, in any proposition now before 
the House, anything that will lead to these re- 
sults. And before 1 would leave a word dr a votë 
on record that might be construed into -favori 
ing theextension or perpetuity of slavery, would 
perish on the steps of my country’s Capitol, or be 
lost in the general wreck that would follow revo- 
lution. If thought the preservation of the Union 
would be the means of furnishing fetters for those 
who are yet to be born on soil now free, I would 


| be the first to break the chain that has so long 


bound us together, and Jet the slave States swing 
out from the protection of the national Govern- 
ment, to contend alone against servile insurrec- 
tion, famine, and civil war. But, sir, I trustand 
believe that no such calamity will befall the hope- 
fuland prosperous millions ofthe American States; 
and when this crisis shall have passed away, and 
the dark horizon shall be lighted up with the rain- 
bow, of hope, peace, new glories, and a happy fu- 
ture, the people will decide who were right—those 
who would strike hands with wrong, or those who 
would subdue it, and lct universal liberty ‘“have 
free course and be glorified.’? Let us have lib- 
erty and Union, if we can; but liberty without 
Union rather than Union without liberty. -The 
country will occasionally receive the assaults of 
traitors, and the shocks of political earthquakes. 
Popular outbreaks will disturb the harmony of 
society, and whirlwinds will plow through party 
organizations as they do through the forests of our 
vast domain, breaking down the old decayed trees 
and testing the strength of the youngand vigorous. 
But when the storms shall have cleared away, we 
shall find, instead of destroying the temple of civil 
liberty, they will have proved how strong is its 
framework, and how broad and firmly laid’ is its 
foundation, and that these disturbing elements 
were as necessary for the purification of parties 
and society, and as essential for the healthful 
growth of our new system, as the agitation of the 
atmosphere is for the health and life of man. ` 

Mr. BURNHAM. Mr. Speaker, I had not 
intended, until within a few days, to mingle in 
this debate; but to content myself with giving a 
silent vote on the various propositions which have 
been, or may be, submitted for our consideration 
But, sir,so many and various are the propositions, 
and so intently are the whole people watching our 
proceedings, that I am not quite willing to pass 
along without indicating more fully than I can do 
by my simple vote the views that I entertain in 
regard to them. And I do this, sir, not with the 
expectation of influencing the House in its action 
upon them, but for the purpose of explaining my 
position to those to whom I am directly responsi- 
ble for my action here. 

I trust, sir, I am fully sensible of the threaten- 
ing dangers which surround us, and of the ex- 
treme peril into which our Government has fallen. 


| I know that it is especially our duty to. watch 
| over the Republic, and to see, if 


possible, that it 
takes nothing of detriment. ; ; 

Suddenly, at the close of a presidential election, 
such as has occurred every four years since the 
formation of the Government, as soon as It 18 
known how that election has resulted, a ‘portion 
of the people of this Confederacy, against whose 


| wishes and opinions it has been carried, compris- 


ing in one of the States almost its entire voting 
population, and in several othersapparently alarge 
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majority, avow their purpose of not acquiescing 
in-the result; and with mad haste place themselves 
in open revolt against the Government, threateti- 
ing its very existence. Armed rebellion rears its 
head, and turns its bristling front against the 
Federal laws. Revolted States defy the Federal 
ower, and join their hands to smite the Federal 
nion. Sir, is it not strange, indeed, that there 
ean be found, not. simply individual instances of 
non-submission. to law, which may always. be 
looked for, but large portions of the intelligent 
people of this country, extending indeed to whole 
tates and sections, who are willing to overthrow 
the Government rather than yield to the will of 
majorities—a Government whose very founda- 
tion is the soygreignty of the people—created by 
their own voluntary association; the result of 
their own free choice; containing no powers but 
such as the people freely delegated, and having no 
strength but such as their willing allegiance con- 
fers; which extends its protection over all alike, 
and showers its benefits and its blessings upon 
every class? We have ever felt a just pride in the 
harmonious working of our elective system; and 
often, after our most exciting contests, have we 
bid the. strong Governments of the Old World | 
behold how peaceably and quietly all the people 
acquiesced in the decision of the majority, as cx- 
ressed through the ballot-box. But our pride 
is humbled. For the first time since the organi- 
zation of our Government, the will of the major- 
ity; constitutionally expressed, is resisted, and 
we awake at last, as froma dream, to find, it may 
be, that our experimegt is a failure. 

{ will consider the main causes assigned in jus- 
tification of this rebellion, and the remedies pro- 
posed. 

Many are the grievances alleged by those who 
justify, and by those who will only apologize for 
it. Some of them are so indefinite, and others so 
frivolous, that l cannot stop now to notice them; 
but will consider only those which, in the esti- 
mation of the committce of thirty-three, are of suf- 
ficient importance to require specific remedies. 
And, first, certain legislative enactments of the free 
States, commonly spoken of in these allegations 
as “personal liberty bills.” It is undoubtedly 
true, sir, that in many, perhaps most, of the free 
States, there are laws upon the statute-books of 
the class named; some of many years’ standing, 
and enacted without reference to more recent 
events, for the prevention of kidnapping. Others, 
of more recent date, to protect the liberties of such 
residents as were more especially exposed by the 
operation of the fugitive slave law. I have not 
examined all these laws. Some of them, of which 
complaint is made, | know are not unconstitu- 
tional. If any of them are, they ought, undoubt- 
edly, to be repealed or modified; as oughtall laws 
in all States that are in conflict, either in letter or 
spirit, directly or indirectly, with the Constitution 
of the United States, or any law of Congress made 
in pursuance thereof, And this, not on the ground 
and for the reason that Congress has modified or 
will modify the more obnoxious provisions of an 
obnoxious law, on accountof which some of them 
may have been enacted, but simply because the || 
legislation of a State should never be in conflict 
with the Constitution and laws of Congress. 

And I have no doubt, sir, that the Legislature 
of those States which may have this class of laws 
upon their statute-books, will, for the purpose of 
satisfying their brethren of the South of their dis- 
position to deal justly with them, and for the pur- 
pose of being clearly in the right before they enter 
upon this great conflict which may be approach- 
ing, revise their legislation in this respect; and if |! 
they find it thus conflicting with the Constitution |) 
or laws, will modify or repeal it. And though I 
do not recognize it as strictly within the province 
of Congress to make requests of the State Legis- 
latures in regard to what shall be their legislation 
in a matter of this kind, and though I do not like |, 
the phraseology of the first resolution, and would 
prefer that it be left out altogether, yet, as they | 
are respectful in terms, I shall cheerfully vote for |! 
them. So have I once voted during this session | 
on the resolution of the member from New Jer- 
sey, [Mr. Aprary,] and so I am ready to vote 
again. auct me not, however, he misunderstood. 
I recommend that all laws which are in conflict 
with the Constitution, or any law of Congress, be 
repealed or modifed. But I, at the same time, | 


į laws, and what practical injury has resulted from | 


! those States ; and we recognize noauthority, legally or oth- 


: such State enjoy; and also to protect the citizens of other | 


declare that if, upon examination, they be found 


not thus in conflict, and only such as are neces- 
sary to protect the liberty of the humblest citizen, 
in my judgment they ought never to be repcaled, 
come what may. i 
But, sir, admitting that such laws exist, that 
they are unconstitutional, and that they were in- | 
tended to obstruct the operation of the fugitive 
slave law, can their existence, to any extent, be 
regarded as justifying this rebellion? It will not 
be denied that revolution is the ultimate right of 
every people, when the oppression of their Gov- 
ernment shall become too intolerable tobe borne; 
never to be resorted to, however, till every peace- 
able remedy has been exhausted. As, to this ex- 
tent, it is better to 
“bear the ills we have, 
Than fly to others that we know not of.” 
What, then, has been the practicaleffect of these 


them to our southern brethren? The President | 
tes you, in his annual message, that in every in- 
tance during his Administration the fugitive slave 
aw has been fully executed; and so we believe 
has it always been when attempted. Never, then, | 
has it been obstructed by these enactments, what- 
ever may be their character, whatever their de- 
sign. No slaveowner has ever been deprived of 
his property by means of them. But again: If 
they be unconstitutional, or if they conflict with 
any law of Congress passed in pursuance of the 
the Constitution, they are void; and would be de- 
elared so by all proper judicial tribunals, when 


properly brought before them; inasmuch as the ij 


Constitution and the laws made in pursuance 
thereof are the supreme law of the land. 

If, then, the existence of any such laws is a 
grievance, has this easy, peaceable, and constitu- 
tional remedy been resorted to? And can a resort į 
to the ultimate right of revolution be justified? 
Can there even be an apology for it till this has 
been done? 

Again, sir: though there may be such laws upon 
the statute-book; though they may be unconsti- 
tutional; though they may be in conflict with the 
said law of Congress; though they do impede and 
obstruct its operation; still they do not practically 
injure the Gulf States who have instigated and led 
off in this rebellion. The border States are those 
who have most reason, and who only have reason 
to complain of them, if they are really what they 
are alleged to be. But they have not complained, 
and would not on this account have piunged into 
this wicked rebellion; or atleast until they had ex- 
hausted all peaceable remedies; and will not now, 
unless whirled on by the tide that follows the mad 
precipitancy of South Carolina. But, sir, I repeat, 
whether a just cause or not, let the legislation be 
revised, and, if wrong, let it be made right. 

Next follow, in the committee’s report, a series 
of declaratory resolutions, embracing many mat- 
ters. of complaint, and many matters of dispute 
between the two sections, to every one of which 
I give my hearty assent. 

“ Resolved, That we recognize slavery as now existing 
in fifteen of the United States by the usages and Jaws of 


j 


They are as follows: | 


The first resolution, in my judgment, declares 
the true doctrine of the Constitution. ‘The idea 
of property in man is carefully excluded from that 
instrument. It nowhere recognizes the rightful- 
ness of slavery. It affords it no guarantees. It 
found slavery existing in many of the States by 
their local customs and laws. It simply recog- 
nized its existence there, and let it alone; each 
State, of course, having the right to regulate it in 
its own way, but having no right to extend those 
customs and laws beyond their own State limits 
and impose them upon others. And it is equally 
clear, that no authority whatever exists outside 
of said States to interfere with it in the least. 
And this obligation of non-interference should be 
strictly observed by the Federal Government and 
-by all the citizens. And although there is little 
or no evidence of any attempt ever having been 
made in any free State to set on foot any lawless 
invasion of any slaveholding State, yet as there is 
| apprehension felt on this subject, in consequence 
of the recent unlawful proceedings of John Brown 
and his associates in the State of Virginia, and as 
there is the highest evidence of lawless invasions 
having been set on foot in one of the border States 
to violate the laws, and to trample upon the rights 
of the people ofan adjacent Territory, I most cor- 
dially unite in requesting the States to enact such 
laws as shall effectually prevent any such wrong 
in the future. 

In every free Government it is necessary to its 
success that there should be voluntary and strict 
obedience to law. And the people of every State 
should see to it that all laws made in pursuance 
of the Constitution be fully executed, and should 
punish with promptitude every attempt to pre- 
vent it. And it should be remembered that it is 
not for one section only to regard its constitu- 
tional obligations, while another may entirely dis- 
regard them. And if it be claimed on one part, 
that the Constitution, and all laws made in pur- 
i| suance thereof, shall be strictly observed touching 
the rendition of their human chattels, how much 
more ought they freely to yield a strict observ- 
ance of their own constitutional obligations to af- 
ford the same protection to citizens of free States 
temporarily within their limits, as they afford to 
citizens of their own State? Sir, I do not wish 
to enter upon a course of crimination; but it ought 
to be said, that while our southern brethren com- 
plain of us so persistently, because, as they say, 
we fail to observe in good faith our constitutional 
obligations in this one respect, they seem entirely 
to forget that we have any cause of complaint 
against them. They know full well that any of 
their people can travel or sojourn with entire safety 
in our midst, no matter what may be their opin- 
ions, and that they will meet with no indignities 
anywhere. They know that our courts are freely 
opened to them fora redress of all grievances, 
and that they are as sure of justice therein as are 
our own citizens. They know that their most 
extreme men can enter with freedom our forums, 
| and in entire.security command respectful atten- 


erwisc, outside of a State where it so exists, to interfere 


| 
with slaves or slavery in such States, in disregard of the / 
j rights of their owners or the peace of society. | 


+ Resolved, That we recognize the justice and propriety 
ofa faithful execution of the Constitution and laws made 
in pursuance thereof, on the subject of fugitive slaves, or 
fugitives from service or labor, and discountenance all mobs 
or hindrances to the execution of such laws, and that citi- 
zens ot each State shall be entitled to all the privileges and 
immunities of citizens in the several States. i 

* Resolved, That we recognize no such conflicting ele- 
ments in its composition, or sufficient cause from any source, i 
for a dissolution of this Government; that we were not sent | 
here to destroy, but to sustain and harmonize the institu- 
tions of the country, and to see that equal justice is done to 
all parts of the same ; and finally, to perpetuate its existence 
on terms of equality and justice to all the States. i 

“ Resolved, That the faithful observance, on the part of 
all the States, of all their constitutional obligations to each 
other and to the Federal Government, is essential to the 
peace of the country. s 

“ Resolved, That it is the duty of the Federal Govern- 
inent to enforce the Federal laws, protect the Federal prop- 
erty, and preserve the Union of these States. 

“ Resolved, That each State be requested to revise its | 
statutes, and, if necessary, so to amend the same as to se- | 
cure, without legislation hy Congress, to citizens of other į 
States traveling therein, the same protection as citizens of $ 


States traveling or sojourning therein, against popular vio- 
lence or illegal summary punishment, without trial in due 
form cf law, for imputed crimes. G 

Resolved, Thateach State be also respectfully requested 
to enact such Jaws as will preventand punish any attempt ! 
whatever in such State to recognize or set on foot the law- 
less invasion of any other State or Territory,” 


l 


| tion to their advocacy of the most extreme opin- 
| ions. And we know, sir, that our peaceable and 
unoffending citizens, while traveling or sojourning 
|in their midst, not interfering in the least with 
their peculiar institutions, and conducting in no 
offensive manner, but simply for entertaining 
opinions obnoxious to them, or being suspected 
of entertaining them, have been subjected to in- 
| dignities and insuits that would have disgraced an 
age of barbarism—ay, and in many instances 
subjected to an ignominious death by cruel lynch 
law, and no steps have been taken to punish these 
outrages by theconstituted authorities. Weknow, 
too, that to us there is no freedom of speech among 
them, and that we would be mobbed for speaking 
the sentiments of Washington and Jefferson. And, 
Sir, itis even said tauntingly of our President elect, 
that he dare not go and advocate his principles in 
the State where rest the bones of his kindred. We 
know that, in some of the States, the freedom of 
election is even denied to such of their own citi- 
zens as would sustain Republican principles, and ` 
that they are ignominiously driven beyond their 
! borders. We know that, in some of these States, 
papers and magazines that proclaim the great doc- 
trines of our fathers are not permitted to be dis- 
tributed from our Government post offices, Sir, for 
yearsand years we have suffered these wrongs,and 
many others of like character; but we have not, 
i on that account, thought best to destroy the Gov- 
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ernment, though often beaten in elections. We 
have borne this till almost, by custom, it seems 
to be our duty to suffer, and listen only to com- 
plaints from others. Is:not the right of protection 
to the personas high aright as protection to prop- 
erty? Shall this Government be destroyed be- 
cause citizens of slave States are sometimes wrong- 
fully deprived of their property by citizens of free 
States; and shall no complaint be heard when to 
us the freedom of the courts, the freedom of the 
elective franchise, the freedom of the press, the 
freedom of speech, and the freedom of conscience, 
are all stricken down, and when our own unof- 
fending citizens, of both sexes and of all ages, 
are insulted, tarred and feathered, imprisoned, 
robbed, scourged, and in many instances mur- 
dered, by lawless and irresponsible mobs? But, 
sir, I will not pursue this further. I say, sir, with 
the committee, let there be a faithful observance 
on the part of all the States, and of ail the citi- 
zens thereof, of all their constitutional obligations 
to each other and to the Federal Goverrment; and 
let such necessary laws be enacted as will carry 
out that provision of the Constitution which de- 
clares that the citizens of each State shall be en- 
titled to all the privileges and immunities of citi- 
zens in the several States; and much will have 
been done towards restoring peace and harmony 
to our distracted country. ` 

“ Resolved, That it is the duty of the Federal Govern- 
ment to enforce the Federal laws, protect the Federal prop- 
erty, and preserve the Union of these States.” 

Sir, does this resolution of the committee con- 
tain any startling proposition? Yet the support 
of any measure that looks to the enforcement of 
your laws against those who have violated and 
who defy them; or to the protection of our Fed- 
eral property, against those rebel bands that would 


seize it, is denounced as a wanton act of war; as j 


high-handed oppression. A. State revolts and de- 
fies your powcr; seizes your arsenals, navy-yards, 
and forts; pulls down your flag, and turns your 
own guns upon your own vessel, conveying your 
own soldiers to reinforce your own fortress, and 
over whose deck wave the stars and stripes; her 
colors are lowered, and the vessel retires: ay, 
sir, that flag, which has proudly waved over so 
many victorious battle-fields; that flag under 
which your brave seamen fought on “Erie and 
Champlain, and which, wherever it has floated 
at mast-head, as your commerce has pushed itself 
into every sea, and into the remote corners of the 
ocean, has commanded respect; that flag which, 
in the presence of the haughty power of Austria, 
could, in the name ofthe American Government, 
demand and secure protection to a humble A.mer- 
ican citizen, dare not throw its folds to the breeze 
in the presence of the palmetto and the rattle- 
snake. Secret bands are arming all around thìs 
national city, threatening to seize the very Capi- 
tolin which we deliberate, and we may take no 
steps to defend it. Sir, I am for the resolution 
J will now consider the resolution of the com- 
mittee which proposes an amendment of the Con- 
stitution providing that no amendment shall here- 
after be made authorizing any interference with 
slavery in the States, unless it shall originate in 
a slave State, and have the assent of every State 
inthe Union. I regret very much that the com- 
mittee felt it to be their duty to recommend this 
resolution; because, from the very fact of its being 
rejected, if such shall be its fate, I fear it will be 
inferred that we design, at some time in the future, 
tó effect the very amendment which this would 
provide against; whereas no such expectation or 
wish exists in any quarter. No one claims that 
the Constitution, as it now is, gives any right to 
Congress, or to anybody outside, to interfere with 
slavery in the States; and no one, 1t seems, appre- 
hends that any such attempt will be made by 
Congress. Butit is said to be apprehended thatin 
the future, when the preponderance of free States 
over the slave States shall be great enough, the 
Constitution will be so amended as to give Con- 
gress that power. Sir, if l had had any doubts 
before on this subject, the argument of the dis- 
tinguished chairman of th 
ing his report to the attention of the House, would 
have entirely dissipated them; for I think it shows 
mostclearly that any such apprehension isentirely 
unfounded; that no such preponderance can be 
foreseen, and needs not be provided against. Let 
me repeat his calcu 
States. No amendment can be proposed except 


f the committee, on bring- | 


lation: ‘Chere are fifteen slave | 
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by the vote of two thirds of both Houses of Con- 
gress; or Congress, upon request of the Legis- 
atures of two thirds of the States, may calla con- 
vention to propose amendments. So that, even 
to propose amendments—supposing the fifteen 
slave States to be against any proposition of this 
kind, and the free States all for it—would require 
thirty free States. We have now nineteen, it re- 
quiring eleven more even to propose an amend- 
ment. But before any amendment can be valid 
as a part of the Constitution, it must be approved 
by three fourths of the States, either through their 
Legislatures or conventions; therefore, upon the 
same supposition, it would require forty-five free 
States—twenty-six more than we now have. 
Where are we to getthem? Certainly not from 
any territory we now have, and as certainly not 
from any we are likely to acquire. Jsnot, then, 
this apprehended danger altogether too remote, 
and altogether too improbable, to be reasonable 
cause foralarm to ourslaveholding brethren? And 
is not this alleged apprehension altogether too 
frivolous to be regarded at all; and much more to 
require an amendment of the Constitution in the 


| manner proposed? 


But you say you have no fears of this your- 
sclves—that you have no idea the Republican 
party proposes or will attempt now, or in the fu- 
ture, to interfere with slavery in the States, bat 
that you cannot make your people understand it. 
Why not? Cannot your people understand so 
simple a calculation as that just stated? Have 
you not yourselves created this fear and appre- 
hension in their minds as to the designs of your 
political opponents? And if youare now satisfied 
that you have misrepresented us, can you not tell 
them so, and that they are in no such danger from 
us? And will they not believe you as readily as 
before? I think you had better try the experi- 
ment, at least, before you demand of us to alter 
this old Constitution in order to relieve you. I 
cannot consent, sir, to meddle with this sacred 
instrument ina case where there is confessedly 
no practical necessity for it, but only to quiet a 
groundless apprehension existing with a portion 
of the people. Let the danger, if it shall ever 
arise, approach nearer before you ask it, And let 
those whose duty itshall then be to decide it, act 
in the nearer view, and in that day’s accumulated 
light. 

1 approach now, sir, that subject embraced in 
the report, which I regard as more important than 
any other—perhaps more than all others, and 
more dificult of adjustment—the disposition ot 
the Territories as to this question of slavery. 

And I willleave fora moment the propositions 
of the committec, and consider in this connection 
another proposition, on which we will be called 
to act. J mean the Crittenden amendment. It is 
as follows: 


“Arr. 1. Inallthe territory of the United States now held 
or hereafter acquired, situate north of latitude 36° 30’, sla- 
very or involuntary servitude, except as a punishment for 
crime, is probibited, while such territory sball remain under 
territorial government. In all the territory south of said 
line of latitude, slavery of the African race is hereby recog- 
nized as existing, and shall not be interfered with by Con- 
gress; but shal} be protected as property by all the depart- 
ments of the territorial government during its continuance 5 
and when any Territory, north or south of s aid line, within 
steh boundaries as Congress may prescribe, shall contain 
the population requisite for a member of Congress, accord- 
ing to the then Federal ratio of representation of the people 
of the United States, it shall, if its form of government be 
republican, be admitted into the Union on an equal footing 
with the original States, with or without slavery, as the 
constitution of such new State may provide.” 


I have read, sir, only the 
to this particular subject. There are others of 
which 1 may speak, if time permits. It will be 
seen that it proposes to amend the Constitutio 
as to prohibit slavery north of the line 36° 30’, 
known as the Missouri compromise linc. And 
in this partit is in the same termsas the Missouri 
tenons And as to all the territory we now 
hold, or may hereafter acquire, south of thatline, 
which will include all we may hereafter acquire 
from Mexico, Central America, Cuba, in South 
America, or wherever we may extend our bound- 


| aries, the Constitution is to recognize slavery as 


existing, to prohibit Congress from interfering 
with it atall,and to command the territorial gov- 
ernments, in all their departments, to protect it as 


| property during their continuance. 


Sir, we once had a compromise line, the same 


nso‘ 


roposition relating | 


parallel you now propose. Itstood as a measure į 


of peace for thirty years, and would have re- 


mained as such to this‘day-had itbeen left undis+ 
turbed. It was approved by the. wise'men of that 
day—wiser and greater men than: we have: now. 
All the territory north. of the line was given to 
freedom, to be hers forever. Those: who: were 
anxious:to promote the extension of free institu- 
tions stood by that compromise in good faith. ‘But 
when slavery had gathered to itself all south of 
the line, it reached forth to grasp that which was 
north.- The idea-of a geographical line ‘between 
freedom and slavery was ridiculed, and the- pro- 
hibition was denounced ‘as unconstitutional. and 
unjust tothe South. And in the midst-of intense 
excitement they procured its repeal. ` Butthis was 
not enough. To guard against any future restora- 
tion of the line, they procured a decision ofthe high- 
est judicial. tribunal in the land, in direct conflict 
with the whole tenor of decisions in all the courts, 
and with the opinions’ of the wisest statesmen 
from the foundation of the Government, confirm- 
ing their action, and declaring such prohibition to 
be unconstitutional and void.: And now, having 
lost the prize at which they grasped; having lost 
rather than gained by their bad faith; seeing that 
the new policy did not work to their advantage, 
and wishing now to gain some new concessions 
and guarantees as to territory south of this line, 
by seeming to grant something to freedom north, 
in prohibiting slavery in territory which is now 
free, and which will always remain free, as well 
without the prohibitionas with; and finding now 
this Supreme Court decision an obstacle in the 
way of this nice arrangement, they propose: to 
relieve themselves from the difficulty in which this 
decision has brought them by an amendment of 
the Constitution. Sir, I will none of it. I will 
not touch that instrument for any such purpose. 
If they wish to have this legislation, which so 
short a time since they did not want, let them go 
and procure a reversal of that decision, as I have 
no doubt they can if they wish it. Expunge that 
bad page in our judicial records, and let the Con- 
stitution stand as our fathers made it, with the 
interpretation that our fathers put upon it. 
Butagain: to secure all you really wish to secure 
by this legislation, you do not need this amend- 
ment. What you really wish is to secure slavery 
south of that line; you need no constitutional 
amendment for that, for you say the Constitution 
already recognizes slavery as existing in the Ter- 
ritories; and you say the Supreme Court has so 
decided, and that ithas also said Congress cannot 
interfere with it; And the only remaining thing 
you want is a congressional code protecting sla- 
very in the Territories. “You need no constitu- 
tional amendment, therefore, to accomplish this. 
The court has not decided that Congress has no 
power to give you a slave code. All you want of 
the amendment is to get around your Dred Scott 
decision, so you may extend to us the great priv- 
ilege of having slavery prohibited in the Terri- 
tories north of 36930’. We know,and you know, 
that all the territory north of said line is free now, 


i| and that it will always remain so. You know 


that by the admission of Kansas as a free State, 
and with the tide of emigration pouring into Pike’s 
Peak, and with free California on the west, your 
last hope of fastening slavery upon any of that 
territory is gone. And if you did not know this, 
you would not propose this amendment.: How 
idle, then, to amend the Constitution for this pur- 
pose! We do notask it. We know that free in- 
stitutions gain nothing by it. If, then, you are 
to have this guarantee and protection to slavery 
south, let it be without any amendment of the 
Constitution, granting to us a seeming equivalent, 
which amounts to nothing. I would sooner vote 
you a congressional slave code than vote for this 
amendment. What you propose in this amend- 
ment as to territory south of 360 30' is, in sub- 
stance, identical with the Breckinridge platform. 


| It recognizes slavery as existing, prohibits Con- 


rfering with it, and commands the 
t to protect it, whether the 

The Breck- 
And against 


gress from inte 
territorial governmen 
peopic of the Ferritory desire it or not. 
inridge platform asked nothing more. | 
this policy the verdict of the people in the recent 
election, especially in free States, was nearly 
unanimous. Not only the supporters of Mr. Lin- 
coln, but also the supporters of Mr. Douglas, 
were fully committed against it.. How, then, can 
you expect the representatives of the free States 
to yield it? ; 

Why, sir, for years the people of the free States 
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have been struggling to restore the early policy of 
the Government, prohibiting the introduction of 
slavery into the Territories; and, after many de- 
feats, they have at last triumphed at. the polls. 


And now, in the very hour of their victory, it is | 


demanded that their colors shall be hauled down, 


their fag surrendered; and they are not only re- | 


quired to give up their policy of prohibition, but 
to grant.a constitutional recognition and protec- 
tion:to slavery in all our present Territories, and 
inall we may acquire hereafter. The terms of 
peace- are, an. unconditional surrender; that we 
shall pass directly from the position we have so 


long occupied on to the platform of the secession- | 


ists... We may not even halt at the quarters of the 
popular sovereigns, they being expected to join us 
as we pass in the grand procession. And what is 
to be conceded. to us for this great humiliation? 
A prohibition of slavery where it is already shut 
out forever. And this Is called compromise! 

The advocates of popular sovereignty triumphed 
over the secessionists at Charleston in April, and 
at Baltimore in June, and both they and we by a 
more decisive victory at the polls in November. 
And now we are all required to surrender at dis- 
cretion in Washington. If the secessionists had 
succeeded at Charleston their policy would have 
been triumphant in the Democratic party. If they 
had succeeded in November at the polls, their pol- 
icy would still have been triumphant with the 
people; but failing in both, they yet triumph all 
the sameby the surrender of both opposing forces. 
If this. can be. so, elections amount to little. They 
determine no policy of Government, they only 
change officials. The one million eight hundred 
thousand: voters for Lincoln, the one million three 
hundred thousand voters for Donsless to say noth- 
ing of the six hundred thousan 
all are demanded to lay 
eight hundred and fifty thousand voters for Breck- 
inridge. 

This Crittenden proposition also contains 
amendments to the Constitution prohibiting Con- 
gress from abolishing slavery in the District of 
Columbia, and the places under its exclusive juris~ 


diction within the slave States, and prohibiting | 


also all interference with transportation of slaves 
from one slave State to another. On this subject 
the committee well say, that as there are no prop- 
ositions from any quarter to interfere in any of 


these respects, they do not deem it necessary to | 


take any action on the subject. 

Sir, I can consent to no amendment of the Con- 
stitution affording new and additional guarantees 
to slavery. 1 would observe faithfully all our ob- 
ligations under the Constitution as it is, and carry 
out all its guarantees to the full extent; but no 
more, 
fathers made it. It is sufficient.. It has brought 
us from infancy to our present mature strength, 
Under it we have prospered as no nation ever 
prospered before. Underi we have livedin unity 
and peace. We can continue to live on, and to 
prosper in the future as we havein the past, if we 
will but be faithful to our duties and devoted to 
our Government. No, sir; let us not in this hour 
of excitement attempt to tamper with it. In this, 
at least, let us have something of permanency— 


something of security. Though our political plat- | 


forms may change as often as may suit the pur- 
poses of aspiring demagogues; though your con- 
gressional legislation be vacillating, contradictory, 


and absurd, as the supposed necessities of com- ij 


promise may require, let the Constitution remain. 
et its grand proportions rise above the troubled 
waters, unmoved and unharmed by the angry 
waves that dash against it. Sir, if this people be 
not struck with judicial blindness, they will now, 
in this day of peril, cling to this Constitution as 
the wrecked mariner clings to the last plank when 
nieht and the tempest gather around him. 
return to the report of the committee. Asa 
solution of this territorial question, they propose 
to admit New Mexico as a State into the Union, 
as soon as she shall form a constitution prepara- 
tory thereto; thus, as they say, removing all cause 
of difficulty as to the disposition of the Territories; 
as this includes all territory south of 360 30’, and 
all in regard to which there is any doubt as to 
slavery, it being well understood that as to all 
north of this, the question is practically settled; 
no one having any doubts or anxiety in regard 
to it, 
New Mexico has now a few slaves and a slave 


voters for Bell, ! 
down their arms to the | 


Let this old Constitution remain as our | 


code, and is a-slaveholding Territory. Whether, 
if she were to, adopta constitution preparatory to 
admission into the Union during the present year, 
i| she would make it free or slave, there seems to be 
doubt. But is New Mexico in proper condition 
to be admitted into the Union as an independent 
State? It seems to me not. The information we 
have as to her population is quite limited and un- 
satisfactory. Exclusive of roving Indians, I sup- 
pose her population falls much short of the num- 
ber requisite to.entitle her to admission; and that 
is made up of a few thousand Americans, a few 
thousand Mexicans, and the balance of mixed 
bloods and peons. The standard of general intel- 
ligence and education is extremely low, and the 
people ofa character to be easily influenced by de- 
signing men. She would scarcely be able to sup- 
port aState governmentand to conductits affairs. 
Is it expedient to admit such elements into our 
Confederacy of independent States? She does not 
ask to be admitted; and would undoubtedly be 
better in a territorial condition, where she will be 
entitled to the support and fostering care of the 
General Government. And is it not best for us 
that she should thus remain for a time longer? If 
New Mexico remains in a territorial condition, 
she will remain a part of our dominion. If we 
admit her as an independent State, according to 
modern theories she may assert het own sover- 
eignty and join a southern confederacy, or rean- 
nex herself to Mexico; for it seems to be conceded 
that the Federal Government may control, even 
coerce,a Territory; but if we dignify one into the 
position of a State, it may then go where it pleases 
and when it pleases. To-day, asa Territory, we 
i| May control her; to-morrow, as a State, we may 
lose her. I suppose that if the proposition to ad- 
mit New Mexico had been made at the last ses- 
sion of Congress, not one voice would have been 
given in its favor. Why, then, now? Simply be- 
cause we do not know how, or cannot agree how, 
to manage her out. Tam not willing to crowd 
ii her into the Union in this way; and for such rea- 
sons I am not willing to use these Territories as 
mere shuttlecocks, to be thrown about as instru- 
ments of compromise. Let us not confess our 
weakness by hurrying Territories in as States be- 
fore they are fit to come in, simply because we 
cannot agree how to dispose of them while out. 
But, sir, notwithstanding all these objections, this 
roposition is to me the least objectionable of all. 
hepateas the inducement would be very strong to 
admit New Mexico as a State if it would be ac- 
cepted as a settlement of this territorial question. 
But as this proposition is rejected by all whom it 
|| is necessary to conciliate, it might perhaps as well 
be laid aside. After all, what does all this clamor 
about inequality in the Territories mean? Have 
you not equal rights in them now? If not, where 
1s the inequality? Do you wish to go into Ne- 
|| braska with your slaves? Do you wish to go into 
Washington Territory, into Utah, into Colorado, 
|| or Pike’s Peak? Go on then, by all means. What 
į hinders? Youdo not claim that the Constitution 
hinders you. You do not need it to be amended, 
then, for that. There is no law of Congress pre- 
venting you, and no one proposes any such. The 
Supreme Court says you may go. What more, 
then,do you want? But you will confess that you 


I| Do you wish, then, to go into New Mexico? I 
law of Congress to prevent you from going there; 


ble, you know the court would declare: it void, 
į and you have there a slave code to protect your 
‘slave property. This Territory has been open 
to you without any obstruction for cleven years, 
and you have got one dozen slaves there, these 
being mostly servants of Government officers. I 


Is it about your rights in Territories we do not 
yet own, and may never own? And are you about 
to destroy this Government for such a cause? Sir, 
we need no compromise. We have nothing really 
| tosettle. If we will be but reasonable and practi- 
cal, we can come to peace at once. 

But what shall be done with the Territories as 
to this question of slavery? ITanswer: leave them 
where the legislation of 1850 left them. Kansas 


and free institutions having regained thereby all 


|| do not desire, that you do not expect to go there. | 
| Then you will not quarrel about any of them. | 


say, again, go on. What hinders? There is no | 


and if there ever should be, which is not proba- | 


ask once more, what are your quarrelings about? | 


being now admitted a free State into the Union, | 


li that they lost by the repeal of the Missouri re- H 


striction, the question as to all the Territories 
north of New Mexico being practically settled, 
and that being only in dispute, we may well leave 
it where the compromise measures of 1850 left it. 

l have thus briefly dwelt 6m all the propositions 
reported by the committee of which I care tospeak, 
as well as those suggested by the distinguished 
Senator from Kentucky. 

There are various other propositions suggested, 
somewhat different in form, but substantially the 
same. I cannot perceive any real necessity for 
them, nor any occasion for this great excitement 
on the part of our southern brethren. These nu- 
merous schemes of compromise only increase the 
difficulty and complicate the entanglement. Our 
Government will go on smoothly enough, if we 
will onlyepermit it, and if we will stand by it as 
patriots ought todo. The will of the people has 
just been expressed through the ballot-box, and 
all good men will acquiesce in their decision. It 
is not the time now to compromise; it would 
weaken and demoralize the Government. The 
incoming Administration should enter upon its 
duties without being subjected to any other con- 
ditions or terms than what the Constitution im- 
poses upon all.. If a portion of the people, in 
armed rebellion, can impose any other terms, 
your Government isa delusion, and your elective 
franchiseasham. In maintaining the supremacy 
of majorities within constitutional limits, all are 
equally interested. It is for no political party; 
but for the security of all. To-day the majority 
is with us; four years hence it may be against us. 
With whomsoever it is, it must be sustained, or 
anarchy prevails. Let those, then, who love our 
Government and our Union, and would preserve 
them both, stand by and support them without 
condition or qualification. 


Mr. Speaker, I would not shut my eyes to the 
dangers that surround us. We are in the midst 
of great peril. Our system of Government is in 
severe trial. It is passing a decisive crisis; aniy 
a firm hand and steady nerve can carry it throug 
in safety, No compromising policy can save it. 
Its moral power must be maintained, The will 
of the people must be obeyed. 

Can it be, sir, that a civil war shall break out 
between the two sections of this Confederacy, be- 
cause of our differences as to the rights of slavery 
in the Territories? One seeking to extend it into 
free territory, and demanding congressional pro- 
tection thereto, and the other resisting this de- 
mand, how would the parties stand before the 
world in such acontest? Let the great statesman 
of Kentucky answer. Ina speech made in the 
Senate in 1850, on the compromise resolutions 
introduced by him, he said: 

“ But if, unhappily, we should be involved in war, in 
civil war, between the two parts of this Confederacy, in 
Which the effort on the one sida should be to restrain the 
introduction of slavery into the new Territories, and upon 
the other side to force its introduction there, what a spec- 
tacle should we present to the astonishment of mankind, in 
an effort, not to propagate rights, but—I must say it, thongh 
I trust it will be understood to be said with no design to 
excite fecling—a war to propagate wrongs inthe Territo- 
ries thus acquired from Mexico? It would be a war in which 
we should have no syinpathies, no good wishes; in which 
all mankind would be against us; in which onr own hi 
tory, itself, would be against us; for, from the commence- 
ment of the Revolution down to the present time, we bave 
constantly reproached our British ancestors for the intro- 
duction of slavery into this country’? 


Mr. Speaker, what a spectacle do we present to 
the world! How humiliating and discouraging 
our presentcondition! Everywhere else the march 
is onward; and while the whole firmament is illu- 
mined with the gathering rays ofa higher and an 
advancing civilization springing up from all na- 
tions, here, where they should center in their 
mtensest brilliancy, the light fades, the clouds 
gather. Ay, atthe commencement of this very 
year, through the benign decree of the Russian 
Emperor, millions of his people cast off their cen- 
tury-worn garments of servitude, and clothed 
themselves in the habiliments of freemen. And, 
too, the haughty Government of Austria, in its 
age and decrepitude, yields something of its pre- 
rogatives to the spirit of the age; while in Italy, 
that land of glorious memories, the people, emerg- 
ing from their long night of despotism, roll from 
their bowed shoulders the burden of centuries, and 
assume their true position among the peoples of 
the earth, While in other lands wise mien, states- 


men, and heroes, are lending theirenergics, devot- 
ing their lives, and freely baring their bosoms to 
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the storm of battle, to secure to the people insti- 
tutions somewhat more fully recognizing their 
inalienable rights, here traitorous arms are fast 
locked around the pillars of this fairest temple, 
madly bent on its overthrow. 

Sir, I know not what the teeming womb of the 
future may have in store for us. I know not 
what dire calamities may be about to be revealed 
to us from the thick cloud beyond the vail thatis 
lifting. But ifit be so that this great work of our 
fathers is to- be destroyed, and the destruction 
thereof is to be so great that there shall not be left 
one stone upon another that shall not be thrown 
down, let it be recorded, so that it may be read 
by all the generations of the coming centurics, 
that this great calamity has been brought upon us 
because our free people would not consent to grant 
new constitutional guarantees to a system. of hu- 
man bondage. 

Mr. WALDRON. Mr. Speaker, the topics of 
this discussionare noveland strange to an American 
Congress. They aresuch as were neverdreamed of 
by the patriots and statesmen who framed our Gov- 
ernment. They are such as their children, in the 
confidence which long years of peaceful security 
have imparted, believed to be impossible. But 
the delusions of the past—I might almostadd, the 
hopes of the future—vanish into thin air. A Union 
established by sacrifices and hallowed by imper- 
ishable memories, trembles in the agonies of dis- 
solution. The spectacle of to-day isone of disloyal 
States, of revolted people, of a divided nation- 
ality. You may call this secession. I call it 
conspiracy ripened into revolution. Butit is not 
my purpose to quarrel about terms; nor will I 
stop to refer to the causes which have brought 
these evils upon us. T have not risen to indulge 
in the language of crimination or complaint. Itis 
entirely foreign to my present purpose to inquire 
which political party is responsible for the perils 
which surround us. The people have already 


visited the: sins of our political opponents upon | 


their heads, and with their verdict I am content. 
Other matters press upon our attention. The fair 
fame of our Government is tarnished, its flag de- 
fied, its property despoiled, its reputation among 
foreign nations dishonored, and the enemies of 
republican progress exult in the declaration that 
«free institutions are a failure.” 1 turn, there- 
fore, from the responsibilitics of the past to the 

uestion of the present, and the responsibilities of 
the future. The question of the day is: Have we 
a Government at all? 

Minor issues of compromise and adjustment 
must give way to, and be swallowed up by, this 
most momentous of all questions. When I am 
appealed to in behalf of compromises and conces- 
sions, Lmustfirstinquire, what shall E save? What 
do | get as an equivalent for concession? Is the 
Union, which Fam called upon to preserve by com- 
promise, able to outlive the demoralizing humilia- 


tion of the sacrifices which are made in its behalf? į 


And here I take occasion to say, that I will go as 
far as any man in the line of toleration and con- 
ciliation, where no surrender of a vital principle 
is involved. If pride of opinion is in the way, 1 
sacrifice it, If the prejudices of the past or the 
passions of the present are obstacles, I forget 
them. It shall never be said of me that, in this 
hour, my action was controlled by dictates of pas- 
sion or considerations of partisan advantage; but 


there is onc thing to be settled, here and now, in |! 


advance of any efforts to reconcile and compro- 
mise. If this Government is a mere partner- 
ship, with no power for its own preservation, and 
subject to dissolution at the caprice of any of its 
members, then it is utterly useless to patch it up 
by compromises. 1 
touch of the traitor destroys it, then it is good for 
nothing after itis ‘saved;”’ and time spentin the 
endeavor to ‘save it” is worse than thrown 
away. For one, I have no compromise to offer 
in behalf of a Union which is so feeble as to ex- 
cite only contempt, and which exists at the suf- 
ferance of men who assert the power to blast its 
interests at the very moment when they cease to 
control its destinies. Much as we may detest the 
treason of the cotton States, still we cannot but 
contrast their energy and zeal in destroying a 
Union, with the imbecility and helplessness of the 
authorities which were sworn to preserve i, | 
There is, then, this objection to all these proposi- 
tions for compromise, that the Union you propose 
to preserve or restore is rendered perfectly worth 


If it is $0 helpless that the first | 


-|| Union as a thing to be secured by constitutional į 


| terms and obtain them, as the condition of their 


| acts of their own could effecta separation. They | 


amendments, or- congressional Jegislation.:.: And: 
where loyalty is in the market, 1, like the gentle: 
man from New York, [Mr. Coren lo. not, 
want the Government to be a bidder: Moreover; 
we, after all, treat with the Gulf States through. 
the mediation of the border States... The Legis- 
latures of North Carolina, Virginia, ana Kens 
tucky, declare that they must have new guaran- 
tees for slavery, for the purpose of insuring their 
own allegiance, and.in the hope that a:movement 
willbe inaugurated which..will bring. back. the. 
seceded. States... Moreover, these border States: 
announce to us in advance, that no. force must be! 
used by the General Government. to: collect its: 
revenue, or maintain its authority in the revolted! 
States. When the hour comes in which the 
strength of this Government is to be tried, then’ 
we are told that the common interests of the slave 
States lead to a Common cause and a common 
destiny. ; 
lam asked to join ina declaration that the Re- 
publican. party meditates no invasion of the rights 
‘of sovereign States; and that it especially con- 
templates no interference with the relation-of mas- 
ter and slave where the relation exists under the 
sanction of State laws. Jam told that a-declara- 
tion of that nature will do much to disabuse the 
public mind in the southern States; and that it 
will be an effective agency in the work of concilia- 
tion. Sir, if an impression of that nature prevails 
in any part of the Republic, it is because men are 
unable or unwilling to examine the creed which: 
the Republican party has avowed to the world. 
If any man, to-day, labors under the delusion that 
the Republican party meditates interference with 
slavery in the States, it is because that man has 
believed the slanders of its enemies in preference 
to the statements of its friends; and it best be- 
comes the men.who have circulated falsehoods 
for partisan ends now to retract them, if the wel- 
fare of a common country is hazarded by their 
influence. The appeal should be made to. our 
political opponents; because, if any misapprehen- 
| sion on this subject exists, it is the result of their 
reckless and groundless assertions in the effort to 
manufacture political capital, and they will best 
evince their anxiety for fraternal peace by humil- 
iating themselves to the work of retraction and 
confession. I commend that work to them, Let 
them, for once, be patriotic rather. than partisan. 

But, in view of the perils which. surround us, 
I shall not stand on any point of punctilio or cti- 
quette. If it will be any satisfaction to any sec- 
tion that the Republicans of this’ Congress place 
on record the declaration that slavery in the States 
is under the exclusive control of State sovereign- 
ties, I, for one, am willing to join in it; and it was 
in that spirit, Mr. Speaker, that I voted on Mon- 
day last for the resolutions offered by the gentle- 
man from New York, [Mr. PALMER.] 

But, as the moments are passing away, allow 
me to say te my constituents and associates what 
I will not do.. No vote of mine shall give any 
additional guarantees to slavery. Ifguarantees.are 
to be given, I claim them for freedom. The in~ 
stitution of slavery has had control of this Gov- 
ernment for a score of years. It has made ever 
department first sectional, then treasonable. -lt 
has debauched and demoralized political parties, 
and compelled even northern men to abjure and 
deny the faith of their fathers, It denies to-day, 
to northern men, the protection of law. It makes 
a compromise in its favor only the occasion. for 
renewed aggression and additional demands. It 
uses its power to ruin a Government when it can 
no longer rule it. To that slave power I yield 
no additional guarantees. 1 would disturb none 
that it now has under the sanction of the Consti- 
| tution; but I add not to the number. For the 
Union of these States I would yield much and 
suffer much. Baptized as it was by the best blood . 
| of a better day, sauctified by past memories, hal-. 
‘lowed by past associations, and prized for past 
| blessings, it has with me priceless value... I glory 
| in itas a Union formed “ to establish justice ” and 
| secure the blessings of liberty.”’ Whenit ceases 
| to be an instrument to accomplish those ends, 
i then it has lost with me its virtue and its charms; 
| 
| 
f 
L 


less by the concessions you make in the effort to 
preserve it, You incorporate into its system. a 
poison which not only mars its beauty, but.de- 
stroys its vitality for good. The very principle 
on which this policy of compromise rests is, that 
the willof-a majority, constitutionally expressed, 
shall be nullified at the pleasure of a dissatisfied 
minority; and to that principle I never will con- 
sent, - The freemen of the United States have, 
under the forms of Jaw, for the nineteenth time, 
elected a President; and it is useless to disguise 
the fact that his authority is denied in advance, 
unless the defeated party 1s allowed to dictate the 
policy of his administration. The verdict that 
was involved in his election is to be ignored as 
the price of acquiescence on the part of the van- 
quished. In the last canvass, a portion of our 
fellow-citizens demanded, at the hand of the Fed- 
eral Government, protection for slavery in the 
Territories of the Republic; and the demand was 
resisted, even to the disruption of the Democratic 
party—a party which never before hesitated when 
demands were made upon it in behalf of the slave 
power. That demand was so objectionable that 
the larger fraction of the party threw away its 
votes ona candidate who had no chance for success, 
rather than indorse the doctrines of the supporters 
of Mr. Breckinridge. The issue was fairly. can- 
vassed before the people. Three million freemen, 
by voting for Mr. Lincoln or Mr. Douglas, repu- 
diated and discarded the doctrine of congressional 
protection for slave property; cight hundred thou- 
sand who voted for Mr. Breckinridge indorsed 
it; and now the three million are asked by com- 
promise to surrender their convictions and judg- 
ment to the eight hundred thousand. Sir, if this 
Union can only be preserved by concessions of 
principle from majorites to minorities, then it is | 
a Union not worth preserving. If we are to recog- 
nize the doctrine that a minority may demand 


loyalty, then, the sooner this Union is dissolved 
the better. If freemen are to make humiliating 
concessions in return for the privilege of enjoying 
what at the ballot-box they have fairly won, then | 
we have a Government better suited for some 
other meridian—a Government too imbecile to 
command respect, and certainly worthy of no 
sacrifices to preserve. 

It may be answered that we are not asked to 
concede to that extent; that we are notrequired to 
surrender any principleas the price for peace; but | 
1 find that one idea pervades all propositions for | 
compromise, and that is the surrender to slavery | 
of the territory south of the line of 360 30'. It is 
done either directly and openly, in express terms, 
by constitutiunalamendment, or itis accomplished 
covertly and indirectly, by the admission of New į 
Mexico asa State. [t implies a recognition and 
extension of the institution of slavery; it gives it 
new guarantees and additional strength. Lfit does 
not do it, then it is useless as a measure of com- 
promise; and just so far as it does it, it is a sur- 
render of a popular judgment, carefully matured į 
and legally rendered. : 

There are other objections, in my mind, to a 
compromise. If one is desirable, this, at any 
rate, is not the time to think of it, Six States have | 
already raised the standard of rebellion; they have | 
separated from the brotherhood, so far as any i 


moreover declare the separation to be final; they | 
have closed the door of reconciliation; they de- 
clare, alike by word and deed, that they desire 
none. To them the offer of compromise is, on our |; 
part, an unnecessary humiliation. Even if it were į! 
not so, the offer to treat with men who have in- 
sulted our flag, and taken possession of our prop- 
erty, would only entail disgrace and shame. A | 
change of policy at the behest of armed insu 
gents would demoralize and weaken any Govern- 
ment. It would be.not only a confession of utter , 
weakness, but it would be a premium offered to , 
men who wear the livery of treason, and encour- 
aging others to assume it. Buti am appealed to, | 
not in behalf of the seceded States, but in behalf |; 
of the border slave States. Sir, there are gallant , 
men fighting the battles of the Union there, and] | 
would do much, and yield much, to strengthen j 
their hands; but I cannot, after all, conceal from |; 
my cyes the fact that the position of a large ma- || i : l 
jority of the people of some border States is one || to prolong its existence. | Freedom can survive 
of contingent loyalty; they hold their fealty to this | the dissolution of this Union; but the Union can- 
| nat survive the principles of freedom; Whatever 


itis no longer the Union of my fathers. If its 
existence depends upon supporting, extending, 
and perpetuating slavery, then I yield nothing 


. 
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the future may have in store for us, “ the Govern- 
ment of the United States” will stillexist. If, in 
the'madness of the hour, stars shoot wildly from 
the political firmanent, then, in the language of the 
poet, 


“ we will press 
The golden cluster of our brave old flag 
In closer union; and, if numbering less, 
Brighter shall shine the stars which still remain.” 


The power of a nation depends not on the ex- 
tent of 1ts possessions. Breadth of territory may 
oe, and often is, only an element of weakness. 
I realize that, even after the secession of cotton 
States, there remains a territory abounding in 
every element of strength, and a people homo- 
geneous in character and feeling. With that peo- 
ple the lot of my constituents is cast. To‘that 
Government, founded on law, liberty, and right, 
the citizens of Michigan cling with unswerving 
loyalty; to its authority they always have been 
obedient; toits Constitution they havealwaysbeen 
faithful; and they bring to that Government, in 
the future, as they have in the past, not a condi- 
tional fealty, contingenton concessions and com- 
promises; nota conditional loyalty, dependent on 
constitutional changes; but they tender it the sup- 
portof hearts fervid with disinterested patriotism 
and of hands hardened by honorable toil. They 
cling to the altar of a common Union with patri- 
otic devotion and unswerving faith. The temple 
of the Constitution, built by master workmen, is 
their glorious inheritance; and they count that 
man an enemy who, from within or without, at- 
tempts to weaken its foundations or disturb its 
pillars. 

Mr. BEALE. Mr. Speaker, the great question 
which has for the last twelve years agitated the 
country is that of human freedom and slavery. 
Increasing yearby year, and clection after election, 
in magnitude and importance, ithasatlast assumed 
dimensions which cast their shadow farand darkly 
overevery other publicissue. And, sir, in the same 
ratio with its increase has progressed the intelli- 
gent understanding, by the pcople of at least one 
section of the country, relative to it. This ques- 
tion so great, I shall not undertake to discuss on 
this occasion. Not only have such discussions 
here, in the Senate, through the press, and before 
the people, been too full to render such a course 
necessary ; but, sir, now is no time for essays upon 
any question, no time for theories or for policies. 
The logic of circumstances is hurrying us irresist- 
ibly along to far different conclusions. The pro- 
jects of the hour demand at our hands immediate 
and far different consideration. The time for de- 
liberation gives place, in every earnest mind and 
patriot soul, to a desire,a resolve to act. I shall 
endeavor, sir, briefly and earnestly to express my 
opinion as to the causes which have produced the 
existing state of things, to consider our condition, 
and the duty of every representative man in the 
premises. 

T have said that this question has been before the 
country for thirteen years. Every grand princi- 
ple involved was fully discussed thug long since, 
and-even then it assumed its true political propor- 
tions. The acquisition of territory from Mexico 
had been consummated for the avowed purpose 
of extending the area of slavery. A proviso was 
introduced into Congress applying to such ter- 
ritory the ordinance of Mr. Jefferson. It was 
supported with ability by honorable gentlemen— 
Senators and Representatives—some of whom 
have remained steadfast in these patriotic opin- 
ions; some of whom have “ fallen asleep;’’ and 
some of whom, “ though living, are yet dead.” 
From Congress and from conventions the great 
Subject was appealed to the people, and before 
that august and honest tribunal the case was ar- 
gued through an exciting and enthusiastic can- 
vass. The friends of freedom made the issue a 
practical one, Selecting from among their num- 
ber the men in whom they reposed the most con- 
fidence, they gave into their hands the banner-staff 
and. baton, 
that flag, upon its stripeless folds and circled with 
its clustering stars, they read the motto: ‘Free 
soil, frec speech, free labor, and freemen. ” Among 
their other professions of principle, they solemnly 
pledged themselves to the country and the world | 
that “there must be no more compromises with | 
slavery; if made, they must be repealed;” that 
they would “fight on and fight ever, until a tri- 


and, as their chosen leaders unfurled | 


f 
l 


j evangel of liberty through that canvass, the good 


i local law, and denied the power of the Federal 


i to,and did, humiliate them. 
| the provision for the rendition of fugitives from 


Those soldiers of freedom, twelve years ago last || 
November, polled one hundred and twenty thou- 
sand votes in the State of New York, and about 
three hundred thousand in the Union; and thus | 
gave an earnest of their sincerity, and proof of 
their vigor. i g 

The Free-soil organization and canvass of 1848 | 
was the germ and inception of the Republican 
party. Wherever its apostles proclaimed the 


seed was sown broadcast. Every where throughout 
the North, they then, as the Republican party 
now does, proclaimed unwavering hostility to the 
extension of human servitude, non-interference 
with it in the States where it exists by virtue of 


Government to repeal or modify such laws; they 
proclaimed the nationality of freedom, and the 
sectionalism of slavery; reaffirmed the policy of 
the ordinance of 1787; denied the power in the i 
Federal Government to “ deprive any person of 
life, liberty, or property, without due legal pro- 
cess; denied the power of Congress to make a 
slave, or establish slavery; asserted the power of 
Congress to exclude slavery from free territory; 
demanded freedom for our brethren in New Mex- | 
ico, as well asin Oregon and California; demanded 
economy in all public expenditures, and the sub- 
stitution of ‘election by the people of all civil offi- 
cers as faras practicable,” in lieu of appointments, 
and to correct the abuses of executive patronage; 
recommended free grants of public lands to actual 
settlers; and, in order to pay the national debt, 
its interest, and the current expenses of the Gov- 
ernment, they recommended a “tariff of duties.” 
These recommendations, denials, assertions, and 
demands, constituted the platform of principle 
upon which the friends of liberty waged the polit- 
ical contest of 1848.. In what, sir, does it differ 
from the platform of the Republican party in 1860? 
Certainly in no essential. And one is impressed 
not only with the patriotism of those men who 
framed it, but with their sagacity, and almost 
prophetic forecast. 

To the great mind which conceived, the fervid 
heart which impelled, the true courage which pro- 
claimed, and the iron will which has maintained 
the assertion of these principles, prophetic vision 
is vouchsafed, and the future opens tohim with all 
itsincidents,as the broad path from cause to effect. 
Honored among men will this patriot be, and the 
more honored that, standing firm amid defection 
of friends, and mutation of events, he still keeps 
the ‘whiteness of his soul.” Would that all who 
stood with him then, were with him to-day; that 
the uncompromising earnestness of that hour per- 
vaded this; and that freedom should not have 
had occasion to mourn the departure of his com- 
panions and her votaries from the altar and the | 
temple. 

The principles of freedom, thus asserted twelve 
years ago, the great central idea of that struggle 
—resistance to the aggressions of slavery—having | 
fallen upon the popular heart of the free States, 
produced an impression which could not beeffaced. | 
lt came home to the minds, and filled th 
day thoughts, of the masses of the northern peo- | 
ple. In the workshop, and amid the marts of 
traffic, and especially among the yeomanry of 
the North, the tillers of “ free soil,’ and the par- 
ticipants and vindicators of the dignity of “ free 


freedom found welcome access. Nor could those 
thoughts be repressed by the so-called compro- 
mises of 1850. Thinking for themselves, the peo- 
ple solved the problem within their own minds, 
and resolved no longer to be accessory to any at- | 
tempts to extend the institution of human slavery 
beyond its then limits. I say, they resolved upon 
this in spite of compromises. Sir, the people of 
the North never heartily approved the compro- 
mises of 1850. They realized and understood the i 
philosophy embodied in the expression of the men H 
of 1848: “ There must be no more compromises |; 
with slavery; if made, they must be repealed.” | 
There was a reluctant acquiescence on their part | 
witlf those acts. They felt that they were intended i! 
They justly regarded | 


i 
j 
t 
i 
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service as dishonoring to themselves, violative of 
constitutional rights, and as periling the liberty | 
of the freeman. They foresaw that, under its or- i 
ganic provisions, New Mexico would become a | 


amphant victory should reward their exertions.” | 


slave ‘Territory, and might become a slave State | 


e every- Í| 


labor,” the burning thoughts of the advocates of | 


—that same New Mexico for which they had 
‘* demanded freedom’? and the *‘ establishment of 
free institutions.” But, sir, under the pledge of 
peace, quiet, and finality ‘to agitation, and, more 
than all, through their love for the Union of the 
States, they yielded a tacit assent; their Repre- 
sentatives signed a solemn league and covenant 
never to reopen the agitation of the slavery ques- 
tion in Congress, or to support any one whoshould 
do so; and having thus discharged what they con- 
ceived to be their duty, they returned back to pri- 
vate life; and, by permission of their constituents, 
will remain there forever. So much for the com- 
promisers of 1850. ; 

In 1852, the Whig and Democratic national 
conventions passed resolutions indorsing these 
compromises, and pledging themselves against a 
reopening of the slavery agitation or discussion. 
Each nominated a presidential candidate, and en- 
tered into the canvass; but the Whig party, par- 
alyzed by the compromises of 1850, died of their 
indorsement in 1852. The majestic mourner, hav- 
ing poured from her party urn the tears of mil- 
lions, passed through the: sepulchral gates, and 
stretched herself by the side of Webster, both self- 
slain by a compromise. 

The result of the election of 1852, and the fate 
of Representatives who surrendered the free sen- 
timent of the country to the slave power, proved, 
conclusively, how deep was the resolve of the 
people of the North to resist further aggression 
of slavery. 

While acquiescing reluctantly in those compro- 
mises, and permitting one after another of fugi- 
tives to be arrested, and remanded to slavery, they, 
through their immediate Representatives, claimed 
and exercised the right to pass such State lawsas 
should protect every freeman from unlawful seiz- 
ure, and secure to him his “ inalienable right” of 
personal liberty. Such laws were passed with due 
reference to the Federal Constitution, and in the 
full exercise of their respective State sovereignty; 
Massachusetts, in all this, doing only what Vir- 
ginia had done, and for the same reason. 

While thus legislating to protect freemen from 
slavery, several of the southern States of the Con- 
federacy had legislated to reduce free colored men 
to servitude; and still more of them flagrantly dis- 
regarded the constitutional right ‘ that citizens 
of each State shall be entitled to all the privileges 
and immunities of citizens in the several States.” 

Mr. Speaker, the compromise of 1850 is one of 
the causes of the present condition of things. The 
antagonistic systems of freedom and slavery hav- 
ing come in contact, and the former having yielded 
its principles and rights, having, as in 1890, al- 
lowed that to be a compromise which took all 
from the one party and gave to the other, southern 
men naturally supposed thatsuch surrenders, such 
compromises, were the fair, legitimate, order of 
things. They leurned to expect, they resolved to 
demand them; and therefore it is that to-day we 
are asked to compromise; and if northern Rep- 
| Yesentatives dare to refuse, the Republic is con- 
| vulsed, States secede, the Union is to be dissolved, 
and war to be waged. 

But, sir, let us examine another cause for the 
present state of things. Notwithstanding the le- 
gislation and pledges of 1850, and their indorse- 
ment by the national conventions of the two great 
| partics of the country in 1852, and the pledge ofan 
Executive in hig inaugural address, such pledges 
were broken by the Administration and by the 
South in 1854.” The slavery subject was again 
“agitated in Congress and out of it; old com- 
pacts were swept away; old landmarks between 
freedom and slavery were removed; and the whole 
question was reopened. 

Northern men, subservient to southern inter- 
ests, proposed the measure. Southern men, inan 
evil hour, acceded, and carried it through to its 
consummation. ‘The Missouri compromise was 
repealed, and the entire Territories thrown open 
to the incursions of the slave interest. This 
wrong was done by Democrats and southern Rep- 
resentatives in Congress anda Democratic Exec- 
utive. For what purpose, Mr. Speaker? In order 
that slavery might take possession of the fair do- 
main of Kansas, and might overrun all our other 
territorial possessions, 

_ What, sir, has been the result? After an em- 
bittered contest, after the sacrifice of priceless 
treasures, the blood and tears of northern menand 
women; after the realization of more than the con- 
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quering sword of. Hyder Ali inflicted upon the 
Carnatic, “scenes of woe, the like of which no eve 


hath seen, no heartconceived,and which no tongue | 


can adequately describe; scenes which found 
the flaming tongue ofan American Burke to de- 
nounce in an American Senate as a crime; after 
patience, sufferings, and heroic fortitude, which 
will consecrate the name of Kansas in history, 
even as New England, even as Holland, are con- 
secrated by the sacrifices and struggle of her sons 
for religious and for civil liberty; after all these, 
Kansas has come up, and with garments washed 
from the blood and mire of oppression and sla- 
very, to-day ranks among the free States of the 
Confederacy, and sits here, by her Representative, 
in the councils of the nation. The thanksgiv- 
ings which will go up from millions of prayerful 
hearts for such a consummation, will be blended 
with petitions that such Representative may be 
unfalteringly faithful to the hallowed traditions 
which wreathe her pilgrim altars and martyrs. 
What other result has followed the “ Kansas- 
Nebraska inquity?”’ Sir, a result still more dis- 
tasteful to the South——the organization of the Re- 
publican party; or rather, I should say, the reor- 
ganization of the old Republican party of Jefferson 
and Madison, founded upon the same principles: 
the assertion and maintenance of human rights, 
and opposition to the further spread of wrong and 
oppression—organized with no desire or intent to 
infringe upon the Constitution, or to interfere with 
any of the institutions or reserved rights of the 
States, but with the real and boldly avouched in- 
tent to repress, in every constitutional way, and 
by every constitutional means, the extension of 


human slavery over another inch of free territory; | 


reasserting the sublime truths of the Declaration 
of Independence, and repledging fealty to them; 
asserting the power and duty of Congress to pro- 
hibit the extension of slavery; denying the power 


of Congress to establish, extend, or protectslavery | 


in any of the Territories; solemnly pledging each 
member thereof ‘ to restore the action of the Fed- 


eral Government to the principles of Washington | 


and Jefferson;’’ and declaring ‘‘that the Federal 
Constitution, the rightsofthe States, and the Union 
of the States, shall be preserved, ”? 

Sir, this party sprang from the exigencies of 
the time, and from causes existing to-day; and 
was inspired with the same patriotic purposes 
which actuated the fathers of the Republic. It 
gathered within its organization from all other 
partics those minds which had been educated upon 
the question of freedom and of human rights. 
Free-soil Democrats—the followers of Wright, of 
Van Buren, and Chase; Whigs—the followers of 
Mr, Clay and of Mr. Seward; the mass of the 
American party in the free States; all men at the 


North except the Democratic allies of the slave | a F 
i| Opposition Representatives from- the South re- | 


powerand the ultra Abolitionists. The men com- 


posing this party had differed theretofore widely | 
upon matters of public policy. They agreed upon | 
the great question of opposition to the extension | 


and aggressions of slavery. This was the cardinal 


principle of the new party, and all vowed unqual- | 
ified allegiance to it, and resolved to press onward | 
This fealty | 


to the achievement of its triumphs, f 
and resolve contemplated no new compromises to 
aid in the accomplishment of the object desired. 
On the contrary, all concessions and compromises 
were expressly repudiated. One of the most dis- 
tinguished of their leaders proclaimed that “the 
day of compromises had passed;”’ and the uni- 
versal heart responded amen, Professing these 


principles, the Republican party went into the con- |; 


test in 1856, and by its youthful vigor, and by the 


commanding purity of its purposes, almost won | 
But, sir, the people were not yet pre- | 


the victory. 
pared for the victory; four years more were neces- 
sary to the fulldevelopmentofitsstrength. Those 
four years were years of further education to the 
northern mind. f 
T'he campaign of 1856 was one of enthusiasm. 
Like the strife upbn the red crest of Breed’s hill, 
it was a conflict of gallant militia against trained 
veterans. 
party was worsted. Democracy was victorious, 
and the present Administration clevated to power. 
Behold in this event, Mr. Speaker, another cause 
for the presc ui condition of things. Like his imme- 
diate predecessor, the President had made pledges 
but to violate them; had secured his position by 
fraudulent pretenses, and so shaped the entire 
policy of his Administration as to disappoint his 


The result was that the Republican | 


| warmest friends, demoralize his party, distract his 


tion; and ali this upon the slavery question. 

Sir, the convention which nominated the pres- 
ent President reiterated. the pledge ‘‘ never to re- 
open the discussion of the slavery question in 
Congress or outofit.” Mr. Buchanan indorsed 
it. Yet both President and party, in open viola- 
tion of such pledges, attempted to force slavery 
upon an unwilling people. In Congress, by exec- 
utive recommendations, the discussion of the sla- 
very question was reopened by the Democracy, 
and it has continued until to-day. 

Aside from the course pursued by the Admin- 
istration upon the question of slavery, the Presi- 
dent has surrounded himself with advisers, a ma- 
jority of whom, from the beginning, have been 
conspiring tobring about the presentstate of things. 
Inthe mean time, at every annual election through- 
out the North, the great questious involved in the 
issue between slavery and freedom have been freely 
discussed, in every Instance without an allusion 
to compromise, except to repudiate it. The mem- 
bers of the present Congress from she North were 
mostly elected in 1858, when these questions were 
fully and actively before the country; they were 
elected upon the platform of the Republican party 
laid downat Philadelphiain 1856, and were pledged 
to carry out the principles therein contained. 
They were not clected to make any compromise 
of those principles, and had such been anticipated, 
not one of them would have been elected. 

Atthe commencement of the last session of 
Congress, the Democratic gentlemen in this 
House reopened the agitation of the slavery ques- 
tion, in spite of their pledges made three years 
before to the contrary. They continued such 
agitation for two months, and upon the compar- 


Speaker. In the mean time, Republicans sat silent 
in their places, or raised their voices but to cast 
their votes, and transact the only legitimate busi- 
ness before this body. 

Sir, not only did the Democratic Representa- 
tives agitate this question, not only the extreme 
gentlemen from the extreme South, but also the 
i} Representatives from those States which to-day 
demand compromise and concession’ and surren- 
|| der of our principles. The southern Opposition, 
|| with several distinguished exceptions, seemed to 
vie with their colleagues of more extreme opin- 
ions in denunciation of Black Republicanism. 


even into so-called conservative districts, have 
done much to misrepresent the opinions and de- 
signs of the Republican party, and pervert south- 
ern sentiment, and are among the immediate and 
powerful causes for the present unhappy condi- 
tion of things. During that exciting debate the 


fused to compromise with Republican members 
upon the question of Speaker; they refused to 
vote for a candidate for Speaker, although he 
was well known to them to be a gentieman of 
moderate, not to say conservative, views, upon 
i| the slavery question; and when a still more con- 
|| servative and equally worthy gentleman had been 
|] substituted, with but a single exception, they still 
|| withheld their support, and persisted in agitating 
| the country, and preventing the organization of 
|| the Thirty-Sixth Congress. _ 

I| Sir, I do not impeach the motives of these hon- 
i orable gentlemen. They doubtless supposed they 
|| were obeying the will of their constituents. But 
i, 1 do say that by such discussion, and by such a 
i| course of action, they contributed not a little to 
the present unfortunate condition of the country. 
‘| And I say further, that it comes with but ill grace 
‘| from these gentlemen now to reproach Repub- 
| licans for failing to exercise a compromising spirit; 
| for declining, at their request, to sacrifice their 
' convictions, and disregard the known will of their 
| constituents, 

| And still further, I would say to these conserva- 
| tive gentlemen that, when they have done all which 
i they can do, both here and at home, to correct mis- 
representations of Republican principles and de- 


i fearlessly read and fairly commented upon the 


| 


| 
| - + E; . 
i and, L think among his own constituents, during 
f 
i 


from Maryland, who, during the same canvass, 


country, and bring it to the very verge of destruc- | 


atively unimportant question of the election of 


These speeches, circulated all over the South, and | 


signs; when, following the patriotic examples of [| 
‘the honorable gentleman from, Tennessee, who i| 


| platform of the Republican party in his own State, | 


the last canvass, or of the distinguished gentleman | 


amid the monumental streets, and to the impuls- 
ive but patriotic citizens of his native city boldly 
denounced the misrepresentations which had beén 
heaped upon the Republican party, and ‘adyo 
cated the supremacy of the laws, the inviolability 
of the Constitution, and the duty of.good citizens 
to submit themselves to whoever should ‘be elected 
Chicf Magistrate of the whole Union, ih accord+ 
ance with both; when they shall: have done all 
this, and failed to secure cheerful obedience to the 
constitutional and legal authority, then, sir, wil? 
l admit that they may claim atmy hands consid- 
eration for terms of compromise-and conciliation 

But, Mr. Speaker, not only was the slavery 
question agitated im the last Congress, but: the 
same question went into the Democratic nationa. 
convention. Sir, it was the power in’ those con- 
ventions. It dissevered the party and disrupted 
all ties which had bound it together. The Demo- 
cratic party was broken up by its southern mem- 
bers by design: They proposed tertns which they 
knew could not be accepted by northern men aad 
live. Sir, the leaders of the southern Democracy 
are sagacious men. They know well the señti- 
ment of the North, educated as it has been ‘on 
these questions. There are no more sagacious 
men, unless it may be the leaders of the northern, 
and particularly of the New York, Democracy. 
These, too, know full well the strength of north- 
ern sentiment on the question of opposition to 
slavery extension and aggression. ‘They have 
been made to feel the edge, as well as watch the 
gleam, of the steel. The result was as desired by 
the South—secession from convention, separate 
nominations, a distracted canvass, and an igno- 
minious defeat. 

Sir, long ere the convention met in Charleston, 
secession had become a foregone conclusion with 
the extreme South; they labored to accomplish it 
by first disrupting the national convention; and 
at that result felt, and some expressed, the same 
joy which Samuel Adams expressed to Hancock 
when he heard the firstgun at Lexington, “ This 
is a glorious day.” ‘Thenceforward to them the 
canvass was an affair of secondary importance; 
their primary object was to operate not with the 
people, but with the Administration for the ac- 
complishment of their purpose. The Secretary 
of War was to garrison southern posts with few 
troops, and under the command of officers who 
were supposed to sympathize entirely with seces- 
sion. Artillery, arms, and munitions of war, were 
to be transferred to southern arsenals and depots. 
And the sinews of war were to be materially weak- 
ened by operations upon the Treasury. The Sec- 
retary of the Navy was to officer and station ships- 
of-war so that resignations and surrenders of our 
armed marine would be easily accomplished. The 
Secretary of the Treasury was to excite panic in 
Wall street, depreciate public stocks, impair the 
public credit, which he was bound to protect, and 
suffer depredations upon the Department under 
his charge; while the President, the worthy head 
of the conspiracy, was to play the dignified part 
of dummy inthis game of political whist. Sir, 
these gentlemen acted with their usual sagacity; 
and how well they have succeeded, let the events 
of the last three months and the present distracted 
condition of the country bear witness. 

In the mean time, the Republican party, ad- 
mirably organized and harmonions, having pro- 
claimed to the country the same principles upon 
which it was founded, and by fidelity to which it 
had grown from infancy to the stature and strength 
of manhood; abating no whit of its uncompro- 
mising hostility to the extension and aggressions 
of slavery,and none of its equally uncompromis- 
ing opposition to interference with the institu- 
tions of any of the States; loyal to the Consti- 
tution, obedient to the laws, and resolved atevery 
hazard to preserve the Union of the States, noni- 
inated a candidate who was, and still is, believed 
to be the true exponent of those principles, and 
whose firmness and personal probity bad passed 
into a proverb; and with such a platform and 
candidate entered the canvass. 7 

Sir, there never was a presidential campaign 
conducted with more reference to the reason, ** s0- 
ber second thought ” and discriminating judgment 
of men, than the campaign which elected Mr. Lin- 
coln President of the United States and secured 
the triumph of Republican principles. Every- 
where throughout the North those principles were 
discussed calmly, dispassionately. Everywhere 
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appreciative multitudes listened to those truths 
with which they were already familiar; and to 
-the triumph of which they believed the country | 
would owe relief from intolerable wrongs and bur- 
dens, and a restoration to the purity, patriotism, 
and prosperity which had characterized the ad- | 
ministrations of Jefferson, Madison, and Jack- 
son... These convictions, and the determination 
which spring from the loftiest sense of duty, made 
that party irresistible. . It overthrew every obsta- 
cle, and swept every frec. State except one. 

Sir, on the Tth day of November last, when Re- 
publicans met upon that hard-fought and well-won | 
field, they congratulated themselves, not so much 
upon the election of their gallant leader to the 
Presidency as upon the victory which had been 


vouchsafed to freedom, justice, and humanity. || 


These, sir, were their real leaders, and are now, 
Mr: Speaker, I have thus cursorily glanced at | 


the political incidents of the last twelve years, |! 
not only to show the causes for the present con- || 


dition of public affairs, springing from the errors 
of the opponents and the mistakes of the lukc- 
warm supporters of freedom, but also, as show- 
ing the gradual but never retrograding advance of 
free sentiments throughout the North, as showing 
the educational process through which, by de- 
grees, the popular mind in the free States have 
arrived at the deliberate determination to oppose, 
by every constitutional means, the extension of 
numan slavery over another foot of free territory, 
and to. oppose, in every legal manner, each and 
every aggression of the slave power upon the 
rights or privileges of free citizens. Let me as- 
sure you, gentlemen of the South, that the pco- 
ple of the North have formed that determination; 
that they will abide by it. 

The people of the North deem the election of | 
Mr. Lincoln the surest, strongest evidence, not of 
their power, but of the power of this chastened 


and exalted public opinion. They have regarded || 


his electionas the dethronement of the slave power | 
behind Presidents, Cabinets, the judiciary, and 
the Federal Legislature. They have regarded his 
election as the nationalization of freedom; as the 
restoration of the Government to the policy of 
earlier and better days. In short, the people of 
the North regard the election of Mr. Lincoln ag 
the assurance that the day of compromises has 
indeed and forever passed; that henceforth sla- 
very shall have all the consideration which is con- | 
stitutionally due to it, and no more; that freedom 
shall have all its rights recognized and respected. 
Mr. Speaker, ro sooner was the result of the 
election known than the extreme South, led on 
by South Carolina, procecded to the execution of 
the plans long since contemplated by them. Le- 
gislatures were convened and conventions called. 
Open resistance to the Federal Government was 
proclaimed. Armed. men were concentrated, and 
moved upon Federal posts; and the intention was 
boldly avowed never to submit to the administra- 
tion of a Republican President. The old doctrine | 
of secession was revived and advocated; and all | 
appearances justified the opinion that it would be 
consummated. These acts and doctrines pro- ! 
duced a deep sensation throughout the slavehold- 
ing States. The excitement spread, and threat- 
ened ultimately to involve the whole fifteen States | 
in the same action. 
With such a state of affairs existing in the Re- | 


pple, Congress convened on the 3d of Decem- jj 


er, and on the 4th received the annual message 
of the President. Sir, in my judgment, this was | 
the critical momentof the Republic; this the great | 
opportunity which the genius of a Napoleon, or | 
the firmness, discernment, and patriotism of a 
Jackson, would have seized to repress treason, j 
vindicate the Constitution and laws, restore con- 
fidence in the Union, and tranquillity to the coun- 
try. But, sir, that firmness, discernment, and pa- 
triotism , were altogether wanting in the President. 
Elis message to Congress was an indignity to this 
body, and to the mass of the northern ‘people. 
His suggestions of compromises, concessions, and | 
further guaranteesto slavery, were the commence- | 
ment of a new order of things in this body; and 
shouid such or other compromises pass by Re- 
publican votes, I trust the paternity will be con- 
weeded. Sir, it was most befitting, after the Presi- 
nt had insulted the constituency of every Re- 
&,.wlican Representative by base and groundless 


| had confided to it by the people the noblest trust— | 


|, the liberty for which the Revolution was waged, 


|i wary, 1861, Edward G. Wilbor was chosen 
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modes of conciliation recommended in the mes- 
sage. 

By the votes of Republican Representatives, 
| “such portions of said message as referred to the 
perilous condition of the country” were referred 
to a select committee of one from each State, with 
power to report measures of conciliation. Here, 
sir, in my judgment, was the first great error of 
| the representatives of freedom. By such action 
| there was a tacit admission that the Republican 
party had done something wrong, which it was 
| the duty of that party to redress. Or there was 
an intimation that. Republicans deemed. it their 
duty to make apparent or real concessions to con- 
ciliate. Sir, in my. opinion, the dignity of the 
| representatives of free principles would have been 
better conserved by a prompt and emphatic re- 
| buke of the presumption; and not only the dig- 
nity, but the harmony, integrity, and very exist- 
ence of the Republican party. 

Sir, let me not be misunderstood as preferring 
the integrity of a mere organization to the peace 
and unity of the Republic. I speak in no such 
sense. 1 believe that this Republican party is 
something moře than an organization; that it has 


that of preserving and transmitting to posterity 


the Declaration of Independence published, and 
the Constitution framed. I believe, sir, that, in the 
last canvass, this party snatched from the very 
brink of destruction that liberty with all its holy 
incidents; and when my mind is prepared to see 
that party broken up by universal consent, I 
shall so far have become recreantas to prefer des- 
potism to liberty, and slavery to freedom. I say 
frankly and kindly to all gentlemen, that if the 
ordinary policiesof party were the things to be com- 
promised, if questions of tariffs, of public lands, 
| of treaty stipulations, of territorial boundaries, or 
the expansion of territorial limits, were all that 
divided our southern brethren and ourselves, I 
would, under ordinary circumstances, cheerfully 
yield, compromise, and concede. 

But, sir, those great principles of freedom, jus- 
tice, and humanity, and the organization bound 
to secure them, I will never sacrifice; nor will I 
consent by my voice or vote to compromise them 
in the slightest degree. Like man’s courage and 
woman’s honor, they should remain unsullied and 
unsuspected. ` 

I have said, sir, that, upon other questions than 
i these, I would, under ordinary circumstances, 
yield; but, sir, I would not yield even those, under | 
menace; and for that reason, also, was I opposed 
to the compromise committee of thirty-three. We | 
were menaced then, we are menaced now; and it 
is by these powerful influences that we are to be 
coerced. Sir, I am opposed to this kind of co- 
ercion. And inthis, as upon the other principles, 
| I rejoice that I am supported by my people. 
Republican County Convention. 


Ata convention of the Republicans of the county of Co- 
lumbia, held in the city of Hudson, on the lith day of Jan- 
i president, Nel- 
į son Rusk, vice president, and Charles A. Stevens, secretary 
On motion of John S. Gould, a committee of seven wa 
| appointed by the Chair to present resolutions for the con- 
| sideration of the coavention, as follows: J. S. Gould, J. 
| G. Palen, John Cadman, J. P. Dorr, W. H. Barnes, If. S. 
Van De Carr, and William H. Hawver. 
| ‘ihe convention then adjourned to 2 o'clock, p. m. 

The convention again assembled at 2, p. t., and the 
committee reported the following resolutions ; which, on 


, A g 
| motion, were unanimously adopted : 


Resolved, That any concession to, or compromise with, 
any State or other body of men while in actual rebellion 
| against our Federal Government, is utterly impracticable, 
| and inconsistent with our national dignity. 
| Resolved, That we are now, as we bave ever been, in 
; favor of observing with inviolable fidelity ali the provisions 
of the Constitution and the laws as expounded by the 
| fathers of the Republic; and that we rejoice that in all the 
| congressional struggles between freedom and slavery, our 
Representatives have never, by word or action, encouraged 


| the disanion sentiments which for many years past have 
been professed by the Representatives of the slaveholding 
States, both in and out of Congress. 

Resolved, That the cruelty and ill-treatment which have | 
been practiced in the southern States on peaceable northern 
citizens, who have been murdered, beaten, exiled, aud sub- 
į jected to every species of insult and abuse, on the me. 
suspicion that they love freedom better than slavery, excite į 
our warmest indignation; and that we emphatically eall | 
upon the'General Government to extend its protection over - 
such citizens where domiciliated in the southern States or 
while traveling through them. i 

Resolved, That we repudiate the doctrine of secession as i 
held by South Carolina and other States, and that we be- |; 


charges, that several of those Representatives 
should indorse each allegation by adopting the | 


lieve the Constitution, as formed by our fathers, is an in- 
dissoluble Government, which * must and shall be pre- į 
served.” l 


Resolved, That the overt acts of treason of those mem- 
bers of the national Government who have cotntenanced 
and given aid to secession and rebellion ara in direct vio- 
lation of their oaths as officers, and should receive the con- 
demnation of all true patriots. 

Resolved, ‘That we confide fully in the wisdom and pa- 
triotism of Abraham Lincoln, our Chief Magistrate elect. 

Resolved, That the platform of principles laid down by 
the national Republican convention at Chicago, contains 
the true expression of our political faith. - : 

Resolved, That the prompt tender of men and money by 
the Governor and Legislature of the State to the Federal 
Government, to aid in the enforcement of the laws, de- 
serves and receives the cordial approval of the people. 

Resolved, That the firm adherence of the officers of the 
Army to the cause of the Constitution merits our warm- 
est approval. We rejoice that General Scott is preserved 
to us to lead our armies in these times of trouble and re- 
volt, and we have no fears fer success while the hero ot a 
hundred fights is the leaderin the conflict. Our thanks are 
especially due to the gallant Major Anderson, whose con- 
duct in the harbor of Charleston has won for hima fame 
whieh will enroll his name with the noblest names in the 
Republic. 

Resolved, ‘That we call upon all true patriots. without re- 
spect to political party, to coéperate with us in maintaining 
the Constitution and enforcing the laws. 

On motion, it was 

Resoived, ‘hat a copy of the proceedings of this con- 
vention be forwarded to our United States Scnators, to our 
Representatives in Congress, and to our members in the 
State Legislature. 

Resolved, 'That these proceedings be published in the 
Columbia Republican, Albany Evening Journal, and the 
New York Tribune. 


E.G. WILBOR, President, 
NELSON RUSK, V ce President. 
CHARLES A. STEVENS, Secretary. 

Mr. Speaker, the result of this committee of 
thirty-three is before us now. It is the special 
order of the day. It is before ug in the shape of 
compromises, concessions, and additional guar- 
antees of slavery. With these propositions be- 
fore us, we are prepared clearly to define our 
position. 4 

Sir, Lam opposed to any and all compromises— 

1. Because they are to be extorted from us by 
threats of dissolution of the Union im case we re- 
| fuse. I desire to see the. strength of this Govern- 
ment tested, and to know whether the Union is 
a Federal rope of sand, to be washed away by 
every wave of passion, or an ‘‘ indissoluble Gov- 
j ernment.” 

2. Because they will fail to accomplish the rein- 
tegration of the Union. 

Six States have already seceded, and will not 
be parties to the transaction or bound by it, and 
one, if not more, has avowed her determination 
never to came back even upon the principle of re- 
construction; and several of them are represented 
in a convention to form a southern confederacy, 
and have formed such confederacy. 

3. Because the Republican party is not now in 
power, and should not submit to any terms asa 
condition-precedent to obtaining it, 

Our candidate has been constitutionally elected; 
entertains no principles hostile to the interests of 
any one of the States. Weare resolved to inau- 
gurate him in the same constitutional manner. 
In the words of the distinguished Senator elect 
from Ohio, “inauguration first, adjustment after- 
ward.” 

4. Because the sentiment of nine tenths of the 
Republicans of the free States is opposed to com- 
promise of principle. I speak not of the commer- 
cial circles, where the opinion of Mr. Webster 
prevails, that ‘‘ Governments were instituted to 
protect property,” no matter of what kind; but of 


| the intelligent masses of the free country, where, 


upon the mountain sides, in the valleys, and along 
the rivers of the North, no shackle rings—no un- 
paid labor degrades, but where to work is to be 
ennobled, and where the god of Freedom baptizes 
the foreheads of his sons with the dew of toil. 
These men want no compromises with slave la- 


| bor—no unfair competition between their adven- 
; turous toil and the investments of southern cap- 
i ital. 


These men believe that “ to secure the 
inalienable rights of life and liberty, governments 
were instituted among men.” 

Gentlemen tell us that these compromises are 
notexpected or intended to conciliate the Gulf 
States, but to strengthen the Union sentiment in 
the border slave States, and prevent further seces- 
sions. Sir, no one cau respect the Union senti- 
ment more than I do; no one more ardently desires 
that the integrity of this great nation may be pre- 
served. But I say to gentlemen fram the border 
States, you ask of us the surrender of our honor 
as well as of our principles; you ask of us what 
in no case you would be willing to yield to us; I 
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have mistaken the spirit of those Representatives 
if they would have compromised, or even con- 
sented to negotiate for a compromise, hai they 
elected their candidate, and we threatened to se- 
cede from them. I say, further, that our friends 
of the border States to-day stand in the position 
of negotiators for concessions from us, and point 
to the living arguments of six seceding States as 
the powerful irtiucement for our sacrifice; and at 
the same time, not one of them, nor the Repre- 
sentatives of one of them—except the honorable 
gentleman from Maryland—will consent to unite 
with us in the enforcement of the laws, or for the 
relief of a gallant officer, who stands. to-day in 
peril because he stands under the banner of the Re- 
public; not one of them, in case we support every 
proposition of compromise, would support us in 
any attempt to vindicate the honor of our flag, or 
rescue, or punish the lawless seizure and impris- 
onment of a civil officer, whose offense consisted 
in obedience to the laws of the nation, and the 
discharge of his duty. But, on the contrary, 
these honorable Representatives deprecate and 
denounce all enforcements of law or all defense of 
Federal property as coercion and as war. And 
not a few of these Representatives conducted the 
last canvass upon the avowed party platform of 
“ the Constitution, the Union, and the enforcement 
of the laws.’’ And further, I say that every in- 
terest of the*border States points to the propricty 
of an adherence to the Union. Let- the line of 
a separate Government. be, brought down to the 
northern boundaries of Maryland, Virginia, Ken- 
tucky and Missouri, and all security for their pe- 
culiar property would cease. 

Such, sir, are my objections to any compro- 
mise, and particularly at this juncture. 

The plans which have been submitted do not 
tend to diminish, but rather toincrease, the strength 
of my objections. In my judgment, each of them 
involves the surrender of the cardinal principles of 
the Republican party, which are those of the Con- 
stitution; and but one of them would tend, in any 
degree, to placate the slaveholding States,and that 
ig the proposition of the honorable Senator from 
Kentucky. Indeed, several of the border States 
have declared that proposition to be their ultima- 
tum. I shall endeavor to review briefly these 
propositions, and state frankly my objections to 
each. 

The select committee of thirty-three propose, 
first, an amendment of the Constitution of the 
United States, as follows: 

“Arr. 12. No amendment of this Constitution, having 
for its object any interference within the States with the 


relation between their citizens and those described in sec- 
tion second of the first article of the Constitution as ‘all 


other persons,’ shall originate with any State that does not j 


recognize that relation within its own limits, or shall be 
valid without the assent of every one of the States com- 
posing the Union,” 

Sir, my objections to the proposed amendment 
are: 

1. It deprives the ** people of the United States,” 
who “ ordainedand established the Constitution,” 
of the rights of amendment thereto in the man- 
ner and form therein prescribed, and substitutes 
the action of a State therefor, and ratification of 
all the States, instead of the people of three 
fourths thereof. 

2. It discriminates unjustly between the ‘* peo- 
ple” of one class of States, or between those 
States themselves and the States which recognize 
the- relation specified in the Constitution, and 
which relation is interpreted to mean chattel sla- 
very. 

3. It would interfere with those powers of the 
Government, so ably discussed by my friend the 
distinguished gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. Bine- 
HAM,| first, to impose a capitation tax, appor- 
tioned upon the basis of representative popula- 
tion; second, to emancipate slaves in time of war, 
under the war power vested in the Government. 

4. It would furnish additional evidence to sus- 
tain the propositions enunciated in the case of 
Dred Scott vs. Sandford, that the Constitution of 
the United States recognized the right of property 
in man, ‘that there is no difference between prop- 
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erty in a slave and other property,” except that 
the former sustains no portion of the:burdens of 
Government; that each is entitled to the sanie pró- 
tection, and stands upon the same footing under 
our Constitution and laws, (19 How. Rep., pp. 
451, 452;) and it would furnish occasion for, re- 
newed decisions of similar character, and still: 
further carrying out the doctrine. 

_ 5. By the so-called decision of the same court; 
in the same case, it was held, substantially, that 
free colored persons, whose ancestors were im- 
ported into this country and sold asslaves, + had 
no rights which the white man was bound to re- 
spect,” and werenot citizens of the United States, 
although such. persons were born and reside 
therein; and that the ‘* Constitution having taken 
from the States all power, by any subsequent 
legislation, to introduce as a citizen into the po- 
litical community of the United States, such or 
any other person, no matter where born or what 
his character or condition;’’ and such decision 
having been predicated in part upon the terms 
“ citizens,” « relations,” “all other persons,” às 
used in the Constitution, and repeated in the pro- 
posed amendment, I am unwilling to furnish any 
additional evidences, sanction, or assurance to so 
atrocious a doctrine. And inasmuch as many of 
these persons so described, disqualificd, and out- 
lawed, have been emancipated and reside in slave- 
holding States; and as many residing in and citi- 
zens of free States heretofore have gone, and may 
go, into slave States in business capacities, and 
as many so going, and temporarily: sojourning, 
have been arrested and imprisoned, and others 
may not only be so imprisoned, but sold into sla- 
very; and as State legislation has for some time 
been contemplated to reduce all colored persons 
in slaveholding States into actual or conditional 
slavery, or to impair their rights and interest, and 
banish them from such States; therefore, 1 am 


unwilling to support any such proposition as will 


forbid an amendment of the Constitution more 
clearly defining, recognizing, or protecting the 
rights of such * persons,” or interfering with the 
“relations ” between ‘ citizens,” under such de- 
cision, and these persons, or as would more ef- 
fectually protect he “rights of citizens of each 
State in the several States.’? I say Iam unwill- 
ing to support a proposition that no such amend- 
ment shall be made unless originating in a slave 
State, and approved by each and every one of the 
slave States, including, of course, the one where 
those rights were violated. 

6. My further objection to this gmendment is, 
that the southern people, through their represent- 
atives in either branch of Congress, have never 
demanded it; but, by every fair implication, have 
protested againstit. "They have demanded noth- 
ing but what they called loyalty to the Constitu- 
tion. Such for years, here and elsewhere, bas 
been the purport of their speeches and journals. 
To that cnd they have wielded the legislation of 
the country, and wrested the judicial authorities, 
Let us to-day agree with them, and in the loftiest 
sense, be unfalteringly loyal to the Constitution 
of our country as it is. 

7. Another objection to this amendment. I 


“have ever been taught to regard the Constitution 


of the Republic the fundamental law of the land; 
as something sacred from the touch of the pro- 
fane; as permeated with the liberal spirit, and 
jeweled with the starry brightness of the intellects 
which framed it; as glorious all over with the 
patriotism of the Revolution; as coming down, to 
us of inferior clay and of baser spirit, an emana- 
tion of better days and from better men; as bring- 
ing down to us, and through us bearing on to 
furthest posterity, the treasures of a ‘ perfect 
Union,” of “established justice,” of “ assured 
tranquillity,” prosperity, and ‘‘the blessings of 
liberty.” I believe ithas all these perfections this 
day; and therefore, sir, am*reluctant. here, in 
this hour of madness and folly, to change, add, 
or diminish, onc line or word, one sentiment, or 
thought. And, sir, I am resolved that, in so far 
as I am concerned, no change shall therein be 
made which shall, in the slightest degree, or by 


any interpretation, recognize. the ¢ 
Mr. Madison. deprecated, ‘of adi 
Constitution thë ‘idea of property 


‘the contrary, 
OR esit at 
ew IV Imitted.as s ch 
State. The insufficient number of her inhabitants, 
and their mixed and motley character, sp 
strongly against the impolicy of such admission. 

3. fam inclined to agree with my friend 
Ohio in his constitutional objection to.heradmis- 
sion, and would, with him, apply. to her the Jef- 
fersonian rule applied. to the State of Ohio. 

4. I never would vote.for the admission of New 
Mexico until she expunges from her territorial 
statute-book her atrocious slave code, the won- 
der and the shame of the age and nation; a code; 
sir, which we repealed by a decided majority at 
the last session of Congress, but which still lies 
upon the table of u Democratic Senate. : 

5. This proposition to.admit New Mexico is 
brought forward as a compromise on the: part of 
the North to the South, while, atthe same time, 
honorable gentlemen of the Republican party, pre- 
dict that it will come in as a free State. If so, 
the object for which it is proposed will fail, and 
the South will then have just cause of offense. If 
gentlemen offer it as a concession to slavery, while 
they believe it will not be so in reatity, there is 
bad faith in the transaction, I will bea party to 
no such contrivance. I will not assist to cheat, 
as I do not desire to be cheated. I cannot consent 
that the ethics of Tatersall’s shall be thus in- 
grafted upon the honor of Parliament. . 

6. But Iam opposed to the adoption of this 
proposition, because { believe it will result in her 
admission as a slave State, and I believe that. she 
will secede from the Union within thirty days 
thereafter. 

This act is an enabling act; under it a consti- 
tution may be framed, and the State admitted by 
proclamation, without further congressional seru- 
tiny or action. Sir, I am opposed to such man- 
ner of admission without checks and limitations 
upon the exercise of the power granted to the 
people of the Territory.. No such checks äre con- 
tained in this act; and the people of New Mexico 
may frame a constitution as odious and, despotic 
as they please, so only that it shall be republican 
in form—that is, representative; and with thatcon- 
stitution she will come into the Union without 
further action of Congress. There can be no 
reasonable doubt but one of the odious and des- 
potic features of that constitution will be the in- 
stitution of human slavery. The compromise of 
1850 was the organic actof New Mexico. , Under 
its provisions a slave Territory has been organ- 
ie atrocious slave codes passed, and a pro-sla- 
very Delegate sits upon the floor of this Chamber. 
All this was accomplished by the exercise of the 

owers recognized and confirmed by the provis- 
ions of this bill, and by excluding Congress from 
any jurisdiction over the subject-matter.. By con- 
tinuing such exclusion, the result will be that New 
Mexico will come into the Union as a slave State. 
Looking back over the success of this policy, and 
forward to such consummation, the honorable 
Senator from Illinois, in his great justification- 
by-faith speech in the Senate, on the 16th of May 
last, said reproachfully, yet triumphantly, to the . 
South: re 

“Now, what has been the result? My views were in- 
corporated into the compromise measures of 1850, and his 
were rejected. Has the South been excluded ‘from all the 
territory acquired from Mexico?  Whatsays the bill from 
the House of Representatives, now on your table, repeal- 
ing the slave cade in New Mexico, established. by the peo- 
ple themselves? It is part of the history of the country, 
that, under the doctrine of non-intervention—this doctrine 
that you delight to call squatter sovereignuty—the people of 
New Mexico have introduced-and protected slavery in the 


diti 


978 


_<° THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


February 16, 


whole of that Territory. Under this doctrine, they have 
ëörnvërted a tract of free territory into slave territory, more 
than five times the sizeof the State of New York. Under 
this doctrine, slavery has been extended from the Rio 
Grande to the Gulf of California, and from the line of the 
Republic of Mexico, not only up to 36° 30, but up to 38°; 
giving you. a degree and a half more slave territory than 
-you ever, claimed. Jn 1848 and: 1849 and 1850, you only 
asked to have the line of 36° 30, Tht Nashville conven- 
tion fixed that ‘as its ultimatumy. T offered it in the Senate 
in Angust,:1848, and it was adopted here, but rejected in 
the House of Representatives. You asked only up to 36° 
30, and non: intervention has given you slave territory up 
tö 38°——a degree and a half more than you asked’; and- yet 
you say thisis a sacrifice of southern rights > 3 

Sir, if the people of New Mexico'have thus de- 
liberately adopted a territorial constitution pro- 
slavery in its character; and have, through their 
Territorial Legislature, passed, sustained, and 
themselves submitted to such disgraceful slave 
legislation; and have with great unanimity elected 
a-pro-slavery Delegate in Congress, I submit to 
Republican Representatives whether the inference 
is not irresistible that the same people will adopt 
a slave constitution, and under it come into the 
Union asa slave State; and I submit further to 
them, whether such legislation will redeem the 
pledges which they made to the people, and by 
which they were elected? Sir, for these reasons 
I shall vote against the measure. 

The third compromise is an amendment to the 
fugitive slave act of 1850: Iam opposed to this 
amendment, 

1, Because it retains in the act’ amended those 
unconstitutional features existing in that act, vest- 
ing in commissioners the judicial power to dis- 
posé of the questions of personal liberty, the sus- 
pension of thé writ of habeas corpus, and the refusal 
of jury trial in the State where the fugitive resides 
at the time of seizure. 

2. Because it compels the citizen to aid in the 
capture or detention of the fugitive whenever the 
owner or marshal shall ‘apprehend ’’ resistance 
to such capture, thus placing the honor and self- 
respect of every citizen ofa free State in the cus- 
tody and subject to the ‘ apprehension ° of the 
kidnapper, and compelling such citizen, under 
severe penalties, to perform a revolting task, to 

- which no southern.gentlemen even would submit, 
and the performance of which among themselves 
is left to a mercenary and degraded class, not 
recognized as the social equal of the slave owner. 

3. Because it may remove from the place of his 
birth and continued residence to a remote and 
unfriendly vicinage, a free citizen, subjecting him 
to all the perils, delays, and inconveniences of a 
trial in, to him, a foreign land, and before a tri- 
bunal which ‘ recognizes in him no right which 
a white man is bound to respect,” subjects him 
toa temporary imprisonment without bail or lim- 

its, Subjects him to the unjust presumption that he 
is a slave, compels his witnesses froma great dis- 
tance, and into an unfriendly neighborhood; and, 
should they be of colored skin, exposes them to 
the inconveniences and imprisonments awarded 
to all colored freemen from the North in slave- 
holding States. In short, it renews the grievances 
of our revolutionary ancestors, that of‘ transport- 
ing men beyond proper jurisdictions, to be tried 
for pretended offenses.” 

4, Itsubstitutes ex parte proofs before the com- 
missioner, and his decision thereupon, in place of 
the practice of the civilized world in all other 


cases, where the accused is to be confronted with | 


the accuser, and allowed opportunity to defend. 

5. By supporting this proposition, I and my 
people indorse the odious act of 1850, in all these 
unconstitutional errors, all these great wrongs, 
and in its conspiracy against the freedom of thou- 
sands and the honor of millions. Sir, I willnever 
vote for any such measure. But 1 will, here and 
now, vote to repeal the act of 1850 uncondition- 
ally, and thus revive the act of 1793, under which, 
for fifty-seven years, the “Republie was peace.” 
And more, sir, I am of the same opinion as Mr. 
Webster, that, under the Constitution, the whole 
business of delivering up such as owed service or 
labor, belonged to the State whither the fugitive 
fled, and not to the General Government. 

The last proposition of the committee of thirty- 
three is as follows: 
Amendment of the act for he rendition of fugitives from i 

x ustice. 

Be ti enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives 
of the United States of America in Congress assembled, ‘That | 
every person charged, hy indictment or other satisfactory | 


evidence, In any State, with treason, felony, or other crime, i 
committed within the Jurisdiction of such State, whoshall | 


| the laws of any one of the States. 


flee or shall have fled from justice and be found in another 
State, shall, on the demand of the executive authority of 
the State from which. he fled upon the district judge of the 
United States of the district in which he may be found, be 
arrested and brought before such judge, who, on being sat- 
isfied that be is the person charged, and that he was within į 
the jurisdiction of such State at the time such crime was į 
committed, of which such charge shall be prima facie evi- 
dence, shall deliver him upto be removed to the State hav- 
ing jurisdiction of the crime; and if any question of law 
shall atise during such examination, it may be taken on 
exceptions by writ of error to the circuit court.. 


I am opposed to this amendment of the act of 
1793— . 

1. Because it takes from the-Governors.of.the 
several States; who are the representatives of the 
sovereignty of such State, the powers heretofore 
vested in and exercised by them, to protect the 
life and liberty of the citizen. 

2. Because it transfers those powers to the Fed- 
eral judiciary, and to officers appointed by the 
Federal Executive and holding their offices by a 
life-long tenure. 

3. Because, by such deprivation and transfer, 
it ““ abridges the rights of the States,” and tends 
to the centralization of power in the Federal Goy- 
ernment, of which the people and the States are 
so justly jealous; against which ovr constitutional 
fathers so earnestly protested, which they so much 
feared, and which they endeavored in every way 
to prevent. With such a clause in the original 
Constitution, | do not hesitate to affirm that it 
would never have been adopted by the States; 
never. 

4. Because, upon such judicial officer, an in- 
dictment found in his own court, or one of equal 
jurisdiction, would be regarded as conclusive; 
whereas State executives, entirely independent in 
their action, have refused so to regard indictments 
or certified affidavits, but have passed behind, and 
examined into the merits of the application. 

5. The term “other satisfactory evidence ’’ is 
too vague and undefined to meet with approval. 
Under the act of 1793 such evidence was clearly 
defined. It must be ‘‘indictment,”’ or ‘‘ affidavits 
duly certified by the executive” of the State where 
the offense was alleged tohave been committed. I 
cannot consent to invest a Federal officer, himself 
not immediately responsible to the people, and 
“receiving his mandates from irresponsible supe- 
riors, with any such dangerous diserction. 

6. My sixth objection to this amendment is my 
want of confidence in the Federal judiciary, In 
former and latter days, it has stepped too far 
beyond the limits of well-defined duties, and has 
ignored ioo many of the personal rights of the 
citizen, and has endeavored to grasp too many 
powers as a correlative department of the Gov- 
ernment; and it has too often and too effectually 
dictated to the legislation of the country, to in- 
sure such respect as would induce my vote to 


invest them with other powers at the expense of | 


“State rights,” 

7. Lobjectto this amendment upon the further 
ground that, if not intended, it will be used to 
suppress freedom of speech and of the press, not 
only in slaveholding, bat in free States. 

An indictment in South Carolina against the 
editor of a paper published in Albany, Boston, or 
New York, and mailed to, and received and read | 
or circulated in that State, would be presumptive | 
evidence of the publication in that State—a pre- 
sumption to be disproved by the party charged, | 
and, perhaps, not permitted to be disproved atall. 
Certainly this presumption could not be rebutted | 
before the judicial officer issuing process of ar- 
rest, and remanding for trial. j 

8. I do not believe that the Federal judiciary, 
or any of its officers, should be placed at the dis- 
posal of the executive of any State, to arrest, or 
cause to be arrested and returned, any person 
alleged to have committed an offense against the 
laws of such State. Their functions are judicial, | 
not police. 

9. Edo not believe that the Federal judiciary, 
or any ofits officers, have any constitutional right 
to arraign, examine, and remand, any person for 
an offense alleged to have been committed against | 
Their juris- 
diction and duties are clearly defined by the Con- 
stitution. All othétsare denied them, and reserved 
to the State tribunals. 

Mr. Speaker, with these objections, I shall vote 
against this amendment. 

Thus much for the compromise of the select 
committee of thirty-three. : 


“Besides these, certain resolutions have been sub- 
mitted by said committee, many of which aré 
open to similar objections, and which I cannot 
support. My time forbids their consideration. 

Another proposition is before the Housc in the 
form of an amendment, known as the Crittenden 
compromise. Itis enough at this time for me to 
say, that it seeks to incorporate into the Constitu- 
tion of the Republic the following propositions: 

1. That Congress shall have no power to prex 
vent the extension of slavery into free. territory. 

2. That south of acertain geographical parallel 
of latitude, Congress, or a Territorial Legislature, 
shall have no power to abolish, modify, or in any 
way interfere with slavery in the Territories. 

3. That slavery shall be protedted in all terri- 
tory south of such parallel, and slaves shall Be 
regarded and protected as property, inthe same 
manner as all other kinds of property. 

4. That Congress shall have no power to abol- 
ish slavery in the District of Columbia. 

5. Orin the forts, arsenals, dock-yards, or where 
ever else the Federal Government has exclusive 
jurisdiction. 

6. That in case of the failure to arrest any al- 
leged “fugitive from service,” the community 
where such failure took place shall be compelled 
to pay the value of such alleged fugitive to the 
owner thereof, and may be prosecuted for that 
purpose and to that effect. In short, it seeks to 
incorporate into the Constitution, and by joint 
resolution, too, the principles set forth in the plat- 
form of the Breckinridge wing of the Democratic 
party during the last canvass. 

Propositions which were introduced. and urged 
by secession gentlemen to break up the Demo- 
cratic convention and party, and whith were repu- 
diated by an overwhelming popular majority in 
November. : : 

I shall vote against that compromise. 

‘Mr. Speaker; having stated thus frankly wbat I 
willnot support, itmay be asked me “ what affirm- 
ative action do you propose shall be taken?’’ 
This isa mostimportantinquiry. But, sir, aware 
of all the responsibilities which devolve upon 
me asa Representative, of all the perils which 
environ my country, asking for that wisdom of 
duty which cometh down freely from above, and 
hoping for that fortitude which renders. man 
“ equal to either fortune,” I have no difficulty in 
answering the inquiry. I propose that the Con- 
stitution of the Republic shall remain forever 
intact, the same invulnerable, immortal egis of 
human rights, forged upon the stithys of our rev- 
olutionary demi-gods. I propose that the Union 
of the States ordained by our fathers, and upon 
which their and our common Father has smiled 
glory and prosperity, shall at all hazard and by 
every power of the Government be maintained. 
I propose that the just laws of my country shall 
be enforced everywhere throughout her borders, 
and by every constitutional means; and that such 
additional legislation shall be immediately had as 
will enable such object to be accomplished. I 
propose that the property of the Republic which 
has been unlawfully seized shall be repossessed; 
that the civil and military officers of the Govern- 
ment, who for the discharge of their duties have 
been imprisoned or beleaguered, shall immedi- 
ately be succored; and that the honor of our flag, 
which has been tarnished, shall be vindicated be- 
fore the world. I propose thatthe will of the people 
of the Union, mighty, majestic, and constitution- 
ally expressed at the national election, shall be 
respected and obeyed. And above all, sir, do I 
propose that liberty shall not again be beaten 
down upon the threshold and beside the altars of 
this her temple. That the free principles which 
underlie the whole structure of the Republic for 
which constitutions were ordained, laws enacted, 
and the will of the people expressed, shall not 
again be compelled to pass under the yoke of 
slavery. 

These propositions constitute a platform suffi- 
ciently broad and strong to upbear the patriotic 
men of every section of the Union. They in- 
volve no sacrifice but the maintenance of our mu- 
tual principles. They willrestore peace, tranquil- 
lity, and self-respect. They will bring back to us 
the almost alienated confidence and respect not 
only of the lovers of liberty, but of the despots of 
the Old World. Orif, sir,in the book of destiny, 
it is written that the prosperity, happiness, glory, 
and very existence of our beloved country isabout 
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to cease, it will be to those who stand firm to-day a 
roud consciousness that they fell with hef; striv- 
ing to uphold the same great principles which 
ushered her into being. It will be no mean sat- 
isfaction to, anticipate that, in the far hereafter, 
history may rear in: her Necropolis their monu- 
ments beside those of the illustrious fathers who 
trod the same stern path of duty, and fell upon 
the same field of honor. |. G : 

Mr. DUELL. . Mr. Speaker, the secession of 
six States from the Federal Union brings us face 
to face with grave issues, fraught with results of 
the most momentous importance.. The unavoid- 
able duty now devolves upon every true patriot 
and friend of the American Union of examining 
with care the great questions presented, and in- 
forming himself as to the proper course to be pur- 
sued in this trying emergency. : 

At a period in our history when’ this great 
American Confederacy has advanced to a position 
which commands the respectful attention of the 
civilized world; at a.moment-when the whole 
country is full of strength, and when:a gracious 
Providence has vouchsafed to us a season of ub- 
exampled abundance, with no new element of strife 
in our system which has not been present every mo- 
ment since the organization of the Government; at 
such a moment, our great political fabricissought 
‘to be overthrown in one section of the Union, by 
an armed resistance to the Federal Government, 
and-a conspiracy against the Constitution, the 
Union, and the laws. . 

With the exception ofthat protracted and bloody 
conflict which gave birth to this nation, none has 
arisen, and, in my judgment, none will arise in 
our subsequent history, involving interests so vast, 
consequences so momentous, as the one now 
pressing its fearful weight upon us; reaching, as 


it does, to the remotest posterity, and involving | 
of our Govern- | l nade free b 
|| This peculiar institution of the South is stronger 


not only the character and policy 
ment, but its very existence. The ultimate de- 
cision of the present controversy will settle the 
great question whether this Government shall be 
administered in the spirit that gave it birth; 
whether peaceful, constitutional self-government 
shall be supplanted by a system of Mexican vio- 
lence and anarchy, where life, liberty, and prop- 
erty, are never safe. This is the point we have 
reached, 

Heretofore we-have been proud of our institu- 
tions; and have boasted that, however excited our 
elections may have been, all parties joined in sus- 
taining the victors. About three months since a 
vigorous election terminated, and a Chief Magis- 
trate was elected by the people in strict conform- 
ity to the Constitution. From that day to the 
present, a portion of the southern people have per- 
severingly sought to destroy that Government of 
which they had just endeavored to take renewed 
possession. They say they have a legal and con- 
stitutional right so to do; and we are thus led to 


inquire whether any ‘justification exists for this | 


extraordinary procedure. 

For the past three months, the ery of usurpa- 
tion, tyranny, and oppression, has been daily 
ringing in our ears. These complaints come but 
from one section of the Union—the South; and 
relate to but one subject—slavery. The chargeis 
that the North has committed aggressions on the 
South, 


Sir, when and where did the North ever at- | 
tempt to control the action of this Government | 


for the promotion of her peculiar interests? When 
did the North ever invoke the action of this Gov- 
ernment for its exclusive benefit? I ask for the 
instance to be named. The South has repeatedly 
asked for legislation in behalf of her €‘ peculiar 
institution,” and her request has never yet been | 
denied. As the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. 
ae eee remarked, the people of the South 
had demanded nothing which they had not got. 
They first demanded the Missouri compromise: 
they got it, They demanded its repeal: they got 
it. They demanded the acquisition of stave terri- 
tory; and they gotit. They demanded a fugitive | 
slave‘law in 1850; and they got that. In short, 
slavery, although a local institution, has been | 
making demands upon the General Government | 
and the free States ever since the adoption of the | 
Constitution. The wise man of the Scriptures 


speaks of four things that are never satisfied. | 


Slavery is the fifth that has never yet said | 
*enough.”’ oe 
Since the adoption of our Constitution, out of | 


| 
i 
I 
i 


“system, has been theirs. 


the seventy-two years which will have elapsed on 
the 4th- of March, 1861, when Mr. Buchanan’s 
presidential term expires, the South will have 
had the President and the entire control of the 
Government, forty-eight years, and the North 
twenty-four. Now, sir, I care nothing about the 
question of which section has had the most hon- 
ors. 
she might have had it otherwise. But when 
southern gentlemen talk of aggressions upon their 
rights by the people of the. North, and. ask for 
guarantees in the future, I desire to know. what 
kind of aggressions they can be, when thé North 
has for forty-eight years out of seventy-two sur- 
rendered up to the South the whole control and 
management of the Governmentin allits branches? 
Not only have they had the Presidents, but, 
through them, the Cabinets, the courts, and allthe 
officers of every grade throughout the country. 
The shaping, the forming, and modeling of the 
The government of the 
Territorics, the powerful influence of the execu- 
tive over the legislative branch, has all this time 
been with the South, sometimes having the Pres- 


j ident and Vice President both, and all this, too, 


when the North could have prevented it, as her 
electoral vote has always been the largest; but she 
did not. 

The South has had all the proper legislation 
she asked. No legislation of Congress has ever 
been directed to the disturbance of slavery where 
it actually existed. The foreign slave trade was 
permitted to continue till 1808; and its prohibition 
after that period was an advantage to the South. 
By the purchase of Louisiana and Florida, and 
the annexation of Texas, a large number of slaves, 
together with a vast extent of slave territory, have 


been brought into the Union, at an immense ex- | 


pense to the country; but not a single slave has 
ever been made free by the action of Congress. 


there now than it wag at the time of the formation 
of the Constitution, in 1787. The free States, 
although in a majority in both branches of Con- 
gress, and having the power to pass any Jaw they 
please, have notabolished slavery in the District 
of Columbia, or in the forts, magazines, arse- 
nals, and dock-yards, over which Congress has 
jurisdiction. If, then, the slave States have never 
been invaded by congressionul legislation attack- 
ing her peculiar institution there; if Congress has 
forborne to pass any laws affecting this interest 


| injuriously where it actually exists, why isit that 


hew guarantees are demanded at this time? 

‘The passage of personal liberty bills by some 
of the northern States has furnished the occasion, 
though not a justification, for much censure, and 
the excuse for much of the feeling exhibited by 
the South. 


Sir, it is the highest duty of a State to protect | 


the liberties of its citizens with all possible secu- 
ties consistent with superior constitutional obli- 
gations. Laws calculated to accomplish that pur- 
pose ought not to be repealed, unless they clearly 
transgress the limits of constitutional power. It 
has been well said that the Constitution of the 
United States was not intended, and must not be 
construed to intend, to divest the States of their 

ower to protect their citizens in the enjoyment 
of life, liberty, and safety. This power of the 
State and the powers of the Federal Government 
must be construed together, the. one curbing and 
limiting the other, just as the rights of one citi- 
zen to the enjoyment of his property are limited 
by the equal rights of another to the enjoyment 
of his. Ifrights asserted under the two jurisdic- 
tions conflict, the inferior rightshould yield to the 
superior; and the right of one man to the service 
of another must yield to the superior right of a 
freeman to himself. 

The legislation of the free States for the pro- 


tection of personal liberty finds examples in the | 


slave States. 1 understand that every southern 
State has similar personal liberty bills, enacted 
for the purpose of protecting the liberty of her 


free citizens. They surely cannot complain of. 


laws which find analogies in their own statute- 
books. Neither should the fact be overlooked 


that the act of 1850, for the return of fugitive | 


slaves, is unnecessarily harsh, irritating, and ca- 
pable of being used for purposes of oppression. 
While every possible guard is thrown around the 
rights of the slavcholder, as if his institution was 
to be cherished and fostered as a divine one, we 


of the North are forbidden toena: 


The North should not complain, because. 


ing our own citizéns in theénjoyment of life, 
liberty, and the pursuit of happiness, ?” -Federal 
laws in favor-of slavery are sacred, and‘ to‘lie:en- 


“forced at any cost to the free States; while: State 


laws In- favor of freedom are but so mary aggeres- 
sions- upon -:southern rights;.to:be repealed even 
before their constitutionality has been testëd -ii a 
court of justice! “Until oar brethren of the South 
shal} concede to the alleged fugitive a trial by jury 
in the State where he is’arrested ; self-protection, 
as well‘as humanity, alike demand that every free 
State should have a law upon its statute-book— 
constitutional in its provisionis—to ‘prevent the 
kidnapping of our colored citizens. A‘law of that 
character ought not to-be regarded as aggressive, 
or as designed ‘to interfere with the constitutional 
rights of the South. . : 

Sir, we all know that there is a: most unfortu- 
nate misapprehension in the ‘sotithern mind, in 
regard tothe feelings and motives of northern men; 
Deception and misrepresentation have been freely 
and criminally employed by designing politicians 
north and south, to exasperate the southern peo- 
ple, and to goad them to acts of folly and madness. 
All through the South men in high positions have 
dent themselves to the propagation of the -basest 
slanders, to foment discord between ‘the two sec- 
tions of our country, and every appliance of art 
and dissimulation has been. resorted: to, toowiden 
the breach, and to deceive the people of the South 
into the support of a vile and treasonable conspir- 
acy. You of the South are told that. Lincoln, 
Seward, and the entire victorious party of ‘the 
North, are fiends and devils incarnate; that there 
is no virtue, no love of country, no humanity, no 
purity, no honesty in the ranks of the Republican 
party.” Truth might well stand back aghast, at 
the rage of passion and falsification.” Sir, unléss 
the southern mind is disabused of these erroneous 
conceptions, an eternal gulf of impassable hatred 
will soon roll between us. Then will come a war 
of extermination and desolation, whose angry 


| front shall surge across the Jand and drench the 
| kindly bosom of our mother earth with the gore 


of our brethren—a war that will bring no glory to 
the victor; that will send its slain before the pres- 
ence of their God with consciences wreaking with’ 
guilty murder of men of our own race and lineage 
—of the same religion, sinful like us, faulty like 
us, yet“noue the less-our kindred, our brothers, 
before high heaven. The people of the South 
should turn a deaf ear to those unscrupulous 
politicians who expect, agitation and turbulence 
to raise them to the surface, from.the depths of 
oblivion, to which a peaceful state precipitates 
them. ; 
Mr. Speaker, the present attitude of the North 
is that of dignified consistency, and certainly of 
praiseworthy forbearance towards the’ South. 
Gentlemen of the border slaveholding States say 
that they do not justify the violence of South Car- 
olina, Georgia, Alabama, ‘Florida, Mississippi, 
and Louisiana, in seizing Government property, 


i and the act of the former in firing into.a Govern- 


ment vessel. You say that they have acted with 
precipitation, and that you are for preserving the 
Union. Well, if you cannot sanction what they 
have donc, do not the northern States show great 
magnanimity, that they do not resent these wan- 
ton outrages to our Governmentand to the honor 
of our national flag? Gentlemen of the South fire 
up with great Indignation, and some southern 
Legislatures have passed death-breathing resolu- 


| tions, because, after an aggressive act of war by 


a southern State,and after extensive armed prep- 
arations in the South, some of the northern States 
see proper to tender aid to the General Govern- 
ment. The people of the North, so far from acting 
hastily, have shown a spirit of patience under 


| great provocation, such as they never would have 


submitted to from the most powerful foreign nas 


i tion on the globe. 


Do those States who have resolved themselves 
out of the Union approach us on the. subject of 
compromise in a.spirit of conciliation > Far from 
it. With armsin their hands they demand our 
humilation. ‘The most fearful consequences are 
predicted, and the most terrible vengeance threat- 
ened, if the new Administration shall attempt to 
enforce the laws. Civil war, disunion, and bloody 
desolation are the mildestigures employed. They 
demand concessions which cannot be granted, ex~ 
cept at the expense of liberty and honor, and by 
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a.base surrender of the very principles.on which 
this Government was founded. 

Sir,.I have examined with some care the vari- 
ous propositions submitted to the House for the 
purpose of quieting the present troubles. The 
compromises proposed by the chairman of the 

“committee of thirty-three [Mr, Corwin] are as 
follows: ; ppe 
: J. An amendment to the Constitution, whereby 
any power.to. interfere:with: slavery in the States 
is forever denied to Congress, until every State in 
the Union, by its individual: State action; shall 
consent.to its. exercise. *., i 
- 2, An act for the admission of New Mexico as 
a. slave State, without:further action of Congress. 

3.. An amendment of the fugitive slave law, so 

that it shall be more efficient for the arrest of fu- 
. gitive slaves. Sai, 

» 4.:An amendment of the act for the rendition 

of fugitives from justice, so as to give the Federal 

courts. exclusive jurisdiction, and make the in- 

dictment prima facie evidence against the accused. 

So far as the first proposition is concerned, there 
is no necessity whatever for its passage. The Con- 
stitution protects slavery in the States, and forbids 
any interference by Congress. . The platform of 
the Republican party, adopted at Chicago, ex- 
prešsly recognizes this doctrine in the following 
resolve: 7 

“Fourth, That the maintenance inviolate of the rights of 
the States, and especially the right of each State to order 
and control. its own domestic institutions, according to its 
own judgment exclusively, is essential to that balance of 
power on which the perfection and cndurance‘of our polit- 
ical fubric depends’; and we denounce the lawless invasion, 
by armed forec, of the soil of any State or Territory, no mat- 
ter Under what pretext, as among the gravest of crimes.” 

“The remaining propositions are objectionable, 
to use the language of the gentleman from Ohio, 
[Mr. Bincuam,] “ on the ground of constitution- 
ality, on the ground of humanity, and on the 
ground of policy.’ From the debate thus far I 
am led to conclude that these propositions, if 
adopted, would not satisfy those gentlemen of the 
South who complain of northern aggressions upon 
their constitutional rights. The gentleman from 
Massachusetts, [Mr. Apams,] a member of the 
committee, is of the same opinion; for he states 
in his minority report: 

“ That no form of adjustment will be satisfactory to the 
recusant States which does not incorporate into the Constitu- 
tion of the United States a recognition of the obligation to 
protect und eatend slavery. On this condition, and on this 
alone, will they consent to withdraw their Opposition to 
the recognition of a constitutional election of the Chief 
Magistrate. Viewing the matter in this light, it seems un- 
advisable to attempt to proceed a step further in the way of 
offering unacceptable propositions.” i 

This of itself is a sufficient reason why north- 
ern Representatives should withhold their votes 
from these propositions. A compromise of this 
character would not make peace. lts utmost effect 
would be to make a short, deceptive, fruitless 
truce, the prelude to a contest twofold more in- 
tense and destructive. 

The plan of Mr. Crirrenpen, proposing cer- 
tain amendments to the Constitution, hasattracted 
the most general attention, and we are exhorted 
to. support it by considerations no less sacred 
than those of union and peace. We are told that 
if we pass it, we shall heal the bleeding wounds 
of the country, bring back the seccding States, 
and restore peace and harmony to a divided peo- 
ple. It is, £ fear, like some other compromises 
which we have made—a surrender of principle 
on the part of the North—and will lead, probably, 
tothe same or a worse conclusion. The amend- 
ments proposed by Mr. Critrenpen are as fol- 
lows: 

“Arr. L In all the territory of the United States now 
held, or hereafter acquired, situate north of latitude 36° 30’, 
slavery or involuntary servitude, except as a punishment | 
for crime, is prohibited while such territory shal} remain i 
under territorial government. In all the territory south of | 
said line of latitude, slavery of the African race is hereby 


recognized as existing, and shall not be interfered with by 
Congress, but shall be protected as property by all the de- 


! 
partnients of the territorial government during its contin- 
l 
| 


uance. And when any Territory, north or south of said 
tine, within such boundaries as Congress may prescribe, | 
shall contain the population requisite for a member of Con. | 
gross according to the then Federal ratio of representation | 
of the people of the United States, it shall, if its form of i 
government be republican, be admitted into the Union, on | 
an equal footing with the original States, with or without | 
slavery, as the constitution of such new State may provide, | 
“ART. 2. Congress shall have no power to abolish sia- 
very in places under its exclusive jurisdiction, and situate 
within the limits of States that permit the holding of slaves. 
“Ant. 3. Congress shall have no power to abolish sla- 
Very within the Distriet of Columbia, 


the adjoining States of Virginia and Maryland, or either, nor 
without the consent of the inhabitants, nor without just 
compensation first made to sueli.owners of slaves as do not 
consent to such abolishment. Nor shall Congress at any 
time prohibit officers of the Federal Government, or mêm~ 
bers of Congress, whose duties require them to be in said 
District, from bringing with them their slaves, and holding 
them as such during the time their duties may require them 
to remain there, and afterwards taking them from the Dis- 
trict. oe SP di 

“Arr. 4. Congress shall have no power to prohibit or hin- 
der-the transportation of staves from one State to, another, 
or to a Territory in which slaves are by law permitted to 
be held, whether that transportation be by land, navigable 
rivers, or by the sea. —- 

“Arr. 5. Thatin addition to the provisions of the third 
paragraph of the second section of the fourth article of the 
Constitution of the United States, Congréss shall have 
power to provide by law, and it shall be its duty so to pro- 
vide, that the United States‘shall pay to the owner who 
shall apply for it, the full value of his fugitive slave in all 
cases when the marshal, or other officer whose duty it was 
to arrest said fugitive, was prevented from so doing by vio- 
lence or intimidation, or when, after arrest, said fugitive 
was rescued by force, and the owner thereby prevented and 
obstructed in the pursuit of his remedy for the recovery of 
his fugitive slave under the said clause of the Constitution 
and the laws made in pursuance thereof. And in all such 
cases, when the United States shall pay for such fugitive, 
they shall have the right, in their own name, to sue the 
county in which said violence, intimidation, or rescue was 
committed, and to recover from it, with interest and dam- 
ages, the amount paid by them forsaid fugitiveslave. And 
the said county, after it has paid said amount to the United 
States, may, for its indemnity, sue and recover from the 
wrongdoers or rescuers by whom the owner was prevented 
from the recovery of his fugitive slave, in like manner as 
the owner himself might have sued and recovered. 

“ART. 6. No future amendment of the Constitution shall 
affect the five preceding articles ; nor the third paragraph 
of the second section of the first article of the Constitution $ 
nor the third paragraph of the second section of the fourth 
article of said Constitution; and no amendment shall be 
made to the Constitution which shall authorize or give to 
Congress any power to abolish or interfere with slavery in 
any of the States by whose laws it is, or may be, allowed 
or permitted.” 


Mr. Speaker, these amendments make slavery 
a national institution, by a constitutional recog- 
nition of the right of property in man, and pledges 
the Federal Government to its support. It is sub- 
stantially the Breckinridge platform, which was 
condemned at the late election by a vote of more 
than four to one. When it was introduced into 
the national Democratic convention, last spring, 
that body chose to see itself split into pieces rather 
than to adopt itin any form. The returns of the 
late presidential election show that more than a 
million Democrats, north and south, voted for 
Stephen A. Douglas, in order to express their dis- 
sent fromit. Every free State voted fora directly 
opposite principle, including my own State, where, 
out of over five hundred thousand votes, not over 
twenty thousand were cast for Mr. Brady, the 
candidate of the Breckinridge Democracy for the 
office of Governor. And yet, in the face of the 
fact that this heresy, put forth by Yancey and 
the disunionists, was repudiated by the people, 
we, their Representatives, are asked to accept it 
as a concession to the small, disaffected minority 
who threaten civil war and the overthrow of the 
Government in case of refusal. 

Sir, I object to these amend ments for the further 


| 


which shall be one thing in the South, and another 
thing in the North; which shall recognize prop- 
erty in men and protect it south of 360 30", and 
which shall prohibit slavery north of that line, 
until State governments are formed. Do we want 
a sectional Constitution, drawing a geographical 
line between different scctions of the Union, and 


ii giving the two sections different laws? 


I object to these propositions, because they are 
a departure from the fundamental principles on 
which this Government was founded. Our fathers 
prohibited slavery in all of the territory belonging 
to the Government at its formation; instead of 
looking forward to its diffusion over new regions, 
they confidently expected it to be swept from the 
country at no very distant period; and finally the 
compromises on the subject of slavery, to which 
the northern States assented, were formed in ref- 


the light which they reflect upon our path from 
that early period. The doctrine of “no more 
slave States and no slave territory” was the doc- 


| trine of the founders of the Republic; and just in 


proportion as this policy has been departed from, 
just in that proportion has it sown the sceds of 
discord and weakness in the nation. Concessions 


difficulties by which the Government is embar- 


so long as it exists in || rassed; and it is folly to strive for lasting harmony 


to slavery have brought upon the country all the | 


reason, that they propose to make a constitution | 


erence to these facts, and must be interpreted in ! 


in any other way than by harmonizing its policy 
with the: thought that gave it birth. 

T object to the Crittenden compromise for an- 
other reason. If the seceding States come back 
under any such offer as is proposed in thisscheme, 
they bring back with them the doctrines of State 
sovereignty andthe right of secession unimpaired. 
I had almost said acknowledged, and certainly 
successful. The loyal States may not ingraft this 
upon the written compact, but they will. have 
recognized the practical efficiency of these doc- 
trines. We may still call it revolution, but the 
record will show that this revolution has been the 
means of gaining for the revolutionists all that 
they desired, and will give them a most instruct- 
ive precedent for their guidance in making any 
future demands. ; 

Now, sir, if the validity of this method of de- 
manding that which is supposed to be right or 
convenient is once admitted, the occasion for its 
practice will not long be wanting. We are told 
that the adoption of this compromise will remove 
the slavery question from Congress; and that we, 
therefore, need not fear any of those future diffi- 
culties which we apprehend. But how is this 
question to be removed from Congress? As the 
proposition now stands, it covers all future acqui- 
sitions of territory. No sane man can fail to see 
that the whole controversy is reopened the mo- 
ment any such acquisition is proposed. 

For these, among other reasons, I'am in favor 
of the resolution reported by Messrs. Wasunurn 
and Tarran, from the committee of thirty-three; 
which is in the following words: 

Resolved, That the provisions of the Constitution are 
ample for the preservation of the Union, and the protection 
of all the material interests of the country; that it needs 
to be obeyed rather than amended; and our extrication 
from present difficulties is to be looked for in efforts to pre- 
serve and protect the public property and enforce the laws, 
rather than in new guarantees for particular interests, or 
compromises or concessions to unreasonable demands. 

Sir, I believe that we can stand with safety 
upon this proposition. It reduces the issue to a 
simple question of fidelity to the Union, and acqui- 
escence in the Constitution as itis. Any south- 
ern Slate desiring to remain, and satisfied with 
its old rights, can here find ground on which to 
rest secure. ` Any State not wishing to remain, 
or dissatisfied with the Constitution, will find 
little occasion in adopting this resolution to felic- 
itate itself upon the success of its movement. 
Among such States as adhere to the Constitution 
upon this basis, we shall have a firm and solid 

nion, not weakened by unworthy concessions 
to threats or actual violence, nor by any implied 
admission of the right of secession among the 
remedies for the supposed grievances of States. 
Of those which have seceded, few, in my judg- 
ment, will fail to return finally, with minds so- 
beredand enlightened ; but they will not bring back 
those overstrained notions of State sovereignty, 
on the strength of which they have gone into their 
present undertaking; and which, if once acceded 
io, even by implication, must inevitably under- 
mine the foundations of the Government. 

In my judgment, the present is no time for com- 
promise. Until the strength of the Government 
be tested, it is not right, or legal, or politic to con- 
sider concessions, It is only when traitors have 
been reduced to obedience, or the Government has 
proved impotent, that we should be constructing 
articles of agreement. A compromise at this time 
would be the humiliation of one section, loyal to 
the Union, and obedient to the laws made under 
the Constitution, to another section in array 
against the Government of the Union, and defy- 
ing law, order, justice, and right. My remedy, 
then, will be found in executing the Constitution 
as itis, and enforcing the laws of the General Gov- 
ernment. I have no sympathy with any man who 
repudiates the Constitution of our common coun- 
try, whether he resides north or south, By that 
Constitution I abide, both in its letter and in its 
spirit. Standing firmly upon the principles of free- 
dom and the Constitution, we shall have no cause 
for self-reproach, even if civil war should follow. 

Mr. Speaker, let the same spirit animate us 
which was so nobly expressed by Henry Clay in 
the Senate of the United States, in 1850, when, as 
now, agitators threatened the peace of the Union: 

“ Now, Mr. President, I stand here in my place, meaning 
to be unawed by any threats, whether they come trom in- 
divisuals or from States. I should deplore much as any 
man living or dead, that arms should be raised against the 
authority of the Union, either by individuals or by States. 
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But, after all that has occurred, if any one State, or a por- 
tion of the people of any State, choose to place themselves 
jn military array against thefGovernment of the Union, I 
am for trying the strength of the Government. I am for 
ascertaining whether we have got a Government or not— 
practical, efficient, capable of maintaining its authority, 
and of upholding the powers and interests which belong to 
a Government. Nor, sir, am I to be alarmed or dissuaded 
from any such course by intimations of the spilling of blood: 
If blood is to be spilt, by whose fault is it to be spilt? Upon 
the supposition, 1 maintain it will be by the fault of those 
who choose to raise the standard of disunion, and endeavor 
to prostrate this Government ; and, sir, when that is done, 
so long as it pleases God to. give me a voice to express wy 
sentiments, or an arm, weak and enfeebled as it may be by 
age, that voice and that arm will be on the side of my coun- 
try, for the support of the general authority, and for the 
maintenance of the powers of this Union.” 


The State which I have the honor in part to 
represent, has made known her sentiments on 
this subject too clearly and too distinctly to be 
misunderstood. The Legislature of that State, 
on the 25th day of January last, by a vote of 117 
to 2in the Assembly, and with but one dissent- 
ing vote in the Senate, adopted the following pre- 
amble and resolutions: 


« Whereas the insurgent State of South Carolina, after 
seizing the post office, custom-house, moneys, and fortifi- 
cations of the Federal Government, has, by firing into a 
vessel ordered by the Government to carry troops and pro- 
visions to Fort Sumter, virtually declared war ; and whereas 
the forts and property of the United States Government in 
Georgia, Alabama, and Louisiana have been unlawfully 
seized with hostile intention ; and whereas, further, Sena- 
tors in Congtess avow and maintain their treasonable acts: 
Therefore, 

« Resolved, (if the Senate concur,) That the Legislature 
of New York, profoundly impressed with the value of the 
Union, and determined to preserve it unimpaired, bail with 
joy the recent firm, dignified, and patriotic special message 
of the President of the United States, and that we tender 
to him, through the chief magistrate of our own State, 
whatever aid in men and money he may require, to enable 
him to enforce the laws and to uphold the authority of the 
Federal Government; and that, in defense of ‘the more 
perfect Union,’ which has conferred prosperity and happi- 
ness upon the American people, renewing the pledge given 
and redeemed by our fathers, we are ready to devote our 
fortunes, our lives, and our sacred honor, in upholding the 
Union and the Constitation. 

« Resolved, (if the Senate conewr,) That the Union-loving 
Representatives and citizens of Delaware, Maryland, Vir- 
ginia, North Carolina, Kentucky, Missouri, and Tennessee, 
who labor with devoted courage and patriotism to withhold 
their States from the vortex of secession, are entitled to the 
gratitude and admiration of the whole people.” 


The people of New York have given too many 
evidences of their intelligence, patriotism, and 
love of freedom, to leave a doubt of their ability 
to ascertain their rights, and their fixed and un- 
alterable purpose to resist, at all hazards and to 
the last extremity, any and all attempts to over- 
throw the Government, let them come from what 
quarter they may. They will maintain their rights 
as guarantied to them by the Constitution of the 
United States; and in so doing they will neither 
be ultraists nor disunionists; but, on the contrary, 
they will be defending the Constitution, and con- 
sequently defending the Union. They have stood 
by the Constitution and the Union in the darkest 
days of our history without flinching. New 


York, I repeat, will stand by the Constitution as | 


our fathers made it; and her people will stand by 
the Union as they would stand by their own 
hearthstones, and die in its defense. 

Mr. WALTON. Mr. Speaker, the events of the 
lastninety daysshow thatthe federal Government 
is still an experiment, and perhapsas doubtful now 
as it was when Washington declared, in his first 
inaugural address, that “ the preservation of the 
sacred fire of liberty, and the destiny of the repub- 
lican model of government, are justly considered 
as deeply, perhaps as finally, staked on the ex- 
periment intrusted to the hands of the American 
people.” [thas successfully resisted all assaults 
from without, and stimulated within a growth of 
civilization, material wealth, and moral power 
unparalleled in any nation or age of the world. It 
has multiplied the population of the nation by ten, 
and its productive power by more than ten times 
ten; it has extended its domain from ocean to 
ocean, and brought the scepter of commercial su- 
premacy within its grasp; and for the freedom of 
its people, the noveity of its political machinery, 
and the brilliancy of its results, it has commanded 
universal admiration and respect. And now, 
while at peace with all abroad, and, but for the 
wretched, and we may hope temporary, conse- 
quences of maladministration of the Government, 
prosperous at home, we are threatened with an 
instant and utter failure of the experiment which 
Washington inaugurated, and with the instant 
and utter wreck of the empire which he founded. 


it is national death; itis death to our power, se- 
curity and. grandeur; ‘it is death to-our national 
name and fame; and a million deaths, it may be, 
through anarchy and civil war. ; 

For more than a quarter of a century, South 
Carolina has deliberately and persistently aimed 
at the destruction of the Union; and this design 
was not more monstrous in iniquity than it has 
been masterly in execution. The great. states- 
man who first conceived it saw the ‘end: from the 
beginning, shaped the means to the end; añd so 
sagaciously shaped them that the very virtues of 
the people, and thatpatriotism which he offended, 
have been madc instruments for his work. By 
the assertion of new and strange pro-slavery prin- 
ciples, at first repulsed by everybody, but ulti- 
mately carried out, in alarge degree, by the annex- 
ation of ‘Texas, the Mexican war, the fugitive 
slave law of 1850, the Kansas and Nebraska act 
of 1854, the repudiation of the Missouri compro- 
mise, and the raid upon Kansas; by pro-slavery 
agitation and pro-slavery acts—the South was 
seduced. on the one hand, and the North repelled 
on the other, until all the old national parties were 
demolished, and the North and the South politi- 
cally divided by a sectional line. The Whig party 
in the South was blotfed out in 1852; the Demo- 
cratic party of the North was divided, and the 
Whig party of the North blotted out in 1856; the 
Democratic party of the North was deliberately 
assassinated by its southern allies in the spring 
of 1860; and thus was secured the fore-ordained 
triumph of the Republican party in November 
last. Ay, foreordained, prayed for, labored for, 
waited for, and rejoiced at by the plotters of dis- 
union, and by none more heartily and sincerely. 
The clection of Abraham Lincoln was not the 
reason, but the occasion, for disunion; and the 
occasion was instantly and impatiently improved 
by ordinances of secession. 

The Government here had ample warnings of 
the designs of the conspirators; and but for the 
neglect of the Executive, the secessions of this day 
might have been as harmless as were the nullifi- 
cation of South Carolina in 1832, and her seces- 
sion in 1852. The President was warned by 
avowals of the secessionists; and as early as Oc- 
tober last he was specially warned, by the highest 
officer of the Government in military rank, and 
the peer of the highest in the world in military 
reputation, of the dangers to which the country 
was exposed, and of the remedy within his reach. 
Warnings were neglected, treason lurked in the 
Cabinet, under the very eyc of the President, and 
reveled throughthe Executive Departments. The 
Army was dispersed in distant Territories, and 
the Navy in distant seas; the loyal North was 
disarmed to arm the disloyal South; and the 
Treasury was depleted to rob the Government 


itself of the means of deferise. The preparations 
for secession, rebellion, and treason, were effect- 
j ively made, an 


d nowhere more effectively than in 
the Executive Departments at this capital. State 
after State has seceded; our forts, arsenals, mag- 
azines, hospitals, post offices, custom-houses, 
mints, and money have been seized; the Consti- 
tution and laws of the United States have been 
violated; and the power of the nation defied. The 
President has notified us of the events in message 
after message. I think (he tells us) all this is 
very wrongin the southern people, and the north- 
ern people are very much to be blamed for it. I 
regret it; I cannot help it; I am impotent. 

“The Greeks are strong, and skillful to their strength ; 
Fierce to their skill, and to their fierceness valiant ; 
But I am weaker than a woman’s tear; 

Tamer than sleep; fonder than ignorance ; 
Less valiant than the virgin in the night; 
And skilless as unpractic’d infancy.” 

The President has failed to use the means that 
were in his power to defend the Government. Per- 
haps it ought to be said that he has been deceived 
and paralyzed by the infidelity of his advisers; 
but, in any event, he has cast himself upon Con- 
gress. Hitherward the eyes of thirty million peo- 
ple are turned, and here the hopes of all the loyal 


and the patriotic are centered. True it is that | 
| here, untila very recent date, they looked and 


hoped in vain. Congress was as powerless as the 
Executive. Here, too, was disloyalty to the Fed- 
eral Government; here, no men, and no set of 
men, able to control the action of the Senate and 
the House. All that is changed. In this House, 
at least, the Representatives of the Republican 
party command a majority in numbers; and they 


rust and will bé held responsiblefor all tiatshall 
here be done, and all that shall be left'uiidone. | 
What shall we do? What shall we réfuse to: 
do?) The answer must depend upon the necéssi-~ 
ties of the case and the extent of-otit powërss 
wé must do only what we have the right todo, 
and what is expedient to be done. Six States have 
declared that they are rio longer Winder ‘the juti : 
diction of this ‘Government; a seventh has with 
drawn from the Union conditiotially, and’ oth, 
remain conditionally. Six States are how assem“ 
bled in convention io forma new confederation; 
and the address of its presiding offict¥ declared 
the position they contemplate. “Said Her” ` : 
t We meet as representatives of sovereign and independ- 
ent States, which, by tlicir:sdlemn judgments. Wave dis- 
solved-ail the political associations which: connected them 
with the Government of the United States. Itisnow.a fixed 
and irrevocable fact that the separation is perfect, complete, 
and perpetual ; anda great duty is now imposed on us to 
provide a government for our futiire ‘security ana protec- 
tion. We can and should extend to-our sister States, and: 
our late. sister States who are identificd.with.us in.interest, 
feelings, and institutions, a cordial invitation to-unite in a 
common destiny, and be desirous, at the same ‘time, Of. 
maintaining with our late confederates friendly relations, 
political and commercial.” . o rat 
It. becomes us first to inquire’ whether these 
States are really out of the Union orivit. Ifthey 
are out, our duties are plain. ‘We are at once to 
put them on the footing of foreign nations, and 1 
will say, of the most favored foreign nations; for 
neither passion nor prejudice shalleverextinguish’ 
the generous sympathies and charities due to chil- 
dren of a common ancestry. If they are out of 
the Union, by a separation that is “ perfect, com- 
plete, and perpetual,” then are we absolved from 
all obligations due’ to them as members of the 
Union—to protect them against foreign invasion: 
and domestic insurrection and rebellion, and to 
respect and defend their rights as States, and the: 
rights and interests of their inhabitantsas citizens: 
of the United States. Our political, commercial, 
postal, and other laws, have no validity there; 
our courts, arid custom-houses, and post and land’ 
offices are to be closed, the mails suspended; and. 
our and their commerce put upon an entirely dif- 
ferent footing. We assume new powers as to 
them—the treaty-making power and powers of 
peace and war. To be sure, it has been argued 
again and again that we have no power to make 
war upon a seceding State; but nobody will deny 
our power to make war upon a foreign State; and. 
it behooves all concerned to remember that there 
is not a kingdom in the world against which we 
ever had, or ever can have, stronger or more 
grievous causes of war than with this extempore 
kingdom of cotton. The seizures of forts, arse- 
nals, magazines, and other property of the United 
States, by armed men, under the authority of the 
seceding States, were overt acts of war. ‘The sur- 
veillance by arms over the navigation of the Mis- 
sissippi, and the robbery of the national Treasury 
by Louisiana, are outrages upon our national * 
rights for which instant atonement would be đe: 
manded ftom any other nation, backed, if need 
be, by a thousand cannon and a million bayonets. 
But, sir, I will not contemplate the picture or 
the prospect of actual war, nor even the prospect 
of two lines of standing armies and threatening 
fortsin two confederacies, stretching one thousan 
or three thousand miles, from the Atlantic to the 
Mississippi, or from the Atlantic to the Pacific. 
I will only add, that if the seceding States are 
really out of the Union, we have new and urgent 
duties upon our hands, in the settlement of new, 
difficult, and all-important questions. . The pub- 
lic debt, the public lands, the public buildings, the 
national ships, the national obligations growing” 
out of public treaties—such, for instance, as those. 
touching the slave trade—the claims of States and 
citizens of the United States upon the Govern- 
ment—all these topics present questions of the 
gravest import. The navigation of the Missis-, 
sippi, and the control of the Gulf of Mexico, is, 
another matter that will permit no delay.” And 
then how will you settle with the seceding States, 
including an item of $200,000,000 spent for the, 
purchase and defense of territory now occupied 
by them? Sir, if these States are out of the Union, 
Ict us turn our attention to these questions. There. 
|l are none graver, none more urgent. If these 
Siates are not out of the Union, then the old ob- 
ligations and powers remain upon us—all of them. 
in fall force, all of them unimpaired. Those ob- 
ligations we are to discharge, and those powers 
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we arc to exercise, just so far as the circumstances 
of the case will admit. I ask,then, are the se- 
ceding:States out of the Union? ; 

. Ido not intend to discuss the right of secession 
or.revolution, which has been so largely argued 
in, this debate; for, in my judgment, the matter 
is completely settled by the Constitution itself. 
There is no power, express or implied conferred 
by the Constitution, upon. any department of this 
Government, to perform the last, the all-essential, 
and the crowning act of successful. secession or 
revolution; that is, the recognition. of the. inde- 
pendence of a seceding or. revolutionized State. 
States may secede in fact; they.may form inde- 
pendent governments, and receive the recognition 
of the world; they may. -résist, and successfully } 
resist this Government; and yet this Government 
has not thé constitutional power to recognize their | 
independence, nor a constitutional right to treat 
them. as independent States. The Constitution 
was designed not only as a ‘perfect ?? Union; it 
was designed also for ‘ posterity,” and therefore 
as a perpetual Union. Section ten of article one 
is, throughout, a prohibition of secession, because 
it is a prohibition to every State of powers essen- 
tial to an independent nation. The abrogation of 
the Constitution and laws of the United States is 
rebellion, and resistance to them by force is trea- | 
son. A persistence, however long, is but con- 
tinued rebellion and treason. So far, then, as this 
Government is concerned, until the new power of 
recognizing the independence of a rebellious State 
shall have been constitutionally conferred, we are 
to refuse such a recognition; to refuse to recognize 
the agents of seceding or rebellious States; to re- 
fuse to enter into a settlement. of any of those 
grave questions to which I have already alluded; 
and, to the best of our judgment and ability, we 
are to maintain the sovereignty of the United 
States, to execute the. laws, and bring back the 
rebellious States to their allegiance to the Consti- 
tution, and to their late and madly lost estate of 
liberty, security, prosperity, and peace. 

T confess that I have thought it will bå a hard 
necessity, for the want of constitutional power to 
acknowledge the independence ofa seceding State, 
to endure a protracted period of anarchy or the 
horrors of civil war. . Perhaps it will be a neces- 
sity too hard to be borne, imperative enough to 
warrant an assumption of undelegated power, as 
in the instance of the acquirement of that very 
Territory which is now the theater of this griev- 
ous discontent. But we are not yet warranted to 
make an assumption. like that.” The necessity 
may come; it has not yet come. In spite of the 
confident declaration of the ex-Secretary of the 
Treasury, I must deny that the seceding States arc 
yctout of the Union, and stillindulge the hope that 
this declaration, like, various other. official and 
equally confident estimates from the same quarter, 
is altogether too illusive to warrant any assump- 
tion of undelegated power. In no instance yet 
has the ordinance of secession become the act of 
a State, or been recognized by the sovereign power | 
of a State—I mean the people. The ordinances | 
have been adopted by conventions, clected in the 
fever of an excitement stirnulated by false repre- 
sentations; hastily elected, without mature delib- | 
eration, and without a full vote of the people. 
The constitutions of South Carolina and Florida 
provide that— 

“No convention of the people shall be ealled, unless by 
the concurrence of two thirds of both branches of the whole 
representation.” 

‘And Lam notaware that this provision has been | 
complied with in either State. 
I find that in none of the other States are conven- ; 
tions authorized at all by their constitutions; and i 
in all the seceding States I find that their consti- 
tutions can. be amended only by enactments of 
two Legislatures in succession, with from three 
to six months’ notice previous to the election of 
the second Legislature; or by enactment of the | 
Legislature, three to six months’ publication, and 
a ratification by the people. Yet these conven- 
tions, which ordained secession and abrogated the | 
laws of the United States, did also abrogate in 
part, or change, the constitutions of their States, | 
, Thus, the revolution is twofold; itis a revolu- 
tion in the States against their constitutions, and | 
a revolution in the United States, and against || 
their allegiance to the Federal Constitution’ It is 
double-distilled rebellion, and in no State has it 


Be that as it may, || 


| task may be difficult; 


į fail; but if we fail in such an endeavor, 


been ratified by a vote of the people. By thecon- | 


stitutions of theirown States, and of the United 
States, they are not out of thé Union yet. By the 
patriotism and prudence of their people, ona calm 
review of these revolutionary: proceedings, and 
the sad restilts already suffered; by their regular 
and. constitutional action, let us hope that these 
States will yet be declared to be within the Un ion, 
redeemed from the usurped power of aspiring’ 
demagogues, and purified from their polluting 
touch. ‘Surely, we may refuse to acknowledge 
the independence of States which have not yet 
seceded. At least, until the.people of the seced- 
ing States have ratified or acquiesced in the rev- 
olution that has been attempted, we cannot rec- 
ognize their independence. 

Conciliation, compromise, concessions—for 
more than sixty days these have been pressed 
upon us, powerfully and persistently; pressed 
upon us from without by timid and mistaken 
friends and bold and avowed enemies; pressed 
upon us by the first not more to preserve the 
Union, than by the last to annul the late verdict 
of the country and destroy the Republican party; 
but worse than these, pressed upon us for tem- 
porary peace, or a temporary policy, at the ex- 
pense of principles which never can be surren- 
dered; pressed upon us to keep the cotton States 
within the Union, at the risk of driving the north- 
ern States out of it; pressed for the conciliation 
of rebels who will not be conciliated, at the risk 
of disaffecting the loyal, who will not be degraded. 
I know there are men among them who are actu- 
ated by nobler motives than some of these, and 
who do not contemplate consequences such as 
these. f 

I know there are good men here, generous, 
pure, and patriotic men, of almost every section 
and of every party, who are actuated by the best 
of motives, and have appealed: to us with all the- 
charms of eloquence, enforced by the claims of 
fraternal affection and the fears of fatal results. 
Alas! that these have been so few; alas! that 
among the Representatives of fifteen States, the | 
instances have been so rare that each deserves a 
monument more lasting than marble. And each 
will have it, in the memories of all good men. 

“They say he is a very man per se, 
And stands alone.” 

Conciliation, forbearance, kindness! Yes, Mr. 
Speaker, I will accord all these, even to rebels in 
arms. Christianity demands it; humanity de- 
mands it; the ties of blood and the bonds of a 
common nationality demand it; and I would prove 
to a wondering world that my country, above all 
others, responds to such demands as these. Our 
Government is based, more directly than any 
other, upon the affections and the will of the peo- 
ple, and it must be more lenient than any other 
to the mistakes and the offenses of the people. 
‘We must appeal from the people mad to the people 
sane; we must bear and forbear. As our Gov- 
ernment originated, so must it be maintained, by 
the voluntary and unrestrained will of the people. 
If it cannot be so maintained, then is our system 
radically wrong, and destined to certain failure. 

Had Ireland rebelled against Great Britain, as 
seven States have rebelled against-the Federal | 
Government—had the rebels scized the port and | 
castle of Dublin, as our ports and forts have been | 
seized—there is no man here who will for a mo- 
ment doubt the course the British Government | 
would haveadopted. In three days a fleet would 
have been in the port of Dublin; within an hour | 
the rebels would have been summoned to surren- 
der, and, within twelve hours, the city would | 
have submitted or been burnt to the ground. Her 
remedy would have been force, as it was, within | 
the rememberance of us all, in the last rebellion | 
in Canada; and the most destructive and unspar- , 
ing force, as it was within this very city on the 
very spot on which this building stands. It is | 
our duty to present a nobler example. It is ours | 
to vindicate the superiority of republican govern- | 
ernment; the superiority of justice over force; of | 
humanity over cruelty. It is ours to preserve, | 
and not to destroy; to heal, and not to kill. The 
may b ult; but we have no right to say | 
that it is impossible. It may be that we shall 
r our sys- 
tem of government is itself a failure, 

But I trust we cannot fail; I trust there is for 


stances, we apply to members of the domestic 
family. The rebellious States are but maniacs of 
a larger size. Jt is ours to put these maniacs in 
a straight-jacket; kindly, gently, as we would a 
revered mother or adariing child; to proteetthem 
from harming themselves, as well as from harm- 
ing us; to administer unpleasant medicines, per- 
haps, but, nevertheless, very necessary and very 
salutary; to nurse them into health and sanity, 
gently, faithfully, unremittingly; and, at last, 
(God willing,) through patience and long-suffer- 
ing, welcome them back, restored and in their right 
mind, with renewed affections and mutual joy. 
How madly are the seceding States crushing their 
own people; how madly crushing the merchants 
of the North, who have confided in them; how 
madly would they crush the entire country if 
they could! The disease is, indeed, madness, 
and it indicates its own remedy. . . 

Concessions, compromises: a few words on this 
topic. It has had a prominence beyond all others 
here,and, perhaps, throughout the country. There 
are compromises that cannot be made under any 
circumstances, on any conditions, at any price. 
You cannot compromise the consciences of the 
people, or of any considerable portion of the peo- 
ple; you cannot compromise their earnest and 
honest convictions; you cannot compromise thcir 
will. The people are greater than Congress, than 
conventions, than States, than all the States com- 
bined in our Federal system. We may propose; 
they will dispose. We may attempt to traffic in 
their names; they will take care of our bargains, 
and, if need be, take care of us. We cannot 
compromise liberty; it is above price. We can- 
not compromise rights, justice, honor; these are 
not merchantable. Cotton and calico, shoes and 
sugar, wheat and woolens, can be sold or ex- 
changed; we can make bargains about them; but 
we can never bargain away the rights of the indi- 
viduals who produce them. Those rights are to 
be respected and protected; and the only bargain 
to be made about them must be complete and 
mutual, the act of all the parties, and binding 
upon all; a mutual engagement of each to re- 
spect and protect the rights of the other. 

There are various conditions absolutely essen- 
tial to such a compromise. The parties must be 
present, in person or by representatives; they 
must stand on an equal footing and with equal 
powers; they must act voluntarily and frecly upon 
their own judgments, unswerved by passion, and 
unawed by threats; and throughout their act there 
must be equivalents to sanctify it by justice to ail 
the parties. Such a compromise—voluntary, mu- 
tual, complete, and just—will be ratified and re- 
spected, or enforced. It will stand against all the 
assaults of sectional interests, political insanity, 
and armed rebellion. I will not Say that the peo- 
ple I represent will reject a com promise like that. 
They will voluntarily do anything that, in their 
judgment, is right and necessary to be done; they 
will never be forced to do anything that is wrong. 
I will not say that such a compromise is impos- 
sible; but I do believe that itis utteriy impossible 
now. Itis a work of time; it will demand exam- 
ination, deliberation, debate, with all.patience and 
wisdom. We are not prepared for the work, and 
the country is not prepared for it. Present events 
may be preparatory, and possibly the best prep- 
aration. Ifexisting dangers shall not be averted, 
they will indicate the necessity and the gravity of 
the work. These dangers warn us, and warn the 
States and the people to work wis ly, as those 
who are responsible for a nation’s fatc—uot hast- 
ily, not rashly, not cowardly. 

Such a compromise is impossible now, because 
the necessary conditions are all wanting—every 
one is wanting. The parties are not here. For 
more than sixty days a committee of this House 
has been hunting up grievances and concocting 
compromises; and with the knowledge of that 
fact, and in spite of it, State after State has wheeled 
into the march of secession and rebellion; their 
Representatives have withdrawn from the commit- 
tee and from the Capitol, and Congress has been 
stripped, by their act, of the power to redress their 
grievances. With their votes, any congressional 
act could now be carried through both Houses, 
over every Republican in either branch; and, with 


us no such word as fail. The members in that 
family of States which compose this nation need 


i 
i 
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no other remedy than that which, in like circum- | 


the aid of Representatives from the border free 
States and the commercial cities of the North , they 
might now carry, by atwo-thirds vote, reasonable 
propositions for amendments to the Constitution. 
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As the Senate and House now stand, a two-thirds 
vote cannot be had for any propositions. broad 
enough to settle the questions in dispute. ifthe 
present projects fail, as-I believe they will, they 
will fail because the very States you would con- 
ciliate have willfully and contemptuously closed 
the door against concessions. Again: the contract- 
ing. parties to a compromise cannot stand here 
with equal powers, because the seceding States 
are not represented here at all; and the Represent- 
atives of the remaining States cannot freely act, 
because they. are forced to act under a more than 
half-executed threat of disunion and war, if they 
do not surrender, without a single ‘condition to 
save either their honor or their rights. The dis- 
affected States that still remain stand in a posi- 
tion hardly less repulsive. I know they have loyal 
men here, as true at heart as the truest, and as 
goodas the best. ‘They donot threaten, but plead; 
they have no malice, but overflow with fraternal 
affection: they have no passion but a passionate 
love for the Union; and yet their affectionate and 
passionate plea is, compromise or secession. Not 
that they will secede if they can help it, but that 
their States will secede. The ultimatum of the'se- 
ceders was, submission or disunion. In effect, the 
propositions are identical, however wide may be 
the difference in the spirit of those who propose 
them. Practically, they are one; and it is the 
nieli way eae ’s demand—** your money or your 
ife. 

Now, sir, were all the other conditions of an | 
effective compromise complied with; were the par- 
ties here and agreed, as they are not; were the 
propositions complete in equivalents, and perfect 
in justice, as they are not, yet I would not dare 
to accept them under a threat. Who threaten? 
Not one third of the freemen of the nation, and 
not one half of the States. Whoare threatened? 
Two thirds of the people, a majority of the States, 


and the Federal Government, which represents 
the whole. It is a submission of the majority to 
the minority; and that is a subversion of the dem- 
ocratic principle of Government. It is a submis- 
sion of the Government to rebellion; and that is 
demoralization and degradation of the Govern- 
meat. Itis more: it is licensed rebellion for all 
futuretime. It is a proclamation to the world of 
the perpetual insecurity of the Government and 
the Union; insecurity of public credit; insecurity 
of treaty obligations; insecurity of peace; inse- 
curity of commerce; insecurity of the States and 
the people, and insecurity of all their vast and 
varied interests. Itis a total failure in the first 
object of all Government, to wit: security to the 
governed. It a total failure of the American ex- 
periment. For one, I will refuse it, and risk the 
consequences of refusal. It is more dangerous to 
surrender to rebellion than to resist it. 

A compromise under such circumstances, and 
with such possible consequences, is a work to be 
refused by the present Congress. Indeed, the 
day for congressional compromises is past. We 
have learned, by sad experience, that they are 
neither binding nor irrepealable, and are forced 
to resort to constitutional and permanent guaran- 
tees. If it be admitted that Congress has the 
power to initiate these, it must also. be admitted 
that Congress and the States are not nowin a 
proper condition for the work. The States and 
the people are in no temper to warrant expecta- 
tions of submission either on the one side or the 
other-—in no temper to deliberate. ‘They will not 
and cannot deliberate under mutual threats, and 
mutual outrages, perhaps, and in the reign of 
anarchy and violence. Human nature itself is 
against it. 

Washington has taught us the lesson of the 
day in that address from which I have already 
quoted. Let us reverently listen to it: 

“Tlaving thus imparted to you my sentiments as they 
have been awakened by the oecasion which brings us to- 
gether, I shall take my present leave, but not without re- 
sorting onee more to the benign Parent of the human race į 
in humble supplication that, since He has been pleased to | 
favor the American people with opportunities for deliber- | 
ating in perfect tranquillity, and dispositions for deciding 
with unparaleled unanimity, on a form of government for 
the security of their Union, and the advancement of their 
happiness, so His divine blessing may be equaily couspicu- 
ous in the enlarged views, the temperate consultations, and 
the wise measures, on whieh the success of this Govern- ; 
ment may depend.” 


patriotic or wise; by ne decree of partisans, such 
as we are, selected for other purposes, and over- 
burdened with other duties; and by no snap-judg- 
ment of the popular will, inflamed by all the 
passions of party, maddened by the crimes, and 
distressed by the consequences of rebellion and 
treason. No, sir; no. This is not the time or 
the mode to settle a question forall time. There 
is a. better; it is constitutional; it is feasible; it 
may possibly be accepted with unanimity by all 
parties @nd by all theStates; itisaremedy within 
the reach of the States: let the States consider it. 
lt is a convention called under all the provisions 
and bound by all the restrictions of article five of 
the Constitution, and with ample power to report 
a revised Constitution or amendments; and even, 
if need be, to submit an ordinance for the. separa- 
tion of the Union, and the construction of new 
confederacies, It will give time—the best medi- 
cine for these diseases of the body-politic; it will 
give opportunity for the redress of all grievances, 
northern or southern; and it will give to the seced- 
ing States the only mode of relieving their present 
position without mortification or dishonor. I 
would leave it to the States, following the honor- 
able lead of Kentucky, to call for such a tribunal; 
and I would leave all matters in dispute, all com- 
promises, all contingencies, to that tribunal, and 
to the final judgment of the people or the States. 

We have other and pressing duties; and first, 
to preserve this capital, the archives of the Gov- 
ernment, and all the public property. Not that 
I regard it as indispensable to retain this District 
as the capital or the province of a northern con- 
federacy, in the event of a separation of the free 
and slave States. Were Maryland to go, with 
Annapolis hallowed by a material event in the life 
of Washington, and Virginia with his tomb, I 
could surrender even the city that bears his name. 
The people of the North will forever remember 
and revere him without a monument; at least 
without one of these, which shall thenceforth mark 


` not so much his fame as the eternal shame of 


Thus was the Constitutio 
itbe revised or amended. By no commi 
thirty-three gentlemen of this House, however | 


n formed; thus must 


tee of 


| afford to lose this capital. 


| seceding 


i those who have been recreant to his teachings, 


and the destroyers of his work. 

This capital must be preserved; not so much 
for the sake of public and private property to the 
amount of many millions, as for the rights of 
every State, and the interests of all the people. 
Dissolve this Union into two or twenty confede- 
racies, and yct there shall not be one that can 
It is much to say that 
here are records essential to every State—of its 
history, its services, its glory; but it is more to 
say that here are the records of its rights and ob- 
ligations. The State Department, with its records 
of all our national rights and obligations; the 
Treasury Department, with its records of com- 

of revenue and expendi- 


merce and navigation, 

ture, of the national debt, which somebody has 
got to pay, of debts which have been, and of 
proofs of claims of citizens of every State and Ter- 
ritory which ought to be, paid ; the Warand Navy 
Departments, with all therecords of the services 
of States, and citizens of every State, and of ex- 
penditures in all past time, for every State and 
Territory; the Post Office Department, with all 
its records, which will be as essential in the future 
administration of the postal service as the pres- 
ent, however numerous ma be the confederacies 
to be served; and the vast Tnterior Department, 
with its Patent, Land, and Pension Offices—its 
bureaus of Indian Affairs and of Agriculture—its 
records and proofs of the generous cessions of 
public lands by the old thirteen States—its records 
and proofsof land titles in all the land States and 
Territories—and its records of patents, of the cen- 
sus, and of the public buildings: all these must 
be preserved at any hazard andatany cost. The 


mutilation; the remaining States cannot afford it; 
the people cannot afford it; for in any event— 
Union or disunion—these are the strongest bonds 
of justice and peace; and the Administration that 
will not defendand preserve them, will he treach- 
erous to the sacred rights of all the States andall 
the people. 

Next, we must have a Government here, with 
the will, the power, and the means to assert all 
itsconstitutional rights and discharge all its duties, 
in the extraordinary complications of domestic 
and foreign questions in which itis now involved, 
With such a Government four months ago, these 
complications would have been prevented. The 
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| new Government must grapple with themel, with 


States cannot afford their destruction or |i 


brave and loyal hearts, though it be with unprac+. 
ticed hands.” Et: will need infinite’ wisdom; may 
God give it! It will need extraordinaty. powers 
and remedies; these it-is for. usto give. Herein 
is our duty: to preserve the:Government,inot ‘to 
pamper rebellion against it; to preserve its dig- 
nity and: authority, not. to. bring. them-inte:con-’ 
tempt; to maintain the- Constitution: unimpaired, 
not to disfigure it with hasty. patch-work; towave,. 
if it be possible, the peace.of the country, notito: 
plunge it into war; to:save the business of: the: 
country, and secure the regular pursuits of agri-’ 
culture, manufacture, and commerce, not to-blast 
them all by anarchy; and to preserve (God. -will-: 
ing) the: Union of the States.from dissolution and 
disgrace, not to: trifle with it, as it has been trifled 
with. by: timid, counsels and official treachery. 
dare not say that all this can be done; but sure I 
am that it is the duty of the Government, and the 
duty of this House as a responsible part of the 
Government, to try. The trial must be made, and 
it should be made; by moderation td the offend- 
ing States, using none of our. great powers un- 
necessarily for the injury of any of them, but 
rather for their protection and benefit; by forbear-. 
ance, until forbearance ceases to bea virtues by 
firmness in the execution of the Constitution and 
the Jaws, so far as the circumstances of the case, 
require; and, amid all the dangers that surround, 
by ever aiming to be right—always right—though, 
star after star madly shoots from the firmament, 


| and the glorious Federal constellation dissolves 


in eternal night. s 

I trust the grand experiment is not to be a fail- 
ure; I trust yet in the solid common sense of the 
peoples to the instinct of self-preservation, yet to 

e aroused by the consequences of secession and, 
anarchy; l trust yet to the patriotism of the péo- 
ple; but, above all, in an overruling and omnipo- í 
tent Providence, to preserve, as one péople, those , 
He hath so bountifully blest, to bring peace and 
order out of contention and confusion; and to 
male this nation for centuries to come, as it has | 
been foralmosta century that has passed, the no-. 
blest example of liberty and order, and * the re- 
eae model of goverment” for all nations and 

eople. , : 
P And then, on motion of Mr. HUTCHINS, (at 
nine o’clock and thirty-five minutes, p. m.,) the 
House adjourned till Monday next. 


nearer intent, 


IN SENATE. 
Monpar, February 18, 1861. 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Dr. Guaiey. 
The Journal of Saturday last was read. and 
approved. 
WILLIAM H. DE GROOT. 


Mr. BRAGG. The Committee on Claims, to 
whom was referred the joint resolution (S. No. 
49) to repeal the joint resolution approved June 
15, 1860, for the relief of William H. De Groot, 
have directed me to report it back with the recom- 
mendation thatit do pass. At the request of Sen- 
ators on the other side, I ask that it be put on its 
passage now. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. If there be no ob- 
jection, the Secretary will read the joint resolu- 
tion for information. 

Mr. KING. lam disposed to make a point of 
order about this, so as to have some understand- 
ing in regard to the order of business. 


The VICE PRESIDENT. Ifthe Senator ob- 
jects, it must go over. 
Mr. KING. I do not object; but Lmake a point 


of order that petitions and reports from commit- 
tees should first be received. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. It requires unani- 
mous consent to act on the joint resolution now. 
If there be one objection, it cannot be considered. 
to-day. aa 

Mr. BRAGG. I hope the Senator will not 
object. ‘This joint resolution ought to, pass. 

Mr. KING. Iwill not object to this resolution 
now; I do not desire to do it on thia resolution; 
burl wish to make a point as tothe order in which 
we shall proceed with our business. My opinion 
is, that the rule as it is requires that petitions 
shall first be called for, and. then reports from 
committees, I proposed on Saturday to offer an 
amendment to the rules, unless that be the con- 
struction. Iwill pass it by for the present until 
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this resolution is disposed of, without. making 
any-objection. 

Phe VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objection 
to the present consideration of thé joint resolu- 
tion? ‘The Secretary will read it for information. 
, The Secretary read it. 
- There being no objection, the Senate; as in 
Committee of the Whole, proceeded to consider 


the: joint. resolution. ‘It proposes to repeal the: 


joint-resolition ‘approved June 15; 1860, for ‘the 
relief of William H.: DeGroot, and to direct the 
Secrétany of War to transmit all the papers in 
bis Department relating. to. the case of. William 
H. DeGroot, to the Court of Claims for exami- 
nation... <. : 

' The joint resolution was reported to the Senate 
without amendment, and ordered to be engrossed 
for a third. reading, and: was read the third time, 
and passed.: 

sed à DEFICIENCY BILL. 

Mr. PEARCE, I ask the Senate now to take 
up for consideration the report from the committee 
of conference in relation to the deficiency bill, 
which was up on Saturday. [“ No, no.”’] I will 
remark that it has not been usual to object to 
taking up these things in the Senate whenever 
proposed. If the Senate now.determine to treat 
reports from such committees in a different man- 
ner from heretofore, } should like to know it. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from 
Maryland moves to take up the report of the com- 
mittee of conference on the disagreeing votes of 
the two Houses on the bill (H.R. No. 866) to sup- 
ply deficiencies in the appropriations for the fiscal 
year ending June 30, 1861. 3 

The motion was agrèed to. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is 
on agreeing to the report of the committee of con- 
ference. 

Mr. GREEN. The other day, when the report 
was made, I indicated an intention to oppose it. 
The Senator from Maryland then made some 
Statements which originated froma misapprehen- 
sion of the subject, can cxplain them all atthe 
proper time; but I do not wish to interpose ob- 
stacies to the passage of this bill, and I will post- 
pone it, because there will be a favorable oppor- 
tunity. to. offer the. same amendment on another 
bill; and therefore I decline opposing the report 
of the committee. 

The report was concurred in. 


JEAN A. B. DAUTERIVE. 


Mr. CRITTENDEN. I move take up House 
bill No. 583, for the relief of the heirs and Jegal 
representatives of Jean A. B. Dauterive. That 
bill has passed the- House of Representatives. 

Mr. KING. I now rise to my question of 
order. I desire to know whether, by the rules, 
the first business in order in the morning is not 
to call for petitions and reports from committees. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair will 
again decide that point of order as he has done 
heretofore. All Senators will recollect the rule. 
It is, that after the reading of the Journal} the 
Chair shall call for petitions and reports from com- 
mittees. The Chair has decided repeatedly, in ac- 
cordance with what he believes to be spirit of the 
rule and with the precedents of those who pre- 
ceded him, that it is directory merely as to the 
order of business; but that it is in the power of 
the Senate to change it by their own act; and that 
therefore any Senator who takes the floor may 
move any other order of business than reports 
and petitions. 

Mr. KING. Without postponing them? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Ona simple mo- 
tion. This was not a special order. The usage 
has been so ever since I have been on the floor. 

Mr. KING. The usage has been both ways. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. For the last four 
years it has been as the Chair states 

Mr, KING. I want it settled. 

Mr, PEARCE. I desire the Senator from Ken- 
tucky to yield to me, to submit a report from a 
committee of conference on the legislative, execu- 
tive, and judicial appropriation bill, 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. Can ¥ do it without 
losing the floor? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Strictly the Sena- 
tor would lose the floor, unless by unanimous 
consent of the Senate. 

Mr. HALE. 1 do not give it. 

Mr: PEARCE. I shall-not press it, if there is 


| Committee on Naval Affairs. 


the slightest objection. I will wait until the Sen- 
ator is through, and then submit the report. 

Mr. WILSON. I hope the Senator from Ken- 
tucky will not press the consideration of that bill 
this morning. It involves the title to a large 
amount of land, and must necessarily lead to de- 
bate and. the consumption of important time: 
Therefore, I hope it will not be taken up. 

“Mr. HALE. J have in my handa petition—— 
“The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair will 
state to the Senator from New Hampshife, that 
the question is on the motion pf the Senator from 
Kentueky to take up a particular bill. 

Mr. HALE. I thought he had waived that to 
allow petitions to be presented. havea petition 
which relates to action now pending before the 
I want to present 


it, 

The VICE PRESIDENT. There isa motion 
now pending before the Senate. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. I would waive it, if I 
could do so without yielding my right to the floor. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. ‘The question is on 
the motion of the Senator from Kentucky. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. I can only say to the 
Senate, that if they choose to take up that bill, of 
course I shall not object; but it comes from a com- 
mittee of which I am a member, and I shall deem 
it my duty to speak to the Senate in reference to 
it, and-I think it must necessarily lead to a debate. 
The Senate can do as it pleases with it. I shall 
not oppose the motion, because I see it is of no 
use. The Senate seem determined, even at this 
late period of the session, to keep out reports from 
committees of conference on our general appropri- 
ation bills in order to receive petitions and all that 
sort of small matter, which certainly can wait a 
little while. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. | I will gladly say to all 
gentlemen, that if they will permit me to consider 
my bill as succeeding the business of the present- 
ation of petitions, | shall not object to their being 
received; but the Chair thinks I cannot do it with- 
out losing the floor. I ask for the question. 

The motion to take up the bill was notagreed to. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. KING. I desire to offer an amendment 
to the rules, or rather to give notice of an amend- 
ment to the rules which I propose to offer to- 
morrow morning, or, if the Senate will consider 
it unanimously now, I Shall prefer it. 

The Sccretary read the amendment; which is 
in line three, of the Q4th rule, after the word 
t committees,” to insert the words, ‘ which shall 
have priority over other business in the order 
they are named, unless otherwise ordered by the 
Senate;’’ so that the rule will read: 

24. After the Journal is read, the President shall first call 
for petitions, and then for reports from standing commit- 
tees, which shall have priority over other business in the 
order they are named, unless otherwise ordered by the Sen- 
ate; and every petition, or memorial, or other paper, shall 
be referred, of course, without putting a question for that 
purpose, unless the reference is objected to bya member at 
the time such petition, memorial, or other paper, is pre- 
sented. And before any petition or memorial, addressed to 
the Senate, shali be received and read at the tabie, whether 
the same shall be introduced by the President ora member, 
a brief statement of the contents of the petition or memorial 
shall verbally be made by the introducer, 

Mr. HALE. I object. That does not alter 
the rule. 


POST ROUTE BILL. 


Mr. GWIN. Tam instructed by the Commit- 
fee on the Post Office and Post Roads to move 
that the Senate take up the post route bill, in or- 
der to ask for a committee of conference, It has 
been on the table for some days. 

Mr. GREEN.. In the absence of the Senator 
from California, [Mr. Laruam,] I think it ought 
not to be taken up. 

Mr. GWIN. I wish only to ask for a com- 
mittee of conference. 

Mr. GREEN. He does not desire it; he only 
asks a concurrence with the House of Represent- 
atives 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair will re- 
state his suggestion to the Senate, that it is per- 
fectly manifest that we cannot get along with the 
business when there are so many Senators on the 
floor who desire to present memorials. If that 
basiness could be allowed to go on quietly for 
fifteen minutes, they would then be disposed of. 
[“ Agreed,” 

Mr BIGLER. Ihavea memorial 


The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from 
Pennsylvania. 

Mr. BIGLER. I wish to present a memorial 
of citizens of Bradford county. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator 
from California insiston his motion? 

Mr. GWIN. Yes, sir; Ido. M colleague is 
now present. I move to take up the post route 
bill, for the purpose of insisting on our amend- 
ments, and asking for a committee of conference. 
I am instructed by the Committee on the Post 
Office and Post Roads, unanimously, to ask for 
that disposition of the bill. 

Mr. FESSENDEN, - I wish to suggest to the 
Senator froni California, in accordance with the 
hint from the Chair, that if we can keep quiet for 
ten or fifteen minutes, all the petitions—which in 
this way will take several days—can be disposed 
of. If we just get rid of that kind of papers quietly, 
by letting everybody present the petitions he has, 
we can get along. 

Mr. GWIN. Iam willing to waive for that. 


PETITIONS, MEMORIALS, AND REPORTS. 


Mr. KING. F desire to present a memorial 
from the German Republican central committee 
of the city of New York, praying for the preser- 
vation of the integrity of the Union. They have 
presented their views at considerable lengih, and 
adopted certain resolutions, in which they declare 
that, in their judgment, the Union, as designed 
and made by the fathers, can only be preserved 
inviolate by upholding the Constitution as it is, 
and by executing and enforcing the Federal laws. 
The memorial is signed by delegates from cach 
of the twenty-two wards of the city of New York. 
I move that it be laid on the table. : 

It was so ordered. i 

Mr. BIGLER presented a petition of citizens of 
Bradford county, Pennsylvania, praying for the 
adoption of the compromise measures proposed 

on. Mr. Crittenden; which was ordered to 
lie on the table, ; 

Fle also presented a petition of citizens of Safe 
Harbor, Lancaster county, Pennsylvania, pray- 
ing for the adoption of thé compromise measures 
proposed by Hon. Mr. Crirrenpen; which was 
ordered to lic on the table. 

Mr. KENNEDY presented the petition of Da- 
vid D. Porter, a lieutenant in the United States 
Navy, praying that the Government may pur- 
chase the patent right for the sole use of the Uni- 
ted States Navy of his bed and quoin, or other- 
wise compensate him for the use thereof; which 
was referred to they;Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. POLK presented the petition of Ceran St. 
Vrain, for himself and the heirs of Ignacio Vigil, 
praying for the confirmation of a private land 
claim in New Mexico; which was referred to the 

Committee on Private Land Claims. 

Mr. WILSON presented the petition of Pence 
& Bacon, praying for the payment of certain bills 
of exchange drawn by Russell, Majors & Wad- 
dell, accepted by Mr. Floyd, late Secretary of 
War, and negotiated by them in the ordinary 
course of their business; which was referred to 
the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. SEWARD presented a memorial of im- 
porters, dealers, and publishers of books in New 

ork, relative to the duty on books; which was 
ordered to lie on the table, 

He also presented a memorial of the president 
and faculty of Columbia College, of New York, 
relative to the duty on books; which was ordered 
to lie on the table 

He also presented a schedule to accompany the 
memorials, showing that the tariff bill now before 
the Senate, according to the examination of itby 
the petitioners, makes an average advance of two 
hundred percent. upon the duty on foreign books; 
which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. CAMERON presented a petition of Rob- 
ert A, Parrish, jr., of Philadelphia, praying that 
the President be requested to communicate to the 
Senate a list of claims of citizens of the United 
States against foreign Governments, commencing 
January J, 1816; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

He also presented a petition of two hundred 
and nine citizens of Alleghany country, Penn- 
sylvania, in favor of the Union, the Constitution 
as itis, and the enforcement of all the laws; which 


was ordered to lie on thefable. 
He also presented a petition of citizens of Phil- 
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adelphia, praying the adoption of the compromise 
measures proposed by Hon. Mr. Crirrenpen; 
which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. HALE. I have in my hand a memorial 
from Lewis Warrington, paymaster in the Uni- 
ted States Navy, who represents that he was at 
Pensacola when the public property was. seized, 
and that his vouchers were taken from him; and 
he asks relief. I move that the memorial be 
referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

The motion was agreed to. : 

Mr. SUMNER. {presenta memorial of citi- 
zens and voters of the town of Hopkinton, Mas- 
sachusetts, on the state of the country. This 
memorial is signed by comparatively few persons, 
but it speaks the true and prevailing sentiment of 
Massachusetts. Three things in it are declared, 
First, that slavery is repugnant to the principles 
of the founders of our Constitution; secondly, 
that it is repugnant to the genius of our Consti- 
tution; and thirdly, that it is repugnant to that 
righteousness that exalteth a nation; wherefore, 
these petitioners pray that Congress will not con- 
sent to any compromise by which slavery shall 
be established or extended. into territory of the 
United States. Any other petitioners from Mas- 
sachusetts speak a sentiment which is alien to the 
principles of that Commonwealth. It is a senti- 
ment which may be found on the pavements of 
cities; for it is only when you get off those pave- 
ments, away from the paving stones, that you 
find the true sentiment of Massachusetts. I offer 
the memorial, and ask that it lie on the table. 

It was so ordered. ® 

Mr. SUMNER. I present, also, a memorial 
of citizens of Philadelphia, Pennsylvania, remon- 
strating against the passage of any act of Con- 
gress or of any amendment to the Constitution of 
the United States, which shallextend human ser- 
vitude or give it new guarantees: ‘what our fore- 
fathers would not grant to their companions and 
fellow-sufferers in the Revolution, we hope their 
sons will not grant to the present holders of 
slaves.”’ I ask that this petition also lic on the 
table. 

It was so ordered. 

Mr. SUMNER also presented a memorial of 
citizens of Philadelphia, praying Congress to stand 
firm for the Union, the Constitution as itis, and 
the enforcement ofall the laws; which was ordered 
to lie on the table. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. Lam requested to present the 
petition of Jonathan Hudsonand many others, of 
Trenton, Wayne county, Michigan, without dis- 
tinction of party, praying for the adoption of what 
is known as the Crittenden compromise. I will 
simply state, that these are men who do notlive on 
the pavements and are away from paving stones. 
I move that it lie on the table. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. DOUGLAS also presented the petition of 
Samuel Noah, praying for a pension for services 
in the war of 1812; which was referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented the petition of Lemuel Buth- 
son,a pensioner, praying to be allowed a pension 
from the close of the war of 1812 to the time at 
which his pension commenced; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented the petition of James A. 
Doane and others, citizens of Grundy county, 
Illinois, praying for the enactment of a uniform 
system of bankruptcy; which was referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented the petition of Edward Ryan 
and others, citizens of Kanecounty, Ilinois, pray- 
ing for the enactment of auniform system of bank- 


ruptcy; which was referred to the “Committee on 


the Judiciary. . 
He also presented the petition of Thomas P. 
Sears and others; the pelition of Solomon Sturges 
and others; the petition of Henry Clark & Co. and 
others; the petition of Edwin Miller and others; 
the petition of F. V. Pitney and others; the peti- 
tion of Charles Sanford and others; the petition 
of S. T. Farwell and others; the petition of Jobn | 
P. Phillips and others; the petition of M. T. | 
Green and others, citizens of Chicago, Cook | 
county, Illinois, severally praying for the enact- 
ment of a uniform system of bankruptcy; which 
were referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. | 
Mr. CRITTENDEN presented a petition of | 
William G. Bates and two hundred and sixteen | 
others, citizensof Westficld, Massachusetts, pray- 


ing for thè adoption of the compromise measure 
submitted by him; which was ordered to lie on 
the table. 

He also presented a petition of residents of Mor- 
gan county, Illinois, praying for the adoption of 
the compromise measures submitted by him; 
which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of citizens of Mich- 
igan, praying for the adoption of the compromise 
measure submitted by him; which was ordered 
to lie on the table. 

Mr. FOSTER presented a memorial of citizens 
of New London, Connecticut, praying for the 
speedy adoption of the compromise measures pro- 
posed by the Representatives of the border States; 
which was ordered to lie on the table... 

Mr. DIXON presented a memorial of citizens 
of Westport, Connecticut, praying for the speedy 
adoption of the compromise measures proposed 
by the Representatives of the border States; which 
was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. TEN EYCK presented a petition of cit- 
izens of New Jersey, in favor of the Union, the 
Constitution as it is, and the enforcement of the 
laws; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. MORRILL presented the memorial of 
Oliver Moses and others, citizens of Bath, Maine, 
praying the speedy adoption of measures of con- 
ciliation and compromise; which was-ordered to 
lie on the table. 

He also presented a memorial of Revel Wil- 
liams and others, citizens of Augusta, Maine, in 
favor of the speedy adoption of measures of con- 
ciliation and compromise; which was ordered to 
lie on the table. 


He also presented a petition of Elihu Libbey 
and others, citizens of Windham, Maine, pray- 
ing that provision be made to pay for the slaves 
in any State which may abolish slavery therein; 
which was ordered to he on the table. 

He also presented a petition of George M. Free- 
| man and others, citizens of York, Maine, pray- 
ing the adoption of the compromise measures 
proposed by Hon. Mr. CRITTENDEN; which was 
ordered to lie on the table. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair hasa 
memorial or resolutions, which come under the 
same rule, as decided by the Senate, from the city 
council of Boston, asking for the adoption of 
measures of conciliation upon the basis of the 
propositions of the Senator from Kentucky. As 
they are very short, and the desire was expressed 
in the communication that they should be read, 
they will be read to the Senate. 

The Secretary read, as follows: 


Crry or BOSTON, IN Common COUNCIL, 
> February 7, 1861. 
Resolved, That the City Council of Boston, as the repre- 
sentatives of the citizens, in view of the present distracted 
state of the country, desire to express their inalienable de- 
votion to the Union and the Constitution. 

Resolved, That they respectfully and earnestly memorial- 
ize the Senate and House of Representatives in Congress 
assembled, that such measures of a pacific and conciliatory 
eharacter may be immediately adopted as will effectually 
check the spirit of disunion, and tend to consolidate the 
fraternal bonds of our national brotherhood; and in the 
propositions offered in that behalf by Hon. J. J. CRITTEN- 
DEN, we recognize a satisfactory basis of adjustment. 

Resolved, That his Honor the Mayor be, and is hereby, 
requested to transinit, in behalf of the City Council,a copy 
of these resolves to the President of the Senate and the 
Speaker of the House of Representatives of the United 
States, with the request that they would lay them before the 
bodies over which they respectively preside. 

Passed. Sent up for concurrence. 


J. H. BRADLEY, President. 


Is BOARD OF ALDERMEN, February 11,1861. 


Concurred. SILAS PIERCE; Chairman. 
February 13, 1861. 
Approved. J. M. WIGHTMAN, Mayor. 


A true copy. 
Attest: 


The resolutions were ordered to lie on the table. 
CREDENTIALS. 


Mr. BAKER presented the credentials of Hon. 
James W. Nesmiru, chosen by the Legistature of 
Oregon a Senator from that State for the term of 
six years, commencing on the 4th of March, 1861; 
which were read, and ordered to be placed on file. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, 
by Mr. Foryey, its Clerk, announced that the | 
| House had passed the following bills, m which | 


Samus, F. McCreary, City Clerk. 


| the concurrence of the Senate was requested: 


| 
i 


A bill (No. 514) for the relief of Samuel. 
Green; Bin kde weed SORE oo SE. ul TE 
A bill (No. 625) for the relief of Captain Aléx- 
ander V. Fraser; ` KA EU yet 
A bill (No. 749) for the relief of Alfred C. Mur-: 
phy and Hiram Burlinghams o.oo Sai 
\ bill (No. 793) for the relief of Harris. & 
Hodge, of Missouri; ae pOT hg tr 
pa bill (No. 678) for the. relief of Samuel 
erry; ; rt coke ashe 
A bail (No. 626) for the relief of Stephen F. 
lis; : : AES 


A bill-(No..624) for the relief of Hull &:Coz- 
zens and John Naylor & Co.; Rebs Gade 

A bill (No. 602) granting an invalid pension to 
Henry F. Bowers; l : 

A bill (No. 598) granting a pension to: Daniel 
Lucas... a at ; 

A bill (No. 597) to increase the pension of Wil- 
liam Deihl; pee ag A sie 
. A bill (No. 596) for ‘the relief of James ‘Van 

elt; eo 
ae (No. 593) for the relief of Henry San- 
ford; ; . 

A bill (No 591) granting a pension to Archi- 
bald Merriman; i : 

A bill (No. 590) for the relief of the children 
of William Humphrey, a soldier of the Revolu- 
tion; < ` = 

A bill (No. 586) for the relief of the legal rep- 
resentatives of Frederick F. Brose, deceased; and 

A. bill (No. 311) for the: relief of Mrs. Mary 
Ann Henry. , 

The message further announced that the House 
of Representatives had passed the following bills 
of the Senate: 

A bill (No. 134) for the relief.of James Smith; 

A bill (No. 225) for the relief of Annie D, 
Reeves; : : : : 

A bill (No. 227) for the relief of Laura C. Hum- 
ber, widow of Charles H. Humber; and: 

A bill (No.543) to carry into effect the conven- 
tions between the United States and the Repub- 
lics of New Granada and Costa Rica. 

The message further announced that the House 
had passed the bill of the Senate (No. 39) for the 
relief of Simon De Visser and José Villarubia, of 
New Orleans, with an amendment, in which the: 
concurrence of the Senate was requested. 

Also, that the House had passed the bill of the 
Senate (No. 77) for the relief of Richard Chenery, 
with an amendment, in which the concurrence of 
the Senate was requested. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. HEMPHILL, from the Committee ‘on 
Claims, to whom was referred the memorial of 
Loomis L. Langdon, a lieutenant in the Army, 

raying for remuneration for baggage carried off 
i the Mexicans under Cortinas; submitted a re-"" 
port, accompanied by.a bill (S. No. 566) for the 
relief of Lieutenant Loomis L. Langdon. The 
bill was read, and passed to a second reading; and 
the report was ordered to be printed. - 

Mr. WADE, from the Committee. on the Post 
Office and Post Roads, to whom was referred the 
bill (EI. R. No. 950) in relation to the postal'ser- 
vice, reported it without amendment, with a rec- 
ommendation that it do pass. i 

Mr. THOMSON, from the Committee on Pen- 
sions, to whom was referred the- bill (H. R. No 
655) granting a pension to Prentis Champlain, 
reported it without amendment, with a recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom 
was referred the bill (H. R. No. 925) granting an 
invalid pension to Larkin Tally, of Tennessee, 
reported it without amendment, and adversely. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom 
was referred the bill (H. R. No. 740) granting an _ 
increase of pension to Jane W. McKee, widow’ 
of Colonel R. McKee, of the second regiment of 
Kentucky volunteers, reported it without amend- 
ment, and adversely. : 

He also, from the same committee, to whom 
was referred the bill (H. R. No. 990). for the re- 
lief of the legal representatives of Betsey Nash, 
reported it without amendment, and adversely. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. RICE asked, and by unanimous conser 
obtained, leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 567) 
donating to the States of Minnesota and Oregon 
certain lands reserved by Congress for the Terri- 
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tories of Minnesota and Oregon. for. university 
purposes; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred tothe Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. HALE asked, and by unanimous consent 
obtained, leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 565) 
for the relief of Lewis Warrington, paymaster 
United States Navy; which was read twice by its 
title, and “referred to the Committee on Naval 
Affairs. i Nae a ‘ 
~ “BNROLLED BILLS SIGNED. © 


“The VICE PRESIDENT signed the following 


enrolled ‘bills and joint resolution, which have 
heretofore received the signature of. the Speaker 
of the House of Representatives:" - : 

A bUL(S: No. 125) for the relief of Jolin Peebles; 

A bill (S. No. 274) for the relief of Townsend 
Harris; or his heirs or legal representatives; 

A bill CH. R. No. 554) to extend the right of 
appeal from decisions of the circuit courts to the 
Supreme Court of the United States; - E 

; A bill (H. R, No. 623) for the relief of William 
Cowing; 

_ A bill (H. R. No. 841) making further provis- 
ion in relation to consolidated land offices; and 

-A joint-resolution-(H. R. No. 62) for the ben- 
efit of George H. Giddings. 


HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 


The following bills from the House of Repre- 
sentatives were severally read twice by their titles, 
and referred as indicated below: f 

A bill (H. R; No. 971) making appropriations 
for the service of the Post Office Department dur- 
ing the. year ending the 30th:of June, 1862—to the 
Committee on Finance. 

A bill (H. R. No. 997) for the relief of Green- 
bury M. Watkins, of Montgomery county, Mary- 
land—to the Committee on Public Lands. 

A bili (H. R. No. 653) granting a pension to 
Herman J. Ehle—to the Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. No. 778) for the relief of the chil- 
dren of Elizabeth Yancey, widow of John Yan- 
ccy—to the Committee on Pensions, 

A bill (H. R. No. 923) granting a pension to 
Eliza M. Plympton—to the Committee on Pen- 
sions. 

A bill (H. R. No. 624) for the relief of Hull & 
Cozzens, and John Naylor & Co.—to the Com- 
mittee on Claims, 


A bill (H. R. No. 602) granting an invalid pen- | 


sion to Henry F. Bowers—to the Committee on 
Pensions. i 

A bili (H. R. No. 598) granting a pension to 
Daniel Lucas—to the Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. No. 597) to increase the pension 
of. William Deihl—to the Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. No. 596) for the relief of James 
Van Pelt—to the Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. No. 593) for the relief of Henry 
Sanford—to the Committee on Pensions. 

-A bill (H. R. No. 591) granting a pension to 
Archibald Merriman—to the Committee on Pen- 
sions. 

A bill CHR. No. 590) for the relief of the 
children of William Humphrey, a soldier of the 
Revolution—to the Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. No. 586) for the relief of the legal 
representatives of Frederick F. Brose, deceased 
—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

A bill (H. R. No. 311) for the relief of Mrs. 
Mary Ann Flenry—to the Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. No. 749) for the relief of Alfred 
C. Murphy and Hiram Burlingham—to the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands. 

A bill (H. R. No. 723) for the relief of Harris 
& Hodge, of Missouri—to the Committee on the 
Post Office and Post Roads. 


A bill (H. R., No. 678) for the relief of Samuel | 


Perry—to the Committee on Claims. 

A. bill (LL. R. No. 626) for the relief of Stephen 
F. Willis—to the Committee on Commerce. 

A bill (H. R. No. 625) for the relief of Captain 
Alexander V. Frazer—to the Committee on 
Claims. 

HOUR OF MEETING. 


On motion of Mr. WILSON, the Senate pro- 
ceeded to consider the following resolution, sub- 
mitted by him en Saturday last: 

Resolved, That on. and after Monday next the daily hour 
of meeting of the Senate shall be eleven o’elock, until 
otherwise ordered. 

Mr. GWIN. Say to-morrow. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. On and after 
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Tuesday negt” will be substituted by unanimous: 
consent. 3 j . á : f 
The resolution, as modified, was agreed to. 


POST ROUTE BILL. 


On motion of Mr. GWIN; the Senate proceeded 
to consider its amendments to the bill (H, R: No. 
714) establishing certain post routes, disagreed to 
bythe House of Representatives, and the amend- 
ments of the House to other amendments of the 
Senate to that bill. : i HEAR 

Mr. GWIN. I now move that the Senate in- 
sist on its amendments, disagree tọ the amend- 
ments of the House of Representatives, and‘ask 
for a committee of conference.’ I will state my 
reasons for making the motion. In the first place, 
Iam instructed by the Committee on the Post 
Office and Post Roads to make it. 
point which we wish to settle in this committee 
of conference, if it be granted by the Senate, is 
the fact whether the limitation of the compensa- 
tion to $800,000 for a daily mail over the central 
route will enable the Department to get a contract 
to carry the entire mail on that route for that sum 
of money. The Senate imposed no limit. The 
Senate passed through the last session an amend- 
ment to this bill requiring the Postmaster General 
to establish a daily mail on that route, and to give 
the contract to the lowest responsible bidder. The 
House of Representatives has amended it by lim- 
iting the expense to $800,000 a year. The Com- 
mittee on the Post Office and Post Roads of the 
Senate are not satisfied that the service can be 
obtained for that’ sum of money. In the event 
that it cannot be obtained, the mails have to be 
carried, as they are now carried, by the Isthmus 
route, and-we shall have no mail on the central 
overland route. Therefore, I ask that the Senate 
insist on its amendment, which makes a daily 
mail on the central route certain, because there is 
no limitation on the amount, and ask fora com- 
mittee of conference. : 

Mr. LATHAM, Let the Sceretary read the 
amendment. 

Mr.GWIN. Read the original proposition, and 
the amendment proposed by the House of Rep- 
resentatives. . 

The Secretary read the amendment of the Sen- 
ate, to insert the following section: 

Suc. 18. And he it further enacted, That the Postmaster 
General be, and he is hereby, authorized and directed to ad- 
vertise for proposals for the daily transportation of the entire 
mail, overland, between St. Louis, Missouri, and San Fran- 
cisco, California, over the central route, in twenty. days 
time, the bids to be received until the Ist day of December 
next ensuing, and the service to commence on the Ist day 


ofJuly, 1861; and the Postmaster General is hereby directed 
to award the contract to the lowest responsible bidder. 


The House of Representatives proposed to 
strike out that section, and insert in lieu of it the 
following: : 


Sec. 18. And be it further enacted, That the Postmaster 
General is hereby authorized and directed to advertise for 
proposals for the daily transportation of the entire mail, 
overland, between St. Joseph, Missouri, or some other point 
on the Missouri river, connected by railroad with the vast, 
which may be seleeted by the coutractor, aud Placerville, 
California, over the central route, the bids to be received rill 
the first Monday of April, 1861, and the service tocommence 
July 1, 1861, or as soou thereafter as possible, and to term- 
inate July 1, 1865; and the Postmaster General is hereby di- 
rected ioaward the contract to the lowest responsible bidder 
furnishing ample guarantees of his ability and disposition 
to perform bis contract: Provided, That the amount of bis 
bid shall not exceed $809,000 per year: Provided, That the 
contractor shall supply Denver City and Great Sait Lake 
City at least semi-weekly without extra charge: And pro- 
vided further, That the letter and newspaper mail shail be 
carried through in twenty days, and the pamphlet, maga- 
zine, periodical, and publie document mail in thirty-five 
days. But the Postmaster General may authorize the ear- 
rying of saiit pamphlet, magazine, periodical, and public 
document portion of the mail by steamship route, at Jeast 
semb-montily, to San Francisco, if desired by the contract- 
or, and if said service is performed at the contracior’s ex- 
pense: And provided further, That the contractor shall not 
be required, in addition to the letter mail, to carry more of 
the newspaper mail by the twenty-day schedule than will 


| make the average weight of the whole mail one thousand 


pounds per day, and the remainder, if auy, of the newspa- 
per mail shall be carried on the thirty-five day schedule 
above provided for. 

Sec. 19. And be ıt further enacted, That the Postmaster 
General is hereby directed to extend the existing mail con- 
tract on ronte 8076, in the State of ‘Texas, so that it will 
expire with connecting route 19578, known as the Butter- 


field route, provided itean be done at an additional expense | 


not exceeding $80,000 per annum, and provide for a semi- 
weekly connection with the city of New Orleans, but the 
Postmaster General shali have the same au thority over this 
route as over all others; and after said daily overland mail 
has gone into operation, the postage between any State or 
Territory east of the Rocky Mountains and any State or 
Territory on the Pacific, on cach newspaper, periodical ; 
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unsealed circular, or other article of printed matter, not 
exceeding three ounces in weight, shall be one cent, and 
for every additional ounce or fractiou of an ounce, one cent 
additional. 

Sec. 20. And be it further enacted, That the cost of the 
service on the routes named in this act shali be paid, after 
annual appropriation, by the Secretary of the Treasury, 
upon the certificate of the Postmaster General; and that 
the rate of letter postage between any State. or Territory. 
east of the Rocky Mountains and any State ‘or Territory on 
the Pacific coast, shall be ten cents per half ounce. 

Mr. LATHAM. I move, as an amendment to 
the motion of my colleague, that the Senate con- 
cur in the amendments of the House.of Repre- 
sentatives to the Senate amendments to this bill. 
I think that motion will have priority, and I be- 
lieve it will settle the whole question. If the 
Senate disagree to it, of course a committee of 
conference canbe appointed. I make that motion 
for this reason: the. Senate will. recollect very 
well the termination of this struggle over the over- 
land system at the close of the last session: a 
quarrel ensued between the two branches of Con- 
gress as to the proper policy to be pursued rela- 
tive to the overland mails; and the consequence 
was, that no system whatever was adopted. The 
Government was left entirely at the mercy of the 
steamship companies as to the great bulk of mail 
matter. 

Now, sir, repreventing a constituency that have 
such a direct and vital interest in this question, I 
am unwilling to see the same state of things occur 
again, if I can possibly prevent it; and therefore Į 
move that the Senate concur in the amendments 
of the House of Representatives. I. know that 
the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads 
of the House of Representatives have maturely 
deliberated on these amendments; they consid- 
ered them for nearly a whole month, obtaining 
all the information they could, and when finally 
they got them before. the House of Representa- 
tives, it took two or three weeks before the chair- 
man of that committee could get the floor—with 
the press of business there existing—to put them 
on their passage. They were finally adopted. 
Now, within twelve working days of the close of 
this session, a motion is made that recommences 
this struggle between the two branches of Con- 
gress; and I believe that the result of it will be a 


| failure to reconcile conflicting ideas and dificul- 


ties, and no law will be passed whatever. Ido 


i not intend to put myself in any position where I 


shall have to assume or share any such responsi- 
bility. If the Senate agree to these amendments 
as ingrafted on this bill by the House of Repre- 
sentatives, then we shall have got a perfect over- 
land mail system—a system as complete, in my ~ 
judgment, as human wisdom can devise. If there 
are other amendménts to be offered, if Senators 
have other suggestions to carry out properly the 
policy of the Government, in curtailing the ex- 
penses, as you then have an existing law, you 
can move amendments to your Post Office appro- 
priation bill to curtail expenses, or modify the 
Service, as your judgments may dictate. But, sir, 
I first want a law perfecting this overland mail 


| System, 


Now, what is the argument against the amend- 
ments of the House of Representatives? My col- 
league says that he does not believe this service 
cah be carried under the Flouse’s amendment, over 
the central route, and the Committee on the Post- 
Office and Post Roads of the Senate are of his 
opinion; that they are not satisfied of this, and 
therefore they want a committee of conference of 
the two branches to be satisfied of this fact. Sir, 
1 ask, how on earth is Congress ever to be satis- 
fied that it cannot be done until the effort is made 
as provided in the House amendments to this bill? 
Who are you going to consult? Nota parcel of 
speculating contractors who hang around your 
galleries; they are not the men who are alone to 
be consulted m this matter. I know that respons- 
ible gentlemen have stated to me that the service 
can be performed, and that they will bid for it. I 
do not take their word for it 

Mr.GWIN. Who are they? 

Mr. LATHAM. I am not here to be cate- 
chized-—. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from 
California will pause. The hour of one o’clock 


j having arrived, the Chair must call up the special 


order, which is the tariff bill. 

Mr. GWIN I hope the Senator from Rhode 
island will permit my colleague to go on, and I 
shall want to say something in reply to him. 
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The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there a motion 
to postpone the special order? - i . 

Mr.GWIN. Temporarily, toget through with 
this subject. 

Mr. FESSENDEN I hope not: 
postponing it every day. - Let us get through the 
tariff bill. It stands in the way of everything 
else. We can take this up again in the morning 
hour to-morrow. 4 ý 

Mr.GWIN. It is only to ask for-a comittee 
of conference. f f 

Mr. FESSENDEN. But it makes debate. 

Mr, DOUGLAS. The debate will not lastlong 
—only two or three hours. [Laughter.] . 

_ Mr. FESSENDEN. Other things will come 
in after that. 

Mr. BAKER. 'There are other interests in the 
world besides the tariff interest; and this is one 
of them. itis now on hand, and it will save time 
to dispose of it at once. Fam cordially disposed 
toward the tariff bill; but I beg leave to remind 
gentlemen that there are other things and other 
places.. We have not had very much time for the 
Pacific coast, and I think a little would not hurt 
us now. 

Mr. GWIN 
posed of. : 

Mr. FESSENDEN, I am only desirous to 
have business done in its order. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. If no motion be 
made, the Chair will take up the special order, 
being the tariff bill. , 

. Mr. GWIN. I hope it will be postponed. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. Lhope not. [shall call 
for the yeas and nays. ; 

Mr. GREEN. I: is proper for me to state, 
before the vote is taken, that the bill now under 
consideration will be debated at considerable 
length; I expect to participate in it at some length 
myself. ` i 


I hope this subject will be dis- 


Mr. GWIN. I hope the action of the Senate | 


will not be postponed by a threat to put off a vote 
on this question by debate. It is as important a 
question as we can take up,at least to the country. 

Mr. BIGLER. I bope the motion will not 

revail. I think we had better adhere to the tariff 

ill until we dispose of it. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is 
on the motion of the Senator from California. - 

Mr. GWIN. Lask for the yeas and nays. 

Mr. BAKER. So dol. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

‘The Secretary procceded to call the roll. 

Mr. RICE. ‘I am paired off with the Senator 
from Maine, [Mr. Morrity.] _ I should vote 
“ yea,” if I were at liberty to vote. 

Mr. NICHOLSON. Í do not vote. T am 
paired with the Senator from Lowa, [Mr. Grmes.] 

The result was announced—yeas 13, nays 25; 
as follows: 

VEAS—Messrs. Baker, Bragg, Bright, Gwin, Hunter, 
Johnson of Arkansas, Johnson of Tennessee, Kennedy, 
Lane, Polk, Powell, Sebastian, and Wigfall—13. 

NAYS—Messrs. Anthony, Bister, Bingham, Cameron, 
Jhaudler, Clark, Dixon, Doolittle, Douglas, Durkee, Fes- 
senden, Fitch, Foot, Foster, Green, Hale, Harlan, Seward, 
Simmons, Sumner, Ten Eyck, Trumbull, Wade, Wilkin- 
son, and Witson—25. 

So the motion was not agreed to. 


T 
now 
M 
that 


before the Senate. 
r. GWIN. Before the Senate proceeds to 
business, I ask that the Senate amendments 


to this bill—not the post routes that we added, | 
he other amendments in regard to the over- | 


but 
land and ocean service—be printed for the use of 
the Senate. : 

Mr. HALE. I hope that will be done by 
unanimous consent. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair will 
put that motion, if there be no objection. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. GWIN. I give notice that I shall call this 
subject up carly tomorrow morning; and I hope 
the Senate will stand by it. 


THE TARIFF BILL. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, re- 
sumed the consideration of the bill (H. R. No. 
338) to provide for the payment of outstanding 
Treasury notes, to authorize a loan, to regulate 
and fix the duties on imports, and for other pur- 

oses. 

Mr. POWELL. I move to amend the bill—— 

Mr. SIMMONS. If the Senator will allow the 


We keep | 


e VICE PRESIDENT. The tariff bill is | 


| willing to pay it. 


committee to finish their amendments, he can.pro- 
pose his. : : ; 


Mr. POWELL. Has the Senatoramendments | 


to propose from the committee ?: ` 
Mr. SIMMONS.  Yes,.sir. ` 
Mr. POWELL. I yield. = 
Mr. SIMMONS. I movean amendmentto the 
eighteenth section, in line four, on page 28, after the 
word “books,” to strike out the words.‘‘ printed. 
in the English language, or of which the English: 
forms the text, bound or unbound, 15 cents per 
pound; and on all books printed in foreign. lan- 
guages, 8 cents per pound;” and in lieu thereof, 
to insert: ETRA 
Periodicals, pamphlets, and all printed matter, and illus-. 
trated books and papers; and on watches and parts of. 


watches, and watch materials, and unfiaished parts of 
watches, 15 per centum ad valorem. © `> 


Mr. SEWARD. I move to amend the amend- 


‘ment by striking out 15 per centum,” and in- 


serting ** 10. per centum,” in the first portion of 
it, which relates to books and printed literature. 
I wish to state to the Senate that if the table which 
I laid before them this morning is correct, the 
present bill, as it has been arranged, will enhance 
the duty upon books 200 percent. That is to 
say, on the same quantity of books which now 
pay a duty of $394, there would bea duty of $787 
under the bill. I understand the effect of the 
amendment proposed by the honorable Senator 
from Rhode Island, to place the duty at 15 per 
cent., will be to enhance the duties collected from 
that source 100 per cent. The effect of my own 
amendment to his amendment would. be to pro- 
duce an increased revenue from that source of 


about 30 per cent. above the present tariff. Sup- 
posing that 30 percent. is quite cnough to levy on 
knowledge and literature, I move to amend the 
amendment in that way. 

Mr. SUMMONS. Lam very sorry that any of 
these extravagant papers have got on our side of 
the Senate. In that paper the duty is made 300 
per cent. ona duty of 15! These books are.in 
the bill at. 15 cents a pound; and I suppose some- 
body has been making a calculation as to how. 
much that would amount to on some particular 
kind of paper and books. The committee now 
propose to put a duty of 15 per cent. onall kind 
of books, no matter in what language they are 
printed. The reason I disliked this section was 
because it put a different rate of duties on books 
printed in other languages than our own. Ido 
not want to make any difference in our commer- 
cial relations between those who speak our own 
and those who speak some other language. If 
they want tosend books here, let themsend them. 
This duty of 15 per cent cannot be tortured into 
100 per cent. in any way youfix it. Itis 15 per 
cent.; that is the whole of it. It is not a revenue 
duty. Thatisas plainas A,B,C. Wehave got 
to have as much as $20,000,000 over the present 
tariff; and I have consented to put the duty on 
books as low as it was proper in the present con- 
dition of the Treasury, and I hope it will remain 


so 

Mr. CAMERON. I have only a word to say 
to the friends of this measure. “I hope they will 
stand by the chairman of the committce in these 
matters. He understands this whole subject. He 
has investigated it very fully. If weare to make 
alterations for every person interested that comes 
here, we shall never get the bill through. We 
shall find that everybody interested in the im- 
portation of a particular article will come here and 
complain that he is wronged. Let us stand by ! 
this bill ag it is. | 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Foster.) 
The question is on the amendment of the Senator 
from New York to the amendment of the Senator 
from Rhode Island. 

Mr. POWELL called for the yeas and nays; 
and they were ordered. . 

Mr. SIMMONS. I want to call the attention 
of those who intend to devise some revenue for 


: barisin against the'very decree of Providence t nat-o 


the Government to the fact that the proposed tariff | 
on these books is only 15 per cent., and the prop- 
osition is to take off a third of that. When we 
want money, we cannot find any interest that is | 
We want to get $20,000,000 | 


i 
H 
| 


additional; but when we come to put 3 per cent. || 


on an article, somebody is going to be ruined | 

by it! , i 
“Mr. SUMNER. Before the vote is taken, I 

will take the liberty of reading a passage in a let- | 


ii 


ter from a distinguished gentlemar 
the literature of the country; an 

attention of the Senate to. these, words 
“A heavy tariff on. foreign books ig, to-me, a 


vanced race and family of ‘nationgshall become more and 
more united in thought, religion, the arts, and international: 
law: -A heavy-book.tariff is a sort of-odious secession from 
tng great. commonweaith of civilization.”?..* at “ater 
“#ooks are. daily getting dearer. Hundreds of times I have, 
abstained from: buying.a book I-stood: in need: of, becouse 
too dear yand we ought.not to increase their: price artifi-- 
cially, while, after all, we get lesser money into.the Treas- 
ury by such a.measure, People are very apt to treat books 
as luxuries.” They are emphatically necessaries of civiliza- 
tion, especially: for a new country that ‘has to establish 
Hibravies—to: build. those bridges.over: which civilization: 
travels from country to,country, and from generation togen- 
eration. This is acknowledged by. the fact that public 
libraries are alowed to import duty free. Why, every 
library of.a. scholar, lawyerj-minister, is a public. library. 
What does he want books for? For thoughts. Whatare 
tiis thouyhts? Are. they not for the public, for. the com- 

mionalty ??? per ae O eae a : Spesi 

T submit, Mr. President, that a high duty. on 

booics will add very little to the revenue of the coun} 
try, while it will fall upon a class of persons wig, 


Tthink, weshould by every possible means favor. 4 


It will fall upon'the poor scholar, the clergyman, i 


and the lawyer. My impression is, we had ‘bet- 
ter throw our duties.on something else rather than. 
upon a class so important as these, who if they feel 
the: pressure of this duty will be apt to bo against 
our whole tariff system. . I, therefore, agree with: 
the Senator from New York in fixing the duty at 
the lawest point, and-if I could have my own 
way, I would have books entirely free e 

Mr. SIMMONS. One of the inducements F 
had to change the duty upon books from what 
Twas going to put itin the bill, was in order to 
satisfy the Senator from Massachusetts: he told: 
me that he was satisfied; but I suppose every- 
body has.a right to.change his opinion. 0i 2) 

Mr. SUMNER. I thought I could get a little’ 
more off. : : eee 

Mr. SIMMONS. You were satisfied, if you. 
could not get any more. Po: 

Mr. SUMNER... That is it. ee 

Mr. SIMMONS. Well, sir, when Lam trying 
to satisfy the friends of a measure by making: 
modifications, I expect that they will hold on to. 
them atleastan hour. I think a man oughtto have; 
a reasonable time to change his.opinion.. I took 
the pains this morning to sec those members of 
the committce that I thought the hardest, and, 
they consented to this modification on books, 
putting them at 15 per cent. ` While I was, read- 
ing the section, the Senator from Massachusetts 
came and said, if I would put it there, he would 
be content. Now, when somebody proposes to 
put it somewhere clse, and make a change in the 
bill, he is in favor of changing it. We shali not’ 
get along very fast in that way. Tam willing to 
take the vote, and should be perfectly satisfied: if 
the Senate voted all the duties off. I merely. wish 
to do my duty and present such: provisions as I 
think are right.: : í i 

Mr. BAKER, ` Will the Senator allow me to 
ask him a question? Does the increase or: de- 
crease of the duty upon. books affect the price of 
the writing, or simply of the printing? Js it more 
likely to encourage the republication of foreign 
books here, or otherwise, by increasing or. de- 
creasing the duty? š af 

Mr. SIMMONS. A duty is put on books for 
the purpose of ‘encouraging their republication ; 
here, and the use of the material and labor in this 
country in the production of books. They are 
sold very much cheaper here than they are in the 
countries where they are first published; because 
they are copyrighted books, and they have a 
monopoly there. You get one of their magazincs 
after itis reprinted in the United States, for. two 
thirds of what it is sold for in England. 

Mr. BINGHAM I want to ask the Senator 
from Rhode Islanda question. In the letter which 
the honorable Senator from Massachusetts read, 
the writer referred toa high duty on-books. I 
want to know if the 15 per cent. that he proposes 
is that high duty? : f A 

Mr. SIMMONS. The Senator must know as 
well as I do, that it is not near up to what we call 
a revenue duty. We mean to get 20 per cent, on 
all importations under this bill, if we can. 

Mr. BINGHAM. That letter, then, has no 
application to this bill. ee 

Mr. SIMMONS. Notatall. Butitis just as 
good as if it had. [Laughter } i 


» 


i 
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‘The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question 
is ón ‘the amendment of the Senator from New 
York [Mr. Sewarp] to the amendment of the 
Senator from Rhode Island, [Mr. Simmons.] 

The. question being taken by yeas and nays, 
resulted—-yeas 17, nays 20; as follows: : 

YEAS—Messers: Bayard, Bragg, Clingman, Crittenden, 
Douglas, Green, Gwin, Hemphill, Hunter, King, Lane Me 
soh, Polk, Powell, Sebastian, Seward, and Sumn ori 

NAYS—Messrs.' Anthony, Baker, Bigler, Bingham, 
Cameron, Chandler, Clark, Dixon, Doolittle, Fessenden, 
Foot, Foster, Harlan; Johnson. of Tennessee, Simmons, 
Ten Byck, Trumbull, Wade, Wilkinson, and Wilson—20, 

So the amendment to the amendment was re- 
jected; and the question recurring on the amend- 
ment, it was agreed to. | 

Mr. SIMMONS.: 1 now move to strike out 
from: section twenty-three of the printed bill— 
being the freelist—the following articles: ‘aloes, 
amber, aniseed, assafetida, cantharides, gam- 
boge, ipecachuana, and jalap;’’and to insert them 
in the nineteenth section, being the ten per cent. 
list. 

he amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. SIMMONS. I next move to strike out 
from line eighty-one to eighty-four in section 
twenty—being 20 per cent. schedule—the follow- 
ing articles: 

‘í Paper hangings, paper for sereens or fireboards, paper 
antiquarian, demy, drawing, elephant, foolscap, imperial, 
letter, and other paper not otherwise provided for.” 


And insert them in the next section after line 


one hundred and forty; so that they shall pay a 
duty of 30 per centum ad valorem, 
he amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. SIMMONS. 1 next move, in section nine- 
teen, to strike out the word  vermilion,’’ in line 
one hundred and nine, where it is in the 10 per 
cent. list, and insert it in sectiontwenty, between 
lines, one hundred and twenty-four and one hun- 
dred and twenty-five, so that it shall pay a duty 
of 20 per cent. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. SIMMONS. The other day we struck out 
“bronze powder,” in the twenty-second line of 
the nineteenth section, on page 19, in the 10 per 
cent, schedule; now I move to insert it in the 20 
per cent. schedule, in the twentieth section. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. SIMMONS. I now move to striké out the 
word “calomel,” in line twenty-four of page 
30, and put itinto the 20 per cent. schedule; it 
is now in the 10 per cent schedule. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. SIMMONS. In line eighty-three, on 
page 32,1 move to strike out ‘red precipitate” 
from the 10 per cent. schedule, and insert it under 
the 20 per centum ad valorem schedule. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. SIMMONS. In line eighty-nine, of page 
37, I move to strike out ‘ quicksilver,” and put 
it in the 10 per cent. schedule; it is now inthe 20 
per centum ad valorem. That isa raw material 
from which’ many things are made. 
The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. SIMMONS. In the thirteenth line of page 
25, before the words ‘‘ on the same,” I move to 
insert the words ‘‘ coir yarns, 1 cent per pound.” 
This is an article which is made of cou—a kind of 
jute. There are agreat many coir yarns imported, 
and we want to puta duty of 1 cent a pound on 
them. They are not described in the bill at all. 

Mr. POLK. That reduces the duty from 4 
cents to 1 cent, as I understand it. 

Mr. SIMMONS. No, sir. It is a different 
description of yarns. Theseare yarns made from 
coir, If you will read the whole sentence, you | 
will see that the other yarns are yarns made from 
manillahemp. There isa duty of 4 cents a pound 
on them; but these coir yarns are cheap yarns, 
and we propose to puta duty of I cent a pound 
on them. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


_ Mr. SIMMONS. I now propose a-modifica- 
tion of the duties in the fifth section. It is, to 
strike out, in line nine, in section five, all after | 
the word “first” to the end of the section, in the 
following words: 


On raw sugar, commonly called Museovado or brown 
sugar, not advanced beyond its raw state by claying, hoil- 
ing, clarifying, or other process, 1 cent per pound ; on syrup 
of sugar, or of sugar-cane, and concentrated molasses, or 
concentrated melado, } cent per pound; on white and clayed | 
sugars, when advanced beyond the raw state, not above 
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number twelve, Dutch standard, by claying, boiling, clari- 
fying, or other process, and not yet refined, i cent per pound; 
advanced above: number twelve, Dutch standard, and not 
yet refined, 14 cent per pound; on refined sugars, whether 
loaf, lump, crushed, or pulverized, 23 cents per pound ; on 
sugars, after being refined, when they have been tinctured, 
colored, or in any way adulterated, and on sugar candy, 5 
cents per-pound; on confectionary of ail kinds, not other- 
wise provided for, 30 per centum ad valorem ; on molasses, 
4 cents per gallon: Provided, That all syrups of sugar, or 
of sugar-cane, concentrated molasses, or concentrated me- 
jado, entered under the denomination of molasses, or any 
other appellation than syrup of sugar or of sugar-cane, con- 
centrated molasses, Or concentrated melado, shall be liable 
to forfeiture to the United States: Provided, That an in- 
spection, under ‘such regulations as the Secretary of the 
Treasury may prescribe, shall be made of all sugars and mo- 
lasses imported from foreign countries, in order to prevent 
frauds, and the introduction of sugars, syrup of sugar, syrup 
of cane, concentrated molasses, or concentrated melado, 
or bottling syrup, under the titlé of molasses, orin any other 
manner. 


And in lieu thereof to insert: 


On raw sugar, commonly called Muscovado or brown 
sugar, not advanced beyond the raw state by claying or other 
process; and on syrup of sugar or of sugar cane, and con- 
eentrated molasses or concentrated melado, and on white 
and clayed sugars, when advanced beyond the raw state 
by claying or other process, and not refined, ? cent per 
pound; on refined sugars, whether loaf or }ump, crushed or 
pulverized, 2 cents per pound ; on sugars, after being refined 
when they are tinctured, colored, or in any way adulterated, 
and on sugar candy, 4cents per pound: Provided, ‘That ail 
syrups of sugar or of sugar cane, concentrated molasses or 
melado, entered under the name of molasses, or any other 
name than syrup of sugar or of sugar cane, concentrated 
molasses or concentrated melado, shall be liable to for- 
feiture to the United States; on molasses, 2 cents per gal- 
lon; on confectionary of all kinds, not otherwise provided 
for, 30 per centum ad valorem. 

Second. On coffee, 14 cent per pound; on tea, when 
imported from:any port or piace beyond the Cape of Good 
Hope, 4 cents per pound; when imported from any port or 
place this side of the cape of Good Hope, other than in the 
country where produced, 4 cents per pound, and an addi- 
tion thereto of 10 per centum ad vatorem ; Provided, That 
whenever the ‘Treasury notes and bonds of the United 
States, which have been, or shall be, issued, under the au- 
thority of any laws, or parts of laws, passed between the 
4th day of March, 1857, and the 4th day of March, 1861, shall 
be redeemed and paid, the President of the United States 
is hereby authorized to make proclamation that the afore- 
said articles of tea and coffee may be imported into the Uni- 
ted States, exempt and free from the specific duties herein 
imposed. 


Mr. HUNTER. I should like to hear from 
the Senator from Rhode Island what rates ad va- 
lorem he supposes these duties will amount to on 
sugar, tea, and coffee. 

Mr. SIMMONS. From 15 to 17 per cent. 
The present duty on sugar is reduced somewhat; 
and I thought, though a majority of the commit- 
tee did not, that it was necessary now to resort to 
a duty on tea and coffee to supply sufficient rev- 
enue to meet the wants of the Government. AsI 
stated the other day, the interest on the increase 
of the public debt that has taken place for the last 
four years, amounts to $4,000,000. 1 think that 
it is necessary to resort to these articles of tea 
and coffee to get money enough to pay the inter- 
est of that debt; and when the debt is paid off, I 
propose that the President of the United States 
may then admit them free of duty without any 
action of Congress. I think that the additional 
revenue provided in this amendment, over and 
above what we nowcollect, will beabout$4,000,000 
annually. The duties are not heavy; but my 
view is that, when articles have been accustomed 
to be imported free, there should be a very light 
duty put on at first, that the public may not be 
very much disturbed by the alteration. 

Other Senators have the same means of knowl- 
edge that I have as to the necessity of increasing 
therevenue. We have failed toget revenue enough 
to pay the expenses of the Government for the 
last four years, by about $21,000,000 a year; and 
I know of no way but to resort to taxation to 
bring it up. 
impose taxes: but itis not as bad, in my judg- 
ment, as itis to keep borrowing money at extraor- 
dinary rates of interest. I therefore hope the 
amendment will prevail.” 

Mr. HUNTER. Ishould vote very cheerfully 
for a reduction of the duty on sugar; for, as far as 


| I can ascertain by conference with those in whom 


Į trust, itis too high as it stands. Ishould be 
willing to reduce it to 20 per cent., and I think 
that would be above the revenue duty on sugar; 
and if this were a revenue tariff, I should not ob- 
ject to introducing tea and coffee, but regarding it 
as I do, as a highly prohibitory tariff, T 


I know it is a disagreeable thing to | 


am not | 


willing to vote for a scheme of finance which ex- | 


cludes other products and gets revenue from tea 
and coffee. I shail therefore vote against the 


amendment. If-Senators would introduce a rev- 
enue tariff, and propose to add tea and coffee to 
the dutiable articles, it would be a proper ques- 
tion, and they might be as fair subjects of taxation 
as any others; but when you are prohibiting to so 
large an extent other articles and fabrics, and such 
necessaries as iron, in order to protect domestic 
manufactures, and enable them to derive profit at 
other people’s expense, Lam not willing, in order 
to make up the deficiency thus created, to tax tea 
and coffee. 

_ Mr, BIGLER. It is not my intention to vote 
for the amendment of the Senator from Rhode 
Island; but I do not mean to discuss it. F rise 
for the purpose of presenting the imports of 1859, 
under the present tariff, with the revenue derived 
therefrom; which will show Senators at once 
the relative rate of duty which is proposed to be 
charged. The imports of sugar, in 1859, amounted 
to 654,226,000 pounds; on which a revenue of 
$7,313,000 was collected. It will be seen, there~ 
fore, that the rate exceeded 1 cent per pound. 
Instead of $7,313,000, under the present bill, these 
imports would yield $6,542,000; so that the prop- 
osition, as originally presented in the House bill, 
would be a reduction of the duty upon sugar. It 
is now proposed to reduce it to 3 cent per pound; 
which would still be an additional reduction. The 
Senator from Virginia, therefore, is mistaken in 
supposing that the bill, as it stands, will increase 
the duty on sugar. Ifyou go back to 1857, you 
will see that the ad valorem duty amounted to 2 
cents per pound in consequence of the high price 
of sugar then. 

Mr. SIMMONS. It seems to be considered by 
Senators on the opposite side of the Chamber that 
you cannot put on a spécific duty without putting 
on a protective duty. Now, I suppose a specific 
duty can be put on that would not be 10 per cent., 
just as well as one could be put on that would 
amount to 30 per cent. Specific duties are in no 
other way protective thanasthey protectthe Treas- 
ury from frauds. E : 

Mr. HUNTER. Doés the Senator say that I 
said that you could not put on specific duties with- 
out making them protective? 

Mr. SIMMONS, No,sir. The Senator said 
that this was a general system of protection, in- 
stead of revenue. 

Mr. HUNTER. Yes, sir; I said that. 

Mr. SIMMONS. Ican seeno reason for saying 
that, unless it is because some of the duties are 
specific. They are not higher than they would 
be if they were ad valorem duties, By this sys- 
tem we only protect the revenue against frauds. 
I have concluded to put a moderate duty on all 
these articles that go very much together. I have 
hitherto contended that it made no difference to 
the consumers of coffee and sugar, whether you 
put all the duty on the sugar, or put half on the 
sugar and half on the coffee; but I never could 
satisfy Senators on the other side that that was 
correct reasoning. Now, in order to make things 
more comfortable to them, I propose to put some 
of the duty on each of these articles, and a rate of 


| duty on sugar that cannot be complained of by 


anybody who is willing to raise the revenue by 
customs; and certainly they cannot complain of 
the 15 per cent. on coffee and tea. That is not 
more than a revenue duty on sugar. It may inci- 
dentally help the sugar interest to put on a duty 
of 3 cent per pound when sugar is very low, and 
help the Treasury now. That is the advantage of 
having a specific duty. One year, when the sugar 
crop failed in Louisiana, we raised $12,009,060 
from the sugar duties; and next year the revenue 
was down to $6,000,000. It depends altogether on 
the price of sugar in Havana, where we princi- 
pally getit. Ishould like to have the same duties 
all the time; and as we consume about the same 
quantity, we shall get the same revenue from the 
sugar, whether it be high or low in the foreign 
market. So with the duty on eoffee, and so with 
that on tea. | think ita very much better method. 

Ihave heard a great deal said about these rates 
of duty being prohibitory. I do not consider that 
there is arate of duty in this bill that will materi- 
ally lessen the amount of importations, Lt may 
check some particular articles a little, but there 
will be always imports that will absorb all the 
money we can spare to pay for forcign merchan- 
dise. If you stop a little on one, you will increase 
a little on others. That has been my experience 
under all the tariffs. 


1861. 


Mr. HUNTER.. The Senator seems to sup- 
pose that I imagine that every specific duty is 
necessarily prohibitory. In that he mistakes me 
very much; but I have produced evidence here 
from the men most competent to give it—the ap- 
praisers in New York, the experts, who under- 
stand this matter of price much better than-it is 
possible for the Senator from Rhode Island or 
myself to do—and they: have shown that when 
they convert the specifics into ad valorems, many 
of these duties are most enormous; and the Sen- 
ator cannot get around it, except by denying the 
knowledge of these men, who are selected. for 
their peculiar ‘qualifications to pronounce upon 
questions of price and value. But that is not all. 
The Senator has shown by his own admission 
that this is an cnormous rate of duty which he is 
imposing generally. He said the rule of the com- 
mittee was to lay 25 per cent. on the market price. 
What market price—in this country, or-abroad? 

Mr. SIMMONS, This country. 

Mr. HUNTER. If-he laid 25 per cent. on the 
market price in this country, let us see how it 
would operate on an article which is in the 24 per 
cent. schedule of the present tariff. The market 
price is made up first-of the foreign cost, then 
of the duty, say 24 per cent., then of all the va- 
rious expenses and charges which accompany the 
article in getting here, estimated, as I said before, 
and as I have it from a large importer. in New 
York, at about 15 per cent; making, thus far, 39 

er cent., in addition to the foreign cost. Then, 
it is made up of the merchant’s profit, say 12; per 
cent. more. Now, in order 4o lay 25 per cent. on 
the market price here, you not only lay 25 per 
cent. on the foreign cost, but you lay the 25 per 
cent. on the other 52 per cent., making thus 13 
per cent. additional, raising the duty to about 38 
percent., which is the estimate that the appraisers 
make on many articles of iron and other things. 

Can the Senator say that that duty is not almost 
prohibitory; and if it be not entirely prohibitory, 
can he say that such a duty as that will not ex- 
clude a large proportion of the imports? I take 
that from ‘his own statement, in which he says 
that this rate is 25 per cent. upon the home value. 
Twenty-five per cent. upon the home value, as I 
have just shown you, is one-fourth upon all these 
sums that are added to the foreign cost in order 
to make out the market price here; and on the 24 
per cent. schedule, (under which a very large 
quantity, I believe the largest quantity, of our 
imports come in, except under the free list,) by 
his own confession , he is raising the duty to some- 
thing like 39 per cent. And how does he ascertain 
themarketvalueat home? That would bea work of 
infinite trouble and labor. . How does he know the 
market price of these various commodities? He 
is liable to error there; and the very principle on 
which he proceeds, shows how enormous must 
be the taxation which is laid in this bill. 

Lacknowledge that a specific duty may often 
be lower than an ad valorem one; but 1 say that 
specific duties are laid, most generally, in order 
to cover excessive taxation. Everybody under- 
stands an ad valorem. Present an ad valorem tariff, 
and any of us can see at once whether we areim- 
posing a taxation of 30, 25, 20, or 15 per cent.; 

at how many ofus understand the taxation here; 
how large a proportion of it is there that the Sen- 
ator from Rhode Island himself could not explain 
if you were to call upon him to reduce it into ad 
valorems. And yet we are called upon to vote in 
this manner blindly, when he himself confesses 
that there is a principle of taxation here which 
must be enormous, because he admits that he is 
laying 25 per cent, upon the home value. Twenty- 
five per cent. upon the foreign value is an mm- 
mense rate of taxation. A man who imports one 
hundred bales of goods would have to leave one- 
fourth in custom-house in order to pay the duty. 
But when you come to add to that 25 per cent., 
not on the foreign cost, but on the duty which 
he pays upon the profits, and upon the expendi- 
tures attending the importation, which go to make 
up the price here, you see to what an extent it 
raises it. 

Now, sir, in regard to these specifics. Senators 
talk about preventing the frauds of the ad valorem ! 
system. Why, sir, these specifics depend upon 
ad valorems. 
every rateof value. Ifyoudid, the disparity would 
be so enormous between the duty upon the articles | 
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would not stand it.. Therefore, you must resórt 
to this method, whereby wool, for instance, if it 
costs under 24 cents, pays a duty of 3 cents; and 
if it costs over that, 1t pays 9 cents. What a pre- 
mium and what a temptation to fraud is there here! 
If the wool costs 23 cents, the importer pays only 
3cents; but ifit is over 25 cents, he pays 9; and 
thus, within these narrow limits, you afford every 
opportunity to fraud to the importer to represent 
woolas being justa little under the price atavhich 
he is compelled to pay the high.duty on it. This 
bill proposes, not. only. specifics, and specifics 
founded upon such ad valorems as T haye mens 
tioned, but it adds ad valorems to them. It.does 
not abandon thead valorem principle. There are 
more ad valorems than specifics.in the bill as it is 
drawn; and it will be fougd that, in most cases, 
these specifics are introduced and ‘put in the bill 
to hide enormous duties. 

Mr. BIGLER. Mr. President, I have repeat- 
edly heard this same argument of the Senator 
from Virginia. He seems to prefer the ad valo- 
rem system because, as I understand him, the 
consumer, indeed anybody and everybody, can 
understand exactly what it means. Now, sir, 1 
object to the ad valoremsystem for the very reason 
that you cannat understand what it means. On 
the other hand, the specific mode is comprehended 
by the most ordinary mind. Why, sir, the Sen- 
aior from Virginia has never been able to tell yet 
what the exact amount of duty was that we paid 
on any given article under the ad valorem system. 
Chairman of the Committee on Finance as he has 
been, there never has been a time when he could 
tell what the amount of duty was that we paid. 

The great error in all this theory, is taking 
value instead of quantity. The country needs a 
certain quantity of goods; the Senator from Vir- 
ginia needs a certain quantity for his domestie 
purposes. Under the specific mode, he can tell 
exactly what he is paying the Government. Un- 
der the ad valorem system, he never can tell. Can 
the country purchaser learn from the country 
merchant what the amount of ad valorem is upon 
agiven quantity of goods? No, sir; never. The 
Senator from Virginia may start now on a shop- 
ping expedition down Pennsylvania avenue, and 

uy one article of each of the vast variety that is 
offered for sale; and I venture to say that, when 
he is through, he cannot tell what that duty is on 
any one of the articles. Rut, sir, if itis aspecific, 
if he pays $12 ton on railroad iron, he under- 
gtandsthat. Lf sugar be tariffed at 1 centa pound, 
and he buys ten pounds, he knows precisely what 
he is paying to the Government, If he buys two 
yards of cloth, and the duty is 75 cents a yard, he 
knows that it amounts to $1 50. 

But he says anybody understands that itis a 
relative rate—a percentage. A percentage upon 
what? Nota percentage upon the rate that the 
consumer pays to the country merchant; nota 
percentage upon the rate which the country mer- 
chant pays to the wholesale merchant in the city; 
not a percentage upon the rate which the whole- 
gale merchant pays to the importer; but a per- 
centage upon the foreign invoice, the dutiable 
value, which the country consumer can never 
know anything about. In all my experience in 
this way, I never could have told what the pre- 
cise duty was upon any given amount of goods 
of any kind; and yet every man will see, when a 
charge is specific upon the quantity, exactly what 
he is paying to the Government. If there is to 
be a contest between the two systems as to which 
is the most candid, and open, and easily compre- 
hended, then the argument is undoubtedly against 
the Senator. 

But, sir, another point. As for the effect of a 
specific charge upon the quantity in interfering 
with the importation of an inferior article, for one, 
I assume all the responsibility that belongs to that 
operation. € | 
as a universal principle, the importation and con- 
sumption of an inferior article of a given kind is 
the worst possible policy. Inferior articles of any 


kind are always the dearest to the consumer; and | 
it is because the specific mode upon the quantity | 
e inferior ar- i 


interferes with the importation of th D 
ticle of a given kind of goods, that I prefer it. It 
is to some extent a protection against imposition 
upon the consumers. Why, sir, the Government 
inspects drugs in order that the consumers may 
not be imposed upon. This specific mode upon 


of small price and large price that the community || the quantity rests heaviest, l agree, upon the in- 


I say that it is the true policy. Isay, | 


| comprehension of-the effect of. the 


ferior kind of that quality; butitiis.a-very: differt. 
ent thing when. you ‘assess ‘the jhighest yate vol 
duties upon coarse, comman goods: ased:by:the 
poor-—good of their kind. ‘Thatis avery different 
thing. That, I never: intend to-go for.oThat, 1 
have avoided: in ‘this bill as far as-possible.: Et 
may be in some. instances that duties are-too high 
on this kind of goods; but in all kindness tomy 
friend from Virginia, L must differ totally and ën- 
tirely with: his whdle theory.on:this: subjects 

have heard him repeat this doctrine before, and 
had intended to. reply to itiatlength, but probably 
[shall not have.an opportunity. ;, Ido not intend 
to seek the opportunity of saying: morethan I 
have said at this time; but certainly, soi far as the 
two. modes: is 
concerned, oni the part of the consumer, there: is 
only one side to the case. Fat gen 

The Senator told us here the last session that 
‘all that the consumer bad to do was to turn tothe 
laws of Congress, and he: could.see whether: he 
paid one half, one third, one fourth,-or one fifth. 
My answer to that is: what proportion of the 
honorable Senator’s constituents, or of mine; can 
have access to the laws of Congress?: But sup- 
pose they had the laws of Congress: so far.as the 
amount of duty which they pay upon a given 
article is concerned, they might. as well have a 
Greek dictionary. I venture to assert that, under 
the ad valorem system, whatever else may be said 
forit, (and agree itis the most convenientsystem, 
thè most convenientmode of making charges,) the 
consumer never can tell what he is paying, The 
Senator from Virginia finds it necessary to have 
a certain quantity of the vast variety of goods 
which he consumes in his pursuitsathome. Now 
sir, purchasing them under the present tariff, È 
ask him whether-he can determine, with any de- | 
gree of satisfaction tohimself, what amount neces- 
sarily went into the Treasury? If hecan, Icon- 
fess that I cannot. Ido not know what the profits 
of the wholesale merchants are. ; I do not know 
what the profits of the country merchant may be; 
and to go back further, Ido not know whether 
the invoice was an honest one ‘or not; tdo not 
know whether the appraisement was made by 
competent men or not; but if the charge is made 
upon a specific quantity, then I cannot fail to be 
able to tell satisfactorily to myself exactly how 
much I am taxed for the Government. >`; 

Mr. HUNTER. I say to the Senator from 
Pennsylvania that I and my constituents know, 
if we look at the tariff law, that we pay a certain 
proportion. I know, whatever may be the profit 
that I have to pay to the retail dealer and to the 
domestic merchant, that I have to pay to the Gov- 
ernment a half, a third, a fourth, or a fifth. That 
we know; but when the duties are covered up by 
specifics, we cannot Know what rate we pay. 

Mr, BIGLER. A third, a half, or a fifth, on 
what? ‘ 

Mr. HUNTER. On the foreign, price, the for- 
eign cost. ; 

Mr. BIGLER. How will.you.learn what the 
foreign price is? 

Mr. HUNTER. How do you learn what the 
foreign price is under the specifics on wool, when 
you have to pay 3 cents on wool costing under 
33 cents, and 9 cents over that? You have got 
two prices there, and a very small mistake may 
lead to larger fraud than can be committed under 
this tariff. 

Mr. BIGLER. That is begging the question. 
Iam examining the question between specifies 
and ad valorems purely. 

Mr. HUNTER. But I have just shown that 
these specifies have to be accompanied by mini- 
mums in order to prevent such unequal taxation 
that no people would bear it. Look through this 
system of specifics, and you will find it accom- 
panied with minimums. Look at the duty on 
wool; on wool under so many cents a pound; the 
duty is so much; and over that there is anéther 
duty. A variation of tor2centsin the pound makes 
an immense difference in the dutiesimposed.. Is 
not that a much greater temptation to fraud? Is 
it not much easier to perpetrate a fraud under 
such a duty as that than ageneral ad valorem duty 
on the cargo? Surely itis, sit. Under this sys- 
tem you have both; you have all the opportuni- 
ties to fraud that are held out by the ad valorems, 
in addition to these specifics. : 

Mr. SIMMONS. Ido not intend to go into 
thisargument about the propriety of rates already 
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fixed in-the bill and’agreed upon by the Senate. 
tdo not-exactly anderstand these tactics. * When 
Senators are-opposed to a particular: proposition 
before the Senate, and they can find nothing to 
show against that, they go off to some other part 
of the biland find fault with what we have done, 
not with whatT propose. The Senator frof Vir- 
ginia:has made ‘no ‘argument whatever to show 
that this is not right; buthe says he willnot vote 
for.it, because he does not like something elsein 
another part of the-bills That is no reason, as] 
understandiit, for not voting for this, if he thinks 
ita necessary measure-for revenue. . But that is 
the whele substance of his argument; he willnot 
vote for these:duties-of about. 12 to 15 per cent., 
because we have got somewhere else what he con- 
siders a very obnoxious feature... I do not think 
there is any part of the bill subject to the criti- 
cism which he makes upon it. . 
«He says that 25 percent. is an enormous duty; 
thata man, when he imports one hundred bales 
of'cotton, has got to give twenty-five to the Gov- 
eynment: Suppose he should; and that is the law 
to-day: if there is any doubt about the valua- 
tion, the custom-house officers can take the duty 
in kind according to the percentage levied on the 
article. Suppose a man should import one hun- | 
dred barrels of flour, and.there was a duty of 20 | 
per cent.ad valorem on it, and it was undervalued 
in his invoice, and the Government should resort 
to: taking the duties in kind and sold 25 per cent. 
of it, twenty: barrels of flour, in the market: what 
would the Government get? Would it not get the 
Rese in this market, and not the foreign market? 
Most assuredly «it would. If it was.§5.a barrel, 
it would get $100 on.the twenty barrels; and if it 
were valued at $5 abroad, on a fair valuation equal 
to 20 per cent., with the additional charges, the 
Government would get that sum. Senators are 
trying to make it out that this 25 per cent. is a 
high duty. You can say anything is high. You 
can cipher it up here that it costs 40 or 50 per 
cent, to import goods beside the duty. That is 
the way you cipher when you want to make out 
a large sum. But the Senator, if he knows any- 
thingabout merchandising, knows that very many 
of these articles are sold for less than the cost. 
The cost, by that calculation, has nothing to do 
with the market here. It is dependent upon other 
considerations. If the market is overstocked, 
goods are invariably sold at a loss; and if they are 
very scarce, no matter what they cost, they will 
fetch a high price. 

The Senator wants to know how I could find 
out these duties, and he says, if the question were 
presented to me, I could not tell him anything 
about what this percentage would be on the for- 
eign cost. I have never-found myself ata Joss to 
find out whenever I have*examined a question. 
You might bring a question upon me that had not 
been broughtup here, and I might not know what 
the cost abroad was; but as to any duty I have 
put in this bill, I can tell him, for I have reasons 
for putting them in. 1 goto the merchants who 
are selling goods and ask the prices abroad and 
here too. That is the way these steel duties were 
fixed inthis bill, F had invoices of thirteen dif- 
ferent kinds of steel, with an affidavit that they 
were the prices as they were rendered at the Bos- 
ton custom-house, and I fixed the rates upon that 
evidence. Instead of the duty being 260 per cent., 
it is but 20 per cent., or within a very few percent. 
of it. Lthink myself itis highly important that 
we should be looking for revenue, and that we 
should resort to such articles as will be pretty sure 
to bring it in—articles of general consumption— 
and. put a moderate rate of duty on them. [ do 
not hear anybody complain that this is too high 
or too low. The only question is, whether we | 
need the money. If we are going to get the money 
through these articles, I should suppose the Sen- 
ator from Virginia will not dispute that the duties 
are fàir, I hope the amendment will be adopted. 

Mr. HUNTER. The Senator from Rhode 
Island says that I object to his amendment, not 
upon its merits, but on aceount of something else 
in the bill. I object to it on aceount of the gen- 
eral character of the biil. I say, if it laid a fair | 
revenue tax on articles that entered generally into 
consumption, I would not object to a tax on tea 
and coffee; but lam unwilling to agree to a scheme 
of finance which puts almost prohibitory duties, 
atany rate high protective duties, on most of the 


it. Tsay, at any-rate, they would be fully asable 


| then $57,000,000; averaging somethin 
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of. the country, and seeks to raise the revenue 
chiefly and mainly from others that-do not come 
into. competition withthe domestic manufac- 
tures. That was tle argument I used; and in 
order to show how much fairer the ad valorem 
was, how much more intelligently we could act 
upon it, I said any of us could understand that 
by a duty of 20 per cent.we were paying one 
fifth the foreign cost. He-says, ‘* how are we to 
ascertain the foreign cost?” We are to ascertain 
it by our system of appraisements. As much aš 
has been said againstit, it-has not yet been proved 
that in general—I know there are exceptions—the 
system has not-worked well. - In the first place, 
if the appraisers think the invoice is a falsé one, 
they may raise it, according to the consul’s cer- 
tificate as to the price,in the principal markets of 
the country from which it comes. They com- 
pare this particular invoice with those prices; and 
in the next place, if they suspect fraud, they may 
take the revenue in kind; so that we havealmost 
every check which itis possible to impose upon 


to tell the value of the whole cargo, upon which 
you would put this ad valorem tariff, as to tell 
whether wool costs 24 or 23 cents, upon which, 
in the one case the importer would. pay 3 cents, 
and the other 9. 
Mr. CLINGMAN. I am rather inclined to 
vote for this provision. I agree with the Senator 
from Virginia that there are very objectionable 
provisions in the bill, which will cause me to vote 
against it; but it strikes me that this is one of the 
few that is not liable to being vicious. Now, 
coffee, tea, and sugar, since Louisiana has gone 
out of the Union, are all productions that are not 
made in the present Union; and all the taxes that 
the country pays on them, therefore, will go into 
the Treasury; but the tax which is paid upon 
clothing, iron, &c., will go, perhaps one half, in 
many instances three fourths, to the manufactur- 
ers. I prefer, therefore, taxing those things, as our 
object is to get a revenue, throwing it as much as 
possible on those articles thateverybod yconsumes; 
and manufacturers and all other persons, in that 
way, will be brought to support the Government 
byatax. When your object is to impose a tax, 
you ought to make it bear upon everybody; and 
think, therefore, that the Senator from Rhode 
Island is moving in the right direction. Ido not 
admit that, while sugar and coffee may be neces- 
saries, they are any more necessaries than cloth- 
ing, working tools made of iron, and iron itself, 
They all may stand on the same footing. I prefer, 
therefore, the tax in this shape; and if he will cut 
down the other protective features in this billand 
put them at 15 or 20 per cent., I will vote with 
him; butat any rate,this present provision, think, 
is agood one, and I am inclined to vote to adopt it. 

Mr. FOOT. Mr. President, I am inclined to 
vote for the amendment of the honorable Senator 
from Rhode Island, so far forth at least as it im- 
poses a duty upon tea and coffee; and at the first 
suggestion I was inclined to favor a reduction, if 
not an entire removal, of the duty on sugar, raw 
or brown sugar, commonly socalled. This isan 
article that enters very largely into the general 
consumption by all classes of people in the coun- 
try, so that it has come to be counted among the 
prime necessaries of life; and for this reason I 
should be glad to see it brought within the reach 
ofall, especially of the poorer classes of the com- 
munity, at the lowest rate. But, sir, a more ma- 
ture reflection, a morecareful consideration of the 
subject, has induced me at least to question the 
policy, the expediency, of removing or even ma- 
terially reducing the duty on sugar, at the present | 
time. The duty, as proposed by the original bill, 
is a slight one, and hardly perceptible by the con- 
sumer, it being but 1 cent upon the pound, $1 
upon the hundred pounds, arid about equivalent 
to the present ad valorem duty of 24 per cent., as 
I believe it is, upon the original cost. 

The revenue derived from the duty on sugar 
alone, the last current year, amounted to within 
a fraction of $7,000,000. In 1857, if I mistake not, 
it amounted to the enormous sum of $12,500,000, 
within a very small fraction; and the aggregate 
amount of duty from this source alone, during |} 
the last ten years, amounted to something more 
g jess than 


| 


when your national Treasury is literally empty; 
when your Government. is involved in a debt of 
seventy or eighty million dollars; and when your 
current expenditures are largely outrunning your 
current income. 

This is not the time nor the occasion to speak 
of the causes which have produced this condition 
of our national finances. I speak only of the fact. 
I speak only of the stern reality as it exists; as 
it stands before us; a reality which we have to 
meet,and to meet it as best we may. I.doubt not 
the spirit of patriotism in the great masses of the 
American people is warm enough and strong 
enough to bear, without complaint and without 
murmur, a small import duty upon the article of 
sugar, and. that, in addition to this, they would 
bear, without complaint and without murmur, a 
small duty upon the articles.of tea and coffee, in 
order to enable the Government to discharge its 
pecuniary obligations; to enable it to meet its cur- 
rent expenditnres; and to- enable it, within a rea- 


į sonable length of time, to extinguish the public 


indebtedness. Our hope, and our confident hope, 
is that we are about to inaugurate a more eco- 
nomical administration of the affairs of this Gov- 
ernment; that the public credit and the public 
confidence are to be restored and strengthened, 
and that the public debt will be paid; so that, 
after a brief period, these duties upon these arti- 


| cles may be removed. But just now, sir, we are 


called upon to provide the ways and means of 
meeting a present, existing, and pressing emer- 
gency. That emergency being passed; this bur- 
den, if it may be regarded asa burden, may be 
taken off 

I am aware, sir, that heretofore this duty upon 
sugar has been imposed for the twofold purpose 
of revenue and protection; of protection to the 
great staple productions.of some two or three of 
the extreme southern. States, and of Louisiana in 
particular.. Iam aware that the recent action of 
that State may furnish a motive to some gentle- 
men for abolishing this protective duty altogether. 
But, sir, however strongly I may deprecate, how- 
ever strongly I may condemn the recent action of 
that State, in the consideration of a question of 
| public policy of this character, in the considera- 
tion of a question of mere political economy, I 
would avoid even the appearance of being actu- 
ated by any spirit of revenge, of retaliation, or of 
unkindness even, towards an offending State, 
The question of protection is not at all involved 
in the imposition of this duty. Itis only, with 
us, a mere question of revenue. This we need, 
and this we must have, if we would maintain the 
credit, the honor, and the good faith of this Gov- 
ernment, Atthe present time, you cannot dis- 
pense with the whole or any considerable portion 
of this import duty, which yields to your Treas- 
ury $7,000,000 annually. You say you can make 
it up by.a duty on tea and coffee; and so, indeed, 
you may; but that.does not at all lessen the bur- 
den upon the one hand, nor increase your reve- 
nues upon the other. It is a mere transfer of the 
duty or burden from one article of necessity and 
placing it upon another, in neither of which is the 
question of protection involved. 

But do you propose to divide and equalize this 
duty between the three articles of sugar, tea, and 
coffee? You do not, in that case, enlarge your 
revenue upon the one hand, nor lessen the burden 
to the consumer upon the other. Sir, our present 
and pressing want is more revenue, in addition to 
that which arises from the sugar duty and other 
articles. As I before intimated, it may be found 
to be necessary—it may, at all events, be found 
to be expedient, in order to carry on your Gov- 
ernment, in order to save the public credit and the 
public faith—not only to retain the present duty 
i Upon sugar, but to impose a duty upon the arti- 
| cles of tea and coffee also. Whenever such a ne- 
cessity exists, (and everybody knows that it now 
exists,) the popular sentiment and the popular 
judgment of the American people will promptly 
and cheerfully respond to the demands of that 


| necessity. 


The consideration, as I have before suggested, 


| of what may have been the cause, or what may 


be the occasion of this necessity, and who are to 
be held responsible for it, belongs not to this dis- 
cussion, and I have purposely avoided it. Le be- 


$6,000,000 a year for the last ten years. Sir, we || 
can hardly afford to dispense with the whole or | 


articles that enter into the necessary consumption 


any portion of this revenue at the present time, |! 


t 
longs not legitimately to this subject, even if itis 
not out of place upon this theater, The American 
people will take cognizance of the fact, and make 
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the proper inquisition, and ‘pass the deserved and 
appropriate judgment upon it. 

Entertaining the opinions which I have thus 
very briefly expressed in reference to the amend- 
ment now pending before the Senate, I shall give 
my vote so as to retain the duty upon sugar, as 
provided in the original bill of the House of Rep- 
resentatives, which provides a specific duty of 1 
cent upon the pound, and is just about equivalent 
to the, existing ad valorem duty of 24 per cent. 
upon the cost. . . 

Mr. CAMERON. I did not desire to say a 
word upon this subject, because } believe it is 
always unwise to make speeches on measures 
which you. wish to hurry through; but this sub- 
ject of ‘the duty on tea and coffee has not been 
very often discussed, and I wish to say a word in 
relation to it. 1 have always been opposed to 
taxing the prime necessaries of life. My own 
feeling—and 1 very often act more on my feelings 
than my judgmeént—is against interfering with the 
duty on sugar. My motives at this timeare, that 
in raising asystem of revenue, it is wise and right 
that ali the varied interestsand various sections 
of the country should be taken care of. {am one 
who has no difficulty in saying that I am in favor 
of protection to American manufactures and Amer- 
ican products of every kind, Some gentlemenon 
both sides have a delicacy on that subject. Ihave 
none. l believe, téo, that in raising revenue for 
this country—this great and extensive country, 
as it was the other day, and as I hope it will al- 
ways be—the duties required to meet the wants 
of the Government, when properly. distributed 
will protect every great interest of the country. 
I do not look upon Louisiana as having left us; 
I look upon that State rather as the prodigal son, 
who has run away at present, but who will come 
back after awhile, throwing himself upon our 
kindness and our protection; and therefore, if I 
were jeft to myself, | would leave this protection 
to their great industrial interest, sugar. Other 
gentlemen think differently; and, in accordance 
with all my motions in legislation, I go with a 
tnajority of those who act with me, having no 
faith in my own judgment especially; 1 trust to 
the aggregate judgment of those with whom 1 act. 
They think it is wise to reduce the duty upon 
sugar one fourth, and put the remainder on tea 
and coffee, which are in relative positions with 
sugar; and I yield to that. 

Í do not believe that this revenue upon tea and 
coffee is going to increase the price at all. The 
uniform practice of the world, and of the tea and 
coffee-producing countries especially, has been to 
put on an export tax; which is varied from time 
to time to accommodate itself to the importation 
tax levied in other countries. I remember that 
was the case with Cuba some years ago. When 
we reduced the duty on sugar, they put onaslight 
exportation tax to correspond. ‘That has been 
the case with the Brazilian coffee; and I have 
looked with astonishment and wonder at the wis- 
dom with which that Empire of Brazil has been 
managed. They always manage their affairs for 
the benefit of their country and their people; and 
I wish our people would pay a little attention to 
that subject. Ido not believe this duty will in+ 
crease the price of tea and coffee at all. 

I never make appeals to the Senate or the coun- 
try about the poor. I tell you, Mr. President, 
that the poor people are the least exacting of all 
the people of this country. They always take 
care of themselves. As I said the other day, give 
them protection to theirlabor—and I mean by that, 
give them fair wages for what they do—and they 
ask no other protection. I have scen very few 
poor people in this country; because I believe no 
man is poor who lives within his means. The 
man who gets a dollar a day, and lives within 
that dollar a day, is as rich as the millionaire who 
lives up to his income. That sort of people only 
want to get a fair price for their labor, and to be 
protected against the labor of other countries, who 
have not the same virtue, or the same intelligence, 
and the same industry which they have. Allour 
revenue laws for the last ten or fifteen years have 
tended to protectthe pauper labor of Europe, which 
sends your false invoices in here, and which drives 
thé American laborer from his supper. lL say I 
shall vote for this alteration in the sugar duty; 
not from my own judgment or my own heart, but 
because wiser men think itis right. 


Mr CLINGMAN. I was very muchvratified 


| and coat and blanket are more important to him 
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to hear the honorable Senator from. Vermont de- 
clare that the party about to come into power ex- 
pected to conduct the Government upon more | 
economical principles than has heretofore been 
done. I had supposed, from the votes of Sena- 
tors on that side of the Chamber, that. they in- 
tended to take a different course. They have nat 
only voted at this session: to borrow $35,000,000, 
but there is a provision in this very bill to bor- 
row $21,000,000 more, making an addition. of 
$56,000,000 to the public debt; and besides that, 
they have carried through this body a bill appro- 
priating$121,000,000 to the three Pacific railroads. 
That is an addition to the indebtedness of the 
country of $177,000,000 at one session. Just think 
of it! Our present debt is about $69,000,000, and 
here is to be an addition of 177,000,000 to it. I 
am gratified, however, to find that the purpose is 
not to carry out that system. : 

Again: the Senator from Pennsylvania says 
that he is very averse to taxing necessaries. Lam 
very much pleased with. that declaration; but it 
docs seem to me that his line of action is very in- 
consistent. Surely, iron isa necessary. Ifyou 
put the question to a farmer whether he would 
rather give up his plows and axes, or give up his 
tea and coffee, I think he would say he must have 
his working tools. Ask a man whether his shoes 


than his tea or coffee, and I think he would be 
apt to say that the former stood in the first rank 
of necessaries. If the honorable Senator will go 
with usin making a bill which relieves the com- 
munity; which chables those who are obliged to 
have these necessaries of life to get them on the 
cheapest terms, he shall have my cooperation. 
Butif itis merely limited to some particular things 
which may be regarded as necessaries, and the 
great burden after all isto fall on what everybody 
is obliged to use, so as to fall heaviest on the 
poor of the country, I cannot go with him. 

Mr. CAMERON. A single word to the Sen- 
ator from North Carolina. He talks about the 
farmers. I want to know how a farmer will get 
his tea and coffee unless they come from abroad? 

Mr. CLINGMAN. Then why make the plow 
dear by taxing the material of which it is made? 
That is the question. I desire Pennsylvania to 
make plows; but F wish her to make them and 
sell them at as cheap rates as they can be had else- 
where. I am willing to impose some tax on it. I 
am willing to tax everything that is consumed; 
but unfortunately the discrimination is against the 
poor mainly; it is against the necessaries of life; 
and if you will look over the list you will find 
that those which are cheapest generally are lux- 
uries. I should say tea and coffee were nearer to 
luxuries than other articles that we are speaking 


of. 

Mr. WILSON. The Senator from Vermont 
expressed the hope that we are to have an Admin- 
istration that is to be more economical than the 
last. J concur with him in that hope, and I trust 
that that hope is not to be disappointed. What- 
ever, however, may be the failings of the incom- 
ing Administration, I do not think it becomes any 
of the gentlemen who have sustained the past 
Administration to make any reflections in advance 
in regard to what the next Administration may 
do concerning the revenue and the finances of the 
Government. The present Administration came 
into power, four yearsago, with $18,000,000 in the 
public Treasury, and with the credit of the country 
highadvanced. They go outof power witha pub- 
lic debt of $80,000,090, and the credit of the coun- 
try impaired and almost destroyed. And, sir, the 
records of the present Congress will show that by 
the action of the majority—the responsible ma- 
jority of the House of Representatives—the ex- 
penditures of this Government have been cut down 
by millions from what the Executive Departments 
asked, and their recommendations were generally 
supported by their friends in Congress. | I ven- | 
ture here, to-day, to say that the record will show 
that those who are now coming into power have | 
checked the expenditures of the out-going Admin- 
istration millions of dollars below what they de- 
manded. 

But, sir, I suppose these remarks are made be- 
cause we on this side of the Chamber are in favor | 
of some measures of publie policy that may be | 
a drain on the Treasury of the country. On re- | 
flection, I think I shall vote against the proposi- į 


| should like: to: reduce the-duty. -orrsug: 


| very many 
iy: N 
tion of tea that never use coffee. 


tion made by the Senator from Rhode Island. il 


Every: 
body feels that that duty has -beet high, that-it 
never: ought to :have-been so high asit has suled 
for the past few years) -I- have: myself been in 
favor of its reduction, and lam, so:stills butjas 
tha Senator from Vermont has said; -we cannot 


| now spare the money which we receive ffom'that 


source; and, besides, | donot want,to give svote 
lere that can be understood by anybody inithe 
country. as having been caused: by any:feelin 
growing-out of the action ‘of Louisiana.: I regari 
‘Louisiana to-day.as a part of my countrysand, 
whatever may be the action of that Staternow, 1 
have undoubting. confidence: that ‘the: time will 
come, and that not far distant, when. those want 
dering States that have rushed out of the Union 
without the shade or the shadow of a cause, will 
see their errors aud will return to this Govern- 
ment, and in the future: uphold the Constitution 
| and the flag of our common country. Therefore, 
{ do not wish to give a vote thatmay be supposed 
to strike at any of the peculiar interests of that 
State; and besides, we want the revenue to'be de» 
rived from sugar. If the present rate of duty was 
not there by law, Imight not consent: to put it 
there; I would place it at a lower rate. hs 

Now, asingle word in regard. to the proposition 
to tax tea and coffee. . That we need an.increase 
of revenue, we.all admit; but tea and coffee for 
years have comeinto this country duty free. ‘They 
enter every family; they ave used in-every cabin 
of the country. Ifiwe here in the Senate ‘amend 
this bill by putting a tax on tea and coffee, I have 
the impression that it will failin the House of 
Representatives. If it be put in the bill, although 
it will give us $4,000,000 or $5 ,000,000 of increased 
| revenue, it will bethe theme of demagoguism all 
over the country. ‘The charge: will be made that 
we have made a tariff for the protection of certain 
interests of iron in Pennsylvania, -and of textile 
fabries; and that, because we.have madea protect- 
ive tariff, we have been forced to tax teaand coffee. 
In my judgment, the friends of this measure had 
better not Incur the-opposition that may be made 
in the House of Representatives; had better not 
incur the hostility that may be excited in the coun- 
try by imposing a tax on tea.and -coffee; and so 
| believing, E feel constrained to vote against the 
proposition of the Senator from RhodeIsland. 1 
know that we have debts impending upon us, 
forced upon us by extravagance—some, perhaps; 
by the grossest dishonesty. I hope that these 
things are to be corrected in the future; but, to- 
day, here aud now, I feel that my duty requires 
me to vote against the amendment moved by the 
Senator from Rhode Island. Á 

Mr. HALE. I want to ask the Senator from 
Rhode Island a question. I understand that he 
submitted an estimate of what would be the 
amount of duty on tea and coffee together. : L de- 
sire to know, if he is prepared to state to the Sen- 
ate, what it would be severally—-how. much of it 
would comefrom tea, and how much from coffee? 

Mr. SIMMONS. [have not the paper here 
on which the estimate was: made, but I should 
think there was about two thirds of it from cofe 
fee. ia 

Mr. HALE. ILamglad tohearit. Itiscom+ 
mon, in this discussion, to speak of tea and coffee 
as if they occupied precisely thesame relation to 
the consumption of the country; and it is said 
that they are used in every cottage, inevery home, 
however humble. I apprehend that itis not true 
of them equally-—that what is true of tea is not 
true. of coffee. Tea comes nearer to being con- 
sidered a necessity, coffee a luxury. 

Mr. GRIMES. Itis right the reverse with us 


i in the West. 


Mr. HALE. I am told that I am going on my 


| New England habits; and that while what I have 


said is true of New England, it is not true of the 
West. I know that, among the people whom I 
represent, it is eminently true that tea is an artis 
cle of universal consumption among. the very 
poorest, and coffee is very different, “There are 
families who have a large consump- 
lam told by 
the Senator from Michigan [Mr. Bincuam] that 
it is so everywhere. I should like, then, to have 
a division of the question on this amendment, so 
as to have a vote first upon the duty on coffee, 
separate from thaton tea. Is it divisible ? 

‘The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Foster.) 
The amendment proposed is subject to amends 
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ment. The Senator.can-move to amend the amend- 
Mentin-any form. =~. . 

iMr: HALE., Ido not wanttoamend the amend- 
ment; I-meérely: ask fora division of the question. 
Under the rules, whenna question is divisible, it 
may be divided: without’ a motion to amend. If 
the subject is divisible, I havea right to ask fora 
division of:the-amendment. 

. Mr. DOOLITTLE. I desire to offer anamend- 
ment-to-the proviso. .The proviso,ag it stands in 
theamendment offered by the Senator from Rhode 
Island, isin substance; that when certain Treas- 
ury: notes.and: bonds which have been issued or 
inay be-issued before the 4th of March next shall 
have been paid, the President may-issue a procla- 
mation declaring that tea and coffee may be ad- 
mitted duty free. I desire to change that proviso, 
so that it shall read that the proposed duty on tea 
and coffee shall cease from and after the 4th day 
of. March, 1863. We are entering on an experi- 
ment; weare in a state of things such as. never ex- 
isted in this country before; and what the amount 
of our revenues may be for the coming two years, 
it is impossible for any one now to anticipate. 

_ Atthe suggestion of my friend from New Hamp- 
shire, [Mr. Cuark,] I will modify my amend- 
ment, so as to fix the limit at the 30th of June, 
1863, that being the end of the fiscal year. Dur- 
ing these two years, we shall learn what will be 
the effect of this change in the tariff laws, and 
what will-be the amount of revenue to be derived 
from the importations into the country. We are 
now passing through a crisis; all must agree in 
that; it is an experiment that we have never tried 
before,and we ho not know how much our reve- 
nues are.to bes; but during these two years we 
shall have opportunity to see how it operates, and 
if, at the end of that time, it be found not neces- 
sary to continue the duty on tea and coffee, I pro- 
pose to let it expire by its own limitation. 

Mr. GRIMES. I Sosire to know whether the 
amendment of the Senator from Wisconsin is sus- 
ceptible of amendment? 

he PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair 
thinks not. Itisan amendment in the third de- 
gree now. 

-: Mr. GRIMES. I wish, when the proper stage 
shall be arrived at, to insert “sugar” with tea 
and coffee in the amendment proposed by him; 
so that, at the expiration of two years, there 
shall be no duty either on tea or coffee or sugar. 
I desire to say, now, that I object most decid- 
edly and most emphatically to’ the idea which 
seems to be. attempted to be propagated by the 
speeches of the Senators from Mossachaastas and 
Vermont, that those of us who shall vote in favor 
of the reduction of the duty on sugar are going to 
vote for it from revenge or out of retaliation, or 
out of any unkindness toward the State of Louis- 
iana or toward the sugar producers of that State. 
This bill comes before us anew; it stands before 
us as an entire new bill; and I propose to vote on 
this sugar duty, and on all other duties, precisely 
as I should vote if we had no tariff on our statuts- 
books: 1 will not now; I never saw the time 
when I would, and I never expect to see the time 
when I will, vote for a duty on tea and coffee and 
sugar, Standing here as the representative of the 
people of my State, I do not think I should be 
reflecting their wishes—indeed I know I should 
not—in voting in favor of either of those propo- 
sitions. As the representative of that State, in- 
terested in the agriculture of the State, I will not 
consent to tax.the farmers of my State upon the 
iron they use for the benefit of Pennsylvania, and 
upon their jack-knives for the benefit of the States 

of Connecticutand Massachusetts; and upon their 

woolens and cottons for the benefit of New Eng- 
land, and then add to that a tax upon tea and 
coffee and sugar, the necessaries to every man’s 
home. Therefore, I say I object most decidedly 
to the idea that seems to be attempted to be prop- 
agated, that it may, 
be inferred that those of us who vote in favor of 
a reduction of the sugar duty, are so voting out 
of any hostility to any particular section of the 
country. Ihave my views in regard to secession, 
in regard to the attitude of Louisiana, and the at- 
titude of all the States that have gone out; but 
standing here as the representative of my State, I 
cast my vote as I believe the interests of my State 


require me to-vote on that particular measure, 
without any regard’ to the attitude of those out. 


going States, 


} that if Louisiana were here, if the seceding States 


by indirection if not directly, | 


Mr. WILSON. A single word in regard to 
this sugar duty.. I say to the Senator from Iowa, 


were in Congress, we should pot make this reduc- 
| tion; we could not make it. That is my deliber- 
| ate judgment. 5 

Mr. GRIMES. Why not? 

Mr. WILSON: Because we should not have 
the power to pass the bill. We could not have 
brought this bill into the Senate at the last session 
with any hope of success. 

Mr. GRIMES. Let me ask the Senator from 

Massachusettsif that is any reason why we should | 
not do our duty as we understand it to-day? The 
question is not whether we had the power three 
weeks ago, but what is our duty? What wasmy 
duty then, is my duty, as a representative of Iowa, 
to-day. 
Mi WILSON. The Senator has his duties as i 
a representative of Iowa; I have mine as a repre- |! 
sentative from Massachusetts, and as a Senator of 
the United States. I do not say that if the Sen- 
ator from Iowa votes for the reduction of the duty 
on sugar, he votes for it out of any ill will toward 
Louisiana. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Will the Senator allow 
me? I would like to correct him in regard to there 
being no opposition to the sugar duties. When 
we had the tariff up—in 1857, Į think—I moved to 
abolish the duty on sugar altogether, and we came 
very near doing it. 

Mr. WILSON. Did you carry it? 

Mr. TRUMBULL. We did not. The Sen- 
ator from Massachusetts, I suppose, opposed us, |! 
as he does now; but I can say to him that, if he 
expécts to pass this tariff bill, he will have to find 
votes somewhere else than in the Northwest to 
pass it, if he insists on these duties. 

Mr. WILSON.: As this. matter is up, let us 
have a plain talk aboutit. What: said was, that 
if the seceding States were here in Congress, we | 
should not have the power to make this reduc- 
tion. I say further, that this bill, when it passed |. 
the House of Representatives at the last session, 
could not have passed if the duties on sugar had 
been reduced. I state a fact. I know that Sen- 
ators and members of the House of Representa- 
tives in great numbers are and have been opposed 
to this high duty on sugar; I have been; but there 
has never been a Congress when that duty could 
be reduced until the present hour. I say, then, 
that if, in the present condition of affairs in this 
country, Congress does reduce this duty, what- 
ever may be the motive actuating Senators, it will 
be represented in the country that they seized the 
occasion (and were actuated by that spirit) to 
strike a blow at the interests of the State of Lou- 
isiana, 

The Senator from Iowa said nothing that I 
have any right certainly to take exception to; but 
T thought there was something in the tone of his 
voice when he spoke of protecting jack-knives in 
Massachusetts and Connecticut. It is very easy 
for a gentleman of the Northwest to rise on this 
floor and talk about protection to Penusylvania 
and New England, and to say that his people have | 
no protection; but, sir, standing here to-day, I |; 
express it as my deliberate judgment that there 
are not half a dozen States—and I doubt whether | 
there beamong them all one—so little interested in 
changing the tariff as the State of Massachusetts. 
I say further, as the representative of that State, 
I know that in voting for this bill I am voting 
against the wishes of a large portion of the people 
of my State, who believe the present tariff better 
for us than your proposed tariff; and I vote, too, 
against my own deliberate judgment, for I had 
rather stand on the tariff of 1857 than take this bill, 

Several Senators. Then why vote for it? 

Mr. WILSON. I vote for it to increase the 
revenues of the Government. On investigation, 
I believe it will add some millions to these rev. 
enues, though perhaps not all that is expected. 
I know that the present system has failed to raise 
the revenue that is necessary to carry on the Gov- |! 
ernment. That is a settled fact; for we have ex- || 
| pended all the money we could raise, and run in i 
i debt $50,000,000 more during the last four years. i 

| 
j 
| 
i 


l want no man to vote for this bill in order to 
| protect the interests of Massachusetts; for the | 
| tariff of 1857, precisely and exactly as it stands 
upon your statute-book to-day, so far as the pro- į 
ductive industry of the Commonwealth of Mas- |; 


sachusetis is concerned, in all its various depart- || 


ments, amounting to $350,000,000 annually, is the 
best tariff ever put upon the statute-books of this 
country. That is my judgment; and by passing 
this bill we shall gain nothing as a State. I shall 
vote for the bill, but I vote for it to raise revenue; 
I vote for it as a revenue measure; and I disclaim 
altogether any idea that, as a measure of protec- 
tion, the State that I represent is to be benefited 
by. it. 

"The Senator from Iowa will not tax tea and 
coffee. If the tax was upon tea and coffee I would 
not reduce it at the present time. The tax is not 
there. I believe that it will not be put there by 
the House of Representatives, and I hope not by 
the Senate. As to the matter of sugar, it is to the 
interest of my State to have the duty off; but thig 
Government needs that money; and whatever we 
may say in regard to it, I do not think we could 
reduce it if Louisiana was in this Congress, and 
I do not like to touch it in her absence. 

Mr. SIMMONS. The debate has takena very 
different course from what I expected. In se- 
lecting these articles for a moderate rate of duty, 
I have endeavored to see how much could be 
raised from this source. I wag induced to take a 
little off the duties on sugar, on the ground that 
it was, in some degree, mingled with these other 
articles in the consumption of every family. To 
keep the duty on sugar at the present rate, and, 
at the same time, to put a duty on the tea and 
coffee, would seem to be throwing too much of 
the expenses of the Government on the consum- 
ers of these articles. I have stated several times 
that we have got to increase our income at least 
$20,000,000 a year in order to meet the expenses 
of the Government. By the arrangement pro- 
posed in this amendment, we shall get an increase 
of $4,000,000 a year, one fifth of these $20,000,000. 
1f l am not disappointed in the operations of other 

arts of this bill we shall get $16,000,000 more 

y them. There are a great many considerations 
to induce Senators to vote to keep the presen: 
duty on sugar, and, at the same time, to increase 
the duties on the concomitant articles that are 
consumed with it; but I wish to call the attention 


| of Senators to the fact that, two or three years 


ago, when there was a proposition to take off en- 
tirely the duties on sugar, they would have been 
taken off but for the votes of Senators on this 
side of the Chamber, and mine among the rest. 
I voted against taking off the duty on sugar two 
| or three years ago; because I knew we were not 
getting enough revenue under the tariff then ex- 
isting, with the duty as it was; and when there 
was no proposition to substitute anything else for 
the duty on sugar, I voted against taking it off, 
It would only have made us so much more in 
debt every year. The Senator from Massachu- 
setts says this Administration came into power 
with $18,000,000. The fact, I believe, is, they 
had _ $26,000,000. 

Mr. WILSON. Eighteen at the beginning of 
their fiscal year, and $26,000,000 on the 4th of 
March. 


Mr. SIMMONS. They had $26,000,000 when 
they came into power. 

Mr. WILSON. When their fiscal year com- 
menced they had $18,000,000. 

Mr. SIMMONS. I call the 4th of March the 
beginning of their year—when they came in, 
Since thattime, together with the money on hand, 
we have spent an average of over $20,000,000 a 
year more than we have received. The outgoings 
of this Administration for the four years will ex- 
ceed $83,000,000, over and above its receipts; and 
I know of nt way to get it but to put taxes on, 
to increase the revenue, increase the rates of duty 
where they will bear it, I modified this item at 
thesuggestion ofa great many friends, who thought 
that if we took a little duty off the high rate on 
sugar and put areasonable duty on tea and coffee, 
it could be better justificd to the people, F desire 
to have a measure as satisfactory to everybody as 
possible; but you cannot satisfy anybody if you 
ask him to pay more revenue than he now pays. 
Nobody who thinks he is going to pay more will 
be satisfied with it. Ido not expect to get any 
credit by raising the duties. lt is not to be got in 
that direction. [tis a great deal more satisfactory 
to the pcople of this country to take off duties 
than itis to put them on; but! believe the people 
of the country are utterly siek and tired of this 
running in debt, and they would rather vay the 
duties annually. I have no sort of objection to 


